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Toxicity of Cadmium Pollution in Soil to Organisms;: A Review
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Abstract; Cadmium pollution in soil in China has drawn a significant attention in the recent years due to its direct
negative effects on crops. The number, diversity, growth, metabolism and gene expression of soil organisms are af-
fected by cadmium. The current research progress of toxicity of soil-associated cadmium to organisms was summa-
rized in this review, which include the toxic effects on animals, plants and microorganisms, the influence factors
and research methods of the toxic effects of soil-associated cadmium on the organisms. Also, the direction of future
research is discussed to provide scientific basis for improving the soil environmental quality assessment system.

Keywords: cadmium; soil; biotoxicity; influence factors; research methods

FRIE A HEAL TS K R L e S YY), R R F 2 B K 14,16 mg - kg
AFRARBEA A, MBS R B g ok, it JRE L HES R EE O O TS gL W AL bR R
SR R0 SRR S Qe BT AR EAN ] EDBE R Ik 7% s HA T LTS e Al R
TARFRMEN 3 ~6 mg-kg ' T ERMMWARMES ML SRR T R RGR , A 5§ Y
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AR A S, O Al YRR R B R R
NZEAERE RIS, BRI5E 2% 1F A A= 1 R 25 iy £
TR AR, B, SRR U LR R Y AR 2
KRS, s AT T AR R M EEEAE . AR
SCAE A T AR 1 N A AH ST 5T A 6l L, 28348 T
TS U I A ) AR RIS A REVEAE T XS
SN e TR TR I A2 ) SRR W R AT RS,
I T BESE HIER RA TR BT ik R A R AT
FEIT ) BEATHRST, LU O 4 S A= 25 KUBS DY B2 3t
FEAF R I 58 L IR B PR R R SR AR
A

1 T EEdiE R £ ¥ 5 (Biotoxicity of cadmium
in soil )

SRR TS G AT LAXT A A ) e AR R ALV 5
0] - SF G2 E W R R Vi 4 4 | SR A i 4 A Al I
o7 K - SRS 4 5 PR 6 SR T R B WS, B
HeEAEH 5 R A AN 5 BE R 4, S e A i A
AR 5 52 ) 138 2h ) 1 A8 Ak S | 3R PRk |
ZHERE I L BAT R T, A R S Y
Fh AR T %
1.1 WEY

a1 PG 3 Ao SR DR A 7 55 e A A il
BT, 00F TR RUE DGR, B
T, 50 S A: W) i R R TR 45 40, Ak L =1k
SE I AR D R A SRS M 2 32 B

AR B AR R U 4R T I PR
AL, B k= A, N il i Ae AR H AR A
VERT AR 2 Sk B i 2B KA P E Y .
PR ELAG 0B iy A 2R 8L 4% 38 1 RE T, AT DAAE 42 ) i
B AAE, HB B 22 B BRI S %18 RG] LA
FECYREFIZE , AT G B HE A AN, R
15 G - Sty G A A T A 4 AR /N | 3 2 8 B T
3 W AT AT RO S iE ok A A R A
SRR AR AR R R

FRiE 5 IER- Y E A WA AR, il
P AR Pl 55 AR 13 P SR AT A B A FH Ok R AV 1 3
P, 36 7T LASE el f5 A ) 4 ML I . Tian 4570 % 31
AN TR BA  F-4mA b A 0T - 438 R i AR 2 ke P
PRI M AN R] | 0 M8 SRS 2 68 20 0 % Mo 0 1Y)
TURR: v TR R R AN A, T A T TR Tl
HBEPE TR, X A e T 5 &+
XA [R) - T il %) 532w AL T AS ), A 956 HEAE 1 358
Rt I R RE T | - R 2R A3 A AR FH D R ek

7 - S HE ISR A B AR 3h 12 2R
W2 BNERR  FEAFHERI LT AT 4 AU Y
T B0 32 AL S B 36 A Bt 40 i 50K 53 i)
A 4.7 mmol-L ™'l 12 mmol-L™"¥

