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TR B 5% ( Quasipaa spinosa) M EE QR BEZRNEIE M
5 E=BEY VAL

AR ERm L E W FRER
1 WL K242 5 A AR 22 B WL W A sh W E BRSO 4P I S SR80 =, 492 321004
2 WL KEAT =R, 448 321004

FAE ORI BRI ( Quasipaa spinosa ) 33— R J5E PTG ST 5 1L 13 W ot A T A 190 A= SR 7 5 365 17 ML, W2 T i R e IR
7 AV R EE (4 °C, 12 h) b AR L ARRR S PR G RO AR JEUIR S LA K R SE R 70 (Hisp70) mRNA 3k 145 4L, 45
R IR R e A RV 2 AR rh D SR AR A WIS A (585 4 /DI FNEE 12 /NI 5 P<0.05) I L T2 DT R 428 S BE (565 4 /)N
W FI4 12 /N 3 P<0.05) DL B VA TR G 152 31 30 i (45 12 /NIF; P<0.05) 5 4R 7151 22 °C 355 12 h J§ 3 e e 64
Py S B0 i AR BRZLK T (P>0.05) o Zeid 3825 7 d Vo BR R JT  BRVS RSN , 10 20065 9 % 4 0 AL g 240 O R i & 52 3% g
PRZ BRI IR RN BT (P>0.05) o J35h ¥ & 838 1 R A IE S e (MDA ) 19 & & (E'E BN MDA 5 & 7 1= 19 IR
JESLEA 5 AFIE IR SOD 316 F1R GSH 5 5t e I St At Bk T =i, 1T B EAY. SOD 16 178 B THim7 , /s ZE AR IR b 3 R
AT M S T IR 4 Al SV BRBE ) 23R T . HSPT0 VRN A ORI A 1T, ML 328 B2 88 5 IFIE Hsp70 mRNA 35 1R
LRSI R M T R R AZ B I (P<0.05) o Z5 1 TR I ek 7 26 5 22 Uk A MV a0 S A R Al R S e e T
A LA S JFF I S0 5 0 3 56 T DA A AR T R ) 3 o A

SRR W Vo R ; S AL R S 70

Stress response and adaptive tolerance of the giant spiny frog ( Quasipaa spinosa)

to repeated acute cold exposure
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1 Zhejiang Provincial key Laboratory of Wildlife Biotechnology and Protective Utilization, College of Chemistry and Life Sciences, Zhejiang Normal University ,
Jinhua 321004, China
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Abstract: To explore physiological stress response and adaptive tolerance of a stream-dwelling anuran, the giant spiny frog
( Quasipaa spinosa ) , to extreme changes in environmental temperature, we investigated how repeated acute cold (4°C)
exposure affects! non-special immune responses, redox state, and heat shock protein 70 ( Hsp70) mRNA expression. Acute
cold exposure inhibited peripheral blood phagocytic activity (after 4 h or 12 h, P<0.05), respiratory bursts of spleen
macrophages (after 4 h or 12 h, P<0.05), and gastric lysozyme activity (after 12 h, P<0.05). All immune responses
increased to initial and control levels (P>0.05) after the frogs were moved back to 22°C for 12h. Both blood phagocytic
activity and spleen respiratory bursts recovered to initial and control levels (P>0.05) after 7 days of cold exposure. Acute

cold stress increased hepatic and renal lipid peroxidation product malondialdehyde ( MDA) content, but the degree of
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increase in MDA in the kidney was obviously larger than that in the liver. Hepatic superoxide dismutase (SOD) activity and
glutathione ( GSH) content showed acute and adaptive increases (P<0.05), while only SOD activity increased in the
kidney, which suggested that anti-oxidative defense was stronger in the liver than in the kidney in this frog. The expression
level of Hsp70 mRNA in liver was not acutely increased, while it was significantly inhibited (P< 0.05). In conclusion,
some non-special immune functions and the hepatic oxidative defense system in . spinosa can adapt, to varying extents, to

repeated acute cold exposure.

