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Abstract: Field experiments were conducted to study 11 common potato varieties in central south China. The
contents of cadmium (Cd) and lead (Pb) in potato organs were determined to analyze the difference of Cd and
Pb absorption and accumulation capacity in different varieties of potatoes. The achievement of this work
could provide a practical reference for safe planting of potatoes in the areas soil polluted with heavy metals in
central south China. The results showed that in the soil complexly polluted with Cd and Pb, the fresh weight
of tuber, stem and leaf, and the contents of Cd and Pb in roots, stems and leaves, tubers of potato plants
showed significant differences among 11 varieties. The contents of Cd in tuber ranged from 0.39 to 0.67 mg/
kg, showing an exceeding the standard rate of 100%; the contents of Pb in tuber ranged from 0.16 to 0.43
mg/kg, exceeding the standard rate of 81.8%. The contents of Cd and Pb in different potato organs showed
a distribution pattern as root >>stem and leaf > tuber. The bioaccumulation factors of Cd and Pb in potato
plants ranged from 2.35 to 5.56 and 0.11 to 0.22, respectively, indicating that bioaccumulation and translocation
capacity of potato for Cd was greater than for Pb. Although the Total Target Hazard Quotient demonstrated
that the TTHQ values of five kinds of potatoes such as Jinxiang were less than 1, the risk to human health
was small, but combined with the Cd and Pb contents of tubers, it is recommended to be safer to use

potatoes grown in contaminated areas as industrial raw materials.
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VAR, T 4 B a5 K R 2 B e
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PAPEGE BT SR L3 R T TE R R R AR AL R
AT K /N KRR 4t S5 I R AR AR L i
e QB JE AR RS R R
L S T 0] o 4 S Y IR W R B R 22 S L (H LA
TEA O T £ B0 4 Jm W We R AR T 58 K 22 00 ik
TY M AR EAT R JC IR E VR ORI BT &
b S | - 8 R R T B A R AR A () FC T
SELE R BAT AR 3 1 M UM L B R 2 Hh 58 LA AR 5
NE, MHEREAOAERZ S, TIEESRIG Y H,
[Fi) BN b 44 S8 1) v o A T APUBROKR B R, SR H T
OG5 e XA [+ 5 4% St AR o) i 4 T ) W e 2R AR Y
WFFEHRTE 5/, Sy e B W8 il X, G G2 o 4 S 75
A Ml X5 B 2 A ke S ) P Y 22 A AR e 3 T T
Y b O e bR DR L 11 A R
Fofr s 76 AR JE 5 G A R A7 R B, 0 A () 45 2%
T AR 4% A R0 B R Cd L Pb B il R AR 2% S5
P WF 5T D 8% S i xod o 4 A A OISO A O R
e R L X 22 R SR IR S S8 OF o I 4
Jm 1B 526 B Bt RO S
1 AR 55k
1.1 gl

BEIRK SRR 11 A I 6 BT A
ff 88 57 M 2 BB AT AR 6 BB 168
7B L0 BT 2 B R B MR g

E7H TR L R G B GEE ks 88
ol A 7% S48 ROl H R & SRR L A L RN R
Al K A 5 B B F] B

T2 56 Hb 57 T I AR T Y R H(28°29.232' N,
113°87.540"E) , Hiu &b 7 #4717 2 XU I A48 X, DU 2 )
Y, O R 7S R L R S S AR R AR A, 4R T
Fa1 260 AL AEHREKEE R 1 400~1 500 mm ., 4EF-1
Al 16.8~17.5 C, I X KHE X8 H &R Cd.
Pb V5 4% 5 BUBRE R M . £ MK RS+, A ]
¥ pH 5.04~5.36,, A HLFT & & 32.1~36.9 g/
kg, BH B 732 & 31.7~35.5 cmol/kg., B fif A& & &
195.9~220.7 mg/kg, A 5 H 15.8~19.5 mg/kg, #
RS R 153.2~158.6 mg/kg; T4 Cd Fl Pb 4>
9k 2.87~3.57,130.53~144.57 mg/kg.
1.2 KBEITEHRRE

