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The acute toxicity and genotoxicity of Cassava Silkworm Pupa
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HERREREEEERR. A THRESRRBOLER IR
KBRS DR FRBEREF DR T LR, &
AW G ERKE P, RERE O R KA XA E>
16 g/kg « bw. & R &M R XAV 5 0K AR,
WA 250 mg/mL A E#g RFEFRIFER T AR R FH m &
BARKR A FEP<L0.0D s KRERME R AN T A 5 g/kg - bw
Fo 2.5 g/kg - bw B, 7T 2L 4 A W K e Ak e M R
o9 B R F (P<<0.05); % & H 5 g/kg » bw B, TUAMR Z
F ¥ M R AT of X R (P<0.0D) . KF&HMEERE
EHTANRB G AR, £HH T oA R4 50%,

KB AFRM; SN RHEFNB

Abstract: Objective: To study the acute toxicity and genotoxicity of
silkworm pupa. Methods: The study was carried out by acute
toxicity test and genotoxicity test. The genetic toxicity test was divid-
ed into micronucleus test in Vicia faba root tip cells, mouse bone
marrow micronucleus test and mouse sperm abnormality test. Re-
sults: The maximum tolerated dose of the mouse to the silkworm
chrysalis was greater than 16 g/kg - bw in acute toxicity test, which
meant that this substance was non-toxic. In genetic test, compared
with negative control, when the concentration of cassava silkworm
chrysalis was above 250 mg/mlL, the broad bean root tip micronucleus
rate increased significantly (P<C0.01); when the dose is 5 g/kg + bw and
2.5 g/kg + bw, cassava silkworm chrysalis could significantly

increase the male and female mice bone marrow micronucleus rate re-

ELWB:BERIANRL (8 =l AR MK R &R LT (RS
CARS-22-7J0503)

LR I S i i N N o (R 7 e ) S

BIEEE TR (1965—) . WU KRR 6L L,
E-mail: popoll66@126.com

Wi HHE:2016—12—14

spectively (P<C0.05); in 5 g/kg + bw, cassava silkworm chrysalis
could significantly increase the odds of male mice sperm aberration
(P<C0.01). Conclusion: Under experimental condition, the acute
toxicity of cassava silkworm pupa was not observed, but the genetic
toxicity could be observed in high doses.

Keywords: cassava silkworm pupa; acute toxicity; genetic toxicity

B #R 4x (Philosamia Cynthia ricini Boisduval)f2&—FpJG
WEHMZ A2 EER R, 228 HNAFRRZ
— . BT JE S5 H KRR, B 2 DL E R ' ORR
HERE HERE S —F 2B EE, LUK E M mR I, g FR
AREE ., KRERIFRAZERAMZ NGB, BARSHE
FeMrfE . AT AR S 0 A R T 64.63% 5 1
22.73% JHEZS 7.3700 .17 P LR AR LT G 9 Fh A R
oA R Y 45.92% A A E AR, mH . AKER
iR AR AEAR DB AR BSEMGEARURE
A SR g I R - o o~ JRR R 1Y A B Rk 39.07 %600,
B A28 g 107 A0 A 4 T U A2 32 S 400 P A A o A R e
FaE L.

TE VG M B R Rl KR R B
NBERBEZ (AR AR S A WA /B 3R W] R R
(1.99+0.84) mg/kg. # HH E GB 2762—2012 # & (H U
34, AR IE A A AL W (0.33 £ 0.07) mg/kg. 4 (0.14 &
0.03) mg/kg i (0.54+0.14) pg/kg THES 1T, X s 4y 5
FEEAARERIE A MY RN L 2R RS T HA A,
TR R IR IR 2. B AT R K B 0 Y % 4T 1B
A DA IE L Ry TR A I B A I R X —
TR ARG I AR P A R A RO
Xof AR I AT A A TR A . /D BRLSME  E A x
7 AR AN A L/ B B AN A LA B /0N BROKS T 400 M A 3k A
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ARERET M RFFELNAEY ¥ EHALRER
B PR 7 VE R T A L RO R T
%

W T ERT AR X RAT

B W0 35 35 2/ B R 4 T HIE S SCXK (i) 2007-0006
PR T 25 0 5 B s W T

ANAR IV < A AR B A MR A R TR A FD 5

Giemsa Y . 12 2l fk TR H A BRA A5

PRI A% - 1LV 5 7 25 L AT BR A #

i 4 R A A AR R 4 43 BT 4 IR M T AR A D
A

H 3 Ak AR A AT
1.2 UE5EE

AU - XSN-3G Y, 55 OB RN A A IR A F] .

