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Abstract: Objective To assess the genotoxicity of Di (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP). Methods A series of
guideline-compliant assays were performed to evaluate mutagenicity, chromosomal or DNA damage of DEHP, including
Ames test, in vitro mammalian chromosome aberration assay and micronucleus test, comet assay, in vivo mice bone marrow
micronucleus assay, and spermatogonial chromosomal aberration test. Results  Ames tests results were negative. In in vitro
tests, DEHP did not increase the frequency of chromosomal aberration, micronucleus and DNA break except in the dose of
2.5 and 5. 0 mg/mL, which significantly increased the frequency of micronucleus and DNA break. In Vitro mammalian cell
micronucleus test was negative. The chromosomal aberration rates in mice spermatogonial cells were 1. 6%, 1.4%, 1.8%,
2.4% and 3. 8% in negative control, 3.75 (24 h), 7.5 (24 h), 15 (24 h) and 15 (48 h) mg/kg'BW of DEHP, respectively.
There was an increasing trend without statistical significant between groups. Conclusion DEHP showed no obvious

genotoxicity under the test conditions.
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T K 2 T DEHP @A A4 . DEHP #
P 988 SiE WF 58 HLAA (International Agency for Research
on Cancer, IARC)TE 2011 4E LA 3h ¥ B9 WE 45 38 47,
N 8 B0 R A i = 0w O A2 AT RE BUE P (2B
Ze) e, L AT BR AL ) 2 58 o A% 32 1 g 4 Ak U T A g
5H W) 06 Z 7K o (Peroxisome proliferators-activated
receptor o, PPAR) I b ifif 42 1F 41 L 3 567 . DEHP
14388 1 1 PR AT A7 AR P I, A R 2 B0 00 % st % 3
P 45 SR Oy B M BN B R A R B R R
DEHP (R ™= %) 5K 7 DNA #4416, tbsk,
AL TE PRI U7 v AR 22, A2 i 1 1 5 U £
AR 7 pg K g 2 . AR R IR fh & e E
bR E ) GB15193 w1 2 Bl it f% 5 Pk BF 4 O7 5 0
DEHP 8 &8 VL UEAT RGENEPPA .

1 #RE5F%
L1 EERKH

DEHP(CAS No. 117-81-7) . #2545 K C A #t
e AR AN S 2R B ORI H R R I [ S5 [ Sigma
N E S FOKAN R FPBE R =40 VK 2R R0 3 I 5% UL
W B AR T AR BR A A 5 1640 1535 5L RG24
5 [ 2 E Gibco 2 ] ; Trixton-100 14 [ ¥ E Biotech
25 A IEH I S B BRI A 7% [ BIOWEST A A 5 1%
I 5 I A BE IS [ 35 E Life Sciences 2 H) ; Cometslide
SE M H Trevigen,

TER SN0, DEHP 3% /% T — H 3% W70
(Dimethylsulfoxide, DMSO) , DMSO ¥ £ ik T 0. 5%;
e /N R AR NI B DEHP % f# T ddH,0, il AL TR &
T, AR TR S A IR A
1.2 LR sh¥y

VPR AR AP SPF 2% NIH /N, i) R 1
LI Y O R, BB AR IS : No. 00157527,
Bl 35 T T e 7 A O R R GRS
B W Vit S5 5 3 W v it fdE A AT HIES Ol - SYXK
(1#)2016-0162, HEEHN 20 'C~24 °C, XL E 40%~
70% , 25 WA Zh ) A AR oK .

