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Abstract: In this study, a novel hydrogel electrode is used to investigate the migration law of copper (Cu) and lead (Pb) in
artificially prepared Cu- and Pb-contaminated loess. The novel hydrogel electrode is compared with the geosynthetic material
electrode (EKG) in electrokinetic (EK) remediation. The evolution law of EK remediation parameters is analyzed by using a
novel hydrogel electrode combined with different strengthening methods, and the influences of different strengthening methods
on the removal efficiency of heavy metal ions and the internal mechanism are revealed. The results show that acid pretreatment
combined with autonomous pH regulation of the cathode can significantly reduce the focusing phenomenon surrounding the
cathode, facilitating the electromigration of cations and anions and enhancing the removal efficiency. It proves the proposed
method’s feasibility and effectiveness of the Cu and Pb removals. The combination of the exchange electrode and point acid can
significantly reduce the accumulation of ions near the cathode. The novel hydrogel electrode has excellent performance in terms
of the minimal electrochemical polarization, low resistance and high conductivity based on its microscopic analysis. Therefore,
a novel hydrogel electrode combined with the strengthening methods is proposed to improve the removal efficiency and solve

the electrochemical polarization and focusing effects in the EK process.
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Table 1 Physical properties of soil specimens
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Table 2 Comparison of two electrode materials applied to present work
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Fig. 1 Grain-size distribution curve of Lantian loess
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Table 3 Test schemes applied to electrokinetic remediation experiments
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of electric repair devices

1.4 RWHR
FREHAT BKG Mk G RRZD FE B e Fa bk

FIHEEEE R : EX-1 fT EK-2 3t 2 ANk, MR
351 R W T R 1.5 Viem 318 5 72 h ik dsh1E 5k

5, HAEHshER P EN s 155, fFFHs)
BRI G, AT AN B PR ARIR E AT,
[ IS R R BR ReR GRIGWETTH Rk 3 fr
) FRRIGAE AT, B S1-S6 & Wi v R, ¥
AT WEEE . 08 S FRE 3.00 g BT 50 mL B0
B, N 27 mL 9 1.00 mol/L R, LA 200 rpm
(PR E R AR 6 h, SAJETE 4000 rpm %6 IHE T &0
15 min, KM 0.22 pm P9I UE BIEWR, WRE—x
EEE, HEFIRYC BTN B 1 E 48
BRI, PR v SR A BB AR, KR,
WEEE R T R (AFM). TEHR% (CV) K
H2EBA BT (BIS) ROV, PRI E 48 B 7 2%
BRI () N AEHLER o

5T EK-1 f1 EK-2 #3823, EK-3 1 EK-4 &
— 5 B B B LA A A P 22 IR AR R Ak T
IHEEME R, Hrh BK-3 ZH AR ik 555 #
MR SN BREE A s 17T EK-4 J2 37 B Fa bl S5 R 73
AERANEH AR pH IR, 5 EK-3 Fl EK-4 AH G
RIS EK-1 F1 EK-2 #H[E, AR

2 REERSHH
2.1 BEmEERE

C1) R I PR AEL (4 i [

K 345 T HEMEE S EK-1. EK-2. EK-3 LA K
EK-4 A [3) M 30005 T 4 Pt (P 7 P 3 AT
DA H EK-1. EK-2 A1 EK-4 i pH 18 /1 S1 % S6 %
[ 2 EE T E AR S, T EK-3 iK1 pH fEH S1
ZS6 H i B E AR AR IEROX — R
BFRZ: HT EK-3 WG — R ac ks S1 #
TP NI, S6 HIH BT A BAR, PRk ST T H Ak
JKIEFEAE OH , OH HEN A4 5 1238 AN e FE AR T 1%
XAy H, LA i i (45 P ik SRS HREA S S6
AR K AR P2 A Y, HE RN AR S5zl iR A2 e
ATZIXI OH , Hilt—5 S8k 2 55T

FHEC T EK-1 J¢ BK-2 itfF, BK-4 iR fF 15
FAKI pH H, KA EK-4 i 41E a5 pT 2 a4 T
FRTRACEE, 5 R B A B Af v pH B 2 4~6,



1488 HoE L OB ¥ M

2025 4F

EAR e i AW B 1Y, (HAZ LK pH
EHET T EREEm S, Kt EK-4 Sl
) pH i B L ik T EK-1 & EK-2 W PF & I045 H %) pH
{8, KT EK-3 AR (1 pH {8 A LT EK-2
W, BK-1 A ER N pH (. 2K AIZIRHER
Ff/& BKG HURRATRL,  H R o B A B i
IENCERI SNy GEER R R T E AR A= 2 S A
ALt EK-1 R pH B8R = T EK-2 il

