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Antioxidative defense to cadmium in hyperaccumulator Picris divaricata V.
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Abstract; A hydroponic experiment was conducted to investigate the role of the antioxidative defense system in cadmium
(Cd) tolerance of a new Cd-hyperaccumulator Picris divaricata V. The results showed that low and moderate levels of Cd
(1 —10 pmol-L™") in solution did not affect the growth of P. divaricata, whereas high levels of Cd addition (50 — 100
wmol - L. ™") inhibited the growth, with 72% and 86% biomass reduction compared to the control. Cd concentration in
shoots reached 270 mg-kg ™" at 10 wmol-L ™' Cd with a translocation factor of 1.41, in accordance with the characteristics
of Cd hyperaccumulation. The maximum shoot concentration of Cd reached 3919 mg-kg ' and about 64% —87% of total Cd
was allocated in the shoots. Addition of 1 —10 wmol+L ™" Cd did not affect the amounts of malondialdehyde ( MDA), H,
0,, superoxide ( O, ) and the activities of antioxidative enzymes. However, 50 — 100 pmol + L™ Cd induced the
accumulation of MDA, H,0, and O, ™ both in the shoots and roots, which were increased by 5 —17 and 1 —5 folds, 1.6 —
6 and 1.4 folds, 2.9 —7.2 and 9.5 — 11 folds than those of the control, respectively. Meanwhile, high levels of Cd
significantly enhanced the activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD) and peroxidase ( POD) in shoots and roots as well as
the shoot glutathione (GSH) concentration, but had no obvious effects on the activities of glutathione reducatse (GR) and
catalase (CAT). We concluded here that P. divaricata has a strong capability in Cd accumulation and translocation. Low
and moderate addition of Cd did not induce any obvious oxidative stress; high Cd treatments induced the lipid peroxidation

and accumulation of reactive oxygen species (ROS) , which might be removed by different mechanisms in shoots and roots.
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(CA)XMEYEFERABHEEER, 8 TEEY TN R 88— 7 &2 W™ E 2 nafE ) i 4
S, AR A K R B EE BT . Cd i FAMEF A ALK, A 4@t Fenton Fil Haber-Weiss
RS BT Y R B AGE R R B . (AR BHFR BaTY, 32 Cd il A 4 R RE R B G R
(ROS) R R \F AT DNA FIZE H SR DA R A A F S AE R o LA R GE RARY) 32 39 5 ol 38 I 4T
N B R EE AL, A & P A PV BRI E 7= A2 1 ROS, iR B 7 B B #£ (0, ) # H,0,%, #t
AL FEAIE LRI A LSS B ALY B AL RS (SOD) i S AL EEE ( CAT) (i ALYy Ag (POD) (A Bk
HIGEJEES (GR) HiIf M ER E AV EE A BE H AR AL 8 , DL R & M P04 9 BT Ao IR i BR A 4 bk
HAK(GSH) %, xS EALFIFERPIRHL Cd ad P PR, B 2510 CENBEIF3E T e R A BR 3
S SR PR EIESE

VE Ryttt i) — R T =X, AT X Cd (98 & SR v i B e i K BE AL . REEE S Y 588
YA X Cd B FIR AT, Cd AR SBE S IAN ROS MR R & ERER AR
SEVE R LAERR Cd ™A ROS, SREAE M) (R I IE % £ 3R ThaE. BRI Cd B E EHEYIELRSE
HIBFGT /D, RS2 80 Thiaspi caerulescens'™ 7R EE B K ( Sedum alfredii) ' b %% ( Solanum nigrum L. )" %
ARl s EEYPTRAR G Cd iyma i 2 5741 K, SOD  CAT POD | GSH &4 E ALY R7E Cd il T MR 3
W TG AR R . ASiRI0 APREAL BT & B Cd 8 & SE L35 3% ( Picris divaricata V. ) 34RO B
FUKEESMT Cd AR E S G 1 4k \ROS TR R KA AL R Gt (SOD ,CAT POD \GR #1 GSH) 10 , #1
PHEESEXT Cd il APt A AL & 5 H BB E S AR, 8+ 5l E EEYx Cd ik r A 2L
SRR AR
1 HREH=E
1.1 YR

