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Alleviating Aluminum Toxicity to Cadmium Hyperaccumulator Sedum plumbizincicola in

Acid Soils

DONG Bei!, ZHOU Jiawen® ", ZHAN Juan?, CHENG Xinfeng', ZHOU Tong?, WANG Yuyang®, ZHOU Shoubiao', WU Longhua’
(1 School of Ecology and Environment, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu, Anhui 241002, China; 2 CAS Key Laboratory of Soil
Environment and Pollution Remediation, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract: To alleviate aluminum (Al) toxicity to the normal growth and efficient metal removal by hyperaccumulators in acid
soils, the efficiencies of different strategies to relieve Al stress on cadmium (Cd) hyperaccumulator Sedum plumbizincicola were
compared. The results show that in the hydroponic experiment, Zn addition significantly enhances root Cd>" uptake rate by S.
plumbizincicola under Al stress while adding CaCl, or citric acid to solution has no significant effect on root Cd>* uptake. In the
pot experiment, adding lime significantly increases soil pH, and enhances the growth and shoot Cd uptake of the
hyperaccumulating plant. However, adding rice or maize biochars, or citric acid in soil does not significantly alleviate the
inhibition of plant growth and Cd uptake raised by Al stress. In contrast, adding citric acid aggravates soil acidification.
Agricultural strategy of intercropping with S. plumbizincicola and buckwheat was also used to alleviate Al stress, which decreases
soil Al activity to some extent and does not significantly affect shoot Cd uptake per plant by S. plumbizincicola with appropriate
planting density. Above all, using a combined strategy of intercropping with the hyperaccumulator and Al-tolerant crop with the
application of soil amendment to alleviate Al toxicity will not significantly decrease soil Cd availability and plant Cd uptake, thus
can realize remediation and crop production simultaneously in Al-stressed soils.

Key words: Aluminum toxicity; Sedum plumbizincicola; Lime; Biochar; Intercropping with buckwheat
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LCONIEZ 7SV N 37 N ok 2 P2y A Y 7 W (I E X I N pH 5.80 /Y 1/4 Hoagland & FF R4k SL 57— . HHY)

(Sedum plumbizincicola)ih_I-FBXT Cd HA7 MR R
I, FERTEFR LBRTE Jeqe H it 8 Cd Jy i EA R4
A SRR, R, R R KRS aB R
4 Cd Frib A 5 mg/kg HMRTE + T

FRIE Cd V5% [n) @™ A R 7 2L X, W]
PRV A3 0 322200 A X, AEAE IS 2 A ) A K Y
BEAR -, Horh, BRADZERMEIVEY) A Ry SR
T, REEAE pH<S 1Y H b JAA SR R, W
TIAR LTI X S8 He s A3 i3k 1.56 emol/kg ™,
Tl R A KA A S Al 5 5>0.67 emol/kg 1+
B BT RE I AL FEAEIRT T AGUEIAL AT IIAT I K
B, b AL EI T SR A KRR Cd> )
R, HEMRRAR T L Cd BLREE, anfR A
ARAE TR E L1 Al EFEEH, RAREER
FEIFERRME -3 [ IEH A KR Cd Bk BRI OCHE

MR - 0 ek BE o LASE 8 pH b L il
A PRI ARG G TR Z — B AFAE IS i AL
. Dyl N RS | RER AR, H O AR A
FI TRV L BRSO, A HLRR AL & 1 rh s (1Y
APT, BEAIR ALBEVE, ATTA M Al FEXHEYAE K
KB WG R, SRR, — S A R 4 1
SRR T B L AR O AN B, B
H AR A R AR A g e DR H e 8
Fr(mstk . WERHERELF . FR0r F ) MR AR S T fE
(TRoK L DRIE L B A )i e )z T IR Pk Y
RO R U IR R B, R R VR KA
Rl FE A= W o o A S o W B T B2 AL TS D B 35
Rtk AL /0 Al RFEPI RN RS o BLAR,
AT A AR R AE Y 5 ARAE Y ] (B) VRt B
KA BEEY g, Db A g mEr.
IF & (Fagopyrum esculentum Moench)fF A — Fifi #. 7Y
PO ERAPEY , HAR R BE I A DL Bt (AN A2 AR IR 2 )
)4 A AL AT BRI A b ™ 332 Fpk e K )
VEZ M Be T IR L8 Al #7 (HARIRAMIS .
PR, AT SCHER IS R 2 i (R A HLIR . A1
WK AEYIBUR UL K ALTIHEEAE ) 5 A0 5K ), T
AL BN SeRTER DK S A R85
Cd W84, DUHIRRBEAERF A 5ORIE R A K
R e I Cd 1Y AL 5 28 i it

