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R EMRIR R R E N FRSRIF N

A o, xR, gral, kws, T AL o £ TR
kAt pEAE
C VORI R RIS 22, IR 400715, 2 BRI 2258, 5L 430079)

# OE. UG TAEESE Cd (10 mg - kg WHHRAMETS, s W 0.
200 1 400 umol - L) Fe (FeSO,- 7TH,0) XM ‘46417 1 ik 1097 4K, Gtk Fréa bl st
KRN Cd TEAFBLR MM SYRW, Wil Fe J5, Fmigss. M. 25 mF i AR %
i, DU Cd SRR B 2 AR R 1 22 A B T B35 KT . Fe AFR B EHI N T 2 AN R 1
SEy M 2R i SO T B BE Fe WREERE N, FAirt Py GoFH T, LA “Wirky 1097 POD Witk ‘46417
W CAT WG PESEIG N, ARG REAG: it C L& Wk 1097 i SOD Jf 5% N ARG [l Tt . Fsi A sk
FIA CAd ZRIIUT A ks Cd (Fp) > SR Cd (Fye) > LFFRME Cd (Fp) > S
BUZS Cd (Frae) > ZIRIBHGS Cd (Fae) > ZB TFKIREGS Cd (Fy). 3EHEIN Fe (200 umol - L) 2>
THEMRPRIES Cd &8, H&E Fe (400 pmol - L™ ) BINT ‘46417 S Fuen Fr LUK ‘i
109" ST Fpy Fyaon Fr M1 Cd SEREUE . OB Cd AR SN A i > 25 > {8 > il it
[ Fe (200 pmol - L) A7 A 25, MRS (1) Cd 75 SAR EL X AR BN HIBEAIS T 7.1% ~ 21.9%
35.6% ~ 50.4%. 13.1% ~37.0%%1 2.8% ~ 8.2%. Hik 2 MEHdaFE, JCIBME Fe 575, Ho Cd &, g
Cd FLZBAHIRE Cd BLR BN 46417 < ‘WM 1097,
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Effect of Iron on Accumulation and Chemical Forms of Cadmium in
Tomato

ZHOU Kun', LIU Jun', XU Wei-hong"", ZHANG Ming-zhong', JIANG Ling', YANG Yun', WANG
Chong-li', ZHANG Jin-zhong', and XIONG Zhi-ting’
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Abstract: Pot experiments were carried out to investigate the influence of different iron (Fe) levels

(0, 200 and 400 pmol - L") on the plant growth, activities of antioxidant enzymes, accumulation and
chemical forms of cadmium (Cd) in tomato when exposed to Cd (10 mg - kg") . The results showed that
dry weights of fruit, roots, stem, leaf and plant, and concentrations and accumulation of Cd significantly

differed between two varieties of tomato. Dry weights of fruit, roots, stem, leaf and plant increased in the
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presence of Fe. Photosynthetic rate (P,), stomatal conductance (Gg) and transpiration rate (T,) in both
varieties, and activity of peroxidase (POD) in ‘Yufenl109’, and activity of catalase (CAT) in ‘4641’
increased at first, and then decreased with increasing levels of Fe, while intercellular carbon dioxide
concentration (C;) in both varieties, activity of superoxide dismutase (SOD) in ‘Yufen109’ decreased
at first, and then increased with increasing levels of Fe. The contents of chemical forms of Cd in fruit of
tomato were in order of residual Cd (Fg) > hydrochloric acid-extractable Cd (Fyc) > ethanol-extractable
Cd (Fg) > sodium chloride-extractable Cd (Fy,c1) > acetic acid-extractable Cd (Fya.) > deionized
water-extractable Cd (Fy) . All chemical forms of Cd significantly decreased after the application of
adequate Fe (200 pmol - L) compared to the control. However, Fyc and Fg of ‘46417, and the total
extractable Cd, Fg, Fnacr and Fr of “Yufenl109’ increased at 400 pmol - L' Fe treatment. Cadmium
accumulations in tomato were in order of leaf > stem > fruit > roots. Cadmium concentrations in leaf,
stem, roots and fruit of both varieties decreased by 7.1% - 21.9%, 35.6% - 50.4%, 13.1% - 37.0% and
2.8% - 8.2% in the presence of Fe when exposed to Cd, respectively. Cadmium concentrations, and Cd
accumulation in fruit and plant were in order of ‘4641’ < ‘Yufenl09’ in the presence or absence of Fe.
Key words: tomato; antagonism of iron and cadmium; activities of antioxidant enzymes; Cd

