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This research was carried out to evaluate the effects of humic acid on contaminated
kaoline with cadmium when electrokinetic remediation. Electrokinetic remediation test was
performed depending on humic acid concentrations(0.005, 0.01, 0.05, 0.083, 0.1 0.5, 5.0mg/g) in
contaminated kaoline with cadmium and time(4, 8, 12days). In the absence of humic acid, Cd
at the anode showed the highest concentration while Cd concentrations were lower as the
concentration of humic acid increased. The removal of Cd to the anode reservoir was
increased with increasing humic acid concentration by electroosmosis or ion migration.
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29 1. EK Testing Cell

X 3 EK 48 =7
AMEHS ZI 0d sk HA s & A=z ef A2t
CdB 0.35mg/g - 1200g 12days
CaHA1-1 0.35mg/g 0.005mg/g 1200g 4days
CaHA1-2 0.35mg/g 0.005mg/g 1200g 8days
CaHA1-3 0.35mg/g 0.005mg/g 1200g 12days
CdHA2 0.35mg/g 0.01mg/g 1200g 12days
CdHA3 0.35mg/g 0.05mg/g 1200g 12days
CdHA1 0.35mg/g 0.083mg/g 1200g 12days
CaHA2 0.35mg/g 0.5mg/g 1200g 12days
CdHA3 0.35mg/g 1.0mg/g 1200g 12days
CdHA4 0.35mg/g 5.0mg/g 1200g 12days
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