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WE. PRI T AIBRATERR 54 2N BRI G R B 5 (Cd) ¥5 e IR RN , FF R G F AR A i g, 1050 Py
BRI EEEAIR 1. 25, 2.5 F1S mmol -kg ™' i /K5 XIFHZE 0, 1 M2 K. 457 %M. O EFBERRAEH Y 1. 25 mmol-kg ™' H.
K1 A, B AR IR R GG 39. 1%, SR AT F A 2 BRI FE Y s s K, @ #rgEmeit F A
ARG LRI Cd 2 i ASONL, R E it T Je 5 — FEMOR IR 28 Cd S Bk, HAE my (7452 ) 5 mmol - kg ™' i H]
NAREZE o Cd) HER ) 18. 53 mg-kg ™' AH LS —FERE K2 6 £i%; O AR FH DA IS it g i B AN 52 R AR PR 3 pH AT
HLTT, %+ 88 Cd &A1 Cd 1 TCLP 7 &2t 58 4 390 B MR B RIS 14. 29% F1 10, 17% 5 @ 76 my, (B2 ) il FH =4 1.25
mmol - kg ™" ELAE] 1 YR, 2 RERT IR Cd AYCR e, AL Cd R TA S 6. 95 mg-#k ', o At 1 4% Cd &
9.38% . RFFNHEHABE Cd 155 LT, 7T % s 1. 25 mmol - kg ™ FFE RGN E) 1 AISES , IR EB EH0K.
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Effect of Citric Acid and Mowing on Enhancing the-~Remediation of Qa”ﬁl_llji‘um
Contaminated Soil by Napier Grass (Penmsetum purpureum Schum) ,,,-*'f

TANG Qi', WU Gang-fan'., GU Jiao-feng'* , ZHOU Han“g' 2 ZENG Peng' | LIAO Bo-pin'? | -

(L. Collegg of Envi vironment 9( sience and Engineering, Central Soul Unlve;slly gﬁ-F(ﬂeslr} and Teohnology Ghanc'%ha 41000‘4 C}‘hna 2. Hunan Englneenng Laboratmy for
Control of Rice Quality dnd Sdfety Changsha 410004, China )+ , J,,.-"" A ’ ..‘ ] o ) e ’

Abstract: A pot expanment was conducted to investigate the effecls of citrie a01dappllcal10n and mowing frequen y on the rem@dlatlon of cadmium ( Cd) conlamlnated soil by
napier grass ( Pennisetum purﬁureum Schum). Three lévels of quc acid e divided into three applications of1125,12. 5, and'S ol - -kg™". The mowing frequency of the
plants-was divided linto no momng, one mowing, and two n]ewmg realmenls, The results showed that; (D) 1. 25 mimo), kg l citric acid increased the hiomass of the upper part
of the ﬁlant by 39.11% with one mowing, and multiple mowing tredtments and hlgh citri¢ acid application‘were not beneficial to the! biomass increase. () Both citric acid
application ahd mowingshad the efféct of increasing the Cd content in;stems a.nd'leaves’ and Cd content in stems harvested in the last mown crop was larger and increased by
approximaely/ix tiiés under the 5 mmol+kg ™" citric acid dpphcdtlon @Citric “acid application and mowing reduced the rhizosphere soil pH and organic matter and also
reduced the/total soil Cd content and TCLP-Cd content by a maximum of 14.29% and 10. 17%, respectively. @ Under the 1. 25 mmol-kg ™" citric acid application and one
mowing tréhtment (L1) , the best Cd extraction by Napier grass was achieved with 6. 95 mg+plant ™" of above-ground parts, accounting for 9. 38% of the total Cd content in
the potted test soil. Therefore, the L1 treatment can be considered to improve the remediation efficiency when using napier grass to remediate Cd-contaminated soil in the
future.

Key words: napier grass ( Pennisetum purpureum Schum) ; cadmium(Cd) ; citric acid; mowing; phytoremediation
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mg-kg ™ LR Y, RAEH AT A Y 1 o (Cd)
<0.5 mg-kg ' HHAA {2 0E G R K AR A
E PGS HI R R H_ 55y, RIS BR A G2 B2 ] i
W 2R SRR ARG R IS e — 2
Pl G d A ) e A T B i, Yang 4515 A 2 AR
KR, AN 1Y RN EAR H A PrEE S m
T26. 1% JAEH "8 A e 2 v B 75t
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3 A A A 5 4 51?5%%1’55"(0 20
em) , g LT M AR - AR TR B A . A ﬁt?‘k
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PR AR, R R AP I Cd [

