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Effect of the Plant Retarder on Cd Uptaken and Running by Rice

LV Shu-ji, JIANG Qi-jin, QI Shao-wu" (Hunan Agricultural University ,Changsha, Hunan 410128)

Abstract Using pot experiment, the distribution and accumulation of cadmium in different parts of rice under different concentrations of plant
inhibitor were studied. The results showed that with the increase of spraying concentration, the cadmium content in each treatment was decreased
and the cadmium content in every part of the root > stem > leaf > kernel; changes of root Cd content with time is tillering stage > jointing stage
> mature stage > booting stage > seedling, changes of stem Cd content is tillering stage > booting stage > mature stage > jointing stage > seedling,
changes of leave Cd content is mature stage > tillering stage > booting stage > jointing stage > seedling; plant retarder has obvious effects on the Cd

uptaken and running, and are mainly in the leaves.
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