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B B SESEERRAL, 7T 95 (Perilla frutescens (L.)Britt. )7E Cd.,Cu 8 T A K MR K HXF Cd. Cu ATt I BeRn BFRARHAE .
SERERYL,TE Cd AL PRHR B <60 mg-kg™ FI Cu AbFEHRE Ny <600 mg-kg™ A, SRR FIAR I K BEAL PR B SRR T4 I , 186/ WU ik
PRV B G0 38 VR P A B . AR B AR IR Cd M B B4R 331.51 A 991.14 mg kg™, Cu M= & & 45N
228.65 F1 2 030.63 mg kg, FHRHEL FFR Cd A1 Cu WE K EHL R FH 66.70 F1 36.52 pg-plant™, Htk Cd.Cu EHERE 5N
2.59~15.42 F1 0.14~1.24, T B E 4524 0.35~1.44 F1 0.07~0.56, I, ZME T FF Cd.Cu 155 3B E
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Effect of Cadmium and Copper Stress on the Growth Response and Accumulation Characeristics of Perilla
Jrutescens(L.) Britt.

LIU Xin, ZHANG Shi-rong, ZHU Rong, XU Xiao—xun, FAN Xiao—wei

(College of Resources and Environment, Sichuan Agricultural University, Ya’an 625014, China)

Abstract: Phytoremediation has been proven to be an alternative and additive process to conventional physical and chemical approaches for
the cleanup of contaminated soils by heavy metals such as Cd and Cu. Nevertheless, to screen new accumulators and identify their tolerance,
uptake and accumulation to heavy metals are the key process of phytoremediation. In this study, a pot experiment was used to investigate
growth responses of Perilla frutescens(L.) Britt. and its tolerance, uptake and accumulation characteristics under Cd and Cu stress. Both the
plant height and root length showed the tendency to increase with the concentrations of Cd <60 mg-kg™'(or Cu<<600 mg-kg™) in soil, and
then declined as the Cd(or Cu) concentration in soil increased for the stress effect became obvious. The highest Cd concentrations reached
331.51 mg-kg™ in shoot and 991.14 mg-kg™ in root. Similarly, the highest concentrations of Cu in shoot and root were 228.65 and 2 030.63
mg-kg™, respectively. The largest accumulation amount of Cd and Cu in shoot got to 66.70 and 36.52 pg-plant™. The bioaccumulation factors
in shoot were 2.59~15.42 for Cd and 0.14~1.24 for Cu, and the translocation factors reached 0.35~1.44 for Cd and 0.07~0.56 for Cu separa—
tively. Therefore, Perilla frutescens was a potential plant to restore the cadmium or copper polluted soil.
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Cd 1 Cu JEF 5] - AT i 77 78 A
BORMESR , TS ER Cd A Cu 24
AR AR 7, XHE Y R T A A, R e
SYRC i A pa ute S35 o R Y TN ERO PN N (24

1rFs H A : 2009-04-20

B &1 B . B RS 2 #3-2] (2008BAK51B01 F1 2008BAK51B02);
TG 1l R 2 ] SR AT 1 S B X 5% B35 (200826)

RN #(1988—), 5, WIAM A, EENF H IS YA
YMEEWSE . E-mail:liuxin200810@yahoo.com.cn

EHEE . KA E-mail :rsz201@163.com

FRP AR E, DUEEEEY RIS g
H 48 Bl K JR R (9 AE #71& &Z (Phytoremedia—
tion) SR ITAF R [ PRl ik R A B —FPIE R & R 15 L
TIRAFHARS, & EA RS R RO IR BERCR
IR APERIA BUSAS R BRI SR, B AL
B E YR E S BTG B S S M, R
— BRI Y IV PSR,
ITAER , &K B K #4518 15 3% ( Thalspi caerulescens ) |
¥LF IF (Arabidopsis halleri) |, 18 W 32 (T.goesingense )



2528 B 114

® A K OB OB % % 2265

FINEF (Viola baoshanensis ) F1 7 fifi ( Phytolacca aci-
nosa) & Cd A E MY, TECHIER) 480 ZFh
Y L BB 2 AR Cu BB EEY R
A 37 Fh, BB Y) A BRI (Rumex acetosa) IEMER
(Elsholtzia splendens ) . §& i ¥ (Commelina communis )
01 BAEE & Cd MO PE3e X HRiE R/, Rt
TEZX FEk e T Cd.Cu B 475 HEBE 1A
THEYEA —ENIRLE L,

