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$h s 7E 22 5N B T BYFu L A0 R A e Lz

FREL "

12, R o9 26N, FEF, Bkl Ky

(1. BRKY EaPlEr, WA MG 264025, 2. BR KN LZRA &SR EE R R & S0,
7R MWH 264025)

il 95 S5 JE T4 9% ] (Phaeophyta) . [ 749 (Cyclo-

WE: P MR FHELRATREARNG A, A ELERSSE T, FIAREL L.
I & 3k (Sargassum) B 3L 2o SR B R S WML R K, 23R LN, BF T HEONERET E S0 8%
a4t AR A WA B AT I AT R S B0 69 £ TR AH] 8RB A . KA AP B A At
horneri) A AR %, ERIELNT, ARFOEMBRERR, & F POCLAA 2354, Photosynthetically
active radiation, PAR, 400~700 nm, 200 W/m?). PA (PAR+UVA (%44 A, Ultraviolet A), 320~700 nm)#F=
PAB (PAR+UVA+UVB (%4} £ B, Ultraviolet B), 280~700 nm), &3 7 ¥ 4484 F4R 3£ 69 & F T 4L
Frit BAC LB, BREF, 3 AARBHAET, RRASTHY LI, RAAMEZT 2
(Fy/F ) BRI #5850 18] 3E K d0 32 347 TEAK, %18 A PAB>PA>P. /& 4% 49 240 min {&3% P(PAR, 2.0 W/m?)
WA AR Y, B F/F, ¥BSWE., A, LML EE, BIKAGERARS 0F H0, ZJE
LRI =4 MDA 2 EH¥H 2 FHA &, B 047 MDA £ PAB & B ¥ A FHteE £ K. Fat, &4 GKF4
0,.H,0, #= MDA A& — A4 20K F 342, Rl G, L AILEEA R L) 3 1L BE (Superoxide
dismutase, SOD). it At A .B&(Catalase, CAT). if A b4 B&(Peroxidase, POD)#) & M Ao 3t B AL 4 13K o
B2 (Ascorbic acid, AsA)#) A4 E ¥ R F 38, KAWE S, IAABE CAT 4= POD & M &K, M SOD F=it
BAH AsA HEARBFR FH KT, RLAEMT S I AAL AL 77 (Ttotal antioxidant capacity, T-AOC) /£ %34 & 32
Folk R A B — A RFR SKF. ERBH AR gAY, $ 9384 (UVA = UVB)#
B, DERSTREARINE. RANKESZTAERAE S, L PAB AT BA & 560, A
R Rt BRI A T REN LK SR T AR @R, AMEENIZFAETALE
A 0GB T ARAE T TR0 4 X

47 3 (Sargassum

KEEIR: 493 (Sargassum horneri); 85384, A, BALR Mok
PE %S P735 XHkFRIZED: A X EHE: 1000-3096(2022)03-0081-12
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4 T2 P AL TR IR A B S R T R R bR A

spreae). #=ff#: H (Fucales). I # %l (Sargassaceae),
b FE B Jm (Sargassum), 21T 7 15 35 3 1 B 28 20 AR
GF o GHTIHBK RS TG FEAE 1.3~5.5 m, T Y
KR AL R 1.3~4.6 m!", HldE R A Kbk, figs
T FUORE 37 o HoAl A MR ARG 2, | RERSOR SE5R 14 3%
FEP, A, AR A K ] S AR 08 K
WK N, P B FRE, XX T KB BA R
MVE IR, 55— i, PR o EL A e 3 o e R A
TR ARR R, SR RN AR R, S 2 i i X A
AFRGE O T A LSRR B A4 35 4
TR 22k, B R EPR 5 1) 2
S A R E A

T H R A A ) e R AR SR A I K 3 T A VA A
AMAEE ) JreesEi B 2 Ak Rk SRR A, H
S BT R AN 37 A S R TR A, E—E R
JE FRESR T R X I = R | ViR A A 2SR
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9 28 T B 9548 T 8 R W S ) 2R SR SR AR AR R
RS, K S ACoe AR E 2w e
7 2K R H DGR TE 400~800 umol pho-
tons m>s ' JEFEINM T 2017 AEHEEPEAREREL
SR, KRR AR N T 10%2 41, 4
TR I, 8 HEOKT B B R T, BT s
TUFAKOK E X 4L AN B (Ultraviolet radiation, UVR)AY
THIRAE, Hozs2 i 5o s ™)) o Ry
ey i % A g8 A E IR B B s A, R
FHALHN A 6

