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The Role of Active Fe(lll) Contents on Treatment Efficiency of Organic

Carbon from Landfill Leachate
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UNANED

nsFnmIUNUIMRIUSInaImanTiiadls (Active Fe(ll)) Aon1svidaansdunidasvouaintmzassualuszuy
HanauluAu (Landfill Leachate Organic Carbon Treatment Efficiency, LFLOCTE) Fslavinnisuaasauuu Split Plot
Design 7iilunasfiunvesindu Main Plot 2 wnas fio twraes (LFL, W,) uwazuindszun (Blank, W,) waz Sub Plot 4 aiin
B YARUTIYUS (S) wazAuieniivhainmsideansiuidensenenusedadu fu: nse 3: 1 (S), 2: 2.(S5) wag 1: 3 (Sy)
Uulviauste 4 vindiiusinaundniidesha 5,200 3,900 2,600 wag 1,300 ppm Fe AuaIau vn1snnaes 4 41 Tneldvinla
agiﬁluwﬁuﬁuﬁaﬁwﬁmm 543 uay 2 ua. 1u S-S, LLazﬂuﬁqquﬁﬁmLﬂuiwmm 1248 uay 16 §Un1%i muaIau
Nan1sANEINUT (1) Active Fe(lll) i 4 seduanutsatadn LFL Tussuudusdethiiiinise a1sdunddansueu 192 ppm
OC (S,) 153.6 ppm OC (S,) 115.2 ppm OC (S,) wag 76.8 ppm OC (S,) leegnsiiusy@nsnin e Sovay 82.5 78.8 72.5
waE 60.0 MusdUniusndesnsfisedsdosas 0.743 + 0.158 deduani ludsmsdwanund (3) deusvdivlaemedn
msnAuuasieen (BST) wuin LFLOCTE iufusgnesaimdrauda 100% aelu 4 dUnk Seulldl Active Fe(lll) Wiies
1,300 ppm Fe (S,) waz (A) Active Fe(ll) lupufiunnduazsinly LFLOCTE (%) u'1ﬂﬁuaéwaﬁﬁaﬁﬁ@ﬂunmzwnmﬁ"u'm
auﬁﬁ;mﬁu@hﬁwﬁ’l nwanisAnsdilfanunsauuziiladn amuduiusveslsnamdniiiedhdenistitnanssunsd
Afuouiiduniusniinuavienisinunldimunszuuiinlusuannssliiduussansanduiusgeiign ¢ = 0.965%)

warliAsnsnisiivves TE (%) qaﬁqﬂ Ao b =57x10" % sia ppm Fe Active Fe(ll)

ABSTRACT
The study of role of Active Fe(lll) on landfill leachate organic carbon treatment efficiency, (LFLOCTE), in 4
replications, has been carried out a split plot experiment having 2 Main plots; Landfill leachate (LFL, W,) and Tap
water (Blank, W,) and 4 Subplots. The 4 subplots were; Ratchaburi soil series (S;) and 3 artificial soils by coarse
sand dilution at the ratio soil: sand; 3: 1 (S,), 2: 2 (S5) and 1: 3 (S,) so that the 4 soils would have 5,200 ppm Fe
(Sy), 3,900 ppm Fe (S,), 2,600 ppm Fe (S;) and 1,300 ppm Fe (S,) Active Fe(lll) respectively. This was a saturation

system of the water and soils incubated at room temperature for 1, 2, 4, 8 and 16 weeks. The results of this
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study found that: (a) The 4 Active Fe(lll) could efficiency treated the LFL in this saturation system having 192 ppm
OC (Sy), 153.6 ppm OC (S,), 115.2 ppm OC (S5) and 76.8 ppm OC (S,) which were 82.5%, 78.8%, 72.5% and 60.0%
since the first week at in average increase rate 0.743 + 0.158 %/wk in the normal treatment efficiency technique ;
(b) Treatment efficiency (TE) evaluated by Blank Subtraction Technique the LFLOCTE rapidly increased to 100%
within 4 weeks aging, with exception in the least Active Fe(lll) soil (S,) and (c) The increase in soil Active Fe(lll)
increased LFLOCTE (%) highly significantly in all periods of saturation time. It could be recommended that the 1"

week TE relationship was worth information for future LFL treatment system development because of its highest

r value (0.965**) and the highest slope value which was 5.7 x 10° TE (%)/ppm Fe Active Fe(lll).

