
Iranian Journal of Health, Safety & Environment, Vol.4, No.3, pp.781-787 

781 

Treatment of Petroleum Drill Cuttings Using Stabilization/Solidification 

Method by Cement and Modified Clay Mixes 

 
Soroush Ghasemi*

1
, Saeid Gitipour

1
, Fereydoun Ghazban

1
, Hamed Hedayati

1
 

 
1) Department of Environmental Engineering, Faculty of Environment, University of Tehran, Tehran, Iran 

 
*Author for Correspondence: s.ghasemi93@ut.ac.ir 

 

Received: 11 Dec. 2016, Revised: 31 Jan. 2017, Accepted: 14 Jan. 2017 

 

 

ABSTRACT 
High organic content in petroleum drill cuttings is a substantial obstacle which hinders cement hydration and 

subsequently decreases the clean-up efficiency of the stabilization/solidification (S/S) process. In this study, a 

modified clayey soil (montmorillonite with low to moderate polarity) was used as an additive to cement. Because of 

its high adsorption capacity, the clay is capable of mitigating the destructive role of organic materials and preventing 

their interference with the hydration process. Mixes containing different ratios of cement, waste and modified clay 

were prepared and tested for their mechanical and chemical characteristics. Total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) 

and Pb content of the samples were analyzed as well. For this purpose, the mixes were subjected to unconfined 

compressive strength (UCS) and toxicity characteristic leaching procedure (TCLP) tests. The results indicated that 

the specimens with 28-day curing time at a cement/waste ratio of 25% or higher (w/w) and 10% modified clay 

(w/w) met the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) criterion for compressive strength. Moreover, a reduction of 

94% in the leaching of TPH was observed with the specimens undergoing the TCLP with a cement/waste ratio of 

30% (w/w) and a clay/waste ratio of 30% (w/w). Finally, the specimens with 30% cement/waste and 10% clay/waste 

ratios showed the least concentration (6.14%) of leached Pb. 
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LIST of ABBREVIATIONS  
S/S: Stabilization/solidification 

TPH: Total petroleum hydrocarbons  

UCS: Unconfined compressive strength  

TCLP: Toxicity characteristic leaching procedure 

EPA: Environmental Protection Agency  

API: American Petroleum Institute  

BDAT: Best demonstrated available technology  

RCRA: Resource Conservation and Recovery Act  

PC: Portland cement  

GC-MS: Gas chromatography mass spectrometry  

ICP-MS: Inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry  

AAS: Atomic absorption spectrophotometry  

NISOC: National Iranian South Oilfields Company  

ASTM: American Society for Testing and Materials  
 

INTRODUCTION 
Extensive use of natural resources has led to severe 

environmental pollution. During last few decades 

natural self-purification capacity of the environment 

has not been sufficient to cope with contamination 

problems. Fossil fuels (mainly oil) are huge resources 

of energy for industries. During oil exploration and 

extraction, a massive volume of waste or drill cutting 

is generated. According to a survey performed by the 

American Petroleum Institute (API) in 1995 (the 

most recent year for which data are accessible), the 

accumulated volume of waste generated from crude 

oil and natural gas exploration and production was 

estimated to be approximately 140 million barrels 

[1]. Various methods and techniques are employed to 

manage drill cuttings.  

One of the best known techniques to cope with the 

risks of hazardous waste is the stabilization/ 

solidification (S/S) process [2], which is usually 

carried out prior to the conduction of other treatment 
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methods. This approach has been widely used since 

the early 1970s [3]. The Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) endorses S/S as a method by which 

the physical and chemical characteristics of waste 

and its handling are improved and the mobility, 

solubility, and toxicity of contaminants are mitigated 

[4]. The EPA has also reported that the S/S method 

was used in the treatment of 22% of Superfund sites 

from 1982 through 2005 [5]. Lack of related studies 

and high volume of such wastes necessitated an 

experimental research to investigate the feasibility of 

S/S process and results. 

In addition, this method has been identified by the 

EPA as the best demonstrated available technology 

(BDAT) to clean up 57 types of Resource 

Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) listed 

hazardous waste [6]. The technique has also been 

employed to remediate soil contaminated with heavy 

metals and to immobilize organic pollutants in soil, 

sediment and waste [7,8]. 

S/S involves the use of various inorganic binders, 

including cement, lime, clay, fly ash, silica fume, and 

other pozzolanic materials [9]. The method may also 

use organic materials such as bitumen products, 

epoxy, and resins [10]. It was reported that 94% of 

Superfund sites were treated using inorganic binders 

[5]. 

