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Controlling factors and strategies to improve the bioremediation of organically contaminated soil : A review
WU Min, SHI Keting, CHEN Quan, LIANG Ni", PAN Bo

(Faculty of Environmental Science and Engineering, Yunnan Provincial Key Laboratory of Carbon Sequestration and Pollution Control in
Soils, Kunming University of Science & Technology, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract : Organic pollutants in soil mainly come from the application of organic pesticides, petroleum pollution, and industrial production,
which cause great harm to the environment and human health. Various technologies, such as physical, chemical, and biological methods,
can be applied for treating organically contaminated soil. Among these techniques, bioremediation is recognized as the most effective,
environmentally friendly, and economical technology for the remediation of organically contaminated soil, but its remediation efficiency is
restricted by many factors. This paper systematically discussed the factors controlling bioremediation from three aspects: climate and
geographical conditions, the speciation of organic pollutants, and the nutrition conditions in the soil environment. Accordingly, methods to
improve the efficiency of bioremediation have been proposed from three aspects : the selection of microorganism species, the bioavailability
enhancement of organic pollutants (introducing microorganisms or soil animals and adding surfactants and organic solvents), and the
construction of stable ecosystems (addition of biochar, nutritional supplements, and electric and biological composites). This paper
proposes methods to improve the efficiency of bioremediation and emphasizes the potential of the combination of different techniques in the
remediation of organically contaminated soils.
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Bt ST K PR RS2 , A5 IR K e i ) L B 3 T
X PAHs 9801 72 1 F B3>, PAHSs 1) fiff W 1 46 A8 2%
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Table 1 Limiting factors and applicable scopes of climate and geographical conditions

bR SN ES YR SIS ES &I B S S 22 3k
Type of pollutants Species type Limiting factor Applicable repair condition Reference
FaRliipy = Kok R £ AR 700~2 000 mm H1 X, (8]
AL E THOK R IR SRR SRR R R Z X [9]
P TR IR [N SN R AN 9 A [10]
LIRS TR IR [ ANER N AN ST [11]
PAHs [1 8 ELi# (Irpex lacteus Fl Pleurotus ostreatus) It 28 CLATIREE L IX [12]
WA LA A W 15 CHERMT [13]
B2 BRE Q3 biYis 30~37 CHEE &M T [14]
RN KAy IR TE AR A 23 X [15]
3 Mycolicibacterium sp. Pyr9 +HEpH +-4EpH 7~9 [16]
Py AN +HEFRSy HEPEPRTSR S S RS X [17]
BN NS LINF K E F 1K= R 60%~80% [18]
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B HAR T A 2y o R % T AR ML T (Pseudo-
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Tl 2™, 3k S pR 2R W 5 40 B A1 it L 40 i 23 0 g % AR
A TR U il 05 1 1) B 0 K T B PR R . Tk Bl S
AR5 it e — Y g I oV A< T L R P AR W A

ISEI , 45 R It frle — VP s e X (A I s e
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£ IR AEAETEA 40 F 85 19 PAHSs B Lt [
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FHBEf#
1.3 TEBSREREFRTENENEERARBFL
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JEA BT W A R R 213K T TMP2 1 e A A Kt B2
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(ComCas) FRC AT, (1 TMP2 X6F 1 152 45 1) 6 it ok %6
75 20 CH 45 , 76 30 T AR WA B L™, —
FBCTA Sy R P e e O 1A T A 01 5 1 e A DL S L oy
25~35 °C., it B 2o v B A AR 4 25 S SO W i P
A, DT 522 M I i T %) B e A IR it o, A AL
JoT O 5t 235 W A BT G ) 1Y) A 52, B A 7T Pseu-
domonas putida epl X K 2 1l (1) B fife 1 5 bl A LT %
SR IR B B 5 S Ak 1R Y A
M2 KR ARG, — A A AL A I R P 2
KA VAL &P B A A7 B A T3 rh iy FEEEHLH, i

