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Abstract

Aiming at the composite pollution of fluoride and organic pollutants in the layered heterogeneous aq-
uifer of a Zhejiang chemical industry park, a funnel-and-gate structured PRB system was constructed.
The design was based on site hydrogeological investigation and pollution characteristic analysis. Core
design parameters were optimized via activated carbon-zeolite composite media proportioning tests,
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column experiments, and numerical simulations, yielding a hydraulic conductivity of 2.65 x 10-2 cm/s
and an adsorption layer thickness of 0.6 m. Engineering operation data demonstrate that the system
achieves 85% removal efficiency for fluoride, effectively curbing the spread of the pollution plume and
enhancing downstream water environmental quality. This study reveals the key mechanisms of PRB
structural design and multi-medium coupling in heterogeneous sites, offering a technical paradigm for
groundwater composite pollution remediation under complex geological conditions.
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1. 5|8

R KGRI G R BRI A% 1 o A BROGE EAEE n) 1], FRIE (b R K B EARiE) (GB/T14848-
2017) [21HLETVIIKEALYIBRE A 2.0 mg/L, {HAL TIE X K TG sh s SEHE MY S EEE . XRES%
TSR 150, HRGEEEAR[3] [4JHIESERM A S IR . 721 [ BN 15 HE M (Permeable Reactive
Barrier, PRB)HZ A 1 38 78 3 VA 57 S B0Y5 e I BRI B AL 000E B B IR R B2 (5] [6], FEHB R K
JEAE R B B E . SR, EERRFREKES, R KBRS R S S5 e 1
PE, X PRB MI&5MLTE M RRE L S BRI T B s k.

WL A T el X R sk AR =i 3y, b R K SR R B B KA AR 5.7 %, HLAEBEERE . KR
LHENIGEYY B, AR R Ai5 Y. iz 2 450 S IR E N ER RN, S0 R AR
MR RN E ZEKERG, BERMERIE 6 MRS, SBHTKBRBESTS, 5
Y BGERE) . R RN, AARIELRE PRB 5 RIGei ) PR B 0%, s — A B H AL
SR S AN R E R 22 B

Bt FIABRAER, 4Gk SO BURME, M EE S - 3K PRB R4, i 2/ B E 4R SE
FHHRPINEBEERE . ZARGUR T MKBIER RG] T 90% LA 5 K m iR s N 5T, B 800 e
R AL S8 PRB SN . A% OB 2R SR - WA S A7), s R, A
W EDUE R RN, SEILRA) S A VLIS I FD k. TS RRM, R sy n#i e 8ok
ik 85%, FUFHLER AKIARFAYII EHIE 32.4%, BERT T XBUKIAE R &

AHF T IE IV TR - B A TC EG ARG b SR R B AL, LA 2 1515 R4 2.65 < 1072 cm/s.
W B2 R 0.6 m IAZ DS, R T ARSI PRB 45305 2 A & DS BENLE] . BF
FUIRR N BT %A T T /KB G5 eia B A T RORVEH],  [RIR S RIS s B TAR 0 oA i) 5
KRGSATHRAL TRVEKYE . R AT — 20 K 215 P 5e G R ALHIARNT, HRZR S AR 4 SR,
DURT R4 KAt e P 5 I8 1T 0% .

2. f 5 Xt
2.1. MR EHESY
W7 X HAME Rkt A SR, B “=m¥al, —miEm” #5F, WERILAK. RkE, sEss
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P2 180 m, A 87 m, TOLAIMZ N TR R 08 B R i 22 . X Ikt = 25 iy BB AR 2k 555 DU
FRIAHIRE . B RME H EEMROOVRAL ., IR AR L. I B p @K, 2
BRHON 110 em/s; JIAZIEKMERGR, BEREOE 5% 1072 cm/s; AR5 R L@k MRS, B8 R
N 1< 107 emfse Fea WG, SRR A A EZ SRR, BIEREON 3 x 107 cm/s, AHEHT KT
fiffr SIEhRE: XTI W AHAARARHZIE LGS E R <1 % 107° om/s) R As E HORRZK AR . 1A
WO R P AR B T SR B Z R ST 454, 03 R K RIS 75 Qe A i R A