TER I R b, SR AS T 2oL R %
BRI HIXT [ B R G R G, K UVR
A B BTSN, G IR SO A R R
REAY P AEDT | I T M S A s BRSSO s
FE I A ZE R 6 R PO Hd, i
S R G TE N X B 3 X6 VA 5 1) 45 40 v R
HZAE T Y B IK T 1) 58 SR SR B B G SRS, 5]
L 8 2 7 1 48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) Tifisk
I, A B T (0 Al % AL 2 (H,0,) #A J J2 ROS
Hh g o E A A R A Y, BB S B A K A it R
Ve, gl EEs /i , miAg i A ™9
N % (malondialdehyde, MDA )% 1 A 2 Jif ik i 8 Ak
B AR R P2 o i R PR BE AR Ak, B K
Ak, AE AR B B RO R T BRI R GOR I BR
HAAE R AE R ROS, BRIPHLIASAZ 4105 ROS
R e o SRV =R =% IR ot 7/ 1= W
fiff F A H ALY f i (superoxide dismutase,
SOD) . iJ & Ak A i (catalase, CAT) ., i E ALY i (pero-
xidase, POD)&; PréA b E2A: PUIK MR (ascor-
bic acid, AsA). &5 AEIZBEH Ak (glutathione, GSH)
4. IbAh, BPTEALRE T (ttotal antioxidant capacity,
T-AOC) A Lk E N b 5z e 4 A2 49 4 % 34 355 1 e 3
ik sk R AP AL R E BRIk B
AE IR T AR XA REEEIUA R S
B sZm, W R T nl 5 RS WY (Saccharina japoni-
ca)fit 7K MDA I FHY B3 (Gracilaria le-
maneiformis)K N AsA SFEPi ALY & T s, [FRFS]
2 AR AR s & B R TR IE TR
A] i 2B 4232 (Porphyra yezoensis Ueda)MDA & & Tt
B, M ERRALAE T MDA &R RN, 6
B RE T E S 2 S (Ulva intestinalis)BY SOD 11
PEFI MDA %t 7}, POD i 1EJC B 28k0, 3%
THER A S R Y v BT AR AR AR G e B S H i

= .

A 5T 1L PR B T XS B, TR T AR 5241
R S R B2 AP S o 0 5 T e e 9 DA R AR N
A PRI A A RS O, H AR R A
BEAEERINHE T A BT A AL LIRS, S < 8l 5
B AT TG AR A AL A Y R — 25 A 5 B (R S B
2%,

1 MR R

1.1 R

BT 2020 4F 12 A 22 H IR s i 115
5 (37°15" N, 122°35" E)EF R RERAE, SRAE Wi
RZKIE R 5 C, REZJFWKILBFIREHG C)
F2 h NEBNLRE, FELEENHLE. KA
SRIE /KBTI 24 ho T IH AP 22 37 A g 2 K R A B
BB, Ry T IR A (6K TR AN R R AR I 9 SR AL 1 K
S5, MER B HE RS 18 CAL H K
200 TR BE VU D) T I R A 5T B 3RO R R O
20 W/m?* O4 41 %5 5F, Photosynthetically active
radiation, PAR), JGEIIH A L : D =12 h: 12 h, AN[H
Wr A< o
1.2 o 344 B AR ARIR B

TERE A R I HAN AR K/ IN— S0 8 77 i e FH T 52
5, BRI B T A (fresh weight, FW) 1.0 g Ff) 4
MR, B FRAESE4 500 mL [ SR K (147 9%
F(ReEE T UVR), £ 04 B TR B N,
i 1 I P fE IR (YRDC-0506, Fh [ )5 K ¥ L 3 4
il ZE 18°C . I 4 4 K BHAL L 2% (Sol 1200, Honle
GmbH, )4 LG 7Ot G, 2 MG 5k
B A8 K e 11 Y65, 1B PAR(photosynthesis active
radiation, 400~700 nm)#% J& & 200 W/m?, %8 5 35 JiF
K 45 5131 (Solar Light, PMA2100, 2 E)5E ., 78
AP L OR R RS 1 386 B 3R AR AN TR 9 G
SEAbEE, QR TR
1.2.1 Pt

FH ZIB-400 386 H 7 35 4 4, ZIB-400 386 H
HAEE T I 400 nm LAY, 45858 N ik 2
1% PAR(400~700 nm).
1.2.2 PA b3

Fi ZJB-320 38 A S5 A9, ZIB-320 JE6H
HEEB I 320 nm LL_EAYE, #EMARERIL PAR+UVA
B 658 5 (320~700 nm) .
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1.2.3 PAB ib3

