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FOREWORD

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is charged by Congress with protecting the Nation’s land, air, and
water resources. Under a mandate of national environmental laws, the Agency strives to formulate and implement
actions leading to a compatible balance between human activities and the ability of natural systems to support and
nurture life. To meet these mandates, EPA’s research program is providing data and technical support for solving
environmental problems today and building a science knowledge base necessary to manage our ecological resources
wisely, understand how pollutants affect our health, and prevent or reduce environmental risks in the future.

The National Risk Management Research Laboratory (NRMRL) is the Agency’s center for investigation of tech-
nological and management approaches for reducing risks from threats to human health and the environment. The
focus of the Laboratory’s research program is on methods for the prevention and control of pollution to air, land,
water, and subsurface resources; protection of water quality in public water systems; remediation of contaminated
sites and ground water; and prevention and control of indoor air pollution. The goal of this research effort is to
catalyze development and implementation of innovative, cost-effective environmental technologies; develop scien-
tific and engineering information needed by EPA to support regulatory and policy decisions; and provide technical
support and information transfer to ensure effective implementation of environmental regulations and strategies.

Environmental scientists are generally familiar with the concept of barriers for restricting the movement of con-
taminant plumes in ground water. Such barriers are typically constructed of highly impermeable emplacements of
materials such as grouts, slurries, or sheet pilings to form a subsurface “wall”. The goal of such installations is to
eliminate the possibility that a contaminant plume can move toward and endanger sensitive receptors such as
drinking water wells or discharge into surface waters. Permeable reactive barrier walls reverse this concept of
subsurface barriers. Rather than serving to constrain plume migration, permeable reactive barriers (PRB’s) are de-
signed as preferential conduits for the contaminated ground water flow. A permeable reactive subsurface barrier is
an emplacement of reactive materials where a contaminant plume must move through it as it flows, typically under
natural gradient, and treated water exits on the other side. The purpose of this document is to provide the most recent
information on PRB technologies in a format that is useful to stakeholders such as implementors, state and federal
regulators, Native American tribes, consultors, contractors, and all other interested parties. It includes information
on treatable contaminants, design, feasibility studies, construction options, site characterization needs and monitor-
ing, as well as summaries of several current installations. It is hoped that this will prove to be a very valuable
technical resource for all parties with interest in the implementation of this innovative, passive, remedial technology.

Clinton W. Hall, Director
Subsurface Protection and Remediation Division
National Risk Management Research Laboratory
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1.0 Executive Summary

Perhaps no recent remedial technology has generated as much interest as the use of subsurface permeable reactive
barriers (PRBs). This is due to the perceived PRB cost/benefit ratio and the potential of PRBs to mitigate the spread
of contaminants that have proven difficult and expensive to manage with other cleanup methods. The concept of a
PRB is relatively simple. Reactive material is placed in the subsurface where a plume of contaminated ground water
must move through it as it flows, typically under its natural gradient (creating a passive treatment system) and
treated water comes out the other side (Figure 1). The PRB is not a barrier to the water, but it is a barrier to the
contaminant. When properly designed and implemented, PRBs are capable of remediating a number of contami-
nants to regulatory concentration goals. It is currently believed that these systems, once installed, will have
extremely low, if any, maintenance costs for at least five to ten years. There should be no operational costs other
than routine compliance and performance monitoring.

The majority of installed PRBs use iron metal, Fe(0), as the reactive media for converting contaminants to non-
toxic or immobile species. Iron metal has the ability to reductively dehalogenate hydrocarbons, such as converting
trichloroethene (TCE) to ethene. It can also reductively precipitate anions and oxyanions, such as converting
soluble Cr(VI) oxides to insoluble Cr(I11) hydroxides. Organic materials are being used as reactive media in some
PRBs to biologically remediate certain other contaminants, such as nitrate and sulfate. Both laboratory and field
results have shown that the rate of transformation of these and many other contaminants is sufficiently rapid for
PRBs to be successfully used as full-scale remediation systems. Numerous other reactive materials are being
investigated, as are means to enhance both the iron and biological reactions. Many of the references for these
investigations are listed and described in Appendix A.

Commercial PRBs are currently built in two basic configurations (although others are being evaluated), the funnel-
and-gate and the continuous PRB. Both have required some degree of excavation and been limited to fairly shallow
depths of fifty to seventy feet or less. Newer techniques for emplacing reactive media, such as the injection of
slurries, hydrofracturing, driving mandrels, etc., may serve to overcome some of these emplacement limitations.
The funnel-and-gate design PRB uses impermeable walls (sheet pilings, slurry walls, etc.) as a “funnel” to direct the
contaminant plume to a “gate(s)” containing the reactive media, whereas the continuous PRB completely transects
the plume flow path with reactive media. Due to the funnels, the funnel-and-gate design has a greater impact on
altering the ground-water flow than does the continuous PRB. In both designs it is necessary to keep the reactive
zone permeability equal to or greater than the permeability of the aquifer to avoid diversion of the flowing waters
around the reactive zone.

Figure 1.  Example of plume being treated by a permeable reactive barrier wall.



Several important issues must be addressed when considering contaminant remediation through the use of PRB
technology. These include the nature of the contaminant and the availability of reactive media that can transform
the contaminant yet remain reactive, in situ, for relatively long time periods. For contaminants of unknown
treatability or media of unknown reactivity, addressing these issues will require laboratory studies using both batch
and column techniques. The mobility, toxicity and stability of the transformation products resulting from the
contaminant and media interactions must also be assessed. If these transformation products are regulated
compounds, they must not exit the reactive zone of the PRB without themselves being immobilized or transformed
to innocuous compounds.

A thorough understanding of system hydrogeology and plume boundaries is needed prior to implementing a PRB,
due to the need for the plume to passively flow through the reactive zone of the PRB. The hydrogeologic
characterization must also yield information suitable for determining the rate of ground-water flow through the
reactive zone of the PRB. This is necessary to establish the ground-water/contaminant residence time per unit
thickness of reactive media which, when combined with the contaminant transformation rate as it passes through
the media, determines the total thickness of reactive media that is required. During PRB installation the reactive
media must be made accessible to the contaminant by some emplacement method and, as with most remedial
technologies, this becomes increasingly difficult at greater contaminant depth or for contaminants in fractured rock.
Once installed, the PRB should be carefully monitored for both compliance and performance; compliance to
ascertain that regulatory contamination goals are being met, and performance to assess whether the PRB
emplacement is meeting its design criteria and longevity expectations.

As for any remedial technology, it is important to fully understand the factors that can result in either successful
implementation and remediation or failure to achieve the remedial design goals. This document addresses the
factors, such as those mentioned above, that have been found to be relevant for successfully implementing PRBs for
contaminant remediation. Additionally, it provides sufficient background in the science of PRB technology to allow
a basic understanding of the chemical reactions proposed for the contaminant transformations that have been
witnessed both in the laboratory and in field settings. It contains sections on PRB-treatable contaminants and the
treatment reaction mechanisms, feasibility studies for PRB implementation, site characterization for PRBs, PRB
design, PRB emplacement, monitoring for both compliance and performance, and summaries of several field
installations. The appendices supplement this information with a detailed table of information available in the
literature through 1997, summarizing the significant findings of PRB research and field studies (Appendix A), a
further examination of the physical and chemical processes important to PRBs, such as corrosion, adsorption, and
precipitation (Appendix B), and a set of scoping calculations that can be used to estimate the amount of reactive
media required and facilitate choosing among the possible means of emplacing the required amount of media
(Appendix C). Appendix D provides a list of acronyms and Appendix E a glossary of terms that are used within this
document.

The goal of this Issue Paper is to provide the most recent information available on PRB technologies and to do so
in a format that is useful to stakeholders such as implementors, state and federal regulators, Native American tribes,
consultants, contractors, and all other interested parties. Other documents are also available which address PRB
topics that are not discussed in detail in this report to avoid duplicative effort, such as regulatory issues related to
PRB technology and cost information. For example, the Interstate Technology and Regulatory Cooperation (ITRC)
Workgroup (Permeable Barrier Wall Subgroup) has prepared a document titled “Regulatory Guidance for
Permeable Barrier Walls Designed to Remediate Chlorinated Solvents” (ITRC, 1997) and the Environics Director-
ate, U.S. Air Force, has published “Design Guidance for Application of Permeable Barriers to Remediate Dissolved
Chlorinated Solvents” (Battelle, 1997). Documents on the costs of PRB technology are being prepared by U.S.
EPA’s Technology Innovation Office (T1O) and by its Office of Research and Development, National Risk
Management Research Laboratory (ORD-NRMRL). Several web sites also provide information about PRB
technology. Among these are:

RemedialTechnologies Development Forum
* http://www.rtdf.org

Ground-Water Remediation Technologies Analysis Center
* http://www.gwrtac.org


http://www.rtdf.orgGround-Water
http://www.gwrtac.org

U.S. EPA’s Robert S. Kerr Environmental Research Center of the National Risk Management
Research Laboratory

* http://www.epa.gov/ada/eliz.html

EnviroMetal Technologies, Inc.
* http://www.beak.com/eti.html

Powell & Associates Science Services
* http://www.powellassociates.com

Oregon Graduate Institute of Science and Technology
* http://www.cgr.ese.ogi.edu/iron


http://www.epa.gov/ada/eliz.htmlEnviroMetal
http://www.beak.com/eti.htmlPowell
http://www.powellassociates.comOregon
http://www.cgr.ese.ogi.edu/iron

2.0 Introduction

A great deal of money and effort has been spent on environmental restoration during the past 30 years. Significant
progress has been made improving air quality, dumps and landfills, and surface water quality, although challenges
still exist in these areas. Among the more difficult and expensive environmental problems, and often the primary
factor limiting closure of contaminated sites following surface restoration, is contaminated ground water. The most
common technology used for remediating ground water has been to pump the water and treat it at the surface.
Although still useful for certain remedial scenarios, the limitations of pump-and-treat technologies have recently
been recognized, along with the need for innovative solutions to ground-water contamination (Keely, 1989;
National Research Council, 1994).

One of the most promising of these innovative solutions is the use of permeable reactive barriers (PRBs) filled
with reactive material to intercept and decontaminate plumes in the subsurface. The concept of PRBs is relatively
simple. Reactive material is placed in the subsurface to intercept a plume of contaminated ground water which must
move through it as it flows, typically under its natural gradient, thereby creating a passive treatment system. As the
contaminant moves through the material, reactions occur that transform it to less harmful (nontoxic) or immobile
species.

Many reactive media combinations can be envisioned for use in PRBs and numerous media and mixtures of media
are being investigated for a variety of contaminants (Appendix A). As of this writing, iron metal, variously
designated as Fe?, Fe(0), or zero-valent iron, is the most common reactive media in the majority of field-scale and
commercial implementations. Scrap iron is not expensive and can be obtained in a granular form in the large
quantities needed. It has the ability to reduce oxidized inorganic species and reductively dehalogenate hydrocarbon
compounds. Reactive iron barriers depend upon corrosion to drive these reactions (Appendix B). For example,
chromate plumes are reduced from Cr(VI) to Cr(lll) and precipitated, in situ, as chromium (I11) hydroxides or
chromium-iron hydroxide solid solutions. An example from among the amenable halocarbon plumes are those
resulting from the dense, nonaqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) halogenated hydrocarbons. These include chlorinated
ethenes such as perchloroethylene (PCE), trichlorethylene (TCE), dichloroethylene (DCE), and vinyl chloride
(VC). The reductive dehalogenation of these compounds occurs due to electron transfers from the iron to the
halocarbon at the iron surface. This results in the halogen ions (e.g., CI) being replaced by hydrogen species,
ultimately yielding ethene or ethane that can be mineralized via biodegradation.

The ability to perform dehalogenation in a reactive barrier is significant since the sources of DNAPL contamina-
tion, such as residual saturation, often cannot be easily located and may continue to generate a continuous plume of
dissolved halocarbons (National Research Council, 1994). Although these plumes can often be controlled by pump-
and-treat, the systems require extensive maintenance and continual energy input. PRBs are also designed for plume
control, but with significant differences from pump-and-treat systems. PRBs are in situ systems, are intended to
operate in a totally passive manner, do not routinely bring the contaminant to the surface, and should operate for
years with minimal, if any, maintenance.

Although simple in concept, there is a great breadth of science and technology involved in the selection of reactive
materials for different contaminants and in the design, installation, and monitoring of these emplacements in the
subsurface. The purpose of this document is to provide an introduction and a guide to the science and technology of
PRBs.

2.1 Defining Permeable Reactive Subsurface Barriers

Environmental scientists are generally familiar with the concept of barriers for restricting the movement of
contaminant plumes in soil and ground water. Such barriers are typically constructed of highly impermeable
emplacements of materials such as grouts, slurries, or sheet pilings to form a subsurface “wall.” The goal of such
barriers is to minimize the possibility that a contaminant plume can move toward and endanger sensitive receptors,
such as drinking water wells, or discharge into surface waters. Rather than serving to constrain plume migration,
PRBs are designed as conduits for the contaminated ground-water flow. As contaminated water passes through the
reactive zone of the PRB, the contaminants are either immobilized or chemically transformed to a more desirable
(e.g., less toxic, more readily biodegradable, etc.) state. Therefore, a PRB is a barrier to contaminants, but not to
ground-water flow. A permeable reactive subsurface barrier is defined as:

an emplacement of reactive materials in the subsurface designed to intercept a contaminant plume, provide
a flow path through the reactive media, and transform the contaminant(s) into environmentally acceptable
forms to attain remediation concentration goals downgradient of the barrier (Powell and Powell, 1998;
Powell and Puls, 1997a).



In addition to PRBs, research is being conducted on a similar class of subsurface remediation technologies which,
in this document, will be referred to as reaction zone formation (RZF) technologies. These are somewhat different
from PRBs because they do not necessarily emplace solid phase reactive media in the subsurface. One approach, for
example, is the injection and withdrawal of a sodium dithionite solution into an aquifer matrix (Fruchter et al.,
1996). The dithionite reduces Fe® that is naturally available on the mineral matrix surface to Fe?, thus increasing
the reducing capacity of the aquifer material itself. This has been shown to be an effective means of removing
chromate from ground water by reductive precipitation as the Cr(l11) hydroxide, in much the same manner as was
previously discussed for its precipitation by Fe(0). Another RZF technology is the use of in situ electrodes, not to
directly move or remediate the contaminants, but rather to supply hydrogen as an electron donor to the subsurface
microbes. The microbes can then potentially remediate the contaminant, e.g., a chlorinated hydrocarbon, by using
it as the electron acceptor. This would reductively dehalogenate the compound, as was described above for the
electron transfer between Fe(0) and PCE. Although these RZF technologies are not the subject of this document, it
is important to realize that such processes are being investigated and implemented in the field.

2.2 Research Support and Application of the PRB Technology

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has supported the development of this innovative in-situ technology
through active collaboration on research involving the National Risk Management Research Laboratory (NRMRL)
and the National Exposure Research Laboratory (NERL) of USEPA’s Office of Research and Development (ORD),
through the Remediation Technologies Development Forum (RTDF) Permeable Barriers Action Team, and from
support provided by USEPA’s Technology Innovation Office (T10). In addition, support has been provided from
several regional offices where sites are testing the technology at pilot-scale. Both DOD and DOE have also actively
supported research on PRB technology, financially supporting both laboratory and field trials.

As with any emerging technology, the field installation of this technology is limited relative to the research and
laboratory testing that has been performed and the overall potential of the technology for contaminant remediation.
Most full-scale PRBs are currently being used for the treatment of plumes of chlorinated hydrocarbons and
chromate, using granular Fe as the reactant. Laboratory studies have shown, however, that many other contaminants
can also be treated using PRB technology with the selection of the proper reactant (Appendix A). As of this writing
(March 1998), at least thirteen full-scale reactive barriers have been installed in the field (Table 1).

Table 1.

Full-Scale in situ Remediation Projects

Industrial facility

Sunnyvale, California

gate and slurry wall

December 1994

Mine Site,

Sudbury, Ontario

continuous wall

August 1995

Industrial facility

Mountainview, California

gate and HDPE liner

December 1995

Industrial facility

Belfast, Northern Ireland

in situ reactive vessel and slurr]
wall

y December 1995

Industrial facility

Coffeyville, Kansas

gate and slurry wall

January 1996

USCG facility Elizabeth City, North continuous reactive wall June 1996
Carolina
Government facility Lakewood, Colorado sheet pile funnels and 4 gates | October 1996
Industrial facility South Carolina continuous iron/sand reactive | October 1997
wall
Industrial facility Colorado gate and slurry funnel November 1997
Industrial facility Oregon gates (2) and slurry funnel November 1997

Industrial facility

Upstate New York

continuous wall

December 1997

Superfund site New Jersey continuous wall - April 1998
hydrofracturing
U.S. DOE facility Kansas City, Missouri continuous wall April 1998




2.3 Regulatory Acceptance of PRB Technology

The USEPA recognizes this technology as having the potential to effectively remediate subsurface contamination
at many types of sites with significant cost savings compared to more traditional approaches (e.g., pump-and-treat).
The USEPA is actively involved in the evaluation and monitoring of this new technology to answer questions and
provide guidance to various stakeholder groups.

The Interstate Technology and Regulatory Cooperation (ITRC) Workgroup (Permeable Barrier Wall Subgroup) is
also actively involved in defining the regulatory implications associated with the installation of permeable reactive
barriers in the subsurface and in providing guidance on regulatory issues where possible.

The first full-scale commercial PRB was approved for use in the State of California by the San Francisco Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) in 1994. Since that time, ten other full-scale systems have been installed
in the U.S., along with one in Sudbury, Canada, and one in Belfast, Northern Ireland. Table 2 lists some of the states
where permeable barriers have been approved for installation, either at pilot-scale or full-scale. The regulatory
approach to the technology at several sites has been to treat the installations as “at risk” remedies. That is, the owner
would be required to implement a more conventional remedy if the permeable barrier failed to meet performance
criteria. In some cases, the lack of existing groundwater use, particularly in industrial areas, facilitated implemen-
tation of PRBs. At sites in California and Colorado, there was a consensus among the regulators, site owners and
site consultants that existing pump and treat systems were not achieving the desired level of groundwater
remediation, making PRBs a favorable alternative solution.

From a federal perspective, one of the more significant advances for PRB technology occurred when a “chemical
treatment wall” was identified in June 1995 as the preferred alternative in the Record of Decision (ROD) at a
Superfund site (the Somersworth Municipal Landfill in Somersworth, New Hampshire). This decision, coupled
with the 1996 directive from the U.S. EPA Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response (OSWER) to evaluate
alternatives to pump and treat remedies has encouraged consideration of the technology at other Superfund sites.
Active research programs at several U.S. EPA laboratories have also led to greater acceptance of the technology at
the federal level. A pilot-scale PRB for removal of VOCs in groundwater was evaluated in 1995 under the
Superfund Innovative Technologies Evaluation (SITE) program. The Technology Evaluation Report for this project

Table 2. Some States that have Approved the Installation of Iron PRBs.

State Full-Scale Installations Pilot-Scale Installations

California 2 2
Colorado 2 1
Delaware 0 1
Florida 0 3
Kansas 1 0
lllinois 0 1
Missouri 1 0
New Hampshire 0 1
New Jersey 1 0
New York 1 1
North Carolina 1 1
Oregon 1 0
South Carolina 1 1

Totals 11 11




remains to be published at the time of this writing (March 1998). The inclusion of PRBs in the SITE program and
Vendor Information System for Innovative Treatment Technologies (VISITT) has also increased the awareness of
the technology. Recent developments in interstate environmental technology verification programs may further
expedite regulatory acceptance.

In summary, regulatory acceptance of PRBs is expected to increase as the number of site installations increases
and more long-term performance data becomes available from existing installations.



3.0 Treatable Contaminants, Reactants and Reaction Mechanisms
3.1 Desirable Characteristics of Reactive Media

Reactive media used in permeable barriers should be compatible with the subsurface environment. That is, the
media should cause no adverse chemical reactions or byproducts when reacting with constituents in the contaminant
plume, and should not act as a possible source of contaminants itself. This requires that the material be well
understood and characterized. To keep PRB costs to a minimum, the material should persist over long periods of
time, i.e., it should not be readily soluble or depleted in reactivity, and the material should be readily available at a
low to moderate cost. The material selected should minimize constraints on ground-water flow by not having
excessively small particle size and it should not consist of a wide range of particle sizes that might result in blocked
intergranular spaces (i.e., it should preferably be unimodal with respect to grain size). Worker safety, with regard to
handling the material, should also be considered.

3.2 Treatable Contaminants

Table 3 lists contaminants that have been shown to be successfully treated by zero-valent iron or other media.
Tables 4 and 5 list some contaminants that have been shown to be not affected by zero-valent iron or have not yet
been fully evaluated, respectively.

3.2.1 Halogenated Organic Compounds and Iron

Considerable research during the past several years has focused on the degradation of chlorinated solvents, such as
TCE and PCE, by reactions at the surfaces of Fe(0). Although met with initial skepticism, the degradation process
is now widely accepted as abiotic reductive dehalogenation, involving corrosion of the Fe(0) by the chlorinated
hydrocarbon.

Iron corrosion processes in aqueous systems have been studied extensively. Until recently, the fate of corrosion
processes in dilute aqueous concentrations of chlorinated solvents acting as the oxidizing agents have not been
investigated. The net reductive dechlorination reaction promoted by Fe(0) (Equation 3) may be viewed as the sum
of anodic and cathodic reactions occurring at the iron metal surface (Equations 1 and 2, respectively), resulting in
hydrocarbon products if the dechlorination proceeds to completion.

Fe® - Fe* + 2¢ Anodic Reaction (1)
RCl +2e+H" -~ RH +CI Cathodic Reaction (2
Fe’+ RCl + H* - Fe* + RH + CI Net Reaction (3)

Under aerobic conditions, dissolved oxygen is usually the preferred electron acceptor and can compete with the
chlorinated hydrocarbon as the favored oxidant (Equation 4). Indeed, chlorinated hydrocarbons such as PCE and
carbon tetrachloride have oxidizing potentials very similar to that of O, (Archer and Harter, 1978). When sufficient
oxygen is present, the Fe?" generated in Equation 4 further oxidizes to Fe** (Equation 5) and can precipitate as ferric
hydroxide or (oxy)hydroxides (Equation 6) at the elevated pH typical of corroding Fe systems. Corrosion of the iron
can generate large amounts of iron oxides and (oxy)hydroxide precipitates that can exert significant additional
chemical and physical effects within the reactive system (Powell et al., 1994; Powell et al., 1995a). The rapid
consumption of dissolved oxygen at the entrance to an iron system (column or barrier) has been shown to result in
these precipitates that might impact a system’s hydraulic performance at its upgradient interface (MacKenzie et al.,
1995; Mackenzie et al., 1997).

2Fe®+ 0, + 2H,0 — 2Fe? + 40H- 4)
4Fe? + 4H* + O, - 4Fe™ + 2H,0 )
Fe* + 30H" — Fe(OH), 6)
Fed + 2H,0 — Fe? + H, + 20H- )
Fe?* + 20H - Fe(OH), ®)

Anaerobic corrosion of iron by water (Equation 7) proceeds slowly. Both reactions 4 and 7 result in an increased
pH in weakly buffered systems, yielding ferric (oxy)hydroxides in aerobic systems (Equation 6) and ferrous
(oxy)hydroxides in anaerobic systems (Equation8). The aqueous corrosion of iron is mediated by the layer of
oxides, hydroxides and oxyhydroxides that are present at the iron-water interface. The formation of these
precipitates might further occlude the iron surface and affect its reduction-oxidation properties. However, this



Table 3. Contaminants Treatable By Reactive Materials in PRBs.

Organic Inorganic
Compounds Compounds
Methanes tetrachloromethane Trace Metals | Chromium
trichloromethane Nickel
dichloromethane Lead
Uranium
Technetium
Iron
Manganese
Selenium
Copper
Cobalt
Cadmium
Zinc
Ethanes hexachloroethane Anion Sulphate
1,1,1-trichloroethane Contaminantg Nitrate
1,1,2-trichloroethane Phosphate
1,1-dichloroethane Arsenic
Ethenes tetrachloroethene
trichloroethene
cis-1,2-dichloroethene
trans-1,2-dichloroethene
1,1-dichloroethene
vinyl chloride
Propanes 1,2,3-trichloropropane
1,2-dichloropropane
Aromatics benzene
toluene
ethylbenzene
Other hexachlorobutadiene
1,2-dibromoethane
freon 113
N-nitrosodimethylamine
Table 4. Contaminants Presently not Treatable by Fe(0)

Organic Compounds Inorganic Compounds
dichloromethane chloride
1,2-dichloroethane perchlorate
chloroethane
chloromethane




Table 5. Contaminants with Unknown Treatability

Organic Compounds Inorganic Compounds

chlorobenzenes mercury
chlorophenols
certain pesticides
PCBs

passive coating appears to be converted to magnetite (Odziemkowski et al. 1998), which is non-passivating, and
seems to allow sufficient contaminant degradation rates that can be sustained over years of operation in the ground.

Zero-valent iron is a mild reductant, and consequently the dehalogenation rates vary for the various chlorinated
solvents of environmental interest. A number of studies have shown that the primary determinant of degradation
rate is the specific surface area, or the surface area of iron per unit volume of pore water (Matheson and Tratnyek,
1994; Sivavec et al., 1995). Degradation rates are typically pseudo-first-order with respect to the halogenated
hydrocarbon, with the rate constant relatively insensitive to the initial hydrocarbon concentration. Studies of
published degradation rate data for individual halogenated hydrocarbons show that transformation rates are
proportional to iron surface area concentration (Johnson et al., 1996) and that observed rate constants can be
normalized to iron surface area to yield a specific rate constant, or ksa, for the halocarbon.

The reaction pathways by which Fe(0) reduces halogenated hydrocarbons have been determined for a few major
classes of chlorinated hydrocarbons. Such information is significant to the optimal design of a permeable reactive
barrier, as incomplete dechlorination of a highly chlorinated ethene, for example, could produce an intermediate
product, such as VC, which is more hazardous and more persistent than the parent compounds. Even very low
concentrations of undesirable by-products in the reactive barrier effluent must be avoided.

Typically, permeable reactive barriers are designed to provide adequate residence time in the treatment zone for
the degradation of the parent compound and all toxic intermediate products that are generated. At sites where the
ground-water contamination includes a mixture of chlorinated hydrocarbons, the design of the PRB is usually
determined by the least reactive constituent. Perhalogenated hydrocarbons tend to be reduced more rapidly than
their less halogenated congeners, and dechlorination is more rapid at saturated carbon centers (for example, carbon
tetrachloride) than at unsaturated carbons (for example, TCE or VC).

Excellent product mass balances have been determined for the transformation of several chlorinated ethenes (Orth
and Gillham, 1996) and methanes. These mass balance studies are best accomplished in a flow-through column
design, as sorption effects can be minimized. TCE, a common ground-water contaminant, is largely converted to
ethene and ethane. Generally less than 5%-10% of the initial TCE appears as chlorinated degradation products,
including the three dichloroethene products (cDCE is dominant) and VC. As shown in Equation 9, zero-valent iron
reduces TCE via two interconnected degradation pathways: (A) sequential hydrogenolysis and, (B) reductive R-
elimination (Roberts et al., 1996). The intermediate products, cDCE and VC, are produced in the sequential
hydrogenolysis pathway, and are slower to degrade than is TCE itself. The chloroacetylene intermediate produced
via the R-elimination pathway, by contrast, is a very short-lived intermediate and is very rapidly reduced to ethene.
The -elimination pathway accounts for the rapid conversion of TCE to ethene and ethane, with relatively minor
intermediate product formation.
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TCE == cis-1,2-DCE
a c 2 +HY g cl
B 2e l\ al l 2e” + Ht
2CI- H H
Chloroacetylene H—C=C—Cl >=< Vinyl chloride
H Cl
e
Cr- H HCI
2e” + 2H*
Acetylene H—C=C—H —>» >==< Ethene
H H
2e” + 2H+l
RNV (9)
Ethane
H H H

The degradation pathway for chlorinated methanes is a much simpler one than that for chlorinated ethenes, as the
R-elimination route is not available to the methane family. Carbon tetrachloride has been shown to undergo
sequential hydrogenolysis to chloroform and dichloromethane (Equation 10) (Matheson and Tratnyek, 1994). The
formation of chloroform accounted for about 70% of the carbon tetrachloride lost. Methylene chloride appeared,
after carbon tetrachloride decreased to the detection limit, and typically accounted for about 50% of the chloroform
lost. No further reaction of dichloromethane has been detected in an unamended zero-valent iron system.

2e- + H+ 2e- + H+

CCl, » CHCL+Cr - CH,CL+2Cr (10)

3.2.2 Redox-sensitive Inorganic Anions and Iron

Negatively charged anions and oxyanions, the dissociation products of Lewis acids formed by the hydrolysis of
cations, are important ground-water contaminants. Elements which occur as anions or oxyanions under natural
ground-water conditions include arsenic, selenium, chromium, technetium and antimony. In addition, the dissolved
nutrient species nitrate and phosphate occur as anions, as does sulfate. Because of the negative charge, anionic
species are not attracted to negatively charged mineral surfaces, which are usually predominant in aquifers under
neutral pH conditions. This limited tendency for adsorption, and the high solubility of minerals containing
oxyanions, result in the potential persistence of high concentrations of these elements in aquifers. Treatability
studies, pilot-scale field trials and full-scale demonstration projects have been conducted for a series of anionic
inorganic contaminants, including SO %, NO,, and those containing Cr(VI1), Se(VI), As(lll), As(V), Tc(VII).

Treatment of chromate, CrO,* which contains Cr(V1), has been the most extensively tested and demonstrated of
the anionic inorganic contaminants. Chromium commonly occurs in two oxidation states, Cr(l11) and Cr(V1), in the
environment. Trivalent Cr(lll) is relatively non-toxic and a micronutrient. It forms sparingly soluble hydroxide
precipitates under conditions prevalent in most surficial aquifers and is also readily adsorbed by some minerals.
Cr(VI) is a known carcinogen, which forms relatively soluble precipitates, resulting in the persistence of relatively
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high concentrations of dissolved Cr(V1) in affected aquifers (Palmer and Puls, 1994; Puls et al., 1995). Cr (VI) is
usually speciated as chromate, CrO,*, under typical ground-water pH and Eh conditions. This results in a high
degree of mobility for the Cr(VI) because anions are not readily adsorbed to the predominantly negatively-charged
aquifer materials. Treatments to remove Cr(VI) from ground water typically use reduction to Cr(lll) and
precipitation of insoluble Cr(111) hydroxide precipitates.

A range of solid-phases containing reduced iron have been observed to promote the reduction and precipitation of
Cr(VI), including elemental iron (Gould, 1982; Bowers et al., 1986; Bostick et al., 1990; Blowes and Ptacek, 1992;
Powell et al., 1994; Powell et al., 1995a), iron-bearing oxyhydroxides (Eary and Rai, 1989) and iron-bearing
aluminosilicate minerals (Eary and Rai, 1989; Kent et al., 1994). Iron bearing reductants have been evaluated as
potential candidate materials to promote Cr(VI) reduction in reactive barriers. Comparison of reaction rates
observed using Fe(0), pyrite (FeS,), and siderite (FeCO,), indicate that more rapid Cr(VI) reduction is attained
using Fe(0) (Blowes and Ptacek, 1992; Blowes et al., 1997). It has also been shown that the rates of Cr(\VI)
reduction are dependent on the Fe(0) itself (i.e., how it was refined and manufactured, its level of impurities, etc.)
and whether certain aluminosilicate-containing aquifer materials are present and mixed with the iron (Powell et al.,
1995a; Powell et al., 1995b; Powell and Puls, 1997).

The overall reactions for the reduction of Cr(\V1) by Fe(0) and the subsequent precipitation of Cr(I11) and Fe(ll1)
oxyhydroxides are:

CrOz + Fe + 8H" — Fe¥* + Cr* + 4H.0 (11)

(I-x)Fe* + (x)Cr** + 2H,0 - Fe  Cr,OOH  + 3H* (12)
The extent and rate of Cr(VI1) removal by elemental iron has been evaluated in laboratory batch tests and stirred
batch reactors (Blowes and Ptacek, 1992; Powell et al., 1995a), column tests (Blowes and Ptacek, 1992; Powell et
al., 1994; Blowes et al., 1997a), pilot-scale field trials (Puls et al., 1995) and a full-scale field demonstration
(Blowes et al., 1997b). The results of these experiments indicate that the rate of Cr(V1) reduction and precipitation
is sufficient for use in ground-water remediation systems. The removal of Cr(VI) from solution is accompanied by
a sharp decrease in the Eh, from initially oxidized conditions (Eh > 100 mV) to very reduced conditions
(Eh<-300mV), and a sharp increase in the pH from initially near neutral conditions (6.5 < pH < 8.5) to more basic
conditions (pH > 9.5). Details of these reactions and the mechanisms of CrO,> reduction by Fe(0) have been
described (Powell et al., 1995a; Powell and Puls, 1997a).

Scanning probe microscopy of the reaction precipitates has indicated a one-to-one correspondence of the locations
of Cr(I1l) and Fe(lll) hydroxide phases on the surface of reacted iron filings, indicating coprecipitation and the
likelihood of the formation of a solid solution phase of the general formula (Cr , Fe, )(OH), (Powell et al., 1994;
Powell et al., 1995a). More detailed mineralogical studies indicate that the dominant reaction product derived from
the laboratory experiments is a mixed Fe-Cr oxyhydroxide phase with the mineral structure of goethite (FeOOH) as
shown in Equation 12. The distribution of Cr throughout the structure of this phase is variable, suggesting
incorporation through solid-solution substitution (Blowes et al., 1997b). X-ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy (XPS)
indicates that the Cr within the precipitate is exclusively in the Cr(l11) oxidation state, and that Fe present in the
precipitate is in the Fe(l11) oxidation state (Pratt et al., 1997). Auger Electron Spectroscopy indicates that the Fe(l11)
and Cr(lIT) of the precipitate surface occur in the hematite (Fe,O,) structure, that is distinct from the goethite
structure of the bulk phase, suggesting Cr(lI1) exolution and formation of a chromite-like (Cr,O,) phase at the
precipitate surface (Pratt et al., 1997).

