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Table 1  Function and mechanism of micronutrients in plants
HeH G e B B
G A e e o TMBEH LR R MR

Al , BvE B & AR

TIRE, 51 AL ¥ MIMRR T, B IR

25 ATP BEAEDG Bt 4R (5 Ie iR B9
Mn 3] &%, 25 RuBP AL HE R, e & 1E
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T E FR TR Wl e AE AU, RO &
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T R TR
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JL A e = IR A, 38 A g e
1.2 #Pc#aammiei

A R SR AR R E ] . X Rh
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JEREN, ARz
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LA, 30 A ) vh BT R A B AT B A G
superoxide dismutase,SOD) . 37 48 {1k ¥ i ( peroxidase,
POD) A1 H k3 & Ak Yy i ( glutathione peroxidase,
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BREH

CH,

IR . AR S AR A AR AR, T
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IPIRBE S A T BT 2 2 SR A B 3 3
NADPH A ] LR 7= 42 0, ™, Jf- £ SOD
PR AL S H,0,1'° . Cd*" Byt R, RBOHC
e = B 1) 56 I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana ) 7 SOD | i,
H, O, Wk 3™, 76 100wmol/L Pb 5 Cd {11 T,
F i SOD EMERS A B TH, H APX (LU0 I AR i 46
AL 4R , ascorbate peroxidase ) Vil 14 i & K %, 0, ~ 7%
A SR H, 0, B 3 BT, B MDA & & BT,
(7 Fo {5 P S L 0 I S5 A v Sl o B A A, A0 o
ARG T RIEE™
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L0 4 B U R I A — b A A R L
{ONER/S2E" WP RYE oL 7/ By VESiid - SNBE Y UIEZN )
T LR AL A A P ) TG R LA T R
R AR Y X T 4 R A e R AR AR .
LEFE VIR 2R 5300 5 WA Pk o 4 i ) e A
TR SR S IR AR R A SR P PR
2.1 E R E SR AL

HARE GHES B T, S KE 2k
SEAEA) , A P T 4 Ji vk i L % AT LG S A ) e
100 %, AR ) A 2 B B 2 rh B4R AE . 384 I
KA N BT A 7 o AT &5 e R
RE AR, AR AT 2, b P 1 B 4 R VA R S AR
Y. B, MY AN Cd,As K > 100mg/kg,
Co, Cu, Ni, Pb ¥ Ff > 1000mg/kg, Mn. Zn ¥ &
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A !
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Fig.1 Mechanism of arsenic induced oxidative stress
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>10000mg/ kg, B, Au ¥ > Img/kg B}, N FR X £
HE N M T 4 R R SR A T
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FEJ7, 2 (A5 B e Al W38 A0 3 A A PR B T Ry
L FE YR, H S SR SOk R
SRR 1038 P PR AL R S B AR 3 D 4@
%/ EFE AR 1 ( metal tolerance/disposal hypothesis )
INHE &R B7e s Y AR R JFd it
b3 S o e o N L R R 7/ N R ety 35 i S S
Tt 32— 2 B —3d B AR 7 X — Ak i @ F
PR U4 (interference hypothesis) , AN & £ Y
3R 7 P G ] L 2 3 e e Wk ke ol
BRI A A, i A 0 SR A A K 1Y
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hypothesis) , & H A5 52 SRR UG, I
HH R 4 S NS BT B Sl R LA R R B T AR A
FAZ it 3G Se 4 FECh I, H L,
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M HAZ T LSRR EH ek 7%
i) Se B EFFPER AL
2.2 WEEE Y s gL R

4GRS Y e R E A S AP

ARFEER B
ks ——
BT 2R

B, OrgerhE 4 Jm s R G TR QFEPAR T
HAJE TR MR @ 48 JT R n A P b 53
s WfRTE PR, WA 2 Fs,
2.3 B R AL
2.3.1 MbrtEEEEILSER

i A ) AR 2R 0 WA D (AR B R SR 7 3
B ik PR E AR AR . ARG
L E R 5K (Sedum alfredii ) # 5 A 73U
W2 E A LR, ATk 38. 2% , g & Tk AR
(6.3% ) ,FRBRAHLERE LB 5 2 — B, Xl
HARPR A pH A H K 0. 27, M HE = SRR R 5t
KAbr 58+ pH LR E 2R BUAHET,
TR A A S E R 2 pH <7.7 i, i Zn*”
TEEW R 5 E AL 2 pH > 7.7 I, Zn 1) F 2B
A5 Zn(OH) * 5 FULRE, A EAWA SN . 55
AT, CuO RO 5 55 R M 3y HY A0
VEF W RA Cu®™ B¢ Cu(OH) " Bl ] 3 (X
6.3 7) , JK R

