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Research progress on chemically enhanced phytoremediation of
co-contaminated soil

LIU Xingrui DIAO Jingru ™ ZHANG Linlin JIANG Yufeng ZHAO Baowei

(School of Environment and Municipal Engineering, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou, 730070, China)

Abstract In recent years, the problem caused by combined pollution in soils has become more and
more serious. Generally, the remediation of co-contaminated soil is difficult due to the interaction
among various contaminants. Comparied with other soil remediation technologies, phytoremediation
shows greater potential for treating the contaminated soil because of its low cost, easy
implementation and environmental friendliness features. However, the application effect of
phytoremediation was usually unsatisfactory as expected due to its limitations of low efficiency and
long period. Thus, the development of improved jointly repairing methods connected with
phytoremediation has emerged as a new way to control soil contaminations. Chemical-assisted
phytoremediation technologies has received great attention and made some research progress in the
past decade. This article is summarized the effects and characteristics of three kinds of chemically
enhanced phytoremediation technologies and analyzed the similarities and differences of them.
Furthermore, it focuses on putting forward the prospect of further study on the chemical-assisted
phytoremediation technologies.
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it T Al ) T S R R T A HE R BN W DR, 22 i T e e i SR | Y5 KB IRE L R
By AR | AR 25 NG H AR R AR AR A 138, A R L E s g, i 2 g R R K KR
IR R A 5 e, 875 Qe Wyl oy S JOHLACA HLI5 3y, LTS Ged) £ DU ¢ )8 o0 3, ndR . v, |
B LBEL B B ORSE, APLTS Y RS Z AR (PCBs) . 2313748 (PAHs) | frilike, K256 5
Qe itk N T HERRSE, AR T RS MR, B LT, i 2 B B AE S R GRRE L A7 R %
SIS RED.

SR s g LU G s YIRS A, S5 15 Y18 PR sl Al DAL B 75 B4 £ [R]— 4> ) 1)
S [E N AR R I QR FIEE BT R E S RE S0 ANE ST RN ESE-AIES
T 3 260, 5 505 g g M e 38 B S e g b o LU 2428 25%, T8 SE [ 40% (1975 Y 37 T A7 76 A HLFN TR 42
JEE AT BT RRHAAAET ISR B X TR IHG AR M b ek, i TR
(A 24 LA R 5 7K e R IRl fei e P - 3 rp AR AL Rl AE A A HL AN G s J et 7). B — 5 e
TR, A5 Y RTINS BRSO B O A 2%, 7 A A 8 T R, R iR TR
HRMERE . AR, A5 Y R IB G I E A IR R A S TR

FURT, 2575 3 IR B E BORGEY B b2y AR R L BRI G B E. Joh, ta)
A h T AR . 2 S | PRI A I AR ST A BT g B4 R B SRR, B AR A S 3
Ko BORMRAY R BRAE. 9 i e AL W) 18 52 AR AL IR, G AR AL~ M i B B S BN 26 32 Q1T &
75 o AL R AB S B (CIPR) AR TG 14 70) 9 S8R ) 18 52 B4R (SEPR) , #4902 38 i Ak~ 58 AL FE i 17 775
e S it I € R A A BN R), DL Rcag M rh s ey i) AR W AT PE e BEAR A A 1, AT 32 s
P SRR, AR SCERR T AR R AL 22 s A AR ) 18 B H R MBS BUIR, LIYI D 45 Al - 5 2 52
TR K AR BERL AR A BB 45 5.

1 fbFBAEYBEE S 754+ 3 R JE # (The technical principle of chemically enhanced
phytoremediation for co—contaminated soil )
L1 HBE AR

FEYI G S S 570 15 Y Sy M AR R S AL, R PR )0 15 Qe i WIS . B % e B R A i e 1 1=
b s ey BE BB 2 BOR™. B G Jm 15 U R Y 2 IR A AR . A E | R R AR
Brac g A I, I rb s ) S IBOR: S EHLBE, BRI 4 i A R AR SRR AR, W - b )
Y, IR iz =AYb B3Ry, DLAS) LR 4 Jm 00 B 5™ A P05 g AR YE B a5 1Y)
LW A 3 A ) R 14 AR A P LA R AR PRt 2 ik & A R A 1), 248 S ML R S AR Bk
A=y e ROV S R R 0 A S VO, P o T 0 I RE R 9 e 38 LA R AR T, Sk B Ay
BLI5 G iy H iU,

