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AR EY . AP S R R Y, R S TR BROR X 7 R 25 R S R AR P Y 4
(cadmium, Cd) BEATIROA AR HR, % HASHOR i 1 ) B (4A%) 7)) A4k 2% (KOH F1 K,CO,) J5 ¥ HEAT T 403 .
G375 58 T ORRI SR BORI AR 2 | ik 3 X SR A ) A ) 5 v T A R R AR BORUCR i s, R T R A R R KOR [ Ak
it A BUE R P AR E R AL . 45 E M, 0.25 mol'L 7 #h 2 (HCI). 0.25 mol'L™' fil§ iR (HNO,). 0.25 mol-L™' i
& (H,S0,) 1 0.10 mol-L™" Zr— % PU £ Tk —4M (disodium ethylenediaminetetraacetate, EDTA) 4 F $ B3 X g 3% =% fnnt-
o Cd 1 2L ORISR e A, H ZE A A Cd 1Y 2E B B 55 43 ) 34 88.2% Fi1 89.8%; 4 R ERIUGHI A9 Cd 2R Z W] JC
FPEZ R (P>0.05), A A BGRH X 5 K AW B Cd B9 BUR I TE 50% LT, RIBH 025 mol L' $h iR =
0.25 mol-L™ fif§ £ =0.25 mol-L ™" B fig>0.10 mol- L™ & & WU £ R — %M o 4A% T Ui X 2 BUR W h Cd 19 5 221 fL sUR
AR, AR Cd e, AEBUR P e Cd B ik 15 %) 0.10 mg- L' 1975 K HEBORR #E (GB 8978-1996), £ &
R IO 2 B Z A Cd YRR L BRIBGR I AR 5 5 SE A BUR W Cd I R BRACR . 0.25 mol-L' Eh R 1E Ml
AHZE B AFE IR e 5 35, 4A5 T 5 hy 2 RO 1 1A 300 5 R 45K

KRR W SRR W TR E s HEEIR

F AR FH HE 45 J 75 e )+ S, R S e R 7 o i Y R R, B e AR
BOR19:4%, Horb§gis Qe sy i, Y TR E AR S e B RN I, DU 4 R B AR R 1Y
PR A2, X —HOR B EREMMEHAER M, EARRER IR ESE, RaBfiz s
b, —H HEREZ B, EREY THIEA. X TREAFRYRBE AR, HMYBEH
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EEWHE: HEARFFEE W LT H (31670513); T~ A& BRI H (2018B030324003); ® R # 5 TR AL LHE=E
UM AA FIBA S| K I (GML2019ZD0408); [ i B X135 H (201903010022)


mailto:leilong@scbg.ac.cn
mailto:leilong@scbg.ac.cn

57 et HERIGYR MBS RY 25 50 ORI A Y Bk EHOR 2357

ARWGEERR P ESE, HEA MM, HIERD D AR DL T k5 L, K
M, MYBEES- ERESESBWAY T, ]k xS Y5, oI AR RAFHET 1
%) S T A o

A [N AN EE RS e T E G R W A AW B AL BRI, EEA A RRED
PR RGO ARRGE® . HEALIED AR L CYRTHE R 2 R . AR SR BOR
FEENAR .. IS A REESE . 5 s el 558 5 gk — Mol & i)
HELOMET R, FERTHG . REFE @ AE I R RN R R 2 . R b, YRR A IRCEE AR E — S N
s, BB E A T 0 A ) T R BB R, AR AR SRR R AT A R EAT DR R, SR
Xof A Wy o SR A BB L VRCAH rb Y R R U B T e A A T UE B R T B . VA AR R
BARBARFERIN, 5 TR, B—WUEA SRR i8R, SR, H X I
HARK RGN Solanum nigrum L.) AR 5 KU Sedum plumbizincicola) f& Cd # & 4
WY, BABEESETS AR MM R, Yaie e — e BN T TN, R
E A T RESESE MY T, ey b S 8 @ 5 A P18 2 R TR Y
— AN ER ., BT eE A REERE, CHSETmKE, &R 5% T 5% 5 R8T % 4%
AW, PN, JCAL R R AR 2 G R EA AR W R AR IO G AV T o DR IBOSE U 2 R
Ja& U AT 5 T PR K AR BREE AR, S B 32 SR e e Ak TV S B BT SR B, R, A SCHR I
BRI, WR5E T R R 5 KA b 5 4 m 09 WOR A8 BCHE R RN AL B R, LI A
&5 HAR ) T AR PR AR L A S 4
1 MB5ER*®
11 ZTEMHNEHRLERE

Je ZE R ¥ B I 1L BT R AR ORGSR, AR R R AR )T AR A O R R S g
5 Rt . itk TR B AR B OCTTE U L (0~20 cm), TIEIEAFALVER AN . pH
529, AHURSE N 268gke™, &NEGEN1.57gke!, &P & N3.09gkg", CEC J7.48 cmolkg ',
Cd &k 250 mgkg™, AR CdH1.54 mgkg '

#h2 (HC1, GR) MR (H,80,, GR) T MAL2i7) 5 4R (HNO,, GR) W T Phks I IR
fEHAT (L) A AR F s F7BR (Citric Acid, GR). & AL#5 (CaCl,, GR) M Z g U 2 15 — 4
(EDTA, GR)¥Il T hiff & ok AL R AR AR . A AL (KOH, GR) Fl ki # (K,CO;,
GR) W A b2 s kAR AL B A FR A v 5 2REENI R A WAL (PAC, AR) AT BB 47 T A LB
A BR A A e FLAE R 0.4 nm 4> T (4AF0, 325 H), WA LA FiARAR . REH
MR AL GEAS . BJ-150, 25 000 rmin”") FIUAS 85 40 458 F 4L (Midea, WBL25B26, 15 000~18 000 r'min™")
3 W 3K R FE N HL e A PR A /) 5 e ny A A .

