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A study on electric current variation characteristics during

Electrokinetic remediation of kaolinite contaminated by Pb
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ABSTRCT
In case of applying electrokinetic remediation, magnitude of electric current is
one of major factors for estimation of contaminant transport. In practice, electric
current provide determination of electric conductivity based on specimen resistance.
Electric current variation is produced during Electrokinetic remediation test.
Electric current is decreased by expotential function according to time in condition
of constant voltage. This can be interpreted as precipitation effect by OH™

generation in a cathode.
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SiO, AlLO; FeO3  TiOs CaO MgO KO NaO
Content
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¥ 22 Ag=xHd
Type Code Initial Pb con. enhancement method
ppm mg/kg
EKO 0 0 -
EK
500 500 300 -
EK 500 300 citric acid(7,8da
500A ¢ acid(7,8day)
- EK citric acid+SDS(7,8day)
E/K R;I;;(idlatlon 500AS 500 300 electrode reversal(8day)
EK
3000 3000 1760 -
EK 3000 1760 citric acid(7,8da
3000A id(7,8day)
EK citric acid+SDS(7,8day)
3000AS 3000 1760 electrode reversal(8day)
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