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LRAR T Cr e IR A A AL SR I WP S I L DT T A S B S O DA SRR L TR
A B A S A AR R RS A T %ﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁ Crim g KIS I BR, IR KRG e e
S5 Cr BPREEIE KO R, LA 18 52 )5 S 4l 04 30 XUR: A8 PR 225 4R 0

1 T3+ Cr WIFEITA

1.1 CrBERS

M T Cr % 5 i T 4544 0 [Ar3d’4s', CrAEZ MM A SIEE, BE LEANA Fh F 2L
Cr(INy #1 Cr(VI) 77 7F . AR5 BCR % 22 48 Bk, Tﬂfii%ﬁ H Cr B AR TE 28 R0 43y 55 IR 18 R
AL AR EA, TEAE . RES. BN Cr WIRAAE iﬂ%ﬁlﬁl%ﬂﬁﬁfﬂﬁ WpH, AHL
B, PR A . RSN g 3 M ARTE Y Cr m;&iiﬁ%{’ﬁﬁﬁtﬁ WF5T 7 pH A HLE 4% fin i
XA CrE &R, & B pH B AL A A A0 £ e 35 %, A P Cr(VI) 7 &2k
A, Cr(ly ¥4 . 5345, Cr 955 AT 4 US4 43 7 B 2508/, T Cr 19 7] S840 28 R0 AT 3 s A5 21 49 o
Py, HATAA AL SA il o X R, MRYES M FIA ALBTA AT Cr(V) By 38 i A 55 12 7T $2
BUS K Cr ) il b RS Ml E AL Cr itk . B Ah, B2 U8 38 9% T I8 ML R X 22 [ R (Leersia
hexandra Swartz) 16 2 213 Cr AT SR W . EEMEHERE, 23S Cr T8 Sd 05 1
PE, TIRIRZS 5 R .
1.2 CrEHERR

Cr REf8 5 - 5 vh Z R A ot & 2B S A IR B (D)2 FERR PR BRI b, Cr(VI) 2 — P o Ak
), BAAEE B EAEFE B AL (B, (Cr(V/Cr()=1.33V), it 50T B8 bk L 67 h—0.13 V.,
FAN, HHERE# A (E,(O,/OH ) = 0.40 V) Fil Mn(IV )(E,(MnO,/Mn*") = 1.23 V) REMETE i — & Al A AL 2R
B gk Cr(T) 7= Az %A AL /E A . PALMER %5 P05 35 5256 UF 5 T ¥ i 06 Cr(T) 19 480 Ak & — 12212
MIEFE, EE TR Z A X ULE R SRR S AL Cr(T), HIFIE & =S f7 . i BARTLETT®!
WS B, TE® T g Cr(h) M S AL Cr(V), FEA H,O WSS, PANEPLI, fH
ey 5 & Cr() YRR Y % A v, 80 R K Cr(VI) ¥ B T i . LIU 25UV 3R 5 1 B bk 36 5 v
Cr(OH), 11y 3 F 4 AL B . 45 8 KW, 0, X} Cr(OH), 1Y %8 1k STk 7 FL 8%, 1 48 B[] Y (10 d)MnO,
TR 5 LL B (51%), MITER W] (365 d) SL40H, MnO, L& AL DTk 5 L i i (78%).
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Fig. 1 Oxidation and reduction of chromium in soils'* %%’}
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+ e 05 8 R Co(VI) A L 45 Fe(ll). ®ifb® . A ML . #4455 . BARTLETT Ml
JAMES™! D) J2 THOMAS %5 58 T A [] pH 21855 T Fe(Il) X Cr(VI) A9 3A8 ML . 76 A [ pH 785 Bl Y
S 2 AR RN AR S . o, AR pH 8T RS (pH=1.5~8.7) T, H T Fe(Il) HA BALH
AL I B AL (B, (Fe(T/Fe(1) =0.77 V), X Cr(VI) F 8 & 2009 0 JEAE A 5 ifi 78 s A% (pH =
13.5) (R85, Fe(Il) BEWEIE i Fe(OH), [ B &=, Fe(OH), BE 5 ik J5 A gl iy Cr(1) & i, JB
B Fe-Cr 3L UL ¥y, Mol ik — 2 2 #F Cr(V) 19 38 Jii . MAHDIEH 45 PV 58 T 4 Fh & 1L 9 (CaS, .
FeS. FeS, il Na,S) 7E AN [a] pH 454 F XF +- 3 rp Cr(VI) AY3E JFACR . 459 &, CaS,, Na,S fil FeS ¥
REWE AT A IR Cr(VI), 17 FeS, MIRCRAE . o, ZEGrE L3, X Co(VD) 34 B 8 3 i) /NI
47 : Na,S > CaS, > FeS > FeS,, 7EHF1ELHEF, FH: NaS > CaS;~ FeS > FeS,. 7£ 55 i 4t 1 1
Hr, JHFE N : Na,S > FeS > CaS, ~ FeS,. BARTLETT 452U Y B 5% - 58 v A5 ML Bt ad st Cr(VI) 19 5 72
o, REEFEOGR . BRI . URAL . R4 AECROSE IR B 1Y AR L SRR 08 4 E A L BT X Cr(VI) Y A i fE
1o WAL, AW RN AR W S AR PR AR, LA B S IR BN PRI SRR, 3R T LUK Co(VD) &
LR EYIERNIG, S A iR 20 HAk e,

