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HRERIREHESREN A SLIFHE R ERHEENR
s

WRM, AR, REK, KEE, RE@, FEE, ¥ B, b A

(R RN BT S IR A2 BE, At 210095)

W OE. mRR AR IEES P AL AR (sulfate radical (SO, ) based advanced oxidation processes, SR-AOPs) & —Fh#k) 12 i F F[fi +
WAL IR RAEE R AR . SR, T SR-AOPs [ + 12 M5 F(polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHs) 1B FHX 44
o AT LI R R L VORI A, I B R ) HBIR A 1A R 5 SR M (N aaS208) FILIE 42 B T (Fe™ ) LA R R AS
[l ], #4858 SR-AOPs Xt -3 16 Fh PAHSs HE R AR L B dpe AR T 56 0 45 52 - NayS,05 Fll Fe™ AYIC H 4> 2.3 50 + 3 PAHS
HIREARARR, , 24 LIk 3] 10 0 11, B NayS,0s JH4 5 mmol/g, Fe?* JIH 4 0.5 mmol/g, JUWINTA]J 24 h i, PAHs SF4f#
R, IIAE] 29.32%; A[FRIFRAY PAHs HUE T SR-AOPs [FEARECR, Hrh SR-AOPs X PUF PAHs FEAFALR I, LA IA
B 37.32%; MKA, FEMRACRBER AT GG, 78 24 h RBECRERAE. Hik, AR5 SR-AOPs {85 13 PAHs $24it
PSR

KB MBI AW 2R b BEECE; BE

FESES: X53 XEAtRERRD: A

Effects of Sulfate Radical Advanced Oxidation Technology on PAHs Remediation in

Contaminated Sites
XU Yuanzhou, ZHANG Lihao, WEI Zhimin, ZHANG Xuhui, ZHAO Chenyu, LI Huixin, HU Feng, XU Li"
(College of Resources and Environmental Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Sulfate radical advanced oxidation processes (SR-AOPs) are promising in-situ chemical oxidation (ISCO)
technologies for soil remediation with organic pollutants. However, few studies have explored the polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons (PAHs) remediation by using SR-AOPs. In this study, soil samples were collected from the steel mills in Nanjing,
and the different ratios of Na,S,05 and Fe?* and degradation time were investigated to degradation efficiencies of 16 PAHs in soil.
The results showed that the ratios of Na,S,05 and Fe?* could significantly impact on the degradation efficiencies, degradation
efficiencies reached the optimum efficiency 29.32% when the Na,S,05 : Fe?" = 10:1 during 24 h reaction. Besides, the ring of
PAHs plays a key role in degradation efficiency by using SR-AOPs technologies, and the tetracyclic PAHs had the highest
degradation rate of 37.32% than others. Furthermore, degradation efficiency was increased with increasing reaction time, and the
highest degradation efficiency under 24 h reaction was found. These factors should be considered when using SR-AOPs in PAHs
remediation in soil.

Key words: Sulfate free radical; PAHs; Contaminated sites; Degradation efficiency; Remediation

Z 35 )% (Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, f&] (G ~ 6 )3 FhERIN ) BEE SRR TN A R,
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., B ME T E3eoe, Fit, +32 PAHs 19
BRAREY ) L3 PAHs T LLE i 2 REEA
AR, AT A= i it ™ 5. Rk,
T AT A5 R A 398 P ) PAH X BREE A IS 2 Je A
PN A AR BT E R

HHT, fh A ie 2 HoR BA i R 91 | &
T2 SR E TS5 1Y) A AR SE— R BN
M, eI e R HEE A TR R, ke
ABEERARARZAEER, & WMHAH T
(Fenton) ¢ A, BIVH] I 4k B 1 (Fe*) My i 4k 7 1
H,0, N = AR i S AR PR ) A i 858 i 35 (-OH),
LA SR PAHS Y, BRIERAR I i 5E(SO; )& —Fh
UL SR A AR B . B R BN S B SR 3 sk s
Fe® I fb it B R 4 (NayS,05) , (145 Na,S,05 2 By
-O-O-Wr %47 A= HAT 3 A AL PR B FR AR [ 1 FE(SO. ),
W5 PAHs RAEHLFHRS KA ROV, DT e fik - 8
Hift) PAHSY!, AHECOF IR AR, SRR A 3 M 2R
AbHi R (sulfate radical (SO; ) based advanced oxidation
processes, SR-AOPs) AT Fe e M 4f . pH i A
X IR BT A b A

