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Mechanism of fixation and adsorption of copper on root cell wall of Elsholtzia
splendens
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Abstract ; Elsholizia splendens is a copper-tolerant plant species. The cell wall of the plant root was found to be the most important part of Cu localization.
Chemical modification of cell wall, adsorption dynamic experiments and the FTIR spectroscopy analysis were combined to explore adsorption kinetic
characteristics and the functional groups of the cell wall and its components under copper stress. The adsorption dynamic experiments showed that the
copper content adsorbed by the root cell wall was close to its saturation level after 300 minutes, which was about 90% of the maximum adsorption

!, The proportion of copper adsorption by pectin and

capacity. We obtained a saturated adsorption capacity of copper after 500 minutes, with 5.85 mg-g~
cellulose in the root cell wall were 19.85% and 25.48% , respectively. The copper adsorption by the root cell wall had been significantly reduced by the
ammonia and cellulose treatments on the cell wall. The FTIR spectra also revealed that hydroxyl, carboxyl and amino group are the main binding sites of
Cu®* by the root cell wall in the adsorption process. Cellulose and hemicellulose provide a combination of Cu?* with carboxyl functional groups, pectin
offers carboxyl groups, while the cell wall proteins provide amino functional groups for binding sites. The results showed that the root cell wall has high
adsorption capacity for copper, which may be an important mechanism of the high copper tolerance by E splendens.

Keywords: Elsholizia splendens ; copper;cell wall;fix; FTIR

+ A% ( Yang et al. , 1998 ; ] 3C 155, 2007 ). iZAH
YIBRE e B A K T X, B S R T A e R

WM 3555 ( Elsholtzia splendens ) 3% R} T AE F %) (Jiang et al. ,2002; Tang et al. ,1999). 4K,
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WEFE. 1N, 4% B (2001 ) 38 FH 22 30 B O IR 5E T
Cu TEIRFIN 75 40 L PN 1 53 A RRAE , 25 R 3R W, 4t g
BEJE Cu 20 1) A 05 2 — 38 H 7 B B it
— BRI, R ERY Cu® ORL T 40 M B . 552
4L x5 2 H EDS BB/ Hr & B, 100 pmol - L™' Cu
Ab PRV N B T S, A A0 e 3 i % A L E N A K
%) e 2 P8 P PR TR, I L2 Vg M A8 35 AR 4 L B 1
1) Cu/C Fl Cu/O HAH % /5 ( Peng et al. ,2005). Ni
£5(2005) iz 32 59 B B RN BE 3 156 H 2 R (TEM-
EDX) W58 T M A 25 W B Cu B9 4- A 27, 45 5 3%
B, Cu®* EZ R 7 40 A v %) 200 i B IR 3 A0
DL BB SR B A L RE R AR A I RE & Cu® Y
T2 R

20 B RE X 4 i ) R BRI 3 A 4 i RE
A AT B A Ah A B F A FC A 5 PR 52 R,
FRL L L (3t W 5L 45 (Haynes, 1980)
AT LUFNEE 4 @ PH B8 1 & A6 45 P g B8R AB 27 N T
Vg L[ 1 4 ML RE v DT 92> 4 e 2 3 ot 1
s e AR AE A A — e BB RN T 4@ i
XTAE ) IE H A RS S A T4 (KB £ 45,2008 ) . 41
JRE I A SR 2 B 7 1 R B A, SR R Y
) SR FUBHIE IR (RGL) 5 M i & 8 15 7 HAT 5500
BUZE S BE 1 (Krzestowska, 2011) . BRI LIAN, Cu®*
] LURN A L BE B 25 W) T A 4 2R PR AR 4 5 oK
JoT 25 235 5 4 T BFF 31 7 7 28 M9 BE I ( Nishizono et al. |
1987 ). WA BFFE &I, Cu®* 1 AT LU 20 A0 BE f i iR
RIS G, iRk A R IAIE XAF7E (Sela et al.
1988) . AMEEEMFR A S AL S 5 T &4 8 [,
WFoE R & T LU 4 R 45 68 i 4 R 5 1
2 AW (Bringezu et al. ,1999). FHILT] WL, Joi8 24
JHLBE B WE— B> W 5 Cu®t 45, #R AT Cu® [
FEAEFL P ER DI IR Cu® X 200 i P Al 38
.

