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Abstract

This article takes the project of environmental governance of a construction land in East China as
an example. Through the overview of the contaminated site, the overall remediation goals, the
remediation technology and effects, the purpose is to illustrate the importance of the in situ
chemical oxidation process in the remediation of semi-volatile organic polluted sites. This case
provides ideas for the environmental governance of similar polluted sites in East China and even
the whole country.
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1. 5|8

Bt o B S T AL R R IR, R Mk A NI X ) 3 T ARG, K & st B 5 et .
Sy R s e oot Bl R S AR B = ARV AR G S, RIS G iRk B R AR i E I R . B
TR Bk, 8] E R E R & s 4 o LUy EE .

E B A AR R S E B I G P R — Mo A B BR, TEEAME VLTS e R B 2 TR
MNHBZ . ZHEAREWHREEW M. BT 2 RBORET5 W5 e i HIE R R K [1]. X5
P KA T A ok, HARMESCAEDIRRR2]. SHAWEERARMLIL, LA HEREE
AP, RORBE, HeTH T2 ME TS G I AT R K 3] [4] [5].

JR b S 7k F RS E T2 B 12 05 A HLT5 e = 338 70 37 1b o9 R 36 PR B A B A 2477 S5 g+
AT PR AME R, i TR ENE R SR AR R IRE RN, B AR LBRE LG R~ 03
R, DUIEEE RS IR H BI[6] [7] [8]. HEEFARRA KA. BEHEEMR., N IR R
SEARFA[9] [10]e ABFALE A ERARHIX @ W H S IR B SLbr R f], BEWHELREMIEEMA TS
EAS 4% VA WL TS b 3 T () mT 471 ol R .

2. SRR

bR TR, (RN 33,806 m?, B SO TR, ASRELRUAE A AR YR+
S YR A . VRGN AR KBS, LA, A e il sr B3R 2R IR ) B, ZKHR(Db) R B A H(a)
FEAIEIH(1,2,3-c,d) A FE R Ab T A AT HE32 K, A0 T BIa . @ ws Ya B TES, 4
iz g 3SR N 10,936 m*, BEIRE D HINA 0~0.5 my 0.5~1.5 m M 0~1.5 m, FEBEML
FEHN10,191.5m’, GERIERTE 1.1, BidiE T8N 11,210.65 m’,

3. £E BfFRE

WG N 3215 e HIREME R G, K285 YW i ORI F8 A5 75 18 BB AR SO A NAE R B FR R AE 2
SR, L I S 2 R R o G T e P A DA T SR . i S KBS E S B
HEBHAT XL, ERE/MEENERE BArE. & BAFRSRMEE BinE g 1 fos, &E&EfEniizE H
FRAEN: HHEE HARE: RIATH WA ya BB B 5 T3 5 G R 78 B 400 2 K (a) BT 0.722
mg/kg, ZKIFbL)RBEMLT 0.724 mg/kg, #IF(a) bk T 0.400 mg/kg.

4. TREEXMETE
4.1. SRITIREEFTERE
ATH T A A YUR A L85 et AT B, i TR il TR AR E & — it
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WMk - B HOTHZ 2 5 . ISR BN > A S K BB 2 -k T, LB, &
TARME T ARG Qs s, iR, R R E B R AL E.
R LAY, S EEE R E PR

Table 1. Target values of pollutant remediation (unit: mg/kg)
1. SEMEEBEREERM: mgkg)

IR ESESEV S/ SR IR TR R 3% 1 PR ARAE GRIRER BAME
ESIG]! 3.500 0.722 0.200 0.722
FIH (o) R 2.900 0.724 0.400 0.724
B
R (a)tE 2.800 0.400 0.400 0.400
efidf(1,2,3-c,d)Ek 2.200 0.724 0.700 0.724
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Figure 1. General process flow chart of repair
1. BERTIZREE

4.2. BOEE AR

(1) &5 T 3% 3% h 5 )

1) g LE Tl XA R X 32 5 XA R R, 328 8 8 RO o ORI AL 2) B 73l i Ak 3 ) 2
SRIGHLEE b, DB IR FUTRIRE M, JCH A S SURE N OIS 3) AR IRV WA K
B R KA 25 AR BIMERI VL2 [X 5 4) RLBETFHb T 7K = ZEAMA XAV KR &K E s 5) POETERT B RE T
(3t b, RARIEREZE MR B R KA BE B A3 /N T 1.500 m; 6) RAEGHRT &, BE TRFTRH
FALL K I SRt o, BETEHE S Y L A B AR E S &