1.3 Bk

e B b % 2 E E AR E)GB 15193—2014 H
FILAE B 5 A AR, B ER 5 JE VD 1T TR 4 SR ik B T
TA97.TA98 . TA100.TA102 Fl TA1535 i % & #k , 52
50 Y HE AT R DR R R A A R e e L g ik B
T80 TFIE 32 95 F 5% (00 ) A B2 ) 4 3t 1 K BRUF 2
WSO ME R IRINE AL RS
1.4 4tk

b1 [#= 6 B (Chinese Hamster Lung, CHL) 7 Jift
W b R 2E R A B A R . CHIL 40 i 52 95 ) L Al

JH RPMI 1640 5 % 5 (&% 1% 7 58 % R K G WA
10% &4 135 ) 7E 37 °C.5% CO, 514 F 5%,
1.5 A5 IR 52 58 A8 55 (Ames I3

Z M GB 15193. 4—2014 #E47" 0 HiE2Z KXY
TE O, AR g ek A4, 3 002 5000, 1 000,
200,40 .8 g/ L, 35 F A& 0128 2095 5510 %5 HECZH 0 B 14
Xof HRCZ o 2 246 4 0l FH AQ IS A R 48 (+59) FIAS
il ARG L R G0 (-S9) . SLI R FE B AL, &
— I E Y = ASEATIL, B 37 CR 5% 48 h,id
SR A 1k 6 20 g Q0L [ AR TR VR B M A2 R A TR AR TR
B 1A R T v R G B A 2 5L IR R
N6 ZR a2 B — K A R R G
TS BE M B B AR R % A2 I Ames U560 K
FH M .
1.6 PR ZL 34 4n i i % 3 56

Z:H8 GB 15193. 28—2020 #47", I 0.3125,
0.625.1.25.2.5 Fl 5 mg/L ¥ ¥ DEHP (5T &f 5 37
FEERFR . BT B R R X B 22 38 &R C
(AT S9, & HkJE 4 0. 05 wg/mL) FIFABEBENE: Cn S9,
KURTE N 10 wg/mL) o BOWEA K8 CHL 40 2%
T 6 fLARH, 24 h FEAT AR A DEHP J4 % 4 h,
Ja A 4H M A i 3= BOAWREE Sl 4.5 wg/mL) , 4k 22
B g% 24 ho WOIRANA R Gk B R o B A
L35 1000 441 A b SR OB B 2 A% 2 LB, 4
TN E E %ﬁ((Replication index, R1) LA T
WA B vk (T 24, C B PE XS IR 4L, IF 14k
2 000 40U 40 if Hp o B ARARZ  At BEL A L
(WU K, + 2 xZ A4, ) /1 000 y
(WU % + 2 x Z A%k ) /1 000
1.7 RAM I FL S 20 i 2 (o A ey 25 3 55

e (e K W 5 38 3 2 I GB 15193, 23—2014 JF
', CHL 41 M52 75 ) £ F 6 fLA T, DEHP 7
a7 B CBHPE X R BT 1. 6. M SO I BT 3 2k YL
6 hy AN SO HML N 2 Y3 24 he AR AT LY
2 h FERE SR P I ABOKANER (LR EE 0.3 pg/mL) .
WA A ML R O R RO T (100x) 3 £ 40 T
19153 240 L 43 1R L 76 40 i AT 8, A — ) i
SIAT 100 A 015 SRR 20 I o I S G o AR 2 A R A
F18) i A S TR () 55 2R B | D7 4 11 32 0 5 ) 0 437 445 g g
75 240 LA, LA R 30 G 0 A 5 T R A T 200 R B
1.8 PRAMHFLIS A0 A £ 5 i 55

ZMOCHR 13175050 . UMb 3 TE 1.6, A
FH B E B2 S0 A DNA 85 Vit 29 1 B 14 5 75 o7
A0, JH 8.5 wg/mL BN BERE 100 wl e o, 2%
OB g, B —Ab BEALBEHLI 30 40 i ik
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70 e dt A 8, FH CASP £ 5 /A% 43 7 & 1 9 47
I3
1.9 /N GUR B 20 400 i A A 3 5

