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7 Se phFHZEM/IR Se B LUIR R TARE Se wbff. R Se Wiz 225 I Rt 5 HE I IOK R AT AR Se Bt 225 1) 2 R
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B ORIARE AR AR AR R 2R

S1; S511

il (Se) s& AR P07 B FR 0%, sl
VRN E R IY 1b: R R VTS YN 770 I TG A
PR S5 (1) R 7 R AR Se AKHARAT 62, AEpe sy
b Se $H T sETBAE . Kk, fE Se BhZHuX, &
fe i BB Se FE N I B N AR G 28 g RN 0 55
AAEEZEEM. KELREFZREEY, il
FIFEK Se i, LURE U7 A Ak Se & E—F
FLAS AR b Se 1245, 7E/KFE Se A, Se THLL
Se R MRAN Se 1C ML R P Fh &5 & T BAEAE, Se
ER AT EA>EREA >TEEA>
W A, SOk R, fEBE Se B Se XK Se
FRARME, AR RS Se PP, XK
(1) Se X LA A& AMTIAEFE TG 2. Har, AI1EZ4ER
P Tt A PR 5 (1) 7 Xk iR oK Se i, FEEL
P A OO EE, A AN I TR A,
11 FLAC WS Se i T BEAZ ALV E B PRI KU 1) 8o 195
FAM, FEMAKIRJRAAE R, TR Se T HELL
4y Se JEAAAE. AWt b s Se AFEE Se /K
FEM PP I 4 4 Se W RIIZ % 25 5, 1E-— bR
AR Se SRR ZR, A4 EAHI/KTE A &
B P T Se IR ASCR AR AL S B AR .

1

1.1

AR Se A, B ROKE Se & AUK
JRKFESLPE (5 Se AEE Se wbFh), AN TG
K= N KE . FRICHIT. 14 h, JGHEEREER 300
umol/(m’es), [1RIRE 24°C, WHE 18°C, HIXIIE A

O : MR R AA S .
RN IKEEE (1970—)

o MR AR, =R

67%. FFRIHIR 3 KL 172 AR S TR
7R, 3 R EARRNE TR ERKHR—HW
12 RIS PIAS R PP 4l e %5 48 Bk, 43l AN 20 pg/L
1300 pg/L NaySeOs H 7 ((AFL 18 L) AR EFRHE
AT ZRPO, 3 WER . EFRAE 3 R 1 IR, BER
W pH & 5.5, KbFE 6 KRR 12 KGWGRIEE, 4efe
105°C 7575 30 min, #RJ57E 60 CHET- 2, lw =%
I E AR

1_2 [19]

P F R )34 L2 HT A 100 mI/L HCL # =
TV LLIRD Se V5 4o FREX— s iR AL HT R AR
My ZEMFESL T 100 ml IS, I 5 ml R G 1R

(HNO3:HCIO,= 4:1), FrHRA AL H LA, HhE
RJGTE 150 ~ 165 CEHAF MM Rk EE, FRiN 2.5
ml R G, AR AN, WEIE 100°C, A 2.5
ml 6 mol/L HCI, Zk&E 44 B [k £, AHE &
KAE 25 ml, HET PRSP A h e
(GBWO07605 (GSV-4) (0.072 mg/kg Se) Fl7s (5
IS4G, Se [N 89% ~ 93%12,