FMHHPIE R Z 515 e 3, YRR+ B2 HATE A8 T 2 M & Jm i = ),
EPEEITER. JE2E | R RR ., BIR R BB Y B RE T ERE SR, HIEEA A I a8 B R
T, HLEHAEAE A i/, AR RGNS T o) 52 s e ] 29 S5 5 09, IR, — S8 B AR R IR AR &
35 RE ) I AT R R AR A B AL O TS R IR B b, b R R AL
Vo5 g LR YIIE Z P TP U 2 0, HRA REFMBERZCR. IHE R W], REHR | M5 BHaH
5 IRPIRE () H R G G e R — e B AR, SRS M) H SR E R RE ) foi . R
F0F PAHs HAT B BIMRPRE 218 1, W U1 T H G R -PAHs 2 {55 LHHBE R, 5 Fh 5 L 548
B A B A e B S O A e SR AE S AR AN, AN A HL S e S AL
&2 ARV FI2E TR BT B = . 36 1 9028 T AR A A5 15 e S W18 52 AT 7 BIOAR
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Table 1 Phytoremediation of compound contaminated soil

2= VSRR o ‘ £ % .
5 PRI LHOR pmme PR
Serial Contaminant . . Remediation
. Soil source Plant species . References
number concentration efficiency
Pb**: 12519 mgkg™
Zn*: 143 mg-kg™ ; - - ; o
1 Ba* 1701 mg-kg TEEZ R IX MAH Pb, Zn, BaflAs>60%  [24]
As": 466 mg-kg™
Cd*": 0.22 mg-kg' N
Je3s Cd. Znf
2+ ke WX JE e X
2 sz+ :31.8 mg-kg } Hw X JE R H B Pb:50%—90% [25]
Zn’": 117.1 mg-kg
" — P PHH: 40.9%
. koo b TN
3 PCBs: 3.514 mg-kg™ T L [ AR i JIRE: 58.1% [26]
4 Al 30000 mg kg™ T PH G A A R A 48.21% [27]
Pb*": 66.8 mg-kg' Cd*: 36.1%
5 Zn*": 460 mg-kg! M B Zn*: 12.7% [28]
PAHSs: 55.16 mg-kg™ PAHs: 96.4%
PCBs: 6.72 mg-kg™' R 2 o N ] 2 2 P PCBs: 42.72%
6 Cd': 100 merke ! KEEGRFARRZ LI LR C39% [29]
Cd*: 6.72 mg-kg eyt T B A TE: 88.6%
A T X SLESNX 44t
7 i 15.79 mg-kg " M TV T XEPAMEER /MR, 422 i) C>50% [30]
Cd*: 10.23 mg-kg™' oty R A - Bl < Cd*": 58.55%
T BE S P K R B
8 B[alP: 15.12 mg-ke ! WM TR AR = B[a]P: 89.95% (1)
Cd*: 8.46 mg-kg Cd*>56%
9 Cu®": 468 mg-kg MR REFR Cu*>50% [32]
PCBs: 323 pg-kg™ PCBs:25.2%

1.2 fesrs by R

IR, AP 5+ s LTS YW RCR 15 15 Gy i) 2 0y m R T E S DA O, A
AR PR A Wy BE S A I 32 220 - HEWRO v (0 7 i 2595 0e W), i R 225005 2 Js ANt K VA ML TS ey i
g g ZU B, ARG T M PR AR, B TR R U A2 S B PR AR W A R A A LTS
Py iR, A, AR A R AR ) B DR/ A A2 5 Y SR SSCR N Ay EE L IR, el Al
i Al 77 1 2 S e B4 A R R PR A S R AR G, E TG A 18 R R TERE, =
fift DRAB 16 S AR SSRGS [ LA AT 28R Tt , o TR B P~ - T R 518 52 RO mT D 15 e S e 288
SEARBER R AR, AH NS % 32 RTE.

