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ABSTRACT: The goal of the study is to incorporate the electrokinetic models and estimate  

the remediation time for maximum removal of Heavy Metals (HMs) from polluted soils. Most of  

conventional electrokinetic technologies have not considered the electrokinetic models in the removal  

of HMs from polluted soils. We addressed this problem and incorporated the electrokinetics  

and applied it to the experimental ElectroKinetic Soil Remediation (EKSR) process particularly,  

to extract the numerical data between the removal performance of HMs versus remediation time with the help  

of the MATLAB program. In the experimental study, chelating chemical agents (citric acid and 

ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA)) were used in EKSR process under a constant voltage 

gradient (2V/cm) for the removal of Chromium (Cr), Cobalt (Co), Nickel (Ni), Copper (Cu), Zinc (Zn) 

and Manganese (Mn) ions from granite dump soil. We experimentally investigated that the removal 

performance of HMs in chelating agents enhanced EKSR was about 6 to7 times more than when 

unenhanced in 20 days of treatment. Furthermore, we estimated the remediation time of about 52 to 54 days  

for the complete removal of HMs using electrokinetic models. The study may be useful for the researcher 

particularly, in soil decontamination studies to overcome the uncertainty in the process optimization 

and scale up the process to the pilot plant and field level.  
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INTRODUCTION 

In the past few decades, a vast amount of polluted 

waste has been produced by various types of 

anthropogenic activities such as mining, industrial and 

chemical. The generated waste becomes the major source 

of potentially hazardous heavy metals (HMs) and which 

may have adversely affected the environment. Recent 

studies reported that heavy metals such as Chromium (Cr), 

Cobalt (Co), Nickel (Ni), Copper (Cu), Zinc (Zn)  

 

 

 

and Manganese (Mn) ions at elevated concentrations  

in granite mining waste [1]. During the mineral and milling 

process, a vast quantity of granite waste is produced and 

accumulated at dump yards, which may cause 

environmental pollution [2]. Recently, star-shaped 

microfluidic channel techniques have been used to detect 

HMs [3]. The concentrations of HMs assessed with 

advanced remote sensing and Geography Information  

 

 

 

* To whom correspondence should be addressed. 

+ E-mail: koteswarareddy@kluniversity.in 

1021-9986/2022/5/1573-1587      15/$/6.05 

 



Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. Koteswara Reddy G. & Nikhil Reddy V Vol. 41, No. 5, 2022 

 

1574                                                                                                                                                                Research Article 

Table 1: Recently Reported the Enhanced EKSR for the Removal of HMs from Polluted Soils. 

HM Contamination source Enhancement Agents Duration (days) *Removal (%) Reference 

Cr 
Industrial waste 

Acetic acid, Citric acid, Hydrochloric acid, 

Hydrogen peroxide 
15 92 [17] 

Seabed area Stirred suspension (1300 rpm) 20 18-21 [18] 

Co Mine tailing Nitric acid, Humic acid, Fulvic acid 20 29-38 [19] 

Cu 

Mine tailing Pulse current frequency 10 1.5 [20] 

Industrial waste Diffuse double-layer processes 5 - [21] 

Seabed area Stirred suspension (1300rpm) 20 41-67 [18] 

Municipal sludge Nitric acid, Sodium nitrate 6 83 [22] 

Ni 

Seabed area Stirred suspension (1300rpm 20 24-49 [18] 

Mine tailing Nitric acid, Humic acid, Fulvic acid 20 41-70 [19] 

Harbour sediment Nitric acid 120 42 [23] 

Municipal sludge Nitric acid, Sodium nitrate 6 73 [22] 

Zn 

Seabed area Stirred suspension (1300 rpm) 20 71-74 [18] 

Mine tailing Nitric acid, Humic and Fulvic acid 20 25-47 [20] 

Harbour sediment Nitric acid 120 28 [23] 

Mn 
Seabed area Stirred suspension (1300rpm) 20 36-37 [18] 

Mine tailing Nitric acid, Humic acid, Fulvic acid 20 38-64 [19] 

*Removal efficiency (%) 
100

0

0





C

CC f  (
0C : Initial Concentration, 

fC : Final Concentration)      

 

System (GIS) particularly for groundwater [4,5]. The environmental 

impact assessment of HM polluted water and soil were estimated 

in order to mitigate the environmental pollution [6]. 

Conventional methods such as biosorption, phytochemical 

oxidation, coconut coir, saxaul tree ash, and nickel oxide/carbon 

nanotube composites (NiO/CNT) were investigated to remove 

HMs and organic contaminants from wastewater [7-11]. Most 

of the reported conventional remediation studies are ineffective 

and not feasible on a large scale at the field level. The 

electrochemical behavior of different metals and metal alloys 

was studied in sodium chloride solution for environmental  

and biomedical applications [12,13]. Recent studies 

investigated the chelating and reducing agents enhanced 

electrokinetic remediation for the removal of HMs from 

polluted soil [2].  The metal or HM  ions would be desorbed 

under an acidic environmental condition which is generated  

at the anode during the electrokinetic process [14]. An 

electrokinetic soil remediation technology has emerged  

and successfully applied for the removal of toxic HMs and 

organic contaminants from water and soil [15]. The removal of toxic 

HMs from clayey soil was applied in several field applications 

by using electric current [16]. 

Many studies performed well in the electrokinetic removal  

of HMs on a laboratory scale as reported in Table 1. The removal 

of HMs in the enhanced ElectroKinetic Soil Remediation (EKSR) 

process by controlling pH with aid of enhancing chemical 

solutions.  

As seen in Table 1, the removal of chromium(Cr) ions was 

difficult from mine tailing soils under normal conventional 

electrokinetic methods, however, enhanced EKSR was applied 

to remove about 92% of Cr ions by adding strong oxidizing 

agents such as citric acid and hydrogen peroxides (H2O2) in field-

scale [19,20]. The quantity of cobalt (Co) ions about 38% were 

successfully removed from mine tailing by adding enhancement 

chemical reagents such as nitric acid and Humic substances in a 

pilot plant scale. The removal of copper (Cu) ions about 83%  
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from municipal sludge by the addition of nitric acid  

and sodium nitrite reagents within 6 days of operation [21,22]. 

The amount of nickel (Ni) ions, is removed by almost 73% 

from mine tailing soils in 6 days of treatment under 

enhanced conditions [18-23]. In the same way, the amount 

of zinc (Zn) and manganese (Mn) ions were removed 

around 25-47%  and 38-64% from mine tailing soil  

by the addition of nitric acid, humic acid, and fulvic acid 

as enhancement reagents within 20 days of operation  

on a laboratory scale[18,19]. 

Several efforts have been focused on waste 

minimization or reduction by introducing enhanced EKSR 

methods. However, the conventional electrokinetic 

technologies concentrated on the removal of HMs from 

polluted soils but not considered the cost of the process [24-26]. 

However, from a practical point of view, each remediation 

step has a cost and it is highly dependent on treatment time. 