1.2 WHE

D) A YR AE . e ZE AR S R R ARk S AR T A, R A 20194E3 A 1 H &
20194E 6 H 8 H . & H PVC ¥ RHE S (29 emx23 emx19 em) FiAl, 4L 8 kg + . BZER A T H %
005 AT RPAE, BT SRR (KRB — B0 Bk ST AR, B4 fH 48 3 1k,
FEAHAE R 60 d JE WK o S0 0 R) AT IE R K I 5 B ROBR B A, AR R 2 b IR BOKOIRGL, AN
FIH A R IKHEAT 138K o3 f M2, (8 4 3855 /K B 4 e H B R5 7K 219 70%

2) fHY Y B OIS Y e 28 (Gr R 2R S ) AR R R GRS AT AR, Rk
B K FE B Ve T 5 BT 3R MK 43, 520 0 1 IS 85 90k R AL A48 #E ML HEAT 3~5 min AR AL 2
e I B e 25 50 i 2 FNIH SR %% B4 (PE) BT/ A7 T 4 C VKRR, AR 5RO S B9 513Kk
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MR %6 (PE) BRI BRI RAT T 4 °C UKAH & .

3) WAHAE NS B . JB2E2E . MRS SR F 1 HHEERFRRFINMEFRE
AW TR A KRRk 78.3% . 61.5% F196.0%, Table 1  Extractants and extractant concentrations of
SR Cd ekt /M40 5.51 . 19.3 #110.6 mg'kg fiquid extraction
(B¢ 5 4t ). $% AW B () 4R U] (L)=1:20 A e /(mol. L) G
fO L9 7 AR, 4 0B OB T 110 4.61 g T LIk - K
FE2E (Cd BT 254 png). 2.60 g Je FEf (Cd Hel Y T,
BTN 50.1 pg) F125.3 g fEF 5K (Cd i JFi i HCl 0.05 T,
4 268.1 pg) T 50 mL B, A 20 mL R Hel 0.10 T,
R IR, 4R 5 HLAE 3R (25~30 C) Hel 025 T,
T L4220 rmin” 2L 24 h, #RJF LA 4 700 rmin”! HNO; 025 T,

H,S0, 0.25 T,

5 0 10 min, 33 0.45 pm JE R, R WA
VKA 4 CARAERRI . AR 3T g 0.10 T
HETUBR T 22 B T OBV 20, F 75 °C Mt R 0.10 T
BT AR AR, LR RR A T i T A

EDTA 0.10 T,

PEGR 59 B WL 1.

4) FBUE W Cd EBRSEK . ffH K,CO,-5 KOH B8 Ak 7T JE Fl 4A5% 177 Wy B0 0% it 14 5 vk R A7
Cd £ Bk kR EN AL F R FH 1 mol' L™ K,CO,, I8 15 W pH = 1077, JFm A 0.3% R & &b
(PAC) 47 78 43 1 2L B WU UE ;&0 010 B7 4b #ERFH 1 mol' L™ KOH 8 45 % Wi pH = 1110, JfJm A
0.3% BA EALB U PAC)BEAT 4> Y L BEULTE . 4AS) 107 W B b BEU® 56 FH 1 mol-L™' NaOH/HCI #75
VW pH 2 6.5, SRIFIMA 2.5 gL 20 0, A (30£1) °C & FHR1% 90 min, b iR 40 3 28 5k 5843 J i
J&, LA 4700 rmin' 5 S0 10 ming A 0.22 pm 38 B3t 58 I F 4 °C VKERPRAE RN . AR Ab BRI
H3INHE,

5) MY R HE R PRI e SRS EAEZE | M R BB K. T, T, AEBURE, W@ T
CAdIEZ, CdMIEA R0 B AR BOE HEAT 0 A7 (a) 80% £ B, 4R U T fiF R £k /A0 i iR
. G R IR AR S JOHL.Cd, BN 80% Z B4R LA Cd; (b) £ T K, RECT KM Cd.
Cd-fi LR 4% & W A1 CA(H,PO,),, B h 25 B F /K $ LA Cd; (o) 1 mol- L™ G Akdl, $EECT R FM&E A
FLas G A Cd, B A B PR U Cd; (d) 2% WA R, $R I T RIS Bk iR L, 145 CdHPO, il
Cd,(PO,),, HPMESFRHEIAS Cd; (e) 0.6 mol'L ™' $hR, #EL T W4, R MEHRMITHCE Cd; () /i
T A3 HR I NS Cd R Bk 2 Cd.

