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Abstract: The risks posed by chemicals in the environment are typically assessed on a substance-by-
substance basis, often neglecting the effects of mixtures. This may lead to an underestimation of the
actual risk. In our study, we investigated the effects of three commonly used pesticides—imidacloprid
(IMI), cycloxaprid (CYC), and tebuconazole (TBZ)—both individually and in combination, using
various biomarkers to assess their impact on daphnia. Our findings indicated that the order of
toxicity, from highest to lowest, was TBZ, IMI, and CYC, as determined by acute toxicity as well as
reproduction. The effects of the ITmix (IMI and TBZ) and CTmix (CYC and TBZ) combinations on
immobilization and reproduction were evaluated by MIXTOX, revealing a higher risk of immobiliza-
tion at low concentrations for ITmix. The effect on reproduction differed depending on the ration of
pesticides in the mixture, with synergism observed, which may be caused mainly by IMI. However,
CTmix showed antagonism for acute toxicity, with the effect on reproduction depending upon the
composition of the mixture. The response surface also exhibited a switch between antagonism and
synergism. Additionally, the pesticides extended the body length and inhibited the development pe-
riod. The activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT) content was also significantly
induced at different dosage points in both the single and combination groups, indicating changes in
the metabolic capabilities of detoxifying enzymes and target site sensitivity. These findings highlight
the need for more attention to be focused on the effects of pesticide mixtures.

Keywords: ecotoxicity; pesticide mixture; combined toxicity; MIXTOX; risk assessment

1. Introduction

Increasing attention has been paid to the co-existence of pesticides as complex mix-
tures in the environment due to the lack of comprehensive knowledge and appropriate
regulations regarding their combined risks. Neonicotinoids are widely used in modern
agricultural practices, and their use is increasing globally [1]. Imidacloprid (IMI), as a
representative neonicotinoid, has been widely used since 1991 [2]. However, widespread
use of IMI in the field resulted in resistance and cross-resistance in various species [3]. In
this case, cycloxaprid (CYC) is used as an alternative to IMI against IMI-resistant pests
such as Aphis gossypii, Bemisia tabaci, and Nilaparvata lugens [4,5], and it has broad poten-
tial application in the future. Tebuconazole (TBZ) is one of most important fungicides in
the world, with its global sales consistently ranking in the top segment of fungicides [6].
Although these pesticides are not applied directly to paddy fields, they may enter water
bodies through leaching, runoff, or spray drift after application [4]. IMI has been frequently
detected in natural water worldwide, at concentrations of up to 320 µg/L [7,8]. In China,
27% and 84% of water samples collected from the rivers along the east coast exceeded the
thresholds of IMI for acute and reproduction-related ecological risks to aquatic organisms,
respectively [9]. The concentration of TBZ has been found to reach levels of up to 1.9 µg/L
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in surface water [10,11]. In addition, in the aquatic environment, IMI and TBZ have been
detected as co-occurring mixtures, which may pose a novel synergistic threat to water
quality and aquatic organisms simultaneously [12,13]. Concentrations of pollutants in
the aquatic environment are more likely to reach levels capable of causing reproduction
defects as opposed to acute effects. Previous studies have demonstrated that when mixtures
exposed at equipotent concentrations [14–16] or in ratios that are not equipotent [17,18] in
the aquatic environment, it may cause combined effects, and ignorance of these adverse
may result in the risk being underestimated [19,20]. Therefore, public concern relating to
environmental chemicals requires extensive risk assessments of various mixtures.

Present risk assessment of the effect of environmental mixtures is chiefly based upon a
complex framework of reference models [21]. Normally, combined toxicity is estimated
based on the mode of action (MoA) of test chemicals. Mathematical model of concentration
addition (CA) is usually used to evaluate the combined toxicity of chemicals with similar
toxicity mechanisms. Otherwise, the model of independent action (IA) is used when the
chemicals have completely different toxic mechanisms and sites [22]. As environmentally
realistic mixtures may be composed of substances that neither act in exactly the same way
nor in a strictly dissimilar way, the application of CA and IA estimates to such mixtures
has gained substantial attention in the scientific literature. In our study, MIXTOX model
was used to analyze the data. This is a stepwise statistical procedure evaluated by either
CA or IA, and deviation based on the dose level and chemical ratio dependency from a
reference model, which provides significance testing for antagonism, synergism, as well as
complex interactions [23], which presents a more reasonable method for the evaluation of
combined toxicity in this study.

As a keystone species in the food webs of many continental water bodies,
Daphnia magna Straus was commonly used in many studies of chemical toxicity in aquatic
environments [24]. However, research relating to chemical mixture exposure to daphnia
is limited [25]. To date, there have been very few assessment studies conducted involved
the mixture of neonicotinoids and TBZ on aquatic organisms under laboratory conditions,
especially a mixture of CYC and TBZ. For studies on Daphnia magna, only the inhibition of
mobilization and reproduction rate tests have been conducted [26,27]. However, the eval-
uation of survival and/or reproduction may result in the underestimation of the toxicity
of some chemicals. Superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT) systems are major
antioxidant enzymes defending organisms from oxidative stress. Antioxidant enzyme
responses have been reported, including CA and SOD, in response to oxidative tissue
damage by UV radiation in daphnia [28,29]. Therefore, parameters including feeding,
development time, and oxidative stress, which could impact life history traits should also
receive attention [30–32].

Establishing a body of knowledge relating to the combined effects of multiple stressors
will be helpful for regulatory agencies in the risk assessment of environmental chemicals.
Therefore, it is important to assess the risks of mixture on daphnia to indicate response
patterns at various levels. We conducted the following experiments: (i) toxicity examination
to evaluate the individual and combined toxicity on immobilization and reproduction by
MIXTOX method; (ii) determination of body length, development duration, and other
reproduction parameters (e.g., first birth time, first spawning number, total brood number)
in the reproduction experiment with chronic method; (iii) study of enzyme (SOD and CAT)
activities of daphnia expressed in enzyme units (EU) relative to total protein content, upon
individual and combined exposure.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Chemicals Used in Testing

IMI (98.5%) and TBZ (97.0%) were purchased from Aladdin Co., Ltd. (Shanghai,
China). CYC (96.0%) was provided by Shanghai Shengnong Pesticide Co., Ltd. (Shanghai,
China). The catalase assay kits (A007-1 and A024) were obtained from Nanjing Jiancheng
Bioengineering Institute. Dimethylformamide (DMF, analytical-grade) was provided by
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Tianjin Fuyu Fine Chemicals Co., Ltd. (Tianjin, China), and acetonitrile (HLPC grade) was
supplied by Thermo Fisher Technology (China) Co., Ltd. (Shanghai, China).

