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BT ERESERKS RS TR RN LR
— A TP E B R B KA AN BEXE

BT b [ R O ML X SRR AR ) GRS, 1, 2024,

KR F A, AEC, ARV

(1 RROTWERZEES SIS, ZHOEEH 2410005 2 HEPIAGE T ST, M 211135; 3 BRI ESREMKE S
AT IR BFEAE O, ZEOEH 2410005 4 TTIPHERTEIMRLD/REXEBIPAE, TP LG 335199; 5 AV S54SR
LA RBAE RS E, ZHIEH  241000)

W E: BI SR (Sedum plumbizincicola)fi(Cd) . BH(Zn) RIS HHEMHES T IR/ G R MR R, UMM TR/ 4R S
BB R E AR, SRAAARIRE R T R E R T M OR[FIR R RRIFHE T AR RS YRR B 49 A+ 88 AR SR 4:
K I H ARG S, FIFAHSEIAT . T SO B R DA R S T Bz o BRI A 4 2 4 TR R SC BB B TR0y 1 7 45 R 8 O+
BB M) MR Fe) 2D FRE K M EZIR T, STHRRNHN 34.61% F1 16.31%; QF M (Ca). @ BEMe) S5l
B Cd A RO B IE AR, O I Cd AR TIERE R 16.90% 1 10.39%, TMiA R Mg Xt ¥ Cd & i Tk R
14.21%; A%k Mn SHEG 5K Zn WG MR, HXHb B3 Zn & EARSCR A TR0 17.76% 1 20.86%. HHERFFHES
FHETCR B PR 5 R AL R AT 4 R WA BE J A — 2 ORI , Horh 358 Mg Al Min 2520 AR5 50K Cd A1 Zn W) T E 354
JCE, A RS RIS R K Cd I Zn AR, BRI E R,

KR FHoLE; PSR, HHEEY; WEERE

hESES: X53 XHEFRERG: A

Relationship Between Heavy Metal Uptake and Soil Cationic Nutrient Supply in Sedum

plumbizincicola: Pot Experiment Based on Large Number of Soil Samples in Southern China
HUANG Yufeng"*?, SHI Zijun*, ZHOU Jiawen?, HUANG Yongjie' "

(1 School of Ecology and Environment, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu, Anhui 241000, China; 2 Institute of Soil Science,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 211135, China; 3 Center of Cooperative Innovation for Recovery and Reconstruction of
Degraded Ecosystem in Wanjiang City Belt, Wuhu, Anhui 241000, China; 4 Yugan County Management Office of Modern
Agriculture Model District, Shangrao, Jiangxi 335199, China; 5 Provincial Key Laboratory of Biotic Environment and
Ecological Safety in Anhui, Wuhu, Anhui 241000, China)

Abstract: To explore the relationship between cadmium (Cd) and zinc (Zn) uptake in Sedum plumbizincicola and the supply of
soil cation nutrient elements, and guide the enhancement of phytoextraction performance of hyperaccumulators from the
perspective of nutrient regulation, a pot experiment was conducted in 49 soils with different types, cultivation methods, and
pollution levels collected from the southern China. Plant growth and metal uptake of Sedum plumbizincicola were studied, and
correlation analysis and Generalized Boosted Models were used to find the key cation nutrient factors controlling metal uptake in
plants. The results showed that: 1)Soil total manganese (Mn) and iron (Fe) were the main nutrient factors affecting shoot biomass
of Sedum plumbizincicola, with contribution rates of 34.61% and 16.31%, respectively. 2) The available calcium (Ca) and total
magnesium (Mg) were significantly positively correlated with shoot Cd concentration and uptake. Their contribution rates to

shoot Cd concentration were 16.90% and 10.39%, respectively. The contribution rate of available Mg to shoot Cd concentration

ORI H . A FSFER E AR S T H (KI2019A0507) . I8 51 1 B £ B 3 B (20231C18) Al E % & 4 8F & 11 %) 35 B
(2019YFC1804703) % i

* 5l HAE# (yongjiehuang0108@163.com)

EHRIA . BEEE1998—), &, ZHRIGMA, BiEFnt, FENFLWELE S S5BE 5. E-mail: hyufengl 998@163.com
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was 14.21%. Available Mn showed the greatest impact on Zn accumulation in Sedum plumbizincicola, with its contribution rates

to shoot Zn concentration and uptake of 17.76% and 20.86%, respectively. In summary, the supplies of soil cation nutrients affect

the growth and metal uptake of Sedum plumbizincicola to a certain extent, among which soil Mg and Mn supplies are two major

important factors. Via regulating nutrient supply, it can enhance Cd and Zn uptake by Sedum plumbizincicola, thereby improving

metal removal efficiency in the contaminated soils.

