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Abstract: To explore the combined effects of environmental radio-frequency (RF) field and X-ray,
mouse spermatocyte-derived (GC-1) cells were exposed to 1950 MHz RF field at specific absorption
rate (SAR) of 3 W/kg for 24 h combined with or without X-ray irradiation at 6 Gy. After treatment, the
cell proliferation level was determined by 3-(4,5-dimethyl-2-thiazolyl)-2,5-diphenyl-2-H-tetrazolium
bromide (MTT) Assay and 5-Bromo-2-deoxy Uridine (BrdU) enzyme linked immunosorbent (ELISA)
Assay. The apoptosis level was detected by annexin V flow cytometry assay, transferase-mediated
deoxyuridine triphosphate-biotin nick end labeling (TUNEL) Assay and Caspase-3 Activity Assay.
It was found that the proliferation and apoptosis level did not change in GC-1 cells after RF exposure
alone. However, compared with the X-ray group, the proliferation level significantly decreased and
the apoptotic rate significantly increased in the RF+X-ray group. Moreover, a significant decrease
in Bcl-2 protein expression and increase in Bax protein expression were observed. The findings
suggested that RF exposure at SAR of 3 W/kg did not affect apoptosis and proliferation in GC-1 cells
by itself, but that it did enhance the effects of X-ray induced proliferation inhibition and apoptosis,
in which B-cell lymphoma-2 (Bcl-2) and Bcl-2 associated X protein (Bax) might be involved.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, the mobile phone has become one of the most indispensable communication tools.
Accordingly, people are exposed to a complex environment of mobile phone-based radio-frequency (RF)
field either with or without other radiation, for example X-ray. Besides possible carcinogenic effects,
an association between mobile phone-based RF field and male reproduction has also been suggested
because of the gradually increased incidence of infertility among men using mobile phones [1,2].
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Some epidemiological studies suggest a possible link between the use of mobile phones and
the decreased semen quality parameters [1,3], but the results are not consistent [4,5]. There is also
some experimental evidence that exposures to RF field may lead to alteration of testes histology and
disrupted spermatogenesis, but the results are also conflicting. An in vitro study reported that the
RF field emitted by mobile phones decreased human sperm motility [6]. In addition, an obvious
decrease in weight of the epididymis and seminal vesicles, seminiferous tubules diameter and tunica
albuginea thickness, as well as an increase in head defects of sperm were reported after exposing rats
to 2.4 GHz RF emitted from wireless fidelity (Wi-Fi) [7], which is consistent with an investigation
by Tas et al. using a 900 MHz RF radiation emitted from a global system for mobile communication
(GSM) signal generator [8]. Moreover, exposing male rats to 10 GHz microwave radiation showed
a significant change in the level of reactive oxygen species (ROS), histone kinase, apoptotic cells, and
percentage of G(2)/M transition phase of spermatozoa cell cycle [9]. In addition, RF field of 1800 MHz
also increases in the generation of ROS, which may produce genotoxicity through oxidative DNA
base damage in male germ cells [10]. However, investigations with no adverse effects were also
reported. For instance, simultaneous exposure to code division multiple access (CDMA, 849 MHz)
and wideband code division multiple access (WCDMA, 1.95 GHz) RF field at 4.0 W/kg specific
absorption rate (SAR) did not lead to any observable adverse effects on the sperm count, testosterone
concentration, malondialdehyde concentration, stages of spermatogenesis cyclein rats and appearance
of apoptotic cells in testes [11]. Similarly, exposure for 8 weeks to simultaneous CDMA and WCDMA
RF field did not affect the endocrine system since the serum levels of several hormones including
sex hormone were not changed [12]. Moreover, the active (cleaved) caspase-3 levels, a well-known
feature of typical apoptosis, in testes were not affected after exposing to a 900 MHz radiation 2 h/day
(7 days/week) for 10 months [13].

