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W OE XERWTETAEFM Co(V)Is 1, S5 RAARKERR. frER. CRAG - CE=HKH
Z. 1% (DTPA) W} H ATk pe Ab B, 454 XRD Ml SEM-EDS HL AT 087, 4595408 e %t + 58 Cr(VI) %% B & 0
WRVEHLEL AR . S5 5RR . A ALIR B — BRI 25 T B R >AP R R > TR (P<0.05), DTPA £ 5 gL B35 3l e
TR A WP X Cr(VD) B R B4 5 3E B (P<0.05), 5 gL' DTPA 5 0.2 mol-L™" B BRI ¢ ik ¥k 78 T
[E kb 10:1, Wik 60 min B R FefE, REZE>2 mm AL <2 mm 138 Cr(VI) % B4 & 543 91 ok 35.42 F1 45.57 mg-kg ™',
B R 3K 5 89.20% F1 86.99%, ExpDecl. Elovich FIRUH HUBL B 3158 FF Cr(VI) ik Bk 3 712433 72 (R>0.98), £ 4
BWUEE, TIERE CrotR &R, HARK I (VWD) L&, 72 #E 8780 . B2 A DTPA 415 ¥
IRV AT R By i B O PR R, PSR 45 SR T o SR BB B Co(VD) 75 e 39 SEBr i 2 (1 5 2%

KEIR ANMHTTY L R RRAIR; R A LR, MR

3 4 JE s e R R R T A O 0 R () T B 4 m Vs Gl g b R 3R s e 3 Rk R
Z . ISP EN K, AIREVEATEBX, E4EE R R GRS BRSHAN
GRS, 2014 4F, Hl (2 E S JeROEA AR ) P (BRI R ) P g, aE
BTG YW AR R B BOR RN T 16.1%, HA KI5 g SALEIR RN 1.1%.

B AE 4 =L Cr(I) A1 Cr(VD) 2 BN SAEAED, Cr(VD) J2EPRA N 3 KEBUES B 2 —P,
FURG, F B A 400 4% i K B P= W B kB 7 (7, S AL B A RO B AR SRR, KR4 5 1 R K
M, T IRE Y I T KIS AR U, 1 U 0 R TG

TIHEMERE AR T M A, BEICRR . SRR, OB Z MR KGR R
W HEERAR, AT R E Co(VD) 15 3 158, B A KA LR Cr(VD)™ &5 m a5 R i), %
W . MR . 4. 2 =T L (DTPA). Z kDU Z % (EDTA) #1 2 — Ik — B2 ¥R
I HEA: 2019-11-14; RABEHA: 2020-03-01

ESWB: F|RHHARCNH 58T /R L T L 2T S LT (cste2018jszx-cyzdX0019); T P A B35 5 1 1 78 98 & 3517 b,
K S LIH (cstc2018jszx-zdyfxmX0017)
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(EDDS) S8 1E Ak kA1, HE, T RO BB Cr(V) 15 4% T3 BF 5% 248 b Tk vk iy T
Ve BES B T, HEARLA TEREZM. BT AZEBEERY>2 mm 1y 1, Hit,
LR TR, ANae2miF Cr(VI) 15 4 L e B ACRM, BB Z 8RR K2 mIR T
KRR, A XRBEE R E Cr(VM) & &8 Cr(V) (kLB 5T 8 A iR . ARWFRAR
P R e N A R AT M, B R DT RS R SR Cr(VI) 5 g 3, o - RIS >2 mm A
<2mm, FFHAEMTEXT Co(VI) 7554 HIHEMIEE RE 1, IR RH SEM-EDS Fl XRD 43 H7 X itk BE i 5
TIEPEATRAE, AT AR R (VD) B9 £ BRALE, iz is e IS R RS
1 MR57F%
1.1 i IE

B 1 R A PR T R S AR TS g R, RAETR B 0~40 em. FEALER IS H SRR,
KA A, BER TEIRA), BRE>50 mm KA S AWK, R IR HIEE TR
AT O ASGE A, B R >2 mm MI<2 mm, Z08@WTES S, i 0.15 mm A T & + 4
FEARHACYERT . B Cr f1 Co(V) & i bl S s fe B L3k 1

x1 i EREAMNR

Table 1 Physical and chemical properties of experimental soil

P i S T T
S T S TR~ (cmol kg ) (mg-kg™) (mg-kg™)

