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Abstract: Chlorophyll fluorescence parameters can provide useful indications of photosynthetic
performance in vivo. Coupling appropriate fluorescence measurements with other noninvasive
techniques, such as absorption spectroscopy or gas exchange, can provide insights into the limitations
to photosynthesis under given conditions. Chlorophyll content is one of the dominant factors
influencing the conditions of a vegetation growing season, and can be tested using both fluorescence
and remote sensing methods. Hyperspectral remote sensing and recording the narrow range of the
spectrum can be used to accurately analyze the parameters and properties of plants. The aim of this
study was to analyze the influence of lead ions (Pb, 5 mM Pb(NO3)2) on the growth of pea plants using
spectral properties. Hyperspectral remote sensing and chlorophyll fluorescence measurements were
used to assess the physiological state of plants seedlings treated by lead ions during the experiment.
The plants were growing in hydroponic cultures supplemented with Pb ions under various conditions
(control, complete Knop + phosphorus (+P); complete Knop + phosphorus (+P) + Pb; Knop (-P) + Pb,
distilled water + Pb) affecting lead uptake via the root system. Spectrometric measurements allowed
us to calculate the remote sensing indices of vegetation, which were compared with chlorophyll and
carotenoids content and fluorescence parameters. The lead contents in the leaves, roots, and stems
were also analyzed. Spectral characteristics and vegetation properties were analyzed using statistical
tests. We conclude that: (1) pea seedlings grown in complete Knop (with P) and in the presence of Pb
ions were spectrally similar to the control plants because lead was not transported to the shoots of
plants; (2) lead most influenced plants that were grown in water, according to the highest lead content
in the leaves; and (3) the effects of lead on plant growth were confirmed by remote sensing indices,
whereas fluorescence parameters identified physiological changes induced by Pb ions in the plants.

Keywords: fluorescence; in vivo; spectrometry; ASD Field Spec; lead ions; remote sensing indices

1. Introduction

The use of chlorophyll a fluorescence measurements to examine stress in algae and plants is now
widespread in physiological and ecophysiological studies [1]. Fluorescence can be a powerful tool to
study photosynthetic performance, especially when coupled with other noninvasive measurements
such as absorption spectroscopy, gas analyses, and infrared thermometry. Many environmental stresses
affect CO2 assimilation. Changes in fluorescence induced by illumination of dark-adapted leaves are
qualitatively correlated with their photosynthetic rates [2,3]. Photosynthetic CO2 fixation is a process
significantly affected by heavy metals in a number of plant species [4]. The mechanism(s) of heavy
metal toxicity on photosynthesis is still a matter of speculation, but it almost certainly involves electron
transport in light reactions [5] and enzyme activity in the dark reactions [6].
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The ions determine the proper development and functioning of organisms [2,3], but they can also
cause stress in plant cells, which produces disturbances in the functioning of processes including, among
others, photosynthesis [4,7]. Burzynski and Kłobus [8] reported the inhibitory effect of metals on growth
and biomass of plants as well as changes in the metabolic processes, which reduce photosynthetic
activity. The effects are dependent on the operation of the ion, its concentration and duration of
action, and the environment in which the plant grows [9]. The most damaging heavy metals (HMs)
are cadmium (Cd), lead (Pb), mercury (Hg), nickel (Ni), and arsenic (As). Pb causes a reduction in
chlorophyll content [10] and assimilation of CO2, and inhibits the respiratory intensity [10,11]. Pb also
affects the absorption of ions from the soil including, among others, iron and magnesium [12,13]. Pb is
known to induce a broad range of toxic effects, including those that are morphological, physiological,
and biochemical in origin. This metal impairs plant growth, root elongation, seed germination, seedling
development, transpiration, chlorophyll production, and cell division [14]. A high Pb content in plants
thus contributes to a reduction in the water absorption capacity [12]. Heavy metal ions also affect
the formation of reactive oxygen species (ROS), which cause changes in signal transduction, change
the properties of the membranes, and affect gene expression, damaging photosystem II (PSII) [15,16].
Stress-induced decreases in stomatal conductance, carbon metabolism, and transport processes can
all decrease PSII efficiency [7]. Changes in chlorophyll a fluorescence measured in vivo enables the
estimation of the physiological state of the plant and illustrates how absorbed light energy is used.

Stress induces changes in light absorption and can result in loss of excitation energy in the form of
heat (non-photochemical quenching, NPQ) [17]. NPQ protects the photosynthetic membrane against
photodamage, leading to early senescence and reduced plant growth and fitness [18]. NPQ is assume
to be zero in the dark adapted state, because Fv’ = Fv and Fm’ = Fm. When plants are exposed to light,
we can estimate the non-photochemical quenching from maximal fluorescence with an adaptation
to darkness (Fm) to maximal fluorescence without adaptation to darkness (Fm

′) and monitors the
apparent rate constant for non-radiative decay (heat loss) from PSII and its antennae for understanding
the protective action of NPQ [19]. Plants have various responses to the noxious effects of lead, such as
selective metal uptake, metal binding to the root surface, metal binding to the cell wall, and induction of
antioxidants. The published findings on the evaluation of photochemical processes and physiological
do not allow for the unambiguous determination of the response of photosynthetic apparatus to stress
caused by lead [14,20,21]. Pb was found to induce changes in the absorption and dissipation of energy
within PSII, whereas small changes were observed in electron transport [22]. Heavy metals, such as
cadmium, nickel, and lead, are phytotoxic [23]. The literature also confirms a variable response to Pb
as a stress factor, depending on the species. For example, corn and soybean showed varying degrees of
photosynthesis sensitivity to lead [24].

Remote and non-invasive detection of changes in vegetation due to contamination with lead
is possible using remote sensing techniques (spectrometric measurements, and multispectral and
hyperspectral imaging). Using hyperspectral techniques is becoming increasingly important in the study
of vegetation stress [25,26]. In response to the HMs presence, remote sensing indices show a decrease
in photosynthetic active radiation (PAR), chlorophyll and carotenoids contents, a shift of red-edge
spectral bands to the visible part of the spectrum (VIS), and changes in plant-water accumulation in
short-wave infrared (SWIR). A limited growth, changes of canopy structures, decrease of chlorophyll
content (leaf chlorosis), and changes in cell water content is a consequence of pollution [27].

