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7 i SR IR 20 ZF 1R B A 4K X 5 7T 3 T IR Ee iR M B RS T

IRR HEHEZEHRE AR

CR ML R LR i B2 2 e » 280 JE) 241000)

FEE AT 2 ORI AR B KRS Cuim P 1 IREGIE MY & . 25 /R BEE Cu T5 QB BRI, 13 &
b2 IR R B R G 2 T AL M B . 5 Co W 2 S E UNOG . BE R IR A A] A8 K, 45 Ak B
S A 98 I P 2 15 B [ AR MR ELAT AR AR T 00 R s A 00 R AR B A RO IR Cu ¥ e ) - 98 i 05 2 1 410 ol 4
P 25 Ak B 26 3 it 9% 4 A A 3 R m s H o ke R T Uk XA A S AR T BOCR T n 3  5 A IR TR 1 5
JFART R A G O B A5 AR R AR 4 T AR G R T Ry o TR TG M X s Cu v e OB L AT LA
PB4 Cu 5 e IR 4G AR 2 — .

R M0 A A K s

FESZES:S543"7.906;Q948. 113 MERARIRED A XEHS :1004-5759(2008)06-0040-07

TR P BE A R L sh RN A Ak S D T ST AR 2 1E A - HET 2E T R AE R BR R 2R W O R AR B T R
o #2020 28 70 454, B N S0 2= 00 3R 2 ) 12 U 2 - 398 E 4 U T Y I S R L e R S A T
AR SN RS YIS W TS Y B B B ROR B PR S BT T AR RS B Y . e A
T SIS E IR LA A AR A T T 7 43 0 A 4 o i b 49 U R A A S M 0 RN R ] T - R 5 AR DL
1M H A —E FE s A TG SR R R R AR, RIS T, R ES R Y
J& o BRI AR 2 B, — T E AR S TR E AERM . — 5 E AR B TR R R Y (Al
PR BCTR IR A B -3 Bl A 23 5 5 e A A 1 A A N R B R ) S ) R DR 0 422 b ) 2 S I 0
4 R A RS M AL — U R E A R S S R A A S SR A W RO . 5 AR T
PESE A28 G o 4055 4 A0 05 PR 7 7 S i S A Y T A AL B G . R I A R A RN 28 B T L IR PR A
JR A BT k43 45 309 pH A K 4t R AR AT D S B - G G R N W E b A
BRGA AN —F 5 A PIERE SRS ENBEE T HAAELEE L., MRAMYS 5% T, LEHME
4 I 1 G Z1 B B2 300 S o 0 B LA S T K A A O 5 v BT R R R Y T A G (R AR A 1 AS TR
A 2 RN A ST P ) 5 R F ST ARG TR DL . Rt e A AR A TR IR TS Y IXORIAE ¥ e X AR
(Cynodon dactylon) AKX Cu V5 Y + HEFGE P 2w, DL R I A RAE 2 Cu 15 5 3R IE S5 o
AR AR Cu 55 EEBCRMITEN LS %,
1 #R5FE
1.1 X4

SRR T V5 e DX R0 R A 00 2 AR OR B 2 B0 B B T B L R L SR VR T Al T Y KRR 1 M P AR R B B RS X R
W PE 10 km, JCTE 4 @ 15 Y A . R IBORA AR 0 BE AR e R SSORE [R) 9 00 S AR 4 1 R LSRR 2 A AT AR
TR H RO K R A AR S b AR P BT O AR A L R 13,35 g/kg, A AW MR A A
AN 1. 25 g/kg,0. 15 g/kg,10. 89 g/kg F1 26. 35 mg/kg.,
1.2 X%t

