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Research Progress of Neurotoxicity Induced by Silver Nanoparticles

LI Yutong, XUE Yuying*

(Key Laboratory of Environmental Medicine and Engineering of Ministry of Education, School of Public Health,
Southeast University, Nanjing 210009, China)

Abstract

AgNPs (silver nanoparticles) are widely used in the early diagnosis of tumors and the diagnosis

and treatment of nervous system diseases. However, nanoparticles can be transported into the central nervous sys-

tem through a variety of ways, and may be accumulated in nerve tissue, leading to nerve cell dysfunction and neu-

rodegenerative diseases. This review describes the brain cumulative effect of AgNPs and the pathway of AgNPs en-

tering the central nervous system, mainly including the olfactory nerve and blood-brain barrier pathway; expounds

the influence of AgNPs on the central nervous system and the mechanism of neurotoxicity, so as to provide basis

and reference for further study on the neurotoxic mechanism of AgNPs and safety evaluation.
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W FE, B R G RAR 1w 22 B MR AR F R AR AL
i, 2D NGRAR N 2 RV SR I S 5K

1 RERAIAN BRI N 5 N IR
1.1 KRB ESHKHETR
QKA Z R RERE, TEORELHILIE M
NP IE SRR, H RS RE, fENE N5
i A E BB % 5% . DAVENPORTZ:C 78 &
BUNR G BN G, B TR
K i ek B A, KIMEZHXSD A R4 1
FBACKER28 K G, K ILK AR AR AR 4 R
FERE S BRSO I A R B AR [N
LEEZSI%SD A B 20 A4 1 ZF5 K12 410 nm. 25 nm
YURARFIR28 K S5, RKIUAHLG T HEAE. B M. R
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SRR, BN 0 G0 K R R A Qi e FE o 221,
P st A R HARER 026 1F T, a8 SR AR
YRR AME LM, EHEFIG K-S T AR S B g
KRB ARG, Jo Tt m SOZ BT PR 248
M A6 BRI, ERARAE P RR A2 R4
SR (1 I 2H 2R TR R B JE A E A
1.2 GERIRINRIRTE

KR AT 2T N TR A 0 MR A 4 B N I
% 125 1ML B F# (blood brain barrier, BBB) A Jii. A,
28 NRAN 22 B 3 NI 9K R N i 2 41 1) L B 1%
Z o HIPATCHINZEHIF 78 ] A1, 9K AR (1) 48 L JiE
YL B 1] AE I8 T 0 i 55 12 e s 4 s i ) T U R
BANZE TLIB K B XA R G, RGO R LA
ANGE T I i B e B Bk . [RTIT S R 25 24 1 5K
A F X s 0 L3 P R 452477

G KR 3 T LA S if i B R g 42 1E N R A
LRG0, MUK BE R MR IR 5 AR 4 R G2 ]
(AR g i JF v R A 0 D A 50 L Y R 4 LA
2 B0 DL A SV R VA M TR A TE I, A o i o
HAGRYKIAZREE . 5. 28 s i s v
SR AR P 422 S5 R 7 PR A AR B B - E N PR R
G ThRE . (EBEE RN ORI, GRER T e 208
o B N RS R G, R A R Rk
Nio CHENZEMHF T IR, Rift 8 nmfI K ER n] i
I I i o o 5 2 R B e A A, BAAE P R 4 AT
BT IR ot 2 L ) & P o [R]If TRICKLER %51 7t {2
71N, YRR AT A O BT i 5 B 300 98 RE SSE, 8 o
T/ P9 R 20 P RSB P . DRI AT 2, 4R AR AT 3
TR TR O ol L6 P B A M i 2 L (e b R ik 8
A e R -5 3K, AR I A o e D L 2R 5 A, 8 o if
I J 5 (1 38 325 1, AT JE N AR B 22 R 5

