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ARG RE, AELERFRY) IR BB AR R AR
BT HAT AR, ARG TR A K 3% Cu vk
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e, BERYWRHE Cu B AEKAR . Bk, &
SCR RS Je LB BRI AR S 5 (0535, B AR
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1 MR5H%

1.1 KBRS

PR SR AW L2, R m A 418 By
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i EIRWOESHES, B4 KB 1K WRFE 15
Ko PR SORAEMG, PHEKARL. Kh—301
T KE RS . YT 2010 4F 4—5 AL [EEHE
Bt rd 5t L IERE TR A A K S AT, R AR KA
e PREE 25°C ORI 20°C CRED, HXHEEE 65% ~
70%, YEIERSIA] 14 h, 658 300 umol/(m™s). R ¥
Cu AEFIKEE A 04 5. 50, 100 umol/L, LA Hralifk 1R
BN 5 Cu AbEEIREE R Zn, Cd ALK AR,
3% Zn 500 pmol/L Cd 50 pmol/L, LAJ>H7 4l il B4 |
TEIR B E N . IR R 3 IKES, HER
W16 L, RIS 6 FRo

WAL 14 RIGWERFED 50K, Sl Bk
KyPvE, FH 20 mmol/L Z DY Z 1% —4hAs e 30
min, DAEMAREK BT E SR &1, B LS T
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KGEH WA R LAy, R S AN 8Y ) 4y
R ZEL 34y, 105°C R4 30 min, 80°C Rt
Ty S RIRREE, BJS BB AR T . HERIFREL
290.25 g FEMATHAE, N 6 ml HNO, #1 4 ml HCIO,
ML, SRR e Y6 E T (Varian SpectrAA 220 FS)
DE B4 BT o W I [ A AR R e R
FRUERE (GBWO7603) LAFEHI TR, ArAEdl e (EI4 4
Y5 E IR ZE T TR A
1.2 TEZFRE

BRI Cu 3R FWTTR M T H 38, A+
TR B GRS TRt . BL O~ 15 cm %2 13, X
T\ ik 2 mm JEJefE, AT, %M. 4% pH ok 5.43,
TIEE R, AEE. B WoRh 571, 0.50. 0.43
1223 glkge PLAFER™ SRR HWNLA BN T RBIX PR
AR T, SRR AR AL BY R ST . KA AR I
Poige KA — SR g 1, IR T SO AR
$%50.10 g, Hb 35 Cu. Cd F Zn #REE /304 22.7. 230
F14922 mg/kg.

H4 R ] (e H 55534 3 4%, AN Cu AbFE 531
K OANEfRESE (CK); @4Mi 50 mg/kg Cu
(Cul); @4 250 mg/kgCu (Cu2), ¥4 ER it
R A Cu (BASSHraifiig s A 3%,
F0T T A7 A BT PR 25145 DR A Jon B 4 S N TR A
), P IR S K A W A KRR =1 70%, TR
A 2 A HRERRE J 0. A, TR 145
ShrEGE AR, SRV TR 1, Bk 3 AN
AN JE — B8 H1R —4h (EDDS) 141 EDDS #4H
AREE, BPREG AR 6 MR : DCK; @Cul; G)Cu2;
@CK-E; ®Cul-E; ®Cu2-E. k46 T+ R} B i
T E N AT, BT 210 g URTHED,
BN FR— Kk BEACFE 4 IRER, RERPEKEEH
T K2 o R KRFK & 70%. 439001 2010
11 H 10 Hy 12 H 10 HFI 2011 4F 2 13 HIftahe,
AR HT 2 R 35 0.086 g FIRERR — &4 0.057 g.
2010 4F 3 H 7 HAREe 45 17— At EDDS, H &k
3 mmol/kg, VAZ & IR A e m A +
B, 4y 2 Wt GG TR 3 KD WS I G 8
HILIA B BEREIR, R AR ER 5. 6 FFIKE Cu 250
mg/kg, 3 H 13 HAMIGRERE, 3 H 14 H45 A5,
WORAED™ SR M B8, 2 B KU B, BRI

WER AR 025 g HEERES, 14 ml
HCI-HNOs-HCIO, (4:2:1, vv) W& )5, HFER
B HIEE SR AR, 0.10~025g (BT M5
REEZ 6 ml HNO; Al 4 ml HCI1O, 1 & Ja 2 2% idug.

