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Research Progress on Remediation Technology of Chrome Contaminated Site
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ABSTRACT : Our country groundwater, surface water and soil was serious polluted by Chromium slag, which cause emerging great

threat to ecological environment even human health. . It is extremely urgent to carry out repair work of chromium slag contaminated

sites. Based on the analysis of the characteristics of chromium slag contaminated site, the latest research trends of contaminated sites

remediation technology at home and abroad, analyzes its deficiencies and the development trends of the remediation technology of

contaminated site by chrome slag.
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