Key words: Nutrient elements; Sedum plumbizincicola; Soil pollution; Phytoextraction

B Tl AR T fl e & e, AT shxed X
SRS 1 B, SRR L L T A Tl A
PRI S SR H AR S, H R (Cd)
HEERESEITYY), B Zo) e X BT
20 BR L, BRELE LS SR G YRR
SR, 4R A P 7 A b X AT (0 & SR AT KA A B
FIFFRANG S T LRSS R L w5, T E
I R MR . PRI, 4R TS e R iE e
JERE, HoX T A B AR Aol % 4 e B
B B R 5K (Sedum plumbi-
zincicola)X} Cd Fll Zn BEAT RN FHL RN 52
e s, HAKHEED, R TTHHE 5. PR &
XA KA R 5L K B3 Cd AT Zn & BT A 1470
1 14 600 mg/kg™, RN FAH Y BUB S A PRI 4%
AR AR S A5 TR AT 1 R T A P S ek
H 800 5 4 25 bRt LA R A midfe ) min s ,
i e A A B R ACR, Fi s IR, Rk
IAE 52 AN HE Sl W IBUE S F AR T2 I R4 .

T R 7 X+ HER I AR 2, ASTm] X 3 FH -3¢
PEIRAFEE A A 22 5, I HHE pH. AHLR LK 375
TG R BERLIR T A 1 22 X 2 2 5 e R AR SR AL 1 I
BUEEREEPT, Hoh, FR43 0 £ H5(Ca) . HE(Mg) .
BFe) M Mn)ERZ R —MEEHE T, BA5
Cd. Zn ALY HLTT A0 FUK GBS 1242, i3
AR A ARt AR T REAEA P W N i
BH S 7 0o A b & 2 B B s A A R VE R . il
Cd Al Mn # AT BB 3 NrampS(RARPT AR G W41
R )5 8 8 (5 s S ik A KRR AT ™ 55
—J5 I, X SEPHES T o0 Rl DL ik R e A 4 A EA R
AR R E DA SR W R AT R ek A
M AR SR A A0} T 4 P RCRI R B2 . Liu 5P % 31
I Ca LRV AT DL I 2898 52 4K W 5 K (Sedum alfiedii) i
THLR AR FZMET, RIERERRIRA Cd
AT, FFIRT Cd A BB E s i Al o)
FIRFFE R, 3N Mg 58 Ca RO #RAESR F A BE R
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Ja WS ) FE 45 55 0 PR TR 8t TR R PRI AR S R
TR R Jr M X OR (RIS AU K 5 e i B 4 18 150 8
RIS, LA 38 A S A A RN B 4 B
WO 225, SEAEAHOCAI T L T SORR B R DR AR A T B
PRI T4 e R BN SR 5K Cd. Zn WL
KF, MRS R Cd Al Zn W) E 23455
KI5, DU AR50 IR 42 A B 4 e AR B AR B SR A
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1.1 ki
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5550 B RNEAT . PR SOREE G OIS B B SR UL Y 56 R T [ e U M X MR AR 1 2

AL CEREARRERS £ 3 A B 14 SRR
MEL 54

MR 3 PR RN 1 .+ pH., FHES
+ 3¢ 4 £ (CEC) Al ML o % 1 (SOC) 14 3 [ 43 51l 2y
428 ~8.42. 7.20 ~25.4 cmol/kg il 8.58 ~ 56.5 g/kg;
THEA R Cd(Cd »)BY & HEEFEY 0.06 ~ 33.2 mg/kg
CFBIME N 5.72 mg/kg), HAIA 41 LA Cd »
H#id GB 15618—2018¢ 1 FRET R A b+ 175
Y KA AR GRAT) ) U85 Y KU O 8 (. (% 2)5
T E Zn(Zn ) FREIEER 46 ~ 5 403 mg/kg
CFHME N 700 mg/kg), HPA 20 AR Zn +
WG Y RS TR (R 2). AT DI, Ak 14
() 1 o 2 5 5, S AR Ay b Sz AN ) R U b £ 48

