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Abstract: Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) are a class of persistent organic pollutants widely
distributed in the air, water and soil. They are teratogenic, carcinogenic and mutagenic, posing a
serious threat to the safety of aquatic ecosystems. As primary producers in aquatic ecosystems, algal
photosynthetic systems are sensitive targets of PAHs toxicity, but the mechanisms of PAHs-induced
damage and transcriptional regulation on algal photosynthetic systems remain unclear. In this study,
the model freshwater green alga Raphidocelis subcapitata was used as the research object, combining
chlorophyll fluorescence imaging technology and transcriptomic analysis to explore the effects of PAHs
on the algal photosynthetic system and its regulatory mechanism. The results showed that the inhibitory
effect of benzo[a]pyrene on the maximum photochemical efficiency of R. subcapitata was generally
weaker than that of phenanthrene (PHE) and pyrene (PYR). The electron transport rate of algae in the
PHE and PYR treatment groups decreased to 43% and 49% of the control group, respectively, while
PAHs exposure had little effect on the non-photochemical quenching coefficient of algae. The
expression of five key genes in the algal photosynthetic system (cabll-1, LHCA4, LHCAS5, PsbP and
PsAN) was time-dependent, showing a significant upward trend on days 3 to 5 of exposure and
decreasing on day 7. With the extension of exposure time, the transcriptional regulation mechanism of
the algal photosynthetic system gradually became imbalanced, eventually leading to continuous
damage to photosynthetic function. This study clarified the damage mechanism and transcriptional
regulation characteristics of PAHs on the algal photosynthetic system at the physiological and
molecular levels, providing a theoretical reference for the ecotoxicological study of PAHs and the
assessment of aquatic ecological risks.
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£ I J5 4% (PAHs, polycyclic aromatic hydrocar-
bons) & —2& 2 s DA R IR DLZRAR | AR 5%
ARHAESH A R B ACE W, 2 A T RA
pI N = W S i SN 1R B R A
(Sun et al., 2020) . MRIZHIFEH , PAHs 1] 73 N (K
B EmH IR . PAHs O] LFE R b AT
KM ERS , el TR Uik R P DR SR AR ik
ATKAR | A BEFAE B 25 A [/ P51 Bt (Usman et al.
2016).

H |, &1 % 3045 v PAHSs 19 2555 E JF ' K 80t
5%, FEAB R HRN] 53 P L AR A
(Gao et al., 2023; Satpati et al., 2023; Tang et al.,
2022) , Horb Az Wik DR H A0 AR AR RN ER B AL
GRS 1z as F o %0y R R FH AT L
PRSI W A AR T, ¥ PAHS 7 46 To
FE 1) /N T 9 i (Ghosal et al., 2016) . A W5 &
B, it ECAR P ML T ( Pseudomonas stutzeri) . fa] B 254
& (Bacillus simplex) F1 % /)N 2 {0 ¥ 1 (Bacillus
pumilus) , £ 72 d N X %5 #19E (PHE, phenanthrene)
B fif 3 4% ) T 3k 65%~86% Fll 86%~95%
(Rabodonirina et al., 2019) . SR, 2 & — e DL AR

Th R A 25 5 = P B9 PAHEs, 1T 5 26 /5 28 PAHSs Y 25
B Al 1t 90% (Luo et al., 2014) , 1 PAHs [ fif 45
BRI E R BN A T .

U Sk R I3 M 3 (Raphidocelis subcapitata) J&:—
PR A A 2 T S 7 HEAE 24 h X
[k 5% JEC 1 6 A 2R 35 5] 84%, I HL X A [] 2R 114
PAHs 23R 9t} R 4f 1) B i %R (Hernandez Blanco
etal., 2016) . TEEAEFEM I RY R LB, 55
SR ) NN Y A T o i Y A 7 s = R A A
J2 v (Gebara et al., 2023) , i& 55 40 f 25 #4351 495 , DA
MSEOCH ARG II6E T (Cheng et al., 2024), A
WFFE A B, PHE X/ 22 4y v AT s FAE T, R B
M ERARIE S 0 5 2 IR 45 1 i 3K (Shen et al.,
2019),