—HEMA CuSO, « 5H,O, fff 5% Cu & (L4l Cu 38 43 51k 100,200,500, 1 000,2 000 Fl 3 000
mg/kg T+, PLARERAN Cu 19 -5 % B 76 B A2 20 em B9 IRHAE 20 h 3 B0 A B3R 38 2 ke, 3V I Cu

xR H 99 :2007-12-25 8k o] H 8 : 2008-04-18
BETH EHKARRFEES (30470270) LB B A% B AR 3L & T AU H (2006KJ059A) , T %24 1) ¥ U5 R F 5 (R 47 T 9 2 3 T8 A 0 3
FBHE ARAERAEYAE S ES LR RE LI E IS LR R T B0 4 MU R S ST H %),
EH RN TR AI74) . B L HAETE A, @l #4Z . 1. E-mail: wybzl@ tom. com
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30 d J5 TR L BN R E AR S L e b N AT 2R . ORI 20 5 em (90 S AR 4 L B AR AR T L A B 5 mm A2
A B P AR B 10 Bk 5 AN L SR ASER SR G BRAL . USR] PR 6001 R EKEL . T 2005 45 4
J5 H IG5 g% XORIEE TS G DO A AR AR BE . M 4ER) 5 1 5 HAI 6 4 HAr e 1 atHE T L.

1.3 ik Ars 7k

131 AHBRAEY = ME 53500 f 25 Al E 3R 5 kb 320 09 T3

1.3.2 HIEEEEHERIE S IO BEY FEALAE S 1 Oy ik i AL A B R A 0.1 mol/L KMnO, i 22 % »
L1 g 23EREFE 20 min J5IHAER 0. 1 mol/L KMnO, /)2 FHEERIR s Z W A AL B R ML i e 3. DL 1 g e
7% 20 min J5 . 8 2 BT AERT 0. 01 mol/L T, (% 2& Fh £ 7 s IR R R By bbb kil . BL 24 h 9 1 g 13
NH; — N {92 s 803 R s RERBER 2 ke, L 1 g 48 37 C PR 5% 24 h 5, riEAER 0. 1 mol/L Na, S, 0y
() 2 TH R R s BERR IR T I, DL 1 g 130 37 C R 3R 12 h J5 , I Il AE 19 M 1Y 22 se B (35 100 g +
P, Os MZEED R,

1.4 H3pEam
et s e, BB A SR S b — A B0 I LB
2L RC R B HL) 0 X8 R 2+ 6 1007

e e, AR DL £ 5 b — AT 05 e KA 9 S
R RG CER U TER T x100%

>k H Microsoft Excel 2003 I SPSS 11. 0 Ge 14 7 AR 2517 8048 70 B T 22 53 8 5 R 6
2 BERS5HH
2.1 Cu#t®sr g iERNHH

Cu Kb B e B 55 /0N BF 6T - Sl 1% M 52 i AN KA Cu A BV B in K 31 500 mg/kg J& » + 8 TG M I 1R 32 3]
R IF HEEE Cu bR B2 38 s m ok 8OR (R 1o 38 bk S0 UG IR B L RE0E G DR 1 . 2 T 4K
ARG M B BE 2 Co W B2 B9 34 I mi 2 i B, 78 Co 03 1 D5, 31X 5 Fl 0 8 15 1 40 1) b sk BT [
7.42%,54.90%,15. 24 %, 15. 6120 F1 40. 61% , M 4 Cu kLB MR 3L H] 3 000 mg/kg B, b X B84 50 F F&
12.83%.88.24%.24.11%.28. 12% 1 62. 39% , 5 Cu AbFH 5 5 2 5 AH 56, M1 ¢ R 5020 9 9. —0. 854, —0. 826,
—0.839,—0.927 f1—0. 828, 7 Cukb# 2 4~ HJ5 45 kb PELH + HE B IE 5 25945 A W) R B A0k 2 (HL 45 b 1 198 il A
XFF R RE AR A B R T 5. 69%,48.10% ,13. 11% ,15. 31 % Fl 37. 95% , F1 58 Cu &b v B 2 4% i 2 11 A
> R E 5 —0.911,—0.894,—0.900,—0. 959 FI—0. 904,

EU A R[] 114 - S35 R X Cu A 2 174 i 7 175 50 7T A 2 3 ORI 905 4 6 = 398 Cu 15 Y B o B0 45 Ak 2 441 IO il
T P S 257 B BECR R 51,50 %6, HLVR R 22 W 80 A0 i, EL O P S B B G HE T R 39. 28 Vo, TR I R R IR S ME 2R