10

9 -
8 A
7 -
==
(-9
6 -
51 —0—EK-1
q —0—EK-2
4} ——EK-3
—v—EK-4
2 1 1 1 1 J
S1 S2 S3 sS4 S5 S6

B JUac
& 3 iR EIRIE pH B Lk
Fig. 3 Variation of pH against soil sections

(20 BRI R i S

Kl 4 et 7 R BE I I AR 4. AN 4 W]
LAF i EK-1.EK-2 F1 EK-4 {4 H IR 1 A8 Ak i 345y 7
MrB HE B R, BRI EET
AR IR T 2 B D O AR HH OH
7 s R AR s E TR A s @]
VAR ERAE R AR T N SR  va E, E—2Bn T
RENE SRR P AT iR ) 7 H . @rRshd iR H
R HY, 0 HYBE NG5 R i A b R 26280
Y, PR KRBT E 1. F I BRiE
W T AR E I R OOH FERI BB X
HEAIE Mg Ca®'s Cu? HI PO S5 BH B 1 I BT
ATEE, FHEERMALRE N, SEE T TREEAR
1&: @RI, HoeREE Tl ik, maE
PRI 7B b, I T .

EK-4 i} 5 EK-1 K& EK-2 WIFH A B R R
R b H R R OIRFEREE &, BCA pH
B AE A3 A BB A B T R TiE R 1
JE IR A 5 2 FIRANG, ALt AEs A s (N 1
Fre: RGBS . 5 IR I R AL B A 45 1 CRE ok
T AKE B A HLGT R T R 97 R T R AT D)
E R IEEAT, AT EEJRE TR A AR,
BT R TR, PR AR R R,
MHEK T Hi. @IREERRILRE R SRR 2 5
Ay (1 PP oM T R TS RS AR, B R IR
IR THEF 1, R BUA R B B M AR
REdir), EERETHRITHBREEMAR, 5HEKR
e R LA LT EK-3 2 R I AR AN E, T

AR R 12 h 2 — K, ERHERESRT
HER AR A B B, JFORITsE M a5 RS 1S 7
1E H VR NG, B VIR A e Al S, 1056
IR AR A TN, Xt R eF d i 2 A
SN EEFERN. EK-2 i{F 5 EK-1 il LG &
BRI, 2RI B A AR FAL AR A I R A
=, BRUS Y BB m L, RS B FITR .
[Rlk, BKG LR AFTE FAL A A I 8, 7= A= 1 H 35453
SRR, T R F A A AR A I G/ Bl
T%. Frbl BEK-1 (EKG H#) R4 HmEK/N, EK-2
% BK-4 it CRAVGHIAVER D K.

351

——EK-1
3.0 —0—EK-2
——EK-3
251 N —7—EK-4

A
AR

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
B &) /h

[E 4 eBiRBERTIE AR (LihZk
Fig. 4 Temporal relationships of electric current against soil
specimens

(3) 1RG0 UL A o

K5 el 1 R aliE S AR R R IR B A Y . ]
PAE ) EK-1 7 f gl e 8 v il 52 [ e 1)
BT, Herb ST I AR A, S6 T IR
AR, JUHORTE 30~55 h ixX Bediin], 8 2 5 A& B Ak
i e KB E T, e VAR SE, i
FFHIR I AR A AR s . BRIk, fERE AR
TR ARG OLS,  SEE BRI = A S,
M FERTAI S . 1 EK-2+ EK-3 & EK-4 ik 285k
ETHETRERES . i RE Dy REEEERE,
TRI0HT H E TE EER R A R E N, AR
WP, SR T R W I 5 ] R
AN, PERRE TR, RN T RSl R AR R
Bl ST A AR o, X2
TARTERS | 5 IR B B SR (AT R
EK-3 R HE 0% BN B AR AR A 4 A AR s 4
(i ARG L, FEHENALE 0~24 h N, THE&KX
SR BE R T, AR 24 h JE A e E AR G R AR A
PR A N ST A S6 il 7 MM\ S6 & ST i
PAMZE S THR IR, B R SRR Ak
S5 BAAR AR ) B HORT SR AR AR B i) O, HE T ™ A2
EZMEBE T, R ANTESET S, S50
TGRS ek B B IZ W T .

