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PO U PR AR 5 R R A AWK I T LB A S o A TR T B AR, B R AT A WA A
HAe e T B [ ORI, DRI AE A 002 P 3 bR U7 S B RN LR BE B2 1m0 4H 18T 76 T 4 G IR
S0 NN ORTR & AR 3 1 R N R e = i E SN e el =20 N A R R R N S @) 1970 i | ] N
YIXTES . BE. HRAIER 4 FhE BT Z RIS L A AR, RS SEYE Mg A A R

AB ST S IR AN . ARG . RN . TEELUE R O B R, BRI AT R AR, &
AR PR AL AR T Z16, Wt AR S0, WF 520 b BA TRORBA 57 X % R BT SR 4 JE AR B R
FF 53 BTz v R e 25 RS . AR . BERIERIX 4 Rh &R T R A sg i, E— 25 RS R B PR FH AR,
DIST Ay 5 Ak 22 B 40 - B A T B B AR X4 ¥ e A L A ) 18 1 R AR 2 5%

1 #RlFE*®
1.1 #R

e ZE R E B2 B TE BH N A S PT . BRIA W T I (Enterobacter cloacae, EC) & F i
A2 i 2 38 1 B B2 £R (chrome azurol sulphonate, CAS) §iii £ 15 7 5 M AR5 4% IR R A9 e 22AR R L rp
1 30 T A5 18— iR LA P2 3R AR BE 0 B AR PRg A= B 1Y, AR S 56 % -80 C VKA -

AR TR AT ARA LT R E I A B -, fER ARSI ICEREXNT . BEEMIER
), i 4 mm G5 R, 43 FH B 732 i 7 (cation exchange capacity, CEC) il &2 #2 B8 ( -3 FHE 132
Bl pyil e =&AL N A IR IR -6 6 B (H) 8892017) ) Al AT . L3 HIfL M. pH 6.33;
A MLk (total organic carbon, TOC) 29.51 g-kg''s A R 22.40 mg-kg'; CEC 98.81 cmol™kg'; &
Cd & 091 mgkg's M =i h LRI Cd 0.43 mg-kg s Tessier 3" $R BUIK R $h 45 4 4 Cd
0.28 mg-kg ',

LB ¥ 3 FE0 75 . EE IR (Tryptone)10 g-L™'; FE R H2HUY) (Yeast extract)s g-L™'; &AL HH (NaCl)
10gL"'; pH7.0~75.,

BRI AL L T R M (Sodium alginate) Jit 5 43 %0 °h 2.5%, S ALES (CaCl)0.1 mol' L™, B4 H
Fi it o 8Ch 7.5%, FYELIE R B2y 2Ok 2%, B EC 10° CFU-mL ',

1.2 SEWHFE

D) AR R A6 £ 5 SEM SR . 1% EC T8 M RHA B SR B3RP 3 LB W IRSE SR, #E28 C.
150 r-min" $E B4 B H; 35 14~18 h,» LU 4 000 r-min™ 2.0 10 min J7 WS B, FH G 7K &R
HE A (RO B 10° CFU-mL ™), BRI 2.5 g (¥ BERR N A 7.5 g 1 R Z M 50 T 100 mL JE 7K
BRIBFER A, EREKE BEHEMA 2 g WETZLE B . RIS EC W 1:1 1Y L6
PEFEIR A o AT WS SR AR, 12 A 0.1 mol- L™ ML I o 63 5 R B A A AL 85
R AT R B RR AR /NER i B S 7E-50 °C A R AT E AR R TR 2 d, 15 TR
FEAVE R o R n L AL R T A b, R SRR E, TR S AT
(scanning electron microscope, SEM) WG AR o fsi K B ) v MDD ORL AL IS, CE TH & B, F
FHS R B, TR W5 S LS L . FRERGE & TR ) T O TR Z8 8K, 7E 28 °C. 150 rrmin”' $%
IR T E 48 he MEE WM, REMIFE 6 h B, We /D o T WO F6 B AR FE A, WA Fil . B
JUCEAE 28 C Ry FRFAHEFE 14~18 h, HURITEL.