(2) 1BE I T Hh X I8 g 1%

1) T K3 b AR SRS AT B, AT TR 2) JEBT B IR AR R I K IS AR T A
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N T B AET5 e - SEHER 5 BB LA A AR TR K R A Bl 1 AEHERURr A2 2 - 3R 37 3 35 5 ey —
AR, S 50 em, JFHAEREROA AR MAREE — M E 51 398, Rt 7 AR 920 WU AR IR ZK i
BB b BRI b AR AR, ROSF 9 5 m () * 3 m (5E) * 1.500 m () KI2E5T; 3) &
HIX P53 T HERAE TS S 3RS AL A8 A A A L1, JF LA B 1.5 mm HDPE ] B2,
RSP 0 P4 ¥ 200 @/m?” B 1 A1 o R MBI IE S AL i B 52 & XS BB IR, ZE R I2 5 148 30 cm
T, .

4.3. TRESHFLEE RN

IR B Z 2550 F 2. SR K (EERS R MR WA A K. EEEH
AT RS, AR, RS e B T AR R A SRR

X 15 Y L IEAUR W RIS 25704700 WAL 25 7R) KU (G50 e Bk B R I I 42%) R 4L
7 K2 (FZ R N RN A A BOVE N R 2570, BRI IRIT . X T4 54 1~8 Mkef 1%
PRI 24577 K1 LN 0.500% 1.000%- 2.000%- 2.500%- 3.000%. 4.000%- 4.500%7F1 5.000%
(&L, DOIBREAATHIATI: @ LR A5, TR . X TR S N VI BIkest
FIEFIREAL 257 K2 IEOINELEI N 0.500% 1.000%. 2.000%- 2.500%-. 3.000%- 4.000%-. 4.500%F
5.000% (P bt, PLUSBERANTHBHTHEON: HBEEER S, R HEMNEERZARK, REWAHE,
BEATFRAF

M 2 AT, BEAE TR KL (32 a0 o ad B R AN R At B2 7.2 R 15 B 34 T, 35 ik FE 35)
B TR, 2 K1 RBINE KT 2.500%8 (LS BREREN ), %75 R IR EESME T2 5 B b
MIEWEF K2 (FE R A BB AUE MBI LB KT 4% (FEth, PLUSERBRMHE, 7559
PR EEIMR TR BAsE. HT K1 Z5F5h S E MBI, 255011 pH 8K, Bk, FXMEEEN
3% pH BEAT IR . GG A LA LT AT MRS RS, AEAB SR Lk A v R F B0I0E0 2.500% (LA AR
B BTEALZGF) K1 S5 e Rt s Sia#, s E 513 pH S TR, B2y e R 550
itk 3.,

Table 2. Results of small scale experiment
2. MALIREER

RS K () B /mg/kg ZKF(b) ¥ B /mg/kg I ()t /mg/kg Bligf(1,2,3-c,d) t/mg/kg

JE+ 3.500 2.400 2.800 2.000
1 3.120 2210 2.470 1.910
2 1.870 1.910 1.320 1.530
3 0.830 0.890 0.670 1.040
4 0.470 0.590 0.390 0.710
5 0.370 0.480 0.210 0.640
6 0.110 0.290 ND 0.530
7 ND 0.080 ND 0.370
8 ND ND ND 0.220
I 3.390 2.380 2.70 1.970
I 2.970 2.010 2210 1.830
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Continued

11 2.110 1.790 1.170 1.680

v 0.840 0.830 0.560 1.130

\Y% 0.480 0.540 0.410 0.780

VI 0.170 0.320 ND 0.570

VII 0.090 0.190 ND 0.440

VII ND 0.150 ND 0.310

&5 HirE 0.722 0.724 0.400 0.724

Table 3. Reagent selection and dosing ratio design

3. AFER SR mMELIRT

R mAAR WS S = Bl i BN L
> WEA BT i R UL 25 5 e i 2.500%

44. EETIHE

SVOCs {5 LA A MW BE )5, BB KRR, T2t RN, A B i+
XHAREUN, BRI e Bl rh 25 IR s DA HE B HE =, B Jm HE R W 208 2.000~2.500 m 24 .
HEE ] BT AR M R AT B A S R SCRAE . 1B RIE bR A 8 S R A GO AT T R S S
159/ G ub 7 8

4.5. RAUKLEHME T HE

St AL B RO AR AR T AR IR IR R, T AR BRI 30 em. Bl A%
BERSEE G, KBTE I B R Rk h e b, R TR 20 1400 77 .

