VLA 254 (Jiangsu J.of Agr.Sei.) ,2015,31(6) ;1337 ~1343
http: //www.jsnyxb.com 1337

S AR AT S R X G A0 F A B B R AR SRR L ] TR AR 4R, 2015,31(6) £ 1337-1343.
doi :10.3969/j.issn.1000-4440.2015.06.022

R SR e B A TE M 52 Az AR R4

ok FEA, ArE, x W, F@m#4e, T F, E#E'
(1. E R R B2 b/ B A R R BFGE T MRS 0 571101 208 R RS R%0E MR W H 571101; 3.7 5 K= R
W 2524 BE GRS IR 570228)

FEE . AW R B R G i A B R S R AR SRR AR SR - B i A A TR R RS T
ANV XTI R ARRTE S M BE M NG AT A Ak (RPN o DL SR AR B s, 25 R Rk
J>50. 00 mg/ kel , BFRH BER AN | CAT i Pk 35 F B, SOD 5 CAT fg U IRIAE RIS, MDA K 5 R B2 RIUAR I% 71 F
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Physiological responses of Paspalum vaginatum Sw. to Cd stress and its
Cd accumulation
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Abstract: The physiological response and characteristics of Cd accumulation in Paspalum vaginatum Sw to Cd stress
were studied by investigating the effect of Cd concentration on the growth, root vigor, leaf membrane permeability, mem-
brane lipid peroxidation, protective enzyme activity and Cd accumulation. When Cd was over 50.00 mg/kg, the higher the
concentration, the lower the activity of CAT, and the weaker the synergistic effect of SOD and CAT. Besides, MDA accumu-
lation increased and root vigor decreased in response to Cd stress, which led to inhibited plant growth. When the Cd was in
0-50.00 mg/kg, root vigor didn’t drop obviously, the protective enzymes activityies (SOD and CAT) were enhanced, and

MDA accumulation and cell membrane permeability

7 H B8 :2015-09-10 weren’t increased significantly, which all contributed to the
EATE. b4 25 MR F B2 BT 252 B BF A 25 & T 3 4 0 lighter Cd damage. Roots of P. vaginatum Sw. showed
(ITBB2015ZD03 ) ; 1 1 45 T K Bl & T ( ZDZX2013023- strong enrichment of Cd. When Cd was up to 200. 00
1) s e N 23 PERMIFIE T ( B A2k ) BEAR Bl 45 & T 5k mg/kg, Cd content reached 1 097.38 mg/kg in the under-
431 H (1630052015038 ground part. P. vaginatum Sw. can be planted as a candi-
TEERIAN W (1988-) , B UNIE SR N, 54, FENE date material to remediate Cd-contaminated (0 — 50.00
AT R AT . (Tel) 15150554151 ; (E-mail) mg/kg) soil.
wuchao_bo@ 126.com Key words: Paspalum vaginatum Sw.; Cd stress;

BWIES  BRGE, (Tel) 13648614000 ( E-mail ) Ishjz6@ 163.com MDA; SOD; CAT; root vigor
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[ A7 B 4 JE TS G b B T AR 2y 2% 107
hm*t) 2014 4F p 20350 iR - B DR R A Kk A 1Y
(&E S YR A AR ) B8 2 E A (Cd) 15
PORBbRRIE %", WEEER, R A, XY
WA E . ERRMME T AR Y E R 2R A
a3 v 3= I S - T8 IS R e U
VRl (A ) A AT, L 2 AN SE, AE T4
JEIDE T RN S A R TR (0, ) ff
2N A 2o S Ak i, SR B ) 25 R ATl R i
Y FR G S R P9 A 0 I R A AL
FH S A B AL ik SR AL | o AR S S A
FEDIAR P 1 32 B35 v TS B R a7 T PR A I
Wit Z TR (0, ), FBEBE S s R
B, FISRTEAR AL R 39 M T A0 - SOD (CAT 3%
P AR T XA B BRI T R Y
i1 s 24 A0 5 B0 /N 22 A4 il T 1 B i i
H 2 Y P PR LR B T B I S B A iy -
Ft,S0D . POD [ CAT 3% 14 114 348 58 J2 2 45 /1N 22 T 453 oy
T4 A A 5 R W0 S O I T A M X S
K- SOD POD 3 £ 5 1 1) 25 S 32 0, 24 4 b #1L ik
J& <2 me/kglif, SOD  POD i 4 B 5 e J3 3% fin i T
150, BEAT O 19 P B R PR AT M AR vk B P
JBRIE XT3 Y AR A S AN K T AE B ( Paspalum
vaginatum Sw.) F&—FA] DL T HIE Tk e 3 e
R 22 R RP A I 5 4 S 3 W I 28 A T )
TEAE (VB I R B R Y AR
LA MU R, WF AP IE T AR IR
it AR TG S I AR R, B A R
FGFE e 5 8 4 8 s s + 3SR LAk 4,
I T YA W) E 2 RR B AR ) O R S %
WAE