Cement has been approved to be the most applicable 

binder for conventional S/S treatments owing to its 

low cost and huge availability [11,12]. Cement has 

also been the most studied material for the S/S of 

heavy metals and many experimental and modeling 

studies have been performed to assess its efficacy 

[4,7,13]. 

However, the process of cement hydration has been 

reported to be hindered mainly by high organic 

content in waste mass and this consequently 

decreases the clean-up efficiency of S/S [14,15]. To 

cope with the problem, S/S can be employed in 

combination with such techniques as 

bioaugmentation, washing and oxidation [8,16,17]. 

Alternatively, the method may be optimized by using 

additives with high absorbability to organic matter 

[18]. Various additives have been studied and 

reported to improve cement-based S/S [15]. In a 

study by Wang et al., conventional and novel binders 

were compared from physical and chemical 

perspectives after 1.5-year of service. Ground 

granulated blast furnace slag, Portland cement (PC) 

and pulverized fuel ash strikingly improved strength 

development and immobility of heavy metals as well 

as total organics [18]. Because of their high 

absorbability to organic substances [12], clayey 

materials are also proposed as an alternative to boost 

the S/S of high-organic waste [19]. 

After the S/S process, the end product needs to pass 

tests such as leaching, wet/dry, freezing/thawing, and 

strength tests to make certain that the requirements 

are met [10]. 

Numerous studies have evaluated the parameters 

effective in the S/S of waste containing heavy metals 

and organic substances. Cioffi et al. investigated the 

cement-based S/S treatment of chloro-organics using 

bentonite in cement-blast furnace slag matrices. They 

found that although the strength of bentonite-

containing specimens did not improve, it was in an 

acceptable range [20]. Katsioti et al. employed 

bentonite/cement mortar for the S/S of high-organic 

sludge and confirmed the feasibility of using clay as a 

viable additive because of its high capacity to adsorb 

organic substances [15]. In 2006, Malviya and 

Chaudhary reviewed factors affecting the S/S 

treatment and came up with unconfined compressive 

strength (UCS), hydration, carbonation, and pore 

structure as the most prominent parameters. Focusing 

on UCS, they concluded that cement content and 

curing time are the key factors contributing to 

strength development [4]. 

The present study was conducted with the dual aim of 

investigating the potential use of modified clay as an 

additive to PC and also exploring the compatibility 

between PC and clay in the S/S treatment of drill 

cuttings. The objective necessitated varying the mix 

design (PC/clay, water/binder ratios, etc.), assessing 

leachability based on the toxicity characteristic 

leaching procedure (TCLP), and analyzing leachate 

contaminants using gas chromatography mass 

spectrometry (GC-MS), inductively coupled plasma 

mass spectrometry (ICP-MS), and atomic absorption 

spectrophotometry (AAS). Additionally, the UCS of 

specimens was tested to assess compliance of 

mechanical properties with the EPA requirements. In 

addition, lead poisoning has been identified as one of 

the most prominent hazards. Whether inhaled or 

swallowed, lead entails serious risks to human beings 

and animals. It badly damages brain and the nervous 

system even at low exposure levels. Renal function is 

also affected by lead [7,21,22]. Because of the 

serious environmental and health hazards caused by 

lead poisoning, the present study observed lead 

before and after the S/S process and measured lead 

and petroleum hydrocarbon so as to evaluate the 

effectiveness of the process. 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Characterization of the waste 
The waste used in the study was supplied by the 

National Iranian South Oilfields Company (NISOC), 

extracted from a depth of 3525 m, well No. 463 

under oil rig No. 84 (Meraj) in Ahvaz, Khuzestan 
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Province. The drilling fluid was oil-based. The waste 

samples were then prepared for measuring initial 

concentrations of TPH and metals. Concentrations of 

heavy metals and organic compounds in waste mass 

are presented in Tables 1 and 2, respectively. Data for 

heavy metals and organic compounds were obtained 

via ICP-MS and GC-MS. 

According to metal concentrations and regulatory 

levels in Table 1, lead and barium posed the most 

critical risk.  
Table 1:  Concentrations of heavy metals in waste mass and TCLP regulatory levels 

Element Concentration   

(mg/l) 

Regulatory Levela     

(mg/l) 

Element Concentration 

(mg/l) 

Regulatory Levela 

(mg/l) 

Silver 2.5 5.0 Sodium 157000 - 

Aluminum 505 - Molybdenum 1.8 - 

Arsenic 6.5 5 Lithium 2.7 - 

Barium 340 100 Manganese 90 - 

Beryllium <0.5 - Lead 310 5 

Cadmium <0.5 1 Selenium <1 1 

Cobalt 0.6 - Strontium 330 - 

Magnesium 3700 - Titanium 505 - 

Chromium 6 5 Zinc 85 - 

Copper 120 - Vanadium 2.5 - 

Iron 7760 - Yttrium 0.68 - 

Potassium 405 -    

a) Reference: [23]. 

