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[ Abstract ] Objective; To conduct correlation analysis of mineral nutrient elements in soil and herbs of
Paridis Rhizoma growing in different places around three gorges reservoir. Method: Rhizome and rhizosphere soil
of Paridis Rhizoma were disposed with the wet digestion method, and then determined by atomic absorption
spectrophotometry. Data were analyzed and compared with SPSS 18.0. Result: Nutrient elements in Paridis
Rhizoma and rhizosphere soil showed some correlation. There were significant differences existing in concentrations
of eight kinds of nutrient elements in rhizome and rhizosphere soil of Paridis Rhizoma from different places.

Contents of each nutrient elements in ranking of rhizome was K > Ca > Na > Mg > Cu > Mn > Ni > Zn, and that in
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rhizosphere soil was Mg >Na > Ca > K > Mn >Zn > Ni > Cu. Paridis Rhizoma had a certain capability of enriching

Na, Cu and Ca. Eight kinds of nutrient elements in rhizome and rhizosphere soil had multiple correlation.

Conclusion; Main regulation pathway of mineral nutrient elements in Paridis Rhizoma is selective absorption.

Coordination among nutrient elements is in favor of accumulation of nutrient elements in Paridis Rhizoma.
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Table 1 Sample source of Paridis Rhizoma

No. 4 SR AE Hb 7L Wik/m  REHM
S1 A& T Paris polyphylla var. chinensis TEHRIF LA & LR 14 108°42.912'/31°61. 967" 1709  2012-08-22
2 INTERE P. polyphylla var. minor W IT W £ 6HM 1 4 108°42.566'/31°61. 842" 1706  2012-08-22
S3 A& TFE R P. polyphylla var. chinensis ERTIF A £ LR 4 4 108°42. 625'/31°60. 943" 1695  2012-08-22
S4 TR P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis FRTIFEWA £ ZEMN 108°31. 177'/31°35.627" 1895  2013-07-08
S5 EHBE P. mairei FERTEH & DR 108°31. 425'/31°35.788" 1862  2013-07-08
S6 [l R P, bashanensis EHRTWRO B KK S 108°92.226'/31°95. 148" 1550  2012-08-24
S7 et B P. polyphylla var. stenophylla ERW RO B EH S 108°42.611'/31°42.417" 2360  2013-07-09
S8 JHERE P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis ERTIWMO AT S 108°42. 645'/31°42.395" 2379  2013-07-09
S9 Gt E R P. delavayi var. petiolata PR AR B B R 108°16. 693'/29°44. 517" 1235  2013-07-11
S10 Pent HEAE P polyphylla var. stenophylla TR AR B SR 108°16.751'/29°44. 517" 1 211 2013-07-11
Si1 TR P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis GNP EY i E R F 108°16.758'/29°44.531" 1217  2013-07-11
S12 Wt FEHE P. marmorata R AR E S 108°16. 742'/29°44. 494" 1220  2013-07-11
S13 K25 E % P. polyphylla var. pseudothibetica T P37 AL X 24 4 106°68. 612'/29°94. 788" 526  2013-06-07
S14 TAGE T P, axialis T BT i b X 24 A 106°69. 501'/29°93. 027’ 526  2013-06-07
S15 TR P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis TR T M X ke 1l [ R AR 108°22.1137/30°54. 6217 1200 2013-10-28
S16 LEY P. polyphylla var. chinensis FPEHT T M X k0 1l B &K AR AR B 108°21.0807/30°55.4897 1230 2013-10-28
i b B 55 53 B o FEA S AN [) Sk 5 o0 B it o R0 R AT 56 b 1) AR B
3 ZER5HW TIEPERTRSBATEREER , ERLR 1Y
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Table 2 Contents of nutrient elements in different rhizosphere soil of Paridis Rhizoma mg-kg ™!
No. K Ca Mg Na Mn Zn Cu Ni
S1 51 995. 006* 34 637. 204 138 639.201° 53 682. 896" 1013.761" 227.216" 22.597°¢ 31.960°
S2 35 833. 125 1 894. 579 124 406. 695¢ 21 733. 700" 1 087.320° 209. 843! 21.921¢f 19.361¢
S3 16 835. 791" 4 085. 322! 35 991. 002* 14 121. 470 610. 756 256. 186° 9.123% 45.051"
S4 42 036. 945" 35 616. 263" 47 928. 108’ 21 967. 049" 735. 712" 250. 874¢ 9.923¢ 29.581"
S5 38 103.792" 33 903. 281" 83 062. 500° 74 125.000° 470. 787 323.750¢ 23.313¢" 39. 125°¢
S6 35 604. 396" 43 751.405° 184 440. 559° 53 946. 054" 750. 281" 314. 685 23.601°" 29. 158!
S7 9 332.667™ 43 713.572°¢ 12 809.298™ 942.264* 212. 829% 52. 487 10. 622¢ 15. 996"
S8 50 774. 613" 58 744.909" 229 885.058* 190 529.735¢ 935.361° 278.611° 23.738°" 48. 538"
S9 23 427.289% 28 210. 7458 24 320. 279" 124.719' 678. 428" 54. 877 18. 833" 45.086"
S10 32 443.778! 341. 392k 49 975. 013" 18 740. 630" 982.045¢ 261. 119" 31.672¢ 46.227"
SI1 35 315. 855" 26 239. 607" 99 250. 936" 30 711.611¢# 715.614¢ 274.657°¢ 21.286°" 37.7034
S12 43 087.684° 51 387.491°¢ 128 903.323" 145 515.863° 780. 906° 403. 447°¢ 63.577° 32.913%¢
S13 47 600. 000" 266 521. 406" 185 375.000° 157 375.000" 1 057. 674" 1 143.750" 44,563 35. 563
S14 47 960. 050" 34 778. 340" 202 247.191" 29 837.703" 881. 9271 210. 986' 16. 105" 31.461°
S15 39 040. 959¢ 45 727.803°¢ 186 938. 062° 73 801. 199° 713. 7648 475. 774" 50.574" 37.525°¢
S16 49 645.532°¢ 46 763. 230" 163 255. 117 170 119. 820° 403. 168’ 224. 663" 17.723! 35. 6344

