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Interactive Effects of Antimony and Silicon on Their Uptake and Accumulation by Rice Seedling in Solution
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Abstract: Antimony(Sb ) is a toxic element and silicon(Si) can alleviate metal toxicity. A solution culture experiment was carried out to in—
vestigate the effects of Si and Sb interaction on uptake and accumulation of Si and Sh by rice (Oryza sativa L.) seedling. Two forms of anti—
mony[Sb( Il ) and Sh( V )] inhibited rice growth, with Sh( Il ) being more toxic. Addition of silicon could alleviate Sb toxicity to rice seedlings.
Concentrations of Si in rice roots and shoots were significantly affected by additions of Sb( Il ) and Sh( V). At 1.0 mmol- L™ Si, adding 30
pmol - L' Sb( Il ) and Sh( V) significantly decreased Si concentrations in rice roots by 46.0% and 36.0% and in rice shoots by 52.2%
and 23.5%, respectively, compared with the control. Likewise, Si addition significantly decreased concentrations of Sb in rice roots and
shoots. Compared with the control, applying Si at 1.0~2.0 mmol - L~ decreased Sb concentrations in rice roots and shoots respectively by
52.0%~88.4% and 24.6%~45.4% in 10 pmol - L' Sb( Il ) solution, while by 53.8%~75.5% and 34.8%~49.6% in 10 pmol - L™ Sh( V ) so-
lution. In addition, Si significantly reduced bio—accumulation factor and distribution ratio of Sb in rice roots and shoots. These results sug—
gest that Si application can inhibit Sb uptake and accumulation by plants, and thus reduce Sb risk to human health.

Keywords: silicon; antimonys; rice; interaction; toxicity; bio—accumulation factor

Y75 H #8 - 2014-06-06

EEWE . IITE PR 9 S 5280 % TFhcE 4091 B (2013-KLB-08 1 2012-KLB-1); [F 5 A R FIE 4T B3 H (21377152) ; KT A SRR
H:435 H (12JCYBJC19900)

VEH B 0 A6 (1988—), 1 WIRgfF B WA oe 2k, RN F E AR5 Y4B Z 5T . E-mail : xmeng1028@foxmail.com

*BIS{EE . #155%  E-mail :hyz@rcees.ac.cn



[, % ORREICRR SR RIS A0 A S K X B 2091

B (Sh) B ik 7t LA H 4UE N EUm P BT, 45 H
MNESEA BT 6 pg-kego FRIE 1 Sb 1975
S FEYE R 0.38~2.98 mg kg™, dEE /T 1.0 mg-
kg Uy Sh G YL IZAFAE T e R 24
BB | K S AT M HE TR B K, I i AT S
FOKIE SRS FEDE Sh i A Y [
K, RAT iR 278 U7 ¢, o5 A ER VR 9 66.2% 5 Sb
PR 15 U7 tea!, A I RUE SRR T0% L F
figt B A B & 2 | SRR R AT 1 &
JRAL T — R R R, W )P B s
Ay W — e X B TR [R R LY Sb i5 g,
PR IE , R S LR SR R XY Sh 5 AR B L 4
KRBT A ER R, X - IER Sh Wk ETE
100.6~5045 mg - kg "“fil 79.6~54 221.7 mg kg™, fi]
o G TEMEIE Sh YRR BT & B, SRR K AE 3.5
mg L7 1 9.0 mg-L" Sb ¥ EERf 2~4 d Nt B T
FETAE O Sh 5 As AL, (B3 3 X, A B3R
BY ShC I ) Bk 45T Sh( V) iy Ee”, 5HAb T
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KIRT AR EY . TR Sh s £AEH,
i HE Sh & i TOKEL Y Sh i5 3K, FE
SETE LAZK R A 326 10 R S R0 ], KR R Hh AR 2R
(1 Sh 2 o T KRS L AIRE LK ) Sb ik, 0fs 2
NS R SR AR KRS

