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IKFERIR R E RS FHLUHI A 58Tk

EHaE"2, A, RS, AEA, B E, HEED?

Bl EBRY, TR

Ve [ R B AR A 5 BT AL T R TR A T NS0T s, JbE 100093; 2o E R RE K3, b 100049
SUEL U4 TH R (7 B AR R B S, YRS 317500; “WIVE A B T 5 RS FELA TS, KT 310000

WE R TR AR [ B B A f RIS 1™ B, 1 3% A RS AR R KK FE(Oryza sativa) fi fit /2 [ I RE K A 7 AT
AR, R A BT AR KRB R A R BRI S AR B R AR DG D R Y o % SOEIR T RAE KRR AR Rl R
BRSO ER S IE . 22T RGP R C DR AR AR R AR IR A BN 2 AL W e R, AR OR AR AR KA

ik B M e SRR 2% .

KR KA, W, MR, BB, TR

EBE, BE, BT, ABH, WF, XEE, KE, EBR, MR (2022). AKREER R AL R LB T LT

MER. YR 57, 236-249.

% (cadmium, Cd)&2& Xty A B E &
f) # 4> J& 70 & (Hamid et al., 2019), 5 #/EYWk,
A YRR AR BN, P AR TR R KU . R
TENH KRR S0 B R G s RGO M
RO R, ™ EE N

IKFE(Oryza sativa) & B 15— FAREYI(LI et
al., 2018). Song%:(2017)iF Fi kB, I KTEREE &
IR NE TP TR R 1458.6%, wm T HE Ay, HE
J7 NI & BB N it A Sl A6 o7 A . DTSR e,
2014-20164F JOK PRI OL I A R, 54640 K i
H R 81 7K R PR 75 B VE B 90.17-1.55 mg-kg ™,
HiBAR R 1£42.5%-70% (Wang et al., 2016; 4 i
2 2016; TS, 2019). itk ml W, FeE ARGk
R I T [ B B A {47 7 7™ B B

HH B AR KA 87K RS SR B R K
R A XU 0 28 A KSR I (X 4R R L B
2010). ITAER, FHIFF A R KRR AR SR R &
PR R R R B IR S T R T R & AR
(Clemens, 2019; Z#5%%, 2019; Zhao and Wang,
2020; #ERFHE, 2021), NIRE KBRS TRHE

Woke H 391 2021-12-20; #2252 H#: 2022-01-20

TSRt 7 JISC (A, 2021). AERIE T KHE
TR R R R B DL RIS . A R R
PRI SEA T BOAR OG> T AL, DAON R B R R RE 1R
BERSE,

1 KIERIA RS

IKFE SRR 5T . Arthurss(2000) 4R 35 11 40 1 P 45 O R
Z8, HHEY MR RN ER). hER R
RAFNFI SRR B (A0 IERL) 3Fh2EAY, KFEE T
SRR, HIAEY, SHEREVIEK(Zea
mays) ~ /N3 (Triticum aestivum) 1 X & (Glycine
max)fHEL, KFEEA H KRR R . MR RS
(1994)%} Lk 7 /K FE .« /NZ2 . K. B N (Raphanus sati-
vus). 3% (Brassica campestris) 1% jii (Lycoper-
sicon esculentum)ZE 14K EVHIFRAR RGN, 451
5o KA IR B 4 R W U B 9 219.83 pg-gT, R
1AFEYIZ 1« ZEHL155(2008) 50 M T A BT 4
JEER S AL, 45 RRPAAFERAEYI R I E R
R NHEE K RE> K E > K 3 (Hordeum vulgare)>
Tok>/h . KRS (017) W K BUAEY o] £ 34 R ik

FeGIUE o [E R B AR 55 N P 5 3 R L JT(AZE) (No.XDA24010404). 77 17 55 H (N0.2021C040) [ 5 F 24 F} % 2 & (No.

32000196)F1[E 5 # 5 4 1141 (No.2017YFD0800900)
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FE MR BN KRGS RG>/ >k

KFEHR . 22, HAFR SRR T AN, NESE
AR REAE, BB IR R > 2> > 1> Ff
KL o JE 55 (2018) 0T 481Nl i 3 Kk it MdEAT R S B,
45 R BN R MR S 4 R H0ON5.50-11.06, ZEAT A
0.30-0.54, M i 50.22-0.39, #iK 40.03-0.11, i
AR IR RS ZEF >0 Fr>hEK . 7 i)55(2019)H
H45 mg-kg™ CACLIHE F= LT KRB ALK, 4
JEMEAFSRE RS R, SRR AR. 2. HEE,
I FIURE K )% 2 54 i N 16.2-27.2 2.62-3.91.
1.23-1.91. 1.06-1.71410.07-0.68 mg-kg™", Mk
A R INIR R >Z2> B> > FEK .

A8 B XX 4% 7% ) ) i X (micro-X-ray  fluo-
rescence spectroscopy, Micro-XRF)F1$ 4 B ¥ it
TBE -X 5 £k g 1% 43 #r (scanning electron microscopy
and X-ray energy dispersive analysis, SEM-EDX)%%
YRR LEAR AN 25 vh (1) JEAL o0 A HEAT L5, R IARAE /K G
HRAR 73 A X AR X KRB B F 2R (Tefera et
al., 2020). FEAHEIAHSE R TR, HEIHA A RBER
A7 B R WATAEZE 57 TEFE BRI 10% 4k 4% = 20 A
TEW [ JZ AN Je 2 X ek 7E R AR IR0 % AL 4R 7E N )=
(15345 5 b (Qi et al., 2020). =T PR S ERE
Tt AR, E25991 (Node D), 4B EE ATk
4k 4 23 (enlarge vascular bundle, EVB) A i & Al
JE [ F) 78 B 441 g #F (parenchyma cell bridge, PCB),
HA 4R AEEVB [ K B R H & &8 8 (Yamaguchi et
al., 2012). 7EfFRiH, — 8 SRR 4R FIERR AL 1
S53AR, T 53— S8 R R B B 1 32 B A CEVE R IR L
G ZFIRRZ (Gu et al., 2020).