BAAS R S SRR AE TR 9 m® (3 m X3
m) , BR[E] 4 (0.60 m X 0.33 m), 53 45 #k/FET5 .
BEAS SRR 3 NFE Y, 3R 33 AR DT Ir A A U Rl
BLIX ZHHES 5 [F] B, AR O M R 9 AT 3 47, Fh
FEAH RN G A, 2017 48 12 A 23 H 42 %M,
2018 4F 4 H 16 H BUAMOER , Pk 31 1] i) BF 1 45 21 =X
5 —5, TS S AR FE RN RE T R LR 4R 9
PRIEHE I EL % AR A 0] S 6 %, A 2R (2R 3 A
AT B SRR RN 25 B K P BT 43 PR B E S
THAE 105 CAFH 70 C I TEEE. SRR
MY 3 100 H SR  FH Y8 RE B AR PR AR . [
RS e EAR PR T, AR T, £ 20 BT, W Bk
e, 10,100 H JE e , % ARAFREI
1.3 E¢REESE5RHERNTEN

KH A Y& £ & B (bioaccumulation factor,
BAF, R ERFZITWESRSES LT ESES
B HE) Y 8 & 31 (translocation factor, TF, 5
BEE - ESB SRS MM ESE
I HED S R B R 4 Cd M P RE ), K
LR FEE Cd A1 Pb Y RE

icr
BAF—a

o Clme
TF*C[ rrrrrr

X CONMR AT ESE Cd 3 Pb & & (mg/kg) s C.
FrgEHE SR Cd 5 Pb & & (mg/kg) ; Cro B
BT — AR (o il g i 25t B2 H 4 | Cd 5¢ Pb
15 it (mg/kg) 5 Crome N DB EHT — FRAL (4351
L ZEmM) HE 48 Cd 3¢ Pb & & (mg/kg) .
1.4 B&E ANFGEERE TN

THQ(target hazard quotients) [ #p fin 35 £ 501 /&
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FEIAE (US EPA) & 19— Fh AT T PFAh A8 o &
Y R 4 e S S AU 9 77 kL B K s AE T
AT LAV B — o 4 S 7 2 1) R KU, 6 BE VAN 2
T el 4 J 02 5 2 i A ARG, AR vh B B2 Cd
Pb 52515 3% , 107 5 453 J8 X A4 BRE Y S i & 2 Fh ot R
L EVE IR Z5 0L, R R A2 6 B 4 R 1Y BB AR 1 5
Z # (the total target hazard quotient, TTHQ) ¥ ¥
TR S B e i rh Cd Ph e [R] 6 44 7= A= 114 4t 32 XL
ki, SEHESENOERGERLEFTER -HE
JEH) THQ Z AL iR AR N

TTHQ= > THQ,
THAQ, _E¢XEpXFyXC 1o
rfDXW s X T4

XA Er W ABERBEW R (365 d/a); E, N34 5 fr
(76 ) MY FrE AL W Ha: Fr NIHEEY
I (g/CN « d). RilE(HPEERERRS M
(2016) )" BN B R 5 AW i 50~100
g A SCHUR i 100 g 4TI C BT EL R
1) & K F (mg/kg) s rfD 2 H B (mg/kg
MO ARk USEPA 4R #EY, Cd.Pb 1% rfD 551K
BN 0.001,0.004 mg/kg; Wy N34 14 8 (61.7
kg) s T o} -2 3 fol i 18] (E , x365 d/a) .

