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ABSTRACT 

 

The electric fields (EFs) generated by high-voltage power lines used to transmit electricity among 

cities and villages may have a considerable potential to significantly influence organisms in close 

proximity. This study aims to investigate alternations in Drosophila melanogaster biology and 

behavior following exposure to high EFs. Moreover, the levels of neurochemicals in flies exposed 

to EF were evaluated. A simulation system program was used in the laboratory to generate actual 

EF values in the vicinity of high-voltage power lines. The intensity of EF was adjusted to 12.0 

kV/m and 5.7 kV/m, representing two different distances from a 220 kV power line. Flies were 

exposed to the simulated EFs for 6 days/8 hours a day. The results revealed that near-distance 

exposure to EFs negatively impacted development time, adult emergence, and hatchability rate. In 

behavior, EF exerted profound adverse effects on memory retention, climbing ability, male 

aggression, and adult food consumption. Additionally, near-distance exposure to EFs showed a 

significant increase in the levels of neurotransmitters, dopamine and serotonin. The results provide 

scientific evidence that anthropogenic EFs emitted from the transmission power lines in terrestrial 

habitats can be an environmental stressor potentially affecting the biology, behaviour, and 

neurochemicals of Drosophila. We assume a similar impact of these high EFs on vertebrates 

including humans living near high-voltage power lines. Therefore, the study recommends avoiding 

building under high-voltage lines, and people should reside far away from these lines when 

constructing any facility for humans or living organisms. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

Electric fields (EFs) are naturally occurring elec-

trical charges between the earth’s surface and the outer 

atmosphere. EFs are generated by various sources, 

including a global electric circuit (Adlerman and Willi-

ams, 1996). By the 20
th

 century, the ongoing need for 

electricity has increased. Thus, above-ground high-

voltage transmission power lines are abundant in urban 

and rural areas of developed and developing countries, 

carrying large amounts of electric power. Power lines 

are anthropogenic sources of electric and magnetic 

fields called electromagnetic fields (EMFs) produced 

under and near power lines. Both fields are high around 

a power line and diminish rapidly with distance away 

from the source.  

New high-voltage power lines are introduced into 

the environment as a result of the growing demand for 

electric power supplies. The introduction of such new 

power lines may have a considerable impact on all liv-

ing organisms, including vertebrate and invertebrate 

animals, plants, and residents living nearby (Petri et al., 

2017, Schmiedchen et al., 2018). EMFs produced by 

electric power lines rose clearly in the last five decades 

to become biologically active environmental pollutants 

potentially threatening public health (Levitt et al., 

2022, Thill et al., 2023). Consequently, people who 

live or work near power lines have an increased risk of 

cardiovascular diseases, brain tumors, and childhood  

 

Leukemia (WHO, 2007). 

Relative to the knowledge of the effects of EMFs on 

insects, less is known about the influences of EFs. The 

effects of EFs at different frequencies and intensities 

on adult insect behavior have been observed in both 

field and laboratory studies. Field studies on honey 

bees, Apis mellifera colonies underneath 765 kV power 

lines (EF ca. 7 kV/m) showed an increase in agitation 

at the entrance of the hive besides a decrease in 

foraging rates (Greenberg et al., 1981). Laboratory 

studies have reported that EFs induce several altered 

behavioral responses in insects, including avoidance 

behavior in the cockroach, Periplaneta americana 

(Newland et al., 2008), cigarette beetle, Lasioderma 

serricorne and the fruit fly, Drosophila melanogaster 

(Matsuda et al. 2011), disturbance in the flight 

behavior of the cabbage loopers, Trichoplusia ni 

(Perumpral et al., 1978) and reduced walking activity 

of the ichneumon wasp, Itoplectis conquisitor (Maw, 

1961) and cockroaches (Jackson et al., 2011).  

The effects of EFs on early life history traits and 

reproduction of insects are currently limited. Only, He 

et al. (2016) studied the effects of long-term exposure 

to EF over 30 consecutive generations on the develop-

pment and reproduction of the wheat aphid, Sitobion 

aveanae. They found that exposure exerted adverse 

effects on nymph developmental duration, total long-

evity, and reproductive rate. Maw (1961) reported the 

effect of a weak static field on the oviposition rate of 
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the ichneumon wasp, I. conquisitor.  
 

The impacts of EFs on the physiology and molecular 

biology of insects are poorly understood. Early 

physiological studies reported the effects of EFs on 

metabolic activity, oxygen consumption, and food 

intake in bees, cockroaches, Indian stick insects, and 

wasps (Altmann 1959). A few studies analyzed the 

effects of EFs on insect neurochemicals. The biogenic 

amines serotonin, dopamine, and octopamine are 

neurotransmitters and play a major role in insect beh-

avior and physiology. In Drosophila, they modulate 

circadian rhythms, learning and memory, mating 

behavior, locomotion activity, aggression, and many 

different mechanisms (Monastirioti, 1999, Wolfgang 

and Arnd, 2001, Banu et al., 2023). Newland et al. 

(2015) reported changes in three biogenic amines 

(serotonin, dopamine, and octopamine) levels in Dros-

ophila’s brains after exposure to EFs.  

Acetylcholine is a fast neurotransmitter that med-

iates communication between neurons in synapsis or 

between neurons and muscles to regulate locomotion, 

heartbeat, and other physiological functions in multi-

cellular organisms (Picciotto et al., 2012, Cox et al., 

2020, Showell et al., 2020, Giordani et al., 2023). It 

plays a key role in the cognitive defects associated with 

aging in adult Drosophila (White et al., 2020). Most of 

the previous studies did not comprise modeling of 

high-voltage transmission lines. A simulation model 

power line where EF values were controlled was used 

in this study to determine whether exposure to EFs 

would affect the biology and behavior of Drosophila. 

Furthermore, the potential effect of EF exposure on 

Drosophila’s neurochemicals was assessed. Drosophila 

was used as a model organism to study these effects. 

Drosophila has a great history as a perfect model for 

research. It has simple phenotypes and huge genetics 

available (Hassaneen 2015) and 75% of human disease 

genes (Bier 2005) and 50% of protein sequences 

(Redlarski et al. 2015) are related to its genetic map. 

As a model, Drosophila was investigated to understand 

genes, chromosomes, and mutations (Ashburner and 

Bergman 2005, Yamaguchi 2018). Moreover, many 

different human diseases such as cancer (Mirzoyan et 

al. 2019), infectious diseases (Arch et al., 2022, 

Harnish et al. 2021), and neurological diseases (Suzuki 

et al. 2022) are under study. Therefore, in this study, a 

high-voltage transformer was employed in the 

laboratory to replicate the scenario where individuals 

reside in close proximity to high-voltage transmission 

lines. The outcomes obtained offer insights into the 

potential impacts of exposure to high-voltage 

transmission lines on organisms situated near such 

power lines. 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

 

Fly stocks and rearing conditions 

All experiments were carried out on wild-type 

Drosophila Egyptian strain. The flies were maintained 

in vials (size 100 ml) containing approximately 25 ml 

standard cornmeal-yeast-agar diet consisting of sugar, 

cornmeal, and yeast; 63g of each and 12.5g agar 

dissolved in 1L distilled water. The flies were kept at a 

density of ~ 50 individuals of mixed sex. They were 

raised at 25 ± 2 ºC with 60%-80% RH under a 12:12 

hrs light:dark photoperiod.  
 

Electric field simulation and exposure  

EF generation and simulation need two main steps: 

first, the evaluation of EF in the vicinity of high-

voltage power lines at two distinct positions, and 

second, the simulation of this targeted EF in the labo-

ratory. The EF distribution was evaluated in the vic-

inity of a 220kV above-ground high-voltage transm-

ission power line using the finite element method, as 

shown in Figure (1A). The spacing of the lower high 

voltage line was about 15m from the ground level. EF 

was then plotted from the conductor surface up to the 

ground level, as depicted in Figure 1B. Two different 

separating distances from the high-voltage line were 

considered in the present study: 3 and 12m. EF was 

calculated at these separating distances. At 3 m, it was 

12.0 kV/m; at 12 m, it was 5.7 kV/m.  