1.3 i E

HE R 4 Bep A Cd I E S SR VR Y TR VR R TR SR R (viviv=6:3:2) IF 4T Bl Dk T R
(Multiwave Pro, AntonPaar, Austria)!'®, T-H 1% HPRE W E A ZE S0mL, S IERFIN . Al b
ARE Cd2k H 0.10 mol-L ™ CaCl, #EATHE IS M = M, HEW) 25 /K 10 I 5 R L350 47, A
Rl BRI A Cd LUK AR BRI v Cd 1 £ 1 I 56 R P MR R 2R A7 IR B I A U™, SRS T 19% R R %%
WEAZR S0mL, UERFI . HMLRS ot ile B E T FRfEY) BT (GBW(E)100357), &5 H Al
FEEMAT RS . WA, B Cd RSB K Cd £ BR 5 2 BUE R Cd &2 19 5 SR
WA R -1 SR (vev=311) HEAT HLAAHR TS R Y, B R 1% BRI T2 28 28 S0 mL iy Fpill . 1k
FE S ) Cd 5 18 A1) FH ORI T WIS 43 6 G BE T (AAS, contrAA800, Analytikjena, Germany) 5 H JEHH
BB TARBGE L (ICP-MS, 7700X, Agilent, USA) #EAT/MHHINE . &S5 CEATTHE I 2= (1)~
X 3) iR
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W, -W,

M= == X 100% )
K MR SRR, W NEYIRE R, ¢ W, VY TRE, g
C\V
E= oy X 100% ©)

Krfr: ERFMZERCE; C WAEBUEW T Cd MRk, mgL™; VAERIERMER, L; C,H
HEUEY R Cd RO, mekg s W, MAEBUEYIROFE R, ke.
_CVHGW,
C, W,

Kb RAAFERGE . Wrh CdmRIEE, %; C, WZEBUER T CABEWRE, mgL™; VRHHEBUE
WAL, Ly C WAERRME T Cd BT 5040, mekeg™'s W, AARMUGRE M iR, kg; C, WAEIUE
Y Cd IR 8L, mgkg™s WL RAEBUEY TR, ke

T A3 B0 1 Ge 143 A1 32 2R SPSS 26.0 B4 i#E 47 B B 2 5 22 43 -l Tukey K5 35 7% (0=0.05)
M2 & BT, BR8P BER HE R (n=3), EIBZ IR OriginPro2020 4k {4 4: &l .
2 #HR512
2.1 AERBFINEZES Cd HERHR

AN ) 2 B0 ot g 5% 25 A wf Cd B 2K IO SR LT 1. e 35 25 v Cd AR BORR SRl 9 4R BGR) A
0.10 mol'L ™" #h iZ (T,). 0.25 mol-L™' £h /2 (T,). 025 mol-L™" fil§fiZ (T,) F1 0.25 mol-L ™ BRAR (T,), X Wiy
Cd ZEBUR T3 4 85.1% ., 87.4% . 88.2% Fl 88.1%, 2% A ¥ (P>0.05). 0.10 mol-L™' EDTA Xf Cd #Y
FBUER N 78.7%, HA LR BUGA X o 35 25 b Cd A BCR ISR T 70%, FHrf 0.01 mol- L™ 5 2 # Bt
Cd MR fe 22 o e 25 0 v A2 U Cd A AR $2 BUFA) 2 0.25 mol' L™ i iR (T,), Cd %6 B 35 89.8%;
4 Pl BE A ER IR Y, 0.25 mol' L™ #hiR (Ty) * e 28 nt v Cd 1y 28 BUBUR 5 4F (82.6%); 0.25 mol-L ™ fiff iR
(Ts) 1 0.10 mol-L™" EDTA(T,) 4351 7J A% BUIE 3% - 84.09% F1 81.7% A Cd, {H LA L JLAMREGR Y Cd %
U 1 22 5 OR B35 (P>0:05)5 He Ay JURP 42 BRI X IR 2% i b Cd i 26 BURCR 5 25 b 1 35 M B o

x 100% 3

100 100 .
a a a a T
o T 1 2o ,
80 72_ % 5 80 - ) % %7
5 oo ¢ 5 ool % .
g;ﬁ _:\;% < c
%J’ 40} ? 3 w0f ?
d ’ d d ’
20l /d ’ 201 /
/ 2 0 ’
’ CK T, T, T, T, T, T, T, T, T, ‘ ’ CKT T, T, T, T, T, T, T, T,
Ll PRI
(a) JpFk (b) JeZent

E Pl R ) B R RN A B () BLAT (3 2 5(P<0.05) .
B 1 ARG S CdHEREN N

Fig. 1 Effects of different extractants on Cd extraction efficiency from the stems and leaves of
post-harvest Solanum nigrum L.

2 N R B GR % g 2 ZE AN Cd A2 HUR B3k . RICH Cd & il . e 25 25 A UK
B Cd R E Dy 0.22~1.12 mg-L™, Je 35 MY A BUR W Cd e O 0.55~2.25 mg'L™'; AH L
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Table 2 Cadmium concentrations in the extracted liquids and residuals of stems and leaves of Solanum nigrum L.
and the recovery rate after extraction with different extractants

i) B HIUFEWC FefrCdiim  FBUEIRC FitECd [ELL
fidivd FREARIE(mg L) S BUmgkg ") S /ng BRng %
CK 0.22+0.02d 4.23+0.47a 4.43+0.37d 19.542.15a 94.2a

0.01 mol-L™' HCI 0.29:£0.03d 3.56+1.21ab 5.70£0.46d 16.4+5.55ab 86.9a

0.05 mol-L ™ HCI 0.88:£0.02b 2.03£0.08abcd  17.5+0.39b 9.374+0.37abed . 106a

0.10 mol-L ™" HCI 1.08+0.05a 1.110.04cd 21.6+9.53a 5.13+0.18cd 105a

. 0.25 mol-L™ HCI 1.11£0.02a 0.78+0.15¢d 22.2+0.46a 3.57+0.67cd 102a
- 0.25 mol'L™' HNO;, 1.12+0.01a 0.79+0.32cd 22.4+0.17a 3.67+1.45¢cd 103a
0.25 mol-L™" H,S0, 1.12+0.02a 0.78+0.31cd 22.440.39a 3.63+1.43cd 102a