%M GB 15193.5—2014 #1473 SPF 4%
NIH /IR 50 H BEHLS A 5 4, i e 452, DEHP 7
wEE 15(1/2LD,) . 7.5(1/4LD,,) .3.75 g/kgBW
(1/8LDy) £ H#EH #EH =N 0.2 mL/kgBW, ]
PEXT B ddH, 0, B BRZH ) ) i 1 5 20 1 1
iz (40 mg/kgBW) . 24 h EE FiRE B, 5 2
B 6 h JEALFE/N B BUE RS R A B . A /N
M%< 1000 4B &8 2 4L 21 4 ff (Polychromatic
erythrocytes, PCE) , T B0 A% A0 M B, 1T A A%
K (%o) o THEL 200 MLL40 ML PCE 55 1F YL 21 41 il
(Normochromatic erythrocytes, NCE) fJ 4~ %t , 1] &
PCE/NCE (1 H1f .
110 /INEURS JE 40 i 2 0 A iy 25 3 560

Z W8 GB 15193. 8—2014 #E17'" . B SPF 4
NIH /L 50 H (R i 25 ~30 ¢) FEHL4T 4 6 41,
DEHP I &R 1.9, &2 0 H Y&, b K7 &
HEE PR IT 24 h WL AT, & f & 4 & 24 h AN
48 h AN WL ZZ s, BH M X R 2 G s e S A i It
(40 mg/kgBW) . s AbBE AT 4~5 h B8 1 1 5 Bk K
I %R (4 mg/kgBW) o 2l 4 &b 58 J5 BOBUN 2 3, 281K
B E AR Y 0 S A TR ARG AT I e € R bR

A BEASARASTE AR W U T SR 100 A4S i 4 3
AH A0 B, 4 BT ORG J400 M e o R W A e Sk S B
Yl o, R 25 ey W 7L ) 240 L ESR B 2 L A L £ R
AR, H R 4 ] 25 5
111 Gl

S R b, T E B R LT 2 (E bR o 22
(MeanSD) &7~ , T BUBE BF DL LR o R H] SPSS
20. O A4 X 52 56 B dle 6 A7 g it e, b A B [l A2
278 R 1 v I 5 4 V- 24 4 I v Y [ A T O RROK T
S5V O o R A 2 A5 st A DT 5 SR kg B 5 e £
AR B 2 3 5 v 5 20 45 A W A8 238 R A W A 3 0 e fif
FH X7 K 5 L8 5 SR FH Poisson 43 10 Lb 4% 0% 2% 1 20
)22 5 o NERAR PRI TE 45 4/ BURY T a6 L
B R, P<O.0SH AW ER AL %R
E

2 #R
2.1 400 I R AR (Ames iR 55

& 1 AW, DEHP XF 5 B B 05 ZE 90 1T 1
TA97 . TA98 . TA100.TA102 I TA1535 JCit bl = A
JACEE AL RGeSO, & 7 5 2 [n] A5 T 7 B0 Al i
TR TR XoF RECTR VR A 2 A, HL AT AR TR P A0S B PR X A 2
SHGE T 2EE L (P>0. 05) , IR TG N 56 & LIRS
5 RN PIE

21 DEHP X BUHGZEV T [nl 5 2228 () 52 0 (n=3)

Table 1  Effects of DEHP on the bacterial reverse mutation number (n=3)

