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One-dimensional coupled model for large-deformation electroosmotic
consolidation and heavy metal ion migration of silt
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Abstract: Dewatering and metal removal of silt can be obtained by applying electrokinetics. A coupled model for
one-dimensional electroosmosis consolidation and ion migration, called ECT1, is proposed. It employs the piecewise linear
finite difference method to simulate the ion migration and large-strain consolidation of soils under the coupling action of
electric field, seepage field and chemical field, and to account for the nonlinear variation of physical and electro-chemical
properties of soils, such as adsorption / desorption, neutralization / ionization, and precipitation / dissolution. The model is
verified by Alshawabkeh's electrokinetic remediation experimental results for contaminated soil, numerical solutions and
treatment tests on high-moisture content heavy metal-contaminated soil electrokinetic. The proposed model is applied to
example studies to elucidate the coupling mechanism of heavy metal migration and consolidation in the electrokinetic treatment
of high-moisture content contaminated silt.

Key words: electroosmotic consolidation; ion migration; heavy metal; silt; electrokinetic treatment

0 35 B

WL TR AU B IR A TR T KR
BRIAR. BORINRAML A KRR B, HiE
EEHKRENES RS EEETY. N EINE
B RIS, AV T KRR B A (605 e KU
BE, AR AR IR KR R R 2B
EABIS Y, BATE PSS TR T IR
BFFE00, T A B 8715, b AR O i L
B S A

E AR AR B EE (KD Ais et iz)
BRI E SN AR T, TR 2
g (K SESREBMEE TR IEEA R
18, FERBESET7 10, Bsrigh kTN TR AR At N
WSk, AL T —#ERBE S g, W T RS
[ 45 3 A L FLRRK B A I3 KBLR . Hu S5PIEET

EEWHE: BXARMFEREETH (51608351); KT H AR
& H (18JCYBJC22600); REMFHEHRIBIH (21YDTPIC
00030); REMHIFAERTEIFHHE (2020YISS082)

Uk EEA: 2021 -10-08



1828 "+ T OB % M

2022 4E

Biot [E 4515 T REAK . BB B INREE, % & HE 4
TR LSRRI AR A, A3 SRR T — 4 4
HAKIAFLIE . MR T % e F PR AR [ HL B
] G50 A AR R T 2R M MR N R — 4
HB g5 . fEEMAEERT, S KEE S
6 SR N T b e W G2 TR T | 2
P KREERATE . JRRHESETTH, B E
SEPRTEDL. 3T IE, Feldkamp ZEBHES THBIEHT
AR — 4 RAS T [ 25 B HR P A PR 22 /R0 i e
AT R M. EANLEPILUEE LR VT &, @B T
—YEARLRME AR B [ 5 R T R, IR S A
PIEAT 22 2o Yuan SO B A R GO VA B L R L
PR AR L v 5 ] 4 B AR R, 25 18 1 2 g
FLBRZKIT % 5 I AR & I A, 18 T KR AR 2 4E )
Fhi - B [ 45 O BUB A - Zhou 5023 T4 B 1 2 4y
%, BT — 4R RS B SRR . SR A3
W3 B FRESS M EAE R, @5 Ti5eE
MK Z I ERAL

FlZeE 4 @54+, Corapcioglul! % T )i & 5 fH
FESVE TR, B TRE . . KIS
Alshawabkeh ZFUS-1O5 B 2478 & J T — 4ERIAL, Tl
WELJEM pH EH M. FEEEZE, Yeung
LUNGI NI R REGE LI 52, hangiis= (0
RAK S CBRIED), (HZNE T BS54 2 7] (1)
MHEAERH . Al-Hamdan ZEU3I7E Alshawabke i 74 F£ 7t
RN RN, FEEFHFRES TUE/ B
I B — R AR, U TR T s o 2 R E 4
JBETHITH . Masi NG 7 1R 5 450 77 F2AH
AN HAME R, ZAE R AT DL A Y B BT
BAEBILEER TS FIT®, [R5 EUTE /%
filts B TFAEIEAS LA EAE R R, ReRs T 1)
B S O YU s B G S FE b 2 Fh i 4 a8 5 71T
.