Reduction and precipitation of other anion-forming elements by elemental iron have also been investigated at the
laboratory scale. Laboratory experiments conducted to evaluate the treatability of Tc indicate rapid reduction using
elemental iron (Bostick et al., 1990; Del Cul et al., 1993; Clausen et al., 1995). Reduction of Se(VI) by elemental
iron, and precipitation of elemental selenium (Se°) is favored thermodynamically. McRae et al. (1997) observed
removal of 1000 pg/L of Se(V1) from solution in laboratory batch experiments using elemental iron, and proposed
the reaction:

HSeO, + 3Fe® + 7H" - 3Fe* + Se’ +4H,0 (13)

Although removal of Se(VI) was observed, the secondary reaction product was not isolated or identified.
Arsenic commonly occurs as a dissolved species in two oxidation states, As(V) and As(l11), and less commonly in
other oxidation states, including As(0), As(-1) and As(-11). The As(V) oxidation state occurs as H,AsO, and its

dissociation products. The As(I11) oxidation state occurs as H,AsO, and its dissociation products. Although As(111),
which has greater health effects, is considered to be potentially more mobile in ground-water systems, As(V) is also
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observed to be mobile in natural systems. In addition, the rate of arsenic transformation between the As(l11) and
As(V) oxidation states occurs rapidly in response to changing environmental conditions. Arsenic reduction to the
As(0) oxidation state and precipitation of native arsenic, or incorporation into a secondary arsenic sulfide, has been
proposed as a potential treatment technique (McRae et al., 1997). In batch tests conducted using elemental iron,
McRae et al. (1997) observed rapid removal of As(V) from concentrations of 1000 pg/L to <3pg/L over a

two-hour period. Similar experiments using As(l11) and mixtures of As(lll) and As(V) indicated equally rapid
removal rates. The mechanisms resulting in arsenic attenuation, and the potential duration of treatment are being
evaluated by continuing experiments (McRae et al., 1997). The applicability of Fe(0) in PRBs for permanent As
removal and retention requires further investigation.

Reduction of NO,” by Fe(0) has been observed to proceed rapidly, resulting in production of NO,, and
subsequently ammonium ion (Cheng et al., 1997; Rahman and Agrawal, 1997; Till et al., 1998). The proposed
pathway for the overall reaction is:

4Fe(0) + NO* + 10H* — 4Fe? + NH," + 3H,0 (14)

During laboratory studies, NO," reduction was observed to proceed through NO,” to NH,* formation. The rate of
reduction was observed to be first order with respect to the Fe° substrate. In addition the rate was observed to
decline with increasing duration, particularly in the presence of chloride (Rahman and Agrawal, 1997). However,
NH,* formation is not desirable since its MCL is lower than that of NO,". Less NH * is formed when Fe® is used in

conjunction with microbial consortia (Till et al., 1998). [See section on Biologically Mediated Reduction and
Removal]

3.2.3 Biologically Mediated Reduction and Removal of Anions

Biological processes affect the cycling of numerous elements, including nitrogen, sulfur, iron and manganese.
Treatment strategies employing these biologically mediated reactions have been proposed for direct treatment of
nitrate (Robertson and Cherry, 1995; Vogan, 1993; Till et al., 1998), sulfate (Blowes et al., 1994; Waybrant et al.,
1995), and for indirect removal of other anions through precipitation as sulfide phases.

A denitrification system for removal of nitrate from ground water affected by discharge from site wastewater
disposal systems has been developed (Robertson and Cherry, 1995). This system intercepts a plume of nitrate-
bearing ground water with a reactive barrier containing solid phase organic carbon. In the presence of organic
carbon, under anaerobic conditions maintained below a water cover in the subsurface, reduction of NO, to N, gas
is thermodynamically favored. The proposed reaction is:

5CH,0 +4NO,” - 2N, +5HCO, +2H,0 + H" (15)

CH,O represents a simple form of organic carbon which is catalyzed by bacteria of the Pseudomonas group. These
bacteria use NO," as an electron acceptor in the oxidation of organic carbon. In a laboratory study a series of
inexpensive organic carbon sources were evaluated to assess their potential use in reactive barriers for treatment of
NO, (Vogan, 1993). Results to date indicate that readily available materials, including sawdust and wood waste, are
suitable materials for a reactive barrier system. Robertson and Cherry (1995) evaluated permeable reactive barriers
for treating NO," at several domestic and institutional septic systems. The results of these studies indicate that
sufficient denitrification occurs rapidly and reduces NO, from concentrations typically observed in the effluent of
onsite wastewater disposal systems (5 - 90 mg/L NO, - N) to below the World Health Organization drinking water
standard (10 mg/L NO, - N). Reactive barriers using a variety of design configurations have been implemented. No
evidence of assimilatory NO, reduction and NH,* formation has been observed.

A combined system of Fe(0) and the denitrifying bacteria Paracoccus denitrificango reduce NO, has been
investigated (Till et al., 1998). The hydrogen produced by the corrosion of the iron was used as the electron donor
for nitrate-based respiration. Using steel wool as the Fe® they found that the combination increased nitrate removal
rates, relative to steel wool alone, and transformed a greater portion of the added NO, to innocuous gases rather
than to NH,* .

Biologically mediated reduction of sulfate to sulfide, accompanied by the formation of metal sulfides occurs
through the reaction sequence

2CH,0, + SO> + 2H* ~ H,S_ +2CO,  +2H,0 (16)
Me? + H,S . — MeS_ +2H* (17)

where CH,O represents organic carbon and Me* represents a divalent metal cation in solution. Biologically
mediated sulfate reduction has been proposed to treat metal cations derived from mine sites in wetlands (Mclntire
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et al., 1990; Kleinmann et al., 1991; Eger and Wagner, 1995), bioreactors (Dvorak et al., 1992) and permeable
reactive barriers (Blowes et al., 1995; Waybrant et al., 1995; Benner et al., 1997; Blowes et al., 1997b). Although
these systems are designed to promote the removal of dissolved metals, metal removal is accompanied by removal
of sulfate. In laboratory studies, (Waybrant et al., 1995, 1997a) sulfate removal was observed at rates of 0.14 to
4.23mg L * day ! g of media.

3.2.4 Adsorption and Precipitation of Inorganic Anions

Inorganic anions which are not susceptible to reductive or oxidative processes must be removed from solution by
other means. These anions, as well as redox-sensitive species, may be removed by precipitation, adsorption or
coprecipitation on mineral surfaces.

Avrtiole and Fuller (1979) proposed the use of barriers containing crushed agricultural limestone to neutralize the
pH of landfill leachate and precipitate Cr. Laboratory tests indicated successful removal of the cation form, Cr¥,
and less successful treatment of the anionic form of Cr(VI), CrO,>. Thomson et al. (1991) and Longmire et al.
(1991) described the potential use of sphagnum peat, crushed limestone, and hydrated lime, to remove U, As, Mo,
and Se in laboratory batch tests. Morrison and Spangler (1992, 1993) proposed the use of a series of industrial
byproducts as reactants to remove U, As and Mo in precipitation or sorption barriers. Phases evaluated included
bases, reductants, and sorbents, including hydrated lime, ferrous sulfate, hydrous ferric oxides, peat, and phosphate-
bearing phases to remove both anionic and cationic species from solution. The system described by Morrison and
Spangler (1992; 1993) is potentially suitable for a wide range of anionic contaminants.

Phosphate (PO,*) derived from anthropogenic sources is a limiting nutrient in many aquatic ecosystems. Release
of excess phosphate results in accelerated biological activity, and ultimately in eutrophication of the aquatic
ecosystem. In many regions, phosphate released from onsite wastewater disposal systems, such as septic systems or
sewage lagoons, results in excess phosphorus. Baker et al. (1996, 1997) used a mixture of iron oxide, calcium oxide
and limestone to promote adsorption and coprecipitation of phosphorus. Phosphate was removed rapidly in batch
experiments. In column experiments extending over 3 years and 1200 pore volumes, influent PO, at a
concentration of 4 mg/L PO,* - P, was removed to <0.3 mg/L PO,* - P, indicating more than 90% removal of the
phosphate over a prolonged period. Field-scale demonstration at an institutional septic system resulted in removal
of phosphate from influent concentrations of 1 to 2 mg/L PO, - P to less than 0.1 mg/L PO,* - P. Test systems,
established at onsite wastewater treatment systems, indicate potential for removal of PO,* from wastewater under
continuous flow conditions. The effluent concentrations achieved by this technique are sufficiently low to prevent
eutrophication of surface water flow systems in which PO * is the limiting nutrient (Baker et al., 1996).

The mixture used by Baker et al. (1996) was evaluated for the potential treatment of arsenic (McRae, 1997). Batch
experiments indicated a decrease in As(l11) from 1000 pg/L to < 3 pg/L in less than 2 hours. Experiments showed
decreases in As(V) concentrations, and in mixtures of As(I11) and As(V) from 1000 pg/L to <3 pg/L over a similar
period. A column test conducted using this material indicated decreases in mixed As(I11) and As(V) concentrations
from a total of 1000 pg/L to <3 pg/L for more than 120 pore volumes (McRae et al., 1997). Research on this system
is continuing.

3.2.5 Reduction of Inorganic Cations

Positively charged inorganic cations, including the metals Cd, Co, Cu, Mn, Ni, Pb, Zn, and complex cations such
as UO,* are important ground-water contaminants. High concentrations of these metals are associated with
industrial wastes, mine wastes and nuclear waste disposal sites. Ground water within mine waste piles, and leachate
derived from mine wastes commonly contains high concentrations of dissolved metals (Dubrovsky et al., 1984;
Morin et al., 1988). Leachate derived from waste disposal areas, containing high concentrations of dissolved
uranium and technetium, has been reported from the Oak Ridge National Laboratory (Olsen et al., 1986).

Reduction and precipitation of sparingly soluble solids has been proposed for inorganic cations, as well as anions.
Treatment of cation-forming electroactive metals, including mercury, uranium, copper and technetium by reduction
with elemental iron and coprecipitation within secondary precipitates has been investigated at the laboratory scale.
Laboratory batch experiments indicate rapid removal of U(VI) and Tc(VI11) from solutions in contact with elemental
iron (Bostick et al., 1990; Liang et al., 1996). The reaction between U(VI) and Fe(0) can be expressed as

Fe’+UO,* - Fe* +UO, (18)

where UO, , is an amorphous or crystalline uranium oxide precipitate. Strongly reducing conditions must be
attained for uranium reduction and precipitation to proceed. In addition, if oxidizing conditions recur, the reduced
uranium may become reoxidized and remobilized. Other metal cations potentially treatable by reduction with Fe(0)
include Cu and Hg.
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3.2.6 Biologically Mediated Reduction and Precipitation of Cations

Biologically mediated reduction reactions can promote the attenuation of inorganic cations. These reactions
include direct reduction of the cation and precipitation of a sparingly soluble solid, and indirect precipitation
resulting from the oxidation or reduction of an inorganic anion. An example of direct reduction is the reduction of
U(VI) through a bacterially mediated reaction. Bacteria have been isolated that are capable of reducing U(VI) to
U(IV), and sustaining metabolism based on this reaction (Lovely et al., 1991; Lovely and Phillips, 1992a; Lovely
and Phillips, 1992b). It was found that U(V1) reduction by organic matter or H, was insignificant without microbes
present. The proposed reaction for catalysis of U(VI) reduction by acetate, using the microbe G. matallireducenss:

CH,COO +4U0,(CO,),* + 4H,0 - 4U0, + 10HCO, + H* (19)
It was also proposed that the A. putrefaciensould oxidize hydrogen to reduce U(V1) by the reaction:
H, + UO,(CO,),> — U0, + 2HCO, (20)

Indirect precipitation of inorganic cations results from the reduction of an anion-forming species, usually sulfate.
Sulfate reduction generates hydrogen sulfide, which combines with metals to form relatively insoluble metal sulfide
precipitates, described in Equations 16 and 17. Laboratory studies indicate that many metals are treatable using this
approach, including Ag, Cd, Co, Cu, Fe, Ni, Pb, and Zn (Waybrant et al., 1995; Waybrant et al., 1997a). Column
experiments, conducted using a range of organic substrates demonstrated the potential to remove a range of
dissolved metals at ground-water velocities similar to those observed at sites of ground-water contamination. A
field-scale reactive barrier for the treatment of acid mine drainage and removal of dissolved Ni was installed in
1995, at the Nickel Rim mine site near Sudbury, Ontario. It was composed of municipal compost, leaf compost and
wood chips. Monitoring of the reactive barrier indicates continued removal of the acid generating capacity of the
ground water flowing through the PRB and decreases in dissolved Ni concentrations from up to 10 mg/L to
<0.1mg/L within the PRB. Monitoring is continuing at this site.

3.3 Enhancing Iron Reaction Rates

The range of reactivity of halogenated hydrocarbons and other contaminants with zero-valent iron illustrates the
value of achieving faster degradation rates and more complete degradation of less reactive products. Research into
increasing these rates has investigated metals that are stronger reducing agents than iron, the addition of
aluminosilicate minerals, and metal couples. Metals that are stronger reducing agents than iron have higher
oxidation potentials; i.e., yield their electrons more readily to an oxidized substance, hence they corrode faster.
Aluminosilicate mineral addition and metal couples result in increased corrosion rates for the iron that is present.

Many aluminosilicate minerals seem to enhance corrosion of Fe(0) by buffering reaction pH to lower values
(pH=7-8 rather than > 9). This buffering comes from dissolution of the aluminosilicate minerals (Powell et al.,
1995a; Powell and Puls, 1997b) with the generation of hydrogen as protons. These protons can coordinate with the
cathodic regions of the iron surfaces, accepting electrons and thereby increasing corrosion rates. In laboratory batch
tests using Fe(0) with an aluminosilicate-containing aquifer material from Elizabeth City, North Carolina, the half-
life of Cr(VI1) in solution was decreased by an order of magnitude relative to a system with Fe(0) and silica sand.
The Cr(V1) half-life was about two orders of magnitude shorter than tests where only Fe(0) was present (Powell and
Puls, 1997). The protons (H*) or their reduced species, surface coordinated monoatomic hydrogen atoms (He), may
also serve as replacement moieties for the halogen atoms on the hydrocarbons that are being reductively
dehalogenated at the cathodic surfaces (Powell and Puls, 1997b).

Bimetallic systems (metal couples) prepared by plating a second metal onto a zero-valent iron surface, including
Fe/Cu, Fe/Ni (Sivavec et al., 1997; Gillham et al., 1997) and Fe/Pd (Muftikian et al., 1995), have been shown to
accelerate solvent degradation rates relative to untreated iron metal. Palladized iron has been shown to be effective
in dechlorinating halogenated aromatic compounds such as polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in addition to
chlorinated aliphatic compounds (Grittini et al., 1995). The rate enhancement observed in bimetallic systems may
be attributed to corrosion-inducing effects promoted by the second, higher reduction potential metal and possibly
some catalytic effects. However, some investigators have found the enhanced reactivity of these systems to
diminish relatively quickly, whereas others have found no apparent loss of reactivity (Gillham et al, 1997). These
differences may be related to ground-water chemistry or the method used for plating the iron, but further
investigation is needed. It is important to note that zero-valent iron systems have not shown similar losses in
reactivity in long-term laboratory, pilot and field investigations.
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4.0 Remediation Feasibility, Laboratory Treatability, and PRB Design Studies

Most, if not all, PRB installations have been designed and implemented based on the results of laboratory batch
and column studies used to test reactant materials and the kinetics of contaminant removal. These data are used in
combination with site-specific information (such as ground-water velocity, contaminant type and concentration,
and the total mass flux of the contaminant requiring treatment). The following sections present information on these
laboratory studies and how the information is used in the development of a PRB as a remedial solution. However,
there will often be a need to develop some approximate design configurations and cost estimations prior to carrying
out extensive laboratory studies, to determine whether PRB technology is more suitable for a site than other options.
Appendix C provides some scoping calculations that have been proposed to allow such cost estimation. These can
also provide some insight into the PRB emplacement methods and designs that could provide iron in thicknesses
sufficient to meet the regulatory requirements of the site.

4.1 Laboratory Treatability Studies

The need for laboratory treatability studies for PRB design is primarily dependent on the contaminants present,
their concentration and the geochemical conditions at the site. For contaminants where an extensive database of
removal rates exists (TCE or chromate in granular iron, for example), these rate data can be used for design
purposes and the treatability tests can potentially be omitted. When there are mixtures of contaminants, the
geochemical conditions are significantly different from sites previously tested, or where reactive mixtures or
sequential zones of reactive materials are proposed, treatability tests can be highly instructive and are strongly
recommended. Laboratory treatability studies can be used to compare the reactivity and longevity of reactive
materials under uniform and controlled conditions, as well as to estimate half-life (t,,,) information useful for PRB
design. In addition, performing studies at differing experimental temperatures allows determination of the
temperature dependence of the reaction rates. This temperature dependence might be described by an Arrhenius
expression, allowing prediction of rate constants for various types of reactions (i.e., abiotic reductive dechlorination
or biologically mediated contaminant removal) over a range of temperature.

Laboratory treatability studies should be conducted using ground water from the subject plume. Although VOC
degradation rates in granular iron are not greatly influenced by the inorganic chemistry of ground water,
information on inorganic geochemical changes has proven to be very useful. Removal of inorganic contaminants
may be strongly influenced by the background geochemistry of the plume. Every effort should be made to maintain
the oxidation-reduction (redox) state of the ground water used in the studies. This requires both proper sampling
and storage in the field and as the water is transferred from the field sample bottles to the influent reservoir. The
possible effects of sample storage on redox state can be evaluated by comparing pre-batch and column laboratory
results to field pH, DO, and Eh measurements.

4.1.1 Batch Studies

Batch treatability studies are most suitable for screening candidate reactive barrier materials. Results obtained
using various types of materials give relative rates that can be useful in selecting the most appropriate material(s)
for subsequent testing and/or field application. Batch tests are usually faster, cheaper, and simpler to set up than
columns, and allow rapid comparison of varied parameters on the experimental results (Powell et al., 1995a).

Laboratory batch treatability tests should include blanks, which contain only site water, and reactive samples
containing the candidate reactive materials along with the site water. It is simple, for example, to determine which
of two types of reactive media is most effective for remediating a contaminant using batch tests. Three or more
replicates for each of the two media types can be set up in capped tubes or bottles using a constant aqueous volume,
contaminant concentration, and media mass (or surface area). After shaking for some interval, the concentration of
the contaminant can be analyzed in each of the replicates and a determination made whether a difference exists in
the effectiveness of the two types of media.

Increasing the experimental complexity somewhat by adding multiple sampling intervals allows the determination
of the rate of contaminant removal using the equations of classical kinetics. Batch systems are somewhat limited in
this regard, however, since shaking of the tubes or bottles negates many of the mass transport and diffusive effects
that would limit reactions in unshaken systems. Also, batch tests usually have very low ratios of reactive material
to solution relative to column tests and actual field implementations. Although Johnson et al. (1996) found that
batch and column studies did not give distinguishable distributions of results when rate data for VOCs was
normalized to iron surface area (kg,), they did observe that experimental conditions determined whether the
degradation rates were reaction or diffusion limited. To develop a table of representative kinetic data for
dehalogenation by iron metal, they averaged reaction rates for a given halocarbon from column studies, batch tests,

16



and regression analyses of observed rates (k) versus iron surface area concentration (i.e., m* L*). This resulted in
average k, values with relatively large standard deviations for each halogenated organic compound. For example,
TCE had an average k , value of (3.9+3.6) x 10*. Therefore, some caution is warranted when results from
laboratory experiments are extrapolated to field-scale systems.

The test procedures can vary significantly depending upon contaminants of interest and characteristics of the
reactive material. For a site at the U.S. Coast Guard Air Support Center, Elizabeth City, North Carolina, a series of
batch experiments were conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of various commercial iron sources for the
simultaneous removal of both hexavalent chromium, Cr(VI), and trichloroethene (TCE) from the site water. The
results are shown in Table 6, together with the column test results using the same site water. From Table 6, it is
apparent that using TCE batch test half-lives would result in an overdesign of the field treatment system. However,

Table 6. Typical Treatability Study Results, Elizabeth City Example.
6.1 Trichloroethene Half-Lives from Batch Tests.

Iron Source (1, 2, or 3) tie (hr)
1 plus silica sand 32
2 plus silica sand 73
3 plus silica sand 31
1 plus aquifer material 22

6.2 Time to Non-Detectable Chromium Levels in Batch Tests.

Iron Source (1, 2, or 3) time to non-detect (hr)
1 plus silica sand 0.6
2 plus silica sand 1.2
3 plus silica sand 0.4
1 plus aquifer material 0.72

6.3 Trichloroethene Half-Lives from Column Tests (v = + 2 ft/day).

Reactive Mixture tie (hr)
100% Source 1 Iron 0.61
100% Source 3 Iron 0.80
50% Source 1 Iron, 50% 0.97
Silica sand

50% Source 1 Iron, 25% 0.48
sand, 25% aquifer material

50% Source 2 Iron, 25% 0.99
sand, 25% aquifer material

Note: chromium removal to detection limits was obtained within 0.1 ft of travel distance in all columns
(i.e., within £ 1.2 hrs)
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the data does indicate which of the commercial mixtures tested (in this case iron sources 1 and 3) were the best
candidates for further testing using columns.

A second use of batch tests involves the evaluation of new PRB emplacement methods. Several existing
construction techniques, used historically to build low permeability (containment) walls, are being modified to
facilitate the construction of permeable iron barriers at greater depths. Several of these involve the use of a finer
grained fraction of iron in a biodegradable slurry mixture to allow injection or placement of this mixture in the
subsurface. Laboratory-scale and limited field-scale testing has shown that the reactivity of the iron is maintained
following contact of the material with guar based slurry; however, this should still be confirmed on a site-specific
basis. If an enzymatic or acid-based breaker is used to promote slurry breakdown, then batch tests can also be used
to confirm that the breaker used will function in the high pH, low Eh conditions established in the Fe(0).

4.1.2 Column Studies

Laboratory column tests are useful in determining contaminant removal rates under conditions that more closely
approximate the operating conditions anticipated in the field, such as flow velocity. These rates are the basis for the
design parameters used to determine the required residence time for the contaminant in the reactive material. Using
the residence time and the flow rate, the thickness of the treatment zone can be determined. The laboratory column
tests may also include sampling of the column profile and/or influent and effluent, in addition to the contaminant,
to assess changes in the major ion composition of the water. These data provide information concerning potential
mineral precipitation in the reactive material caused by changing redox potential (Eh) and pH conditions, which are
also important parameters affecting the removal of inorganic contaminants in PRBs. Mineral precipitation rates
may also impact the operation and maintenance requirements for VOC removal systems.

Though column tests are more costly and time consuming than batch tests, they typically yield more realistic field
performance rates, provide a better opportunity to examine products of the reactions and can provide useful
information concerning long-term performance.

4121 Column Test Methodology

Columns are typically 10 to 100 cm long, and 2.5 to 3.8 cm inside diameter, with sampling ports at the influent and
effluent ends and preferably, also along the length (Figure 2). The sampling ports are designed to allow water
samples to be collected along the central axis. Details concerning column test methodology can be found in several
publications (see Appendix A).

Ground water obtained from the site is supplied to the influent end of the column at a constant flow velocity using
a laboratory pump. The flow velocity is selected to approximate the velocity expected in the field-scale treatment
zone. Contaminant concentrations are measured at the inlet, outlet, and sampling ports along the column every 5 to
10 pore volumes (one pore volume is equal to the total volume of liquid within the column) until a steady-state
concentration profile is achieved (i.e., concentrations at a point remain relatively constant over time). For example,
this generally occurs after 40 to 100 pore volumes of flow for VOCs in granular iron. Eh and pH profiles are also
measured periodically during the test period. Concentrations of the major cations, anions, and alkalinity are usually
monitored at less frequent intervals to help predict the potential for mineral precipitation within the reactive
material. If necessary, other chemical parameters relevant to a particular site can also be measured.

4122 Interpretation of Column Data
For each test column at each velocity, contaminant concentrations are plotted as a function of distance along the
column. The flow rate is used to calculate the residence time at each sampling position (relative to the influent) for
each profile. The contaminant degradation or disappearance rate constants are calculated for each contaminant in
the influent solution ground water, using kinetic models. For VOCs and/or chromate a first-order model is used:
C=Ce" (21)
where:
C = contaminant concentration in solution at time t,
C, = initial contaminant concentration of the influent solution,
k = first order rate constant, and
t = time.
By rearranging and taking the natural log, Equation (21) becomes:
In (C/IC,) = -kt (22)
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Figure 2. Schematic of the column appartus used in the bench-scale tests.

The time at which the initial concentration declines by one-half, (C/C = 0.5), is the half life, which, by rearranging
equation (22), is given by:

t,, = 0.693/k (23)

The first-order rate constant, k, has the units of time (e.g., sec?, hr?) and is computed from the slope of the first-
order model obtained by fitting equation (22) to the experimental data. Half lives, along with corresponding
standard error of estimate (s W)values can then be calculated.

When the contaminant is a VOC, breakdown products from the VOCs in the influent solution (e.g., dichloroethene
isomers from TCE) may reach maximum concentrations at an interior sampling port. In this case, an approximate
degradation rate for the breakdown product can be calculated using the maximum concentration at this port, rather
than the influent concentration, as C,. Ideally, both parent and intermediate concentration data should be fitted
using a first-order kinetic model to determine degradation rates and conversion factors.

A variety of mechanisms are potentially suitable for the removal of inorganic contaminants. Many of the
mechanisms employed in treatment of inorganic species rely on the precipitation or adsorption of a chemical
constituent. Laboratory batch and column data should be combined with geochemical modeling to assess the
stability of potential precipitates, adsorbates, and to assess the potential utility of reactive mixtures for remediation
of inorganics. Altering the concentrations of potential nutrients (e.g., NH,*, PO,*) in biologically mediated systems
permits an assessment of potential nutrient limitations on the rate of contaminant removal.

A comprehensive characterization of the water chemistry within a batch test permits the use of geochemical
speciation calculations. Geochemical models commonly used to perform these calculations include MINTEQAZ2
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(USEPA, 1993) and PHREEQC (USGS, 1998). These models contain large and comprehensive databases that can
be used to evaluate the tendency for mineral phases to precipitate or dissolve based on the saturation state of
anticipated minerals. MINTEQAZ also includes a variety of surface ionization/complexation models, which can be
used to evaluate the potential for contaminant adsorption onto mineral surfaces.

The results from laboratory experiments can be augmented by the application of mineralogical characterization
techniques and surface analytical procedures. These techniques allow the isolation and identification of reaction
products, identification of the oxidation state of adsorbed or precipitated elements, and characterization of the
mineral structure of secondary precipitates. Mineralogical techniques can also be used to verify the identity of
secondary phases that are inferred from geochemical modeling. Accumulations of secondary minerals and the
occurrence of coatings can be used to infer reaction progress and to assess potential transport limitations arising
from reaction products blocking reactive surfaces.

When used in conjunction with geochemical speciation/mass transfer calculation, kinetics and column flow data
can also be used to assess the rate-determining steps within an overall reaction sequence. The results of long-term
column experiments can be used to assess variations in the reaction rates resulting from consumption of substrate
materials, growth of bacterial species, and the formation of potentially deleterious reaction products (Waybrant et
al., 1997a). These data can also be used to assess changes in the dominant reaction mechanisms.

The effectiveness of treatment of contaminant species may be limited by changes in the accessibility of the
reactive material due to the formation of coatings by secondary phases. The degree and duration of treatment may
also be limited by depletion of the mass of reactive material, or in the case of adsorbent barriers, by the availability
of reaction sites on the substrate surface. Continuing controlled column experiments for prolonged periods of time
provides an opportunity to drive the treatment system to failure, to evaluate the potential limitations of proposed
field installations (Blowes et al., 1997a).

4.1.2.3 Interpretation of Changes in Non-Contaminant Inorganic Constituents

The carbonate equilibrium present in the contaminant plume may be significantly affected as the ground water
passes through the reactive barrier. In Fe(0) columns, calcium and alkalinity concentrations normally decrease as
ground water passes through the iron in response to increasing pH caused by the corrosion of iron. Corrosion also
causes the Eh of the ground water to decrease (see Appendix B). As the pH of the solution increases, bicarbonate
(HCO,) ions are converted to carbonate ions (CO,*). The CO,* ion formed can then combine with the cations
present in solution (Ca**, Fe**) to form carbonate mineral precipitates such as calcite (CaCO,) and siderite (FeCO,).
At some sites, Mg* may precipitate in solid solution with CaCO,.

Independent corrosion rate measurements of metallic iron (Reardon, 1995) indicate that several mmol/L Fe?
would be introduced to ground water in these columns due to iron corrosion. In many instances, iron precipitates
including siderite (FeCO,), iron hydroxides and oxyhydroxides, and “green rusts” will form in the column.
Observed higher carbonate alkalinity loss relative to the amount of calcium loss can be used to indicate that siderite
formed in addition to calcium carbonate. Iron (oxy)hydroxides which form in the column are converted over time
to magnetite (Odziemkowski and Gillham, 1997). Concentrations of iron are often observed to increase in the
upgradient portion of a column due to metal corrosion, followed by decreases in iron concentrations in the
downgradient part of the column as iron precipitates are formed.

Results of the influent and effluent inorganic chemical analyses can be input to a geochemical speciation model
such as MINTEQAZ2. In MINTEQAZ2, aqueous concentrations are used to calculate the saturation indices (SlIs) of
various mineral species. These Sls can be used to gauge the potential for these minerals to precipitate. A negative
Sl indicates undersaturation with respect to the particular mineral phase, while a positive Sl indicates oversaturation.
Some caution must be used in interpreting these results, especially since such models assume equilibrium
conditions and often do not take into account the potential surface reactions involving the solid phases. Kinetic
controls on the reaction rates could, in some circumstances, result in lower rates of precipitate formation than
predicted by the speciation models.

The reliability of the column data to gauge the potential effect of precipitates on performance of field-scale PRBs
is dependent on the location of precipitation sites in-situ, and on the extent and kinetics of precipitation under field
conditions. From the calcium and alkalinity profiles collected during column tests, and the data from other field
trials, it appears that most of the carbonate precipitation occurs in the upgradient section of the reactive zones.
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4.2 Determination of Required Residence Time in PRBs

4.2.1 Chlorinated Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

In the presence of granular iron, chlorinated organic contaminants degrade with first order kinetics. Thus required
residence times can be determined from the degradation half-life. Using half-lives and influent concentrations as
input, models are available that will calculate the time required to reach the desired treatment level. The most useful
of these models will accommodate simultaneous degradation of several compounds and will also accommodate the
simultaneous formation and degradation of breakdown products. As an example, the residence time calculation is
shown conceptually in Figure 3 for PCE degradation.

In the model, potential breakdown products are concurrently produced and degraded as described by first-order
kinetic equations. The model is an expression of the chemistry that is observed in the solution phase. For PCE, TCE,
cDCE and VC, the model takes the form

foces kecp

foceakece (24)

foceikece  fregikree fepcekepcg  fuckve
PCE »TCE —» DCE » VC —» Ethene

f mole fraction

k first-order rate constant

In order to determine the VOC concentrations at a given time, first-order equations are used either directly in
commercially available software, or in their integrated form.

where:

The residence times determined from VOC degradation rates measured in laboratory column studies of iron
materials need to be adjusted due to the effects of lower ground-water temperatures. Laboratory column studies are
normally performed at a temperature of about 20° to 25° C. Rate constants determined during laboratory studies can
be adjusted for temperature effects using the Arrhenius equation. As an example, experimental data from controlled
temperature column tests at the University of Waterloo were used to generate the linear plot of TCE degradation
rate constant vs temperature (Figure 4, Stephanie O’Hannesin, personal communication). The plot indicates that at
15° C, TCE rates could be expected to decline by a factor of 1.4 from those measured at 23° C.

There has been little published to date concerning similar relationships for other VOCs such as PCE, TCA,
cisDCE, and vinyl chloride. Limited testing at the University of Waterloo has shown little dependence of cDCE and
vinyl chloride rates on temperature. Field observations at some sites with ground-water temperatures in the order of
8°-12° C have shown apparent decreases in TCE degradation rates by factors of 2 to 2.5, but often uncertainties in
flow rates, etc., affect the interpretation of results.

4.2.2 Inorganic Constituents

Reaction rates for inorganic species vary widely, and depend on the site specific characteristics of the aquifer, the
ground water and the reactive material. Laboratory tests using site ground water, or pilot-scale field tests may be
required to accurately estimate reaction rates representative of field conditions. Estimates of reaction rates can be
drawn from batch tests, however, the accumulation of secondary reaction products may not be accurately
represented by the short-term tests. The results of column experiments may provide more accurate estimates of
reaction rates under dynamic flow conditions, but again are limited by the duration of the test.

Reaction rates drawn from laboratory experiments can be incorporated into reactive solute transport models for
estimating anticipated reaction progress within a reactive barrier. Direct application of laboratory rates may be
possible for reactions that show little temperature dependence, or dependence on site specific parameters. Reaction
rates for Cr(VI) reduction using Fe(0) shows only slight temperature dependence, allowing direct application of
laboratory rates to predict field-scale performance. Biologically-mediated systems are anticipated to be more
susceptible to variations in temperature and in nutrient concentrations. Direct transfer of laboratory-measured rates
to these systems is less certain. Use of field-scale pilot tests is warranted until a greater understanding of the
limiting factors in biologically-mediated systems is obtained.
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Estimates of field reaction rates and determinations of residence time requirements must also include an
assessment of the potential variability of the constructed barrier. Reasonable factors of safety need to be included
in design parameters to account for construction defects and site characteristics. Ground-water flow velocities
frequently vary over small spatial intervals, resulting in sharp changes in residence times within a barrier system. In
addition, variability in the material reactivity and emplacement density may substantially influence the performance
of a barrier system (Bennett et al., 1997).

To assess residence requirements for the Elizabeth City project, five columns containing 100% granular iron and
various mixtures of iron and aquifer materials were tested using ground water from the site which contained both
TCE and Cr (VI). The column flow rates (about 2 ft/day) were similar to the flow rates predicted by a ground-water
transport model of the installed system. TCE half-lives obtained from the column tests are shown in Table 6.
Similar to other sites, TCE degraded at relatively high rates and chromium was removed quite rapidly in all
columns. The column data also indicated that VOC degradation rates rather than chromium removal rates, had the
greatest influence on the required residence time in the PRB. TCE half-lives (and the half-lives determined for
breakdown products cis-1,2-dichloroethene and vinyl chloride) were subsequently used in the field design (Bennett
et al., 1997).

4.3 Ancillary Laboratory Studies

A variety of more specialized laboratory studies may be conducted to provide additional information which can be
used in PRB design. These studies could include:

(i) laboratory hydraulic measurements (falling head tests, etc.) along with field data to provide input data
for system modeling;

(ii) surface area measurements of various candidate reactive materials. (For some contaminants, these can
be used to predict the relative performance of the respective materials);

(iii) breakdown product and reaction pathway analysis. (This could be accomplished either in batch or
column tests and may be useful in examining compounds not previously tested);

(iv) microbial analyses of solid phase or water samples from batch/column testing. (These tests may be of
particular value in evaluating PRB materials that rely on the stimulation of biological activity);

(v) tracer studies can be conducted on core samples of PRB materials to assist in evaluating the effects of
precipitate formation on system performance (Mackenzie et al., 1997; Sivavec et al., 1997).

Mineralogical study could include X-ray diffraction (XRD), to determine the presence and nature of the reaction
products, and Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM) to determine the morphology of secondary precipitates. When
SEM is coupled with Energy Dispersive X-ray Analysis (EDX), the qualitative distribution of elements within the
reactive materials and the secondary precipitates can also be evaluated.