CuO(s) +2H" (aq) <> Cu’" (aq) +2H,0(1) (6)

CuO(s) +H" (aq) <> Cu(OH) " (aq) (7)

o SRR AR R Y T S R
BT G W), Lt 4 R TEAE AR A Y

-« &ofi~ REREE
Ao BELE &
LR 2
LA

= T I

sy
AP

M RSB E T .
Pl 2 RSP T A s AR 12 S R L

Fig.2 Main mechanisms and processes involved in heavy metal hyperaccumulation by plants
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WL 1E As WAE R, As B & 4 0y 0k iy 5
( Pteris vittata ) FHFEHNEL ( Preris multifida ) 25 57 258
Y T BEAR 2RI ) AR TR A R ( > 93% ) , T 7E
PHELLATAR 28 30 ) RS AR , e W AE IR S Bk 26 1
PRSI R0 Y o As il S A b
FETR 53D 1S O, MR WA B R IR 0 04 i P A B AR A W)
SRR BR ( Pteris ensiformis ) & 262% ,fiBR &4 6
BERRIR LA 12 DA B, 5 Fe AIRRAY
BCALRE ST, NI A2 #E T AR PR FeAsO, ¥ il , W] A 2L
BRI A RN Fe A1 As OB

SR AE VAR PR AR W 5 AR R o i R [ 1
A, el g HIE R R SR A AR — T )
WA WAA IS Y AR W] U E Y 3R
PERT IR RR, o B Y0 SR R SR AR
AR BRI M) 0TS VESE i 10 ~ 100 1, B B 45 )
T 300 + RN TR R SRR D B 5
— T T A AR P A A B BN o A LR S S
Wy, R (e T A R VE R L Mn R
IR ZE (Polygonum pubescens) 73 5 ) A A= T
JN6 %} Pb Cd . Zn #3A AR5 Wit 52 1 , o] fiff 55 % 5L
pH fHFEAR 2y 1 ~ 2, F 2 fig CACO, , PbCO, I
Zn; (PO, ), 5 [F] I}, JN6 43 A 14 15| e £ R | Bk 2 14k
ACC i 22 DA S ] s P B R L, 3 n] fe AR ) B 7%
WL, A R TR SR A K
2.3.2 Wl HEis

(1) IR 53 B A i

AR 4 R R B E A P s AR S
Bkt B AMA (5 B ) i, IRk R 2

G Ca Fe 8005 B FRICR B il iE fr iz E A
S5 A TS I i, T 5T MR i 78 DU 3 ok 40 A
BE A1 R] RS ) 14 3 AR B A

FEIL BT RAR T, 4 S T AL 5 B FR 0T
EQINTE e SR ina i) O ST AN )N e T B
PEREMERAR, Cd* Y Mg®* A Zn® " 453 5o 45 B 13l
i W3E (Amaranthus mangostanus L. ) H 40 i 17 9%
W o LA, Zn Fe %12 K (1 (ZRTIRT) %} Cd
ARG T], 25 Cd Wiz . 53 (Brassica
napus ) H1 IRT R B /KPR i, HARER Cd ¥
B,

JRAMA AR IO 2 B, el A R R TR
s, Cd® A 3 o AR T S AR 2 AR ) B 3k A
TR, & 5 AL AR R S5 RO 5T & v i 3k 37% 1Y)
Cd>* Sk B FoMA R 42 o (EL20 b B i) ot LA R/
B i 43 BT, 6 20 L BE ik Sk A 0 AR HE BEL
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B o I, 3. Snm 449K ORL (AuNPs) ] i AR
PR AMA R A A B ( Nicotiana xanthi ) 4% FE K
Ao, RO IRAE s {H 18nm AuNPs 52 31 41 fig B¥
HEBEL, A AR MR 412 i A1 3R, Tk o AR RAR N

(2) K7z

A B ARG , B 300 52 A 5T R K ) B R e
HRFR 1) 3 b FR 3502 o AR JTCAR e iz 2 i e AR AE )
SR E ) EE R, N AR R B S
FEZ AR, B, EEeEEMNY 2 M
( Echinochloa polystachya) F, Cd 3= 338 33 A 5 #
WS s