Vi PN 2 K ] P R JBE T P A T L 0 i T L
FEREW Cu®*  HF5E R, 70% LU F I 25 6 1E
TN HAAMIEE | (Peng et al. ,2005). T & T-ifF
INFETEAR AN RE 220 oy, ARG T4 R PR
PR Cu® A W BFRF 1 5 2ok Rt v BT RS B AP T, DA
LA M B 2 v ) OB 4 B R P A A R R
T 38 DG HE PR AR T 45— R 40 I o oK i TR
I, AR SC AT ) A AR AN B e L 2] 43 R F 5T R
BE, LA R 3l g 2 S i 58 T B, R AR S i 21 40
T (FTIR ) 4 AR, ik — 2 0F 53 ¥ M B 55 AR 400 g 1 %o

Cu FYW AT M ERAE , B Cu 75 40 i BE 1 1254 7 15
FOTF I, LA T 98 M 7 35 A 200 M BE 114 igp 2 ML

2 ##FFE (Materials and methods)

2.1 MR R

P F IR M A 35 P ok A LA & FE T AR L

SHNRRT B R A 8 2 b (119°55729. 7'E,
29°56'22. 6"N) LA 1 [F] — AT P A5 FE AR AR L. 1
MNEFEF T HZERK S TR THEET
KB L, R R, BANTSEE,H 0.2
x Rorison B IR RG22 2 ~4 Y 5 B 34
— IR B R4 FH 0.5 x Rorison
FEWIEFE 193 d B — YRR, R EFE R, B
IR 25/20°C B B ] 16/8 h, 5% A 230 ~ 240
pmol * m ™2+ 7' BEFERAH B AT (pmol - L7")
Ca(NO,), 1000, MgS0, 500, K,HPO, 500, H,BO, 23,
MnSO, 4.5,Na,Mo0O, 0.5,CuSO0, 0.8, Fe( I )-EDTA
27 F1 ZnS0, 0.5,pH =5.8.

W57 28 d BTN A 75 4 4 AR JR R B
SICER AR R HY S mmol - L' Ca( NO, ), 5 W fi#
BT 30 min, IR FAR 2 18 W BR A4, 1 25 B8 K vk
4+ ( Harrison et al. , 1979) . M IR A F € , PR AT
T =75 CHH. FBEFRLH 15 %5, BAER 10 PR,
BRI E 3 AN EHE A E R 4 30 MRAIH.
2.2 WNEFE m MR R

21 it 1) R ECR A AR 200 6L 45 40 i PN 90
B 585 (Zhong et al. ,1993) . HfEHR R BUK TG,
FERFER o i AR RE S 2 0y AR, 6 88 31 B 0 A
H A 75% BIUK SR IR AT, VKR 20 min Ji5 LA
5000 g 50> 10 min; 25 E 355 I0A DK ERER I, vkt
20 min J5 B0 20 min, 25 F S IOA FEE Gy
(11, RFHEL) 4280, VKB 20 min J5 B0 20 min, 2%
R s B IACH BEER B, vKYA 20 min 5 25.0 20
min, 5 FIEWUE R T, T8 )5 15 20 19 [ R R
A RE. PEECE RS , TR AR BE A 4 C (VKA
HEMAAE. GRAFI RSN 10 mL-g ™' LURGEE )
2.3 mpENLFERE
2.3.1 ER¥FHEMAMEENET SR El-Nawawi 55
(1996 ) {7 5 177 M e BE S 1) R LA R JEE . BRI —
SEFANARERE B A 2 mL B9RE T, FHK IR W5
AT K43 A 2 mL 1.0 mol - ™" NH;-H, 0
(& FAEE60% ) ALFR2 h J5 (JLE 25 C) i+, K
W 60% B9 5 I 1.0 mol - L' HCl (& 5 74 i
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¥

34 %

60% ) F10.01 mol-L~" KNO, (pH =5.75) sk
J&, M, R BT K UEG 3 WK, DITER VR T 1
J& 4 CHRAF .

2.3.2 M EFFERBEHEM 455 Schmohl %
(2000) K Zheng 55 (2004 ) fAL PR 575 B 2 g N
T 75 AR AN BE A A B T B0 T A 20 mL 2 T-
CIRANGE MR (0.2 mol - L', pH =5.5) il 2 g 2f:4F
AW ,50 COKfE2 h, DA s e A s T
IKVEVE 3 IR BTG 4 CIORAE# .

2.3.3 A R T2 g MM FH ARG
BEMY AR BT EODE A 20 mL Z1R- L FRENZE i
(0.2 mol-L~" pH =4.8) fll 2 g 214k K ifi ,50°C
KA 24 b, DUTELR B0 43 B JE FH 2 B /K B 3 1R,
BTG 4 CIRTEE .

2.3.4 MEE A HL2 o MM TN
RERY K B TR0 T, A 20 mL B R 2% mh il
(pH =8.0) FHEE HEF 0. 06 g, 7E 37 CHRIHK A 3
h 5 B2 IE R, FHBERR 2% vh s vk 1 IR, DLdE
FEANA 20 mL BERRZE i (pH = 8. 0) FIBRIE 25 11 il
0.1 g,50 CH=3ZFH K 6 h, ULiEH pH =8. 0 AUBENR
G P ZRIBKASTETR 2 KRR TIRG 4 CIRAF4
.