EESRMFRT oA 2T X ¥ M 2% 1) NaClo {¢3 10min [FEEEF LK, B 65d
& B RHB—BILEEEA 20% ) Hoagland E IR FIE IR, EFRMEL I A (pmol - L") :800 Ca(NO,), -
4H,0 + 100NH, H, PO, + 420 MgSO, - 7H,0 + 1300 KNO, + 9.0 H,BO, + 0.5 MnSO, - H,0 + 0.15 ZnSO, -
7H,0 + 0.08 CuSO, - SH,0 + 0.02 (NH,),Mo, O, + 25 Fe-EDTA, # 3 W 2 mmol - L"' MES ( 2-
morpholinoethanesulphonic acid)-1 mol-L ™" KOH &35 pH 34 5.8, 3% %2 24h B2, #HYWIER 7d 5, E LIRS
FEW P AT 5 A Cd YREEALER, 23312 O( X HR,CK) ,1,10,50,100 pmol-L ™" (LA CdCL, - 2. 5H,0 FEAMMA) .
AR ANELE, B EE 4 WHEY, 8 3d 5 1 WERR . BEAERFMA R : AR/ RGIRER 25/18C 11
SHEE 70% —75% .

SEFE 3 SR WK . AR B RAK R 5B K Ve, W AE o B AR S AR AR EEEE . T 105°C FAH
30 min,75°C THT)E R TE. SEBoEKFETHEMTENZRL,

1.2 1Y) Cd S ENE

FRELO.2 g HH) T4, R FI¥k HNO,-HCIO, ((RFRSM 450 1) 1K A , 19 Cd & & FI i A & 5 8 TR R 5¢
Jti% (ICP-AES) Jli5E .

1.3 HEYH N _EE(MDA) Kl &

FRER 0.2 g FEYEERE, i1 2 ml 10% =R LR (TCA) Fi/b B A Jhb , (KIS Uk NBFEE 51 3¢, F TCA @A 2 S
ml, 12000 x g B.0> 20 min, FYEBCAHFEMIRBOR . B EI1EWR 2 ml (i BN 2 ml ZE487K) , A 2 ml 0. 6% Fift,
B ZBR(TBA) B, 85 BB A KIE & W 10 min, B IF Y2 41,3000 r/min .0 15 min, B

O Tang %, FRRRZIEE
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EIERERAARRL, DX BB A U RE 450,532 nm 1 600 nm 4bHIROBE.
1.4 fidrh ROS (il

0, 7 H,0, {43512 FR PR A 45 ) A Jin 2 NIk
1.5 HrEALEETE TR E

SOD ,POD CAT MR FIZEA A% N R . GR &M E S I Foyer A1 Halliwell ™ 07 %%
1.6 GSH ByiE

GSH $2HU[F] MDA F#: 532U 1, GSH & B3 MR AR & f9 753 , R FA %1450 DTNB(5, 5’ -dithio-
bis-nitrobenzoic acid) Jl 5 o
1.7 BdEatr

Bt b 2 AN B R VER ] Excel 2003, B 45251 3 IRE E BRI P 391E, 25 BEMR A SPSS 11.5 1
One-way ANOVA (Ducan &) #1785, B & 1E/KFEH P <0.05,
2 #R
2.1 Cd XA R

EESRAE YRS K ERBE Cd A FRHK 1S N B Z R R GRS K RERAD, £ 1) . BEFFW Cd IKE <10
pmol - L™ Bt AR A K IEH , AW B M /KRE CK 2R AR E ;5 Cd ¥R EF =50 wmol -L™'BF, M A HHBLAR
WP, R A K B HIARAZ . 50 pmol-L ™" A1 100 wmol-L~" Cd ZbFH T, Ak M B L CK [F#(K 72%
F86% ,H il - # & E Ul CK 1) 22% F19.8% , &K%y CK 1) 88% 1 84% ; 3h I Rt 8 A& 7K R A2k
BeAHh EHmE,