M TTHQ<1.0, R AKEH LB ETHE
fa AR s TTHQ™> 1.0, & WA £ 1 4% 35 A7 7 fi
J5RE DRI o 50T 18 A e o DXL i K
1.5 H&aHinE

HHER pH A HLT & L BH B A8 B L B
R RO R A AR g SCk [ 11 A Oy ik s+
5 Cd. Pb i I 5 SR T /K — e SR H RO n 44 7
figl1e) LA SR I Cd L Ph S 5 R T R Ak i
PRI it (GB/T 5009—2010) , % JI B Al 4 45 i
T & 5T 96 3% AL (ICP6300, Thermo) M 5 £F 5 114 f#% Wk
i) Cd Pb YR EE . T4 FE 5 20 B i B2 DL R bR 9
5+ (GBW (E)—07009) F1 £E ¥y B 4 45 1 ¥ Ji
(GBW-—10010) i#F 17 Jiz & 4 1] 43 A , [F] i 4 72 A2 |
W, BTAJE AP E R Cd P ) i R
94.1%~105.9%,93.6 % ~106.4% .

1.6 HiFEZitNoH

B KO 3 5% ) SPSS 22.0 #F 317 581t 4%
B, SCrp 7R 85 3 1 O 7 S (E £ AR MEDR 22 (n = 3D,
I T R e AR R 3 N TATHE DT 9 BRAE R
%) T 4% S 7 B8 3 L) A %85 B T 5., b b =5 o fef
RIPRIE, RAHBEZEH £ 5 M (One-way ANO-
VA) I Duncan £ 8 R (p<<0.05) #1725 5 ¥4
MroBERPAFFRERRESFHAESITFHE L., BE
% M OriginPro 9.0 &4 #E474 1 .

2 R 50M
21 AEABHERMREIREINHSEEER
HEELIRIGYT 7 i T 53D Al R N
FEP x4 A (AR R . KL 1 T DUE 11
AL B i P B 2K R ZE - fief 5 AR AR R B Ol 2 323,89~
13 935.00,1 332.96~5 666.30 kg/hm®, ¥ {H 43 51 Ky
6 849.14,3 327.84 kg/hm’, F*HEENE“HFF 6 57,
AR A AE 88 57, W & W] AH 22 6.0 A% ; 111 “Hi 35 6
SR K, R R RN BB RAH 2 4.3 £
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o - - - - - 1E B '
S RE R B EE R R BB B e
SElcElEEls wiw H B BE RS K
TET OB LE Y My
& H e r® Wm S - # #H K o
| &
e BT mm x
£ o B <
AR SRERF
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0.05), F,
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22 AEADHREMMEEA CA.PPHEE

fE Cd.Pb B & T5 4 L3, 11 4> I 48 2 5 Fi
BN CdPb ik 22 5 W3 (p<<0.05, & 2), B4
AT Cd B IR R BN R > 250t > He 28 4]
Cd % H W 8.18~17.57 mg/kg, #JH H 11.81 mg/
kg, B 2 (PR AR A 22 2.1 £ 251 Cd & A8kl
Bl d K. o 4.55~16.58 mg/kg . fi ey (6 Al AR AR AH 22
3.6 1 ¥JMH A 10.24 mg/kg; 25 Cd &4 0.39~
0.67 mg/kg. HI{EH N 0.55 mg/kg, “HE N7 HE (0.67
mg/kg) KA “X%4E 2 57(0.66 mg/kg) . “ 4l
FeA(0.39 mg/kg) . 11 A~ ThAL 2 S Fi i) T £ 56 47, R e
ZECd YT GB 27622017 bR A" (0.1
mg/kg) BARFE 1002, DA AL Pb & & M
R AR >ZE > s R D4 Z b Pb
AL B 14,24 ~31.48 mg/kg, Y N 22.45
mg/kg;ZEM Pb & &N 2.41~4.48 mg/kg, HIH N
3.15 mg/kg; 2 Pb & &} 0.16~0.43 mg/kg. ¥
fH°} 0.32 mg/kg, P “Z 4 6 &7 M “ 3% &5 E"Pb
o AR T I A S S R (p <<0.05), HAKF
GB 2762—2017 fRifEERM (0.2 mg/kg) . HAth 9
DMOREG R Pb & B GB 2762—2017 5
WEER AR 81.8% . X HL 11 4> Th 4% 28 5 Fh 4531