2.2. MK RGHHE

H R AR FE EEK . MBI RFLBUK R B 2B, DL NIB N ETAA T, KT
BAEE 2.1 %0, I B RS I ALIC NS M . IAUCE RILBUKIRAE T 00 &t A, DLB KB RIEH, e s
BRIK R B T RAL BRI 28 47, KB BAESZ V5 e By B i 3 . M R KBhAS 2 8K S B, ™
F KA 2.5 m, JEFEE IRAERAE I .
2.3. SHINR ST

B R, TS TKEZHEE TGS, MR AKEMIKE 2.05~13.4 mg/L, I k{EkEhR
5745, VS YU R KR I SEDRY B, K% 800 m. R IR K FAL IR EE 1.48 mg/L,
(o FKFFEE R B ATE) [8] NIZERRAE, A 25 KUK iR A 1241 o
3. MR 55
3.1. PRB &% iHESR

BB T A 54 KR A T e, SR “H R K3 H - PRB R4 BEABEIRA: T L
B - IR AR P&T) MK S BEkE,  JLM R WA B SF - Sk PRB 2B A 4L PRB &
G B RSB TT BRI SR B 7T S B R S BTG A R, TS HI-25.5 BEARINTE[9], LAV YARHAE IR /K
SCHLR S BURT RS S B bR R
3.2. RMGHER SN RLK
3.2.1. EHER

XFHESE R AR IR - KT PRB, I3 - SR TTRG M0 & 1)@ pimies s ksl 5
90% LA |35 YLK ) 3 S S BTG, iR T ARS8 T Il b A G 7 e R 50 PRBRISS I B, He R R
B AR B b 5 B R R 3

- KRk

Figure 1. Diagram of the funnel-and-gate PRB structure
1. iRt - Sk PRB SR E[E
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3.2.2. REITRIGE

TALFRZ: 3 FRARVE FEN 0.5~1.0 mm (A SR E NI IEN T . A JERD AR K KA A 50 A R
B, ZRRE, KPS TR, &R AR, . (LSRR R R [ 10]. R KA B AT
WA 2 BERCKIEKMRL, AR, UK ES, HUMSRE &, (hErtastas, Misaelim, &
mims R, ARG, 53R A FuEd e R ER, B~ KBy,
G X JE BN T B 2, (R RSk I AT .

FAERE : ZEHARAEN 2~5 mm K FMEREZVDRKL. FMERZV)Z S 5 R R
WL —Ff e ZVL & — Rl R R I R, S5 UG SR TS G S S, AT DA RE A AL
SO, RN ESE. LHBHETE1]. EMSRMEEMIEE S T35, TUARFRRRSH, Wk
FORLIR . RS PR, s RS . 28 . ATHML N KRG &R, ERMSEEI. LR
BRI, R, ARIH 5 RE SR E A A AR S R B, 8 SR RSB AR S LA
FE Sy 4 R B I LB, B E MR 2 4 F 5 i

RO B2 s 3SR AT [ 71E A N E AR XS Yelth K PR 2 4 R R HLYS AT I
BE2sbR. LT 7 FETERARI R GELLIEE 1), REWE HXT-1 B im R N b4k, Hpif
15 1336 mg/g, BIEREN 1.88 x 1073 cm/s. L RYNACLLRIE &I, 4 HXT-1 Hogimtk SRt 2~4
mm [R5 A %R R L 8:2 AR, W R KR R 2 R R AT IA 88.1%, L T HAMEC T R (E 2).

Table 1. Comparison table of activated carbon adsorption effects

= 1. EMRRMIER SR

FEfh g ik PR FLA% s el MUE (mg/g) SIS A JEE (mg/L)
HXT-1 TR TORL 8~30 H 1336 0.79
HXT-2 TEPEAR TR R AR <240 pm — 1.04
HXT-3 S PEARFUR R AR <193 pm — 0.88
HXT-4 R IER WKL 10~24 H 1000 1.02
HXT-5 B FEiE R RITRL 10~24 H 1000 0.96
HXT-6 M AR kL 3 mm 1000 1.08
HXT-7 SR 1 AR SURL 3~5 mm 900 1.00

