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Abstract

The planting box test was used to study the effect of rutile nano-titanium dioxide (TiO2-NPs) on
the photosynthetic properties and its enrichment in rice under Cd stress. The experimental results
showed that the single treatment of rutile TiO,-NPs had little influence on rice chlorophyll content
with the concentration of rutile TiO;-NPs. Single Cd treatment resulted in an increase in chloro-
phyll content and the toxicity of high concentration and small size Cd and rutile TiO2-NPs had
great influence on chlorophyll content in rice. Under rutile TiO.-NPs single treatment, single Cd
treatment and both, rice transpiration rate and stomatal conductivity gradually increased, but net
photosynthetic rate and intercellular CO; concentration significantly decreased. The transpiration
rate, intercellular CO; concentration and stomatal conductivity were not significantly different
from the control, but the net photosynthetic rate changed differently under the combined stress of
rutile TiO2-NPs and Cd. The content of Cd and Ti in roots of rice were much greater than those in
the leaves. The rutile TiO2-NPs could reduce the mobility of Cd, but increase the mobility of Ti.
These experimental results can provide some help and reference for exploring the single and joint
effect of TiO2-NPs and Cd onrice.
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1. &

T BRI AR P B AN B, SR BEAE AR PR R R, R E SR S ESR B (&
[ 385 YR GO B AR T 2014 A, K EEBR(C)TT 4 S BIRREIE 7.0%, BTG5
ZHE, SRR EE 0.5% [1]. 2013 FFIRg “HRoK” Fk, EENIE K TR, A ek
FEESIR TR 2], KREKAERZ Cd s g, AW Cd iRt 8BS SEEFHER, ER
RAEKFBBKSY . EFRVIF, BASFEREZ3] [4]. RFik, Cd 54K EY S AR al E A
12 i 2 A )L

YRATEHERIAZ 1 nm~100 nm FIGKEE KRR, TiO,-NPs BG R TR YE. Raettm. £
SERE AL X AL T2 I TR KA RIS ATIE[S] [6]. 1H TiO,-NPs & —fW 7], EAfITE
RAEFA S ES, AT et JE B RSN A S Je = 45 U2 . TiO,-NPs 75 KA KA AT L3R o
ST AL, TRESHIR BRI AES RETAME . BHARERANES RG], ARSI, 99K
AR T MR KRB G AR R AR TEESA(ROS), R TP A AR R A ROS, 1 AR
F, MM KRR A KR E (8], T — il Xt = A48 7E TiO,-NPs FIFEMELLS, K I TiO,-NPs e
AN A K9],

AT N IIRIE T K 2 R G AR E @ 0 AR I B — BN . JE4ESR, TiO,-NPs 5 Cd Bi&
VI ROBIE T BT KR T3 . TiO,-NPs Al LLR/D Cd /KR, AN TKIEE, #inraR e,
et K S A 1E M UL SR S E R [10] [11] [12]. WA BTFERY], TiO-NPs 547, . #EEER

ik
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SEFRVE A E5E T8 HADS PO RS EE R Wi, AR IE R E R A BN, AR
S WFFCRNBIASFRAR . ASFERRE T . AW 08 2 A F AR . AR R TiO,-NPs Xt Cd JHrig
TARAEMIOKFE) AR E AR AR AN, R TiO,-NPs 5 Cd [ — KR & RN .

2. RREE

2.1. REHFH

TR SR [ T I (X R 1 398(0~20 em), 3% pH 8.28, FHES TAIH#i& 65.6 cmol'kg !, A
HUR S 20.14 gkg ', Cd &8 0.08 mgkg ™'« LREERINT G 25449, 04 M. HEalukms oy«
JR 897 (HRET T RAIZIRML), ANEHRAE S ARGk Sk B B d T A F .

2.2. 7%

B EARRT 3 EH RN IR R (TS @) BEIR E4(55 )5 50 kg i 5 ARG H H3ER A1
51, BT 1.2 m x 0.5 m (EEFHEA . RERAZE. WES ARGk SR E W% 1, 4N
— A L B Cd B0 me/kg) b FE, St 20 AN FEA .

