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@ =E: iz MY R (phytoremediation) 7 R, & B & 4 ¥ MARS: MHSE%E. FR

( Ceratophyllum demersum L. ) {55 B ( Elodea nuttallii) .75 ¥ ( Vallisneria HOEEIMIUKEYEE S
natans)3 FUUKAEY) , LB FAIE pH 5409 BEXT B ATE K R LR K, mAU R R IR
BRI, S5RFRH,3 MUTKEY YRR Z — € R ETEWRE RIRT o S A A

Bt FREAR IR BE 5 BROK AR P 3 s FE SR IR X IR, & A B S AR B
Fe pH 2 8.5 FRHRBEN 15 /L VSR , RBRIRAY AR B8 , 35 RL7E

R E SR X, At
HERBREESRE. HA

pH A 7.5 SRR 10 pg/L KT, ERRBHRE I iR 7EUTKAE BN KX 3 MULKEY
PriE R R BEXT KRR TN KRR R (G 92% ) , & BERZ ER & B KRR LB
(3%90% ) , FH BN 66% ) 3 YLK YR 3T 7K A4 ) 25 BRBUR $RT i A LA 1

IKEYER R, RBRRRIAFRERBRR (L 95% ) , & B BEMRZ
(3593% ) , ¥ B d/ N 88% ) , L B Xoh 4 ) 25 Bk AR BV TR VR
pH SF R R B BB BAGRE ,  81% ~88% o 3 FhUL KA Y& L
W, mTLIE g, il TRERBEKEYER

KR VUKD 5 T
SEE RN AR
hESEE.X 7031
XERERERGD: A

AR, BT AKX AR EA G H B IT R
FIFF , LA ARl A= 7 368 B 35 5 Jl B 75 e, 1
HBHERET — R, B T A
HAESHEETTR AR BT, Ea R E R
PEEIE R E H 2 E 2 2 AR AR % R R A
RIS 2011 4R, B 55 Bt IE At 2
(ESRBREEHE+ 317 , X 2R E
HERSE T Zh" R, R ERRTS
RFEENVRER R IR, RRFE P
AT KRR 3R W —FEESRE, X 3hiE
Y1 ARBE ) RE I , L B[R] e 5 K B 26 A
5 R Z B ANH = EER. 1984 FHK A E
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ARG , O A S IR = U & 1M S
Haugl,

UL7KAE ) ( submerged macrophyte ) 75 7K {4 4=
BSREPREEEENEMN, RKAESHER X
AR, EAMUELER K AR AT R 2+
PERISERE'S) B XK R B B Mk Th RE
RN PR A, TR O,
MR ETE A R R E WM K A E & BE T,
WORT AR S A B 3R 25 BR TS Bk R P i &
&1 RERKAE SR I RIFAR

E NN R TUKAE Y £ Bk R E & R # B
REDPER, B LR SR FARAESHEEE
BKATE 4B MBCR BT IS M R A . |
e, AT J 4t 38 AR BE A9 L 3 R UT/K AR
YIAE & R 7K A Hh i A A1 B0 B X AN [ 4 1
KRR RBRBOR B R EENE X, TR
Yy EBRK AR E 48 15§ IR AW T 5 52 By B
AP AR
U AP I
1.1 SEIesrst

SEIG FH 4 #a 3E ( Ceratophyllum demersum L. ) |
B 5 B ( Elodea canadensis ) . 15 B ( Vallisneria
natans) T 2011 4£ 6 H R g R KL K5
o, PRIEAE K RAF A S RIS RS E;
255 A : Hoagland’ s & 3£ ¥ . CdCl, - 2. 5H,0
(4r#r4t) JHNO, \HCl, NaOH , Z& 18 7K 55 ; FZ4X
A RIS EE BT (TAS-990) | H #AVE TR
THEAE KB IRG % B F R AL pH
REET JKRAE (60 L) BBE S
1.2 SLWAHZE
1.2.1 JUKHEYREESR

TEA/KIGRAER P4 1S em JER AW, BIA
BC 4 Hoagland 78 FR W 1 SE B 7K 14 50 L, K Pk 47
4 FIZE R /K PR ( B 2 281K Hh A A
HER) AR YL EE IR, B K IRELE T B At
M KIR(25 £1) °C.pH 8.0 £0.2 (4T, &
KRB A B — RV, BoK R R 3 d, B 55T
6] 3 A PHEIR , 56 —HE3E 3R 10 d, 58 —Hb 3557 40
d, [y #A728 BT SE . EHRRAETE 1R ES
— B AEAR AT 73 4 SE 5
1.2.2 SZIGAbH

