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Cd tolerance and leaf physiology changes in ten clones of Salix

matsudana with Cd stress
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Abstract: It is serious for Cd contamination in environment in currently, there is large potential of phy-
toremediation of Cd contamination. For provide excellent phytoremediation material, this study focused on
willow Cd tolerant heritability, ability of Cd colerance, and changes in leaf physiological characteristics
with Cd stress by hydroponics. Ten clones (No.2, No.3, No.4, No.5, No.8, No.9, No.10, No.13, No.
16, and No.18) of Salix matsudana were used as the experimental material. Results indicated that when Cd
concentration was 30 — 60 mg-L™, the content, mass, and amount of accumulation in aboveground or-
gans, the mass and amount of accumulation in roots, and chlorophyll all had stronger heritability. For the
10 clones, Cd tolerance was in the order of: No.13>No0.8 >No.16 = No.18 = No0.9 >No.2>No.4 > No.
10 >No.3 >5. Leaf physiology changes with Cd stress indicated that chlorophyll and dissolubility protein
contents as well as conductance decreased, malondialdehyde (MDA) increased, and proline change fol-
lowed no pattern. [Ch, 4 tab. 20 ref.]
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M, X — Sk A RS BT ER T — LK, DGR xR 4 W IR A e O T A A 4
KR TRAEY . S AEWFRAAEY) SOK MY, SARAAEY), Rl EE AR W3 gt ik
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ERABERKRLR, efEw-Es, AERUMR, X HaBWERTHE, B, PRy
ELBWWIR R AEHERE L, W Saix ‘LR, MRKLK, 55, dEnm, Wik Ak
ISR R B — DRI R E R 8RS, GeA R A R AR AP E S B TR, Az Tk 4 SR
M) R B A YRR R . B SRR R, M5 T 10 52400 Salix matsudana To Pk 5% 5 %
WORR R B8 1 M a T R AR B AR B AR AL, — 2 R AR T Y MR RO R RS R
SR IE A ST AR IO AE T A0 A AR AR AL, R B R AR I SRR R A AR R R SR AR AR A, ]
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SEUBARL R [ TN T R R AR R D TR N b BRI JLON B B B SR SRR . 2005 4 E RN
BEMIRARBEAR TP PRI 22 S Fbk, FFIE SIE AU R, RIS S AR B R, R 10
em ZEAT I RSREAAE S, 4 bk-% BN ER N 18 em, 7 18 em, 2+ 2.5 kg- 75", FEMIA K11 1]
PRED, DK, MREFMAIE® AR, fFHAKAIE N 50 cm A4 N, BEEUE B84 B —80% 10 4> Jotk
RPATE TR,
1.2 ZLWHE
12,1 ERBHRZE CERFRRIEFRELSN 40 cm x 20 m x 15 em 3RS, WNHOK 100 L, Fims
AL, LB LR, ORI B . L5 H Hoagland 5 72 W, H SR WL/ (mg - L")
MMM KNO,;, 606; NHH,PO,, 115; MgSO,-7H,0, 493; Ca(NO;),-4H,0, 944; MnSO,-4H,0 ,
22.3; ZnS0,-7H,0, 8.6; H;BO;, 6.2; KI, 0.83; NaMO,-2H,0, 0.25; CuSO,-5H,0, 0.025; CoCl,-
6H,0, 0.025; FeS0,-7H,0, 27.85; Na,EDTA, 37.25, #&iil#& W pH 6.5 72 47 (JH & & Ak o sk & Ak
AV ), R BE AR 9 000 ~ 14 000 1x, e 10 h-d™, FMRAEANRBELSERSR, 7dHE
o —YCE IR, EIRWIE IR A SRR AL, 3SR CACL,- 2.5H,0 Bt B [R5 vk B R R A
SLE Y 3 MR p(Cd)5ralh 0, 30, 60 mg- L7, HMRRX BT, BRI a v A B Oy A, otk
FNRAE, A EABAE 10 MM R, S 2HREAR, EKRELSHER 3K, LHERALEE
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FYNEVE, 105 CARTH 20.0 min 5, 80 CHEZEH G, FMAFNMHEHREE, & 100 B, Bl w18
AbORAE, FEDN R A0 2 FH A 28 D WA B A D R R BT, RS 2 BRERCT R R R R 0.5 g CRS B
£ 0.000 1 ¢)F 100 mL =M, MR [ (HNOs) : (HCIO,) =4 : 1)]15 mL, By BN EE [
M, FTCE F/KEARZE 100 mL 5500, SR )5 FH IR 7 W 050k D00 e 5 I o 40 4, R B8 =4 o i 0 B x
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LS8 R SR ) I AR AR T AR AR T
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2.1.1 428 T F Mot 4a it Table 1  Analysis of variance of character of cadmium tolerance of Salix matsudana
WK Z5H iR i - A5 R K YE

