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Combined Effects of Biochar and Fertilizer on Cadmium Contaminated Soil Remediation
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Abstract: The field experiment was employed to study on the combined effects of biochar and chicken manure and N, P and K compound
chemical fertilizer on cadmium contaminated soil remediation, and the immobilization mechanism was elucidated through fractionation of
cadmium in the tested soil. Results showed that the addition of these ammendments could significantly reduce the edible Cd accumulation in
Lactuca sativa L., decreased from 32.6% to 54.8% compared with the control. The application of these additives could also significantly de—
crease extractable Cd concentration by 7.04%~21.85%. Biochar could significantly improve soil pH value, promote the inactivation of Cd
contaminated soil, while the application of chicken manure significantly decreased soil pH value, which showed the effect of activating Cd in
soil. Soil pH value had significant positive correlation with root Cd concentration of tested cultivars, but did not reach the significant effect
level with the shoot Cd concentration. The research can provide a theoretical basis for the application of biochar combined with chicken ma—
nure and N, P and K compound chemical fertilizer on remediation of sewage irrigated Cd contaminated soil.
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SR R W B RN A3 BE 7 L AT LA S E 4 SR 15 e
THEB RN, A e T DL i £ 5 3 pH {3k
R EE 4 AE 3R RS Bl , o o 4 s A 3] [T £
FHL, A= 22 T E R I [R)RE T DA 5 £ S O R
&8 BT I RE 1, AR U N 3 - 8 5 2 Ak il R
ARA LS A E BRI T LME N E 48 Cd WAL,
PR AP e Cd R 86 1 e 1 A, R FH SI2 56 % 21
Bh 0 Wy AN 2 LA it FH RE S S22 AR S i S
B Cd i, e KRR AT iR 5] 50.5%, Ak, 2k iR
6 % TRAT R T i % 2 T LA A v (R e £
552 Cd Pb fl Zn &k, M1/ L4 Cd
Pb 1 Zn [0 SRS, A5 22 BH U0 32 B8 A A |
S SR AR B A R A R Fe 5 i) B 4 e 1135 12k
TS = 3 3 W R A 15 7R S ) - 3 T £y, T
S ST 4 R R, BRAE RROR FEEREN
P Bl B 25 0 A AR R AR LX) Cd 2+ 1
W B, FERTIA T RAE BRUMSE A Sk s E H R
IR S v, & B0 i 70 AR ) i RS 2 A T b 3 PT i
AT S 38 Cd i, SRR RR AT 5 72.0%,
+35E TCLP $2HUE Cd & & i R K 36.5%1, {H
i T BB AL, Z BB R R,
SERRA e RMEA . DR, BHAR H R S i A R
FEHESE Cd IS Y R T IRBE N EE B

AL FARAE T R 2R 9 ¢, 3 R S8, A
A=W 5 A IS B R 5 6 RS ol FH %o S e -
BE SR Cd 15 Yl fb & 2200, LU R A Jr 15 HE
W SR Cd 15 4B G it — e M R 1

| MRS

L1 #F#bsER
A SR AR AE TS A AE B ST 550~600
CIfE 6~8 h Hil &M AL, W C.H N F O JTTHEM
TR AN R 78.01% .2.46% . 1.18%F1 18.26% ., fifi
FAHTE 100 Hifi ChiAe/NF 0.15 mm) . K EEASZEIN H
A F T A AR R AT BRAA A A BT 0
%1, ARG IEARGE 2 N:P,0sK0 iy 16:22:7,
W F R EE T RS AR BR B ]
1.2 HIELE
AMIFER FHEF S (] SE g0 A T, FH [B) 5250 s T
KT R HE X A R a5 s, %Ml 22.5
mx58.6 m £ 1 319 m? [ T8 ko AR R =% o
- HEEE R WIE AR DR Y , L BT Hb RS E G A R R
Vet SN T2 Y OR i B M E S R IT R
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15 YL R E L HET 53 X, A% R S Y5 KR T
T, HR A 3 PR 458 0 A [ A 1 (GB 15618—1995 ),
IZILI A S A R A S A - A T
bR bR R SR B WL 2,