Thus, the inconsistency of the RF effects on the reproduction system needs further studies. It was
reported that the testis was one of the sensitive tissues to ionizing radiation [14] and RF field from
mobile phones [2]. In modern society, people who are receiving radiotherapy, computer tomography
(CT) are subjected to various kinds of ionizing radiations, and X-ray is a commonly used irradiation
type. In addition, clinical radiologists might be subjected to X-ray. Meanwhile, these people are also
sequentially or simultaneously exposed to an environmental RF field from mobile phone or base
stations, or both. However, the combined effects of RF and X-ray have not been reported. Therefore,
in this study, we first investigated the combined effects of a 1950 MHz RF field and X-ray on mouse
spermatocyte-derived (GC-1) cells, which play a crucial role in spermatogenesis.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Cell Culture

BALB/c mouse spermatocyte-derived cell line (GC-1) was obtained from the Department of
Pathophysiology of Fourth Military Medical University (original source-American Type Culture
Collection, Manassas, VA, USA) and cultured at 37 ◦C in a 5% CO2 atmosphere. GC-1 cells were
cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium/F12 1:1 (DMEM/F121:1; Thermo Fisher Scientific,
Waltham, MA, USA) with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS) (HyClone, Logan, UT, USA) and 100 µg/mL
penicillin streptomycin (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA). For all the experiments, 3 mL of
a cell suspension was seeded into 35 mm Petri dishes (NuNc, Manassas, VA, USA) at a density of
1.5 × 104 cells/mL at 24 h prior to RF exposure.

2.2. RF Field and X-ray Exposure

The RF exposure system was purchased from the Foundation for Information Technologies in
Society (IT’IS Foundation, Zurich, Switzerland). The system consists of four parts: a RF generator,
an arbitrary function generator, a narrow band amplifier and two rectangular waveguides. One
waveguide is used for exposure, and the other waveguide is used for sham exposure. Both waveguides
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were placed in a CO2 incubator, the background direct current field and extremely low frequency
electromagnetic field were shielded by the waveguides. The sensors and fans of the exposure system
are connected to a computer that monitors the system during the exposure and maintains a constant
temperature and environment for the waveguides (37 ◦C, 5% CO2/95% atmospheric air). The computer
randomly selects one waveguide for exposure in each trial, and the temperature difference between
the RF exposure and sham chambers does not exceed 0.1 ◦C.

At 24 h after cell seeding, the culture medium was replaced. Dishes were randomly divided
into four groups: sham exposure group, RF group, X-ray group and RF+X group. Cells in the sham
exposure group were placed in one rectangular waveguide which does not generate signal. RF group
cells were placed in another rectangular waveguide which generates continuous Universal Mobile
Telecommunications System (UMTS) signals at 1950 MHz, cells were exposed to RF field for 24 h, and
the SAR was 3 W/kg. Based on previous report, cells in X-ray group were treated with X-ray at a dose
rate of 4.268 Gy/min, and the total dose was 6 Gy, according to previous reports [15,16]. Cells in RF+X
group were exposed to RF field for 24 h, and then treated with X-ray at a dose of 6 Gy. Cells in sham
and RF groups were also transported to the X-ray facility and kept in the same condition but without
X-ray transmission.

2.3. MTT Assay

GC-1 cell proliferation was measured by 3-(4,5-dimethyl-2-thiazolyl)-2,5-diphenyl-2-H-tetrazolium
bromide (MTT) assay at 1d, 2d, 3d and 4d after RF and/or X-ray treatment. The cells were digested
with 0.25% trypsin, and 1 × 103 cells was seeded in 96 well plate in quintuplicate. Before detection,
20 µL MTT (5 mg/mL; Sigma-Aldrich) was added to each well and further incubated for 4 h. Cells
were then solubilized in 150 µL dimethyl sulfoxide (Sigma-Aldrich). The absorbance was obtained
using 96-well spectrophotometer (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). The viability histograms were created
by plotting the average of quintuplicate values calculated by optical measurements at 490 nm.

2.4. BrdU ELISA Assay

5-Bromo-2-deoxy Uridine (BrdU) has been proven to be a suitable marker for proliferating cells
in numerous in vitro studies as well as in vivo studies. In this study, the level of cell proliferation
in GC-1 cells at 3 d after RF and/or X-ray treatment were determined by BrdU enzyme linked
immunosorbent (ELISA) assay kit (Calbiochem Merck, Whitehouse Station, NJ, USA). Briefly, 100 µL
cells at 1 × 105/mL were seeded per well into a 96-well culture dish, and allowed BrdU to label cells
for 24 h in the incubator. After that, anti-BrdU antibody was added and incubated for 1 h at room
temperature, then the reconstituted peroxidase goat anti-mouse immunoglobulin G (IgG) horseradish
peroxidase (HRP) was added to the well. Finally, the absorbance of the reacted product was measured
by using a spectrophotometric plate reader at dual wave lengths of 450–540 nm (Bio-Rad).

