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Mechanism and Application of Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria in Heavy Metal

Bioremediation - | -

/ ' .
MA Ying, WANG Yue, SHI Xiao-jun, CHEN Xin-ping, LI Zhen lun ! & .
(College of Resources and Enwmnment Southwest Umvemt) Chongqmg 400716 China) i i ‘ - &

Abstract: Heavy melal contammauon is one of the main factms causing ecqloglcaland environmental degradation. Soﬂ contamination by heavy metals decreases soil quality,
reduced agrlcultural pr@ductlvﬂy and quality, and even threatens hum hea__].th Therefore, optimizing remediation Sfrategie§ for sgils polluted with heavy metals is of “great
51gmﬂcan0e for high- yl@ld good quality, and sustamabe agrrbu ure: Numewu@ domestic and foreign gcholars have carried fout a large numbey of “stiidies on &
phytoremediation of heavy ‘melal contaminated soils. However the* remedlallon efficiency may be restriciéd by‘soﬂ and chmapc/ environmental conditionsi* The synergistic
remediation/of microbrganisms-and plants is considered Jan effE( tive means 19 imprové metal remediation efficiéncy under environmental stresses. Melal-resistant plantsgrowth-
promolmg bacterla (PGPB )=pot only promote plant growth and iis residlance to biolic (e. g., phytopathiogens Fetc. ) and abiotic (e. g., drought, salinity, extreme
tempéritures hea\y metals | etc. ) stresses but also alter meal‘bioavailability in soils and metal toxicity in planls thereby improving phiytoremediation efficiency. In this paper,
the mec"hanl%nls involyed in promoting plant growth and ils7stress lolﬁdran(e a.ndga:ffecung metal bioavailahility by metal-resistant PGPB, were systematically summarized.
Furthermdbe ‘resear(h proggess on the application of PGPB in ecological réstoration in recent years was extensively reviewed.

Key words: plant growth-promoting bacteria (PGPB) ; heavy metal bioavailability; growth promoting mechanism; hioremediation; abiotic stress
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Fig. 1 Mechanism of plant growth-promoting bacteria in synergistic phytoremediation of heavy metal contaminated soil
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(Pantoea ) . W FEHT & ( Methylobacterium) . A 8l FF

W . ERTE (Microccocus ) FIMH v 28 7R 1 FG B 55 447 9%
B N ER S 0 A g R, AR P9
AT RRA AR EUE | BEIR R A FIHT TR
PSR RERS 02 HRE A9 2 KR A0 Wl o L it
Hb, B REFHIFF R CAM12 R ANZ I CAH6 7E 0 ~
8 mmol-L~" Al F1 0% ~ 15% % £, % ( polyethylene
glycol ,PEG ) -6000 fF7E I ELA 7 k2 =45 1Y fig
77, R PR R R B E SR A Y0 E T W BB A 1
PR R =54 e — I R R IR

B (potassium, K) fE NP A= &K & & AR
W= KREFEERICRZ —~, S5 THRAR, 484
£ IEMMAgERN AR BA K IGEENNRMA
Yrel LK) K A S A=yl ARG K, DA -
BE-HEY) R Ge b AR HEAE P 6T 57 53 B W WO 2R g
AR F117 . B 40 ( potassium-solubilizing bacteria,
KSB) il i j R S0 | AR 8 7  BR A4
WIS , G A HLIR AN TCALIR 55  FEAR PR P R B
BRI R i L i & K W T A RORE TR

K'"7. Saha %57 BUBIESE R 350 B A K R AR B +- 4
E’Jiﬂ% A< ZF 16 KT B A IR R B R ( Pseudomonas
azotoformans ) BJ AR S f# K GEJ). L4k, —4L
PGPB AR B B | 2 FOAT B, 5 7 A0 T AN
%ﬂﬁiﬂﬁjjULL%M%M@E%%@M%‘JU\K!@
PRI SR T Y R K.