Key Words: Quasipaa spinosa; cold exposure; immunity; antioxidative defense; Hsp70

UGS R T RE R BRI Eh M R R R R R K A B R R 2 e R IR TR R
AR TR T SR ) B T R T T B s 1 A B RS DI B iR s 11 K
W, e T RE IS BRI TR Y DI R G e AL IR AN 58 4 Al R P o 3 7 4 5 1k
GBI S T DR A LA B A G (i, e AR N ORISR i A T2 S 00 R R R P 2 T G 2
P SR I 2B AR AR — T 1T AT LA AR AR 28 A0 M 1 5 0 0 o S ML A I ) s AT e,
— 7 18 AT 38 3 TS B BK-FE RS T BR %l ( Hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis, HPAY) 51 i i B 3% £
( Glucocorticoid, GC) 43I fint " i GC al LA ] 5 15 200 A s D A AR 55 o T, BELRSHbR 2L R 40 B 1
Yol I RO B btk L A

TEMERES T A B G M4 ( Reactive oxygen species, ROS) R AR B ] SRR S
ROS A P28 0,45 G 5 40 MO 70 N B9 A0 B IR Bl i L0 J22 vh A 0 i JD TR/ AN AR RIS 7 2 LU 431, e SRS 2
(07 0 P A A AR K T AR T R PR TR B T ( SOD ) 45 Bt AU TH i 25 AN 4 I H K ( GSH)
SRR EAL Y AT W BR 2 479 ROS, PAAERFHLA iY Ak -Ht AL ) N F& 25 ( Oxidant-antioxidant Homeostasis
OAH) ",

YK FE D H (Heat shock protein, HSPs) JENUAREZ B h e i ek i — R R YRR A, TR e )
AR ALYy 1 & 4% 25 T B AR ) G AR Mihas T DL 3 3 800 IR 7 4 5 I F (Heat Shock Transcription
Factor, HSF) S HSPs 194 4 T HSPs 1T LM SOD 2541 S /b Wi & s R R 2 |

R Al e Quasipaa spinosa) SRR TR Bl R | A e TR [ R R L X (CHEERCE 500—1000m )
B A b, A B N RHMME R B B TEFRAE S e b i o) B 5 1 B2 Rt v B () R AR R8T 21, G
HAE 7 S U L A s R IS T ) S8 . ASBIFSE I H B2 1 A3k — 3 P ek SIS 7 8 A2 AR W3 /5 L
AT f 922 T BRI AT BT A 2 Bl BT e 137, A K AT 52 22 3 I S A5 2 R IR G T 52, 33X X HR0 PG 5l
Wy PRI I SR S R I s LR B B S M0

1 #MR5HEE

1.1, %591k

et 2010 4F 10 A 12 H R ARTTA JFALE X (118°01'—118°37'N,28°54'—29°30'E ) , #f R &MY
AARYIFE T 7K EHT (90 emx40 emx40 em, 15 H/4) PTG E |, $L0E 70 8 A K BEER BT R4 . 91 AeIb ] 4%
MR (22+1) CHOGEI (12 L:12 D), & H LLE R 3L ( Tenebrio molitor) 1S ARV R PAME & 1 W, B H 405t
SRS F R KK 173,
1.2 IRk a b 215 B

PEFE 80 MMk (fAH (75.77£1.66) g, Ml 1:1) VER LI Eh Y, FHukpEALs A WI2H 38 Hah it 3= T 9
EIREE((22£1) C,12—13 Hgk/4) fE R xd B4 AR FEAEAS i 42 R T2 288 | K i RELE AR
TRAEIR ((4£0.5) C) 55 574f (MIR-253, SANYO, Japan) N, B & FRA0 A 3 MBI (30 emx20 emx15
em, PRFE 1 em KA, 14 Rk 48 HNEJR e Bk ) B R FRER 12 h J5 , PR ADIMEAEE 12 h, IR E ik
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L7 d, TEVRRRER RIS 0.4 .12 24 /NI R5E 7 K BU5S 12 /NIHFD 24 /N3 51130 6 R 24, o e 28 [] S5 E
FE k2 SR 5 WSk B (FH EDTA-2Na HUEE ) |, 390 )5 78 vK b 3 E BROILNE 57 R 55 00 200 e 0o A A% 2 1) T
B JFRE B EFD S R AE T -80 C T IE 2o,
1.3 SpsEdatnil e
1.3.1 AhJa] A i

K HTEEAMC I E 2 ML A WERE J1, 2% Miliukiens 2522 747 . 78 100 pl FrEELMANA 50 wla
PNE FITC bric BIEEERE (Saccaromyces cerevisiae) 2R (1x10°4~/mL) , T 25 °C ¥ & 60 min, F| HI 0
JE11(RF-5301PC, SHIMADZU, Japan) il € 2G50 B, IOGIE 1 480 nm, &G K 520 nm,
1.3.2 [l E WA AT IR &

SR AU VUM ( Bitroblue tetrazolium, NBT) i J5U 35 T 52 B AL 15 045 400 it (0 I°F W 4% 2%, 2218 Couso 2517 1Y
Tk
1.3.3 B REHG T