Fi CdCl, -2. 5H,0( 43 #r 4k ) Be il 4 )8 f bk

W, 7E58 4 Hoagland & SR SR % O (X ) |
5.0.10.0.15.0.20.0 wg/L($%4h4HiT)5 kB
BERE SRR BE AL 3, R4 1 ~ 1.5 pumol /L
MES 1 Tris YW 7E pH TH87~ T 53 3K & 45 v
W pH V8% 5.5.6.5.7.5.8.5 f19.5, /M HEE
83 K, AEF WA Y66 B T (TAS-990 ) 43 #t
YR AR BUR B
1.2.3  YlKHE YIS AR PR S5
BAKIBEFFBA 50 L LA Hoagland & 37
W SEB KA, 3 A YL EE 3% 10 d MM (R A
IKAAER) %20 g, FHLSR 4 1 ~ 1.5 wmol/L () MES
A Tris YRAE pH 828 T 2 510K K& i pH 7
$75.56.5.7.5.8.5 f19.5, HRFEBELBPE—
Wk, BEFRKIE LRSS S5 YR SR A
A, 7E55 15 X .20 K.25 K.35 X.45 KBfic3%
BRI AR, BE R M5 35 REUKHE 20 mL
(KHE T 15 em &b) , 2B RAARFI, HBUE £ K
A AR, B SRK kT ¥ E , FOK 40%
FREKS, FREILH,
1.2.4  JUKHEYIH RBRELE
VEEGE B YILEE 3 40 d foAEAk, Bl B Sksk A
BRI WhYESE ,120 °C X7 0.5 h,80 CHEF
ZIEE,BEE CRZ ~50 pm) &, FREC KT
HIFEM A 0.3 g, MBI R R s WP, 7 23
CHIZMT, BL 150 v/min (5 E7E K B 15 1% 58
FRRGWM S h EEE , ARSI LR ER,

W EHRAT R
1.2.5 HHEF%
R B B A A SN
q:=(Cy = Cy) Vi/W, (1)
4, =(Cy = Cp) Vo/'W, (2)

K :q, HUUKAEY X 50 B R & (ne/g) 5. M
TUKAE DR %40 W B B (g/g) 5 Co AR I IR
WREE (ng/L) ; Co AR P IR MR BE (pe/L) 5Cq R
R OSP4 B 48 PR VR BE (g L) 5 Cop g W2 o - 157 ek
AR EE (ng/L) 5V, I WUATR( L) 5V, AW
KR L) s W, NUUKHEYI R E (g) s W, HUTKHE
Y TE(g)

TUKFE IR R R BR 5 : S UUKAE Y b 38
TRAR & S /K R Y A VK B 25 500 B A YR B 9 L
fH

BRI 78 45 5 A SPSS 13. 0 Bk #E4T
J5 225007, F LSD ¥k AT 3550 2 T A DA K ik
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FIHERAT, BE KB 0.05,
2 ER50H

2.1 3 Pk R 5 Rk AR BT 2 M L B
3 FULKAE Y TE PIAL 5 FR i AR ROR O R4
B2 AR pH 54 R BE B SR v AL B ),
1AL, A SR AR 1 I SR K BAE — RE IR
WA T A R AR BE 1 284k, 3R BR 2 Fh o B AE
WAL R i AL, A L EAGEIRSE,
i BERFIEIZE 25 d, Bt B UTKAR ) i PR AR
1, AT LGRS AL T O AR IR 3 BRI YR
MBI . EEESERIL PR, RE RS M
B, BRI PR R R R, UL R B
XA BRI T 2 RE 1. #E pH AT 5.5 ~8.5
i, A 5 P AR B R B AP B A IR A N 1] i

pH BT+ R MR , TI7E pH T 8. 5 B KB 12
Ras;7E pH v T 5.5 ~7.5 Z AR, ER
Bt rp BEAE IR A B[R] B 7K (AR pHL FR) 3 i R
& pH #1d 7. 5 B4 3257 BB E, [Flm R 5
T E & AT 3 MUK R
SR, R RT3 FhTUKAE Y R
HRMRTE, FXETFE, e RRXEE
WS , R B, B R iR R
FUBE N 20 pg/L ,pH 05 5.5 80 9. 5 B, 4R R
BERSXRAZFREE( P <0.101) . JHER
PEAR I 58 PR A R T ENTR AR, 3 AT
TRAE B HERAR B B 7K {040 Y B2 A 00 R T AR 22,
RS ENRER  EEXNEMNRERSE
R E BRI ENNEEFEBRR, % E
IR BIFEIR AT 52 A% R A 2> B RSE T2

