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Phytoremediation of metals: using plants to remove pollutants
from the environment
Ilya Raskin∗, Robert D Smith and David E Salt

Phytoremediation uses plants to remove pollutants from
the environment. The use of metal-accumulating plants to
clean soil and water contaminated with toxic metals is the
most rapidly developing component of this environmentally
friendly and cost-effective technology. The recent discovery
that certain chelating agents greatly facilitate metal uptake
by soil-grown plants can make this technology a commercial
reality in the near future.
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Introduction
The basic idea that plants can be used for environmental
remediation is very old and cannot be traced to any
particular source; however, a series of fascinating scientific
discoveries combined with an interdisciplinary research
approach have allowed the development of this idea into
a promising environmental technology called phytoreme-
diation. Phytoremediation is defined as the use of green
plants to remove pollutants from the environment or to
render them harmless. Phytoremediation is being devel-
oped as a potential remediation solution for thousands of
contaminated sites in the US and abroad.

Soil and water contaminated with metals pose a major
environmental and human health problem that is still in
need of an effective and affordable technological solution.
Nonradioactive As, Cd, Cu, Hg, Pb and Zn and radioactive
Sr, Cs and U (referred to here as toxic metals) are
the most environmentally important metallic pollutants.
Microbial bioremediation has been somewhat successful
for the degradation of certain organic contaminants, but is
ineffective at addressing the challenge of toxic metal con-
tamination, particularly in soil. Although organic molecules
can be degraded, toxic metals can only be remediated by
removal from soil. The current state-of-the-art technology
for the clean-up of toxic metal-contaminated soils is the
excavation and burial of the soil at a hazardous waste site
at an average cost of $1 000 000 per acre. In the US alone,
the cost of cleaning up sites contaminated with toxic and
radioactive metals is estimated to be $300 billion. The

problem is even more acute abroad, particularly when large
areas are contaminated with radionuclides, for example,
areas surrounding the Chernobyl nuclear reactor.

The phytoremediation of metals is a cost-effective ‘green’
technology based on the use of metal-accumulating plants
to remove toxic metals, including radionuclides, from
soil and water. Phytoremediation has recently become a
subject of intense public and scientific interest and a topic
of many recent reviews [1••,2,3••,4•].

Phytoremediation takes advantage of the fact that a living
plant can be considered a solar-driven pump, which
can extract and concentrate particular elements from
the environment. Phytoremediation is becoming possible
because of the productive interdisciplinary cooperation
of plant biochemists, molecular biologists, soil chemists,
agronomists, environmental engineers, and federal and
state regulators. The metals targeted for phytoremediation
include Pb, Cd, Cr, As and various radionuclides. The
harvested plant tissue, rich in accumulated contaminant,
is easily and safely processed by drying, ashing or
composting. The volume of toxic waste produced as a
result is generally a fraction of that of many current, more
invasive remediation technologies, and the associated costs
are much less. Some metals can be reclaimed from the ash,
which further reduces the generation of hazardous waste
and generates recycling revenues.

Discussed in this review are several specific subsets of
metal phytoremediation being developed: phytoextrac-
tion, in which high biomass metal-accumulating plants and
appropriate soil amendments are used to transport and
concentrate metals from the soil into the above-ground
shoots, which are harvested with conventional agricul-
tural methods [5•]; phytofiltration, in which plant roots
(rhizofiltration) [6•] or seedlings (blastofiltration) grown
in aerated water precipitate and concentrate toxic metals
from polluted effluents; phytovolatilization, in which
plants extract volatile metals (e.g. Hg and Se) from soil and
volatilize them from the foliage; and phytostabilization, in
which plants stabilize pollutants in soils, thus rendering
them harmless. Phytostabilization, which is related to soil
reclamation, is a less-developed area of phytoremediation
research; therefore, it will not be discussed in this review.

Phytoextraction
The phytoextraction of heavy metals and radionuclides
represents one of the largest economic opportunities
for phytoremediation because of the size and scope of
environmental problems associated with metal-contami-
nated soils, and the competitive advantage offered by a
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plant-based remediation technology. The total cost of the
clean-up of all US sites contaminated with heavy metal
and radionuclides using conventional technologies is esti-
mated at $300 billion. The largest segment in this market
is the clean-up of federal facilities contaminated with
radionuclides as a legacy of nuclear weapon development
during the Cold War.