F1 TECIABTHEESEEWEMAR
Table 1 Biomass and hydrous ratio of P. divaricata in different Cd treatments
T Fresh weight/(geplant ) 27K 2 Hydrous ratio/ %

Cd/(pmol - L)
#1348 Shoot HbF 38 Root & Total Hi 35 Shoot 1B Root
CK 1.356 +0.195 a 0.276 +0.028 a 1.632 +0.222 91.3+0.7 a 94.9+0.4 a
1 1.391 £0.665 a 0.235 +0.109 ab 1.626 +0.773 92.3+0.4 a 94.1+0.4 ab
10 1.220 +0.226 a 0.261 +0.054 ab 1.480 +0.262 92.5+0.5a 94.5+0.8 ab
50 0.303 +0.167 b 0. 149 +0.049 be 0.453 +0.213 80.8+9.7 b 92.3+1.2 ab
100 0.134 +0.040 b 0.094 +0.031 ¢ 0.228 +0.059 76.8 £3.5 b 90.9+4.1b
B EM: Sig * % * * % ® % ns

BUEFRR 3 N EERTEHE £ bruE2; F—IARR/NE FRER 5% KF E B EH25S, One-way ANOVA (Duncan %58 ) ; Sig /R B3
MHAKFE, * P<0.05;% * P<0.01; % % * P< 0.001;ns FRAEE; TH

2.2 RN Cd I EEME

FRERYREYB ERESR GBS THRESRSRALE. R 22U, EE3M LA T Cd

®2 HERN CdHWERREMEERY

Table 2 Cd concentration and translocation factor in P. divaricata

Hi 3/ (mg-kg ™! DW)

H T/ (mg-kg ™! DW)

Cd/ (jamol-1.™") Shoot Root Translocation factor
CK ND ND -
1 33.2+0.3 ¢ 11.4+4.0 ¢ 3.22+1.28 a
10 271 16 ¢ 193 +23 ¢ 1.41+£0.12 b
50 1766 +94 b 3287 +246 b 0.54 +0.01 b
100 3920 +937 a 7021 +1271 a 0.64 +0.39 b
Sig ® % % * % % EE
ND 7R & PR A
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FEME SR Cd BB E L. X4 Cd ¥REEH 10 pmol - L™, 1 EF Cd & &35 271 mg-kg™', H
BB RB 1. 41, 100 wmol - L' Cd AbFRET, #ib I b T3 Cd & B &, 451k 3920 mg- kg™ F1 7021
mg-kg ' . HEEWREAR,EFFX Cd [EERE Cd kbR B B A R, b K Cd IR R
KF1 JEI FYRE Cd b B RBUNTF 1,

BEERHYRKESBNEE, MEEREBEYEBNELREEE S BEWHEYESBEEEENT
Syt EESEH EEA Cd BRI A THE T HCE 1), itk E#F Cd i E LR EEKE L EH U A
Fa3 (B 2) ,1—50 pmol-L™" Cd AbHEES T &, #£ 100 wmol-L~" Cd AbBEEHEINE] 75% , MK E &R Cd
A 64% —87% 4y i fEHh B, RUEE XA A BER IS I Lizk Cd MEETT.

O W i B
1 10 50 100 0

EIRWCARE 1 10 50

Solution Cd concentration/(umol-L™) EHICAk s
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600 - i 13 100
O # R
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Bl EEXWNCIHNEEE