2.5. Flow Cytometry Analysis for Apoptosis

An annexin-V-fluorescein isothiocyanate (FITC) kit (BD Pharmingen, San Diego, CA, USA) was
used to detect viable cells (annexin-FITC negative/propidium iodide (PI) negative), early apoptotic
cells (annexin-FITC positive/PI negative), late apoptotic and necrotic cells (annexin-FITC positive/PI
positive) and cells damaged during sample preparation (annexin-FITC negative/PI positive), according
to the manufacture’ instructions. Fluorescence-activated cell sorter (FACS) analysis was performed on
a FACS Calibur flow cytometry (BD Pharmingen, San Diego, CA, USA). GC-1 cells treated with 12 Gy
of X-ray and collected at 3 d after irradiation was used as positive control.

2.6. TUNEL Assay

The apoptosis level of GC-1 cells after RF and/or X-ray treatment was evaluated by the
transferase-mediated deoxyuridine triphosphate-biotin nick end labeling (TUNEL) kit (Roche, Basel,
Switzerland) according to the manufacturer’ instructions. Briefly, GC-1 cells were fixed in 4%
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paraformaldehyde in PBS (pH 7.4) for 10 min at 4 ◦C, after washing with PBS, permeabilization
solution (0.1% Triton X-100 in 0.1% sodium citrate) was added to the cells for 2 min on ice. The TUNEL
reaction mixture (enzyme solution and label solution) was added and the slides were incubated for
60 min at 37 ◦C in a humidified atmosphere in the dark. After that, the cells were washed with PBS,
and then, nuclear counterstaining was performed with 4′,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole dihydrochloride
(DAPI, 0.1µg/mL; Sigma-Aldrich). Finally, the cells were observed and analyzed in a “blinded” fashion
under a fluorescence microscope (Leica Microsystems, Heidelberg, Germany). TUNEL-positive cells
showed green fluorescence. At least a minimum of 500 nuclei from 8 random fields were counted.
The results were expressed as percentage of TUNEL-positive cells.

2.7. Caspase-3 Activity Assay

The activity of Caspase-3 in GC-1 cells after RF and/or X-ray treatment was measured by
a Caspase-3 activity assay kit (Beyotime Institute of Biotechnology, Shanghai, China). The cells
were digested with 0.25% trypsin and then mixed with the cell lysis buffer. After incubating on ice
for 30 min, the cell lysis mixture was centrifuged at 10,000 g at 4 ◦C. The supernatant was used for
caspase-3 activity assay according to manufacturer’s instructions. Colorimetric reaction was measured
at 405 nm in a microtiter plate reader (Bio-Rad).

2.8. Western Blot Analysis and Antibodies

After treatment, cells were washed twice with cold PBS and then pelleted, and then cell lysis reagent
(Sigma-Aldrich) was added to the cell pellet for protein extraction. Protein concentration was determined
by bovine serum albumin (BSA) assay using BSA as the reference, and the absorbance of the reacted
product was measured at wavelength of 540–595 nm. Samples were boiled for 3 min before loading
onto 12% sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS)-polyacrylamide gel. After electrophoresis, the gels were electro
blotted onto a polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF) membranes (Merck Millipore, Whitehouse Station, NJ,
USA). The antibodies used were as follows: anti-Bcl-2 rabbit polyclonal antibody (Abcam, Cambridge,
MA, USA), anti-Bax rabbit polyclonal antibody (Abcam), anti-β-actin rabbit polyclonal antibody (Santa
Cruz Biotechnology Inc., Dallas, TX, USA), and anti-rabbit IgG HRP (Abcam). The blot was visualized
with an enhanced chemiluminescence (ECL) kit (Merck Millipore) and exposed to ECL Hyperfilm.

