WAA DLl ¥ 6 led FY o ((5555LiS" oo alone) ol omikige

03g)T AT & &0 10 O gw (39N 9 LIS 10 A g0 olF digF 90 Jblgi b 3

Yo #) .
SBLo (Jgs e T 30 0

Ot 31al 1m0 pa g o815 (6551287 0utSiils ¢ S ki 5 pshe 03 8 skl )
olﬁ\uw)lM:w\,K;:;udwusa,&u\;Lafu@,uy,pm,fuu—r

oS>

Wlao 4o )b

O3l 4 03937 ST SVl (&l omlio HIBI ) HYbolS
e @Yol blgF (gws a9 ol I SBud Ll
Xanthium ) 3¢ ¢ (Artemicia absantium L.) -yl awgs
28 95 ol 09 00T AT 515 & 4o (strumarium L.
-5l b B S (g B GaleiT Dyge SIS Lyl
S pode 09,5 ST 50 51 T 4w 50 9 Solai bl sy
-4y 9 LS T diged &3 jokue (p o b Pl daog ! oITL1S
Voo 900 FOr (Jauo) Oy il SACLLE b J51960 b
B 38 OBLET Sl g A 00T (T p T ol 9 p 5 o
9 ddyy EKUS (0939 My 0398 Obl 38 (OIAE YE) wd ploxil o0gdT
“ o ) Dy § OLBLET 0 LSl 9 Als 5 50 Oy Sk 0l
Yol Sla asld (paizmod . Ad (6 w5 o)l I ol S
WL 50 O g (F0gIT al381 b 310 OLiS gu b .l dmibno

- F 00 Ll gl plals e 9 ol 9 Al y el 09
g § Ay ) 30 0D Sl D g 03l 9 Aly ) g SBE &
oL s Bl a1 381 (LS 0yl L Lawgs o gl il
ELS .ol 39->9 (P<+/+0) (518 =0 D9Lai ol 90 fooxi
IMBAF (pS5lu) B 4y y 30 g 39081 31 G cywieodd
3 g g (+/AY 9 0/EA a0 38 1/10 iy MTF g 4l y MBCF
ko) comiiundl 0l 53 O g 39N A Sl 5 099 piiund!
9 VIAT (o 30 YIYA i 4 MTF g o3l MBCF mBAF
-4 iindl 3 B9 37 (S 5 4w U190 (02l 09 F g (1/AE
039lT BT 38 O AL Zl Sl 9 AL S 30 Cui §
Sl F90 (P TokS P HMo0ee 9T Tolw d03)

WAY/VV/YY sl s

(s Slols”
ity O
(AT P!
0O St

il I U6

DL Hls odge =
Email: moradi@scu.ac.ir

Col dg 5 K Sl 4 LS ST

dod0

A0l 5SS e (YY) el 0k s Jaes 5 G Sl 4y Rl Bl 2 glaass s
Gl 03 T Sl 5 1w Sl oy 5eSTL s A PSSP L g S PG PR g


https://jsw.um.ac.ir/index.php/jsw/editor/allAuthorArticles/n_moradi18%40yahoo.com?authorName=%D9%86%D8%AF%D8%A7%20%D9%85%D8%B1%D8%A7%D8%AF%DB%8C
https://jsw.um.ac.ir/index.php/jsw/editor/allAuthorArticles/m.rsadaghiani%40urmia.ac.ir?authorName=%D9%85%DB%8C%D8%B1%D8%AD%D8%B3%D9%86%20%D8%B1%D8%B3%D9%88%D9%84%DB%8C%20%D8%B5%D8%AF%D9%82%DB%8C%D8%A7%D9%86%DB%8C

V&

ol 68 53 S5 gLyl Kas 5 ool e

oAy sde (OlalS a2y 53 Loy VT o)
AYA) dzsl oo 0T
VS LT s ke I 6 i
A s OBLE Sl esliul .l Cedl Pl Sl
i Sl 4 0T glaeS VL (gl ik
o 8 et Gl o VGelE LTI 5 e
5033 58 b aikin S5 IT 5 adil Ll b 4 OLaLS
S ol g 0Pl el et 0T (glsdS
JEEURE E RS SN IRE S NI
Lol 0358 LBl uman 5 sl e OLLS
Sl () cul o lakow s Lils
VU o3 gl s M5 L athio o oo QLS Sl eslin
@ YbolS LT Wl o adlate o Ll 3 L K5l
35 s penas (¥ das a5 Ls;:frfe ssba |,
Joos oli)) S Slallas plowl s gladle
Sl oYLalE s LT GUls 5 s OLLE
Syo5 6l AOA) Conl 4 5 15 a5 350 ¢S
Osp AE e SO UL s ol
Amaranthus ) s 5t «(Euphorbia hirta)
I, (Solanum nigrum) olw (5 ~U «hybridus
b 0T GlaesSls VLelE ol b LIS
s 5 Sl s 53 5 ) K S
Rapistrum ) s olalS & ws 5 5,15 (Y9)
(Sinapis arvensis L.) i>4 Js = 4 (rugosum L.
3 Obsdge Lyls O pm ALE Com s QYL GUls
Achillea ) olpsby oblS 55 (%) ol
(Erodium cicutarium L.) ¢G5 (wilhelmsii L.
Olgea |, (Mentha longifolia L.) i ghx s
CLeSE 55 Oy Al s gl el SLS
L (YOIPOLKes 5 oo S 5,8 oluls wos T

S 2 YGelE 53 0 ol 6 aw LUlS ey

3- Singh et al.
4- Mahdavian et al.
5- Karimi et al.

