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Abstract: This paper is the result of hydrogeological survey engineering.

[Objective] Fluorine contaminated groundwater is considered a major public health hazard worldwide. According to statistics, over
200 million people worldwide are at risk of fluorosis, and at least 28 countries have experienced fluorosis incidents caused by
drinking high fluoride water. High fluoride groundwater is mainly distributed in underdeveloped areas with drought and water
scarcity, and there is a general lack of alternative drinking water sources, making the problem of endemic fluorosis difficult to
effectively solve for a long time. Therefore, developing economically feasible fluoride removal technologies has become the key to
solving the problem of high fluoride groundwater. [Methods] Based on the results of literature research and the current global
pollution status of fluorinated groundwater, This article summarized and analyzed the research and application cases of fluorinated
groundwater both domestically and internationally, taking into account various factors such as research depth, theoretical and
application feasibility, removal efficiency, and renewability comprehensively. [Results] This article systematically introduced the
causes and distribution of fluorinated groundwater worldwide, summarized the advantages and disadvantages of existing mainstream
fluorinated groundwater treatment technologies, fluoride removal mechanisms and application progress, and analyzed and prospected
the existing problems and future development trends. [Conclusions] Each technology had its own processing advantages and certain
limitations, and when selecting and applying specific technologies, it was necessary to comprehensively consider the water quality
and target requirements of fluorine contaminated groundwater. At the same time, there were also problems in the current research
and development process of groundwater fluoride removal technology, such as lack of targeted service objectives, poor
comprehensive treatment efficiency, and significant deviation between the application of adsorption capacity and theoretical values.
The coupling application of multiple treatment processes could better leverage the advantages of different treatment technologies and
achieved the effect of complementing each other's strengths, which was receiving increasing attention from people. In addition, the
joint removal of multiple pollutants and the design and development of new adsorption materials with manually adjustable structures

are also important development directions in the future.

Key words: fluorine; pathogenic element; harmfulness; groundwater; removal technology; pollution remediation; hydrogeological
survey engineering

Highlights: 1) A systematic analysis was conducted on the removal mechanism and application progress of mainstream fluoride
removal technologies, and it was clarified that when selecting and applying specific fluoride removal technologies, it was necessary
to comprehensively consider the water quality of fluorine contaminated groundwater and target treatment needs. 2) This study
summarized the advantages and disadvantages of various processing technologies, and analyzed and forecasted the existing problems
and future development trends.
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B H T AKAE Ak 7K ( Ayoob et al., 2008) . 3T
30 4F R R K 5 b SRR R LR T —
(Cao etal., 2022) . JLFR A AR TE 3h 7 A S
+, nd, BRL R RERRER . AL AR, T RES
Xl T KB A BB F (Zhou, 2017) o AR 4R HHES
A AURHE R B, 7 2B A T K TR 2 i
N 2 fi J3E Y B R A TCHIL TS G O AR ORC
(Thompson et al., 2007) o & T4 T 7K H AR5 Y iE
OUIEAERAZ Bz e (GRAE AR, 2007, TIAHTAE,
2010; Liu et al., 2021; #3CHE4E, 2022), MiAHHLZ T
R A BT G52 B DT JEE U i S A o

NAR B (R Z 50 o R F 2t g ik
B, AH 3T R 20 SRR B TR DA e g b
T ARAE R AR K 5 T R 75 1 7 A B
(Vithanage and Bhattacharya, 2015), AR A&
2 P BAS TS, NS | B TUBAMAE . e
BE L TR IRAE L ARAAE . HUR BRI R R 2%
VR [CHE S (Yadav et al., 2019), Ak, X AMAAFIE
FATAA . 3 1 D) B8 A K o e i) 5 A A0 1 DA
Kot 4t F: S A — 2 % M (Malin et al., 2019;
Ouyang et al., 2021) . X SAH Yt FIFEAETE BRI,
St R AR ARG AR AR R L
X FEAZRE J7 . LR R R AR 7 A R R )
(Dolottseva, 2013 ) ; #2490 M5 G %) 3 i UAC A9 3RC
vl vz 2R, 5 ERA AR RSB,
I HMIFET- (Gupta and Mondal, 2015; Yadav et al.,
2018) o BR T X AAAFN S i 4y 4t B 14 52 i 411, KR
rht R R S A AL S TR N AN, TR SR
Je AT ZFE R ECE 7 564 W IS 0 TR I 2 Bl
2 R 1 g K (R 8 k% %7 (Kimambo et al., 2019), H
A, PR b 320000 =R KK B o 34 % G E 1
TR BRI, B3 [ AR T K BT B #fE (EPA) (<4
mg/L) . KK B3 Tk F 7K 7K 53 s 1 (EC98/83) (0.7~1.5
mg/L) FlHH 5 T A HAUR F KK BT (WHO) (<
1.5 mg/L) . " ETF 2022 4 3 A 15 H g & i 3
€7 20234 4 H 1 HIER I (A= 15 2K T
A5 ) (GB 5749-2022) , 38R U5 I 1 A 1 1R ]
K T A Bk ) (GB 5749-2006) 1 1.0 mg/L B R 1l
BOR o HoAth — 2L [E S A H AR 28 [ 4 HLE
KK RALY B i o NS 2 0.8 mg/L A
0.7 mg/L,

X 1o R K A3 A XA S B FH K (R R, 7
B AT B KR ARG DL T, R 9 AR SR A i
[ — e . DRI, o SR T 7K A B R —
T [ Y AP K A BRATIS ) FE TSR IR . BRI T
2R AR TR B L RT DLGE B E 20 el 30 4R AT,
1931 4F, Churchill, Smith 1 Velu %5 JLF- [R] i} & 3t
WA | RWBEA 5, | RKBHF TAEE BT 60 T
MK AR H 2 B RS 1 19 F 5% ( Ghorai and Pant,
2005) . ELE] 1934 43¢ [E /) Bornff fir &I T 1%
PR SR A0 A B 1 1T A9 A8 5514 fiE (Bornff, 1934) .
1952 4F- 38 [H /A 3 DA R 7EAR sl JH % e 155 —
S 500 m® S PR BRFUIE IR o ED
B IE AR BT A0 A M, 1963 44 H i HEA
iR S ] AR — BTG M R AR PR R L, RS
1984 4EAE LN AR B = % B RF: & B R A B vk B
XN, 2016) o ITAFEA, AHICHY SRS | 23kt
K GG Y BAE R R DA S R K R T2 AR
ARG OIS 2 HE R, gk vl 45 08T A sk
Wit, 55 T 2R EMESR R E GBS B . R
PEBRFALIEAE, B A7 300 0 bR R R F A DI
% QREETIIE AL 2AUTIE) . B Tac ik LR
oL WERME | IO RS, BRI EOR AR —E R BR
PE, B4 T2 Bl b BREEE 28 ] RE TG 1ok B ah bR AR
FIARIE o

2R LT, v U T 7K R — A R AR A R
PRI, XAz ) e A UAE AR I RS B T 12 BT
EfEE . T e T K AR R A, AR5
il JLT5 U, Ao S R A 7K Hh R 7 e A
P H A b B ] SR, 8RR SR AT
T B — S ERPE R EZIRE . ASCRERGH
FEPR [ A3 5 R R K TS G BR LA K B Rl
AT A 3 9 R R A 1) B A 1 0 R R ke & J T Il
DU A B A b A AR O i 2 A D T 7K 3005 e )
PR
2 FHEUT KB TG YRR
21 BRI TKEKE

KPR E RN EREZ, SHSEHE
3l HOEHSR | A PR gy S ARG

R B AL S AN SR Sl i 3 20 25 R
REREUIEL 1), IHL T 7K A A i 35 2R Ik
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Fig.1 Sources of fluoride ions in groundwater (modified from Vithanage and Bhattacharya, 2015)

B, RIRFEH A A 7= | A 6 16 B 2 i i
SIS

REMFREH, ARZMGT, MR T KRR
$U0) 1 S5 v b s 40 K A 2 1 1 25 S ( Sharif et
al., 2008) . HHETFEFAIEHKL 3 NN FERER
ST, SR LR K R 45 B BT (R (Abiye et al.,
2018; Dong et al., 2022) . 734k, MBI R WHINH
EHIY G ol T S 2EAE H (Olaka et al., 2016),
o, v ] R 7 0 R oK R T S o3 R
HRER L EE T R M T UK (Jia et al., 2018) o LAY
R T YR E A IKE A BRI
O BatE NG et 5UST %, Xy
TEAE B T A R e 78 A e BRCS h  mfeoh
F & (Castaneda et al., 2021) . 5 TR BRIL 45
fE (B T4 1.36 A) 51238 7 I b BR AL 2245 1
(B T2L42 1.40 A)FHL, L EAMTZ B AT AR 5
S BT A5 # (Chandrajith et al., 2020), # R /K 7ES
IKIZH R BE, 5 Y RS K R kA
M, §ERS ) HL R K (Ghosh et al., 2022) . 7EMIE
SRS, W A AR K R ) RS B K A T I
A, FEAEXELLUE 4R, TR E8OK SRS T, Rl
i 1 v PR TR B R I 2 e, T R ik
FALY AR FE (Wang et al., 2021) . BT, K
SRS TN ) R AR, KRN 2 [ Y
AHE AR 43 32 1T 7K 5 B8 7 J5— J2 47 114 ek i) BR i
Bian, e 2, SAL YR I 2 5 U KRR IR
FE 8% 45 BB ] & A OB A9 8K &R (Hudak and
Sanmanee, 2003) . 75 4b, FALYIHE AT 2K B9 Bl
PR T 1T K AR2E 847, 4N pH B, HCO; DL J
Bl 4 J@ N B+ 4 J& 19 AT % ( Chandrajith et al.,
2020) . fi4n: Ho T 7K B SEACITE pH 3~4 (K5 F

N REBE T3 A RO, JFAE pH 6.5 LA BB TR
F% (Savenko, 2001) ; Ak R %R A & AL P 1Y — > EE 22
HITTRRIL, AL FERIR E o rh By TR P S T T
o HCO; & 1 AH G XY A i fif 18 B BR B, 7K
TR AL 5 B R B A AR I A BRURE OGO
R, WA T B A UE T H R K TR Y i
KU (Chae et al., 2007) .