1.1

AR E R RN 1 Cd MBS T WO 5E Gui Min Yin) ﬁm?“i%ﬁuﬁ‘:ﬂ‘ FrRIR E"]:P{f%iji
T”FHT Cd 15 j‘“i%%ﬂ’ﬂlki{ﬁfi ﬁéﬁé\xlﬁﬂi’ﬁﬁ@_ S RAE]L W W
| /), /se agrmzaer 4 @ g
I Tdble ]_.- “Physi¢al dnd chemical properties of th,e test soil | { — 2 d
e -y CEC = | s @(AihUsw)~ w(ECd) /S w(HCECd) w(TCEP-Cd)
E: 3 PR /mg-kg ! i /g-ljg‘l /mg-kg ! ] /mg-kg ! /mg-kg ! -~
il |6 g a0 |00 s 4.94 1.78 0.49
il'. 7 ‘ A L g
ﬁt@“ufr SR EOGRIERCE 1, 2 13 3 R E X R

Mﬁ?ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂﬂlﬂﬁyﬁamﬁ il it 5 [ AR XL
T, ABRZe AR A 3 A L H4 43.0 cem, K&
32.5 em, 5 32.0 cm RUE SR A, RS T+ 15
kg, AR5 BT 243K, 41005 R i b i 55 35
P P B . R 3 B EE 3R 1. 25
2.5 F1'5 mmol-kg ™', FRiCN L, M H1 Hy Xl H| 5% &
ARE X1 YA 2 0 BRie o 0 1 A2 U, X

ZHCK(F2), itk 12 Db, A& E 3
W, 36 4, BEHLIX 4 HES Tl [ . SR s R AR i
7d, R (ABEME AR, BRI =45%) % 1.5
g kg B AL T 2020 455 H 8 H, BEHUK #
VLA R A AR (1 451 70 1 BR) . oA K
60 d FFUR it AT IR , it FH 77 v 2 45 Ak BT 1
S AT G R IC ) 2 LS W BEE T Fho £ b it

R2 ITEEBREXELEREE

Table 2 Treatments of citric acid and mowing application

R G () RIS R e RIS R
/mmol -kg /mmol -kg [i] B/ d [l f/d
CKO 0 0 — 0 225
CK1 0 0 — 1 150, 225
CK2 0 0 — 2 75 150 F1225
Lo 1.25 3.75 60, 135 F1210 0 225
L1 1.25 3.75 60, 135 1210 1 150, 225
12 1.25 3.75 60, 135 1210 2 75, 150 F1 225
MO 2.5 7.5 60, 135 F1210 0 225
Ml 2.5 7.5 60, 135 #1210 1 150, 225
M2 2.5 7.5 60, 135 #1210 2 75 . 150 #1225
HO 5 15 60, 135 1210 0 225
H1 5 15 60, 135 F1210 1 150, 225
H2 5 15 60, 135 #1210 2 75, 150 #1225
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K 75 d TFERXNE NI RE K AR 75 d, HARK
KNG AT A58 1 0. 1 g-kg ' RE (A HEY
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HERFAE 50% LA FFIE IR+ A HEFTAR 24 I it
1.3 KRR S Bk 3

G K RIS A B B 2 KPR
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150 d FF B X1, i 35K Ho - 36 437 ( B B AR L 2E 10
em) , 225 d JEHCHR A bR (SR ) | I SR d ARk
R JFRAE 225 d 54 BORER 14 G b
SYAL. SRR 3 A HAL A A HA AR R |
) R H oK, Ak vk, 5, T 105°C
AR AT, 15 70°C HET 240 8 Bl i T 305 e, 3
10 [0, BB AE A D, 1308 (1SR . R MR
BRE 2353 10 FAI 100 FAE , B A7 s .
L4 L5007 S ) ol

FHE pH, ATHLR Bk (OM) | BB T A H it
(CEC) il Cd 77 4 2 W SCHR [ 14 ] 69 41 597 32 00

. HHE Cd 1A A R ) HO) AL

o

FEEPA R 3k Cloxicity Padciefisic
leaching procedure ;TCLP) 3 ) %%% i %’-’%*ﬁ
BRAC WO G o SR TR 3 3 R R
HE A R 4 4 s Tk S (Tep- )

6300}, 3215 Themo ) AE Fi b Fil - HE e e Cai”

ik SRR R 4B o LA I S o 4 R L
(GBWI(E )-070009 ) F1 A= ¥ 5l 53 4 #E 4 Jit ( GBW-
10010) #47 Bt 72 il 43 A, [ B il s 1. 8
Cd By I K 99% ~ 103% , FH Y Cd B [l i R Ky
98% ~103% .
1.5 BRGS0