2 PKIRAVHEF ML

YRR P I I i B P 5 07 B T R L A A
R BIA N, I35 F AR, 51 KA RG.
2.1 YERIRIFSIHIREITRHFERT

PEAN 9 KB i i 22 B A B L VR 2 —
MG Z AW EAT N IR . LIUSE T R
1% 850~100 nm 1) 44 K £ 7% (3 mg/kgH130 mg/kg)
X A HEPE Wistar K BRI S s Qe 82 14K, HHTIES
S fithi A% 3 K I FE 48 55 (long-term potentiation, LTP)1ic.
3K, SRR YR HLTPE R R W Yeds K RkAT

Morris/K 28 B 5256 7R, K BRI 2 (HHEAZ 68 1 T % .
HRITCUZEM 73 75144 K B 2% % T- K42 923 nmA129 nm
T e 0 5k 0 2 R I T 0, e PR P K ARV VR R 7R G
ATY IR B AR ) B R B S, RIS R EAL(S pglke
10 pg/kg) KR ICAZEE T B R . 299K
HXT 28 i (Caenorhabditis elegans) ] 5256 Wb 1 & BHL,
YA RGA TG DL 28 SCHRUIE 53 il F KL
124920 nmA150 nmJG B A4 KR 520 nmER £tk
% J5¢ B (polyvinylpyrrolidone, PVP)Yf, # 42K 43 X 15 £E
B F5 N B AT 28 th e 2, R B3R KH(10~100 mg/L)
21 2 H Sk R B AR AN By A S AT 34 8 3 BRI,
H YRR 0 ORI SH 6 28 sl 24T N R ILAZ 3
TETE W . KR IR T 5 E R A BRI, 50
LB RS K E AT NINENRE J1. GHA-
DERIZE TR B, 49K ER 5 25 20 1) /N BR AR H 3
BH S (0 25 (B RN RE DD R B AR AT R BEAT SE I 5e

H— LB 50 R, RAR R X S 56 s (i 4
17 o977 A4 3 B2 . DAVENPORTZPI6 /) B £ Jise
452525 nm I AL KA BURL(50 mg/kg) TR, K
PN BRI 25 (8] 27 2] R 0 9 T B R AR Ak BRI HE T,
SIS BNV ZAT N SR AT R I -5 RAR I RLAE K
N BFETRS BNFE . RRSA A & Se R sh
RFEGNEZ TR FEA K.
2.2 HAMPE K ELRIBEMN

S 255 B2 EOWAR LT AR AR S PR AR
PRI 28 AR, 2 B VAN B B k. PR Al
28 22 40 5 B A4 S0 RI R 2 R A 4 A, RT A
PRI SR A B . GORERRR T REE BB
i) A= W0 AR BRI AT A, 0 A 38 e A TR Ao 8 40 B 1) LE &5
PR g HvE M 5 Dy RE, AT PLEL FAX 2 R G
IEwATRER

P TCAEAE MR N E BRI SR . 9
DR AT 38 3 1 i g e ik N K i 0 4 8 0 7 AR B
TER, i SHAE BRI . 7 5 e S 7L R OR,
Y0 KR URL K 1 22 70 1) £ L 7 1 A — 1 )
RN 2, Bl 2475 T-5~100 pg/mL v BN, 40 39 %
B PR AR UL B 138 IR R 226 P A
AHMEDZEUSI5 7 4 Wistar K B2 R 33 5 1~100 nmokiz
TR RK AR T 5 AN B B[] 38 K o 48 o0 AR
R B R, SO R A, B B R IR
JR AN AR IR

ST 8 S5 AT B R o 40 40 4 8 SR AR 4
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H, #Z5 R 0G5S LB R gPRETRES
V55 B TR e SR A M R T, DI 88 o g B 1Y) S i
PE, BRI IR W AR B S5 K . CHOTAE! VR I, s T
K42 20 nmP) 49 2K HL9 7(0.02 mg/mL) Y S AK 22
TR Hz Jof 41 B HH (1 22 38 580 1) R 1 B p 38 F0 4T
HME 5 I 1T I (extracellular signal-regulated kinase,
ERK) R /KF- T 51, RGN KAR P i p38/ERK
A 51 R R TR A T

g D A K N CAZ B A7 i e 4 5 7 1) 0 o 46
YER . BB RLAE 914 nm PVPALHE K 240K 4 4
S5 K s VE S T iV Wistar KBRS, RILKRIE D
P20 W Bel-25E R 35 7K1 R %, Bax ik Rl 3215 7K
140, Bax/Bel-2{E K77 EIG TG K, $ER 9K ER AT
REifs Sl DR E T, SR IhREEHIT.

