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Abstract; In order to find out the effect of ornamental plants on the soil heavy metal pollution, five
kinds of chrysanthemum, such as Chrysanthemum morifolium, Dendranthema morifolium, Tagetes
patula, Dendranthema morifolium and Margaret ( Argyranthemum frutescens) are used as analysis
object. Analysis of five heavy metal elements of Cd, Cr, Cu, Pb and Zn in chrysanthemum and soil
samples. The ability of chrysanthemum to enrich and transfer heavy metals in soil was analyzed.
Quality of soil was assessed using the single-factor index method, and the Nemero comprehensive
index method, and the environmental benefits brought by chrysanthemum were evaluated using the
Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method. The results showed that the content of five heavy metals in
the soil ranked as Zn > Pb > Cu > Cr > Cd, the soil was at the levels of slight pollution, the
maximum contribution rates of composite pollution index were Cd. In terms of enrichment ability,
selected chrysanthemums had a certain absorption capacity for Cd, Cr, Cu, Pb and Zn, in terms of
transfer ability, the Chrysanthemum morifolium had the strongest ability, transfer ability followed the
order; Cr > Cd > Pb > Zn > Cu. Analysis of environmental benefits from chrysanthemum in-Kaifeng,
the daily dust retention, the amount of oxygen released and fixed carbon dioxide content per day of
chrysanthemum were enhanced with the increase of the amount of chrysanthemums.

Keywords: ornamental plants, heavy metals, chrysanthemum, rmedial \effects, environmental

benefits.

BEE WAL T AR & S 5l bRk Y s K AGHE SRR rh IS e iR & G B i B AR R
2 it FH A A0 2 3 9 A ORI AR BB e s g N S B b B
SR 1 X LS R AT — e i sgma 1 FAB G B R R FERTRE S, DU B MRS 1 A 1
BT TR E SR I Y B AU LS o R G i 75 Y, 1 L AT DA A W AR AR AR 1k
TR AR IR T A R AR B B T

UEAESR 1] P 2 3 XU B AR ) 1 308 AR F A — BB 5%. Prasann 251 JE4 700 B MR P %)
T4 IRV E AR A 4RI MBI B T TR AEHR L0 L YES O] T TR BR
1 TSV A A0 R RR A Xot AN T e AR 4 %o - 4 T e 194 W A B A S R BT TR LT
F X HE AR Mn Zn Cu Ni (Gd Pb MR | & SRR BT A 95 AT AL S X5 e H 1B &
WE9E, 25 R R, BT b s 8 T SR Y B O AR R A RR ) Bk, U R A A e 2D

T HE )R 55 PRI, I SRS AR XA [ 2 43 1) B AR S R AR e 1 F 9%, B F i 7 L.

H 1983 4ELLE, <RI EHB AL L7 BAE 10 H 21T, A 2SIk, S R Ja Y
L85 ( Chrysanthemum ‘morifolium ) | 23y ( Dendranthema morifolium cv‘ Black Chrysanthemum’ ) | fLeEs
( Tagetes patula ) A3 BHE ( Dendranthema morifolium) 354 TN 5524 ( Argyranthemum frutescens ) ¥ 13 7 43
J& Cd . Cr Cu.Pb Zn WY& L RE ) | T IAE ERHORIATHIIE, It — 2000 35 460 R I IR 30 45, Ky
FIHI% @AY 1B 52 1 5 i 4 JE e It A HiE .

1 #BS 5 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 WF9E KA SR i ke TR

FEEHA T R R, RAT LKA B 7, M AT B 48 T AR, AR 48 113°52715"—115°15" 427, L4
34°11'45"—35°01"20" AEBISRHA 14.5 °CAFEBIFEK A 627 mm , B 7 KBl 22 X5 O B R
ABIGTE X AR Ry il - 8, b O 3 4 A ML A, FLBRE 29k 43.3%—50.3%, % JE N 1.32—
1.50 g-cm ™ FEFFE T2 A FESE BRI S PR 4G AL D0, B 4 5L )5 SR 48 FLAE R R BBk S A% I RS,
AR RTINS AL G SR A AL T 2 WOk 1 A S0 SR 1 JR 0 45 T - 498 S 4 A6 .
1.2 F8hnIE
1.2.1 3 pH W&

