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due to contaminant aqueous insolubility and or contaminant 
inaccessibility due to soil adsorption. Researchers for the most 
part have investigated effects of surfactants on bioremediation 
from an efficacy rather than a mechanistic standpoint such that the 
precise action of the surfactant has seldom been established [1]. It 
is acknowledged that precise mechanisms are not easily elucidated 
in bioremediation systems because multiple variables are typically in 
play.

Micellarization
With hydrophobic molecular species such as PAHs or PCBs as 

predominant contaminants, surfactant degradation promotion is 
rarely achieved. At a surfactant concentration significantly below the 
cmc value no enhancement or inhibitory effect on biodegradation 
is observed whereas at or above the cmc value biodegradation 
is inhibited, suggesting that the substrate, contained within the 
micelles, is not bioavailable. Witconol SN70 (a nonionic alcohol 
ethoxylate), at a concentration below its cmc, did not affect the 
mineralisation rates of hexadecane or phenanthrene [2], whereas 
above the cmc, it inhibited mineralisation of both hydrocarbons. 
Surfactant concentrations, greater than or equal to the cmc for 
all 4 surfactants tested, inhibited phenanthrene mineralization by 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in soil–water cultures and lower surfactant 
concentrations had no effect [3]. Biodegradation of 4 PCB congeners 
2,4,2′,4′-Chlorobiphenyl (CBP), 2,3,5,2′-CBP and 2,4,5,2′,4′,5′-CBP 
in aqueous media by Pseudomonas LB-400 was inhibited by Igepal 
CO-630, a non-ionic surfactant, at concentrations above its cmc [4,5]. 
The inhibitory effects were eliminated by diluting the surfactant/PCB 
solution to a concentration close to the surfactant cmc. In contrast, at 
concentrations above the cmc, the presence of an anionic surfactant 
promoted PCB transformation, compared to a control with no 
surfactant [4]. The surfactant effects on PCB biodegradation have been 
studied by other research groups too [6-8]. In some cases an increase 
in degradation rate was observed, whereas in other cases a decrease in 
these rates was noted after the addition of surfactants. There appear 
to be other cases where micellarization does not affect degradation. 
Many authors [9] quantified the bioavailability of micelle-solubilized 
naphthalene to a naphthalene-degrading mixed microbial population 
isolated from contaminated waste and soils using two nonionic 
surfactants, an alkylethoxylate, Brij 30 and the alkylphenol ethoxylate, 
Triton X-100. Surfactant concentrations above the cmc were not toxic 
to the naphthalene-degrading bacteria and the presence of surfactant 
micelles did not inhibit naphthalene mineralization. Naphthalene, 
solubilized by the micelles in liquid media, was bioavailable and 
degraded by the mixed bacterial culture. Rhamnolipids added 
above Critical Micellar Concentration (cmc) enhanced the apparent 
aqueous solubility of hexadecane, the biodegradation of hexadecane, 
octadecane, n-paraffins, creosotes and other hydrocarbon mixtures in 
soil, and promoted the bioremediation of petroleum sludges [10-13]. 
Above the cmc, the micelles formation occurs, and hydrocarbons can 
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Introduction
Biosurfactants are amphiphilic molecules that have both 

hydrophilic and hydrophobic moieties which partition preferentially 
at the interfaces such as liquid/liquid, gas/liquid or solid/liquid 
interfaces. Such characteristics enable emulsifying, foaming, 
detergency and dispercing properties. Their low toxicity and 
environmental friendly nature and the wide range of potential 
industrial applications in bioremediation, health care, oil and food 
processing industries makes them a highly sought after group of 
chemical compounds. Interest in them has also been encouraged 
because of the potential advantages they offer in many fields spanning 
environmental, food, biomedical, petrochemical and other industrial 
applications. In this paper, we review the current knowledge and 
latest advances in the effects of added chemical- or biosurfactants on 
bioremediation.

