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Abstract
The increasing use of industrial residues for the remediation of landscapes contaminated with heavy metals diminishes the 
negative environmental impact of the contamination itself, reduces the demand for primary raw materials and minimizes the 
costs for the disposal of the residues. On the other hand, industrial residues often contain heavy metals themselves, which 
make their application for contaminated site remediation controversial. This study assembles and compares results of different 
investigations, such as laboratory tests, greenhouse tests and full-scale field tests, concerning heavy metals immobilization 
in soils all over the world. This review begins with an overview of the principles of immobilization and then focusses on 
two major groups of industrial residues: (i) residues from metallurgy (slags and red mud) and (ii) residues from thermal 
processes, i.e. incineration and pyrolysis. The feasibility of industrial residue applications in contaminated site remediation 
is presented exemplarily for the immobilization of arsenic, cadmium, cobalt, chromium, copper, manganese, nickel, lead 
and zinc. Red mud and steel slag additives show a high removal efficiency for specific heavy metals at contaminated field 
sites, whereas fly ash and biochar applications exhibit a high performance for various heavy metals uptake at laboratory 
scale, bearing a high potential for the extension to full-industrial scale. The latter materials may increase the soil pH, which 
favours the sorption of cationic heavy metals, but may decrease the sorption of hazardous oxyanions.
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• Red mud and steel slag are successfully used for the in situ immobilization of heavy metals.
• Red mud application may increase the mobility of arsenic and copper in alkaline media.
• Fly ash and biochar are highly promising according to laboratory-scale studies.
• Alkaline residues (red mud, steel slag, fly ash) are efficient for remediating cationic metals (e.g. Pb, Zn).
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Introduction

Along with industrialization and technological progress, 
the anthropogenic impact on the environment has increased 
significantly over the last two centuries. Human activities 
have caused an enduring level of contamination in particu-
lar in soils, surface-near sediments and the aquatic environ-
ments due to, e.g. mining (Concas et al. 2006), fossil fuel 
combustion (Kapička et al. 1999), traffic and transportation 
(Ma et al. 2016), agricultural chemicals (Perkovich et al. 
1996), households and industrial waste disposal (Querol 
et al. 2006) or industry (Sedlazeck et al. 2017). The increas-
ing contamination of the terrestrial and aquatic environ-
ment with persistent heavy metals is one of the most severe 
problems in recent decades, arising from their high toxic-
ity, fast accumulation, non-biodegradability and endurance 
(Nagajyoti et al. 2010). The partially toxic or cancerogenic, 
but generally health-damaging, heavy metal ions, such as 
arsenic  (As3+/5+), cadmium  (Cd2+), cobalt  (Co2+), chromium 
 (Cr3+/6+), copper  (Cu2+), manganese  (Mn2+), nickel  (Ni2+), 
lead  (Pb2+) and zinc  (Zn2+), can react with bioparticles 
in the human body and other life forms, which can cause 
numerous diseases and disorders even at low concentration 
levels (Femina Carolin et al. 2017; Ma et al. 2018).

There is no consistent definition of heavy metals in the 
scientific literature, but Hawkes (1997) defines them as “a 
block of all the metals in groups 3 to 16 that are in peri-
ods 5 and greater”. In contrast, Ali and Khan (2018) define 
them as “naturally occurring metals having atomic numbers 
(Z) greater than 20 and an elemental density greater than 
5 g  cm−3”. The toxicity level of most of these heavy metals 
depends mainly on the concentration, speciation and bio-
availability, with the latter being predetermined by ligand 
complexation and oxidation state of the specific chemical 
component (Jaishankar et al. 2014). Heavy metals are solu-
ble in certain pH ranges, which strongly affect their per-
sistency versus mobility in natural and also technical sur-
roundings. The solubility of most heavy metals depends on 
the type of the chemical bonding (minerally, (ad)sorptive, 
complexed, etc.), but is generally highest in the acidic pH 
range, although others are also soluble in the circum-neutral 
to alkaline range (Brümmer 1986). Many metals such as 
Zn, Cd and Pb show a higher mobility at lower pH (Her-
mann and Neumann-Mahlkau 1985), whereas others such 
as Mo show a maximal adsorption in this range (Goldberg 
et al. 1996). Furthermore, most of the heavy metal ions 
show specific oxidation–reduction (redox) features, as well 
as distinct aquo-speciation and ligand complex formation 

characteristics, which define their mobility, chemical reac-
tivity and toxicity among others in the environment (Femina 
Carolin et al. 2017; Friesl-Hanl and Horak 2011).

The high number of contaminated sites worldwide and 
the distinct (site-specific) contamination require fast, effi-
cient, economic and safe methods for the remediation the of 
hazardous heavy metal ions. In recent decades, immobiliza-
tion of heavy metals has become one of the most widely 
used techniques for environmental clean-up and protection, 
as it reduces the mobility and bioavailability of the heavy 
metal ions of concern. The immobilization methods devel-
oped so far aim to improve the quality of soils, sediments 
and (ground)water, besides ensuring safe agriculture prod-
ucts and minimizing risks for human beings and the environ-
ment, e.g. by reducing the phytotoxicity or leaching into the 
groundwater (Friesl-Hanl and Horak 2011; Ma et al. 2018). 
Immobilization of heavy metals in contaminated site reme-
diation can be conducted ex situ (Xia et al. 2019) and in situ 
(Czupyrna et al. 1989). State-of-the-art in in situ immobili-
zation is the use of cementitious or clay-supported suspen-
sions (Dörrie and Längert-Mühlegger 2010; Baldermann 
et al. 2021a). This method leads to the formation of hydrated 
binder phases, which incorporate the heavy metals in their 
structure, but also clog the pores in the soil, thereby decreas-
ing the permeability (Paria and Yuet 2006; Baldermann et al. 
2021b). However, cement production does not only consume 
limestone and clay raw materials, it is also responsible for 
5% of the global carbon dioxide  (CO2) emissions (Worrell 
et al. 2001). Therefore, the use of wastes and by-products as 
alternatives for in situ immobilization is highly interesting.

The use of waste materials, such as from metallurgy, 
incineration and pyrolysis industry, for the immobilization 
of heavy metal ions has gained increasing attraction over the 
last decades, improving both economic and ecologic aspects 
of current environmental remediation strategies (Lwin et al. 
2018). The recycling and/or re-use of such waste materi-
als significantly reduces the estimated disposal costs of the 
waste and creates an environmentally friendly, durable and 
sustainable alternative to the use of other primary raw mate-
rials. Moreover, there is an increasing demand for an effi-
cient treatment and handling of industrial waste materials as 
the disposal costs increased significantly in the last decades 
due to legal restrictions and decreasing space in existing 
landfills worldwide (Chowdhury et al. 2014). Furthermore, 
the remediation of landscapes contaminated by heavy metals 
with primary raw materials is very often expensive due to 
high production, processing, transportation and construction 
costs compared to recycling of waste materials, although the 
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risk of new contamination needs to be barred in every case 
(Friesl-Hanl and Horak 2011).

Besides the economic aspects of environmental pro-
tection, the conservation and sustainable use of natural 
resources are a main concern of many nations. The use of 
industrial waste materials for remediation efforts bears a 
high potential for the massive reduction in the environmental 
footprint. Moreover, pioneer studies have demonstrated that 
positive side effects can arise from the use of waste materi-
als: treated soils may attain improved stress–strain proper-
ties, which lead to the possibility of construction applica-
tions, such as backfill or road subgrade (Dermatas and Meng 
2003). As a consequence, the recycling of industrial residues 
in contaminated site remediation is a matter of increasing 
interest in many regions worldwide, such as in Asia, Europe, 
Africa and North America.