AdAgy: anfidedly msthlnasduvsdasueuainiivzeey nisdesaalswuulioandiau
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asmanvesludsemalnefeulydisnisilanau
U 2556 Usvwelnefaniuiiiidnvesyanoansdu
2,490 wwa lpgaulugidunsidnmeisnisilanavesdng

ANgUIAUIA (Sanitary  Landfill) wagnawnie

U o9

(Open
Dumping Sites) ogaeiie 2,419 Wwid (NsuAmuANNaTY,
2556) WAnSaudiliannnszuIunstesaasasBunse
A135UBU (Organic Carbon, OC) lunauilenau fie uiadiny
waztezaey seneliinlymuaivicinndey Insane
08198 tvzasziitnianududureasdunid was

v

a150fiun3das VuegiuedUIEnouveIIEL LAY IEEZIIAN
vaamavdntuvauianay (Huo et al,, 2008; a3vieuazAMe
, 2557) n1svadadivzvesdianlddnege wazdesld
nsgvaunmsiUaratslseian wiu n1suntalagleisnig
P Wmaedl wazgUukuuNaunau Ilawazane (2550)
wuin msthvatesveslulssnalnednioutivalagld
Uoiiinenne (Aerate Lagoon) wianisiiufninvzassly
Vernlineu wWesndialddnelunisaniuniseininas
39 nelfinnsdosaaneiemiusssu Adediuseansamn
nstatasuazldszezinaruiulunistide Sniades
qzm?wﬁuﬁ‘ummimﬂumiﬁﬂLﬁuﬁ%ﬁalﬁ%hjﬁm‘]u LAin
Yuninduiniiy Li‘;IuLma'qwaﬂ’uﬁ:qmam%aiiﬂmum
Fatunnsisemisnsthimnezae s ifiaqldsnenuasd
UsrAvsnmgedssndustrededmiunaudlatigmi ssuy
U1 ﬁWLﬁaﬁu%uﬁqﬁmﬁIaﬁqﬂﬂLﬁu 100 mg O,/L §1e

fukredaullen eae Facultative Aerobes SaufuNv®a

THlARNINALATINISANEIITLATHAILUNFILINA DU LAY
AU duiilewnainnsesens (Gnsde, 2538 g,

2552) 1ng

=

2548; 8%y, 2550; AT, 2551 UAzUT,
duasunisiitnansdunidlaeldinaniidecllugy
Fe(llD)

Tunszvaunismelawuuls

ansusznaulein (Active Hudsudiaanseu
(Electron  Acceptor, EA)
29NTLAU (Anaerobic Respiration, AAR) Tuwaugauden 5
Yuwazdnismelalaeldoendiaulu EA  (Aerobic
Respiration, AR) dlofinnsszunetheonliuda 2 Su nnsin
Futhezaey (Landfill Leachate; LFD) Wludvlussuu
thdaflgimunduniegluanimdusinasainan udalv
Active Fe(ll) luRufifunnweawdndu AAR Témnasnaiandi
fail oC \Jushlidianmseu (Electron Donor, ED) witelvlé
psAmuITignde umsnzauLaziJulsylovidenisimun

seuut1Un vl il en 5939 bAnuITeuY

aUNIalLaZIZNNT
1. N1FIAUNITNAADY

13380l F RN TMaae Uy Split  Plot
Design fuwasiiunvosindu Main Plot 2 unds Ao LFL
(W) waztUsUn (Blank, W,) waz Sub Plot 4 %ila Ao Y
AUTIVYT (S)) wazRudiufiviiannindeasiuidense
RYNUABENEIU AL N918 3: 1 (S,) 2 2 (S5) wag 1: 3 (S,)

