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AR A G o 155 TR 45 R B G 1R 55 i

JHREM, R, FO, ALE, A, REX

LA DV R 2% K P= 58 TR B & 453007 ;
2. W o BB E Rl R B s A A RS AT T BT S 453003)

OB TR KR T G A X W TR R R B S g I R L AR () A T G K A I 3
56 d, X 1B TR BE o Z2RR0E B AR G T KT 1 B IR ALK 4 0 B I T e R 4 T R R R B AR I S
FIRHAT T T G5 R R, 0.14 mg » L7'.0.28 mg » L' ALFRAH 5 XF AL, o ZREVESSBUR WM T (P <<
0.01) , F AT 43 AT (PCA) 7= 1 b 3 41 15 X 8 2 4 v 2 1 IX 4 B S, 000 94 TR B A B S AR Ak s [R) B, 5 Ak 38 201 i i
RN F 1-18,1L-8, TNF-a M f554rF NF«B 3N FIRAE BFE MNP <<0.0D), i BHEEEN Clau-
din-3,Claudin-c BARFERPEN T IL-10 550 F TOR ZENF XA B F FHP<0.0D. L5 R FK W . b5 R E K
JEE K A 0 31 S 2 AU T A R 2 R SO T A A ke B S Y 28 o I T AR G5

RSBIR 4 3B L 5 e g s

FE S ES :Q939.96 XERFREFRD ;A

028 i 38 N SE AL R e R R W RE BT R 16 R AR K SR, 58 IR AL T Suprao-
rganism” , FLA5H B HE PE 9A8 A 5 R 58 R 5 A 2 B ) R L O 5 e RS DA L SR A A A 3 7 30
IR T S A W EAE R TRy T (2 R 1 T8 B IR JEUA AR L T8 LA BE ek s A0 i I A i 5
R rflR B T OGRS K A S O L R Ay O U W R 2 B RS AR T R AR KRR
AN 25 D B A, 5 R A S K AR BRI R DTG 5 Bl AR ME S AR L T ) sz B ik ey BRI
AR Al Clnil BE R BE R B O SRR

TE AR 22 B 4 J 5 Y IR 58 DR 1 o VR D 7 55 R 3R R 3 7R o B A o 25 4 W™ 92 I T UK O IR B A
BT YL A B A R B IR R B TR VR B R S XK SRS R A A e T e
AR B M B R OC T K AR Xk 2K 7 S0 i 3 Tl A 2 R W AN AR A A S T o R R
TS TR i e R ) AR v R R R R T A s BOR BEAT 3T, 200 A B T T o g T T R
95 AR DG e [R] % 3K 19 52 ) L Ay B 4 A F 5 /KR B 1 7 VR T BLRI AR A T — i 5%

1 #H5FE

1.1 XEHYRFHEEH

S0 FH BRI [ ] T S R A K IR A B M, BEER 360 B2 KRS B 5, A S At L w0 LR R E R (10.10+0.01)
g(mean=+SD,n =30) W&, BEAL 7 FC ] 12 IR R FK AR AR BUE E Jy 60 L) b, FR58 FH K S 3T K,
Cu’ " HF8N0.10 pg+ L ', KR 25+41) C,pH 7.0~8.0, WA T <0.01 mg + L ',DO & HkE
=5 mg « L' 8757 ][] 50 ME RS i 0 f4 4R)RE (O 13 ) e BRI IR AR BR S |DD BT FR IR Oy 14 d.
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1.2 ¥HIEREKE(LCSO)ME"

FTAKBRERAABCH] 1 mg » mL~" Cu®" BRI AR FSE 50 0205 100 06 B S AE o7 o ik B ¥ BT, i IR 55 LU 4K
G A TR] B S5 v B 4 40 ) S A 4 /E 0 ho3 ho6 h 9 h.12 h.24 h.36 h.72 h.84 h.96 h AYFET-F IR
it 4 of 6] S A SE T3, B Bliss-Finney 35 11548 1 96 h B BOUL K E LC, =1.42 mg « L',
1.3 XLWigit