UTAER, A R AR A Y8 2 G R wUA ML T e T A B SE B ) 2 RGE . A G T
TR AR YA 8 B BOR AL R P A 537 0 | AR AR IR | R B YRR R Sl A R
TSR, WIS T LTS 2 - S 038 SR FH 3 1 376 4 7R 3 S B S B AR S B R B
V5 FAEYE S HOAR N ) Pt S 5, i S R R AR T R S Y, (R
AL, B AR A R, 5 S SRR W A2, oh 0 0 T G S e LR IB AR )
AR T 9 5 AL B AR A AT B R AR KR A N T A BCRR, il e AR R AR
A= Py SN O LA R AR 2 BV, DT SR Sy A A < O 1) R R O, I I R Y
7, BERRAE - v E G P A A R R P el AR A A, AR T G R TS G R B Y.
Sh, BB RGBSR, wT R b G AR MR I | S SRR ) AR R AR 1 LR )
A i T 20 ARl o T AR A R N SR N, R e R ) 1B R . R T S A ) 1
SEATE R P2 G MR A ALY 3G 1, s P LTS Gt B MR T 9 o e A S
YR, DATOT 33 HG A ) T ) A AR A MR AT DA S AL AR PR 2 B i A DL TS e, R v A
PLI5 G LSRRI B ROR.

FURT, A & 8 -A ML S5 15 G LA AL A s (LA W) E S WF ST AR O 5/ e 4 1) 3 A 511,
LATR] B g 0% - 398 v 14 B < o M ALY S ey, 4 AR WA 8k, SR O Ao ot (A it 1 ot M B 2
GIE-APE S TG G LR T TR A PTShE A AE e A R R B 3 2R BRI Sk
{5 A2 IE AR AR 0 A T R R Ak BRI . S R T R A B B, — O T R AR
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T {55 1 00 T i) et bR B R I AR I 0 L R R AT LY, B e AT AR T A
P90 5 — T T 2R T A 7R A o P R A R AR A S iR B AR P - SR B,
e (o T < B 5 W L A 2 ) R P St ARl A ) 5 MR e A ML, DAL b T L) B i v A A % 1
S rb G i R LTS G 0 5 BRACR . A R A S — o SRR i ) 2R R DR TR O R R, S T
PEOU ST, HROK R AT b 03 U REMT OREE L 258 RS T B Jm B 1 O 1. BRI 19 S 1K A Ji
FiK, Bt B-RINE 2 TSI T & RIS, T RERE S BK M SLMIE N I 5 4, 3R]
TGRS BRI AL 9. DR, A= 0 3 T T 1 0 R A BRI Al R 3] 288 R B 5 ) - T % AR A2
PC feit 7= AR S AL SRR B AR, AR R T RSB -A Y S 15 R LB E T .

fefse A 1B 5 55 615 e HIENL R B AR 1 BTR. N AR R S IE R, fhaFss Ak 7]
AR} VR A B AN, 95 e A mT A IV DL R A ) 18 2 AR i B i B 0 2, R S Bk o oAk
HWE R S G5 G L R T B4R

TEYHER
T Plant volatilization

(4 Chemical additives
.
l TR AR

Promote plant growth

TR 5 Rl SRR R i
Improve the bioavailability

® Heavy metal of pollutants

w fib

Organic matte

FEIR WL
Plant absorption

¢ e TV W
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i AR BRVEAR _
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Fig.1 Mechanism of chemically enhanced phytoremediation of compound contaminated soil

2 ELE ﬁéﬁ%i%k%gﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%m(Emically enhanced phytoremediation measures for
heavy metal co—contaminated soil)
2.1 EAREA

HATESRERTIEEENEGF EEAH 325 L2 R (EDTA) . #&# (GLDA) ., 2. —-
B Lk DU R (EGTA) AR AN T A AL 2 R L & e — 351 (EDDS) fl4 3t = 2
B2 (NTA) MACE I RIREIE L RIR; IATETR (CA) . BIR(OA) | T A1 (TA) Z MR R R IR /Ny T
A HLIRM.

