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Advances in research on remediation technology of nickel-contaminated soil

WANG Bing—shuo'?, HUANG Yi-zong> , WANG Nong’, LI Juan', LONG Jian®

(1.School of Geography and Environmental Science, Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang 550001, China; 2. Agro—Environmental Protec-
tion Institute, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Tianjin 300191, China; 3.Guizhou Provincial Key Laboratory for Information Sys-
tem of Mountainous Areas and Protection of Ecological Environment, Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang 550001, China)

Abstract: Nickel is one of the eight heavy metals that cause soil pollution in China. The yield and quality of crops are affected by the exces-
sive nickel concentration in farmland soil, which cause a serious threat to human health. This present paper provides a review not only on
the pollution status and sources of nickel in farmland soils at home and abroad in recent years and its influence on farmland ecosystem
(plants, microorganisms and animals), but also various remediation technology for nickel-contaminated soil including physical/chemical re-
mediation technology, microbial remediation techniques, phytoremediation techniques and agro—remediation techniques. At the same time,
the nickel-hyperaccumulators discovered so far are introduced, which provide plant species for the research and development of plant ex-
traction technology for nickel-contaminated soil. Finally, it is proposed that several aspects need to be strengthened for remediation of nick -
el-contaminated soil.

Keywords: nickel; soil; contamination; hyperaccumulator; remediation technology
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o B, Tl B E AR, DT S T AR

BND AN AT B R TR Z —, B
SN A LA TG A X AR A0 M P S Al SRR
oy A IR 2 5 4 Bl AR B AR AR AR R R
EJE A IR Ni 75 SR A BRAY B T — & 1
T L2 X A A Z R E AR . Al Chami 5
AR Y Ni AV E 5 F 10 mg- kg B, B SR LT AR
ABAR A T o XA 9 S50 K A e o o 4 38 ) N 32
Jr R B KRR R AR Z B o A SIS 1 (CAT)
FOAT PR R AR L O+ 7 AR JE R MR X rit 2 R i oy
A, RN A R KR AR A2 5] T W A
Ni KRM7E 3 R, R G i ¥ M DLRE A%, 2 5 3L
S A ) NG R OR B R L R B AR R A K
P NI .

TIEE GGG R TN 2O B2
XF Cd\Zn Cu,Ph 55 HABH 4 J8 AT ST, X Nij5 5 £
S S TEFE R XA IF oG Ni T G 3B 52 4%
AREIWFFELRIRRIE LA . ATCERIAR T IT4AEK Ni {5
e H A A MBI EAR, 9 LUR Ni 5 Qe B2 K&
TRBEAC ™ il 2 PR EROR S

1 RiITLIR

Ni 25| ERERSRIFREMARTCEZ — M
P (A ] A 1S YR A A ) o, 3 Ni T
HAPR N 4.8% , fUK THI(Cd) o W LEHYFE T Bk
VL= A H X A A I b 358, 25 R R 24.9% 11 +
FE N R R b, X R
SO ST YT ANV B bR A - S 4 R TS e, 4
BN NUEFR R B R 4.5% F19.71% ., 5 T2
TIN5 1 35 Ni 918 R 49.81 mg- kg™, bz
FESLTE 25% LA I o Doabi 2% G B 5 /K 2 VT8 1Y
167 4l + BT 45 AR, 2 1l F AR AR Ni vk
JEH 131.46 mg-kg™, i T H -8 5l I5 ik 3 1
rh i % F Y5 YK OF- . Shallari ZEOBFSY T R R )2
S SO ATl I M ) 3 S Y A R A5 R
R U], LT Y 5 (DM) Hf 5 Ni vk B2 3579 mg -
ke, A RKAEW LA IR Y DM Ni ik B iR B T
808 mg-kg'. Solgi Fll Parmah!""Xif I < L A0 % D %
FLIR Mg S S5 A ) S0 AR () 8 1) - 438 64T T Ni
WM SRR X N Ts Yk ] T
(321.7+133.27) mg-kg ™", & FHHE L5 H B 2R J] 34
T IHEZ R FEHE NG Y. Ameh"E B, JE H F)IE 1)
DB AR Ji] Rl A4 L 3852 BN [R) 6 s AR 95 0, N

e RE DL NI & AR REUR T Fe

N RN Ni 975 3R R 5~50 wg 2 18], K4
FREEAE NI RS T 2 S 8508 Wit B, e BRAR M 1ot 5
M4, ol 5 Ni ik v fE S 1A 2 2 MU AE" ., Nids s
TR S B S AE R R R, L
o T B 1 N 23 310 o i R B R 2R A K s AR
B R LA TR AR 224354 BHLAS
MR X E TR IC R MR IFE 2 5 3 R AR SR
HI 55 AE 08T R A B0 6 A RZE B AE OF
A Fe it Z ESF" . Ashraf 55T W, Ni 038 T =)
H 250 & 2% BEF AT 8 MR ZE 0K E LK a-TE
73 TGV 2 S 2 AR, 3 R P TR R S A
FiR SIE 3R 32 Ni JP 30 4 i) H 2% A0 b 8 1 T 1 2
IR EE R . Espen Z AR ik BE 1Y Ni 8 2352 1)
Kl Mg () 7 5 R PTG AL BB A ALIL & i AR
%5 . Haimi 'R BUAE S 22 5 Cu-NitG #e ) Jilil
0.5~2 km 78 [l AR B A 20, BB ) A 4 H BT BELE
TEFE X 8 kem AR #E 1 KAS ) TR .

