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Removal Efficiency of Pb from Contaminated Soil by Water Extract of Ananas comosus Peel
QUAN Xue-jie, LI Yu-xin
Abstract
the effects of washing reagents (Ananas comosus peel) in extracting the heavy metal Pb from contaminated soils. The effects of reaction time,
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[ Objective | To screen a safe and non-toxic soil heavy metal eluent. [ Method ] Laboratory simulation tests were conducted to exam

washing time, soil liquid ratio on washing efficiency of Pb were investigated. [ Result] The results showed that Pb removal efficiency signifi-
cantly increased with increasing reaction time. The maximum value appeared in 4.0 h. The ratio of solid to liquid has a great influence on the
removal rate of Pb. As the ratio of soild to liquid increasing, the removd rate increased obviously. Increasing the washing times appropriately
can improve the washing efficiency. [ Conclusion]The maximum removal efficiency for Pb was 57. 5% , with the ratio of liquid to soild 1:30,
washing 3 times and reaction time of 4.0 h.
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