H ZIB-280 P& A B 3 A W, MR
PAR+ UVA+UVB [ 58 5 (280~700 nm) . AW} 5% fir
FRUESE 0 A Bl AR 24 F A IRA R . B R A
T 3AER L ARDGHS AR 120 min, K5
Tota R 2.0 W/m* (PAR) ¥ 18 T D% I8 55 32 46
(GXZ-380D, TRILE XN, OLIKE 240 min,
VS R 18 Co TR VLA I &, T RiAHhERFE
I A9 F AR BHYE R, UVR H 5 FEE B AE =AY S% LT,
Hid UVA F UVR 19 99%. UVB i 1%%, [Hifi7e
PRI UVR X 328 A4 B2 i B, UVR 51 B0
RE 10 T R 3B o A AR DA 9% 2 AT, T S A BT
X e G U O RO o AR A AR BHAES 0L 25 3K A5 1
UVR (5 S BE 4%, P20 T UVR BE 3 5] i
(RN
13 RARKEET T Z(F/Fu)dRE

Fo/F o {8 F RO i 20 28 22 52 6 (X (FL6000, $E
SOBEATINAE o ANEDCH AP, R 30 min BUE
PRI . OB BB, FERR 60 min HUE (AR 22 .
T R H i R SRS & W 5 min, 5 BT BB HR G 7E
FERTITAL . FHAR SR B BE (<0.1 wmoL photons'm s~ ")
IS G, RIS IR/ N IEG(F) o B, AR ADE
(3500 pmol photons-m s ") R& ST, FRAFHHERLRAS T
() e K5I (Fin) o PSTT S KOG ARt 77 ik Sy de K]
AR (Fy) 5 5 38 T Y die K28 Z A i He i, R
F/F, HH1 F,=FyF,o

1.4 RALE a9 AT

ST B AL FR 120 min FIPKSE 240 min 5 HL
BAK 0.2 g FW, HIBRAE KRG T-80 CLRAF. MEHT
T E(g) © ABI(mL)=1 : 9 MHBIImA 9 AR
()5 A T (A= BRER K), VKKV (0 °C) A T WIS 1k
10% 4121510, 3 500 F5/43 250 10 min J&, BT
W, FIHIEAAT UL A0 EE TH(UHS300, H ARl e
TE A O IF R LT 8 An & i iE ).

A HE A A B T (0,): AL
BG5S AR R N R G, AR R B T
H S, AR P S gress [QHL AR, ffif
MR RIS, HOEETTE 550 nm AR
WA R E A, i E AR E(H.0,): SHHmRIERHAE
W—Fh 5 G WITE 405 nm AN A Ho A R AT A
H,0, M H; N B (MDA): i A 1L hg Bk i = 1y v

(TS T (MDA) 5 B A B b Z R (TBA) 46 & T2 i 21
=), fF 532 nm A ERWKE . O, H,0, il
MDA 1 & i i 4n ™ A=A

0, &= (0D~ 0OD,,)/(OD,~0D,)*A,x1000/A4,,

H,0, ¥ 1= (0OD,,—0D;)/(OD—0D j)x Ay Ay,

MDA % #&= (0D,~0D,)/(OD~0D,)*A,/A,,
Hrh, oD, Jxt I OD {#; OD, 73 14 OD {#; OD,, N
W& OD fl; OD, ¥rifE OD fH; A, ATFFMFEA R H
WREE; Ay bR e S R B

BATAALEE J1(T-AOC): HLIk A £ ht Efk
YR, AEfd Fe'"I0JFLAL Fe™, Ja#& I SHEmkIEY e
IR 48 A, A E 520 nm AW EE T
briE e 1. BCAEABE TR AT

BILEALEE J1= (0D,—0D.)/0.01/30%(v/n)/A,,
Hrh, oD, J %t & OD {H; OD,, Il OD {H; n AL
FE& v R IR AR A, AR REA R .

PriA B FE A ALY B AL (SOD): 38 it ¥
R 4y K B R S A g S 3R e 7 AR R AR T
B, 5B AR RY BT S R £, AE 5 i 1E
TEIEA A, G ORETHIE 550 nm 4b
WO BE TR 75 i S AL Y B (POD): I 2t 4
Tl A ALt AU Ak SR 1 SR EE, Sl E 420 nm
Ab WO FE B AR A A L OB IS M Ik SR (CAT):
o AR AU HL 0, 1 BN AT 38 2 i B 18 e 1 A
Ik, FRH HO0, SRR EAE ™ A — PR B 0
AW, 76 405 mm Ab@ AR &, lit5
CAT #1571, SOD, POD, CAT 3§ Syl i+ 28
KI5
SOD i }J= (OD.~0D,,)/OD /50%x% (v/n) XD,/ Wi V),
POD i J1= (OD,,—OD)/12x(v/n)/t/(Wy /V,,)x1000,
CAT i JJ= (0D, —0D,,)x271x(1/60xn)/A,,.
Hr, oD, %t B8 OD{A; OD,, A ill5E OD {H; We FFE
AEE S AR ¢ o0 S B T] v SR SO TR n R R
it Ve AN BUBARL A, REANREAS R PR B,
D, AEEAS b BRRTRR BT HL

