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Advances in research on duckweeds--a new energy plant

YU Chang-Jiang, ZHU Ming, MA Yu-Bin, YU Li, ZHOU Gong-Ke*
(Key Laboratory of Biofuels, Shandong Provincial Key Laboratory of Energy Genetics, Qingdao Institute of Bioenergy
and Bioprocess Technology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Qingdao 266101, China)

Abstract: Energy demands and environmental problems caused by fossil energy attracted worldwide attentions.
Duckweed as a potential candidate for biofuel feedstock has drawn more and more attention. This review article
summarizes recent progresses on growth characteristics, culture conditions, genetics, biochemistry and main

applications of duckweeds. In addition, we provide the outlook in some future research directions on duckweeds.
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o) (22 A, KAIHE 1.2~6.5 pg, MIMTSE T ANF
AR RIS [R] R 8 I3 P v o e e R i E AR Ak T
Mardanov 2 ! 7F 2008 4E 52 1% T 75 ¥ Lemna minor
R AR TE R AR PP A, FEERE 1 i 5 HoAth bk 7
T SEG K R Lemna minor W4 AR B K 2t —
AR TR, K/ 165 955 bp, @} 61 A
M2 AR BRI HAT RE K E 70, IEHE NS B
T NI % . Wang %5 P 75 2012 FEH 58 B T 17
Spirodela polyrhiza ZFiAARFE R H )M FF 534, BEFT
KIS polyrhiza L RIARSE R AL FTA ST 1) B 1
AR 4 20 A 5 PR 2H R A /NI, 3% 228493 bp,
57 AN FER G 35 Fp A E B, BT A
RGRETUE T 5 R B B A ) 7 A
i, PRI A AT TR,
NI R H IS 19 623 NER, IR E
AT TR A AR A Ak DR A 2 TR DXl 5 T R
NHE— T PR R AE TS 5, IR RS 1 B A
WFFCBEE 7 kA . 2013 4, Tao 55 B I I IRk
Z DM R E N, I sl T b T
DR VER IR R, s TS IRk Z %A
T, MR FERRAC T A AR R, I E R
CO, EZ M TER & IR, NI B T VERm 1
MR HET, AT B — bk e &
PEAETF R i s H 7 TAE, o0 B s Ve A 5 7 (Ve K
A AL, CAREE— 0 R B A T R R
JoT G35 BE 5E Rl o
1.2 S{CHFM

H Al 5% T2 3 vk A AR 7= 4 i i /b ),
B RIA TR AERE =Y, Bk, JIAHL D
oK 2 PP BB ORI s kL. A, R
HAOBREAGARE Y., KRENEZ SEEFHEM
O RE R A 55, 3R A A5 959 4 Pt 2 At o 2
TV 2R 5 220, W05 TR B PP SR 40

Bt — gy, BAHEA. &8 FIIREDIRG
PR _E B T AR, KB KA BeE. ki
FOEAERESE ., A E L R, WA EA R,
PUB . B SROSER, HFEFRRS e
A&, BRSSO 7 5 Fheaiisiit
&Y, HLEAHENUEA a7 1,

2 SEEHIRLA

2.1 FIRFSEAIEISK
201 FEEERLR A B PEIR 22 )
PR AT 2, HORE I SRR B R AT

DUV 0 T2 AR SR A, AN IR b [a] 2L R
JE PR, AFERIASFETG KR ERRIERIGE /. B FF
WL 32 RE ) B FRWISCRE J1 . A KR AE Ry R
ZhE /1%, Edwards 2 U i 7 2R [E 2 45 it o b
KAEN 4 FhFRE, KILE:FRE 90d J5, S. polyrhiza 7=
& (20.4 thm'/a), JLF-#& Lemna aequinoctialis (10.9
t/hm*/a) P21 2 %, 1M L. perpusilla {1 i & &
N 17.6%, T S polyrhiza. HATE K I, 4 L.
perpusilla 5 Wolffia arrhiza & & 5 7% — BB 6] )5,
I A2 IS S L B W arrhiza, AT SELT
SAEYERFER. BT 3 PR AR NASH],
A5 /KB JTHIUF A S. polyrhiza > L. perpusilla >
W. arrhiza, Rk, {EFHEMAE R LR 2 2% T,
AR RS R NG G, BIH-R A
K7 ¥, Hp B A . Vermaat A1 Hanif!”
FIHFRAER P B A= 35 7R 50 3 FhAS [F) 8 2 [ 357K
Ki% 5 FRIINESE (L. gibba. L. minor Lemna trisulca.
S. polyrhiza 1 W. Arrhiza), FF#AT RGEFAEKHE
ST, RIAEXTTARMEAE KRR TR AL, B 5 ANENE
A PAE 2 N T K A P b A & . SR,
TELFPTIE R AN T5 /KR, L. gibba R S. polyrhiza
A KRS G FRAE A KBS TR AL, FRWTIX 2 i
P AR VTS K IE L RE ST T HoAR 3 AN