As can be seen in Table 2, the organic compounds 

were mostly petroleum hydrocarbons, and evaluation 

of the characteristics of their leachates after the S/S 

process can be used in the assessment of the efficacy 

of the process. The GC-MS results revealed the high 

initial content of petroleum hydrocarbons in the 

waste mass (150,000 mg/kg). Considering the high 

concentration of organic hydrocarbons, a potential 

solution was to recover these materials, but it was not 

economical to do so. 
Table 2:  Mean percentages of organic compounds in drill 

cuttings (wet mud) 

Organic compound Percentage (% 

w/w) 

Decane 1.9 

Undecane 4.6 

Dodecane 6.9 

7-methyl-tridecane 3.0 

Tridecane 8.5 

2,6,10,14-tetramethyl-hexadecane 2.0 

Tetradecane 8.4 

Pentadecane 8.7 

2,6-dimethyl-naphthalene 2.7 

Hexadecane 9.7 

Trimethylnaphtalene 1.1 

Heptadecane 7.2 

Octadecane 5.8 

Nonadecane 5.6 

2,6-dimethyl-heptadecane 3.3 

Eicosane 4.1 

Binders used in the study 
Ordinary Portland cement (OPC Type I 42,5) and 

modified clay were used as binders in the S/S 

application. The clay (Claytone® 40) was modified 

montmorillonite with a low to moderate polarity and 

was procured to be used in aliphatic systems where 

the solution is aromatic or aromatic-aliphatic. The 

physical properties of this traditional organoclay are 

provided in Table 3. 

There has been an increase in the use of clay minerals 

because of their high cation exchange capacity, 

swelling capacity, high specific surface area which 

causes strong adsorption capacity [19,24,25]. 
Table 3: Physical properties of the modified clay used in 

the study 

Property Value 

Viscosity Very low (in water) 
Very high (in organic matter) 

Color Cream 

Specific gravity (gr/cm3) 1.7 

Cation-exchange 

capacity (meq+/100g) 

95 

Moisture content (%) 2 

Preparation of specimens 
Optimum mixture ratios were determined in order to 

achieve desirable strength, absorption of 

contaminants in waste, and economical efficacy. The 

samples with cement/waste ratios of 20, 25, and 30% 

and also the clay/waste ratios of 10, 20, and 30% 

were tested. All mixes were prepared by combining 

waste and binders in the amounts and ratios listed in 

Table 4. The water/solid ratio was constant (0.2) in 

all the pastes and was based on observations of 

various pastes, their compressibility and absence of 

free water. 

Once they were completely mixed using a high-speed 

stirrer for 5 to 10 minutes, the pastes were allowed to 

be consolidated for 15 to 20 minutes and were then 

transferred into the molds. Afterwards, they were 

cured for 28 days in 100% moisture. The samples 

were prepared according to American Society for 

Testing and Materials (ASTM) D1633, method A 

[26]. 
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Table 4:- Nomenclature and components of the specimens 
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C20 140 0 28 33.6 0 5 1.2 1.2 

C25 135 0 33.75 33.75 0 4 1 1 

C30 130 0 39 33.8 0 3.33 0.87 0.87 

C20-M10 140 14 28 36.4 0.5 3.33 1.3 0.87 

C20-M20 130 26 26 36.4 1 2.5 1.4 0.7 

C20-M30 110 33 22 33 1.5 2 1.5 0.6 

C25-M10 110 11 27.5 29.7 0.4 2.86 1.08 0.77 

C25-M20 110 22 27.5 31.9 0.8 2.22 1.16 0.64 

C25-M30 100 30 25 31 1.2 1.82 1.24 0.56 

C30-M30 90 9 27 25.2 0.33 2.5 0.93 0.7 

C30-M30 90 18 27 27 0.67 2 1 0.6 

C30-M30 80 24 24 25.6 1 1.67 1.07 0.53 

Assessment methods 

Unconfined compressive strength 
The TCLP was performed on solidified/stabilized 

samples in compliance with the EPA method 1311 

[27]. The output liquids of the TCLP on 25 

specimens (24 stabilized specimens and one control 

specimen) were used to measure TPH and lead 

contents 

The gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-

MS) analysis has been conducted as a reliable tool to 

measure TPHs [28]. The analysis was carried out on 

25 samples (24 stabilized specimens and one control 

specimen). Moreover, ICP-MS analysis was 

performed to measure lead in non-stabilized samples. 