KA PGP ets 5 1 5 b B9 A HLBE AR B Y
A, HAS G 90, DS xEE A stk 4 W ORI T, DA
MR TAEYBE R AR, A L3R T5 Qe 25
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2 A FT A P 8 8L B S TC LR 20 i 2%, DT 52 1l
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A 2 A W DR A )3 I, LA R B S
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15 CF 10 d J5 X A 3k /9 B ff 2% 0T ik
80.16%'",

AR R AR 22 Y ST A ) AN i
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Z I AW AR PR s o 12398 pH BEAIRIE 25
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15 Yy A4 R AT AR e o A 2 P a5y o - S8 T R 2
I3 A RT3 A BRI PR 2R 208
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YRR BB . R 2 WA FB YRS A R
AU R I R AR S A LR

T B PLTS G LB 3 20 R ol S
52 AEYIAR PRI AR AR, DL S R
Y5 A o AERL R 7 P AR AR 4
TEASCRERIEE M R S5 e &, (L
TELRMLIEE S 5 oA 8 23 e CUn M S | S5 i S i)
REAS AL (AT ALY G4 (A i Jas 75 G ) Wiz oY 2 4 i
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Table 2 The repair effects and mechanisms of different repair species

A=W Fh ALGEY BIRE ENUES PEAHLER 2753k
Bioremediation species  Organic pollutant Repair time Removal rate Mechanism of action Reference
RAT DN 124-H 31% W A AR R AE TR 5 e [6]
I E A e 5 | R E[3 60 d IR HEREARAE 81% 2 BEid i R AR T 1A L P A A ML €0 3R S5t A5 [40]

RS MR T B A 2R 42% P A S5 22 K ik it S A SR 6 0 2R G ke A
REGERFERE  fihkE 2R %, 90d REEERR8T%  FHPIARFRA WA ML o (I U SRR AR (K [41)
ZHIR Ty A L i % 85% i35 ) T R e A i 2R 0 b
BT BT LE 31l 60 d 61% GRS R PR X R o TE TR yEIE R [12]
NS ST YL P01 T i
FIBS ELB (Irpex lacteus ¢ 3 AF & 25 74d 58%~73% 8 LR RE 2R B IR S v 0 AN AN, mis e [42)
H Pleurotus ostreatus) I (B) D¢ AR figt B RE 8 8 A EL A S5 R AR L () 2205 e 1
b9, It BB [ 72 il
ST LR ERTR PCBs 28d 21%~26% LR A B M ANE BEIEE T R4 5T T LUK PCBs . [43-44]
(Cladosporium Py 28 8 0 e M A A B A T A PR A e T BRI
sphaerospermum ) AT AR R
A H R (G566) HR 6~7d  DARSERER il T2 AREE, Rk Fe( 1) Mo(IV) IR BRERVE AR L T2 K% [45]
330 mmol - L™ 2K [ R fire 2RI DA A KBl R
100% ; VA Fe(TM) A HL T
AR, 215 mmol - L™ Y
TRPE SR 100%
1o LT TRT TR R (TS—-6) R 10~14d — RHE DR PN B BRI I 5 8 A HE1 T R A [46]
BRI R (DQ12— IEMIKEE J5 /i 21d [ St 121.41 mg FIIHIEA BN (Co~Cao) TS A AL AP0 AN FLH [47]
45-1b) &Y A A R TR
MEZFRIFTF R (SWH-1) e 24-A SWH-1.SWH-2 % SWH-1.,SWH-2 /A= (i ek 5t Sl T 4 A [48]
FZWETH (SWH-2) TR (1 1) R AR R 5y FaRlil R ]
14 33.9% .46.3% Tl
51.7%
I 5] PCBs 28d 74% e ] A B Wl (- BIOVE D A mli CBREEVE D Y [49-50]
J5 s s 4 PCBs
A BT CGEFEm) FaRllip 56 d 63%~80% iELY/RTI GBS w3 i O e 1| pyeis] 1 [51]
FEITE M B — — FE TGP O] DU R S YA e P UL R [52]
TR R B PRI SO 4B (RHDase ) Fl 1-3%
HE—2— 25 H R TG XU 48 fiE (1 H2Nase ) X5 7K P55 7 e Ak
Gy fig
Iy BOFE R A A2 IR 18d 75.12% WL KRAE T K DEHP AL AP K iR ii—2— 53]
(Mycobacterium sp.  (2-ZFECHE)FR ZHECHE(MEHP) , T3 ok 7K i it — 2P oK i Jy S8R —
ASW6D) (DEHP) R (PA) , e 2L 8 COL Fl HL0
21 BRI bR DEHP 21d 55% WJ4 w]fili DEHP —fill fig 5L 5 7% % s MEHP, [54]
(Rhodococcus sp. WJ4) MEHP FR3ER] gl — 2K i i PA
T "R SOk R R ARG
Note: “—" indicates not reported in the literature.
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Tit TT A 0 B e e s B T B — A A A
A FE )55 A I o A A e — 0T B A A
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AL EAE YA A BRI R R FE Y 22 BR AR
RIFT 25%~40%. WA TR ELA TR A T 3 AL R
Gt , AT DL 00 R Tl A BT R IR S A ) T A R e
Tit , DT XS A AL 75 G P A T o A