2.9. Statistical Analysis

All experimental data were expressed as mean± standard deviation (SD). MTT, BrdU and Western
blots data was examined by ANOVA followed by Dunnett-test, and the residuals were verified to
have a near normal distribution. Flow Cytometry Analysis for Apoptosis data was examined by
non-parametric statistical test. All experiments were repeated at least three times on independent
samples. Data analysis was performed using SPSS 17.0 software (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Values
of p less than 0.05 were considered statistically significant.

3. Results

The data presented in Figures 1–6 were mean ± SD from at least 3 independent experiments.
The statistical differences between RF and sham, between X-ray and sham, between X-ray and RF+X-ray
are represented in the Figures.

3.1. Cell Proliferation of GC-1 Cells after Exposure to RF and/or X-ray Determined by MTT Assay

MTT assay showed that there was no difference in cell proliferation level between sham group
and RF group at 1d, 2d and 4d after treatment, on day 3, the cell proliferation level in RF group
slightly decreased(p < 0.05). The cell proliferation level was significantly reduced in the X-ray group at
2d, 3d and 4d after X-ray treatment (p < 0.01) compared with sham group. Moreover, RF exposure
aggravated X-ray-induced cell proliferation inhibition (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Cell proliferation level of GC-1 cells at different time points after treatment with
radio-frequency (RF) and/or X-ray detected by MTT assay. Bars represent the means ± standard
deviation (SD). * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; n ≥ 3; X: X-ray; MTT: 3-(4,5-dimethyl-2-thiazolyl)-2,5-diphenyl-
2-H-tetrazolium bromide.

To confirm the results of MTT assay, BrdU ELISA assay was performed with cells from the same
exposure session. It was shown that there was no difference in cell proliferation level of GC-1 cells
between the sham group and RF group. However, the cell proliferation level was significantly reduced
in the X-ray group compared with the sham group at 3d after X-ray treatment (p < 0.05). Moreover,
RF exposure aggravated X-ray-induced cell proliferation inhibition which is consistent with the results
of MTT assay (Figure 2).

Figure 2. Cell proliferation level of GC-1 cells at 3d after treatment with RF and/or X-ray detected by
bromodeoxyuridine (BrdU) ELISA assay. Bars represent the means ± SD. * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; n ≥ 3;
ELISA: enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay.

3.2. The Apoptosis Level of GC-1 Cells after Exposure to RF and/or X-ray

To investigate the effects of RF exposure combined with X-ray on apoptosis in GC-1 cells, annexin
V flow cytometry assay was performed. Immediately after 24hof exposure to 1950 MHz RF field
and/or X-ray treatment, the number of early apoptotic cells, later apoptotic cells and total apoptotic
cells did not exhibit any obvious changes in comparison with sham exposed cells. However, at 3d after
exposure to X-ray, the number of apoptotic cells significantly increased compared with sham group,
and exposure to a RF field for24 h significantly increased the apoptotic rate induced by X-ray. And at
3d after only exposure to RF field for 24 h, the number of apoptotic cells increased lightly, but did not
show significantly changes compared with sham group (Figure 3).

To confirm the results of flow cytometry, TUNEL assay was performed at 3 d after exposure to RF
and/or X-ray. As shown in Figure 4, few apoptotic cells were found in the sham (3.1% ± 0.5%)
and RF group (3.5% ± 0.4%). However, after X-ray irradiation, the number of apoptotic cells
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obviously increased (13.7% ± 1%). Moreover, RF exposure promoted X-ray-induced cell apoptosis
level (20.1% + 1.5%) (Figure 4).

Figure 3. The apoptotic ratio in GC-1 cells at 3d after treatment with RF and/or X-ray, measured
by Annexin V flow cytometry; * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01; n ≥ 3; FITC-A: fluorescein isothiocyanate-A;
PerCP-Cy5-5-A: peridinin chlorophyll protein-cyanine 5-5-A.

Figure 4. The apoptosis level in GC-1 cells at 3d after treatment with RF and/or X-ray detected by
transferase-mediated deoxyuridine triphosphate-biotin nick end labeling (TUNEL) staining. TUNEL
staining (green) indicates apoptotic nuclei, 4’,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI) counterstaining
(blue) indicates nuclei (Scale bar = 50 µm); Representative images were chosen.
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3.3. The Activity of Caspase-3 in GC-1 Cells after Treatment with RF and/or X-ray

As shown in Figure 5, there was no difference in caspase-3 activity level of GC-1 cells
between sham group and RF group. At 24 h after X-ray irradiation, the activity of caspase-3
increased significantly compared with the sham group (p < 0.05). Moreover, RF exposure promoted
X-ray-induced caspase-3 activation, which was consistent with the results of flow cytometry and
TUNEL assay.

