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Determination of strontium content in common vegetables in Shennongjia
forest district and variation influential factors investigation
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ABSTRACT: Objective To confirm and study the influences of taxonomy and environment factors on strontium
enrichment in vegetables by re-checking and artificially planting common strontium-rich vegetables in the area.
Methods According to the distribution patterns of strontium-rich plants in the previous investigations, the leafy,
rapid-grow, convenient-for-multiple-sampling and strontium-rich vegetables were chosen. The vegetables were
planted and watered using strontium-mineral water. At last, the vegetables were sampled and the strontium content
was determined after sampling. Results Multiple detections showed that the average strontium content of 9 kinds of
35 kinds of vegetables from 229 samples were more than 1.0 mg/kg, which was consistent with the previous surveys
generally. The strontium content of Nostoc commune was the highest, which reached to 5.17 mg/kg fresh weight and

significantly higher than other vegetables (P<0.05); The strontium contents of Chinese cabbage and Amaranth were
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significantly higher than that of cucumber and potato (P<0.05), and the content were quite stable; The strontium

contents of potatoes, cucumbers, kidney beans and Chinese chives exhibited no significant variation after being

irrigated with water rich in strontium. Conclusion There were great differences in strontium enrichment ability

among diverse species of vegetables. Cucurbitaceae (average 0.32 mg/kg) and Solanaceae (average 0.36 mg/kg)

possessed poor strontium enrichment ability, while leafy vegetables such as Amaranthaceae (average 2.47 mg/kg) and

Cruciferae (average 2.25 mg/kg) were strong in strontium enrichment. Strontium-rich water irrigation could increase

the strontium content of plants, but very slightly. Screening stably strontium-rich vegetables and studying the

influencing factors were important for the development of strontium-rich products.
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JE R M AL 22 R T4 285 I RUEEAE T v, - i
i 1 B AR Gy SR 08, H AR T & A I SRS B A R
B W1 VNG B O [ - = 1 = O 81
FEEFRGEL B AET- . T RS A R A AL B A
IRYT R AT RBOR 22 55 4, TR s R T3
BAE AT K A EEE L

BRMR MR R, EERESHERITRZ —,
XTI B S | AR R H i O R
BN A2 F e X B AN A - A A R X AR, e
WP [Tt SR T ) A S BRI, 1 fle— s Y
PR TR B AR B T, BRI fit
WA a ", 54 % D, 4k % K AREB R
SIS RAFRCRE . FARAMET, AR Tk R
H AT EEZ R 1.9 mgl, — 355Xt PEHEA IR AR & o
WEPHEICENEEZS R RN, BERSHERS, A8
(9.759+5.181) mg/kg(ffHE), HUC K (6.016+4.670) mg/kg .
JEAR(2.712+1.378) mg/kg FIHEZEI(2.123+1.449) mg/kg, Hrp
RN HABE A ST, 10.9% TR E B ETx T TRy iR e
PG S RO ATIE A Z U0, 58 248 PEx i X ik
SRR R MBS MY, T AR P R R
PRI 4 FplEA: R AR AP,

1A BUPR X TR [ 2 47 00 e D e b, T 0T A ST
KB, MWARBEMX B E WSy, Khaitz
Tl UL 8% 58, X BB S 2 A T O bl AR R ) i ik
FETF R A, w6 X o B A — 25 e s Ao AT
REXT 0 o s R B IR BT R R o WO 98 X AR X
UL R B A B S MEA T AR T A N AR A, N AR A
ARG | F 2 UORFE B SR BRI T O A, I
B K GERE, RAEE I S A, BT SRR RS R R
X B S P AR A R RS A, DL R AR X AR R
TR R AR

1 RS

XEE 57

A% : DHG-IIT H $AHE TR R T (BT T BT 3
Bt 2 A7 B2 HD) 5 FW-100 1553 7 BEAS A HIL (L 5 2%l
XA RS D), iICAPQe HiL S A 45 B 1 AR A (34
Thermo Fisher Scientific 23 #)); TAS-990 J5 W 436 B
THEbS AT 8 FH R AT B D), XT-9900A HU% ARG 1
FEAX(F B4R A3 T AR R A B 1))