ZAE Y LIRSS SRR EL AR T
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o g b N R Y8 5 HORBR R /9 73, A
ORI RS YA SR T A S RS RE R
3RS M ST A B S HAR BRI T
2.1 MFHRFERE

RS e T LR B S FARBAN TR, A= i vT
PLI> R R B S BORFIRUAE WIHE B BRI 8 52 1k
P F B0 Z BT5 YWy it 5 e mh e | 1o ys e fi
JERIEZN
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D6 R BAE S AE P L1206 15 e W B AT R T 52
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WCHEI DT S OL A, LR SRR AR AR |
5 LA A A1 2 0 A9 25 B b i T R A PAHS™ s AR
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[1,2,3-cd]BE 553 7 R 5505 1Y PAHSs 19 A= W0 A5 8501 55
fiv, B HAE 25 s T e Al fe b 2 5 - 30k 45
B, B BR AL T H 4 PAHs 191 3 25 B 2,
NWAICHI &8 R GY 1 4 X6 it vk 75 4% - 3 (R 08 52 AR
FH & B SRR AR BR X B A A T, rh R

TR A BB 2 U 48 oo B B2 8805, R 3 i) vl ik
87% F185% . FHPIHEIR AT LASTIAAT ML, 386 00 A il
1S YW R IR RE R B R LR A
HLER A W55 5 T B 1 22 00 A HILIREE , M1 5
AR JE] 3 Bl A O RV B T AR A G et e AR,
R MR R S s B A= 0 T A S A S T S
Yy, FLRE AR A0R L TR A7 B e SR RSP RO AR A 6
W WS S SRV FE R 60 d ), X 4
T R AT A 61% , Horp G R PI AR S5 Y Wk
FEAG, H AR 25 2350y vh 9 ok & 3RS Th A 43, 2R
HE XA WL A7 7E LR f AR ™ MIRHREY) Salix
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H R O OB R AT M A KA T
M A AR PN T 4 R A IR R L R A T o, 22
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17 452 XA A AR 00 0 SR AR A RO 5 . i AR T
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JINFZ o 0 G ) R R 33.2% , %o 55 A AL B W1 Y
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25 b (R XS PAHS 5 Y i SR, TR
TEIGRE ST A KBS R RR B 2 HR R Gk R
W, 33 S W0 R 31 O S, A R e EL T Rl
Wi AH AR FHREAS S8 2 AR TS Y M B e R A
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W), AR 4006 1) A4 40 T B T A S b R gt A i 2K
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B, 0 2 22 R () EE B A 2, IR A I e A o
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{51 G TR 30 D A TR L R kA i A T 7 PR e R A
A 240 BT R 462 JiR IS DB A T RS AR T AT T ) R AR R,
WEELINK S5 M 3275 e 1) 35 7K 2 Hh o g 1 —Fif o
fif PAHs 1 BT (TR VR GSG6) L 1 AT AR5 ok 1 72 F i
A Fe (1) \Mn(IV) FORSBRER A R R 3 i 752 AR e
5 A AL S WD IT DL B PR A 1, AT LUK H A4
AATFE IR COs, A2 A HAb IS e it . REZHR
A 2R 9/ il R R Y AN T T R T Azoarcus J& BY
Thauera J& . DOEA DAL IR BAE T AT LKA
B, AT ARG S A , i vl LALLM T IR 2
B TR, DA R AT LTS G Y B
e T U S R, TR A R R R L = Bk e
W BRER AU S U Iy i L 732 AR 284 I I i 7
BRI, 207 AR A RE LA, S e A IR P A & 9
(Chnigs 7)) S g, B AR W R A AN i A
W fig .