2 RISHEFKIR

Ni & —FP AR o B A IR & )8
T E B R R 5 AL & R TR A 4 LR R 4
JEA L A S EE | TR s YL RS el e DR 9
FHF A T WU RIS 4% f 308 v 4 3 S 4
. Ni W Eb RS A AR ol i d i, 74k
2EFE AT A NUE T DOYAE AR A . IR
AL HERR B hbe , AT Ni 8 55 3R 184 0 i S Ui i 4 7
TERAG T, R IE SN BT 7= A2 1 5 Ni s Ye 38 0 2 44
1 PR DL PR AR A A A B T 5

LI ES B WAEER R A EZ MR
) s i B 4 8 AE e R AU, O HLAZ 3 b Sz B
AN K& B2 . 3 i) Ni Sk I 32220 Wiy
1, — R AR R, S — R AR R, L
Ni 9 B 2R A R 222 8 A A HE e B DA Rk
IR A WAL S B IS sl B2 . 7E AR A N
DL 25 4 8 o S 8RB W T SR B AR T A
o, FE LN BB AR 78 38K DI Ni(H.0) 6
N EZEMAAEIE, R Ni Bk St i 32 B
SR IR 2B IR AR Ak 2
FEIE At P 2505 5 SCHETR D R R B W A 3
B IHE R SR RV . AN A TR R Tl
FEAE BTG K 5 YR AT RESE T Ni, 1N AR AR L A= 7
2o R T A TR T AR R AR
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ANF AR R NRIEZEFRA, FEE KL
BEFFACHIG A 56, BRI A K s SR A
B, 38 Ni e B — AR T 20 mg - kg5 B 5 A T A B
Ve STUTR AT, 4498 Ni v B — i 7F 50~100 mg-kg' 2
i) 5 B ot oAy 6 K B, 48 NV B — i AE 130~
160 mg - kg™ 2 [] 5 B 50 k68 SE 4 KO B, 4398 Ni ik
JE 38 BB 5 31 1400~2000 mg - kg™ B R A,
ANANHNHESN ESE LEP NS ENEL, 2
SR DX JE BB NG B s, i RO N, HoAh 4 R
A 9 S PR P BB 1 B 45 488 = Wk FE 9 Nio Skejelkvale
MR, Cu T R 0 M X ) Ni 55 5 B 4
1o Krishna 28005 B EE - 4 55 s 304 2 Jl 30 1 43¢
W 4 JE TS U A TEA A5 SRR, T IX A N R
Y1 168.5 mg - kg, b B BUHE £ (1,..) £ -5.23~5.54
mg-ke ! Z 0], FERMEN 1.7 mg-keg, JBHEETG YL, Ni
& 5 R BU(EF) 16 0~595.7 Z [a] , F- 21 2 17.29, 3%
B g R N s 4 . B B S b T I &R
X A A TR AE AT ST 4 SR, L BT T A &R X
145 Ni i 29.0 mg - kg™, H ELi 3 % 23 (] 43 A
REAE 4 BT 2 B, Ni Vi B2 5 N Ol 176 2 %5 SE 7 1 %% D) A
5, N R Sl £ i 1L X N A A

3 RIEENTEESREHNRIN

3.1 RIEW

- 3 B Y NG AR ) A K BB R B SRR
F2 2 R kg Ni 2 2 BDR G A AN o] AR o,
TS0 Ni U2 kS B 40 4 P, Ni T s 3 T S 3
T ST T S DAL 1 55 W) 8 2 X A 0 1) B 3 VD , N v
WE S HESBHY AT . M Ni kR R 3n, AE
Py () A= e A R I S N s e R . R
SEAR ZR WA 1 HE A 5 Ay i AR G AR TRD B 200 31 1Y
HEDFRGHEARPN . CAMUFE RN, L gh &
I NI 2 X0 P A K R Z RN R RE W . X S
S 2o X A e AN [V BE R Ni 22 05 R B, FE N
WEPE R S mol » L7 s S A S AR 1) A < N4l B A 22 4%
ZUAPRVEVEA, 2 Ni R EEIR 3 10 wmol - L7, 4R IEA
245y ZLTF U SR L 7E 5000 wmol « L7 20 fif 3 2445 11
Mosa S50 5% 2 B, Ni 2 5 R 5 S0 A bk 41 Jif BE
MR A% AR TE (Zhr A R 48 2L AL S AL R RN
2R AR ZE 40 S8 o ST AR S IR R W KA AE Ni vk
JERR T 42 mg - kg™ AP 3 AR K DL KR FE Ni
WL I 95 mg - kg AR ) BB L b A KO 2 R BUE
Y= B FEAR, NiZE KR M BRI R P i & I £ 1

