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Effect of selenium application to the cadmium-polluted rhizosphere on plant
growth and chemical behavior of cadmium
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Abstract: To investigate the role of Selenium (Se) on the growth of cabbage and the chemical behavior of cadmium (Cd) in rhizosphere soil under the
stress of Cd, root box training experiments were performed in this study. Acidic yellow-brown soil was treated with low (0.5 mg-kg ) or high
(5 mg-kg™") concentrations of Cd. The growth of Chinese cabbage, photosynthesis characteristics and the chemical form and distribution of Cd in
rhizosphere soil after cultivation were observed. Results showed that application of Se significantly increased the growth, leaf photosynthetic rate and
transpiration rate in Chinese cabbage. Se application to the soil contaminated with high concentration of Cd would significantly improve the stomatal
conductance. The content of Cd in shoot decreased with Se concentration of 0.25 mg-kg™', especially when soil was polluted with 0.5 mg-kg™' Cd. For
lower Cd pollution, application of 0.25 mg-kg™" Se lowered the exchange form of Cd(ex-Cd) content in rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soil by 22.20%

and 43.7% , respectively. Se application, especially with lower concentration, effectively declined the bioavailability of Cd in soil. Meanwhile, for high
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concentration of Cd contamination, the distribution of different forms of Cd reached their balance while Se changed little in rhizosphere and non-

thizosphere. The results provided guidance on the regulation mechanism of Se to the contamination of Cd in agricultural environment.

Keywords: selenium; Chinese cabbage; rhizosphere; cadmium; form; distribution

1 5| & (Introduction)

BEE 0 (Cd) 76 FLBE AL T f A% Tk 540
BT Z I, Cd WA 3 PRES A 5 Yet H 35 ™
R g 1 Cd NS R A 1 7 R
T RT3 3 B R ) A 2K )RR (T SRR, 2006) .
Ay i Cd 5% BRI SR 48 N IS Rl SR R R 1Y
LB EER S, 1 Cd i5 Qs BAA AT i A
P, 8% Cd 15 40 4R REZE 100~200 47, LB H K
FIR ] A R MK 2 (BR 2% 2% Fildg 1%, 2010) . 2014
4 4 1 E SR A E R A G 2 4
5 YR LI AT A4 7R - Cd 1 5 A7 B AR et i
TE B Ry - A 1 S e (R BRI
FE L 9EURES, 2014) B L, 368 D) 75 Z0F & A RO
HHE Cd 5 Jein BN Hl R AR

fil§ ( Se ) f& A FN 3l 4y b 75 0 f & T R (Ellis
et al., 2004) , W RMEYAERKWA UK IEFKA
K Se FEAH A A K v 4R RO F 52 B R ik &2 | F 9% 48
s 3 Se BRI IE Se AT LA B AR 47 1Y 14 77 54
R(BWFE,2010) 4051, E A SM2EF IS8 Se 1o
IER7/D O AU /IR N o I Sy R R e R /K EN A S
SEGUA T R EWFSE (255, 20155 Prado et al.,
2010; Qing et al., 2015) M 5T 45 R E W, Se H BT
e it o 4 JB VAR ) W BE AR T (B R AE 20065
Yadav, et al., 2010).

H AT, AR B A ] 22 75 4 J@ (4N Cd L Cr %)
B FBiE B BIESE (BRAESE , 20145 Sun er al., 2010).
TG 2% fift ¥ 400 4 B 3 AR A 9% R B4R TR AR A D AR Y
(Cartes et al., 2010; Qing et al., 2015) AfXTAE AR
P - 9855 1k 4 A7 R B 52 ) % G 55 0 0 4 7 2 AR
FHIR 2 R W58 /0 UL GE . ASBIF 58 DL R M ¥ s 3 o {3t
R AE AT Cd 55 HHEAI R 40 LU/ AR
F At A Y, R AR AE 35 55 1 7 L i 5E TR
(] BE AR O AR BE T /N SR AR DA R AR PR
TR AT A RRAE 52, B 7 I A e
FARPR A3 Cd LR 2 7T HARER Se X5 Cd V5
YU PR HLIE, I S M Cd 5 L4 thl 5 5 e 2 4
A P BB AR A

2 ## 57 % (Materials and methods)

2.1 R EEH A

A 1 58 m R PR AR, A LT 2.06% , Bl
iR 72.37 mg-kg ™', AW 31.38 mg-kg ", HAH
48.86 mg-kg™' ,pH 4.6, 4K Se 11.52 pg kg™, Kk
HCd.