5 S WS el (o ST ()
ol cuts 5 sl 5 655sS DY guams Cudla
Slr Gl g 5 el LIS SE S Dlda
sbble )5 o> O (Fy)) i e oLl oD
@MHE o 4 3055 5l ey 5 025 e Dl oS
il Slapldil T o O 3 JUSH 5 DL
355 s (o8 St 5 jre (S (adS Aoz 5O
Calizes (la,y5iS 55 ST 53 o pu jlme d (V)
(Y0) ol 0t 3518 0 SIS 0 8 a¥en GO
w03 )T Lol Sy 3550 55 JulS Sledb] ax S
Oladllas 5 Coans o 2w 53 Ol sl GASS )5 O
oAS | Dojysea H5iS el bl s odd ol
03 o Sl Jo ol bl et b
ol ol S Sl do 5 e sl Ol slacSTl=
GeSE S 55 e ST (VP
S ol Ol Ol pl gme Gble Ol bl (g5, sleS
) Ll el e w SUIBIRTE Sl
i S oI Sk Gl 4 4 bl
WS g LG S S S e S
il (6552 Sl o 4 03 JT SlaeST YL

()
Sl ilien gl s 5 (50 sla b, 0SS
o8 eslinul 3550 5 odd 1yl 0 T glaeST 2 VL
2 YLolS s oslizul gla s, Ole 1.0 Wlas &
G sdaes Hli g 5 sl (oolal by, Ol s
S ol By 2YLolS (Y 5 Y) Sl ods atlis
ey K Sl YL ol 0alS 10T s
035 2 YLolE (F) 555 a oslizul ¢S 3l oo VT
5 S5 gl CokS Bie e 035 45205
Sl 2 YLelS (A 51 558 e S 2
AL 5 od) LS el 1S sl S8 S
T ALS s 5 (0L olusli s S slaetn YT

1- Phytoextraction
2- Phytostabilization



ARN%

WAA DLl ¥ 6 led FY o ((5555LiS" oo alone) ol omikige

Car s Lsost oS JTel (SoT b=
q,tw‘(f)@u,uu@\}f;x_?uwb
() i) 350 ¢S 53 O Sloes do 03 gudoes 53 O e
03,5 (s Sl 4 S Gladipe pss b
JUas! cacm g, o iils (65 5liS 0l iils Sl
e U (g e s gy SIS g Sl g 5 S 31
WS 03 S o3 T (gl ki 03 T O o Calzzes (gla
059,25 .(18) Ai 03l PO(NO3s)2 o sl 2
L e Sl 60 Lo 5SS 4 0l 035 3
calides Glajles 4oyl o aaloes ;5lie 059331
ST (Y 519) iy Slalllas 0Ly s moeas
35 SLacsls (6 a3 ole b S 4 ol 03 )T
- S o O e B S 28 818 o S
)’%’ﬂ@}}:)u\iﬁﬁj—ggu)”‘—;ﬁyTéh
S5 b s Sdejlys ST Ll s 4 S
Lyl s 55 K5 sl WA ST pimen (Yr 5 VV) 548

s 0313 1 3 O gl oSS
ST Sy S Lyls s hagh ol
3oL dolar o8 slasS ol - b IB s L) eST6
RS ke Vi 500 YO ) e ke 586
23 (G5 5 med) (0 oS 65 555 (0 5SS
SLOIUE s atd o3 T S s el 1SS aw
4 OIS oy sby Oty Sl e L ey 0l o3leT
Jolss L OLLE 51,0 A OIS o 55 caeyj0 b b
o 43S oS sy OIS s e
S OIS a5 S s e B Y Ll S5 4l
Dok LIS Sy gy s 653 Jsb s ik 55l
Jsb 53 OIS ds bis as,j b b d> 45 Sy
ass S 55 (kb 5 Jle Jad) dbj o)
SO S5 er3 b ansl oMK oS oo 05 8
s 5o Sl Cele 4y Sl Cele V0
33 Kks (6138 g a3 YO E O Ol >
e A (6,8 o3Il LS gl ey ole 0L
aiyy s oy oS G p) 51 OWLE (slae )l ls