WF5E 2B, EDTA BEZ E 38 A Y 4 8 AL 2. Li 2500 @ i X 50 % B, i F EDTA J5 MR 4%
FXF Cu, Zn, Ni, Cd Al Pb 95 B840 5130 T 33%., 31%. 56%. 24% F1 68%. Li %5 & # EDTA 1E
FH R SE RN P, Zn & MR LR IR T 7.1—16.9 5. F 4% EDTA 78 B 4@ 154 +IEM Y 1B 2
Wy, (A B B — 2 A BRI, AN AN 2 10 AT 40 R 8 200 e 30 o e, 41 ol e 4 vy 2, i ELE £
e e R A, 20 1B RS 1 N I ks . B IR BRSNS IR, EREE A R AR R R, R
B TN B A SR 38 3 W A T R TE i — o Jise 9, 92 1) 285 5 ) g s okl 3 B 5 390 ke # A K0 1 %
AR 0] A YR RS G ¥ GLDA 25 S YME 4 @ 15 4+ R 3R Cd Ml Zn 15+ H A B D
T 5% & B EDDS 5 EDTA ¥k 1T BRRXT Cd Al Pb MU, H. EDDS ) A= ¥R fid . B EAK, XF
B Y a2 /). [H Ik EDDS 7] LIAR R EDTA #9118 2 59, 3475k, NTA Hl THiY B E H 48
B+ IE R L, WS R I MR e SR (APG) BE A B 2 B A5 Y 1. Hu ZE5Y A R A
NTA fil APG ik 5E 5 + 3, & PURE A Yy ae i, H O NTA B & #2 M T B HARE Pb(9.7 £%) il Cd
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(1.0 17%) B W e . 3 H 2509 X 1L T 4 #h847%) (NTA, EGTA. EDDS #l EDTA) Xl #1658 Cd. As &
g Y H i sgm, JURES G R ARG F o — B A7), LR 2 0 = N 254k U, i 107
FEESFECS ey e | b iff AT T 305, & SLFES & 7348 & T3 EUE &8 i ReR. 8 &
F— R BN e IR BB () H 4w & S i, (A R T HG A 4 1 2 5 800 DA B g XU , 1fif EDDS 45
Ty BEARES A7), i LA Z2 A 7 2k BB Z AR .

INGE A AL XA ) i B 4 e AT — i A AR E VR . Xiao ZF 1 X L4387 T EDTA. NTA, HCI
FILFhRIRA MUBR VR A 6T Cd Tl Zn V59 T ERE ER0CR, 85 R R, XF Cd i BRR LA
EDTA>HCI>NTA>A HLER, AL 2 F, HCl AT HLER AT Zn A9 R BRACE & T HAE A7), #F 58 ok /Ny
THYLIR S ZIRIB BB AT, FEE A ELRNFEF/NS F AR IE TR A K, il S
WBEE R, GG RO 25 1, 50 YRR 1) RAR AL Z R BEE AR, N T A mREkL
RIRASEE A F A W18 2 RO A, (HMERE 2 3 B kIS5 4%, /N3 T HILER XA 18 52 i A 3R
TN, FEARAS 2577 A A5 XU

FCRME TN EA R IR, A RIS R AR, X 4R B BA BOR n B

GREST. AB ST RME S MR 22, 8 0 X7 SRS T A L e, A5 B 0 7 SRERT AR W X 4 e HLAA TR
)25 6 2 B 8 0112 ). Wang A5 3 1o BY A1 5290 & 37 M2 #F T 1IN A& 35 %5 Cu. Zn, Pb (W& 4. 7%
RHEE IR Y A K A0 TR R, B9 A YR T — s Y, Ve SR AL 0& BRI 5 003 i v 1
BK.

22 FEYAKIETTR R

R A AT T R — 28N T A Y 5 A P i 3 2 A AR A BN A W) 2230007, SRR A K R B
A B AR B R A R R R 5 28, BIAE R R (JAA) . REFE (GA3) il =
(CTK) . 751 (ABA) F1Z 4% FI(ETH).

IR, PP TAA 7] LR E G R 5 5 &R W U B & W i a2 1k, 2 A AR R A, 1
IEY R S A R PR IUSCR . ABA . ETH S5 A2 K8 7 700 ] LIS i B0 B2 7 SR 4K Pt Cd 55 5 4R ihia
MIRE 1. Li %19 &80 IAA. GA3., CTK 732 =AY B P vk Ak 918 52 Jr i, ¥ 8 5 R F T 97 3R iy 4B
. TAA Fl CTK X Cd Fdl (U) (5% 5106 5 52 ma Tk i 3, e K A BRR53 3l L X B 40 55 330.77% il
118.61%. A5 H K Z2 S i [HT M it 781 15 70 L Rk B AP (AL 25, A3 52 09 ELHE i T 38 B 3R 11, R I XS AE
AR AR T AR RZ A, ] R I T i FH AR Y B A A R A i M A S,