Many waste streams have been examined for the treat-
ment of heavy metals contamination in the past. Conse-
quently, several reviews exist on in situ immobilization of 
heavy metals: Wang et al. (2009) give a broad overview 
about immobilization agents and mechanisms, focusing on 
primary raw materials. Gougar et al. (1996) provide a review 
on ettringite and calcium silicate hydrate phases, which 
may also occur in industrial residues, giving focus on the 
utilization of Portland cement in environmental remedia-
tion. Miretzky and Fernandez-Cirelli (2008) describe the 
use of phosphates for Pb immobilization, but they do not 
consider wastes or by-products as immobilization agents. 
Mahar et al. (2015) present a review on the immobilization 
of Pb and Cd, which also covers the utilization of wastes in 
terms of animal manure, but do not consider true industrial 
residues. Bolan and Duraisamy (2003) also include manure 
in their study, but only briefly mention other wastes, such 
as fly ashes. Kumpiene et al. (2008) mention fly ashes from 
biomass energy industry, sewage and paper mill sludges, as 
well as gypsum and lime-rich industrial residues for in situ 
immobilization of heavy metals, but they do not focus on 
these secondary resources. Kumpiene et al. (2019) describe 
the use of permeable reactive barriers for the upscaling 
of in situ immobilization approaches from the laboratory 
scale to the field scale and also consider wastes, such as 
biochar and coal fly ashes, but their review concentrates on 
the used amendments. Industrial residues, such as fly ash, 
slag, bauxite residue and gravel sludge, are also considered 
by Guo et al. (2006) as additives for in situ remediation, 
but the study focuses on economic and ecological assess-
ment methods and does not compare individual case studies. 
The oblivion of the common industrial residues from metal-
lurgy, incineration and pyrolysis for in situ immobilization 
of heavy metals calls for a review on this topic.

Apart from the technical feasibility of using industrial 
residues for remediation works, the legal framework in 

each country needs to be reviewed to enable the imple-
mentation of both economic and ecological methods for 
contaminated site remediation. Particularly, the respec-
tive countries need to evaluate the possibility of second-
ary contamination with heavy metals due to the desired 
insertion of waste materials under varying site-specific 
environmental conditions. For example, one of the rel-
evant criteria to take into consideration in the EU for the 
substitution of primary raw materials is the “End-of-waste 
status”. This concept ensures that the use of waste materi-
als for immobilization is not classified as illegal landfill. 
Furthermore, guideline values for critical pollutants in 
waste streams are defined in the concept of the End-of-
Waste as well as the need to prevent from any adverse 
environmental effects, which may be caused by the use 
of the waste materials itself (Waste Framework Directive 
2008). However, to assess the country-specific legislation 
regarding in situ immobilization is beyond the scope of 
this review. Instead, we describe the principles of heavy 
metals immobilization in inorganic matrices and discuss 
the potential effects of using metallurgical residues and 
residues from incineration and pyrolysis in environmental 
remediation.

This literature review was carried out between October 
2019 and February 2020 in Leoben, Austria.

Materials and methods

Published approaches utilizing industrial waste materi-
als for heavy metals immobilization and environmental 
remediation have been assembled and systematically 
evaluated. The considered studies include either labora-
tory tests, greenhouse tests or full-scale field tests and 
have been conducted within different institutions across 
Asia, Europe, Africa and North America. The reviewed 
literature focuses primarily on the used waste material, 
test scale, investigated heavy metals, feasibility of immo-
bilization and the respective country. The source and char-
acteristics of the used waste material, methodology and 
performance of heavy metals immobilization were also 
compared. In addition to these parameters, relevant and 
recent publications concerning the overall importance and 
the principles of heavy metals immobilization in inorganic 
matrices were assembled and evaluated. The conclusions 
and novel implications of this literature review will be 
presented in this work. Firstly, the main principles of 
heavy metals immobilization in inorganic matrices will 
be presented to provide a deeper understanding of relevant 
aspects and influencing factors. Secondarily and based on 
these principles, the feasibility of using industrial residues, 
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such as metallurgical residues and residues of incineration 
and pyrolysis, for the immobilization of heavy metals at 
contaminated sites will be presented. The following heavy 
metals are considered herein: As, Cd, Co, Cr(III), Cr(VI), 
Cu, Mn, Ni, Pb and Zn.

Results and discussion

Principles of heavy metals immobilization

In situ immobilization or in situ solidification/stabiliza-
tion introduces chemical agents into the original medium 
(sediments, soils, aquifers, etc.) to trap or immobilize pol-
lutants, such as heavy metals. The aim is to stabilize the 
heavy metal at the place of the contamination by minimiz-
ing the leaching characteristics of the soil matrix as well 
as to change the heavy metal speciation into a less soluble, 
less mobile, non-toxic or bioavailable form (Tantawy et al. 
2012). There are several approaches how immobilization 
can be realized: One approach is to change the phase com-
position by melting and quenching which yields a glassy 
soil matrix which surrounds and encapsulates the heavy 
metals and is called vitrification (Dragun 1991). More fre-
quently, additives are added to the soil to provoke precipi-
tation, hydraulic binding reactions or adsorption. In case 
of precipitation, anion-containing solutions are applied 
to the soil where they react with the heavy metal ions to 
form low-soluble mineral phases (Cao et al. 2003). In case 
of adsorption, materials with high specific surface area 
such as biochar and fly ash are applied, whereas binders 
such as cementitious materials and/or blast furnace slag 
react chemically with water (hydraulic binders) or other 
reagents to form secondary mineral phases which can trap 
also heavy metal ions in their structure (Caselles et al. 
2020).

Immobilization of heavy metals can be conducted 
in situ and ex situ (Table 1). Among in situ immobiliza-
tion, jet-grouting is the state-of-the-art technology (Day 
et al. 1997; Freitag and Reichenauer 2022). An alternative 
is the spreading of aqueous solutions containing immo-
bilizing agents, such as phosphorous compounds on the 
soil’s surface (Chen et al. 2003). Ex situ immobilization 
requires excavation of the soil and mixing it in specific 
reactors with suitable reagents (Xia et al. 2019).

Metallurgical residues for heavy metal 
immobilization

The use of industrial wastes or by-products for soil remedia-
tion has been studied by various researchers. The utilisation 
of such materials lowers the environmental impact and is a 
cost-efficient alternative to segregate heavy metals (Femina 
Carolin et al. 2017). In this section, the use of red mud and 
steel slag for in situ immobilisation of heavy metals in soils 
will be discussed.

Red mud

Red mud is a waste of the alumina extraction from baux-
ite by the Bayer process. During the Bayer process, bauxite 
is washed in a hot solution of sodium hydroxide (NaOH), 
which leaches the aluminium out of the bauxite (Akinci and 
Artir 2008). The chemical and physical properties of red 
mud are mainly dependent on the bauxite mineralogy and 
quality and to a lesser extent on operational conditions of 
the Bayer process (Paramguru et al. 2005). The amount of 
already produced red mud is enormous. Power et al. (2011) 
estimated the annual production of red mud to be 120 mil-
lion tons and a global inventory of over 2.6 billion tons in 
2007. To produce 1 ton of alumina, ~ 2 to 3 tons of baux-
ite are needed. By applying a mean ratio of 1.5 to alumina 

Table 1  Overview about state-of-the-art Immobilization techniques, mechanisms, advantages and limitations

Technique Mechanism Advantages Limitations/disadvantages Data source

Jet grouting Injection of a suspension into 
the sub-surface, followed 
by precipitation, adsorption 
or incorporation into other 
phases

Stable, long-term immobiliza-
tion

Negative impact on soil biol-
ogy, e.g. by pH increase, loss 
of aeration

Day et al. (1997)

Pouring onto the surface Dissolving of the immobilizing 
agent in water and pouring it 
onto the surface

No drilling required, smaller 
impact on soil biology

Clogging of pores by phos-
phate precipitates may hinder 
penetration of the entire 
contaminated volume

Chen et al. (2003)

Ex situ immobilization Excavation of the material and 
mixing with an immobiliza-
tion agent in a reactor

Better homogenization of the 
material and complete reac-
tion with the entire contami-
nated volume

Additional efforts for excava-
tion and treatment facilities

Xia et al. (2019)
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production data (Power et al. 2011), the amount of red mud 
produced can be determined as up to ~ 170 million tons in 
2015 worldwide. The major alumina producer is China, con-
tributing about 50% to the world’s alumina production in 
2015.