2.4 WMEFE @R ERT NS ¥ LR

W R 5 9 50 umol - L' CuSO, ¥ ¥, 0. 01
mol - L ™" KNO, A L F i (pH =5.75) . FF
0.05 g B BA SO ) 40 AR IS A B 4RI g
v, uE Sk R A B2 10 R DA 2 1 R R A B
T . ARG B2 LA S mL+10 min ™' BT
FANET, LA EE 5 A Sl e aR I, 45 10
min B 145, R B Co® MR E 5 W AR
o Cu® " R BEAH ], A 52 20 7E 500 min B 55 21 %
Fff-F- 5. F AAS ( Atomic absorption spectrometry ) il
ERET Co’ i Z ) E R 3 K B
B AR, by B 1k T v il 4 AN T i, 3R 22 R TE K]
bR HIR2ZTE 10% Z .

W RFFSF- A7 I, 20 M8 BE S5 28 0. 01 mol - L.7' KNO,
(pH =5.75) ¥ LA 5 mL-10 min ~' AR IELE 1 h.
IR BT (0. 1 mol - L' KNO, ,pH =5.75) LA
IR 3L T A AT A0 B 1 i Sk v, RV RE SR FH A 3
W PR T, 4 10 min YREE—4F, BRI
WA Cu®* Rk, ARBF5E T2 7E 500 min B ik 5]
FEITA. FH AAS DI RRAE T Co® B i
2.5 et AR 4T AR (FTIR) M &

DAL A 1 2 A0F HH 41 if BE 1o 28 4k 2 o0 5 4

MRE 0 AL 27 B BE A RRAE. (8 B oA e 21 A1 ' % AY
(FTIR, Shimadzu FTIR 8900 ) ic 5% T £ /it 7E 4000 ~
400 em~EFEN L AMDGIEAE S IS HEE R 4
em ™' AR S mg TR IR SL 5 150 mg KBr
FEOMRAT, R R OAKE S A R 25 T I e 41
ANETE L ZFES S KBr IR A B (1:30) 5
Drake #EFZ(1) 1: 100 #H b o] LAFS 3 73 3 0 = 19 21
ARG

3 ZER549H(Result and analysis)

3.1 FHRM B H F BRI AR

TEWZ BTG B BE , 40 RE ST Cu®* A IR B R 2 45
B, B S RS, R 1 ATAL 50 pmol - LT
CuSO,ZbFH 300 min J& , $2 IR 20 6 B ) ] W% o
LRI TR AT | W B St T LA 3k 28] 5 KW 2
90% Fr A, Wil J 72 W 15 30 W B P-4 7E AL PR 500 min
i 2 L X ] 14 VA ek 37 3 B A R A R Dy
5.85 mg-g ' ORTAH MO RE AT Al bR FE ARSI A g
WG 4 B4 W2 R T R DR H SR T R 2T A 2 2 40 it
BEREE Cu®* 1 BN, 73 3R B T 19. 85% Fil
25.48% MM (1) RIAEZ 3] Cu® e T, FE
BRSO, R £ Co® T S5 AL &
NH, H, O b 381 515, 22 B 1 {0 e 1% Tk e £k SR g
SRME b 1 BH 5 7 TR A2 a5 0 20>, BRI ok, X A g TR B
REJT0ES . HUOR A 4E 2 W E 1 9. 46% 1Y
B ANRE R IS5 A Cu® By R R R G 4
B ol Pl [ 5, i 3 Ll Ve M A R A S
s A M T8, 78 ATP BEZ5:3h 11 e F
F I Cu®* 454 R 5 152 3 A s A e Rk

T xR
8 T o U S AR LR B
7 f—
~0r
I -
DL L ean
E°[
o 4 -
§ L
g0
2 f—
I f—
{J
0 ]
0 100 200 300 400 500

s} [/)/min

1 EHEEBMNEFRAME Cu®* KIWRH
Fig. 1  The amount of Cu’* adsorbed by the cell wall of E.

splendens with chemical modification
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2 4 R i 25 T P 7 5 R 200 ML X 1 O B 25T L B 5

A B A M BE I TC e RN, n =z B AR, B AT
Cu® WY [ 2 S BE S 12 4. 40 RE R (A7 T 4 i
BEh Al AR R R R
fl2p L 25 4, A it A 7E 40 B B 25 0 oy | Sk B A
BB T —3B5> Cu®* BYTH PSS A 07 5. AR 20 i B
AR A T DL 4 — S 250 35 S5 L T 20 A R
[ 5, ELIX B 4353 I AN filg M2 Bl o e 10 K 2 10 4%
PEEEA]. AR RE S A, S 2 k45 60
MR TSR R A A N BEXT Cu® B RS A ik
I,

3.2 fLE N Ak R AR a

XFECPERT 5 23 X B AL B 20 B VR N 7 55 AR 40 PR R SR T TN N S RN RN SR S S|
H@Eﬁf E/‘J él&f‘ﬁ[ﬁﬁ;ﬁglzg] (4000 ~500 em 1 ’ I’{ZI 2) iﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ’: 4000 3500 3000 V\Z/;?gnumi(;?/imﬂ 1500 1000 500
BT, A5 2 0 M BE 7 Ak 2 B PR 1S B RE AR AR I 15 8.