Longer remediation has also increased the cost of the 

EKSR process in terms of enhancers, electrical energy,  

and operating costs. Because the electrical energy 

consumption is directly proportional to the time of electric 

current usage across the electrokinetic reactor [27]. 

Several recent studies face uncertainty in the remediation 

time, particularly in the removal of HMs from contaminated 

soil. We addressed this problem and used electrokinetics 

to estimate the remediation time for the complete removal 

of HMs from contaminated soils. 

The goal of the study was to estimate the remediation 

time in the electrokinetic removal of Chromium (Cr), 

Cobalt (Co), Nickel (Ni), Copper (Cu), Zinc (Zn), and 

Manganese (Mn) ions from granite mining dump soils.  

In the present work, we incorporated electrokinetics  

to estimate the treatment time for the complete removal  

of HMs and further, the MATLAB software program was used 

to solve the electrokinetic models with encoding programs. 

Our study is classified into two main sections, First,  

the variation of concentration profiles and removal efficiency 

w.r.t time under chelating agents. Subsequent sections focussed 

on the estimation of numerical data between removal efficiency 

of HMs versus remediation/treatment time using the 

MATLAB coding program.  

 

EXPERIMENTAL SECTION 

Characteristics of the soil and enhancing agents 

The soil samples were collected in the vicinity of the granite 

mining industry at Chimakurthy, Andhra Pradesh, India. 

The random sampling method was used to collect the top 

layer of soil from a depth of 30cm [1]. Further, sieved  

in a series of 4.75mm to 0.02mm mesh nylon fiber sieves 

to remove any vegetation material and large particles and 

kept in polythene zipped covers for further analysis [28,29]. 

Prior to electrokinetic soil remediation, the physicochemical 

properties of soil were characterized in the laboratory  

and reported in Table 2. 

The chelating agents can capture the metal ions due to 

their bi-dentate (two bonds) or multi-dentate (more than 

two bonds) ligand (the chelant), and a single metal central 

atom or iron. However, metals or heavy metals are easily 

desorbed and separated from the soil surface and get water-

soluble metal ion complexes through chelating agents such 

as hydroxy carboxylates (Ex: citric acid) and amino 

polycarboxylates (Ex: EDTA(diethylene triamine), 

pentaacetic acid (DTPA) and pentaacetic acid (DTPA)). 

Sodium hydroxide (NaOH) is alkaline in nature and 

enhances the electroosmotic flow due to its ionization 

under low-voltage electric fields [30].  In this study, 

chelating agents such as citric acid and EDTA were used 

to investigate the enhanced ElectroKinetic Soil 

Remediation (EKSR) process. 

 
Experimental design of the electrokinetic reactor 

Recent studies used the electrokinetic reactor with  

a design of 30cm x 20cm x 15cm on a laboratory scale  

and fabricated with Plexiglas along with two electrode 

chambers with dimensions of 5cmx20cmx15cm and  

a working volume of 1.5L as shown in Fig. 1 [1]. We used 

the same design of an electrokinetic reactor, and two 

graphite electrodes act as anode and cathode with a length 

of 15cm and diameter of 1.5cm. We conducted four 

different EKSR experiments with prior prepared anolyte 

and catholyte solutions as represented in Table 3. 

 
The removal efficiency of HMs 

Atomic absorption spectroscopy (AAS) Varian AA110 

spectrophotometer was used to measure the concentration 

of HMs of soil in pre-treatment and post-treatment of four 

EKSR processes. The removal efficiency or removal 

performance can be determined using Eq. (1) [31-33]:  

0 f

0

C C
Removal efficiency(%) 100

C


                       (1) 
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Table 2: The Physicochemical Characteristics of Soil. 

Soil characteristics Units Value Method 

Gravel (>4.75 mm) % 36 Sieve analysis 

Sand 

Coarse (4.75-2.00 mm) % 12.81 Sieve analysis 

Medium (2.00-0.425 mm) % 13.06 Sieve analysis 

Fine (0.425-0.075 mm) % 11.91 Sieve analysis 

Silt (0.075-0.002 mm) % 13.02 Sieve analysis 

Clay (<0.002mm) % 14.12 Sieve analysis 

Porosity - 0.44 Permeability method 

pH - 9.8 1:2.5 soil/water slurry 

Electrical Conductivity *µS/ppm 147.97 1:5 soil/water slurry 

Zeta Potential **mV -26.5 Electokinetic method 

Total dissolved salts (TDS) †mS/ppm 173.18 1:5 soil/water slurry 

Moisture % 0.92 Drying method at 1250C 

Total Inorganic Matter % 97.57 Drying method at 5000C 

Total Organic Matter % 1.44 Drying method at 5000C 

Chromium mg kg-1 192 Acid digestion 

Cobalt mg kg-1 175 Acid digestion 

Nickel mg kg-1 204 Acid digestion 

Copper mg kg-1 363 Acid digestion 

Zinc mg kg-1 505.1 Acid digestion 

Manganese mg kg-1 704 Acid digestion 

*µS/ppm: micro siemens/ parts per million;  **mV: milli volts;  †mS/ppm: milli siemens/ parts per million 

 

 

Fig. 1. Design of Electrokinetic Reactor used in this Study 

 

Where, 
0C : Initial concentration,

fC : Final concentration 

(mg/kg) of the soil before and after electrokinetic 

treatment.  

Electrokinetics 

In this study, the main three ion transport processes 

considered such as diffusion, electromigration, and 

electroosmosis. Furthermore, we considered the 

permeable soil medium is saturated and isothermal.  

At these conditions, the flux density per unit cross-

sectional area of porous medium Ji (mol/m2s) of  

a dissolved chemical ith species can be expressed in Eq. (2) 

as [34]: 

* *
i i i i i eo iJ D c D c k c                                          (2) 

Where,  

D∗
i : Effective diffusion coefficient of ith chemical 

species (m2/s)  

ci : The concentration of ith chemical species (mol/m3) 
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Table 3: Experimental Pattern of Four Different EKSR Experiments. 

Exp. No. 
Anolyte purging 

solution 
Soil saturation pH 

Catholyte purging 
solution 

Duration (Days) 
Electric potential 

(V/cm) 

Exp.1 Distilled water Distilled water 9.7 Distilled water 5,10,15,20 2 

Exp.2 Distilled water 0.1M Citric acid 5.7 0.1M Citric acid 5,10,15,20 2 

Exp.3 Distilled water 0.1M Citric acid 5.9 0.1M EDTA 5,10,15,20 2 

Exp.4 0.1M NaOH Distilled water 9.7 Distilled water 5,10,15,20 2 

 

U∗
i:  The effective ion mobility of ith chemical species 

(m2/sV) 

: The electric potential (V) 

keo : The coefficient of electroosmotic permeability 

(m2/Vs).  
*c: The connection gradient of ith chemical species 

with x-direction of soil matrix ith chemical species i.e 

concentration/ length of the soil matrix between electrodes 

(mol/m2). 

