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B9 70 wet ARGAAY FTFHE 2 3t BEY AT AAFig. D, 1%9 A
HEgdAo] o3 PCEY FEL B »&] & o|Fo] Arh AREAAA For = Twind0o]
SDSxEY} 2-33 FE EY Aol § % APHJT 4] 2717 EFAHA mlR=
Qe A AdrHFig. 2). SDSANA fine sand¥ YA Z7|E 7IA+= ELo], Twin 809
A medium sand®] YAt Z7)9] Edo] 71 Al MFHo] o]FojHt} oA w4 U
E2 749 EY PCE7lF £82 71540 =& BF E9Fo| 7] WEd AREd A}
HEY 71545 A7) WEolth va2s ZAHE cosolvent? 33Fo] AWEHYAE o] &3¢
EGAH mxe 9T AP A(Fig. 3), 1%9 WA E ve2o] &A% &
g "o} & Aol Holx o} 10%9 vieed # Aozt JErydth o] AL wgE o)
B &3"d ¢ Jn FUISFES 43 £ e 42 & /AR A7] dEelnh

572 FA4 € Column AFNME 242 AHEAAY F9, YEEE, AREYAY F¥5
W3l gy o] Ayl WE 58 B8 AAREN e ¥MyrE I%S Fuhsdd.
ZFHTFTE AHEHS W= PCEY £3=7 150 mg/L A=EH oY, 1% Twin 802 PCE
2 Fd 3000 mg/L7HA &84 & Jol(Figd) €T F7tol 3 FE2F58&9 FUE &
A F AU =2 Fd g APoME AT FEAol ALSFE AAZTHY Hu
A7t FAolAa £22HE 499 45 BoldE Ao JeldtHFigh). ¢l E¥ BTS
Ao 7tz A ZFA PCEE= AREAA o& &a57] o|@7] wj&olth 4% AW
BAAE 1% ARG AR PCEY AlAd AR2dE AI7+S @A HA N (Figs). s A
gtol] #133d= 0.3M NaCl2 =4 d 1% ARG Astagd U 4959 vudd 9
5% A% At oA S o]& 3 surfactant-flushingS FAF Aoz AddH(Fig.7).
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Fig. 7 Effect of lonic strength (0.3M NacCl) on the affiuent
concentrations in 1% Twin 80 flushing {column #2