MsNARRN 4 $1 MU 32 giannaes
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2. NMIANTUNITNAADY

nsnaaesidunuuszuuln Tngldauinieain
Fremsanuaniieliuiledndl Active Fe(ll) Wiufl 10 ndu
Tdluwan PE auim 120 Hadans 1d LFL waviiwszdaly
Usinasiudusngaetn Ae 5 4 3 way 2 Jadans 1w S, S, S,
LAz S, MuAIRU Uniogafigumgiivies wazvinnisifiy
Freghefiszezinannisuy 12 4 8 uaz 16 dUa W audsu
3. miAaTvidaya

noulgsrgaruuszdnsainlunisvidn
(Treatment Efficiency, TE(%)) 2#8ins1uysunues
m%wauﬁlajgﬂﬁﬂﬁ'm (Untreated C, UT-C) #¥nlalnonss
Fenew A1 UT-C AwiananUsiadled (CoD) #ivals
%éjﬁf\ﬂﬂﬁﬁlﬂauﬁgmﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁlﬁlﬂﬁixmﬁL’Ja’]‘Ulll(ﬂ'N‘] et 30
1a88m5 muA1Luz11989 Intaravicha et al (2013) #2833
1NASFIUV8Y APHA (2005) Tnefuinainnguiniaaiing
SEAUAUAANILAL] amﬂaémmﬁmﬁ'Lﬂuaaﬁﬂixﬂawaa
ansUszneuilifisadesfunsvinufAsemaaiifuszdes
Wi (Ewing et al,, 1962) Lﬁa\imﬂﬁlmﬁﬂamﬂaémawﬁa
29NTLAU (O,) hazwad OC VN 8 uag 3 AUEIAU ot
auyadued O, lu COD v mg Oy/L 15978 8 Feaz
wihtvauyagues OC ¢e dafuaududures oc &g
WU (mg Oy/L x3)/8 feaududu meC/L thies dmsu
Uszansnmveanisuiian OC (Treatment Efficiency of
0C, TEOO) tuazidsuiiieu 2 3a¢ad n. wuuund fe
LFLOCTE (%) = 100(LFLOC Input Load - Soil UT-C)/
LFLOC Input Load uag @. wuuld Blank Subtraction
Technique (BST) Bstiniaifitasesildfausunaiignsioswes
ﬁmiumiazmaﬁgﬂﬁaa (Daniel, 2007) lnanUsunaves

dandean1siasievnieUIuiandedlulilagldaunns

LFLOCTE(%) = 100(LFLOC Input Load -LFLOC Output —
Blank)/LFLOC Input Load mMsdsuulasvasuSunm UT-
C mapAs¥eslIan 16 duavilukmasiuaslaaduielne

aUNISNPARAIERS Wonunlaedudseansanduwus ()

Y Y =

guvhtusgAuaNufeiuseautuddny (95%) uagsedu

'
v a

Todfnyd 99%) sldindemune * uag ** auddu de
aunsy = a + bx lngli x 1 Wuduusdaszuaz y Jud
WU a Lﬂumﬁ;mﬁmuﬂuﬁyﬂ (y) uag b 1Jua1 slope vo9
nMsiasuuas uddanuduiusligefessdudoddy
(ffownin 95%) FazthiauesuAiaie X) wazandeuuu
1115514 (SD) muALugINsaifAves Gomez  and

Gomez (1984)