223 JREAAAE PR 5 IR FRE R /K & — i R bR A
K AR IS TR YR, R PR IR A AR HE S 1) 7R
JRKEAFEMRAE (NH,), MRE LTS LA
MBI RIEIE . BT n] UR V5 7K s K1 1)
SR, NI BT PG GE AN [F] 97 3 d PR A 3 25 8 7R 4
J% 7K. Bergmann £ " JE L PG AL BV, MIRIE TR
IK R IR E TR A RS AV B 3 RIEE [ R
T (Spirodela) 575 ¥ (Lemna)] H &8 RKHRAK
[fiflE, X5 BEdwards 55 U B 745 R —50. th4h,
Bergmann 25 " 33— LU S, punctata 7776 L. gibba
8678 Al L. minor 8627 7 4k FE AN [ T e A B 1) IR 4R
Ab PR A8 I R K B T I, 7 A IR b B R 5 T DA
A 7R 22 I AR A R RN SR AR B B I R A A
gy, WG WEANER, D9 iE e I 3 B 2 O
TVRFE AR B R . AR KACERTT T, L. minor
8627 HHI% /1, PN B4 ki E FRia bR
BFER. B B BRI
2.1.2 EFRIRE

R 75 7K PR SR R0 PR 7K i B O A R R A 2%
i, A E TG K RFRIA R K B E TR K Z R R . A
AR R & B Z WE IR, T HAEFFER
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R B R e T AR w EENER, Bk,
TR AK PR E SIFHAEKZ M RRD
24 7T KRETAE. NH, 28 B35 /Kh & £ %
R, JodE REAFR R K. BT MM
X HoAb A LA 0 NH, T 3288 f, Rk, FREEE
T A LA NH, 1B AR RFF R B, W 7
FS R MPR SR A B R 7K R 2 B S 7R I S R AR AR A 2
—. )G, TEEIREE NH, Fig fi A K B 3 230,
AEEWI P AT BE R R « —Fh AT BB 2 NH,™ 28 1)
NH, SRR, 75 5 il i 40 B Rk N 40 240 i A
T ELAH AR AR Y s S — Bl AT RE B AR 2 SR P I
NH," 584N EsR 2 0 Ak, M) T B 251
WL AR S P, Caicedo & P BE Y T AR TS
JK o pH A & (NH, T NH,) ¥ [ % S. polyrhiza
AR, 45 RIY pH <5 5 >8 i, AF|F
FMAE K. 2 pH 7E 5~8 (VS I, RIR
A (3.5~20 mg/L) B pH &3 85 & 14
K R, Korner 28 P il id i 2 427575 7K (pH 6.8~8.7)
W NH; 1 NH," 3K FE X F L. gibba " K HI520, 12
th 7£ pH 6.8~8.7 Z [A], NH," Fl NH, %% i Jy 73 11 1)
NH,-N ik T- 1 mg/L. >4 NH,-N &% & T 1 mg/L I,
BT B R R B NH, 5l &2, 1M
NH,'-N [ # P 520 ] DL 2B AN Th. [R5k R 81
A LB 1) NH, 55K 527K F7E 8 mg/L NH,-N i 45,
SRIMT, AEIXEEHF A, NH,™ (5T 527K T 5 &
ANATRESEILN, 3B RN T EARAR I pH KPR
FFBR NH, (52 md. B 7 NH,, £ — 25 5 IR0
JEAKHT, T (NOy) &R I — Fhat ik A7 7E 1) %
X M, HERZ NH, B, FHEEKREME NO,
() FEE AT 3 I 3] 300 me/L . 48 7R HEE H NO,
KEFAER, — L8 NO,y K17 WAL 17 HE A H R4 A
M 7EE FRER Z 0, IR AZ I NO,y S 4 i
BRI R . SR, IR S NATLH B BTIEATE 2