accumulation; Cd fractions

B (Cadmium, Cd) ZHARFT ZAAEN—FESBMETNE (Xuetal, 20100, #HIIAHE
fr 3RS BV 4 (Satarug et al., 2003; Wei & Zhou, 2006) . Cd #) V2 - FHHE Tk, LT
W HPD A T SEAk, = PR G LR A e R g . AR ST A 3 Cd
HHHEINE (Radotic etal., 20000, HaZeil, At FHREE BRI Cd 1A 30 000 t if7,
Hh 82% ~ 94%1) Cd BEAFI L3 rb . b ARG YL fik 3.85 1 hm?, (5 AR EBFRTAL 56.9% (2
KA AE, 2012)0 RBIX SR G T3 Cd V5 4L AR KR T AR CRIE 55, 2006); 2 24.1%[F15%H
FEA Cd i B K RIS e hniE (A AT 4, 2007). Fe AL RN EFRIGEL —,
HFGRMIERA X, ERVF2A0—IE R AT 10415y, S S5EPDCEIER . WPIRAE S
ZELA 54 (Chien et al., 2001). FEYIHERFIEE 1)AZ HAEH— R WS G A inl . A
R, Fe BERU/DVEMIXT Cd WL (Chlopecka & Adriano, 1997; Shao etal., 2007). {H-WAEAEA
RARIE (5KHE, 2006),

BRSO R T 48 Cd I RE ) AMNAE R (] 22 5 3, 1 ELAE SRR I R B R v s S (Al
W] 45, 2004; FMVEZSFILIRE, 2007; BESEE 45, 20100, WFFRE RN Cd it A & SEA7
A ZE S CRDS %, 2006) o A THE—DHH. S0 O R LA Rl Fe ST AS[R i
Al Cd WRIBCRD Cd [0 AT RS B R, ABFEE T mpHIX 2 A E & f, R
HZEFARIGHI Cd ¥5 Yoy L34 F, T T IR Fe S AiAS A fh R AE K AEBRERE . Cd Y
BRI ERSE Cd V5 4 & B D G HE 0L IR A 0 .

QY ViR SRS PARES

1.1 bl
R F G (Solanum lycopersicum Mill.) faFIh ‘46417 A ¥k 1097 , WK R RN BE
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B AT T E . (R R AT LRI X AT A S . A N R AL B 1.21
M333¢g-kg', AN, HRL P RE K 4050 110.8. 10.6 F1104.6 mg - kg, pH 6.9, CEC 20.7
cmol - kg, KK Cd.
12 REHE

T 2012 453 H 10 H—7 J 9 FI7E 7 g K22 BE IR PR 2 e SRt & kAT o 3L 3 /> Fe WK,
Bl 0,200 Fi1 400 pmol - L™ #4835 Cd ¥5 4L/ IE h 10 mg - kg™ FTH] Fe. Cd 43 %1k FeSO, - 7H,0
FICACL, - 2.5H,0. ¥ 5 kg &3 Cd AbFEE 40 Hf T LN BRIZEN (HAR 25 em, & 17 cm),
i 2 ~ 3 B)E, BTG AR, R 1K EF AR T I Fe FE IR BERE S d 15
i1, SLmE 7 O, BEREEERIE 100 mL, DA 2 1K 0 AL EE . IERE P K 239000k 100 R 150
mg - kg, LA NH,H,PO, H1 KCL BRI, Ny 180 mg - kg, LA NHH,PO, MR 2 HKITE A
RGP HZ 5 IERSR A b al. AN E 3 IkER, L 18 8, BENLHA. B3R 118
IR AT AR RE A R B KK R 60% . REIRBEKHT 56 H] 338K 2 3 A 52 -3 5 /K &, 3 Ik
WEPCEY), RETHEHRAKE. WS 1 IREGRIFRE™, 8597 120 d GGk, MRS B AL 5
SILE 105 “C R 15 min, 7F 60 C Nt T FHE,
1.3 MEH®

T BRI R RO CEandf, 20000, A4 HCL - HNOs - HCIO, WHf# )5
PR W73 66 E T (Perkin Elmer SIMMA 6000, Norwalk, USA) 5 1+ Cd &, & i 4
AN (CAT) JEPMERA SRR A e ke (A4, 2000); MR (POD) &R &b
KREYENE GRER, 2002); Hid8 b AbEE (SOD) iR ARV M (NBT) i ikl (5K
AR, 2002). HEERGEIE RS (Li-6400, LI-COR, USA) Wll5E T i FriftarigZ (P,
SALTSE (G Ml COLIRIE (C RIZEREHCR (T KT IOFE AR PR, 28 HNO; - HCIO,
WA, TSR 66 EE T (Perkin Elmer SIMMA 6000, Norwalk, USA) & AR [REAL Cd &
B, BSR4 0.005 mg - kg

