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-~ ® 2 3+F L4 Systematic Bioremediation Strategy in Total Petroleum
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Most of petrochemical oil pollutants contain aliphatic lipid and aromatic
hydrocarbon compounds that are hydrophobic to water but sticky to surface of certain
materials. These widespread fuel oil pollutants (total petroleum hydrocarbon,TPH) are
difficult to be removed and need to be degraded with specific microorganisms
associated with abundant quantity of extracellular polymer and secreted biosurfactant.
Biosurfactant with the extracellular polysaccharide and the polypeptide promoted
biofilm can be developed from diverse microbial consortia that are most found in
hydrocarbon contaminated soil. With the secreted biosurfactants dissolving and
penetrating into the oil layer, a biodegradation process can be enhanced with the
enriched microorganisms which can drill channels for mass transport of nutrients and
bioproducts. In order to carry out a systematic environmental molceular
biotechnological (SEMBT) remediation, three research groups are established: (1)
bioagent development with molecular biotechnology, (2) molecular biomonitoring
technology, and (3) biotechnology integration for environmental engineering. This
research group will work out the systematic technologies of the bioagent augmentation,
the biomonitoring, and the biofilm stimulation to perform an useful bioremediation
process (SEMBT) in a petroleum contaminated site. Within one year, a set of ex-situ
bioremediation demonstration will be established with a pilot scale plant of 20 m’
biopile treating the total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH). These biotechnologies of
ex-situ bioremediation will be transferred to the Taiwan China Petroleum Corporation,
and the CHC environmental engineering firm for scale-up application in the near future.
The project goal is to demonstrate a systematic environemental molecular
biotechnology (SEMBT) for biodegradation technology that is feasible for remediating
a large area of hydrocarbon comtaminated site.
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Most of petrochemical oil pollutants contain aliphatic lipid and aromatic
hydrocarbon compounds that are hydrophobic to water but sticky to surface of certain
materials. These widespread fuel oil pollutants (total petroleum hydrocarbon, TPH) are
difficult to be removed and need to be degraded with specific microorganisms
associated with abundant quantity of extracellular polymer and secreted biosurfactant.
Biosurfactant with the extracellular polysaccharide and the polypeptide promoted
biofilm can be developed from diverse microbial consortia that are most found in
hydrocarbon contaminated soil. With the secreted biosurfactants dissolving and
penetrating into the oil layer, a biodegradation process can be enhanced with the
enriched microorganisms which can drill channels for mass transport of nutrients and
bioproducts. In order to carry out a systematic environmental molceular
biotechnological (SEMBT) remediation, three research groups are established: (1)
bioagent development with molecular biotechnology, (2) molecular biomonitoring
technology, and (3) biotechnology integration for environmental engineering. This
research group will work out the systematic technologies of the bioagent augmentation,
the biomonitoring, and the biofilm stimulation to perform an useful bioremediation
process (SEMBT) in a petroleum contaminated site. Within one year, a set of ex-situ
bioremediation demonstration will be established with a pilot scale plant of 20 m’
biopile treating the total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH). These biotechnologies of
ex-situ bioremediation will be transferred to the Taiwan China Petroleum Corporation,
and the CHC environmental engineering firm for scale-up application in the near future.
The project goal is to demonstrate a systematic environemental molecular
biotechnology (SEMBT) for biodegradation technology that is feasible for remediating
a large area of hydrocarbon comtaminated site.
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%i)i%‘ﬁ%iii:r?‘]d]{‘lq_@?m%f$?,wb:}7"IISF r‘]/]i‘ﬂhl}l__ ;j:ﬁ‘ OJ‘-—]é;r;g
i

LA ER - AT R L E K 0.8~1.0 hZikd A % A d B (85%) r
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Table.3-2-1The ultimate atomic fraction analysis of crude oil

Element Content (%)
Carbon 83.0~87.0
Hydrogen 11.0~14.0
Nitrogen 0.1~2.0
Crude Oil
Oxygen 0.05~1.5
Sulfur 0.05~6.0
Metals 0.03

KEER Y A1 s 41 s A% E4EB A oo TPH 4 5 fwm\pm” i*
I EFF R F17—5—LPONA iz e B gp2 TPH SR - & W 5 = (Paraffins) ~
i “5(Olefins) ~ # 'z 5 (Naphthenes) ~ * % ‘5 (Aromatic) » & # 1 % 7 = g
(Diolefins) ~ % "(Acetylenes) P AT s s AR At e e BT
PEHI R R AR D] o
PR B A AR R AHRY SR ENT R TS
Fimariipe & 2L é_rr%gif”ﬁjlblﬁﬁfﬁ%mﬁ"t’ fE & Wi A
R A

£ RTPHe e & i - ¥ 4 4 = g d 1 & % (Table3-2-2)
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EERF 4% LHEMEFLARB Y B ufiw @m@mw ;]
- KRR RAELE T A«Jf"* ¥ 5 I E 4% 24 fog i (Saterated) B 1 e
(2)= 4 *(Aromatics) - T#)Emnéz;t,ﬁ BRI At 0 & SHIBE S hino
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Table.3-2-2 The composition of the total petroleum hydrocarbon.

KERNAS 3 QRSN
I % 5 (n-alkane)
B s T * i@":%j\f’ Sbranlcheﬁi( alkane)
Aliphatics Ik = #f (cycloalkane)
A A s G (R R L)
ek W%
BT Aromatics 5 Ik

i L 7 ¥ (N-heterocyclic)
TPH ot b B % % (O-heterocyclic)
B 12 4 # F(S-heterocyclic)
% Polars
and

Asphaltenes 1 phenols ~ fatty acids ~ ketones ~ esters -

alcohols and monoaromatic steroids

33 RFARECEF2 2P RPEAY
ZHERE LS A RN

P22 R THE M EF T kR4 S Aliphatics ~ Aromatics ~ Resins and
Asphaltenes = #f » @ iz gt & 1 £ f ik B B PiF AR R 0 R L P[RR S
B+ 224k o & 1’;‘-_1984-;353]'?5»’}3 1B 87 3 > Connan 62 3 @ dp 0 > = SR 1
LGB R RIS 0 ARG tA % 5 4R T (Resing) > K¢ 7 60~90%7 %
(Fig. 3-3-1) =

40 5
AVANEN
X/ X/

A
& 4"‘°r1
& /\ e
SN
0 Ai\-‘ 100
10080 &0 a0 20 0 100 v 80 _°60 40 20 0

Polar HC (%) Polar HC (%)

Fig.3-3-1 Three groups hydrocarbon distribution after biodegradation. (Connan, 1984)



Oudot % 1984 & ey P R4 E fApld I & 4 cna s 20 { #FHimandy
it » Arabian light crude oil i 60 = #1# F "% {3 {5 Saturated hydrocarbon < *4 & &«
% > 5 & 76% > Aromatic hydrocarbon P|=t 2. » ¥ 5 50% > @ Resins 2 Asphaltenes
PIE F < S5%E 30%:0d S0 v REE N A8 AR R 1T R L E- A7)
highly susceptible, normal and iso-alkanes. (2) susceptible, 6, 1, 5 and 2 ring alkanes, 1
ring and sulphur aromatics. (3) moderately susceptible, 3 and 4 ring alkanes, 2 and 3
ring aromatics. (4) resistant, tetra-aromatics, steranes, triterpanes, naphtheno-aromatics.
(5) highly resistent, penta-aromatics, asphaltenes and resins % 7 #¥ 4 £ ¥ " jZ|4 7 ¢
R b

C5~C6 hydroca bon High biodegradability
olefins A

normal alkanes
monoaromatics
branch alkanes
PAH

Cl-alkyl PAH
C2 alkyl PAH 7
C3-alkyl PAH

C4-alkyl PAH

irterpanes
steranes

) Biomarker
diasteranes

aromatics steranes
porphyrins Low biodegradability

Fig. 3-3-2 Three groups hydrocarbon biodegradability research.

@ . Chaineau, 1995 # <%= 7 ¢ P|d & 4 Aliphatics 2 Aromatics 74 4~ % f2
M { o - ) ehar 3L 0 Aliphatics 0% 2 4+ < & &_ n-alkanes > iso-alkanes >
cyclo-alkanes * Aromatics P| ¥ %€ ¥ F#ic @ "% jZ|44% 4 - H {5 4o tirterpanes ~ steranes
SPIEF 2R E 0 @44 7] 5 biomarker (Fig. 3-3-2) » R 54 "% i3 ~ b 1t
fer B s A B G RIT SRR B T 0 (g o 2

Oudot ¥ % #1999 & pF7= dpt P& F R ¥ I i eh A doid 505 4 4 ehh
ik F a2 gk guTy  Lee £ 44 42005 EPEH-Z SEALE £ T RE Y 0
% Lubricantoil /7 2 3 B2 2§ 2 BiEE A RHFPFTYT oS3 F ‘%’K’;,E RH
1P s R ABE (Fig33-3) B % AmME &4 1 & % 2B %k p o be ok
(Staturated hydrocarbon) » H *% 245422 TPH - 3k ; Aromatics "% fZ R K 5 ™
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Resins & Asphaltenes &7 L & f# 0275 2 > d 110 * % % k5 » Resins ¢k &

HI iAo E® g o 2t s <R f2 Resins {8 7 3 /}afifi‘a@’a‘ R F] e

10000 @ 1600 4

80004
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=

(=21
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4000 1
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120
Biodegradation time (days)
Fig.3-3-3 Three groups hydrocarbon biodegradability research.

( Effect of nutrient levels on the degradation of lubricants and each fraction in soil
microcosm. @ non-fertilized, OO C/N/P = 500/10/1, W C/N/P = 200/10/1, and [ ]
C/N/P =100/10/1)

dbap ke Rk T T RZAE AP HERY
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Table.3-4-1 Hydrocarbon degrading Bacteria research.

N
AR
~=

\F‘ “‘“Y
5

Tk

j; >

W

b

Bacteria Target HC.
Arthrobacter Cycloalkanese
Arthrobacter sp. dodecyclohexane

Acinetobacter
Acinetobacter sp.
Acinetobacter calcoaceticus
Bacillus

Bacillus cereus

Brevibacterium

Brevibacterium sp.

Corynebacterium

Corynebacterium sp.

Desulfovibrio sp.
Flavobacterium sp.
Gordonia nitida

Micrococcus

Normal alkanes
Normal alkanes
benzene

Aromatics
Aromatics

Branched alkanese
pristane
dibenzothiophene
Aliphatics and Aromatics
pristane

Aromatics (o-xylene)
Aromatics
Cycloalkanese
Aromatics

Aromatics

11
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Bacteria

Target HC.

Mycobacterium sp.

Nocardia

Pseudomonas sp.
Pseudomonas sp. PGI
Pseudomonas aeruginosa

Pseudomonas fluorescenes
Pseudomonas paucimobilis

Pseudomonas vesicularis
Pseudomonas putida

Pseudomonas stutzeri

Rhodococcus erythropolis

Rhodococcus sp.