1o R T K AR P B R R R R K
B T K B HE L, AT AR BR TR IS % L K
b1 TN S 7 N B G X S I L N 1 7 N4
J1 R AT, X SO A K S UK K, BOCR
Bt V5 7K A T 7K R GE, BEIN T RIS 3RS L i a]
fiE Pt (Wang et al., 2021; Ghosh et al., 2022) , H[H
HErF 2 3 285 wUE K HEBCR (TRAKE, 2014)
(1) LA A7 R skt LA = A, Bian, SReATll
B PR AN N B A 7RG MR AR e AR i K A
BRI (2) LSRR o SRR T AR 7= Fo A ™ i,
W R TI AR A = W B TP 7 M SRR 4R (AIF,)
VKA (NayAlF) 5 (3) PR Jirops) rf 55 36017 i 22
EA b L5 BT E N A S #UE K Ak
PRt i A 58 3, ) 2R e A AL T KIS
K& IR R R K (B a7 48, 2024) o BEAH,
Tl A 7 HE R A R I 8 b K R K bR
£ F (Onyango et al., 2009), & R AW 72,
A b A = A B AR RE N AR 24 28 4% G E B O AR
(Meenakshi and Viswanathan, 2007) &l -2 #i T 7K
AT RE A R SRR
22 ERsSpaFEMT RS

MR K S5 G A A AR A Ry R — 0
FERALTDAGE, gl 2G4 202 A0
IETAIG SR P B K, 20 28 MEIR M B T
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R e K 3 B 98CH B 3 (Loganathan et al.,
2013; Khatri and Tyagi, 2015) . #ifiiE, ERE—LEHIIX
R K H B S AR v B FE ) 30 mg/L (Sharma
etal., 2011), X5 1 7 PR B HAT A9 X Bl PR R
VI 22 [ G A0 X Hb S50 iy 24 B LB R L T L r e IX.
B2 5, Hean HAE) < BTSR s, 2 Y T
BRI 7 4 IR TP, 2016) o A3 243 JE T SRk
TE (1A S AR T N 4 BR TR PN ) S A RN b TR A
B BRI IR S St A S A, A5 3]
S R T K e R B R (>1.5 mg/L)
IX 3 1448 23843415 ¥l ( Amini et al., 2008), & 31 i1 980K
FEAENALES . mf 45 0 90 78 38 B4 A o X 3R oA e
AR, BT AR R, X XA TROK
BRI . BN, 7R AN S, AT RE R
FEEZ MK (3~4 L), il T HF DAL N
K 2 L B945fE(Tha and Tripathi, 2021), K, LB 2%
Ty il Z PR o Bl b R 2 AR A
H—WRIERBe BB LAR 9B R L
B AN 7097 | K AN B s = | Y N o E N 5
2R, L BT BN REAGR E P E 4
5% (Ozmen et al., 2011), tbAh, 3&FEFH A WA S0
A9 1 9 R K7 (Ayoob and Gupta, 2006) .

HH R Y T K TS Yl N TR A E R 2
—, BR T g, HoAy 30 20T HIA X IEE AR TR
TR b 7 M SCOh B IR (1 )%, 2012; & 5 55,
2017), JLIHEE . Mg il TR Wb, R
GPEdL ARAEE T R T R X g ™ EE (Wen
etal, 2013) . FEIT AL RUE HL T /K TS Yt
ST, AN, 5B R K A R W AR R R
3.64 mg/L | F (3KTFIE, 2016) . b R /KAEAR K
1) — BL B[R] AT 32 BT S, ELE 20
20 70—80 AR J5, PR S HE A S A
AN (R, 2014) o P E T M b 7 B2
O3 KRR | SRIGERUFNIR AR 3 Fh2ey, Hovp, HRoK
TSR b [ e O M SR B O AR LR 3E
FE R DAAfdEREZE 143, 2019) .

R b T 7K o S T R, D R 43 A L
rh ] R R K RT3 3 R (42 7k 4545, 2006,
54, 2010): —J2 k)2 = ML T K, FE S ATE
HRr . NS R R IR T TAEAr H IX, 7K 9
FELUER AL . 78 R W AR R B — R R )2 R

R K, AR A DV K] R A LK, K
o SR ORI T LR SRR AR T & R
UEAE R =R RSB 2 R b oK, A4
FEVU)I L TP DL R AR A b X, R DASR
I8 3 R A A R A T R B R . R E
T 1983—1988 4F- 7 4= [ [l N b 47 T 2k K
WA, I HIREL LS T PRl 1515 2 E
R KA (e [ AR S 828 51 2%, 1990);
Wi 5 7E 2000—2020 4E[H] (HeHr 90% R4 T 2010 4
ZJE ) IANFESRAE T 6513 1) & ML T AKEE &, Hirh
1594 13 (24.5%) 81t 1.5 mg/L; Pafmgrfliit, b T8
FHA 2400 PRI 2 S T /KPR AR K, 4 A v 7
FR P EE U 19 s ABOR 204 8900 A, i A
i) 6%(Cao et al., 2022) . HbH X Pk & R T
IR BN T TEIE FHT Eb 3 2 46 X B 910 4
A7, JE T i TR AKX, ] R N Sl
BT i FE B IA B T 45%, REHE A E] T 70%(#
M4, 2011)

Zi b, AT R B R A AT R R
IR 5 AR R R v B R AR R RV S L X, 32
il 4 AR S 9% gk, HAE s = nT AR iR K
TR, (A5 by P 3 4 ) A — B A5 B K
fRue. R, SARER AT | B R H ARG R
MR BRIk T
3 FML T KR IR RREOR
3.1 iEE

UUVE L R A DT TE L TR EEDIVE T, R R R
AR A — BRSO s, T T s dth
KRR B, (HAE RS B 1000 mg/L LA b B e vk
TV 53 1 K AL BB ) B A3

b2 DTVE TR — MRS 17 5 R K P B K
R B IR R AEUCTE A, AR R SRR T A
S TIVEY), P4 = B A B LR s Ty |
o 1N A2 BORy B IR LA A DT 0E 70 78 Ak 38 o v
JEE R T I K R A5ARE W , R ME R 1 T i A A K
3, 55 R 1 D) ] 5 o A L ke T, A
I FH B 4 A ¢ v I K b e R AR TR, T 3 A
pH VAR BT, A5 b 05 5 15 5 1 R AR B R
FESUTIE, B 25 J5 58 O s T 1 25 Bk . HAE
TUTE T A0 45 6 F5e A 5 2 SR A A R i R S 4
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JEA AR A ] Ak, DR R A IS, (4
BT 5 R T RO AR R AL B ULTE, (R A KA
[5], 5 ERAS By v e FEAR i, DUTE T AR AT B R R AR
T, AEAAJE X pH SN, PRI TR BEAN R Y
TR KBOR A . A 2R T A A A
AN ITHE TR 5 UK AL BEACR,, e BURGT# 2%
BRACR AP (4T 5, 2016) . WAH LI, A
BEERAE R DLTE A A L BRAICR, 491 40: Huang
etal. (2017) AL 22 UHE L IR I A SR 8K
TR . B RMBEIRER . L8 % MUY LR 45
SRR, fot B ERASCOTIE R0 JAY £ B AR T R
AIPERE . RSB AT A B, S ol A K s /%
AR DU AL BES # 75 UK K, IR S BRAAEL
o, (RS SRARME IS B HE PR i . AT DFFER I 2R 2y
FRIDE P B9 777 32 0k 25 BRI 1, IBUR e 1) 25 BR A
Ho i, siEiESE (2009) RSB, 5
P00 5 B TR TR B T A ) 4 0 A 9 2 1 B T 1k 3R A
THREERRR, #IR5F (2022) KH—ga5 R
B GRBER T B FOG AR AR LAY 1 UK K
PEAT AL B, 45 5 UK K AR A bR HER, U A dy