: The electrical potential gradient of ith chemical 

species with x-direction of soil matrix ith chemical species 

i.e electrical potential/length of the soil matrix between 

electrodes (mol/m2) variation/difference (V/cm). 

The porous medium allows the tortuous path of ions, 

hence the effective diffusion coefficient/diffusivity and 

effective ion mobility used in Equation (2) can be rewritten 

in terms of  the effect of porosity ( ) and tortuosity ( ) 

in Eqs (3,4): 

*
j iD D                                  (3) 

*
i iU U                                   (4) 

Where, 

Di: The diffusion coefficient (m2/s)  

Ui: Ion mobility at infinite dilution (m2/sV). 

According to the Nernst-Townsend-Einstein (NTE), 

the relationship between diffusivity and ionic mobility is 

expressed in Eq. (5): 

*
* i i
j

D z F
U

RT
                                 (5) 

Where,  

R: The universal gas constant (8.314 J/mol K), 

T: The absolute temperature (K) 

     F: The Faraday’s constant (96485 C/mol).  

The most widely used electroosmotic flow equation  

for the soil system was proposed by Casagrande [30-34]. 

The coefficient of electroosmotic permeability coefficient 

(keo) by electroosmotic flow rate (Qeo, i) in the case of one 

dimensional (1D) in x-direction given by Equation (6) 

[34,35].   

eo,i eo xQ k A                                  (6) 

Here, x: The electric field (V) and ∂ϕ/∂x: The electric 

field in the x-direction (V/m),  

Both anode and cathode compartments are considered 

Continuous flow Stirred-Tank Reactors (CSTRs), further 

considered as the electrochemical reactions carried out on 

the surface of both electrodes. Hence, the initial and 

boundary conditions were defined by the law of mass 

conservation equations for anode and cathode chambers 

and reported in Table 3. 

The mass balance Eqs (7 and 8) can be defined for  

the ith chemical species concentration inside each anode 

and cathode compartment was uniform: 

a
a ai

a i f ,a i i

dc
V J A Q c R

dt
                                             (7) 

c
c ci

c i f ,c i i

dc
V J A Q c R

dt
                                             (8) 

Where,  

Va: The volume of the anode compartment (m3)  

Vc: The volume of the cathode compartment (m3) 

ci
a : The concentration of chemical species in the 

anolyte (mol/m3) 

ci
c: The concentration of chemical species in catholyte 

(mol/m3) 

Ji : The flux density (mol /m2s) of the ith species  

A: The cross-sectional area (m2) 

Qf,a: The flushing flow rates of the anolyte (m3/s) 
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Qf,c: The flushing flow rates catholyte (m3/s) 

Ri
a : The net production of the ith species due to 

electrochemical reactions at the anode (mol/s) 

Ri
c: The net production of the ith species due to 

electrochemical reactions at the cathode (mol/s) 

By integrating the mass balance Eqs (7, 8) with  

a lower limit is considered zero which means that an initial 

concentration of HMs species was zero in both electrolytes 

such as anolyte and catholyte. Then the simplified final 

concentration of HMs species in anolyte and catholyte  

can be written in Eqs (9, 10): 

a
f

a

Q
a t

Va i i
i,f

f ,a

R J A
c 1 e

Q

 
           

 

                                         (9) 

c
f

c

Q
c t

Vc i i
i,f

f ,c

R J A
c 1 e

Q

 
           

 

                                         (10) 

The simplified equation for determining the final 

concentration of HM species in anolyte and catholyte  

can be rewritten in Eq. (11) by adding both Eqs (9,10): 
 

a
f

a

Q
a t

Vi i
if

f ,a

R J A
c 1 e

Q

 
            

 

                                       (11) 

c
f

c

Q
c t

Vi i

f ,c

R J A
1 e

Q

 
          

 

 

Here, 

a

fic , : The final concentrations of ith species in the 

anolyte solution (mol/m3), 

c

fic ,  : The final concentrations of ith species in the 

catholyte solution (mol/m3), 

fic ,  : The final concentrations of ith species in both 

anolyte and catholyte solution (mol/m3). 

 

The number of ith species (HM ions) accumulated w.r.t 

Time can be expressed in equation (12): 

i i,f i A Cm c mw V                                                            (12) 

Where, 

mi: The amount of metal accumulated in the anolyte 

and the catholyte (mg), 

 mwi  : The molecular weight of the ith species  

VA+C : The total volume of anolyte and catholyte 

collected (liters)  

Mi : The initial amount of HM in the soil (mg), 

The removal efficiency or removal performance (e) of 

HMs can be estimated by the following equation (13): 

i
e

i

m
c 100

M

 
   

 
                                                        (13) 

 

Estimation of remediation time for complete removal of 

HMs  

In this study, the main three ion transport equations  

are considered such as diffusion, electromigration, and 

electroosmosis to estimate the removal of HMs completely 

from contaminated soil [42]. We considered the 

electrochemical reaction rates are at equilibrium for four 

EKSR experiments. By considering these assumptions we 

numerically simplified the transport equations. Several 

studies considered these assumptions and investigated that 

well in agreement with electrokinetic experimental data [42,43]. 

In the program coding in MATLAB, the initial, boundary 

conditions, and pre-calculated kinetic parameters were specified 

in Table 3. Then, the three-transport process such as diffusion, 

electromigration, and electroosmosis kinetic equations (Eqs (2-11)) 

was described as shown in Fig. 2. Further, executed  

the program with a major loop to solve the kinetic equations 

and predict the numerical data between removal efficiency 

versus various time intervals. After achieving desired numerical 

data by means of the removal of HMs completely that time  

was recorded. We estimated the remediation time for the complete 

removal of HMs for four EKSR experiments using 

electrokinetic models with the help of the MATLAB 

program.  

 

MATLAB Code for Electro-Kinetics 

%% Matlab code for Electro-Kinetics 

close all 

clear 

clc 

disp('Author Name: Koteswara Reddy G') 

disp('Job: Assistant Professor, KL University, 

Vijayawada.') 
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Table 3: Initial, Boundary Conditions, Pre-calculated Data and Kinetic Parameters used to Solve the  

Electrokinetic Equations with the MATLAB.  

Parameter Value Unit Description 

 0.7 - Tortuosity 

 0.44 - Porosity 

F 96485 C mol-1 Faraday’s constant 

T 298 K Room temperature 

R 8.314 J K-1 mol-1 Universal gas constant 

Va 3.75 X 10-4 m3 Volume of anode compartment 

Vc 3.75 X 10-4 m3 Volume of cathode compartment 

A 3 X 10-2 m2 Cross sectional area of soil matrix 

 50 V Electrical potential 

x 200 V/m Voltage gradient 

Cr(VI) 1.14X10-9 m2/s Diffusion coefficient [36] 

Co2+ 1.18X10-9 m2/s Diffusion coefficient [37] 

Ni2+ 6.79X10-10 m2/s Diffusion coefficient [38] 

Cu2+ 1.16X10-9 m2/s Diffusion coefficient [39] 

Zn2+ 7.02X10-10 m2/s Diffusion coefficient [40] 

Mn2+ 1.25X10-9 m2/s Diffusion coefficient [41] 

 

 

Fig. 2: Steps in the Prediction of Numerical Data using an 

Encoding Program with the MATLAB. 

d = [3.51*10^-10 3.63*10^-10 2.09*10^-10 3.57*10^-

10 2.16*10^-10 3.85*10^-10]; 

divc = [(3.69*10^-2/0.25) (2.96*10^-2/0.25) 

(3.47*10^-2/0.25) (5.71*10^-2/0.25) ... 