Y Pes I‘
MR B Ee ) . AW Kot ’ Ttk % FREWSE B RRERE R
SRR IO R KR o B £ Mo L EERE A % 950095 47 242.45 800.959 14.43
SRR (E ), HpRkih - F i 11.86" 58.98" 55.49"
HR R I A ERAR R AR = i 0915 6
JoM AR SR R OK,
BB 5K 6 e WRARMBREAR F%E 1276712 10510 6110.1 344 428.6 6.90
T e FE 5 T HE 2 ) I LV Ak Fif 2.11 305.16" 49 579.9™
ISR TR RN B AN h* 0.526 1
BRab e Ah Al PR 22 5 Hh 12 F % 82.50 47554 30.61 0.15
A4 I (S W Yk
ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%#$OM%ﬁ Fif 2.69 15.53" 197.92"
AL T 2EAE BT Z M e, y 065 2
AL 7 2 B — IR 32 B 0 '
B HRRARE, ENMT 051 AR LYyt E 13.49 11.72 2.38 0.17
ZI, METF 1R ER Pt 5.65" 491 13.56"
ARS8 A e s AL B R e B2 0.823 0
W, HET OMRURR WA R g 11.46 77.56 295 0.01
BR85S S5 ol e - o - ‘
B R, 0 R ri 3 62T 18T
38 % R, BRAR AR " 07422
it s € =W (11 6 VN T i RARRZE VES 302.52 11 558.26 111.81 412
fe 13k %0 0.6 PLE, R Fiif 2.71 103.37" 27.07"
JUAS R 37 5 W 38 5% i PR R e 0.630 9
BN, RIS TR R BR X R
(T M B A T MEREBE R Ji % 1.123 0.85 0.32 0.28
212 4% T F b b i 351 266 112
FAFI 09X A G A BT E h? 0.715 1
e S , EL WA A R & P, EMERAMER9, FEASBAMEN 1, TR x FESBAHME N 9; **

BORCTRE, W PR R G e DER R PR R B UL, AR5 IR R R B, R
TR 0 30 T e T S AR R AR A R AR S R T e AR A SR i R R R A R S LR A R
AR R IR BN K, B R A R T R A R 2 i 2, RIE—
PN, o P AN i M s i ARRR AR A R S A R B DG AN S, TIAR R R AT S
WG YR R R R R, RVIEARBOOCHR BT A, 50 I 30 o vk iy, b A B AR
AR P9 8 R 0 B B 23 BORE e (3R 2) .
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JE TG g B R UL, AR5 B ISR R BE ) L AR B B IR, IR BE e, AR
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Table 2 Relativity among Cd tolerance indicators and Cd concentration in Salix matsudana