H A, [ A 32 B4 p X B — 2 IR 5 R 5 e
+ AT SR-AOPs & 5% , il id Fe®* 11k Na,S,0s
e HHEMALR PAHs: W25, B JE, TwEEHR
—I54 1000 mg/kg WET, —JHZE, 5. B, &
BRI fff R0 ) AT LAGK B 24 35%, 20%, 30% MY, A
IR A PAHSs V5 4 TR R ATSY , H R 2
o NN E R B PAHs SR SIER, A ST E
SR-AOPs &5 N\ MU 340 mg/kg B PAHs {54+
B, I R IT B AR IR ER B A R AE TR
MIREE R 60 C B SRR ai Rk 3] 73.3%1%,

WA WFTTE MG NayS,0y P A £5 Ak g 1l i e
& PAHs V5 ¢y 1358, (HIE R RCRIF A, B
HALREILF] 22.19%!), B Ry 2B s e b b i 118 iy
TRIZENG Y, M H PAHs B EERAR,
W, B T B KERE O T AT R X R ELIR
AT T/ B SEPRTs Yo IR A, B3t —Fh
ARUEE PAHs 155 HHER AR

ULAh, ZWBFsF 1R PAHs MIEMACE
Na,S,05 B Fe* iy L fsgm, flinvefb2:E s =
PAHs V5 YKV, Bl Na,S,05 il Fe** Hhfil i
hn, PAHs KERZFZUTIGM, ZEHAREYS, 7
Na,S,04 ¥ J& &7 4 mmol/g, Fe** 24 0.5 mmol/g i}, #%
B BRRAEILE] 88%!'. R - HE A M th AR M
PAHs BRI, 5T RIIBEE T A PR &=

BT, SR-AOPs Xf PAHs AY[FMERIF%; bEE T3
pH F+ 5, SR-AOPs Xt PAHs [&f# %, 7 pH 7 ~ 8
BEEK BRT LL RSN, PAHs AT
it 255 SR-AOPs MBEE R, MRERVIMEE
PAHs A% B HL {7 B 35K [R) 25 2 i FL s R UL, (R
REZ B E BORP AT AL 5 0 PAHs [
R Z |, (HRTEAE S BRI 5T X521
HREMRBOR R

PRI, AR5 AN T 0075 L 4R - 580
X%, BT Na,S,04 1 Fe*™ BURFECLL . AR
JREIHE], $RASHAER) SR-AOPs 74, [Al} 4%
FORXAN R PR PAHs 19 LBRACE, ST 52 e [ 2%
RN R, N5 09T5 G i S bR g 52 0 AR AL Al

1 RS

1.1 U 5iH

AR (TSI (Agilent 1260, £, ZEHEMEA
l); MHIRIR A (IR A ) B I v o
(BILAREAUERABRATR);  pH (PR, Sartorius
INT]); HLFRF(SHIMADAU 2 /)); Wefr 78 K AX (1
E BUCHI Awl); #BAiKA(FEH 55 7k & EA TR
oy ElilE) s B OHLCEBUh R ER A A PR A
Al); RUR TR,

IR EM(NayS,05) . LKA BRI 2K (FeSO, 7TH,0)
¥k oyt al, W B A A= A BRA ] FEE
(Methanol, CH;OH). M(Acetone, C;HsO). IEC
% (Hexane , C¢H 4) . —-58 FF %5E (dichloromethane , CH,Cpp)
¥ HPLC 2%, W [ T LG 2Rl A R A F
16 7 Z IR AR HEE IR 1 000 mg/L, 4150 NZE(NAP),
—AUE(ACY), JE(ACE), Zj(FL), JE(PH), B (AN),
B (FLU), EE(PY), & (CH), I (BaA), #I3F b
PCH(BbF), %I k B (BKF), #IFiE(BaP), %
JEE(DA), RIFHEBP), EHiIFwdP)W A Tt e
RBURFABRAE]; R 47k i Millipore Elix 5
ARG
1.2 ik 1%