1.3 Cr BN S Rk

Cr(1) 1R 25 5 9 - 598 Jie 44 W B T2 AR AV 5 A B AT 0E ), axX bl T R 4R - H I A 3 1 il A R
g, A AT BH T (i Cr) MR, R B2 B Cr(VE) (930 ~ 300 £i52%, Rk, Cr(1) 3 % LA
KA A AL B AF Y B, SO FEAh 0k . R ALY . 4R R I A A S A X AN
v B s B 22 U B b, HE T RS RS P AR, Cr(VD) 3 DL A 5 i R B BT (i
Cr,0,”. HCrO, #1 CrO,") JE XA 7E L4, Ao e iRme i, 7F LiErh A mERaE 0, L+
Xt Cr(VI) 32 210 W BEE 6 45 AF i v 5 S 10 A PRGBS AR IR ) 9 AR L PR . A M
B IE 1 AL & W) B A AR TR E L B2 3 A2 M pH A ECH T BT 21 43 09 B2 e T A i g B,
SHI ZEPVBFSE T Cr(VD) 7 14 Fp R 3 A7k o X T 3T . pH. Cr(VI) PIER MR E | AR
PLJ Fe. ALY () E ALY & B8 H R X Co(Vh) WMt s2m, JFasr 720 S R ma A i, 4558
FWH, Fe. ALY (&) ALY FJE 5 B 3 X Cr(VI) W BFF A9 = 52 R 25 . ZHANG %554 38 53 30
75 W RS R A I A AR SIS T R R Ce(VT) (AR M4 . &5 SRR, (VD) WItRik i, +
HEXF Cr(VI) 10 Bt i bR 22 o b, Cr(VI) B9 W B 36 BH 52 32 pH A9 520, 7E Ik pH(pH=2) i, 14
Xt Cr(VI) W B BE ) e 38 . X M Ry, pH AR fb & 5 B0 4 HE e T 1F L for 19 3 A1 5 HCrO, 22 1]
PIFRRIR S| S, SRR NT Cr(VI) ARy . [WIB, FEAR pH 454 T, Cr(VI) BA T & i 48k ik
JREA (1.33 V), 5§68 5 A g Crr gk i i Cr(VI) S di /> o eAh, Msesi g 1, (V) AN
S EE, SN AR, R R LSS R o T FEFREE R E A K vh R, %
Ty Cr(VD) WS Rk, a1 18 s 4 .

14 CrHYniESARE

t 3 Cr PiE R IR —U0E, 5HE SRS IR ILUT5E UL 56 P51 I8 B 4%
BUCPEAFE, LW T, Crigt¥ 5 Fe ¥ W Fe-CriL Ui JE . DAISEPT 5 T Cr(l) 5
Fe(T) #3450 A5 5 e AL DT sE ALl . 380t X R ir &3, Fe-Cr LPITE S Cr(TM)/Fe(TM) ¥
& . (Fe,,Cr,,)(OH), ULIE W 4k 27 i o3 . DLTE W 0 i 1R R0 2 DA R A B R T AL g AE R AT G ik — 20
PR Cr(T/Fe(I) L, #RIE T 349 50 -1 RN 5 02 -4 9 2R AR T 1% (Fe,,Cr,  )(OH); B TTTE M %, 45
R, 7EE AE R Cr(Iy/Fe(I) ¥ B W, Cr(M) REME W ML R, SFEOA W I
WOk AR KA s AR A 3R b nT OB SRR DTE . ORIl A SR Y Zeta HLA R T4 BT
Cr(Iy M PIVE . MR &I, SLDivE PR e A R R LR A K, £ Th A 2 nm 3K 5] 4 nm,

