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70kg 2 As
uc DC FC UC- DC FC
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The Study on the Risk Assessment of Sludge Land Application

LIU Chang-ging*?, HUANG You®, ZHANG Jiang-shan?, ZHAO You-cai®
(1.3.4 The State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China
2. Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou, 350007, China)

Abstract: Land application is one of economical way in the disposition of sewage sludge. It'simportant to assess the risk coming from sludge
land application, which is the precondition to establish reasonable rules. This paper introduced how EPA proposed pollutant limits by risk assessment
methodologies and discussed some problems when these methods are used in China.
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