Advances in Environmental Protection 3F3E{RI R, 2018, 8(2), 144-152 Hans Yl
Published Online April 2018 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/aep
https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2018.82018

Pollution Investigation and Remediation of
Organic Contaminated Soil of a Chemical
Company in Nanjing

Zhe Sun?, Zhang Zhang!, Haitao Wang!, Fuyang Wang?, Ning Liu?"

1Jiangsu Rainfine Environmental Science and Technology Co., Ltd., Nanjing Jiangsu
’School of Chemistry and Life Science, Nanjing University Jinling College, Nanjing Jiangsu

Email: liuning@nju.edu.cn

Received: Apr. 3'd, 2018; accepted: Apr. 17th, 2018; published: Apr. 24th, 2018

Abstract

The organic pollutants investigation and Remediation of a chemical Company in Nanjing were car-
ried out, and the target of pollutant restoration, the area of soil remediation, the volume of soil
remediation and the soil remediation technology were put forward. The results indicated that the
concentration of Benzo[a]Pyrene (BaP), 1,2-Dichloropropane, 1,2,3-Trichloropropane, Chloroform
and Nemamol are excessive in the soil. According to the calculation, the target values of restoration
of BaP, 1,2-Dichloropropane, 1,2,3-Trichloropropane, Chloroform and Nemamol are 0.063 mg-kg-1,
0.890 mg-kg-1, 0.005 mg-kg-1, 0.290 mg-kg-! and 0.210 mg-kg-! respectively based on human
health. The area contaminated by 1,2-Dichloropropane, 1,2,3-Trichloropropane, Chloroform and
Nemamol were 814 m?, 1376 m?, 1246 m? and 1782 m? respectively, which converted into volume
of about 9171 m3. This soil should be treated by Soil Vapor Extraction (SVE) technology.
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1. 518

Wi R BT A AR AN TN DR, R 22 T ZESR B X A ) T A TR AR A X, 3 S 5 ik
TGS, NEASGER] 7 EEHESEN, 2, GLT) sty L EREEd g, aThextsX
AR R OKIE AR IS5, KRG YR R IR, B BRI R AR, — Xl
MU R, U 2f 2 N JE PR B AR OR (Kbl . B, “Ab a8k 105 B R R L P (R A 24 b 2
T, R TR SR SRR, EANSHRBUR A AR 2 R . R AR
WAERARINGR? [HRETHML? Zy5 REiEE? mfreR? 5. B, Xraeds f iz
AT YR A SR TR AR B H A B

TG R AE O TR D T 20 AL 70 FEAX,  BRSR T E SRR SETT 4 gt ok TH L oE . 88 e
FRI 3905 T H VR B, RIS R BOR RLE T A o 1 = AR, RO AT Y R EE 1] [2] 3]
ez 2 [4] [5]. HEWIBE[6] [7] 815 MAEMERE9] [10]BCARTT IS T S A fg . ek, EMBITIH
T AL 5T AT T 2016 AEHIEENR T (LIRS B AT TR L fIAR CLb ok o AECTRK
KRB, FEX TIRER AP TOEL B, AR 5N HER S5 KkEEFRAIRAZR, H2I
SR E S RH T TR R T R R R, A e 7 N RS B E BRI TS K
& TAE[11] [12] [13].

AW LA AL TA G R RO SO R, XTI RR B S R IRMEE L, =i
TS QAT BRI S

2. MR A%
2.1. 17
AT HUTET AN 299 6922.5 m?, 35 B FHh Ay 3138.75 m?, At FH H A A7 £ FH b o 255 B 40 R A DU 4
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JREHEX A= B IX . HERX R AXGIHA: BLHm., BAE, KgE. HAE., LR=E). FHEFE
BIFREA . JERHEREEE . R R ml. PRI SoK. %A R R B GO & R, HE Rk
TR AR IR 5 S At SR ok 5 P8 0 Fn AT VRIS, TRACI AR TR S N, A R R, AR
Be ik 72 o ARHE1Z T DAk AR R, BRI Z A AT B R WET, FRR T E BRIy R2 2%
JEAERM, ZAkT 2013 45 1 A 1 HAEM= 5814,