1 #REFE

1.1 SBEEFEFREHKELRE
PO SRR T RS B A P AT 5 B 4 3 Y
AN, BB TR ST IR SE ] A ROK B R — A, ]

ARG ARG, R 25CHR)/15 CHR
o). FRfED S RAEMRE, P RKHRLE . R/h—3
M, AT MR K EHAE,

B HEPREE 8 BRA/NEA — B R R
Fe#% 225647 0.8 L 1/4 Hoagland & SRR BB 2248 1
B CAWREEBEE R 50 pmol/L, BNk CdCl,.
WA ERF (2 mmol/L CaCly, 200 pmol/L Fr&z |
50 A1 500 pumol/L ZnCly), W& FEH SRR FE Cd* 1
WAL, FZERNEIN CaCl, 8 ZnCL )5, WIKE T
o R AR AR CURTRERZ AR K Cd I,
BB 4 mmol/L NaCl iU iy b B . Hir A il 45
R, pH 5.00, Al 200 pmol/L AbFE T LR 5 RAR
F CA7 P GG Al BRI AL BEAH L TG 357
b, B A R A I B ) Bk B T IR A I TR
pH(4.00), NHEEARFIAFISING Al FEMHA 02 1#
R, Hod CaCly #7452 . NaCl I b #A 15 5 0 -
O Al + AIAF; @AM Al + Bt 7]
(CaCly, f/ R . NaCl); (3200 umol/L Al + AN
K7l @200 pmol/L Al + Ml (CaCly . A747R |
NaCl), i ZnCly ik BEZH B Jg . DA Al +in
A& ZnCly(50 F1 500 pmol/L); (2200 pmol/L Al +
IR & 2 ZnCly(50 1 500 pmol/L), f#iF Cd %
PR R AR 45 A 4 S T R B AR (BIO-001A,
Younger){ll 5 Ab B 48 h 5 FEAT R KM E Cd* ik,
MR Cd™" U Ay BRI 2 vk L Li 183,
WUR . AbHE 48 h )5, PRI SR MR A —
2% TEAR, R T S A Y RS FR L rp g P45 30 min,
RiRhde 40 ml P (50 umol/L CdCl,,
0.1 mmol/L CaCl, .MgCl, f1 KCI DA } 1 mmol/L NaCl,
pH 4.00), 2R J5 7ELED R RARF WL Cd™ R fe K
Mg s Cd* R EEE 3 min, BOEI(E ., A4 Ab R
AR BB E DN 8,

1.2 AMAREESERIAFMN L EA

P R AVEVE S SRR T INA g, R0
S Rk 2 B e e s B TS AR = o ORI
Y, T3 pH A 3.84, PHE TASH# i (CEC) N
6.28 cmol/kg, A7 HLEK & (SOC) K 3.87 g/kg, 4= Cd
A 27.9 mg/kg, EHAS Al T HCH 2.41 cmol/kg.
MR MR A K . FPIERR . A=W B e OK RS ¢
pH 7.32, L KFEFF 5 pH 8.90), Bkt B A 3 rh
FiE IR — A 5 T il g, R dt 5 b EE, 435
e NS R AR XTIR | ERA ARG gke).
Jit AR (4.63 g/kg, 5 HIEACHAS Al B BE/R LE
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12 1) Bt 2%(m/m) 7K R b A1 A= 9 5t o it
2%(m/m) FKFEFF AW Fime, YK 60 Bifi)E
fiti A EHERA), BENACTE 4 B L AR 1.5 kg(Ht
T, AT SRR 4 SRR AT AR
AR S ) . PR 5 R AR K R R A 286 R,
TREE 20 ~25 C(HR)MI 10~ 15 C(RMg), 3R K
HAEREZ) 70% HRIFEKE . FAEAE SRS 2 8
ZEATIEAE—YK, AR N 100 mg/kg (MIRRER),
P 50 mg/kg (UL KH,PO, B )., A SR EEFR2 240 d
Jo, WO R B, AT E AR
1.3 SAEZEMRZHER: TV EXRE5FZEE

