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x1 EWMEETERNSRESERESHIM

REKRTFENER

Z5 ELs st
LRI AL LM TR (EDTA ) CioH 6N,0g
Lasepl SR BRI (EDDS) CoH 6N, 04

FAH = (NTA) CH,NO,
CPET R 2R (EGTA)  CyHuN,0y
TZHEET R (DTPA) C1aHyN;0,

KIS T LR (HER) C,H,0,

AL 2- BT W CHRR) CHOs

3-FH -1, 3, 5- R (MR ) CoH,0,

2, 3- ZRIET R (AR ) C,H04

T (3EImR) C,H0,

EDTA A8 1 % 2 i + b & & | (i i B2, 3
SRAE PG A0, SRR AE B & E A7)
Z— A B EDTA {32 ( Helianthus
annuus ) ARFR L3P Cd FEFFIKT 25%, WA
KR Cd AR FE BN T 41.6%,  [RIE R X
FERRA R AR, X R W] EDTA AMUBEHG SR AR PR
T Cd By E AT R HYE, B REFE AR AT Cd
M, Li 45 S IR ST A SRR, BEHE EDTA Jithn
WL AR S, 14 Cu. Zn, Ni, Cd. Pk
R, BFEFE (Lolium perenne ) b I3 T4
1 Cu. Zn. Ni, Cd. PbREESA IR BN, X2
FH T EDTA A] DU - 398060 5 4 Ja 25 A0 M e i
IFRE R 4w B 45 B i M S M T SR A 4%
Y, AMUAFT L5 4 R ) ] A S AR
WA TR 4 R A, EDTA ] ha i
158 pH R EH SRS, HHLTSS
YEH, EDTA 38 i 98715 pH X 5 4 J@ JE 28 1) 5% i 0]
/N3 Z . Chigho %8 1) % BLASINGE 24 % B2 19 EDTA
i Tk (Zea mays ) 2P iy Cu FLEHETAF] 53.8 my/
kg, JEARNEM EDTA AR R 819 3 4%, [AEF EDTA
o Ay A R OR [ 2 1 Cu B 2 - 8 v
—ERRRE DIESR T Cu i, K Co™ #EA FOKIk
PR R 3t T A7 8 0T ST SO A A A R B B S 1Y
2= EVE ., Tananonchai % [15] K, EDTA BB
MR AR T Cd AR 5, X J& S EDTA
5 CA IR 48 6 W) 2 )5 Re T 45 2y b 28 3t PR il
MIARBTRZ, MR RAELNEZHE; MAERR

JEDTA (AL, i TR R MR RS I AETE
FECd Tk MmN E R, PR A R
R,

EDDS J& EDTA 45 SR, A UHA R
HZEGHE T, WRETE S ~ 8 d W F AR IR T
SEANEAR, FLREMRITCE , XERBER RN,
I, EDDS 7EsRAIE Y& 5 )5 T SE S W5 i Bk
Attinti 25 "7 BFSY R, EDDS RE %A R0 16 1 5
iR Ph It A2 33 & AR B ( Chrysopogon zizanioides )
Xt Ph R R M iz, 1 U 1) EDDS b BE e vt
A, B Y IR st SRR, RE (05
mmol/L ) EDDS {fi =541 %% ( Bidens pilosa ) tfi5
BN 19.03% . HRACHE N 13.10% My 1356 F T 346
o TR 50%, X5 E RIS HFFELs R
HAbl, Zhang 55 7 5 i 2 BB R AE & B EDDS
AL EPE S T 2 FE R (Ricinus communis ) 1)
Cd. Pb BAEg, Ao HEXT RSN T 28.8%
H1'59.4% ., EDDS X #14) A4= 1y 4 ) fie A 1Tl g =
H A = Y M BE iR 2 A ¢, ARFREERM, EDDS
TE IR e N- (2- H 43 ) REAAIR,
PHREAR N O e, BeAWIRFERE A CO, A NH,'-N,
NH,-N JARE Gy i i i Ae 52468 NOy-N,
TR ITE I E T LR AR B TR 3545
1.2 REMESF AR