Sphingomonas

Xanthomonas

TR AfEE 4 ’f:éﬁm];]

:FP 11 Pseudomonas sp. & #

Branched alkanese (phytane)
Cycloalkanese
Aromatics

Cycloalkanese

Normal alkanes
Sulphur-containing compounds
Cycloalkanese

Normal alkanes

Aromatics

Aromatics

Aromatics

phenanthrene, fluorene, fluoranthene
Aromatics

Sulphur-containing compounds
Aromatics

Normal alkanes

Branched alkanese (phytane)
Cycloalkanese

Aromatics

Sulphur-containing compounds
Aromatics

Aromatics

%7 Acinetobacter 2 Pseudomonas > Miller and Bartha
"# f#n-hexatriacontane(C36):15t 4 > Acinetobacter sp. 7 it

P-ig *% fEn-paraffins 5 v A f# £ &&= 37 0 B P % Rhodococcus ~ Mycobacterium »

& #%Rhodococcus sp.% Mycobacterium sp. 3% iy 4 f& £ "% i diphytane & & ji# I %=
¥ 0 g % R Arthrobacter  ~ Flavobacterlum ~ Nocardia ~ Rhodococcus -
Pseudomonas ~ Mycobacterium % -

12



Table.3-4-2 Polyaromatic hydrocarbon degrading bacteria research

Fluoranthene ~ Pyrene ~
Naphthalene Phenanthrene
Chrysene and Benzanthracene

Arthrobacter
polychromogenes

Mycobacterium sp. * * *
Micrococcus sp. *

Pseudomonas putida * *

Pseudomonas fluorescenes *

Pseudomonas paucimobilis * *

Pseudomonas vesicularis *

Rhodococcus sp. * * *
Corynebacterium venale *

Bacillus cereus * *

Gardonia sp. *

fOFEHE G SR BRARE L F R 4 R - & P (Aromatics)4p fi&
P in R & 14 & F (Aliphatics)™ 3 AL TE fRGEER A% 0 FlUtiTE § 5 Aromatics
9 3 > ¢ 35 Acinetobacter -~ Bacillus ~ Corynebacterlum ~ Desulfovibrio -

Pseudomonas ~ Xanthomonas % ;ﬁfﬁ & ¥+ Aromatics P F|fE o B }*L» Frul ¥
RS Iﬁﬁ(PAHﬁﬂ*pﬁf%f;’iv BewAE > T4 Table.3-4-2 -

7 A PseudomonasiF B E 5 5 4 FE > VR fEE 4ARAE  TRARAE - TR

AESTEF A ZBEFTE Pseudomonas aeruginosa & 7 4 f#PAH:a 4
Pseudomonas putida¥® 4 f#1,2,4-trimethylbenzrne ~ a-methylstyrene ~ ¥ & ~ 3k %
= % «9PAH; Pseudomonas vesicularis+ % 5 *# fZphenanthrene, fluorene, fluoranthene
i 4 o Rhodococcus sp.» 3 % = & g & v & " j250 4 » ¢ 4% Branched alkanese
(phytane) ~ Cyclo-alkanese  Bacillus cereusi| ic 4 f2 e B> 4 %pid i &4 o
Fobo AEET Y A p R PRAR G W ARG A BREK

% Mohanty and Mukherjis/#= 3 % % % 7t Exiguobacterium aurantiacumiz tx pe ¥4+
b g W etEfRa 4 FR[EEEH Y CL2 ~ C26:0E 48R 4F o $C20:0 4 4aiz
phytane » 7§ *# fj%»c% ; Rhodococcus erythropolis p] & % F* 441 B 4= 55 cHpF &

13
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& Kwapisz et al., 577 3 ¢ ]33 % Gordonia alkanivorans & %t jd * f2 {5 § 24 A
8 e nitrate ¥ ammonium ionssik & F ¥ it € B A E—]#\m“ﬁﬁ’ 3z % ; Bidlan and
Manonmani{| * Serratia marcescens DT-1P:& {7 DDT (dichlorodiphenyltrichlorothane)
YR OfE Rl R > % % 8 W oat % { ik 3t Pseudomonas aeruginosa DT-Ct2 2%
Pseudomonas fluorescens -

HREEPEfRRA % (Yests and Fungi)

IR REELRAC LIS FFIABARTARI LA NE A Y R
@3] o Radwan® % & % it 55 % 2 ¢ @ P35 Aspergillusz  Penicillium:h
Bidr; Oudot & A » B3 Afr B i 5 4 Kk ¢ L% 3| enAspergillus, Penicillium,
Gliocladium, Emericella, Graphium, Acremonium, Eupenicilium and Talaromyces ¥ f
% > % B.Emericella nidulans, Graphiwn putredinis, Eupenicillium javanicum and
Aspergillus flavipes % f] & #1 %+ Aliphatics 2 Aromatics % 2|24 & » 2 1 3 2 "$
Resins 2 Asphaltenestit # ; Chaineau® % 1995# pFs A BB PN a0 55 4 2 3%
¢ B % 3 3 Aspergillus, Penicillium, Beauveria, Acremonium, Cladosporium,
Fusarium, and Trichoderma % £ @ # % i+ & % ZinjardefrPant 2002+# » Chaillan %
A 2004F cHFT 7 P 4 FE3E T pE* FdeCandidaZz Yarrowia® F/E AL E 1 & 4 it
fRicA im 3 MY FEFRAHIRTARMIT M EPERY AR FIZ4eT o
Table.3-4-3 Hydrocarbon degrading Yests with Aliphatics and Aromatics degradability
research.

Yests Target hydrocarbon
Candida

Candida albicans

Candida fukuyamaensis  Asphaltenes
Candida palmioleophila Asphaltenes
Candida parapsilosis

Candida tropicalis

Candida intermedia

Candida viswanathii

Candida xestobii Asphaltenes
Pichia guilliermondii Asphaltenes
Yarrowia

Yarrowia lipolytica

* L RMURELL AR P G B IRAERR R
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Table.3-4-4 Hydrocarbon degrading Fungi with Aliphatics and Aromatics degradability

research.

Fungi Target hydrocarbon
Aspergillus

Aspergillus clavatus

Aspergillus flavipes Resins

Asperqillus fumigatus

Aspergillus niger
Aspergillus sydowii
Aspergillus terreus

Asperqillus versicolor

Amorphoteca resinae
Cunninghamella
Cunninghamella echinulata
Emericella nidulans
Eupenicillium
Eupenicillium javanicum
Eupenicillium
ochrosalmoneum
Fusarium

Fusarium oxysporum

Fusarium decemcellulare
Graphium putredinis
Neosartorya fischeri
Paecilomyces variotii
Penicillium

Penicillium funiculosum
Penicillium oxalicum
Penicillium simplicissimum
Penicillium verruculosum
Penicillium montanense
Penicillium pinophilum

Penicillium janthinellum

Diesel ~ Fuel oil
Diesel ~ Fuel oil
Asphaltenes

Resins

Resins

Resins

Resins

Resins & Asphaltenes

Resins
Resins & Asphaltenes

Resins

Resins & Asphaltenes

Resins

Asphaltenes

15
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Fungi Target hydrocarbon
Penicillium restrictum Resins & Asphaltenes
Phizopus sp.

Pseudallescheria boydii dioxin

Talaromyces flavus

Trichoderma pseudokoningii  Resins & Asphaltenes
¥ RAEELL ALY G FRADE Ao

Table.3-4-37 # 2 f.—% ];qquiq 1 & uCandida’ i - @ E FF %R 1 Aspergillus
% Penicilliumz 2 » & £ —g Py A3 iv 4 "% j2Aliphatics* Aromatics:HE ] ¥
L FAtRE 22 18 97 & 4 FResins 2 Asphaltenes:h g “FKZ AR o H o fEREa 4 PR B
F = sdrd AR ,T*uﬂ P p b a7 ¥ F IR FA & L4 ¥ Asphaltenes
2 3 Resins s fi2 ic 4 > dp 0 E FME R 1§ F Resins % 50 4 ﬁ B % oo
Eupenicillium ochrosalmoneum - Fusarium decemcellulare » Penicillium restrictum »
Trichoderma pseudokoningii - Paecilomyces variotii ¥ 7 t&x B & ﬁ &%, A
Mancera-Lopez % * %7 3 ¢ > iE * Penicillium funiculosum - Aspergillus sydowii and
Phizopus sp.% = Fjtkid # BAE 0" f2RlE > FRH SHED P RF RS
Asphaltenes3 35 ~ 53%pk @ it & 473 4 3 HER B T 5 $>7 Aliphatics # Aromatics
g F ok entE fEac 4 > 2 ¢ 2 Penicillium funiculosum % Phizopus sp.i# Ik & >
35% s Aliphatics=3 “ﬁc‘. % 3 84%% 90% » Aromaticsiid & 54 5 64%% 70% > v F
Fed R4 BfE(Z RS AR BRI BT B AT 2 FRAd kR
ehAsphaltenesTk 3 T it §1 24 ' 2 o

#  4rPseudallescheria boydii & fic & ch3k 5 T » 3 4 f2Dioxinsf it 4 ; Fusarium
oxysporum#t=+*% fZ Aromatics # Aliphatics 3 %4+ 7/ 2 > 4> Resins+ F {34F ch3
e 4 ; Aspergillus fumigatus |4 § % 18 * »t i F-4F W endiesel ~ fuel oil 5075 4 Ae
12 - Aspergillus versicolor"lrt THEREG AERE M E P A 2 F LY
dn IV E B A RO PERS (xylanase) K f2 4 A G R APEAE X B F chi 4 o R
EFS - RAEBESAEeNTY FRo A 7 4 v BAR T B mcompostmg)%@“7
FAfE 2 HWRADIEFRG RS DRE A Ed wRL BRI E R

o

=

d P RS R AR ESES '1A11phat10sm"§ﬁ’ MR o R R
rﬂ#ﬁﬁhaik P F R E AR IR EE R By 0 FIE R EREERE > H

2 E R B opH® t RATR ; Aromatics "% f# B| Jf ¥ dF %’: BB DR
Pseudomonas ~ Mycobacterium ~ Rhodococcus# E j5f 5 Resinsih'% f#d E Fk = =
Aspergillus 2 Penicillium ; & Asphaltenep|+# %g;é. ‘ﬁ%ﬁ A 4rCandida /6 ' fi#
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35 2 EEH

ZEREIVEZ LS IR AL B wER S Y < S 28
o 72 9 Fyd(Sand) ~ B (Silt) ~ fEA(Clay) § B2 ARHT A o IR E R
i%%g%%i’wﬁiﬂqﬁﬁﬁ.M&Mm’%ﬁi%+*£é
0.002~0.05mm » ZEF 2. E S5 ) 0.002mm o Flpt o 2 BEE 2 4 MR S
2mm WA 0 REIF i’»\q‘“ EAbEZ R 2 AR E A vt 2 (4o Fig. 5) 3 & » 12 48 ¢
b2 (clay) 383 2 (clay loam)~ 3£ * (loam)~#) & 4k + (sandy clay)~#) B k3% 4 (sandy
clay loam) ~ %) 53 2 (sandy loam) ~ 3 & #) 2 (loamy sand) ~ #) # (sand) ~ & 542
(silty clay) ~ > F 43 2 (silty clay loam) ~ 3> B3 2 (silty loam) ~ 3 2 (silt) o — 4@
TS A 2 PR F A Bk A R RS2 P E AL v
FAAF o EBoRE A R e