AR SR BRI REIS L N, d E BAR
TG A Ay e e RN i B I TR, BELARSH 6 2 4 b
BRI 25, Wu P BFE R RN D R
= Y I I, AR T AT R R RE TR ] LA R
FEETE T LR B () B Wb S
PR E N, Han %" ZBAE S 0.001 ~5
mg-kg " FRIY e L [CRHPERIAE 6 ~24 h 9%
Pt AR R 45% ~60% , T 7E 72 h B, 422 [
PV P SR M R34 RT, LT o 3 T, A 2R
55% , VR AL 1k AT R -5 4 XoF - M m 1k R 1)
PLATRUNE A O FEXS BTN (6 h), 2% [T PH I 1R 1)
AR T2 R 3 22 PG B T, T A 2 A B S (72
h), A% S BEIE A AH I
1.2 ¥

A P9 ) S AR SR A2 s i), — o
FE R A A T AR P A AR B A 15 %, AT
T BRI P T AT (AT R AR T, P e L
(TS PRI , 5 bt A AL B B R Se ke T I, 77 A
b AR R, 1 R T, ISR, 50 mg -
kg™ BT S0 SR B S AR R BRI R i AL
PERA 5 THE " 6 mmol - L™ 45 0] 5 B AR 3 H ik
PR R 3 4 Ak A it 5 7 A A ) Ak T O M
58,9 mmol - L™ 5 N S BOHE M [, i ik S Ak S
TPEAR R IR KIS /N St i i 02 5 A SEASTA] 4
FHUNE M R 5 R R A A 5 Ak 3 B R
1%, M R aod AR p St T B 3 AR R AL A
TG PERRARTY , nf DA b S ALK AR L S AR v
Vi AEY) R BRI O, BLAh, WA S B AR ) Ik
PR 8 RS 198 T K -, 51 40Tk Ry 3088
B, 50 mg kg™ FAGI RIS A 5IRAN B
B TR AR 60 d J5,10 37 155 mg-kg!
BT BT R B R A B 9.2% |
28.1% F143.7% ",

WA = 2R 5 DNA B2 R 5, 4G
BiE R ARG R S VIRE 5 46 | i st
ROV, FEmE T, NSRRI 4
SEPR AR R PR BA S R e T B R A A0
12 58 g ek, R & BE,5 mg-kg ' #a5|
A G R R N A 22 5y 2438 500 BRI, 10
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mg- kg™ B5 T A TR A AR A AN I ) B R S
USRS RS =

AR AT SR E R N R A
TR, BELA RS, R AEEOLS R
I8 A R IR &, B4 sl a2 1 B 1K D1 2
KV, e 2 BUR N 0 DI REAZ 6, TR 6 nT 3 i
MGG R g B E R A S RDEIE ok 5o
HRENMIGE™, ERE T DG RE T HHE
TAL AR TR, 5 RAALOCH ™, ok, 4l
T REARDEA VR AR SCIE IR 1 4% 5 A S 5 A Ak
o] 2 PR TR 70 398 5 B 1 T K T H0 U 4R g
1R ES ra (=

FESRINIETT 4B P 0T 45 Tl 785 35 400 o 1 R g R AR
SRR R AERR R AR AL, T/ B2 T R AR A
WCEFRITR FEW(E 1), BT s — 4
BT, B R R Co” 54k Cu” SR IIAEAE
AT AP Ak 3 il f A FH  DACTiG T L i v 4 g 2 i
HEU B SRR R A OC  AEA W] LA E o W R
22 IR VR DR B A I B R 22

5 M RE A % 5% 40 () W ISR R 22 B e A
5 R AR S SR 0 , T SO KGR
Z%, TERRIMGET MY ARRIEBAL ANt B ZE AR A
K2, i, 6 mg-kg 45 BUK L AR 5
R AR B R 200 mg- kg R
SRS b AYZERPARA B AR Y AT A
R,

