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Abstract

Bioremediation of oil-contaminated soil is generally less costly and has less of an environmental impact
than ex situ remediation. However, depending on the area or pollution level, there are situations where
bioremediation cannot be applied; thus, the treatability test has a valid applicability. In addition, the treatment
of oil-contaminated soil is different from other soils contaminated with specific hazardous substances, which
have clear criteria. Pollution sources for oil-contaminated soil are mixtures and vary in main components; it is
necessary to set criteria for purification treatment for each case. The treatability test is particularly important in
the case of oil contamination. We discuss the results and methods of the treatability test for oil-contaminated
soil and report some examples of the tests. We selected an agent that promotes the effect of bioremediation
and is effective for reducing the oil odor and evaluated the necessity and effect of the agent according to the
treatability test. By combining the treatability test with appropriate additional measures, we expect
bioremediation to expand.
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