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RIRET, SRBEREHEAXTRREFRGRE., SHFTEERET, ELERBABEYAENE RHE, LTE
it 23 pH, HPARB R X R BT LR R Z A YR, XRRBERE (M) | EH#H (S]) =5 E44 (Bl) £F4£ L
BFEMFR, AR RGAREHL—LIRB I ESCARBTEHNELBNGTE, TLERET DERLBRFE, Nm¥
T R EREBEMF L E L KRB EBUR, SBEFELRRANNR TR RBEZURAL KRBT LKL R AR

KBWR: Tk B4, LIEL R TRER, A E L RRERH

FESES: X523 XHIFRERD: A DOI: 10.16803/j.cnki.issn.1004 — 6216.2022.01.17

Short-term effects of cadmium and chromium on soil nematode communities
around morning glory rhizosphere
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Abstract: Nematodes occupy the key position in soil food webs, and have always been used to indicate the soil heavy metal
pollution. Different concentrations of Cadmium (Cd) and Chromium (Cr) were added in soil, the Morning glories (Pharhiris nil) as
heavy metal accumulators were planted, the restored soil environment was represented by the soil nematodes. Only a fraction of
heavy metals was absorbed after 90 days, which meant the most part (more than 80%) remained in soil and still presented adverse
effects on the soil ecology. The application of heavy metals decreased the soil pH, nematode abundance and diversity. Cd increased
the proportion of plant parasites, Cr increased the proportion of c-p 1 group. The nematode abundance and diversity were higher at
Cd-20 (mg/kg) and Cr-50 (mg/kg) than other concentrations. Structural equation model showed that heavy metals could affect
nematode communities directly and indirectly through soil pH, root weight and predation. Nematode maturity index (MI), structural
index (SI) and enrichment index (EI) varied slightly throughout the whole experiment. These results indicated that nematode
assemblage and composition were better indicators to short-term heavy metal effects than some common indicators. Heavy metals
changed soil physical-chemical properties, and had marked effects on the nematode feeding type and life-history strategies
composition. A further assemblage analysis was needed about the relationship between the nematode and the environment pollution.
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WX B EH A BTG Y, BRI A SRS e K
5 YL TE A TR AR 4 4 i A B e AT i T
W) 2 B G RN TS HE XN R AR 5 R 4L X 1
A ITSAE, MBS W — R X Re
TSI ZET I AR 224548 (Pharhiris nil)
E—MEBEDRERIAEY), ERete N T BErh RS
YW ItHe s et BB Sy, R cE L
TR IR BB bk LI s i B Y. LA
RIAEFEAE 2R AL 2 N A Z 5, AT AR 18
T 13%. AT NWFFERYL, ZEAED AN [FI AL AR &
MEES B LEEPEZY, Jf HE 48 firy
R 1 HE RIE FH B a5 i () 2 AR AR R, X R
RS - 8 A 5% A ok 4 - G A 90 1) 28 BAE TR
SN H 4 i B L FE (HJR X B B AR
FRRZBEPTEM 357, O TAEYIAR BRI 1584k
VI M AR > . TIEL AR R B
TEETAEMENY Z —, BT 5 T EEY MY
B g, 3 dff I BRI X 149 i A A 43
WEROLR A G R . IEJUE L IEL R E &
Bz M AVEE &R IS 0 Fs s AR, (HEAESE
B NG SR T, T AN ] B 1) 51 4 Jm X 4k
WIS A B R AR B = . ASBIFSE A ] 2 A% 5
5 V8 A 7E A2 2R 4B 1B S AN R VR B2 4R (Cd) A é (Cr)
90 d J5 HE 4R & | A8 Ak S A AR AR AR PR 18 2 1
TEVR I S AR R ZE B, S50 5 A PT 45, HEBR S0 45 38
B, BERS RIS N 5 AR A B
YERICR, R 224 ™ AR B AA S TIEE,
XF 1 e 52 AR PR A e, SR AR TS Y 4
BR R AL Sy . AR B A LT L
M DI BERE S LIENIARER; 2) s 1L
TN AR B SR Rl A o 4 Jm V5 YL i s 3) A
I A B8 2 R DY AH W18 5 R R S AR B
Pt o FRATHHEM : J 300 0 1 5 ok o 4 R BRSO A
B, T LA 4 1 B 4 3 A2 BB A X - 98 2 UV
AT 52, I HLE ) 2 B Bl A (W] v B RNk L
ANFVEFEIEHE AT Ams s AR b A8 4k
1 MBS5FE®
1.1 #htarnl