2 kigmI RAIEIEHF

IKFER B 2 Ui, ZHAMLBEMREANE
AR, KRR R AR (1)
XTER RIS X Rk (2) ARBTEBIZRRE S 8% (3) /K
FEZETTAEX RIS BT, (4) WA R 2 IR PR AR
1 24 (Uraguchi and Fujiwara, 2013; Li et al., 2017).

2.1 REBXTE BRI X BR 1L

WETIEPHEZMES, B/ 5WEE Y&
. WEERET RIS, 5@ L Eyiip
AL G P AL AL 4R DA S AE I

ERRPESE: KRR R AL LB 2 T ORI S bR 237

WAL . £ LIRFTATEST, — a4 DK
FEAR MR, 7 2 B AR 0 ) R LA i pHAE R BT
RE KA, KRN RS, TR R
(VT G, 2019). I A SR RO S AR %R
B A0 A . TE 3R R AMEAE 22 SR ABL BT B I 1) 285 4
A AR A K FEAR ]R8l . — 22 e Bk R R T
BRI BRI, TEKFEAR AU 2 BEHOR > A, HAAR
A B KFE AN A AR B R £ 2078 (Gu et al., 2020). &
FECTT SR AT 5 4 A, AT FAARCAR S5 54 A g
At J1(Mao et al., 2019). 73— 2 /& 3K 57 40 i 1) 41 i Bk,
TEHMEE & KEA 4R, PA4ER. RIRMAMR
R, 2017), ey ] SEEA, ) 3L
TERREBIFE B0 o

10 o R N T M B S, 28 2R A5 I AR P T
#(Li et al., 2017). —RILFRERE, fFiEdiiE
BN P, B S 2 M R I L AR S R AR
3, J&TEahisk; MR AMEIRE, ST
W FE B B I I 4 M (R R A Sh B A e =, B T shis
(Lux et al., 2011). HT/KBERIAN. SR ZEGILIR
7, IR AMA BRI R ) Az 2 BHAS (L et
al., 2017), TEELFIEEAIFANN. T E4
PRI kR (B E4RE A0 iR ) e i 2
RS B R BB AT R 5 M AR S R A
MHEEZ — HTRE TR THREZ
AT T MR iR, AT DR 2 R Rt g 57
JUERANEE BRIV F S [ JE 18 i3\ 402 (Conn and
Gilliham, 2010; I7%4, 2019). HAl, £ MRikisE
FE#iEm T e S mE 1. #ln,
OsNRAMPS5 [ i} B 5 ¥ 2 & 1) fg 71 (Tang et al.,
2017); OsNRAMP1 [7] i 1 /2 1™ 8k ¥ iz & [ (Taka-
hashi et al., 2011a); OsZIP1. OsZIP3f10sZIP6#f &
R R Bk 535 B M (Liu et al., 2019). 438 IS 1A%
YIRS S S RO A B RS B, 2 R KR
R 0T 5 R i (S 4%, 2019).

AR S AL 14— 0 43 e 44 M R i) 110 2 0 I VI
Bb, o — 040 X B AL B R, AT ZEAR HH 7 R
Nocito%5(2011) I 7o 2 B, 47 Ak 3 mT 1 58 /K Fg AR 50
Xof B R R DX B Ak BE A7, AT P A 5 R AR ) b 350
B35 . B A P CA® U H10.1 mol-LT" 4 hn &
1 mol-L™", 2 X4 ) ¥ B Rk 7177 N 49% I & 79%,
T PR 4 17 K el L 5 % 3 B ol
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JalmmE
1 - WEA
<D s SR
AU R 1
> SR I (B
Ca** N R BLERIE A ONEHE)
......... ELAIE K2
S KA R
SEFASRE
- —> FIMESRRE
E:]FL @B PTG
A 5 I S
1= = wa Mg
i i
== OsHMA3 ® OsLCD OsNramp5 -@» OsIRT1 -®» OsZIP5
-=%» OsABCG36 OsHMA2 -e» OsCd1 OsZIP7 -e» OsZIP9

Bl KGR R s B O AR e AR T 142 R #5127~ 2 B (Li et al., 2017; Zhao and Wang, 2020)
T3 B S AR T TE RSB R A K PR B N 3L BRI AMAIR AR AR B R AR ), R B BEAR A R kR RS . OsIRT2,
OsFWL4. OsZIP1. OsNramp1F10sABCG4 37 #4125 20 27 52 fir A B 1 (1 P SR AR E) o

Figure 1 Schematic of Cd transporters in rice root and its radial transport route (Li et al., 2017; Zhao and Wang, 2020)

With the help of transporter, the free Cd in soil can flow to root central column through the symplast and explast pathways, and
can also directly diffuse into root and transfer to the central column. OsIRT2, OsFWL4, OsZIP1, OsNramp1 and OsABCG43 are
expressed in root, but their tissue localization is not clear (not marked in the figure).

22 AKEEHEHSEH

— I8 o RS R T e P A B N 4 R )
AR RERE BN, 3HENAI B 2 B 5 B 2 TEAR I DA &
Z& ML R R BEAE AR PRV E A e S, IR EL
TR IO 8 7 T PR ) AR 2 i 785 s 3 2 11 A8 A T X
AR (K4, 2017).

R S5 25 g8 e AR R AT s i AR B KT R e g A A
K22 —. Uraguchi%(2009)iE it b AN [F] S Ak RE A
JiRRe R R S i E RS TR A ENCR, KUK
RS B SRR R BTG, nTREE AR
TR R (BN T AR B . IshikawaZ%(2011)/f8 F 1E Hy
F RS~ EE % & St (positron-emitting tracer imag-
ing system, PETIS)ELAL [ R 7E = A R 5 KA KRS
iR R Bh AL, R BT R R B R e e
RIS R ) R, SRR PR IE e K Eaa i R
RIEHERBEIER .