F1 3#HAKEVERERRBRPOERER
Tab.1 The growth of the three submerged macrophytes in different cadmium contaminated water

Ak Cd ¥k pg/ pH
(ne/L) 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5
0 35 d R4k HAREH HERKIER HERIEH FHARIEH
5 25 d &t RARIEH FAIEH AERIER 45 d 3%
Ergiih 10 35 d K 35 d g4k 35 d Bk HARIEH 35 d g4k
15 35 d A% 25 d #ig 35 d B4 35 d fi4 45 d KK
20 25 d A% 35 d %% 35 d K 35 d K% 35 d K
0 45 d J%k AR HERIEH AR IER HRIEH
5 35 d kR4t RARIEH HERIEH AR IER BN
PR 10 45 d RiF 35 d &g 35 d gk HAREH 45 d fRég
15 45 d #2% 35 d &g 45 d KI5 45 d w4 35 d Bis
20 35 d #i%k 45 d #i% 45 d #2% 45 d K 45 d Kiig
0 35 d R4k HAREH HERIEH HAREH 35 d &g
5 35 d K 35 d fis HARTH 35 d fi4 35 d K
S 10 25 d ki 25 d His 35 d #i% 25 d H4 25 d Kiig
15 25 d #i%k 25 d ki 25 d fi4k 25 d ki 25 d #i%
20 10 d #i%¢ 15 d #i% 20 d A% 15 d #i%% 10 d %%

2.2 3FMAKEYELRRRTERKERHNEY
EEKIER

3 PR EE A R K AR A2 25 d
ERAERKRE(EK2) , fEpH A T5.5~8.5
Z BB, 4 B 5 P AR BE A AR W B HG K S Bl pH
FIHERTHE K, {H pH it 8.5 BREIRMEH, 4
K4k pH 2 8.5 B ik B e s 7€ pH A F5.5 ~7.5
Z 1B, ¥ R AR ) B K 3R BE pH A3 KT B
K, {H pH 5t 7. 5 BB FEAK A %, 27Kk pH
F7.5 R R, SHEKREYEREKREHEE
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Tab. 2 The Biomass growth rate of the three submerged macrophytes in different cadmium contaminated water %

Ak Cd ¥epE/ pH
(ng/L) 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5
0 0 0 0 0 0
5 70.5(3.52) 79.1(1.63) 83.5(2.68) 88.0(1.53) 85.2(7.42)
L% 10 54.3(5.63) 58.1(3.63) 62.4(5.53) 69.3(4.46) 64.0(2.38)
15 32.5(8.42) 37.3(5.15) 43.1(4.36) 52.1(5.23) 48.7(4.48)
20 30.4(4.28) 35.4(4.95) 37.2(4.63) 41.3(4.22) 36.1(1.34)
0 0 0 0 0 0
5 62.4(3.65) 68.3(2.54) 73.4(1.32) 78.4(2.75) 75.2(5.26)
P o 10 58.7(4.28) 65.5(3.55) 72.7(3.41) 75.1(5.32) 73.3(6.37)
15 55.3(3.57) 60.5(4.47) 66.3(5.35) 69.7(7.52) 66.3(3.60)
20 46.7(7.48) 49.8(3.31) 52.4(7.36) 59.5(8.12) 52.3(5.72)
0 0 0 0 0
5 74.2(4.36) 82.4(4.21) 86.4(2.39) 80.5(7.41) 75.4(2.21)
L 10 52.1(2.31) 56.4(5.53) 70.2(3.73) 66.6(6.32) 58.5(8.43)
15 38.9(3.25) 42.6(2.43) 47.6(5.23) 45.2(3.52) 40.3(2.64)
20 18.3(1.52) 23.6(4.63) 30.4(7.52) 27.8(6.36) 25.7(6.35)
R EBIRR A AP EE () o
*3 ZEAREpH £ET 3 MRKEMEFNFAERENBEERERGRRE
Tab.3 After the three living submerged macrophytes Treatment ,
the cadmium concentration in different pH cadmium contaminated water pg/L
Ak Cd ¥epE/ pH
(ng/L) 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5
0 0.01 0 0 0.01 0.02
5 1.49 1.40 1.05 0.84 1.09
L% 10 2.71 2.30 1.71 1.50 1.81
15 3.29 2.70 1.95 1.51 2.57
20 4.58 3.81 3.10 3.03 3.59
0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02
5 1.24 1.06 0.90 0.9 0.94
PR 10 2.19 1.8 1.50 1.41 1.78
15 2.72 1.81 1.52 1.20 1.63
20 3.80 3.00 2.60 2.18 2.80
0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01
5 2.54 2.10 1.85 1.99 2.35
T 10 4.88 3.99 0.09 3.70 4.41
15 7.78 6.43 5.09 5.98 6.75
20 10.38 9.40 7.81 8.59 9.22

