ZIMEEI B ENKE T BHETYS
' WAaE, wak' £ 5

A EN REXK, #

2o B RS R

JE°, Eueid

(1. AR A2FBE, LR G 264025, 2. MG T A XKL EoARME) 3, IR MWE 261499; 3. MHETH

R DT SERE, 1N A 264003)

mE:

AHRMYEETNEEBEMNAE O RESRE
AR PEHE S A2 S 04 38 TR R T R A JRT R E 4G A IR IR
HERRZEHG Y, AWK—EBIKT S0 Lo 484t

Beg- T, AR mMAERRAARNESIRE T,
Bl ALZ—. KPR B A At IR A A 0 A it AR

W 5T 2 H B AE A b A2 A R, dTHR

AL, AR KN4 DNA ¢34 15 R, =35 —? RINAMME N ERRE, AL HAET EF R

5 & K BKE RS WA K E I A AR
T fa it b LB L4 ?/"ﬁf_/\éiﬁk
MM Frh, T AT LI A EKAEASZAT O RARE A, AHiFFAEYTIRR

ot 17 K.

o6y B R AR A,

KRR KA sN 4454 UVA; UVB; &K,

FESES: S917 X HEAFRIRED: A
DOI: 10.11759/hykx20220930001

K FPH % %?mﬁj’(solar ultraviolet radiation, UVR)
JE H AR h —FP R BT UM A A 9 R RN, Bt
BRI Rre AR b, FEEA BRI Y UVR
AW g R, HAE R — Bt e N RR S L TE, 30K
X AR R AT AE TP . UVR 35 A] ™ 5552
e LK RWSRCFI DN E 2 Tach  BUN -

KIED R AT, UVR 40k 3 Fh: Kii&abk
(UVA, 400~320 nm) ., H1if £ 5 (UVB, 320~280 nm)
I 4k (UVC, 280~100 nm)., Hif, UVC &%
R R R, ok BRI UVA il
UVB fli&id A JZ, FlAbBRFEm, xF &Yk i
M . AHAL T UVA, UVB SRR 5, S4EYCR K
Vok- a7l BERZPONa st /et W NS S-S L Nt )
Bin] e A B m i Re i, — R R A SR AN R R AE
WU, P AR A A R AR — e R i, 5%
SN YGRS T RAR Y OB B T, W A Y
PR AT SR S AT RIS B, %ﬁﬁDNAﬁ%
FIR, A D RE R AR 0T, AT, SeAME ST XK
A BRI B oY AR L UL B . RIS

YLLK R sesh Wy oot e . Geit b s, B 55ME
SYEURWTHE R, RSP SE TR e W T

PRI, R R A W7 48 55 A A BH 55 A4 S T B 2 1l T
TEA A AR I — R 2.

Marine Sciences / Vol. 48, No. 2 / 2024

RO A AR L F e Fea . AR sh
Bt Bosk s e 4 at B K BROK A K
T A 2

Bk

AN

KA RAHMES Y
X EHS: 1000-3096(2024)2-0115-14

1 HAEKKEHDHE
1.1 BT, ZH BAE PSR 3

R IE T K AT HE S A TE T JE HE R
gk R, IR TS S AR SR A A T SRR

Wk H 8- 2022-09-30; & 181 H 9: 2022-12-15
HEWH: ER ARERERATIH (41906088, 42076088); LA 45 F#AL
“FFARHL TR (2019KIF004); ILZRABURAON b He AR R I3 H D12
PRI AT BA (SDAIT-14-03); LLZR4 A SRR 564350 H (ZR2022QC233,
ZR2023QC107); WIZRA T AR THRICR KA TR I H (2022LZGCO15);
METERL EFENA LIRS R FE1(202203); IWARBERLFEE
T34 (tsqn201812094)
[Foundation: National Natural Science Foundation of China, Nos.
41906088, 42076088; Plan of Excellent Youth Innovation Team of Col-
leges and Universities in Shandong Province, China, No. 2019KJF004;
Modern Agricultural Industry Technology System of Shandong Province,
China, No. SDAIT-14-03; Natural Science Foundation of Shandong Prov-
ince, Nos. ZR2022QC233, ZR2023QC107; Key Research and Develop-
ment Program of Shandong, No. 2022LZGCO015; Special Supporting Funds
for Leading Talents above Provincial Level in Yantai City, No. 202203; the
Special Funds for Taishan Scholars Project of Shandong Province, China,
No. tsqn201812094]
fEFE RIS fLW(1993—), &, W, WWRME N, BLrseE, %
MG AEY) 25T, B-mail: kongqing23@ 126.com, RERA1997—),
RS —EE, B, DUSR, WARMSA, 8 L0554, FEMNFEE
W2 WF5T, E-mail: songhongce@126.com; #1747 (1984—), il fElEH,
B, DR, BIEVLFFFERN, B, £ D i b A4 ) 2 0F
5%, E-mail: 1ei819@126.com; #5ME(1987—), dLREIEIEMEE, “«, ™
B, WARME N, TR, EZMAFHKF=FRIEPIIE, E-mail: 455386466
@qq.com