F1 CufbIEXf+ EEEFEEHNZME

Table 1 Effects of Cu treatments on soil enzymatic activities

Cu 4b it A A o g HE VRS W R 2 M AL T
Treatment Catalase (mL/g) Urease (mg/g) Invertase (ml./g) Phosphatase (mg/g) Polyphenoloxidase (ml./g)
(mg/ke) I i I | I I 1 m I i

CK 2.6540.33 2.8140.32 0.34£0.02 0.35%0.02 6.434+0.65 6.65+0.66 19.49+1.83 20.84+£2.26 23.7243.61 24.36+3.65
100 2.6440.35 2.9240.36 0.332£0.03 0.347£0.02 6.3240.46 6.43+£0.71 19.262.25 21.76=£2.55 21.6442.98 22.3543.33
200 2.6340.28 2.7640.24 0.252%0.01 0.2820.02 6.1640.57 6.1920.62 18.37x2.01 20.552£2.01 20.5343.01 18.16=4=2.45
96+2. 05

500 2.4240.22 2.6540.28 0.12£0.01 0.17£0.01 5.3840.39 5.94+0.58 17.25+£1.86 18.91+2.32 12.87+2.65 15.

,\;
o

1000 2.3840.26 2.6140.22 0.10£0.01 0.15+0.02 5.0440.51 5.544+0.64 16.53+1.79 16.55+1.87 10.6942.89 13.78+1.78
2000 2.3440.21 2.5420.24 0.08=20.01 0.094=0.01 4.9220.45 5.332£0.59 13.26=£1.55 14.88=%1.55 9.87=x1.45 11.76=1.88
.6841.05

3000 2.3140.31 2.4240.21 0.04£0.01 0.06%0.01 4.88%0.45 5.24£0.62 14.01£1.69 13.25%£1.68  8.9241.33

oo

%

T1:200545 A 5 H May 5th, 2005; Il : 2005 4F 6 H 4 H June 4th, 2005. F[i] The same below.



42 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(Vol. 17,No. 6) 12/2008

B 15. 46 20 F1 14. 17 %6 , 1 ok 4804k S0 15 1 52 31 B0 5% Wi R X 22 /08, -2 B U R [ 6. 55 %6, b o] DL, Cu 95 Y X
IR iy 11 22 M 4 A Bt 0% A 1 55 e R B R b IR B X 48 Cu Kb BB O R Y R 2 — R AR O S
i W e bR 2 — AR R AT
2.2 B FMHAK Cuis g L ERG YA

AR A S5k 35 0 0 10 % AL AR 0 A AR S o A OB AR T 8 Cu v ek L G 05 P g R /E FH (GR 1 F 2D,
A5 AL BT A S S P 2 AR S RN (GR 3) . HS AN L IEERIE P Cu Ab BV AT 2 A SO DG OC R R
& A B R B 500 mg/ kg J5 . SRR PE T MG (R 2) .

ARBGAR T P XA AR 1A H G 3 Ak U IR TR BRI L 2 W AL B S PEAE Cu B T,
Iy SR B R 7. 01%,41. 67%,7.82%,20. 77% Fl 36. 62% . #IGHY 2 4 H G 45 4 B 20 A 5B vk
B — 5 TR A BT, AH 45 Fh A R A X T B AR A B R T 7. 2496,39.43%0,9. 22%,21. 01 % 1 34. 22% .
BT Y XA A AR 25 Ak B A AR A S R R L R I 22 1 G I O O 8 LR B A T Y O AR
HE AN ()R B 384 s O ELIX 5 6 37 1 A T X8 FE g AR PR A 0 5 /) o R X T X R S B8 AR A S 43
4.26%,30.68% ,3.49%,20. 97 % F1 27. 2800, - IEEGIEPEA G, e AR R T —EM R, £
RS 3] TR o R RIS e KA M AR L AR S Y X P AR B X Cu V5 Y R s R e RAE A .