Effects of Added Chemical or Biosurfactants 
on Bioremediation

Bioremediation typically involves the augmentation of soil or 
other media, contaminated with pollutants, nutrients and sometimes 
microorganisms, to improve contaminant biodegradation processes. 
The biodegradation rate of a contaminant in soil depends on its 
bioavailability to the metabolizing organisms which is influenced 
by factors such as desorption, diffusion and dissolution. Many of 
the most persistent contaminants exhibit low water solubility and 
hence, contaminants bioavailability can often be improved by the 
addition of emulsifiers. By reducing surface and interfacial tension 
between liquids, solids and gases, allowing them to disperse readily 
as emulsions, chemical or biological surfactants may have variable 
effects on contaminant biodegradation [1]. Bacteria that overproduce 
biosurfactants may have an important role in the biodegradation 
process. Although substrate–surfactant interactions such as 
emulsification, pseudo solubilisation and hydrocarbon partitioning 
between phases are expected to increase microbial accessibility to the 
contaminant, both improvements and reductions in bioremediation 
performance have been observed [1]. The use of surfactants enhances 
bioremediation processes relate to overcome bioavailability problems, 
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partition into the hydrophobic micellar core, increasing their apparent 
aqueous solubility. Chlorinated hydrocarbons biodegradation can 
be enhanced by the addition of glycolipids to the medium as has 
been reported even for polychlorinated biphenyls [14]. Pesticide 
biodegradation was also reported to be promoted by surfactin [15].

Contaminant desorption from soil
Very hydrophobic contaminants tend to bind very tightly to 

soil particles in a manner which renders them inaccessible to the 
microbe degradation. Chemical and biosurfactants can be effective 
in facilitating of the contaminant desorption from soil as a possible 
integral part of a bioremediation process or in an aqueous soil washing 
process, where a biological or non-biological process is subsequently 
applied to remove the contaminants from the recovered aqueous 
washings. Traditionally, chemical surfactants are used in soil washing. 
Surfactants can be used in mixture or with additives such as an alcohol 
and/or salts such a sodium chloride [16]. They have also been found 
useful in displacing Dense Non-Aqueous Phase Liquids (DNAPL) by 
reducing interfacial tension between DNAPL and the groundwater 
[17]. Typical surfactant concentrations for contaminant soil washing 
are 1–2%, whereas the same contaminants may be solubilized in an 
aqueous solution at a surfactant concentration of 0.1–0.2%. Nonionic 
surfactants can remove over 80% of total hydrocarbons from the 
contaminated soil. They washed more of the PCBs from contaminated 
soil (up to 89%) as compared to anionic surfactants, but the latter 
proved to be more effective in the subsequent biodegradation tests 
of the PCBs in the washings, mediated by Pseudomonas sp. LB-400 
[18]. PCBs have lower affinity for the interior of anionic rather than 
non-ionic micelles with a similar non-polar chain length [19], and 
this may have promoted the release of the PCBs from the micelles, 
bringing them in contact with the degrading bacteria. Biosurfactants 
have also been found useful for remediating oil spills, dispersing oil 
slicks into fine droplets and converting mousse oil into oil-in-water 
emulsion [20,21]. Authors [22], examined the use of biosurfactants 
in cleaning oil from coastal sand. Rhamnolipid biosurfactants have 
also been evaluated in soil washing applications. Rhamnolipids were 
effective in removing PAHs [23,24] and pentachlorophenol [25] from 
soil. Removal efficiency varies with contact time and biosurfactant 
concentration, but is typically about 60–80% as has been reported 
by different researchers [26,27]. Biosurfactants appeared to be more 
effective in increasing the apparent solubility of PAHs by up to five 
times as compared to the chemical surfactants [28,29]. Sophorolipids 
released bitumen from tar sands [30] and surfactin was used to wash 
oil from a sand column [31]. Biosurfactants can enhance the removal 
of n-alkanes and Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) from 
contaminated soils. Improved biodegradation of various PAHs in 
contaminated soil by the addition of rhamnolipids has been reported 
by different research groups [32-35]. Rhamnolipids removed heavy 
metals such as Ni and Cd from soils due to their anionic nature, with 
efficiencies of 80–100% in the lab and 20–80% in the field samples 
as has been reported [36,37]. Surfactin glutamate residues can bind 
metals such as Mg, Mn, Ca, Ba, Li and rubidium [38]. Soil washing 
with 0.25% surfactin removed 70% of Cu and 22% of Zn [39]. Foaming 
surfactant technology is a relatively new approach in surfactant-
assisted soil remediation. Polymers or foams can also be added 
to control the mobility of the contaminants. Metal-biosurfactant 
complexes can be removed by addition of air to cause foaming. By 