FRlR T PR 0 R AR, AR R A KAz
VR, 59 0 R B R R S AR
KA o IAERMWTIE R 55408 X 57 e B BURk
i 3 3 T A B 0 L2 910 T B/ e A R 1
PR W T R S ZUAT ) AR AR W A RS AR S 3k
B8 Sk P Bk 0 A8 B AR R RO EPS . Pan 2P &
B, FAXT AR AR W & AR A A AR K I P VE S
R B S AE AR OCOC R, AR A IO 75 B IX A 25 57
N ABEIR , 3 ] BE 55 LR A 9 A 8 6 AU i 2 5 )
Ela(CsPDC-Ele) R S5 K, HLAk, Ha il
FhF-1 A, 1% 1 S0k B2 ok v 25 3 30RO AT 3
B0,
1.3 ¥
ISR A S R G R A B4
s Y] LRSI S e AR A R B SRR Rk
SR ERIRGE EIHAR T PR AR A R A
S ZREEREAL

I8 23155 K L RS AR R 7 A A e T M AR R
BESEW 5T, WK B AL 3 ST A RS 5 A I 38
Xt SR A I FE R B, X i 5] 4R Ak 1
N, 5 o 2 I T 9] A e 45 P A G . Maity
SERSIE LY T R T % W W8] (Eisenia fetida) F1IK H 2 ]
(Eutyphoeus walton)) %5755 14 d J5 19 &AL N U
N, 25 R I 2 4 5 i 7R R B A ] Py 38
I Bk 1 P8 2 e H R S 328 i B AR, T IR s
M| PR A T ORI S 22 i o i 2 711 1 2 2 [

F1 TERENRIEYRET YITENZN
Table 1 Effect of cadmium in soil on the absorption of mineral elements by crops
e (mg kg ™) GRS REPETEH S5 30k
Cadmium concentration/(mg-kg™") Plant species Toxic effect Reference
HRAER 55 BEANEE S AR B R A B W T
GG ) The contents of potassium, calcium, magnesium and zinc in
500, 100 ) [21]
Theobroma cacao root decrease gradually, while the contents of copper and
manganese in root increase gradually
REERMBIT B BB B BRI B SR E SR OU R Y T i
LR IN=1
- RSN
1,25,5 The contents of nutrient elements (phosphorus, potassium, 22]
Allium fistulosum L. ) ) ) o )
calcium, magnesium, iron and zinc) in rhizomoid and phyl-
lodium increase significantly
KBLHBE i i T B R R AR
N The contents of magnesium and manganese in rice grains
047,0.79, 145 , _ . . L 23]
Early rice increase, while the contents of potassium and iron in rice

grains decrease
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Wahn e & JF s, Sinkakarimi 252 i BF 28 3 01, 250
pg-g MR AR TR AT 5 B IE I ] (Aporrectodea trap-
ezoides) B Ej, 4 e 15| (Aporrectodea rosea) Fl 7k - %
Jiek M1 Py P B S R, T 2 R i ] A R TR
T ] TR

TERRMNE T, - HE S i B R 3R A7k K A AR
fb. 0.6 mg-kg™ M5 TR T 2= BRI N 4 )8
WA R (MT)FR IR, R IA i 50 i 2 W 3% 1 E
AHOC 3R TR — R AL, ZE A, AT
DI S MT K3k, T sm b # , M sk
I X £ 11 i R 3k sk ke s P 5 ) P 8 B G
Pramm T fEmAE@ma T, TR Fa
Fi5 5T IO ZE P R 240 S DD 6 DT ek 105 ) 2 66 A
FsPY ) FE 10 .30 F160 mg-kg™ fEMA T, R T &
FE A5 A P R T B R 1(TRIAPL )35 R 365k i i 3
BB T TRIAPY K& PR S — b 20 i A7 08 TR 5
TEAR AT 5 PR B P BT WT s/ A AR T, 3
WY ZEARAKCAR I T, M 15 25 77 A W R, 51
TRIAP1 KPR 3Rk, T8/ ML 09 T2, 0.3 mg-
kg ' #A215 S AT Bk (Folsomia candida){k 354 )&
B2 I (MTCO)FE P k™ R B MTC J X 9 25 57 3%
PG E (B el wee 4 RE (AW & PR I S/ 9 /8

