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Abstract:

One of the methods of decontaminating soil is using the extraction of metals by natural and synthetic ligands. In this
study, EDTA ligand was used to remove Zn from a contaminated soil. The effect of various conditions such as EDT
concentration and pH on the extraction of Zn from contaminated soil was investigated, too. The results showed that
by increasing the concentration of ligand, extraction of zinc from soil increased. While, the extraction of Zn
decreased by increasing soil pH. Our results showed that EDTA has a good potential to remove Zn from
contaminated soils.
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