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Asswssment of natural attenuation for Gasoline
contaminated soil under various reducing conditions
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Table 1. Laboratory analyiical results for four soil samples.

sites A B C D
pH 591 531 4.90 5.57
TKN(mg/L) 0.08 0.18 0.32 0.21
NOs (mg/L) 1.8 2.6 9.6 2.4
0,° (mg/L) 12 22 69 11.6
Iron(I1)(mg/L) 48 22 0.8 32
TPH(mg/kg) 24118.6 8698.2 279.1 23452.7
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Fig. 2. Biotransformation of BTEX and MTBE under
various condition after 40 days of incubation

at A site.
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Fig. 4. Biotransformation of BTEX and MTBE under
various condition after 40 days of incubation
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various condition after 40 days of incubation
at A site,
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Fig. 7. Biotransformation of BTEX and MTBE under aerobic(A), anaerobic(B), nitate-reducing(C), sulfate-
reducing(D), iron-reducing(E) conditions for D site. And the initial mass were 1.9mg and 0.26mg on
BTEX and MTBE, respectively.(at 257, pH=7)
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Fig. 8. Relative importance of biodegradation Fig. 9. Biotransformation of BTEX and MTBE under
mechanisms at A Site various condition after 40 days of incubation
at A site.
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