A high-voltage module test system (AC module 

system, Type: WBS 5.8/100) was used to simulate the 

actual EF near the high-voltage power lines. The test 

system was designed to produce a continuously vari-

able AC test voltage against the earth using a high-

voltage testing transformer (Figure 2A) operated by the 

control panel shown in Figure (2B). Moreover, the 

exposure test cell where test Drosophila (in glass vials 

containing diet) were placed for exposure was created 

using two copper plates (50×25 cm) with a (15 cm) gap 

distance between them and settled on a wooden frame 

with an electrode to be connected to the transformer 

(Figure 2C). During experiment, the voltage was 

applied to the two parallel copper plates, creating an 

electrical potential difference between them. This 

indicates that no current is flowing between the plates, 

since the medium between the plates is air, which is an 

insulator. Thus, no heat was generated. The simulated 

EF in the laboratory was calculated using the equation: 

V= Ed whereas voltage (V), electric field (E), and 

distance (d). To develop 12.0 kV/m, at a distance of 15 

cm, a voltage of 1800 V (12.0 kV/m) was applied 

across the test cell. Meanwhile, to develop 5.7 kV/m, at 

the same distance (15 cm), a voltage of 850 V (5.7 

kV/m) was applied across the test cell. All experiments 

in the laboratory were conducted under exposure to the 

two primary high electric fields: 5.7 kV/m and 12.0 

kV/m. The control group did not undergo exposure to 

the electric fields (voltage = 0.0 kV/m).  

In actual power line scenarios, the magnetic field 

effect from above-ground high-voltage lines is below 4 

µT (Nichols et al., 2012; Tourab and Babouri, 2016), 

which is significantly lower than the limit set by the 

International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation 

Protection (Tong et al., 2016). Thus, it is believed that 

the magnetic field effect was negligible. Owing to 

these findings, we suppose that the expected influence 

on Drosophila would be due solely to EF exposure. In 

the high-voltage transformer used, there was no current 

flow; therefore, no magnetic field was generated.  
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Figure (1): Electric field exposure system (A) and distribution (B) in the vicinity of 220 kV high voltage transmission line. 
 

 

 
 

Figure (2): Instruments used for measurement the effect of EF on 

Drosophila. A, High voltage transformer generator; B, control 

panel for voltage setting operator device; and C, the exposure 

device test cell with dimensions. 
 

Biological assays 
 

Development time and adult emergence assay  

To determine the effect of EF on the development 

time and adult emergence, 20 early 2
nd

 instar larvae/ 
replicate were randomly collected and placed in vials 

containing a standard diet. This procedure was 

replicated 10 times. The larvae were exposed to 5.7 

kV/m or 12.0 kV/m EF intensity for 6 days/ 8h a day. 

The control groups were at the same condition with no 

voltage (=0.0 kV/m). After exposure, the larvae were 

allowed to complete their development until adult 

emergence under laboratory conditions away from any 

electrical effect. The duration of the larval develo-

pment was determined as the time larvae spent for 

development after exposure whereas; the emergence 

rate was calculated as the proportion of adults that 

emerged out of the exposed larvae. 
 

Female fecundity and egg-hatchability assay  

To track the effect of EFs on Drosophila’s reproduc- 

tive capacity, five virgin females/replicate aged 2-4 

days were collected from rearing vials and divided into 

two red-colored hard agars medium vials designated as 

control and exposed. The females were exposed to 5.7 

or 12 kV/m EFs for 6 days/8 hrs per day. The control 

was kept without any electric exposure (Voltage = 0.0 

kV/m). After that, 7 males (approximately 7 days old) 

were introduced into each female’s vial and allowed to 

mate for 24 hrs. Then, they were transferred to a new 

vial with fresh red medium for 3 successive days for 

egg laying. Eggs were counted after the adults were 

removed from the vial to a new vial with the red media 

for egg-laying. For hatchability, eggs were allowed to 

hatch and develop until the larval stage. Counting was 

achieved when the larvae reached the 3
rd

 instar, 

especially the wandering stage, only to avoid 

miscounting as some larvae may be hidden in the 

medium; the larvae were counted 3 times per vial. This 

procedure was performed 10 times/EF. 
 

Behavioral assays 

The behavioral parameters for aversive learning and 

memory retention, negative geotaxis, aggression, 

courtship, and feeding rate of Drosophila were studied 

after EF exposure.  
 

Learning and memory behaviors  

Drosophila’s learning and memory behaviors were 

determined after exposure of male flies to 5.7 and 12.0 

kV/m for 6 days/8 hrs a day using the idea of engaging 

the positive photo-tactic behavior with an aversive st-

imulation to a bitter taste (Ali et al., 2011). Only one 

choice a fly had to take, to enter the lighted chamber 

with 5M NaCl and be considered as failed, or to avoid 

the bitter taste and enter the dark chamber and be 

considered as passed. After five tries, a typical fly 

would avoid the glowing chamber. Their short-term 

memory was assessed following the learning process to 

determine whether the flies would recall to steer clear 

of the illuminated chamber and toward the darker one. 
 

 

a. Learning 

Ten Drosophila males were placed in vials and 

starved for 3 h to be ready for the aversive taste. After 

starvation, flies were examined first for their sensitivity 

to light to ensure they were positively photo-tactic. 

Each male was transferred to the T-maze in the 

darkness only under the red-light effect, trapped in the 
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dark chamber, and was allowed to acclimate in the 

darkness for 30 seconds. Then, the light source was 

turned on in the lighted chamber and the fly was 

allowed to enter it. If the fly ran to the light chamber 

within 10 seconds, it was considered positively photo-

tactic and was chosen for the test.  

For the aversive phototaxis, a fly was trapped in the 

dark chamber for 30 seconds at the same time a filter 

paper with a 5M NaCl solution was added to the light 

chamber. After the acclimation time, the light was 

turned on and the fly was allowed to enter the chamber. 

One minute later, the fly was tapped back into the dark 

chamber; this procedure trial was repeated 9 times 

(learning training). After learning training, the other 5 

trials were recorded to calculate the learning index. 

When the fly entered the light chamber in 10 seconds; 

this was recorded as a failure. The fly that avoided the 

lighted chamber was recorded as a pass.  
 

b. Memory 

To investigate the memory retention of Drosophila 

males, each trained fly was returned after training to 

food vials for 3 h. Then, the flies were placed again in 

the T-maze for the memory assay, and the other 5 trials 

were tested for short-term memory. The observation 

was recorded as the fly that entered the lighted 

chamber, failed, and that avoided it, passed. 
 

Negative geotaxis (Climbing ability assay) 

Negative geotaxis, scored as the climbing ability of 

male flies exposed to 5.7 and 12 kV/m for 6 days/ 8 h 

per day was carried out based on the protocol described 

by Nichols et al. (2012). In each experiment, ten males 

were transferred to a ring apparatus which consisted of 

five glass cylinders (replicates) enclosed inside a 

wooden frame. The flies were left to accommodate for 

a minute. After that, the apparatus was tapped down 

strongly three times on the bench surface to locate the 

flies at the bottom of the cylinders forcedly. The flies 

were allowed to climb the cylinder wall. Vertical 

positioning of the flies ‘climbers’ in the cylinder was 

recorded after five seconds of tapping. A screenshot 

photo was taken from the video recording for the 

apparatus to easily analyze and measure the climbing 

distance of flies in each cylinder. All photos were 

analyzed, and the negative geotaxis was calculated by 

measuring the average distance that flies climbed in 

centimeters (cm) by five seconds. Image J software 

program (Schneider et al., 2012) was used to determine 

the distance flies climbed five seconds post-tapping.  
 

Selection of mate (Courtship assay)  
 

The ability of males to court and the acceptance of 

females to the competition between males till a 

successful copulation were tested in this experiment. 

Virgin males and females Drosophila (up to 8 h post-

emergence) were sexed and separated into two vials 

based on gender. After 2-4 days of emergence, the 

separated adults were exposed to 5.7 or 12 kV/m for 6 

days/8 h a day. The control flies were exposed to 0.0 

kV/m EF. After exposure, each female was placed 

without anesthetizing in a test chamber with two males 

for ten replicates/EF. Flies were observed till succe-

ssful copulation. The courtship index was calculated 

according to Nichols et al. (2012) as the time spent in 

courting was divided by the total time until copulation.  
 