% 6 WA AR DA B AT CdL P Rl ERL 2 5 373
fii Cd.Pb &, 2 FH =L Cd & & KT Pb &4, MR FEH Cd & HE/NT Pb &4,
~12 ~08
2 2
. . a
=] 0.6 F
Eos | £
mﬁ 0.8 a_ af) abe .o bl N mﬁ a a . 3 b
4u S E EE e - n 0-4 B 5 ab
Ss lfEHEHHHEEBER i = = b
ﬁ CTHEHEHBEEHEE Qo.z EEEEEE i
e HAEEEEEAEE 0 = EEE = 5 i
E N O S B 5 s s 5 E PN 5 o 5 B S B S 1 ]
Togemw e e oww TomwEw Ly w e
B S = W= 5 o o & o
* %ﬁ;@ a ® x B X = m & w ®
TR HRE & ENGR=Zse ET
w2y wor \
g : , 2 4 : :
16 | I [ 5
t 1] o S ® c B 1 ¢ B ° ¢ =
%I = C = 1 % 3o B o 2 A =
= 8¢ 4 =g E HEEEBEEHEEEE
bl > H = jad HEEREEEBEEEEEE
0 = = = = 0 oy ey ey M oy oy R ey o Y oy M oy R oy
& = = & O E
w0 qr 0
<@ r o % 2 EE LB ML DAY
# i # o o = X W *
BE o R Hooag £ = oo
23 oo X Ad Y m a B g ®
ENCRET 2 Fp L
~24 ~ 45
%o a a 2 ab
b a
;En 16 | b g % a0 | o gz be >
 \EHma x T b B« B . me :
& = B ° ° = ] & " HEBREST B L]
e THHEBBAHEBEHEE 25 e H HEHEHBEE =
i =HHEEEEE = = = " o =
& = HEHEEEE = = = & HEEEEEEE =
oo LE B B B B B =P S 5y Sy Sy Sy Sy ey B
fapTtreyes T EEL L EL YLy
# SR K G B oM # o o < X W *
B S & "= of 5 - & = oo
23 %ilg a ® g B W X Ad Y m a B g ®
INGEEE2 YT NG R=Z2 Y

B2 AEASHEERWMEZIHA CA.Ph =

23 ARBHRERWH CA.PhEEEZRZHNER

M 1 0] LLE L R TR RS AR R X Cd
B R (BAF ) K 2.35~5.56 , fix 2 {0 AR AR
25 2.4 f5  Hoh X Cd & 558 1 3o i i Bl ok < B
25 EE B N\ ME 2 B, i SR
R R Cd & RBOIKRT 2, P LB EXT Cd
AR EERN., 11 AHSLEMHMRREXT Pb Y
EAERE(BAF,) N 0.11~0.22, 5 Ff 4 1 % Pb 4
WA R, T 11 A5 ER AN Cd M
Pb 1 & 4 R 2. BAF B i KT BAF,, .

Th A% A A Y B 25 19 35 B A vE R A O T
5 20 45 32 5 B R L R A S Rl D S S Bk Y
Cd.Pb MAR R B 250 A R ZE 0 5602 R E

BREGRD., 11 4S8 E CdWRAIZENTEEZE R
BCTFy ww) M 0.34~1.55, H b 5 Fp« 2% 123 B 27
T AR 6 TR 2 BRI TF e B3
KT 1,22 B H 28 (TF sy g ) BIFEIE 2B 9 N
0.03~0.15, ¥J/NF A 2 ZE i 1 5552 R4, Pb AR 2]
ZEM (TFg s ) 2 B ZE (TFaw ) 70900
0.09~0.20,0.07~0.16, ¥ /NF 1, DA EL AL
PLXFIX 2 Fh e 42 J8 T R %18 REI A TFy w >
TFuw px. X Cd.Pb HAR Z [n] 25 0 A1 25 1 o] 31
2RI R RN, Cd AR & 1] ZE 0 19 5 iz R A
BRTF Pb AR R M 20 15 i2 R4, A Cd th 20t
PR 5 iE ZRBUNT Ph,
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1 TREBEHRERMCGIPPHEERBSEERY