AR Cd e PR AE SR I Cd (Alarcon et al., 1998). YEAAFRIL 2.000 g fif
FEE TR, A 37.5 mL $25G], AR IRFRRIBIRES, IFAE 30 CHERM TR E IR (4917~
18h) , X HEDSEREGHE, FEIIA FAFR B AR HGR, 2E 2 h Jo RIS BGR, B2 2 &, HITE
24 h WHEEL 4 K. ¥ 4 AREGE (3150 mL) WA, S@HBHMZERIE TS INAERE HNOs - HCIO,
TRATRA: 1, RO G 5 T 10%0H 18 € 25, SR8 )5 IR IR053 Y66 B2 1 (Perkin Elmer SIMMA
6000, Norwalk, USA) JllsE Cd &, MR K 0.005 mg - kg™'o $RHUR SARHUE N 80% 1
(Fp, $RHUHRREE. SN EM TN L E R R « 87K (Fy, 1REBUKSEHEAPIREE.
e Jm—fUIRED | 1 mol - L AN (Frac, HRBUREL, HEAMS AGEALERESESE) |
2%BEIR (Fae, AMEAVEESBBIREE, O AUBHREE) « 0.6mol - L' 312 (Fuc, RECEIREE .

AWFFCT VAR A 3 IR E L ) FIE, B KA SPSS 12.0 e i3T5 2240 T Fl 2 LU AL

2 HR5M

21 EYE
M1 AT, B ARSE. MR 2R MR BEAE 2 ANSRREIRT Fe 9 5 ACEE ) 1) 2 S ii 3 T
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FARV. EEEE CAdGR N, SXBA, Bk 1097 (¥ 400 umol - L AbERAh, Wi Fe it
BT 2 AT SRS AR 25 RS IUR, IR0 20.4% ~ 48.6%. 13.3% ~ 56.0%-
16.0% ~ 63.1%- 9.9% ~ 16.8%1 21.6% ~ 40.3%. T A5 ML 250 ML T FEILE 200 pmol - L
Fe Mb¥fm . LUEL 2 AR, RWE Fe I, RSTIEN ‘46417 > “Jirky 1097, {HWE Fe Jo, H5
TN Wk 1097 > ‘46417,

1 TR Fe RELEMNBEMPATRENZ M

Table 1 Effects of different Fe levels on dry weights of tomato g
T . By £ I syl
Vajiq::ty Fe/ (pmol - L) 17:%;; E)ot Stem Lleaf Tofal
‘4641’ 0 280=+0.1¢c 2.73+0.12¢ 203+03b 13.1+02¢ 642+0.7c
200 374+03a 426+0.19a 33.1+04a 153+02a 90.1+09a
400 33.7+0.6 b 3.78+0.10b 313+05a 144+0.1b 83.2+0.7b
Wk 1097 0 259+0.5b 241+0.07¢ 350+£02¢ 157+03b 79.0+£0.8¢
“Yufen 109’ 200 385+03a 3.50+0.05a 457+0.7a 183+0.2a 106.0+1.5a
400 374+05a 2.73+0.08 b 40.6+£0.4b 153+0.2b 96.1+1.2b

22 ke

M1 FIE 2 TEUEH, 2 Bt ot iR (P SILTE (G MIZEBHAE (T) 3
EME 200 wmol - L™ Fe AL A3 Fr 38 0, 17 155 it B v 9k JZ ) Fe (400 pwmol - L™ ), A ELIEE 200 pmol - L™
Fe &b PR B MlE) CO, WJE (C) WIZENE 200 wmol - L™ Fe I HL X I B3 F4AK. LWl Fe 5
7, ‘46417 MM Py Gow G T AW ET Wky 1097 .

12 —e— ‘4641 —m— ‘HiEy109°
T ~ 0.2
S0 J
g g
-~ 9 -
9 s 0.1
Ea g
Q, 7 Q"‘
6 1 ] 0 1 ]
0 200 400 0 200 400
Fe/(umol - L) Fe/(umol - L)

1 RERE Fo SMEXI BRI Kk S REMSALSE R

Fig. 1 Effect of different Fe levels on net photosynthetic rate and stomatal conductance of tomato leaves

350 5
—e— ‘46417 —m— ‘iKY 109’

300 4
5 -
g 250 T3
= =
E 200 E 2
Y 50 2l
100 ‘ ‘ 0 ! ‘
0 200 400 0 200 400
Fe/(umol - L) Fe/(umol - L)

2 FEKE Fe SIBX B FHAE CO, 7R A EER MM

Fig. 2 Effect of different Fe levels on intercellular CO, concentration and transpiration rate of tomato leaves
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2.3 Sk

