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Engineering characteristics of mmicipal waste as a fil
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Abstract

Fill materials in the construction site must have enough strength to
support the structures upon it, and be free from the possibility of
endangering the health of the residents and polluting the groundwater.

The purpose of this paper 1s to investigate the possible
geo-environmental problems that may be generated when the ground formed
by municipal waste is used as a construction site and to suggest the
counter measure, if necessary. The strength, hydraulic conductivity and
settlement characteristics of the concerned vaste fill site are measured
by geotechnical laboratory and field tests, and the composition and the
quantity of chemical substances in the waste are analyzed by batch test,

gas generation test and simple biological response test of the leachate.
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HIE AT 371 BEAFTE YARE EA] FHAAY AL o
AGHLE FRER o FA 22 SAFH YUY Bfygxdg ©
ABRFR] YRE B8R S WA A SU¥m ok, WA $
Blubgtol A gt S718 9 93t Ans viYNEST 3o YuHIE
YR = ATl 6006 h4 ol Aol AbAjsy gicth. whelA, olE YuiWA|E o)
HAE AME 227202 AU TL oYy FF77r0] ABsRA A
BE WNES VNZANZLE AW NYAZ BLoE Pos Ha FEE
of ¥ HAoezZ Ar¥Eqg,
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AR EEY B DAY ¢ U AN 3, 2wy EAYES oA
o HESDL Y8 ZF Lol olo] WY chyE AAsE HE Exoz wo),
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Details of investigation plan
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Figure 1. Investigation site of landfill
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(SPT), ¥RARE W G5 FYTo2 .

A|FZAHE Aoy B ge] HAR 3 ALE e BRI (AFE F
2 9 dom} HAFAM AF7(Y-150)8 Agste FAHALH, SAHET
FZ2E ¢RFE AANF22 NsE $28 Jol7A §Ade AL €L
2 3igid.

NG WAt vl 1.5 m Pojutrt £ A Fo] W HololM KS F
2318¢] FA 4% EZVIAYE HAIZA 7 AF4 NAE L T4
of o] Aol ¢uldle] EWAEE Nt o]2RE 7 A9 FRPHNTE
epgrgict. 28z FAHYe FEE AFFL FUSA7 ¢BE WA 2
~3 AT A2 7y FYo] ol FoA X FUY £HE HFYPC.

B ZAHAEL o) &t o A 4wk AYIE FEIFL AIREY
oM NS4kt EAENE HYsty Uy ERAEE AN fiste AR
Hel AIBE WA B3,

T BYAEL 23N FAEYANE/ G FAHABYAYE F L35l F

HPYANYL A|Z2AL9 WYl SPT slvi & o] §3le] AT, EERP
d  AlWE KS F-2318 7R wet AABel FF 63.5 kgo] HHE AN TS
cm Eolol A AfG3tAIA samplerzt 30 cm #Ysted 285E EFAHF(N
2)& &Asglon NAREH ANELANE FASAG.
WARAUEE AR Ho Y& EA HEFH} HES 3ol 3 e W7
& MYEZA viste] HASgY. BYUE FAY L KS F 2311e] @& 23y A
By 43 AR AHE FA FPPYUE AE3H. €F ¥ FH S
A% ARFAN YE-EE WAt AAsisien 24 o ruE 3 Y
o& FEsd ¥ YU gy,

2.2 ZAZATH B ¥A

2 74 (e EAWE AFN FFo2 47 AR AWelgen
WAL Yol AAH Y qYor THH Yo, 2 20 E ARF
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B2 AJYE ZA AAE HFLR A wRE(3Y 19 A-2 GE)E P
BT, o7lelN HE uig} o] A E2ZEE 0.5~3Img BESE, 1.0~3.5n
& 27 Fer FHHULY 2 o3 2SI H IFFESOZ THE
ek,