(£1).

SR SR AL AR R AR A e BE b (8] 2D )
fig3—C =0 M 45 9% 2h 1% (No. 4) IR 7 19 fi
%, FI R T NH» H, O FA% 1 525 H L g fb 7
JEE ) 20 B A B . T 1417 em ™' &b (No. 7) Y FR
LR C =0 ANXHHRAH G5 B s W IAc e 134 5 | ¢ I 484
P 5 R PR AL . 1249 em ™" 4b ( No. 9) F) B iR ik

) —C—O0—S W R S35 | 150 IF 200 Ji B P 110 At PR i
AR S .

Absorbance

B2 UEHEHEEMNEERAMEBLIIEIERE(a: RS
BOHE Y AR AR L RE 5 b« SR FEY B T A 2 I P AR 400 Y
c: FRE AR E AR AN RE  d. B ARG I AIMIEE e
EEFJRAIEE)

Fig.2 The FTIR spectra of the root cell wall of E. splendens with

and without chemical modification (a: crude root cell wall;

b: root cell wall with pectin esterification; c: root cell wall

without hemicellulose; d: root cell wall without cellulose; e

root cell wall without protein)

F1 UFEWEAEEMNEERAMEBLIILEFMIEN S EEDN

Table 1 ~ Semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra on root cell wall of E. splendens with and without chemical modification
. . S R LR FAAHFRR P , !
T T e E e e j&_ﬁi iR
WA em -1 A/Agyy Wff A/ gy W‘;‘iz 2 Wy iji}/ A/ gy mjfj}/ A/ g
I —OH/—NH 3392 1.78 0 1.86 2 2.14 0 2.51 2 1.71
2 —CH, 2922 1.00 3.00  1.00 7.00  1.00 7.00  1.00 0 1.00
3 C=cC#HC=N 2351 0.28 15 0.29 -4 0.07 -2 0.30 -2 0.25
4 fRC=0 1732 0.89 -4 0.97 2 0.49 2 0.58 -4 0.86
5 BEMe T C—N 1652 1.76 2 1.75 0 1.24 0 1.90 0 1.49
6 PN 1H N—N 1516 1.15 1 1.23 25 0.80 25 1.22 23 1.04
7 RIREL C=0 AXIFRAEIRS) 1417 1.03 19 1.09 2 1.03 2 1.21 0 1.14
8 C—0 1327 1.04 -8 1.06 11 1.01 -8 0.91 -10 1.08
T C—0—S
9  HRE C—0 1249 1.14 10 1.19 -7 0.98 -5 0.85 2 1.23
iR C—0—P
10 ZWEIRZE C—C 5 C—0 1155 1.31 4 1.35 10 1.84 0 0.73 2 1.39
11 g c—C 8 ¢—0 1107 .61  -18 1.64 -17 2.15 2 0.70 -4 1.66
12 —0—H Bl fies) 1053 1.78 3 1.87 =31 1.07 =29 0.71 5 1.13

SR ZHEEE C—C
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i 34 %

4
4

R R AR R AN EE b (& 2¢,d)
1053 ¢m ' (No. 12) 4b Y474 2% L Wi46E C—C 4 A fil
AP ohide 5 A 2221 41 2 R SET 2 R 10 40 it BE A
Ll 33— W WSO B i ) B0 7E AR A8 A o7 B I, Ui
Zoah AR 5 25 T A0 I RE vh R i I 2 A 4 R R AT
e, o PE R, A e R M e, SRR c—C
o 4 B BN ( No. 11) [ AIRAA RS 8 (9D e 3k 2%
2009) , AT AHERD, L4 K5 SR A 4E R a5
/i LB i 2B, AR AR gl R 5 AR IR R

=
RRLE

TR A AR 40 BE 1327 em ™' 4k (No. 8)
FEFR L C—O 55 WO IR 55 , 1 BH Bl 5 41 if BE &5
WEAN LR, SEAS G B RS R R
JiE C—C B AR 4R PR 3% (No. 11) [EEARFL 50, ik
AL R SRR S G
3.3 WMERETJE LA B AT

FRAE FTIR 1% A7 % & 3 0, %R~ 135 5]
L2922 em ' gb—CH, H C—H FRAE W S I A W
JE (A, ) oA 3 UE, I H & 45 AF 06 (0 33921732,
1652 11516 cm ™ 48 4b) (NG RE A 55 AL, B LI,
SN B A3 M N A 5 AR AN M RE B Cu® RIS
TEVER) AR (B 3). 7o, YE RS 5 & E4s A
B, LR S e ) (I AB RS 2y, PRI, T LA S e R A i 1
PR RFIM S 5 Cu Z5A I EREM. 8%, FTIR j% &
A LARAEARLERENS B T b i SE A (R 3k 3t &
S ) fEE & JE W T R VR R

x2

Absorbance

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000

Wavenumber/cm™!