2

2.1 Se
FHRERR BT IR R BRL Se S E/AR T AR 1 IR
% Se WGH R . g5 R IR 1), 20 pg/L F1 300 pg/L
Na,SeOs 4L FE 6 KN, & Se ZKAF M PR 5 Se W IH 2%
3R Se AKFEMAN 1.23 f5A1 1.33 £, 244tk Se
PR ZEAC R 12 R, 5 A b 43 ) A i P )
1.34 £ 50 1.27 1% o ] WASEIE Se ZKFFIIE Se I [A] T,
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B Se FKAE M FIHR R F 1) Se WOH #3881 AE & Se 7K
VLR
WA S, & Se KA IR R Se W
WCE R AAFAEIR K ZE 5, R WK A2 AT s Se W
W, T Carharoli Se WRMUHRIGLIRML. £ 20
ng/L it Se /KT K, T B K A P8R I 2 0 i
Carharoli [ 4.17 5 (4bPE 6 KD F15.18 fiF (4bFE 12
R s AE 300 pug/L fit Se KR, AiE LG EN 1.58
f5F01.67 5. AE9EE Se fhFlH, Ll Se BN
HORE =, W15% 99103 FUAFEG 9 5. BEHTE Se MiFhk

=h

Fi

T AR R T Se R Z5 mr, (HBAMAT &, I
k& Se mnFi RABHATE F K Se WOH %

IAh, R 1 40 EIR, it Se /KM 20 pg/L
P23 300 pg/L I, & Se FEEE Se P AKH bt e 1]
PRAR Se WLISGH A BE 1. ARFE 6 K, PHRIKAE
PR Se RFUHEZ T2 6.31 ~ 16.08 fi7F 7.02 ~
11.80 fi%; it Se WAIEKF] 12 KIf, RER Se RFH
Ho e R 6.31 ~ 16.08 551 7.02 ~ 11.80 fi5. HIL
AL UL, P AN [ KR SRR 2R B R NaySeOs Tt
W e

1 Se (mg/(kg TH-K))
Table 1 Comparison in selenium uptake rate between different genotypes of rice at the seedling stage
FKFE S A 20 pg/L Na,SeOs 300 pg/ L Na,SeOs;

WP 6 R W12 K AbFT 6 R ARFE 12 R
 Se 757K 48 8.62 % 0.96 478 £0.08 78.20 +3.83 38.70 £ 3.06
PN 5.62+0.01 5.67+0.05 56.89 + 0.06 23.04+0.29
Carharoli 2.78 +0.01 2.63+0.10 43.90+0.33 28.67+0.99
FA 2T 5.41£0.50 7.78 +0.98 57.03 £ 0.59 37.90 = 1.97
ith B KA 4.07+0.03 6.45+0.12 65.45 +0.60 49.24+0.72
ENCIDNERS 11.64 +1.85 13.63 +0.60 73.47+3.10 4554 +2.37
Wil 119 438+0.08 2.72+0.02 56.28 +1.95 31.50 + 1.36

85| 6.07 6.24 61.60 36.37
1E Se N 96-52 5.44+0.17 3.49£0.10 44.35+0.91 31.77+2.95
3% 99103 5.58£0.33 6.20 +0.38 45.04 +0.42 27.09 + 0.46
BiFE 11 3.95+0.49 6.82+0.17 46.60 +0.92 30.43 + 0.80
N 94-08 478 +0.01 3.41+0.19 46.55+0.17 2136 +0.47
HIE 9 5 5.6+0.16 5.18+0.03 39.31+0.85 24.70 + 0.45
Wiy 98-20 4.23£0.09 423£0.10 47.40 +0.85 35.64 +0.98
S. Andrea 4.73+0.09 3.15+0.01 55.22+0.10 29.70 +2.03

T4 4.93 4.64 46.35 28.67

/ Se AR SR SR 25/ Se DR LA E . & Se b

W R oR (£2) , 20 pug/L Na,SeO; 4b# 6
KA 12 K, B Se KFEMFPZEm/AR Se S L4l
JEE Se KFEMFIH 1.81 f5F1 1.99 £i%; 300 pg/ L
Na,SeO; #bFE 6 KA 12 K, & li/KFEMAEH/HE Se
SV LGl 2 I KRS SRR 116 £5 A0 0.92 £ . it
HITEAK Se /KT, & Se KFE Bl Se #riafe itbAEE
Se s R EAA B WL M R L Se KPR,
PISOKTE S Se #Is RE ) Z 5N e AMAIN S, &
Se KFE SR IF K 48 Z£/HR Se mEmbiHA, dEE
Se /KFE AN R ABIAE 11 /). 20 pug/L Na,SeO; 4bHE 6
R 12 RIS, 75K 48 43 nl 28 A 11 11 3.93 £541 3.28
5 300 pg/L NaySeO; AbFE 6 Kk 12 K, F# 707l
ST 2.44 £5F0 3.30 5. phAh, it Se K F%F Pl