A VEH 86 Ny 3B R A R R S A
B -, i % 22 45 1L(PSII, photosystem 11) | 4fl Jifd {4, 2%
b2 A 1K S Z& G5 1(PSI, photosystem 1) 2 ATP &
it 55 4 28 F B VR G ARSER 58 1, W SOt BB AR
AR L T 1% 3 LA R 15 o -6 5 B B (1) ATP
E A5 B (Bag et al., 2020) . MFEER TGRSR FL
ARAT T E T IOLE 280 Kb s Otk
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B, % ZITFRAITSARRMEHECE R GRS SR L 3

B (Fv/Fm) [ W PSIL fie KOG A5 280%  FH T I-AL
MBS AR B 5 B % 8 BUR (ETR)AGER G
A AR AOR , B R [F) £k B T s e 5 Al
HAbZEHE K Z L (NPQ) W A JBih 3 5% 14 3 28 %)
1 O HE R FEHL 5 T 8 )7 (Gebara et al., 2024) .
Bifi 5 3T S R 22 B 3 %) 2 PR 404 8.4 i (Suzuki et
al., 2018) , WF 50 & I FH % 4 27 B G AR BROTSTIC &
AT, R BRAE TS G 30 R I Sk AR L e 2
ISR AVE DRI Z hg i, (OB A /E 1Yt
JE VR T R AR 2 T A AR A DT R 448 s i ARk
#1475 (Peng et al., 2021) .

H 1l ¢ T PAHs 2 88 0I5 Sk AR R ML G54
PO HLTE B A AT R i = o A ST B = FR Y
JE (PHE) . URA B EE (PYR, pyrene) Fl1 . 3 ) 248 I
[a] € (BAP, benzola|pyrene)fE N Hbri5 44y, LA
ISR M 3 SR 52, RS 5% PAHs i T
IO E RGN R SEN B BB AFE ; RIBT 255
U2 £ U a1 3~ S S v L 23 o
(WGCNA) , i I %5 52 PAHs 2 #5175 5301 S Ik 2R i
WA RGP N . A5 B A A
M 17 5 43 2 2 T 48 78 PAHs X506 B R4
B PEAE ML, K A2 25 & G0 PAHS 19 42 285 AU
PN PR HER A B ARHE

1 FRS Ik

1.1 ez

3 S RS B 58 TS TR ¥ A B H - Carolina Biologi-
cal Supply Company (Burlington, NC, USA) . f#{#:
K K SR (SE, soil extract) B 5L 5%,
A Z0.22 pm JE R R E S R, BT ORI AR
FEP AT R R o BEARA I R Dy (2242) °C DB
JAIh 16 hOG /8 h B 1, O BSR4 8 000 Ix,
AR AT o FREEMRITFR 5~7 Ak BIXTEUE K
W15, F 8 000 r/min 5.0 10 min W BEAN M, I
TCRK RS 2 G &
1.2 FEEKF

#r 1 5 PHE 3K H AccuStandard 2> 7], PYR.,
BAP 43K [ % B W, B A i i o 2 B R T
98%.  LAPRIER Ry 5 7] , H 25 o o ot T 4 K3 2K 4 S i
il B 1 000 mg/L B , AR IR EEOGIRAE 25 H -
1.3 FENHE

S BR F546 (S-LI350B, h [ 4 58w ), B
FZIR (DSR-10, H E 422\, 2840 A] UL 3 6t i
T (Q6, [ i Je M 28 H) ), VA TR E 0 AL

(Sorvall ST 8R, 3£ [E Thermo Fisher A @), FF ik =t
R E IR R S8 (FluorCam, $ 52 PSIA A ) , T4
WAL (HMR-1, TP & P A R .

