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The biological toxicity of copper oxide nanoparticles and its toxicology

mechanisms
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Abstract: With the development of nanotechnology, artificial nanomaterials have been applied widely in the fields
of energy resources, medicine, military, and environmental protection. Copper oxide nanoparticles (CuO NPs) have
attracted a great deal of interest because of their unique properties. In the process of its production and application,
the particles have been released into the soil and water and caused the potential toxicity to the environment. Here
the toxicity of CuO NPs on different organisms, the cytotoxicity and genotoxicity of CuO NPs, and the toxicology
mechanism of CuO NPs are briefly analyzed and reviewed. It is helpful to understand the toxicity comprehensively
for providing more information for the study of reducing the environmental toxicity of CuO NPs.
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o U0 S PR BA I R AR U R R Ak 1Y
S HRARAIER.

CuO NPs [N Bk )z, AR HT
FERUBE 2R3, XA iR B se w5z 2] 17 AATTH
WIE .

1 CuO NPsH A EIEMMANFZEER

1.1 CuO NPs7EEHIAAEE T R EIN S E/ER

TP CuO NPs (1) W i = 22 d i W= 1FE H
5 sk 2 PR R N A B, PR 3R RN R E N A
CuO NPs fEM G AR S, RE SR R T,
WA H AT LA s Bk FHS, I AT EAS [R5 A7 2 18]
BT RS . Wkt Cu' i 2 AN 3 (Elshol-
tzia splendens) WIHF 70 KB, CuO NPs ¥ AL FRAR 5B
J5i, FERRANI: B A a2 2 gk ks (478 1 5 AE
E K (Zea mays L) feFkH, CuO NPs 1] i i A i 56
MARFE 1z 23 b3, o B3R CuO NPs v FiE it
IR s #e B HoAbh A, HEF R FARE . Cuo
NPs 75 )4 & AN E A7 7] i 1z B AT A AE M) 4 & A~
H TR AL AR B AR T IR K, ks A
A

CuO NPs X #0188 FAF H 32 EERIAEXTHEY)
AKBF# M. CuO NPs fipie ~, HEYEKEE, ™
I SEL A, RIS N EE
IR TR, SXTHRZAREE, BN 1000 mg/L /Y
CuO NPs J§ip 18 f AR A 4 A= K 1y 4 i 18 21 1 73.3%,
AR B AR 53 9l B AR T 51% FH 57%. 5o oAt A
YIRS USSR, 7ERIKRSE CuO NPs (10 mg/L)
rE N, X® |~ (Raphanus sativus L.). 23 (Secale
cereale) AR fH K 301 1) 2 25 9 4% A1 80%"7. CuO
NPs X} (3% (Brassica pekinensis) FHR A 2= il e
N 1.4 mg/LU"™, i o v ] 75 70 AR A 11 2 0 ) 94
JE 2 480 mg/L!", X EELERLEIR TR IR CuO
NPs i 52 PEAN A . CuO NPs iE 2 5 M) 1 &
YEFH, 111000 mg/L CuO NPs Ab3ig N 572, fdi
2R3 a M2 b 5 B0 BIFEAR T 7% A 34%.
1M R AR A S ) O ST 7R, CuO NPs Ji e
48 h 2 Ja =M HOE RS 3G, ML IR R
MAABHFEEN I, SeBEHBEEK. 7ok,
CuO NPs 1,23 5 i 20 Jf #2508 S O, il
B /NERECE G 2 . MR IR R, ekiigTE
R GEBEANY IR, LR SRy b & Bk > S B 5 B,

CuO NPs i4 52 Wil 1P 7 N 22 B ilg 160 3% %, 40
CuO NPs 4t FEIKFE (Oryza sativa L)) %, o H

RARTE S FF%, MR (malondialdehyde, MDA)
EE M AL E (hydrogen peroxide, H,0,) & & i 3%
T, HEAYEALES (superoxide dismutase, SOD)
it SE ALY (peroxidase, POD) 5% 1 B L 1 i Y,

CuO NPs 7L AT J9 4t A [ A 5 500
TP = A, [FIF, PR ) CuO NPs 2 515
YIRAEAE, 41 CuO NPs 78RR H 23 5 BRI,
WA AR PR Cu™' s TG Rk s, S
MR RR, B O EEE NSRS
THEEMEM P, 8% CuO NPs 2RI R R
AR R AR SR AR, SR M R AR A, hnss
EWIRIEE, g YR CuO NPs BRI FIRL 8 P,
1.2 CuO NPsTEZIF AR R R E M F BN