The development of technologies and retrieval algorithms to evaluate fluorescence has progressed
with model developments [28–30]. The state of vegetation contaminated with heavy metals may be
tested using remote sensing indices [31] and by changes in the spectral reflectance curves, mainly the
red edge [32]. The spectral reflectance and thereby the relevant spectral features offer an easy and simple
method to assess plant health and metal-concentration. ASD FieldSpec was used for monitoring the
phytoaccumulation of arsenic into above-ground parts of barley [33] and paddy plants (measurement
of field spectral reflectance was one basis of airborne or spaceborne remote sensing monitoring).
Ren et al. [34] also studied these spectral changes to relate them with the phytoaccumulation of
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metals [35,36]. Most of the studies used the various vegetation indices (ratios or linear combinations of
two or more spectral wavelengths [37]) and red-edge position (a sharp transition between red and NIR
wavelengths; positively related to chlorophyll concentration [38]) as indications of plant stress. The
impact of heavy metals was observed in the spectral reflectance curve, where, under the influence of,
for example Cd and Ni [39], the red edge decreased. Zagajewski et al. [39] observed that stressed plants
(expressed as lower chlorophyll content) showed an increase in the fluorescence at F690 (red) and a
decrease in the intensity of fluorescence at F740 (far-red) with decreasing intensity at 710 nm. Different
fluorescence features are affected by leaf chlorophyll content in the antenna and the F690/F740 ratio
appears to be one of the most indicative of chlorophyll variations [40]. Changes in the state of vegetation
caused by the impact of heavy metals were also observed in multispectral images, where decreases
in crop biomass and chlorophyll content were observed, as were changes in the red edge during
the measurements [31]. Many observations indicate that the interactions between chlorophyll and
carotenoids seem to be crucial for excess energy dissipation [41]. Remote sensing technologies provide
complementary capacity for measuring and interpreting fluorescence in the context of physiological
processes in field- [42,43], airborne- [44,45], and satellite-level measurements [46].

Despite extensive studies conducted on the effects of various heavy metals on different
photosynthetic parameters of plants, our knowledge is still incomplete. Various changes in physiological
and biochemical events occurring at different sites during photosynthesis are tightly linked so that
even slight inhibition of one may result in a series of processes limiting gas exchange in the plants.
Fluorescence assessment in the laboratory or growth chamber involves a suite of measurement devices,
including fluorescence microscopes, spectrophotometers spectrofluorometers, fluorometers, and others.
These have allowed studies on scales ranging from isolated photosystems to small vegetation canopies.
Many researchers underlined that in the future, laboratory-scale or controlled-environment trials
can support sun-induced fluorescence (SIF) remote sensing activities, such as by the elucidation of
confounding factors for interpreting SIF changes, or by identifying ancillary data types needed for
airborne- or space-based missions [47].

The aim of this study was to combine devices, such as a fluorometer and spectrometer, for detection
of the influence of lead on photosynthetic parameters in pea plants (Pisum sativum) growing in laboratory
conditions. Laboratory and field experiments provide new insights into fluorescence–photosynthesis
linkages, stress effects, and relationships between other photosynthetic parameters. We investigated
the relationship between fluorescence parameters: the maximum quantum efficiency of PSII in the light,
measured as a Fv’/Fm’ ratio (variable fluorescence without adaptation (Fv’) to maximal fluorescence
without adaptation to darkness (Fm

′)) and non-photochemical quenching of fluorescence (NPQ) and
hyperspectral remote sensing indices. We also report the effect of lead ions on the growth of plants in
various conditions influencing Pb uptake from the root medium. These data provide a novel insight
into the relationships between the methods used for measurements of heavy metal effects on the plants.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Plant Material

Pea (P. sativum L.) seedlings were grown hydroponically in aerated:

(1) Knop’s solution [1] containing (g·L−1) 0.8 CaNO3·4H2O, 0.2 KNO3, 0.2 KH2PO4, 0.2 MgSO4·7H2O,
and 0.028 EDTA-Fe (EthyleneDiamineTetraacetic) enriched with A–Z microelement nutrients
(Control);

(2) Knop solution [1] with 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 (lead-treated plants; Knop + Pb);
(3) Knop solution [1] without phosphorus with 5mM Pb(NO3)2 (described below as Knop (-P) +Pb);
(4) distilled water with 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 (described below as H2O + Pb).

Plants were grown in a growth chamber with a 14 h photoperiod and a day/night regime at
25/20 ◦C at an irradiance of 50 µmol photons·m−2

·s−1 (Figure 1). Pb ions (5 mM Pb(NO3)2) were added
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to the growth medium (see above) when seedlings were two weeks old. Lead was introduced into the
leaves via the transpiration stream. The leaves from three-week-old plants were used for experiments.
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Figure 1. Pea plants used in experiments. From left to right: control plants in Knop’s solution; Knop
medium without phosphorus; Knop solution with 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 (lead-treated plants, Pb); and
distilled water with 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 (photo: M. Kycko).

2.2. In Vivo Measurements of Chlorophyll a Fluorescence

Chlorophyll a fluorescence of pea leaves was measured at room temperature with a fluorometer
(FMS 1, Hansatech, Norfolk U.K.) run by Modfluor software (Hansatech, Norfolk U.K.). Leaves
were adapted to darkness for 30 minutes prior to measurements, and then were used in these
assays with an actinic radiation of 60–1100 µmol photons·m−2s−1 and the saturation radiation of
4500 µmol photons·m−2s−1. The standard amber modulating beam had a center frequency of 594 nm.
The photochemical quenching coefficient (qP), non-photochemical quenching (NPQ), and quantum
efficiency of PSII electron transport in the light (Fv’/Fm’) were measured at steady-state photosynthesis.
The procedure developed by Genty at al. [48] was followed. All results are represented as means ±
standard error (SE) from 8 independent series of experiments (10 measurements each).

2.3. Determination of Lead Content

After harvesting, leaves, stalks, and roots were washed with redistilled water, then samples were
oven-dried at 85 ◦C and ground to powder. The powder was washed in a muffle furnace at 550 ◦C for
4 h and the residue was brought to a standard volume with 1 M HNO3. The Pb concentration of the
extract was determined by an Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer (AAS; PerkinElmer, model 3300;
PerkinElmer, Waltham, MA, USA). The Pb ion content, expressed in mg·g−1 dry weight of the tissue
tested, was determined on the basis of indications obtained from the corrected concentration of lead
using Equation (1):

A = Cs × V/m (1)

where

A is the Pb ion content in mg·g−1 dry weight,
Cs is the corrected concentration Pb (mg·L−1),
V is the volume of the sample for analysis (L), and
m is the dry weight of a sample (g).