AR IR A o AR B R AR IX B
)2 0~ 30 om 13, KB HHEPRZE . 4T
A=Y, YSRARETENRT, G 20 H
i o AT I bR RO

I E N 18.74 g/kg, pH o 6.4, A
iR 6.63 mg/kg, RGN 0.87 gkg, WS
0.7 g/kg, &G EN 0.24 g/kg, B0, i
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e 52 %

th 2RI IR M N 32.68 mg/kg, 16 FhEHIFIRH)
HAWEWMFE 1R,

F1 iRt iED 16 MBI ERAKE

Table 1 Concentrations of PAHs in tested soils

PAHs 254 WE PAHs ¥ i (mg/kg)
Z5(NAP) 2 1.32+0.12
—4UE(ACY) 3 248+0.1
& (ACE) 3 1.80 +0.32
%5 (FL) 3 2274026
3k (PH) 3 2.54+0.52
B (AN) 3 1.37+0.15
J¢ 18 (FLU) 4 3.09 +0.69
EE(PY) 4 2.59+0.2
& (CH) 4 2.17+0.12
ZIfH(BaA) 4 2.06 +0.31
ZRIf b P (BF) 5 2.11£0.14
ZIF k TR (BKF) 5 1.79 + 0.25
RIFEE (BaP) 5 1.63 +0.18
ZRIFE(DA) 5 1.94+0.26
ZI+36(BP) 6 1.60 £ 0.24
EfiFFIE(IP) 6 1.92+0.55

1.3 iRt

AR R ] SR-AOPs [ fi 1338 h Z 305 12 1 7
2,086 F 2017 4F 8 A 25 HAER A K2g 3
B ETF R, ik oMb, A AbEE 4 RER,
FEARIE Fe™™ WA, MAE NayS,05 A3
BEo EARWLEE 20 FRELS g X L1, BT 30 ml#
I, Fe JRERE 2 I R ) SR, #h AR
EB TN HERRK =) 60%. FIPREERR S E S, B
FAALRE SRR 25 CREEIEFE. #£ 12, 24 Fl 48 h 4y
FIRAE LIRFES,, RURTIRIG, 4 °C RAEFRRI

%2 ke

Table 2 Experimental treatments

Qb3 Fe?*(mmol/g) Na,S,05(mmol/g)
FoSo 0 0
FosSo 0.5 0
FoS, 0 1
FosS) 0.5 1
FosS, 0.5 2
FosS; 0.5 3
Fo.5S4 0.5 4
FosSs 0.5 5
FosSe 0.5 6

1.4 PAHs Y2 EXF0M E
B2 g H3ERES T 30 ml BEEE RSO R, A 10 ml

TEW G, mEETES AR TSR b, 5
4000 r/min #§:.> 10 min. B 3 ml L3S ZHmH (L
2 2 g KBRS, N2 2 g il )b 11 ml 1:1
() — S H e RIE O BEs e , oA J5 AR BOR e A
WM AE B e ZE M. 40 °C THIR P = 1. HH
B PEE 255 2 ml, 3 0.22 pm LA WA IENR S .
HPLC/UV-FLD Z3#!'7,

AR R MR 2 i, i 16 F PAHs PR
THE A AN R BE AchR vt 4, ARAE AT AR, SHA AR
PR 16 P PAHS HfE i ANl FHZEGR, Rtk
IS T, AR R DG Je sl
SR PR BE RV AR A1 AN 25 £ 356 %) T 1k 43 B A
I 16 F PAHs, SAMFIZEAMSBIR F K Uik, IF:
R AR 5 I U AT o e 7 3k AT Bk
TP FEN , S B RORAE, RIS XFR. X
TEAMGIIAS, PAHs ¥KEE 0.01 ~ 5 mg/L {ulEIA, 16
Flt PAHs RYZEPEA S R BOITE 0.999 1 UL, KiipR
4 0.000 5 ~ 0.006 mg/L., X} FoEHM%EE, PAHs ¥
£ 0.001 ~ 0.4 mg/L yEFA, 15 Ff PAHs IR R
IATE 0.999 3 LU I, AR BR 4 0.000 07 ~ 0.000 7 mg/L.
FREEBEIE I E R 0.005, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.5, 5 mg/L.
HER A HERE S 16 Fh PAHS (9715 RIIBCR R 60.59% ~
104.4%.