Figure 5. The activity of Caspase-3 in mouse spermatocyte-derived (GC-1) cells after treatment with
RF and/or X-ray. *p < 0.05; n ≥ 3.

3.4. Protein Expression after Treatment with RF and/or X-ray

To explore the mechanisms by which exposure to RF promote X-ray-induced apoptosis, the
expression level of apoptosis-related proteins was examined. As shown in Figure 6, no differences
in Bcl-2 and Bax expression were demonstrable between RF group and sham group. In addition,
the protein expression of Bcl-2 significantly decreased and Bax significantly increased in X-ray
group. Moreover, RF exposure aggravated X-ray-induced Bcl-2 expression inhibition and Bax
expression promotion.

Figure 6. The protein level of apoptosis related genes in GC-1 cells determined by western blot after
treatment with RF and/or X-ray. * p < 0.05; n ≥ 3.
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4. Discussion

Spermatogenesis in testes begins with spermatogonia, which is essential for normal reproductive
function. Moreover, spermatogenesis is susceptive to environmental risk factors, such as irradiation [14]
and RF filed [2]. It was found that the total number of spermatogonia obviously declined after treatment
with 5 Gy of irradiation [17]. The block for spermatogenesis progression and the induced abnormal
sperm after RF exposure were also reported [7,8,18]. Recent study showed that the use of mobile
phone hands-free devices lowered the RF exposure to the brain. Accordingly, it might increase the
RF exposure to the gonads [19]. In addition, as we know, under some conditions, people might be
exposed to both the irradiation and RF field, such as clinical radiologists as well as the patients who
are receiving X-ray radiotherapy, CT or X-ray examination who might encounter X-rays and RF field
emitted from mobile phones. However, the combined effects of RF and X-ray on male reproductive
health have not been reported. In the present study, we performed experiments to detect the possible
impact of RF exposure either with or without X-ray on spermatogonia. Since MTT assay and BrdU
incorporation were widely used to determine cell proliferation [20], we firstly used these two methods
to examine cell proliferation in GC-1 cells after RF exposure with or without X-ray irradiation. It was
found that although RF exposure did not affect the proliferation level in GC-1 cells, it could aggravate
X-ray-induced cell proliferation inhibition, which has not been reported before. Although slight cell
proliferation inhibition was observed in the RF group at day 3 after treatment detected by MTT assay,
BrdU incorporation assay failed to confirm this result. Considering all the data, we do not think that
RF exposure alone could obviously affect cell proliferation in GC-1 cells.

Our next investigation showed that apoptosis was not induced in GC-1 cells after exposure to RF
alone, which was consistent with the report by Dasdag et al. that 2 h/day (7 days/week) exposure
of 900 MHz RF field over a period of 10 months did not induce apoptosis in rat testes [13]. However,
the RF exposure aggravated X-ray-induced apoptosis in GC-1 cells, and this was supported by three
evidences. First, annexin V flow cytometry analysis showed that the percent of apoptotic cells increased
significantly in the RF+X-ray group, compared with the X-ray group. The second evidence came from
TUNEL assay, in which much more DNA fragmentations associated with apoptotic cell death in RF+X
group were detected than that in X-ray group. Similarly, after irradiation of 10 Gy as a single dose
to Wistar albino male rats, the TUNEL-positive cells were frequently detected in spermatogonia [21].
Finally, the increased activity for caspase-3 also supported that RF exposure promoted X-ray-induced
apoptosis in GC-1 cells.

It has been well documented that the genes encoding Bcl-2 and Bax are involved in the process of
apoptosis which is initiated by a death inducing stimulus [22–25]. Cells showing a higher expression of
Bax undergo apoptosis, while those overexpressing Bcl-2 often undergo suppression of apoptosis [26].
In our study, the protein expression of Bcl-2 significantly decreased and Bax significantly increased
in the X-ray group and RF exposure aggravated X-ray-induced Bcl-2 expression inhibition and Bax
expression promotion, which was consistent with the results of apoptosis. These findings indicate that
Bcl-2 and Bax might be involved in the mechanism by which RF exposure aggravates X-ray-induced
apoptosis in GC-1 cells.