FEF V- A R K Z 11 N TR VA V7 %o
B IRKT I 22 A8 710 LAY AR S R /K AR NH, R
FEZ1M 10~50 mg/L, & A FMHRIPEAE K. SR,
TR KA EIE 7K, Wik, fEH kR %
VFPERT T E AT R . Xu A1 Shen™! | ] PR A AL FE
¥ K KEE TR L. punctata W, KITFFELE 10%~12%
AR R R AR KRS, (H SR HETE 2%~8% 1)
PR AR, RV FRTEBR R AN M A KT
S SRR TR . &3t 2 FERIE, 1F 8%
R BV TP UL (TN) ALV (TP) IS B 2 91
54.6% Fll 53.2%, TV 66 5 1 6 & 30.1 g/m¥/d.

Bergmann %5 " R H 5 Fh B B K BE 10 0 3 1K K
(67%-+ 50%. 33%. 25% F1 20%) B 5% & 75 W & ot
A R (R A RE I R K, TN=262 mg/L.
NH,-N=172 mg/L. TP=87.5 mg/L. f & h =50.6
mg/L), “ERKABEEEFRRELMIG N, D8RG
BRI S P TS E RS (AR BRI ) HRE
2, BEFHAEERE N, & 12 d 1R
J&, 67.7%~78.7% K] TN F 27.9%~60.7% ] TP #
WK, Y BT A AR 79.9~99.0 g/,
LY FRRBIREE N 50%. 33% F125% B, #id &
JRIK AL FRANE MK
2.1.3 RO

SE RO T 4E R B R TR 7R R G2 AR
HEN . R RER S B R T3 I s S i) &
B, AR v A T IRV T A A B A A R A
o B R R R ) TR D B R R A B BUE T, K
I AR5t 0V 3 () BB = A AR T e . R TR
PR T, VS Il 7 A — S22 R (W 206 ),
ARERCIVERE I AE K. PRI, SREGE M PRIk &
AT A BE A T A E A KEE, RFEHIEEAE
KRG s, LR =EHM4T, Fias
JEZE KU . Krishna A1 Polprasert™ 7 4 AN/ [A] i
FRBET (0.3, 0.5, 0.9 F1 1.2 kg/m” ¢ 5 ) i A 77
MG KA RGN R, B RR MR EE
0.5 kg/m® I, fREFRERICER—IK, TN Jk LBk
RA[ LUK F] 58%, AR EN 6.13 g/m/d. A
T E e ARSI, Xu Al Shen P 4R VCRI 20%
N, IFMERIERE N 210 g/m® BEE, SRYUUHE
BN 3. 2% TR 1R 2 8 1 IkA0 4
JA 1k, HARKHRBOZHEME, —R153
T RE TR EBRE, SRUOIZEN 2 8 1IR3 35K
KA ER R EEEFRBIR T, FHEA%E
JERRAIEE| — M aE K. RAE BRI RO
B, K ERF SRR, FEEEESEANR
#, AR ESZEE TR s, H—
T A4 PR UCE RS, 4l R 2 R IR 20%
BT 1 1 R 40% 23 2 J8 1 IR
60% FIFFEEA 4 J& 1 ORI 80% FIEFEHE, 4 FlRUk
77 IR A )y 211, 158, 105 F1 53 g/m’ i &,
S5 R E, AR RIS ] (] B P9 SRS/ & )
M, AL hE IR L R R R .