A=W s I 2 25 B R A 25 27, R
S NENE RS i 22 SCRR(10], SEBe i & 10 Al
B2 5 % : (1) CK ORI AR T AT T4l 4k 41 %4 ) 5
(2)BL(AWm 5 t+hm™); (3)B1+M( ¥ 5 t-hm™>+
A E AT 0.6 t-hm™); (4)B1+PUEM# 5 t-hm™+
RIEAGHE 10 t-hm™) 5 (5)B2(AEY 4% 10 t-hm™);(6)
B2+M (A% 10 t-hm >+ A B E S8 0.6 t-hm™);
(7)B2+P(AW ik 10 t-hm2+ & EEEZE 10 t-hm™);(8)
B3( A4 5% 20 t-hm™2); (9)B3+M (A= 4 % 20 t-hm™>+
RBEA AL 0.6 t-hm™); (10)B3+P (#5520 t-
hm 2+ &% FEMEZE 10 t-hm™),

RS 4 NELE, BT 40 /R, BASRTE/N
XA 10 m?, SoR{E AL 400 m?, i T IR IRI R 48
R ORATREU D RENLIR 2 . BB AL ARG T SR
2 BB AR E B 2 BB L, A R
s Y+ HE TR AT, AR A PRRE 70% H Al f K E
KR IR IR, S — > 71 5 BRI RR AR S , )
IKATE LS 1EH A A = A — 3

R 1 Ul R BB EE AR MR
Table 1 Basic physical and chemical properties of

fermented chicken manure

ZH HHH
pH & 6.19
AP % 64.51
4= N/g-kg 17.0
A% P/mg-kg™! 6.3
AL K/mg kg™ 7.6
4 Cd/mg-kg™ 0.57
% As/mg-kg” 311
B Cu/cmol -kg™! 105.7
S\ Zn/mg kg™ 160.2

&2 il D EEAREL MR

Table 2 Basic physical and chemical properties of the tested soil

S HH

pH i 7.38
AL % 6.21
CEC/cmol kg™ 15.7
. Cd/mg-kg™ 2.76
i Cd/mg-kg! 1.36
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P35 3% ¢ I 22 2 (Lactuca sativa L.) , i Fp Sk 1Y
ZEMF 3R
1.3 H@maH

MK 40 d JFlak, WOk B SERE i 20 R
My AT ERFNAR S 2 4y, i b AT AR e i
H, b BT EERAAR TS B kK bk, 25
TKPEE, S5 B TR H 105 CAF 30 min, 7£ 75
CIHTZEEE, Frab FTE BTG5 rmrE
ab BCAE T8 TP AR A IR BB i J e B 4%, T
Cd e o 148 pH (AR FH R e,
A2 4R A HNOs-HCI0,-HF {14k | JE 1IR3t
FEREDIE . L3R Cd B RCESR A DTPA 2425742
IO, A IR S 4R F HNOs-HCI0, {44k iR
T A e B I E
1.4 L_i&&F

JE IR G (SolaarM6 , 26 [ # LA 7)) 5
LB LA (101-3A, KB MR 2 5 45 AT PR
H) ) s TR MRy BE AL (FZ102, R ZE TR 2 B 4%
AR w5 i - BER AR AL (FT102, K 2 i R4
P ABRA ) ; M (EH35B, Jb 5T 3R A 2 RHMY
AR ABRAFD
1.5 gz

i i Origin 8.5 4 Hr &t VE, i 1 SPSS 16.0
HEA T BRI 2507 2% 43 7R Duncan 288 AL, KB [H]
Ab PRI 25 AR B, A TR DGR M ge T b, bR
F) 22 5 HAT B 3548 P<0.05,

2 HRESH

2.1 $Eb1EExtimE M EEA Cd RIBEM T

AN E AR AR B X Cd 5 G2 4 39 v il 22
Sl Bl AL Cd REE s L 1, A 1
ATLVE S0 AR E, Al A b P i S AR T A
S bl EERA Y Cd RFE BRI 32.6%~54.8%,
Hor B1+P B2+P F1 B3+P 3 R i 30y 22 35 AT £ 34
fr Cd 22 AR 5 AR B2 43 3] AT 3K 48.4% .54.8% il
46.7% . VLAY e S K RS 3SR 2 A I R
A PRAL AL BB S 4T AR B — Kb 3 R AR R A
AR A R 5 R TS 2 5 T R RIOR OB T A
RS R E G IRE R, AWF5EH B1+P F1 B2+
P bRl 2 S B TR Cd B R A
(B L EERhRE &8s YRR &) (GB 2762—
2005 )#5E FIBR R 0.2 mg-kg™ LT, i 2 2 3%
R T

http://www.aed.org.cn

&R Cd Bt /mg kg

CK Bl BI+P B1+M B2 B2+P B2+M B3 B3+P B3+M
At
1 REISE AL IR R i 3R AT R BRI Cd S BRI
Figure 1 Effects of different treatments on the concentrations of Cd

in the edible part of Lactuca sativa L.