PUEL Y FE bR RS B H IK(GSH): —#ift
TR EOR R 5 s A A S W) BN I g 7 A — i
AW, FILE 420 nm AIE WOGME TR H S &, Bt
IR (AsA): Fe’ 5 10 JERIBT IR ifn i 1 ot 1 FH A 7=
Fe’', J5 & - SMED ki (0 KN, AIFE 536 nm Abi
EWOGETE S8, GSH. AsA W&l inT
TR
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GSH &= (0D,,—0D,)/(OD,—0D ))*AxM*D,,/4,,,
AsA &= (0D,—0D)/(OD—0D)*xAxD,,/A,,
Hh, 0D, }975 14 OD {#i; OD,, 4ilsE OD {#; OD, A¥x
#fE OD {H; M & GSH 7355 A, HFIIREAEE FIR B
Ay IARHESRVRIE; D, IAEA LS BTG REATEL
Db S0 BT AR P 20 2500 G 30 e
W) T RRFFERT .

1.5 FELAE

K] Excel Al SPSS 17.0 #4754 % B S5 1>
Mr, f#i F§ GraphPad Prism 7 /& B Enm N 1y
B+ b5 i 22 (n=3), ffi 1 5 R J5 22 53 #7 (one-way
ANOVA, Duncan)iff 4725 84087, 255 W& HKF
B P<0.05,

2 &R

20 BHAERRAKI THAEARKRL

WFEF =2 (F,/Fm)

AN )56 A G A B ARG B2 T 4 38 1 B RO
fl2 i T 7 5 (Fy/Fo) B ARG LN &L 1 TR i3 7E P
PA. PAB 3 Fib T BI¥IMH Fo/Fn 53510 0.703+
0.023. 0.693+0.012, 0.73+0.017, 2 G5 54k P
[E] ARS8, H A Fy/F, BT RRAG, fE 65 B4k
120 min J5 4> B & & 0.24£0.015 . 0.17£0.017 .
0.15+0.035, 7E P. PA Fll PAB 3 455 kb 3 43 5] [
KT 65.9%. 75.5%F1 79.5%, TEARIGIRE it P,
PA il PAB 3 i G 4b B 3K 1) Fo/F L B2 81 TH i, K
IR 240 min J5, 435K BRI ERARAS 1Y 86.73% .
87.02%. 79.91%.

0.8 Sl : ot
0.6
i
-
i &f 0.4 7
o =
>
S —— PA
: —4— PAB
0.0 T T T T T 1
0 60 120 180 240 300 360

Ii1]/min

K1 EARSH BRI i i R IO i
Fig. 1 F,/F,, of Sargassum horneri during the individual radia-
tion treatment and the low light recovery process

2.2 FBATAE TR G ILEA R A

&l 2a 7R AN [R] G5 53 A R 5 O, 7 B v [1R]
PR AL o i E T B IR A 1Y O, 7 B 11.436£1.086 U/g
prot, Fifi 25 G S Ab B[R] (3G, P& BT 4R EE
O, & B IA . E 1K (P>0.05), PA Fil PAB AbFHZH Ay
O, % & i E 1IN (P<0.05), 7 BIHEINE 15.658+2.841
F126.316+1.036 U/g prot, H. PAB 4L () O, & 5 i
FHET PA AbHEAL(P<0.05), fREPKEE 240 min J5, P
H1PA AbFRALAY O, 7 S EOCHR ST AL 120 min J5 %A
i E A AL (P>0.05), PAB AL HA (1) Oy & B #0614k
P 35 P AR (P<0.05), F#Z 22.141+£0.792 U/g prot,
{EAT & TR ARIRS

ANTR) GRS A0 B i 8 HoO, % B B N 18] 1Y A2
L E 2b FoR . WIHRIRASE, H,0, S84 4.90+
0.095 mmol/g prot, JGHESTALFE 120 min J5, P AL
H 5.46£0.669 mmol/g prot, SHIIHIRE 2T A BE
(P>0.05); PA il PAB 4b H 2H ) H,0, 5 i & T i (P<
0.05), 43T % 7.224+0.245 1 8.389+0.705 mmol/g
prot, fH PA Fil PAB Ab¥HE4 (A% A 3512 5 (P>
0.05). RIEVKE 240 min J5, & 4bBEZ ) H0, & &
BOGHRSTALHE 120 min J5 A W AR 16 (P>0.05).