2) FEAR SN . ARSI IR E N AT, R HILE 30+2)C. R ERE N 18 em Y IEHE R
BB 1.5 kg B3, VAN P K EZ 80%, #akikit. HEH z16 40 . M EC A%
M8 CK 41 3 MAb B, REASAERE 3 A AT, WRGE SR XA 6 mL, % 30d #h58 1 %k, Lk
FE2 W, FREE SR R AM TR INA 6g, MEIBE30dAME 1R, AR 2 R, PR 60d
o, AW R EERZE A | MR AR R R L, IR E R, IR PR L R R M
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TR R E B, SRR LA 105 °C BEA N E 30 min, SRJSTE 60 °C S F R EEME T,
PR s b3 25 0 A R EBAR R T KL T A LSS R R AR Rk R, FREL 0.1 g ZE0 A
M, 23500 8 mL AR HEAT I M, 2045 umiFIEER . WA LM TEE AA/KT, XM
Tessier % # WU R £h 25 & & Cdo A 88 I 7 WL 43 606 BE 11 D 5 8 A 25 i L AR R B IBUVR T s Tk
B, KON B 4 G D BE I 3 A 25 I AR S R A L BE L AR AR T R VR R T AR TR
AR I S R A AR BUT RS &

)Gt H ot BALIRHABE 3 VAT, A Excel X 88 #EATIF R L, Gl Ak IBM
SPSS Statistics X {4: Duncan & # 223, 7£ 0.05 /K & 20 M kf 5 18] 22 5209 & & ¢ (p<0.05), fi#i F
Origin R AER .

Cd FERR . Cd & ERBM Cd iz ZEUR KRR ()~G) HE.

A1 = Cop s X My 135 A = Crug X Mg (1)
C C
BCFy 1= —£%  BCFyy = —22 Q)
C, .
Cip 1os
TF = L& (3)
Cra

K. A W RZECAFEEST, pg; BCFACIEERE; TEFHCIHIZBRE; Cy Wi L Cd &
ERNE, mgkg's Cap MART Cd BEERRESE, mgke s My o NEZEH FIBTE, g5 Myy
KRR TE, g5 C o hHHEE Cd RS HL. mgkeg',
2 BRESH
2.1 BEREFIE SN IR F0E M

T 9 TR 5 A S S B Y R R MR I A I, DT SRy TR AR B L O 4 BB . 3 24 1) R A A
FLIE Bl T AR A AR AF SRR 3R o AR () A (b) BT, AL Z16 S BB 4R /N ER TR, A%
H2~4 mm, & 1(c) Al (e) SRR GOMMI 25 R R, WA RIS, WA RS, bR Fi %
B0 o () A () R, BTN LS AT R [ K /N As ) B s 2, X ARl AR 3K 1140 PR 485 4 Ry R3S

10 pm

S e e B e e
(a) IS (o) HfhFem (e) WHIFR M

10 pm

P -~ bt
(b) FFIRAR (d) 2R AR () B

Bl 1 E Z16 SR EMA IR AR B R

Fig. 1 Scanning electron microscopy of external and internal bacterial inoculant Z16
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Oy BRR B A AE SR AE T W EES (A PN S B PR A0 e
Mg 4h B & W) (extracellular polymeric substances, 10° ./'/'/.§.—./.
EPS) AR NS, B AR CIE . W T
) Z16 OIS AP 2 T . oL 5 R A gw_;/
24h )5, BEHEIAF 10° CFU-g!, JEmfa W 1 /
T N L B £ g
22 BHIBLER =0T