KRR 53 1A HLIR J2& A ) AR N 1 2 2 AR
Y, fefeidt -3 G Jm B R, B A A
P2 Chen 25 2 WIS BoR, 7EE ARG Y LI
hFAE AT ( Phyllostachys pubescens ) J&i, + 3
IKEEE SRS =R, XEHT
AR ZR 53 WA ) Z2 AT AILIR T LA W g - 458 i1 5 11 B
&R IR M E 4R &S IR T IE R A Y. At
GERWL, INASMEERR . Fraie ol 4 3 A AL
B UMEEIFSEIT 3 (Brassica juncea ) % U [
HE5EE, HFEMSCOritTam ™. Bies
aaE D, RN R S SRR R RE 3 AL
Ty Cd F Zn, FFAR SN RIHE (Euphorbia
thymifolia ) F1 = YL EF B WSCRI AL RGOR, H
SR BRSO I TR TR . ARG 45 1 il
AR B, X T A2 m R (50 mg/kg ) Cd By
BB ( Elymus dahuricus ) , SFERIR . Fri5
i 0 i T DA [ o 2 o e v RTARAS Ok
B CAd XM AR E , UL Cd W%
1B, HAP R B R et . Hu 2 D TS R
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R, AR EE AR L EDDS B e {2 i 1 7% [l
( Macleaya cordata ) % U W SR, DL ISR
ZiRRY], AR A PLRR AR 45 R e
PR WS a4 TR BN S AR ], X Rk T
TR SR A DL A B M

WEFERM, AR A AT 4 5 R Bk
AT A W S S TR IR Eh 45 528, T
TR A A T A AR L A, AR
SRBBAY, AT IRBCE £ H IR £
B pH, ARt E 2N ESIRE S AL, FimE
AT AR SRR . TR R SRR EAR R
TCRRIR, HIRNFE RS ER Ca™ 254 5384
TR ARG B TR, IR R AR R AL
R L5 TERm L, RRES T AL
MRzt S HAE R VB B VIR . P2 IaTFH
BLRR AL A EAT BLXH ) OH/COOH KRR H145 w4
C Ji+ Lol # P4~ COOH ELIAHIE BIRFIRZE M, X
FURFERZEA ] HE &8 S Rk E . IR S T
B TocsoS oIk E 8 - ARE AW, A~
(\GEE e 1 B4 B R A A E G, iR REfR
P E SRR L g A, KT
A HLFR () JoT - FR AN, FIAT HILIR B 2 145 B v e
P T E S B AV AT A AYE . YRS
LW EEERRE, BHh, A PURRIL RE it 22 i
AR . S THRE G T ARG P S B R Rk L
TOGE R BA S o DL AR A SR U R
(A5 22 R4y St — D R AR s 5
fyaRAL A

2 ERTERNEVES

R, BEAE . PR B Ai i H &8 T iz e
Hho MEALET LA S AR A W A B, A AR
KMESEMRE; J—Jrm, Htda] g+
NEJy, o 398 pH NS HAL PR T, E T s i+
e ER 4 AR A R
2.1 AL

FEI Y A ) 2t i HOR G 52 0 ) Y T 4
PRV NAERRYI LR RS R ILEZ —, &
HIARBA YA RKET, ey
AT, A B TR F B A RO E 4
JiE 3035 G e R B SR AR T R A it o
MY ERE TSR —E . w0 a
FE R I N Xt 3 Fpin) H 2% ( Helianthus annuus ) 4
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Ve AU AR E R, JF B T 3 Fhim
H2E0 Cd B R &t AR Y6 N R 17 KA
AT M OCHIFFT 45 S 2 W NO,™ Al Cr™ 22 [ 4745
G R, BN FRRM T RRK (Leersia
hexandra ) #) Cr® WUH AL 5 mmol/L NO,™ K537 4%
P 43.49% ), RFEPE A ZAOAH YR B
@ 152 ) S B3 A 2R 398 pH SEERY . A
RNEZ g A= H e AU, A 55 ff 25 a NH,'
FIXS I A RRAR B 7~ R B9 HY AT 5 NH, &
A A4 B A BRI, FEIAE R N, J5 IR
FEAR R I BH & O S B 1, T NH,' 7R
TP RS AR F R RE S B B R R
W S PR AR B8 -5 1 45515 B0 pH FEAR, 35 m
TESBEFIEWRE, (2 TR0 4%,
T YA ) W A A ZE R NO,™ B, W25 430k OH”
o H HCO, 1M AR Bs -4 pH FHisr, i 384K
AR ST Lin % Y R R,
TH A RNE AR T A PR A AEAR bR 58 pH, 35 Hm
THEANES Cd i, XA Sy . Hhk
T ARG VE AT G