KM SPSS 19 i it 43 Hridls , Hrh ANOVA
Duncan £ B (P <0.05) 2 Hrab B () 22 55 ) 1/
TR FR RS 25 A G 2E 58 3, I
Spearman $8 %053 H1 £ 4 8] A1 5E & & Origin pro 8.0
PEATEIE . G50 Cd 3G LU R AU

55 G R

CdBHUR = > C x M,
— T R
Cd M BB = > D¢, x M,

Kb, @ AR ER (X RS AR S 5 75 150 F1 225
d WHRAYEE —FE B8 FEAEE =) 5 n W AR
B RN 3 C IR i RS 2L | i ad
Tt (mg-kg™') 5 M, A HEMOR G F LRI T

(kg).
2 HREHH

2.1 PPN FH RO B G2 B b 134 4 s (5 )

A EEEMEY ES )RR ENEEN
FUS P L RN AR R A il s A EE T
NERE R T 4 50 AR ) . FERP TR AN & L
AEHRZH A (10 ~12) , 5 1O A EE, L1 Ab B |34
YN T 10.26% , 1 L2 4bFE I 5.2 (P <0.05)
FEAIRT 56.49% . e & M B H (MO ~ M2)
5 MO AL, M1 Ab B AP 3 1 12. 42%,
M M2 ZbFRIN &35 (P <0.05) &K T 30. 44% . 187
F & H PRI (HO ~ H2) , 5 HO AH L, H1 Ab B
ERA R D T 8. 18%, 1M H2 AR PRI 2 (P <
0.05) FRAR 1™ 42. 119% . 33 BEMI 72 7 B2 AR ok i il o
ARG T, A0 12 20 Tl B Ak g

—

24 L36A EZ2) S =Wk
1.32A a =9 %@ ﬁf&?ﬁ
20+ - T ) H— R
a \ (I #
. L6t B b
“‘? B ; : 't_) b
=P : =l
B oo 1 1. B3 P b 0.72B
8 i"’ ;?g ?‘é o ‘q a
S os G EREE e e 1,
. Fals B el
% ol NS
0.4 ] I N
el il AN/
| E R
0 il | e e R R
T LTIt € pcoa
a a a a a
0.4
3 S ¥ O3 2osgE
o o [

ANIRVING 5 B AR SR AT 45 R A ) il T 4 =2 18] £ 22 5 W 3 (P <
0.05) , ARIKRE T8 A R FN R BOF B {E 2 8] 79 22 5 0. 3%
(P<0.05)

E1 HFERBRSXELENKEENENRNE

Fig. 1 Effects of citric acid and mowing on biomass of napier grass

A 1 AT 50, 7 RN ) 4k B2 (CKO ~
HO),5 CKO AHH, L0 b G B A Wi 3 (P <
0.05)34 K T 26.17%, 1fi MO #1 HO &b By /> T
19.78% F1 11. 53% . 7EX & 1 WAL FEZ b (CK1 ~
H1),5 CK1 AL, L1 bR RA Y B E (P <
0.05)3 K T 41.70% 1 M1 F1 HI 4k 00 s /> 1
8. 14% F1 17.26% . 1E X ] 2 AL B4 v (CK2 ~
H2),5 CK2 #HI, 12, M2 Fil H2 b3 A A4 M) =0 1y
T 25, XU IR R & L AR B (1,25
mmol - kg~ it FH i) FTERFEXIE] 1 IR Z S A Y
%,ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ\ %ﬁﬂ%( =2.5 mmol-kg_1 )BEFFMLI‘IEX#%
TR KON A

CEE TR IR 5 AR Gt 1T, 5 R X
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AbFRZ (CKO ~ HO ) A= 4 52 19 ~F- S5 (E A L, A1 1
WAL LA (CK1 ~ H1) WY F ¥ A= & g m 1
3.03% X 2 AL BAH (CK2 ~ H2) - F- 2144
HN R E(P<0.05) KT 45.45% , X BLIABK &
AP XED 1 R AT AR R R A T
F1, ZWRNNFINERF b, AR50 L1 b B 4
O A R Y K, iR F) 1,85 kg BE T,
5 CKO M L4 T 39. 1%, BB a4 FH i ki
KA ARA A
2.2 RPN AR E G G 5 AT A Cd B )
Al