WA WRRER (O al, EERTRL T A AR B A
FRZSF]); & e DU 2 R 4 £k (ethylene diamine tetraacetic
acid disodium salt, EDTA-2Na)(Zr#fréli, Jbas 2 Z8mRHa
BN HED); RNFR . mi4AlR . NaOH(4MHrat, [E2454E k2
A B2 o

WML 2% GB 8538—2016 { & %24 E & hrifE
TR RIRE SRKK I 9k ) A TSROk . FREX
1.208 g fifMR 58, FH 0.15%F iR i IF £ 45 % 500 mL, 15
£ 1.0 mg/mL (EEARAERE R . FREL 37.2 ¢ EDTA-2Na #l
4.0 g NaOH FIZK# % 500 mL BI75%] EDTA-2Na B9
VW BUFRUERE AR T 0.15% M i MRIA A BE 100 5153
10 pg/mL YRR E AR
1.2 SKIeHHY
MR 48 A AR 2 T SCRR BT R, B S B AR AR H g

3¢ Z13¢#(Brassica rapa). 7%%%(Basella alba L.). B3¢

1.1

(Amaranthus tricolor L.). /INE3Z(Brassica campestris L.) .
ZE3%(Lpomoea aquatic Forsk) . 2 }3%(Brassica narinosa L.);
N5 w E ¥R 3% dE 3¢ (Allium tuberosum Rottler ex
Sprengle) . 54 (Lactuca sativa var. ramose Hort) , 1=
(Chrysanthemum coronarium L.), 5%3%(Coriandrum sativum
LOVERXERE, AT RN R I e K B
HiH(Capsicum annuum L.) ., # ) (Cucumis sativus L.).
1. % (Vigna unguiculata L.), 3% (Phaseolus vulgaris L.).
7& 7 (Lycopersicon esculentum Miller) . i F (Solanum
melongena L.). T4%2%(Solanum tuberosum L.), Z5ERH
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(Brassica oleracea L.). #Z[Dioscorea esculenta (Lour.)
Burkill], 7 JIK[Citrullus lanatus (Thunb.) Matsum. et Nakai] .
7% /A(Momordica charantia L.)AI%i&E (Pisum sativum L.)%,
B B B, ANEE 2 WE SRR, WA,
AGEHE, BN AE B R K s K G, BURE 1~2 1
75 [Perilla frutescens (L.) Britt. ], #|JL3Z(Cirsium arvense
var. integrifolium). J#i/A3(Taraxacum mongolicum), /N
(Allium fistulosum L.). ZERij(Plantago asiatica L.). KUlItE
(Impatiens balsamina L.) . fi] & & [Fallopia multiflora
(Thunb.) Harald.]. 32 (Ganoderma Lucidum Karst)F1 54
BT (Portulaca oleracea L.)%%, ANi&E& KMIfhE L & 2K
R, FLRES JAE R A B, R8s S 7 X L o

AYPHAE RS 229 fy, 2L 35 R, W 17 4
B, Horp e R SR 2 (37), HKOEER32). AiFH30).
HFH29). TEZERH1T) . BEAERH1T) . SERH16) . SBREERH1S).
HAERHL0). #RH9) . TERH9) . JBIERH2) B ILAZEFIE
RANERE, BRE, RZ . TRERHEARSS 1, 1L L.

—SERFIRAE G, LN 5 (Nostoc: commune) £ il ]
R AR R, EIJCE AT R, 4k R RS TT
RIATRAR: TS 70 R i s 4045

ARG R A Y 8 2 A 7 O 2 DB T W S
W, HEMKEEZFRY 3~4 cm BEIET IO E o
1.3 XWHE

M ERSERR AR (1x2) m%, B A, i
RFNE, AEHA BRI SBRRIR . ISy K 2] Bl
BTRICRAE, JRRE. AERAEEH S A H % & F S Bk et
RAE, A RIS = AT AN

B AR o URE 21 R PR A T A (R RR T 1)
SR SEBCH AR AL LT (55 cCO)EIEE, Mt fEsid s
FEa DR K ST Y s, DUET 45 R 0E,
Tt 60 B, FRBURESEA TR, Jridk A6 .