KR ) & 2 f /D . Heidarian ZEPF 98 250, Ni fihia
BB AN T/NE A S EUNE bk T BRI 4 %
O AR, I 2R | L B AR (SOD) K
T (MDA) PR o 1. E i R,
Bifi 5 A P NG R B AT N, FEORAR R K & i 2
I I A PN B B ELAERRAR . Ui
Tk TR A NG At AR 4 0 T 0 2R A I AT 4 o A
Mo Drzewiecka %Ak Ni XFAE Y H A8 W K A7 R 1
B ENTERYI B R SR B A DG, T
WEBA T Ni fB75 3 A A0 7 3 s N, 7™ T I SO 4
MIBET . Skukla FEWF5E & B, Nidd i 5 5 4
5258 A RE IRSE, SR bR A K G218 AR R Tk
FERRAG, T Fe A h45 248 R 2R A5 105532, BHAS P
R, Nk I iR 2 S B A AL P S PR
R 7 A R AR S A 4 o TR R SO AN [R] Ni
WP Z R ED AR B2 T T, 25 R 3R, o F
I B XTI R A0 BT Ni RE D, A 22 29 R, R4
TR O] FAEAS 3G Ni v Jeqe H 3R 38 m MAEYn . 9
B AMACK Ni i ae R KA I R e R g i AR A
fitt (APX) ,SOD. CAT 7% P & & F&AK , o & 1k ¥
(POD) & P42 , b S Ak & (H.0,) \MDA 75 1 I Hi fiff
JEIB A5 A G, TR TR BT I A A
SR T A B AR ) 3 R R S S A A, X RT
& Ni B E KR AR K i A R AL
3.2 MEW

MAEIER AR RS R G 2 CEEMIER,
B YR o S R EA N AR AR R
o NifEVF 2 UEw i S 0B RS B Ak
fitf | — 48 A Bt 8 Uit | P R R M3 I il A5 22 A il 1Y)
T B e R s AN ] 2B A () N B A £
HERCEYIE B (H RN L S S S 8T
YT | 5 A AR A S T P A K B AR T N R ek
AR R D 5 A LA 398 0 I WA R, 390 ) 1
fif 2 4 A= W T 36 1 . Macomber S5\ 0k, Ni 1] B
Bedte T 1A W A P S S il v LAY 4 e T S SR Y
MR B, 6 TR) i 4 B0 AE B S —#F o Singh
SIS B AR R 1Y N 5 R R TR I R
P i MR TS R R . Sk Ni B P R HR T AR
T H 3 Ni R A ¢, i85 Ni ik # B &
DL R Ni FH A5 Gy 1 58 G800 A 6 . R AR TR
H2ETE 25 B Ni BT AT 08 3l A S A W %A [T
A Ni ISR RIIAS—FF o Ni o] DA + 3= 9
IR 2540, N TR 52 68 0 s O A Ah AR X 2 2 BT A



TR, T S ARSI

2395

A BB IR O HLIX SE AR W e SR R v R fE
23 PR HE A [T, 1 SR T e PR 9 3544, B0 H i N
AE 7 98 A B0 1 00 Bt R RO T NG AU A i A
7E Ni Vi BEH 755 (53000 mg-kg™) FUMESLA |, — L8704
A W Un E AL TR 7 (Microbacterium oxydans ) I 45
JE W K3 97 T4 (Rhizobium galegae) AR 8T 1 ( Clavi-
bacter xyli) FI R #Z ¥ 1 (Acidovorax avenae) AT} 5K 1R
B
3.3 M

IR RA AR S R G R E N 5L TERG AN
TN Ty R IR AR LI PR PR A Uy T
B SCHE R, MHALA R H R4, L3P N
A3 AR R A S R GE3E L T 205 T RYBER , 5%
Wi ISR R ACIE B A R IS B
U - RS W RETE Ak S IR 2R . i IGE L N
AE 2 5 i A B R BRI AR |k R AR B BE
FIF, Haimi Z"OBESE T 25 22 48 Co-Niva#e ) i i
ANl S A0 3 Sy, S5 SRR W] B B IXEE Y
/N 4 SR VR TN, 5% FE 2K (Collembolans ) (22252
(Tardigrades) Fl1%& H 28 (Rotifers ) 55 9) F £ i ik 35 I
A BETTIX 0.5 km A8 JLF- %A 1145 28 (Enchytraeids ) |
28 0125 (Nematodes) , T £k B 5 i 3 4 (Microarthro-
pods) (IR JLT- B Z B2 . 7K ER S5 OEE ) 1
FR AR v B A AR N, X6 N S e ] A B ) B
DL RN AT TWRSE, AR R, Ni W AR T 100
mg + kg™ I X6 i 5] F) A< T ) A K, N U B2 ) 320
mg - kg™ I X Wiz ] ) S5 A B gl vE A . SR
Ni % - 458 S ) S LB AT BB Ni s T B e T 3h
PR B2 1 rp B HA 465 R 2 -, S B0 52 )4
il DA T 52 M 2y 4 A P