ARBRIHE /N> F AR Z AR A B T
wlEn Fiis , REaRBEE LR —, ek
W) e (Solanum nigrum L. ) HERIMUHY /N> T4
WLER B2 B & 5 T 78 4 ( Solanum  lycopersicum
L), fifi Cd fEJe 35 i ia #2(1.33 ~ 1. 89) fm T74
ZIA(0.45 ~0.84) ", R AR 5 RARH I
WP AT IR MR BT AR B AR B 6 1%, Zn YRR 7 ~9
1 3 B BUR M S5 RAR B i b A HLIR AT IR 2
15 36.7% ~42.3% ,55.9% L) 1 Zn LUK A5
', JRMEST In I, [FE AT 5 4R
B W 3E ( Noccaea caerulescens) AR JEHR T Zn 171 25,
i, A BT HAR s, R WS P Zn B R AR P
Z—%

H4p | ATP filf (HMA ) F1EE £ 8 175 il ( ZIP) 55
SEAHIAN Cd Zn SF BRI TR BHEA, Cd
F1 Zn POKFFAR B b b F0 0 5% is F 2RO T H 48
ATP fiff OsHMA2'®) s Cd JPhitt T, i R AR T 57 K o
HMA4 BEPR KK AR AR B AR s R e 2.7
(R T PR 550 N R & 7 LR e N B
¥ ( Nicotiana tabacum) F ) NtZIPSA/B SREES S5
B AT Zn F Cd ZEAEY) b B9\ ml 3 A LA K 4
JRHETE, B Cd Wit F Zn fy g BAEIET S R
7, 2R 25 BR ) 4 g ] %% iz o 7K RS AUk re
I R R IR HMA3 R 4 i 2 7 AR B 40 i
o, DLBRRR ] Cd kst bR s . AR
ity 5 VR FHA BT AS [R) 38 2o 45 5% i R 1 R R Rk
P Y B R R R ARE

R A BT AR iz i LS, B Bl S S A v 4
IRz . B S R s il R B IR T
B K, A R vl B ) B s AT OB
e, T 1) R FAR AR Y o N Zn R
IREFIFFE R, 46 W S B BT IR P BSPR IR 2
Ni Zn %4, v 89% 9 Ni 43 () b 5518 Z 4t
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119 Wik T EE EAR T R AR SR
EN R Zn FRILRE T HLAR S R A T 6%, ORfE
H 5673 B B8 ) B v o B o PN A e, A
EHM I E R E T Y RO E R BT E
LY P ESEITR FE BRI 7, X
H4 JR IR S AL AT IR ARG, A B T4
e AR R R is

2.3.3 b EEEAES R AR

X T A Y S AR I A A Y AR AR A
o BN, Au DAGOK EURE S UTBUAE K 22 8 20 A
ERYIM T AR E iz, DAY e R oA
B R ORI AR L, B A
Py v i) T 3 e R BT B e A R 1 43 i B e ) TR
SR, H B E AT EA .

o SEAR AR R U A , R e R TR
WY A E R FEIRENZ — YRR
#& )5t (suberin lamellae ) 2 — F Jii AMAC 5t b, 7] %
FE 5 HME AU 53T, BHAS 4 8 25 38 2 T SMA ik 42
) FEEE T SRR AR R R OCHIE, B
TR T S AR P A o e ik PRI 9@ 58T 9, AR R AR
AoRE TR & B AR, A R Cd** i aMAGs i il &
ERVAR G SRR TP T & & 7548, B Cd* " b
TRighi o 78 Cd e~ B AR R o K P L
R ] (SaABA2 ,SaNCED ) A2y Bl k6 1 it
TEER IS | L A AR A R, (6 Cd>* m] AR fi]
BRI

B BRI B A e B T G S 2 B R LR
M) 4 Je e AR L R . Cd A s A
AR S AR TS 2 e R 22 MR SR e P s R v B2 AN
PEXRTAR S AR, H w48 A 290 B v S Jie Y
AR TR w AR A, v 2 AL 2R g S R AR AR 4
HaBEH Cd o S gt s

T AR S b R S B
R E SRS, EIEEEMY D, ERFETRE
BB AERR R B A SRR AR i
LR, B R AR R e, R
RO R U R BUR e AT S S 1
DSR2 R A S5 JIRF N A LR, 5 Cd
TE IR E AL A WO 5 12 280 Hh BR 2, IR Cd 2
PES S fE R M W L E E ( Bougainvillea
spectabilis Willd. ) & @+, Cd LA #7 & iR $h 8k Cd
(H,PO, ), B AFAE, SE X Cd YRR | S A
B, MEEMY T ES R EEEE WA
WL, NP EE 4 T 1Y) O 45 A S il EE AL A g