g RHORAE T REE L E R HFMANE, -

HEHLBRAH RN 13.1% K+ 50.4% ¥ 11 36.5% b
+, REM 1T 2 mm FLARTH s di K B 5 26

IR .

FRAE: T A A GRS AT, X
& a5 Y AT B A 1), SEG AR 4 4 &
B AT FEMAEL LT 74 FOHK
G AR, BMEZE (B 15 em, RE 12 cm)
HRASAE 5 AN, At 600 g, 3SR [ TR
PR HE 74 L R R AR el 8, A R R = IR
(20£1) C FAK 34 H . JGHRIRE R 5000 1, 6
HEIHRIARER 16 h, BEEAERE 2 d PEZET/K 250 mL.
1.2 ERHEWIZIT

SRR IBOH BR(CKD) | Fa AN 3 Fhib B, Bixt IR
Hh, BEASAE R 3 R EE . SRR IR CA(NOs),- 4H,0,
AR KoCrOyo FFALEE 3 AEE , Afa) b
SIBEIAREE, WK 1,

£1 AEAESLEFRMKE

b3 AN /mg kg

CK 0 0 0

cd 5 (Cd-5) 20 (Cd-20) 50 (Cd-50)
Cr 20 (Cr20) 50 (Cr-50) 100 (Cr-100)

1.3 HRIXESHHHE
13.1 #HsRE  FIHEAE X L ity
B A (B 100 g fif ) o FEEUHIYEL HU7E 60 C
KW TRV, THEOHAAFAE 4% BIAE R MoK
o BERESBENLIEER 100 S48 Mg T 5, B
Y827 BONGERS(1988) 702 & 4
132 o7& B TESKEHEE
AT, B 10 g i 1, 528 105 C THET 8 h 5
) g b (), (-8 5/10) x100% W
R EHEE KR, 4 pH F IR, FRER 10 g
L 1 mm GHEFLT BAEE 25 mL BepRrh, inzEiE
AKIRAT, #iE 30 min, AL IE IS 1Y pH 31 A2 B
7 pH i HHEAPLE e N RSERE A7)
FRife-EHERINES 6 8 5: HHEAPL I E (NY/T
1121.6—2006) 470 515 S50 H i Ae A\ AL
I AR - A L RN - A SR TR IR A
IPEIEIE B (GB/T 17141-1997) BEATINER; S5
rhAe RSN [ R BE DR AP s v - T 3R TTAR
BB CBE BRI - SR IR A O
P(HT 419—2019) FEA 704
1.4 EELE

+ 3ELR HURETE B A B RVRRAE B DL LA 7 T
PR 1) E SRR (B AL =(BF) . B E R4 R
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(FF) . fH# 25 A4 . (PP) i 24 B 2 L (OP) )™
2) A0 RS SERE (c-p EEHEIMA 1 3] 5, c-p=1 1R
TR . BRI R, c-p=5 R FEA A
WK BhERR 159, FERERE AL RIY); 3)
ZREPERREL(H)UT; 4) B R AERE AR 2 (TD) )
S)BISIEFREL(D )5 6) FLHT R R 485 (WD™); 7) 1
AR E (MDY 8) 3= & i 45 £k (ED) Al 45 14 45
B(SHP,

FEHITEAR ST R AR 45 In (x +1) #%
e, AHFSE 54 SPSS18.0 1 Excel 2010 44 ik
oMo ANI)EE 4 i X HURE Y 52 i 1) 8 35 1
f B 207 229001 (ANOVA) A5, 2% 55 55 35
o 6 (LSD) 3K LA [ b 12 [R] 19 25 54, p<0.05
N GERTRRAY (structural equation modelling,
SEM) HISk e /m AR 4 @ AL BT 3 W M 1) ¢