1.4 XIWHE

1.4.1 PAHs A& ZE K OWERN A HES
T SERE TR PR i A ) %2 3.5%10° cells/mL,
U100 mL b 3 35 W 43 3% T 250 mL #EJE P, 0]
S HEE 2 BN A — & AR B PAHs BEV , 3T
3OIR 23 Y 3 4> ) %% #% T PHE . PYR A1 BAP [ Ik
(L) A (M) 5 (H) 3 s i BERE ER  45 75 g
W) %) 2 R T e VAR AR A S T S R A B e A K
il 47 96 h-ECso%h S (1719 22, 2022) I B, E#E K
25 10% 4 EC,, {5 & PHE Fl PYR A9 IG5 12 1k i 4k
PR (L), ECy A Jia B v BE AR AT (M) , 2 % EC,
{0 R e AL PR (H) . i T BAP 845 5
EC,, {8 1 95% & {5 X [a] & 1.514x10%~0.180 mg/L,
DX [ 1 Bl 45 T, 4 IR B K o R VR L R B A <
EC,,.=EC,,.>EC, i Ji £ ¥ £ Ik | SE 3 Ak
PR R, 43904 0.02,0.10 F10.50 mg/L, A
TR LR 1. LR REIINTEE .

1 350 PAHSs A2 52 TRk
Table 1 Exposure concentrations of three PAHs ~ mg/L

BN PHE PYR BAP
fie(L) 0. 05 0.05 0. 02
(M) 0. 50 0. 40 0.10
= (H) 1. 00 1. 00 0.50

1.4.2 RAtERAzonE BB O WCE B
Yi My S T SE 8% % kb, JH L i A i R
3.5x10°cells/mL, B 150 mL 7 & 73 %% % 250 mL 4k
JEN Y, HoAth PAHs 22 5% 25 R R 1.4.1. 23 3 T 2 85
H550.1.2.3.4.5 KHUHE 20 mL, 8 000 r/min, 10 min,
20 °CELy, BBR FIEW WU s 4 i, (] 1.5 mL 7
PRK VR 2 . SRS, B B 40 M o & T SE 1 77 ik
o, IR AR I 680 nm Ab 114 I Y B I & &
0.4 + 0.02, 5 Jr FEAF & BT J AR T RS 35 1 20 min,
filt F it 2% 3 2¢O BUIR & 42 W E NPQ. Fv/Fm Al
ETR1H .

1.4.3 #Fmn B R od BEAMIEE LR
1.1,PAHs Z2FRACFR[F] 1.4.1, WCAEREESE 1| KRAVEES,
EATHE SR AL M, AR B 3T e kN
KA E B 2E A A et 5 s AR YR A R
SHSEL. s RNA R H] Trizol 42 it (Chomezynski
et al., 2006) . T %6 E &t PCR (RT-qPCR) I &
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i L RNA fif il Omega Bio-tek Plant RNA Kit R6827
RNA 0 G4 . B it vk B PAHS b BT, 2
& 1.3.5.7 KB40 Ml 47 RT-qPCR 43 A1 o #f
fhZ 8 000 r/min, 4 °C, 15 min 5.0 2% FIE K , X
LWL ZE 1.5 mL JC RNA B 5508 s A & 4

BRIR — 2 FE TAL 31 0.5 mm E AL 5 /iE 2R , DLk fin
AR, M F RS a8 B T ok LT A
JLAPF B2 0 0 o S 8 S 06 HR A ™ A 4 B RNA $2 1R
i ) & UL B 45 UE 4T . RT-qPCR FF FH 51 91§ %)
W2,

2 RT-qPCREIYFH
Table 2 Primers used for RT-qPCR

FEH Forward(5'-3") Reverse(3'-5")
cabll-1 CCAAGAAGACCGCCGCCAAG GTTGAACGAGCCCAGGAAGGTG
LHCA4 ACCCAGTACAGCCTGCCCAAG GCTCCGCCATGTTGCCCTTG
LHCAS CGCTGGATGGACTTCCGCAAG GCCGTTCTTCACGCCCTTCAG
PsbP CCATGTCTGAGGGCGGCTTTG GGCGGTGCGGTTGAGGATTTC
PsaN AACGGCGGCATCAAGTTCATCC AGCCCTTGGAGCCAAAGTTCATG
18S ATGGAATAACACGATAGGACTCTGG ACCTCTGACAATGAAATACGAATGC
1.5 HiE4bE b 7E PHE F1 PYR Ab L v , 5y o dk v J35 Ak 38 21

AN TR PAHSs Kb HH 2 5] i 20 it 1) % & 1 F 2 802
SE K R R 2 T 22 43 B (one-way ANOVA) o
M 2GR 22 R W3 (P < 0.05) B, i — 2k A
Tukey 2 & LU0 GIE 73 BT s 45 05 26 A8 5%, W) S ik
Brown-Forsythe £ 5 1 1 £5 20 Y B 2 A7 7 25 57
PAAEAE 22 5 K ) Games-Howell 6 56 3£ 47 9 4 Lk
o A geit5r Bk F GraphPad Prism 10.1.2 %k
PRETT .

