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flFNEEXTLE R AR TR B Rm D FF R SR TR R AV R

X, AR, HME, k8, AEH, BTa, 2iRkAe, HEE, ZEAH

P AL AR B 224 22 Bt 1 2 X AR 55 A ) 2 TR B s B 2, i 712100

WE 5 E T (Panicum miliaceum)f@ i 52 Pk SRR B i 58015 Ge it X BE 7 i 22 A 7= B BB & Y. 120 7 LR it %2
AR BE WA ARL, RIS A T I ARG, AT AN RIS AN R AR I B AR RRTEA.
R T MR VS FR S BRI . 25 IR, AN I AAS BE S AR 1 5, AP A WU MR SUR B . 5 BiR b
FRAR LG, AR R 08 (L BEAR R BRI N HAM R AR IR, e v AR R AR A R A K33%. UhAh, AR AE A5 3G 0 40 f BE AR
FRARI T, IR AR A2 . SRR 1 BE TR R e SRR RS SR R S . ML BE G R0 4R
M TR BB FFPRLIESZ, 165 mg-kg 4RALTE R, AT 4R USRI SR T 52 R & 4 IR M6 11.3%F120.3%. 451, 4b
TR TG e 0% 5k 25 2 1 BE TR 2 R IR DA R AR AN B . BT A R O R TS P X BE T A TR S

XEEE BT, W, AN, RE, R

X, TR, KNG, KRR, FEH, RED, Z3RE, GIEME, SEF (2023). WA S0 8E T 58 5 LR FF

PR AN B IR 28, Y 58, 62-76.

TR E SR S YRt TS ), 4R (Cd)
SRR TR B G A R ) 4R . Cd
SR F A I B S TR A, i
I SR AR AR & T S = 2R, DT 75 AL A 1) 4
fefie, PHIFRAE AL AR, SBHEMEKK
%M, £E%T1:(Jia et al., 2016; Haider et al.,
2021; ZIEESE, 2021). HFFTEY], RIEE(RKECd
iy 36t 2 Sk 0 ) 7 B AT R AR A T B (L et
al., 2020; Lu et al., 2021). 4k, Cd5 i@t it
NN, T R 22 A AN R (g BE(Zhu et al,
2018). i guit, B,IEEE 85 Ye(E 2 CAM)Hh
T AR L 2x 107 hm?, AE4E it SO &R 15 1x107 ¢,
BRI U Ak 1.2x107 t, i AR 2k 2 /200
fIoG(ZE4E W, 2014). FRIE 48 25 8 7 A FRE 22 57
W, MR EIEESE SRS T . R,
IR RS A A, BRI ASE L HAR AL
i B CdE R E W R, 73 Sl
f13.34. 2.68. 1.84F11.411%. FHrpepis ik mti%E
Cd&#40.314 mg-kg™, #H T 2 E VM5 113

Woke H #9: 2022-07-29; #2252 H#1: 2022-11-15

B P ARAE, JE 4 AR (RO AE, 2020) X AT fE
55X B [X 73 A B2 AT X AT % (MR 215 4%, 2018;
BBEIEEE, 2019). Cdig Gmal 7 #F i ARRAL, (2 H AT
AR 77 T 5T R X Cd 5 G 1) U LA A2

JEE 7 (Panicum miliaceum) & C, = Y UEY, 4
B, G, AR AR i, &
U S B AE YA 2 AEY) (Habiyaremye et al., 2017;
Mabhaudhi et al., 2019; Zou et al., 2019; Muthami-
larasan and Prasad, 2021). {E g2y T [ i) &
TEY, BETFIRZIRFE (Lu et al., 2009; Zhang et
al., 2019b), RLELT P XK HEEREAEY. KL,
TERLN B H S S5 X Cdy5 4« 7 TH, BET L EfE
YR B A BATTHT BT 288473 BE T 1% 0o F it B2 Cd
iy 32 PR R BE S MBI 7L 0, BE T 2 Cdis 4 3 &
SR 4 R F IV I (Liu et al., 2021). BRIk,
AR R A R0 BET Cd g FH AR CAR R KR Zdi
Jiti, RTBE T A PR A R
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T 2 DA R K B P45 (Farooq et al., 2016;
Zhang et al., 2019a, 2019c; Cheng et al., 2020;
Wang et al., 2021). HHr, AMFEE PR A T B i
FE 32 1 & B E 8 I N 32 31 BOR B 2 1 o8 iE
(Huang et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2022a). #ifEtE
i (S) F1ii (Se) 7 MAE N 0 56 VU R E FR Tw R A
mItER, EEBEIEYCAIbE T KIEELZ/EH. ST
e HEKFE (Oryza sativa) iR 2 4 [ 1 7 RN ER 48
AR B AR L 4385 RS CA 1 Bl Agi ke sk /D HEL 40 %6 Cd 1Y
it (Zhang et al., 2019a; Zandi et al., 2020). SZEfE
Cdfirif 3% B 778 K T-Se (Zhang et al., 2022a). Se
XA w B ANELFREFR TR, B Ry
PEM RS WRARTEE . T mgn s b R 41 4
F20 5 UL AT 2 8 R IA R R Cd B T
I CAIML I iz (Lin et al., 2012; Zhao et al,
2019b; Zhu et al., 2020; Huang et al., 2021). {F NS
1 Se ) [A %6 &, i (Te) 5 SHISe 3t =i ik 12
(Anan et al., 2013). JEXTel A MEH ¥ 5
Wi 0 2 b (B HEN H 5 SF1Se s Ml (Berenguel
etal., 2018). W7 & W], SeMliTerE /N3 (Triticum
aestivum) Cd if 52 1 I 22 4 A2 7= v # 51 AR
(Zhang et al., 2022a). %} 7K #&(Huang et al., 2017; Liu
et al., 2020). /¥ (Zhang et al., 2022a)Fl i 3
(Brassica napus) (Zhao et al., 2019b)HIf 5L 3& H,
SeXfCd#: F 1% 8 R 52 Se fCA 7l & . Sef N
RIS A Fh 245 2 PR R RN . RTT, SefiTe
X} BEF- CA 5 T 1 22 il AR A AL M AN 28