4151 TA97 TA98 TA100 TA102 TA1535
-S9 +S9 -S9 +89 -S9 +S9 -S9 +S9 -S9 +59
40 g/l DEHP 159.7+6.6  161.3+3.3 353224 353%09 186.3x4.5 182.3+8.7 306.3x3.1 296.3x11.6 11.7£0.9  11.0x1.0
200 wg/ Il DEHP 161.7+6.9  161.0£5.7 34.7+2.1 34.7+2.4 1843224 179.0+7.5 294.3+6.6 293.7+8.5 11.7¢1.7  13.5x1.5
1000 wg/lLDEHP  163.3%5.2 1573262 36.0+1.4 36.7+1.9 179.3+3.7 181.7+6.2 292.7#7.9 305.7#3.7 133209  13.0+1.0
5000 wg/lMLDEHP  157.7+#8.7 162.7£9.0 33.3x1.2 35.3%2.5 187.0x4.2 178.7+8.2 301.0+3.7 302.7#3.4 11.7£0.9  12.0=1.0
Bt I (ddH,0)  158.3%6.2  163.3+7.3  34.3z0.5 36.3x1.7 186.3+3.3 179.7+4.2 290.7+3.9  299.7+6.3 13.3+2.4 10.0+0.0
WRXE(DMSO)  159.0+4.3  164.0+8.5 35.7+1.9 34.0+0.8 178.3+5.4 186.0+2.8 293.0+6.4 297.0+10.2 11.0+0.8 13.5+0.5
[ERED i >1 000 >1 000 >1 000  >1000 >1 000 >1 000 >1 000 >1 000 >1 000 >1 000

T TP X IR - ~S9: TA97 HI TA98 4y 50.0 we/llIL K & 44 , TA100 2 1.5 g/l Y 2 &40, TA102 9 1.5 pg/lIL B 22 20 85 25 C5;+S9: TA97 .\ TA98 Fll
TA100 4 10 wg/lILAY 2-% 3 25 , TA102 4 60 g/l EY 1,8- 2 BIRR
2.2 RN L3P A R i

I 2 Fros , DEHP 4 5 & 41 p, ) &K T
1.25 mg/mL 7] WLAH ML 2 PEAE T, 5 mg/mL i ,DEHP
Xof 2 5E B A ) S GK Ol 44.5% (-89) ~54. 5%
(+89) o EMAARHIIE L R GE S9 YR OL T L iz 4n
0 A& T G 25 70) B A9 3G I T X B A T 22
Aguit i X (P<0.05) .
2.3 ARSI L BN W A i P o AR e AR 1

Gl (o fA R A8 SR 25 2R R (3R 3)  ZE A AR S
RGBT IRBHTE A R G AT AR U DEHP
(FIEL 0. 312 5~5 mg/mL) JIr £ e 0, (4 25 #) 15 25

NG 0, 1A K B AR 3R S, 0 IR B 2 S
Giit2Em L (P<0.05),
2.4 PRSI RS 0 i B R e
W 4 fr7n,5 mg/mL DEHP v 5[5 CHL 41 il
HE R DNA S, SxAmt, 25 A
Gt E X (P<0.05),
2.5 /I EUCE B 2T A SO 5
HRELLAN A ORI 45 2R (3R 5) BoR AR 4%
'~ DEHP £ 57 & 20 /)N B 5 21 20 M 0% oK L 5+
WL XA, 22 R g L (P>0. 05) .
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Table 2 Effects of DEHP on micronucleus rate in vitro in CHL cells

o 35 RI{E Y EETE/ % (100-RT) T MEERZAME/ A SRS/ WA/ %

-S9 +S9 -9 +S9 -S9 +S9 -S9 +S9 -S9 +S9
0.312 5 mg/mL DEHP 92.8 90.5 7.2 9.5 1 000 1 000 4 3 0.4 0.3
0.625 mg/mL DEHP 90.1 87.6 9.9 12.4 1 000 1 000 7 6 0.7 0.6
1.25 mg/mL DEHP 86.5 82.6 13.5 17.4 1 000 1 000 6 0.6 0.8
2.5 mg/mL DEHP 73.4 69.8 26.6 30.2 1 000 1 000 8 10 0.8 1.0%
5 mg/mL DEHP 55.5 455 445 54.5 1 000 1 000 9 13 0.9% 1.3%
IR AR 98.8 96.5 1.2 3.5 1000 1 000 5 6 0.5 0.6
0.05 pg/mLZHEEC 90.5 89.6 9.5 10.4 1 000 1 000 25 — 2.5 —
10 wg/mL Rk ot e 91.2 82.3 8.8 17.7 1 000 1 000 — 18 — 1.8
5 B X BT LL, * 4 B FE AR P<0.05 il P<0.01