1500 1000 500

3 ENEERAMERE Cu** 3 (a) 15 (b) SN
Fig.3 The FTIR spectra of the root cell wall of E. splendens before
(a) and after (b) Cu** adsorption

W2 BRFRITJS AR 20 B RE 2T A0 > 2 5 43 A 45 R An 3k 2
fiw , HAE 1327 em ™ ABAH R F—OH 55 W% Wi I 11 W%
HEEERFRAL, B—O0H 25 T Cu®* M4 &, ik
YEE S Cu* S5 Gt R R Ak 2= W B ke T — a2 VR .
W% B I £F 4 R 25 il 4k 2h 2 BE C—C S I g 0
UL A R AR ook B b R R E AR, R 4 &R v
YRFIEIEE (No. 8 ) 1A e BT i A RFAIEDEE ( No. 11) , 36
B AR TE TR S 5 T C* &, 78
1249 em ™' 4k (No. 9 ) XF W 1) J2 it iR 196 (1) —C—0—S
s 4 2 0 W B Cu®* S5 4 AR RE B 2 15 10 1
i, LR R IR S 5 T Cu® MZE 4.

BNEERAMERM Cu®* BB LIS TSN L ERNN

Table 2 Semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra of root cell wall of E. splendens before and after Cu®>* adsorption

. R 41 i B W BE Cu? * T AR 240 e
Fs EREH .
W em ! A/ Ay W/ em ! A/ Ay Pt /em ™!
1 —OH/—NH 3392 1.78 3392 1.85 0
2 —CH, 2922 1.00 2922 1.00 0
3 C=Cgic=N 2351 0.28 2351 0.33 0
4 fit C =0 1732 0.89 1732 0.89 0
5 PR 14 C—N 1652 1.76 1652 1.66 0
6 ke 11 45 N—N 1516 1.15 1516 1.17 0
7 FRIRER C =0 RXTFRM 4R sl 1417 1.03 1417 1.07 0
8 c—0 1327 1.04 1319 1.03 -8
9 ggf{; %Zz(foi?’l&% 0 1249 1.14 1259 1.18 10
10 ZHLEH C—C 3 C—0 1155 1.31 1155 1.27 0
11 C—C 5 C—0 1107 1.61 1103 1.56 -4
12 —O0—H & ik sh 245k c—C 1053 1.78 1058 1.79 5
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Kl 4 FN3% 3 25 e FH L R AR AR A v ]
TR AN B RER B Cu® WIS B LA B KA R
REA ARG OL. W LI 454 Cu*t 5 i—OH 1§17
ATy M 5 38 em ™', SH WA 7 178586 cm ™',
kR 17k oY C—N W 1 AR 7 A8l 2 em ™',
HZWY R C—C 8 C—O0 Wt [ 45 7 [0 8% 3
6 cm ', AR FH LR AL R AL S 2 A
SH ,—NH, fl—OH KR 1 i9—OH /358 & Cu 1)
FEGE G

K5 RN 4 J A P4 4 25 TR A5 35 AR 41 e
BEWZ R Cu®* RIS P LA B BHH B B A AR Ak 15
. ATRLE R 454G Cu*t R RS OH W [ A4S Jr 1] #% o)
2 em” L EE A Cut R TR R S W a] IR 1) A B
4 em™"BEME I 7 A B9 N—N i [a) (R A5 5 1) 7% 30
2 em ™', HEFHER C—O BEMEAT T A58 19 em .

Absorbance

1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | ! | 1 ] 1 |

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000

Wavenumber/cm™

1500
1

1000 500

4 REFERELEERRKNBNESERAMERH Cu®*
Bl (a) /5 (b) ML LIEE
Fig.4 The FTIR spectra of the pectin methylated root cell wall of
E. splendens before (a) and after (b) Cu®?* adsorption

®3 REPEFEUEERENEMNEFERAMEBRM Co®* BIELIEIEHFEERNEEEN

Table 3 Semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra on the pectin methylated root cell wall of E. splendens before and after Cu®* adsorption

