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Applied sewage sludge compost to diesel-contaminated soil
in-situ treatment

Student : Shih-In Chang Advisor: Dr. Jih-Gaw Lin

Institute of Environmental Engineering

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

In recent years ,leakage of various petroleum hydrocarbons from
underground storage tanks primarily at automobile service stations and
from pipelines has been experienced  at an alarming rate. It would
became a environmental . pollution .accident. Bioremediation with
compost is the most cost-effective clean-up technology for the treatment
of diesel-contaminated soil. " Central composite design (CCD) and
response surface method*(RSM) of bioremediation experiments were
used to construct second order response surfaces for the total petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH) degradation ‘rate to investigate the effects of
compost amendment. Fourteen fixed volume batch reactors were
designed by central composite design (CCD). The CCD was applied
with two design factors (mix ratio and water content) and a block
orthogonally (temperature). The experiment data for the central
composite design (CCD) was generated by MINITAB. Total cell counts in
soil samples were stained by the dye, 4’, 6-diamidino-2-phenylindole
(DAPI).

The results showed that TPH of contaminated soil decreased in all
treatments during bioremediation process. Addition of compost to
contaminated soil showed a more rapid TPH reduction that occurred in
the early stage (within about 10-15 days), i.e. 50-55  of TPH can be
degraded. The 10-13  TPH reduction was obtained in the final stage
(within about 20-30 days) with a slower degradation rate. By Estimated
Regression Coefficients for TPH, the interaction of mix ratio and water
content was insignificant (P=0.868). The biological reaction in



bioremediation process of the diesel contaminated soil was the major
reaction, since the biocide (control experiment) was only 11 TPH
reduction. The data of the bioremediation process were well described
by a first order model. The degradation rate constant of TPH in the
appropriate mix ratio was two times greater than that of contaminated
soil only.The appropriate mix ratio (wet weight basis) of contaminated
soil and compost was 1 t0 0.1.

Keywords Diesel; compost; central composite design; first order
reaction
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elements) ezt i 544 £ 2w & =% (Non-essential)» @ &4 &€ 4 3K

—uk
N
g
Yot o~
A%
N
&

PEPRGEESAE IR Z AF 1243 T c @54ty

gqukb“’/‘lf /wﬁx‘?“i\\'/ﬁ!ﬁ“ﬁiiﬁipH‘”ﬁ%}ﬁ,g

g

i
P AP BEr oA RERESY d SRS BE (2 - 2
2001) -

—ﬁ@%%%@*ﬁitﬁﬁﬁ% EF CRBBcRSSLE -
B

LEEH e D N L REEBRHIARESF LI TRAT R i (F

‘i%ﬁ%’@¥¢ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéi%
7 »cit & £ (bioavailability of heavy.metal) - %—g T*c@ﬁ“’ s
Fo3®H72%&s pH B35 adEr BH SR m € 4
THd L3 Fuen = Cr()>Cu>Cd>Ni>Pb>2Zn (Volker et al.,

AEWE CEPHC G > VA AESFA R IELER
Fokd-rofuB i gAY RBHAITHT 2 LRE 5 mdEr
B2 E2Z & AF o F S FUIFS > T BB AN

AR oL Tt m B E AT 4 BE AR S R Y
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BRAFAT G 0 IR FRLOER R ERALERLIFER
(High osmotic pressure) » FE it fEde e ja kA » iem e 4 £ 8 3 g =
HEom-BAERLFTE e > Bt EE{ 2 T ER (Electrical
conductivity » EC) # 75 » 7 ¥ 2 & 5 < 3 4 mmho/cm (2% ds/cm) 2

Lom o

» -

b P NF R RS RBES T g R RO B 3
&:}é&%iﬁ?* ;:,J[“;P-;}?";ﬁ FIpt g AR s M AR A Rtk

WARE o ¥ o Y L M AT g AR AT > Hik

AR 3 BRRRTLRE L RE AR EFREER - F T BRI R

e

%ﬁi%%,ﬁj%%ﬁﬁiﬂgﬁ% L4E A AR 0 E A RS N 6 iR
NI 4 ﬁmﬂéﬂﬁ:ﬁ;}g o %?fé’zﬁ R L e Bh 50 ad 2 A s A
R rigd ebe ks~ RIS A R SRS g 2 R

?ﬁf‘ - ﬁ;lﬂgi‘ﬁ““"" N ?_ﬂ_ ‘EF“}? 3;]};3& (i"]% x> 1999)

B b HIRBY 2 B Ao L P A P B E R A
S P ORREA - BA D AU B P AR S B % o

Sy SR IR E SRS S T L SN - R Y



Bedb B2 B o et P2 E A AREE b IR AR 52 i

(F 5 0% > 2002) B 8 4t d Y A fREG 2 4 & F|F 2 34 4o

EFLER R RSy TEF EN [N L P Y
Kb RS IEE A A T R BT R 4 0 AR R F eh

e 2HIBTEFEAZARH TR A B LN G bR 2
PRI LR I R N BRI R I SRLEE AR L R IR &

T fed BB F M A B o
(2) 2kArzE

BAEALE I R BIMIL A RS E R AN E R S
ERMAFERT G R 2 ERAE R SR P § TR B R
Pk 4 G GG IR KA F R M4 kAT 4 g
Fom BT G o i S RA G R A S B A g Y R TR
B4 A A9 2 PhETiEr o 2 kA Bl RS ZHRI PR
1%z@m,+g¢¢@§ﬁ%iﬁ%@1ﬁw,@%au¢gﬁﬁ@’
FEAAP LSRR I A R IBATITY AEME S N

T Hhir 2 Em oo

—E T o e R FFREF g T R ki A E
P R R o T ARR R 02 R FIR R D

15



B fem i F 7 2 2 - 228 (1995) & endicdp® Bor 0 bt RIFR
3~8cm ¥ BRI A A PEoMA SN b R FE Mk
PR BRI o T A F e ERB Y o B Bk 2 A

PEE T AsfEIEF B €5 iz grck (Rhykerd etal,

AN BEE g K e 1 o
(5) + Hphdk i

PH § X FL &R By 2L ARIcBREY -2 Fa B FT 534
GAEP 2B o T R R A S 0 35T Bl
MR FERE o RA AMaL Y 2 kiR s pHE6 X 7.5

Mepedtz #F (2 - 220 1997) -

$ A% (1999) 2l pH it S #2279 »HAEL 524

B R TS E A g pH HuliEA A T4 FE 2 0 pH i 2 A2
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Rl

3
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-

(3

s TAHH U A FvE 22 BERES o Aok 2-7-1 AR o
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F 2-7-1~ 2 40 5 2. 328 7F)3  (Bopathy, 2000)

%

5

Bt il 42

¥R Bk L

A i 1 crpe ]

d
SRR
B AP F B
PR ¥l

BA 2 BER

455 NRY ER
FF R R

”fa 3Ly F R

<7

=
A
Bald el s b
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RS Ve
R pri
kR
BRROT

MeA 2 T BE (L F ok E)

iE E R Rt
128 ;1{_1 fgj-
F ¥ 3 TR T

R A

¥E kgl

§ e i

<

%%ﬁﬁ@@

R EY VR RLY ek L
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28 7 JHHL 2T HIT

FE S SRR AR N RE ik Tt RN Sy
FEERNE B R - BR A TERAR L F AR
TR R AR R R R T A RIS B R o I it S
B BSS E  T b e R R e R BE o 2L
DS TE R SIS F s SRR W g ik

