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I A 400 0 50 T X 1 R0 o 7 A B R AR AR T R Y K A I ST SR T TR IO B ARk BG L1 B R AR
7,100 mg + L' DCD %28 Bk 3 (Aliinostoc sp.) A4 EAT MHIVE FHEOAS [6] 40008 o ] — BR 55 W 360 A g 17
A RE AR K 25 5, Gauthier %Y WFSE R, ZEAH R 09 58 38 R, 9 0A 02 32 (Anabaena laxa) HHEE T K
R BE (Nostoc muscorum) AN BT E AL Z2 G2 W7 A0 BE 7 558, BA Wk 38 -5 2509 4010 P 450 0 5 /0 0 o 34 555
JE AR I 1 D 3% PR A A 5 A8 AL Liao SEN IR SE R L 76 AU Z B0E B B 2 00 SR i S 2
(Microcystis aeruginosa) ¥ PFOS BRI 3 2 765 37 78 2 B A BE b A 18 2 3, 32 8] PFOS $i 45t o
SiR e FHFH TR ZK A A6 2 B 03 5 W0 e A 8 3 A B Oy 2200 A B s A F SR AR 1T T BGLL 3 37 L 3% 3 2k 1
T, DCD X 2 PR i 1) A2 4 5 1 L SR 7E R F SR 5 op , DCD X [ 60 5 38 14 26 90 35 0 1 AT 48 e A, Bl K 7
Fef 230 BEERCIR B A, L% DCD Jilp38 i) A 24 e 1zt 26 SR AN ] 522 4310 22 fR Ay [T 280 0 .

Y ELSE S B AE HHERE Z5 R DCD X B ALK Y 5 1 A SCRL BT K A A BT F 58 T DCD X & AilK 4R
K GG VR L RS MR A AL — P R G AR, DL R R A Ak o A R R e I
WHE.

1 #H57FE

1.1 EWHH
B 2 FH L BOIR & BR35E (Noszoe Sphaeroides A 2 55K 43 B3 17 ) 30 B8 0 e FH K B0ODR 19 58 1l oK A
W7 ZARFLAT B 75 YO WG RS R HTH B L JF UE— R RS B RN & BGL1 BigREh OB BIR G R RS H R
0.1 o B THORLIR 55 011 K 75 P 35352 4518 G BRBRBE 2 000 1x DGR 5 B IS R N 12 h. 12 h 3G 3RIREE (254 1) C.
WO AR RS I 4 5 2T B S 20 B 3% 88 10 £ 90m = m) B LU 5 2285 TOKIR G 40, T 25 °C 2B
W TFIRE 15 d. LI AR ARMAK 1 e RS IR Z5 05 B ISR 2 0.22 pm 5 R 2F 4 98 A5, 15 31 0
T B T T K T TR K B AR PE B AN R pH 6,62, TN (12.59 mg » L™ ') NH, -N(0.322 mg « L™ ') ,NO; -N
(6.76 mg + L"), TP(0.14 mg * L™ ") A %M 0.0617 mg + L' .COD(692.3 mg « L"), 5256 F i FH i 5 M
- A VR T W R AR K 2 s e JE b (28°18725" N, 113°0734" E).
1.2 XWgEE
B RS 50 7E H K A BT AT ) 250 mL AR M 91 mL JETE H I 7K L3 mL X5 #0401l
K MORE B W 5 mL IR — R AR AN % v F 1 mIL AN R BT & Mk B DCD B3 % T DCD 78 H a) JH & 1
AR SR 5% ~10% W= A e RUR ™ H I AE B DCD Btk BE i, F AT 12 2% 1 HoAE & 1 14 it H A
HEF DCD 1 5 R 7 BT o Wk 32 2 R AN 34 0 5 19 10 00« fe e BT 3 VR B2 1R E 7 300 mg « L7150
EHAM R FRIA R pH N 7.0, B HW A4 E o (Chl o) TR E WS K 0.55 mg « L1, DCD & ¥ 2 43 5
WE A OCH BRAL) (120,240 F1 300 mg » L', ool B 20 fiff Y 45 o 28 18 /K B AR DCD 3 A7 15 R A7 1% TR M
ZZ PR B ZEVR BE Ry 40 mmol « LTS e 25 R SR WY L 2 A Rk R 1Y 92 R B ALK B AR KRS A AR T E B
ERW L IFREA R R R pH R B E 3 A EE DB SR 1.1 WA ELAE DCD Bad
24 h J5 S R E AN K B 45 35 AR B AR AT IRORE I E
1.3 (XEBESERERKERZNINZE
BUFE 4 mL, & F 4 °C.8 500 r » min '&MF FEO 5 min, KB LR HEB S 95U OB ERE
4 mL,PRIFAE 4 °C OGS TR, R R 7 0 OR $2 0D FE A 4 50 M A 8 I AT 48 52 . 24 h J5 RS 0 B
W, I E FLAE 665, 649, 470 nm AR GAE.Chl a (mg/L) MZEH B N & (carotenoids) (mg/ L) H) B2 2
mr.
Pen. =13.95 X Agss — 6.88 X Agg s (D
1000 X A, —2.05 X p.
O carotenoid 245 .
T B AR A K R B , HL P 22 AL BRI, ok A AL G2 75 ik AT W e 8. TR A 96 h
PR Chl a 978 Ak %k R AE DCD 85 il ok A K 19 52 .

