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Table 1- Some physical and chemical properties of the experimental soil
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Table 2- Total and soluble cadmium concentrations in the
experimental soil treatments
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All the values are mean of three replicates. Different letters show significant differences at P<0.05 (one-way ANOVA, Duncan test).
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Table 3- Statistical analysis of accumulated cadmium in spinach shoot and root

S ollans Glup o Ol ke Foliis gl
Plant tissue df SS MS F value Sig.
8l
) < 4 9006.078 2251.519 63472 <0.0001
og)S Shoot
Between groups ) 4 9664.577 2416.144  756.700 < 0.0001
Root
) Sl 10 354.726 35473
og,)S 9, Shoot
Within groups N 10 31.930 3.193
Root
Bl
< 14 9360.804
X gex Shoot
Total e 14 9696.507
Root

4 Caus (glod plul )3 odid Gla predlS Wl 59, ¥ IS5
ol 45 jo b lon .amd o s calisee slaylas o ) o



UYY  pomnsls oy o5 BT gVl sy olo onnd 5 2L el

o3lo (e «SLS puodlS i Gl 8l by S dcwle Jlo
Jhess 3 Sid ol ie oyt g a8l SRl sl Sas
S Job 3 LS 53 (55 YO 4 s ep)SokS S e Y
56 eSS pp Sk Ve g5 lajleg 0 il Cuns 4 Jlo
2SR Y 5V gk G 4 Mg Sis ebe e
oad Bl 5oasl i (LS 8148 (pl 4 i b oS 3g Jlo

B (oylado 0355 o) lado (ol (il o (oS 0397 Canj (gl

¥ebes b JUasl jsS L8 «SLS mpeal S jlade (ol 31k 595 0
U Y lass 5l oS candls (a3l g puadls p)SolS” 2 p )5 oo
ol ol Jlade a8 antly (ials gy pS5kS e S e £
R S WRC RINCATE VRN SR
cbale U gliawl oleS cplpls ol 4Bl ol 3l peadls p 56l
Juisl gl (@YU U9 | qeeedlS p )59l 0 o) (eo VY-

ol 5l3)98 5 (29 plil 4 aly) 5l wpedlS

U9 s byJ.»lﬁ U‘J.c-

.(\” k-J“‘ )) 90 slsels >y » b L [ J§|-\> u‘y@ ) ct.c'wl oS n\fu;l 4 g L
S Job o iy alS Sis ol (e wged culldp Jlo

1.20 4
E 100 0.93 0.99 0.93 0.97
=
g o080
£ 0.54
- 0.60
)
=
8 040
]
£
- 0.20
(9]

0.00

0 15 30 60 120
Total soil Cd (mg.kg™)

SB Sa9ll @liseo zglaw 13 JW! g8 ol punids Wigy - JSW
Fig. 2- The trend of transfer factor in the different levels of contaminated soils
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