Fig.1 Cd accumulation in P. divaricata H2 CdERERE LB TN

Fig.2 Cd distribution in the shoots and roots of P. divaricata

2.3 Cd XEERM AL E
2.3.1 Cd XEFESE MDA FLRE M a
. 300 m bR
3 AT, HE SR Cd ¥R <10 pumol - L™ B, O T
Ho b A F A MDA & BBAEZEBEEW (P > =
0.05) , i 1-#8 MDA & SEB&K T 1T #F. {H Cd Ab3Hk
BE3XF] 50 pmol + L' 1 100 pumol - L' B , MDA & £ 135
BT, U R b F#B, 100 wmol - L' Cd 4b 38 i b | 5
MDA & & i #h F# B 2. 25 f5. 5 CK M Ik, 50
pmol + L™l 100 wmol-L ™" Cd b3 F #h I %8 MDA & & STab bob .
EFET 25 R 17 45 AT E T 1 AERLS f oL sl ]
2.3.2 Cd XHEF3E ROS F=4: B K520 R S
Solution Cd concentration/(umol-L™")
M LA 0, P AHERER 1—10 pmol -L™'
Cd #b3 LY CK BRI, BfA 2 EFHEa# (B 4A) . Cd HRE B3 CdEaTRERN MDA £ &
ﬂ{l 50 p,mol ! ﬂl 100 Mmol LL? ETJ’ , 02- - F': EE ii $ jﬂ Fig.3 MDA concentrations in P. divaricata upon exposure to Cd
CK /2.9 f5#17.2 4%,100 pmol-L~" Cd ¥ 5 CK (¥
2RI B EKF(P <0.01) ;3 FE 0, FoA @R M AL 5 1 #2L, #E 50 pmol -L ™" 1 100 pmol - L~
Cd bRt B2 BT, CK /9 9.5 581 11 £, SRR, EE 3R E#F O, AR E THh T &, R 5I7E
100 wmol-L~" Cd ZhbFHEAT Hu 3L H 5 94% .

20

MDA /(nmol-g™! FW)

50 100
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# B3 H,0, & B7E 1—50 pmol-L™" Cd AbFERS 5 CK BA BEER (P >0.05) , 5 Cd ¥KEER H,0,
ME R BT, 8 CK 86 £%,5 CK XHEAAbBE ] 1) 22 7 kR BEKF (P <0.01) (& 4B) ;3 F &8 H,
O, & B [FIFEHE Cd ¥R BE A3 N2 b T+ %, 76 50 #1100 pmol - L™" Cd ZbFHES >y CK () 140% 1 137% , {H b3
FIZERARE

mi L O

120 30 o a
a
T 10r 25+
£ =
= 08 =20
78 1
7 a =
206 b a E 15© b
s <
g 04| % 1.0 - a a
D b a b a a
e W o]
b
LI W 0
CK 1 10 50 100 CK 1 10 50 100
EFRBWCAR

Solution Cd concentration/(pmol-L™")

4 CAdEMETHERO,” FER(A)MH0,FE(B)EL

Fig.4 The rate of O, ~ generation (A) and H, O, concentration (B) in P. divaricata upon exposure to Cd

2.3.3 Cd XHE# R EAEETE R

Cd XFE SR SOD 1E M M R A BE Cd YR BEHE KT T, & A0 28 i HF9E M3 bt B30 (B 5A)
1—50 pmol-L™" Cd i3 F , s b3 SOD 1EHEH CK 32 T 61%—171% , ££ 100 wmol -L™" Cd K}, SOD
9 CK 19 6.3 1%, H 5H B CK 25 B2 (P <0.05) ;36T #F SOD 15 1 1281 8 A #h_E#F B &, 1—50
pmol + L. ™" Cd ZbFE Y, CK 327 T 33% —46% ,7E 100 wmol - L' B4 fndg &, 7 CK 1 2. 5 1%,

Hb | % POD TEERERE Cd ¥eBE A4 KT 23 _EFH#4H,1 pwmol - L™ A1 10 wmol -L™" Cd 4bH 5 CK £ R/ A
BE(P>0.05),/H50 wmol-L™'F1 100 wmol-L ™" Cd kbFE%: CK B EFRE,¥N CK i 2 %5 (18 5B) ;7EM T
#, 5% 50 wmol-L™" Cd b5 POD {&E N, HE Cd AbFEXF POD JEMERE B A B, Sk L, T H
POD 5P L E B o

b b E CAT {&EPERE Cd ¥R BEEHE K Z @A, 7 100 pmol - L™ B4 BF T [, (EAR & T CK(& 5C) o 1R
CAT V&ML 54t EFARMDL . A ALFE T Hh B 3&F CAT {EE S L F 3 , AL B [ 2 R A 3% (P >0.05),
5 1R 3 MESTEEAS A R, & 40 3T #h B FR AL T ER A GR 1M LX) B ke, (HERA B E (B
5D),