BH . Lacson et al. (2021) 38 i 2 PN 3L 56 XH£ G2 1Y
A2 TV 2% AN 58 A T B B 400 1 £ AR S Bz
BRSO AT TG, 58T AR K e B
pH DK R S R R A I i 55 22 Fh S B0 2
FISE IR, 45 SR A, Ak 2R DT B A Ak R 7 B il 78
A H w5 0 Ak W vk B2 S B (1000~10000 mg/L) 7]
DL 0 B 25 J Ak 9, 7 S T 00 4R Wk Ol 450
mg/L I AESRAE T, B R ALE fhR 1] 35 98%,
7 KNS FHRE T FFEZEACT 15.0 mg/L(E 2).
IREEDIIE LA HaiT A R R 2, 5
A2 DtiE AR, 123k 2 S a1 e K TR
TREE U T OO LA B BB BN, MT
SRS UVE M TR — e 22, IR BT I v 1
b 2E VT TE B A B 5 R R bR K it — 20 b3, &
LA KR, BT E TR EER A R A&
REEF (IR A . BAmIRS . BAEkA
85 IR A B TR (IR A R AR A &AL
BRAE) o X BLIREE A AR K 208 0T IE H A SR,
Bk iy i B A SRS AR By R AR R AR A, AN
[Fi] Hi i 1) B8 T R AR AR — e I F e 2 = A 2R, S

" —» pHiT
st (m
60
‘__v____&!'._%’s@ﬁ_ L
WLV
A !
<><> A
y A}

(2)

pH it ‘.;.

K - —

B
A

.....

et A
FEAASRAE

(b)

P 2 MRCIE 1 7] 5 B 1R () B DA R S I i ) S 3628 ' i ] (b) (4 Lacson et al., 2021 &2k
Fig.2 Simple device diagram of conventional sedimentation method(a), schematic diagram of experimental setup for fluidized bed
reactor (b)(modified from Lacson et al., 2021)
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RS SR TR E IR EEOR IR S it 463

Ve B & AR SR e P A5 i o AR R TR BE ) iy HLA
YE PR R 5 R T 2 M5 1EH
DL AR H B K i 2= R B AR AR U TE S R
T 2Z (] (Y C ARS8 0 A5 A T DAV TR B RS 15
£ VR 7R 174 5 UL AR = A 8 T K e A 1Y
AL RUTIE 5 T T 22 18] 0 228 H ok 25 Bk
o K TR R A VR R R 3 A A AR 2R DT
TR A AL B, A2 ARG @A R IR B
FIAh P g Sk T K, H KGR B T B AR OXE
JUAI S A, 2019), A B 5R 22 ] DUBCAT i ik 3]
TR FH 7K bR e (B9 52 45 2018) . Meng et al. (2023)
MBS J B, 1 PR R 45V A TR 60 T b 2, 345
A HL BRI A TR AL B, T LA A e R )
KGR . BIASE (2020) R R A AR R R0
TRAT B B0 5 LA A Ak B 25 UK, BTG4 4 1 3%
F, KT SR A B R KT 0.6 mg/L
3.2 BFXiRE

[ R Rk /87 R AL = s (P R = A a3 )
JI e — o v SR A o, L R — PR R, R
1 3 FBAr AL A ASHLI o B 4R, i AR
BTl RE L AN 5 T e L A I L e A B Rl AS
B OB T) (KSR, 2017) o B Tac bt g i
SEARRAE, T DL L IR i FEE JE R AR i 7 K
Js . PRSI X 3 ZRBAE il T2 1, mrs 7e
il 7 R I T BB A BFL A, B AR TR A
HOJE LA, DRI (A5 1 AR5 4 55 5 e TR A8 v g
AR A = A R AR R

B P A M e B U SR B R R
AN L 1D RESE A HLA 1 B B A it g, A
KRS S BIM R T, R BIBRIE W, T
i FIL B - S A iR A8 e 7 e RS Y A 22, HL
R oK A — A AT A L RTRAR L WS ER AR A
BT, R T 2 B AR S, 8 BH R PR AIG
PR IAICR, R I et - S B A Mg 4 T 138 4
TRBR SR A RO R (R4, 2022) . F IR
PERI G - BEA 2 EE B RE . BB AR I SR A
o AR IR XTI A B R B B, fig
R R U T Y S BRAICR, (HE R K Y pHL
FRER B P AR ZER B ™A% . Kuetal. (2002) SR H
FRUCPE B 2 B R R A T AT S5, B T AT A 3R
W RBRRCR . BE IR 2SRRI O is

F AL B A5 04, 2R BT JR S -t A B Y
PEVE, FH LU H RIS 28 3 B 22 0 AR A 1 2 e
. TEE TS fg A B AS, T ol &k s
0L R W Sk, A A BRI P2 o A Yu et al
(2021) $&H T HA =4k 28 S50 1 2 R R TR £h
IR 38 R s /K BE I Bk (AHB@Zr—S0,) 5 138 4571,
Hofe R 2550 101.3 mg/g, B )12 1Y pH i&
FHYE (pH 3~9), HEFRALE . AHB@Zr—SO, 1
) SO,7 5 FINE Fac# (K 3) . S 4b, AR
T8 7 v O el B I A — R T M BB A P AT
Ik, N, Aryaet al. (2022)1fi FH] Aliquat—336 %
P Amberlite XAD—4 #Ig 7K HP L BRE F, K
OV J5 B I 14 25 B BE A5 3 K B i, ] Ao e 5 5%
TRERE L pH {E . SO I R] | IR EE RN AR
R A R X R PR RE A5 )
3.3 BERZE

HH, 2257 (Electrocoagulation, EC ) it F-7E 20 1
28I FH AL B AR IS AY75 7K (Xu and Zhu, 2004),
B TRERENIE, 153 1946 4E A4 T b5 AL
TR B EE(Vik et al., 1984), BEE AR —
KR, UL AR FH AT R B Wi T . BC 3L 2%
B F A T AR D R A e 2 (1] da), LR
FRAEAMINE SR T, vl ¥ At 4 8 BHAR ™ A K
4 I PH S, T ISP bR )3 Ao e i K ™ A AR
TR, XL BH B il — R K. RATEH
AR BN A B TR — R AR
WY Z R ELE G ), X L8 5 YIVE Ty ZL5ER X
IR T R AR MR PSSR, — 3B S T
DAVTVE RIE 250k, 53— 43 6 BH BH P AR F A 7K ™

A BT
AR

‘ﬁ“ : 7 z
: SA

P 3 B s IR RS A (B Yu et al., 2021 &40

Fig.3 Schematic diagram of ion exchange resin defluorination
(modified from Yu et al., 2021)
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—

HL U

(2)

i)
JA— |k | | K

H,0

H,(g)+OH"

BEH
B IR

KA

Cel 1Y

Gate valve

o BRAY
Globe valve

)

(b)

il

FLIX

Kl 4 (a) B REHRJFILE (&R H Castaneda et al., 2021); (b) HEL 2R EERR 2% B/~ 2 K (5 Haldar and Gupta, 2020 1&240)
Fig.4 (a) Schematic diagram of electrocoagulation technology (modified from Castaneda et al., 2021); (b) Schematic diagram of
electric flocculation fluoride removal device (modified from Haldar and Gupta, 2020)

Az BRIV B VR TR 2R 9 20K i,
W3 85 i S B K o 98BS 1 B9 25 BR (Castaneda et
al., 2021) . HOZRBERLBH PRI AR IR 4 A BLEEAI
FEVE R, AE /K b BT TH AT A 0B T e, HLZEREA
HL 2R BRI AR v, R M A A AR 2], S — b
X BRBE N AR EOR, P A2 3 A2 G .
ab Fe LA B, A AR 222 380 a3 I R Y i
R BREACR . TR AT TR
(Govindan et al., 2015; Rosales et al., 2018; Sandoval
etal., 2019), KK T AN IRFZEABINR, H15
BHARB N H )z BT AR 048 A
BEEZA %8B, A WA S 4 (Devlin et al.,

2019) o 2k HE AR A B3 SRURSC 3R AR X AR (70%~80% )
A7 B A B S B 22 Tk R B R AR, PR A S B
FHH i 2> (Govindan et al., 2015) ; 5 B A & v FH B
RIIZ W BAAR AR, SCRRRIE A L BRI LF- R
90% LA I, [E N AMER A K& v H SE 461 ( Vasudevan et
al., 2011), 40, Bennajah et al. (2009) ¥4 J@ 51k
Shy B AR B K H A B, B DI R R A 1 T
HAER A 1.5 mg/L LU ; BREBER S (2020) i
R FE B Ab B U T K, K SRR B R 14.2
mg/L [& % 0.85 mg/L; RS (2021) R AR
LRERBRIR, &0 A] ARG o 7k P RS b P A
iAFRHENL; Das and Nandi (2022) {ifi FH EC ML TR 7K
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FHEAE F R T KRG IR IR S R 465