Wi, e AR X LS FE 5 (CF) A& (GFI) 3k
R AR LA AR

2 EREHSH

ARSI 0 d R HIET RSB SR/A T
—SERERE IR, Horp Cd-5 IMISeE N 17.6%; Cd-20
R R R 13.99%; Cd-50 R ICR K 8.9%, 555
AH G, 22 A5 A 5% R WOBCRZE TR AR, 43000 R 14.3%
(Cr-20) . 7.4%(Cr-50) 1 7.8(Cr-100) , HAKFE ¥,
AR AR E AR B AR FHZEARVR B T 5. bR
T Cd-50 AFEZ Ab, FEAINE &8 52 4 e R
HEA BTN, e Cd-5 Pk k. Ea @ik
PRI 38 pH (EERFRAR, 43 517 5 A4 A B 11 v ]
WeRE IR BB . 3984 AL T 7 4 R Ak L g o ]
R B T R, A A AL R B TR A

I AA) 8, UL M Sz W o 4 R N I AR S R G MR, TR R i, WK 2,
x2 HEYRELEBUAMERRESESE N=3
AP /mg kg™ 4R & i /mgkg™! /g k! pH AHLB/mg kg™
CK 0 0.21 0.023 £0.001b 6.85+0.25a 45.51 +£1.25ab
5 4.12 0.032+0.001a 6.60 + 0.30ab 43.76 + 0.68b
Cd 20 17.22 0.030+0.001a 6.32+0.15b 46.93 + 0.40a
50 45.56 0.020 + 0.002¢ 6.53 £0.57ab 44.19 +£0.77b
CK 0 1.38 0.023 £0.001b 6.85+0.25a 45.51 £ 1.25ab
20 17.14 0.025 +0.002b 6.53 +£0.42ab 4375+ 1.38b
Cr 50 46.31 0.031 £ 0.003a 6.29 £0.35b 4784+ 1.14a
100 92.16 0.029 + 0.002ab 6.46 £+ 0.34ab 45.69 + 0.54ab
BN P EebREiR 2E; PR AR FERRZE R B3 (p<0.05) .
BN REAL TR n G, ek TERZZ TG YL R v, 2 B VR 25 A L

AR PR 2 AR TR B R A, 20T X R rp Ak
FEARHE, 2 HAE A R AR B 2N T R, OF:
1E Cd-5. Cd-50 F1 Cr-100 4bF T 3k F) i % K.
2k TD 7E Cd-20 1 Cr-50 ZbFE T % 3 T IR
FARR B AR B WX AN [R] 2 45 J 1) i 1y AN 7], 4
A FETR WIS R AT, 7T AP MR BE %) % 3 I W R
B o 2k HL MI7E A [R) Ak BRI G i 3% i A8 1k, 1
SI fEH 4 J@ALFE N S A yEF. 2 E1 7E Cd-5
F1 Cd-50 Ab3EN i AR T X5 R, SR AR 58 TR b 3
CEETE = O N (O DL NS 6 e R e
B, W% 3, BRALIE T S B S AR ARREL, IR 4.