x2 AFREKNTEBEEAZW

Table 2 Effects of growth of C. dactylon on soil enzymatic activities

HIPI R Cu kb3 it AL A UK Tilg HEWE 4 iR il Z W L T
Plant  Treatments Catalase (mL/g) Urease (mg/g) Invertase (mL/g) Phosphatase (mg/g) Polyphenoloxidase (ml./g)
source  (mg/kg) 1 I 1 I 1 1l 1 I 1 1

CK 2.9740.26 3.132£0.35 0.3620.05 0.4140.04 6.8240.71 7.5240.83 22.60+£2.01 23.9442.65 30.78%3.65 31.69+3.

ul
a

100 2.954£0.31 3.1140.32 0.352+0.05 0.3840.04 6.7540.68 7.46£0.75 21.6542.56 22.87+£2.61 28.97£3.23 29.48+3.21

200 2.92+0.33 3.0840.33 0.294+0.04 0.3540.05 6.61+0.78 7.374+0.81 20.83+2.87 22.4242.25 26.5443.33 27.93+3.16

JEIE YL IX a
Unpolluted 500 2.8740.35 3.0240.29 0.224+0.03 0.2640.03 6.59+0.71 7.0940.74 19.09+2.11 19.9542.35 20.2742.12 22.414+3.23
arca 1 000 2.75740.28 2.9140.31 0.18740.02 0.2240.02 6.4840.65 6.71+0.68 17.0442.02 18.14£2.04 16.36+1.86 18.93+2.33
2 000 2.62740.26 2.7340.28 0.1340.02 0.1740.02 6.0040.66 6.50+0.61 15.4441.89 15.98+1.78 14.7241.67 15.25+1.67
3 000 2.467+0.26 2.5740.26 0.0940.01 0.1140.01 5.2940.58 5.83+0.55 13.38+1.67 14.10£1.67 10.1941.15 11.08+1.11
CK 2.94+0.31 3.1240.34 0.40%£0.05 0.4340.03 6.75+0.78 7.1940.72 23.23+2.65 24.5843.01 29.5743.71 31.60+3.65
100 2.96+0.32 3.1140.35 0.424+0.05 0.4340.04 6.83+0.63 7.21+0.73 22.49+2.87 23.2642.68 30.84743.84 32.87+3.48
ERR 200 2.98740.35 3.0940.35 0.3740.06 0.3740.04 6.9440.77 7.3540.81 21.5242.64 21.16£2.67 26.79%3.64 30.15+2.45
Polluted 500 3.154+0.36 3.0540.36 0.32+0.04 0.3440.05 6.62+0.65 7.21+0.77 20.10+£1.43 20.8042.44 21.8942.67 22.13+2.25
area 1 000 2.83+0.33 2.9940.34 0.25+0.02 0.284+0.03 6.54+0.68 7.094+0.75 17.80+2.02 19.4242.25 19.7842.33 20.60+2.43
2 000 2.65+0.28 2.8740.27 0.194£0.02 0.1940.02 6.13+0.66 6.83+0.70 15.72+1.66 16.5841.95 17.5442.25 18.95+2.02
3 000 2.484+0.25 2.6440.29 0.14%+0.01 0.1540.02 5.89+0.62 6.094+0.63 13.53+1.45 14.2741.33 12.45+1.86 12.90+1.33
R3 HAFRBIBFAEFABIEEYHNBATEPEHEIRTEENN 1 (n=5)
Table 3 T-test to the difference of soil enzymatic activities between C. dactylon and control sample
845 Index it A Ak & Catalase MR Urease REBE G Invertase iR Phosphatase Z Wy A AL iff Polyphenoloxidase
RC, (%) 31.393 8.571 95.679 185. 964 664.571
t 8.372 7.678 7.545 5.192 9.062
P 0 0 0 0.002 0

RCo « BRI A A 15T 398 v B 1 # AR AL

RCy: Means relative changed rate about enzymatic activities of soils between the growth of plant and control sample.
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XoF % 5 T Y DX 2 AR A T Y DX A AR ) b 8 v il O 1 1 A AR A R AT ¢ AR IR R B (3R 4D BR E B il LA
b At 4 Fofr S G AR R 5 15 e X S AR S 5 PR Rk 5 A T Y DX S AR Ak B A R A Ak 3R 34 5K ) B 3 KO-
(P<C0. 05) &t St 2 7K - (P<<0. 01D, Forf IR, 2 Mo 8 A4 1 Rl 52 1 15 1 1) 0 X A8 Ak 38 B 48 12 3 30, 5 %
I B AE 5 Y XM AR 08 il R AT MR 3 25 R (P<<0. 01) o TSR B T 75 2 M) A MR A4 A 1 X 4 98 il 3% 1 Y
PR IR L AR TS s X AR ) 2%