CuO NPs # s WU 5 rl B8R T A A 22
CuO NPs #i s N5, o pid e, —
43 AN B A T8 A B IR A AR R T B 3 N AL
M. Heinlaan %5 > 75 s N 82 T K AL (Daphnia
magna) %} CuO NPs [1] W Y 1% Hl. 75 KB
CuO NPs 2 J5 2 h, CuO NPs A ) BU{EZIE N,
THIEBEAFAE, CuO NPs Kb 2 7 L 5 41 fu il
9B ; N\ CuO NPs i 48 h, 7EH i 1 Jz 41 sk 2%
B A SR GIRBRL, 387 CuO NPs iIEF2 2] 1
Wl bR AR 18], DUZRAEREA CuO NPs J5
F B R A AR A L B SR R 7R R N
(Mytilus galloprovincialis) T A0 R H DL K F0RE 1)
TERA B4R B, TG UL (Mytilus edulis) i\ CuO NPs
G R ER BT, A OEEHLRENGE D,
HENBIPIAR ] CuO NPs 413 23 X6 34 1) 40 it )2 20
G AN R

AW RN, 1EER A IR R & (CuO : 8
mg/kg) ] CuO NPs, A 2 =500, tnAIRY (Broilers) 2%
AN (Mus musculus)®™ [ H 3 E, 425 0 T hi A
TG IE T, YEoRPUA LEE T, IRmSIRIE DIRE
A Z TR, — 7&K CuO NPs Xz A
HEFIEH, FEEYRSNEEEZ, g/ R
RRAS IR FE T CuO NPs V&, /N RIE T N
RS 2R3 B &) 2 240, P E R 2 S H0R
H 2R EARE P, AN RIES CuO NPs, 255
s MR, HalatEmsis, HEsr ™.
X /N BRI X A 2R AR 7T 2 i B, CuO NPs 235
M 8 £ 410 L 1) PR 1 118 Y 8 0, BN 8 I E
FEMR,  HETT S AR R Gt

AN FOR L, CuO NPs PRI B,
Y B2 LK AR TS (Xenopus laevis) b Rz 48 i &)
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7%

EARMMBRIAIHFEH, RIWAFICHRE
71, fEZnpE A, S A g e, 5 Bl A
%%,
1.3 CuO NPsgyHilE{EF

CuO NPs [FTE1EVE A R E 2 — Ok
Bz . BRI, CuO NPs X 2 Fh4H B (1)
KA IR, Xt 9K (Vibrio fischeri)™Y,
KA H# (Escherichia coli). RiEAF B (Bacillus sub-
tilis). GO E IR (Streptococcus aureus)™ . 4
& A B (Pseudomonas aeruginosa) F1v% | 1FF B (Sal-
monella enteritidis)™ %5 () £ K #5845 B 5 1 300 o) /6
Mo ABFFURI, XMIHI1EH S CuO NPs 511
AR R A o BT

WAL, CuO NPs X PR S A B 1 P A 4
% /E . Luna-delRisco 25 "™ 32 1%, CuO NPs BE7F
ToAA SR I R A TR 7 AR VR AR X A
B CuO NPs [ 3 J8 38 b ifif n K B, v 4k 2 119
CuO NPs 1] 7EFLHA A X Ak 7 F 2 1R (acetoclastic
methanogens) 1 H, & 7% 8 17 B 48 7 (H,-consuming
methanogens) [ & P 7 A4E 52 5 K K B 1Y CuO
NPs 7557 5 A B2 ma AR/, H K A A0 BRI AT) 23 68 IR
AR, FBUEYIRN SRR EEL,
F e 1 7 A B,

2 CuO NPsHYZmpaEMMEERSHHR

N AT CuO NPs [ 48 i 5 4 1 56 7 5 - U8
T Karlsson 25 ™ 5} Jifi fiit b 57 20 B0 (A549) AT 7T,
FONAS A 44 K 43 J@ A (CuO. TiO,. ZnO. Cu,
Zn. Fe,0,. Fe;0,. Fe,05) LA K 4 K fifk Fl % BE ik 44
KE RN, AT HARGK KL, CuO NPs
of it i e 4 AS49 18 A FH B0 5 7E 20 pg/L
(8- 4K BURE A R, CuO NPs i 40 i (1) FE T 3
7E 93%, HAhghk Bk R RBUER, EELH
S s A CuO NPs 5| G40 i P (135 £ 4 (reactive
oxygen species, ROS) 3% 7}, CuO NPs fifif 5/ #z
() DNA #3475 72 th Bt HoAth 40 K Sk ™™ 28