Si JE e h AR AT R, FLE 1926 4F Som-
mer FFEH SiJEAKRE RAFAER LT IR, Hith 78
ER Si 2 N P K SFEREICR, it Si it
ALRENG Iy 6, 17 HLBE 35 52 R e 45 A e
KN RBTIRE T . HEISCT Si G2 4w e i)
OB, Z 26T Si BB AR RS JE B T
BEHAEHIN, AHGE LI, Si S KRR Cd B FH BIHL
FLRTEAEY M 7 A BE b Sioa] LU E Cd fifi 2R 25
FHAERM, HATXKT Sh XK REHIREENE, J2 Si %) Sb
BEPESS I B R, D RIFFE A IR Si XK A
WSR2 S A5 K AR FHBILT] , %5 34 XY Sh
Biiifr . $ AR i AR Sh X A B Y 15
BA I EENE L.

| AR

1.1 JK7EmFd
IKFE (Oryza sativa L.) A R F 46—, B %A
BB R, SR —Fh g UL e B AE h A

1.2 iR Fi*E
1.2.1 FEpRRE SR

PRIEA T LG ) K AR, 15% 13RO IR
8 10 min, FRHZEEKSE 2UEG, WA RIERE
Wa RS EIPOK , RIFE AR . (B2 a T
A 20 d 5 KEATET RS R T 25 B K R ARURY
FTERR A Thos R, SRS PRIt A K — B K R i
Rk E] 500 mL PVC (B 7.5 em 5 14 cm, B3
PIRR), 5 13 sREERYE IR, S IR T 2 TE
Hewitt (1966 ) 9 JE At F A& SR : NH,NO; 5 mmol - L™
K,S0,2 mmol -L™;MgSO, 1.5 mmol - L"; CaCl, 4 mmol -L*;
KH,PO, 1.3 mmol:L";Fe( Il )~EDTA 50 mol-L™"; CuSO,
1.0 mol-L1;ZnS0O, 1.0 mol - L*; MnSO, 5.0 mol-L*; H;BO,
10 mol-L*; Na,M00, 0.5 mol - L*; CoSO, 0.2 mol- L, £ 3
d #e—WREFEW, 1 0.1 mol-1 KOH & HC ¥ pH 1A
FEF] 5.5,
1.2.2 JKAEA R AT

T T A5 I R R B A A A = rh gk AT, 28
C/14 h G REA 20 °C/10 h FRHE S IRER E y 260~350
mol -m2-s7 FIXHEE R 60%~70%
1.2.3 5 At B

KA AEE TR P AR 15 d )5 6 Sh(TID) |
Sh( V)FI Si 4351l LA 3 v 4 0308 A7 BR B B 526 1R 440 A
FERRENEIEX R BN A . B R ShCID)FI Sh(V)
A BE#R S 0.10.30 pmol - L7, Si iR B 433714 O
1.0.2.0 mmol - L, 3t 15 AMbH  FFAAEFE 4 A,
3d He—UCE IR KARELTETIN Sb A1 Si AL 15 d
JEWOR . FEA R N B R B A R K B RE A L E
1.3 Hmiyor it

WK L B K R AR AR 2 AR A ZE PR 43, 70
CTH 48 h, FREMfR ZEMHWTYRERE., 0.2
KA BE TR AR B ZE AR B AT S T, A S
mL LS AE A HNOs JR B B, 25 1 bR e FE
il (GBW 10016 [ Brpn i 49 J5w it 52 w0 ) [ B,
B PR 5 1B RIS o A it TR A TR 3 5 7 5%
%5 (MARS5, CEM Microwave Technology Ltd. USA ) H1
SEAT I TELR £ 15 min F15] 180 °C, I (2
£F 15 min, SR J5 20 min YRR R (45 CEM 2 ]
HERE M INEE Y0 o A5 BUR B 4K E 2 2 50
mL, 1€ . A ICP-OES (Inductively Coupled Plasma
Optical Emission Spectrometer, Optima 2000 DV,
Perkin Elmer, USA )il & 114 7 W& TP ) Sb ¥ &