P B A A AT 5 ) R B s s SRR B HE 2,501 Bk BGE i 10 B B AT £
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F10.0 g T 50.0 mL B#FH A 0.01 mol - L™ AL EG WL , B IS FEIE 2 1—2 min, H+ & 30 min , 525
PR & PR ARSI R, pH ST e
1.2.2 H3ERAEACTE 4 )8 B i

FESEG 2 B 18 (AR TS T X 38 ) 5 o A S A A AR B 48, o 18 b 7 4 10 2 i AR B
R A A A A K T R AR 3 F 2 H IR 0.50 em (UEE LS U AR RO AR IX (4 + 3R FE . +
RS TENERT, ZBRE YR IR A P8 22, 3T ok Fom v 5 i 100 B Je e i, st50 1R
5Y, HHEREFREL 0.10 g(15:2£:£0.0005) , SR FHAS R - 2 58 R - 0 SR — MR T ARk b A T i e 7 T A i
aiE g S IR B R ORI, & AL

SRAEFYIRE S BAE DA AR 25 it B B TT, 2 B B RK 8 4 ik, BB BT
YIRS L+ 58, B R B K YE 3 K SRIGHE 70 °CF TR Pt 1 E A LI TR AR,
FEYIRE S FREL 0.50 g(#R25+0.0005) , AHPIAE it R FH TR - oo S TR V1S At vk T A 0 oot A RO e 0 2 Gt 55 DR AT
BRI, R 3E NN E 4R Cd Cr,Cu Pb Zn & i3k FH H UG & 55 B AR R 1 & 56
X (1CP-AES,ICAP6200 , 5% [E FEER K /R A ] ) HEAT 00 &, DART Z0 M. 4% F VI 2Rk JEAT o s g il , DAAA £
SR R T 5E
1.3 Pk
1.3.1  FRRHEFHEEL

3T 4 VG Y P DATR [ A A FH M - 49 e KU B AR IE ) (GB15618—2018) 4% H
b - 38 75 Y AR 07 1 8 2 B8 SR B DR -8 50 0 HEA T VA 2 A7, s DR 50k A Joi P i
YL 52 0 BRAE ) B R R WTAR o R I 3 4 JE 15 Y RO i vk S AR

Ci
P, = G (1)

K, Co BRI Y0 § SEIE ; C, o IR EYOCER | FPEMFRIE.P, < | AR TLITYL,1 < P, <
2 FORBRIMIGY 2 < P,< 3 FRRETGYL 3 < P.< SFORNFEEIS YL P> 5 FORE 5L
1.3.2 WP LRET5 YR80k

PR 7 A Yt B P SR A B R s e Fa Ak A AL b B S B (S 0 s BT
07 W RS R IR 2R 4 R BRI O, 28 H R 0 8 43 B0 15 Y 0 5 BRBE 7= A (W 5 ), I BB 45
A ELB 27 S B X ) AR S RO A R

PMJ(PZ-) * max (P) o)

A, P IMER L35 B G FEH, (P)? N 38 i A T4 I 3 N T35 507 B 777 s max (P,) 9 3
T A 4 R RS RO RIS e A8 B H 2 P < 0.7 I, R HERE RS RN 40,7 < P < 1.0
i, NER ;1.0 < P < 2.0 B, RIS YL ;2.0 < P < 3.0 5, NHEGYL P> 3.0 IF, g EBE Y5 e,
H P, P AEBR ) SRIIRE 5275 Julli ™ 5.
133 WHERBEHBRE

A RBUR WA YN 3 b AR ST R BRI AR N RE T, AR R B, WA ) %% R o 4
A DA - 1 P4 1 S B8 BB ) kiR 6 A% R B80S AL A 12 4 T AR 58 ) b b TR 4R RS BB T B RN R
FEHERBCT SHARECY P70 AKX T .

C .