Although the combined effects of RF and X-ray on male reproductive health have not been
reported, some researchers have observed the adaptive response of RF in some cell lines. It was
found that pre-exposure to an RF field protected cultured cells from the damaging effects of ionizing
radiation [27,28]. For example, human blood lymphocytes exposed to 1950MHz RF fields resulted
in a resistance to subsequent 1.0 or 1.5 Gy X-irradiation induced DNA damage. However, in this
study, we failed to establish the adaptive effects of 1950MHz RF exposure on 6 Gy X-ray-induced cell
proliferation inhibition and apoptosis in GC-1 cells. The inconsistency of the results might be due to the
different cell types, intensities of RF field and/or X-ray, detected endpoints, etc., in different studies.

Until now, various parameters of RF exposure were used to investigate its biological effects, and
SAR was one of the important parameters of the RF field. In the present study, SAR 3.0 W/kg was
selected based on the 2.0 W/kg limit by the International Commission on Nonionizing Radiation
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Protection (ICNIRP) and Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) [29,30]. After 24 h
SAR 3.0 W/kg RF exposure, the temperature in culture medium increased by less than 0.1 ◦C, which
indicated that no thermal effect was involved in the proliferation inhibition and apoptosis induced by
RF and X-ray treatment. In the present study, only one SAR value (3.0 W/kg) was investigated instead
of a range of SAR values. Whether the enhancement of X-ray induced apoptosis by RF exposure has
the intensity dependence was unknown. Moreover, what is the threshold value of RF field? To answer
these questions, further studies are needed.

5. Conclusions

Although exposure to a RF field alone cannot affect cell proliferation and apoptosis in GC-1 cells,
it could aggravate cell proliferation inhibition and apoptosis induced by X-ray, in which Bcl-2 and Bax
might be involved.

Acknowledgments: This work was supported by Science and Technology Planning Project of Shaanxi Province,
China (2016SF-018), Primary Research and Development Planning Project of Shandong Province (2016GSF201111)
and National Natural Science Foundation of China (31500679).Thank professor Guo-Zhen Guofor providing
valuable advice regarding the experiments and the paper.

Author Contributions: Gui-Rong Ding and Yan Zhou conceptualized the idea for the manuscript and provided
their expertise for components of the manuscript. Ke-Ying Zhang, Hui-Xu, Le Du, Jun-Ling Xing, Bin Zhang
and Qiang-Shan Bai conceived and designed the experiments. Ke-Ying Zhang, Hui-Xu, Le Du, Jun-Ling Xing,
Bin Zhang, Qiang-Shan Bai and Jun-Ping Zhang performed the experiments. Ke-Ying Zhang, Hui-Xu, Yu-Qiao Xu
and Yong-Chun Zhou analyzed the data. All of the authors above participated in the process of manuscript
drafting, manuscript reviewing and revising, and the final manuscript approving as submitted.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Wdowiak, A.; Wdowiak, L.; Wiktor, H. Evaluation of the effect of using mobile phones on male fertility.
Ann. Agric. Environ. Med. 2007, 14, 169–172. [PubMed]

2. La-Vignera, S.; Condorelli, R.A.; Vicari, E.; D’Agata, R.; Calogero, A.E. Effects of the exposure to mobile
phones on male reproduction: A review of the literature. J. Androl. 2012, 33, 350–356. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Agarwal, A.; Deepinder, F.; Sharma, R.K.; Ranga, G.; Li, J. Effect of cell phone usage on semen analysis in
men attending infertility clinic: An observational study. Fertil. Steril. 2008, 89, 124–128. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Gutschi, T.; Mohamad, A.-A.B.; Shamloul, R.; Pummer, K.; Trummer, H. Impact of cell phone use on men’s
semen parameters. Andrologia 2011, 43, 312–316. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Lewis, R.C.; Minguez-Alarcon, L.; Meeker, J.D.; Williams, P.L.; Mezei, G.; Ford, J.B.; Hauser, R.; EARTH
Study Team. Self-reported mobile phone use and semen parameters among men from a fertility clinic.
Reprod. Toxicol. 2016, 67, 42–47. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Erogul, O.; Oztas, E.; Yildirim, I.; Kir, T.; Aydur, E.; Komesli, G.; Irkilata, H.C.; Irmak, M.K.; Peker, A.F.
Effects of electromagnetic radiation from a cellular phone on human sperm motility: An in vitro study.
Arch. Med. Res. 2006, 37, 840–843. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Dasdag, S.; Tas, M.; Akdag, M.Z.; Yegin, K. Effect of long-term exposure of 2.4 GHz radiofrequency radiation
emitted from Wi-Fi equipment on testes functions. Electromagn. Biol. Med. 2015, 34, 37–42. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