Table 2. Comparison of adsorption effects of ratio test

2. ECELiR IR IRMIRIR T R

B S5 ik SRS AR B (mg/L)
HXTP-1-1 8:2 (WK WhA) 0.77
HXTP-1-2 6:4 CEMER: W) 1.55
HXTP-1-3 5:5 (MR WA) 1.37

33. XESHITHE

3.3.1. KOS

I E ARSI E, BANFUSIE RN 2.65x 102em/s, 53T 22.96 m/d, 43 RALRE N 40%.
WA R KL FRFUE T ARV, =K xn, , 1, K ABERE, TAKIIHE, n NEELEEE, 45
AT XK IR A, THE AT R K SERRIRE AN 0.12 m/d. LIRSEIRSHEEM, ZE SN s EM
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5 5L BR S5 RFAE BE 0% A 2500 e N 7K B2 PRig % 7R K
3.3.2. BMEEE &I

RBLH) AR g B TS e TE PRB 1R R b T B AL, M i e ik B B B (] A 4 11
Eh 115 C=Coe™ o I TF 8 5 YA SEIG, FRECAS R 1) 45 24 (075 ek B Bdis 38 P ARk /)
AR SIS HAE BT LA AT, B A E ROBLRZ Bk O 2.00 0!, X RIS 6 B0 0.35
h.

SRR N R ACAL T B DABE KIS BRI Co v 1.54 mg/L. HARHIKIKRE Co v 1 mg/L 1E B E Hirsk
T, WRHETS YA AR5 12 SR, SR A3ty =2.303/kx1g(C, /C, ) AT IH5, LM G153 Hi5 YW1t PRB
ARG I E IR AE A t 9 0.50 he

Wb S SR B o 2% PR B SRR LAZISAT A E N 3R, I N2 4 2% SF = 10 X 3B v 528 I
ITBIE. KIEAKX b=V, xt, xSFIHERHEIRIEE, 48K 0.6 m. FI, S&NRKEETIRES

—

LR TE, i fR PRB RGN KA EB1T, KRR R E R &N 2.0 m.
4. R 5L
4.1. SRITHINEE
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Figure 2. Pollutant concentration trend chart (monitoring period)
[E 2. ENEARS YR E E I E

W7 BT WAL AE S ELX (10 1, #E PRB L 5~10 m). PRB KM EITHG H, WK
KT ARG 0.5 m A i%)s FUFELIX (32 1, FE PRB i 1~500 m). Haillsiise g HoREE 1 WOKRE,
BN 24 N H o RN EIERAY . 1,2- "R ONE i, RIEEAREATIE 3 I BCFIE TR
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2

WA ZBRAUAE: 2 PRB IR FICALER S,  HIK AR BE RS € 4ERFAE 1.8~2.2 mg/L X ], Z:fR%E
15 85%, 4 GB/T14848-2017 (M N/KREARAE) TVIEAKBE R . FUFHLR KR CE ) I BdE B,
AL E A AT 1.48 mg/L PEE 1.0 mg/L, BVl A 32.4%.

BHUG AR e BARTS R 1,2- A OIRIREE 146 633 pg/L &R 55~65 ng/L, FfiEs
1% 90.5%, %45 A TR AT HIE T AN A T SRR R v 2 S A R

LB R RLEE: BARTS e ILE 1.19 mg/L, 35 FE S 0.04~0.05 mg/L, #F 4 GB/T14848-2017 (Hh
NAKFERRIE) IVIKFESR . R /K TS G363k B FUR 1% H br .