1Bk

1.1 #FEl

TR R B I SC B IR 3R]
CdCl, « 2.5H,0 (43 Hral) (o255l W 2 5L 2R T R
WAERREN =& R (TCA) HiACE L% W2 (TBA) |
HI R 22 (Met) 0 PUM% ( NBT) \EDTA-Na, % &
RE, WA AT AEY TREARRS ABRAF;
TS B AL (DDS-11A B) 2 HhA] WG4
SR (8 HE UV-2501PC BY) 5 855 35 3L (+ -
W AR =1:1: 1,8,

1.2 FHik

1.2.1 RIEMA LR AT TH E AT RO R
B RG A WER BRI N AT B 6 MR,
3WHEL , B 15 kg BEFREL B ALIRSE, 73 %I 0
mol/L, 1x 107 mol/L. 1x 10 mol/L, 5x 107*
mol/L . 1x107° mol/L.2x107* mol/L CdCl, - 2.5H,0
TS 12 LA AL 3 se o B TR 50, 1 R4 1 4%
TR R BE 43 )35 B 0 me/kg 1 mg/kg 10 mg/kg
50 mg/kg 100 mg/kg 200 mg/kg, F & 7 d, K il 4E
PRBUBON W] ) 22 B, A 2R B 2 AN Al 3 A 2F
S PR T AT ) - SR B4R 12 BR,70 d S T
EHIEE TR

122 H&HmmE  HERWEARGSIT 1
S (em) MK (em) ; IR BN 171000 1K
S E R AR 25 TR () 3 IR,

1.2.3 rhegpddsale e & alE i %4
ICERE , FRECO. 1 g EE0 BT 1 mm UL EE S
A T, I 10 ml $2 0K (2B - NB=1:1),
B RS NIRE 24 h( EM A BRGAE ) . 4>
HITE 663 nm 645 nm 440 nm | FLAAINE KGR, 3 K
HE,

124 ARRZRFEHME  SIIERE" 1k K
FEIUAR R W T K S FRE 1 g, A 40 mg/Lia-
R R R 2% phil 45 25 ml, B E 10 min J5 ,
B2 ml 0, HATE 25 CREY 3 h Ja FEIEL 2 ml
VSR, TE 2 WP W B DU W A A 10 ml ZE 48
7K, 1 ml 1% X 28 F R B R A 1 ml 100 mg/ LIV A iR
B HRE A S min, FIIA 11 ml ZE08K TRA], D
E 510 nm KN IOGE , 288 DA AR 2 A A
fERZS FIX IR 3 IRE R

1.2.5 A=E(MDA)AF 0 E  BHAMHK 1Y
JrE MDA & i B AR | 25 i 1B K
JE&FREL0.5 g, fil 10ml 10% =48 Z /2 (TCA) Fi /b
A PP 510, ST B 0 (2 000 g, 15 min)
B EWEW 2 ml, 0. 6% B L Z /2 (TBA) 2 ml,
TR KA 15 min, HGEVS A5 B0 (3 000 g, 15
min) , B EVEIE 532 nm 600 nm F1 450 nm
KMOLREE,3 IRER

1.2.6 AEAMHACHEH(SOD) Fnl 2 ZWEAF
AR R BRI AE SOD W K 15
HRZE MK IR TS A PRI 0. 5 o, A VKIS |
JIA 5 ml 0.05 mol/ LR ZZ #h i (pH 7.8) , 12 000
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o/ mint® 7R E L 20 min, ZRAG B EWR , P54 7 SOD 64
M5E OV R WFE 1,25 B TREAL , X IR SR 5