8. Tas, M.; Dasdag, S.; Akdag, M.Z.; Cirit, U.; Yegin, K.; Seker, U.; Ozmen, M.F.; Eren, L.B. Long-term effects of
900 MHz radiofrequency radiation emitted from mobile phone on testicular tissue and epididymal semen
quality. Electromagn. Biol. Med. 2014, 33, 216–222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Kumar, S.; Kesari, K.K.; Behari, J. Influence of microwave exposure on fertility of male rats. Fertil. Steril.
2011, 95, 1500–1502. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Liu, C.; Duan, W.; Xu, S.; Chen, C.; He, M.; Zhang, L.; Yu, Z.; Zhou, Z. Exposure to 1800 MHz radiofrequency
electromagnetic radiation induces oxidative DNA base damage in a mouse spermatocyte-derived cell line.
Toxicol. Lett. 2013, 218, 2–9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17655195
http://dx.doi.org/10.2164/jandrol.111.014373
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21799142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2007.01.166
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17482179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0272.2011.01075.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21951197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.reprotox.2016.11.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27838386
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arcmed.2006.05.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16971222
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/15368378.2013.869752
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24460421
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/15368378.2013.801850
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23781998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2010.04.078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20723534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2013.01.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23333639


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2017, 14, 616 10 of 10

11. Lee, H.J.; Jin, Y.B.; Kim, T.H.; Pack, J.K.; Kim, N.; Choi, H.D.; Lee, J.S.; Lee, Y.S. The effects of
simultaneous combined exposure to CDMA and WCDMA electromagnetic fields on rat testicular function.
Bioelectromagnetics 2012, 33, 356–364. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Jin, Y.B.; Choi, H.D.; Kim, B.C.; Pack, J.K.; Kim, N.; Lee, Y.S. Effects of simultaneous combined exposure
to CDMA and WCDMA electromagnetic fields on serum hormone levels in rats. J. Radiat. Res. 2013, 54,
430–437. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Dasdag, S.; Akdag, M.Z.; Ulukaya, E.; Uzunlar, A.K.; Yegin, D. Mobile phone exposure does not induce
apoptosis on spermatogenesis in rats. Arch. Med. Res. 2008, 39, 40–44. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Bonde, J.P. Male reproductive organs are at risk from environmental hazards. Asian J. Androl. 2010, 12,
152–156. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Aghamohammadi, A.; Hosseinimehr, S.J.; Ghasemi, A.; Azadbakht, M.; Pourfallah, T.A. Radiosensitization
Effects of a Zataria multiflora Extract on Human Glioblastoma Cells. Asian Pac. J. Cancer Prev. 2015, 16,
7285–7290. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Zeng, Z.J.; Li, J.H.; Zhang, Y.J.; Zhao, S.T. Optimal combination of radiotherapy and endocrine drugs in
breast cancer treatment. Cancer Radiother. 2013, 17, 208–214. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Hasegawa, M.; Wilson, G.; Russell, L.D.; Meistrich, M.L. Radiation-induced cell death in the mouse testis:
Relationship to apoptosis. Radiat. Res. 1997, 147, 457–467. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Saygin, M.; Asci, H.; Ozmen, O.; Cankara, F.N.; Dincoglu, D.; Ilhan, I. Impact of 2.45 GHz microwave
radiation on the testicular inflammatory pathway biomarkers in young rats: The role of gallic acid.
Environ. Toxicol. 2015. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Kuhn, S.; Cabot, E.; Christ, A.; Capstick, M.; Kuster, N. Assessment of the radio-frequency electromagnetic
fields induced in the human body from mobile phones used with hands-free kits. Phys. Med. Biol. 2009, 54,
5493–5508. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Li, R.; Tang, X.L.; Miao, S.Y.; Zong, S.D.; Wang, L.F. Regulation of the G2/M phase of the cell cycle by sperm
associated antigen 8 (SPAG8) protein. Cell Biochem. Funct. 2009, 27, 264–268. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Kanter, M.; Topcu-Tarladacalisir, Y.; Parlar, S. Antiapoptotic effect of L-carnitine on testicular irradiation in
rats. J. Mol. Histol. 2010, 41, 121–128. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Burrer, C.M.; Foight, G.W.; Keating, A.E.; Chan, G.C. Selective peptide inhibitors of antiapoptotic cellular
and viral Bcl-2 proteins lead to cytochrome C release during latent Kaposi’s sarcoma-associated herpesvirus
infection. Virus Res. 2016, 211, 86–88. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Ryu, B.; Ahn, B.N.; Kang, K.H.; Kim, Y.S.; Li, Y.X.; Kong, C.S.; Kim, S.K.; Kim, D.G. Dioxinodehydroeckol
protects human keratinocyte cells from UVB-induced apoptosis modulated by related genes Bax/Bcl-2 and
caspase pathway. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B 2015, 153, 352–357. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Shalini, S.; Dorstyn, L.; Dawar, S.; Kumar, S. Old, new and emerging functions of caspases. Cell Death Differ.
2015, 22, 526–539. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Thomas, L.W.; Lam, C.; Edwards, S.W. Mcl-1; the molecular regulation of protein function. FEBS Lett. 2010,
584, 2981–2989. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Hassan, M.; Watari, H.; AbuAlmaaty, A.; Ohba, Y.; Sakuragi, N. Apoptosis and molecular targeting therapy
in cancer. Biomed. Res. Int. 2014, 2014, 150845. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Sannino, A.; Zeni, O.; Romeo, S.; Massa, R.; Gialanella, G.; Grossi, G.; Manti, L.; Vijayalaxmi; Scarfi, M.R.
Adaptive response in human blood lymphocytes exposed to non-ionizing radiofrequency fields: Resistance
to ionizing radiation-induced damage. J. Radiat. Res. 2014, 55, 210–217. [CrossRef]

