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Excavation of contaminated soil is one way to decontaminate a site, but it is expensive, brings its
own risks and simply transfers the environmental damage elsewhere. As a result so in-situ
treatment technology is preferred where possible. But when impermeable clay and silty soil is
contaminated by Chlorinated volatile organic compound (CVOCs), it’s difficult to treat by in-situ
technology. In this case using coupled method of high-pressure jet injection and soil mixing is
effective, but treatment of the resulting contaminated sludge costs time and money. Here we show
case study where in-situ anaerobic bioremediation combined with high-pressure jet injection and

soil mixing produces less sludge and removes contamination more effectively.



