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W OE ORAKETE,FHRLEREHE(CD) (0,0.5.2.5.5.10 7125 mg - L) 38 T4 4R
T8 & KAAE , TR IR T Cd 3 &R 7= & ey F R B L. 45 RR KR E Cd AL E(<S5
mg s L) XNARIERARK HETREURTZRa TEEZ b REHE N FLEHTLE
2 8 % B, 4 B H S B B A 13.6% (11. 7% (14. 0% (10. 8% F1 54. 5% ; K K E Cd( <5
mg L)Xt A4 KEXRAH -—ERENEHRERN EFHFEE; S CdKE=10
mg - L7 AR AKENE D ENMHER. 4 CdREN 25 mg « LB, &R0 H -3
Cd 4 EXF622.93 mg- kg, KHARMA Cd EAKBENME £t . Cd AR WL 4L EH
YRR B e R BB Y 0.5 ~5 mg - L.
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Hormesis effect of cadmium on Lonicera japonica. JIA Lian'?, LIU Zhou-li', CHEN Wei', HE
Xing-yuan', QI Dan’ ('State Key Laboratory of Forest and Soil Ecology, Institute of Applied Ecolo-
gy, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenyang 110164, China; *University of Chinese Academy of Sci-
ences, Beijing 100049, China; *Shenyang Agriculture Testing Center, Shenyang 110034, China).
-Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. ,2013,24(4) . 935-940.

Abstract; A hydroponic experiment was conducted to study the growth characteristics of Lonicera
japonica under the stress of different concentrations (0, 0.5, 2.5, 5, 10, and 25 mg - L™") cad-
mium (Cd) , aimed to explore the hormesis effect of low concentrations Cd on L. japonica. At <5
mg - L' of Cd, the maximum root length, plant dry biomass, and the contents of chlorophyll a,
chlorophyll b, and carotenoid of L. japonica increased significantly, with the increment being
13.6% , 11.7% , 14.0% ,10.8% , and 54.5% , respectively, as compared with the control. <5
mg - L' of Cd also had a definite positive effect on the leaf water content. At =10 mg - L™ of Cd,
the growth of L. japonica was inhibited significantly. When exposed to 25 mg + L' of Cd, the shoot
Cd concentration of L. japonica reached 622.93 mg - kg™', suggesting that L. japonica had a strong
capacity of Cd-hyperaccumulation. The dose range of the hormesis effect of Cd on L. japonica was

0.5-5 mg - L™" of Cd.

Key words: Lonicera japonica; cadmium; hormesis; hyperaccumulation.
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N 46. 7% , FU AN, AR A A A
I, Calabrese 5107 ANy, AL 2E X4 E5 RUNL T 32 77
TE T AR E A RS R Ak o DA S 45 b A i
L HRR ALK, R AT R & )
R, ARG RSO, Y el
WAERIET, S5 R BT IR A5 g 2 0. [FIAEAE
Cd XYMt , K28 TRk EE Cd XHE
Y EEFAER ISRV EE Cd A sn i sese > 1
IS TP ) 22 2 AR BE s %, PRSI B2 Cd
JiipiE S50 BT B B IS A

GHRAE (Lonicera japonica) 52 4R 24 J& 24T
AR SRR, B AR K R
R KR Priksm 38 N ) XF 4 JERROR 4% 45
FERL, AT DADRAN LA B W SR A W AIC A K22
18 A& 5 I TR B I SR B 5 A, e iR AL A TR =
G FHRATEIE 2T 12 43 A T AT RN BT 1l X
P75 T et AR > A A A AT ) 4 4R
AEXT Cd AR B 5 A e By AT TR, A5 R ER
W, G HRAEXT Cd BA 8 E R I At Cd 5 4 15
RSB BT, i HARVR B Cd X &R AER AR |
I 3% B H PR A — R IRV E T R R 3
YEHIFF & Hormesis R0 1 iR A< SCH i /K 35 i
B SRR B Cd BiaE T AR A6 A KRR XTAIK
WE Cd 5T 48R AL 4 1 Hormesis R0 217 55
UE, BTN GERAE N T30 75 Qe IR B8 2 SR AL}

1 #REFEE

1.1 5wt

I T 2011 4F 6 H A rh E R 2= Be vk FH W H A
ST E X LR = 47, 6 AW, N R
e BH N, FH A 2558 s A Bl P 2 A A A AR AE RN i
R AR, MR BB BE 25 em K AH—
B A 3 AZE TR E AR, AR KA S 5
6 Ji, FEkil 2 ~3 FrE M MRKIAF 5 em B,k
PR B A T, 7€ 1/2 Hoagland & FR P 85 57
1 JE B FRWPEEE 2 G T Cd Wha Ab 2.