use of a technique called micellar-enhanced ultra-filtration, 85–100% 
removal of cadmium, copper and zinc by surfactin from contaminated 
water was achieved. The role of assisted natural remediation using 
surfactants in metal-contaminated environments and subsurface has 
also been explored.

References
1.	 Banat IM, Makkar RS, and Cameotra SS. Potential commercial applications 

of microbial surfactants. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2000; 53: 495–508.

2.	 Colores GM, Macur RE, Ward DM and Inskeep WP. Molecular analysis of 
surfactant-driven microbial population shifts in hydrocarbon contaminated 
soil. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2000; 66: 2959–2964.

3.	 Bramwell DP and Laha S. Effects of surfactant addition on the biomineralization 
and microbial toxicity of phenanthrene. Biodegradation. 2000; 11: 263–277.

4.	 Billingsley KA, Backus SM and Ward OP. Effect of surfactant solubilisation 
on biodegradation of polychlorinated biphenyl congeners by Pseudomonas 
LB400. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 1999; 52: 255–260.

5.	 Billingsley KA, Backus SM, Wilson S, Singh A and Ward OP. Remediation 
of PCBs in soil by surfactant washing and biodegradation in the wash by 
Pseudomonas sp. LB400. Biotechnol Lett. 2002; 24: 1827–1832.

6.	 Shi Z, LaTorre KA, Ghosh MM, Layton AC, Luna SH and Bowles L, et al. 
Biodegradation of UV-irradiated polychlorinated biphenyls in surfactant 
micelles. Water Sci Technol. 1998; 38: 25–32.

7.	 Golyshin PM, Fredrickson HL, Giuliano L, Rothmel R, Timmis KN and Yakimov 
MM. Effect of novel biosurfactants on biodegradation of polychlorinated 
biphenyls by pure and mixed bacterial cultures. Microbiologica. 1999; 22: 
257–267.

8.	 Ferrer M, Golyshin P and Timmis KN. Novel maltotriose esters enhance 
biodegradation of Aroclor 1242 by Burkholderia cepacia LB400. World J 
Microbiol Biotechnol. 2003; 19: 637–643.

9.	 Liu Z, Jacobson AM and Luthy RG. Biodegradation of naphthalene in aqueous 
nonionic surfactant systems. Appl Environ Microbiol. 1995; 61: 145–151.

10.	Beal R and Betts WB. Role of rhamnolipid biosurfactants in the uptake and 
mineralization of hexadecane in Pseudomonas aeruginosa. J Appl Microbiol. 
2000; 89: 158–168.

11.	Maier RM and Soberon-Chavez G. Pseudomonas aeruginosa rhamnolipids: 
biosynthesis and potential applications. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2000; 54: 
625–633.

12.	Noordman WH, Wachter JHJ, De Boer GJ and Janssen DB. The enhancement 
by surfactants of hexadecane degradation by Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
varies with substrate availability. J Biotechnol. 2002; 94: 195–212.

13.	Rahman KSM, Rahman J, Kourkoutoas Y, Petsas I, Marchant R and Banat 
IM. Enhanced bioremediation of n-alkane in petroleum sludge using bacterial 
consortium amended with rhamnolipids and micronutrients. Biores Technol.  
2003; 90: 159–168.

14.	Mata-Sandoval JC, Karns J and Torrents A. Influence of rhamnolipids and 
Triton X-100 on the biodegradation of three pesticides in aqueous and soil 
slurries. J Agric Food Chem. 2001; 49: 3296–3303.    