2.2. Test Organism Preparation

Daphnia magna Straus was obtained from Wuhan Kelduo Biotechnology Co., Ltd.
(Wuhan, China) and cultured using Elendt M4 medium in a controlled environmental
chamber with a photo-period (16–8 h, light/dark), and a constant water temperature of
20 ± 2 ◦C. The daphnia were fed daily with Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata throughout their
culture. In all experiments, neonates (≤24 h-old) were collected as test organisms. The
neonates were pooled and randomly divided across the different treatment groups. The
sensitivity of daphnia was assessed by potassium dichromate according to OECD 202
guidelines [33], which satisfies the guideline requirement.

2.3. Design of Acute and Chronic Exposure Experiments

Acute immobilization tests were conducted following the OECD 202 guideline [33]. The
daphnia were exposed to series concentrations of IMI (from 43.00 to 447.00 mg/L), CYC (from
23.00 to 423.00 mg/L), and TBZ (from 3.47 to 13.48 mg/L) with different toxicity ratios. Each
treatment was performed in quadruplicate, and five daphnia were used in each replicate. The
number of immobilized daphnia was observed at 24 h and 48 h after exposure by gently
agitating with test vial and observing the visibility of swimming movements. Daphnia were
not fed during the test. At the conclusion of the test, pH, and dissolved oxygen (DO) were
measured. Test solutions were collected and measured at 0 h and 48 h of the experiment.

Reproduction toxicity tests were conducted using a semi-static renewal test (renewal
period of 2 days) according to the OECD 211 guideline [34]. The concentrations of a single
exposure ranged from 1.54 to 10.06 mg/L, 0.96 to 10.06 mg/L, and 0.29 to 0.83 mg/L for IMI,
CYC, and TBZ, respectively. Each treatment was conducted across 10 replicates, with one
daphnia in each replicate. During the test, daphnia were fed with freshwater algae daily.
The number of offspring was observed, then removed daily. The body length of daphnia
was recorded at the conclusion of the test. Test solutions were collected and measured at
experimental days 0, 2, 4, 7, 14, and 21.

For the binary exposure experiment, the tests were conducted using the same proce-
dures in individual exposure tests. The number of replicates used in each treatment was
also same as in single chemical exposure tests. The experimental design can be seen in
Figure 1. The concentrations in the binary mixtures were selected based on median effective
concentration (EC50) from the individual exposures. To assess acute toxicity, a fixed-ratio
ray was used in the experiment as above. In chronic test, the concentrations for combined
toxicity were selected based on the no-observed effect concentration (NOEC) results, as
well as the concentrations of approximately 20% and 50% of that used in immobilization
testing from individual exposure experiments.

2.4. Enzyme Activity Assays

SOD and CAT were selected as candidate enzymes for activity measurements according to
kit instructions. At the conclusion of the chronic test, the surviving daphnia were washed twice
with distilled water, then wiped and accurately weighed. The Daphnia magna were homogenized
in a 0.9% sodium chloride solution on ice, then centrifugated at 11,750× g for 10 min. Finally,
the upper liquor was used to measure enzyme activities using A001-3 and A007-1 assay kits,
respectively. All enzyme activities were expressed in enzyme units (EU) relative to total protein
content. One EU was defined as the amount of enzyme that degraded one unit of the substrate
which was supplied with the kits.
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Figure 1. Test design of single and combined acute and reproduction test. (A) Acute toxicity under
combined exposure of IMI and TBZ; (B) Acute toxicity under combined exposure of CYC and TBZ;
(C) Chronic toxicity under combined exposure of IMI and TBZ; (D) Chronic toxicity under combined
exposure of CYC and TBZ; TBZ, Tebuconazole; IMI, Imidacloprid; CYC, Cycloxaprid.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

One-way and two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey’s honestly significant
difference (HSD) test (p < 0.05) were used to analyze statistical significance by SPSS 25.0
(SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA). For assessment of assumptions of normality and homogeneity
in parametric analysis, a Levene’s test and Kolmogorov–Smirnov test were used prior to
analysis. If the assumptions were not validated, data were log-transformed or ranked. All
figures were created using OriginPro 2018 (Northampton, MA, USA).

In the individual exposure experiments, EC50, and slope values were calculated using
the same dose–response curve formula used in the MIXTOX model [22]. For the data that
cannot fit this curve to obtain a reliable EC50 estimate, it could be obtained with the Probit
Method.

Yi =
max

1 + (Ci/EC50i)βi

Yi is the response parameter at a concentration (Ci) of a chemical (i); max is the
maximum response value; β is the slope of the chemical.

For assessment of synergism and antagonism in daphnia exposed to binary mixtures,
the MIXTOX tool was used to evaluate possible deviations from the reference models de-
scribed by Jonker [23], in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet (http://nomiracle.jrc.ec.europa.eu/
Lists/Toolbox/DispForm.aspx%3FID=26.html, accessed on 15 November 2022) provided
by the UK Center for Ecology & Hydrology (UKCEH), United Kingdom. These deviations
(dose ratio (DR), and dose level (DL)) were computed using two parameters, a and b,
forming a nested framework. A detailed description can be found in previously published
works [23]. Within each conceptual model, the maximum likelihood method was used for
fitting models and potential deviations.

http://nomiracle.jrc.ec.europa.eu/Lists/Toolbox/DispForm.aspx%3FID=26.html
http://nomiracle.jrc.ec.europa.eu/Lists/Toolbox/DispForm.aspx%3FID=26.html
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2.6. Concentration Verification

Concentrations of IMI, CYC, and TBZ were measured by high performance liquid
chromatography (HPLC). Column: Shim-pack GIST C18 (100 mm × 2.1 mm, 2 µm); Column
oven: 40 ◦C; Mobile phase: acetonitrile/water (25/75, IMI and CYC; 60/40, TBZ); Flow rate:
0.3000 mL/min; Detector: UV detector SPD-20A; Detection wavelength: 265 nm (IMI), 270 nm
(CYC), 225 nm (TBZ); Injection volume: 2 µL; the details of the analytical method validation
are provided in the Supplementary Materials, including linear regression and accuracy.

For acute toxicity test, samples from IMI and CYC treatments were diluted 20-fold, and
water samples of TBZ were diluted 2-fold with HPLC-grade acetonitrile. The samples were
filtered through a 0.22 µm filter membrane prior to HPLC injection. For the reproduction
toxicity test, samples from IMI and CYC treatments were diluted 2-fold with HPLC-grade
acetonitrile, then filtered through a 0.22 µm filter membrane before HPLC injection. For
TBZ, 5 mL of ethyl acetate was added into a centrifuge tube with 5 mL of test sample
solution, and then the tube was vortexed. After that, appropriate amount of sodium
chloride was added, and then the mixed solution was vortexed again and was allowed
to stand and stratify. The upper organic phase was transferred to a spinning bottle. The
extraction was repeated once again. The organic phases were mixed for rotary evaporation
till nearly dry. An amount of 1 mL of HPLC-grade acetonitrile was added to the spinning
bottle, washing the inner wall. The solutions were filtered through a 0.22 µm syringe filter
before HPLC injection.