4 BEEITEEBEHER

HE R TREE 5K LR ES R
ot 25 sOR LB DA AR B 6 s 7 3 P A9 i A 1k
L A=A 85 9D O A A R GU B L SR IR R
RS R LA i R TR R e R L y/BE Y AN e
MBI 1 RIS FH Al 5 o E s 2 PR i

M 4R e B R BB I b —B
MG EE

4.1 HEBALFEEFER

4.1.1 +HEEE

LR AR I QR R A TR A
bR R B A T BOR B Z A e LS B

sk X, WEM L RIEEES R
feH IR RIZBN BT Z, Lk R FAKE 4 8 W
PHE . &k FE R RZ Y IR
BB 5205 Y - HER R 8 5 5205 Y 4 R AT R FEAIR
4 JE KU 1 —Fh ik . fe Byk R RS2 e+
Heuk A it A R 2 VS e ) — POy il
T B R RE S A A B R E &R IS i H Y,
SR SR TR AR 2 B A A 55 Bl LA, HLpk B4
H B A2 75 e - S U] b B A TR IR AR AR |
RBHHE SR T Y B 0, A E IR AR A,
4.1.2 THEMTE

- SRR TCHLI R A 7 3 T 9 )
SEWR VRO A T AN B S R U 3 e bR )
T IEE SRS A LR R AR SR R
F) 2B 1 SR RCR o IR VR R 2 I8 3 2B
A A H 1, SORREXT £ 3P R R IR .
A S B SRR EE X -
A MR RHLBR K BB Mk 7 i b ot 1 Sk
VERSCR BT, MR FLIREE /IS 33 P 25 B 3 ot -+ 1k
VRRCRAIXT R 22 . SRAG S WE5E 2R B, FE AT A6 TR A
A1 TR BB T O B T - 398 N 2 B 640k 16.2%
14.9% , 101y FH B PR 53 ) -5 7 A R RIS 4 TR 4 1) 053
B 2R 38% F137% A Ni, 7ESLIEA b, B LR 501
I Ni 22 BR 388 55.95% , kBRI A] 2 4 h I5F Ni 2 BR 3
W 61.53%, 184 W pH Ky 6 I} Ni 22 5 %y 68.76%
Torres %54 & Bl 2 1#1 16 74 7 Polafix CAPB Fll Texapon
N=40 XJ Ni 9 2 B 2370 51l 15 79% H1 82.8% , ik 5 H] 4
T G P AR 1 59 BB R AL 5 PR -8 Nie Begum
EEBIE Y T 6 Fh A [DL-2- (2—carb0xymethyl) ni-
trilotriacetic acid (GLDA) . Imminodisuccinic acid (ID-
SA) .Methylglycinediacetic acid(MGDA ) .3-hydroxy-2,
2" —iminodisuccinic acid (HIDS) | Ethylenediaminedis-
uccinic acid (EDDS) . Ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid
(EDTA) X} 5 42 J& 15 2 - ke R, 45 5L (W, pH
hy A1 6 FEE A RN 358 Ni i S BR N 249%0~39% ,
B &% SR K Y GLDASEDTA>MGDA>IDSA>HIDS>
EDDS; pH &y 7 B X 4 HE Ni (9 % B %5 12.9%~
17.8% , 2 BR AR MK GLDASHIDS>EDTA>EDDS>
IDSA>SMGDA; pH & 10 B X+ 38 Ni 59 £ Bk K N
14.8%~21.3% , ZBR BRI N EDTA>IDSA>GLDA>
MGDA>EDDS>HIDS. 7 2 VE f vt R34 1F T,
GLDA B S WU e s TEBLE 45 T ,EDTA BB 52
ROREAF o A PLBRREIL 15 Nifk iR £h b (2R
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A9 B0 5 it D F B IO R G N BR AR B 15 NG P A
B, BN A IR, TR Bk e H Y.
4.1.3 HahfiER