E AR AL PRER EEAE  mNE T 2 REAFET RT3 E

bt
>
e
=
—h

7 ARG E2Z TR R ABERS L RE (hotspot) P T AR R 4L

:“{é]
(w

\
1
-
e
=0
v
3
-
ok
ZEE-\-
KN

[ G s N EE s (BEREA

BT P eha & T Tba bl a2 o 20 A R
GBI LAk G R SR AR T LY B R A%

TR & h i A R TITHE o - A S o d AT H

FEAR DI LR A RF RS TR R RS LR

FHAPAEAIPZBRHRE? ZAZTF AT ORRE TR

FARF AR fe b m vk Aol A2 52 A EHE LY E B2
B Y A L A 5 SR A E R LR Gl S I SN
AN ERRE R FERS AR ARG R A b
AESL KT MR Y AL AR X 2 BE 0 4o 281 5
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. "1 EBD-procht average |
vacuum extraction e giogemediation Report, 8/95

biotreatment

solidification :
| thermal desorptldn

| ! '

; : uﬁs:-te Iandflll
| [ onsite i cmeratloh
| l 1 1 i 1 ‘ 1 l |
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
$ per ton®

B 2-8-1~ 3y 4 g2 H i g2 > 50§ % 2 0t i (Glass, 1995)
(2) P& F gl iz o =B W

E T ,ﬁ4a#ﬂz\m,,r7féﬁﬂ= niﬁéa\p" mER B kA
1L§K$_§_§ﬁﬁ&§;};1],4tj‘1_i “,f’%ir 5 &b%.ugu T v g v R

TR 2 BT 2 fi A Je AT TR B o
(3) 1 Apje2 2

WA BRI AEPEEGFEDL B E S N ERT o PR
AR 42 A B 2 FBp A% N (natural attenuation) Ao
oA pREAPRTER S Fafes L P 2R BE A B
P EFTA TR A L LA FoRF PR

- T A ERF R RS LD e 2 B ASLS 2 5]

TV O AR (in-situ) AJZ o o« ¥ OOLAE F AN EEE (ex-situ) AR

TS
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X5 o

2-8-1 ¥ 2 (In-situ treatment)

TR T L2 N TR A e U EJE s - kA S TRFF R

SR RS S B o Y ORI AP 1 o

it > dod F ks (bioventing) ~ 4B F 4 & (HOp) it

=

N R A T%E HAB N et 4 e ;;@gag;‘glwc_{g;;:a\,

)~ U8 (bulking agents) YeA i s fBYE 0 3% E 2 L AR TR
d

223N A NI T2 R T fraod 2-8-1 #iF o d AP W A
BUWREEFAIEAIRLSfEAS S - F Pk (CO2)e @ 5 R B 1%

WA TR RS A4 W2 et $38i7 2 $ ' f2 (Zytner etal., 2001) -
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% 2-8-1~ 2 pa - &30t measgren & 21 % 2

£ T % (Hupe, 1996)

R A4k B 2R (%)
TPHp 2 55~ 8
A 4
i S CO, 59
B Rt 24
s 5 R 4

2-8-2 #r3 i J2 (ex-situ treatment)

iy EJT (ex-situ treatment) i}n—\ﬂ—’-). 5 A2 BT R
THTE L AT o R ws%wwww o~ BF 5 I

DRI SRS R L RN B B A RIT 2 M T
”ﬁ%iﬁmﬁﬁéﬁs°%i$%@’$%@£mw%%@£@é%a

EORG A A B A ST SRR e 6 G i ik o

Mo A de R R T 4 2 0 Cassidy et al., (1997) 4= Puskas et
al. (1995) f1* 4 % F i, > H & 7 friidy mdZip e 2 k2> 5% 0 L 8 1%
BABEREWmIESTF RN ET > I F R mdR iR L T A 35
IWHEL N ENF F oy A R2ID35F > I T U A RJIFFE R R
BR A E DR E A 4F2 %8 f2>0% o Jorgensen, et al. (2000) R * 3 s
AP NS R ERIER G i 42 2 R FHM kR Y 2400
mg/kg "% 23 700 mg/kg ¥ 70% - @ 4 k& d 700 mg/kg "% {33
200 mg/kg 5 719% 2z »x% -
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£ & =33+ (Central composite design) £ F o & /2

(Response Surface Methodology, RSM) % - 2 & #&&E Bt ~ it o 478
TR 2 T b Rl F i Bl R M T 5 o
Moo g BB N LG AR N E ik A RETE & hF BEE

HHE o
2-9-1 ¢ & & okt

- dm 3 A skiEALT Tl (factorial designs) H B £ %
U E AR o VR EESE R0 LSO LR

e w2 MU SR G

y=p+z; +B; +(@h);+e;

+% j BokEIE (P A7 fo p; 2B DI LRI g



FEHCAIR - R BRI R SR R R0 o A 50 fei - PO TR AR P4

& =% 3+ (Central composite design) > — & ki » ¢ & & X &2 Te 7

3

- 2°FE (RfETR SRR FS) W 2k BEBES o foong

BY CBRERR A AR P L LA RPN -5 T E EFLEE

~=$e
737?}

FEEBS DA ATT U F RS N & L AR

{

=)

e PR %2k 2 (Montgomery, 1998) -

292 F i & 2 ik B 414

T

FRad &% 7 53 PR g RATHCA] e 2 0 B ) BoE S N s

92

k0 MF P BB B Pl F o - a3 H Ske

d TRl AT

y =1 (X5 X,)+ €

Ao e B AF oy ? TRRERAETAL o 8 LS ET R £ i G
PAEL B F b 6 0 XA B S HLF ¥ 6 NALY o F ffolb s 4T
Fﬁgl"~7 ’]/—\’#‘ﬁ:{#\:{f’ﬁ?9 —]}_]1« %ﬁ?};}f\%ﬂ, j\:}% éi.%«yﬁrz&jl%&

RY S cPit 00 S Bl 4 o

RIER S TR Nt 1 TRIE RS

‘%ﬂ%g’aﬂ%asﬁﬂ@%€%§ﬁﬁﬁamiw R e 2%

4

\

pS

e @k B HR B AU BE R SERIBIAFTLFERE > Aot h
B & Ea-n (block orthogonally)» @ = Pk - & it & 2 ¥ &
i

T ERE
4 »); G R EERUA A N 0 B - B E R E AR

1. * B HELFHE - B-FFE 2E;
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D XXy =0 i#j=0L--k TG b

iuju
u=1

He x, fox, 2 F %% uBRE%R? D5 Bfcs | BRIk E

LR T fod d ARG f’“’r’;ﬁ?)?%_'rﬁ%'% YL B E SR B

R iy I R o T I

S
e R R

x2

u

M=z

I
=

u

:’E" 4 N 75'\%4%"%; QEL:;’( °

AT Y ol AL RENERFE S p RBBRT RZ LG
2. FlF o FHE R R BRI KR35 T“ B jagE Y E s Rt
2 FRA AT B2 TR FE R OR B %2R
Fodl b R B R kB R B OE PR R B AT 0 Bt AT R
%¥%:+H2 £ 2 (Prochazka, et al., 2003 ; Montgomery, 1998) -
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>
>

Ji
el

3-1 &= § iz

AR REFER SN I ALY pAEEMM Y AR
Mg R FURE TG E R L SRR R LT RREFF 22 4pT M
7

S kB &7 :F’—W'L‘ aﬂs"q\«f’i’r\:‘_d_ g\,;}: J-’-ﬁ%;—%“

R
14
St
=
R
&%
F_*
S
N

\\\

FRbF bl b BF R B E  HNTFI LI BEM G L F &

7 NSRS 2 B E o o LR E R R 2 k4 o

BAEFRRRT AR e AP i E RS
FAcd i 2 ol P FFF L Bl G £ 4 e PREST

Lo

—:&

R

AETRTR R RRF LA 2 BB TP EL ARG S

DM EEAHGATES R E R B 0 R s kR B e

B gt Bk dERE BN A Mz I A iid S X4 5K
FGZ R (B av e MRR) ok SBmEpE AT A L 2 F AR 0 WY AL

AR GE AR FAE RN GRS RS AR

OO T A2 3, R R G 1S 2 2 3B 4kg T
F@ﬁa,;;%&@(%mmgm)ﬁsﬁﬁ@iﬁi’fwm%ﬁ#
R ALY GG o d N LG S 0 5 @
FOA ki A B K Rk 2 3R] A - B I E R R
sk EAE N > UEE S NRBRBIE RS - B BEFREN
AL 204 B % - ¥ DI B L RADHE £ 5 8096 0 4ol 3-1-1 417 o
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BRI 2 JEFE - P UREEF RIS LR RH L A
g 5 llﬁ%l}ﬂgiﬁfié\*%ljm‘ﬁpl ‘3,5:/ /-54,7 Z‘”‘ﬁr’/ﬁ—i/%)i _ﬂ;}:&_

PR LAl AR T SREZ G FEIEE 155

>

)

5!