Also atomic absorption spectrophotometry analysis 

was carried out on liquid samples extracted from 

stabilized specimens to present lead content in the 

samples. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
Unconfined compressive strength test results 
Organic matter causes delayed hydration of cement. 

To encounter this destructive effect, clayey materials 

were used in this study as adsorbents following the 

proposition in the literature [29,30]. Fig. 1 

demonstrates the compressive strength of 

stabilized/solidified mixes after 28 days. It can be 

seen that adding cement to the paste improves 

strength. Moreover, at a given amount of cement, 

modified clay exhibited an appropriate improving 

effect. The corresponding values for pastes C20-

M30, C25-M30 and C30-M30 were 39.87, 75.1 and 

156.58 psi, respectively. Hence, adding 5% cement in 

the presence of 30% modified clay outstandingly 

doubles compressive strength. 

For stabilized/solidified waste samples, the EPA 

minimum of 28-day compressive strength is 50 psi 

[31]. As can be observed in Fig. 1, pastes with 25% 

cement which contain at least 10% modified clay 

fulfilled the EPA criterion. Furthermore, higher 

cement content caused higher strength in all the cases 

and clay showed a striking positive effect, 

particularly in the presence of 30% cement. The 

figure also demonstrates that for all the samples, the 

strength of modified clay/waste mixes after 

solidification increased in the order of 30%>25%> 

20%, respectively. 

 

 
Fig. 1: The 28-day compressive strength of 

stabilized/solidified mixes 

Results of leachate assessments 
As explained in Materials and Methods, the GC-MS 

analysis was designed to measure TPH in 25 

specimens (24 stabilized specimens and one control 

specimen). The GC-MS results revealed 

concentrations of hydrocarbons in the extracted 

leachate. This amount was assumed 100% and other 

stabilized/solidified specimens were compared to it. 

For other samples, their concentrations were 
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compared accordingly to obtain leached 

hydrocarbons in the non-stabilized condition. Lastly, 

the hydrocarbon concentration of each specimen was 

divided by the concentration in the non-stabilized 

condition in order to calculate the relative percentage 

of leached hydrocarbons which is shown in Fig. 2 

 
Fig. 2: Relative percentage of leached hydrocarbons for 

stabilized/solidified specimens 

The AAS results presented lead concentration in the 

leached liquid. As it was calculated for hydrocarbons, 

concentration of each specimen was compared to the 

concentration in the non-stabilized condition and the 

relative percentage of leached lead was achieved. The 

percentages are compared in Fig. 3. 

Fig.3: Relative percentage of leached Pb for 

stabilized/solidified specimens 

 

CONCLUSION 
This study investigated the clean-up efficiency of S/S 

technique while modified clay is used to mitigate the 

destructive role of organic materials and prevent their 

interference with the hydration process. Mixes 

containing different ratios of cement, waste and 

modified clay were prepared. Mechanical and 

chemical characteristics of the specimens were 

assessed. Based on the results from UCS tests, mixes 

with 25% cement and 10% (and higher) modified 

clay satisfied the EPA criterion for 28-day cured 

samples. Moreover, higher cement content caused 

higher strength. Additionally, adding modified clay 

in the presence of 30% cement showed a striking 

positive effect. The results can be ascribed to the high 

adsorption capacity of modified clay. Its capability to 

adsorb organic matter results in improved cement 

hydration and consequently increased sample 

strength [15]. Waste mixes with 25% cement and 

10% clay proved to be the most economical samples 

in the research and also met the requirements set by 

the USEPA.  

The leaching rate of control specimens (zero cement 

and clay content) was regarded as the control 

leaching rate, with which stabilized/solidified 

specimens were compared. Higher content of 

modified clay caused a lower rate of leaching. 

Comparing all results from leachate behavior tests 

indicated that specimens with 30% cement and 30% 

clay showed an impressive performance (with 94% 

reduction in TPH content). Accordingly, landfilling 

of the stabilized/solidified waste poses much lower 

risks to the environment. 

