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Study Progress of Environmental Contaminants with Glucocorticoid Receptor (GR) - dis-

rupting Activities

SHEN Yan-hong, SHI Wei®, YU Hong-xia
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, School of the Environment, Nanjing University ,
Nanjing , Jiangsu 210023, China)

Abstract: The mechanism of action and ecological effects of GR-disrupting chemicals were reviewed in this paper. Moreover, differ-
ent methods for GR-activity screening were summarized and disrupting chemicals were classified. On the basis of current studies on
GR-disrupting chemicals, knowledge gaps were identified, which include the further elucidation of mechanism, the development of
in vivo screening methods and the prediction of GR-disrupting activities. According to these, there is a need to obtain more informa-
tion on model organisms. Furthermore, establishing the stable high throughput in vivo screening methods and optimizing computa-
tional simulation based on molecular dynamic process to generate reliable data for minimum cost should be taken into account in the
future research.
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F& 5] ( Endrin ) F0%F B 41 B R ( Tolylfluanid , TF) 45 ¥
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55 EE I R AL A B B 0 T
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WR G R BR 2RSS 5 )5, TR B B R
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B P RS R S, BE TR AL 2 5 R IR EE S RE T, X
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QSAR J7 ¥ (9 S2 B, 7 2 2 SR L 3 i
ZER S R0 BT SR T 00 T S R ) A
TEE 2, I HLal LU By (gt 2 fit s oL R
ST R R MR BT, QSAR kB
GHEMRTEE T ZiE M o, S
T T (0 R W 4 B8 L 4 T X 42 R T B 7 32
TR R R TSt ik b . X2
EiEpliBUNa NN LN Nl NN R (SN 2 (S
FH B AR AVE T SRR AR A s Bl - A
SRR /N 43T T R A A ) K 4 T 5% AR LA I
FARTFB . Kolsek 2555 i 43 T X 4 H R , 45
LT XU A(BPA)ZEN Y 4 Fiib 9115 14 Ff A (K
Mz ik Z R 454

A BPA il , 5 4% 5 i R H AT $OUB B R
WG, 5 SCHRARE AR B ) A o SR, 6 TR
535 PP Rz TR 32 R P A0 3 A 0 O i X 2
B SRAF e HE W 2 A o QSAR Jy ik 5 B2 fif
JHE A 1 52 56 B0 17 g N 2 4 o s . SR T i
XTI R BUECR T 0 B SR AT ke = R 8 Y
B, BTG 2 ST A AR TR e AN L i R B AL
il 1 %07 B AR A2 B A (EL AT Rk — 4 1 F S 4

U T A, (e T AR T A RA SR
P A BEB AR T 5/ T aWEs & 1 3h
Ak, WA F T 5 S 5E

3 BERHERZETMROUNFHEEER
3.1 BRI A YR

PRI B AW B SORCER W] a3 S R AR BE B R
MANTLA SRR RAW R T2 a
15 Bz J5T B ( cortisone ) 1 B2 Jit i ( cortisol ) , | JZ 47 7E
TRKE R sy ik, BA TR0 8D A&
5T AR W R B 1 i B ) S 22 Bt
KPR HURSEAET o T B BOBOR W 2 R
FIIRE, H AT LA T R 20 30 B L E A bl Bz 5
W W T

XY B A S M JE K AR ((dexametha-
sone) .1k JE # ( prednisone ) . J& JE ¥4 ¥ ( predniso-
lone) . 1 % V4 J¥ (triamcinolone ) | [if] 4¢ 45 & ( triamci-
nolone acetonide ) | i }th 4% 7% ( budesonide ) | N iR &
7t 2 ( clobetasol propionate ) | Ji 2 17 i K # ( be-
tamethasone valerate) 4%, JLZK F B i =19
WALYERT I 2,

2 FEWERHENWLER"

R =Y g> TR CAS & 25 COAKIEMIE/ (mg - L™")  FFE - K5 BL R HL (logKow)
EIN:SEN C,, Hyg Oy 360. 44 53 -06 -5 297.4 1.81
cortisone