M CdCL, - 2. 5H,0 FIE TR, & E 6 4 Cd
We BE BB . 0 (X ME, CK).0.5,2.5,.5,10,25

mg - L7 BEALBE 15 R, 3 IREE. B RINE E IR
WH pH fE, 3+ 0.1 mmol - L' NaOH =% 0.1
mmol + L™ HCl #4755 I3 pH (A £ (5.8+0. 1) , 1]
WEE 24 hiESLE S, BRI S d B4R — k. Ab 3
28 d JEWOGRIF A TR AR I A
1.2 WEmHS %k
1.2.1 Cd &EME A 28 d 54 N E R
e FHZR IR PR 3R 7E 20 mmol - L™ & %
VU PR — 41 ( EDTA-Na, ) B H 284 30 min, DL 23BR
HR 22 SR THORG B9 4 2, PR 2 B ok kg,
FHW K AR T-HE R R K 53 B4 PR R 3 Bk, 7
B3 Bk A L (L FG 2R A ) R R (AR ) B
A HE TR, 105 € F 287 30 min,70 C T2
FE i 0 RE R AR T B, b SRR SR 20 A
i, 2K F HNO,-HCIO, & TH AL (IRFR LR 3 2 1), ICP-
AES $7E Cd 5.
1. 2.2 e RAR K
KiK.
1. 2.3 i AR S K SR R T AR ik
I AR X KRS A A BRGHT E A Th RET 3
FHWE AR ACRE i R R KA ST PR EE i ) 1R
AEBE TR HCE 8 h, FFH 8 oK 5 | FREAR A
Fafe AR R R TR AR, 70 C I HET 48 h
ZfEE PR B, A AR S K . A
K = (- T RuaE) /(AR - T B ) x
100% .
L2.400HaRGEE  RIEIHEEETHE
ME M FOGE O E & &, Cd r3f 28 d 5, BUs a3
FERR P G B, 2% 32K BT R, BRI 0.2 ¢, iInA
95% LT WAL IRHE 48 h, HEM ALV, i g
FEAEF 25 mL A& . UL 95% £k IR I RE
663,645 470 nm P T AL EE OD fi, 315 At
BEF a MR b S FER TR
1.3 Hdlab

K Excel 2007 F1 SPSS 13. 0 %4 475085 45
VAT, R SR/ N B 35 25 57 0% (LSD) i AT 22 57 B 3%
PERGHY (=0. 05) . R TP -1 X8 bn i 2=

2 HRE5HMH
2.1 Cd W30 0k 4 SR A die AR FIAR B 1 o

Al

ME 1 A LLEWL, S od WIER TS, SHAE
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mm"?‘ d Fig.2 Relative water content in leaves of Lonicera japonica
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g %1 FERE CIABTEREGEM AL EESE
Table 1 Photosynthetic pigment contents in leaves of Loni-
04 ) ) ) ) ) cera japonica seedlings under different Cd concentration
’ 0 0.5 25 5 10 25 treatments

48YE ¥ Cd concentration (mg * L)
1 ARFEVEEE Cd A BT 4 8 AE 4 v MR FIARL I T
[t
Fig.1 Maximum root length and dry mass of Lonicera japonica
seedlings under different Cd concentration treatments.

AE/ING FRE RN AL BRE]) 22 57 .35 ( P<0.05) Different small letters
meant significant difference among treatments at 0. 05 level. T [f] The

same below.

