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KRS KRR, BAHEXE, FAKNY

(1 ZROBRR2FEAD ST EBE, ZHEEH 2410005 2 PEFBERRE R HHETHT, B 211135; 3 BEVLiiRAESREMIKE 5
TAAIRILEDFECHT L, EROEW 2410005 4 TFEE AT EICRNRTEXFHIMAE, 0P 158 335199; 5 AW 548D 4
A TRARETLRE, ZHOEH  241000)

B OE: BRI (Sedum plumbizincicola)d(Cd) . BH(Zn) WIS TR IHE TR e R BN e R, DI TR T8 M B 45 S 4
TR EAEY B SRR . AR L T P E R T X ORI | R EBHE T AR RIS YRR ) 49 I EAER 5 R R
K I F A R BL, FIRARSES T . 7 SO RE B i A 0 2 T B U PR A 4 B 4 S RS G SR B B 3R o IR S5 5RR0T: O+
He A B (Mn) IR (Fe) & M A0 SR AE KM 370 7, ST 30 34.61% 1 16.31%; QRS (Ca). A EBE(Mg) S
1A Cd S B RS L IEARDG, Xl A Cd & Y STk 16.90% 1 10.39%, AL Mg X b L# Cd & it sTEkR
14.21%; AR Mn SHETFR Zn BoSCE ok, Hoxtis B3 Zn S8 AR (0 5TEkR 0508 17.76% 1 20.86%. AR FHES
TFFR5ICE MRER 5 KA RN 4B WIS RE 178 — 5 RRZ IR, ok 35 Mg A Mn 252 MR K Cd A1 Zn IR i) 743
JCE, AR AR AR HE ST 5 R Cd A Zn IR, $REIIEERCR.

KRR FOUCE; EURR; RSy WEUEE

hE452ES: X53 XHERPRERL: 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'?2, SHI Zijun*, ZHOU Jiawen?, HUANG Yongjiel35*

(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

O H: TSR H R 3 4 T H (KI2019A0507) . J8 11 17 B 4% J5 Wi H (2023JC18) Al [ 5% T 45 BF % 1 %1 1i H
(2019YFC1804703) % By,

* 18 A & (yongjiehuang0108@163.com)

EETAN . HERL998—), Zo, ZHIRMA, BLirst, FENFLIRESE SRS BE0. E-mail: hyufengl998@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

Bt 2 T Al R T Ak B 2 e, NI Bl X X
AR BCE RO, SRR . B IE T A Tl AR
FEIE B PR I E AR S im, Hoh 4R (Cd)
HE B E ST Y, BEEZn) e X T 2
020 Bk b FREAR H R E SR TG YR A R
SR, R B EFE R 7 R X A & R K AN A 3
FFFRANE S T I E SR w5, M
Jolp ARG . PRI, 4 Je s ek 3B 2 aE A
JEBE , X - e R B s Aol 2 A4 7 B
HEZE L, B EMY T 5 K (Sedum plumbi-
zincicola)Xf Cd Fl zn BATH Ay . R E M52
AEJ7, HAARK TR, Kok HFd B0 . ot & -
XA R A5 Kb 138 Cd Al Zn & 0] B ik 1470
1 14 600 mg/kg®!, AR S A 4 W IBUIE S 3 A TR o
o AR S5O T 28 e 1y P T R AR s ek
M 50 5 4 s 5Bt HABAT RAFRHE RS, o
Al i AR EAEMI B A%, AR IR, 2R
RAB S A T B W UG &2 HR )z i FH T .

