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W H#A RS ( Viburnum odoratissinum ) 3% 75 & 1 13 & §7 B9 i
T E ST

YoM, E F L IRIET Ko X P  FK
PRI R AIR & S EE A B R TRV AT, K7 410083

FEEE Gl I R, A A o b S P R ( Cd) AT 32 s SRR AR IS5 SR SR, SESA Yo 35 0 g b Cd HAT B
T SZRE ST . 1557 56 d N, R HErh Cd & B X SRS A= 4y 5 i A W 5 B B % ][] BOAE 1 (105203 d) |, SFR AR 14 A= 1< 1]
BAZF LR Cd (RIVEI, SXERRARBE( 5 Cd iR 3.6 mg/kg) AHHE, B SR 154 d JR, L5 Cd 5104 24.6 mg/kg 4b
HF PRI I I SRR a AR b IR R A RE (MDA ) 7 i B U] ARG B 203 d )5, R8T Cd E i 24.6
mg/ kg AL BT IR I AR S ZR MDA 5 RG] R A (I g FERER a FIM2REK b & BRI SZ B, M- 2
ISR R B A K R Z B (P<0.05) o Hi3R 203 d Jm IS X LR Cd T A R BRI G2 R B R T 1, SR TS A
XL sEh Cd B —E R R EMELIZRE )y, FRas REU] IR Cd 5 B RA —E A SE R,

KRR : Cd; 15 5% 5 OO s LD ME 25 SEI Y

Tolerance and accumulation characteristics of Viburnum odoratissinum to

cadmium in contaminated soil
ZENG Peng, CAO Xia, GUO Zhaohui” , XIAO Xiyuan, LIU Yanan, XIN Liqing

Institute of Environmental Engineering, School of Metallurgy and Environment, Central South University, Changsha 410083, China

Abstract: A pot experiment was conducted to study the tolerance and accumulation characteristics of Viburnum
odoratissinum growing in cadmium ( Cd) -contaminated soil. The results showed that V. odoratissinum had a strong tolerance
to Cd in contaminated soil.\ The biomass of V. odoratissinum was slightly changed by the soil Cd content within 56 days
cultivation. With extended cultivation time (105—203 d), the growth of V. odoratissinum was obviously inhibited by the
soil Cd content. After 154 days of cultivation, when the content of Cd in soil was 24.6 mg/kg, the contents of chlorophyll a,
chlorophyll b, carotenoid and malondialdehyde (MDA) in fresh leaves of V. odoratissinum were slightly different from that
of the control. After 203 days of cultivation, the carotenoid and MDA contents in fresh leaves increased slightly, whereas the
chlorophyll arand chlorophyll b contents was obviously inhibited. Especially, the leaf growth of V. odoratissinum was
inhibited significantly ( P<0.05) when the Cd content in soil was 24.6 mg/kg. Moreover, the accumulation and transferring
factors of V. odoratissinum for Cd in the soil were more than 1 after 203 days of cultivation. The results suggested that V.

odoratissinum is helpful for Cd-contaminated soil ecoremediation.
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19 #§ e 5 IR ( Viburnum odoratissinum ) X5 4 + 3 Fh B it 57 A0 & S AAE 6473