S A A I E H AR T RIS E S
JE TR, HAROSSHMEY N ESRNR R, K7
A S B R BB Ca (NO,) , B T
ZEOARARZE T Cu M B, X ATHRSEH T NOy Al
T IR RO BT IR e 2k, S AEM i oA
W7 AT, TR BER I Cd AR T,

FRZE [ CO(NH,) , ] ZHH N &AL,
R MY E RS SR, R fE A Y0 4
B AR Bl BRG], Ol RGN IR R A
FITF/NAZTE As. Cd. Pb & & HHA T B AR I E
INEEXT T AR B, RGBS T R, IR
R LA REE Cd Fat, R A
( Brassic chinensis ) % Cd 9L 2 f5sis2, XEH T
PRE A T35 K i Ak NH, F CO,, BRI T +
$E pH 4400 T B4R B TR T ATIE
22 AR

P MY LT REICRZ —, Jit P ey RiE
Prxt NL K B, fRaEECEEH, RIEE Y
HIER R E, FI TR A R R 0

BENEBR LAY R4, R REME HIEH 4R
BT L S 4R s, EEs
M AR I R B, A B R PR RS [ 32y
g Ca (H,PO, ) 5 ] FIGEPE 405 B 9 A 34 i 42
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PR P21 39 v i S A W T B R SRR Cd AR
R, A B BEAS [A) R A R M 1 4 b A RS
Cd 1975 £ 5 il 2 ok Pk JC R A5 B8 N it A 7K - 1) 33
i, HHEpH Mz R, ARG Cd &
R ST R, (R SRAR X IR i, ]
HoEss 0 R, Wt A Ca (H,PO,) 5
ol 4 AT RIS 1 PR AR EL B R K R 4 B % Cd 1Yy
TR, TEmM: A RS & i e mi v e kAR
2 Grifoni % (I BFIE 45 R Wk, M KHLPO,
KRG MR As BhE N ENESF S A R, 1
SR TR S As FRER, Wu s R
PP EM G ZIRAAAEDMFEIVER, I P R Hom
TZERARNT Cr™ (MO AEHE Cr F AR &R ) 138
AN LT

ENEAE R b 5 A JE B R O X AE ]
W ZREE S R 2R, HAE FA LG 3 ZAL RS XA
Tl T 50 11%) B 4 3 T R o L 35 o i A S ) R oA
M. PO SEAIEE T RATIEERNSE >, @
AR EBEAL A A Ca™ . Mg FE 488 71+
TR R AV w555 A P AR 2R S T W AL A7 A A TE B AL
BE TR AN, SRR EHEAR A RR, St
SERRTRE AU RE FIARTR], it A 3985 2 il Rl 4 B R
feeiigfl, 4R s SR AT,
SEM YN EE R TR =S L
Filt, BEIRTE P b AT R AR 2 R 1
FHELAE, HARHRCR A2 R sy . e
| Ry N L By i L RS R o 2 A PN O
=2
23 FE

BPARAE A A P gl ) vz R T B R e i
ek 5 L FEEARI LR LT, RN
e B AT IE K 22 BE R ps R e i R AN O
kI Z Pb irid i ZE 5 &R ( Corydalis yanhusuo ) 4}
R B K,SO, it 7K P Y 3 im i 2 B0 S 1 hn f5
BeARR RS, X SRTARFRGREM L AN
e LT g r g W], LR Ph 5 4 £ (50 mg/kg)
Wit K RE 2 3% B AIK H 2% ( Brassica pekinensis ) %}
Ph B VR B Ph 5 e 4T (200 mg/kg )
2% Ph f5 a2 B it K /K SP-34mmieg m. #Fot A
TR TEIEXAEY . 54 E B s A 18 A
—3 RS YR Cd R R AR T 5 E
N A LTRSS, B Cd 15 YK S TR e
K,S0,. K,CO,, KNO, #1 KH,PO, Sk S 0

Cd " K, Kominkova &5 [65] KIAE 2 Fh Cs e &
T, BB ( Calla palustris ) %f Cs HW iR ) 5
Jits K 7KL ARG, 32 R AR R X - 48 rh
L IRAARRPTEAR . KRETE LM, KC X+
4 R BOTE LR IR T K80, ), Norvell 25 %
A 8 U MR & F 10 mmol/L B il E 5 Cd™
RAERZEWNEEG RN, Y KCl 5, Cfgs+
e d™ 454 A cdelt, cdcl,, cdCly, cdcl” &
MR E ML AY, 15T ed™ W AEYA sk
TR 70 T A R R R v 1 S0, KB N
TR, YT BRI A R, Sk
A ) A B B G R, AR T R PR
7 ORI, BT R, A K,SO, R
T pH, dEmiE T R Cd RS A
TR T B BESR 4 R BoR, KCL i A BE 35 1
B pH, RIRPE RS Cd ARl KCL i A
T, 3% 2 IR AE e 358 b B VR FE ML AR A7 A
SREICAHAR 2R 52 260, BRI 40 T
HIVE SR AT B K 2200

