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g B B4R, S B, B, FIEL oA

LSRN Kot A d Bl 2 e Ao A ) TRERFSE e, IR W IR AR I SR IR B 20 5 3 | S S0 a8, RN LK
b ARy TREE S, 5 5500255 2. 52 R2Fsh P Bl24 24 B, Bt BH 5500255 3. H [ Bl 2% B b BR AL 24 3 5%
HEE R fb 2 E K E SR =, 5 FH 550025

W OE RSk, KEEIEYH SR, kS EEAYH TR EEE L, AL 90 MREMHER RN
SEEMOEL, R 30mg L MYHRALEE 7 d, RAF 7 AR L EAR R 3BT Blast L XTI RS L B WK EZ
7T NFMHERR R RS, B1E N Spirodela polyrhiza . Lemna japonica . Lemna minor | Landoltia punctata . T8I A5 ik
(0.5 mg L) FIE BT W (10 mg L) B3 7d, S BRI T 7 L8k RTINS ERR . SRR
B, RERLRE, STYTHMANEEEEBE 100mgke; BREHLH)E, THFHRANEEEEBL
1200 mgkg™, EWEERBKT 120, KB PEELBRRE T 70%. Hi, 4 58k ER (L japonica) A IR i 1%
WA R A, LR AR L AR R AR AR BOR K A rh 4 18 2 BR R 3 0] 3A B 2 834.30 mgkg . 283.43 Fll 82.50%
KHRIR VRN EAERW; WRKE; By KIkE g

VAR, B T AL UERE AW, 4% (Cd). 7R (Hg) F4T (Pb) &5 5 4 J& A4 75 YL ) 15 Jin ™
w0 Hodr JKRER TS G e i 3R S A VIR A7 20O W) R BE i A s e ilan, R &
A B ARG G, KRR S R R AR 80 A5, & T IR O i A e W 3K 0.6 mge L', G i
K FRIKV IR 1E (GB 3838-2002), ] i 4 7 12t 0 M 2o b R K T 28 ARME 1Y 16.7%~83.9%, 7K
A B R AN A R LS E IR K AR, sl & A TKA Y h & B eE B, &4
IR AN AR S VIR 8 . RS IEAE A 800, oM il 88 B
P AR R AR AR, P, KRR YRR I R G L

FBRKAR A R T R WA BT A AR N SR A T A
Fo, AYBEITEEAIRNA . TR g @RCREM AN Hrd, HEYME S HOREE E AE
) D5 G oK AR T 5 B 4 R L & AR AR IR Y, DU SRR S ok R s = 1, A HE R AR
W, BB R ARG E EE RGN M A Rz, BRI GENESRE
BAEMY, BHEY, ESREEEEYEEEESESE SR 1000 mgkg (T E) FE
Yy AR E AT BT 100 mg-kg (TR ED) WA Bk R iR E A

PR, TR, SRY LSRR, &AM TE YK A MR RATE 5T5 e )
s BHEE: 2021-10-15; FAHHA: 2021-12-20
EE&WB: HRARPFESHEFERBTH (32001203); FK A KRB 5 4 b X RF 3% 3 4 38 B IUH (31760749); 51 N 48 BLH L #11
I (RS 54 [201812276); 5 M 2% AA BT H (5K A2 4 F [2019160)

E—1EE: B (1998—) , L, W-LWHF5EA, zmml8073198235@163.com; RUBEIEE : HRA (1991—), &, t, A%
¥, glyang3@gzu.edu.cn
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i ie B A AR ) TR SR 36 A, AR EEE, HAEY RS 1624 h M 1 £, A
TR E A EUCT RN RIS KRB PRI KAEREY), U MRARFIR, 7T DLk e 1 ik
R, B a R FEHERETE IR 10~40 °C . pH N 5.0~9.0 Z5 1 T A K,  FRETE N
AEST 3RO, FEHEXT Cu, Zn, Cd. Pb FHEEJEHA —& B LMW ZHE 1P, FFTERENBGR,
T AR BRI, 228 iz EP,