SR C, Hy, 05 362.46 50 -23 -7 219.6 1.62
hydrocortisone
Iy ZE KA Cyy Hyp FO, 392.46 50 -02 -2 75.14 1.72
dexamethasone
ke C, HygOg 358.43 53 -03-2 312 1.59
prednisone
W BT Cy, Hyy O 360.44 50 -24 -8 21.4 1.40
prednisolone
22 ey C,, H,, FOg 394.44 124 -94 -7 338.7 0.96
triamcinolone
iy 22 25 4t Cy Hy, FO, 434.5 76 -25 -5 12.89 2.69
triamcinolone acetonide
A Hh 2 1 C,sHyy Og 430.53 51333 -22 -3 27.05 2.18

budesonide

Ol T 52 50 B Ak 5% 25 °C oK I i 8 A0 B - K o) BE R BOR 1) 58 [/ EPA HfEFE ) EPA Suite 4. 1 RRECFIH 51315
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P 2 AT I3 8 il DL R T R I B -
ARAMIE BB EL HHE T, N 0.96 ~2.69, 5 ¥ Tk
{4 . Chang 2" (i Bl 5 450 W00 AR €335 5 33 16 ) 4 R
(LC - MS/MS) 4 T 3% 117 ¥ 32 v 6 b 24 J1 0 iz
JRR U S o FE 41 A RAEIREA TP AT S R
A AT B M E KR R JE A T A Y 26 15 3k 96%
~100% , 3 JE WA R 2 g 53% , Y JE 38 i 4 T 14 4
AR I ALK 6. 7% . o ob g i 8 A0 AL AL T
AR RS W BE 3 51 & 0. 11 ~ 20 ng/L #1 0. 05 ~
28 ng/L, AR 5 T Ho A 4 Flobl R 58k 2% (%8 K
¥A0.05 ~8.0 ng/L FF LR AY#A 2 0.20 ~0.41 ng/L,
WIEHAIE 0.25 ~1.8 ng/L Ik JE#s 0.04 ~2.4 ng/L) ,
3.2 RMBERKENR

HAT, O A — 862 5 1 T F& 1A 51 40 i 52 36,
X BRI TG Y W AT TR RS U R I A R
oo G AR 2 L IR K (PBDEs) A WL R 15
SRAE N 9 2 TS Je 0 BORS H T 0B BE 0 235 1

Zhang %' F FHPE ' 2 AER 5 5 H i, DR 5T 34
AR 25060 T ANRME B S 2 2 AR R G PR o S
DI 34 Fhof 25 398 F2 B BUBE R M &
SEVE AR R 12 R 252 B T WL A OB K
JRUE I P AR IR A T O\ - =R AT LA
RS R 3 - RN HR o,p’ - DDT p,p’
~DDT p,p’ - DDE  H1 4 DDT 5% fit | Bl 45437 ¢ 1l
XPHIME R . BRI, X 12 AR 25 136 PR AR
4 Jop pLp’ — DDT BYHCPERE SR B e i B
JIN BRI RIC., (A R 8 2835 7 23K 32 1) 20%
SR B AL A R B ) R fee K TT M 22 234 {5, i s
AREGLE H i A3 v T3 , 5 5% B T b, 9 b
W F AR I S IR O AT B K o 1
PREEH Iz A . KR 2 — i B A AR AL
VETRASE N5 WA 5 4% % 0% B U I 5 0,
A A ) S R B R O TR N B 4

Kojima 4> 3 2t ff Fi v [ €3 B B9 32 40 i, F
3% 7 8 F PBDEs 4 #f HO — PBDEs fil 4 fft MeO —
PBDEs 4 57 J5 ¥ 2 0% 2 B . S2 B iE B, 7 X
16 Fg 9 5,4 7 Fh# %, 4245 2 Fh HO - PB-
DEs i1 2 f' MeO — PBDEs & 75 T 18 59 i 50 0% 1z 5