HERHFRIBURE ) 1.5000 g, & TIHAERES, A 10 mL fi§
R, 2 mL AR, & b%EE, RIRIPE, ARG
1, AR, R T THRE, HBE 10 mL
s, T 1% ERES 2202, RO, FER=H
W2 0y, VRS AR, EALIERT, 5ok ROt
SO 2 EE A TARIRAS, R PRAT AR T H AL 10.0 mL
FHIEW A, SR RE T/ER® 0. 02, 0.5, 1.0,
1.5.2.0 mL T—FRINHFE L O, HERIERERE 10 mL,
SRIG 145 LA R &I 2.0 mL EDTA-2Na ¥, 1R .
UK AT R BB A PR S B A R IO
TEASCKAE R, W LG RE, DL (ne) B AR bR, RO
BERYARDR, 2 hIbREIZ # B GB 8538—2016 HLiE, #it
PRI AR S P AR M 2 AR A5 500 BT i, AR
FEAE T PR v B R B RS A S B i

T it A5 30 1 85 SR AR I B oK 4 SR R b ) £

T IRAKX (A
Fs=Dsx(1-W%) (1)

Horp, Fg, F/REEH Fw (Fresh weight)$8 & &, mg/kg; Dg, %%
/~TH Dw (Dry Weight)H 9585 &, mg/kg; W% R AEE i
Y K i o
1.4 HUREALIE

il Excel 2013 X F 2 MASE R A BRSP4
R . R/MEFPRHEmRZE, HEARE, @il R 15T
(version 4.0.4)3E S5 Kruskal-Wallis #5643 4 A [l g 32 7R Y
THEZES, D P<0.05 WERBAGIEE L @i SPSS
(version 18.0) t KIS /rHTBEENT 4 FhERF(S48E . +5., &
W) TR, DL P<0.05 N2ERHRA SRR L.

2 HR55H

2.1 HFEREREMER

B SR FE S AR TR AT R 1, FEZUCREE L E
t, SRR T 2.0 mg/kg MIBESEA 3 F, A BJE S
INFISEFITSE; /NT 2.0 mg/kg ART 1.0 mg/kg HIAH 6
Pl L1388 WEF, 2. BU¥X., FEMSER, &
EZER (n=1 8 2, MWIASERBCEE) KT 1.0 mg/kg 1Y
14 FEEROLEE D A 10 FORBRFIFE S SE . 7 Fl
AR RN RIE HAG 22 UCRAE IR A RE S CBRB . 201
IE., R, BT, T SRE)R 3 FhEERMEEL R H
KA SE . EEE . BEIOMMKERER: Bt
B3 m T IHARRH - FAERH RSB ER AN e R
TR T AR (SRR #E R AAE. TR
BhAh, HABBIE B Z [ 2 58N T FER, IEEMIE
Bz lEJoE 225, A 1. &5k, Wi s
AR O 22 R T E0SE TIEIE 1), Bl e wE
TEME F I, R T BE R B ANRAE, SRAEHL LT bl
BMRIX, 32 Prab R IR g (a0 - 5 . SR
Koy MEEFERR), ARHERERN R — PR RS &
2 SRR KU1 A ] Rl SR S ) 3 R T R 2 S e
AN RIS FRAR B LA K T &7 S U B 22 S i bR T ARG 25 K
FHIE . AR R e A A g R B, Gitah Rin
R, ZRMEY R NS BEOE B R/IME 2 5D L,
4n: K7 (Hordeum vulgare L.), Hi#i(Brassica oleracea L.).
/INFZ (Triticum aestivum L.), #ij45(Vitis vinifera L.), FK(Zea
mays L.). #i&.(Pisum sativum L.)&11,

i) Kruskal-Wallis #5:56 %& B, AEREEAHER A 2E),
BERPA AR S 2 TR, . SR
Ty SRR B E L W) . #AE BARPRGIERH L
Kl 1). GOUTHU %t ss & B, +F R e T#
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FrE8RE[(0.58+0.22)/100 g]# T H[(0.35£0.01)/100 g], 5 HEI, HERMOSO el i it b & 3 T A S
ARG RAL . A LEEESE, 40 Micrasterias J& R LI Sk FEAR RS Scyphosphaera F1 Pontosphaera, STERM) &4
2R (SrSONEAEERI, A Bitul, nl s/ 480 AU 20 B A4 JE L HAth A 8 g ) —