K 2¢ RAS [R5 A R 4 8 MDA 55 i RE T
B R A4 . KL 2¢ Hal DL, 41 w0 G R
MDA & &4 0.194+0.029 nmol/mg prot. [ YCiE 5T
b B E] A B4 0, A EE MDA A R B i (P<
005), JEHETALEE 120 min S5-I MZE 0.286+
0.014. 0.359+0.018., 0.458+0.085 nmol/mg prot, PA
il PAB ZbBE41 MDA & Em T P AFE4, H
PAB A ) MDA % it 5 i o fOGIR E 240 min )5,
FALHAL ) MDA B i OGRS A B $4) 2
(P<0.05), 435l m= 0.477+0.014, 0.520+0.015 .
0.611 nmol/mg prot, H P il PA AbHRZ 2 (0] AT b 25
2 5%(P>0.05). PAB AbFRAIY MDA & feiy, W
BT P Al PA AL HZH (P<0.05).

Bl 3 ARG N T-AOC Ffifs [B] )48
k. HIEATEAIRZS ) T-AOC 1.68+0.171 U/mg prot, i
FOCHR S AL R ARG AN, 3 FRALBEZLAY T-AOC #B 23
HER(P<0.05), /M358 A 2.966+£0.535, 3.671+0.448
4.847+0.426 U/mg prot. PA F1 PAB ZbHHZH ) T-AOC .
FET P AL (P<0.05), H PAB AbFEZIfY T-AOC
5 OEPRAR 240 min J5, 3 FiAbHEIZ K T-AOC EHLHR
ST S I i 35 22 5(P>0.05), HIm THIHIRA.
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Fig. 2 The contents of reactive oxygen species and MDA in
Sargassum horneri
ANFNG F RN BUE 2 A A 7E 3 22 57 (P<0.05), 18] 3~[& 5 |7

Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference (P<0.05),
Fig.3~Fig.5 are the same

{5/

AFDCHR ST AL 4% SOD 1% kRt Al 25 1k
ME 4a Fizs. PIERAER, ##A SOD & ik
291.897+31.465 U/g FW . B % Y640 5 b BRAS (B] A 384 1,
3 FhALEEZE) SOD ¥ J1 34 i 1G58 (P<0.05), 435

.  r a
g [ pA a
= B rAB b
é 4 cd be
g
2 d
=
# 21 N
~
o
£
i

0

WG Sein ot

K3 S SR RE A

Fig. 3 Total antioxidant capacity in Sargassum horneri

B ERUIR Y 2.47 45 . 2.52 F5H1 2.66 15, 1H P A
PA A3 2 [A] AT 1 35 22 5% (P>0.05), PA Fll PAB b3
2 6] AT B35 2% 5+ (P>0.05); PAB AL FEZH ) SOD 1% /)
BEET P AFEL (P<0.05). [KEIKE 240 min /5,
PAR il PA AbH4H () SOD i J1 3 65 5T b BS B A7
i3 2 53(P>0.05), PAB AL BRAL ) SOD i1 1t & 1458
(P<0.05), % 839.036+5.683 Ulg FW, HOG4E kb
HISHMT 8.54%,

4 AR GAR S AL H T H 3 CAT 146 g B [a]
(AR K . AR FERY CAT 15 71K 2.559+0.099 U/mg
prot. JCHRETALFE 120 min 5, &ALFELHAY CAT 35 /1
¥y 8 3 Th 5 (P<0.05), 4r 5 Fh e & 3.079+0.036 |
3.320+0.461, 6.561+0.333 U/mg prot. P £l PA 4bF
) CAT 1 1A ik 3 25 5 (P<0.05), PAB b 320 1Y)
CAT 15 71 & T P Al PA 2B (P<0.05), KGR
iR, AL CAT 1% I BOEiR ST Ab B S B
FREAR(P< 0.05), ICIKE 240 min J5, 7 BIFEIRE
1.767+0.139.,2.222+0.293 ,2.718+0.085 U/mg prot, H.
3 ik FA 18] 1) CAT 15 J1 389441 i 3P 25 57(P<0.05),
PA Fl PAB AbBRALAY CAT 1% 1 5HIMHIRS A B
#5(P>0.05), P 4bHZH Y CAT 1% 1 B F K TR 4RIk
A(P<0.05).

ARPDEHR ST AL 4% POD 1% J1BERTA] 1925 1k
WA 4c Fos o BRI IR IRZS 1) POD 1% J1°4 5.000 U/g
FW . Fifi 25 5 S5 A B B] A 384 i1, POD 115 7 34 8 3444
FE(P<0.05), JGHRST 120 min 520 HIHE5% 2 14.000+1
15.667+0.578 . 18.333+1.528 U/g FW, 7E P.PA Hl PAB
3 ARSI T 43 B EAPRARY 2.8 £5 . 3.13 {5
3.67 ff%. PA il PAB AbFE4LK) POD & B E T P
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Fig. 4 Antioxidant enzymatic activity in Sargassum horneri

fiteiisd

Qb PR (P<0.05), H PAB AbHRZH Y POD i /1 fie i o
G 240 min J5, #4034 POD I 1 BOCH
AL RS B BRI (P<0.05), > BIEIRE 6.667+
0.578. 8.000. 10.333+0.577 U/g FW, PAR Fil PA /b
FRAL[E] ) POD 5 1 A I 3% 22 5% (P>0.05), PAB &b
FEZH ¥ POD 7 ) i 3 & T PA Ml PAR Ab B4, {H4%
b 3141 TE AR OGER & 240 min J5 19 POD & 147 & T4
K.