ATy W g2l A SPT AP, AE EA HED NI
< 4~ 119 EEST e HdEY RN FF 10359 e e, ¥
7€ W@ S Ngt& 4~292 veigen 1 3R FAES Y BFESL 8~
508 HHARA vigold HPolPW FEL 810, 218 FEL 15~30 Alo]o]
AF& EEZ3HYC. A71E wdgSd g N g FFAE 12.28 UEge
o B-2 A Y9 AE3 2.2~2.7 m AFelE Aol § 30 A8 N ol
50, B-3 A9 A5 AE3 1.5 n AFAN BAL FE3A So] 25t N
gtel 292 jEbytct,
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Figure 2. Soil profile { A-A section of Fig. 1 )
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T= NA 7 27HgeE 3. & dsE YA A4S B§ N=1.23989
#A7 gon o2 HAE MY Zu KW Ne=1.196N¢] BAT A+ A
o7 EAHUH.
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247 qUES F4 FANE, AF/3L, oy 282 e @FEP
wa} S ogHy 2R FGARA AP HuckE AL v oHE ATt
myge g3 E4oes A7z ARAT AFAME J1F 7L A
e 9932w, ¥ ¢ 4 Ad. 287 oy AAME iy E] HA A @
g} 2 87 dE T Y PAMN vPE] TN TR BT EA
At ¥ 2. .

ZA AR e @9 F:ee 2y s]S 0.95~1.42 g/em3, BES 1.69~
2.08 g/cm3gl WY R e, 28759 oY A ATFHL AR
YAy 2y YE Ros I oAU DA Y AdY 287 7
HEY 2 F5ASA 71 Ao ARG, ‘

Sonjs 2y 27398, 452 10188, ¥ua 153 A2 27
R Be ZAg d2Hed v ¥ Fevd Lehdr. oy ¥ HgHEAHL
287 el e FTolH, AHF,UFETY & ¥4 WELE AREY.

FU 349 E ARGAE (Y 2)& w B-1 ofA 6 m B-29M 5.5
m, B-3ofAE g Hed uvEl ok, 2y B-39 AlFZos 6 A
Hog u]Ro] At A7t aAFRAME AF HFPo] F3d HAdHE AL
2 podct. weld oo BFE A Yol bm FEE BE Aol F
3 Reg ARIY,

3. AU Kb pE AH
3.1 Au EAAY UL

AWE RS BEBYAYZA o8] AW hEA AR st A
EQNYE AAS HoE iygEe NPy Bl . YUEHE HPRED

AL g},

Fal.tta Agoa= QmEA(KS F 2302), d]3S(KS F 2308), $t4=
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(KS F 2306), AW (KS F 2312}, A HHA| ¥ (KS F 2343), YAV (KS F
2316), B ¢AIY(KS F 2322) $& 930, SHIAES A-l ¥R
stglon BHAPS A4 FHAYes sigc. Y ADAUINY M
A e 7182, A2, E)7 &7 30cm, 30cm, 20cm(ci® )% €Yo 2 A
7 6om,Eol 2em{A%)olgT, WAAYPA A& $£3&%FS 0.25, 0.5, 1.0,
2.0, 3.0 kg/cmz o] Qch. MAA YA thy APAGAUI|} fF AEHFET
2 cm/min, 4% AHADL A G7)AMES 0.8 cn/min 22 @3t}

3.2 APt R BA

7€ 83 84

ARG 2r7SF EESe JESHAY FHAE  E 17} PH.
2720 H2LE 2.4~2.659 HHAZAM BES9 HF 2.58~2.71 B FHA
e, UEEEE 27139 HE$ FEAS C=3B~167, FEUF
D,=0.009~-0.02 mme] HH 2 VENL} A Al what oL Xol7t glE HeR
VEILU D, ¥YE(vell graded) Y& € 4 Urt. No. 200¥& F-HEE AH
2o o BEAS 287 25 15 % ngteg ueigct. FIEFYA A%
F 28 A3 oM, SHe R EHFSAR o . LAAYEHS EE AR 24
(Non-Plastic).e.2 vL}EIWC}.