3 EMiEERERRIZIMER

3.1 EEARIFAEURE
A RIS 5 TR I B AN [a) A A R 3 A Ak
BB 25, 0] BEXHE Y A K 7= A AR I
WFFE N G AR R MR B BR B9 EDDS . Bl . Frige
X352 Cd 38 B WIS T AL B, e R 3 M vk BE
BA T SIS R, o EDDS SR ]
WRFEEE, HiZ~AH T RIS cd LR R
L AL AL B Y 3 AL 1 Y, R s
W AR LI, MA 4 mmol/kg EDTA i, 3
CZE (Suaeda salsa ) FK=-t ( Sedum aizoon ) %
Cd A1 Pb (B R i U R A W & #2714 EDTA
W B8 3 8 mmol/kg BF, AH 3 1 FB 4 Cd. Ph
ErAE N T S IGN, Zhang 25 T [RRE & IR 5 v E
(10 mmol/kg ) EDTA ] T EBATX Cd B9 IS5
Feiz, [RIHEBATAR 2 A bS50 A Wi o0 Sl
44.6% F1 24.8%. AR A I VE FHALEERIVE AR B
HA AR, SHEYAFAEI R TR, it
Ik s, BB R ETT A B s E A R
T, FE—E LB NN T E4 e, 1t
G, BT S HEYAAF A R
32 EFRITEMIEHHRE
AN TIRE R A2 BT AN, XA E 2
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SRALACR A, SISO B9 T N PLK R
X E KR AR R E R R, 45 R R
NH,Cl #4257 £3rh Ph, CA RS T E, £
K AW R DL Ph, Cd YRR BB mE
KCI & 325 7AW A H X E 4R LR
Na,HPO, Ab 5 19 £ K 41 i A 9 i AU T X HE
FL2 im0t Ph Wi, 3 58 B 45 77 % BN KF
A 2.5 mmol/L Bt AR B 5t K ( Sedum alfredii ) W44
R E A, AR N K ST A A K
Wang %5 7 A BRI BFSE (NH,) HPO, X >
( Chlorophytum comosum ) 16 & Cd 5 4t 1 3 fY 52
Wi, &5 S Bt I /K S AN B I 200 me/kg BF, AT LA
P05 L] RS Cd IR R A A AR
RIS BEE KRS, R cd Ay
Al PERRAR, 22X Cd i FE i Z 2N . AN[E
BIRITRMEREAEH RN ER, BEEas
[FFP TR AR, VEFRCRARA 4o X)) —2
PEo AR T HP & EFTR, W5HAM
BT IEIRORA
33 R

TR EAE B A A Y A K S A
RS, SEMIDHEDE RO = A, X
TR 26 7 RS R B 2 9 L1 KR AR T
WAL ( Preris vittata ) WA, 4G F)F# & 58
i HASO, iR JREERE: As (V) IR As (), &
15 1Y 30K 43 i RE AR - 1 S AL R I FL A, B
As (V) &5k As (1), HE—20{E JERR A BXT As
() Mg, 20 6o U0 BIFSE 1 - SRR X R
M (Jatropha curcas ) WINHE @M, K ILE
el E 4 JE A G e R A R I e 2 B
AANE S BIRRERE; A A RKAHRA R
fn, T3 pH Jhim, HIEARNCSE SR S Y
BB WAL, Willscher 25 151 TR IY 45 S 201 32
B, BE& T3 pH B 6 [RMRE 4, %47 (Helianthus
berosus ) HFFPZE P CA R B EFm, T+
AP St Be X &R IR SR AR K AR
Wby, A2 U RS R B, B AT HUIEE A
T, 200632 (Amaranthus hybridus ) = %) & bt 2 3
i, EHEPARES O FEEZ TR, H CrisJ
FEME, AT REEIGREE . Yao 25 5 I
3k ( Miscanthus sacchariflorus ) 1658 % 4 @15 < 17l
JEBNE T IR, MR Cu WS AL
Fro R IEASG, HEEAHLBCAAT oA A K
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Fefit C IR, waex HIEESRIES A Em, FL
EAVURERT, ESRWAIESRAERE, T
s, RIREL S BB RS SR T, Al
WEs &SRB SFEAZ WS S BT, A
TG T 52 e I T — e B B A s )
A D RO e % T 4 R A B
3.4 HYIFhSE