SR Cr UUVE Vs A 46 19 I R A6 138 pH. AHLERECY, Bildn, 7EMRYEZ&(F F Cr(OH), & k4
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FWRE . B, LERER . F BRSNS FANR S Cr() B KT S S .
GUSTAFSSON 4 U A ] EXAFS St 3% 8 R ¥R 58 17 Cr() 5 KR A HLY) B S IR ) B9 45 & 1 H .
EXAFS 45 3R W, 4% pH(< 5) i, Cr(1) 5 2 I ML A28 540, A Cr-O-C Z TRl 1L i 1
s MifE pH > 5 B, SR Cr()-5& E R4 5 Y (CRARMIURIK), 74 Cr 5 CoZ Al A3
HAEH . CAO W R AL 1 Cr(l) 7 L A AT o #E—20 500 T £ 58 Cr(1) B8
S5 AEVRIE W Cr-A LR SY), mite T Cr() £ 3EP T, XEFRK, Cr()-F
MLERTE B 1 28 & i i 7 0 e for sl DA R o0 7 B S AE 5 S IEAR Gy B AR ) T 1A B HE e 1R
FH, BTG R A R A A R
15 CrEYMER S

WE 2 s, e Cr % 55 A AT LUE o 3R Yy sOm ) 0E TS+, v 2 g [ 4/
e ALY Cr AT RE A2 08 W 5 30 A W 0 S i s s BRSO W sl ) /R R s Ce(VD) g i, i i
ALY . AR S, R, AR e R Cr(V) EEL AL N . AU AR L
o, 2 A AN A i 3 R R M A R T B ML A 2 R W (EPS) S Cr(VT) 1R H . WANG %M iiF Y &
B, Pannonibacter phragmitetus BB 53 W\ ) EPS B W% A7 5 b J5 + 38 b Cr(VI), X 2Kk, EPS L&
ARENERAMEMABIEEN, BESEEG SR (W), 54, BT Cr0,75 SO, s T4t A
AP, Cr(VI) BT LA 4 A6 RS - A B i 2k 7 s 3 8 08 A 240 iR Py, 9 an 400 mE I AR & 7T LA 3 o
PR 1k iz B W 3R 5 Cr(V, 1 ks e 12 2 4 P R 7 g i B Cr(VT) 934 J 32 22 h
AR AR 125 A I8 R B 58 A . ZENG SEUS R 5Y T Oceanobacillus oncorhynchi W4 Wik it Cr(VI) B9 &
WAL AERABL, AT S Xt Co(VI) 1 25 BR R HEALA 11.1%, 11 240 Jif 15358 73 o LU i ik 82.9%
KR, HAH B E Cr(VD) B R i =20 &

V2 YR &£ 550E Cr(VD), FEICH R MRAER M, U Dicoma niccolifera, Sutera fodina LA
J Leersia hexandra Swartz SR )38 13 4 2 B BEVE AT, 2 Cr(VD) ZEAE AR . 25 gl 21 g AR R0,
JAN Z5 0 R AT RRAR ST T 24-1 3 Z N ERIT 3 T AP0 E AL R R X5 Co(V) BRI AR T . 45