TR HER B E R GRS RN AAE

3 WS N EE S s

AR 2 i AR R R SRR T,
SR PR AT EA SR B R N S AL .
J& G RT SRR NN T A LR A AL EE A
B INSFEE, A, n] a0 I el g 1 07 =, AR
JoT vl 1 4 S B VR ORI AT R RE . TRIIN R AR
T3 AT 0 L E AR R w1
3.1 /My FATHLIRS 1]

/N A PR AT LU i 25 AR R 4
JEA A R, o W] 3 5 AE ) 0 46 ) it 32 e
— 7T AR 1) R AN R R SN A L
0 22 P ,Cd Cu Zn AT YR 7.0
15 H 4 R T AR € 285 W ] ), I RE A3 + 3
J, AR AE 5 YK FIBR AR ST
FRA AR AR B ALRE 1, 5 Cd* 455 5 2 R
o, IR TR S Cd™* Wik B, 5 Ak A 400 5 s il ot
X B PR P A S A I A
MH R 5 PhCd 255, 3y 5 %) 5 45 Ja 1) W T
AR B 30 . 53—, A ik
A PR TR SRAE YT A A RE ) o s AR
W (Kandelia obovata) 2347 I IR , HFRJE 2 HEm] 55
Cd Zn B TEBIE G, B AL RE A BOR R R
S i, DU 4 Y 5 R A AR
3.2 HiYdiaRESS &

FE P A R e ] 5 o SR A G, el 4 i o
SR BE SR AR ) HLAE G SR R RE . TER
EAEYED F K (Sedum plumbizincicola) W, 7Zn 5
SEFFTEMR B2, BT R Cd W B A TE T i AMA,
JLHEAEAN R R Ph Cd F B LUAN RS A
T A 153K ( Triarrhena sacchariflora) F, L)
S IR AN T B EE 30  BAh, Cd it
T, B AR B IR P R 4 4 2R U T K A
DY ESV NS WP R PSR 3N F S o
JA L Cd 22455 TG ) 4 i e b, el /D 15 Cd
e

4 J TR A0 M BE v URSE PR R AN IS PR A
G AR AR, el s i S 4
JRTE 52 5 % 8 10 7 T BIL . B REIT SR AR 41 g e v,
In FEGRELLE UL In - RPEILBERERR (C,H,,
0,,Zn - 4H, 0) JE =0 5 40 Ml BE 25 & B mOME i
Zn — FHFR Zn — BRI BV RE ST 5 8 35 40 i B2 14 1Y
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FEIER . FEFKM A, Ph 3 B LR I P W R 4%
B BIREE S BAAAE TE KRR, P LIXER R
RS IRTR B TR SAATE , AR T i B S R 88 1k
Vi s T BRI 2 A
3.3 HESIRE AT

KARBCAAE P % 5 K ( Phytochelatins, PCs ) | 45
J& Wi & H ( Metallothioneins, MTs ) . & Bt H Jik
( Glutathione , GSH ) 55 1] 5 # 4> J& JE i P B, 7EAE
W%t 4 B R EE R P R T A

TEAHP)ES G RGO AVE TR , B GSH ] A=
PCs, S5l EE FHLEL,PCs - &R E AR E
PER BEPE/N ; [, 7R W0 55 12 25 LR TR, PCs
- &R G VIR RS W0, 3 3 [ 4R AR
TG i B T B TR HR Y Bl Ni Wk
ThEr, S ETE (Medicago sativa) F12: 5 PCs A )
FHOCHE PR A R 4 2 L, Bl 5 PCs 5 Ni 5578
1 PCs — Ni A0, 930U T4 I (i 1

MTs SR i i H s & e, o iy
B o -%f i B HA AR E A g, Al i o1
B 2R H 1 Pt i AT 55 S (] 1) 46 TR 8 4 S
B . GSH 5 MTs 4544 M1, 78 4 % ( Ulva
compressa ) 1, Wi E LAVME  H AN XS 554w iR
BURRIBE . BEAb, M GAR 7T 5 3 48w K A AR
Hr GSH il PCs & 3, A MAR Y28 5 IR i FH VI
R 428 ATP i i) B PR 3k AP (AR 2 G 5 )
MR Cd 3G, WK FRRL T Cd Y W s A
ez T S R R o — AR R Cd
TR RE ), & T 2RI M,
3.4 WYk

45 R PR B TR ) VR TP R AR ) AR AR N G
JRARAS R H BRI A B 7 =0, W i &
BRI LR , 7T 5 G Jm B 725, TR R I 7E
A FRAE A, DT AP0 225 42 TR 2 PO 1Pk, sl LR
PRIHE BRANM S i . e E Y E
B R R DR, Cd R AR AR AR
AL, I AR B R h B AF A, /b Cd XA
Y sE AR, A B 1k XA R P A A Y
s g 65 808281