4R Cd Wi & SRR A KRR E k. H1E N CAT. SOD & POD ZE4i A b lEAE 1Y
55 R 2 AR AR VR PR SR R T R G0, A ROE BR A AR N 1 SRR S AR CE 4 45, 2006)
7E Cd 15444 Rt Fe, 2 ANAAFE AT CAT Wt LI AR R AR a3 (K& 3)

25
—e— ‘4641 —m— “¥ik) 109’ 1.0
2 k:
5 £ 08
& 0 0.6
=) =
= S 04
H
< o
© ~ 0.2
05 L I} 0 Il I}
0 200 400 0 200 400
Fe/(umol - L) Fe/(umol - L)

B3 TERE Fe EBEMM CAT #1 POD jEIEA R

Fig. 3 Influence of Fe levels on activity of CAT and POD in tomato leaves

‘4641° I CAT 7E 200 pmol - L' Fe AbBHI
B¢ i, 7E 400 pmol - L Fe AbBEIN FFE; 11 ﬁz —e— 4641’ —m— ik 109°
¥ 109° i CAT Wi PEIIKE Fe w5238 I & b . 140
L6t AL, Wit Fe J5, ‘46417 I POD 351k
BEWEiE Fe WS MG INEH LTF, Wk 109
it POD 3% 1 U755 200 wmol - L™ Fe &b B A
B KA, SRJGTE 400 pmol - L' Fe I FFE (& 0 | |
3). ‘46417 I SOD &R Fe ¥ 5 1 i iz 44 0 Fe/(::o‘i.bl) 400
Tns Ry 1097 M SOD S PENIAEmTE 200
umol - L' Fe I Lttt BEAR , 4R J £ 400 pmol - L™ B4 TR Fo MBI SOD A
Fe ACPRIA AT LTF, BABRAR T X FEALEE (B Fig.4 Influence of Fe levels on activity of SOD in tomato leaves
4),

120
100
80
60

SOD/(U - g min™)

24 REFAREESCIEE

f# 2 A, WAL Cd MBS & &L Cd S A0 2 AR AIRT Fe i 8 b 34 m) 22 57
BB B E K. FEA Cd SEUFA R : Fr> Fuoa> Fg> Fraa™ Frac™> Fwe Hi, 2RA Cd (Fp)
PR 1121 mg - kg, BT Cd RBUR R 55.7%; hIRIEINZA Cd (Fue) VP& RN 0303
mg - kg, it Cd FEHUR R 15.1%. —F ¥ EmEIEA Cd, PSR Z AN 1424 mg - kg,
i Cd RIS E Y 70.8% (R 2) o WG 258 F/KEEIES (Fw) FIZEERIES (Fp) P& &
43591 0.088 mg - kg H10.150 mg - kg™, i Cd $2HUE R 4.4%H1 7.4%, & FH&RZ R 0238
mg - kg, i Cd BB R 11.8%. IR, B Wk 1097 18 Fue A1 Fr 4b, Wi 200 pmol - L™
Fe BEJ/D> 2 MR RSEh % B4 Cd & . (HBE Fe RN, B4 Cd R A AL
WifH Fe WBEXG N, ‘46417 JSirp Fpo Fw MIBSRRAEHUE Cd (Fuao) S 8B WFEAS, 20 il B0t R sk
DT 79.7% ~ 100%- 88.7% ~ 100%H1 56.8% ~ 62.7%; 1M1 2 AN bR 52 Cd BEREURE, PLA Y6k 109”7
SRR A Cd (B Faa /b)) « 46417 sz SALEIEREES Cd (Faaer) ~ Fuo 1 Fr 252 UAE 200
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umol - L' Fe AbBEI f 4K, #RJ57E 400 pmol - L™ Fe LB [T, Bl % Fe (400 pmol - L™ ) 11
jJDT ‘4641’ %9;'*' FHc1\ FR L)L& ‘/ﬁﬁ*ﬁ 109’ %QEEP FE\ FNaC]\ FR*D/%\%EX%O Uﬁﬁ@ Fe 1@ ‘/ﬁ
1097 RS Fuo & EEX BN T 18.4% ~ 30.6%.

