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EXH™ O Ok K R wEET

LR K 2E BT M8 330045)

B E  AWFFH 200,400 F1 600 mg/L 1) ARG RIH 55 KR % 16 Apis mellifera ligustica Spinola I I, £
I HG 0 T T iy M e S AL B8 R K] Sod 1 1 Sod 2 A IR 5% Wi » I LA R FREA A Dl e A o 5 R ) B T TR UK
WE B340 T 6 75 o 5 5 W (P < 0. 01) 5 B A 5 DA Sod 1 08108 e 5 5 B T A5 91 06 390 7 4
s Jerbxk FRAL Sod 1 JEPR I A R 0K R ARG T & H A AL FEAL (P <0.05) ; Sod 2 HE R 1 AH X &0k o, B AT T
B R JSE (0 8 05 S 38 0 S 98 b I 600 mg /L P FEAG A BEAL Sod 2 FHE DR AR K R 0k B AR T AT R R
FIHR AL (P <0.05) .
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Effects of paraquat on lifespan and level of expression of antioxidant
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Abstract We investigated the effects of paraquat on lifespan and the level of expression of mRNA for the antioxidant
enzyme genes Sod I and Sod 2 in newly emerged worker bees of Apis mellifera ligustica Spinola. Paraquat was given at
doses of 200 mg/L, 400 mg/L and 600 mg/L. Bees in the control group were fed sucrose. The results showed that
lifespans of honey bees decreased with the increase of paraquat concentration (P <0.01) . The relative level of expression
of the antioxidant enzyme gene Sod I increased linearly with the increase of paraquat concentration and it was significantly
lower in the control group than in the paraquat-treated groups (P <0.05) . In contrast, the relative level of expression of
the antioxidant enzyme gene Sod 2 increased initially but then decreased with the increase of paraquat concentration. The
level of expression of this gene was significantly lower in the high—dosage paraquat-treated group (600 mg/L) than that in
both the control group and the low-and middle-dosage paraquat-treated groups (P <0.05) .
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FIBLAG (paraquat, PQ) J& — ) V2 A1 I 1 B 2
) AEHLAA N I 1 S AL 8 T S NS f O, 3 A B
0, , JE AL N i (Day et al. , 1999) o T 4F K 1
B s, PQ B B T A8 5 BN KR B < AR OAE
( Dinis-Oliveira et al. , 2006; Costello et al.,
2009) o TEICHHESN Y, PQ A BRI 3 AL R
XF S W 0 B 5T R WY, PQ A LA T I IR R T, OF 2
BT A AL 1R 95 T (Rzezniczak et al.
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PE & W 6 PQ i T IR AU A W WK BT 1 (Seehuus
et al. , 2006; Corona et al. , 2007) « AR FH A
(7 A JEE F P ) W I E s ) KR i T
SRR A A I HONS  0 TF fi J T R A I R DA R A
IS o B AT S 45 RARTE I .
1 #MRE5FE
L1 iR sra
L11 Bl A VLV R K & g 05
BT 7% 1 B K A % g Apis mellifera ligustica
Spinola.
1.1.2 SEIRHR 1 50% K RE R R B 17
At CIgd A7 240 43 : 200 g/1) 5 Al JE K FE 2l 200,400
H1600 mg/L,4°CLRAT» 25 H o ARIR 531k 4 A4,
B2 PR ORI D 1) e KR g g 160 ., A
ARG (11 em x 13 em x 15 em) , 76 18 ¥ 15 ¥ 46
T J% (34°C , RH:65% ) o S 1 W JE B9 9 (12 1)
24 hjE, B e T T, R R E XK. 4 4
21 43 B rE A 0,200,400 FI1 600 mg /L &R )
B 20 ) A ok B4l C T 41) Fn 3 A sz 56 A #1441
(I IRTIV 41) o % 12 h 40—k @9, il %
AR CAET s g S0 MV 3 At 4l
LA AE T A, W45 RS o AE 56 9] 1A], 46
WL EH e . AW E R 3 K.
1.1.3 TH#EFMRE % LERAFRTE, 72
h J5 3EATHURE, [ AN EL 8 JL T, DL 4 A T8
AR T ASEE AL BT P A B ) mRNA K04
R, B RE ST 6 N HURE T
P il 37 BB W R R = 80°C LR A7, HI T $2 Ui
RNA.
L14 {7 RMEF & RNA R POL A & Trizol,
RNA Fig i 570 0 A 4 5046 o 7 s MAMLV. S 88 S g
& SYBR Green II %5 &= ik 55 % H TaKaRa 2
Al EHEARE A AR A TA R A A .