AL A A AR L T R AR TR B
HURIZH AL, BB B IS TR AL SRS
SN T R A A L U A, O ELZE IR T (Cd-
5) o B A R 2R O B TR . IR A
AEER(Cr-20) 34 1 £ 4R T 2R R A L 451, 10 v v B Y
BEFRAR T B A0 2 R LN 1A A AR A Y
FeBil. JCiR e e BRI R AE 5 QeAb BN 4RI c-p {H
2 BIZERE G R R 2R, XA IR AL BT L
B, SR AL PN T c-p=1 ZLRAY L] ATRAL
HUR R HUE IR, WAR 5, AFALH R 4R duE
i St (c-p) ALK, W35 6,
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*3 WOETLZHRBESEDEY =3
R CK Cd-5 Cd-20 Cd-50
P58 812.78 £ 55.29a 151.45 +22.82¢ 224.61 +32.12b 26.49 + 6.62d
J 0.80 + 0.05b 0.83 + 0.08b 0.84 + 0.10b 0.90 +0.12a
H’ 2.00+0.13a 1.61 +0.08b 1.93+0.11a 1.75+0.10b
TD 223 +0.15b 2.47+0.17b 2.88+0.14a 2.66 + 0.20ab
WI 2.83+0.24a 0.90 + 0.07¢ 1.56 £ 015b 1.75+0.13b
MI 1.91+0.15b 2.46 +0.18a 242+021a 237+0.18a
SI 51.18 £5.37b 59.10 £5.12a 62.77 +7.46a 62.91 +7.70a
El 61.58 +7.23a 34.40 + 5.73¢ 67.87 + 5.74a 49.95 +4.73b
BN PR 2 . PR AR R R ER B3 (p<0.05) .
x4 BOBETZRBESESEE N=3
FEHL CK Cr-20 Cr-50 Cr-100
¥ 812.78 £ 55.29a 102.09 £ 11.66¢ 276.34 +38.57b 58.08 + 10.03¢
A 0.80 £ 0.09a 0.81+0.13a 0.80+0.07a 0.800.8a
H’ 2.00+0.13a 1.88 + 0.16ab 1.89 £ 0.13ab 1.75 + 0.09b
D 2.23+0.15b 1.80 + 0.14¢ 2.56 +0.16a 2.42+0.11ab
WI 2.83 £ 0.24b 3.07+0.19a 1.10 £ 0.09¢ 1.24 £0.10¢
MI 1.91+0.15a 1.85+0.18a 1.92+0.17a 1.68 +0.19a
ST 51.18£5.37b 53.06 + 9.00b 59.49 + 7.87b 94.20 + 13.14a
EI 61.58 +7.23c¢ 80.20 + 9.53b 81.19 +9.28b 98.72 + 6.33a
T B PR 2 . PR AR R R ZE R B3 (p<0.05) .
x5 AREETEREFEBEN %
CK Cd-5 Cd-20 Cd-50 Cr-20 Cr-50 Cr-100
BF 60.14 39.19 40.35 50.00 73.80 42.63 48.67
FF 10.61 6.00 18.99 8.33 3.10 8.12 3.24
PP 24.77 50.39 37.98 33.30 15.37 46.68 42.18
PP 3.54 5.60 2.37 8.33 9.22 4.06 6.49
W: BF: R4NEZim; FF. RS, PP MMA/ELH. OP: Mildefrdm,
#6 AEETLAETELERME (cp) KBEAEM %
CK Cd-5 Cd-20 Cd-50 Cr-20 Cr-50 Cr-100
c-pl 16.58 3.52 14.28 8.33 36.36 22.00 41.94
c-p2 73.61 80.02 71.42 74.99 54.54 70.00 45.16
c-p3 2.39 12.94 7.14 8.33 0.00 4.00 6.46
c-p4 3.40 3.52 2.38 0.00 6.06 0.00 3.23
c-ps 4.01 0.00 4.76 8.33 3.03 4.00 3.23

SCEE ) HI 25 A8 7 REAS R (SEM) R AN [+] T 43
Ak PG 4 S AR e 2 RV R WA AR E i A T T
ortre AT AR R TAREE  pH, BRI R

ISR
V57

FIEL HL R RO 2212 | AR LR 2R SR AR X 22 S8 m]
LA 531 fife TR 0 Ak LRI 8% Ak B B 2 R IR Y

67% 1 47%. fEEes i+ pH, ARE | &
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B B H A AU R 2 2, IRl i AR
L pH R AR ) A LR 2R 7 AR R, A R TE AR
TP AP A L BT S B TR A R R B
ELR AR o B R A A 0 pHL AR
R SR A R R A e e, IRt

cd

-0.74 ,
-1.00 :
1

-0.8

PP

(a) SALET S5 7 PRI Al

i pH IR [A] 452 i f ) 75 AR 4R, i fig i i AR
H, pH. B AR H Rk R R 28 2R
PR . FRE AR AL BN ARY) . I pH SR
TR E SR TR, LA 1,