SR, A3 R TR TR & it 52 Ve 45 77 0 A 0F 98 H i kil £ Z L AE 5 b L, sz R4
BB 55 2124290 Z R SR (Spirodela polyrrhiza) X 58 AF & S, HAR X A K HERAE A O R S B 7FE
1 pmol- L™ AY4HMIA 7 d J5 A%, WO & —Fh BA I8 & i B 05 & @ fa s 1>, i
LM (Landoltia punctata) 7€ 3 mg- L™ (AL BE 10 d J5, & 5 2 BOR KA Hh o 0 25 Bl 2R 43 00l vl 3k 3]
h 770 1 72.43%, BA W0 E e R A W, dy TR B R, AN R R R I o
RN EESORZFEKR . B, R E B 5w RSO 22 5 T fedd & 1
i, X E— 20 N AR B BR B L S

AIEGE Ry i 1 ) Bl T UK AASR 15 G AP R R, I 30 mge L ARALBE 7 d W 90 AR IF
PRFR, DA R B Az (o FIWr bR i, A3 7 BROCFIZE MR ZR . W% 7 BRI MR R AT TR R B
Mt — L0, £ 0.5 mg L™ (TR Ml 10 mg LRy B D) S e M AR B 7.d, HLER T 7 Bk
TR R ERE SR PR S8 MM EERCRAN LR, DI BE X740 5 5 S0 i AEmW
TEME A, A 5 R R B TR B AR BEK AR R TS e =%
1 MB5R*®
1.1 GESEMR RIS T

S8 7 1 90 bk 77 b A o 5 M 1 FHEKRAHSNRERS
e A Bl 2 BE TR PR A R IE E . SCUG AN BERT Table I Duckweed species number and collection place
% JH Hoagland 15 3% W (& 1.5% HERE) XF %6 I ARG FAH G fiE
TRATH 7 PR 2R AT P R B0 G 3R 2R 1 O i | st B E116°42'47" N40°10/92"
BE25 . JEELE 16 h:8 h. TRIE75% 6 M5 2 BERHTIAER X E106°39'23" N26°26'59"
BeJy 5000 Ix, SEFRSEIY 7.d BUEFRIE, Pk 3 BEHTTAERR X E106°39'57" N26°26'49"
3 4 2 IR 2 BT 9 2 W HE AT 2 00 5 0 A W RTATK Bl Naes 1"
B A2 1SRRI A 7 AR bR R bR © RREK  El0sSIT Naseaast
HYREA T B o 6 EXNIPNES E105°45'28" N29°27'57"
12 SR A A EUNBPNGIES E105°45'23" N29°27'55"

R CdCL FRifE e dbmrdb i fialk, de
), kB (Aladdin, ), CTAB(Aladdin, ), 95% Z W, WAAR, A%ARHEHUK (Acmec,
), FINEE(Aladdin, [2i), Taq M (Trans Taqg DNA Polymerase High Fidelity, Jt%0), 1%53E%E4H
412 W Hoagland 5 7% 15t HH B,

A s N T A5 15 F2 # (Thermo GXZ-80, K [H), M & (FE SW-CJ-1D, #iiL), Kw
(ZEALWAY DR60DA; £ [H), pH Y (F#E pHS-3C, ), B.0HLCE M TGL-205, #F5), PCR X
(Thermo T100, ), KFH Ik JUNYIIY1600C, dbi0), KM T3 066 R 1 (Analytik Jena AG
NovaAA 400P, fH[E), #EALLLIMNYEY (UF LWY84B, k).