AHJE 55 LACA 5% A1 CABURR BE 1 i A O A4 R, il
oK SR A A R RIS R S AN [ TR 25 Se
TextCdipia FEEFAK . RAEA. ABHIE. Cd
WS VAT % 3 ARSI 4 i 53 AT R M AR RLA 58 FR 0 3R
B, NIE B Se fl Te 2% fift BE -+ Cd i ia (I 4/E F AL
i 55 Bt I Rt — DR & BE T CdIY 32 BE ) Al %2
AR .

1 #MH5EE

1.1 $hikd

AR A4 R N BEF (Panicum miliaceum L.) CA&UR W
FNM6 (VS)AICdIif 52 i #4452 (VT) (Liu et al.,
2021).

1.2 HEHERRE

1.2.1 W
P ARG R K 7 0T N AR N B 7% o e Ty
¥, FH0.1% 5040 7R (HgClL) T ZE 104l 2848 K o
Pe3WK, W Fh 3R K2 J5 BT I D 4 i 55
FEMA, 25°CERE M EIKR. &K FHFFRELE
EVAIAMR _E(FLEE1.0 cmx1.0 cm), AR H6 L#
MK 2R 75(35.0 cmx26.5 cmx16.5 cm) %954
5K. BB B HBRBIPVC R IR L (FLEE
2.5 cmx2.5 cm), FI /278 200 77 3K Ja UM 58 4
B RTR. BEHRWHE: 1 mmolL™”
Ca(NO3),'4H,0, 0.5 mmol-L™' MgS04-7H,0, 0.2
mmol-L™" KH,PO,4, 1.5 mmol-L™" KCI, 1.5 mmol-L™"
CaCly, 1 umol-L™" H3BO3, 50 nmol-L™" (NH4)sM0;0.4,
0.5 ymol-L™' CuS0,4-5H,0, 1 pmol-L™" ZnS0,-7H,0,
1 umol-L™" MnS0O,-H,0, 0.1 mmol-L™" FeSO,4 7H,0,
pH5.5. &F7RHEHAUE IR, BRI IE H28/22°C.
ST A6/ N e HE /8 /N S

RTSARF 98 R B, 15 pmol-L™" CdibH T~ SR it
Cdiiif %2 $5 $0 £ 7 fe N (Liu et al., 2022), K& ECd
UbFEHREE A5 umol-L'. Seik FFEMFCARE F B
I B 55 A5 K7L A B2 TE ML DY A 1 (Sel V) A AT AL
(WAL EZ R, SeMet) (Wan et al., 2016; Zhang et
al., 2022a), RKEZHF A7 (LI et al., 2015; Wu
etal.,, 2020), JLEE7TNGEEE(ERT), EE3K, HCd.
SefTels N EE F= M AL BE14 K J5 BUFE o

122 4EKSENE

MRS AR h B RefE . H
ScanMaker i800 Plusi#fifHAfBE FiR K. KA i
RLA-SHYINR R 00T R T SR K AR R

®1 et

Table 1 Experimental design

Treatment Abbreviation
Control CK
15 pymol-L™" CdCl, Cd

15 pmol-L™" CdCl,+5 pmol-L™" Na;SeOs; SelV
15 pmol-L™" CdCl,+5 pmol-L™" SeMet SeMet
15 pmol-L™" CdCl,+5 pmol-L™" Na;TeOs Te