Male aggression  

To determine the effect of EF exposure on male 

Drosophila’s aggressive behavior, the protocol of Sahu 

et al. (2020) was adopted. Eight males (2-4 days old) 

were exposed to voltage levels of 5.7 and 12 kV/m for 

6 days/8 h per day in 10 replicates/EF. After exposure, 

males were placed in empty vials without food for 2 h 

to encourage aggressive behavior then, flies were 

transferred to a transparent cubical test chamber (2 cm 

in size) containing a small drop of food (standard 

medium). The small size of the chamber and the small 

drop of food after starvation were both stimulants for 

male aggression. The control groups were exposed to 0 

kV/m EF. Males were observed for five minutes and 

aggressive behaviors like chasing; kicking, boxing, and 

wing threats were counted and recorded. 
 

Adult feeding rate  
 

To clarify whether the feeding rate of adult 

Drosophila could be affected by EF, mixed adult 

populations of 10 males and 10 females (2-4 days old) 

were collected and exposed to either 5.7 or 12 kV/m 

EF intensities for 6 days/8 h a day. The control groups 

were exposed to 0.0 kV/m EF. To calculate the feeding 

rate of adults in the exposed or control flies, a capillary 

feeder (CAFE) was adopted as described by Diege-

lmann et al. (2017). In brief, adults were kept in vials 

and starved for 3 hrs. Then, they were transferred to 

test vials; each vial contained six capillaries with 10µL 

liquid food consisting of sugar, yellow cornmeal, and 

yeast. Six grams of each was dissolved in 100 mL 

distilled water and 2 mL of red dye was added. Adults 

were kept in the vials for 24 hrs in the previously 

mentioned laboratory conditions. To avoid the evap-

oration factor, three reference vials with the capillaries 

and without the flies were kept at the same conditions 

to calculate the evaporation rate. Subsequently, the 

capillaries were labeled with a marker pen at the start 

of the liquid food level (m beginning) and at the end of 

the 24 hrs experiment (m end).The distance between 

the two marks was measured using a ruler to calculate 

the food uptake as the following equation: 
 

Food uptake (µL) =
measured distance (mm)

5.4 (mm)
 

 

Where, the capillary was 89 mm long and contained 

10μL of food solution. A 5.4 mm decrease in the 

meniscus reflected the uptake of 1μL solution. 

To calculate the food consumption/fly, the mean of 

the three capillaries of the reference vials was excluded 

according to the following equation: 
 

Food consumption/fly= 
Food uptake (µL) − Evaporation loss ((µL) 

Total number of flies in the vial
 

 

Determination of acetylcholine, dopamine, and 

serotonin levels 
 

The levels of acetylcholine, dopamine, and serotonin 

were measured in the whole body of the adult male 
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Drosophila after exposure to EF 12.0 kV/m for 6 

days/8 hrs a day as a confirmatory experiment. 100 

Adults per replicate were collected, freezed, and 

homogenized in acetonitrile:methanol (75:25) and 

centrifuged at 4°C for 30 min at 4500 rpm. This was 

replicated three times. After the centrifugation, the 

supernatant was collected. Acetylcholine, dopamine, 

and serotonin measurements were determined using the 

high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) 

system. The performance consisted of a pump (Thermo 

Ulti-mate 3000), a column (SVEA-RP-C18gold, sized; 

5µm 250×4.6mm-NANOLOGICA-Sweden), and an 

associated DELL-compatible computer supported with 

Cromelion7 interpretation program. A diode array 

detector DAD-3000 was used. A volume of 20 μL was 

injected into the column in an isocratic mode as mobile 

phase was 0.05 M Potassium dihydrogen phosphate 

buffer (KH2PO4): Acetonitrile (90:10 v/v). Samples 

and standard solutions, as well as the mobile phase 

were degassed and filtered through a 0.45 µm 

membrane filter (Millipore) and sonicated 15 minutes 

before use. The flow rate was held at 1.0 ml/min. The 

column was kept at 30°C. The identification of the 

compounds was done by comparing their retention time 

and UV absorption spectrum at 325 nm with those of 

the standards. All standards were purchased from 

Sigma-Aldrich.  
 

Statistical analysis 

All response variables were checked for normality 

by the Anderson-Darling test and homogeneity of 

variances by Bartlett’s test. Count data were trans-

formed into LOG, while proportions were transformed 

using ARC.SIN (SQRT). Normally distributed varia-

bles were presented as mean ±standard deviation 

(M±SD), while non-normally-distributed variables 

were presented as Min-Max values with a median line. 

To compare the two high voltages used, 5.7 and 12.0 

kV/m, we ran two control groups at 0.0 kV/m. 

However, we found it more convenient to combine the 

data of the two controls in one group for better 

presentation and easy comparison since there was no 

significant difference between them. One-way 

ANOVA and Kruskal-Wallis accompanied by Tukey 

multiple-comparison or Dunn Multiple Range test were 

used to compare the groups tested. An unpaired t-test 

was used to compare two-group data, based on 

normality. Statistical analysis was performed using 

GraphPad Prism 9.0.2 for Windows, GraphPad Soft-

ware, San Diego, California USA (www.graph-

pad.com) or SAS 9.1 (SAS Institute, Cary NC). 
 

RESULTS 
 

Biological studies 
 

Development time and emergence rate  

The Welch’s ANOVA showed that the development 

time of Drosophila was significantly affected by 

exposure (F 2,19.17 = 12.09, p =0.0004). Dunnett’s Mult-

iple Range tests revealed that the observed difference 

was only at the 12 kV/m exposure (p ≤0.0001), where 

the exposed larvae needed more time (14.57 ±0.33 day) 

for development compared with the control (13.35 

±0.81 day) (Figure 3A). However, the development of 

larvae (14.22 ±1.17 day) exposed to 5.7 kV/m did not 

show a significant difference when compared with the 

control insects. Furthermore, one-way ANOVA of 

adult emergence showed significant differences among 

means due to EF exposure (F 2,37 = 10.03, p =0.0003). 

The Tukey multiple comparison tests clarified that the 

adult emergence rate (0.74 ±0.1) exposed as larvae to 

12.0 kV/m was lower (p =0.0007) than the controls 

(0.92 ±0.06). Upon comparing both exposed groups, 

the multiple comparisons revealed that the emergence 

rate of Drosophila exposed to 12.0 kV/m was signify-

cantly lower (p =0.001) compared to those exposed to 

5.7 kV/m (0.91 ±0.13). No significant difference was 

observed when comparing the controls with those 

exposed to 5.7 kV/m (Figure 3B). 
 

Female fecundity and egg-hatchability  

Female Drosophila’s fecundity was not affected by 

EF high-voltage exposure for 6 days/8 hrs a day as 

reported by one-way ANOVA results (F1,37 = 2.219, p 

=0.123). The female fecundity was 13.7 ±2.85, 11.5 

±2.84, and 13.5 ±2.91 eggs/female/day in the controls, 

insects exposed to 5.7 kV/m and 12.0 kV/m, respe-

cttively (Figure 4A). In pairwise comparisons, there 

was no significant difference between those groups. 

The egg hatchability was affected by EFs. The 

results of one-way ANOVA revealed that the exposure 

induced a highly significant difference among means 

(F1,36 = 9.851, p =0.00004) (Figure 4B). The Tukey 

multiple tests indicated that the flies exposed to 5.7 

kV/m had less (p =0.0007) hatchability rate (0.63 

±0.14) than those in the control (0.83 ±0.14). Pecul-

iarly, the exposure to 12.0 kV/m significantly (p 

=0.0015) increased the egg hatchability rate (0.84 

±0.07) again when compared with those exposed to 5.7 

kV/m. However, there was no significant difference (p 

≥ 0.05) between the means of the exposed group at 12 

kV/m and the control groups at 12.0 kV/m (Figure 4B). 
 