The average red mud dry mass contains  Fe2O3 (41 wt%) 
and  Al2O3 (17 wt%), in addition to smaller amounts of  SiO2 
(10 wt%),  TiO2 (9 wt%), CaO (9 wt%) and  Na2O (5 wt%) as 
well as trace elements (e.g. Cr, Cu, Pb, V and Zn) and radio-
nuclides (e.g. U and Th isotopes and their daughter isotopes, 
and 40K) (Klauber et al. 2011; Somlai et al. 2008; Feigl et al. 
2012; Rubinos and Barral 2013; Xue et al. 2016). Though, 
the composition of the red muds varies due to differences in 
bauxite composition and treatment applied in the process-
ing plant (Klauber et al. 2011). Red mud is highly alkaline 
due to incomplete washing of the residue material before 
disposal, with reported pH values ranging from 9.0 to 13.1 
(Kirwan et al. 2013). Due to its highly alkaline nature and 
high concentrations of potentially toxic elements, red mud 
can cause environmental problems. On the other hand, it 
frequently has a large specific surface area, which is suitable 
for a fast and efficient remediation of metal-contaminated 
substrates (Friesl et al. 2004). Therefore, red mud has been 
used for in situ remediation of contaminated soils to neutral-
ize low pH soils and to reduce metal ion mobility through 
different physicochemical binding mechanisms, such as (ad)
sorption and surface complexation with Fe-oxides and clays, 
formation of inner- and outer-sphere complexes with Fe- and 
Al-(hydr)oxides and chemical precipitation (Brunori et al. 
2005; Santona et al. 2006; Ahn et al. 2015).

The effectiveness of the use of red mud amendment for 
the remediation of contaminated soils is difficult to assess 
since a broad variety of published results among different 
studies exist. In some cases, even an increased metal ion 
mobility in the soil, especially for As and Cu, was obtained 
(Hua et al. 2017). The dissolved organic carbon (DOC) was 
found to increase in the amended soil compared to untreated 
contaminated soil. Since Cu tends to be strongly adsorbed 
by soil organic matter, the increased mobility of Cu in red 
mud-amended soil can be explained (Lombi et al. 2002). 
The mobility of As can be increased by increasing soil pH, 
which results in decreased adsorption of As(III) and As(V) 
to, e.g. goethite (Grafe et al. 2002). This is due to the anionic 
character of dissolved As species.

Li et al. (2018) suggest red mud-based stabilizers to be 
effective for the remediation of Cd-contaminated farmland, 
since its continuous application in paddy soil cultivating two 
seasons rice could effectively decrease the Cd content in 
brown rice and had no negative impact on soil microorgan-
isms. To obtain this conclusion, Li et al. (2018) used a mix-
ture of red mud (50 wt%), diatomite (30 wt%) and lime (20 
wt%) as stabilizers and added the red mud stabilizer to the 

tested ultisol on the test field, where early rice, late rice and 
brown rice were planted. After the addition of the red mud-
based stabilizer, a significant decrease in the Cd contents in 
brown rice (48%) and late rice (48%) was observed.

The addition of stabilizers to the soil induces a series 
of chemical and physical reactions (e.g. ion exchange, 
adsorption/desorption, surface complexation, precipitation, 
agglomeration and densification), which also changes the 
soil environment, affecting soil quality and properties (Cap-
puyns 2015; Yin and Shi 2014). Therefore, it is important 
to consider the effects of the stabilizer on soil texture by 
cementing finer particles to coarser agglomerates, physico-
chemical properties, respiration intensity, enzyme activity, 
biodiversity, structure of microbial communities and reacti-
vation of immobilized metals (Feigl et al. 2017; Hmid et al. 
2015; Tang et al. 2016; Xie et al. 2015).

Steel slag

Steel slag is a solid waste or by-product from steel produc-
tion. It mainly consists of silica  (SiO2), lime (CaO), iron 
oxide  (Fe2O3, FeO), alumina  (Al2O3), magnesia (MgO), 
manganese oxide  (MnO2) and phosphorous oxide  (P2O5); the 
exact composition varies with the furnace type, steel grades 
and pre-treatment methods applied (Motz and Geiseler 
2001). The density of steel slag lies between 3.3 and 3.6 g/
cm3. Since steel slag possesses a porous structure and a large 
surface area and creates a high pH in aqueous solution, it has 
received increasing attention in the past years in the areas of 
wastewater treatment and soil remediation. For example, Shi 
et al. (2011) studied the interaction of Hg-containing seawa-
ter with steel slag and observed a high adsorption capacity 
of steel slag for Hg.

Moon et al. (2015) used calcined oyster shells and steel 
slag to stabilize As-, Pb- and Cu-contaminated soil. As-con-
taminated soil (obtained from a timber mill site, where chro-
mated copper arsenate was used as a preservative) was mixed 
with Pb- and Cu-contaminated soil (obtained from a firing 
range). Oyster shells were used as the main stabilizing agent 
in their calcined state and steel slag was used as a secondary 
stabilizing agent, which was produced during the separa-
tion of the molten steel from impurities in the furnace. The 
cooled slag was processed through a conventional aggregate 
crushing and screening operation. The waste oyster shells 
were calcined at 900 °C for 2 h to activate quicklime (CaO) 
from the former calcite shell mineralogy. The reacted steel 
slag and calcined oyster shells were used to complement 
each other since Taylor (1997) reported that slag placed in 
water dissolves to a small extent which can be explained 
by an increase in the ion activity product  [Ca2+]*[H4SiO4] 
which hampers dissolution of calcium silicates. A silica-rich 
protective film depleted in Ca quickly forms and inhibits the 
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further dissolution, but the reaction continues if the pH is 
kept sufficiently high. The calcined oyster shells provided 
the high pH and Ca, while the steel slag provided a suf-
ficient iron to form Ca–Fe(III)–arsenates which may have a 
lower solubility at high pH than simple iron arsenates such 
as scorodite whose solubility increases with increasing pH 
(Drahota and Filippi 2009), and to enhance the reactions 
encapsulating many contaminants (Zhu et al. 2013). As a 
result, the As, Pb and Cu concentrations in soil solution 
decreased with increasing calcined oyster shell content and 
steel slag dosages. Moon et al. (2015) found that As immo-
bilization was mainly achieved by the formation of calcium 
and iron arsenates. Pb and Cu immobilization could prob-
ably be obtained by pozzolanic reaction products, such as 
calcium silicate hydrates and calcium aluminate hydrates.

Furthermore, Sheridan et al. (2013) investigated sub-
surface-flow constructed wetlands (CW) with slag-based 
matrices for potential use in remediating areas affected 
by acid mine drainage (AMD). A small-scale CW (200 L) 
and a < 19 mm basic oxygen furnace slag (as bed matrix) 
were used. The unit was planted with a variety of plants 
and exposed to an artificial AMD solution. As a result, the 
system removed almost all of the soluble iron as well as 
more than 75% of sulphate, while the pH value of the AMD 
solution was increased from 1.35 to 4.

Comparison of metallurgical residues

Table 2 lists selected studies that focus on the remediation of 
heavy metals in soils by in situ immobilization. Most studies 
have been carried out at laboratory scale. All studies show 
very successful results for heavy metals immobilization.

If the industrial residues red mud and steel slag are com-
pared as in situ immobilizers, some similarities, as well as 
differences, can be observed. Both materials show a large 
surface area and produce alkaline conditions upon reaction 
with an aquatic medium. Moreover, mixing these materials 
with other components, such as calcined oyster shells (Moon 
et al. 2015), can help to enhance and boost the reactions 
responsible for heavy metals immobilization. Furthermore, 
both residues immobilize Cu, Cd and Pb. However, As was 
found to be only stabilized by steel slag and not by red mud.