BIRE (jron, F&)TEH 7% & Bt ‘{E@%
FIF BEREEH ey T IRIEFE Y BE ﬂ:l.ﬂ‘@% Fe H4%
HAEAE PGP B 45 4 WA HL AT 5 ik e i’%ﬂ?~
PEAGER A, il FC MR S ST I K- %ﬁﬁiiA‘ﬁiF
ﬁ*ﬁ%[ﬂqﬁ}?’%"ﬁéﬁiﬂﬁﬁlﬁﬂﬁlﬂ 2 KW PGPB
*ﬂ*ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%#?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁiiﬁ' k- %’iﬁﬁiﬁAﬁi
T RE. A A H, PGPB Fﬁiﬂﬁ!ﬁiﬁﬁi,ﬁ\ﬁ?@ﬁ
)8k AV, BENSE Fe ke fi*ﬁﬂfﬁﬁbﬁ:tﬁ%‘ﬂ?hﬁ
iﬂ‘]%%ﬁ@i?ﬁ?ﬁ&*ﬁ%iﬁﬁgw EORZF
FFE CAMI2 FUSHITZ B CAH6 tLREF= Ak ki 1%

S PR R AR B BR B AN B 4 S 1 HLA 2 S WA
FH 0 ELX A AL R 2 5 VR L R, 23X M RR I
AR AR HIVEAE PR R I, ATA 0% B AL FI
TR AR - T B R R T
2.1.2  [HEEGE AL

(AR A= ML 248 PGPB M = AP AER . &
WA ABAAFN S 3 RGPS5 Ty 2 T S S5 AL
AR U S A AR AN RS DT I 5 A )
X HE ) 3 BRI 1Y) 3 3

TEid 209 20 4FHL, AATA BT 42 & (antibiotics )
Y29 PGPB AW B i AL AT 1 BE 4F B9 L 2
H TR AT S L 2, 4 TR I R R S (2, 4-
diacetylphloroglucinol, DAPG ) | & £ & ( hydrogen
B9 % Z A (oomycin A ). Wy W&
2k e T 2 ( pyoluteorin ) | M % B &
ik 73 (tensin) . ML %5 H A
(tropolone ) F1 B 5 i & 7= 4= 19 3 5 K ( cyclic
lipopeptides produced) %5 £ Fhii A= 2. LI L4
FRAT DA JE A VA i T T A R | ek s e A S T O
fdi g6l ¥ RN DE 228 | AT IR S8R & i J 4% 14 B
FEVBILHR 2. 04, 2€ e A o B TR 3 5 L e T R

cyanide ) |
(phenazine ) |

(‘pyrrolnitrin ) |
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12 ,4-— TR A B (2, 4-diacetylfloroglucinol )
KA B F B8 ( Thielaviopsis basicola ) 51 2 1 4 ¥
LB

P YA AT B AR K OT R G R
HiFIAE P2 ARy v R FHER AR Bk 5 | A T TN 5E
G EIO B A, PGPB A W IR 2 A DL 5 4
PEHIARHL =Mk 8+, A S 3 I 72 32, A
0 15 R 7R AR B 14 7= 2 R 7 Agarwal A5
A9 A BN SRR JE ( Gnetum gnemon ) 43 5 1 TR
FC A% BR 1 ( Staphylococcus warneri ) F1 U1 3 3r 25 4
8 ( Bacillus velezensis ) ¥ GEf% 4y Wb 4% Fh %t Fe’ * H
AR AR AT B RR B A A R R T Al e LA
(Ralstonia solanacearum ) TE 2 B AR bR 14 B 5. LAk,
PGPB ik BE % 70 I — S 45 VAL & W), WL =
(hydrogen cyanide, HCN) | — % fb & Fl it 1 & H:
VR RS RS YIR HON REAS 8 8 41 i &
REAHF G 240 i £ 3% S TG AR T DR 20 B I k. X i
KX s BH Ik BR O RS R B R ( adefirosine
triphosphate , ATP) ¥ 7 212 | ATP J2 76 40 Jifg 4% i fig
BN SRR T At ALK M 51
U7 7 HEN {9 S 1 CHAD HAT 4
KB LRGS0 A6 T B 242 80 GHAG R RGN
%%ﬁimﬁi%Tmﬂ?ﬂ e, iiﬁ%ff?l}]ﬁﬁﬂ%—?ﬁﬁﬁ
4L L ( Meloidogyme javanica ) "B AF R KA.