TSy ) AR A R S R I 2 A OGO
R, WIREW, RS R TR EN 251 mg
kg™ MY EIEF 30 d J5 AR FRE11% ), 5.7 mg
L4 2 58 1T 51 R 75 T BRFF 28 B ( Caenorhabditis
elegans) AR 45 55— s Nica %5 e I 4 T
Ji e R v JBE S e B, e AR RS2 B A A2 A
PR e g o AR AT R B, s i - S8 sh i 1)
TH AR, AR I HEIR I R K Rk i
i e B 1 I T A AR, DA T 0 ) L BB e B, e
5| 0y s ) B ST AR | 7 B sz B R , I i AL iy
A BEAT AR R

TIESY A IE AT R 2 B A, A el
WAT N GBS NI, AIREYT RIS R £
e B A T A 52 e SR AT v ] I [ e 5
1Y IR, B R 2 R B R AL R AR A
Tz BEE 7, A T B RN Sl i R B d T BB
GO VAN EWA R R KT 7 W AR 1IN UGBS
S ez T YR R B R D U e R

TG AL AT DLREAR LIRS W O AF s 3, R
W, B A S R B A B, ke 5] 4% R~ AR A
PEFE B S LU T R AR TS YRR R 1 g e

Il gl BB TR Y B R, S 2 U s Y
KZ R /KBS W5 7 75 T BT 2 e i e 2 A8 2 2
R, TR G 75 T BT 2 o AR sk, 2
T 21 mg- L7 4 48 h, FHaN AT ST %
ik 50% % 8K, Johansen M & N R TR
T Fik 2 000 mg-kg™ By HIE 14 d, L HUAATE
AFBEKEEL, KRR TEIERSET S5+t
BN RS AE R EE

2 ®itEPREYH MR E X (Factors affect-
ing the biotoxicity of cadmium in soil )

TR A Y R F B2 AR R AE Y R R
SO AR R A 4 LR B B AR T
2R (6] AR AR P AL 2 35 300 46 A= 0 PR 3R A4 2
YA BHREERS AR SR R rh e A A K

AT 45
2.1 AR IR E xR A Y EE R A
2.1.1  H3EMPER

I HLTA pH E R B 04V il B R S 7
T T B AOVE |, X4 0 TR A SR AN A A Rt
AR K, A HLEEA FK A G fof A, 5 AL
VRTE G BN, 25 bl 1 B R 52 1 45 6 W0 1 5 e 5
5, i RARAR B A= W ek, OF BLE— e i R HE A%
PR B fa A AU AT S5 B rT A R S 4
B s A AR A AE R, Tan 250 5B
TR, -1 G ML 5 a2 5 i A o A 9 i
PP R Z, Filipovic 259 % 9, + 154 P15
Tl AT A AR A P R % TRl R HEA bR S
WIRIEA WU 450 e AR RGN, st 2
UHE ) 2 W 5 1 i A LR A 45 A 0, (BRI Y
AL A REAR T 380 0 B 7 I 6 BB AIS
SRR A I, A HILIT B R T 5
L T 1 7355 56 B 3 R M 0 i B e v 1 i D
IR, AR AY 13 pH (H R, W B 7 39 ks I
(A 2B CHL AN A ML 4 4 1 (% 1 fLfir
S BRI 0855, DA 3 i B A 0t
BRI, BFSE B, pH A HILITT R A AR S
LR b pH N E SN, R EEE LEP R
O BRI O T Ny« 2T > A > TR T B A
B A R i 5 8 pH (E 10 2 A