it 2 B Tl AL RN Ak R I B 2 R, TS YR SR, T R T 4w V5 Y g L Cd 2
HEMERSGRAE 4 R IC R 0.1 mg/L ACHIVE B RITT 540 M AR 0 SR EL R &S A B4 i HL Cd % 8 42 )8 fE il
PR e SR A WO E R A P 3 R B 7 A B D A e+ 48 Cd V5 Yl B R 28 2% . F)
FHERANAL 2 )7 PR BB S T AR Cd V5 B T IFEAA AR e B2 AR A B A 15 45 () R, A ) 18 S Ho R B
TP ARG PR A0 R AL IA B ELS AL BR T 2 S5 5 i, i B RTFR B 2 R SR A S B i — i &2
BN Cd 53 B 2 AN AR F  K (Sedum alfredii) S I3 (Solanum nigrum L.) L I EE S (WViola
baoshanensis) ' %4552 T i Tk SR B A AR B /N AR KBNS HISOh | AR AR BORA Y X f AR R
4 Je8 1 W AT ELAT T 9 3 0 P b 3 A1 R E DT R LA A 1 1 ARk, — 28 Cd T A ) A
(Arundo donax L)' ZJ5 %W ( Typhaorientalis Presl) """ 31 (Artemisia selengensis) '™ 2% +-4%p cd B A
B AT A2 A — 2 S R B FEEH TR Cd 15 HIER X WA S B R (—EmER  H A0
B E RN IZ AR 2508 Y SSOULA ), A0 S AR SN AR WA ( Pittos porumtobira )L™ IHZEAE ( Osmanthus
fragrans var. thunbergii) ' FEHA( Cedrus deodara) """ 2532470 Cd 15 YL B 4 1) bel Ak SRAL Wl i T B 804 1Y
Cd i G2 R RE ) A i AR R RE Ty, R e B — S i 52 A AR E 1 1Y SoUE Y e 52 o 4 J 5 % 1 4
HAHEREZY,

WIS ( Viburnum odoratissinum ) , k244 &2 i G E AR B/INTRAR BRI, 132 F 3k T 5 058 Ak AnaE
Ak, B AR BT M R 2 R A IE R, FRR AR R BIRE AT Cd LA B A B ifd HL A
Hh Cd VR 400 mg/kg B ARFBXT Cd 198 4R 5 T 3K 90.10 megy/ kg, RN B 207 Xk v #2525 i A 1 S 381 Ay
SR BRI TR R BUEIA X Cd &R ECR 2.299, )8 THE &8 &R Y , e % R R
Cd FERRIAR I Fr MR AR 9 & 2 3 T B ARAE A, 2031830 1.043 mg/kg A1 1.834 mg/kg., XTI, SIS
154 LT Cd BTS2 R0 SRR B AR A R G0 WE SRS | A< 3G o iR % 35 57 s Ts e L aErh Cd
Xof AN AR M OB R MDA & i 520 , LA S Gd 78 SR A (] 52 1) SR ARURI 23 A AR AE, 15 7E R i T
PR B Cd A5 B 4w 5 G e TARN R SRR 2 AR

1 HES7®

1.1 HHK R Y
P - S E ) R 4 i B R 5 X E i 0—20 em MY RJE 1 AR LR R g 1 s, it
TR ) BB A 0 B Y T R A S b B I | A 2 AF A4, Cd &R 1.37 mg/kg,

F1 K TEOEREBELER
Table 1 Basic physiochemical properties of the tested soil

AL HRA A R HE4JE Heavy metal
A Organic matter Available N Available P Available K As Cd Pb
p B A~ EL S =N S =R
Fi/ (g/kg) Fit/ (g/kg) Fht/ (mg/kg) it/ (mg/kg)
Content Content Content Content
7.76 5.05 5.60 9.80 15.20 34.40 3.60 96.20

1.2 A5t

PR RS AR AT BB T 5 mm 0, B AEREA 3.5 kg XT 1 F U EAR 18 em, FHEAE 13 em
i 17 em RYEEHG D, MR FRIE (L HERRBE B i A v ) ( GB15618—1995 ) I i T 23 FH Ml - 38 PR35 ot i 3
Wb (E17) ) (HI350—2007) , L CA(NO, ), + 4H,0 1 4N 1A R 1+ 35 b 2 B 0 mg/kg (X R,
CK, Bl -3 Cd 5 5:H M 3.6 mg/kg) ,6 mg/kg(T1, Bl 3% rf Cd 554 9.6 mg/kg) ,21 mg/kg( T2, Bl -4
Cd 14 24.6 mg/kg) FEAL Cd V55 HHER S, B HER 4 Ik, 785 NP 2 IS SG—B Akt R/ bt
AR —F IR SN, 54 4 bR, T 2013 45 7 H—2014 4F 2 AFEIRE NP TR SR, Hi9Ra), vl 5 58 1K
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6474 JAE = 37 &