SR Y S g Ak AR A4 i W B Cu®* J MR 4T B
hae2 BEHeH
WA/ em ! A/ Angy W/ em ! A/ Angy IR/ em ™!
1 —OH/—NH 3392 1.86 3354 1.44 -38
2 —CH, 2931 1.00 2931 1.00 0
3 C=CHC=N 2366 0.29 2360 0.58 -6
4 fis C =0 1728 0.97 1730 0.91 0
5 PN 147 C—N 1654 1.75 1652 1.47 -2
6 B 1147 N—N 1517 1.23 1517 1.17 0
7 R i F & (—O0—CH; ) 1436 1.09 1419 1.05 -17
8 c—0 1319 1.06 1332 1.61 13
9 g‘zgg ;;C(:)i?g% 0 1259 1.19 1261 1.07 2
10 ZHLEH C—C 8 C—0 1159 1.35 1157 1.17 -2
11 R c—C 5 c—0 1099 1.64 1093 1.36 -6
12 —O—HGlR 1056 1.87 1056 1.77 0

ZWEEE C—C

Absorbance

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000

Wavenumber/cm™

1500
1

1000 500

5 REFHRZMNBMNESIRMAMERH Cu®* 5i(a) B (b)
OFARS A
Fig.5 The FTIR spectra of the root cell wall without hemicellulose
of E. splendens before (a) and after (b) Cu®* adsorption

R LR 4ER G, B A NH, . COOH SR
JEH —OH , £F 4 2 W Y COOH, 78 XoF 4l FiY W i 2%
A B EEAE .

Kl 6 FI3K 5 & K 2T 4 3R 07 M A 75 AR A0 i
W R Cu®* AT JE Y 2180 615 1 B AR B Re 1A A2 AR
M. LA, 254 Co® ' 5 0 TR 2 3 06 [ IR 091 5 )
Bl 4 em ™ WL 104 ) N—N B {45 7 )
Bah2 em™, REREE C =0 MKW Jr m # 5h 2
em ™' HEZBYI R AY C—C 8% C—O 1 [ (R 45 5
IS 10 em ™' R L WAL RGO TH
NH, ,F£F4E £ H iy COOH K i H iY—OH J2& Cu
) E BB AN
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Table 4~ Semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra on the root cell wall without hemicellulose of E. splendens before and after Cu®* adsorption
L . E LT YR 5 ML AN A RE W B Cu® + J5 MR 41 L R
F5 H BE Al . . -
WE em ™! A/ Agon B/ em ! A/ Agon B /om ™!
1 —OH/—NH 3394 2.14 3392 1.57 -2
2 —CH; 2929 1 2924 1 -5
3 C=cCci{C=N 2347 0.07 2355 0.52 8
4 fi C=0 1734 0.49 1730 0.93 -4
5 Pz 17 C—N 1652 1.24 1652 1.53 0
6 P A 104 N—N 1541 0.80 1539 1.16 -2
7 RIRE: C = 0 RX PRI IR 1419 1.03 1417 1.12 -2
8 C—0 1338 1.01 1319 1.06 -19
iR C—0—S ik ¢—0
s 1242 . 12 1.1 1
9 RS GO P 0.98 59 6 7
10 ZHERLEH C—C 3 C—O0 1155 1.84 1155 1.22 0
11 C—C 3 C—O0 1080 2.15 1071 1.45 -9
12 —O—H iR sh 245k C—C 1022 1.07 1055 0.63 33
FERR U AP 7 5 AR 4 R RE I B Cu®* TS A
21 AP T 1B K AR I B B A1 AR AR I 0 WL LT F ke
8
Q
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1 | 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 |
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Fig. 6 The FTIR spectra on the root cell wall without cellulose of E. E7 £EAMEMNEERMEMERK Cu* 81(a) 5 (b) ML

splendens before (a) and after (b) Cu®* adsorption ShSeitE
Fig.7 The FTIR spectra of the root cell wall without protein of E.

splendens before (a) and after (b) Cu®* adsorption
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Table 5 Semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra on the root cell wall without cellulose of E. splendens before (a) and after (b) Cu** adsorption

. LT U2 A A0 W B Cu® + J5 MR M A RE
FFe HAER .
W em ™! A/ Aremy W em ! A/ Asgy A /em ™!
1 —OH/—NH 3392 2.51 3392 1.38 0
2 —CH, 2929 1.00 2922 1.00 -7
3 C=CH{C=N 2349 0.30 2351 0.68 2
4 fis C=0 1734 0.58 1732 0.95 -2
5 Bk 1 C—N 1652 1.90 1652 1.27 0
6 PN 11 N—N 1541 1.22 1539 1.04 -2
7 B C =0 AX R s iR sh 1419 1.21 1417 1.05 -2
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Zks
. REF YR 5 A A W B Cu® + J5 AR 4 L RE
Fe EhEHA -
A/ em ! A/ Az BH em ™! A/ Az REE /em ™!
8 c—0 1319 0.91 1317 1.00 -2
9 i‘ig‘;i %(;_CO__OS_%%% 0 1244 0.85 1253 1.06 9
10 ZWERGEH) C—C 3 C—0 1155 0.73 1157 1.14 2
11 C—C 5 C—0 1109 0.70 1099 1.29 -10
12 —O0—H & ik sh 2445k c—C 1024 0.71 1056 1.40 32
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Table 6  Semi-quantitative analysis of FTIR spectra on the root cell wall without protein of E. splendens before (a) and after (b) Cu®* adsorption

