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Table 1. Soil composition and As(V) content in artificially contaminated soils used in this study.
As(V) content
Soil composition (mgAs/kg)

Soil (a) Georgia kaolinite 48.6
. . 0
Soil (b) Georgia kaolinite 98 wt.%

. 24
+ goethite 2 wt.% °
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Fig.2 Experimental and predicted results of leaching tests for Soils having different As(V) content.
(left) experimentally measured final pH of the leaching solutions and (right) comparison of leached
As(V) concentration between experimental results and prediction. The dashed line in the right figure
represents the environmental water quality standard for a leaching test in Japan (0.01 mg/L or 0.13
umol/L).

Wiz, v (V) GHRNERD 2 MEO L (Tablel) 2 H Tt FE (V) IsHELZFHIL
TR A Fig2 1T, HEAE EN TV D EHEO)ITEHE@ LY e FE (V) EFENFEWIC
HLEH LT, vFE (V) BHEIZFRETHD Z L8905, ZhiE. Figl (IR LR
5H0 5 X9, pH2Y 10 L EWEEETIZ A A Y 1 MiEbe#E (V) 2IFERE LRV
(2 U CRHERBIT e (V) WEAIE L THRET 5720, 13(0) Tik MgO (22 CTEHEHL
E# (V) OIEHEOKIBICHES L TWAH Z ENERTH D, £7-. Fig2 260005 X 912,
TRME L FPEIL L B L TWD, ZORENS, AL TR L72E T VO Y55
WTE, bz, EBRERBIOET Y V7 OMENS, WINLZIBL~ 7 23 7LD 9
HEFE (V) ORI SNEEEITE L TH A0%RETH Y 7RV ITT7 L v 272 Mgo
DEFEFLTCND I EIRBINZ, ZORRIL, MgO 2 H W TRIBLILEE 24T > 7= T3
DEEMERIC RHIMRSE S THRWAREIR AR CE 5 2 L2 EKR L TR0 | R b
HotEMzmtom FicE 5T 5EE B2z 6D,

3. [FkREE

A EIOMFE TR LIRS E B E 2. S%IF 6 MDD L2 7e EDMOIGYE % k5
LT RS L TIT Y TETH D, 6flidt Ly OEAIII b~ V%> 7 ADHTIE+
DIRARACARDPGEONRNZ ENRTHRIND, - T, BEZS LT L% 41
(& TTT 5 720 DR TH 2 RINT 5 ORE a5,

4. WAEHEKX
B2 L

36