£ 1 SOD EMNE R MK Z

Table 1 The reaction system for SOD activity determination

BEE T4 000 Ix 26K T B AN 20 min, LLaS H#E
EME 569 nm PN, 4 3 NEE

Ab T MR B2 Met ¥ NBT i EDTA-Na, I3 & it Ik
2 (ml) 1.6 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0 0.2
Xof B4 (ml) 1.6 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0 0.2
FEAHAE (ml) 1.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2

127 STEACEE (CAT) EHMNZ  RHEER
PO BT INSE CAT T, BRI T 45 5 SOD i
R #5 J7 W AR R, B 0. 1 ml MR, A 2.5
ml W (0. 1 mol/LAY HZOZLﬁ 0.1 mol/L pH 7.0 H
BRI AR L 1 - 4 BA), T 240 nm F Ik
0, A0 1 min 1 WK 3 I3 IRER

1.2.8 cHA@mpBEEEnz S0 78R
S A 2 B I R AR X 1, FRE0. 1 g IR
FHICES FoK Uk, BYRIA 10 ml JoB 7K, ASRIZ
76 h, F DDS-11A %4 i 52 50 52 75 9 11 L 52 %
EC,, /K% 10 min, R HEIME SR EC,, TE T
KRN EC,, FEN: = (EC,-EC,)/(EC,-
EC,) x100%

1.2.9 4fm&salE KAk B,
B FK e T WS BR R E K 5>, T 105 CF
AT 20 min, SRJG7E 80 C N ML T 2= 46 [T &, Frit
FESL 0.5 g, BT 100 ml 3 DU 2 4 AR B3k
HREETS  MA 4 ml i8R (Ib1k 65% BV-111 f{ H
F49¢) A1 2 ml BUEA K (Jb4k 30% BV-III i B+
), o B e B ) I T A AR AT U
oAb B8 KT R S IR A R T AR

R2 RHEMSEREKBINE

Table 2 Effect of Cd stress on biomass of Paspalum vaginatum Sw.

Vb E B A 20 g, FEAIREIN, R 25 B AR W
LHEAS ICP-MS7500ce HLJEAH A 45 5 1K 5% 1Y
W i 5

1.2.10 ##ES5AHT I EHE ] Excel 2003 F2H 2x
il 1A% s FH SPSS13.0 #4777 22 i F 2 8 LK,

2 GRS

2.1 SREMEXEEREKNIIMD

R T SRR XA AR K s e AR
FE T AR in Mg B TR 48 bR (bR & R
1 R TR MR TR ) o 2R (R 2) KB AR
JE 0~50 mg/keh , S HRFEHR A 35 Rk Bl
100 mg/ kgl , i MRA A AZ 2] o 5401, HR e Jo |
2R R AR R B 2 ARG AN T B )
BITFRET 28.76% 46. 62% 63. 57% ; 451 FE K 200
mg/ ke, ST KAGPR B TR IEREKZ B %
i1 I (R VA T g Wa R Tl S B0 o v 5 B i % &
HREE S5 i R 6 T B A A A 5 H M M O R K
35124 0.963  F10. 977 | A BEL RIS/ D AE—E R RE
R AR AR Y

Ak B 12 e R AR bk e Y Sris
(mg/kg) (em) (em) () () M

0 49.03+1.64a 11.77+1.73a 2.33+0.14a 7.25+0.18a 7.33+0.34a
1 50.67+2.36a 10.33£0.74a 2.3+0.44a 7.23£0.21a 7.67£0.62a

10 49.00+3.68a 10.70+0.74a 1.95£0.19ab 6.98+0.15a 6.00+0.25ab

50 48.04+1.91ab 9.50+0.41ab 1.88+0.05ab 6.01+0.82a 5.67+0.33ab
100 45.33+4.85ab 8.83+0.93ab 1.66:0.09b 3.87+0.12b 2.67+0.28b
200 41.67£1.48b 6.27+0.89h 1.51£0.34b 3.10£0.23c 2.33+0.41b