AFEYIRTE S ERCEER I ER B E . bR
J A S RS, B 1) H 2 R U
LR, Tl (Salicaceae ) T3 E S,
THBUBEEMY HSEE S TIEER, EE
2t U85 0 PRIT SR SR 20 Cd &4 TAR, 3
TFRN) & SERE 1o TSR . TRl JE A AN R) i 2
[EIRIER e NP -t St R 1 ha e N T 5
A H 25X} Cd IWcs EAIOCR , 455 o G23 i
oy |38 Cd FREREAUN 4.17 g/hm®, Y3 FhiFbi e,
A3k 114.20 g/hm’®, Y3, G24. G3 #b FHBFL 2 &1
3t 100.00 g/hm®, Yu 28 WESE R, [k R
B S MIEY B E Cd 5 Y LR & 25 B Cd
SRR E, S S L3 ANERE (Corchorus
capsularis ) ShFIAMBFSEXT S, BFST R BELT ¥R
EBAIHL TR EB Cd BB 3 AR s, HAS
[ S PR AR R e B I Cd BB AR EER
3.5 ik

PR PR R IR A AR (n fr i
fiR : nEDTA : nKCl=10 : 2 : 3 ) Jiti Jii 7 - 38 3 1 ] A
P55 R 5t R (Sedum alfredii ) %F Zn. Cd. Ph ¥
R, MRS E G I 305 W) 2 B ARAE 6
wEERWEE, JFHMEREEE, B4R EEN
R, SORPRUA B AR NAE R, 2
AR E SR A B AR ], AT R B b
W HIEE SR, Mk SRR B4R & %
filEss e, K SR genp i 1%, S04
HESEGE N, RAFEHY S B EK.
HOEESE O RS T EDTA H NTA A [Rljiti FH 7 0%t
AETHAE B R Ph 159 HHRAIRIOER, S5 R R UK
HIF 2 J8— U A IR AT 18— A B g
HEEEH] ( Mirabilis jalapathan ) FI'EH H % ( Zinnia
elegans ) %I Pb )RR R 2 FPEE A 500 43 YOS i )
T P [ b [ #5525, Hu 25 2 BFGR 45 S A ke 32
B, FERtn S A &, FrERR . EDDS.
TR 43 YR VS I B ERL it i B e AR 2 R [RD X U 1Y
R, MG AT, ZA R0 RS T e s
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R SRR S e i 1 PO PR U AR OB S 2545 791 )
A EE TSR, dEmgn T R
HARRE TR KIS RE RS 5500 [R] 4
FURLAL A 507, HEG R RSS2 S Y]
Jo BEAL, S URAS IS 1 HORE I 5 A 5 5
ARG, BA B TR AR

4 TFERE@

S GSINES A RV FIEERETE Ak + 1 v H 45 g 5
F, HhswAEYAIH R, A A R A A — i
Ui o AERREl A Bt A S AN S XA 3
JEEREEMEH, AETER S PR

XA O RS W], YR AR N AE
L Cd XHEZEPE % ( Eupatorium adenophorum ) [1)
BEH, M G e P EEEZNAY R, JFHE
HE Cd Wiz 5 Y N K P2 e B S 0 ol 45 =25
FEEAERKA Cd RLER, Ah, SR E A [
EMEAZMESE, RERAEHE DRI
Cd. Zn i@ ZAL AL, HEESSREE
SIRBHEAL T Atafar 2 (BTt F IR
il S 2B P RS E SR . KD
FIACAEIA 2 5 B Ik . A, LI I A
F e b [ T B T OB

TR WIS, RN 4 mmolikg £ EDTA
it )L ¥ ( Houttuynia cordata ) 3430 A 8L {k
FREERE S, JEHIE T AEFXT Pb, Zn, Culy
TR DL S b - n s W BEHE N3] 8 mmol/kg
BF, JEATCHOR. 1 HiE W EDTA 558550 A= Wk
fifth2s, 7E G R BT TEAC, InZ eEA )
BIEE T OGRE TRRINITRYE, AP R ARG G
W R T gy, 2B T SR
SR FRBE I 7,

