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Abstract

The groundwater of Liaohe River basin was detected and water quality was restored with the
PRB column for the clethodim in groundwater. And the ratio of zero valent iron and active
material was selected so as that the removal rate of clethodim in underground water was 83.5% -

90.8%.
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1. 5|

B DA TV KI5y, Ak 2e G DV IER R 10 5] I R85 i A H Ak, A 3 0D 44 12 3 s
S (P ESRAHE TS T AR = HECH R EAIEAR LK A IEFIR 25 (A& B KB FREMA S 2,
KRG, FEOT 2 B K E G T K TS YRk B AR 25 BT R P, SR ANATT 8 3l OGO AR 245 7E 45 b
e SEY AR, EEEAN 5 iR B DL NSRRI A Y ) Btk 5 e S5 e, R 25 e T /K (1)
P BARH, EMRSHEE WK EM[1]. M EE (clethodim) i SO il 4 URIE . FER%E, A2
i 3% [E Chevron Chemical 2 & & 56T & I AR R 2R BR F077] . 2010 AF30 U B S 5k 700 (1 [ B i 4
BN 4110300, AN EERRATIZEEDN 1% [2]. ARG EIGEERSEL. KES. UREEN
FRE A WA DUV REfR . 5 4o S . KHILUR, 2@ F A 5 A A b B 2805 G 1)
Jiid, BEIWNAME T BT, B AR R 2 TE R A BE TR 3 B DA B S K O 2, i A 4
A AR N E, ERXM TR AR B A R, A RA Ry, AR PRACRAC S I8 HA
& TR /K [3]. ASSCSR AT 855 S N 8% (Permeable Reactive Barrier, faifR PRB)XT AR 24545 4 i R /K
BEATACBR, X TEEAR — M B2 T3 T AOKG T 18], fE B ARK IR EERIsEm N, 54 ptshic s, [E
SE B s S ) RSP RE B SIORL R AR SOV, AR B 25 Bt R K s B H ) [4]. PRB T A R
R Z S, KPR E S B AR . A OB 15, BA AR, B
SEMBNT. FIRRSEIEAEE . EWRMKE R IR . WESTHE TN N E SR, &8
WA TR REEEA5].

2. REFBRM TR MR K EASMARILR

T K BRI K IR B E ARG, AR NI AR I S B R AT S K R
TRV, F B3t R KAE Tk A b T+ AL E . SRTIREE A LK) H 2838 2 A0 b [F B4
FUR RS, U TR/K BRI BRI R . SRR, BEE TAVARRIRERE, HEm R T K i35 e
K%, KNG RH 2™,

FFE M 70 FEACRIGE ST 46347 1 T K I TAR, 2 )5 S A7 BEAS BT Ao, e FE R 7 i £
RAWIEZ, BEERABORIANR R, JE MR B 7RGk, s EA E 2hiE 6] R 5
A KRR . 2015 4E 4 A 16 H, JEAKAB R ITIHE G K57, St ™ ik IR
POMAZS AL L, BN AR A HTS R HIS, B AR UK, e REUKAE S 24,
T RIETT BRI, BRI SE % 5 5T AE.

B A6 3t R AR B AR B, JEH S AR MR /K A DN AN AL B T A 8 M se bl B 20
80 AR, EKEEISL IS BRI, FEHRN 3 B 8 2K uH THEMIGRIIIEL, KIS
RPNl A . Pagiit, 1983 £EF] 2008 FMIE], HEHE G0 H SR A RIS IER . 1K, iKY
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12.9 ZSLT7K, NBOTNSRGE Vi B AOKIE . SRR R T /KA BT T b rp 2250 R 5, H MBEAL
“HZEEET , JTRMTKIIAEE TR, A Y2 BOREAW 5 s M aE[6] .

2.1, N3t = 4375

AR R K M SEFR B DL R 2L, AEETTIX AIEH 1 8 A M R AR BT, e, EVLRHIE
B2 AN e PERH DMV R 22 AN BH 7 V% R XIR A AT A o FESIIRHIEHL 4 AN HEI Rt 31 PR iR B
ARIVEH BT @ BT A . SR 2 B 55 01 B 34 s RH 00 X b I . AR PRI
I 2 AN e ST NG X o 5 PR R S TR B SRR T AL

2.2. IEMIEIE

DL BH A BH 1 XA 75 A MR K I OK e, pHL SV S 4% B ) S B A 1 TR
3. XWAR
3.1 EHEESHMTKE PRB 8

A BAC /KO T o 6 A5 PR 14 4 S R T 7 A s e L 24 DR G ADoK, IRl
YRR — R [RAE FI S A A RS SRR L R R B R R L, AR FRI R - PR R LA aa R
TR FELAT T AT BRI R - & VR R BT & EL AR

3.2. PRB LW KB REITHZE

NI B NEKE AN 20cm, WEN 2 em IR IERE, JEHEEH — MR I R 51 AR ABEK O . Boar i)
EHAE A T HARIO A = 1 m (B RS h, EERENT, R KIS 2 B R, KRB TR
FRREAKE T, B RMNIX, ffadiEE TR . SR AR, W HOKE pH E PLR S B
o ISR K B O S A e i T S R .