TRG 5 RE HIEEERER] 0.1 mol/L ) HCI (iitk
1:5) $2H¢, 78 25°C MEMEIRY 2 h, 4500 r/min &L 2
min, P8, FE FIEEKE. LRI R T
WK 5> 66T (Varian SpectrAA 220 FS) il 2 F 4>
JEHREE o MR I R AN (A RIARAE AR iR, BT
P8 A 23 by A sl AR g 4

F1 BRREEVBRATREERRE (ngky
Table 1  Soil heavy metal concentrations before Sedum plumbizincicola

transplanted of pot experiment

Ab3 Cu Cd Zn
CK 3.61 0.133 42.8
Cul 50.8 0.098 38.8
Cu2 301 0.12 40.6

1.3 KRS 5E
FTAT AR5 HE ] SPSS16.0.Excel2003 Al Origing.0
AT TR

2 HR5N

2.1 KIBXEEGET Cu WEFZREKE Zn. Cd

S gE3A
2,11 R SRAK KA RN Cu BLRE
AN 50 pmol/L AT SR EAE K IER, {H Cu 100
pmol/L ALER 3 KJGHYINR & 4o I i,
EIRIR, AbEE 6 RS MIRRIEHE L vk .

tHT Cu AbEEI A5, PIER Cu 100 pmol/L 4b
PEEEA YR BT 5 umol/L Cu AbPEAN, HA A0 B
AR S22 A B 2R (R 2), H Cu kb#t
BN BRI AR SR AR & AR 4K . 100
umol/L & Cu A3 & M A T A4 SOR M v A4
(P<<0.05), 1fj 5. 50 umol/L Cu AL FHEYH 44
B A PTG, R B Cu SRR SRR KA

#2 AECuLBTHTZXRNEYE
Table 2 Sedum plumbizincicola plant biomass under different solution

copper concentrations

Cu kb3 Era (o
(umol/L) rt = R
0.31 0.61+0.11 ab 0.34 +£0.09 ab 0.22 +0.04
5 0.72+0.14a 0.44+0.08a 0.30+0.07
50 0.70+0.26 a 0.41+0.11 ab 0.30+£0.11
100 0.43+0.03¢ 0.27+0.06 b 0.23 +£0.03

Ve RPFGNE FRERFR R I 2R B (P<0.05), T,
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—E MR E R, R 50 U 22 e R IA 3
FKF (P>0.05).
2.1.2 FEFERAAN Cus Zn. CdREZLL £EET
SORMEL 25 P Cu WK EERf AR HE Cu 9<% 135 AN
TFir, MAHIEE] 100 pmol/L Cu 4bFE, HIMIHE. 25, 1
T Cu IREEDTIM 26.7. 12.7 F1 14.0 mgkg FFHE
1396, 96.3 Fl1 81.0 mg/kg (K 3). fEH SARM. 25,
e Cu W i Cu (R EIN (0.31 ~ 50 pmol/L) fRIHR
>IH>25, #AR ) 100 pmol/L Cu AL AR > 25>
e, HAR A Cu WP & T RIZE, AR[H] Cu AbBE R AR
H Cu IR E I RIZE T Cu IR 2 ~ 20 5. W4 1E
W 5CORARK T Cu R BEFREE iy, 3 LI AR AR [ e
Cu f#8E.

PEB SRR ZERTH R Zn R Cd R B R >
E>H (B Do Cu MFRFERAL (031 ~50 pmol/L)

7000 A O
. a B2
L a
6 000 mi
~ 5000 { a :|:
g) a a
B a [ T
E 4000 M4 { a | il
o i: i
2 3000 is {\
o
© 2000 - a
a a a
1000 |- § bbb
0 [ - L
0.31 5 10 50 100

W Cu R (pmol/L)

I, AR SRR 22 Zn I Cd BRI
T M Cu ALK ETA 100 pmol/L i, Cu i #B#
IR TAR 22t rp Cd R EE, AR S T A SR
FZEN) Zn BAERE D), (HXAE SRR Zn RBESA
BERm (ED.

