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Fig. 1. PCP degradation by the addition of heme and hydrogen peroxide
in the pan study
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Table 1. Soil properties for the PCP contaminated soil by the soail
testing laboratory at Utah State University

LHEY 54| 99 A LHEY HelF LHEY

PCP mg/kg 987 35

pH 6.6 6.2

0oC % 1.8 0.9

Cl mea/kg 4.1 333

Sand 13 14

Silt %% %] 74 69

Clay i3 17
Texture Silty Loam
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