4, LRSS
4.1. RERE BRI ESR

RIGE e B INE N 29, RS - EMEMRRELE Y 101, 1:2, 1:4, PR 41 347 M, SRIRTT
AR - 1S PEAS R 2 b S ZE A0 25 B4 04 B 1 52

HE 2 MEIETTLUEH, fE—auE W, RN ZERRSBEE SINEoR S8 nm s n. (Hid
BN S PRt 87 R SEBR bR R AR R R AR AR IR RN, — N EE A R R
TR T .

Table 1. The results of monitor water sample
1. MMk RE

(iR KB FRAED
T Y s FEM 1 FE 2 FEM 3 FE 4 FEM 5 FEd 6 (GBIT 14848-9)
[[Iey7et:d
pH 7.02 6.97 7.01 6.98 7.2 7.13 6.5~8.5

P4 F

B 220 221 319 219 221 175 450

(mg/L)

7

s 5 i 0.0135 0.0126 0.0185 0.0169 0.0104 0.0144

(mg/g)
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Table 2. The effect of different proportions of iron powder on the removal rate of clethodim
7 2. TEIEAH L 3 1 B B K PR R 52

INBRA B 29 49 6g 8¢ 109

L% 35.87 38.88 41.62 43.52 50.63

4.2. NERENBERDEBR

AR YR HN N B 5 2 5 R Al K G B SR IR FH K, ARC 5 ANAIFRIE . XX 5 SR IR R K HE AT IR 43
Mr, S-SR YIRIE 4> 1 1391.9 mg/L. 895.6 mg/L. 533.6 mg/L. 225.6 mg/L. 19.54 mg/L. KX =
AN I S8 FH AN K, 43 5iliE 5 PRB AE, LA I8 1 h GRS B8RO K, FEREE = AN K TR &
IHT, GEFr RN 226.7 mg/L. 135.3 mg/L. 79.8 mg/L. . 30.2 mg/L. 1.784 mg/L.

M 3 TTLAR H, SRR L BR RN 83.7%~90.8%. 1 [F]— 25 N il FEAR A SR ) L B R He
B .

T VE PR A S 1 S0 I Bl BT — € IR, fESok B — e i, iEYEARE e DL 2
IR BR . BRI Ab, TETEARTE 3R AR R LT 4 R, A& BT 1 A At R I A U
LRI = BT REFI IR AP S R 0. FRIk, A3 R Gond I HER 1) 2 BR 345 AR K47t

4.3. &ip

1) AR Bl B R MR AC B R N S R R PRB AR GETE — s s 1] P o) 475 5 i ) 25 B 0 B IS 21
IRIFHIRCR, BB RS AIEEAT, BoR THFE, RGUEMI A BAER, £y 150 ml ALK FFH000 8 g
B o

2) BLEFRE KR pH A SIS, HKRAIHE 8~9 Z[H],

3) FEM TR BEE R NLAT, SRR R TR RS . BRI TE AR S 2 B KR
PRI AR A S R K AT SR AE AN B A VR KB o

KGR, FANPRTIGE R 1 L B2 BRI AL B — B ME RN, (HAFAEE — @RI . (H AR
WRE, WRIFAE RA R M PRE N PRB ORI T LBRIZ1T, 1 BB — )i,
EE AR S5 A RTEVEAR G, AR SR & 7R B ) LB R, T BRI T KB R EE . T
BRI PRI, R T~ 2 f5 2 FEOEAN B HKRUE I PR, XA 0 8t 2 75 SEBR W FH e
AR BRItz A, RIS RSV pH [ESE T m, A B, X AR S PR )
R — o fRUReth N 7K AR 2] B G AR AR (1 U7 R 2 R FH B AR SR IR, TR BT DA R R /N 22 RS A B
& R REBIEEAE S ZM A A1ER PRB NG, G EAMADG AR PRB £ AW [F M
F, %N Fe0-PRB Rt FEH F=AE BRI =4, XA RS it i KI5 gL

5 RE

KA RGP G, FAREERIR M AE, R B, iEMESs . AN ) SR B AR AR 24536 B
REEAE . AT A ZGHE 3 A I S X 3t R K5 G COBOR A AL, 72 UR R — BUR A B,
S22 A R BIIR I I U b — MO B PR . (ER R 2 B SR A TR I K TR 2 S
HIET B PRB BOAR AR HIRI I LASK, FEHL T /K AT FRERia BT T 26 32 5%0E . PRB IS AN SRR AT AR s
AR BT EE H ARG R MREAT G, R RIS A B A BRI T A B R TS YL 13t A5 %3
AREAAE RIS . a5 AR EH TN KG IR, X PRB BORHIR Al fE R 2.
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Table 3. The removal rate of different concentrations of clethodim

% 3. NREIREHERERR

925 BB I46 76 FE (mg/L) 1391.9 895.6 533.6 225.6 19.54

EBRFE% 83.72 84.89 85.05 86.61 90.87

H AT EXT PRB BRI N A EZEPAESCIR S, (HA2(E PRB 19z 5. ke, LERE UL
JexS S NP e RRAL S DT T, S EAME A BORZE

TH BN I 2 1) PRB SEURL,  XEBTRUAD RO TT AR L BRI R E— DR 2, Ty PRB B0R
FIACERTS GRS, IR R TR AT G 3 (3t R KA B AT — B A

WA LR KR PRB I FREAE ], JHff v PRB BB B 4EASFIIE 47 Hh o] B LA ) 5 O Jje K i
MW FE T A . RIS XHZ AT 58 0 PRB 2R S8 n{a] i B tH 2 75 i ke (A X AL
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