T3 B0 ML CKAY KA000 B, | ifg ¢ 5 2
B A ) s i X %R B 0 L (Eppendorf
5810R) , ¥ i #% (Eppendorf 2% & 7% i) » Real-Time
PCR System (Bio-Rad 2 & 7% /) »

1.2 RNA §RELF1 cDNA E—4 85 &K
BEASAE ity BRI B I > H Trizol TR G347

RNA (42 8. Br A7 #4342 BB 50 & e W 15 3k

47> RNA 5% T 30 wL RNAfree [] DEPC /K,

28 Byt I BH 458 J P K R Ah 43 O B R R I S S TR
A —80°C 4%

FH BB AR A1) & X s RNA JEAT B 5 [N
K% 50 wL:8 pl 4 RNA, 10 pL Buffer, 8 pL
dNTP, 1.5 pL M-MLV 2 # 35,3 pL Oligo dT, 1
wL RNA Fg#0 510, 18.5 pL DEPC /K. %5 R
A AR AR RIR A 5 ,42°C Y 60 min, 75C 5
min. S s YRR 10 45 5 R A7 T -80C o
1. 3 #kEE PCR

T 519 ¥4 % I GenBank |- O %% % ()5 %1 »
1% B SYBR premix Ex TaqTM O H &R, XY
DNAMAN 5.0 % it 5149 (W& 1) 5149 17 51 I
#* 1o qRTPCR [ MNAKFR K 10 pl: 1wl S f% s
W), H R RUERRUE S ) % 0.4 pl,5 pl 2
x SYBR premix Ex Taq™ II ,3.2 pL dd H,0, PCR
PR T R 95°C Tl AL % 30 5,95%C 10 5,58.9°C 1
min, 40 NFI; 5 J5 LURES s B TF 0. 5°C [#E B2 )\
61°C £ 95°C ic 3 45 il Ml 2k, B A S B e be i L
3 W AE AL 2% K Bio-Rad 2w ff) MyiQ2. qRT-
PCR J )% BA 3 2 1 ith % it 0 Ity (glyceraldehyde—
3-phosphate dehydrogenase , GAPDH-) Jj N % &
PR, Y. 25 R WA B (1 2 B8] (Sod 1 1 Sod 2) 55
W2 # K (GAPDH-) ) C, 14, | qpcR package
(Spiess and Ritz,2010) , R (Hornik,2011) % {1 i1 &
P4 2R T S R A O 2k (o) 18 BHlE o A 7
¥ 2% Huang %5 (2012)

%=1 Sodl1, Sod2 71 GAPDH- H R 1£5|4)
Table 1 Primer pairs used in the amplification of

Sod 1, Sod 2 1 GAPDH- genes

H 2 A (57 -37)
Target genes Primer sequences
Sod 1 F: GGATTGCATGGTTTTCATGTTC
R: CATGATCCTTTCCTAATGGGTTG
Sod 2 F: AAGAAGTGCAGCGTCTGGTTTAC
R: GGTGGTGGTCATTTGAATCATTC
GAPDH- F: GCTGGTTTCATCGATGGTTT
R: ACGATTTCGACCACCGTAAC

1.4 HERITESH

AR K SPSS 17. 0 F % ik 4 i 4w 947
Kaplan-Meier V4 ¥ 75 47 73 # o #6056 4 56 X & 04
I Z 5, X StatView B4 ANOVA and ttest
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2 FER59MH i
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o 00 800 T 0 1O A B R A (P < g 02} el
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Table 2 Effects of paraquat on mean

and median lifespan of honeybee (h)

Ak B FoLiEN AL #
Treat Mean + SE Median
I 260.720 £3.787 —
| 191.120 £5.717 180. 000
I 125.086 +4.600 120. 000
v 97.146 +4.415 72.000

T ra. WRAN A OO SR T84 e K TR O g I R A AE I
8] o

a. Estimation is limited to the largest survival time if it is

Bl BEMMEBREGFEHNEMW
Fig.1 Effects of paraquat on survival

distribution function of honeybee

2.2 HEHMEEMESUEERREZENEN

M 2 7] 0, #3856 41 T8¢ Sod 1 3 K] 1) A %
FikiE (r >0) ¥m TS EER, BB 7R )
() 188 i B8 00 X B 4L Sod 1 [R] [ AH 6 35 3k = 1
FACT & H A AT (P <0.05) o & 3 7] W,
PRI Sod 2 FEIN (A X IA & (r <0) BME T
IR, HORH A T R R R 0 3 n 2 38 n s 9D