Table 1. Test settings of rutile nano-titanium dioxide with different particle size and concentration

% 1. FEME. RESIARMK - FUKRBRE

W
g% - 20 ppm 50 ppm 100 ppm
25 nm RT20825 RT50S40 RT100S20
40 nm RT20S40 RT50S40 RT100S40
100 nm RT20S100 RT50S100 RT100S100
25 nm + Cd RT20S25C RT50S540C RT100S20C
40 nm + Cd RT20540C RT50S40C RT100S40C
100 nm + Cd RT20S100C RT50S100C RT100S100C

K B BORIEKe & 40 A B GK S AAR S N 8h, TR A 3950 1 /i) JE, Cd ks 412485 A\ CdCl,
VWL 2RI R HOR A A1 R R S N 30 mg/kg. 2% I ZEL 44 A0 [R5 S N 25 B /K GaEAT T

AR 5 IR R MRS P 1 AN R TR AR . RN ARSI =0
Rk, M 40 ¥R, BERE 2 d 0K, REPKIEGE I 3 em 4. fEALEE 40 d I, e
SFRTEACERE: FEREKTERES, 2R KFEFEMAFZR TR BT B, (R7T%H
RS
2.3. E¥RAE

AWEFFIFH SPAD 502 4% 2 A H 43 25 B (SPAD 1), FIJFH LI-6800 Yt &4 58 /K Fd g e Ak %
AR HUF COIREMSILTE.

SR R A T A KRR AR S AT T AR, R S ICPMS-2030 Ml e /K AGAR AR 4% A S . A%
THRRIBUKAERE M 0.5 g CFERAZ 0.001 @) TR AR, I 6.0 mL IRASER, 126 4 /NEF, FN 2.0 mL
WARIR, TERBIE RO AR 15 2r%h, T AR4E R 5 758 RS R 4T IF 85 7, FRONEERR SO A7 B 20
A E H, BUEAH, FAZABKERSE 50 mL, JJE, &H. AN ETEME AR . HmbsfEs
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T BRAR AR HIARHE 2271 . ARYE S ICPMS-2030 MER/ERE, WIES AW PEMIE . fEbni
i 2 FNER A v R 28

2.4. YRR

B/} WPSExcel B EEHE, {41 SPSS 26.0 X AHSHHE HEAT A 2 J7 22 041, H Duncan 50471
PR A 22 S 2 P LR (S22 KT 0.05)
WL (%) = KFEM P E B /KRR P& R < 100%
BILAZ R (%) = KRR P S /KRR LS R > 100%

3. ZRBHS L
3.1. FREAR. FERESAABPR_SHATRIE TR FEHFE RN

3.1.1. FENFEESLABGR Z SR RmEE T KBEHERHF N

ANFEPRIAR B4 2100 B TiO-NPs X /K AE T2 28 2 520 WIS 1. a1 1(A) s, 44404 2 TiO,-NPs
WRIZ 20 ppm I, G20 TiO,-NPs BL—ACLBR & AT, Ki4% 25 nm. KifE 40 nm 5 CK 4 A BEIEZ 7
{42 100 nm 5 CK AFEEMEZER. f— Cd 4HEAS CK AR EFEENEZR. Cd 5&aa1
TiO,-NPs BKE1EH, 5 CK A R &M%, H SPAD HREHMEIL, XGRS EHMEBR.

W 1(B)FR, 44204 TiO,-NPs #KE 50 ppm I, RHLH Cd 5440/ % TiO,-NPs BE&1E I I,
5 CK AR REWNER. WEBGEENY®E, KB SR SEZIBRA. WE 1(OfR, 4Yeanl!
TiO,-NPs ¥ E 100 ppm i, ¥if% 25 nm. Fif% 40 nm £ 204 % TiO,-NPs FL—AbBEAL, HKIRE CK 4k
BEMZES, BRE 100 nm 4EAE CK HEEEEZR, H SPAD HEZEMMK. Cd Bl FRifE 25 nm,
Fif%E 40 nm. FifE 100 nm A FEAL S CK AR ENER, ARG ERERIK.

ANFRIRLAR G 204 B GK — S ERK KRG SR 3R 2 S 0 AN RIRLAR S 4040 28 TiO,-NPs Hi—Ab 3
Cd B — bR KRR M4 R AL /DN Cd 544047 TiO,-NPs BEAE X K g2 ek . W 20
ppm I, BEERARHIII, Cd 54277 TiO,-NPs BEATE IR 58 . W 100 ppm I, FEERIAZ RGN,
Cd 5441 /7 TiO,-NPs Bt &8 1 F# 1K .