115



R gk @
EVIEWS

FRES SR IC T RS AN T o BRI, B AR R, SEAMRST T 3% 01, SN s2oRs i
FRORAETCEMESNDIRING T I 7SRNG, WAEAEY  ROMERE, RG2S R AR, 25 W A= YR i i 5
W2 ARSI R R R (R 1) BELUIER 6 ZRRCR MR L B B E .

R1 RIBEFHERRKELEEDYETF, ZHREREAZETR

Tab.1 Effect of ultraviolet radiation on gametes, fertilization, and the embryonic stage in fish and aquatic invertebrates

X SO B R IR - . o g -
Yrfh SEERIN ] - SR R NN 5% S0k
SR
Petromyzon marinus 0,6,12s uv DNA W3 ;B [7]
Oncorhynchus mykiss 0,5, 15 min UVA, 2 075 mW/cm? DNA Wiz Bt [8]
Danio rerio 30,40 s uv s JE 2% [9]
Gasterosteus aculeatus 8 h/d UVA 18 Fis B A 2 [10]
Carassiusauratus 10~70 s uv W TR % [11]
el
Carassius auratus 0~1200s uv y [12]
ZHEAR
Crassostrea gigas 60, 7105’0801’ 89(§), 120, UVC(254 nm) [13]
» 18US KT T | HE 450 58
: 0, 10, 20, 30, 40, UVC(254 nm), SHEHR
Chiamys farreri 50,60,70,80,120s 800 pW/em® gk P ik WLk Ry S b [14]
- ZHEHR
Dreissena polymorpha 0,2.5,5,7.5 min UVB(290~320 121m), [15]
263 uW/em S 4 A
N aRE]

Thunnus albacares,
Lutjanus campechanus, 10~18.5 hpf UVA(320~400 nm) FEFR
Rachycentron canadum

B e e T T e e T e e e e R e T e S e S

RER AR
It
. . . UVA(366 nm), o
Oryzias latipes 15, 30, 60 min 2 450 uW/cm? WL xR [19]
FET R
Plagopterus argentissimus 14.5 h/d UVB TR [20]
Gadus morhua 10d UVB T % [21]
Macrobrachium olfersi 48 h UVB, 310 mW/cm® T e M g R e [22]
Esox lucius 3,6h UVB hsp70 R ik [23]
60, 120, 180 >
. . ’ s s K] j;
Danio rerio 240 min UVR p53 FEHFRIK 1 [24]
Echi / 0~60 mi Uva ABCBL ERACP 25
chinometra lucunter ~60 min UVB ABCCI % FIA T l [25]
. i S R 1
Macrobrachium olfersii 30 min UVB, 310 mW/cm [26]
DRP-1 #H F K 1

TE: UVA KRS UVB il S Ahek; UVC AT SR A | 3RoR SO R 52 5 IR AR A 5l R B0 1 981, 3R SR A B 3 5 RS A 1
A=Wy e e 69

TR MRS 2R AT RO AT SR B, W7 3RBL. AT ISR v Tk S B (SCGE) MU SR AR TR
P, AEFHAEN PR 2RISR RIMEN IR BB S MR T/ DNA #0515 00, Kk Bt L Y 68