REAEN Cd F AU EIE T LY
PR Cd B, R N R LR RS %
23 A LE RN E AL PR (CKO ~ HO) , R E 4%
AL Cd F i K/ NIBUT JAR > 25 > 0 P g R it
FAXF 25 Cd F A 1 RN, For MO Al HO Ak 34!
ZCd FHERE(P<0.05) ¥ KT 73.64% Fl
66. 67% . FEXE] 1 Yo ab B4 (CKL ~ HL) 8 — 3
AR A G B 25 Cd A R BlREE I i e A
S, SR G A R s S T ARG

MG 25 Cd Fr i K TR Bl A 1 it 1 o 344
K, ZEFrh Cd S&ig K, Hrp HI 2 #ZEF Cd
SHEAM I CKI W F (P <0.05) B K 53.529% F
143. 68%; Xf L FEWOR R R ZEFit Cd & &t 55 —
ORI G FEZE R Y R F55 — AR, H2% Cd
ERBERR AR T 1.7 ~6.4 45 FEXE 2 WAhb
LA H (CK2 ~ H2) 5B —FH ORI Z FZE Cd & i
R T, 55 ZFEOR R B CK2 I 12 b3 4 B
2ZX Cd SE/NTH M2 F1H2 AP E2ZE Cd SRR
T R AR IR AR R Cd RS R RO AN
W BRI S R Cd Tk, K TR
R B A R it FH A 3 O, 25 RNt Cd & A3 K
B INE , 43 ) 36 K 25. 45% ~ 83.33% Hl 42. 62% ~
80. 00% , Hrft H2 4b31 2= 3 3 (P <0.05); XL
SAEWCGR SRR RN Cd AR SR R B S >
R > 3k, HO P = 2025 Cd AL
— KT 3 L. 7 A, 25 LT, R R A
RER A2 i o [l on, X RAb RER I 4
FZEFM G 5 s FLBX ) VKO i, 2 et €d
AL T W Y-

i

1 4 ®3 /RSN RE C 2 ROEMY
- N | Table 3 Efufects“’(')? cit%ic e;c;d";indmowing on Cd content m napier arhss tigsues o
o f f i " w(Cd)/mg-kg! ‘.!‘ - r
i BERAR 75 d IiHR L d gk ) B4k 225 d ik '
RTREL TR J T B m
CKO ‘ # — A s '._d___.- == 4.54 +0. 83a 1.29 +0.27b 1.01 0. 52a
Lo F . — — — 3.97 +0. 83a 1.57 £0. 12b 0.91 +0.45a
MO — — — — 4.68 +0. 86a 2.24 +0.32a 0.70 £0. 46a
HO — — — — 3.88 +0. 36a 2.15 +0. 04a 0.52 +0.25a
2 HAE
CKl1 — — 4.40 £0. 85a 1.97 £0. 06b 3.53 +0.42a 12.07 0. 90b 2.77 £0.76b
L1 — — 3.69 +0. 44ab 2.59 +0.37a 4.10 +1.20a 10. 98 +0. 66b 4.09 £1.62b
MI — — 2.22 +0.58¢ 1.26 +0.49¢ 3.61 £0.49a 12.75 £2.94b 4.52 £0.38b
H1 — — 2.50 +0. 64bc 1.03 £0. 14¢c 3.47 +0.23a 18.53 +1.45a 6.75 +1.39a
S—7E RE =AE
CK2 2.45+0.11a 2.13 +£0. 54ab 2.90 £0.92a 3.71 £1. 26a 4.35 +0.77ab 10. 02 +2.29b 3.05 +£0.95b
12 2.69 +0. 11a 2.80 +0.48a 2.45 +0. 36a 3.76 £0.22a 5.13+1.12a 12.57 £2. 60b 4.55 +0.45ab
M2 3.08 +1.27a 1.62 +0. 44ab 3.03 +£0.67a 3.02 +1.43ab 4.67 0. 48ab 12.52 +0. 65b 4.35 +£0. 69ab
H2 3.23 +0. 56a 1. 88 £0. 50b 3.18 £0.51a 1. 63 £0.47b 3.31+0.07b 18.37 £7.57a 5.49 +0.92a

1) [AFHAR R R ]/ NG RER 7R b B E] 22 5 .35 (P <0. 05)

2.3 PAEIRE. A A R FH RN B G2 AR )
B Cd (IR

575 d. 150 d F1225 d 455 Cd $2BGE 53510
RN 2 Y, XIE] 1 AR X FEN 0 55— e B %
T Cd 4RI K 2 (a) ATHL BEE S8 A KR
HOm,CK, L, M Al H ARG B &R 07 Cd $REUR
SRS SR I b . CKL L, M R H Zb3E
FAE 150 d FIFRFE 75 d AHEE, 2003 K T 6.3, 7.3,
2.5 M12.3 4%, My 225 d X5 & 43, 5 150 d