FREGE 20 H i 19 il eI 4, 45 3 ke,
it 36 436 A T HERENL AL 3 H, B4 12 75, 57
WIS AR PR Cd (2€dCl,- 5H,0) 0.00, 0.50, 5.00
mg-kg™' T (Cd DAFR AL 5t 20 B XT +
e iR s)) , #ET Cd Ve, BVEET R 50 d (4
B4 K 43 B 60% 247 ) .Cd LSS oS K
DL & HFEBENL > B 3 /N, B2 4 4. 10 B TR
ASTF] R BE AR Se ( FH Na, SeO,+ SH, O Fit H 1) Se %
W) 2 L 4 Se Wk FE 43 ik #] 0.00, 0.25, 1.00
mg-kg™ FEIMRAT, & (BEERFL 5 ,2011).

Se Cd 22 B AL # 9 AMALH, 435112 CK(Cdo+
Se0) .Cd0+Se0.25 . Cd0+Sel.0, Cd0.5+Se0 , Cd0.5 +
Se0.25 . Cd0.5 +Sel.0, Cd5.0+Se0 ., Cd5. 0 +Se0. 25
Cd5.0+Sel.0. 454031 4 A
22 HREEE

B 2 B+ A6 B A W 1K) 7N 3 ( Brassica
chinensis L.) ( F1 DU H 18 ) S Fpoba g% 5%, >k AR 46
(75 3 k) # B8 Bk 2.1 WAL BRAr 0y 3RS
BRI ICER — RIS 55 AMRAE. A 0 AR 4
DA WOMA 13, R X & H N.0.20 g-kg™' |
P,0,:0.15 g-kg' \K,0:0.20 g-kg™", AEIES> 51 g R
R A AR ; R T R DL kg N
A1 mL P[4 3598 (1000 £%) #6440 5. 1 MR 4 N
FEHREANA R RN ARG, R K
—HOFEARF AR A0 3 BRI EAT R %, S
AR R JE I8 . S g A ] 25 B KA S R K
A, T AR 3 AR B R P R A T A A B
2.3 HE KB

F/NAFAER MRV, LA B8R E/NE R
i, 53 BIR R A ARAR AR B S AR AR PR 1A 5t 435
FE R AR, R TH B PR 23 A5 H A T 2 40 R TR O 1o
XPIRES = A S, LBRARA A5 % 2 em R)Z IR
2 om JIEJ2 T TR A ARAR PR 3 4 AR T B
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PR o R T AN ok B e U AR By
T AR AR BT AR AR P 25 2 3 9 o H 1, RBRIR R
R IG ARAGAR PR - HERE A AR S KT S
RAEHS], BIGE 20 H i it 100 H i 6+ FF,
RILR

24 METE L5 *

24.1 MR P EELENE  FREUL T/
F3RE 5 0.50 ¢ T 100 mL =i, A 10 mL &
SRR IR = 1:4 TR, 3 15 B F b i 34, i
FEV N 180 ~200 °C; ¢ i N v A 48 L A 10 mL
11 ERTR , ARSI #h 28 B 4, B 25 8 Tk vk th
AL, e E A E 50 mL H 648 o U 7 W0 oy
T BE L R -9 0 BE 15 40 i AR Cd T Se 1Y
.

242 tEAFwWMNE  FREGT 100 B £ RE
1.00 g 100 mL By =R, A F K E T HL R
T R R 2 200 C A2 A5 FF EOKTHAR 2= 065
A5 mL S R , Ak N i 285 PN R HO A

AR 2 mL ZEAT IS R A T 258 POk 2R G T
B, E A ZE 50 mL H 845 v DR IR 43
SEREETHINAS Cd .

243 MR LAERAFESNE RHXE
PPSystems 2 742 72 ) Ciras-2 BUEHE ADOE A E &
BEAE 10:00—12:00 P& M 7 19O A H3E (Pn) |
SALEBE (Gs) M TE] CO, He BE ((Ci) H1 25 i i %
(Tr) .05 B Y58 285 600 wmol - m™s™", CO, MR E Ky
390 pL-L7' IR 25 C.