5. EEUR
5.1. B R

FRYEAH S I MO IR 55 W ARG, Fof FE LT B AN T e AT A I o K5 2=t Y A ) B DA AF B 40 m K 4%
9, HEBRWEIRE INRELIERRFIR 1 NMEESHE, MEKE/DT 40 m ), B—/ME. FEAMSR
WUWi5 g3 300, NITEREAINEE b o5 B 38 W i ™ B 1 K I — AN R 2 SRR, Bbah, T EE AT 4
FEEURE, B KE—MEE . KRR ER % 20 m x 20 m )40 iR, AEREA R 5] K4 9 NRE LR
IR 1 ANRERE, A WIS =W B AT, W R T8 E Bt EE. ek 4
B
5.2. EEHIERMER

RS T RESR, 15 Y IR AL A E B R AT . A 500 m® iR RE IR,
AT H S2hrEE SVOCs V5977 84 14,260 m’, SR 4 30 A H38RE S (e 50 m? 8B3Z L7 BURE 14,
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B A GRS =R AT R, SRR I (a) L I (0) R B I (a) EERTEIIF(1,2,3-¢,d)
B, RIS R T R BRfiE. W0k 5 Pos:

Table 4. Test results of foundation pit samples (unit: mg/kg)
= 4. B RENERCERNM: mg/ke)

M\\’% eSO I by 3 (@)t EI3E(1,2,3-c.d) 1
A ND-0.184 ND ND ND-0.146
A2 ND-0.146 ND ND ND-0.233
Bl ND-0.534 ND-0.310 ND-0.180 ND-0.533
B2 ND-0.266 ND-0.206 ND ND-0.513
B4 ND-0.480 ND ND ND
B3. A3, A4, C ND-0.500 ND-0.330 ND-0.280 ND-0.460

H: “ND” FoRAKH.

Table 5. Test results of ectopic chemical oxidation remediation soil (unit: mg/kg)
F 5 RUNFENEETIRENER(BL: mgky)

T EE )| e e e s s
X b — FKIf(a) R IH(b) KB ZKIf(a)El Ei9(1,2,3-c,d)tE
Al/A2/B1/B2/B4 ) ND-0.190 ND ND ND
A3/B4/C ND-0.250 0.140~0.310 0.100~0.210 ND-0.210
C ND-0.300 0.170~0.400 0.120~0.330 0.120~0.350
C/B3/A4 0.140~0.450 0.120~0.430 0.090~0.330 ND-0.530
C FEUMBEEYE 50 m® - 0.130 ND ND ND

5.3. EHUBK RIS RARE SR

Xf S N AT BEAFAE I FE DT K . HE 08U A AR S 7K SR AL B 0 AR 0T 32 A0 8 /K A i R A 4k
By WRJE RS AL B A AR f T B R R R AR . % 6 A 7K AR R T TS BRI S
Ul PIRKIH .
Table 6. Test results of water seepage and leachate (unit: mg/kg)
6. BIKRBIEBNER(BM: mg/kg)

T Eum

1 .5.51:; — A @ HF(0) 9 HIF ()t B (123-c.d)
A-1 \ ND ND ND ND
A-2 ND ND ND ND
A-3 ND ND ND ND

54, IhNg§

W R A A B R T2 R L RN 14,260 m®, V54 LIRS EE FIAEIBE Bisfl, &
B A% L AT SR AL [BHAL B
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6. &t

T A A R T 0 R X R A B kAT R IRB R B A IRR W, RS SVOCs (R

I (@B HKIF(b)IR I I (a) EEANEII(1,2,3-¢,d) BE) 35 %5 J05 e 22 for Il J g ik B AH BB E H bR PR R 2

3R, AT R S e S b R R R OG T 3  H H AR S R SR . R BIIE B T R L A A A A T

SHETIEEE R ATHE S EHM, BRI HIX T 3 4 [ AE AL S G 2 R0 37 b B (R A 858 v B R it v 2R

B,

SE 3k
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