0.10 mol-L 7% 0.65+0.01c¢ 2.85+0.01abc 13.1£0.23¢ 13.1£0.06abc 103a

0.10 mol'L™" CaCl, 0.65+0.09¢ 1.74+0.34bcd 12.9+1.72¢ 8.03£1.55bcd  82.5a

0.10 mol-'L™' EDTA 1.00+0.02ab 0.510.02d 20.0£0.49ab 2.33+0.67d 87.9a

CK 0.55+0.03d 14.0+3.96ab 11.0+0.64d 36.4+10.3ab 94.6a

0.01 mol-L ™" HCI 0.67+0.03d 18.5+0.29a 13.5+0.58d 47.9+0.75a 122a

0.05 mol'L™' HCI 1.20+0.02¢ 13.50.17abc 24.1+0.44c¢ 35.0+0.43abc 118a

0.10 mol-L ™' HCI 1.66+0.05b 8.78+0.43bcde  33.2+1.00b 22.8+1.11bcde  112a

0.25 mol-L ™' HCI 2.07+0.10a 3.80+0.18de 41.4+2.07a 9.87+0.48de 102a

. 0.25 mol'L™" HNO; 2.10+0.08a 5.57+1.08cde 42.1+1.53a 14.4+2 81cde 113a
0.25 mol'L™" H,SO, 2.25+0.12a 1.69+0.83¢ 45.0+2.49a 4.40+2.17¢ 98.5a

0.10 mol-L #7152 1.30£0.05c¢ 11.4+0.20abcd  26.0+£0.95¢ 29.6+0.52abed 111a

0.10 mol-L™" CaCl, 1.17+0.02¢ 9.49+2 73bcde  23.3+0.35¢ 24.6+7.09bcde  95.7a

0.10 mol'L ™' EDTA 2.05+0.06a 3.53£0.72de 40.9+1.20a 9.13+1.89de 100a

TE: R Frbr s AR 7 BER AN R b B2 ] 2 A 2522 5(P<0.05).

M, B ZEZE N (Y ACHUER i v Cd Y BT i 40 805 I 0.51~4.23 mgkg ™' Fil 1.69~18.5 mgkg ', HFEZR
- () 25 BUK W Cd BUE TR R 20 1)  4.43~22.4 pg F1 11.0~45.0 pg, 10 5% oB Cd Y 55 & 2 51 ok
2.33~19.5 ug F14.40~36.4 ng. 2E2EH Cd PICRTE 82.5%~106%, JHZEMH Cd [MICHRTE 94.6%~122%,
i B YRR 2R R AR X e 252 W v Cd 1 A URUR 8047
& 2 45 ARV B anf I SE T IR IOF I E R CA B2 . M 2 1T, B4R IS cd ik, &
EDTA #b FR{ o 2545 0 X 4 8 1) L B R BUES Cd(E] 2(a)). 258 F /K $RBUES Cd LU RE B i (] 2(b)),
2 HC1 il EDTA Ab P #) Jp 28 5 45 AR B9 7K A S Cd. A AL A2 EAS Cd i E’éﬁﬂtﬁim(l’ﬁ 2(c)), Jt
FOR TR FE DL R 25 B F K AU W%, BA S 00 it 40 B0 SAL 3R LS Cd, ZEP ok 3.05~3.32
mgkg !, WH N 7.41~7.63 mgkg!, {HZ HCl 5 EDTA ZEBUT ()5, %LMMEEX?& Cd Ji i o i
i, 2294 0.19~0.69 mgkg ™', My 1.21~2.18 mgkg ™' il 2 32 LA CA(& 2(d)) M £k 1R 48 I 4
Cd(Kl 2(e)) R4 KIEA Cd qﬂ%%ﬂfﬁﬂ%ﬁm%u, B R e, 4 ﬁ\ﬁ%%‘%m%ﬂw‘%?ﬁ
HClSEDTA%HxFE%%‘ 2R Cd EI’J OB, e RRES cd(d 2(h), XHE
A Cd L3 AR 2 UG B S 5 KR FEAIC, ﬁiﬁﬁ&ﬁommgkg o
Hﬂil&@?ﬁi/n%T%ﬂ, J%ﬁ@a?ﬁﬁﬁmmjﬂa‘, B Sh R R I, Cd W AEBCRIE R, Fhik
Cd W T 3 BB AIK, 0.25 mol- L™ ER R X Cd M A IR e/, X 5 YUAN 4552 F 5% & B0 3 S D A
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%:D 0.6 [CINT ZZ2CK ImRT, T, 2; 30 [CINT ZZCK IRT, T,
<05 a 425
204 220 2
£ 03 ab &g 15
& 02 a ab R 10 b
g I—Ia § b i .
i 0.1 ob g 05 2cdb [
8 0 8 0 M=
% i % -
(a) 80% £ FEHEIACd (b) ZBEFIKIREEC
o CNT ZZCK IlT, T, T, 8¢ [CONT ZZCk mmT, T,
“ 10 a =
; 6
én 8 a éb a
= 6 & 4
X 4 @ & b
FE N S LR,
= b
b c CC
8 0 , 8 0 M
% i % i
(¢) 1 mol - L4 LA LA Cd (d) 2%REmAR A Cd
o 6 [ONT ZACK EET, NST, T 0200 CONT ZZCK mET, ST,
i)
<5 :
\%0 4 aab g 0.15
= 3 & 0.10 ab
R R
= be = 7 0.05
1 b : = iy 2b
2 0 e ¢ &) 0 [Phce
% - % it
(e) 0.6 mol - L' L R4 I Cd (f) FRiEACd

T NT RS R OR [RlA 3R AR R AL PR 22 8] AT B 3% 22 57:(P<0.05).
B2 FEIEEGFIMEEZ, Mo RRES Cd WM

Fig. 2 Effects of different extractants on the Cd chemical forms in the stems and leaves of Solanum nigrum L.