WAL s FE R 5 0 28 MR 5 A () 1 b S8 il 0 1 ) Cu ¥ 4% 1 i 17 15 450 P D & B o AR 5 Al ¥ g XA 2 A i e
DX M) S AL, 4% Ak B A 3o AR Ak S TS M X IR R R 7. 13 % .4, 26 % , 11, 87 % Fl 5. 22 % s AH R 41 F » & b 3t
2 JUR Tt 35 P SF- 2 b X BB R % 40. 55 %,30. 68 % .45, 33 %0 Fll 24. 56 %6 5 25 Ty S8 Ak Bl G P 44 BE X IR R R 35, 42 %,
27.28% ,33. 38 0l 24. 27 % ; FEMETG G PE -2 T B 8. 52 % .3, 49% ,12. 43 % Fl 8. 44 % ; T W R B 1% M ) SF- 3 R
B 20.89%0,20.97%,21. 80 %l 13. 66 % . Bon i FER Y A K & 1FF - & B L3RG X Cu 5 e 19 B0 3 4 Bk
fif} = 22 Ty S8 AL T = W IR T > R I > 2o S AL AU . AORS k B5 A 4 i — L IR R X £ 48 Cu Ab B A SRR 1Y)
A 2 — S A TR A N RS Y W AAE B % Cu Y5 Y 308 52 SOR VR 59— N e 1k B AR AR .
2.3 Cumpiaxt#) FAREDNZ WA

Cu o368 %5 70 25 A A2 P 5 0 5 0 1 4 B S o % Sl 9 2% DXk R A A of 130 IRV B8 Cu A B A A 1 b | | b
TR A>T E RSO AR Y Cu W BE IS B 500 mg/kg JiT . 0 S AR AR BR 09 AR G AR 5 Cu MR B B
oMK 5 3 R G M (FR5) S i L Cudfe B 14 i X AR A H T 38 4 2E K 0 R ) B 2 K T Ry, o8 AR B AE

R4 2THRBEATREREFGTIEPHBFEENN (RE (n=14)

Table 4 T-test to the difference of soil enzymatic activities between two biotypes of C. dactylon

541 Index of E Ak & i Catalase ki Urease REBE G Invertase iR Phosphatase Z T A L1 Polyphenoloxidase
RC, (%) 5.500 5.429 11.786 50.214 167.571
t 2.618 8.217 1.762 3.143 4.170

P 0.021 0 0.102 0.008 0.001

RC; + 2 Fl R AR P A 4 4 AR T 38 v B i i A 3R

RC;: Means relative changed rate about enzymatic activities of soils between the growth of two biotypes of plant.

RS CoREWNBIFREYEAIZMN
Table 5 Effects of Cu treatments on the biomass of C. dactylon

LiRZE S Cu 4b ¥ #6848 Dry weight of aboveground part (mg) # F #5841 # Dry weight of underground part (mg)
Source of plant Treatment (mg/kg) 1 il 1 I
CK 71+£10 75+8 5245 5746
100 85+9 92410 6716 7847
o 200 82+10 84-+8 60+5 7147
FEi5 Y X
500 6547 7948 5545 6216
Unpolluted area
1 000 4843 58+6 37+4 4444
2 000 40+3 49414 344+3 38414
3 000 39+4 45+5 2843 35+4
CK 6645 74+8 5145 5845
100 72+8 89+8 5645 66+5
. 200 8348 95+10 66+5 72438
TR IX
500 112+13 129411 78438 89+8
Polluted area
1 000 73+8 7848 6847 78+8
2 000 5846 66+6 4345 4945
3 000 48+4 5646 3143 4044
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B Cu ¥ BESE 0 8 52 Cu WRBEIAE] 500 meg/ ke J& » 10 F AR A AR LU AR 2 25 B AR RH G R 8 r 1581 —0. 924, X
PG 7 A 5 R B0 2 Cu i BN HIRRA A 5. iy T DL Bk ) Co o i 2F AR AR R TE AN R IR H 2
Cu e J3 38 T 21— %€ T B I X H SF AR AT 7= A A 35 S 00 o 3 R B <6 s G 3R S IR R AR AR A A I A 22 0 2 3 A Y
G ST BE U L DA B W D B R AR A S