TEWLNE HMA (ABC 25 ZFh & & ez s A 1E
AT, SHYE S IR G E SR ST ARET,
SCEX TR R R, A 3 R, Fiz
HMA3 {37 T W9 5, /v 5 4 R B 1 19 WO BR
B, SpHMA3 R FE5" 5 K rh Cd i 52 AH G 2t
o Cd e T, B 24 B RE ™ 5 K JF oW 2 3 PR
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Fig.3  Mechanisms of vacuolar accumulation of heavy metals.
Transporters residing at the tonoplast directly carry
heavy metals into the vacuolar lumen'*’ ( PCs:
phytochelatins, MTs: metallothioneins, Acids; low

molecular organic acids, M* " ; metal ions)

AR (HZ RNA 45, 2 fff SpHMA3 &P & ik 820
2)85% , T 32 SpHMA3 — RNAi BUPEGT 5 K425
KGR, 4t 3. C R ABC #4521
AtABCC1 F1 AtABCC2 ZA-SHIRIT As T 5200 &
YA K & . B R T
Cd F Zf#A7 T W, (H7E £ B AtABCCL FiI
AtABCC2 P iz i L 5B R S, Cd ) 3=
SREAT T AN T b, S B A2 PR A T AtABCCI
R 2 s, W) A) 3 s R T X Cd (I it 32 4 A0
Fmhel

& JE He iz 8 L HA YRR R A B R
X A% W e s 1 o 1 A5 R I D R EA T OF O
FI L S R BOR A 5 5 1a 25 (1 3638, BOrT s Al
P S )R SR ), Xof 1 — 20 5 TR ) 4 TR
i 521w S A B X,
3.5 plAfbiEbLEAL

HBBPE T AEY 2 W0E 2 P AL, 42 5
TR N ST A AT, D3 T P S o T 5 kR 1Y
20 M 45 IR X L8 U T O 481k AU ( catalase,
CAT) (i ALY I | b 4Ty B A g AT IR 1 1R
S, A W H KR TR ( glutathione reductase,
GR) %™ R H 4@ Ml T, 8 & S Pk
it 2 TR AR R 22 AR K, TNk 2 .

Pb W38T, 4 22 ¥5 ( Pogonatherum crinitum ) W
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Hr SOD POD {5 L4 vy, w] AR 465 Jms o 5 | B2 /)
HFRLBARIE ™ o Ni fEFIR SR AE T Prcl C 2L
ik B, POD FI4 e H kit 4% 7 i ( glutathione —
S — transferase , GST) J% 1 K MEHE T+, W42 T Ni X4
WA R AR A (R M B Ph i 25 of
AR LE ( Oudemansiella radicata) 774 AL, 2 54E
Mt Pt AR (IR AR Ak 4 e T IR 195 18, O
TE 2d/4d JEmE PR A

1R KT A A Tt P 3 AR B 4 S B R BT AR T
PR, WA P 0] E 4 R 5 S A IR T 52 1
XSS EAL IR 2R A, /T g SO0, 1
PR TE S X S R A RSB T B AL OB
ATCHE 9, 4 H,0 &, 7EixX SEfg, SOD 24l
Yot AL ia R g ) G , SOD Tt 0, I
k2N H,0, 51 0,4 0, ~ fRH5Efads AE ",

4N H, 0, % i F 252 POD Hl CAT 575,
CAT 38 A7 A6 T ZORL IR Fl ik S A0 4 1 4K o, s
CAT,H, 0,473 f#% >4 H,0 F1 O, ;71 POD Il i i 2
kA W/ A AR AR PR H,0,7' . SR,
ol E R 5 1 S A O™ A 1 L, O, 7T RE A A
CAT . POD {4k, i, WG4 & APX S5 HAb T 4k

B [ 45 T % SOD 7 4 B H, 0,7 APX %
H, 0, % 738 T HAUEE, 774 H,0,40# 5 H,0 0
0, EHMIEEE P RE T4 EEMER" .