244 BT 5ERGFLERBENACENNE
Z: 18 Tessier 5 i 22 HE U (Tessier et al.,1979)
ARG FERE i | R 0 A BR8] T A T
TR B 1.000 g BEH A RE A 1 AL H S I L
THWER R 25 mL w2, #5058 FERAY N 4 mL
EETFKE L 5 min J5 BB R AT 4R BUH.
PR TP 4R A B0 2-2000 B9 JE 4G
FERETHI A 58 SR FH A AR R o R 42 1 S 56
Hhie o

®1 TEESERESESREE

Table 1  Sequential extraction procedure of Cd in soil

METE A #3/1.000 g 1 T S []

TS 15 mL 1 mol-L™! MgCl,(pH7.0) 25 C7EW 2 h, B0 15 min

RIRER A & 15 mL 1 mol-L™" NaAc-HAc (pH5.0) 25 CiZ¥ 5 h, B0 15 min

BRERSAALEE A2 10 mL 0.04 mol-L™! NH,OH.HCI [ w( HAc)25% | (96£3) CARIFMIA 6 h, [BIEKBIHERNK , B0 15 min

AU ES 3 mL 0.02 mol-L™' HNO; 5 mL 30% H,0,(pH2.0) (85+2) C/KVEMIA, FIERLEHE 2 h, B0 15 min
3 mL 30% H,0, (85+2) COKIAM, AT 2 h W20, B0 15 min
5 mL 3.2 mol- ™! NH, Ac 25 C7%% 0.5 h, 0> 15 min

BB Z SR HAES &R

2.5 BABGIT N

SR Excel Fl OriginPro 9 #E47 54 Ab #A0
YE I, % ] PASW Statistics 18 # 4T J7 2% 43 #7
(ANOVA) Wi H LSD 2 l 17 P<0.05 /K-
1) 5 VRS AT , 2 3 LR SR LU ING P SCF R ROR.

3 Z55R (Results)

3.1 @M THA N NEXEENENDH

AR EE Cd s R it A %o /) 1A 25 A 40 2 1 5
I W = I B < v o N M 7 3
NSRS NTE 3 A I MN=E SRS PN
W Cd Wi T, BEAT it FH & 038, /N SRR
PR s 3 i e B o Cd WA 5 mg - kg AL B
2 A P AR R R 2 i 0.25 AT 1.0 mg-kg™!
Se 43 5HIPKE /NS AE PR R 15.65% 1 21.39%.

1or [—1Se0mgkg™!
ok [ Se 0.25 mg-kg™!
I Sc 1.0 mg-kg™!

8F a
= ab a
;’ﬂ s ab b ab ab
® [ D b
5T
&
B 4r
®
4 3F
<

2 -

1 -

0 .

Cd(0) Cd(0.5) Cd(5.0)

HALFE /(mg-kg ™)
E 1 fRimE THEE/NEREMENRIE (. Li/NE T8k
FERARFRIR p<0.05 AP0 i F 225, T E)
Fig.1 Effects of selenium on biomass of Chinese cabbage under

cadmium stress
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3.2 TN A XS EN N

Cd BT Se X/ EE R E OGS
F AT CO M ZENB A ) M2 Ik 2 Jir
N2 WA B Cd WA, N E SR A
G 3 5 B 2 A R A R R4, 0.50 it 5.0
mg-kg™' Cd AbFRZH 73 534N 0.85% F1 17.23% , J5 %
IR E K £V IE Cd A T, Se it 47 5 35 44
T /NASRIEA BOR, o 0.50 mg-kg™' Cd A
T, Se H A/ EZOGE HAR SO o W3 L 1H0.25
F11.0 mg-kg™" Se ZbH[A]TC i & 25 5.

Cd BT B Cd WREEMIG R /NESEM S
LSBT B A AR T Cd 1B T, Se BY it
H#psm T /A FARf s E, L,

5 mg-kg™' Cd AbEELH , Se Bt FHAH 15 <L T B i 2%
H411,0.25 A1 1.0 mg-kg ™' Se AbFH > (6] TG i3 35 2% 5.

