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Discussion on Acceptable Risk Level in Environmental Risk Assessment of Contaminated Sites

OUYANG Huang-li, QU Chang-sheng
(Jiangsu Provincial Academy of Environmental Science, Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Environmental Engineering,

Nanjing , Jiangsu 210036, China)

Abstract: This paper introduced the connotation and development course of acceptable risk level and the selection of acceptable risk
level in environmental risk assessment of contaminated sites at abroad. It is suggested that the value of risk acceptable level should
be selected reasonably for the risk assessment and repair management of pollution sites in China, and the establishment process of

the target value of the remediation project should be sorted out, and the standard system of differentiated acceptable risk level should

be established.
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