PR EE

Fok 5 ;ﬁtﬁ,];/,,\;g;qg;“ag;gqig,k.j?: » L R4

fuut

R P AL 2R Ve F R kA g2 e o I
FRE D N A L FEEE A I A 2k e (Tt R 2 T SRR 5 T
FIEH LA IR F AR RS FFTER) LRI HEHE
ML AR R YT R A 4T TPHpER - £ 33 F %3182 B 5% » H ¥R P75
2 pS E* A RRF > e T AR 1 MRS ERL R
o BB AHIE R 2 Pl T TPHp 50 0 A btz Ar g kR i
7 TPHpfri 8 ~ EC & +'pH B T 0 R e e RS

PR R A o AFE Y 2 i ARACR) 3212 S o

N~

[l G 0 57 Rt BTSN SRR BATE LR 4 F 52

=

£ A
rig S o FAE (TR T H 2 E (soil only) F B e~ H jhig e (compost

only) § % e fri® 7 (biocide) = » AR FHE > 6 - 7 £ H 25 RF o
Tz e LI oy it 4 (NaNg) fLs 2 4 anprd A2 £ >0 fp
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solution weight (g)

89
88.5
88
87.5
87
86.5
86

L 4

000
*e

5 10 15
Time (days)

Bl 3-1-1 ~ %50 73 i 405 BL R ]

29
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TEEFIHEANIL AT
T

r— LIk - 12

ﬁ@lq'l%gﬁ)znkn-lﬂﬁ ﬁtt{ﬁﬁ}i%‘g
W T

A AR
T ik I R IR

) R AT R

| IAREAMERF S /K E
HISETPHD ~ [ B

CA

i R LATER

(TR T 5
i

EEEZEN =TGR

F

HHEEH

=]
pasa

TR S
FOEHELH

»

. S3#7TPHD ~ iz M iEE 4

< i e 3 >

B 3-1-2 ~ 7 B AL
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3-2-1 3 sEqodse 2 LA 447

KRRt o s LG F P R SRR AT R L
P3G SR B S BT R 2 R4 B AT R
Ho b kA A E SR dois o B B E 2mm & @ 2 AT iE 2mm
o BFG AR E SR 2mm b o - BRHS B A & 2mm U T

FAEZE a2 (2 - 201007) & Fiqd @i 0 £ B g

S A kRS (P B R 53

Be

HI93 RARR oopcs SR §rie L 7B {S &
B2 dfergwieFdE pH £ 2 kST RFIE B

BPFLBFE-IREFTE AT AIMT 47 -

3-2-2 23 pH &

23 pH 2 B %2 AR R AT 05 U e R
i+ (NIEAS410.60T): 3~ 20g 2 4% 55 50mL 45 p » 4 » 20ml

N

3 3ok A 30 AP EERFRESZEFEL Y- o RER
SR A AN 0 B A1 RISz pH R AR Ao do%k ol @ pH E 4 0
ToRIEER S FAF L HA & FH I TE 10g 2 HHE5 50mL

SR Y > 4o r 20mL 1 0.01M 2 F 4T3 0 o 30 A 4B I
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FRrEc o 2 16BN 30 A4Eo R HRIER G AR £ g2 pH

PR A AES SR 00TM & T KR RT3 Pk
/E'_ °

3-2-3 I ETERPI T

%;&J}i;,l. &_/Ed”i’gﬂ N l,lvfﬂ__g- KC| A /]Q4t|j"l‘_]__ , l,{ﬁ]&v}’iw/ﬁ

2 Brgid o FT R 2R T IA LRI EZ MR P A

,‘;:ﬁ‘:l %‘1 11 ‘J’ J\[’Lh"]‘lﬁ—rg"/li/?] .1‘_1:—5:0

T
L

-t EMER KT R (EC) 428 2ms/cm #4573 2 % 1
BRRERF R AR 0 g R fE SRS R ERT LR (FEAHFEL
1995) -

3-2-4 5ok

ZoRF AR RS A REF AL R A RPIRE S 2
(NIEAS280.61C) » = i % Boizif 't EHLRB AL B S04 » 2 10545

L7 ), /‘;l
3% 0 RS t

FPEIBIGCEENALLS 40 s PITHFERDER

g

(Mo) > ##=31 10mge M #EHH#- 30 1 409 F;E »HEHY >
FHAHENRE 2HEE (my) HFrrd 10mg e #2338 ~ B2 5 F

o 105 Y o EIBEE R IR EY LB LrT
45 L dg oo B4y :‘ffiﬁi ) %’;‘\?m}:gt,fz»_g’a{;fﬁ s 33 ,ﬁ;_il‘ €2 (my)

®rmi 10mg-

TR E R AEGE KA FRET AN ERF A VML 0.1
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325 0 B okE

v &% k& (Field capacity) fadp 2 @ 2 -kix » &4 & 7% > 3
FEFBE RS T E o 22 .40 B b isd B B0 50
oo B A Yo 4o b RF ok feRas e ok 0 AR P dmin R
Tz o B FRF - FEEZ LR b ek gl 30 fia P L R
Too e b F ok e EAF S B 3 oRIF S & 30 FaEp
FABAT BPRFAOTRT 26 P R o 2 2 ks Z R
vz FokE o kBRI EIoS kTR (5 2 1986) -

326 F et s £

7 ez £ 2 23 % Walkley-Black 1 % » 28~ 1.00g ik iz 2
¥ B 500mL = &Fgp o 4e » INK,CrO710mL 2 20mL sk
Pk ISR A AriE > 4 r 100mL 93 #r3 -k~ SmL 9 HzPO, %
2 j# Diphenylamine 45774l » £ 12 0.5N FeSOy4if T2 ; jf TLiFé ¢ %

EERL R BS a IF LS (2 AR - 1995) -
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3-2-7 A FH At

FHFE AR ARG I 2 E YR
BB 2 AR T 2P b o d IR P B FR R
B2 R BFE 2 AR AFPFT A 27 4

BRI EIE S TR ERES T E ol T2 B R o & 4 RS
BT AATHSZ I BE T RIBROTAE TN P RATE 0 - TR -
PRz g R RN BT ERERLVE  RET LiREBL R
BT 2 (Stokes  law) 2. A A RIZ > Bt £ RS d 2 E R1EF D EHK
S R B R AR FREAF  BEE A T R B2
AA T B2 oo B d AW 3241 A g TR 2 B (2 A
F7Ep 5 1995) o WK e e G F Bk o TR 2 2 Rk
Mo muokad RAL SRR E 23R B SR REL S F A

NS AR L TR L
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i

™,
SILTY CLAY
LDAM

1 Y
CLAY LOAM

o

¢ Li \. ﬂ-
DAY ATAVAVAVAY
N g J/x\ — LDAM \

3 SANDY/ Loam/ "‘\\/ ‘-\/\ xEILT Lcm.m\ g

‘x 3 W AN f"_
;‘fr ,_ :__.-"' ,__.\. "k._xl‘. r F \._ S l- LT
/ v ", 'x 5

S

ac F‘erbzr't sand

Bl 3-2-1~ 1 = &35 3 5 FF 3 A 4
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3-2-8 B+ IHFE