ORAAINASE £ 2 9 28 49 Zeon Al AR 4F HY3Ixy

= 2H72 1.50~1.60 g/em3, BES 1.92~2.07 g/cm3e] HHRAN HEF
o] MizA = A uelgtcr. HAPLuE= 2YI]E 20~28%, HES 10~1332
LElA BEAS 24 49 FAAZE 111588 P fFASR 2380715
& Ta 27 BYHEY o AW EAS @ 2y 471 AL
o] o gHEle] g7 WEQL HA2E ALRHT.
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Table 1. Results of physical test
Boring and|Sampling|Specific!Atterberg limit| D, |Uniform | Soil classi-
test pit [depth(m) |gravity (mm} | coef. fication
LL Pl Cy
B-1# 2.00 2.64 NP - 0.04 275 GM
5.00 2.65 NP - 0.06 67 SM
7.00 2.62 NP - 0.07 34 SM
B-2 1.00 2.64 NP - 0.04 33 SH
3.50 2.61 NP - 0.03 27 SM
6.00 2.64 NP - 0.06 75 SM
B-3 1.00 2.67 NP - 0.03 57 SM
2.50 2.64 NP - 0.04 50 SH
6.00 2.68 NP - 0.05 8 SM
W T 1== 3.0 2.54 NP - 0.01 167 SM
a T2 4.0 2.45 NP - ¢.007 143 SM
s T3 4.0 2.40 NP - 0.009 167 SH
t T 4 3.5 2.60 NP - 0.02 35 SM
e TS5 2.2 2.57 NP - 0.012 139 S
C T1 0.0 2.60 NP - 0.02 125 SM
) T2 0.0 2.58 NP - 0.02 250 5M
v T3 ¢.0 2.69 NP - 0.18 33 SH
e T4 0.0 2.63 NP - 0.04 175 SM
r TS5 0.0 2.71 NP - 0.01 117 SH
Ground 3.4 2.62 NP - 0.05 28 SM
* Boring , ** Test pit
Table 2. Results of compaction test
Layer Cover layer Waste layer Original ground
Test pit Tdmax(g/cms) Wopt(%)) ?‘dmax(g/cm3) wopt(%)) Tdmax(g/cmSJ Wopt(%)}
T1 2.05 10.5 1.50 26.0
T 2 1.99 13.0 1.46 27.5
T3 1.92 11.7 1.48 28.0 1.97 13.0
T4 2.03 12.4 1.58 21.5
TS5 1.88 11.8 1.60 20.0
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Figure 4. A-1 compaction curve of vaste

e o
H7E YSH B 752 Darcyd] HALE Y 4 glon qd&
FeAsst 3o a4V B, BFeAsd UL ns LA42RE AT
AR, A W MY EY 728 YL BEE S| gond HE My oty 7S

T ol 847 e P FxHY Q.

EAH 7B FAsE A R ARAYAM FAY £ o AW EA
ot g BRY AEY MAHZ oY ARy FEAA L 27 o
AUAIYE Boie AFAIEe) HAT &3 Wolzt & 4 ok, 7Y
o BeAHE ¥FUER gAY 247 AlEd ois] AiGUAER He
FTAEL 2R Aggon 2 FA3) 24758 EFAes E A BE
vbetzto] 1.9x10-4~.9.8x10-5 cm/sec® LtEpyiCH.
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Table 3. Permeability coefficient of waste
{Unit: cm/sec)

Test pit T1 T2 T3 T 4 TS5

Per. coef.(9.8x10-5(1,9x10-4| 2.6x10-4{8.6x10-5[2,1x10-

BEEA

g ge Aol el wet 1 Byl ASHALE WHsEH oA
5 oleEe Wiyl YRS FERSA WY FPE vHEoel o] 3B
Aol FHol Sol A 4. NYEY FEE HARE PHoE ANAY,
ARAY 1A 71E YR BAYHFE 0|89 BAruhy (back-calculation
technique) $o] Rt AMAIMAM b3 Awmel AWPHE Y BoIA
AAY WARE AOE Uy ADUAE AL Ay AvAPes v
Agds EEBYAY, M FVAY 22 2BY AY Sol A, & A
YolAE Qitdos FERLE oY) A8 AREE 2WAABBAEH of
YHHADGAEE SASUs uaBoR FuANY 26 GE ZER
49 Aoy AEE e