IR R T ML X IR AR 2 | AN ] DX A T -3
PERRAFTE I A 22 5%, 38 pH. HHLR LI
JCE AL IR 0 5515 22 DR 2% 1 235 i AR SR AE ) 1 I
B RGBT, o, 330K 5(Ca). BE(Mg) .
BRFe) i (Mn)SE KL h e MR, BAY5
Cd. Zn AHLAY L fr A K A B 2145, AT Bt
AR A AR, B ATTARA AT BEAEA YW R e ia
BH 25 -1 B b % AR B B SE G R RIAE . i an
Cd 1 Mn #al gl Nramp5(FR AR 56 B k41
JL B 1) e i B 1 8 s gk A K R AR 2 B N B, 5
—J7 I, 3K P ES 0 2 AT LLGE B R e A A A BRAR
i NG R AN DY & i S u R N TTRE R 3 A EIE 32
M R SR A ) ) B 4 A WIORI R 2R . Liu 26OV 31
ik Ca HER AT DL 35 SE 27 7R e 5% K (Sedum  alfredii)fi
LR AR IZM AR, (R Am R RKIR R Cd
AW, JFIRTT Cd A BT Y iz s T A X 9 55 1)
FIREFE R, HEhn Mg B Ca AYBE R #REESR B AR Bt R
HREB Cd & &, Hidh Cd/Mg i 2 P USIR I 4R B o K AR
Yig . M ¥R Zn A1 Cd &t K. Lombi 5145

Fe M@k =55 1 @R BALY K5 & i 5% (Noccaea
caerulescens)Zih Fe M ISOHH S 25 1 L R A s JEE 3Rk
PEHE T HXF Cd i, BeAh, HIERFRITRR S
S H 4 Ja8 E - S UAH A 43 A, DA T A28 o 4R A
Bk o UFR IR Gy, A mAFRSE TS
ARG, 5 A S AH W B Y B R B R A AT
e, BCE ZnE &R B, ZEm gAY R
GBI s B2 Pt A BRI B R 5
TLR MRSV B EIENR T BRZ—.

VI Z W58 R W1 el 8+ 8 BA B 1 7 43 R AT L
PR 0o) B 4 R A W A 11328 AR TRVBZH Hif 0T 2 RSt
8T HIEPEFTAN pH . AL X SR T 4
JE W s e 8 7 {E G T BB IR LR AR 5t
K 4 JRAE ORI SE MR RN, KRR X BT Ak o A B A
M3 T RAEAR W GE T o3 B T- B 88 - BR A 4
JE WY FE 45 7 03 R At TR LB RIS BT R
AR TR [ R 7 i XA [R) 2 0 Sy e P 3, TR0 2k
IRE, W] 1 AR S AR A A K RN o 4 R
W22 5, BRI AE G AT L T SRR B R SR AR R A T B
A FF R AN S5 5K Cd. Zn RILHY
KFR, WIS SR Cd Al Zn W) 2355
R, DU TR0 9 £ B 4 el AR A B SR 2
AydE e, fEFERE Y S HORBYHET .

1 HREH®

1.1 fhiktiE

IR E R 5 X 5 AN RS 49 AN AR
RI(GFRKAE £, 2088, A, et AKE5F)
FAS )5 AR BE B R H R J2 (0 ~ 15 om) -4 ME 4, H:
HEIRE A (N L S PH RN BH)L0 A4S VIPE 4 (LA
586 A4~ WA (WU L RSN34S ST
(Tt A AR) 9 AR 2R 48 (G L THIE FIVERVT) 11 4
SR A5 - ) 2 R0 5 K AN, Herbok RS A
274>, B 224 W AIERH O ORE , it
R R A 5 1+ (D3 AR £2)35 AN DA KB
+ (R R L FNERE 1) 14 A AR ¥E b 1 - R G 285
W, AR 0 4 B, WEERTE KB £ 27
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A EREAREER L 3 RIS 14 SRR
WIEL 54

B E TR AR 1 . 13 pH. BHES
+ 2 # 5t (CEC) #1A7 #HLAk 7% 1t (SOC) 1Y 31 [l 3 0l by
4.28 ~8.42, 7.20 ~ 25.4 cmol/kg #1 8.58 ~ 56.5 g/kg;
T 545 Cd(Cd )1 & HELF R 0.06 ~ 33.2 mg/kg
(CF¥MEA 5.72 mglkg), Hodf 414+ HA Cd »
il GB 15618—2018( 1 IEFAIE it A FHHh 145875
e KBS A R AE (R T) ) BB T G IXURS: T e 1B (3R 2)5
TS Zn(Zn ) ETERIY 46 ~ 5 403 mg/kg
(FX3{E > 700 mglkg), Hrb A7 20 D EAER) Zn o B
b5 g XU T (I (% 2). ekl DIE €, Hhik g
) P o 2 5 0 2, B AR A7 b S WA [) 2 R0 b - 48

P JoT 728 S
F=1 HRTEERMER
Table 1  Basic chemical properties of tested soils

SR pH CEC SOC  Cds zn .