23 EPMEMSE

AR AR ZE AT IERAL, KRB E S 1 OSE

fr(Fujimaki et al., 2010). ILAC/KFE 5 A & &
1318425715, (HAEATHM B A A B EE 454715 [a] i
K, MR T AR R R L ARG 0T 25 14T 9 5 N
B FIBT R A% B, Node 1. Node 2------Node
n, EAEAEK B, UZEWA BRI TS, ol
% 4%, % WNode |I. Node Il----- Node n
(Yamaji and Ma, 2014). /KFEHIEEAS 215 2 [A)# 7
A M HIEE 4 W, 220 N A 3N R 4
HEEAL (1) KRYEEHLUEVB), QHEATHFIF R
6, A A HAREOKR, HH AR Ak A AR 4R 4
ZUR104%; (2) b4 44 (transit vascular bun-
dle, TVB), GLFEA R HAB) B 5, TLREIRLEH; (3)
Iy B 4EE 4 23 (diffuse vascular bundle, DVB), 73 Afi
TEEVBJE F, AL ARSI BB 22 AR T A
EVBDVB#;ia, {EEVBFIDVBZ M4 fifi £ 2 &
o N T 2 () HEBE AR L, B PR O THEBE 41 [l #r (PCB)
(Yamaiji and Ma, 2014, 2017).

M A B Bl S i 2 NEVB AT 8, Herp—355
LB AR E R, £ HPCBA S mIE, Lh
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J% DVB¥ F 2& Bl FEdE ADVBW; 55 — & - itk A\
MR, LR R TR A, 8 ) R e B 22
1, I HLa 257 5 E A 0% & R\ DVB I ) B2 B8 N
(Kl2) (Yamaji and Ma, 2014). 0T &3 2T
PRI £ EEIE, 1 HNode IFDVBHE & #: 37K
T3 00 [ AR, AT Ah 49 J ik PC BB 25 747 26 3408 11 i
MEVB 7] DVB# %) -85 3k A\ FF R H A H 2 5 (Ur-
aguchi and Fujiwara, 2013).

24 MAPEHESEMFRRERR
BRI R AR S R TR, AR S E R
IR /K A S ], AR SR AE I Fr o 4R Ak R 7 L 2
H B #E (Kashiwagi et al., 2009).

TEAE JG T—16 K 52 7K T K7 R AR 5848 11 O B IS,
KPR EREA2M: (1) BERAKIPNLESEEN

-@» OsZIP3 -e» OsZIP5 OsZIP7

OsIRT1

O taean

-@» OsZIP9
@®» OsHMA2 = OsCCX2 -mp» OsLCT1

ERRPESE: KRR R IE R AL BN 2 T AR BT SRR 239

R R, (2) A KA BB Bt
K IR R L SRR & B 160%, AEFE A K
HEMRZ 540% (Rodda et al., 2011). F 7 4 /245
) KRG RF L DA S b b e as fan i & Bl A,
E AW ILES s (Tanaka et al,, 2003).
Tanaka %5 (2007 )id i v H 0 52 3500 Fa K R AR B i o1
BRI RL A 2 DA 91% B8R SRk )BT,
AR 2 BRI 2T I ) R L A AN KT

3 KRR S THLH

IKFEER AR B8 2 2k A ) O B MEIR, LR 21
L+ 2%, WRETHIERISH. WmEa ki
SKFEEZ AT LR, BN RAER 7R K
HR A7 1AL LIS 7 R0 (R 1),

e ) EERREREI T

@ O s < EvB — RN (TAMERR) - BN
OO AEH @ DvB A SRR 0 GL A RA2) =

B2 KBENHREIEEA R KTEZET AR #1275 & B (Uraguchi and Fujiwara, 2013; Yamaiji and Ma, 2014, 2017)

EVB: KR4 421, DVB: 2444, PCB: #HELA

Figure 2 Schematic of Cd transporters in rice nodes and transport routes of Cd within nodes in rice (Uraguchi and Fujiwara,

2013; Yamaji and Ma, 2014, 2017)

EVB: Enlarge vascular bundle; DVB: Diffuse vascular bundle; PCB: Parenchyma cell bridge
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RL KFEDERERRR R RER

Table 1 Cadmium accumulation related genes reported in rice

LR 2R £HID FERILEAL V.4 i 5 ir S R
izl
OsNRAMP1 LOC_0s07g15460 35, HAKMALIRH R Takahashi et al., 2011b
OsNRAMP2 LOC_0s03g11010  #hifizEh£is, HARHSIA W Zhao etal., 2018
OsNRAMP5 LOC _0s07g15370 #RER. 4NEE. FEIMILL R S RARLE  F Ishikawa et al., 2012;
FEl 247 Ishimaru et al., 2012
OsZIP1 LOC 0s01g74110 B, BRI J Liu et al., 2019
0OsZIP3 LOC 0s04g52310 253 kb o o JE) 6] v B 400 R Sasaki et al., 2015
0OsZIP5 LOC_0s05939560 #3357 FHAE RS SRUAC I 51 8 el B4 i, 25717 K4E e Tan et al., 2020
(=W N N s e N R oAt il R
BE4H
OsZIP6 LOC_0s05g07210 R A0 b5, FAKLH LA Jofi Kavitha et al., 2015
0OsZIP7 LOC 0s05g10940  FRrbk:py iBEGNfE, 259 K4 i F B BE gL Tan et al., 2019
OsZIP9 LOC_0s05g39540  IRHE S, ETWRAEERATE. ELEERAR T Tan et al., 2020
ISR e 58 ) [ v 2 i
OsIRT1 LOC_0Os03g46470  WEBMEXRE ML E, RFBEAX L ZHN B Ishimaru et al., 2006;
;A A B BRI 2R Nakanishi et al., 2006
OsIRT2 LOC_Os03g46454 Rk, BEAKZHZAAH J5i i Nakanishi et al., 2006
OsABCG36 LOC 0s01g42380  {RRIeE [ 44 B4 4 R Fuetal., 2019
OsABCG43 LOC_0s07g33780  AR#iFHh 36, EARA LRI \ Oda et al., 2011
OsCd1 LOC_0s03g02380 R B4s 4 41 7 Yan et al., 2019
OsHMA2 LOC_Os06g48720  fRIBrAH4Y, 2 RYEE MBS IRTE Ul Yamaiji et al., 2013
OsHMA3 LOC_0s07g12900 ;éggﬁ%ggﬁéﬂ e Ueno etal., 2010
OsFWL4 LOC_Os03g61440  #3. MEMFIHHY, HAkH LU \ Xiong et al., 2018
OsCCX2 LOC _0s03g45370  Z£35 4S54k 5 LUk 4 5 B 1) v B 400 g R Hao et al., 2018
OsLCT1 LOC 0s06g38120 /5, A5 i ab K s & B s s e | Uraguchi et al., 2011
%) B 4
OsLCD LOC _0s01g72670 I B4 j7 & f e HR LR 4e a8 o 4ifF,  Shimo et al., 2011
A%
OsMTP1 LOC_Os05g03780  #ifiZE, RAKMZIAN], M ke E 1§ 4m i i Yuan et al., 2012
OsPCR1 LOC_Os10g02300 MMM HS; ABE MRS MR, oA 1A NS Jo JEE Song et al., 2015; Wang
OsPCR3  LOC_0s02g52550 \ \ \e/\t/:rLg i(t);? 2019
BAEA
CAL1 LOC _0s02g41904 4Nz BRI b A5 30 8 Bl e i g, s AR\ Luo et al., 2018
0 JH) B A
OsMTI-1b LOC _0s03g17870 \ \ Ansarypour and Shahpiri,
OsPCS1 LOC 0s05g34290 \ \ lZJ?';;uchi et al., 2017;
Das et al., 2017
OsPCS2 LOC_0s06g01260 \ \ Das et al., 2017
OsCDT1 LOC _0s069g05120 iRk \ Kuramata et al., 2009
A