3 AE Cu LB TEHE FZRAM CuiRE
Table 3 Cu concentrations in Sedum plumbizincicola under different

solution copper concentrations

CHEPIR — A e Jm iR S P BRI R 257 2% (P<0.05))

E1 AE CubBTEHTRRIEACA (A) #Zn (B) KRELH

Fig. 1 Cd(A) and Zn(B) concentrations in Sedum plumbizincicola under different solution Cu concentrations

2.2 THEEHT CudET RREKNEID
2.2.1 R sERAEYEAZWN ] EDDS &
SR SR A i s =R W (R 4), X5
SHT— F N EDDS, A HLAS A 7 AL L [A) A5 0 K o
Jiie EDDS il 545, S ARPAIERIY Cu2 ALBEAE
PN SR A AR R, IR AR S
50 mg/kg Cu WAL BE Z AL RN SeR AR (R 4).
FEWGRET— AT EDDS, R 5 R I A HIHL ]
SRR, BT AR BOR T — RA AL B Cul-E Al
Cu2-E 43 5N 250 mg/kg Cu, jiti Cu J5 55 - RENK B
Cul-E 1 Cu2-E AbFEAHYIM: v I v AP 4 15t 7%
B R A IS, il UL Cu nRE SRR SR

Cu AbFT FiFK Cu iK% (mg/kg)
(pmol/L) L) ES R
0.31 140+2.5d 12.7+24¢ 26.7+2.2d
5 21.3+38¢ 156+22¢ 75.1+63¢
50 37.1£7.0b 309+7.6b 771 £68b
100 81.0+7.7a 96.3+24.6a 1396+349a
25000 | , B O
a B
a a
20000 | {-- a iR
{-§ T r i !
—~ 2
< 15000
8 3 a
. bb
X a
2 10000 s a .
=
N
5000
o -
0.31 5 10 50 100
W Cu W FE (pmol/L)
2.2.2 R RRMHEANES BRI L Cu

REEIBEIN, FE S RARN Cu IR FEBAR Y, _ETH(FR 4);
K CK 4bFEAN, jfin EDDS MCHRRT—Riiin 250
mg/kg Cu BEWGR T SRAE N Cu WAL, femid
1 068 mg/kg, (HFHALIE Cu iRE B INTER 50 RF Zn
FCd M B El S BRI (R 4D TR SR )
Zn A1 Cd WCHE R, B Cu2-E Ab3 Zn WOl & T 3%
T CK-E 4bBEAL, SLARACIAEA SR Zn F1 Cd W
W R EZS (B 2), HIENE 5 AN Zn
T Cd W JERE 13 Cu IR LB IR, W g2 14
Cu S RNEREAEA 50 R AE K= A R R 2 T 83
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Table 4 Biomass increment and heavy metal concentrations of Sedum plumbizincicola plant

Ak AR (gD Cu (mg/kg) Cd (mg/kg) Zn (mg/kg)
CK 0.15+0.08 b 14.0+6.0c 127+20a 4309+207a
Cul 0.29+0.19b 28.6+6.2b 62.0£7.0b 3346+ 1304 a
Cu2 092+0.39a 140+ 74 a 449+ 1440 1740+ 625D
CK-E 0.15+£0.17¢ 21.8+2.1b 172+ 66a 4228 +967a
Cul-E(Cu) 0.39+0.05b 1068 =704 a 79.0+26.0 b 2740+ 611 a
Cu2-E(Cu) 1.14+£040a 605+202a 423+139b 1634+413b

e R AR = BRI R R R B s (Cu)Zos IR AE AT — R 1 L3 P 250 mg/kg Cus [R)F1/N'S FREA ) 7 db 2L i)

2R 5% (P<0.05), (LN EDDS I FAKIATL 40, TR,

16007 A
1200+
&
W 80
E
o 4o
itz a
=
X 10
=
41004
i
504
¢ b
0+
Qu

B Il CKE

1 6001 Cul-B(Cu)
] GR-ECu) a
1200 a
= S
) 800
: N%_L\
il
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e

(A —ERB AR LR NE TR R R Z R B (P<0.05))

B2 #HyRXESERNE

Fig.2 Heavy metal uptake amounts by Sedum plumbizincicola

2.2.3 TIEIBRRICEESEIKEAZN b 1 1%
Cu ALY EE 3G N, L3 HCL$IUE Cu BT 5
Jiti i EDDS AR AT — RN 250 mg/kg Cu 35 Hu 3
KT 158 HCL 2GS Cu ik (3% 5). EDDS a8
BIR W2 0% 3% HCL 4GS Zn Al Cd, X5+
% Zn R Cd R EEAMIRA G