NI LA YERE B AT TSR YA BE
RIS HIEH, /N a0 AR 1 2 T B LR 3L F 5 1
MUEZ BN ThREMERS S . YINZEUSNS 5 A4E SDA B £
P RLAE 20 nmAKARE TR 14 )5, WS /N 2H
S5 BRI B /I8 B S RO A R o A L v
1, KRR HE I B R ()32 B i R R D RS I R, B
YRR TR R 2 5 /IR SR R
2.3 HEFIEFRKFEEL

YRR T A o 8 3 T A W Ko G P A
PEAHZR 38 JRy-2 3 T FR(GABA) S M5 32 /R 45 & Jg vl
G REE T W, FERE B, IEmEES
3, W RE MR AR DA (1 2 2] A2 e . AR e B
XK AR 75 T FIBE D . (Danio rerio)iw 2H 2340 4 &
PERURL B 9T o, 2 BR T RLAE 20 nm& K HLIE
(50 ng/LAT100 pug/L) 30K (B 5 1 GABA S 44 iH
AR R FE [Klgabral . abatflgadl mRNAZR X & 2 2%
i, £100 ug/L4H 1, gat] mRNAFIEERE Fif.
PR P L i 2 b 408 FIGABA S 2. GABA
AR T i G B I TR Rk B DR A2 A R R R A R AR 11
Fa M AR AL, 2 B 9 K AR R o i B T i 2H 21
GABA) % iz FIAR K 52 IGABARE & 4, i3 1 52
W 1) 1 1 2 A5 5 A i, BB A IR AT MR K
AR T o 1X 5 YOUSEFEE R RIAF 78 245 AR & o

%2 BRI AE N 2835 Bl A A e — ol 3 B ) A 5 0
Jii o ATTIAZERXS /N BREE B A2 526.9 nmAT R IR
FE N KAR R (1004 1 000 mg/kg) 28K )&, KB
AN N 2 B B BRI, 2 B 2 T
DL JCEE UG, PEom A8 K AR 2 5 AT 5 Ml ki P 448 i 4

W B, %52 Clkae 4 o R AR, WA 2
B2 i A 4% T e
2.4 FIRMRETTIEIAVSRANEL R

T R 4 R G AR S5 S AP B B
BLEER o YRR TR R AT PR 22 0 R Atk 45 40 52 3 7 B
T, s IR A B S S D e, T SO ) TG sk
PP A5 B AS TP . SKALSKAZE R4 410 nm
T 4R K BR V5 (0.2 mg/kg) %] e P Wistar K §sU#E B 4
HRVAK G, I IR0 08 1) 5 fish &5 48] A A4 B S f g 2 AR
b, RGP ] e FEFH L BRITHERE . EH B
FLFRH, KifE 20 nmPJERHKL 55 /N BRRE oE JE AR
B 7 2 it 9 T i R i 1 R 5 e 5 2 AR () 43 WA 3 A
P I,

3 YKIRMESHEERINE
3.1 REFRITFE

A 2 PP 2 AT BE s oK AR I s A B, o
PURAR R B AR B 7o) g R e .. 2
TR 9 S 7w, R 8 1 PR 4 o e P vy T MoK,
N5 A KR B YEAL A BT X1, AMANDA
EPTR I, AKARFRK R R ERE T2 5
1 J 2 D 1 P AT AE EL BT, S B B AR SR R
SN FERGRBET: . SUNSEP ELA 78 K IR, Y
- 3 S R A 2 T 1 B AR B, 4K
R ) TR e YO A LN S B R B I RS MR TS =
c-INK B8 A0 AT 2 3 48 B AR P MR BB TS . iX 5 AD-
RAGNAZEPIE UL AL, ZHANGEEPIR Fu 4t A
I, AN ERRORL HAT RIORE RN, 23N 5 I T )
HERS, THURL R (14 24H M P9 B VR B L 7 SR IR IR AR A
FEE 3G 0, FOORL R 5 e 51 D 1 20 i A R KT AR X S 1
RV 1o R, 9K ) #2823 18 AR FHAMAY
TET YRR T AR R BUR & 7, AR
BEVERLSINL I [F R R ¥R E IR .
3.2 FHNHRM