15 ymol-L™" CdClp+5 umol-L™"' Na,SeOs+  SelV+Te
5 uymol-L™" Na,;TeOs
15 pmol-L™" CdCl,+5 pmol-L™' SeMet+ SeMet+Te

5 uymol-L™" Na,TeOs
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PR 2 AR SRR AR IR

1.2.3 HBEFUE

F R B (R 3 5, Abat)E BE AR R A A
AR B T(02) W ME(HL0,) N (MDA)FI
I JE RS2y B H K (GSH) & & BL & ji 480 A6 ) 05 Ak g
(SOD)filit S L. P (POD)iik 14

124 CAZEMT MRS NE

K4 iR 7E20 mmol-L™" Na,-EDTAW 121815
grp, HZAK 3R LA L BRI ICd. FHAR
FANH F A RS ISR A AL (31, viv), F
FH A 5890 AN (M3 RESH220N, v [H) 3 fil, A R -1
WA (H 32Z-2000, H ) ECd % . R &
BB, K IZ D BSOS BN B EE2H 73 (Few)-
2 0 28 2H 7 (F oo ) RTRT VA PR 4L 53 (Fs), SR W i il e
FHACAE &=, WAL 5 2 S 2 5 1 55 (2013)
(77 VEIERE VRIS R, FREX1.0 gkEd, FI10 mLTiA
SREHOR 785 01 B B S0 3 (BRI ZEL B: 0.25 mol-L™ i
¥, 50 mmol-L™" Tris-HCI (pH7.5), 1 mmol-L™ —#k 7&
BEREEE), 213 F e JeAn i g S 25 B TR PRI TR T,
P UER A PR RIR 2], 76800 xg I B5.000.5/NF, Fp
1STTE ik e 15 3 i ke vt B 2 i B o 4y B 3B TR
7£20 000 xg I~ &E0045508h, FrfSUiie fl_Lig o Hl
WoEAI; e 345 R S NRTIREER i P2E K

1.3 £EFEHRE

1.3.1 R

A F e R H 277 AT i = kAT, I
] 44 22 Zhang%5:(2022a) 1 7715 » 1 41 B 76 A Ak 1 438
Cd & (0.33-51.67 mg-kg™") (3% L #k, 2015), ¥ E4
Fh - 4ECdyk 2, EJO. 5. 50F1100 mgkg™'. &5
FiSestb 3, EJO (CK). 15 mg-L™" Na,SeO;(SelV15).
30 mg-L™" Na,SeO;(SelV30). 15 mg-L it & %
(SeMet15)#130 mg-L™'#lift & & i (SeMet30), 44l
TEET . SO AANE R IAwE . R 12072
p il x4/ FIECAIK x50 Se b I x3NH ), Tk
BHREURE

1.3.2 A EFECISENE

K BET AR IR . 25, . B BREBRATEFRL 7

RS T IEER, M &2 EHCAR 2. K HEME
S F G (ICP-MS, ZEER K IR, S5 ) & ki
HH4(Cu). Bk(Fe). £%(Zn). B:(Mg)- F5(Ca)- 4Hi(Mn).
£H(Mo) Fiifi (Se) & = -

1.4 HIELE

H FH Excel # i 5 3R 50 A &, 1 o B - 21+
PR ZE . #E F TBtools # - (https://github.com/CJ-
Chen/TBtools/releases)%: il . F|FHSPSS 20.0%k
AT G i, RA BRI T7 Z 40 Hr MiDuncan £ H
2= 56 (P<0.05) . Cdifif 52 %5 % (tolerance index)#ll
12 & ¥ (translocation factor)Z % ZhangZ(2022a)
7 AT v, THE AR

1 (Hﬁ%w IR Ky

Cd 3 557, % = -
TS 52 Fi5 40 i Memgm K e

o E Ty | REET

i@i%ﬂ@iéﬁug *E/%@iiﬁﬂﬁ

0 EHCAA
RACIT =

Jx100% (1)

Cdi%iz 2%(%) = x100%  (2)

2 @RS

2.1 SeMTelEMECAxIBEF5 K HIH
ExiAHEE, CdabHR 2 T BEF 4 i i AR K (1
1A), FECABUBFICAIN 5Z & ik =1 43 31 B4 1%.32.6%
F27.0%, KRR HIF#(K16.5%F115.0% (E1B),
Hiy b A 5 ) ) 411K 41.6% F133.3%, R Z e 543 )
[%1£30.2%#1125.0% (K1C). ¥ InSefii Tet) 5 Xk 2 fi#
T CdXfBETAEK S 5ERMCAEAT L, W
SeMTeff CABURFICAIif 52 i A i Cdit 52 16 % 53 il
M 59.2% H165.7% #2 1= £ 80.5%—92.9% 1 74.2%—
89.1%. MINZIE KA, SeMetht i1 Cdai FE 1252
fERUR fetl, HkZESelVHITe, 1 SeflTefl 4 N
FH 25 FRAR 22 R 250 R Se AT et s i Fit i 2% fift
AR T LKD),

