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ABSTRACT

The use of chem ical solubilization to solve oiganic cloggngw as attempted to exp bre in the article which
provided anew approach and nev deas to the substrate organic clogging. The resulis showed the nfiliratbn
coefficient and availab le porosity were ncreased n varying degrees by using bases acids strong oxil izer and
detergent Among the four sovents the strong oxidizer had themost obvious effects that the infiltration coeff+
cient and availab le porosity recovered to 6% of the orighal The substrate m icroorganisns and the substrate
enzyme actwily were injured by add ng the three types of solvents but they could recover after 7 days. W e can
draw enlghten ng experiences fran the Hea of “ chem ical solubilization” to resolve the organic cbggng n con-
structed w etland.
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