(b) BB G IT R R

W WALFE: R () =9.28,df=4, P=0.055, CFI1=0.97, GFI = 0.90. #%/4b¥1: RKJ5 (%) =4.61,df=3, P=0.100, CFI = 0.99, GFI =0.90, BF: B4 IL;
FF: BEELU; PP: AHY AL . OP: fiEZvaakll, HIBMRFMEALE; WREAKRE LR, LEHMREMMX, SEFMRERAMME; §iki
FEREIARRBIGKAN; LRACR T B (p <0.05); MLRICFECELESS (p > 0.05),

B 1 R5HRAAETEY . TE pH RERBENEHFZEE

3 iiesER

3.1 HEYWRITEELERATL

R F Y B S i 1) 5 48 B TR, [
Rt W I 4 R S BT, IR AR
T A AR P A, (A AE TP IRV B T 22 2 4k
Xof B 4 A IR AT 3SR WA, T v R ) 4 S AT o
THRAEK, JOUTEY etal® 57K B4 100 mg/kg
RIEEALFR 7 d J5, ZK (Sesamum indicum) F R
W T 86% Lo MRRZBIRINGI A T E
SIRMEEROR, AR RIS E 48 1SR AE &
W Tk B A A2 2R X AN R 4 I8 (18 AR s R
WANIR], X4 A A 3R B 5 T4, X AT R K 90 d
JE B85 R S A AR B B

A Sy IR AV 4 S 1) B 75 1 L 23 93
FRIIMAYIIRR S E 48 s T4 G &™),
NI RRAR T 3804 pH {H, 53 &1L E 8% FR A0 T =Xm
A B EE AR AR I/ 3R R 1Y pH. X1 = B AR 45
H pH Y BEAR RIS I SR 7S A0 B8 (0 I B, (] B A
TIF 5 r Qi T8 1 ) - 498 PR 5 F 0 o 4 1) 3 AAL
PO, I 2 RS AR T W, O AE
135% F e 3D 0 4R AT AR R AR
SR EERIVE
32 EfEXTIE&MBELIN

SANCHEZ-MORENO et alP $2 1} 5 4> J& %

B EL R OB . AR 4R B 5 R
T 2 d i %cat, iX 5 BAKONYI et al™ %38 1948
X4k A 25 R B (A e R AR [R), 7 AR AS [ 174 i PR ]
SEAG I EL R R 5 G o AR REXT M TS A
W TE S R0 7= HE AR RS R 7 FRAT TN 2t ) B3
Z R HEYRIFRLISH . BT HES, EE)R
WAL T 268 1, F67G T8 B9 Um0 A 28 2 /P
AR EZ K . 1A TD 7EARAN I N 25 T4
AEER, PR SR A L ARALFE R R RS . (H
PR AIE, 7P SRS T AN IS Al R 5 Yk
B R AR TR B R R R B, A
X RIS B S R AT BE 2 1 38 pH A AL SR AL
Cd-20 AL & s BIHK, i A PLS 2
AT 38 (0 A 0 SebE; Cr-50 T pH R AIX, i
i BRSO AR = R, WIS
TP B DA G, RERS S e 3 (R AR . R
Cr-20 AP H:A 4 Jm AL B4 1o SRR T WA, Ui
YA A2 IR N . (R W AEARIRIFSE I 4%
PFF AN BE A M A 7 A SR, X 2 N
ME 4RI IR TRIR AR, Y A
2 HPRAL T B R . AU W RN+ SR i
B2 R R AR AT DL

