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Table 1. Conditions of Soil washing experiment for
soil decontamination

Reagent 0.5M 1M 0.5M
sen NaHCOs | HNOs; | NaHCO;
Mixing ratio 1:5 1:5 1:5
Scrubbing time(hr) 3 3 3
Sieve(mm) 0.075 0.075 0.075
Repetition(time) 1 2 2
Initial conc. (Ba/g) 424 42.19 49.6
Removal efficiency 20 4,09 4.09
(Ba/g)(%) (47.2%) | (90.3%) | (90.3%)
Initial weight(g) 40 40 40
Hematsing 3146 | 288 | 2645
weight(g)
Remaining (%) 78.65 T2 66.12

Table 2. Conditions of Soil washing experiment for
soil decontamination with concentration
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Scrubbing time(hr) 3 3 3
Sieve(mm) 0.075 0.075 0.075
Repetition(time) 2 2 2

Initial conc. (Ba/g) 49.6 42.1 41.3

Removal efficiency 4.05 373 210

(Ba/g){(%) (91.8%) | (91.1%) | (94.5%)
Initial weight(g) 40 40 40
Remaning %45 | 288 | 2431
weight(g)
Remaining(%) 66.12 72 60.78
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Table 3. Limit Conditions of Soil washing experiment
for soil decontamination.

Initial Removal i
e Remaining
Reagent conc. efficiency %)
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