1% 14 48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) & HLIA N
AU Al 3 280 B B Tk B4 o 1 SR, i B )
ROSTH] 5]t 40 f A AR Y. . GIKER TT 35 5 40
W4 KEROS, #E— 2 3 HUE L AL AR BT,
SHEE MBI . MCSHANSE PR L 8o, 9K 2
375 240 0 B R R A L ke o, 5 3 A A T RO,
PRAELH A N = A B A 7 T an i S A Y B .
FACERE . 23 D6 H IKEE DL BTROS 5 B 48 A L3
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TERL, 4 iu B & Jrs A ALEIA 2 DUKPTROS 45
i, BrE ALY B IS T R R IE KT R B, 415t
TZo PAF FHROSIE B 20 i S8 A 45 19 23 JE 3 4 i 1
RIS CY, A Ah, GRARE S A A R =R
) 2 itk — D WO AR SR R R T, d i 1
TG T PR R A BRI, 51 R4 L 2RE
&[32]0

[FJ IS, 9 K AR T DL 2 07 R R % 1 20 fi oA
ToIE B, & AN T B EESIR gl oK AR JUR X 41
B HUE RO A R (Pseudourostyla cristata) ¥ 40 fil &
PERSLIE 9T 25 B B, 9K AR RO 175 5 40 i 7= AR 11
KEROS S . 3 B AR M P 2R 44k 195 55 F 7, 3k i
SN A5, SECAIIE T, Lok AR IS e (7
B 2909 KRR A3 (10 ik /N T SR T AR A, L4 RV 12 %%
RIS
33 KR

R MEAN B A T A2 R A B G 43 0 R AT A 5 2 A
G5 I N I PR PRI TR 2 B, 2 5P B AT MR
W SOE RS AR . PR HE NN 21 FROS T
TIN5 AR AE AT R A i 2% S 4
A RONE IS, HET S E 245147559 . PAVICICZE P06
/I BRAH 281 200 0 % 8 1 3 AS [R) 0 e COUR R B HA 1R
BN NS = F IR B L T o B A
210 nm G K AR BRI R (1 mg/L)Hh, & I 40 Jifd
FRTL-64) WA S 35 14 i . LINZEBOF 5 % B, BV24H g
TR T YRR, M N TREX 1Rk & R %, dEimfE
TNF-a. IFN-1. IL-1B4r A& 360, 9K et 2 5]k
IRF7(1)FIA 7T B, T8 5 20 B 119 6 28 S v

HA LR, 9PKRERIFA S 5 E 40
9% 1 4 DR 7 3k K 1) e AR T X A T g 2 A
SR AN Ti) S 56 i B 9% 240 e R S A BUAN ), L P
(AR PIRLAR 2R THI 60 e 0 2 3 77 = 1 22 S e
(1o Rk, 7501 40 oK HR A 28 25 1 RUBLRIF 7B B
YK B A R AR 2 R R .
3.4 HNEMRH

WM R BN EA RS54, fha
JUEJof R [ . B IS i DA S Ca* il 47 55 D g, 0 N
TSN BUBEES P 5T N R A4 P 40 B X B2 4
3 G —F R, EGIRIET . B & IR T
T o R 4 B A R4,