(cmolkg)  (0/ka)  (mgrkg)  (mglkg)
e/ ME 4.28 7.20 8.58 0.06 46

wRAE 8.42 25.4 56.5 33.2 5 403

HREDA 5.48 17.9 28.1 11.5 926

A 5.73 125 22,5 5.72 700

FrifizE 1.11 4.26 8.62 8.59 1077

TRFE(%) 193 34.1 38.4 150 154
1¥:: CEC F/R HIEMHE FacHitt; SOC F/R HIEAMLK;

CdFn e Cd &&;Zn . Fontfiei Zn i ;n=49,

2 #HATESERELEBHRER
Table 2 Exceeding rates of Cd and Zn concentrations in tested soils referring to GB 15618—2018
mH 24 pH <55 55<pH < 6.5 65<pH <75 pH>75
Cd 75 4 XU i 16 (5 (ma/kg) 7K H 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8
HoAth 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.6
bR AR 18 13 5 5
Cd 5 44 XUk 5 il (e il {E (mglkg) 1.5 2 3 4
T R AR 7 8 5 3
Zn 15 G XU i B E il {E (mglkg) 200 200 250 300
T R AR 8 5 5 2

1.2 ZFiLE

B bR 14 AR SR IR AL (< 4 mm), 43931
HU 1.5 kg AR (HET38) 28 AR A FCA A kL ah
(Ef% 15cm, & 20 cm), RRAFFE 4 BRKEIEA -3
PR S RA S, B RIS 4 DNEE . R 5K
AR B GREE A SOGER, BRCESES BN 25 °C
M 15°C, TIES/KEYERZ 70% HIERKE, FfE
J& 1 AHM 4 ASHAZEABIEWIK, HEsiHRE
(CO(NH2)2)0.5 g Al — & #f (KHPO4)0.5 g 53524
150 d &, WCHRAR R [, MG RRIBCHE 1A=
ST E SR MR TR B
1.3 TIEMEYERS T
131 HIEFRELSE SRR S ENE 4
i FREGY 100 Hf 329 01 g T 7 mL 95
PUH LA (PRAYM BT AR, A 2 mL & HNOs
Al 1 mL HCIO4 120 °C {i4f# 2 h, JFIRETHZ 200 °C
AR 4 h, JFR575 %3 HNOs J5 A 1 mL HF 4k2:H
fi# 1 h, FREWIE TSN 200 °C 2T, &JaH 1%(m/V)
s HNO IR WUE A 10 mL, 12 i o A1 FH H B 5 45
B AR & SPGB (ICP-OES, Avio™ 200, Perkin

Elmer, 3&[E)FH S A 55 2 F AR E (L (ICP-MS,
Nexion 2000, Perkin Elmer, 3 )i 5 74 i i HH i 4%
JLZ(Cd. Zn, Ca. Mg, Fe. Mn, Ni, Cu, K)&&,

+IEA M Cd. Zn, Mn, Ca, Mg. K &l
RS, FREGE 10 Hifi+3 2.00 g, A 20 mL
NH4OAC ¥k (1 mol/L, pH=7), TE:EIRGHL FIEw
05h, JikE 6h, JEEHINEES), ifu&, KM ICP-OES
F1ICP-MS il 5 12 R e R & i
1.32 YR ESESFES TR SEINE i
BEYIFE 2 0.2 g TR %SG, A
6 mL #¢ HNO3z il 2 mL H,0, T 105 °C HEAHTN## 7 h,
A RS A, U8, SR ICP-OES & i
fr oo R (R 1) &
1.4 ¥iBAESSGiTHH