1069
A Jo AR S L
F1 A TIEERMER
Table I Basic chemical properties of tested soils
e pH CEC SoC  Cds Zn s
(cmol/kg)  (g/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

f/ME 4.28 7.20 8.58 0.06 46
wRAA 8.42 25.4 56.5 33.2 5403
EREA 5.48 17.9 28.1 11.5 926

T {H 5.73 12.5 22.5 5.72 700
bRl 2 1.11 4.26 8.62 8.59 1077
B RE(%) 193 34.1 38.4 150 154

: CEC F/R HIEIHE 28t ; SOC /R HHEG MLk
CdFntHEEE Cd F&;Zn: FntESeE Zn S8 ;n=49,

*2 ML REEELEBBRER

Table 2 Exceeding rates of Cd and Zn concentrations in tested soils referring to GB 15618—2018

WH ZH pH<S5.5 5.5<pH <6.5 6.5<pH <7.5 pH>7.5

Cd 75 J% AU 7 % {H (mg/kg) 7K H 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8

HAth 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.6
bR LR 18 13 5 5
Cd 75 Y RS 5 il B A (mg/kg) 1.5 2 3 4
AR A 7 8 5 3

Zn Y55 G AU 0 1 1B i B (mg/kg) 200 200 250 300
bR LR 8 5 5 2

1.2 ZRiL%E

Pt 4 AR RIS 0 (< 4 mm), 43031
HU 1.5 kg HARECHET38)28 AJRER A FCAL A 20k o h
(EAE 15 cm, & 20 cm), A3 4 R BIEA—5L
PR SR A 2%, B MRS 4 NEE . fF &
AR A SROLIR, BRCERIRS B 25 C
15 °C, HIES/KELERZ 70% HIERKE,
J5 U AHM 4 ASHEABIEWK, BEsHRE
(CO(NH),)0.5 g FIiR — E4H (KH,PO,)0.5 g K5FR24
150 d J5, WORAE MM 38, BETFREOH A hE,
ST E A B NS U R i
1.3 TEMEMHERS
131 HEFSESESHRSTCESENE 2
e FREGY 100 H 329 0.1 ¢ T 7 mL A%
TS LA (PFAYM BT AERR T, LA 2 mL #k HNO;
Al 1 mL HC1O,4 120 'C JHf# 2 h, JERETHZE 200 C
A% 4 h, JFR528 %4 HNO; J5iNA 1 mL HF 4¥ZE7H
fift 1 h, FRAWIESERT 200 C 28T, i H 1%(m/Y)
s HNO; IS BUE 2 2 10 mL, 13 98 Jm 1] FH H Bkl A 45
BT R B I% L (ICP-OES,, Avio™ 200, Perkin

Elmer, 3¢ [E)F1 LB A 55 B AR TS (ICP-MS,
Nexion 2000, Perkin Elmer, 3% [l 52 1 i & o 1) 4%
JLZE(Cd. Zn. Ca, Mg, Fe. Mn. Ni, Cu. K)& &,

+HEAE Cd. Zn, Mn, Ca, Mg, K &&
£ FREGE 10 Hif % 2.00 g, LA 20 mL
NH,OAc % (1 mol/L, pH=7), FEFEEIRFGHL LIk
0.5h, JHCE 6h, JHBIINFEs), ouE, KA ICP-OES
F1ICP-MS M E2 =2 R P TR & &
132 MyHRESRESFSCRERNE K
BURIPIRESD 2 0.2 g TR U IG5 i HE, A
6 mL ¥ HNO; #1 2 mL H,O, T 105 °C 4E4H 1% 7 h,
IR RS 7Y, g, SRA] ICP-OES MM
A T R (R L) & i
1.4 HELEBSSEITHH