OsNAC3 LOC_0Os079g12340 \ FEFEHEE, 2020

OsNAC300 LOC 0s12g03050  #3uR, E4k4 44 Hu et al., 2021
OsMYB45  LOC 0s06g45890 I}, 4555, HEES. MERSFIMIAR Hu et al., 2017

OsHsfA4a  LOC_Os019g54550 \
OsTTA LOC_0Os03g13590 \

Shim et al., 2009
Tanaka et al., 2018

— - - - =
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3.1 REEZMISFHLE

e Ia B I E AL T BB ARG 2 5 T
5 IS, W SEIUAE A A A AR L AR RSO
X IRAETRE, ERKBREEREPHEEEA
. HATEKRERARAN 2515 55 85 O3 31 2 MRse
iBMREAE).

3.1.1 IRMEEEER

MR B 2 KRG Hh i & B e 1 28 B (M 2 75 4%, 2006),
W RERIE N KFEREE — 117 o S5 /KT 4R e 1 A
SRR 1 AT RS 8 A% B g N KRR I Sus 4. B
B, CAEKBERPEER M HIZEARXKRNRASS
ik (E), WRIRPUMEAH L EWE & A (natural res-
istance associated macrophage protein, NRAMP)ZX
. I 4 )8 #3128 ATP % (heavy metal transporting
ATPase, HMA)Z ik LA K B¢ 8k % 32 & [ (Zinc-regu-
lated transporters and iron-regulated transporter-
like protein, ZIP)Z %, FEMR A4 IR, X R A0 Al
R 5 2 i A o R rh R R B AR A

(1) NRAMPZ % NRAMP 5 A5 24N 1%, 72 4 3R
B H5WETAEKERTzEmdE. OsNRAMP1
DR Bk T i B2 U, OSNRAMPERL T, 2 5HR
ST 7 R R (R R AL, AN ) it ol B CA AR B8 1K) 22 FHT AR
2 OSNRAMP 1358 /K- 1) %2 57 18 hi (Takahashi - et
al., 2011a, 2011b). OsSNRAMP5 - EAE /K FEHR & %
Be AR BEAMU LA KA B ES JE A SRS, Y
T FR o AL T B, 2 5 M B 0 48 i fE A
OsNRAMPSIE 1] LU 5 Fe® FIMn™" . Tt 25 1 4 1
752 OSNRAMP5 7= A [1) 5% A% {& osnramp 5 1R 5 % 4
PR W 2 T B, SRR MUK L I AR PR AR
(Ishikawa et al., 2012), OSNRAMP5i RNAIFH AR
BB T A R BRAR, ZEAT DA ROR BT R Ak
B & B R (Ishimaru et al., 2012). #8715 44H H Ak
g KK W, OsNRAMPS5IY] CRISPR/Cas9 i 4 #k
Fr, JUARER AN M b AR AR T B RIS, FPRLER S B
P (K 98%, RN & & N F41% (Tang et al.,
2017).

(2) ZIPK M ZIPFR BRIz 1% 8 H (Zn-
regulated transporter, ZRT)PL % 2k #% iz i % &
(iron-regulated transporter-like protein, IRT)# 2%,
E/KREH, OsZIP1. OsZIP5. OsZIP7. OsZIP9.

ERRPESE: KRR R LB 7 FHLEI BT SR 241

OsIRT1HIOsIRT2¥)Z 5 E 0 40 1) e ia i 2 . Al
ot R A ML E B, S5 EEYH
Lo, KREFFRLR BRI S ERAR, WS ER . AR
B AR 38 10 20 T LA AT Bh T 42 1 AKORS 1 B 4 T 1,
TE FR B 22 4 PR 1 [) B 32 5 FEOK 168 97 (Tan et al,
2019, 2020).