PR 4 N HTIT A BN TR X LA X R 2
V5 IH0 ~ 20 em), TSRS E k4, 14
pH & 4.89, SOC %K 26.7 g/kg, 4 Cd &N
3.24 mg/kg, SR Al 1M 0.83 cmol/kg(MR N AICI,
FEBAPE IS, PR R IR R AT KA
Al 5 B M, 3R 2 i RP O VL VY 3R & (Fagopyrum
esculentum Moench. cv Jiangxi, T Al 7)), 565 E
4 AbH: PR RCRIAEAT, 6 #%). FEZEZPAEQM,
6 #R). PRI SR 5353 10 1 MFEQ+QL, 3 HRfkw 3t
K43 BRFEZ R SR 5554 2 0 1 [PEJ+Q2, 4
PR FoR+2 BR542), B BiEE 4 R, Bk
+ 2.5 kg, WIEHF 1.2 1355,
1.4 TEEMEMHRS W

+ERE SR (£ 0.100 0 g)ITA 5 ml ik HNO; Al 5 ml
HCIL, A (29 0.200 0 g)fiNA 6 ml ¥k HNO; #l 2 ml
H,0,, #AJ5 105 Cm RIHME 7 ho IHfEW Y Cd H
KAATAT BT IR E , Al FHHLER
FRA 453 TR RS (ICP-AES) I /& . T3E5c 4 Al
KA 1 mol/L KCI #2H (/KL 1 : 10), NaOH i
FEENE . AL Cd R 0.01 mol/L CaCl, #2H(+
KB 1:10), ICP-AES l5E . FAHHHE BB
55 1.3 MARER 3, KIS R E P (Multi N/C
3100)I 7 ¥ i 14 A HLAK (DOC)
1.5 HEXKEBESITHH

B 8% F Microsoft Excel 13 1 SPSS 21.0
PEATARER | Gt oy MRl L, ASTR] A B ) Y4 H
1t BRI T 2553 HT (ANOVA)SZ I, 25 5 1 3 M AG Iy
F /N B2 FE(LSD), B EMEK T E N 5%,

2 HEREHSW
21 KEBEFHTARRFAXNFT SRRREBEF
pigd:akb Ay

WE 1 Fs, EFEEARAS 200 pm LM PEH™ 5 RAR

F Cd” Mo RIA e K (E, 2 JE b SRR B Y
WK, Cd* ByMOE R F RN, FEELE 1 000 um
AbTFUR AR, PRI, FF HRE AL A 2544 T AR
AR ARER S RAR R CA s A R, e
W5 FEARZR 200 pm ALY Cd** i .

SHRAYIEES (um)
500 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1 000

Cd*" Vit 3% (pmol/(cm™s))

250+

(RERE A R WA, TEERRSME; T R)
1 #FERRRFEERL CAFERTK

Fig. 1 Cd* fluxes across root surface at different distances from
root tips of Sedum plumbizincicola

EARUSI AL E, TN AL B ZE AR 5
RARFE Cd™ (& 2), W, 54001 Al + A
RN AT BERALFEAR L, 200 pmol/L Al + A
AhEE 48 h fHAREE Cd* BUMRGHERIEE T 38.8% ~
81.6%. 55X} MEALF(AL0, Ca0)FHEL, fiNA 2 mmol/L
[l CaCl, B EAMH T CA* mymelle, HZEAE Al ol
BRI CaCly 8™ 5 KAR R Cd™ It Wi s Ry Sk
(K 2A). TEAIN ALZEEER, & Zn(500 pmol/L)4b 3
54 Zn(50 pmol/L)Ab BiAH e H T8 Cd®* WG R
W, (EJEAE Al BT & Zn 2B R RS Cd® Wik
R Zn ZbBE S (E 2B). TCie ALIBINS &, A
PRI R B B Cd™ Wl R (18] 2C). FEARTS
ARSI NaCl iR Cd> W ios R R [,
HERE Na™5 Cd™ fRfese vl ClU A IHITER,
{HZTE ALMA A NaCl J5HR 3 Cd> Mkl R4
Fr EFE, ATRAHERR 1 Ag i /R H (& 2D).