Other studies could incorporate surface chemical analyses, including Auger electron analyses to determine
elemental composition, X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy to determine elemental concentration and oxidation
state, and secondary ion mass spectroscopy (SIMS) to assess elemental composition and perform depth profiling of
oxidation layers.
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5.0 Site Characterization for Permeable Reactive Barriers

A complete site characterization is of critical importance for the design and installation of a reactive barrier. This
characterization should include an evaluation of the surface features, structures and buried services to determine
whether the site is amenable to PRB installation and, if so, what types of PRB emplacement technologies are
feasible within these limitations.

The plume location and extent, ground-water flow direction and velocity, and contaminant concentrations must be
accurately known to achieve the required performance. In addition, information on stratigraphic variations in
permeability, fracturing, and aqueous geochemistry is needed for the PRB design. The plume must not pass over,
under, or around the PRB and the reactive zone must reduce the contaminant to concentration goals without rapidly
plugging with precipitates or becoming passivated. The PRB design, location, emplacement methodology, and
estimated life expectancy are based on the site characterization information, therefore insufficient or faulty
information could jeopardize the remediation effort.

In general, four aspects of site characterization should be evaluated before implementing a PRB:
* hydrogeology
e contaminant loading
» geochemistry, and when possible
* microbiology.
5.1 Hydrogeologic Characterization

As with any ground-water remediation technique, adequate hydrogeologic characterization must be done to
understand the ground-water flow patterns and the distribution of the contaminant plume. This is especially
important for the installation of a PRB since the entire plume must be directed through the reactive zone of the
barrier. To attain a “passive” remediation system, the PRB must be placed in a location that allows the plume to
move through the reactive zone under the natural ground-water gradient; i.e., the gradient must do all the work.

Information that must be obtained includes advective velocity parameters such as the piezometric surfaces (if a
confined aquifer) or gradient, the hydraulic conductivity, porosity, and the usual hydrologic parameters typical of a
careful and complete subsurface characterization. It is also important to understand seasonal changes in flow
direction and flux due to processes such as recharge, since the PRB should be designed to accommodate these
changes. An awareness of the effects of large pumping systems at the site, such as water supply wells or pump-
and-treat remediation technologies, should also be known. These types of effects on flow velocity and direction can
be intermittent and have unforeseen influences on the flow entering the PRB. Figure 5 conceptually depicts how
changes in ground-water flow can reduce the effectiveness of a reactive barrier system due to incomplete plume
capture.

Beyond general hydrologic factors, the stratigraphy and lithology of the site will often dictate the type of PRB
design chosen. It is desirable to “key” the bottom of the barrier into a low-permeability clay layer to prevent
contaminant underflow, for example. If such a layer is not available at a reasonable depth, then a “hanging” design
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Figure 5.  Potential effects of ground water flow diversion on plume direction.
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might be necessary. This type of system should be engineered to prevent contaminant underflow. In addition,
stratigraphic and lithologic features might limit the ability to perform certain installation procedures. Buried rock
might interfere with the driving of sheet piling, for example.

Understanding the vertical variation in stratigraphy is also important for choosing the stratigraphic zone(s) that the
PRB will intersect. If the contaminant plume is moving through a highly permeable layer amidst less permeable
layers, the PRB should be placed vertically to encompass this high permeability layer. It is also important that
impermeable materials, such as clays, not be “smeared” by the installation techniques across the permeable aquifer
zone that is expected to provide flow into the PRB. Therefore, a careful evaluation of the stratigraphic variability at
the location of the PRB, and the continuity of the stratigraphy with respect to the upgradient plume, will provide
confidence in the design and installation.

Stratigraphic features such as fractured rock are also important. If the plume-carrying flow zone is contacted by
zones of fractured rock, allowing some flow diversion into the fractures, then it is possible that some fraction of the
contaminant could be short-circuited around the PRB. This could give the appearance that the remediation within
the PRB is incomplete when, in fact, the PRB simply fails to intersect all the potential flow paths of the
contaminant. Reactive media emplacement into bedrock fractures may be necessary to intercept contaminant
migration pathways and achieve performance goals.

5.2 Contaminant Characterization

Information on contaminant concentrations is necessary for any successful remedial operation, whether pump-
and-treat or in situ technologies are used. The remediation technique must be effective up to the maximum
concentrations and the total mass of contaminant that will be encountered at the treatment point. This is especially
important for PRBs because, once emplaced, it is difficult to change the thickness of the reactive zone. The PRB
must also be designed to eliminate the possibility that portions of the plume could flow around the barrier in any
direction. This requires a complete understanding of the extent of the plume, its width, depth, length, contaminant
concentrations within these spatial dimensions, and how these can be expected to change over time.

Because PRBs are generally placed downgradient of the plume center-of-mass, it is important that the barrier be
designed to accommodate the higher upgradient concentrations, should they arrive at the barrier unattenuated. This
requires sufficient contaminant characterization to accurately determine this high concentration zone. It is also
desirable to know whether this zone is moving downgradient over time or whether a pseudo-steady-state has been
achieved that would suggest natural attenuation is occurring. If steady-state plume boundaries have been achieved,
the PRB could be designed to transect and attenuate only the lower downgradient concentration(s) for the protection
of nearby receptors or to eliminate contaminant migration beyond site boundaries. Figure 6 illustrates the potential
result if a reactive barrier is not designed to fully handle the contaminant concentrations that reach it over time.

5.3 Geochemical Characterization

Site/plume geochemical information is needed for PRB design and implementation and to further our understand-
ing of the expected lifetime of these systems. It has been shown, for example, that water passing through a reactive
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Figure 6.  Effects of plume center-of-mass downgradient, and higher concentrations impacting the barrier. Incomplete
remediation is now occurring.
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barrier of Fe(0) undergoes radical geochemical changes, including an increase in pH up to 9 or 10, elimination of
oxygen with Eh reduction to minus several hundred millivolts, and a reduction in carbonate alkalinity. Often,
sulfate is reduced to sulfide and dissolved iron appears. Other changes might also be observed, dependant upon the
contaminants being reacted and the overall ground-water geochemistry. Some of the geochemical changes can
result in precipitation onto the reactant surfaces, potentially reducing the reactivity and permeability of the reactive
zone over time. Therefore, waters high in carbonate might result in significant buildup of calcite (CaCO,) or siderite
(FeCO,). In addition, (oxy)hydroxides can also be expected to precipitate. Of particular potential importance is the
precipitation of ferric hydroxide, Fe(OH),, at the upgradient reactive zone interface due to the reaction of dissolved
oxygen with the iron. At this time, the significance of these reactions over the lifetime of a field installation is not
fully understood. However, column plugging in lab studies, particularly at the influent end where dissolved O,
contacts the Fe(0), has been observed. Laboratory research is under way to identify methods of “refreshing” the
reactivity of the Fe(0) surfaces should this become necessary.

To illustrate these possible effects, the upper graphic in Figure 7 depicts the flow of TCE-contaminated water
through a portion of a PRB of Fe(0) shortly after installation. TCE enters and ethylene exits, with a velocity of 1 and
a residence time of 1, exactly as the wall was designed. In the middle graphic precipitates have begun to
significantly coat the iron particles, limiting access of the TCE to the surface for dechlorination reactions. The
velocity is still about one, as is the residence time; however, in this system a residence time of one does not provide
sufficient contact with the reactive surfaces due to the coatings. This results in the intermediate products of
incomplete dechlorination appearing downgradient of the PRB. The bottom graphic shows that further precipitation
has blocked the pore spaces between some iron particles. As a result, the entire ground-water flux must pass through
the remaining open channels, making the velocity greater than one, the residence time less than one, and
dechlorination incomplete. This type of plugging could also result in upgradient head increase and flow around the
barrier rather than through it. It should be noted that significant plugging problems have not been observed in field
scale applications using iron to degrade TCE.

5.4 Microbial Aspects

One area of site characterization for PRBs that needs further study is microbial activity. The interactions of native
microbial populations, contaminants, and reactive barrier materials are likely to be quite complex, and have the
potential for either beneficial or detrimental effects on the remediation. Native microbial consortia are often
responsible for natural plume attenuation processes. Other beneficial effects could include enhanced contaminant
degradation within or downgradient from the PRB; for example, the further reduction in Eh due to the presence of
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Figure 7. Potential effects of precipitation buildup on the iron over time.
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sulfate-reducing bacteria might increase the rates of contaminant reduction. Adverse effects could include the
potential loss of permeability of the reactive zone due to biofouling. Additional laboratory and field studies are
being conducted to understand these interactions and learn how to enhance the potential positive effects and reduce
the potential negative effects of native microorganisms.

5.5 Implementing the Field Characterization

All known information about the site should be assessed prior to mobilizing the field characterization. Usually
some information has been obtained in the process of discovering that there is a contamination problem. Due to
regulatory concerns and reporting requirements, monitoring wells may have been installed shortly after this
discovery to evaluate the contaminant(s) and its concentration. This information can be combined with historical
records, the memories of current or former workers, and surface features to obtain at least a general idea of the
location of the source term(s) and its nature. General information on topics such as aquifer locations, yields and
water table depths, water quality, stratigraphy, recharge areas, drainage basins, etc., can often be obtained from
local, state and federal agencies. Although this information might not be sufficient at the (usually) smaller scale of
the contaminated site for effecting a complete remedial design, it can be very helpful in designing the site
characterization effort.

When this information has been compiled, the choice of locations and screen depths for a few, select aquifer
testing/monitoring wells can be made, primarily to obtain general hydrologic information. Historically, plume
dimensions and site characteristics have also been determined during the installation and use of such monitoring
wells. However, these are expensive, time-consuming to install and sample, and require special multi-level
installations to provide adequate delineation in the vertical dimension. A better approach might be to begin with
surface geophysical techniques such as electromagnetic surveys, ground-penetrating radar (GPR) and seismic
studies. These techniques are of particular use when a site is completely unknown with regard to subsurface
features. Geophysical techniques can locate buried drums, pipes, and power lines in addition to providing
information on water table and bedrock depth, fractured zones, and strata thickness. Once this information is
compiled, push-tool technologies can be used for further characterization, when possible, otherwise conventional
drilling techniques may be necessary. If conventional drilling is necessary, careful consideration should be given to
the surface locations of the wells and the location of the screens with depth.

Push technologies, such as Geoprobe®, Hydropunch®, and cone penetrometers are rapidly becoming the tools of
choice for evaluating shallow plume locations in fine- to medium-grained soils of low to moderate density. Direct
push samplers can be driven rapidly and relatively inexpensively, allowing more points to be sampled than could be
accomplished with monitoring wells for the same amount of time and money. They can be used to collect soil cores,
water, and soil gas samples. Additionally, they can be used to collect these samples over very thin vertical intervals,
allowing better delineation of the contaminant concentrations in the plume and better stratigraphic characterization
than could normally be acquired with conventional exploratory drilling techniques.
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6.0 Permeable Reactive Barrier Design
6.1 The Continuous PRB and Funnel-and-Gate Designs

The residence time required and the anticipated ground-water velocity through the PRB are used to determine the
size of PRB needed to achieve the desired treatment level. Two basic configurations are currently being used for
full-scale field application, continuous PRBs or “funnel-and-gate” designs. The effect of system configurations on
flow patterns and system dimensions can be evaluated as part of the modeling effort. Factors which may affect the
choice of configuration are discussed below.

Properly designed and constructed continuous PRBs (Figure 8a) have relatively minimal impact on the natural
ground-water flow conditions at a site. The type of continuous PRB most commonly being installed is simply a
trench that has been excavated and backfilled with granular Fe. Several other emplacement methods are possible
such as hydraulic fracturing and jetting. The continuous design incorporates no funnels and, therefore, allows the
water to pass through the barrier under its natural gradient and at its natural flow velocity. As a result, a continuous
PRB only needs to cover an area comparable to the cross-sectional area of the plume. The ground-water flow
velocity through the PRB will be very similar to the velocity in the aquifer. As long as the hydraulic conductivity of
the aquifer is less than that of the PRB, underflow of contaminated ground water should not occur.

Ideally the continuous PRB is built to a depth that somewhat over-encompasses the vertical and horizontal
dimensions of the contaminant plume, as a safety factor, and is filled with granular iron or some other reactive
material. The PRB thickness must be sufficient to remediate the contaminant of concern to the established
concentration goals. As with the funnel-and-gate design, it is desirable to place the bottom of the continuous PRB
into an impermeable zone; i.e., “key” it into impermeable strata to mitigate the potential for contaminant underflow.
The upgradient and downgradient surface areas of the aquifer material contacting the PRB will be approximately
the same, minimizing disruption in the natural ground-water flow relative to current funnel-and-gate designs

(Figure 8b). Continuous PRB

4

2

Contaminant Plume

L

\
- GW Flow

Figure 8a. Plume capture by a continuous PRB trenched system. The plume moves unimpeded through the reactive zone.
Reactive Gate

+ Funnel-and-Gate PRB

4 ) Funnel

Contaminant Plume

\
- GW Flow

Figure 8b. Plume capture by a funnel-and-gate system. Sheet piling funnels direct the plume through the reactive gate.
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A difficulty with the trench emplacement involves trenching and filling in the fully saturated zone due to the
problems of immediate water intrusion and potential collapse of the trench walls. This problem requires that the
aquifer materials be removed and the reactive media emplaced nearly simultaneously unless subsurface construc-
tions (sheet pile walls, trench filling with biodegradable slurries such as guar, etc.) are used. This rapid aquifer
material removal/reactive media emplacement is possible using continuous trenching devices such as the one shown
in Figure 9. During June 1996 a 150 foot long, 2 foot wide, 24 foot deep continuous trench PRB of iron was
installed at the U. S. Coast Guard Air Support Center near Elizabeth City, North Carolina, to intercept a mixed
plume of chromate and TCE, following the success of a small-scale field test (Puls et al., 1996). This marked the
first time that a continuous trenching technique had been used to emplace iron in a subsurface reactive barrier. A
drawback of this type of PRB installation is the difficulty tracking the volume of reactive material actually
emplaced during the construction.

In a funnel-and-gate configuration, low permeability funnels direct ground water toward permeable treatment
zones or gates.The basic design of a funnel-and-gate system is shown in Figure 8b. The “funnel” typically consists
of sheet pilings, slurry walls, or some other material and is preferably “keyed” into an impermeable layer (clay,
bedrock) to prevent contaminant underflow. This funnel is emplaced to encompass and direct the flow of
contaminated water to a “gate” or “gates” containing a permeable zone of granular Fe(0) or other reactive material.

Due to directing a large cross-sectional area of water through the much smaller cross-sectional area of the gate,
ground-water velocities within the gate will be higher than those resulting from the natural gradient. The funnel
portion of the design is engineered to completely encompass the path of the contaminant plume and the overall
design must prevent the contaminant plume from flowing around the barrier in any direction. The gate shape may
be controlled by construction techniques, but have most commonly been rectangular. Recent variations include the
use of backfilled caissons, media filled hollow vibrating beams, or emplaced reaction vessels. For the emplaced
reaction vessels, contaminated upgradient waters are directed into the subsurface vessel which contains reactive
media, and the treated water is discharged through a pipe that extends downgradient through the impermeable wall.

The more typical rectangular, or box-shaped gate can be built by driving temporary sheet pilings and/or building
removable subsurface walls within which the reactive materials are emplaced. Sheet pilings can be driven to
delineate the sides and ends of the media gate. The interior of this construction can then be dewatered and excavated
to make room for the reactive material (Gillham and Burris, 1992). Water intrusion is reduced by the impermeable
pilings and any seepage can be pumped away. This construction approach also allows the incorporation of other
features, such as additional treatment zones or monitoring zones.

The permeability of the reactive material in the gated zone must be equal to or greater than the aquifer
permeability to minimize flow restrictions. At the same time, it is necessary for the flowpath length through the gate
to be long enough for complete contaminant remediation; i.e., sufficient contact, or residence time, must be allowed
between the reactive material and the contaminant. Overall system length depends on the number, location and size
of treatment gates and should be determined through ground-water flow modeling. Particular care is required in
designing and constructing the connection between the impermeable “funnel” section and the permeable “gate”
section in order to avoid bypass of contaminated ground water.

Some problems can accompany the funnel-and-gate design that should be addressed, prior to installation, with a
careful site characterization. Foremost among these is the potential for diversion of ground water around the funnel-
and-gate. Even if the permeability of the gate section is tremendously enhanced relative to the aquifer permeability,
the gate again contacts the same aquifer material on the downgradient side and permeability is immediately reduced
to the initial aquifer value. It is important that the gated zone and the downgradient gate/aquifer interface be able to
pass the flux of contaminated ground water intercepted by the funnels, if not the entire flux of intercepted water
(both contaminated and uncontaminated). It would seem unlikely that the total volume of water in a high flux
system, directed by a high surface area funnel, could be infiltrated through the much smaller surface area of the gate
and aquifer material interface that contacts the downgradient side of the gate. This constriction of flow could result
in a significant head difference across the reactive barrier. In fact, a seven to ten foot head difference reportedly
developed across the funnel and multiple-gate system that was installed at the Denver Federal Facility, Denver, CO
(Cushing et al., 1996) and has continued to persist (McMahon, 1997). The important point when designing a funnel-
and-gate system, however, is not that some water is diverted around the barrier, but that none of the contaminated
water is diverted and it passes through the reactive zone for treatment.

Several combinations or “treatment trains” of different types of reactive materials might be considered at specific
sites containing a combination of contaminants (e.g., metals and VOCs, or VOCs and petroleum hydrocarbons).
The funnel-and-gate PRB configuration may be more appropriate for these systems, providing a “focused”
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treatment area. This may be of particular value if the materials need to be replaced or replenished periodically over
the life of the system. These “focused” treatment areas will also facilitate performance monitoring of the system.
However, research needs to be done on how to integrate differing reaction technologies into a subsurface “treatment
train,” so that the reactions do not interfere or limit one another.

Many of the reaction mechanisms associated with PRB materials are surface area dependent. The amount of
reactive material needed is, therefore, proportional to the mass flux of contaminant requiring treatment. Therefore,
both the funnel-and-gate and continuous PRB configurations should theoretically require the same amount of soil
excavation and disposal since the PRB should contain the same volume of reactive material. However, in an actual
field implementation, it is possible that more iron will be required by a continuous PRB using current commercial-
scale installation techniques (trenching), particularly if the plume is very broad and requires a relatively long PRB.
The reason for this is the need to be certain that the PRB has no unreactive gaps or flowpaths throughout its length.
There will be some limiting thickness that has to be maintained to assure PRB integrity throughout its volume. The
use of jetting, as an emplacement method rather than trenching, could potentially mitigate this problem for thin
continuous PRBs.

Given the above, the selection of an appropriate configuration should be made on a site-specific basis. The cost of
construction of either configuration will ultimately be dependent on the depth, width and saturated thickness of the
plume, which controls the overall dimension of the system. Costs for reactive materials, “funnel” materials (if
required), and construction will be the major capital cost components of these systems.

When considering emplacement methods and system configuration, several other factors common to subsurface
construction procedures need to be considered, including:

* the need for dewatering during excavation;
* the means and costs of ground water and soil disposal;

e health and safety. The only “hazard” associated with granular iron used to date has been nuisance dust.
However, the entry of construction personnel into gate excavations does create a health and safety issue;

e disruption to site activities
These factors will also influence the cost of the system.
6.2 Emplacement Methods and Comparisons

The installation methods used thus far for PRBs are few in number. Most systems have relied on standard means
of excavating and backfilling to place reactive material in the path of a plume, as was discussed for the continuous
PRB and the funnel-and-gate designs. Likewise, the impermeable walls of funnel-and-gate systems have used sheet
pile driving or slurry wall constructions. Among the other methods being developed, tested, and implemented are
the use of trenching machines, mandrel or tremie tubes, deep soil mixing, high-pressure jetting and vertical
hydraulic fracturing. It is unlikely that any single approach will be found to be feasible and cost-effective for all
types of applications. Rather, the value of having a variety of methods from which to choose will be the ability to
select the best method for each application, with its particular combination of depth requirement, reactive media
thickness requirements, stratigraphy, sensitivity to spoils generation, and other factors. Calculations based on the
equations in AppendixC can be used to estimate whether a given emplacement method can provide sufficient iron
thickness to accomplish site-specific remediation goals, provided the method also achieves the other emplacement
requirements.

6.2.1 Conventional Excavation

Conventional excavation is a basic construction practice using equipment such as backhoes, excavators, and
cranes. Standard excavators can reach depths of about 35 feet, and modified excavators can reach depths of about
70 feet. Cranes fitted with clamshells can attain greater depths.

Shallow trenches may not require any support to remain open before backfilling, but most PRB applications must
be deep enough that they will need to be supported prior to being backfilled with either permeable or impermeable
materials. There are two means of supporting trenches: structural walls (e.g., trench boxes) and slurries.

The trench box approach has been used to install the gate portions for most PRBs thus far. Often the final stages
of excavation involve time-consuming confined entry procedures, making gate installation the most expensive
component of a PRB project. As a result, some recent projects have tested other means of supporting trenches,
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namely caissons (used for the Somersworth, NH, and Dover Air Force Base projects), continuous trenching
machines (used at Elizabeth City, NC, Oregon, New York and California) and biodegradable slurries (Vancouver,
Canada).

The use of slurries to support trenches prior to backfilling may provide significant cost savings. Bentonite slurries
are commonly used for this purpose in constructing slurry walls. Bentonite slurries cannot be used to construct
permeable zones, but using a biodegradable polymer solution such as guar gum may be feasible and cost-effective.
A biodegradable slurry was used to install a small-scale test PRB (30ft x 6ft x 30ft) in VVancouver, Canada. Tests are
ongoing to evaluate the effects (if any) of the biodegradable slurries on iron and other reactive materials.

6.2.2 Trenching Machines

Trenching machines are an effective means of installing relatively shallow trenches. The type most applicable to
installing PRBs are of the “chain saw” design, which cuts a trench between 12 and 36 inches wide. During
installation, the trench is held open by a trench box attached to the chain saw cutting belt mechanism. The trench
box is pulled along after the cutter chain. A hopper attached to the top of the trench box can be filled with reactive
material and feeds the material into the trench. Typical trenchers are limited to depths of about 20 to 30 feet, but
larger equipment is expected to be more widely available in the future. Based on calculations presented in
AppendixC, for a trench width of 36 inches and a granular iron bulk density of 160 Ib/ft 2, the maximum weight-per-
area achievable by this method is 480 Ib/ft2.

6.2.3 Tremie Tube/Mandrel

A tremie tube approach is a modification of the means of installing wick drains. A hollow rectangular tube with
expendable drive shoe on the bottom is driven to depth with hydrostatic force or a vibratory hammer. The tube can
then be filled with dry granular material or a slurry containing the reactive media. The tube then is extracted,
leaving the drive shoe and added materials in the ground. Then the process is repeated along the desired path, each
emplacement overlapping the previous one by an amount necessary to provide continuity.

This method was used to install iron-containing zones for the Phase I1A Lasagna™ project at the DOE gaseous
diffusion plant in Paducah, Kentucky. In that case, mixtures of iron/coke or iron/clay were installed to a depth of
45feet. Ata bulk density of 160 Ib/ft 2, the use of 100% granular iron in a 4-inch zone would give a weight-per-area
of slightly more than 50 Ib/ft?> (see Appendix C).

6.2.4 Deep Soil Mixing

Deep soil mixing utilizes large augers (e.g., 3 ft to 8 ft diameter) suspended by cranes and driven by large motors.
Once a zone is mixed, the auger and crane are indexed to the next location. Applications carried out to date include
injecting cement or other grouting agents to build containment walls or to stabilize an area. In addition, deep soil
mixing has been used with air or steam injection to volatilize contaminants.

It is thought that relatively large amounts of iron can be emplaced by deep soil mixing, but little data is available.
Assuming that the resulting zone is 50% iron, 3-foot augers could be used to apply about 180 Ib/ft?, and 8-foot
augers could apply up to about 480 Ib/ft? (see Appendix C).

An important aspect of deep soil mixing is the relatively high mobilization costs associated with transporting and
setting up the large equipment involved. For small projects, this may be prohibitive.

6.2.5 High-Pressure Jetting

High-pressure jetting is an established practice to inject grouting agents to improve the structural characteristics of
soil for construction purposes. More recently, it has been used to inject grouts to make impermeable walls. Jetting
is an attractive concept for many reasons. An important advantage in certain settings will be the ability to install a
wall around obstructions such as boulders and utility lines. Also, the equipment is small and the mobilization costs
are relatively low.

This approach uses jetting nozzles incorporated into a specialized section of the drill string located above the drill
bit. Once the drill string reaches the desired depth, the pump increases its output (up to 90 gpm and 6,000 psi). As
the slurry is injected into the formation, the drill string is extracted from the borehole at the desired rate. Due to the
jetting process, most of the finer soil fractions are forced to the surface, but a significant portion of the coarser
fractions remain.

If the jetting nozzle is rotated during extraction, a column of injected material forms which is approximately three
to seven feet in diameter. Depending on the pumping and extraction rates, it is anticipated that the columnar zone
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will contain up to 75% of the injected reactive material. Therefore, a 3-foot diameter permeable reactive zone might
contain up to 360 Ib/ft? granular iron (see Appendix C).

If the jetting nozzle is not rotated during extraction, it creates an injected zone known as a thin diaphragm wall. If
such a wall averages five inches thick and contains 75% iron, then the resulting weight-per-area is 50 Ib/ft? (see
Appendix C).

A pilot test to inject granular iron was conducted recently by DuPont. Guar gum (a natural food thickener) was
used as the viscosifying agent for making slurries of 50-mesh iron particles. Both columnar and thin diaphragm wall
injections were successfully demonstrated. The depth of injection was only fifteen feet in this case, but the principle
of using high pressure jetting was established, and it appears to be ready for use at greater depths.

6.2.6 Vertical Hydraulic Fracturing and Reactant Sand-Fracturing

In vertical hydraulic fracturing (VHF), holes are bored to initiate a fracture in permeable sands. A Fe(0)-
containing fracturing fluid gel is then pumped into the fractures, forming a continuous wall of reactive material. The
gel can be guar gum, which dissolves and leaves a PRB of Fe(0). The fracturing fluid used at the Caldwell trucking
site, New Jersey, consisted of potable water, guar gum, a borax cross-linker (to link iron to the gel), pH buffer, an
enzyme breaker (to break down starch in the guar after injection), and a fine-sand propant (Hocking, 1998). Cross-
linking was necessary to prevent the iron from falling from the gel before permeating the fracture. Because many
undesired reactions can occur between gel ingredients, potentially reducing the reactivity of the iron, proposed
fracture fluid ingredients should be extensively tested prior to using this installation method.

Reactant sand-fracturing (RSF) uses high-pressure fracturing with a sand propant, taking advantage of the
fractures that exist in bedrock, and providing a means of creating reactive fracture zones of Fe(0) within
contaminated bedrock. As with VHF, a reactive fracturing fluid is needed for RSF since granular iron and iron
filings do not have the needed hydraulic properties. An iron foam propant was chosen for a pilot test at a California
facility as a method for placing reactive Fe(0) media into a fractured bedrock aquifer contaminated with chlorinated
solvents and metals (Marcus, 1998). The pilot test consisted of boring holes, with chemical and physical testing to
identify fractures containing contamination, pretreatment hydraulic fracturing (to ascertain that the injection
equipment could fracture the bedrock), injection of the foamed iron propants, and post-treatment confirmation of
emplacement with down-hole geophysical and geochemical testing. Cross-linkers in the propant were not necessary
due to the low density of the iron foam relative to some other Fe(0) forms. The low-density foam also allowed the
use of standard hydraulic fracturing equipment.

6.3 Emplacement Verification

As part of the quality assurance program for the installed system, certain measures should be used to verify
emplacement of the PRB system as designed. This is most critical for continuous barrier configurations, but also
required for funnel-and-gate and other emplacement designs. Whether the PRB is installed with excavation and fill,
continuous trenching, hydrofracturing, or jetting, its emplacement and integrity should be confirmed. This will
entail additional analyses beyond contaminant disappearance in downgradient monitoring wells. Geophysical
methods have been used to a limited extent in this regard. These methods include natural gamma, conductivity,
electrical resistivity, cross borehole tomography and surface radar. Tracer tests and standard hydrologic character-
ization methods can also provide useful information, especially when the data are combined with and compared to
the data from the geophysical studies.
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7.0 Monitoring Permeable Reactive Barriers
7.1 Planning the Monitoring Effort

A Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) must be developed prior to any ground-water sampling, including
baseline water quality data collection efforts. The QAPP must address the data quality requirements established for
the project. U.S EPA’s Pocket Guide for the Preparation of a Quality Assurance Plan (EPA/600/9-89/087) is a
useful resource in this regard. A monitoring plan is an integral part of the QAPP for the project and emphasis should
be placed on data collection methods and monitoring network design equal to that traditionally placed on analytical
methods and sample handling.

All procedures and techniques used for site characterization, ground-water monitoring well installation and
development, sample collection, sample preservation and shipment, analytical procedures, and chain-of-custody
control should be specified in a QAPP. At a minimum, the QAPP should address

e sampling objectives

e pre-sampling activities

e sample collection

* in-situ or field analyses and equipment calibration

e sample preservation and handling

e equipment decontamination

 chain-of-custody control and records management

e analytical procedures and quantification limits for both laboratory and field methods
 field and laboratory quality assurance/quality control
 evaluation of data quality, and

e health and safety.

Other sources of useful information on the topics of QA procedures and ground-water monitoring include the
following: Chapter Eleven “Ground Water Monitoring” of EPA’s manual titled Test Methods for Evaluating Solid
Waste (U.S. EPA 1986¢, commonly known as “SW-846"); Ground Water Sampling - A Workshop Summary
(EPA/600/R-94/205, 1995); Subsurface Characterization and Monitoring Techniques - A Desk Reference Guide,
Vol. 1: Solids and Ground Water and Vol. 2: The Vadose Zone, Field Screening and Analytical Methods
(EPA/R-93/003b, 1993).

7.2 Compliance Monitoring

7.2.1 Objectives

Compliance monitoring typically involves the monitoring of the contaminants of interest at a particular hazardous
waste site where dissolved concentrations have been detected that exceed regulatory limits. The focus is on the site
and its compliance points with the monitoring program driven by regulatory requirements. General water quality
monitoring is also often included, such as determinations of major cations and anions and other water quality
indicator parameters such as pH, alkalinity, specific conductance, etc. For permeable reactive barriers, similar
compliance monitoring requirements are necessary; however, the placement and design of monitoring wells or
points and the methods used to sample ground water may be different. In addition, monitoring of degradation
products from reductive dehalogenation reactions or other contaminant transformation products may be required.

7.2.2 Compliance Monitoring System Design

Well placement and design are important to ensure adequate assessment of system performance. In addition to
upgradient and downgradient wells, wells should be located to ensure that contaminated water is not flowing
around, under, or over the barrier wall. The number of wells used will depend on system design and size. Figure 8
shows two examples for a funnel-and-gate design and a continuous wall design. Use of two inch diameter wells is
usually sufficient and appropriate for compliance monitoring purposes. Smaller diameter wells or piezometers can
be used if the selected sampling devices permit it. Selection of screen length should be compatible with sampling
program objectives and site conditions, particularly with respect to plume location as it exists in three dimensions
within the aquifer (Powell & Puls, 1997c) and the depth of the reactive zone. Compliance wells located near the
permeable reaction zone should be located far enough away to avoid mixing of water from distinct geochemical
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zones during purging and sampling of the wells. For example, a well located immediately downgradient of the PRB
should be located such that water is not extracted from the reaction zone itself during well sampling. However, the
well should not be located so far downgradient that it takes a long time to determine the effectiveness of the PRB.
Similarly, wells located upgradient should not be too close to the PRB, such that water is inadvertently pulled from
the reaction zone during purging and sampling operations. Wells located beneath the PRB should also be carefully
located with respect to the target sampling zone. The sampling device and sampling methods employed will dictate
how close wells can be located to the PRB and some thought must be given to the zone of influence during the
sample collection process.

It should also be realized that if the PRB has been located to transect the contaminant plume rather than being
installed entirely downgradient of the plume, compliance wells downgradient of the PRB will probably not show
immediate reductions in contaminants. This is because diffusion and desorption of the contaminant from the aquifer
materials downgradient of the PRB will continue for some time before gradually diminishing. Well number 46 at
the Elizabeth City, North Carolina, PRB site is a good example of this phenomenon. The PRB was installed in June,
1996, with Well 46 (Figure 9) at a distance of about 56 feet downgradient of the PRB. In November of 1996, five
months after PRB installation, the TCE concentration at Well 46 was 256 g L. The following September (1997),
the TCE concentration was approaching compliance for TCE (10.9 pg L* ) and was in compliance for VC.

7.2.3 Compliance Sampling Methods

Low-flow sampling methods are recommended for compliance sampling purposes (Puls and Barcelona, 1996).
Low-flow refers to the velocity with which water is withdrawn from the aquifer and is usually from 0.1 to
0.5L/min, depending upon site-specific hydrogeologic conditions. The effectiveness of using low-flow purging is
intimately linked with proper screen location, screen length, and well construction and development techniques.
The objective is to pump in a manner that minimizes stress to the hydrogeologic system, to the extent practical,
taking into account established program sampling objectives.

The reestablishment of natural flowpath equilibrium in both the vertical and horizontal directions following
disturbance of the water in the well and prior to sampling are important for correct interpretation of the data (Powell
and Puls, 1993). Much of the need for purging has been found to be due to passing the sampling device through the
overlying casing water, which causes mixing of these stagnant waters and the dynamic waters within the screened
interval. These disturbances and impacts can be avoided using dedicated sampling equipment set within the
screened interval, which precludes the need to insert the sampling device prior to purging and sampling (Powell and
Puls, 1997c).
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Figure 9.  Continuous trencher used at Elizabeth City, North Carolina.
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For high resolution sampling needs, screens less than 1 m in length should be used. Isolation of the screened
interval water from the overlying stagnant casing water may be accomplished using low-flow minimal drawdown
techniques. If the pump intake is located within the screened interval most, if not all, of the water pumped will be
drawn directly from the formation with little mixing of casing water or disturbance to the sampling zone. However,
if the wells are not constructed and developed properly, zones other than those intended may be sampled. At some
sites where geologic heterogeneities are sufficiently different across the screened interval, higher conductivity
zones may be preferentially sampled. This is another reason to use shorter screened intervals, especially where high
vertical spatial resolution is a sampling objective.

It is recommended that water quality indicator parameters be used to determine purging needs prior to sample
collection in each well. Stabilization of parameters such as pH, specific conductance, dissolved oxygen, oxidation-
reduction potential, temperature and turbidity should be used to determine when formation water is accessed during
purging. In general, pH stabilizes first, along with temperature and specific conductance, followed by oxidation-
reduction potential (redox), dissolved oxygen and turbidity (Puls et al., 1992; Puls and Powell, 1992a). Temperature
and pH, while commonly used as purging indicators, are actually quite insensitive in distinguishing between
formation water and stagnant casing water; nevertheless, these are important parameters for data interpretation
purposes and should also be measured. Instruments are available which utilize in-line flow cells to continuously
measure the above parameters. Most of these same parameters are important performance measures for reactive
barriers (e.g., for iron corrosion reactions occurring within the treatment zone).

