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Study on technological conditions of chemical oxidation for soils contaminated with
cyanide/organic pollutants

ZENG Qiuyong', CAO Jinshan?, YIN Xueping’, HUANG Wenxiu*>, WANG Guohui’, HE Liu', WEI Chuanshui’
(1. East China Engineering Science & Technology Co. Ltd., Hefei 230000, China;
2. China National Chemical Engineering Heavy-Mechanized Corporation Co. Ltd., Beijing 102600, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the problem of soil contamination by cyanide/organic pollutants in Tianjin, the effects of the
oxidant types, dosages and reaction time on the removal of cyanide and organics in soil by the chemical oxidation technique were
studied. The results showed that the chemical oxidation was performed for the contaminated soil by adding Na,S,0¢/FeSO4*7H,0
agent firstly, and then sodium hypochlorite solution was applied for washing, the cyanide and organics in soil could be removed
efficiently. The concentration of cyanide and organics in soil could be reduced below the target value of remediation with the molar
mass ratio of Na,S,04/FeSO4*7H,0 of 3:1, the dosage ratio of compound agent 2%, the dosage of sodium hypochlorite solution 5%
and the reaction time of 60 min. The removal rate for the total cyanide in soil was up to 80.27%.

Keywords: cyanide; soil pollution; chemical remediation; oxidant; technological condition

CLC number: X53

KISk, 25 & 7 2R, 7™k 4544
A Jm AN EE, K R 2R 5 8005 il Je i e 230k
AR Y5 R 3= A Ak YA )y
TR P e A, 2 T S ) - 49 ) 8 K A AR, 3
fifi + S ER BT i M e PR RE H 38 N I%, K fa
TN N ARSI St S8k
- B, FRE RS YRR 16.1%, H
HR AR R EE | R RE R RS G s A E BB i
11.2%., 2.3%. 1.5% 1 1.1%., 15Y2RI 0L AL N

UgiS HER: 2020 - 10— 17
TEZ BN WHE976 ), B,
BEEE: H4101991-), 8

F, AYEIR Z, B A&RE L RN, THLI5 )
R AR SR AR A LAY 82.8%1%), Bl A5 K
AR (e R IL RN 3875 YeBhvaek ) . (i
152 FH b A 380 G XU 457 45 bR 1 : GB36600—2018)
R (o1 b A B8 18 5 e R R 0. HI25.4—2019)%F
FRYVERL ., brifE S S0, 43875 e ) 8 R By iR T
Y H 3552 B4 PBUR A AR 12 T
FACP O A A — 2 B ) SR,
ot e T R TE LI | B,

+ BTG, PR BB kA, E-mail: 985645926@qq.com
S TR, BT ) 1B . E-mail: ¢js4451@126.com

SIRMEE: WA, WA, BT, . SN R G5 § IR R S AE B TSRS ). SRR R, 2022,

48(3): 140 — 144.


https://doi.org/10.16803/j.cnki.issn.1004-6216.2022.03.022
https://doi.org/10.16803/j.cnki.issn.1004-6216.2022.03.022

5 3 1

B % RIS R IR R A R T AR 141

¥, Ry - SEEREE A —R TS QL URY 0 A T K
HR AL B AR BRI 5, [ A A OG T AR )
(FZONBRREKEWY)) A 7 B TS AE B b,
BTG Y TR B B LR A
WRTEN, Asa Al L ARV A IR AR B A
FER AT (RBERR ) 19 25 Horp, fesa il g
AR IR AL I LA, BLA B Jit
PEAHRE A, T 1] 3 BN AR AR, S A )
e P SRR D T 5 22 73 i el e A S DG R A1
BERY P, B & S B AR A H By, RIS
EALEAR T B 1925 MBS 18 52 HOR L R 2 AT
TAEN A B To e - R A,
S A RO I I S AR AR BEAT T Ak 4 Al
LB TR, %558 T AR B AP ]S
WAL L BRBCR AR, K B AALTR T 2% L
L EARIFTE Y 30 min P F i, R A EAL ) T
EALEBE OFMELT, HEEEr LhEiey
SEARDRAFARAE o SR, 0T v v B2 Y & U is e
HE, B — AR AR IR B e Ak R i H
(1, ELAAAH PO, 1A BAA Y &

PR, AT T RS E R AN T AR AL H]
i oK, R AL A b P UG Y 1, i
SEAAALTIFPZE | 2GR IC L . S BC 250 B i A4 Ak
I ) 28 R 3R 0 - e iU ) 5 BRACR IR, e ik
T A%, ANTE TR —Ems, &, 24, 3
TE S A B W5 e LI T 2055,
M KRR b 29 T RS B A, SE & T3 A
RS e E e

1 #MRERE

1.1 KFIE5EE

L1l A& A RN (99.99%, LigkHi T
A AR B A R A R L B R WK (99.0% ~
101.0%, E 255, R BRI (A 30 H =5.0%,
R BTRL T A AR B A BR A R, 3538 R 4
Mrafisn, S K R 258 F K.