15.	Awasthi N, Kumar A, Makkar R and Cameotra S.  Enhanced biodegradation 
of endosulfan, a chlorinated pesticide in presence of a biosurfactant. J 
Environ Sci Health. 1999; 34: 793–803.

16.	Taylor TP, Rathfelder KM, Pennell KD and Abriola LM. Effects of ethanol 
addition on micellar solubilization and plume migration during surfactant 
enhanced recovery of tetrachloroethene. J Contam Hydrol. 2004; 69: 73–99.

17.	Saichek RE and Reddy KR. Electrokinetically Enhanced Remediation of 
hydrophobic Organic Compounds in Soils: A Review. Crit Rev Environ Sci 
Technol. 2005; 35: 115–192.

18.	Billingsley KA, Backus SM, Wilson S and Ward OP. Remediation of PCBs in 
soil by surfactant washing and biodegradation in the wash by Pseudomonas 
sp. LB400. Biotechnol Lett. 2002; 24: 1827–1832.

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s002530051648
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s002530051648
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877792
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877792
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10877792
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432584
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432584
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10499265
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10499265
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10499265
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1020698229326
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1020698229326
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1020698229326
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0273122398006039
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0273122398006039
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0273122398006039
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/12875336_Effect_of_novel_biosurfactants_on_biodegradation_of_polychlorinated_biphenyls_by_pure_and_mixed_bacterial_cultures
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/12875336_Effect_of_novel_biosurfactants_on_biodegradation_of_polychlorinated_biphenyls_by_pure_and_mixed_bacterial_cultures
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/12875336_Effect_of_novel_biosurfactants_on_biodegradation_of_polychlorinated_biphenyls_by_pure_and_mixed_bacterial_cultures
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/12875336_Effect_of_novel_biosurfactants_on_biodegradation_of_polychlorinated_biphenyls_by_pure_and_mixed_bacterial_cultures
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/225201745_Novel_maltotriose_esters_enhance_biodegradation_of_Aroclor_1242_by_Burkholderia_cepacia_LB400
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/225201745_Novel_maltotriose_esters_enhance_biodegradation_of_Aroclor_1242_by_Burkholderia_cepacia_LB400
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/225201745_Novel_maltotriose_esters_enhance_biodegradation_of_Aroclor_1242_by_Burkholderia_cepacia_LB400
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC167270/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC167270/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10945793
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10945793
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10945793
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s002530000443
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s002530000443
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s002530000443
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/11562971_The_enhancement_by_surfactants_of_hexadecane_degradation_by_Pseudomonas_aeruginosa_varies_with_substrate_availability
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/11562971_The_enhancement_by_surfactants_of_hexadecane_degradation_by_Pseudomonas_aeruginosa_varies_with_substrate_availability
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/11562971_The_enhancement_by_surfactants_of_hexadecane_degradation_by_Pseudomonas_aeruginosa_varies_with_substrate_availability
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12895559
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12895559
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12895559
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12895559
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11453766
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11453766
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11453766
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14972438
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14972438
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14972438
file:///E:/JOURNALS/Hematol/V5/5.1/I/Electrokinetically enhanced remediation of hydrophobic organic compounds in soils: a review. Crit Rev Environ Sci Techno
file:///E:/JOURNALS/Hematol/V5/5.1/I/Electrokinetically enhanced remediation of hydrophobic organic compounds in soils: a review. Crit Rev Environ Sci Techno
file:///E:/JOURNALS/Hematol/V5/5.1/I/Electrokinetically enhanced remediation of hydrophobic organic compounds in soils: a review. Crit Rev Environ Sci Techno
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1020698229326
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1020698229326
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1020698229326


Austin Clin Microbiol 4(1): id1012 (2020)  - Page - 03

Slim Cherif Austin Publishing Group

Submit your Manuscript | www.austinpublishinggroup.com

19.	Javert CT and Heath JK. Sediment and saturate-soil-associated reactions 
involving an anionic surfactant (dodecyl sulfate). Environ Sci Technol. 1991; 
25: 1031–1038.