Residues from incineration and pyrolysis for heavy 
metal immobilization

Fly ash and biochar

The major type of solid waste material developed from 
thermal plants is fly ash (Bhatnagar and Sillanpää 2010). 

According to the American Concrete Institute, fly ash is 
defined as “the finely divided residue that results from the 
combustion of ground or powdered coal and that is trans-
ported by flue gases from the combustion zone to the particle 
removal system” (ACI 116R-00 2000). Furthermore, other 
combustion products, such as incinerator ash, boiler slag 
and flue gas desulphurization (FGD) wastes, are presently 
considered to belong in the broader category of fly ash. They 
show similarities in texture, physicochemical properties and 
overall behaviour (Dermatas and Meng 2003). Fly ash con-
sists of amorphous and crystalline phases of variable nature, 
type and content. The latent-hydraulic properties and the 
pozzolanic reaction of fly ash result in strengthening and 
hardening characteristics of cementitious materials (ACI 
232.2R-96 2002). Nowadays, the application of fly ash 
in adsorption processes is increasingly considered due to 
economic reasons and the feasible level of efficiency. The 
adsorption is mainly enabled by the existence of high levels 
of reactive silica and alumina in the raw material (Bhatna-
gar and Sillanpää 2010). Whether fly ash is useable as a 
substitute for commercial adsorbents is depending on the 
fly ash source, chemical treatment and reactivity, density, 
particle size and surface area (Femina Carolin et al. 2017). 
Another relevant category of residues for immobilization 
is biochar, which is created through pyrolysis of different 
types of organic material. Biochar is described as a stable, 
carbon-rich material. It can either be a by-product of bio-
oil production or manufactured specifically out of different 
organic waste streams, such as sludge or rice husk (Mohan 
et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2015; Mahmoud et al. 2011).

The main mass fractions of oxides in both fly ash and 
biochar are  SiO2,  Al2O3,  Fe2O3 and CaO in different ratio 
(Fig. 1). The main inorganic component in biochar is  Fe2O3, 
whereas fly ash consists mainly of  SiO2. It should be noted 
that the chemical composition of the both materials is usu-
ally given in oxides form, although the elements most likely 
occur in different chemical compounds (ACI 232.2R-96 
2002).

The composition of these materials depends on source 
and treatment applied. For example, the composition of coal 
fly ash from Spain and siliceous fly ash from Poland var-
ies within a single-digit percentage range, while the highest 
amount (51 wt%) of CaO was found in coal fly ash from 
China (Querol et al. 2006; Giergiczny and Król 2008; Ma 
et al. 2018). The influence of the origin of the material is 
even more evident when looking at various coal fly ash from 
the USA: bituminous, sub-bituminous, northern lignite and 
southern lignite coal fly ash show significant differences in 
composition. For example, the  SiO2 content ranges from 
31.1 to 52.9 wt%. Further, the CaO content in bituminous fly 
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ash is 3.7 wt%, while in northern lignite fly ash, a CaO con-
tent of 20.9 wt% were measured (ACI 232.2R-96 2002). The 
ranges of the composition of fly ashes are given in Fig. 2.

The comparison of the Chinese fly ash with the European 
fly ash examples shows not only high levels of CaO, but 
significantly lower levels of  SiO2,  Al2O3 and  K2O, respec-
tively. This is due to the prior separation of the fly ash in 
an alumina-refinery, resulting in a calcium-silicate-powder. 
The study presented the ability of heavy metals removal (Ma 
et al. 2018). Nevertheless, for a successful immobilization of 
heavy metals, other properties, such as compressive strength, 
need to be considered in addition to the theoretical ability of 
heavy metals removal.

The specific surface areas determined according to 
Brunauer, Emmett and Teller (BET-SSA) of different 
residues from incineration and pyrolysis range from 1.9 
 m2/g in Spanish coal fly ash to 50.7  m2/g in Chinese coal 
fly ash (Guerrero et al. 2008). Among different types of 
biochar, the lowest BET-SSA was measured for oak wood 
biochar (2.1  m2/g), while palm kernel shell biochar had 
the largest SSA (191  m2/g) (Guerrero et al. 2008). Key 
factors influencing the SSA and thus the reactivity of bio-
char include the type of pyrolyzed biomass, particle size, 
maximum temperature and residence time (Guerrero et al. 
2008). However, the sorption capacity is not only depend-
ent on the material’s SSA, as other physiochemical char-
acteristics may be also important, such as the pore size 
distribution, surface site density, ion-exchange capacity, 
presence or absence of (amorphous) Fe-oxides and soluble 
Ca-bearing minerals, particle morphology and carbon con-
tent. Thus, high temperatures during pyrolysis may cause 
graphitization of organic carbon due to deoxygenation and 
dehydrogenation. This results in a significant reduction or 
loss of the adsorption capacity (Zhang et al. 2013, 2015; 
Ahmad et al. 2014). This dependence on temperature is 
not linear: for As sorption with sludge-derived biochar, 
the SSA first increased with increasing temperature, but 
at higher temperatures (> 600 °C), a loss of surface active 
sites and deoxygenation–dehydrogenation was found 
(Zhang et al. 2015). Other studies (Uchimiya et al. 2010; 
Yang et al. 2010) found an increasing sorption efficiency 
only for organic contaminants with increasing temperature 
due to increasing SSA, micro-porosity and hydrophobic-
ity. In contrast, low temperatures cause oxygen-containing 
functional groups, electrostatic attraction and precipitation 
of metal phosphates using the phosphorous provided by 
manure-derived biochar (Cao and Harris 2010). This ena-
bles low temperature biochar for the remediation of inor-
ganic and polar organic contaminants (Ahmad et al. 2014). 
Furthermore, the controlling mechanism for immobiliza-
tion depends mainly on the oxidation state of a certain 
heavy metal. Dermatas and Meng (2003) demonstrated 
this for chromium in artificially contaminated clayey sand 
soils. It was found that adsorption is the main mechanism 
for Cr(VI) retention through pozzolanic-based stabiliza-
tion/solidification, while the precipitation of chromium 
hydroxide removed much of the dissolved Cr(III) frac-
tion (Dermatas and Meng 2003). This is because Cr(VI) 
appears in anionic form, so it is adsorbed at low pH, while 
Cr(III) appears in cationic form and precipitates at neutral/
alkaline pH.

Fig. 1  Average mass contents of oxides in biochar and fly ash of 
various sources (According to Mohan et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2015; 
Tomasevic et  al. 2013; Somna et  al. 2008; Ma et  al. 2018; Querol 
et  al. 2006; Dermatas and Meng 2003; Giergiczny and Król 2008; 
ACI 232.2R-96 2002)

Fig. 2  Range of mass content of major oxides in fly ash using Box-
plots with 25%-Quartiles (According to Tomasevic et  al. 2013; 
Somna et al. 2008; Ma et al. 2018; Querol et al. 2006; Dermatas and 
Meng 2003; Giergiczny and Król 2008; ACI 232.2R-96 2002)
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Comparison of residues from incineration and pyrolysis

In Table 3, an overview of the assembled studies concern-
ing remediation of heavy metals is presented. The test scale 
was mainly laboratory; a full-scale implementation of coal 
fly ash was carried out only in one case to realise the reme-
diation of soil after a pyrite slurry spit. In that case, zeolitic 
material was synthesized from coal fly ash and manually 
applied to the top 25 cm of the soil. The leaching of Cd, 
Co, Cu, Ni and Zn was decreased. This is due to the perma-
nent negative charge of the cage structure of zeolites which 
makes them an excellent cation exchanger. As for As, Pb, 
antimony (Sb) and thallium (Tl), no improvements were 
found (Querol et al. 2006). Most studies present a good 
potential for immobilization of the investigated heavy met-
als. One study investigated the usability of siliceous fly ash 
and fluidized bed combustion ash mixed with binders at dif-
ferent ratios for the immobilization of heavy metals. Immo-
bilization degrees up to 99.99% were achieved depending 
on the concentration of Cd, Cu, Mn, Pb and Zn. Only for 
Cr(VI), the removal was limited to 88.74% (Giergiczny and 
Król 2008). The reason for this is the anionic form of Cr(VI) 
which favours adsorption at low pH and the generally weak 
adsorption of chromate onto oxides (Gonzalez-Rodriguez 
and Fernandez-Marcos 2021).