2 5RMEEZHZIPKEF, OsZIP1 .
OsZIP5. OsZIP7H10sZIP9J&TZRT3. Liu%%(2019)
KU, OsZIP1 72— MR Gl /K Fgse i S R4
JEAMIELIEE . OSZIPT{EMR R KERIL, fEHEM
BIEKCF Er ot B e, AR 15T, OsZIP1
SELL T BRI o ik I OsZIP (155 55 K K 75
FE3Fh LR i FKFAHLF, EETREET D
1M RAF A 0szip 1TFIRNAE R 3T 76 25 7R A A 28 = 4
hn, EIEEBUKER . 1F OsZIPT I i 3 X A7 1E
H3KOme2 ({1 41 & B 1, MK FG S 4R W aa i, 1£1%
BRI AR 1246 bpia NG R 2 LR,
FE DU 65 il aen mT DA e R U I8k A% PR P HIL 3 58 Os ZIP 1
mRNAJ# 5% . [F4E3H, Tan%(2019)#kiE0sZIP7%
e MR H#518 . OsZIPTHis— PR e & A, 1F
AR R ZE 5 1) o 5 PR T BE 4T PR v Rk, 7R KR R R
OSZIP7)5 FEURMZT iR H, R\HTESE
AR HH A 0 4D 2R 8 LA R A 25T 4R A SR I 1 %
Tan%§ (2020) % & T 5420 ZIP R R EH, K
OSZIP5F10sZIP9je i Bk B 5T HE (K, TE/KFE Rt ia
A FEE P EEH . OsZIP5HI OsZIPITEMR % & 47
RKiE, b B A RIS R e AL 1 . OsZIP5
[ Th 5 OsZIPOAH [A], (HAE FH AR 8 55 . Ak
0szip5. 0szip980szip5/0szZip I EE IR A B PEAIK,
5 GARRAHE, WRAE Ak 0szip5loszip9Fk I i 4
SR P R R A

OsIRT1H1OsIRT2J& T IRT iz & AR, %
K FEFe” iz A, T3 AE M p %A (Bughio et al.,
2002; Ishimaru et al., 2006). 7E/KFEAFEMEL, KH
V) R BE 7 2, e FERE OB /K AT 3 it K R b Hh R 1)
TR MWK R T LIRS AR, (A
FR FSE TN, R R R BRAI, X T R A R R B Y
I JEK 2 —. NakanishiZs(2006) M2 1 f ik —
LR T X%, @R AR R, B
2 A OsIRT1MOsIRT2[F I KA 40 58 F i iais k.
IKAG B T 5 SR RO AN i 18, BRI R R b
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A B R WS R 08, WK BBk 12 R a2 5
R

(3) ABCK Ik ATPL & Rl K% 18 5 1 (ATP-
binding cassette transporter superfamily, ABC)s& —
RAE AL AW FDFI S )20 b 3 o A IR
iZHE A, OsABCG36H10sABCG43%: 5 /K g & i)
i ¥ 12 . OsABCG36 J& T-ABCG W %K %, XK
OsPDRY, /-5 R #B 40 i x40 sl 47 2 A W ik A HE, 5t
ToKFEAR IR 52 P B B E . 324815 5 )5, OsABC-
GI6TEAR bR f LLAM4H 4 k15 . OsABCG36
ENL T, B MG . bk OsABCG36W] 14
PRANA VR P AR AL R, SRR U, (AR I X
He&BEES. 8. S8 Mzt Fu et al,
2019) . OsABCGA43[F 1 J& T-ABCG .z Jfk, X ¥k
OsPDR5, HffaftiziG. Oda%s(2011)iMid B R ST
A e 6 5 I W] A e RE AR UM K 9 Kl OSABC G43.
OsABCG43TEAR il B3B38 H Rk, W S
OsABCG43TEMR 3Rk, (H BAAEFNLHIA

(4) OsCd71:H F E ¥ 7] ¥ iz 7 B Xk
(major facilitator superfamily, MFS)/ 72 OsCd1 EH
IR, OsCAT NIk E Eshftia® A, +
PR K FERR B b 3RIE, L2k mT 2 38 B AR K R ot
BRSO AR PR AR R B, Ul 2 5
IKFEAR RSO R AR AR SR . 3 — 2D SR,
ARG AEERG , OsCd13E R AL L 5.3 o fk, FHorh
OsCd 1V % BALNERG i 174E, HARHIZ e ) B # 1K
THUFEHEH A OsCd 1P, ARG 2 W, 45 KRG 2
P 7 OsCd 14 G Nl i G, 4 OsCd 1441
KRBT S HE [H] RFPRIAR & B B IR, % P10sCd1V*
K DR B 7E AR B9 R 8 B R T B AR OK 1 R 9 )
(Yan et al., 2019).

(5) HMAZ % HMAZR IR TE /KR8 1147 e 3 Fi 4
PR RIEER o R 24 151 (OsHMA2 I
OsHMA3)#iflu i 2 5K FEtR H Rz . OsHMA2
TERRYER W rpRIE, bd e i TR B rolE A,
OsHMAZ2[F]i] B A #5128 B FIER K RE 11, OsHMA2(1 58
AR Fr r A AR IR R BE B A, AR BRI EE T, R
B OsHMA27E £ AR 1] A Ji 5 B A2 e AR
OSHMA 2L 335 /K Ra KR v 40 VR B PG, 8
I 55 /K 78 B A 7 2 (9 B H i {f (Takahashi et al.,
2012). Ueno%5(2010) A\ —> H @ AR 2 i FloRIG4R

TR o A 22 T R 8 S A b 43 25 19 21 OSHMIA 3.
OsHMAS JE o7 T A 05 200 it 1) v JEE, T o 40 M b s
XA ARG, PR AR )b R
OsHMABTE I 45 i F I i3 45 o o o 3R 08 KT A 64,
HL7E % B} 5 A8 R Ayef1 /1, K45 & A Nipponbare [
OsHMA3n B 1 T §¢, i 4 & Fi Anjana Dhan 1]
OsHMA3alll 2k % Thfg, 1XFh 2 57 0] fe A& H e — 2 0k
FRRAF T 8. Miyadates(2011)ilF S2OsHMA3 1] L1l
ok PR TR R Y T R 1 DX A R T G R K R AR [
EB LR AR . K R L PP CKK (Cho-Ko-Koku)
SRR B B BORIAR [ s R iR B
B F-QCdT7HIAAN B 1 25 467 2 Kl (OsHMA 3mce) ¥ ]«
tT-OsHMA3mc ) #5i2 Thag e 2k, Joik 540 il
HIiE s, AR 5 2 R 2 BRI,
FCKK A4 ] b5 F i € 38 1« Liu%%:(2020) & 3L
OsHMAS3J5 31683 bpF|-557 bp X - E7 X% 1
BRI AR 5, FRAFTE I R ICRIE 731k, OsSHMA3JE 3+
DX 19 7 370 7% 5 i 42 i) KL RS R ARG 2 ) 4 R 2R 2 S 11
&2 — o HFE 3577 OSHMASME 32 5 25 {7 3 [A]
GCC7™ ™", W X Ba L e 758, 1 5 /b (K 4
SAERRER R, T EUE 2 (4 B ERis s, TR
fh 5 OSHMA 35 235 24 J [ GCCT%%, i
HLIX B RE Tk, 52 1A bR & TR e, 5
F /D RIS R . X AT RE SRR R R AR A B
s R R R E R R 2 — . ¥ OsHMA3%
T 7K 7 1 2 i B R GCC 7% 5 N 93-1115 F g
% AR AR VR JE A6 36.9%, LT = B 7E A AR
VR TC I R .