20.	Chatre S, Purohit H, Shanker R and Khanna P. Bacterial consortia for crude 
oil spill remediation. Water Sci Technol. 1996; 34: 187–194.

21.	Holakoo L and Mulligan CN. On the capability of rhamnolipids for oil spill 
control of surface water. Proc Ann Confe Can Soc Civil Eng. 2002; 5–8.

22.	Shulga A, Karpenko E, Vildanova-Martishin R, Turovsky A and Soltys M. 
Biosurfactant-enhanced remediation of oil contaminated environments. 
Adsorp Sci Technol. 2000; 18: 171–176.

23.	Varaldo PHM and Seijas RN. A differential availability enhancement factor 
for the evaluation of pollutant availability in soil treatments. Acta Biotechnol. 
2003; 23: 271–820.

24.	Junco GM, Lahoz GC, Arroyo NJL and Calvo OJJ. Biosurfactant and 
biodegradation-enhanced partitioning of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons 
from nonaqueous-phase liquids. Environ Sci Technol. 2003; 37: 2988–2996.

25.	Mulligan CN and Eftekhari F. Remediation with surfactant foam of PCP 
contaminated soil. Eng Geol. 2003; 70: 269–279.

26.	Bai G, Brusseau ML and Miller RM. Influence of cation type, ionic strength 
and pH on solubilization and mobilization of residual hydrocarbon by a 
biosurfactant. J Contam Hydrol. 1998; 30: 265–279.

27.	Urum K, Pekdemir T and Gopur M. Optimum conditions for washing of crude 
oil-contaminated soil with biosurfactant solutions. Trans Inst Chem Eng. 
2003; 81: 203–209.

28.	Vipulanandan C and Ren X. Enhanced solubility and biodegradation of 
naphthalene with biosurfactant. J Environ Eng. 2000; 126: 629–634.

29.	 Cameotra SS and Bollag JM. Biosurfactant-Enhanced Bioremediation of   
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons. Crit Rev Environ Sci Technol. 2003; 30: 
111–126.

30.	Cooper DG and Paddock DA. Production of a biosurfactant from Torulopsis 
bombicola. Appl and Environ Microbiol. 1984; 47: 173–176.

31.	Makkar RS and Cameotra SS. Utilization of Molasses for Biosurfactant 
Production by Two Bacillus Strains at Thermophilic Conditions. J Am Oil 
Chem Soc 1997; 74: 887–889.

32.	Burd G and Ward oP. Bacterial degradation of polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons on agar plates: the role of biosurfactants. Biotechnol Tech. 
1996; 10: 371–374.

33.	Schippers C, Gessner K, Muller T and Scheper T. Microbial degradation of 
phenanthrene by addition of a sophorolipid mixture. J. Biotechnol. 2000; 83: 
189-198.

34.	Dean SM, Jin Y, Cha DK, Wilson SV and Radosevich M. Phenanthrene 
degradation in soils co-inoculated with phenanthrene-degrading and 
biosurfactant-producing bacteria. J Environ Qual. 2001; 30: 1126–1133.

35.	Straube WL, Nestler CC, Hansen LD, Ringleberg D, Pritchard PJ and 
Meehan JJ. Remediation of polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) through 
landfarming with biostimulation and bioaugmentation. Acta Biotechnol. 2003; 
23: 179–196.

36.	Neilson JW, Artiola JF and Maier RM. Characterization of lead removal from 
contaminated soils by non-toxic soil-washing agents. J Environ Qual. 2003; 
32: 899–908.

37.	Mulligan CN and Wang S. Remediation of a heavy metal contaminated soil 
by a rhamnolipid foam. In: Yangt RN, Thomas HR, editors. Geoenvironmental 
engineering. Integrated management of groundwater and contaminated land. 
London: Thomas Telford. 2004; 544–551.