R4 7 b L 58 ) TAE N8 R B AL IR L, BT R TR 2% AR AL i 2V N2 . ARdpihig
BT, fR W

F—ERNAIH T (RETEE 0~0.35 m~0~2.5 m, GFEIEAEE T KKEEE), KEOMBUSHA . #HHL

P
R R L (R FEE ] 0.35~2.5 m~6.0~7.0 m), BEHEGE K E). AT~ Jemid L R
PSR

2.2. 173 METIAE

U (AR B AR S0) (HI25.11-2014),  (ZFRBE AL AR S0) (HI25.2-2014). (8
MMM ARE) (HI/T166-2004), (R /KFAEG IS MEARMTEY) (HIT164-2004)F1 (5 Gedzy it XU
ARSI (HI25.3-2014) 55 S (RAH 6 B 5R LA B RS G DX SR AIE 72 v Qe R 45 21, iz dzdt o
T AT A RCRFE NI

Zn A AU 5 FEA LA PR A W) R Mk B R AR SR, AR5 AR ERIEAR AT, PET S8R R R (245 )
FHAE, PEALA R E . X2 E YRI5 8. B ERA NG RO, WHE. S,
WEWE. WALk WAL, FAERE DMK 1. AGHIfE 2013 F 0845/, AL #
Pt E@FY . WSS T I R E S R YRR, MR EKEE CEeRBIR, TBRCE R
PR

RIYIRD0 A & A v 7 A 3R A (WS1~WST). IRGE ATV &SR, VDD SR A7
JLWi) WS1 A1 WSS 5 557 1 4% 18 20 m x 20 m Jn&E A s, SEAR BEVEANIE I 2547 11 AN (WS8~WS18),
KA L 1o

SR IR b E R, EEARIE I LR A . PR B X AR S A R AT 1E 2 R . RFE SR 5L
B0 & A% & PID {H.

2.3. THRE

KA LFERHA] 50 BN LRI B ATEAT B, OB A X5 3, ANTR] s AL ) A EEURE i FH 48§ Kis vE —
WSk 5 FRUCIURE, FE S CREEIREE 3 m LU 0.5 m RE—FE, 3m LIAME 1 m RE—HE, REFIRE
B9 m. HIEREARFEI R T, PRECR AR BEIR R AR i 25 1000 mL R ) I BRI, K 7 A5 R (Y
BREEGTIAS), FTA AR AR G S TRON A 78 VR DK AR PRIBRT H JF Sk BB S 5 -23°C W IR R
7o P HTRTABRIORR MR, WL 1 mm 57, & .

2.4. BT

TERE A IR AR AR A LG R B3R pH [EFEAESE . A A NI B R A L
e EP(VOCS) R4 A AL &4 (SVOCs), T3 il e s B4k W 1.

Yy M N 33875 L) B U a5 2 AT 350K FH 36 [ FR AR 3B (USEPA) bR 75 v« B SRR B AR 3 b A (HI) B A
(GB)bRifE 725
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Figure 1. Sampling map of soil samples

B 1 REALHHE
3. BR5iTiR
3.1. 13 pH ESHIHE

11 ASVEZH MR AR, 358 pH B W2 2 From, WRHATE 8] Wl fihr 1458 pH BEVR FE 5 00 HH IR
AN
3.2. TMBINISRIFERBIRSEID T

%37 AR A BT G B HEHE R VG BILTS G (VOCS) FI 48 R A A LTS G (SVOCs) 2K,
o th #5113 3.

VOCs FHE H 273 1) A X0 (2- 50 5 75 3 ) ik 25%:; 1,2- S A BEAll 1,2,3- =5 Akt 13.89%; 54 11.11%:;
M) 5.56%; ZHE. ARG - HI, A8- T F ML E R (2- L TS 2.78%.