WA 3 AT e 1k Bk PR A3t 5. 3] 1 A Sk s Y
TRE R e H AR T5 Qe . £ eI S 5m o 7 12k
W) = 57 AR A S AR PR B T (Pseudomonas aeruginosa )
PAO1 11 bdlA 55 A v 28 3% 35 34K pBBR1-MCS2 Fil
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pBBR1-MCS5 I, #4725 F o iy A= W AR 2 U e
FEPRU AR TR, BAL) 1 4 A PR R R Y AR BT I
RE R T3 A9 i A< R B A g o 1A, 216
2 AR R T AR TR PR m—CDS—1 £ 3R 85% v B fi FF
Tt B AN Wk R 3 T e A 245 O ORI R 3R

W AT I 5T 2 B 258 2 R — Y Bl A 1) T A R 381) 246
S5 W ACEA B T RS, 202 RO SN A )
TCVE AN LB WUE Y RT3 . A e SO S TR
DAY LK R 4 o e 4 e 0 S R RE ), B 4N Bacil-
lus aerophilus F1 Bacillus alkalininitrilicus 20 1% A% 2 TH K
W REREA R P2 L HL RIS s Pseudoxanthomonas indica .
Bacillus anthracis . Bacillus cereus 2H i 1) 3 T8 &% B 1 ]
FH F B i BOEL E); Diaphorobacter sp. LR2014—1 1
Achromobacter sp. ANB—1 21 i [ 2 T Pk B B RE A RU
filt F) 4% BETs Arthrobacter aurescens ATS . Halobacillus
sp. NY 15 ZH A ) BRI 7 BE A 280 66 A By i e g e
T P R AE X 7 G ) 1) e e 2803 48 2 v T R e
iR TR PR A A8, ELRAT B Y PR 1 L RE 1

RN SSRGS HAT IR AT AR AL
N ABTE LG S WPl i, 75 2 DAL b ) P 22 P
HRYRIEATE S o TR, LS5 IR A s A, (]
RSN RGBT RS R G R R SRR AR R, H
XHEEZ M HL A RepE T o AL YT S
FERIE T B — R B e SRR RS2, 7
SEBRE S st AR AV PR AR TR, 7
Gy A 52 J5 ik B 5 Wy i xof - 348 5 S50 1 52 i) i
ity 225 I Z R AN RUE R LA O, HLE SE 56
TEREA A IR TR 5 T AR B D b
22 B EDERERRF
2.2.1 fEY R+ esh s A

ALY G A AT R, AT LA i
FUARS TS WA o it 32 1 A Sl A W sl s ok i e
HAWARNE . WUEMVE B R ERD R, HA
Ji5 A1 it 2h 58 & W) (Extracellular polymeric substances,
EPS) XS {5 e Wy 9L ¥ e AL AA 15 e HAE W e 52 Y
S0 7 EPS R RGN PAHSs 7E K v i 5 i B2 £l
21 TR 20 X PAHS B9 A B AT BE 4R ™. EPS FRAFAE
G AR DX, DRt — S i i K P AT LTS G My N & R
FOGERE (A FR A i 5 55 ) 4P T L EPS W BT 24 i
YL 54(BB54) #¢ & 7E 50~400 mg - L' JE I, Proteus
mirabilis TJ=1 437" £ (¥) EPS X1 H % B 7T LLZE 5 min
B o R N €A B 7/ B - R 7} S S R S
T T R B E A o 2R B st R R B AT