censored.
600 mg/L T 5 Ak Ab B 4L h Sod 2 3 X (¥ A XS
F3 BEHEEF SRR
Table 3 Pairwise comparison of paraquat’s effects on the lifespan of honeybee
4k B I i} \Y
Treat g5 G2 P FHGD P RHGD P RGO P 1
I 141.257 <0.001 262.703 <0.001 296. 899 <0.001
Log-rank I 141.257 <0.001 76.322 <0.001 122.912 <0.001
K 56 IIr 262.703 <0.001 76.322 <0.001 14.382 <0.001
v 296.899 <0.001 122.912 <0.001 14.382 <0.001

A I AR TR B R Ak B2 R R AL (P
<0.05) .

3 i

W T A AR R T, R B RS 2
EZ M52 (&34, 2011) - Harman (1956) Bk
e HH AL N SR S JF A D AR A R 5 i B T
U ROS 1) & 43 % o 3X — i B 76 i 2% (Sohal
et al. , 1995) . 52K (Barja et al. , 1994) (I 3, 2%
(Brunet-Rossinni,2004) H 45 2 T iEsE. ALK 1
WEFT S R W] B A &R R 2 i 88 n» T8 1) A3

i A 5 T B X AT A 2 PR O B A T R R
B0 > o SN AR AR T R B BE 2 B, &
HHLAR P9 ROS 1) W 4R & i T35 B %, ff ROS
FEAR A AR WL T B S A I ¥ 38 3 2 e 7 i
4 AT o ARG AE 7 45 R 5 A8 B b i i T8 A
— 3% (Rzezniczak et al. , 2011)

H T G5k A AR N P R SR
FEAS Wr 19995 BR ML AR A ™ ZE ) ROS. Corona Al
Robinson (2006) I # i Ht %044 AH O 1) 2 AT T
TR, RIS E T 38 AU sl A0 B A I b AL 55 g
fREPisE b R oW 3 2R . A AL ) B AL M
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[ty Sod 1 fig KRt 2 f) ROS. XM > Sod 2 S A
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ARSI E ()
Relative expression level
=

I I I IV
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E2 HEMWEZE Sodl RERESHEZN

Fig.2 Effects of paraquat on expression
level of Sod 1 gene in honeybee
B o CP35948 = SE) W9 % AH Le, AH [ 5 B %R
ERARZE (P > 0.05), AFRTFRERRESEF
(P<0.05), FEIA .
Dta are mean + SE. Histograms with the different letters

indicate significantly different at 0. 05 level. The same

below.

HXRIEE (M)
Relative expression lev

2.4 L 1 L |
I Il il v
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B3 BEMHMNEE Sod2 £ERAFRIZSNZNI
Fig.3 Effects of paraquat on expression

level of Sod 2 gene in honeybee

(SODs) J2& — M 3= ZL 1K §T F AL B » & e i 1k i 4 Ak
PII 5 7 1 ER R R AR A AR A 43 AR R I
LA A BR ROS $2 41 55— 3 B £k (Corona and
Robinson,2006) . SODs i & LA 2 Ff JE A7 76 T H
K40 e Sod 1 A7 7E T4 L N » Sod 2 A7 7E T 2k
RLAR P o AT ST 45 TR W] 2 Sod 1 35 K] 1) AH X R 1A
B A ET R A R 3 0, B Ak ALY
Sod 155 R AR AT 263k B 35 v T 0 U4 3X ) fig A
DK B 25 4 i 9 ROS (R34 n, S T 197 1k 40 i 41 4
WAL 4 7 40 R 0 1E 5 T BE ML A0 AR B £

?UZ’/[\’,\EPﬁ()Omg/Lﬁﬁ*uﬂLIE?ESodZ s R
FH G 2 I8 B S0 2K 156 2 R ) R Ak B
. IXTTREAE T Sod 2 fE7E T-ERLAR N, H.4 kL
P 77 2R S M A T 40 e 2% (Perez—Campo
et al. ,1998) , I& H 1) 4 I0 1 AN 1R B2, T e 23
WiSod 255 R 20k {H 2 22 V1 RORG 1 I
SRR A TR 20 93 4 AL TT R 23 SO SR A Sod 2
B DAL PR 2, AT A 45 440 B P B 4040 28 458 1) 8 3t
SEUEBE 2T, HVEA LR A R T
PRI

BO S0 T A ) TV P AR koK A T 5 BT
FT S L s L 5% () % [ SCHF AT By, £ AR
7R B I R o
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