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\ p

(m’) (m) (m’) (kg/m?®) TOC( )
4.86x 10U 10° 4.86x 10 1.19 —
3.63x 10" 3x 102 1.09x 10% 1500 0.02
1.23x 10" 10 1.23x 10% 1000 —

— — 6.15x 10° 1000 —

— — 6.15x 10° 1500 0.04
1.23x 10% 3x 102 3.69x 10° 1500 0.04

Y Mackay, D. Multimedia Environmental Models: The Fugacity Approach. Lewis Publishers, Inc , Michigan. (1991)
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