112 SIBLE BEbh, BERHE, B K7, rig
K146 (GFL-125), 335 T8 2%, SHA-BA fH IR
Vi, WOARDEEHNAT L6 EE 11 (DR6000 #Y)
12 ZIBAE

121 EEHBRE HHEREMORELEXLRT
ST BT A SR R (1) e D A, R IR
W Y EE BT R A ORE - AR R T R AN
HY, Z BN, AR R Z R

20 cm) R FZ4E 9 7 AT, RAE T2 R . 47
& B2 HIEOREAE 20 cm DL E) R AL X
AT RFE, KT TR 2 (RS o
122 EHZTLE @TLERE R
PR ZR, S DR UE - S8R S AR, AT AE— R T
FUR BB T AR SRR & 5 RO IR &
FE S, T 6 4 A ORI IR S IR S,
FIH DY 2 s B 2 E R AR . RIS 5
W AS e, SR VB LIRS - S nse, JF R LA
HECKH 10 H A8 1 7 o b2

123 E3EAKRFACK RGN E  BEAY G E
Fie H A 0 e Ao (s AR AN S
AW B0 % 43 e G VL H 745—2015) 34T, +
T 7K I ) AR S8 7 vk Sy B A T Y 1
AR E Tt R AR, 5 HCAE mi, b5
BB TR O A (105+2) °C Bys R T1E
RS 3~ 12 h, ZE TR TR A EE R (AT
30 min), 2 & B0 /E m2, TS & R EIC
1F mo, HIEPEKERTHE, (D),

FKE =

1.2.4 A FE  ETSH MR SCE T R
LR 25, BERR AR | o IR h G R Ik
3 FPEGFIVE R AR A B 53
125 #Halmwsie  (Drg bl B, X%
JH 500 mL B EEBERR, A BEpR BRI 200 g 5 4
T, A A E AT 2 I, B K
24 1 min, 78 25°C fHETRF DRV 24 he S ibab
BN A 3, He R RERR A, W 3 s e
YR g . (2) A AbFRIEC FIE A . BERRIK
TR . AR ERER AR IR 4% 3 P2y FIAE A AL
BBy, Wit =R IECAE ., FER 1 i
5B R R R A5 24 7 Y JEE JR B i L 43 i 4R 301
2:1 f1 1501, PIER 2: b iR Eh 5 0 e W2k 2 i 24
B i, 4% B TR Y 0.5%. 1.0%. 1.5%.
2.0% F1 2.5% 53 s PER 3: WA TR N A%
i PR 3% F1 5% PR IE .

DI b =R R IEASA T, S AT 4 30 A~k 2
Je FRE &, XA PSR T 40 5 -
1.2.6 %A B4 % (MR EER A+
15 Y UG AP bnifE: GB 36600—2018). (Hb T /K i 2
FrifE: GB/T14848-93)IV ZhriE A CAEIE IR K LA
FrifE: GB5749—2006)), [R5 f2t Sk b i) XU 425 ]
{8, A3 A9 - BT RS R B HARME, W3 1.