2.4. Laboratory Measurements

To determine the effect of lead on pea plants, we measured the spectral characteristics of the
plant vegetation with a ASD FieldSpec 3 spectrometer (ASD Inc., Longmont, CO, USA) with the ASD
PlantProbe (ASD Inc., Longmont, CO, USA), and chlorophyll a fluorescence using a Hansatech FS-1
fluorometer (Hansatech, Norfolk U.K.); and the growth parameters including lengths and fresh and
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dry weights of the seedlings. On the basis of the dry weight, we determined the water content in
plants and the lead content in the leaves by AAS.

Several randomly chosen pea seedlings, including control and plants grown in the presence of
lead in different types of hydroponic medium, were used for measurements. The measurements
were recorded using the contact probe (ASD PlantProbe) on fragments of the tested pea plant for
each growth environment. The spectral characteristics of the plants were registered in the range from
350 to 2500 nm. The study consisted of calibrating the spectrometer (25 independent measurements
per calibration) using a white pattern of spectralon (SG 33,151 Zenith Lite Reflectance Target and
calibration screen P/N A122634 Leaf clip) and appropriate measurements of vegetation (the reported
value of one record is the average of 25 measurements). Table 1 lists the measurements recorded for
every group of plants.

Table 1. ASD FieldSpec spectrometric measurements for control and lead-treated plants.

Control Knop + 5 mM
Pb(NO3)2

Knop (-P) + 5 mM
Pb(NO3)2

H2O + 5 mM
Pb(NO3)2

Number of
spectrometric
measurements

60 40 40 40

The data obtained from spectrometric measurements were saved in *.asd format and then exported
to the ASD FieldSpec View in *.txt ASCII format and imported into an Excel spreadsheet and the
Statistica 13 software (TIBCO Software Inc., Palo Alto, CA, USA) for statistical analyses. The reflectance
values were averaged and the standard deviations were computed. For particular research elements,
spectral reflectance curves were drawn. The program also calculated the selected remote sensing
vegetation indices:

(1) The content and structure of chlorophyll: modified normalized difference vegetation index
705 (mNDVI705) [49], red edge position index (REPI) [50], ratio analysis of reflectance
spectra—chlorophyll a (RARSa) [51], RARS—chlorophyll b (RARSb) [51], and RARS—carotenoids
(RARSc) [51];

(2) The amount of light used in photosynthesis: structural independent pigment index (SIPI) [52];
(3) Nitrogen content: normalized difference nitrogen index (NDNI) [53];
(4) Amount of carbon: normalized difference lignin index (NDLI) [53] and plant senescence reflectance

index (PSRI) [54];
(5) Amount of carotenoids: carotenoid reflectance index (CRI 1) [55], anthocyanin reflectance index

(ARI 1) [56], red/green ratio (RGR), and anthocyanins/chlorophyll [57]; and
(6) Water content of the plant cover: normalized difference water index (NDWI) [58], water index

(WI) [59], normalized water index-2 (NWI-2) [60], and disease water stress index (DSWI) [61].

Then, to determine the overall physiological activity, changes in the functioning photosynthetic
parameters of the plants [62] and their condition [17], the chlorophyll fluorescence measurements were
used. This measurement allows for the determination of the physiological state of photosynthetic
apparatus on the basis of the energy used in photochemical reactions [62]. The leaf was exposed to
a short pulse of high light (4500 µmol photons·m−2s−1): QA is the maximally reduced fluorescence
level and the Fm is the maximal fluorescence level observed. On the basis of these two parameters, we
calculated the maximum quantum efficiency of PSII (Fv/Fm) in plants adapted to darkness and after
actinic light was used. Measurement cycles were performed using light intensities of 60, 120, 180, 240,
420, 600, 820 and 1020 µmol photons·(m−2s−1). We measured the fluorescence maximum (Fm’) for the
plant adapted to relevant light conditions and components that decreased in fluorescence (NPQ).

The growth rate of seedlings (the length of roots and the stalk), fresh and dry weights of leaves,
and the roots of four randomly selected plants from each of the investigated variants were measured
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(Figure 2). The dry weight was determined after drying plant material at 85 ◦C for 24 h until a constant
weight was obtained.
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(photo: I. Kaźmierczak).

The pigment contents in the leaves were measured in acetone. The leaves (approx. 0.1–0.2 g) were
cut into small pieces and then mixed with a pestle in a mortar cooled to about 0 ◦C with the addition the
purified sand and CaCO3 in 2 mL cold pure acetone. The extracts were filtered and washed with 80%
acetone in a schott funnel (Schott AG, Mainz, Germany) and refilled with 80% acetone to a constant
volume. Measurements were recorded with a UV-VIS 160A Shimadzu spectrophotometer (Shimadzu,
Kyoto, Japan) at wavelengths of 663.2, 646.8, and 470 nm relative to 80% acetone as described by
Arnon [49]. Pigment content was analyzed based on the fresh weight (FW) of the leaves (mg Chl/FW).
The concentrations of the pigments (in µg/mL) was calculated with Equations (2)–(4) [38]:

Chlorophyll a = 12.25 × A663.2 − 2.79 × A646.8 (2)

Chlorophyll b = 21.5 × A646.8 − 5.1 × A663.2 (3)

Carotenoids = (1000 × A470 − 1.82 × Chl a − 85.02 × Chl b)/198 (4)

The statistical analyses were conducted basing on the Statistica 13 software and used included
univariate ANOVA and Kruskal–Wallis one-way ANOVA by ranks. Univariate ANOVA for
independent groups (called one-way ANOVA), proposed by Fisher [63], was used to verify the
hypothesis of equality of means to test variables in several (k > 2) populations. The Kruskal–Wallis
ANOVA is used for nonparametric data to study the effect of factors (independent variables) on
the dependent variable [64]. To assess significant differences in the studied indices, we used the
Mann–Whitney U test. This test is used to verify hypotheses about the insignificance of the differences
between the variable medians studied in two populations; in this case, this was used to verify the
differences between the controls and those treated with lead. The assessment of the significance
of variance was performed at a significance level of 0.001. This analysis allowed the separation of
statistically significant intervals of the spectrum and remote sensing vegetation indicators for the plants
treated with lead. In the analysis, we considered all the samples and a statement of the trial with
the trial of control. The characteristic spectral ranges are marked on the graphs of spectral reflection
of plants.



Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 1885 7 of 21

3. Results

Lead toxicity on photosynthesis has often been examined with various species but rarely or not at
all with ecotypes or populations all [65]. The generally accepted view is that heavy metals cause a
reduction in photosynthesis in leaves primarily through induction of stomatal closure rather than a
direct effect on light or dark reactions [20]. The lead treatment of pea plants resulted in statistically
significant changes in the condition of the peas. The ANOVA performed for all the samples indicated
that the presented ranges of the electromagnetic spectrum (Figures 3 and 4) were statistically significant
at the significance level of 0.001 (the most sensitive to the effects of heavy metals in the case of lead).
In the figures, the marked grey ranges are the sensitive range for pigments and water content (the
statistically significant changes depending on the medium in which the plants were grown: control;
Knop + Pb; Knop (-P) + Pb; distilled water + Pb; at the p < 0.001). In the case of plants treated
with the lead, the red-edge is noticeably, indicating damage to the cell structures of plants (Figure 3).
In the plants growing in distilled water with lead, we perceived that the changes were noticed for
480–515 nm and 540–720 nm (responsible for absorption of light by chlorophyll. For Knop + Pb and
control plants the following spectral ranges were significantly important: 710–735, 830–950, 995–1145,
1385–1570, 1760–1902, and 1980–2500 nm (responsible for water absorption). In contrast to ranges
obtained for plants from Knop (-P) + Pb and control plants, also 850–1400, 1570–1760 and 1800–1830
nm indicated water absorption features (Figure 4). The differences occurred in the ranges: 714–723,
858–951, 995–1145, 1386–1389, 1570–1579, and 1801–1829 nm (marked with a black dashed line in
Figure 4).
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The calculated remote sensing indicators of Pb-treated plants showed significant differences in
comparison with the reference plants. Statistical analysis was performed using the Mann–Whitney
U test at the 0.001 level, which confirmed the significance of the observed changes (marked in red
in Table 2). We observed a statistically significant (p < 0.001) decrease in the value of most of the
indicators compared with the control. These changes were clearly visible in the indicators describing
the contents of chlorophyll in the plants (mNDVI705, REPI1, RARSa, and RARSb), the amount of light
used in photosynthesis (SIPI), nitrogen (NDNI), the amount of carbon (NDLI) and carotenoids (CRI1,
ARI1), and the water content in vegetation cover (WBI, NDWI, MSI, and NDII). Overall analysis of
all samples at a level of significance of 0.001 indicated that the most sensitive indicator to changes
caused in the plant due to lead is the water content as indicated by NDWI, WI, NWI-2, and DSWI.
The values of these indicators decreased by 5–34%, 1–5%, 23–43%, and 5–27%, respectively, thereby
indicating the water stress of the plants. In the H2O + Pb-treated plants, we also observed a significant
decrease in the value of chlorophyll b (RARSb) by about 35% in comparison to the control, a statistically
significant difference in the indicators describing the dry parts of plants, and an increase of about 57%
in the amount of anthocyanins (ARI1) in relation to the control. In the plants from the Knop (-P) + Pb
treatments, we also observed significant decreases in the value of water (generally about 1–34% in
relation to the control), a statistically significant difference in the indicators describing the dry parts of
plants and chlorophyll content (mNDVI705, a difference about 19% in relation to the control).

Table 2. Mean values of the remote sensing indices with the standard deviation of the different
measurements indices comparing Knop + Pb, Knop (-P) + Pb, and H2O + Pb treatments with the
control. * indicates a statistical significant difference α = 0.001; ±SD).

Plant Characteristic Index H2O + Pb Knop (-P) + Pb Knop + Pb Control

Chlorophyll content mNDVI 705 0.41 ± 0.11 * 0.46 ± 0.07 * 0.57 ± 0.04 0.57 ± 0.09
REPI1 715.15 ± 1.48 * 715.91 ± 1.79 * 719.94 ± 1.9 719.23 ± 1.94
RARSc 5.52 ± 0.9 8.79 ± 0.46 8.38 ± 0.89 7.83 ± 0.45
RARSa 5.98 ± 0.91 * 9.49 ± 0.78 9.99 ± 0.39 9.18 ± 0.42
RARSb 5.31 ± 0.4 * 7.91 ± 0.45 8.62 ± 0.1 8.21 ± 0.54

Amount of light used in
photosynthesis SIPI 1.06 ± 0.07 * 1.025 ± 0.02 * 0.99 ± 0.005 0.99 ± 0.01

Amount of nitrogen NDNI 0.14 ± 0.05 * 0.22 ± 0.02 0.22 ± 0.02 0.21 ± 0.04

Amount of carbon
NDLI 0.05 ± 0.01 0.06 ± 0.01 * 0.06 ± 0.01 * 0.05 ± 0.01

PSRI 0.001 ± 0.03 0.0004 ± 0.01 * −0.0145 ± 0.01 −0.0133 ±
0.01

Amount of carotenoids and
other pigments

CRI 1 2.94 ± 0.07 * 6.065 ± 0.05 * 5.46 ± 0.26 5.54 ± 0.27
ARI 1 1.02 ± 0.06 * 0.44 ± 0.06 * −0.66 ± 0.04 -0.78 ± 0.02
RGR 1.32 ± 0.05 * 1.05 ± 0.08 0.98 ± 0.04 1.07 ± 0.07

Water content in the plant

NDWI −0.003 ± 0.02 * 0.04 ± 0.03 * 0.066 ± 0.01 * 0.06 ± 0.01
WI 0.99 ± 0.02 * 1.03 ± 0.02 1.05 ± 0.01 * 1.04 ± 0.01

NWI-2 0.015 ± 0.01 * −0.006 ± 0.02 * −0.027 ± 0.003 * −0.02 ± 0.004
DSWI 1.27 ± 0.22 * 1.66 ± 0.22 1.91 ± 0.1 * 1.74 ± 0.1

The results represent the fluorescence parameter values obtained for the different variants of
pea leaves, using light intensities of 60,120, 180, 240, 420, 600, 820, and 1020 µmol photons·m−2s−1