Ji+ b 6873 16.02 1525 8.30 22.51 12.09 13.93 5288.00 337.10

HrZ%>2 mm Wk 100 — —  8m 18.73 11.29 13.49 3259.50 328.12

<2 mm WE T 5328 29.14 1718 8.68 26.43 9.77 13.93 5 665.00 350.24

1.2 SRR TS
LKA . KB HFIR . — KEATEIR . UKCTR . DTPA 18It —F, ¥ pral.
SCH X Aty . DR2800 AU AT WL e o9 S 5 B2 T (Vg s i 7K B 0 A AR A BR 22 Rl ) s AA-6680 LT
W3 6 R 3 (B A I 28 A 7)) Regulus8100 % ¥4 37 % 5 4938 ¥ 485 (H AR Hitachi 24 /)5 X°
Pert PRO MPD %! X S 2k by R AT 5T X (177 % Panalytical 23 7).,
1.3 RAREBHES DTPA AA M ESLIE
FESEAT A R WG FE R S5 AT B A DTPA X Cr(VI) 15 32 B SE 52 50 . MEBRFRIL (1 000+1.0) g

Cr(VI) 155 + 508 T AL FE S 1 (LR 1),

e wmR . PR . LR AW B E N 0.01, op AL
0.02, 0.05. 0.1. 0.2/ 0.5 mol-L™", # DTPA s
WIEBE R 05, 1, 2, 5, 10f120 gL, 2 A |

BIAIA 10 L AR [ e HEMR 700, I EL A 1021, i .
PL 800 r-min™' % B4 $F kU 60 min, VLSS, A
B A 06 4 A R 2% >2 mm FIRL % <2 mm, kr | ke
<2 mm +HEAE T AL UL IE A8 E AL .
PR, R R i - R R I N O

BEK O E PR Cr (V) A, A e L et
BRE 3 TP 1RGSR

TEHEAT RINA HLIR S DTPA 4H & ke fe it Fig. 1 Diagram of soil washing device
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b SEa i, HERRFREL (1 0001.0) g Cr(VI) 5 4% -1 T [ il 450 FH S 0 a5 9, AR 4l 0 08 18 B0 vk B2 | SRR
AHLR (FR . AP BRI 2 1R) 5 DTPA #EATZH AR PE 5256, B W [ 2 10:1, LA 800 r-min' 4%
HBCPEMRVE, A G WVE SIS SECR N SR 2 F13R 3 iR, 4 M UF Rk (S1~S12 4b 3y FE A ik ik
(H1~H6 4b#), S1~S6 AbBE M JeiEfT 5 IR . A7 IR M L FRIKUE 30 min, J& DTPA k%% 30 min, S7~S12
LB R SE AT DTPA WK% 30 min, J5 # IR . A7 R FI £ BRI PE 30 min, H1~H6 AbFH Ry HR | FriGR
W23 9 5 DTPA TR A %k 60 min.,

®2 FMEZESHEMN

Table 2 Conditions for combined washing parameters

SEMAHLER, Ja MDTPA(IY-HE) SEIDTPA, JEIMA HURR(BUT k)
P HHLER DTPA ETRE DTPA HHLER
KR WRE/(mol-L")  Bfl/min  ¥RJE/(g L") H[A]/min W (g L") WHE/min 2R ¥KEE/(mol-L™)  [HE])/min
SI HR 0.1 30 5 30 S7 5 30 FR 0.1 30
S2 iR 0.1 30 5 30 S8 5 30 PR 0.1 30
S3 LR 0.1 30 5 30 S9 5 30 LR 0.1 30
S4  HR 0.2 30 5 30 S10 5 30 HR 0.2 30
S5 g 0.2 30 5 30 S11 5 30 PR 0.2 30
S6 LM 0.2 30 5 30 S12 5 30 L 0.2 30
14 BAMIERLEERR ®3 RAMABSREN
15 3547 W H Cr(VI) o [ Ak R S Table 3 Conditions for mixed washing parameters
W R EL (1 000+1.0) g Cr(VI) ¥5 Y + 52 F 14 1 S LR DTPAYHE/ i/
Fi P SV # Y L B ERCO 5 £ 05 e 20 U KW WEmlLh)  (Lh  min
RS 1, 20 5. 8, 10, 15, 20 MI30L, HI R 0.1 5 60
P 800 r-min”" 5% U5 FH Mk 60 min, SCG 5 vk H2 R 0.1 5 60
[[ 1.3, H3 LR 0.1 5 60
T8 FE AT K DR I 18] X5 Cr(VI) 2 B &4CR 52 5 H4 R 0.2 5 60
WF, HERR AR (1 000£1.0) g Cr(VI) 75 4 + 3% T Hs PR 0.2 5 60
I A0 P SO A N, 3 R A R I L ) 5k H6 LM 0.2 5 60