R5 ARLEHIEESLE HCHIREET (mgkg)
Table 5 Soil HCl-extractable heavy metal concentrations

under different treatments

poszl Cu Cd Zn
CK 0.35+0.08 ¢ 0.20+0.02 a 426+ 1.86a
Cul 249+19b 0.15+0.04 a 348+148a
Cu2 163+12a 0.18+0.04 a 2.46 +0.66 a
CK-E 0.48 +0.08 b 0.29+0.09 a 535+2.84a
Cul-E(Cu) 273+£72a 0.24+0.07 a 442+186a
Cul-E(Cu) 408 £ 107 a 0.14+0.10 a 3.10+1.28a

3 Wig

Cu AT T I BRI ER, AERRIE N
RE(EREAEZE K, (BAERI AE KA TR Cu R 2
SRR AR . BRI Cu R R R,
RIKEEZAF T Cu IREERT 2.5 mg/L XAHMIHIAK
GARHAE, £F Cu 5 ~40 mg/L 4bFE 14 KGR K
Z R B EH . AR P E IR Zn 500 pmol/L F1 Cd
50 umol/L I}, 7E Cu 5 ~ 50 umol/L i [l 4 e R4t
SORAEK (R 2); B EARAL m HgEhasin Cu i
FHEHE T SRR AR (R 4). {H Cu IRJERE R
WMER SR A K 2 B BAIH], 2 2)8F . K%
R, 4 Cu ZLBEIKJEIL 100 umol/L WHER SR Fr
PR B ERG, AR (R 2 BT, S
Wi L3N 250 mg/kg (IRSERMT, FE0 SRR
HH I IO K B3 AR A B 7 1) R EEREAR . AR R 2 A
JEBENFEDIIITT S Cu XEAR I 52 L b 135 5 i 41
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(20 ARG AR SR KA Cu IR FEREALHE Cu S
(X IR, EAR R Cu R0 KT HAbFRAL, 25
e Cu ) 2 ~ 20 5 (R 3), RUILED FER T HEZ
Cu W PECHE TR . 5% Cu IR m i, PR 55
LA AR 2 1 FH 2 A Cu il HYARF Cu BLE
Bl — 52 M PRI R0 B BT . KRR Cu
AbFE g 50 pmol/L IS A" 5t RARH Cu ik 771 mg/kg I}
PR BEAT T EIS, 1 Cu 100 pmol/L I HRHF Cu ik 1
396 mg/kg, MK 2 EHE], BIAKE AT
P SRR R Cu i 2 BRAE A T PR B 2 1]

76 LR ARG, I Cu RS 300 mg/kg
i 3 mmolkg EDDS A" 5t R M i A R I H
FIA IR, £ EDDS BRI ol -4 Cu WE
KT EDDS. Cu AL [FE A SRS SR 3 W]
WEEH . 1M1 250 mg/kg Cu Jli AN I R AR 5ORRN
I B IS, W Cu WTREE RN e R Z R H
F RN BEAk, e CK ACEEFT CK-E Ab B E] £E0™
SR Cu WcE:, w5743 3] EDDS Jiti 51
W 5R Cu W% 0.48, 1ff Cul 5 Cul-E HL#g.
Cu2 5 Cu2-E #HLL &I, JitiH] EDDS {4 5t R X Cu
(AL B 3 43 ) g 55 A5 3.67 £ (& 20, #E—AIE
BIAER SRAAA A Cu A B Az dp e 2
J5i A, 1fii EDDS [t FH Al fex) Cu #5 HA @ 1
FEH .

HEE B TAER MY AERK S & B, &N
5 0 D] (AL AR ) R G e P RN ) 5o R Cu
PN Zn (R (EASSE I Zn ZERL 1A P IRAE
o, MR Zn ARHE T MR R Cu (HFEARIL )
H B ES s, Cu IRIZAET 20 umol/L g3k K %t
Zn (M, Cd A Zn A8 ELAR 64 R R 4 s
RIAFEPHERN . AR, Cu X SR Zn.
Cd WL I AAIG Cu INRHER™ 5K Zn A1 Cd WA s
L BFEFW, HE Cu (=100 umol/L) WHMH] T
Yixt Cd WlcE 5, B NE] T Zn [ S
i, AHXART Zn WA BEEm (B D, st
DAY A0 A 355 26 SIS S Al shy s ppoT =8, Fhe
SR Zn, Cd B SEHEY, e/ Cd fl Zn
WIERAR DTl & 48, RIE Cd Fl Zn BEAAER 52 RN
J& E sy . ZMEHN RIS AT S ORI R ARABL)
AP SR B Cd RSB SR, AR A A R
TR B T IR B3 Cd NS, Rt Cd B
T AR AN . Cui ST Cu XA
[F) B DR B KA Cd W s, I Cu AbFE 2 5 AR
THERE Cd A Ca WL, Cd W FEAIRIL Ca BEAT