2 4 R

2.1 PAHsBEXIELRRMELSIERANRMm

2.1.1 ST FvFm %% N5 PAHs & 58 XT T
SRS A VR FH B2, AR F I A B S
AT T AWM. TR 7E S d Y
PAHs % 5 1, A [F] JoT 12 Vi i PAHs A0 3T 88 41 it 1Y
B KA 2 ROR (Fv/Fm ) 349 5 80 H S [A) A2 B 10 A4

(1) 3 40 ML Fo/Fm (EAE R 8555 2 K 3 NI, S 78
55 3~ KM B — 0 R B 1 Il T TG L R e R
Ab A AR BN AR A S X R 420 . TE
7 0 FE vk BE PHE I PYR AL R, 35 40 Jifd f) Fv/Fm
(B0 5 T MRl OR 756 2 R Rt RS
RIS — 2 R S H B AT AR R 52 2 X6 K
L X AT RE S A AR e S shi g iR St
Wi ) A 5% (Gebara et al., 2024) . X FPKE 4 5
PSIT K 28 25 #4) 1938 1 PR T8 2% DL KOS & FH 37 FL 5+ 97
AR 22 T] 7 S A 5 9 7 A DK 30 5 Ak e [ 4 g
T A RMEEAILE , {5 35 4 A AE A5 R B PAHSs (1 5
& T A ne 4 R — 2 Ot & VE 2 fig (Aksmann et
al., 2008) ., 5 PHE.PYR A [] , BAP 4b 3 £ fi
Fv/Fm 755> 5% 58 N B AR XS P 22 AUTE SR 2 K
W/ INIE T % R EREE S KK P R VR BAP
AEFRA A Fv/Fm E S5XF IR i . Fabah L,

(a) PHE (b) PYR (c) BAP
08 -e— Control 0:8 -~ Control 0.8 -e— Control
-o- PHE-L -~ PYR-L -~ BAP-L
0.7 -~ PHE-M 0.7 -~ PYR-M 0.7 -~ BAP-M
: -e- PHE-H . -~ PYR-H . -~ BAP-H
£ 5 5
£ 0.6 0.6 £ 0.6
= = =%}
0.5 0.5 0.5
0.4 T T T T T 0.4 T T T T 0.4 T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 3 4 5 0 1 2 3| 4 5

B ]/

i I)/d I 1)/d

L M FTH 3 5 A s o e i PAHSs Zb B

1 PAHs ZEEXTIT I RIS L EE Fv/Fm (95200

Fig. 1

Effects of PAHs on Fv/Fm of R. subcapitata
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BAP X 3T 3k R 2 i 35 5 KOGk 27 803 1 4 i 4
#%{K 55 T PHE Ml PYR, iX 5 ben Othman et al.
(2012) P FEARRL, TCie it finfof B 5T 2t vk B2 1R 28T
La] B4R 5 AL [ 3 38 (Dunaliella tertiolecta) Fl
= ffi #5 ¥8 ¥ (Phaeodactylum tricornutum ) Fv/Fm %Y
(EEE A

2.1.2 *NPQ®#w WK 2/~ ,7 5 d PAHs
FRERT N A Ah B 2 g A B Y A Ak 2= AR K R B
(NPQ) Fifi o] [&] 8¢ 2l ¥ /y o 7% PHE F PYR AR BE T,
rh e BT A R R AL P A A R BR 4R 2 R NPQ BT
15, B B s a) 52 9 20 A8 4k, i PHE 5 o1 i vk
Ab A AR5 5 KRBT IA B i KAE , NPQ R 48 1k 2 e i
21 e 38 Aok PAFE IO T DG RE 3 B, 3R W7 LG 7 v e

