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Abstract: There are two general approaches to strengthen phytoextraction efficiency for heavy metal contaminated soils:the first is the en—
hancement of hyperaccumulator biomass; the second is to increase heavy metal concentration in hyperaccumulative plant. This paper mainly
reviewed the advances of the chemically enhanced phytoextraction, including the mechanisms of chelator, the sorts of chelators, heavy metal
mobilization effects and accumulation of the target heavy metal induced by chelators, adverse effects on eco—environment caused by the use of
chelating agents, and so on. In addition, post—harvest assessment and prospects for future development were also discussed. It was suggested
that chelating agents induced phytoextraction would be a promising technical to remediate heavy metal contaminated soils.
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Figure 1 Main mechanisms of heavy metal phytoextraction

enhanced by the addition of chelating agents
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Table 1 Most important chleating agents tested for enhancing phytoremediation of heavy metals

S TR E3 & 5
APCAs 2% b7 N s LV trans—1,2-diaminocyclohexane-N,N,N’, N’ —tetraacetic acid CDTA
ZZLEHLRR diethylenetriamine pentaacetic acid DTPA
311 V) ethylenediamine tetraacetic acid EDTA
Lo Z BRI 2R ethylenebis( oxyethylenetrinitrilo )-N, N, N“, N'—tetraacetic acid EGTA
BOEL =R N-hydroxyethylethylenedioamine triacetic acid HEDTA
N-BRZHTWE— 28 N-(2-hydroxyethyl )iminodiacetic acid HEIDA
FRHER M) methylglycinediacetic acid MGDA
HE=ZWR nitrilotriacetic acid NTA
L3RR [S,S]-ethylenediamine dissucinic acid [S,S]-EDDS
LMWOAs 3 2B acetic acid AA
FrEER citric acid CA
SRR malic acid MA
TR oxalic acid OA
E AR tartaric acid TA

1&2[]5.34—35]0
3 EAaFmmRARCR

3.1 APCAs REEFINHEARRE
3.1.1 EDTA

APCAs RE AN 5 R E LB R
FE KBRS EY, AR E SR A 3 N RAAY
A, EEHYERSELENSTE, EDTA & APCAs
REAN PR AR ZH—MESR, ¥HTF®RL
Pb fIHAME & B E R HIENHEYRIUER (£2),
Pb ELEFEFEFREMELER, HRHER
W Pb S BAEARME, AL 3 Pb HEA 0.1%,
YT Pb BRIt ARAR, FRLAR/D R B R AT
Pb R E Y, B RAA RS Y 8 - i b
# Pb & B AL 50 mg-kg™, H4b,Pb FH
ST ATTEARY) BIARTR R AE A M b AR, RO 2
Pb S EWEN IR, Hoh 3 Pb S Bt R
K TFARERU, EDTA EEAFIB B, 7T LATE b -3
() Pb, B2 = HAE WA 20k, (R AP X Pb B e
Pb [a]fE 4 LB . 03k 2 B EDTA /EHT,
TP AR P M BRI T 6~326 £iF, Y
H B3 Pb S BN T 1.9~157 £%, Hi¥r#b B3 Pb
AR EBWMIGIN T 1.3~270.6 1%, UiBHARIFHI®R
R B BARRI 22 EER A, FE R R LA 15
RISk A RAE Y S R 1 B, M5B AR
I A KB IE A WA 2, U Luo FFZ1LL EDTA #4
WO AN TI5 3 R B MR 4 R R, K

EDTA DI AL A G Y3 35T Pb ()
KHEREHEBER TRAHEREN 745, XS
ANTI55e 3 Pb (A W48 S0t s LA S s okt
YRGB ERRRLR, NR2 Pl EH,
EDTA RefRFEAE T + 3 HAb LA T R 1R
EDTA B 3AEYXF Pb B BAHR B4, Cu IRZ ,Zn
M Cd 3R 2, X EE 5 8B -EDTA K AWRER
B (1gK) 19 K/NE K, R /NI & Cu(18.7)>Pb
(17.88)>Zn(16.44)>Cd (16.36)*"  EDTA %} Pb %K
BAFTF Cu, B -S54 Y X B FP 4 I8 T ML B9 AR R
AR,