    (7.72*10^-2/0.25) (1.28*10^-2/0.25)]; 

u = [8.19*10^-8 2.73*10^-8 1.62*10^-8 2.78*10^-8 

1.68*10^-8 2.99*10^-8]; 

ke = 1.7746*10^-8; 

c = [ 3.69*10^-2 2.96*10^-2 3.47*10^-2 5.71*10^-2 

7.72*10^-2 1.28*10^-2]; 

divs = 200; 

n = numel(d); 

for i = 1:n; 

 J(1,i) = -d(1,i)*divc(1,i)-((u(1,i)+ke)*c(1,i)*divs); 

end 

V = 3.75*10^-4; 

A = 3*10^-2; 

Q = 1.0648*10^-7; 

R = 1.186*10^-5; 

syms x 

for i =1:n; 

f(1,i) = (1/V).*(((-J(1,i).*A)-(Q.*x)+R)); 
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end 

t = 25; 

for j = 0;  

    for i = 1:n;  

    xf1(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

for j = 5;  

    for i = 1:n;  

    xf2(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

for j = 10;  

    for i = 1:n;  

    xf3(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

for j = 15;  

    for i = 1:n;  

    xf4(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

for j = 20;  

    for i = 1:n;  

    xf5(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

for j = 25;  

    for i = 1:n;  

    xf6(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

for j = 30;  

   for i = 1:n;  

    xf7(1,i) = ((R-J(1,i)*A)/Q)*(1-exp(-(Q*j/V))); 

    end 

end 

xf =[ xf1; xf2; xf3; xf4; xf5; xf6;xf7]; 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Un-enhanced EKSR experiment 

An unenhanced EKSR experiment was conducted  

for 5 to 20 days by purging distilled water as a purging 

solution at anode and cathode compartments. For every  

5 days after treatment, the anolyte and catholyte samples 

were analyzed for tracing the HM content. The concentration 

and removal efficiency of HMs w.r.t Time was depicted  

in Fig. 3a and Fig. 4a. 

Exp.1 was conducted with the unenhanced EKSR 

method which means that without adding any enhanced 

agents, particularly catholyte pH-controlling chemicals.  

As seen in Table 4 the removal of HMs in unenhanced 

experiments was not much significant compared with  

the previous studies on the same mine tailing soils.  

It is observed that the more precipitation of HMs in anolyte 

than catholyte during the unenhanced process for different 

treatment times. Furthermore, the observed removal of 

HMs is directly proportional to the treatment time which 

means that a longer treatment time is required to remove 

the HMs completely from mine tailing soil.  

 

Enhanced EKSR experiments 

Two different types of enhanced EKSR experiments 

were conducted for 5 to 20 days by purging citric acid  

and EDTA as chelating agents at the cathode compartment.  

For every 5 days of treatment, the anolyte and catholyte 

samples were analyzed for tracing the HM content.  

The concentration and removal efficiency of HMs w.r.t 

Time was depicted in Fig. 3(b, c) and Fig. 4(b, c). 

Two different EKSR experiments were conducted 

adding two different catholyte pH controls with citric acid 

and EDTA as enhancing agents. As seen in Table 5 the 

removal of HMs in unenhanced experiments was more 

significant compared with the previous studies on mine 

tailing soils. In an experiment (Exp.3) removal efficiency 

of HMs was more even compared to experiment 2 (Exp.2) 

which indicates that the EDTA acts as the chelating agent. 

We observed that citric acid/EDTA was more effective 

than nitric acid and humic substances which were reported 

in previous studies. More precipitation of HMs occurred  

in catholyte during the enhanced process, which might be 

the reason for the chelating effect of EDTA. The ligands 

citric acid and EDTA were having more encapsulation and 

entrapment towards the heavy metal ions due to their 

chelant nature under an electric field, which might be the reason 

for the removal of HMs about 6 to 7 times more in enhanced 

EKSR experiments than in unenhanced experiment. 

 

Alkali-enhanced EKSR experiment 

An alkali-enhanced EKSR experiment was conducted  

for 5 to 20 days by purging NaOH as a purging solution  

at anode compartment. For every 5 days of treatment,  
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Table 4: The concentration and removal efficiency of HMs w.r.t Time during un-enhanced EKSR experiment and  

comparison with previous similar studies. 

S.No HM Initial Concentration Final Concentration Removal (%) Bahemmat et al. (2016) [19] Sun et al. (2012) [20] 

1 Cr 192 180 6.25% -- -- 

2 Co 175 158 9.71% 29-38 % -- 

3 Cu 363 279 23.14% -- 1.50% 

4 Ni 204 170 16.67% 41-70% -- 

5 Zn 505 447 11.49% -- 25-47% 

6 Mn 734 496 32.43% 38-64% -- 

 

Table 5: The concentration and removal efficiency of HMs w.r.t Time during enhanced EKSR experiments and comparison  

with previous similar studies. 

HM 
Initial 

Concentration  
*Final Concentration  

†Final 

Concentration  

*Removal 

Efficiency   

†Removal 

Efficiency   

Bahemmat et al. 

(2016) [19] 

Sun et al. 

(2012) [20] 

Cr 192 30.1 45 84.3% 76.56% -- -- 

Co 175 21.6 4.97 87.7% 97.16% 29-38 % -- 

Cu 363 28.46 45.45 92.2% 87.4% -- 1.50% 

Ni 204 68.2 14.19 66.6% 93.0% 41-70% -- 

Zn 505 185.12 45.36 63.3% 91.0% -- 25-47% 

Mn 734 26.86 263.72 96.3% 64.1% 38-64% -- 

*Exp.2: Citric Acid enhanced EKSR, †Exp.3: EDTA enhanced EKSR 

 

Table 6: The concentration and removal efficiency of HMs w.r.t Time during Alkali-enhanced EKSR experiment and  

comparison with previous similar studies. 

S.No HM 
Initial Concentration 

(Co) 

Final Concentration 

(Cf) 

Removal Efficiency 

(%) 

Bahemmat et al. 