IeRED Rijaves 45 BT 52 % B, (BF MO Lo

HCN i VT ATP A (041 6 3 SR IL RERPATTR
SAMHIER SR TT 1 ( Fusarium moniliforme ) 7R 24 16
Wi ( Fusarium graminearum ) Y TR 22 KA K. TRl 3
PERETCRIB B ARG 1 45 VAL & ), RERSTE T 5
R B E YR PR R R

LY AR T R ] R P AR B 2 e A i i X
R EVE B AT Sk 40% . Btk T B AR R TH
AEF GG E ST E SO, W55 & Fh &
D, Bl G A 5 SRR ik 2 3% 4y R AR 25
HLAYTE SR PGPB (RAF Y o 32 4l Wi I A4 1= 35 1Y)
AL . AR B T A AR A e e 2 B
A ISR PGPB bR, T HA R A
PESR (3R B 7)) AUETHRCR MR AR & & T
R B ATTRETE AR PRl i B A I R Y
P R R AERERY

AN AR AR B 40 B 7T LA 3o 35 R gt
4 (induced systematic resistance , ISR ) 2 ik 52 A5 ) 1)
A FEAEAE Y 8. PGPB U5 & 1) ISR AL 32 2238 i
SR ) R 2 2 B e B R I R B I ) 8 A
PRAAR LR, A 18— 22 B A 9 5L Y 4K S 0k 58
B A HGETESS , 2 38 B9 A 2 e, PGPB 1]

A S0 200 B 5 4 A 52 . ol TN A= 501
BT WCSA1Tr BRI IG | 58— J2 B o 4 i B
1 M ) SO0 2 B SR 53 15 R, 3 W AE s Do L A
22 ARG 0 30 75 (TN A BE ) n] AR SHIE R B 1 B
i, A B THE G 52 35 A2, it A a T B i A &
WA TSI [E] Y e Ah, i PGPB i & Y ISR
P Bl A P 9 2 AH OC & 1 ( patho-genesis-related
proteins, PRs) , #i f 2% 1 F vk A8 AR5 7 ) )
SUTE L I A KRR R v 2 R A TE Y 2F A AT R
( Bacillus amyloliquefaciens ) SN13 1] 38 i3 5 15 4% Fh A=
B AR R 53 ) BE 3 5 X ST A WS T ( Rhizoctonia
solani) MY )2 W12 PGPB i i ISR #EAT S5 1)
— AR ISR AE A s S A (815 190 T 7 AR DG 5 P Y
FIR AR, BT B AR IR, MALTE N 5
I RZEN BLAE VO, — ORI, BT 1SR PGPD
KL S 3 P K K A R (jasmonic a'cid., JA)"E&Z; I
1755 B B ST SR S BLRY. B KA, B
IR (salicylie acid |\ S\, HHIE | NS 24
([N I . é SR (A= 7/ fis 2 i
(lipopolysacghariﬂes ,IPS) 4 & PGPB 5 % ISR‘}B"J 4t
sl ) €y e
22 fpfE R

A A K, POPB 8 T L 10 B
A R R i S IO R 5 Vi) i 4 g 1 £ W)
FIFHEES ) I3 3 8 17 4 Fh o 42 5% s & E (o
ZRT-IRT HEHE H | G518 ATPase FIKIRBLIE
LI 20 A G2 1 ) A 6 IR 25 ) (AnA LR | Bk
ARAFNE YRG0 A5 ) 593 1Kok LI 4 J Y
[IERE SN/ T xS
2.2.1 {EAEHLE