FITAT 38 K AT WA it D B 38 2 2o %o e At
DS PRBSCHE 4 TF 2540 A FIR v [ D A8 10 % 2 £ Ty 22
M, SR Pearson A I (RUIMIAS 56X AS [7] A8 8 £ 4 7
FHOCHE 20 B, T000 b b 38 EE 4 @ A d 00y R
SPSS HHTZIuE A MIAZRAT o EAL) ™ SUB B A
#l(Generalized boosted models, GBM)7#7 H ZF & &
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PRIZS (B Y AR OC R , PR GTEma K
EEWI) F TR T . GBM E—Fh3k TN
MR R R A AL, BEY R T Freund A
Schapire [ Adaboost 574 #l Friedman F S EE 42 FHIL,
B — FR 9555 2 e dl G 2% 2 4, AT B S AR
TP T e Aff B O A R RS RE A AR
0T R AR B 2 R RE s ) L3 Ao A A G AT L
BV 3] PR AR s i 19 72 g 0 728 Ak kA A B AU S5 B i ok
RIET Y GBM f 528K,

Fir s B s = om - BME AR E2E . SR Excel
2016 il SPSS 19.0 #4745 11404, Origin 2023b #E47
2T, Geit B E KT P<0.05 3 P<0.01.

2 HEREHSWH

21 =R EFEVESESRERKE
AR A R AE AR L AT SR R IR
HHBE A ) B < 7 IR, o P R A i
9.33 g/pot( 3). Mtk LI PALTE T BRI AT 5
KA RA —E R, HAP el 5% Cd itk
}(33.2 mg/kg), MAEYIEN T HEHEEN, 28Xt
S B R R KBRS, AW RN SRR T

KL RESRYTREERK, b ES
W AR SV R R, Hb 3 Cd Al Zn SFES R
0 174 13 536 mg/kg, AN 1 141
114 779 mg/kg, FZ3E TA X IREEHGE A9 L 50K 1)
Mo B AR AR R 4 R R A
BN 2 E IR, Cd A Zn R0y N
1.68 1 37.9 mg/pot, HHTELRIA K F M Ca fil Mg
GRENEENT XEREE L, T RRKHR
I, i EE Cd Wl K, O 14.1 mg/pot.
22 HIXTEFRSTELERHEEUSEE
B HIER SR OTRAERPIRAL AN A 1 FIE] 2 BT
Mo TIHEAH Ca. Mg, Fe il Mn & & 89F X {H 4>
Wk 8.25. 6.23, 42.8 g/kg Ml 615 mg/kg, [FIN}+
3¢ NH,OAc #25Uf) Cd. Zn, Ca. Mg, Mn fil K A
AR NN 2.02, 22.5, 2380, 148, 61.4 flI
90.1 mg/kg, MRS K HHEEA H IR bR,
PR A RS Ca A Mn I 78 (BF— %5 %% Ca>
1 000 mg/kg, Mn>30 mg/kg), XA Mg & fEAb T4
=AEYL(100 ~ 200 mg/kg), AL K S KL TA Y
2E98(50 ~ 100 mg/kg), EAH S — 5+ 3 1B EHEY)
AAE I Mg, K =47 BR i [ 2

RI BT RRMELBENE. ETRAENRKE

Table 3  Shoot biomass, metal concentration and uptake of Sedum plumbizincicola grown in tested soils

24 AEL7 ks B4R (mg/kg) B 4 )R O (mg/pot)
/pot, DW

(&p ) cd Zn cd Zn

/M 1.84 3.87 303 0.02 1.96

NI 16.6 1141 14 779 14.1 198

A 5 9.89 67.0 1 946 0.56 13.9

SEHME £ bRiEE 9.33 +3.59 174 + 237 3536 & 3 624 1.68 £+ 2.58 37.9 + 493
AR RZE (%) 38.5 155 102 154 130
Ca (g/k; M k Fe Mn (m Ni (mg/k: Cu (mg/k K (g/k
(g/kg) g(i;/ g) (g/kg) (mg/kg) 600 (mg/kg) 200 (Ag/ g) 400 (g/kg)
nor 200f 120F .« 20000 ( 3s0f
S00F 300}
__ 15.0F 1500+ -_ . 25_0-_
40.0 i Pl 300k 400¢ o
L 2 L N O
30'0_ 10.0F 1000} 3007 i
40+ 15.0F
oo BE 100 2001 100}
10.0F % SOF [#F] | 20t 500 100r s0f
0.0 I I oF 00k
0.0 0 0