Ji S AR BR T LTI VR PR XU, B
1) AR A, R ) 88 5 700 RS A T et P ) o
Z 8, ] A R B A R R X RS R B BN
{EZ o PR P A 0 8 e ok P B0 AR R AN W b T T
A BELERy RAFR B AROR 0 ik, BN A
{14 ] sy P Sl A o sl A A AR 25 e it 5 B LA D 5
TG SRR R L — WP P e e 1)
4 EDTA 435015 2 Fofo 2= 4y 2 T 0 P 00 3 5 it o 2 2%
eE T IO/ N5 ( Ficus concinna var ) %f Cu. Cd
MO, Ju s KRB, EDDS. AELHIMEE LK
R 98 TR B B A5 it B 25 4B B 45 ( Medlicogo sativa )

(.5 Cu BRIBCRER IRERTH T 1.2 4%, Li 4 R,
YR DA-6 (R L& ILLME) F1 6-BA (6-
RIEILIENS ) BRI ZZ EDDS X 41 00 K A KA AN
FIFZM, JFXF Cd WU iz A DM RIRON . A1
& EDTA 518 TR TG TER] SLS (+
YL RR AN ) AbPRIE e, 5 R o8 B BESVERIT
PERIRIAES Cd &, [RHEeEXT Cd imeli, #Rim
N. P, KJEAE it A L3850 200 4 o 5 88 501 B
G YE R TR HIEAZ W, NIERECATE
FHAILHI AT RS o

5 RE

V2O E S IO B AUk S8 i — i UK
A ECE SRR REXHEY B R RS AE . (2
BINE G RADCHEDA B A REEEH], R E
)R TR SRS BIHABIA B B 51 K kTS
e, —LOR D) R B G R BEAE L PRI A O
HAFZiE e ® . B FRITR BRI & 2 &
Bl . RS G B T A ERRRE . X
BEPRIE AU R — R L BRI T 3 AR A )
B

K 5 e R B IR N R AR B S BOR
ARAHR ., EREGE R RS, BEEEYA
Bl A IR DA B SRACR,, (R ek
W B —Rh e 0 G T LA AR AR s I IR, S8k
TETE 8 S A5 Gt PGk I8 B (1 WAL B T
M TAERACR . ik, R R A
LR E N AME B S5 T B3 R YERE

AT PR B DA A 15 5 R AT L ) el A
AR A R A S G m ORI, SR8
iR AR BRSaAR AN, J0AT LS T
SR N3 E o S N N A 0 e A NS E R R 7
AR 0w L, R FOCEE ) A YA
R A A S T 1 LA B R 2 g 3 3 A
Yy, LI i B T s R R B B S
Ko BEEHHEY P SAREERE, AEA L
SO IR ik, BE RS
R WFFEME LR L

BMSNER AR WACER, 2t
ST RS T-Be . 2508 2ad KIIBT
FEUESE B — R LU B0 BB FR s s 8 S 4 hE
ERSRACIEH], (BG5S E IR TR G LAY
SR YME AR BT i R ERE, PR
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Research advances in phytoremediation of heavy metal contaminated soil strengthened by chelating agents and
nutrient elements

WU Ren-jie, CHEN Yin-ping’, CAO Wen-jie, LI Xiao-hui, ZHENG Yan, YAO Cai-ping ( School of Environmental &
Municipal Engineering, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou Gansu 730070 )

Abstract: Phytoremediation technology is in line with the development trend of heavy metal contaminated soil remediation
technology due to its advantages, such as safety, environmental friendliness, low cost and simple operation. Therefore,
it has broad application prospect and huge development potential. Whereas, some disadvantages ( longer repair cycle,
insufficient super-enriched plant biomass, lower remediation efficiency, limited repair area ) prevent it from being applied
on a large scale. Hence, how to enhance the effect of phytoremediation has become a hot issue in soil remediation.
Chelating agents have the ability to significantly increase the content of available heavy metals in soil and improve their migration
and transformation capacity. The application of nutrient elements is beneficial to the growth of plants under heavy metal stress.
In this article, we first summarized the ways and effects of chelating agents and nutrient elements (N, P, K)in strengthening
phytoremediation. Then we analyzed the internal strengthening mechanisms and influencing factors as well as the shortcomings
of phytoremediation strengthening techniques. Finally we prospected the feasibility of chelating agents combined with nutrient
elements to enhance phytoremediation.

Key words: soil heavy metal; chelating agents; nutrient elements; phytoremediation

— 337 —