2.3.4 Cd XHE¥3K GSH &2

WM L3 GSH & B b Cd BRI KB THRE LA MBEE (B 6), £ 1 pwmol - L7 FI 10
pmol -L ™" Cd B}, GSH & B[4, 7 CK 1K) 83% H167% , 5] 100 pmol-L~" Cd i} ,GSH & & BE FF,H CK ¥
4.2 1%, B5 CK MEEAHEERBE (P <0.05) ;78 Cd ¥ BN 1—50 pmol - L' i, b F & GSH £ WA 3
i, {H7E 100 pwmol -L~"B} FF&EH CK i) 70%

3 itig
3.1 EFEFX Cd E SRR Ak

RTHEEEEYNEERINEREABT 2 B EEEY 20N R BEA 2 MEARME . H—2im A&
B, ZRANS S ERAY I E3( FERZERT) PELBEENIER SR Cd 100 mg-kg ™' ; H—
RRBRHE, i L RESRSBRTHRETESE S E. EARREF, Cd KN 10 wmol - L' B, HE
WA BB ZEER, HAEYES CK A 2R, # L3/ Cd EXF 270 mg-kg ™ HHEBREKT 1
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Fig.5 Effects of Cd on activities of antioxidant enzymes in P. divaricata

(FR1AR2) , BeMGEEEEYNERRE. 250 I

wmol - L™ Cd Zb3BL I, WS i ) T e, AR R Cd | owEm 2

SRARIE B RBMIRENT 1, X Cd BEE

VIR R OB 152 B, 5538 2R BB Cd ik B 44

IS TR . AT R T Cd A S BUR 5

PEERE , TR SO B Cd TARBRATEL.
HLFSEAE 50 pmol - L™ Cd B SRR BE R F=E 2%

2_b a T T b I a
be
AR, U R BERS Cd A 8 10 ORI 3 R ]ﬂ ﬂ ﬂ ﬂ
KSR Cd T EF A RIR, AT AEA T 10—50 o LRE e

4L

3+

GSH/(umol-g™' FW)

pmol - L™ Z [H], RIA|HEE LMY X Cd AT 2 FAR - Cﬂdé“%‘iﬂ&cmﬁ/( .
t trat Lt
j(,l()o }Lmol.L_l Cd ﬁﬁﬁgﬁj&;ﬁm%%[ls]ﬂ@%&m olution concentration/( Hmo!

FFU A B N, /B S 1 10 wmol - L™ ) Cd A { A, M6 CdiaTHRER GSH AR
halleri" ™ Fi1 T. caerulescens (Ganges A= 2 #1) (18] fJ4: %) Fig.6 GSH concentrations in P. divaricata upon exposure to Cd
2 X BRRRAIK 45% F136% o Xt T. caerulescens i & , &
SERESI BRI Ganges A4 A TUHIR L ) H AR B 42 BB 1 9 Prayon AE S RUBE 85 MOMHE™ | X R & X W Fh %t Cd
R B SR —Fh Tk s o X Cd TR PR B SRR AT BB 5 Zn 48], ZE580ME LR AR i SE A
REAE , Tt 32—~ 2R — ) R B2 DR s, T 8 A T R phy 5 IR sl Ayt R 0
3.2 PN Cd a2 R TR AL B R S