116 TEERLF 12024 4F /5 48 45/ 45 2 1Y)
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(Petromyzon marinus) X W 88 (Oncorhynchus mykiss) 1
K+ DNA F B3, &4 T DNA Wrinyfifitg
B G, AERED A(Danio rerio)fs T HIBTSEH A R
UVB XK ittt — 22 2 BRI AR 2 19 T
PG, AR T G 3 = fil 11 (Gasterosteus aculeatus)
W Fig gl B 3 TR, BRIUK Foadae s, Ik —
e REAR T S BL IR B B TR S A, BN AT
VISR 4 fh(Carassius auratus)BERT =00, 4656 52 K5 bP
SBEAb TR, TR e, (EBE ) s i sy, ek
RN T, ATamESETmE, FeA sy, 7
IKAETCEMESI T, RS IR IR 2332 B S H MR ST R 2
lan: K4t (Crassostrea gigas) XA FL 55 U (Chlamys
Sarreri)RE T2ad SANE AL B S, FETRACRIHE T 4544
T, BEE SN EE A M AR, TR
JEZW N, HEE TR, IMAE— & fR i Al
T 2R B RAR m R SR AR R T
WBE G UL (Dreissena polymorpha) 4 R I#AK, B0
VAR A I AER B4 1k, DTSR T A2 R i R,
S5 AR S0 £ 28 U R I %) 52 M A 5T 32 EE AT
U8 By F RN AT MR
SHMEPAT T LRSI IR R IRIG R BB, 7P A R
WA, e AR PET- 1O, FE s, Bl Ah
IR A REAC, LTI 0 S L 3 R S R 8 25 bl
Z AR, WRRIE R 2 W i, DT R B X IR i
KB RSB #E g S A (Thunnus alba-
cares) V9 K PG 85 (Lutjanus campechanus) FI 758 46,
(Rachycentron canadum)JI & 8% T P45 AH OG5 2 1Y

FHNLIE, o HIRIREE I HE R BRI RE I AE
(3o, 36 AT R v SRR R T R 2 K AR BE T 1Y,
AR A B 5 ) 2t R IR AE T3 10
ETVE, WE(Oryvzias latipes) . 11i#E i (Plagopterus
argentissimus) X K VG S 6 (Gadus morhua) ¥ 55 71 &
SHME R,

58 AN 5 36 T 0 £ 2 Bk A TE o ME Sl IR iR
A T2 A, 7E B G B EF (Macrobrachium
olfersi), Bt (D. rerio). HIEM i (Esox lucius)
N A B (Echinometra lucunter) i IR IR 45 4128
REEUFT, EHM il WS e sk T P53 AR
RIEEF Hsp70 MSER R, #H ABC $iz & 1
(ABCB1.ABCCHWIHSEn+F B, HAMET
BT, SRR R P, 54,
LR T AR S 7 58 AR S R IR 45 0 1) B B AR R
PR gs o . 7ES8AM R A PRI YR ER (M. olfersi)
ARG AHAE 30 min 5, ALK s D, R
2L, [l I LA I3 R S 3 1 (DRP-1) 3R A /K P . 3%
ETE, REIZLRLAIE S A5 BN, DT A TR
Jies 200 LA SR 1Y R RO

1.2 #hiket

H TSP iR 4 iRk B Be O A 250 . A= T ik
A S P22 AR, ASTA] U B 2 AT 48 A 2k 1) A
RMEAFAE— 8 22 5 . AR ST AL RE S w0 3 ) 4 14
(0 S A T AR, LA 2 i — 2B MR RIS R, 4
FAET- (3R 2),

F2 FINKEFNELERKE T BN IR DR

Tab.2 Effect of ultraviolet radiation on the larval stage of fish and aquatic invertebrates

Yyl ZEFR I H] SOMRRER I R ZR A MG 2730k
Plagopterus argentissimus 145h UVB, 0.15 W/m? FETH ) [20]
Oncorhynchus mykiss 15 min/d UVB HHERE i) [28]
Danio rerio 60, 120, 159’ 180, UVR HRGESE PR A 1 [29]
240 min

AR !
Solea senegalensis 180, 240, 330 min/d UV, 1.15 W/n?, 1.62 W/m? WEDKAT NG B0 ! [30]