ZE LRI, AT B [ 45 ES W A TR R A
HiEm, RADFEEFRTR R 8. T EaE
SIS FIE AR S BTN B TR pH MH, KiET5
B E 0L, FEAANE G L ARE ST, ML
DU IR B 4 V5 G iR I e HEAT K AR T [i] 45 Fn 25
FIERR A AT FET U, ARSI —4E BT B [H
SERR EC1UN Al b 5] NS TR, @y —
PR TE B [ 4B & 8 B T IT B A A A ECTI,
A REaE 2 LR ER B IAE R T LSRR
WANE FUE IR I OB, BRI = Bk %
BEEBGRTHBESENES RS FIEBENMNAE
. R B BB ARSI T B

1 REES
1.1 JLEER

ECT1 #4622 LR 1 () fros (:<0),
WRARAL T L E e v, PR T LB . AR
RRbAAR 2, DAURTHCAZEAER, W foNIE. HHEM
NN BEE, HANGEERN Ho, KN Lo WK
1) 5 B ) BEARAR R 235 50 %019) R, AT, 255
LKL =L/R, . WL EVIEILER N e, , LT
A LS SE % K BN 7K 5

>0 I, 8L JE P I L o V) B R,
ERFAENERT, LUK LB R RKAETHE, BooE
P B ] () B8 B AN B R, LR AR R [ AR,
K1 (o) BTt FbfimmiEn 2, . AT
R R 2 Bz, TRZ SR IG Y
H; :(zéﬂj +ZE’H)/2 .

(+) Ly (-)

Hy

| L |

(b) HEmmsE (1>0)
1 JUAREREE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of model geometry
1.2 EMSHIFLMtEXFR
DRSNS ] 25 1 7 b M S B AR AR,
ECT1 R 5 BEC1 — A R, A4 s 4 1k i
LANSEME R R, SKFAPHR & R B
ey, i WEAELAE S R
Ae/Algo'=C, , (D
Ae/Alghk, =C, - 2)
RS R Bk, BOARZME SR F R A T 202

ke = ke,O [Z_J ’ (3)

A, o IWESE, BikkRg .



10 AR, % BLEiTite—

YRR BB S5-I G R 1829

X (D ARERA BT e E R, HE
HHAHRL AT RS, BTG j v A AR e ) S N
o W B+ E B, BRI A R R
BRI EAR BT BT O R AR FLRUK I )
uj

X (2, 3) Fegetk ok /R HE B A A %4
ANBITCRSEIRYE, PIAESRIT j A j-1 2 8%
XBiE RS OKJBE AR isE R¥0 k., Wil
Tt

. 2K K

&M—E7:E: ; 4)
X, Fhrx AREhF e,
1.3 BEEMBHE

B IR E AR S R AN T 2. AE
ECT1 1, (WZIFRIC j AR S %o, il i P&
7T<[20]

_cmljuljzl ’ (5)

Ao, s, NALBR H RS IR, FONIRRN
B A T 8 R T IIREE, - N i R
BT R, ! c ZIRTE O T T A
HUTH /5L, TR
u* —njru,/ ) (6)
b mp, e BEZIRIG FRIALERR, 7 Rkl R
W H & 5 B ) AR ATIE R N o, B, U 1
208 C j (1 4 L S ol M

t _ *t
Gtota],j - GC,O + Gc,j o (7)

HL BE 26 0 H 3 R (R B, M T ) AL BE R
=1/0, » W4 ECT1 )UK R, Hot, /i H A

RCJTi%/TjJ
o P

e

2 x z;. (®)

2 ECT1 B il R, e 20 fthn 78
LARP R RV, WIS TTTE R AR A Y (B
I FHH N 0

R, 23R,
Vis—r—=>T—V )
ZRé,f
24 ECT1 A fUUE it i Eﬁﬁﬁﬁj‘ R 4R RR 48 2 12,
A (9) ATLE A
V! :I’Zj:R;, , (10)