4 R TE SRS rhaE i LAAT AR R AR ]
YR FHRIE R AT, AR R, A [FAY PGPB 8@
LA PR (organic acid, WIHR . LR . AR .
FRIAMR AT IR ) e 1k 1398 v 1) B 45 Ja 0 it ¥
WHVEFRICER , AL SRR X0 o 45 Ja i W . — 2
R FRA LR, 7T LA RSB AR 0T 2 & 4 R
(40 Zn, Pb Fl Cu) JERLE G W)OF S BOLRE , AT
FRAR 4 JE X I FEE . S,S-& ik BRI
(S, S-ethylenediamine disuccinic acid, EDDS) i T H:
A W) A 8 R P RO G 2 O R 1 s S e A
P AR A A ik 1 2 5. R DGS6 Al
EDDS Y& A F KRB Cu F1 Zn BHREFIE,
M i ) B . M Ah, EDDS i BE 5V i - 1 Hh A
Cu LASE B AE ) 2 2 i o 46 A vk B8, 348 o - 4 mT %%
A MUK ( dissolved organic carbon, DOC) F¥[R] B 3
RESEE 4 22 U R I Vs i) A, B0 A e (G

.“._.l'.
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B & ( Buttiauxella sp. ) SaSR13 34 5% T 7K B 5t K
(Sedum alfredii ) # 2 73 WA ( JUHIE VIR BR FIBTR )
(2, TR 35 48 & T Cd A= R B R
Xt L W i 0

PGPB if fig % 18 it & WA ¥ 3% T R
( biological surfactant) > F& (K 74 2 11 A1 A 1T 5K 7,
FH T 25 55 B A 5 1 4 TR Y T T R o B Ak
S i Ao I S ARV B S S ARV TR TR U
M4 @ 23 5+ O P A IR 45 &1 kA,
PGPB 3 1) A= ) 2 T 175 4 79 e 70 R PR - 18 JB0RE 1Y)
Fif B SR AR E S R A EAE IR A &
Yy, SR )5 175 4 A M - SR T v g 3 S e n
4 JRAE T HERR 5 v R VA ik B R R o 4 R RS R
Ay AR ERY . A B SR KB, A Sk SR
( Pseudomonas aeruginosa) | 1F 70 2 /R E G | 9 [
FrH5E R #T 1 ( Citrobacter freundii ) F1 #4447 /& Bk 7
( Candida tropicalis ) % PGPB it ﬂ?%)ﬁﬁﬁi%?@ﬁ
TEER, O R K A8 R R A 2
FFB R MS154 7= £ 1 — Fh AR 5 74 0y 26 1t 1 71

() | LA R e T R T 4 TR 19 . th T

PR IR BP0 2 T ) 2O A T
PG e A A 3 EL 4 gl S T
Hﬁfﬁﬁ(/’fq [ ( cfitical lmicelle concentration,,"‘C‘MC )y % 2.0

7 11000 | ng- 1 EMH@%%E%?%&EE‘ bR T
75500 19 Hgy 89. 59640 Mn, 97.73% [y Ph_Fi

99. 936 i Cd'' Chen %' B 58 % B, Po2E7E
AT ) 1 42 (VBB T 4285 Cd 19/
AR, O S RN 149 1 e 25 T 5 R 46. 6% 11
YA Cd &t

A PGPB A= YRR B M 2 5 ] (A
JURBRRME | By PR MR s BRI IR ) . th T LA BAesE
S RYAETE BR8P RESG N, 547 3
GIRIE LA Rl s A, 4R o T A R Y.
Ahsan 555 [ BIFSE & B4 1 FF B HU3S | S/ 1R
( Microbacterium arborescens ) HU33 1 I [K 12 &
(Pantoea stewartii) ASI11 2H A5 BY PR 322 i 58 255 24
(Leptochloa fusca) J& Sib 7 7= A R AR 7 77, 385
TSR A R, I HE 2R N R T
Cr ZEGREST B i T ARPRH Cr iAW F .