F 0. Komjarova Al Blust!"™ {57t & B Cd Wi
ZET Cu s, IFINK Cu 'ty Cd B SR AWk %
& Cu XY Cd MBI/ E 5 T REAE AR Cd
FEHEEAAR, 1 Cu HiZEARSEM K Cd .
Redjala 26" HIE I AE R AR AL S A Fp A7 AE XS Cd AT 18
A WEIER R . 20 85 25 PO AR A 40 AN TR 38 47
Cd. Cu. Zn 53 A FUAHE IR AR A R S5 5 T4, HET
Cd. Cu F Zn 75 BEFF AR A 55 458 e T ORI e 2R
ity LAFAESE 4. Lasat 25U AFR KW, T
caerulescens 2 T LRI Zn @R R M2 K XA
MR MM by A 5 L AR R A BE 2 (¥ Zn 8 HE .
Pl Cu 0 EE™ 56 Cd Fl Zn WIS v B 26 T2
HISegnmE s m A sl & Co D SR RE
A o AEARIE FAER Cu (0.31 ~ 50 pmol/L) i, Cu
KRR 5o R Zn A1 Cd %A W& 50, bl Cu 5
Zn FI Cd AEFEN S RN AAEAETE 4 Bl SE 4R FHAR /DN
MRS Cu ARFREHE SR AR SN Zn F1 Cd H 5
S BNH], [ R Cu AEFER 2 SRR S R AR
W Zn Fl Cd 4G HELRGINAL Bl RS HD,
FHUEHEN Cu SRR 50K Cds Zn W52 2] g
& Cu SR SR AL RE RGLUE M 2 Zn A1 Cd 7
SRR P IR ISCRI 438

4 INgE

RARIE Cu AIEHEASORIIAE R, XD AN
Zn, CdIRERAT WAL 2 Cu iR BRI AR 5
RAERKZRW ZANH], 223 Cu &, FEH K
KMV R  2E B T AT 50K Zny Cd W AR
ReS o RHMER SURMEE Cu 8511 Zny Cd V54 1%
I, NVEE Cu IR 580N .
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Effects of Copper on Growth and Zinc and Cadmium Accumulation of Sedum plumbizincicola

LIZhu"?, REN Jing', YANG Bing-fan', WANG Song-feng', WU Long-hua', LUO Yong-ming'
(1 Key Laboratory of Soil Environment and Pollution Remediation, Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China;
2 Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)
Abstract: Growth chamber hydroponics culture and glass house pot experiment were conducted to study the effects of copper on the growth
of Sedum plumbizincicola plant and its accumulations of Zn and Cd. The results from the hydroponics culture showed that there was no significant
difference on the growth and Zn and Cd concentrations of Sedum plant among the treatments of low solution Cu concentrations (0.31-50 umol/L), but
100 pmol/L solution Cu inhibited plant growth and Cd and Zn accumulations in plant shoot. The glass house pot experiment results showed that
sedum plant grew slowly in soil at low Cu (3.61 mg/kg) concentration, however, the addition of Cu promoted its growth. The application of 3
mmol/kg EDDS and 250 mg/kg Cu led the greater accumulation of Cu in plant, with the highest Cu concentration of 1 068 mg/kg, which may be
responsible for plant injury and leaves fallen down. These results showed that low concentration of Cu benefits the plant growth and the
phytoextraction of Zn and Cd from contaminated soil, but high soil Cu concentration inhibits plant growth and metals uptake. Therefore, more
attentions should be paid on plant Cu toxicity when using Sedum plumbizincicola to remediate Cd and/or Zn contaminated soil with high
concentration of Cu.

Key words:  Sedum plumbizincicola, Copper, Growth, Zinc and cadmium uptake