0
[125%~75% I LSIQRINIISE  — gk ofE o S

1 #iXti¥EL=E Ca. Mg. Fe. Mn. Ni. Cafl K &£
Fig. 1 Concentrations of total Ca, Mg, Fe, Mn, Ni, Cu and K in the tested soils
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Cd (mg/kg) Zn (mg/kg) Ca (mg/kg) Mg (mg/kg) Mn (mg/kg) K (mg/kg)
13.0F z - 700 400 250 -
140 26000 - a F a L
. r . 600 . .
. 120k : I . 200 .
8.0 I . i . 500 r
I " 100 . 8000 |- - . 200 1
6o % oL - . 400 i 130 I
I I 6000 |- I . 150
300 n
60+ . I 4
40+ L 4 X
L }‘ 40 -_ 2 4000 " 200 %b 100 AA. 100 ”“
2T 200 2000 100 4 50 ,;if 50 %
oor & of ol 0 2 L .
[ 125%~75% 1 15IQRINIGIERE — %k o ¥H DN €=

2 X +IEHHAS Cd. Zn. Ca. Mg, MnF1 K &8
Fig.2 Concentrations of available Cd, Zn, Ca, Mg, Mn, and K in tested soils

23 B EREK. EEERKELTEFSITE

HEZHX R

IO TR HMEEREN . 5 Kb B
Py 5 AR 4 R Ay e R i MR RS S ARG
IR sl —4 1 GBM 20fr, A LIRIEA T
ORI R A K AR BTmk (R S) R B
Yy bl 7R e A AR AR DG (8] 3). ATLAE
H, AR I IR R, 45 Mn X
WS KA YR A K, STRCRER 34.61%;
HR R4 Fe Ml Cu ARG Ca, TTHRR MM 16.31%

13.60% il 12.27%. Hrfr, X4 & Mn>1 300 mg/kg
A RS Ca Wi 3 500 ~ 4 000 mg/kg I, Hi 3
AP Rl 4 i Mn BUA RS Ca &5 52 (1938 i im 14
FEAR( 3A. 3C); i, b B3R 54 Fe &
i 17.8 ~ 28.2 g/kg JUHN 2 IFAHK KR (K 3B), 4
i Mg R R Mg X b AR it A — e, w
HOTHRR AT 12.25% (3 5); Hh AR Mg & &
H 55 ~ 75 mg/kg BTGP, b b0 A Wi S50 Mg
HATEAICOCR, 002 H 5 R sl I, 13
AW I B AR (R 3D).

x4 WEMENE. ETRIESNMMKESHIXTIRF S TRB LB

Table 4 Correlation of shoot biomass, metal concentration and uptake with nutrient concentrations in tested soil

Ca » Mg » Fe » Mn » Ni » Cu » K4 Ca 4% Mg #x Mn 4% K 4
ELY/h -0.07 026 006 —0.07 -0.04 0.11 023 -0.16 0.20 0.08 -0.09
Cd & 0.22 034" -0.10 —-0.09 026 000 026 0.43” 0.07 0.06 0.03
Zn OTH 0.04 024 -0.09 0.02 0.17 0.02 036 0.10 -0.08 0.25 -0.14
Cd Wit 0.19 041" -0.13 —0.12 023  0.04 032 0.35 0.13 0.08 -0.01
Zn MR -0.01 030" -0.10 —0.03 0.12  0.06 0.40 0.003 0.01 0.23 -0.15
T Xa: HEKESBEFSICREE T X o TIEXSBEMFSTEAREEEE, NHE. * o 5HIFRMEHES P<0.05, P<0.01
BEKF,

x5 ZLEFRAAEMNET RRMLBENE. ETEIEFRKEENTEHE(%)