BIP L 7 S )
Labeo rohita 24d UVB(80 pm/cm’) HERAR | [31]
Salmo trutta caspius 15 min/d uv ETHR i [33]
Cyprinus carpio 224 UVB [IEF2%:{Ek ) s l [34]

Oncorhynchus mykiss
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gk
Yyl F 5 I 1] SO BRI KT R NI S5 30k

. WP U 1

Odontesthes argentinensis 1~120 min UVA, UVB [35]
B A K 1
T BEmsnE — R B i

Catla catla 21d UVB, 80 pW/em’ B AR 22 R S T ) A ) [36]
AR ) A Tl T 1

Gadus morhua 10d UVB B S A A S 1 i [37]

2,
Cyrtograpsus altimanus 120 min UVA, 03 976\V\;,I?II;2UVB’ W5d 7 R l [38]
2, it A K

Neohelice granulata 30 min UVA, 1.39 mW/em ’ZUVB’ R f [39]
1195 mWiem i AL A 1
AR A A Tl T 1

Litopenaeus vannamei 12h UVA, UVB, 50 mW/em? & H Bk B4k B 1 1 [40]
T AR A U 0
I % !

Pocillopora damicornis 6h %\\//AB((?Z% I;lnnll))’ AR 1 [41]
DR !

Seriatopora caliendrum 5 min UVA(320~395 nm) - [42]
Uik !

Siphonaria australis 120 h UVB(290~315 nm) TEHER ! [43]

T UVA S RIEEEINE; UVB Al AN, UVC ISR AN, | 3R SN B8 5 IR AR N AR W B 0 R R, 13878 22 HM R B 88 5 iR AR ;.

G/ ponEd (UM

SRS P B SRR B R IR AR
KT i, FEE TR SEAMR S T RSO, mykiss)%)
IS HERTE B G g 3 i, A MRS T S8t fa(D.
rerio) A B AL 2 H (osteonectin) S5 I, FEIM FECE
BRI E T SHEP, FENNUREN(Solea senegalensis), &
HIE W% (Labeo rohita)WIATERINERER G, ML T A
KINZE, WeokiGshs/l, mIE g, SEr-R )
BRI A A 5 P TR SR MR S e ™ E e
FHICHIFSE B ISR BET R 5 S AN B A AH G,

W SEMRIRBE RN, AATET 2 BET PR,

IR AN AR SR T RE I A —E 22 570,

filan, gt (P. argentissimus) ARz B84 M i
(0.15 W/m® UVB)JAINTHI(14.5 h)Z&ER)5, Bioxih Bl
Fer-2P0 AR R RS MES (1.3W/mY) 9 d [ L
fi¥(Salmo trutta caspius)AVk, A2 HHBAIFFET %K
P, AN RIS, SRR SRR . R
PO B AR DTSR I RER AR fb, B (Cyprinus
carpio) ITEE(O. mykiss)WIATEHEAT 6 JAMIGHI &5 /hk

FRERIE, RILCPRR A AR, A AR R e
Wk RGN L T Rk, RSN TR/ S T
AR RE T BERI PR TPY . A ER I f4(Odontesthes
argentinensis) . RKH¢hifh(Catla catla) . KVGHEES (G
morhua) WIVEAE SN Z 8 JE ¥ R B T 2Rt f Lm0y
LR, EERK T ANEIHT- & DNA #ifi7,

TE Cyrtograpsus altimanus F15K 118 (Neohelice
granulata) ) R ERHNR TR EEWT I, K BLH ) Ry
A0 R R B AE IR B R R A L, AR A Az B4
i, (HRLD A2 R B R B Bh AT R AR ST,
WAk, FLANTEXTER (Litopenaeus Vannamei) SR L 58 4h
MRS, RIS SME AT FEOHE SCHT A A BRS M T
1, 5 S AR AN R Ry 40 8 AR A B AR T RE
HMIE I (Pocillopora damicornis) & HEFL 3
(Seriatopora caliendrum)%J) RUTFER | AR K AT
R, I HAER T 4y PR A 45 B S )42 s R A
LHNE GRS E Siphonaria australis % HAFIG
R, M HAREFE®.,

118 TEERLF 12024 4F /5 48 45/ 45 2 1Y)
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1.3 mARET £ IS R 2 X S e A e R (H R X
T BB T R g R, sh it AR K 2 AR S S BRI ™ & )5 5, JRak 2

W57 S M B S T R 2 T4k, AR Z R BUARIZETS (3 3).