3. Results
3.1. Concentration in Medium during Exposure

The concentrations of IMI, CYC, and TBZ test solutions throughout the entire experi-
mental workflow in acute and reproduction toxicity tests were in the range of 82–116% of
the nominal concentrations of IMI, CYC, and TBZ. The details of the analysis are provided
in the Supplementary Materials (Table S1). As there was strong agreement between nominal
and actual exposure concentrations, the nominal values of test concentration were used for
statistical analysis.

3.2. Interaction in Acute Toxicity
3.2.1. Individual Exposure Toxicity

The survival rates of blank and solvent control groups were 90% and 95% at the
conclusion of acute bioassay tests, respectively. The EC50 and its 95% confidence limits on
immobilization of daphnia for the three chemicals are provided in Table 1. The 48 h EC50
values of IMI, CYC, and TBZ were 194.0 mg/L, 190.0 mg/L, and 5.74 mg/L, respectively.
TBZ had the highest impact on survival compared to others (almost 35-fold higher than the
two neonicotinoids, IMI and CYC). However, IMI and CYC had similar effects on daphnia.

Table 1. The EC50 of single exposure of three chemicals to Daphnia magna.

Insecticide
Type Exposure Time Toxic Regression

Equation EC50/(mg/L)
95%

Confidence
Interval

R2 NOEC

TBZ
48 h y = −10.077 + 12.752x 5.74 5.355~6.027 0.9861
21 d y = 1.605 + 10.398x 0.70 0.558~0.935 0.957 0.294

IMI
48 h y = −26.192 + 11.448x 194.0 183.976~204.008 0.9953
21 d y = −3.628 + 4.406x 6.66 5.999~7.438 0.9843 1.54

CYC
48 h y = −24.858 + 11.029x 190.0 185.1~195.2 0.9973
21 d y = −2.711 + 4.113x 4.56 3.127~7.588 0.9942 0.96

3.2.2. Prediction of Combined Toxicity by MIXTOX

Neonicotinoids and TBZ are known to have different MoA, and the IA model would
be the optimal model to predict their combined toxicity. Table S2 presents the values for
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Sum of Squared Residuals (SSR) and p (χ2), which facilitate the quantification of the model
fit and the significance of the deviations from two reference models, respectively.

For the binary ITmix mixture, as shown in Table 2, the IA model was the best fit
for indicating additivity. Adding the parameters a and b to the CA model, the SS value
significantly increased (p (χ2) < 0.05). Therefore, the CA model deviated to DL dependence
for the best fitting. The proportion of variance from the DL deviation pattern in IA model
(99.51%) was slightly higher than that in CA model (99.65%) for this endpoint. Since the
slopes were greater than 1, the effect of IA was less severe than that of CA. Therefore,
combined with the addition of parameters “a” (a < 0) and “b” (0 < bDL < 1), the toxicity
effect on ITmix was synergism at a low dosage level and a switch to antagonism at a high
dosage level of above 4 times the EC50.

Table 2. Summary of the analysis by MIXTOX of the effects on mobility (48 h) of Daphnia magna
exposed to the mixtures of TBZ and neonicotinoids (IMI and CYC).

Acute
CA IA

Refer S/A DR DL Refer S/A DR DL

Vmax 96.18 94.86 102.29 101.71 94.87 95.02 95.10 94.98
β (TBZ) 3.85 5.50 5.05 2.59 5.33 5.27 5.27 5.24
β (IMI) 4.28 5.50 3.22 2.55 5.31 5.14 5.13 5.12

EC50 (TBZ) 6.96 6.07 14.98 79.18 6.10 6.07 6.07 6.07
EC50 (IMI) 226.85 196.32 124.92 118.76 196.90 195.43 195.32 195.49

a / 2.10 −0.42 −5.15 / 0.29 22.63 0.47
b / / −1.85 0.25 / −40.81 0.75
SS 5451.51 20,585.91 12,141.54 159,675.57 237.02 230.24 228.90 229.49
χ2 / 80.71 81.01 83.50 / 0.75 0.91 0.84
df / 1.00 2.00 2.00 / 1.00 2.00 2.00

p (χ2) / 2.612 × 10−19 2.56 × 10−18 7.391 × 10−19 / 0.39 0.64 0.66
r2 0.8434 0.9948 0.9950 0.9965 0.9951 0.9953 0.9953 0.9955

Vmax 104.04 96.07 96.07 95.85 90.59 94.83 94.83 96.93
β (TBZ) 2.35 4.78 4.78 5.14 4.70 4.92 4.92 4.86
β (CYC) 0.89 4.41 4.41 4.97 6.95 4.60 4.60 4.52

EC50 (TBZ) 6.97 6.05 6.05 6.05 7.41 6.07 6.07 6.02
EC50 (CYC) 314.78 183.43 183.43 184.14 233.72 184.49 184.49 182.59

a / 4.74 4.74 3.81 / 9.70 9.70 1.12
b / / 0.00 −0.07 / / −1980.93 −7.68
SS 15,806.37 616.74 616.74 518.89 8776.48 693.34 32,033.94 547.01
χ2 / 84.59 84.75 89.08 / 65.88 67.19 72.17
df / 1.00 2.00 2.00 / 1.00 2.00 2.00

p (χ2) / 3.67 × 10−20 3.95 × 10−19 4.53 × 10−20 / 4.79 × 10−16 2.57 × 10−15 2.13 × 10−16

r2 0.9791 0.9716 0.9702 0.9724 0.7734 0.9705 0.9656 0.9727

/ means that the quantity is not applicable. Vmax, response (growth rate in the absence of both pesticides); β, slope
of the individual concentration–response curve for each pesticide; EC50 (mg/L), median effective concentration;
a and b, parameters in the deviation functions; SS, sum of squared residuals; χ2, test statistics; df, degrees of
freedom; p (χ2), the outcome of the likelihood ratio test; CA, concentration addition; IA, independent action;
S/A, synergism/antagonism; DR, dose ratio-dependent deviation from the reference; DL, dose level-dependent
deviation from the reference.

