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MR HA T PO 258 B N H Y B AR OR

AL RYAE, S B, B, FIEL A

LSRN Kot A d Bl 2 e Ao A 9 TREWFSE e, IR W R AR I SR R B 20 B 3 S S0 a8, RN K
b ARy TREE S, 5 5500255 2. M R2Fsh Y Bl2424 B, BEBH 5500255 3. 5 [ Bl 2 B b BR AL 24 F 5%
HEE R fb 2 E K E SR =, 5 FH 550025

W OE RSk, KEEIBYH SR, HiEEEEAEYHTIHEEEAREEE X, AL 90 MEHER RN
SEEAOEE, R 30mg L MYHRALEE 7d, RAF 7RI Z L EAR R . 38T Blast LL XTI RS L B W EEZ
7T NFMHAR R RS, B1E N Spirodela polyrhiza . Lemna japonica. Lemna minor | Landoltia punctata . T8I A5k
(05 mg L) FIE BT E (10 mg LY MR 7d, ¥ — L IWEMIFR T 7 U8RI E LR, SHRE
M, RERLRE, STYTHMANEEEEBE 100mgke; BREHLH)E, TMFHRANEEEEBL
1200 mg-kg', AW ERBORT 120, XKEPHNEBRRE T 70%. Hh, 458K (L japonica) J A YT 1k
WA R 2R, LR AR L AR MR AR AR BORIN K A T A 19 2 BR R 0] 3R B 2 834.30 mgkg . 283.43 Fll 82.50%
KHEIR VRN EAERW; WRKE; BE S Kk

VAR, B T AL UERE AR, 4% (Cd). 7R (Hg) F4T (Pb) &5 5 4 J& A4 75 YL ) 185 Jin ™
w0 Hodr KRR TS Gt R e, B S A VLR A2 20O W R BE A A s e ilan, R &
A B ARG G, KRR S R AR 80 F5 P, & T IR i A e W 3k 0.6 mge L', G i
K FRIKV IR 1E (GB 3838-2002), ] i 4 7 2 1 0 M 2 b R K T 28 ARME 1Y 16.7%~83.9%, 7K
A B R AN A R B IR K AR, sl & A TKA Y h & B eE B, &4
IR ANM . ANV 8 . RS IEAE A 800, i s 88 B
P A, JRE I AR, B, KRR YRR R G L

FBRKARE &R W 7 28 WA BT A A kM, SR Ak
to, AYBE Ir ik BAINA . T3 . @RCREI AN Hrd, HEYME S HOR A
) DTS G oKk AR v 15 B 4 @ R L& AR AR IR Y, DU SE BT S ok R g = 1, A EH R AR
W B R ARG E E SR E RGN M A Rz A, BRI GENESRE
HEMEY, BEY, ESREEEEYEHEEESESE SRS 1000 mgkg (T E) FE
Y, TE AR & AT BT 100 mgkg (TR ED) WA 9 R E A

TR, TR, SRYERSCER, &M TS YK A MR RAE5T5 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—), &, Wt, A%
¥, glyang3@gzu.edu.cn
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i ie e A AR ) TR SR 36 A, AR EEE, HAEY RS 1624 h B 1 £, A
TR E A EOCT RN RIS R B R TF A KAEREY), G MRARFR, 7T DLk s 1 ik
R, B aROR " FEHERETER LY 10~40 °C . pH M 5.0~9.0 S5 F A K, PRETEE N
AEJT 3RO, JEMHEXT Cu. Zn, Cd. Pb FHEEJEHA —& B EMMZHE 1P, FFTERENVGR . N
T AR BRI, 228z EP,

SR, A3 VR METEE & R it 52 FVE 45 77 0 A F 98 H il il EZ LA D5 A L, = R4
BB 55 2124200 Z R EE I (Spirodela polyrrhiza) X 58 A & U8, HAX A K ER LA O RS EE
1 pmol- L™ AY4HMIA 7 d J5 A%, WO & —Fh BA I8 & i (B 09 3 4 8 F /m 2>, i
LM (Landoltia punctata) 7€ 3 mg- L™ (AL BE 10 d J5, & 5 2 BORS KA Hh 4 10 25 B 2R 43 00l vl 3k 3]
h 770 1 72.43%, BA W R e R iR W, d TR BN R, A R R 0 R
RN EESORZFER. B, WA RS RSO 2SIk iid 6z
i, X E— 20 N AR B BR B L S