CuO NPs X[ 4Hfavd A smm,  HBEAH =
YA G 1 AR . BT R, CuO NPs 2 fd i i 7=
7 ROS, 5l EE A1 . DNA #7345 . 4028 Bk 8 |
Rtk Ll EEMEET IR, ARToE
2 P 2 Th A I E] CuO NPs [RI4H 3 0E, 1%
Lo SHFFCH, S TE A DU — R & W i gt
HEAT % 5E, DNA 54551 DNA FAb 515 £ FH £ R o2
SR IN, ROS f /™= A= ) 2 48 F XS0 't 3% (DCFH-
DA) A, 4 H 8 T2 BER HE FH AL P I AT 1 %
TR IR o YRR R /N R AE 4 7 R A

=1 CuO NPsy3TZMpR AR = MBS A F S

Al Wik K /Mnm)  SEM/TEM (nm) DLS (nm) r Al SR
LM TCMS 2 el 65 100 (6=1)a#100 9~408# g A M A, NI 2 RN, [33]
Jitl 2 (A6) 40~500 AH M T
MAkEAICHO <50 31£10 284421 DNA#i5E [24]
JifE_E R 4HAS49 42 20 ~ 40 220 YRS PERRAIC, DNASUEMS  [41]
Bk & gl & 50 55.8+8.70 68.5£5 2 AL 1 B I (A G OK IR BE 2 [42]
HaCaT W, PAEROS, HEYMIET,
DNA%
45 g 40 & 127150~80 (74=£17)F1(40+16) A0 PR TR FRAS, S R E M T [43]
Caco-2 B, 5 R 28 40 i A7 Ak AL A
T T+
/NEBALB3T3 25.67+5.27 26.35+7.89 143.35+11.36 165, 10f115 mg/mLikE FAufyqte  [44]
I3 R RAR90% . 47%F122%
REE EEMM <100 g0 v PE A, S AZROSHI 8- [45]
ZHEp-2 isoprostane (— 4445 105 R 545
GikRic )
JitifiR b 4HAS49 <100 52.51+10.23 65.59 RS PERRAG; ZEDNAS [46]
Jilie b AHAS49  34.3+0.76 10~50 300.04+10.8 A0S VEPRAS, (R AE RN, i [47]
=R S ERF A S Ei e
JitiiE b 4MAS49  20~40 20~40 AU G R PR AR, FEAEROS, Zhikifk  [48]

J:% 4k, DNAA
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5 (scanning hlectron microscope, SEM) 8Y # i% 4t B
F 2% (transmission electron microscopy, TEM) fff
S, GNKRIURLAE 25 B8 -1 7K Hp R RIORE K /N A7 15 1
BASNEUS (dynamic light scattering, DLS) #ll »

CuO NPs 5| j#2) DNA i 7£ b & bt &3,
AR, IEH 2R R T CuO NPs [R5 K 5514,
41 H] CuO NPs AL BEELNG VUG, otk L 40 ) DNA
it 240 55 . 7E CuO NPs il . % M4 DA%
ZAE A M — AR A PR A o S RE A D 31 DNA #5345 b
1t¥) FapyAde (4,6-diamino-5-formamidopyrimidine).
FapyGua (2,6-diamino-4-hydroxy-5-formamidopy-
rimidine) A1 8-OH-Gua (7,8-dihydro-8-oxoguanine) 1]
MER, I HI PR iC I 2R BE CuO NPs ¥ 238 n
s ", DNA W24 & i3 B CuO NPs HA3
o I LR B

Ahamed % " 7R/ 5T CuO NPs X} A549 41 L[]
FFEMERF KB, CuO NPs Wil B85 5 40 i 45145 1)
F—hrEY) Hsp70 (3R, BfS, 400 56
A p53 BLI DNA $iifi &5 & A Rads, fl MSH,
Fakth L, IXRHAIXT CuO NPs 15 K 8
NAEIEIT p33 BN K.

