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HEL 5% UG8 Ak 2L 78 B P e A v RH AR A 52 iy 1R 3% 0 A

MR E AL, YIARE, R, By U, 8 E R, IR
L Tl K2+ R 53882 Be, KHE 3004005 2. 77 Bl 2 B A 25 PR HF 58 A0 R B8 K I 2 [ R 5 S0 =,
L5 100085; 3. KT EHI LRI F 5 A R TTAE A A, # 430010

W E X H 22 (electrocoagulation, EC) Ab¥EJE 7 & (humic acid, HA) I B itk & & B Bifl, 15 B b B3
AE TR )8, BT R E AR . #14n pH. #0146 HA WREEXT 45 FHAR B0 i 52 m , Bl 5 38 2o A 0 i
WA ER R AP B AR R mIE 51, 3 — 0 T HA MR X T4 AR sl Ak & R 02 AL . a5 LM . 41
BH A% 458 Ak B2 B 5 FH AR A % 1 B 8507 29 MRS B (arithmetic mean roughness, Ra) 2 fiAH¢, B%E Ra M\ 2 055 nm T [%
F] 270 nm, PH B 1Y BB fof 5% #% E BH (charge transfer resistor, Rct) )A 1 174.0 Q-cm? # K F| 1 481.2 Q-em?; 4K W #)
W pH M 3= 5] 7 1, HARAY Ret M 461.0 Q-cm? 3 K F] 11202 Q-cm?, 1 24 pH 4k L2 T+ = 5 9 0, BAAY Ret T
%5 169.5 Q-om®; 47 BH AR Al A 2 B Bl A TR 00 1 HA Wk B S ISR /N 5 385 R0 . HA I BT vk 2 )L O mg L™ 42
A 20 mg LI, XA A Ret A 1 536.4 Q-cm? Ji/NF] 932.9 Q-cm?, HA BBk #E— 4 7+ & 200 mg-L!
B, X AR AR Y Ret MK 932.9 Q-em® 1 K # 1 403.2 Q-em®, ASHF5E 45 HE AT S EC 8 52 B 1y FH v 1 il PH AR At b 2 it
5%,

REEIR PHAREEAL; MR, JEERR; KAbE

KIRAHLY) (natural organic matter, NOM) | {Z fAAE FHIFR K . IKEEK SRR K IR . ZER K
AIHFEAL B AR, S I NOM & A S, A2 Jl— RN A =200 19 s AR B2 R =, PRI,
7 B AE I B LT TR KR P Y NOM BRI # #25 BR NOM M B0 R F 2R FE IR BE L . b2k
P WRRM A, (H X SR 7 YR AR SE bR W B AR AR — 8 1Y IR B G AR Ok, HL 2R B
(electrocoagulation, EC) YEk—Fh & Bk NOM ARG Tz ik, HEAEREMR . W%
HRRBOIAT] . EEBRACEE . R E DS, B EC KA HE R, WA B Ak R ™ Y
M) ¥ 24 AR AE SEBR TR b g i A

R B AL 48 7 EC i R b, BB AR 2 T8 1 i) i ) 42 R A AL A L i sl 2 . iy
M) 4z JEg AR P A, AT R AP 4 T8 25 DA B HOK g 28 5 W 00 77 i, 3500l 1 X NOM %5 22 1 Ak AL
U WA, AR SRR S, BN T BC HORAYHLRE TN AR S iz AT AR,

G JA PR AR AR AR W i %) [) B 3 R B 3 R SO 1 & 2B B & e A AR 2 Bl )M, I Ab
DUBRAE A MR 3% THT A9 22 4 0 mT e e Ak R Ak S22 00 120 S 0 A i A A 7 B R A 458 S A2 ok 26
(R T) . SR FH S0 kot vl i FEE 75 45, EL 0 i A2 et KOK BT . BB IR 4 | BEAE A = A 1)
Wi EEA: 2022-02-07; A AHA: 2022-05-18
EEWHE: EZRESHLITR (2020YFD1100500)
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REUCO PR, 3B Y EC RIS 1T S HOR IE 2% 4 T S AW T B DL R A ) R R % T 2R A v
S P AL AIRE LS 6 B 40 1 AR Ak 1 O v o

AWEFE LS 52 (humic acid, HA) 75 Qe W BE40L & KRG DL ML 3R OK , 25 528 T Hlop 3% TADRL K
JE . WL pH . W14 HA WX FHAR AR Bl Ak i sE ), JFa X EC J5 W W AR 4 AL Uk 3 K BH A Al
RIIESLE) 534, IR 1 400 B AR AR B4k i IS FEBILT o A 5T AT SR EC 78 52 B TR 1 FH o 400 i) BH A
ikt 2% |
1 #Rl5E%
1.1 XLWER