(Figure 5). When leaves of high- or low-light-grown plants are exposed to other environmental stresses,
a pronounced and sustained increase in energy dissipation may be induced, which could largely
account for the change in photochemical efficiency. It is not clear whether the growth light conditions
can modify the response of plants to heavy metals. We measured the quantum efficiency of PSII
(Fv’/Fm’) and non-photochemical quenching of fluorescence (NPQ) in the light. The results show that
the the maximum quantum efficiency of PSII (Fv’/Fm’) was significantly reduced in the presence of
lead (Figure 5). At the higher light intensities above 400 µmol photons·m−2s−1, we observed slightly
decreased photosynthetic efficiency (by about 4% to 8%), which was also confirmed by a significant
difference in SIPI values, indicating the amount of light used in the photosynthesis process for peas
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growing in H2O + Pb and Knop (-P) + Pb medium was statistically significantly different compared
with the control. Maximal photosynthetic efficiency (Fv’/Fm’ of ~0.78) was observed for control
plants. We observed that in the Pb-treated plants in the range of light intensity from 60 to 600 µmol
photons·m−2s−1, heat emission (NPQ) significantly reduced, but increased significantly at higher light
intensities. This may indicate participation of carotenoids in the NPQ process. This was confirmed by
a significant difference in the values for remote sensing CRI1 and ARI1 indices, which indicate the
amount of carotenoids and anthocyanins, respectively. For peas grown in H2O + Pb and Knop (-P)
+ Pb medium, these indices showed a statistically significant change compared with the control. In
control plants, NPQ was higher than in Pb-treated plants; thus, heat emission protects photosynthesis
components and systems when light absorption is maximal.
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The maximum quantum efficiency of PSII in the light (Fv’/Fm’; Figure 5) for all Pb-treated plants
was low and decreased significantly as PPFD increased from 420 to 1020 µmol·photon m−2s−1, When
the Pb ions were added to the distilled water, we observed a strong decrease in the F’/Fm’ values, even
in lowest PPDF, or no change at all. This result suggests that PSII operating efficiency is inhibited,
which demonstrates that the ability to oxidize QA decreases and irreversible damage of PSII occurs.
Generally, decreases in quantum efficiency of PSII is indicated by increases in NPQ. NPQ was measured
after illuminating the leaf at increasing light intensities to investigate the light responses of this
parameter. NPQ increased for control plants from the lowest PPDF, which demonstrates that both the
energy processing and the dissipating capacities increased, in turn indicating the better performance
of photosynthetic apparatus. In Pb-treated plants, the NPQ was suppressed by Pb ions, even at low
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PPDF; thus, the photoprotective mechanisms was not present in these plants. The changes caused by
lead, as well as impeding the proper course of photosynthesis, were visible in the leaves, Deposits of
lead were visible in the wall of the vascular bundles (Figure 6). The data also indicate that the water
thermal dissipation of excessive excitation energy was at the lowest level in Pb-plants.
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The plants under stress conditions related to the presence of lead ions in the medium were
characterized by a much lower height, a longer but less branched root system, a smaller number of
trichomes, and clearly visible deposits of lead in the vascular tissues of the leaves (Figure 6). Also,
the fresh and dry masses of Pb-treated plants were lower than those of the control (Table 3). The lead
contents (median value) in various parts of the tested plants (30 plants from each environment) are
presented in Table 3.

Table 3. The content of lead in the roots, stalks, and leaves of peas for different treatments (µg·g−1

dry weight).

Treatment Root Stalk Leaf

Control 6 133 ± 10 0
Knop + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 15,260 ± 330 6430 ± 142 68 ± 8
H2O + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 13,260 ± 245

Knop -P (without phosphate) + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 1730 ± 75

The content of lead in control plants was very low, which might indicate the minor contamination
of reagents used (Table 3). The highest amounts of lead content (an average of 15.3 mg Pb g−1 dry
weight) was found in the roots of plants growing in complete Knop medium supplemented with
5 mM Pb(NO3)2, whereas the lowest content was found in the leaves of these plants, resulting from
the reduced transport of the lead ions to the leaves. The addition of Pb to the water increased this
metal concentration in the leaves approximately 200 times competed to that in Knop + Pb plants.
This may be related to a lack of nutrients (salts present in Knop medium) in distilled water, which
resulted in increased transport of lead ions from the medium. The Pb concentration in the leaves
from plants grown in the Knop medium without phosphate and with 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 was increased
approximately 25 times compared to that in the leaves of plants grown with the water with Pb ions.
The results indicate that the lead content in the leaves can be decreased by phosphorus in the growth
medium. Plants grown on Knop (-P) + Pb accumulated more lead in the leaves than the plants grown
in complete medium with Pb, which creates less insoluble salts, which facilitate the transport of metal
ions to the leaves. The obtained results indicate the importance of the selected growth media on
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degree of accumulation of heavy metals in the plant leaves. The leaves and roots of vegetables have
a particular predisposition for accumulating toxic metals such as lead and therefore can be used for
biomonitoring of the environment, mainly as a tool for assessing the extent of soil contamination. The
presence of phosphorus in Knop media reduces the uptake of Pb ions by pea leaves. This indicates that
P ions help reduce Pb toxicity by limiting its availability for plants. This result is also confirmed by the
differences in the values of the remote sensing indicators.

The lead had negative effects on plant vegetative growth. Root and stalk growth was sensitive to
lead and was inhibited approximately 30–40% for all investigated plants compared to control plants
(Table 4). Our results show that although the accumulation of lead was not uniform among organs,
sensitivity to heavy metal of growth processes was similar. Lead may induce unknown signal(s) that
are transmitted from root to shoot. Table 5 presents the effect of lead on the fresh weight of stalks,
leaves, and roots of the investigated plants. The fresh weight of the organs markedly decreased in
all plants treated with lead compared to the control. The largest decrease (approximately 70%) was
observed for all organs in pea seedlings grown in distilled H2O + Pb. For plants grown in Knop + Pb,
the decrease was highest in the roots (about 50%) according to highest accumulation of lead. Thus,
changes in the growth and biomass accumulation depends on the photochemical activity and thus on
the rate of photosynthesis.

Table 4. The effect of lead on the length (cm) of stalks and roots. The length of control plants was set
to 100%.

Treatment Stalk Root

Control 14.58 ± 1.76 100% 18.35 ± 1.18 100%
Knop + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 10.08 ± 1.15 70% 13.05 ± 1.65 71%

Knop -P (without phosphate) + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 8.98 ± 0.94 61% 12.45 ± 1.42 68%
H2O + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 9.08 ± 1.94 62% 11.53 ± 1.50 63%

Table 5. The effect of lead on a fresh mass (g) of selected plant organs (calculated for one plant). The
mass of control plants was set to 100%.