2 95 (Perilla frutescens (L. ) Britt. ) J& B #t
(Labiatae ) £ 5 J& (Perilla) {)—4E42 \H L HATEY)
EEE&M) ZAK, AL R E BT
(Cd Ry FZAT), BFSMAE K HHX Cd.Cu F—
ERTHEME RS, SIRHIHFTES Cd.Cu 4b3E
HIZRIRE, DABFSE Cd. Cu M8 Xl bk A= 1 B 20
EABAERRRS CdCu BRSO E SR451E, ik o
BB Y IR E R A TR YR B RE

1 #REFZE

L1 {3k

IR IR TR B HBOERE B L R
B X,
1.2 R

MT AR 1 196 g-kg™ Kit 385 g-kg™!
LM 419 g kg’ WHREY , 2MERE LPH
VLB & &8 23.21 g-kg™, &2AH 1.14 g-kg™, BALA
M 127.5 mg kg™, FHRBEN 14.5 mg kg™, FHEH
173.2 mg-kg?,pH 2K 6.34, KT JE#E 1T 5 mm i , i
A 40 cmx30 cm ¥RHE T, A3 1 6.0 kg B2y
41 5h CdCLL+2.5H,0 A1 CuSO,-5H,0, Cd.Cu 54y
FIBE 1A% BEA 6 N HKF, B 3 KE
B APREIR 1, MAESREHS,HE 4 s
BALIH

F 1 Cu.Cd B& BRI IZ T (mg-kg™)
Table 1 Experimental design of Cu and Cd treatment(mg-kg™)

K Level CK T, T, Ts T, Ts Ts
Cu 0 300 600 900 1200 1500 1800
Cd 0 30 60 90 120 150 180

PRI LI T, 0.05% NaClO i iH T
30 min, P FHZE K thPE T, 350 T5A A ARy
R TSR TR . BTy
RAMAEEIERAM 16 h t/B8 h I, BRGRE 25T/
20 Co HFR 40 d Jm , R H— K 2 A EMH

ahiti , BREIARE Cd.Cu b L3 F AL 6 Mk,
EREE, BRBEKERKSY . ENEHFiC R
YA RRIL, 60 d 5k, I xE ke AR K
1.3 HRF=*E
1.3.1 fEYIRE R AL

WEAEvR TR - HEH , B B ORAK T4, R
FRZERK A vhide , B 25 B T K 2R bk, 43 i
IR MR ST I OR) IR . TR
FEGAE 105 CF X% 30 min, 7€ 60 CF T2 {HE,
e HT YR EE , R S . SRR R ikt
YR IE A, RBRE S FIRIET RS
X ICP-AES(IRIS Intrepid II )¥ll5E Cd.Cu & &
1.3.2 3R Rabag

A FE R I A B A4 A AR B - 48 2 X 2
J& , R F HNO;-HF-HCI {4 & B TIH A, BB &
HEBE TRIRT R 6L ICP-AES(IRIS Intrepid 1T )
W5E Cd.Cu &,
1.3.3 BRI 55047

% F SPSS 13.0 Gt 43 Ak A B #E A T 4E 143
B, R AR/ ENZ RS (LSD)i#f T2 5 BE

2 H#R

2.1 Cd 3 EHERBIZM

TEARR Cd AT , 295 B bk & 2 3“2
IR (E 1), £5 R K (y)BEE Cd A3k B
(x) BT AR E RS2k

y=—0.022x+17.319,r=0.861, P<0.05

7E T,(60 mg-kg™ Bt , B ik B K, A 17.87 cm,
He B (16.77 cn) TN T 6.56%, 4AbFEHKEEH 180
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Figure 1 Root length and plant heigh of Perilla frutescens (L.) Britt.

in treatment levels of Cd
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mg kg B, R 5B /IME, & 13.13 cm, EE X BEFEAIG
T 21.67%, SAETHYKRSERENAEE (P>
0.05),

EHMRK(y)BEE Cd IR E (x) TR Bk b
ELMRE/NE 1)

y=—0.38%+14.148,r= 0.932, P<0.01

TE T,(60 mg-kg™ B}, iR iR E K, Ky 12.73 cm,
H To(180 mg kg™ )34 T 1 £, & Z R B (P<
0.05), 4 Cd AR 180 mg kg™ B, HREKEEK
/N, K 6.23 em, HEXTER (13.70 em) B T 54.26% , B
HEFERBE(P<0.05),