(6) OsFWL4HEK] i H 1 5Kk (membrane pro-
tein family, MPF) gk i3 i 5 # & 5 PLAC8 45 14 15k
CCXXXXCPC 5, CLXXXXCPC, I & OsFWL4
RIE W] fE S HKRE N ERIEIE . (ER R R R Aycf1
F1k OsFWL4F] 3553 BE R PR P, OsFWL4IRNAI
FE MR b % 2 B 3 PR, AR AR b B0 i s
Wb . FIRGEREN], OsFWLAT BE B H4E N — et
BEA, 5% MKREHR R FE R 2 (Xiong et
al., 2018).

31.2 EHR#EEER

B R BB )R RN R, 2T R B R B 1)
) Bz B B 4 1) S B BB A7 (Fujimaki et al., 2010), Kt
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LR AR 23 ML R A AT 0 T 3 B AR R 7K G R A
BREL, DEEMNZTEELZEEACQRHEZIPFIEY)
75 1 BH B8 ¥ ¥ iz & E H 5% (cation/calcium  super-
family, CaCA)%%. Ha1E/KHE 25 AL 18 73 T HL i
L2,

(1) OsCCX2H:[H B E + /4528 4% (cation/Ca
exchangers, CCXs)Jg T CaCAZK &, CaCAZK &k it
AT LU IEHT . K siNa Sl Ca™ (113 ik B 16 1 1
fEizkn. AR Y, OsCCX2n] g it /KRG 21
555 i %10 2 HFRL A R (Hao et al., 2018).
OsCCX2%mts s & AL AR Is B, FEAE 2T
Y AR P IX ARk . fER A AR cex2, FkiL
RS E N, M ETEEERE S, BHA
KRB &, R OsCCX2M e ST A
F G A 575 . OsCCX21E NCaCAK G i, &
LHEETER G s AR 2, (R HARAE AL v AN
T .

(2) OsLCT13£[K  OsLCT1)E T E A /I fH &
T-#i5 5 A (low-affinity cation transporter, LCT), &
R B, BASIMIEETE. KR 5 A=E
TSP OsLCT 158 %15, 1ENode IFFR4EE A
2570 B AR [ AU 21 OSLC T TR #4384 . RNA
iR OSLCTIAN S M M AL 22715 R LS iz, (R
HA TR B gD, K WIOsLCT 1 LE R [ # ALz i
HIZE W R e . OSLC T 1B AR bR AL FF L A AR
KIRL X AR — 2, IF HOsLTCAXS K& Ff
R R S B AT R AR K 8 2 A7 i 2 e (Uragu-
chietal., 2011).

(3) OsZIP3JE[H  OsZIP31E /K 12541 (Node
hRIE, dabd—F B E s B H, OsZIP3fi ot
MR 4 8 HROK 5T 30 ) 48 8 (Sasaki et al., 2015).
Zheng%%(2018) & HlOsZIP3 A It} B A 11z 45 i1 At
BAE K FE B AR B2 (1) BAARBLRITD A RR R 5K

3.1.3 HABREZER

I 2 KRB 7E A B AR K S i R R o G 3R 11 B R
B, KBENEEEKWE, KEMICETMAH 4
P R I R R 5 SR TE /KRS T A e 1k ia 2R
H, SbF e SR oRRRRM, HFEEEEK
R FC B RL . KR H (8% — 30 4 R B AR FE AR K3
MR SR, BHift S e 2N FmiEie i A,

ERRPESS: KFEWAR R E R LB 2 T ORI FoER 243

{RHTEAI 5 HLHIE A RHR AT .

(1) OSLCD¥:H  OsLCDEHi R HE, 5
HE E R R A FJR . OsLCD = FEAE M 47 iz B £ i
AR R R0k, Hafi 088 B e A0 T 40 i J5t A4
Wiz o FH RIS R I Icd TRAZARPUAR PRI 5, KPR S
TN, 2009 KR O B 1EK55%, 20104 FF KL
WEEEIK43%, THEAES AT TGRS %
5+(Shimo et al., 2011).

(2) OSMTP1H:H  BHE F¥ B T E A Kk
(cation diffusion facilitator, COF){E4H B4« B 1 %)
Mz KB, 5 N3N KK: Zn-CDF. Fel
Zn-CDFHIMn-CDF . BT 45 1438 5 1 & 4—-61 5 i
% (transmembrane domain, TMD), N F1CE 47
TR RN, FE£HTMDs I, Il VAIVIS- 548 57 B
% . FEM Y h CDF 3P 4 J& i 52 7 25 H (metal
tolerance proteins, MTPs). OsMTP13¥:B4E M A ¢
e R R, RSN E AL T A R ) A BH
TRIEER, XE. ML TEESENEAEIE L
PFFHEYENE TRE L LTFER . KFEOSMTPTH
RNAIk 5 %)) B 0 B 42 8 1 BUR 3 o, o088 1 Rl
IKFEA A28 48 1A 2 (Yuan et al., 2012).