X X X3 X4 Xs X6 X7 Xy

X 1.000 0

X 0.544 8™ 1.000 0

X3 0.987 1™ 0.532 8" 1.000 0

Xy - 0.759 4™ -03220 -0.757 47 1.000 0

xs - 0.506 5™ -0.2495 -0.525 47 0.780 4™ 1.000 0

X6 02856 0.891 6 0.267 1 0.080 0 0.039 9 1.000 0

X7 0.964 5™ 0.586 4™ 0.968 8~ - 0.658 6™ -0.340 1 0.367 2 1.000 0

X3 -0.584 6" -0.5114" - 0.596 37 0.514 5™ 02120 -02713 -0.603 1" 1.000 0

LT .y S ER IO BT U E |y Dy A b TR BT 2R, s WML R ERAR A S B, g S BRI AL, xS R AR
Dl b ERER R R, x WML R SRR BLR AL wg T SRR TR MG T RO 0.01 K,

THAEHR, RIGEEKREAET, S FERERE 30 ~ 60 mg-L Ju BN, 280 10 4 JEH: &
ﬂﬁi-’ﬁ%‘fﬁt?ﬁ%’%”ﬁf?jﬂ 135>85>165=185=905>25=~45>105>35>5%5

®3 WHMETEVNLHERMEEESR

Table 3 Diversity of Cd tolerance among clones of Salix matsudana under cadmium stress

To 1k R 48 505 HE by
I F
25 35 45 5% 8 5 95 10 5 135 16 5 185
185.48 162.09 91.92 109.39 220.17 187.80 177.61 235.36 232.59 206.37
iy T b B
6 8 10 9 3 5 7 1 2 4
4669.42 384839 475311 427692 466343 486392 518220 505022 4399.56 4 060.01
Hi T T o AR
5 10 4 8 6 3 1 2 7 9
0.59 0.66 0.57 0.54 0.71 0.65 0.57 1.05 0.66 0.81
M b AR
6 4 7 8 3 5 7 1 4 2
0.71 0.84 0.77 0.74 0.89 0.89 0.78 1.09 0.82 1.07
iR A
9 4 7 8 3 3 6 1 5 2
3.40 3.31 2.10 1.95 4.96 2.77 3.02 7.48 4.60 5.25
Ho 1R B
5 6 9 10 3 8 7 1 4 2
49.31 41.46 59.60 43.39 58.80 51.04 48.74 68.01 50.70 62.83
o A AR R
7 10 3 9 4 5 8 1 6 2
0.84 0.79 0.92 0.85 1.07 0.67 0.54 0.74 0.66 0.81
RS ¥
4 6 2 3 1 8 10 7 9 5
ZEAHET 4 6 4 7 2 3 5 1 3 3

BEW . AIUH LATECT ORISR R, R AT R

2.2 RIMET RN EESENETL
IR T RN A AR B 2R (R 4) . SXTIRAILL, SR RO ok R i
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JR LS MU /L, AR AR AR 225K, BT O 30 mg- L7 B, 10 S RN RS REBUMIRZ, B
48.48%, 4 5TV RW/ NG, H 3.06%; LB IE N 60 mg- LI, 18 5 oM £ L 5 R >
iz, 7 40.13%, 13 5Tk RB/MFRD, H 14.55%.,

x4 RPHETEMEEHENTH

Table 4 Changes of cadium on physiological indicators of Salix matsudana

R, CERS e i3 TS =Nz AR A
Stk = i o e
TER I 42 B 11 322 | 42 B 11 3% S 42 B i1 3% ] 42 B 111 3%
FE/(mg L) s /% 00 M, HhRs WEE BonEs WEds B, MEE, B
(mg-kg™) % (mg-keg™) % (mg-kg™) % (mg-kg™) %

2 popiist 38.5 0.28 3.6 33.5 18.4
30 339 - 135 0.35 22.1 2.8 - 26.6 21.2 - 58.1 17.3 - 6.1
60 31.4 -22.6 0.59 53.4 32 - 14.6 18.5 -80.9 18.3 4.9

