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Abstract

Based on the public information of soil remediation projects, this paper collects the current situa-
tion of soil pollution projects in China from 2011 to October 2020 (scale over the years, provincial
distribution and ranking of construction units), and uses the industry concentration analysis me-
thod to quantify the current situation and development trend of soil remediation industry. The
results show that the number and scale of soil remediation projects in China have increased sig-
nificantly in recent five years, and are mainly concentrated in economically developed areas such
as the Yangtze River Delta and the Pearl River Delta. Although the concentration of soil remedia-
tion industry is high, the degree of monopoly is decreasing. The proportion of small and medium-
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sized markets is gradually increasing. Therefore, with the continuous improvement of social
awareness of environmental protection, the soil remediation industry will flourish in the direction
of “a hundred schools of thought contend and a hundred flowers bloom” during the 14th Five Year
Plan period.
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2. M5 A%
2.1 BHEkRIR

Wiy B0 LS S I E RIE R 2R, e REU L A BT 33848 52 10 B AR OC A 24
PEAEERIAE, ASeodrik 4 E 31 ANME . BIRX) IR ENIE S, BN 2011~2019 444
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22. BMEEITWERFEARN S ZRARERNER

T35 v R (= Ml ) Sl o 7 Ml 5 e M R 2B T M 1 i R PR b R ALl B 44« & BT
B RENEEKYE, AREAXERAXE4] [5].

it 4 o BEVE A PR AR R AR AR SRR REL(CR) MRIFIAR — B B HE(HHI) . FHSSEE R A
w2z e, LLRRFEi & Suit L B /(G [6]-

AL B R AT A A R R AR L7 1.

Table 1. Concentration coefficient of my country’s soil remediation industry from 2011 to 2020
2 1.2011~2020 FHRETIRESITUWEFERK

HFINTTiE EURURFS ERURFS LEDORPS
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IMAEFERIIUE MU A e 2 AIE 1 . 36 543 ANBILH, A T 31 N4

S [FA 103.94

{258, N7 2 I%HEH, 2013~2014 4E AR E 16 S (050 H B3 EE, 2015~2017 40T BT BATHG
B, Z2H5MHERKESZEARF, TiBEILLF. 2016 4 (IS EPTAITHIHRD (+14%). 2018 4
() (EIEBHVRIL) ST, BT EEE IR VA8 . BUREREE, LA eitN, TR
WG K fE, YK, BH M58 2 (7] [8].

SRR, BT 10 R FBAY R IR 100 AZMRSE, (H AL S T SRRE Mok R, — T i A2
ARG, B AR AT RS R R I EESR, — Dy &3 i A A A 1 i 2 B KT (9] .
TERR MR IBHIE S, B E AT &R T 3740 4 =s 30%~50% [9] [10]. A EE A NI
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Table 2. Statistics on the scale of soil remediation projects in various provinces from 2011 to 2020 (unit: ten thousand yuan)

52 2.2011~2020 £ E LM HIBEE M B MESIT(BRAL: A TT)

R T H HuA S TR /N FER KA FE P4 R
2011 4 780 161 233 195
2012 1 22,032 22,032
2013 6 24,536 32 8238 4089
2014 16 17,871 56 4677 1117
2015 27 87,107 90 43,955 3226
2016 58 108,449 75 17,970 1870
2017 71 118,725 20 33,966 1672
2018 144 271,967 11 39,669 1889
2019 123 203,134 14 28,728 1651
2020 93 184,810 20 14,688 1987
2011~2020 543 1,039,410 1 43,955 1914
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Figure 1. The scale of soil remediation projects in each province from 2011 to 2020
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32. EETANSFREAER

S X I H RS R a2 3 A1 2 Fian. B AT, LammE RS, WL, | RRZE,
R, Wbk, P Hil. HAWE O BoE . TEA RSO E, sNEEB1L T, e
[ 41 43,995 Jiyt, PiEDH F44EH% 1914 JiJt.