) — B EH J5 AN R /N Sk Fe s A B0 ] 22 5 1 3% (P<0.05)



1340 TR L %

2015 4F 55 31 4 %5 6

22 EHMENEEBREEISEALTTYR -8B
(MDA ) & B2

P (MDA) 1B M A W S A iy 7=, o i
) = AR A2 B e O R B A RN, AR
MDA FH 22 5 [t 47 &b FHL VA 52 119 384 n i b T 224 vk
<1 mg/kg BHEAEBAR T MDA FHE oK I 254
N M = 10 mg/ ke FAR H MDA FL R &
R VA R ) 3 T s A ARV B 3K 200 mg/kg
B i ARt MDA FH B X R 1Y 29. 51 1%, 4
R BE <50 me/ kgt 25 MDA A 5 25 2 M4k
JEIKF] 100 me/ kg ] 46 #L 25 MDA % 2 I #1Y
s e g B ZE ) AR R B B N #) 200 me/ke,
MDA B E 520 4,52 %, #E4E Bt A MDA
FRE ARG BE < 10 mg/kg B TG i 2 784k 5 X4 4 vk
JE4 50 mg/kght, MDA 7E 12 B 7 s A 82 Y
HRAYR BE IR B 200 mg/ kgl , M AE B B MDA FLE
FOR B, EXT IR 159 5 (K1),

g 801
a
= a
8 r X
2 60 e & a
S kA <
=] b BN’ % %91
g - o 2! 1)
£ 40 ek k3 K
X o K%
it e ]
il 201 2° oKX 1%
e e 1%
% V2B % R
< RN 15 % X
S o kA 3
Ers
it = i
{4

OCdiR %0 mg/kg; m CAIRE1 mg/kg; ©CAKIE10 mg/kg;
@ CA¥K 50 mg/kg; 0 CAIKJE 100 mg/kg; @CAHK 200 mg/kg

HR R/ INE FRER R AL BRI 25 5 0. 2% (P<0.05) .
B 1 $REME TBEMR ZEMHPRIE(MDA) SENTL
Fig.1 Effect of Cd stress on MDA content in the roots, stems

and leaves of P. vaginatum Sw.

2.3 SREMBE XS E R 40RO AR E M A 220

20 it JES 35 1 S P R A X35 e N R B
— WA N SN T ) S B e EAA R R,
G JE BT S ML G S PR B A N BERR 25
YN EL 5 2R 25 57 B IR , AN N nT i AE | E T FL S
RN, AR AR SRS R (B 2) BUR,
TESRAL PR E <10 mg/ kg, M H-HL 54 Firsé fin
{EARE AN B3 4R MR T N 50 mg/kghf, HL F R T}
15.3%, 55 X f 22 5 W 35 > % vk B2 3 21 200
mg/ kg H M Rl SR T 26. 0%, 5% 2% 5
SB35 U T BE AR AL T T YRR A B %) 440 i £

iR B, MR EE>50 mg/kg I, R Fr
HL SRR SE NN, AR MR R G2 B

701
60r
50r
40r ¢ c ¢
30r
201
10r
0

MR TR (%)

1 10 50 100 200
CAIKJE (mg/kg)

P O [R]/NE SRk Ab 3 ) 22 5 8 25 (P<0.05)
E2 mimExEEmRMtFESEHIIT
Fig.2 Effect of Cd stress on the leaf electrical conductivity of

P. vaginatum Sw.

24 EEMBITBEMRIFEE(SOD,CAT) &M
Al

2.4.1 SaMhib st g SOD FEWRHea AR
H SOD TEPEAS AL VLI 3, 4B IR BE R 1 me/ kg i i 46
PR ZE I SOD T MG IS W3 ARV R 10
mg/ kgl SOD I VEAE W78 FUAR | 25 b g 2538
SOD 1EPEAY % B 1. 60 % 2. 18 % .2. 25 1%
FRAVR B R 200 me/ ke, R4S BUR it 7 SOD i
PEIR BN, 432 X B 4. 92 4% 5. 58 45, i
TEZE T AR 50 mg/ kgl , SOD 15 PE ik ) kK
(B, FETG MR REAY 2. 34 4%, I Bt vk B 438 o, 25
H SOD T VE 3 TR,