VERI, WRUERHEIEESY 10, 20, 30, 40, 60, 90,
120, 150, 180 #1240 min, S5 )5 #:[R] 1.3.
1.5 TEHSVESHHF

THEpH, HKE | B R ANLTTRNH B A i I S IR Rk i vk )
+ 3 Cr(VI) 5 &% ] USEPA Method 3060A B Ji4 i 5= YEATHT AL 3, {d ] USEPA 7196A thé/ﬂg““”
WoE; LS Cr R CEEMPTAY 8. B, B, B BIDE KOETR TR 6 E
1) (HI 491-2019)" #4705 ; 11 SEM-EDS 4347 K F Regulus8100 #7437 & S H1 i o B2 kG, 43
PR 0.8nm@15kV, 1.1nm@1 kV, ME#EEE 0.5~30 kV, WOEEE 0.1~2 kV, 5% 20~10° %, H
i 80 pA~300 nA; 13 XRD 43 #7% H X° Pert PRO MPD %I X 5265 A A7 S AT + 58057 27 143
FAE, i H CuKo & 47 #F 60 kV F1 55 mA F #E A7 S H R, 20109 f Bl 5°~90°, 6l o &
2(°)'min”', i A F MDI Jade 6.5 #4757 .



1906 ok L OB ¥ M 145

2 #HR512
2.1 AREIKERABHLEEF DTPA XF Cr(V) i5 £ HIE R R

AN Jm] e FE R AR A ALIR X Cr(VI) T3 % T MMk Ve &R WK 2, v DLE Y, Cr(V) + 38 5k B8
Cr(VI) & i ¥y A HLIR Wk B i i M2, B8 T 192, XA [RDRE 9 - 458 A bk ok 28 R v (1R
FR>FPAGE IR > TR (P<0.05). Aig>2 mm +IEAEARMR B 2514 Cr(V) FREIR B3R, ¥ B 0.2 mol-L™!
Bf, 3EFRRE Cr(VI) &% &0 86.92~118.54 mg-kg ' FiZ<2 mm +3EFE B Cr(VI) &% & 7F 0.2 mol-L™" B}
4 79.22~150.51 mg-kg o FER AR VE RO A, RBRR N 76.50%, X5 T UEHAEN B IT 45 R —
Ho. HAIREKE LSS FEEERMA, BF - FRARKS . Hitk, #£H0.1 mol- L™ Al
0.2 mol L' MY BLIR . Fr IR Fl & IRAE 3k Bk JBE 1) I ok ¥ i2F 4 7 20 G IR ok 52 56

350 a 400 -
apa a
= 300 ~ 330pagpa
] —n— B —o— IR —A— LR 2
& @ 300 . g "
E 250} £ —n— B —o— IR —a— L
0 ] b
4 4o 250 c .
E 200 . g b > d
5 paxb 5 2001 be~g
= b bcC ¢ & ~
150 o c d e
& 2 sot A\ a 2
T be \ \ 5 =&
E? ¢ g o 5 = c )
+ 100 : \gg H 100 F d\@\@
? ol
50 1 1 1 1 1 J 50 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.1 0.2 03 0.4 0.5 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
IR/ (mol - L) TRBERIVR )/ (mol - L)
(a) Figt>2 mm1- 35 (b) Frgk<2 mm+-H