JITAT 8 K AE A il I S 5 1 28 e R A
DS BRI (14 T 2540 A Rk b (o] U R 780 % 2 1) 0 9%
51, SRH Pearson AH & (RUMIKG 56 ) %ob A ) 25 H2 g A7
AHSEE A B, TN b b 38 T 4 A A A O R e
SPSS AT LT MIABRAT o 8L SR R iR AR
#1(Generalized boosted models, GBM)##1 HZE & 5
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PRI AR it [A] Y AR LR R i — DRG0 5t R
LB FHE TR F . GBM i —Fh Ik T AR
AR TR R AR EP BT Freund I
Schapire [ Adaboost - %5 i1 Friedman {1t 5 $2 7L,
W — RN 55 2 SR AL G B 2% 2 45, AT B T S AR AR
T (Y RO R A R 1200 R L R A o B A A AR
0T PR AR i 2 AR S I L3 Ao i A DG AT L
ELULF 31 PR AR £ B 1 AR o AR AR B 1580 A3 A ik
RIES Y GBM fI5LH

FT A BE =R E I E R EZE, R Excel
2016 F1 SPSS 19.0 #4748 i14 4, Origin 2023b #E47
25N, Goit i PEKSE A P<0.05 1) P<0.01.

2 ERE5S

21 #HFEXRMEBENESELSERKE

FE RS P A K AR AN W] 88 B P R Rk
HELEA 0 T A B AR, Hodh R A e
9.33 g/pot(5 3). ik e H b M B AR R X 55
RIAERA —asm, Hrh7Efhl 1458 cd S mk
F(33.2 mg/kg), XHEPER TEEEMH, S L
B LA R R K GRS, DN SR B TR

+ A 5 T A AR S AR O, M b S 4 Wi
AR VIR, M EB Cd Al Zn XS4
S 174 F1 3 536 mg/kg, e RAE 5100 1141 F1 14 779
ma/kg, H2ETH X IEEHRIE AR 5 R A L
G BBl AR G JE WS R A AR ) e 3
M2 LA, Cd A zZn SFIfice 5351 4 1.68 il
37.9 mg/pot, HPTEEW S A E R Cafl Mg & 4K
KFEET XI5 Y I L, R SR KRR, M
#B Cd Wl i K, 4 14.1 mg/pot.
22 HALERITEZLERHEBUSEE
B E IR SR TR BERDIRBL AN & 1 FNE 2 BF
/No TiE4R Ca. Mg, Fe fl Mn & & (E 4>
54 8.25, 6.23, 42.8 g/kg £ 615 mg/kg, [FAT+
HE NH,OAC #2HLiy Cd, Zn, Ca, Mg. Mnfl K A&
MASERSM A 2.02, 225, 2380, 148, 61.4 Al
90.1 mgrkg. MR IR IR A ISR PR
X A HES Ca il Mn {0 78 2 (SR — %% Ca>
1000 mg/kg, Mn>30 mg/kg), AR Mg & it ik T45
= 4544 (100 ~ 200 mg/kg), AL K &K T4 Y
24 (50 ~ 100 mg/kg) , TEAH 24— o 11 B G Y
AR I Mg, K FR43 bR R i )8

®3 HFVRRMLEHEVE, EcRSEMREE

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

B R 4R & & (mg/kg) 4R I (mg/pot)
/pot, DW

@/ ) cd Zn cd Zn

fe/MA 1.84 3.87 303 0.02 1.96

SN 16.6 1141 14 779 14.1 198

LREDE 4 9.89 67.0 1946 0.56 13.9

FHE £ PR 9.33 +3.59 174 +237 3536 +3 624 1.68 +2.58 37.9 +49.3
5 ZRE (%) 385 155 102 154 130
Ca (g/k Mg (g/k F M Ni (mg/k: | k K (g/k
a(g/kg) g(%f g) e (g/kg) n (mg/kg) 600 i (mg/kg) 200 U(n‘lgf g) 40,0 (g/kg)
00r 20.0 120 2000( _ 350
- 500 30.0F
i 15.0 1500 I 2500
40.0¢ 60 300k 400¢ oof
2 | .
30.0r 10.0 0 1000} 300¢ sl
20.0 . 200 -
L “ - 100} L 10.0
10.0 % 5.0 20 S00F 100 500
0.0 i 0 0.0}
0.0 0 0 0
C125%~75% T LSIQRIMIGTER  — fugk o ff €=