BCF:C—"" (3)

TF = (4)

C,
X, C Y P RS Y & C A8 Bz s R & 2 O AE b Bl B i C 451
MR 4 Y
1.3.4 B ERE-S i
[ e o 2 4 ) JE AL 3 S I A5 K — S ( CO, ) B (0, T b — S A b (9 ik
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5 BP0 R A AR,
p :él[(PM FPY/2 % (1., — 1) X 3600/1000] (5)
Horp P oz B[R B (mmol « m™s™") 5 PRI I AT B BERS Y6 G AR R P, o F — 0 5 A R s
FeAEVER R (mmol »m™s™") 5o, W 5 ARSI A] 52, R — 0 A BB TE] (h) 57 vk k.
A AVER N s, =

6C0,+12H,0 ——CH,,0,+60,+6H,0 (6)

WIS A AVE O fE il ik 03 A X AT DB A Y e CO, [ & HR AT
Weo, =Px44/1000 (7)
W,, =Px32/1000 (8)

Weo, FEHAALTHIFR I R [EE CO, MM (g-m™™d™") 5 W, N EAALH A 7B O, (g-m™d™") ;44 32
4358 €O, 0, B BE IR I .

L0 P 24 B B P T RO B A R R TR A SRR

PO T R R R (gem ) = (W,-W,) /A (9)

WG 1, BEVUR R Y R, FHZER AT I 2647 2 h i op ik 530, ELE A M A RS B R 53
e, BRI R T T A T AR A IR AR (W, ), X R iR P IR T kg, PR RS 1 IR AR
T 110 CHEFE PR, FRIRFRIGIEARE & (W,).

ZE M RO A AR S H A B ZEE R A A I

J
E=Y [(e., +e)/2x (1, -4 % 3600/1000] (10)
i=1

A e BT A B A AR (ol -m ™ s71) s, AR AU LAY ZE S TR 0 S I S BRI I TE] (h) e
N R — I BRI (h) 57 D9,

2 5 51718 (Results and discussion )

2.1 A eI AT B XU P

KR L3 PR R R S PN B £ £ 75 Y B0 0T T 38 i AR 15 9 X 1 A TP A 2 2R LR 1.
% 1A, 39 pH (0 743 A DL S 0 12.8 gokg ™, T S R P - S T5 e XU
53514 0.30,200,100, 1204250 mg kg™, T H 4 -+ HEF SHE 52514 0.06.,63.2,20.0,22.3.62.5 mg-kg ™,
LM 5 FE R A E 40,77 51.0,52.5 614123 mg-kg ™', KKEINIRFF R Zn > Pb > Cu > Cr >
Cd,Cd Cr,CuyPb Fil Zn WZE SR EGHIN 40.1% 21.9% 37.3% 61.5 % 68.8% ,FI7E 10%—100% 2 [f] , /&
T A S b SRR SR PRIk 2.55.0.25,0.52,0.51,0.49, BB F Cd R EETS YURAS, ok
EJRATICE RS, WD LR G T RARHOY 1.91, HHERIARAE TR TS IR

®1 HIEESECRE G

Table 1 Risk assessment of heavy metals in soils

Cd Cr Cu Pb Zn

£t Content/ (mg-kg™") 0.77 51.0 52.5 61.4 123
AR 5 2N Coefficient of variation/ % 40.1 21.9 37.3 61.5 68.8
- Y XU i L (B

.J% 7':. B/. (A . 4 0.30 200 100 120 250
Soil pollution risk screening value/(mg-kg™")
RG4S T S {E

AT . 0.06 63.2 20.0 23 62.5
Henan soil background value/(mg-kg™")
AL Organic matter/ (g-kg™") 12.8
pH 7.43
P, 2.55 0.25 0.52 0.51 0.49

Py 1.91
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2.2 HAEARER L E &R S T

Fi BE AR IR0 A AN (R 2) AR 2 T, & RS AR AS WA FLAS BT FDAK MR A9 AR PR
3 Cd S48 0.28.0.23.0.3.0.18..0.13 mg-kg ™", 43l I H A 3T S H (0.06 mg-kg™") Y
4.67.3.83.,5.00,3.00 2.17 i, HrAvB AR bR + 58 rh Cd & f i, BOAR IR 25 MR B+ rh Cd 5 = 0
%, 3% I S 2R A HE S R BBk > & 25 > B2 > fLAER > IR itEs.