B L3 B2 R 22 Ay 5 T ivend 5 4P kpE
%2 (NIEAS202.60A)- 8 = j# 2 4B~ 4.00g (#4=2 0.01g) 1k i
B NELGFE P o o B3mIAM FREEGR  EE S E 0 Y RYT
BRT S A8 RUBPECIRRBFIL - BREFBNIIHLRER L
Bt ih = o 4o r 33mIO9% RF MmN 95% o e E ot RTE
FF 5 s RGPS IRRAFZLE - RETRTERERTEH
oo e 33ml Y AIM BrEERR 2 E o Y RTERTS A
oo Mo 2B RE T S 0 BRI E S 100mIA s 2HgY o £ £ R

KA o R RiFR Y P IM prRAER R R R T 100ml s * RS

o g Sk B 2 dp e AR A e

B MT AN I TR RS
Bars 2% £ (meq/100g)E ey 100

Y

i

S RiER P 1 IM B AR R AR 1S 2 BB R (L)

AR GG REE T S L RRIEE S 2 (NIEA
S321.63B) thipl ™ i# > Ffe & VHEN R I ROk F REF AT H 222

B B e G h AT AR 5 M T AT ) SR 50 B L foR



FR g BFETHBEIE 16 LR R ARDAETRIT 2 P

+4

A
I
a1

VAR E RGeS RAHIER TN S

A=V xf x1000
n 1 7 - fkg) =
EPELRAE(mg/ k) W 1[}[},’[1[][1 + WHQI:')

He
A:kERRT2ZER (mg/)
Vg EgE RS s 282 R0 8HE (L)
fot fplcdm s sk

W: hizdiEzBid
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33 RUBFLIHEHEHEE T2

LR 0 F D S LD IR RET A
2% AEE S NEFE A A 2ok A (Bt 2 B 2 FReTR D 2 4f 4
AR RAIEFENR > W TF e H F A RIEY B d A R
Eug A 3h) adFd feang kR @ g Ik SRk (systematic
grid sampling) 2z = 3% » 4o@) 3-3-1 #9775 » SR S 2 5 3k BT Hu i
Ergpan HE R R A E R R B R B R

FAHR TR 5 AT - A H5E % (Gilbert > 1987) -

BE R A HRPA EA SRR F B2 R R
o xR G EIE g PR b EFRREE 2 S BRI FE T
772 R F P (NIEAM1BE.00C) s2k v Toi * 0 4 32 (k4573 7330k
R R R et e LSt S U RREE & R
FRAa? o 4o Eokmpg RAGEE LT - F 7 e B iF L F B3
Ao - FIRFLY 2 FBAME 1 & 2 kapiEA T o BRI ARFED
FPAF REARSFEROME P 4 3 6 #HE (cycles/hr) X2 16
JpE e Btd it K=D kA E 3 ki ¥ RHED 103 A B WA
=102 20mL-

B 3-3-1 ~ ek 2 & SRR 5N,
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3-4 AP ML S 2 (TPHp) A 47

S
=l

IS Y R T A L 24 (TPHp) 2 A 494 R 4% Rp %%
S o2 A TERD S A BRI R F AR TR L G
Fivwpliz (GCIFID) =2 (NIEA M611.00C) % 23& ¢ %5 (TPHp)

N,

AT R 0 WA TS k2 f BT o T

341 & 2

(1) # 40 A& 47/ L &g+ i R E (GC/FID)
(2) DB-5 # 1= (30-m lengthx0.53-mm internal diameterx1.5-um film)

3‘4'2 Av\ 7}%%{} :%

(1)E &1 8¢

AR EBFP R F G2 &2 &2~ GC-FID ¢ o

(2)F 45 K 47 i i
fonfF M (He) ing :5 1 7ml/A 4
A ou g 8 (He) ini# @ 30 mL/4+ 45
AR R 200
wop EE AR - 340
HRR T
A2daE R 145 s qadE 3 A4
Awig R 45 wELSE 12 2E3 275
BSEER 1275 o MiF 12 A4
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3-4-3 § 40k 45 A 44

AArsa g B4 (DRO) p& o i Coo I Coa 2 RIP 47 197 3 hid
e W h CroRICu tnF F R LB - kT RS A A
o 4oB 4-6-2> @ % EEF 184 (DRO) ek 47i5 2 § R 47 i fF
FARE AR SN > E A EATR Y M B st DRO B
- B A 0 EO0E A2 PR AT 2 F TR 0 B E
fiﬁa‘r“,ﬁit“- Zv e T ehe 475 DRO ek A 0 @ e 7 5 AR A
WREF AT TR R AR L FREFSE (QC) APk Es 17 ke

s 4R i e L o
3-4-4 3 & A 4

STBFREMR AR OIE (TPHp) 2o > gd Py 2
R v (ASTM D5307 Crude Oil Quantitative std.) £ < }I?e (Jonge
etal.,, 1997) & {7 &4 2 >zl » 4o 3-4-1~ & 3-4-1 #7571 o d BT
ehf 2 S TPHp2 kR R 7 C10-C23 (* 4K 2 170 ~275
2_ B )» #+¢ Pristane (2,6,10,14-tetramethylpentadecane, CigH4) v
Phytane (2,6,10,14-tetramethylhexadecane, CooHy,) 7 4 9 ”f‘ia.ﬂ C17
fo C18 dizpz Lgait &% > LA Fipafdz it &4 > § 7 ikt 212 $

fi2EARY 2% £ 3 1 3BfF & (Puskas etal., 1995) -
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20000 o

70000 o

G0000 o

S0000 o

40000 o

20000 o

20000 o

40000 -

FIDZ B, (TPHWSIGZZ819.0)

I

clo ci1 €12 G131,

c20

Cl6 Cl8
Cl5 C17 c24

L |

0

o

T T
& 10

T T T
16 20 26

B 3-4-1 - =i % & (ASTM D5307) 2z % 7 Bl %

% 3-4-1 -~ s =g ® 2 (n-alkanes) & = 4 2 %=

Hydrocarbons Target TPH
C10C22 Decane
C11Co4 Undecane
C12C26 Dodecane
C13Cos Tridecane
C14C5 Tetradecane
C15Cso Pentadecane
C16C34 Hexadecane
C17C3s Heptadecane
Pristane 2,6,10,14-tetramethylpentadecane
C18Css Octadecane
Phytane 2,6,10,14-tetramethylhexadecane
C20Cyo Elcosane
C24Cso Tetracosane

(ASTM D5307 Crude Oil quantitative std. ; Wang, et al., 1997)
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3-5 - imEe S+ (QA/QC)

AT G REEMAMTRE DTN R E R TR U
B S E R EAeR 2 ReEgA gt e R R A o
FEGA 47 S B e o s R LR F SR .

3-5-1 1= > d=dnie £ M
EATEZHAER SR B X

)
MEXETF AP T IT LB R H AR
B VR E R ES s A d i 2 AR %Y kA 2398yl

/

TS N VI
g

o AR MEGVEZE 27 Rk

(B~240pl) »+° R F b Sejo shEEE 2 £ BEE J u - 7%
(dichloromethane) z_# % ~100ml » @& & %Jﬂ»—fi 4w pe gl 150 ~ 300 ~
600 ~ 1500 ~ 3000ppm % T #& A kA2 1R % > - T2 388 (1)

A F AR ATRY A4 o
3-5-2 4 B MM forg

FRI A L1 FRFN LA EEE L (RSD) (209 - IF &
E
.

