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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the laboratory apparatus
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Fig. 2 Variation of pH in soil cell Fig. 3 Electroosmotic flow
2
—>¢—Initial
—8— lday
° 1.5 | ——3day
5 —aA— 5day
3
-% 1
8
0.5
0
0 24 48 ) 9% 120 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
timechr) Normalized Distance from Anode
Fig. 4 Voltage profile Fig. 5 Variation of amount of uranium