The inspiration for the development of phytoextraction
came from the discovery of a variety of wild plants, often
endemic to naturally mineralized soils, that concentrate
high amounts of essential and nonessential heavy metals
in their foliage [7,8]. The degree of accumulation of
metals such as Ni, Zn and possibly Cu in these plants,
called hyperaccumulators, often reaches 1–5% of the
dry weight. This is an order of magnitude greater than
concentration of these metals in nonaccumulating plants
growing nearby. The prevention of herbivory and disease
is thought to be the main function of this unique
phenomenon [9–11]. The suggestion that hyperaccumu-
lating plants can be used for metal remediation was
first published in the 1980s [12,13]; however, the very
low biomass of known metal-accumulating plants, the
lack of technology for their large-scale cultivation and a
deficiency in understanding biological and environmental
factors involved in metal hyperaccumulation prevented
the development of phytoextraction for a long time. Thus,
the research emphasis shifted to evaluating the metal
accumulation capacity of high biomass plants that can be
easily cultivated using established agronomic practices.
Particular emphasis has been placed on the evaluation
of shoot metal-accumulation capacity of the cultivated
Brassica (mustard) species because of their relation to
wild metal-accumulating mustards [5•]. As a result of this
work, certain varieties of Brassica juncea (Indian mustard)
were selected for their enhanced ability to accumulate
metals from hydroponic solution into their above-ground
(harvestable) parts. These plants concentrated toxic heavy
metals (Pb, Cu and Ni) to a level up to several percent
of their dried shoot biomass. Corn (Zea mays) and, to a
lesser extent, ragweed (Ambrosia artemisiifilia) [14•] were
also identified as good accumulators of Pb.

A major hurdle to the development of phytoextraction
technology was that the shoot metal accumulation in
the hydroponically cultivated plants greatly exceeded the
metal accumulation measured in soil-grown plants. This
phenomenon is explained by the low bioavailability of
heavy metals in soils. For example, Pb, one of the most
important environmental pollutants, is extremely insoluble
and not generally available for plant uptake in the normal
range of soil pH. Thus, vegetation growing in heavily
contaminated areas often has less than 50 mg g−1 Pb in
shoots [15]. Even plants that have a genetic capacity
to accumulate Pb (e.g. B. juncea) will not contain much
Pb in roots or shoots if cultivated in Pb-contaminated
soil. The solution to the metal availability problem came
with the discovery that certain soil-applied chelating

agents greatly increase the translocation of heavy metals,
including Pb, from soil into the shoots [16•]. EDTA
(ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid) was particularly effec-
tive in facilitating the phytoextraction of Cd, Cu, Ni, Pb
and Zn. For example, the application of 10 mmol kg−1

of EDTA to soil containing 1200 mg kg−1 Pb resulted
in a 1.6% Pb accumulation in the shoots of B. juncea
[16•]. EDTA was particularly effective when applied to
established plants several days before harvest. EDTA acts
by complexing soluble metals present in the soil solution.
As the free-metal activity decreases, the dissolution of
bound metal ions begins to compensate for the shift
in equilibrium. The process continues until the supply
of EDTA-extractable metal is exhausted. Interestingly,
plants seem to take up and translocate Pb as an EDTA
complex, accumulating large amounts of EDTA as well as
Pb in their foliage (DE Salt, RD Smith, unpublished data).

Biological mechanisms of phytoextraction
The best long-term strategy for improving phytoextraction
is to understand and exploit the biological processes
involved in metal acquisition, transport and shoot accu-
mulation. In combination with the continuous search for
novel phytoextracting plants, this understanding will en-
able improvements in phytoextraction efficiency. Recent
advances in plant biotechnology should provide the means
to rapidly capitalize on the mechanistic understanding of
phytoextraction. Unfortunately, we know very little about
the biological mechanisms involved in phytoremediation.