Upon exposure to mixtures of CYC and TBZ, the results of MIXTOX revealed that
S/A-dependent deviation from CA model was concluded. Moreover, the parameter a of
S/A was positive, which indicated antagonism. For the IA model, by adding parameters a
and bDL reduced the SS values significantly (p (χ2) < 0.05; Table 2), and a DL-dependent
deviation from the IA model was therefore noted. Ultimately, combined with the addition
parameter of “a” (a > 0) and “b” (bDL < 0), the toxicity effect on CTmix was antagonism
depending upon the dosage level. Both CA and IA models indicated that CTmix had
antagonistic effects.

3.3. Chronic Toxic Effect on Reproduction
3.3.1. Individual Chronic Toxicity

Over the course of the 21-day reproduction exposure, the total number of neonates in
the blank control and solvent group was 193 ± 7 and 188 ± 5, respectively. No abnormal
behavior was observed in any control groups. As shown in Table 1, the 21d EC50 values of
IMI, CYC, and TBZ on reproduction are 6.66, 4.56, and 0.70 mg/L, respectively. These results
were consistent with acute studies. The effects of CYC and IMI on daphnia have similar
effects on reproduction. Additionally, unlike neonicotinoid insecticides, TBZ had higher
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adverse effects on reproduction. The difference between TBZ and the two neonicotinoids
in reproduction was significantly smaller compared to their acute toxicity.

3.3.2. Prediction of Combined Toxicity by MIXTOX

The same procedure was used to analyze the effects of the mixture on reproduction
in daphnia. MIXTOX was used to predict the toxicity to reproduction (total number of
neonates) of chemical mixtures by deviation of CA and IA (details are shown in Table 3).

Table 3. Summary of the analysis by MIXTOX for the effects on reproduction of Daphnia magna
exposed to the mixtures of TBZ and neonicotinoids (IMI and CYC).

Chronic
CA IA

Refer S/A DR DL Refer S/A DR DL

Vmax 2196.17 2196.45 2198.02 2198.81 206.50 179.97 178.08 186.42
β (TBZ) 1.68 1.68 1.89 1.61 4.44 5.73 6.79 4.76
β (IMI) 4.65 4.62 4.72 4.54 1.48 3.16 3.40 2.00

EC50(TBZ) 54.35 54.56 50.91 54.17 0.57 0.69 0.74 0.68
EC50(IMI) 669.43 671.31 680.18 667.96 5.16 8.00 7.55 7.73

a / −0.02 −2.47 0.22 / −4.57 2.18 −0.03
bcd / / 4.96 0.89 / / −13.62 −339.9469
SS 383,154.75 383,059.67 258,571.93 381,424.58 12,815.76 7097.33 3804.39 4857.12
χ2 / 2.27 17.87 3.77 / 13.00 26.72 21.35
df / 2.00 1.00 1.00 / 2.00 1.00 1.00

p (χ2) / 0.13 1.32 × 10−4 0.15 / 3.11 × 10−4 1.58 × 10−6 2.32 × 10−5

r2 0.936 0.937 0.996 0.938 0.967 0.912 0.986 0.931
Vmax 171.43 172.17 173.77 172.61 189.03 185.03 173.04 186.63
β (TBZ) 142.00 2227.12 2197.37 2704.00 6.34 6.57 8.73 6.11
β (CYC) 1.78 1.58 1.60 1.56 1.45 1.68 3.08 1.46

EC50 (TBZ) 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.64 0.67 0.77 0.67
EC50 (CYC) 6.40 6.54 5.51 6.57 4.94 5.50 5.72 5.53

a / −0.08 2.35 −0.19 / −1.27 6.42 −4.11 × 10−3

bcd / / −3.14 0.37 / / −18.21 −651.76
SS 8436.32 8194.40 5370.80 8138.52 9255.67 8468.10 3130.21 8025.17
χ2 / 0.16 23.32 0.18 / 1.96 23.85 3.14
df / 1.00 2.00 2.00 / 1.00 2.00 2.00

p (χ2) / 0.69 8.62 × 10−6 0.91 / 0.16 6.62 × 10−6 0.21
r2 0.863 0.863 0.991 0.865 0.944 0.902 0.995 0.900

/ means that the quantity is not applicable. Vmax response (growth rate in the absence of both pesticides); β, slope
of the individual concentration–response curve for each pesticide; EC50, (mg/L) median effective concentration;
a and b, parameters in the deviation functions; SS, sum of squared residuals; χ2, test statistics; df, degrees of
freedom; p (χ2), the outcome of the likelihood ratio test; CA, concentration addition; IA, independent action;
S/A, synergism/antagonism; DR, dose ratio-dependent deviation from the reference; DL dose level-dependent
deviation from the reference.

For the ITmix treatment, DR deviation of IA represented the best fit. Combined with
the parameters a (a = 2.18 > 0) and b (b = −13.8 < 0), the effect on reproduction of daphnia
was overall antagonism, with synergism observed in the mixture caused mainly by IMI. DR
deviation (p (χ2) < 0.05) of the CA model was fitted after combination with the parameter
b. The effect described by the two models was different. However, the slopes in the IA
model of DR and the CA model of DR were above 1, and the CA model was more suited
to describe the effect on daphnia. In the CA model, a < 0 and b > 0 indicated that the
mixture exhibited synergism, and the antagonism observed in the mixture was caused
predominantly by TBZ, shown in Figure 2A.
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Figure 2. Response surface curve representing inhibition percentage of reproduction (A,C) and body
length (B,D) of Daphnia magna exposed to pesticide mixtures. Points M and N represent the effects
of the highest concentrations of tebuconazole and neonicotinoid (imidacloprid and cycloxaprid)
tested alone. Color levels represent changes in percentage of inhibition. TBZ, Tebuconazole; IMI,
Imidacloprid; CYC, Cycloxaprid.

The CTmix group was best described by the reference DR model regardless of the
IA or CA models being used. Upon addition of parameters (aDR > 0, bDR < 0), a switch
occurred between antagonism and synergism within the response surface depending upon
the composition of the mixture. This implies that antagonism can be observed when the
toxicity of the mixture is caused mainly by CYC, whereas synergism can be observed where
the toxicity is caused mainly by TBZ (bDR < 0), which can be seen in Figure 2C.