NawazITel

1. sudAvesduazinvzvesildlunisnaaas
audRveIynAusIvYT (Tropaquepts) wazy

YuznanuiilinalvesmAuamuatuuay sunetiu

uvias Serfounesy3 K 1 fu s, dreunisvnans

Jufumiderndanudunagunse willddnusineims

N6 1

WINNEFMTUAINTIUYDIRAUNSE d3u LFL wudt U3

a

OC gafifinenwlun1sidu ED unqdwnse wiluSunupaslsd

() anuduiug wazAmuALgRueIdavIen1sineny

a

Y9398Un3E usnudunsasulsvesiueavdntym

| ’; v 5 a al §c
anuluvavesvevey s eusunalanelnazaaalsan
9139nAndalagaun1ARumTe T UTTRaURaEHUNNY
Fumggeldnmuails Usuna CU Bidasenduluunadey

3

lalasumluthendiasieian COD uagyiliAiasIeias

o

AAUNALY fetunewiiasgrividl COD ynasadslandn Cl

noUlaglTTaLaS MLMSTVRILAINTDIDDNNDULELD
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el 1 audivesiusasimzvesiidlumsnnaes
duURveIAUYARUTIVYT autAvasihezusy
wsfines USuam wrsfinos USua
Clay (%) 66 BOD (mg O,/L) 180
Silt (%) 20 COD (mg Oy/L) 1,024
Sand (%) 14 OC (mg C/L) 384
pH 5.2 Fe (II) (mg/L) 0.02
EC (mS/cm) 0.47 pH 8.9
OM (%) 1.74 Temp. (°0) 253
OC (ppm) 10,093 DO (mg O/L) 3.51
Active OC (ASOC, ppm) 7,771 TDS (mg/L) >1,999
Soil CEC (me/100 g) 29.1 EC (mS/cm) 16.8
Clay CEC (me/100 ) 38.8 Salinity (ppt) 9.9
Free Fe(lll)-Fe (ppm) 18,637 Cl (mg/L) 4,490
Active Fe(lll)-Fe (ppm) 5,200

9NA1599 1 WU USunes BOD waz COD lu
LFL fgendludndoguruioanesyiifnulnganide
(2538); @ninyeyn (2548); 85%e (2550); AT (2551) way
und (2552) Banuddleneglufide 31.269.7 mg/L  uaz
50.0-1820 me/L audidy  sarunsavavalaediad
Uszansamlagldssuuaudenadunissiuiuig  1agld
Aenssuves Facultative Aerobes usuiseildnuwiecd
anufvesnisildsuntas  oC  IesldAanssuves
Anaerobes @34 Active Fe(lll) 1u EA wdn

NAN5197 1 anunsauuuIunn Active Fe(lll)
OC uag clay contents luushs 4 wlinneunaaosasuls
el n. 5§ Active Fe(lll) 5,200 3,900 2,600 waz 1,300 mg

Fe/kg soil .1 OC 10,093 7,569.75 5,046.50 ua

2,523.25 mg C/kg soil wag A. USuaeynafiumileleg
66.0 49.5 33.0 WAy 16.5% Tuhu S, S, S; wag S, MUAINU
Tumbennassiiinisld LFL evilisussetlneldas
U543 uag 2 mL/10 g soil @WSUAU S, S, S, hag S,
Fatunisy (Load) e LFLOC wosduns 4 wdinilzadu
192.0 153.6 115.2 uag 76.8 pg C/g soil MuaImU
2. nswasuwdaslBunnansdunigansuau
nsAnwdsina UT-C lussuuduie 4 oda
Mendeimsunlusufiszezingt 1 2 4 8 uay 16 dUavi 1¢
wanslilumsnedi 2 Taw masedl 2)  duauenis
Lﬂ?iaul,l,ﬂaﬂu**qwmam (Treatment Set, TS) Wag AN314