2.2 SefTextCdinB FETRAMSHE

Cd. SelV. SeMetfTeJ 7Ny 2%} BE T HIHR &
A7 R (BI2A, B). S EAH L, CdrE S5
CABBUR A CAIE 32 5 A ) AR K (B2C) . F i A (1K
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B1  SefliTexfCdfa N CABUB(VS)FICIH 52 (VT)EE F it Fi AE K S B 52 m
(A) EKAE DL (bar=10 cm); (B) #km i KR K, (C) Hu L3RR R 2E W&, (D) Cdiif 52 #6%(. CK. Cd. SelV. SeMet. Te. SelV+Te

MiSeMet+Tel 1. AIF/NG = EERR &AL W 7 7 12 3 (P<0.05).

Figure 1 Effects of Se and Te on growth parameters of Cd-sensitive (VS) and Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet varieties under

Cd stress

(A) Growth (bar=10 cm); (B) Plant height and maximum root length; (C) Shoot and root biomass; (D) Cd tolerance index. CK, Cd,
SelV, SeMet, Te, SelV+Te, and SeMet+Te are the same as shown in Table 1. Different lowercase letters indicate significant

differences among differerent treatments (P<0.05).

2D) AT (EI2E) 73 5l T % T 67.2%F154.1%- 56.7%
F152.3% K 41% F143.8%, 3 H 42 N 43 5 48 i 1
42.5%7%118.0% (KI2F). SeflTellJ#INZEfE 7 Cdx}
MRRAKMHDE] . BT E, SeMetf 2z fif R & if,
SeMet+Te I E MM R R % . HHMCALIALL, &
JnSeMet 43 5 {i Cd i B AN CA it 52 & A s 4R K (B
2C) MM R R H A (K2D) . AR F (KI2E) il E 1% (I 2F)
W T 35.4%F124.9% . 84.1%7%125.3% 49.4% Al
34.2% }:54.0%%16.9%.

2.3 SefTexfCdifiB TEEFEIBIEFRAIR MM
Cdpie 5 8UEE 7 Hb a4 (O, FH0,) & 3
Hn(E3A, B). 5HMCAAFEMEL, SefliTell#s N
BN O, S (K3A), R BRI T Cdi
JE& A b AR 358 A1 C I 32 i Ff T HLO00 2 & (KI3B) . Cdfi

BT IANGSHE =S5, SefliTeismit—1
P T GSHE &, 5HMCAAFEAMEL, WinSelVs
FC AU i PR E A1 CAfi 52 b Fil I GSH S &
ZThE, HIE 5 5N70.4%51130.6% (K3C). Cdff
18 F T SODIEET =, i Sefl Teddsin 3 £t E
HSODE M FFA%, R EESODIE Tt (3D). 5 Fij
Cd4b#EAH L, SeMetffjifsin i 3 1 58 1t E#POD
TEPE(KIBE). CAlihia 3 BE TR AMDA S &1 0, 5
FphCAALHAH b, SefTe ) IN{f MDA % & (41K,
i SeMet+Te b H | S MDA % & & 2 F+ &1 (KEI3F).

2.4 SefTex}BE-FCdM % I £AAE 5 75 B 52 A

HHMCAFAHLL, SefTerusinml 1 BEF % Cd
MRS, 2 A T P A AR FECd & &, FrSeMet
51, SefTesy Jlus -5 IR N A3 N ¥ 3 B CdBBURK bt A
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0
0{-060\\\ Q‘,\&oxe;;\e 0{- Obe}A é}&ox 0;@
9 & P N &
Q Q
6%0 6%0
MRV aovrt

B2 SefiTextCdiia FCABUE(VS)MCR 52 (VT)EE T AR R MR IR
(A) CARU LAl (VS)IR R $7H# B (bars=5 cm); (B) Cdiit 32 i Al (VTR R ¥l (bars=5 cm); (C) HIRIK; (D) RAEME, (E) WA
R# (F) IRAEZ. CK. Cd. SelV. SeMet. Te. SelV+TeflSeMet+TelFlHK1. AF/ING FHREFR RS AFEH £ 7 2 & (P<0.05).

Figure 2 Effects of Se and Te on root traits of Cd-sensitive (VS) and Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet varieties under Cd

stress

(A) Root scanned picture of Cd-sensitive variety (VS) (bars=5 cm); (B) Root scanned picture of Cd-tolerant variety (VT) (bars=5
cm); (C) Total root length; (D) Root surface area; (E) Root volume; (F) Root diameter. CK, Cd, SelV, SeMet, Te, SelV+Te, and
SeMet+Te are the same as shown in Table 1. Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among different treat-

ments (P<0.05).