S EJE B4 M ERE LA R RS I AR A AR PR R Cr F &S5k 5.35.2.88.1.18,4.03,
1.55 mg-kg ™", Zr BRI B4 3 544 (63.2 mg-kg™) #Y 0.08.0.05.,0.02.0.06 .0.02 177, Hirh 4 2541
Prt-4erh Cr & S dfiem , i EBR PR 38 Cr & B 5%, # NS 2R HET b & 25 > FLER >
% > FORSINFEAS.

SRR R4 Ry Bk FLAE B B AK N R A AR bR 8 Cu E & 40l 29.0,25.5.9.10,6.80,
10.7 mg-kg ™", 20 W2 4 4T 58 (20.0 mg-kg™' ) AY 1.45 .1.27 .0.46.0.34 .0.53 %, Hih 4 25 AR
Prt-4erh Cu & , FLAE FARPR B3 Co & AR, He N R BRI HETY 4 B0 > 5528 > FOi%
AR > FH BBk > FLAE .

SR ARG KRB FLAE B B A% TN 46 AR PR e Ph & s il oy 35.7.2703.15.5.13.8,
13.6 mg-kg™" , AR B A 3T FLH (22.3 mg-kg™' ) A9 1.60,1.22.0.70.,0.62 0:61 175, Hih 4 2548
PR3 Ph & f i, TS I RRAG AR PR L3 rh P A IS, H N MR HE T h & 25 > B4 >
MR > FLAE R > FOAK I RF44.

SEE B R Ak FLAE R DS B RE A AR bR -3 Zn SR 5O 48.4.39.8.29.6.16.9
15.4 mg-kg™", 0 BRI 4 38 505 (62.5 mg kg™ ) 1Y 0.77 .0.64,0.47 .0.27 .0.25 5, Horb 4 25 AR
BrA-3Eh Zn & BB, AR TR A AR PR 08 b Zn SR RIS AR BN S BRI A S RS > B >
WEEE > FLAE R > TS R4S

F2 AFYREF LIRS R A& &

Table 2 Soil heavy metals in rhizosphere of different plants

Hi4 JB Heavy metal HHLF ﬂf’ﬁﬁiﬁ&ﬁf%
7] . Soil backgroundvalue
. B pH Organic matter/ K
Species TE i Content/ (g‘kgl ) of Henan Province/
Element (mg-kg™") (mg-kg™)

SEE Cd 0.28 7.35 143 0.06
Chrysanthemum morifolium Cr 5.35 63.2

Cu 29.0 20.0

Pb 35.7 22.3

Zn 48.4 62.5
B4 Cd 0.23 7.22 8.9 0.06
Dendranthema morifolium cv Cr 2.88 63.2
‘ Black Chrysanthemum. Cu 25.5 20.0

Pb 27.3 22.3

Zn 39.8 62.5
i Cd 0.30 7.36 13.6 0.06
Dendranthema morifolium Cr 1.18 63.2

Cu 9.10 20.0

Pb 15.5 22.3

Zn 29.6 62.5
fLagtt Cd 0.18 7.5 21.4 0.06
Tagetes patula Cr 4.03 63.2

Cu 6.80 20.0

Pb 13.8 22.3

Zn 16.9 62.5
A% T 24 Cd 0.13 7.33 16.1 0.06
Argyranthemum frutescens Cr 1.55 63.2

Cu 10.7 20.0

Pb 13.6 22.3

Zn 15.4 62.5
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2.3.1 HIEESEE S T
WHR 3R T, B ICP-AES WUAS 88 AEAN [R] 5B 007 J 46 Ja 1) 2 i, 45 SR LK 3.
F3 ARFHENESBSESSEHBRE
Table 3 Heavy metal content and concentration and transfer coefficient of different chrysanthemum
=4
X SR Dendranthema e Bk fLAg e FOAK T 4745
HEE . -
- al Chrysanthemum — morifolium ¢v  Dendranthema Tagetes Argyranthemum
cavy me morifolium ‘ Black morifolium patula Sfrutescens
Chrysanthemum’

cd 3 Up/(mg-kg™!) 0.73 0.11 0.09 0.03 0.19
T3 Down/ (mg-kg™!) 0.58 0.38 0.75 0.13 0.23
WA R L BCF 2.58 0.73 0.69 0.26 1.59
W RETE 1.27 0.29 0.12 0.24 0.84