SR EL 7 0 52 18 BRI TG 0, DAV BE SOBR BT ( Micreoccus Lysoleikticus ) S , WL Shugar' > & 57 (1)
Tk
1.4 AL RS bRl e

JEFFUE A0 55 B (4 I S 2ot S A6 72 0 TR T ( Malonaldehyde, MDA )  GSH & DL & SOD 3% 1 iR & (R 5t
BAYIB AT ) MAE
1.5 JIFHE Hsp70 JERIF R 5

JHFIE S RNA $2507 2 UG RNA S B0 & U B (4B TR IR AW | SUF 5 1838 —45E ¢DNA
(RT iXHN &, EEYTEARAT) . H¥E GeneBank FEEZLL A B ( Cricetulus Barabensis) - ( Bos taurus) JAEM
JIIE (Xenopus leavis ) BXAE ) 5 W5 ( Pleurodeles waltl) 4T85 ( Oncorhynchus mykiss ) . &+ 41 BE . ( Epinephelus
coioides) . "' [E B X} BF ( Fenneropenaeus chinensis) HSP70 ¢DNA J¥ %) & it i 3519 ( LWESI 9 5'-
GCAMCYAAAGGAGTCGYAGT-3', Fii#5 |4 5-TYTCGTGKATCTGAGMTTTG-3") k47 H B va e , AR U 345
1R B A E#ES 19 5'-GACCTGEGCACTACCTACTC-3", FiiE514 5 -GTCAAAGTCTTCTCCACCCA-3" ;4R
PRAEDN JINWE KB i ( Hyla versicolor) o H 2R B 1 ( Buergeria japonica ) 1) B-actin J¥ 3 % it L IE51 9 5'-
TGGAGAAGATCTGGCATCAC-3", N5 14 5'-TCATGAGGTAGTCTGTCAGG-3' ,PCR W 2% :95 °C 5 min; 94
°C 30 5,56 C Bk 30's,72.°C 30 s, L 30 ¥ ;72 °C ZE{H 10 min, PCR F=#y3kIF0 % HSP70 Fl B-actin
UL LA
1.6 BORGEHS 5HT

K H SPSS 17.0 Geit A i A 5 ge it o0, X e g% P4 L A1 Hsp7OmRNA 23K S5 AH G b b A7
Kolmogorov Smirnov 1EZ 7 Ak , £75 1E 70 A i 47 5L 28 07 2250 1 (One-Way ANOVA) |, 41 N 25 53 51 H %
/INZE 59 ( Least Significant Difference, LSD) 6 5 5 [] — HURE X B8 20 1A 38120 [) 2% S5 >R FH MO AFEAS ¢ R 5
(Independent-sample T-test) 53H7 ; G UL F-II(E + AR DR (Mean=S E) For |, B EH /KR 0.05,

2 #£R

2.1 RIETERS

RIREE (4 h R 12 h) S PR T N s A ] 1l 240 B W T 4 (P<0.05) (& 1) ML 105 24 e I W 0% %2
FE(P<0.05) (& 1), 1 E AR BEG IER 28 12 h )5 A BB R E F R (P<0.05) , I B AR T X R4 (P<
0.05) (Kl 1), g5 22 °C H5J5 12 h,3 FRBEdg bRk & 200 i A BRZHKF-(P>0.05) , Z3d 7 d 1)
JRIZV TR, A/ A A0 g Y R I 4 R A 2 e 3 T ) s AOGS BRZH K SF- (P>0.05) L H
VA R R 71 TG B L A BR A1 /K F (P<0.05)
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Fig.1 The effect of cold exposure and recovery on peripheral blood phagocytic activity, splenic respiratory burst and gastric lysozyme
activity in the giant spiny frog ( Q. spinosa)
i LA Mean=S E RIR (n=5—6) ; * FR7R[a]— M [H] %] AR ZH 5 Ab P20 (] 26 5 T3 (P<0.05) ;AN [ 3 SO Rl 37 A B AH A A [ b L 1] 22 53
% (P<0.05)

2.2 AU RS TR bR

Zeid 4 h (R FRERIG BRI E P21 MDA & & 2 TR (P<0.05) ,{H 12 h J§ MDA & NI 291k
FXt R K- (P>0.05) (& 2) o AEAE SOD i F1H01 GSH 25 2 BV B #2 i a] i 2 K i i Fh v (P 2) , B 2
B TR (P<0.05) 5 455 A 22 °C PREEJS 12 h,SOD J§ AR R 16 71,15 GSH 2 i K & 2 7 46 Fixet
ALK (P>0.05) , Zeid R R 8 JG 135 7 K, BRI SOD & J3 1 GSH & 2 — ELPR R s K F , (H 2
FEVS B4 12 /NI P ZIPMDA A7 T IR ZH (P<0.05)  BEJS 7E 22 °C A5 R 12 h 5 XIKE Z0ith
FXF BRZHAKF-(P>0.05) .