It is important to establish specific well parameter stabilization criteria and then consistently follow the same
methods thereafter. Generally, the time or purge volume required for parameter stabilization is independent of well
depth or well volumes for low-flow sampling. Important variables are well diameter, sampling device,
hydrogeochemistry, pump flow rate, and whether the devices are used in a portable or dedicated manner. If the
sampling device is already in place (i.e., dedicated sampling systems), then the time and purge volume needed for
stabilization is much shorter. Other advantages of dedicated equipment include less purge water for waste disposal,
much less decontamination of equipment, less time spent in preparation for sampling as well as time in the field, and
more consistency in the sampling approach which will probably translate into less variability between sampling
results. The use of dedicated equipment is strongly recommended at wells which will undergo routine sampling
over time, as will be the case with monitoring of permeable reactive barriers. The use of low-flow sampling
techniques will also allow the placement of compliance wells closer to the treatment wall system, since the reduced
purge volume will decrease the chance of mixing waters from unintended sources and zones.

Monitoring well sampling should always proceed from the well that is expected to be least contaminated to the
well that is expected to be most contaminated, to minimize the potential for cross-contamination of samples that
may result from inadequate decontamination of sampling equipment. Samples should be collected and container-
ized according to the volatility of the target analytes. The preferred collection order for some of the more common
ground-water analytes is as follows (Barcelona et al., 1985):

1. Volatile organics (VOAs or VOCSs);
2. Dissolved gases and total organic carbon (TOC);
3. Semivolatile organics (SMVs or SVOCs);
4. Metals and cyanide;
5. Major water quality cations and anions;
6. Radionuclides.
7.2.4 Compliance Sampling Frequency

The frequency with which compliance samples are collected should be based on the hydrogeologic character of
the aquifer, the proximity of sensitive receptors such as water supply wells, and the risk posed by the contaminant(s).
In general, if ground-water velocities are low, then samples can be collected less frequently than when velocities are
high. As a general guideline, quarterly monitoring seems appropriate, at least initially, for most sites, with
variations permitted for exceptionally slow or fast ground-water flow situations. In many cases, when the ground-
water flow rate is very slow, semiannual sampling may be justifiable.

Due to the massive subsurface disturbance created during the construction and installation of a permeable reactive
barrier, initial sampling results are often not representative of system performance. Re-equilibration of the ground-
water flow field is required before sampling results can be properly interpreted. Based on field results thus far, this
seems to take about 1-3 months. Water level measurements should be taken within the first few days, both
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upgradient and downgradient of the PRB, and continued on a regular basis to ascertain that the system is
functioning as designed with respect to plume capture, and the establishment and maintenance of designed flow
parameters through the system and upgradient of the treatment zone. These data are relatively easy and inexpensive
to obtain and the frequency of collection can therefore be increased compared to samples requiring expensive
analysis.

The compliance sampling program should be reevaluated and potentially revised 1-2 years after the installation
and initial data review. The sampling frequency may be reduced if quarterly sampling shows consistent results and
other performance parameters indicate that the system continues to perform as designed.

7.2.5 Contaminant Breakthrough/Bypass and Formation of Undesirable Products

The primary objective of the compliance sampling program is to determine whether the treatment wall is meeting
design goals for remediating the contaminated ground water. The presence of contaminants which exceed target
cleanup goals in downgradient water samples is the first compliance measure most people, particularly regulators,
will examine. It is equally important to examine other data with regard to meeting compliance goals. For example,
hydraulic head data is arguably of equal importance to contaminant concentration data for compliance purposes.
Changes in water flow patterns may lead to short circuiting of the PRB by the plume. The plume could dip below
or move around the barrier due to changes in hydraulic head which could drastically alter previous flow paths.
Underflow is a concern not only for hanging wall configurations (Figure 1), but also for designs keyed into low-
permeability layers. Also, it should not be assumed that “impermeable” layers are perfectly flat, continuous, or even
impermeable. There is typically never enough site characterization data to provide this assurance, so careful
compliance monitoring is important.

It is also important to thoroughly understand the reactions which cause the transformation and destruction/
immobilization of the contaminants to be able to monitor for undesirable degradation or transformation products as
part of the compliance sampling program. As was shown earlier for trichloroethylene (TCE) and Fe(0), there are
two potential pathways for the reductive dechlorination to ethene and ethane to occur: sequential hydrogenolysis,
and reductive - elimination, each leading to ethene and ethane as final products (Roberts et al., 1996). Possible
intermediate products are cis- 1,2-DCE and vinyl chloride (VC). Monitoring for these intermediate constituents
should be included as part of the compliance sampling program since they are also regulated toxic compounds.

In the case of chromium and Fe(0), the reaction product is an insoluble hydroxide mineral phase. This can only be
confirmed using advanced surface analytical techniques, but can be inferred from non-detection of Cr(VI) and
minute or non-detection of Cr(Il1) in aqueous samples together with ground-water quality data and geochemical
modeling.

Evaluating trends in the data over time is important since this technology is new and many questions remain
concerning long-term in situ performance, especially with regard to maintenance of reactivity and system
permeability.

7.2.6 General Water Quality Parameters

Water quality parameters such as pH, specific conductance, alkalinity, major cations and anions and dissolved
oxygen are routinely collected as part of many site assessments and remedial actions. These same data should be
collected as part of the compliance sampling program for permeable reactive barriers. Also, parameters relevant to
the reactive material used in the PRB should be considered for analysis. For example, when zero-valent iron is the
reactive material, measurements such as redox (Eh) should be made and samples analyzed for dissolved ferrous
iron. All of these parameters are important as either indicators of the corrosion process for iron-mediated
transformation reactions, or for potentially undesirable secondary effects in downgradient water quality. Most of
the effects due to the emplacement of a reactive iron barrier should disappear within a few meters downgradient of
the reaction zone, due to the buffering of subsurface systems, but changes in downgradient water quality should be
followed as part of the routine compliance monitoring program for this new and innovative remedial technology.

Physically or chemically unstable analytes should be measured in the field, rather than in the laboratory. Examples
of unstable parameters include pH, redox potential, dissolved oxygen, alkalinity, temperature and dissolved iron.
Dissolved oxygen (and other analyses that would be expected to vary significantly with dissolved oxygen or carbon
dioxide concentration), turbidity, and specific conductance should be determined in the field as soon as practicable
after purging. Most conductivity instruments require temperature compensation; therefore, the temperature of the
samples should be measured at the time conductivity is determined unless the monitoring equipment automatically
makes this compensation. Temperature data should also be collected as near the wellhead as possible. This reduces
travel distance through the tubing and minimizes changes due to the atmospheric temperature.
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Three methods generally are employed for measuring unstable field parameters: use of an in-line flow cell,
collecting discrete samples and analyzing them at land surface, and using analytical equipment with probes that can
be lowered into the well. The preferred method is use of an in-line flow cell. Although some investigators have
experienced freezing of tubing in very cold weather, this method provides results that typically are more precise
than those obtained using down-hole probes or collecting discrete samples and analyzing them at land surface.
Analyzing discrete samples at the land surface involves collecting a sample in a clean bottle or beaker in the same
manner that a sample for laboratory analysis would be collected, and then analyzing the sample using a field test kit
or meter. Use of down-hole probes typically requires that investigators induce ground-water movement past the
probe, either by physically moving the probe (potentially creating turbidity and potentially mixing casing water
with screened interval water), or pumping (potentially producing inconsistent results from well to well). If down-
hole probes (e.g., pH electrode, thermistor) are used to measure unstable parameters, the probes should be
decontaminated in a manner that prevents them from contaminating the water in the well. In no case should field
analyses be performed directly on samples that will be submitted for laboratory analysis.

7.3 Performance Monitoring

7.3.1 Objectives

Performance monitoring is focused on the PRB system itself (including impermeable funnels, if present), rather
than the entire site or the compliance boundaries. Effective performance monitoring begins with adequate site
characterization, to provide a baseline for later comparison, and its objective is to evaluate PRB performance
relative to design. Performance monitoring of PRBs includes the evaluation of physical, chemical and mineralogic
parameters over time. It should address verification of emplacement and be able to detect loss of reactivity, decrease
in permeability, decrease in contaminant residence time in the reaction zone, and short circuiting or leakage in the
funnel walls. In addition to monitoring the contaminants of concern and general water quality, the following are
also recommended: contaminant degradation products, precipitates, hydrologic parameters and geochemical
indicator parameters. Understanding the mechanisms controlling contaminant transformation, destruction or
immobilization within the reaction zone is critical to interpretation of performance monitoring data as these data
provide insight into barrier functionality.

7.3.2 Performance Monitoring System Design

Sample points to evaluate system performance are located within or immediately adjacent to the PRB system. Due
to the relatively small zones within the aquifer where the reactive material is emplaced, these sampling points and
the sampling methods can be somewhat different from the more traditional approaches employed for compliance
monitoring purposes. Also, the volume of aquifer targeted for performance sample collection is usually signifi-
cantly smaller than that targeted for compliance monitoring purposes.

Monitoring wells can be inserted into the reactive barrier zone easily and precisely if a shallow system is being
constructed in a funnel-and-gate design. In some funnel-and-gate installations this has been accomplished by
suspending the wells in a metal framework which is subsequently removed during backfilling of the treatment
material. In a continuous wall design, where a trencher continuously excavates aquifer sediment and backfills with
the reactive material in one step, this is not an option. Monitoring points in such designs must be installed later. This
can be done using small drill rigs or by hydraulic push to place the well points. Precise placement of well points
within the barrier can be problematic, particularly with increasing depth and with thin PRBs. Small vertical
deviations can quickly result in screen placement into unintended zones. For example, in a 20 inch wide PRB where
a well is positioned in the center of the barrier, a 3% deviation from vertical will cause the well point to exit the
reactive media only 16 feet below ground surface. There are, however, rather simple and effective means to verify
proper placement. Certain geochemical indicator parameters can confirm emplacement within zero-valent iron
barriers. The use of a simple conductivity probe (commercially available for use in hydraulic push-type soil probes)
can also verify iron placement because conductivity readings between the iron and the aquifer sediment can differ
by as much as two orders of magnitude.

Smaller diameter wells (e.g., 3/4 inch i.d.) or even bundled tubes with short screens (< 1 ft screens) are often
preferred for performance monitoring purposes (Figure 10). Proper location of the screened intervals in three
dimensions is important for monitoring different vertical zones within the PRB as well as to provide coverage for
different flow paths and allow estimation of degradation or transformation rates as the contaminants pass through
the system. Similarly, these same monitoring points can be used for tracer tests to evaluate changes in permeability.
The placement of monitoring points for flow path analysis requires prior detailed site characterization to determine
flow path direction, flow velocities and system heterogeneities.
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Figure 10. Bundled tubes with short screens for performance monitoring.

7.3.3 Performance Sampling Methods

Monitoring of permeable reactive barriers presents many unique challenges. Traditional sampling approaches are
often inappropriate because the withdrawal of large water volumes might compromise PRB sampling objectives.
Data is often sought to confirm not only contaminant reduction or removal but to provide data on contaminant
transformation or degradation rates and changes in the wall reactivity. These rates and changes might need to be
addressed over relatively small spatial intervals. To do this accurately, water from much smaller volumes of the
aquifer or from within the PRB must be withdrawn.

The use of passive or semi-passive sampling approaches can provide the required samples for these objectives
(Powell and Puls 1997c). Several researchers have demonstrated the effectiveness of using discrete-level sampling
approaches (Robin and Gillham, 1987; Powell and Puls, 1993). Puls and Paul (1995) have shown the effectiveness
of a discrete multi-level sampling device which can be used in traditional monitoring wells to provide no-purge
samples representative of formation water. However, this work addressed only inorganic contaminants and
inorganic constituents in ground water. Researchers at NRMRL-EPA are currently evaluating the use of this device
for chlorinated organics and to understand the effects that highly reducing environments might have on sampling
results.

7.3.4 Performance Sampling Frequency

The frequency for performance sampling will be dictated by site-specific hydrogeochemical conditions, system
design, and performance sampling objectives, which should be specified prior to system installation. These
objectives should be discussed among the responsible parties, the lead regulatory agency and those who will be
tasked with implementing the sampling program and maintaining the remedial system. At current installations the
scope of performance sampling activities ranges from almost no monitoring to extensive and detailed performance
monitoring. Many of the heavily monitored installations are being used as research sites to resolve questions
concerning effective implementation of the technology and long-term performance issues. As these questions are
answered and issues are resolved, it is anticipated that subsequent performance sampling events will be greatly
reduced over what is currently practiced. However, there will always be a need for some level of performance
sampling (or at least the ability to perform such sampling on a contingency basis, should unexpected compliance
results occur) to insure that the system continues to operate as designed, particularly with respect to reactivity and
permeability.
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7.3.5 Contaminant Degradation/Transformation

As with compliance monitoring, it is important to evaluate or confirm that the desired degradation or transforma-
tion of target contaminant species is occurring as the plume moves through the reaction zone. In addition to those
degradation products which may also be regulated contaminants, it may be desirable to analyze for non-contaminant
species which provide assurance of contaminant transformation.

7.3.6 Geochemical Indicator Parameters

Geochemical indicator parameters which provide some measure of system performance will vary based on the
reactive barrier material and the contaminants present. For a reactive iron barrier these will include: pH, Eh,
alkalinity, dissolved oxygen, total dissolved sulfide, ferrous iron and, potentially, dissolved hydrogen. These
parameters can indicate that iron corrosion is proceeding and provide some indication of the extent of precipitate
formation within the barrier that may eventually decrease wall performance over time. When included with general
water quality monitoring and used in conjunction with geochemical modeling, these geochemical parameters can
support modeling projections concerning potential precipitate formation.

For example, iron corrosion in subsurface PRB systems causes an increase in pH and can generate free Fe* and H,
(Equations 4 and 7). Monitoring for increases in pH, the appearance of ferrous iron and increases in dissolved
hydrogen can confirm that corrosion reactions are occurring. The redox status of the aqueous environment should
decline significantly as the corrosion process proceeds. Levels to less than -400 mv versus the standard hydrogen
electrode (S.H.E) have been observed in some installations.

Similarly, when chromate reduction by Fe(0) is occurring the key indicator parameters are pH increase and ferrous
iron formation, but also include the loss of dissolved Cr from solution accompanied by the formation of a mixed
Fe-Cr (oxy)hydroxide mineral phase solid solution (Equations 11 and 12). As pH increases, a shift occurs in
dissolved carbonate equilibria with decreasing concentrations of carbonic acid and bicarbonate species in solution
and increasing concentrations of carbonate ions. The potential for precipitation of calcite and siderite minerals can
be evaluated by monitoring for changes in alkalinity, ferrous iron and calcium. By knowing which reactions govern
contaminant transformation for a given system of contaminant and reactant, the monitoring program can be tailored
to confirm that the system is performing as designed.

7.3.7 Coring for Precipitate Buildup, Microbial Effects

Laboratory column and field tests of Fe(0) have indicated the formation of iron (oxy)hydroxides, iron sulfide
minerals, calcite and siderite as potential mineral phases which might impact iron reactivity and cause a decline in
permeability within an iron treatment zone. More study is needed to evaluate the occurrence, rate of formation, and
importance of these and other potential precipitates in existing emplaced iron systems. For PRBs comprised of other
reactive materials, even less is known and more research is needed. Techniques that can be used to assess
precipitate formation include scanning electron microscopy with energy dispersive x-ray analysis, auger spectros-
copy, x-ray photoelectron spectroscopy, laser raman spectroscopy and conventional wet chemical extractions. Over
time there will be less need for the collection of such core data, as the rate of precipitate formation and buildup
become more predictable based on aqueous and solid phase site geochemistry and kinetics.

Microbial activity may also be important in terms of PRB performance, especially for systems dependent upon
biologically-mediated contaminant remediation. Microbial characterization can utilize epifluorescence microscopy
and scanning electron microscopy for microbial identification and enumeration along with fatty acid methyl ester
(FAME) analyses to characterize the bacterial populations upgradient, downgradient and within the wall. In an iron
PRB, the presence of a large reservoir of iron under conditions of suitable pH and substrate availability may
promote the activity of iron and sulfate reducing bacteria and methanogens. Enhanced activity could influence zero-
valent iron reductive dehalogenation reactions through favorable impacts on redox potential, the iron surfaces, or
through direct microbial transformations of the target compounds. However, this activity enhancement may come at
the expense of biofouling of the permeable treatment zone. Analysis of these effects under field conditions is under
way.

7.3.8 Hydrologic Testing for Permeability Alteration

Hydrologic changes should also be closely monitored. Head measurements, tracer tests and in-situ flowmeters can
be used to monitor changes in system permeability and alteration of flow paths over time. Flow heterogeneities of
the natural subsurface system should be evaluated as part of site characterization and serve as the baseline for
comparison to post-barrier installation. Significant changes in upgradient flow patterns or head measurements can
result in hydrologic conditions which deviate from assumed design parameters and perhaps affect contaminant
residence time in the reactive material or cause bypass around the reaction zone. Tracer tests performed in locations
where prior tests have already been performed can be very helpful in this regard.
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8.0 Field Installations
8.1 Chlorinated Hydrocarbon and Chromium Removal in Field Scale Systems

Six of the full-scale PRBs installed to date for ground-water remediation are described below. These six
installations occurred from December 1994 through October 1996. From October 1997 to January 1998, six more
full-scale installations have occurred. The configurations of the first six systems are shown in Figures 11 to 16, and
construction details for these six are provided in Table 7. Summary information on these and other installations can
be found on the internet at http://www.rtdf.org.

8.1.1 Industrial Site, Sunnyvale, California (January 1995)

In January of 1995, after being approved by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, an iron PRB
was installed at an industrial site in Sunnyvale, California (Szerdy et al., 1996). This in-situ system replaced an
existing pump-and-treat system which was being maintained at a significant cost. The capital cost for the in-situ
system, including the slurry walls used to direct ground water toward the permeable reactive wall, was $770,000.
The reactive wall was 4 feet wide, 36 feet long and 20 feet deep (Figure 11). Since installation, VOC concentrations
have been reported as non-detect from monitoring wells located within the iron wall.

The original pump-and-treat system at the site has been removed and the property has been restored to full
economic use. The monitoring wells provide easy access to the in-situ system for periodic monitoring compliance.

8.1.2 Industrial Site, Mountainview, California (September 1995)

This continuous PRB was installed as a contingency measure for the remediation of residual cis 1,2-dichloroethene
(cDCE) and vinyl chloride (VC) contamination found below the water table at an industrial facility in Mountainview,
California. The water table at the site was 10 feet below ground surface.

A source area containing VOCs was dewatered and excavated to a depth of about 25 feet. As part of the backfilling
procedure, a 44 foot long and 5 foot high zone of iron was placed at the downgradient base of the excavation
(Figurel2). The iron zone was installed in order to treat any residual VOCs which were not removed during the
excavation phase.

A low permeability HDPE liner was used to direct ground-water flow from the upgradient source area through the
iron treatment zone. The HDPE liner was placed on top of the iron zone, and extended up to the high water table
elevation on the upgradient side of the treatment zone. This ensured that any ground water contacting the HDPE
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Figure 11. PRB configuration, Sunnyvale, California.
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Table 7. Construction Details for Six Full-Scale Systems
Industrial Industrial :cggill';t"al Industrial USCG facility, | Government
. facility, facility, Y, facility, Elizabeth City, | facility,
Site . Belfast, .
Sunnyvale, M ountainvie- Coffeyville, North Lakewood,
. . o Northern .
Califormia w, California Kansas Carolina Colorado
Ireland
:D"::z"am" Jan. 1995 Sept. 1995 Dec. 1995 Jan. 1996 June 1995 Oct. 1996
Contamina- |0.5mgL*VC 10 mg L-1 700ug L+ each
nt & high 1.4 mg L? " 300 mg Lt N TCE TCE & DCE
conc. ¢DCE 2mg L= eDCE | rep 400 gLETCE |46 gL 15 pglLt
Design 0.2mg Lt TCE Cr(VI) VC
Reactive . Continuous Funnel &
Wall Type Funnel & Gate | Excavate & fill | Reaction Vessel | Funnel & Gate Trench Muliiple Gate
Funnel Soil-Bentonite . Soil-Bentonite . Sealable Joint
Material Slurry Not Applicable | Slurry Walls Slurry Not Applicable Sheet Pilings
Funnel . .
Length 220 ft + 250 ft | Not Applicable (100 ft + 100 ft | 490 ft + 490 ft | Not Applicable (1040 ft total
No.of . 1 Reaction .
Gates 1 Not Applicable vessel 1 Not Applicable | 4
Reactive Fe° Fe? Fe° Fe° Fe° Fe?
Material
Reactive
Zone 10 ft 5 ft 16 ft in vessel 11 ft Approx. 23 ft | 10-15 ft
Height
Reactive
Zone 36 ft 44 NA 20 ft 150 f 40 Tt each
(4 x40 = 160)
Length
_ Gates differed,
(1‘26‘)40 =t 45 ft 16 frinvessel |3 ft 2 1t ow =2 f
high = 6 ft
Total Mass 220 tons 90 tons 15 tons 70 tons 450 tons No Information
of Reactant
Treatment 10-15 to
Wall Depth 20 ft 15t0 20 ftbgs |18 to 40 ftbgs |17 to 28 ft bgs | 3 to 26 ft bgs 20-25 ft bgs
Total
System 506 ft 44 ft Approx. 200 ft [ 1000 ft 150 ft 1200 ft
Length
HDPE atop Fe | Walls direct Two contam. Largest of its
Special to surface H.,O to vessel treated. Chain g
. .2 : . kind. Gates
Features & upgradient inlet, gravity trencher with installed Usin
Misc. directs H,O flow to outlet immediate Fe sheet pile bo?<
through Fe downgradient placement P '
Cost $770 K $100 K $375 K $400 K $500 K $1000 K
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would be forced down and through the iron treatment zone. The entire excavation, including the iron treatment
zone, was covered with clean backfill material.

The estimated construction cost of the iron treatment zone was $100,000 including $60,000 for 90 tons of iron.
The 4.5 foot thick iron zone was designed to treat up to 2 ppm of cDCE and 100 ppb VC.

Monitoring at the site has been difficult because fluctuating water levels and pumpage in the area have resulted in
uncertain flow patterns. It is clear, however, that VOC levels in the iron are significantly below those in the
upgradient source area.

8.1.3 Industrial Site, Belfast, Northern Ireland (December 1995)

A circular in-situ reaction vessel was installed to a depth of about 40 feet at an industrial facility in Belfast to treat
up to 300 ppm of trichloroethene (TCE) and related breakdown products. Two 100 foot long slurry walls direct
water to the inlet of the steel reaction vessel, which is 4 feet in diameter and contains a 16 foot vertical thickness of
iron (Figure 13). Ground water flows by gravity through the iron zone and discharges via a piped outlet on the
downgradient side of the slurry wall. The vessel is equipped with a manhole to access the top of the iron zone,
should periodic scarification of the iron surface prove necessary. The system was designed to provide about 5 days
of residence time.

The total cost of the system, including slurry walls, granular iron, reaction vessel, and engineering was about
$375,000 U.S.

The system was designed to meet ground-water quality criteria of 500 ppb for TCE. These criteria apply to ground
water beneath industrial land slated for redevelopment. Flow rates through the reactor have varied substantially
since its installation, but the TCE levels in the system have decreased to 10s of ppb in the effluent sample ports.

8.1.4 Industrial Site, Kansas (January 1996)

This treatment system was installed at the property boundary of an industrial site in Kansas in order to treat ground
water containing up to 400 ppb of trichloroethene (TCE) and 100 ppb of 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA).

The system uses a funnel-and-gate configuration to direct ground water through a single, 20 foot long, 3 foot thick
permeable treatment gate (Focht et al., 1996). The funnel section of the system consists of two 490 feet long soil-
bentonite slurry walls on either side of the treatment gate (Figure 14). A low ground-water flow velocity of
0.2ft/day permitted the use of this relatively high funnel-to-gate ratio. The system is installed to a depth of 30 feet
in a basal alluvial aquifer. The treatment gate contains 70 tons of granular iron. The installation cost for the system,
including slurry walls, treatment gate and granular iron, was approximately $400,000.

No determinations of ground-water velocity through the system have been made to date. Concentrations in the iron
zone are below MCLs.

8.1.5 USCG Facility, Elizabeth City, North Carolina (June 1996)

A full-scale demonstration of a permeable reactive barrier (Figure 15) to remediate ground water contaminated
with both chromate and chlorinated organic compounds was initiated at the USCG site by researchers from the U.S.
EPA National Risk Management Research Laboratory (NRMRL) and the University of Waterloo in 1995. A
continuous PRB composed of zero-valent iron was installed in June, 1996 using a trencher that was capable of
installing the granular iron to a depth of 24 feet. The continuous trenching equipment used for the installation was
similar to a large “Ditch Witch” (Figure 9).

This was the first application of the continuous PRB configuration in a full-scale system to treat a combined
inorganic and organic plume. It was designed to meet cleanup goal concentrations of 0.05 mg/L Cr(VI), 5 pg/L
TCE, 70 pg/L DCE and 2 pg/L VC. The trenched PRB was approximately 2 feet thick, 24 feet deep, and about
150feet long. The PRB begins about 3 feet below the ground surface and consists of about 450 tons of granular
iron. The total installation cost was $500,000, with the cost of iron representing approximately 35% of the total. It
was installed with the trencher in less than 8 hours.

In addition to the compliance wells, the PRB is monitored using a series of multilevel sampling devices to monitor
the geochemical mechanisms occurring in the barrier, and in the downgradient aquifer. To date there have been
2years of post-installation performance monitoring performed. For all but one quarterly sampling event, 15multi-
level samplers (7 to 11 sample ports per sampler) and 9 to 10 compliance (2 in. PVC) wells have been sampled. In
addition to on-site sampling of the full suite of geochemical indicator parameters listed in the site work plan,
samples have been collected for laboratory analysis of the following constituents: TCE, cDCE, vinyl chloride,
ethane, ethene, methane, major anions, and metals. In addition, numerous vertical and angle cores have been
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collected to examine changes to the iron surface over time and to evaluate the formation of secondary precipitates
which may affect PRB performance over time. Coring was done vertically (perpendicular to ground surface) and on
an angle (30°). The former method provided continuous vertical iron cores, while the latter provided a transverse
core through the PRB with the aquifer-iron interfaces intact (front and back of the PRB). These cores continue to be
under study. Inorganic carbon contents, in the form of carbonate minerals, increase dramatically at the upgradient
aquifer sediment-iron interface and decrease within the PRB, reaching background levels within 4 inches
downgradient from the upgradient iron-aquifer sediment interface. Total inorganic carbon content has increased
over time within the PRB.

Results of geochemical sampling on site indicate that iron corrosion is proceeding within the PRB. There are
significant reductions in Eh (to < -400 mv), increase in pH (to > 10), absence of DO, and decrease in alkalinity.
Downgradient of the PRB (5 ft), pH returns to near neutral and Eh is quite variable with depth. Over time there have
been indications that a redox front is slowly migrating downgradient within the first few meters from the PRB.
Water levels indicate little difference (< 0.3 ft) between wells completed and screened at similar depths upgradient
and downgradient of the PRB, indicating that it continues to effectively function as a “permeable” reactive barrier.

Sampling results for chromate indicate that all chromate was removed from the ground water within the first
6inches of the PRB as expected. No chromate is detected downgradient of the PRB either in the multi layer
samplers or in the 2 inches compliance wells located immediately behind the PRB.

The vast majority of the multilayer sampling ports show reduction of the chlorinated compound concentrations to
less than regulatory target levels. Only one port (ML25-1) continues to show levels above target concentrations.
This is the deepest port in the middle of the wall where the solvent concentrations are highest.
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8.1.6 FHA Facility, Lakewood, Colorado (October 1996)

The first funnel-and multiple-gate system using granular iron was installed to a depth of about 25 feet below
ground level at a site in Lakewood, Colorado. The system comprises about 1,040 feet of funnel section (sealable
joint sheet piling) and four reactive gate sections, each 40 feet wide (Figure 16). The gates were constructed using
a sheet pile “box.” Native material was excavated from the box and the reactive material installed, separated from
the aquifer materials by a layer of pea gravel. Capital cost of the system (iron plus construction) was about
$1,000,000. A high degree of lateral geologic heterogeneity and variation in VOC concentrations exists in the
unconsolidated sediments which led to varying iron thicknesses being placed in each gate. Ground water velocities
through the gates were expected to range from 1 ft/day to 10 ft/day, depending upon the hydrogeologic conditions
in the vicinity of the respective gates. Measurements in the PRB gates using a heat-pulse flowmeter have ranged
from <0.1 ft/day to about 1.5 ft/day (McMahon, 1997).

Design concentrations include up to 290 ppb of trichloroethane (TCA), 700 ppb of trichloroethene (TCE), 700 ppb
of cis 1,2-dichloroethene (cDCE), and up to 15 ppb of vinyl chloride (\VC). Half-lives of about 1 hour or less were
measured for these compounds in bench-scale design studies. The only VOC exiting the gates above the 5 ppb
reporting level is 1,1-dichloroethane, which has been measured at up to 8 ppb on the downgradient side of the gates.
There is some evidence of the precipitation of calcite and siderite in the gates based on decreases in calcium and
inorganic carbon in the treated ground water. This is estimated to result in a potential porosity loss of 0.5 percent of
the porosity per year of operation.
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Figure 16. PRB configuration, FHA facility, Denver, Colorado.
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Hydraulic head has increased upgradient of the funnel-and-gate system, with up to 10 feet of head difference
measured across the barrier. This increases the possibility for contaminated water to move around the barrier.
Indeed, VOC concentrations are increasing in ground waters moving around the south end of the barrier and there
is some evidence of VOC moving under the barrier in one location.

8.2 Interpretation of VOC Monitoring Data from the Field-scale Systems

Although VOC concentrations from the six full-scale systems indicate compliance with regulatory criteria, the
monitoring networks installed at most of these facilities do not generate sufficient field data to permit accurate
evaluation of field VOC degradation rates. Pilot-scale systems at Lowry AFB and NAS Moffett Field (installed
under the auspices of AFCEE and the U.S. Navy, respectively), at CFB Borden in Ontario, and at a private facility
in New York state are much better suited to this purpose. Monitoring wells at these sites are located at various
distances in the PRB, as well as on the upgradient and downgradient sides (Figure 17). This allows multiple point
VOC concentrations vs. distance profiles to be obtained, which can be used to calculate field degradation rates.

However, there is significant uncertainty involved in these calculated rates as a consequence of uncertainty in the
ground-water velocity through these systems. Three methods have been attempted to measure ground-water
velocity:

e calculation using water level elevation data and Darcy’s equation
* use of a conservative tracer
e use of an in-well heat pulse flow meter

Tracer tests, with bromide as a conservative tracer, may be very useful but the tests are time consuming.
Calculations using water table elevations are limited by the accuracy of measurement (small gradients over short
distances across the PRB) and the uncertainty in hydraulic parameters (porosity and hydraulic conductivity). The
heat-pulse velocity meter has given magnitudes that are in the ranges anticipated but the directional vectors were,
in some cases, suspect. Because of the ease of use, in-well velocity probes such as the K-V meter, or other in-situ
probes (Ballard, 1996), appear to offer the greatest promise for velocity determinations in PRBs.

A second uncertainty in determining field reaction rates is a consequence of the rapid disappearance of the VOCs
at several sites. This leads to the detection limit being used as the reported concentration at the first sample point in
the reactive zone, with subsequent calculation of a degradation rate from a two point curve (i.e., the influent
concentration and the detection limit). The use of detection limits in a two point curve causes an artificially long
half-life to be calculated since, in reality, the detection limit would be reached at some unknown distance upgradient
of the sampling point.

Degradation rate data from three pilot-scale PRBs are shown in Table 8. These data, when compared to the half-
lives predicted from the results of bench-scale studies, compare reasonably well given the above uncertainties.

8.3 Inorganic Constituent Removal in Field-scale Systems

8.3.1 Nickel Rim Mine Site, Sudbury, Ontario (August 1995)

A full-scale continuous PRB was installed in an aquifer downgradient from an inactive mine tailings impound-
ment at the Nickel Rim mine site, Sudbury, Ontario, in August 1995. The PRB was installed by a cut-and-fill
installation technique during which the reactive material was installed within a valley confined by bedrock. The
PRB dimensions are 50 feet long, 14 feet deep and 12 feet wide. The PRB is composed of a reactive mixture
containing municipal compost, leaf compost, and wood chips to promote bacterial sulfate reduction and metal
sulfide precipitation reactions. These organic materials were mixed with pea gravel to attain a permeability greater
than that of the aquifer. Three-foot wide buffer zones containing coarse sand were installed on the upgradientand
downgradient sides of the reactive material.

After passing through the PRB, water quality shows a significant improvement (Benner et al., 1997). Concentra-
tions of sulfate decrease from 2400 - 3800 mg/L to 110 - 1900 mg/L. Concentrations of Fe decrease from 740 - 1000
mg/L to <1-91 mg/L. Alkalinity values increase from 60 - 220 mg/L as CaCO, to 850 - 2700 mg/L as CaCO,. The
acid producing potential of the water entering the wall is converted to an acid consuming potential. Concentrations
of dissolved Ni up to 10 mg/L upgradient of the PRB are decreased to < 0.1 mg/L within and downgradient of the
wall. Enumeration of sulfate-reducing bacteria indicates an abundance of these species within the wall, and elevated
numbers in the downgradient aquifer (Benner et al., 1997).
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Table 8. Field Degradation Rates from Pilot-Scale Systems

(A) In-Situ Installation, New York (May 1995)

VOC Predicted Half-Lifé Observed Half-Lifé
tie, hr tie, hr
TCE 04to011 <4.0
cDCE 151t04.0 3.0t0 5.0
VC 2010 6.0 5.0t0 10.0

(B) Pilot Installation Moffett Field

VvOC Predicted Half-Lif&¢ Observed Half-Lifé
tip, hr tie, hr

PCE 06to 1.2 <25

TCE 12t01.8 <084

cDCE 6.1 t0 9.3 57

(C) Pilot-Scale, Lowry AFB, CO (December 1995)

VOC Predicted Half-Lifé Observed Half-Lifé
tip, hr tie, hr

TCE 09t0 1.3 2.1t0 45

cDCE 4410 6.6 2.6t09.3

a - rates at two velocities, temperature adjusted

b - two point curves using detection limit as second point
c-50%iron

d - 100% iron

8.3.2 Langton, Ontario On Site Wastewater Treatment (July 1993)

A funnel-and-gate system designed to remove PO,* and NO," derived from a large-capacity septic system tile field
was installed at a public school in Langton, Ontario, in July 1993 (Charmichael, 1994; Baker et al., 1997). The
funnel consists of two sheet-piling walls extending 12 feet from the central gate area. The gate is 6 feet wide, 5 feet
long and approximately 3 feet deep. It contains two treatment zones, a PO * treatment zone 2 feet thick, and a NO,-
treatment zone 4 feet thick. The PO 43' zone contains a reactive mixture composed of 6% Fe/Ca oxide material, 9%
high-Ca limestone, and 85% local aquifer sand. Phosphate is removed by adsorption onto Fe oxides and
precipitation of Ca-PO, phases. The NO," treatment zone contains organic carbon in the form of wood chips. Nitrate
is removed by bacterial denitrification.