Y YAHGAE o) FelN 189 U DY - 27w B
de) dlg BW 2Y5 R 1Y 6% gon, AU HuLAT 39
B Zoisel g 2Bn £3LYol AYLE 2 PE Y.

oY HYADAYe) B HYREE EANTY 2 73 Bn W 2 &
% ADAYAAE AesE B 49 Aot A% YPAVAYE ARY 46
kg/cme, WFUPRZ 23410, of¥ YYHDAYEL FAY  0.09~.0.26
kg/cme, WRohEAE 32~40° FEE oW AYRGANWEHY 2% A
AUA QY AR FoA FAYe Ar7 2A BES E 4 Y. 5 WY
W] o AFPe 2 ok 4% YYHBAYY F$ YUY AE
So Ao Ago] AVYLEN FE SARFANE 2 AT FESZ U
+ scale effectif®o2 ARHG. GaA 2d 6 e 253+ dRA

4

r|r
n
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Y AFAGAIRY Algo] €AoY FHer wyc).

Ehib=ae

YAty A3 Lo HH Gl A8z e B we
&3 Heol FRYE & UH.
ey #Hg oy, 4™
*Eal .Yy YU AR Fs . B, BN

] Aste MYx]) A9 %‘&0117‘:-"8*%*8] 2 Azt A8z 2 9
T ol FE AW HER B AL doldot. 2VIYUSE A
d&ojet st I o) F o HIF olxY&Zolet s, olvl YAUHLS 4
HA Aol Ay ol YA A olAQtE, g B & am
AEYA Lo Q¥ Yo}, (Sovers, 1973)

HE MYEE ZEHXZA 4L AEE M2/ 0 g, gdatA
2 AYPAAME FAM AW FTEYHA MEE ¥FUE, Y40 A2
& o] 83 AlgE ERAA UYL HEE AAET. dirE NES §
A4AA GEAY FAe @y ALY g5AH HARA YEILIR] @
2o AYY FAL i FA veElvtz ik, G4U AYA HF @Y
AlR9 719H) e HHWHEW T 1 AEY 83 W3 wal 0.813~.1.4012 7}
F RA vElden T2 PN AW Al 1.418~2.5842 A 713 =HA
vhebsiet. whetA T 1 A4 #H7ig sjgd$ol 73 2Usa T 223 #H 7
ol 713 =&3A 7AEY & ¢ 4 3. YFA$ Cok iAo
0.4~0.512 UEton YUAROBRE 78 FaAs ki 1 x 10-3-1 x
10-5 cm/secE L}E}yEE}.

£ dA7dy e g HrE Ysy Vs ELE A 550 o9
A R Ay st} Fojel] ¥ A2 PEYS YoBE o] F Zzd )
o ASE AAAY VRFE 4R B, 2 A7 FFAYA ] P
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Figure 5. Horizontal - vertical displacement relationship
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Figure 7.

Results of large direct shear test

Table 4, Results of direct shear test

Test method |Large direct shear | Small direct shear
Test pit c(ka/cmz) | ¢(° ) |c(kg/em2)| ¢(° )
T 1 0.12 39.56 5.51 39.18
T2 0.11 38.72 4.38 41.34
T3 0.26 32.46 4.14 32.87
T4 0.09 39,88 4.00 34.08
TS5 0.12 35.66 6.06 23.85
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TE AABHOEE SPTS Ngtol Sl8te] MUY FAYSHTE HAHLI B
ch. N3Ol 9% FA] Y ML (4 1)25E o).