PGPB K5 e 5 2 Ja A= W A B 119 55 — AL
2L H R AL (methylation) . He AP iF Z A <2
Y5 Hg 1 Pb 45 4 J@ 1 F AL oh 72 53 2o 4% 4 A
FHREHCE 42 8 , 3 2648 i Ak AL & W R A
)RR R AV M | 3 R PE RN bE ). I 3SR mT DA
AN TR 4 R AR T I A 1 1 — PP B ol | R
SR AT LR AT A3 Il 4% & P Hg (0) |, 33X ks 5t

S FY S 0 40 BT 9K 2 i T 68 R
( Pseudomonas anguilliseptica ) W' () 41 P& i 4 122 04 H
3L 5 7% W ( bacterial thiopurine methyltransferase
bTPMT) A] LATE R IRIR KAl Y BE Al it Bt v B 44
JEI T R SR K A L A B 52, AT il e
JE RRAR S AT H 52 1 P8
2.2.2 FREMLH

— B, A JE A4 M A B (AN B R TR
AEAI LML R A1) B9 E5 6 AT AREAIR 3 v 3 4
B A=A FHEE | DA T 9/ %o 3 v o 4 S )
W AT BE [ AL 3t b AR O3 RS BN 1 2 T 4 TR A
20 M T ) B R R RE A (N | R | R B
FRAR | Wi HEFNBERGE LSS ) 456, T LU 28 E 3
(4 Jm . LL R A (SGE h E RA  BE B H
B8 24 0 1 A 0 A R R MUK 45 J Y AR E LT A
P T AL | BRI £ R (e ek
2 () A W 1) JREE . 36 AT — € PGPB TﬂTi%ﬁ/fmSE
FRLRR AR AT R R (U A o) A R
(i Cr Fil Se) O RBAEALYLHE (I RE 173 PGPB 40
b (LA, ik Apsm ) TR
S i ) 45 R (N Gu e, Zn A1 Ph) B 2 ik )
AR LEY ., - 4

M P I L ( extracellular r poly;}_l_eric
substance , EPS) & 7F — & FREE 2510 T A 90 59 b
THIMOA LR FREW . EPS £t 2,
A BTG BT AL, B AT L e 2 55 R W B =R
TE 20 TR 1Y) 200 i 2 T, 96 L L iR R 1 45 B 46 R 179 e
J1. PGPB A EPS B BT AT LAV 7E 9 A 2 il
HIOCR A LG IF R DIVE Y & 4 8 Ak 4
HHIE AT HILEE 4 S 2855 10, DT I 17 %A B 4
ROCERIPTHE . Xia 2 B0 5% & BLAS G 70 R
1A EC B ( Klebsiella variicola) WS = A EPS-K A1 EPS-
B, H:rf EPS-B H AT 5 7 i R (0 A FR AR &R T, T
EPS-K A {4 2 R 28 3 F ORI B 5, 3k 46 3 75 Hg
M2% A A B AR . IR RE , Silambarasan i l62) B
%ﬁfﬂ,?l@%(l{hodotorula sp. ) CAH2 A AN
I8 6 mmol - L™ AL BIEAE AL, A+ A2
30 25 AL RE A AR . SRR A LR
L EPS, HL P i Bl 3X 3 /N2 g 7K - 1 3 i 1
. Bt EPS (G R SO AR T I A
TERS AU A 0 A 0 AT A A