Table 5 Contribution rates of soil nutrient factors to shoot biomass, metal concentration and uptake of Sedum plumbizincicola

TR TR o B A HE Cd FE MR Cd Wl M EER Zn SR ML Zn MR
Cas 2.33 5.03 6.17 2.49 4.18
Mg + 6.70 10.39 20.20 11.28 11.46
Fe » 16.31 9.12 7.90 3.67 9.92
Mn 4 34.61 8.33 9.78 0.43 4.08
Ni & 0.88 14.61 12.44 13.18 6.60
Cu » 13.60 6.79 9.17 14.96 17.55
K+ 1.65 1.59 4.13 17.63 11.51
Ca 4 12.27 16.90 8.88 3.00 5.36

Mg 4 5.55 14.21 7.74 9.39 221
Mn gk 4.90 7.94 11.55 17.76 20.86
K 4 1.29 5.08 2.13 6.21 6.27
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Fig. 3 Partial correlation diagram of shoot biomass with soil total Mn, total Fe, available Ca and available Mg concentrations
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Fig. 4 Correlations between shoot Cd concentration with total Cd, available Cd and shoot Zn concentration with total Zn, available Zn
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Fig. 5 Partial correlation diagram of shoot Cd concentration with soil available Ca, available Mg and total Mg concentrations
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Fig. 6 Partial correlation diagram of shoot Zn concentration with soil available Mn, total K, total Mg and available Mg concentrations

x6 WEACAMZIn EESLREETERFP RS EL MRS @A
Table 6 Multiple linear stepwise regression of shoot Cd and Zn concentrations with concentrations of soil heavy metals and nutrient elements
FIAAE R ] = 77 W R P
Cd y=0.771gCd » +1.63 0.76 <0.01
Cd+374r T y=0.771gCd » —0.21 1gMn » +2.18 0.77 <0.01
Zn y=0.63 1gZn » +1.76 0.54 <0.01
Zn+FE 5 eR y=0.72 1gZn » —0.29 1gCa » —0.59 IgFe » + 0.40 1gK » +3.62 0.71 <0.01
TE: y A ECEIGE AR 500 13 Cd Il Zn & (g M BFS Cd & . 1g H 19 Zn i), HZASE X RCREIG 1Y L
&8 KSR et
i i A A
3 itig

30 TEFSTEREIEDERKNZ
FRAWN). BEP)FRAITEIS, o HEHE 755
SPICER BN SRR BHS S T AN G
PAE A AR, PR A K R B RO R G 2 B
AR . ARZHFRERY, SMNEIG A 7t R
HYHERT , Sx iR SRR AT A Y 0 R o TR0
SEPAR 5 35 5 o0 B AR A AR TR
TR RE I SR A R O%, R T K FE (Oryza
sativa LYFI/NE (Triticum aestivum L) FIF= & ;
H e MFAEP L B, it v ol s 36 AR RS 9 T 4
JRR R —E BRI, (B apLe g i rh i o R
JEARRFH X6 0 o R R A s e AN O, e i T BB S X

AR GBM 43 Hrah 4 B 384 Mn XHE5™
sRAY R AR R o A Mo i
FE&, Mn DR A K B RO R A IR
o IWE A F i, H 1345 Mn & 5>1 300 mg/kg
Jei , FEL A W e SR T R A o A R 9 35 A Min(20
200 mg/kg) ] LIEIEE K (Zea mays)IR RAVAK, #
ORI A&, Hid A9 Mn(2 000 mg/kg) ]
SN FA A AR, R, JKERIR
g AR B AR SR AE 1000 pmol/L Mn AbFH B[
BFETIE ML, X Mn A — i 32 68 ) R R AR
RS RAE 5 000 umol/L Mn ZbBE Rt Hy B AR
— e - AT P Min AT FRIAE 0.1 ~ 800 pumol/LI,
AT S o b R F T RMELT X, Mn 3K
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e 56 %

P, B Mn R EEARA T RERELE 1 000 pmol/L,
WS MAE S AR A K o atss IAE A T =, LA N
Mn i — R 10 ~ 150 mg/kg!™, AR 56 oAb
RORED 5 358 Mn & 88 254 mg/kg, RATRES
XA A P A AR . = B R Mn 23
WAL AT SR BT AL, S BOE 3 A 2RIk
RIS, BRI AW R AR L AR kB 2B A
ZRREIR,