F1 HREEESITEE)(n=3)

Table 1 Strontium content statistics of samples (fresh weight) (n=3)

B2 (FE 5025 e FESh A TR YA /(mg/kg) e KAA/(mg/kg) /M /(mg/kg) PRAER 22/ %
1 SR 1.47 1.47 1.47 —
5 213K E 1.98 2.62 0.25 0.76
HRE 0.06 0.06 0.06 —
RO ; :z* b 0.34 0.34 0.34 —
Nt 0.09 0.18 0.00 0.13
5 LER: B 1.85 3.05 0.43 1.09
. UNEE2 2.48 5.24 0.55 1.48
EBa 12.18 12.18 12.18 —
; WG 2F 1.66 3.99 0 1.54
BHFK 1.39 3.37 0.32 131
o 8 CINE] 0.36 0.64 0.00 0.22
G#32) o
9 B3] 0.69 1.66 0.00 0.65
0 Wi E e 0.00 0.00 0.00 —
7 ASRIN 0.27 0.27 0.27 —
11 HH 0.14 0.34 0.00 0.13
12 HiF 0.18 0.30 0.00 0.11
HiRk30) 13 e 0.22 0.55 0.00 0.19
" F At 0.16 0.38 0.00 0.16
i 2.94 2.94 2.94 0.0
s R E 0.82 2.15 0.00 0.72
S AR 1.98 1.98 1.98 —
45%429) 16 T 1.00 2.69 0.00 0.98
17 L3 3.15 3.43 2.88 0.39
18 AT 1.83 1.83 1.83 —
IR 1 %ﬁjﬁ 1.36 1.36 1.36 —
THZE(CEM) 1.50 3.18 0.32 0.84
20 B 1.37 2.34 0.35 0.71
BEAERL(17) . HR 0.03 0.05 0.00 0.03
(AR 1.54 1.54 1.54 —
TERH(16) 22 TS 2.47 522 0.83 1.56
REREERL(15) 23 Hh 3% 5.17 19.72 0.68 5.09
HaE0) 24 /JT;%; 1.21 1.42 1.00 0.30
25 E[E 0.77 2.29 0.00 0.75
26 # K 0.32 0.57 0.06 0.16
HEEL9) 27 I 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.0
28 [N 0.20 0.20 0.20 —
SR - %%ﬁé 0.91 2.42 0.00 1.05
SEAR 4.51 4.51 4.51 —
JBEEQ) 30 ED 3.74 6.72 0.67 422
RN 31 R 11.53 11.53 11.53 —
RUAAERHD) 32 RUIl#EF 0.00 0.00 0.00 —
BRH1) 33 il B4R 0.32 0.32 0.32 —
REBHL) 34 RE 2.13 2.13 2.13 —
Y ERN1) 35 A 0.37 0.37 0.37 —

T —RR B, T,
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Fig.1 Strontium content in different plants and difference significance analysis (n=3)

22 HRTERAEBPLSES

INEISE . ESE | BESERE SRR B SE, 255 RN |
KSR, HEZSUCRAE. S E I TR, 455
B, AFHER Z RS a2 R WV sE, Bk
HE 0.55 mg/kg, fEA 5.24 mg/kg TESERAR SR
0.83 mg/kg, ik 5.22 mg/kg. HERR & K XRS5 AR
SRR, KRR AT R, AR EK R T A R,
TR 2 6o B B . AR R S I 2 YR (ERAm &5
LR 1~2), MRS AR B —RE S 09 2 IREE SR — 2L,
Kb e] HERR AR REIR 22 . (EORRIFIER 2 Rl SR A ek
225, A ATRETEAE ) 1 B K S AR AS [ B B v i i A R B4R
MRE AR, fildn, Z LB B Rl F R, A A
FHEA B R, B I A Y A K, S0 E 2
B0, 540, ML AR EaisE | Huil2s . §
J. SRMERL, YRR IE e S ik e
NHE KBzt R, hInEEIZ 6 s Tk
Wlo LA, ARt 2 BB S BE SRR, X AT RESE
FAOR ) NH, . K8k Ca™ Sa 4+,

i RSN, X/NEISE. 5 MBS ERGEE 4 Fldk
SRR T TS BN, 450 R, I52508(22.69 mg/kg)
FIE A5 EAR(33.00 mg/k) (KT [RIHERE S 250 & fi 5 (P2