&2 TEAKE Fe pEHBEMREFFTRLS Cd FERHFIE

Table 2 Effects of different Fe levels on contents of different chemical forms of Cd in tomato (mg - kg™
Q?’jity f;;ol Ly Fe Fu Faci Fiinc Fuct Fe B

‘4641’ 0 0.345+0.032a 0.115+0.045a 0.334+0.038a 0.220+0.029a 0.232+0.043b 0.839+0.028b 2.085+0.073 a
200 0.070 £0.003 b 0.013+0.004b 0.088 +0.099 ¢ 0.095+0.007b 0.193 £0.028 ¢ 0.819+0.032b 1.278+0.031 ¢

400 <0.001+0.000 ¢ <0.001+0.000 ¢ 0.225+0.063b 0.082+0.004 ¢ 0.312+0.045a 1.104+£0.067a 1.723+0.039b

QW 10970 0.170£0.026 a 0.229+0.056a 0.222+0.034a 0.167+0.016a 0.310£0.051 ¢ 1.239+0.044b 2.337+0.073 a
“Yufen 109” 200 0.140 £ 0.017b <0.001£0.000 ¢ 0.134+0.015b 0.138+0.011b 0.367+0.042b 1.380+0.035a 2.159+0.056b
400 0.174+0.021a 0.172+0.015b 0.233+0.028a 0.157+0.023a 0.405+0.037a 1.346+0.030 ab 2.487 +0.055a

H: FE: ZJE#TZ%]-[X?S Cd: Fw: z*i@j“?K%%HX?S Cd; FNK(]: ’i\%’fl%%ﬂl?& Cd: FHAc= @%E@%W?& Cd: FHCI: EE@%HX%S Cd: FR: ‘7}6
4 Cd.
Note: Fg stands for ethanol-extractable Cd; Fy stands for deionized water-extractable Cd; Fyac) stands for sodium chloride-extractable Cd; Fyac

stands for acetic acid-extractable Cd; Fyc stands for hydrochloric acid-extractable Cd; Fp stands for residual Cd.

25 EMEKRZIMNLCAd EEMNEE

e 3 0L, FEASERAL Cd S R AR EEAE 2 AN ShRIAIR] Fe ¥R B2 [ i) 22 S5 340K 1) 2. 25 K1
F AL Cd FRAIF h: v > M > 25 > JLSZ, B U 1097 F9 400 pmol - L' Fe AbFRHLSE
Cd Fr&sbbh, MWt Fe At 25, AR Cd & EA RS WAFM SR 25,
FRATR S () Cd & B FRARIREE 4 14.1% ~ 21.9%F1 7.1% ~ 21.9%. 35.7% ~ 47.2%F1 35.6% ~
50.4%-. 24.0% ~ 37.0%K1 13.1% ~ 13.7%- 2.8% ~ 8.2%H1 4.3%., R Hib kI, Fanit. 2. A
H52 Cd FRIIAE 200 pmol - L' Fe ALFRIN K, 400 pmol - L™ Fe AbEE I A3 Fif 0] Tt

#3 TRERE Fe B EMEM Cd FERVM

Table 3 Effects of different Fe levels on Cd concentrations in tomato (mg - kg
vl . - E R s
Variety Fe/ (pmol - L) Leaf Stem Root Fruit
‘4641° 0 116.0+t1.1a 413+0.5a 68.6+0.5a 5.72+0.11a
200 90.6£09c 21.8+03¢ 432+04c¢ 525+0.09b
400 99.6+0.7b 26.6+0.2b 52.1+0.5b 5.56+0.14 ab
“Wiky 1097 0 131.7+2.1a 51.0+£03a 63.4+09a 6.35+0.17 ab
‘Yufen 109’ 200 1028+ 1.1¢ 253+02¢ 547+0.3b 6.08+0.05b
400 1223+1.7b 32.8+£04D 55.1+04b 6.55+0.36a

F MRS Cd FRBIGIUT A > 25 > Jsg > R, b, ZXBRE I8 Cd
SRR 53.3%F1 34.9%, HRFISSEN Cd R SR/ ARk Cd BRI 5.6%H1 6.2% (K 4).
B Fe AbEIREERURIIN, 46417 M. 250 AR Cd ALERE, Wk 1097 25, Rz cd FLEEDI K
2 ANEFPRIER B Cd AR BR BN S AMK, 75 200 umol - L™ Fe ALFRIN fA%, 4RJ57E 400 umol - L' Fe
REFEISHE I ; 46417 JES21 Cd AL BRI IR 1097 MR Cd AL B 634 5638, €6 200 pmol - L™
Fe AbFEIN 5 H, SRJGTE 400 pmol - L' Fe ALFEINBAAG. 1M kY 1097 B2t Cd AR bl Fe W%
BT E . MR 2 AT, CIS R Al Fe, HSCM Cd SEM Cd BLEE, LUk
Cd B RER N ‘46417 < Yk 1097 .
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4 TREIRE Fe LbEBFEMN Cd RBRHFN