ZHANGHEU I TT R I, SRR BE 05 51 kS N Joid 1
Ca¥ IR 2L, PR bR Ca® B3, TP~ 2E 4 )i

W N2 3, 4k 1 75 - 2 OBERAE PN J5 0 R [protein
kinase R (PKR)-like endoplasmic reticulum kinase,
PERK] A H T il FLAZ B VR 2 46 X - 20(eukaryotic
translation initiation factor 2 alpha, eIF2a) % [ R 1L,
I 955 P9 5 A 5< 1R 5 15 i 1 056 1 o(inositol re-
quiring enzyme lo, IRE1o)B§IR ALK A3 A X & 4h &
£ H1(X-box binding protein 1, xbp-1)3& K 7K1, Mifi_E
WA PN X RO DG B I CHOPI ERIA, 51 R 4HMITE T
DABROWSKA-BOUTA S HTRIAZ Y10 nm 9K R
V(0.2 mg/kg) XS K B 4 BRRE B 21K 5 KB, KR
PRZE TN Jo IO s 7K 3 A2 A Y ol 45 ) R A D O
AR PRZE TE Y Ay MRS SRR B A 1 (excitatory amino
acid carrier 1, EAAC1)&E [ 7E P 5 I % A1 41 i i 2.
(#5128 2L, EAACI mRNAZRIE KPR R PRI, 32
AN R BRAR R TR A N 5T X 23
3.5 YHREE M

W 2 40 B B — b B BT A, R 4 40 P P BA
BERa A A T4, BA X HraMEIEA &P i) EE
W7 A 22 3R AT R AR A ™. (HR 2 B 40 i B R
Al AE SRS H AT SKALSKAZEHIAT
FORIL, AR5 E (0.2 mg/kg) % 75 T R4 10 nmiF)4H
DR RV VI 1) BT I P Wistar K BRI &) 2% R B AR I
YIBeclin-1F1{ & AH 5% £ 1 1A/1B#2 5E3B(microtubule-
associated proteins 1A/1B light chain 3B, MAP1LC3-II)
IR N, 2 W4 M R 55 . CHANGAF M
/I BT B 4 22 SCHT 2240 i 2 2 T-20 nmbi A% (1) 44K
A5 50+ 100 pug/mL) 24 hig, KR ILANKAR A 8
it PI3K/AKT/mTOR[ 8% I3 it WL BE-3 - Bl (phospha-
tidylinositol 3-kinase)/4 [/ B(protein kinase B)/
i FL 2 ) 75 0 2% & #E 25 (1 (mammalian target of ra-
pamycin) {5 5 # H A T 0 E 40 F R T
3.6 FIREEAT

20K AR RE 8 52 M i P9 4 ) R R SRR OK P, &
B4 L 2. DUFFYSEWWIE 70 2o, % e T Hife
920 nm Y ZHARARSIE AT  B0 BN IS4 i
}% A -7 kB(nuclear factor kappa-B, NF-xB)/{5 5 i i#%
p65WEER L, HROSHI 4 K TNF-a ] & & B 21
I, IR GNKAR AT A NF-kBAS 5 10 I M 5] e 2
DR 2 18 AR Ak, T fish 5 b 28 8 W s I, 5 350 40 i 4
T2. LEBDAZFUX i 14 Wistar 1 44 K BRUIE i 1 5
44 nmbi 12 G K BRI (50 mg/kg) e, & B 4 21
HTNF-ofIL-1f mRNARG 56K B, S8 S E
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H )3 s A T B, ELORRT /N i v B2 3 T 2R 40
b &) caspase-3 4 KL IS &, M5 FAIMF T .

4 HFiL5ERE

YRR L2 B T A 3 e B eh, 24
T2 AT BAZE AR [ (0 BR 5 o s . #e 4k, 7E RPN
Py AR, AT P2 AR EE AR, o AL A B 2 B
EAR AT ELTE AR o 20 T 1 2 S 5 AL SR 5
SRAFHT 5 HE TR, (BT SRAETE B R AR e ) ] B 76 40
KA 2 TR E RS VR e, DR % BRI 9045 1 48
KHRAS . REAK. 8. B2EFREXER
M, BBl de e G R B2 5. 14, B
H S ELE AN R R DL K R, MR B, 2k
S 9 Bh R g 4K AR 2 T LA S B T R,
O R A A K AR B AR R R A A —
JRBRYE . S TR 2 B 10 N B AT I 22 &
I FUBEAT HE, AR ARt A 20 B T 2 RS AT 7
AW 5. ABEBEETRMOEA, NI BTk
SRAMRRITHIZD, 08 20 WU 2 DB SN K AR 11 22 4
A
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