AIEGE Ry Wi 1 ) Bl T KA 15 G A I R R, Gl g 30 mge L ARALBE 7 d W 90 AR IFE
PRFR, DA R B Az (o FIWr bR i, A 7 BROCIBIZE R R o WHZ 7RISR R AT TR R B
Mt — 20, £ 0.5 mg L™ (TR ) M 10 mg- L' (R O ) SR e P AR B 7.d, HLER T 7 Bk
TR AR ER SR, PR S8 MM EERCR A LR, DU BE X540 5 5 SO R AEm
TR, A 5 R R B AR TR 4 R IE BEK AR R TS et = %
1 MB5R*®
1.1 GESEMR RIS T

S8 7 1 90 ok 77 b Ak o 5 M K 2 1 FHEKRAHSNRERS
A Bl P PR PE A IR E . SRS A BHET, Table I Duckweed species number and collection place
% JH Hoagland 15 9% W (& 1.5% RERE) XF ¢ I 2 ARG FAH G fiE
TRAFHO 17 PR R E AT P R B0 B SR 2R 1 il | st B E116°42'47" N40°10/92"
KE25°C, eI 16 h:8hy HRJE 75%. JE IR 2 BERHTIAER X E106°39'23" N26°26'59"
BEJy 5000 Ix, SEFRISE]DY 7 do BUEFRIG, Pk 3 BEHTTAERR X E106°39'57" N26°26'49"
3 H A RIR A B A 9 0 AT U A 92 0 &b ) EAWETE  BlL64247 NAGLGOZ"
B A2 1SRRI Y 7 AR R bR R bR © RREK  El0sSIT Naseaast
HYREA T B o 6 EXNIPNES E105°45'28" N29°27'57"
12 SRR A LA EUNBPNGIES E105°45'23" N29°27'55"

A CdCL R dbmrdb o fialk, de
), kOB (Aladdin, ), CTAB(Aladdin, ), 95% Z W, WAAR, A%ARHEHUK (Acmec,
), SN (Aladdin, [27), Taq M (Trans Taqg DNA Polymerase High Fidelity, Jt%0), 153E%E4H
412 Il Hoagland £ 7% 5t I B,

A . N TSRS F2 A (Thermo GXZ-80, E[H), M & (FE SW-CJ-1D, #iiL), Kw
(ZEALWAY DR60DA; £ [H), pH Y (F# pHS-3C, ), B.0HL CE M TGL-205, #HF5), PCR X
(Thermo T100, ), KFHL Ik JUNYIIY1600C, dbi0), KM T43 066 R 1 (Analytik Jena AG
NovaAA 400P, fH[E), A LLLIMNYEY (TUF LWY84B, k).

1.3 SEISAIBANAE 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 B4 o 53R AFH) 2 7 d,
7 d JE WA FE S HEAT IR S5 T

) EESUE, Td)E, BSHE SR S0mL, LA 3500 rrmin' 8.0 10 min, B EIH R E 4 °C vKEE
FFi s R hRY AoRK . A KRR e iR, JEAUW T Ko e SR B, T 60 C HLA H ik
HEFBEHR . FREL 0.1 g VEMEM K TIHME ., A 2 mL KRR R, FEINA 4 mL ¥ & R 78 40 1R
A1, T 280 C MM 4he BRRIEMIBEZS AXT R, DOHBRILE & AENIRE ., Hies, HE
BRI A ) B =R AT R AT Ve, B A R S0 mL fF A Hr s AR 0.5 g B VR
FES T 15 mL B0, T-20°C %% 1h, IIA 10 mL Bl E 50 °C () L R E N 95%), AR
S)JEMEE 3h, WOE B T e R E
1.4 IEFREN S HELE