1.3 FHi&

1.3.1 AMHEMEIRE  #%IE GB 15193.3—2003 & P53 ik
¥ B RN 2 A AT . i 18~22 g Ay f REE B WA A
B BERE AP IR T2 AR ALK 16 he MR ZE &I T b
Kl £ BT H R A 0.4 mL/20 g B B R R A4 1 U
B RIBE ATy 4 b, 3300 S0 B R4 16 g/kg - bw, i
B f koK, B MEE 14 4 d R/ RA L #
RIBICTE L

1.3.2 e EIAE % T R A A LR 2 3 B L AR R
PR R Z W AR 1 38t A% 0 A 3 R T AR T A
O ARIR 43 KO RS KCOE B B 07 . 8 1% B M I —
BLHEG A SRR P A G 0T R s 2 R R R S B
BRAEM . A BS54 o & AR R B /N BLE BE L
¥ /N BURE 7598 3 A 3088 o DA X A 25 78 g X A 47 400 M L 30
Wy A 40 i Sl A A R S L B A E A .

(D |WERRFHIAR S HClk[14~16]. FREOKE
ZEUH K 0.25,1.25,2.5,6.25,12.5 g, BF B, K E A F25 mL,
A 30 min CHIR, 160 W) L3 98 . B W 4 .

FAZEM KA 25 CHEAKBHH R EESH T 48 hifk
K TR GRWIERK R 2~3 cm I e LA KB — S H &
B RAF A A I . 43 0 A G n e BH X AR
(10.0 pg/mL P8 B I 75 80 A0 BF M X BB (R AR O R i &2
R4 6 h, B IR MR F 6 ~8 ki, U F MR R T K 24
1 em P94IR 25 A SR 16 BAUEE T W4, 154k 22 WL 4%
5ALh AR AR E AW 1 000 A (] 3 41 i . 48340
MO B 45 20 (D (2O T B O A 1 5L

P="1%100%, 8
ny

v="L1 )
-2
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P, —BIdE 0 A A% R, %

S5 RH 5 B R 5 T X R R R AT H R, 2 22
S B IEEORT L5, BAE IR S B —

(2) /NEUCE BERUZ R < 3 IR GB 15193.5—2003 B HE4H
UL IR B BEAT o 43 B BRI B A2 B By 0.625,1.250,2.500,
5.000 g BFEE, IEM K ERZE 10 mL, B A 5. &0
JHE B WIS AR 25~30 g, BEAL AT B 6 41, M e 452
010 H. R %4 Wf i 4 7 & 41 (1. 25, 2.50, 5. 00,
10.00 g/kg + bw), 53 7 1 /K 15 BA Mt 18 41, I 95 o 1k i
B BE X R4 (40 mg/kg » bw), B AR W EHEL O
B AR A /S B R B R R 0.4 mL/20 g §EAT .
B2 Hk 24 h, 5 20EEG 6 h &FE/NR B, 72
w7 20 B B R R AL R S T Ak, R Ak R
1 000/~ 1 2 Y 2T 40 i O 11 508 O i v 2 Y 2T 2 4. 1
RS SN G N