BARMEFE S A EER, sl
YR EL S EERT, W2 PR, &
7 EDTA J&, Fa4Hh LAY 2 3E AN FRE N
ko BHIBIT , APCAs BB IR A FERLY
BT LMWOAs 8B A7, BAFIX Y MR EL
MR T 5EAFIFIEEAE K5, B 5E AT B
A B A ) T 32 S R R A e
— RN e B R BN G 4 i H AP B E 4
B AR EREIE R T XY R ERN A KBS
J& a1 T 1B U8 B RURS: , BRI I, 86 s =X A9 3 436 1 12 25
AHETE BHRESRE EAF Y SEZ
HIRE, anxd Fosek 58, HEPE SR KRR
2, — RN B TS AR B AT F 2 kB ; X Pb
R P EY BN E SR, — kB
ORI Z R WY, YRR
B A KRBTSR — AN, FEAEAR H BT TR AT
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Table 2 Mobilization of heavy metals and accumulating effect of vegetation enhanced by EDTA

Wit WA BN WK RS WPRLE  WEe  WLW 5%
BRI PO WEE oy amkg' B 3R BERMAR ReRAR REKE  AWR R

Cd  EMEIER  HEEAR ATIERLE 10 1) #m1fAE - 6.8 1% 34f% 05714 [
moomr ek PP0TR 00w mneas . 1046 45 _ oesfE 136
Zn - 3245 -
cd - 23 4% -
Pb H¥ KRR Tlisgt®E 10 1R #®3dE - 157 fi§ - WA [37]
cdmEE kmRE R 24 1k minsedm _ 34 384 kWL (8]
Ni - 2.9 1% 3.7 1%
Pb - 3fE 3.9 4%
Cu V5HwK
Cu  EUEIFR  BESZR +L.Zn.Pb.Cd 3 1R #®in12dfE 30 gggjﬂ“f@ 2.6 % 2.4 f% 094 4% [39]
RSB i
Zn 13 1% 1145 0.9
Pb 6 1% 28 1% 3%
Ccd 1.1 4% 14% 0.9 f%
Cu Pid BEER ATIERLHE 3 3 A1 Afs - 29 f% 2.6 f% 09f%  [40]
Cu WMNEE BEER ATERHE 5 1R BIN10dJ5 296 FEOKIRE)  424% 40 % W [41]
ca s s FTMAT s i mineas nsfioked) 186 1 066%%  [42]
Zn 15.54% 1145 0.9 %
Pb 68 1% 1.9 1% 1.3 1%
Cu HE OB ATEREE 15 1R #m7d)E - 96~131 1% 72.1-8824% W/ [23]
Pb (PEW) - - 65~270.6 %
Zn - 3.8~13.14% 29-391%
Cd - 55-67f%  41-541%
Cu WE EEmEAR ATEREE 15 1% il - - 56~146f% W [23]
Pb (CHIRVAW) - - 6.2~38.9 1%
Zn - - 1~13 %
Cd - - 1.5~1.7 4%
P Bk bR TExEE 9 3% O oo ef - we )
SR G
Pb L5 214 1% 2.6 1% -
Pb W =R TR 3 9 3 FAE  1BOFOKES) 464 - Wb [43]
SR G
Pb L5 214 1% 129 1% -
Pb  FEmR REAR BEyERiE 5 1%k #in10dj5 - 2.7 % 2.1 4% 0.77f%  [44]
Zn - 0.9 1 0.7 1%
Cu - 3.1 4% 2445
Cd - 12145 0.9
Pb S9N EIMER g‘kﬁﬁfg 9 1) ®WIN67d)g 148 f5CKIRA)  2324% 15 % 0.571%  [45)
cd 203 £ 3.14% 1.9 4%
Pb 5% S FH Al Gl 9 1k #Im40dJ5 326 fREOKIRS)  61% 14 f% 0234 [45]
Cd 105 1% 1.7 4% 0.4 %