FEVEFE ORI ], — @ BAREE 20— 2 I
WREWS S KA A2 AR R BB, X FET] LAR 1728
A BRI KA AT DU FEES 721k R R CO,,
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T HLE T 5 pH A=, 2E T s i o () 1R AR K
— MR R s pH JE I FE 5~9 2[Rl REKRZH
JEIK I pH FF &I PO AR K &R BA — 2
GRIhEe S, (HZ R A K rT DL S 8 pH (AR
WItE, B 10, XNEFHAEKIERAE. @
I I T G SR A R ORI R AR K, —
6 29 IR L E i PSS A I AR A R |, &
BOFWACT . BeAl, FI VRN 58 A 8 ah K R AT
PABRAR K 73 78, AT /K B 75 2K
2.2 FIREFEREACE SRR
221 HiFREVEREE

FFHER S BN AR, ERKIRESHRE
BB FET AR AL . R MG KA RS, AT
AR EmNAEYE, TPhE RSP KANEE
LBRFIEER R SR, TEIXFNIREE ISR 177
MEVER SR AT RE AN S, R RAE TR H AR AR TE R
FEMEAE A PR AR AR R 2 1, 7R e AT
Wi SRR . SRS 1E A R A pE,
FULERM T NG AE, IR RPIR AR F 3RS e ik 4
FEARU A st B 22, AT A B2 it 26 K R 255 B
T EY . N TR R RETER, FEHRDL
HAE DL AUR T IFIAE A, X5 80 & 1 A B0 RR il
AR /R 48k 4T T — Sehft 7 i s

Pankey 2 " 78 T CO, #h 78 A HE S )X £ S.
polyrhiza VEXY & HIECM, K S polyrhiza ¥ 371E
30 °C ADEIESRE A 58 pmol/m’/s fLEHLE F I+,
BN 5% B CO, XFiEkn & B A BE R, X—
2E 5 Jacobs™ [HTHIWE AT &, RIS HISMA
CO, nJ LASEhaAAF 2%, {H [] I o 0 v AE
K, mAIFBEINCETWIHATIERAER, A
RHHTIEM R R, b, WERBEEFEEEN S &
5O E IR E W A, Mot EH 8 h kK
F 14h, FHEEREER %8 E 17%. Cui 2P
FIF S. polyrhiza W FEAEAN R EE N S8 B S5 ek A1
SURELIA,  RILAE 25 °C FIYEHESEE A 40.5 pmol/m™/s
T, BRI 8 h K E 16 h, JEM &
BN 50%, 7E 15 °C H1 5 °C W15 5 [F kL1 45 5

1R 2 J7 90T DA BRARIFE PR PR %, Hoh i
RS RE R = . AP, BRE T LUK
MRS FRAK, NTERFIEM R FEERER,
AR 2T B I 2 IR DR AE TS Ve ¥ 23 A
PERARE ARA AR . MR, Bz Tl s
VER AR R, B A B R BRSO AR R 1
Cui 25 PV RN, W E &8 FRNAE KR RIS oA

KBS, fEAREREMCHE A ST, S polyrhiza
Ve NS & B AR RS N . Cheng A1 Stomp™! $)IE 5 S.
polyrhiza WE FH R 7 2 H kK, 5 KRG 1€
TR 45.8%. B T EFRRZ G FIEMIR
Ab, TEVFEMERE IR PN — & #VE F 110 2
A DM BRI IER AR, VAR (ABA) A4 i
R AEAEKREFRETEI 1 ppm 1) ABA B, L.
gibba JEM SR KRR S . 4AH 1 pmol/L ABA 1
7% L. minor 6 d B, AHECXTHE, yeky & & 36 hnfz i
500%"*', McCombs #1 Ralph™ #f 57 | 4 il > %4 2
AbER L. punctata J5WIVERARE, KILIEBIEIAEEH,
TN T 20 53 24 22 ] DA 1 3 98 1) A A AT £ g
TEMTAR B o — S A K 1 1 2 bt A SR AT L L
PEREF P E R AL R AE /1. Apicidin & —FH ORI
REFEEZR, X[ INRE M Lemna pausicostata 15
TR G, VEM 32 BELE PR AR 11 - A RTAR 35 114 Jofd 44
R EE, HAEMG 72 h R UER Bk A W AE K
WAk, Gt R TT DR g s B K Ak S A )
THAERIMBEHAK, NIMEFIEmR R ™.