1 #ittELE Ca. Mg, Fe. Mn. Ni, CuFl K 5E
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 (m )
13.07 Ag/kg .g = By 700 B (mg'e 400 glke 250 %/kg
140 26000 - A 3 A L
B I . 600~ N B
L s 120+ . s 200 b
8.0 I . r . 5001 r
I " 100 r N 8000 - . 200} 4
6.0 L 80 . b . 400 .t - 150 I
| L 6000 - I 1501 t
10 60 F [ 300 | L
i : - * 100 - 4
L a0k 2 4000 - 2001+ . 100+ & | ﬁ'
al * 7 2000 — 100] so_ i 50 ﬁf
L 20 - r - 501 1 L
: | |
0.0F o -

0r e 0

0,

] 25%~75%

T LSIQRMAYTERE

— ik

e
=
I

0 e s %

Fig. 2 Concentrations of available Cd, Zn, Ca, Mg, Mn, and K in tested soils

23 HFHEXREK, EEERKESTERSTE

EIA=RESER

AT (R 4SS RELW] . PR 5K A
Pyt 5 s - R Ju R A i MO RS A G
PR, @it —L 0 GBM 43HT, A LIIRIGA 5
I3 R SR R AR R B AR STk (R 5) il b R
Yt bR o u R S R AR SC I (B 3). TR
h, EFTA O E IR R, Ak Mn X
WS KA BRI R R AR R, ST 34.61%:;
Hk y4ate Fe 1 Cu, ARG Ca, stlik®srH1HN

16.31%.13.60% #112.27%. H:rf, 2444 Mn>1 300
mg/kg B4 574 Cayu A 3 500 ~ 4 000 mg/kg A,
Mo | EBAE R S 4 Mn B0A 308 Ca SRR
MZEHFEAR(E A, 3C); M, M L&A YEY
4> Fe &t 17.8 ~ 28.2 g/kg LN 2 IEAHE & (K
3B), 4 Mg IR Mg %t 384 Wikt — &
SR, P STCR AN 12.25%((3% 5); HiP e A Rk
Mg % 55 ~ 75 mg/kg FITE P, L AR e
AR Mg B EADCCHR, Y H & B m B AIR
fF, M bR AE Y IO A8 4k (] 3D).

x4 WEMEVE. ESRSENMRUESHRAIRF I TRENMEIE

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

Cax Mg » Fe » Mn 4 Ni » Cu K2 Ca uu Mg 4 Mn g K
YR -007 026 006 —007 -004 011 0.23 -0.16 0.20 0.08 -0.09
Cd & 0.22 034" -010 -0.09 026 000 0.26 0.43" 0.07 0.06 0.03
Zn i 0.04 024 -0.09 002 017 002 036 0.10 -0.08 0.25 -0.14
Cd Wi 019 041 -013 -012 023 0.04 032 0.35" 0.13 0.08 -0.01
Zn Wi -0.01 030" -010 -003 012 0.06 040 0.003 0.01 0.23 -0.15
e Xa: HEEBERESTCESEETE; X HRSEBEFNITCEAYETE, TR * ** HRIRRMEME P<0.05, P<0.01
BEKF

x5 BLEFOAEWNHT KRR LBEYE., EERIEMMTE R TIIE(%)

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

THEFR TR S R Mo LA Cd &t M EAR Cd Wolicht M bR Zn EhRE U BEP Zn Wfich
Cax 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 34.61 8.33 9.78 0.43 4.08
Ni » 0.88 14.61 12.44 13.18 6.60
Cu s 13.60 6.79 9.17 14.96 17.55
K 1.65 159 4.13 17.63 1151
Ca y 12.27 16.90 8.88 3.00 5.36

