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Abstract

With the rapid development of industrial and agricultural technology, the pollution of Cd and oth-
er heavy metals in soil is becoming more and more serious. The remediation of heavy metal con-
taminated soil has become one of the research hotspots at home and abroad. Phytoremediation
has become one of the main methods to control heavy metal pollution because of its low cost and
no secondary pollution. Plant Growth Promoting Rhizobacteria (PGPR) is a kind of microorganism
growing in soil affected by plant roots, which plays an important role in phytoremediation of
heavy metal contaminated soil. In this paper, the status and harm of Cd soil pollution in China, soil
pollution remediation methods and their advantages and disadvantages were summarized. The
mechanism of PGPR affecting the phytoremediation of Cd contaminated soil was emphasized, and
the research prospect of PGPR was also prospected.
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1. 51§

TR AU A E R, Y RIEREEY R 2, B TR AEee ), sie gl g
SERY . AR ANThRE R AR, S R R AR K B SRS, AR R R, T DL
Ak, BEBERGE, LIEPWAEEVRATRSE 5 - B - MR B R - K- AR KR
BRI, fa AR, X RIS Y. mikEE TR R, HERTE g T35 Qi —KE
T [L], Hoh, DL Cd V5 ECAR M, BONR 385 G i) — K

3G YRS T EA R AR B A e i — M7k . MBS HEAREE R, FE. o
HES B R2], RBE B R H B, ORI RTRREEMEL . BRI RE R
. MR BRE A B (Plant Growth Promoting Rhizobacteria, PGPR)J& — 28 REME BH A K. 5 S~ E
REGHNE. Y B A A YI[3] [4]. PGPR I 12 M i S A2, AR i P Ui
AL 3 A E R . AT T PGPR 7 3% Cd y5 s 2 b e, JFIR I T AR Cd 5 et
X —Ht TS A SR R R T A .

2. FEL Cd 5ER
2.1. Cd iSHIK

Wi, NP RRUR 3 Ii4g)E Cd RS, LT 87%2 it N L& A5 44 (5] A Bk
EoRTRE 2090 ot 52 ) G Jm V5 g, Cd V5 RRMAR SN 2, S X A A 11 AN 25 NMHBIX[6]. fiRAE
2014 SEA S EEERA AR BRI R A EoR, A s Y bs R O 16.1%. fELHUE S Y,
Cd V5 Qi) ST bR 2 B, A 7.0% [7]. Cd J5 94 2 A TR IE R 77, QKL = A INAN RV = 1 91 55 1,
677 F B AT ARACE Tl R X .
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2.2.Cd i5¥fg®E

Cd 7E HIEHIR AV bR, B TIEP R R — e MEE, SfFE T - EMAES RS, AR HT
mMEE TN, TERERESER S, MH Cd k& S s R &N NIK[8], TEFFNEANE IE2H 2381
R, M FENRMEFEZ R AHkiE, 2 Cdisdigm, WrME TP REa. KKd Cd SElERE S
15 36% [9]. HHULRTOL, JEEHEARFBEREE Cdisdet85, B Cd MRIEMRfaE, REEMNZED
2B EJERE .

3.Cd mRtTIREEFERME S
Cd /5 Y IR TR VE R BN N =Fh, SR RIMEE . (B ERAEDIESE.
3.1. ¥REEx

MEBEREMA ENEARFE, B HIRTFNERITRM B ER, XRERRA L, B
% BHERRRIREEES, MARAS UG, HEESEKR, AT, FRK.

32. WEEEZ%

A LRI, AR, 5EEPR Cd KAESNIE RN . BEETIE, A
ff Cd 5HIENE . HEEE BIEMRsE. SHEREE, A RBENRE, a2 YE SiE ik
5, HEAS.

3.3. £EE*x

MR R ARA AV FYR R EE E AT, IR A RS B SRR, 1%
Tk EEAFMAEYEE . EYEE. SMBERMAEYRKRGEE. EWMBEE RIS RAR, Z5EH,
Rl AR IR 8K, sk BRI, FMEREICRANE.