{Po+AP)

P
S = 0.4 H gog

. (1)

A4AM FE FASE PE WA MZE mE e Y s Ao
2 slgien AMSE FIF APE ¥F F71Y F2E HF2E HYPT. o
71 A FxE }FE FREL ZAFANSH HA4FE Y Jo2 Fjley
g R A5G oA QY F2EY 1S HAFE HuR Y
A etgict. olgtzte] AMAE HAEFT W NIE o) E8l ALY APIFRA
Y FAHEFE E S5 vEET. & 5oA B wre o] AZE WY
%9 SANAE T 39N 22 mE 71F FHA e T1 o 66 mE 7 2
A vEelwton I FAIASFL 45 m2 LJER T

Table 5 Immediate Settlements

Test Height of Height of Settlement
pit vaste cover soil
H {m) He (m) S {mm)
T1 3.3 1.7 66
T 2 3.0 0.5 57
T3 1.0 3.0 22
T 4 2.0 1.0 39
T5 2.0 3.0 43

B ARy g oy FYUHaY LA dUEA LT U
Z1&8 PEystyg AP (A 2)& AMgEgied olfE dHIE WY o
YUAY R I dUFHo] GUEA o FUFA5 Pefst FAHEH7] A E ol
o

s = H jo+—e‘j1 - H lfceo o (Po;:ﬁp)

BHAM FEAAEF Post FAGET 7t AP AdL FAAEFT A A2

- {(2)
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THRA AR, oleide] AW AAsF R AUYE AYIEHAE o
L35t AYFE HAE GUASFE T 6o Ve, E 6olA He upot
o] ity AYEEAE BE ALY AZIE WHYUFY YYHI}E T 3M 14
mZ 7b3 ZA Vel T 1 o] 104 mmE 718 =A uElgen Fy gdy
3 FE 61 m2 LIERGCH.

Table 6. Consclidation settlements

Test pit e, C, H (m) H, (m} S (mm)
T1 1.401 0.42 3.3 1.7 104
T2 2.584 0.51 3.0 0.5 90
T3 1.837 0.40 1.0 3.0 i4
T 4 1.528 0.44 2.0 1.0 65
T5 2.154 0.44 2.0 3.0 30

H7E Y EL K754 28 Aty Ay ytol:= Sowers WH H Yen
and Scanlon®}y 5ol Qo o7ldM= A (3)3# Fol Soversyt AAH WY
& ol &3t gL Ao PP B T AAY uvbe} .

Ca . H
1l +e

o 7oA Cq : olat g & A4 ( 0.03e 2§ }
H : 3#71& g3 5774

5= log (t,/ty) oL (3)

Table 7. Settlements by Sowers{1973) method

Height of Settlements S {mm)
Test pit vaste
H {m) 2 year |4 year|6 year|B year|lOyear|l5year |20year

T1 3.3 5 8 12 15 17 23 28
T2 3.0 5 10 13 17 20 26 31
T3 1.0 2 3 4 5 b 8 9
T 4 2.0 3 5 7 9 11 14 17
TS5 2.0 3 6 8 10 12 16 20

(Assume landfill period t,=10)
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BoAM B Hi9} o] Sovers ¥Rl 9stE HsE WY FAZ 7P
e T3ANAY B FHASEL 713 HA vEstes T 29 F 97 2@
2A veEtso, #¥7 A9 gxseetn fdEE 208 F F & 24
4 FA9 oA BEF UYL 200mE ANEG.

Bl 2% USFTE A4sted ol LAY A& AgseuE 2712 A
AA EA7ZE && A5 Folof ¥ Folch. AA, 0l AU myx
7158 ¥gsof RYE HEio] v ol AP AP ALY Al W
# A3y gyl Ffoes NN& iy FolM ol FEo Vx| H T
Rew, €, ALNY Y HAEALL Jg5 287 HE& 7|E2E (Y
B AR FuY 2 7] 2] AP AT ALAE A 5 Jdue Hol
th. wetA FEY HIE dYPSe] UFE FAEHI] AHNMT YIS A
St AAF FF ASAA Y5 AFFYI 2FEH.

4. stZo| cf?t MYEY 9 HIINY

£ A7 tAdAGA HAAAMY AJATF AFER Tl o WPENL
A VAL ARAHE AARRLH, MY QHEIH Y2
e 4A4E EAsigict. E¥ H7E $EAPE UM fAHNE
EAFTE BAATNL FE&EE FIEF Ve FAbede] e EA HE
o WEE 2%¢ 2YrteEE FHAU.