FH sl A2 R R XS e - 34 AR ARG B
J&, 48 B 7 R LA E L Shit #8 (R iBE Ik SR iE B R
AR LA B 3T T DNV T e o PR LR A T AR Ak
PN IR B 4 RV Y B3 H W — R4
AR B E S HA P =R B ERT B e RS
PR . — MO B B 45 5 BT
AT LIS FTH RN E SRS, Mikik
BES BRI, X5 5FE AR, B BT
B RRA E — R, 7S T8 B A X +
TR NI B £ R R0 A 2 86.2%. 78 3% HL A7 o
A HLBLTCHLER A B pH A, 7T DL skt 45 e 25
-7 BF A% B 3T T8 B 0 0, A T 38 3] B 4 9 48 52K
JRbesl B AR Ni TG e R T T B A
FETE A P A EDTA (FLER R4 R AR R VE
Tnsm 0, 25 H &I, 78 BRI AR R e X6 4= 43 vp Ni
M2 BR %N 53.3% , A FLER I XT 1= 48 rp Ni 9 25 B
29 50% , JiN A EDTA FAS ER B %F Ni (9 25 B 411K
35298 30% T 20% . M SFE%F b BT Ni V5 G 1 4
AT TR B R EAMINA R (EDTA Fr & R AT
REFE = Ni A2 sh | 58 28 BI H AR A0 B 1 Ni 4331 o
38 5 Ni i 6% 9% F1 46% , 76 BHF Jin A NaOH,, [m] i
FE AN BRI, FL Al b Ni 75 5 o5 358 80 Nidre i
KEN T 73% , W R R TR 3B 0% . Kremar
SEUIFSY R B, T T R I R A 1) OB A NG i
T ERRAK, UE A IR B AR R 2 S Ni i R
B
4.1.4 +3EEIME

S B e b AR e AL SRR E S R TS Y
B AT A AR AR 1 1 R 4 e [ A
L S Bl R AR R BT T 45 A5, T ABR I £
9 E 4 AR IO A 1 3 T G R AT R M AR

Ak, HIHEELRE DA R A REY AR,
DLk EIfR H 4 E = B, Har Bk AR 1
R A3 12 , B4 AR 2 AR e Ak 7wl i 2L
FHF 38 5 A R, — 205 DL Y B4k 70 AT I 2
1, EFEEYR WA A W5e A 552 ai Mk 1
HEEJR, R BRI & 3 pH, 4 B £
e DTPA $2HUES Ni [ 4K 75% . 76% 1 75% , I WF 5
T U s Le i Ak ) JE 6 A 4 rh i SR A K R 4 R
ZEI, DTS A NS S RS NI
R IE A, LS AL RIREAR T 4 Ni
FYIERE PR, T80 T AR Ni i Rt . Uchimiya
LRI 5T FBH B ARAF TS AE 350 °CTF Bl nid A 4 i BE
AT AL IR P 3 Ni B [ 8 . Mosa 252 Ny,
PUVE (B FacHe LK SR N E BERI M & 24P ki
FE Ni FHLH o Usman Z5558 3o s N AR 3L + 53
R = Ak A 3 AR £y ks T e R
SR AEAETE A AT 21 62 d R 111 d 22 )5, 13
oK AT 4 U Ni 73 B BEAR T 54% . 70% F158% , ik %
FEAR T Ni e ds . BrARAEC IR GE 3R M0, ) Ni s 44
- 38 I A W e RN R TE AL R R I o] 0 1
HH AR N DA 5555 1R 48 B 2 ¥ ) P 3R LS (AT SR AR 2
B it A AL BEAR T 3 Ni B8 Bl MR A= 0 AL
P, H.50 g-kg A=W B 5 3 g kg BERR IS AL R X
A it R e -, 55 1R R S NG FR I T 37%.
Méndez Z17F 500 CF F 5 e il 2 T A= 9 e 37t F
TEAEE R SRR, 2% YRR G
+ HERE i 2 ARG Ni 7 IR b2 T o RLAE A R
P Shaheen SIS 2B, B3 1) A K K Ue B8y
A AR N A 0 P R AR ) e RE A NG TS YR
FH - 338 K 52 Ni A 58%~99% , BV ZE 1T A1 JK K
TR I 493 A2 FHA7 K A R (A v 1 N W B2 B AIK 569%~
68% . B H ARG A SR T ZIBA MAR A
gl i, FURRRAC T AR A R i
& JE ARG RE AR, AT RS TE — BB R R E TS AL

F1 —LERA TSR

Table 1 Some common soil passivators

Fli AL A2 Species of passivators

2% Name

FAEFHLEE Main action mechanism

TeHLEEAL R BT AR A BAT AVE GERRER BRFRES I 4 WA T ICE VI
R AN SRR VAN LR SN 2 R N S R e 2 IR A2 KN '
EXp Bh TERT I FEAE ¢ R UK N ' (]
AL AHLAE FEfE AL RS AR
AHLL FPARIR RETR AR SRR W | R AR
AP T FERME AN U]
AHEY 15U FERT AT HN5E MR KA AR R
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SRR R S
4.1.5 TIEEAL

- S AR R A S A S — 2 5T A 7 SO
o iR A oy I S § e S S R U R ) | [ R
JRAE P B A R R S . R UL LS
A 5 A AE T 38 v it i — Se B R SRR T A
Vi TR R, B IR ARl Y RS
T BRAMETS A E 4w , TS I 3 i 4 ) i A
ROPER . E g SRR TSR B, Ni 16 Ak ik i 138
H EDTA A7 468 R ¥ J32 14 15 hn i 386 O, 78 vk B2 Ry 10
mmol - L' I, Ni & AL Sk Bl i K. BR 1t s
JRZ A AR B A B 0] o3 i — SE R R ) BOR FR AL |
AL R ISR, (e ISR,
Hh, SR ) B A Wy Rl LTS AR I S R
TS AR TSI I SR L S AR 1
S 4w A OB e s AU B R — R
v
42 MEMEERR
421 EYIEE