PR EE. PBDEs 1F Jy — BRI, 8% ) iz v
EXI LR S RTINS TR A VAN v S e P =2 e = AT
FREL AN A W AR R T PR AR, 2] it AR
fafk  ENE MK AT, BRI R T PBDEs 1)
e

Stapleton %2 ff Bl < M €033 % 56 4R
RIRAEBEA K AL G b X601 3 PBDEs , 28315 &
L1 ~4 % )| 8 4K % PBDEs fit $% A 7] 35 120
~6 000 ng, HATH i 1 08 72 AU

Kojima %5 * 3 2t 41 g J2 3340 2 B, BF 58 T
L1 FhA HLBE AR 7 (OPFRs) GR Ti ¥, #F5ER BT,
BERR =T BR WEPR = (1,3 - 5% -2 - N &L) Mg Wk
MR = (2 — £ Hk) CAETR W R = A% TG A0 B IR P 2R 5X
5 0y Jo R A I 390 B A R B SR I P, HLEE R KD
BRI, RIC, fEHIEA T 11 ~22 wmol/L, fE R
FRBELAR TR 2 A, A LB BELASA 00 8 ) 3z 1o A i
BRGSO, &8t fEH A,
A DB BH LR 0 N & S i T 2 IRIBOR
(] B 8k 18 22 118 SCHR T 6 4 38 78 28 AR o R R
BT ZFA HLBE LR R

B4, Johansson 2517 R FH N 2 (9 B Rz i &
ZARPEAT T 45 A L, KB PCBs AR = B
B WU S O RS M T Sargis” B
A SRR R Ol 5 KR 45 R BT ) i 1
A 50 R B R 2 A A A B A R E N T
.

H A 7E R I i 3k 90 A ik 5 Wb S 32 Fil
Yy R A TE S B OB R B R A R Y
JoT 5 A REAGH I LW B BT R G . 2R 3 A T
FR A1 T 1) AN R 408 B BT I8 3R ) o AH XF RU486 (X
2 A3k A i (mifepristone ) , 5 F A & 5700 B2 ot
A TE AR HEY) BT ) A5 e B, e R T AR R Y
p,p' —DDT, H RIC, { } 1.05 x 10 ° mol/L, J&¥5
WEY) R RU486 i 1.10 £% . F1EH /NGl BDE -
100, H: RIC, B¢}y RU486 1) 6. 71 x 10 * 4%, it
PRI, BT OC T IR BT R K B R AR T
EOE SR L PO T Y SR 7 oAl E | W3 i

R3 AEAMBEERBEYRAX RU486 B &M E T

T4 R 34 R R CAS 5 HIXF 2 R T (REP) ©
bifenthrin X 5 g C,;H,, CIF, 0, 83322 -02 -5 2.22 x10 72
N\ — cyhalothrin =Y kR i C,3Hy CIF;NO, 91465 -08 -6 1.56 x 10 ~2
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RS h S B ¥ CAS & IR0 Y F (REP) @
cypermethrin AR e Cy,Hyo Cl,NO, 52315 -07 -8 1.10 x10 !
resmethrin Rk 44 i CppHye 04 10453 - 86 - 8 1.48 x10 !
o,p' =DDT o,p’ = THTH C,,HyCls 789 -02 -6 6.32 x10 72
p,p' =DDT p.p’ — T Cy, Hy Cly 50 -29 -3 1.10
p,p' - DDE p,p' T Cy, Hy Cly 72-55-9 1.04 x10 2
methoxychlor FH 4200 T o CigH5Cl3 0, 72 -43 -5 4.29 x10 72
ethiofencarb 2 WP C, H,5NO,S 29973 =13 -5 1.36 x10 !
atrazine Wi o CsH,, CINg 1912 -24 -9 4.67 x107?
tolylfluanid Xof A R CyoH;;CLFN,0,8, 731 -27 -1 8.40 x 10 2
3 — phenoxybenzoic acid 3 - R FEIEH R C;H O, 3739 -38 -6 6.39 x10 ~*
(3 -PBA)
Tri — n — butyl phosphate WiR =T R C,H,,0,P 126 -73 -8 2.59 x10 3
(TBP)
Tris(1,3 - dichloro -2 - propyl) ElE = (1,3 - & -2 -TN&) R CyH,sCl,O,P 13674 -87 -8 3.56 x10 3
phosphate ( TDCPP)
Tris (2 - ethylhexyl) PR = (2 - 2 0) B Hk Tk Cp4Hsy 0, P 78 -42 -2 5.18x10°?
phosphate (TEHP)
Triphenyl phosphate WEER =R R CgH;50,P 115 -86 -6 3.80 x10 3
('TPhP)
Tricresyl phosphate R F K C, H,,0,P 78 -30 -8 5.18 x10
(TCP)
BDE -85 TR ALk - 85 C,HsBrsO 182346 -21 -0 8.14 x10°*
BDE -99 TR ZEEE - 99 C,,HsBr;0 60348 —60 -9 7.40 x 104
BDE - 100 TR HE g - 100 C, HsBrsO 189084 - 64 -8 6.71 x10°*
4’ ~HO - BDE - 17 8.51 x10~*
4’ —HO - BDE -49 1.04 x10 "3
4" — MeO - BDE -49 9.19 x10°*
4 - MeO - BDE - 90 2.28x10°?