3 CuO NPspyEMHIE

CuO NPs X AW A AR AR 35 MR AT
IRZHRE, TEIRKFFIE:EIZKF F CuO NPs #:14
WAEE . HATAA, CuO NPs [EFEHLELA #
J5TH = (1) B Cu™ X Ak P 3 B R
(2) GIAKITRL 5| kS () S A A
3.1 BHCY'SIENSE

CuO NPs 7ER; FRFE 1 B85 H Cu”™', CuO NPs
HEN A PR k2 4 Pyt DRSO Cu®' s Wang 25 1Y
T ok R 9 0 1R 7 VAR T B M R L R 40 B (A549)
55 7% £ b ) CuO NPs ] K B i HE Cu®'s Aruoja
2t BU 1F 53 22 Fi gy K 00K ) X6} ¥ 38 (Pseudokirchne-
riella subcapitata) {7 1 K B, CuO NPs 7 ) 4
TE W 25% BETON & 1o AR R 7K A2 18 W) 7
(Landoltia punctata) W58+ &K B, CuO NPs Jiid
T, HAEBEMEE R A AR, 2R AR S S AR AT 45
7, ABAE FLAEE T F %A WS 21 20 i P9 40 oK 0K 1 A7
15, W5 N AR S AT P BT
Cu™ [ AL I8 TR 35 1, Cu® 1 FR 2 B8 i 4L 25 W
(Fenton) [, /= AL R B ¥R 0k H FH 2L, 904 55 A 2H 47
AR & ERAZRS 7, cu” MRS &
FESEANYE,  REANZH R P (R0 % B 1 AH ELAE FH 52

WA RS ThAg. AT L CuO NPs Bl Hi ) Cu™
BN AN EEH .

W R N, TERRVEZ&AF T CuO NPs B8R I H
2 Cu B, kNI P (¥) CuO NPs 7] LLEA
PPN As, VAR IARSE, BUEE AR 14 o W% R
s LEIXEEERAT, CuO NPs 1] G5 5 B0 mr vk B
Cu™" T F AT, fr33E N T K% B 490 K ks B ) 5
DNA $i1% .

3.2 YKREURI S| RSB IE KR ARG

BT, CuO NPs EHLH 48K Bk A= 4
M KT H BN Cu™ (8. Zhao %5 B 7R
Ft CuO NPs % K #F B4 1) 40 B 585 V£ B 2 3, CuO
NPs 2x 5| 240 MR AR S, TR 24 B Cu® AbFE I
BA AR 2, T X — 5 R 2 4R K R
HIE R 15 KA 3 _E 8T 78t B R gk
TR [ 7 1 I T EOR O B i B, iRk
N 125 mg/L ) CuO NPs 1] 5¢ 4= 41 l] K i 4 1 11 26
K, HERE R R Cu® N 2.7 mg/L, LA
PRI FE I Cu® AbE K FF B - 1A 5 A A KA
ARSI %= W EE CuO NPs Jz Hoxk i) Cu® Bk &
N AOL R S S0 AR A 4534 1 B R I, BT
25 1 B2 L JE 3 3 K B, Semisch £ B 7T CuO
NPs (12 i F 5 R 2 PRI R K B, R A CuO NPs 5]
4 i 8 T 1 AR & W % /& DNA (subdiploid
DNA) [ &, T{E CuCl, il I —{%4& DNA %
AR EAR . XN RV IE SCAT 4E 40 i BALB 3T3 (1)
WFFE R B, CuO NPs 1] 5] 240 g ROS (1177 4= A
1M 5| ECH M, I N B U AR I 3 A
Jt ] BH 2 PR A CuO NPs 5 2 (40 514 . 45 CuO
NPs P38 T A0 NP AT 5 22 7 i v] 28 AR e
J 44 i HEp-2 [ 48 f 55 14, ] WL CuO NPs Jihid 5%
7Y E AP EIR S . REH R THRERT
Cu™" [ 3 2800 5 B 9K IR 5 | i ZE R
ROS 177 A4 Fr S B A 3514 -

3.2.1  CuO NPsif5 & b e 1) 3 2 i A

CuO NPs [ 5 () 12 T v 25 12 5| iR A Ak
Fip ) — AN E R K, Zhao %5 BT BF R E W, CuO
NPs 75 & B (FA) L35 X 4 i 545 005 2 FE PR A
JE IRl J& FA 3698 7 CuO NPs R # AR, b T
CuO NPs ki K A g i Bk, B#fIK T CuO
NPs (8 FAEH, o W R AN R ) 28 5%
YERIARR . 2 PR E R 5, CuO NPs (JEZ
= 20~30 nm B}, 2 KFIORL it i 2% 100 R Aaf 72 P A AL
N A e ORI SR S Y Ak 2 A L (<4012
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7%

eV ~-4.84 V) N, IXHf CuO NPs A& & [ H FJZ 5t
G RN AR b, SRR A AL
S o A, CuO NPs 1] AAH AR P ) — L8244 K55
T FIRER T, BB E T 2 AR AR K o
F Fo HUEHEN, CuO NPs A] @it B 1A iR R
717 DNA 451453, ] B HAR AE iR K 71,
WS, 774k ROS, 5l DNA #if5.