1.3 SEIGAIBANAE RS

D) TEFERIT . OB 90 BETEFEAE 25 °C . JERE LN 16 h:8 h, TR 75%. JGIRIRIE 5000 Ix A9 5514 F
FH 30 mg-L™" CACL, 463 7.d, DAVESFE I F 3560 A48 16 S 0 S 8 b BEAT 00, b 2066 28 A A/ IN A 77
TR
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2) T S I AL B N G SR A B I A R A R BT R 2 A 0.5 mg L 10 mg L
CdCl,  1/5 Hoagland 35 32 B #1785 5% , AN & 5@ 1/5Hoagland 35 52 5L X B o 355265 H) 2 7 d,
7 d JE WA FE S HEAT IR S5 T

NFEMIEE ., 7d)E, BUSAR IR SOmL, LA 3500 rrmin~' B0 10 min, B 5 RCE 4 C KA
FRi s FW IR ARk . A KRR e iR, JEAU T Ko JE I SR BT, T 60 CHLAR H il ik
HEFBEHR . FRELO0.1 g VEMEM K TIHME ., A 2 mL IR R R, FEINA 4 mL ¥R A IR 78 40 1R
A1, T 280 C MM 4 he BRRWEMIBEEZS AXT IR, DOEBRILE R AR 2E . e s, HE
BT RCRE T A T R A H A SR AT R AT Ve, B R S0 mL A ARER 0.5 g B VR
e T 1S mL 08T, F-20°C A% 1h, A 10 mL F#E 50 CHY LB (R 95%), FEiriR
S)JEMEE 3h, WOE B T e R E
1.4 IEFREN S HELE

D)5 T EFE . CTAB ¥4 BUE ¥ DNAPY, 24K ampF-atpH 18] & 5 9 i 51 4 atpF
(5’-ACTCGCACACACTCCCTTTCC-3") M 5| ¥ atpH(5’-GCTTTTATGGAAGCTTAAACAAT-3")
Y1, mpSI6 W& T F 5 i 519 rpS16F(5°-AAACGATGTGGTARAAAGCAAC-3") F1 5| ¥ rpSI6R
(5°-AACATCWATTGCAASGATTCGATA-3") § 14, PCR fir 1} DNA %4 i hy &5 {4 B Taq B, [
FEFE N : 95 °C Wi#h 5 min, 94 °C Z8PE30s, 50 CiBk 30s,.72 °C iEAH 45 s, 30 MEH. 514
AN A SR A B 58 K. 3843 NCBI Blast FoX) #l MegaX A4 3 R 48 & & W 45 2 VR TR R AP -

2) M AR bR TSI ¥R o R A A UORARRE 20 (D) 7RI s (KO ST 23 6 B I S v A
B A R AR A Y, MR K ) THER B TEMEX KR TR R L BR AR X 3) 1T
A W) 5 R %X (bioconcentration factors, - BCF) 2AH Y HL 5K AR HE SR MM L, BT %M
XH 4 RN E R T, RBW M E SN IR, AR ERBUREX @) 11 gR
a PR AR R b & IR (5) fit (6) THF

v =Am/t 1)
KPR A KR, gy AR RN BT, g5 ¢ NMIFIERETR, 4,
w=(C,-C,)V/m ®)

A w BN AR PR A, mgekg s G Gy i DA ARl T AR A PP R R R S T R TR S
HWE, mg Ly VAR IE ARSI, mL; s R ARICT Ry SRR, g
_ (CO_Ct)

p= e x100% (3)
0
K: Co-CA3 i W) 1A 4 T vk B M A A o 5 AR R AR T i v B, mg L

Rpcr = Cp/ Cy (4)

Kh: Rea WA EEREG Y TR TR, mgkg; C IR W 57 00 BT = vk E
mg-L,
Cua=12.7A,-2.694A, %)
Cuno=22.9A,~4.684, 6)
K Coan ConZP AN SRR a, MR bR, mgL'; AFIAD N SR B WAE 663 nm
H1 645 nm Ab Y IOEE, ARG T B SR RS, B et rp It R E i, meg .
15 SKIEIBEGI N
K H Excel f1 GraphPad Prism 6.04% {4 #E 17 54 Ab B, >R FH Multiple t tests ¥ #4770 H7 L3R . BadiE 3%
HFHME£SD, BEE 3K, GAIRAILE, *RRTEEP<0.05KFF 2R EBE, RRIAEP<0.0KF
TEREE.
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2 FER57
2.1 FHFEVFER