g «d Fb
BAF—Cd TFp— s TFau— s BAF—Pb TF— s TFan e
HH¥ 25 5.5640.25a 0.95-0.15bcd 0.0340d 0.1940.02ab 0.1940.01ab 0.07+0ef
(X 5.22+1.52ab 0.59+0.06de 0.06£0bc 0.18£0.02abc 0.12£0.02cd 0.1220.01bced
BEN 4.7740.49abc  0.34£0.04e 0.1540.03a 0.2140.04a 0.1440.02bcd 0.1140.01cde
M2 E 4.26+1.41abed 1.1640.20bc 0.0340d 0.11-0.04d 0.2070.07a 0.1640.02a
4 3.9240.37bede  1.0140.06bc 0.0340d 0.2240.03a 0.0940.02¢d 0.1240.01de
55 3.66+£0.87cdel  1.5540.53a 0.0340d 0.1940.03ab 0.1040.02d 0.0940.01de
R 65 3.647%0.32cdef  1.3140.19ab 0.044-0d 0.1724-0.04abc 0.194-0.01ab 0.04 £ 0f
B % 10 5 3.37+0.34cdef 0.6310.02de 0.08+0.01b 0.157£0.02bed 0.1240.02cd 0.16+£0.04ab
B 1685  2.9040.62del  0.60£0.12de 0.1340.02a 0.1240.03d 0.1540.01abc 0.1440.04abc
i 6 5 2.54+0.18ef 0.80+0.16¢d 0.07£0.01b 0.12-+0.01d 0.1840.02ab 0.1040.02cde
H1E 88 = 2.35+0.511 0.85+0.02cd 0.08+0.01b 0.1240.04cd 0.15740.02abc 0.10£0.02de

TE P BB AR MR 22 o = 3) 5 [R5 AN [R] 5% BE 3R OR 45 i At 2 1) 22 7t i 3% (P <C0.05) .

24 DREBEHEIHREEE NEEEXKEITEMN

FIH & G 48 0 SR G REUE RN S48
e v e 4 Jm AT (A R XUBS 1P A, 4 R R BB A TR]
v o T 8 S 1 i R XU A I e 2 S (TR 3D

114 Do 2 B b Cd, Pb S HE A% a6 B 5K
(TTHQ) A 0.78~1.24, Horfr=“ X ff 2 57 ML N
“HE 168 SR E 10 5G4 88 Y
TTHQH KT 1. K& E 4 Ei5 3
- HERAE A X 6 A i A A B 2 AR AE A fE R XL
B “ffR 6 57 H S 2 S HNEE 6 5 A R ok
55”0 TTHQ #/hT 1, BB X AR H1ixX 5 4~
rifs T A) 48 8 TG Y b 1% i B KRS o (EL Ay % 6 5 7R
“HE 257 TTHQ B KBS 1, 28 5 5] i 2

i AL
15
1.0 W o S R ot R L RELELEELERELERRED
=t E s I e N o ey
o = A EEHEEE e
) i I ol I SR B et I el I SRl N DR I SRR
B =1 — Rt I ik B ot I SRt I CCE R R I R
05 Fi = AR EEEEE
o LEA E A B B B B A B B
NRUNICIE - AR I
s B¢ g IS = o
ES Eﬁ m g ® W B =
NGy YL
B3 ARADHERMRENBZAKREERY
3 W