TR R AR 2 1 2 25 R (A3 4 . Waters PAH C18
(250 mm x 4.6 mm, 5 um); WA A: K, B: HEE,
Ui 1.0 ml/min, FEAERFR 20 wl, A 30 'C. s
AHRA VR ARE . 0 min, 80% B; 7 min, 80% B;
10 min, 100% B; 30 min, 100% B; 35 min, 80% B;
40 min Z5 % .
1.5 #HESH

RIS B R SPSS 18.0 Si /b 8k k47 5 A
E )7 %0 Hr(One-way ANOVA), H g E MK P
B 0.05, AHFEAM: 4K Pearson 234, RITE 4%
H Sigmaplot 12.5,

2 ZR5iF

2.1 TEZBIAFTRIERIR

H P 1T, 30 6 B2 £ (N2, S,05) FI A% B F (Fe™)
AR EC X+ 38 PAHs B P& AR, BEE
Na,S,05 MR FE G K, PAHSs BRI, Na,S,04 7
HHME] 5 mmol/g BF, BRI A &, JeZe i
YE—L 1A Na,S,05 & 6 mmol/g, PAHs (&R
AN, mkFRY, —EWHEN, PAHs AR
it AR AR ) 2 3 T v, R A —E Y L
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PAHs [ 2 BRZIEARA TN

37 3 F,S,
FO.SSO
30t aa zza F,S,
=1 FO.SSI
251 d & FysS,
;\5\ Cod= g Eo.sgs
= NEN .
20 i : Fy:Ss
B 1 : FysSs
N : '
wn 15+ % .
~ 1ot g NE
0 48
HEFRIFE] (h)
(P& PP /ING S B ) 7 [l — B 35 I [ AR [] Ak 1 1 22 S5 G =
(P<0.05))

1 FEEFRE B R E 4hE PAHs HYFEAEEE
Fig.l1 Degradation rates of PAHs at different time under
different treatments

CAHGEXTRN T PAHs B BRI
R, ERHR A i 3 A ML H R (SR-AOPs) [ fift
PAHs MR FW B TR SFERENHS,
SR-AOPs X &t PAHs [ R fift 30 Bifi 2 S A6 7008 in £ 1)
PEEmEEeE, Y Na,S,05 74 4 mmol/g FiHAE]
AR HRAIRI I Na,S,05 it S mmol/g
S —EER, JRE TR RA VLR &R 25, 0l
SCHA LTSRN 13.29 g/kg, (HEAREA HLT &
O 18.74 g/kg, A SCHRAGE BEE A VLT sy,
T AR UL 7 R o200

T Fe —E MM T, W% Na,S,05 B3I, +
P ERERAR A (SO )FHHAFIR AR, Z/EH)
fifi NayS,0g HiM, SO, ARSI, MimAGEXT
PAHs 47— By %A 4k

1F Na,S,05 fll Fe?* fefbEeE &M, AR
B H] 23520 PAHs REARRCE, BE RN R E R, F
B RS EIEIS W /b . 24 h SN I ] R A A% e B
41 29.32%; 48 h IR, A 27.26%; 12 h BfAIK,
FEFRRCR N 25.41% . M B ARG 1Y SRR AT B2 12 h
IRl SOWIR A FE 5358 4% 5 48 h J5 A R AR 1Y)
JE AT e 5 — 04 PAHs 5 I A ML S 4 %
A, AR RV A W] LA >+ b
APUTT, A LT A8 (15 - 3 AT B K A AL
15 UL (PAHS) I RE 1Y, 7E 48 h B Fhh ]
RERE IR, S E-188% B AP 1Y PAHSs Bl R (15
W TR, 0 v AR R R R IR i B 5 P2