44 Fe S RUZSZMMED S5O L FBAE Y
BRI T, 4 Fe & i AMIN S B 5K
L EBAE Yy AN I R AR (B 3B),
Fe JEMYIANRZMMEZL 5y, FRTES5EY)
2R 2R 1A BURT L A5 328 , AEA AR KRR i A
K¥EFE EEAEHO, HPIRN Fe 8 & —Mh 50 ~
250 mg/kg!"™, WAHFIE AL R 3 Fe (7=
47202 mg/kg, N TIZERIEHEAN, R - Fe
HERRRGER S Fe TEMEZ YR N A B R

AN, HIEASEE Ca, Mg & RER = R A A=
KALH BRI 4. 8 5). MW RHA
A& Ca H5EWYREMAIC, R SCHE (B 3C)AT
IEHE—ETEEN, M B3R A S Ca
RO REAG . A0 - A 3 Ca SFEYIE N
2386 mg/kg, i T HIEFE DT HARMET AR Ca )
W ZEBRIE(L 000 mg/kg), Ab Tt AERLRA, X
RAFTREM T AR S R AE R TR & it B {E . i it Y
Ca MRICZs i APt AL OGHT, AT A 4
AR BT s o T A PS5 % TR VD RS T A (Pinus
sylvestris var. Mongolica)%J i fixifi 13 Ca & {4
£ 50 ~ 100 mg/kg, i =it ilLH Ca & AR
HAERKE. 5 Catfif, A5k Mg g hnfgit 71
WS Kb A BB (K] 3D). Mg 4R 11
LY, RS SRRIE N, S 568 1ER K%
FEEF AT, YLK & AR ER.
— M TS Mg HRALT 50 mg/kg MEYIHi S
H B Mg SEAREO, AT HER A 2 Mg 1973
ik 148 mg/kg, JEFIPEEMENACE, WA TS
RN Mg T RS, LA s Mg X 1A= 9
I — R Y IE AR AR
32 TEFSTEHEXET =X Cd. Zn RIL

A

TIEBAE FFRIuE U Ca, Mg, Fe, Mn %)
—Jy 2 iE e R A A B AR KR F MR
M A ) 5k o 4 i PR AR BRI Y s 55— T X e 9%
NETSESE Cd M Zn ATRES HiE A S IS i

R R, AT RE R E 4 SR AR R A PN B
;%[32]o
ARAFFREER L, + AR Fe fil Mn #4500
Mo 3B Cd F1 Zn (S AR . GBM Z3 Ml iR &
A 4xit Fe Al Mn X 38 Cd & 5 1 5TRkE 5000
9.12% Fi1 8.33%; A&k Mn ¥i#h I-#8 Zn &5k ER
1K 17.76%, S b3 Cd Al Zn MR (1 5Tk 353 51
7 11.55% Fil 20.86%(FE 5). MPEDHIRW, 5"
SORML R Cd F A 5 184 Fe Al Mn
TREAMHICKCRER 4), XAlRERZMH T Cd. Zn A
Fe Mn 7EH RANM R AR L AU 618 fFAE e e 2R, Cd™
1 Zn®" AJLLE T Fe*™ Ml Mn?" W& AR R
A3, BT R B Fe LN 78 B}, Fe Hia T3MH
KM, Fe WUeséfin, Cd Aywshmllc R, Rtk
M4 4 e v Fe & 5 B0 NI 4 % Cd A I IORD B 28
P20 i K Mn SIS R
Mn FHHIN, FEFEAPAREXT Mn BT, AT
HFE AT Cd IR, I8/ AR Cd [ b 1R Y
Fat2 A IRIT R, AN N Mn GEXS N+ e
SR TERRER E ALY [ RSs G LA, 35 - 45 [ A X
SIE M EERE T, SR HAE FIEPIIRAEEA, BEAT
A R RCH: , AR 4 e il
AR EPOL 455 Mn J2 b B3 Zn & BRI R
T, HIZAE IR AR TN 3 Zn &m0 A
Z A )7 B (3 6). JEHJ& 145 Fe Ml Mn = 1E
FHOG, FLZMEmE e 3 1 Fe M9 HEAE Mn
HEA T A5
FHEA RS Ca fll Mg S22 M fE™ 5 R H 1 35 Cd
R EERN T, JEH 4 Mg & EE Cd
Wi P e K Tk R, BTskeR Ik 20.2%(3 5). Ca.,
Mg fil Cd FIEZMEF, HEFERmEEE, ©
eI e E A | shnmE e S0, M
SR Cd A P A R AN 2P — iR, I
Ca Bk Mg HERN; 5544 F, Hi Ca/Mg iz B 3L
Fika W FER S, 7RI Ca 5k Mg Y[Rt BERS 1
HEREPIRT Cd W irEsL SRR Ca 5% Mg I,
FEY) 2 B M AL Ca B Mg, Kt 3EA
A Ca sl Mg & i (19 2 &5 2 I il A 1 %5 Cd i I
B IS R, KRR Ca Wk
AN 6 mmol/L, Mg ¥ AT 10 mmol/L Fif, 34
Jn Ca B¢ Mg BN #2338 I 4R B e RARES Cd 1y &
., ARBISET, MBS Cd SEBEE TIEA RS Ca
FrELPYBE I EEEN (A SA). AR AL A
A Ca i, IEH KU Ca SBEILHE L
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555 RN PR RE G RIS IR IR N S R S TP R R O X SR AR S 1075