AU, PGPR fEAEMIE R Cd 55t A% EEAE . T3 (0 5 s il i i) B
M5 PGPR Ryt EAE R, eers . Helb. BANBMIAN, EI5Rmbsifae, FRAHY
IR, MITTHE BB R 5 L3810 H 19[10] -

4. EYIRBREER

PGPR & —Mxt i A K SO i e RSO (R 2 E B AR 7E S sl b AR TR R ik Ak
Yo [FBF, PGPREREINHIE FHHAEN, FHZAAET ZFHEMMRE[11]. PGPR MHAVFZME, IiC
U5 ) BRI 2 A A 1 & (Bacillus) A B R i 1 &8 (Pseudomonas) ;- 5% 6 B 5 g B (Pseudomonas
fluorescens)7E V1 2 HE P IAAR BB A7 5 265 A0 35, ATk 60%~93%; 74, I&EFE AT & (Flavobacteria)
[i4] %5 B J& (Azotobacter) .  [#] VA2 B J& (Azospirillum). 17 #T 1 J& (Enterobacter). BX3C KT J& (Erwinia) P&k
Je i J& (Hafnia) . 7075 X% J& (Serratia) . 7~ B, 4 J& (Alcaligenes) . 5T & J& (Arthrobacter) . #% 5. ff 15 J&
(Xanthomonas). 7% 75 1A [X 56 J& (Klebsiella) F118 A= Y ARS8 B4 J& (Bradyrhizobium) %[ 12]

KZH PGPR Re/r MM AE KT R E TR, SN EREIER KR . PGPR R/ 4iE %,
ARG M-3- LIRS, (R b AR B AR AR I, X M T8 Ik PGPR (1L
X [13]. 54h, PGPR & AT Ll AR AR A KT R E iR, WA BEREAR. Bk, EYE A
ZE[14]. BRubz 4, — et 4 R A DUk 0 PGPR & nf LUE S B &7 ARG R SRR
SR ST, (R AR AR, o s YR [15].
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5. PGPR &S Cd 5 Mba{ERN S

EVIMER Cd 55 T IRA0 T 2R ER R A 00 & SR 08 ALK H3rh 19 Cd B 2tk py, it
f¥) Cd V5 AW /b . PGPROEIE &, W0E, 74 1-&HE-1-FR A3 DYt i Z B (ACCD) R A4 4
BE. EWERKER. BREESEY SR R ARSI A YR [16], REEYIRT Cd &5 55w H i
B HBURERY], PGPR W] 4yl — LA W) R G PEFI AT HLIR S5 RIE A6 H3E T Cd S5 L6 s B0 A Rtk
[17], FFEEAT DO RIS s 3R I Cd SF E )@ H . PGPR HA S E g R il Rgt, AREERL
Herh Cd S5 JE & TIL AR M VE DI RE, [RGB PI(E Cd 5 et S m itk .

5.1. PGPR {4 {EA RS Cd I E

1E Cd S HEJmi5 g LI, BT MRalEH, B ENBIS R KRB . 28
THEMRRAK, N EEYRIL I+ Cd S EEREE T T, 1-Z I N LRI (ACC)TENEYI G
ITWIHTAEPIT, REWE 4% PGPR 7= E[¥) ACCD /Kfif, | ZHEI& r[18], ki M A F X A A= K )
S0 . Dell”’ Amico %5 [19] M\ 52 5 < Ja [ 18 [ AR A RHHCR 73 5 tH % 7™ 2E ACC iz B 1K) PGPR, 42 A
B3z Cd Wra ERINGESE b, BTSRRI, WS & R = HE YA N Cd S RE A B3
PEH

HPAEKE, MAREFERGA). BIEZRIAA) />R 2 (CTK)SE, fefs e it r 2.
FF gk RARREK. 7 Cd SHEEG RIS R Lid, KREMEYEKRTMEHEIRRIEL, 7R
RN, e Cd % & Jm 1R B AR . ik XL 5 [20] AR DAR B 0228 He 1Y) 4 K= IAA 1) Cd i 14 B
PRAT DM R A K . Agami Z56[21] BASZ Cd B /N2 R KL, X AR SN IAA BRI/ B4
A B IG5, 117 H Cd hiE XN A BRI BT 2R i o

PGPR il [ . EBEE . ARERIE . AR A DA 75 T P VR FH K 438 v 4 ] 5 1) 3% H
B, PEEEMONE IR TR IR, TR AR B E SRR . — S R R AR E S AR
BN T AR S W0, ARERE R ik, AN B AR R e A i A S T LA
BHEWSCR A B R u R [22]. B %AW RI[23], MWACEARER 75 tH (1 DUk PGPR Bitk, HARGEN
WHEER, Bl GBI, SRR SCRI A, BAA B MR EIER . PGPR AT L™ A4
AR, HhaE 2k A YR ety A K [24], FIS, PGPRIEE ™ EPIAR. BIKEUHRRF T
FOEENE A9 S B 1 A A S5 A A R4 S B 1 ek [25]