Roots, which account for 20–50% of plant biomass, extract
from the soil and deliver to the shoots most of the
elements composing plant tissues, with the exception of
carbon. Most of the work on the mechanisms of root and
plant cell uptake has focused on the study of N, P, S,
Fe, Ca, K and possibly Cl [17]. These studies produced
some understanding of the processes involved in the
acquisition of these essential elements. However, little is
known about the mechanisms of mobilization, uptake and
transport of most environmentally hazardous heavy metals,
such as Pb, Cd, Cu, Zn, U, Sr, and Cs. It is clear that a
large proportion of these metals remains sorbed to solid
soil constituents. To acquire these ‘soil-bound’ metals,
phytoextracting plants have to mobilize them into the soil
solution. This so-called mobilization of ‘soil-bound’ metal
can be accomplished in a number of ways:

1. Metal-chelating molecules can be secreted into the rhi-
zosphere to chelate and solubilize ‘soil-bound’ metal. Until
now, the major successes in phytoextraction were achieved
by applying synthetic chelates to the soil (see above);
however, there is a distinct advantage in using natural root-
exuded compounds for this purpose. Only iron-chelating
compounds, termed phytosiderophores, have been studied
well in plants (see below). These phytosiderophores
are released in response to iron deficiency and can, in
principle, mobilize Cu, Zn and Mn from soil. Mugineic
and deoxymugeneic acids from barley and corn and
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avenic acid from oats are probably the best studied plant
phytosiderophores [18]. Metal-chelating proteins, perhaps
related to metallothioneins [19] or phytochelatins [20],
may also function as siderophores in plants, although this
has never been demonstrated; however, the contribution of
phytosiderophores in toxic metal acquisition by the roots
of phytoextracting plants remains largely unexplored. It
has been recently reported that an Ni hyperaccumulator,
Alyssum lesbiacum, may use histidine, an excellent Ni
chelator, to acquire and transport Ni [21••].

2. Roots can reduce ‘soil-bound’ metal ions by specific
plasma membrane bound metal reductases, which may
increase metal availability. Pea plants deficient in Fe or Cu
have an increased ability to reduce Fe3+ and Cu2+, which
is coupled with an increased uptake of Cu, Mn, Fe and
Mg [22].

3. Plant roots can solubilize soil-bound toxic metals by
acidifying their soil environment with protons extruded
from the roots. A similar mechanism has been observed
for Fe mobilization in some Fe-deficient dicotyledonous
plants [23].

4. Roots can employ rhizospheric organisms (mycor-
rhizal fungi or root-colonizing bacteria) to increase the
bioavailability of metals. However, the significance of
microorganisms in the phytoremediation of metals remains
largely unknown. It is believed that plant uptake of certain
mineral nutrients such as Fe [23], Mn [24], Cd [1••] and
possibly Zn (Y Kapulnik, personal communication) may be
facilitated by rhizospheric microorganisms.

Mobilized metals are taken up by plant roots from the soil
solution and exported to the shoots. Very little is known
about toxic metal transport into roots and their subsequent
movement within the plant; however, some information is
available on the transporter systems involved in the uptake
of free and chelated Fe (for a review, see [17,25,26]). A
putative iron transporter has recently been cloned from
Arabidopsis [27]. Ca2+ and Mg2+ ions, which are present at
high concentrations in soil solution and may not require
mobilization, may enter the root via either extracellular
(apoplastic) or intracellular (symplastic) pathways. These
metal ions enter plant cells by an energy-dependent,
saturable process via specific or generic metal ion carriers
or channels [28]. Theoretically, toxic metals may compete
for the same transmembrane carriers as those used by Ca
and Mg; however, the high concentrations of these ions in
soil solution makes this unlikely.

Most environmentally hazardous metals are too insoluble
to move freely in the vascular system of the plant.
Many form sulfate, carbonate or phosphate precipitates
immobilizing these metals in apoplastic and symplastic
compartments. Apoplastic transport of these metals is
further limited by the high cation-exchange capacity
of cell walls, unless the metal ion is transported as a

noncationic metal chelate. Earlier studies showed that
in hyperaccumulating and nonhyperaccumulating plant
species, some toxic metals may be transported to the
shoot complexed to organic acids, mainly citrate [8,29].
Recent studies of Cd movement in B. juncea, a good
Cd accumulator, showed that, in roots, Cd was present
as a CdS4 complex, which may contain phytochelatins
[30•]. In the xylem sap, Cd was coordinated predominantly
with oxygen or nitrogen ligands, consistent with the
involvement of organic acids [30•]. In the leaves, Cd
preferentially accumulated in trichomes.