2(b) ﬁ'}Lauamim?{ammaﬂusqmﬂw@m (Blank Set, BS)

a159fl 2 sdsuudasdSinauansdunsansueulunsvaaes
¥ia F2ULLIAMNITUY (wks)
- r a b
AU 1 2 q 8 16
(@) From soil + LFL (ug C/g soil)
Sy 33.6 33.6 16.8 16.8 16.8 -0.703** 30.1 -1.061
S, 32.6 324 16.6 15.6 11.9 -0.817** 30.0 -1.327
Ss 31.7 22.7 17.0 15.9 15.7 -0.691** 25.4 -0.774
Sq 30.7 20.4 15.4 154 15.4 -0.620* 23.6 -0.676




ao a ¢ ay |
4148 15d15NYANENT UV, UN 46 Laun 3 521
1519 2 AsiasusdasUSunaansdunsgasusulunisvnass (me)
LDy 528212810150 (Wks)
- r a b
fu 1 2 4 8 16
(b) From soil only (ug C/g soil)
S, 0 16.8 32.6 17.1 16.6 0.169™ X =166 SD = 11.5
S, 0 16.2 32.6 157 16.2 0.169 "™ X =161 SD = 11.5
S, 0 15.6 31.7 15.7 15.7 0.170"™ X =157 SD =112
Sq 0 15.4 30.7 154 15.2 0.168"™ X =153 SD = 10.9
vanewn: 1= A1 correlation coefficient a = ﬁwqmﬁmmu%ﬁ (y) wae b = #in slope voamsiAsuLUAY

* = AUUANANAUTITEAUAMLTRIU 95% Uag ** = ANULANANNUNTEAUAULTDLIU 99%

ns = Aruliuansneiuniead X = Anade wae SD = Andeauuiasgiu

< '

INA1S199 2 ALLAUITLUILTUNVDINTS

Waguwuas UT-C Ty 2 an519808tuanananuagnaaudm

nanfe Tums1efl 2@)  USue UT-C  azanasegsd]
dpdrAglaglian r -0.703* -0.817* -0.691** uay -
0.620* vlianunsanensaian UT-C (y) fiszesiiaives

SN ) Teseaunisi (1)<a)

S1Yppm 30.1 - 1.061wks ........ (1)
S3Yppm 30.0 - 1.327wks ........ 2)
SsYppm 25.4 - 0.774wks ........ (3)
SeYppm 23.6 - 0.676wks ......(0)

ueilussnsdl 2(b) wuin naenszEzAT 16 dUR ™
nswasunvasiuudlduldlunisvinusgelifsssfu
doddnlnglianadslufiuic 4 iin oglufidounuy fe
15.3-16.6 pg C/ g soil Msamawas UT-C lumsnsdt 2(a)
¥3o TS uanein OC load 90 LFL Hugnininuds (sl
nanateUsEansnmsiely) meedraes 2 naln fe (n) N1
Wand 91nn1sgadulily Yeswuimanlufu (Micropores)

paelsaAlans (Capillary Force) (Brady, 1990) waz (v)

fenalnyn1sdaaiiann Anaerobic Decomposition U89
Anaerobes lagld Active Fe(ll) Tududu EA wavdl
Carbohydrate C 1 ED nanendu CO, welu n1smsaaly
WU UT-C (a5l 200) TuBs ludumiusndusneg
\iesandundouvesszuudddidosuaeldiinasiiy
US89 Decomposers LﬁaqmﬂmmL“ﬂuﬂmqumwm
fu uidlonauly 1 davivsdiuwesansuszneuiidly
§fa (non  humus) @1afin1sdsuwdasinliia Soil
1o H

Reduction fazanaswazyinlinanssuves

a

Decomposers qu%uashdi’mL%maams&lsnm 4 §Uan
wsn LLﬁﬁaL%WjSzuwaamiméauuﬂaamqmﬁ‘umﬁu
naneniu OC Madestusoluviueadsfuiuly Ts
3. nswWasuwlasuszdnsamlunisiriaansdunsd
anfusuININYT YLy

A15197 3 wananisiUAsuntas LFLOCTE (%) g
2 weaila As wWuuUnd (Normal Technique) wazuwuuly

Blank Subtraction Technique (BST)