BFAHEL, CK, LA M AR BRA AR Cd 38 B ) 4 3]
£70.7.0.6 F10.1 1%, H AT Ak, x5
B 3Ry I v A9 it FH AR B At 3 2 b B R 3
ARG R AR PN 150 d U3 1Y) 5 B A Ak Ml I B
Cd $EBCREK, H AR EERRIGH] & L AR Cd $2H0
ik

2 (b) ATAL, R E L EEA Cd B SRR
HCEE, RIXIED 1 VR kb 32 55 K, 4% A B OF 241 ik
4.37 mg- Atk ", 83 KT AR X E AN E] 2 Wk AL
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. AEXE L R, 5 CKL A EE, L1 Zb B AR
Y Cd B RBIRBGE R KT 34.30%), 1 M1 Al HI
MR (P<0.05) N T 48.83% M 47.30% . 1£
FXIE AN E] 2 AL B | X CKO fT CK2, #7
T it FH Ak B O e AT B 3 B R A AR Cd B SRR AR
B

o | (a) == CK
-t |
7 \‘-\ --0-- M
] ; . cee- H
¥ 46| !'/ 7 \"\
= i \“.
E ,/‘) i \“-. \\
%, 23 | 4 '__.é """""" =;“‘5§
o] e
;S /
0.75 %ﬂ‘"
0.50
h 75 150 225
B K Hyd

A, L1 ARG Boph L&A Cd s B
It A %) 6.95 mg-#k ', 5 CKO fHIL B E KT
321.93%, [AlA}, Al BR Cd 2R 5 2] T 5L 4%
+HE Cd MEH 9.38%. & b, KRR 1.25
mmol - kg ™t FHECA A 1 I 52 5 1 3507
Cd B BB ICE R K.

10

(b)
8 F

CAfERU/me- B!
e

AR \'?%ﬂ%&ﬂ“’f”f%?&fln]fﬁﬁﬁizﬁ]E’JE#E%(P<0 05), TIWC??E%‘%/TTanXr.{ﬁﬂ{AﬁT~ﬂJ{EZlﬂE’J%a‘%i%(P<0 05)

E2 FEEH h’f"*@é'ﬁﬁ]%ﬂﬁ%ﬂhﬂlsﬂ’]%ﬂﬁ , 'II

Fig. 2 Effects of transplantmg days ycitric acid and mowing on Cd uptnke accumu.lailon by napier grass . &

2.4 rwﬂﬁ@m%uxu%ﬁ%maﬁﬂ% pH i

A 2 (S
“o e pH M‘m R L A i

S0 Cd A TR T 0 ) A 3 o

Zr%W@M%ﬁEmﬁmjﬁhﬂiw4%$;
CKL(CR0 ~ CK2) figpH 4 {f g 5042, *’ﬁ%@a}i@o/f/

Fﬁgﬂﬁiﬁdﬁ‘ L(LO ~12) , M(MO ~ Mz)%n H(

~H2 ).\,&IEQE () -+ 584 pH 4+ 5 FBE T 0.15.
0.22 F10. 04 A HA, HoP AP R M AL BEAL 35 3
F25 (P <0.05). TEH A it FH 1 A BT, B
RFNUEL R, -39 pH 2 R, 5 AR A FIAH
Fo,CK, L. M Al H iX 4 443 + 3 pH 43 51 B A%
0.67 ~1.21, 0.23 ~0.75. 0.22 ~0.60 F10.20 ~
0.37 Hfii, “RAFHEHRAF EZREE (P <

7

(a)

pH
= w
T
CKIl —

0.05). Ll_z*%’iﬁ% I R FH AN R A g %
G ARIR A T A AT, LX) 3145 0 0 AR
U e ?12(16)5‘4? T*ﬁﬂmﬂaﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁ
B, S DL % | AT i
i FH , A EE CK 4403 (CKO ~ CK2) , L(LO ~ L2) M
(MO ~ Mzm H(HO ~ F2 ) 241197 $45 HLR r 1k 1
HAIFRE,LAMMARE(P<0.05) FET
14. 02% #11 10. 66% , 1% 2& W74 W2 it H1 5 s 17 +
A MUTTEAE , 100 1 205 1 DA k25
2.5 ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂxuimm%iﬁéﬁ Cd, HCl-Cd
HI TCLP-Cd & & 52

P Bt FH T LA fiff 3 Cd A S G AL
T4 WA B 28 OGS H AR W A ALk, HCL-Cd Al
TCLP-Cd % & Al Fox L3 rh AW A &Pk Cd &