Cd BB T B Cd WREEMIER /NSt B g
[ CO, MR RE 2 W E RN A a3 AW BE Cd A T,
Se PRIt FH Y41 A 1 35 2002 /N 3R () <L B

Cd Wa FEAR T/ et R i 28 s R (HAEA
LY I VBN ,0.5 A1 5 mg-kg™' Cd AbBRZH T B
FEEF AR Cd 1YL T, Se MYt 134 1 21
T /NE S R ZE I A HLRE Se W FE Y fin i
HEHN R E Cd WA R, Se X /N IS H 78 R
A 38 i e R S22, {2 0.25 F1 1.0 mg - kg™ Se AbBH[A]
ToREER.

R2 RHMETWEX /DA RS ERSFENRIT

Table 2 Effect of selenium on the photosynthetic characteristics of Chinese cabbage in the mature period

fbE/ S A/ SALRE/ Jiaii) co, e/ B AR,
(mg-kg’l) (p,mo]-mz-s’]) (mmol-m™2s7!) (umol'mol_l) (g-m’z-hfl)
Cd0+Se0 20.40+0.50° 0.47+0.02" 300.10+54.28° 4.89x0.16"°
Cd0+Se0.25 22.40+0.08¢ 0.54+0.32% 297.63+3.77% 5.10+0.67
Cd0+Sel.0 21.93+0.32¢ 0.52+0.02%° 290.82+3.42% 5.13+0.07°
Cd0.5+Se0 20.58+0.42° 0.45+0.03° 283.83+4.05% 4.63+0.18°
Cd0.5+Se0.25 22.97+0.46% 0.48+0.02" 279.44+3.23¢ 4.82+0.12%°
Cd0.5+Sel.0 23.94+0.50" 0.50+0.04" 277.00+3.55¢ 5.07£0.15%
Cd5+Se0 23.92+0.20™ 0.46+0.03° 277.43+5.22¢ 4.68+0.17"
Cd5+Se0.25 25.51£0.72° 0.58+0.03* 284.52+3.38% 5.15+0.20°
Cd5+Sel.0 25.12+0.68" 0.58+0.03" 287.09+1.83" 5.22+0.14*

3.3 G@EMETH N EHESEND N
Cd 3BT, Se A X /N 1 3t B3 (T & ]

Il Sc 1.0 mg-kg!

[Se]
o3
T

[_JSe0mgkg™
B Se 0.25 mg-kg™! % a

%]
=1
T

/NESEM EERALAR A B /(mg-ke )

10 -
b
r b
sk ﬂ be I
I C c C
0 [ . L 1
Cd(0) €d(0.5) Cd(5.0)
ALHE /(mg-kg™)

B2 RimE THEX/NE S LIS RE SRR KT
WM TEAH RV G8 15 Y S P T kAT 22 S 20 )
Fig.2 Effect of selenium on the cadmium content of Chinese

cabbage above ground under the stress of cadmium

AL Cd B AN 2 Frs. N 2 AT E .
XFREAH LE, Bl Cd VR BE B3, /D 12 HE 135 Cd
Sl E LA Cd B T, AR EE Se (0.25
mg-kg ™) At A RLREAR T/ A S B Cd A
L, H,0.5 mgekg™' Cd ZbH4 ,0.25 mg kg™ Se i
FRAR T /NS BB Cd & AR, 1.0 mg kg
Se BERIIN T /N F&8 Cd & &, X FKH Y Cd
W PE RS AR 3 R E 1) Se ABBE XN ST A T 444
15, 38007 Cd B FHEACIN SRR P i A S
B Cd (5.0 mg-kg ) ZbFZ | Se 1 Jits H L 364 e 21
o [RIRE 1Y) SR

3.4 WAEBETARE ERFLIEBHINEH
341 WxEMETIAEERTFLERGBHEINY
g Se X Cd AT /NASERPR 1 EAIEE Cd &
ARsZIE an & 3 Frox. WEH e & ) X R4 Cd
FEDIFRESAAAE, 205 B Cd a0 85%. 41 Hext
M, TJE Se AbFER . Cd 15§23 5 0.5 mg-kg ' A, Cd
TEA 50 A0 N 32 > B AR S AL I 45 6 3 > ik i
A Hb s od (5 BT 80%; 2 Cd ik
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5.0 mg-kg B, KR Cd &SRR ikl
(50.55% ) > 3 #r 2% (36.26%) > &k 4k B AL 45 & &
(9.85%) >W IR EE 25 575 (2.74%) > A WL &S
(0.6%).

