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Review of sources of mercury in soil and remediation techniques

for mercury contaminated soil
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(1. College of Chemical Engineering, China University of Petroleum (Beijing) , Beijing 102249, China;
2. CECEP Liuhe Talroad Environment Technology Co. , Ltd. , Beijing 100082, China)

Abstract: The origins of mercury in soil are described. Two types of general remediation techniques ( solidification/

stabilization and thermal desorption ) and three newly-developing remediation techniques ( phytoremediation,

nanotechnology and genetic engineering) are reviewed. The development of mercury-contaminated soil and remediation

techniques are also prospected.
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