Cd xHEY 15 E RWEZENLH Z —=2 ROS 1 B R FBURNE L Ak, MDA 2J52EY) fid AL R4 7™
Yy, BUR AR R B B AR AR . AT, Cd WK EE <10 pumol - L™ XHE #3E MDA /KP4 8% ¥
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i, FLORFF R S M R BB 11 BE K 2 R Bacopa monnieri L. ' 2 B3, {H Cd AbFRYKE =50 pmol - L7 B,
ROS 5 MDA & & ifl EFh, YiH vk B Cd 512 T RN I B B2 5 MR it AL, X 2 E N Cd 5
£ N Bk S RYFE A ANZR (IR B A AR 9 A0 S5 AP TR R i, AT S B B Tl 45 AR o bR B
MDA & &7E Cd ¥k <10 pmol - L™ "I T 3, MiAE R Cd Mhifl Fimm ik T B3 (B 3) . X 5RERR
e MDA & Ext Cd Ha m B2 o 50, 7 Cd AbHE B b/ T A 4 B i L3R 2R T e (3%
1), W3t 3 Eudt T % Cd UK 53X SR BE Cd 4b3 R b %5 MDA Al H, 0, & B 3 i — 2o

SOD ZXFHLE =4 ) ROS 55— Bk ¥ O, 4kl H, 0,1 0, ABFFT R, 53¢ SOD MR Cd
ARV BE SN TR 1, B SR IR AN R (B 5A) o AR, ZEE 4R T Aot B3 B AR SR %
ROMRER ) R AR R AR, SOD 15 R Bl Cd Ab 33 dr & BLH 3 ks He. SOD 5 1 A48 5 AT AR ph
F ROS ) U B E £ 9 SOD B iE™ , sk 2 i T 4n D SOD fy 3k [H 38 3k iy 94 3, o T 7= AR B 5 19
SOD"*! | % ,Wojeik 2"V B HL T. caerulescens 1) SOD JEEREE Cd AbFE YR BERS AN T Mo 33X 7T BB 41 7Y
) H, O, X 22 7™ A 40 i/ A, X 28 H, 0, 234 T 40 M N A TR i DX 8] , BE By — 2R 5 B S B sl 1 0 o AR
A TSR ERR SOD 1S VE H B EE, AT RE R N AR RS B SR K E AR E L B
JESZ W B A T B2 E Y R I E i SR AR R SOD Tk, LAE R PRSI

EESEH A T #F POD YEMEREE Cd ¥k EERIE T B, EAREIE MR & TH B3R (& 5B) X 55
SR IEFE Cd ZbFE T POD 1EHEAE LA SE 4 —3H" o POD JEPEFE I T 3 A 25 B AR B0 IS PR T
F o AHJEZELEAR Cd LB ARFR POD & 14 b7+, FEE Cd ¥ BEHE K, POD 5 P B #if#1k 218 T CK F/5 F E
Tt POD JEVERE, AT BRI N ES T OGRS s REER RA LA R FE ™ . WA fe Cd® gAY 4
LG AR = A A T H, O, B i, 3 T POD EERJIRY) , R T 24 i) i ¥k BEAE POD BBIE % 40
B ST FE ST, POD 355 k25 B ES 4 v B A i 42 o >

Cd 138 T CAT 35 HEAEE & SRR AR A b AR LA .25 ()& 5C) . 5 SOD #1 POD ARl &2, 3t F#F
CAT WEHERTFARR , ZE R WK I 22 R AR . 8% CAT WMEEHAR RAZE PR Tt 5% R oEA 1
FJ& ROS 19 BRI, MR- HA NFFER D W SRS SRR, (ERFE R, REERRE P ERD
T. caerulescens AT YA VR FIF= 24 9 ROS, CAT {75445 5 1 v , AR 2R BN v 45 W5 B R B 7= g ROS™
WRFZ Cd MY F2EIE , Cd B E RV RS R S K CAT 16 25 BRI = 801 Bl SR