(2)
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1.4 HEBHEHNRRNEZEIZSENNE
HUFE 30 mL,7E 4 °C,8 500 r » min ' AT B0 EBR FIE R R RIS k25 4T ORL A 42 B
FH 25 5 407 5 W g 0012 D0 7 VR0 2 P 099 JO kR 32 4% B Bashieva 455 T 34 J7 16 1155 0L o 9 3 8 R F1 (PO)
(mg/ L) F5 % W5 8 1 (APC) (mg/ L) 75 1 56 40 M N 8 IH 28 1 & Bl B 2 00 46 1 BB & e H A 1 & i gt AT
FrifEAL.
Ay —0.T0X A,

Opc = 7.38 ’ (3
LAy, —019XA,
IOAP(‘,_ 5.65 (4)

1.5 MERAXFSERKX(OJIP)HINE

B Al 2 O T A CBEAS B 1 S A TR AR B i 2k R DO 43 BT A (AquaPen-C 100) il 22 . HUHE
2 mL, K 3E I 15 min J5 002 EAIK OJIP s 124 i 4. 2 8 Lin %1 IRk 5 ik, o b s 2068 S 90Ok sh )
FEESHADCE RGN IO A ROR (P Al 38 1744 1 7 1% 328 3 v 4% 32 5% v R85 ) 2 o K it
(QA) A L T SZ R S (@) H T HFAE L I i T 77 8l (o E)) VB HLE T L R (D) B AR &
RYERE(1—V,/V ), LEOEA RGN L5 A 3LRE (PLyy).
1.6 |- REURFZEHNE

B AN 1) 3 Bk U (catalase s CAT) 395 1 2R FH H R £ 49 6 ' B 3 00 5 )R R BRAR 2 bk 22 i 17 )y 3k T
TE 40 M P AY S Z ¥ (malondialdehyde, MDA) & 2:1%0 35 40 Mg 4 75 14 48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) & &
F DR — 0 R A RO R B e i s U 1k B R ATk 4 5t Ak il ) 5 X 7R 6 (gt A ) T
JE 55 111 K T 240 M P R A A P B AL i (superoxide dismutase, SOD) [ 4.
1.7 BElREERNE

B A K 1 T ST PSR FH 28 B 2GR TR D 7 Y K B K AE BG110 853 BErh AL 15 d i 1.2 7y
(A0 B A B 920, I P EURE 40 mLBESRFE 4 °C,8 500 1« min ' FE0 5 min 5 FSEE 35 mL LWL AR
Fe AN 120 mL IE R A il R 10 20 B9 2 S0 I H A i A SRR R B 2 B O IRKG 3R 24 bR TR B
X CEZHFEAR GC-7890) K I H: v £ 3l It 7= ) & 45 1Y 2 1t
1.8 HiEHH

AR GETHEK A SPSS 26 X 92 55 KO AT HA R 3R 05 22 40 AT CANOV A Bt LA P40 £ bR o 22k w1
thp<<0.05 E U E A W 2ER.