SCR Iy 4 A AL R IR (0.00 mg + LTHL,0% ¢ 96 h LCso) KR B Ik EALBRA (0.07 mg « L' ,5%
© 96 h LCy) AR EIKEABEA (0.14 mg « L '.10% « 96 h LCy) ./ JlR R WK FE AL BEZH (0.28 mg » L',
20% + 96 h LCs) s WAL HEE 3 AN FAT, B FAT 30 B R RN 3 K (9:00,13:00 F1 17.00) , 8 1A Za i I
PR 3 %0 MEAT BEME L A H oK, AR 4R 4% AL BREE K PR Cu? ' i o k3 1 5 L A M ) 38 56 .
1.4 BEREDEEERIWN

FETH 45 R R SRR S BURERT 28 & 24 h, DL MS-222(100 mg « L") FEY . S 46 BEALEL 3 B 10, o &1
TECR N 1 5T I BB E B Y, T —80°C % A7 4 . R Fl TIANamp Genomic DNA Kit i€ 5] &
(W 3 KARAE AR A R 7D $2 U 8 B DNA 3£ 28 ®] #6847 Hlumina Hiseq™ 2500 & 38 & I )7 3% T A 2L
4517 OTU(Operational Taxonomic Units) AR A B ARG S5 Rl ATF B .o ZHM B ZHMER
PCA 4553 #r.
1.5 Real-time PCR # il }% i& % % 16 5 2 B mRNA X%

BB 240, B RNA $BUKHE RNA iso il & 47 (Takara, Ki#%) . il F§ NanoDrop 2000 F1 1% i) 31
JE A JE H DK R RINA 433 1447 J0 o Wk 88 5 o A 46 5 4% J5 /A Prime-Script TM RT reagent Kit i
& (Takara, Ki%) % RNA 57 BIHEAT e 5% L D Bractin /E NS 2L, R A RT-PCR J7 2%, I 2 i i 36 vh
H A4 1BGnterleukin 18, 1L-18) . FH 41l 4~ F 10(interleukin 10, 1L-10) . H 41/~ & S(interleukin 8,
IL-8) e IR FE K F a(tumor necrosis factor as TNF-a) , 1ML N #% K T «B(intracellular nuclear factor kB,
NFE-«B) FH W8 ZZIR(TOR) K il %% %4 5H 1 Claudin-3,Clauding-c 1) mRNA F£ikKF, 54751
FR A5 B LR 1R 3 AN TR, 565 E T PCRAKR N 10 pL, 40 DMEER SN 25 05 %47 19 7 4 i3
AT A M 4 20 B o LA DR e S PR 3 L 5 R 2 2 Dr i3 o i

F1 EHREHXEE PCR3IY

514 primer 41 (5 —37)sequence(5’ —37) B KR/ C
IL-1B F 5" —=AGAGTTTGGTGAAGAAGAGG—3’ 57.1
IL-18 R 5" —=TTATTGTGGTTACGCTGGA—3’

I1L-10 F 577 AATCCCTTTGATTTTGCC—3’ 61.4
IL-10 R 5" —=GTGCCTTATCCTACAGTATGTG—3’
1IL-8 F 5" —=ATGAGTCTTAGAGGTCTGGGT—3"’ 60.3
I-8 R 57— ACAGTGAGGGCTAGGAGGG—3’
TNF-a F 57 —=CGCTGCTGTCTGCTTCAC—3” 58.4
TNF-a R 5" —CCTGGTCCTGGTTCACTC—3"
NF-«B p65 F 5" —=GAAGAAGGATGTGGGAGATG—3’ 62.3
NF-kB p65 R 5" —=TGTTGTCGTAGATGGGCTGAG—3’
TOR F 57 —=TCCCACTTTCCACCAACT—3’ 61.4
TOR R 57— ACACCTCCACCTTCTCCA—3’

Claudin 3 F 5" —=GAGGGAATCTGGATGAGC—3’ 57.0

Claudin 3 R 5" —=ATGGCAATGATGGTGAGA—3’

Claudin ¢ F 57 —=GAGGGAATCTGGATGAGC—3’ 59.4

Claudin ¢ R 5" —CTGTTATGAAAGCGGCAC—3"

B-actin F 5" —GGCTGTGCTGTCCCTGTA—3" 61.4

B-actin F 57 —=GGGCATAACCCTCGTAGAT—3’
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1.6 HEHIT
FITA S8 B0 2 DL £ FRvE TR (Mean = SD) 7R . 5 % A SPSS 16.0 34, LI One-way ANOVA K&
Duncan E#4T 2 & W G008 BRI 45 P<<0.05, KR EH B E,.P<0.01, KR 2EFHNEE.