PRUEI I RIC,,
e RICy, °

(DRelative potency( REP) =
4 HEEERSESETHRYNESHE
4.1 BERHEESHRTHRDOEDERFHR

W B2 5 8 2% 32 PR 9 % 32 R I v 1) T O
B AEPR I R L P WA R B 2R S S T K A
HEEMMER . k(31 BF5E £ W, GR JfE
B2 1 /N B, K PR B 5 38 2 KT Sk T, L
R IER/NRE R 10 A4, Sk K bR ¥4
S AE B E I IR — B, GR ZHA/NEL T, 24
30% R B T MAR %45 . Davani % % B
B TR /)N SO 3 oS8T R I 2 A2 A e
F9 2 L U /0 T 05 25 A 43 0, e 45 OB R 1Y
A

H AT X T 2R 580 R B %52 1R T30 9 19 2 9
SRS 2 46 T 25 RS B2 ST R 2 1R R
PR EE s . WFFS R, 34 i K i ] B % v )
W Kz S 2% 10, T B S R S B O R A TR B0
WAL S — R 5 R H AR Y K A A T

FR R, AN ACRT LA A 8 28 19 385 B A0 R AT O ik 22
AR £ 28 1 S 38 RO T L g0 A AR UK E 11 2
IR B T 8 2% TR TR S A Al 2R B TS PR A AL K A R 1Y
e, LR PN AT RE 2 A AR O 0 A R B
TP 2 R TR XL v R R o A B
% Nyirenda % % B, 768 BN 2 5 W1 &
1R A MR, 2 3 Boah AR E T R [R] Al
PR 2P W B 48 250 A T A o 3 I o

TE NP FE 7 1T, AT A Dl A &0 240 552 36 T B
PE— 20 R BRI B2 TR R T AW ok 1 LR W 2
RV Sargis' K JLFR IR Py 43 00T G SR R T
ANELU3T3 - L1 4wk, 43 55 M) FH ¢ S A T A e 46
oK WETE 2% 5 Ja A b GR G PR RIS s 5 2 9 728
o R A A B, U A BRI R 3R O
S Ak BRI UG B T 525X 4 BRI R AT S A B
B TR 2 R PO A, A E T 40 TR R T o
U, I BTG 0T 20 M A 1A AR R fe K AT fE B