RMEUFREZ IR 7 UTHREFF A FRERTTE ST -

BEREFFHETL SRR 12 )R- < TR R &5
TR TR Rl 2 FRFR R (E\‘)J‘v@r/}i&&) £ fAzde i
& £1595 P o PV ARARAR B R 7;4}5 e m FRaRIk B %12 1500
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ppm = R R G R E R E—p,\s/% B oo

4 b B ARRA T 2 PR ERIF OGS AR e 2 2 F
TEE R 0 FF E- ERP R G N RS R D

BABRSEIEFZLCL 2 BER -

BAREe eI 3230 BERERED A PFTRFEST S UETI R

I SEE AR NE Y YL
3-5-3 4 #74 4 (Diesel range organics - DRO) 2 *F {1 5.4z v

DRO z fei &8 - FRl&TG B F Dl » & Fulhd a7 #
BN SRR G A 0 ¢ da bl BEH - R T R R R 8 0 3RS
HERD PR o BE R 0T R R REER o Y 2 -
BoR Rk R EAR§ O MO T AR (Bl R i&@%iﬁﬁ%ﬁ
BAAR) BphER i E T ZHRSDFHRR S BB 21 0%
P R FRPREAGEEZRE N FAAEITRY D RASHEHT HU
oF = S

MR E R E oAk & B AT R AW (S35 JE &
s D HBEARIEA P ESE R R B REA TR Ak T RERA D
SRR TREAXRIAPESER L HE TSN RSB LATA

f -
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3-5-4 = ;= i P& (Method Detection Limit, MDL)

P2 g FRY - FEEATOREY 0 & 99% T RA
(Confidence) p » 7 WRIT:ZEFRIF 2 M ERE - I * - k77 Fip

Fip2 ¢ AT RSSEFE BAPTRIEE 22 RNEE -

3-5-5 7 v 5445 (Blank)

T3 RA R ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ?ﬁrﬁo el FRFEE TR R TR R
AT AT BRFERRELATHRD  FRFFAT S 44T 0 1Y
FERTF R~ AR B 2 R R TRFFT o HEEPRESTE R
FREFT- 2220 247 UAERT R EMAEG TTFT L o T 0 FRFe R

WEHR AR Ty WEE REEH R E T AT 5 10 BHREA T
P R EH T BER G O

3-5-6 & %1 5447 (Duplicate)

AP EREE (2510 BHS) P EREF- BE RS LATH
SR E RS o REA YT S TR E S R R AR A A

R GLEA M R o FE0 7 RERLT o4 11 B AL R -

3-5-7 7 vk &4 17 (Spike sample analysis)

FAcRE RS E R REE ARG - BATRSR 0 FERKS
@@ﬁkﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ$’?ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@?ﬁﬂ
3 EEREAL o Jy\%‘%‘ﬁ_b TR R iéiiﬁ’* M % ﬁ%&%?ll}ﬁ o
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3-6 2 4 FdkiRl T

3-6-1 A5 2

Y SR 4, 6 —diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI) &

-»\
“%’1*
O
>
T ¥
‘Wz
a_
\_H

R pcgt e 7 2 4 Rl i (F)78% 0 2002) 0 B2 B2 o
S *ﬁ“’ A jrf A L o AR AR 2L kP A FRl D RS 2
M o

S MEESZBERY 13 SMAREFAL L R TR
i# 1000 rpm T g 3 A4m0id 2 = 5 pellete4c » 1mIPBS (pH 7.2) ¢
pellet £ &% > & ] < @H +ER > £ B4R & %533 509% PBS-EtOH
(volvol) « i * 4§ (5ml-27G) Rl f4r & > £ * 355 B | < b 4k
Koo A 4 A EFTRTE R ok BB Ul T 235 ok 521 slide =0 well
b BB §2 o A ul# Slide B2 50480 - 969 (VIV) e FEAL L ok
2 ~hb o hojots 0 # Slide W33 FIET AR LA % DAPI 4 # %

I owell P #EE Q= L0 EF KR RER IR AN
3-6-2 @z (Visualization)

-~ A B TERBRULY R AL ESEREZTFIE B2
TEAF > PR E A e P 0 UIRFER Rk o DAPI 47§ R
Fc F R RO B ARTT T R A R Tk - &R P4 10

BLiTiaE s Hp o S MEAZIRERL o
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- MR IR Fesg VO A fE2 R (crude oil) feid (refined oil) 2 ik
APIBE FIEFAPIRPALA A ad P ELSFL D A
3 Nocardia - Pseudomonas : Acinetobacter > Flavobacterium -
Micrococcus » Arthrobacter - Corynebacterium > Achromobacter >
Rhodococcus - Alcaligenes > Mycobacterium » Bacillus > Aspergillus >
Mucor > Fusarium » Penicillium > Rhodotorula - Candida f~

Sporobolomyces (Atlas, et al., 1992 ; Bossert, et al., 1984) » & A 7 #-

\\\?{r

SRR SR UL

P
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¥
=

o

=4
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T

S e
B2ea

’ LF'T F }f@‘ﬁ_} 'fl\."—r ]_%] 3'7'1

42 ¢

X
FoF BHLER2HEFEP RS HFEF o d2H

N

3-7-1 F &1
A =

3'7 ‘? ‘5%;—_‘
42x33%x10 cm

T2 F BRI B

Rer

Kgﬁ

-

B 3-7-1~ %
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AT TR L RERK 2 FEAT L BT T

% 3T-1~F%iE* 2. RBKHG 2 &5

ARV REEZES Rl 2 R4

% &% (Diesel) PR S

Yz 5 & % = (Crude Oil Quantitative Std.) SUPELCO - ASTM D5307
= % 7 %= (Dichloromethane) Mallinckrodt

7 i+ (Acetone) PANREAC

& -k rrpasp (Sodium sulfate anhydre) PANREAC

DAPI 4 # (4, 6-diamidino-2-phenylindole) SIGMA D9542

¢ gz (Ethanol) Shim akyu's pure chemicals
Fl ¥ e ¥ (Thimble filter) ADVANTEC 30%x100 mm
3ml &< % (Universal centrifuge) HERAEUS BIOFUGE PICO
10 ml &< #% (Universal centrifuge) MIKRO 22R

LGN R F o)k ik (flame atomic

: HITACHI Model Z-8100
absorption spectrometer)

# 10 & +7 % (Gas Chromatography) HEWLETT-PCKARD 5890

¥k &g s (Fluorescence microscopy’) OLYMPUS COVER 018

% B= F 4% (Vertical autoclave) EASTERN MEPICAC EA-635
fadk & 3+ (pH meter) SUNTEX microprocessor sp-2200
T ¥ B 3+ (Conductiviyty meter) WTW CF330

T+ 4 7 % T (Analytical balance) SARTORIUS BP2215

424 A EF B (Ultrasonic cleaner) BRANSON-5210

Rk 451 (Rotavapor) EYELA ASPIRATOR A-3S
103°C % R #z% 4 (Hot air rapid drying oven) RISEN

4 ¥5 & (Sieves) BUNSEKI FURUI

¥R EEEZ 4 (Incubator) ADVANTEC C1-612

"B 128 12 % 45 (Cooling cabinet) FIRSTEK SCIENTIFIC
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3-8 i F %

AL d FECERELARTEAMLA Y 2Tk R

S R A FOKETER Y AM BT TR EZ G R MR) H A
RN S SR E T 2 RIE A B b bk e A H AR B F AR
Wz drd] o #E R s ~ AR BE B EUE] (bulking agent) 0 £ e F B
z AT E S E iz P M St B F LR R IR R
H4c® 3-8-1 AR Hm I3 R EE R B F R Y - AT HELY
FRFERGAERB R R 2 R RFRE RS TR EFET
Wy o omEbidm BIRE AT TR 2 KRR - BT 240 B 3-8-2

AE T o
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Sewage Sludge Wood Chip Maturity Compost

Thermometer

!