MEEEGAT T, 24 pH A F 5.5 ~9.5 Z[A]ET,3
FRUTKAE X KR A 4 22 BR AR B2, (AR [R]
FRIS Y DT HE 403 1R 22 BR /K 1450 ) BB 1 R TRl
BXFFA R BE 4R K AR R B 1 B g 0t
A, LE KRG 3 FUUKAEY AL 25 d 5,
Cd** MYREEFA B3t T %, 238, & B R
R REREN 70% ~90% , P AR BEXS B W Hh 4
HIEBRZER T5% ~92% , 5 HXT VW P 4RI 2B

Ry 48% ~66% , [ IR B B K BROK ARG Y
AE 7 W 5.5 T A, L (PR R R BROK TR Y iR
JINESR T B, L B RRY] R E R
Bemt, AR BEXT R B BERBE S IR, @A BRZ,
R o

SITRIAR, 3 b T AR % 7K A4 4% 1 25 BR 3
REEE F R pH AR A BE B O T AR, 7E
b2 AR R BB DL T, ¥ pH O 8.5 B
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AR BN 15 ne/L B, & B R
BRI EFRBCR B, F B 4% pH 4 8.5,
TRAEA 15 pg/L B, <5 40 B8 A0 B AR X W
MR R BRFRARIKE T Bk, 70510 90% (W it
80.45 pg/g) f192% (HFE 0.46 pg/g) ;

W pH 2l 7.5 SLEW P RN 10 pne/L B,
RS P SRR, I S B W
pH N 7.5, 68 B} 10 we/L B, 75 B W
ISR R BRI R, R 66% (IR 0.33 ng/g) .

F4 EAXRE pH FET 3 FTKEWEE R ERE KRS RARHE
Tab.4 The adsorption capacity of the three living submerged macrophytes

on cadmium in different pH cadmium contaminated water re/'s
%k (éd W/ pH
wg/L) 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5

0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.13
S 10 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.28 0.27
15 0.39 0.41 0.44 0.45 0.41
20 0.51 0.54 0.56 0.57 0.54

0 0 0 0 0
5 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.14 0.14
IR 10 0.26 0.27 0.28 0.29 0.27
15 0.41 0.44 0.45 0.46 0.45
20 0.54 0.57 0.58 0.59 0.57

0 0 0 0 0
5 0.08 0.10 0.11 0.10 0.09
T 10 0.17 0.20 0.33 0.21 0.19
15 0.24 0.29 0.33 0.30 0.28
20 0.32 0.35 0.41 0.38 0.36

2.4 AKEIHITKERHIEBRRE
2ot 3 B UT/K R Y8 Ak B IS B K A R
W35, 57Kk pH A~ F 5.5 ~9.5 B, i@ KA

Pk s 6 IR R B TS AT A 1, 3 APk

A S S [ e B B 7K R 9 IR A B L3R 6.

x5 EAREpHEGT 3 MRKEWHHNRERENBEERERERRE
Tab.5 After the powder of the three submerged macrophytes treatment,

the cadmium concentration in different pH cadmium contaminated water pg/L
- Cd ¥ g/ pH
(pg/L) 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5
0 0 0 0 0 0
5 1.30 0.75 0.45 0.45 0.55
G 10 2.50 1.20 0.90 0.90 1.10
15 3.00 1.05 0.90 1.05 1.20
20 4.00 1.80 1.40 1.40 1.80
0 0 0 0 0 0
5 1.35 0.50 0.40 0.35 0.45
PR 10 2.30 0.90 0.70 0.50 0.70
15 2.70 0.90 0.75 0.75 0.90
20 4.00 1.80 1.20 1.20 1.20
0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0.95 0.70 0.65 0.75 0.95
W 10 1.30 1.30 1.20 1.20 1.40
15 2.10 1.95 1.80 1.95 2.40
20 3.20 3.40 3.00 3.40 3.60
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F6 FEARE pH FHT 3 FhiTlAEY XA IR E B 5R A % 80 TR &
Tab.6 The adsorption capacity of powder of the three living submerged

macrophytes on cadmium in different pH cadmium contaminated water pe/'s
Fie Cd e g/ pH
(ng/’L) 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5

