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Selection of a hyperaccumulator for phytoremediation of
cadmium contaminated soil
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(Key Laboratory of Fant Nutrition, MOA , Key Laboratory of Hant- Soil Interactions, MOE,
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Abdgract The am of this study was to select Cd accumulating oil seed rape varieties for phytoremedation of Cd con-
taminated soil. 3 mg-L " * Cd hydroponic culture experiment showed that three cultivars of oil seed rape had high above:
ground biomass, Cd concentration and ablity of absorbing Cd. Greenhouse pot trals usng artificid Cd contaminated
loam soil showed that the variety Chuanyou - 10 had markedy higher above-ground biomass, relative homass, Cd
uptake amount and soil purification rate than Indian mustard and other oil seed rape varieties when soil Cd concentration
was 40 mg- kg™ *. Cd concentration in the above-ground part of Chuanyou -10 was up to 120 mg- kg * when soil Cd
concentration was 80 mg- kg~ . The resutsindicated that Chuanyou -10 was a potentid phytoremedition cultivar for
phytoremedating Cd contaminated soil.
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