4.2. ZArBRiEIERHLEH
PR - W R AR R B . B TS e S A A T OTE 4 B R P AL SEBL T S AL i) e 2

YUERWE B T E R LA FI(FLAR 1~20 nm Y8 FEFLER o5 Loik 75%)%E /N T ML RE I H 35
(103 PR IR IR B R, 220k R AR B, R A S e MR, WA JE 396 4 5 R 1 11 8 1 3 4 S o )
AR EENTREEER - P 8:2)X1 15 YW I 75 5 0 35 = T3 — /v I, Ak i& 25.3 mg/g.
HEZ BN 1A R > 0.99, R IFTEVER 1IRLFLIR B 5 36 A 1 b LB BT i B AL, SRR i #E 5 fLiE
N

A TE I R RROSE . A Bk I FES Tl AR R U Bk 8 1 (Fe™) 5 S 7 45 & AR UL R (FeFa)UliE . 5
PRIRIE, Bt A A B AR ALk (Fe(OH ) B A S io 2 T 4% & /6 It — 0 S AL B 8 R . 2 WL B ]
TERTR, S0 22 Bl AR T 31— A AL FR A R A THIR FE I 40%. XRD Kl E] CaFa. FeAsOs 2591
JERMINRFAEIE, SEM-EDS WIS/ i £ 1 & 4 Ca. Fe. Fu As S, UESHI5 YMIAEAN R & AL
DUPE. pHH = 6~8 B EBRFREIL 85%~90%, SUUIE RN EAEZIFYIE

BRI AR TR TR HAE TR, B A 5 R R A Y TR TG A P44 25 - (Nat) -5 7K R R 9
BT (PR A B SN o [FI, b4 2 10 2 55 (—OH)3E B 5 U 1 T R i e U UL 67 4 (Si-O-
F), %W FIAE A B T A0 e R i s — I R R T AT 30%. Ted i TR R, A S5 F Natfl
LR EAEPEME, Kd (F/CI) = 12.5. AL EARAUA 1200 RAR, TEIAEAE L8 1 5154
PIAS e E P A e B A

4.3. FEHIRIAMER M S

BUEBANE R, Tk - K171 30 PRB BUESR S5 98 60% [ BN U &, FRIR TR A 25%,
HIARBLARBINT 5 em, ZERF T RKFIATEE . HRARF TS /KR 1 M ZARBLAE K 3R B
ARLHRALThRE 7 X Beit o AR TTHEENL GRS M RB BRI R G, 2T IR v IR B AL R 7K i
A, HRGEIRE KEA BEE R 7 B EUT5 GeP St ), SEELYS Bk [a) e B B TS ) 5E 71 5
B DIRE T X BLTE R Z R R E4MARR, KIRBETMEE. AAIEEE A ORI E . FkE
JER R B A=A ] S OLE T L D . IR IR 12 T O BR B U E R S N/ T, A A A
WEJERREIREE, SIS YA W [ A 5 A e A A B o A 0o B 22 SR P 9 58 i I iy 1 AU R S A
B SEAE RS SRR R RE,  TE OB T I R K R

4.4. KHABITHE SR

441, Fr RS S ZEHLE R RIx S0
A 5 S (PRB) SR A R, T R ik SR A0 (FeOO R Fex O I = 2 2
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EWWARGSIENERE . 2P RIRZI, PRB REUSE REUFE T IHFRIE 5%. 2T 3) /1A 5 B
WUGUE, IR 3 AT S%EMIR, RIS LB S5 5 R B RE IS S BT i, SRS B e
. KON N EER AR, HB T AR EAE 5 N TEIREL 30%, TR BN T 20%
BT, AERF IR E BB A RE -

4.4.2. BIRKICHFGTRTRBIRLKL

St RN ZE I T KK A BRI 51 R TS R R T BORS, MEEE T B RO S B R G
% R GUAE UL AR B S I 3 R K 2284k, T SR % S BRI B RE D, A E AR S
MIAHIRUE, %W T RIS B 100% A 208Gk, BEHEF PRB REUAE NI K & T BTG Jud%
HIRE ST

5. &g

BESE AR A K A R K G A5 e ), A SR IR S - SK TR 17855 ) SN % (PRB) R4
i 2 A R FAE I SEBLRAL I S A LTS A i e i i - 45 RRY], 2 R G R AL TR X M A
SR SO R BT B P RIZE R T 51 % 90% PA_Ei5 Bkt 1] o il S N TS, A3 U R 1% 4t
HELE A PRB (EAES T (SR ) A% O R Z R BE 2 - B R A, B Y E R
BTG A PEE R RN, S T Eais RWIIFED Lk, RN BRI RS 85%, T
T R A FACNDIR FE B 32.4%, R T XIBUKIA SR & .