30 —A——X
t.dnd,fcla.. loam
Ay f
& //S.Jncly I.J:m

- percent sand

Fig.3-5-1 The equilateral soil textural triangle(USDA Soil Survey Manual. 1993.)
Hyp? BRI PRI E T VE 2RI IETHEE AT HH IR
Ad P EFRERRPIL Ry o T A A A S ENRBIIERFT AT A
RE TPH-d @2 $ 5L G RG> T ERAF R T Fn2 2 5 HHk
o Table3-4-4 5 B3 AMBEE Y B F2RAD R EFEAFRT 25 A St BF
AT

17



Y
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36 HAFATHMANL

S AR T B F AR G i = 'ﬁm Bl A EZEE - Ka ¥
P4 v A B LH(ex-situ) & I (in-situ) B A 5F 0 ¥ R ehdgs-d B T H
1

4
’ﬁ # ;% (Land farmming) ~ 2 4~ & ;% (biopiles) % & %7 ;2 (composting) °

2 #£7% (Land farmming)

W1 20 ~ 50cmm}§.)§ﬁ“*“<’\iﬁﬁﬂi’\ii IS UAF L K-8 ok R
FERRBRA I RFERC ) RFP AN EBERE I R ETHL
FiE o F LA EY 'Fi PREF DS AR P A cEARY F RS D
T B kgl M T REEREE S RNERESR r@f%/ﬁ‘ ke ok
i =5 2 (Fig3-6-1) c BBEXE 2 ¥ > FILF Y I{ 7 5 $30-60/ton
(USEPA, 1994) » B oAz 5 = B2 DA 272 % EHNFL Pk R "5
5,000 mg/kgsoil » % §iFAERTF 50 0 BT F 95%3 ér‘_, praiz a4 ",4r? )
RNy LR A T

_ ———————— e
!
Microbes' Contarminadsd
Existin niutrisnta moila |
g / / 5&
ground ¥ i
surfacs Fi
I“'-
\
Il.
'\_ L
S, W -
Sy | \
N — e “T— A} Folysthylens
k L _;-:urn d Compactsd geomembrans
Laachate subgrade aand
collection pips aurfaca

Fig.3-6-1 Land farmmng operation scheme. (Adapted from USEPA, 2004)
< [;Jc;fﬂ Ao il 3 PR R SR R A oS R 0 T O R g A Foen
B & FEATP ~ qCOx(A & &2 Biomass) vt (8 % & ffi% % 9% (2 4rb-glucosidase ~
urease and protease ~ dehydrogenase & 3P & >t K & % 2 #2 Birdle o A1116
R PEAL Y G I80% 1 b e g g o
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EHEE ﬁ}?ﬁr}éﬁ

2 4 3472 (Biopiles)

Soil vapor ’;‘Lrhi;ﬁtf Leachate c-::l_lec::_in:un
manitoring probes | and treatment (optional)

Contaminated soil

Air injection
{or axtractin::m

Mutrient and
maisture additicn

Fig. 3-6-2 Typical biopile operation scheme. (Adapted from USEPA, 2004)

EA A EE T A FE RO AR T R A R 5
PR BRIl > PV R E S RPN o &6 TR A KR T F
BEF o A FRERBELF A AR BT F kAR S o T
PREFTRE BT LERFAEE B FAER AP HE AR F R F
PIZERIE DG B 3§34 @ﬂ%”@é$%9%mo

AU E S IS EATOREL  RFIEEILE AP D st SN F o

e
HF PR EEFAEER !;L\ Bg v d R e N T > P fadi g
FRfRAEF P LNFR PRIEEA R FE 0 YA BHEFIL > PR b

4 ik (Bloaugmentatlon)“« 4§ (Biostimulation) % £ 75 vk B { it & 2 S
FAkinz 2 REET E o SFEFIAFRE RFRT S0

3 97 ;3 (Composting)

v ad e end B> 4 & AN E R 0% I (thermophilic conditions) » 12
7 dvd 47 5 1% chpd R (organic amendments) §1 g 4 4 s o TN R S enfe B
fe & " 5% (bulking agent)s g * 4o A A~ FEdE ~ FRE R E U3 4 iﬁz Moo &
BRI ood B2 P IR R SE R I TR I 6 AR ik
vOOREE s R ITH P RE R4 40° ~ 50°C 2 FF o ® %%3‘?"7'];...&,'13_1*}: R R
ZORFERBIFD o gt & BEF & F 24 Aromatics %% f2(USEPA,
1996) o & F His FisHir2 jpeend 40 7 Wk 4T (Table.3-6-1) ©
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S 2, 4 2 3
AR T 2 kALt 2

Table.3-6-1 Characteristics research of contaminated soil bioremediation technology

(USEPA, 2004)
8 VRN W FEFZALER A
FAER M s MR BT
D *%‘d ik R FR 0~50cm 2 3 0 T F <t @
= - kB Az ok FE S FIEERVRERRFS G
Land farming R - kh 4 arm s
oo it p AR THIE AP RT RGEEE
e e
AREIT L 27T R AR
e fe B E s 4 2
4 Jr 3k MK B F R EOKE S : E"ﬁ"’fé‘ #F%‘,.‘y{'% .
g- il 5 NaE L R R R Sk A0 B i;‘;;r;:,;\ﬁ%bm B
lopleS B A El:--\ X ) 5%},%0#?}275@?%?%“%13\-1’?
i -
CEEF ARE LA
97 Hed pqln B fIr cm “Jz; ’ i‘; e ffN s
. e 9 GRS R ER S §okE
Compstin Tl BS TR R P AR Wo
p g 4 # ﬁ Ftﬁ Kﬁ;ng_ o
G SRR AN 4R
J— PARRIE AN 1Y AR AR § 3 ke
ol Beidhd pokEET L EME o §7 RGO g
1oreactors SR R 2 SHMWRAEREE Ag B
i RF oo
2 e = o R W RET 2 N A
BERT g e g b EETEIT AR -
Phytroremediation Al A B BoZESLERMERT Ry
P > v He TS B o= 2 2 7 s gL ¥ 320 11
JEREAT ) i ;,% —’fsz" . LAAPF PR BrRS L Bl
Rhizoremediation - o BIE R 51
s o n e ) HATMA S MF S MR .
Ef’}‘f:/ﬁ\ P ﬁﬁmiﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬁ“i ;z\f'ﬂi%ﬁ"]“}‘fq«;‘é‘r}i 5 s g
. 4, T A L E L e o ne R ESCAny] EYARY]
Natural attenuation FoiE ffh 2 R 2 ¥ LEST . 5T T T . A
BHBIY BT A
» Bapn e a e L ERRSRGEL S .
2 gt Vo s b gy PERARSELZBRE R
. . Zo L2 ’ 3 J‘:."—:“ﬂ?/‘ A NN
Bioaugmentation A RS AT - ki ! ﬁ;ﬁ_, A SR S Fie B
Bin A 3 E AL
AR 4 i,glu-l——rﬁ T Wﬁig Z
Lo
4 g Poig 2 RTRE T Ak ﬂ’;fﬁ‘ffﬁ %'@;‘f% }f'& Wy &
g 10 N 5 4 & e L
Biostimulation d P ERRS R iE it o * . mw e P

ERLE Il 308 Oh R
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Providenti % % 1993 & chdf 2. 4y o4 2 T 287 2 > § § 10° CFU/gdry
soil gt & 1 &4 jRE] > A bt HE W ToRIF A DT @UFIFER T FRE K W
BT AL BFANF L IR T LRI FE HEL G
2L S} iéﬂﬁ‘;‘\% vom A PR ] At FE AL & g m;fé de 0 2 ?‘}*Jcp i
AR R Pl T R B A FE DR R PR

fo R AR S BB T FRRTE AeB R P e R

P4 B2 g ?"ﬂ@ﬁﬁ]ﬁ PR A REET S E‘UL%E\* i3
miff" flgeisd Flkm 2 0 % L 05 (1)F £ B % 4 (Nutrient Enhancement) » 7 4e fic
AFAENT2IF R BEF R BRS KA #,‘,ral s P £ §Tesvs i3 (2);4”
* 2_g% i 5e 1t (Biodegradable carbon amendment) » ¢ 5 4 4+ 4 K A1 B 2. & 0 %
FoEar g A e FE s (3)A K o i 1B (Biosurfactant) e g % o4 B R oG
EEAF AR AL TR B S AP A PR EE A ST
RN WSE T RLE L 42 YEfR o

APRT S E o SR B p RIEfRET > R el R R
Jed A ToRY T A B F G MR EE ()RR E Y RS Q1 A
PRhi@FEr > X2 ZHFLEAIN T RE A ARANEEFQ)EE 8 T 2
A REERCEREAFTHRETITT 2 o 15 F Rk ¥ (USEPA)*T 1998 & 3
N RIR T A PR T B > AP Y G WA P EFE R
4 AR F - l“‘ﬁ»mpﬂf‘s‘d » RS HERR ;ﬁ K Avig 5 4 poentE R
A Pt RO A o %ﬁv} wesped Fend B kBl 0 nE TG
Wit PrERisd] > RE A SEERE RS D F PR 2 H By
B~ mAB AT ok~ T A 2 s $oend F £ (biomass) e

BRI LEPRPRT > K PRGN IRTARE T E P
(Poly-cyclic aromatic hydrocarbon,PAH)e73"% f# & J& o XT#¥ 2% 3% 4 % f2 crHAR 3 ie »
R A SR AR BEFDL S EREL KA 0 P ow e
FAvR LI N s g - BER DRI FD LR ;i}u{;m s ek 4 AR T
iﬁi’%%\xﬁ—im#"?’?/w FIRF Lt EpE 35‘§234i",_/ﬁ?1@#;"?°
ET_’f"",T"t»'«t—\‘/,’F‘\:,.:_-,_@vI VSN > T RFRenIEY > NRFAPFRT THEE(])
1395 Isabella & F ¥ 4 2% 2010 £ 4 & > 2@ F2 QT M2 F 77y £ K
Farl R G b A o TS el B EA e Q)2 T g ¢ Miller £ 4 5 & b
1996 & 4% 41> — & faie P > 5 66 ¥ L kA F+ FA % > Acremonium, Aspergillus,
Cladosporium, Malbranchea, Pen|C|II|um, Pseudalles- cheria and Thermomyces % /& -
F 5 Ef”]vfﬁ;ﬁ’ix‘# [ERrl S AL U SR B 2 s e L L 7 3 E R PR
B RAHT PR S ER RO
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At E e TORELA 30 4 $ 40 7 (Bioremediation) £ fA ¥t < p Rfm G T
E e e B ALY BRI AP RT Y BT RIEF ¢
A i (partition) > 4 #F 8 7 ¢ 25 % A fR45 2 4 gt [F(UCM) > B1et § 730 2 4o s
B RS AL P2 E R o WA HA (o )R BRI 4 B 6 s ) e
SN KRR R TR A B o — PEF RTERY R E G A PEE A RN
A5 2 o 4e Fig. 3-6-3 971 o #3505 - R BRI T ) 0 v g d dg A F i AL
WA E R E 4B T 1 & 4 (Aliphatics)siB AR Y 0 € i 2 R IEP T (Resins) R
Mo RwmFpRZL TR o

1st biodegradation stage 2nd biodegradation stage
6.000 60 day 20 day 90 day
=
£ Engineered or Natural
= Process Change
8 2
5 ateau _
- ~.  Potential Further
b= — ~ Degradation
5 v
é 1,000 mg/kg dry soil N -
= — —
Time Modified by U.S. EP4, 2004
GRaFH1 CO

Fig. 3-6-3 Contaminated degradation plateau.