Cr T Up/ (mg-kg™) 9.22 1.93 1.60 0:99 0.53
T8 Down/ ( mg-kg’l ) 2.68 2.63 2.90 9.08 0.73
W R BCF 1.59 0.72 1.55 0.56 0.37
R RETE 3.45 0.73 0.55 0.11 0.73

Cu T Up/ (mg-kg™) 243 8.36 7.00 2.30 3.16
% Down/ (mg-kg™!) 31.0 30.6 15.6 7.88 9.03
R A BCF 0.86 0.51 0.93 0.47 0.43
HHRETF 0.78 0.27 0.45 0.29 0.35

Ph ¥ Up/ (mg-kg™!) 26.9 8.94 7.55 4.43 4.16
T8 Down/ (mg-kg™") 25.3 31.6 19.8 19.3 11.7
W R A BCF 0.75 0.50 0.62 0.49 0.44
R R TR 1.06 0.28 0.38 0.23 0.36

7Zn 3 Up/ (mg-kg™) 102 21.9 15.1 5.28 7.55
T Down/ (mg-kg™!) 99:1 61.6 54.6 22.6 12.2
WAEFRE BCF 2.11 0.76 0.74 0.47 0.57
R RBTF 1.03 0.36 0.28 0.23 0.62

2 3 AL, F AR AR AR R N & R TR], LA Ay /N T b R R i A A B R R A
KAk ALAE B BRI RRAR T G YRS BRI (53 312 0.71 ,0.16,0.21,0.04 ,0.20 mg-kg™" , AR F /N HE
¥R 4 B > By Ak > B840 > FOA% i Rr 4 > FLAE B & B B i i, b B4R 0.73 mg-kg ™', HE TR A
50.58 mg-kg™s

G B BB kY BBk LS B FD RS AR R Cr AY SRR (E 4> )2 8.50,2.07,1.83,2.26,
0.58 mg-kg™' MK BVNYHET B4 25 > FLER > B4 > Bidk > HIgmR4, & 25 &k
B M FERAY R 9.22 mg-kg !, M R R4 2.68 me kgl

GRS BAG KRBk FLAE | FD RS A A P Cu BRI (E 4 i 2 25.0,13.06,8.48 3. 18,
4.60 mg kg™ MR EVNGHET 4 205 > 5545 > Byusk > BAgmRe4 > fLER & 25 & e
B, BTk 24.3 mg-kg™! MR EBS R 31.0 mg-kg .

SR B R Ak FLAE B FDAK I KR Ph Y B R 3 4 B & 26.8.13.7.9.67.6.77,
6.01 mg-kg™"  FRMKRBNOHET M4 RG> 845 > Bosk > FLAER > RIEe, & 85 & ek
L EERAE N 26.9 mg-ke ! ML TR R4 K 25.3 mg-kg .

GET AR B ARk L B B AR N A 2 D Zn B9 R R 24 2 ) 2 102,30.0,22.0,8.00,
8.70 mg-kg ™' FERMKEVNWHEF M4 RG> B2 > Bidk > FLE R > ISR, & 25 i
o AN 102 mg-kg™' HUR R K 99.1 mg-kg .