22 LS MERRE Cd RREHFI

Cd V5 Y - AR AL AL H )y =CUF, T3¢
HRES Cd RN ULIE 2. N 2 AT DL Y it F A5 Fh et
AR A2 SR ER Cd B A0 IR 2 HH 30 I 2
BHAR , B IR A 14.4%~30.9% , HoA G | Fp Al A= W ¢
55 R RS ZE A T 3 Aol b 35X 91 A2 SE MR T4 R AR Y
i £ K, 5 % BEAH [, B1+P . B2+P F1 B3+P 3 FlbBf
A3 S BEAR I 22 AR Cd R K 28.1% ,24.4% Al
30.9%.

~ W

HRER Cd f ft/mg kg™
[\S] W

CK Bl BI+P B1+M B2 B2+P B2+M B3 B3+P B3+M
Jb
B 2 AR AMIE XM ZE ARED Cd SRR
Figure 2 Effects of different treatments on the concentrations of Cd

in the root of Lactuca sativa L.

2.3 S EENSM TIEFRES Cd BRI

et e G w5 Y, RO T R B RS [
T LSO PR E , — B LA ) 3,
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JEAUE BA WA AR R 3, IR, AR L e e
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4 I 1 MR BH T - T 4 R AR T B R
TRt o AR S50 H AN [) i A Ak P S b A A5
Cd F A m ILIE 3. I 3 o] AE Y, 55X A
o, AL S 3 RS Cd 3 B
1%, BEIRTT LA E)] 7.04%~21.85% , Frf B1.B2 Fil
BI+M #b 335 R 55 o B 2, 23 I REAIR 21.8% . 19.6%F1
19.0%. 1t B 5l — 2 770 52 A 0 e A R A= o 5 % T
AOE B A A NS S B A A B RT LA RO AR
TG Y e e Cd B A RO AR R =
A W I3 Pt 55 R ) S T e R

CK Bl BIl+P B1+M B2 B2+P B2+M B3 B3+P B3+M
poseH
3 TRFELAER TIEERE Cd BRI
Figure 3 Effects of different treatments on the concentrations of
DTPA-available Cd in the soil

2.4 $hikiEExF Cd 5411 pH ERIME

50 pH B 5 M T 4 e W R — fige O RN I v -
Ve AT B R 22— DR bl i R s 3 pH
Xof FAAR - 1 v B 4 S A Rk T RS RE T A KR 2 E
& JE XA fE S A S VR o R & 4 T
U, ASFEEAE AR BT 38 pH EA7F 76 R 152
M, 5% FBAH L, B1+P B2+P .B3+P il B1+M 4 Ffib
() 138 pH {E 35 H AR AR BE ARG, BRI R 0.04~
0.14 EAL7{H , B1 B2 F1 B3 3 Rl P 158 pH {8 i 3%
TheE , pH (B e vl LA 0.25 ABANE . 1 B it T

7.8 r

CK Bl BI+P BI+M B2 B2+P B2+M B3 B3+P B3+M
b3
B 4 REFLALIESS 38 pH BRI

Figure 4 Effects of different treatments on soil pH

AW AT DA 2 4R i 3 pH E, AR TRl 3
G 0@ Cd ATE P ; Tt FH XS 220 B f AK€ pH {H,
AFIF 3+ E 4R Cd MELIER .
25 TEpH EFEYS Cd SE5HEXRRKER
Cd EEXEDH