Mg s 5.55 14.21 7.74 9.39 2.21
Mn iz 4.90 7.94 11.55 17.76 20.86
K i 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 andavailable Mg concentrations

M EHE Cd A Zn i 50N A A AL
SERAERENIEMCEIEXLR(E 4); 1ok, H
L Cd S Cd Wi 5 A RS Ca fa i
Mg &t B IEAHSC(R 4). SHKE R &0
J&, GBM /i k8t ¥ Cd & =i KI5
W HARES Ca, TTHkAIL 16.90%((K 5), Hili k-
W Cd 7 HEE A L Ca & 5 A3 inmisg in (& 5A);
HWK, A% Mg W Hb E3 Cd SRSk RN 14.21%
(% 5), HBEEFA L Mg 38, i 1-# Cd &k
J B R AR B R S (K] 5B). i HlL LB Zn 5 AR
w5 AR K B IEAE, R EE Zn ol
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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

#6 WMEMCAMZn SESIREEGRRFI RS ELTE MR LEESH

Table 6 Multiple linear stepwise regression of shoot Cd and Zn concentrations with concentrations of soil heavy metals and nutrient elements

SIAA & [l 75 W R? P
cd y=0.77 1gCd » + 1.63 0.76 <0.01
CA+FE4p e y=0.77 IgCd » —0.21 IgMn » +2.18 0.77 <0.01
Zn y=0.63 IgZn » +1.76 0.54 <0.01
Zn+FEHICER y=0.721gZn » —0.29 IgCa » —0.59 IgFe » +0.40 IgK » + 3.62 0.71 <0.01

TE: y W EEAE R AR 55 K B3R Cd F Zn
EAEYSE e A

3 it

31 TEFSTEREEITEYEKZN
FRAUN). BR(P)FRPTTRSL, #or 3B R 7%
SITUR AR E R HHSS T YA N SCHRE
FRAEARE R, XA Y A B R A b A
WHEAER] . ARZWFFERIT, SNEIG I BH B 7373 0 R
AOHERE , X2 BERY AR KOS s A B2 E W i 20
SRR A 95 4y ST R WS O A Rt s TR
IR AFBE I AT FHRCR , ek 7K FE (Oryza
sativa L.)F1I/NZZ (Triticum aestivum L) A K F =
(L te a5 UL B, it P s Se R AT XA T4
FiAR B BA —E AR A, (RS i rh i T R
HEAR X TPy AR R A S AN K, 2 ik ] BE 2 %)

(g b EFE Cd E i, 1g 3 EFE Zn SaE), HASREOMX B LS 1 1 A

YA R FEEM
A GBM 43 Hr 4l R W 34 Mn X £
S RAY A XE R o A 3 Mn it
B, M SRR R AR K R ARON; B R R A
FHo I 3A F H, 24 345 Mn 5 £>1 300 mg/kg
Jei , R A ) e R AN o A F 5 2R IS Y MIn(20
200 mg/kg) il LI #E E K (Zea mays)iR R A K, 42
1o EOKR S EBOLAE Y i, (H A i) Mn(2 000 mg/kg) W]
IR EK A —E R MR R, RIAEHL, KRR
IR BRI 5 R AE 1000 pmol/L Mn 403 B i
WFETAFLL, X Mn A —E 52 e 7 1 AR 2 AR
B 5 RAE 5 000 pmol/L Mn ZbFH Rt H 38 F AR 18],
— ¥ AW D Mn e BEAOYEEIFE 0.1 ~ 800 pwmol/LE4,
AR b - R F R PR PELTHEX, Mn A%
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P, IR Mn W BEARA AT g 1 000 pmol/L,
M SE M AP A o s A I 7, AR N
Mn & — k10 ~ 150 mg/kg™®, i A5 oAb
APET S K B35 Mn &8 254 mg/kg, fRWTHE
ST A K~ R EE . S AR Mn
R M A P A B B, S SO B R
KIS, BRI AE Y REBRAS . MY R B 221
S ZFPRE AR,

