Advances in Environmental Protection #3E{RI AT, 2025, 15(5), 756-764 Hans X
Published Online May 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aep
https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2025.155085

IRESRFEMNIEZEHR

TR, B W, e, 1T &, FERK, T4
AR TV 22 B bR S AT TR Be, DU AR

ks H i 20254F4H2H; FAHHEB: 20254F4H30H; &AAHB: 202545716 H

R

TRESRBIEENESRA. SHFRBEANRBRWERS ERM . RERGREFEE T - RIUESR
e, FRENSBERpHE. FIRSTELEETZHRE, B “EHmE - KARR” MM, K
BRET EVMBHESR, SFRATE. AXRARETEY. WE. KERBREBEEARHE:
EMBEEAHEYBEES. MEMREE LRIV LAELSRBIR; HWEERHPRRERREGE
R HREEZ0.05 mg/L; HY) - MEVBKRSBERAMBEE12MH, HEEF40%. HFTHARMEIE
FRA. KGR RAESREERS, FTITRIFEMPATE. AIRRRF KRB, SRR E R
WERRE, AWERBEFERGREEERREERLSE.

XK ia
TREEREGYR, RABE, £2WEBE, hEBE, KEBEER

Progress on In Situ Remediation of Heavy
Metal Contamination in Soil

Yuting Zeng, Yan Yang, Haoxiang Xu, Xin He, Weixiang Wang, Qianglin Li*

Department of Materials and Environmental Engineering, Chengdu Technological University, Chengdu Sichuan

Received: Apr. 2", 2025; accepted: Apr. 30%, 2025; published: May 16, 2025

Abstract

Soil heavy metal pollution is a global environmental issue posing multiple threats to ecosystems, eco-
nomic development, and human health. In China, soil pollution sources exhibit an industrial-agricul-
tural composite characteristic. Heavy metals alter soil pH, organic matter content, and cation ex-
change capacity, forming a compound effect of “short-term inhibition-long-term accumulation,” which
leads to reduced crop yields, biodiversity loss, and significant economic losses. This paper
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systematically reviews the progress of bioremediation, physical remediation, chemical remediation,
and combined remediation technologies. Bioremediation achieves heavy metal removal through
plant hyperaccumulation, microbial metabolism, and soil fauna disturbance. In chemical remediation,
nano-hydroxyapatite reduces lead leaching concentration to 0.05 mg/L. Plant-microbial combined re-
mediation shortens the cycle to 12 months with a 40% efficiency improvement. Current challenges
include high costs, secondary pollution risks, and ecological incompatibility. Future research should
focus on developing environmentally responsive materials, Al decision-making systems, and modular
equipment to promote intelligent technology development, providing theoretical references for con-
structing efficient and low-cost pollution governance systems.
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1. 8IS
1. THESERSENEE

G 8 TS Y AR SR s 2 I 2 MR . SR I o 3% pH E L AR JE WA S
BT, SRR BIN, ARG SR N, BIBEYEKRKE. TREY, EeR
SN IR TR AR T, (T IRIREE . BEIREATETE N % 30%~60%, CURTAE MR 4R,
T 55 A S R G W TGRS G SR AR R T o TR, BRG] KRR B RIS 18%~35%, T
P FHEUNER R DB 40% 74 o X PG G AE BB R R IR A, SR L 5 5] K B
YA AL, SEUXEAEY) Z RS 1].

TIREESEG YR T ERNAEFHR. (EARBEWEKNEZEM, SESEGRNLIEST
Bfer= e, TS RO AT . b, R RMEE K. BEOR, W T &R
. WACHEE B, REGER LIEE SRS SE IR EIUA RS A, S5k SR 1200 12
JG, 215 GDP 1 0.3% [2].