Gl’]i’]\i‘ﬁ 3 ﬂ’]iLﬂaiEJULLUaﬁUiS§V}%ﬂWWGLuﬂW§1j1ﬂJ®ﬁ’]iaum%‘éﬂﬂgU@ﬁLUﬂ’ﬁWQaaﬁ
il F2YLLIAINITUN (wks)
- r a b
AU 1 2 4 8 16
(@) By Normal Technique
S1 82.5 82.5 91.2 91.2 91.2 0.703** 84.3 0.553
S, 78.8 78.9 89.2 89.8 923 0.818** 80.4 0.866
S3 72.5 80.3 85.2 86.2 86.4 0.692** 78.0 0.673
Sq 60.0 73.4 79.9 79.9 79.9 0.620% 69.2 0.879
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as1eit 3 madsundasUssansnmlunsiidaansdunignsuanlunismaass (o)
Lo F2ELIAINITUY (wks)
- r a b
fu 1 2 4 8 16
(b) By Blank Subtraction Technique
S 82.5 913 108.2 100.2 99.9 0.454™ X =964 SD=98
S, 788 89.5 110.4 100.1 102.8 0529™ X =963 SD = 12.3
Ss 72,5 93.8 1128 99.8 100.0 0.391" X =958 SD = 14.7
S 60.0 935 119.9 100.0 99.7 0.356" X =946 SD=218

VNYLUe:

r = A1 correlation coefficient a = ANARAKALAS (y) Uz b = A1 slope vaINsIUABULUAS

* = ANUUANANAUTITEAUALTDIU 95% Uag ** = ANULANANNUNTEAUANLTDLIU 99%

ns = Aruliuansneiunieada X = Anade wae SD = Andeauuiasgiu

1NM1519% 3(a) wuInuszansawlunsuindn OC

)

I LFL (y) 7laamwinlagidundagiiuduiisnan (x)

N o o

WintuegliddAnyadunniveniuiy S, indueged

o o o

HodAey azansnesuelssdndnmlalagaunisi (5)-(8)

S = 84.3 + 0.553x ............. (5)
Syey = 80.8 + 0.866X v )
Sy = 78.0 + 0.673X ............. (7)
StV = 69.2 + 0.879X ..covervecee. @8

waganusaA1ulaan n1suitnagAsu 100% Tu
LAUTEIIN 29 23 33 uag 36 §UANI AU S, S, S, LAY
Sq ANUAIAU

91naun1si 58)  aziuledn Wesuring
vnaes (e LFL iliaudus) Afinsiniiu LFLOC uéa
Uszanaidosay 84 80 78 waz 69 a1 LFLOC load nalnil
AuAuMItITR OC Tussezusniunazdumagaduaglu
gosruundnluiulnousaatand deldaunisfinamunn
ndeyasuves Motomura et al. (1979) neldaunigiu
#191 Maximum Water Holding Capacity (WHC) va4auun
fo $ovngvaniiifioglufuauduistoriuunlvguay
PeinevunaLan Lag Moisture Equivalent (ME) Aide 5oe
avthiifiegfuderimundn Seflaunsii (9) uaz (10)

WHC(%) = 32.3 + 0.520clay(%).....(9)

r =0.833** 'n =129

ME(%) = 14.5 + 0.459clay(%).....(10)

r =0.869**, n=128

Faluiu S, S, S uay Sﬁaﬁﬂ%mmaqmﬂﬁu

willeneg 66.0 49.5 33.0 Uay 16.5% AITLTYOIINNA

66.6 58.0 49.5 waw 40.9% uarveriewuIAEnTaluse
wAlan3 ¢ 44.8 37.2 29.6 Uag 22.1% AUEIRU waziiled
AMSWAN LFLOC Load aslU 192.0 153.6 115.2 uay 76.8 g
0OC/g soil JsmTazilauduTues LFLOC Tuaisazane
Auvesdius, S, S, uar'S, 0g 192/0.666 153.6/0.580
115.2/0.495 uay 76.8/0.409 %38 288 265 232 lay 188
ug OC/g soil wazazgnuiwalaisnndnlils 288x0.448
265x0.372 232x0.296 lag 188x0.221 %30 129.0 98.6
68.7 wav 41.5 pg OC/g soil FsAmbusenas 67.2 64.1
59.6 uaz 54.0 vos Load ldasly feuen Intercept (a)
Tuaunsil (548) Fagandinsanifu LFLOC Wluawne
desinsvuaaniufulaeldusalasdsunazunannig
$1n OC Fenalnmeduailagld Active Felll) 1 EA 3
ASIZLILA s TSN