H Cd Fifi 25 5 R v 5 358 in i s B R A — 3. FERRI AR AERCT , W — & BE (0.25 mol-L ™) A M
M . BRER FER R X Cd A AE B AL . X T REJE 5 3 PR EGR A pH AL A 56, =& 0 pH 2 310
022, 0.19 f10.23, 7E{k pH . M X HE & 8 i 48 2508 2RO F R Fis 8™, AR R T,
0.10 mol-L™' EDTA X AHY & H Cd M BUSCR RS 55 T 0.25 mol' L' FYERIR . AHFRFANELIR, (HZER R E
# (P>0.05), %5 GITIPOUR %P4 5% % B 0.30 mol'L™' 572 5 0.10 mol-L™' EDTA #k & + 32 rp 5 4>
J& Cd 1 RBRACR A Y a5 R —3 .

WEI 220 HILL 2520 B8, S8 25 fnmt i Cd #4307 40 38 43 A5 25 B LA nT 38 4 4 5 400 it R &4 45 4H
s B Cdgh A RN EE TS A SR AR YT Cd B T B AE R LA 2 — 40 RE R N T 4 JE Uk AR 4N
MLrP s — P, EEMAER . LAER. BRIk, EOARFHN, KVELSRETHEAE
T RERSE AR, AN, EIEZEMM T cd A B R A RIS (K 2), Hrp
A Cd EELE SR AE AT, 025 mol- L™ £hfZ . 0.25 mol-L ™' AR A1 0.25 mol-L™" 4 ik HE A 5% 4
HUlp S8 250 b Cd 9 SR R RE S, R Ak L5 5024 0 I 00 e 85 4 1) e R O R 1t 2 S R A R
iy cdt, H'S e B . WU P [ oE 45 R, R BT RR AL HE Cd & 5 i 32 4 9
AT DL K 40 BE 45 40 I1Ks 2 M SR 45 A 1 CA R R o VB0 IX BR AL AR FH 8 5 A W % T 42 T it 52
SR m BN 22—, AR £, M AT A oy T WO AN, BRI TR
AL, DT RE S 18 B AR A0 R G TR PR 443 Cde 0.25 mol- L' % K [ iR 25 B R SR A, (IR
pH 2%/ ] R 3 58 T R4 28 0 R AN 2R 1T Cd AR R A R — SE B LA TR AL B W A A o 0.10 mol L
EDTA fig A 204 O 28 25 Ftit i Cd /Y JE R AT B, AED6E T 4 i R b 2 1 i SR SR ki 2 575, EDTA
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HAWRME SRS, WK R MY M EE A Cd 24 Tk, Mtk RIS & T cd %
Exﬁﬂm Bt Cd 1 & Rt REAIK, LR AE 1 R 102 XoF i 25 4 ) 4 R 245 g 1) e DR R B L % 4 i B 22
W5 B 11 T Y B TR R 4 B A L v B G 0 I G R, R IR R O 25 A W T v A M RE S A Cd i R
W A EFECY FB AR A A [ BE G 3 R T AL B K R RS FEISE, HR v R A B T 28 4 2R e B
A B R O 002 1 Il At P A SR o A ) T A0 T ) 35 38 S A T R B o R TR vk R A G i i e AR, 3
VU NPTV PR 2 4 Cd W A s 2 N R s AN, BE VR B R B R, R TR VTR Y pHL A K T A
H' 1A 850 FH v B 28 i ks :Jbﬁﬁmaﬁr%ﬁ/\ﬁﬁiz§%$uﬂ+¢ Cd 1 ZEBCR I $ T DL K 5% s
) Cd &1 T R

AWM, ARRBRBGIXT e 2225t Cd AR BCR WG A ANF . B, XnlaES 225
MrhCd S REMERA X, BEEECd E’Jﬁ S8R 5.51 mgkg b, T 25 ER Cd B R 3 B
193 mg'kg™, 2L Cd &M 3~4 1%, X T [F— LGN F A AL Cd /9 A€ BURUCR (1) 25
o HK, [l — R IBGR e 25 AR W B Cd A (] A R AL AT BB e 25 25 R Cd #9311 48 i 43
MA M ZES . Cd 45 A M T 22 5 DA I Cd AL AT A8 22 S S 302000 seah, i FAEY IR
P ) A ST 21 4k R A DA B A M BE S R A AR 25 5, LD ZE A — R AT i 2, R AR AR v B,
X3 BT R IOR G 25 e e 4 i RE 2 R R AR LA e 2 W8 S AR RS S Cd BRI 2= 5], DT
S EUR] — R BGRX Je FEZE it Cd A9 AR BUSCR A R