Monitoring of the performance of the barrier system for over two years indicates that influent PO,* concentrations
vary between 1.0 and 1.3 mg/L as P. Effluent concentrations within the treatment gate remained < 0.01 mg/L P for
the first 221 days, then increased to a steady concentration of 0.19 + 0.04 mg/L P (Baker et al., 1997). Nitrate
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concentrations varied from 23 to 82 mg/L as N upgradient of the gate, and remained < 1 mg/L as N within the gate
for a 292 day monitoring period (Charmichael, 1994). The very high organic carbon content of the nitrate treatment
zone resulted in the release of high concentrations of dissolved organic carbon and other constituents from this
portion of the gate. Current research focuses on optimizing the reactive mixtures for both PO,* and NO, treatment.

8.4 Biological Effects on Field-scale PRBs

8.4.1 Microbial Effects on Iron PRBs

The predominant concern expressed with respect to biological effects on iron PRBs has been the potential for loss
of permeability due to biofouling. This in turn relates to iron-oxidizing bacterial populations that have been
observed in aquifers at other sites and the related plugging of well screens and other treatment equipment. However,
geochemical conditions and bacterial populations in an in-situ PRB of reactive iron are quite different from those
encountered in normal ground-water pumping and monitoring wells. In a well screen, relatively reduced ground
water containing dissolved iron enters an oxygenated environment in the well bore, creating conditions where iron-
oxidizing bacteria can cause fouling problems. In an iron PRB, ground water becomes even more reducing as it
moves through the iron. The pH within treatment zones of granular iron is generally close to 10, discouraging high
levels of biological activity.

To date, no sliming or other visual evidence of microbial activity has been observed in over 50 laboratory-scale
treatability studies, using ground waters exhibiting a wide range of inorganic and organic chemistry. Though
encouraging, the applicability of these observations across a range of geochemical and microbiological in-situ
conditions is subject to question.

The effects of microbial activity have also been examined at the field scale. Cores of the reactive wall at the
Borden test site, collected two years after installation, showed no significant population of iron-oxidizing microbes,
and only low numbers of sulfate-reducers (Matheson and Tratnyek, 1993; Matheson, 1994). No evidence of
microbial fouling or decrease in performance was observed at the Borden site over a monitoring period of 5 years.
Phospholipid-fatty acid analysis of ground water from an above-ground test reactor at an industrial facility in
California showed no enhanced microbial populations in the reactive iron relative to background ground-water
samples. An above ground reactor has been operating since October 1994 in New Jersey with no indications of
biofouling.

The most detailed microbial ground-water sampling of an in-situ installation has been completed at a pilot-scale
system in New York state. Data on microbial biomass and composition were collected from wells in the iron zone,
in upgradient and downgradient pea gravel zones, and in upgradient and downgradient aquifer monitoring wells six
months following installation. The background microbial community in the aquifer at this site appeared to be
disrupted during construction, and then re-established itself in the new environment created by the gate. There was
no evidence of significant microbial growth in the upgradient gravel and iron zones; the microbial populations in
the upgradient, iron, and background zones appeared to be of similar size and composition. The microbial biomass
in the downgradient gravel and aquifer zones was approximately 10 times greater than the microbial biomass in the
background, upgradient gravel, and iron zones and was of different microbial composition. The difference in
microbial population size and composition can largely be explained by the changes in the geochemistry created by
the treatment wall on the downgradient side of the iron zone, notably the production of hydrogen gas from the iron
which supports the activity of many obligate anaerobic bacteria such as sulphate reducing bacteria. Although the
biomass increased on the downgradient side of the wall, it remained small relative to the microbial biomass
commonly found in surficial soils and shallow aquifers.

Analysis of cores taken from the New York site two years after installation, and cores taken from the Lowry AFB
pilot 18 months after installation, have confirmed the lack of significant microbial activity in iron PRBs. Plate
counts on core samples showed only small numbers of microbial populations. No biofilms were observed on core
samples examined by scanning electron microscopy.

In summary, assessment of microbial activity to date appears to show little effect on the performance of the
reactive zero-valent iron materials at both the laboratory and field scale.

8.4.2 Microbial Effects in PRBs for Inorganic Constituents

Reactive barriers designed to promote biologically mediated reactions exploit the growth and respiration of
anaerobic bacteria. Denitrification barriers are designed to promote biological denitrification by facultative
anaerobic bacteria, such as Pseudomonas sf.hese barriers are designed to provide the nutrients required for
bacterial growth and sustained survival, with the exception of dissolved nitrate, which is provided by the plume of
contaminated ground water. Observations of denitrification systems indicate active and sustained denitrification
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over prolonged periods with no requirement for nutrient addition or mechanical modification (Robertson and
Cherry, 1995). Although no efforts have been made to quantify the bacterial populations of these systems,
continued denitrification indicates that conditions suitable for bacterial growth are sustained.

Barriers designed to promote sulfate reduction and metal precipitation as sparingly soluble precipitates require the
growth and activity of sulfate reducing bacteria. Enumeration of sulfate reducing bacteria in the full-scale reactive
barrier at the Nickel Rim site was conducted annually for the two years following barrier installation. The results of
these studies indicate an abrupt increase in these bacteria within the barrier, increasing to more than five orders of
magnitude greater than in the upgradient aquifer (S.G. Benner, personal communication). Because of changes in
enumeration methods, bacterial numbers derived from the two sampling sessions are not directly comparable.
These two enumerations, however, do show similar trends. In addition to sulfate reducing bacteria, the performance
of the reactive barrier at the Nickel Rim site is affected by the activity of iron reducing bacteria and other
heterotrophic bacteria. Enumerations of these bacteria, and estimates of bacterial activity are under way. In addition
to direct enumeration of bacterial populations and measurements of bacterial activity, the activity of sulfate
reducing bacteria in this system is indicated by measurements of the isotopic ratio of dissolved sulfate, the isolation
of hydrogen sulfide and the identification of iron sulfide precipitates. All of these parameters indicate the
occurrence and activity of sulfate reducing bacteria within the barrier.

8.5 Effects of Mineral Precipitation on Field-scale PRB Performance

Coring activity at pilot-scale PRBs in Canada, New York and Colorado have confirmed the formation of carbonate
precipitates in the upgradient portion of these systems. Aragonite, calcite, iron oxyhydroxides and magnetite have
been identified in core samples. Porosity losses in the range of 10% over the first foot of iron were measured at the
Colorado and New York sites, after 18 months and two years of operation, respectively. Given that the original
porosity of the media was on the order of 0.5, it is not expected that flow patterns have been significantly affected.
The velocity measured at the New York site after two years (immediately prior to coring), was similar to that
measured after six months.

To date, there is no evidence that precipitate formation in PRBs has adversely affected system performance. There
was no discernible change in the performance of the CFB Borden trial over the 5-year period of monitoring. Cores
taken after two years showed no measurable precipitate accumulation and only slight oxidation of the upgradient
iron/aquifer interface was observed after four years (O’Hannesin and Gillham, 1998). Ground-water velocity and
VOC removal rates were very similar at six months and 25 months at the New York installation. VOC removal rates
appeared unchanged after 6 months and 18 months of operation of the pilot-scale PRB at Lowry AFB in Colorado.

Removal of precipitates could represent a significant operations and maintenance (O&M) cost for PRB technol-
ogy. Though the evidence indicates that precipitates do not have a significantly adverse effect on reaction rates, they
nevertheless form and one must assume that they will eventually cause an adverse reduction in permeability. Based
on numerous laboratory evaluations of porosity loss, and fewer evaluations at field sites, it is estimated that in
highly mineralized and/or oxygenated ground water some degree of maintenance could be required as frequently as
every five years in order to manage potential problems caused by precipitate formation. In less mineralized waters,
the frequency could be as low as every 10 to 15 years. The certainty in these estimates will increase as the period
of experience grows.

To date, there has been no need for rejuvenation, thus methods have not been developed or tested. Methods that
include techniques such as hydraulic or mechanical mixing are being considered. Hydraulic mixing with, for
example, jetting equipment would provide the potential for adding chemical descalants. Though the need for
maintenance to control the effects of precipitate formation remains uncertain, as does the most cost-effective
methods for such maintenance, periodic O&M requirements should be included in long-term cost models for the
technology.
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Appendix A
Summary of Published Results Relevant to Subsurface
Remediation Using Permeable Reactive Barriers
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Appendix A. Summary of published results relevant to subsurface remediation using permeable reactive barriers

Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent

unless specified

Fe, Ultrasound TCE Batch, | US is co-applied in batch/column to remove deposits fi@atch: US removed inactive deposits and impurities thus | Afiouni, GF., etal.212th

(US) Column | metal surface. Column 80:20 sand/iron with 50 mesh Fextending activity of the metal surface. US also found to deg |2?122| ’;fig’,';gf‘zng’(lg%)
in N.. Various concentrations of TCE used in studies. | CI-H bond in TCE giving anadded benefit . US probe incolumn '
Steady flow conditions maintained throughout the did not extend deep enough but modifications in design sho
columns with minimal channeling. HPLC pump used t¢ potential for application. Results w/o US in column: TGCE
sample from columns to provide accuracy at low flow | 260 min at 3mL/min; no less than 20 PV in the life of the
rates and ensure minimal evaporation. column.t,, = 360 min at 2 mL/min; samples taken after > 15(

PV.

Fe Nirobenzene | Batch gﬁ;:ﬂl:rxﬁiﬂr?r?m;églIrs];:tsetlrgesl_te nitro reduction by Nitrobenzene (disappears in few+) nitrosobenzene- Qg;i‘ﬁ”i'c’;'N&af]'ﬁ';[ﬁ‘g”ﬁﬁn
aniline Reduction by surface; dissolved'BeH" produced Diego, CA pp. 492 (1994)
during corrosion.

Fe Nitrobenzene Batch | Adsorbed EHCO, & HCO; drives metal dissolution by: | Anaerobic bicarbonate buffer, Fluka Fe, and nitrobenzene a Aiiif]?{ :6581 Ma;;i‘;zth

and Carbonate| F&+2HCO 4y — F&+2HCO, gt Hyg oxidant in batch exp. ¥ declined with increased carbonate awan cheim, CA. April 2.7
extended exposure of metal to carbonate buffer. FeCO 35:720 (1995)
F& + 2HCO; gy = FE*+ 2CO2 gt Hayg) aggregates formed on metal surfaces when using bicarbonate
Corrosion rates decrease from carbonate precipitates.| medium but were not observed on surfaces exposed to DI water.
Fe Nitrobenzene Batch [18-20 mesh Fluka Fe turnings, sc_nn_icated in 10% HCI, Rates for nitrobenzene (0.035) nitrosobenzene (0.034) égggg'ba;;é@-( g;f;yek-

washed with buffer to remove acidity or.@naerobic . . '

batch in 60 mL serum bottles with 2 g dry, sieved Fe. aniline 0.008 / min. Rates 'con'trolled by mass trans_fer_t(_) met_aﬁj
surface. Precipitation of siderite on metal surface inhibited nitro
reduction.

Fe cDCE, tDCE Batch | 10 g Fisher pretreated 40-mesh filings; SA 2gn®.20 | Reductive dechlorination & sorption; ®I0-85%; products: Allen-King, R.M., etal.,

g powdered pyrite (buffer), DI wat@DCE & tDCE at | ethene, ethane; more VC found in cDCE. cDCE not 1st orde fgﬂ;‘;’lgg?‘g’gghem
two G in ZHEs, anaerobic, at 12 rpm, 22-25°C. reaction. Sorption is described by Freundlich isotherms (tDCE
sorption >more soluble cDCE); quasi-equil. 1.1 h.
Fe CCl, Batch | Aging & concentration effects of acetylene & €@ CCl, : initial rates in fresh systems were 2to4 X > inaged | Allen-King, RM., etal.213th
Ar-purged vials w/ 100 mL DI #©, 5g HCl pretreated | systems and faster at lower concentration. Acetylene initial 1 Né‘;oc':saéo/*%i';’fel‘ggjj
Fisher Fe & 0.10 g powder pyrite (buffer), °20 6 rpm. | (0.1 to 2.Qumol) were > order of magnitude lower in systems| 1997y
Fresh systems: Fe/B not mixed prior to compound agedas little as 1 d. For both compounds, pseudo-first-ordef rate
exposure. constant independent of concentration in sufficiently aged
systems (3to 7 d). Fast reacting sites eliminated within few i due
to precipitation, sorption, corrosion.
Fe Dithionite Batch, [ Batch and column with Hanford sediments to predict ([other than initial reaction with ferric iron, primary factor Amonette, J., etalln Situ
Column | longevity of dithionite, (2) efficiency as reductant of Fgl promoting loss of dithionite in system was disproportionation \@%ﬂfﬁre ?g;ia;'ssf;;c“"e"
(3) longevity and reactivity of the reduced Fe heterogeneous catalysis at mineral surfaces. Battelle Press, pp. 851 (1994)
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Appendix A. continued...

Metal

(zero valent
unless specified

Contaminant

Type test

Description/Conditions

Results

Reference

Fe(ll) in aquifer Cr(Iv) Batch Batch experiments using sand collected from a shallowAs pH decreased (6.4 to 4.5), Cr(VI) reduction increased 30 [¢8gson. L.D, etal, ES&T,
material sand and gravel aquifer to determine reduction of Cr(\{lnmol/nt for the sand fraction (645 - 1000n) and 130 to 200 28(1)178(1994)
C Cr(Vl) varied 2 to 200.M; Adjusted pH 4.5, 5.5, 6.5.| nmol/nt in fines. Amount reduced in both sand and fines
Note: Fine fraction Fe(l]) minerals<64,m dia.) increased from 35to 80 and from 130 to 1000, respectively, for a
dominated Cr(V1) reduction due to greater reactivity arjdi0-fold increase. Consistent rate descriptions achieve by
SA. However, to provide consistent results fines and spagtsiming that intraparticle diffusion limited the observed ratg of
had to be separated and parallel experiments run on gaghuction.
Ni-Fe Wall Organics In situ-Otis | Induce fracture to fill w/ Fe filings w/ slurry mixture Plan 2 parallel 50" walls, 2’ apart, perpendicular to flow path pfepleton, EL., ES&T,
AFB, MA | moving down and outward, creating series of overlapgii®0’ wide plume with 5 to 150 ppb TCE & PCE. Walls will 30(12):536A (1996)
vertical planes thus becoming a "continuous" wall. begin 80" bgs to top of plume, extending to as deep as 150'.
Al, Fe, Zn 11 Chlorinated Batch | Al coupon size 2 x 15 x 0.2cm, Zn & Fe coupon 2.5 x[1Reactivity accelerated when water added. Problems with Al afgher, W. & E. Simpson,
Solvents x 0.1 cm. 65 mL solvent and5 mL DI water in 125-mL| Zn, but not Fe corrosion in dry systems. 1,l,2-trich|oroethan<=;‘ggsnl'g'(gf’%gc(h];";;md”d
flask containing solvent and metal coupon. only structure with appreciable oxidative breakd own.
Al In, Cd, Bi, Sn, Ag, CcCl, Batch |1 mL CCl, heated at 20@, sealed tubes, for 14 d using Hexachloroethane: end products perchloroethylene, hexachlotsher. W L. & M.K. Hatter,
Ge, ggﬁm’:‘?‘czd’ ™ twice the metal shot, powder, granules, or chips needg¢ dutadiene. Most reactive Al (100%), Ti (100%), Cd (74%), Eﬁ?é’ﬁ; y\ﬁ&;sgj(g;ﬁg
complete reaction. antimony (58%), In (58%), Ge (47%), Sb (33%). (1978)

Al 1,1,1-TCA Batch | 5 mL inhibitor-containing solvent refluxed with 0.5 g off Inhibitors compete with solvent for Algbroduced at micro Archer, W.L., Indwstrial Eng.
16-32 mesh pure Al pellets in open reaction tubes. Tupesrrosion sites by complexing the chemisorbed Ap@bd uct agzrg) Product R&D, 21:670
in oil bath at 7C. Upper portion extends through a wateResultant complex insoluble in solvent, acting as a plug covering
cooled Al block that acts as a condenser. original reaction site.

i . L ) . d, W.A. & AL. Roberts,

Zn TCE, PCE rates| Batch Deoxygenated water (buffer_ed), Zn(@LE or TCE. Reductive elimination (RE) important in Zn(0). ~ 15% PGE grlr;?h N\{avtiﬁr;lAACLS F’\zﬂoeeét‘s

products Sampled for product formation. Early heterogeneous | San Francico, CA, 37:76-77
process, butinitial rate does notincrease linearly with| dichloroaceglene (0.25— acetylene bypass VC). TCE (1997)
increasing C(expected for pseudo-1st-order system), Quicetylene (20% of original TCE); trace VC. Chloroacetylene
levels off as dncreased. intermed. — aceylenepreferred over VC. Mapulating RE
over initial hydrogenolysis would be beneficiabal.

Linnessboree Cr QGalumm  Limestone or sand 2 cm over 10-cmpiieof soil in PVC  Limestone delged breakthrogh of Cr. Retained Cr(lll) more Artiole, J. & W.H. Fuler,
column. Leachatpassed throgh columnsat1 PV/24 h  than Cr(VI). Retention>> Be, Cd, Fe, Ni, Zn. TOC & () é‘ﬁgﬂsj gTSEgY'S"l’BTg‘;ZJ)
until breakthrogh. Unamended leachate diluted to 25% determine Cr(VICr(lll) (Clay, Fe oxides better at retaigicr). "
andpH 4.0 or 2.5 to kgeCr in solution. ~3,00ppm TOC pH affects solubiliy of Cr and limestone. When Cr(VI) & Cr(lll)
upon dilution and ajdistirg pH to 2.5. in leachate, ngration delged severalfold yplimestone barrier.

Zn CCl, WBaidh  Zinc powder + B, under N. Initial conc. 2.2 mM CCl Zn + B,, dechlorinated CGlto CH, (50% recov). Rates slowed | Assaf-Anid, N. & L. Nies,

209th Nat'l ACS Meeting,
when B,absent [CCl — CHCI,, DCM, CM, CH (80% April 2-7, Anaheim, CA,
recov). 35:09-811 (1995)
Hexachloro- Batch | Zinc powder + B, under N. Initial concentration of 50 | Product pentachlorobenzene higher rates w/a£9.6 H

‘ Zn

benzene (HCB)

“M HCB.

compared to 0.3%tw/ B,,. B,, may compete w/ HCB fa¥.
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Metal oxide from| Phosphorus | Column, | Permeable mix 50% sand, 45% crushed limestone, 5%>90% efficiency in column & cylinder. B 0to 0.3 mg/L in | Baker, M.J., etal, Internatl
steel manufac., Cylinder, | metal oxide in acrylic column w/ 3.3 mg/L RPover 3 | column effluent. Phosphate accumulated on oxide surfaces ngf"'sreg;enibi‘r’gf'lz‘i o
Limestone Reactive |y (1250 PV). Biofilter effluent in 0.5 x 0.5 m cylinder 2| precipitated as microcrystalline hydroxyapatite. Cylinder: 3.93i% . 607 1997)
Wall L/d over 133d (101 PV). Funnel-&-gate in septic plumg0.14 mg/L-P; 2.50 to 0.05 mgkrthoP. F&G: 4 mabove 2to 8
7 mlong funnel, 1.8long; 2 wide; 10 deep (m) gate fof mg/L; 0.4 m above gate 1.5to 0.4 mg/L. Average phosphatg in
779 d. wall ~0.19 mg P/L.

Fe TCE;DCE, VC,| Batch, [ Site ground water (GW) from DOE Pinellas Plant. VWIRBatch: fast rates for TCE, DCE , VC in site GW. Dichloro- | Baghel, S., etal., G. E Corp.
dichloro- Column | coarse iron filings used for high reactivity and low cos{. methane rates very slow. Colunty; TCE = 36-103 min; DCE 3 gfn%igiggsf? USDOE,
methane 150-200 min. However, rapid plugging of iron by Pinellas GW.

Zeolite, 3 media| Sr, Cs, TCE | Containers| 55-gal drums of Na-chabazite zeolite (remove Sr, Cs. p99.9% Sr, Cs removal ORNL (25% red. total radioactive | Barton, W., et al, Internat|
types TN & OH | seep, Oak Ridge National Lab, TN) and using 3 medig discharge). TCE reduced at PORTS X-120 site. Drums predmgggf”ére’g:mnfg&fgfé e
types (reduce TCE, Portsmouth Gas Diff. Plant, OH). | flow and allow easy media replacement and monitoring. 912 pp. 827 1997)
Mixture organics|  Acid Mine Reactive | Wall installed at the Nickel Rim mine site near SudburyAfter 9 mo sulfate reduction and metal sulfide precipitation. | Benner, S.G., etal.,
sulphate-reducing  Drainage Wall, | Ontarioon8/95. 15 m long perpendicular to GW flow, [3SBilfate: 2400 to 4600 mg/L to 200 to 3600 mg/L, Fe:250 to Jsloggsgﬁf;'g%sjzgra””
bacteria Ontario | m deep, 4 m thick. Used municipal & leaf compost, wdaag/L to 1 and 40 mg/L; pH 5.8 to 7.0. Alkalinity rose 60-220 [to (19'97) '
chips, and pea gravel (for permeability). Sand buffer, ¢l&30-2700 mg/L as CaGOFe mono-sulfide precipitate. Cost~ 2 Internat| Contain. Techno
cap. Mon. wells parallel to GW flow. $30,000.00 (half materials/half installation) potential life 15y}  Conf. & Exhib, St.
Petersburg, FL, 835 (1997
3 GWMR, Fall, 99-107
(1997)
Fe Cr Reac. Wall| Models indicate reactive barrier most efficient/cost 11/9 sampling indicated 2.5mg/L Cr(VI) declined to < MCL | Bemnett, T.A, etal, 213th
Eliz. City, | effective. 46 longx 0.6 wide x 7.3 deep (m) barrier | within barrier. Further sampling under way determining groum Fj'fg:“ Og%i"":gﬂ?gfﬁ“
NC installed < 6 h using continuous trencher 6/22/96. water chemistry and organic concentrations. pp. 243-245 (1997) '
Fe Solubilized PCE| Batch, | Batch: 100 mesh Fisher Fe powder & -8 to 50 mesh PeER3-CD enhances solubility w/o decreasing interfacial tensippizzigoti, G.O, etal., ES&T,
Hydroxypropyl-| Column | less mix. 40 mL sealed vials, 10 g Fe, PCE, 40 mg/L | of PCE and water. Smaller % PCE degraded at highgs-gB- | 31472-478(1997
B-cyclodextrin CaCaq; 0, 45, 70 g/L HB-CD. Column: 0.47 mx 5 cm,| conc. PCE decreased in both non-recycling and recycling of |post-
(HP3-CD) 15 cm 70/100 mesh sand below (30-cm head) 10 cm B@d&ment effluent. Greater degradation at higher iron SA. Plan to
mesh sand. 25 mL PCE to form pool. RT 25.3 h. use higher Fe SA and longer RTs to increase degradation.
Fe Cr Batch, | Batch: Compare 100 g siderite, pyrite, Fe(0) (~ 0.5 Batch: Fe(0) > pyrite. Column: hips (remove 50% Cr < 2 h)[Blowes, DW. & C.J. Ptacek,
Column | -1mm), chips (~ 1-5mm). Use 500 g Cr in CaDDwater | pyrite (w/ calcite 50% 0.5 h; no calcite 50% 1 h) > coarse Fe| Subsurface Restor. Cont, 3rd
. X . . Interna’l Conf. on Ground
agitated at room temp. Column: 15x 6.5 cm, pump trgd@0% 28 h). Chips: Coating .2). No Cr 4.5 PV. Flings: No Qrater quality Res., June
base upward to determine void v & dispersivity of >15PV. Remain active, litie coating. 2124, Dallas, TX, 214-216
column. (1992)
Pyrite or Fe Cr(\), U, etc Trench | Excavate trench, fill with active material such as pyritg dihis patent relates to the treatment of GW for the purpose of| Blowes, DW. & C.J. Ptacek,
elemental iron to transform & precipitate contaminant.| removing water-borne contaminants. Patent 5,362,304 (1994)
Mixed organics,| Nitrate - Tile In-Line | Two 200-L fixed-bed bioreactors, with coarse sand anfiReduced N@N < 0.02 mg/L at 10-60 L/d over a |-y period by| Blowes, DW., etal., Journal
bacteria Drainage Bioreactor | organic carbon (tree bark, wood chips and leaf compolginaerobic denitrification promoted organic carbon. Design is|  Sontaminant Hydrology

to treat 3-6 mg L NN from farm-field drainage tile.

15:207-221 (1994)

simple, economical and maintenance free.
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Metal

(zero valent
unless specified

Contaminant

Type test

Description/Conditions

Results

Reference

Fe

Cr(VI)

Batch,
Column

Batch: 100 g (50% fine Fe filings, 49% sand, 1% calci
Cr(VI). 2nd mix 50:50 Fe, quartz. Column: 50% Fe(0),
50% sand, top 5 cm 1% calcite. 20 mg/L Cr(M) in
simulated GW.

after 140 PV. Dissolved & total Cr < 0.05 mg/L. Fe(lll)
oxyhydroxides form but not sufficient to inhibit Cr(VI1) reducti
at experimental veloctty.

elr(Vl) 25to <0.05 mg/L 3 h batch. Column: No breakthrough &iw

es, D.W, etal., 209th
National ACS Meeting,
Anaheim, CA, April 2-7,
B5:780 (1995)

Fe

Acid Mine
Drainage

Test
Reactive
Wall

Testcell 1.5 long x 1 wide x 1 deep (m) installed 10/98 inm on flow path, S&B500to 7 mg/L, Fe 1000 to <5 mg/L, p

sand aquifer ~ 75 m downgradient tailings impoundmg

Organics (leaf, pine mulch, bark), creek sediment (sulfateactive walls are potentially effective and economical soluti

red. bacteria), limestone, coarse sand and gravel.

& alkalinity increased from sulfate-reduction. Sulfate-reducin

to many acid mine drainage problems.

HBlowes, D.W., et al., Mining

Environ. Conf., CANMET.
Sudbury, Ontario, May 28 to

PBune 1, 3:979 (19%)

Fe

Cr(Vl), TCE

Fe
Reactive
Wall

Wall of 100% Fe filings 46 m long, 0.6 m wide, 7.3 m
deepinstalledin < 6 h using a continuous trenching
technique at Elizabeth City, NC on 6/96. Bench lab
studies, and flow and transport models used in wall
design.

1700ug/L to< 1ug/L. Decrease of Cr(VI) from influent 6 mg
to <0.01 mg/L and TCE from 560@/L to 5.3..g/L within
wall. TCE approaches or attains the MCL within the barrier.

Site GW, reactive materials: Cr(VI) 11 to <0.01 mg/L and TCBlowes, D.W., etal,, Internat]

Contain. Tech. Corf. & Exhib,
LSt. Petersburg, FL, Feb 9-12,
pp. 851 (1997)

Fe

Cr(VI)

Batch,
Column

Batch: 500 g Cr(\M) to 100 g solid mixes (siderite, pyri

coarse & fine Fe(0)) in open flasks, agitated, room tenfgColumn: partial reduction of Cr(VI) by pyrite & coarse Fe(0)
quantitative reduction of Cr(M) by fine Fe(0) at rapid velocitigs.
acrylic, 5-15 cm long, 1-20 cmlong with layers reactiveFe(0) reduces Cr(Vl) to Cr(lll) with oxidation of Fe(0) to Fe(ll

Settle 5 min; 10 mL sampled. Column: 6-6.5 cmdia

mix. Void volume & dispersivity determined. Cr(VI)
solution introduced.

eBatch: Rate of Cr(VI): fine Fe(0) > pyrite & coarse Fe(0) .

& Fe(lll), and precipitation of sparingly soluble (oxy)hydroxid
Cr(lll) forms a solid solution or adsorbs on goethite.

Blowes, D.W., etal., ES&T,
31:3348-3367 (1997)

2

Fe

CClor CT,
CH.Clor DCM

Batch

Open circuit potential ime measurements using Fe wi

CT &DCM in borate buffer and simulated GW of KBr &in freshly cleaned Fe electrode. Potential decay in all GW

CaCQ. Polarization of Fe electrode in borate solution

which 0.2 mL of CT added. CT acts as an oxidizer of F§Br decay mainly from chemical dissolution of films. In CaC

electrode, while DCM does not.

Hnjection of CT shows faster and larger potential shifts in Fe
astudies. Magnitude depended on pH and solution. Borate arf

autoreduction/chemical dissolution may be responsible.

HRgpin, P.M.L., etal., 213th

National ACS Meeting, San
rancisco, CA, 37:86-88
1997)

D

Sn, Zn & Mg

CCly

Batch

Vaporization procedure (SMAD or cyro method) to
compare metal powders.

H.O oxidation overwhelmed Mg-CQleaction. Sn, Zn degrade

CCl,but differ in carbon product (Zr> CH,; Sn —» CO..
Intermediate GCMCI may be protonated by.® to give CHG
or eliminate CGlwhich subsequently reacts with@Hto form
CQ and HCI.

Boronina, T., et al., ES&T,
29:1511 (1995)

Steel wool

Tc”

Column

Simulated process & GW from DOE uranium enrichmg
plants. Packed column of steel wool, Dowex TM 1- X8,

rilse of iron economical but may be more difficult to accurate
predict its sorptive capacity or functional "lifeime"

}Bostick, W., etal., OakRidge
K-25 Site Rep. Martin
Marietta. DOE K/ITCD-1141
(1995)

Fe

Cd, Mg, Ni,
TcOr, U

Batch

Shake solid w/ soln 16-24 h in sealed container. Exp 4

0.01, 0.03, or 1.0-g iron to 10mL w/ 8 mg/L U, shake J8Sorption to iron corrosion products predominant removal pro

h, sample day 1 & 30. Exp 3: 1.43x 0.15-cmiron cou

JIron surfaces passivate at elevated pH (little activity at >9.5),

dmsuranyl (Cd, Mn and Ni also). Sorbed products need to be

controlled. Columns needed to determine long-term capacity.

Bostick, W., et al ., Oak Ridge
C%ygl@rtin Marietta Energy
stems, Inc. for
U.S. DOE. KITSO-35P (1996

in 500-mL bottle w/ 927-mg/L U. Nourge.
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Iron oxide U Batch | Continued from previous reference. Fe(Ow/ sand or pelletized Fe oxide most effective. Reduces| Bostick, W., etal ., OakRidge
aggregate cementation from rust; enhances dilution of hydroxyl ion iy“:g;l'\fri'?ﬁ Energy
reaction product; enhances sorption of cationic contaminanttg's noe. rso-3sp (1996
pelletized Fe.
Fe u Batch | Batch: ~1.4 X 0.16 cm Fe coupons, simulated GW, sofubreler oxic conditions, U(VI) rapidly and strongly sorbedto | Bostick, W.D., et al., Internat'|
U as uranyl nitrate. Gas glove box. Pugea@ded to yield hydrous ferric oxide particulaténgst”), whereas U slowly and gomfgtT‘;C*:m'-h?"“f-Ff e
equivalent to solution purged with lab air. incompletely reduced to U(IV) under anoxic conditions. 012, op. 76 (1997)
Iron filings/pyrite TCE, PCE Batch | 4-15 mL vials, anaerobic: 2 controls/2 Fe+pyrite (5 g pr&®eaction orders 2.7 TCE & 1.3 PCE total system conc. Burris, D.R., etal., ES&T,
treated Fe filings, 0.1 g ground pyrite [buffer]). Nonlinear sorption fit generalized Langmuir isotherm. 1 st orde®:280 (1%5)
rates.
Fe PCE Batch | 15 mL serum vials, 5 giron, 0.1 g pyrite (ground). Pyrif&Rapid initial rate followed by a slower rate. Sorption of PCE {gcampbell, T.J & D.R. Burris.
added to stabilize the pH to 6.5 - 7.0. Anaerobic Fe(0) follows Langmuir-type isotherm. 209thNat'l ACS Meeting,
Anaheim, CA, 35:775 (1995)
Fe Uo,*, MO, Batch | Kinetic studies in 50 mL redox-sensitive-metal solutiondarticulate Fe(0) effectively removed each of the contaminant@antrell, K.J., etal., J. of Haz,
TcQy, Cra* added to polystyrene centrifuge tubes containing 1-g 4@-om solution by reductive precipitation. Removal rates Mat., 42:201 (1995)
mesh metallic iron with SA of 2.43%y. decreased by Ci@ > TcQ > UQ™ >> MoQ/”.
Fe Colloid Barriel Various Batch | 0.2% Fe colloids, surfactant Polymers (vinyl (VP), vio| VP is superior to GX and CMC because VP suspension produgetk!|. KJ., etal., J. of
(GX), cellulose (CMC )) tested to increased colloidal | the lowest back pressure, resulting in the highest hydraulic (Elg\g%n' Eng.-ASCE, 23:786
Fe(0) mobility in porous media. Turbidimeter meas. Fg conductivities.
calloids.
Fe Colloids Various Column [ 1 mcolumns, 4.4 cm dia. 20-30 mesh sandrgv@.32. | Colloidal-size Fe(0) injected into porous media forming chenpiGaitrell, KJ. & D.1. Kaplan, J;
Barrier Fe(0) colloid dia. =2m, bulk density = 2.25 gecin reactive barriers. Relatively even distributions of Fe(0) in sa dgEUV'mT‘- ASCE
particle density = 7.6 ge¢in V = 0.154, 0.307, 0.614 column at low conc.; high injection rates. As V increased, 1;3:'25325“095'(1997)
cm/s. 0.0M CaClat 0.2cm/min (-2 PV) to simulate | distribution of Fe(OFoloids became increasingly even.
GW.
Pd/C 4-chlorophenol Batch | Palladized graphite and carbon cloth electrode in 3-ngdRapid dechlorination of 4-chlorophenol on palladized carbor] Cheng, I.F., etal., ES&T,
round-bottom flask (50 mL). Cu wire threaded through|&loth or palladized graphite electrodes. Hypothe sizgaid 31:1074-1078 (1997)
mm glass tubing. Central portal used for pH & cathodg interlaced in Pd lattice powerful reducing agent dechlorinating
potential. Anodic compartment vented foréScape. compounds adsorbed on palladized electrode surfaces.
Fe Nitrate Batch |4 g untreated 325 mesh iron to 50 mL of 12.5 mM nitrafsitrate < 0.2 mM in 74 min. Ammonia 103%. Pseudo- 1st orde@heng, I.F., etal., 213thACS
buffered at pH 5. No effort made to exclude O rate constant 0.0530/min. Buffer is key in nitrate reduction. | San Fran., CA 37:165 (1997
Vigorously stirred.
Fe PCBs (Aroclor Batch | Iron powder (0.5 g), 1.5mol PCBs in 10 mL flame- PCBs undergo dechlor. & other reactions at >*80@ presence| Chuang, F-W. & R A. Larson

1221, 1254)

yES&T, 29:2460 (1995)

sealed glass ampule.

of Fe powder. Virtually complete loss of chlorinated congene




69 -V

Appendix A. continued...

Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified

Fe DCE, TCE,PCH Batch [ Solutions incubatedwith lab grade iron under static | Oxidation reactions of Fe increased pH. Halocarbons conveiftCipolione, M.G., etal., 209th
conditions. Concentrations monitored as a function of| slower at high pH. High grade pyrite more reactive. SA impoft f]gi’*gi’ “ﬁg‘fﬁ'g%
time. Pyrite with Fe to counterbalance pH increases. | consideration. 35:812 (1995) '

Fe TCE Column | Long-term (~30 d, >300 PV) & fast velocities (5-30 | Fe oxidation increases pH, pyrite decreases pH. Pyrite is plgc@gplione, M.G., etal., 213th
cm/h) w/ 4-600 mL Fe mix columns. Rates varied by | at column head because precipitation slower at lower pH w/ éisgallsllhﬂlesegn(glgg%" Fran,
medium, SA, mixture, time. Influent 30M TCE at 3.15 | wider dispersion of precipitation zone throughout column ang
mL/min. lessens plugging at head of column.

Fe(ll) TcO, Batch | Fe(ll), in slightly acid to base solution, in 500%dnottle | 3 e-reduction process, although thermodynamically feasible Cui. D. & T.E. Eriksen,
w/ hydrophobic inner surface, ambient temperature, afiglow if at all. Fe(ll) [sorbed to wall or precipitate as Fe(Qs)) | F5%T-30:2263-2269 (1996)
under anaerobic conditions. 0.1 FePH 4) added, or FeCQ(s)] reduced TcQ Rates proportional to sorbed or
sampled by syringe through septum. precipitated Fe(ll). Discuss redox/paths Ta® TcOsnH,O.

Fe Background Batch | 15.0-mL sealed vial. 5.00 g Fe with low Of@ater, *CQ, was not incomporated into hydrocarbons produced. AcigiPeng. B. & AT. Stone,

hydrocarbon anaerobic, 8 rpm in dark at°20. pH increased 5-7 wher dissolution of gray cast irons containing both carbide and ESAT.30:463-472 (19%)
formation Fe added?CO, to determine if COis being reduced by | graphite carbon yielded hydrocarbons and a substantial amgunt
iron to form the hydrocarbonilote: Non-Cl- of graphite residual. The dissolution of metallic irons contain|ng
hydrocarbons form during ethene reduction and when| only carbide carbon yielded total carbon conversion to
there is no ethene. Fischer-Tropsch type synthesis of | hydrocarbons. Carbide carbon in the iron most likely carbon
hydrocarbons, proposed for hydrocarbon production. | source for the production of the background hydrocarbons.

Fe Ve Batch | 40 mesh HCI pr_etreated Fisher _F_e fiIin_gS, SA 1_'j/§ m 150 g Fe/15.0 mL: VG- ethylene (Partial absorb. to Fe). Rata%é‘;g;ﬂi;ﬁ;g'gjf;ﬁ‘a':gi‘gf
(0.2 to 10 g) using 15 mL borosilicate in ZHE filled by | . Fe &t ture i Activ. E 40 KJ/moleCA. 37:81-83(1997) !
VC solution, anaerobic, 8 rpm, 20. Also at4, 20, 32, | ncreaseas emperature Increases. ACtiv. fIMOIEE: =
45°C indicate surface reaction, Bso produced, but, Fenot directly

' involved in reduction.
Fe U Pilot Pilot barrier using Fe to remove U from tailings effluen.Field coincides with experimental findings. In Fe foam batch |Pwyer, B.P. & D.C. Marozas,
barrier in | at UMTRA site scheduled 5/96 to 1999. Fe foam SA 0} temoved to <DL in 10 h. Metallic hydraulic conductivity g‘gﬂf‘é' g”;?gg&crh (;‘E”f
co & 5nf/g; Fe(0) SA 5.6Ent/g. During 3 years U, Se, | maintained. Initially conduc. 6.4 x 1@m/s; Fe foam was 0.53 gy 9.12, pp. smesog('mgf)
Mo, other elements monitored as well as costs and | cm/s. Capacity maintained after > 700 PV oxygenated water|
benefits.

Fe Tracers, RO Column | Glass column with wet Ottawa sand or VWR coarse irp@ tracers (BO, KBF;) for Fe column. BO more conservative ancEykolt, G., etal., 209th Nat'l
filings. 2.65 g/crifor sand and 6.5-7.6 g/érfor iron. KBF, easier on-line detection. Both inert with respect to Fe. ﬁpﬁﬁzsf’g%g"?gzg’ CA

Fe Alachlor, Batch | 100 mL ZHEs, ~ 40 g coarse Fe filings (40 mesh, SA 1R&pid dechlorination by Fe(0) shown by &id GC/MS Eykholt, GR&D.T.

Metalochlor Kinetics | m?/g), 10 mg/L or 100 mg/L alachlor and/or metalochlqranalyses. Apparent 1st-order kinetics, butindication of rate azvetelfr“%og;nlﬁf;n’:?;g\%i
roomtemp, 3 rpm. Sampled over even intervals for 5 ¢.limited and instant sorption. 2-site batch kinetic model fitted 1Q7.7.61 (1997) '
results.

Fe CCl E«,lecn;(tat?ctgle E;Egrri"ﬁ';‘alrgfgﬁtogsrr‘fe?gs:nvlﬁga;n%lass vessel Wtk & ction of CQl — chloroform in hrs at.0005 to .005 / mir.ZeCS;aMtéﬁH;t;,:;;iT SZI |

! P P fane. Suggest Hserves as intermediate for G@Yydrogenolysis. April 2-7, 35:711-715 (1995)
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe 1,2,3-trichloro-| Column |50 & 93 mg/L 1,2,3-TCP was passed through 6 flow- | End-product propene. Fe@hanced dechlorination. Rate Focht, R.M. & R.W. Gilham.
propane through reactive columns containing Fegilica sand & | increased in proportion to iron SA to solution volume ratio. igztﬁe’i\'nfi'ggaj A/:,ﬁf’zh_’;ee““g
simulated GW. Ratios of 1.16, 3.7, 8#mL gavet,, 17.6, 6.6, 3 h, respectively. 3574 (1905) '
Fe Review Reactive | Gillham founded EnviroMetal Technologiesin 1992 to| To Date 5 fullscale in situ treatment zones installed: 2 in Focht, R.M,etal,
Walls | commercialize the reactive wall technology. commercial sitesin CA, 1inKS, 1inN Ireland and 1 at E‘;rggf'm'm' Summer:81
Elizabeth City, NC
Fe TCE Funnel- | In Sunnyvale CA site, 100% pure granular iron filing wialCE levels of 30-68 ppb entering wall reduced to < 0.5 ppb;
and-Gate | is 4’ thick, 40’ wide and 20’ deep. cDCE of 393-1916 ppb to <0.5 ppb
Fe TCE Funnel- | 1000 foot funnel- and-gate system installed at industriagUnder optimum conditions, the soil-bentonite slurry wall could
and-Gate | facility in Kansas in January 1996 to treat 100 to 400 piiie builtin 1 or 2 weeks and gate section in one week. Slurry
TCE. Reactive zone 30' to 17’ bgs and 3’ thick. wall, gate, 7900 ton of granular iron = ~$400,000
Fe TCE, cDCE, VC| Funnel- | NY facility (1995) treats up to 300 TCE, 500 cDCE, 8Q Installed in 10 d. VOC reduced to MCLs within 1.5 feet of trgvel
and-Gate | VC (ppb). 12’ x 3.5’ reactive section flanked by 15’ shgefrough reactive media. Cost $250,000 including $30,000 fof 45
piling on either side. tons of iron.
PRB Cdl, TCE, Insitu | Used abiotic reagent sodium dithionite at the Hanford jsGempared abiotic & biotic methods for controlling redox Fruchter, J.S., Pacific NW Laly
CHCL, Cr(\1), Biotic reagent/nutrient either citrate or glucose. potential to reduce solids in unconfined aquifer. fgg' DOE. PNL-SA21731
Tc, U
PRB Velocity Tracer | Bromide considered most appropriate tracer. Pilot sysfedmall tracer not detected. Large targets could disrupt flow; tinhecht, R-M, etal., Internat|
measurements (3long x 3 wide x 5.5deep (m)) installed 11/95 gov. | consuming. Water table calculations are not accurate. Heat-p(f e{;ggﬁg iﬁ”ﬁfb'zgx_z'zb'
facility in CO. Models indicate ~ 60 cm/d (2'/d) in velocity meter give suspect directional vectors. In situ veloCitypp o75 (1007) '
reactive zone. probes are most promising/easy to use.
Fe Foam As, Se, Mo, U, Batch, |Batch (1wk) &column (70 d) using Fe foam and steel| Batch Fe foam removed 100% Se, 86% nitrate, 100% U, 83%d3allegos, T.J., etal., HSRC/
sulfate, nitrate | Column | wool to compare removal of As, Se, Mo, U, sulfate, arjdhs. Steel wool ~80% U, 20% As, 70% nitrate. Neither remoye!/=R® Joint Cont o1 ‘EZ .
nitrate. Predipitation and removal mechanisms also | sulfate or Mo. Column conductivity decreased slightly (0.08 $tgghgg7) y e rep
studied. wool; 0.09 cm/s foam). Reduction/ precip. Se; adsorption As| U.
Fe, Mg, TCE Batch | TCE (20 ppmv) in 3 neck-1 L round bottom reactors, Witligher pH from dechlorination reactions increases deactivatig@eiger. C., etal., 211th ACS
Ultrasound (US) US probe inserted in center neck and tip just above 1.phy precipitating metal compounds on active surface.US can sﬁ@;':g 4’f‘298‘”306’,'f;‘_”12 '(‘1’396
Fe or Mg, or 50:50 mix, w/ & w/o US. Controls only UY,away corrosion keeping metals active longer. Ancther benef|tis T
no metal or US. sonication produces‘hbn to stabilize pH.
Fe Halogenated Batch | 10 g 100 mesh iron filings in 40 mL ZHE hypovials, at[2,,,CCl,, PCE, HCE = 20, 1100, 13 min., respectively. Gillham, RW. &S .F.
compounds rpm. G for CCl, HCE, PCE were 1630, 3620, 225§, | Chloroform, produced by COWas the only breakdown productg:na}ﬂgfg’négocc’,w”;; 1013
respectively. accumulating in significant quantities. (1992) '
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containing 0.02 mmoles TCE (25ppm); maintained pH

Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe, Chlorinated Batch, | Batch: 10 g stainless steel, Cu, brass, Al, Fe, & Zn in 4@atch: ¥ order TCA rates, Steel, brass, Culow rates; Al bettg¢filham, RW., etal., HazMat
Zn, stainless sted}l, hydrocarbons | Column, | mL hypovialsw/ 1,1,1-TCA Next, Fe w/ halo-aliphatidsZn, Fe rapidt{,, 100 min.). Fe(0) batch: Highly Ckorganics mq ﬁﬁgz" hﬁ;‘:’;frge"_lcle'p?'ﬁgf”
Cu, brass, Al Reac. Wall| Batch/columns used wall material. Constructed Bordefrapid.t,,, 0.22 h HCA to 432 h cDCE. Fe mass to solution 453(1’993) '
Borden, | wall by driving sheet piling to form 1.6 m x 5.5 mcell. | volume ratio important. Rates dedine at pH ~ 9. Batch/colunn:
Ontario | Reactive material 22% Fe grindings and 78% concret¢t, ,15 h TCE, PCE. In situ wall: Avg. max. conc. downstream)of
sand with 348 sampling points installed within wall. | wall ~10% of influent conc. Performance constant over
14-months.
Fe Chlorinated Batch, |10 g 100 mesh iron powder, silica sand, 40 mg/L GaC[All 14 chlorohydrocarbons except dichloromethane degradeg Gilham, RW. &S.F.
hydrocarbons | Column | added to 40 mL hypovials Rates in column independent of velocity and consistent with| ©Hamesin, Ground water,
. . 32(6):958 (1994
batch tests. When normalized to 1Fe surface/mL solutiort;,
0.013-20 h. 5to 15X > natural abiotic degradation.
Fe, Ni/lFe PCE, cDCE, | Canister, | Fe canister, NJ site treating up to 15 PCE, 1 cDCE, 0.pt,,in initial column 10 X (30 to 3 min, TCE) lower than Fe alqrféliham, RW., etal ,
TCE NJ mg/L TCE since 11/94. Initial column used Ni plated Fe(1 to 1.5 versus 24 h RT). Enhanced reatjg#X > initial g‘t;;?ﬁ;' g"::’;;;cg it”f
site water. Reactor used commercially plated Ni-Fe 7/6o0lumn test, but 4X lower than Fe reactor. Lorigemay result | gepo.12 . 85 (1997)
SA 3.1 ni/g (before plating 1.1 #fg). 2nd column from inadequacies in commercial plating process.
commercial Ni-Fe.

Fe TCE Batch | Batch 15Q:m, 370xm mesh Fe & Fe powder in 40 mL | Amount TCE degraded directly proportional to dissolved Fe [rfsotpagar, J., etal., Environ-
ZHEs, TCE in DI water, shaken 150 rpm then analyzgdsolution. 2-fold increase in pseudo first order rate constant ‘73)' Progress, 16:137
for pH, dissolved Fe and Gemoval. metal particle size decreased from @by factor of 2.5. For

iron SA/V of solution <1000 MTCE degradation rate constan
increased linearly with SA/V ratio.

Fe Cr(V1) Batch | Varied Cr(VI), H, and SA of iron as well as ionic strengtRate constant 5.45 x 1@m? min® over wide range of Gould, J. P, Water Res.,
and mixing rate. conditions. 1.33 mal diss. iron for each mole Cr(VI) reduced. 16:871 (1982)

Fe, Pd/Fe PCB Batch | HCI treated Fe particles (<10n). K,PdCLw/ Fe powder | Rapid (few minutes) dechlorination on Pd/Fe surface. Rate | Grittini, C., etal., EST,
(0.05% wiw Pd). 20 ppm PCB (1 mL Aroclor 1260 or | dependant on amount Pd/Fe, % w/w Pd(0) on Fe, & % viv Wfe-o8-2%00 (1999)
1254), methanol/water/acetone (1:3:1) w/ 0.05% wiw | Pd/Fe surface can be used repeatedly if acid-washed after 3to 4
Pd/Fe in vial, amb. ttmp., capped, shakerl. samples. | uses.
Fe, surfactant TCE, PCB Batch, | TCE batch ZHEs: 20 g of 40-mesh Fe & Pd (0.05%)-FeBatch Pd-Fet,, TCE~27.4 min.; PCB ~100 to ~500 min (as | Gu. B. etal, Internatl

Column | 100 mL TCE (2 mglL), surfactant (2%, 4%), cosolvent| surfactant increased). Columns: TCE and PCBS degrade at | So7ar. Tech Cort & Bxin
(2%), 30 rpm. PCBs in 5-mL vials, 2 g of 100-200-megrenhanced ratg,,~1.5 and 6 min due toincreasedsolid to | pp. 760-765 (1997) '
Fe-Pd(0.1%). Columns wet-packed w/ Fe or Fe-Pd, | solution ratio. Fe-Pd filings applicable for ex-situ treatment o
sampled after >10 PV at various levels, times, rates. | TCE and PCBs in surfactant solutions generated during

surfactant flushing.

Cu Dioxin, Furans Batch | Heat mixtures with Cu to enhance catalyzing reactiong @u catalyzed degradation of PCDD, PCDF, 7 other chlorinatpdagenmaier, H., et al., ES&T
degrade dioxins and other compounds. aromatics at low temp. similar to first observation using fly agf*1%5 (197

Fe TCE Batch | 1.5-2.0g of elemental iron per 100 mL aqueous samp) Haitko, DA.& S.S. Baghel,

anith and without citric acid, pH 5.8: rate 5.37&0.85h"; t,,
7.74 &48.9 min., resp. Citric acid chelating ligand fof' Fe

209th National ACS Meeting,
Anaheim, CA, 35:807 (1995)
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of granular iron & pyrite. Products not considered.

Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe co, Batch, | Determined that C1 to C5 hydrocarbons are formed by Betreat iron with increased hydrocarbon conc. 140 h un- | Hady, LI &RW. Gillham.
Column | reduction of aqueous GBy Fe(0) and product, have A$Feated Fe 3.8:+1,2y/L vs. 7.9+2.4:g/L using hydrogenation | 2% Yetona A’:ﬁls;_’;ee“”g
distribution. Indicate absorbed H is a reactant in reduction of aqueoks Cs5.701 (iggs) '
Fe Hydrocarbon Batch | Reduction of aqueous @Dy Fe(0). Reaction mechanisiiO HCs< C5 products ASF distrib. w/ hydrophobics sorbed tpHady, L.I. &R.W. Gilham,
(HC) formation proposed for electroreduction of aqueous W@ Ni Fe. Fe supplg & catalyst promotes formation/ growth of HC ESAT, 30:57-65 (1996)
electrodes, Fe. Anderson-Schultz-Flory (ASBjrith. chains. KD also reactant. HC desorption may be rate-limiting
step.

Fe, Sulfur Ccl, Batch | Determine if adding sulfur enhances degradation of CCbulphur (sulfate, organosulphonic acid, sulfides & pyrite) acgélams. S., etal. 209th

by iron. erated Fe induced degradation of @@Kler aerobic conditions| |, =P "> oeld.
35:825 (19%)

Fe, Sulfur TCE, PCE Batch |2 grades Fe, TCE and PCE. Lab grade Fe filings;42Q Lab grade Fe resulted in ethyne, ethene, ethane in 24 h. Bxtrassan, SM., et al., 209th
sulfur >180 ppm. Extra pure Fe, at a particle size of §pore unreactive after 1 mo. despite high SA, but fast produc i%ﬁz‘#g: “ﬁ:::';g?
9umand S content of 22.1 ppb. of ethyne, ethene, ethane after adding sodium hydrogen sulfigs s (1905) '

Iron, Fe-reducing 10 Column [ Columns to assess abiotichiotic processes in reactivg RAC reduction primarily by a reaction w/ surface-bound Fe | Heiman, C.G., et al, ES&T,
microbes Nitrobenzenes & Fe-reducing bacteria. Nitrobenzene to analines. spedes, which serve as mediators for the transfer of e- 29775 (19%)
originating from microbial oxidation of organic material by Fe-
reducing bacteria-Regeneration of reactive sites, (not e- trarnsfer
to the NAC) rate-limiting process. Presence of reducible organic
pollutants may significantly enhance the activity of Fe-reduc|ng
bacteria, in that reduction of such compounds continuously
regenerates easily available Fe(lll) spedes.
Fe CCl, Batch | CCl,1.5-5.5uM; Fe(0) powder: 1 to 10 g per 265 mL | Products: CHGJ CH,Cl,. Anoxic Rate: 0.290'h1 g Fe(0); Helland, B, etadl., 209th

distilled water in anoxic and oxic batch reactors 1.723 H, 10 g Fe(0); increases with SA (2.4 mg/g) & time. Zi?];ér‘ln Y “ﬁi‘:}';%
Slower oxic rates: 0.085'hl g Fe(0); DO7.4mg/L. pHrapid | 357 (1995 '
increase after Qlepleted.

Pd/C 2chloro-2- Batch | 2-chloro-2-propen-1-ol, CT, Chlorobenzene, both barg Pd reduces CT by factor of 5; Both C and Pd/C cathodes effgitgvenston, M.C, etal., 213t
propen-1-ol, CT and palladized graphite electrodes in aqueous solutiondechlorination, however Pd/C electrode has a greater selectiylfy O”:" O:CCSAM;;E';?"_ 2593;
Chlorobenzene over 24 h. Chlorobenzene rate limiting step in for dechlorination more products dechlorinated and gives miiglag7 '

dechlorination of compounds suchas PCBs. higher yields of fully dechlorinated products. Favor acidic media
at higher ionic strength,,@oes not affect. 2-chloro-2-
propen-1-ol dechlorinates rapidly with Pd/C but by different
mechanism. Chlorobenzene benzene w/ Pd/C.

Fe/Pyrite mixture TCE Column | TCE pumped through stainless steel column w/ mixtufdsteraction of GW & geochemical environ. using MINTEQA2| Holser, RA., et al., 209th

Pyrite in granulated Fe mixtures provided of pH control.

Nat'| ACS Meeting, Anaheim,

CA, April 2-7, 35:778 (1995)
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Metal

(zero valent
unless specified

Contaminant

Type test

Description/Conditions

Results

Reference

pH 6.5, 25C except experiments conducted with sulfi
atpH 7.75; aerobic & anaerobic. Pyrite 75-300,

I®Cl, — CO.. Anaerobic 50% CGl— CHCL,. FeOOH coat on

pyrite (aerobic). Pyrite depleted of ferrous Fe in all reactions

Mn*, Fé', steel Cr(VI) Batch | Low hexavalent, high hexavalent soils had 105, 460 | Mn* reduced 50 to 100% Cr(V) in both soils (no pH adjust.) Jﬂmflf_s: 2-33-2:23- OTQEgnVimn-
wool(Fe) mg/kg Cr(V1); 1.8, 104 g total Cr; 8.5, 10.4 pH, Fé", steel wool reduced soluble &insol. Cr(VI) reduction | Qually 23:227 (1999
respectively. dependent on pH, reducing agent and sail.
Fe TCE, PCE, TCA Column, | EnviroMetal provided a treatability study w/ Fe filing, gtg, TCE ~ 1.2 h. Small amount cDCE, Bcreased, VC formed | Jefferis, S.A, etal., Internat|
reactor, |water. RT ~ 12 h to reach regulatory limits. Designed 1&om dechlorination (Up to 7Q0g/L) in treatability study. o Porebom oo e o
Belfast, | mtall x1.2 mdia. Fe reactor with 5 m flow path entry p8dlvents degraded rapidly. Site Installation: After 7 mo. TCE|%p. s17-826 (1997) ’
Ireland | exit zones to collect and disperse flow. Reactor in cut{offg/L but slightly higher at exit due to backflow from sampling.
wall to funnel flow. DCE formed but ND (not detected) at 3 mo. VC at 4 mqa.§/4
and ND 7 mo. At 6 mo TCE.®/L and DCE is ND.
Fe CCl, Column | 15-cm-dia Plexiglass pipe 90 cm long. Holes every 2.8 ©@l, (up to 1.6 mM) fully dehalogenated by first sample port ri“hnsorl E;A&HP% i
i ratnyek. anford Symp
fr:tset rffeﬁm'p?fé Eei?-s?rguf‘a?ygféz‘igg Isrgrr]‘%;ﬁ?; fFe zone. CGl— CHCL — CHCI,. CCl, t,, occurred within | on Heatth & the Environ—in
' P "1 0.25 h at arate of 2.5 cm/h. CHGJ, is slower but increased 2- Sttt Remed., pp- 951 (1994)
fold with a 5-fold increase in flow velocity.
Fe CCl, Column, | 100-mesh untreated Fisher Fe powder (SA 0.053) m | New/previous k, from batch and column varied widely. JUh“SO'L T.L.etal, ESET,
Batch | <325 mesh in Npurged unbuffered water and 20-32 meslormalization to Fe surface conc. yields specific rate constapf®-2%4 (1996)
Fluka Fe turnings SA 0.019°rg* in carbonate buffer. | ksa (vary by only 1 order of mag.). Dechlorination more rapid|in
Mixed in dark, 36 rpm, 23£L. Table of new and saturated carbon centers and high degrees of halogenation favor
previous experimental conditions provided. rapid reduction. Representativg kalues provided for solvents|
FeColloids Chemical Batch, | Hanford Site: Column/batch studies looking at injectiopSurfactants in low ionic strength solutions increased length (fgap'andv DB-v e‘i'-xp'" Situ .
Barrier Column | of micrometer-sized Fe(0) colloids into subsurface to fptime dense colloids (7.8 g cremained in suspensionby | 1‘;”;2) » Batelle Press. pp.
chemical barrier. 250%. Removal effic. sand column patrtially controlled by
injection rate.
Fe Colloids Chemical Column | PVC column study evaluating Fe(0) colloid injection rdt€olloids controlled by rate & influent conc. As colloids accunp.Kaplan, D., etal, J-ff
Barrier and concentration on colloid retention by a sand bed. | efficiency decreased due to gravitational settling. Colloids wel ’ ;‘g“ Qual., 255):1086
CaCl tracer studies to compare transport rates of collgidsenly distributed & high flow required to mobilize.
Mineral oxides in[ 10 monosub- Batch | Suspensions of magnetite, goethite, lepidocrocite, Fast nitroaromatic reduction in all Fe hydroxides at 6.5 pH. | Klausen, J., etal., 209th
presence of Fe(ll stituted aluminum oxide, amorphous silica, titanium dioxide in| Mineral oxides (no P&) show slow reduction, but increased w Zﬁ;ﬁgﬁ; Agi '\22?;;?7’
Nitrobenzenes presence and absence of ‘Feldition. Fe (hydr)oxide coatings. Rates pH-dependent, decreasing W/ z5.716 (1995) '
increasing compound to solids concentration ratio.
Palladized iron Chlorinated Batch | Bimetallic process evaluated as a means of increasing TCE dehalogenationincreased 2X using Pd/Fe instead of F(”Séﬁsﬂx N., etal, 2:h9‘h Nzl"
contaminants rates of reaction. extends process to less reactive dichloromethane. ﬁpr” y_;’f‘g?;?zn(lg"‘;;’ A
Pyrite CCl, Batch | 1M CCl,reacted with 1.2-1.4%h. pretreated pyrite at | >90% CC] transformin 12-36 d (all conditions). Aerobic >70p/friegman-King, MR. & M.

Reinhard, ES&T, 28:692
(1994)
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Metal

(zero valent
unless specified

Contaminant

Type test

Description/Conditions

Results

Reference

)

b

to determine precipitates and porosity loss in Fe syste

hvghich may affect reactivity. However, this effect, to date, sm
Also, H, produced from anaerobic corrosion of Fe a factor

Sulfide,_ Bic_)tite, CCl, Batch | Biotite, vermiculite, muscovite wet-ground to 200-_50 ~ 80-85% CC| — COQ, via intermed. CS Chloroform 5-15%, ;gﬁ]ghrgradn-léggTMé:-zéjigl\él

Vermiculite mesh (73-30@m). Ampules w/ 13.5 mL buffer, spiked 506 unidentified nonvolatile and CO. At24mM HSt . 2600 | (1992) ' '
with solution saturated with C@nd flame sealed. T - 2 ’

160, 50 d for homogeneous, vermiculite, biotite sy stem,
respectively.
Corrin, reductant| CCl, Batch | CCl,in vials w/ corrin (B,, cobinamide dicyanide, or Proposed pathway: trichlromethyl radical forms adduct with | Lewis, T.A., et al, ES&T,
aquocobalamin), reductant (Ti(lll), dithiothrietiol, or reductant. In Scysteine produces ¢8r thiazolidines by way o] 30:292 (19%6)
S?cystenine), pH 8.2. Products in headspace and mixfuteiophosgene. Oradical further reduced to form CHGInd
determined by GC/MS, HPLC, NMR or TLC. CH,CI, or CO and formate by dichlorocarbene intermediation.
Pd/izn TCE Batch | TCE dechlorination by Zn(0) in aqueous solutions at rp@imetallics Ag, Ni, Pd to enhance Zn. Dechlorination few h tg Li: W. & K.J. Kiabunde,
temp. several d. Best rates w/ cryo-Zn (ultrafine Zn) & Pd. Ethyleng ,::ﬁﬂ”iﬁgﬁgéﬁgg?g}
ethane, monochlorinated hydrocarbons products. N
Fe TCE Batch | ZHEs w/ 3 Fe filings (Fisher, Columbus Chemical, Rates varied by factor of 2 for 3 Fe’s. TCE sorbed then redugé@ng. L., etal., 209th Nat'|
MBS). TCE 0.5 to 20 ppm. Fisher Fe pretreated with | by MBS. Fisher Fe 7 to 5 h. TCE/Fe ratios changed rate as %ﬁg"f;e{g%;g"?r:;;’ CA
HCI. T
Fe, Pd/Fe TCE Batch | 25g of 40-mesh Fe filings added to ZHEs, containing 128hen 5 ppm TCE reacts with Fe(0), ~ 140 ppb VC persists 139, L., etal., GWMR
mL solution (nominally 2 mg/L of TCE) at 30 rpm. Pd/R&/C (~ 10 ppb) remaining with Pd/Fe about an order of Winter, 122 (1997)
prepared according to Muftikian et al. (1995). magnitude > w/ Fe(0). Volatile byproducts may be under-
represented in other published data regarding reduction with
Fe(0). Reduction of TCE w/ Pd/Fe (0.05 % Pd) > order of
magnitude faster than with Fe(0). With a 5:1 solution-to-solid
ratio TCEt,, with Fe(0) =7.41 H,,, with Pd/Fe = 0.59 h.

Fe and sulfur CCl, Batch | Sodium sulfate, sodium sulfide, ferrous sulfide, pyrite, [ Products: chloroform, potential for carbon disulphide (toxic). | Lipcynska-Kochany, E, etal
organic acid, electrolytic Fe(0) powder, Fe(0) degradafi@ulphur significantly increased rates under aerobic conditionsag:”;;’s"he'e’ 20477
of CCl, under aerobic conditions. Pyrite canregenerate ferrous ions, produce sulfate & control| pH.

Fe Precipitation Batch | Tracers, aqueous inorganic profiles, scanning electror] Precipitation changes color from black to gray. Loss of alkalipifgckenzie, P.D., et al.,
microscopy (SEM), x-ray photoelectron spectroscopy | and calcium, no signif. magnesium loss. Most loss (5-15%) eﬁx;g' \T/ﬁdg‘e‘;"[ '"17'*_;‘26"""‘5‘
(XPS), and wavelength dispersive spectroscopy (WDS)aad levels off. SEM shows crystals form on the surface of Fg atanta, ca, pp. 59- (1995)
determine precipitates and porosity loss in Fe systemd. Tracers indicate fairly uniform loss of porosity througho ut.

Fe TCE, DCE Column | 148 Ibs VWR coarse Fe filings in columns. Initially usegdTCEt,,,36 min at40, 20, 12 mL/min. tDGQE, "~ 100 min., 1,1-| Mackenzie, P.D,, et al., 209th
buffered DI water (40 mg/L CaGDpH 7-8.5. Later used DCEt,,, 200 min, although 1st order fit not as good as for TQ %:;ﬁ';fxgi '\12?':'297
GW, 400 mg/L CaCQand pH 7-8. Flow velocities much) cDCE particularly poor. Siderite formed at the top of column [l35.765 (1995 '
higher than typical to accelerate effects of aging. throughout column 2 and at the bottom of column 3.

Fe Precipitation Batch | Tracers, aqueous inorganic profiles, SEM, XPS, and WBS8V forms precipitates (Fe(OkJFeCQ, CaCQ) on Fe surfaces| Mackenze, P.D, etal.,

ational ACS Meeting,

7150157 (1997)

controlling the measured porosity losses in iron sy stems.
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Ferric Se Batch, Site| Three sediment samples from Kesterson, Merced CoyrBath Se(IV) & Se(V) occluded within FeOOH produced durifjgfanning, BA & R.G. Burau,
Oxyhydroxide Samples | CA with elevated levels of Se subjectedto in situ Fe(ll) Fe(ll) oxidaton & hydrolysis. Fe(ll) salt amendment poteniial S&T. 29(10):2636 (1995)
amendment situ remediation for trace Se.
Fe U Column | Rocky Flats seep w/ Cl- organics, metals, radionuclidgsFast removal of U by Fe(0). Chloro-organics determine RT ir) Marozas, D.C., etal., Internaf
Seep water in glass columns w/ steel wool (Fe(0)) at § (lestign. Studies also test various media on removal of plutori tigrzsﬁg iﬁ“ﬁszxj'zb'
d); 10 (2nd d); 30 mL/min (next 4 d). Rates increased fand americium at site and excess Fe from barrier effluent. | o5 1029-1035 (1997) '
determine effects on U removal. DO 5 to 6 mg/L, pH 8| EnviroMetal Tech. Inc. to determine RT for barrier design.
and 13 to 21C.
Fe TCE, CC| Batch | Evaluated core samples from actual field sites. Granular Fe dechlorinated G@& chloroform. Direct electro- | Matheson, L.J. & P.G.
Microbiology and geochemistry characterized. lytic process with metal surface may occur in combination vvitlﬁ/l’;%zk'gga 205th ACS
reactions involving hydrogen, ferrousiron, sulfur and microbgs.” =
Fe TCE Batch | Fe(0) participate by direct reduction, ferrous iron, and | Surface reaction predominantin granular Fe. Investigating | Matheson, L.J. &P.G
hydrogen produced during corrosion. possible microbial activity that might affect dechlorination. (Tl;ag’zek' ES&T 28:2045-205
Fe CCl,, cDCE, Batch | Temperature, steric, pH dependance of degradation griglectronic (orbital) & conformational preference. Nature of | Milbum, R., etal.,, 209th
tDCE reactions of pollutants in response to untreated iron | reductant appeared to determine the stereochemical course a"af;ifgi “ﬁﬁfﬁ'gi
powder (finer than 100 mesh), under aerobic conditiorjsedox reaction. More investigation needed. 35:822 (1995) '
Chemical Bariers Mo, U Column | 10 cmdia acrylic pipe w/~1,250 mL sand mixed with| Chemical barriers low cost alternative. Site evaluation to Morrison, S.J. & RR.
test material. U and Mo measured. Used hydrated limgdetermine type of chemical barrier (e.g., sorption or Spangler, Env. Progr.,
A 12(3):175 (1993
precipitation).
Amorphous ferric| Mo, U Batch | Lab experiments to evaluate material for use in chemig&lo additive extracted both U & Mo over pH range. Hydrated | Morrison, S.J. &RR.
oxyhydroxide barrier under a repository containing uranium mill lime lowered U in pore fluid. Soluble ferrous materials extract 92%'9“ ES&T, 26(10)1922
talings. Mo.
Palladized iron | TCE, DCE, cis Batch | Sealed 12 mL glass vial. Pd/Fe [3.6 g:@0(Aldrich), or | Dechlorination 1,1,2-TCE, 1,1-DCE&is& trans-1,2-DCE & Mufikian, R., et al., Wat er
(PdIFe) & trans-1,2-di- 3.6 g Fefilings (Baker & Adamson), or 10 g- 40 mesh lRCE at 20 ppm to ethane in few min. No intermediate produg ezes‘;‘rCh’ 20:2434-2439
chloroethylene, (Fisher)] with 10 mL of chlorinated compounds (20 ppirdetected at > 1 ppm. Chloromethanes,,QCHCL, CH,Cl, also
PCE in H,0), shaken. Sampled witha syringe for GC analysigechlorinated to methane. G@i a few minutes, CHGIn <1 h,
CHCl, in 4-5 h.
Palladized iron TCE Batch | 1x1-cm pure Fe foil, 0.254 mm thick welded to stainle$$d(1V) to Pd(ll), protons on hydroxylated Fe oxide form Pd(ll)Muttikian, R., et al., ES&T,
(Pd/Fe) steel stub etched w/ 8 keV argon ions. Potassium O-Fe bonds, colapsing to Pd/Fe. TCE forms hydroxylated F30-3%3-3596 (1996)
hexachloropalladate added and allowed to react. oxide film that deactivates Pd/Fe. Dilute acid removes film.
Fe-Pd chlorophenols Batch | Batch Fe(0)-Pd(0) in unbuffered, DI water, room temp, Initial rapid loss CPt(,,< 0.2 h) due to sorption to Fe(0)-Pd(0)| Neurath, S. K., etal., 213th
(CPs) dark, usually with [Fe(0)-Pd(0)]= 69.4 g/L and initial | surface. Rate constant,kproportional increase with Pd(0) uspg>C National Meeting, San

aqueous chlorophenols [CP] ~ 0.08 mM, 40 rpm.

and SA of Fe(0)-Pd(0). Higher cosolvent corresponded to
decrease inj.