Table 4 Effects of different Fe levels on accumulation of Cd in tomato

.]EHE.P Fe/ (umol - L) Cd R & / (mg-plant™) Cd accumulation Cd 4:H/ (mg - plant ™)
Variety - Leaf 2 Stem R Root JLSI Fruit Total plant
‘4641’ 0 1.53+£0.03a 0.839 +£0.006 a 0.187 +£0.005 b 0.160 + 0.007 ¢ 2.71+£0.02a
200 1.39+£0.03 ¢ 0.722 £ 0.003 b 0.184 +£0.003 b 0.196 £ 0.009 a 2.49+0.04 ¢
400 1.44+0.04b 0.833+0.007 a 0.197 £ 0.007 a 0.187+0.003 b 2.65+0.02b
Wk 109 0 2.06+£0.05a 1.785+0.025 a 0.153+£0.003 b 0.164 +0.005 ¢ 4.16+0.05a
‘Yufen 109’ 200 1.88+0.03 b 1.155+0.014 ¢ 0.192 +£0.004 a 0.235+0.007 b 3.46+0.01c
400 1.88+0.02b 1.333+£0.009 b 0.151+0.005 b 0.245+0.005 a 3.60+0.03b
3 e

ARRELAETR, 78 Cdigge (10 mg - kg' Cd) HIE3 L, XF 2 AN A, BRI Fe
SERE TR, w2 REMT R (ED . 3 Fe 5 Cd MISHIBUN BEZEM Cd X i K
[l [, Fe ML TIEFRICRL —, &S A —IE IR A 4l 4y Cn
] U TP Ak B AR R 4, MV B AR A S, S 5O EER . WIRER S 2
AiE A, RHE TR AR, BEOR TR PUYiRe )y, fE— e R EORME Cd I EEFEAER (Chien et
al.,, 2001) o EAIRKFEBL, Wi Fe ISEIEA (400 pmol - L) I, T/ AiAEYRA 8 R, o]
RESE MR N AR T Sk LB AL S W) 2105 e 2 Fis vk B e, P30T T R A RIS 1 4534

(Sinhaetal., 1997) , W T &FAiAK. Foh, WATEERE S= Fe 5 Cd MIWRZN. — @R nE T
Cd X&) EEFAEH (Siedlecka & Krupa, 1999) . AL, A HAEHS Fe IRIER . ik 2
ANFATF, KWt Fe B, ‘46417 MRSCTHRMHE ST W 1097, UiHZ SR Cd V5 LR 5s
(O P B i 8% Fe Jo,  VAkR 1097 [RRSET M T ‘46417, AIUL, ¥k 109 Xf Fe (1)
SN T AU, Fe 55 Cd IS HURN A Rothiiss Cd 6 HAE KSR, WISk T 8w &,

HIYIAE I Fe S 2r 2 G UM D08 TR0 5, SRR B DIAR DG . Mo G2 (P |
SALTRE (G MEIH COIE (C) MZEMBHCR (T RMeAEHMEEIR, AR CO,
(I RE ) RIS T KL S A S omgs (BREGEDE 45, 2003). AR PRI, SxF AL, Wit 200
umol - L' Fe 1 2 ANF AR Py G R T, W18 0. WK Fe (200 pumol - L) % et
SAEFRZREE AR, WA B FEMM IR A KR F . thgs R 515 200 umol - L™ Fe & #li T
JFCEE TR I N A S0 . AHBEE 400 pmol - L Fe I, Tl Pos Gy UK T SR F e, W
IRTRIRE Fe AR TR A I RIZEIEAE . 245 R T2 (2007) WA (2010) RiE—3.
AHWFFCIE R IR, B Fe WM, C; 26T, 75 200 pmol - L Fe AbBHIN HA%, SRJ57E 400 pmol - L™ Fe
SEFLET B FE o JRPRIRT R Fe 3858 T 200 P40 MG G adi e, JdE NI R 4H i ] BRI CO, K T
SR, s g a) CO, ik BEEAT BT FRAR . 2o Fe SR Al R IR ALIR &, TR
5 40 ot AE v RUBP BRAGERE 1 5 2 R 2R SCIE A 46 Jt 145 OC (Farquhar & Sharkey, 1982) .
AREAAE T, LI Fe 545, 46417 KM Py Gew G TEME AT Wk 1097, BoRkdE Cd
TGRS FANE A F) Poy Go CiRI T AFAE L F 25, 46417 Wlie CO, IRAE ) AR KA
HWIRE 1B K 1097 B