 

Behavioral studies 

Aversive learning and memory retention rate 
 

Kruskal-Wallis test showed no significant effect of 

EF exposure (H(3)=3.2, p =0.2) on the aversive 

learning rate of males. Moreover, the pairwise comp-

arison (Dunn multiple test) between the tested groups 

did not reveal any significant difference (Figure 5A). 

How-ever, the memory retention rate of the same tested 

male flies was significantly affected by the exposure 

(H(3)= 8.85, p =0.012) (Kruskal-Wallis test). The 

multiple comparisons (Dunn test) revealed males 

exposed to the high voltage of 12 kV/m showed more 

deficiency (p =0.01) in the memory retention rate (0.3 

Median) than the control (0.8 Median). However, the 

flies exposed to 5.7 kV/m showed non-significant 

differences when compared with those in the control or 

exposed to 12.0 kV/m (Figure 5B).  
 

Negative geotaxis 

Kruskal-Wallis test indicated that EF exposure 

influenced (H(3)=11.8, p =0.0003) the climbing ability 

of males (Figure 6A). Dunn Multiple tests indicated 

that flies exposed to 12 kV/m showed significantly (p 

=0.018, p =0.0003) reduced climbing ability (4.87cm/5 
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Figure (3): Larval development time (A) and adult emergence rate (B) of Drosophila melanogaster after exposure to electric field at 5.7 and 12 kV/m. 
One-way ANOVA results indicated that there is a significant difference among means at p < 0.05; ns, refers to a non-significant difference between 

means at p ≥ 0.05, while (**) and (***) refer to a significant difference between means at p < 0.01 and p < 0.001, respectively (Dunnett’s T3 multiple 

or Tukey test). n=10. 
 
 

 

 
 

Figure (4): Female fecundity (A) and egg-hatchability (B) of Drosophila melanogaster after exposure to an electric field at 5.7 or 12.0 kV/m. One-way 

ANOVA revealed non-significant differences among means at p ≥ 0.05 in the female fecundity, whereas revealed a significant difference among 

means due to EF at p < 0.05 in egg-hatchability. (ns) refers to a non-significant difference between means at p ≥ 0.05. while (** & ***) refer to 
significant differences among means at p ≤0.01 & ≤0.001, respectively (Tukey multiple-test), n=10. 

 

 

 
 

Figure (5): Aversive learning rate (A) and memory retention rate (B) of Drosophila melanogaster males after exposure to the electric field at 5.7 or 

12.0 kV/m. Kruskal-Wallis test revealed non-significant differences among means at p ≥ 0.05 in (a). (ns) refers to a non-significant difference 

between means at p ≥ 0.05, while (*) refers to a significant difference between means at p≤ 0.05 (Drunken  Multiple Range test). Values are 
presented as Min – Max with a Median line, n=10. 
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sec., Median) than those in the control (7.22 cm/5 sec., 

Median) and those exposed to 5.7 kV/m (7.49 cm/5 

sec., Median), respectively.  
 

Selection of mate (Courtship) 

There were no significant differences in the court-

ship index of flies due to the EF exposure (one-way. 

ANOVA, F1,37 =2.93, p =0.066). The changes between 

the means (0.77 ±0.08, 0.83 ±0.11, and 0.73 ±0.08) of 

the control, exposed to 5.7 and 12 kV/m groups did not 

show any significant differences (Figure 6B). 
 

Male aggression 

The evaluated parameters of male Drosophila’s 

aggressive behavior were kicking, wing threats, and 

chasing. EF exposure resulted in significant changes in 

aggressive male activity (F1,37 =5.47, p =0.008) (Figure 

7A). This was evident by the observation that only 

males exposed to 12.0 kV/m had significantly (p = 

0.014) reduced aggressive (31.9 ±8.07) behavior than 

unexposed males (41.3 ±8.27). Meanwhile, the 

aggression of males (33.9 ±8.13) exposed to 5.7 kV/m 

did not differ from the control groups. 
 

Adult feeding rate  

The results of one-way ANOVA indicated 

significant changes (F 1,37 = 7.4, p =0.002) in the food 

consumption rates following EF exposure (Figure 7B). 

It was observed that the Tukey multiple tests clarified 

that the food consumption rate of adults exposed to 

12.0 kV/m (1.29 ±0.23) was significantly (p = 0.025) 

lower than the control (1.56 ±0.27) and those exposed 

to 5.7 kV/m (1.71 ±0.21) (Figure 7B). 
 

Acetylcholine, dopamine, and serotonin levels 
 

Exposure to EF at an intensity of 12.0 kV/m for 6 

days/8 h a day did not cause a statistically significant 

change in the acetylcholine level in the exposed male’s 

bodies (t = 0.91, df = 4, p= 0.415) compared with the 

control groups; 137.0 ±8.35 µg/ml and 122.67 ±26 

µg/ml, respectively (Figure 8). By contrast, dopamine 

and serotonin levels showed significant differences 

compared with the control groups.  
 

Dopamine level measured in the exposed flies was 

significantly elevated (94.2 ±3.37 µg/ml) compared to 

the control group (37.87 ±1.5 µg/ml). Additionally, 

serotonin levels were higher in the exposed groups 

(1025 ±36.5 µg/ml) than in the control flies (830.9 

±±76.27 µg/ml). The unpaired t-test analysis was t = 

26.44, df = 4, p ≤0.0001 and t = 3.98, df = 4, p =0.016 

for both the dopamine and serotonin levels, 

respectively, equivalent to 5.7 kV/m, and another 

voltage, 1800 V, as a simulation for 12.0 kV/m.  

 

 
 

Figure (6): The negative geotaxis (A) and courtship index (B) of Drosophila melanogaster males after exposure to an electric field (5.7 or 12.0 kV/m). 

Kruskal-Wallis test indicated significant differences among groups in (A). One-way ANOVA indicated that there is a significant difference among 

means at p ≤0.05; ns, refers to a non-significant difference between means at p ≥ 0.05; while (* & **) refer to significant differences between means 
at p ≤ 0.05 & ≤ 0.01, respectively (Dunn multiple Range tests), n =5 in (A) and 10 in (B). 
 

 
 

Figure (7): The aggressive activity of males (A) and food consumption of Drosophila melanogaster adults (B) after exposure to two high electric 

fields 5.7 or 12.0 kV/m. One-way ANOVA indicated that there were significant differences among means at p ≤ 0.05; ns, refers to a non-

significant difference between means at p ≥ 0.05; while (* & **) refers to a significant difference between means at p ≤ 0.05 and ≤ 0.01, 

respectively (Tukey multiple tests), n=10. 
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Figure (8): The acetylcholine, dopamine, and serotonin levels in 

Drosophila melanogaster males’ bodies after exposure to an electric 
field (12.0 kV/m). An unpaired t-test was used to compare the 

control and exposed groups. ns,  refers to a non-significant difference 

between means at p ≥ 0.05; (* & ***) refer to significant differences 

between means at p ≤0.05 and ≤ 0.0001, respectively. n = 3. 
 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

This study aimed to evaluate the effect of EF generated 

from the power lines on Drosophila as a model 

organism. Two high voltages were chosen for expo-

sure to be simulated in the laboratory: 850 V, equiva-

lent to 5.7 kV/m, and another voltage, 1800 V, as a 

simulation for 12.0 kV/m. 

The development time of Drosophila was found to 

be affected by EF exposure. Exposure of Drosophila 

larvae to the highest EF 12.0 kV/m increased the 

developmental time compared to control groups. 

Meanwhile, no increase in development was observed 

by exposure to 5.7 kV/m. This result agrees with other 

researchers who documented clear developmental 

deviations. For instance, He et al. (2016) reported that 

the long-term exposure of the wheat aphid, S. avenae to  

static EFs at intensities of 200, 400, or 600 kV/m 

prolonged the developmental duration. Otherwise, the 

emergence rate of Drosophila herein was affected 

when exposed to different EFs; the stronger the EF, the 

greater the effect.  