90 MR MR Rt 30 mg L FRAL B 7d R, A T RRREM A B AL RN, RIS
KORG24 . R, #IEHE Ll BT A TREAR R MR T R R, BRI RR R
it 22 30 7.78% . [ 1 Ao e a5 A, 20 Sk U A T P AR R O 4 it R AL PR S i AT SR O
SRR, NRITHIER R

(a) Dbtk R (b) WAL PR
1 #IFFRLIEREXTEE

Fig. 1 Comparison of duckweed species before and after Cd treatment in the preliminary screening process

22 FEMEBLE

Pl 2 2 PCR & B4 M BE I LUK ], atpF-atpH A )% 51K BEAE 600~700 bp, rpS16 N & F )7 5K
1£ 1 000~1 100 bp, R #& NCBI Blast tLXF (36 2), #fiE T 7 AL MR, B35 348 4 1 Fh
TEFEMNER, 1S ERER N Spirodela polyrhiza, 25 3 S8k 2K Lemna minor, 4 55 SHE RN Lemna
Japonica, 65 Hl 75k R A Landoltia punctata, W& atpF-apH J¥ 5 X &5 5, Bem AHRIMES B T
99.70%, h 4 FHRFR; WACHIEIEE] T 97.25%, N7 5HER . WBIErpS16 FFH X453, s
PIMEE R T 99.70%, H 6 THER ;. BARAHLIEIR R T 94.80%, A4 SH S SRR, THEEHRRS
2 7% ¥4 Blast H X 8 R AP

2000
1 000
750

200
100

(a) atpF-atpH [E|# 751

1000

(b) rpSI6NE 75

2 TANFETERR R atpF-atpH [F5) 70 rpS16 75| PCR 34 Y £E A2 B 3k (B
Fig. 2 Gel electrophoresis of 7 duckweed strains atpF-atpH and rpS16 sequences amplified by PCR
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#2 TNFEBlast MBEELSE
Table 2 Species identification of 7 duckweed strains by Blast

RAS  apF-apHWA T atpF-atpHF 5 FUTE /% pSIGHLRIFES]  rpSI6 FHIAHRIN/% s

1 MN419335 99.28 KJ503285 99.69% Spirodela polyrhiza
2 KX212888 99.00 KX212891 99.38% Lemna minor

3 KX212888 98.49 KX212891 99.69% Lemna minor

4 KJ921747 99.70 EU568887 94.80% Lemna japonica
5 KJ1921747 99.11 EU568887 94.80% Lemna japonica

6 KJ630555 99.30 KJ503327 99.70% Landoltia punctata
7 KJ630555 97.25 KJ503327 99.60% Landoltia punctata

IR atpF-atpH R IF 5 . rpS16 75 FIPHE T 5138 1 Mega-X #E R K FW (K 3), 15K
5 S polyrhiza B —2%; 25 . 35 EARE L minor B 2% WMBIHETFINRZRZLEW, 45,
55 ARY L japonica B —3K; 65, THWARYT L punctata B —K . REKEWRELERE
Blast Ho X 45 5 —2k .

1
Lemna minor 4FESpirodela
Spirodela

Lemna minor
Lemna

,p_o]grh7iza

3 Landoltia punctata
Lemna japonica 5 Lemna valdiviana
5 2 4[( Lemna
Lemna gibba Lemna minor Lemna
Lemna disperma Lemna minor L octiali
Lemna turionifera 4 cmna acquinoctialis