CAV5 Y ¥ Bl 0.5 mg - kg ' BF, Jifi F 0.25
mg-kg™' Se AbH 5 JC Se AL FRA M, I A Cd M
79.77% % K 62.06% , ik i & K, A Cd M
8.74% . E 1 & 23.81%; Jifi FH] 1.0 mg- kg™ Se AbHH
HERIE A Cd Al 3 B 5 5 TG Se AbHRA,
A Cd AHG S (B 58T IC Se AbFEAH ; 75
Se K FALHE N EADLE A Cd SR KA
TR

Cd 15Y N 5.0 mg- ke ™' B, Bl Se Jifi F &
BRI, FRE A R A A A S AS Cd &
WK LA BAR S ; 5 T6 Se AbHL LY, Se Y it FH 1
$90.25 mg-kg B AHLEE A A Cd FIRIRERSE &4
Cd &4 8N T 128.33% ,10.58% , Se 11 it FH
W 1.0 mg-kg B, AHLEE G A Cd FIBRREL 45 &
A Cd /AR T 16.67% .52.19%.

A Cd B YR EISE A Cd  BRgHZs Cd
oA AE Cd  BRRIRERSS A7 Cd
100% ¢ ,
90% |-
)
-
% 80% I
006 |
pr
60% |
T
S 50% |
= 40% -
3 200
R 30% f
& 20%
10%

Alliliimmummomm

DA

Cdo+S
Cd0+8e025
Cd0.5+5¢0.25
Cd0.5+Se1.0

Cd5.0+S¢0
Cd5.0+8¢025
Cd5.0+Se1.0

TR (mg-kg )
B3 WREETEEREESF

Fig.3 Distribution of different forms of cadmium in the rhizosphere

3
&

=
&

soil

342 WMAFEMETERFLERBHANYH

Se Xt Cd Jrifl T AEMR PR 148 Cd JEZS 434 05 1 4
4 iR A E R AT H L 0k BRZH R AR DL sk i S T
RAFAE. SR IEA L, 24 Cd 750 IE N 0.5 mg-kg™'
i, Cd JEZS i A 2 B0 R S8 # 35 (50.58% ) >5% 7
A(23.84% ) >R A A G (17.77% ) >WRIREE
LEO(5.86%) >H LA (1.95%) ;24 Cd 75 Yk
ik 5.0 mg-kg B, Cd T2 A & 50 A RN 5k

A(47.28%) >AC 75 (38.82% ) >k BALGE & 45
(10.95%) >t R 45 5 735 (2.05% ) > A HLEE B &
(0.89%) . Cd V594 BE i34, Cd M ILABTE 2 10]
RIS AL,

Cdi5 e 0 0.5 mg - kg™ B, jifi i 0.25
mg-kg™' Se AbFR 5 TC Se AL FRAL L, A Cd &
1 50.58% [ 2 28.43% , ik iR $h At 5.86% I =
1.76% , 5% i 25 1 23.84% 8 & 46.75% ; it JH 1.0
mg- kg™ Se AbFRA P, AZHAS Cd Fr A R H
T TG Se AbBRAL, AR TS Cd A AR HART
TG Se AbHRAL A ALY 5 S B A NS Cd L
FAAl BRIRER S Cd AR T,

