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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of heap leaching process for the soil contaminated with

radionuclides
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Figure 2. Particle size distribution before and after an agglomeration of

soills with size of less than 0.075 mm
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Figure 3. Leaching concentration and removal efficiency of Co and Cs with time in column
test using the agglomerated soils and not-agglomerated soils

—eo— Co (mg/l}y —0—Co (%)
—M— Cs {mgll) ——Cs (%)

Leaching conc. (mg/l)
Removal efficiency (%)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Time (day}

Figure 4. Leaching concentration and removal efficiency of Co and Cs with time in column
test using the mixed soils
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