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Variation of the Electrical Resistivity with Jon Components
of Pore Water in the Sand
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Abstract

A laboratory experiment was performed to examine the relationship between resistivity and ionic
components in the pore water of a sand by using soil resistivity test box and STING—RI1. The
resistivity measurement was performed with the concentration changes of ionic components. Also,
the resistivity change was evaluated for multiple components. The results showed that the
resistivity of Arsenic was less than other heavy metals. In the case of complex components,

resistivity ranges depended on the resistivity of components existed in the pore water.
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