Although many properties of different biochar made from 
residues were found to be suitable, the implementation of 
this material for remediation of landscapes contaminated by 
heavy metals seems to be less common than fly ash. Good 
results for Cd and Pb removal from the aqueous solutions 
were found for magnetic oak wood, which is produced by 
magnetization of oak wood biochar (Mohan et al. 2014), and 
oak bark biochar as well as sewage sludge-derived biochar. 
Zhang et al. (2015) interpreted these results as valuable for 
the relevance in the implementation for contaminated soils. 
Studies with wood bark biochar, cocopeat biochar and palm 
kernel shell biochar in contaminated lowland paddy and 
upland agricultural soils confirmed the usability of biochar 
for Pb decontamination, whereas an increased mobilization 
of As was found in the same soils. A possible explanation 
for this behaviour might be the high alkalinity and phos-
phorous content generated by the biochar which allows pre-
cipitation of lead phosphates (Mohan et al. 2014; Zhang 
et al. 2015; Igalavithana et al. 2017), but also the different 
behaviour of cationic Pb and anionic As may be a reason. 
The implementation of biochar for Cd decontamination was 
further examined in another study using lacustrine soil sam-
ples from Egypt. In this study, both isotherm experiments 
and greenhouse experiments were conducted to investigate 

the influence of rice husk biochar on metal ion removal 
from aqueous solution. The results showed an increased Cd 
immobilization, which may be caused by carboxylic-carbon 
and aromatic-OH functional groups and a higher SSA and 
pore volume, besides the formation of organic and inorganic 
metal aquo-complexes (Mahmoud et al. 2011).

Conclusion

The utilization of industrial waste materials may decrease 
the environmental impact of remediation and is a cost-
efficient alternative to segregate heavy metals, if the ben-
efits (resource efficiency, heavy metals removal capacity) 
exceed the risks resulting from the introduction of additional 
contaminants released from the residues into the soil and 
(ground)water. However, most recent studies only focus 
on the desired immobilization of the contaminants already 
present in the soil, but do not investigate the fate of those 
contaminants (e.g. Cr, vanadium (V), molybdenum (Mo), 
tungsten (W) and fluorine (F) in steel slags) in the soil envi-
ronments. Red mud and steel slag are able to immobilize 
As, Cd, Cu and Pb among others, which makes them use-
able for a wide variety of applications. Both wastes are able 
to neutralize low pH solutions and exhibit versatile phys-
icochemical mechanisms, such as immobilization of metals 
through adsorption and surface complexation. The feasibility 
of using partly reacted fly ash and biochar for heavy met-
als immobilization was mostly assessed at laboratory scale, 
where fly ash showed a high potential for Cd, Co, Cr(III), 
Cu, Mn, Ni and Zn removal and biochar was successful in 
the immobilization of Cd and Pb. As the addition of a reac-
tive treatment agent to a contaminated site severely affects 
the soil environment quality, it is important to consider the 
effects of the stabilizer on soil texture (i.e. by cementing 
finer particles to coarser aggregates), physicochemical prop-
erties, respiration intensity, enzyme activity, biodiversity 
and structure of microbial communities and reactivation of 
immobilized metals. The possible adverse environmental 
effects arising from the use of industrial residues, as well as 
apparent limits due to the legal framework, need to be evalu-
ated for each application site, where industrial residues are 
to be used for heavy metals immobilization.

Acknowledgements The authors thank Prof. Roland Pomberger for 
his general support.

Author’s contribution Sabine Schlögl and Petra Diendorfer wrote a 
first draft, which was revised and annotated by Daniel Vollprecht and 
Andre Baldermann.



International Journal of Environmental Science and Technology 

1 3

Funding Open access funding provided by Montanuniversität Leo-
ben. No funding was received to assist with the preparation of this 
manuscript.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest The authors have no relevant financial or non-fi-
nancial interests to disclose.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

ACI 116R-00 (2000) Cement and concrete terminology. American 
Concrete Institute, Farmington Hills

ACI 232.2R-96 (2002) Use of fly ash in concrete—reported by ACI 
Committee 232. American Concrete Institute, Farmington Hills

Ahmad M et al (2014) Biochar as a sorbent for contaminant manage-
ment in soil and water: a review. Chemosphere 99:19–33. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 2013. 10. 071

Ahn JY, Kang SH, Hwang KY, Kim HS, Kim JG, Song H, Hwang I 
(2015) Evaluation of phosphate fertilizers and red mud in reducing 
plant availability of Cd Pb, and Zn in mine tailings. Environ Earth 
Sci 74:2659–2668. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12665- 015- 4286-x

Akinci A, Artir R (2008) Characterization of trace elements and radi-
onuclides and their risk assessment in red mud. Mater Charact 
59:417–421. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. match ar. 2007. 02. 008

Ali H, Khan E (2018) What are heavy metals? Long-standing contro-
versy over the scientific use of the term ‘heavy metals’—proposal 
of a comprehensive definition. Toxicol Environ Chem 100(1):6–
19. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02772 248. 2017. 14136 52

Baldermann A, Kaufhold S, Dohrmann R, Baldermann C, Letofsky-
Papst I, Dietzel M (2021a) A novel nZVI–bentonite nanocompos-
ite to remove trichloroethene (TCE) from solution. Chemosphere 
282:131018. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 2021a. 131018

Baldermann A, Preissegger V, Šimić S, Letofsky-Papst I, Mittermayr 
F, Dietzel M (2021b) Uptake of aqueous heavy metal ions  (Co2+, 
 Cu2+ and  Zn2+) by calcium–aluminium–silicate–hydrate gels. 
Cem Concr Res 147:106521. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cemco 
nres. 2021b. 106521

Bhatnagar A, Sillanpää M (2010) Utilization of agro-industrial and 
municipal waste materials as potential adsorbents for water treat-
ment—a review. Chem Eng J 157(2–3):27–296. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. cej. 2010. 01. 007

Bolan NS, Duraisamy VP (2003) Role of inorganic and organic soil 
amendments on immobilisation and phytoavailability of heavy 
metals: a review involving specific case studies. Aust J Soil Res 
41(3):533–555. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1071/ SR021 22

Brümmer GW (1986) Heavy metal species, mobility and availabil-
ity in soils. In: Bernhard M, Brinckman FE, Sadler PJ (eds) The 
importance of chemical “speciation” in environmental processes. 
Dahlem workshop reports (life sciences research report), vol 33. 
Springer, Berlin. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 642- 70441-3_ 11

Brunori C, Cremisini C, D’Annibale L, Massanisso P, Pinto V (2005) 
A kinetic study of trace element leachability from abandoned-
mine-polluted soil treated with SS-MSW compost and red 
mud. Comparison with results from sequential extraction. 
Anal Bioanal Chem 381:1347–1354. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00216- 005- 3124-5

Cao X, Harris W (2010) Properties of dairy-manure-derived biochar 
pertinent to its potential use in remediation. Bioresour Technol 
101:5222–5228. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. biort ech. 2010. 02. 052

Cao R, Ma L, Chen M, S’ingh S, Harris W (2003) Phosphate-induced 
metal immobilization in a contaminated site. Environ Poll 
122(1):19–28. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0269- 7491(02) 00283-X

Cappuyns V (2015) Use of red mud in soil remediation: review of 
applications and challenges. In: Proceedings of the bauxite residue 
valorisation and best practices conference, vol 1. Acco, pp 81–87