50
45 - a a

R A
.| ST
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5 |
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Figure 1.

CK cd $25 $25C $40 S40C S100 Ss100C

CK cd $25 $25C S$40 S40C  S100 S100C
b1z

FHM, Cd: CdB—H4bFEL, S25. S40. S100: Fif27r 7N 25 nm. 40
nm 44008 TiO,-NPs HL—A4bFE4, S25C. S40C. S100C: Hife4 4l
40 nm. 100 nm 4404 %Y TiO,-NPs 5 Cd Bk & 4bHL4H. .

Effect of rutile type nano-titanium dioxide with different particle sizes on

chlorophyll content of rice (A: 20 ppm, B: 50 ppm, C: 100 ppm)
E 1. TRINENEIARPK _SELATIKEHFRESEMNFI(A: 20 ppm, B:
50 ppm, C: 100 ppm)

3.1.2. FEKRE ST ARGR _FLAMEIME TKBHERHT M

AN FIH S (K14 20 A B TiO,-NPs X KR 4R 3 & s R LI 2. wnlsl 2(A). [ 2(B)FTR, “&4H
A TiO,-NPs ¥i4% 25 nm. 40 nm i}, K 20 ppm. 50 ppm. 100 ppm [ 44145 % TiO,-NPs Fi— b FE AL FE
HE5 CK HIEA REEER; HERESL AT TiO,-NPs 5 Cd A AHEA 5 CK HINH BEN =
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5, SPAD {H 15 3 FRAIK, st /KFEH = B EEH . Wik 2(0)FR, &4 4% TiO,-NPs Fifz 100
nm i, [ 50 ppm 4204 8 TiO,-NPs H—AbFEA1 5 CK %A B M5, IRE 20 ppm. 100 ppm
B CK A RENEER, HMMSZESELRERIK. Cd 58465 TiO,-NPs BEA1ER T,

=AMEHAYES CK B EEMEER, H SPAD HEZE

BEAR

ANFIRE 1440 A 1 TiO,-NPs XK SRR 5o m 23 AFKE S 20A 8 TiO,-NPs. Cd 1 HM
it FH E KRB 43 25U /N s Cd 5440 A R TiO,-NPs BES1E F A K FE M4 2 52 e k. K% 25 nm. 40
nm B, FEEWREERIRI, Cd 544/ 8 TiO,-NPs BE & B8 a8 . Fiff 100 nm BF, [5E35 R B 138 hn,

Cd 54404 %) TiO,-NPs BE&FE IR
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d cd
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iy
15
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K cd RT20 RT20C RT50 RT50C RT100 RT100C
hbE

¥: CK: A, Cd: Cd HB—4FI4H, RT20. RT50. RTI100: iKES
S8 20 ppm-~ 50 ppm. 100 ppm 44147 % TiO,-NPs #—4bFi 41, RT20C.
RT50C. RT100C: ¥RE5r514 20 ppm. 50 ppm. 100 ppm [{1 440 47
TiO,-NPs 5 Cd BE& AL FRA

Figure 2. Effect of different concentration of rutile type titanium dioxide on
chlorophyll content of rice (A: 25 nm, B: 40 nm, C: 100 nm)

