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Abstract

Nowadays, the treatment of petroleum hydrocarbon contaminated soil has become a hot topic.
The extraction of petroleum hydrocarbons from contaminated soil has become an important topic
at this stage. In this paper, the phytoremediation technology of petroleum-contaminated soil, the
mechanism of phytoremediation of petroleum-contaminated soil, the influencing factors and re-
search progress, as well as the further research fields needed in the future, are reviewed, and the
advantages and disadvantages of phytoremediation technology are discussed.
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Table 1. Comparison of advantages and disadvantages between phytoremediation and physical and chemical restoration
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