3R BH B8 T3 e ik 1 (CEC) | Ak 3 Ji L o7
(Bh) 1K 4355, 76— 72 B2 BE 152 Wi 4 10 A 40 5
WFSEFEBH | SR o0 I 2 1 5 i e Tl T T 1) 4000 oV JH 5
3 CEC fAH ™) Rk b & i 5 1+ 4% Eh 1EAH
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UL Bl A 3K A T v A R R R
BWFEALE

R RERAT 5 G R B % VAR G, AE A
[ S5, S0 R i i 2 - R 8 % 184 o vy 34
T, 2 48 A S P e ) e T o, DN TR B A W B
PELBEZ S0, IAh SR S 4% A VR T 3 s AR
WIRIHEE . FEm R T 3 A BT 25 45 = e
TE RV ACAN IR () A P R R R skl T
BT Y H IR A T B A A 32
By PR 2SR (s A o TR T TR R T TR D™
2.1.2 EZAfEH

TEACHERR B0 ] 38 o A AP LS S ALY
(ORI NN b ST TR IR e s YR e 2 S A
JE AR o3 (B S8 A P 38 43 AT ) s 5 43, DT
B HAE R S MA YR BE . Bl & AL TRl Y
B, SR 2R 2 5]~ BB v B (LC, ) 8 3 4
i, 3 A PR AR i R T i ] 4 2 3
PR B i 0 S PEARPY . XM AR R I, 7E A i
Hh RO 7K R A B M 4 2 A VR B2 (EC, ) 1B W
Hahn, B, 7R S e AL AR R 0 A R
B
2.1.3 JuEEAMHEEAIEH

TP 2 s Gy, HoAth s G 25 5 e
W REYE . ARG YR R A PR 05 i AL
PR % W K ot = ou M UL BIREYIR RN, H
A ML Y n] el o A W R E . BEIE K
I YA FR AT B AR A AR X - S I T T AN s A
Yioite Z FEE RIS, JE W] S AR S R
SOLTR RIS I LE N2 S 5 2 < B REE S /R AL
BEGR AR A BEPERON . I, DU RN A B 5 X i
Il () 2R REPE A AR A BE ZH 25 B 2 U8 AR
RN BREAE S A 2 BT R R e s A % R 7
52 FAE 51 A BEPE AR 717 BT AR v 5 R BT 1Y) A7 AE W
b R ARR A X e 0] A B RN Y, R, ZFIR A S
YL [m] 2 58 T B 23 U v — G LR R Y
PEAE RSB, ZEAN RS Y vk B, L3
HoAt 5 Gy xod 5 ) FEVEVE FH B2 e v BEAN ] AFRK-F
1) 5 B3R 5] P e A B 5 R 0 X s 2 PR | R LA
SRR A VE T K R R A ds B Y,
FEACTRIA T Hr R A X ok 7 2% 45 i) DNA
07, 10 7E 55 7K T 50 W 38 T, B ek A 4R X6 e ]
DNA #1155,
2.1.4  Ak2=Es s

BERT LR R AN T, 8 3 el A A 1 A

il R SR s | e A R R A Ak
WO Y 2 e FEY, #E 50 pwmol - L' 47
B, B A BTl A AR 22y 2435 H0
Wb, O RS Y R i A e RIS it
FAAL Y RE St AT IR R A B E L B
SOl RO AR FPLET JE PR B R R e 0
il ) LA RS MRS AL IR ORI T A
PERERIG T BT 85 & MR AR AR KD e 4
T, 1) S5 25 - e D 5 i 1 R oA A 0 1 W Wi
MBS B R G, R B S AR EE Y