DAPRRE LR 18 R K 0 70% . J6HR 10 h/d, IR BRI N 30/20°C , 43 BIHERT 3% 56 105,154 dF
203 d JEEATshASHORE , R IshUSCEE A RRAE 0 AH RIS i T I 2 RN R s oo, AR (25 b4y
TR koK 2588 F/KIE RS , 76 105°C F 3% 30 min, RJ57E 60°C FHE T EEE, FrE T8 WG
.
1.3 iS5 8t

b LA AL R A I 5 SR A (4 75 12 . 11 pH SR Mettler Toledo 420 pH - %2 (7K 4 Hehy
2.5:1) s A AL R IR S DA AR IR A AR A - L € 0 2 5 T 3 e 80 2R P Rl 7 - T T s 2 DS 5 =
8 AL R FH IR S AN B ISR B T bE vl o 5 MU SR FH TR i R LD - WA o Y B VR I A
YLk ZE A MDA & 5R FHAOEEETHINE > (3R R F HNO,-HCI-H, 0, ( MDS- 8G- 4 £ i & % 14]
TRl T AR A0 ) T A s AR SR A HINO,-HCLO, 01 MR Y (RBREL l 3:1) . IR AR Cd & BERAH 71l
WA EYEREE T (TAS-990 , Jb o A 38 A ) W2, A Cd A9 4 R0 R aa 280 S R AE 1 B A S5

R BC=tY b s T E4r Cd a8 od fa
18 B TF = fHY b 1345 Cd & /MR Cd &

1.4 BdRabH

FEA IR I8 B8 K Microsoft Excel 2010 #EAT43HrALEE 5% SPSS 16.0 G841 47 8 35 A 56, A1
AR 2 5 2253 HT (One-way ANOVA ) AN [ Ab 3 22 [B] (1 2% 5, P<0.05 S W3 PE7KF- . FIH CANOCO software V
A SERA R EE AT ML Y AT (CCA)

2 #R5iTig

2.1 Cd X A Py A s ¢
L) ) A R AE — e RSB AT S B AR AR X e S
Cd M52 RETT . P 1 R 24 4 Cd S iy

9.6—24.6 me/kg I, IS 75 K 2 50 Feguin e 35 o
. HiFe 56 4 CK.TLR T2 AR Bk 51
WA AL, BRI R (1052203 ) &

WA B 32 3 T ed WA IE I FERE SR Lr
105154203 d J&,T1 &b HLF BRI 4 4= P 5 CK Ab , , ,
A HC 2351 R B 16.2% (37.3% 19.7% 3 T2 Ab 3T B3] 56 105 et 154 203
R0 A Py A CK AL #5331 F R 40.6% .39.7% .20.2%

Cultivation time/d
EIREFE R, R Cd 23 IR ) A K AR R R
SN 3K 5 Zhou S§ TR ST A AL, (H ML A8 7 JE]
WIRF JHEAE S T A 2E 4y o 52 B I 1 n
P RIATE Cd & 5 3.6—24.6 mg/kg T HIA9T5 YL 1+ 45

B 1 AR[E Cd A IHIR Bk £ E R
Fig.1 Effect of soil Cd on the total dry biomass of Viburnum
odoratissinum

CK . X} & Control; T1; -3 Cd &84 9.6 mg/kg; T2 13+ Cd

N 24.6 mg/kg

IR A AR R AT

XFREFE 203 d S5 IR 2R A AR Y T 5
BT, AL 2 ATF T A T2 AR SR AR ZE R RRAE Y S CK A L TE i 3 25 = X 5
SELBEGE AE A, T1 IR T (35 Cd Bl 9.6 me/kg) , 13 Cd o BIRBSIRE I - f9 20 K% & A A ik
Y, MR AR CK b3 & E 880 13.9% (P<0.05) ;T2 4b3 R ( +4%rh Cd &k 24.6 mg/kg) , WA it
AR A B a2 3 - e Cd BRIVET, Fork B AR A CK AR P i 35 R % 20.9% ( P<0.05) , R TER Cd %
1 (24.6 mg/kg) T RIS T by 2R 4 i A WD AR E R R A e BRI DS, 5 00 BROME LG T T 1 2%
(B 2) , REIMIIRTER Cd &4 (24.6 mg/kg) T3 FABREIE B A4 X 3 Cd KRB EGR TN Z B8 .
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19 ] WS A I (Viburnum odoratissinum ) of %5 e - Y rH R A Tt 2 il 5 SR FRE 6475
2.2 Cd 52 18 F I I 30 5 1 0 A . .
221 NAGBEER Bt L