fit Se 6 KEL 12 K, 20 pg/L Na,SeO; &b FF 1)) 25/Hd
Se S L2 300 pg/ L Na,SeOs Ab FH (1) 241 25 /42
Se ML 1.45 f5F0 1.83 1% M AEE Se A 20 ug/L
Na,SeOs AbHE[P I ZE/MR Se S LLIE /N T 300 pg/L
Na,SeO; AbH[f)°FH4 25/ Se Malth, i, X1 &
Se FFNIF, AERMRINAL Se ACE T, AR 2R
HATRRIY Se #eiafie)r; MixtTAEE Se wAini s,

TEBARIAE Se ZKF T, HES Se [m) 22 M- HB ¥ 4712 e

2E, Pt Se AP, RIMARTH SRS Se 125
M s . FE LR Se SETE 0.04 ~ 5.00
ng/L Z ], ATHE Se Fr R AE 0.01 ~ 0.80 pg/L Z 7)™,
BT K IR A 2k Se WRBEARAG, AR AR ARSI
R, PR Se MTREAL T 5 HOIRES, FERXFMENL R,
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5AEE Se /KFEMMAHLL, B Se /K S AR BRI
Se W] g5 2 Hi i ds 2 2K

2 g NR, ZEUEOUT KRS SR I 25/ Se
FELE> 1. MAdel Zayed ™ 7T KB, fLN 20 pmol/L
1] NaySeOs i, ZE/ARSem Il <<0.5, XFhZE 57 )5 KH7E
TARWIFLH NaySeO; W LR, XA 20 pg/LA1300
ng/Lo MSEE &5 E, A1 2 KM & P75 20pg/L
Na,SeO; Ab B I (1) 25/ Se & 4t Eb K T 300ug/L
Na,SeO; AL F I ZE/4R Se B bk, w WAt Se /K&
i, IR Se B 5 T 25 as i, TR PR n]

2

AE -5 AR R AEAR A IO AR 25 DI SR 3R o WTTTR Y,
IKFEHLRILIL SeOs™ JE AN H eIz 6 b 1743,
SELEAR R AR AL Se 2227, BRI 7 i 25 IS 4
iz, HEHL Se MItL, HHL Se W5 1) =EM-Hffi iz
2, SLARARE Se 1) 2L S S AR P9 AR -
HRIE Se ACPARIS, MR Se BEATH, AR
BEAR PRATE M 2 14 A0 R £ 4 AL AT HL Se I e iz 21
SEHAL, (LR BER R (20 pmol/L)Y, KRR NINTE
PL Se AL ATHL Se B AN, DRIk i 2B 4%
IEHIA RN, T ECEE R Se i LR B

/ Se

Table 2 Comparison in total Se in shoots/roots between different genotypes of rice at the seedlings stage

TKFE Tl 20 pg/L Na,SeOs 300 pg/ L Na,SeOs

B 6 R AhEE 12 K B 6 R AhEE 12 K
 Se 757K 48 3.18£0.18 3.61+0.41 1.61+0.05 221+ 0.04
Ky 1.61+0.01 1.00 +0.07 0.87 +0.06 0.65 +0.06
Carharoli 1.14 £ 0.09 1.23 +0.04 1.52+0.08 0.85 = 0.01
R 25 1.75£0.28 1.23£0.01 1.01+0.08 0.82 +0.02
EN:PNERS 1.39+0.03 2.99 +0.08 1.31£0.06 1.11£0.04
N 3.10£0.08 4.55£0.18 1.79 £ 0.09 1.82+0.08
w5l 119 1.11 £0.06 1.73£0.16 1.04£0.09 1.45+0.16