3 X 1 40.7 0.27 4.3 26.0 18.3
30 35.8 - 13.6 0.36 26.1 3.3 -313 8.9 - 190.7 18.4 1.0
60 48.7 16.4 0.35 235 3.5 -233 8.2 - 218.7 17.8 - 3.6

4 pogis 43.8 0.36 3.5 6.2 18.8
30 42.5 -30 0.47 229 3.6 2.7 6.4 2.5 18.4 - 2.1
60 334 -31.1 0.53 31.3 2.8 -23.6 9.1 319 17.5 -53

5 popiist 58.9 0.73 39 6.3 19.1
30 44.0 - 33.8 0.53 -37.7 3.5 -13.2 11.7 46.4 18.1 -52
60 48.1 -224 0.60 -21.7 32 - 225 8.3 23.8 16.6 -9.0

8 X R 58.9 0.22 2.3 10.6 18.4
30 46.2 -274 0.38 43.1 2.5 7.5 10.3 -3.1 18.2 -09
60 443 -329 0.49 55.7 2.5 5.3 7.0 -51.8 18.4 1.2

9 X HE 46.9 0.22 3.2 6.3 18.6
30 43.1 - 8.8 0.31 28.2 2.0 - 56.5 8.8 28.6 184 -1.2
60 390.1 - 199 0.32 30.0 2.2 - 44.7 8.0 21.6 18.4 -03

10 X B 58.8 0.27 4.1 10.5 18.6
30 39.6 - 484 0.45 40.9 2.6 - 60.5 9.1 - 14.7 16.8 -10.8
60 48.7 -20.7 0.44 38.9 1.8 -120.3 11.7 10.7 17.8 6.0

13 pogill 37.8 0.44 4.3 8.0 18.5
30 26.3 - 437 0.46 4.5 3.8 - 10.1 8.6 6.4 15.8 -17.1
60 33.0 - 145 0.46 4.3 24 - 76.9 7.6 -6.2 16.1 1.9

16 popiist 54.3 0.26 3.8 4.7 18.2
30 54.4 0.2 0.53 50.5 2.7 - 38.6 6.1 23.1 16.8 -84
60 58.4 7.0 0.55 52.6 2.2 - 69.7 9.7 51.7 16.1 - 4.6

18 popiist 63.9 0.47 2.5 8.4 184
30 48.3 -323 0.56 15.8 2.0 -259 7.2 -16.3 16.0 -14.7

60 45.6 —-40.1 0.53 10.7 2.1 - 19.6 7.0 -20.3 15.2 -53
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WM, R TOE RO UL, T P I (MDA ) o o3 B I 59 Wk Aa 5 iR D 60
mg- LB, 8 SR RZ, BINT 55.69%, 18 S IJutk R, HinT 10.78%.

I R T R R s R A R, KRERS TOME R AR R B BT R, O &R A 22 UK,
W EWE N 60 mg-L7 B, 10 5 BRI REL, N 12032%, 2 5 EMRB LR LD, N
14.59%.,

BaaE R A A TOPE Rk R AR 1 A TE — BOR A R AE BRI T RE A BT R T
PEEAMEG R, THERAZEREKR, WEREEER 60 mg- L' 8, 55 EHRBIOBEEL, N
9.03%, 9 TR AMEL, H0.33%,

3 b

31 BHITHRMFEENESR

TR A TR IR R ARG, ARSI P A RO SR AR A0 T SR A A B R AR R O AR (A 22 ik
I KT, R E E SR Y LAY, A RO R RN R R mEA,
AR, MR ENEY S RS, MY E SR AT 2 Fh KR AR T Y s L
PERRFEIOCER . AFTEEREY, fEKEEFMT, @b BRIz R 30 ~ 60 mg-L™ 1, S0
R AR B> AR SR R, SRR R AR AR R SO s R s AR, R B
AL,