FRRAR Si I E S Ma il Takahashi (7735
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& 4 Z 50 (Bio—accumulating factor, BAF) : /K R #E
B Sh(El Si) e SR Sh(s St WS Y L
{8, /K& 4 Sh(EY Si) I RE

JIT AT 1 S 0 B 4l 1 ok I e 3 BRfF SPSS17.0 Al
SigmaPlot11.0 #A7T5E 15 22504

2 FHRESH

2.1 Si #A Sb X BEAEAXTKFEE KN

3 RRMN S Sh AbBR)S , KAEA K =22 I 5
HAE], R ZE S il R R AR R, A=
K8, AMXERYE, ShC I ALFRAS Sh(V ) AbHXT K F5
AR FEE WIS, 5 DU SCEk iR IE A — 200, &
1 AT 1, ShCL ) A 34X 7K A8 25 0T B 1) 52 M) ik 1A I
E K- (P=0.001 ) , {H AR 2 152 e B A 15 31 i 2
K. it Si T ZEf# Sb XK AR A BE R L (HZ Si AbHEXT
JKAFZE M T E AR T E A K. Si Al Sh( I ) X7k
FZEm AT E A BE WS HAE M, 3R 2
AT, Sh( V) Ab FEXF /K FEAR T F A &5, fH XK
FEZENM T B A B, R Si A1 Sh( V) XK RS
LM E A B3 1S HAE R (P<0.05)
2.2 Si A Sb ZEAEAXKFERIKLFR R Si BI520T

Kl 1k Si Fi Sb 52 B AE FHXT K A5 25 - FAR o Si
TR, ATLIEN, HEWP R SikESh 1.0

& 1 Si xf Sh( ) BB T KB EMER T
Table 1 Biomass of rice seedlings grown

in nutrient solution with Si and Sh( Il )

Sh(II )/wmol - L™ Si ¥& & /mmol - L' ZEn{FHi/g T /g
0 0.0 0.23+0.05a 0.08+0.01a
1.0 0.28+0.03b 0.09+0.01a
2.0 0.30+0.03b 0.10+0.01b
10 0.0 0.20+0.04a 0.11+0.02a
1.0 0.23+0.03b 0.12+0.01a
2.0 0.20£0.01a 0.09+0.01b
30 0.0 0.13+0.01a 0.10+0.01a
1.0 0.15+0.02b 0.09+0.01a
2.0 0.14+0.01a 0.08+0.01b
J5 2243871 (Analysis of variance )

Si NS NS

Sh P=0.001 NS

SixSh NS NS

T [AF AN R 5 R 22 5 .35 (P<0.05) . Tl
Note: Values in the same column with different letters differ signifi—

cantly(P<0.05).

2 Sixt Sh( VBB T/KTEEMERFIT
Table 2 Biomass of rice seedlings grown in nutrient solution

with Si and Sh( V)

Sh(V)/wmol - L™ Si ¥ fi/mmol - L™ 20T /g T/
0 0.0 0230052 0.08£0.01a
1.0 0.28+0.03b  0.09+0.01a
2.0 030£0.03b  0.10:0.01b
10 0.0 023003a  0.10:0.01a
1.0 0.28+0.04b  0.1120.01a
2.0 026£0.03c  0.11x0.01a
30 0.0 0210032 0.12:0.01a
1.0 0.26:0.04b  0.14:0.01b
2.0 024001c  0.12+0.01a
)5 25307 ( Analysis of variance)
Si NS NS
Sh NS P<0.05
SixSh P<0.05 NS