#3  DEHP XT A LS 20 A e £ 74 B AR (1) 52 i
Table 3  Effects of DEHP on chromosomal aberration in vitro in CHL cells
. o . I A5 /A

4L 59 mix AL BT 1E] /h csh ctb cse cte frg Total/[n(%)] eap/[n(%)]
0.312 5 mg/mL DEHP - 24 0 1 0 0 0 1(2.0) 0(0.0)
0.625 mg/mL DEHP - 24 0 0 0 0 0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
1.25 mg/mL DEHP - 24 0 0 0 0 0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
2.5 mg/mL DEHP - 24 0 0 0 0 1 1(2.0) 0(0.0)
5 mg/mL DEHP - 24 0 0 0 1 0 0(2.0) 1(2.0)
0.312 5 mg/mL DEHP + 6 0 0 1 0 0 0(0.0) 1(2.0)
0.625 mg/mL DEHP + 6 0 0 0 0 0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
1.25 mg/mL DEHP + 6 0 0 0 0 0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
2.5 mg/mL DEHP + 6 0 0 0 0 0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
5 mg/mL DEHP + 6 0 0 1 0 0 0(0.0) 1(2.0)
R RE 6 0 0 0 0 0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
0.05 pg/mLZHEHZC - 24 1 4 1 7 0 13(26.0)* 0(0.0)
10 g/ mL B + 6 1 1 1 7 0 10(20.0)* 0(0.0)

T« A2 B OB R VRO G AT 2 (esh) e 2 B AR IRT 28 Coth) e AR S84 (ose) I (8 B IR S (ete) I IR 1 (frg) LI R e 8 A el 2t 2

AT B (gap ) B9 40 I EL s gap AN AN A B EGTH B # £ R P<0.05

%4 DEHP X CHL 48 DNA 45475 9 5 1
Table 4  Effects of DEHP on DNA damage and repair in
vitro in CHL cells

a1 R

-9 +S9
0.312 5 mg/mL DEHP 1.02+0.23 1.05+0.11
0.625 mg/mL DEHP 1.24+0.19 1.21+0.19
1.25 mg/mL DEHP 1.06+0.24 1.09+0.21
2.5 mg/mL DEHP 1.86+0.22 1.99+0.34
5 mg/mL DEHP 2.01+0.15% 2.89+0.26*
% R 1.01+0.12 1.05+0.21
0.05 pg/mLLFFEFRC  24.85£3.69%* —
10 g/ mL PR Bt — 29.65+5.69%*

TE - 5 B X BRALAR LE o 23 i) 2R P<0.05 il P<0.01

5 DEHP X/ BB L A0 M 3% 1Y 52 0
Table 5 Effects of DEHP on micronucleus rate in vivo in mice

bone marrow erythrocyte

) M@E PCE mw PCE Bl PCE/
/A B4 %/%  NCE

3.75 g/kg DEHP 10x1 000 19 1.9  16.05

7.5 g/kg DEHP 10x1 000 17 17 17

15 g/kg DEHP 10x1 000 18 1.8 17.08

B XS B (ddH,0) 10x1 000 16 1.6 18.54

40 mg/kg FBEBEML G.p.) 101 000 276 27.6  15.96

ZIN BRORS 5 491 B e o A ey A2 3 6
Y 75 11 0] 5 4 (15 ¢/kg'BW) /N B PRAA R

2.6

BRER S LRI RAEAR . s R R,
e (0 A W A2 R [ e 7 57 £ M IS (8] B 4 A T
S H AL ) 22 % B gE i 5 L(P>0. 05) .