In addition, the lead content of leached samples was 

measured in the stabilized/solidified specimens and 

was compared with control specimens (i.e., those 

without cement and clay). The results showed that at 

a given content of clay, more cement content lowers 

the leaching rate. Conversely, adding clay to a given 

amount of cement does not necessarily reduce the 

rate of leaching. Specimens with 30% cement and 

10% clay showed the largest decrease (93.86%) in 

the concentration of the leached Pb. All of the 

stabilized/solidified specimens met the Pb regulatory 

level.  

ETHICAL ISSUES 
Ethical issues have been observed by the authors.  

 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
The authors have declared no conflict of interest. 

 

AUTHORS’ CONTRIBUTION 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

0 10 20 30

R
e
la

ti
v
e
 p

e
r
c
e
n

ta
g

e
 o

f 
le

a
c
h

e
d

 h
y

d
r
o

c
a

r
b

o
n

s 
(%

) 

Modified Clay:Waste (%) 

Cement/Waste: 20%

Cement/Waste: 25%

Cement/Waste: 30%

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

0 10 20 30

R
e
la

ti
v
e
 p

e
r
c
e
n

ta
g

e
 o

f 
le

a
c
h

e
d

 P
b

 (
%

) 

Modified Clay:Waste (%) 

Cement/Waste: 20%
Cement/Waste: 25%
Cement/Waste: 30%



Soroush Ghasemi  et al., Treatment of petroleum drill cuttings using stabilization/solidification method …  

786 

Conception or design of the work and data collection 

was done by Hamed Hedayati. Drafting the article 

and critical revision was implemented by Soroush 

Ghasemi. Gitipour's comments in all stages, 

specifically on design of the work and also final 

approval of the paper, were highly helpful. 

 

FUNDING/ SUPPORTS 
The project was funded by the authors. 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
The authors would like to appreciate the priceless 

suggestions of the reviewers. 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] S.A.S. Boards. Oil & Gas Exploration & 

Production. San Francisco: Sustainability Accounting 

Standards Boards; 2014. 

[2] Al-Ansary MS, Al-Tabbaa A. 

Stabilisation/solidification of Synthetic Petroleum 

Drill Cuttings. J. Hazard. Mater. 2007; 141(2): 410–

21. 

[3] Conner JR. Chemical Fixation and Solidification 

of Hazardous Wastes. Springer Netherlands; 1990. 

[4] Malviya R, Chaudhary R. Factors Affecting 

Hazardous Waste Solidification/stabilization: A 

review. J. Hazard. Mater. 2006; 137(1): 267–76. 

[5] U.S. EPA. Technology Performance Review: 

Selecting and Using Solidification/stabilization 

Treatment for Site Remediation. US Environmental 

Protection Agency; 2009. 

[6] U.S. EPA. Technical Resource Document 

Solidification-stabilization and Its Application To 

Waste Materials. US Environmental Protection 

Agency; 1993. 

[7] Lin SL, Cross WH, Chian ESK, Lai JS, Giabbai 

M, Hung CH. Stabilization and Solidification of Lead 

in Contaminated Soils. J. Hazard. Mater. 1996; 48(1-

3): 95–10.  

[8] Kogbara RB, Ayotamuno JM, Onuomah I, Ehio 

V, Damka TD. Stabilisation/solidification and 

Bioaugmentation Treatment of Petroleum Drill 

Cuttings. Appl. Geochemistry. 2016; 71: 1–8. 

[9] Singh TS, Pant KK. Solidification/stabilization of 

Arsenic Containing Solid Wastes Using Portland 

Cement, Fly Ash and Polymeric Materials. J. Hazard. 

Mater. 2006; 131: 29–36. 

[10] Yong R. Geoenvironmental Engineering, 

Contaminated Soils, Pollutant Fate, and Mitigation. 

CRC Press; 2000. 

[11] Diet JN, Moszkowicz P, Sorrentino D. 

Behaviour of Ordinary Portland Cement During the 

Stabilization/solidification of Synthetic Heavy Metal 

Sludge: Macroscopic and Microscopic Aspects. 

Waste Manag. 1998; 18(1): 17–24. 

[12] Botta D, Dotelli G, Biancardi R, Pelosato R, 

Sora IN. Cement-clay Pastes for Stabilization/ 

solidification of 2-chloroaniline. Waste Manag. 2004; 

24(2): 207–16. 

[13] Voglar GE, Leštan D. Efficiency Modeling of 

Solidification/stabilization of Multi-metal 

Contaminated Industrial Soil Using Cement and 

Additives. J. Hazard. Mater. 2011; 192 (2): 753–62. 