44 Fe S RUZSZMA D SO R AE Y Y
BRTURAN T, 4 Fe S I S BU L 5 K
L ERAE AN LTI AR AR (B 3B).
Fe SAHYRNRZEGH EZL 5y, FFRAES5HY)
2R 25 1A BURTHL (5328 , AR AR K AR i /i
RAEE HEAE IO, AR N Fe & it —h 50 ~
250 mg/kgl9, MAHESE h A5 R E 7R Fe (195 &
202 mg/kg, i Tz EIEHE N, R 11 Fe
BERPIRBE AT Fe TEEE PR N IS R,

IAh, LA RS Ca, Mg &R R R A4
KAAERA TR 4. & 5). HIHHTRIA
& Ca 5y R G, R M mAHSCE (B 3C)nT
DI HAE—E L, Hh B4 i A0S Ca &%
SRR . A H A RCS Ca 9 TFI(E R 2
386 mg/kg, it i T IR bR AL Ca 5
—ZEhRE(L 000 mg/kg), Ak Tt EAENLRE, XAR
KATREM W T S R AR TR & W E. 2w
Ca W o s Y R AL OGHT, AT IR 4 ()
AR BN 223 A PRI Yk BV M AR F 4 (Pinus
sylvestris var. Mongolica)% i i 13 Ca & IR HF
7£ 50 ~ 100 mg/kg, it m= ol KA Ca & A2 il
HAERKE. 5 Catik, A Mg B nfeist 71
W5 KM 3R AE i i LR (B 3D). Mg &4 11
LY, R R R AL, S 506 1EH KRS
FKEFRBO A, YLK R B A IR R,
— i FIEP AR Mg & RAKT 50 mg/kg fEYIai s
HE G Mg AEAR B0, A5tk + 384 20 Mg 191
Tl 148 molkg, JEFHAEMENIKE, WA R
ST Mg FRYEHEIN, AR Mg X i B AE )
R —E M IE R HEE R
3.2 TEFASTEMREINET =X Cd. Zn R

:p=A|

T TR 0E (W Ca. Mg, Fe, Mn 4§)
— 7 T 2538 S A A BRI A KR T, )Y
M A 40 %o B 4 i A AR ORI S B34 5 ) — ) Tl ik B 7
NETH5ESIR Cd M Zn WRES HiEE S 51

TR S BT, DA 52 e 4 R A A A PN Y R
RB2,

AW R K, T4 Fe Ml Mn #5450
M 3 Cd A Zn B & s A icE: . GBM 4T 4h SR
B4tk Fe Al Mn XfHu &8 Cd & it 1) BTmkR 5 51k
9.12% #18.33%; A% Mn Xt 3K Zn & & 5iEkR
ik 17.76%, X L3 Cd A Zn W AY 5Tk 41
J 11.55% #il 20.86% (3 5). MIPE MR, fE5"
FORHL FFR Cd &R 5 145 Fe Fl Mn
THEMMEXERGFE 4), XTEEHRT Cd. Zn M
Fe.Mn 7EMR RYIMLRE_L (FEE fE e e G &R, Cd?*
Al Zn? AT LLE T Fe?t Fil Mn? i A EAMR &R
YRfpee-34, BT & BR Fe N R, Fe ffis ¥k A
KM, Fe Wb, Cd s lca TR, Kk
M M Fe B ik BE B AR X Cd A I ORI RR 2R R
fIREs-36), iy R4 Mn E i o e ik g AR
Mn s, (R HEAEARERST Mn B, A
TAE P AR ERXT Cd Ay, JHRER Cd [ kb E R
a2 AR R, SNEDEIN Mn REHG N 3
& B TERRAR SE ALY A Ss G LA, 385 - 8 [ A X
LB EERE ST, BURHAE HIEPRIRAES, BT
T4 A AR A R, DA T A0 A A 0 4 e A A
FIEL RO 5% Mn S b 3 Zn B 5 AR KR [
T, (HZAF R A BRI 5 Zn & A S
Z It AT B (3 6). JRL & L3 Fe Fil Mn = 1E
G, FRZMERE N e S8 I Fe AEEE Mn
PEA T A,

