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The natural soil containing organic matter and ferrous is used in the Electrokinetic-Flushing
Remediation(EFR) tests. A series of tests are carried out through controlling the concentration of
acetic acid in the EFR cell. The test results showed that the electrical potential in X/L=0.9 is
increased with the increasing of the concentration, and pH in the sample is the similar at all of the
region because of the buffer capacity of natural soil. Finally, the efficiency of EFR is enhanced at
acetic acid of ImM. But it may not be not strongly affected by the concentration of acetic acid.
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( 0) ( °) pH (cmo g) (%) (%) ( m / g)
2.604 37.1 8.88 4.1 ML 49 6.68 9.85 1.23 304
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Co Duration Volt. . . .
Flushin ents(Acetic acid
(meke) | oy | (Viem) 8 agens( )
Initial Concentration
0 1 10 50 100
1000 25 1.0 (mM)
Initial pH 6.36 3.74 3.28 3.01 2.85
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