22 TEEHTARMRAINEHET =XREKE

Rz AT B %4 i

S REARE, WS AE 4 o 0 P A b B 4 4 pH
AT T, A A RN R R4 = T +3% pH, pH I+
TR 2 ABRAL(ER 1) AR, BTG R A BN T
TR A KA 4 AL TEMES Cd A RER
KA, A ER T i Al &y 1
£, WS TIN A 00 J55 ¢ 118 9 1 Ak D) /N s AR A1 T 39858
e Al FIARL Cd B
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A) B
200 4 . 500 - (B) -
Al0,Ca0  Al0,Ca2 Al200,Ca0 ,—L, Al0,Zn50 Al 0, Zn 500 < Al200, Zn 500
0.00 T T T 1 0.00 . y % T
Al1200, Ca 2 ’ A1200, Zn 50
-2.00 |
-5.00 b
-4.00 b
b b
-10.00 -
-6.00 | +
~15.00 |-
800 | . JF
’VT a
5 -10.00 - -20.00 -
g (©) sz (D) Jas?l
= Al0,Ct0  Al0,Ct200 AI200,Ct0 Al200,Ct200 A10,NaCl0 Al 0, NaCl4 Al200,NaCl0 Al 200, NaCl 4
e 0.00 0.00
B 200 | 200 |
-4.00 | b -4.00 - ¢
~6.00 | b ~6.00 | ¢
-8.00 | {» -8.00 b
-10.00 | . -10.00 -
-12.00 | + -12.00 | +
a a
—14.00 L ~14.00 L

(KRR 2528 g briflis , n = 8, Al 200 71~ 200 pmol/L AICl;; Ca 2 F7% 2 mmol/L CaCly; Zn 50 7~ 50 pmol/L ZnCl,; Zn 500 78 500 wmol/L
ZnCly; Ct200 #/K 200 pmol/L F7EEE ; NaCl 4 /R 4 mmol/L NaCl. A [l f/NG FhE 8RN R AL BEIA] 22 4 P<0.05 /K F B3 ; TIR)
2 EHKIERE TRMARRFMET B XIRR CA™HIRE

Fig. 2 Cd*' fluxes across root surface after addition of different chemical reagents in short-term hydroponic experiment

K1 FAMARMRMEILIE pH. T Al FIF Cd

F2 BFHBRMAR L R BT RREKIE

RETK L g: A
Table 1  Soil pH, exchangeable Al and available Cd concentrations Table 2 Shoot biomass, Cd concentrations and uptake of Sedum
after addition of different amendments in soils plumbizincicola under the treatments of different amendments in soils
by pH T Al g Cd g Y Cd & Cd M e
(cmol/kg) (mg/kg) (g/#% DW) (mg/kg) (mg/#)

X 18 3.84+0.01d 7.23£092b 21.4%06a X R 031+0.04c 325+39bc  0.11£0.02b
FEY/3 587+0.05a ND 7.70+0.22 ¢ AR 553+032a 1031+80a 5.67+044a
PR 351+00le 144+02a 20.6=14a FrgR 0.33+0.05¢ 231+5lc  0.08+0.03b
KRERFFE A 3.95+0.00c 5.76+0.51b 18.6+ 1.3 ab KRR 0.65+0.12b  348+74be  025+0.10b
FARFEFEYBIR 080+0.03b  478+£61b  0.38+0.08b

KRR TR 434+0.00b 583+031b 17.4+0.7b
0. FTHBE I EAR MR (i=4); ND FR AR 1 [H
T A [F/INE FEb) R A ) kb F1H] 22 S48 P<0.05 /K F B3

Nk 2 fron, XERRALPE - Al EE, ME
8 P 55 DR L 5 i A A (MR AR N o i A 4
0.18 g/kk), MHMATEIRIFAREGE Al TEFAER, FF
B RAE A E &R Cd WWCIRBLEE B 22 . BImA:
Py SOn A Kb BE— 2 R 22 T AREE, TR SRR
Mo b ER APy Cd WA BTN, o ORAS AT
A=W B BRSO T /K RE A AT A= W e o W FH A= 47
IR RASCR B, PSR KA IE R, M BAR Cd
W B 24 D of B AR B 50 A

23 U EXRS5FZEAMENESHNEBRIRE

PP PR SR Y 1358 pH SR I, AME R
—ERREE LA T 4 pH(ER 3). 5 — R
KAFAL, B—FEFFEZLAHT H3E pH 25 T
0.14 B o AN[FIFARAE I F 1858 Al Sy
feita#h 5 1 pH 18 4 A I, R 32 22 A PR (LG 57 42
HAES 2 AT VEALEES— B EE AR 1 1 sc 4 Al
T, (HAFE R, P IR BARTES T 13 pH,
R0 58 Cd AR, LAk, &b BRAAR
bR 131 DOC &b A —, FEFRZE I ARG IR
brt3Eny DOC & .
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F3 ARMEARN LIEERF N
Table 3  Effects of different intercropping strategies on
soil properties