3.1 DHESZMEXN CI.PhHHZEREE
A5 L 33 HE T 58 pH ol 5,04~
5.36,Cd A4t A 2.87~3.57 mg/kg, Pb ik 130.53~
144.57 mg/kg, T3 Cd B 488 (PR 5E i A FH b
3T Y R4S P b i G A7) ) (GB 15618—2018)" JxL

W P (pH<C5.5,Cd<<1.5 mg/kg) i) 1.9~2.4 f%,
AR Cd.Pb V5 £33 A= K, Cd P W Fn# iz 5]
LRBERNE R T SR ENPA RGNS
YEF A5 70 % (MDA) & & 7t 5, 4 3 7
R, X6 TE A AR L % 4 R B B is i L T —
SN g5 fE AR OTR A | AR A S R B ok
ARG, 4 B 2K A K i i R O [ R ] 2
i 35 (P <C0.05) , Ui B K [] Zh 4% 22 0 Fp ok Cd L Pb # Tiif
T, BR“A AR 6 57 AW B 6 57 Ah, HA
8L E M A A A i L TRE SR )
He2E #4410 000~ 15 000 kg/hm?, 3= 2 Ji P 2 1 158
th Cd M1 Pb W E TG YL,
3.2 AEABHRERMCGA.PhEENER

AR R W] AN [F] Eh % S S Fhod Cd L P Wi 2
FRAFAE 22 5%, AR B 28 Cd &8N 0.39~0.67 mg/
kg, BIE M 0.55 mg/ke, #FRF 100%0; 25 Pb & &
0.16~0.43 mg/kg, ¥I{H M 0.32 mg/kg, #Fr# 81.8% .,
] — A4 EB 7 Cd P & & Al A 22 5 B 3 (p<<0.05),
LSRR Cd. Pb & i f ey, H 2 IR > 250 >3
MRS (E 2, RIF S 5 Fp 28 B8 Cd . Pb
2R FE RS R R 22 R, AW 2R F8EA 2
AT — AR FR 1 WSO AN ] 2 A [+ 35 P A8 i)
B2 B R T AR Cd.Pb {5 -8, hE4 R B
Ak B o315 R 23 77 A — ZR N A R AL SR 2 Cd
Pb (1% 32 Fl R A7 R 94 3% . QAR 3R 43 W6 4 Js B A 11
WMYHERESELBE FEE M2 AR SN # ik
BeXF /AR 2R 4 TR S T A R L P AT S
ANTR] AN 4% 5 5 b o] B 4 J i R AR AE 25
S, D EOR[EIRA 2 Cd Pb B 25 5 WIE T 2%
BT E SRR 2R L A R I R R R [H]
Ay ke K 22 5, H AT R 28 36 K T 366 R AU 5 L 4n B
SR TG Y AR B | b R L B AR SR S5 R RBR A A
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JralAF. MRS R AR Cd T YK, 4 gk
LI EIMCBEANTHZEN Cd 2R TFEM LS
] bR B i rp IS e IR G AR v L AR AR e v 7
Pk Cd Faitn, EFE R RGER, 45w X
A B 43 Cd & AR .
33 DREXN CGA.PbHEESHIE

11 AR S 2 Cd &4 R B KT 2.Pb
MEERBEH/NT 0.3, RPLHRERREE CA W
REJIIE KT Pb, XA [A] Ey 48 55 it Fh &3 2 o Cd L Pb
HIREZRE ST M, Cd B 38 B8 TFy s 1 T
TFow pes (F 1), X UL 58 AR R HAT 55 19K
Cd ¥z 2|25 M T B RE 77, 0 % B 25 g f AR 2D
—R5y Cd iz BB ZE b, Pb HE R TFy— 2w
TFasu e 2394 0.09~0.20,0.07~0.16, B4 /N, i3
B Th 25 SR R I ZE 0 XF Ph (5B BE 5., % 2
R 4 AR, Cd/Ph {H S PS> He 28 > MY
AR, Horp 2Rt 1.14~6.09, 8254 0.96~3.37, 1%
9 0.38~0.93; ZZ Mt Cd/Pb {H i K, ] S E X