D)5 T % EFE . CTAB ¥4 BUE ¥ DNAPY, 244K 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 B Ay &5 { B Taq B, [
FEFE N : 95 °C W4 5 min, 94 °C Z8PE30s, 50 CIiEk 30s, 72 °C iEH 455, 30 MEH. 514
AN A s SR A B 52 K. 3843 NCBI Blast H X #l MegaX A4 # R 48 & & W45 2 VMR R AR -

2) M AR PR R IR o R A K BORARIE 2 (1) 7158 1 KO S 23 6 BE T s v e
B E A R AR S Y, RS Q) tHER A TR KR TR R L BR AR ) 1R
A W) 4 A % (bioconcentration factors, BCF) 2MHYIA A 5K E SR MW L, BT %M
XEA B E LR, W NS E EAEYIENR R, A E L RBURIES @) 11 raR
a PR AL R b & IR (5) fist (6) 1T F.

v =Am/t (1)
Kb VA KR, gdTs AR RATR ST A L, g5 ¢ IR, .
w=(C; —C))V/m @)

A whHRNE RGPS R, mgke's C. Gl e il 11 A 1 b 4R & 8 A2 1 i 0 o
HWE, mg Ly VAR IE ARSI, mL; s AR ARIBCT Ry SRR, g
_ (CO_Ct)

p= e x100% (3)
0
K: Coo CAHIN AP IR T i vk B S A S EE o 5 3R R AR T i v B, mg L'

Rpcr = Cp/ Cy (4)

K Rea NAEVEEREG Y TR TR, mgkg; C IR W 50 00 BT = vk E
mg-L',
Cua=12.7A,-2.694A, %)
Cuno=22.9A,~4.684, 6)
KP: Coas ConZPAINHERER a, MR bR, mgL'; AFAD N SR BFWAE 663 nm
H1 645 nm Ab Y IOEIE, MRARFRBGR T B SRR WS, B st rh It R R E i, mgg .
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.



474 ok L B ¥ W Fl6 &

2 FER57
2.1 FHFEVFER

90 MR MEMR Rt 30 mg L FRAL B Td R, A T RRREM A B AL N, R ERSE
HERAR I Z 5B /N . L, ®IEHE UL L 7 D TRMERR ROV Z SR R, BAIRB TR ERE R
it 37 5Kk 7.78% . B 1 Ao e a5 A, 20 Sk U A T P AR R Ol 4 i AR AL BT S i AT R IR
SRR, NRITHIER R

7 1
<
0 K
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0
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1 cm
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B1 #iERSIEaTE ST

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

22 FEMELEZE

[ 2 2y PCR 4 38 0y 5t e L UK BT, arpF-atpH 18] [ ¥ 91K FE7E 600~700 bp, rpS16 N & FIF 5K JE
£ 1.000~1 100 bp, 4 NCBI Blast L X} (% 2), i 1 7 EALTEHE RS, 4538 4 D Fh.
TR, 1 SRR N Spirodela polyrhiza, 2513 S8k R K Lemna minor, 45 H15 Stk N Lemna
Japonica, 6“5 F 758k R K Landoltia punctata, WY& atpF-apH JT 5] X455, Sem AHRIE R B T
99.70%, 4 5HFR; BARMMIPERR] T 97.25%, R 7SR W rpS16 )75 LS55, R miAH
WPEILE] T 99.70%, 46 THRFR; BARAHBIEILE] T 94.80%, N4 5H 5 THE. TNEHEKRRS
7% )7 5] Blast H B AR AL PR R

2000
1000
750

650 bp

200
100

(a) atpF-atpH [E|# 751

1000

(b) rpSI6 & 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

MR atpF-atpH R IF 5 . rpS16 75 FIPHE 75138 1 Mega-X R K FW (K 3), 1 5HKFR
5 S polyrhiza B —2%; 25 . 35 EARE L minor B —2%; WMIBPHETFINEZZLETWN, 45,
59 ARY L japonica B —3; 65 THWHARYT L punctata BN —K . REKEWMREGERE
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 N
Lemna turionifera 4 Le-mna aequinoctialis

Lemna L Lemna 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-atpHJF51l R & T 1 (b) rpS16JFHN R G L B W (c) PHEFFIIRGEREW