BB AL BT BRI A, 0 42 i XA )
(A AL E ST RIS B . W RR £, 2 o
(3£ APX GR ,SOD .CAT POD f7& 4 , il H,0,
i MDA fyFUR 3 Ho A AL BT A RE 7, Il 1138
i Cd B Cd BRI REEKE ™ . Cd
0 ARV Zn A3 B TR 0400 PG 20 s 4 Ak
TR F 5 A, 25 AR AL A 7 357K - T e o
Zn Cd L [RIEFI , A0SR - 2 Tid i Cd
Zn SO R FAI AR

TEESBINA T, 6 S 2 80E Z D
HEWIRHUE SR C R AW, (A B EGR AP
T S IE R AR, 0, /N R LR S
T4 B Al — 7 THT T 8388 7 45 v e
— T AR 4 R b, B AR A
Tiif L , 8 T A A AR S M S R A
PRS2 R 8 1 AR G , S0 o 300 4
RYIITRE BS ST 2 5 THLH, B AR T E IR AR
HIBFFE 7]

2 AEAFRFRAE P KA, B SR 0E b g

Table 2 Heavy metal — induced activation of antioxidant enzymes in different plant species grown in different condition

T 2 7% e Ie R S JpiambiE | BT R e iR (A RN
T L e (100
TR 2K Cd: 1000 pmol/L 15d KB CAT ,POD ,GST .CCP [EAL
( Microsorum fortunet )
HH CAT 2551 SOD |
KA 1) Cd: 50,100 ,180mg/k i POD
i ) ke wa | SR T
( Neptunia olerace) Pb: 500,1000 ,1800mg/kg FFIZEh SOD .
2L CAT .-+ POD
e [111]
S Cd: 10 .20 40 80 .160mg/kg 28d K SOD .POD .PRO T
( Myriophyllum aquaticum)
REFER T =, B384
B gt 112 Cu.Zn Pb Cd: 50pmol/L 96h K b SOD .CAT ,APX *”M' o ST
i S WA (i T R )
o
Pb: 100,200,400 ,800 ,1600mg/ kg 30d + 5 SOD ,CAT ,APX .GR ThEr
( Eclipta prostrata)
, 50D TS
BT g é‘%,lm] Cd: 7 5,150,300 ,600mg/kg 14d + 5% - - — —
CAT MR 2P A TR

7 CAT—33 8 1L 2 ( catalase ) ; POD—id S (LW ( peroxidase ) ; GST—24 Bt H KA 5% #4 f ( glutathione — S — transferase) ; CCP—ZfI {0, % ¢ i3
SRALWIE ( cytochrome ¢ peroxidase) 5 SOD—# S8 AL M) B AL ( superoxide dismutase) ; PRO—JIfi % R ( proline ) ; APX—H{ R IfiL BR 11t S84k ) il

(ascorbate peroxidase) ; GR—2 It H K& J5Lff ( glutathione reductase) ,
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4 E s RRR TR SO

H 00 5 HA R AR BE ) SRR RE I R
FIE R E & A EAEAE B R AR R
Y R 2 N R 2017 427 AEA
721 Ff(Ni;523 Ff1, Cu;53 F1, Co:42 Fjr, Mn .42 Ff,
Zn:20 FE) R E B E SR %3 4

T SR SO R SR RE

®u

23 oy R m A W AT B LR AR RE TR

Table 3 Accumulation ability of several hyperaccumulators and their application

TR = SRR 0] B R R e AR RE T, MY
CIRY N o o o g I i ok = S R R S i)
RSB 5 ik n] A AR H, [ OR A L s b 5t
B IRBUCR TR 5 BLAh, B R Se R X 4 o 4
J& JC R B8 78 AE L, 3 AT T T A ) s R AL

JLR B AR AL 44 ARG Y b ES B (T H) N
. . #R: 33.6umol/g
el 100 mol/L 7k K5, >60 /
R pmol/L K, >60 K M. 130umol/g
Odontarrhena chalcidica s . . , -
(BESEIE) 1) HESLA (serpentine) +372,6.5 4~ J Mo LAY Bug/g YR
SN (116] N P
MIFFER T LR RIS o 14 S/ He R
( Noccaea goesingensis)
. ; B4 Ni; 503pg/g, ATVAME
L sy [117] (53 ne g, T o i
Ni Senecio conrathii ( 35F}) Ni: 0. 1pg/s, -5 [: 1558 ug/g HYBEE
Z s ﬂ%: 1310p.,g/0
== g (18] g
i 500 umol/L 7k, 12 % S/ ,
ethra barbinervis 1+ 804pue/
AR L ,
- 10mg/L 7k B 10 K IH-: 2013mg/ kg B E
( Landoltia punctata)
. 1810pg/g
o 2Bk nf L 118) 500umol/L 7K §; ,12 Ji 2: 246pg/g /
M. 1770 /s
R 10mg/L K35, 10 K . 1998me/ ke HPMESL
4 Cd: 36 ~ 157mg/kg,
Pty K 18 CaCly ATHEHGS Cd: Mo bFRr: 574 ~ 1470me/ kg TS
1.83 ~14.2mg/kg, + 3
. . R 299me/ke
sl ) 1 L 7k k5,62 8 i
S 00mey/L kb 62 b s
. o M 150pg/g; X
N o N 25umol/L 7K #%,30 ’ %
cd R K umo pi&: ,30 K o B4 500/ B E
ESIIE S N L : 3500mg/kg
100 wmol/L 7K 5,2 , B2
(Viola baoshanensis) pmol/L A 2K o 43 1750me/ kg s
s [111]
‘ MR B A 40me/L 7KIE 28 K 17970mg/ kg Lk 3
( Myriophyllum aquaticum)
o M 95pg/s
p3gl66] 20 k 14 . 3%
s /g, £ 14 6 i e s
ot e o . 46.4pmol/g
w3 [75] a7
W ESE 100 wmol/L 7K £ ,60 K ;161 wmol/g( F7F) /
Zn B Zn: 1930 ~6200mg/ kg,
E3s -5 CaCl, AT U Hi 45 : 9020 ~ 14600mg/ kg Wy
Zn: 24 ~162mg/kg, 11§
. H . 1885mg/kg
As 2120] 10mg/k; 30 i %
; R me/ke, -4, 30 % 2 Higie s
LS e an o 1R 7229ug/g
Pb 1600mg/kg, 33,30 B
( Eclipta prostrata) me/kg, 15,30 X Hio B4 12484 e/ e
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4.1 HWEHE

