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Tab. 2 Statistics of heavy metal pollution rate in China
(modified from reference[64])
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Cu 379 978 619 104 314 3.01
Pb 510 1113075 126 385 0.96
Zn 328 954 510 95213 2.09
Cd 481 1184 393 127 422 7.75
As 374 984 386 119 830 1.54
Ni 192 978 356 82 746 2.88
Cr 385 1 099 987 116 261 0.60
Hg 355 1 098 668 116 800 3.65
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Table. 3 Changes in soil conductivity and other properties after addition of organic materials (modified from refer-

ence[82])
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Table. 4 Effects analysis of soil acidification remediations(modified from reference[117])
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Abstract: Soil degradation is a global problem which mainly includes soil salinization, acidification, compaction,
heavy metal pollution, nutrient imbalance, reduction of organic matter and microbial diversity etc. It has caused
wide public concerns about solving the soil degradation problems. Using marine biological resources to remediate
soil degradation is also a hot research topic. This paper mainly introduces the soil degradation and its influences. On
this basis, it summarizes the research reports of marine microorganisms, seaweed, chitosan and its derivatives which
have been used to remediate soil salinization, acidification, compaction and heavy metal pollution etc., so it pro-

vides references for the application of marine biological resources in remediation of soil degradation.
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