mmol « L™ B}, %51 Sb( 1T ) 10,30 pmol - L™ 0] DL i
AR R ZE AR Ay Si & i (P<0.05) , Horp
AKAEZENE Si 5 = 43 ) H X R Ab B R AR 17.7% Fn
52.2%; KFEAR 22 Si B4 R 62.9%F1 46.0% ., %
FEWHP Y Si e BESR 2.0 mmol - L B, 5 Sh(IIL) 10,
30 pmol - L™ fH7K FFEZE I Sii 75 1t 43 1] LX) B A 33 RAAIR
19.4%F1 56.0% (B K FEHL 2R Si 75 143 51 b X i 4b
FRHEE 26.8%F1 59.0% .,

TERA Si AbFE TR (1.0 mmol - L), %s 1 Sh( V)
&4 10,30 pmol - L™, A 43 51) 4 2 M P AR R AR & Si
TR 41.2%F0 36.0% (5 X AL A ), HZ 10
pmol « L™ Y Sh( V) ¥ BE X /K R 250 Si & i A
KT 30 mol L™ [ Sh( V) ¥k BE BEAIR /K AF 250t Si
TR IR 23.5% 7EREE Si AP (2.0 mmol - L),
Sh( V#1030 wmol - L™ i}, AT 7351} ffi /K R 25t
Si & & Ho X B b B EEAR 43.6% F1 44.1% , {HE 10
pmol - L™ % Sb( 'V )k B 4 i 25 B 5y T /KRR R 19
Si g (1),

Giitok FEtE R AR Si R B, R FIRD
WA S Xt Si B R i iy 52 5 H X K R AR &R F2E
I Si R EERRZIE AU 3), B Sil.0 Zb3 10,30
pmol - L™ V& FERY Sh( I ) i 2 MR A K REAR R %) Si /9
R, WA Si BRGS0 CK FEK 53.4% Fl
49.6% 1A Si2.0 AbFH 30 wmol - L™ ¥k BEf% Sh( I ) #) &
EHAEUE T KRB AR Si LR, Si LR L CK 2
B545.9%., 7F Sil.0 4bFE T ,10.30 wmol L™ fSh( V)
B AT I 2 M R IOK RS AR R SRR, (HETE
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7 Shoot CISb(IO pwmol -1 7 Shoot ISb( V)0 pmol - L
ESh( )10 pmol - L™ 00k a ESh(V)10 wmol - L
Eﬁ 4001 & BSb(Il)30 pmol - L™ Ty B Sb( V)30 pmol - 1!
. =)
i b o 300k b
£ 300} £ 300
E £
% 200f £ 200
= =
o 100+ ¥ 100+
0
0 1.0
VWP R B /mmol - L VRO RE YR /mmol - 17!
30 - ,
Root CISh(1M)0 pwmol - L™ 18 Root ZISh( 'V )0 pumol - 17!
25 ESb(I )10 pmol - L 16+ a ESb(V )10 pwmol - L
Tep E=2Sh( I )30 pumol - L T, l4F ESb( V)30 wmol - L
4 =
Zg; 20+ ;LD 12+
£ E i b
o5k w10 b
w 10F % 6
B B L
5 L
2 -
0 0

2.0
TR PR 4 /mmol - L

1.0 2.0
T PRV B /mmol - L

AENE FREFROR A B E] 22 5 2. 35 (P<0.05) . T IH]
Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences between treatments. The same below
B 1 Si A Sh AFEIKFEZEMFAR A Si S EAIR I

Figure 1 Concentrations of Si in shoots and roots of rice plants grown in nutrient solution with Si and Sh

% 3 Sbxt/KFBRAMZEM b Si BB (pg-pot™)
Table 3 Effects of different Sb forms on total amount of Si in rice

roots and shoots( g+ pot™)

