LUND UNIVERSITY

Induced Polarisation (IP) laboratory measurements on E. coli sand mixtures

Martin, Tina; Paul, Catherine J.

2019

Document Version:
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

Link to publication

Citation for published version (APA):

Martin, T., & Paul, C. J. (2019). Induced Polarisation (IP) laboratory measurements on E. coli sand mixtures.
Poster session presented at 79th annual conference of the German Geophysical Society (DGG), Braunschweig,
Germany.

Total number of authors:
2

General rights

Unless other specific re-use rights are stated the following general rights apply:

Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors
and/or other copyright owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the
legal requirements associated with these rights.

» Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study
or research.

* You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain

* You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal

Read more about Creative commons licenses: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove
access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

LUND UNIVERSITY

PO Box 117
221 00 Lund
+46 46-222 00 00


https://portal.research.lu.se/en/publications/2e236609-0c87-437e-b617-5ae5ed3d7e02

[LUNDS UNIVERSITET

1 - Lund University, Engineering Geology, Lund/Sweden, 2 - Lund University, Water Resources Engineering and Applied Microbiology, Lund/Sweden

Induced Polarisation (IP) lab measurements on

Escherichia coli-sand mixtures

Tina Martin’ and Catherine Paufl

s N
The aim of the MIRACHL project is the characterisation and monitoring of in-situ remediation of chlorinated hydrocarbon contamination using an interdisciplinary approach. Geophysical methods,
such as DCIP are used to investigate the remediation process. To interpret these geophysical field IP data, lab investigations with different kinds of bacteria are necessary to assess the sensitivity of the
methods for these specific applications. For our first experiments we started with the standard lab organism Escherichia coli (E. coli) strain DSM1116, which has been isolated from soil in the
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