Fe Xt BRI T 13. 6% F19. 4% ,AAk T FEAE Cd ¥
JEN 2.5 mg « LB EEXT BB N T 11.7% , 1 RH
R EAIEIEER ;2 Cd ¥ E >S5 mg - LA, 441
AEH P B AR FIAE AR T B i ¥ 2 R R % 4 Cd
WRIEE R 10 F1 25 mg - L7, B KA K W
21.8% F1 22.2% , F tk 1 Fi & & 2 WD 6. 7% F
17.0% . A W, @ISR Cd( <5 mg - L) fEk T
S AL R K, TR N W E Cd (=10
mg « L) 06 T 4w a9 R K, B SR A Hormesis
RN FEAIE.
2.2 Cd a4 RAE R Fr AR B 7K R s e

M 2 FTAE H, Cd i 28 d 5, & RAE4
I R R 7K e S T R S B AR A R A AIRVR B Cd
WRFETR (<5 mg « L7"), B A AT K &= 2 T
ARG IR L 22 5 A B 3 SRR B Cd (<S5
mg  L7") AR R KA AR i HAR B —
JERIFEIEVER ;24 Cd YR N 25 mg - L7, I 54
XK i B BRI, X BRI 80. 7% , hd BH v Mk 3
Cd Wrae X & #RAER P 0 7K o P S 3 5 Tl
2.3 Cd Haxt &Rt a ax S gm

H R 1AT LA Y Bl CAHR B2 3, 48R 4

CITRIE WEEa | TREL | BB LR
Cd concentration Chlorophyll a  Chlorophyll b Carotenoid
(mg- L") (mg+g' FM) (mg-g' FM) (mg-g™' FM)
0 2.15+0.09ab  1.20+0.08cd  0.44+0.05cd
0.5 2.45+0. 14a 1.25+0. 08bc 0. 68+0. 05a
2.5 2.36+0. 13a 1.33+0. 05a 0. 58+0. 09b
5 2.36+0. 17a 1.29+0. 10ab 0. 53+0. 08bc
10 1. 89+0. 09b 1.16+0. 11d 0. 36+0. 08d
25 1.04+0.27¢ 0.65+0. 11e 0. 36+0. 04d

[RIBA] /N 24 36 7w Ab 3R] 25 57 5. 3% (P<0.05) Different small
letters in the same column meant significant difference among treatments

at 0. 05 level.

I AR AR a b RIS PR R R
THE TR S o 2 Cd #EH 0.5.2.5 fil 5
mg « LB, 5 XF B LG, 2R3 a sl T
14.0% 9. 8% F1 9. 8% ; it4tF b i i 1
4.2% 10.8% 1 7.5% ; FSA% DR & 54 5l n
T 54.5% 31.8% F120.5% , WKW EF Cd( <5
mg « L) XA R S A AR & ERI B AR
FEEE AR HEE . 24 Cd YR =10 mg - L7, B4
Ka b MY MRS EHBERI, Y CdRER
25 mg - L7'BF, 4R a b FIZEHAE N E &5l
Fe X IR /0 51. 6% \45. 8% H118.2% . W] U, | T
L& Cd X &ARIERI AT A 25 = A 2 H F
IRCHR - W SR, A Hormesis 200 RHAIE.
2.4 Cd B Xt44R1E Cd FLR R

M 3 fTLAE L BEE Cd R R, 44818
AR R A R Cd A B R Wi, i ELA%
AL F R ) 25 S 33K W 2K T, &R AL Cd B2 R
AR R, BRI AR R K T M LA Ak s . 24
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I :# Root; II H E 3 Shoot.

CAd¥EE N 25 mg - LB, 3 3% Cd & & A
(622.93+66.93) mg - kg', W R Cd & & N
(1575.64+82.15) mg - kg™, i T Cd & EHY
B A A bR o, R s 38R 4 ed > 100
mg - kg_lm]. i EREWRE Cd B, 4R AR
AR BB, &AL E—FTHTBE Cd
15 Y IR A Y.