R A R BRI A AR L AR RIS T, [RIEHET T
f pH . FLIRS B, PIUA B Uk BEpEms | £
7] 2 A E A (] BE A RE . SE G 25 SRR,
EC R LITE 1 /NI AL BRSE B & 10 mg/L Y JRLES
T, 400 pg/L AORHIES 71 20 mg/L M 85 1 1 Hb
Ko FEA DR T A B T, WA — R
iH, &l 4b J& Haldar Fl1 Gupta #3719 —>HL 22 BRI
A0 ol U A I T ) S5 FH O o 120 S I TR R
Y BEREZE 1 mg/L LR, W& 23035 N
3850 o, /K AL BN A& B 57 7 K29 R 0.33 36T
(Haldar and Gupta, 2020)
3.4 WP

W BfF S — R ZE SRS | K ALBE | MRk 2255 £
A Tz N AR BT, HA R R A A
AEKR RT3 5 AL el K R G 4 B se A1/
T AT A FL B A AR A W R 591, 3 o 25 ol g 2
A2V TR B (4T ey, At e W R T
RRFF51) 18 AL 2 T 5 M 7 0, ek B 22 BRT5 Y 1)
HA . —Mekud, 15 4L P efLBR A 5T 2 1 1) i A
S 4 3 PR (1) SME T, B5 G P N
S AL A T [ A 30 B 2 A% s HCE LR A
FT AR s (2) 75 Y WIAEFL IR B2 T e T (3 )3
I UK N B B B FLBR A BT 1Y N AR T (L et al,
2006) o X TN B I5 Ge AL B A o, W B A0 9
FIREA 25 . WM FRIFE R B 52 B, 10T L i Pk
IR YRR AT A A, DT S5 SR B350 A A R - A T
W2 1) %) e T R R P 91 T 2 1 LK, W B 8 T
% pHAE . V5 Y e B . Al ] | YR DR [ L
25 Z R R 2 2 (Kurniawan et al., 2023) . KA
oK, R 27 B X IR ) ) R B AT L R B B
NSRRI T WSS, AW & HHT 0 IR B 0%
B AR R . T, AEBR AU 3 22 4 W
7R A 4 EE IR ] L e PR R0 N R SR A R
FFRISE, T R E — R4
3.4.1 & J% A B

(1) B8 AR I ER S IR o 751

T T AR AL R R 2 — Bl o AR 45 ) A7 R B 1Y
Py, RO LR TR . RBRBETI0R . RREtEm . 5
TR AR SE U SR R K B R Az i, H
etk R TR IR, SRS TR SERTGE TR, 2 H
H TR B 2 2 1 R BR R 2 — . B

38, FAE 1934 4, SE[E () Bornff 48 AL G 1A
AR IBR B EREHEAT T R G5 (Bornft, 1934), th
FEIAT 60% (1415 A T 2088 R T P LA AR AR SRy i e
I, W 2B T 0.8~203 mg/g(H VK, 2016) ., T
SAALAR T TR R AT 0 W B R S W RS A G,
ST B 4 R O 3 4 L R A R o e S B
M FE— LKA AT PR R AR R, T i
P SRR T IR B, 40k K A A i 1 S SR AL R U
ik 5 H A FH R B 3 vl R T R T (BR S
2012) o BRI, 7ESCFRI 4 B, 16 AL AR 1 I
MR 5 e = e 2 R U, 5% pH 5 5R
W2, HESBRE oI ABR . Kk, A
VF 28 2R DV B R VS i, 8 2ok AN [R] )
73 X6 L A et A AR BSR4 e W B R o Bt A
WFFE B AN BITR A, — S8 35 HR 40 6 b Aol g i S i 1
K, Bil4n, Xu et al. (2020) KR EEGITS T80 A
S —SA AR B AR T R 0 LB,
HUAS T BRAR Y S BRAICR,, JH: 3220 AL P2 5 i A
HREAASZ (K] 5) . Gasparotto et al. (2023 ) 2K H
TR AL IR B Fe—Al-La & A b4 B2 B 5] A K 2R
B bR, & BUAEAH R 5200 55T, 7R AL R
R TH 7S N Fe—Al-La W] fiff JH: XT3 0% W BF 6 7 M
16% #3153 42%. Tomar et al. (2015) T8 i 75 it
B R A A K IR 43 ICAE 396 1 AR A A0 0k P ol 28 T
BRI BRE R, W2 B RE O R R PE R AY 5 A% Kumari et
al. (2020) il £ T 2k 85 FN Bk S AL Y B PR 5 1k 4
FRER, W BFFIBR R AT IA 97%; Hu et al. (2018) 7]
FH 78 M e AR A 3R A5 1) B S T B 2 T
ik 76.63 mg/g. EAFE R ML, MSCHRIRGE AR Z
BUPETITE R, A AAES T s A LA AR AR By el Jr =X
HUS T BN JBRACR, i i S5 K o £ ]
ik 137 mg/g(Dayananda et al., 2014), 3X— J5 T /& A
S BE R ROV T AR S DTVE, 53— 7 T )
2 PR PR S B SRR B L fer ST (EAR 5, SR S
W B B B 2SO 3R 1

(2) FoAth 4w Ak /2 S A B F1 2 RO AR
(&)

G B LA RE R [ B S5 A R AE 22 B0 U
HRIFIGER T, R 2280 B 52 M e )R
RS BRI BEIEAT TS, IR T &R
W E2EIRE A YERFENLR A E R, Fa, 5
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P 5 Al A s/ AL SR AT RHIE R 9802 THLER I (B Xu et al., 2020 &30
Fig.5 Schematic process diagram of GO/AL,O, adsorption fluoride ions (modified from Xu et al., 2020)

S AR BRARARL, B R B0 — 32 3 32 DG 1Y
SR bR, EACBE L R RIS T 1 N A
BT 1, 45 380 0 3% 1R R A B TR AL BRI K P B BT AE
R ANLGR R E SRS )T A A 12N ]
(HBESE, 2021) . A WFFERW], FEBEZAFT, TSR
B TE 28 B U RICR A 3 A Oy THI 255 75 e J
T I PE AR CRFIEE 5K AR, 2008) o #1140: Guo
et al. (2023) 1 FHIARTTIE G 0 1 v 205k R A 44
KEAEE, 45 2R R, AR 8K UKL LAY i R
W B AT 3K 372.65 me/g. B SK B AF 1 K ERACR,
(A2 RN SIRNIPOR: B ==K fat7/ LI e T I
Yeetal. (2018) FHE- 22 Bt EALBERI & T —Fion
LRI DO R U I E SN PN EVE S S
SERA RPN LRI — & 1 EBRAE 1, (E HIAH RS
/b, Minju et al. (2015) i FH 7 e~ I ok i P
T WEERA N KTIURL, TE 5 RRMESE T MW IR ik
&R 13.6 mg/L B} BRZE A 98.5%, Ji4h, —Lk
WP N GURHRIE T PR B RN DL b 0 4 e A e/
SR ALY XS ALY ) R 7 o 5140 : Kang et al.
(2013) & B BER)ZPAE EAYILE pH 2y 7 B3R
PP B S B+ T 35 50.91 mg/g., Tang and Zhang
(2016) & H T BA 7> HALBIEEH . o SR TR
il — R X4 T SR AW, W B AT 3K 60.97 mg/g, If
% AR F A B 8 1, TR k15— X8 TR A 1 52 i)
R,

W Ab, s 0 2 B 500 ok R e — >
By 3, BNV Z KT . W L m TR s
17 A AR A MRy ST &K, Qi (La) | 4
(Ce) . 55 (Pr) ., #(Nd) ., #i(Pm) 45, BEATHE ¥
T PER G, 0 G A A R R ) . B 3k
W BRI b AR T4 | ORG) B ALY ik
- TC R B ek At B AT R b T AR T AR
PAJT T, Hi 1 ORGS0 J8U RS 7 1 I B 32 2802

F G % T 36 35 A G 1 o T b B I 5 1 R A (R B
2012) 5 { FHAR 470 2 il 25 19 20 19 2 4 J& A RE 7K
TSR AF A R BRBE T, 14N, Liu et al. (2023) &
BT — b ) Zo L R BB M ORE, B K B 1 R
109.17 mg/g, /24 fL 8% FR &5 1 10 % ; Gitari et al.
(2020) f#iH Mg—Ce—Mn bW — 4 Jm i ik e e
1B 26 MR 45 R FE 8 10~60 mg/L
B 5N 93%; Zhou et al. (2018) FJHILVTIE:
2R Zr—Al-La =48 8 S A RHR R JH
4 90.48 mg/g. Zakir et al. (2015) i FITHE 45
) Mg—Al-La = 4 J& % /K & Ak ) %00 46 vk 5 K
20.66 mg/L = K WAE 56 pH i [l (2<pH=<12)
R A = ATk 98.28%