Caselles LD, Hot J, Roosz C, Cyr M (2020) Stabilization of soils 
containing sulfates by using alternative hydraulic binders. Appl 
Geochem 113:104494. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. apgeo chem. 2019. 
104494

Chen M, Ma LQ, Singh SP, Cao RX, Melamed R (2003) Field demon-
stration of in situ immobilization of soil Pb using P amendments. 
Adv Environ Res 8(1):93–102. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S1093- 
0191(02) 00145-4

Chowdhury SR, Yanful EK, Pratt AR (2014) Recycling of nickel 
smelter slag for arsenic remediation—an experimental study. 
Environ Sci Pollut Res 21:10096–10107. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11356- 014- 2892-x

Concas A, Ardau C, Cristini A, Zuddas P, Cao G (2006) Mobility of 
heavy metals from tailings to stream waters in a mining activity 
contaminated site. Chemosphere 63(2):244–253. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 2005. 08. 024

Czupyrna G, Levy RD, MacLean AI, Gold H (1989) In situ immobi-
lization of heavy-metal-contaminated soils. United States: N. P., 
1989. Web

Day SR, Zarlinski SJ, Jacobson P (1997) Stabilization of cadmium-
impacted soils using jet-grouting techniques. In: SCE specialty 
conference Minneapolis, Minnesota, Oct 4–8, 1997, in situ reme-
diation of the environment

Dermatas D, Meng X (2003) Utilization of fly ash for stabilization/
solidification of heavy metal contaminated soils. Eng Geol 
70:377–394. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0013- 7952(03) 00105-4

Dörrie T, Längert-Mühlegger H (2010) Technologiequickscan in situ-
Sanierungstechnologien. Umweltbundesamt GmbH, Vienna

Dragun J (1991) Geochemistry and soil chemistry reactions occurring 
during in situ vitrification. J Hazard Mat 26(3):343–364. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0304- 3894(91) 85029-M

Drahota P, Filippi M (2009) Secondary arsenic minerals in the envi-
ronment: a review. Environ Int 35:1243–1255. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. envint. 2009. 07. 004

Feigl V, Anton A, Uzigner N, Gruiz K (2012) Red mud as a chemi-
cal stabilizer for soil contaminated with toxic metals. Water 
Air Soil Pollut 223:1237–1247. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11270- 011- 0940-4

Feigl V, Ujaczki É, Vaszita E, Molnár M (2017) Influence of red mud 
on soil microbial communities: application and comprehensive 
evaluation of the Biolog EcoPlate approach as a tool in soil micro-
biological studies. Sci Total Environ 595:903–911. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2017. 03. 266

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.10.071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.10.071
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-015-4286-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchar.2007.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/02772248.2017.1413652
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021a.131018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cemconres.2021b.106521
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cemconres.2021b.106521
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2010.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2010.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1071/SR02122
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-70441-3_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-005-3124-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-005-3124-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.02.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(02)00283-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2019.104494
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2019.104494
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1093-0191(02)00145-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1093-0191(02)00145-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-2892-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-2892-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2005.08.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2005.08.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-7952(03)00105-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3894(91)85029-M
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3894(91)85029-M
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2009.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2009.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-011-0940-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-011-0940-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.266
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.266


 International Journal of Environmental Science and Technology

1 3

Femina Carolin C, Senthil Kumar P, Saravanan A, Janet Joshibaa G, 
Naushadb M (2017) Efficient techniques for the removal of toxic 
heavy metals from aquatic environment: a review. J Environ Chem 
Eng 5(3):2782–2799. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jece. 2017. 05. 029

Freitag P, Reichenauer T (2022) In situ chemical remediation using the 
jet grouting technique: a field test. Environ Geotech. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1680/ jenge. 21. 00032

Friesl W, Horak O, Wenzel WW (2004) Immobilization of heavy met-
als in soils by the application of bauxite residues: pot experiments 
under field conditions. J Plant Nutr Soil Sci 167:54–59. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ jpln. 20032 0941

Friesl-Hanl W, Horak O (2011) Arbeitshilfe zur Immobilisierung von 
Schwermetallen in kontaminierten Böden. https:// www. umwel 
tfoer derung. at/ filea dmin/ user_ upload/ media/ umwel tfoer derung/ 
Dokum ente_ Betri ebe/ Wasser_ Betri ebe/ Studi en_ Altla sten/ Techn 
ische_ Arbei tshil fe_ Immob ilisi erung. pdf. Accessed 01 Nov 2019

Giergiczny Z, Król A (2008) Immobilization of heavy metals (Pb, 
Cu, Cr, Zn, Cd, Mn) in the mineral additions containing concrete 
composites. J Hazard Mater 160(2–3):247–255. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 2008. 03. 007

Goldberg S, Forster HS, Godfrey CL (1996) Molybdenum adsorption 
on oxides, clay minerals, and soils. Soil Sci Soc Am J 60(2):425–
432. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2136/ sssaj 1996. 03615 99500 60000 20013x

Gonzalez-Rodriguez S, Fernandez-Marcos ML (2021) Sorption and 
desorption of vanadate, arsenate and chromate by two volcanic 
soils of equatorial Africa. Soil Syst 5:22. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ 
soils ystem s5020 022

Gougar MLD, Scheetz BE, Roy DM (1996) Ettringite and C-S-H Port-
land cement phases for waste ion immobilization: a review. Waste 
Manag 16(4):295–303. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0956- 053X(96) 
00072-4

Grafe M, Eick MJ, Grossl PR, Saunders AM (2002) Adsorption of arse-
nate and arsenite on ferrihydrite in the presence and absence of 
dissolved organic carbon. J Environ Qual 31:1115–1123. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 2134/ jeq20 02. 1115

Gray CW, Dunham PGD, Zhao FJ, McGrath SP (2006) Field evaluation 
of in situ remediation of a heavy metal contaminated soil using 
lime and red-mud. Environ Pollut 142(3):530–539. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. envpol. 2005. 10. 017

Guerrero M, Pilar Ruiz M, Millera A, Alzueta MU, Bilbao R (2008) 
Characterization of biomass chars formed under different devola-
tilization conditions: differences between rice husk and eucalyp-
tus. Energy Fuels 22(2):1275–1284. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ ef700 
5589

Guo G, Zhou Q, Ma LQ (2006) Availability and assessment of fixing 
additives for the in situ remediation of heavy metal contaminated 
soils: a review. Environ Monit Assess 116:513–528. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s10661- 006- 7668-4

Hawkes SJ (1997) What is a “heavy metal”? J Chem Educ 74(11):1374. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ ed074 p1374

Hermann R, Neumann-Mahlkau P (1985) The mobility of zinc, cad-
mium, copper, lead, iron and arsenic in ground water as a func-
tion of redox potential and pH. Sci Total Environ 43(1–2):1–12. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0048- 9697(85) 90027-0

Hmid A, Al Chami Z, Sillen W, De Vocht A, Vangronsveld J (2015) 
Olive mill waste biochar: a promising soil amendment for metal 
immobilization in contaminated soils. Environ Sci Pollut Res 
22(2):1444–1456. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 014- 3467-6

Hua Y, Heal KV, Friesl-Hanl W (2017) The use of red mud as an 
immobiliser formetal/metalloid-contaminated soil: a review. 
J Hazard Mater 325:17–30. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 
2016. 11. 073

Igalavithana AD, Park J, Ryu C, Lee YH, Hashimoto Y, Huang L, 
Kwon EE, Ok YS, Lee SS (2017) Slow pyrolyzed biochars from 
crop residues for soil metal(loid) immobilization and microbial 

community abundance in contaminated agricultural soils. Che-
mosphere 177:157–166. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 
2017. 02. 112

Jaishankar M, Tseten T, Anbalagan N, Mathew BB, Beeregowda KN 
(2014) Toxicity, mechanism and health effects of some heavy 
metals. Interdiscip Toxicol 7(2):60–72. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2478/ 
intox- 2014- 0009