T B e BT R O& A = R (ex-Situ) & T B (in-situ) o o 3T AR
HERE A EME L ERE k> DL RN ENREERN T 7]( i
BASARNE 54 R(2E)FUIE 2005 #0 UEEL D o X542 T RA
B o U edR en V38 7 (pump & treat) o @ AT = 2 (32%) B E0 I BEUS B
ROL o BERIEGII VAL L G ERFED AR 2 7 L RERS
BSHR s X5 AR o L ABITAE SR o BNHIEPBEF R B TS
P E Fp POBAR S R 0 MR B PR vt B & P A o

AR HEE S 0 A 4 4 7 (Bioremediation ~ Biorestoration) i & 1 *
BAZHEP FREFE PR ARBLLAG PR REE A SRR
#ﬂﬁ’mVﬁJﬁi%%ﬁ’%ﬁ RV SREREEE SR TN
Pihs F VR e @ A PRV 2 B s PO 2R M e B S "‘% TOEERE B
Bl Fintsgg A *Ei Ao BT R B EIAF G A o
:]* P ERB R R K i#?'i’ LA A a2 «17"5&?;}@'” TR &
B FATAIEZ A ER s PP LA A BB ED I ERT
PR P FI4 SR T HFDF ERBUFECFEZIZ S N hm i Ao

P
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iéa%'ti’—”ﬁ P2 A P E T B A A RTh e o X ¥ d WL F hA S féa
B 600 E TR G e G i S W
1’5\‘([‘&]-— A F RFHRBEPHEFL Y )G L LR RREAL T A SR T HE
(Systematic Environmental Molecular Bioremediation Technology, SEMBT)» % & & ¥
BAOPAI BLBEARAREAPNT I EF LA RRBIENTEVIER BT
RAPRTEMN S VEREDEFLFNIE 2T R GRS 2 Rk
ERCAELD SR G E R m:f B~ EEe S AR R iR 7424 Fig. 3-6-4 Y17 0 o ¥

- AR HEREE o AT o G PR RE TR BT SR
BEAF RS SRS R (A ,iw,, ¢ (Bioaugmentation) ¥ 4 # §1
(Biostimulation)) » & /5B 7 FF T RIMZNKA FIRE LG FRT RGP
FAEA s FEAERIL S 2 M hd SRR PR T 2 Nk
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__to Determine

Biosurfactants

@Fﬁfin (C./Ci]  Community
= ﬂ = - Analyses

Contaminated Site

T-RFLP

Microarray for Qil-Degrading /
Community Analysis to :
Determine Bioaugmentation

Kinet"i.c
Analyses

Fig. 3-6-4 SEMBT Jis # ** J£i5 % i 575 4 4 2 jn 42 §)

HIIFPM AP ARSI AL RRF L RFRL Y B F) 0 0 E
PALW S AFR A REEN I AN AARE T A SRR
SEE: FLESPAN EX R AEE [EPEC IR S - R 5 RSN T - I L I
m%@ﬁiﬁ%%ﬁzﬂﬁ+ﬁ% R R 2P RT R
AP HEEL G B Y JoRT B (RS 2R BB 50
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w2 7] F_i o iF(cell-immobilized technology)»t # 4 AJR H = » 12 B T $pp (R
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413 inse

R YACR ST A BN
A Rl 2 {74t %, SEMBT | B
i = = - ne
ufﬁ:g{% § figi(;&#g& ;;fiﬁ RERERETES S K
A e AR R
TEEARERE
y i
EX: - B 597 ¥
AREARIN AW Lk
] Bib g
A M E R A WEF iﬁtbﬁi&_%%‘%:ﬂﬂﬁ D
B Hh 5 441 DGGE, 1 I ‘ R
TRFLP, Microarray-Biochip, Rk W
Plate Count, SEM S Yy
B MR- R F Ik
3% 35 4% % :pH, moisture, B3

temp, nutrient, biggas

4-2 I EARMEF AT
(=) 2HEUEFTAH

AFPLHERY EDPXFTALIE 2 FpBEL R I ELT L
BABPEFRRT AT R ED L FE%RY % o 1945 2010 3 2011 2 5 &
BRI ERAL G - BAREE O AFN B FARRF AT IEAS
R AR L IR SR $LNPAREE S U DRNEE: & - L UREE S 8 W/
EERE B BT AETE
CORES: L N-1:3 S kS

AR R E SR A PR R ik T & % £ (CFU) > &
FRERARYE AL L AP - B A A fRE D 2 M2 F F% #(Diesel aerobic
bacteria)z_ ¥ % # % = : MgS04-7H,0 (0.5 g/L) ~ K,HPO4 (5 g/L) ~ KH,PO4 (5 g/L)
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R b b 54 AR T 2 KA

NH4NO; (1.3 g/L) ~ CaCl, (0.2 g/L) ~ Agarpowder(13 g/L)% Diesel oil (2% v/v) » * 14

FEAT AT A AT 8 A RE ¥ F R #(total heterotrophic bacteria)2
¥ % 7k 22+ Nutrient Broth(NB)(8 g/L)* Agarpowder(13 g/L)- | * £ 338 ¥ FE °

T I 237 NIEA E203.54B 2.2 2 » B A ARG LR SE~F R
iR T A A > #2cE 48 hours FE R e fliE AR AW S AT R Y > Bk
BARACT BT L

L =P~ 10g 23 (RE) e FR-2HRIE K5 > VB EFLI L o
2. AR~ S R 2 40mlib A -

3. ﬁ_ﬁi‘:‘ b~ — ,I‘g Tween 80 %2 20 mL 2_ & /'f" ﬁ@l&ﬁ’;ﬁ% @7‘/%\ 3 (KI‘I2P04 24 KQHPO4
£ 1gm* L= 80k) o

4. 12 vortex 5 4 B ¥ 3 min o

5. PRt ImL I 1.5 mL tube it {7 B 58 o

R it it i i i ik ik
10’ 107 10° 10 10°¢

10° 10°
0.1mL 0.lmL 0.1mL 0.1mL 0.1mL 0.1mL
1 mL 0.9 mL 0.9 mL 0.9 mL 0.9 mL 0.9 mL 0.9 mL
6. %

a. @i 7 pipette BB~ 0.1 mL F ERFE A
b. MR BEZZ &R H o Kplate I dT 5 1
c. HAEERErT & 30CHE 72 (HAB % 120 - p¥) o

7. 72 ) BB Nl 3R E EE A 2 30~300 0 AR E 5T @0 RS
7% #c (CFU/g dry soil) °

et

AETRRHY @2 APME A AT

Table 4-2-1. BH (Bushnell Hass) medium

Components Concentration (g/L)
MgS0O,4 7H,O 0.2
K>HPO4 1.0
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N Ho

Concentration (g/L)

Components
KH,PO4 1.0
FeCls 0.05
NH4NO; 1.0
CaCl, 0.005

3L : Adjust pH to 7.0~7.2 with HC1

Table 4-2-2. The composition of BH medium for microbial count.

Difco™ NB(Nutrient Broth) Medium

The composition of Synthetic medium
( Marshall et al., 1993)

Component Concentration (g/L) Component Concentration (g/L)
(NH,);NOs 1.3
Beff Extract 3 KH,PO4 5
KoHPO4 5
MgSO, - 7TH,0 0.5
Peptone 5 CaCl, 0.2
Diesel 2

For (Total hetertrophic bacterium)THB counts

For (Hydrocarbon adapted bacterium)
HDB counts

4-3 R HH2KE

4 Figd-3-1 #7 » L HE N 40m’ 2 7) a2 (L 2 3mA5 500 55 % 4 8)
AL KH-200 £i807 4 TRl £ 0% B2 @ e (B #7429 5 3 om) o 4o
Figd-3-2 #7175t » R 2 HE B > B SR F i £ kR 5 2,000

mg-TPH/kg-soil » 2 3t v 4 1= 3t

FAeok i A S A 2 IEIEKIRR 5 20% °

L2 3% A LT s(d BASO b=t it 1 BAS4)E: 5m’ -
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1!§C'a;sej5-(92rr-13) 2/3 Case 6(contaminated soil)

[ -

Sieving by machine

H

o

=

Fig. 4-3-2 JL 42 7 H-hb 2 2 HiE 6 48
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4-4 4 g

AR A A P AR D R EARDFEMGLmAR Jp A
B o e 4 R SE AR B Y L A TR
APMACE P2 AR i A g A Rk o

MG AR Y 2.4 A R p - 4 3w g2 42 A (Plug Flow Reactor) » 5§
ﬁ%%zwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁgﬁw,ﬂ&%yﬁ@ﬁé’E@ﬁ@ﬁ&6%z4
2 BB Y E(NB 4 %0R)~ BB &0 & f2E(Diesel ¥ % k)~ 2 F(PDB ¥ % k)
%ﬁﬂ““%k’ﬂ*’ﬂa%é?mﬁ%’%@F@ﬁZkf&&4#“3i
BT EHEEFAMEREI AL E AP NG R

HRFETIH 2 B RS F R (KWI-KW6) » B0 B 2 8 2. 4 4 8%
it 1501 RE A4 2. Brépfi 5 (4o Figd-4-1) > H & Gl g s s = - 5344
Fndd g2 A2 A PR3 6000 2 2 p WA 4 (H k2 2 5~10% wiw, dry
mass 2. 2 $ G A&l o

Fig.d-4-1 4 %w Jfﬂ g1y

Table 4-4-1 & F Jls B ooped ¥ F7% #(CFU) & 2 3§ R B (7~8 7 )

KWl Kw2 KW3 Kw4 KW5 KW6

HAB (Logip)  7.74 7.32 7.44 7.96 7.80 7.94
THF (Logio)  7.44 6.76 6.88 6.74 6.72 6.66

DAB (Logio)  6.96 6.82 7.24 7.32 7.62 7.38
EA (C) 42 50 57 61 59 50
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JEt Bk b5 R d HEART 2 kS 3

Phate connt numbe{NB/Diexe IPDB medinm)
Logh{ CFUle dry soil

Phite connt number{NB/Diexe \'PDB medinm)
Logl0(CFUlg dry seily
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S = b W B LG ) @

70
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T'late count
number(NB/Diesel/TDB medium)
ry soi
(s}

Log,(CFU/gd
=Y

KW1 KW2 KW3 KWé

KW5 Kweée

ENB
M Diesel
mPDE

[ Temperature

m NB=Heterotrophic aerobic bacteria, HAB

» PDB=Fungi

m Diesel= Hydrocarbon-degrading bacteria, HDB

Fig. 4-4-2 2 4 §L& & k2 #rid a7

(2011/7/4)
I 70
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¥
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7/4 Kitchen waste compost s
BEmNB ®W Diesel © “PDB = =Temperature
i
s F
=
KWl KW EKW3 KWd KW3 KWé

7/19 Kitchen waste compost

N NB W Diese] MUEPDB = ==Temperature

Log 10(CFUJg dry soll)
Y

Logl0(CFUig dry soil)