(2016) [19] 

Sun et al. (2012) 

[20] 

1 Cr 192 177.64 7.5% -- 
-- 

2 Co 175 155.3 11.3% 29-38 % 
-- 

3 Cu 363 329.82 9.1% 
-- 

1.50% 

4 Ni 204 163.87 19.7% 41-70% 
-- 

5 Zn 505 438.02 13.3% 
-- 

25-47% 

6 Mn 734 553.74 24.6% 38-64% 
-- 

 

the anolyte and catholyte samples were analyzed for tracing 

the HM content. The concentration and removal efficiency 

of HMs w.r.t Time was depicted in Fig. 3d and Fig. 4d. 

Exp.4 was conducted with one more enhanced EKSR 

method by adding NaOH as an anolyte pH-controlling 

enhancing agent. As seen in Table 6 the removal of HMs 

in enhanced experiments was not much significant 

compared with the previous studies on mine tailing soils. 

It is observed that the less precipitation of HMs in anolyte 

and catholyte during enhanced processes for different 

treatment times. The pH of the soil matrix was drastically 

increased during NaOH alkali electrokinetic process due 

to the acidic font would be converted into the basic font. 

Furthermore, the observed removal of HMs is directly 

proportional to the treatment time which means that  

a longer treatment time is required to remove the HMs 

completely from mine tailing soil. The results 

demonstrated that the removal of HMs in alkali-enhanced 

EKSR experiment is close to unenhanced, by means  

that the precipitation of HMs is less in alkali conditions. 
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Fig. 3: Concentration profile of HMs w.r.t time for four EKSR process. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 4. Removal Performance of HMs w.r.t time for four different EKSR processes. 
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Table 7: Estimation of Remediation Time for Complete Removal of HMs for four EKSR Experiments by Solving Electrokinetic 

Equations using an Encoding Program with MATLAB. 

  
Observed (Experiment) Predicted (ND)† Observed (Experiment) Predicted (ND) † 

Soil A+C* Average A+C*   Soil A+C* Average A+C* 

Exp.1 20 days 
30 

days 

50 

days 

200 

days 
Exp.2 20 days 

33 
41 

days 
54 days 

days 

Cr 6.22 3.49 4.86 5.38 13.39 52.35 Cr 84.32 78.47 81.4 85.4 100 -  

Co 9.2 8.04 8.62 6.57 16.34 63.86 Co 87.66 92.13 89.9 100 -  - 

Ni 16.37 9.7 13.04 5.6 13.94 54.5 Ni 66.41 50.6 58.51 90.51 100 -  

Cu 23.17 10.22 16.7 13.45 18.58 33.55 Cu 92.16 71.52 81.84 55.13 82.62 100 

Zn 11.42 8.65 10.04 25.53 36.35 44.83 Zn 63.35 50.45 56.9 40.76 61.09 81.38 

Mn 32.45 18.6 25.53 34.5 46.08 54.1 Mn 96.34 69.72 83.03 23.53 35.26 46.97 

Avg. 16.47 9.78 13.13 15.17 24.11 50.53 Avg. 81.71 68.82 75.26 65.89 75.79 76.12 

Exp.3 20 days 33 days 45 days 52 days Exp.4 20 days 50 days 80 days 177 days 

Cr 76.52 91.32 83.92 100 -   - Cr 7.48 2.83 5.155 17.63 78.11 100 

Co 97.16 100 98.58 100 -   - Co 11.26 25.9 18.58 38.72 86.79 100 

Ni 93.04 100 96.52 100  -  - Ni 19.67 37.55 28.61 46.11 84.69 97.85 

Cu 87.48 84.51 86 68.67 100  - Cu 9.14 15.76 12.45 50.4 75.53 92.03 

Zn 91.02 61.56 76.29 50.78 76.08 101.33 Zn 13.28 17.17 15.225 37.27 55.85 74.41 

Mn 64.07 66.43 65.25 29.31 43.91 58.47 Mn 24.56 18.73 21.645 21.49 32.21 69.27 

Avg. 84.88 83.97 84.43 74.79 73.33 79.9 Avg. 14.23 19.66 16.94 35.27 68.86 88.93 

*A+C= Removal efficiency (%) of HMs via (Anolyte+Catholyte), †ND=Numerical Data. 

 

Estimation of remediation time for complete removal of HMs  

We estimated the remediation time for the complete 

removal of HMs for four EKSR experiments using 

electrokinetic models with the help of the MATLAB 

program. In this study, we conducted the four EKSR 

Experiments for 20 days of operation and predicted further 

in Table 7 the numerical data between removal efficiency 

versus remediation time by solving electrokinetic equations 

with an encoding program in MATLAB. Numerical data 

predicted well correlated to the experimental data in the 

removal of HMs for four EKSR processes. 

Exp.1 was conducted for 20 days and measured the 

removal efficiency of six HMs. It was noted that the average 

removal performance of six HMs Cr, Co, Ni, Cu, Zn, and 

Mn ions was close to 5%, 8%, 13%, 16%, 10%, and 25%, 

respectively. The encoded MATLAB program was executed 

for different time periods to find the complete removal  

of six HMs based on 20 days of experimental data.  

The program was iterated for different time intervals 30, 

50, and 200 days as remediation time and stopped  

the program after achieving the numerical data on the 

complete removal efficiency of six HMs. Numerical data 

analysis revealed that more than 200 days were required  

to remediate six HMs completely (Fig. 5). 

Exp.2 was conducted for 20 days and measured  

the removal efficiency of six HMs. It was noted that  

the average removal performance of six HMs Cr, Co, Ni, 

Cu, Zn, and Mn ions is close to 82%, 90%, 58%, 82%, 

57%, and 83% respectively. The encoded MATLAB 

program was executed for different time periods to find  

the complete removal of six HMs based on 20 days of 

experimental data. The program was iterated for different 

time intervals 33, 41, and 54 days as remediation time, 

and stopped the program after achieving the numerical 

data on the complete removal efficiency of six HMs. 

Numerical data analysis Numerical data analysis 
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Fig. 5: Estimation of Remediation time for Complete Removal 

of HMs for Exp.1 and corresponding Numerical Data (ND) 

 for 30,50 and 200 days. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 6: Estimation of Remediation time for Complete Removal 

of HMs for Exp.2 and corresponding Numerical Data (ND) 

 for 33,41 and 54 days. 

 

revealed that the removal efficiency of Co in 33 days, 

Cr/Ni in 41 days, Cu in 54 days, in the case of Zn and Mn 

ions required more than 54 days to remediate completely 

(Fig. 6). 

Exp.3 was conducted for 20 days and measured  

the removal efficiency of six HMs. It was noted that the 

average removal performance of six HMs Cr, Co, Ni, Cu, 

Zn, and Mn ions was close to 84%, 98%, 96%, 86%, 76%, 

and 65% respectively. The encoded MATLAB program 

was executed for different time periods to find the 

complete removal of six HMs based on 20 days of 

experimental data. The program was iterated for different 

time intervals 33, 45, and 52 days as remediation time  

and stopped the program after achieving the numerical 

data on the complete removal efficiency of six HMs.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 7: Estimation of Remediation time for Complete Removal 

of HMs for Exp.3 and corresponding Numerical Data (ND)  

for 33,45 and 52 days. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig. 8: Estimation of Remediation time for Complete Removal 

of HMs for Exp.4 and corresponding Numerical Data (ND) 

 for 50, 80, and 177 days. 