T AR FREFRTEAR RIAL B R 22 57 .32 (P<0.05)
B2 TEKREAIERITIREE Cr(V) S0
Fig. 2 Effect of different concentrations of organic acids on residual Cr (VI) in soil
AR DTPA X Cr(VI) 95 3 - ERY ik P ROR WAL 3 Birom o Rigt>2 mm £ 358 B Cr(VI) & &
Bt DTPA ¥ 5 B3 ini Se B AR 4 5, 7RI S ¢ L BRI (66.75 mg-ke ™), ZBRFHN 79.66%; Hi

350 400 ~
fon a op
= 300 p B0r e
éEn %0 300 |
= 250 r =
I I
42 & 2s0f
E 200 E 200 k*
S S r
RE 150 + b ‘%E ¢ Cc
§ § 150 | ; i
—
d
€
C C
d
50 1 1 1 J 50 1 1 1 1 ]
5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
WRPERIHEE/ (g - L7 eI (g - L)
(a) Figh>2 mm+ 1§ (b) Hr&%<2 mm+ 3

T AR FEEFIRTEA AL IR 22 5+ i 35 (P<0.05) .
B3 TEIRE DTPA 3 L% E Cr(VD) HIF20T
Fig. 3 Effect of different concentrations of DTPA on residual Cr (VI) in soil
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H<2mm +IEAE S gL IFFR R Cr(V) & & 4 107.29 mgkg ', ZBRF N 69.36%, 4k L2 1wk g,
DTPA Z: 8 K Ca*, Fe' UL K™ Wi Ar 66, A3 Cr(VI) A9 423, AT B2 i Cr(VI) 19 FF 1%
B, 0 A R MR P, R, VEEC S g L DTPA A by 5 il e B By bk e 7 EAT 4 & I e 52 56
22 KARBHEES DTPA tHA MR ML ESLE

R R R, — K IR A HLER A DTPA X Cr(VI) Bk PE R 1 2, (3 £ 5E5% 83 Cr(VD) 7%
SRS FEF, BTN, (V) 5k ts . R R AE 225, HErh A2 4 )8 iH e
TR B 38R Tk pExERE . I, B RER . A IEIR . LR35 DTPA HATAL &k BE, REAN
) 4 e 70 % Cr(VT) 38 () Ik v 3k 51

M1l 4(a) AT, REZ0>2 mm - HELR MR UL 5 58 B Cr(VI) &% & 0 35.42~92.52 mg-kg™", 45 4b PRIk E
fiE J1°M S7~S12 4b 34 >S1~S6 4b 3 >H1~H6 4b 3 ((80.80%~89.20%)>(75.32%~81.27%)>(69.91%~85.85%)).
16 S10 Zb PR, +IEFREE Cr(V) S0 M 3542 mgkg ™!, EHRFRKF] 89.20%., LA MkiLm T KW
A B AR, B T R BRI Y Cr(VI) W & i A 2 WA T R bR e R B, 4R TR R A
KRR IR, T A 35t 2 B Fa @ 45 Cr(VD)o 1R A V% 1R 288 SR 00 bk 358 (P<0.05). 3% Al
AE L T KR A LIRS b B 5% pH A%, DTPA fERRTE KM T AL T4k, W& & A /e e,
AT Cr( VD) 19 25 B SR A AR .

i 1] 4(b) T2, Hi %<2 mm + VLS 5R B Cr(VI) & & 4 45.57~142.02 mg-kg ', 0.1 mol-L™" FlI
0.2 mol-L™" Z R 5 DTPA il J¥ k%t i 25 B AL Ky 54.95%~63.06%, (KT LR Sk ve s i, ZMR1R
MEATHE B 6 R 5 0 W Ao AL 2 S5 s Rl , Cr(VM) 5 DTPA JE AR E S &R 5 V)
Hobrity, I LR R (FE ), SRS Co(VD) & micm P, S4. S10 Fil H4 b3 5
T3 FR B Cr(VI) 43 %] K 70.74. 45.57 F1 62.30 mg-kg ', WRPEROR Y5 T RIZE& AL FE (P<0.05), FR
Xf T 4 A VAR R DTPA 55 Cr(V) 286 S i OGRS, W () 2 BT A S AR A G 3=
T Ak 2% S I i il L O P REGE O AR S 4 L PR IR B B AU BE R AR Y. S10 b BRSE R DTPA 5
Cr(Vl) BE% A RN TEACE SR, WA ERm ) Co(VI). thF () 5Tk, Tk
Ji5&, 1CrOy . HCrO;. Cr,03 % & 15 T3 ny M Bty A L PR Mgy, PRt 38R M Y Cr(VI) 72 iR 1R
R R ) R R R, XA 5 U T K I S VRO T R R R e B . Bl DAAE B TR
BB Cr(V) Bk, FRRIKVERE NS 4T 0k - HEPH RAKZE M, i B, L S XER 0 P 45 &
i, BABRRZ, REREE SR AR A S Co(VDPY . R, HER HAG B A il ek,