mxf Cd By RAAE 1R T Ph, AR & Cd/Pb B /),
WAEX] Pb B “# B "RE IR T Cd. AW RH,
AWM Cd e id i 4R 55 A 3% 79 R 3 12 i 2
b b ZE Ry SR P G B 2R A A ) B A
s BIE . TR ) BRI A b A LR R
TS L (A5 Cd 7R3 Je 6 20 20 BoA i i &2 3
P BERERE iy Cd R B e 52 3 g 25 oY fH [
Cd 23 i i A e 2013 4545 790 B 3 £ i L 9 DR
TEZE M AL BE S5 5 A i ) TR A Cd 76 ) B
HA —E M s B e ) B i g8 A2 19 Cd B
232 B 2R X Cd A9 1 E A BRI, 3R i Al AR
§iz iy Cd RS A2t i 25 - e i iy
Cd Fiz BIH L . M LT Cd. Pb A & 1 A4 P36 PEAR,
[ A AU AR PP B9 P R o 45 4 T 20 MM BE 6 A7
T FECHLUR Y P 322 LW AR 0 1 2 R
R P BUS AT AE B2 S PR AR 22 . Thi H. Pb fEAR (250 LA
R TE 25 5 B L R L

x2 TEBRERWEIME CaF P EEMILE

o Mk e " i % HE [ A FR G1E s %5 o
&AL 2% 245 65 168 % 10 % 6+ 88 5 Bi e
R 0.93 0.68 0.67 0.52 0.51 0.50 0.47 0.47 0.45 0.41 0.38
e 5.67 3.30 3.42 2.20 2.00 2.55 3.53 2.65 1.14 6.09 4.15
Pz 1.53 2.13 1.11 1.94 1.94 1.38 3.37 2.25 1.91 2.32 0.96

3.4 SDRENERXEITN

TTHQ P45 5 5w, N ) B 8 22 Fp 28 e 25
P 4 B X AR it B fe R XU A P Y 25
(B O, k6 MR ERM TTHQH KT 1, K
WEHTRa A ARERESBAEE. “FHR6 57
CHE 2SI 6 5T AT 2 B BT 5 A B
FEy TTHQ B/ T 15 8453 5 A f A i B 2
ZECd Y E GB 2762—2017 fRMEE K H Y
NHEE I JC I A e RO . X 5 R iR AN B B s
A A S 3R R DL KOK O L X S
A RIEALF ROk, %F 11 S8 2 5 Fh b=
Cd.Pb ¥ AR “H R 6 57 2% S5 T 7P K Pb
FRBRAM ,Cd Pb 1y it it BRI RS R ARG £ 4%
BRRAL  EE B R IEAE T o B, 7R 6 Ml DX A
() Eh A% SR A B B B R T AR A L
DA AT XU
4 5w

(1) R P R FIZE n fif 85 D) AR (B 2E 25t
Cd.Pb &2 7E M A 4 R B B35 22 57, R A H
Cd.Pb & R AR > 250 >R A s, 11 4
R E AR Cd Pb & /75 43 51 0.39~0.67,
0.16~0.43 mg/kg, Br5 353 100%0,81.8% .,

() A [A] B 442 B Rt Cd P 1 & S5 s 17 7E
M2 5 01 AR Cd EERECN 2.35~
5.56. 48 Pb BAERE K 0.11~0.22, LA % 5 E 5
Cd WfE I KT Pb,

() E A E 4 B ER R (TTHQ tF
WoR,BAR R AR 6 FUEE 2 ST 6 5 AT
T DG T 75 A DA SR AL Cd. Pb & &
R A 2 4 ) R U R s e R ) (GB
2762—2017) (B3R A F A B RURS: 2708
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