3 i it

FEYIHRERLN (hormesis ) S5 4 5 9 T ol # 1k
W) 0 A A A SR R RN B, BV s 5
X AP IR RN o (AR R E ),
AR I ) 2 B O — 8 R B A i 4 T (A3
HEREF) ML d BB 2 AR —
MG IR TG YY, S TR SOT e 1A N R
Bt Cd SN ER AR EE . AR
FW] ARMCRE Cd AT 2 HEAS [RAE P 0 2B 4, AR ) &
Cd(5 mg - kg™ ) AL BRAE 5 %5 ( Medicago sativa) FFE
LR R R R T 4R R Cd (<8
mg - kg™ ) RPELHI R 4R E a MR b MR
(atb) FIZEHAS b RBP4 TARHER K
W Cd(<10 mg - L") e 3 T 22 W7 %4 ( Sonchus
asper) MR ALK AR ST, B SRR Cd W
ANTa] %  ERAE N i A A B e A [ IRV B2 Cd A
B <5 mg - L) X EARMEL W ARK AEREAEY) &=
it RO A GRS BRI W AR,
S Cd AR 38T DR B W 0 A I E A X S
BEY ) SR N B REAE A AR AR Cd (<5
mg + L) AT, S HRAE 4 v A= s 4, A
AT AE ARV Cd Bl (<5 mg « L") I3 T A

B OE SR AL T TYR AR, s
T4 X Seth 257 BB oT 45 R —EL

2 2 5 S 1) v (B A B T Y A5 ) 3 55
W 5T G R ) e A, HE B A7 4 R A0 A S )
iR, S IEF AR KT Z AR
FH R a b SIS MRS EBEL AR
TR ARERE Cd(<5 mg - L") B g%
A, HE R AT RE SR D i Cd SRR T AR P A P X
RER TR, AR R RO AR 1S
BRI R 22—, N SR R S hn )
Cd( =10 mg - L") A[ B SR 4K N I R S IR
M2 A RLBE T AR A TR SZ B, 5 8o
RS E 2 VR R 55, i S SO R A K 32
BHLST. A S N RS — Rl AR ) A P 3 ok A7 A 1)
K, BAMEIETEE (ROS) B 77 A RIS BRI P 48 0
THRE, ATERY R AR G0 2 05 Pk AR R 0 Y O X AR
POCE T E A T 0 R A E A AL IRk
Cd( <5 mg « L") XFZHAE N KA 8si00; e 2
FHENEE, 5% BRI R R
Cd(25 mg - L") FHECEIAE bR E AL, (B 5%F
WA LL AT 25 22 5, ULIHEE & 8 Cd FF AR X5
8N A B R A N R TR
AW F D) BEAT A R VR T, 3k o A foff 4 4R A6 X
Cd F=AE BRI,

Chaney 257V HFFE N A, Cd 8 AL A 4 A9 11 A
SRR 100 mg - kg, I A S A —
AN A ) R X T 4 A R P TR L R
5, Cd 4b B 28 d J5, 24 Cd AL BEW B 10
mg « LA, SERAELET M EERIIR R Cd & &5
B (323.43 £20.74) mg - kg™ Fl (1254.95 +
27.16) mg - kg™, I T Cd & AW IG A5
hRE, T H SR T AR I BB HERS
24 Cd WEE N 25 mg - L7, b EEBAIAR &R 5 4 Cd
TRIRRR KM, RUAESWKE Cd AT, &1L
A RSR R R 1, Wi EAE R B e — e A
A, RIS AEXT Cd HA TRk i Pk A =
SEVE T TRV T S A AR T AR IR #
FEPERN B (no observed adverse effect level,
NOAEL) , fe KA 157 B K40 7E NOAEL {A
f1/5 ~1/10 JERAS . T M E 4R Cd
FLA AR BRI 1, A1 A8 L L I At A 49y 194 A0 590 ko35 1
FHBTRENREE B AR s [ T L R £
TRHERY Cd V5 5, R K 4 AR AL R T3k Cd ¥4
PR b A EENISE L. BARL Cala-
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i LT, fRWEE Cd AbFE( <5 mg - L") X4
BRACAE KA — 7 I E T, R0 W s )
PR, A ERAEXT Cd B B0 il & A RE T, (el
Cd XF G AR A7 A= B IO 3R Y R A, AR
THFFE T Cd X4 B AL 7 A5 35 P Uz 7 741 o 71
}0.5~5mg - L7 LA UL, 8RR ARIRE Cd
Jolpae A AT BRI, X R Cd e BA B
TR PE R N F3kT Cd 15 4 - 5 B AT
RIS R . AN, SR AEAE R 24 )R 2 A
Yy, HAR ZERI YR A ZY A58 45 SR i 4
T2 ) AR AR B ML 25 % 4RI T Rb 2255
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