SR, 5 AT HLYS e L A SR 0 B 3 AR T 925

%(Sphingobacterium sp. D-6) B4 P i T i (DDT)
I, AR Iy SR 2R 0 DA ) 38 3 5 Tl A A AR
K JE 5T A AR B AH A 05 PR, DDT 25 BR % AT A
68%"", FEVKFFNA BT T (Acinetobacter) /i FAHE &
( Pseudomonas )/ JG 0 FT & (Achromobacter) /i K K
(Nocardioides ) 5 JLA 2 Wy 3K G 25 B Dt v /) F 5%
o R R R W P T RO AR R TR HR T
HEYTETE, 20k 63 d B IS, 15 YL W R i 5 AT ik
88.54%"™, 1 5 M FN L 11 25 5L 1 (White—rot fungus)
WA AT AR R b e R T 1 3L O A R
PR LA AR R A A O R T
FRP ARBR - 8 DX 2 AR W Y T ST A R
- SR T TEAE AR PR g b Gl W S )
[F)VE FH RE S A1 i T 38 v i G iy e

-SSP BT A S e i A A A
—EAFE o i 1A 3 TP G S e] LA 3R
AR - 8 P SRR S5, 335 - 9 0 3 RROR R T
AR AR AR A [R] SEme E  AR Rk
JECARZS , B S0 {5 e P 8 A A 8P e 451
A6 TV SR A AR P A KTl B SR o, 42
AR A 2 28 i, WAL A PR 43 05 , 2 o RS
TSP AR o 1) Bl R T B S % A i A i 5]
FEAH T DL 2 (8 1 DA -3 b i

s YA 2% TR U E B S 51 A
LA Wy A - S B ) A REAE S T R A5 T
HAFRE BB A RURE RS U, DL R AnAe] £ 5 A= 4
ORI I AE ) IR IEAE B A I PE AR it 2 2
2.2.2 AHLEFIEEN

S G W AT B R o1 R O TS R
W B o g K P R ) 1 A= A 5 f o P, FE R 2647
AL G (B 3R D e ) SO AL EE R TS 0T L 3L
AR VRS JE DLEA T R A A B SRy T 5
Pl ix SERR ], AT SR 5T b A P o P ) B
VAL, LASRE A AILTS e W i A TR ) A
e T EAEL At AT AR A AN TR VS 8 A DIV AR SR 52 i it 7K
PETS Gy (G 45 W 7 -3 E 5T B PAH) 78 -3 vh
AIAFAEIRTS | DT i 5 A P R AR ™ R i
HERGREZFE AT R NS1020 -4 T 585 Y I 5 i 8K
P o AP P AR R BN i 105 IR N P IS B fE
i 5 A LR AT P SR80, , B i 5 e Wy A i RS M 1
S R 5T v 0 iR 5 [ IR R S Sy R 2 SRR R
NS1020 R AERRIE , N0 3 i M 1k, i fe it 1

SIS YR A | X — R A b E A g
AR A TS Y R AR vk gl B R R
sl B A 1 0 B i 32 15 31 63%0~80%°" . FHAE )
M T B B, PAHs 1 R BRACE 5 Lk ik B 2 A
2, IR P (ol A A 2 0 50 A v A, X
T IEGCE Y R Eh Y e T N . AT IR EOR
ZHT, N AT BRI T HITAL V5 YL IR 2 9 s e
(2R 35 YRR AR R) A e oAb PR A
3 P9 P e R Ak B e g 4 e ) B A 1 R R R
AR B IR, DAk b = A JR S5 s