I"Francisco, CA, 37:159-161
(1997)
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe CCl, TCM, Batch | Fe catalyst and aquifer material collected from Canadia,2.2, 850, 1520 and 4000 minutes for CTCM, TCE, and | OHannesin, SF. & RW.
TCE, PCE Forces Base, Borden, Ontarig.QCL-4050, TCM-4650, | PCE, respectively. No Eh change in controls, reactive vials ggﬁghrif;‘scggagﬁﬂ out
TCE-4080, & PCE-3970¢g/L at 12C. showed highly reducing conditions, but no significant pH 25.28 (1992) '
change.
Fe Halo-organic Wall, Reactive wall 22% Fe, 78% concrete sand; 5.5 m TCE reduced 95%, PCE 91%. No TCM downstream of wall. |Cl
compounds Borden | downgradient. Cell driven 9.7 m to bottom silty clay lepdncrease consistent with quantity degraded. Traces DCE; no|VC.
Fe TCE, PCE Reac. | Field demonstration in 1991 at Borden, Ontario. TCE 220% TCE and 88% PCE removed from solution andn@icated| ©Hannesin, SF., etal,
Wall, |and PCE 43 mg/L. PRB 1.5m wide of 22% granular Fg dechlorination. Major product was cDCE with peak of 2260 ,\Eﬂr:rfriq':\jfh:g"s'”s':az'lg‘_/;;
Borden | and 78% sand placed in path of plume moving 19 cm/pfollowed by tDCE and 1,1-DCE, VC ND. Atlangta, GA. pp. 5'5_55 (19%)

Fe TCE Column | Plexiglass columns packed with mixture 15% electrolyti€CE G = 4.7 mg/L. Products: ethene 40%, ethane 18%, C1 {dPG4W.S. & R.W. Gilham,
iron and 85% silica sand. TCE pumped at 0.1 mL/min] @0%. 3-DCE isomers & VC. c1,2-DCE primary product of 202‘:};’;‘;1'22"“ A’:ﬁf’;_’;ee““g
TCE =1.3,4.7,10.2, 61 mg/L. degradation, though sum of all chlorinated was only 3t0 3.5%@s g15 (1905 '

Fe TCE Column | Columns used simulated GW containing 1.3 to 61 mgjLPseudo-1st-order rates. Products :ethene > ethane >>> othgrorth, W.S. & R.W. Gilham,
TCE. Column packed with 15% iron powder mixed withC1—C4 hydrocarbons. 3.0-3.5% TCE appeared as chlorinatpg>®T 30:66-71 (1996)
sieved 35-mesh silica sand. SA of iron 0.28@niron SA | products. Most TCE probably sorbs to iron surface until
to solution volume ratio 0.2&mL. complete dechlorination achieved.

Fe Cl, Batch | Chlorine solutions stirred in 250 mL reactor at @0 Optimum conditions investigated for pH, particle size, and | Ozdemir, M. & M Tiifekci,
Granular Fe 0.2~.5 dia. added. 10 mL taken at 5, 10, }Sontact period. Species of 0@hd HOCI removed by 100% }'X;;%Reseamh’ SL3-34%
20, 25 min and analyzed for chlorine & chloride conteptsetween pH 4 and 7 within 25 min.

Experiments also carried out at pH 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9
Fe Cr(V1) Batch, | Geochemical effects and minerology on reduction,rQ Chromate reduction rapid and complete in zero valent systejipwell, RM., M.S. Thesis,
Column | by Fe(0) using stirred batch reactor (SBRs) and shakdrand natural aquifer material,t= 11 h. When no aquifer materiaﬁgr’nfgtyo"éakg'if“a'
batch bottles under,Xo evaluate kinetics/mechanisms.| much slower and incomplete during 146 h. '

Fe Cr(V1) Batch, | SBRs: under bw/ & wio Elizabeth City aquifer materiall Rapid changes in Eh from positive to highly negative upon | Powel, RM. etal., Water

Column | C, of CrO> = 136 to 156 mg/L. 1st column portion of | introduction of Fe metal. Chromate reduction slow in system ,\EA’I‘;;“;’” Fefésca“gfg 4';"3’ ch,
aquifer material. 2nd column mixture of Fe filings (7.5 phith no aquifer material but rapid in system containing the " PP
& aquifer material (67.6 g). 6 mg/L chromate a€#O, | natural solid phase. Eh and pH changes less dramatic in effluent
introduced at 0.05 mL/min. from column but influent chromate effectively removed.

Fe Cr(V1) Batch | Some types of iron and aquifer material more reactive| Data support conclusion that GE9can be reduced to Cr(lll) inj Powel, RM., etal, ES&T,
than others. Ada Iron & Metal (AI&M) & Master presence of elemental iron. AI&M and Eliz City aquifer mate| 4 ©):1913 (19%)
Builders Supply (MBS); Eliz. City, NC & Otis AFB, MA| most reactive. Suitable acceptors need to form appropriate
aquifer material used along with commercial Si sand. | couple. Mechanisms proposed.

Fe Cr(V1) Batch | Aquifer materials from Elizabeth City, NC and Otis AFBCoupled corrosion processes responsible fopZ=nm@duction & [ Powell, R.M., etal., 209th
MA also kaolinite and montmorillonite using simulated precipitation, w/ Al&M Fe; much greater rates than MBS Fe. Z‘na"af]gifgi’ "/’lg'fﬁ"z‘%
GW. Scrapiron filings from AI&M and cast iron metal | Aluminosilicate dissolution proposed to increase reaction rategs.7z (1995 '

; (19%)
chips from MBS.
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Metal

(zero valent
unless specified

Contaminant

Type test

Description/Conditions

Results

Reference

Fe

Cr(Vl), TCE

Batch

Shaken batch bottle experiments were used to evalual
both the dissolution of 7 aluminosilicate minerals in th
presence of Fe(0) and whether the dissolution affecte
rates of chromate reduction by Fe(0).

f<Support previous hypotheses that aluminosilicate dissolution
bpromoted Fe corrosion reactions, hence chromate reduction
| ihgeneration of protons. Proposed mechanisms for chromat
reduction and TCE dechlorination depicted in reaction diagrg

Powell, R. M. & R. W. Puls,
[aa%T, 31:2244 (1997)

e
ms.

Fe

Cr(VI)

Column

Chromate reduction in Fe and quartz grains to determ
fate of reduced Cr in wall material. Fe filings reacted
20 mg/L Cr(V1), as KCrO, for more than 150 PV. Quart,
grains flushed w/ CaG@®olution following Cr(VI)
breakthrough in the column.

riReacted Fe developed coatings of goethite with Cr(l1l)
itoncentrated on outermost edges. In regions of increased C
P goethite acquired characteristics simiar tgls@nd CyO..

sparingly soluble solid species.

Complete reduction of Cr(VI1) to Cr(lll). Cr(lll) incorporated info

Pratt, AR., etal., ES&T
31:2492-2498 (1997)

Fe

Atrazine

Batch

Thiocyanate reacts w/ Fe(lll) giving red color (463 nm
4.5x 10 M Fe* (W light) accelerates atrazine
decomposition.

. Atrazine fully decomposed at pH 1.5 under sunlight within 2
Most important factors under light are surface area and natu
iron used. No degradation in dark.

hPulgarin, C., et al., 209th
%n ipnal ACS Meeting,

aheim, CA, April 2-7,
35:767 (1995)

Fe

Cr(VI)

Char.
Study, Eliz
City NC

48 Cores at various depths. Assessed chemical speci
and distribution of Cr on contaminated soils and its

leaching potential. Batch adsorption/reduction procedfieantent & pH; less to amorphous iron oxide coating.

used.

bdalsorption and reduction capacity of soils were overwhelme
permitting passage of Cr(VI). Capacity differences related to

HPuls, RW., C.J. Paul, D.A

@Hy J. Vardy.. J. of Soil
ORtam. 3(2):203 1994

Fe

Cr(V1), DCE,
TCE, VC

Field
Study, Eliz
City NC

25% each by vol. EC aquifer material, sand, Fe-lathe
turnings (0.1-2 mm) & MBS-Fe-chips (1-10 mm >
sulphur, carbon) in field test. 21 augered boreholes, 3
m bgs, were filled with the mixture. 21 monitoring well
installed.

Disappearance of contaminants with appearance of ferrous
decrease in oxidation-reduction potential and DO with slight
tm8rease. Sulfide also detected downgradient and within 30
iron cylinders. Less reducing conditions downgradient.

:ggls, RW., etal, 209th
ional ACS Meeting,
Phlaneim, ca, Apri 27,
3% 9k (1905)

Fe

Cr(VI)

Field
Study, Eliz
City NC

At Elizabeth City, 2 Fe sources (Al&M, MBS) mixed wi
native aquifer material and 10-mesh washed sand. 2(
dia. cylinders installed in three rows 3to 8 m bgs, 21
total.

ICr to <0.01 mg/L Significant reductions in TCE. Siderite not
-detected, but Fe sulfides were. Full demonstration schedule
June 1996 of 50-long x 8-deep x 0.6-wide(m) trench of Fe(0

Puls, R., et al., 4th Great Lakd

Univ. of Illinois, pp. 23 (1996)

jGeotech. & Geoenviron. Conf],

Fe

Nitrate, Nitrite

Batch

Batch in unbuffered, anaerobic, DI water; @2dark, HCI|
treated & untreated Fe(@40 mesh) 69.4 g/L. Inject
nitrate or nitrite{G~ 0.16 mM), 40 rpm. IC for NDand
NO, quantification, estimated NHusing a colormetric
Hach kit.

1st-order nitrate rate constants, ikcreased with HCI pretreate

presence of Cl-. High chloride in otherwise identical systemg
cause much smaller decline in Rate constant for nitrite
reduction, k, small due to similar acid pretreatment of Fe& k
k. for nitrate & nitrite reduction by untreated Fe(0) directly
dependent on concentration of Fe(0), ranging 69.4 to 208 g

Fe(0). First 12 h following treatment, gradually declines in the

HRahman, A. & A. Agrawal,
213th National ACS Meeting,
37:157-159 (1997)

L

Fe

PCP

Batch

Electrolytic Fe 5 g/20 mL used. Influenced by prepara
of metal surface by treating with HCI, PCP concentrati
pH, temperature, and presence of inorganic compoun

iGhetreated iron improved rates (6 h, 60-70% PCP [2.7 M]LO
pbdegraded). Keep pH near neutral. Some anions (€)getard
Islegradation. Results indicated poor remedial choice for PCH

Ravary, C. & E. Lipczynska-
Kochany, 209th National ACS|
Meeting, Anaheim, CA, April
-2-7, 35:738 (1995)

»
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified

Fe Fe corrosion Batch | Fe(0) anaerobic corrosion producé' FOH, H,(g). For the 10 - 32 mesh iron, k was 0.015 initially but decreasef®edon, E.J., ES&T,
Corrosion rates are measured by monitoring the H2 | 0.009 mmol kg d* kP&*in 150 d. Corrosion rate in saline G\/20:2%86-2945 (1999)
pressure increase in sealed cells containing iron granjileés” ~ 0.05 mmol of Fe Kg* at 25 °C—identical under saturated
and water. The principal interference is hydrogen entry or fully-drained conditions. Rates decreased by 50% in 150 ¢l due
and entrapment by the iron. The entry rate is describejtbalteration product buildup. First 40 - 200 h progressively
Sievert's law (R=kPHDs), and the rate constant, k, is | increasing rates of pressure increase. Time before steady-sthte
evaluated by reducing the cell pressure once during a rates develop depends on the solution composition. Discarded
test MBS Fe, Blend A, 50/50 mix of 10-18 & 18-32 mefthis data in calculating corrosion rates. Tests on pure NaCl
granules (C, 3.2%; Mn, 0.65%; S, 0.09%; SA, 1°§'n | solutions at identical equivalent concentrations (0.02 equiv/L)

show the following anion effect on corrosion rate:
HCO,>SO,>>C". For NaCl solutions, corrosion rates decrease
from 0.02 to 3.0 mmol kyd* kP&,
Fe TCE, PCE | Site demo,| Pilot field demo, Moffett Field, Mountain View, CA 1/9¢.Baseline sampling 6/96 & 9/96 positive. TCE > 1,000 Naval Facilities Eng. Service
Moffett, |50 long x 10’ wide x 22 thick funnel- &-gate installed | upgradient reduced to ND w/in first 2’ of cell (gate). Demo m%pig;’;g’;ﬁf;’; '(31';57
CA across TCE and PCE plume 4/96. continue until 3/98; Report to be prepared for DOD. '
Fe, US TCE Batch, |5 to 20 mg/L TCE, 20-kHz US, 0.16 & 0.5-L bag US removes corrosion from Fe surface and prolongs reactive R¢ighart, D.R., et al., Internat
column | with 100-mesh Fe, anaerobic, 160 shakes/min. Sonication for 0.5 h increased rates about 12%. But rates nefadf ta’e:‘erl;frg ICZE”FSDEQXTZI)
Column: 20% Fe, 80% sand. 4 Fe’s: 50-mesh particlegtripled to 184% after 1 h treatment. Prior to US, lower half | o, a06-813 (1007)
Peerless acid-washed chips, unwashed Peerless, MBBcolumn (highest TCE conc,).t1.5 times upper section. After
washed chips. 43% 20-mesh; 40% 40-mesh, rest Fe qud6t,, dropped. Lowet,,,decrease 70%; uppgr, 22%.
15 mg/L TCE at 4.7 mU/min. US 15.9 mm-dia, auger girill
bit, 15 cm long in 50-mesh Fe, 50% power.

Fe tDCE, cDCE Batch | 25-mL sealed bottles w/ 1.7 g Fe(0) & 34 mg ground | 2 categories of reductive dehalogenation: Hydrogenolysis | Roberts, A, etal, ES&T,
pyrite in 1.7 mL Ar-sparged DI water. SA Fe(0) 027gn | (replace halogen by*H& reductive elimination (2 halide ions 30:2654 (1996)
with either 6.7ZL tDCE, 4.4.L cDCE, 10uL 1,1-DCE, | released), both net transfer o2 Haloethylenes can undergo
30uL VCin methanol,4 rpm. Volatiles partition into highreductive, O-elimination to alkynes under environmental
headspace slowing further reaction and enhance accymonditions. Evidence of this is involved in reaction of

chloroethylenes with Fe(0).

Fe DDT, DDD Batch | Sealed 40-mL vials. Fe powder (0.3-3g) with 20 mL | Rates of dechlorination of DDT and DDE were independent pfayles, GD., et a., ESET,
deoxygenated buffer, pH 7, DDT or DDD dissolvedin | the amount of iron, w/ or w/o surfactant. Rates w/ surfactant 31:3448-3454 (1997)
acetone, and, with and without the presence of noniorjfienuch higher than w/o. Initial 1st-order rate of DDT
surfactant Triton X-114 at 250 mg/L. Uncapped reactofslechlorination was 1.7 + 0.4 & 3.0 + 0.8 o, normalized by
flushed with N, beads to improve mixing. Closed reactpthe specific iron SA, 0.016 +0.004 and 0.029 + 0.008%ht
shaken at 130 rpmat 20+ 06. w/ and w/o surfactant, respectively. Mechanistic model

constructed that qualitatively fit the observed kinetic data,
indicating that the rate of dechlorination of the solid-phase
(crystalline) reactants was limited by the rate of dissolution ifto
the aqueous phase. T
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe CCl, Batch | System similar to that used by Matheson and Tratnyek Greater range of Fe(0) SA shows hyperbolic relationship. | Scherer, M-M. & P.G.
(1994) except with the range of Fe(0) concentration | Concentration up to 80%h with sharp increase in rate :Ari%zkfnoag;g’:f‘gza;ﬁﬁs
extended from 5-31 #t. t0 0.2 - 80 L. indicating heterogeneous catalysis, electrical double layer off 5.7 35605 (1995)' '
abrasion effects during mixing.
Fe CCl, Reduction | Linear sweep volammograms (LSV) of Fe(0) at 3000 | More reducing potential on Fe(0) increases rates©fé& CCl, | Scherer, M.M., et al., 214th
kinetics | rpm. Potentials set to avoid ldvolution at more (-). thar| reduction. However, J becomes increasingly larger portion. @m‘:"‘]’\‘@c;“,"z‘f;_';iéﬁsgw
-700 mV/SHE and Qevol. at more (+) than 800 mV/SHRotentials more negative than -700 mV/NHE, water reduction coes, T =0
LSVs w/ & w/o CCJ. Increased (-) current in CCl larger portion than C@techlorination, suggesting more
attributed to reduction of Clo CHCL. reducing potential would not enhance Qd#chlorination rate.
Fe CCl, Reduction | Fe(0) from 99.5% pure Fe(0) rod 3.0 mm dia., SA 0.071Cathodic current independent of electrode rotation rate, 1st-pfdesrer, M-M., et al., ES&T,
kinetics | cn?. Mass transport controlled by polished Fe(0) rotatinmte constant (k= 2.3 x 1 cm s') < estimated rate constant f L2385 (1997)
disk electrode. Kinetics of CQilechlorination in pH 8.4 | mass transfer to surface. Rate reduction of, B bxide-free
buffer at potential where oxide film would not form. Fe(0) dominated by reaction at metal-water interface.

Fe, Mg TCE Batch | 4.1 g/L Fe powder in oxygen-free, pH 7 watef,G0 TCEt,,= 20 d using Fe. 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 1,1- Schreier, C.G. & M. Reinhard
dichloroethylene, tetrachloroethylene transformed using buffafggz)mhe'e' 29@):1743
water & landfill leachate.

Fe, Mg TCE Batch [ 0.5 g either 0.5% Pd alumina or 1% Pd on granular cgrbachloroethylenes including PCE and VC reduced in 10 min pfehreier, C.G. & M. Reinhard

(GAC) and 1% Pd PAC at 400 rpm. Total aqueous pha$§e5 g of 0.5% Pd on alumina and 0.1 atmEthane 55-85%, (Clggg)"s”he'e' 31(6):3475
60 mL, N purged, capped, 5 mL,lddded for 15 minto | ethene< 5%. Pd on GAC yielded 55% ethane from PCE. P&kt
pre-reduce Pd. PCE = Juinoles in 3.%L of methanol. | =9 min for 0.05%mole Pd (583.g of 1% Pd on PAC). 10%
nitrite decreased rate by 50%. @eatly decreased all rates.
Fe chlorinated Batch | Glovebox 90% B/ 10% H, bottles filled with iron and | The more highly halogenated compounds most reactive (tD¢Eceier, C.G. & M. Reinhard
ethylenes HEPE S-buffered water (pH 7). Placed ifi GOvaterbath, | TCE > PCE = cDCE = 1,1-DCE) with the exception of VC whji@h™ Natonal ACS Meeting,
with or without shaking. is less reactive than PCE. Product: ethene, ethane. PCE:15; 3 'e'Tl’fgé)' Forl 27
VC: 50% reduction. Ethene/ethane ratio larger for VC. TCE
intermediate of PCE. cDCE only intermediate of TCE.
Pd, H Chlorinated Batch | 125 mL glass bottle, 60 mL,Nurged water, 0.05-0.5 g | Pd-PCl-siica PCE rate 0.034 mifi,,, =20 min), 65% ethane; | Schreier, C.G. & M. Reinhard
ethylenes catalyst[5 g either 0.5% Pd-alumina or 1% Pd on GA¢2% ethene. Some PCE dehalogenated before double bond igim‘fﬁf Azils;_’;ee“”g
(PCE, VC) and 1% Pd PAC or PCl-silica], w/ 1-Juinoles PCE, 40( reduced. Al pellets, GAC or PAC, PCE 99.99% reduced in 1035749 (1’995)' '
rom. 5 mL H added at stages; some initigd40.1 atm. | min.; ethane 65-80%; ethene >5%. Sorption significanton
Sampled headspace for ethene, ethane, ethylenes. | carbon but did not hinder transformation using Pd-PAC.
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Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe Precipitates Column | ID precipitates that form on iron surfaces w/ differing | CaCQ treated iron formed whitish gray coating on first Schuhmacher, T., et al., 200t
water chemistry. Two column tests performed using 1@entimeter of column but KBr treated iron did not display any Z‘na"af]gifgi’ "/’lg'fﬁ"z‘%
mesh, 99% pure electrolytic iron. A 120 mg/L CaCO | visible precipitates. CaG@nd FeC@phases were only presertss.aor (1997) '
solution passed through one column and a 40 mg/L KBon the surface of the iron removed from the influent end of the
solution through other. Rate was at 0.23 mL/min. RT - column treated with a CaG®olution. Fe surfaces analyzed from
13.3 h. Ngas passed through 2nd column. Sampled gftesth influent and effluent end of the KBr treated iron and the
158 and 166 PV. effluent end of the CaG@reated iron indicated presence of
magnetite (R©.) precipitates.
Fe TCA, TCE Batch, | Iron powder for removal of TCAand TCE fromwaste | 50% TCA removal from 4 h to 1 h as temperature rose 20to| Senzaki, T. & Y. Kumagai,
Column | water. 50°C. Degradation rates highly sensitive to Fe SA, signiﬁcantizgig igzﬂ: 22;?9(1532)
decline at pH values in excess of 8.0. Senzaki, T., Kogyo Yosui,
391:21 (1991)
Fe A, Cd, Co, Cr, [ Electro- | Electrochemical cell of massive sulfide-graphite rock | Cell raised pH of ~41 L leachate from 3.0to 5.6 with decreagéiifie. G.S., etal., Applied
Fe, K, Mg, Mn, | chemical | from mine site as cathode, scrapiron as the sacrificial| redox potential from >650 to <300 mV. Iron sulfate precipitatp®eochemistry, 10:705 (1996)
Ni, Pb, Zn Cell anode and acidic leachate from mine site as electrolyteformed with a concomitant lowering of Al, Cd, Co, Cu and Ni
Fe & 1 ,2-dibromo-3-| Batch | Iron powder and HPd/ALO:. Palladium used as a catalysFe(0) dehalogenated DBCP under sterile abiotic conditions | Siantar, DP., etal., 209th
Ho/Pd/ALOs chloro-propane with H, gas as the reductant. Looked at both sterile | buffered & unbuffered; also, Pd wi Bas as reductant in GW. Nal'af;‘ifgi "/’lgfﬁ"z‘%
(DBCP) (abiotic) buffered and unbuffered conditions. pH had litle effect, however, a solution with pH = 9 inhibited(t5&7.5 (1905) '
reaction.
Fe & 1 ,2dibromo-3-| Batch : Fe(0)in H,O DBCP ty,= 2.5 min; ty,= 41-77 minin GW. @ | Siantar, DP., etal, Wat. Reg
Compared Fe(0) and:#Pd-alumina for DBCP— 2 vz vz )
Ho/Pd/ALLO; chloro-propane P 4 (f )100d§00 . hIFe der in 125 mL NO:- slow reaction. 60 mg/L nitrate removed in 14 min. DBC p30:2315 (1996)
(DBCP) propané. 4 g of 199-290 mesh Fe powder In 12> ML G343, in min. w/ 75 mL GW, 22.5 mg 1% Pd-alumina. Rate if
bottle, 110 mL deox. solution, 1@/L DBCP, anaerobic, GW 30% s d to Milli® Slight inhibition i
400 rpm. MIllS™ (DI) water (pH 7.0) or GW (pH 8.2- | S 3026 slower compared to MIlQ Siight inibition in
- - >>
8.7), some amended w/ anions and/or buffer (pH 7.0). ili-Q ™ by SQ, » A= 0r ke inhibitory effect.
Fe Atrazine Batch, Soil| Fe(0) (10% w/w), 0.02 mg/L atrazine in batch. 20 mg | The batch test removed 93% atrazine in 48 h. 5% of that wagSinah. J., etal., HSRC/WERQ
“C-atrazine in Fe(0) (20% wiw) in batch. Fe(0) (2% widdsorbedreadily available”; 33% "restricted"; 2% residues. gci‘ &°QL§IERA§ °;Om§a .
in soil to determine mineralization and availability of tHe88% ““C removed in 48 h of that 6% was available; 72% pool} 54 @997) v e
pesticide atrazine. the rest was bound. Fe in soil quadrupled mineralization in
120-d. 2% Fe(0) & 100 mg Ntkg" increased by a factor of 10;
unextractable residue was greater than two times greater thgn the
control (no Fe(0)).
Fe TCE, DCE, VC| Batch, [ Anaerobic & mildly aerobic conditions; > 25 commercipNo significant products from TCE batch or column. Strong Fe@)ﬁvecv T.M. &D.P. Horney,
Column | iron metals in several forms; 0.1-132%lmiron metal; | n-bonds may prevent DCE & VC products from desorhing. Anztﬁe’i\'n?'ggaj A’:ﬁf’;_’;ee““g
several groundwaters used. Direct reduction of adsorbed chloroethene at metal/water | 35606 (1995) '
interface. Reduction by iron oxide and oxyhydroxide not seeh.
Fe and FeS TCE Batch, | Effect of FeS varying the FeS mass in batch. Columng TCEty,,~40 min. Rates constant over several hundred PV eyé&fyavec, T.M. et al. Emerg.
Column | with Fe fiings, SA concentration avg. 6008/m though surface of iron filings coated with FeiZecipitate. | (=0: b b Frade Fod-
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of vicinal dihalide sterecisomers synthesizedin lab.

h . i
dibromopentane >95%s-2-pentene. Reduction at metal surfg
where 2 transferred w/ no free radical intermediate.

Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent

unless specified

Fe, Ni/Fe, Pd/Fe| TCE Column | Bimetallics accelerate degradation relative to untreateplst-order TCE rates and products in > 250 PV in Fe/Ni. In 7 P\avec, T.M., etal. internat|
Fe. Column of Ni-treated granular Fe with TCE- rates accelerated above untreated Fe. Catalytic dehydrohalc»gf’ga’egrlﬁg iﬁ”ﬁfb'zgx_z'zb'
contaminated site GW (TCE 2.1-3.3 mg/L). genationto hydrogenation caused enhancement. But, decrepggst, T

until rate similar to untreated iron. Gray precipitate after 100 [PV
GW (250 mg/L carbonate). Fe catalysts prone to deactivati0'1?‘\/61\/62J TM, etal, 213th
i f National ACS Meeting,
Similar losses not shown in granular Fe{@tems. 378385 (1997)
Fe Cd Packed BeqPacked bed of Fe sorbent supported on fine mesh staif@eH) 5 mg/L at pH 7, flow 1.6 mL/min. ~ 8,000 bed volume gmith, E. H., Emerg. Technol.
steel screen & Teflon® flakes at 0.12-0.70 cm/s. synthetic waste treated before breakthrough of Cd(ll). in Haz. Waste Mngmt. VI,
Atlanta, GA, pp. 1205 (1995)
Fe and sulfur Mo, U Batch |Batch test of test material with synthetic U mill tailing |Redox front coincided w/ precipitation of ferrous iron by contggtangler, R.R. &S .J. Morriso,
Column | pore fluid. The column consisted of a solids chamber fumd Ca(OH). Mo & U successfully removed for 6 &9 d, resped .(Plzzclc;’ WA, US. DOE Repor
a water sampling chamber. 5 bottom chambers filled WJ reduced to UO& precipitated as CaU@rom elevated pH.
FeSQ and sand, 5 top chambers w/ lime and sand. Mo reduced to MgD; or MoS,, or precipitated as FeMqO

Funnel-and-gate| Configurations [ Model |A variety of configurations simulated using FLOWNET |2-D model shows width of capture zone proportional to dischgige R.C.& J.A Cherry,
ver. 2.0, a 2-D steady-state flow model based on dual| through gate. Most efficient configuration is sides’18part, flgjg“gdwa‘e" 32(2:485
formation of flow. oriented perpendicular to the regional hydraulic gradient.

Fe Halogenated Batch [First environmental application for removal of chlorinati@iatalyzed metallic iron powder was shown to degrade a widg Sweeny. K-z“- F)ischef’ Pateny
; ; ; ; : 3,640,821 (1972); Patent
organics organic compounds from aqueous solution. range of halogenated organic contaminants. 377,384 (1973). Patent
4,382,865 (1983)
In Situ Fe Wall VOCs Field Site, | VOC degradation ratesin GW through 7' Fe canister. 4Eigst commercialn situiron wall treating VOCs at former Szerdy, F.S., etal, ASCE
CA h RT determined 2.2' widthwall. Steel plates divided | semiconductor facility. Design & construction from 11/94 to ’I‘f'wailﬁr?;t‘éimg”g ':;";fé
~220 tons granular Fe in center from outer pea gravell 4/95. Operation and regulatory issues summarized. Monitorifgss 1gg
monitoring wells downgradient; 2 piezometers shows water quality objectives being met.
upgradient.

H,O,/Fe Powder Azo Dyes Batch [Open batch system of 1000 mL.S&) or NaOH usedto |H,O.firon powder is better than the Fenton's reagent due to [Tang, W.Z. &R.Z Chen,
adjust pH. Optimal pH 2-3, well mixed, ratig®4 to iron | continuous dissolution of iron powder and dye adsorption to flg‘;'g;’sme'e' 32(5):947-958
0.001M:1 g/L powder even though Fenton's reaction major decolorizing agent.

Organics, U Batch, [250 mL sealed bottles w/ organics, nutrients, pH 7.0, |Sulfate, nitrate, U(VI) monitored 90 d. Precipitated U(IV) Thombre, M.S., etal, Internat
inoculated w/ Column | Shiprock bacteria. Columns w/ straw, alfalfa, sawdust crystaline UQ(s). Batch and column results support use of gfrga’e:‘erltfﬁ; iﬁﬂéjbng-sz'
bacteria sand (25%,f). GW 15mL/h (1d RT), 1 PV bacteria. | cellulosic substrates as candidate barrier materials. 744 (197) '
pp (197)
Steel Cr(VI) Batch |Steel nutsputin barrel immersed in 2-L soln containing/ter 7.2 h, final Cr concentration < Q:§/mL. Thornton, R.F., Patent
ppm Cr(VI); at 16 rpm. 5,380,441 (1995)
Zn 2,3-dibromo- Batch | Determinee transfer during reductive dehalogenation. [ o< 3_gibromopentenes >95%trans2-penteneD L2 3- | ouem LA&AL. Raberts,
pentane Evidence from stereospedificity of reductive eliminatio ' P N P P2, 209thNational ACS Meeting,

CAaheim, CA, April 2-7,
35:706 (1995)
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Appendix A. continued...
Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe CCl, Column | 1st column: CGClin air-sat. DI water. All @consumed by | DO reacts with Fe(0) slowing dechlorination. But oxygen fromnTrainyek, P.G., etal.,
Fe(0) giving anoxic downgradient region. 2nd similar ueir accelerated reactions, possibly due to pH effect from \ir:;rg'&ﬂjgm\jﬁ' Xll:n?;
Fe zone longer and diluted by mixing with sand. carbqnate, (_Jhanges ir_1 pathway, catalytic role f BeQ, Pp. 589 (1%95) '
creating active corrosion sites.
Fe Chlorinated Reactive | Average estimates of rate constants. Assume reductiviePseudo 1st-order rates normalized to Fe-Si(Bolvents com- | Tratnyek, P. G. etal,, GWMR
organics transport | dechlorination. Deviations with longer exposure due tq pared over range of conditiong,karies by concentration, Fe | F pp- 108 (1%7)
model, k, | precipitates. 1st-order predictions vulnerable to changptyjre, etc. Representativg,kand reactive transport model
mechanism or rates for less reactive constituents. calculate minimum barrier width for flow velocities and
halocarbon.
Fe PCE, TCE, Column | NJ site GW. Major VOCs- PCE50 mg/L, TCEK 3 t,,PCE, TCE, cDCE, VC =0.5, 0.5, 1.5, 1.2 h, respectively. prrgan. J.L., et al., (194)
cDCE, VC mg/L. TDS 425-450 mg/L. 100% iron in column. test similar for PCE, TCE butcDCE = 3.7& VC 0.9 h.
Corrosion increased pH & promoted precipitation of CaCO
FeCQ, FeOH.
chlorinated | Column Column using site water and Single Layer Analytic GW flow model & degradation rates to design and estimate ¢gggan, J.L. et al., 87th Ann.
solvents Element Model to evaluate treatment zones, flow for full-scale funnel-and-gate system at shallow sand aquifer, @m C‘-ir’:: nf‘ g’f‘mfl'g;‘)ag'
velocities, and residence times. 40 ft) at Army Ammunition Plant, MN. T
Fe PCE, TCE, | Pilot-scale| NJ site. Above-ground reactor influent PCE of 30 mg/l}.Assumptions: Time for PCE degradation sufficient for any T¢Eegan, J., etal. 209th Nation
¢DCE, VC Test |RT 1.1 d.Flow rate 0.5 gpm for 3 mo. to degrade; 10% cDCE, 1% VC from PCE & TCE degradatio| rﬁpﬁﬁ g”je‘afggg(ﬁ)”ff;; CA
Fe, Zn CCl, Batch Kinetics dependent on pH, SA of metal, ©@&inc., buffef Reduced CGko chloroform in few h. Rate was 1st-order with Wa"e“:.K-v etal., J. of Haz.
and solvent composition (volume fraction 2-propanol).| respect to CGlat concentrations < 7.5 mM. Mat., 41:217 (1995)
Fe PCE Surface | XPS identified surface elements, valence state. Alfa AERLE adsorbed to metal surface, activated by chemisorption.[@fang, C.-B.& W.-X. Zhang,
chemistry | Fe (10 x 1mm) cleaned {B,, hydrofluric acid, HO). frome transfer from Fe to adsorbed species. Adsorbed wate rmd’:;s(“:":e;';‘%;i .
Vapor purified PCE, adsorbedto an Fe (100) single | dissociate and provide®ifbr C surface species from PCE 997 ’
crystal (10 mmin diameter and 1 mmin thickness) dissociation. Hydrocarbon can be produced from this reaction.
purchased from Alfa Aesar by exposing 1 £ Tor 100
s or5x 10 Tormr 200 s at room temp.
Organic mix, Mine Waste Batch | Sealed, glass flasks simulated mine drainage, organiq Reactivity & permeability (> 1®cm/s) suitable. Higher sulphajevabrant, K. R., et al,
anaerobic bacterip mixtures, measured permeability. Consortium of bactdri@duction rates and longer effectiveness from organic mixtur ag‘r‘]ﬂ%g gi;“':ﬂ"g?goag;ﬂ:ze
from creek fadilitated reducing conditions & degradati¢rGeochemical reactive and transport models will be used to 3s§8$%, 2:045. %53 (1995)
Limestone ensured optimum pH; anaerobic conditiong. effectiveness in treatment of mine drainage using reactive walls.
Methanogenic CHCl, Batch | Anaerobic, 200 rpm, 2@, 25 mL, methanogenic culturg k = 0.11 (Fe-cell), 0.003 (Fe-supernatant) & 0.007(testing | Weathers, L.J., etal., 209th
bacteria and Fe iron powder, iron filings, steel wool. CH@ested in iron-{ cell). Biodehalogenation to abiotic reactions 37:1. Biocorrosiph® L’;fns gﬂ:egggézgp("l'ggg)v
cell, iron-supernatant and resting cell. of Fe & biodehalogenation of CHGlia cometabolism using'™H T
from H,O.
Fe Kinetics dibromopentang  Batch | Synthesized stereoisomer to demonstateansfer. Experiments indicate reduction takes place at metal surface Weber, E.J., 209th Natl ACS

Anaheim, CA, 35:702 (1995)
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Appendix A. continued...

wm. Used mixed batch reactors.

hydroxide precipitated onto pyrite particles.