A R VT Gt NI R i i e B G B R . B B AL I S R AR A iR N BRI
EEYD E N, WARERE KT I E B R IE0.15~0.3, SEAFEL ESRANESEE# H WHO
HEAFE 2~5 5. WATHRF A RN, REESEG X ILE MK EBIREIE 12.7%, 5= 280004
TR DX T Ry 23%. 4T ok S 22 7 3 AT E e ML B B e 0 B i, ) LR ) K B TR RIS 7~10 J3 .
BE S B TURARE R E—— 8 R R FUR I, KRR N E % T PR 2800 TR 30%.
B9 ), EE <R P I RN (A0 PMa.s WRCBM PRV« R JER 2 A (Cn A e it PRI SR B 22 I AR HE NN
1, SIRZRGEFHERPL: FTESE/NE FEMRET SEEOR, MRS RS ER PR
1k 0.89, AT TH0 DNA H AL 5| &l r Al 2 2.35 (3], Bk, e tiEE & RE R
BB OO IRIE N RE . 4Edr o nT RS R R 1) R ia AR 55 .

1.2. EERHEIBEMN
R LB P RIER AR DRI, A B RE . AT BOEE R KT S
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BEBEh RV, JRGIaRE, WK 1. R R AR R B R E . B B s
DLH SR EDER . pH (8 R B & @ IR AF B AT B M = AR B 5 TERRPE 25 H(pH < 6.5)
T, H A ESE N ERAS L BITTHT 30%~50%, HAEHBEmh iy SRS 2~3 £, SEU
AKTG GRS N o LA U Y it e 14 8 —— T B RR 2 A W) (Fe g 1 4 log K = 3.5~5.8), Tk
R B 40%~60%, (HXFHEE A AL B &R 7E T3 R “TEPEE” , TR AR A R I
pH FHi. AL R A AR A ) T RE E TR, B 728 ¥ B (CEC) 5 E & Jm R Mt B ) 2 B3 IEAHRR =
0.72), CEC B3 10 cmol/kg, —LIEXTHTIIR IR RIETF 15%~20%. FOoBifF 7R, KB AP S:
U 3N R EIE 1.2%~1.5%), ([§RELIEEESR S INEEIX 0.3~0.5 mg/kga, EHRE
FERIER KU (2] X EeE) A TS T 4R 15 Yo S0 “ S —— K B3 IE SR, SR
SR R U
1.3. EESRBISHEIMR

PR, RETWEESEGREAAT RN, Hi5RE2IEEN T - RVEARE. TS
ReEBRIUNRIEN . &R EHSEMEH I R ESE AP 84, SR HAES RS E 2 s
PEE LRI RN AT RS G S T A2 . R AESE AR A A 2% K it P i il 1 2 4 B R U
SR, SRR EENM(CD). #(Pb). H1(Cu). K(Hg). FH(AS)ZMI M, Hrh4ais YeiBbn s bt
iE 7% [5].
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of heavy metal biochemical transport cycle

1. EEREVMUEIBEIITEE

P (EE G JRRAEAHRY Bon, Lol M 355 S ir Rk 19%, HrhTehls 3w bt
A 82.4%. XM EHIERE, o EAXEE. 8. fISESE cRREEEHEBH (HIEXRSERE
A b 358 e G b ) IRE . HEr2E2y 15 Zmdthz B EE g, 25 #h s a &m0
10% [5].
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WA DR IR R IR T % . R, BT E SRS YR RSE . R A F AR
R R EET N LR R S AE B SRR MFE G SR IG AR R, DLSCIl LT B ) RGP Tt
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Figure 2. Remediation methods for heavy metal contamination of soil

2. HIRESRISRIEERE

2.1. &S %

AP EIE RS OREEREAR, £ LIRE SRR A MR . AR R B S I
2. MY EMMAEE R EHORERE6]. LIRSV EE AN 5AEHNE S L ITE G b, BRI
AREESR SR, HYBEEESEE SRR E & 8w B, (R4 HES R B HRE
BRI A A o TR B ST B T2 ) FH B A P P i AR AR Bk 2 4 S8 7 3 A0 2 SR AR IR WAL O T P4
M, Wb HIEPEESRE AR

(1) s

TIESWAE E SRS Y E B R P AR S ThRERT FU IS W Rtk . AR ML I 4EEEARE: (D
iz | S5 A B W i o WAV A BN e B B AR L BR YRR IR )AL BT A il AR S A MR (A0 AT BRI
FR), WA 15~20 mg/ked, (IR 48 B T IR A RARET 30%~45%; (2) R RS
5 B38BT S B AE ) E B, PR BRI E B R UL 200~500, T BRAK HHEA S
LB R G LRI AT AT I FLBRRE BN 12%~18%, (et ZE YIBER 125 R A iR AL,
fEThRE B F BE IR S 25%~35% s HT T 50 R, HRAL S ARG AR R o il R e e S R4S G A,
FEEI AP T R B AR 67% (8]0 AT, i ARAFAEAS E K CEH 75 E DL L) FREEIE B 22 Gl B
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<10°CHFEE T B 50%) 55 7 BR o i i (R AR T Be b & i 10 1 o 28 (Ui R0 46 Ja s 26 1 6 Ry s 6 Rk
1), SR BRI 40%Lh E, ARBEH ARG T BB .