3.3.3. Chronic Toxic Interaction Effect on Growth Parameters

First birth time, first spawning number, total brood number, and body length of
daphnia were observed in the binary mixture groups. The results (Figures 3–5) indicated
that some parameters were significantly influenced by an increase in concentration. In
Figures 3C and 4C, under the concentration recommended by NOEC (0.29 mg/L for
TBZ, 1.54 mg/L for IMI, 0.96 mg/L for CYC), the number of neonates per daphnia was
slightly decreased; however, this difference was not significant (p > 0.05). With increased
concentration, the number of neonates per daphnia was significantly decreased (p < 0.01),
especially when the concentration of TBZ reached 0.80 mg/L (p < 0.001), at which point
there were no neonates present during the exposure period. After TBZ was combined with
CYC and IMI, the total neonate production per daphnia showed a similar change, and the
mixture showed a significant change compared with individual exposure and the control
group (p < 0.01). ITmix had enhanced effects compared to CTmix (p < 0.01) (Figure 5C). Poor
growth of juveniles was observed when the TBZ concentration reached 0.80 mg/L, which
may be a reason for the decline in living newborn daphnia. Some daphnia in the mixture
exposure group switched to production of resting eggs through sexual reproduction, which
may also relate to a reduction in newborn daphnia.
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Figure 3. Growth parameters effect by mixture of IMI and TBZ: (A) first birth time; (B) first spawning
number; (C) number of litters per daphnia; (D) total number of brood per daphnia; (E) body length.
L: low concentration NOEC; M: medium concentration EC20; H: high concentration EC50. In the
figure, “a–i” indicate significant differences among 15 treatments and control analyzed by one-way
ANOVA; “**” indicate the significant differences between the exposure groups and the control, and
the results were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (**: p < 0.01), The difference in test item exposure (e.g.,
mixture in difference concentration as a whole group compared with control). TBZ, Tebuconazole;
IMI, Imidacloprid; ITmix, mixture of TBZ and IMI.
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Figure 4. Growth parameters effect by mixture of CYC and TBZ: (A) first birth time; (B) first spawning
number; (C) number of litters per daphnia; (D) total number of brood per daphnia; (E) body length.
L: low concentration NOEC; M: medium concentration EC20; H: high concentration EC50. In the
figure, “a–i” indicate significant differences among 15 treatments and control analyzed by one-way
ANOVA; “**” indicate the significant differences between the exposure groups and the control, and
the results were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (**: p < 0.01), the difference in test item exposure (e.g.,
mixture in difference concentration as a whole group compared with control). TBZ, Tebuconazole;
CYC, Cycloxaprid; CTmix, mixture of TBZ and CYC.
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Figure 5. Growth parameters effect by mixture of ITmix and CTmix: (A) first birth time; (B) first
spawning number; (C) number of litters per daphnia; (D) total number of brood per daphnia;
(E) body length. L: low concentration NOEC; M: medium concentration EC20; H: high concentration
EC50. In the figure, “a–i” indicate significant differences among 18 treatments and control analyzed
by one-way ANOVA; “**” indicate the significant differences between the exposure groups and the
control, and the results were analyzed by two-way ANOVA (**: p < 0.01), The difference in test item
exposure (e.g., mixture in difference concentration as a whole group compared with control). ITmix,
mixture of TBZ and IMI; CTmix, mixture of TBZ and CYC.

Additionally, the reduced fecundity may be linked to the brood size and age to
maturity of daphnia. Similarly to the effects on total neonates, a reduction in the number of
neonates per daphnia was observed at the beginning of the reproductive phase compared
to the control. Compared to 20 neonates in the control group, the first spawning number
dropped significantly when concentrations of TBZ reached 0.8 mg/L (p < 0.01), which
are given in Figures 3B and 4B. After treatment with the mixture, there was a significant
difference compared to single exposure (p < 0.01). Meanwhile, in Figure 5B, the CTmix
treatment showed a significant difference when compared to ITmix (p > 0.05). Moreover,
maturation was negatively affected, leading to a delayed age at first reproduction relating
to unexposed daphnids, which is given in Figures 3A and 4A. The time of first birth was
slightly prolonged at the NOEC concentration upon single and binary exposure (p > 0.05).
The time was prolonged alongside an increasing concentration (p < 0.05), and it increased
to approximately 10 days when TBZ was combined with IMI and CYC. In Figure 5A, there
is a significant difference compared to the single exposure and control group (p < 0.01),
and CTmix had effects on daphnia which were significant different compared to ITmix
(p < 0.01). Moreover, the total number of broods per daphnia was not significantly altered
after treatment with IMI and CYC (p > 0.05), regardless of the concentration. The changes
in total number of broods in the mixture were similar to other parameters mentioned above
(Figures 3D, 4D and 5D).

Similarly to the above findings, there was no significant change in the NOEC group (p >
0.05), while the observed change did increase with the concentration
(Figures 3E and 4E). Overall, there was a significant difference between ITmix and Ctmix
in terms of body length (p < 0.01) (Figure 5E). Due to the inhibition of body length being
below 50% in all treatment groups, the influence on body length could not be predicted by
MIXTOX, and the influence of mixture is presented in Figure 2B,D.
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3.3.4. Chronic Toxic Interaction Effect on Enzyme Activities

The exposure of daphnia to pesticide treatments caused an alteration in the enzyme
activity of SOD and CAT. Considering comparisons to the control treatment, the activity
of SOD was induced after exposure with CYC and IMI, and its activity increased with
concentration, which shown in Figure 6A,D. Even for the concentration that reached the
NOEC of IMI, the SOD enzyme activity was significantly higher than the control group
(p = 0.045). Similarly to IMI, the SOD enzyme activity was significantly increased after
exposure above EC20 of CYC (p = 0.033). However, high inhibition of SOD enzyme activity
was evident after exposure to TBZ above NOEC, differing from the remaining pesticide
treatments (p < 0.05). When TBZ was combined with IMI, there was no significant difference
compared with the control (p > 0.05) (Figure 6F). However, after exposure with CTmix, the
stimulation of enzyme activities was significantly higher compared to the control group
(p < 0.001) (Figure 6C).
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Figure 6. Enzyme content of daphnia exposed to single and combined treatments of IMI, CYC, and
TBZ with different treatment (A); SOD content treated with single exposure (B); SOD content treated
with ITmix (C); SOD content treated with CTmix (D); CAT content treated with single exposure (E);
CAT content treated with ITmix (F); CAT content treated with CTmix. The value of each column
represents the mean ± standard deviation (n = 10). “* and **” indicate the significant differences
between the exposure groups and the control, and the results were analyzed by two-way ANOVA
(*: p < 0.05; **: p < 0.01). ITmix, mixture of TBZ and IMI; CTmix, mixture of TBZ and CYC; L: low
concentration NOEC, M: medium concentration EC20; H: high concentration EC50.