Xt SR YR T 9 e DX A AR T 5 A AR 5 2 DR U B9 0 28 RO 4t B A W i R R AR A 500 me/kg B EATTEY
APy IR B K I HLBE Cu A BIe B2 9 4k 2238 i, FCA= W3 73 98 . 35 o AR 1 2 DOR IR I Ji 4 AR (P<C0. 05) 3%
VEWTTE R XA AR XS Cu 9T B 58 » FE AR 75 3 DOR R A Ji 2F ARE IS A8 Cu {5 L3R 858 T AR . (HAEAR Cu W EZ AL
FRIRF (<2200 mg/kg) » 5 Y DR PR 0 24 A2 14 A= 1y i 0 B S 25 AR T Al 75 e DOR TR ABL AR o 7™ AR ik Bl 22 52 1) Dt I
— e e A B R R B O 2 A D X — AT AC A BRI ) A T G XA AR O T N B
JBE 3L A R X T 4 S T Y PTG BTN AE — R RO AR BB A i TR
2.4 BIARMEDTE LEBHERSG X R

K AR A i 5 5 Fh - G VST mLH 40 B R (3R 6) .5 Bl Y 3 M 1 5 00 2 AR Y 3t R R 43 b |
R T E R IEARSCOC AR . PR 2 W AL B 1R 5 00 o8 MR AY 2R W e A TR B KPS L i R A S R
TREB T 0 R Ol 15 1 X R B T KO o 0 i) B R b o A 8 g SR T M A AR S AT AR B 5
ot S R T 55 0 SRR M T 0 B A A S R W R T R

R6 MFREYESEHF DTS H

Table 6 Regression analysis between the biomass of C. dactylon and soil enzymatic activities

7% i Dependent FRAEAL 8] I3 45 7 Standard regression model F P
o E AL A Catalase y=2.314+0.003x; +0. 00722 14. 897 0.001
R E Urease y=0.003-0. 002, +0. 003z 5.998 0.017
HEBEES Invertase y=15.398—0.002x; +0. 0262 9.128 0. 005
WM. B Phosphatase y=10.997+0. 0242, +0. 1192, 5.032 0.028
Z My A L Polyphenoloxidase y=6.5584+0. 0422, +0. 23322 3.766 0. 057

21 0 FAR M F#R4> T E Dry weight of aboveground part of C. dactylon;xs : J) F M #uF %43 T & Dry weight of underground part of C. dactylon.

3 itig

TSR | S S Wy A ) S R TR L AR R T A b & e 1 AR R L T TR 4 R T N T RE i R S
PERRARS . ARG R AR EE Cu ¥5 94 (100 mg/keg) Af -+ 4 b 4010 206 L IR 6 | IR0 1 . 0 R 16 L 22 M) e 1L I
T PR 52 00 8 O (H 2 40 RV B2 K 3 500 mg/kg J5 o T3 B IE PEIT 46 52 B 8 19w, JF HLBEE Cu Ak PRk i 1
TN 4 BN B . B R )R] 04 S, 45 b 32 A SR O R 24 A5 B A R AR BE A R A (BTSSRI Tk B O ik
it 3% PE X 38 Cu ¥ G de oy SORR L UOR: 22 W 40 A0 Tt e AR 6 R0 W90 R T o A Sl 0% M 52 380 100 52 i AR R 28708