SO FIAEY R (y)BEE Cd AFVE B (x) B F
A R IREE L (E 2):

y=0.261¢% r=0.964, P<0.001

TE T(180 mg-kg™ )BT, ik f/IN, 77 0.11 g, LLXFR
FEAR T 58.22%, AALIE TR 3P4 &2
KRB (P>0.05),
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Figure 2 Biomass of shoot and root of Perilla frutescens(L.) Britt.
in treatment levels of Cd

LR YR () BEE Cd AbPHYE (o) FHE Bk
FEARBE(E2)

y=0.130e°® r=0.957, P<0.01

FETs(120 mg-kg ") EHER/N, K 0.06 g, H T R
%7 37.53%,
2.2 Cu MEHEKMFIT

SRS (y)BEE Cu IR (o) B9 T+ B
2R ETAE(E 3):

y=-3.8E-006x+0.005x+16.512,r =0.923 , P<0.05

X Cu ALPRHREER 900 mg-kg™' B, BREHEERK,
7 19.27 em, H X RESEIN T 14.91%, 7E Ts(1 500 mg-
kg™ B, MRS B A, 7 14.27 em, &AL IH T A PIbK =
ZSWHAREE(P>0.05),
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Figure 3 Root length and plant heigh of Perilla frutescens (L.)Britt.
in treatment levels of Cu

HHARK(y)BEE Cu KEBEHREF () BT+ BA B
SR (E 3):

y=14.880e %% r=0.933, P<0.01

TE To(600 mg-kg™ )i, iR KX A, A 14.26 cm,
Ts (1 800 mg-kg™ )i}, i<k ER/N, 2 9.28 cm, HXFHR
Z 5B (P<0.01),

S EIAEYE (y)REE Cu ZEFRMR B (x) BT+
R B2 LN E 4):

y=—6.0E-005%+0.279, r= 0.987,, P<0.001

2 Cu bFEWREE R 1 800 mg-kg™ B, iK&AR,H
0.168 g, L X BRFEAE T 38.17%
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Figure 4 Biomass of shoot and root of Perilla frutescens(L.) Britt.

in treatment levels of Cu

LRI EY B () HEE Cu ALK E () T
R E 2L/ E 4):

¥==3.7E-005x+0160x,r= 0.869, P <0.05

24 Cu ZbHEVRE A 600 mg-kg™ B, IRFRA ) &35
BK,H 0.16 g, LA REIEIN T 17.35%, ik 2700
2 (P<0.05) , iX A RESE: FH FAEYITEAR MR B4R A e T
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I A R VE A A B AR AR AR TR B, PR AE R
BB, R &R %6 ks, N REBHAEY
=,
2.3 1Ei EERFIRER Cd B2

M b FRARER Cd 38 24358 181.86.327.76
mg-kg?, SR EFEDIGR & EAHE (100 mg-
kg ML 2 155 35U E(E 5). 2Eo5ib B3 Cd &
& (y)FE Cd AR B (v ) A FH R 2R MRS N -

y=2.077x-5.108,r=0.961, P<0.01

TE Cd ¥R h 180 mg-kg™' B, #h B3 Cd & &k
FNEAK, K 331.51 mg-kg™, RXFIRAY 55.5 1%, 1% .35
KFNFHE(P<0.01), 7E T5(90 mg-kg™ A}, #1 F#B Cd
SEN 15851 mg-kg, @ IE A S EARE, B EKR
FXTHR(P<0.01), HAbFRWKE =120 mg-kg™ A}, 1
B Cd HFRIEmMEE, BTFRE.

EIIRER Cd &7 (y)FE Cd A3 B (x) B9 75
X G

y=12.609¢%, r=0.920, P<0.01

TECd ¥R JEH 180 mg kg™ i, R Cd FEAE)
B, N 991.14 mg kg™, BXTRRAGIT 174 15, 271k
523 (P<0.01), X FTRESR S T B W sk B AR
W5, Mg R, S L3R A Cd BRSEME
RS
2.4 1EYi EERFIRER Cu BB

LA S Cu & & (y)BE Cu AFRYKEE (x) BT
FELMIGIM(E 6):

y=22.429x+0.122,r=0.960, P<0.01

TE Cu ¥R EH 1800 mg-kg™ i, i F3F Cu &
KK, K 228.65 mg kg™, LXTHRIEIN T 5 £%, 257
R B E(P<0.01), T5(900 mg-kg™) L, To(600 mg-kg™)
Hi B Cu ST EMEINT 155, G, # B Cu
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Figure 5 Cd content in shoots and roots of Perillafrutescens(L.) Britt.
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Figure 6 Cu content in shoots and roots of Perillafrutescens (L.)Britt.