500 - 500 -
. it 1 18>2 mm S1~Se4b¥ _ A 1 3<2 mm S1~S64bF
T PO mms7-s124bm S HI~He4bH T 40r mmsT-s12phE S HI-HeMH
< 400+ < 400 -
en en
E, 350 £ 350
Eﬂ 300 | ﬂﬂ 300
S 250f S 20f
S 200 5 200t
R
= 1sof = 150
% 100 (| [ab ] % 100
H sot| Db H osof
0 0
S7~812 $7~812
Ey sl KA FE
(a) Figh>2 mm+t 1 (b) k<2 mm+-3

TE : FIZH AN R B 22 e 835 (P<0.05)
4 TREAMELIRZEE Cr(V) BIFZIT
Fig. 4 Effects of combined washing on residual Cr (VI) in soil
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4%

REHF A W MR K AY Cr(VD) 38 S50k 75 PR AR X 32K 89 Cr(T) o

AL, SRS B A RAR A PLRR 5 DTPA 41 &k, ALBER AN A — IR IEFI AN 2, I8 fE
A KRR B M 4 v R % >2 mm AR %<2 mm 3 Cr(V) B 2 BRACR . H L, #EHCS10 Zh B (5 g L™
DTPA+0.2 mol-L™" FR) 1 hy e I 20 5 Ik e 30 1E 47 20 65 IR e A B R 3 52 6

23 HEEEIEIEZRE Cr(V) 220N
WA R AR P EENEARS
B, A R N (L RE AR 1 Cr(VD) 1Y
AR LBRAS, I ELX IR S A AL A 2
FEEEM . B Sl S E A 11 3
IZE 1018, HHEERE Co(V) & & & i >
(P<0.05); 4 [ R 10218, K 2% >2 mm
Al <2 mm + HE 5% B Cr(V) & & 7 5l oy 35.42
mg-kg ' Fl 45.57 mg-kg'; Bl & W& EL 4 4k 2L 3
hn, Cr(VD & it JL-F R RS (P>0.05). W[ L
B4 28 T8 b 8 ) 5 Cr 38 e FN 4% A fiE 1 1A
B 1 ek i DR B R B A AR Cr(VD 5
IR ) 70 43 fil O B A VRORH o (S B A
10:1 4902 30:1 BF, 3 Cr(VI) 14 2 fif 0

Fig. 5

350

300

250

200

150

100

50

L5 B R Cr(VD it/ (mg - kg ™)

5
Effect of liquid-solid ratio on residual Cr (VI) in soil

I 2 >2 mm 35 R <2 mm+- 4%

1:1 221 5:1 81 10:1 15:1 20:1 30:1
Wi L (Lkg)
VR FRE TR I L T 2% 5 35 (P<0.05)..

R E L3S £ 3R % BB Cr(V) BYS20E

AT (P>0.05), IREERIFUR AW R RS, IRk 20 Cr(VT). A, 5¢'L' DTPA 5 0.2 mol-L™

BRI I 6 E W I LA 10 1 bR AR B

2.4 HERTE) T HIEFKEE Cr(V) S =

M 6 AT, FEMRUERIIA, 4G WX Cr(V) ks e b, HHEFR B Cr(VI) & 2 B R 45
Ko BEFH MRPERT A AYEE K, UL ECRAE 60 min B Wi AR L%, FE 60~240 min 2 [8] 35 $1] W B} ik 0 - £
X5 B AU R B S U B IS — 8. R >2 mm F1<2 mm 4 38 B N B BE Y AE 0~40 min
(P<0.05)c #72%>2 mm +IETE 10 min B +3E5R B Cr(VI) & &0 130.92 mg-kg™, ZBRFILF] 60.10%;
MR <2 mm +3EAE 10 min B H3E5R B Cr(VI) &0 255.37 mg-kg ™', EBRF(LUH 27.08%, 40~60 min