3 INEFEREANRGELEN
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic trees of 7 duckweed strains

23 ARERKETEFENERESR

M 4 fT LR, R ERALBE , 7 MR AR TR ER . Hf, 25 M5 SHRAM
AR AL B R TR IR A o Al RE S5 AR Y N AR TR RE e R AR ORI B e R ) AR T RE D A
KO Arm A TS, 2 SR ARERZEMG], MIHA 6 MF KRR BEAR SR, HAK
ARG, X5 KHAN &P (A Je 45 3R — 20, B0 0.5 mg L' 2 7 MM 52 58 i e K B s v,
SRR s B A PR AR B BIE SR, R A R BRI AR R WO 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

MR ERAEE 7d)5, BRT 35 M6
R, Hibk A gZa T B LB AW R T
Me., TEm WM 7d)n, BT S5HEN,
HAbbk R4 R a R, Hh 35K R
THRZ, BIKT 97.70%P<0.01)(& 5(a). 1
MW EmEHE, B 15, 4 5MT5HEN
M3 FRARM S E b TR AR MBI T, 7
HIRERAIE, TR SR bR
FEAIL (B 5(b)). EMRMRIEMAAIES, 2 5% AR
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

:
-
E
:
5

— [LLLITTTTTTTT]
W [LIITTTITY *
~ [TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT]

4
TR
R ZEF B MKOT-P<0.05, **3RR 25 5 B 5 MK F-P<0.01 6

4 THFFERREARRKRELEFHE KRR

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

Cd treatments

HgRaGmS5HaE b SENET S, BRI MREATRE aEH/NTHSZED, HEED
TR AZ A R K (B 5(c)). TEMRMEMALES, 15 4 5/ 7T SHENE 3 MRAR BT
BZESTERD TR, EREEREEE, 7TMTHRADHZESEHER TREMBE. 35KRY
XTHRZAAR L S R | T 2, FRIR T 96.99%(P<0.001)(& 5(d))-
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Bs5s TNEFFERAEANRRRELEEHERSENTHL
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
HPE PR ARG, WRERRARIFE PRI R & i . AT R, W AR e R, REREUE 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, TR 4f ZR L5 1, 3K AT BB 5 BRI 9 e Wk B AR AL S i 2% 5 i T R S R 72 (i
IERERE, 7ETMERKRERT, 4 SR (L japonica) F1 754k R (L. punctata) 1% M- 1E K e B 47 Al
R EE R TR AR R M R R RO, TE— e R LR R B B IE A AR AT
3, A2 A E R T .
25 ARBKE T EEMNREENR

mE 6 (a) irm, FEMKERGHE 7d)5, 3% . 4%, 5%, 6 5 TS HABEERZH KT
100 mg'kg™", KB 7 E EEYIRMED; EEwERLARE, T RANRE SRS B
1200 mg-kg ™', Hyucic i E E Y D2 (Lantana camara L)) B K& 418 (423 mg'kg )P, M
B T KA R Y R R (Microsorum pteropus) B i K & 4 & (1160.72 mg-kg )™, HAl,
B kXX P Y &S E EE N 25445 mgkg's AP H 35 458k R0 00k
3259.55 mg-kg ' 12 834.30 mg-kg ', ¥t H AT T HAE Y fe i i B

6 OOO_E E=05mg-L' Cd 2000 £30.5mg-L Cd
4000 10 mg-L"' Cd 1000 L 10 mg-L-' Cd
~ 3000F . 550 H
o I =
<2000 w450 =
g - ﬁ =
= & 350 =
ﬂﬂi 1000 | = v
M 3007 T owor = B s
IE 1 B B B B
=200 150 | SN 0 5, b
100 2 B B4 Bl B B9 B
0 A o4 HH H H H) H)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
IR R IR R
(a) fEdeht (b) AWy E A RAL

6 TNFERREARRKELEGREEENENEERRY

Fig. 6 The cadmium concentration and bioconcentration factor of 7 duckweed strains under different Cd treatments