Onopordum ) 4z b= ols Ws S 58
(Centaurea cyanus L.) pu5" JS 5 (acanthium L.
IR O IS T G K PR

sl S n STl 53 0 S e 5 e

4 Wyls 34 Gal:f cu'jffvn dgd>= Ol gl s

Joowi 67l L))t a g 0T 6,8 WYYV 550>
5oy w03 T glaeSTs s sa:\:? L;LAAJ}? &
6§AT SLeS js O d,‘ﬂi‘k‘? s WoT =bls
Ul (% 5 YA Y A0) el el bl Ol
3 Jao 53 0l g A G S I (6l
odis gy p Oyl ST glaeS s 0T YLelE
s (Artemicia absantium L.) -udl OblE .ol
s cra S 5l (Xanthium strumarium L) &g
5 & 3 ol 2 &S Az oS 0keb,3T Ol
e iy OBLE l dijls sy Laesls o bl
" M5 @Y e S b Ll 5 5wl
ST 35008 5 (S 4 o pioman OIS S
Gy ol sl OB ol ol s sl
sass ool 3 Oda bl s Sl Ol
s (Artemicia absantium L.) sl Ul o)
o 2 YLelS s (Xanthium strumarium L.) & s

.:ﬁu)ﬁéﬁ.\'éfu&)z

b 59y 9 3g0

mo3y Ly &S wi5ad &S5 Sl has ol el 51

C;\j Fine, mixed, mesic Typic Halaquepts .
ST ol Al (6415 g gad g8 Ol by3T Okl s
G k3 8 o o 53 4 O K I
ST olend 5 S5 SlialejT plowil gl ioe
SLA S s o A 0305 50 (6 a o 53
LS ol algl Chle 5 ST ol 5SS
20Tl as &S 31 (V) 3,10lkeal gls s,
S ol s ls el sl olaT ) J g

o334 53 OTPH (o gza 5L (glyls andlan 55 40



A

ol 68 53 S5 gLyl Kas 5 ool e

Wl 2590 I abonliy (K9 SBT 39 (S (V)9
Table (2) Some physico-chemical properties of the soil used for this study
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Value Unit Property
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9% Sand
KA
403 kg i
99 Silt
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9r9 Clay
T s
26.9 g kg ‘J_ >
Organic matter
eslS oo b b
22.1 cmolc kg? e ot w’b
Cation exchange capacity (CEC)
2.5 ds m S s
Electrical conductivity (ECe)
30.5 % Calcium Carbonate Equivalent
(CCE)
8.1 Sl
pH
o cble
21.4 mg kg* e

Total Pb concentration
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2- Modified Bioaccumulation Factor
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Figure (1) Mean comparison of the dry weight of root and shoot at different levels of lead in the soil
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The same letters show no significant difference in treatments (P< 0.05).
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Figure (2) Mean comparison of the tolerance index of root and shoot at different levels of lead in
the soil
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The same letters show no significant difference in treatments (P< 0.05).
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Figure(3) Mean comparison of the soil available lead at different levels of lead in the soil.
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The same letters show no significant difference in treatments (P< 0.05).
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Table (2) Mean comparison of the lead concentration in the root and shoot of plants at different
levels of lead in the soil

2R S el S e (SAS 205 o) a0 il (¢S AS 28 k) oslasls o il
G 5 s Root Pb concentration (mg kg™?) Shoot Pb concentration (mg kg)
Total Pb added to soil (mg kg™) A. absantium X. vetelus A. absantium X. vetelus

0 2.419 3.40f 2.459 0.58¢

250 8.62¢ 25.85°¢ 7.81¢ 6.92f

500 19.07¢ 31.09° 18.35°¢ 14.85¢

1000 33.28° 42,702 25.472 20.36"

(Average) .St 15.85 25.76 13.52 10.7
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The same letters show no significant differences among treatments (P< 0.05).
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Table(3) Mean comparison of the root Pb stabilization and the shoot Pb extraction of plants at
different levels of lead in soil.
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(5 ks Root Pb stabilization (ug pot™) Shoot Pb extraction (g pot™)
Total Pb added to soil (mg kg™ A. absantium X. vetelus A. absantium X. vetelus

0 477 4,189 10.27¢ 2.13f
250 14.65¢ 28.180¢ 26.7¢ 22.70¢
500 23.07¢ 27.050¢ 47.342 32.82b
1000 35.28¢2 25.62¢ 46.61° 34.61°
(Average) L. 19.44 21.26 32.73 23.07
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The same letters show no significant difference in treatments (P< 0.05)
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Figure(4) The amount of total Pb accumulated in plants (root and shoot) at different levels of lead in
the soil.
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The same letters show no significant difference in treatments (P< 0.05).
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Figure (5) The amount of mMBAF in plants (root and shoot) at different levels of lead in the soil
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The same letters show no significant difference in treatments (P< 0.05).
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Figure(6) Mean comparison of mBCF in plants (root and shoot) at different levels of lead in the soil
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