53 MRS R K T HE BN R IR BT A G 2 AT 5

Tab.3 Effect of ultraviolet radiation on the adult stage of fish and aquatic invertebrates
Yk TR 1] SRR FR I SR R SN 275 3CHR
Danio rerio 24h UVB(312 nm) I T el nE — R AR [47]
Danio rerio 25h  UVB, 128 W/m? 1.72 W/m’, 1.95 W/m® #t H o S A ik [48]
bel-2 FERFGXR
p33 FERFE
xpe FERIFRIR
ddb2 FEINFRIK
Gasterosteus aculeatu 63d UVB(280~320 nm), 0.76 W/m’ TS %
FHER
AFE R
A B
Strongylocentrotus intermedius l1h UVB, 10 pW/em?, 20 pW/cm® HEReh
0, 60, 120, Ca” I
240, 360 min UVR Ca’"-ATP il
AR C
VA
TR R
gst FERIFRIA
Tigriopus japonicus 24h UVB gr FEFERIA
gpx R FKIE
sod FERFA
Daphniopsis tibetana None UVR FEIRECE
TP R
Ucides cordatus 23,26 min UVA, UVB Ag T EALK -
Caspase 3 F[IFRiA
DNA W51 B
Ostrea edulis 45 min uv AT AT
LR A LA,
RIS Ak
ARV PR S
Crassostrea gigas 20d UVB(290~320 nm), 2 W/m® AW H s S
AWEH K S ol 1k
A
T UVA I RIEEEINE,; UVB AN, UVC RIS AN, | 3R SO BB 5 DI AT B AR s R 9 ), 1387 B2 OM R AR 88 5 R AT
AWyt B2 Y _E 98 None SRR BF 52 2R 15 W B 5% 52 1+ ]

Danio rerio 6,12,24h UVB [49]

[50]

UVB, 10 uW/cm?,

Strongylocentrotus intermedius l1h 20 uW/em?

[52]

(53]

Stichopus japonicus [54]

Stichopus japonicus 30 min UVR [55]

[62]

[64]

B T e T el T S S T T T T S S S e D T e e S S S
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EAN P CIDOpI RN R ) IR A E e
S, FESRIAE DNA it . AL . S dihe
AP FERIMEFH RS T, A
BEATAMA . SRR SR S A0, 3
HEim ik, PIAREE S (D, rerio) AR AY), ©
TR T REMEIN K BRI, SR REG, Y
f(D. rerio) 2 WAL LI A T ki g g — R K (CPD)E
B, 1% T DNA #i45; WUAFI R R4 4L 25 bt
H AR A AL W B (GPX) 16 1 25 T B, 5 T ALK
P SAAI B PR T DNA B AHSCIE R p53 .ddb2
K xpe WIFRIK B, HUHT-EEH bel-2 BYFRIBT M,
o RS T 440 00 SEL VA % 1 A B A 0 T
IEH AN AR L, ik 0 SR R iR 3 5L
=Ht(G aculeatus)FNE+5 % (splenic index, SSI)AY
BEARG, b 40 ] T AR S e e O

TEKAETCHHES Y, SEAME ST R X 4 &
BN S . W SE s B R st AE ik B
Y, DU IR K 2 0 i ot R ARF o v Ik g IR
(Strongylocentrotus intermedius)TE 4N B fe, HE
FEIG R EWIEAER . A TE R A S R R
B3I S (1 411 R R s 1 0| O 53 E N 5 2
R PTG | B E A2 B ARG, DA T
B AT A SR AN AT 24 il 3 (Stichopus ja-
ponicus)ff) AR, HAEMEARAR C MR,
F U2 AP AT fig3E o SRR TR AR A Tl S A1 i
BT T ST HIZ(S. japonicus) IV 5 20 i E A T 45
HNRACBRIG, KPR Ca® Mk BE &N, Ca® - ATP HiF K
WG, W R N, RA&IRGIR T
T R A FE R sy, TER s
PRI T, By 2 SR R, JFRE T K
)28 Ak B FR SR OST A R R IR S H AR PR B AR
JK 2% (Tigriopus japonicus) A I WE 78, & B4 4h
L5 ROS AR lidE B, IS A Al (7%
e IK-S-F5 B Bl (gst) . A3 DB H BRAE IR il (gr) . A AAE
WA (sod) M gpx)HH I FEE % 3 M AR BRI
o AR, ARG p53 KL A W E L,
WIS T DNA 4514558 w5 5 6 14 28 1 4 5 7T e K