(3) & Jm A HIAESL

4 JE A MIHEZEHL B (Metal-Organic Frameworks,
MOFs) f2& th 4 & & /11 5 A HLEE /LA (g
iR iz . BERRER AR AR L) Z R B LA — 2K B
TR M LR R H 2% 2 LB R A MR, & Fh
SIRE T A HLECARTT DL LLZFOR R G 20 & R ss
I R E L 1) MOFs(Tang et al., 2022) .
HEAWRIK ., 5 RAEMER 5, #0 k2
— PP AL 75 B B 9 A4 BE(Mon et al., 2018) . H F
MOFs [ALAY . PN ZFL 45/ #0 nl i@ i N T 5
VRIS M9, A8 Tk KA FR4T A %5 F R &
JEHT 5 (Rego et al., 2021), — > $L7Y {51] -t J2 7E i
g | AFRIE, AT LIESE MOFs [ 3 7K 7% (Xiong et
al., 2017) . 7E MOFs 112445 @ B 79l b e —
TR B o WA B 5 A A B8O 1k, VF 22 R
JFTHFSE. 4, Shang et al. (2018) il £ 15 5] 1)
Zr—La X4 J& A= P BR300 BB AT 250 25 Bk W b ) 9
BT s AN ITE I Ze(1v) | La(IIl) Al
Ce(IV)) RIXT SR RE R BE B S A L 5 | 7, X2 B A
HILAE S8 7 B 400K 1) 07 FH s A B R B, ke 4
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JEREHSFE MOFs HJE Ui an U A . (B4 AA R\ T
IREE R FR LA 2544 (Long and Yaghi, 2009), A | F
DL 22 A [ AL 1 % 9605 1 iR A7 W FfT, 9120 Zhao et
al. (2022) 4 7 —F 8 B La 5 0 SRR DI RE AL
UiO-66—(COOH), W fff 7] La—UiO—-66—(COOH), H
T RBRAK RS (A 6), DA R L S L EE A 4 2+
SN A B, R R i RT3k 57.23 mg/g,
JF HRETERL5E 1) pH i Bl R B PERE AR AE
3.4.2 3 J R A

TE b 7K B Fa S0 8w DL A ik b R 3 A4
e YRR . AL SR L RS A, XS
BhiEH FLBR G5 M Ak, A F & s E e, IO
A — 2 B ML B Fm] S8, IR 5 i Fe
AR YRR AT R AR L, 76 5 3t T 7K ab 2R
Jrm R Tz

@ oy
e w —
7 /A0
el (5> )
10— f 0N — 6—_.___ :Ulf’
x o ) RT 48h [ =
e f———
&J \J
S E
N
Q—\""__.BO _.'I
% ip’{__ 9

D aW
} }_ H,btec . 7

La* ‘ Trifluoroacetic acid (TFA)
'y E
« ‘., * Ui0-66-(COOH),

A
« +*La-Ui0-66-(COOH),

(b)

o i e®° ol
. g
X ol [0l
i ‘ 4 y,

=

Kl 6 La—UiO—66—(COOH ), MR i il # AL 72 (a) S BRRAL
#il(b) (4% Zhao et al., 2022)
Fig.6 Preparation process (a) and fluoride removal mechanism
(b) of La~UiO—66—(COOH), adsorbent (after Zhao et al.,
2022)

(DAY

HE W) IR S — P AR A AT R AR, BB R AT L
T A0 RS BRI A R B 7= W) 5505 7400, 7
A BRAEAEAF T milR AT (Yaday and Jagadevan,
2021), FER MR, SRIBFE R, AR RS P,
SN A B T2 P FE AR R — o AR
K, W | ABR RS AR P S o s B . 1
{1 T A= W i AR B W BRI L s A R 9 2 1)
PR, Bl A ) iRt SR K BRACR I AR, B
BABE RPN 1, % A4 5 R T ) BRES M v
Ji, AT DS AR L AR 2 v T, S R R R Y
W B 2k 2%, SCHR R G bR UL v R B R A
Bt BB IR BB 28RS A AL B
&5 Bilan, Wan et al. (2019) fifi FHE LB A=
Seiil & AR B, A T HE W) e B AR )l L I 4
LT 25 R IR BN, A5G, R ey 1 A= 0 e vy e o1
A, X 98U 1Y A KW B 45 35 85 mg/g. Mei et al.
(2020) i FH A0 B O TS F T 61 25 1 2 1 e A 1
HOVEJS A ok 1 pH A I NS 2 B B 5%, pH
TE 3~9 B U T A B W BR AR o Zhang et al.
(2021) WEEEH R O i AR P i B T 2B W o 3R THT
B 71 FEL far FLASE, SN T L R AR LS, i T
4 JE E AL B 1) A ) e R T 5 RS - 2 A A
ML T, 80 TR RE T . LA, AW EVE
P AL} B 965 T8I B, A AH C i 1B (Dong et al., 2021) .
SRS TAEE Wy e R AT 3B FRALAR] ULIET 7(Kumar
etal, 2022),

(2) HoAtb A b4 6}

T AR LR AN RS T IR 7)) 4%
TR 4 23 S CE 1 MR G T e iR R K B
RYEYIRE, SIS (2275 CO, )31 —F
FUA 5 LR T AR LR 3R A B SRR, RiAR . R
FALfor AL AR 5 2 BR PR RE 2 DI A 5& (Tan et al.,
2023) . AHFCAEI B, Hol A i Ae s A 2 | A B 5t
{EAEAE R BT e R G, FERR SRS AT T
Zhi . 140, Poudyal and Babel (2015) Fb# T itk
T 2RI 8 A R FUB0R, R I M e o) 98U e K
W B3R 6 T8% 0 BRAEM AR, X T e g i —
A el VR P A R e R R o R Y — S
GER T R 5 ) 5 B A SR BE I TR HAR B AE
TG M e 1 4, 5 305 1 o 21 A %) WO B A R — £
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oo TR
BT w KA

.. _d\ o i
Si—F | + fIO—S'i— g R—O—H,"—F
+ ¥ . :
H,0 F~ A f—Fe*Fe —O—H,
0 = F-
FF— La** —O0—C—R—%
H —o—<|:|/ ' WL
gl | o coo P

K7 SATELE Y i HEARE B R RLER (45 Kumar et al., 2022 #£150)

Fig.7 Adsorption mechanism of fluoride on biochar based materials (modified from Kumar et al., 2022)

(B 7Kk %5, 2023 ) ; Iwar and Ugwudike (2022) B X F
I RSM T H DARL ik AE R 52 6 ok — AL iR 2 G
LA W B A BT, KK SR AR Y B T2 AR AT
T A A 4L ; Inaniyan and Raychoudhury (2019)
P TR Ce TG PERE G M BHERL T K54 TRy
FRIAOCR, & BT K i & iy ik i (20 $h A e
pH J& FEUR A F 2R &R .

TR G S — P Y [F) 2 AR, i 20K
NG AR, & — P ik R TiE e sp® 22 LS
TR Y [R]85 4 45 R 38 B (Santhosh et al.,
2016; FHAR, 2021), HEAT Sk A | AL ER A5 |
1o LU RN | iy P e R AR o, 1 A7 2 o 408 £
1T BN F A5t . Balarak et al. (2016) W98 T B
RERRZNRAE K 2 B SeL A A 3, WO et e
Al35 150 mg/g, BRIFBCRIE 87%~100%, 1 2531t
MK Hummers J5 4558 S0 40 5 1T DAAS 2 A A0 A 580

MgO—-MgFe,0,

oSBT

HO
I

(GO), GO Al L& stk . RS ZFE LR, 2
— PR KA B A4 R (Ramesha et al., 2011) , 5 H:
e AT R, B T8 TR P A5 2 1w 17 H i 1Y)
YRR, HOG B B S M U 1 R U AR &, /R
HEAT ol PR DL v W B BE T3 o 8 . Wang et al.
(2022) ¥ 41 15 22 52 FL Wl K A 2l PR 19 = 4838 54
b A 5500 34 5] M 43 AT AE 3D M 4% I, & IR SRk
Yy 1 W B LA R A 1 3 R R R A0 PR AR E
Rashid et al. (2021) #il& 7 —Fp b A a1k
FRAOKRE AL, KB ATFE 1 min PRI A]PLEA
I W BT, HLRCZS R R IR 85%, S H R SCHR
A8 B 43 SE Y W B 7 5 Sahoo and Hota
(2018) L GO JHEIE, fifi FI7K IR B T — Pl 1
MgO-MgFe,0, K52 &M R H TBR AR, 45 8%,
AR 3R 1R i KW B T iR 3] 34 mg/g,
FEN I UEAT AR 45 AR S (A 8),
X e fE ]

OH ‘F,/ on

F ¥

-8

LR

A

[l 8 MgO—-MgFe,0,/GO B FAHLIE/R Z &l (45 Sahoo and Hota, 2018 f&24)
Fig.8 Schematic diagram of MgO—MgFe,0,/GO defluorination mechanism (modified from Sahoo and Hota, 2018)
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3.4.3 R R ##