AR R B e 2 B AR, BAT AR i ) A I B
RET, T2 T AR (LA TR R A . A
S FE R A W P E  R FR  TTCUE AR St S A
FAAE -3 4 i RO RS PR R, iU B R A
AL FIE S B H A B B Jm L KB Y o, LA
FEAR R 8 8 F AR . TSR RUE WXt 13 45 H 1Y
R kY A AR S EEAEN . MEwBE L
9T 45 0 SR 0 LA i RE R T Y B RE T RE S
g R A T A S B T AR SR T AR TUNE L 3B ]
DA 3o (ol A 0 s 0 A O 4 T, o e PR A 48
J& B R AN TTTE o BIFSE A B, it FH o A L TR
AT LAREAIR /N2 e op Ni 3 6 DR il 242 .SOD . MDA
FOTE T L 3ol T Ni R AT 3 M T R i SR
L, BERZFE AT T (Bacillus cerews) %) Ni F8 W B 25 455
0.76 mmol - g, B 55 W (Penicillium) F1HR 2 # (Rhizo-
pus) XF Ni ) W B 25 4 23 531 79 1.41 mmol - g 1 0.31
mmol - g, /NEK 3 (Chlorella) | £1. % f§ X 3% (Chondrus
ocelltus) . & & ¥ (Sargassum) Fl 75 A< 3 (Arcophyllum
nodosum Le Jolis) Ni [ W Bf} 25 5 MK ¥ 4 0.21.,0.29
0.41 mmol - g Fl 1.35 mmol - g Oztiirk SE°7'if 55 %
B, 75 2~ 4 2R KT 18 (Bacillus thuringiensis ) %§ Ni 45 ¢
SRR AT, BRI RAE OR S % N>, O i 25 4 45.9
mg- kgfl o Selatnia S5 I, 10, 5455 7 1R ( Streptomyces
rimosus ) %} Ni {9 W [t 45 7 & 32.6 mg - kg'c Romera

SEVE IRAE 3 (Brown algae) XF Ni A5 $E5® (56 1 77, H
20 e B v AR R AR L [T 8 T RE 5 NS L (i
P Ni 19 f KW o 25 & 47 0.865 mmol - ¢, T £ 3
(Red algae) F12§ 3 (Green algae) X} Ni [ f5c KW B 75
FH{U R 0.272 mmol - g ' F10.515 mmol - g ™' X T T &0
TE Ni {5 3L PR K PR i i 7 —Fh s Ff , 3208 A0 Ni i i
B BE A 51 92.6 mg- kg™, o i W FiF 5 T 1% 97.79% , I
H SR8 R 2R A AN RS R
FEREM IR NAT R T . A JeoR X — - AE K
HhGS NG R RE 3 i B TR R T3 Ni 95 g s v AT RE
WA BIFRRICR . WUEYESE Nijs 3 LI HATR
TR R, AT LA 22 0 2 X Ni W B RE 7 5 Y 1 il
PMBEE Ni{5gefe H 3%
4.2.2 BAEYSEAEYIME S
TR Wy 36 T LA AR AR ) 42 BN, 4 R A P X Ni
AT 2 PE AR SR BE ) o Pl iE , R PR T B AT Tl
TR TR 25 F R RERIGE A A2 K. Kamran 25
WFER 201, 3 RABCHI 18 ( Pseudomonas putida) 45 BT
MY AERAT, EXZME G R BA P, EE)E
38 25 AT B ORFR A8 e 1140395 1 O 2 fie o 4 J X AE W)
BIEEFEAE A . Shabani 21 B AR R 1 HE B & (My-
corrhizal fungi) REFFAR 7 25 (Festuca arundinacea ) X}
1 HENi MR R BB o Glick™ R B vg B IRIK
K& (Kluyvera ascorbata) SUD 165 B FhHEfH Ni 15 42
TR ENEIT R R R R R ERE .
Akhtar S BFFEFBT, Ni 38 T 25 RS 240 T 2
HFF F (Bacillus sp. ) CIK—=516 A1 75 B 171 (Stenotro-
phomonas sp.) CIK=517Y X§ %5 M AERK AL HVEN 75
FIUMERMARG,EN TS MEYE.
CIK-516 [ BR e HE 2 IS Rl Ni f) R0 B4, 7 1 438
Ni ¥ &£ 24 150 mg - kg™ B, 2 F & £k CIK-516 fii 2
MR R AT ZE 0 (T BT &) Ni & & 43 51 28 609 mg - kg™
257 mg-kg's Rajkumar FF 25 B RRIEFD 1R 500
(Pseudomonas sp.) FI 7% F AR 5 i 1 ( Pseudomonas
Jessenii ) W FAIE A TRT , 25 2 & I B RR 1) 2B ) B R NG
R E RN, Aboushanab SR 5T T S P 2L
(Sphingomonas macrogoltabidus) . WA A (M-
crobacterium liquefaciens ) F1 i $7 A - 2L M 43 B AT 24
(Microbacterium arabinogalactanolyticum ) —F M Ni
& AW Alyssum murale HEBR 7085 R B R 7E =
T Ni e 80 - SR I Ni T EE T A S A, murale W
W BN 52, 45 SRR W, 3T A A U N E A, mura-
le B+ L5 , i A. murale )R B im0 A8 T 17% .
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24% F132%. Shilev ZF7E 55 S A AR X5 [T 17 +- 45
ORI, SR 3 T FSAR PRV T A R b 52
FEY) X HE 4 JE R o Jamil ZF W 5E R B, HLAK 2
FAF B (Bacillus licheniformis )NCCP-59 F 3R 235 T
Ni V5 e H - 3ok R A&, S T KA 4k R
a WS b IR bR A I T OKAE AN
RS A PLE S &, O HAE 3 7 KA XS K Ca Na iy
MR/ D 1% Ni B, BT NCCP-59 T Bk B AT
TRAPAE ) 5032 Ni 1 PRS2 0 B9 VR T, AT LUK b AR 2 41
FFARAR T NiTs Qe H R s 5
43 EMEERER