The reproductive success of insects includes two 

measures: fecundity and egg-hatching. The present 

results showed that female Drosophila’s fecundity 

exposed to 5.7 or 12 kV/m was not affected. In 

contrast, Levengood and Shinkle (1960) reported that 

the progeny yields of cultures of Drosophila in an EF 

were higher than that in control groups. Similarly, 

Panagopoulos (2015) noticed an increase in 

Drosophila’s reproductive capacity by 30% following 

exposure to different EF intensities of 100, 200, 300, 

and 400 kV/m. However, Edwards (1961) observed 

that the geometrid moth, Nepytia phantasmaria 

females laid fewer eggs when exposed to an 

experimental EF magnitude of 18.0 kV/m. The 

contrasting results of these studies on reproductive 

behavior may have been due to the large range of 

applied EF strengths, exposure duration, stage, and 

kind of insect species studied. In the current study, 

exposure to the high EF of 5.7 kV/m significantly 

decreased the egg-hatchability of Drosophila. This may 

reflect that the EF could not affect the gonads but may 

impair the hatching ability. In this instance, EF 

exposure may impact some traits and enhance others 

(Pall, 2013). 

The results indicated that the exposure of male 

Drosophila to EF at 12 kV/m (8 hrs daily for 6 days) 

caused a significant reduction in memory retention 

rate. In contrast, there was no change in male aversive 

learning.  Little is known about insect aversive lear-

ning, and how it is affected by EFs and EMFs. 

Shepherd et al. (2019) reported that short-term exp-

osure to 50 Hz extremely low-frequency EMFs, red-

uced the aversive learning performance of the 

honeybee, A. mellifera, by over 20%. This means that 

aversive learning depends on exposure duration, type, 

and strength of exposure as well as differences among 

insect species. Neural control plays another vital role in 

aversive learning behavior and memory retrieval 

(Schwaerzel et al., 2003, Schroll et al., 2006, Masek et  

al., 2015). This could mean that EF as an environ-

mental stressor affected the neural pathway that 

controls the memory retention rate and not the aversive 

learning. Reduction in memory retention could be 

detrimental to Drosophila’s survival. 
 

The results of this study demonstrated that negative 

geotaxis in Drosophila males was disrupted by EF 

exposure at 12.0 kV/m. These findings support 

previous observations. For example, Watson (1984) 

showed that Drosophila’s walking ability was correl-

ated with EF strength. Moreover, studies on A. melli-

fera exposed to EF of 150 kV/m led to vibrations of 

wings and antennae. By increasing the field strength up 

to 300 kV/m, bees appeared to have difficulty in 

walking (Bindokas et al., 1989). The result strongly 

suggests that naturally existing EF could adversely 

impact the geotaxis behavior of animals on Earth.  
 

The courtship index depends mainly on the courting 

time spent by males. Its calculation in the normal wild-

type Drosophila is usually in the range of 0.6-0.8 

(Nichols et al., 2012). Nevertheless, there was no 

statistically significant change in the courtship index of 

the pairs exposed to 5.7 or 12 kV/m compared with 

those in the control. This behavior was found to be 

controlled by sensation (Greenspan and Ferveur, 2000, 

Villella and Hall, 2008, Nichols et al., 2012) and motor 

(Becnel et al., 2011). It became clear that EF did not 

affect this behavior. 

Aggressive behavior between conspecifics is 

common for gaining access to desirable resources such 

as territory, food, and mates. Hence, aggression is 

critical for determining individual success. Both male 

and female Drosophila display aggressive behavior 

toward individuals of the same sex. In males, wing 

threats and boxing participate either in the establish-

ment or in the maintenance of dominance (Simon and 

Heberlein, 2020, Legros et al., 2021). Fights can 

escalate to include boxing, holding, and tussling 

(Fernandez et al., 2022). The results showed that EF 

treatments resulted in a significantly reduced aggressi-

veness of male Drosophila upon exposure to 12.0 



Effect of EF from power lines on Drosophila 

59 

 

kV/m. This may be because the high voltage reduces 

locomotion and movements. This result could be 

inferred by the results of the negative geotaxis and the 

aggression. The EF of the higher strength (12.0 kV/m) 

impacted the male Drosophila’s motor control. 

The exposure of Drosophila adults to EF at 12.0 

kV/m reduced food consumption. The higher the EF 

intensity, the stronger the observed effect. Decreased  

food intake was found in bees during exposure to 

extremely low-frequency EMFs (Shepherd et al., 

2018). Drosophila adults were challenged to climb to 

the capillary and feed upside-down. In this assay, the 

motor and muscular control must facilitate that feeding 

way. It is well-known that muscles control the stand of 

the fly for a long time. So, if there is any motor control 

deficiency, feeding reduction could happen (Banu et 

al., 2023). Therefore, EF of the higher strength (12.0 

kV/m) impacted the ability of flies to stand on the 

capillary and compete to feed for the 24-hrs time 

allowed. Furthermore, this study showed changes in 

Drosophila’s behavior only under the influence of 12.0 

kV/m EF. Therefore, it was important to compare these 

changes with the activities of neurochemicals that 

control behavior in Drosophila. Acetylcholine is 

known as a neurotransmitter that modulates physio-

logical activities (Giordani et al., 2023). Exposure to 

12.0 kV/m voltage did not affect the acetylcholine level 

in Drosophila. One possibility is that the strength of 

the voltage was not strong enough to exert change in 

the acetylcholine level in Drosophila.  

The results demonstrated that flies exposed to 12.0 

kV/m EF for 6 days/8 hrs a day, exhibited increased 

dopamine and serotonin levels compared with the 

control flies. However, Newland et al. (2015) reported 

a significant decrease in dopamine levels in the heads 

of flies exposed to an electric field (EF) of 70 kV/m for 

4, 24, and 72 hours, while serotonin levels showed only 

a slight decrease. The discrepancy between our results 

and those of Newland and colleagues may be attributed 

to variations in experimental conditions, including 

differences in EF strength levels, exposure durations, 

and the specific insect tissue analyzed. In Drosophila, 

dopamine is known to play multiple vital roles in 

regulating aversive learning and memory, motor func-

tions, aggression, courtship, and sexual behavioral 

patterns, as well as appetite or motivation to feed (Nec-

kameyer, 1998, Monastirioti, 1999, Stevenson et al., 

2000, Kume et al., 2005, Pizzo et al., 2013, Waddell, 

2013, Yamamoto and Seto, 2014, Shepherd et al., 

2019).  
 

In the present study, dopamine levels were 

significantly elevated in EF-exposed male flies, which 

could explain the observed reduction in memory 

retention rate. Zhang et al. (2008) confirmed that elev-

ated dopamine levels induced memory impairment in 

Drosophila. Nevertheless, the role of dopamine in 

memory was debated; both increased and reduced 

dopamine levels negatively affect memory acquisition 

and retention in Drosophila (Kim et al., 2007, 

Yamamoto and Seto, 2014).  
 

Otherwise, sexual behaviors in Drosophila are 

characterized by male movements, “courtship dance” 

and female acceptance. Dopamine is essential for 

normal female sexual receptivity and male courtship 

rituals (Neckameyer, 1998). Therefore, the increased 

dopamine levels may decrease successful mating 

(Andretic et al., 2005, Chang et al., 2006). Dopamine 

plays a  modulatory role in how Drosophila locom-

otion is maintained (Pizzo et al., 2013) including the 

baseline locomotion and the touch response circuits 

(Simon et al., 2009).   

In the present study, EF exposure increased the level 

of dopamine, which in turn induced climbing disability 

in flies that appeared as a decline in the negative 

geotaxis. Dopamine has been linked to aggression in 

Drosophila (Stevenson et al., 2000, Chen et al., 2002, 

Johnson et al., 2009, Alekseyenko et al., 2014). The 

results showed that exposure to EF at 12.0 kV/m 

dramatically reduced aggressive interactions in male 

flies. So, the observed increase in dopamine levels 

could explain the adverse effect on aggressive behavior 

which is important in mate competition, and most 

likely insect fitness. 
 