AFDEHE A 4% GSH & fE BT 1] 251k
WA Sa PR A BRI IRAS 1 GSH & 14 0.336 mg/g
prot. JEAHEHHALFE 120 min J5, 3 FALFE T (1) GSH & &
Y10 2 AR (P<0.05), 43 iK% 0.288+0.014 ,0.254=+
0.016. 0.207+0.024 mg/g prot, PA #l PAB AbFZH iy
GSH & W Z (KT P kb FZH (P<0.05), H. PAB 4b¥i4]
) GSH & & il OGIKE 240 min J5, 40 BHAH Y
GSH #HHHBOCHRETAE 120 min J5H4 8 F T (P<
0.05), 43T E & 0.35440.003 . 0.398+0.003, 0.467+
0.02 mg/g prot, {H P AZbHL () GSH & B P IR A%
A 255 (P>0.05), PA Fil PAB ZbBRAH ) GSH & &
B E T HRIRA (P<0.05).

0.6

Hl r .
L RIN
= N rAB
o
% 0.4 c
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T 02
wn
&}
0.0
IR Jelia (IS/nr¥3
(@
25 ab A P
20

154
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AsATTH/(ng/mg prot)

L Jelia
(b)

K5 Sy &R
Fig. 5 Antioxidant quantum in Sargassum horneri

S5/

(&1 5b AN R CHR AL T e AsA 5 i ffE E] )
Ak HBERIURRAS ) AsA il 12.522+1.530 pg/mg
prot. A& CHRST A BET[A] A 3E A0, 3 FhAL T 1Y AsA
B W TEE (P<0.05), 200 R & 19.929+1.033
21.243+1.891 ., 23.549+0.256 pg/mg prot., P il PA 43
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1Y AsA &R B3 2% % (P>0.05), PAB £ PA b3
1Y AsA &I i35 25 5 (P>0.05), {H PAB Ab#H4H
) AsA £ i 35 = T P A4 (P<0.05), H PAB Ab3i
A AsA T, OEIKE 240 min J5, #5408H4H
1) AsA FrEBOEHRS S TC 3% 25 5 (P>0.05), H
#rm T RILRIRES
3 it

oA VE R s 2 ml | Fe A G B, fE
g R T X 45 Z14 B (ultraviolet radiation, UVR)E Hi i
N o SRAMEST — M EEER TOLERE, HiotR%
IT (photosystem 1T, PSIT) X} %% 4 5 G H 2 45 4P 4k
B(ultraviolet B, UVB) AHUS, 32304564 il th e
FEEE 0 B AR v AT LG RE RS 5 28 O A TR PR
K, WP g2 Bl (B UV 4 5% s
P01 VE 5 i mT WG AR B ™ 5 FL/F,, S PSILAY
OB T, BRI ST PSIT
HL S50 TIPS A e i S e Ak
BTH F/Fn 200 0.655% M7 SR EE M
Fo/Fp 835 TR B, F/Fy R BEFE G 6 a4 FhEk
B a0 X5 6BV BB Wi A EE B AR AR e, A
BEAER AL BT Fo/F,y BEAR, S AN SR T 33 Fofr s
30, 3 iR AT A B A 0 B K Ul P<PA<PAB. ]
BF, WA AZ ol 0 R B 5 AR T A BRI AT G, B
R, Zhia R . X R PSIT RN
U8 3 BT A AR 1) 32 o0 o) it e ) AU, LT
2332 B AMR ST e IRE L o AE P 7E 55 51 8 20
BRF, M ICIE N Z A Y £ BE it 4 53 F (Pheo)
LG i BIRGOP T 32K Qa, QuBEZ, R4S
=47 P680(°P680), *P680 X AE AL N 10, i
A AW ICTE KR o A3 2 v s, Rt i
15 P68O WALE I £, RO T 20T SR M ) SE B0 5
PSIT 232 F| HAT s A L PERY 'O, il P6SOT AR IAAE
H o Bk, B EALT D1 & AT LA T Dk i R 5%,
1M PSIL &A= Al B, 552 A 3 38 1% T WA A 1) R,
D1 & A & AR . PSIT AYHL AL RS D1 &
P A 2 30T PSTLAZ A4 e i B4, AR ) Fo/F,
REAR