FEME 57 (SEBR) [ 7] F T 42 m Al 43 v
AHLTG Y A R . ZH T R, R IaE
FUAAURT ARG A AL S DA S0 AE o 40 e e 14 23
AT DI 5 e Ay i FE 2 32 0 A L e, DA AR 22 4
YA I A AN [) S 7R 4 3 T 12 79 BB % 30 2o
IS 20 TR B8 A 4 A% A1 i 3R 1T 5 7K P S AR ATL S X
PAHSs i 2E W A = A= AR RV I I R 32 T
PEF S5 3 1 FF A H ER S SUM A (RHDase )
FN 132 J -2 ZE H R FR BUN 42U (1H2Nase ) (1977 4
TS il A i K D A AR 0 i R DG B A
FHSL, S8 K BR, 2 11E 1 550 ] fi BRI 5 FF 1
Xf Al - 38 v DDT 9 F3 ™, 3 T8I M 700 7 4
PAHs AE Y47 %0t A TR, i BB i 5 A0 4 — T A= A
KB A W8 52 R0, g WL ZF A 1A (Bacillus
methylotrophicus ) % 1113 FH 2 T80 & P4 57 Ab 3ok ) 1 358
J& B AR TE 30 d N Y 25 BR R 0TIk ) 80.249%
SV R, 22 TG R VKA 2R W18 5 R = g ek
W P A HLIE R E T R AR AR Z —
HLAG T2 W 1 R 5%, W AE R R B 5 o i DL ER
KelE o SR, AT LY 70 K BN s R A 252 i+
SV 5T DA R Gt K S R] R, 3 T B AR i —
23 BERRPREEDRENME
2.3.1 USTINA: W) ¢ AT B 42 W /R A T G ) T R E A

AW A B HAT L 2 1H B 2 LM SR REE
A B A BRI A ML TS Y v B 8 S
A=W 5 1) A SR A BILAR 24 5 I 1 R A P
13 1) 400~2 500 £, AR B FE VB X LFD
22 YR 5 I8 0 W B 2k L FL PR Y A P A
FAO AW R I & R R, N R A (M R AR
(Phenolic—OH ) . ¥ J& | PN Mg 3L F1 R 5L (Quinoid
C=0) 5 , DX 2B BRI X A= ) o ) 2R 1T S 0L SR TRIA T
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3 CH) K AR B L zeta HL AR 25 1T H oy 45 L
FARK A 5ZM , T AT LASE i 2B 4 W AT ko A
W T I 5 S RE T T EREAE A LIS
SAQUING S5 HIE B A 1 il 28 0 A= ) e BLAT SR AR A i
TEIRRE J1 , i A AR SR P8 T RE 55 A= ) Jie 3 1T Y
Quinoid C=0F #5 BHIKFR . AW 5 LA B 1
fi# AT 1K 56% , Quinoid C=0 F Phenolic—OH #Ik N
SRS G BEAE P 9 3R B ML A, T 900 SCAE W i X}
T S8 B P AR AR T T 400 CLEW B¢, IR 900 CA=
W) 7 10 22 1Y Quinoid C=0 7 — & F2E F Nk T
L P30, T B BE A X6 A g 0 W R Ik ik 14055 i
AR IUAE = i VR b TR Ry v A 5 4k iy
HoMh L T 2 AR 5 K A - H TR A 4 il i
K 2,4-THEHEPSE 2,4, 6- =il R B RS ST /AL
BV 0T - B B ARRE, EAR A
B B R AME A B 3E (PFRs) AT RAE A B A
KA 0s  Ho0, 0 B R 35 55 7 A - OHLL 0, 453 1 4
Py % (ROS) , M T 35 21 A7 %50 B A LTS G P i H
BP9, Az W) 0k 19 PFRs 15 £k Ho0. 77 A - OHL, X 50K
T3 114 5% % % 1] 3% 959%°Y, PFRs i B 1% 1k 3 5 2 £
FEAESOL - [RI i A& 0,48 B O3+, 11 O - R FERE 8 2
5iE b 5 BRERTE B SO5 -, TSN} PCBs 8 2L
5N

VS I A 9 ] TR A E A LTS G R R A o
AP R R I R R SR, IR T
B IS REAE IR 22 (14 S BE R AT 4
o IR BT A W R I 23 51 3 R A R
TEAE R SRS B RE A 35 2, 38 5 3 1 S K P,
PTG 588 - S A R K BB ), AE A L s R B
T3 Ah W I T 15 pH 9IRS, 158 pH
4 T RE A A 2 B SR OCR (B R, s, B9
B R B SR A Y5 R W AR AR A BT R bR
PAHs, IS J& H.— PAHs 8 £ Z 7l PAHs BTR &4, Bl
A= W) e 5 W 4 Bl A 0 TR TR T PAHs A ) o A 1) 3550
AR B 5 FH BRI, A W Joc R A i o i 200 TR 4
A AETE T AN R 2R R S A A AR
B