LG S 415 AL 400 308 3 R AT e A s [ A P X
25 YL ) 5 R TR AL R K A T R E
R Uil & (AN E ol s o (S N U 5.0 NG i
JE 5 Y S A S HOR AT 3 A 1 E R
FIAE D) A IBCH AR o HE ) [ 7 H A ) TR B AR
& JEAE LI b B s A W T A, s A Bk
FR 4 T R [ T R T b o R ) A R R S A T
A E R Y O I R E AR SR
R —E WS )5 AT ICH), Al k3] L BR TR SR 1Y
HEo AP R BOAR BAT AR BOR G  SEL IR
LA ARTE G BUE TSR AR 1 s A 7 W A

Al Chami 885 AT AT —Fh 1 3B 52 R PR e 2 B
O R B B 2275 Gt 13 vp 075 Y W B R AT 1k
[[ORERZS =338+ /R G K e BRSO PR N i A |
WA 52 HOR 0 o TR B3 o AN R 2 A S R Sl
wEEYE RS BV RN, BB E BRI
SR/ . BT, SR 2 RN s AT
SRR IF B 2 h T R AR R R R

— JBCTT &, AL R N R R I 50 mg - kg™ (5
i) HAA RAFI & T B Ni e MEAR ), >4 Ni vk i
1 1000 mg- kg™ (i) AR MK IR B A R BLH 5
f PR R I T NGB R AR A N SR
AR TE RN E & Ni, Co B ML LL I BEFR ot 1358 vhr , 2L
S3 AR TEML X PG Gl R 2 2 - H
BN R VU A XY H TS R B
AR KR R N E A, i e 4
)B4 BB 2 s, #UE R 2017487 7, e pkdt
B 754 R E SR, 1 Ni AR & R 208 52 R
1301~ & 532 Fh™, H ULAY Ni S R AEY) A BE S
(Alyssum L.) \@ﬁiﬁﬁ(f’hlaspi L) ¥YEXRE (Xylosma
G. Forst.) .M 2k J& (Phyllanthus Linn.) | 255 16 &
(Geissois) 122 8 Q& (Bornmuellera) | FUHE % & (Hy-
banthus )55 , HAR LR 2274

F2 —EENHNNBESEEY

Table 2 Some common Ni hyperaccumulator plants

B R J& HiIX. Ni ¥ S8 /mg - kg™
Family Number of species Genus Regions Ni concentrations/mg kg™
%Pt Asteraceae 27 T B )& Senecio +HH —
K22 )@ Centaurea T HI 1510~37 750
PEE R/ Rubiaceae 12 A5 &/ Psychotria B B2 )T 47 500
KB Crassulaceae 5 é‘%%}%/f’seudosemyen/ivum +HI 21 550~34 130
516 R} Brassicaceae 150 KR /Alyssum M AR R R 1280~66 660
B IR/ Thiaspi TR A SR L H H AR 2000~56 020
6122 1) [ J&/Bornmuellera ey N AN NS 12 000~31 200
RIANS =28
‘A5 B/ Cochlearia +HH —
2= & /Brassica +HH _
KIAFFHFlacourtiaceae 19 FEARJE Xylosma B HLZ FE 1000~3750
KRR Homalium B B2 ) 1157~14 500
w7l Buxaceae 17 Wi &/ Buxus e —
KA FL/Cunoniaceae — 1B AL & Geissois Bk B Z FIE 1000~34 000
KB/ Euphorbiaceae 83 " NERJE/Phyllanthus B L ZH 1180~38 100
ST J&/Glochidion i B2 W —
FIAH Hi J& /Leucocroton g B2 F)E —
HiEH Violaceae 5 SR 5L  Hybanthus TR FNIE. s 5L Z )1 3000~25 500