YUNEYFS} 28 43FY 77188 R34 Y& HoE dqdages vy
710 chstel FRF71ES AEYY EAhFEAH AL sMFNE BEE
71 A% AYe YU

EI QY2 SFEdor JEAHETAUE TUY DA FHRF
& ZAEQIT.

4.1 WA =zA}

Z A ARG o] thate WAFAS XIEUE FEY FE U ABEANF
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@ AT, AYFEA WAR 27 KYLE FHAA FEAFY F
Moz ofzte] EFA 287 FA s F2 HdR, B2, ety
5ol 49 . =3 GEAFAAME 27 FHAF ¥ EA FH9 FAR
A WA TRHE, UF, Hud § ALY EE AFAL oA TET
AT,

4.2 wigzdrie 712 AA B4

AFA G WRZA F ZHE P2y rte S4& HESI #stH A
AW AR AAE ENYU FHAE F 8 YEIUG.

HE BA & & Axol WHAA AAY PYEHEE I ANESH
Aol & uf W& Y2Y|Y FEUFE FF 23.78 A2 EEF EY
o g¢ten {718 ¥FL 23.632 JAWVEFY 14.288c5 ¥4 vEyy.
pHY ZH$& Wi 2d 78 ANEFAA 42 7.515%4 7.172 e} HjRA ¢
AAA AL wHY. EY HNE y2gridfed 2R3t vdR, &
BAYF, XF, AF, UE, F8 § 3R §F £ £33 ErHEE 7
FY ¥FL HF 1.9 2 velgen oo SHE HrIE UAHA
% 3ket.

Table 8. Comparison landfilled sclid wastes with soil

Items Water Organic content(%) Residual solid
content(%) PH |vates(W/W, %)
Samples Dry Wet
Landfilled solid| 23.7 5.58 23.6 7.51 11.9
vastes{avg.)
Soll 13.7 1.93 14.2 7.17 -

4.3 Az Y974 F7)

Agbgope] FzAL AR AHFAQUY ] Aol EAEE LY F
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At oA oPE 2R AW Asi¢e LPYrtFHAE FESI 4
of YR2Y7|FY 29837 UAFE BN Sviety wHrE FR A
ol wE EE&UYHA vlF B A (U.S.EPA)AIA 773t EP TESTE A AIS)
of @72l L&xTe] e LPdEAL LEARY WYL AZigY {4
AR E PEIG.

R 99A & 4 UKol KOEP B EPT S-&AYPE A FAH9 &0 He +
AE 7R E BMFAAL YJoug Ha¥ JE QYPHYE HIgo] 3
H71 g0 old & VAR BLEY 4 Yok, E=Y fuiteME A3 2
AR E7F oty glout vFY AL F&4¢ £HUNEY 10HE Ay LYAE
2 #x2 gooz ety 44 sAVNEY 10vx)9 &AW FFHE
a2 @3 g3 Ao e .

Table 9. The result of leaching test
(Unit : mg/¢)

Itens cd Pb Cu Zn Cré+ Fe Hg |TCE |PCE
Samples

KOEP ND 0.0150 ND ND ND 0.1021( ND ND ND
Soil

EPT ND [0.0239| ND (0.0746) ND |0.7067| ND | ND | ND

Landfilled (KOEP |0.0005]0.0560(|0.0107|0.0027{0.0016(0.0763] ND | ND | ND
solid

vastes EPT |0.0013({0.0573|0.0064]0.0195| ND [0.1909| ND | ND | ND

Standard |Korea| 0.1 1.0 - 10 0.5 3.0 ND | - -
of under-

ground U.5.a( 0.1 0.5 - 50 0.5 3.0 |(0.02] - -
water U.s.a| 0.1 0.5 - 50 0.5 3.0 |0.02| - -

* Standard of underground water = 10y (standard of drinking water)