Phytofiltration
Aquatic and semiaquatic plants, as well as dried plant
materials, have often been evaluated in various water
purification systems [6•]. Commercial applications of these
methods are hampered by the relatively slow growth rate
and/or metal-binding capacities of tested plant material.
Hydroponically cultivated roots of terrestrial plants were
recently found to be more effective in removing heavy
metals from water than earlier developed plant-based
systems. An ideal plant for rhizofiltration should have
rapidly growing roots with the ability to remove toxic
metals from solution over extended periods of time.

Screening roots of hydroponically cultivated plants for
their ability to remove and concentrate heavy metals
from the solution resulted in the identification of cer-
tain varieties of sunflower as the most efficient plants
for rhizofiltration [6•]. Sunflowers grown in a specially
constructed rhizofiltration system can produce as much as
1.5 kg dry weight m−2 month−1. Roots of B. juncea were
also very effective in rhizofiltration [6•]. The biologically
active, high surface area biofilter formed by plant roots
can be extremely active in sorbing pollutants from water.
Rhizofiltration technology has received a particular boost
from the development of a ‘feeder layer’ fertilization
system, which consists of a layer several centimeters
deep of artificial soil which anchors the plant above the
stream of contaminated water. The regular application
of concentrated fertilizer to this feeder layer stimulates
the development of an extensive root network inside
the feeder layer. These roots supply nutrients to the
whole plant. A much larger portion of the root system,
responsible for the actual metal removal, grows through
the screen on the bottom of the feeder layer and into
the water below. Thus, no nutrients are added to the
contaminated stream and the process of fertilization is
separated from the process of remediation.

Different metals have different bioaccumulation coeffi-
cients (the ratio of metal concentration in dried tissues
to that in the surrounding substrate) in the phytofiltration
system. The coefficients range from several hundred for
cationic species such as As to close to 10 000 for cationic
species such as Pb and Cu. These coefficients are much
higher if the polluting metal is present in relatively pure
water where the activity of competing ions is low [1••,31].
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In the process of attempting to improve rhizofiltration,
it was discovered that young plant seedlings grown in
aerated water (aquacultured) are often more effective than
roots in removing heavy metals from water [31]. The
technology of using plant seedlings to remove toxic metals
from water was termed blastofiltration (blasto is ‘seedling’
in Greek). Blastofiltration may represent the second
generation of plant-based water treatment technology. It
takes advantage of the dramatic increase in surface to
volume ratio that occurs after germination and the fact that
some germinating seedlings also ab/adsorb large quantities
of toxic metal ions. This property makes seedlings
uniquely suitable for water remediation. Seedling cultures
used for blastofiltration can be produced in light or in
darkness, and seeds, water and air are the only components
required.

Screening has identified Indian mustard seedlings as
particularly effective in sorbing divalent cations of toxic
metals [31]. This observation is particularly interesting
because we previously identified B. juncea as one of the
best plants for removing heavy metals from contaminated
soils (see above). In addition, seedlings of B. juncea grew
very rapidly in aerated water with very little microbial
contamination. As a result, they developed an extremely
large biomass with a very large surface area in 4–5 days.
Data indicate that, for some metals, blastofiltration is more
efficient and economical than rhizofiltration.

Biological mechanisms of phytofiltration
The mechanisms of toxic metal removal by plant roots or
seedlings are not necessarily similar for different metals. In
the case of Pb, two major components are involved: pre-
cipitation and exchangeable sorption. Analysis of B. juncea
roots exposed to Pb showed the formation of precipitates
in the cell walls that contained substantial amounts of
Pb carbonates [5•]. The microscopic analysis of corn roots
exposed to soluble Pb showed the presence of similar
electron-dense deposits inside and outside cells [32]. Pb
can also bind to the exchangeable cell wall anionic binding
sites [33]. Cell wall fractionation studies showed that the
largest amount of Pb reversibly binds to the pectic acid
fraction [34]. Extended X-ray absorbance fine structure
(EXAFS) analysis of B. juncea roots exposed to Pb(NO3)2
solution revealed that Pb was primarily bound to carboxyl
groups, suggesting the involvement of polygalacturonic
acid (DE Salt, unpublished data). Biological processes are
responsible for the slower components of metal removal
from solution. These processes are not very significant
for Pb but are much more important for Cd [31]. These
biological processes include intracellular uptake, vacuolar
deposition and translocation to the shoots.