2. FRIREHNESIABPR-SURITKETREIE2MEMA: 25
nm, B: 40 nm, C: 100 nm)

SRR R YOG AE R YRR, S B SR UoE EYDE & E KR SR, WS S5 bR
A B S EO G AE AR BRAR, 20 R mat & AL & B A K A8, AR KR R R 13].
FEWF TR FRAR R By, Xt F 4400 % Tio,-NPs Ho—4b#, 3 MK T K42 25 nm. 40 nm %}
IKFEI S 25 B R R BN, LA T DR KRB 2R 25 1) & &, WKk 50 ppm AiA% 40 nm AR EEZH .
{ERLAE 100 nm X /K FE 4% 25 5 R M ROK, JUH 2R E 100 ppm. FifE 100 nm 4 FEZH SPAD F# %2 28.9.
YLHHBEE S 204 1 TiO-NPs KIARIRFERIF &1, KK REM SR IBWEmIE K. F— Cd A3 N/KAE M 4t
TN FEHA[ 1415 AR TR I, Cd™ Ab B H 3 Sh T Sk & BT (R E A . Cd 5440 8 TiO,-NPs
EREER, X KFEM SRR aE IG5, Ford 2 i R 129K FE 100 ppm. Riff 25 nm IALEEZH, SPAD fH
KA 20.8. ANEVRSE X KRG G 2= BI2 - S5 A FRAR FIR AL, 44 8 TiOo-NPs Cd [ 5L F % 7K
TR RN Cd 584048 TiO,-NPs BX A 1E X KR 2R 3 s K. Kid% 25 nm. 40 nm K,
BEEIRE RN, Cd 5440478 TiO-NPs BE& & tE5E . Kife 100 nm i, BEFHREZRISIN, Cd 54
21417 TiO,-NPs BEA # MU 55 -

AFRLAE . AFEREXD KRG R AB 2. SKE, DMRRR Cd 54448 TiO-NPs B G
VEF BRI SR, XKFEMER R X AU RIA[15], R AEBUR /NN, %5 5 55l
Y EEE NN, RIS T3 E BT, SR RE R FLRRZE /N, AT S 20 B A E R AR ERALRE, A
T A K.

3.2. FRIAIR FERESAABAR SN ATTRIE TREASFHENE R

3.2.1. FEINIREELA AR -SRI RIIE TKIEN A ER R
72 BORHIRAFRIAE R Cd Bl R &2 4R TiO,-NPs (RT)XS /K AEMIE CO, W . Z&MEH %
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AL LGRS, 5 CK ML, 3 MREFITA A FDRAR AL B ) 2 s d R . AL ATt
w, B CK ZRARE; 3 MREA A FERAR AR MR CO WA, Fr Cd iHE FIKEE 50 ppm.

K% 100 nm [ RT 4035 CK %7 W34, HAtHA S CK WkA REE R, HKT CK.

B— Cd ALFR O A R E T CK. RT WKE 20 ppm I, CK 454042 40 nm /& 75010 Cd P kLB
HIH WFEMEZESR . WA ERAR AL EE R R E R, Hh &4 A% TiO,-NPs H— b X ik Gl %
FMREE K. RT KN 50 ppm B, {CKI4E 25 nm 4404 7 TiO,-NPs Hi—AbH4H 5 CK A5 B ER.
RT ¥ % 100 ppm B, CK 45504 40 nm &5 Cd B/ MEEH A BEEZE R, Kt 40 nm &6
A TiO,-NPs H.—AbHE 21 ()75 6 B3l 2R 0 25 PRI

Zi b, ANERIZR N LA — Cd A, 2048 TiO,-NPs [ B — b FH K 5 2 6 A5 Ab FR 5 % /K R 7%
W R AL A IRER . W TR AR JE CO IRERMEBIER, Hi 44 4% TiO,-NPs
B — AL PR T KRG 1O B R S B K, ARVR S 20 ppm. KiAR 40 nm AL IR O A 1 AN E H i B 3

Table 2. Effects of different particle sizes of rutile type titanium dioxide on photosynthetic indices of rice

2. FRINEN SO ABPR - S UK KFEL S IEIRHIFNT

wm  BWEEE BRI A Hols) CO 3K Ci LRI gow
mmol'm s pmol'm s pmol-mol mol'm s
CK 103+57a 2189.2 £316.6 ab 22706.1 £24199.2 a 036+0.23a
20 ppm Cd 169+79a 27133+ 125.1a 3480.9+1899a 0.76£0.49 a
S40 132+42a 249.6 £84.4¢ 1144.6 £ 603.8 a 0.79+£0.69 a
S40C 120+10.5a 933.7+874.2 bc 9517.0+839.1 a 0.62+0.81a
S25 264=+215a 659.7+1493 ¢ 3260.9 +£2628.3 ab 047+042a
S25C 19.7+119a 1350.7 £733.2 be 2186.7 £ 346.2 ab 1.12+0.86 a
50 ppm S40 288+17.0a 1032.6 + 198.8 be 2515.8£2128.9 ab 359+4.17a
S40C 112+74a 1946.1 £ 118.2 ab 13621.6 = 88.2 ab 0.46+0.46 a
S100 169+98a 1054.6 £ 841.1 be 1950.5 +1913.1 ab 1.11+1.38a
S100C 31.3+£23.7a 1657.3 + 143.2 abc 721.1 +£88.8b 097+0.51a
S40 21.4+252a 383.2+85.6d 3003.5+3561.8a 237+322a
100 ppm S40C 25.6+173a 1600.9 £ 128.5¢ 802.1+22.7a 2532+48.05a