R S T2 415 1) T o A A 3 rh 2 i
S I AL BN Y A0 2 38 A IO AL AT
Y, A5 RIEPESEL SR, REPEE S
Y FERH] (Ageratum conyzoides 1. ) Cd & 45 R 0]
1K 6.93 , Fid = #EFEAF 6] Cd FZBRABLN13.2% ~
15.6% """ 352 ( Helianthus tuberosus) ¥ I &4y
HBJRWE 0 K : Mo (1. 14% ) Zn (6.1g/kg) |
Ni(2.6g/kg) .Cd(0.56¢/kg) , H Ni Zn Mn ML F]
L _E RIS B R AE 11 ~ 15 22 J8], AT S B Fh R 4
IR E SR K B R &AW (Acacia)
REA SRR H P 2 E SR, e
PR ST AR R G i G ) ) JE] L PR A HIG, i
LRGP E S Y

TERYE S b, )N L3 v 22 B9 e ) o
L U E B A BRI Bl A g
H I IR TRSERAE, Al A 50wk B AR PO A
WA K GeNG 7 AR A i, 3 R RS S )
BEHEESRIGYRE N . R E M A
PR N FRBLA 8L ZAE R S BT ek . X
13 Fh2E @ %) ( Chenopodium spp. ) 47 3 PRI LLHE
DIRGS as SN S N NN s = Ui L s ¥
HREHEN, A AR R R A i A, R
SR AR AT SR 16 52 R BRATRE A RAE A
Wit sz FRERTS R VIR BE 1o F IR B 30 I il 5k
merA B merB, il i 4% 5T SRR R 24 B A4
TEANML BT | N J5E 9 v 2 35 B R 220 Bl R B 38
JE it , P ARAT ) 5 B R I FE B A BIL (29 400 pumol /T
PMA) s JCAL (29 500 pmol/ L SRALIRIE ) 7K T5 4L Y
T b A K, AR R He 2R ARAT Gk 2
2000pg/g "™,

FE W16 52 To 7 %3 ] 51 — ks e i 4k 27 i
), A e O S R s, A IR A 15 %
1B 52 v AT R I 55, 2 24 A4 J5 — B
TG QMBEE B K ETT 0]
4.2 YR

YR 5155 R M L, X ERBE R A ik
A R, O R S AR AL
RSt m IR HE T AR . B TR
Ni SR A 2 . Bilan, 75 Ni fp o0 fy 135 vh Rl
Odontarrhena chalcidica ./NEFFF5E , Ni P24 5 0] 3K
55kg/ /A 36kg/ A

YR Ni AR, T2 Au, Ag S5 5t
5 YD HET Au Ag AP R I HTE

A 5 R BY T 6T B R B AU R 2 1k
S5 AT 2 B R BRI SR AR ZE i Au
Ag Cu B2 (ALY 4% B Au Ag, Cu ¥R & T8
AR, A AR R N T SR R RE T

TP RAT A AR, AR — 5 2 P53, AT AT
Yo FIF#EE SEAEY) Berkheya coddii W& Ni 14
HRBRI Ni, T3 AT 3R 2 11500AU $ 4357 ; B I3
R Au, AT 3RF] 2 26000AU § /211>
4.3 YY"