& (y)Bf Cu AOFEVREE () TR INZEE .

FMRER Cu & (y)BE Cu AbFEYR B (») I FHE
SEEMM(E 6):

y=221.837x-0.963,r=0.977 , P<0.001

Ts(1 800 mg-kg™ )BT, iR Cu T EHX T K,
A1 2 030.63 mg kg™, LLXT BRI AN T 30 5, Z R
W BE (P<0.01), 7E T5(900 mg-kg™ )i, AREE Cu &
BN1200.12 mg kg, BAHEFRHEYMNIERSE
FrE (1 000 mg-kg™), Ts(1 800 mg-kg™)5 Ts(1 500
mg kg AR, ARHE Cu S BN 581.17 mg kg, i
Z SR B (P<0.01),
2.5 &t EERFNIRER Cd EEE

HEEBEEEREAUENEYBEREES B
HEB IR (EER-HYESRSEEYR),
75 B Cd B R (y)BE Cd PR (2) W THE
SMEMGER2):

R 2 EH EEFIRER Cd.Cu E&EE (pg-plant™)
Table 2 Cd and Cu accumulation of shoot and root of Perilla
Sfrutescens(L.) Britt.(jgeplant™)

LK SREES SCES
Treatment Cd accumulation Cu accumulation
levels i |- shoot  #3#Broot  Hi_E3 shoot HBEB root
CK  0.79+0.77d 0.65+0.54b 7.85£551c¢  9.55+6.08 c

T, 1247+11.09 ¢ 8.03:1.15b 11.03£642 ¢ 9242+14.33 b

T, 18.82+6.19bc 9.82+7.56 b 16.75+1.56 b 148.54+41.84 ab
T,  24.35:1.29 be 9.10£6.56 b 37.94x15.67 a 142.31264.18 ab
T, 35942241 b 17.79£10.58 b 31.52+4.06 ab 131.85+2.46 ab
Ts  56.72+16.02 a 54.07£10.46 a 38.53+7.16 a 143.59+53.57 ab
Ts  66.70+3.98 a 57.07£23.49 a 36.52+5.07 a 174.383.67 a

: EHEARHER  a b c TR P<0.05 K FE EHERBE,

Note: values are mean+SD, the values followed by different small letter

are significantly different at P<0.05.
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2009 4 11 A

y=0.361x-1.675,r=0.982,P<0.001

2 Cd ¥k 180 mg-kg™ B, Hi F#F Cd &R
I, R 66.70 wg-plant™, L XTHIEM T 83 1%, 5
Xof B 2= AR (B 2 (P<0.01)

SRR Cd BEE(y)BE Cd AL FRVEEE (x) B9 F+
(R 2):

y=1.692e"%* r=0.913, P<0.01

24 Cd ¥R A 180 mg-kg™ B, iR ¥R Cd BHE RIS
K, K 57.07 ng-plant™, b X BREE TN T 87 £, 5%
HE 22 AR B 3 (P<0.01),

2.6 HEYi FEPFRE Cu BEEE

SO EER Cu EARE (y)BE Cu AbIMREE (2) 1Y
Fhes ik 2R 2):

¥=9.564e® r=0.906, P<0.01

1E T5(1 500 mg-kg™ )i, #b F3F Cu EER B R
K, K 38.53 pg-plant™, EEXF RN T 4 £%, B ER
AR B2 (P<0.01), 7E Ti(1 200 mg-kg™) B}, b b3
Cu E&E &K 31.52 pg-plant?, H T5(900 mg-kg™) T
M7 16.92%,