AR P SR AL 1 (Daphniopsis tibetana)r= % Hi 1 & & M1,

o R R Rt e
B X 2 A2 A B PU AU (D, tibetana) L3 sk 4
SHTEIT 146 LSRRI, F0 504 T i
5 T NG 32 O 525 25 B A 90 W
P L1601 L HR ok R GRAR W (Ucides cordatus), W 5|

K2 2L Caspase 3 75 I k8, M & i 8
o AR 2 R G R T AR SRR B R, SR AR
n] & B BK M 4 Wi (Ostrea  edulis) . %5 IR U1 (Mytilus
galloprovincialis) ) & RLARTE B I e i th, IHAS
AN T, B S T DU K 4 W5 (C. gigas)
AR SR I S8 38 T A1 S A BRI Bl o (H, i W
R KA (C. gigas) P 74T 0, KT &
FEI X e AN S I — 2l MR T R AR RO

2 W RLESNERE TR

01 245 ] 7K HE TG HE Bl R 55 AR A e i X
RECAT LIS DNA i, SAeits, 67 sy )
AR
2.1 DNA 41

52 H R I IR PR OYG vh H5 1 BB e 10 B S i B
HOm REOG T AT AR W) R O3 (2 B B H R ) Bl Wz i
IF R A A2 SOy, DT 1 BUARR A2 2B 49 T e 13 4
sl 101 AN A T 51 DNA 85 AL e 77
KAHEICRNE, 774 CPD | W5 BE -1 IE [ (6-4 PP)°, 31X
SES =Y 214 DNA JF5 | &6 A P 4 Sy 7™
5% . EAMESTSE DNA 4, 1 ks
DNA Z5#4Jf- 1 I DNA {14 5 il i s, 3 i v B
T R A A S DT e AR BB . A L AR OE TN B0
B RPN A RN AEfm2srh, BAMEST &
DNA #if Mg % %, i, F#(O. latipes). #r
A 3 (Thalassoma Iunare) I B A (E. lucius)4
LHNE BRI R B, CPDs 4 il s -+, DNA #i4);
T 23 65090 A 2 HheR 5| K DNA #4519 Rl B, A9
IR 218 B Y618 & (photoreactivation repair, PER), HJI
ik DNA Gl 5 CPDs 5{# 6-4PPs (454, Wit
AR AR U, B A R VI BR B
(nucleotide excision repair, NER)F A& 3Z i A% F 2 7+
KA Z B BER T 7F DNA B R i, i
Houl b 1T HAL WG S rd se 0, KT 2R hfit
%4 PER J¢ NERFY. oAb, HEsb CHt skl i is fL o 5
BRI R B, Fln, EAMRSE, H3Em (L.
lucius)W p53 FEH MG, 42 [RYL 0 (Phreatichthys
andruzzii)™ ddb2 FEE R FRZFRIK;, B MAD. rerio)
Rt apex-1 3&H (apurinic/apyrimidinic endonu-
clease 1Y iR F k24721

2.2 A4LF%
L AN A SR CAL AN, T B R A Ak A

120 TEERLF 12024 4F /5 48 45/ 45 2 1Y)
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A A MO, R AR M0 UK [ H %
(OH)% ROS #Jit, MMk — 5] kg Bt A4k 44
AR50 P SR MR G R TR BE h fa(D. rerio))F,
HoAARP ROS A i i Fh, irvkag s te"", it
Ah, BRHMEET A B R ROS, T LABGE A Wi R 4,
T A A B 3 3 1 o M 1 e R PO TR, ROS
Al 5 DNA KAEMEAEM, 4251 % DNA #5i6;. fi4n,
SRANE B RS R T B S (D, rerio) . WA EF (M.
olfersi) 2B IR A5 7778 B ANLR BRI P2 2R B ROS
HE— 218 T K5 BB (Colossoma macropomum)
E B &t (Arapaima gigas)i) DNA #4517

