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Effects of Attapulgite Application on Cd Contaminated Soil’ s Physical and Chemical Properties and Chinese Cabbage’s Growth
LI Jing, CHEN Sen, ZHOU Yan-wen et al ( Nanjing Research Institute of Environmental Protection,Nanjing, Jiangsu 210013)
Abstract [ Method ] Using Chinese cabbage as test
material,, pot experiment was carried out. Growth vigor of Chinese cabbage and nutrient and heavy metal Cd content in soil were analyzed.

[ Objective | The objective was to pinpoint the harness effect of Cd in soil by attapulgite .

[ Result] Moderate addition of attapulgite could enhance the output of Chinese cabbage effectively, as well as soil pH ,while overdose of at-
tapulgite ( =2.0% (m/m) ) could lead to the decline of soil available nutrients. Application of attapulgite showed significant effect on remedi-
ation of Cd contaminated soil, which could reduce the content of available Cd in soil and the absorption of Cd in Chinese cabbage. [ Conclu-

sion ] Recommended adding proportion of attapulgite was 1.0 % ( m/m) in this article.
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Fig.1 Effects of attapulgite application on growth vigor of Chinese cabbage
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Table 1 Effects of attapulgite application on soil nutrient
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Fig.2 Effects of attapulgite application on Cd content in soil
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Fig.3 Effects of attapulgite application on Cd content in above-
ground Chinese cabbage
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