T ARECR I EDTA B4 BEAR BT HE 315 X HREK HUARL; “~7 SR SCHR - TOAH SRR 5 “Wl b FOR SCHR s AL W B = DU R = ok iR B0, TR
23 6
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3.1.2 HA A TA B APCAs 288G 5]

%k EDTA #1, HAth X T4 B APCAs FEEA
%74 :CDTA .EGTA .DTPA HEDTA .EDDHA F1 HBED
& fibfi 15 EDTA —%, ZR 2 &R IR T/, 5wt
HHTFERAESREFRIENEYRIUEE ., W
Hong # Pintauro #ff 5% T DCyTA .EGTA .EDTA
NTA 4 FhELGHINT I + F Cd BIEILIE, 4558%
B DCyTA #1 EGTA X} Cd ¥ HEATR = MTE AR (2
72 ,DCyTA [F]EF#1 Ca Mg 5558 1 4 J& A 5w 19 4%
ARES 458 KE  EGTA X Cd B3k #EM: .Cd-EGTA
gEwtee , K Ue AT 3 Cd7 4, Zhou
FOR R g5 RN — R B ,EGTA 7] B Z {2 44
Yrx L3 Cd AR, EGTA FERTF , 228K 2 AN P
B Cd & 22X A 2.2~3.3 £, Huang 55
R T AR KGR AN 159 Pb AYIREBBE
s E R, SRR, A AREAFIXNR—ELEW
EWHREERKER, HiE L X/NIF A EDTA>
HEDTA>DTPASEGTA>EDDHA , Chiu Z£758 T 9 Ff
AT Cu A T35 4 - B YR BUE & /) 5R LR
AL m S5 SRR A FE A FIXT Cu BTE SR
4 40 F )R % . HEIDA >HEDTA >NTA >CA >CDTA >
DTPA>MA>SEDTASEGTA ; Gt , X4 HEIDA (4% fin &
4 20 mmol - kg™ B, B AR Py A AR B A oK ik
B Cu M REHIRR] T &AM, HAE 052 AR
AT 4 570 3 45,
3.1.3 GAEYIREMRE) APCAs 2B G )

NTA F1[S,S]-EDDS( {4 E & EDDS, F R ) A RF
HAl APCAs BEEH], BAETEARETESED
Ref, IR AR B B3 3 T AT EM. NTA 2&&
BATAR R APCAs A, BIETIHIFE
RN 3~7 dP, Kayser ZBF5Y T NTA F1 S
X R R 4R TS P E R R A 5 R
RIS NTA 8035 S b3, HEEHHEYAE RS
Zn .Cd 1 Cu & B BB AR S T 21.58.9 1%,
Y PR ESENSEORS T 2-3 15 HE &
FIE ) NTA A SXHEY = A B ERNL, [ AF]
THEYMERBUEE ™, Luo F™HF5E KB, 1 mmol -
kg i) NTA DIPIE WAL MA NG, fEY# R
SRBEMEERMEFRBF®RT 5 mmol-kg™ i NTA
ot EDTA (AbIERCERAF, X AREAR NTA {8 ki
Y EER IR T — SRt -