ZE AT, FE N R 24 h B, Na,S,04 F &

5 mmol/g, Fe** FHEN 0.5 mmol/g BYFEHL T X i5
Yed i PAHs FOZBR R o
2.2 A EIAE PAHs BEB R

i1 2 A1, SR-AOPs X A [R1 ¥4 PAHs #{47 [
SR . b X PUER PAHs B MRRCR i . Al LAk
F) 37.32%, HIRE/SFF PAHs, X FF PAHs ) [5F#
AL, XS5CAMEML, B SR-AOPs X &
PAHs &R % . 76 SR-AOPs XHEALTG YLz
PAHs MEE SR, X E 384 ~ 6 FF)PAHs 1Y EPR%
X TRIRQ ~ 3 3F)PAHs, KRHEE 13%%, PUER
PAHs ZPRFE AR T HES PAHs [N G P B Pk
o, SHABIRE PAHs HHEHL, PUIF PAHs 5%
KB4, SO, 5 &I PAHs [V B2 TH
THIFAER . A IR PAHs FFRAY 5 X £ E 2
41T SO, Al AT RESRITIE BT,
WK T AT i ot 7, AR 454 b & A i T i
¥ o NapS,05 ¥ T /K A i B AR 5 1(S,05 ) S,05
(AR AR JF LA A 2.01 V, FI PAHSs S0 I 4518, Fe*
A, REBETRAL S,05, 774 BA S SE AL ARE J) Y
SO, , SO; AR HLA A 2.6 Vo AR¥E 16 Ff PAHs
() b 1 S AL 8 SR L R (T I RE BRAE, 75 2K
PAHs R e AL JF L AL(EY)TE 1.21 ~ 1.58 V JEf
I, AEBE(GAP)TE 8.0 ~ 8.5 ¢V JuEI N ; /& #F PAHSs
(%) E°7F 0.94 ~ 1.38 V{LlHI N, GAP 7F 6.8 ~7.7eV
JEE . R BARE AR DR AR, REBR (B AR
SO; A 5y 5 H & A J i - SR-AOPs il [ Tt Se iR g
W PAHs KA TR, Kk, WRWLFESH
PAHs 1) 28R %2 5 T3 PAHs.

WAL, AR HAEFHZE R BR, NayS,05 Fl Fe’™ A
fic o LA R 355 35 F 18] % PAHSs BRI B3 o TR A
PAHSs [ fi ot A5 o W 1% 7 7 NapS,04 Fil Fe*™ W 22 ]
H A AT S I B [T 52 00, 704025 R DAL RS [ i A
T, SRR
2.3 PAHs [E 5 F 14 B xe P R 80 2 B 22 i

15 YL R ST 2 M R A 2K 23, AR 5 3 38 R fi
ORI 1Y) 24 h EE R, /BT LB PAHS AN[E] 31
JoTXT B A SRR s, 3-SR SE R PAHs A& i 14 f G ek
T, M 3 A%, PAHs IR MECEIR T AL
SRR BACRFEMJ7) . EO(hR i EIL IR SR L A K
Gap(BLIE BEBRE) E L IEAH S, PAHs Y logKow(- 1
KA RE) . MW(GrF ). NORGREO) XS H 2 BR
RIFEMEIN e 3 S8R Z B AHOC R B — 2
A T 3 Bghis.