28. Yongxin, J.; Qina, H.; Yulong, S.; Jian, T.; Yi, C. Adaptive response in mouse bone-marrow stromal cells
exposed to 900-MHz radiofrequency fields: Gamma-radiation-induced DNA strand breaks and Repair.
J. Toxicol. Environ. Health A 2016, 79, 419–426. [CrossRef]

29. International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection. Guidelines for limiting exposure to
time-varying electric magnetic and electromagnetic fields (up to 300 GHz). Health Phys. 1998, 74, 494–522.

30. Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers. IEEE Standard for Safety Levels with Respect to Human Exposure to
Radio Frequency Electromagnetic Fields, 3 kHz to 300 GHz; IEEE Std C95.1™-2005; IEEE: New York, NY, USA, 2006.

© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bem.20715
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22012556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rrs120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23239176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arcmed.2007.06.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18067994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/aja.2009.83
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19966832
http://dx.doi.org/10.7314/APJCP.2015.16.16.7285
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26514525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.canrad.2013.01.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23664221
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3579503
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9092926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/tox.22179
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26268881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/54/18/010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19706964
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cbf.1574
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19548270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10735-010-9267-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20446105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2015.10.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26456186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2015.10.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26529485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2014.216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25526085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2010.05.061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20540941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014/150845
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25013758
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rrt106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15287394.2016.1176618
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Culture 
	RF Field and X-ray Exposure 
	MTT Assay 
	BrdU ELISA Assay 
	Flow Cytometry Analysis for Apoptosis 
	TUNEL Assay 
	Caspase-3 Activity Assay 
	Western Blot Analysis and Antibodies 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Cell Proliferation of GC-1 Cells after Exposure to RF and/or X-ray Determined by MTT Assay 
	The Apoptosis Level of GC-1 Cells after Exposure to RF and/or X-ray 
	The Activity of Caspase-3 in GC-1 Cells after Treatment with RF and/or X-ray 
	Protein Expression after Treatment with RF and/or X-ray 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 