3.3. HiMEE R T BAHERIER

it T A R BEE R IR 20 RAAL B A b tegeit wiiel 3 Fiom . fEATLR FE I 10 4E10], i TAH I E
FAal F A E RS dE T, PR, HrTRE. B R AT . TLIR R AR R SR . bt RET
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AR T B 69%.
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Table 3. Statistics on the scale of soil remediation projects in the top 10 provinces from 2011 to 2020 (unit: ten thousand yuan)
= 3.2011~2020 £/ 10 ZE M LIBEEHMBEMIESIT(BA: A T)

Frs T H Hh X A R T H HuA /N RIS KA RIS SEI A A
1 LHA 199,639 70 23 39,669 2852
2 WL s 118,239 45 14 13,331 2628
3 I HA 111,586 28 138 43,995 3985
4 g 98,288 45 27 17,970 2184
5 R 68,296 35 147 14,688 1951
6 b Bl 57,247 25 90 16,488 2290
7 IR 48,765 10 83 28,728 4876
8 PN RS 40,446 32 48 4582 1264
&t 742,506 290
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Figure 2. Scale of soil remediation projects in various provinces from 2011 to 2020
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Figure 3. Shows the ranking of the top 20 units of total contract value of soil remediation projects from 2011 to 2020
3.2011~2020 S HIRME BB 2 A REAT 20 WA GIREHR

Table 4. Top 6 units of total contract value of soil remediation projects from 2011 to 2020
= 4.2011~2020 FHIFEEE W B 2 A REAT 6 AR

H4 HbR AL SERBUTHECTTTA)  HRE (%)
1 Je st m RE AR BT AR A A PR A 7 202,196/21 19.45
2 e st TG A A IR A 7 175,638/13 16.90
3 TR S LR IR AT 43,485/3 418
4 T RE A (BT PSR A TR A 7] 35,389/5 3.40
5 HE R T IR TR AR A R A A 31,460/9 3.03
6 VLI R 2 YE RS S A BR A 5 30,633/9 2.95
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266 5%F B PSR DAL N BRI 4 B8 ST R HI AN B (A [R) A5 4 P ML A B b EE R i, 4 4
] R E(CRA)M 8 | REAEFEE(CRS), W LABEF SR AIWIAT ML (58 e, X 2B W 5 v SRR FE AT R AT
AR R 2011~2013 fFEj e E LB ETE HE 11 ANk 2), DAINEFE T, 2014~2020 FEH
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Table 5. Concentration coefficient of my country’s soil remediation industry from 2014 to 2020 (statistics until Novem-
ber 5, 2020)

%% 5.2014~2020 FFHETIEE ST ESRE R E(2020 £54itE 11 B 5 H)

T Jiti T Ak % SE FA(R) CRy CRg CRy 5] 35 4+ 257
2014 15 17,871 68.6 91.7 A
2015 21 87,107 86.3 93.8 IR
2016 45 108,449 61.6 74.4 S5 IR
2017 62 118,725 48.6 60.0 ATV
2018 102 271,967 51.0 61.5 S I
2019 98 203,134 36.0 49.8 FEHIVE
2020 74 185,632 46.0 69.6 FHIVE
2011~2020 313 1,039,410 43.9 54.2 FHIVE

2014~2020 FFRE HIEEATIAT 4 K. 8 FKit LA+ E RE CR4. CR8 RILRH LI
P B)o MHRFIRIFRUE(E 1), TIEBEATAE 2015 4205 18, 2019, 2020 4EJ& T3 51V, ZEMHr
HIFILIR - Hifis 2 ARE(HHI) S A P2 AT IS P S5 2 BRI, HH BROK,  SREBHAT L 4R Hh ik
=[4] [5] [6]. 2014~2020 4F[A)HHZFIE/R - #iA 2 EB(HHD) S HE AL 6. Bk 2015 £/ “T M 0 £
TAshEyg e+ E I E 7 (AL 8 TR K 4.4 125 RS HHI BARSL, HHIL Sk, 40k
FH e 2B 7 B ) 5 4 B A A, AR R RS, NS AR 2L, /N34 0 RIS R R L .

Table 6. 2011~2020 my country’s soil remediation industry Herfindahl-Hirschman Index (HHI) and Gini Coefficient (G.1)
3 6.2011~2020 FHETRIEEITWHIFIER - HHSEBHH) SRR RE(G.)

R TRSFIE IR - A 2 5 2 (HHI) B RH(G.)
2014 0.15 0.57
2015 0.49 0.82
2016 0.16 0.73
2017 0.11 0.66
2018 0.17 0.77
2019 0.06 0.68
2020 0.08 0.75
2011~2020 0.08 0.82
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Figure 4. The Lorentz curve (a) and the Lorentz curve of the total statistics (b) from 2014 to 2020
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