250

200+

e

150

%

R

%

R
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R

SODY&E: (U/g, FW)
X

50

X2

R

b

0

OCdIKFE0 me/kg; m CAIRILT mg/kg; = CAIKIE10 mg/ke;
@ Cdik %50 mg/kg; 0 CAIKE100 mg/kg; =CAIKE200 mg/kg

HOR /NG AR AL BRI 22 52 2 (P<0.05) .
E 3 $REMEXTEER SOD BiE RS0
Fig.3 Effect of Cd stress on SOD activity in P. vaginatum Sw.
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a2 eI F 2R 3 0 SCHE R, Sl P R X R AR TS BRI AR A, AR AR S T A 55 T
MR CAT T PERY S, R IR AR 25 I CAT oM 34y B AE 1, i 5 s, 2458 E 0 1
T TERE R B BT e T R PR (T 4) . me/kef  BAEBR R IE B3 LA, KR RWE 1A
MEHRE N 1 mg/ kgt VRS BARTIN Fef CAT 350 XTIRAY 1. 20 1%, 1 Fifi e Ach BRI 2 0 88 AR 22355 )
WS35 e 2L CAT WGBS, 2 TP TR,

B EE =10 mg/ ke H 25 I CAT TE MRS vk

R

10
0

SERAINITE ¥ L K 1551 0 b = w1
YLBU CAT 6 PR BIR A, 539 R B 2. 42 £ Z s & :
19. 71 £ 4. 59 fi5. SHEHIES 100 me/ kgl 1 2 20 2
A CAT §3 P e 3 B 1T . 25 e 1 8 2 A | e
ot CAT BT BRAR e, A B K = s ﬂ E
70+ 0 0 1 10 50 100 200
/E\ ig Cdie (mg/kg)
%B 40 e B AR /NG 5 B e A BRI 24 57 535 ( P<0.05) .
= 30 S EENEXTERRRRE A HHN
»E; 20 ": Fig.5 Effect of Cd stress on the root vigor of P. vaginatum Sw.
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RS

2.6 BB 3t B R AR RAF MR 220G
%mf@éﬁﬁilj\] 1 & SERRE AN SR 3 T, Bl

OCdIKE0 mg/kg; m CAUJ¥1 mg/kg; ©CAKE10 mg/kg;

BCAIKES0 mg/kg; ©CAIKEF100 mg/kg; ©CAYKE200 mg/ke ol e B VRS Bt 3 RN M R A A
Pl PR IR/ 55 o BRI 22 57 .3 ( P<0.05) E=vi 1V SR (2R w73 B2 TN B g N i 1
E4 @ENEXEEH CAT B RN Ho R R AR AR R AR AR B, b By
Fig.4 Effect of Cd stress on CAT activity in P. vaginatum Sw. MR ES1 mg/ke B, HHERECN 0.16~0.31, 47
R A B A T AR AR AL B U R RO

2.5 $EAMBITIEEMIRRE M 3.92~14. 42 AR HH B %> 90% , 6 R %<0. 10,

R F R AW ACTR 53 FIK 53 1) E B AR IR KRERHRE R TR,

R3 REBERENNE ST

Table 3 Enrichment characteristics of Cd in P. vaginatum Sw. responding to Cd treatments

YR i (mg/kg) HHERE O W%
(mg/kg) Mo 135y ES Ho L4 ES a (%)
0 0.82+0.15¢ 2.31+0.64f 1.64 2.82 0.35 64.50

1 1.40+0.37¢c 14.42+2.32¢ 1.40 14.42 0.10 90.29

10 2.48+1.67bc 84.85+9.83d 0.25 8.49 0.03 97.08
50 7.84+2.71b 196.03+20.65¢ 0.16 3.92 0.04 96.00
100 30.88+18.00a 542.13+69.14h 0.31 4.42 0.06 94.30
200 39.15+7.72a 1 097.38+274.55a 0.20 5.49 0.04 96.43

[F)F B AN R /NG B e A B ) 22 57 8 2% (P<0.05)