2 H#RE5HMH

2.1 $REBMB X6 7 s B S R ST
2.1.1 a8 X5 T8 B Alpha 2286 72 00
mE 1 B”,0.14 mg e L '"AbFE4H ,0.28 mg « L "AbFIA 5% BRALAR L F AR F8 80 1a)  A] WEL W) AP 38

BCE 1b) A 3 FRE(P<{0.05),0.07 mg « L~ "AbHZH 5 %5 B8 4 A0 HE G & 38 M 22 5% (P =>0.05).
9 =
3000
81 & 2500 | ﬁ
3 * _\._.]E *
Q_‘nl £ *
o * -
{\@ s ] 2000
i
355
T 1500F
6 -
1 000
0 mg/L 0.07 mg/L 0.14 mg/L 0.28 mg/L 0 mg/L 0.07 mg/L 0.14 mg/L 0.28 mg/L
(a) FRIH (b) AR SRR EL

T ok FoRZE R (P<0.05).

P L S o B B A 2 R T

2.1.2 A 30 X 7 0 B ORE 3
HA 5 BT (PCA) 50 o

#— LD E W S = 0 mg/L
(PCA) e -4 [ I i e 7k . ot
A Xof 6 fizp S R R AR S5 B S R + 0.28 mg/L
ZREPE RS M DL AR d
3 B 4 PCL(23.51%), PC2
(3.27 VO MF I FEAR B A 8 W]
X A3 (L 2) 5 B 21 FE A 35 3R
B 1 A 57 0 1K B e R _ % !
4 24 1 385 9 AL, 5 %8 4 v ’
B 0 T AR 5 o ok 3 Ak B2 ¢
Xof FEZH 20 B X A3 AN db 50 ' '
2.2 §ARHE T 62 7 5 4 B B B - ) "
LTI 4 A

%2 BoR TR R RS vk g [&l 2 PCA 43 HTHJbh i %) B 17 T R 1 B 20 RETE I 5
KA 38 88 56 d 5, 1 R R KPR R 10 A7 AR k.t R R DL L 50 BRZE AR L AR BT o vk R Ab 3
2H 5 iy 18 P e B N T B8 (Cetobacterium) (P <0.05) , B9 5T £ 4 FF AL 3 20 14 0 325 5 B 0 54T 1 8 (Ce-
tobacterium) \Luteolibacter J& .Shinella J& ¥ W & (Flavobacterium ) (P < 0.05) , 5 5 & W FBF Ab BE 41
VI FHEEAN A 4EINE JE (Cellvibrio) (RIBREJE (Paracoccus) AR AW JE (Pseudomonas) .Candidatus Xi-
phinematobacter JEWA W35k 5 (P<C0.05) . 1 1 o i IR 8 Ab B4 £ A i 781 J& ( Halomonas ) . 35 % T %

=prE
o=

H2e «H3 13
e

PC2 (13. 27%)
2

PCL(23. 51%)
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R4 (P<T0.05).
T2 KEEHENEFEFHEABPELEHNHZIE

AHXT B2 A/ 26
J& Genus
X} HE 2 control 0.07 mg « L™ 14 0.14 mg« L7141 0.28 mg « L™ 14

{5 FT 7 J& Cetobacterium 1.3340.28¢ 23.68+10.81a 5.7440.46b 14.51+3.38b
TS Halomonas 13.59+5.62a 8.84+2.58a 1.63+0.56b 2.30+0.89b
2 YN 8 Cellvibrio 0.85+0.09b 1.524+0.13b 0.66+0.14b 8.17+1.20a
Luteolibacter 0.1140.02b 0.0740.03b 4.70+2.65a 3.87+0.78a

B ER )& Paracoccus 1.0140.05b 0.4640.15b 0.724£0.02b 6.9540.76a
Shinella 0.36+0.03¢ 0.23+0.10¢ 2.73+0.22b 6.49+0.65a
BB R Pseudomonas 1.19+0.21b 1.03+0.34b 0.5240.04b 6.11+0.51a
# FBLICH @ Shewanella 5.46+1.20 3.41+0.65 2.25+1.82 3.36+0.18
Candidatus Xiphinematobacter 0.1240.01b 0.1040.01b 0.104-0.04b 3.89£0.84a
AT B Flavobacterium 0.07+0.01b 0.51+0.21b 1.2240.65a 0.14+0.06b
HE others 75.88+4.34a 60.1049.20ab 75.0343.66a 44,194+6.57b

T [FATAS R 5B 3R 22 5 1 3 (P <<0.05).