 

revealed that the removal efficiency of Cr/Co/Ni in 33 days, 

Cu in 45 days, Zn ions in 52 days, and Mn required more 

than 52 days to remediate completely (Fig. 7). 

Exp.4 was conducted for 20 days and measured  
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was executed for different time periods to find the complete 

removal of six HMs based on 20 days of experimental data. 
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50, 80, and 177 days as remediation time and stopped  

the program after achieving the numerical data on the 

complete removal efficiency of six HMs. Numerical data 

analysis revealed that the removal efficiency of Cr/Co/Ni 
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in 177 days, Cu, Zn, and Mn ions required more than 177 days 

to remediate completely (Fig. 8). 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

In this study, electrokinetic technology was applied 

and investigated the chelating agents-enhanced 

electrokinetic removal of HMs from granite waste soil.  

We find that an enhanced removal performance of HMs  

in chelating agents is more when unenhanced. Our study 

implemented the electrokinetic models for further 

experimental EKSR process and derived the numerical 

data between the removal performance of HMs versus 

remediation time. Moreover, we estimated the remediation 

time for the removal of HMs completely by solving 

electrokinetic models with an encoding program in the 

MATLAB software program. We experimentally 

investigated that the removal performance of HMs in 

chelating agents enhanced EKSR was about 6 to7 times 

more than when unenhanced in 20 days of treatment. 

Furthermore, we estimated the remediation time about 52 

to 54 days for the complete removal of HMs using 

electrokinetic models with help of MATLAB software 

program. Further studies can be focused on process 

optimization and scaling up the process to the pilot plant 

scale. We believe that electrokinetics might be useful  

to estimate the treatment time of the process to overcome 

the uncertainty in process optimization. 

 

Received : Mar. 14, 2021  ;  Accepted : Jun. 14, 2021 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] Reddy G.K., Yarrakula K. Geo-Chemical Exploration 

of Granite Mining Waste Using XRD, SEM/EDS and 

AAS Analysis, Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng.(IJCCE)., 

38(2): 215–228 (2019). . 

[2] Reddy G.K., Yarrakula K., Vijaya Lakshmi U. 

Reducing Agents Enhanced Electrokinetic Soil 

Remediation (EKSR) for Heavy Metal Contaminated 

Soil, Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng.(IJCCE)., 38(3):183–

199 (2019). 

[3] Santhosh C., Kishore K.H., Lakshmi G.P., Kushwanth G., 

Dharma P.R.K., Ravindran R.S.E., Cheerala S.V., 

Kumar M.R. Detection of Heavy Metal Ions using 

Star-Shaped Microfluidic Channel, Int. J. of Eme. 

Tren. in Engg. Res., 7: 768–771 (2019). 

[4] Satish Kumar M., Asadi S.S., Vutukuru S.S. 

Assessment of Heavy Metal Concentration in Ground 

Water by Using Remote Sensing and GIS, Int. J. Civ. 

Eng. Technol., 8: 1562–1573(2017). 

[5] Monica C.L., Raju M.V., Kumar D.V., Babu S.R., 

Asadi S., Assessment of Heavy Metal Concentrations 

and Suitability Study of Ground Water (bore wells) 

Quality for Construction Purpose: A Model Study, 

Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol., 9: 1273-1282 (2018). 

[6] Asadi S.S., Lahari K., Sai Madhulika K., Analysis of 

Soil Quality for Environmental Impact Assessment -

a Model Study, Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol., 8: 798–805 

(2017). 

[7] Diva N., Karim Z., Farshad T., Mohammad Y. 

Removal of Cd 2+ from Aqueous Solution by Nickel 

Oxide / CNT Nanocomposites, Iran. J. Chem. Chem. 

Eng.(IJCCE)., 38(1): 141-154 (2019). 

[8] Sanchooli Moghaddam M., Rahdar S., Taghavi M. 

Cadmium Removal from Aqueous Solutions Using 

Saxaul Tree Ash, Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. (IJCCE), 

35: 45-52 (2016). 

[9] Haq Nawaz B., Rubina K., Muhammad Asif H., 

Biosorption of Pb(II) and Co(II) on Red Rose Waste 

Biomass, Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. (IJCCE), 30: 

81–88 (2011). 

[10] Koteswara Reddy G., Kiran Y. A Theoretical 

Mechanism in the Degradation of Polyolefin Plastic 

Waste Using Phytochemical Oxidation Process, 

J. Solid Waste Technol. Manag., 45: 468-477 (2019).  

[11] Aravind C., Chanakya K., Mahindra K., Removal of 

Heavy Metals from Industrial Waste Water Using 

Coconut Coir, Int. J. Civ. Eng. Technol., 8: 1869–

1871 (2017). 

[12] Pratapa Reddy Y., Narayana K.L., Kedar Mallik M. 

Electro-Chemical Behaviour of Different Metals  

in Sodium Chloride Solution, Int. J. Emerg. Trends 

Eng. Res., 7: 715-719 (2019).   

[13] Suresh G., Narayana K.L., Mallik M.K., Srinivas V., 

Reddy G.J., Gurappa I., Electro Chemical Behaviour 

of Lens TM Deposited Co-Cr-W Alloy for Bio-Medical 

Applications, Int. J. Mech. Prod. Eng. Res. Dev., 

2018: 41-52 (2018). 

[14] Sivapullaiah P.V., Nagendra Prakash B.S., Suma B.N. 