Cr(III) Cr(VI) Cr(VI)

rgon
5% Cr(VDHE
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Fig. 2 Rhizosphere effect and microbial process of Cr contaminated soil
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T, WYPURL SRR BT SR N BUE LR (0 MDHAR. GSH. GSSG Ml GST 45) i i 4 & DL S
P E AT (40 SOD . APX il GR &%) A6 3% o A7 5C . VAMERALIL %5 P 38 3xF i 55 46 9 A s 1) 1 458
IBE (G 48 A pH AR AR S 06 ) FITRT 3% 250 AR AR FIAMME TR, REBS M Cr(VI) B & IT 9L
JE R Cr(M) FEAREEYE, U/ NEREE XS . SHI A8 | FH A1 A TR B Hebeloma vinosophyllum(Cr(VI) 4
TR F Pisolithus sp1(Cr(VI) it 32 TR BR) 43 BIERSE T Cr XM 520 . 25 SR KT, Pisolithus spl fig
% b 2 AR IR P AT S Cr & it S b, [RIB BEAE OB 2 1 10 2B KT AR BT T Cr T 324
2 CrisRiptig S8 5N
21 CrisRippIes
TE Crigde g S, BT . TR TR A Co(VI), 38 H 2 50K BEPE Y Cr(VD) i
JERAREEPERY Cr(M), FE— 2P0 L A sl As e fh,  DATT BRI Cr 78 35 58 Hh i) 3 78 M 0 2E 9 vl R
PR BEEXT Crig Qe my M, ZFE% Cr 15 4 3 nYa B 508 2 ey DLAg ALAIR, sk 1 s .
Har, Cr(VI) b JFEIAR R HE AR IE (BEMEk . Fe(l)). ik (SY). MkKE (Wi, JEHERR) 446k

F1 Cr(V)REMERKMER

Table 1 The common system of Cr(VI) reduction

ERR AL SFHI i i IR 2%
R PRI 2R VIR WD EE?}%&—‘E% DIA jcﬁj[

MR INE2.5%, it

Cr(VD)JFi i 474485.8 mg-kg ! Va ik RO IR 153
Tt S me
Rib=5:1, g o -
ok fﬁg o ff_;ﬁgﬁ“m 4 BB HEPCH (VD TR SR IT84%  [54)
pH=6.0, Cr(VI)Ji i 4 Ny, Lh, Cr(VD)FHR LR
4.65 gL IR T Bk 90991 |- [55]
N =N b, = H—Il\‘ o Y v
PRI o/ DRI L Btk CHOVBHAHRRERHIEO9 L1 [36]
PR T A R} X
A=A A pH =7.6, H,SIKE . ;
= 7.6, )
800 pmol-L™", Cr(VI) IR Titfl & ot 16 ! ]21 mmmcr(xl)m [58]
40 oot BEREARF12.6 pmol-L
pH="7.5FpH=5.5, #HRHM e g
N 2 C =W YAN =]
S HERCOVDREM L4 £ RO I g0
BRHERRE 100 mg-kg! IR
=58, [ 1g:100 mL, ‘ X
N e ST 2 dRCHOEREIEI00%  [62)
60 hP Cr( V1) B ik 51 74
pH=72, Cr(VI)FaifkE K Aeromonas hydrophila  Cr(VIMEE #3435 50.200, 64
20~100 mg-L™ ATCC 7966 0.175, 0.125, 0.090 [64]
IR R REEY 0.075 mg-(L™"*h™)
pH:7.0, CI'(V[)EE%W}Q SR YA =1
PTS - . Stenotrophomonas A A Cr(VD TR 33 1
mmﬁmﬁg io} 300 . IR maliophilia 100%, 98%-99%F1920 165
MRS 1.5%, it . . i e
(V)RR 5100 me-ke . i é’VMﬁFeS@.HA-Cr-reswtant 90 dEi%tCr{WﬁﬁgﬁﬁT (6]
. 25, L HENLE60% microflora [%99.16%
Lt e H=7.0, ¥HCr(VDikE
& pH=7.0, #FJ4rCr R e L e = St f L — s v 52
A =AM T k- e KR S R
0.l mmol-L", JEECVYERE KW AR = E Lk Cr(V) I Kb U % hy (671