EIRER Cu FEER(y)BE Cu IR (») B9 F
FELEHM(E2):

y=0.069x+58.219,r=0.819, P<0.05

7 Te(1 800 mg-kg ) B}, iRER Cu BEREIXTK,
7 174.38 pg-plant™, LLXF RSN T 17 15, IE EH
PR B2 (P<0.01) 6
27 ERRHEIB RN

B RBUR R Y E A B RO B B R Y
RENK/NHENR, BAEREWE , RAMYIANES
BEEREBRA, EEARB(BCF)=AHYHEMNTER
o/ EPXFT RS ',

Cd BERBEART 1, WEHEEHYBEER
BRTF 1 ER(E3), CdEERE(y)FE Cd b3
W EE () B TR 2 4R B L

y=10.179¢%* r=0.913, P<0.01

1E Ts (180 mg-kg™) Bf,Cd BEREUARI, K
2.59, 75 FEEMEY B R R 0.04 bR IE, IR B &
KFXTRE(P<0.01), 7E Cu b3 T, Bk CK 4, Cu B4
REI/NT 1 BEE Co YRENE N, 20Se 5 WA
#, Cu¥RETE 300 mg-kg™ B}, Cu BERFGEARAL,
7 0.12, Xt BB T 90.32% , {BATH#) (8. 35 K T3 B
(P<0.01),

B RE(TF) Z2EYH RS ESE SR
1 LR, FT DM SR Y MR TR ) 2 E &R Y

R3 AEALREBEKAETEAREERZBEEIR RN
Table 3 Bioconcentration factor(BCF) and translocation factor

(TF) of treatment levels of Perilla frutescens (L.) Britt.

AbFRK - HEFREBCF THRETF
Treatment levels Cd Cu Cd Cu
CK 1542+1.12a 1.2420.16a 0.73x0.04b 0.56+0.12a
T 5.54+127b 0.12£0.01c¢ 0.77£0.26b 0.07x0.01b
T, 6.00£0.59b 0.16+0.02c¢ 0.77£0.04b  0.07+0.00 ¢
T, 3.69+0.16 ¢ 0.32+0.06b 0.81+0.04b 0.14:0.01 b
T, 3.39+0.13¢ 0.19+0.00b 1.44:0.39a 0.13:0.01b
Ts 2.64+0.15¢ 0.16:0.02c 0.44+0.08b 0.14:+0.01 b
Ts 2.59+0.06 ¢ 0.14+0.00c 0.35:0.03c¢ 0.11x0.00 b

I FIELARERE  a b e FR P<O.05 KF EREREE,
Note : values are mean+SD , the values followed by different small letter
are significantly different at P<0.05.

AEJ7, RE Bk Cd.Cu ZTEAEMI N B B AR 1B L7, Cd
TR R R TR A3 T 2 B SE3 8 R A a3 (383 ) o
7 Ti(120 mg-kg™ B, Cd IEB REGRTR K, I1.44, H
XFRESEIN T 97.26% , Wi 22 R MEAl 8 3% (P<0.01), 4
Cd M BF <120 mg-kg' B}, Cd SFR R BT 1, 76 Ts
(180 mg kg™ )i} ,Cd 1L/ RECGATRAK, K 0.35, HLXf
HARRME T 52.05%, R[F Cu MREALIE T, Cu BB 25
HB/NTF 1, T(600 mg-kg B, Cu IR REGA TR/, Ky
0.07, HXTHFEMRT 87.50%, WiHEFHIRBE
(P<0.01), X4 Cu ¥#EE =600 mg-kg” Bf,Cu B R
BFRE

3 HHit5itie

(1)EAJE Cd F1 Cu BIIMHE SINHIER Y E
K, IR EA Y RN, EARKERNA, 7 Cd Ak
& A <60 mg kg™ B Cu AL UK &/ <600 mg-kg™
B, S8R v AR i PR B 4 A VR ) 386 R T
WhNEE AR, EHE Cd.Cu ZhBRYREESr 51K 90
1900 mg-kg™ B, FEREA RILH SZHER . XFRIIX
FEYIXT Cd.Cu PhEH —E i, (B HEIEA
Rt — 5

(2) 57X Cd RILHBERM B HER/E ST, (EXF Cu
HIEERT . MMk BT Cd.Cu BHE05 LRk
MEERK 51.20%~72.80%F1 10.13%~45.11%, HH:
BREERDTH 66.70 Fl 38.53 wg-plant™, W5 Fifp
HERBNRREER. BERPMIBRBE S5
Mr, ZH YR —Fh A BRAR = SRR, (B B 4 RE
WAL &L LY/

ZZ bRk, 2R —MHTF Cd.Cu J5 5L 1458
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