Cd V5L BE 9 0.5 mg-kg ™ I, Se it F % Cd
TEA T BT AR R R A 3

=R Cd BkER AL B3 Cd s Cd

oHHLE AR Cd ofkBREE A2 Cd

100%
90%
)
3 8%
M 70%
4 60%
% 50% [
T 40%
%\i 30%
& 20%
10%

A

DN\
AMMinmmomm

Cd0+Se0
Cd0+Se0.25
Cd0+Se1.0 §
Cd0.5+Se0 §
d0.5+5€0.25 §
Cd0.5+Sel .0
Cd5.0+Se0 |
Cd5.0+5¢0.25 §
Cd5.0+Sel .0

o
AFALFEARF (mg-kg ™)
B4 EREFETFEREESSE

Fig.4 Distribution of different forms of cadmium in the non-

rhizosphere soil

A3 FE 4 kG, BT od MFEEIR S E
BURAHAS TR A R AL S A A 3 PR
A, H Se Wit FIXT Cd JE 25 5 i th 38 2R B 7R X
3 PR B A5 Ak, X AT 25 B 52 i AS 1 35 4 {4
M5, b Cd 15 KP4 & MR PR S AR Br 15
HIAEHAS Cd 5 5 T 5 19 EL 2 2 BT i R A
RS AR S Cd B i 70 MR B AR AR B 522 B0 5 %
TR R SR S A &8 Cd S &S
) G R S B . AR AL

M43 F) Cd V5 YR, 23S Cd B it B Gl v
Z AR Cd 594 F AR RIREE Se S5 AR PR AR
HRBR A3 Cd & iSRRG T, 3R 7
IRHRIE Cd 15 YL 358, it AR B Se A5 B T2l AR
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HRZR I3 WA (R ALK, R T4 ] - 3 Cd 3 P, R AR
SEHRAS Cd B EEH 5 /N SRR B - S Se e 25 Cd 5
ek 17 TARMR PR M Cd 4, SR AR R Y
AIPERTE AR BR L Cd #il AL AR B2 v T AR AR P
I Cd T YK T4 Rl /Y Se Ja, AR
br AEMR PR AP Cd S E R E £
BH . Cd W Tk vey I, A0 2 78 - 338 v JE sl R X A RE Y
Cd IS AP, HoAs MoE 25 & i i 2840 32 21 Se
AIRZ MR AN %

4 1118 ( Discussion)

HEJE Cd X TAEY R R IR AT LA A
5 Se X BE M0 T AE A K B4R THE AL EL IR SE
¥ Se VE MR it JFH X VE 4 14 A= 0 2 B T 2L A AU,
YERT () 38 A5 6 85, 2008 F ¥ 5 A X)L,
2012; Lin et al., 2003) KRB Se A7 B T 22 fiff &
& IR XY Y FAE ] (22 5%, 20155 Li et al.,
2013; Feng et al., 2013; Qing et al., 2015) . AR5
FIHTAZS IR HEA—Z. Cd Wl T, i Se 7T LAFE—E
PR LRI AR Y R, AR LR AT
Cd 38 R Cd okl il P e e BE Se PORICR T
B 5 (A SZB6 Y 5 Se AL FEK AR AR BT A SZ56 Ak
TR e Cd 38 i) 4 33 it AR R JE Se )
NI 1R A X Cd B I R A R B it P
WRBE Se JaXF T Cd 1AW Wi & Fz 17 S 34 i 34, 3 i
W LAY Se v LA RIAE X Cd AR, o ik i
Se 1433 0 i /F FH 96K 555 B8 25 T 2 AN, AR BF ST 8
KIAE Cd {55 HHEPEH Se v HE5R /NG A
RN R HBEE Cd 75 YL % A0 38 finax Fh
B AR R X 5 /N SR Y R A T Se B 1Y)
BT RFEE 3 KT R Ge— , W] LG A 18056 25 i 1
HRIRA Wy RN B EARE 534h Cd 15 G ™ A it
FH Se i m AN/ S R AR FL R FEASCRF 5
U PRI PN - 2 BRI — B 1 ml 1) FH A {1

+HE Cd TG YA B ARAR IR 7 TR [ 9 AR L A
e — e X, +3E Cd V5 E REE M A SR
SRl PRI, I Cd V59 R E IR FE ZIR
RO (TR, 2014; 52/0HB5, 2014) . T Cd 1Y
oA P e T HAE 4 5 i A% 3 A 9 mT
FAVESE LAk 2247 oA, 1 10 5 M 80 Al A 4 AR 3 i
W B ME ) B2 BE (Lorenz et al., 1994) . A YR 2 19
AR KR ZR 43 06 0 1 R I L AR 2R X A2 4 B 1 O [
IR L RAR 225 7K B WA, o A AR B 5 AR AR B