IRIFCAE & FF20% L E, HoTefin{EAR#Cd
HE R 2 (33.3%); SeMet. Tef1SelV+TekhH
WA CAIif 52 fh A AR Cd & & P 1 20% LA L (FI4A).
UbAh, Sekb 2 BEAK T CAMUR S Akl FCd & &
(K4A). 55 iCAAL A LY, SefiTe b B & 4

Cdi%iz 2%, H o Telb B AE CABURACIN 52 it Fh %
iE BB IR E53.2%M132.2% (K4B). AR S,

e CAdrh B A L, SefiTelvsinid s 1 BT 41 i
5 (Fs) Cd b, FEAR 1 4 s 2H 55 (Fco) A4 g
BEZH 4 (Few) CAi EL 1 (14C).

25 HEHETERRECISE
K58, BETFIRACIE ERm, HIGER, FrhiCd
PR, BET R Cd bl E S C YR N T B,
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B3 SefTexICdla T CAUB(VS)FICI 52 (VT)BE T M 2L FRFE bR (¥ 5
(A) BEET(0) & &; (B) dRMA(H02) i (C) EJEEA B HIK(GSH) & &; (D) A ELEF(SOD)EH:; (E) Wik
YIlE(POD)IEE; (F) A —BE(MDA)& . CK. Cd. SelV. SeMet. Te. SelV+TeflISeMet+Te? X [A#K1. RE/NG FEER R4

¥ 7] 2 5 5. 3% (P<0.05).

Figure 3 Effects of Se and Te on physiological indexes of Cd-sensitive (VS) and Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet varieties

under Cd stress

(A) Superoxide anion (O2’) content; (B) Hydrogen peroxide (H20.) content; (C) Reduced glutathione (GSH) content; (D) Supero-
xide dismutase (SOD) activity; (E) Peroxidase (POD) activity; (F) Malondialdehyde (MDA) content. CK, Cd, SelV, SeMet, Te,
SelV+Te, and SeMet+Te are the same as shown in Table 1. Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among

different treatments (P<0.05).

(EFPALf CAB I /N T8 9748 B - 55 mg-kg™' Cd
AbFEAREL, 100 mg-kg™ Cdib#E R CAfURANCIi 52
PR Cd & &= Ay I T 1.4 65 F3.06%, 1
3 G T 1.8 45 F5.96%, TR R ) R T
26.7%H179.2%. {&#ECd (5 mg-kg )b FE R, Wil
SelV i SeMetfit & % FEAKE 7 & 4 BHCA & &. 30
mg-L™" SelVEEH KL Cd &, 5 mg-kg™
Cd kb # {f AU AN CIfif 52 & Aok hL (11 Cd 75 & 4
B T 11.3%4120.8%

2.6 WREM ERHREREHFEINFRAICIETRY

KT S, CAMIR R BIHE b 3% B8 B 18 R BBE
45 C AU BE G I PR, R R 2 1 e R A
L TR R BRI 3 08 RBEAK . Wit Sel VAT
SeMetf#(% T CABUR AR R 21 28 5 I Cd¥%
iZ 2%, H55150 mg-kg™ Cdib3 T Cdifif 52 & Fh i1
Cd¥iz 7Tt & . HHIMCAAEEAM L, miiESelVAl
SeMet iy [4A% 5 7 48 7 BRI CAFs iz %, H
130 mg-L™" SelVib &AL T W i Fh 78 BT A 1 B Cd
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B4 SefiTexfCdffit T CABUR(VS)RICIi 52 (VT)BE T & Fh
X CAWR AL 32 A1 ST 40 A 23 AT O 52 1)

(A) Cd&&; (B) Cd¥siz REL; (C) Hu_LEF(S)FIARHE(R)4M iy EE
H5r(Few). il 3340 43 (Feo) FIgi i i 2143 (Fs) Cd i tb. CK.
Cd. SelV. SeMet. Te. SelV+TeflSeMet+Ted LI[FAHK1.
AN[E NG FREER IR - A B (A 72 7 5 35 (P<0.05) .

Figure 4 Effects of Se and Te on Cd uptake and transloca-
tion and Cd subcellular distribution in seedlings of Cd-sensi-
tive (VS) and Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet varieties un-
der Cd stress

(A) Cd content; (B) Cd translocation factor; (C) Cd percen-
tage in cell wall fraction (Fcw), organelle fraction (Fco) and
solubility fraction (Fs) of shoot (S) and root (R). CK, Cd, SelV,
SeMet, Te, SelV+Te, and SeMet+Te are the same as shown
in Table 1. Different lowercase letters indicate significant
differences among different treatments (P<0.05).