K& POD il CAT 41 E (LRSI , GSH WXt H, 0, & 1HBR1E A, 7 GPX ML, GSH H#iR R H,0,, I 4%
R EAEB P H K (GSSG) » GSSG 5 NAD(P)H 7E GR WML T , EHIEJF AL GSH, ¥ 38 b3 GSH
S RbE Cd AbFRVRBERG T A= (18 6) , T AHRL GR V&2 T RERa % (1B 5D) . 2446 4 40 Jfd 18 2 36 55 e
GSH W& B ABORIEL, DAMEHL B AP R AOFRS o B3 13 GSH S B i 2 Tt Aok
# ROS W4, IR IANE BE L GSH, FrLAREEA GR iEJR GSSG #h 3t GSH, EH#3E GSH & &AM
i%, Rfi BTt X R s HU IR I BR—4 e H AKTE SR 7T RBAS 2 1 b FFHEHT ROS [ F B2, HFESK GR {HHERE
Cd ¥R BE T W, ATRER T Cd ACBRMERGZE F AR TS AT R, PSS HELBIA M S5 GR G T |
A GR 1EPEFE Cd L0318 i A8 , B 40 4 pmol ‘L' Cd 4bFE 7d S5 B S ( Pisum sativum ) " F1 40—160
pmol-L~" Cd £b¥H 14d J5 Y Brassica juncea'” , GR {& ¥k b T4 B 2 S B GSH K& B3 i, 33 % FHU IR i -
B H BAEFFEIhEELL B PCs B-A AR REERS .
3.3 EFESRHIEMRSG ROS 5 Cd ZEIMX R

R HTRII(FR 3) , E AR 1 #F Cd & &5 MDA FIpify ROS HEMR BE EMKXRKEK,Cd 5 H,0,&
B0, AR R BRI 0. 959 F10.904, i Cd BEVET TIEFSE ROS 7™ 4 FE G o A AL =4
MR R, [FEF,SOD 10, 4% POD J&PEM GSH & 5 H,0, & B Z [HAH MR B3 , i#] SOD . POD #
GSH 7Ei5 k% ROS fyid b £ EEAEF, M CAT Ml GR Xf H,0, MfE A . X SR KiHESS R R —2
Mo TEHLT#R,Cd {V5 MDA S8 0, P AEH AR B E EAHR, M ROS 5HARR HIHTE AL 2 8] ToAd 56
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P, BIRE b T HE AL i R S B R KR . Moller ™ 42 1 1B ROS fEFE [ 3 K.
(1) G wi/> ROS f7™ 4 5 (2) ROS 7 A Ja X HBEATIEBR s (3) X ROS B EHITBRE . AHITE
B, Cd Jif R b #R T AL g (SOD \POD) KIS P AP 5 (GSH) Ak BEXIEE CK &R, Wl 4
Wit b FRBG AR AR I S A RARRE SR 2 &, Bl i & P A AR, JUHE SOD . POD 1 GSH A4k FITE BR
ROS. TiAR#RA) MDA \H,0,F1 O, #RH S buty b MR, A A A 5 AR 13 AL A2 B TG B 3 A SE 1, Rt
HRERIRA ] fEskE Sl ROS 1742, T AN 58 axilad NPT A AL S A5 PR A L .

#*3 CAAETEER CIEERE.ROS RREAY Rz EHEXE
Table 3 Correlations between the Cd concentration, ROS and antioxidants in Cd-treated P. divaricata

b 3% Aboveground b F 3% Underground
Cd-SOD 0.854** SOD - 0, - 0.746 ** Cd-SOD 0. 507 SOD-0, - 0.384
Cd-POD 0.848** POD-H, 0, 0.848 ** Cd-POD 0.009 POD-H, 0, 0.347
Cd-GSH 0.962 ** CAT-H, 0, -0.007 Cd-GSH -0.525 CAT-H, 0, -0.189
Cd-0, - 0.904 ** GR-H,0, 0.123 Cd-0, - 0.798 ** GR-H,0, -0.442
Cd-H,0, 0.959 ** GSH-H, 0, 0.921 ** Cd-H, 0, 0.268 GSH-H, 0, 0.37
Cd-MDA 0.805 ** Cd-MDA 0.744 **

# FNTE 0.05 K BEMK; * * FIRTE0.01 KPRFEMHK; n=15
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