P="1%100%., 3
N,

K
P— L Y LT R IWAZ 2L % s
M%) W 22 Y 2T AR A

n,——WE Z YL LY EL A

L5 R T X R RO R AT LR, AR
3525 F MDA IR B — B AR

(3) /NEKE TR B . 3 B GB 15193.7—2003 /) iUk
TG R 5 AT, 4 0 B UK S5 4 0 R 1,25, 2. 50,
5.00 g RS FEINKERE 10 mL., SR IH 4. 2 6l
F B i 1 A M P/ B IR TR 25~35 gL BEAIL A B 5 41 4
5 H, REZEIFE 3 MHEH2.5,5.0,10.0 g/kg - bw), 5
FHZEAR K B2 B o B4 R W IO P A V% PH R xR 4L
(40 mg/kg - bw), HE LT XNYNEEZ Y . BRES
R/ B K S R R 0.4 mL/20 g #47, HRHEH
1WGHESE 5 U5 B SR UOKm SR 30 do 35 d B RE /N BRUBE
FRLFE , VW 0] B 52 ) A B H AL RS B A . TR
JFMEE 1000 A>3k R 58 MRS e U (O T BRS F IR 2

n,

P="1%100%., D
n,y

KA

P—HiTWIE .

n—— Wi B A 5 BB A

n, — WA B T B E A

SERFVE AR G 5 B X BB OR W TR A R AT L E
A B 2 S B IR AT RE LA — i M BCR AL 1 .
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1.4 HEiESH

T A5 56 B8 i Excel 2013 Ji &b B8, 3 1 SPSS 19.0 #
722 5 W E MR I (UL I8 20 A W 3E KT 0,05, 4% 2 K
S 0.01,
2 RS0
2.1 REZEWIMBRHIAESHE

APEFEE (acute toxicity) 248 E ALK — IR (B¢ 24 h A
20 00 $E b R AR R B BT S 5| R T B Y B b . R I AT 5
EHRIET:, 2SR R Z RS — 20,
i M s PR e T DL e 1 3 ) X 32 i ) %) B SR
hEA BN, BT HA) R A EAAREE
U T A B B G DR A X R B W AT S TR
it . % F B Kt 32 57 i1 5 (test of maximum tolerated dose,
MTD), Bl s Rk E e REH E i a T 2R3 Y
Ja RS T~14 d, R WAEAT S FE T, W MTD KT i 5]
(g/kg « bw) ",

I R PG & 16 g/kg - bw 93 H M5 . 7E
14 d U AR WIET:, HIC S5 8 R . 5450 8K .
53 [xt AR LG 45 7 AR S A 0 0 /0y B R AT il ok . AR
6 2k FE ) k4 T AT K O R e K T A2 )
B>16 ¢/kg - bw. JBTLH L.

A B0 H R 5 B /N B Sk FE L 40 BT AT RE Y DR A
TE VTR R B b, /N B A W R R 8 SR 4 A
(5.28£1.12),(31.84£13.44) pg/kg « bw, ik FE I &, H.
2RI H AT TR A, R R DS B0 R
BT,
2.2 AERWHEESHE

UG T A P R R I U I R B e 0 R E L 2
LeEv iSRS N N = A B W = R o d e [
B — B AT AL R IR
2.2.1 WEMRRHEZIAE & ZHRRME (micronucleus,
MCN) J& 7 5 AR 42 40 M 4 o3 Z4 i 52 2] 2 A5 28 R 7 A9 1
I A R e A B R B e ik AN R AR Rl 1
% A 2 TR I A% 38 ] DA SR A 15 70 TR - % 2 st %
YRR R . 2R AR RGO IR A P R VR
PR R, A S5 R 53X s R AR —
FrEN, 1986 4F H K H R R B & B R MR A
PR B A6 W AR BT ) T /K SR B I, Bl 25 F 5T 45 1
BITRA » BB 5 AR A — Fh 5 £ P 4 i A3 i
R TE Bl B T 6 i B s AR P R R T

B 2R 1R PR 0 T I VA R L P R B O
JE4 250,500 mg/mL B iy 25 AR AT A% 8 B4 I S 1.45 F
1.89, 5 {144 ) BEAH LU AR 2 35 4% i (P<C0.01) , H. 500 mg/mL
IR BT 1.5, 1 H A B IR B2 my I ok R
EPEREF(P>0.05), HitL.500 mg/mL L b B 1A H &
Uiy Yot e S AR 2 40 i LA B SR
2.2.2 /NBUEBEROAZ IR /D B B %O L 38 (Bone

marrow cell micronucleus test) /2 i 3 U 2 /> BB & 5 1) g

®1 FERRBZARE'