BEAk, B A SR A A R S E IR AT LS Ak A P18 2 R W EDDS. GLDA 454k 1) i fE
Sk Bl 0 RE A R A A R R Y R X B 4 R TS Y R B R VAR R A YR
IAA 547 GLDA BEG1AS T %) Cu, Cd 1 Zn B3R ¥ TAA 5 EDDS 4471t H, 7T A4 Pb
A Zn XY | 224 K A FEPEVE ). Eliana 257 ifF58 T EDTA LB 3 FpAE 4 A4 K 8 15 57 %) Pb il
Zn [ R H BURK R RN 25 [ o SR B . 25 SR R BH, EDTA U9 AE K9 5 300 i SE [R) /E F4R 5 T P A1l
Zn F YR BICE (Gr 5HEE T 890% Fi1 330%), M1 ZEMEVE FHER & T 50%. AE KA FIE — e F# 4 TR
A i AR ) W 4 R (RN, T K — N T B v R S A P PO | AR I R A BRI A5 U i
W, 7 — 2D A LG 1 SR A A T 1 R AL
2.3 BREIE YR

pH A A 5% M - 498 v o 43 i 16 R 0 SR BB BT, i — 25 o LA W A A 9 SR W R B T
ST LA o i A 3 v B 4 1% W R e A O B R T RS L O M RE AR R R 4R S
O3 U IMERYE T R RE e AR B F S A A E LB M, (AR bR b A RO TE 48 09 & s 3m, 44
A B IS R R AE R R, (R B R B I R, R AL RE R LS A4S P, Zn, Cd 7]
A A H A AR, Y+ B8 pH BCKET, AR T RELEFE TR AN AL R Mn (3, IXSE s T E XA )
MR 7= R R F AR, DN A A iy A= 4 2,

Xof F— 3 B AE R S T AR A, T ) S RS 0 K R TR N A P O Y R i
% pH $m, SR UEAE Y AE K, T2 S A A8 AR, AN e T A K L R B AN R R K A
X AR I ORI B 4 Cd Pb BSE I 45 S, it FH 2.5 kg ! BERRANARE UE TR A SR Cd BRI
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8, At 4 (2.4 gkg™) A ARG P 4k (2.4 grkeg™) SR B A B2 05 1 MR+ 49 P 2 k. 7 17 FH I ik
A5 R AR 0B S AR T T, AR A S R S e R | AR I TR A R AT O R R AL AR AL, 151
anid BERR AL, AL AR A A, T HL pH G A 23 1 A5 40 1 SZ iR

2.4 gk

HPNE EAFAETT R A Gy 3R A5 | B W 0 R BRAE, 70 25 09 10 4F b, BIFSE 35 3 AR 0 18 SR Ik
A RSN E SR A e £ JRy BV, i - S e i Fi 377 R i 2 B 22 Ak 1) 5 e ) a5 A L AR TS i R A e R AR
2, HEEZ B T IR S U PR SRR AL | AR A 2R I A TR, DR T AR R T R R
PRz iRy R S AU e8I B 74 RIS B Sl SR 7B it I WA o) SN DA 9 SN £ R 7)) ) I
J7X4F. Raheleh 557 gE47 T BL S5, BF5E 1 AN RSB A L 37 (S B3 ) A1 Eh-pH 22 A% AR i 52
AHR A E TS Y LR R .k BN N ELIAL S Eh-pH {ELAY SRR, S A BELEAT SR AR
WIBR IO . v R R R AR )18 SR 0 B AR, A A T i e e A RS b AR IR ) R MR N,
HA ISR XS, T s g e B 2 B i AT B HOR . T i 5 — e i I 1 g fe ik - S 4
J& P TRJZ 1) FRJZ LS, 3 w55 R 168 R A8 3 O R I R .