x 100% (D




142 IREE LR R %48 %
£1 HRFEAYSENYEE BFE 2 EBEENE
TR i H B2 BirE
1 d b AL /mg kg 9.86 21 TETLEYVIRIRE
2 tHER D S A /me L 0.10 SRR e RS HE RER, R S ALEATAR I R
3 giaff 0.64 SRS Y TR E, BRI ER 2 A 20% L)
4 atg 0.20 N
LA B2 B I
5 ZHIRmgkg!  FIF[b]KE 0.64 W““w“@%”%tF%f? N o
6 — S [a ] 0.06 2 1], KA Ts g 3T 4 s bR AN IA
7 BiF[1,2,3-cd]iE 0.64 br, Horp =@ M NEAR . I S EUR R
8 =S Hmg kg 9.50 O B E AL B bR T, O AR R A A 2N
9 NS /mg kg 0.30 55%. 71%. 54% F1 83%.
*®2 MWk TIEEARELERS
HRTEA D) s N e -
R (VOCs) IR MEEVALAY (SVOC) /mgkg FLY
' =R INARS FIF IR IR EEIE O BIR[L,2,3- THEPES BRI
mg kg’ mg-kg ' [al#  [a]tf [b]PCH [a,h]& cd]iE WY/mgkg!  FAY)/mg L
s1 24.60 1.12 <0.1 <01 <02 <0.1 <0.1 20.60 0.577
2 18.60 1.09 <01 <01 <02 <0.1 <0.1 18.50 0.553
S3 25.60 1.10 <01 <01 <02 <0.1 <0.1 24.08 0.597
S4 19.30 0.88 <0.1 <01 <02 <0.1 <0.1 21.50 0.613
S5 17.10 1.06 <01 <01 <02 <0.1 <0.1 22.05 0.621
A 21.04 1.05 / / / / / 21.346 0.5922
(/% 3.81 0.097 / / / / / 2.04 0.027
22 wFaAHERIE pHEMEL 1 AT, HER A 5 4 EHERE B AL TR I 1
RS AL FRRT S pH EAYAELL, WL 1, pH (B34 & T il (pH=7) , Ui B 5 - e A b 38 5
121 N S R
28 LA B R R o e, AR A AR TR pH PRI
B {3

s1 s2 S S5
eSS s
B 1 EE4RAETRHE pH EHTY
20r
2) —&—3:1
181 -0-2:1

=i~

1.5:1

0.5 1.0 1.5

2.0

BRI A N/ %

25

H7.99, ZAb R EAEAN B, (R R pH (E%
i AT T, FOFEAME R 8.376,
2.3 HFILRAFAMEX TEDFHHERIR
S0

AR A T T A, 5 3 4Lt 4
B4 H8 bR BB AR R AE BT 16 A HERE 5 o 34k e
B, PRI EEES 3 41FE 5 (S3) R TT R IR 82505
245 E LU S i 3 A BRSO R
M, DL 2,

0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25
B E GG %



553 49

B % RIS R IR R A R T AR 143

R BEC 2550 AN/ %

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

0.50
- d) —A—3:1
= 0.45 —-0-2:1
2 ——1.5:
G

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
R BRI %

HE:a) Fb) 3l Fn YRR I 5% F1 3% I, 23Erh BSULY) LGRS o) F d) 20 BIFORRERREHA Ly 5% 1 3% W, 3G b8

B ZBRBCR AL

B2 HFHELLREERDGFIRMEN L EP LD ERIRBIZM

P2l PR R R R 5 B R AR TR A 245 77
F14) E 7% o e B — B0, B 25 A2 I 245 390 B3 o Rk S
iR 1 FH 2 (R0 AR 1k, 25 R e 1 Bk
AR LM TR A 2 2 B EE
IR EL LA 3:1, EBCARIB N = 1.5% i}, 113
H R AL DR B A I B BARE LA T (& 2a Al
b) o & 2(c) F(d) M2 BH Y 24 50) B8 /R Joit dk i LE
3:1 HAEBCZGHIFNNE =2% I, +35832 1 W rh s
1&%%&%%‘%%_@ HARMELL T, 75 B0 P8 A0 02, I

2) —-3:1
- —0—-2:1
j.‘n
gly
=
é
NIRd:
%
2
& O
_H
0 1 1 1 1 1 J
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
S BC 25 7 042/ %
o,
&0
g .
=
&
#®
%
£
=
.H
0705 1.0 15 2.0 25
SC 25500 0 /%

SURRENIA AT Ay i G - A PR A TP AR BE R, 1 2
3 R AT LA 2003 3 S A 1 25 BRABOCR
AT L, SR BB 5%, 1 HRARER 5 5t
R L Bk ke 245 79 1A JEE JR JBiE HE O 301, S IRE 25 4%
e =29 i, 3 B AR R SR
Wy g 2 BRACR B4, KERFRIE 100%.
2.4  ZEbb R InERT TR AR SRR
231 L S s e ok - S5 v oA L) 25 BRAICR