Table 1 Micronucleus test in vicia faba root tip cells
4153 e W/ Yo TR G 5

I3 44 %of B MK 5.50+1.05 —
[3F1 44 X 1 10 pg/mL 19.6042,07 * 3.56
25 mg/mL 6.20+1.30 1.13
50 mg/mL 6.00+1.00 1.09
PN 100 mg/mL 6.404+1.52 1.16
250 mg/mL 8.00+1.00* * 1.45
500 mg/mL 10.40+£1.52* 1.89

T« FIR P<T0.05., RIREA 5 [F M BR77 7 S 35 1k 22 55
x % HP<C0.01, BRREA L B BRAE AE A B P25 57

Z Y4140 il (polychromatic erythrocytes. PCE) iy fll # & 4k
2R, T 21 B B 344 451 07 AT AR A — Tl B4 P O R
TR E B 2 Y 21 A0 SR 0 T R A R B 21 A i R
Joe by £T 40 M 1Y 3t R v 32 B e e AR R TR S B
W Bl B A 20 40 M P O B

HT 2 2 T, S SRR 1 /N SRR B R R A A
BF 4 X6F B 20 77 7 AR 2 M 22 57 (P<C0.01) , Ut W 7 I 4% 1
TR R ETTRER,

M /N R A IEF R 1.25,2.5 g/kg + bw B K 2 72 I
W 2E L N BB BE Ve £ Y 20 40 Y B R 4 9 Ol (3,00 £
0.762) % M1 (2.604 1.12) %o, 5 B X B 17 4 g 5 PEE &R
(P>0.05) 5 M7E 5 g/kg - bw F ik 4L J T, MEVE /N BUAY B 8
AN (3.60 £ 1.35) %, 5 I Mt B AL 77 46 W & Pk 22 57
(P<C0.05); 7£ 10 g/kg + bw Fl 5. /N BAY B B 0 1% 3R oA
(5.33421.40) Yo, 5 B P X HE2H F7 72 iR W 3 PR 22 & (P <
0.01),

Wb /N ZE L 7 2.5,5 g/kg - bw AL /NECE BERE £
Y 2T 40 8 19 0% R 43 ) R (2,80 1.08) %o T (2.8040.77) %o

®2 MREBEGSZELRR

Table 2 Mouse bone marrow micronucleus
P51 205 &= A% %/ Yo
I 4 %o B K 2.53+0.99
FHMEXT AR 40 mg/kg - bw  22.13£2.42" "
' 1.25 g/kg * bw 3.0040.76
1
2.5 g/kg » bw 2.60+1.12
R 5 7 U
5 g/kg « bw 3.60+1.35"
10 g/kg + bw 5.3341.40" "
[REPapit MK 2.0040.85
BAMEXT A 40 mg/kg - bw  20.4743.36" "
i 1.25 g/kg + bw 2.6740.62
HfE e R % A 0
2.5 g/kg + bw 2.80+1.08*
5 ¢/kg + bw 2.8040.77 "
10 g/kg « bw 4,40+E1.45"

T« IR P<T0.05., RIREA 5 [ M BRA7 /6 S 35 P 25 55
x % gP<C0.01, RVEEAS 55 B M0 BEAE PR M S 5 P 22 5
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495 9 o IR AL A 7 S 25 2% S (P<C0.05) 510 g/kg + bw
A /N BB BE B R R (4,40 4 1.45) %o, 5 M X BRAH A7
TEAR R 25 P 2% 5 (P<<0.0D),

MR DL EiR e 45 R R B R e 5,10 g/kg - bw &
By ooF B /N BB MR AN M B Bk B AFE L FE 2.5, 5.0,
10.0 g/kg - bl dak i X /S BRI 20 L R AT B AR R A
2.2.3 /NERITROE IR R TR R R AR R R R A
S A5 AR L WO S RS IR A U R R SR R A U L /)
SRS T T2 iR B8 (Mice sperm abnormality test) J2& i i Wi 2%
K TSR ARRRFIM Z DN LR IR TERERE
19 582 0 0TI G 0 52 3 o e 2 L 40 D 1 5 i

