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1.1.1 HsMER

Cd®* 4 i A MR FH 240 M 25 1 P 355 1 2 A i 1 R
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nated Mine Soil
SHI hao, HU Jingmin, CHEN Xin, PENG Anan

School of Environment and Chemical Engineering, Foshan University, Foshan 528000, Guangdong, China

Abstract: Cadmium contamination in agricultural soils caused by mining is one of the urgent environmental problems in

China. Microbial remediation has shown good potential due to its environmental compatibility and low cost. This review

summarizes the microbial mechanism of cadmium mobilization and immobilization. The effects of microbial — phytoremedi-

ation and the performances of microbial agents mixed with soil amendments on cadmium contamination remediation in re-

cent years were reviewed, and the potential research directions were discussed.
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