2.3 SEBMER G E R EIRERFRERXES ST mRNA RiLKERZE

XA .0.14 mg « L' AbPE41.0.28 mg « L 'AbH4 IL-18,1L-8, TNF-a . NF-«B 3N EEH
FERIN(P<<0.01), TOR , IL-10 R HFEEAH W FHE(P<<0.01)./H 0.07 mg « L " FHA KRN EK LT
Xif BB 4 AR e 48 O B P 22 7 (P =>0.05) (& 3).
24 fApEXNEFEZTEEEAERRENEIE

W 4,0.07 mg+ L7',0.14 mg « L7"'.0.28 mg » L™ "AbHA 5%} B4 L . Claudin-3 KK 3k 24 W
B E R (P<<0.01),Claudin-c HFFEE 0.28 mg » L' Ab 320 5 %5 B2 AH AT 58 2 1k 2% S oh, i % 4l
T FENE 2R

3 i i

3.1 KSR R B X &2 A7 18 T B A B2 0

19 38 B REAE I HLAR (58 48 B VIR AR R B 52 B2 OQTE , 35 B R A5 A4 20 A i) o5 R 4 5 e B AL A4 1Y
FRARCH AN S e ML RE . A B 5% 45 2R 07, 7 v | i JB o ViR R K AR A B 3l AR 1R T L i TR R 22 R R R A
(shannon 6% .observed speices 850 SX FBAHAM L H I T B &M T PCA 5 R FEHE BN, b &5 F
Ve E Kb B 2H i TE TR AR S O R ZH A A B PR 25 e K e 2 SRR W, A A v O VAR B 1 K A Ak B AR
TE A TR 1 22 R B AR A U S W A DA 4 J A X S R R AT b 30, R R T R ) 2 R R R AR
Song 4 LAAS [AE 2 B9 il 25 % 5 & S0 A7 W30 J5 G 10 308 4 40 TR 22 Ak W S PR AR X S AR I SR 4 2R —
B, AP RN B R 20 2 3R 1 T W AR AR A BT SR T RE S A AE W O A 0 FE A O A B T L
Ik EL R B4 T 5 20 R P 45 T 3 5 4 3 ) A R A A [T I R T A i e
2 ph A DT ECRE . e 7 2 Y e PR R A TR ) 20 LR 00 20 R R A A i T A A

FE X 7 T TR R 485 R 5 W) 1T 5 A Y e AN () JO ke B 1 7K A R 0 o) 8 A T TR R A R KO B A
A2 B B 2 ), G v s o o v R R W e o B 3 5T R (Cetobacterium) (A 4N J& (Cellvibrio) | B ER B
J& (Paracoccus) JERH L H J& (Pseudomonas) B AT J& (Flavobacterium ) 55 B0 1 J& 5 X5 LA L 346 2
F G N 2R AR S AN R AR I B SE h  B, Bi A R A O TR L i A3 N BRI B (Cetobacterium ) B
WFETHE 2000 0% 55 WA BT S WY K A I 38 S 7 SRS il P <M B (Aeromonas) JIE & (Vibri-
0) B AL B (Edwardsiella) WECR I W 1 T 78X 2R 58175 I 5 1R B9 6 T 05 30 2 W 38 B B R A7 40 #r
KR BR 8 (Paracoccus) IR J& (Vibrio) . 8 FF  J& (Flawvobacterium ) F AL BB RE . DL g K 4 5 44 A 4R
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Xt B By £ R AT 38, FL 8 TR AR W e
S5 KA T WA R R i A T 2R oL
i R TR 1IN I €L Ve S O] I O ng/L

4L B 0.07 mg/L

AW FE A5 R — B UL TR 7K A fi 3 X - o B 0. g/l

MO SR T HOAE T, BRI A (B
WA K A T Ak 3 T R 46 4 L B
AR B0 T RO TR g ROR
TR M IE N FR 55 A ) 5 R R,
HRYTHN I I T A 12 19 BE 77 o B 4
P 1 T A R R A i o O
A FE s R RS i — R R

I 0.28 mg/L

FEDR AR R IE B /%

0
6] o B 0% A W 8 o 0 4 P B T B I8 [0 TNFa  NExB TOR
(RIBFF TP T IR M i AR T U

FRG L FLAR AT R R 2 R

e # R ZEREE (P<0.05), o R ZERREE (P<0.0D).