Lemna L emna gibba | Lemna perpusilla

Lemna Lemna Lemna tenera

| —|1T—Lemna aequinoctialis Lemna turionifera ——Lemna
Lemna Lemna Lemna disperma
Lemna valdiviana Lemna aequinoctialis Lemna
Lemna yungensis 1
Lemna . . Spirodela polyrhiza 3
Spirodela intermedia — Landoltia punctata 4
wela polyrhiza 4|_E 6 Lemna
17 7 -Lemna turionifera
Landoltia punctata” +——— 2
— 6 3
0.010 0.020 ’m‘ Lemna
(a) atpF-atpHJ 5l 250 % 751 (b) rpS16JFHN R Gk B (c) PHEFFIIRGEREW

3 INEFEREANRGELEN
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic trees of 7 duckweed strains

23 ARERKETFEFEHNE KRR

M4 fT LU, R AL BE , 7R AR TR R R . Hf, 25 M5 SHRAM
P AR AL i TR IR A o X Al RS AE Y N AR TR RE e U R AR ORI B R ) R T RE D A
KB e A S, 2 SR ARERZEIMG], WA 6 MF KRR GRS AR, HAK
ARG, X5 KHAN &P (A Fe 45 3R — 20, B0 0.5 mg L' 2 MM 52 58 i e K B s e i,
SRR S B A PR AR B BIE SR, R A R BRI AR R W O 0~0.5 mge L,
£ 0.5~10 mg- L™ /30 F & s S e it Ui ad 1% 3 A B e, S EREA AR RS2 B,
XA T AT 4R
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24 AERRETIFENMHEESE

R E R 7d)E, BT 35 M6%
AR, HittkEM @K a T E AL BT
Me., TEm WM 7d)n, BT S5HEN,
HAbbk R4 R a R, Hh 35K R
THE%Z, BIKT 97.70%P<0.01) (& 5(). 7F
Rk EREHE, W15, 4575 HEN
I3 AHRARMEEE b S RAH S TR, #
HIRERAIE, TR SR bR
FEAR (B 5(0) TEARMR AT, 25 R
MHgEaGESHSEb T EMEA . &
FRERAIE, 295, 45 SEMTSHKA

0.50
0.45
0.40
0.35
0.30
0.25
0.20
0.15
0.10
0.05

CJomg-L" Cd
E305mg-L' Cd
B 10 mg-L- Cd

AR (g - d7)

-0.05

— [LLIITTTTTTTT]
W [TTTTTTITY *
~ [TTTTTITITTTTTTTT]

4
TR R
T * R ZE T B MEKOT-P<0.05, #4588 25 5t B & MK F-P<0.016

4 THFFERRETRRKELEFHE KRR

Fig.4 The growth rates-of 7 duckweed strains under different

Cd treatments

HgRaFmS5HSE b SEl AT, R4 MRETSRZ aBH/N TSR, HHEED
RS2 A R K (B 5(c)). TEMRMERAL B R 15 4 5T SN 3R R B
GESERD TR, AREEREOEE, 7TMHRADIZESETER RN, 35KRS
XTHRZAAR L S R | T 2, FRIR T 96.99%(P<0.001)(515(d))-

—0mg-L"'Cd
E30.5mg-L"'Cd
10 mg - L' Cd
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5 | - -
£ 0.6
Iﬂﬂ ’ % E % Pl 3k
&1 I H H T
3 0.4 H He |H -
v 0, |H = | E
= 02 E E * " E E ¢
JUH |H [He |HA H
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
bR

(d) MHERE AR

Bs5s TMNEFERAEARRRELEEHERSENTHL
Fig. 5 Changes in chlorophyll content of 7 duckweed strains under different Cd treatments
EXTE M R R SRR R R F0Smg L MMNE T, 7T NEHERR TSR SR
AR TE10mg L @A TS, MER & REARKEAR—F TR, KB 0.5~10 mg L™ #A{LAENM
HE PR ARG, WREFRARIFE PRI R & i . AT R, W AR e R, RERIEUE Y
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PR AN A o B R R T, AR R B ATE R H AT £ B R R T A
b, MTTREIR I f 2R A5, 3K AT BB BUA W 90 o Wk B AR A0 3 S i 2% 3 i B R SR 7 (i
MIEBERE, 7ETMEREKRRERT, 4 SR (L japonica) F1 754k R (L. punctata) 1% 3 1E e B 47 Al
R EE R TR AR R M R R RO, TE— @ R LR R B B IR AR AT
3, A2 A E R T .
25 ARBKE T EEMNREENR

