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A Study on the Cleanup of Diesel-Contaminated
Soil by Micro-Bubble Soil Washing Process
EZA8-A9F - 934 - 434
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1) Advanced Alternative Technology Development Facility, “Technology Practices
Manual for Surfactants and Cosolvents,” pp. 127~133, 1997.

2) Fa A, “STIVRAHDAPAA A oA xe ZFEEAH B} AR,
A-gdsta vrALeS) =&, pp. 30~32, 1998.
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Remaining TPH vs. pH

conc. of H202 = 1.0%,
washing time = 60min,
dilution ratio = 1:4.
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Fig. 2. Remaining TPH vs. dilution ratio
pH of alkaline solution = pH 12,
conc. of H202 = 1.0%,
washing time = 60min.
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Remaining TPH vs. conc. of H202 Fig. 4. Removal rate vs. washing time
pH of alkaline solution = pH 12, pH of alkaline solution = pH 12,

washing time = 60min,
dilution ratio = 1:5.

conc. of H:02 = 1.0%
dilution ratio = 1:5.