2.2 MR R A YT R R

2.2.1 pdAl

AN T 28 A 30 4 1% SRR R ] 6 ol 2 o £
HEsh W) R A 2 7E AAS R ) R RO
SRR AR . AR R R W 1
PSR - A A AR 3 ) TR 2, RS vl B R Y
BB A ERAE AT LAWK AR, TR T A R AR Y
Rt VARt /s w Il e & es T MUIRTS -2 TR |
DU ST A ok 18 52 a5 L
2.2.2 BEHEEFRS

BEAREE Ry st HS A 8 . Fajana 26
KR, WAE B I (Oppia nitens) ¥ HAK N 39% ~
52% (WL AL Ly 2, i BE VR E SRAS 00 4 7 & 5 4
WEGI 41% . iR 1T BE MR L F, J5 1R
B T I A R A T , i AR 32 AR P A4
2.2.3 LWiEsh

R 13 o 25 7 8 1 R HE T S 3G B 5 i B 114 1
BRI 2%, Coeurdassier 55 Kl 4= 73 5l 2% 5 7F
A M| R TG M | 5 g 2 A A5 SRR A b
W P 54 1 Ak BT v i A R PN 1) 1 v T I
Wl S A A A R AR R, e 151V B
il P27 ORI A 22 1) B, L B 22 AR
|3 ] R 2 A RS, ISR TR
e 051 A e TR T K AR Bk 9 A ke A A b 2K e ik
JEE F 388 Tt 8 i
2.2.4 PR AR RUEY)

— LB 15 0 4 D R L B A O A AR A A K R Ak
Ay, 0T LA i XU e AR A B AR AL
A AR B A A A 0 T3 A B S T SR VR R A o
Wi B PR LR R 4 A K 38 T AT 3 45 A AL
wlCnm Ak IThE A 45 A RN AR TR ) B AE +
FerhdR LRI B R IR AE A A B Y
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3 TEREYEHMH R AL (Methods of re-
search on biotoxicity of cadmium in soil)
3.1 HIERAEY

FALE ALY RN S0 ), G2 D0 4 T sk, o
BhR AR A YR F e | g |
Bty RGN TR e AR A DL R FE RS
TN R SR e N (R O Rt A S
T ARTE LR W A FH 255 98 b DL R 3R 5 W4 2 -
AR B RIS HL UK L amoA & [R] E B: PCR | 5 38
FF BOGIEAL A AE FZOEE it PCR S5 HARBF 5T 1
A=Wy ve gl , Forb, H F amoA JE[A &2 i PCR
ARV @ EMBEY R Z e, IR TS Y
EURR, W A AR R A, P T G 00 R S 5 1 7
P 3 R A A (ED ) B by B 0 il 75 14 119
FEbR SR, kTl PR 5 1Y ED, (B AT BE 23 Bl
JH 3000 5 il T A %) i IS TR R e J3E LA K T ik
JAT Ay B AR 255 - i SO ASE R T AR Ak il Bl g 2 ]
DIRAEREAESRNA N BIHEALRE ) (V) R A 26
FI(K,,), HETTAT LI SR T35 S e 5 398 g AR B A
FHWNTEPEBT A0 5 50K, XS TR 2N 1127 1Y
SR B2 AR AL DR S Sxt - S g rry 41 1
SRPBESRAE T A LA kY A, R
FH S BEAE A AE WIE AR DAl 3 15 G o B 252 SRS [
SR AL y/p o we 3 2i11} 7 e
3.2 1Y

MEEAL R BE R ER K SRl DL G B
I A AR AR B A A A5 T T 5 0 X AR ) ) P AR
M, Bt EERSE FLEHERE AlET™
R OCEICTFE R W LR Db oK
AL RN R 28 1 R SE R PRI ST R e 54 H]
MIEEI , e 5K F b BEPLY 1% 2 257 DNA 43
Hr(RAPD) W] A 850k I 75 5 Y ast 1 2 25 1k, H T
TELUBE R AR RS E M U R A 2253 3R HO
ORI AR R AR AL FA XA 0 B R s e AR
WO, VAP RS P | AR BT R (TR
MR AR K 8% MR AW A F B
2 A | R S A A Wy RS ) B U R
LA 08 RS AR i . WA ORI IR
15 % T HER SRR R R A T R, 5, )
PR FTE 1 53R 52 W b AT K 28 AR A Al
95 R T SEAT AR EE R A DR R R VTAR K A
MR T R D AR A A7 2250 2L n 8
R M HA AR A 2253 B4R GL Rk 0 g o