1915199 3(b)  zuiuladaLaud BST

Uixﬁw%ﬂﬂwiuﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬁ’mqaﬂdwmif-ﬁ”lmmmuﬂﬂa(??m.wi
dUnnift 2 veemsunszuuuduly waganansoasule
anse LFLOC w30 LFLOC load awgmindalnsfudeious
Faniit 4 Juduly wadivesmsuszidiu LFLOCTE (%) &
uanad1 UT-C lu BS fignuanudessensnazgn Anaerobes
wlldiduemsidifevasiiuiifild LFL adly avsdusig
209 LFL (pH 8.9) fildaslu 5 4 3 uaz 2 mL/10 ¢ soil
dmsU S,-S, AsazUSUsTAUAaTunsAvesRu (pH 5.2) T
Tndifunans Usunaeynadumileddeleg 66.0 49.5 33.0
way 165% Mu'S, S, S, way S, m%@@%ﬁa Na" (neiUseq
auveseunIAfuntied) way CU (nsuswwatans) Tilduin

auliiludunsesefanssuvesqduvsdunegisla Usuiw
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984 UT-C 910 TS 39108n31bu BS nasnyie 4 dUn1siksn
FeilnsunUnlaedudawal UT-C wsaUSuna OC fanale
P H O I a A A '

metndutensasiuliunm OC Nwdeeguazgnsvuiy

sonanduldluszuuidn enadsusuluan LFLOC load

Wa7n (Artiola and Fuller, 1982) %ﬂﬁ;ﬁﬂJ%’%ﬂﬁﬁWﬁﬂ&i@ﬂ

Y

aaelponmal

]
a

a a < ' a a o o
4. INSwaveunanniesladeusz@ndamlunisiila

#159uUNIIAISUaY

uiAldlasenadsusudumsduridasueudiilassaing \elvinsiufiadvinaves Active  Fe(l) s
Fudou drulngiiunsndund ldun nsadailin uaznsn  LFLOCTE (%) Fsldasulilunnsnsi 4
asedl 4 Svidnavesndniitedhreussavnmlunmsthdnansdunssasuen
o A SYUBLIAIMNITUN (wks)
AYU
1 2 4 8 16
(@) By Normal Technique
r 0.965% 0.862* 0.930% 0.908** 0.880*
a 55.0 72.3 70.4 70.9 71.0
b 5.7x10° 2.0x10° 4.4x10° 4.4x10° 4.6x10°
(b) By Blank Subtraction Technique
r 0.965% -0.697** -0.954%* 0.680% 0.298"
a 55.0 94.8 122.2 99.8 X = 100.6
b 5.7x10° -8.4x10" 2.9x10° 6.9x10° SD=15

wewn: = A1 correlation coefficient a = ANgAGRLNLGA (y) Uaz b = A1 slope TaINTTIUABULUR
* = ANUUANAIAUATEAUALTBITU 95% wag ** = ANULANARUNTEAUANLLTRLIU 99%

ns = Aaliuananeiunisads X = Anade wag SD = Andeauuinasgu

9117197971 4@) avifiuladaaudiny
ANUAUNUSNISUINTEWINNUTHIU Active Fe(lll) (x) wag
LFLOCTE (y) \ilefunadagisuniogneiideddnyddous
Faviusnuazluynszegnavesnsineisannsaesdung

1@ leaunisa (11)<(15)