FEEHMR SR A I IR, 028 KoK AR TTf
HESHY AT LA PR . AL TEBR A R 2
o R BTSRRI R SR AN B, AR,
RHNEFRTE G, BEL (D, rerio)i sod, cat, hsp70 FEHA
Foakt W LA KA TS R, AN b
S, KAWG(C. gigas)i LPO /K% i, Prialk
Mi25(GR. GST. GPX)if P& 256, Daphnia
commutata ., Pocillopora capitata [¥) GST {&TERGIN; K
{55 (Actinia tenebrosa)ff) CAT JEPERGANGEY;  Mghir
XFER(L. vannamei) W HTE AL BEZE (GPX . CAT)TE M1
MDA e & 338 fin % %2 & /NS K % (Paracyclopina
nana)f¥ hsp FER B2 JH,
23 ATRE

B TE R YR AW IRIRBC A R, e S AR A
A E BB 58 A e S U RTHELA
T BRAR T A7, R AR X s JELAA () S e 8y, R BOE
J Y S AR DT 8 Y A ) 1) S R T B

PERIERGE . F3Ah, SR LU R A Wy i) 3 B 41 41,

28, A — B ERRG RIS, k&
PR G0 B A= 0 R, B AR A5 T S 52 B Jir TR 17 R
Yel®S1 o, RfR T AMNE SR BT 85 (O. mykiss)4)
A, IR R R A i B AR, BRI AR, 3R
B it - A0 LGSR BRI, R AR A 1 B R Y S 55 B
eSO AR HNR B TR S = HIA(G. aculeatus)SST [
I, EEITHE PO (L. rohita) AR ME A7 LU RN S840 ) it
IKE-BIRRAR, FLANTEXTER (P vannamei) Vs B K - 1Y
BEREAR, 48R R AR T A= W G 2 e R 0
PERIBL 032 R, SRANE BRFRBE D (D, rerio))a,
Z M N B LR R, g 5 Al M
(IL-1f), B9 SR BE R 7 (TNFo)) 25 87881 ] g o 3
— 2 it B SR AN R T AT LIS SR AE W R e e T . b

AN, FEFLAE i (Poecilia reticulate) AN 1) 48 Ah 2k
g T, HIGACIRAT P AR G e T, O B B e e i
BRI, 2% B 50 AN S o £ S G R G R T s AL 1T
24 AREFE

TORR 0 222 A W R g % 5 A1 B ) — b S 22
B, Wi R BB AR . KHE MR IR
R, AT LGRS BSOS AMRMER . i HLEE
AR, AR DUBIZEEE N, K 28 BRI 55 Sk
XA AR AR R R DR,
SO Z RN B B AL, S E K
B0 ilhn, ZEAb AT R BE S (D, rerio) IR HR
e EYUE, WML T UVB %24 ROS K, W
T PTG R AP BRAMNE TR S BB 2R
WEE S DR LE R —FPa] iz W BN DGR AL
H FEARZ R, BRI ER N B,
HA®S G RBOREY ] R XTSI
HRPRE S, S A T i i 2 Bz URR S €0 2 il B 3%
H BB G HLE], WXTEEAMEFCY . flhn, Lo RG]
FHEEBE LD, rerio)lEHE IR E/IMARLE, &M
NG EBALES . Daphnia melanica W #5 H 52 i SR 60 KT
& LAIE SN . AR S EENME, TEEIL
35, CPD Al it & DNA 575 F 3 By g7 5
A, B HfE(Coregonus lavaretus) . BRI fd:(Coregonus
albula) X PR (Acanthopagrus schlegelin) AATE L4
LR E, BORENEYEE LI, R ILT 6
LA v Y R AN it 27 fig Ty 520