T 5 PR R 7R 22 AR K 60 d YRR TS 100
WAk o AN TR Ak 32 e 25 ) bk v R B G A 3 R 0%y o 20 &30 T4 50
Ro Horf, B B9 EC TN Z16 41 T E bR B BB 16/
ORI CK 41 (p<0.05), 4> T 2 B Z16 BT B A
29.90% Fl 33.44%; ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ’%(ﬁ EC *ﬂ%l‘fﬂj 716 Fig. 2 Release ability of bacterial agent Z16
[ 2 A~ 4 FRZH Y 0 25 Bk s T 1B 22 S (p>0.05) 75 45
FE TR 216 AEE Y EC B4 3% Mo - AR 70} b i Hw
R TR (S, ELS S TR BT CR (o< il a///ﬁf N EE
0.05). 5%t M40 CK A b, 42 FP B ¥ EC Al B sspo T 130
FI Z16 1y Jg 35 40 b 3 6 T 5 3 90 0 (p<0.05), & 50 1% 5
Sh B AR T 5473% A 85.39%. 5 B MW B, [
EC LG, R0 5 7] Z16 ] 3E— 2548 i e 25 3:5'|—l~| 12
A F Y 19.829%. 534, HERN BT EC AN g{‘ L_ ui b;f
I Z16 B o 35 ML fiE T 2 B CK 41 3 1 ' : = i |,
(»<0.05), 4r R E T 92.31% 1 76.92%, 1 1 CK ;I;éﬂ o
Y EC R Z16 41 AR i i 5 1 5 15 i Z;ﬁ?ﬂ{ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ}éﬁﬂjﬁﬁﬂ%(p<0.05)n
%5 (p>0.05). B3 kEHkefEEE

AN [R) Ak BT g 3% %k e Cd /4 s SR BE T A Fig. 3 Plant height and fresh weight of Solanum nigrum L.
RPN S HM R EC ALAT L , A4 M R 5

Z16 T E— A 41 2 J 25 XF Cd 19 e A IR 4 8 ®1 AR CAEME
B g (p<0.05). BN Z16 Mo 1 3B K MR Table 1 Cd bioconcentration capacity of

Solanum nigrum L.

Cd & 350 i = T 20.98% F1168.97%;

B 216 Mol SRR Cd IR B MO By o) CORRE e
5T 28.09% F1 192.02%. L i AL i
%:2 5 Eﬂ? \ Lﬁ}(ﬂ‘ ,HE\ éﬂ CK *H Hﬁ ’ %ﬁlﬁﬂ@ CK 4.68+0.02a 3.38+0.29a 2.57+0.17a 0.09+0.01a
EC E@%%%ﬁﬁ*#ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ’% (p>0.05), ﬁﬁ EC 4.48+0.13a 3.31+0.05a 4.09+0.11b 0.19+0.02b
716 5.42+0.14b 8.91+0.02b 5.24+0.32¢ 0.55+0.07¢

WA Z16 T 25 5 i T R 2 M b AR A AR Y
Cd B4 REL (p<0.05), 434 15.92% F1163.43%.
55X B4l CK M Eb, 2 R0 B BC 1) B 3% Cd %12 REOF A =4 B3 B 1k (p>0.05), i 4 F 5§ 55
Z16 W) & FEAR T Je 28 Cd 18 R (p<0.05), FEAR T 56.23%, HHXTHRY & E EZE P ERER
o FAh, SXFERA CK A, R0 EC 1) e 22 AR By - A PE AR PR Eh 25 A 38 Cd oK™= B 3
AL (p>0.05), T B Z16 7T @ 2 FEAIK e 25 AR bR £ 3 b ik R 3 245 & 48 Cd IR JE (p<0.05), BEIET
13.89%.