SVOCs ¥t H /35N 25 27.78%; 2-F3EZE 16.67%; #¢ ML 11.11%; 4 (a) B AIE 5.56%; Jii.
HRIE(D) R B HIF(Q)EE EiFHF(1,2,3-cd)EEFIRIH(g,hi)AE 19 2.78%. FHARFWLIT LD REH

PR a5t G bR vE (AR 3T KU PPN i () (DB11/T811-2011) 47 L, T+
ARG Z (175 G RS PR AR, 1k 4635 [l [X 48k 7 1% 8 (Regional Screening Level (RSL) Summary Table
May 2013) AT XF b, PRIA I AR SRR 28 JmAE F DRI, bt B (3 FH B 07 10 8 AT PP AN,
AT 3 L IERE A AR A DTS RS BRI, SRA TR 4.

FATUEH: 0~2m TR AL WS16: K5F a th, bR 2 fif.

2~4 m HIEEAR A WS18: 1,2 ZSNKEHIRE 7.6 15 1,2,3-=5S Nk bR 8.7 £ X (2-F N %)
Tk iE AR 2.6 £
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Table 1. Soil pollutant detection factor
= 1 TEERYENETF

75 15 Y 15 QR 4 R
1 pH
K. IR, L. A HZE. RO AR,
2 KA AR IERZR, 1,35-ZHR, TR, 1,24- =28, TR, X musE
R, ETH

11-Z5 K. ZE TR, R-1,2-Z5 O 1L1-Z8 ke -1,2-— 5.5
WRE e, S, 2,2-Z& ke 1.2-2& ki 111-=8 ki 1,1- =8
VOCs M DOSAEER. —BH R, 1,2-Z& Ak, =& RoFEH.

3 KAV =P = — — = - = e
IR ) 3 — ik, 13— . 112-= ROk 13— Wik, — A
e, 1,2- ROk IR 1,1,1,2-PUE Oke IR 1,2,3-=& ke
V120V Z e 12— B3 AR T — 4
J= e o e L A e A o
4 Bk 3 SOR. BRI, 2-F R, 4%@1:\ 13- &K, 1,4- 280K, 1,2-—50FK.

1,2,4-=50K, 1,2,3-=5K

KWy -Gy, 2-FEAEMY . 3 4-HI LMWy, 2-AHFE Y. 2,4- R
5 TSN 24-TE KM 4-A-3-FEEE . 2,4,6- =5 KM, 2,45-ZA K. 2,4- 1
By, AR, 4,6- TRYHEE-2-FHEEEEY . TLEUR
6 T ARk N-P A3 = F i N30 B e — TE P i
7 T3 75 F AN 2 B FRURE. 2,6- SRR, 2,4- TR
BRI, WE-ALH)E Q-FFHIL)EE . WE-HZEH)H b

8 FUR R R IS it
RN LA 4G R A-TR R TR
o SVOCs - 13-T5K. L4-THE. 12- 250K, AR, 1,24 =50k,
- NET M NER T SR
10 ESIINES TS A-FRRE S 2-FHEEIRNE . 3-THEEFRNG . —IRIENRIE, A-THEEIRHL ., MRk

1 A — TR AR ZHRHEE. AR HIR . AR SRR IE TR AR R
ot : TR AR RN (2-Z L TS AR R I SR

bos

25, 2-WEEZE, 2.5k B B, 2. FE B REL L RIF@RL H.

12 ZITT I FIF0)RE . BIFRE, FIF@UE. i1, 2, 3-cd)ib. 3@, h)
B ZKIRg, h, iR
13 AT C6-C9. C10-C18. C19-C28. C29-C36

4 m ULF BEAR AL %, B WS8, WS11, WS12, WS18. H:ir, WS8 fifi##krds A& A
1,2,3- =N k%, HFREEY N 4 4580 53 4%, WS11 SRR N 1,2 ~E k. 1,2,3-=5A KR
(2-F A EE, FEAREE N 15 %, 20 f5F0 4 £ WS12 fSAL @A 1,2 AN 1,2,3- =5
ke, HBREET N 4 £5F0 6 £5; WS18 s s 1,2 &AW kE. 1,2,3-= &N FIX (-5 7+
FOEE, ERREE e 5 £y, 5 RFAT 1.6 i

B, A BA EASRIGR B 3R A I 45 SRR, 123t 148 3 5 e

1) VOCs: 1,2 —&Aki 1,2,3- =& A KA

2) SVOCs: XU (2-5 57 ) B A8 TF a .

