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Uptake of REEs from Soil by Brassica Juncea and the Promotion of Soil Amendments
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Abstract: The dose effect of REEs on its accumulation in Brassica juncea and the influences of improving nutrient conditions and
adding organic chelators on the uptake of REEs were investigated. There existed a significant correlation between the REEs in plant

and the NHsNO; - extracted REEs in soil. The addition of organic chelators, nitrogen and sulphur could increase the bioavailability

of REEs in soil, with organic chelators most obvious, but no obvious promoting effect of phosphor was observed.
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Figure 1 Correlation between the REEs in plant and
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Figure 4 Effect of adding different organic chelators on the accumulation of REEs in Brassica juncea
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Figure 5 Effect of adding P on the accumulation of REEs in Brassica juncea
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