Phytovolatilization
Toxic metals such as Se, As and Hg can be biomethylated
to form volatile molecules that can be lost to the
atmosphere. Although it was known for a long time that
microorganisms play an important role in the volatilization

of Se from soils [35], a plant’s ability to perform the same
function was only recently discovered. Again, B. juncea was
identified as a valuable plant for removing Se from soils
[36,37]. Se volatilization in the form of methyl selenate
was proposed as a major mechanism of Se removal by
plants [38,39]. Some plants can also remove Se from soil
by accumulating nonvolatile methyl selenate derivatives
in the foliage. An enzyme responsible for the formation
of methyl selenocystine in the Se accumulator Astragalus
bisculatus was recently purified and characterized [40].

The unique property of elemental mercury is that it is a
liquid at room temperature and thus is easily volatilized;
however, because of its high reactivity, mercury in the
environment exists mainly as a divalent cation Hg2+.
Bacteria can catalyze the reduction of the mercuric ion
to elemental mercury using mercury reductase, a soluble
NADPH-dependent FAD-containing disulfide oxidore-
ductase (NADPH, reduced nicotinamide adenine dinu-
cleotide phosphate; FAD, flavin adenine dinucleotide)
[41]. A modified bacterial gene encoding a functional
mercuric ion reductase was recently introduced into
Arabidopsis thaliana [42•]. Transformants showed greater
resistance to HgCl2 and produced large amounts of Hg
vapor compared to control plants. Although the practicality
of using mercury-volatilizing plants for environmental
remediation is questionable, this elegant work points to a
new environmental use of plant molecular biology.

From the laboratory to the field
Phytoremediation technology received a major boost after
Phytotech Inc (Monmouth Junction, NJ, USA) was formed
in 1993. During the past two years, Phytotech Inc
undertook an extensive field demonstration program that
focused primarily on lead-contaminated soil in the US
and on radionuclide-contaminated soil in the Chernobyl
region of the Ukraine. The results generated from two
years of field trials are very promising and showed
measurable decreases in soil pollutants (B Ensley, personal
communication). Phytotech Inc also successfully tested
rhizofiltration in the summer of 1995 at two locations: a
DOE site contaminated with 100–400 parts per billion U
in ground and surface water in Ashtabula, Ohio; and in a
small pond within 1 km of the Chernobyl nuclear power
plant in the Ukraine. The field results demonstrated that
rhizofiltration is a practical way to treat radionuclide-
contaminated water (B Ensley, personal communication).
The successful transfer of phytoremediation from the
laboratory to the field is a crucial step in the development
of this technology.

Conclusions
At present, phytoextraction and phytofiltration are the
best-developed subsets of toxic metal phytoremediation
nearing commercialization. Although major opportunities
for the phytostabilization of toxic metals also exist,
this technology is relatively less developed than those
described above. This situation should improve as more
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researchers become interested in this area. Short-term
advances in phytoextraction are likely to come from the
development of effective chemical soil amendments and
efficient ways of applying them. In addition, the ability
of plants to accumulate toxic metals in their shoots may
be enhanced through the use of specific chemicals (mainly
metal-chelating agents) that facilitate the acquisition and
transport of metals.

One of the major challenges for phytofiltration is to
differentiate itself from the established water-treatment
technologies. Phytofiltration is particularly effective and
economically compelling when low concentrations of
contaminants and large volumes of water are involved;
therefore, phytofiltration may be particularly applicable to
radionuclide-contaminated water and to the last polishing
steps of water treatment. Major long-term improvements
in phytoremediation should come when scientists isolate
genes from various plant, bacterial and animal sources
that can enhance the metal-accumulating potential of the
plants in which these genes are inserted. Parallel devel-
opments in environmental and agricultural engineering
should have a major impact on the efficiency of plant
cultivation and disposal of metal-enriched biomass.

References and recommended reading
Papers of particular interest, published within the annual period of review,
have been highlighted as:

• of special interest
•• of outstanding interest

••
1. Salt DE, Blaylock M, Kumar PBAN, Dushenkov V, Ensley BD,

Chet I, Raskin I: Phytoremediation: a novel strategy for the
removal of toxic metals from the environment using plants.
Bio-Technology 1995, 13:468–474.

