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Advanced Progress of phytochelatins in Plant
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Abstract: Phytochelatins, a series of non — protein thiol compounds, are found universally in higher plants. They usually play an
important role in detoxification for heavy metals. If their function mechanism was made clearly, the application of the compounds may
be available in remediation on soils polluted by heavy metals. The present paper reviewed the advanced progress of phytochelatin in
plant, mainly including the structure of PC, induced biosynthesis, and its function and action in detoxification mechanisms on heavy
metals in plants.
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Figure 1 Various chemical structures of y — Glu — Cys peptides
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Figure 2 Synthesis of phytochelatins in plant''’
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