3.3. TIREE BIFEMR

R JURR RIS Gt e B RO AR (75 G XU PPAS H R ST (HI25.3-2014) 47 1A 1 it 45
BUIZHL, IR H b R B B 5t 300 50 BT Qe s HuA 52 rhoCo TR O A8 UG PR B HERA (Version
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Table 2. The pH value of soil from different areas
= 2. FERIXEIEEMR pH E

=E0a SKAEIRJE () 7 B i pH
0.3~0.5 10.88
8 2.3~25 HERHIA TG 1L 5.38
7.7~8.0 4.68
0.3~0.5 7.85
9 1.7~2.0 HERA AR AL 451
7.7~8 357
1.3~15 8.98
10 2.7~3.0 el 2R il 433
5.7~6.0 5.56
0.3~0.5 10.15
11 2.7~3.0 e FE 5.57
7.7~8.0 4.79
1.3~15 6.63
12 3.8~4.0 HERH I 75 ) 6.60
5.8~6.0 5.54
0.3~0.5 7.47
13 2.3~2.5 55 R DT b b 2.93
5.7~6.0 431
0.7~1.0 4.15
14 1.7~2.0 fif i DX AR ) 3.34
2.7~3.0 421
0.3~0.5 4.76
15 2.3~2.5 AR AR RS 3.82
5.8~6.0 3.66
0.7~1.0 6.67
16 2.3-25 T XAk 4.24
4.8~5.0 3.06
0.7~1.0 5.49
17 2.3-25 J X #b) T A AR 4.07
4.8~5.0 3.19
0.7~1.0 5.65
18 2.7~3.0 T X #b) T M 3.08
8.8~9.0 3.14

L.0)RAHE FORA AR LB R BARME . ARYE 543 AR BEAR T, 75 3l 8232 (13
S S KPR E AR a0 1, AT 0@ KK KT 107°, @it HERA B iH5 1 Al 232 I 80 R
KiKFoN 107 i E BArl, BE BARMESITE 5. WIS EERRIIZIE 1T 7 S8k Bk E
(5 ezt RS Al AR S ) (HI25.3-2014) FrHEF# (1 ERIAH -
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Table 3. The detected contaminants and detection rates

=3 REMREEEHER

SER ALY S 15 PR 44 7R £z HH % (%)
X (2- 5 TR 5 ) i 25
12- &Rk 1,2,3- =&kt 13.89
VOCs S 11.11
ZR I 5.56
LR, AR, W-THSR, AR-THER, ARIE T HR. XW(2- 43 A) R 2.78
#* 27.78
2- LSS 16.67
SVOCs WRL W 1111
FIF(@Q)H., B 5.56
Ji FIFO)RE. FIH@TE. BiIR(L,2,3-cd)EE. FIH(gh,i). TE 2.78

Table 4. Statistics of excessive pollutants at different points (mg/kg)
= 4. T S ALEBARIS R4 1T (mglkg)

75 KA A R (m) M 12- =5 Mkt 1,2,3- =5 Akt M (2-FSERNEE) Tk BaP
0.99 2.66
1 WS8 7.7-8 @1 (53 1)
75.71 1.01 18.45
2 WS11 7.7-8 i - -
(15 £%) (20 £%) (4 %)
19.37 0.30
3 WS12 5.8~6 @ 1) 6 1)
0.40
4 WS16 0~2 @
9t 34.50 0.47 12.22
(7.61%) (8.71%) (2.61%)
5 WS18
8.8-0 22.70 0.27 752
' (5 %) (5 fi%) (1.6 %)

Table 5. The target values of restoration of pollutants (mg/kg)
F* 5. iI5RYIEE BIRE(mg/kg)

10
T bR ZUr RS ,
SSAC™

1 1,2- Ak 0.89
2 1.23-=& Akt 0.005
3 i 0.29
4 T(2-F S ) EE 0.21
5 I (a) e 0.063

B 5 AT, 12 Ak 1,2,3- =& Ak & WQR-RRREL)BA I a t(BaP) i TR
B 12 5 H FRME4 518 0.890 mg-kg ™. 0.005 mg-kg *. 0.290 mg-kg *. 0.210 mg-kg*. 0.063 mg-kg .
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3.4. TREETBENTHRE

A (53 E B HEAR SN (HI25.4-2014), #fiE 7 LA R R I & s 2 Ja .