PGS pH i Al fEk Cd DOC
(cmol/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

JT  420+0.02b 413+10a 1.09+006a 124+8ab

QM 434+0.05a 353+13b 1.11+0.02a 111+5b

J+Q1 4.28+0.02ab 383 +1.3ab 1.05£0.02a 119+5ab
J+Q2 4.32+£0.02a 367+1.3ab 1.08£0.07a 136+10a
TE: IT FRE R K E, QM RRFREHAE, 1+Q1 R
PR SR SFREMMEERE 121, J+Q2 Fnfhs § K 5353 mfE
WEE2:1; T,

F 4 BTSRRI X AR A R <6 i

Wi, RTLAUE L, SHAEML, sk 55E
[EJVENS B0 N Sk A MBI, JLrp, 5 IT Zb3AH L,
JHQ1 LB N AR S R bR A i i E TR T 50%,
Al e S5 R AEARIR RUAS K A G M, RIFEAL 2]
HSEAZ B A Wi S VR AR b SR o MAHb R 4
JBEEAE, R L3 cd SR EESTIRE,
MFE4 Al & & i3 & T =R [FER, R 5t
KU FH AL S HESRAEA P EFH Cd SR F
%o (EHEET BR AR Cd Wl , 1+Q2 AbFE S
FAEA HLIF T B PR AR R Rk AL
F, J4HQI ABAER S RXT Al BIWICA BT R, il
J+Q2 AbFE A B EF-

x4 FREHEARNMEHET RRERKNEEIESREENF M

Table 4 Shoot biomass, metal concentrations and uptakes of Sedum plumbizincicola under intercropping strategies

Btilaiyy Ak HRRAYE HWEWAIGE B Cd SR Al i Cd Wi Cd &M
(g/Pk) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (ng/t) (ng/F) (ng/#k)

RIS SN IT 0.46 +0.04 a 207+6b 157+12b 944+99b 705+42a 423+25a
J+Q1 0.23+0.02b 334+29a 191+6a 76.1+73b 442+54b 133+ 16 ¢

J+Q2 0.39 £ 0.03 ab 364+27a 187+ 1 ab 140+ 0a 723+68a 289+19b

¥ QM 0.51£0.07b 816+42a 319+02a 407+44b 16.1+2.0a 96.0+11.8a
J+Ql 0.75+0.02a 633+17b 182+1.6b 477+25b 13.7+1.6a 4124480

J+Q2 0.80+0.03 a 801+50a 153+03b 640+58a 122+06a 244+12¢

FY) S Cd R AR TR A MR SR R B A AR
PRENINAY Cd Wl (18] 3). T 3R bk Cd i
WALT AR, 5 R AL B S Cd R
I T AR RAEAR B (EEAE A, Yok
S ERLL T 2 [EER, AEYE Cd Mol S R
B R AR LR B AR AR

3 e

e 3 =i e AL S A R A K
BRI ERR . AW, SAUIN Al fX] R
AEERAH LG, AL B T AET SRR Cd™ I R Az
B E . AT AR AL, IR AR Y H I R
AL SR — AT 200 mg/kg2Y A 2 2
A K B e L B, BRSOk R AL S ETE
100 mg/kg A ATaE2 B AL BERERT, FRIIPET 5
AR LA AL O U FEARIRE 1.3
Toi R AEIR 2 AIE, FE 5 R H B3 Al & 3
it 200 mg/kg, XUWMEEMYITEEEZ T Al %5
RIS TR SR R AE Y R IE R 0.36 g, AR
L Z IR AR U AL Y AH R 1438 | B0 3145 1)
HARRAEY T 2.54 g, X P UL R SORTE M
HIE L AZ BT REN ALFE, AR BRE

H PR SN AL U, SEBRE R fE
itk 38 Al TR SR A S . H R
Al BT e O & L pH, FRAIK
ALTEYE, WK ; QAR 13 ALERS, FR(RH:
FE, WMBIANIR. ARG 1.2 o, it K %
BB It , AR TR0 SRR M,
W T A R O AR Cd R (R 2). —
T, it AR AT LA R SRR, AR AL, fE

a

4500 7
1

400
350 1
300
250 |
200
150 -
100 +

50 -

0 I I 1 1
JT QM J+Q1 J+Q2

b3
3 HT RXREFREAMEREF KL TARMELEEY

B cd R E
Fig. 3 Plant total Cd uptake under different intercropping strategies
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o
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A TRVE T AR SR IR M Z A BRI 1245