TESEBR M A, B FREZ 2 H AT AU B IR 77
PR AT AIAT 735 Xu 25 B ) Y R b AR 37 R K
BE IR R RAE A O . N T AR R AEY
&, ¥ S. polyrhiza i FRAEK . Bi. RS9 30 m.
10 m. 1 m ¥EFRM A, RIHRER KRR, H59%
MR NH,-N 4 20 mg/L, VEMHAERIC3 e N T
FHRIFHER AR, ERWENE, MR E
TEAKH AT E TR AT, gk RRATE 4 J8 (15K
B HAIE], S. polyrhiza 1EFRE MG K R AR K
AYETENMEN 124 gm’/d, HE &R
T AR 35 B 2220 1 9 1.08 A1 0.10 g/m’/d. #4374
AR 8d J5, IFMHRUEN S E M 17.6% 35 0 |
31.0%, TR RN S1.4%, ZEit, Fi
(R TE R S N T 220%. VR IR T K e e
AR AR TS E SR E TR BIXE
KIER P2 B S 5.70 thm/a, VEMERFE 5 ADMHE
AR R e T . Ik, IR — R
AR LIS F 785 3 00 A 7= LE R ) AR AR B T
2.2.2 AR

TR — PR BT ek KRR IR,
HRBLET - (1) R AEKEE RRHEY 2 —,
HZH AP Bin e oK, HAEMRR 2 d kT
DIGIN—£5 ;s Q) ik & 'K G, 25 E L
EFTEM 65% 5 (3) B RELE IR UL A 77 5 2515 K
B ARG, AR R AR TE A SRR [ B ) i
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5 KVE R 5 (4) & B B 1T 52 1 DL K% 55 96 4R
KBk, BONBHTIRRAS . (KA FERU AL Tt %2
JEHEFRBE TR (5) TR SR AR K T BTE
FOR B IR A, BT DA 55 R (6) 4743 &5 =K,
EYEBE L, 5T R RA. Bk, fe
TR AT NIRRT S B AR
R EINRELR, B 7E IR E] T AR N RE TR
VIR LEAN A -

Cheng 1 Stomp""! §R 4 K by WAk A F 100 7
P, R o- VE R G SCOHE VE K B R0 UE B & B
Wiy B R = Uk & = 1 S, polyrhiza (V€KY S =
45.8%), i R HE () 7 AT LA B 509 me/g T
B2 RE R B2 K A=), B 24459 31 258 mg/g T
L. XK, FHIE R T,
JEHR VT P e R 1T DA AR 5 A A kL 2B . Xu
26 BRI — AN 82 5t 10 & T B B A% XS
polyrhiza (TE¥Y & & 31%) BEAT BEME I HIEERER %
K FH AR AL 16 B A D7 v, 3 R BE B IR IE B T
96.8% ; IR EELE (ATCC 24859) K4 &, 1Ak
T B AW JE N 33.6 g/, ZFEF &N 97.8%.
AT FRVER VAL EE N 94.7%, R AERRIT M
TERY T DA S A Hh A A 208 . R T TR AT AT
TGV P2 AE YRR AT 5, Xu &5 B Bk —
FEAKOANH, TR A KRS FTE Bk 285
RESIGE N R E R, FIHEEA = LREF
7= BT LA B 8~14 thm®. ARHE AT F4E okl 2
MRS, BOKRIEM I BT 7 80 1.76 thn',
AT AT I LR TR 4~T7 £, [FIRE, 133
5 HAMEY) 2. B AR B R AR 3 (R 1)
2013 4, 3% [ M AR 7 10 K % Richard %5 P9 JR3E T
FH BB ARG S R & BT 7 M S B IR
kL, R L L AR 100 SETCR, /N BRER
PR RE (B KA 1 A SCI@E R ) B AT 78 s A
SR AR SE S, TR RIS I i AR
(B RA= 5 TARA@BERL ) WITE i A i B4 72
T AT S A A Bl e G, BRI
A R R R AR AE MR R R 2 —
2.3 FIRAEEEERRER

