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Abstract. With reference to the domestic and foreign literature, the microbial remediation mechanism for
typical organic pollutants, the screening of degradation strains, as well as the surfactant and electrochemical rein-
forcement of microbial remediation technology were reviewed and summarized. The direction and trend of micro-
bial remediation technology development were prospected.
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Table 1

Comparison of methods of genetic engineering screening strains

RES J 3

S

DNA (RSN JTT DNA 34 B2 Bl 7 7 4 I 3 B2 8 2438 192K bph C FE R FE AT bph 2604 07 s bph 3 [ 5 28 418 04 b, i 10 3 5 g L

& DNA b, S AJER Z ki &k

J4E i bph AE bph F # bph G2

FORLAY T8 A LR T OB S A SZ U TR P, 2 PR TR IS N oS Bk 22 5 B i e oo >

HA WU BUAL

JEAE TR RS AA A A R W58 AL MR 0 4, SRR RO TR R R R bR An811S I RE 7 A A= Wy 2 TAT I 1 0 6 i o M8 B L T AT

188 A 1 DR T BT A A

20 A, 75 3 A R R A 0 T e 12

R2 MEEMEERRNRES KA R

Table 2 Comparison of principles and applications of several microbial remediation techniques
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