2 ZHRE5SMH
2.1 DCD MERERFEEESENF M
Vel 1 A P K355 96 4 R IR I v o —
DCD b 3% 55 il K A: K e 5 10 5 0. 12 6 S A
120 mg + L9 DCD % 854l K 1 4 4 T 35 5. 2 wll L |
M DCD W 240 mg » LB Bl K2 K R % Tl :
{15 % BB 4y X B A9 49.8%. 24 DCD 34 %1 300 mg » s A
LV 8 KA 2 50— 25 4 i B KK e _
e KR BB Y — 39.5 % = o !
Fel 2 G T H K of DCD Bt % 5 Al K 4 g Control 10200300
PN B AR (PO A I 3 W 2 1 (APC) & 5 1521 DCD concentration/ (ng » 1)
I 2Ca) o T LU o TR K b 4 P R RV ) IR RIS 5B P57 (p=0.09), 45
DCD i 5 55 11K 20 i o 346 5 2 1 CPO) 4 1) 8 L DO K K

%‘FIS% 7’{&%’@3??&&_ IEJZ:E-QAE%A@%E , i\jxd_ Fig. 1 Effect of DCD on the growth rate of N. Sphaeroides
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WEAYS 90 0. 1117 5 A1l K 40 Bt P % 591 98 5 2 1 % DCD B9 PPk s TR i B, R W 300 mg « L' LAY
DCD X} & Alik APC 18 3% A 352 (K] 2(b)).
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Fig.2 Effect of DCD on content of phycocyanin PC(a) and allophycocyanin APC(b) in cells of N. Sphaeroides

22 DCDXMBMXRAXEGERS D (PST ) KRN

I 3Ca) AT LU i, % R S 45 DCD Ab 320 28 2675 S 20 0 2 2 LR ) OJTP it 2. 481 . 24 DCD
K 300 mg « L' P AHIA A WAL, K 3(b) R T PSIT HL 15 356 HR AF R 25 4 1k A 56 2 800 78 AL FRAE. 24
DCD 24 120 mg « L "0, Je e PSS £55 PERE A2 8L PL,, (8 W 2 A% T x5 B, 17 FLBE 25 DCD J5t i v B2 9 385
1M — 2. 24 DCD 4 240 #1300 mg » L "B, 53l 12 S50 Py F1 o E, AHEE T X BRAH 34 8 B0 A [] A

JER R BT @Dy WA BEZH 20 5 ETH T 8.6 % Ml 6.7 % A B 9 68l B8 —V,./V), TRE
=5,
1.2
(a) ’
Lot
w08}
5 0.6
-~ J = Control
‘:: 0.4 - 120 mg/L
o2t / + 240 mg/L
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0.0 "
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Fig. 3 Variations of chlorophyll fluorescence transient kinetic curves(a) and its related parameters(b) of N. Sphaeroides

2.3 DCDMBXREL-MEXREHF M

ALK N CAT Xt DCD fipie mi i R4, B 4Ca) B84 DCD 4 120 mg « L VB, 4000 CAT %
P 5 2T T IR O KRR 124.2% 524 DCD 4 300 mg « LA B4 N CAT 36 Pk — 25 42 TH . o X R Y
1.46 £%.DCD & 120 F1 240 mg « L " AZbFRAL B A0 A N SOD 36 P Y i X0 B L H R 25 S Y90 A 3k 31 g 3 bk
JKF-(E 4(b)) 334 DCD 24 300 mg « L™ BF, B4R N SOD i ¥ 5 3 3 T X B A BB A9 170.3 %6 AT 4 (o)
ATLLE 1, DCD Wi 2807 SAICK A 20 2 b R 5058 o AT .24 DCD %2k 240 F1 300 mg -
L7BF, B AR 4L A Car/Chl a HGAE 43 59 36 BT 55 T 15.0 %6 Fil 13.6 %%.

Kl 5Ca) R 1 H K HOAR [R5 d vk B2 DCD XS ALK 4 ML N ROS & & #5204, DCD 2 120 mg = L'
BF L B AR A0 ROS & 5t 5 % JEAH LG 35 22 5, ZR . 24 DCD 24 240 F 300 mg « LB, S 40 i P9 1
ROS % 1 . 3 5 T X IR 23 2 % B 1,81 A5 R0 1.85 A5 B ALK 4 P MDA & s A6 I 25 2R 7 {224 DCD 2h
300 mg « L' A, BEANML PN MDA 7 ft i 2 8 T X IR CE 5(b)) X IR 1.37 £5.
2.4 DCD xf il >k Bl & i 1 9 % 1

WE 6 frzs, Ko 120 mg « L' DCD 53542 T+ 1 55 11K 14 5 08 06 P, 300t B4R = T 66.3 %6, i B