4 R 5 YU 2 S A A PR P AR R GRS, AR KRR A 3, SRS AR
IR S LS TED e, AEBIR IS A, B A B (SOD) Flid 4 b Al (CAT) i
ALYl (POD) 241 M PTEM R AENSTHE IR H th3E, w40 i %52 th 5 48 5 D i S8 AL i
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Y% (Rodriguez-serrano et al., 2006) o fEAGEGH, WPk} 1097 - SOD 3% E4E 200 pmol - L™ Fe
AEFR I Ak . UM Fe REFFARAEA A N IEPES A B2k, I S80Sk B thZE M &2 N LIRS
EREPEACE. MR, ik 1097 1 POD 3% PELL K ‘46417 1 CAT 3% PESEH4 N, £ 200 pmol - L™
Fe Ab I IN 5 5 o 1445 5 15 T M AR KB A0 P B Fe R B AR Ak & —E0 . 7T B S ARIR S Fe #2175 T CAT
FIPOD i, PLEN A RIRBEG, ik Fe Mo gk 245522 7%, S CAT 1 POD
TEPERRAC (FE 2 4%, 2005) , AN, Fe 5 Cd MV RN ] REARINE T A8 2 Cd 13 FAEH],
B AERIERAA Y B9 CAT A1 POD &1 T B«

TEARI ORI, Cd AEF A S E B DRI A7 1E, P90 1121 mg - kg, BTl Cd $RHUR
HIEBIR 55.7% (GR2) o 5 RATHRIE B S E A AN B S — R LSS E 8 1A
—E (BRetE 2, 20100 , 5 EAMRE (2005) RIE M) = ERIZE 28 HZE b Cu (1) F B AT
WAL FAHRI Cd B B AT SRR, T8 0303 mg - kg, 7 Cd $RHUR R E
B8 15.1%. BRIEA Cd FIERRILIAS Cd —# P S EZ AN 1.393 mg - kg, &7 Cd B B
BIER] T 70.8%. it Cd FERIRIEIE Cd BTG PEMACER Cdo Mg PER w1 25 B /KSR IS
Cd M ZERINA Cd P& B2 F1k 0238 mg - kg, i Cd BB BT HLBICA 11.8%, MK
PR T Cd RN . ARIGAM T, WHEE RN Fe b T 2 MFEMMMRLKES Cd F &
Al Cd BEREE, PRI I B IREE PO . %45 RS Krupa 55 (1995) [W#RkIE—2. R TREY
B a TR R EA L, WrTRe il THES B S P w g iR KM Bua i S sl (e 4%,
2002), {HiEH Fe (400 pmol - L™ ) SR Fe BN T ‘46417 H9rh iRt Hzs Cd. MRtz
Cd LUK ¥k 109 ez ZBHREGS Cd. SIS Cd. SRl A Cd FURIRECE, YAaRIiH
—E MR, (Stephan & Grun, 1989) . WL, ZKEAZHAEHAMNYE Fe IREEH K, BHME
YRR SR AT 5

UK 2 AT Cd FZE BT, BB ARAIRSE, 1ff B Cd & EA B, 2K
KT s (R 3). Af LA Cd MR RE R0 . hah R 5 2 fiikiE & ih Cd 24 P 7EAR

CRTF %, 2006) FHiAA L. AR, FiiRL TR Cd &8 >50mg - kg', FRUAE RN
K EH CFEIH16.5), FHRLEFEH Cd SR > 0.3 mg - kg, JERt 1 H 50 BRI
Cd BRERRUE (<0.05 mg - kg FW), BEIITEMIAMEN Cd ARGRIBEARAE S, 1M1 BLAE Al S Artd Cd
WATIR R E ERE S, WoRTE Cd V5 Y I MK, Bl 7 50 T BEA7 A0 SR 5L 7= b 52 Cd 15 B2 XU

T IS 5 Fe 7R A0 25, ARFISRSEF ) Cd & R A FRIFEE K. %4585 Chlopecha Al
Adriano (1997) L% Shao &5 (2007) [WHEAAL. JEF AT BEAE Fe (0 78 L I, kikia T RERIOCH],
Fe W n, 5808 s B R % (Krupa etal., 1995). It4b, i&EE Fe 5E4)E Cd 32 MR RN
WIS A7 s T BEFAAIR T Cd B T AEAE A P9 BAC B K B B 4% - {ELAE 400 pmol - L7 Fe ALFEI, -
2K MRS Cd EEblTt. RIVHBFEEPORFIIEAE, JRETTEES Fe WA G, R 2 A4
FeAiFl, TR TmE Fe 5, H50 Cd A RE, DURK Cd SRR ‘46417 < Uik
109’ . ATM, ‘46417 tb YKy 1097 BESE/DIRCE S HIET Cd, IR Fe X PEAIC ‘46417
FERR Cd & AR MR N 2

() #EELE Cdisd (10mg-kg'Cd) T, Wi+ Fe (200 pmol - L™ Fe) ZEfi#t T Cd it
W AR IE, BERINT ‘4641 Al Ak 1097 MOERSZ. ML 2L MR TR EHBHE
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FIEIN Fe (400 pmol - L) iRz, M. 25, M LR T i PR .