E‘qu;ﬁﬂl'@, WL 3,

—_
(%
T

—
(=}
T

AR E Img kg

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
BRI/ %

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
L2 N8R %

TE: a) il b) SrAIFRUGERRAR NG 5% F1 3% i, L3P =R AR ERBCRAENL; o) Al d) SrHIFRUSERRER NG 5% Il 3% i, LI E@ss

BrormgEfe
B3

3 AL MIRA AR BN E =1.5% i), % 5%

B L R E B AT R MEX LIEPENY ERUARHIFIT

F I (9 S PE 24 590 %8 3 P oA LD 114 25 BRASOR B



144 Ry RL

548 3

KA, FUBARA ML 2 B S R B IR TE R
HARME . R SRR ANl 5% W, 25750)%F
T = O RIS EOR I R BRACR I B AT
AR A 2 A R RS O T, il iR Rk
T R 7 VR 5 245 70 %) B R B o LE R 321, XI5 e )
()25 BRI I A T At 2 R L. BRI, SR
AR 5%, 1 HRR L5 BRI £k R
A 25500 A EE R o b oA 301, TS 2G5 B =
1.5% W}, B RCL5 I L3k =@ OB RN EAR £
BRACR 47, His gk B4R TE R HARE.
25 SEHEXTSEAYEBRYRNIMm

Sk LN S Bt T3k A v T30 B A 1) S, 7 [
E TR (B R 255018 it + 385 =1 2%,
WA RNV WAL N A 5%, i B R £k 5 B iR 7. 2%
IRE 25 EE R BT A LL il R 3:1), 2R E ALt
164354 15 | 30, 60 FI 90 min, %A AL F] & ¥4 1E
FH B TR] G A 2 BRASCR R s e, DATI A 9 5 1)
B AR N ] . SR AR )X AL 25 BRASCR 0 5
M, LI 4.

30¢ 10.8

-
) 25_ %n
2 0.6 &
2201 §
= S
® 15} 0.4 &
= 10} 5
E {023
B S =
= -

0

(=}

1

5 30 60 90
A 4L BT [R]/min
B4 SURE A EREEL N

Pl 4 T, AR e JRE B A AL B T ) SR
M 3Z8 T R AR, 24 5 7 B[] =30 min B, 38 i R
e BE AT R 28 BAR{E LA T (9.86 mg/kg) o
24 i W E] R 60 min B, 3R R RS AL
W R =B R HARMAELL T (0.1 mg/L) . 4RERIEK
SN]SR 2 BRRCR A

3 #Hig

£k L, ARSCE X E N S AN R
155 HIETRNA B TOR, A E 5 T e A
ARAA ZR A TR R R X5 G ) 25 BRASCR B 2L, At
R A R S LA A 2 R L e T 58 i T 1225,
KT R ARM TR BRI, e
FAEBE WA Je LR R T
FAF g A TREN AN R 5%, S TR BRER 5 5

TR I 426 10 8 R B i Ly 301, S R 2 4% &k 1
SR 2%, RN EA 60 min, 4RI T2 5544
JT A B () 1= 3 v AR RN A ML U R 34 T
fi Z6E HAMELUT, X L 5ed g ey . 1
FHHL) LR E X 80.27% | 95.51%, 1Effi ik
2R AR BF AL TS Y R R, 2
FA R AL AT LAREAR 25500 I 3, 15 2938 B AR,
i L AT DA B B — AR AR R0 25 Bk v MR P Ak
L EAN TR, . FBRACRARAY A

£ E Xk

[1] ZHAO F, MA Y, ZHU Y, et al. Soil contamination in China:
current status and mitigation strategies[J]. Environmental Science
& Technology, 2015, 49(2): 750 — 759.

[2] LI C, SANCHEZ G M, WU Z, et al. Spatiotemporal patterns and
drivers of soil contamination with heavy metals during an intensive
urbanization period (1989-2018) in southern ChinalJ].
Environmental Pollution, 2020, 260: 114075.

(3] 2=, 2h, ¥ ke, 5. 5 T4 LS Ye iR T BT e g (1],
e, 2018, 49(1): 232 — 242,

(4] Mg, B 1575 Ye R BUR K B B0 4391 (7). BHL A1,
2016, 8(17): 141 — 142.

(5] Bf, AL HaHE. ST IR B 1975 e fE K a5 T3 IE T 3
AL, XAIETE, 2019, 3(25): 88 - 90.