2.3.2 WS REN T
H2E 3 AL 4 R )5 A4S B EAk FLAE B F0AS IR 4 X Cd 1 4 R AN 2.58.0.73.,0.69
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0.26.,1.59, #& BN K B/NGHEIT b4 RG> HAgmes > B4 > Bidk > fLE= b &2 R WE
ERRE TR LA RN AR RE ) 5 55 s % Cd IFE RS R A 2 1.27 ,0.29,0.12,0.24 ,0.84, 7 FR A K F]
INHET R 4 B G > FOAR IR > ARAE > FLAE R > sk

G EJG B4 MHBERE FLAEE DA I ERAG T Cr Y E S R E R 1.59.0.72.1.55.0.56 .0.37 , # 1]
MRENGHET A4 85 > Bk > B4 > fLe5 > B mRe s, b, & 5850 & £ &k, 15
e TR A 20 1 ' SR BE 10505 X Cr IOFERS 228000 Sl J2 3.45.0.73.,0.55 0. 11 ,0.73 , #5 R A R E /NG HEF
SR > B4 > HSIR SHERE > FLAE .

GEJG B4 MHBERE FLAE T I0AK AR A X Cu AU E AR R B0 0.86.0.51.,0.93.0.47 ,0.43, 4%
AR EBNGHEF R R > &85 > 8845 > FLAE R > FRguidesg, b Busknd = S 6e o,
PR TN A 2 10 B SERE T 55 5 X Cu A8 R 8043 J2: 0.78 ,0.27 ,0.45,0.29 ,0.35 , #i B R B/ N HEF
h&RE > MRk > TR IR > FLAE R > B,

GEJE B4 MHERE FLAE . I0AK AR A KT Pb AU E AR R B0 R 0.75.0.50,0:62 ,0.49 ,0.44 , #%
FNKEVNGHERE A4 25 > BEdk > 8825 > fLE 5 > Bk s, Hod, kb sk il &2 )5 66 71
o, O I AR 48 1Y) B SR B T 55 5 4 Ph 15 RS R A A2 1.06,0.28 ,0.38,0.23 ,0.36, F& I K H /MY
HEP M4 5L )E > Briisk > FAsmness > B5gf > fLAE R

G B5 BB WHBRE FLAS T IR ARSI Zn AR 4R R B0 E2.11,0.76 .0.74 .0.47 0.57 , F5 1
MKEVNEHET M4 85 > 554> Bk > FMsaikesd > FLAE R HkR, 4 8L )5 1) W SE 68 ol , 4%
T 3 1 o 2R 8 1 B 59 5 % Zn TGRS 28003 1102 1.03,0.36,0.281,0.23,0.62 , 4% IR K FI /N HEF Sy 4
25> IS > 8B > sk > fLAE .

2.3.3 S RJEAFEERA E AR B SR

i LA RT AT, 5 FhagAE T A 16 S BE 1, LAXS Bh B4 Jm e B 2R B Ol i 1 4 B R ),
AT E SR B RS T E . & B)a iR s 1, 48 Cd Cr.Cu Pb. Zn [ & &4
B4 0.28.5.35.29.0.35.7 48.4 mg-ke ™', & B )5, EHAJE Cd Cr,Cu,Pb. Zn [ 5154 0.71 .8.50,
5.04.26.8 102 mg-kg ™", HorP %t Cd A& SERETT ol , XF Ph B & S8 1 e 55 61 5% 4 25 AYAS [R]5B A2 1
&, B A AR XS Cd Cr Cu Pb Zn [ &4 24051 1M 2.09.0.50,1.07.,0.71,2.05, FH K E]/INMGHE
J¥5 Cd > Zn > Cu > Pb > Cr; 25X} 5 FiE 4 J& 1 5 48 24053 510 0.47 ,0.22,0.08 ,0.13 ,0.28 , H: A K F)
/NHEF R Cd > Zn > Cr > Pb >{Cu; M5 Tz 48 19 & 48 2403 %124 0.55.,0.04,0.03,0.03,0.04,
MKENGHEF A Cd > Cr > Zn >'RPh> Cu; fEXT 5 FhEE 42 )8 A9 5 42 R 5053514 1.63.1.05.0.65.0.46
1.63, MR EI/NGHEFE A Zn > Cd-> Cr > Cu > Ph.2¢ FFTAL & 2R X 4 M E 48 Cd.Cu . Pb.Zn
B ERE S T4 R5 MME M K, 4 BIE X Cd #0E ERE iR, X Ph BB AR AE F1 5.