¥R 23715L Mgt ol o 1'd F=ER A 3 Z AP pH
S3AH 7.2~7.7 =R IAHEHY Jew, Fr]4 A FAA
(facultative) =21l o2 HGEL Fat FHAA &2 Fo] ¢4 &
HI F719 #Fo] AgEe] @i o] YAE FH vIAEA 4 {7
A 4oz pHIL Uit AR FE&sr LASY g2 rive FF
fo] 2 o2 A4Ec. S&dYPe 95 pH 569 UM £
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%Yo 8 34L& ¢d, Pb Folny 1970:d 198072 &) 715 M7 &S
AehA) o] 75~85% FHE AR vtElL}R RO AT 4T oiygs
#7123 Yo S F¥}5Yel LW 4 Qo ArFolxm FAHIHR] Frhe
BAUo] st ¢4 Y FAL ASAoR @& BAAAN "y 2HT]
2o FNgFo]FE wHYoEZHN UZE ¢ UAF AoH.

4.4 AF F71EY 8 W 1AL JhEE AUE

A G vigadr] Sl o SHEHVE) TR ¥RA7E EA
532 gen, ol FrEL WIA TX B4R 28 teAdel Y.
oA ole] thet PEEF M Tow UPFAE A¥std Bl AYE AA
Brgitt.

2 F71EY W4 B AYE AAY d, staudE MY Y Al
2 &3Hgou, Agrizte] @7 WEA FH f71E 2MAUEY BAE A
338 LWL Yol AAM AREEF & ¢ R Rew EIY., @
A7tA 9 HFAHE BA FFAY FYol gl AAAHAMT HI1E &8
7b @A QoluA gt ALE #oyH, AFHE FIEAY HFEC T
2 284 ¥ dEANY FUEYE dF%e ALE ARELH.

myg2grive A FUEAY 4ESY 2EtsAE £2FY 5 e
tj2 wyog AeA uet M4 75 A (Biochemical Methane Potential)
AYE & 5 o, W74 B 3y A& {FAAIPBA 249 Hrie
o th¥ A FAYEE HFsL Y4 L AEHe 54 FF€ B
7] fl8iA =PEG.

ThagA AgoAEs wdx e wtgxzde] A A7 YA
7hA] 9 39 AR L8FQon, YA E shAe A 7ol 2A% d3f
REEo €0, UL ¥4 Aeny, Fa CHo o F7iEE ZTFE HEW
o, FlAUAAE oM E MUY fIIERAe &HE] Riso HAH
E 7bae) ko] AN wriA] FESQ st VAR FEFE 71T
AME FE2% /F71& #71 o) Rzt & 4 @o] ASHY 4Ee] &7
e,

A7 F718Y ENAYS 7bA YHMNYEE FAUAM VEIY A2 E o F
18 BHAM L A el 28] e ALR ARHY nEA ¥

|
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A Yg® A Mg gy st AP Falo] ATHE EX o] EAH
2 FeAE ZoiAlge] AHY B F AFEC Ttk w77} ol S
w7l @& Ald3ta 43F A QoAE YAE 7L JRE YA AN
7124 & Ao ¥ AR AREYH.

5. Z@

2 A7 PAARA 2H4E A% Ui EY Ao AN R 4 B
ol FYE PEIHFPG. ARLolAME Y R AUAUYE e & o
A HlZ1E XA e A8 §A45 Fae P A BAH4E wHE HE W
Haute] HAHANORZ ALLE 9 EIRAE FERUTG. FHEoAAM= o
A HNEY FEMY, UFFTAUY, T2 AY T sY¥RHET FE&E5
e o] AENS AYE F718le Bx R T4 FF I¢E FEI
T,

F8 A7 Ay gL 2.

(1) 8 24 d4 A99 718 B4 ANEEH U378 Y=t 0.95 ~
1.42 g/cmse 2 4t FHoheE USHAN S R 2d 7] AA
o YERE F vl F4-9 3ol sgseixn 2y e SHe 2
EHHIL Y= EELE o G3H AR bR

AWty ELAsE 2Y /)AL 2.1x10-5~.2.6x10-4 cm/sec, BEE S

(2)

rhe

1.3x10-2~.4.0x10-5 cm/sec, ¥ A= 1x10-3 cm/sec A= olt}. X 3}

e

$3e BEY EUORRE 5~6n H¥ol AX%m Yom, 2y o

YFoEReE 0.5~1n 3ol %o Q= HOE e} 2%, BHS

0F ¥ W $OENH €AWoE AR Yol Feo o A

42 AW S 2QstEA) Y FEV AP o2 AR
ac,

(3) ¥ %718 A 83 %5 &3 A% FF N7 R2IREN BE

g
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(4}

(5)

(7)

(8)

2o 32 NA 105 Ag FAA UEUD Qe AW I Y I
3 ATIAG S 320 ~40° BA BUAR YUY AYES NXC A&
JEE ATH.