IR AT AR BB @ % i i1 o |
B L B MO A 1R K P IR ™ A &
PR M o EIEAOERMATI A D £ E ) te
LRIDGAEITUE K R BB RPIHGEEST S .
ST E AR | HGEZ a/b 5T LA AR 1 e A 1 at b o
FURRCR ) N 3 ATt 7 S5 ] S HL%
M2 a SR b AR 2 i s R B e A, o Lbaed Lol b LR
23t 56 d 5555, T1 T2 A0 R 3 - H 4 & a %
B2 % 203dE5AR Cd ENBMHIR EMEVEN

5 CK ARFEAH L 73 3 T B 22.7% F1 34.2% , iH 4t R b
FE BT 18.8% 1 37.4% , K% MR SEOHT
F% 13.6% Fl1 24.8% , 2% WIFE MR A= 01 B B, 1
b Cd MR GG O R G S A —E g, 5
J PRI AT fig 2 s AR w AR I Cd )5, Cd AT 5 G ot

i
Fig.2 Effect of soil Cd on the biomass of roots, stems and leaves
of Viburnum odoratissinum after 203 days cultivation

AR FREFRIR N )R Ak BE IR 5 22 5 (P<0.05)

SR AH S A P S AL (=SH) 045, BUS R RO ZE R, DT AR kR A e B vE O ) B R R
105 d s, T1 ACBE T JHEARS IF - i 4R K a P4 2R b FIZEEAE b 2854 CK AL B4 51 T [% 30.1%,18.0% F1l
32.9% 1M T2 A R HEIA I Fo -2t 28 a 42 b AIZSHA 8 N /& 5 CK A AHIT , FOJR R ] g A Bk
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Fig.3 Effect of soil Cd on the contents of photosynthetic pigments in Viburnum odoratissinum leaves

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



6476 A E = 37 &

A PTG A SR A I BR AL T —Fh sh 25 -, 1 s R Cd Blae T nl S BOR R 7= A K AT S A FR 2 £
B P P R R G — e R LT R ez A T A Y R — R Cd SR R
(A B A Y DO 3L T2 A H PO AR SRS CK ARBIAMY, 4 154 d ¥53%)5,T1 5 T2 &b
FTWHAR  r i2R3R a MR b 2RSS P RS &S CK AL, RUIFE 9.6—24.6 mg/kg Cd 1EH]
T A T BE A FE T F B A AR AR AL R 4R R IR R B A E M . MEE IR E 203 d B, B I A A2
TS N RSEAZE H T A T2 BRI 2R a FIM4EE b S 828 3% od s9IHIER, IRy
W itak E a/b Bl B SR R) A LR AR [ 2 BT R 35, B Cd X IR it R i SE RE A ™ A4 19
R, R, MOGCEVERZ R R AR X5 g 3 od BA —E Wi 261,
222 WN_EESE

PI (MDA ) J2 20 it A o ao S04k i 25 1R 7 4,
SEAHYI N ZUE 52 A RSB R A — A AR R,
IE 4 TTLLE W, 2955 56 d 853505, T2 AbFEF MDA
I CK AL PR N 21.0% , 11 T1 AL BT MDA & £
CK MbFRREAR 17.8% , 155523 105 d,T1 A1 T2 kb B R 3
BRI o MDA & B 48 CK Ab B4 1) B AR 16.3% FI
31.3%, LRGSR AIESHY)ZH Cd 8% 5™

200

150 |

100

i MDA

Contents of MDA in leaves/(nmol/g ¥ )

50

A= AR SR AT R B A 2o Ak SO0, DT 245 4 L A 45 6 0 105 14 209
FRIIRE R sE et AT 60 L 4 154 d K593 )5, T1 Ml cmﬁﬁﬁﬂj@ne/d