5 DI L R I X0 2 A S e 2 AR T R
FLAE 5 /MR (280~315 nm) R i AR . PR
i A1 EE 1 A5 4 T #0 AR DL SR R A VR A AE K
FE PN A B R A ELRE R 0 R N A S )
FKhn k2 5EERCRES A 10 BAEAH

e o,” Mt EA LR “H,0,7 YRR R A BT x s
7 AR T T SRR E AR N T LU B AR, B[R] AR
H, B —NE I b M, Hik, KEEMHEE
FI FH 3 7R 58 A P A0 A B B i R B I O R 4R AN
S s AR S S 0 EE AN BB gz -0,
Y g iR & ROS 7= A W E A . &Rk
BHTEB RS ROS —NEERE. LR
4t I(photosystem I, PSI)H', M2 2 4> T WL HE &
JamES EABIAREN . MmN S, ENH
RAEMBARGEERER BT BEPSEER TN
Bls, HPHEBE 0, mAEMLSHA '0,. 78 PSI
TR RSN GRS T5 O M EAERh ™4
"0, UV 56 55 858 6 a6 5 i i el /e &
S SRR P M U B 7 A PO AR A R, 244
B2 OCAE B AR, 0, H,0, i BT, &
SNSRI T AR IS PR A, H O PAB AbBEEL
PA 4b B T G 3 38 5 A 3 R SRR P A . MDA B
0 RGBT 22, H PAB AL BE4L Y MDA 7
BRFEET P A PA ACFRAL XS24 A0 e 5
T 55 P R o R AR N, S SO S o |
ABO-SHADY Z5M G HF 5% & B, 48418 5T 2 18 i
LR PR B (Chlorococcum)® MDA & &, 5K S
R—5.

N3 N A AR, R A KISk, T AR
TN W 38 B4 2R G0 A Y AR AL — S Ak R
GeU2 DL AR IS Tk AR 1 3 A A B A X
2 H A B, SOD il FAE AP RAL R G
—IE B L, BEMEAL AR P A R T B T 3R (0y)
o i R AR SR 4 AT, CAT 7 T A M AN
Ji A A, B AT LK A Ak S S i o K R
HAR . POD FEAE MR AR R AL LU Tz 7 7, 22
— ol 5 A ) O Bl . — MR UG, POD AT A 5
BEo s B s, T LU RS SRR, A Rk
foad AL A S A LIt A R AR R B R,
IR RPN, A A T P AR B I R G Y AR
A2 =W AR, AT BS, 4N
SOD. POD. CAT {ft:M T-AOC ¥ & Haam, Jin
A 56D Ab B 5 S 4T S A0 g A IS M — 20 1
H PAB 4 A A BT E AL BTG M L PA Ab HZH T o8,
6] PAB Ah 3 — A Tl 840 35 PN T R A R 14 3
AGUILERA ZEVOIFgE &8, B2 h T 0l WG
SRS, EERAOC AR TR, R R
MR, T RE 2 A Ak P 38 . BB 2 AR Ak,
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TE VK W 24 I W 25 7K R OB 2R A B8 =, 20 3% (Rhodo-
phyta) Fl 4% ¥ (Monostroma affarcticum)ifE i<+ SOD
I CAT Wi dEsE o, W nX) UVR #bitEngigam, 5
ARWFFEEE R — L nT WL, SEPTRAIR S 1
N5 B8 S AR A G, R % 1R 1 AR fb AR
TR G A, IS BOE & KOF P E
N BEAh, BUEAL TR BR G R P A
ZAEF o AsA Fl GSH &2 — R EZ B e i, 7]
ELHEF ROS RN, A4 HAR 5, ST 1R K il 1) IS 4
EEERANER R EEEA Y, XT
GSH M-I 1E M, A WL IA k10 780 A i A 23
JOE R S R R, (AR ERR S B GSH/GSSG(A
LTI b H K, Glutathiol, GSSG)HAE . AHBF5E
JEHR ST AL 120 min J5, %N GSH & it i F FEAIX,
Al g A KM, O R 240 min 5, GSH & &
BETHE, X AT AR B F GSSG 7E A bt H K a4 i ity
(glutathione reductase, GR)JMEALAE T B i0 J7 h
GSH, ZfiEMan . IR, AsA &7 65
SPALFE 120 min J5 W E WL, AsA il L T4
PSII, fR¥FH FIRrLfeis, L bhin 0 i
JEBO e Ah, X nT RE LI GSH 7E 4 3 3 KR TE 1 4
I A AR /0N 535 H 6 o A A A B O R
i AsA RESEAE R A B B S0 1 Tk 9 I 7 3 P 4R
T8 B S I Hh R 4% T B A Bt 4 AR A T o AGUILERA
ARUSHE A T R PG 22 B R [A)  2 (f 45 4T
(Rhodophyta) . %% (Chlorophyta) X #3 # (Phacophyta))
(Bt A R R, kB At R 2 Y O A L
A P P A S 3 R A TR A KT o T A 5T
R, MALIEHE, LA KERN SOD,
POD. CAT {ifith, iX Al BEJe&: 48 /1 56 b3 175 5 1) &5
B, R EE N T IR N 8 A A Ak i — R T
JNE, RERSAE — E i BT b 18 i 4 o T 5 A0 i 30 A
AR

