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Vibrating 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
Beam
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Landfill
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Landfill

Onsite RCRA | 14 11 2 0|1 0 0 0 0 1

Landfill

Onsite Landfill 7 6 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Bloremg@atlon 13 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
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Bioremediation 10 10 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .
Ex-situ

Bioremediation 15 14 13 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
In-situ

Dechlorinization/ 6 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
APEG

Oxidation/ 12 12 8 0 |0 0 0 0 0 0 -
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Neutralization 4 0 3 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Thermal
Destruction 6 0 6 0 0 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ---
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ﬁgﬁ:ﬁmion 19 2 114 3 9] 5110f 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
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Onsite
Incineration 12 08 3 5|5 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 -
(unspecified)
g‘;g'zed o [oao|lo [5]6]4]o]o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
Infrared 8 0 7 1 6|3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pyrolysis 5 2 |3 1 212 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1
e 4 fofalo |2]|2f1|o]o]| o 0 0 0 0 0 0
Eﬁ’tary 10 019 1 6] 5| 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
iln
Vitrification 21 0121 O 8 115 | 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Low Temperature
Thermal Desorp/ 13 1 11 1 2 9 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 ===
Stripping
InstuSteam | 5 | o |50 |1|4 2] 0fo0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Stripping
Soil - 16 |2 f14] 0o 29|10 0]o0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Flushing
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Soil
Washing 12 219 1 (1] 8] 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
Sail Vapor 14 |1l 220951 o0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .
Extraction (sve)
Fixation 7 115 1 lofaf 2|2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Stabilization/ | 20 | 0|19 2 | 1|13 6| 0| © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Solidification
Aeration 7 017 0 0 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

! The study was conducted on 30 RODs and their corresponding FSs.

2 This does not include the no-action or institutional control only alternatives. No RODs selected either of these as remedies.

® FSs and RODs may contain more than one criterion for screening or non-selection of technology. Also, some FSs did not fully explain the criteria for screening out a
technology. Thus, the totals for screening and non-selection criteria are not equal to the number of FSs and RODs considered.

* Information on State and community concerns was not included in this analysis because FSs do not contain this information and RODs generally only reference
supporting documentation (i.e., State concurrence letter and responsiveness summary).