Kapička A, Petrovský E, Ustjak S, Macháčková K (1999) Proxy map-
ping of fly-ash pollution of soils around a coal-burning power 
plant: a case study in the Czech Republic. J Geochem Explor 
66(1–2):291–297. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0375- 6742(99) 
00008-4

Kirwan LJ, Hartshorn A, McMonagle JB, Fleming L, Funnell D 
(2013) Chemistry of bauxite residue neutralisation and aspects 
to implementation. Int J Miner Process 119:40–50. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. minpro. 2013. 01. 001

Klauber C, Gräfe M, Power G (2011) Bauxite residue issues: II. 
Options for residue utilization. Hydrometallurgy 108:11–32. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hydro met. 2011. 02. 007

Kumpiene J, Lagerkvist A, Maurice C (2008) Stabilization of As, 
Cr, Cu, Pb and Zn in soil using amendments—a review. Waste 
Manag 28:215–225. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. wasman. 2006. 12. 
012

Kumpiene J, Antelo J, Brännvall E, Carabante I, Ek K, Komárek M, 
Söderberg C, Wårell L (2019) In situ chemical stabilization of 
trace element-contaminated soil–field demonstrations and bar-
riers to transition from laboratory to the field—a review. Appl 
Geochem 100:335–351. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. apgeo chem. 
2018. 12. 003

Li H, Liu L, Luo L, Liu Y, Wei J, Zhang J, Yang Y, Chen A, Mao 
Q, Zhou Y (2018) Response of soil microbial communities to 
red mud-based stabilizer remediation of cadmium-contaminated 
farmland. Environ Sci Pollut Res 25:11661–11669. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 018- 1409-4

Lombi E, Zhao FJ, Zhang GY, Sun B, Fitz W, Zhang H, McGrath SP 
(2002) In situ fixation of metals in soils using bauxite residue: 
chemical assessment. Environ Pollut 118:435–443. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/ S0269- 7491(01) 00294-9

Lwin CS, Seo BH, Kim HU, Owens G, Kim KR (2018) Application 
of soil amendments to contaminated soils for heavy metal immo-
bilization and improved soil quality—a critical review. Soil Sci 
Plant Nutr 64(2):156–167. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00380 768. 
2018. 14409 38

Ma Z, Chen K, Li Z, Bi J, Huang L (2016) Heavy metals in soils and 
road dusts in the mining areas of Western Suzhou, China: a pre-
liminary identification of contaminated sites. J Soils Sediments 
16:204–216. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11368- 015- 1208-1

Ma J, Qin G, Zhang Y, Sun J, Wang S, Jiang L (2018) Heavy metal 
removal from aqueous solutions by calcium silicate powder from 
waste coal fly-ash. J Clean Prod 182:776–782. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jclep ro. 2018. 02. 115

Mahar A, Wang P, Li R, Zhang Z (2015) Immobilization of lead and 
cadmium in contaminated soil using amendments: a review. Pedo-
sphere 25(4):555–568. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S1002- 0160(15) 
30036-9

Mahmoud AH, Saleh ME, Abdel-Salam A (2011) Effect of rice husk 
biochar on cadmium immobilization in soil and uptake by wheat 
plant grown on lacustrine soil. Alex J Agric Res 56(2):117–125

Miretzky P, Fernandez-Cirelli A (2008) Phosphates for Pb immobiliza-
tion: a review. Environ Chem Lett 6:121–133. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s10311- 007- 0133-y

Mohan D, Kumar H, Sarswat A, Alexandre-Franco M, Pittman CU Jr 
(2014) Cadmium and lead remediation using magnetic oak wood 
and oak bark fast pyrolysis bio-chars. Chem Eng J 236:513–528. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cej. 2013. 09. 057

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2017.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1680/jenge.21.00032
https://doi.org/10.1680/jenge.21.00032
https://doi.org/10.1002/jpln.200320941
https://doi.org/10.1002/jpln.200320941
https://www.umweltfoerderung.at/fileadmin/user_upload/media/umweltfoerderung/Dokumente_Betriebe/Wasser_Betriebe/Studien_Altlasten/Technische_Arbeitshilfe_Immobilisierung.pdf
https://www.umweltfoerderung.at/fileadmin/user_upload/media/umweltfoerderung/Dokumente_Betriebe/Wasser_Betriebe/Studien_Altlasten/Technische_Arbeitshilfe_Immobilisierung.pdf
https://www.umweltfoerderung.at/fileadmin/user_upload/media/umweltfoerderung/Dokumente_Betriebe/Wasser_Betriebe/Studien_Altlasten/Technische_Arbeitshilfe_Immobilisierung.pdf
https://www.umweltfoerderung.at/fileadmin/user_upload/media/umweltfoerderung/Dokumente_Betriebe/Wasser_Betriebe/Studien_Altlasten/Technische_Arbeitshilfe_Immobilisierung.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2008.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2008.03.007
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1996.03615995006000020013x
https://doi.org/10.3390/soilsystems5020022
https://doi.org/10.3390/soilsystems5020022
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0956-053X(96)00072-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0956-053X(96)00072-4
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2002.1115
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2002.1115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2005.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2005.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef7005589
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef7005589
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-006-7668-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-006-7668-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/ed074p1374
https://doi.org/10.1016/0048-9697(85)90027-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-3467-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.11.073
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.11.073
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.02.112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.02.112
https://doi.org/10.2478/intox-2014-0009
https://doi.org/10.2478/intox-2014-0009
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-6742(99)00008-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-6742(99)00008-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.minpro.2013.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.minpro.2013.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hydromet.2011.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2006.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2006.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2018.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2018.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1409-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1409-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(01)00294-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(01)00294-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/00380768.2018.1440938
https://doi.org/10.1080/00380768.2018.1440938
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-015-1208-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.02.115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.02.115
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1002-0160(15)30036-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1002-0160(15)30036-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-007-0133-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-007-0133-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2013.09.057


International Journal of Environmental Science and Technology 

1 3

Moon DH, Wazne M, Cheong KH, Chang YY, Baek K, Ok YS, Park 
JH (2015) Stabilization of As-, Pb-, and Cu-contaminated soil 
using calcined oyster shells and steel slag. Environ Sci Pollut Res 
22:11162–11169. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 015- 4612-6

Motz H, Geiseler J (2001) Products of steel slags an opportunity to save 
natural resources. Waste Manag 21:285–293. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/ S0956- 053X(00) 00102-1

Nagajyoti PC, Lee KD, Sreekanth TVM (2010) Heavy metals, occur-
rence and toxicity for plants: a review. Environ Chem Lett 8:199–
216. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10311- 010- 0297-8

Paramguru RK, Rath PC, Misra VN (2005) Trends in red mud utiliza-
tion—a review. Miner Process Extr Metall Rev 26:1–29. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08827 50049 04776 03

Paria S, Yuet PK (2006) Solidification–stabilization of organic and 
inorganic contaminants using portland cement: a literature review. 
Environ Rev 14(4):217–255. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1139/ a06- 004

Perkovich BS, Anderson TA, Kruger EL, Coats JR (1996) Enhanced 
mineralization of [14C]Atrazine in Kochia scoparia rhizospheric 
soil from a pesticide-contaminated site. Pestic Sci 46(4):391–396. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ (SICI) 1096- 9063(199604) 46:4% 3c391:: 
AID- PS374% 3e3.0. CO;2-L

Power G, Gräfe M, Klauber C (2011) Bauxite residue issues: I. Cur-
rent management, disposal and storage practices. Hydrometal-
lurgy 108:33–45. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. hydro met. 2011. 02. 006

Querol X, Alastuey A, Moreno N, Alvarez-Ayuso E, García-Sánchez 
A, Cama J, Ayora C, Simón M (2006) Immobilization of heavy 
metals in polluted soils by the addition of zeolitic material syn-
thesized from coal fly ash. Chemosphere 62:171–180. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. chemo sphere. 2005. 05. 029