R A AR A R B Cu? * Ji5 MR 4T M B
P EREH
B/ em ! A/ Argn Pk em ! A/ Argn et /em ™!
1 —OH/—NH 3394 1.71 3392 1.91 -2
2 —CH, 2922 1.00 2922 1.00 0
3 C=CHC=N 2349 0.25 2351 0.49 2
4 fif C =0 1728 0.86 1732 0.92 4
5 P 14 C—N 1652 1.49 1652 1.55 0
6 ke 11 4 N—N 1539 1.04 1538 1.09 -1
7 BRERE:R C = O AR ZE iR 5 1417 1.14 1417 1.13 0
8 c—0 1317 1.08 1317 1.05 0
9 gg% %(;—Co_—oi?)zﬁg =0 1251 1.23 1259 1.15 8
10 ZHEI LR C—C 3 C—O0 1157 1.39 1155 1.27 -2
11 C—C 3 C—0 1103 1.66 1101 1.56 -2
12 ;%?EHC%EEIH@J 1058 1.13 1058 1.82 0

454 Cu 5 OH W R A8l 2 em ™ BERE
A7 P N—N W IA5 A 8280 1 em ™' R
ZWEY TR C—C 8% C—O W i) {5 45 7 15] 7 5
2 em ™ RMEREARE, RE T H—OH &1 Cu®”
%) 5 B B2 A 37 a5

4 1318 ( Discussion)

T BE 5 208 R A B BT, AT LA
SRR, GnEg 125 255 DU &5 i, A
M 4R T EEMBBDIENNE BRITH
(Krzestowska,2011). WM 75 M R H 70% 224 1)
il R T AR 2 I BE (Lou er al. ,2004) , 41 il B Z2 0k
Hor oA B EBEHMA —O0H " . —CO0 ™~ . —NH, 5§
ol 240 e R R A v 1 B 5 7 2 et R T e X ]
A W B 1 o =B B T 40 A RE Y BH B 5 g
(CEC fH) B R/, [RIBf .32 5] pH  Cu®* Fl Ca®* YR EE
e AN Al

20 R e ) A A S T S W AR RE 35% Ao
B T LT SRR T, G T B A A e R Y

Ca’* (Davis et al. ,2003; Dronnet et al. ,1996). 4 )&
55 Y B SR 22 R R B I 25 6, SR T 4 R £ i
K (Eticha et al. ,2005) , AT 520 T 20 10 BE Y 49y 2
45K, 73 Hh, R BE FE T I8 2 T B0A0 L EE Y fin J5
( Krzestowska et al. ,2009) , #8575 J& K J& 2 4 R 2 18
INAYZESR (Liu et al. ,2004 ) , 1M 2 4 L3R (9 386 A
T A R Ay o 4 e i B 22 i R 25 A L B
A IIFSE (MR S7K 45,2005 ) 26 B, /N 22 a5 R A
RIANMRE R R g R ML R S R m, H
TERRIIE T $2 i B AR, P BUR R A R i S 2
YL (8 JEEE R A 345 o 3 7 3 A1 T 4t o e
FRIVRR 24 i P e 3 230 00 L 201 3 o | SR M 2 W o
A Jm A A oy AT b U 290 B X Al F) T
RS2 BB T 200 i B vy SRR ) B 5 TR R A7
BRI BRI 22 /0 B AN 2RI & B AT G, i HL
AR T AR Y R R A AR B (DM (2= NI A
2007) , R M A e B B Y SR & A B 2 1Y i
BIRAE. AR IBER MY, NH,- H, O Ab 2RSSR 5 1) 40 it
BEWZ [} Cu®* AIRE 1 5 X% FRALAH LLBEAR T 19. 85% .