Metal Contaminant | Type test | Description/Conditions Results Reference
(zero valent
unless specified
Fe 4-amino-azo- Batch | 4-AAB has reactive amino group for attaching molecye&€ircumvented surface mediated contact to surface of Fe(0) fpyvever, E.J., ES&T, 30:716
benzene (4- to nonreactive surface. Reducing azo linkage suggestpadding appropriate water solulsfenediators. Species that can| (1996)
AAB) aqueous reductant, if not, then suefanediated process| function a® mediators were found present in the soil.
Fe 1,2-DCE, TCE,| Treatment| Granular Fe(0) & gravel at former semiconductor faciliVall 40’ long, 20 to 7' bgs, Fe 4 wide allow 2 d RT. Slurry [ Yamane, C., etal., 209th Nat|
Freon, VC Wall | SanFrancisco. GW flow 1'/d. 2 d RT required for VC. | walls east and west side for hydraulic control. 4 mon. wells irﬁpﬁﬁ!‘;eg%;;ﬁgg’ CA
wall. o
Fe Nitrate Batch | 150 mL flasks in air-dry & sat. (parafim seal) 3 d. 94.4% Nitrate removal using 0.01M HEPES & 6% (w/v) Fe(0)Zawaiden, LL. etal,
Samples extracted in 50 mL DI. Purged with N Treating 60 mg N@N/L w/ 6% Fe(0) at pH 1.0 transformed a]|SRCWERC Joint Conf. an
i . . . . K . . .| the Environment, May 20
"Artificial” soil contam. with nitrate (10 g clay + 10 g sahih 24 h; nitrate transformationis inversely related to pH. Nitratgog7)
+10 g Fe powder + 10 mL of 50 mg-N®Y/L). reduced to ammonium. Optimal removal aNO;-N = 50-80
mg/L. In soil up to 97% transformation in air-dry samples, 9%%
in wet samples; 2% in controls.
Nano-Fe or Pd/F¢ PCB, TCE Batch | 20 mg/L TCE, 1.0 g nano-Fe or Pd/Fe in 50-mL vial | Synthesized sub-colloidal metals. Nanoscale Fe more reactiyéhang, W.-X. & C.-B. Wang,
Particles sealed, 30 rpm. PCBs, 50 200..g/mL Aroclor 1254 in | than commercial Fe powder, due to high SA, active Fe surfas:érl,;*;’:gosg":e;;‘%;%
methanol w/ 1 mL ethanol/water (1/9), 0.1 g wet Fe of less surface coverage by iron oxide layer. Nanoscale Pd/Fe g, )
Pd/Fe in 2-mL vial, 30 rpm, 17 h. Commercial Fe testgdactive than pure Fe but nano-Fe inactivated by Fe oxide
formation.
Pyrite fines Cr(V1) Batch Pyrite fines collected near mine area. Pyrite crushed tp P4&ite found to act as efficient Cr(VI) reducing agent. The Cr Igl (L%?f;igé /?-1:9935 f;\'-: Wat. Reg.




Appendix B. Explanation of Relevant Physical/Chemical Phenomena
Corrosion

Corrosion processes are the required chemical underpinning of contaminant remediation by metallic iron. Until
recently, the science of corrosion was concerned almost exclusively with studying the process in order to minimize,
and if possible eliminate, corrosion reactions. Corrosion results in rusting of the iron and steel in cars, pipes,
bridges, buildings, and other structures. It is perhaps the most expensive aspect of infrastructure deterioration in
modern society. Although corrosion is familiar to everyone as rusting, few are aware of the extremely complex
reactions occurring within the corroding metals, at their surfaces and, in the case of electrochemical corrosion, in
the surrounding electrolyte solutions. To understand how these reactions can be used for remediating contaminants
requires at least a fundamental awareness of the manner in which corrosion reactions proceed.

Zero-valence-state metals, such as metallic iron (Fe(0), can serve as electron donors for the reduction of oxidized
species (Sculley, 1975). These metals are unstable in the natural environment and have to be created using high-
temperature metal refining processes (Evans, 1960; Sculley, 1975; Snoeyink and Jenkins, 1980). Zero-valence-state
metals tend to revert to a form that is more thermodynamically stable; for example, iron metal oxidizes to Fe,O, in
the earth’s oxygen-rich atmosphere. At low temperatures the rate of simple atmospheric oxidation of iron and steel
is negligible, however, due to the formation of oxide films that inhibit further surface exposure.

When a metal is immersed in an aqueous salt solution, as would be the case for a reactive barrier of iron chips or
filings in an aquifer, an electrochemical corrosion mechanism will occur. Electrons are given up by the metal in one
area (the anodic region) forming soluble cations of the metal, and taken up by oxidized species that become
reduced, at another part of the metal surface (the cathodic region). The instability of the iron itself can provide the
necessary energy for oxidation-reduction reactions without external energy input, provided suitable coupled
electron-accepting reactions can occur with reducible species at the cathode.

Typically dissolved oxygen is the preferred oxidant, or electron acceptor, during aerobic corrosion processes.
These systems can, however, become anoxic or anaerobic if oxygen is depleted by the reactions. When present,
inorganic contaminants such as chromate (CrO,*) or highly halogenated organic compounds such as PCE and TCE
can serve as the oxidants, accept electrons, and become reduced. As long as electron acceptors are present,
corrosion processes and electron transfer within the metal can continue.

An electrochemical corrosion cell (ECC) can form in a number of ways, including:

1) the simple contact of two different metals. One will become the anode, the other the cathode. The
position of the metals in the galvanic series determines the direction of electron flow; i.e., which
becomes the anode and which the cathode.

2) when anodic and cathodic regions develop on the same metal surface. This can result from compositional
variations within the metal (i.e., other metal contaminants or inclusions with differing galvanic
potentials), surface defects, differences in grain structure orientation, stress/strain differences, and
chemical variations in the surrounding electrolyte solution (Evans, 1960; Sculley, 1975; Snoeyink and
Jenkins, 1980; Adamson, 1990).

These electron transfer processes within a metal or between contacting metals are said to occur within the external
circuit of the electrochemical cell. An internal circuit is also required to complete the cell. This requirement is
fulfilled by the contacting electrolyte solution. This electrolyte can consist of water containing salts (such as ground
water) and reducible, (i.e., electron-accepting), solute(s). In some cases the water itself can accept electrons via
reductive dissociation. This is easily observed when the zero-valent metal is very low in the galvanic series, such as
Mg. When Mg metal is added to even deionized water (i.e., no solutes present), bubbles of H, gas rapidly appear on
the Mg surfaces. Mg is so low in the galvanic series that the water itself serves as the electron acceptor and is
rapidly dissociated. As you proceed to metals higher in the galvanic series, the dissociation of water becomes less
and less pronounced.

The ECC is basically a low-power version of the same type of circuit that is established in batteries. Figure 18
shows a simple ECC in a beaker of electrolyte solution with the external circuit resulting from the contact of two
dissimilar metals, tin and iron. The electrons travel through the external circuit from the anode (Fe°) to the cathode
(Sn%), where they can reduce oxidized species.
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Figure 18. Example of an electrochemical corrosion cell.

Some of the potential corrosion and contaminant reduction reactions in zero-valent iron systems are:

Fe® - Fe* + 2e Anode (25)

2H +2e - H, Cathode (26)

Fe+2H" - Fe* + H, @9 Net reaction (27)
and, when oxygen is present (aerobic system)

4Fe® - 4Fe* + 12¢e Anode (28)

12H* + 30, + 12¢ - 6H,0 Cathode (29)

4Fe® + 30, + 12H* — 4Fe* + 6H,0 Net reaction (30)

where the increase in pH due to proton consumption (Equation 30) results in the precipitation of the Fe®* as
Fe(OH),. Should chromate be present as an oxidized species

Fe® - Fe¥ + 3e Anode (31)
CrO7+4H,0 +3e « Cr(OH), + 50H Cathode (32)
Fe’+ CrO,> + 4H,0 - Fe(OH), + Cr(OH), + 2 OH- Net reaction (33)

Gillham and O’Hannesin (1994) have proposed that the reductive dechlorination of chlorinated organic compounds
by iron metal corrosion may proceed as

2Fe® -, 2Fe* + 4e (34)
3H,0 « 3H*+30H" (35)
2H* +2e o H, (36)
X-Cl+H* +2 o X-H+CI (37)
2Fe® + 3H,0 + X-Cl « 2Fe? +30H +H, .+ X-H +CI (38)



Which of these reactions, or others, is dominant will depend on the conditions and contaminants present; for
example, the presence or absence and the concentrations of other reactive species (including the partial pressures of
gases such as O, and CO,) and mineral surfaces, pH, etc. It should be noted that these reactions tend to increase the
pH of the corrosion system. It is also important to note that although chromate is reduced and chlorinated
hydrocarbons are reductively dechlorinated in the presence of Fe°, current research indicates that the mechanisms
of the reactions are different.

Sorption, Adsorption, Dissolution, and Precipitation Processes in Zero-Valent lron Systems

As a contaminant plume moves through the subsurface, chemical processes occur that can affect both contaminant
concentration and the overall hydrogeochemistry of the system. Three of the most important physical processes are
sorption, dissolution, and precipitation. These processes also occur in iron PRBs, where the radical geochemical
changes can exert profound effects on the ground water and contaminants.

Sorption and adsorption are loosely described as processes wherein chemicals partition from a solution phase into
or onto, respectively, the surfaces of solid phase materials. Both sorption and adsorption at particle surfaces tend to
retard contaminant movement in ground water. Retardation of the contaminant at the iron surface is a positive
result, allowing increased time for reactions.

In the subsurface context, sorption usually implies movement, or dissolution, of a chemical into a surface coating
on an aquifer material mineral grain. For example, hydrophobic organic compounds such as PCE tend to be sorbed
into organic carbon coatings on mineral grains. In fact, evidence seems to indicate that graphitic inclusions/coatings
on some granular iron surfaces might enhance reductive dechlorination relative to iron without such organic
materials being present at its surfaces. It is possible that sorption of the chlorinated compounds to the graphitic
constituents increases the contact time between the contaminant and the iron surface. This would allow increased
reaction time and better proximity for the requisite electron transfers to occur.

Adsorption implies attachment of a chemical to reactive sites on mineral surfaces. These sites usually result from
an excess or either positive or negative charge on the surfaces. These surface charges can be constant (fixed) due to
ion substitutions in the mineral matrix (isomorphous substitution), variable with pH, or a mixture of both. In
addition, the adsorption can result from either inner-sphere or outer-sphere complexation. Inner-sphere complex-
ation is due to actual covalent and ionic chemical bond formation. In outer-sphere complexation adsorption results
from ion-pair bonding due to electrostatic forces and hydration water separates the solvated ion from the surface.

Many metal oxides and some clay minerals have net surface charges that vary with pH due to the proportion of
protonated versus deprotonated surface sites. Among these variably-charged materials are the iron oxyhydroxides
(rusts) that result when zero-valent iron corrodes. These materials are very significant to adsorption of both
inorganic and organic charged solution species (ionic species). The charges of both the surface and the solution ion
control whether adsorption will occur or whether the surface and the ion will repulse one another. The pHch , or pH
of zero-point of charge, is the pH at which negatively and positively charged surface sites exist in approximately
equal numbers on the mineral. Above pH _ the surface will have a net negative charge, enhancing cation
adsorption; below pH the surface will have a net positive charge, enhancmg anion adsorption. Research has
shown that the reduction of the negatlvely charged Cr(VI) chromate ion (CrO,?) to Cr (IIl) by zero-valent iron
occurs more rapidly when the system pH is below the pH__ = 8.5 of the iron oxyhydrOX|de rusts; i.e., the rusts have
a net positive charge (Powell et al., 1995). This increase In reduction is probably partially due to the contaminant
being maintained at the iron surface by adsorption.

Although flowing subsurface systems are not in true chemical equilibrium, they can establish a hydrogeochemical
pseudo-steady state condition. This condition can be altered when a contaminant front/plume passes through (Puls
and Powell, 1992). Contaminant fronts typically have pH, Eh, ionic strength, chemical species and complexants,
and other features that differ from the intruded pseudo-steady state system. These differences can, among other
things

 dissolve cementation between the mineral grains,

 change the adsorptive nature of the solid phase (potentially causing charge reversal and/or allowing desorption
of previously immobilized species and/or adsorption of previously mobile species),

 alter mineral-bound and aqueous elemental oxidation states, or
* precipitate new phases onto the solid surfaces.



The implementation of a reactive iron barrier wall in the subsurface can be viewed as having effects on the aquifer
in the vicinity of the wall that are analogous to a plume moving through the zone. Intra-wall and downgradient
effects will include radically lowered Eh and loss of dissolved oxygen, higher pH, and increases in Fe? that will
precipitate downgradient, possibly as iron oxyhydroxide colloids. Loss of cementation and precipitate formation
can generate mobile colloidal particles, that can themselves transport adsorbed contaminants, or contain toxic
materials that were naturally occurring in the geologic matrix. Additional research is needed on these disruptive
effects to determine whether certain types of intercepted contaminants can be transported colloidally or, alterna-
tively, whether naturally-occurring but immobilized metals in or on the aquifer minerals might be liberated and
mobilized by the dramatic geochemical changes.

The dissolution and precipitation processes associated with the iron metal are, however, essential for contaminant
remediation. The reduction of Cr(VI), for example, occurs primarily due to the anodic dissolution of Fe?* during the
corrosion process (Powell et al., 1995). The subsequent immobilization of the resulting Cr(lll) is due to
precipitation of the chromium as hydroxides or mixed iron/chromium oxyhydroxide solid solutions. Although the
chlorinated hydrocarbons are not precipitated during remediation, dissolution of the iron still occurs as Fe(0) yields
electrons to the hydrocarbon and the resultant Fe?" is exposed to the solution. Understanding the dissolution/
precipitation geochemistry of these zero-valent iron systems and the contacting aquifer materials is an area of
ongoing research.



Appendix C. Scoping Calculations

Cost-effective use of permeable reactive barriers for ground-water treatment requires proper estimation of the
amount of reactive material required and choosing the best means of emplacing it in the ground. The weight of
reactive material per unit cross-section of the plume may be estimated from laboratory reaction kinetics data and
basic knowledge of the plume and the remediation goals. The value of this parameter has implications regarding the
choice of permeable barrier design and emplacement method. The use of tremie tubes, trenching machines, high-
pressure jetting, and deep soil mixing may be appropriate for different situations, depending on the amount of
reactive material required, the dimensions of the plume, and other factors. The specific application considered here
is granular iron to treat ground water contaminated with chlorinated solvents, but the principles are applicable to
other types of media and contaminants.

Reaction rate parameters from laboratory studies of iron-mediated degradation of a variety of chlorinated solvents
have appeared in the literature in the past several years (Johnson et al., 1996; Shoemaker and al., 1996). The work
of Johnson et al. (1996) has been especially helpful in establishing the high degree of consistency between kinetics
data obtained from batch and column studies. By expressing rate data in a way that accounts for the iron surface
area concentration, it was demonstrated that results reported in the literature varied by less than had previously been
thought. This makes it possible to obtain a fairly reliable estimate of the iron requirement for a potential application
even before site specific laboratory feasibility tests are conducted. The bulk of the data reviewed by Johnson et al.
suggest a surface-area-specific rate parameter (k) of about 0.2 cm*® h" m for TCE and of about 0.04 cm?h* m™ for
cDCE. For the examples considered here, 1.0 m%/g will be used for the specific surface area, a value typical of the
granular irons which currently appear to be the most practical for permeable barrier applications. Further, the rate
of reaction will be decreased by 50% to adjust for subsurface temperatures being lower than room temperature
(Sivavec and Horney, 1995). Therefore, the effective rate parameter to be used is 0.1 cm?® g h?! for TCE and
0.02cm ¢ gt ht for DCE.

Two example cases are considered below. The first and simplest involves degradation of a chlorinated compound
(e.g., TCE) where the levels of intermediate products (e.g., DCE) are low enough that they do not influence the iron
requirement. The second case involves significant generation of an intermediate product that degrades more slowly
than the parent and thereby determines how much iron is required.

Case 1: Parent Products Only
The rate of reaction may be expressed as
dP
= - P
o (o (39)

where P is the concentration of dissolved chlorocarbon, t is the contact time between the dissolved chlorocarbon
and iron particles, k. is the first-order rate parameter, and pm is the mass of zero-valent iron particles per solution
volume. This equation may be integrated to give

R\__
|n(;)— kot (40)

where P is the initial concentration of dissolved chlorocarbon. In a batch laboratory experiment, k, may be derived
from the slope of a semi-log plot of P /P vs. time.

For the case of steady-state flow in a packed bed reactor, an expression analogous to Equation 40 may be derived
by expressing the residence time (t) as the product of the bed void fraction (€) and the reactor volume (V), divided
by the liquid flowrate through the bed, yielding

P, \%
P Q

The term P,V is the mass of zero-valent iron, W, that the fluid encounters as it flows through the bed. With this
substitution, and by representing the flowrate as the product of the cross-sectional plume area (A), the soil porosity
(n), and the average flow velocity (u), the amount of iron required per unit cross-section of plume to effect a desired

decrease in chlorocarbon concentration may be expressed as
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This is a useful expression because it allows estimates to be made without assuming a particular design (such as
funnel-and-gate) or calculating parameters such as residence time, but rather expresses a key aspect of the design
(W/A) in the most fundamental terms. However, it does not reflect uncertainties and fluctuations in parameter
values that must be considered in any design. These can be accounted for in terms of a factor of safety (F) which
increases the amount of reactive material employed:

w un, (P
A FE'”(FOJ (43)

A Monte-Carlo simulation has been developed to estimate appropriate factors of safety for permeable reactive
barrier systems (Eykholt, 1997). With influent concentrations varying 10%, the reaction rate parameter varying
30%, and the ground-water velocity varying 100%, achieving a 1000-fold decrease in contaminant concentration
with 95% confidence was found to require a safety factor of 3.5.

As shown in Table 9, calculations based on a safety factor of 3.5 and a range of practical values for reaction rate
parameters and ground-water velocities suggest that W/A should be expected to vary from as little as about 20 Ib/ft?
to perhaps 1,000 Ib/ft2.

Case 2: Significant Intermediate Generation

If significant amounts of intermediate products are generated during the degradation of a parent chlorinated
compound, the slower rate of degradation of the intermediate product may be the factor that determines how much
iron is required (Focht et al., 1996). The kinetics of intermediate product generation and degradation may be
expressed as

dpP

== P

ot (o (44)
dD

E:aklpm P-kp,D (45)

Table 9. Required Weight-per-Area (W/A) of Granular Iron. Calculated with n=0.33, P /P=1000, and F=3.5. Information
and Equations from Appendix C.

k1 u W/A
(cm*glh? (f/day) (Ib/ft?)
0.1 0.1 21
0.25 52
0.5 100
1 210
0.02 0.1 100
0.25 260
0.5 520
1 1000




where D is the concentration of the intermediate product, is the fraction of parent compound which appears as the
intermediate product, and kK, is the rate parameter for intermediate product degradation. These equations can be
solved to yield

Ik~ K, Ik~ K, (46)

where D, is the initial concentration of the intermediate product.

D:(DO +—akll:?)Je_kzpmt — akll% e 10mt

For most situations involving chlorinated compounds, k, is substantially less than k.. For the time domain where
net degradation of the intermediate product is occurring, the first term on the right side of Equation 46 dominates,
therefore the concentration is approximated as

akP | _
D::(D0 + kllilk‘:je Kot 47)

Making the same substitutions used in deriving Equation 42 yields

P
W_nu &+Gk1 %)

A k | D k-k (48)

As TCE degrades, DCE and vinyl chloride often appear in solution at concentrations corresponding to a few
percent of the TCE originally present (Focht et al., 1996). Depending on the actual amount of conversion (a) and
the values of the other parameters, Equation 48 may indicate the need for more reactive material than would be
suggested by Equation 42. For example, with no intermediate products initially present and with k,/k = 0.2,
0=0.03, and a remediation goal of P /D = 1,000, Equation 48 will indicate a weight-per-area that is 2.6 times the
amount calculated with Equation 42.

Evaluation of Existing Iron Permeable Barriers Systems

The iron PRBs installed to date range in weight-per-area from 19 to 850 Ib/ft?> (Table 10), in good agreement with
the calculations of the previous section.

Table 10. Summary Information on Full-Scale Permeable Reactive Barriers Using Fe(0).

Site Iron Capture Area W/A
(tons) (ft?) (Ib/ft?)
Coffeyville, KS 70 7500 19
Belfast, N. Ireland 15 650 46
Denver, CO 580 11,700 99
Elizabeth City, NC 300 2900 210
Mountainview, CA 90 660 270
Lowry AFB, CO 45 270 330
Upstate NY 45 270 380
Moffett AFB, CA 96 475 400
Somersworth, NH 65 250 520
Sunnyvale, CA 220 520 850




Each of these W/A values can be understood in site-specific terms. Those sites with low W/A are examples of sites
with low ground-water velocity and without significant concerns regarding slow-reacting intermediate products.
The Sunnyvale, California, site has a high W/A value for several reasons. First, the reaction rate parameter (k) is
low because the principal contaminants, DCE and VVC, degrade much slower than TCE. Second, the ground-water
velocity is relatively high, at approximately 0.8 ft/day. The safety factor applied in this case was 4 (Warner et al.,
1995).

Cost Estimation

Characterizing a plume in terms of the weight-per-area of reactive material required lends itself to evaluating costs
on a per-area basis. Installation costs for impermeable barriers are often expressed in this manner. For example,
shallow impermeable barriers are often quoted to cost between $10/ft? and $25/ft? excluding mobilization. In this
section, it is shown how this practice may be extended to permeable reactive barriers.

Many of the iron PRBs installed thus far are of the funnel-and-gate design, in which one or more discrete
permeable trenches (“gates”) is installed along with impermeable containment walls (“funnels”) to direct ground
water through the gate. The funnel-and-gate cost analysis presented here will focus on three elements: the iron
itself, the creation of the gate, and the funnel. All incremental cost components will be expressed on a per-area
basis. It is important to understand that these costs are on the basis of the total cross-sectional area of the plume
being treated, not the area of the gate.

The cost of reactive material on a per-area basis is simply the product of its cost per weight and the weight-per-area
(WI/A) required:
Reactive materia
cost per plume
cross- sectional
area

_ gt
=(Cost per welghtx( A) (49)

A typical price for the granular iron currently being used for PRBs is $375/ton. This translates into incremental
costs of $9/ft? for a W/A of 50 Ib/ft?, $47/ft> for a W/A of 250 Ib/ft?, and $188/ft? for a W/A of 1,000 Ib/ft.

The cost of installing a gate is most readily quoted on a per-volume basis. To obtain the gate cost on the basis of
plume cross-sectional area, this value is multiplied by the required gate volume per plume area. The gate volume
required per plume area is simply W/A divided by the bulk density of granular iron. So,

Gate installation
cost per plume :(
cross- sectional are

Installation cost W/ A
X
per volume [N (50)

where p, is the bulk density of granular iron, typically about 160 Ib/ft®. In most funnel-and-gate systems installed
thus far, gate installation has proved expensive. By using a trench box method and confined entry procedures for the
final stages of installation, costs of $1,000/yd® have not been unusual. This corresponds to a cost of $12/ft? to install
50 Ib/ft? of iron gate, $58/ft? to install 250 Ib/ft? and $231/ft? to install 1,000 Ib/ft.

Tables 11 and 12 present cost estimates for several scenarios. In each table, costs are estimated for three values of
WI/A: 50, 250, and 1,000 Ib/ft2. For Table 11, relatively high installation costs are used: $25/ft? for funnels and
$1,000/yd?® for gates. For Table 12, significantly lower costs were assumed: $10/ft? for funnels and $200/yd® for
gates.

Comparing Tables 11 and 12 demonstrates that there is considerable incentive for employing less costly means of
installing both the impermeable and permeable components of funnel-and-gate systems. Further cost savings may
be realized in some cases by designing continuous PRBs, thereby eliminating the gate installation cost altogether,
assuming that the costs of installing continuous permeable barriers are similar to the costs of installing impermeable
barriers (funnels).



Table 11. Cost Elements of Funnel and Gate Systems: High Estimate (Gate @ $1000/yd®; Funnel @ $15/ft?)

Incremental Costs
($/12)
WI/A = WI/A = WI/A =
Component 50 Ib/ft 250 Ib/ft 1000 Ib/ft
Iron 9 47 188
Install gate 12 58 231
Funnel 25 25 25
Sum 46 130 444

Table 12. Cost Elements of Funnel and Gate Systems: Low Estimate (Gate @ $200/yd®; Funnel @ $10/ft?)

Incremental Costs

($/12)
WI/A = WI/A = WI/A =
Component 50 Ib/ft 250 Ib/ft 1000 Ib/ft
Iron 9 47 188
Install gate 2 12 46
Funnel 10 10 10
Sum 21 69 244




AFB
Al&M
ASF

CT
DCE
tDCE
cDCE
DCM
DI

DO
DOD
DOE
DNAPLs
DL

e-
ECC
EDX
fOC
F&G
FAME
GAC
GC/MS
GPR
GW

MCL

NACE
NAS
ND
NERL
NMR
NRMRL
O&M

Appendix D. Acronyms

Air Force Base

Ada lron & Metal

Anderson-Schulz-Flory distribution

below ground surface

initial contaminant concentration of the influent solution
contaminant concentration in solution at time t = 0
chloroform (CHCI,)

chloromethane (CH,CI)

carbon tetrachloride (CCl,)

dichloroethene (C,H,Cl,)
trans-dichloroethene (CH,CI.)
cis-dichloroethene (C,H,Cl,)
dichloromethane (CH,CI,)

deionized

dissolved oxygen

Department of Defense

Department of Energy

dense nonaqueous phase liquids

detection limit

electron

electrochemical corrosion cell

Energy Dispersive X-ray Analysis

fraction of organic carbon

funnel-and-gate

fatty acid methyl ester analyses

granular activated carbon

gas chromatography/mass spectrometry
ground-penetrating radar

ground water

hour

hydrocarbon

hexachlorobenzene

high-performance liquid chromatography

in situ treatment zone

Interstate Technology and Regulatory Cooperation Workgroup
rate constant

observed rate constant

surface-area-specific rate parameter

Master Builders Supply iron

maximum concentration limit

monitoring well

National Association of Chemical Engineers
National Academy of Sciences
nondetectable

National Exposure Research Laboratory
Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy
National Risk Management Research Laboratory
operations and maintenance



ORD Office of Research and Development

ORNL Oak Ridge National Laboratory

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration
OSWER Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response (U.S. EPA)
PAC powdered activated carbon

PCE tetrachloroethene (perchloroethene)

PEl-silica polyethylenimine-coated silica beads

PRB permeable reactive barrier

psi per square inch

PV pore volume

QAPP Quality Assurance Project Plan

r retardation factor

ROD Record of Decision

rpm revolutions per minute

RSF reactant sand-fracturing

RT residence or retention time

RTDF Remediation Technologies Development Forum
RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board (State of California)
rxn reaction

RZF reaction zone formation technologies

SA surface area

SBR stirred batch reactor

SH.E standard hydrogen electrode

SEM scanning electron microscopy

Sl saturation index or indices

SIMS secondary ion mass spectroscopy

SITE Superfund Innovative Technologies Evaluation
SMAD cryoparticles  metal vapor—solvent codeposition method (in preparation of active metal surfaces)
SMVs or SVOCs semivolatile organics

soln solution

SPM scanning probe microscopy

t, half life

TCA trichloroethane

TCE trichloroethene

TCM trichloromethane

TCP trichloropropane

TDS total dissolved solids

TER Technology Evaluation Report

TIO Technology Innovation Office (U.S. EPA)

TLC thin layer chromatography

TOC total organic carbon

UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Remedial Action Program
us ultrasound

USCG United States Coast Guard

vol or v volume

VC vinyl chloride

VISITT Vendor Information System for Innovative Treatment Technologies
VOCs volatile organic compounds

VOAs volatile organic aromatics

W/A weight per area

XRD X-Ray Diffraction



XPS X-Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy
y year

ZHE zero head-space extractors
zpc point of zero charge
ZVI zero-valent iron



anode

Arrhenius equation

bentonite

biotite

calcite

cell potential
cation

cathode

Eh

electrochemical cell

Fenton’s Reagent

goethite

half-life

hematite

iron metal

Appendix E. Glossary

The electrode in an electrochemical cell toward which anions are drawn and where
oxidation occurs.

An equation that expresses the logarithmic relationship between the rate constant of a
reaction and the reciprocal of the temperature (expressed in K).

The term bentonite is used as a commercial name for clays that are predominantly sodium
montmorillonite. Wyoming bentonite is the most common drilling fluid additive used in
the water well industry.

An important mineral of many intrusive igneous rocks, pegmatites, lamprophyres, some
lavas and metamorphic rocks.

CaCO,. A sedimentary mineral chemical

Specific Gravity =2.95g/cm 2.

formed by precipitation.

The voltage of an electrochemical cell.
A positively charged ion, attracted toward the cathode in an electrolytic cell.

The electrode in an electrochemical cell toward which cations are drawn and where
reduction occurs.

or Nernst equation, expresses the relationship between the standard redox potential of a
given redox couple, its observed potential, and the concentration ratio of its electron-donor
and electron-acceptor species.

A system containing an oxidation-reduction reaction in which oxidation and reduction
reactions are physically separated and the transferred electrons pass through an electrical
circuit.

A way to generate OHe by Fenton reaction:

Fe*  +H,0, - Fe¥ +OH+OH (1)
Irradiation with light A<580nm effects photoreduction of Fe* to Fe? together with the
production of OHe radicals

Fe** +HO+h - OH +Fe* +H" (2)

An iron mineral of the general formula FeOOH (alpha-FeOOH, see lepidocrocite).
Specific Gravity 4.28 g/cm?.

The time required for 50% of a material or compound to undergo transformation or decay.

An iron oxide mineral, Fe,O,,

Specific Gravity =5.26 g/cm .

corresponding to an iron content of approximately 70%.

Variously designated as Fe?, Fe(0), or zero-valent iron. The most common reactive media
in the majority of field scale and commercial PRB implementations. Sources of Fe used in
experiments and installations referenced in this document are: Ada Iron and Metal,
Aldrich, Alfa Aesar, Peerless, Fluka, Fisher, VWR, MBS.



K

obs

Ksa

Lewis acid

This is the rate at which the contaminants are observed to degrade.

Normalized k ,_ to Fe surface concentration yields a specific rate constant, k , for a
number of solvents.

A species that accepts a pair of electrons to form a covalent bond.

Lewis acid-base theoryhe idea that an acid is a species that accepts a pair of electrons to form a covalent bond

lepidocrocite

MINTEQAZ2

montmorillonite

muscovite

Nernst equation

oxidation

passivation

PHREEQC

and a base is a species that donates a pair of electrons to form a covalent bond.
gamma-FeOOH (see goethite)

A geochemical equilibrium speciation model for dilute aqueous systems. It is an update of
MINTEQ, that was developed by combining the fundamental mathematical structure of
MINEQL with the thermodynamic data base of WATEQ3. For more information see

http://www.cee.odu.edu/cee/model/minteqg.html
An aluminosilicate clay mineral in the smectite group

[KAL[AISi,O, J(OH,F),]. One of the more common minerals in rocks, especially plutonic
igneous rocks rich in silica or aluminum and low or medium to high grade metamorphic
rocks. Specific Gravity=2.8 g/cm®.

An equation that expresses the exact electromotive force of a cell in terms of the activities
of products and reactants of the cell.

(1) a reaction in which there is an increase in valence resulting from a loss of electrons.
Contrast with reduction. (2) A corrosion reaction in which the corroded metal forms an
oxide; usually applied to reaction with a gas containing elemental oxygen, such as air.

(1) A reduction of the anodic reaction rate of an electrode involved in corrosion. (2) The
process in metal corrosion by which metals become passive. (3) The changing of a
chemically active surface of a metal to a much less reactive state.

A program for aqueous geochemical calculations. For more information go to
http://water.usgs.gov/software/phreeqc.html

potential-pH diagram A plot of the redox potential of a system versus the pH of the system, compiled using

pyrite

redox potentialEh)

saturation indices

siderite

thermodynamic data and the Nernst equation. The diagram shows regions within which the
metal or mineral itself or some of its compounds are stable.

An iron sulfide mineral with the general formula of (FeS,). Specific Gravity=5.0 g/cm3.
Common in plutonic, volcanic, sedimentary and metamorphic rocks.

The subscript H is used to emphasize that the potential only has meaning in reference to the
standard hydrogen electrode reaction.

Gauges the potential for minerals to precipitate. A negative Sl indicates undersaturation
with respect to the particular mineral phase, while a positive Sl indicates oversaturation.

An iron oxide mineral with the general formula FeCO, Specific Gravity=3.95 g/cm®.


http://www.cee.odu.edu/cee/model/minteq.html
http://water.usgs.gov/software/phreeqc.html

surfactant

vermiculite

zeolites

A surface-active agent; usually an organic compound whose molecules contain a hydrophilic
group at one end and a lipophilic group at the other.

A mica-like silicate mineral of the general formula (Mg,Fe*,Al).(Si,Al),O, (OH),

10
Complex inorganic framework mineral structures made up from SiO, and AlO, tetrahedra
joined together to form a series of interconnected channels and pores. Small molecules can
diffuse through the zeolite and undergo chemical reactions catalyzed by active sites in the
channel walls. The high acidity of their protonated form, coupled with the heterogeneous
and controllable nature of the reactions which proceed within them has made them ideal
choices for a wide range of catalytic processes.
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