T 7 A A Wl R R T DA fefT o 4 SR DL, X
SR PR Ay A TR P R < S A R A B B IR
BEA 00, IZ BRI AT BN A AL RR £ it 1A 73
T (i 2-WE TR ) Th RO LB IR £ | T 5 4
JB B PR R B B - DL IR R B D IETE A= )
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W b1 B R L TR B ( sulfate-reducing bacteria ,
SRB) g 7EA DU YIEE H, 11k L HUATEE A IR
ST AR A (H,S) | [ T3 6 40 5 1) i
FHRR A ANER E W BT =X B A ke 15 e i) + 38 it
W 4 R Ak, A W T Bk R R T
( microbiologically induced carbonates precipitation,
MICP ) 1,2 Bl $ 180 Ay — o 3] 2 4 i V5 e 0 ) W 1
HEYMERE Jr ik, FE MICP H B R £k ] L RN 41 Bt 3% T
FRESIE (G Ph* ) H A, ZJE X e oT R T A
4R AR IR 20, IR i LR
FFI ( Bacillus pasteurii ) ATCC 11859 5|2 () MICP 7
PR A K 1 ) e S e AT 4 AT R4S P 11
ik (A5 E A R P ACHAS A BRI, MR IR AR 45 &
AR, T S8 Ph ARG A R s
Pb 4 & 12 50 B B AR T 76.34% F1 41.65% . 1L AT,
MICP MBS A Al i 439 IR A 1 /K R 1 i
RERG N -3 LRSI , AL BRAS A A28
2.2.3  FEALHLH ol
B4R CR NN A JE LM e YR e
Jai T A R e B 4 T e A £ R
Tl e fl, ez 1 2 A - B Y i
Hevkon f2 T B A HLAR 2 POPE TS b
ML P RAAERE A1 B o T i SR B i, o
BT T Y s Al R B o A A ) RS e AR 7

Sl 1 AT I R SRR

AT R T AR AIE R Cr(VD) A TN
Cr M U E Y i A S A S ESRY
I JEOR AR/ N BT 20, 2 0% T 6w RE
(R F s DL 2 — X FEAR KRR E b A B T4 5
A 4 S T B L ok S il S e T E
AR RN AR e B, AT LAHE 1 R DA JE A A L
WS RS 2 s — ML S b X S SN,
A F TSR A T F G Y. Ak X LET
WAy BT LSRR AR 53R A AR 25 A i 2R AL
BV FEAL , EAT L AR T 27 SO 1 45 R S
AT, AR B A A . Mathew S5 (1)
0T NS S L - - B I 1 = | ol |
( Photobacterium halotolerans) MELD1 , 7:-#45E T merA
HE A7 AE MR I SRR 1, AKX Cd A Ph 554
T AW B PIME. Giovanella %517 DA BS 35 5L 43 59
B R BSOA [ A AT merA 2 PR MoK i Ji iy
T RN AE TR 1475 e T~ U BB A7 , T HAT S50
¥ Hg( 1) 5 Hg(0).
2.2.4 Sl

0B T LA 2 B ) 4 e 18 IR SR s /D A
Yyxt i 4 Jm AT, PR B AT TE AR ANTE AR FUR JF

L IZ R 4 EAT — 52 PRI I A DAL
P S W B 30072 S 20 R 4
SRy B 5 4 W A B B T 33K 7 L 8 A
bR A Ty B Y4 B % 0 T 4 B XA A 0 28 3 (0 fRE
R KR 0 TRV, 325 T R 3 5 4 Y
TSR3 . H W A2 308 o % 159 9 1 2 2 0 5
(biological matter ) A ELAEFH 1M 9t 20 b 25 5 4 )& i
B BT ACH WM, BHOUTIE | el A A B R
SATIT LR A 00 0 B T 20 o 5 o 1 o T L2
E AT A 90 R 4 6 R A D o S B 1 T
CHVE AR Al ) 7 AR T 4 o i 2
TR B, A W T 4 A AN BE | A0 R i
SR8 PR AR B ) 2 L T L 3
TG B BT, S5 M MM 3 0 B 9 425 5 375
PR B R TE 06 7 T 2 A A e
S A T3 e e A S ) 5 1 200 A e 1
KT G S (s ) 200 M v 3 5ot LA g 7
B LR LN P R Y Wt . A e, 4
AT LAY T4 i VR B 1 4 0
BRI % A AN AR K B g
F 5 B0 T AT V0 3 ok v (e
MO 375 X Cd* A 35 AR . TR 2 e
LR AU T R v ki e 3
S LM pHAELRE NS 7 5, bR 375 B AE B
BEYRE 7 e 48 fin 22 Je K752, 90 mg- L™, 1 24 pH
{0 8 BF 1% B SRR R IR , 3 1T 2 Bl 4 1
T AR S AL T T, ST Cd® e
Yy Bt R AIC. SEM-EDX 230 Hrif 32 B, Cd* * REAZ Al 4
JfIEESS G T FTIR D63 73 A & Bl—CH, . —OH, —
SO, . C=0, N—H # C—N, B B2 th s w7 iR +h B Bk
VIR Cd* B T4 4 10 T Dy B A .