38.	Thimon L, Peypoux F and Michel G. Interactions of surfactin, a biosurfactant 
from Bacillus subtilis with inorganic cations. Biotechnol Lett. 1992; 14: 713–
718.

39.	Mulligan CN, Yong RN, Gibbs BF, James S and Bennett HPJ. Metal removal 
from contaminated soil and sediments by the biosurfactant surfactin. Environ 
Sci Technol. 1992; 33: 3812–3820.

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es00018a003
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es00018a003
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es00018a003
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0273122396007135
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0273122396007135
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/238145490_Biosurfactant-enhanced_Remediation_of_Oil-contaminated_Environments
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/238145490_Biosurfactant-enhanced_Remediation_of_Oil-contaminated_Environments
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/238145490_Biosurfactant-enhanced_Remediation_of_Oil-contaminated_Environments
file:///E:/JOURNALS/Hematol/V5/5.1/I/ate.net/publication/229890141_A_Differential_Availability_Enhancement_Factor_for_the_Evaluation_of_Pollutant_Availability_in_Soil_Treatments
file:///E:/JOURNALS/Hematol/V5/5.1/I/ate.net/publication/229890141_A_Differential_Availability_Enhancement_Factor_for_the_Evaluation_of_Pollutant_Availability_in_Soil_Treatments
file:///E:/JOURNALS/Hematol/V5/5.1/I/ate.net/publication/229890141_A_Differential_Availability_Enhancement_Factor_for_the_Evaluation_of_Pollutant_Availability_in_Soil_Treatments
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12875405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12875405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12875405
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0013795203000954
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0013795203000954
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0957582003710866https:/arizona.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/influence-of-cation-type-ionic-strength-and-ph-on-solubilization-
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0957582003710866https:/arizona.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/influence-of-cation-type-ionic-strength-and-ph-on-solubilization-
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0957582003710866https:/arizona.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/influence-of-cation-type-ionic-strength-and-ph-on-solubilization-
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0957582003710866https:/arizona.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/influence-of-cation-type-ionic-strength-and-ph-on-solubilization-
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0957582003710866https:/arizona.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/influence-of-cation-type-ionic-strength-and-ph-on-solubilization-
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0957582003710866https:/arizona.pure.elsevier.com/en/publications/influence-of-cation-type-ionic-strength-and-ph-on-solubilization-
https://ascelibrary.org/doi/10.1061/%28ASCE%290733-9372%282000%29126%3A7%28629%29
https://ascelibrary.org/doi/10.1061/%28ASCE%290733-9372%282000%29126%3A7%28629%29
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10643380390814505
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10643380390814505
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10643380390814505
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16346455
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16346455
http://crdd.osdd.net/eprints/archives/back_open/documents/disk0/00/00/07/58/01/swaranjit1997.pdf
http://crdd.osdd.net/eprints/archives/back_open/documents/disk0/00/00/07/58/01/swaranjit1997.pdf
http://crdd.osdd.net/eprints/archives/back_open/documents/disk0/00/00/07/58/01/swaranjit1997.pdf
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00173258
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00173258
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00173258
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11051416
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11051416
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11051416
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11476488
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11476488
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11476488
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/229515849_Remediation_of_Polyaromatic_Hydrocarbons_PAHs_through_Landfarming_with_Biostimulation_and_Bioaugmentation
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/229515849_Remediation_of_Polyaromatic_Hydrocarbons_PAHs_through_Landfarming_with_Biostimulation_and_Bioaugmentation
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/229515849_Remediation_of_Polyaromatic_Hydrocarbons_PAHs_through_Landfarming_with_Biostimulation_and_Bioaugmentation
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/229515849_Remediation_of_Polyaromatic_Hydrocarbons_PAHs_through_Landfarming_with_Biostimulation_and_Bioaugmentation
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12809290
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12809290
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12809290
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01021648
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01021648
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01021648
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/es9813055
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/es9813055
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/es9813055

	Title
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Effects of Added Chemical or Biosurfactants on Bioremediation
	Micellarization
	Contaminant desorption from soil

	References