4351147 26.84 F137.89 mg/kg T-H, (4§ LRI ALt
gER, KT 1 2RSS R, ), Mt
H2(34.69 mg/kg)Fl/INEZAR (76.14 mg/kg) W5 T R AR
FEL I ZEN 5 SRR OB 433 0 22.13 1 54.31 mg/kg).
XARRFERSE: oA TS iR T A AR R A R R,
FAnr(2.94 mg/kg, FK B AMIY) . LM (1.2 mg/ke,
Bk Is MaRENR R ) SRR T W T A A A
JHFRA (57 8 S HME 4300 0.16 T 0.23 mg/kg). UL, B
M. 25 MR 22 RAR K

N A AR 2 U017 Ay o B b & PR M Y 3R T R R
(52.77 mg/kg), W& R T HMAEYIFE R (P<0.05), UL, A5
HL B UCR A R S TR, S5 R PR, Hb R S S
B M 19.72 me/kg, Ak 0.68 mgkg, ZMHTATRERIEE: BRAS
[l SRE AR B 22 S0, R SEAC B IR R Mt 5 B 2
SRR, M ATAR . HILE, BTWEREgHuE
A, PR TR, KBRS SR K . T, AR
SCGHE SRR IR, DRI A 7K X 7 5 1 s S
SEMAARI o ABIFOREA R b RAE St B ST =2 S5 ilb A 7
BRI, S5RER, SRR 12.90 mgkg, o ol
289.71 mg/kg(W3E 2), PR T i3 Sk v S s i Sl
HOR, DTSR S RAZ LA T B RS o v

*2 HRBBEHIHTE)

Table 2 Strontium content in samples (dry weight)

B FR T FEiH 44 S/ (mg/kg) i KAH/(mg/kg) /M /(mg/kg) bRl 22/ %
. W2 10.23 16.61 1.90 5.42
i —%:535 6.55 11.61 1.90 4.66
2 CING] 491 5.80 4.10 0.81
3 EAs) 15.86 16.63 15.08 0.77
4 213k 33.28 33.32 33.23 0.05
— 5 '%iaiii 34.39 60.96 8.50 25.90
. EEE 76.14 76.14 76.14 0.00
UNEE 32.51 56.62 8.50 21.93
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B e R4 F-H{E/(mg/kg) i K AB/(mg/kg) /M /(mg/kg) B 22 /%
— ; %2 19.50 29.19 6.30 9.21
TR 22.69 22.69 22.69 0.00
TR 8 T3k 24.03 43.39 6.30 17.22
EAERL 9 X 16.37 31.86 4.10 11.58
[ERSy s 10 4 21.95 22.92 20.97 0.98
11 e 2.58 2.62 2.54 0.04
ikt 12 B 3.19 4.10 2.24 0.91
13 FA 4.12 6.38 1.90 222
B AR 33.00 33.00 33.00 0.00
Eopes 1 B E 29.19 42.91 10.70 12.77
15 I 16.71 23.64 4.10 8.19
e 6 B 22.13 22.53 21.72 0.41
SEHAR 34.69 34.69 34.69 0.00
ATRER 17 R 3 154.81 289.71 12.90 104.98
PR 18 #R 8.18 13.59 1.90 5.24
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23 FEMERERKFENSREMEM