W HOF EDTA EDDS 258256 5 A ML R o 45 e 5 i sh-ta P ie 2 W, n] 25 0 4k 1
e Jm e fe HEA M A . Luo 57 Jd i AR AR L BN e 3 SO, BT SR AR R 2 A
Jiti P S (Al ) Al 05 T o 2 2= 0 4 1) i T K I O XU . 45 SRR T, A5 5
1 HL 373 AL 18 5 03 B A P B 50 A IR SN0 A AR 4056 AT B 2 i ) o < i b XS, L
T M T AT LI HE 25 253 5 7P 5 A A < T AR XU . vl 370 B AL ) 18 S — b AT W T R
WU+ B 5 BOR, SR 32 1 e VR Tl S A IR RS2 W), [RIARIGE I 26 15 T OB AR AR A ], A g i ]
T H L SR TN R s A B SR B R L

3 ANEATELR T EAF R Y BRI (Chemically enhanced phytoremediation measures for
organic co—contaminated soil)

FNE MR ARG A (B L AR5 AR W 3R TG PR, A LTS G 308 5 v 1T 380 A 2 T 3% R 3
B BB - R G R Cn -+ e BE B R M (SDS) |« + e B AR PR 44 (SDBS) ) . A B 3 I 1 4 7l
(A2 11 B4R -80( Tween 80) . 3R £ iy AR FERE (TX-100) | %t 5 Z M1 (APG) ) Fl A= ) 3R 11 17 44 51
(ans 1. AR ) 45
3.1 Ak RS MR iR AL

IR INAE B 1R S 7] Tween 80 AT DAfE 4 A I 22 #0xH 15 e + 1 v PAHS (R f#™. Gao S5 1
— 2B AT ST R B, W S RH X B AR 110 R 28 B 1 2 T R R (AL 4E Tween 80 IR A &0 (23) + ke s
(Brij35) ) (7778 X5 i K A BILTS G e As 48 52 7= A 7 B I )RR 52 i, (EL B g 1 4 T 9% A 5]
SDS FH T~ HAE W) 5 1 5l 3G R AH 18 2 CRAR M JC Ll . APG & —Fh R B 7 3R iE PR, pF 5 & B
APG X -8 v PAHs A B4 BB S RCR, 18 L SR 18 52 77 T A AR AR R T I3 1. R A v S50 % B
T —FpEE B T R S RS RO B B 2 0T kTS Y RO E, R TR R AE, B2
W5 IR A HLTE Y 13T A S BCR A, 18 1 T R IR LTS G S i iA 2.

R, BR3P AR S o R AR DL R, AR B TR M TR R S A HLY S RE
5, {H 5 W BT - 3 JURL R 1T, 33 R T UE W B R — s R B B BRI 15— B B - Bl 3 T 1 A4 )
F Tz . A 5T 3 BT, YR 3 T R0 T A O ) 28, 4 A8V U T B — 3R T A AR
Lul™1 1 Ni %540 He #8727 (SDBS) |, 3 & - (Tween 80) A1 BH-3E & 1R A # 1M 1% P 7] (SDBS-Tween
8O)FFTE I, MR FINTS Y 1 5 vh PAHs ZBRASCR A5, S BRATC v J3E A 1R G 3R T 1% P 7] LA ] 3k 2 1)
B — SRTHT TG PR TN A ) 08 2 AR A P 4 3. DRI, TR 5 3R T PR AR A s Ak A 18 B A LTS e LI
H B ARG 09 8 F . AR 5 3R T TG PR R s A A 8 52+ A — E B RCR,, (B 5 9 - e R L
BEMER MERRAR, RIS 20T By WAk . JCRE 1 2 T T 70 ),
3.2 AW S MR R Ak

A RS PR T () 35 . 20 A= Wi, FIVESRAR AR By 77 2k s gy, el F TR LY &
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15 G R E S . A W  TE  R OR 22 0 b B AR A DA B v R ) — L 2 T
BT, T LA 8 R ALK PR A ST Y 5K )

SRR G 2 — P el o R AR ™ A 0 A i R T v R, A BRSO I S B R iR M T, LA BB %
IR T 7 W M R SR AL W SN R SY T R M AR X 22 R A PAHS [ RE I, 25 5, 76 R
ZERENRALFE 90 d J, 3P PAHSs W BESF- FRAR T 41.7%. 11148 95 A48 2 BRI L3 b PAHSs RO MR,
7 R ZE WA A0 A 9 o A5 18, SR RIS VB0 A Tl A 0T L 2 5 A 2 4 D). b, i s A R ZE s
WA, 5B A5 A FEAH L, B E AR T 156.06% . B KL AR 18 i A 4 2% 11 0 S Ak A -
EYEE 13 DDT MBS K2, IR SR A WA G T H Pl =g =, B Mg —
AR 4 v B AE ) 2% T PR R R S PR R VE FH AN, S50 il B F 0 | R IR AR TR PR AT, BEAA AL
BEESR, FL, BT ERHTESR-AIE G5 e S x .