R - W R A B bk ARSI A BB R, AL E 28 R 2.65 x 1072 cm/s, W)
BYZEIERE 0.6 m FIRZ LBt 24, R T AR B PRB 4541005 20 BB & OGN . 5155
BEBAMEL, ZRGEA A B E R RIS, EBERBERL 6 MEANZE
TARKERGE N, S TS ReRY RS A B, VRIS T KR Ais A R TR
A BARTE 30 BLI IR B, B 25 N il RAL IR LS SE IR T (R /K5t ARk ) (GB/T14848-2017)
IVEEIRAE (2.0 mg/L), B8IE § ZRGEAE L PR TREN H P A B 20 o 45 T AT 1k

AR TR BUF O EAE T AKSCHUT 26 15 PRB S5 BT HR LSS &, 83 297 B B R LA S — 3%
RXEETTHIERRBIR, MRS T SIS ATHLE R [FISeAE T X5 G s 25 4ER 24K
Y. SR, WFIUHAR SE T 2 15 R sE PR L AR A 53 & T RO IR LR, HAERE
A7 v B BE S DR A S R RE A i 2B SRS T R IR AR TE o ARSRIT FU T SR A T AR B A AW B AL A1)
fEMT, S S BRI RS RS, 22D 5TT PRB RGN KR EE 5B AR

SE 3k
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[2]  HAR N RN E E & B A I A e a R, I E KR B 2R A 2. GB/T14848-2017 Hb /K i b #E[S].
Jbmt: o ERRHEH R, 2017

[3] WhilR, EEK, BEE, & RE TGS e T KRS S AT R[], 46T, 2020, 40(12): 45-49.

[4] X2, X307, BEH N KS Ga BRI FESHR ). FER L, 2016, 25(s2): 158-162.

[5] A NRILAIE AEAEREGES. R KIS T i2id [ RAK R AR HE B (AT) [S]. Abat: ARSI AT, 2022.
[6] EdAR. ¥5 9 N /KFVEIE I N3 (PRB)EATE Fudk FE[)]. 8 TR 24K, 2020, 10(2): 251-259

[7]1 #EE, H%E, RE, % WBE AR R TN RD]. ERERE, 2021, 41(10): 4579-4587.
[8] HaE NRILANE EHFKI R LR, PN RINE E 55 & R E 5. GB3838-2002 HiZR /KR EL R

EARHELS]. Jbat: H EAEERF 2 W R, 2002.

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2025.158121 1083 LR AT U


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2025.158121

X, PRI

[91 A N RILAE A AR ETES. HI25.5-2022 @ 3 th 3875 Qe KU S i fB B (50 5 384 B EEAR T ZohmEIEAR
S [S] AbxT: R E S RG], 2022.

[10] F¥adk, X6, ZRERA, & BB N KE GBI TRED]. ST, 2019, 48(11): 2585-2588.

(111 Z=E#, 20w, flE, 25 ZMETIBE N 5 R AE SE T 700 R R =B AT [I]. R AR, 2022, 40(2):
206-213.

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2025.158121 1084 LR AT U


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2025.158121

	PRB技术在地下水氟污染管控中的应用
	——以浙江某化工园区为例
	摘  要
	关键词
	Application of PRB Technology in the Control of Groundwater Fluoride Pollution
	—Taking a Chemical Industry Park in Zhejiang as an Example
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究区域概况
	2.1. 地形地貌与地层岩性
	2.2. 地下水系统特征
	2.3. 污染现状与特征

	3. 材料与方法
	3.1. PRB系统设计框架
	3.2. 反应结构选型与介质优化
	3.2.1. 结构选型
	3.2.2. 反应介质筛选

	3.3. 关键参数计算
	3.3.1. 水力特性参数
	3.3.2. 吸附层厚度设计


	4. 结果与讨论
	4.1. 污染控制效能
	4.2. 多介质协同作用机制
	4.3. 非均质场地适应性分析
	4.4. 长期运行挑战与对策
	4.4.1. 介质钝化与堵塞机制及应对策略
	4.4.2. 极端水文条件下的污染截获优化


	5. 结论
	参考文献