3 ORALERMEELERE

BT, SN NE A RV FEEDTEWA
T, — 5 RS AR R R (Al . IR B
VEA, IR SKEG R (EY . e
& BEYNEE, WPIF BN & R ST
7 A R A Al e A iz OO, I 5 e i T A A 7Y
KRR EREF ARG, FEER A
HWEHERNE SR, RTEILSRENE
GRBEWFRI R 2T, AN AR R E
FAbBR, AT S EBE D (D, rerio) IR AR H BL T 921k
SEIR, WL AT, O RS e A KR F R B
&, ITE T A AR G S SR 2R R,
PeFLIE R AR ¥, AR 5 R ) 2 SR T
7R 8 B Wt (Gambusia  holbrooki) B HT B AR 3 15 21,
WA S BE T RE, T /N R B e R U Feok R
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Bembicium nanum 588 Dolabrifera brazieri WA &
s 0]

H1 T 58 AT LLia ok S Ak KOG AE i VR HIE Ak
KA G ey 7 A S ECEEVE RO, T BTG Y
FIFEPERG N, W EY R DNA . I8 RIEE H 1Ak
BN H L, SR b, 7R AN T TS
YU P e AE Y EEPE AT 2 HE 1 000 £ L,
TS 3 A s o Ay 7 ) S g 00107 SR Ak
SRS B W CBEER AR C A 2 Mg v AR ) b
WESE, AR e, 2, Wikshy . s,
TEHE AN SRR R i 25 S h, 582K F
BYRNEGERITRREE, FRUEEEMm, £
W51 (PAHs) Y F o FE 28N LN ) 52 & 2 BR it
G, R BEEE AN AT DL | e PR A 3G, 2k
¥ 2kt (Seriola lalandi) B SL8fk(Coryphaena hippurus)
G4 3R R Rl 08199, BLIRVE 3% (Nematostella vec-
tensis) H IR HUREE Y & S I BUSOE, AA5 40 S A
DNA BE BRSNS 1 LRl 0, FEgeshgk
HI PAHs Y52 & ZE2 T b, SH1MR S AT 9 PAHs K H:
R, 7 SOEFRE, B ROS fypeAzlRl
[, SEANR I E n] LLfE{L PAHSs, 3&mH KB E,
R YRR IR & BRI BT filn, FEER
INEAFAE T, PAHs X 245 JE M ] (Acropora tenuis)
M EE e e ik 7.1 A5, SAMRFN PAHS A 2
] BRI ZE(N. vectensis)BIFET R, FHAEA 0
JH RN S A 0 3 1 35 (R (cuznsod 3, copper chaperone
of SOD, mnsodl, hsp70)iY i Z A AL FE 22 AR il
BN & R I, PR 5 A2 B AT ) 35 48
A OCEEEE, BIE R R B ER, tnl R
tii(Clupea pallasi) X675 55 U1 (Argopecten irradians)
R T

s BE

KOG, JoHR SN, X A= Y 4 52w F 52
C R B2 BT AL NSE8e 50k B, FRTXT
KA B SR AN B R, B R S M TR 5
SRS, HRER A2 0 2 U I B R R,
X5 2R Wy T T X B LS AR PR PR BH 5 A1 15
DUBA R S TR RN |, M Z L e R
AUk SV R PR ST VR R S b TS PR L
HE T K IR R A A K i, ARZIRFEXT 4,
DU | ORI S EMER | PRI ST HL X TRAH, X4k

W ke [ A v 1 A A 5 B/ S F) M S o A BIE 5
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PRI, K FH 52 SR I B g BE 5, 7 R S o
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Abstract: Global climate change poses a significant threat to the balance of the natural ecological environment.
Among the various factors affecting ecosystem function, the increased exposure of solar ultraviolet radiation (UVR)
is emerging as a serious global environmental concern. Solar UVR plays a pivotal role in the life processes of or-
ganisms on Earth. However, excessive absorption of UVR by organisms can disrupt their physiological processes
and homeostasis. Specifically, UVR has a damaging effect on DNA that induces a range of adverse biological ef-
fects. This paper reviews recent research on the impact of UVR exposure on fish and aquatic invertebrates, summa-
rizing the findings from three perspectives: the impact of UVR on different developmental stages, the response
mechanisms of organisms to UVR, and the combined effects of UVR and other factors. Therefore, understanding
the effects of UVR on fish and aquatic invertebrates can improve our understanding of its future role in aquatic
ecosystems and provide a reference for studying the physiological response of marine organisms to environmental

changes.

(KL% & B

128 THEVERISE /2024 4F /55 48 3 /55 2 )