% 4 BRYE K, F AL A R A B T B AL R 6 A A 5

& DCD Ry — 2 TH i B AR Y 15 20 5

) 5 F M AE 240 mg + L' A1 300 mg - @ 2
LA DCD Ak TR, 5 il K 81 48 B 47 14 A 452 £ 8o b
T IS AR T 50.6 %0 A1 90.8%. 2
o 2.0t
3 i i
c Lo}
DCD Ji 4 1 8 4140 605 3 91 = 05t
SRR 30058 T 4 1 400 3 - 08 v 25 2R 0.0
[ Ak A S A Salis 07 1 51 55 % B ~ @
DCD £ 48 L H R 175 98 26 7% A 7 T 94 0 ) R
B AR 2 5 S A o e B R R R R 2 os0f alb
100 mg « L™ DCD *f 28 Bk % 1 4 K 77 4 S ol *]’ I
TR . T A BF T 00 R L v BE N
120 mg « L™ DCD X} &5 il K i A4 K O &2 N
TR TEY 2 E¥ T P2 s |
S5 Il I AT 2 0 40 52 L T R BRCIR BE 4. A B 0@
FE IR MO AT B T 9 24 (R SIEHT BR y “0
ST S T S 22 R T AR A K % 0.4 2
DCD i 32 e T 5 2 AR 11 e 9 R l
W IEL B 1 1 AT M P T O R s
LR A A LR AT B K A B P R 2 SR
BT LRI A 7Y ~8 Y%, REA AR 4L 1 ol
R0 R B 5 L A B ALK
OO & 15 2 2 3 T B W G A K R Y0 ool 1 40
B AR BE A% 1 B L R ] IR AR 0 A2 DCD concentration/ (mg * L)

B RIREA L PC AT B 0 i) S A X P4 DCDX EALK A0 P P AL EFCAT . SODAIEEEPT AL 5 Car/Ch1 affI 540

B, 7 APC B 5 3 3 IE AR 0 A% 0 38 A7, PRIk Fig.4 Effect of DCD on the antioxidative enzymes CAT and SOD as well

M58 BE # de HAR 3R BT, PC /E R AME Y (5 as non-enzyme antioxidant p . /p, , of N. Sphaeroides

REH .2 APC B EDERE XAt

3 PC W 5 32 B K 1 1 52 ) A6 RUUE 32 BRI B0 T, B I8 88 1 mT DAAE i /R ﬁ HoAth 28 (A A R L
E
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12 000 ab [ ~ 2
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Fig.5 Effect of DCD on the ROS(a),MDA(b) of N. Sphaeroides
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Ay AR PS T R H L FE 4% 386 43 R ) Az
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HIE ¢, Tl & 284k, 5 L HE I DCD 7] R4 4
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B ARG Z WG A B8 1t b BN R K
AE FL 7 L3R B, AT 5 8040 B 9 ROS & & T 2 S R PO 40 BT 45 1 7k, DCD Bl 38 B BUE Al K PS
I 52 %7 Ao v, A A2 451, G5 Ak 3 5 98 40 M P9 ROS & H 19 728 Ak $ JE AR — B0 38 e #E I L DCD 3 1+
BOGEA KA RE, SEEAM AN ROS S RIFE RN A — BB NP a b 25, H T bR 40
f it H ROSIE R 00T, 340 i ol LIS 48 40 i 9 ROS 19 & L i i — 52 1015 515 S & 42 0 98715 40 i 79 19
BU A AL B Y T 1 AN A 2 AR B A S . SOD T CAT 2 40 i P 75 b £ = 2 iy i A 4L Y . SOD %
fOTF A 40 M P9 B A T B 7 4R HL O, i Ho O CAT WK 40 A 7 2B 19 H, O, HE— 25 20 H,O I
O, B AR A P A9 SOD A1 CAT 36 P 43 A1 45 S i . DCD Jilpae B 1 9 55 A1l K 41 A P9 1) SOD Al CAT i
P X it — 2 %] DCD $30 T J A0k 2 2 A Ak i 280 8 | 22 S 40 i o i) — Fh A B b 21k ) 152 . 129
JoBE VA K A0 P 1 ROS, [ B 0] DUAVE Sy — Fh bt S A6 500, R0 G f 22 S A e B 40 L i N A0 9 &5 SR 3k
WY, 204 0 200 i 32 ) AU Ak 3 B, SR A R P R S S RS i o S0y W HLIE TR DY R TR IE 0 45 A
7~ DCD Wit S 8017 B ACK A o, /00, 9 HCIE T 1285 SR D53 Ab— A TJ5 1 3R DCD = 8508 41l oK 32
=R SIEN