T S BE b F REAR R H R 22 5 B (R34 ).
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Table 3 Comparison of nutrient elements contents in Paridis Rhizoma mg-kg !
No. K Ca Mg Na Mn Zn Cu Ni

S1 24 294, 282" 4 673.231 2 499. 000" 4 998.001° 50. 065 2.999¢f 6. 447 11. 046°

S2 54 430. 683" 4782.411° 549.341* 3 895.326' 161.988" 2.098¢" 21. 524" 63. 774"

S3 13 144. 1140 4 615. 806 1 149. 310° 3697.781" 22. 454" 6. 546" 77.154¢ 5.647"

S4 19 197.445% 16 120. 658" 399.281™ 3992.813% 100. 267" 2.945¢" 61.240" 56.997"

S5 21 239. 504" 548. 556" 1 145.223° 5 897. 641" 6.219* 2.499¢" 24.740" 6. 447"

S6 1901.718" 10 032.936" 449. 461" 7 690.771°¢ 9. 4595k 1.149¢ 7.291° 1.598¢

S7 12 741. 807" 8 737.910" 9 292. 566° 13 988. 809" 32.189"¢ 2.548°" 10. 142 10.292¢

S8 34 210. 4214 378.519' 1 127.570° 4 591. 735! 1. 345! 2. 695" 38.531¢ 2. 446"

S9 29 266.733° 11 107. 842" 9 678.222" 4 595. 405 35.428"¢ 3.547¢" 26. 224" 11.289°

S10 15 948. 810° 8 856. 179" 1 450. 930" 3 699.260™ 17. 590" 1.800" 5.149° 5. 1491

S11 19 072.848% 13 159.480° 17 348.114° 5 758.710¢ 25.329%h 13.677" 353.801°¢ 3.383°

S12 17 090. 328" 435.377* 437. 446" 7 593. 9251 38. 682" 14.239" 360. 462" 3.397"

S13 1677.316™ 9 351.712¢ 4 258.581° 6 789.137° 48. 383 3.295°! 41.234¢ 8.786°

S14 229 682.540" 65 445.933" 1785.714% 37 698. 413" 45.599¢ 4. 464° 39. 683 14.385°¢

S15 47 124.601° 18 494. 134" 7 388. 1791 5091. 853" 88.933¢ 29.852° 611.272° 1. 548"

S16 22 304.000" 15 867. 050" 757. 808! 4 000. 000" 19.218"" 11.200° 200. 500 4.450°
3.3 AMMNERTEZTEERN BERBERY TE 5 2R G, 3R WY AR Rk b 1 8 v DL SR T
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Table 4 Enrichment factors of Paridis Rhizoma Herbs on nutrient elements

No. K Ca Mg Na Mn Zn Cu Ni

S1 0. 467" 0. 1351 0.018° 0.093° 0. 049" 0.013° 0.285¢ 0.346°
2 1.519" 2.524" 0. 004° 0.179%° 0. 149° 0.010° 0.982" 3.294*
S3 0.781¢ 1.130" 0.032° 0.262° 0.037° 0.026° 8.457" 0. 125"
S4 0.457' 0.453° 0. 008" 0.182¢ 0.136" 0.012%¢ 6.172° 1.927"
S5 0.557°" 0.016° 0.014° 0. 080° 0.013° 0. 008’ 1.061"¢ 0.165°¢
S6 0. 053" 0.229¢ 0.002¢ 0.143%¢ 0. 013 0. 004! 0. 309 0.055°
s7 1.365¢ 0.200° 0.726" 14. 846" 0.151° 0. 049" 0.955"¢ 0. 643"
S8 0.674"° 0. 006 0. 005° 0.024° 0.001° 0.010* 1.623"¢ 0.050°
S9 1.249° 0.394° 0.398" 36. 846" 0. 052" 0.065"" 1.393"¢ 0.250°
S10 0.492°f 25.941° 0. 029° 0.197¢ 0.018°¢ 0. 007" 0. 163¢ 0.1111
SI1 0. 540" 0.502° 0. 175" 0.188"° 0.035° 0.050"" 16.621° 0.090°
S12 0.397" 0. 009" 0.003° 0.052° 0. 050" 0.035° 5.670° 0.103"
S13 0.035¢ 0.035¢ 0. 023 0.043° 0. 046" 0. 003! 0.925"¢ 0.247°
S14 4.789° 1.882" 0. 009° 1.263¢ 0. 052" 0.021¢ 2. 464 0.457°¢
S15 1.207¢ 0. 404¢ 0. 040° 0. 069¢ 0.125"" 0. 063" 12.087" 0.041"
S16 0. 449" 0.339¢ 0.005¢ 0.024° 0. 048" 0. 050" 11.313° 0. 125"