314 HEREEH
FrUA BB A, B ANE S E B — i 1 B A RIS
P, H T 2H 2R 30 08 RN I 40 A e 6r 55 SIS R A A B,
HAEKFEHAA R rh 1A OAT A FrR AR o

(1) YSLE K #Ht264UE H 5K (yellow stripe-
like family, YSL)Z 5%k, &A% 48 5 711548,
5515 S Al Os YSL6. OsYSL15F10s YSL 18/ ik &
B, B BAR DI REA 7 R B 7 (Sebastian and
Prasad, 2015, 2016; Bari et al., 2021).

(2) OSNRAMP2#:[H  Zhao%%(2018)il i 4>
20 5% Bk 4> HT (genome-wide association studies,
GWAS) % 7€ 2| iR B MRAH S 2 X OSNRAMP2 .
OsNRAMP25E £ T i i, OsNRAMP2IH) 2 212 7
FILEA ] (SR ) A AR MAEAE 22 57, SR BLIKES
FRBR A} (1% 55 o7 25k DRI R . 255 184 o e g 5K 8 ) R
MR,

(3) OsZIP63:[H  OsZIP6Efr T i, & 51
T4 P 0T 28 - B AL, A P B R AE A I TS
(Xenopus laevis) 98 4 Jitl 7 55 11k Os ZIP6 4 JiE 47 A, &5
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By BN B BE. ERLAVELEHN 4R B T (Kavitha et al.,
2015).

3.2 REAMSTHH
WEKRBIENA2RIEE, oA EESMEEE.
For, Ui A IR 2 R EOE P 1k N TNAD PH S LB,
MNTT = A % P SU(ROS), WS RE A I NLBUR B, X Al
PRt 4% 55 (Chmielowska-Bak et al., 2014). {E7KF
H, B R E DB S YA 3 (Tanaka et al,
2003). BT HE S EREARESMNEOSE
TE RS G, a3k T BT 1 2 1k AR 4t R 1 5

(1) CAL1H#:[E  CAL1 (cadmium accumulation
in leaft)4mhs— & & 1t 2B H A 81 it i 2k 141 (1)
7 11 % & [ (defensin-like protein), 7EHI4 R 2 FIA
JE T RN R A . CALT I Ik 28 A 40 o 5+ ) 4,
R FE 5% 3 W 30 40 B AR 7S 8], DT 2R A 4 B J5T 4 K 2
() IR 38 o A o 8 5 A AR R B ig H . CALA XY
KFEFFRL R R e FE& BT RN R T
B 520, T] A8 B D RE 7K G i A — P 24
LR, B KFE L [F I A2 7= 22 4 1 45 9 (Luo
et al., 2018; Zhao and Huang, 2018).

(2) OsMTI-1bFEFE  OsMTI-1b& —A 4 & i &
H (metallothioneins, MTs). MTs/& — 23 il 47 7E
K&, o FMERNEDNR, NBH e RS
SHMEBESEA, E4ARARANSBERE. Hke
JEFENE . DRI A P A 52 S A 43 05 A5 7 THT R 4% R AR
o MTshetg i H P BRI S 4E & & 8 5
T AEWA TLPMTIE AL, HE 48 bt 2 R ik B i k51 )
SNARPRAL MTHILL 1L NS A, 76N A1 Co
XS24 E & B 7%, H30-40 7%k
TFe HIVEMTHONE, A 348 & LI 2 R 1%,
AR 10-15 R IT . OSMTI-1bJ& T 12EMT.
OsMTI-1b (¥ Cifi & £ Bt 2 e, A& S5Ni*". Cd* A
Zn* % 5 &) (Malekzadeh and Shahpiri, 2017).
ZARINNE, BEHEAGST-OsMTI-1bX 4. 47
F4R (15 F0 7 NIZT/ICd* >Zn**>Cu®* (Nezhad et al.,
2013). OsSMTI-1bn] LI smEE R PR, R 525
% BF 40 i b 4% 1 & & (Ansarypour and Shahpiri,
2017), {HR&HA KRR A E R RrR T

(3) MMk & H A/ 5 & (phytoche-

latins, PCs) iz FfE THMH, Z—KE S LERE
BRI TS Y, fEREYPUE SR A e R
AR FY 4% A = A (phytochelatin synthases,
PCSs)fEPCsH Lt k4% 1FH, OsPCS1H10sPCS2
KR Y26 =5 . OsPCS1HT-DNATTG
AN ZAFRLH A AR R, #RAAR Rk, REIKRE
rhR AR 22 /DA AE B 23 AN R i PCAR #3414 (Uraguchi
et al., 2017). 20174E, Mrinal K. Maitil1 B\ DA IR 745
077 AT N T R FERNAA T 11 OsPCSHE: A it
B, BT T OsPCS1HIOsPCS21 131k, ki
&R T EZ251%, )& & T #2)35% (Das et
al., 2017). Hayashi % (2020) #J & 7 OsPCS1 Al
OsPCS2fJ ik £ & 1 (OsPCS21 1834 Citi & 5 B 4t
OsPCS111185/ Ci z F: IR IUAR), I AT IR SMEY)
O TR, IR G H R AR 1) BB
T4,

(4) OsCDT1%:[Al OsCDT1 (Oryza sativa cad-
mium tolerance?)Jmts—Fi'E & AR EH, H
FETREBE A S Y 2 T8 W] I 25 PR IR B N (48 & & 1E
A TF b S YR ik OsCDT 1] S 25 448 o 5 3k (K] %71 k)
X bitE. OsCDTA R Re B B 45 & 5 M R
{H AR K TG B T AL AN G T (Kuramata et al.,
2009).