The enzyme activity of CAT had similar trends in single exposure groups (Figure 6B,E).
The activity of CAT was significantly inhibited after treatment with TBZ (above NOEC).
However, the activity was significantly elevated upon isolated exposure to IMI and CYC only
under EC50 compared with the control group (p < 0.001). For combined toxicity of ITmix, the
enzyme activity was significantly increased compared with the control (p = 0.0472); however,
there was no significant difference after TBZ combined with CYC (p > 0.05).
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4. Discussion

Environmental contamination is a growing concern, with many unanswered questions
regarding the adverse effects of chemicals on non-target organisms. While some chemicals
may individually cause only low, non-significant acute toxic effects at certain concentrations,
they can still cause subtle defects in growth, fertility, sex ratios, or reproductive behavior.
This phenomenon is particularly pronounced in aquatic life. In this study, the 48 h EC50 and
21 d EC50 values for single-compound exposures were consistent with previous studies.
The neonicotinoids (CYC and IMI) showed similar levels of toxicity on immobilization and
reproduction, despite having different activation sites on nicotinic acetylcholine receptors
(nAChRs) [35,36]. TBZ had the highest impact on daphnia among three test chemicals,
which aligns with previous studies. A study by Qi [37] found that the 48 h EC50 values
of rac-, R-, and S-TBZ to daphnia were 3.83, 5.34, and 2.35 mg/L, respectively. TBZ may
act via a non-receptor-mediated mechanism on non-target organisms, such as anesthesia
for acute toxicity, while it inhibits 14-α-demethylase, a fungal P450 cytochrome enzyme
involved in the sterol biosynthesis pathway, causing reproductive toxicity [38].

Previous studies have shown the potential for combined effects resulting from expo-
sure to pesticide mixtures, and the neglect of these adverse biological effects may result
in underestimation of toxicity [16–18]. The toxicokinetics of neonicotinoids IMI and CYC
may be similar because they have the same molecular MoA. Although the MoA of TBZ is
unclear, it is known to differ from that of neonicotinoids. When beginning with a mixture of
IMI and TBZ, the preferred reference model would theoretically be the IA model, because
these two chemicals have dissimilar MoAs. However, the toxic effects of co-exposure
to neonicotinoid insecticide and TBZ differ in their response patterns between different
endpoints (e.g., lethal vs. sublethal). Our results demonstrated that in ITmix, synergism
occurs at relatively low concentrations. The result indicated that the joint of IMI and TBZ
may be a higher risk at low concentrations. This is inconsistent with current studies on
the combined action of multiple compounds, which have demonstrated that synergistic
effects occur at relatively high concentrations [39,40]. Synergism at low concentrations
has been rarely reported. However, the harm of pesticides is usually caused by long-term
accumulation of low doses of pesticides. Low toxicity from low doses of pesticide residues
can accumulate through prolonged exposure to organisms that are evidently harmful [41].

The divergence between previous reports on the effects of mixtures is evident in the
findings. Some previous studies have indicated that mixtures of neonicotinoid and fungi-
cide have synergistic cumulative effects on pollinators [42–44]. The difference in findings
may be due to the varied response patterns of mixed pollutants across different species,
as mentioned by Gomez-Eyles [45]. Additionally, different ratios of mixed pollutants may
have varying influences on organisms. For example, Wang [46] found that different ratios
of Cd2+ and TiO2 had different interaction effects (antagonistic, partially additive, and
synergistic) on the green alga Scenedesmus obliquus, similarly to our results. However,
the response patterns of pollutant mixtures for different endpoints of reproduction toxicity
(offspring per daphnia and body length) were different [47].

In our study, we investigated the long-term exposure effects of a mixture, and we deter-
mined the activity of antioxidant enzymes (CAT and SOD). CAT and SOD were induced in a
concentration-dependent manner, and the induction rates were significantly higher compared
to the control. The results reported in the present study, as well as in previous studies, indicate
that antioxidant enzyme responses are transient and variable for different enzymes and chemi-
cals [48]. As mentioned earlier, at the biochemical level, the toxicity of xenobiotics depends on
the metabolic capabilities of detoxifying enzymes and target site sensitivity. While it is clear that
differences in species exist, there may be some similarities because of evolutionary protection at
the biochemical level. One possible explanation for the synergistic effect observed in daphnia is
that the co-presence of the two compounds inhibited their respective metabolism, leading to
an increase in their toxicity. The decreased synergy at higher doses could be attributed to the
induction of additional enzymes.
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As we all know, daphnia offspring are sensitive towards xenobiotics, and this sensitiv-
ity relies on a variety of factors, including maternal nutrition state, genotype, and clutch
size of origin. they are established based on a trade-off mechanism between the quality
and quantity of neonates, which are usually controlled by food availability [49]. Therefore,
some parameters relating to growth, such as body length and development duration, were
influential, and the reason for the observed effects could be related to energy demand [50].
In addition, exposure to sublethal concentrations of Cr (VI) has been reported to induce a
reallocation of energy in D. schoderi, allocating less energy to growth but more to detoxifi-
cation and progeny, which may compensate for toxic stress and ensure the survival of the
neonate in an adverse environment [51,52]. The body length was inhibited after exposure,
which aligned with previous studies. Overall, the adverse effects on growth, including
body length, may be caused by reduced food intake and lower amounts of energy allocated
to growth. However, the clear mechanism for this result remains unknown and requires
further study.

5. Conclusions

In this study, the acute toxicity tests were conducted under lab conditions, and we
are surprised to find that the toxicity effect of ITmix was synergism at low dosage levels
and was antagonism at high dosage levels of above 4 times the EC50. Furthermore, the
reproduction tests under sub-lethal concentrations (NOEC, EC20, EC50) were performed to
evaluate the combined effects on reproduction, developmental duration, and body length.
Although the concentrations may be higher than environmentally relevant concentrations,
we believe the data can provide thresholds for the field exposure of the two pesticides in
practical agriculture and monitoring.