s 1.9 233 1.31 127
I Se N 96-52 1.08 +£0.21 1.24 +0.04 1.07 £0.02 0.79 +0.03
% 99103 1.29 +0.05 0.71 £0.01 0.89+0.11 1.20 +0.14
g 11 0.81+0.01 1.10 £ 0.09 0.66 % 0.09 0.67 +0.03
1A 94-08 1.21£0.09 1.20+0.04 0.88 £ 0.01 225+0.14
RAFFE 9 5 1.08£0.21 1.51£0.29 0.49 £ 0.02 2.91+0.05
Hriwl 98-20 1.19+0.10 0.80 +0.08 3.18+0.35 0.76 +0.01
S. Andrea 0.70 +0.03 1.66 £0.12 0.74 £ 0.02 1.10+0.14

s 1.05 1.17 1.13 1.38

2.3 Se REBKFES S MR Se & EI3lFemiE] 5.86 1 23.41

% 3 R, 20 pg/L Na,SeO; 4bHE 6 KA1 12 K, &
Se JKAG S AN ZEI Se A& AR Se Al 1.40 i
1 1.32 £%; 300 ug/L Na,SeO; 4bHE 6 KA 12 K, Hi#H
25 Se S ML G HE I 1.20 581 117 f5. HEE
Se i AEE Se MFRE Se FEZERIR/N (R4 .
MK 3. R A4ETUEH, & Se mfl 5 Se mifh
B Na,SeOs AbFRU G A AL BRI ] () A, AR
25 Se SR E . 20 pg/L Na,SeOs 4 HE 6 K,
A UK R A AT 25. R Se & T¥I4 3.35 F
13.44 mg/g 1+, it Se W FEHE =131 300 pg/L Na,SeOs
IS, )y =25 AR Se W43 Sl dig i 1) 39.62 1 160.97 mg/g
T 4t Se BIAIZEK 6 KJ5, 20 pg/L Na,SeO; fitpY

mg/g TH; 300 pug/L Na,SeO; I, /KFELNTEZE. R Se
SRR R 52.99 F1201.10 mg/g THE. i, A
[FACHE St A, AR ZE - #R R AT A5 Se BARAE D).

3

(1) AN[FHE RIS SRl IR &R Se Wfiid % 22
SRR AFHE Se /KT, ‘& Se st MR & Se W
EWE A TAEE Se mfl. WiAMATE, & Se fffr
FEAEAR RO MG, MAEE Se st ArE{E Se Wk
AR E O