]
—J

Analysis
110 L Compost Reactor

Bl 3-8-1~ 37 £ it
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e

Bl 3-8-2 ~ 397 F B i A2 B
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3-9 ki H AT

KRB PHERF R R WP BITEREF BEFITRF > L 5RP qd
N S LR LEE =3 R B S =
(Second-order Model) kiTi F Bd & > 52 fip if 27 3 fp i KR S B4R e
o o A

y ﬂO+ZﬂX +ZﬁuX +22ﬂleX +é& (1)

5
B (1) Py RFEBE XicX ®BELE BB 2 B A

d X3t 8088 minitab srA T2 hlico g SEEAI o V- g o0 1 F

Kt sk - FERC Gl R P G FERRS FEEON A R pF o BV s ik
BN et (characterize) gf — & g 202 8 i R B F]S ok w

& B3 7 A2 he B 3-9-12F1a% o

R I C b g SR U A AN
oBAT B N Sl R e B o KO G2 A RPN R R TS
%3+ ( Factorial design ) ~ # & & =23+ (Central composite design) %
FII2_ 8 E REFFHRET 0 Avk 3-9-1 {oB] 3-9-2 #77 o F e s it
TR @R B 5 B Y ke A 45 F S B0 2 F 4 B TS
ke L om AR &R L FHENDEEFGF G FokF B L0 AP

BMFF iR - F]F R o

A B HEREEF BV G R AR EF LV R T
Ei%\m#@%w'} - 'E‘A;mm—‘!’—'ln\/ﬁ » B S\vﬁ:m" —‘1@.{_1_3;'56; N T"}ﬁ

SRS A 2 F A R 2 F R b Rl kT R
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B REE R AN R T ORGSR ER 5 RS
Y RHE R L BE o0 s TR L1 Y B

Kopold  ipang 2t E 0 F B R S AT iR b

-
(ke
|
Z
xﬁ
|
=
SA
b
4
-
S
I
-y
ul

€ 7 H 4 ¥ < B (center points) ¥

2k?&€,l.r_l , ’_E_{?‘;’};F‘ o BE T g%;,fg_r; ZK’Q:%‘L& - A IR o

i
p)
Aﬁ

TERIF RES B Hcatta F E ¥ ieh & B FRnE B
o 3K 3 A ¥ g g a0 (rotatable) 0 T&{gﬁﬁﬁ 55 RSN - 15 iR ). 13

?gg\_fiﬁq,g—%,zwq\\,ﬁjq BeanEH > - AT oo ke iEEHE S

-

Vk o B30 g~ 5 - Brke CCD (spherical CCD) > % i i § R4
- BIRWPF > AR PR SRR R ETERF RERF R T

Bo kP % H 3 B o gEkedaR NE Bk 7] o ded 3-9-1
ST o § b s B dihe s B R B oY s A
A BOSER TPH, 2 % 2 5 s £ R

e713K 3

TR

B PER R R ehGE 0 22 2 .50 B A4
F Y A

Wi ;}E

#?t

’

BT SERNIEE
z 7 5%

e

k15

7&3

e
¥ dEREARt A G BEER o

'W\
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( RS >

r

B TE PRI -

r

0 EalEhFL LB,

¥

oS alarat B

BRI TSR
,

1) F minitabBrt R
i

i

P2 B e o Sl R,
HOKIS B

R R )

o el T 5o e offy 1 LA 1
faRiEn

b R RGT ~ of

o)

B 3-9-1 F oo & i% in A2
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203-0-1 4k £ kb

P ENE LR S NS S ECED WA EEEE £ LF L N RO
(% i pe. Namkoong et al., 2002 2_3 % =2) {5 » 7 S 4 A

AL T A
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(-1, 1) (1, 1)

(-1,-1) (1,-1)

B 3-9-2 - F]F 7 L k2 BRI 2 5FFMPFE L

L hini> % & (Techapumetal.,2002)
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AP AR RR R R AL AT %R &R S

% 3-10-1 #7171

Bt g Aeda e 2 B LB MB L (1:01) e B B & (1:11)

.;E':FE'FJJ 5% L J/\ﬁ,\'l w7 \.,F,;\i 7}\-'?56;;]%@ LL":"i‘ﬁEJ_BE;_iLL /I}'IJ ’;Z%@{g

,\

S
% %+ Namkoong etal., (2002)° % 7 -k F:EH + PIHIEF K2
Jed ook o M HE 2 ZOKFFERIITL AT R ZoRFA 0 Vb
BER R o Bikyp? EARNIHFE ST s ERTIEF R
24zt o EHET-BFRAFEF Y ORERER 25 0 &
Be? BR Ripdle 25 o ROAEREP AR AT AR AP fE g S
7

¥
‘és
fisu

s - B R e WH e B fhiase

L
B2
EY«

Bl A A Rk ARk #4447 TPHp Rk
feZpl pH E~EC E %58 podhis LHEF BT R\ Theng R i7d > Y

‘F_&
—h
P
-
o
S
=
-
=
D=3
r
e
ity
W

LHBFAIEDL S EEL > ] RS
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% 3-10-1~ ¥ - F]|3F 2 F %21

s 2 A PO

a3 e 1-0.1
1:0.4
1:0.7
1:1

e

AR A LRAT 2B

b 4 0596 NaNg %37 % st
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3-10-1 TPHp "% f#2_ & 4 #-5V 834

a0 Fm gt A PR fRiEAE > 2 i TN R R
TPHD—L/};;}EL@%E, MR A IR RN B E RE AR
;T\‘j\%\ﬁ‘ o 4 F|HTo L

= —kt

In2
0

He o Cy =d24ni5 R kR (mg/kg)

C =% H 254 kAR (mg/kg)

k= - rpit 5% 2 % % (day)
t= g (day)

AR LAY - 5 b R A e R 1R it %

%\ E
Bk T2 PalnFi o o k@ S Fde i ey R 2 4 vk

\9

BT T LB R e o F B RN A E B liciad F T

o FRBERPINE D T RN T A 3R BN ERPP
2 4+# (Natural logarithmics) {ep & (E ] » & 12 8 3] - &b jF > &0y
th Gl (RY) k@9 er29a 26— pFrfas 4 88 (Namkoong

et al., 2002 ; Taylor, 1999 ; Gestel et al, 2003) -
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g =2 % pha 2 2/
& I B “lg‘%l;’i?"zfj“alm\]

41 AP RS

RO RMELAIEE S REFIF R 22 R ok ie
FRARMET A Bhdod 411 91if o d AR T 0 SEBR T B
Vs daesie s B okFAu i 04 9% o 10 %aw BFEkE
R sRE

ETTNS

FRE B A S kFAUL 26 9 4o 322 %@ d 5ok

“GELRLBER 0 TEL PR RS L ARER

?{%

FWARE

35 Al 7 4

Ik

IRF IFIRFE P G PR HERA S B @ TR

53

xﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁuﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁp*%ﬁ%iﬁmﬁ W 14
o BT R E 3 et o D R R G B e 3 e
KA A o B TR AR el B B pl M2 B % L AR

2219 9% ~ B ik 22.96 96 <Rt 54.85 96 0 E L A KR
4of] 321 S 0 T OLHEE A TR R H TR 0 NP E R R
HEr o G REIBMTB BT R TIRAF I 2 kA s R 2 g

100 sedcd 3P “Ti L2 B4 R0 L FHESFL R
(Adsorptive capacity) > &&= - & E gL 51 CEC g+ &7
AR ol A A PR R S ﬁ*ﬁ—&’J@ R ] %L%L?'ﬁ?@iﬁi%] o wd A
Fr2iskegs  TUERMTEGAPF FLEGIEF a0 4 0 2 Al

HX 20 B od Vs 332 G F AP P RERAL R o

BpH B35 o At s BY 2 1 [N T
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R ompats o daip) T A0 Ad N @ A B RSB RE A b A R 2R

Bhi A o

BEEBAIT e 0 TR BB LIRS LR ¥
b R EIN OB TR (89.8.31 BT ¥ 890020813 5122 ) #
4

SR ER FE AR EPE S RN L EEE LES ¥ Sl

AR > ST TIRER T 2

F4-1-1 23 B sase 2 B AP F A e

E3F: 4 $i e
7 kE (%) 0.4 10
v fFEoRE (%) 26 322
7 W (%) 0.76 30.1
Mﬁﬁz (pH) 7.6 4.8
B+ 24 4 (meq/100g 7z #) 3.3 63.5
€ &% (mg/kg iz &) Cr 6.4 (<250)° 14.6 (<150)°