AREERE IR B (BRARAN) BFF KL Cafe iz 24 (K16).

27 FFRPSeHHEHEN REFTENAE
EETFHiCa (K7A). Mg (KI7B)fiIFe (KI7C)& &%
i, B2 Cdia g2 i/, it SelV Al SeMetdig
m T FFRICa &, (HAR 5| Mg fFe & &1 B % &
1k . Cdia S Bk Zn (EI7D)FMn (BRI 7E) % & %
i, "titi SelV Al SeMet ] AN [H] 2 & H 2 /= 4 i Hh Zn
FMMnE) & &, CAipiaxtfrkitCu (E7F)FMo (&
TG) & BB/, WiiiSelVAISeMet & % 18 & 1 4F
KMol & & . WijiiSelVAISeMet i & & & 1 BE T
FrRih Ser) & &, HBEWElR I inSe & &4 &,
{H 52 CdB 2 A 5% . SeMetib 3 R ¥Fih Se s
BIEANAFE5-6 mg-kg !, &E T SelVAbH R K
2-3 mg-kg™ (EI7H).

2.8 1t
2.8.1 SeMTeiE M CdihiExtBEF4E KAV HNHIH K
THIRAES

AR, Cdiia il BE T AEK, SMESeMTe
hn 7 CdE N BT IR A IR AR
N FEAR AN, 3 24577 5 ¥ Se vl i@ i i 5 o s AR
PETL TR S IUAM R G DS B2 A i 5
R E4JREE(Feng et al., 2021), iX 1] At ZSefll
TefdtCdia NETAHKMER 2 —. NEHIE, Se
M TeMZ&MAUR K N SeMet>SelV=Te>SeMet+
Te>SelV+Te, SeMetZfif R it T-SelVHiTe, Al
& HH T SeMetfit 55 PR M 45 (7] A0 1 FH I ) b b 35002 4,
M BE AR b i . Cd it (Li et al., 2008; X3,
2015). SeMITe ¥ Xt b5 22 s B4k, mr
AE & H T SeMTe i Il a1 2 & 2 (PCs) &5 5 &=
& W& s, fEdtCdrmih b5 iz (Mendoza-
Cozatl et al., 2008; Li et al., 2019). SefITeH &
N33 CdE: FH S M ROR AR, FIRe2 T Sel
YEH BAPETETE, MSefMTehREMHLL, KK E Sexf
YA 2, R4 2473 (Wang et al., 2012).
Cdihia FEAMEWIR RARR . Ak &l MARECD
(Qin et al., 2018). AW Fi 1, CAMME RS T BT SR
K R HARARAER, mign rRRERL. @il
ARG IR 18 0 AR AR SR 2D xof B < Ja 1 WAL AT A
12 FEAE Y RN 4 R W18 1) SR g 2 —(Feng et al.,
2021; Zhang et al., 2022b). &AM 5+, SelV. SeMet
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Figure 5 Effects of Se on Cd content of various organs of Cd-sensitive (VS) and Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet varieties at
maturity under Cd stress

-5, -50, and -100 indicate 5, 50, and 100 mg-kg"1 Cd treatments, respectively. CK, SelV15, SelV30, SeMet15, and SeMet30
represented the 0, 15 mg-L™' Na,SeOs, 30 mg-L™' Na,SeOs, 15 mg-L™" selenomethionine, and 30 mg-L™" selenomethionine
treatments, respectively. Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences among different treatments (P<0.05).
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Figure 6 Effect of Se on Cd translocation factor from root to shoot and from each organ to grains of Cd-sensitive (VS) and
Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet varieties under Cd stress

-5, -50, -100, CK, SelV15, SelV30, SeMet15, and SeMet30 are the same as shown in Figure 5. Different colors indicate that Cd
translocation factor is different among treatments. The redder the color is, the greater Cd translocation factor is, and the bluer the
color is, the smaller Cd translocation factor is.

MTeMIRINEZE E T CAM BE TR ALK MIMGEIIF  AinSefe dE HARMAIF IR EARM 4 R —2,
TRHERR BRI, X 5Ding%%(2014)[7 Cdrid K WS IR ELAR T] BE R AT 7T b Se M Telii /b B 1 Cdik
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Figure 7 Effect of Se on mineral element content in the grains of Cd-sensitive (VS) and Cd-tolerant (VT) broomcorn millet

varieties under Cd stress
(A) Calcium content; (B) Magnesium content; (C) Iron content; (D) Zinc content; (E) Manganese content; (F) Copper content; (G)
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Molybdenum content; (H) Selenium content. -0, -5, -50, and -100 indicate 0, 5, 50, and 100 mg-kg‘1 Cd treatments, respectively.
CK, SelV15, SelV30, SeMet15, and SeMet30 are the same as shown in Figure 5. Different lowercase letters indicate significant

differences among treatments (P<0.05).