Liao Z& 57 T 3 Fh & 0 16 PE7] (TX-100, WG . AT X F KB IE R g m, &5 R 3%
B, TX-100 B 3545 T JERIEE 0 R R, RSB I A2 06 JE FIEE B9 B8R 55 1 TX-100. X H 4B
b2 Rt TG PR 5 AR ) R R, fhsp R TR PRI R I £, HGHS YL [ f i R g, AR R T
FITG () B AT A= W R IR B R 1 75 e, R I % 18 380 3 1 145 1 59 A 0 18 B2 1) AR 3k 3 7
PE, T AT I 2 BB 5E LA SR SEPR H2 A Ay ).

4 BEB-EINESTBES LA EIAEY B E M (Chemically enhanced phytoremediation
measures for heavy metal-organic co—contaminated soil )
4.1 B - ) A2 s Ak

T B A BTG G A S0 H IR W K YA LTS G ) (4 PAHS, PCBs 45 ) JL-T- A il AR, e
VLSS Kok AT BT ) . i T 1 700 o] L AR S i 5 0, e i 4 J JS e a5 7, mT P Sl B A 4
P E SR RS R-AIE G5 J e 2, e YK G B E 05T B S R -R
T 76 P 700 A T P, A5 B 3 T 28 75 e My 1 [ s e A 5 R

WF5E A I, 25 70 55 2 TR 1 0] S O A 0, X A ) 18 52 o 4 J -PAHs Y5 s 1358 B B3 [ 1 ) ELAE
SRR BE IR B A 0%, Liu 99 58 T APG. CA Il NTA 345 5B A4 B8 &2 16 -Pb I5 e + e RICR. 25
RRW, i NTA J&, BAEF LY RN, APG f NTA MBS D 5 KRR BE e #E T P R R
iz DL R BB R RSl X BB 25 SRR B APG Fl NTA (25 I A BN ] T S bras g &2 b, (B ] TR 18
K1Y APG I NTA (1 e 35 8 Lo 2 — 2B BT . I 4R, 438 TR IR IF o0 B B A 2 5 B R TS 4R 54, tn H
HITATZE A N-+ 5tk £ e = £ 1R #: (LED3A), /24 EDTA KIfiT A= %), LED3A W] [ i 2 & 5 4 J Jf:
SEEA LY, ARG I - 1) A C R A DAL WFSE &% B, LED3A IR g 52 5 15 4 L v
60% LA £ 5 1 HE FL I B2 2 /N7 ) i 0% 3 ol 7K B 3 2 BT, LED3A(0.03—0.1 g L") %f B
2 R AE T 0 3 5, A AR m AR YR Cd B0, W L, LED3A BAT s AL i) 18 52 4 I -
AP G TS5 LIEAWE Ty, HA SRS A 8 52 A5 4 (5] I ARG 70) A 25 KUK, 5L L RiTAH ST
G N S1: 0
4.2 AWy P s AL

AW RT3 T S R R T A UK MR R, FETEAT A RE S AR R U G Y B R B AR
BL AR A AR ) A T T P R 0T 3 v o e SR AT AR VE T, TRl 2 A WA 2 Tween 80 1Y 2 T
TP, AE I Ik 1 A P AR 2R 0 e 553 5 e ok AR AR 2R I e - S AH b R 4 R 0.

Mohammadi 5EM" BF 57 T B X 3 SE R Ni (9 bR, 45 SRR 30 ¢ L' B9 R X HE R Ni (1
LBRFRI T T9% H1 86%. tLAh, A MBI AR R KB Cd Ml Bla]lP 75 e +HEW T H0K, AT fEdR
i 4 rh Cd A1 B[a]P 1A=y Al B, fe i 2R 5 KX Cd A Bla]P f- I ORI ige 0. TR I, e ]
VE R 4 8 Fl PAHs B G154 HIEM Y IEE 1R LR, 25 B R XY B PCBs FE 4 815 4 + 1
A SR PN, AR W) SRS VE R TR SR A B B G TS Y LT T HAA RPN RS, BRSO T
X5 T BFFEATI IR .
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IR (CD) J&—Fh KAR ARG IR 205, FRRIAE i H1 SRR AE 2 AR B K | AR SR K M A 23 s
PR = 2S5 R0 SRR BE S Ks 39 th g K A LTS G W B B A & W 5 B8 2 ORI 2 5 1
BT LTS G 0V R OIS K e 22, S R R L Sl e R S | L AR IO L AT 5|
N ZEIRORG 27K i, 2B ORI S (R FRRIDRE AT A2 4, DT 36 308 A 3 4 1) E o,