5.2. PGPR ®MESREMA M EEEY Cd RikEEN

PGPR 1 LU 73w Z P TG4k TR R, 0 5 & Ja b AR T AR R I 1 ] 5 25 e A8 e ) &)
TR TR IS, $ i Cd S &R /e T iAW A e, AR Y SRR 2 354 & i g 043 A
8[26] [27] [28]-

1) PGPR jEid /b gk #ifk, 513 Cd S& B RKEB SRR EIE &Y, e HIBEthELE TR
Re7, EEEYINT Cd BRI, 5RO D> 1 — L YA F A B P b 75 108k, BRAK 7AW
P BB RE 73[29] [RIUE PGPR 43 W BB #LAA, CEAB WS B 4 e v e e, A S 2 /EH .« Sheng
L[30]HISEER R I, TIEF PGPR /b Bk HASE A MRS Cd S &G, WX Cd IR K#E s, RIS
T A B .

2) Sy REYER . S [BUMNE &R 15 Yl X 40 &5 R B Re 0% 72 AR R TG PEFRI Y Cd Ptk i i
LKS06, ZpEHRAEH T 2%, W3R Cd BI&E SEme I ek, knl W, Befh BAG 0% = A5 2% 1 v 14 57
FI B R LKS06 REAL TR M 25 %t Cd MR RE 71, 3B RCR Ko, — Mo T, RIEEHEAIE
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Bl PR E LA R, AR R, B SRS, P T IR E SR AR s
ERYEE KRR T, PGPR Il A -3 i 0l AL WD & PEAR, BEif 5 38 Cd AR A — 2 A
WL E GBI AT LA R I E 5, EYIIE B R R 20 R F .

Ak, PGPR BEfS ™ A A LR P 135 pH B 3706 B A M Ml 25 7 Qs - 338 v e M R TE LB
HBEPORE A RN FERE R Cd SFE R AiE L, A SEIRRYI[32], Hohh BOREF AR AR by 4 T 22
s Cd SR EHIGIN, ENEEITEMERREE T b Cd RAREIE R 1 39%A1 68%.

5.3. PGPR ®ME SR ZXEEY Cd HHBHEN

AR R A W A - 3 B e ) R AR Y, DIMAE IR Cd 5 G B R op, KB BB
Cd & & TR RAEMAS, RIS JE R RAAEY) 1A, MYt b a6 R & R T 1 TR
[33]. HHLKRIUFAAEE D EEE A EAEMACR IR, SEEMEE LRI+ 7 2218 [34].

AW TR, B it A ARG ST RN, I AT H# A ([35]. B UKL
PGPR 2 & il 7 i — AR BRI WL 2 B A, X AP IR SR N ) Cd S E e Jd R A4 G EM, A
JEX TR A I AT TS, XA SRR T B R AEAE YR A B A% B ) AR RE J1[35]. Sheng %5[36]
M 3R e 3 B HE A RERS 20U AR T TR K R PR Bacillussp, J119., BLE#RAA Cd EEm it
R MBI, Tk T3PS e, KBUEWEHR Cd RE IR E] T KK m, @tsintr,
Yot b5 ) Cd R FZELS HRZL RN 39%~70% . X B AR AR WT HE A2 1 R 7l PO A ) 20 T v A1 7 1 - 4
i pH fE, i Cd ARIA R AT BIER R SR M. (HR ST S, PGPR A EIEMR L, AU 7 HE
R AR P R, AT AR v R WA B AL A Bt LA RE Sy, PR E e R AR L
YIS E IR R

6. RE

BE Cd iR RHINER RS, P PGPR #HATIE S, WMAMR, HXIEEE D, & H Al ar
TR T —. RERMAARS, HRNWIEAAEEZ R, L femfhLe—, B2
A, AW RAR, BRI AL, HEAHFER. 75, f£HY) PGPR BRI Z G2
Wt SR IT R, IR IR Gt % R ) AL

BB, MR EARERE I T R ER B, BEARHRR ISR RIHMEE R, Sl Cd
G TR RSP R UGsge BRACRY . BRANESEHK. FR, a5 EEY PGPR 51t
IR AEEEORMEE &, O Cd {55 L3RI E SOt OB AR B 5 BB SR .
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