W B 22—

2.8.2 SefMTeRBECIERME LR

CAf G T = A iE (O FIH,0,), It FEMDAE
BRERIN, RCiE BT RN A M=
B AL IE R @ 2R R AR AR, — R ARRRAE,
IS PUEA Y (INGSH) B BE FR G 4, 7 —Fh ik
i Pt S AL B (1 SOD A1 POD) i 1 15 S AL M (Yu et
al., 2018). AW, SefiTel e 3kEE +GSH
4k, 6% S SOD Al | & PODIE 1 Tt /&,
XU 2 N RE A R0 Cd g1 R A AL e (Wan et al.,
2016), [AIKFMDARA 2 & 19 /> 13K B Se M Te [ s
gz T Cdid& i) 8145 . (ASefITelk A B i,
5 BE 4 N CAFR 2 &= b G L T, 3 PR FIMDA
SR, WAL T B 1 Se sk Telf i v FE i BE
I NADPH % fith & %6 1k i #% (Feng et al., 2013).
PaciollaZ%(2011) MILi%%(2015) 0 &K I, i & H1Se<:
ST H % (Senecio scandens)fI & 3Z(B. rapa var.
chinensis) 1 H,0, & & Ft i r= AL F i .

2.8.3 SefMTeFNIE FCIHRK K 537

AT R, SeskTelf ik b 7 BT H b3 AR
CARIAR 2. B 7R N Se /b 5 4 Ja 7E H 44 P 7
RIMIECH IR Z, X HALIL MR A R .
Zhu%5(2020)I\ 2y, Seifiid 50 /N 22 AR H 25 1 52D
CAif Wi ; Huang%(2021) 09\ JySe ifi 12 4 i A 3t
[A] 1) 22 IR BE T Ik /> CAMR I . AT 7T Se A Te i
i1 BE TR R R S 1M, W] R b CA AR B 5 A
Z—. Cd5SesiTeidid H & & 418 R 2 AR
JiL, AR X I WA A7 AE 48 B A 3% 4+ (Wan et al,,
2016), Uk HALPEH T 2 K AELEA RN ES, Sedk
Te i 75 18 PR 3L R 1 R A W] e 2 g D i CA L R
F E 5 K (Zhu et al., 2020). A7 &, SeflTe
HIa e gt Cd ) BE - Hb b5 %2, X 5 1E R (Zhao
et al., 2019b) I (Nicotiana tabacum) (Li et al.,
2019) I LS5 R — B, W Re S Se M Te e it
T GSH. PCsHl&:JEHi & (1 (MT)HI & ik, 2 ak
PC-CAfIGSH-CA%5 = &4, 25 CdI1iz i 518 i o

U Ak, 38T 40 A R I B AT T X = AL B A 4
FH, YNNG Z —(Feng et al., 2021;
Huang et al., 2021). 41k 2 fH1ECdiE A 4HA A
()58 —3E B fe, 1 SR Se 1t FH R4 = 40 P e 1 5
HREE . R YR 200 5 &, W oR g0 e xS &
4 )& MW E 71(Zhao et al., 2019a, 2019b; Zhang
etal.,, 2019a). T FAHALL, SefiTerE 41N
AR GHE A SRR 24T, RERIBPCSHI& &, T
R PC-CA%5 & & Witz B, 3k Z& iR Cd
ZE(Zhao et al., 2019b; Huang et al., 2021). A7
H, IRE60% 1 Cd o A 7E A L EE, A £93%—6% 7>
A 7E S MBS 20 43, Se M Tedd b 1 MM b 35w 43 1k
Y7y Cd o L s> T 7E A M 2% 1 o0 A, X AT RE
F2 JBE T CAifiy 52 V48 55 1) 1 B2 R R 22—