Cd i, (HARBFRAS RN . PTREREA: O
i Ca SFEMAET SR AM LA YE, mT W
AN, ML LE Cd S aa it L O 5
B CattiYy, HARZRXN Ca ByKE SR 455
M HY, FEARRMIL, $55 Cd A wa sk,
M 3 Cd St A 3 Cd MR
F, H5H8A3CE Ca BEIEHEE 4), £
+3E Ca MHLN BE—E B EE R HHE R YIXT Cd A
B, 5 Ca ANFIMIE, RiE HIEARES Mg &1
o, M S Cd & B w IR (R SB), — 7 A
B Mg A B BEINAE e T AR R ER, Rk
RN FEM LR Cd SRR S—JrmE Mg™ 5
Cd™" e b ia sl s, FRR TR Cd 1)
R, BN, BRRREEALFEREAR T /N FPRL RIS FF Cd
B, AT NERE Cd Bk, IR T Cd A
FF [ RERL Y 55 508

EAFE RIS, 1 K A=K Zn Wioh &
HERERTAEA, (55K B3 Zn SRR S+
Bh KNS RERELMHLLRESD, Hem KX
Mo b EB Zn SR TTHERE N 17.63%(F 5). 4l gl
B T B H K LG 1 E 4SS Cd il Zn BA L
BRI, (2T SR Cd 1 Zn /Y
WROSCRITRR S5 P O S5 o R W KO IR T
PR B Zn A1 Cd BYAER, MEER AR 5
KM 1358 Zn Fl Cd FIFLE

ZEA AN, AR IR R W] - HEPH R 9 e R A it
RERBERHED R Cd Fl Zn BRI HE S BA —E Y
o, o 4 Mg Hl Mn 2520 £ 5K Cd Al Zn
NS E S S STve

4 Z5ig

+ 34 Fe Ml Mn & R AET 5 K 3
AR FEFRSH T LEP e Mg, GRS Ca
L B3 Cd S A ORI B IEA R, H
X i B E Cd Y STRR R 43 10.39% A
16.90%; A%KA Mn X Hi [#8 Zn SRR, 5T
BRR R 17.76%, HHL 3B Zn &8 Rl 5 + 44
K BEIEMSE; Wi FRESE NS, +
6 Mg Al Mn S22 PED 5K Cd. Zn M) £ 257
ST BRI, oY LA A o 4 s Y 3 G PH B AR 0
JCEMLN, REEMBEERCE, BIEE A, A+
Herp g PR SR A K B T IR 43 T Y 1
B DA R 45 3% 3 (A1 BE EA 50 w9 AN B, 375 22 Je 22 56
E— 258 H RN T
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