Cu 9.2(<400) 37.9 (<150)
Ni 15.2 (<200) 23.9 (<25)
Pb 4.8 (<2000) 28 (<150)
Zn 23.7 (<2000) 297.4 (<500)
Cd ND?(<20)  ND(<5)

aND > not detected.
EE SR X -R1) S
3 R
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4-2 F B2 477

DR SR AR e RES TPHy " f2E422 k& ™ InC/C,
HPEREE T U EIRG A E B dp M Gl de R 4-3-14-3-2 5 4-4-1
4-4-2 557 0 ET Aefl® - [FF i 5 ko i e 2 F i f 2
T KR T ORF R R L RN F A A AT

ARG - FEF o TS A S A A 2 F Bt 3 I gk 2

EAHEFHRRL RS ARBRF MR 25 S R
Eo A REGRY VUGG E R RS B LT URETE S
D Rk HAzdn kB CTPHp "2 25~ A i 5 ¥ 8 (k) oL % ¥ (half
life) w4 4-3-1~ % 4-3-2 #7577 o d FRGEV UBFRAT T 2525 5

)

FHEAE3T FFREZANT RHR (THBE ks T EAHG
1:0.87 ~ 140%) » $ 67% 2 #® " 2 »

%
BELEACR oA RS RSE S 015 R B O R (BE

=

S B TS 2 i)

|
~mh

j=

fog k& A ul s 1:055-1319%) > £ 4 139 2 % fad > d p0 7 o pd

kB 2T o Brfaa 4 d X P o om H R E fEa Sk o

LR REPS G Ak 433 i o o i fF T 1 o

(P-value % 0.023) 4n & B » 1 € § A 45 2 4oB) 4-3-1 (B)~ 4-3-2(B) 2

)

Y

EfRS kot BEHMIEARALAN 9% 2 G BF SRk

I TR R R RRL PR AR F A FPEY % B

X ]

62



d P EARAIROTHR AT R THER 31 Toot X TiHF
15 T e A o TP R S A EIER Y > G

LA Pt E o WIS ASIOE S LTS AR
4-3-1 F3t A $5

RRERRF 2L G F R FIFL R RFNLF RS B Gk
PR R R S i i) £ o do 4 4-3-3 #rm 0o £ 4 minitab it
FEMEE A B F B G RS 0 doB 4-3-5 7T o a G fF ikl
0L 0 i d F e 64l P-value kZ|%7H ¥4 o P-value i
dn f ERPIrm & Bk dc ] BEKE S - A 0.05 T AT B A

FHAE o T ARF 959 M2 Taw R BEF o EEET TR
ek F 2 2 s P-value 4 %[5 0990 - 0.255 - 4p 3 »c iy
P-value % 0.868:d P-value w12 2185 4 el fodn 3 »e s ¥ 3540 §
B doR R Kok MF ek 434 0 o d w fF R Y
RRPL 7742k R ng 5460 sl ¥ A T4 HE
e fFGHCE R HCIERARE P F RIG 4 g R
ﬁ@@ﬁRzRmﬁﬁwiﬁféo—ﬂagﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬂ+wf it

AT FV Iz BgE Sk arsk R (hierarchy principle)
2T o RERFREIREFFSHE oA RBZEEL H2L R? &

(Prochazka, 2003) » @ #73j 2 & & RIZ Gdp il e 7 - B R IE0 )j*if%w

gzl BRE et MIFIE o

4-3-2 i{jalﬁ 3_‘”‘]7 2 ‘:‘J—

KRR AT 0 dodk 4-3-5 wia o T Ak ig 1 (lack of fit) & %
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P-value 484 # M » £ 4 0.002 > & 224 % BEF » 7T F oo
BOEED DB GE LPFLFR LR L BRSO R R RN
B i o K PR T U A 5 - ¢ aggg sk CCD (spherical CCD) » @
ANt BABAT L g BN R AHE IR T b R ik
# o dok 426 0 0 T OUAER A F HR A R TR i PE R

(second-order model) %

y =54.67 —0.04Xm —3.83Xw + 6.73Xm* —8.77 Xw* — 0.75XmXw + 7.21
B9 Xm S 2 R

Xw =iz &2 #i
y =TPHp2 F &% #
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% 4-3-1 ~ i&”ﬁﬁ?%i TPHp & 30 = 2 "3 f&fesg |- FFds 4 #5382 238 S8 B1C T2 7|3 MA ®#)

Factorial Block (mix TPH, initial TPHo ] . Half-life
ratio ~ water content) concentration Degradation k r (day)
(mgl/kg) (%)

-1:1(1:0.23 ~ 69% ) 2307 + 190° 63 0.03 0.7666 23
1:-1(1:0.87 ~ 28% ) 2532 + 396 64 0.0352 0.8828 20
1:1(1:0.87 ~ 140% ) 1999 + 232 67 0.0366 0.833 19
-1:-1(1:0.23 ~ 14% ) 2350+ 158 57 0.0295 0.85 23
0:0A(1:0.55 ~ 67% ) 2040 £ 215 59 0.0284 0.758 24
0:0B(1:0.55 ~ 67% ) 1932+ 78 56 0.0289 0.813 24
0:0C(1:0.55 ~ 67% ) 1801 £ 110 59 0.0259 0.711 27

2 The # indicates one standard deviation of the mean (n = 3). ® k=the first order kinetic constant

¢ r=correlation coefficient
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% 04-3-2 o sed %2 TPHp 30 % 2% fR{cifl- FFf 4 #0252 &1 S (15C & 2 pdta s §)

Axial block (mix ratio - TPH, initial TPHo ] . Half-life
water content) concentration Degradation k r (day)
(mgl/kg) (%)

0:0(1:0.55 ~ 131% ) 1818 + 141° 13 0.0033 0.2114 210
a:0(1:1 ~90% ) 1801 £ 110 54 0.0221 0.7934 31
0:-a(1:0.55 ~ 3.8% ) 2295 + 162 41 0.0137 0.793 51
-a:0(1:0.1 ~ 131% ) 1889 £ 363 62 0.0331 0.929 21
0:0D(1:0.55 ~ 67Y% ) 2040 £ 215 50 0.0248 0.816 28
0:0E(1:0.55 ~ 67% ) 1932+ 78 50 0.0225 0.772 31
0:0F(1:0.55 ~ 67% ) 1801 £ 110 54 0.0234 0.786 30

2 The + indicates one standard deviation of the mean (n = 3). ° k=the first order kinetic constant

¢ r=correlation coefficient
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67

R % % 5 #Ew z’k€ | TPHp * 3
() (2 Fsaim) (%) (%)
1 31 1(1:0.87) -1 (28) 64
2 31 -1 (1:0.23) 1(69) 63
3 31 1(1:0.87) 1 (140) 67
4 31 0 (1:0.55) 0 (67) 59
5 31 0 (1:0.55) 0 (67) 59
6 31 -1 (1:0.23) -1 14) 57
7 31 0 (1:0.55) 0 (67) 56
8 15 0 (1:0.55) 0 (67) 54
9 15 a (1:1) 0 (90) 54
10 15 0 (1:0.55) -a (4) 41
11 15 0 (1:0.55) 0 (67) 50
12 15 0 (1:0.55) 0 (67) 50
13 15 0 (1:0.55) a (131) 13
14 15 -a (1:0.1) 0 (27) 62




120

§ —4—1:0.23 and 69

£ 100 ‘m 1:0.87 and 28

2 4+ 1:0.87 and 140

£ 80 e 1:0.23and 14

2 60

=

S 40 -

o

2 -

=

a0
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% 4-3-4 ~ w fF AATER) TPHp ' j35 2 8 %