VFEZRIRFRL, Qi A1, BRI I . B 5 R
SR LA K A= Wy ekt e PR TR B 90 1 s . s
AT K A BRI REAR TR L1, HILAR GG
A BTS2 T A D T A R S DU TR AR, AR5 1) T
PR K, F 2 T AR AT 3k 400~800 m/g( 47 Ha [E 45
2014; Dehghani et al., 2016) , KKk A HISZ L,
RFLIE 2 5y W 2 o s 2, 1482 PR R o 750 B3k JRUsS SR
AR, A v JEL % o T e R Ok i R TR A 2 B AL
eI, FETHAEBERE 1 CRAE, 2018) o S34bh, N A
TEPERE F A B BAR T KR A, o —Fp T A7
R J77% (Davis, 1991) . #il40, Savari et al. (2020) %
R TR AR A, ZERK bR R A B AR T AR
114 fe S B 7T 35 32.98 mg/g. s FHAA K AL B
PSR A, Gao et al. (2021) 5 FHE A 2 F i 11
AR A LB A A B U K, B8R AL
0 B R R v T X GRS W B RE T, A 55 TR D
HPE SR O R 7K F IR L BR R AT I 95.48%

PRI KA — P R IRAFAE ), v
MR RE R WAL 5 2 Fh B A0, AR R BE R K
A1, DT SE BT 8L RS 1) B, RIS, F2Jml I A 1)
SR FVF TS 2R &R B T R A B A E A, Y
JnHWZFEBE /7. 40 Mondal et al. (2016)PEAS 74648
T I LB AT M BRBOE J1, KIRAE pH R 7 IS
T, XA R B R AR I8 94.5%; Huang et al. (2023)
DL Tl B2 s o Sk il 48 1 4805 ke = U B K A1,
PR 43 4 S A A P R T SR Y N
P A TG 8 T B RE, 7E pH R 3.5 BFX AR
BT KW 254N 277.78 mg/g, KT SCHikRkE
1R 2RO SR I A B ) ERAB A R AH B, 8
A Wrfe P pH R R TE LU T 32, MK IR
T R BRB B FRCRAME, (A2 B 2T R Mg 4l
BCLA B BB 2 AR B DL 35, A8 bR s Sl ATs B AT LR
MV 1. N, e o —Fh LS A E K S
R TR 2 B ) F T R SR P OKG £ W, Gitari et
al. (2015) HI Fe* ez + bR T K g, &
ILRE S A T K BRI 100% RYFRALY), 153
TR R R BRACR, OV T H R KR B R
A, EREE (2016) HESSPEM ™M1, £
24 pH Ky 5 B, Bl G 1M AR e SR T 6 I B
i KAk 30.37 mg/g.

TIAk, WAT BN ARA T 2 A RR D)
BB BR R AERE HEAT T B 5T, 6 WI: Zhang et al.
(2022) A B2 1y 8¢ fik T AR R 7 et DR SRR T LA
DRI A D SRR A T A S R S DTTE BRI, TR AR
XTI 221828 87.50%, [ SR Sy tyit e Al
W B ; Kumari et al. (2015) #fF5E 13 2B 040 14 5
R, KIAE pH Ky 7.5 B HIR USRS i, A3
98.6%; Nehra et al. (2020) i FH4 KA AL Ce B4 IR
T 22N (LC) WA= Wi BHEIAS LC—Ce R, 45541
32 HH T2 R R 7R 0T ) e R Bt i 8 212 mg/g, X
7 Y 2B FR AT IK 80%~85%, 12 B im it B T Ac # | i
FLAH AR FH L U B8 s % S5 I BRFATL ) 25 ki
W 9) .

3.4.4 F AR )

Bk L3R H 118 L 32 G e B 5 A1, 0 S AN
T, AT — LA X /N Ak A R B R 22 3] 2 3 OC T,
F ORISR . DRBEF4E) . Tl & 5kt
A CAIR R ) DL B H A 37 7 52 4 b Ak, BRI
TG R SO R AR — A e LA R, BRI R
AT R A . b, SRR R — R R = T

9 JAE LC—Ce ML (45 Nehra et al., 2020 &40

Fig.9 Adsorption mechanism of fluorine on LC—Ce materials
(modified from Nehra et al., 2020)
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A=W ), R EAEAE T B A LA S — S EL T 1Y
YNfRE I, & s RIS L, B R &
1) SO P (e, 2019) o H AT SCHRREE A1
22 X6 LU 4 v W PR PR BB I T v, B ESCHE
A WES R ARG LT ER R S DL RS T
BHLIR S (FE0F4, 2010) . f440: Dzieniszewska et
al. (2022) A7 B AIDK BES B T4 Ry SE, il 5%
TRl T AR M R R, R F 2 B K R i Ak
Yo GRFI, BRG] E E 5 S T R
W, F R B K 8.068 mg/g, B AL A4 i H I
S1 . BT 2SI T AH BAE ) MR (2017) fi
FHBR SO 58 SROBH I B 7R X 07 4 v B2 R 4.99 mg/L 1Y
UK TR PR, BRIEA S 83.27%; Hu etal. (2018)
#4517 — Bh B M @ P Fe,0,/5¢ B B /AL OH)
TR B 5], 76 R 1 45 1 T S5 KW 1 T 3k 76.63
mg/g.

ST 2 R TR ) RN 22 B2 A R 1Y) 32 A
BB, B H SRR AR Tz S S A A LR
G, TE 7K b 3RS B H B R AR S W2 B R 4R
Nagaraj et al. (2017) W& LB TAH4ER I, Y4
SR U W JE R 3 mg/L B 3R 25 BR AR IR 92%;
Mwakabona et al. (2019) $f Fe’ 1 2% 2] G JRZF 4 -
il o8 1% Rz RS 700 FH T 25 B AR R B 1) 5 UK, TR B
f) pH I Bl N 34 BE R e R 3 IO B oK . A
P2 Tl A 7= rh e i W R 52, WAE K 1 R
Vi 87 A2 (Golbad et al., 2020), FEH Si0,.
Fe,0,. ALO,. CaO Fll MgO & Z Fh & /b ¥ 4L i (
J5,2019), TE/K AL G Pt 32 B 6T . I, Ye
etal. (2019) SRAHELC) A1 IR TRl i,
HENT T P BRE I U TR W BE S A 0 Y AR R R
R, 3 2ok PG A B 2% 1, ST % % BT K Ah B
PR R
35 REaBEREAR

FBE 3 B R AR A R FH 2 388 R e R85 i MR
O3S WRAR RNl T AN [RDRLAR I T s 1
e, XPEVR AR A2y LTS . TCHLTS G A
T WA BT ) R BR AR (Yadav et al., 2018) .
53 B AR 3 PRI, B vl ke 4R P 5 I 16 A 7 4
AN, W R SRR T AT 4 B, B2 N
FTFKAEBE ARG T o 6 HE T 7K BR FU SRR
o Aok R BB BT, B &g

&, A B AR AE PR A A 32 3] e BRI T
VEIRRZORAL . A PR PR BR O B T &, MR At
ARG G A F R4 & i st (Kurniawan et al.,
2023) . HTI, ZEAKAH T LS OB —E 8
RTER/ IR R, ALE X 2R T AW A S,
T fE Z2 0 IR 7K AR FREESK
3.5.1 wibHr ik

LB T B AR B ZE 46 T 20 tH22 40 39 A 78 1 g
SR i PR DA B VR A B0 7, 38 e A 3 R v
it i B L, (S B L BHES VR i RS, A
1 FE g At 8 3 1) AR, Y £ ) 3RS T 3 1) B
W, B2 U = 1) & UK UM MR 47K, TR = 1 7 3K
AR R A K, DT 3K 2 B 960 B 1Y (Jadhav et
al., 2015) . HLEB MM ZHE AR .4, H—
FINPH B2 B 5~ S 480 M AR o Al T B
W Z RIS HEFN A L o 2 ARAE W AR AL TN Tk
K BRER SRS )iz, CA AN E A B
BrikIr e 17 A [FIE ) 5 9 BR U9 (Kurniawan
etal., 2023) . M CHRIRIERE, B HTER BB AN
FeBRANAE F BT B A 85 A e RS A 7k 7K
FiE o, ZEHEFFAE (2020) 2R FHHLBHrH R 2 BR 2R T
) KPR R TR R K BRI 3K 77.2%; Gmar et
al. (2015) #4h T LB HTIE B8 A SRR s,
JFK RS B 3.94 mg/L, S AL B)S % 2 0.28 mg/L,
F R E L2 92%; Aliaskari and Schifer (2021) {#i
[ HL B AT RGEMEIE T 4 Qi i, F 38 FOK BT
SRR L, 15 Qe B, pH) X RURUK 25 A2 0,
10 R fib i 7 1 SC 30 B MBS B T RGN &
B, RGBS T REMEM RS . WA W
T AR AR PR VR 43 0 B T 5 L AR AS v, B
T W R G B . TESALIRAR LG 3 N
IR )AL BES I 4 A R AR 3RS o TR
e 4 WHERY pH 4% 10 min FH I’ pH iic ¢ —
Wo 3 MRHEE R AW, Iz
IKHIL, DAORARIE E R IR BE o A ] e SR 5Ty
REHE = WA B3, Tk B T s WU B AT T S B
R, pH XTI L BR 3 LT 7 .
3.52 Rk