1 ALK Rl DNA 405 A 2
3.3 Y

H T s AT T R 1 358 sh ) %) i S R | RE
fits 25 RN Pl 28w 20 4% 5 2 10 BN ¥ AR S A
P R IR B RE ) AT SR e LA K 4
L S AL TR SN2 17 L TR 1 e o - D B o= N =
PR AT A R SR A S A b i, Frasifg
KA b, 3 2o A S 41 P R (RNA-Seq) .RAPD 43
B IS 28 62 B PCR F AR SEAGI 3 R ik 7K
AR LRG| 98 AV 2% 58 TR A 8- R FE i 4
51 (8-OHDG) /& 1t 55l i DNA 451473 .
3.4 JKAEEW

AR K A R K AR R R R 1) KA
PRIt PSR FH K M A 4 o 3 - 98 o 4 1 2 9 25
PR, WA IR ROCANTE 8w e 1
B3 MR 1 R NV 7 U e w8 S il b 108 B
FERURA it R0 KA 2 e 4 75 G + 18 I it
BB E AR B shi R HaZ shae it mais
Yo - IR BRI AURRS SR R AN 1 KO
SR, DUR GO 1 AR AL RIS B R R ROk
AN TR A5 9% FCORER | BH 22 & JEAT o AN T

S A

\}

)

4 Zit5RE (Summary and outlook)

BT B A Y B A 2 A A KA
RGeS SRR R AR, R A )
BHMHNER L, TEE S WY A ST R
BEEARAL, Horh pH A ML EEE K2R 5
AW s A 1 R RS RN A BE, oI R R AR A
Yk - gemTs gy it FH AT PLT 55 B Ak B Fn it
SRR R EEEE A BRI, LI
AYFETERFRC S T RO e B A — 28 T B
fgit— L HoE .

(D)XT L5 To B HESh ) 4R 1 BER e R i 5%
D TEPZIRAMIE, BV RTE T TCHHE
SR YRS T HETCE HES A B AR A
FVRE PR 2% 2 S TR 2 5 A A AR 0 75 H 4R 1 2R
52 e i v N B DR BEIR PR R N AR UE

) BT, FAxr s B TR FEE T AT A
B DR+ ISR R S g 42 o SR, RAR T HERY
PR USE  SR A T, LA A e W5 5 2 - o P A0k 4
MRS AR 22 5, DRI, I 32 R R AR 38R AR +
L B R DN e X = B T S S R 4
P 5 [FIRE M, T - 48 2k R s R R R AEK RS
Hh DLF5 TR BT 2 e SR S e 0k 52, L BE MR 5 SRR
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TE 3 d = A B AR AR 22 58K, g Jin 5 28 1 1) zers [J]. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
JEAE R , P Sk SR LB T4 B9 B s 5 n] ences of the United States of America, 2016, 113 (49):
£ 7937-7946

(3)%_]: I 48 J 301 2% 2 T R 0 AR 38 v e 2 4 [7] Tian H X, .Kong L, Megharaj M', e.:t al. Cor.ltribution of at-
AN S LT s SRR R A L et o on sadum ety o ol evmes )
KT XA A SRR B B M RIS 2 AR [8] Ta:?(o:},)\::rig Z Q’, Lu G N, et al. Kinetics of soil dehy-
Bz ’ AIRRIG 2 ORI, drogenase in response to exogenous Cd toxicity [J]. Jour-
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