() MR

YNGR HARANE N 4 R 75 G T3 AT I B IAZ O SR, LA F AL 2 20 5528 (R DU AR R IE . 7R
SEWAEZTTTH, AEPE AR PROA BT P S R A A IR AR W IR T A WURE R
) nT AR b pH (SN + 0.8~1.2 NMRAL,  [FP U AL IS 5 HL A7 (Eh {H) 200~300 mV, {24, Hi%
ELBHTHRE AN S BIREH, TR R W] 8 88 10 A V0E 20 FAE 47%,
FOMRBR L3 rp Y AR I S LU BT 2 62% . EFXIIRIGYMEST, E1E T 05 7R IE R B (MerA)F Hg #e 4k,
NEERMERR, Bpk H IR EIE 2.3 ng, HIANALS WosE Sl 3 ZEa/ £ )= BI0OR & & T 19.4%
[9].

TEFRUL B Ak, e S BRI LS B B KBy Ed HMA Kk R
WM S, FORANMIAE Y Nrampl £ A RIA SE& @AY 3.2 5, A RIEXBRIIEH R
TR EIL 28000 me/ke) S fFEE. HIANALG L], RHBRIAE - KFERAERI, BEEFE 5 it
HR B 2.1 mg/kg PR A 1.3 mg/kg. WKL, it CRISPR/Cas9 Hi AR RI I+ AURT1 LK, A fF
B FE R R & 457, KL S AW AR BN IR . AT, ZEARAELE Y /P38
# 1.2kg/m?) B E K (3~5 4) SR, 18I AR A Vs VR (0 BE 22 1) A 25 B 18 2 AR AR 51 30%
AR RN, FEY - MRS 18 514 R IETE ML e R BRI . KL B IR B B (AMP) 5 & 4
TV FEAE R R TR TR SOSCR BT 40%, LB 24 3 Wb (I BR B 55 2 41 5% 338 2 11 (GRSP) [ s H 3 vp
18%~25%48 . 7> FAWW A7, AMF [ Glomus intraradices B ik 7% S 4 Pht-1 FRIE K £ A
& R 2.8 £, ik SR A EIRUS . IR AR R R AT X S FH R B, A S S A R AT A A
BEE GG R E RIRAE R A 24 N, B — W BT 40% [10]. X L0 H RN = RIS
FERIREDEE A R T HriE .

Q) MAEMBE

MAEYMEE R IR E SR A B E vk, HA 0L/ TR S DhRE A P AR S sh sk
DL GRS S R AR I 5E 1) R A 5 4 B B R R A P vk (= B B g AR
B E), MERMEEEEE. TR, MR b EERED . AR H KSR RS, wf
BRI AT R VRS 55%~75%. DIREWBFIE H A “oik - Pk - I =B, W AORE
(25~35C)~ pH (6.5~8.0)« WELL(C/N = 10~15)%5Z S FRIATE, 2 45 KYIME BB BT B 0 2 BRR a]
i5 87.4%[10].

TR MG S BRRIOVEIR T B R (038 B AL o KHAVS BRI, A il i KPR R B (HGT) 3R 15
FHIFEIE,  In AT 2R G AT R I8 SR L R (mer A) AL B RCR SR TF 40%. EPE IR 15 YL X 1 5 4F
W R, LEEBNSBIEERFEEFEK 18%, Efac s, MARANREFR T
BE TR e s A0 R AR AN AR DR B R R (W 3807 - AR A SRR IR B 8 2k 120 mg/g). B
KB, B CRISPR/Cas9 F AR B B A oI B 1) hox JE[A, AT H /S 4% I8 JR BRI THE 95% [11],