One of the first comprehensive reviews of metal phytoremediation, which,
for the first time, introduced many terms and definitions that are in current
use.

2. Raskin I, Kumar PBAN, Dushenkov S, Salt D: Bioconcentration of
heavy metals by plants. Curr Opin Biotechnol 1994, 5:285–290.

••
3. Cunningham SD, Berti WR, Huang JW: Phytoremediation of

contaminated soils. Trends Biotechnol 1995, 13:393–397.
A broad review of the phytoremediation of metals and organics. It describes
different approaches to soil remediation using plants.

•
4. Cunningham SD, Ow DW: Promises and prospects of

phytoremediation. Plant Physiol 1996, 110:715–719.
A review on the phytoremediation of metals and organic compounds with a
description of novel genetic approaches for the improvement of phytoreme-
diation.

•
5. Kumar PBAN, Dushenkov V, Motto H, Raskin I: Phytoextraction:

the use of plants to remove heavy metals from soils. Environ
Sci Tech 1995, 29:1232–1238.

One of the first peer-reviewed articles on phytoextraction with emphasis on
screening plants for Pb accumulation.

•
6. Dushenkov V, Kumar PBAN, Motto H, Raskin I: Rhizofiltration: the

use of plants to remove heavy metals from aqueous streams.
Environ Sci Tech 1995, 29:1239–1245.

One of the first peer-reviewed articles on rhizofiltration with emphasis on
screening plants for Pb removal from water.

7. Brooks RR, Morrison RS, Reeves RD, Dudley TR, Akman Y:
Hyperaccumulation of nickel by Alyssum linneaeus
(Cruciferae). In Proc R Soc Lond B Biol Sci 1979, 203:387–403.

8. Baker AJM, Brooks RR: Terrestrial higher plants which
hyperaccumulate metallic elements — a review of their
distribution, ecology and phytochemistry. Biorecovery 1989,
1:81–126.

9. Boyd RS, Martens SN: The raison d’être for metal
hyperaccumulation by plants. In The Vegetation of Ultramafic
(Serpentine) Soils. Proceedings of the First International
Conference on Serpentine Ecology. Andover: Intercept Ltd;
1995:279–289.

10. Boyd RS, Martens SN: Nickel hyperaccumulated by Thlaspi
montanum var. montanum is acutely toxic to an insect
herbivore. Oikos 1994, 70:21–25.

11. Boyd RS, Shaw JJ, Martens SN: Nickel hyperaccululation
defends Streptanthus polygaloides (Brassicaceae) against
pathogens. Am J Botany 1994, 81:294–300.

12. Chaney RL: Plant uptake of inorganic waste. In Land Treatment
of Hazardous Wastes. Edited by Parr JE, Marsh PB, Kla JM. Park
Ridge: Noyes Data Corporation; 1983:50–76.

13. Baker A, Brooks R, Reeves R: Growing for gold ... and
copper ... and zinc. New Sci 1988, 10:44–48.

•
14. Huang JW, Cunningham SD: Lead phytoextraction: species

variation in lead uptake and translocation. New Phytol 1996,
134:75–84.

A characterization of Pb transport in a variety of plants and a demonstration
of the enhancement of Pb uptake by synthetic chelates.

15. Cunningham SD, Berti WR, Huang JW: Remediation of
contaminated soils and sludges by green plants. In
Bioremediation of Inorganics. Edited by Hinchee RE, Means JL,
Burris DR. Columbus-Richland: Batelle Press; 1995:33–54.

•
16. Blaylock MJ, Salt DE, Dushenkov S, Zakharova O, Gussman C,

Kapulnik Y, Ensley BD, Raskin I: Enhanced accumulation of Pb
in Indian mustard by soil-applied chelating agents. Environ Sci
Tech 1997, in press.

A detailed study of the effects of synthetic chelating agents on the Pb up-
take in B. juncea and a characterization of the biological factors influencing
chelator-assisted uptake.

17. Marschner H: Mineral Nutrition of Higher Plants, edn 2. London,
San Diego: Academic Press; 1995.

18. Kinnersely AM: The role of phytochelates in plant growth and
productivity. Plant Growth Regul 1993, 12:207–217.

19. Robinson NJ, Tommey AM, Kuske C, Jackson PJ: Plant
metallothioneins. Biochemistry 1993, 295:1–10.

20. Rauser WE: Phytochelatins and related peptides. Plant Physiol
1995, 109:1411–1419.

••
21. Kramer U, Cotter-Howells JD, Charnock JM, Baker A, Smith A:

Free histidine as a metal chelator in plants that accumulate
nickel. Nature 1996, 379:635–638.