e AFEF RS AR AL B 2 8] 22 R 2, R

3.2.2. FEIRESARRLER S RINE T KT S FHERI A
423 WORMRA FREE R T Cd Pl N 4404 B TiO,-NPs /KA CO, iRz, AR, 4L

T B E RN

Wi, 5 CK AR, 3 MRARANEIRE A B A& E R, LR, HS

CK A BEMEZE R 3 DRARA IR A A B4R CO, Wk EEE CK AR, HE CK AkA &

EMESR.

FHECHAL =/ MBS CK A MBRAH B3 E R, PG EERAE 3 MRAEANFEKRE TS CK AR H

R—FER R M. Ktz 25 nm B, CK 4155 8— Cd 44, Cd Bl FIREE 50 ppm AbFRA A BV %
S, {HWKEE 50 ppm 4404 %Y TiO,-NPs Fi— kb3 5 CK HA BEME 2R . KifE 40 nm I, 5¥KEE 20 ppm.
50 ppm. 100 ppm ZLA M TiO,-NPs H.— b =AM HH 5 CK AIF R & E R, HXEHRF RS
G EPRE. Kt 100 nm, CK 41tH5KFZ 50 ppm &40 4% TiO,-NPs o — A B %57, %L,
ANFRE T B — Cd b3, &40 A8 TiO-NPs [ 5 — b3 5 7 & B A AL BRI KRG 28 BBl R . <AL
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SREEERHEA . EX T KRG A EE . JIA COL IREEAHIHIVER, 44045 TiO,-NPs FL— kb H 7Kk
FEHCE B INHIE &R, HARiAE 40 nm. WK 20 ppm IR X 4t & 18 240 FH Bk

Table 3. Effects of different concentrations of rutile type titanium dioxide on photosynthetic indices of rice

3. PRIREN SO ABMPR - SUURIIKFEL S IEIRHFNT

Jesm EIEEE BRI A Wi COKIT G AL gow
mmol'm s pmol-m s pmol-mol mol'm s
CK 103+5.7a 2189.2 £316.6 ab 22706.1 £24199.2 a 036+023a
Cd 169+79a 27133+ 125.1a 3480.9+1899a 0.76£0.49 a
25 nm RT50 26.4+215a 659.7+149.3d 3260.9 £26283 a 0.47+042a
RT50C 19.7+119a 1350.7 +733.2 be 2186.7+346.2 a 1.12+0.86 a
RT20 132+42a 249.6 +84.8d 1144.6 £ 603.8 a 0.79+£0.69 a
RT20C 120+£10.5a 933.7+874.2cd 9517.0+839.1a 0.62+081a
RT50 288+17.0a 1032.6 +198.8 cd 2515.8+21289a 3.59+4.17a
40 nm RT50C 112+74a 1946.1 £ 118.2 ab 13621.6 +88.2 a 0.46£0.46 a
RT100 21.4+252a 3832+85.6d 3003.5+3561.8 a 237+322a
RT100C 256+173a 1600.9 + 128.5 be 802.1+22.7a 2532+48.05a
RT50 169+98a 1054.6 £ 841.1 ¢ 1950.5+1913.1a 1.11+£1.38a
100 nm RT50C 31.3+£23.7a 1657.3 £ 143.2 ab 721.1 +£88.81a 097+0.51a

A FRFR AR R S MBI SO RE R B A TR AR AR 1], AWFFPAFRAR . A FEIREZERI AT, KRG
R IR HEOEEEE. il COy IR RE I . 255 [16]H TiO,-NPs 4b# &
BEAT, KL TiO-NPs RERF T AL S EMAMGE R, ZOLE PR Bl AWHTsiits L
T8 B —E 20 AR TiO,-NPs AbEE, BCE KRN EIER . AR AF T 8— Cd Prade s 1 /KHs
FOLEER, RS KRR GO mg/kg) BURA <. AWFFTRW], RIS KRS TR 5 1
R KA REIEH . 40408 TiO,-NPs 5 Cd JLFEIE AT K ARG L &I AN . FE M (e CO, W E
AR RMRE, MIEE N7 TR IR CO, IR S ALTEE . A Z A 2 3 5 2 1
XK. AWFFRAI, JERE COy IR AL T ZME RGN L, HotEER 5HE Co, A2
TR