W b BRSO B AR B R BUIROG SRER, M
MDA Hl H,O, & AR K & & i, {H POD. CAT
Erit TR, K RT AR B Ok T8 T 40 A
1t E AR B NR . CAT 35 B35 G IF  rp 7= A= 1
H,O,P", mh&gidrh H,0, A3k &t HALLIWELL-
ASADA &R HATHPY, X4 H,0, vl REEE L )
SMHY IR FEAT IR . SOD I AsA TA AR 1y
{8, RZMH15 T-AOC 5 SOD K AsA By 78 kit 3
R AL i S A B S 3 T, OGRS TE B
k). RSN R, SOD FEHE AL B b

SEREVER . EAh, AsA X A AL RE St B AT
FE TR, KA AsA A BT 4 3 50 X 30 2R
5, BZATRH B0 A R WK AR T,
PA. PAB b3 5 i35 RO &2 3 B2 18 T PAR &b
PG B S, H PAB Ab 3R ) B KK & 3
1%, XL PAB 5l T 8 KA B G 13,
WCAEAR DGR S K 52 338 B e 12 o

25 LRTIR, Y 7 S AN e, A P T
SR BT 8 B BEIR, O, HaO, S50 M EUS 4 K
£, SOD. POD. CAT S54t 48 A0 Bt Tk 11 J 1k ] Py P 3
BTt AR HUARIGE A L ASA ZEhiE LY, MmTE
TR bR ROV R EVER . 5 UVA AL, UVB i
S AR 3 B0t AT S 2R 4 A S A T
82 HAE FH o SR LA e 1 A S, e S bR
152 2 S phaE R (Y S AR I, 3X AT B R T P A S
IO 17K FE 1T 5 UVR $ 5 0 — B LR HLA
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Abstract: The enhancement of ultraviolet radiation (UVR) usually leads to the production of reactive oxygen spe-
cies in algae, thus damaging the photosynthetic organs of algae and causing algae photoinhibition. Sargassum
golden tide frequently broke out in many parts of the world in recently years. When the golden tide forms, the algae
drifting on the sea surface would receive more UVR, but the physiological mechanism of the golden tide algae to
cope with this UVR stress is still unclear. In this study, Sargassum horneri, the species responsible for the Golden
tide in China, was selected as the research object and was introduced to three distinct radiation treatments of P (PAR,
photosynthetic active radiation, 400700 nm, 200 W/m?), PA (PAR+UVA, 320-400 nm) and PAB (PAR+UVA+UVB,
280-700 nm) implemented by the laboratory set solar simulator, to investigate the photosynthetic activity and the
anti-oxidative stress response of this algae to the UVR exposure. The results demonstrated that the photosynthetic
activity of algae was inhibited by all three radiation treatments, emulated by the decline in the maximum photo-
chemical quantum yield (F,/F,) with radiation period, which included the decreasing degree of PAB>PA>P. During
the following recovery of low light (PAR, 2.0 W/m?), F,/F,, of algae recovered gradually. Correspondingly, the
contents of the O,, H,O, (reactive oxygen species, ROS) and the MDA (product of membrane lipid peroxidation) in
the algae exposed to UVR increased significantly under the PAB treatment demonstrating a higher proportion in
comparison to the PA treatment. Additionally, such UVR-induced high levels of the O,, H,O, and the MDA was
sustained till the low-light recovery process. The antioxidant enzymatic activities of the SOD, CAT, and the POD,
along with the AsA capacity, also significantly rose from the initial respective radiation treatments. However, during
the low light recovery process, the CAT and the POD activity declined, but no such decrease was measured in the
SOD and the AsA activity, illustrating that the total antioxidant capacity (T-AOC) of the algae sustained a compara-
tively higher level throughout the culture. During both the respective radiation treatments and the low light recovery
process, the UVR, including the UVA and the UVB, exhibited substantive elevation in the accumulation of the oxi-
dases, antioxidants, and the T-AOC, with the highest values measured under the PAB treatment. The innovation of
this study is that for the first time, the anti-oxidative stress responses of golden tide algae under UVR stress have
been systematically and comprehensively explored, which would provide important data support for revealing the

physiological mechanism of adaption to drifting in S. horneri.
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