25
18.48A (b)
a

|

a ) 17.40AB
a

IATHUE A b /gke™!

l

|
L0 } e =
) —

e |

MO Jom
Ml J—ie L
M2 | —
HO | —
HI | —

=
o
-]

AFR/NG FRAEARRIXNFEIR B [ 22 57 83 (P <0. 05) , RFRIRE AR R AN R it FH 2 P YA Z [ 1) 25 55 835 (P < 0. 05)
B3 #FIRERS X EI3t 115 pH FNBEHRA N

Fig. 3  Effect of citric acid and mowing on soil pH and organic matter
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BPRE 4 Ca) AT, X AT B R AN [ it
5t CK 4H (CKO ~ CK2) #H I, L(10 ~12) . M
(MO ~M2) Fl H(HO ~ H2) 1 +- 3 5 Cd &1
ST RET 11.43% , 14.29% F1 13. 85% , 4 AbH 5
XTRE2E 5 W35 (P <0.05) 5 TEAH R R i FH 62 4k
R, BEX BB BE I, CK, L, M A H 41 4b 2 4
HER Cd & i R RS (AE M2 AT B

5.5

@ 4554

50f
ab

ab L a

L 450 M 3.90B 3.92B

= 40t

35

HCd g fib/mg kg™

) E—
L1
L2 —y
MO ™

—&
M2 =3
Ho[— }=
Y —
H2 e

3.0
AvEY) =
(SRR S]
3.0
(b)
1.96A
25F 1924 2 124 1.82A

20F a

HCI-Cd & fit/mg-kg™!
= &
CKO —
}

CK2 } i

LO }

L1 ’—"

L2 1=

MO ™

T —

0.8

0.7 a b a

0.6+ a M

0.5 F

04+

0.3

o -
—

)

TCLP-Cd fit/mg-kg™!
CKO —
HO | —
HI1 I— i
H2 }

CKl1
CK2

ANTF NG AR RS R B B2 ) (4 22 57 8.3 (P < 0.05) ,
AFIRE FREFRORAT IR R A4 (2 [0 1 22 53 3 (P
<0.05)
4 FREBEXFIRELES Cd, HC-Cd
1 TCLP-Cd & 2K M
Fig. 4 Effects of citric acid and mowing on contents

of soil total Cd, HCI-Cd, and TCLP-Cd

FE5 K MO, FEAR T 7. 48%; F He % B R Al £
e Cd &2 4.94 mg-kg™',CK, L. M F1 HAHK+
BE Cd Pl R T 7.89%, 18.42%,
21.05% Fi1 20. 65%; X B, 150 45 kb #EA BE AR+
HER Cd & A RN, A7 A R RN 2 A 5 i B AR
ROV . HE 4 (b) F4(c) I, £ Cd By
HCI 2L & 8 KT TCLP $2BUS & i irigE IR A
[t & CK . L. M 1 H ZHAb PRV 34948 =22 7] 5 420
WX EIREL O, 1 F1 2 YRz ] 448 HCL-Cd % f JC ik
FAAL, i HE TCLP-Cd &8, 6 U AR [RDA BV KL,
L CK 41, X1 + 3 TCLP-Cd A K0 , 1 iy
MR 48, 38 TCLP-Cd & 2 S PR AL ka3,
H H VP E B & /NF X R CK 4, BRIET
10 17% X} G2 R Fh A AT £ 4 HC1-Cd #T TCLP-Cd
B, TG A5 AR LA A7 MG RO, 4 éﬂ&@ﬂﬁi‘mm
ﬁﬂur 2.81%~10. 11% F1 8. 16% ~ 20. 419 8
ZE LBl A ARG O R JE 3 Cd Eﬁi}f%ﬁxﬁz
LIUS N ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁ%%fﬁ%w&c H%@Z&fﬁ QEL
ﬁ?ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ‘jﬁ% CAH WA AL i%ﬁrazﬂ"f%