0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0.25 0.28 0.30 0.30 0.30
L 10 0.50 0.59 0.61 0.61 0.59
15 0.80 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.92
20 1.07 1.21 1.24 1.24 1.21

0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0.24 0.3 0.31 0.31 0.30
PR 10 0.51 0.61 0.62 0.63 0.62
15 0.82 0.94 0.95 0.95 0.94
20 1.07 1.21 1.25 1.25 1.25

0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0.27 0.29 0.29 0.28 0.27
T 10 0.58 0.58 0.59 0.59 0.57
15 0.86 0.87 0.88 0.87 0.84
20 1.12 1.11 1.13 1.11 1.10

¥R A KS 5FR2.H£3 WEKWHE, Y pH 4
F5.5~9.5 Z[EE,3 FUTKAED R BRAK A A
AR B FUUKEY ISR, 3 FUUKHEY
Ky 7K AR ) 2R B RE i B /K R pH F4R ok BE 1
AT & A AR A, AR LTS B sh A K, B&F
6] (R 2 PR BUR 22 LUK I G IR /N, 23t
B eBERNBERPROEREN 74% ~
94% MR X IE W P R RE R 73% ~
95% , T HEA X E W PR KRR 81% ~
88% , B REM , EARIR BESRITE bt , AR EM 5
LB R B R R R K FEENHRN
R R ERRER S & a5 XN KR
AV R B pH 55 R I AR ALk Bh 3K,
BT ) 2R PR R PRV MR YR B L pH S5 SRR AR
LB sh /N, LR RE o

SYHTRT AR, 5 UK AR P 196 {40 A 34 4 7K A 1 1
LA, 3 FPITT/K A 4008 o 7K A4 48 Y 25 BR AR th
SxFf KA pH FGR R BE AR fh T A8 1k, (A AE 1k
BN EHANSFAHRMER T, 27K & pH
8. SEUKIRGRUREE N 15 pg/L B, 4 B R 3
X VAV P R I 25 R AR 34T, F H SV pH O
8.5, 4RYREEN 15 pg/L B, 4 AR AR B X
WH I BB REE B T &K, 4510 94%
(B8 0. 94 pg/g) A1 95% (MR F & 0. 95 pg/
g); MV pH 2 7.5 SRS W P MR E R 10
g/ L B, 75 B P R B R R CR A, 3R R

YW pH A 7.5 58U R 10 pe/L B, E X
VP BRI R BR A B T B RME, R 88% (I
& 0.59 ng/g) o

3 Wi

FIRTUKEY B K AELBRA D ER
1B, W7E 200 wmol/L FRALFET , 20 HR 3 X
) B A 1% o B Ry 226. 3 mg/kg' ™, 7E 1 pmol/L
HIERI R , B IR S0 1A R B 4 B e KB
151 mg/kg '™, B AR EE A R RS
g mERel DR A e &
HHKEPEE —E BRBOR . HEHATAE X
SEIE PUREE R 3 MUUKEY EBR&WRIE
IKECR B LB R MR WL ARGE . A LIk &
P R 3 R UK DI 5T 2 BRK R
Wi, IR ELAE 3 R UTOK AR ) 25 BR K AR 5 AR
SEEGFR X 3 MUK YR KR AR 3
SRSz SR Re 1, ARG ME 2R, HER
[FIAL BS54 T B A K AR G5 I R I RCR A ]
3.1 pHX 3 MiR/KENERKRRERRENN
A