T2 AbFF B I A MDA & 55287 T CK AbFE,

5 CK AbBEAR b4 S8 I 35.6% F1 32.9% , 32 W It 25 454 4 A[E Cd SEXHMBMITFA B SEHRME

Fig.4 Effect of soil Cd on the content of malondialdehyde in

SR A3 I, Cd 23 %0 BB AR A 2B 4 7= A — 8 I
YER AR5 2R, Cd 4% 83 TR 12 (9 1 JAFLAD M 2
FEL e 3 DT (SRR 0 40 P 7 2 i 1902 OHF H, O, , T {853 48 At P 19 M 05 152 2 Ak o T g 5k 4 Ak 7
W7 X T RESEAE Cd 1 FHECK I R] g O A I b MDA S B3 Ay JE N, et 203 d B55R )5 , IEIR
- Frrft MDA 53 5 56 d AH L IF AR BT 8 0o 38 0, 2 Hb -3 b Cd 5 0T RS 1) 55 A Ad T I
Z A Z PN, A L IE AR K 1 I S ) PR AT R S SR AR A P A A S AR 4 AL (SOD | POD Al
CAT) , W 7E—E BT Cd Y540 P Xt BSEAR ot S A e 3 B A ) a3 mT g 2 S A ek ¥ e 3% e cd &L
A —E WL A
2.3 RN Cd B REURI A RE

MNELS AT BH 2 B B R AR A 3 Cd 5 S R IR A Y Cd B i s, M 56 d #1203
d AREFR, CGK T fil T2 AbBE I IIRA N B4 8 Cd & o A3 I T 6.16% ,162.92% Fl 179.55% , H:rp AR R
4R Cd 5 RGN 8.34% 69.50% F1 95.71% , 25358 Cd 5 S 43 HHEE T 44.16% ,145.38% F1 70.44% , I
R A JE R RGN 43.34% 513.51%1 322.58% , M 56 d F] 203 d 8557, CK ACHL T, SEAR ERE AR |
LRI R Cd SR AR AR 43 R 4.38—4.65 .3.64—3.94 4.69—6.76.4.89—7.01 mg/ kg, Ho i3I 4
e T i A I SO ) For i SRS Cd e S TR, T1 AR3R R AR N B4
MBS AETE T, 56 d 3203 d 3SR IR R bR MR 2SR Cd S 5 0 28T FE 30y 4.51—
11.86.6.65—11.87 .5.05—12.38 .2.52—15.46 mg/kg, T2 ALFEF  HRIIR A9 PN Cd & 534 hn#a SRk & 0
W, A56 d 3203 d BYRE SR IR AR AR ZERI R Cd B AR AR IR B 430 9.95—27.83 ,14.28—27.96
15.02—25.61,6.23—25.66 mg/kg, WFREERM— LR HE LT Cd SR, MR Cd & #1m
ZEERFN RS . R TR RS I ]S XS e b Cd R — 2 1 RERRE T .

BERPCEITNM MY SR ELBREN W EEIRARZ — Y B EERBORT |, v 3R

Viburnum odoratissinum leaves
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19 #§ e % IR ( Viburnum odoratissinum ) %5 4 + 3 Fhi 1 it 57 A0 & S 4E 6477

40 ¢ 30 ¢
—e— CK
—a—TI1

5 —a—T2 ED
< 30t E
& £

g S 20t
~ 172]
o £ ic:
e &3
3 e 20 ¢ 3 s
ES 2
Bg i

2 S 10y
S 10} 3
g 5
o o)

0 1 I L ) 0 " n L
56 105 154 203 56 105 154 203

30 ¢ 40 .
—_ o)
vy N
?D on

£ E 30t}
< 20¢f 2

[}

S ¥

a%,; 3¢& 20¢
5 3
= 10 —
3 ©

=t s 10t

(=}
© 2
=}
o
0 L L L 1l 0 . . X
56 105 154 203 56 105 154 203

4 3E M E) Cultivation time/d

B 5 AE CdASETHMRMR ZE MHMERD CdSE
Fig.5 Cd contents in roots, stems, leaves and total plants of Viburnum odoratissinum from Cd contaminated soil
WM E SR SR TR LR E SR i AFe 2 FTLIE L, CK ALBET , IR 4 3t 134 53
b 3 14 HE AR AE 1 2 A TTELTL A T2 AR BES I i3 370 R 5703 Cd 146 58 R Kbt
R2 Cd EMBRME R EERE(BC) B RH(TF)