RS EMMELIBETEFTREEXESN

Table 5 Correlation analysis between nutrient elements in rhizosphere soil of Paridis Rhizoma

EBIRILHR K Ca Mg Na Mn Zn Cu Ni
K - 0.324 0.772% 0. 6622 0.529" 0.391 0. 341 0.145
Ca 0. 324 - 0. 385 0.538" 0.235 0.893% 0.396 -0.007
Mg 0.772% 0.385 - 0.681% 0.438 0. 441 0.391 0.056
Na 0.662% 0.538" 0. 6817 - 0.127 0.524" 0.499" 0.262
Mn 0.529" 0.235 0. 438 0. 127 - 0. 398 0.331 0.158
Zn 0.391 0. 893% 0. 441 0.524" 0.398 - 0.589% 0.115
Cu 0. 341 0.396 0.391 0. 499" 0.331 0.589" - 0.125
Ni 0. 145 -0.007 0. 056 0.262 0. 158 0.115 0.125 -

AR BRI P <0.05,2 P <0.01(£6,7 ),

K6 EMRAMPEFTIREABXEST

Table 6 Correlation analysis between nutrient elements in Paridis Rhizoma

BRILRE K Ca Mg Na Mn Zn Cu Ni
K - 0. 900 -0.098 0. 8882 0. 171 0.019 -0.033 0.123
Ca 0. 900% - 0.043 0.875% 0.097 0. 094 0.039 0. 050
Mg -0.098 0. 043 - -0.011 -0.083 0.342 0.374 -0.244
Na 0.888% 0.875% -0.011 - -0.052 -0.095 -0.128 -0.055
Mn 0.171 0. 097 -0.083 -0.052 - 0.148 0. 140 0. 838%
Zn 0.019 0. 094 0. 342 -0.095 0. 148 - 0.981% -0.299
Cu -0.033 0.039 0.374 -0.128 0. 140 0.981% - -0.273
Ni 0.123 0. 050 —0.244 -0.055 0.838% -0.299 -0.273 -
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Table 7 Correlation analysis of nutrient elements between herb and rhizosphere soil of Paridis Rhizoma
HRILER 25 K Zj}f Ca 254 Mg 25 Na 254 Mn 254f Zn 25 }f Cu Zj b Ni
+HEK 0.257 0. 199 -0.369 0. 089 0. 065 0.102 0.128 0.021
+ 5 Ca -0.157 -0.031 0.031 0.014 -0.061 -0.034 -0.026 -0.163
+ 3 Mg 0. 349 0.281 -0.259 0.258 -0.011 0.241 0.234 -0.212
432 Na -0.158 -0.215 -0.307 -0.169 -0.274 0.200 0.299 -0.342
+ 3¢ Mn 0.193 0.053 -0.252 -0.014 0.367 -0.162 -0.135 0.273
+ 3% Zn -0.183 -0.088 -0.076 -0.107 0.039 0.161 0.177 -0.155
+ 3 Cu -0.144 -0.194 -0.046 -0.144 0.063 0.543" 0.588" -0.308
+ 18 Ni -0.112 -0.135 0. 009 -0.278 -0.532" 0.123 0.102 -0.508"
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(P E L7 FIFHRE) NiE 2015—2016 £ & CSCD(E)

28 35f i E B2 BE T E B 5] U8R JE ( Chinese Science Citation Database, fR 8 CSCD) 7" ‘E E# ik . &K
SEPEVEAL, b I SE 86 07 ) 4 A4 5 ) A ik 2015—2016 42 CSCD(E)

2015—2016 4F i CSCD s> 3 1) 1200 Ffr, o rpro v (=] 10 W A9 2 SCI9) 1) 194 Ff, v SO ) 1006 Fifr
CSCD I T 53 A A% O FE RN 88 PE PR 43, Horb A% 0 P 872 F (LA 1A C bRl ) s 97 J e 328 Fh (LU
FER E FhRD) o

CSCD BA @Iy 2 e i el i Bl e LG R Ry K2 hF 88 Jr 45 R i, A 3R L0
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