3.3. FEIAEFHTKIERR. KEEER

3.3.1. FEABEG TKEPRNEERR

WEE 50 ppm A[EPRIAZ L AR TiO,-NPs ACFE NKFEA RGBT BN K 4. & 405, 5
CK 4IAHEL, Bn44047 7% TiO,-NPs 4bBE, KifE 25 nm. 40 nm. 100 nm H{E/KREARER ) Cd & & FEIK,
M Cd & B FFMET CK 411 Cd & . BLHE NG 404 B TiO,-NPs AbH/KFEAE i, AT DABRARAS [H
AL Cd . B A% TiO,-NPs 5 Cd WEIR G AL, AR, M Cd &% & T CK A
5 Cd 4. WIS AN TiO-NPs 5 Cd WEBLA RN . (AEERASIE R, KREH.
Cd FEIZH G V&L A8 TiO-NPs 5 Cd B#HBLA A HLAIE T, Rk, TE28 Gk NKFE A

ANFRLAR 42 204 B TiO,-NPs ALBEX /KRR F 2 o ma W1 3. i1 3 T LA, 5 CK Xttt
B4 404 7Y TiO,-NPs AFEfY 3 ANEFEA, Kif% 25 nm. 40 nm FEERRLT CK 41, K2 100 nm fiE
BERET CK 4. SIS A8 TiO-NPs H—kb 3, BEAFT Cd MRERFHMINERE, HF4E 100 nm
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i CdXER A . BN Cdy Cd 5440 A AL TiO,-NPs BEA AU AL BALA Cd B RARME, BLHIAF]
T Cd FRAEM ERHIIERS , Cd i fE AR & 4
Table 4. Cadmium and titanium contents in different parts of rice treated with rutile TiO,-NPs of different particle sizes

(mg/kg)
F 4. TERIRE ST AT TiO,-NPs QB R/KIERREAAE. KEE(mgke)

FEidns « b
Ui L) R -
CK 3.22+0.54 0.21+0.03 235.17 +37.66 2.56 +0.40
cd 408.56 + 70.95 16.03 +1.07 239.84+71.18 2.83+0.12
RT50S25 2.85+0.57 0.17 +0.03 255.66 + 66.86 3.03+0.35
RT50840 2.76 + 0.46 0.16 +0.04 251.29 +53.12 331+0.67
RT50S100 2.86+1.13 0.19+0.12 274.84 + 59.40 3214082
RT50825C 666.02 % 90.39 25.00 + 4.74 243.79 +61.10 3.30+0.26
RT50S40C 567.80 + 28.86 24.76 £4.97 147.60 + 55.00 4.90 +0.29
RT50S100C 477.75 £ 47.05 16.93 + 1.90 191.22 +35.51 3524036
8.00 r
7.00 _
_eo0 [ .
E\j 500 F
ﬁ\r 400
i 300 |
& 2.00
1.00 |
0.00 L L L L 1 L 1 d
s @ & & o & 2 %“‘Q(J \900
QL & $
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Figure 3. Cadmium mobility of rice treated with rutile TiO,-NPs of different
particle sizes
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Figure 4. Titanium mobility of rice treated with rutile TiO,-NPs of
different particle sizes

B 4. FEHREFE SO AE! TiO,-NPs IR FEENT B R
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AW R Cd M2 E[18]. Cd 5248 TiO,-NPs BEA/ER T, Cd HEMRLT&an R
TiO,-NPs Hi—4b3, wEES Cd Al Ti B FZIAMFETEFAER, MM T Cd MRFBIH HHITR, i
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Rt RS R, R PUE . R TR SEER19]. TIARHE TR 4404 A TiO,-NPs X 7K A5 1wt
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R TS, XA R SRR A IR IERE B AE K FBIR R A 6. &40 A4 TiO,-NPs HL—Ab# ) Ti iL#%
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