Treatment Stalk Root Leaf

Control 0.54 ± 0.17 100% 1.19 ± 0.43 100% 1.27 ± 0.31 100%
Knop + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 0.36 ± 0.05 67% 0.63 ± 0.10 53% 0.82 ± 0.10 64%

Knop -P (without phosphate) +
5 mM Pb(NO3)2

0.24 ± 0.05 44% 0.50 ± 0.07 42% 0.69 ± 0.09 54%

H2O + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 0.14 ± 0.03 26% 0.31 ± 0.16 26% 0.29 ± 0.08 23%

We also observed that the reduction in plant fresh mass and inhibition of growth elongation by Pb
ions was accompanied by water loss of plants organs (data not presented). The greatest depletion of
water content was noted in the leaves of plants grown in water with Pb ions (approximately 40%),
whereas the smallest occurred in the leaves of plants grown in Knop + Pb compared to the control
plants. This was also confirmed by the highest difference in the indicators from the group describing
water content in vegetation cover (WBI, NDWI, MSI, and NDII); these differences ranged from 1%
to 42%.

Leaves of pea seedlings grown in Knop (with and without P) with Pb ions exhibited reduction
in chlorophyll a content compared with control seedlings (Figure 7). Growth in water and Pb(NO3)2

treatment increased the chlorophyll content significantly (about 70%, Figure 7). The plants treated with
Pb ions showed lower chlorophyll a/b ratios than control plants (2.7) and was lowest (1.3) in plants
grown in water with Pb. The plants grown in hydroponic cultures with Knop medium, in both variants
(with and without phosphorus), contained less carotenoids relative to the control plants (Figure 7).
Carotenoids (Car) were less affected by lead compared to chlorophyll (Chl); however, the Chl/Car
ratio increased significantly after Pb treatment: 5.9 for control plants but approximately 10 for plants
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grown in water with Pb. Remote sensing indicators describing the content of chlorophyll (such as
RARSa and RARSb; Table 6) also confirmed a decrease of about 35% (in the case of both indicators)
between the growth environment, H2O + Pb, and control (Table 6). However, the amount of dyes,
such as anthocyanins or carotenoids reflected by remote sensing vegetation indicators ARI1 and CRI1,
also confirmed the fluorescence results. For the H2O + Pb growth environment, the difference in CRI1
was 47% and 575 for ARI1 compared with the control.
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Table 6. The ratio of Chla/b and chlorophyll to carotenoids (Chl/Car) in the pea leaves contaminated
with lead ion, Pb(NO3)2, calculated as in Arnon [49] and indicators of remote sensing (RARS, RARSb,
and RARSc).

Treatment Chl a/b Chl/Car RARSa/RARSb (RARSa + RARSb)/RARSc

Control 2.7 5.9 1.12 2.22
Knop + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 1.8 7.4 1.16 2.22

Knop -P (without phosphate)
+ 5 mM Pb(NO3)2

1.6 6.7 1.20 1.98

H2O + 5 mM Pb(NO3)2 1.3 10.0 1.13 2.05

In summary, the plants grown in distilled water with Pb ions were most sensitive to the toxic
effects of lead. This result was also confirmed by the differences in the remote sensing indicator values,
where the effects in peas could be ranked depending on the medium in which they were grown as
follows from the worst to the best condition: H2O + Pb, Knop (-P) + Pb, Knop + Pb, control. Although
under these conditions lead is accumulated to a large degree in the leaves with only a small amount in
the roots, both the elongation growth and mass the organs were inhibited. The maximum quantum
efficiency of PSII in the light and the Chl a/b ratio were very low for these plants, indicating the
inhibition of photosynthesis. The Fv/Fm ratio is used for monitoring in vivo effects of stress because it is
linearly correlated with the quantum yield of light limited O2 evolution and the number of PSII centers.
In contrast, the plants grown on complete Knop + Pb ions showed the least response to the presence of
the toxic metal due to the accumulation of Pb in the roots and the formation of insoluble phosphate
salts. The indicators that showed statistically significant differences and thereby damage to plant cells
caused by the action of lead were indicators determining the chlorophyll content: mNDVI705, RARSa,
and RARSb; the amount of light used in photosynthesis: SIPI; the amount of carotenoids and other
pigments: CRI1 and ARI1; and water content: NDWI, WI, NWI-2, and DSWI. These results indicate
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that the type of growth medium has a considerable influence on the absorption and accumulation of
toxic metals in different parts of the plant, thereby affecting their function and modifying growth.

4. Discussion

Coupling fluorescence measurements with other non-invasive techniques, such as absorption
spectroscopy in model laboratory conditions, we obtained more comprehensive results showing
changes in the rate of growth, water content, photosynthetic activity, and others induced by lead under
given conditions that change the transport of Pb ions to the leaves. Hence, irradiance during growth is
responsible for changes in the antioxidant enzymes activities by affecting the rate of photosynthesis and
related processes. The presented results confirm that the effect of Pb ions on photosynthetic parameters
in pea seedlings can be detected using hyperspectral and fluorescence techniques. Despite the visual
differences and accumulation of lead in the leaves, we confirm that the chlorosis of leaves may be a
consequence of the inhibition of chlorophyll synthesis, as well as the increase in its degradation [66,67].
We previously observed [14] that Pb ions stimulated the respiration rate in pea leaves in plants grown in
high light conditions, which was accompanied by an increase in ATP production in mitochondria. We
also found that the inhibition of photosynthesis by Pb ions was higher in low- than in high-light-grown
plants as a consequence of decreasing electron transport in the photosynthesis light reaction [68]. Lead
is absorbed by plants mainly through the root system and in minor amounts through the leaves. At
lethal concentrations, this barrier is broken and lead may enter vascular tissues. Lead in plants may
form deposits of various sizes, present mainly in intercellular spaces, cell walls, and vacuoles. The
negative effects of lead on plant vegetative growth mainly result from the following factors: distortion of
chloroplast ultrastructure, obstructed electron transport, inhibition of Calvin cycle enzymes, impaired
uptake of essential elements such as Mg and Fe, and induced deficiency of CO2 resulting from stomatal
closure [69,70].

Important for research on the impact of lead and heavy metals on peas is the environment in
which the plant grows, both in terms of the soil and the nutrient medium. In our study, pea seedlings
had the lowest values in comparison to the control when grown in H2O + Pb medium. In the literature,
we found an example where detached leaves of 14-day-old dark-grown pea seedlings were immersed
with their cut ends either in water (control) or in 20 mM Pb(NO3)2 solution [71]. They were exposed
to continuous illumination for 24 and 48 h. Values of Fv, Fm, and Fv/Fm were reduced by Pb2+.
Here, with H2O + Pb treatment, the Fv’/Fm’ value decreased about two-fold. The decrease in the
chlorophyll a fluorescence parameters occurred in parallel with the strong inhibition of the biosynthesis
of chlorophyll a and b but less of the carotenoids by this metal [71]. We also confirmed that the
difference in the chlorophyll value between the H2O + Pb and control treatments was significant (Chl a
was 700 µg/g FW; Chl b was 1000 µg/g FW), whereas the difference in the carotenoids value was similar
or less by only 20 µg/g FW. Pb2+ drastically reduced photosynthesis but had a stimulatory action on
evolution in darkness (DR) after 24 h and only somewhat inhibited DR after 48 h exposure of leaves to
this metal [71].