25k v7ACd
EZACr

Flower

B G5 AN R Y i AR R AR

Fig.1 Comparison of heavy metal enrichment coefficient in different places of Chrysanthemum morifolium

2.3.4  HIESHIETE SR AR
iz G SPSS X H G R TR BEATAHSCE AT, RIVRTA5 21 - H G 5 4 AR T B R AT ST R AL
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(FHICFRIE (1) B H R Pearson M 5C 240 , 3 Cd .Cr Cu Pb Zn 523164 F 4R AHC R AH E R 500>
A2 0.937° 0.60,0.917 0.917" ,0.93"" , L UiH] +3%r Cd .Cu.Pb.Zn 5%t E4JE Cd.Cu Pb,
Zn 7E 0.01 BERIKE T 20 B M ARG, B3 Cr 53576 Cr S 2 IEM &, 14 Cd . .Cu P Zn
S 546 Cd (Cu Pb Zn & [R)RE UL .
2.4 BAERIIAEE R A T

o3 A B A AR AR 23 R IR AR T T AgAEROK B | Hir b & | H Bl H B i 0
Br ARTERK & | H b aE | H B fk D H B AR B fA 2 (5) —(10) #4738, 45 R W3R 4.2016—
2018 AETFEI T A AL A2 B WE AR AL 28003 91k 260,295 279 T3 %%, 35 R W1 R] 35 AL B K 4203591 R 2.60x10°
2.95%10° 2.79x10° t, H #5358 0.64 .0.73 .0.69 t, H [E#RE 4354 20.7 .23.5 22.2 t, H BE &5
A 15.1,17.1 16,1 t, AR 25, B A S AL 3 2 G 0.

R4 TJFEHMAERIREG

Table 4 Environmental Benefits of Chrysanthemum in Kaifeng City

oy it oK H fiir A I ] e H RS
Years Chrysanthemumy Ji 4 Discharge of Daily dust Daily fixed carbon Daily amount of
cars fysantiem water/'t retention/'t dioxide content/t oxygen released/t
2016 4F 260 2.60x10° 0.64 20.7 15.1
2017 4F 295 2.95x10° 0.73 23.5 17.1
2018 4F 279 2.79x10° 0.69 22.2 16.1

Sy BT E TE B 4G 1AL 2 R I IR BE A AR, AT T 3 A R S b o | Bk B A Y AT,
e SA PR A B R 4244.5 ) 2016—2018 4E 1 B 1T 2548 B i 2 B Tk 350 51 R 0.15%0
0.17%0.0.16%0,2017 4F-FPHE 45 46 e 22 , H DT ik et i e 2 AL FE AT SR B b, AR — o
K, 78 KRR R i KR R B .

RS HRERIE LERPRE A

Table 5 Environmental bénefits of ehrysanthemum during Chrysanthemum exhibition

Y Year
2016 4 2017 4§ 2018 4F
T
4245 4245 4245

The amount of dust in Kaifeng City/t
SHE Iy L T S
Wim‘mﬁk}: 0 0.015 0.017 0.016
Dust retention contribution rate/ %

; I
ﬁffﬂf}\ ) 519 521 523
Kaifeng City population/ ( JTA )
TF & T AL AR X A 9.8
Mean value of relative humidity at flowering stage in Kaifeng City/% ’
TR 2 SR 15
Kaifeng City air water content/(g-m™) '
AN HBARS R 075
Per capita daily inhaled oxygen content/kg ’
H F I~ 0.50
Per capita daily exhaled carbon dioxide content/kg ’
T AT 0,58

AR 0, & o 3893 3910 3925
The daily oxygen demand of Kaifeng City/t

i AA Bk Co, =

JEEATA TR CO, 4671 4691.88 4710.33
The amount of carbon dioxide released by the population of Kaifeng City/t
B E TTHRR Oxygen release rate/% 0.39 0.44 0.41
[ A% He Tk 2 Carbon contribution rate/ % 0.32 0.36 0.34

AL G AR, Wk as SR Y COo, B 0,.2016—2018 4 JF & 1T A 20 51k 519 7 A,
521 TN 523 T3 AP0 e B H S H AR 0.75 kg HEATHEE, 1T 0, H IR S 43 51y 3893
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3910.3925 t, HiTTHkR K 0.39% .0.44% 0.41% , 73 B AT LUK /2 2.76 T3 N .3.13 7 A .2.96 J7 A1 By I .
Horr 2017 4P IR 2 , HSTlk R Ir e .