Phite connt number{NB/DiexeVPDB medinm)

88
182
77
i .376 & 7
KW KwW2 KWwW3 Kww4 KW5 KWé
7/11 Kitchen waste compost
W NB W Diesel 0 |PDB = ==Temperature
10
o g 379 A
1.7 5
8 72,74 -
74
6
54
4]
34
24
| g
0+
KWl Kw2 KW3 KW4d EKW3 KW6

8/2 Kitchen waste compost

EEE NB B Diesel MUEPDB = ==Temperature

Fig. 4-4-37~8 1 i» 2 4~ @ &2 % i (2011/7/4 ~ 8/2)
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Fig. 4-4-4 # $ &2 5% 1 (2011/8/8 ¥ 2009 &)

4-5 % - PFE-RB R T 12K
FRRP LRSS EREFI B G 0 AP Frr a2 g i

Im > ] * $4>7n F B (Plug flow reaction, PFR)IZ# = j* & 3% ;in /3 /& (recirculated
seeding) P 4 4o Fig. 4-5-1> A3+ 4 F|2 S g ] b5 A 2 ik /A 5 5 4t i
150 BHY &4 135 B lird) e (control) » H 4 4 3 L daie w (BASI ~ BAS2
BAS3 ~BAS4) s & 2% 35 = <+ 4 3m*1.2m*1.5m (LxWxH) > £;5 4 = % 20m’ »

3 H 0 IE A L Sm’ 2 S B A w A4 2 BASO 2 74 150L 2
Frfd fdusem BASL ) % 7 A PF > BASI G 7T p A p g flipts o € A 2
PR Y G LA AW ATEER RBASI S Im’ 2 2 > 3 BAS2
PEE O~ Im’ #7554 2 > (BAS1) # > BAS2 4t » 4m’ #7754 4 2R & 4 5m’ 4 3
PRI A S SmP 2z B i Rpe L & 7 XS
- ERREF S i Bt A 20m 2 B A et o P S L MR IE A K
ek FEASLE O N AERPELE T RGREF ISR T L AR AR
BT L& B HpiEdfade - 2o & A LWHE 1500 2 fae o 5 p ek
VR T ORF L 1520%  HBEREE L FE Gt P w0 k2 d
5% =t Ld BASI B4no £ ik A ¢ i 73 3 BAS] ~ BAS2 ~ BAS3 2 BAS4 %
2 R FRREREEFRORRE T 0 BFES FER & 10~18% > @ i &304F
AP A R BB TG o BREANY 24 B (BASO)H 35 4 frea et L 3gd o ¥
A E ok o @ ¢ it ®(BASI - BAS2 - BAS3 2 BAS4)R| & 43wz 4 H R
% 7% {2 & (Rhamnolipid) &2 # #= & Consortia BA-3 » ¢ 7 w i & 2 Ak
(CC-BCI11 ~ CC-JG39 ~ CC-FH2 2 CC-LSH4) > ¥ 11 i3 24 ' f2»c % o

A
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KWI KW2  KW3  KW4 | KW5 | KWé BB FTR £=R FUE EIR 58
8/8 Kitchen waste compost 2009 Temperature and Microbial counts of Cheng
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Seeding

Compost adding
=150L

Seeding

=150L

Seeding

Compost adding

=150L

3
S

Compost | Compost Compost

% Pilot scale - Land farming:
By turn over machine

TA1R-FHMAREAL PE R

™ Blouugmmhhon's“"" FProf. Tsung-C'ham Chang Labosratary

Indigenous mivreorsmism - Enriched culinee (10°CFL g sl
Diesel degrading bacteria:

{ rewedesniar eeliennivesrenis (J(GAD)
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4-6 7 75 (TPH)2 $ & 47 % &1 % 2
()TPH 74 st & * &£ 4 GC-FID & B 4 472

B RGEF DL 2 402 2 NIEAWS02.50B> 12 = & 7 ' 5 5373 & Na,SO,
e & 475 A P8 (VCX-750)2 42 % it 5 B2 (NIEA M167.000) 5 B~ F b gt & 1
Fr g MEITREF AT X GRS GRE R R RS S
(GC-FID)(NIEA S703.60B) » A 45 ik % ¢h4] %% : Varian CP-3800 GC-FID - i¢ * 2_ =
fg & ‘DB-1(HT) (315 No.123-1131, Agilent, USA)> 21 : 30 m, ID: 0.32 mm, film:
0.1mo

TPH analysis (TPHClo.,czg & TPHc10~c4o)
Table.4-6-1. TPHc10-c28 & TPHcio~c40 analysis condition of GC-FID

Temperature program TPHc10-ca0 (H) TPHcio-c28 (D)
Injector Temperature (°C) 350 280
Initial temp. (C) 50 (hold 5 min) 40 (hold 1 min)
Oven Temperature rate(°C /min) 10 10
Final temp. (C) 350 (hold 10 min) 280 (hold 10 min)
Detector Temperature (°C) 350 280
Total analysis time (min) 50 35

X AWM DERZZE Hif 2@ T2 bk RATEE S 2 Mkl d K E R -

_FID1 A, (LOB0S18HTESTO009.D)
pA

5
0
a5 4
404

36 o
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§ 10 15 20 25 20 24

Fig. 4-6-1. Illustration of 1000 ppm Diesel for D program analysis by GC-FID
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Fig.4-6-2. Illustration of 2000 ppm fuel oil for H program analysis by GC-FID

4-72 423 5 it 4 2 ipliz
(1)2 % DNA 33~
A E P % DNA X B2 * B % 2t 4 R A o0 Miller-modify method = j2 /& p
> AP R E A KRFLE o FITH I AT AT
(1) * 1X-PBS (ImL)jjietk &= = o (% B 31 1% 1 -Rip et 2 70C)
-F=0.5g 2 3 3%
-3~ 13000rpm » 3 ~ 5 min (M2 4 min)
-1 Pipette 3% B~ s (5 2. F &R o (7 3 3] 2 )
-% % 3 &k sample P2 2 mL 2 tube % °
(2) 4t » extraction buffer & mix well e
-extraction buffer 7 (1)phosphate buffer 300 uL
(2)Lysis bufter 300 uL
(3) #-Eppendof & » 70°C 2 -kiF#, » #c# Smin o
<zI>% - 4 1.5mL 2 tube 7 ¥ & BRFE - F 2 parafilm 34 T
(4) #< 13000 rpm ° 5 min °
(5) A&

A4

Bt b ik o B ik de » 3 £ 2 [phenol /chloroform /TAA] » mix well -
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¢ isoil iUk 2. 4 3 + Extraction buffer(600 pL) > #-H % >~ 2 3 0.5 5.2 Glass
bead ¥+ ¢ » @& * bead # 1 ~ 3 min(#E# 25 FF 18) o £ 4 »
[phenol/chloroform/IAA] 300 pL °

& 600 uL 2 (1).0.5 5.2 Glass bead
[phenol/chloroform/IAA] (2).300pL 2 [phenol/chloroform/IAA]
+ (3).Extraction buffer (600uL)
+ i (600 pL) s;-il
(") (¢)

(6)#(5)¢ 2z sample &t~ (13000 rpm » 5 min) ©

’J\é] {gﬁf 600 },LL — DNA >+ H i

7k

Phenol &

(7) #-Hps@ie® ~e s g2 P RiRCkA)E S 500 pLomix & - F ¥ ** New tube
(8) 4t » £1(7)2 i% %4 £ & [phenol /chloroform /IAA] 1000 uL » mix well e

(9) . 13000 rpm ° 5 min °

(10) B~ ki > 4 » £ £ 2 chloroform 900 pL & > mix well -

(11) &t~ 13000 rpm > 5 min °

% & 1.5mL - tube

(12) B~F Ko > 4o 2 BREF(11 9 1mL)2 100 %iFpF > % B4 % 30 ~ 60 min o <
> Y 4C

(13) 4C 4z~ 13000 rpm ~ 10 min > T H-+ £ -
-1 pipette = P~

(14) 4c 70%Fp# 600 uL #- pellet & i5-

(15) 4°C 4= 13000 rpm ~ S5min > T H-+ i -
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<zx>4 * | mL pipette 3¢ > £ # 100 pL pipette 3¢
(16) 3 3 % b 3 o <3r>F 45 % > 22 b 48k 2.9 2 hours
(17) 4v » 50 uL 2. TE buffer ;3 DNA -

<3X>3% B T % %% overnight 2 #- TE buffer 12 65°C Kz 4c 44 10 min {3 & *

(2) 7j¥ DNA-PCR % = &

d 3> RhikA? DNAGERMBE Mo & xe‘.ﬁjﬁ T3giE > > #ig T PCR 4= d 2
HorE Bz DNARGFTE R 5 (16S) 22 DNA #HHi3c+ - 277 ¢ Fli
43t 7 T-RFLP 2. & 47 > #7@ * 03l 3 54 3 4 £« EUB 338* ~ 1392R* > PCR ,éi
%k k= R % 2 do(Table 4-7-1)#77% o

Table 4-7-1. Condition of variouse primers used in PCR

EUB338* & 1392R* for TRFLP analysis

Condition Cycle
94°C 5 min 1
94°C 60 sec
55C 60 sec 30
72°C 90 min
72°C 3 min 1

2F & 10R or 1512F & 6R for Microarray biochip analysis

Condition Cycle
94°C 2 min 1
94°C 1 min
45°C 1 min 35
72°C 1.5 min
72°C 7 min 1
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RERF -
oo s 1 7200 M/H » Hermle 5 J2-21 M/E » Beckman
% Pq s T AR Mupid-2 > Cosmo

¥ eh k% 35 0 Macro Vue UV-25 » Hoefer

(3) % H it s 4 Mperd FF s

AP A AR FR AR E A KRR HFTFE A ERY 0 ¢ 7 2
2> PCR F b~ %24 fece L (DNA & %)z 8 (7 ~ % P4 fesiceit 2 e
}‘@ o

16S-23S Pt e A FIFIE T (ITS) = 953 = %5

%50 uLePCRF 4 ¥ 7 7 $4 DNA ~ PCR¥ =% (10 x) ~ ANTP ~ & F°k *
25l FL R FHEAEREAMR Y SIF2F2 10R F 2 2 & FEL FERN R
515 1512F% 6R » PaTesc i B2 F ik 2 40& 19977 o PCRA 4+ 112 % agaroseit {7
T & 0 12100 bp ladderd (T8 » 1250V E &R 77 & %90 min 0 12 ethidium
bromide 48 Fim T % ¢ 204 45 0 ] UV B fored® & 5 (IS-2000 Digital
Imaging System, Alpha Innotech Corporation, San Leandro, Ca.) izéks% % -