Fluorescence indicators confirmed the negative effect of lead ions on pea seedlings through a
decline in the value of Fv/Fm [72]. Fluctuations were observed in PSII electron transport during
photosynthesis induction. When the light intensity increased, the maximum quantum efficiency of
PSII (Fv/Fm) decreased, as was also observed by Baker et al. [19]. The decrease in the Fv/Fm value
was also noted for oats plants (Avena sativa) growing on contaminated places with excess Cu and Pb
ions where the half-rise time (t1/2) of Chl a fluorescence decreased, suggesting that the amount of
active pigments decreased and the functional Chl antennae size of the photosynthetic apparatus was
smaller compared with control plants [73]. In pea plants, after adding lead to the water, we observed
that the greatest amount of lead was transported to the leaves, which was also noted for spinach
plants treated with lead acetate for 15 days; 45% of Pb ions were accumulated in roots and 55% in the
leaves [74]. More than 90% of heavy metals are generally adsorbed into cell walls. The oldest leaves
accumulated the highest concentrations of heavy metals. Heavy metals have different mobility in plant
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tissues and translocation is probably regulated by the carrier proteins of the vascular tissues [75,76].
Decreases in the protein content in pea roots was observed after the addition of cadmium ions [67,77].
Roots accumulate larger amounts of metals than shoots [78]. Permanent stomatal closure, structural
damage of chloroplasts, increased synthesis of ethylene (induce senescence), and imbalance in water
relationships might be acting synergistically on heavy metal exposed plants, resulting in impairment
of photosynthetic functions [79].

Carotenoids were less affected by lead compared to chlorophyll; however, the Chl/Car ratio
increased significantly after Pb treatment: 5.9 for control plants 5.9 but and about 10 for plants grown in
water with Pb. An increase in the Chl/Car ratio is characteristic for stress conditions because carotenoids
are involved in photoprotective mechanisms. This is particularly important when photochemical
quenching activity is exceeded, leading to photoinhibition [80]. Carotenoids protect chloroplasts (1) by
modulating NPQ, (2) by mediating direct quenching of chlorophyll triples, and (3) by scavenging the
ROS generated during photosynthesis. Our results indicate that the main function of carotenoids is
scavenging the ROS because the NPQ values were low in Pb-treated plants. The reduced chlorophyll
content due to heavy metals toxicity in different plant species has been well documented [81]. The
observed increases in chlorophyll content in the leaves of plants grown in water + Pb may be related to
the lead transported to the young plants inhibiting the activity of chlorophyllase, so the content of
chlorophyll may be even higher in plants treated with lead [10].

The obtained results can be compared with previously reported data of tests of plants under
stress conditions. Zagajewski [82], using multispectral spectrometer SPZ5 (24 spectral bands in the
visible and near-infrared range from 400 to 1025 nm; Research Space Centre, PAS, Warsaw, Poland),
noted the presence of lead in the contaminated grasses with 128 ppm Pb2+. He observed not only a
decrease in the light absorption used in the process of photosynthesis (VIS), but also changes in cellular
structures. Heavy metals reduced the chlorophyll content, which is closely related to the inhibition of
photosynthesis and, as a consequence, causes a decrease in biomass production [51]. Here, this was
confirmed by the reduced LAI index value, and the roots and the leaf index determined by the ratio of
fresh to dry mass of the leaves [51]. A hyperspectral method was used to assess concentrations of heavy
metals in common cane growing along the Le An River in China [83], where the spatial distribution
of metal concentration was examined. The stress status of plants was determined by using three
indicators: NDVI, red edge position (REP), and continuum removal normalized band depth (CRNBD).

The correlation of remote sensing indices with chlorophyll content has enabled the creation of
chlorophyll content models. On the basis of the proposed model, significant differences were observed
in the level of heavy metals between the top and bottom of the plant stand corresponding to the
chlorophyll gradients within. The concentrations of copper, zinc, and lead were highest in the lower
parts of plants, but the coefficient of variation revealed differences in the values between heavy metals
used. For Cu ions, the highest value attained was 0.61, 0.53 for Pb, and Zn was lowest at 0.22. The
results also showed that the HMs content correlates negatively with chlorophyll level, whereas the
vegetation indices showed a positive correlation [83]. Remote sensing of vegetation indices in the
research areas contaminated with heavy metals were used, among others, by Elbe in Germany [84].
The aim of this study was to assess the pollution of the river floodplain ecosystems using ground
spectrometric measurements (ASD FieldSpec Pro FR) and laboratory measurements. Remote sensing
vegetation indices were able to assess the vitality of the plants, including biomass, chlorophyll, water,
cellulose, and lignin contents. The water status of plants was excluded as a stressor because the
coefficient of variation was small for WBI and MSI. The indicators NPCI, PRI, NDVI, and SIPI showed
higher variability over time. In the case of the nitrogen content (NDNI) and lignin (NDLI), small
changes were identified. Especially indicators NPCI, PRI, REP, and CR1730 were proven to be sensitive
to the stress caused by heavy metals.

