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Abstract The characteristics of Cd pollution in soil, Cd forms transformation in the soil and its biological toxicity are re-
viewed in this paper. In addition, the current situation and harm of soil Cd contamination are discussed. Meantime, the re-
medial mechanisms of phytoremediation for Cd polluted soil, the research progresses and the applying prospect are de-
scribed in detail. And the aims and directions for further research are put forward.
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Tab.1  Cd forms in solutions of calcareous clay simulatively contaminated by Cd

o cd ¥ SRR R T LU E NS B A &
%/ mg» Lt Watersoluble and exchangeable Carbonate Fe and Mn oxide
Cdeone.  CAWREE/mgeL | SEIBEWO/Y  CAmE/meel ! SRBEWH/ Y% CARE/ mee L AT KB/ %
Cd conc. Percentage of all Cd conc. Percentage of all Cd conc. Percentage of all

11040 3217 63.4 1718 33.9 111 2.2
3324 2692 61.0 1600 36.3 97 2.2
1093 2273 56.1 1666 41.2 88 2.2
551 1875 51.8 1643 45.4 80 2.3
222 1201 40.5 1678 56.5 77 2.4
50 307 31.4 626 64.1 36 3.7
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A Cd FLEA S H L XR R Cd B BAJESESEIET . Lombi &6l 1" Cd 7R BR B AR HE— B BF 5T
T AR Cd Y8 53 AR N A E— RS Cd sk R4,

AR Cd X Cd G FEAALH , AL ERY RN 1A HLIR ] AR 4 8 ) J 1k e &R
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