1. B4 ﬁ’x,{%'ﬂ;"f—(DNA g 7 )2 ¥

MAAT P AR G P AR £ 0 20 F16S-23S P M Pk AL I
% 59 2R FeE (GeneBank) F '&:}%2@ tsE %> DNASL F2 4
4] * pered 2l 4 4% (Wittech, Taipei) » # F 2. F < 45 8f 8 /T 5 400 um > B2 BLFF ¢
w2 FEAE S 1,000 pm o i€ f”’ﬁ%‘ra ¥ 3 & T2 LA (Roche) o &% %4 fhdx
¢ 54 BE R30I E(F THFEE) R EHRE A E e (position
marker, M)» HE5#3Ee- B3 2 A Fa06RIF (RBEREZ2 M) 35
EL b aEE Y e £ 2 UVA(UV Stratalinker 1800, Stratagen) » P& #4304
LB R AL L ST A F X2 B P T4 45120.5 x SSC (1 x SSC % 0.15 M
NaCl, 0.015 M sodium citrate)-0.1% SDSii% » §g% {6 R GEF & * -

2. B HEMELZ R

(1) Prehybridization: #-2L4F cn DNA chip * UV & &+ 30 45014 5-10 £ = 0.5 x SSC
(1 x SSC % 0.15 M NacCl, 0.015M sodium citrate, pH 7.0) + 0.1% SDS buffer ;&
X X H#H A& 2min- #-chip *x 432 £ x + > 4¢ 5-10 ml hybridization solution (B~
25 ml 20 x SSC » “4r 1 ml 10% N-lauroylsarcosine » *r 0.2 ml 10% SDS > 4r 10 ml
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10 x blocking reagent [Roche] > 2 63.8 ml -k)> B #F 2 hours > A%

hybridization solution °

(2) Hybridization : PCR & 4~ 12 95°C 4c#t 5 min {5 » = T3tk + 4 fr > #-& -

chip 3z » 24-well 32 % % ¢ > & - B well 4r » 0.5 ml 7 hybridization solution >
£ 2 10 pl PCR A 474 » 3w g ¢ ch® — well > & S0CHRFFRTEF 15h
e E o F 5 chips 7B ch- &z P 5-10 ml washing solution
(100 ml maleic acid buffer [0.1 M maleic acid + 0.15 M NaCl, pH 7.5]) % 4 =< » =

Xz E AT Smin o

(3) pr% & ¢ F J& ¢ 54 wash solution > 4r » 5-10 ml blocking solution (12 blocking

38

reagent [Roche]: maleic acid buffer [1/10, w/v] 7% f#{s 121°C = ) $=icds & 1
/|- FF > 5|4 blocking solution » 4r » 5-10 ml 12 blocking solution ﬁ?ﬁ 2500 & 2z
alkaline phosphatase conjugated anti-digoxigenin atibody (Fab fragment, Roche,
Cat. No. 1093274) i£ic¥s5 > ¢ 2 & & 1 /| ¥ o 5$# antibody solution > 12 5-10
ml washing solution /& 3 =t » & X # & 15 4 4& - §]4L washing solution > ¢ » 5-10
ml detection buffer (0.1 M Tris-HCI, pH 9.5; 0.1 M NaCl) =27 » @ 2 F & 5

bk o #-chip # FI3745 % @ > 4c » 150 ul substrate solution (12 detection buffer
### NBT/BCIP stock solution [Roche] 50 %) WE-EL P FPRHERES AT

U AZ®Y F AT HE TR A 10 A4 RBRER I A5, &
Ed =27 30-45 AR o Bofs 13 SRR B B #-DNA
B F R A PR T AITRRALFE B BE



5-1 A AT AT
(-) R¥NZH

2010/2/10 #»=xm ARFH EB2LHpBEFCRAFTLFET FIFRIES I
34 v H2 TCasel ;~"Case2 ~"Case3 ~"Case4 ~TCase 5, £ "Case 6, =
B B 54 I MOFRRE S 1~2m > 2~2.5m ~ 2.5~3m ~ 3~3.5m ~ Case.5 ¥7 Case.6
AR THA S )IF BILE HHE L KRR o 2 B RIFIER A B (4 Table

5-1-1 %57 ) > W 7 bl & 1 ﬁ#,};}i%@,?200~5000mg/kgdrys011"‘f Case 5
BAL G L RRERE  p g A B BAEL & CI0-C28 1 - 2 7]

GC-FID )éi 1B fE4T 2 ik 50 B A ¥ peak 5 i 4apd 4 1 & F (branched alkanes) e

R BAEA AP LT % B o 1 &2 Case | &2 Case 5 #7 ik Akt

BlEB 0 Fl A 4};????#4 mz\Iﬁ_,)g_,—s" \l_:,?fr;!ig-l y B X
Bos PR BILHF R ITE R

L
v
AR

At 3 ese i & o> P2 Case 5
o H s & AR up/%‘rﬁy,,?.‘rﬂ A0 TR &

FrAard > ik Case | AR > B Sz - B4R v 4L BT

33 (Phase study) ; Case 5 & Case 6 P28 & = Vi (7 1 = 48 5 (Pilot scale)z &

o

Table 5-1-1. % 224p s % # 1 fu 2 ;R &~ 7.5 % (2010/2/10)
el R A e R el
A #(%) 0.310 0.349 0.245 0.454 2.80 0.417
LEER REEE | HEREL| PHEEL | BEEL | BEEL | PEss
4 Sand(%) 209 50.3 739 48 33.1 67.9
s Silt(%) 46.0 20.7 9.4 68.3 316 134
54 Clay(%) 33.1 29.0 167 269 353 187
T 28 45 /1(cmol/kg) 6.95 7.58 5.21 6.49 15.1 5.24
2 8 N(%) 0.0575 0.0568 0.0273 0.0554 0.155 0.0257
25 P(mg/kg) 360 514 205 558 1455 405
247 K(mg/ke) 3307 2196 1730 2736 3497 2115
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Bt BT A EA T 2 AT

AFRRFPEDPRFLIE 2RI BRI R 2T L S
PR P LT ATRERIED B AR kR LA REFT A b
£ 32977 o195 2010 & 2011 2 B &4 BB end A X G - BA R Y > &
3 F R R T RUE o KHWN 12 8 4 4 4 ¢ F(sand) b 89.4% ~ B (silt)
i 4.5% ~ AbA(clay) it 6.1% 5 KHS2 th2 % © Fi(sand)ib 20.9% ~ ¥4 (silt) i
46.0% ~ A (clay) b 33.1% ; KHS2.5 14 H e & 1 #)(sand) & 50.3% ~ B4 (silt) it
20.7% ~ A4 (clay) & 29.0% ; KHM3 2 3 8 & Fj(sand) b 73.9% ~ B4 (silt) it
9.4% ~ Ak (clay) & 16.7% ; KHD3.5 13 3 0% 1 Fi(sand) i 4.8% ~ 4 (silt) ik
68.3% ~ A4 (clay) it 26.9% ; KHO2 h2 # & © Fi(sand) it 33.1% ~ B4 (silt) it
31.6% ~ A4 (clay) it 35.3% ; KH20 h2 3 4 @ Fi(sand) it 67.9% ~ B4 (silt) i
13.4% ~ b4 (clay) & 18.7% ~ 13450 ¢ 2 A7 4o WEE A b P & 2 HUER 2
FEFREEL AL AR o kg E B FI% (US. Department of Agriculture, USDA)<
FHEF e A EE - B2 o KHWN~KHS2 ~KHS2.5~KH3 ~KHD3.5~KH92 ~ KH20 *
A G B R) 2 (Loamy sandy) ~ Ak F 3 2 (Clay Loam) ~ #) fT 4k 2 (Sandy clay
loam) ~ #) F 3 1 (Sandy loam) ~ ¥ B 3% 2 (Silt loam) ~ Z& 5 3% 2 (Clay loam) ~ #) B 3%
4 (Sandy loam) c 2 EF FA A FH 247> PRS- FRILFTESL > L KHS2
BKH92 A 4 ko AT F PRI UARF 2 0T 5 gt RS E 8L o 1395 KHS2 & KH92
MR AL IELEPREFLATEE > Y F A AL P 5 8 (Organic Carbon) &
031 £ 2.80% 5.5 (N) i 0.0575 £ 0.155 % B4(P) i 0.036 £ 0.1455% T 7 C:
N:P &% i KHS2=100 : 18.5: 11.6 £ KH92=100 : 5.5 : 5.2 > " $jics 4 & if
PWEAPRT2ZCINIP=100:10 1 1945t 5% F4 KHS2 &§ &3 £
ERIRREEHERIKHI2 2} R ERF ZEREE L AR ST P KHI2
FEDRDBF AL EF TR EY G IR % (Brook et al.,2001) ©

52 § - FPE A R E RS S (KH-20&KH-92)

KH92(Brown ‘=#hd¢ 2 #-92m* i§ & 9 5 3IC)k p B 7 B2 F 07T 5
%ﬁﬁm4$,4¢@£ﬁﬁii%ﬁ?l%zi%’f%ﬁ%“@ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ

CFIFE BRI P DRI I G o A HEE LR A R LA B L AP R
W éi&%ﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂ%iﬁﬁ&%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%%’iﬁﬂ%%$¢dj
WAL 031 % > & F b 0.155% > Bk 0.1455% T §#H C:N:P=100:57:52>
Rt i £ T2 CINIP=100: 10 : 1(Table 5-2-1) o d p* {8 & >
KHO2 th§ 7 Bfi# 2L B s EPRFIMEICEF3 422 Y TR
(Brook et al.,2001) o ¥ #F » 3% 3 3 5§ #5 2 ?é_’ﬁ FB P B o 4EP 2 ILH-TE T‘F;/f]‘ be g
BOTR AP A A M R A AT 2 BRURR - XA LT
ﬁﬂ%PMﬁiﬂﬁ%%ﬂﬁii"ﬁ*édwixéﬁaw°
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KH20(Dark gray % 2. ¢ 2 3 etk p 2 4 73> #iH i chd s> 1 1 3 3%

v

KB RAE LR KRB AR YT 5 1000 mg- TPH/kg-soil » 2 3-km
Bk E AT AL o KH-92 22 KH-20 % kg 2 40 7357 54 2 38 > 194 %

1At f e it

» KH-92m 2 4 44 7 2 3147 2|
iF et BR TR KH20 P 2 A2 544 2 5 4 A
# 8L B 4 5 1000 mg- TPH/kg-soil o

REBFARL X AR
PFHEIERTE

KH20 s it B o trie sk > 23? FR LAY 5 B 0417 %> 2§ i
0.0257% > & ik 0.0405%( Table 5-2-1) « LT #FH C: N :P=100:58:9.7° d } ¥

I KH20 %
A aER S A RE

pL fyl]

A
zE

» AL G o Ram > fpit KH92 - KH20 &
AL 5 AL T 4t KH20 2B

’?ﬁj%i ’ 41%3LF)%$'&KH92 —;:.‘\ ’ N%‘*"ﬁ"kiﬂi/\ 7&,«;; 1%‘:; .

+ C:N:IP

v

A

Table 5-2-1. Initial soil analysis report for characteristics and properties of KH samples.