[14] Minocha AK, Jain N, Verma CL. Effect of 

Organic Materials on the Solidification of Heavy 

Metal Sludge. Constr. Build. Mater. 2003; 17 (2): 

77–81. 

[15] Katsioti M, Katsiotis N, Rouni G, Bakirtzis D, 

Loizidou M. The Effect of Bentonite/cement Mortar 

for the Stabilization/solidification of Sewage Sludge 

Containing Heavy Metals. Cem. Concr. Compos. 

2008; 30 (10): 1013–19. 

[16] Beiyuan J, Tsang DCW, Ok YS, Zhang W, Yang 

X, Baek K, Li XD. Integrating EDDS-enhanced 

Washing with Low-cost Stabilization of Metal-

contaminated Soil from an e-waste Recycling Site. 

Chemosphere. 2016; 159: 426–32.  

[17] Cassidy DP, Srivastava VJ, Dombrowski FJ, 

Lingle JW. Combining In-situ Chemical Oxidation, 

Stabilization, and Anaerobic Bioremediation in a 

Single Application to Reduce Contaminant Mass and 

Leachability in Soil. J. Hazard. Mater. 2015; 297: 

347–55. 

[18] Wang F, Wang H, Jin F, Al-Tabbaa A. The 

Performance of Blended Conventional and Novel 

Binders in the In-situ Stabilisation/solidification of a 

Contaminated Site Soil. J. Hazard. Mater. 2015; 285: 

46–52. 

[19] Xi Y, Mallavarapu M, Naidu R. Preparation, 

Characterization of Surfactants Modified Clay 

Minerals and Nitrate Adsorption. Appl. Clay Sci. 

2010; 48(1-2): 92–96.  

[20] Cio R, Ma L, Santoro L, Glasser FP. 

Stabilization of Chloro-organics Using Organophilic 

Bentonite in a Cement-blast Furnace Slag Matrix, 

Waste Manag. 2001; 21(7): 651–60. 

[21] Cabral M, Toure A, Garçon G, Diop C, Cazier F, 

Courcot D. Effects of Environmental Cadmium and 

Lead Exposure on Adults Neighboring a Discharge: 

Evidences of Adverse Health Effectse, Environ. 

Pollut. 2015; 206:247–55.  

[22] Luo W, Ruan D, Yan C, Yin S, Chen J. Effects 

of Chronic Lead Exposure on Functions of Nervous 

System in Chinese Children and Developmental Rats, 

Neurotoxicology. 2012; 33(4): 862–71. 

[23] U.S. EPA. Characteristics Introduction and 

Regulatory Definitions of the Toxicity Characteristic 

Leaching Procedure (TCLP). US Environmental 

Protection Agency; 2004. 

[24] Du YJ, Hayashi S. A Study on Sorption 

Properties of Cd 2+ on Ariake Clay for Evaluating its 



Iranian Journal of Health, Safety & Environment, Vol.4, No.3, pp.781-787 

787 

Potential Use as a Landfill Barrier Material. Appl. 

Clay Sci. 2006; 32: 14–24.  

[25] Sen S, Bhattacharyya KG. Adsorption of Ni (II) 

on Clays, J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2006; 295(1): 21–

32. 

[26] ASTM International. Standard Test Methods for 

Compressive Strength of Molded Soil-Cement 

Cylinders. West Conshohocken: American Society 

for Testing and Materials; 2007.  

[27] U.S. EPA. Method 1311 (Toxicity Characteristic 

Leaching Procedure - TCLP). US Environmental 

Protection Agency; 1992. 

[28] Reddy CM, Quinn JG, GC-MS Analysis of Total 

Petroleum Hydrocarbons and Polycyclic Aromatic 

Hydrocarbons in Seawater Samples After the North 

Cape Oil Spill, Mar. Pollut. Bull. 1999; 38(2): 126–

35. 

[29] Pique TM, Vazquez A, Control of Hydration 

Rate of Polymer Modified Cements by the Addition 

of Organically Modified Montmorillonites, Cem. 

Concr. Compos. 2013; 37: 54–60. 

[30] Owabor CN, Enhanced Sorption of Naphthalene 

onto a Modified Clay Adsorbent: Effect of Acid, 

Base and Salt Modifications of Clay on Sorption 

Kinetics, Adv. Chem. Eng. Sci. 2012; 2(3): 330–35. 

[31] U.S. EPA. Stabilization/solidification Processes 

for Mixed Waste. US Environmental Protection 

Agency; 1996. 

 


