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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of Figure 2. Desulfurization of diesel in
air-lift reactor air-lift reactor
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Figure 3. Comparison of chromatograph of sulfur compounds in diesel which

were treated and untreated in air-lift reactor
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Figure 4. Determination of hydrocarbons utilized as carbon

source: hydrocarbons of (A) untreated and (B) treated diesel
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