Serotonin is involved in the regulation of feeding 

nutrient intake and digestion in many animals. It has 

been proven to control hunger and satiety and modulate 

specific aspects of feeding in different invertebrate 

phyla (Tierney, 2020). The results of many different 

approaches support the idea that serotonin suppresses 

feeding (Pooryasin and Fiala, 2015) and foraging 

honeybees (French et al., 2014). In agreement to these 

studies, our results support that the increase in 

serotonin levels in EF-exposed flies generally may 

decrease feeding or consumption in Drosophila.  
 

Based on the previous results, exposure to EF of the 

high voltage affects Drosophila biogenic amine levels 

which control many different behavioral and biological 

traits. The negative effect was observed in develop-

ment time, adult emergence, hatchability, memory, 

climbing ability, male aggression, and adult food 

consumption. A lesson could be learned to understand 

the similar effects on humans and many other 

organisms. The high-voltage transmission power lines 

could have an impact on the population’s health. Future 

studies should focus on the biochemical and molecular 

aspects underlying these effects in Drosophila or other 

animal models.   
 

CONCLUSION 
 

Our study investigated the effect of the electric field 

generated by high voltage power lines on the biology 

and behavior of the fruit fly, D. melanogaster. The 

results revealed significant alterations in neurotra-

nsmitter levels, particularly dopamine and serotonin in 

flies exposed to the high EF strength. The observed 

increase in dopamine and serotonin levels suggests a 

potential impact of EF exposure on relevant activities 

and behaviors in the fruit flies. Furthermore, our 

findings along with prior research highlight the 

importance of considering experimental variables such 

as EF strength levels, exposure times, and tissue 

specificity when studying the biological responses of 
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insects to electric fields. Overall, our study contributes 

valuable insights into the potential effects of electric 

fields on the physiology and behavior of D. 

melanogaster, emphasizing the need for further 

research to elucidate the underlying mechanisms and 

implications for insect populations in proximity to high 

voltage power lines. 
 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
 

The authors have no relevant financial or non-

financial interests to disclose. 
 
 

ETHICS APPROVAL 
 

All protocols used in this study were approved by 

the Faculty of Science Ethics Committee, Tanta 

University, Egypt (Code: IACUC-SCI-TU-0135).  
 

AUTHORS’ CONTRIBUTIONS 
 

WSM and DAM contributed to the study conception 

and design. Material preparation, data collection, and 

analysis were performed by DHE, DAM, and WSM. 

The draft of the manuscript was written by DHE. 

WSM, DAM, EAN, and AIS revised the manuscript. 

All authors read and approved the final manuscript. 
 

AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND MATERIALS 
 

The data that support the findings of this study are 

available from the corresponding author, upon 

reasonable request. 

 

REFERENCES 

 

ADLERMAN, E.J., AND E.R. WILLIAMS. 1996. 

Seasonal variation of the global electrical circuit. 

Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 

101: 29679-29688. 

ALEKSEYENKO, O.V., Y.-B. CHAN, M. DE LA 

PAZ FERNANDEZ, T. BÜLOW, M.J. PANKR-

ATZ, AND E.A. KRAVITZ. 2014. Single 

serotonergic neurons that modulate aggression in 

Drosophila. Current Biology 24: 2700-2707. 

ALI, Y.O., W. ESCALA, K. RUAN, AND R.G. ZHAI. 

2011. Assaying locomotor, learning, and memory 

deficits in Drosophila models of neurodegeneration. 

Journal of Visualized Experiments 49: e2504. 

ALTMANN, G. 1959. Der Einfluß statischer elekt-

rischer Felder auf den Stoffwechsel der Insekten. 

Zeitschrift für Bienenforschung 4: 199-201. 

ANDRETIC, R., B. VAN SWINDEREN, AND R.J. 

GREENSPAN. 2005. Dopaminergic modulation of 

arousal in Drosophila. Current Biology 15: 1165-

1175. 

ARCH, M., M., VIDAL, R., KOIFFMAN, S.T., MEL-

KIE, AND P.J. CARDONA. 2022. Drosophila mel-

anogaster as a model to study innate immune 

memory. Frontiers in Microbiology, 13, 991678.  

ASHBURNER,  M.,  AND C. M. BERGMAN. 2005. 

Drosophila melanogaster: a case study of a model 

genomic sequence and its consequences. Genome 

Research. 15: 1661-1667. 

BANU, A., S.B. GOWDA, S. SALIM, AND F. 

MOHAMMAD. 2023. Serotonergic control of 

feeding microstructure in Drosophila. Frontiers in 

Behavioral Neuroscience 16:1105579. 

BECNEL, J., O. JOHNSON, J. LUO, D.R. NÄSSEL, 

AND C.D. NICHOLS. 2011. The serotonin 5-HT7-

Dro receptor is expressed in the brain of 

Drosophila, and is essential for normal courtship 

and mating. PLoS One 6: e20800. 

BIER, E. 2005. Drosophila, the golden bug, emerges as 

a tool for human genetics. Nature Reviews Genetics 

6: 9-23. 

BINDOKAS, V.P., J.R. GAUGER, AND B. GREE-

NBERG. 1989. Laboratory investigations of the 

electrical characteristics of honey bees and their 

exposure to intense electric fields. Bioelectro-

magnetics 10: 1-12. 

CHANG, H., A. GRYGORUK, E. BROOKS, L. 

ACKERSON, N. MAIDMENT, R. BAINTON, 

AND D. KRANTZ. 2006. Overexpression of the 

Drosophila vesicular monoamine transporter 

increases motor activity and courtship but decreases 

the behavioral response to cocaine. Molecular 

Psychiatry 11: 99-113. 

CHEN, S., A.Y. LEE, N.M. BOWENS, R. HUBER, 

AND E.A. KRAVITZ. 2002. Fighting fruit flies: a 

model system for the study of aggression. 

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 

99: 5664-5668. 

COX, M., C. BASSI, M. SAUNDERS, R. NECHAN-

ITZKY, I. MORGADO‐PALACIN, C. ZHENG, 

AND T. MAK. 2020. Beyond neurotransmission: 

acetylcholine in immunity and inflammation. 

Journal of Internal Medicine 287: 120-133. 

DIEGELMANN, S., A. JANSEN, S. JOIS, K. KASTE-

NHOLZ, L.V. ESCARCENA, N. STRUD-THOFF, 

AND H. SCHOLZ. 2017. The capillary feeder 

assay measures food intake in Drosophila melano-

gaster. Journal of Visualized Experiments 121: 

e55024. 

EDWARDS, D. 1961. Influence of electrical field on 

pupation and oviposition in Nepytia phantasmaria 

Stkr. (Lepidoptera: Geometridae). Nature 191: 976-

976. 

FERNANDEZ, M.P., S. TRANNOY, AND S.J. 

CERTEL. 2022. Fighting flies: Quantifying and 

analy-zing Drosophila aggression. CSH Proto-

cols/Drosophila Neurobiology 2022(9): 1-15. 

FRENCH, A.S., K.L. SIMCOCK, D. ROLKE, S.E. 

GARTSIDE, W. BLENAU, AND G.A. WRIGHT. 

2014. The role of serotonin in feeding and gut 

contractions in the honeybee. Journal of Insect 

Physiology 61: 8-15. 

GIORDANI, G., G. CATTABRIGA, A. BECCHI-

MANZI, I. DI LELIO, G. DE LEVA, S. GIGLI-

OTTI, F. PENNACCHIO, G. GARGIULO, AND 

V. CAVALIERE. 2023. Role of neuronal and non-

neuronal acetylcholine signaling in Drosophila 

humoral immunity. Insect Biochemistry and 

Molecular Biology 153: 103899. 

GREENBERG, B., V.P. BINDOKAS, AND J.R. GA-



Effect of EF from power lines on Drosophila 

61 

 

UGER. 1981. Biological effects of a 765‐kV 

transmission line: Exposures and thresholds in hon-

eybee colonies. Bioelectromagnetics 2: 315-328. 

GREENSPAN, R.J., AND J.-F. FERVEUR. 2000. 

Courtship in Drosophila. Annual review of genetics 

34: 205-232. 

HARNISH, J.M., N. LINK, AND S. YAMAMOTO. 

2021. Drosophila as a model for infectious 

diseases. International journal of molecular sciences 

22: 2724. 