(2) 1% Se /KT-F, & Se /KFhH Se #izfE I Lb
s Se mF HA B ZMILH . 20 pg/L Na,SeOs AbHH
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Table 3 Selenium concentrations in shoots of rice seedlings different in Se treatment rate
T 20 pg/L Na,SeOs 300 pg/ L Na,SeO;
WP 6 R P12 R B 6 R AhEE 12 K
W Se 57K 48 6.32+0.55 7.16£0.26 52.58 +£0.48 58.08 +3.79
N 3.19+0.10 6.26 + 0.48 34.69 + 1.45 26.77+2.55
Carharoli 232+0.90 3.75+0.10 41.72+0.66 44274125
R 2SS 3.66+0.14 8.24+0.10 41.48 +£0.04 52.65+4.15
EHKA 6.26 +0.48 8.63+0.35 55.13 £ 5.02 75.39 +2.58
i BH R A 498 £0.77 8.18 +0.25 53.51 =3.00 71.42+1.38
55119 2.69£0.12 4.15+0.53 4224292 59.77+ 1.67
3y 42 6.62 45.9 55.48
dF'E Se N 96-52 3.18+0.39 438+0.17 37.67+1.29 47.71+7.11
7 99103 331+0.14 5.27+0.46 32.78 £0.21 41.86+1.54
BiRE 11 2.63+0.09 8.37+0.17 31.40 £2.24 41.55+221
N 94-08 3.5+0.06 5.09+0.19 38.77+2.13 48.93+0.21
HIE 9 5 3.39+0.20 7.59 £ 0.59 17.64 £2.15 60.41  1.61
Wil 98-20 2.81£0.09 4.10£0.07 53.31+1.39 51.04 = 4.75
S. Andrea 2.13£0.12 3.70 £0.35 31.65 £ 0.66 40.67 £ 1.44
1) 2.99 5.5 34.75 4745
4 Se Se (mg/g T1E)
Table 4 Selenium concentrations in roots of rice seedlings different in Se treatment rate
VT 20 pug/L NaySeO; 300 pg/L NaySeO;
EFE 6 K W12 K VS NN AbFE 12 R
& Se 757K 48 12.3+£0.41 12.3+£0.37 177.87 £5.72 144.73 £ 12.56
PN 13.3+2.26 33.93+4.38 179.41 £8.91 165.8 + 6.86
Carharoli 7.7+0.04 14£0.85 103.16 + 6.32 186.7 + 4.75
25 12.04+0.14 40.08 +0.25 169.79 £ 12.32 250.33+0.10
it B KA 11.96 + 0.64 26.88 = 8.03 141.04+13.58 234.53+2.82
ENEPNERS 13.64+0.15 21.51+5.79 178.05 + 5.65 232.53 +4.56
w3l 119 12.25+0.20 11.98 £2.20 165.34£0.20 156.86 +22.28
s 11.88 22.96 159.24 195.92
A Se N 96-52 15.57+1.20 18.88 +3.88 128.2+2.36 214.41+£2.13
7 99103 14.83 £1.58 43.01 +4.49 144.8 + 15.00 144.8 + 14.93
BiRE 11 13.71 +£2.09 3836 +4.36 163.71 +£2.25 219.91 +8.39
N 94-08 13.39 £0.70 18.8+0.90 142.76 £ 7.01 136.48 £ 6.20
HHE 9 4 15.95+2.28 25.01+0.28 161.56 + 16.76 257.23 +13.10
i 98-20 11.15 + 1.09 27.86 + 3.66 66.12 +7.99 243,51 +13.65
S. Andrea 16.46 +2.74 14.52+1.36 193.37+2.74 166.45 = 0.27
B2 14.44 26.63 142.93 197.54
= Se M/ Se BAELLW B & TAEE Se i EEJRIA

Tt 0t Se KPR R 300 pg/L I, PFFSE A B ITD (3) ARt Se K, i Se fhFhZEnt Se &2
R Se MBI EEZR, oL TWEKSE @ TaAEE Se anfl, g s AP AR Se & &G R E M
AR Se WG, B Se /KFEMF B Btz 2

PLFA, XTI HEAE 51 PR FE SRR Se i 22 711 (4) ATRIZKAG b A A A s Se BARAE
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Difference of Selenium Uptake and Transport in Seedlings Between
Enriched- and Non-Enriched-Selenium Rice Cultivars

ZHANG Lian-he"?, YU Fei-yan', SHI Wei-ming?
(1 Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang, Henan 471003, China; 2 State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable

Agriculture (Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences), Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract: Difference of selenium uptake and transport in seedlings between enriched- and non-enriched-selenium rice cultivars was studied

using hydroponic experiments. The results showed that the Se-enriching cultivar was much higher than the common cultivar in Se absorption rate and

Se concentration in leaves, but they were quite similar in Se concentration in roots. So the former was significantly higher than the latter in ratio of

total selenium in shoots against total selenium in roots, particularly when the selenium level was lower (20 pg/L). It was quite obvious that the
difference in Se concentration between the two rice cultivars might be attributed to their difference in Se uptake and transportation.
Key words:

Difference

Se-enrich and common rice cultivars, Selenium absorption rate, Se concentration in shoots, Ratio of shoot/root total selenium,