3.3 fmNIL HY%E FRVRIEALE
e R BRI RIA M CHOP IR, BN aEH Pk
PR TR o s IR 380 A 45 /K R Hh A DG R A 1)
I 73RBS 5K R R AW L . H AT E B HE >3 %
BRI FT 56 25 5 7KORE 0 5 1 Pl

(1) NACZKJ& NAC (no apical meristem, NAM;
Arabidopsis transcription activation factor, ATAF;
cup-shaped cotyledon, CUC)#% 35 K| 1 /2 i W45 A 1)
ek, Z SN2 Ryl . NACK R
HHE PN EAER T I Z I, 7T 5DNASE & IF2 5
B R FAE AN IRAZ B e AL, Clify 2 45 K m] LA A IR %
KFEIX . OsNACS R — N /K RGN 47 % 3¢ i 72 1 1,
AT SR UK B Ay ef 1T 14 . 7K A5 OsNAC3I¥ T-DNA
$ili N AL A& nac3ii 4% e 1 B A%, JF H.OsNAC3 A i
2 (Nicotiana tabacum)i Fr X 48 (1 HU i G 5, HEN
s R - OsNAC3 2 5 7K A x4 18 0 B3 (2 4
%, 2020). OSNAC3007ER i 3RIE H 25T, R
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ISR R BUR R o, SR R YU RS, &
A HLAE /K A i 4 A HEVE - RNA-seq. G EE AT
ChIP-gPCRf 51 & 8], OsCHS1. OsPR10a#lOs-
PR10b7] it 52 OSNAC300%E [K 1% . b, OsCHS1
Z 58N &R, 7T LARKROS/K, iz 4% i ia
XTI 155, OsPR10aF1OsPR10b 1] 3 i 7K 7 X
AT AN AR AR e R 52 1% (Hu et al., 2021).

(2) OsMYB45 %
myeloblastosis viral oncogene homolog) & &4 i
TR e e R 7 X0, B 1151 45 5 DNARIMYB 45 1)
o RGN BRI B H A 4R, MYBZ G K
2+ N 1R-MYB . R2R3-MYB . R1R2R3-MYB i
R1R2R3R4- MYB[H2%. OsMYB45/& T 1R-MYB, 7t
IKFERT R B i 32 P R A EH . OsMYB4571E
KRG R A HESS. MESSFMUAR s ERIE, %
HEE S . osmyb45T AR RAEAR AL R J5 R I 2
WA = AR 5, W R HO M & BT . I A A
B P A, HEDIOsMYBA5 A] fit 2 5 41l g Py it 484k
VI BROE AR, T 55 B S 0 A AR R
L AR DU 1 (Hu et al., 2017).

(3) OsHsfA4a#t[Nl  OsHsfA4a & K FE IR 7
¥ 5%[X ¥ (heat shock transcription factors, Hsfs). 24
OsHsfA4alf) 321k & T B 7K FE 1) T 85 14 PG . 2k —
LR B, OsHsfA4an] g i 175 5 /K R AR 0 1 4
JE B 1 RIS AR FE I paR v, (R ARSI
FEERNHIE FL(Shim et al., 2009).

(4) OSTTAIERE  OsTTAR MK FG R A 1K Ich
(low cadmium 5) 7 % & 3| {f) PHD-finger (plant
homeodomain-finger) K&k F K+, "TLLAT &
HBEA . ERAEY, OsNramp1. OsZIP1
MOSIRTTH)FRIL & R, RABKTEIERLENNZ
Bl A0 4R B TR PR (Tanaka et al., 2018).

MYB (v-myb avian

4 RRE

304K, Ak 2 Wt 7t A BA BT T fE AT K R AR AR 22 1)
A AR R AR R oy T oo, A BT A TR A
B2 [F) KRB RL A A AR R HLR, itk — Do B IR
K Pl BE 5 T EE R R I Ak (B R oo R O A,
2018; wiFiEsE, 2021). RN RAIK T ZF7IE,
WIXRF M PETIS {5 45 48 75 /K A8 14 P 38 % LA K AEAS TR

ERRPESE: KFEWAR R IE R LB 7 T ORI FUEIR 245

AN o3 AT AT AR AL R P I ) 388 4 255 R ) 383 4% 5
YT 2N H5KBHRERRNEZEILR, W
OsNRAMPS5. CAL1. OsCd1#10sHMA3.

Bl SRk I E, MK RS T
TR IR I O (1) R IR S E A (I
OsCd1. OsNRAMP5F10sABCG36)f i 1 ml ik K] %
AT, PABRAR K FEHR 3B 040 I IS BE 115 (2) 1248
AR DX R« A IO 0 2 5 R 4 B A S5 A D ks
[K (U1 OsHMAS3), 38 55 K 55 36 48 1 B4 6 77 (3) AU
25T 4R B s AR L ) K T Re R R (G OsLCTT A
OsZIP3), BEARERTEZENT A FIYEE 2 [F #5128 he
715 (4) fENTH P iR %12 B B (WOsSLCD), &7 %t
WG A7RE 715 (B) RIS & B A (ICALT. OsPCS1
F1OsPCS2), #fiBhi Tt /K a4 I R 25 B8 ) o

H TR RS RN E R, HaFhmia
RRRNIRTC . B IA R0 90 35 B4 b T 48 s B3 (R 1) 3
RE, T/ FEERAR BVEIR 52 2 B DR P e 4%, DR 0G5 25
G b UL 5 S A AT K RS AR AR BRI T AR R 4%
B 5 e MR 2 TR R AR OGS, A B TR E
JR~ A FrRIBUR S SR A IR B KRS S

SE WK
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Abstract
reeding rice varieties with low-Cd accumulation is an effective strategy to reduce Cd accumulation in rice grain. It is ne-
cessary to understand the characteristics of Cd accumulation in rice, its physiological process and related functional

The wide occurrence of Cadmium (Cd)-contaminated rice in China poses significant public health risk. B-

genes. Here, we review the advances in physiological and molecular mechanisms of Cd uptake in roots, loading and
translocation in xylem, distribution in nodes, redistribution in leaves, and accumulation in grains, which will provide theo-
retical reference for breeding and safe production of low-Cd rice.

Key words rice, cadmium, accumulation, physiological mechanisms, molecular mechanisms

Wang LY, Chen J, Zhao SQ, Yan HL, Xu WX, Liu RX, Ma M, Yu YJ, He ZY (2022). Research progress of the physi-
ological and molecular mechanisms of cadmium accumulation in rice. Chin Bull Bot 57, 236—249.

* Authors for correspondence. E-mail: yuyijun0806@163.com; hezhenyan@ibcas.ac.cn

(GUHEgE: ARILLE)

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany





