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The Characteristics of Electrokinetic Remediation for Unsaturated Soil
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JHR(SYNOPSIS) : In this study, a series of electrokinetic(EK) remediation experiments are carried
out under the different degree of saturation for contaminated soil with lead. For constant electrical
potential, the final current of all the sample represents the similarity to steady-state value of 5~
7mA. Under conditions of all the degree of saturation the anode reservoir becomes acidic(pH as low
as 3) while the cathode reservoir is basic(pH as high as 12). But pH changes in the sample is a
little and decontamination efficiency is the low.
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1. ME

EK(Electrokinetic) A7l AolA Z7dle EK/F 8x3tg 2Zefd Fee 2840 ot
1 d}qHLooney and Falta, 2000). .'lfﬂ‘% Runnells® Larson(1986), Dahab (1992) & ¥ 3}
NME 7} €202 olFdE AL EHov Lindgren 5(1994)2 &ol2X4< 2EH 958 2
o] Exsd ANHE =EHE °}°=1 gFFog oEdH}E AL AANIFIT. EI  MattsonH
Lindgren(1995)& AUl AN Ex3E ZHA FAA 2 A7)0 2ol FEMF AAS 4FHL
2 =939on, 293 48 Fu|E o] &3] Booher 5(1997)2 #3 A2 F A (Citric acid)& ol &
o] ExslE FoA $aEFS EK 7IHez F&agd. o] dFdME &7 FALE HENLe
o, SEHEL Lol HEZA FIoM AAHUG. FEEFH Sol2A AESE YHI}A &=
Acetate® ©] €3 APME ¢gdF #+5& B FaAch $3FY EK #£22 AF9 EK F
Zo H|§te =g & R

SdR Ede AHHE Y3 EK A o]&& o] XFEE Yoz 3t don, o g
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g2z oA x3ld ohFA iAol tidk o] (o Helmholtz-Smoluwchoski ©] &)& 0]%6“}31 ATk oL

ey HA YA & FUNF AN EA T YEY] FH FE] fAT ¢

on, PAEZ M2 & gy EXE B waA @A7A AdE BE E 5} 71 2 ol&

S A dAo HE319E de A AY 2 Ay Pilot scale 233 dAeA ¥& £ Aok
Lindgren® Mattson(1995)2 ¥ 3lE9} E X3 E A2 EKo| t]ste] olge} & A}o) o

st ot

1. EX3 Aol Ao 7124 AQAME I FR Ech(hold under tension). o9 28 Aoz Q3o
350 F& é(#)—- o]EslE Aol oJHA A 22ERE FEF F2E7|HL BEX 3 Audi 3

€8 + A 24
2. £X3t AWM EKE EMol 2FE °lF9 F wWrUFH, EOR7IH4F)e AEE T+ s
HE7] A vy Felnh '
A AE3 A 2R dAE AdME EH/EE 2HE BF AT E
71 7fgoe] 27EY o] HMAME TSI BE AREC] B H o ¥ Aol

A5, BXREN AL THEOAMY ZAZE e F4u] E&2FHola= RoA RARoE
Tzt 5us) gagel we faolFsel 4% 2 o]z oo gLojeo AF Ziv oiw
oH(Mitchell, 1967). olell thal Gray(1966)= Meld 59 27} BE d5ule] Faz Aste L5 =
Solee FaolFZoze UE 27tk & $£EZ HNolT F2AYL AAFY Ut ol S
ool WrAEG o|5H 2o AH EE AHE B9 JUAD o]EH 2o AW &L FAADL 9

n gt} & EO 589 #HAolh

=4, ?‘—1 ¥3EE AVAME ZELEEE HIAA A 93FE nE 3 82A0Z(Gray and
Mitchell, 1967; Mitchell and Yeung, 1991; Lindgren et al., 1994; Laursen, 1997), X8 %57} =&45% A
7155 olFet ojRolFo ¥ LIEY ofjFol st FEd o] Fri(Alshawekeh, 2001). o}=
gnl e FAE g ol

EK &8 Agto] E3l5o] & Aol 71 Fo. Z8Jy SNL(US EPA, 1999)2f 423 9 s
H FEEY olFd 7 FA3% QAR EMY SEE $AIXIE HIdMe EGY Feuzt FAaw
5 F7MgS JvEddY 28y o e gl e %—“E(I‘ortuosxty)«] SR R o R
2 g7t A o EM £E5 333 Z2dS A 3 4=

ol e XIE EXIENAY FH7| A} 5"34 Aozt AUAE T AHA Ay AAe B
Xl gt F 8lo g FAEse v B AFdAE T3 xd & FH7] g 54E s, EK
AsEgo] FUIEHE Bt EFES FYT U9 EK XS V¥ F A HA ¥FEE 0
2 d&de] B¥3E EK 4¥8S 3.

2. A8
2.1 AR BN

2 AToA A4 ARE SFRST FAAR 29 A2 AelA AAF V22 AEeAM 50cm
Zo) o) EASE Fo2, B Ue ¥I ATk AT AEE T30 397 AZAD F 108A
£ o83t A7 D WY T EYA 52 AANT, & AP ALsdh E 12 Ay 7R 49
A%g ANG Aot}

XA FFRAXROE S8 ¥ 29 2 A%E AL 5 ARASH, Si0y AkO; FeOy7t FAR o2
Urebyto.
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Table l.a A 89 XurEsz EA

Specific Liquid hmit s .. Maximum unit OMC
gravity (%) Plastic index Activity (g /Cmdf)y (%) USCS
2.604 37.1 3.88 4.1 1.75 216 ML
Table 1.b Alg9 A& Fsa £4
o CEC Organic content ~ Carbonate content Specific area
Initial pH (=meq/100g dry soil) (%) (%) (m¥lg)
49 53.32 9.85 1.23 30.4
Table 2 XRF 4 A3}
Si0s AlLOs TiO; FexO3 MgO CaO NaxO K20 MnO P05 LOL total
(Wt%6)  (Wt2)  (Wt%) (Wit%) (Wt%) (Wi%) (Wt%) (Wt%) (Wt%) (Wi%) (Wt%) (Wi%)
58.84 20.63 0.86 7.67 0.78 0.10 012 2.29 0.03 0.07 9.04 100.43

2.2 EK T3t o8

o A =
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3} gol AAAME
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79 2 e3AFARE FEL ol

Table 3 A1 =2

2xto] 753},

7] pH7F 499 AEE 1000mg/kgd] Ho2 2 FGAA AFEF AEE AL g3t ¥ 3
1.0V/cmZ F93A A8tz LIEE 2ste] $17] A 48 AAsHo.
13z B¥s oA 7] A 498 YA FFHEE Alsd 3
Atololl 9o} & gteH(Cation Exchange Membrane, CEM)S A x]&lo] Al8 W3-
29 9 FY % FFOAFZEEY F5& FH3tnA Ak &, AXE CEMA o3 A58 WR=z9

AR} H 5 2}
AR TE 713k (0
(V/cm) (mg/kg) (days) E3HE(%)
60 80 85.5 90 100
L0 1000 16 (w=122)  (w=192) (w=OMC) (w=237) (w=29.2)
F) S(w=OMQC)& #HAFgFudAM e X5x
Carbon Electrode(+) Carbon Electrode(-)
P t :
Fi|te?r?»u%§:\%ne Filter + CEM A vent
| 20cm ]
B - 4@3cm N\ B
e U S S T
anilehl: Soil Cell olrT
E: o . 1 1
5 P o1 ¥ P =
<> i
4cm Voltage Probe O-fing

Fig. 1 EX3 5 e Fd7] A3 A
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3.1 pH 3

X3 EK A% S (Hfl) ANFEZdAM S2A4Y pHE 29 20 AAsAT 28] A A = upe} 2
o] BE E3% oA UIF(+) AR AY pHE 2~38%9 gog £a@sgoen, &2(-) Az
ol A2l pHE 12~13AEZ FHe I Ald F Alg HEdA el Section ¥ pHE YeE e 19 39

o

A5 AHgsulde E3EQ 855% A SFFE U] x7] pHE ot 453 Aoz yelgo
o, & BE Z2ZAdAME Z7] pHEY & #E B4t a8y & pH #H3e 2% &S Hew
T
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Fig. 2 A& e pH ¥#3} Fig. 3 A1g ¥ A8 WiFelA9 pH
3.2 gl

AR WA Be §5¢ BWnmA Y F 2 SectiondR FFHE FARAT. Ao 27
FeulE AT FEuE Y 4o AR, @4 E3E vets E3E 100%F AT &
EolA ofzhe] F4u] F7h B4R o0], 27 EHES 60% F FFHY Fau] FA7 @
Y Roz Uetgrh ot B WM BA B 54 d6 FIFE) A4z ol Am v
P2 449998 dehis A3e wad

=

Lo
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o g
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kS 3
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33 R

a9 5% A F AR URedel AR WHE ANY Aoz, BE UM AF z271%H o
6mASl AF7 BATHA AP FIAAA fAHE Ao vegnh ol 2w ao@ EK 38 43
BAHE 271 A% 37 2 oF AFUFAY FadE va OE ARz
& ol ¥l oo WHIF HEAH A FAHE Aoz Budr £8 saa}
AR 22 dBUE AL B o, THEs ARG JVHS Dh HeRo= s&%q_

3.4 Mg

Mg A A AR R 2" AGEEE a9 69 AA At dRbA T Ee EK &
3 FLHA FARFAAE A A9 X/L=08 o|FAXMFEH AT AQAAE GAHE Re2 U
Byt ZE EgEM FAE AY E2XE Role AL BEXFENHE FA] EIFESL FASHA ¢

2o o] TAZ QF HIHAEEQ ZAV HASE Aoz AgH)

3.5 ¥H8Y

_s}.
>

A F TR B3 &8E Bk 4A AEE 0% £33 7 Sectiond 2 ICP 3
stk 2 ARE I 79 AAEAT 2ol A wiep Zeo] 7] EIETF 60%A 4
NAM 71 & HEE&E BYoeu, SF(-) BIdAAE XIE 80%} 855%AA 7t & A
Bg, AAHezE OMC F2dA9 23T, & 80% 85.5%° A 7M Z 43 588 Hol
2 BuEg o)l OMC 229 A EM £57 713 weadgs AL RoFs Age Algdyg, o
A7l BEEGAs g E-’é AGAM H9E(E) F=7 %}*ﬂ A ANge & Edre
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4. 4E

A91% Ao BANE 71ES EHE EK A7) BAY % RIRES Y HE5E S
Bgh 714 ALSHLA EHEES sl NG T/RIHE FA7) A YL Fao opdst
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1 7] 2357 UF 2% BF AR dioA e 4u 77t A LA A,

2. N8 FEdd 418 CEMLZ e Alg WRolMe pHE %7] pHRET %7t 24 on
F71dRL FFHA gt

3 EE ¥3E 2AMA AFE 27153H g 6mA7E 2 AF FFEALA FAHYLH, AN F
A ANZ WM AGEEE ¥3ES FdsA SF(He25EH AF3E Ay 08X HAN F
A3 AYAsE BAH

4. Fd A3 A& OMCH 29 ZHE(80~855%)A UElygten OMC o)4e] §4H %7) %3

A3ag L T4 FEA E JFE vAA G R UEHHH.
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