HASSANEEN, E. 2015. Effect of yellow white 

mutation on the circadian locomotor activity of the 

fruit fly Drosophila melanogaster: A comparison to 

Canton S wild-type. Catrina: The International 

Journal of Environmental Sciences 13: 45-52. 

HE, J., Z. CAO, J. YANG, H.-Y. ZHAO, AND W.-D. 

PAN. 2016. Effects of static electric fields on 

growth and development of wheat aphid Sitobion 

aveanae (Hemiptera: Aphididae) through multiple 

generations. Electromagnetic Biology and Medicine 

35: 1-7. 

JACKSON, C.W., E. HUNT, S. SHARKH, AND P.L. 

NEWLAND. 2011. Static electric fields modify the 

locomotory behaviour of cockroaches. Journal of 

Experimental Biology 214: 2020-2026. 

JOHNSON, O., J. BECNEL, AND C.D. NICHOLS. 

2009. Serotonin 5-HT2 and 5-HT1A-like receptors 

differentially modulate aggressive behaviors in 

Drosophila melanogaster. Neuroscience 158: 1292-

1300. 

KIM, Y.-C., H.-G. LEE, AND K.-A. HAN. 2007. D1 

dopamine receptor dDA1 is required in the 

mushroom body neurons for aversive and appetitive 

learning in Drosophila. Journal of Neuroscience 27: 

7640-7647. 

KUME, K., S. KUME, S.K. PARK, J. HIRSH, AND 

F.R. JACKSON. 2005. Dopamine is a regulator of 

arousal in the fruit fly. Journal of Neuroscience 25: 

7377-7384. 

LEGROS, J., G. TANG, J. GAUTRAIS, M.P. 

FERNANDEZ, AND S. TRANNOY. 2021. Long-

term dietary restriction leads to development of 

alternative fighting strategies. Frontiers in 

Behavioral Neuroscience 14: 599676. 

LEVENGOOD, W., AND M. SHINKLE. 1960. 

Environmental factors influencing progeny yields in 

Drosophila. Science 132: 34-35. 

LEVITT, B.B., H.C. LAI, AND A.M. MANVILLE. 

2022. Effects of non-ionizing electromagnetic fields 

on flora and fauna, part 2 impacts: how species 

interact with natural and man-made EMF. Reviews 

on Environmental Health 37: 327-406. 

MASEK, P., K. WORDEN, Y. ASO, G. M. RUBIN, 

AND A. C. KEENE. 2015. A dopamine-modulated 

neural circuit regulating aversive taste memory in 

Drosophila. Current biology 25: 1535-1541. 

MATSUDA, Y., T. NONOMURA, K. KAKUTANI, 

Y. TAKIKAWA, J. KIMBARA, Y. KASAISHI, K. 

OSAMURA, S.-I. KUSAKARI, AND H. 

TOYODA. 2011. A newly devised electric field 

screen for avoidance and capture of cigarette 

beetles and vinegar flies. Crop Protection 30: 155-

162. 

MAW, M. 1961. Behavior of an insect on an 

electrically charged surface. The Canadian 

Entomologist 93: 391-393. 

MIRZOYAN, Z., M. SOLLAZZO, M. ALLOCCA, 

A.M. VALENZA, D. GRIFONI, AND P. 

BELLOSTA. 2019. Drosophila melanogaster: A 

model organism to study cancer. Frontiers in 

genetics 10: 51. 

MONASTIRIOTI, M. 1999. Biogenic amine systems 

in the fruit fly Drosophila melanogaster. 

Microscopy Research and Technique 45: 106-121. 

NECKAMEYER, W.S. 1998. Dopamine modulates 

female sexual receptivity in Drosophila 

melanogaster. Journal of Neurogenetics 12: 101-

114. 

NEWLAND, P.L., M.S. AL GHAMDI, S. SHARKH, 

H. AONUMA, AND C.W. JACKSON. 2015. 

Exposure to static electric fields leads to changes in 

biogenic amine levels in the brains of Drosophila. 

Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological 

Sciences 282: 20151198. 

NEWLAND, P.L., E. HUNT, S.M. SHARKH, N. 

HAMA, M. TAKAHATA, AND C.W. JACKSON. 

2008. Static electric field detection and behavioural 

avoidance in cockroaches. Journal of Experimental 

Biology 211: 3682-3690. 

NICHOLS, C.D., J. BECNEL, AND U.B. PANDEY. 

2012. Methods to assay Drosophila behavior. 

Journal of Visualized Experiments 61: e3795. 

PALL, M.L. 2013. Electromagnetic fields act via 

activation of voltage‐gated calcium channels to 

produce beneficial or adverse effects. Journal of 

Cellular and Molecular Medicine 17: 958-965. 

PANAGOPOULOS, D. 2015. Pulsed electric field 

increases reproduction. International Journal of 

Radiation Biology 92: 94-106. 

PERUMPRAL, J.V., U. EARP, AND J. STANLEY. 

1978. Effects of electrostatic field on locational 

preference of house flies and flight activities of 

cabbage loopers. Environmental Entomology 7: 

482-486. 

PETRI, A.-K., K. SCHMIEDCHEN, D. STUNDER, 

D. DECHENT, T. KRAUS, W.H. BAILEY, AND 

S. DRIESSEN. 2017. Biological effects of exposure 

to static electric fields in humans and vertebrates: a 

systematic review. Environmental Health 16: 1-23. 

PICCIOTTO, M.R., M.J. HIGLEY, AND Y.S. 

MINEUR. 2012. Acetylcholine as a 

neuromodulator: cholinergic signaling shapes 

nervous system function and behavior. Neuron 76: 

116-129. 

PIZZO, A.B., C.S. KARAM, Y. ZHANG, H. YANO, 

R.J. FREYBERG, D.S. KARAM, Z. FREYBERG, 

A. YAMAMOTO, B.D. MCCABE, AND J.A. 

JAVITCH. 2013. The membrane raft protein 

Flotillin-1 is essential in dopamine neurons for 

amphetamine-induced behavior in Drosophila. 

Molecular Psychiatry 18: 824-833. 

POORYASIN, A., AND A. FIALA. 2015. Identified 

serotonin-releasing neurons induce behavioral 

quiescence and suppress mating in Drosophila. 



El-Gashingy et al, 

62 
 

Journal of Neuroscience 35: 12792-12812. 

REDLARSKI, G., B. LEWCZUK, A. ŻAK, A. 

KONCICKI, M. KRAWCZUK, J. PIECHOCKI, K. 

JAKUBIUK, P. TOJZA, J. JAWORSKI, AND D. 

AMBROZIAK. 2015. The influence of electrom-

agnetic pollution on living organisms: historical 

trends and forecasting changes. BioMed Research 

International 2015. 

SAHU, S., G. DHAR, AND M. MISHRA. 2020. 

Methods to detect the complex behaviours in 

Drosophila. In Mishra, M. (eds) Fundamental 

Approaches to Screen Abnormalities in Drosophila. 

Springer Protocols Handbooks. Springer, New 

York, USA. 

SCHMIEDCHEN, K., A.-K. PETRI, S. DRIESSEN, 

AND W.H. BAILEY. 2018. Systematic review of 

biological effects of exposure to static electric 

fields. Part II: Invertebrates and plants. Environ-

mental Research 160: 60-76. 

SCHNEIDER, C.A., W.S. RASBAND, AND K.W. 

ELICEIRI. 2012. NIH Image to ImageJ: 25 years of 

image analysis. Nature Methods 9: 671-675. 

SCHROLL, C., T. RIEMENSPERGER, D. BUCHER, 

J. EHMER, T. VÖLLER, K. ERBGUTH, B. 

GERBER, T. HENDEL, G. NAGEL, AND E. 

BUCHNER. 2006. Light-induced activation of 

distinct modulatory neurons triggers appetitive or 

aversive learning in Drosophila larvae. Current 

Biology 16: 1741-1747. 

SCHWAERZEL, M., M. MONASTIRIOTI, H. SCH-

OLZ, F. FRIGGI-GRELIN, S. BIRMAN, AND M. 

HEISENBERG. 2003. Dopamine and octopamine 

differentiate between aversive and appetitive 

olfactory memories in Drosophila. Journal of 

Neuroscience 23: 10495-10502. 