X, I e W ZE
1.4 BRI

f R GmahEIR, (INZHRIT ) 5 -1 ZE
R A J, o, RIS SAVERE EE, AT

_ksth/ih/—i_ks[C/.é/ ’ (11)

A, K, A k;c,, SRR A - ROk
B RARASE RS, R AR -1 [
IKIIBE LR IR, AT N

P NG P SN

.t hl - ht’/ 1
i = (12)
ZO
vi-v!
i;,j =L Z = ’ (13)
0
Aok, B N TR
uz
B, =z, +— (14)
Vw
i} %1 ¢ 3.5 j F j—l Z A BAT BB 4 W3RN N
J\ZN/ é/ 1 ° (15)
Eﬁmﬁﬂ $EJW¥WWVHMWHMHE
e A
t+Ar t (ql'+ _ql')At
%A:%+—QTL— , (16)
0
HI.+AI(1+6 )
et =L, (17)
J H(),j
t+AL I %, BT T TR R ST, AR IT
B S, LARCFYIEISEFE UL 35 A
S;+At — 0 _H;+At , (18)
R/
SI.+AZ
Sz+At — ; ’ ’ (19)
avg R.
J
S1+At
Ut =" (20)

avg
f

X, S, AR R LB .
1.5 BREBNRETIE

LA TRAEKSIREEE . 340 B A2 e P AR
™, WM EEE R HEBR. IR BeR
%ffEmjﬁm¢fﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%?E$ﬁjﬁj4
Z AR IR

J: —D,t/zéljJrc (u kg ek g, (21)
R, i RAERTE R -1 8T RO, T
TN

i, =——= (22)



1830 s + T

2022 4E

D R FUA R B T 8 MR, TR
H
Dy =nzD, (23)
R, DN TAE E B Y R L
FRAB TR SRR, £+ A I B T 7 80 of
FO Y

M=+ L%(J;’M —-Ji)+R :lAt , (24)
A, R NIRICTR, R 55 1 Pl ) I RS S
AR A B
1.6 KERK

ECT1 #AZESERERT, &YBIAR1L Y
SRE, AT T <5 BT AR R B/ B PR U /T
A/ SR DA KK IR R A L

Forp, IR R R R A 4 FH B Me™ FUTTE
FOEARGN N AT

c.c. =K =10" | (25)

H™ "OH

2 < Me(OH),,
Cou Cuem: =K, , (26)

K, K OWKIE PR, KO NEERAE
WHIITE Me(OH),,, 1V BEAR o
ECT1 A5 74 SR FH AR5t pH 2L A8 £ 110 250 3 246 i R A
R R B 4 8 15 e e LR ORI 5, BRI
HE B RS pH {E 2 8 (126 R 0T HRIAE H .
PR PR ) R /K S 2 A e HEORT O s 2R 4y
FARFIR -, A AR EH S R A, DU R
Z) ¢t PEAR AN AR A2 i HEA OH 3 5y
¢ ' I'
sznggg , (27)
X, o AR BRGNS AR N 1)
SERSHL, B R AR pH AR AT
fE ECT1 b, WIS bR EEeA, &3] ik
S FLIR ) B R BTk, MOH AR R B AR A A
LVGER ISEX GBI

*t
anode

gl = sn;/ , (28a)

Eepote =EM o (28b)
1.7 hREMH

76 ECT1 v, BAE B8y R —4i, R
S pe ST BT A0 . FEFARE (FEI5) R
Kb CHILTY, FHEK AR E B T 4030 i
SMINE: 75 5 1 K, AT I B A 0 R AR A
(8K BA by, B h, o % 1 R4 T ECTI 4k
VSUE TN

1 ECTI Hkia R &M
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Table 3 Input parameters of numerical simulation
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Table 4 Diffusion coefficient and ion mobility of species
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Table 5 Basic physical and chemical parameters of kaolin sample
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Table 6 Input parameters of example
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