20 2 70 21 80 AR, X T VF M ) Ky 3
& BT H AT DUE AR R S el . AN [ sl R E
ARAAEKRET, BFHEEARTEERRK, HE
R &8 E A T EB 15%~45%. F 5 1E A
RS REL T RE R AR S & (33%~49%), @t
BYEARS R, s ERERMKTEERN

263
F=1 (FESHMIEYCETERLER
£ S EPUER () & G LB R
(t/hm?) (t/hm?) (t/hm?)
TR 55.0 16.5 8.43
K 5.7 3.45 1.76
H 35.0 7.00 3.57
HE 70.0 8.75 4.47
K 34.0 8.50 434
N 45 2.97 1.51

mEASER. O, FEEEYE A RS
DEIFYER, HHIEARASEHELLE AR R,
AR T4 2h W BB RO . T — R AR R T
WK, KFEMEKRESHL 50% M madE, A
Gy AN AR, Be B 1 BT A R AN
TR A3

FHEER AR MRS L AR, Ren
YEAT, LAY s R . FEEE AT
RIERH NS KGR AL, AR M — ]
BAUK G ORI & A R E L. Culley %5 B7 I
BRI IR A 5. e e ZEM
fRRITT TR, T AR LS B 7 K 4
EAR, HEAAREW. Ay E e,
TNINT VRS AR Y R R R B AT LAY B B AR
KRR — A B VP A TR ) S 56 R 15
BT IER KRR R
3 ARERE

REVRVT P B2y BE I ARRRVE R SRR, A
B E MRS AP A R AL, Re s B 5% etk
VIRAEVR “AN 5 NFM. ANEREH” JEAREN,
PAK “ReiR. HREE. &0%” thil kR “3E” 5N,
ST AW TR BRI A R B L R 8 77 1) s P 2
JERRVE R R 2 —, Rk, s AR 5 B SR A 7T
AR EER. fTARFEESFER SR &
TR MGRIEKEBE AR ER, Fik, RArge
% IS B R 8 V7 0 i PR B R - A L
EEPW, R BV REIR SRR AT EE T
[ 4 300 240 773 M BE IR, HoRkBE G A 4 P
WAk T 1 A R O AR 22 W R IR 7E [ 4, Lam 25 B
WA T 453 700~800 2 AN HEMR R, HRTIETE
KB 3658 & A [ 75 SR [ R 8 MR v . Ak,
1R BRIV B AL B AR R BRI S B 5 5%
BEPRZHAE B, N TR S FAEY A
ARV DA A2 IR R oy
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H BT O A KR SR PR K5 IR v e A R
PIRRRL, B TR RO IR bR 2. R AR
FRPE A JEOREAN REVRAL 7 Ml 7 Y I 75 23— 25 T
SEAIE A, SRR AR BT AR R — Akl
3R, R T S A RER P IEAE R —
SRR KALEE . R AR R . AR AL
7 R R B SR A R BRI 2 B i A
2o DUARRREE S e 0 R A P A L T I
S I8 R SRR AT v B B4 S b ORI FE S M, I
WG 7 RERPT . A, ERWIEK. BE
FrFE R AR A A2 3 I 74 v DX sl A ST AR AR
VEN ERHAE P R, [N RS S I TR A
ARG, A EAR I Al RAK 55 B ol e
DRIPAESIEL, (RHEA SAE R G . KK 7
PEREIR L BE, AT AR E R 07 s ST siL e Rg
I R TN R AT, AN 2 =B, Gk
t— 2 B R S A A B R

HHABTTIEA LR, REIRTESE IR A 2 BRTE
FE P AL T RTIRT B, RERAL AN s AL R T OO %
SERINIE D . 56 HE e AR AW REVH I H EAE Paul
Bryan £ 3¢ [ # B 4 T (1 b 5 e ik A MR RL 56
R TARH 2 W ERpHIIR 2] “ N2 AR K 10 SN AT
SEHLREWE ML AL I RETEAE YD 7, R, EEE RN
TH S R A S BR<F I, A BRI
HHE AN T SR AR, IR R T ORER)
WEFE AR, DAY o o oxt FE AR P e A B U (1
R S

(& % X #l
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