0.2 mmol-L-" Shewanella alga strain BrY 5.5ug-h™
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HRFEHRIFIRR . WMAEWSSHERIEEZR . UM S AR A S REAER 34, K
o, BREEM R TR B R AN BR B TR SR RE 7 L B T P v R BN MR BRI e AR R A, BIACR R B R
Cr(VI) 75 4 4 e 5 A7 1l S A B 2 —B2, ZHOU 25 i FH 28 H 42k U ARG 5 42 AR SR AE & Cr(VT) 15 4%
B3, g5 R, TSR AT 92% B9 Cr B B R, Al o mE R E AR T M
By, sBMBEE Co(V) 153« LM E B . 748, HF Co(VI) & i 00 6 25 48Rl 5558« nl i vk
BALY (0 Na,S. ZHiILES (CPS) %), BAFRAL . KAL) (FeS)™. YUAN %0 [ CPS 1 & 2 24
A, HUAR R B R 2] CPS F1 Cr(VI) {5 G4 i 3 . 25 2R R W, (WA I L3 B 3% 1Y CPS Al g 3%
A% b Cr(V) 32 M, 115 mg- L' FFE] 0.51 mg L' #4457 ] FeSO,-7H,0. NaHSO; .
CPS FIH @ WEVE iR 5], ®EiREL . CaO. JKUBAE N EALARE AT, Xk o< F i SEpLAR) Sl i
M T HIEBE . R E T E R OV B s & & 37.3 mgkeg ', Zad kAR 1k
B 5, LT Cr(VI) & & T REER TR R, 2t Ce(V) v B2 R AR T4 s FRAE .
T HIEBE MO Z . AR, & DE AR 8, e R 3, Rk
Y= ™, g . B, AR EA REREH, SARRUAEENERA, FHE4
Wy e BA W00 W BFEBE g Al SR AE R0, BASHIR 45 R e A W o8 T &) g
Crim Qe R . S5 R R, BohnH RS A 9 s e 98 A AL AR B e Co(V) MR, TR B X 3 b
KRR . B MRS EA MR S A .

FIR A E R Ce(V), BA 7 RN TR HUANG 619 &3, BT A TE M UEY)
Aeromonas hydrophila B& W A %00 /0 + 3 vh Cr(VI) B9 & o HaA JF I B 35 240 15 41 Bt 70 A4 i ;i 19
it J5 . BALDIRIS 459 & B, 45 2% [ BH % T8 &K Stenotrophomonas maltophilia A~ {3 GE W% it 57 155 ¥k &
Cr(VI), B XT Cr(VI) #ATIR I o 43 80, IR A v 1% 5% R 3 it i PR (CheR) A2 3] 17 QBRI

MAEMS 5 RE IR IRIEER R, A Cr s g 5 7 i B AT R KRB0 110, TAN 0% F|
JH G AE 2 7 3808 TP R 7 4 R A B AR A Wk B [R5 e i AE B & Cris Qe 13, &t 90d B4
&, d3EH Ce(V) FRET 99.16% s ZHANG S5V R K A9 (il IR AT . B8R B[R] 55 Ak 2k ik
JF B (Shewanella Oneidensis-MR-1) %f Cr(VI) i JE ML #E17 0F 58 o HAL AL H A IS . WA P Xt
Cr(VD) B9z B . 9 v Fe(llh/Fe() A Ak 246 Fhad B b ™= A L F R R T35 8%, LR Ph &
il RN [E1E s SR ety A
2.2 Crisiathg S fE a4 HA 1N

