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1. FL®IC

JLAE, HUERIEREAL O K SIG B 7 £ Bk 2 T BRBERREIC 6
LTCAXIZERLTEKY, £ofhT, EE&BICLHLHE
BYcBAL Ch A OB LIIEE > CETW5, HAR
FCiE, 4% CREREBMLSMELIL: Y, EdREICX
DRI N HEN D ELSBE SIS CHE LcFi X
DEBINICREREDHFEINRTEDY, ZOXS5CES
B X B GG TN 2 DT RO & B BtR L C
O EELMETH L FIELIERIL LTS
Bo XD, EERBGHHEIC X B HERAEIZ,
POBEEGEEY N LRET HFEMBARD LT
o TOFH L LT, HEOHHILEE L L OO
fil, LM AEE LESGEOM FAKRE~OFH A <
FENETFONR A, Fh, MEFHEINRTWATEEL
T, W OWEWRIEEE FIH LESEOWE, BEltk
O 22 % 17 5 Phytoremediation 732 1F & 1 % >, Phy-
toremediation % 1T 5 12 B 7z b WM O FE & Jm 1k 5 2%

AT 2FIEETH S,

SEAE, 4RI Yt8E 0 Phytoremediation {AEY) D &
TR T LD TR, BEDBEb > Th5 EX
N5 ENH 5 P, Phytoremediation %17 5 17z - T,
WA & A OB A I fET A FIIEETH D, AT
i, EIRIEAL B T A EEBIE Y TH B HALHLIL
CREL I YV EMEY K 2 € ) (Cicuta virosa L.)
& DNEME O RFIZ A2 > OEEBHLIREE Tk
B & A O AR o\ T U e,

2. WEMEEERR

BRESL R OMEE 21T 5 Hik & L& 5 Phy-
toremediation 12133 1 O X 5 W HHEHOKELXH T 5
EONMLR T 5 Y, B4 EIHYe 11 T D Phytoremedia-
tion IZR\TUE, FRCH R D EN~ESE %
17, TREEBCHEY 2T 53T, Rt EEE
1b.C & % Phytoextraction RS O T M CESE L

%% 1. Phytoremediation ® g D FEHH

A Bne

Phytoextraction M B IEYADE & WU LRI RPN R D EkhRE

Phytofiltration FEPRPIC & B 1K) & 15 Y o 438 - it
Phytostabilization =~ REDOHI THE CHREREOIHFLME % EE - WA - LT D

Phytotransformation 4P THYE D3RS L IR 1TV EE(LS 28808

Rhizodegradation
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[ E « WG « B3 % Phytostabilization 728G JH TH %
EHREZ LR TS, T, WP X AREGEE D
BEXTS Chie ) YO ELBREIEECTH 5,
Fe, Zn, Mo, Cu 2\~ { D 0D F 4 B il O 4 B i A
REBTTRTHAHEIADN TS, TbOEEEIT
LR B OMBELATFT E L CTHEHWNTOREFED 2 v <
7BEOELCES L TRy, RZREfsE 7 aa v
ADORBNMES B RIAE Y &K 2 FTHEIRESI N T
WB W F i, SBEICESBNIET HSE TL R
ERRLLNBENNSN TS, YOS D
HEBICMEAE THEFAEL TR D, Shb oY
VREE 2 T BRI X o TRE AR LT\ B, BIFEE TItH
Linklto T AL LT, MM oEdic X %
EHE oM, BINWCRBELREBRINT S L0t b
T FE OB, BRick I 5 ESEOTREME & B~
ORAITIHIE, #MEECOESE OTREME, W~ OFES:
JBER, MPIIT s % Phytochelatin 7s & O 4 @ #5 &
(L& oA, * L CaBitR A OEE s L
DETFHLR T3 Y BEEBCK L itz H 3 5
oy, BEREY (Hyperaccumulater) & Li¥i 5
MHENCTRKEOESBYERE T AW T AEL CTH
D, BLAEF T 400 FELL o WY O B S MEAE S
% ", Hyperaccumulater |34 DIELE S O EHIC Zn
K OYNi % 10,000 ug/g Lh =, Cd % 100 pg/g LL L, Co,
Cu, Cr J2OYPb % 1000 pg/g LA E, =L T Hg % 10 pg/g
P EEEI LMY L BRI T\ 5 Y, Phytoremedia-
tion DENRALE R HICH e v W O EEIREREI T EE
7elT &7 - T 5EE 05, Hyperaccumulater (X F 4 E
T5%<H T @ Phytoremediation 1235\~ T K 7o el 2 4H -
TWwb, ¥1, EEREMEROCEREND T2 LT
3, A% © Biomass EANVNE WS, HEEh A SRR
TELESBEOBBENVETHAENELDNS, FOD
7o, E\WESREME X OEERE R A L 2D Biomass &
DRE W A ST 2 HE0EHETH S 2 LTS
T\ 5%'9 Ji4, Phytoremediation DHIFEICH T, H
BB DRI A D B To DI R A& R\ B BFE N
HEhT&Tws",