mE 6 (a) irm, FEMKERGHE 7d)5, 3% . 4%, 5%, 6 5T S HABEERZH KT
100 mg'kg™", KBV E EEYIRMED; EEwERARE, ThRARNF EE RSB
1200 mg-kg ™', H4ucic i E E Y D2 (Lantana camara L)) B K& 46 (423 mg'kg )P, M
B T KA R Y W R BR (Microsorum pteropus) B i K & 4 & (1160.72 mg-kg Y™, H A,
ERFELEP P HEY R SRS EEN 25445 mgkg s AWEIE F G35 458k FR 559 0] 34
3259.55 mg-kg ' 12 834.30 mg-kg ', YA H AT T HIAE Y i i e

6 OOO_E E20.5mg-L" Cd 2QQ £30.5mg-L" Cd
4000 10 mg-L"' Cd 1.000 L 10 mg-L-' Cd
~ 3000F . 550+ —
& I =
<2000 450 =
20 % -
= & 350 =
ﬁﬂz 1000 = E? .
M 3007 S0t = B s
IE 1 B B B B
=00 150 | SN = ="
100 2 Hg B4 Bl B B9 B
0 A o4 H H H H H) H)
1 2 3 4 5 6 /7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
(a) fa S (b) AWy e A RAL

6 TNFERREARRARELEGREEENENEERERY
Fig. 6 The cadmium concentration and bioconcentration factor of 7 duckweed strains under different Cd treatments
AW AR BOR AR B AR WAL RE ) M E AR bR, WREEBEEEY Rk P —
ek Ui, BCF KT 1 R UMY RE IR h R OF s AR B , Rl BRI b i 3 6 R W 2 AR T A
PR E G R R AR & 6(b) AT M, 7 /TR PR AR R AR v JRE A A v vk E R Ak BUS ) BCF ¥R T
50, LacE T E Y SEPH (L. camara)™ . ZZM A (Pterocypsela laciniata)*? F1ZL4& (Lonicera
Japonica Thunb)* ) fx K BCF(3.14, 4.55 F125.41), H:, 4 S ¥k & BCF Z8fb A K, 4EH71E 200~300,

T G315 0 OB 3 B B 25 R DA 1R 05 mg 1o
BERUE . bR, 7P bR 2 7R A ol Talome L
U TR R T 100 merkg !, IR SnrE r
Fi B 0 B SR . ISh L 4 B HRR (L SO H X
Japonica) S5SNI 78 i 2 v g STy Y Hy
LA T R AR B K 1 BCF. 2§75 3k fh L N
P2 7 T E 3 10 S B L6 0 e 2N
26 REGERE TR AR ARE 0t S