FE 3 HaT LU Y 22 S8 T A Cd 2R
FUE S5HRE Cd R AR ECh 0.717, 53
T BEVEAKY. EAJR Cd B A2 SR R, 4R
Je ) M A R AR R 2, T L )
R RO VAR O A3 22, DRI 3 22 S b mT 3 or
Cd RS Cd R R E A7 B E LR, X
5 Bl AN T) A 0 A A Al Ak L R SR A 0 i 3 2 S AR
X Cd Wl R EHA R R RO BT sE7E R
1E Cd MRS 1) Hby b AT FBA 19 5 32 T I
BB 2E 5. 3R pH (H-5Ih A SR cd B
)5 i S M AR A DG R S T 22 3R . T L Y
Cd SR B AH ORI AR B 2 B MK, 3¢
M b AT BT AR Cd BRE S 56 308 Cd
T AR A IR A, M E R B 3 0.419
H10.336, Horpyh 22 32 b TS 3 #0GS Cd
R AR R TR B T AR R K o X TR AIE R T

3 T pH BERERES Cd @B MERBI Cd BEEMEXRE

Table 3 Correlation coefficients of Cd uptake of Lactuca sativa L. with concentrations of available Cd in soil and soil pH

Eiian IFESER AL Cd BFR TMZE AR Cd BB 3% pH K A Cd A
THZE S 18 Cd &2 1
ISR Cd it 0.717%* 1
-3 pH 0.212 0.362% 1
TIEERGS Cd & i 0.419%% 0.336* 0.045 1

IR P<0.01, “*7 IR P<0.05,
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T A RES Cd J2 7T DI BRI B A, T3
ARG Cd Fidxhim Az e ol il A pUR Cd BA
B E S ) A 1 4 Cd B et AT DAREAR L
IR RS SRR XU
3 3t

B AE 1879 4 ,Herbert Smith 7E i 3% Scribner's
Monthly H i EE Y HE A H BN SR 2™ 58
AV R B YA, B M 20 T2 40 4E4UHE
FEUERT, AR I 2 500 4, H 2 6 000 4FLLHTH AR TS
FEE S I N TG 1 o — kA AT T Y
MR SIS  f ShY) B SRR o (AR A
B SR OCHE JRURE, R R R T LA IR A
JDRL, AR e el Y, B - 48 rh A AR e T A - B
YR — ML Z A YR B Z AL AR T+ &
1) 25 48U RE A5 26 W e HAR A 1) R B 6 R
THIREST  TERTIABEIE H R T e T A2 LE Wy vt
KA G S MR B A

ASCHFFREE R TR, 55X AR LG, A=W ¢ it LA
R AW h S R RG2S VR 5 LR BCAE y Blif bt
BHEA S, WhZ2 3T AR Cd R G Y 1P 25 [
fiX, BEEARES Cd &ty 2 T, KUY ik
P e R A AR R TR RS 2 A T fe R
5 Cd 15 QBB S E I A RO . AR
AL L b R A RRURI A 5 2 W B RE O, LR IR
T A B DT B AL R R A I I R I MR AL AE
HREM], X PS5 AR SARE 18 HHOR I Y BRI
B HLAG B B A 2 AR A e 1 L T ATE -3 b R
FEARTE B4R T HE HLATCHLTS Gy B e
B RN , DRI R At 1 IR B 532 i) - 4 v B 4 s 1)
TR S 8 AE Y AT R . Fellet S5 A
FERI, LW e mT LI S e () pH i, BEAR A h
RIS IR AW T URITE T LR 54
1) 4 SEIAR e A i R v B T T S 0
(R BRI PR XE 7 300 A 77 18 £ ) o R A0 5 b AR A1
TRV P ) Cu 755, T LI AR5 ] 45 18 39 42 2 X B AT
JEME R Cd A Ni FE RO 4T, Beesley SEFSY &
PRAE Wt 3 Cd A1 Zn AT R B B4 W o I s A
FH L BRI o 1) 3R Cd 1 Zn B2 %
HEAA FERAIR 45~300 4%, JUHXT Cd 2R 3R & 5 M7
Cd Al Zn 5 3419 L3 hoin A iy BE AR 1 45 1) A 0 ¢
A7 60 d By H IR ), HIEALBUKH Cd Zn
TR WY I AR, Sk S S A SR R B LSS A=
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s AT LARH S BRI B 4 14 AR A sk