400 [
350 F
300
250
200 |
150
100 1 ij

a
S\.\\\.
A I
d d d

s sk B Cr(VD & it /(mg - kg™)

50
ol d d
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240
IRUER )/min
(a) $ig>2 mm+ I

EHEPE R Cr(VD & it/ (mg - kg™)

400

350¢

100

50 -

0F

300 F
250 92
200

b
150 F

N\
. e e
\\\i

€
b 3

0

30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240
R ] /min
(b) k<2 mm 1

T AN BRI TEA R 0] £ 22 57t 135 (P<0.05).,
&6 HIERERXT LK E Cr(V) B9S2 0
Fig. 6 Effect of washing time on residual Cr (VI) in soil



%78 FolE . KIRAHURAMDTPALL G T2 X Cr(VDT5 4 LI ikt iE 2 1909

NEAL VT B, KL <2 mm 5 B Cr(VI) & AE 60 min U 45.57 mg-kg "o ARSI NG
), +HEFR B Cr(VI) & i AR R A R B RN (P>0.05), i PE BRI AR B, 60 min 2
A 39E Cr(VI) 152 B i W2 P48 %) Bof 1) e, ) 0 2 e A AR R I 1]

Cr(VI) 75 4% + 3 () Ik v 3h 7 24 ] 38 4 XUH %2 . Elovich A1 ExpDecl A FEATHI G, 45k 4
AELT i 7s o A IR BE A AR 20 DR DR ST s o 0 b 0 - 4 o B Y, R B g B B R
L A A 285 i A I, R S N I B — e Ay e A R R A R A A BT R4 >2 mm B DR
Y0 <2 mm +HE 3 R R R? 435K 0.984 7~0.995 9 Fl1 0.985 4~0.997 8, 43 F T Cr(VI) Ik Pk 30 1 2
AR B3 Co(V) W UE R 7R E 2 ) B R ], AN S R R AR, i R R e
PHOEIE, A HT Cr(VD) 9 f# W R AR S AHY 8. BL <2 mm - 3EXT Cr(VI) B9 46 i 8 3R e 18, 3
S A Ay AR - 336 JAT B R0 b 3R T BRI B 2%, Cr(VD) 5 4 3 SR TE iR 2 19 2L A0 B ) I
24, AdH: Cr(V) RO A6 R pe R A1

F4 OV KENNENESH
Table 4 Fitting parameters of washing kinetics of soil Cr (VI)

I R A InS=Alns+B Elovich#{iS=Alnr+B ExpDeclBs—A el i) 4 yo
R PR 2 R FrifEiR 22 R FrifEiRZE
2 0.9847 20545 0.985 3 44618 0.9959 12535
< 0.985 4 6.806 1 0.987 1 6.0039 0.9978 1.046 1

T BEE HRARER A, RIBUR, PREREMU), B IR

100 100
90 90
80 30
70 b7 b 00
- 4 {5’63‘: "
® 60ye; — Elowchff% s 60 %
i / - -- ExpDec {5 ol [
Eosops  TT U AR A % osoff — Elovichfiz
Z a0l Z a0l - = ExpDecl {1}
= j = o e WU BT
30 30 b %
r
20 20 1
0F 10 [
0? 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J O1t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240
WRER []/min WRPEHT []/min
(a) Fige>2 mm+ 3 (b) HiZ%<2 mm-1-HE

7 EIECr(M) kit s hEF G thsk
Fig. 7 Fitting curve of washing kinetics of soil Cr (VI)

LERHEIE, WIS gL DTPA 55 0.2 mol' L™ FAE M i A4l A kbR, W ELoh 1001, T ik
YE I [E A 60 min, M BF, B2 >2 mm A <2 mm BB B Cr(VD) & & 4> 9 A 35.42 mgkg !
45.57 mgkg ™", FZBRFEHIHN 89.20% F 86.99%.
25 HEFEHERFZEE Cr(V) LIFEHIE