Iwky = 550+ 5.7x10 X e (11)
2wky = 723 + 2.0x10 X ... (12)
awky = 704+ 4.0x10 X e (13)
8wky = 709 + 4.0x10 X e (14)
16Wky = 71.0 + 4.6xX10° X e (15)

uagiloienAgadaunu y vesUszansnmlunis
$10n LFL Tufu S,-S, Tuaunisdi (5)48) (y) wvandumus
fuBanas Active Fe(ll) (x) 9ewumNdiusigenn (r =
0.962**) uazannsamansallalneaunisi 16

y(%) = 66.05+3.67x10 x.....(16)

Msifiutures Active Fe(ll) vilsuszansamly
mMsthtn LFL ddenndesiueuiseves Intaravicha et al

(2013) Miduwsziiiausunm Active Fe(lll) iindufay

1A AAR iNTuIS s Active Fe(ll) vty EA Tngld
OC Haanfuuazan LFL Wy ED tewdsnuenuildeos
aany OC vluALAn AAR waavanUaey CO, oanu1 UT-C 39
anaseg eI nieiinstialnedsnismeTuaiidisdiu
wnnsgadu OC  Mlugesitsvwindnlufudieouss
uadan3

dlefinsuszifiudszansninlng BST anudumnus
Mavniardwmaiundedemefidunmiusninsy UT-C
Tu BS (M5 2(b) Seldanunsansaanuld Uszansam
903150 TaRiR 1wl dfiae unadiad wuiloudy d1u
wimIntuusngnisaifiiatuiu UT-C lu TS (a3nedl
2a) way BS (An379ii 2b) shuldmileusu unumves
Active Fe(lll) sio AAR Fsanalaliaudmmiiouruly msnedi
2a oflta1n M99l 3(b) aztudssleviveanisly BST
Uszillu LFLOCTE (%) ladmau nafesnuindnisyrdn
999 LFLOC aysaiwdasaud 4 dUnnifusuly ndmde
A1 Active Fe(lll) Tuide 5,200-1,300 ppm Fe(lll) @130
Unn OC 192.0-76.8 ppm OC ¢ 100% n1elu 4 dUan
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mMseurUsEansamlunisuita OC 910 LFL tnedas
waialaugiudaluesdanuinivsslovisenisiau

seuutUn LFL sioly

dyuna

AsAnwIunuIMYes Active  Fe(ll)  ifide
UsrAvsnmnsthtnansdunidaivountivs s ey
Tusvuuilenavludu 4 ¥fiafidl Active Fe(ll) 5,200 ppm Fe
(S) 3,900 ppm Fe (S,) 2,600 ppm Fe (S;) wag 1,300
ppm Fe (59 nuinannsatidnieveslusyuudusse
diifiansy 192.0 ppm C (S,) 153.6 ppm C (S,) 1152
ppm C (S;) waz 76.8 ppmC ( S,) laegeiiuszd@nsnn A
82.5 % 78.8 % 72.5% uaz 60.0% gl’jQLLﬁfﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁLLiﬂLLai‘dﬁ
UszAvanm (TE) iiuduegedifodfade snuiulu s, 3
ogiilnasziuiodifymnaontas 16 FUavindnwusiile
Uszifiulae BST wud TE intuagresamsaaudia 100%
Tua Faviusnuduslupuiil Active Fe(l) wosan (S

1,300 ppmFe) Active Fe(lll) fanudunusnisuinediel

'
v o v a

Woddgdslunndisweinisfnew Fsa1uisaazuladn (n)
BnEnan1auINves Active Fe(lll) sio LFLOCTE fiduaviusn
y99nsAuanlagisnanduazlag BST fnuAaNIS
Waundusruuiidadivzasslusurannsizlien
é’uﬂsxﬁwéawé’mﬁuéqqﬁqm (r = 0.965**) uarAISAI AL
yosUszANEAM (b = 5.7 x 10°) gegadmsunisduinlag

UnAway () n1saulalaeds BST avlylanadiila Active

Fe(lll) vasRulsidonnia 1,300 ppm

AnAnssuUIZNIA
YYDUNTEAULATINITANYITToUas WAl
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