2.2. MEREE X

WEBRER LIRE SR REN B R A X055, TR B T Bk L3 i e E o B R,
MIEE I EIRAE AR, EEAEI &L, Rk, AR 12]-[14]

(1) Rk

TN BBRE AR BEOH ) KB EEEE D) E - BRI B IRIREE 7 B AT
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O BSEEOR B ARG e TR P NS BB R EOR, Hodohide 7 82 faid il it 70 AN FDRLAR (K 3k,
B R R AE A B RLAR IR 5 K 0 2 B R KR 6 0 s B e Jm R A s b B ok
FEor BMGE M E AR, AR R R, W S E s Bk 7 2 i i K Ry =
)i AN SRR O B R YR 8 20 B R PR TACRE B < i e R 0 B U R P W 3 e A A )
RO B R . XLy BB F BT VA oE & IR B INE I N 52 g R T5 4 148, 8,
TR, KRB EERE, HE LR, KRR hEE[15].

(2) bRk

MR VA AR AR R I 595 1) R B A RS - 3 B < i e DX AT A ) e BB PR ik
BT HES RS A E, HAEDURERT R, i ELNA R, s IR P R, R AR LR
BER, B IEX AN AR S G o BRI RE A R L E < B A R K O R KT X R S R TS
B, Tl TARXT RIS, RORES) AR 223, [Nt IE ] T Ao i 3R L [ 16].

(3) KA

(20 1000°C)FRAL I #HE E HiAR . ARIE(Z) 100°C) R A7 0 #VE & 8 A AN A7 BB in#ivie R %%, @it
A 117], FEESEUSSERIERER12], A RSB R k), FHf AT,
R B0E BB RUIRE, IWIMIEBUEE R B . BB R R0 70 B E I 1) P 835 PR R i
AEREGE, GHTZMESBEHGRNLEREE, FEHNESENK.

(4) HAMBEEA

FLANE R BACE I 7E 48 b B B A LA ST Y, R I AR A TS e 1 H R DX 3RS Bl R4
BT s UE S A3 18] . BEEIAR B BUAMG AR 18/0 N B Bl 4 AR FEIHE P H AR B
i, FEH TESE. 20 5RELPUERSGEYRIER. SSIRHE SR, E85H N EanE
SRR E B BR L) 67% ARG R M[19]. BbAh, G561 AR Ve A R BOB0E 1) S5 R EN B EHOR,
REME I — DR A | A .

2.3. LEFEE*®

2 AE 5T 3 R FH ) ¥ % 338 wh R oS R ) R A A 2 SO TG PR AT B 4 AR 0 RUPE R B I BR
[17]. RS R AR WA BREESE, efaEd SitEm . Wi EyesoielEH, HEs
JBEHAL MR BURETF IR AS[3]. BRI B EEARS . B EN. MR, AR RS20 [21].

(1) FE/AEE i AR

[ fh /A e A AR B I [ 7 e A INRERR Bk Ve . A KSR Bk £ AR . BEER IR AR
A, AR E SRS TR A RERM. LU REEER, W E %AV EURIE R4
JBLE . PERET, I 5% (wiw)RIKIE - i £ E A FEL IR, YRR IR AT 120 mg/L (FZE
0.85 mg/L, IAF| (LIS EARAE) RSB EER

AN[RI T 6] A, 7] R IRt 22 AR VR LA o A ARkl i 4 v 3% pH E % 9.0~10.5, {RfH4H. &
SE R IR E B IE, HREERTTIE 82%~88%. WEFKIL, AKFRIEM K A1 (n-HAP) i i
RIMPZIE SHE T RAEBRK BN, S E I Pbio(POs)s(OH), A, HiAa & b R et Giils I A 4
T 40% [3]o 4R HIZKTE(10%) 5 A 84(2%) Bk F AL B 7 i e - 8, Jd k28 s HeS FKYe /KA = 4 14
HAFEEH, AR HIKERESE 0.005 mg/L LR [22]. B ARRA RENET S TR, LBk
RN 200~300 oMt SEH T HEESEEEG R 2~5 fHIRBESE. R, HKITE
FaE A 1% pH N EBR S R AL 5.5 URE, et ol REE Rl ST & 13R85
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Wi 87 2 55 5 [ AR (A pH 2 LI ) R AR R L RCRIE K & 15 DL L, DA BOR BRIt 73R g o s