R b2 E A H AR5 Ak,
PAHs R ffRZCE I R K2 logKow, JF H LK
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|:|12ll: DR: P<0.01 (A) I:l%ig ]I?RéPO<8.101 (B)
- D4 T: P<0.01 - - P<0.
o 40r==248 h DRxT: P<0.01 S 40r=248h DRxT: P<0.01
# 30t 3 30t
3 E 4 o P
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%1;20» = 204 o 2 g B
= BB A ok
I O o I 07w |
ab b W A
leoedddd0l
S0 (;OQ SV SV &Y &y Oy &n G S0 f?m (;O\ %\ %ﬂ, %*.- %> (ba %\«
Q“Qv <s Qe’»” QJ’{Q&’QQ‘»’Q@Q@ Q“QQ»’ < R RT R Q7 Ko7 Ko7
QbR Ab ¥
50; 50 )
S N 1
-_— - P<0. . .
~ 40f =248 h DRxT: P<0.01 , ay, __ 40} =248 h DRxT: P<0.01
X b @ d S
M 30t a ab u'l ' ;
%" l i i :5_-
% 20} & | &
< . il E
&~ 10t gt ~
SO GO GV OV &Y Oy Oy &n &b (;O“ (:?m (;9\ (b\ (]5", (:?N_- (b> S5 (bb
ARSI TE A AT AT ST TR IR
Qb A3
0r=12n DR:P<001 (E)
mm24h T:P<0.01
40t =148 h DRxT: P<0.01
O\G
s 30| w om B g
B i

QQ Q@ <§§> QQ?;Q?ZQ?;;;?“
b3

(DR: A[HEECH, T: WA, DRxT: AKEELxEE; A~E 25138 2 ~ 6 A PAHs;
IINE TR ) R ] — b BEOR [A) 1 32 1] F 22 573 1535 (P<0.05))

& 2

FEEFRE E A E AR T ZIRE PAHs HYPERRE

Fig.2 Degradation rates of PAHs with different numbers of rings at different time under different treatments

T PAHs K logKow % PAHs [ #0521 2] @
AR % B SR-AOPs 520 PAHs [ 350% e K A
Z 0 B R AT BB PAHSs AL 278+ —/K AT A i
HZ 500, PAHs FI4E e Hoph i 32 ik 22 6] &
TR, BFEE R FEM),
XA HHKPELE PAHs 5k R 4L T 8 A7
F RO HAAM STt R, PAHSs 1R T3 (B,
E°) B i K 1 (logKow) B 5% i e Al b B,
HETE PAHs AT DU A AL R I8 4514 R 170

Zi LBk, SR-AOPs A3 K YIAT, P IAE bRy
B2 T AR, v DAAR I 43875 YR fiE BE PR A 3E A
HERE RIS NSRRI R A 25, St
TR X LUK T AT ) PAHs 43R0k, 80T LA
FIRK Z LI TALE, SO RIS B F B

B/
W

L= 2A
w

AN IIANR] 265 5 70 B ST G PEAR], AT SE A 20
PR LHUE S SEr )/ SIS -F e

3 ZEig

DA SR-AOPs HiAK, FEAAF Na,S,05 7l i
5 mmol/g, Fe** #HM 0.5 mmol/g BY&AF T i
24 h, V54t A PAHs IR, Tl
EH 29.32%,

2)SR-AOPs X & ¥4 PAHs A3 B i B AR
XFUPR PAHs I REAR R fe i, XT3 PAHSs [HRF#fRR
A%

3)FIH SR-AOPs, AN[A Y PAHs HYPE 4514 2552
i R A 5%, PAHs IO FRLT-3E 11 (BY) 5 PAHSs 1R
R M R B o
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2 43 ES .
s ACY
| |
PY$
YFLU
CH
= IPi Gap
S MR o 5
T [ SBor .
3) M fogKow BaP‘BbFiBaA PHY g
&~ 8 BKF a
BP§ s 8NAP
AN SACE
<
T
-1.0 PCI (95.1%) 1.0

(Gap: HUIHRERRME; E°: PR iR %; B HF3HEMTT;
logkow: “FEEIKABLRE; MW: 4 F&; NOR: ¥%k; HAh

PAHs 25| 3% 1)
3 TR PAHs 894 F IR P& AR SR B9 52 M

Fig.3 Effects of molecular properties of different PAHs on
degradation efficiency

£ 3 7A[FE PAHs M5 FHERSMHEBEYE
Z [B1#Y Pearson #8 % R4

Table 3 Pearson correlation coefficients between molecular

properties and degradation efficiencies of different PAHs

E° E* Gap logkKow NOR MW

[ A 35R 05277 0.929™

0.404™  0.260 0.309°  0.272

e FORAMSEMEAS] P<0.01 BEKF, * FRMEL

F) P<0.05 B FKF.
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