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Mechanisms of Transport and Uptake of Cadmium in Rhizosphere of Barley and
Sorghum
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Schematic diagram of rhizobox
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Uptake of Cd by plants and total transpiration
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Soil EC in the rhizosphere of Barley
and Sorghum
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Cd concentration of three emical form:
and soil pH within the rhizosphere of Barley
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Cd concentration of three emical forms an
soil pH within the rhizosphere of Sorghum