B3 e B8 S B iR P R 1 SR A5 5 20 1 mRNA A KT (1R

M 17 33T B L A k3 1T X R MR AR A . T X R T AR R R PR R S B R A R — b
5L,

3.2

KRB B R EAEEF BREREZEZEEANZMN
[ b B S LR RIS S U5 75 5 W) B R IR s

JEUBR A AR (14— 1 O B B, vy 2% b S 05 9 4 ‘ * I 0 /L

24r B 0. 07 wg/l.

PRl R HCAH S 388 B 4 o4 i e 8 T e Oy T 2 e W 0.1 e/l

Wang %14 0.7 mg « L™ xf & f 4 A7 B 0.26 ne/L
—_

4 L R B 24140 [L-18. IL-8. TNF-o %542 % b
T Je NF-«B ¥ 38 B 15 5 55 F 1 mRNA ik K
RGN, Zhang A1 LSRR X BE A iR i E AT
filif L RIAE R IR AT E S IL-1B8, IL-8, TNF-a A
RN T FX BN, M Occludin , ZO -1, Claudin-
b, Claudin-3, Claudin-12 £ E X L E A &
TOR ,IL-10 fl§ mRNA FikKF TR, X 54
WF 55 7E i T8 10 A 5% 285 SR O+ — 80 IL-1p, IL-8,

FEFAHRS R IEE /%

Claudin-3 Claudin-c¢

TNF-a 8542 4 SN 0] piy 1 06 200 it | 50 4% 40 it EE s AR

S AT A A M A5 7 R ROE & A A AR b W ok JORERRRE (P<0.0D).
Y I Y E Y R Vel 4 FTIEL B2 5 5 e 1 LRI 25 R

R T HFRB RN TS BREN R TIHE bR DU G2 B 80 1 T B 20 i 55 %85 3% 4 2 1 766 e e e 1) 7 22
S, b i B e AR L B e M R B R mEWAEM, — B2 L
i ) 308 35 P 2 300 AN B PN BE 2RI R A3 T B TT DA o B R ARG BRI B R AN RS
eAE PR B H 45 {5 5 38 R % A R SRR S, A B 7 TNF-a, IFN-y /KFR T ol R ZO-1 461
Fik T B0 RN I T BE A0 ACHIE S o, B A KR R B 3 B A RE A B, AR b S M R
B mRNA Fak K BT 835 TR R W EE 7 [ Rz 25 5% B /e o 4 A0 22 88 F 32 8 1 3405, I T kA
AN B TR AR 8 ) R AIG B S e DI REAZ B T R, F R E K.
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Effect of waterborn copper on the intestinal microbiota and
immunity of common carp (Cyprinus carpio L)

Meng Xiaolin', Zhu Zhengxiang', Li Shuai', Hu Wenpan', Ming hong®, Nie Guoxing'
(1.College of Fisheries, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007 ,Chinaj;

2.Synthetic Biology Medicine Institute; College of Life Sciences and Technology. Xinxiang Medical University, Xinxiang 453003 ,China)

Abstract : In order to clarify the effect of waterborn copper on the intestinal microbiota and immunity of common carp,
diversity indexes analysis and abundance changes of the microbiota based on genus level were carried out. Also, mRNA expres-
sion level analysis about the immunity factors and tight junction protein in the gut were done. The result showed that the Shan-
non index and observed species were significantly decreased in 0.14 mg « ™', 0.28 mg * L.”! treatment group. The composition
of the microbiota in these two groups were also observed obviously different with the control or 0.07 mg * L™! treatment group
according to PCA analysis. Moreover, the major abundance of the microflora at the genus level were changed in the two treat-
ments following Cu exposure. The mRNA expression level about the proinflammatory cytokines (Ilr-18, IL-8, TNF-a) and
signal molecular of regulation pathway (NF-kB) were detected significantly up-regulated in 0.14 mg + L™ ', 0.28 mg *« L'
treatment group. However, tight connection protein (Claudin-3.Claudin-¢) and antiflammatory cytokines (IL.-10), signal mo-
lecular (TOR) were found down-regulated conversely. In conclusion: waterborne copper exposure significantly decreased the
microflora diversity and changed the community structure of the intestinal microbiota of common carp, accompanied with se-

verely immunity damage.

Keywords: copper; gut microbiota; immunity; common carp [FEEHEK ER~]