CK, L%ﬂMfﬂE’Jt;ﬁ}a v &)
sae /()9 — &
31 ﬁ%@gé%uxﬁu% Hom i £ ca e
e ‘

G0 Cd SRR AR | R 1 Cd A
PSE T BRI R . XIS 4 R A
P, S EH Cd SRR MR B NE 4
JIF7R. G2 B A Yy i 55 X B AE SRR A DG G R
(P<0. 01) ,FHXREr J -0.669,IF45F K1 7]
RN BIOR A i 1 R ) R . ARG
RFEN A8 N2 i E RRAR S Rt -3 A= i, 9F
HAUED 1T RS R ENA A A7 B 22 5 N
H 2 RN R X AT RE R TR ERE EAERK
BIZET R 2 A M R AT X 2l G B
WA P KA. AR IR 45 T, AR ) 42 B
Cd é‘%fﬁ&?xuimﬂ ORI ) Ak B v B — 3 G 2K
T =431 ~4.715(F£3), HEELE
%ﬁk 150 d J5 Cd PAE Y42 B R T84k 225 d[ Kl
2(a) ], HIRHATRER H B J7 1, — R H 5 45
Mo AR SR, LR e — g AR K e e it
A ZE AR EH T8, Witk RN {EReE A
K, M5 K 0 Cd IR e i S A AR W i 3 /N
R B RE IR A S, R R R R AR
BRI , T ARAS BHE P 40 T K | /N 22 Ak RS 2546 ]
LR LA = A K B AMI Cd, FE
TRZEFIN N Cd & & BN, A B k3 RA
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FHEY) = B RNRAE R Cd, EZ MRS R
K AL ZE 2, 2 i RS I RT DLGE 3 i iR 7K
FLAINB T Z 1 Cd. T LA, ZEAS 105 o R X 1 4k
DL K Aok i 22 At ] ge R it 4k, Al Cd
WZ BT R R LR Cd & AR R, AR PR
Cd $EPCEER. PR, G 5 i S R 31 5
Wk, AORREAE ) Cd B4R HRCR.

AR H R B, Y kT B R i &R it 2.5
mmol -kg ™" DA _F (@i B (M AT H AR BR) R Ef)
AR B R R B 2R SRR AR LR
MAFEEER G F N 5 mmol -kg ™' B, RE AR T

R AW IT R 2 b A I it 11
Jn, Cd BRPEA BTG 5k, (45 BB 22 R A I R A
AR 2 A T A R Y B A g A
FE ARt FH 1 i A A R 23 {1 S N R I ( Phytolacca
americana L. ) Fll Z {1t B 52 ¥ ( Lolium multiflorum
Lam. ) RPI1¢ SOD, POD Al CAT i 1if ¥ 42 5 , MDA
R v ARG TR U AA 1A AR S et T LA
Iy it AT A R AL 2 % R B 2 R 5 2 iR
ARG A 7 AE S 28 T 5 0 R e 1) A ) R R 485
%Zﬁi@ﬁéﬁ%,ﬁ%@ﬁ 1.25 mmol-kgflﬁ@ﬁﬁij‘?xu
F1 UL ARH)  RERAY) Cd EEERE ) 5K

R4 FEBREAE. WERE., TEBLER, KEENEN Cd R RRHERBAXRY"

Table 4  Pearson’s correlation coefficients between citric acid application, mowing frequency,

soil physical and chemical properties, napier grass biomass and Cd uptake accumulation

Frigemi %0 FE M A SR b

pH AHLET  HCl-Cd TCLP-Cd BB e WUEIN/S MRl AR
pH 1 0.201 -0.199 -0.582* 0. 390 -0.017  toi8ge ™ 0.647° _£20.594"
AHLT — 1 -0.572* =0..296 0. 463 -0.,146 -0.078 ~0.318" /=0.298
HCI-Cd — — 1 104699 ** 0.278 -0/454 1 0.192 0.318 4 0520
TCLP-Cd — — — g 0.214 -0.39 10. 304 -0.138 ;.)"'ro. 632"
T Cd S — — # 3 — 1 0. 695 ** =0, 242 " 0. 260 < 0484
T i B — = ! i —, — 17 0000 0.261 w5 £0,204
Rt VA B = VVS -7 o — s o 1 T 0660 -0.651°
S EREMRE S = — — g/ / & — t g—= 1 e 79,1.094_}--:';
Sy L E cd ai | - — W A — /= V] — ] &

1) " I BRI R P <0.05 Al P <0.01 E@@%/K%;' n =12, rflos =0,532, ry o =0. 661 '