R 5ATH, Lh5g L DTPA 5 0.2 mol' L™ BRIk BE, W LA 10:1, #k¥%E 60 min 5, #E
HH i b B A 3 b A Cry Cr(T) AT Cr(VT) &5 (P<0.05),  ELIRVER P E R K60 H Cr(VT). K 44>2 mm
+HE R Cr. Cr(I) F1 Cr(VI) 22 BR 343 51 K 45.99% . 41.15% F1 89.20%; Hi% <2 mm + 3 K 60.62% .
60.37% F1 86.99%. . T B G Cr. Cr(I) & 58w, H H 6 P58 09 16 55 R0 A 4 8 1k W I 1%
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% o WEVEJS B 24 >2 mm F1<2 mm + 3 pH 43 9 x5 HEFELECSETK
#3.91 F1 4.54, + HE pH Sif 1 1 g 5 Cr(1) 1 Table 5 Comparison of soil Cr before and after washing

Cr(VD) B8 3 A 52 ma A2, 3 ok 532 o Y0 AH v g 1 e HHREO BCo o cdly GOy
WERE | I R AR R S A M AT A AR AL, BTG mm  (mgkg) (mgke) (mgke)

pH

%ﬁ ﬂl’ﬁj /ﬁ‘{)’"ﬁﬁu ]%Hli/i\)% E/‘J ﬁ%jj [29]O DI PALMA F— >2 3259.50 2931.38 328.12 8.02
%[g] A1 LIAO %[30] (¥ ﬁﬂ:%ﬂé ] ’ %,I j:i% pH 1E <2 5665.00 531476 35024  8.68

34 ZEE Hﬂ' , Cr(VI) % w%ﬁ[—% 5 :ti%ﬁji% e >2 1760.50 1725.08 35.42 391
%TX{[ Cr(VI) E@%Wﬁ%j}ﬁ%’%’ i H+ﬁﬁﬂgﬁﬂ:i <2 2230.75 2 185.18 45.57 4.54

Bk R m R E RS Cr B TR RS0, AT 0% B F - SR i i Cr(VD) I, Rk 770 i 8%
A RAER R . HFRF DTPA Xf + 48 Cr(VI) Bk GEHLE =24 3 o7 : 1) H R /E s T
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Washing remediation of Cr(VI) contaminated soil by the combination process
of natural organic acids and DTPA
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Abstract Different concentrations of oxalic acid, citric acid and acetic acid combined with diethylene triamine
pentacetate acid (DTPA) were used as eluents to wash the hexavalent chromium (Cr(VI)) contaminated soil in
the derelict industrial land of Chongging, respectively. Being combined with the analysis of diffraction of X-
rays(XRD) and scanning electron microscope-energy dispersive spectrometer (SEM-EDS), the effects of
different eluents on the residual amounts of Cr(VI) and washing mechanisms were studied. The results showed
that the order of organic acid alone washing was oxalic acid > citric acid > acetic acid (P<0.05), and the highest
washing amount of Cr(VI) occurred at 5 g-L™' DTPA. The sequence of combined eluents had a significant effect
on removal rate for Cr(VI) (P<0.05), the best effect occurred for a 60 min-sequential washing by 5 g-L™' DTPA
and 0.2 mol-L™" oxalic acid combination at a liquid to solid ratio of 10: 1. The residual amounts of Cr(Vl) in
soils with particle size larger than 2 mm and with particle size lower than 2 mm were 35.42 mg-kg' and
45.57 mg-kg', and the corresponding removal rates were 89.20% and 86.99%, respectively. The kinetic of
washing can be fitted by ExpDec1, Elovich and Double constant models (R*>0.98). After combined washing, the
content of Cr element in the soil surface decreased, Cr(VI) compound was not detected, while significant change
occurred in the mineralogical morphology of surface soil. Accordingly, the sequential washing of oxalic acid
and DTPA combination is an optimal combined eluent, this result can provide reference for practical application
of ex-situ washing and remediation of Cr(VI)-contaminated soil.

Keywords Cr(VI) contaminated soil; soil washing; natural organic acid; diethylene triamine pentacetate
acid; microscopic characterization
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