3 ik S, A R R o AR R R A R AR
?ﬁ H%Hmi%ﬂkfﬁ%ﬁ % (MDA ) &5 538 i, 41 i

3.1 BEMEN MDA EESTEYE RS PSR B4 A R 2 B R, 2B R R P 7
AR XA Bk B R AN TS ERER A KR 2 S SR T 4 R A
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& B MDA 5 Bl 5% Wk B 1 T s E O Ak
AE S S AR S A I e B, e 2 Aol
PERERK MDA &3, AWk T ALY IF
UL GAE T MDA % 2 B 47 VR B A 3 n 2 1
B R =10 mg/kg B, MR H MDA &8 3
B, ZE R MDA % i 43 5 AR SR R EE S 100
mg/kg 50 mg/ kg A" 23 N, % W5 I 36 % Vg 42 B
MR ZE 40 AR B AN ], AR R T 4 A A
J Vg A8 LS N A b 2l ) 2T R R R 2 >
>R
3.2 BEMRKRN SOD . CAT EHHTH SR

4 W0 T BORE Y 0 1 UG A, 183405 4
LR R 5, S H 4w e A BRI — R AL A A
(BT S8 L Tl 2 40 % T 4 15 16 Pk RO i A AR
FH™, CAT RTLLAN SOD 85K, 1 1 B 74 PN 1%
A, R RS RRET  REa
S BRRH AR BN R A0 X SR MR
FR TSRS K B, AR B T 4 a2 AR
SOD [ CAT “5ARA BTG RSG5, A3 B T 35 bR A o 76
A MR R E SR R R EE R EvR
& IRMRA 2 SOD  CAT 2533 B PR AR s 2 7
HETASGE I BRI 1 480 Al ST AE P 10 3 3 i A=
KAZFNINH, X GAMFIE LS RAL, A e BUAR it
R SOD 175 B B vk BE 1 3G I b T i e 25
SOD THETEHRE H 50 mg/kg Ik Bk, ZJ5IF
B S TR, T BB R Sk 25 b M SR R R R
il T SOD G, CAT % bifi 5 v & A 388 &2 %% |
TGRS S A, BV B2 50 mg/kghf, CAT % Pk
TR EN IR, W BB AR 52 4 ol 3 T 1A 2 BRAAR P 3
ERL RIS B CAT WG & , A A XS PR
(R I , R T L B AR 28 106 0 A R 1 2 i K R I
WA RS B AR T 37 B8 R, MR IR >
50 mg/ kg, 1 AU L R T8 CAT 1 M2 5
TV 5 T ARV A 2 SRR DT o6 v 1 LR 0 1 A
N R EE R, AR e AR RIS I AR, MDA 7
RN, A K sz 2
3.3 BEMENESEST

Ui o) VA R L A RS e s AR R
TSR R B R >00% , FE RS R AL b 1oy =
RECEEER/N, R WA R T I BAR, i
R E SHEYE KR i O R e B —
SEATTE B PR R 55 VR B A 200 mg/ kg, HLAR

B EAUN 521,50 mg/kg' ™ A WFSE & B G R
WA RS 325 0 o ) A AR Y 296 s
W25 R S AT 45 FARL, A DF o i 2
R B e e TR B R e A
IR R A SAEPI R A

25 BT IR, 28R Uk B < 50 mg/kgl, T 48 B RE
o AR AEAREE T A I R AR R SR
B AEPIR N ORGP (SOD | CAT) Bl e B 1)
RN yE SR , BB ROE BRAEDIR DY BT R TR MR
PR R 32 BRI, BERE i 81k 7 ) (MDA ) 9 R
SR 751 oA B S 184 o, ohb o 9 248 R AT R e o
ZH EE B, B A K IEE, Wk ES S0
mg/ kg, B A B () 140 AR 0 A PN 7 AR R 2
VRS, CAT 36 .3 N B, SOD 5 CAT (i[RI /E
RKFEAL, AN RELEAFAT I A PN 1 16 M ST, AR 21
JUREAZ B IR, MDA KB R AR R G T N R 4
PUA A 32 3] i 24 TR AR R R LA AR BRI
EAERR T, AT v R o T G - i 9
B PRI ST G H R IR 4T G
YL, R BT DIVE b 4 s fa s e LI E
2 EIEAED)

SE A
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