In conclusion, the study demonstrated the negative effects of a mixture of neoni-
cotinoid insecticides with TBZ on Daphnia magna. The combined effects of acute toxicity
depended on the concentration of the mixture, and it exhibited antagonism which changed
to synergism at higher concentrations. In reproduction testing, the effect patterns were de-
pendent on the ratio of the mixture, which exhibited synergism when CYC or IMI were the
causative agent of toxicity. These findings showed the complexity of evaluating pesticide
toxicity and indicated that traditional toxicological methods such as acute toxicity tests of
individuals may result in an underestimation of the environmental impacts of pesticides at
low concentrations. When two pesticides with opposite effects were combined, the com-
bined effect on daphnia enzyme activity of daphnia was weaker than the effect of single
pesticides. Therefore, more attention should be paid to the assessment of combined toxicity
for various research (such as reproduction, developmental, and intergeneration effect).
At present, more than 13 products of IMI and TBZ have been registered as combinations
in China. The actual concentrations of the two pesticides in the environment are likely
to be far beyond the range of the sub-lethal concentrations set in this study, which may
have an impact on the ecosystem and human health. The method applied in this study
is feasible and can provide theoretical threshold data supporting practical monitoring.
Further research on the toxicity effects of binary mixtures of pesticides is important for
developing and evaluating predictive mixture models. More studies are needed to reveal
the toxic mechanisms from transcriptomic responses.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/toxics11050428/s1, Table S1: Nominal and measured concentrations
of the additional exercise; Table S2: Interpretation of additional parameters (a and b) form of deviation
patterns in MIXTOX.
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13. Pietrzak, D.; Kania, J.; Kmiecik, E.; Malina, G.; Wątor, K. Fate of selected neonicotinoid insecticides in soil–water systems: Current
state of the art and knowledge gaps. Chemosphere 2020, 255, 126981. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Verbruggen, E.M.J.; van den Brink, P.J. Review of Recent Literature Concerning Mixture Toxicity of Pesticides to Aquatic Organisms,
RIVM Rep. 601400001; RIVM: Bilthoven, The Netherlands, 2010.

15. Rodney, S.I.; Teed, R.S.; Moore, D.R.J. Estimating the Toxicity of Pesticide Mixtures to Aquatic Organisms: A Review. Hum. Ecol.
Risk Assessment Int. J. 2013, 19, 1557–1575. [CrossRef]

16. Cedergreen, N. Quantifying Synergy: A Systematic Review of Mixture Toxicity Studies within Environmental Toxicology. PLoS
ONE 2014, 9, e96580. [CrossRef]

17. Faust, M.; Altenburger, R.; Backhaus, T.; Blanck, H.; Boedeker, W.; Gramatica, P.; Hamer, V.; Scholze, M.; Vighi, M.; Grimme, L.H.
Predicting the joint algal toxicity of multi-component s-triazine mixtures at low-effect concentrations of individual toxicants.
Aquat. Toxicol. 2001, 56, 13–32. [CrossRef]

18. Junghans, M.; Backhaus, T.; Faust, M.; Scholze, M.; Grimme, L.H. Application and validation of approaches for the predictive
hazard assessment of realistic pesticide mixtures. Aquat. Toxicol. 2006, 76, 93–110. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Yadav, V.K.; Malik, P.; Tirth, V.; Khan, S.H.; Yadav, K.K.; Islam, S.; Choudhary, N.; Inwati, G.K.; Arabi, A.; Kim, D.-H.; et al. Health
and Environmental Risks of Incense Smoke: Mechanistic Insights and Cumulative Evidence. J. Inflamm. Res. 2022, 15, 2665–2693.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Backhaus, T. Environmental risk assessment of pharmaceutical mixtures: Demands, gaps, and possible bridges. Aaps J. 2016, 18, 804–813.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Backhaus, T.; Faust, M. Predictive Environmental Risk Assessment of Chemical Mixtures: A Conceptual Framework. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 2012, 46, 2564–2573. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Loewe, S.; Muischnek, H. Combinated effects I announcement—Implements to the problem. Naunyn Schmiedebergs Arch. Exp.
Pathol. Pharmakol. 1926, 114, 313–326. [CrossRef]

23. Jonker, M.J.; Svendsen, C.; Bedaux, J.J.M.; Bongers, M.; Kammenga, J.E. Significance testing ofsynergistic/antagonistic, dose
level-dependent, or dose ratio-dependent effects in mixture dose-response analysis. Env. Toxicol. Chem. 2005, 24, 2701–2713.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.3390/w12123388
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf101303g
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf902531y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20000569
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27035-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.5108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.01.013
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29357997
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114953
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32806427
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1080/03601234.2020.1784667
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32586197
https://doi.org/10.1080/00032719.2020.1780250
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.126981
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32408130
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2012.723180
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0096580
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-445X(01)00187-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2005.10.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16310872
https://doi.org/10.2147/JIR.S347489
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35509323
https://doi.org/10.1208/s12248-016-9907-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27044369
https://doi.org/10.1021/es2034125
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22260322
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01952257
https://doi.org/10.1897/04-431R.1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16268173


Toxics 2023, 11, 428 15 of 16

24. Altshuler, I.; Demiri, B.; Xu, S.; Constantin, A.; Yan, N.D.; Cristescu, M.E. An Integrated Multi-Disciplinary Approach for Studying
Multiple Stressors in Freshwater Ecosystems: Daphnia as a Model Organism. Integr. Comp. Biol. 2011, 51, 623–633. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

25. Griffiths, M.R.; Strobel, B.W.; Hama, J.R.; Cedergreen, N. Toxicity and risk of plant-produced alkaloids to Daphnia magna. Environ.
Sci. Eur. 2021, 33, 1–12. [CrossRef]

26. Pereira, A.S.; Cerejeira, M.J.; Daam, M.A. Toxicity of environmentally realistic concentrations of chlorpyrifos and terbuthylazine
in indoor microcosms. Chemosphere 2017, 182, 348–355. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Silva, E.; Martins, C.; Pereira, A.S.; Loureiro, S.; Cerejeira, M.J. Toxicity prediction and assessment of an environmentally realistic
pesticide mixture to Daphnia magna and Raphidocelis subcapitata. Ecotoxicology 2018, 27, 956–967. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Borgeraas, J.; Hessen, D.O. Variations of antioxidant enzymes in Daphnia species and populations as related to ambient UV
exposure. Hydrobiologia 2002, 477, 15–30. [CrossRef]

29. Borgeraas, J.; Hessen, D.O. UV-B induced mortality antioxidant enzyme activities in Daphnia magna at different oxygen
concentrations temperatures. J. Plankton Res. 2000, 22, 1167–1183. [CrossRef]

30. Bal, N.; Kumar, A.; Du, J.; Nugegoda, D. Multigenerational effects of two glucocorticoids (prednisolone and dexamethasone) on
life-history parameters of crustacean Ceriodaphnia dubia (Cladocera). Environ. Pollut. 2017, 225, 569–578. [CrossRef]

31. Issa, S.; Simonsen, A.; Jaspers, V.L.B.; Einum, S. Population dynamics and resting egg production in daphnia: Interactive effects of
mercury, population density and temperature. Sci. Total Environ. 2020, 755, 143625. [CrossRef]

32. Barreto, A.; Luis, L.; Paíga, P.; Santos, L.; Delerue-Matos, C.; Soares, A.; Hylland, K.; Loureiro, S.; Oliveira, M. A multibiomarker
approach highlights effects induced by the human pharmaceutical gemfibrozil to gilthead seabream Sparus aurata. Aquat. Toxicol.
2018, 200, 266–274. [CrossRef]