Sh ¥k JE/
pmol - L

A

2t

Sil.0

Si2.0

Sil.0 Si2.0

CK 0
Sb(Il) 10
30

Sh(V) 10
30

1.31+0.02a
0.61+0.01b
0.66+0.00b
0.65+0.02b
0.65+0.01b

1.11+0.04a
1.22+0.06a
2.05+0.05b
1.23+0.04b
0.73+0.02¢

104.47+7.34a 98.34+7.25a
77.98+3.41b  59.66+4.25b
26.55+2.83¢ 31.33+3.17¢
111.59+7.41b 52.51+4.26b
72.79+4.88c 43.18+3.19¢

Si2.0 ZbBEF, 10 pmol - L™ i Sh( V) H1 i E 3 & 1
JKFERRZA XS Si R . Toie Sil.0 ZbHLAJE: Si2.0 4k
FE(BET 10 pmol L™ Sh( V )+1.0 mmol - L™ Si Zb¥E DA
#1),10,30 wmol + L™ % Sh( I ) \Sh( V) EE 47T L) i
MR ARG ZE M X Si LR (P<0.05) .
2.3 Si # Sb T E{EAXT/KFERULFR R Sh B2

Si F1 Sb 38 HAEFIXF /KRG ZE AR R b Sb & &
BN WL 2. PTRLE H 0 Si 20T (B 25 M Ak
FEZEMHFIAR 2R XTI Sh IR A (P<0.05) . X4
Fewirh Sh( I ) JE Jy 10 wmol - L™ B, %50 1.0.2.0

mmol - L™ [ Si AJ i /K FFHR 2 Sb ¥ B 43 1] e X) B 4b
PHEEAR 52.0%F1 88.4% , JKFGZEM: Sh ¥ 43 5] FAI
24.6%H1 45.4%; 48 35w ShCID )Y EE A 30 wmol -
L iF, ¥sH0 1.0.2.0 mmol - L™ 4 Si A {fi/K FFAL £ Sb
R T 43 31 LX) R A BR ARG 29.3% 11 67.2% , /K g2t
Sh ¥ & 43 HIRFAR 19.4%F1 24.0% .

EFRW Sh(V)REEHy 10 wmol - L B, Xof
Ab PR FFZE AR 2R Sb Wk 43301l ol 22.12.,44.70
mg-kg™,Si1.0 Kb I KT ZE M- FIAL R Sh e B 7351 He
Xof BRI 34.8% 1 53.8 % ,Si2.0 Ab FR{d /K AF 250t 0
HRZ& Sb e B4 BIFRAE 49.6%F1 75.5% . 47 Fe
Sh( V)M 30 pumol « L™ Bif, Xof it Ab 34 v (14 7K A 25
M FIAR 22 Sh ik BE 435K 34.22.71.65 mg kg™, Sil.0
A1 Si2.0 Ak P43 551 £ K R 25 0 Sb v JBE b G BE IR
25.3%F0 58.8% , /K MR 25 Sb ¥k & 43 | FEAK 75.1%F0
85.1% (& 2).

Si F1 Sb A& HAE FIX /KRG FIAR & Sb B
LSRR (K 4), TCie 10,30 pmol - L™ )
Sh(I) Sh( V) AbFH A 24501 1.0.2.0 mmol - L™ fSi
BRI DL 2 BRI K RS AR R A ZE i x) Sb I LR (P<
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Figure 2 Concentrations of Sb in shoots and roots of rice grown in nutrient solution with Si and Sh
Fz 4 Si WKBIRAEFAIZN R Sb RERFIT(pg-pot™)
Table 4 Effect of Si on total amount of S in rice roots and shoots under different Sb forms ( g+ pot™)
DTS EXs
Si He fig/
LA Sb(II )/pwmol - 1! Sb( 'V )/pmol - L Sb( 1l )/pmol - L™ Sb( 'V )/pmol - L.
mmol- L
10 30 10 30 10 30 10 30
0.0 24.1+1.81a 30.9+3.24a 4.9+0.32a 8.7+0.50a 6.6+0.4a 5.3+0.33a 9.8+0.71a 16.3+0.86a
1.0 17.4+1.02b 22.6+1.53b 1.6+0.00b 2.3£0.01b 3.7£0.1b 3.4+0.11b 4.1+0.1b 6.6+0.5b
2.0 2.1£0.07¢ 9.6+0.73¢ 0.9+0.00¢ 1.2+0.01¢ 1.8+0.0¢ 3.6+0.05b 2.5+0.1¢ 2.6+0.1¢