522 |

¥

34 %

XA R gt NH,- H, O A4bHUS 9 5 A8 i 1 R S
PR e A S M, SR e 1 1 BH 8 TR o A6 et 20 9 2D
T PRI A R X A ) R R e Y R AT AS A 5 4
T DR o 0%, T L -5 40 i SR e PR L b A
WA BV R, OB (2005) BFEIA R, /N
MRS AR B 5 ALY 5 A0 o, 40 e SR e 5 e AR
Jie R SR Ak 2 B2 AT B 2 3 3OS [R) /N 22 5 R AR AR 2
£ it B X 6 W B R AR 2R A 2 S A L AR i b aE
J N 25 5 1) EE i A

W R0 72 S 6 2 W 200 R P IR A7 I SR
e Z A 41 Y 25 A 2 A W B 1 F2 . R 4E R
it 25 B 2T 2 220, RO 1 200 iR ST A £ R o 45 %o
WEAH LA T 25. 48% . FTIR 3K 7] LA & 3, F= 47 4
R RE | R B R B 0 1) AR 0 U7 m1 % 2, OF H
X ] B W B SRR ATR. Fh G A B A R RS A R R
FIREERER L. I (2001 ) BF 95 48X, 4R 41 i
BELE O A 60% M FILT 48 R 88 RIRGE A 1
D145 (2009 ) 3 32 41 L BE it S B0 R B, Cu® R B4
BTG R LA R MATR ZMRILE fE
VAT L. pR AT 2F 4 2% 70 A 40 e R I it ok 7 v
P T AR . i g 2 28 o 26 R T B R 21 Ak
SR LA A, P DL P e i SR e C—C SR AR
W%, i B 0 B 21 4k R i 4 i e SR B E B
Cu®* W2 o 1 52 1) S A . DR A, 40 i BE rp (1) 2 &F
LR R BT ER A5 AL R AR AL AR AE AR A1 W B [ e
Cu’* . 227 4 25 1 20 M BE 5 00 BERH L, SR e € —
C SIR SRS B k. I ELl B Cu®* RIS
PR 2524 £F 24 25 10 AR 200 L B 1) 21 A0 D6 % 6 L 3 43 A
PR BRIk L C—C B FR I TR I A IR s n)
TR 1) W 8 , X AR GF M BB T P A 4E R )5,
SR BRI A 25 A Y 32 B AT, PR A ET DA
TSR DA FR RN 2 47 4 R R IEASS &

FTIR §5 ] v, ph 24 i R R B s 22 38 RN 5 2 1Y
A% £ AT H DR 20 B 2R 2 5 T %) R B
{EL 4 B 2 1 % A B 0 L O R 1 A O AR TR 4 )
iz i) 220y 3 A6 T A v 4 e RE B A
G TR A S (I COPT Z84R45 &8 1 A4 1
PEAE CCS %) (Pilon et al. ,2006) ,FI7E ATP B4 fE
UL AT, T8l s H 4w B A0 M TR E 1 IX
PN [T B k. A BE B 1 2 R G ok SR
L B KVE R Y A AE g RN A e S ] B A S
T (Jamet et al. ,2006) . 40 BE S 0 H FIZ0
W Z2 W 2ok I (W] A P 3 () W2 B [ 2 o 46 Ja A 44

BE X 8 57 1 ) N B SRS i RE S Y IR R
PER R ok A S BRI K i T 45 RE % 38 i
0BT 40 B 22 =2 ] ) A1 sl Al A1 B fe 4 i
MoK (Lee et al. ,2004 ; 5L %5 2007 ). ASE
B & M, 2R IR B S 25 3R 1 I 40 I RE X Cu® T
WIS, e 285 i) C—C B T 25, IR iR 3
g ) AR AT T 1) B8 5y, 25 88 A 200 o R 32 8 R e
TR [ R W Cu® . 53 A, A 8 B A AL B
(1) 2% 26 1 IO 40 R 5 D A4 L 1 FTIR i 5] L 4y
BTl itk R R MR C—C EnY iR 3h
WA A R A AR, FR LM T S RS 43 240 L B 2 11 DA
BRI EEE S R IR A A G

5 £5i8(Conclusions)

T N7 A RE R R AR 40 I RE X Cu®t AT
e R R 4] 7 RE . W BRE Bl g s R B W N A TR
HRAHAIREXT Cu® ™ HAT 8 1Y SR 7, W B 300 min
S, AR L R ) 0 WA 5 e 4 3 T AR R K W B
0 A] LA B de KB 9 90% 2247 5 T B 500 min
)ﬁﬁiﬂ%ﬁfﬁ@%ﬂ,’f@%ﬂ%ﬁ]‘%% 5.85 mg-g_l. P8
5L CRAYER AR MRE BRI E A
Cu®* W RO . SR RN AF 2 S Cu® W 52 Y
I, S B T 19. 85% 1 25. 48% . It
SRS R, DLECR IR S 4 4 R Z A7 TR
DI [V P 2 [ 182 R (76 0

EEREEEN T K (1976—), B, B+ #7 HLAES
B, EENETRRTLERNSEDBE HFErFRES L
WHRA R FTLE P EREERAREFT. NEHFH
CHELMMFE AL IR I A L5 AL T
B OMILAFHENR WL AF REFEFH, LK
WX 50 R H.
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