Term Coef  SE Coef T P
Constant 54.667  3.560 15.356 0
Block 7.214 2.331 3.096 0.017
mix ratio -0.039 3.083 -0.013 0.990
water content -3.825 3.083 -1.241 0.255
mix ratio*mix ratio 6.729 3.209 2.097 0.074
water content*water
content -8.771 3.209 -2.733 0.029
mix ratio*water content  -0.750 4.360 -0.172 0.868
S=8.720 R-Sq=77.4% R-Sq(adj) = 54.6%
% 4-3-5~ TPHp 2. % 8 #&c & 47
Source DF Seq SS ., AdjSS Adj MS F P
Blocks 1 728.64 728.643-728.643 9.58 0.017
Regression 5 1094.58 1094.584 218.917 2.88 0.100
Linear 2 117.04 117.042 58.521 0.77 0.499
Square 2 975.29.9¢5:292 487.646 6.41 0.026
Interaction 1 2.25 2.250 2.250 0.03 0.868
Residual
7 532.27 532.274 76.039
Error
Lack-of-Fit 3 515.61 515.607 171.869 41.25 0.002
Pure Error 4 16.67 16.667 4.167

Total 13 2355.5
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% 4-3-6 - 5f#) TPHD 2 it jf 4 ¥

Term Coef
Constant 54.6667
Block 7.21429
mix ratio -0.03921
water content -3.82475
mix ratio*mix ratio 6.72917

water content*water

content -8.77083

mix ratio*water content -0.75
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F4-4-1 - 23E £ 8 5 4% 2B 22 TPHp(Mglkg) ¥ 5% 2

Experimentation (Water TPHp initial Degradation K half life
content) concentration (mg/kg) rate (%) (day)
1:0.1 (31% ) 2155 + 190° 68.1 0.041 0.94 17.11
1:0.4 (65 ) 2071+£104 64.5 0.037 0.96 18.57
1:0.7 (86% ) 20431139 64.4 0.037 0.94 18.88
1:1 (101% ) 2090487.5 69.4 0.038 0.92 18.05

 The + indicates one standard deviation of the mean (n'= 3).
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% 4-4-2 - 3£ %5 4 fRiE 2 TPHp(Mglkg) 44

TPHp initial Degradation .
Control (Wat tent k half lif
ontrol (Water content) concentration(mg/kg) rate (%) ] an e
soil only (159%) 183544397 33.8 0.018 0.81 37.9
compost only (187 ) 2007180 35.8 0.017 0.90 41.3
sterilization (31 ) 1789107 10.7 - - -

 The + indicates one standard deviation of the mean:(n = 3).
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4-7 &FEES ST E 4 (QA/QC)

47-1 B spetl

AFPTOTHE 2 KN RERR A AEGIFRERE T AT R
ERABEFAIT LD ARERTRAEFZ G RERR TR I
Mendo] L3 £ 2 425% (least square error equation) @ {8 - & M| §F
SRR B E AR Gl e B 4-T-1 SR o @ F & BB T LT
rd P Nloded 4-7-1 HrFomd MERE o4 Gk R E

iz P> = (NIEA-PA103,1999) z Rz F ~*t & &2 0995 d A~ 7

2 ARH HET g A R AR 2R
4-7-2 = ;% 1 jpl48 T (Method.detection limit)
BHE N FR e F S RHREAE 2 > AP R i

,gl&p#bé%&fiﬁ\ ’ ,;,jqﬂ?]ﬁ,? ’f?_};x ﬁc‘@lﬁ 4 ' /E}i ﬂ"‘«%/p/fé ’
LR ARG ABRRRRE > S R A ER

3

TEAYT S A BT ERE LR 3 B WL A2 2 R

s dodk 4-7-2 #77 o

4-7-3 % v A4 (Blank)

PO EHREAY FaF A2 A LA L2 A P FRERT
WA RO RBFESEBELTELINS L UEALA AP
Lo ATFITRFL S0 AR E ok 4-7-3 4T o0 BRI EIT A
PEREHRESTE A
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4-7-5 & % ~ 7 (Duplicate)

Edp-BREERAIIT - PUREERBRLILIEN S - RGP
7~ ih £ R (Relative percent difference) » kinz# {72 H A - d %
4-7-3 78 5TPHp 2 tp 4T A 4 43+ 1.0-6.8 9 2 » # T15@E 4
42 %> n &€ & BicEgEF 2T %P L 0.3-12.7% 2 B -

4-7-6 7 ‘v ik &4 17 (spike sample analysis)

FA e A TRIEE T RREATHRERY KRR LG B2
FELFRS AT TR 540k 473 577 0 d 29 T U@ h I
1E

BT ow ek s 86.8% 0 m F B oI AT L P 5 E 4

8496 o e bit 0 ARHRL ST ERPRAA R ARE -
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2000000
y = 533.66x + 18497
1500000 - R? = 0.9998
S
£ 1000000
500000 -
0

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

TPH concentration (ppm)

Bl 4-7-1~ &3 R0 22 %8 SUE)

2471~ F £ A B BT I Tk A0 28k

Type R-square
Cu (ppm) 0.9997
Zn (ppm) 0.999
Pb (ppm) 0.9999
Cr (ppm) 0.9988
Cd (ppm) 0.9995
Ni (ppm) 0.9987
‘Na (ppm) 0.998

% indicate concentration of sodium ion in the CEC (cation

exchange capacity) experiment
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%472~ e (A)TPHo B 5% (B) £ £ Bt
LR
(A)

MDL®
TPHo (mg/kg) 4.4

® method detection limit (3xSt. deviation)

(B)

Type MDL®
Cu (ppm) 0.019
Zn (ppm) 0.004
Pb (ppm) 0.037
Cr (ppm) 0.011
Cd (ppm) 0.005
Ni (ppm) 0.079
"Na (ppm) 0.002

@ method detection limit.(3xSt.‘deviation)
® indicate concentration of sodium ion in the CEC (cation

exchange capacity) experiment
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547326 Adr s mdew ek @ LK (A)TPH, @ 5% (B) 4 R

s a2 20 47 s hbow e d 2 L

(A)
Time (day) ‘Blank (mg/kg) Recovery () Relative percent difference ()
0 ND 87.0 2.7
3 ND 83.9 4.9
6 ND 80.9 3.6
9 ND 84.3 1.8
12 ND 89.0 6.8
15 ND 93.3 6.8
20 ND 86.4 3.6
25 ND 85.5 1.0
30 ND 86.6 6.3
Mean - 86.3 4.2

% indicate smaller than MDL (method:detection limit)

(B)
Blank (mg/kg) Recovery () Relative percent difference ()

Cu ND* 104 35
Zn ND 92 41
Pb ND 96 10.2
Cr ND 92 12.7

Cd ND 88
Ni ND 84 6.4
Soil-Na’ ND 100 0.3
Compost-Na ND 98 8.1

% indicate smaller than MDL (method detection limit)
® indicate concentration of sodium ion in the CEC (cation exchange

capacity) experiment
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5-2 Z3%

1.

AT 2 BAEcih DAPlL % d 227 H e It & L RME
PRART Bz 2 2 R A R A NBEFRE FL AN F T it
A ALEE s ke afe iRl EME 24 % (Dehydrogenase
activity) 1222 5 EUp T 2 e R T (Soll respirometric
tests) 14k ik 4 FrE iR e > B A R ER REKL 2R E
(Namkoong, 2002 ; Balba, 1998) -
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RE ARG T 0 i E 2 s AT ) {42 v Rk o
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B F x5 B R pH-F &R T = (Redox potential, ORP) %

-

FHIARBFFIENFHRF]F NP I EAFT RSB TFL

. Ronald (1995) 3 3| » 7 4] % B BN 3 i 46 % 97 ot % 30 55 4 2 2

B TN s R R SRR e L2 A RN R
Bp LR ST Y RRERTER A LY R TIEER R
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