B EA1ZY MDA e TR A IR B 00 K TR (1 2) , HARBRAA AR SR 1 K FIEE 7 K A4S E] A5 A
MDA &1 835 5 TR A A B KSE (P<0.05) (K 2) . SAFAEZEAL, B JIE SOD 1% 77 Fifi v B #R i) A 2 7 7+
W, M AN22 °C FRER)E 12 h IE 1 EeE (P<0.05) s 4t I E A B G, tEARIR N AR 12 /N mEA T (P<O.
05) WHz W F| 22 °C f5 12 h XFERPGFXT A K- (P>0.05) (Bl 2), HEDE GSH & 7RSS BrBe 5 %)
TR A TESe 1T 22 57 (P >0.05) (& 2)

2.3 i Hsp70 mRNA ik

JFIE Hsp70 mRNA KA 7RG T2 8] T B EME(P<0.05) FEA 22 °C HEET 12 h J5RisERA T
I (P>0.05) AR AW EIHI IR KT (P<0.05) , £t/ Z % BERJR , Hsp70 mRNA Rk ZF] 53540
1 (P<0.05) (& 3) .

3 e

31 REUihE
U2 MLVBROR OR8N 7 A R RO AT R 0o Mot 4 2 A/ i+ e T A e P A T e
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Fig.2 . 'The effect of cold exposure and recovery on tissue MDA content, SOD activity and GSH content of the giant spiny frog ( Q. spinosa)

2R 2 LI PR i 2 A A R AN, i AR 25 TR AR R SR SOTF ™ A ROS SRTH KAF AN YR I A1), 33X — i
R Ay IR % | JH B 07 56 JBE T s et MILAA ) B B TR A o 30K S0 7 g 2 ) 3% ke — 1 T 9 00 ViR B2 RO e
7= EAEAGR DN T v B8 7= Az 38 I P ek A . AR ( Rana temporaria ) A1) 17 W 3 P4 Bl PR 358 W6 19 T B
REAG, MIRLEE R 2 5 °C B 40RO A B350 ), 98k (Rana pipiens ) 7E 2 °C IGIRF 6h J5 41 i 41 i 7
Mg 35 P R 6 5 i 200 L T PR B A i R A I 3 R O FE S0 ( Hoplobatrachus rugulosus ) 28 2RI (2 °C, 6 h)
A2b 38 A7 D 40 5 T e A O 40 O P AR B R A X A B W R R IR S AR ST A —
M B A 22 °C PREE TR 12 h 5 8] i 20 e e i e R A 5 20 e P R e i i A3 A B 0k B2
IRV AE RS IRtV TR TG ) TG 1245 B E TRIASE L0 T X 4 4 6 2 1 T B8 AR P AP R 3 50 ) 2 0 1 T g
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e F T RE AR T A 9 A L P A B RN RS R R A
ROS. f7 2, WA BRI 0 R 22 15 P 2 [ et

AR S BOE HPA 51EME S F IR (ACTH) F+
i, HET R GC (48288 Sy K Joi i, i A7 25 S Bz It
i) AR A T GO SRR P EE ) S A L R
W4 ( Cyprinus carpio) I\ 20 C B E 12 C K
BT 2 h J5 M0 B oA e B R S nAE 4 3k
5 ( Sparus awrata) F1 A0 Y 3E 35 & oA B 5T s AT A
A A0 I R R e VR S L AR, R
G 25 48 702 TR M 20 ) 0 W 240 I 194 9692 ) R A S BT L
YL APET LA RIS . ApkibAERpSr (i B3 PRERRETI R HpromRyAHR £ R
(5 °C) T FVARMLAT AR A S PEIRA ™ o A iguﬂs The effect of cold exposure and recovery on relative Hsp70
G 25 T TR N ek o AR ISR P A Wk A L 22 iR T Y
S IV B g (W) RE T LR O 210 s S BRZELK P, SR
b, 725 ] KR ( Salamandra salamandra) FIELE (Bufo bufo) TEZAKHR(S °C) Y5 HE 15 41 i /Y PN 754 FH 2
FEBE DI ACE A 25, BT AT A S 2R E ) MBS TR A i i R K i £
( Oncorhynchus nerka) ™ FEARIR TIN5 T FE W20 M 16, (8 S g 4 A 0 R &k B A8k, RSk L
A G I T 1% 200 L A ARG B, DT 1 A 5 200 1) A R A e 1% 7 SR, 20 e 22 (PR U A J G i
VRPN W T PR A L P B9 T i SR T B S A i 22 S B A OB A DT A 3k 2 s A i IR
R 17 R T TS I 20 P, T 20 s A L AP IR O AL T REAEAE B R R 22 5 (A IR A
e,
32 AR FURAS