TP AR P M) 4B T R ES . BE . BR RV AE T 25 [ FNAR S 0 Wk B A A B e is RAN AL 4

H: REFHEACEAR LB 27 B E (p<0.05)
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#16

JT 7 o AN ) Ak A 25 Hb 1 5 R0 AR 8 X Ca.
Zn, Mn F1 Fe 4 B JC 2 W) W ICFN §% iz A 38 R 22
5o HXTHR CK A H, #F HI EC I AR M
Je g T Ca Zn B IRCE (p>0.05), {H AT
R IR %T Fe Al Mn AR (p<0.05).
SERE W EC M L, R 216 7T B i 4
Fo B 2 b RUAR 5 X Ca Al Min T 2 A9 W2 i
i (p<0.05), Hop, M BB E T 17.80%
F119.29%; AR 73 A $E 5 T 14.35% F1 20.83%,
EFEAR 7 o B3t zn e R AWl . Bk S
X HE CK AL BRAR L, He AP R ) Z16 ffi g 25 hb |

=2

REH CdERMETRY

Table 2 Cd bioconcentration and translocation factor of
Solanum nigrum L.

TR A 57
. Cd)i‘i‘%ﬁiﬁ/ WAERBBCF e W
(mg'kg™)
PR+ b 1% HRFHB
CK  0.252+0.006b  5.16£0.02a’ 3.73£0.32a  1.39+0.12b
EC 0.247£0.011b  4.95£0.15a. 3.66£0.05a  1.35£0.04b
Z16  0.217+0.003ar~ 5.98+0.16b 9.84+0.02b  0.61::0.02a

e ARFRHCEAFLIAE 25 B3 (p<0.05) .

T FIAR TR AT Fe 70 K AU WS & 20 IR 5 T 26% F1 13.45%, (BRG] 216 Xt g 264 |3 Fe ST &R
(14 W AL 8 3 0 TR L EC HIBRAIR T 12.5%,  Thi AR 8 X Fe 70 28 110 W AL B2 45 422 Fb B Vi EC W g 348 Jin
(p<0.05), Z4HINT 6.1%., B4, TEHZEXS Ca. Zn, Mn Fl Fe B5Ei2 R BT, 53R CK A L,
FEF W BC #2151 JE %% Zn. Mn Ml Fe B9 5% 15 R AL (p<0.05), 4 l4& 1 T 24.67% . 22.57 F1 35.07%

10 35
or 13.0
~ 8r a a b &
bogl — 125
& a a
g 6F = T 120 X
: e
Eﬁ i s
2 3l 110
a a
X 2 [
Nl {os
0 0
CK EC 716
Qb
(a) FEZERTCasn Z ML
0.25 35
b b 130
~ 020F a/'\ . .
£ : ¢ 125
P b
< 015} 2 3
5 120 ﬁ
ﬁ/; 15 2
& 010 a <
= b
B 05t a -
0
CK EC 716
AbFRAH
(c) FEZEXMnIT K By

0.30 - 175
0251 150
s b b b a 1.25
5 020) @ Ny
= b
2015 > a
1@
= 010
=
0.05
0
CK EC 716
AbFRZE
(b) TEFEXF ZnIT R KU
12 0.4
1ot b
P 103
B) 0.8} a b
= 2 2
L o6t {02 1§
o e
“é 04}
= ¢ . lo1
02} 2
0 0
CK EC 716
AbFRZH
(d) T ZEXTFeTu £ R I

CO M 3B mm MRS —=— 5512 R4
T AN E AR R AR AL B4 24 57 i 3 (p << 0.05).

El4 x5, . BMKTROMBIFR

Fig. 4 Absorption of Ca, Zn, Mn, Fe by Solanum nigrum L.



57 JETIMEAS . AL HERIAR PRt A TR 7R AL e S8 A i ek T L4 2283

1M X JE %% Ca (1 4% 12 R B AR K (p>0.05). 5 XTI CKAHEL, B Z16 4% T8 2% Mn 1Y 5% 12 R %K
(»<0.05) &% T 20.64%; fHX} Ca, Zn Fl Fe % iz 22505 A K (p>0.05). SR EC FH L,
AP B Z16 #1225 Zn Ml Fe (055128 R 50H FTBEAX (0<0.05), 435l BEAR T 25.23% 1 17.63%:
3 iTig