The acquired results are also confirmed by the differences in the values of the remote sensing
indicators, where the effect on peas can be ranked from the worst to best condition depending on
the medium in which they were grown as follows: H2O + Pb, Knop + Pb, Knop (-P) + Pb, and
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control. Different environments significantly affect the impact of stress on plant growth caused by lead
on its vital functions. The single-metal sorption uptake capacity of the biomass for Pb was slightly
inhibited by the presence of the other heavy metals in the system. The presence of Cu and Cd cations
in separate systems reduced the biomass uptake capacity of Pb by only 6% [85]. Two plant species,
spinach (Spinacia oleracea) and wheat (Triticum aestivum), were grown under hydroponic conditions
and stressed with lead nitrate, Pb(NO3)2, at three concentrations (1.5, 3, and 15 mM) [86]. Lead was
accumulated in a dose-dependent manner in both plant species, which resulted in reduced growth
and lower uptake of all mineral ions tested. Total amounts and concentrations of most mineral ions
(Na, K, Ca, P, Mg, Fe, Cu, and Zn) decreased, although Mn concentrations increased, as its uptake
decreased less relative to the whole plant’s growth. The deficiency in mineral nutrients was correlated
with a strong decrease in the chlorophyll a and b and proline contents in both species, but these effects
were less pronounced in spinach than in wheat. In contrast, the effects of lead on soluble proteins
differed between species; they reduced in wheat at all lead concentrations, whereas they increased in
spinach, where their value peaked at 3 mM Pb. In wheat seedlings, concentrations of chlorophylls a
and b were already significantly lowered at 1.5 mM Pb, and this effect was even more pronounced
at 3 and 15 mM Pb. Lead stress resulted in a heavy reduction in chlorophyll due to both chloroplast
disorganization, the reduction in the amount of thylakoids and grana, direct inhibition of chlorophyll
synthesis, as well as changes of chlorophyll structure due to replacement of key nutrients (Mg, Fe, and
Cu) by lead [87,88]. Lead exposure resulted in dose-dependent damage to both plant species. In wheat
plants exposed to 15 mM Pb, growth inhibition was clear, whereas spinach fresh and dry weights
decreased by only 28% and 29%, respectively, at 15 mM Pb, when compared with controls.

The spectral reflectance curves obtained for pea plants in the near and mid-infrared indicate a
high sensitivity to Pb. Plants treated with lead ions are the most sensitive to light in the red edge range,
which also has been confirmed for other metals as Ni, Cd, and Cu [31,40]. An experimental design was
established with three Pb concentrations (0, 2.5 × 207.2, 5.0 × 207.2 mg Pb per 1000 g soil) for 30, 50, 65,
80, and 90 days. The differences in the shape of the spectral reflection curve were visible mainly in the
red edge range, which was found here (e.g., 714–723 nm). The highest impact of lead (the difference
between the spectral characteristics of the concentrations tested) was observed on day 50 and 80 by
a flattening of the edges of red [34]. The derivative reflectance calculated from canopy-level CASI
airborne imagery showed a peak at the 700–730 nm region, which was experimentally shown to be
related to stress conditions and potentially caused by fluorescence emission and chlorophyll content
changes in vegetation under stress [89,90]. Here, the ranges in the electromagnetic spectrum were
statistically significant for condition, stress influence was the range: 714–723 nm (plant stress), 858–951
nm (biomass, plant density), 995–1145 (biophysical quantity and yield), and 1386–1389, 1570–1579,
and 1801–1829 nm (lignin, cellulose, plant litter and water). Similar results were also observed by
Zagajewski [82] for grasses 6 and 11 weeks after application of lead. Spectral reflectance curves can
also indicate disturbances in the cell structures. The largest differences in reflectance, especially in
near-infrared, were shown for the grasses 11 weeks after application of lead.

Lead causes large changes in plant vitality, inducing cellular structures by creating deposits in the
cell walls. This may cause developmental disorders, as well as impact the water status of plants and
then photosynthesis. In analyzing the spectrum bands for pea and common cane plants growing in the
presence of lead, lead induced changes in the spectrum differently for both plants. In the case of the
pea plants, the range of the electromagnetic spectrum, describing the structure of the cells and the
water content in the plants, indicated the high sensitivity of the pea plants to lead ions. Whereas for
cane plants grown on the reservoir flotation [91], changes occurred in the edge of the red (400–800 nm),
the near infrared (from 1100 to 1400 nm), and in the mid-infrared.

Numerous studies that have tested the physiological responses to excess levels of heavy metal ions
indicate that plants have evolved various mechanisms to cope with heavy-metal-induced stress. Lead is
highly reactive and inactivates various enzymes; hence, it impairs plant growth and development [71].
Thus, using noninvasive techniques, such as fluorescence, absorption spectroscopy, or gas exchange,
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is important for monitoring plant photosynthesis under given conditions even for a long time. The
transferability of laboratory-based results to field situations is a subject of discussion. Laboratory results
might not mirror in situ behavior due to differences in growing environments, sampling protocols, and
operating conditions, but they can provide information about the correlation between investigated
processes under controlled conditions. Thus, further comparative work is warranted, which will
allow for further development, such as the novel ground-based spectrometer system, PhotoSpec, for
measuring SIF in the red (670–732 nm) and far-red (729–784 nm) wavelength range as well as canopy
reflectance (400–900 nm) to calculate vegetation indices, such as the normalized difference vegetation
index (NDVI), the enhanced vegetation index (EVI), and the photochemical reflectance index (PRI) [92].

5. Conclusions

The obtained results confirm a significant decrease in the vitality of the pea plants treated with
lead. Using fluorescence techniques to assess the degree of inhibition of plant metabolism by lead
ions provides useful information about the actual physiological state of vegetation in the presence of
this heavy metal. These changes are visible in both the spectral reflection curve shape and the remote
sensing vegetation indices. Combined with remote sensing measurements and the quantitative survey
of selected parameters (e.g., photosynthetic pigments), they are one of the most accurate techniques for
describing photosynthesis and evaluating the function of the photosynthetic apparatus in the presence
of stress factors. Uptake of heavy metals, their distribution, and accumulation result in permanent
structural changes in the plants, which was confirmed by the results obtained from spectrometric
measurements. Their effect changes in terms of the content of plant components such as water and
photosynthetically active pigments, confirming an adverse effect on the photosynthetic apparatus of
the plant (fluorescence measurements). One of the main symptoms induced by lead on the plants is
accelerated aging, visible in the decrease in chlorophyll content and the lowering of the water content
in tissues (the drying of plants). Lead exposure in plants strongly limits the development and sprouting
of seedlings. Plant biomass can also be restricted by high doses of lead exposure.

The disruption of plant water status after lead treatment has been addressed in many studies.
Results of such exposures show a decrease in transpiration as well as reduction in the moisture content.
Lead reduces plant cell wall plasticity, and thereby influences the cell turgor pressure. The obtained
results confirm that hyperspectral techniques can be used to detect the effect of lead as a stress factor
on plant vegetation. The contribution of this research is the identification of noticeable changes in the
physical properties of pea plants treated with Pb ions and grown in the laboratory conditions, where
visible changes were observed in the cell structure and water content as well as changes leading to the
death of plants. This information provides the basis for the assumption that the hyperspectral data and
fluorescence measurements are useful for the analysis of vegetation contaminated with heavy metals
and monitoring of contaminated areas. The determination of the content of heavy metals accumulated
in vegetables and physiological effects on the plants can provide information on the source and extent
of the impact of pollution emissions.
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