F 6  DEHP XT/IN FURS TR 20 it G2 o 7R 451 475 1) 5% )
Table 6 Effects of DEHP on chromosomal aberration in vivo in

mice spermatogonial cells

Yy AR 2 IR /A4S

41 5] W5 A@ﬁwﬁ;g bFi/b;S T A% 441 i,/
- Hr /A~ M %] 12 —

B/ W BUME G B [n(e)]
3.75 g/ke
DEHP(24n) 100 520 0 79 7014
7.5 g/kg
DEHP (4h) X100 6 2 1 0 65 9(18)
15 ¢/kg
DEHP (241) 01009 2 10 62 12(24)
15 g/ke
DElp sy SX100 13 4 2 0 55 19(3.8)
BA A Xt e
(ddH,0) 5100 5 2 1 0 68 8(16)
40 me/ kg 5x100 70 18 5 4 157 97(19.4)

R I 1% ip.)

3 itig

ABIE G A L 0 T (E] A 5 8 I (Ames 1) |
A B T 7L 25 00 e €0 Mg 2 R 0 5 R i DL
/I BB 1 200 L S R D SR T 00 L % 0 R
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AR 5 A WA T DEHP Y38t 4% B A0 . IR 9T &
B, SRR 43 W 285 K S B 1 (L AR S 440 a5t 1 25 1
W e 40 M B B 2 AR R (2.5 A1 S mg/mL),
iR R T, B R R b B R B DNA & &
B s AN AR Y bR T A L G £ 1A I 7 A B
DEHP 4% 5 5 & 14 fin iy 3 i , AH 41 8] 22 55 AN B 4
Thef i 0k HAR T RHMEXT R . T g 2 st %
BEPE ) BUAE 20 I B 1 IS LT, R AR AR SR A
i DEHP 7RI 55 14 T oA 52 9 Wl 28 )t A vk o

M 38845 8P 10 i AR 22, AR IF 9% R a5 1Y) 3t 4%
BV AR L N 248 (Ames IR0 ) \DNA 5475 (£
BRI ) S g o R4 A3 (% €0 (A 728 RN A% ) L 78 5 vk
2 FALHR T RSN RN Py (O JE it 20 At Fn A= 7 41 i )
K, B A T b S it DEHP 1938t G 9. Ao 5
KAWL R —2, (A A 5 B /R DEHP fg
fig 51 HEK-293 40 M DNA i 45 , HibL il 5 & 1k
N5 T DNA BEWT 244 56 . CHOL %7 i A5
HepG2 4 Jitl 2 5% T3 & DEHP(0.97 pg/mL)24 h
K 48 h J5 & 250 B3 DNA & &1 i. DEHP #
9.4~ 38 wg/mL | & i [l N AL B 24 h, 5 5] &= KO
ML 51 DNA B 058 m (2 B L), miE A
BEWF 9T b, IR WP DEHP (940 72 9 545 1 DNA
P05 IEAH 2 R R BIE 9T (] 25 SR 1 R — BT RE 5
BE R B LI E) A0 M AR AR A OC, NHERT ST SR 0
56 A HEBR TR 24 I R 1952 ) , I >R FH 4 BRUIE 98 A 1
Ji kX DEHP it f& s AT 45 5 PF A -

Zi I, DEHP 7€ 34 i i B0 7k X5 T PPARw
B Al 38t 1% B M SO L BEIESE AR A S A A
FEAE P BB 43 W A8 ML DA AT A9 8t A% 2 PR D KA
4 DEHP A& DNA 36 M9 5, A5 BE 37 179 2% 8
A LA KB 1 38t A% 5 1 2 Ik dn 2% 00 ast 4% 1
W, s DEHP £ AR50 548 50 T 522 B0 58 I 5= 48
DNA 5473 22 A0 ) it A% B 4, BRI 0, R FH BT 199 BF 5
T, W% DEHP 7£) 12 7 & 35 Bl Y, X DNA FiT g
R E A 0 msgm , SRR BUE L

&% ik
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