3. WEMEMEMOREER

WP FNZE 2 b e DT e oFCch, HIcHiE &
VER B I3 % < OB AR ELET 5 Y0 R &
IR A O E U7 EPH 1~2 mm OfEIKAIEL, o
DFIKIIE D WS N L0, BRSO KEEOWE
DRTEELTED, BEWC L > TRBEEERETHDL Y,
O X5 IR T B A O i i Plant Growth
Promoting Rhizobacteria (PGPR) & A3 B 5
o5, PGPR MWK L TRE 51T 3o
DEXEBEAEES LML T WS, 19 HIit
PGPR DMEM A DR & (RT3 L 0 AR OBRIEDR
HEDAHEETH D, HlE LTk, PGPR 2MEM AL E
v TH % Indole-3-Acetic Acid (IAA) P FE:< Ethylene
DORTEAYE TH % 1-Aminocyclopropanecarboxylic Acid
(ACC) D7 3 7 {kic X b Ethylene O BEAE % FA 9
LR, RoOMEL{E LRERNORECHS T 5HE
DB T W5 ) 25 H it PGPR 2MEY D LB i)

il

e RBEZRLEENL L EMEM Rt sETh
%, BEHEMRIER & L Ci% PGPR 2 Vitamin % © Hi4)
DEB LA NEREELE LS L Qo 2E 0 M5 S
nTws Y, MENAREH & LT, Siderophore D4,
SEFEELH R OIERS ) ~ OIEEAL B O AL 24T
W, TR DA B B T K R A R IR, TR
TELWBLERTLIEI AL TWEY, KR,
PGPR »Miiss J5 5 o 248 B o I M o 95 I B vkt
L COP RS OFFE 21T 5 HCHMEOLBITE L
BREESM R R T2@ 20355, PGPRITZI AL DOEE
AT 5 LT, R DA RIS OXRERE YT
T A OEBTRRLT\Wb, 2D X5, BRI
F\NTHEY & AT E NCE 250 bAB L Tn
%

4. ELREBERETICE T 2EMENERE

HLBHRBREE Fic k1) % PGPR LEH LIz s
WIARBRTHIESBEBLL, EHOESEE
oMb TwaERREINRTVWEY, DX 57k
PGPR i}, +#i+12 ¥\~ T Protons = 74 ¥ ik @ i H,
Siderophore % CHIb M 5 F U — b Fl & AT HH THE
SRR, U —MMEEORIEARZ LAkl <
WhEEZLNTWA Y, PGPR ICIIARE 4 B+ 5l
B & AR oo M B e M P AR 3 % AT 2N A
4 %, Phytoremediation 1< & » THRE K WK EH
NEGTHHENONEMBEOFDHEH TH HHEIE 2
binhics, HBBHHBRE T T o NAEME O%EH) 4 5
I HFITEETH LY,

