550

Eco-Environmental
Knowledge Web

IR TR 30 A

Environmental Protection Science

48 el 2022412 A
Vol.48 No.6 Dec. 2022

HWIRASETN T ERSERIRARER

5{’: ;}ﬁl, le,_i;,{{&‘l,z’ %%il, 3, ﬂﬂﬁ]l,Z
(1. BFKRFREFRFEERN S T RUARB R EL LT, 14 d&7® 210023;
2. R @ RFHRLES LFARE, 22 £ 362008 )

M OE: AT ERERER, ROAE, QS SHAEHENR, wRRETE L GRAEELAT BRI ZAMNG
G R — R AE, A AN K T AT A6k b A R AR KR e s, XESRT RAK
ATk K e FPEHURE U, AL T B K E M R AR

KEIF: LT K FPIR; A AR K; F R

hESES: X784 XHEFREE: A DOI: 10.16803/j.cnki.issn.1004 — 6216.2022010038

Research progress of toxicity evaluation methods and toxicity
reduction of chemical wastewater

ZHANG Ying', LI Aimin"*, LI Xiuwen', SHI Peng'?
(1. State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, School of the Environment, Nanjing University, Nanjing
210023, China; 2. Quanzhou Institute for Environmental Protection Industry, Nanjing University, Quanzhou 362008, China)

Abstract: Chemical wastewater has the features of large emissions, complex composition, and it contains a variety of toxic
and harmful substances. It will cause certain harm to the natural environment and even people's health without the effective
treatment. Biological toxicity testing can evaluate the safety of water quality more comprehensively and systematically base on the
chemical analysis. This article summarized the toxicity reduction of wastewater in different chemical industries, and provided a
reference for the reduction of toxicity of the chemical wastewater.
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