AR Z16 B R MEAKSE, AW, WHESEMIE R T AR KNG 2 EE o X Rk g
& AT Ay PN 505 A 77 1% TR R B 4Gkt G A0 0 B W BB BE ,  RT A R R R AR B S R I Y R R T
1Y) R 5 EEFLIE B AT O R AR K AR 77, S DR AT TR R A 5 T B[R], O AT i s v R T g Xt
PRI A0 B 2 0 RD B ) B 407, AT 4 v R0 52 R e R ) A T O T v PR A AL S S I A Y
W B R AT B R, AR PR FE AR P - 3 PR BE P R AR R BT AR 20 S5 ah, TR N ER Y
YIRS A KR BA S ERKRE AN RA Y (EPS), RERZE L3 4540 MFLAR 0 A, A3 hn £ 344
KR WD R K Gy 25 R K A W) 75 e A T b R R B BRI R, AR R, TR A
Jite FH PR 391 ke FE A R A8

TR IR R, KRN Z16 b H 5 AR PR A HEXE A kR Eh 45 A A Cd 1Y BT & 43 AU TR R
CK 4L AW BC 4l . X R Z16 XFAR Pr - HExfE Pk iRk 25 & & B W om s (b ey, (et
Tl ZER R S A . MR A R L WA Y AR AT AR AR KUY, TR RN TR R EC RN
TR Z16 ¥ hie b 25 48 = Je 25 i bk i RN . AHARHERP RN EC, TR Z16 AT i — A0 4 i e SR A
R PR P 7 T8 . — 7 1] T R PR B s R R AR A A R AR A, B T R AR E AR PR
TIPSR RAETGRE S S — i, Sad HIERUEY IR, R 09 PL A T i 1 4
RE 3, R KERALEAN R 2, S50 I8 CK UM, R EC ME ) Z16 ¥ 8 E 4 T
LN Cd s S B, PRI BC 41X g 28 Ml L 50 RN AR ¥ a5 4 0 i 0 BORI s 4 R B AN, T R
Z16 W 35 38 = T Jp 2% b b EB AR 0T 4 498 Cd 1) & 4 i & oy BRI b R Cd & A R B ARPRE
A TR A W TR B ) BT R T A AR AR A e A 0 R P R 0 G BRI L TR AR TR A
BFIE] P 20 W SR 2 BB 0, AT & TR PR fE AE iR A0 Re r, IR B8t L Cd M E %, A
WFFE A, W AW e A A oA i B 8 A il 8 LA B SR, SR, A= e xf -1 4 Jm B A
A i (0 P BEAL 25 W BRI, BHAT T R R A T 4R PR G R

Mn Fl Fe B2 A KT WHESIBIITE, S 5HEYO6EVE IR0 M b iy B R B 5 %5
4 CKAHEL, R EC MEER] 216 #2817 255 Mn Fl Fe & @ 0 E AWML . X & i T Bk i
K TFA R FG I T R HEMEA PE Mo Fll Fe 80K, 4R L E YA RCE g $2 m WfE oE T
o ZE M R X A R T R MY Bk AR R X PR B TRk () A S R O AR T E AL A
Yy, A2 BN AR YRR i AR B R B R P AR W R AR R A, BRI AL B
PR T R R AR B, SRR T R ZEXT Fe TR WM. SO, ASEIZER R R AR 5 | A AR
R A 0 1) (R Bk B RS 4 o ZE PRI BUAR R DR A7 T, RIRR 23 40 b HR BT 22 30 i B Ak 2 A4, DT T 4
LA T A AR B 1 A= 4 1) R 0 R S G ) o KA R T A S X R A g R PR b A TR A )
2, DMEALAR BRISAE W e Tg 4t S0 A #E R ALME IO, 5B CK AHLEL, TR Z16 $&m 1
T B b AR YT Ca T ZE AW, 1M B BEC HI R IA/EH . X TRE S HRIAN R Z 54 — &
KFRL MR INES 53] e S B 2T Ca JLREWILRE S 4 =™ Si ok, AFRER, SMEE N
RV B2 1) 55 RE 4 = Je 25X Cd YR 4R, X AT gt 2 1 AR R R A S 1) e 25 Cd B AR i e 3 R TR
b B SRR B 4 R o0 3 AEAE W A0 M B i i R T AR AE S G O R DY, AR TR Z16 FEHR e e 25
M B 36T Mn FCd B9 WU B [RTESE B AR T X Fe 1 Zn B9 W . SRR 25 0], R4
EHEFEH T, eI AR B Al I £ Zn M Fe, {H5538 2B BRI T 8 5 H |3 xF ixX
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2 Fh 4 @ T R AR .