A B IS TINAS AL A3 T -3 1 ) i s i, 1
AR KRS T e A B R A B S A AT
R P RUE RS R G A HE TS YL I R A,
VB Ryl st HEPREE 1 SN S AW R}, B 42 8 [A] 2
Z 5+ HERRGE PR A BENTER O MRREAES R
SRR TR B
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2.3.2 Wb E A

HAL 5 Ak A= A8 52 B A 3E 3o 5 75 G i A% 3l D) ROR
VA TR (B8] 0 PAHs 56 A 40 TRT R A8 66 A 400 TR ) 396 M 52
ML ZEARC N TBE ZFA LG+
% e AR AN SR Y (PCP) 1Y 2% bR %433l
ALK 77.6%" 519" F1 609%™, Rk A= P 2 B
AR B e T Ho 0] DU 55 ) V5 P A e i
DX, DT 4 35 G 0 B A4 A S5 8 30 9 25 Bk, fH
e JE Bl E T R A RN A D 5 7 2 A g pHL IX.
B, ANF 0 A P 0 RN TS e W i B onT SR
1) BH A < 48 R AR P S e L 3, 2 1 LA 5 i 4
/K 4 A pH A8 Ak, BB B i pH X384 T2 B, 34
REINSETS Yy i a4k, 3 nT A 1 398 v 41 B FFR 53 1)
A, BHAR ™ A 1 40 S RE 1S 58 AT S G i pE ),
TEME R e W g b R R s -t W 2 G 16 2 HOR Ak
FRYS YL MIEE B RN 63% , J A WiiE i ) iy 1.7
fis, HAERGER T A E e T HER T
A B, RS AEY S BB R HARAMY
AL DAY SR G A ) 55 s Gl ) 2 Tl 2 Al VR 1) Z2 R
A, S RECRRRSE— 1Y pH AR 55, dE 535011
A A, FE T USRS R0 Y | 38 5 A= 0 6k i i
FRUOT 5 ) A e — A B A B IR AR AR

H 5 Ak AR B B H R B PR R — 2 Al e
RIS Y KRB B A B, 2 — AL B, 52
TR B BH Y R R R S i A ROV AR T
WA RE RN A= 8 B S0, A 3 b ) R LA SR
fik REESEOT LME R AE B S R R EE S
B, X e ST B R B S B B AR A RO,
FH ] BEARAE LA™ R, — 25 0 5%l ax 2
SRR G 1 AR 7 I AR 45 2 ¥ i 7 v A %
SVERE WA R T AEIZ M5 U UG 58 1%
2.3.3 WhnE SR A SR Y i A A K

IR AR, N T INk VA B R A fE
b 2 A ) RN ) 0 A A RN RE T, NE R
e R E SRR B 2 R . e Tt A C AL
2 B I XA T e e At 1 S i) fE 5 2 B, REARL B4
AT DA S 25 4t v S 1) o A 25 T g D Tl ) 05 P Y e &
A6 G Y T, T 2ok it A X A A e A ik
TIOR3 BR3, BRI S oA T kTS s
JEE 0 v it A XSS A 9 A 2 Bk e st ) ., e 24
15 YWy B YR B R 2 500 mg- kg B, i i TEHLAE 5 e
il 2N T4% , it N 35 I MBS R g 2% ] 3k 809%™, AY -
OTAMUNO %"Vt F 5 0 8 M0 Rt I A 48 52 A vl v e
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A D - St % TR, AN AR PR AR A1 R AL
A= W BEAE T T 008 IR T, HA TR ) AR ik
50%~95%. FH I AE IR 15 TR N R UG 410 52 45 JIE A
152 45 8 37 B R BE A ORI il 5 e - e b+
EEY AR R R Y B , R R
ity 6 2R 0 A 8 TR B AR B 60 d J5 A i R
fif AT 15 31.3%~39.5% , AN U IINE 2 B 751 (018 52 550K
1A 3.5%" s 38 2L WS AN TR [RIRE AT D4R o %o
PAHs [ A%20% , AMBROSOLI 250378 5236 vh % 3
W 2Ry FLR £ BTN I R 55 S SR A A S
PAHs (R 35 B 8 3 m . TR IS SR A 75 1
BEE YR, 81405 51 2L (NH,) 2S04 81 KHoPO,
AUEABEIE , M EFR bk A& B EE R R 60:3:
LISE, 15 40 B8 (DX =9 ) X6 A7 11 B 88 it sk s e i1 ¥
I 35 40 78500 AT L 3 o (S AL RN 4
K, R T S SR IR e R (B A
BE EERVED ) IO AT RO, EE VB b S A W R VR 4L RO
B SR ARG A E M SRR ) A A P A
SEAAE S IR R R RS B R L
15 Y ) 1 it 52 R BRI 438 I L AT B o A )
BEEET .