RFMEETEDS Cd WIE R PE M B TEAS R, HE P N QB S 31 5% e 25 72 W P AR D7) e AR 5%
H, e BEZE Mg Cd 3B DL AL AR BOE Cd o (B 2). e EEZE M FE £8 5 0.25 mol- L R R
f10.10 mol-L ™' EDTA #HUS, Bk T L B4R LU M 25 38 7R R BUS S 05 1 Cd 4b, SALS IR BUS 45
P Cd ¥ B 3500 (K 2(c)), X2 HCI F1 EDTA A fif B & 8K U 28 vh Cd W ERSE. MR, 5
TR e ZE R Y 3 B0 AN PR IGS Cd o] A HUE ] . 48 0.25 mol- L™ bR AXHUS , AE ¥ T b 3R
A Cd FE R LA ICE R M Cd; 1MEZE4: 0.10 mol- L™ EDTA #HUs, AW T
FE R EACIR IS Cd LIS, B L m i vEm AR EUGES Cd %ﬂ%%‘%k%%ﬁl?& Cd. XF[HER
K} EDTA # BUs S 306 B R D ARRES Cd RS, e R R, 20t 0.10 mol-L™
EDTA # U5 (4 I8 26 45 W) AL T 025 mol- L' $h % b 31 19 4= 4 ot BA I T 7E X »,ch
22 AERBFINHET ZRX+ Cd HERMR

10 A [7] 45 ORI AT A1 7 5ok AR i Cd I A ORI AE 50% LT (K1 3). o, 0.25 mol'L™ 4
iR (T,). 0.25 mol-L™" fiffiR (T5). 0.25 mol-L™' Hi iR (T,) A1 0.10 mol-L™' EDTA(T,) f Cd A& B SR fe £
Cd B % UK Ry 45.19%~46.6%; o Ax JLFP $2 BURI X Cd B9 %5 BUR 2 5 2% (P<0.05) I T LA I 4 Fh 4R
B

2 3 IARRISR BRI A SR Cd ZEBUG FRHE . EWh Cd R IE 0. R0 &= R ZEBUE
T Cd i W JE O 3.54~6.25 mg L™, JIrfg A

60
gk it i Cd i B0k 3.22~8.79 mgkg ' A ; 20 ; ,
N FEUR R Cd 1 B RN 70.8~125 g, ;;ﬁ wl P s % I I I % % I
HEHLAR D Cd 1 BT Rl 81.3~222 pg. AR g %%
PEBUR ZE BURE - 5 R, Cd [BIICRAE 76.4%~ 0= T, T, T, T, T, T, T, T, T,
109%, [F] FF 156 B VR A 26 BOEE XA 5 R v Cd S
4 A6 USRS U 1 : B PR R AR R F 2 ] HLA B35 25 57:(P<0.05).,

WL 2 BT B, A B BGR %A [R A B3 FRHEEFIXAT ZFXRF Cd WEREFZ M
e e s . Fig. 3 Effects of different extractants on Cd extraction
YIARTE Cd M2 IR E R E R KR, fEAR

efficiency from the shoots of post-harvest

WS, AR BOR) 22 BUPE A 5t K Cd 1Y 2K Sedum plumbizincicola
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*®3 HURREARRIGIENGEERERMZXETNRES EREER
Table 3 Cadmium concentrations in the extracted liquids and residuals of Sedum plumbizincicola
shoots and the recovery rate after extraction with different extractants

HBUE R Cd HRtCdFE AR C FR#ECd

il FREE (gL SBUmgkg”) T T T
CK 3.54+0.07¢ 8.79+0.07a 70.8+1.40¢ 222+1.88a 109a
0.01 mol-L™" HCI 3.71+0.06e 8.32+0.20a 74.2+1.10e 210+5.04a 106ab
0.05 mol-L™' HCI 4.37+0.07d 6.91+0.11b 87.5+1.37d 175£2.73b  97.7bc
0.10 mol-L™' HCI 5.53+0.11bc 4.66:0.47cd 11122.20bc 118+11.9cd = 85.2¢f
0.25 mol-L™' HCI 6.09+0.14a 3.65+0.11de 122+2.72a 92.1£2.72de | 79.8ef
0.25 mol-L™' HNO, 6.18+0.16a 3.91+0.37de 124+3.12a 98.8+9.27de  83.0ef
0.25 mol'L™' H,SO, 6.25+0.18a 3.22+0.28¢ 125+3.59 81.3+7.13¢ 76.9f
0.10 mol- L™ F7##1R 4.36+0.06d 6.67+0.11b 87.1+1.15d 169+2.83b  95.4cd
0.10 mol-L™" CaCl, 5.13+0.07¢ 5.18+0.21¢ 103+1.49¢ 131£530c  87.0de
0.10 mol-'L™ EDTA 6.04=0.06ab 3.32+0.08¢ 1211.13ab 83.8+1.96¢ 76.4f

T R R Frbns iR R 7 B AR R A L [ 2 A 2522 5(P<0.05).

BUR (<50%) i i K T e %% i Cd A BUR , X AT GEERFE ™ 5t R A B 5 & KR AR A 56 . FEARBF
FE, PRI RCRI SRR IA 96.0%, H EF B A3, Koadsm . EE&RREKR, IR
AT B A S b BE FH 08 5 A0 v 32 12 RO 1 A 2800 B RGP AI, AT A A5 AN [R]85 K v
Cd B 2 BUVE R IR 58 . 1P 9T 245 3 5 SONG &Y I 78 45 SR R — 3. SONG P &8, KM
0.6 mol-L™" $h MR ¥R % IR - AFH" 5= K (S:L=1:25, <3 30 °C), LA 3 500 rrmin™" #.0> 45 min, Cd #£HL
IR 95% LA Lo FHILAT UL, VRAH A BRRICR i B T A R 3R (TR b . A SO BE R[] L AR R A
ErREPE), X an ] £ v AR AL HOE XA 5 R Cd A IRICR (B i — D4R 5T .
23 AEREBTEZEZFRERD CdHERYGR