EDDS 2 HRET R BHE — MY IR APCAs 2%
A7, HJE EDTA WEH R, &PREMNREKE
(Amycolatopsis orientalis ) FFEFRIR 43 B H e ipus262n,
HAE - FEh k] 3.8~7.5 ¥, EDDS 5 NTA &
KA X ANE T H R BT BAG A/ o] A= F
LR A RIS , BB R & EDTA [
BAEB R, Tandy 20855 T EDDS %} Cu.Zn 24
—154¢ A K& Cu.Zn .Cd.Pb B &5 YL+ I [ H 5542
B E s E A, 2R RW, BT 10 mmol -kg™
EDDS F4b 3+ 35 Cu Pb Fl Zn A& 25055
RIS FRIRE T 840~4 260.100~315 f%F1 23~
50 1%, [FBTEERHE T EYH FIESBEORER,
KEWFTFI ,EDDS b EDTA HA 558 1) 15 i + 1
o Cu Fiag fbAE L& Cu HIEE S, EDDS X} Zn HI4E
FA A1 EDTA #6245, T H X} Cd #0 Pb #49/E A WK F
EDTAM-#55 [E]it, 1 EDTA A8, 428 -EDDS 444
A F A BRI, EDDS % Cu BIFE =2 BT LA
T EDTA, T EDDS % Cu BA MK S EES15h,
[FB i85 T3 Ca Mg 4558 14 JE X} EDDS £-5fif
BARMEE A AR, Xhfl EDDS Xt Cu iR
RIGINT , 4G W F B (1gK ) IR/ 4 : Ca-
EDDS(4.58)<Mg-EDDS(5.82)<Mg-EDTA (8.83)<Ca—
EDTA(10.65)<Cu—EDDS(18.4)<Cu—-EDTA(18.78 )5,
3.2 LMWOAs RE&FIHHEAKE

LMWOAs B A5k A FAEYE L FA TS
AU APCAs RBA ), HAE R AR I, A
BN AW RE SR B USSR [a] -8,
Romer F1 Kelle™WFFE A AR YR R 430589 LMWOASs
REUS4R = L P ESLJR Cu.Zn.Cd MM Lu 52
X} Cd 8 T 2L RAR R 20 W B LMWOAs X Cd 175
AAE RIS AR SE T iX—2518 » Liao 2RSS
B BN T Y LMWOAs DL X E 4R Z A i H
REFR. PR REY , FEYIXTPb (R, KB 1E
2577, LMWOAs X Pb fTE L2 IR , % Pb K
)34 2 5037 Pb HE 93 INE LMWOAs 2333 £ 1
JRH ;. Huang ZEMIAMEREIN A 7 200 & B A5
TCHLFIAE HLER LA kR S AR A PR A 4 2R 38R
TNFIBEAT T ik , G5 R0, At U A R
TEALRCR, ZE4% 0 T 20 mmol kg™ WA BERR )G , 13
BWHE U 1.2 mg L7 3803 240 mg-L7, 425 T
200 i FEFFIERRAE R T, AEE N 30 Ry o i ik
HEPEEIT SR D3R L B R B SR AT E T SE 4 R
XU BAREWEERT, BNrERMZGT 4
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P b BB U B & B S5 ABINFF R %) BM HE
¥t T 1000 £, HERA BN RR AL 3 H) BT A A
Y 3B U & 29I 5 mg kg Duquene 2565
i — IR T PR L3 U B93E AL,
HRERNN, RETERM UNEEGRIENT
EDDS Fl NTA[4& ¥ % # $((1gK ) : EDDS(10.7)>
NTA (9.50) >citric acid (8.96) >oxalic acid (6.36)], 1H
2, ML T Fe 5 EDDS NTA 38 2%-& RE 7, HoFIFY
BRI G55 XSS (456 Whe e ¥ (1gK) : EDDS
(22)>NTA (15.9)>citric acid(10.9)>oxalic acid (10)],
PRI TN T APt U At 200 U-5 4
75 Fe—#AIFE B R/MERR , A& R 1Y LU (B
R, MR EBYIARTT .