TSRS A B A ORI B W o 5T R B
HR B 3 b i 4 25 i 0 3h SR Ak FEE AR YA
RPE 5 AR R PR 4 3 b RO [R] (B AR TR, 20125
Shuman and Wang et al., 1997; Lin et al., 2003) .4<
WEE AR BRAIAEAR PR 135 Cd BT 04T 0 #f B4R
W T Se MUBGEHIXS Cd AEAT Pk RS2 AT 52 A B .
ik CAd 15 Qs MR PR SRR PR Cd IS & #1724k
EFAAEE AT B0 A 22 7 R Se J& 4R
Pr/aERPR I RS Cd R EH A S
WA R A, S A 40 7 12 38 5 BLOR BR AR S T i 1
P, R E R Se A B T4 Cd (935 40T =1 ik
J& Se X AW HRIVE PSS , 31X 5 /NS | ER 53 %)
Cd AR 52 B SE i m B4 I AL AR W) 45 5 iR B
TS Cd 1Y R RS THEAR B g, AR B
BRI Cd & 8 B R T AR Br 14 SR Ac e s
Cd W SRR | & A By AR AR B - 48 ) AR PR 4 498 10 7
B s TEAS S B0 W JE S N, 38 Cd 95 ™ I, Se
(it IR & B MR PR/ AR AR PR Cd BB S 2041, X
R Cd 15 QiR 3 — & PR, Cd 76 P A7 7E
JESFALIR B T —FhSh 2P, SN Se X H WA
ETE

TIEAIEA Cd Z ] A B 5% A ke T AR PR A
IR Cd 1% AR AR BE DL SAR Py %t ] 224 285 Cd 1Y
M (BAARTK,2014) ABFFEHT AN Se ib B 43
HRBR/ AR 138 Cd AT BB RE K, X
AREE TR R N H o Y o iR &
( Krishnamurti et al., 1997) |55 002 + 35604 UG
ARl A 454 Cd( Chanmugathas and Bollag,
1987) % =TT 2 I 2] Cd B 25 1 56 1k AR 58 245
R IIMR R R WY Cd BG4 T — &1
PEHAE R, X — s 5 A BF5E 45 R HE AR — 2 (Lin
et al., 2003) Jis FIEHEE Se J& , ARHR PR 448 v 1 2
S Cd I HAG AL 3 3 4 25 AR B 4= 8 v o R 1Y
SR A A AR T v M BE Se 5, ARARBR £
B Cd BB AR LA BFEUUE  MRBRh A2 Cd 5 i
[t 2 HIUF AR AL Cd, X RITFIKE Se 2
PR R AN, B IR AR R 454, SRR 3R A W 1Y
R, HEMTAE HXT Cd W Ak IS B SN Se 2 i
WU ZR 51 ) 1 20 43 T R AR PR Cd B3, &
HA 5 53T HLH A IR AT

5 45 ( Conclusions)

1) 7E 5] Cd {55 - i Se A B T-17 595



3 XUTE S - 575 G St AT S A ) A= I AR PR A~ AT S 52 ) 1005

IINFEER M R G A SRR 2R 1 S A A T
FI SRR Rk = s 5 Cd V5L T Se [4Jii FH T 4% 5 /1N
3 R <L

2) FEAK Cd {5 YK F (0.5 mg-kg™') I
() Se W]l AR /N A28 1B T Cd BRI, i
WEE AT = 1 Se FIRHE T /N SR HL B AR X Cd Y
B,

3) FE Cd 15 YK - 48, SN Se T 200
il 3 Cd TE AL, X AR FHTE Se 1Mk FE#AIG
BTN B 5 22 ¥ A Cd % & A AR B 1] AR
PRIGFER , (AT AR b A8 2 Cd B = r & He i)
FhEn, AR PR 3 4 Cd AT B R R 24
Cd 75 43 ™ T AR BR/ AR PR 3 Cd B4 ik
B T AHXARE BRI ES AN Se X Cd TS A
SEAIENTE

HEEEEREMANE, B EL HF, FENEMELES
ERRHR. EHERAABFELERAFATE 59, K
£ W X 30 . E-mail : xhzhao@ mail.hzau.edu.cn.
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