Electrokinetic Removal of Heavy Metals from Soil,  

J. Electrochem. Sci. Eng., 5: 47-65 (2015).  

http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_37129.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_37129.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_37129.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_37187.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_37187.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_37187.html
http://www.warse.org/IJETER/static/pdf/file/ijeter067122019.pdf
http://www.warse.org/IJETER/static/pdf/file/ijeter067122019.pdf
https://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/uploadfolder/IJCIET_08_04_175/IJCIET_08_04_175.pdf
https://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/uploadfolder/IJCIET_08_04_175/IJCIET_08_04_175.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/Journal_uploads/IJCIET/VOLUME_9_ISSUE_9/IJCIET_09_09_123.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/Journal_uploads/IJCIET/VOLUME_9_ISSUE_9/IJCIET_09_09_123.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/Journal_uploads/IJCIET/VOLUME_9_ISSUE_9/IJCIET_09_09_123.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/uploadfolder/IJCIET_08_03_080/IJCIET_08_03_080.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/uploadfolder/IJCIET_08_03_080/IJCIET_08_03_080.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/uploadfolder/IJCIET_08_03_080/IJCIET_08_03_080.pdf
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/?_action=article&au=206575&_au=Karim++Zare
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/?_action=article&au=181007&_au=Farshad++Taleshi
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/?_action=article&au=181013&_au=Mohammad++Yousefi
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_30130.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_30130.html
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_22058_5d55db4f4627349046e70be1653f7801.pdf
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_22058_5d55db4f4627349046e70be1653f7801.pdf
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_6093_b4e341bbcc40d16e1e196a059c38f3d0.pdf
http://www.ijcce.ac.ir/article_6093_b4e341bbcc40d16e1e196a059c38f3d0.pdf
http://eds.a.ebscohost.com/abstract?site=eds&scope=site&jrnl=10881697&AN=142402242&h=Py9Kx5npQC%2fADRHcuKAy84ivx2XcOegpBudS7xOINHTM7gFbGYUd2UVZvv701NJ2HOQslU4fJcqTvvz8EA%2fIdQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultLocal=ErrCrlNoResults&resultNs=Ehost&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d10881697%26AN%3d142402242
http://eds.a.ebscohost.com/abstract?site=eds&scope=site&jrnl=10881697&AN=142402242&h=Py9Kx5npQC%2fADRHcuKAy84ivx2XcOegpBudS7xOINHTM7gFbGYUd2UVZvv701NJ2HOQslU4fJcqTvvz8EA%2fIdQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultLocal=ErrCrlNoResults&resultNs=Ehost&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d10881697%26AN%3d142402242
http://eds.a.ebscohost.com/abstract?site=eds&scope=site&jrnl=10881697&AN=142402242&h=Py9Kx5npQC%2fADRHcuKAy84ivx2XcOegpBudS7xOINHTM7gFbGYUd2UVZvv701NJ2HOQslU4fJcqTvvz8EA%2fIdQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultLocal=ErrCrlNoResults&resultNs=Ehost&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d10881697%26AN%3d142402242
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/Journal_uploads/IJCIET/VOLUME_8_ISSUE_4/IJCIET_08_04_213.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/Journal_uploads/IJCIET/VOLUME_8_ISSUE_4/IJCIET_08_04_213.pdf
http://www.iaeme.com/MasterAdmin/Journal_uploads/IJCIET/VOLUME_8_ISSUE_4/IJCIET_08_04_213.pdf
http://www.warse.org/IJETER/static/pdf/file/ijeter507112019.pdf
http://www.warse.org/IJETER/static/pdf/file/ijeter507112019.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/325661759_Electro_chemical_behaviour_of_lens_deposited_Co-Cr-W_alloy_for_bio-medical_applications
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/325661759_Electro_chemical_behaviour_of_lens_deposited_Co-Cr-W_alloy_for_bio-medical_applications
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/325661759_Electro_chemical_behaviour_of_lens_deposited_Co-Cr-W_alloy_for_bio-medical_applications
https://pub.iapchem.org/ojs/index.php/JESE/article/view/178/203


Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. Koteswara Reddy G. & Nikhil Reddy V Vol. 41, No. 5, 2022 

 

1586                                                                                                                                                                Research Article 

[15] Pazos M., Plaza A., Martín M., Lobo M.C., The 

Impact of Electrokinetic Treatment on a Loamy- 

Sand Soil Properties, Chem. Eng. J., 183: 231-237 

(2012).  

[16] Reddy K.R., Electrokinetic Remediation of Soils  

at Complex Contaminated Sites, Coupled Phenom. 

Environ. Geotech., 131-147 (2013).  

[17] Li G., Guo S., Li S., Zhang L., Wang S., Comparison 

of Approaching and Fixed Anodes for Avoiding  

the ‘Focusing’ Effect During Electrokinetic 

Remediation of Chromium-Contaminated Soil, 

Chem. Eng. J., 203: 231-238 (2012). 

[18] Pedersen K. B., Kirkelund G. M., Ottosen L. M., 

Jensen P. E., Lejon T., Multivariate Methods for 

Evaluating the Efficiency of Electrodialytic Removal 

of Heavy Metals from Polluted Harbour Sediments, 

J. Hazard. Mater, 283:712-720 (2015). 

[19] Bahemmat M., Farahbakhsh M., Kianirad M., Humic 

Substances-Enhanced Electroremediation of Heavy 

Metals Contaminated Soil, J. Hazard. Mater., 312: 

307-318 (2016). 

[20] Sun T. R., Ottosen L. M., Jensen P. E., Pulse Current 

Enhanced Electrodialytic Soil Remediation—

Comparison of Different Pulse Frequencies,  

J. Hazard. Mater., 237-238: 299-306 (2012). 

[21] Brosky R.T., Pamukcu S. " Role of DDL Processes 

During Electrolytic Reduction of Cu(II) in a Low 

Oxygen Environment, J. Hazard. Mater., 262: 878-

882 (2013). 

[22] Liu Y., Chen J., Cai Z., Chen R., Sun Q., Sun M., 

Removal of Copper and Nickel from Municipal 

Sludge Using an Improved Electrokinetic Process, 

Chem. Eng. J., 307:1008-1016 (2017). 

[23] Masi M., Ceccarini A., Iannelli R,. Multispecies 

Reactive Transport Modelling of Electrokinetic 

Remediation of Harbour Sediments, J. Hazard. 

Mater,. 326: 187-196 (2017). 

[24] Liu Y., Chen J., Cai Z., Chen R., Sun Q., Sun M., 

Removal of Copper and Nickel from Municipal 

Sludge Using an Improved Electrokinetic Process, 

Chem. Eng. J., 307: 1008–1016 (2017).  

[25] Rosestolato D. Bagatin, R., Ferro S., Electrokinetic 

Remediation of Soils Polluted by Heavy Metals 

(Mercury in Particular), Chem. Eng. J., 264:16-23 

(2015).  

[26] Gao J., Luo Q., Zhang C., Li B., Meng L., Enhanced 

Electrokinetic Removal of Cadmium from Sludge 

Using a Coupled Catholyte Circulation System With 

Multilayer of Anion Exchange Resin, Chem. Eng. J., 

234: 1-8 (2013).  

[27] Pedersen K.B., Kirkelund G.M., Ottosen L.M., 

Jensen P.E., Lejon T., Multivariate Methods for 

Evaluating the Efficiency of Electrodialytic Removal 

of Heavy Metals from Polluted Harbour Sediments, 

J. Hazard. Mater., 283:712-720 (2015).  

[28] Lockwood C.L., Mortimer R.J.G., Stewart D.I., 

Mayes W.M., Peacock C.L., Polya D.A., Lythgoe P.R., 

Lehoux A.P., Gruiz K, Burke I.T., Mobilisation of 

Arsenic From Bauxite Residue (Red Mud) Affected 

Soils: Effect of pH and Redox Conditions, Appl. 

Geochemistry., 51: 268-277 (2014).  

[29] Sanderson P., Naidu R., Bolan N., Lim J.E, Ok Y.S., 

Chemical Stabilisation of Lead in Shooting Range 

Soils with Phosphate and Magnesium Oxide: 

Synchrotron Investigation, J. Hazard. Mater., 299: 

395–403 (2015).  