» J
e ; = .| A '
3.2 FE RO B RS 00 1 e AP B
LR

B M CARVCd ETH RS R =

FHIEAMHT RS (52 4) | pH S5 X UOBE AW 2
B LM LR (P <0.01), LR r N
-0.886, pH &5 TCLP-Cd & st A7F7E R 2R A
KKFR(P<0.05) HHCFHH r g - 0. 582, 1M TCLP-
Cd Frm 5% e 1 Cd F e IEREM L R
(P<0.05) , KR r A 0. 632, 3% B N3 ¥k AL
(R85 K BERRAR 1392 pH , pH (RS U4 #E T 13 Cd
AL, #2537 H3E TCLP-Cd & &, g3 Kk +
e Cd MAER TR, e A A 4 B 3R Cd %
A LU X 5 Yang 257 AORFST 45 5 — 30 AL
6 ORI 1 ARG 52 B AR PR - 48 pH, LSRR T BE S, X
FEIR TR RGO AR TR R AR
AR HE T R B R WY 77 R R b &
A A LIRS ) o7 B B A% 1- 18 pH, JF (145 1 4% Cd
AR AT bR T A LR, it
ARSI H ) FRAR 3 pH A9 300 [
ZH R (HA S X RO pH Y B AR A0 B
0 R AT BRS040 BT R R A A R S — kit
15 d J5 B 18, PR IR (4 B fige , o 148 pH A R AR
BEONEURES TR ED pH ) FEAKOR i TR R 3, 78

Al
g e — R E A AR

ARG K B, G2 B A A AL PR 2 R 4R Cd
SRR, EHNY BT A7 B G B R A
Cd AR R Cd SAEfE 1385 Cd A7, B ik
SEAR YR, ER TR R B, XEIE S 2. 5 mmol kg ™!
'S mmol - kg ™' PP IR F J5 1) 13 5 Cd 5 Fh A
H 3R Cd AH L, R ta Py 32 B Cd 2 4h, + 4
BUCA“HRT T 14, 84% ~21. 41 % , FLJF R vl RE S 7
B Xt Cd W, iz FA gt R OEAE
[ IR /187G B 1) Y 1L o Pl ol s MR iR u
IKFLEE AN Z 1Y Cd, T 3% 28 Cd Bt 3 78 2E Fnnt
e AR RS BTSRRI G I SR A AL 3
FT M Xt ] B R CdeBiR T Y

G2 A5 TR Ah PR 45 RS 4 TCLP-Cd Al HCI-
Cd B BRI, 3R T AT R () 15 Ab 5500 A 5
FR PR -0 A5 AILIR () TR AL RN, 3 A A 41 i 42 R
W Z A Cd. Ak, G+ 386 308 Cd
N ffifR H AR Cd F R R, T LA 4 TCLP-
Cd 5 HCI-Cd & ®7E L MR bR 2 I — A sh i it
RIS ARG 15 d Rk R —FESR 5,
FrERRIEAL T 20 Cd, FERE S S AR P WO, Fris
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iR H A PG FAR bR 14 Cd TRk £, G 5l
WHTE 2 (3R 3) , X Al REse L 48 Cd ZE WA sk
MR BT LA M 5.

e, AR5 s it 1. 25 mmol-kg ™' A1 2.5
mmol - kg~ AR AL HE (L AT M AbEE) Xt AT ML
A WA RERAVE T, — 07 1 T REJE T AT R
X5 B R R O, AR 3E T R A AL B Y g3
fifp 3, S — T T 2 PR R A R o 4T A Rk TR B %K
HAMSSE S ERAMGIEN, BE S5 1A
BT /Y 43 e RS B R Y B BT IR, 1,25
mmol -kg "' FI 2.5 mmol - kg ™" #7468 B2 Jit JH i T+
HEAHLR AT FE, 1 5 mmol kg ™' ¥7 8BS R it JH A HL
[T M FEI 2%

4 gt

(1) f R il AT 6 12 RN 22 YR XK1 AN ) T 42
AP R G K R 1. 25 mmol - kg”*;ﬂ%ﬁﬁ
ﬁEﬁAXIJiJ 1 U\Eﬁkiﬂ*?ﬁﬂi&ijﬁhﬁz%aw
K,iE# 1,85 kg - ¥k f

(ﬂ*ﬂ%@&ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁijﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂf Cd 3% EEQ
R X'J*J’Lﬁﬂﬁi%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂlﬂf Cd é,‘za-a: %B@M%
U\%@Uﬁﬂ iﬂm‘ Cd % %J\_ﬁﬁi““ji,,\_EPX'J%J 1 {A
FOAE 2 IR -2 I S 2 @ (Gd) iﬁajﬁ
ik 18 53 mg ke ML A — AR 6 17

<wﬁ%%mmww%ﬁm %Vﬁ%@mw;x

ii%é pH ﬁnﬁmﬁ S BRI Cd 19 TCEP 7
B W 1F, Tﬁrjtrhmgz/\%umﬁﬁ 14.29% #il
10.17%.

(4) TERH BRI FH 0 1. 25 mmol - kg ™' H X1
1R, SR I Cd A 38R B i, b B3R Cd
PR IR F 6. 95 mg Ak ", i AR I HE 1 Cd B
A7 9.38%.
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