3 FEEMBETHEYREEEEVESEECRT
FtERRIN A

AWFERI, PGPB E 18 {2 i I 38 PR 58 T AH )
AR AR el o 4 S X AL Y B, U R 4 R P
AN FHEE , DT 2 1 o465 s v e T3 A R )

TS B ) i AR I A i 3 ot B34S
SRRE S BRR N A Y AR BT PGPB fil 1% 3 1 I
1358 pH B, & BB G 500k O H 4 i AR ) AT
JE , DT 48 0 4 A0 6 B 4 J A B Ui L 2 i
WA I6 0 % T 549 PGPB, I AL HxF e 25 &
( Brassica oxyrrhina ) "= 1 FIEE 4 J& W (52 ). AHF 5T
RIR, R PR 8 2 ( Pseudomonas libanensis) TR1 F
S VAR BRI ( Pseudomonas reactans) Ph3R3 #FHL A
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D0 B B A A R M T DL AR TAA L R ERA AN
ACC 2B, AR BF I T ZH R R 0
AR RSN (N e a0 W R IE il K 7 SO L
F 48 (Cd, Cr, Cu, Ni, Pb Fl Zn) | BiER (AN
Pibk, WER, HER. BER). HE (8% M
5% ) PR il BE (38 A1 30°C) H R B & FE Pk
HIGE 3K 73 2 F el TR1 Al Ph3R3 AR K 72
&1 Cu Fl Zn WY& B | Sy (AR & 7
O T AR TAA G 2 3 AR 3R T AR
TSR AL T T 2R I e 7 0y I 4 R iR A i
Hh,TR1 I Ph3R3 372 T HE ) o < J A 5 1 XL
Bl 32 T R CHEAE AT Bruno 45T
AR IPAS T S AR ZE AT & TCULL B4 T RITTE K
ST (increased atmospheric temperature , IAT)
FE 2514 T X £ # 4 & (multiple heavy metals,
MM) 75 4 + 3 £ K ( Zea mays) A+ | a5z P
FAEHIIE ST ). GO R W, 76 52 & MRE 2 1
T TCULL H2 R R 5 AT 7 A SR AT TAA
kAR Y AR A I R Y R R L A

AL ( superoxidg-":dismutas , SOD) il :l;JL /fh 1L %:L _d

(casilast, CATY %0 F 8, oK B (G Mwn At
SR K AL, BT, e 1A e R
TCUTLL BT RHA18h Ph . Zn | Ni /Gl FlCA 1)

AL DT T BN LS T 4 6 MRt 10

ST, AT 4RI 2 i s AT

BT BCHT L B B G SR ALYE i, LTI T e
HE R 4 W B, BRLUE, TCUTL T JH AR 42
PR AR B TAT 2508 T MM ¥5 4% 1 398 1 R 4 4 B
KA ZE ST, Silambarasan %57 B 58 T M3
HRPR T3 (pH = 5. 56 ) H 4315 i B 0 0 i 57 1)
AKREFFH ( Curtobarterium herbarum) CAHS X} Al )
A BRI s, R B Be ] B B ) CAHS 38 3
REFRAL A E AR B B A AR AL R R
FUE T A AT ENE T B (Lactuca sativa) )
AR A, ZELL 2 ~6 mmol - L™ AHIHA Al 3 4
Boh TR TSR 72 h 5, BRE CAHS X Al
I Z R AT IR 78% ~91% . LA AR, B fifi 76 1
BEMTN  ERA @AY R AL &80 g X
T AL AW 5 R AT 5 22 i R 28 A 77, TR AR
CAHS5 138K & —Fh 5 AL 4.