FOBE I B SURTE HARB BN G R, %4
AN T LK 208 1% s 7 i 10 7~ 32 FBE W A vk i e
5 14— ity A FH RS A e 15078 2ot 1, S IR 38 {7
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BRI AR

7

H 7

. Bl R b g

s

L AL IS A

K10 o3 BRI (J5 Aliaskari and Schifer, 2021 1&82)
Fig.10 Schematic diagram of electrodialysis (modified from Aliaskari and Schéfer, 2021)

N FHE aliygok
AP>An
l BB RO I I

—
RULIT I

F 11 % TAEFHE (4 Hailemariam et al., 2020 #&240)
Fig.11 Schematic diagram of reverse osmosis (modified from
Hailemariam et al., 2020)

A )P B — 0 A S 308 0%) H 1), JHE TAE S 2
L& 11(Hailemariam et al., 2020), 521 4F 3K & Bl
T B — BB R R o N [FIRRL B2 B 18 3 TR AN
], PRI, 98 i H ) 3 438 DA R 25 B R B e 1 [l
WoHE BE L ORAS L IR EE L R ) R AR b B KR R
(Velazquez—Jimenez et al., 2015) . A, B & R
B XTI KK BT SR AR v, AT 75 5 KK B
B (Liu et al., 2022), 7ES2PRI I TR 2 T A0 B

IR 32 1 /K sl i X K AT AL B, B i
— B R T ECE Y HE Z LI, BB AU R AR TE
0.1 nm LA b Ay# 5T, 1M 96025+ 19 A2 0.266 nm,
R, 20 900 - I R B A 4 R A PIRICR (R 53,
2012) ., RAEMES (1998)20 {42 90 4EACHLIT 1A
FHIS 2 21 4 22 ORI R 52 6 R A ARG VA B 5 UK
K, maRAT (2022) (B - B33 T 2% F oK
7RG B R Bt R AT i, SR 2 K A5 TS B 2
K F) T AT RO K A B oE ) (GB5749-2006)
TR o AR KR B 3% 0 5 15 5 B ik
KAL), HRIE 2 BR AR AT IR 97%~98.9%
(Waghmare and Arfin, 2015) . XJ T3 S0 B4 =1 19
F UK, BB S AN BRUE, 40 Goncharuk
etal. (2013) ffi FH TFC—75 [ 5 1% B Ab B vk FF v 35
15.1 mg/L UK, 7E 1.5 MPa JE J1 FERECRAIA
KHNT 97.6%.
3.5.3 Wik

YRGB BEFH AR, Q08— R Hr i B A B
AR, BA K E K KBRS | BRI
A TR OLIE 12, O FH A 4R 8 s 2 —
2 THT A7 Tl 48 K AL IR ) TR, FL AR AH BL 518 85 RS
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T EAE ‘[
/l

| NF Kbt

BB

P12 A8 TARA R TEIE (B8 Xu et al., 2015 20
Fig.12 Schematic diagram of nanofiltration working
components (modified from Xu et al., 2015)

K, —EAE 0.5~2 nm, FEXF B 19 356 256 4 AL i
R EFI TS B A EAER . Bt HEF
SEHLEN (PRI, 2020) o FH FALARR KB IR A, AR
Hi, FHE OB BN 5, T 23R R R IR AL,
Rt REFERL ] AR T B8 . HATis R B
B B B T4 DB J >l TR60. NF270 F1 NFOO( 3 fif
%5, 2022) . Hoinkis et al. (201 D BFFE T PR AN
U8 B (NFOO F1 NF270) M M T 7K 25 B 9 1) 14 g
g LRI NF270 B5 AL BEL S e85 01 4h e B2 R 10
mg/L B 5 KBS 1.5 me/L, Tl NFOO &I M) i
W 20 mg/L %X 2] 0.5 mg/L. Bouhadjar et al.
(2019) 7RIS WA+ X 7 — A/ NEDGIR &
HLAR G T, JFRIE T T 9 H, bR R
ik 98% LA b o sEMmARuEH AR BR AR E R A £
B, WL A7 B 7L pH MR S5, BFoE KB I BT
(SO, CI'. HCO, ) LA K 8k i) pH 47T BB 3 B#AIK
A PE R TR (A%, 2022) i, BF5% K 3N,
TP S5 T Tl R S X RS A R BRI B Y
TURTRZ MR, (B AERRME AN, S Y BB RS
ZREAK (Hoinkis et al., 2011) .

4 [N e

4.1 MEBEHERS T RMAE

Hi T 7K S5 e Il A B B N oy A )iz,
HORTRHUK 45 K &1k i X 0k 7™ 8, b
NBAR K 24y, T35 A TR Hb T 7K G875 e 1] 51y
25 G TE Y BB, S (0 P RRSE A K AR BREE AR

SRR T 7K T e TR K R e T 1 A KT
B, TR bR K RO B AR B T 42 32 K
TR RE T ZMIT Z AR T KB FREAR, S
SRR DB SR BR IR | AS | MR AN T RS 2
(] ) e AP Ry Hbs . ASCHRIE B B0k &, 1
“ fluoride removal” | “ high fluoride groundwater” .
“ fluoride contaminated groundwater remediation” 4%
5 TR 7E Web of Science (WoS) s JE #HTH&K,
M 1980 45 28 2023 4 6 J I, H T /K SUAL BEAR G 1Y
SCHRIAF] 16000 435 (&1 13), Horb 2010 4F LUK Y
IV MBE 81T 71%, 90% PA - Sk A
B -55 W B A G, AT D B TR A A R A
B A ATH R 2 R K B U 98 B e o 4% ol b 3
FOR& A B0 RO BR G W SR 1, T A E — R IT
4
DUV HA T2 M AR . ik i K55
P, SR A — Rl Ab BT, Z2 T Tl Ak
PR K, TE LK 5 b T 7K A 38 5 T R FH AR X A
o AT v e B Y Tl R K A BRSO
B0, XHIEE e E R 1000~3000 mg/L Y K, fk
2EUTTE A AL B () B 20 BE WK & % 20~30 mg/L
(R B AN B 2 ], 2004) , {HLIX B 2SR B g A HETSORN
IRAIBRAEATIAE 25 EL 2T, T 2556 98 B AR I K
AL IR BEITRE D, TR AT LA B — R AL 3
IRFRARL . AHE, 7RI BRI v, S A K s Az
1) BALEGDTVEIR 25 ) W A6 10 A RAOR R T, BELAS
SR T A S, TR AR, R A A

14000

12000 -

10000
g2 8000 -
2

#6000

4000 -

2000

0
1980—1990 1990—2000 2000—2010 2010 FE4
f

P13 1980 4F 24 My B 7K A IS8 SCRY AR AL
Fig.13 Trends in research papers on fluorine in groundwater
from 1980 to present
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ES1E 2 ZERR AR AR T KBS E | IRHEE AR BV S kR 473
1 FEBREAILE
Table 1 Comparison of fluorine removal technologies
oy 23 bR ZE A
ERRBEA 3 Jr PR VIR EE/ FRTE -
(mg/L)
JRELFIRE B, BT ARG, #HAE BBRECRMC, FrEeA N R IE MRS K cal
Uk R, TEHAmS, WRSEKRES RASREEZEMER, SHIEH 46 77~90 ““;)r;za
Fhis Gty K, EERATTAERK
BT XHM N &, S5ZTIE
%%i&&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁm<EW$%>,ﬁ %(ﬁ%ﬁ,%@ﬁ,%@%,mﬁ 10 6997 Castel et al.,
PERBRE T, EBREm A% T, HHANFTER R 2000
R, MR pHIA
& R s s EAT -
BEEE S T e kg FUEITIICKIT S, SR Catnedactal,
e b, EiREHE 2021
LA SRR, BRAERTR W o e i, 523 BT .
W PR eT FHYE R T, R A 2 B R R Fih, AR S EE T, AR 5-100 35-97 4 Takmil et al.,
o, BB TERR, BERAFEEE A ’ ) : 2020
Jrst EIRERE
EbrEm, AEES, EHHRMN 8%, Gk, B4R mE, SiEmg Jadhav et al
JEEEAR 2, ANmKAREEARIE, oE SRS PRACR, TRTEDUCHE, KK 0.8~50 42~99 5015 N

25 B AL s He

BT R 2

T B A K R AR BN . BEAb, DUTEXT 3R
AW ) B T AN 2R [, 5 B B Ab B, A5 DK rh gLk
Yk SEH e e B FIE, % AT
FEAL AL AZ JF KK 0T . DTRERT ] | RS 55
MK, DIIEVTREZENE | 77 A K S K = 5 e
KK BN E S Il