AU P A R R AR S e R R Y AL B — IR, BEHUT 0.25 mol- L HCIL A
0.10 mol'L™" EDTA # MUK 25 J5 P A UE W (5 JF e S5 2L R i 22 U MR ) vt 5, DA B F /K3
BUR W AE R X B, SCaS R g . SR ARER R 4A0 T 3 R A IOR MR TE BR kX EE AR EA IR
B =k S VA RO AR TR ) o B 4 BT, ASTRL AL BE 5 iR S TR AR ORI R Cd B R BRI A T 2
S TEEE T OKAEBUR WP (CK, K#kE Cd), K,CO,. KOH il 4A%> T i i Cd £ BR & B 2 M Ky
4AS) T (88:4%)>KOH(88.2%)>K,CO4(82.0%), AbH[A] ANIEAE B % 22 5 (P>0.05), 3 Fitb 3 5 I W
Cd ) & &AL F 0.10 mgL™'; ¥ W pH ¥ il B2 P (pH=5.81) 2% 2y v 14 = f Bl 1%, 40 %1 4 8.53
(K,CO,). 7.60(KOH) Fl 8.71(4A%> T 7). 0.25 mol-L™" £k 2 % B (0.25 mol-L™' HCI) H' Cd 7 K,CO; .
KOH H1 4A55 7 i b BT 19 25 B 1 00 R B0 Ry 445 F 1 (91.9%)>K,CO4(86.1%)>KOH(81.1%), 4k P [A]
HA 22 5 (P<0.05); AbIJS K pH 3 SRR T (pH=0.64) 722 Ry 5581 , 4351~ 9.23(K,CO5).
8.01(KOH) 1 8.24(4A%> T ) % T 0.10 mol-L ™" EDTA £ It JE ¥ (0.10 mol-'L™' EDTA), K,CO,. KOH
FN AT B0t Horh Cd WL BREF A K 20t 3 Ry kb BUS , 9 pH Hi SR ERTE (pH=3.88) 25 A
PR GE, 2291 9.93(K,CO,). 10.44(KOH) Fl 7.14(4A% T ). i — 25 K6 I b 8L 14 1% o % B,
2 AAS FIRAL RIS, 0.25 mol-L " 5 iR A& HUE W H Cd 1Y & 1 35 75 K HE U FR E (GB 8978-1996, Cd<
0.10 mg'L™"), pH ik ¥5 /K HEi A5 #E (GB 8978-1996, 6<pH<9).

AW 5 v 18 B 3 A () Ak 35500 6 A [R] A B W Cd ) R BRBUR & 22 7 o R T AR B
Cd A HUE W (CK) M BE Cd AR HUR K (0.25 mol-L™ HCY), 4AZ 10 (9 Cd 2 BRACR W35 10 T HAx
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2 Fhab BEGR) L U HT 4AS) 1 O 0 ) B R 2 BR x4 FEEBRFBERRT CdHERR
Cd 1 3% 1L K,CO, Al KOH 1 4k 2 Uit 3¢ 25 Table 4 Elimination of Cd from the extracted liquids of

Solanum nigrum L. with different treatments

Cd MR LT . SR A2 b AR Cd %6 :
BRI, #ION K,CO M T KOH, Wikt T  wwow wmw S s g

(mgL™
B! b = 3P f Y
0.10 mol-L™" EDTA A= B 1 9 Cd. - 3 M Hi 5 NT 0.262+0.040a — 5.81
> H N M /\7‘: o
HIIEIT 5 5 BRACR . . K,CO;  0.047+0.008b ~ 82.0 8.53
I > VANV Voo N = I CK

‘ EE&EJ}E*#%* ’ ﬂg%@ﬁ%mﬂiﬁ KOH 003100076 88.2 7.60
WIWHR R Z 077, TR Ak P
" j = 4A )T O 0.030£0.001b 88.4 8.71
5, ATl BARR)Z T, e an A
T K NaOH 475 T 4 8 75 K 1L v NT 1.261+0.005a — 0.64

7. Na AT LS %\5 LVE L ® 025molLt  KCOs 0.175+0.003c | 86.1 9.23
3 I 2 LN 4] 5% fR. N = ’
ﬁ%iﬂﬂ%ﬁifz@amﬂﬁ/ﬁﬁﬂﬁu[]?iﬁ}% Ek=Ria Hel T et 201

A £ 9% 3y [36
ZE ifﬂ Ja j‘ﬁ/‘;@ﬁ? i? E;, FE EQEZERS;N 4A 237 0.102£0.002d  91.9 8.24
) * ;': e B m‘f i h:ik ’ NT = 1250£0.020a  — 3.88
78 pH Jy 8.4 I ILTE Y Cd A TR F =R AL 1 010 mobL . KoCO, 1 1.073£0.004b 142 9.93
N 4H EL YN ~ 3 - N

£ pH g 104 T Prfie Bk, FLAG Ak S 9 2 EDTA KOH  1.113:0.008b  10.9 10.44
VE T 2 g S2 TE] B 5 K YT Yoz ik 3R i
E T R U 0 2 4, I R I B % N oo - s

L @dfrééyﬁﬁﬁwwﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁgﬂ° e NTIRFRFIRFEIURE; 2 )5 e B 43 10 R 7 -6
X5 AT R BRI B (pH o4 10) 2288 CABY T g RImpbsm 2 ] oy .5 2 5(P<0.05).
R B S A AL (pH R 11) T A Y 45 R A —
o, X AT RESE A BR IR AR DTIE H A B AL R U R, SRR U R R A WO AL Zn SEWI
KAL) 48 BT 00 A7 78 10 52 R B T g ROR P, fEfb2E Ui L R, SR DL EE A
EDTA 5 # NTA #84 %t 8 4 J8 (1 5 BRIE A F Y, X Al BBt & 7F 0.10 mol-L ™' EDTA % HUE i  F
FH K,CO, 5 KOH 2B Cd 7 FIAR /s ) Ji 5T £

LG ETITE . REETR Bk T KE L2250, A A/, Rk, SR
W BB R 0 T M e L AR TR i < A O A R T K T A R ORI L P AR B2 U E K
PEBI. AR5 T BA S5 W B s bR B /K o Cd I BE T, A RFFTO SR, 4A5 F0f nT W91 4R Cd
VR R 20 mg L K H 98.2% 11 Cd;  4ASr I BRI K Cd™ i S BEAL IR R B8 5 8 g B
TEARBESE o, 4AS T AEAR . 5 W A BUK W (CK Fl 0.25 mol-L™' HCI) Fh ¥ 6 3 H & 4 i Cd £ 1%
PEBE, T 0.10 mol-L™' EDTA A HUK & o Y Cd 3= FJ2&: LA EDTA-CA WIE A7 7€, EDTA B (i ki # &
TR R 1 Cd™ 5 4A5r 1 b0 B 1 AT S e B, S 3050 0 A W BE T 2R k. 4A43 T
B T R Z AT W HE AN, AR FE R4y R ML 2E UUE/E M, ARF e 4 L, 4A%0 T
b BRG ERCR AR U S T X — o, X R RS 4AS: TR A LAk 2R DT TE R A B Ok
BRI 22— 4A T/ A B AR5, 38T LI id NaCl, Na,EDTA Z5 k243 i 75 ik iAo+,
TEAE 2P AE, R e G T Al 2 DT e R A K T R B R A B A 2% ) A
3 &g

1) 10 Fp 42 BRI G R b Cd A BUHCR 22 ek, Hob, DL 0.25 mol- L ¥R JE A Eh iR . M
iz . W2 A1 0.10 mol- L™ EDTA MR i df HAHT , b %8 253 Cd 26 UK i = ik 88.2%, T 25 3
Cd # PR 5 5 8 89.8% . (HR BRI X E 0 5 Kb Cd M A BUSUR AN, Cd ZEBUCRITE 50% LU T,
B Cd A HORAL 46.6% 0 L5 A AR BGR I AR S et . 2EBUE W Cd /YA ) 8 LA K A6 U A=)
Firf Cd ATE MR B, 0.25 mol- L™ #h R 1 Jy Wi AH A5 BUIR 25 A 1 i i Cd 4 BRI e ol 53
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2) W TR IR ET . EUSEALBIR 4A Sy 0 W B 25 BR 2R OB W h Cd Y T, 4ASr T R R
%, 0.25 mol-L ™ HCI £ BUE B Cd 1 £ 51K 91.9%, Kb FH 5 %5 W b Cd R 9 5 3k ¥5 7K HE o b o
(GB 8978-1996, Cd<0.10 mg-L™"), ¥ pH ik HE i ¥ ffE (GB 8978-1996, 6<pH<9), 3 Ff #1 K} Xf
EDTA #BUEK B+ Cd ¥ A THERAE S, Wi, EDTA 584 Rk & 1E & E ALY A P s i 48 1
PRI
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Abstract  Phytoremediation is an environment friendly technique for heavy metal contaminated farmland.
However, the technique will produce large amounts of biomass as hyperaccumulator residues. For a rapid safe
disposal of Cd-rich hyperaccumulators, different extractants were tested for Cd liquid extraction from the
aboveground biomass of Solanum nigrum L. and Sedum plumbizincicola. Physical (4A molecular sieve) and
chemical (KOH and K,CO;) methods were used to remove Cd in the extracted liquids to meet the requirements
of sewage discharge standard. Effects of different extractants and extractant concentrations on Cd extraction in
the plant biomass were investigated, and performance of different heavy metal wastewater treatment methods on
Cd elimination in extracted liquids were compared. The results showed that 0.25 mol-L™" hydrochloric acid
(HCI), 0.25 mol-L7" nitric- acid (HNO,), 0.25 mol-L™" sulfuric acid (H,SO,), and 0.10 mol-L™" disodium
ethylenediaminetetraacetate (EDTA) showed the optimum extraction efficiency of Cd from the stems and leaves
of Solanum nigrum L., and the corresponding highest Cd extraction rates were 88.2% and 89.8% from the stems
and leaves of Solanum nigrum L., respectively. There were no significant differences between these different
extractants  (P>0.05). The Cd extraction efficiencies by different extractants from the shoots of Sedum
plumbizincicola were less than 50%, with the order of 0.25 mol-'L™" HCI=0.25 mol-L™" HNO,~0.25 mol-L™
H,S0,>0.10. mol-'L™" EDTA. The 4A molecular sieve was the most effective material for the subsequent
elimination of Cd in extracted liquids, and the final Cd concentration in liquids was lower than 0.10 mg-L™" and
met the effluent discharge standard (GB 8978-1996, 0.10 mg-L™") in China. Given the extraction efficiency of
Cd, the cost of the extractant, and the subsequent elimination of Cd from the extracted liquid, 0.25 mol-L™' HCI
and 4A molecular sieve were the best alternatives of the extractant of the liquid extraction and the agent of Cd
removal from the extracted liquid for post-harvest treatment of hyperaccumulator.
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