0.05), H. Si (e Ji il = 7K AR AR 2 AN 2Bt Sh FH 2 S i
FEARAREA R o 4 SO WA 10 pumol - L7 B, #3541
1.0.2.0 mmol - L™ [y Si A]{i /K FFF A 22 F 280t Sh FL R
S 3 i e X R Ak BRI 28.7%~43.9% 1 91.3% ~
72.7% ;24 Sh( I )Y 2 30 wmol - L 5, %311 1.0.2.0
mmol - L™ %) Si 0] fi 7K FF AL R FNZE - Sh FH R B 4y
S X R A B A 26.9%~35.8%F1 68.9%~32.1%, [Fi]
FE, 24 Sh( V)N 10 wmol <L i, 71 1.0.2.0
mmol - L™ [ Si A 7K FFAR R F1ZEnt Sh FH R G it 4
S G B AL FRFEAR 67.3%~58.2%F1 81.6%~74.5% ;24
Sh( V )#eEEF 30 wmol - L7 B, %0 1.0.2.0 mmol - L™
B Si Al K R AR R AN 250t Sh FHER B 43 1) H X IR
REFRFEAR 73.6%~59.5%F1 86.2%~84.0% .

24 ShIEKBIRAMEMPHEERBMNHELL =X

ANTR] St st K FEAR R A28t Sh w4 R AW
LR 5, KRR AR Sh B E 4 R B TR
IKFERRZR A, ShCID ) AR & 42 R E KT Sh(V)
b TR T KRS ZE I AE B, Sh (V) &b B ) B 4 2 B0y
RTF ShCI)AbFHE . Si A7 0 2 2 Hu B AR I FhSb 41
AL K AR RN ZEr b S £ FRE, H Si
B K A AR R RN ZE R Sh ) B AR R B AR A
AT

6 MR Si e AL BE T K FEAR R FZE it Sh
F 4L HER AT LUE H, SO ANEE R4 77.4%~94.2%
[ Sh AR E M 2R ,5.8%~22.6% 1 Sb 43 it 31| Z£ it
Sh( V) FE A 41.0%~66.9%1F) Sb 43 Bl FIAR & ,
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Table 5 Bio—accumulation factor( BAF) of Sb and Si in roots and shoots

Si vt/ iEER 20t
ol Sh(II )/pmol - L™ Sh( 'V )/pmol - 1! Sh( Il )/pmol - L™ Sh( 'V )/pmol - L
10 30 10 10 30 10 30
0.0 50.6+3.11a 19.9+2.06a 8.8+0.67a 4.7£0.77a 3.1+0.41a 1.5+£0.37a 4.4+0.72a 2.2+0.21a
1.0 24.3+2.23b 14.1£1.25b 4.1+0.58b 1.1£0.05b 2.4+0.28b 1.2+0.05b 2.8+0.29b 1.7£0.35b
2.0 5.9+0.45¢ 6.5+0.54¢ 2.2+0.27¢ 0.7+0.07b 1.1£0.35¢ 1.1+0.05b 2.2+0.23b 0.9+0.08¢
% 6 Sh FEKFEIRARFIZEM A S BELL 2 (%)
Table 6 Distribution ratio of Sb in roots and shoots(% )
o MR ey
I Sh( T )/pmol -1 Sh(V )/pmol - 1" Sh( 1 )/pmol -1 Sh( V )/pmol L.
10 30 10 10 30 10 30
0.0 94.2+4.15a 93.0£3.14a 66.9+4.37a 67.7+4.55a 5.8+0.22a 7.0+1.02a 33.1+3.63a 32.7+2.26a
1.0 91.1+£2.99a 92.0+2.65a 58.8+4.38h 41.0+1.34b 8.6+1.36b 8.0£0.92a 41.2+1.76b 59.0+2.73b
2.0 77.4+2.48h 85.1x1.11b 49.6+2.55¢ 43.1+£2.20b 22.6+3.23¢ 14.9+1.41b 50.4+1.31c 56.9+2.45b