A, CuO NPs {E NI —Fh 54, diffE
JESZIX RIS G 2 R A S G I e v, T
— Pl B TT BRSO 1 KNI R R . ARSEER =
I 7L 78, 7E CuO NPs 4 ¥ 30 min f5 B0 FEF 77
MR B K&/ ROS 724, b RImy, A& 2
SRR R AEMKHIEER, 4 Rbohd VL KRS
SN A A = LR 0 RhI41. Beb. Msrb7. Prxca
SR B Y
3.2.2  CuO NPsifs &b W ia 51 S (1 40 i e B

CuO NPs il i B it Cu®* 5] A2 ¥ Fenton J 3
YK R B )4 504 ROS =42, A4k i Bl
R R AN RBUAE ROS {77 28 5 56 o v (8] 7= 4
(1) 25 AT FH B0 403 49 142 AT FE 1) 11 1 B 4T
filt, WA BEMI R EZE. ROS 5K
X — R G40 B AT A 2 B R A A . ROS
SRR RLAR PR . ZRRARTE T, S A RmHAA
1k & 1 NADPH ALl &, & E AR (SOD)
T A AN (CAT) VEPESGIN, P A B iy #E 1
I, SEUEFGE S (LPO) & &N, & AFA
PESE, RASEHLS MG . 7ERA AR
AT, ROS 2xud i & A1k S5 B BUR 15 5
WAE, WA 25y 25 E L BB MAPK (5 5%
1% % B 41 i 5 K T NF-«B 5 5 %48, 0k 40
() G S S, 0 A0 Bl AL R 15, X e
YN LF 4Lt ARM YR T LA K R SR A DA 56 B T
A iy S P L ) 2 T B AR T A 407, T AR IR BE T
REBCS, dmpustT: ™. 40, Ahamed 25 U % f
Jok % Sz 48 Ml 2 HaCaT (I 5% & ox, BE%E CuO NPs
(1) 4k T 7] 5 RS R) O8G0, 4 TS I I R,
EH IR 2 MK, ROS 724, 5] DNA $iifh. 4H
iR =% /T A B= AN 1 S i 5 AN S 2
AR 2 1510 BoRL A4 AN B 22 Ak, AR AR 5
(RIRRR S 30535 77 4 ROS, TR 20 i T B
e £ ROS BERIMZ T G548
B TFEEA AR, Bl DNA, 51#2 DNA i (%
1). 4k, CuO NPs tha] Bk N dpi%Z ), 1Ek%
P CuO NPs V74> H #: M0y DNA i difs »

4 RE

1§ CuO NPs FUkL A B J 2B W 14 1) 22 53t 1k
AN FRIRL RN AIAS [FIFAR K] CuO NPs 33U £ V) 25
MERCRA R W, SUR IO, SUE KR A &
MIPEFE, AR R ARt A ] 5 AR
HI BT X5t 0 K S AL AR 1 B AT FE AT AL ] 3 LA i 4
%, AHRBEXT AR LA 1 B A AR AN 2 W) i 2 1k
T RE BRI, ASLERA T CuO NPs Xt L3
A= )4 (¥ 55 A F 2. CuO NPs [ FE L. CuO
NPs FJ 38 e 94 K UKL R T 5 5 S R AR B 75 S 4
HE A 74 ROS, SHEAAIAT, W ARG SR -
ST RN HIIA IR CuO NPs 1855 b # EHLFH N
PLR JUAS D5 SR B A5 B« (1) B ™A% 1Y
RN TR BRI 1K) A M s R R P A5 i 5 (2)
BOTF B AW 2 N TR BRLY) 5 3) MNASFTT
T AR N R RURE A0 (14 25 PR S (0T 1) St o I
A A TR AH ST IE (1 2L 2 1A

(& £ X #
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