MDA 2 5 g G010 520 ) B 2877 4 A0 i P9 MDA 35 2 AT L sz e 200 it 52 1) 1) S8 Ak E 42 405 18 2. DCD iy
EEAETT S B ALK A0 N A B Ak — P AL R G A 45 S R, DCD Jl s R 120 mg « L' AP gkl DL 1A
BEAN ML N TR A RGE BT EVR BE R 240 mg « LT IFAIE N ROS &3 T &, X 24 DCD 25 300 mg « L™
B, SEAH AL N ) MDA & & A 1 3 i X S 55 R WYL IR BT 5 vk B2 DCD e R, 55 A0 K AT DL3E i b 3 2
LB 4B A R SR L T bR ROS, 4R 4741 P9 S8 1L — T 48 A 3R 48 19 8l 24 - £l , kG 40 it =2 21 S0k e B . R 2
DCD 4 5 1 v B 2 6% 25 (11 300 mg » 1) B, 358 40 M A 52 3 Ak P 3.

FEIREE 0 45 P T A0 A RT3 a8 B B 1 R R G B M 6 ek A 5T I 2 x40 e 45 )
i, 37 30 A0 38 B, 956 40 i BB D VR BT AR Ak AE 56 3 PR e 3k 4R TH BT SR I Y A T A0 e AR 1 O AR
SRVG T 22 T 2R 11 00 9 A B TR IR o R85 ol 300 5 PR T 200 L 5 o v R 2 0 B IR B8 B B AN N R
i 5 7 2O W B AR P A O R A RS AR W I U R R AR R AR A R Y
J5 3 IR0 A5 F T L B LR W nT L AR e I G 0 P A X R R SR AR AR B S b IR T
W DCD JHlha 2544 B85l K T Rl 3 2k 1 80 [0 26065 10 905 1 ik Ao 00 o 780 8 AR 3 o A v o 40 2R 1 e oR R T, 2
Y R — S AR RE A R L VR B DCD Wit 2 4F L B ALK e A 7 I ROR B 3 AIG. 5 304n i a
TG VE FH A AL ) B8 3503 B AT 200 0 P R e (1 07 AS A2 PT RBJ /3 JT R Wk B DCD il 2% 40 T 58 A1l oK [ 0305
T A

4 Zig

75 H K 35 38 245 T - DCD ik %8 5 Al i A K FOE G LA B8 M6 E S804 N ROS & &
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% 4

e BRYR A L RE AL I ] ) AU 2 B AL R G A E 7

3 Th 2 T A P R e A SR A R AR . A AR B VR BE ) DCD AT 5 5 Al oK A [ AU T H Y B
BWERERTHET 240 mg « L1 006 PR32 2102 35 40 DRI, 85 3 B ALK BRSO 70k DCD x5 il
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Bio-toxicity of nitrification inhibitor dicyandiamide on Nostoc sphaeroides

Shao Jihai, Feng Danyi, Feng Ye, Jin Wenxi, Tan Yaqi

(College of Environment and Ecology, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China)

Abstract: In order to accurately evaluate bio-toxicity of nitrification inhibitor dicyandiamide(DCD) on diazotrophic cya-
nobacteria and provide useful information on reasonable application of DCD and diazotrophic cyanobacteria in agricultural fields,
this study investigated the effects of DCD on growth, photosynthesis, nitrogen-fixing activity, and the oxidative-antioxidative
characteristics of an edible diazotrophic cyanobacterium Nostoc Sphaeroides in paddy flooded water. The results showed that,
DCD. at a concentration of 240 mg « LL™', significantly inhibited the growth of N. Sphaeroides. And also, DCD decreased the
content of phycocyanin(PC), severely damaged the PS [[ , and increased reactive oxygen species(ROS) in cells of N. Sphae-
roides. The intracellular antioxidant defense system could eliminate oxidative stress induced by low level of DCD. However,
high level of DCD(300 mg * L™ ') resulted in oxidative damage on cells of N. Sphaeroides. The dinitrogen-fixing activity of
N. Sphaeroides was promoted by low level of DCD, but it was significantly inhibited by DCD at a concentration of =240 mg *
L~'. Based on these findings, it is recommended that the DCD concentration in paddy flooded water where N. Sphaeroides is

cultivated should not exceed 120 mg * L',

Keywords: growth rate; photosynthetic system; oxidative-antioxidant system; dinitrogen-fixing enzyme activity
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