B A T B 3 I A i 2 I B ) S et
R K P RS R B, TR R 2 W2 BRI A 25 A Al
DL R IR, SR KR & T8 3 3y X5 e )
FEE XTI, R, B BEREME R FHYE R 2eBR
BCRAT . A B A D HAS S0l A KA AT
B (IR, R 2SI BN SR AE B iU 25 ) 32 S
35 s e, AT B I L BR 8 T, AR 5
Belm gy, Ak, PR R A KR S RUE Y, B
55 M 5y 51 (Jadhav et al., 2015) . IHAb, ISAFAE A
B 2% . BOAR BAS 1 A5 [, Sk AR ) 1 LR AR
N, H AR S5 3 AN K A 3 TR LY R ARy
HL(FRIR, 2020)

HSEEAEAL B B UK B, PR FE R
I, Jee e K B AR 2 7], AN 25| AH A 2%
5t I ELXF K ) B RGBS 23 7= A 52 ), AT A
ARCRE B S AL 2 25 70 T 3500 R T e R R, DR ek
AR IR —Fh R AR, (RS s
A, 2734 T LAAE AF 98 ER g i B R b A R
AR . W BEEARE N g R R

HORARIE I N R EEE 1T, XTREFEEER A, IEAh, i
Wi 75 5 Bk ) AL, gk — 2B B ke i i, T &
BRI INNA . R A W IE R, AR A
"] 2 AT LA 3 3k 50 A f 3 oK 2435 ( Castaneda et al.,
2021), B — 254 R r B BRI N R L

W 325 JOT D WA e ) JEL A 45 4 T L 5B
T AN . T RERE . AT A MR AR A, TERR
WA R L, BB IIE R, fEK At
WA G ORI BN o (E R IR B TR s B
AR5 1) Jy BR A, TR B 25 5 32 4 R R R 40 pHL,
VLR | TR B SRS . WA SRR | AT ] AR S
T4 (Yadav et al., 2018), HZESZBRR FH PR
5 E e A2 R R K. HurEw H
W o6 500 v, B 4 S BRI B ) — e AE LA, Hofth 2
B RHER A 1L, AR TR i A bR, WL
SO RE LA B R PR AR T .

A B EAR AR AT LB, AR E A
SRR B R, TR U A2 25 700, A5 ) 2K R B 65,
FIIE, ] [R] B 2 B L s Ye 5, H 7KK T B A
TE o HUR, B4 B AR AE R K A B A7 1 B e
[P R, AS(H 25 A H AL BRAGR, 38 25 5 4 J A8
Fifi, HMBEFE RIS dEpiAS . P, 7E FLARSC R
Ry AT R D BT Y [ 5, Yo iR K AT AL R —
ANTIATIEAR . KKK B BR B = ST, W 2R &
o L3R HAt  vE e K AT A A B, s —
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A5 I FH Ry PR AR A B

ML R TR OK B AL B T R AR £, fE R
PR RIS, 0 256 2% i 37 55 |« iF 7K ok B R Ak 3
T oK A, R R I — PP UL R, SR 3RTS fe i
AbFRR
42 FHERBMEREE
4.2.1 F 5 #

HR A SCHER IR 25 R, ST Hl N /K B F B A
ESAEIRI

(D) FEFR I, ARHE 7 9t T /K B9 73 A 1 50, R R
WA T 2R E AR Th T 2 U A R & 35 1 rh v S
X, HN F A3 H A AR Hi RN F1 AR X R b A i
POR W UBLIN S 3t UF NG 7 N P = R 1R~ =0 L E 7
AR MBI A R R S EAR A B0 o3 BRI
i N RE XA % &, Fldn, —2Ln]
FH B AR BRE ARAE AR b DR AT AL 25, TR AS
T RAKT Fi e iz b XX B IR 45 T 28355 L &
T A E AT oK, BV R SRR e, A TC VT 1
e i

(2) H A 3 i A 3G A A7 7R A PSR
25 5 A 5 2K VAT 4 — YRI5 Yl 2 8] T kA ST
B R, GnAn] 78 DRIE S 0 I 28 5% 1 Bl |, JS AT RE
P& e 0T R 2 PR BE 7 M T I Y Pk R
B, 7 T A R SR AR B TR F 3 7 v 4 ]
G X KA TR A A 25 2 1 R BRI N 5 R
NP SE=i1] 5

(3)TEAS KRB, WA R Z . N
)z, W AR ATE Z H R B %O, (H H AT
B XTIz B A A ok SR BB 1A AT 9 RO R e S 56 25 LA
FACEABL KB T 7K AT T IF R Y, SEBR = 98
R K KA 2P BT B N A2 4%, 1R 227 0 56 % R R
PR RE AT B A A S B 1o P 268 T 1 Ak P 38
TR ER R, HALB AR AR B AR %,
FRAEAE PRSI 5T B Ab BRI 3 5 S Bn v 1 oy FH 35001
AR 25 14 R) L
4.2.2 KA H

AR ) R A A B i A T L R AR A
B BT, XA B I — K R R R
TEMAT R AR R RACERF R ST, A Mk
JEE T 1) AT

(1) ZFhAbEL T 2 R A 1%k

WHTATIR, HFTA4 R R /K G b B R 3577
FEAS H I PL SRR, ZF b T 2R A o —
AP ANE A RO, B TR B USRI R
E2H T —28h 25 M2, W7EGRIE AR Tt
HITE LT, DL [a] i b BT 25 20 4 L) B 44 2 4%
A HMEE R A EERNRIR I,

(2) 215 A 2B

W KRGh Zn R E ] R & FE
Z 0 B )5 B A A MG 15 YRR R A 26 1)
163 (Patel et al., 2019), LAF AT A4, H R 7K Ho
FGEAFAESL R 75 Yook PR k& 428, X — i n] LAl i
22 i1 & BB v e B A R 9 2 TR A7 A TE AR OGO 2R
PR AH 4% 36 75 BI3IE 52 (Rasool et al., 2015) . HETA
J 1y b R K BRIBAR, 2B BAT — 2 i3 5
UNBEA AR T —Fh B AR 5] B b B 22 i G 4 A ek
PHALAR, SR —FP AP A B2 4

(3) T Fas (Rl 544 (R B A R IE &

W B3 28 0 e 8, WGBSR SR R0z, R AR R
FIHE W T K BR A o AR A AR A BB
BT A P AR A A AR T, O A ek L (IR
TR, AT TRESEAG TR AR RL, AR DG bR
HLH B 7= b Ak 07 FH 5 A K 2 X i DA & 4 I A Y K
— B [H] P 1R K BR BR & R . R E
HITAY & R BUAR, JLASRIAT R AL S8 5 1) 22
Onf N TR Z5 IR S PEDIRE AT RL, Qg x) B bx
15 Y s, I A T 4R o FTEC R D A7
HICHEA T BT Y 4 TR A MLAESE AL, LA K AT
PRI DR A LR 57 2 48 S50 A QAR A
WAL, UNSHE A3 B RN 4 i SRR LA B 4 K AR A 4
W B AR @ RIR PR et | &1, LUK
AR A KSR AL by S dily 5K AT A7 0 Ak B o 4% v
PERB AL

5 45 &

ol FEHL S AR IR R A DR B (R A, A2
BV 2 RE . A4 T T A Rt
TOKBYTS RBUIR, RGEAES T A E S U T K
Ab BB S48 2 BARX SRR 25 BRALEE A B e,
IR T R K BRI AE (1 [RDEURIR R K S
Jrile HRGE R A BR IR AR FE2A DL GREEIT
PENALZA TR ) | B T Ak . L BUBEIE | W RRE
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oy BIE ST, TR EORHR A 25 A 1AL BLOE S A—E
SR R o e, TR R 2 d W PR TS e TR A
(R —F ik, BAT T2 38 I 5 M R 4 J v
71, i IR M RRRI DI 2 20 G Jm k| Bk . AR
FHRLEE, BEAh, @orF A0k CInse M . THRELT4E) |
TSR SR U R LA B CHA TR 52 5 R R
AR ITIR Z BN . AR Y 323
I 00 X6 S ) 2% B 283 Al e o A B O SR A R
FETT, B LR PR B 32 A AR B R AR
A Z B AR ANE AL 2 o BRSEOR B e £E AN
V7 FH e L5 7 T TR UK A K B 1 0 A Ak B
oKk MR K BRIRE AL A i #E H AF e AR 55 H
PREFRIEANGR, £345 A BEASCR AN L A H)Z 1T
FI8 I A 5 BRI (L 22 R S RIS, 22 ol Ak
TS AR RO P AT IR A S A AN T A
HEARRIPEES, IESZ BN H £ U, b, 2155
W IR 5 25 5 LA B AN T T8 ) 4548 1 T B
BRSPS Y B R R TT 1]
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