i RBMEY EEE SR Cd BT o8 3 0 MR -5 S o WO R 4w 5 38 0 R TR
AR 13 RGBT MR, X — B R is R LI E S R o R kA
YA e EE R K . & JE It RN LI B MY a8 B AL 25 A R ik, Kb
& ZIP X 15 . Nramp K & S ATPases 550 o & B F kS 52/ &g i Z Wiz, W
PEDAS % " & Bl HVIRT1 £ 5 Fe., Zn., Mn Ml Cd JC & fY F iz , WU %5 "% 3l HvNramp5 & 5
Mn fl Cd JTCR & @iz . ik, e Hh B AR TR Cd & 4 5 HO FLAth 4 i % i i B A OB
PEo N Cd il i HoAh 4 8 00 3% s ARk A e 25 1R N, w R AR BT BB BT 25 AN S M. Zn,
Fe %54 JB IR M OCHY e s PR Rk 3, 73k e i 4 J8 Do 2 g WA [T, Cd oo 3R 3l 2o ik 4
LN B S
4 g

1) I U 5 1R 3 5 85 R S ORI AR R L, SR BRAR A B 25 G, AR R 2 BUAR PR AR AR T
216 HLNH 2 I B L850 R RS AL T A fF25 0], ZRBMER T 24 W E 5. Bl
iKE] 10°CFUg's ST ECHHLL, BRI Z16 i 1 1 58 b 25 XJ CaMn fil Fe 3 Fl 42 J& 70 & 19 W IR fig
71, et — AR R A K

2) S EC AHLL, TR Z16 38 it R B AR, T & ¥ R AR T AR R R R ) 4
WU IE o AR BR - M VA PR A R 6 25 5 A8 B MO i 0 BURAIR T 12.15% ;5 b BB AR K Cd & 4
ZE00r B T 20.98% i1 168.97%; Hb b AR EE K Cd & 4 B 20 4 = T 28.09% £ 192.02% .
UL, fCE P 8 5 AR PR 2B B & 44 0 b G T S i vk 2 5 IO AR B (2 A v -1 R AR A P 1k
BEFE,

2 £ X M
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Enhanced remediation of cadmium contaminated farmland soil by Solanum
nigrum L. . with coated rhizosphere growth-promoting agent
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Abstract A type of encapsulated plant growth promoting rhizobacterial inoculant with the capacity of
insoluble cadmium (Cd) mobilization was. developed to -improve the Cd-phytoremediation efficacy of Cd-
hyperaccumulator Solanum nigrum L. in Cd-contaminated farmland soil. According to the present research,
encapsulated inoculant Z16 with the multi-chambered structure avail for PGPR survival. The number of bacteria
released was 10° CFU-g "' after 24 hours. When compared with EC inoculation, specifically, the fresh weight in
shoots, Cd bioconcentration factor of the shoots and roots were increased by 19.81%, 20.98% and 168.97%,
respectively. Insoluble Cd mobilization in. rhizosphere soil and calcium, manganese, and iron absorption of
Solanum nigrum L. was improved. Therefore, continuous bacteria released in rhizosphere soil by encapsulated
plant growth promoting rhizobacterial inoculant makes insoluble Cd mobilization and Cd-phytoremediation
more efficient, which has.a great application prospect.

Keywords cadmium contaminated farmland; phytoremediation; Cd-hyperaccumulator; plant growth

promoting rhizobacterial inoculant
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