ANOAZSSHR 0, B CO,.2016—2018 4FFF 1T A 14308 519 J5 A 521 JT A 523 1\,
Fi B Y HIFH CO, 8 0.90 kg HEATTHE, AR CO, B 431100 46714692 4710 t, 4K i 1A fIT
THEAS B EE R 217 1H 55, 15 20 45 46 H 1] B 12 5T Bk % 5301 R 0.32% ,0.36% . 0.34% , 53 53 7] LIS #E
1.59 75 A .1.80 Ji A 1.70 J7 NI CO, Y.

BP0 FHAE S g B Al el T A A IR SE ARk T A, HL AR 1 07 A SR BRIk T Y
REARIREE i A ST e 4 S5 AR A8 FLAE R Bk IDAR ARG XT 5 FhEE4: )8 Cd \Cr Cu . Pb.Zn 1Y
EAEREIMGE T , Z BRI 58 2 AR ) T EA A —RCREAE , RIUAE A b R i 4R AR R
Tt B35y, A B B SEAE Y A — R AE Y RIS R PR AG AE T 5 Rh R 4R A E R 5 4 000%
D MR X H 4 )8 M Zn Cu \Ni Cd Pb ¥4 & #6881 — B0 46 B A 2= [ e e, 48 4EnT
J i e AR R BT 23 A R AR A 5 dt i sk X6 SR 0T G O W e e b i Al 31 v 1 R
FIVE 5 3 AR FH , SE BRI T 2858 v A e S A7, 30 o A 0 Al B S S 3 T L) 22 B 1, S
R, (H 4G A 2 S BHAAE I IR SO AR, B A e S A E &R, L e 5 &
&R WIRE 1A 7T BB AZ 4 16 T8 S [T il it 5 9 242 5 )

AT B T A4 A6 6 505 A5 fLAE B Ry Uk B9 RR S VRN F TS X 42, 36 46 AR W)
WK, IFE 45018 25 2016 U & 29 5080 J1 A, ik ViF ol ok 1) 28 B 280 4. k397 14.7T ;2017 4R i % 24
5863 Ji N, i K B2 5wk 25 R 783 A2 TG A A A R Sl T e Ll G 2 R, EL T 4 e
W, 4G4 L3 VORI 25 A6 RS FE R T B0 & FL 1 WA 9 R A B AR XS T 0.47 M BAy
AR 0F 5 IR RS, B VA ) R Sk A e | AR T XA R i | 38 & R TR, (H e
B & AR SRR T 4 T B AT ARSI AT

3 %518 ( Conclusion)

(1) T3 5 FhE 48 KRB/ NRIRITHZa > Pb > Cu > Cr > Cd,5 FhiE4 88 T s i 4%
W Cd RS YRRES  HAE SR T RIS YRE , B AL TR TS YRS,

(2) &4ERe 1710 5 FhagAEXT 5 PSR A BE RS, Hih & 25X Cd Zn W& ERCRELF ¥
JEBEXT Cr Cu Pb A& SRR AL BE 1 T, 4 205 W6 7 1 4 J8 B 0 e, HE P o 31 55 0 HE 7
H Cr > Cd > Pb > Zn > Cu; MEERSRCR MM 4 B85 08T, 15 & 25 R X 4 FhEE 4 )8 Cd . Cu . Pb,
Zn W E LRI A T 28 F AL i 1.

(3) ;-4 CdoCu Pb. Zn 5554EH Cd Cu Pb Zn {2 B EEIEADC, B3 Cr 5854EH Cr &
AR IR

(4) RBERE 0T, LATTEE 35 48 J 1], 2016—2018 4EFF:H 4548 H b B H B4
TEREK A IR BR ARG , Bl A 24 16 I 3% 22 T 35

L H R A
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