PR R P S — O, K TS (Ca) T g AL
BT ERMHRIAR R AL, ZEHRPIR B,
2 mmol/L CaCl, {b B[ 8% B (Lolium perenne L)
43 Al B &R SXHRM LIS T 68.0%; Chen 45124
KB, ALBRAFALA 5 mmol/L CaCl, i A T4
MR AL i, SR T HE R (FRARFIEK
BARZ T, BN CaCly S 1148 h)JF- R M Al Bt Xt
MR Cd” WBGHE R AP, HIRARS Cd™ 37 1h) H Ik
WA R A IR UL A A R AL 2 AR 32
BRI B 3 pH AR Ca MIYEM. Ca 5 Cd
FEAESEARI, kT Ca> 8% Ca®" i BHHE A 4k
B2 B MBS R RAR R Cd R4 is ),
I, MiFA KR Al AR EEA KR, 0%
JE Ca 5 Cd T2 W A K% pH 42 F 4 Cd Bl kRN )
o, W 3EH A58 pH(pH 5.0 ~ 5.5). 541 K AE
FHARMRL, A=Yy oA RS =+ pH BEAT AL T
Mo eAh, AW T A T LA A W BV I e g
BITETE Al 7RISR 1.2t IRINAEY B o 4 e 1
14 pH, BEIR T 28#k Al F (3R 1), RIBFX 438 Cd
AT BB IR AN K, — e BRI AR T AR 5
AKE Cd Wik, [B5 A KA, HEE Al B .
TRHEAED 5K Cd I BCERIEA AR, WA 58+
B R RAS, AR (AR R 2%) e 8E
T B

I AS A DR ANFT IR | R S RE S iR S
B AVE RS, FER ALRYTEYE, M2t Al 3
SR AR IEIER . 528 451208 —
IR, AVFFKEE S B AR IR AT R X
Al T3 [0 S s A AN 8, L s Al T Ayt —
AL, X T BE S AT R I B AT TR L 5 % .
HWEGETE ARV A HLIR X 50 8 S M A A
F, e R AR FAEY) A P20, Prijambada Al
Proklamasiningsih™®' & BUFEERR 5 35540 Al AYRE/R
ek 101, SERMAFIR 55cH Al IEE/RIEA 122
BT ROREST . I0Ah, FPIERR R RUE Y IR, 5
WAk, BT RAF R R % it P A ) it A O 50 (R ek
H W) R R e SR R R

it Al VEYIAR R BENE /I MRS 2 F b 54,
FEARAR PR 138 AL RYTEPELL B2 AL [ AR N 956 RS .
iy, HERZHYSH Al fEYE E) R —Fh 25
B E G E Y AL MR R, A BT
AR AR, BRI E N E . A
K 1.3 MZSRERY, M m R SFLMERS T
e pH, L—E A LR T HaEscHds AL S, Ul

A )/ 55 22 e AR - 48 AL AT Sl 20 AR P
+4¢ DOC, H& BT IE T SRR
SCRM IR AT o HENAED 50 ORAE R R SR A,
AR A 498 A B 4 R A R, [RIRE AT R SR A AR R
Gy UBTE M S (PR AR 2R S s AL RN D BE 1T REAE
FEAR K 25 5 A SN 4 J 15 AN [R] B 5 i), 3 7 2 3F
— 2O T W o RIVESR RN T AR S5 R A SRR AR )
i, VRS AR TR S R A K A IR PR — 7 1T ] B
RFRFEWARKIE, S0 SHREFAMIEST, —H
] 2 57 27 A AR AR TR 858 I 4350 ' R A S KR
YA, (HEMEALET, J+Q2 AbBRAER 5L K Hkk
Hb [ Cd W S X BRAH LR R AIG, RIAEE R
(R EIPE FR R 25 B A e R A Cd WIOR & R R fE 57
MR S RA R M FEAG . BRtL, Fa il [l /E b AE 2%
& DA KGR G s S e PR e R A KR AR Al 35
SE PR AR R A = 2L Cd WAL ) St
ERTERERYR, EAKE 11 PR B, AL T
AR BE R Zn BERS IR UERRF Cd™ AW, W Zn
TERMRAED R AL BEXT Cd BRI okl )5 i % 15
—EMER . Zn 23T A AL Cu/Zn-SOD 1Y 8 220 i,
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