2 2y YD) Vs FHL X o] EHE Aoln #HE
QAW AEY Ao UAF 2y ARE JFo2 AL Aol @
ARl QY71s AT A GUAY U Soverse) B WY AP
ol g AAE B ujaxue] @A VHRES Ha 4.5cm, Hof 20.1cm, F
F 12.6cn2 A g3 FF FA 2.26me 5.6%9] sjEc),

AU 9 AW Sovers A& o g3 TH B AW FAEHL
Aot AEe UNSH HHNE $L BAE AL Yot FIY =
ghe opd ASE URUR Uth. DEA & Ave TxEs dd ¢
RS0 AR E ALY #2 3 HrE MYP FE A=
HNEE APHAY S, FYFYE AARAY B DS NERA
AFYo] g& Ro2 ARTT.

T, 2 AR RFEUNE Urhd Fols #71HeR Hol Ao
=¥, Ay S @A (utility line)o] %3 & 4% AsE 74
&2 & ZHem mAT. wehA wEgE wEd 94 xAE
(flexible joint), AEBE§ AASAU B 72830 UE E&
g2 =ageugos nzsd LEAste ot o HyAY
Roz AlREc}.

2 Aol ¥ Ho AYY VY 2FE AAME xS AP
Bl FoMg WASA A7 AFe] BE ARTE YW AR ¥
Aure] galol FadE Hel & RLE BT

g Myadsdds Nde, a8, 1R, 74E, UE 2 &
3 5 Ry 2AUAE B 5T WIEY RS P 11.9% 3
£2 geston, oo SHY HrEe A igA @y

Holg gas] U 324 ¥ LdBUY $EEHE BHY
A3 Sessis EANIE JIE o WIAIA HUY HHAE

Pl
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{9)

(10)

(11)

A 4 Y. S €Y ASdE AuHIIEFS ¥¥HA v
LY wWE I FAU v SEIRAT JAVEY BTi= 2 6
Pb, Cd, Cu, Zn ©¥%& LlelUigic).

S3H7E FAAYESF FUA7IERE AAFHA YT EHEERIZEY
(TCE) 3t EHEA 22 YR (PCE)S H&EA #dct. oty 99 (8)
o3 FUNo & o g viygryrie ool YA Eejgctn
woEo.

HETE AW 2Bty 299 7h54e] EAsts ez Baddn. ga
A F2e] o]FAle= APWORHEE 942 URE LU E 2$HA
BE& AMESte EFE 3 ol HFAN HdfE AHEEHA FEE
Tk, BRG] 771700 YR Fol X @A wP s Lol o
ot TR, WAIFAA Y ¢ e AR thelste 2397 g
% A BUEHY A& i) Y8t wde U Ao Hessst
L& i gto] AR,

WY 2G71qdl ZRGE7IEY El7teA AY A3 o 2597 AdzA
A +PB Wr)H B AU HOE /I8 B txe U
of BHHA YAk, FTAE FAsY Y4 EHE FIAN A
2 detgyd AEAMNE Y H7EE FYH w29 Control WHg
Z Arolof Aot ool viPxy|d FAHCE H 5 Y& €O, 7hA
8 Aol 2 FASZ. o, RYSIE BHAM el IFH
718 HHol obF Eol stAYAY FAYL wAY 5 fdvt. wTyA
EA L TEEE MY dolls AU SA oY 28 Yas
o SEtAY olF, AR Y HAL YR EI) A slA HAF G
FAo FaF HAe T8 237 YAy AeE wodd.
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