SHEPHERD, S., G. HOLLANDS, V.C. GODLEY, 

S.M. SHARKH, C.W. JACKSON, AND P.L. 

NEWLAND. 2019. Increased aggression and red-

uced aversive learning in honey bees exposed to 

extremely low frequency electromagnetic fields. 

PLoS One 14: e0223614. 

SHEPHERD, S., M. LIMA, E. OLIVEIRA, S. SHA-

RKH, C. JACKSON, AND P. NEWLAND. 2018. 

Extremely low frequency electromagnetic fields 

impair the cognitive and motor abilities of honey 

bees. Scientific Reports 8: 1-9. 

SHOWELL, S.S., Y. MARTINEZ, S. GONDOLFO, S. 

BOPPANA, AND H.O. LAWAL. 2020. Overex-

pression of the vesicular acetylcholine transporter 

disrupts cognitive performance and causes age-

dependent locomotion decline in Drosophila. 

Molecular and Cellular Neuroscience 105: 103483. 

SIMON, A.F., R. DANIELS, R. ROMERO-CALD-

ERON, A. GRYGORUK, H.-Y. CHANG, R. 

NAJIBI, D. SHAMOUELIAN, E. SALAZAR, M. 

SOLOMON, AND L.C. ACKERSON. 2009. Dro-

sophila vesicular monoamine transporter mutants 

can adapt to reduced or eliminated vesicular stores 

of dopamine and serotonin. Genetics 181: 525-541. 

SIMON, J.C., AND U. HEBERLEIN. 2020. Social 

hierarchy is established and maintained with 

distinct acts of aggression in male Drosophila 

melanogaster. Journal of Experimental Biology 

223: jeb232439. 

STEVENSON, P.A., H.A. HOFMANN, K. SCHOCH, 

AND K. SCHILDBERGER. 2000. The fight and 

flight responses of crickets depleted of biogenic 

amines. Journal of Neurobiology 43: 107-120. 

SUZUKI, M., K. SANGO, AND Y. NAGAI. 2022. 

Roles of α-Synuclein and disease-associated factors 

in Drosophila models of Parkinson’s disease. 

International Journal of Molecular Sciences 23: 

1519. 

THILL, A., M.-C. CAMMAERTS, AND A. 

BALMORI. 2023. Biological effects of 

electromagnetic fields on insects: a systematic 

review and meta-analysis. Reviews on 

Environmental Health. 

TIERNEY, A.J. 2020. Feeding, hunger, satiety and 

serotonin in invertebrates. Proceedings of the Royal 

Society B: Biological Sciences 287: 20201386. 

TONG, Z., Z. DONG, AND T. ASHTON. 2016. 

Analysis of electric field influence on buildings 

under high-voltage transmission lines. IET Science, 

Measurement & Technology 10: 253-258. 

TOURAB, W., AND A. BABOURI. 2016. 

Measurement and modeling of personal exposure to 

the electric and magnetic fields in the vicinity of 

high voltage power lines. Safety and Health at 

Work 7: 102-110. 

VILLELLA, A., AND J.C. HALL. 2008. 

Neurogenetics of courtship and mating in 

Drosophila. Advances in Genetics 62: 67-184. 

WADDELL, S. 2013. Reinforcement signalling in 

Drosophila; dopamine does it all after all. Current 

opinion in neurobiology 23: 324-329. 

WATSON, D. 1984. Effect of an electric field on 

insects. New Zealand Journal of Science 27: 139. 

WHITE, D., R.P. DE SOUSA ABREU, A. BLAKE, J. 

MURPHY, S. SHOWELL, T. KITAMOTO, AND 

H.O. LAWAL. 2020. Deficits in the vesicular 

acetylcholine transporter alter lifespan and behavior 

in adult Drosophila melanogaster. Neurochemistry 

International 137: 104744. 

WHO. 2007. Extremely low frequency fields. 

9241572388, World Health Organization, Geneva. 

WOLFGANG, B., AND B. ARND. 2001. Molecular 

and pharmacological properties of insect biogenic 

amine receptors: Lessons from Drosophila 

melanogaster and Apis mellifera. Archives of Insect 

Biochemistry and Physiology 48: 13-38. 

YAMAGUCHI, M. 2018. Drosophila models for 

human diseases  (Vol. 1076). Springer, Singapore. 

YAMAMOTO, S., AND E.S. SETO. 2014. Dopamine 

dynamics and signaling in Drosophila: an overview 

of genes, drugs and behavioral paradigms. 

Experimental animals 63: 107-119. 

ZHANG, S., Y. YIN, H. LU, AND A. GUO. 2008. 

Increased dopaminergic signaling impairs aversive 

olfactory memory retention in Drosophila. 

Biochemical and Biophysical Research 

Communications 370: 82-86. 



Effect of EF from power lines on Drosophila 

63 

 

 

 

 

 

خطوط الكهرباء ذات الجهد العالي على بيولوجية وسلوك ذبابة الفاكهة تأثير المجال الكهربائي المتولد من  

 Drosophila melanogaster 

 
ضحى هشام الجاشنجي 

1
، وسام صلاح الدين مشرف

1*
، ضياء الدين عبد الستار منصور 

2،3
،السعيد أحمد نعيم  

1
 و آمال إبراهيم سيف 

1
 

1
قسم علم الحيوان ، كلية العلوم ، جامعة طنطا ،مصر   

2
، مصربية ، كلية الهندسة ، جامعة طنطاقسم هندسة القوى والآلات الكهر   

3
ربية ، كلية الهندسة ، الجامعة المصرية اليابانية للعلوم و التكنولوجيا ، مدينة برج العرب الجيدة ، الإ سكندرية ، مصرقسم هندسة القوى الكه   

 

 الملخص العربي
 

تأثير كبير على الكائنات الحية التى تعيش قريبة لنقل الكهرباء بين المدن والقرى قد يكون للمجال الكهربى المتولد من خطوط الجهد العالى المستخدمة 

وعلاوة على . لمستويات عالية من المجال الكهربىلذلك تهدف هذه الدراسة إلى دراسة التغيرات في بيولوجيا ذبابة الدروسوفيلا  وسلوكها بعد التعرض . منها

وقد تم استخدام نظام المحاكاة في المختبر لتوليد قيم المجال الكهربى . ذلك، تم تقييم مستويات بعض النواقل العصبية في الذباب المعرض لـلمجال الكهربى

م، وهو ما يمثل مسافتين مختلفتى /كيلو فولت 5.7م و/كيلو فولت 12 لات عندوتم ضبط شدة هذه المجا. الفعلية في محيط خطوط الكهرباء ذات الجهد العالي

وأوضحت النتائج أن التعرض القريب . ساعات في اليوم 8/أيام 6تم تعريض الذباب للمجالات الكهربية لمدة . كيلو فولت 220البعد عن خطوط الكهرباء 

معدل فقس وكذلك  على مدة التحول فى الأطوار غير الناضجة ومعدل خروج الطور البالغ منها أثرت سلباً للمجال الكهربى الصادر عن خطوط الجهد العالى

كشفت النتائج أن تعرض الذباب للـمجال الكهريى  كان له آثار سلبية شديدة على الذاكرة، وقدرة الذبابة على تناسق الحركة  أما بالنسبة للسلوك فقد. البيض

في مستويات بعض النواقل العصبية مثل الدوبامين ملحوظة وأظهر التعرض القريب كذلك زيادة . ل التغذى فى الذبابوالتسلق، وعدوانية الذكور، ومعد

ن وبناء على ماسبق، توفر النتائج دليلاً علمياً على أن التعرض القريب للمجال الكهربى المتولد عن خطوط الجهد العالى فوق الأرض يمكن أ. والسيروتونين

وتوصى الدراسة بعدم البناء تحت خطوط الضغط العالى و البعد قدر الإمكان عن  .لوجيا ذبابة الفاكهة وسلوكها والمواد الكيميائية العصبية فيهايؤثر على بيو

 . هذه الخطوط عند إقامة إى منشأة للبشر أو الكائنات الحية

 