(6] PRAES), MO 5E, (Taide. (4 4275 Yotk B0 A 2 S VBRMT
(1], AR FREERL42447, 2017, 36(9): 6 - 9.

[7] WEI Y, WANG X, LIU X, et al. Thermal remediation of cyanide-
contaminated soils: process optimization and mechanistic
study [J]. Chemosphere, 2020, 239: 124707.

(8] LR, IRIENI. & T AT Y H R sr A i 5 (], Kk
T.,2019,33(6): 36 — 38.

[9J AU W, YU X, GU J. Phytoremediation of cyanide and iron
cyanide complexes and the mechanisms involved[J]. Applied
Environmental Biotechnology, 2018, 3(1): 53 — 60.

(10] Rz, A8, AENEEE. T -1 [ /AR AL B R, IR B

HIL[T]. PR, 2015, 43(15): 28 - 33.

(1] ZEE XL, SIS, FMVERHT, &5, 5 0 LI B S HoRDFoT i e
(3] A28, 2011, 30(3): 596 — 602.

(127 BRBH BTG, 7K e 2 pip I b 75 Ot SR/ VLo S bk i i (0]
TGPPIAEIAR, 2017, 30(4): 30 - 33.

[13] % 2R3, B SR, 22 8. TSR (SVE) BORBIT
[J]. FREEAI L2, 2006, 32(6): 62 — 65.

[14] AP aE, ZEREAR, BRI, Z25UBR TS Y T3 5T 2k (0]
AL, 2016, 11(2): 61 - 68.

(15] A i, BRACHE, 8 E, 5. i BRR R 15 1L = AL BT E R
(3] fb2F3ER, 2008(9): 1433 — 1438.

(16] wHedr, Jo %, BRI, . BB B R EL T AL AR R A BT
YL nRToTHE R L], BAEE T AR, 2015, 9C12): 5659 — 5664.

[17] k¥, P, 4R, FALY TS Y 0 th2g Sk B 2 i w
BT, AEERL2E2E4R, 2009, 29(7): 1465 — 1469.

(18] gk i, e, ThEN. AR B A Ab 22 S AR A8 S H R B
H-FEAE A5G T K IEE TR ], R F
2£,2016,42(3): 154 — 158.

[19] SRIEERR, #RA51, 22U, 45 M {7 PAHS 15 3¢ HIRAY HLZ)
AR S EE [T, Al BT R4, 2014, 33(10): 1904
—1911.

[20] M, KT, HEZ. IR AR BARLEEZ T T5 B
T3 L. B8 PAE TR, 2019, 27(4): 69 — 71.

(211 {55, skFEMg, M 25, 55, A b 13805 YL e dr if R A S 1 &
B I]. m A, 2021, 15(3): 230 - 231.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114075
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2096-4595.2019.25.020
https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2017-1220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.124707
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-1267.2019.06.013
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-1267.2019.06.013
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1004-6216.2006.06.020
https://doi.org/10.12030/j.cjee.20151202
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:0253-2468.2009.07.019
https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2014.10.005
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-8206.2019.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114075
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2096-4595.2019.25.020
https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2017-1220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.124707
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-1267.2019.06.013
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-1267.2019.06.013
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1004-6216.2006.06.020
https://doi.org/10.12030/j.cjee.20151202
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:0253-2468.2009.07.019
https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2014.10.005
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-8206.2019.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114075
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2096-4595.2019.25.020
https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2017-1220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.124707
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-1267.2019.06.013
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-1267.2019.06.013
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1004-6216.2006.06.020
https://doi.org/10.12030/j.cjee.20151202
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:0253-2468.2009.07.019
https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2014.10.005
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-8206.2019.04.017

	1 材料与方法
	1.1 试剂与仪器
	1.1.1 选用试剂
	1.1.2 实验仪器

	1.2 实验方法
	1.2.1 土壤样品采集
	1.2.2 土壤样品前处理
	1.2.3 土壤基本理化性质的测定
	1.2.4 药剂选择
	1.2.5 药剂配比确定
	1.2.6 修复目标


	2 结果与分析
	2.1 土壤污染物初始浓度
	2.2 样品处理前后pH值的变化
	2.3 药剂配比及添加量对土壤中氰化物去除效果的影响
	2.4 药剂配比及添加量对土壤中有机物去除效果的影响
	2.5 氧化时间对氰化物去除效果的影响

	3 结论