B-FRIKG (B-CD)AE Ry ERRIAG BT A= 90, %15 e A5 S ik ) 34V VE B R FH AR SE — ELA8 32 6
TR B-CD 5 R MG A Lb, LR, A YR A5 R Li SV B GE T B-CD R A TR AR 0 5%
&% Cd 1 BDE-209 & &5 e 3 (0¥ 1, 7EA3 I 0.4% 1Y p-CD Ji&, W& e 7 AR TSEL h Cd i
e A o, AR TP 23R 2Kk (PBDES) A9 S BE SN, {23 T 18 BDE-209 1[4 fif.

VL AR AT BB 28 Y B et B-CD, 3l ad 51 AR IE AR IL S B S 4 & 4R, ks 2 &
&8 -A L A5 Y B R0R. Wang 59 BIFSE T — ot AL 2 e 2 iR -p-2R MRS (CCD) X JR 22 i fg
AR Pb ¥5 Y HHERYSE I, MU N CCD J&, 3 Bk B A FE R Pb W 2 BIREAR T 48% M1 56%. It
Hb, FiIAL p-PRRIRE (TCD) BEAE HE B 22 BB Pb-AF 5 Y 10, RA SR -B- A WIAE (ACD) FT LR &
AL E XS 2 F Cd Ao, 5 R mE MR G L, SRR A TR AR . RS ekt
S B SRR E. R, BRI S H e B E HARNEE S B U R HHE R BB 1 Kk SR .

5 B%5E¥E (Summary and Expectation)

L5 L RTIR, L BN INES SR | A A IR TR | IR Y R L TR MR | PROMIRS S5 o AR M i 3l
SRAGRE O A S R A X S 5 15 Y R IBE ACR, HA 2 A MLk S A2 m R . AL F by
52 T AR S A A T A A BRI IXURS: RIS BR 3R, 5 G W0 A B i3 M e i i AL 2 K B AR 0 188 52 35K
AR WK, A s s AT 2 T5 e ae e o, I 2 A B B TEE, AU AP S ACR, B4R
SEE N T S S R W), AR IR S Y T K T HH TSR PRz bAE SRR R ORI B Y
AW . AR A SR A B ST TE IS T — S5 ik e HBAT BRI I 1, (BB BeATi A7
VFZ IR, AR e, A A AR B 2 025 15 e 34T 4 Fs ) IF 5 D 1) vy 4 22 LR Ly T

(1) NLE— 2P0 52 G 15 e 2 18] LA K A5 e A AR AR AL, U 6 Js A HLAE 5 15 Je ML),
SO B STk, S A iR A B 2 2 5 15 G LI RCR.

(2) Jota fin 68 A 2 5 AR AR BAT — 2 AR PR T, ELAS AT sl O b 2 XoF b 898 A 2N BRI 77 2R 52
DRI i 0 0 — 2D W R RS A0 2 A iR S BB SR, DA v 25 T Gt Al a5 18 SR AL
AR, HEERH].

(3) R LA i A B AR TR Al 1 5 JIR B — SR Al F AR Y Jay BRAE, B0 A S Ak 700 J5 ) A8 0 4 2 55 ()
B, AR 2 R AR SRS S AT e SR BRI G, il e A ) A K SR TS G W), A
IR ALY FE VAR, AT S A 18 52 A g

(4) fb s AL E 2 55 G 15 4 L3O ST H R 5 240 T fok . AEDL el it 2 X B, s R i
TR TG Y A S v RS i B )R, B A [R) 26 8 S 75 G + 8, TT R B 18 52 7 3 S 4
G A R4 i 6 52 St ) 107 FH R T AN 9 S5 P ) T AR il

(5) TELEFEAE R Y AR AR IS ] BE 25 s e e 2 A B XE B, T ELEH X 3 Al 2 s Ak 3R] m]
REAFAE B L ks B R, i — 2P T AL - B 18 B BOR Y BRBEONE, MBS - R
AR MR 3 A B KBS DAl A, A e A8 52 S ) 2 A AR B AR R
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