FE D HCRZS T AR e P E MDA P34 e 280 1 I (B A7) AR TR P 38 5 FFIE MDA 35 b ) i 2 A
ANTERE, HAEER 12 /NI [ 2R 46 I FRZE 7KV | 33 156 H AT EE L B I A B bR 22 A S A T 0, 3X AT 68 5 AT e
SOD & J3 A GSH F i ThimiA1 5%, iiE IR SOD & J1A BTt . 5 AR B2, [REUEAEAR IR (2 °C) T ARBE
6 h J& , FAERTE IE MDA & 5 3R A48 4k, SOD & A FFIE AT /NI T 55, GSH. £ I A IOk v
Efﬂlﬁ]ﬁ#ﬂjf%T@iﬁj‘ﬁﬂ%”ﬂ o FEfET LIRS ( Zoarces vivparus)Ffﬁ%%‘@f&ﬁﬂj}iﬂﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁ SOD 5%
BA R, A GSH & B ™ XE/R GSH R ARME T A B, Hp A b /E FFE IR T L
FAUAY) T RE S AR AN B LA, AT IS e A R RIS | B IR A [T A IR AR
B SR R A AT DL B AR AN, ZEADISE P 72 22 °C BB IR 12 h J5 IR AT DA R0
MDA i AHEWETC L FEAR MDA & &, X AT GE 5 B EJCIE IS m SOD % J1 A1 GSH % A X, Bagnyukova
SFRYIRE T AARITR I (S C, 2 A H) JE I (Rana ridibunda ) 7E 1 TGH 1A LA B AL
71, RBURFER FE(20 °C, 1 h F1 24 h) BN FAE MDA £ 00 & 520 fH n] SB0R I 1 (CP) (] e ek
AT B ) 5 i S, TS B JE MDA AT CP 55 ) 42 00 W 25 52 0, 56 B U ) 470 AL RE ) 85 T AT
JE 20 3 M K BRIIE AT E SOD A4S IBE H I I ( GR)) 15 JIAESR 24 /NI ¥ 825 T i , i ' s 4k =0
fitk (CAT) F1 GR 1% J1 & T . PR, W2 AN AR W 28 5 S8 AL W E AN ) i B DA RS L 32 722 A 1) B L A T2 ) o 22
S, XL ST 1 A S A G S S A TR HE Sl A 1 X e R s 8 A i b ) AR B A
3.3 NEH HSPT0

HSP70 & — 2 isF i i) 2 B RIR SO 1 G0, A S IO P 3 P A8 11 T 4 3 200 X 4 A A A i
SZRERE | ELAE MG JAE S N7 0 Bh AT D oot S 45 i LA B EAE A L P WU i ( Paa yunnanensis ) HOHIF
R AEARIE 15 °C 203 9 h J5 AFINE Hsp70 &3k ik W Rt o SR, #E A B 5% b R B e P JUE Hsp70

’

JIFMEHsp7OFH ) ik &
HepaticHSP70mRNA/b-actinmRNA

5} ] Time/h

mRNA expression in liver of the giant spiny frog ( Q. spinosa)
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mRNA H)ZIRTEARI T AEAT BB T 3B 32 2 7 s ZUm ], X TREZ A 4 C RIRE 28l T
R Y Hsp70 mRNA ZR3KFT LANR R A4 RE Y R, BT LAEDN HSP70 7R AT Ffr 2 42 ) o7 80 DR A 6 922
AT AR T A BR

L5 LTI TR e T A U v B R AR R e S D RE A2 B WD A A () s AILAAR A SR A K P B
M, L2 I3 B A2 IS0 A I 240 AN A R D BE A 1 3 A T R T ELAS [R5 R N BRI RE ) A
TEATRIRR BE R THi . SRTT, HSPT0 A5 AR 1, 23 v B i i A P AN B A B 1R B 3k
17 EL B A, PLHAED HSP70 AR BUARIEL T JCIA S BIAH L A RO 37
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