T R — "SRR B R F AL HE

Note: "—" in the table indicates that no specific data was found.
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4.4 RAEFEEFHEAR

Alb A B I HARTEAEA R WAE Y A K 9 1
TR A 22 B ST A Y R AR B R BRI
P 4 R B AR WA R D A R TR AR
PR . Ol B BB FOR F 24 AR 1
145 pH \Eh, S FH /K 704 1, P8 ARy A ] 2
e iy

- HE ) pH E 52 0 25 A - 4 R i Ak 2E 1T
Ay A 3l it I S A 4 Ok B e A= 498 pH (B AT DA
HERE T IERERSFENIEN . Cioccio 38 1 7] Ni
15 YR U N K AT T B A LABR I
Ni () A 200, S5 R R, A K e T 3% pH
B, BEAIK T Ni A=l R B T e R Y
PR o UN I AL S R 1k 0 T A KA1 - 38 pHL(ELPT DA
Vs i - ) 0 1 S A R TG R IR A R T A
et H I 4R AR, Loty Z790F 58 R0, 76 Ni
15 Y 3 R it AT R R AR ) H 2R AR
Ni fH R, 7E#EAT Ni V5 Qe M - BB 52 2 i, o =
S b 58 pH A, 255 F 08 BRI R s AR
58 pHAH (B G RO LT

3 () Eh A (b 38 J5H A7 ) J2: i 2 4 841k
PESR JFEYE bR, T LA B 4B B S S,
i & E R A B, @Ko AT DL
SN 3 ERE AT . AT R BRI R S
BF 3 VAT, B fA B R, T A M i 5 1 Ak
T ACIRAS B T MEEE 2, Eh {EBAIG , 4 39808 B s
5 o KA BT 4 R A AR WK AN K
T (PR 45— 19 )4 K ) RO TR A B I IR A 8F
SEJURPAE A, TR A B T e R 1A B AR T
K AN K BRI A B AL B BR AR IE T /R W A S
B K R, R L K. BRI R K B
AL ARG G AR S i DL AR R
FIRICR BRI 12 543 e Rl K 348 PAsE =X
N S E AR R RN 25 R
TR AR TR W TR AR
AN, Faz B K BT I ME i BoR £
FEPEFIRETE 254 A — 2 B

A Az = s FHAS TR) 6 Ry =R 3G I 4 7
i b B — VR SRR S AN - s B A R R Y
AN RFE, — AR EFEE =R, B
[FIVEP X 38 b B TR e E T SR A—HE T AASH Y
T o B2 R DA 2 B4 355 4 A L (VR R AR
RERSIERERI 2, NS IfED r it . i S5

R, PRI 7 SO A VR P A N s AR AR P e
—i, TR RIR A h ESR SR EN . A
[vi] 1) Ao Ay Xk T LA SE i) 38 v B 4 B AR TR TR A8
LKA Pyt 3 4 A WCRE T L G2 A i 4 S X
Y eE .

A P L B 6T B Tk 3 i R A, T DAY
1458 pH, AR - B RS SR THT T Y FELAT S ) 4
TE I PB4 A RGES G M AR AT A EE
NEAR Fh A 3 SR 0 2R AT ARG 09 2 R, A2 A
PR Y A Y S m R R )
WIEAE A NG B IR VS TR L AL R IR A A
GINIERYEY S S EIN e se S N s e S i B =B
PR AR R K T b 55 BB SR 00 R 55 (HE R Le A L
A G ¥ A A DI A A HLAE A T Ak
HLERAIEhES RN S &, S AaEr. I
HLIEA NP K.Ca.Si B Mo %5, % 8 T K
DA N IV A [ & Ve D £ 7/ A o N S i
o MNP K& LR 5 158 4| vl fe 7 A= 55 bt
VAT, ATV 0 5 4 T (WO R R . 5 Pt A
B TR - B T A A e 248 1 it S B (1) it A
AR 38 5200 - 5T Ty e FH G 3 g NEAER A A A it A
i, AT DR A HLAE AUCHLAE Bt i Jr =Xk 7+
B,

5 MREE

(1) % Ni V5 4 4= e 48 5 Ho R By i 98 K88 43 i
XF Ni s SEAR A I 2, o HoAth J LR & 52 55 R 1 i
FEARNT /0 ) Bt B2 i X i (18 H R R R .

(2) HRTXHE & AR BB 5T R A5 B 7E 5L 56 %0
BB B, L AnG A U e A R ER B v L
Ho A G 25 AR S 6 2 32 50 I A0 S o 107 ) 81 B i) fsf ]
AE22 AR, R IR TR B E— B 8 S P B S H R
N7 FH A 8] 8 SIE PR B 28508

Q) REHME L LI T RER N EEH-Y,
{ERAR T T 24 KRl ARk BT,
S R A L BRI /N N A
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