Bl BRGNS RGN BTG R RN T B w75 R B E B A2 6w,
TP B 5 ARANE T —Fh 0 A W R BEAE AR 58 A AN IR 8% [R5 1 S5 40 RN G A 0 06 M 15 00 T 18
SR Y R, T A T U A W) 18 S RO ) S B A TR ) ) TR L R BT el R . X AE P A Y
B REMREST TES BB EMY L. (2 7 & 08 B A F D R 2 A K %18, fb ik
/IS BRI B S R TR R B A TS Y R B S b L O e AR A48 S ) R A% A T
B MM R SR C AR B O DA — @ WD) Ca fs e HIEPIE R A K BA —ER
BE Culs e HHEMRE N . ARWFIE Bon R IE F15 e X B 0 A AR X Cu i HTPE B3, b AR TS G XOR IR A 4 31
ERNAE Cudg e N AR FrllJE7E 13 Cu Wk EEIA B 500 mg/ kg J5 R U8 T 15 G4 XA 2 2 42 Ay i M B 3 s T
Xof R ARG G AR )

77 it A Ay 98 19 4 B 4 T M 1 DR/ DN T e R At i e - 396 v A Ak R 1) ) R ST R O
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XA AR AR PE T L SR TG P 4 0 A ) UL L S AR ) 5 G S B S ROR . AT L R A AR RE
RCREAR Cu ¥ JeoF - S Tl 375 8 010 400 74 405 1T+ 25 b P 8 T 338 R 0% o BRI S 3 0 . X AT R ot TR A T AR
R T AN ) RS b WA A R L TC L AR RBOR A BE T SRR S B AR R T s IR LA 2
MR WAL 1% Al - 98 v A < JAR SIS D o ok T < R R AR ARG 2 AR R D S v A R R T 7 DR O
BRI RBETE R 5 R S I PR SRR R AR Y R R IEANSC R IR 5 R R G S
A6 AR MR 0 T E R A S I R T M Ry X TR BN O A g P A A AR B IR BRI S A
TR A AL i i S IC R VR TR 2 5 o (e R 1) 2R I T a v o MR R AR D A 0 R 38 1) 2 5 1 A S IR AR
AR A B L SR R 2 AR . MW AR K AR P Bl R RN ) S I R . AR AR
L) S AE AR AR AE A A T Bl A A 1) SR SR IR BT 00 A FR A . SR AN AR R I A HLIE & W) — BCAE 200 Fif
PA b A% 53 5 R/NRT 23 AR O3 1 o I R o 5 o M . AR OR 1 W R AR A LR (R B 2R A FE
BETR 5 43 150 W ) A R R AT B T R R W i A KR T L T R A 1
SRR Tk o TR Y 2K 0 AE b R S S R A A AR R A K Ok TR B R S v A T T X R
O3 R R AR R A OGS e S R B AT T B T AR R W R R U T e DS OF AR Y AR OGS S I
(P PSR ECAE 75 e DAL BN S0t o oAb 28 - SRR Ak X - 388 Cu 15 Be Uik o HL AR O 38 Cu 75
BBy e 5 AR AL Cu 15 5 LI S ROR B PPN SR AR 2 FTAT 1Y

SE 3
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Effects of growth of Cynodon dactylon from two sources on enzyme activities of soil polluted by copper
WANG You-bao, JIANG Tian-hua, AN Lei, YAO Jing, HUANG Yong-jie
(College of Life Science, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000, China)
Abstract: The effects of growth of Cynodon dactylon from two sources on enzyme activities in soils polluted by
copper was studied in pot cultivation experiments. With higher Cu concentrations, the activities of catalase, u-
rease, invertase, phosphatase, and polyphenoloxidase gradually decreased. There was a significant negative
correlation between Cu concentration and soil enzyme activities. C. dactylon reduced the inhibition of Cu on the
activities of catalase, urease, invertase, phosphatase and polyphenoloxidase from cultivated C. dactylon. A-
mong them, the function of C. dactylon from polluted areas was greater than that from unpolluted areas, and
the enzyme activities had a positive correlation to dry weight of C. dactylon. Urease activity may be a monito-
ring index for Cu polluted soil and one of the appraisal indexes of phytoremediation effects for Cu polluted soil.

Key words: copper; Cynodon dactylon; growth; soil enzyme
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