%o

(2) B EE

SALIE JR A B o i 1A 4% < S ) SR A JEUIR S S B B Ik 0B 5 T A T A OO o i BR 2EE
oL f) P I R EACE FUE IO AR, IRk B AEMIBURSE), (RAEESRAKENS
AR fln, oK F M Bl R AL S5 S SR Cr (VIS BEOMIREE K Cr (11D, I iR e A A e
ULE, HXF Cr (VDI EERFRATE 97% A (23] RIVEPERTALYI (At A o) P i Hod B s R etk oy
MEE BB, U0 HgS FIVEERURE 4 x 1079, BEFRESEMTHME. AL, WS EYBUR MR
LR EE BE A EC AL R w7 RN, T[] A SRS B < i VR B 5 28U BB B R %, XS P Y
W78 ik 24.85 mgg !, BAEGUEVIRIRTE 95.1%. SRV BRI I T PE R R T AR,
R VEIRT pH WXENMIPTHEME A W MBI B 75 e SR M G SC L Cd A 2B [24]. SRTT, %3¢
ARl pH A8 S0 5E 2 AR AR T T BN — JORETBOXES - 5 4 5 A B B AR RHR T A

24. MEMSENXFIBRAIEEX

AR FEE I BE RS A R A E 5 E w5 e LR &, e LI Lk B,
AT DASCAE & AT AR T (1 BB 4 R V5 e 3 AT Ab FE . X R T VIR VR TR B . IR ASAEAE k5 e,
I F R AR Y L a

() Y - MEAEB R

A Y i i B el ) e A A R 7 I W E SR R, A e A E S
Lo EURER RS I AR [25], BRI A P T 4 R TS Y BT B i, A BRI 2R 04 R BRI
ST AVBREAT S - MAEDKEEE, WLRERCLERE. WS E. IMKEBEINEAMUE
m TEE R, B> TR REN[26]. A - MR G A R R TR, TR 2%E PR (15
filh AR B ER AN, o A AR I Cr (VDAL Cr (11D,  FF-52E R R TH R B ifs e 4% &
i, (EES RSB BRI T 2 93% . AN E B AEVRIKE W AIEE Cu. Pb EAT5 Y L3R, LIZiEAEY)
JE R R ERL, SR SR AR G IR IR R ROR, Hil#% T PR [RDRLAR 1 & 85 AR W) R (BC 1 MBC), fF 5T
K W] MBC e 5 A o fE I 4% Cu M1 Pb BRI RIS &, 580 172 AR AR Cu 1 Pb /1M
FEOUR 0 F B B KPR [27]

(2) Y - HEE BRI

BT s MEYE E WA EAR MG S, @ e R Yy, DRmESENA
Prel R FHPERGT R, D3 S AE 0t 5 4 (R WRSORIAR 2R B8 J0 o iR & T At 75 v 5 LAV B
R B ARIB : 3g8, S R e R 37 1At I e AR 1R 20 BE DR ) - 43 b 1 B G I AR RIT RS R AR,
fR U T RIS r E 4 T R R A A AR B 1) AR 28]

(3) % - WG 1B E %

25 SRS E & — M B A B Z RS . Btk E YRR, T DA SR AR P 4 JE 1)
e ST, MR IR I E SR SR XML E T FE R e A E s, tm TR
RE[29]6

3. ZRERE

TIEEGRITRFEABEERARGRCTEREY . M. 2 LBEG BRI A AR, I ZER
WM ke . AYME RIE I E Y S DR e I AR R, SEBLE R I 2 R B BT HAL,
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HIAG PR MR 2. WA RS RN REEF AR, AT 8 1 &k B 25 %
%, KA BEEARRBR—TNERR, WHEY) - BEWIRE R R B E AR R, L - Y
[FIEARE 2 e 0 % — £

MR E ARG = K OPR: BERAS, RIS, ESEREARL. KR T
REEGRAMAT NS, THRE TSN REREAS, EABMEE, BRI,
TR DR e e SR ) LR R P (IR, B R AB B ke 5 A S B R At HEB B
BRI HELL . B REAL TS R e

I B #3Bh

VU148 2% KA B NI 2Rt R0 H (5. 202411116081), PY)I4 TR 5O @RS S
SCFGW2024001).
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