TIEA RS Ca il Mg 52 M A 50K L 3 Cd
RN EENF, JFH 854 Mg 2 18 Cd
Wi P e KTk R, BTkl 20.2%(% 5). Ca.
Mg fil Cd 2 =M+, HEFERMERE, &
MBI a1 | sl B MEE G0, A

N Cd 7EAEY) I R B E BT, —fgmi s, I
Ca B {Ik Mg fItR 514, #%) CalMg #5188 (1 3k A
FkE B ERE, EWIL Ca B¢ Mg Ay A I BERS 1
HEAEPIXT Cd By M B T AE kL Ca B¢ Mg B,
) S EE L B IE R Ca B¢ Mg, Rtk 3
RS Ca 5 Mg & 14 m s dl A %t Cd iy iz
(38391 A SE NIRRT, FEK G Ca WREEAS
#ik 6 mmol/L, Mg ¥R 10 mmol/L i, 3 i
Ca o Mg AL #2338 N 7R B e RARTE Cd & .
AW, M EF Cd & EbEE HIEARS Ca &
R 1 0 i S TG N (8] BA) . A 5T i A S
Ca it i, IEH kUil Ca 2B ¥ Cd %
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o, (AR RN . TRER A . Ol
Ca &ML R R MM B3R, BT “WR4EL
N7, Mo LEB Cd HEaair LA O R
Ca ft¥), HAR AR Ca iy KW 2 B 5 1 HY,
SHMR AL, 5 1HE Cd B R, TR
ErH E S Cd ST, M B Cd Wl E, H
5AHAMA Ca BEEMIE(R 4), RUIH N1
Ca M HER; fiE—E R E R IHEZ RYXT Cd LR 5
Ca AFIMYIE, Bl HIEASES Mg SN, b
B3 Cd F iz WA (& 5B). —Jy i AR Mg
Frm AR e T M AR R BB, RN
SO - Cd FEFEAL; 5 —Jr i Mg¥ 5 Cd? 5%
AL R A BRI, FRIE TR Cd LR,
BN, BREREEALBEFEAR T /N AR AIAS AT Cd
il T /NEEXE Cd By, D T Cd RS AT AT
ALy AR

EAFERMNIE, 1 KRR Zn ot &
FEERBEER, (EF 5K 5 Zn &R Ml 5+
Bh K& ERREEMHLLEREE ), Haem KXt
Hi 3 Zn S TTHRRON 17.63%(3% 5). 4R i 10
s R I K MBS L3 E 4R Cd Ml Zn AU 3K
Bk, (2 TSR Cd 1 Zn (1
WSR2 5 P in P S5 ORIy e R it KBS & T
RO R M E Zn A Cd B9 AR, TG R AR 5
KA 13 Zn Fil Cd FYFR 2

ZEA R, ARG e ] 1 PR TR e R A
RERBEAED SR Cd F1 Zn BYWRILHE 1 HA — 1
S, Hoh -3 Mg A Mn 220 £ 5K Cd il Zn
WS B E P TR0 R

E:l:‘
TE =

4 £t

H A Fe M Mn &R S R M B
AP FER SN T LR 4eE Mg, ARGES Ca
Lt 13 Cd Sl MR A B IEME R, H
Xf ML E Cd A SRR 40k 10.39% AN
16.90%; AZLA Mn X i B Zn WK, BT
HRE N 17.76%, Hib 13 Zn &0 LRl 5 14
K WEFIEAS; Wb B ESERIER, +
1 Mg Al Mn 252 £ 50Kk Cdy Zn RIS 25
Ao BRI, AT LG R TS g - 0 BH BSR4
JCEMLN, IREEYBERCR, BIMEENA . Bt
Herh R SR KA HE F 3R 0 R 1 & 5
B VA S 45 3747 TR L U A 00 v AN BH A , 38 75 22 5 200
HE— e AN T
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