9 B JE Bh T 4G SR Y % O/ 97 i [ (Rocha et al.,
2024) ; PYR H 5 ik B AL BRAL 7656 2 K IR 2 5 K
{EL, W5 7 45 AN TR AR 20 o i 1Y) PAHs B 25 575 1K
FI b H 2 NPQ I 5 5% HE 20 A5 fh 4 S HH T, 48 400 i
FEAIG B B VR BE I IR 8 T A RO R R . X5 22
BRI 5E — 350, B JE (6 55 MR PAHS 24 0] 75 AN [
T BE b 52 o Bk 19 JE S b 24 8 K (ben Othman et
al., 2023). LT, BAP H 5T ik B A 320 77 45
2RI, 5 A L NPQ A FF ETF 7ESR 3 K2
Jo 5% BRI AT o i A B R R R A T O R
I NPQ XTI A Ty , 7EAS [F] BAP i f vk B b
NPQ #4745 Ak i BE 45 /)N , BAP 45 4b P 20 75 I i) 5 I
)22 AN

(c) BAP
4
3_
g o4
v
-~ Control
1< -&= BAP-L
-~ BAP-M
-o- BAP-H
T T T 0 T T T T T
3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
B [l /d B )/

L M AT H 43 5l 26 1% . P A s o s TR 3 PAHS AR B

K12 PAHSs 5 01T S AR RN BE NPQ Y521
Fig. 2 Effects of PAHs on NPQ of R. subcapitata

(a) PHE (b) PYR
34 34
o o
& 04
227 g2
-o- Control -o— Control
14 - PHE-L 14 - PYR-L
-e- PHE-M -~ PYR-M
-e- PHE-H -~ PYR-H
G 1 1 1 1 1 O 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1
i a]/d
2.1.3 TETR® % 7£5 d i B PAHs 2%

5T, AN [F) Ah B A 35 40 Y 1) F A5 8 DR (ETR) 48
AL 3 i . S5XF R ARt PHE F1 PYR Ab
FRZH Y ETR ¥ 3 91 R (P < 0.001) , 43 A K
X REZH (1) 43% F149%. i ] PHE #l PYR 1 5 i#F A
AN, VR T 2R RS A, I T HE A
T %E, FEETR W3 N, MHILZ T, BAPAL
FAH A ETR 5 XA 1 22 S LS it 2 L (P>
0.05), Uit FH BAP X 3 40 g i) B PR A T F S 2him 1t
W RGPS B, TERE R E Ak,
BN ZE 43 WA S AR T AR R LR i
MM B AT AR T i B R TR S
18 % — 18 #% A 5 /F F (ben Othman et al., 2012) .
Subashchandrabose et al. (2014 ) 7E W 98 BAP 7£ 318
INER B (Chlorella vulgaris) 1) E N5 & B 4T R B
KL, BAP A TE B AN AL R I 5 R G ko
MK T v AE W A W hr S R B i RS . X HREUR
BAP ] RB5E G R G IF 5 2 & AR AR AR B
FH DRI X 35 400 B 1 5 i 9 3R 2 2RI Ry W A%

AT .

g

—é 4_ sksksk skesksk

=]

i T

&

2 -

0 T T

s & & 8
< SQ* 34 X

PHE \PYR Hl BAP ) St 2 5351 2 1. 00, 1. 00 Al
0. 50 mg/L; ***FIR LR BA G4 E X (P<0.001);
ns TR 2ZEF G (P> 0.05)
3 PAHs %55 5 d XTI IRIMIBE ETR B0
Fig. 3  Effects of PAHs on ETR of R. subcapitata after 5 days

ARG . B AT W, PAHSs %O A oL 1L
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[ BRBS0/AF X 431 5 1 PAHs XoF 356 4 J 160 116 ) 8 A5
S5PhiE A B 22 R

2.2 PAHSEETHFHAZNH

2.2.1 HFANFIRETEE FERANTFERL
I, FITAT FE i RNA Y Ay 75 1.89~2.07 Z [], TG HH
WHEATTG Y RNA TR E ZE(RIN) K T7, 3%
AR L RNA T o R 6, 2 e S 20 s e I 5 40

(a) AHRYE BT

PYR-M— 0.876 0871 0.893 0.899 0.919 0.925 0.935
PYR-H— 0.888 0.890 0.890 0.898 0.909 0.912 0.933
PHE-M— 0.906 0.882 0.852 0.873 0.891 0.897 0.954 0.959