Table:2 Bioaccumulation coefficients ( BC) and transfer factors (TF) of Cd in Viburnum odoratissinum

2 2 BHEZEBC
Cjtnjiﬁ:ifrlnme/d Treﬁri%nts Ho b EB4Y ShOOtSEE%g’;& Hb R 343 roots TR RBTE
56 CK 1.34 1.01 1.32
Tl 0.40 0.69 0.57
T2 0.31 0.58 0.54
105 CK 0.91 1.08 0.84
Tl 0.88 0.97 0.91
T2 0.62 0.81 0.77
154 CK 1.49 0.86 1.73
Tl 0.94 0.91 1.03
T2 0.79 1.09 0.72
203 CK 1.74 1.10 1.65
T1 1.30 1.27 1.34
T2 1.08 1.14 1.06

CK: Xf 4 Control; T1; 13 Cd FH 9.6 mg/kg; T2 3 Cd F 4 24.6 mg/kg
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6478 A E = 37 &

B5 SR I ] (3 g 100 ELREAE 55 SR TR A AE G (154—203 d) , SEIREXT Cd s SRR T 1, CK 4
R A B iz BB 0.84—1.73 , R WY 3R Cd &5 3.6 mg/kg, IR SR I 4058 1 e iz g

£ T1 T2 AFEF BB X Cd 195 12 22 5000 2 555 57 I6F [R] % 185 Jon iy 252 90 5 i 3o 185 1 34, it L 3% 97 &2 203
d, MHIBT Cd 518 REBAIRT 1, LR R RN GEA 20 £ L0 Cd, AR s
PLI,

FIFH CANOCO software V 4.5 X HFRIA 4 Cd 7
SRR 9 0 B i A B AE 38 bR 2E AT R R 4 A
(CCA) ., MIE 6 HrlE i, IR Y Cd Xt J 2
Fa MEEE b M b RE AR W,
BRSPS Cd 5 5 H I B MDA 52 1E AH 56 5 1 S8
N Cd EEEMaE a/b BRI, LR a 55
8 NRZ e die /)y, 22 B 2 1) LA A5 11 FH G
PE, BFE R 15 Y 3 Cd A IR 2 A 1 S A 1

0.8

CCA axis 2

4% #a
I MDA 5 BRIGHEN, — i BV T 585 o IR b 1
R | 04, BT RIEAE HO ST ko
R A I ;
-0.8 HESIE A S
3 #ig 0.8 038

CCA axis 1
(1) TJerf CAXPBBAY LA — R0 W e e ca 28 StmamsEnansm s
RIXF5 G e b Cd W2 P2 AR P MDA & 54 kigie  Canonical correspondence analysis of Cd contents and
AN 22 a HFERER b FIZREH S N ZFE ¥4 B, I plant physiology characteristics in Viburnum odoratissinum
MR ERER R, B35 56 d N, T Gd &
T T IRE R A 4 R i AN B A 5 B 25 8 3R B IRL B AE B (105—203 d) |, IR A9 A 4 B i 2 3 3 e Cd
YEM . fE L5 Cd &K 9.6 mg/kg Ml 24.6 mg/kg XA HAAIF T BB FR I (56—203 d) IR A=K R
by xR agerh Cd R BRI SZHE S
(2) IR RS9 9 13 b Cd BAT — % TN 2 A BERE ) . 4P Cd & 50 3.6 mg/kg AFET , 34t
B & B RECR 2 RBEVGERFE L 24 B3P Cd 588 9.6 mg/kg Fl 24.6 mg/ke ACFRT , I XF Cd /Y
AR RBONEL 18 ZBOEAR R T 1, RV A B 5 s RE I s B RE ST, B g5 R IR T Cd
HY AR —ENESBEE .
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