AW E R BCR DR A F AR RE I M E AR bR, WREEBEEEY R P —
ek Ui, BCF KT 1 R UMY RE IR h R OF R AR B, Rl BRI vh i 3 G R W 2 AR T A
RN G R BN R IE 6(b) AT M, 7 /S T7 PR AR 7R AR v J3E 4 A v vk BE 4 Ak B1US 1) BCF ¥R T
50, LacE T E Y P (L. camara)™ . ZZ3M A (Pterocypsela laciniata)*? F1ZL4& (Lonicera
Japonica Thunb)™* [ fx K BCF(3.14, 4.55 F125.41), H:, 4 Sk & BCF Z8fb A K, 4EH71E 200~300,
A AR e 2 0 R0 v i B A 30 T o AR RE TS AR IR E30.5mg-L'Cd

210 mg - L™'Cd

o
(=)
T

R . ZR LRTR, 7 IR bR R A K R sk 4 Ty
Ub BRI B T 100 meekg !, IV R — S rEY ar
8 = gy e % 60 FHEY %
Fiv O BLAG 68 AR R . BLSE ., 4 SRR (L ol H ) ) %
R

Jjaponica) 3% 55 MR/, TEAR VR FBE 65 R e vk B
R IE A RE4E RO 1Y BCF, TR 15 LKAk
1652 Iy T BA Sz 9 S BRI T

2.6 ANERRE TFHEKEPEIOERE

INNRNRRNNRNNREN
A
HTTITTITTTTTI]
AN
T TTTTT]
Al
T
AIINRNININNRNNNNN

HE 7 AT LAE , e E A S, 4 IR
SRR RS AKAR AR R R E, N 75.00%; E7 1N AEFRERELEEXKEPEN
TE B W R AN TR S . 7 AN TR RR 2 K AR 4 KhRE

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 (Zinania latifolia Turcz.) 7EALHE 6 d J5 AU RE ZLBRKAR R 50% RO4m1, & £ YA A2
Bk (M. pteropus) 7 10 mg-L™" FBAb 3 7 d J5 X 7K A4 T &7 14 25 B 2R Ry 39.129%~53.99%1 ., 6 AH [F] ik 2 Fsf
KT, KRS (Micranthemum umbrosum S.F Blake) ¥ 7K A& Fh4R 1) 2= 55 R 5 55 0 70.49%°, Ik F AR
WFoE e . 65— LIFEERBE IR T, 43 mg L SR PR FERHG, 77 3 X5 7K M4 45 Y
BRI N 72439, AR TABFEH 10 mg- L SEACH G 7 0k R X ARIR R R R R LA R4S
UL, FEARFI AL PR AR s A BT R, VR S MK AR AR L, BT 32 R E JE e ) T Ry 58 P,
FEU IR — AT Bk AR R 4 R AR TS e HAUR RAFRK AR . fEE NN BTSSR, PR
LR MR (Lemna) FIZD R L% & (Landoltia) XF K PR A48 14 B 1 L BR R I TE 70% DL BP0 A5G
HHEY 7 AT AR 28 7 o TR B R 3 i Ko AR R AR G 2 PR SRR R TE T 70% LA L, 3SR 4 SRk R R
AR AR B 1 25 B Ay R B T 85.05% 1 82.50%, i i & A i Al K BCF 43 %1 8 3 259.55 mg-kg !
M1 727.05, X F WD | o b 8 A RN AU 114 7 5 2R 4 5 At %) 0 K R O 0 A B B A B S R AR A
H i AT L. japonica WD, H S HAE KR E &8 & 45 2 bk Jr 1 i AF 53 o8 2 i
FHGE . 45 F 55 RAMERH L japonica, TEmWERMAT , £ 55008 2 834.30 mg-kg™' il
2226.06 mg-kg ", XK PR H AR BR R AR T 82.50% Fl 81.00%, ELA L K A HA i 52 AN E Sk
R, ML japonica fE N T H & J@ 15 ok B2 oy m e it 7 RAL . EAME T, 45K ERE (L
Jjaponica) TERME T ANBELERF A B IEH A K, BWAMRR N E LT, 6B /K AR Iy ik
RWE, AR E H RER & .
3 #ig

D& 05mg L b 7d)5, 35,45, 55, 6 5MTS 5N FERANEEEBEY K
T 100 mg-kg !, W EEREIYEE 50; £ 10meg L WM 7dE, TR E SRS ET
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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 strains 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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