Item of soil KHWN KHS2 |KHS2.5| KHM3 | KHD3.5| KH92 KH20
analysis (2010) (2011) | (2011) | (2011) | (2011) (2011) (2011)
Physical analysis (7 2 3 33 4 3% ¥ w)
Sand(%) 89.4 20.9 50.3 73.9 4.8 33.1 67.9
Silt(%) 4.5 46.0 20.7 9.4 68.3 31.6 13.4
Clay(%) 6.1 33.1 29.0 16.7 26.9 353 18.7
. Loamy Clay Sy Sandy Silt Clay Sandy
Soil texture clay
sand Loam loam loam Loam loam
loam
Organic Carbon
(%) 1.34 0310 | 0.349 | 0.245 | 0.454 2.80 0.417
Total Nitrogen 0.062 0.0575 | 0.0568 | 0.0273 | 0.0554 | 0.155 | 0.0257
(N, %) 0.0416 0.036 | 0.0514 | 0.0295 | 0.0558 | 0.1455 0.0405
Total P (%)
C:N:P 32.2:1.5:1(8.6:1.6:1]6.8:1.1:118.3:0.9:1(8.1:0.99:1{19.2:1.1:1]10.3:0.6:1
Extraction
Potassium
(Ammonium 36.7 33.07 21.96 17.3 27.36 34.97 21.15
acetate extraction,
cmol/kg)
Cation Exchange
Capacity 4.37 6.95 7.58 5.21 6.49 15.1 5.24
(CEC, cmol/kg)
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Table 5-2-2. B2epBE R F I j sy - T2 ER A AL HHEA

I.Biopile (since 2/10) Residual TPHc10-c40 (Mg TPH/KQ)

Case 5 (KH-92m”) 4424+605

Case 6 (KH-20) 1154+764

Table 5-2-3. % 2&4m % &= 7 i fuid3 %+ B2 & 475 % (2010/2/10)

/;}*;fﬁ':[ﬁ B Case | Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 5 Case 6
1-2m 2~-2.5m 2.5~-3m 3~-3.5m 92 m? KH-20

Mz GAcbmiRE [ 135254 (4791119 ND 951+£379 44241605 | 11541764

(mg/kg dry soil)

TESKRE (%) 11.9 4.6 42 29.7 14.1 9.1

B wmE 6.9x 103 1.3x 107 2.5x 107 1.7x 107 1.1x108 4.1x 107

(CFU/g dry soil)

BEAER 3.9x10? 4.2x 106 2.9x 109 2.3x10¢ 1.2x 107 1.03x 107

(CFU/g dry soil)

TPHcqg.ca0= 44242605 mg/kg dry soil (n=3)

24

22 4

20 4

Response

(-
s 10 15 20 25 0 35 a0
Time(min)
Fig.1 Initial gas chromatographic scheme of KH -92 soil site(2011).
_FID1 A, (N110218ATESTOO0S.0)
PA
Ly TPHg.ca0= 1154 £ 764 mg/kg dry soil (n=3)

Response

0 : ) 5 ) 25 30 B B min
Time(min)
Fig.2 Initial gas chromatographic scheme of KH -20 soil site(2011).

Fig 5-2-1.% z24p 1t & % 1 fi2o KH-92&KH-20 * % > 23 £ kR A 1758 %
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KH-92&KH-20 2 # 2 jigc2 4 = & 47(2011/2/10)

Rk B n & LR 20 (Fig5-2-2) 93 105 B #0525
ﬁmm&ﬁ&vw%,gé%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%mmm’u}Qﬂ2ﬁi§ﬁ4%?10
BACL IS 0 Y KH92 2 2 B2 FRTAS  E A AP
“ﬁmzm@éaﬁ’Fﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁmﬁaﬂmmw’*ﬁ* KH-20 2 32 4
e R L 4 R(PDB)S K g £ B -

oo

F_L

&wjﬁwz SHEA PR TARR > REAKEEPA R T 1 E2 KH-20 2
. g b BRFFINB)A R G R W A b RIS 7 -
iﬁ%@ VR TR L AR DA PR A o

B R iR R A LY > KH-92 W4 fie g+t KH-20 e 2 4 7% 8 A8
P OKH-92 (giffs it Al be » B3 PRZOT o A RBLFHLR @] &
Jﬁmﬂw’%**ﬁzWﬁ#%ﬁwﬁ_r%qﬁﬁié)uﬁﬁWﬁL%moﬂ
AR B R LRSI REFL PR R e L PR T xSk o

-4 KH-20 crufér 4 & > 272 /47 Pﬁi*%éaﬁ*«‘r‘”* A o R

i 4o(Fig. 5-2-2) * 4B ¥ H(NB)e2 £ & Zk&mﬁﬁ%’ Fag 10" /i
#o; % E 3 F(Diesel) 5 10 i 2 amm»kﬁlwgmm ° f 6-4

=

ﬁiﬂgﬁ%mé&@’@ﬁﬁUfuimﬁwﬁJﬁmOﬁiﬂ%M%ﬂﬁ%m
Pl A B W3RT 100 B d P20 Tl e AR AR > A g 2
LA R Fa R T

9.0

8.0

&
=3

7.4 74
72 72 7.2 7.2

69 (X2

o
=1

6.7 6.7

o
=Y

5.3

bl
=1

uNB

*
=1

Diesel

FDB

w
o

Total cell number(NB/Diesel/PDB medium)
Log,.(CFU/gdry soil)
\

=1

0.0
1(2M) 2(2.3M) 33M) 4(3.5M) 5(92m3) B(KH20)

Fig.5-2-2. # @4p 1 5 % fiz 2 3 R 2 7% (CFU)3 dc % % (2010/2/10)

43



et Bop b 54 HEAR T 2 kit 22

F-RBER-ERSPRRPLICFEIBDEFEE
( Monitoring Nature Attenuation , 2011/2/10~2011/7/4 )
FiE S BRERF R )TAFTOREMRE AP AL ER AH KHR2 A

T ool AEE 3 A4k R 33T 5,000mg TPH/kg £ 548 5 B ek 8 1 3 3 feda
ok gE A2 e PRT 2T kR R IRP AT T R ARE (S Y 3,000 mg
TPH/kg = +) > 2R B2 F R TERY - 35 F(C/ICO)T & X 40~50% ° KH-20 2
SRILE RN AREREF A BIERE S 2,000mg TPH/Kg B 5|3 % ¢ 1 33
FREBEGHDAEIZGE  KTE AT BATE S > AKX TS 2,000 mg
TPH/kg » [ {6 538 3 B 7 chp REFEA - RARSET L™ 2485 > & v P17
2,000 mg TPH/kg ™ 1+ 2 #pt & it & 47 ik & (Fig 5-2-3) °

6000

= L= KH-20 =k KH-02

5000

4000 ‘\“— il / \

TPH{mg/kg dry soil)

2000 T I T
[
1000 J - - T
o
2 3 4 5 ]

Months

Fig. 52-3.2 > B A& it &3 k& Tl (2011/2/10 ~2011/7/4, n=3 )

g KH-92 22 KH-20 2 2 ¢ S 7E de o 133955 % 7 fv(Fig. 5-2-4) 0 A F 48
¥ ANB)2 £ &7 e et i B B % 4 81T 1070 B Fi e 220 R
AREBAER > RPN KH92 22 RBYFHARE BN 10 BHTE &
FAELRBEI SR TEE YN ARPEEZ LY -

10

=21 3/10 5123 7/4
9

@

~

o

Plate count number{NB medium)
Logl 0(CFU/gdry soil))

KH20 KH92

Fig.5-2-4.2 > R 3 ¥ A2 ¥ 75 #8(CFU)#A & (2011/2/11 ~2011/7/4)
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A 4 P iR

o el 4 o By B RS % 4o BT (Table 5-2-4 ¥ 5-2-5)0 ded &6 4 4k o
Case 1~Case 6 2 2 3 % ¥ 3 3L Gordonia alkanivorans [#f&; Case 1~Case 3 £ Case
6(KH-20)2 2 & ¢ 4 3% Bacillus subtilis & ; Case 1 ~ Case 2 ~ Case 3 ~ Case 4
22 Case 6(KH-20)2- 1 & ¢ ¥ 4 3 Pseudomonas sp. ; Case 1 ~ Case 3 ~ Case 6(KH-20)
2_ 3 3% ¥ 3 I Sphingomonas yanoikuyae ; ¥ ¢t > Case3 » # R &Z H s 2 7 F b
Acinetobacter sp. ~ Acinetobacter junii * Gordonia desulfuricans % & 2 i & i F/6 »
B REARREL B AfERE P4 2 m A2 5 (Atlas, 1984; Bossert
and Bartha., 1984; Cullen et al., 1994) - 1245t %% F4r> f- 34 4 > ¢ 24 "5 f2
Ao eXd 32 %EBY pRFE Fla XL R2EFAFSJI Y RLT  ES G

& E F kA 0 Case 1~6 2 4 3% ¥ 4 3 Aspergillus fumigatus ~ Candida
tropicalis £ Pseudallescheria boydii = Ff& ; Case 3 2 ¥ ¢ R|4 3 Candida
guilliermondii ¥ Candida parapsilosis £ # & 2 37 e x5 & & f2 7544 5 Case
5(KH-92)4 3@ » 33— # 75 Aspergillus versicolor Ff& » 7 | ¥ iy £23% 4 30 2 4
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Table 5-2-4. B 224ptF % 7 1 Fuid % 2 2 & 2 e P15 % (Case 1~3)

kA
T 2 e Case 1 Case 2 Case 3
(Bfb 2)
L ] 1 ) 6
) . 5 : 1
[ ] . <
S0000N N 080000 000 400000 oo
® » o
2 3: & 2 e @, 7 20 ®
4 - .
- 4
q:0) ];:]I*\P‘ .
1.Bacillus subtilis 2. G. alkanivorans |1 B. subtilis
b Gordonia 3. Pseudomonas sp. g S alléanlvorans
alkanivorans - Fseudomonas sp.
3.Pseudomonas sp. 4.S. )_/an0|kuyae
4.Sphingomonas 5. Acinetobacter sp.
vanoikuyae 6. Acinetobacter junii
7.Gordonia desulfuricans
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M2k Case 1 Case 2 Case 3
(B t)
1 1 1 = o
o 2 ® ® &
000 009 | 200 00 o0 oo
® . ®
& e ] ‘®
£ F)%R K '3 3 5 3
1.Aspergillus fumigatus| 1. A. fumigatus 1. A. fumigatus
2.Pseudallescheria 2. P. boydii 2. P. boydii
boydii 3. C. tropicalis 3. C. tropicalis
3. Candida tropicalis 4.Candida guilliermondii
5. Candida parapsilosis
Table 5-2-5. B 2841 & 7 1 fuis % 2 th2 & 2 Bk RS % (Case 4~6)
#* ~
M2k Case 4 Case 5 Case 6
(B t)
® 1
@ ®
B o =
.
o0o0o00O® 000 .......... .....2....
e 2 e L]
2 3@ @ 2 L Q ®
L] * 4
2. G. alkanivorans 2. G alkanivorans |1. B. subtilis
3. Pseudomonas sp. 2. G. alkanivorans
3. Pseudomonas sp.
4. S. yanoikuyae
E AR 4 5 6
1 8 1
& e .| ¢ @ -
- & ® o ® &
®e® 00| g00 o0 000 o0
bt © ®
. -1 . .
3
1. A. fumigatus 1. A. fumigatus 1. A. fumigatus
2. P. boydii 2. P. boydii i
5 C. tropicali . 2. P. boydii
- L. tropicalis 3.C. troplcalls 3. C. tropicalis
6.Aspergillus
versicolor

46




5-3 % - PFERAR T AR (LR m N SEMBT 1 #)