P25 3 AL B A o B 2 5 ] ) B 22 S 3 (P
0.01) , Ub WA 7E Iy 2% F T 1006 45 52 T S Y

5.10 g/kg + bw ik i) A B 42 85 41 HORS 5w JE R 5 B
PEXT B2 A AR W 25 R (P<T0.01) . & W] 5 g/kg + bw
DL E 506 9 A 38 i 5 78 00T RE AT /0 BROAE B A MY A B R
TER.

R3 AEREWMIRBTHETLZERNEM
Table 3 Effects of cassava silkworm pupa on mouse sperm

shape abnormality rates

25 Fillls W5 75 5%/ U6

I 1 ek H MK 2.2940.42
[SF 4 o 40 mg/kg + bw 10.8341.79* *

2.5 g/kg + bw 2.97+0.36
R 7 5 g/kg - bw 4.84740.24
10 g/kg + bw 5.0340.97 *

T % Fom P<L0.05, BIREA 55 (X BRAFAE B B 25 575
x % P<C0.01, BIREA 5 B M X IR AE FEdl B PE 22 5

FT T 1T IR AR A U /) ORGSR B
R R AN T /D B F IR R VW
Sk R A A ) R A AR

384 T PRI A W L — T Y R R X & TR
2D /N B 8 40 N R R A /D B2 T A0 I 2 A7 T BOR A AR
e P MT IR R AL R AT RE 5 K 3 i P & 0 WA 58 R
ARHH 6 LK A 0 A A (1.9910.84) mg/ke™ L 88 B &K

500
450t
£ 400F 10 g/kg * bw
g 3501 B 5g/ks * bw
&® 300}t B3 2.5 g/kg * bw
S 250t
£ 2 200t
E 150,
“ 100+
sob | ¢
0 28 1K =7 ) S
S R
R R R
& 3 RS
K & G
v )
H T2
Sperm deformity type
Bl RHFEYER
Figure 1 The types of mouse sperm deformity
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B RS T 3 A5 . B A A HL A SO B L B AR
PERRDS20, AW = 4 fk 0P % OB &'l 0,76 ~
1.95 mg/kg, T H, K 3 & W + £ & A L ¥ (0.33 £
0.07) mg/kg™ . ALYt 2B H Yz — . 1R AR 5
Wik oh 0.7~3.5 mg/kg + bw, AT ALY AL H B
1~2 mg/kg - bw, 5 Ak H ] LA BH By 40 M 0P 0 4% 15 B N =
S B AT R O R R e T AE TS A R 3 A
FREAEH EEESRES BRTERA B, HE A REHE
BRFEE W, 5 B — S M.

A AR IR Z 0y Bk R B AR 0 0 a8 L R
AR S ARE A L., XWAREH B/ R, R & H £
T VA EER SR F A AR TN AT LUK iR R AR AR
ES N AR (SE IR BN N S R AINE /) - K Il -
REFEB T 7.5 mg/mL ¥k R 4 & TR0 M N B
THE 200 L R R P /N B A T AN BRI AR SR AR X AR E &
U A R e 2 R AR R HE DN R R A R S Ry
HEYRERENEG -BRENREEN . FREFUARER
Ui B A d M (R T 3 — 2D IR IR B
3 i

REAIFTE 16 g/kg + bw & T AR ML B/ R 24
TR TR — A AT Xk A2 S AR R AN L /) R AN L R
SRS 7 200 M 339 A A% 1 DR MG P R T A O B A — R X
B o (LR A 38 i 0 A1 D A 38 A IR AR I M 7 A e — R IR R
W HHT R DI RE R . 5 AN R X SRR A BORIR 2 A B
BEAGTT AR S B by » o JE B AT MR 55 I 0h 1™ il BEAT R GE 00 %2
R

S % 3k
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