T ITC, ARCIESBERMTH D HHIIC B A
LT\ N7 E) ExoNAEMBEBELTHER L, F
7€V, HARSEHCART VRN 2 €V BOLE
HThbH, Fto, N2/ UF FIVH T IELWOHA
SAHEBHEYO S b DO—D2THDH, N7 ¥V ILEE AR
PRI T 50, BATHRICRENT, ZoOFs ¥
) NEREGYTH D B Lo BHic L T b
WOHER S Mutz, HIZEEINERIEACEB LB+ % HA
REFTBIIILO—2>TH D, WEITITEEFT»H D
BB EA LIME R X o @B L omMmic k& 7
WEY G2 H YD, rawy, XA Fr T, 7
2 ¥, AF I O DIRER, BARTELILEL D
AR L, UL, HERPEESCERL TV
FHBIC L > TEHEBICHREI N T LHEIMMHBR T
b, BHBCHEKI T &, R 22k
BB L > THERI NI HVLL OB RA LES
LcHEND, FZ7EVRMALAD2H =X A2k - TH
SRR LTl EH LT\ AN E 2 b i, B
TWgEX b, N7 X)) o Tl CHhHHITE MBI
ELBIAERL TR, B Zzn MR LB/ IR T
W Z EWNG o T, W, Zn DMEW RN ICETE
TAHPEEE 15~20 mg/kg DW. sl I Tw5?, Bl
WRZE WIS B 7 € ) ORI I\ TiE & OPE 2 30N
FEISEBENERI NI, Fi, MEMCEB N
7€) OFAFESBGGIE FCs W TAEFT LR
ke L R I NIELD, N2 ) NictkRd 5
WAMBE A ESBMECEE ST 5HE0E 2 bhe ™, ©
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ZTHRATHFZEIC B\ THRER 2> & A S A BB L 72 P,
Pseudomonas putida, Rhodopseudomonas sp. & O
Paenibacillus sp. 75 &\ <O ORI HEES ufe, y
HWE L cESEGR Lo - mE N 2 €y FAi
HABE 7o Paenibacillus sp. % TREG 12T, N7 €V
DESBHERLET TR THEBIHRLE: (K1,
%7z, P. putida, Rhodopseudomonas sp. % ¥ 7 £V I
R/, BELBRGRIE T TS TARTIEHES
e, X5z, Paenibacillus sp. VifE LHEWE DRI
BT Zn OFRERET 2F 1 D07z (M2), Zofll
IZ Cu, Pb, Ni, Cd i2 B\~ T FAEEOMHANBHE TE -
(data not shown), ZDFhb, F27 €V ONAEMEIL
HEMEY CES B R OBEREL NS T 5 H R
SIhtc, WAMBEIIC X %6EEHEY OREESRE OB
WEPb{G G b ¥ A B F 2Po K NZn D
Hyperaccumulater & L CTHIbNT\\AL A3 v 7 755
(Brassica napus) & %= ORDHHEL -NAEMETH S

XK1 BEELBHGERLEFCKT 5 K 2 €Y D Paenibacillus
sp. AR () WAHEMEX () WAEIEEMEX (scale

bar=1 cm)
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Pseudomonas fluoresens & Microbacteria sp. % &YX
BEHHECECTIMELH LY, o Enb, Ed
BIGHEREE FCAER LT B AL 0% <i1kA
THEBBEWAET S, b L IIEYOHESEER %
TOHEEAE L OS5 NHEI S e,

5. bW IC

EEBIHTY A b+ %5 )71 £ L T Phytoremediation 7°
By, ERBEREDRALEINS 572951 PGPR &
WORTIEREZRCLENIFIATE Y, LT TH
o COWAHHAEFRAYE DB ENID L 51T 5,
Phytoremediation 1Z %\ >k PGPR DT % ffidy N A=Al
ENERTHHHEIE 2 DR, PAME LG MY cE
BB R OCEREE LN 5T 2E0” G0 of, Lo,
LV AN =X AL TEREWE D 2Tt - T s
W SR, X DT B T ONE SR AR 28 BRI
ED XS L TEWCESBMYE R OER-EY S 2 Tw»
DoMWL, ERBHRRETCRT S
Phytoremediation ® 5 75 5 &hFAb~ DA G HIRGFTE 5
Db Lt

#t i

KUFTEL, SCEEREE S ORI e B, BR
TRELERE (OST) KR OVEGIIERRLEMBAR (ALCA)
DI EZ T TN E Lic, ZOHAE Y TEH 72
LET,
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