PHE-H 954 0.933

0.935

CON— 0. ! i .897 0.912 0.925

BAP-L— 0. 8 : 0.891 0.909 0.919

BAP-M— 0. 8 5 0.873 0.898 0.899

BAP-H— 0. 0.942 0.852 0.890 0.893

0.860 0.918 0.926 0.882 0.890 0.871

0.828 0.891 0.914 0.906 0.888 0.876

T
A QOQ&Q‘ ®4‘34‘$

PrEdsk o ARUAEIT S AR I 3 b LA I 5 14 075
ANFEN o BEARH AR T A ([ 4a) R, 252N
3 AW A Z A A R B () PR T 0.9, 5
PP A AT SEE R o HER S A mRNA B 5%
A B S A — HARE A AR 5 25
AR B SCR AR (K 4b) , R P e 2% JE N 41
W FAMIIE, il T 5 2225 57 2870

HXEH (b) BEA 15 23 JE R AL 1A 7 B3 EL AT
1.00 = RS
I = R 5B
i BAP-H
4 0.95
BAP-M
BAP-L
1 0.90
PYR-H
PYR-M
1 0.85
PYR-L
PHE-H
0.80
PHE-M
PHE-L
0~75 I T T T T 1

75150107

4 ARV T A 5% LB

Fig. 4 Correlation analysis and sequence comparison analysis of samples

2.2.2 X T WGCNA o #7 if ik B 1F A % 42 1
B 248 PAHSs PRE R 52 M0 A 3R 40 1 S sl 4%
FE ARG e S A B 2547 T WGCNA 7317 .
SRR, f RS R 14 075 DB
10 A4S FE kAL B MEsalmon 5 MEblue #%
B 55 PAHs [T e B AR Ak 52 5 FEAH G (P > 0.9) , B
FE N LI B TR gk A (K 5) o AR i
FPEIGS| > 0.9 H ALY 5L AR S MM > 0.9 15
#E , 7E bR WA G A B i 8 1 5 BAP . PYR it
R R A R S . S5 A RS B RE
max FPKM > 10 5 22 54540 {5 max|log.FC| > 2 #f
— e AR AT 25 AR IR I

R T k2 5 AR AR DG I DGR I
X 16 5 ek 11 48 AN ik 22 S+ JE R E 4T KEGG & 46
ST (E6), KA S EFENBEEETILAE
FH (ko00195) F1J A 75 FH - K 26 8 11 (ko00196 ) 38
P&, T A4 9 & cabll-1, LHCA4 . LHCAS . PsbP Fll

BER-PER K R LIPS
MEblue-| -0.180 - -0.190 Ho
MEcyan-|  -0.360 0.350 0.055
MEtan-| -0310 -0.140 0610 105
MEgreen-|  0.1%0 -0.250 0.048
MEpurple-{  -0.100 -0.400 0.230 oo
MEblack -0.230 -0.320
MEmagenta 0.350 -0.290 -0.130
MEsalmon -0.130 -0.280 405
MEturquoise -0.270 -0.260
MEgrey 0220 0320 -0.350
T T T -1.0

3 3
& & F

F5  FET WGCNA 43#r PAHs 55 T 1 &Sk 16 5L [
Fig. 5 Genes based on WGCNA analysis under PAHs exposure

PsaN, Hd  fEPHE AN | LHCA4 1E 3 P i i 1k
BRI EEFEIS, PsaN . PshbP N AE S i m e N -
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S DR 4
= v e
& — % = & HEFT(0~1.0)
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ARG A

o~ _IOgm 0
(0,1.3]
(1.3,2]
(2,5]
" ® (5,10]
®(10,15]
® (15,20]

% S
O § ©>20
% ©

6 B2 RIRFE Y KEGG & 470 #r
Fig. 6 KEGG enrichment analysis of candidate DEGs

WFRIAAEPYRACHE R, LHCA4 e 3R R M T
B B URFIR , PsAN TE 2 0 e B RIS ik B T
W35 7E BAP AL PR |, PsbA TEAR T Bk B2 T 1M
Feik, R R E R PsbA PsbP . LHCA4 bRk
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