[30] Shin S.Y., Park S.M., Baek K., Electrokinetic 

Removal of as from Soil Washing Residue, Water Air 

Soil Pollut., 227: 223 (2016). 

[31] Wang Y., Fang Z., Liang B., E Tsang.P., Remediation 

of Hexavalent Chromium Contaminated Soil by 

Stabilized Nanoscale Zero-Valent Iron Prepared 

From Steel Pickling Waste Liquor, Chem. Eng. J., 

247: 283-290 (2014).  

[32] Tang W.W., Zeng G.M., Gong J.L., Liang J., Xu P., 

Zhang C., Bin Huang B., Impact of Humic/Fulvic 

Acid on the Removal of Heavy Metals from Aqueous 

Solutions Using Nanomaterials: A Review, Sci. Total 

Environ. ,468-469:1014-1027 (2014).  

[33] Bahemmat M., Farahbakhsh M., Kianirad M., Humic 

Substances-Enhanced Electroremediation of Heavy 

Metals Contaminated Soil, J. Hazard. Mater., 312: 

307-318 (2016).  

[34] Masi M., Ceccarini A., Iannelli R., Multispecies 

Reactive Transport Modelling of Electrokinetic 

Remediation of Harbour Sediments, J. Hazard. 

Mater., 326: 187-196 (2017). 

[35] Asadi A., Huat B.B.K., Nahazanan H., Keykhah H.A., 

Theory of Electroosmosis in Soil, Int. J. Electrochem. 

Sci., 8 :1016–1025 (2013). 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894711016172
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894711016172
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894711016172
https://cemmlab.webhost.uic.edu/CPEG-EK-Paper.pdf
https://cemmlab.webhost.uic.edu/CPEG-EK-Paper.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894712008856#:~:text=Results%20show%20that%20approaching%20anode,rate%20of%20Cr(total).
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894712008856#:~:text=Results%20show%20that%20approaching%20anode,rate%20of%20Cr(total).
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894712008856#:~:text=Results%20show%20that%20approaching%20anode,rate%20of%20Cr(total).
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894712008856#:~:text=Results%20show%20that%20approaching%20anode,rate%20of%20Cr(total).
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389414008371
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389414008371
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389414008371
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416302606
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416302606
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416302606
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389412008588?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389412008588?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389412008588?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389413006766
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389413006766
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389413006766
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894716312256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894716312256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416311748
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416311748
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416311748
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894716312256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894716312256
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894714015332#:~:text=Conclusions,of%20the%20chosen%20hydraulic%20management.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894714015332#:~:text=Conclusions,of%20the%20chosen%20hydraulic%20management.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894714015332#:~:text=Conclusions,of%20the%20chosen%20hydraulic%20management.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894713010632
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894713010632
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894713010632
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1385894713010632
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389414008371
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389414008371
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389414008371
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883292714002418
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883292714002418
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883292714002418
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389415005129
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389415005129
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389415005129
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Electrokinetic-Removal-of-As-from-Soil-Washing-Shin-Park/d4c0ee0d29a7423f4b65e45f60d4fd8bf13351e5
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Electrokinetic-Removal-of-As-from-Soil-Washing-Shin-Park/d4c0ee0d29a7423f4b65e45f60d4fd8bf13351e5
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S138589471400285X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S138589471400285X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S138589471400285X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S138589471400285X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0048969713010826
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0048969713010826
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0048969713010826
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416302606
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416302606
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416302606
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416311748
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416311748
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0304389416311748
http://www.electrochemsci.org/papers/vol8/80101016.pdf


Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. Numerical Implementation of Electrokinetics ... Vol. 41, No. 5, 2022 

 

Research Article                                                                                                                                                                1587 

[36] Ribeiro A.C.F., Lobo V.M.M., Oliveira L.R.C., 

Burrows H.D., Azevedo E.F.G., Fangaia S.I.G., 

Nicolau P.M.G. Guerra, Diffusion Coefficients of 

Chromium Chloride in Aqueous Solutions at 298.15 

K and 303.15 K.,  F.A.D.R.A., Capillary O.C., An C., 

1014-1017 (2005). 

[37] Ribeiro A.C.F., Lobo V.M.M., Natividade J.J.S., 

Diffusion Coefficients in Aqueous Solutions of 

Cobalt Chloride at 298.15 K., J. Chem. Eng. Data.., 

47:539-541 (2002).  

[38] Ribeiro A.C.F., Gomes J.C.S., Barros M.C.F.,  

Lobo V.M.M., Esteso M.A., Diffusion Coefficients of 

Nickel Chloride in Aqueous Solutions of Lactose  

at T=298.15K and T=310.15K" J. Chem. Thermodyn., 

43: 270-274 (2011).  

[39] Ribeiro A.C.F., Esteso M.A.,. Lobo V.M.M, 

Valente A.J.M., Simões S.M.N., Sobral A.J.F.N., 

Burrows H.D., Diffusion Coefficients of Copper 

Chloride in Aqueous Solutions at 298.15 K and 

310.15 K., J. Chem. Eng. Data., 50:1986–1990 

(2005).  

[40] Lechner M.D., Diffusion in Gases, Liquids and 

Electrolytes:Diffusion Coefficient of Zinc Chloride 

in Water, SpringerMaterials, 15B2:1715 (2018). 

[41] Patil S.F., Adhyapak N.G., Ujlambkar S.K., Diffusion 

Studies of Manganese Sulphate and Manganese 

Chloride in Agar Gel Medium, The Int. J. of App. 

Rad. and Isotopes, 33 (12): 1433-1437 (1982). 

[42] Wu M.Z., Reynolds D.A., Prommer H., Fourie A., 

Thomas D.G., Numerical Evaluation of Voltage 

Gradient Constraints on Electrokinetic Injection of 

Amendments, Adv. Water Resour., 38: 60-69 (2012).  

[43] Gomes H.I., Rodríguez-Maroto J.M., Ribeiro A.B., 

Pamukcu S., Dias-Ferreira C., Numerical Prediction 

of Diffusion and Electric Field-Induced Iron 

Nanoparticle Transport, Electrochim. Acta., 18: 

15-12 (2015).  

 

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/je050003x
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/je050003x
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/10.1021/je050003x
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/je0101808
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/je0101808
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S002196141000282X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S002196141000282X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S002196141000282X
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/je050220y
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/je050220y
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/je050220y
https://materials.springer.com/bp/docs/978-3-662-54089-3
https://materials.springer.com/bp/docs/978-3-662-54089-3
https://materials.springer.com/bp/docs/978-3-662-54089-3
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/the-international-journal-of-applied-radiation-and-isotopes/vol/33/issue/12
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/the-international-journal-of-applied-radiation-and-isotopes/vol/33/issue/12
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/the-international-journal-of-applied-radiation-and-isotopes/vol/33/issue/12
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0309170811002168
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0309170811002168
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0309170811002168
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0013468614023871
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0013468614023871
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0013468614023871