TESEBR By, MK SO BB A K R, 3T BEA ) Cr(1I) £8 2 #2E Ji Cr(V), Cri5 3
RIRHEGER SO, B, #E 2019 4, EEFLRE (EPA) BRI AT H X 18 MERE Y
Mo FF e Cr MU, S-S5 W0 s fa] 8 4k 20 4. 4Nk 2 Fros, 78 18 MR b A 11 1~ 4%
PR & BE Cr ¥5 4%, 3 1~ M (Town Garage/Radio Beacon, BFI Sanitary Landfill, Saco Tannery Waste
Pits) 77 7% Cr 54« #845. H., Town Garage/Radio Beacon i 7K Cr BY%% FEE#E bR 5 RFEIL S A K, 4
KK R VR AL B, Cr ¥ A bR . 7€ BFI Sanitary Landfill 373t H, il o RECGR i Bf . 3
TOKEEEE . AR S A IR R G S S A, 37 MR S 5 R ) B R I, 23 s G
Yy Cr b FK B E HARBRAE 100 pg L' #E 2019 45, k58 B 5 8 U< S8 1 1 19 1B 40 A o o
MW-=9 M1 T 7K Wi I (PR )Z 2 e s B oK) Cr AR I A K2R . H 2004 4F 2 2019 4F, 7RI xiALHEAT
29 IRHURE 73 M AR IR 18 A, [y S - X Wa I o it ¥k 32 142 pge L', T 7E 2019 4F 2 2= I 1k T 7K
o Cr 1Y BT 5 R B2 267 ng Lo X B 43 A 7] DX S B 3 ek 457 MW-10(05% )2 356 245 b T 7K) 6 Cr i i A
W MW-9 Hr Cr JiT 5 ¥ B2 (%) 1 2l & S ORI I v s e ) Cr ek 2 A M Tk B g it . 78
Saco Tannery Waste Pits 373t H, 38 1o X 22 47 HE AN HE K IX 5 35 BB A& &2 S8 050, T K Cr g
5 HBRBR AL 100 pg Lo 7E 19922013 48, b 3k 4 /K Wi I () Cr JT ko 1 34 % od /K 18 52 FR
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Table 2 Long-term monitoring data of EPA Superfund Cr contaminated in post-remediation sites!””
iR K AR
FE R W5 gLy &= it WEAEDY  Crfs Crli vk il
ik
Bennington
| Municipal As. Hg. Cr, REEmMME. £808. BuEnkds 10002010 & WIS A Crli R RS Ak 3l , B
Sanitary HHLYSE KALPRARGE . DURYE o A PR
Landfill
. Crlf T YR S A IR TG
BFISamitary  As. Cr.  ZeiiBIEIRG . 0 F AL . Ak s EKEREAETRIR, &
Landfill P AR 3 2 5 1994—2019 & MW-OrTCrlitRmy A &4, Wil
R A TC A AL
Elizabeth As, Cr, V5 X SRR, 505 Yt kAL el
Mine LA Rk 200420090 e | BRZCORDCRIRI A
Parker As. Cr FMGFEEE . WK FERSE . Sk
4 Sanitary N BRI RRGE . T K RITEEN 19992019 7 o T KA Crll A B AR
B
Landfill Wi
Pownal As. Hg. Cr. EFWIEE. BALIF347 b0 3 550 Wi _
. > ARLY & 7 o
S otamey  ARAE R wEKGRwEmmw 00 20000 @ JRTARCHRER
Tansitor As. Cr
i N i, A f — il .
6 Ele(;tronlcs — RS, RHA W 19992019 = Crpfl 56 KA W I 4
nc.
S (T\¢]]| R
SacoTamnery  As. Cr.  BEYHERUHEKICREGEBLN . AhZpEE B PARCARRITEINR, B
WastcPits  ATHLA o Gehss 19932019 Je MW-ILBRGDREAEAEL. b
0 e A A TG I AR A
Hatheway & As. Cr. PR, AsToY i kA . .
Patterson HHL A Bk, TEIEGYe+ B A B 2004-2019 & PR AR
Hocomonoco As. Cr, DNAPLIELN R 58, JRIRIEZE, 15 e
Pond B T E L 1999—2019  — Tt = Cobfl SR WA A
Nyanza / , N,
] As. Hg. Cr. MFKBUEEMIERS:, KIS, 15 el
10  Chemical L ot [ LR, 1990—2019  — Tt = Crpfl S KA W I A5
Waste Dump
Silresim As/ M N PR, IR /SAERE, T
11 Chemical LB I ORAEEGCG T OK . . B 19942019 7 HF K Ol R AR o
_ B .
Corporation B, IS
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Environmental behavior and fate of chromium in the soils of
solidification/stabilization post-remediation sites
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Abstract The chromium (Cr) contamination in soils has posed a serious threat to human health and ecological
environment. As the most popular remedial technique addressing Cr contaminated sites, solidification/
stabilization can effectively decrease the toxicity and mobility of Cr in soils. Due to the complex and diverse
environmental behavior of Cr, however, there are risks of pollution recurrence in post-remediation sites. This
review highlighted the environmental behavior of Cr, such as oxidation/reduction, adsorption/desorption, and
dissolution/precipitation-in soil, as well as the migration and transformation associated with plants and
microorganisms.. Long-term monitoring data of contaminated sites were also summarized. The environmental
fate and key influential factors of Cr in post-remediation sites, where solidification/stabilization was employed,
are discussed. This review will provide the critical information for the risk management of post-remediation
sites.

Keywords chromium; solidification/stabilization; post-remediation sites; environmental behavior;

environmental fate
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