Rubinos DA, Barral MT (2013) Fractionation and mobility of metals 
in bauxite red mud. Environ Sci Pollut Res 20:7787–7802. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 013- 1477-4

Santona L, Castaldi P, Melis P (2006) Evaluation of the interaction 
mechanisms between red muds and heavy metals. J Hazard Mater 
136:324–329. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 2005. 12. 022

Sedlazeck KP, Höllen D, Müller P, Mischitz R, Gieré R (2017) Min-
eralogical and geochemical characterization of a chromium con-
tamination in an aquifer—a combined analytical and modeling 
approach. Appl Geochem 87:44–56. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
apgeo chem. 2017. 10. 011

Sheridan C, Harding K, Koller E, De Pretto A (2013) A comparison 
of charcoal- and slag-based constructed wetlands for acid mine 
drainage remediation. Water SA 39(3):369–374. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 4314/ wsa. v39i3.4

Shi YD, Wang J, Tan PG (2011) Study on the treatment of mercury in 
sea water with steel slag. J Qingdao Univ Technol (in Chinese) 
32(3):80–83

Somlai J, Jobbagy V, Kovacs J, Tarjan S, Kovacs T (2008) Radiological 
aspects of the usability of red mud as building material additive. 
J Hazard Mater 150:541–545. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhazm at. 
2007. 05. 004

Somna K, Jaturapitakkul C, Kajitvichyanukul P, Chindaprasirt P (2008) 
Immobilization of heavy metals by fly ash-based geopolymer. 
KKU Res J 13(10):1191–1198

Tang X, Li Q, Wu M, Lin L, Scholz M (2016) Review of remediation 
practices regarding cadmium-enriched farmland soil with particu-
lar reference to China. J Environ Manag 181:646–662. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jenvm an. 2016. 08. 043

Tantawy MA, El-Roudi AM, Salem AA (2012) Immobilization of 
Cr(VI) in bagasse ash blended cement pastes. Constr Build Mater 
30:218–223. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. conbu ildmat. 2011. 12. 016

Taylor HFW (1997) Cement chemistry, 2nd edn. Academic Press, 
London

Tomasevic DD, Dalmacija MB, Prica MD, Dalmacija BD, Kerkez 
DV, Bečelić-Tomin MR, Roncevic SD (2013) Use of fly ash for 
remediation of metals polluted sediment—Green remediation. 
Chemosphere 92(11):1490–1497. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cej. 
2013. 09. 057

Uchimiya M, Wartelle LH, Lima IM, Klasson KT (2010) Sorption of 
deisopropylatrazine on broiler litter biochars. J Agric Food Chem 
58:12350–12356. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ jf102 152q

Wang LQ, Luo L, Ma YB, Wie DP, Hua L (2009) In situ immobiliza-
tion of heavy metals-contaminated soils: a review. Chin J Appl 
Ecol 20(5):1214–1222

Waste Framework Directive (2008) Directive 2008/98/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 19 November 2008 
on waste (EEA relevance): Chapter I, Article 6. https:// eur- lex. 
europa. eu/ legal- conte nt/ DE/ ALL/? uri= CELEX: 32008 L0098. 
Accessed 20 Jan 2020

Worrell E, Price L, Martin N, Hendriks C, Ozawa Meida L (2001) 
Carbon dioxide emissions from the global cement industry. Annu 
Rev Environ Resour 26:303–329. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1146/ annur 
ev. energy. 26.1. 303

Xia WY, Du YJ, Li FS, Guo GL, Yan XL, Li CP, Arulrajah A, Wang 
F, Wang S (2019) Field evaluation of a new hydroxyapatite based 
binder for ex situ solidification/stabilization of a heavy metal con-
taminated site soil around a Pb–Zn smelter. Constr Build Mater 
210:278–288. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. conbu ildmat. 2019. 03. 195

Xie Y, Ji X, Huang J, Liu Z, Guang D, Tian F (2015) Effect of organic 
manure, passivator and their complex on the bioavailability of soil 
Cd. Meteorol Environ Res 6:48–57

Xue S, Zhu F, Kong X, Wu C, Huang L, Huang N, Hartley W (2016) A 
review of the characterization and revegetation of bauxite residues 
(red mud). Environ Sci Pollut Res 23:1120–1132. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s11356- 015- 4558-8

Yang XB, Ying GG, Peng PA, Wang L, Zhao JL, Zhang LJ, Yuan P, 
He HP (2010) Influence of biochars on plant uptake and dissipa-
tion of two pesticides in an agricultural soil. J Agric Food Chem 
58:7915–7921. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ jf101 1352

Yin P, Shi L (2014) Remediation of Cd, Pb, and Cu-contaminated 
agricultural soil using three modified industrial by-products. 
Water Air Soil Pollut 225(11):2194. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11270- 014- 2194-4

Zhang W, Wang H, He L, Lu K, Sarmah A, Li J, Bolan NS, Pei J, 
Huang H (2013) Using biochar for remediation of soils contami-
nated with heavy metals and organic pollutants. Environ Sci Pollut 
Res 20:8472–8483. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 013- 1659-0

Zhang W, Zheng J, Zheng P, Tsang DCW, Qiu R (2015) Sludge-derived 
biochar for arsenic(III) immobilization: effects of solution chem-
istry on sorption behavior. JEQ 44(4):1119–1126. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 2134/ jeq20 14. 12. 0536

Zhu G, Hao Y, Xia C, Zhang Y, Hu T, Sun S (2013) Study on cemen-
titious properties of steel slag. J Min Metall Sect B Metall 
49(2):217–224. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2298/ JMMB1 20810 006Z

Zhuo L, Li H, Cheng F, Shi Y, Zhang Q, Shi W (2012) Co-remediation 
of cadmium-polluted soil using stainless steel slag and ammonium 
humate. Environ Sci Poll Res 19:2842–2848. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s11356- 012- 0790-7

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4612-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0956-053X(00)00102-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0956-053X(00)00102-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-010-0297-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/08827500490477603
https://doi.org/10.1080/08827500490477603
https://doi.org/10.1139/a06-004
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9063(199604)46:4%3c391::AID-PS374%3e3.0.CO;2-L
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9063(199604)46:4%3c391::AID-PS374%3e3.0.CO;2-L
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hydromet.2011.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2005.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2005.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-013-1477-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-013-1477-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2005.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2017.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2017.10.011
https://doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v39i3.4
https://doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v39i3.4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2007.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2007.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.08.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.08.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2011.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2013.09.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2013.09.057
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf102152q
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/DE/ALL/?uri=CELEX:32008L0098
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/DE/ALL/?uri=CELEX:32008L0098
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.26.1.303
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.26.1.303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2019.03.195
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4558-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4558-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf1011352
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-014-2194-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-014-2194-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-013-1659-0
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2014.12.0536
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2014.12.0536
https://doi.org/10.2298/JMMB120810006Z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-0790-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-0790-7


 International Journal of Environmental Science and Technology

1 3

Authors and Affiliations

S. Schlögl1 · P. Diendorfer2 · A. Baldermann3 · D. Vollprecht1 

1 Chair of Waste Processing Technology and Waste 
Management (AVAW), Montanuniversität Leoben, Leoben, 
Austria

2 Chair of Geology and Economic Geology, Montanuniversität 
Leoben, Leoben, Austria

3 Nawi Graz Geocenter, Institute of Applied Geosciences, Graz 
University of Technology, Graz, Austria

http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1809-5223

	Use of industrial residues for heavy metals immobilization in contaminated site remediation: a brief review
	Abstract
	Graphical abstract

	Highlights
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	Principles of heavy metals immobilization
	Metallurgical residues for heavy metal immobilization
	Red mud
	Steel slag
	Comparison of metallurgical residues

	Residues from incineration and pyrolysis for heavy metal immobilization
	Fly ash and biochar
	Comparison of residues from incineration and pyrolysis


	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




