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Research Advances of Soil Pollution Remediation Technology in China

ZHANG An, GUAN Zhao-ying, XU Guo-gang et al

(Shenzhen Master Ecology & Environment Co. Ltd,Shenzhen , Guangdong 518049 )

Abstract  Soil pollution status and origins in China were elaborated ,the research advances of soil pollution remediation technology at home and

abroad were summarized from aspects of DDT,benzex and volatile chlorinated hydrocarbon contaminated soil , 0il contaminated soil ,metal contami-

nated soil ,finally, problems need to be solved in soil pollution remediation technology in China were analyzed.
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Table 1 The categories of soil pollutants in China
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Table 2 Relocation of polluting enterprises in some cities in China
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Table 3 Soil pollution remediation technology
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Table 4 Soil pollution remediation case
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Note: The cost in serial No.4 is total costs of 28 months; operation and maintenance cost in serial No. 6 is 45 000 dollars.
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