32.7%~59.0%I7) Sb ZrFCEZEM: . AN[a] Si e AL b FHEXT
IKFEHL R FNZE M rf Sh 43 BE L g ma A 25 5%, TS
R Si AT i S Hb R AR K AR AR & b Sb (143 i
E R T 3 R R KR ZE 0 Sh 43 BE H %R (P<
0.05),

3 g

Sh TETLR AR T RS As FBGMITE, B —
SR AT As, WHEY A KA B EEA AR A
i) Sb B FEAE A 255 , — okt Sb(ID) etk T
Sh( V)P AW 78 & B, AP Sb 5 /K Ff AL K 52 31| B
A, R ZE S il R R R AT
A K G2 EER, Sh(ID) He Sh( V)X /K Rg 5 35 5 B
o WSn Sb AT B2 K AE XS Si IR 2R IF HAaz A
[ 42 Sb B INAYFZI . AN 30 pmol - L' Sh( 'V ) [
DL 25 1l AR K R AR 2R R ZE X Si RS R L H
4230 pmol - L Sh( 1T )+2.0 mmol - L™ Si AbFRH) 5 2 1
PR T KA XS Si AR . X AT g Sh( D)
F1 Sh( V) ZEKFEMAR N B IS L 2 ML TR 26 .

Si TEAR YA h FEAAAE TR S RA MR Kb
T T — AR, H R IR AN IR A AR R, 7 1 3
VRN AR A b = DL E R BT 20 AE (pH<9) ™ HE
) I\ A SR R WA S BB R L A1) 3 B A
PIFh SRR AP REBR MR B . AN Si K
32 i PR T AT, B A R R g 43 A
TR EIZERER, Si FELEE T RAMAS, 4k
Gy PR RIGRERRUTIE T 28 I AR o, et b .

TR SMRE | AR KBRS sk, St
AR ER G B0 A0 B R vy, DA S8 - A o B, 1K
1o 25 X A B IR AE T o Ma S8 UESE K AR B
66% 1 Si e A KA, P ATIA Si
TEKFX A B B e SR ] 22 ¢ 44, Si SRl 4
a8 X AF ) ) A T S HAIL ) AT B, 56T Si
ZEfif Cr XY AL C A BT, I SiRICr 12
FHRETE ORI A 54, NTTREAR Cr iR s MY 72
FEY 7 i BE b Si AT DA E Cd, ffi H 2 00 A
M ZMEKRERY Cd 7 HE 1, Sh BRI M/ EPIXT Si ik
R R, AT RESE T Sb B 1 S2mafE i A4 LA, ik
SENR St IR WSORN 5% 35 i 448 o AN BIF 9 8 IR K RS 25 i Si
FEOR T T AR St R, HA AT B K
REAE AR St A7 Ai ALAEAR — 202,