HERIR BRSO , 3 R UTK P 06 R FE R
7] pH MEW P RIA B AR ERKER IFEE
KR 5T Z4R MR I WA IR, 7T I, pH 20 3 F
TUKMY EBREH— N EEEEY, 5HX 3
P A PR K R BIRCR S A SR X 4
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HITE 32 1 F R BRBE ) B0, BRI, W F A
$io B EBEAIREEE R RIEKA pH 8.5, 7E
pH J95.5 £ 8.5 JEREI N, X PR XT 5 5
KERFREE pH BT T 0, 7 R A K Rl K A
pH J97.5,7E pH 1 5.5 B 7.5 LR, ¥ F X 4
MR BRFRBEE KA pH TR T N, 3 UK
PIRBR 4R KRR 32 pH B9 R Wi 5 5 R R
B EBE TR RA BT & RBRKIE
a2 2 pH B2 AR, 75— 1) pH JEH
W, BEE pH BITHR X 3 FhADREX 5 ) L BR R 2
. PAEXERBREEZAPEE, 2
7E pH BARHITE LT, AT N IE, WP A K&
H "R AR 0 o T O P A B AL, XFWBRAE
pH {5 T4E R sl JUH R, pH [H R M 40 e 3%
TET R i R o e L PR T LB S 4 2
PP T 7 (B9 IE AT ) , 156 <2 s o2 A5 X LA IR
BT, IR, WS 55 2% T 40 D 20 OB 1 1) S
R 5K ER T ( H,0" ) BRI~
H H" 5558 5L, R85 A 5 9 5
SR pH FHRBIR— I 5 pH B i A%, i
I 5 pH BT 10, B ATREE pH BT T3
T, SESF , 40 i 3% T R R P 2 A R T AR R AR
7§ AR , 7 I FEL B4 B T WA 7 e 17 F) IR
7 kBT [ Bt T 228 L 5 4 8 MR Y67 L A9 52
W, EL R B 18] B S R B, AR S
TEER, WHRE pH B THEBE AN LHR
R R AR RR AT, T pH S
T.&RET 5V BRI G VKA K#E R
IS, foT S 1 35 FRL e AR, XA ROR PR T =41
WRILEE, P I ARSI INERT, &8
BT 5 T oW b, 4 pH & T8 R 3 11
ULHE R _E BRI 5 FIE S B A UIE , T To vk 4
MR A 550 R A , 508 4y 2 B R IR MG I 5 T 71K pHL ¥
Wb, H 5558 4 W AL L, o8 I BR824
ST W BREXE BE AN, AH 24— 2 J B T A
WS SRR B , T 1L B DA B8 S AEAE TR ™
=RERAE R, — Bk, WA pH 7R 2
S BT R B —E RN ST IR T M. B
S ERRYTUKEY XK EE SRR T, A
7 BRI A 0 T W R FR) B < J A A T A [ 19 X
s, AS R B R ASE X B < R BRSO A% S, BT LA 3
FRUTAKAE Y X5 R Bt O Tinf 52 B D AN A, -
R T4 BE AR UK ARY) , Z B E
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SRIEER/D, R T 8, — B EERN
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Reaserch on phytoremediation of cadmium contaminated water by three
submerged macrophytes

ZHANG Yin-jiang"?, YI Mian', WANG Cong', DONG Yue', LIU Xiao-pei', WEN Xiao-Feng', LI Yan'
(1. College of Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean Univercity, Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Research and Engineering
Center on Aquatic Environment Ecosystem ,Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract: The study is about the growth and cadmium’s restoration effect of three submerged macrophytes
( Ceratophyllum demersum L. ,Elodea nuttallii and Vallisneria natans)in different pH and cadmium. The result
shows that, three submerged macrophytes can all tolerate the pollution of cadmium in a certain concentration
range ,and eliminate cadmium of the water to different degree. Ceratophyllum demersum L. and Elodea nuttallii
have strongest elimination ability of cadmium under pH 8.5 or 15 pwg/L cadmium. Vallisneria natans has
strongest elimination ability of cadmium under pH 7.5 or 10 pg/L cadmium. Among these living submerged
macrophytes , Elodea nuttallii has the strongest tolerate and elimination ability of cadmium (up to 92% ) , then
Ceratophyllum demersum L. (up to 90% ), and Vallisneria natans (up to 66% ). The elimination ability of
the 3 submerged macrophytes’ powder is more obvious than its living form, Elodea Canadensis’ s powder has
the strongest elimination ability of cadmium (up to 95% ), then Ceratophyllum demersum L. ’s powder (up
t0 93% ), and Vallisneria natans’ s powder (up to 88% ). But the elimination ability of cadmium by
Vallisneria natans’ s powder is less vulnerable to the pH and the cadmium concentration (range between 81%
and 88% ). The three submerged macrophytes adaptation scope very broad, efficient and pollution-free, they
could be successfully used for heavy metal removal from waste-water containing cadmium.

Key words: submerged macrophytes; cadmium ( Cd) ; adsorption; Ceratophyllum demersum L. ; Elodea

nuttallii ; Vallisneria natans
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