— 5 —
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HE R OB D5 S5 AT B T o i T TR B A AR
LU LB MR TS CR 455 )5, T ik — 4
5 £ HE B AR S5 SR 19 & E . Plihal %5 5@
BT, K B 10 44 fi e DS 1k G I e K 4
A FEAR A I, ST 2 T G N, W] GR g
(4 0™ B R W A 2, e T BE S B AR
KT IR B B R Z AR T i A ) 7 B
W, AT AF7E R REWEIEZ A PR RZ4E
T LR A S R AR B R S, LA A RO
HIFE W] — 7 R N T BORE B O R, T RE &
o S 6 B 9y 77 A G 8 S IO A0 ) IR 22 AR A — AR S
A BRGS0 I R S R S 0 4 R B ER B
B B TR T R MR AR A4 T A BOR IR, (R E

AR ARG IZ KE S IRAMAR
4.2 BRBE#EFEZHRTRDGREESIE

AR FNZ W 1 43 Wb HE T BT R 24 0 HE ik L &
B A2 S KA, R I R B TR T
Yrn) BRI R B R OB B I R A
T At H A VB AL 18 M Ak A L AE SR 85 vh
— oA E A R TN EE . i EAEN
4 AR 22 ] 5 R 1l DX #4041 T8 A6 20 358 v At OB 2 5 3
R TIY 0 BT HFRAK DT 5N IK
DEEZFIREEA T

N LA BRSBTS R AE IR BE b AR AE 2 4R
TR A F b R K T5 KA B oK Tk % K &
B 5 2 K B G I B A7 AR, L3 4,

R4 HABERBENTERY

A B BT Y44 PR 5 R R B T B BN
e T Hi 27K AHYFA 0. 11 ~20 ng/L LC - MS/MS [25]
tE b st K A AL AT A 0. 05 ~28 ng/L LC - MS/MS [25]
Lt Kk M FEKFA 0.05 ~8.0 ng/L LC - MS/MS [25]
SUEEE( bk LR A FA I8 0.20 ~0.41 ng/L LC - MS/MS [25]
i b st %K K JEFA K 0.25 ~1.8 ng/L LC - MS/MS [25]
R E b 5t Hh % 7k % B 0.04 ~2.4 ng/L LC - MS/MS [25]

lelEZ:"}T) Hh K AR 0.32 ~2.67 ng/L LC - MS/MS [41]
trE bt V5K AR B H K AT AAA 0.13 ~0.58 ng/L LC - MS/MS [42]
b st V5 K AR E T H K LAY 0.25 ~ 1.9 ng/L LC - MS/MS [42]
LUEE [ V5 7K AL HL T H K M ZEKFA 0.02 ~0.09 ng/L LC - MS/MS [42]
bt V5K AR FLT K KJEHATIE 0.47 ~0.72 ng/L LC - MS/MS [42]
b st V5 K AR EL T H K KJEHs 0.18 ng/L LC - MS/MS [42]
HE A V5 K AR ER T H K AT AR 229 ng/L LC - MS/MS [43]
HEE V5K AL HL T H K AALTT L 63 ng/L LC - MS/MS [43]
2 L V5 KA B K & %1% 3 ng/L LC - MS/MS [43]
PE A 15K AL FL T H K ith 42 74 Ji; 30 ng/L LC - MS/MS [43]

fif 2 ol & Ak SALTT RS 13 ng/L LC - MS/MS (44

fif 24 Tl K HbZE K AR 90 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

faf 2% Tolk gk A (i 4 26 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

fif 24 Tl gk ke 247 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

fif 2% [ Bt & 7K Al 1 472 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

fif 22 152 B K 7K AALTT Y FA 301 ng/T LC - MS/MS [44]

fif 2% [ 5 1% 7K KIEM Tz 1918 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

fif 24 % g 1A 7K KB 545 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

fif = % B 1 7K 2 25 8 41 ng/L LC - MS/MS [44]

Bt 3 BT B AR A W K Jie , 6 T R4 KA rpof
Bz A R, B RGN fe 2 0 AR T BRI
LC - MS/MS, Chang %™ fifi Ff LC - MS/MS, 7£dt
S DXRT K A TR G 5 e T R T KR,
rpRT R AL A AT AL Y JOT R B g ) 3k 20 A
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