TELE T e 4L % 0y 1, M1, ST A1 EI 2 3
BOX SRR R IS . MI A ST HAAAEZT5 L
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PSS T BEAR, AW AT A E 4
JEISYFIFA FEIRFR 45 R 5 MARTINEZ et al®®
IBIFIE LS SR AL 7= A 3 B 42 1) J R T R
c-p HZEHFAY LU BITEAS [FI A0 3R AR RS, JF Ho&
c-p HAEHEM BV . o ML, SI AN EI & i i
2R OB SR ISR R AR 1 S0 R T S ok, H AT
SER R TG BT X E TR o-p FEpFR IR
N VR RIF 5 Sk T - i 6 6 10 v e 38 05 e X 2 R
TR

LR 4 FE FEIBE ) AR RN T AT
IR, JEREHS Bh A s 2 VR N B R4 .
It ZE A T R A A A S A SR
TR 1) 1) S BGRB8 =2 1) 2% i il 24
(e R L HEST WY, FERRAL PR 28 & B TRk
TR IR 10 1 FE AR X8, IR A P R P B 4l S
MRS A HIEN R, K LY MR
AFER H AR AL BN B . E SRR B 2
TR R 52, W RO 25 R0 A 7R 0 R DL R IR g
I ZR P, AR 2 A 2 A2 A AR B 1 52 i) ] L
5 T 4 R R MR O, B ALY L B VR FEAIG
F 30 mg/kg BHRIEAYI A K, I HLAR S g h R
FLUIRe AL B RRUR BT R S A A BUDTTE, Xl
1M AF AR R AR IS A Ty IR B2 o fE AR5
)25 A R R 22 B AR AR A A B R i T
Xf R, T BE SR ARG U SR A A R R SR
FRE 2 UK R B RN . 4R BE T DL B
L e AR R T DA S pH RS (7] 2 1 5 i)
LR . SAEMEERE A TEERIRS
WEZREL RO E, BN REE RS
KRZZMBENEYW ., B RN
BB FRIEHE, AT & T &2 Fp e, {3
SN 2R BB A TS e b B AT
K, X2 K 48 25 5 AR TP AR AR, AR PR
O A 2 LA R R 7 BN P, SRR A F R S
5 J& (Acrobeloides ) 1 i A1 B 48 41 U 32 T 4 J& 72 1)
KA BRI, B T IR A S IE IR,

2R c-p ZRBEAE A ORI B 4 IR V5 YL, R
eI I RE ) B R 0 c-pl ZERE HITE 2 5 YL+
e RE RS Y RGN, SR R BURR c-p {H 4-5
JEBE LU ) A T 4 J Ah B R S AT R I I T 3
o MARTINEZ et al ®* [R]FE & BLE; c-p (HZ R TE
Y XA T 2, A R B R R e

FITR AR B & —Fp s B B T4, i cp {H 4-5 19
28 OB D, BN 4 BB 32 s e ) R
HH 8 AL, 1 5 co-p {ELZR A bE 8] B T A2 2 /N
SALAMUN et alt 1 & B £ 24 6 26 AL i) Lo 4o 7
AN E SRS YRE T A 15% WiFsh. Frlin]
DA c-p (B /N i 2 H 2 Bk 48 7 s e 22
L c-p fH = S HE S IAER . APTJRIAL, c-p 3 250
L c-p 1-2 ZSRERE AU, (HJ2 c-p 3 25HF Lb il 7647
QPR Cr-100 AN R = T o-p {E2HE. KORTHALS
et al®™ 4 —2U{I% c-p EEHERE op (HRBFA H
AH R A SRR, R 2 ] — B 2y, AN R =2 )
XFFHEE R A . BT LA, 75 ZER 2R du A 1 5 3R
W (B K] 43 B 5 R 2 ] A9 O R EA T VR A S 43K
FIRIFSE -
3.3 #it

72 LR AL RETE T 4 B V5 e i v A7 06 IR XT £
AR —E T BE ) . AR RENS EL ik
)32 R 5 0 pH S LR R . B4R
FEAIK T e A B F ARk, (LRI oA R AR
1 o-p L], 4k TR 5 (MDD | 2544
(ST A E SEHE B (BD) I AR i M d8 /s 4R 15
Y, FHER dOses i 2 BEPE R S ke + 98 T 4 i Vo e 2t
FL AR H T REHE BICE N
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