(2) TR Pos G T, LK 30Ky 1097 I POD 35 PE. 46417 I CAT 3% YEAE 200 pmol - L™
miﬂﬁmm,mFE«mWMIJ%&@ﬁVﬁ G LA iRy 1097 1 SOD 35 1t IFE 200
umol - L' Fe AHEI FAK, 4RJ57E 400 pmol - L' Fe AR [F1 7t

(3) TR PR Cd 32 LU E R AR SR SRR BCGS B U7 7E,  Cd 3B R
ﬂm%oﬁﬁﬁ%%%%?ﬁ%muﬁamhmwCdﬁmEthmuim1m%oﬁ%ﬁ%%Fe
Wb T ARSI % A Cd A, {HEE Fe (400 pmol - L™ BN T ‘46417 Hszrh EhMRIRIA .
BREEA Cd LA YTk 1097 %%*Z%ﬁmu\%%%%mu\%ﬁﬁﬁCdu%mi

(4) TSt 35 5 1) Fe (200 pmol - L) AEFA A2 At R SRR Cd MR 4R . (i
E(f) Fe (400 pmol - L) RM{EFHAH . 25, HAESE Cd SEA . 2R LA HIAE 2 4
F A A RIS BRI PR E A7 B T AP AP AL, REPIEAL . Fe ARV ik 55 45 DA 38 o5 5 i ik
B A HAEH
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PEE 2SS+ IR e E S AR RSB AREST 2013 4610 A 2022 HEESRHAATT. o
KR, 22 B RKORPERT S L o R TR g SR bR g 5 - R S B BRI 1 RS 2380, DO 1148 AR T Tk R
Fy M RKALF RSP S . R A& mAERR . BB BRI 51T AR AL 600 RAAES N T 2.

TraEa i i 252 s B KK B R, T R el 22 e B K Oy e R+ — B S TR R, KR
B A T — R SR . B MRERWTHERSE 5 —80Ah, 4 Fkt EE 25 S P EEHM AT . 18
HHRIIIMKAIZFF T, S EFMERS RNILRES Ty, EERTR . FEREE. iR, 285 AA
A ER R BORT A vh [ R0 H 257 UG TR I s, A EORIRE R 2R, & E 2R, RERHE A
B MBI 2R SR TS TR AE T RIRAE T . ARG TN A Ji B TARE RO, WUUER T T B g AR
Wt A At . AR BAUR T 2013 4EFE “ARITTE SRHEAL 7, Jr R B KRG st AR R R AT R R
L BLBTR ST AR AT BAMUR T AR p

SVUARBEYEAT T T2 RIS . 5 29 JaFEBRE 2 RS PITEFH LD T - DKM LA T 2014 58 29 Ju[H
Bl 2R A DRG0 o 5 P HREVRBKOS DR3Pl s AR M K 27 el 2527 B 24 S« o Bl oo Bt e v e 4 ol = 2% ST
FUO PUNIAE AR B e K A= BRER A 5T 2 70 gt < P e S DRI A P AR R S R K i, ARG BRI T Bk 3 i
DRI 283 7y < v (R R RS AL 28 R 5 RGN i R DR R DU 27k R A3 s T RS o &
VOB R BEE . BTSRRI, 4 DEAVAIHT TR0, A 96 MARKRIE M4l & BT T A8H

SIVCRAE h ERHD A REBGHOC T 22 A P AR KNS RB S E TR EMA S TR, £ RERT,
PATC I A B T a2 AR T [ Z 28 T T m P sy, ARSI 220 44 WIRATT T T m kA kR

UL, BERESAET 1 94 NG I e 2 e S TR S MLy . MUK AN ST T B B,
PAE. PNE KL AR, I EE, KB, AR, KB AR RIS, AE AT, R T SR
K ESEUUR RS . AR 7 8 o [ el 202 2 2 2 B, 24 DU 3 i 5 AR A B s Al ol

FERIRR R L, 7 R Bt s B A A B AR A AR AT B IR 45 T (M S, A — B 4
o AR . MUK FS AR S WA T B4, JERRH B R RN RS, iU, JF
WELHT, ORI EHREFARAE R NA 2 B RAETT TR, S04k, s brasin 5 &1,
AR SRS, S AA BARAERH B TAE, WL KRS TAES A s B FE 2058 E 2 A0 AT 1 5Tk .

AR M N REBURT AR S AI AT BR 2 51 2 25 WU 1 K IR 45 LA R igkifif
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