TEH A FIR = 50T, b Si KR AE KA
gt A R AT s 20 AR SCRO T S 25 Rt & 30, s
i Si AT 2R Sh KRR EEF , FEARK AR R Azt
Xf Sh AR R, FF-5200 Sb 7E/K R AR R AIZE Rt iy
HEFREASTC I RGR 4 TR 5) . ETHA LT Si
O i HLA G JR i BOARGE , WS Si AT BRI 4 )
(BB 2 B0 AR Sh 5 Sh A A K IR AT
BAERKAENE, {HiE Sh FERPIIAR N s i i
AN Tschan S8 &3, POTIINA I AT £ K AN
[] H 2% X5 86 [KSh (OH )] 1 Wi, W] Sh( V) Ay I i
AMEAs —FER A BRSO AR S TR, A TN
£ Sb & BRAFREE T, Sb(OH s HEAAMR R ILFIA
e S — SR P 1Y B 2 15z 1, 1IX A Sb(OH )
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AR BT EFRICR M E T (Clrgi# NOsy )it
AR ZR 400 - Tschan 52858 13 X/ 22 SCHR A A9
AYHT, G AR AT R 2 2R 1 K R A T R Bl
Fi%Liz Sb(V ), 3N Sb( 'V )il i 7% s 1 F i sh i
Wb 0L e iR — SEAE A AR 2R P A AR ) LA B
) B, X SR A 47 T 7K G P - B IO DR 3 1) 25
Wiz | b AT I ) 3k —HE Ve HEA T A R AR 3R
F 2 BT AMA RE % Fe i/ A RV R b U T
AMEZR NS, T AEAR R A, BT A MACE I EGA ARz 2
A3 CEIL B 38 A5 7K 43 R8s Jo A 3 3 o (Ao i i 1
HEAPY R 220, DAE IR B R AR N ) . Ak, Al
AR ShCIL ) mT i 2 /K 3 18 2 118 sh P8, IR
JE AR S A 2 2k AN M B A AR P, (EL/KGI T 2R AR
Sh( V)BHESF-3E A, Sh( V) BH 3 -1k A4 i Py o5 2t
i T . SN Si G2 KRG Sb ra rAILEE H Rk A
KIEHE, v REAIAILHE : — 7T Sb( 'V AN Si L [w] A
ZRIEVE IR sh WG 32, A B8 4, DT ik 2D 7K e X
Sh( V) BRI ; 55— i, AN Si IIACE FR I 2 545
AR HSi0, 437, AR YIRS s A
S HSi0, 20 F B A 7= X mT RE A Sh( T )3
() ) P 2 Pl B TR e 4 R, DRI R A T AR R T
Sh( ) F i, A el B AR Si 2 /KA Sb & UL
I RS A T

4 #ig

(1)#H 10 wmol - L A1 30 wmol - L' ¥ Sh( I )5
Sh( V) B0 7K R A A A IR L 52 e K R 1) A2 )
i, Sh( )% Sh( V )ALBIXP /KgAK 5 FE W, IR
$i01.0 mmol L™ F11 2.0 mmol - L™ 19 Si Xf /KRG AE W) 5
Wi BEAT IR 3 2 K

(2)Sb( ML )FA Sh( V) By 7S AT i 255 1l 5% 0l 7K e
HERFZEAEXT Si WSR2 . 24 Sh(I) A Sh( V)
JE¥ 30 wmol - L7 i, W] BUKFEZE M Si & &1l
F BEAD R AR 52.2%F1 23.5% , K REIR 2 Si ks
FIFEA 46.0%F1 36.0%(Sil.0 AbFEF ),

(3)USHI Si Ho AT LAt 25 b B AR A AR 22 12K I X6
Sh U E . %0 1.0 mmol - L' F1 2.0 mmol - L™ 19
Si A S BOUKAFFAR 2 FNZE M Sb ik B2 53] o X BB AR
52.0%~88.4%7F1 24.6%~45.4%|[10 pmol - L™ Sb( I )4k
#1;29.3%~67.2%F1 19.4%~24.0%[30 pmol - L™ Sh( 1l )
Ab PR ) ;53.8% ~75.5% il 34.8% ~49.6% (10 wmol « L
Sh( V )4bF ) ;75.19%~85.1%F1 25.3%~58.8%( 30 pmol «
L7 Sh( V)4b3) .
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