1) SR e DR AR U 5 R RS TR BB E B bR E AT AR A T

2) PN IR E S G e g i R e Vs e B R YE E, AR R T R INGIF, B & RS
eI R EE E S .

3) IR AR DA M JoE T B AL AR AR R A N T R G T, AN TR N B A A 4 R S
T HARTE S AR AL . . K. SR EETER L ESHE, BERENEE TR EE
P, FEXRZE TG G AT I R BUE R AR, AT Gt b Kok 2 IR, (EAN R 382 k(A
TEA5 0] _EAHE B ()50 0 4 RAEIR EARAETS PR BRI Gy, W ER o BB AT L, THREE,
BB B BRI 3 0 05 B 5 RIS 3 5 BB S B s e LT &

MRYE AL, HATLRE M, DMEE AR v BREZR, CLEI SR E L 5 K vGrtia e, &
B RALEE RO, R EAREE T R, SR R U bR, TR AR Y A B A s A,
Rk, Al H e E - &R . TP IIEE BARER S ALF WSS, WS11, WS12 F1 WS18
(54, AMsiit). TR SSRGS WA 6. TR a EAIIEE HbsE, Bk, K
Gt IRt a tEis YL A .

35. TIRESENRE

WA B E T R AR VR N, TSR B AR L B ORI . B R . SR A EE
T E R AR IS R, S e AR SN R AR TS YR A A 2038 mP. AN AR S 4 m DU 1Y
RNEELZE, LIS RZEEN 6 mo KIS G 2 NIE R A NG N, SR SE S RS YR DL AR
EH T /KIR TS 2N 215, 3y WE s A2 /KA YR N 1.87 m, 0~1.5 m Nz i B oK I8 )2 A
Jedtt, ISR E N A5 m, TS IEEE A8 9171 me.

3.6. TIMEEHENTE

AU R % 3t - 335 Y ot 2 B DR M WL 8 2, I HiZ i H 3R FOmARN B, 2 & 0
FEFBIRAE, P A BCR A AR AR A . AU iR B A LIS Qe H 3R i I EOR 2 —, R

B AbEACE . AT S MR, RS BIR H IR RUE A RS, TR A S 2 b By
ES
4, &5ig

1) AU E N IAT BRI /7 11 A, SREEIERERL 102 Ao 2R A I 2 #7 I 0f IEAA 0X
B PR AERME R HARE, 23 R LS R A s R 4O a B 1,2 Sk 1,2,3-
SRS EOTAM(-E AR B, BRI a AN B R HARE.

Table 6. The area of soil contamination
< 6. TIEITHEEN

A=) g YIRS B KR % (mg/kg) TS YT (M?)
1 1,2- =& ke 75.71 814
2 1,2,3- =& Akt 2.66 1376
3 el 0.97 1246
4 (- R T 18.45 1782
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2) AiE 12 “E A 1,2,3- =& Ak &7 QE-EF AR BT a tE(BaP) T Ak B

&5 HFr{E 2549 0.890 mg-kg ™. 0.005 mg-kg™. 0.290 mg-kg™*. 0.210 mg-kg™. 0.063 mg-kg .

m?.

3) &gia T, 1,2 “EAkE 1,23- =8 Ake . ST AIX(2- 557 P9 2k ) Bk ) 3375 GL i AR 73 3l O 814

1376 m?. 1246 m?, 1782 m?, #1H )5 LB E MR ELZ 9171 m?,

4) AR AL, HERER AR AL T R SR A BE 3G e

E&WE

LI E IR T IR (W H 95 2016022).
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