B PR A TR P T B RAE B — P RO W B B 3E B 3E IV RE ), SRR S W B R A O OE R
F, TR B, O MR MR S T S SR O OC RN TR S OB R, R e gl
55 o ASSEHG A P HE BRI R FRAR XS B, AR AR b B N R M R ER A T
MR ERE T VSRR, YR A T 10 D RHTCrE R T I 2 R, o ird REY 10 R
WTEPE R MRVERNT ) 13 5>8 5>16 5 =18 5 =9 5>2 5=45>105>3 5>5 45,

32 WMEBTEUMAEESFEETN

WRZMIgE, ZWEY N ER EREKT, SRS W g R, WMEmY RN R
B —ERRE, e R TR, RIHERZ RG] MREADN, Rk, EYETRSER,
KA SR RS A T ¥, KBRS AR AT A 4 B BT SR AT TS, e Al SR AR IR )
B P (<20 mg-kg ) MEHE AR, BEAE LR TR BN, A KR TR, X5 FE ARSI
PFEE N Daucus carota F1EF Az @ 58 Sorghum bicolor BIMFFE 45 K — 8, AR LS R W x, Wi 0 ]
T RMERRAAEA, BT R AR R A G U, AR R BT R, R SRR B 4R Gk
COEWT, HEA M SRR AR A SRR FE R LR A RS SAATE, BN 58 F B -SH AR (B
flofsk) 454, SORMH PR Fer Ml Zn™ 55, BEBOIRTH SR 254, BlOfl i S (AR mig s 14k & A= A2 4k
T 2 00 S A 18 0 AR 1) 295 2 5 W 80 D 46 ORI s 22 A DR 2 2R — B

—LEFRE R YR E S EMEA S, i RGBT, AR, N R
OB, DR R R P R P I o A O A S R B SR E T B dR R . AR R B, KSR
FAFRMEET, B T R M B i R T R, TN R B O I, IRl SR B A0 M 1
RANASTE G R Y 8 o i 43 BB A e — J5L D, 3T R 55 1 b i 8 H R B AR e DL SRS 11 B 4 i
N R N G, R TR

B ME 25T, BB MY RS A S — A EERE, HPIRN S EE Y5
BR S WL AN B AR A R VR R XS R W) R RO S e — e R B R T
TIPSR S5 . TEEE S0 T, P2 MR R TR R IR, A8 ) I 202 5 0 43 B 3 I 2 Al )
Xof 306 58 W AE Y —Fh A B A RO, FTRE B XU & S H— 2 AN A5 M D) RE M 2 0 Y RN, X —
HMESPVF 2O IrIEsSe ;. H R WA T RYIE R B, BB sOis, w] A Sy 8 5 Al W A 4T
PERFE bR, X IHZE R B A Z AR BIIRE, eV A0S SR, FaE R R gy T, BRI
20 L TR 2 L R AR DAy e o 2R 9 5 400 AR A O S A A R A R R A E e B AR N RV R L R
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Jo 2 53 50K i v AL 0 % 0 M 3 PO L, A PN T 1 BRI R o i A B B e, T LA I 40 e s
BRI REE A R EcR, A B TR A e RS, R siiE, WA RERY], R
(<20 mg- LYW, fH/NEE Triticum sestivum 1 7 A9 I 220 19 JoT 2 20 B0 IS /DS v Jo 2t e B8 19 4 (50
50100 mg- L"), Ve il 20 1% o 2 40 AR e AR b, KR SRR VA TR SN A O AR I AR
A —3, BEA B INWA TR, b0 A TR 2R o0 A5 IS T SR B S A ) T R R T A BO
SE YRR BE H 0 — FP AR SR AR P T P R B B R o B L T A G, T
PEE AA B IR S R K E, SHEYERE AR E . (HRTE S R0, IR T iE R A
B 2 B 5 Ak, A AR P S AR 1 0 A R AT T G W 1 T8 R T AR AR Y A ) R
J1, RAYET AT RN A ETIE T AR R, WEbE T, S R e R BT
R, 5k 22 SRR A A O T SR A R — 2
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