AT O, B IR AN TR AR AL T A W A K AT 1
TCHLBA MLE IR B 53, T HE T A= i 2B KT 8
P TAEWBE NBERACE . (AR A ELR TS5 YY)
HA IR DL R 2R SRR K ) 22 SR AE A
[7) 75 Yl b 5 F B S ] AR 35, FL VRN R b 72
TR, 25 R M A B A 8 T, DXL AR AR 75 ey 2 7Y
FTG YRR L, PR VR N GE 2428 R B0 1B F= 5 A AT
B A= s Y B AR RIOR

3 FiEMRE

AL T BB REINER R, LR
o i AR SR A PR A R 21k A HLTS Ge )
AIF AL S 2 MBS R AR T L, Thi + 3 A B BRbE
HE W LY A B o AR I 8 BR P D
R TIRIMERERCR T RS I i
ORFERTE  BE XTI E MR P S AR A W o AR F2 2L
MREEAR 2R AN B R 2 11 BN 5 G W A i R A, e
HMRZ ) A YA LT BT RS 2 [ 7 75 e BRI A 5
A= A B B Rs vk R T TS Ge Y, i s e i
FAEWO A Ty RS de . BR T SR A Prx
TS U ) B R, B U BV LR VB R
P A5 T RIS Qe A AR RS S 2R A

Mtk TS Y st AR R AR 2R 27 BTG Qe Rl
REZ AYYTG e A BRI B R
A— B R EARMELUA RIS . NI, 75 22
W55 Qe B SRS DL , 235 45 PR B O A A
T AN, TR RSB E BR85S 5 1+ 3%
REAS PRI VERE , FUBT AL FI A

AT Y LT JE R R IR AR
HME, FRAB I BT AR AE AT . MBI
AT R AT SR EAE S BOR X T HACR S T 46 A
A ffp AT 2 — P R R MBI SE . AP FEdR AR
B

(DA LTS G 3 b i) B J7 >CIA L e Al
PEJST 3 5 S R PR R S 2T R S BCA HLTS G
AL S WAR . T IRB B2 HCR &
HE— 2 IO RUBE R SEAN R AL 5 T 4 70 70 - 3
Z B BAH AR, 48 8 A LY 75 G o3 18 L3 o
HIE RS AL R A ML, DT 5K & BB 5236
b2l 7

(2) FE R R R e TR PR I, PR S 7 6 )5 9%
X G A 4 2 M) TR 38 AR AL AT 5 2R AT, [
A LI 77 A R TR TR X TR R R R A 7 T
ST , M B R TR B PR R S

) IIAEY e, A3 rh BT A I A o (g
T ARURL ) ) 45 21 2 U AT 2 MR A ) e Xk i G Y
R B e AT 5 E— 2B I o A R AR W R AT )
RE A O AT 488 v A W 2 AT HIL TS G W B T E RO
(ELT B 2 B LR DD BEAL A= W e e R 2% 1, i iB
KRG TE R A o

(4) A LR 5 IR P 555 al DA 1B 5 2
A AEHO - HERR I ) BRSO B S B i — 2
i TR 5 LR 2R
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