A= W — R S , AT DA — SRR AR o R
pH A, 1k RS2 £ Jg ad A b ST A R BUR i
(A AL IR DT B A 338 1Y) pH Y, RBP4 5 L Y
fs I IEIRE AT DAE 358 1) pH EREAR A< SCHFE R F
A LR B 1) e P R 8 25 v Cd V5 Y - 4510 pH
{8, AV xS RS ZEE RS, Y pH 2 %
X REAN I, v sy s A ke 5 R A A IEIR A 5
- S pH B UG BRI 573X P RE A BT R XS 20t
T 145 pH {E I REARRE J1 45, s A T A= 9 o 18 43
BRCPEAE FH o 138 pH (BT = 2 1 ik 34T 1/ JCHLIR (4
e SRR A B B RE L i R IR A
JRETARNEREAR, W sS4 R B T .
Mk, +4 pH (R0 3T Cd A 9ra 3k —
ANEERE ARSI P Z [R5 B2 A
KA, R R AT BE R AE AR Y o AR AE I - 1 Cd
FEr AWy pext 3 H 4 R Cd BATAL ML AL 6542
43 pH {HAIXF 48 Cd WFHER 2 A5, i
X 4 pH A, AW RXT Cd B R ) T %
AIFER

ARSI R R B, ERARAR R | AR ) e B
X 1438 pH R & RO B B 3 (HIR 22 S BT &
A Cd A 3 R & AR i 5 R RS 2% 5T I Ab
FRA PR e . B @ S PR oA K
PESA R, o & A AR BRI BT, 17 Cd
TG Y - HE P it XS 2 A LR, AT 5 - B R A L
A Cd BT RALHWM 5735 484G L
FAGIREFEA , S G ES R A ILE Y
B, T Cd MBS KA, 3R R A
A PRI Cd S5 A= 9] ) R A 1) 36 PR AR A A 0 A8 T
FIFHIE 564k, NITTREAR Cd 594 ¥rA 3k fn ] i 5%
Pk, PR Cd MREY T BT a8 E %,
RN EE & @ X R a0, S5 AMBL AT R i T8
FEOEH, SRR B RR R A R,
IR SR T LAE £ B A Cd AR Ry 57X AH B B 52
B Cd R LSA LARIE K, Cd(OH), A1 Cd(PO,),
DUUESEEE Cd, Xt AT RESE M2 S8 T & A
£ Cd JEFEAIRA—A R . FREH S A IR & —
FE B FRBEIRER , Kt F 78 B & UE B AL REAS 1 5 %
AR Cd 0 B2 (A FEARSCEER 2544 T, AR ik
5 R A T 5 I B S R R R A A ke
Bt B 8 Cd 15 Y AP AR RO . AL B
NEXT 3 Cd AP B 55 R 52 2% , AN TR Y
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Rk AL, AR RS B o0 S5 R 2 -3 Cd
AL S SRS Cd BRI 2

ST AWy 5 kK BB FEE O T Cd 15
Heddgerh, BORGEHHER pH (A —E B BRI,
HAE DD 22 St bl R Cd 9B 3R LR A1
S sgerp Cd AT TP AR G T BAL R B —Ab B
PHE AR, B R A HERS , th T A B de 5 %
I3 B S A T LA B S AR TRV it 25 DR 3R 2 )
e Cd ATREZ AL JCHLES & Wy h EHT R i
K, FECASET Cd AREA SRS, I, 72
TsiE X A= W e 5 e X 2 A E AR A8 S A TH - S
GJE Cd BRI EVEVEA TR %, LAGE B st 8956 £ 1
IR ZHE A TR, SR R ) Cd 1Y
B SRR EVERCR PRI dh AT F 2 2 2 ™

4 Hig

(DTEREMZ S AR Cd B RCR Jr T
W5 R TR ZE AW e 5 R B A2 G I A oAb 28
B R T AR e s — R B HH A A e A
Wy 1 5 R T X 288 5 TR AR B 0T AR W e 5 Rl
HAENE BAb P,

(2)7 2 SARES Cd BB i bl Sl A A4 bt R A
X RS H IR AN, P IR R AR B AR R S R
PRS2 S TE 3 A FHEGT I 22 SR AR R AR i BRI
R .
(3) Bt — 5 SR T A o A S A= W e 5 R IR 26
i%ﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ’*ﬁ[ﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂﬁUﬁ'xﬁlm[i%ﬁ%%
15 QLS g Cd A RE.

(4)jite F A 9 e ] DA S 2 4 Ry 398 pHL{E, A3 )
FREALEEE LR Cd A TE M 5 1 5t XS 3% mT B (g j%
IR A-3 pH i, AR T3 -3 ETE SR Cd ELTER.
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