5 AR AH LG, EK-4 3R 7E B s Bl ad A v i
L, PONZIRA A AR EREE, HAEAK



57

FRAGHE, 5. OB B AR R A AR S e B sl RBR AR 1 S A E A LI 1489

IR WA . S — 5 T, EK-3 b I R WA v T
EK-1 J EK-2 AR EEE, HFERFETET EK-3 il
B30 2 h 7E ST A AR B T AT SO ER AL B, AN
FARR B P~ A2 10 O, 4] 1 B 3 5 T ) 58 A2 R0
BRI I R T TR I R A K. 1 EK-2
PERIR R I T BR-1 3, FLRRAE T EK-2 iR
FH R A A, EHE R R RS R T
EK-1 P R E

251
——S1
241 —o0-S2
| ——S3
—v—84
F —<—S85

| 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 10 20 30 40 S50 60 70 80
iRl /h

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
iRl /h
(b) EK-2iR

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
i} Rl /h
(¢) EK-3ikf4

16 26 36 46 5'0 6I0 A 80
fif /B /h
(d) EK-4 4%
& 5 AEEImAIRE R

Fig. 5 Variation of temperature against soil sections

2.2 $EIRERE

Bl 6 25 T RS [R5 T A4 B8 7 BB i . N
K 6 AT LA, Hp EK-1 4 S1 & S6 X% Cu
(R340 BB N 31.6%; EK-2 [P35 L BRACE N
42.8%; EK-3 I3 EBRRE N 73.3%; EK-4 [11°1-3)
LN 80.2%. EK-4 i F R ey, HEE
JRER g e BRIRAL FRAE A5 LA 4 b B 1R K B4
BT R, [RIE IAR FEARR pH R ZE OH 1
NIRFE, S IR B A AT IR, Sk
BV A PR AR B 1 N LRI & 8 B+ R A% G 1E
M, RAESREETFHTE, #—PReETESES
T L BRAE « BK-3 AR 2 $8t FAROR s 0 R 7
FR, FEMUR T BB RIEAE S3. S4 J S5 T
RAESBEFEENNE, HAWEBEA /N R
i) X IRA I AR, REZ X E RS FrER, #
EZIXIR I B R BRRCR, WA E T EK-1 )& EK-2
LR AR . £FRE EK-1 J EK-2 W, LRk
- ST BH A 28 AR s e R B, IR T RH AR
FIBAM H IRk, AR ) B B> o
R, EK-2 1F S6 HITH 1 B BCRAK T EK-1,
XA BK-2 SIANH R R s, BEBRAZEN
HAL AL I G, B FIER R, 1 S6
HIH T ENAAE pH i T 7, BB E T A S
WhE A, SEEENR . AL, EK-4 £ S5 F1 S6 1
FRFR LT EK-3, ZHZ0N 4%, RINE TR H
TE R0 B OK 5 1) 2 4 R 8 1 e % 2 B A B X 3
(EL¥E S5 A1 S6 HITHD, i LAMSMEE 2 Rl
WPUE B, AR SR R, T AR HI
LTE G # AR MONER R, RIFRTETE S5 A S6 i
(ISR A LG & N B3, AN s R
TN, FREEAE S5 R S6 HIH L I E 4R B TR E,
43 EK-4 i1 LR PR T EK-3 4.

100 [ EK-1 ZZEK-2 BREK-3 RN EK-4

CuZEBRE /%

s1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6
R Fl0)

& 6 WA IR E R B F AR
Fig. 6 Variation of Cu removal efficiency against soil sections
K7 2t 7 RS R T R B 1 5B .
Bl 7 PRI LAE H, Horh EK-1 3R ST 2 S6 X35 Pb 14



1490 HoE L OB ¥ M

2025 4F

R BRE N 6.8%: EK-2 HIFHEBRMUEN
10.9%; EK-3 [P35 RN 31.1%; EK-4 [11°71)
ZRIEN 47.3%. LR F R BEK-4 WA H
MEBRRCRE T HAL 3 MR, FEET, REitE
FemR M RRAR S, (2 B 48 B T IR A,
MRS ESREE T ERAE . SRR R
HLARVRT pH IR T OH #E R PFE B e, 0
i1l BH AR AT A% 21 [ R 1) 25 4 28 T IR R, A R T8
SR TR, FIA & T HARK 1 255
ROR o B0 EK-2 M, HEET BRI S6 X LRk
REPE, FEFEFEN: 7E B3R B =
AEEEMYIDE, R, #51%ZXEE KE
AT ES a4, ik, ENEHREBRICE N E.
1M EK-1 SRR 2B s 2 B g 1 I sl 45 5% —
B, P EBRACERAL, BEE RANE S R 3G
EKG HIAR I FAL SR I G i S 2, b T s i A
PIRRBRE . W, RESESH, RKESES TS
LR

80

E FX-1 ZFK-2 EEFK-3 SN FK-4

60

N
(=

PbEBRERI%
[\*]
[=]

(=]

st sz s3 s S5 %6
e 3111

B 7 AR EREE ST ERAE
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