7 AT A B SR L 4 IR
SERAM AR TR ER R, N 75.00%; BT 7TNEERRETERRELEEKE R
16 P AL TS 7 VR bR R X K A K

e Fig.7 Cd 1 rates of 7 duckweed strai der different
(9 3 5 2% 5 2 F 70%. ,EQEP, 3EA4 B R ig remova raeso. uckweed strains under differen
cadmium treatments
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Xof KA P B 2 BR R 40 I A 85.05% Fil 82.50%, J5 R AL AU o AE H At K A A A0 %o AR TR B 25 B
o, 22 A (Zinania latifolia Turcz.) 7EALHE 6 d J5 AU RE ZLBRKAR R 50% RO4m1, & YA A2
Bk (M. pteropus) £ 10 mg-L™" FBAb 3 7 d J5 X 7K A4 TR &7 1) 25 B 2R R 39.129%~53.99%) . 8 A (] Ak B A
KT, KRMEERE (Micranthemum umbrosum S.F Blake) % 7K A& Fh4R 1) 2= 55 R 5 55 0 70.4%°), Ik F AR
W EE . 167 — A LI E LR, 43 meg L WAL FERIREIT S , V7 ¥ XK A R 4 1)
FBRFR N 72.43%%, AR TABFIEH 10 mg- L SEACH G 7 0k R X AKIR P a2 R R L 4%
UL, FEAHFI AL PSR s BT R, VR S MK AR AR L, BT B2 N E R fE ) Dy 58 P,
IR — A AT T e BRK AR 4 B AR TS U HLAICR R oK AE R o RN AR AR s R, TR
LR MR (Lemna) FIZD R L% 8 (Landoltia) XF K PR A48 1A B L BRER I TE 70% L BP0 A5G
HAE 7 AT AR 2R T o TR B R 3 5 Ko AR R AR G 2 PR SRR R TE T 70% LA L 3 SR 4 SRk R R
I AR R Y 25 B R WA B T 85.05% FI 82.50%, i e & A i K BCE 43 %1l 3 259.55 mg-kg!
M1 727.05. 33X FBARITH  fh Fh S R IR T 0 07 16 2R G055 305 0 100 2 BORD Fh 0 e AR L 2 I S A P A

H Al WA T L. japonica IR, A OQHAE KR 8 4 8 & A5 25 5% J 180 ) A0 90 T 2 fif
FHGE . 45 F 558 RAERH L japonica, TE =W EEHI AT, 5w £ 54508 2 834.30 mg-kg ™' il
2226.06 mg-kg ", XK PR A AR BR R AR T 82.50% FI 81.00%, ELA L K A HA i 52 AN R Sk
R, ML japonica f£ N F T 5 & J@ 15 Yok KB By Pt TREAL . AR, 45K A (L
Jjaponica) TE4RIE T ALBELERF A B IE W A K, B WAL R OF & £, 16 2B /K AR5 Jy T 54
R, RARRILE R R .
3 #ig

D& 05mg L b 7d)5, 359 .. 4%, 55, 6 5MTS 5N FERANEEEBEY K
T 100 mg-kg !, W E £ REISELL 50, EA0meg L MR 7d G, TR RN E RS
1200 mg-kg ™', Xt/ R B BRI T 70%, b IRSE R 0TI M — PR & ALY .

2) fE4 10 mg L™ #AAb BRI , L. japonica PP I 5 & £ B T 2 200 mgkg ™, XK TR R &
BrRE T T 80.00%, WL ELA I B T 32 Fla SR RRPE

34 SRk RELIT 0.5 mg LA 10 mg L FAAL RS, HAEY & 4 R B4 5 226.15 fil 283.43,
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Abstract In recent years, the cadmium pollution in water has become severe, and it is of great significance to
screen hyperaccumulators for its treatment. In this study, 90 duckweed strains were taken as experimental
materials and treated with 30 mg-L™" cadmium for 7 days, then 7 cadmium-tolerant dominant strains were
obtained. Through Blast comparison and construction of phylogenetic trees, the species of these 7 duckweed
strains were identified as Spirodela polyrhiza, Lemna japonica, Lemna minor and Landoltia punctata. After
treatment with low concentration (0.5 mg°L™") and high concentration (10 mg-L™") cadmium for 7 days, the
enrichment effects of 7 dominant straing were further studied and compared. Under low concentration cadmium
treatment, the cadmium concentration of 5 duckweed strains exceeded 100 mg-kg™'. Under high concentration
cadmium treatment, the cadmium concentration of 7 duckweed strains exceeded 1 200 mg-kg ' The
bioconcentration factors were higher than 120, and the water cadmium removal rates were higher than 70%.
Among them, 4 duckweed strain (L. japonica) was the best strain selected in this study, and its cadmium
concentration, bioconcentration factor and water cadmium removal rate reached 2834.30 mg-kg ', 283.43 and
82.50, respectively.

Keywords duckweed; heavy metal cadmium; species identification; hyperaccumulators; water pollution
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