M T LUE H, BAR 2 i g R 2 18
22, b R S AR 22 YR 45 SR 24 (BT R 8 8 5 T oA
DR RE G o MR SRR BT RRR M, B R A K, AR
ST, AR YR R £, O TR T RERTS Y
X AR A R, KSR AR B B b R SETE K IR, RS
Ve, SRRV TR A T O R S TR R
&, RIFIATIR . GRE B, R R SR A R A
TR, BAREEP=0.281, SEHEFHE; P=0.061, TE
PR 3), HI, MRS ERE TR A S, 515
PGk . SCHRAP SRR E R e h 2 s
SENTFhErE S

HEFLHGR SRR its, SEEXETEa
BOMMML T TS BRI, B SRy
HRR PR S K P AR B DA RO —E e R, R
FEREHINT R rp BB S A5 5 2 WA AT LURIEOR S

MRV TSR R, R SO VR SR

A RE SR GRS S BRI P BROK GEHE Y 4 b

FHEBRMES: DRE . KE . AR, 5L

RGEHEH (LR HHAT LG R, &K EERER

i A, HAREP HEHRT 0.), SHERLE S,
®3 WEERAEHS HBEXEE (ng/ke)

Table 3 Comparison of strontium content in Nostoc commune
before and after cleaning (mg/kg)

RIFVE Uk
FEn e Jriﬂﬁ @iij‘ Jrij‘ @iﬁ)f
L7355y L7ien L7y o
Hu 2R 1 246.51 19.72 249.73 4.99
Hi 2R 2 222.47 11.12 213.74 427
HRz 3 3 289.71 5.79 149.43 2.99
HE 3R 4 270.23 5.40 144.44 11.55

F 4 RBEILSABMERESEEXTE (mg/kg)
Table 4 Comparison of strontium content in vegetables between surrounding and greenhouse planting (mg/kg)
P FE AR Ji R A AR (F FEAK DEE)
1 UNEE S 0.81 2.564, 1.084, 5.238, 4.130, 3.484, 3.397, 3.388
2 i 0.568 0.252, 2.468,2.192, 1.637, 2.620, 2.332, 2.326, 0.057
3 A= 0.231 0.000, 1.508, 1.663
4 ik — 0.000, 0.534, 0.551
5 FML 0.000, 0.000 0.000, 0.071, 0.129, 0.179, 0.185
6 Sl 0 0.000, 0.000, 0.383, 0.377
7 iER 0.000 0.289, 0.304
8 THT 0 0.000, 1.122, 1.332, 1.282, 2.600, 2.492




214 R i g Rl R 13 %
= 4E)
75 FEah 24K JAgIREE AR (F $EAK DEE)
9 e3¢ 0.268 0.000, 0.806, 0.252, 0.353, 0.731, 2.292, 2.097
10 # 0.404, 0.568 1.418, 0.996
11 e — 0.806, 1.804, 1.806, 1.472, 1.886, 1.854, 1.911, 1.894
12 faE 0.138 1.544
13 HR 0.138, 1.892, 0.568, 0.568 0.000, 0.049
14 Bl 1.002 1.360, 2.192, 2.468, 2.007, 0.793, 0.369
F*5 OREN4MERSVEZ WA HERRE
Table 5 Independent sample test of the effect of irrigation on strontium content in 4 kinds of vegetables
FE M Levene #56 BIE AR AL
BRI
F Sig. t df Sig. (W) HEZEME
R 7 254055 5.512 0.047 -0.123 8 0.095 ~0.18363
A
s Iy 25 AN — — —0.181 7.670 0.861 —0.18363
%5 s Iy 25 AR5 19.978 0.003 -1.077 7 0.317 —0.415873
ik Iy 25 AN — — -1.209 4.403 0.287 ~0.415873
. ik Jy 22 AR5 3.615 0.090 -0.892 9 0.396 —0.461667
B R 22 A8 5% — — ~1.454 8.027 0.184 —0.461667
s R T 254055 4.227 0.055 -0.898 17 0.382 -0.928525
= R 7 22855 — — -1.606 8.510 0.145 -0.928525

SEERHEE . e N LR SR 208 AR
REMGHATEEG AT H W AT R REY), S5 1~2 0l
ZERRT 1.0 mg/kg, HAPARTRANEADE, R E HGiL
RO RIAST R M2, YANG P08 8, A2 %
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