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Progress in Effect of Rhizosphere Microbes on Phytoremediation of Soil Polluted by Heavy Metal

WANG Hai-ou et al (School of Applied Sciences, University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing 100083 )
Abstract The effect of rhizosphere microbes on bioavailability of heavy metal, rhizosphere bacteria which promoted plant growth and the
effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi on phytoremediation were summarized. At last, the methods and principles about using bioaugmentation
to optimize phytoremediation were introduced.
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