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Application of Direct Push Technology in the Investigation of Contaminated Site
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Abstract: A ccurate and rapid determination of the distribution of contaminants is the main task for the investigation work of a

contam inated site. As a new surveying tool for contaminated sites, direct push technology can be used for soil sample collection

in the vadoze zone and aquifer, det ection of aquifer parameters, and determ ination of pollutants. It has the advantages of fast, ac

curate, and free of cross contamination. In this paper, the development and research progress of direct push technology was ir

troduced, and the technology innovation was discussed.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of continuous sam pling
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of membrane interface probe
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