33. OECD. Test No. 202: Daphnia sp. Acute Immobilisation Test, OECD Guidelines for the Testing of Chemicals; Section 2; OECD Publishing:
Paris, France, 2004. [CrossRef]

34. OECD. Test No. 211: Daphnia magna Reproduction Test, OECD Guidelines for the Testing of Chemicals; Section 2; OECD Publishing:
Paris, France, 2012. [CrossRef]

35. Shao, X.; Swenson, T.L.; Casida, J.E. Cycloxaprid Insecticide: Nicotinic Acetylcholine Receptor Binding Site and Metabolism. J.
Agric. Food Chem. 2013, 61, 7883–7888. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Shao, X.; Xia, S.; Durkin, K.A.; Casida, J.E. Insect nicotinic receptor interactions in vivo with neonicotinoid, organophosphorus,
and methylcarbamate insecticides and a synergist. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 17273–17277. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Qi, S.; Wang, D.; Zhu, L.; Teng, M.; Wang, C.; Xue, X.; Wu, L. Neonicotinoid insecticides imidacloprid, guadipyr, and cycloxaprid
induce acute oxidative stress in Daphnia magna. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2018, 148, 352–358. [CrossRef]

38. Kwok, I.M.Y.; Loeffler, R.T. The biochemical mode of action of some newer azole fungicides. Pestic. Sci. 1993, 39, 1–11. [CrossRef]
39. De Liguoro, M.; Riga, A.; Fariselli, P. Synergistic toxicity of some sulfonamide mixtures on Daphnia magna. Ecotoxicol. Environ.

Saf. 2018, 164, 84–91. [CrossRef]
40. Zhang, J.; Liu, S.S.; Liu, H.L. Effect ofionic liquid on the toxicity of pesticide to Vibrioqinghaiensis sp-Q67. J. Hazard. Mater. 2009,

170, 920–927. [CrossRef]
41. Fu, D.-J.; Li, P.; Song, J.; Zhang, S.-Y.; Xie, H.-Z. Mechanisms of synergistic neurotoxicity induced by two high risk pesticide

residues—Chlorpyrifos and Carbofuran via oxidative stress. Toxicol. Vitr. 2019, 54, 338–344. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
42. Schmuck, R.; Stadler, T.; Schmidt, H.-W. Field relevance of a synergistic effect observed in the laboratory between an EBI fungicide

and a chloronicotinyl insecticide in the honeybee (Apis mellifera L., Hymenoptera). Pest Manag. Sci. 2003, 59, 279–286. [CrossRef]
43. Thompson, H.M.; Fryday, S.L.; Harkin, S.; Milner, S. Potential impacts of synergism in honeybees (Apis mellifera) of exposure to

neonicotinoids and sprayed fungicides in crops. Apidologie 2014, 45, 545–553. [CrossRef]
44. Sgolastra, F.; Medrzycki, P.; Bortolotti, L.; Renzi, M.T.; Tosi, S.; Bogo, G.; Teper, D.; Porrini, C.; Molowny-Horas, R.; Bosch, J.

Synergistic mortality between a neonicotinoid insecticide and an ergosterol-biosynthesis-inhibiting fungicide in three bee species.
Pest Manag. Sci. 2017, 73, 1236–1243. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Gomez-Eyles, J.L.; Svendsen, C.; Lister, L.; Martin, H.; Hodson, M.E.; Spurgeon, D.J. Measuring and modelling mixture toxicity of
imidacloprid and thiacloprid on Caenorhabditis elegans and Eisenia fetida. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2009, 72, 71–79. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

46. Wang, W.; Yang, Y.; Yang, L.; Luan, T.; Lin, L. Effects of undissociated SiO2 and TiO2 nano-particles on molting of Daphnia pulex:
Comparing with dissociated ZnO nano particles. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2021, 222, 112491. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Cedergreen, N.; Streibig, J. Can the choice of endpoint lead to contradictory results of mixture-toxicity experiments? Environ.
Toxicol. Chem. 2005, 24, 1676–1683. [CrossRef]

48. Livingstone, D. Contaminant-stimulated reactive oxygen species production and oxidative damage in aquatic organisms. Mar.
Pollut. Bull 2001, 42, 656–666. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Gorbi, G.; Moroni, F.; Sei, S.; Rossi, V. Anticipatory maternal effects in two different clones of Daphnia magna in response to food
shortage. J. Limnol. 2011, 70, 222–230. [CrossRef]

50. Parolini, M.; DE Felice, B.; Ferrario, C.; Salgueiro-González, N.; Castiglioni, S.; Finizio, A.; Tremolada, P. Benzoylecgonine
exposure induced oxidative stress and altered swimming behavior and reproduction in Daphnia magna. Environ. Pollut. 2018,
232, 236–244. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/icr103
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21873644
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12302-020-00452-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.05.032
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28505576
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10646-018-1938-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29700712
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021056409446
https://doi.org/10.1093/plankt/22.6.1167
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.143625
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2018.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264069947-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264185203-en
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf4030695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23889077
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1316369110
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24108354
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2017.10.042
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.2780390102
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2018.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.05.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2018.10.016
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30385350
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.626
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13592-014-0273-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4449
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27685544
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2008.07.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18723220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.112491
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34237643
https://doi.org/10.1897/04-362R.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0025-326X(01)00060-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11525283
https://doi.org/10.4081/jlimnol.2011.222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.09.038


Toxics 2023, 11, 428 16 of 16

51. Arzate-Cárdenas, M.A.; Martínez-Jerónimo, F. Energy reserve modification in different age groups of Daphnia schoedleri
(Anomopoda: Daphniidae) exposed to hexavalent chromium. Environ. Toxicol. Pharmacol. 2012, 34, 106–116. [CrossRef]

52. Arzate-Cárdenas, M.A.; Martínez-Jerónimo, F. Energy resource reallocation in Daphnia schodleri (Anomopoda: Daphniidae)
reproduction induced by exposure to hexavalent chromium. Chemosphere 2012, 87, 326–332. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2012.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2011.12.014

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Chemicals Used in Testing 
	Test Organism Preparation 
	Design of Acute and Chronic Exposure Experiments 
	Enzyme Activity Assays 
	Statistical Analysis 
	Concentration Verification 

	Results 
	Concentration in Medium during Exposure 
	Interaction in Acute Toxicity 
	Individual Exposure Toxicity 
	Prediction of Combined Toxicity by MIXTOX 

	Chronic Toxic Effect on Reproduction 
	Individual Chronic Toxicity 
	Prediction of Combined Toxicity by MIXTOX 
	Chronic Toxic Interaction Effect on Growth Parameters 
	Chronic Toxic Interaction Effect on Enzyme Activities 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

