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The Application of Bioslurry Reactor in Contaminated Soil Remediation

ZHANG Tian—~vyue,ZHAO Nong, AN Miao
(Environment S cience and Engineering Department,Suz hou Science and Technology Institute, S uz hou 215011, China)

Abstract: Bioremediation technologies are regarded as one of the most promising methods in soil remediation for their low
expense, no secondary contamination and reliable effect of treatment. Bioslurry reactors can be classified as one of such
technologies. The authors presented principle, process, operation, applied range and running expense of a bioslurry reactor,
with an emphasis on the intensifying method. T he existing soil remediation technologies are largely limited by natural
conditions, and it is difficult to reach the goal of remediation in a short time. Bioslurry reactor as a novel and effective soil
bioremediation technology possesses an enormous research value and a promising future for application in the area of fast
rem ediation and treatment of the polluted soil with high-strength and degradation—resistant organic contaminants.
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