T & T FREIR ™ R A TEA ST B B8
Ba IR AL 27 S 2 A A AN A AR A
A, BTN 2 LSy A, TN B TR
( Elscholtzia haichowensis Sun) S&40 5" X AL EAE Y, %f
Cu BA 5008 & H2 A 52 BE 1, AT AR D B 47 458 75 A
Pyt Cu Tt SZ RO A 5 TR IUISZ Cu Jihia,
TRV A RE R )R 37 B R W MRS AT REE &
RAARIF AR E L 4 e e B, 78 Cu B R
TS 52 P P 7 5 AR P TR A A S 11 S R P B St
KPS T 32, IR Cu 2R agrE ™

Brfe /s VeSOl A b 48 i, AT ARAS A
b4 R IR W B SR S, DL P 4R
VAE X 38, Masjed — Daghi 4 — 88" X ) Stachys
inflata %} Cu Hg ALY R L > 1, B8 & L1
PIRIARUE s Au Ag A=Wy il R %ics3 5] 0 0. 33.0. 71,
HrErh &R & R MO, AR R A Y
TR

FERE ( Eucalyptus ) J&—Fh 32 2| 9T B R AR B
PRI AR R ACTA 40m , 1] 283 WAL R AR B 4 X I, 32
S 4, B AR R i b LUK
1 ; Freddo 4 [X. b J7 KA (R > 10m) it A 55
POAL Au WREE S0 8 A R IR SRR T R
UFRTEES o AN, FEBOCFIE Boddington 427X, Bk
¥k Ak, 1 8 BR ( Banksia ) . KPP A ( Macrozamia ) 45
HABAEY) , A5/ Au TR MERIL 2= 5%, AT
K IEHHZ G R

A, AR S AR ) 5406 Ja B AR R i F
55 AR E PR FIERE R R AR R T S, 49
RN E R SRR R RUE A
5 FP T I 7Y 3 PRAR

5 #iiglihke
T BRAR Y 4 BT AR BT A2 fiE
AR IR 4 T 4t IR R NS, S B (0
7 A A SOs A TR Y B 2 Y R A
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HIGHLIGHTS

(1) The interaction between root exudates and rhizosphere microorganisms promotes the dissolution of heavy metals

in soil.

(2) Vacuole sequestration and the action of antioxidant enzymes are the main accumulation and tolerance

mechanism of hyperaccumulator.

(3) Hyperaccumulator is widely used in phytoremediation, phytomining and plant prospecting because of the

selectivity and indicative properties.
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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND : Heavy metal pollution caused by the exploitation of mineral resources in the social development
has caused serious threats to the ecosystem and human health. Hyperaccumulating plants have super — enrichment
and super — tolerance capabilities for heavy metals, which is an effective way to reduce environmental heavy metal
pollution, protect human health, and realize green mineral exploration. It has been widely used in
phytoremediation, plant mining and plant prospecting.

OBJECTIVES: To better understand the enrichment and tolerance mechanisms of hyperaccumulating plants,
reveal the principles of heavy metal — plant interactions, and improve the ability of plants to accumulate heavy
metals.

METHODS ; Based on a brief description of the effects of heavy metals on plants, the focus of this article is the
accumulation mechanism of heavy metal hyperaccumulation plants, and a review of the progress in the fields of
detoxification and tolerance mechanisms.

RESULTS: (1) The root exudates of hyperaccumulator and microorganisms work together to promote the
dissolution of heavy metals. After being absorbed by the symplastic and apoplastic pathways, the heavy metals are
transported upwards to aerial parts through xylem, and segregated in vacuoles, achieving the hyperaccumulation of
heavy metals. (2) Concentration of free metal ions in cytoplasm can be reduced by combining heavy metals with
small molecular organic acids, cell walls, phytochelatins and vacuole isolation, which increases plant tolerance.
(3) Under heavy metal stress, plants activate a variety of specific antioxidant enzymes to resist oxidative stress and
achieve hypertolerance on heavy metals. (4) A possible mechanism is suggested that arsenic — induced oxidative
stress in plants should be composed of arsenic reduction and methylation, and Haber — Weiss reaction.
CONCLUSIONS: In - depth research on the physiological and biochemical processes involved in
hyperaccumulation and hypertolerance of hyperaccumulator reveals key factors and related principles. Finding
effective ways to improve their specific accumulation and indication capabilities will contribute to the research and

application of hyperaccumulators to develop in depth.

KEY WORDS; hyperaccumulator; heavy metals; mechanism of accumulation and tolerance; phytoremediation

phytomining; plant prospecting
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