A demonstration of the possible involvement of histidine in Ni aquisition and
transport in an Ni hyperaccumulating plant from the genus Alyssum.

22. Welch RM, Norvell WA, Schaefer SC, Shaff JE, Kochian LV:
Induction of iron (III) reduction in pea (Pisum sativim L.) roots
by Fe and Cu status: does the root-cell plasmalemma Fe(III)-
chelate reductase perform a general role in regulating cation
uptake? Planta 1993, 190:555–561.

23. Crowley DE, Wang YC, Reid CPP, Szaniszlo PJ: Mechanisms of
iron acquisition from siderophores by microorganisms and
plants. Plant Soil 1991, 130:179–198.

24. Barber DA, Lee RB: The effect of micro-organisms on the
absorption of manganese by plants. New Phytol 1974,
73:97–106.

25. Guerinot ML, Yi Y: Iron: nutritious, noxious, and not readily
available. Plant Physiol 1994, 104:815–820.



Plant biotechnology226

26. Briat J-F, Fobis-Loisy I, Grignon N, Lobreaux S, Pascal N, Savino
G, Thoiron S, Von Wiren N, Van Wuytswinkel O: Cellular and
molecular aspects of iron metabolism in plants. Biol Cell 1995,
84:69–81.

27. Eide D, Broderius M, Fett J, Guerinot ML: A novel iron-
regulated metal transporter from plants identified by
functional expression in yeast. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 1996,
93:5624–5628.

28. Clarkson DT, Luttge U: Mineral nutrition: divalent cations,
transport and compartmentalization. Prog Botany 1989,
51:93–112.

29. Senden MHMH, Van Paassen FJM, Van Der Mer AJGM,
Wolterbeek Hth: Cadmium–citric acid–xylem cell wall intractions
in tomato plants. Plant Cell Envir 1992, 15:71–79.

•
30. Salt DE, Prince RC, Pickering IJ, Raskin I: Mechanisms of

cadmium mobility and accumulation in Indian mustard. Plant
Physiol 1995, 109:1427–1433.

A characterization of Cd movement, speciation and accumulation in
B. juncea.

31. Salt DE, Pickering IJ, Prince RC, Gleba D, Smith RD, Dushenkov
S, Raskin I: A novel approach to water treatment using
aquacultured seedlings of Indian mustard. Environ Sci Tech
1997, in press.

32. Malone C, Koeppe DE, Miller RJ: Localization of lead
accumulated by corn plants. Plant Physiol 1974, 53:388–394.

33. Broyer TC, Johnson CM, Paull RE: Some aspects of lead in plant
nutrition. Plant Soil 1972, 36:301–313.

34. Lane SD, Martin ES, Garrod JF: Lead toxicity effects on
indole-3-ylacetic acid-induced cell elongation. Planta 1978,
144:79–84.

35. Karlson U, Frankenberger WT Jr: Accelerated rates of selenium
volatilization from California soils. Soil Sci Soc Am J 1989,
53:749–753.

36. Bauelos GS, Meek DW: Accumulation of selenium in plants
grown on selenium-treated soil. J Environ Qual 1990, 19:772.

37. Baualos GS, Cardon G, Mackey B, Ben-Asher J, Wu L, Beuselinck
P, Akohoue S, Zambrzuski S: Plant and environment interactions,
boron and selenium removal in boron-laden soils by four
sprinkler irrigated plant species. J Environ Qual 1993,
22:786–792.

38. Zayed AM, Terry N: Selenium volatilization in roots and shoots:
effects of shoot removal and sulfate level. J Plant Physiol 1994,
143:8–14.

39. Terry N, Carlson C, Raab TK, Zayed AM: Rates of selenium
volatilization among crop species. J Environ Qual 1992,
21:341–344.
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An elegant demonstration of the use of molecular biology for the phytore-
mediation of Hg. Expression of the bacterial mercury reductase gene in
Arabidopsis plants led to increased resistance to Hg and to high rates of
Hg volatilization from the plant.
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