2010/7/11 % % 2458 § 7 1 BORSAL T ¥ 75 % 4 % i 7 A2 T BAS 0
L4 2 (5m’) > 7 Bk WA pARERES N F TSRS
"BAS 1, (Sm)RlF R MpF R 2 R A2 2 FAUMISOL) e~ 23 P Tt
FEk e (kw2 BB ABPIERY BRITER T B AL T F C R4
TAR(SEMBT % & F i g in%1i2) 7 f}%m?ﬁéi‘%azom C AL
0 % p¥ > gt ¥ BASO(CT ek f KH-92 4 = )TPH k & 3T 3000 mg/kg dry soil § **
BASI(% p KH-20)2. TPH ik & 1000 mg/kg dry soil ; % 7 = p% » BAS1 5 7 p 2

P fte 22 1%t > TPH k& "% 2 500 mg/kg dry soil » #7 2|+ i BAS] 1 & %) ﬁ;"fiﬁ
donA o TR GICHA ST s f A E e f % TPH (7 5 AR 0 i T
Peig TPH 22" f2 o % 14 X pF > d 20331 > 2 & p 45 & 0 F| i BASO(CT

)2 S R sdpet 12 B2 KHO2 AT > @ # TPH L& 4 fcit & > BASI 2.
TPHEE R 7 » 2 ARF - X7 iy Z 23 DFTE 42 Mo ¥ b R7d0i2 T BAS2
232 TPH k& B # % 500 mg/kg dry soilo (53 29 % 3 = fado fp » % & 20m’
2 2 EL A f3 > BASO(CT %73 40k & 4% 9 5 2000 mg/kg dry soil ; BAS1~4 2
TPH & & ] % <>+ 1000 mg/kg dry soil °

KH20(Sand) as . .
/ Target BAS biopile L | Stabilization |
3500 |rm= 2T (turning over by t1auto1 ) =-BAS1
e ioxiposlt Start up |
3000 added 28d_ Fresh ——-"BAS2
I Co?fis'f 41d.Fresh
BEOC compost
= 2500 KH20 & KH92 achlJed —=~"BAS3
2 combined 3-Fresh
:—. compost D Y
< 2000 1 added —+—'BAS4
: T
Eﬂ 1500 -»Control#y
T e (H7 1)
o i
= 1000
500 \/r
L ]
0 | | | |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Time (day)
2md-Field study- 4 #4 7 T KB 8814 3k

Fig. 5-3-1.% = Ff 24 v 42/ TPH kR % 1

47



B TRy s AT 2 ki SR

=

2P BRBEFTE S SR F B2 B

BOS2 B et AT D F (O Z § 1M RL(CO) R R
@*“ﬁiﬁ”{ﬁé%%iﬁ%ﬂ@fdﬁﬂ%&i%mﬂkW“’

g
BT A o REFHIIF R AR T FET RS T RB 2

A ZF VA A GHATI T F Y 0 FI e Y I RSy AT h 2
oy e A2EREP-F P RIEERELZLFT FE

Fig.5-3-2 5 BAS 47|22 % g %2 @ -d B® 7080 BAS 7 &g
B - T[# ! ﬁﬂ/éﬁtﬁéﬁﬂ(ﬁ FAEEE - AP S) 305 PR § i}i’%f-'r%i‘%’%
—’:io 6*?5 m:f.tufgmgl)fpni T%*&FHT&’F}*“BAS <;| 11;};)’@
,?%&%%$i%m@1mﬁﬁﬂ@-$$ﬁﬁﬂ%4.&5%~ﬁ LY.

FIT5%F F & o ¥ TPH (S8 cn® it > ficd Hred e (8% bribrina®™ M o 8 1 92

-
=

— ..

< ’iﬁzmgl&}‘ Q,ﬁr‘??ﬁf%ﬁmls(%}—f’

—fi—-BAS0O-CT —a—BASI < BAS2 £ BAS3 ® BAS4
25.00
20.00
~ 15.00 "N
&
& x
10.00 e
@
5.00 X
000 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
0 7 14 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91 98 105
BAS series operating days

Fig. 5-3-2. BAS 4 7|2 § # %

@

AR

Fig.5-3-3 5 BAS 43|22 - § "R 2GRl -d BY ¥ ugFm 2iigd
E
L

Pllgeens— B2 PRS- F i E S 228 A523%2+% 0 30
BAS4 1 5% 31T 23%h= § A & s d 3t ph i BAS4 B %\i#%’iﬁ?'\/f*

4r ﬂ;ubﬁ*&%;%ﬁ@” ﬁfg;}gg 745r43f,.pka£k?rr fﬁ]‘péJ, e g i)f’”’}
RE A A P ek B e (T o

48




—8—BASO-CT —&—BASI BAS2 F BAS3 @ BAS4
25.00
o
20.00
=
<
3 15.00
S
10.00 X
X &
5.00 A
0.00 T T T T T T T T T T T T 1

0 7 14 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91 98 105
BAS series operating days

Fig. 5-3-3. BAS & 5|2 = § (- s % 1t & % B

IR kF

ERCREN S NS P (1 ZES A PR S R RS b MG
@gizﬁ),BAsgzqgﬂ;i#i¢g$q<;¢ﬁi%IS%z;r°¢A37%F¢’z K
FPETHERS > 2D RS TR AR RF L aEF
et 14 X MBFFE I wAR 0 B F R F RN FFY 15~20% 0 dk R o RiE

22

£ 120 X 0% = FFECSEMBT 102 16 > 2 /K& @ #41 & 15% = + (Fig. 5-3-4) °

¢ KH20 m KH92(origin) =fe=BASQ ===e=BAS] ==t==BAS2 =@—=BAS3 -———BAS4

25.00
20.00 X

S 1500 - O

< * ¢

T 1000

E 5.00

S

g 000 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

-14 -7 0 7 14 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91 98 105112119
Days

Fig. 5-3-4.4 3 § -k %

R R R e PR
BRI ) I é*kﬂ@% 20%F% > 9 g¢ i
FE e kF 231 20% M 5 Ao k2 REEFU S]‘EPA)‘T”LIC»_'5 =R

49



et Bop b 54 HEAR T 2 kit 22

T g ok F 2% ¢ G RER T o ATy R TR ehp Rk E
2 kA & KR F AP RGE 9L 2000 o s plgmsapEE A KoRRKE S
ok EFE o o RFES ifg;v’ E kT AFEFALT Y T RFR G AT
AR o VAN IS R RFFE XA RBF LR

THER

—dpm 3 o Y et 38 B 5 20-40°C(U.S.,EPA 510-B94.003,1994) » 12
g AP Y TR RITE R (40 Fig. 5-3-5) F eSO M REF F E R T L3F
Fle oo e AREEFA 30CH TR o T UGN LR ETPEFART S
E A 3 E

+ KH20 B KH92(origin)=——=BASO BAS1 ——BAS2
== BAS3 BAS4 KH92-TURN KH92-CT KH92-ACT

Temp.(C)

10
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
-14 -7 0 7 14 21 28 35 42 49 56 63 70 77 84 91 98
Days
Fig. 5-3-5.2 3 &
A 2 Pieie iR

F-4 5 - P B SEMBT 12 3%5(2 2 ke p) > s AR LA 5 8 PRl 0 &
A frb 2w 5 -7 X 2 A 478 % 0 KH-20 & KH-92 #74 .2 'y & Gordonia
alkanivorans £ Gordonia desulfuricans % & 2 i & j2 /% 5 2 3 fed2 5% 0 % >
BASO(CT =% p KH92 2 = )2 BASI(k p KH20 2 2 )3 3 2 lwjFk $fe &
Gordonia alkanivorans + Gordonia desulfuricans £ Pseudomonas sp. % i 2 i 4 % 7
B R FERNS 0 Bl S faE 2w 527 3 2 A% 0 KH-20 &2 KH-92 %
ORI Asperglllus fumlgatus Pseudallescheria boydii # Candida tropicalis % & °
& KH-20 7] 3 & Aspergillus flavus 2. & 7 5 2 2 fx# 2. % 0 = » BASO(CT ‘2% g
KH92 4 =)z BASI(k p KH20 # =) % ¥ 2 [4nst %-7 % Fjféin e ¥ o KHO2-
i A e e (CT 22) > R4+ Aspergillus nlger CEF R T AT REE L te 2
AETTLE R R M

50




Table 5-3-1. & 2&4pi% % £ 1" B % 2 o2 » 2 it Rl g % (-7 %)

1. Aspergillus fumigatus
2. Aspergillus flavus
3.Pseudallescheria boydii
4. Candida tropicalis

kA
Hed KH-20(-7 %) KH-92(-7 %)
(BR?)
K =
» *
£ ] L
..5’0.... ..ﬂ.. & ® Y
o A X .
AR e o o
1.Gordonia alkanlvorans 1.Gordonia alkamvorans
2.Gordonia desulfuricans 2.Gordonia desulfuricans
@ L 3 =l L 3
T © 1 2 'S
oo e ® e e ® e ® @
- - - -

1. Aspergillus fumigatus
3. Pseudallescheria boydii
4. Candida tropicalis

Table 5-3-2. % 4p

BE R AL A2

B AR L %0 %)

1. Aspergillus fumigatus
3. Pseudallescheria boydii
4. Candida tropicalis

¥ &
R BAS-0 (0 %) BAS-1(0 %)
(BRE)
e B
. *
- *
:.tr..... ..g‘. o
S atd - K3
IR e ® 1 e ®
1 2 °
1. Gordonia alkanivorans 1. Gordonia alkanivorans
2. Gordonia desulfuricans 2. Gordonia desulfuricans
bd ® 3 ® o 5
e e e ® e ® e ®* o
® A ® - e @
ek ® o4 e ®1

1. Aspergillus fumigatus

3. Pseudallescheria boydii
4. Candida tropicalis
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# A
e BAS-0(3 %) BAS-1(3 %)
(B t)
* =
L3 -
. oo.ooo
eoanee oee .o
S = el
1. Gordonia alkamvorans 1. Gordonia alkanlvorans
2. Gordonia desulfuricans 2. Gordonia desulfuricans
@ ® 3 o « 3
1 e o 1 o ©
o®oe o0 eo®oe® oo
. e © e ©
B FER ® "4 >
1. Aspergillus fumigatus 1. Aspergillus fumigatus
3. Pseudallescheria boydii 3. Pseudallescheria boydii
4. Candida tropicalis

Table 5-3-4. & 24 % £ 1" Fuid % 2 k2 » 2 Fjire Rl g % (3 %)

4. Candida tropicalis

5. Aspergillus niger

% A
2 ) L KH92 KH92 KH92
('% % ) (§831 iF) (& 1 A1) (CT )
= v
L
-
«
p 'TYITTITERT Y
~m F] %% - -
1 o L
L
1. Gordonia alkanivorans
e e° 3||@® ®e 3 fe) €
1 5 @ Ps 1 5 @ 2 1 z
L N ®® eooe ® e L N ®®
e © « &= k3 -
® 4 ® "4 ® "a
E A% 1.Aspergillus 1. Aspergillus fumigatus [1. Aspergillus fumigatus
fumigatus 3.Pseudallescheria boydii 3. Pseudallescheria boydii
3Pseudallescheria 4. Candida tropicalis 4. Candida tropicalis
boydii 5. Aspergillus niger
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