EAEBIFNELSE L EEYIRIUEE R 6
ZEESE LE BENU Y EZ T HERY
T2y, AMUE LB SR Z M e B Y
AR IMFAEEREE: 37 3 HHZH T AFRZESH]
M SR H A S, FTLIE S|, EDTA X} Pb.EG-
TA Xf Cd .EDDS X} Cu, #PHN U 735 ARG
TEEEE

®3 EENNECENREAS

Table 3 Better match of chelating agents and heavy metals

AT LR E 2B
EDTA Pb [23],[37],[39],143],[45]
EGTA cd [41,[47],148],[49]
[S,S]-EDDS Cu [71,[231,[41],[44]1,[60]
CA U [15],[33]

4 EAFIEESIMEXR

B MNES BB E AR S LIk, A7
FAH R M A AR5 WU AR TR, B R UA TS
ALY APCAs ZREEG I H . LA EDTA Rfi], A&
EDTA &tk £+ W E &R DL XSSP X B
HERENRES RIFMRCR, B2, KELIRERA,
Al R R SRR AR R Y o 55— ,EDTA/EA T
TEPEYEREELSRE NS EEILITR THEY
FHESBRSRE(LE 2), YRS BT
AN TE RN R RIEI T EL BB IEX T
TR BT TETS Y 55—, W3R 2 HaR Al LUE 2, ED-
TA [ FI i % S XY 7= A 5 FE1E A, Epelda S5
KB 5T 45 B 2B EDTA 8T EDDS & 36 T
I MR TR, R EDTA G B AEY

#ME; 2=, EDTA K& /R-EDTA %A YR MR 13
A YRR, A R R A R A, BEVE R
HHEBKIER, SHELSE R T BIE, T KSR
VEAE BB S29 B5 0 | By F EDTA M JE4RF4E, B
[ B A+ ) Ca Mg Fe Mn Al S YT EFR
TLRUABRENERED, U HAER - EPE
FRICR MTEEFEWR RIS, HoAh 9 ZEA 720 NTA . DTPA |
EDGA %7l EDTA — 45| I 7E M AE S IR R X
fariuszon_ A pEECAX] EDDS. LMWOAs Ll R H 4R
BEVHETEP RS WA YER, K5I REBTE
AERAE RS T/ N T AT A AR S0,

EIXTES AR A R SRR, BRTEA
WS HRAL T — B i i . AN Kos 1 Ledtan™ <) fff
FigH , ELIETEREEE RN ETHRESR
T B, HRGRETRE T RNZHAHE,
BUEW P Pb.Zn Cd A9 850 B8 T0 R J2 Y Ak B
FEART 435.4.53 £, 750, (A BRE A RIFHRE S
3% 4 T TS P 2R LA S 3 B 4 A MR
W AU g T 1 N Sl i
BTN, Bt 18] LS A AL RE R AT
FE2% B AEYBORET R R S B R R A
15 AT 5 | & BV A A5 B R 5 IR A0 0 X HE it

WY E ANMUEE MY X BARE 4R B3R
MR RMEEERE, BN XS R MY E R L IE R R
PRIZARDE LA B IR o8 P SR A v e A A8 IR B XU
WYME R G MPEM NOZBAER A —RE SRS
VR ZWE Y, — RAIME G A RRR
Mo XFFRIE, BRI F3E S LA T LA RS
AR A SRR AR 24, D 418 R R B A I i 4b
HAEPAEMSESBEASEMYREAZ; @+
B BrES BB ERE Rk @ £
VAW DOC WERT IR A1k, X T /5 & , BRTAITIE
W8, T A YRR i B AR bR
R RE AR R R ILFE A RS R, H ik
EHEE TR BRI, A Y5 bR
T« - EERE M (UR T BRI . 55 SRR BR TR |
B HI A Y AR ) L IEERIT AR R Y
V51 PR VR SIR AR qCO,. 35 E Y
ZREE B R S,

5 RE

R TRESHFHEYEE N B KR LR %
TSR IR SRR 1B A2 R B T AR
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