I T 5% it Se & — i 4 v B G R V5 YR H e Ak
FEIKCT 4 B i R SE (WU et al., 2020). AT 50
IR 60 25 T % W] Se M Te it i I ML 22 iR Cd 5 5,
HTerE NN I ThRE M AN TS 2, TR L FRATT I 5 22
Cd # 3 A1 B& AR AT bz Cd #2223k 3L 5 4F 1) SelV #l
SeMetit 1744 & Wik % (Wan et al., 2016; Zhang
et al., 2022a). &k /% (5 mg-kg™") Cdfi T SelVAHl
SeMet [ % T 1 24 B 7 CA R B & ik FE (100
mg-kg™") CdMiiE T~ Hxh CAmR i 4 1 R R 5,
ZEHCAI &R . X 5Ding%(2014)7E /K F 1 HIHF 7T
gh R —3, R Ses N 4 i i 45 4 in 1 41 e Cd
BB S CAN; MiZhang®%(2022a)ik ~+ESe |
W T Cdftiafhim Rk, iz T ECARIEZ N, Cd
WS R ok T AR 32 A ) R YT RE D T R A
CAM & . B 7 I CdW i, 30 mg-L™" SelVikfgitt—
IR CAN % B IR B MR IZ . X 5 Yang5s
(2021) b Fe g R — B, R I Wi A F Ak S P 5
CATE/KREHEN HH AL B, AT KR Cd o &
Hr, %53 —R512 5 CAWR IR IZ It #1814k,
WMRARPUEAN SR BN R . E SRS ATPE LK £
BRIEIZ R (1 (EBPESE, 2022; Yang et al., 2022), 2
JBEF HR A DA A B G R0, 5 kT HE— 0 s i R
IR 205 1 FE T Se M Te i 4% BE T Cd ik iz FIAH B L
PHAHEFT
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2.8.4 SelECIIMNE TEFIFRMNT REFR
KT HEEETMHEYCa. FeIMgZ b HN Ft R
Wk, BEIRNE R ENIRER 2, EeREEELS
W TG 3 36 4 45 6 B i DL S PR AR AT Pt S 1 5 9 /b
T E FEITC K KU (Zhao et al., 2019a). AHF 7T
Hh, Col 38 3086 BE 1 5 Zn AT P R WA 5 3 B0 1 94
A X G ERATATIAR &5 - — 20, BRI Cdbhia &3 4
JEE 7 Zn it i (Liu et al., 2021), FEHEMZIP S %
I8 M 7E Cd I W W FH e 32 v 2 SG B FH (Liu et al,
2022), WijitSelVAISeMetft i mAFkizn. MnAlMo
(. Senl LA i/ g i . 42 e ATPEES
P R 75 2 3 s 3 TR R A Sk el B R AR T B 7R G
Z MM (Zhao et al., 2019a; Feng et al., 2021). 5
SelVAHLL, SeMet® %5 5 7E B FAFRI AL R, Al g2
T SeMet# it B WS fE RT3 ik 490 7 30 bR Ja e i 3
Frhr, MiSelVIl KEM RN FEERBEH(AE
W, 2017).

25 b, RFEIERKSe/Text BE T Cd it 1 iR 5%
BATE . SeMetft ¥ A A L2 fi# Cd#E, 1MiSelV Al
TelVAEHE 2 Huf /b CAf R . Se/Ten] LU Al B
P> CAM i, T GSHIR & R A 4 Hi B R 1 fie 13k
CA7E 4 A BE R R AR 2R 3l o T B R G
A Cdi AT, AT AR BE 7 CA B . IHif
¢ jiti SelV/SeMet T LA KK # )% (5 mg-kg™') Cd#
FERETHICAIR R, SelVIE i LUl /bR, 25, 1
A B T CA R FFRLIN $518, 3 — 0 BRARAFRICA R R
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Regulatory Effects of Selenium and Tellurium on Alleviating
Cadmium Toxicity and Reducing Grain Cadmium Accumulation in
Broomcorn Millet (Panicum miliaceum)

Jiajia Liu, Dazhong Zhang, Yuanbo Zhang, Chuchu Zhang, Jiayue Zhou, Yahong Xiong
Zhensheng Zhuo, Yujian Rao, Baili Feng

State Key Laboratory of Crop Stress Biology for Arid Areas/College of Agronomy, Northwest A&F University,
Yangling 712100, China

Abstract Improving the cadmium (Cd) tolerance and low accumulation ability of broomcorn millet (Panicum miliaceum)
is of great significance to its safe production in Cd-contaminated areas. Using Cd-tolerant and Cd-sensitive broomcorn
millet varieties as materials, the effects of different forms of selenium and tellurium on the growth, root morphology, Cd
uptake and transport, and grain mineral nutrient content under Cd stress were investigated by seedling hydroponic and
full-fertility pot experiments. Exogenous addition of selenium and tellurium alleviated Cd toxicity, with organoselenium
having the best alleviation effect. Compared with Cd treatment alone, selenium and tellurium can promote root diameter
increase and inhibit Cd uptake, reducing root Cd content by up to 33%. Meanwhile, selenium and tellurium increased the
percentage of Cd in cell wall and vacuole, thus improved Cd tolerance. Foliar spraying of selenium increased the mineral
nutrient content of zinc, manganese and molybdenum in grains; inorganic tetravalent selenium could inhibit the translo-
cation of Cd from nutrient organs to grains more effectively, reducing grain Cd content by 11.3%, 20.3% in Cd-sensitive
and Cd-tolerant varieties under 5 mg-kg"1 Cd treatment, respectively. In conclusion, exogenous addition of selenium can
improve Cd tolerance and reduce grain Cd accumulation in broomcorn millet, and these findings provide a reference for
safe production of broomcorn millet in Cd contaminated areas.
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