FIHI YL HCAI LY, A PGPB 1] L ae A= 4 W
B B, DIE ., 46 ML SRR 1Y
BLI Ay 4 & 7 T 45 rh (3 R R 2R 4t TR 4
MR B B REA] . EPS FIAH i 41 i 4% 1 7 & 4
JR A E RS EE A EE R
TAAMRAME ASST X T2 TAEKEZES

J&(Cu, Zn F1 Ni) {5 5% + 35 b 19 =0 5 ( Trifolium
arvense ) [FAE I AR FH T 2050 2 W1, e 1T bk
ASST 42 F T = - B J5 AR R HB RIS 1 R 2B W) P aE Xt
Y EY | R AR S K BRI AR B A TE R
S, HICe A A K5 i, ASST #BAE W 2 4 =
Cu, Zn FMINi FHEBWRE | BEREMEYE
EREIFREIL T Cu B 5 O 7. X B N 2R TR
ASST AT =B H4 & (Cu, Zn FlNi) {598 4
BWREBE . Y 2 T S a2 B
ALY Cu AT NI YRR, X ] & B TR AP
EAH TARRAA, B T F A AT R T A
Yt o 4 T B, TRIAE M, R T A S Y R A
PRIEERBIARA T XA P A A A 1 o 4 W L 52
M, Silambarasan ERU A R
( Pseudomonas citronellolis ) SLP6 H TE@”@EE{ Jilp
ST Cu V55 148 iR 3B, SLP6, B LA
FIL 5K 0 ), Wﬁ%%%ﬁ*ﬂﬁ&%'ﬂi}iﬂ_
(Cu, #6701 G Hblie ) 00, 75 Cu A NACL i
SUEF bR SLPO-ZRI WCC IR AU RIS P, BEAS
IR TAA | EREARI i RR AL . ] SLP6 TR #E 1
F3E T 2 3 25 Cu it ity e 4 e
MR A GURLRG RER Co RS JEs
i T B oh, BRI SLP6 T b (00 v 53 o
HF Cu( TE< 1)HE Cu Al Cu + A9 X s sy
BIREAR T 12% F1 5% , 3CRA R T8 8 Cu 154 T3
HIRE PR RO

TP 28 N I EOK A 25 575 e ) 01 B
BN A . R B b, AR Y R R AR
. AT USRS W), TR 2 BRORTE A T &
FEEEAE, PGPB X} Hg AYPUHEALE] R E AT mer 45
DhF (B — 2R % 174 FE DR A B, 3k 6 5 ) 4 B 1) 2
FTEA Z 5RICG R IENY | sk, /i Ane i
MR DIRE) Ff He (1) W42 38 J o 3 5 J B 20
Hg(0) ,Hg(0) [ 1R 28 < A I A% 7K i3 1 5 SO
A B 440 4 R B AN R SR B R Matsui
R 5T K B He A9 2F 0 KT 5 BB 0 7= 4
MerB 5& X 4 5 1) A HL Hg 2415 B, TR A HLOK 24
fiftk Hg B 1. Al UL, X 26 PGPB K KR T Hg (1
BEPE IR AR R L RO, A, A IR L
EREY RN R B Y R, F 2o T
HXT M5 K CR B R W AR . TR RE ., Amin 2505
FAE 5% 0 18 L1 57 RN E A1 merA AHARLF 51) 35 DT £ it
He ZFHIFF I AZ- 1, T merA 3 AT 45 it 5K 34 Jit
ity , PR AT LK He B 7K 85 P 15 18 208 I ol 4k
BN MR T L BR Tl B /K Th i) He.

AN A PGPB ik ] LABRIAE s 35 vh 19 3
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Py s, P A AR RO 2R KA Y
[ = AR Y O 3K e Ak o B B/ R AL Lin
S RFSEHE TN T P R ZE AT GG Xt
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