BN S0 K . T 20 A ROFVER AR B 1 g HA, ¥ f#% T 200 mL 0.1 mol-L™' NaOH & ', If
B BORCE TRE I RERS ERERE 120, RIGH 1 LiBaikKidtfrE %, &8 12 hJ5 A 0.45 um 7€
FEHEAT 08, Hhug 15 B0 W AE i HA G £ W08 76 AR OO/ R ¥ g DR A7, 8 ol FH B a2 4 7 B
[Fi) Fsf 55 00 52 36 FH K HR a8 220 A 200 mg- L' Na,SO, & W AE A HLf# 5, 55 A 0.5 mmol-L™' ) NaHCO,
VE WAL [ AR K AR 22 vhBE J3, SR 0.1 mol-L™' NaOH ¥ ¥ 1 0.1 mol-L™' H,SO, ¥ ¥ 18 15 1% Wk i
pHo S50 T 245 340 J3 B 4l

WM B i A AL 38 A SIS PH AR . SR R R B Al A B3 R SR 99.9% 1 R Al EEAS T E AR
BH AR B4 L 1T 5 25 76 1z B MR AE I B b gl 2 AR ™= AR — )2 SRR, DRI e 0 P i s 22 &2t —
() I A BEOR PR AR W 15 PR . RTARBE A R AN R . SE H — a2 B BT SiC R AR A B 5 S N X 5 44
SIATEE 206, ARG AT IS o AR s & B Je K v, R 75 B 1 BEPLAEE 5 10 min DAYE BR R AR
F A FR A SiC FkL, a8 T A% B4 rh R U,
1.2 LWRE

RS EC R 4 3% i F & B i AL R
RLE . SRR (BHAR . FIAR) . ®E T B s
MR, EEWME PR,
1.3 LW HE

EC SC 5% MR B EEIE, B
e b 29 R 45 B A, EC J2 W 7E 50 mL A rh
AT o EUAR R LR R A, Sehie
SEHLR AR AL, 2 HOPAT R AR I LA RO
P, BORR I HE A 1 om, MR A 2 7 1 ARV 4 E1 ECREE
) sz(l cmx2 cm). S 5 5 % AR T A — Fig. 1 Diagram of the electrocoagulation setup
B, HH SRk 0 g 466 2% Je s 16 5 AT BB A IR SN R A, FRUI R B E O 20 Arm R, W AR i i E
SN 300 r-mint, AEL EC SL5G N B E] A 25 min, £FE S min B 1 mL KRR, KAEZE (0.45 pm)
SEUEJE AT . R RV AR, ARSI IR ST MRS AR S HOM TR AR Btk W B e, 5
FC (] Y R BE B AR L, 32 8 DX A T B A 00 00 R e % T A A i TR HR T DL AR B AR g, (BTE
25 min A9 S W B[] P 2 1 AL 46 R b sy o BHPTHE R SE W] W A B AL B4 . MANSOURI! 48400y
2R BE T A BB AL 2 M BUZ S50, NIZ WEE M &R AMRZE, SN2 REMMEZLZE, HILar i
D, 7 228 BH A B0 1 00 30 A= i 2 MR BUR AL )=, HLB0% 2 52 e 2 PHACBG Ak S 22 19 25 W &
&, O TR A B B T AR L
1.4 DG E

FH A HLBR 2 #F 4L (TOC-VCPH, SHIMADZU, Japan) Ml & HA ¥ &, % JH pH il & 1¥ (720,
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Thermo Orion, USA) MK ¥ pH, R FH £ 4b/A] W43 5% 5% B 11 (U-3 010, Hitachi High-Technologes Co,
Japan) Il i€ K FEF) UV, 80, F 21 4 B {Y (Contour Elite 1, Bruker, USA) 5 1 H% #z 3 11 35 0 15
FLKE B Ra, R HUERE A % & 7 -5 F & 563 (OPTIMA-2000, Perkin Elmer, USA) 1l % A [] %] 4R
HA BtV B2 T b sk AV, RT3 & 53 4 Fi 5% (SEM, JSM7401F, JEDL, Japan) 43 A1 5 i
Joi FLAR R AT AT A0 o O T BH R i Ak R 3 ) I SR P A T BB, S O R R IR AR R R R R A AR
b, VW TR — S A 2 0 B A B R R R, R n] O B R R (DAHUA DH1766,
China) EL #2100 5%, Hok H i b 24 28 i BEBL 5 A Al AL R 18, A 27 BT 33 00 4k 0 ) ol A 2 TR
(CHI 760E, Chenhua, China), 7EFr#E = F AR R N#EAT, T/ A A i L 22 € 25 min J5 0945 FH A% 46l
B, HTR AR HAVEXT A, Ag/AgCl HAMRAE R 2 HhH At o FH 2R IV i 466 2% Ji s 7 2 T A A R 1T
PR R0 1 ARE E R 1 em®, BT HL AR S A T BH BT S 5 B AE pH Ry 11 1Y 30 gL' B R 4 I R v gk
17, BEASLIRE N 10 mV, RN 107'~10° Hz, {7 ZView 80X 5236 508 174004
2 #HR5TR
2.1 KRR 3R T AR A B o PR AR AR £ 4 BY B2 1)

N T RS R T Ra X BHAR AR B9 B AL 09 520, ] 500, 2000, 3000 H BYRPACHT B R AR R,
13 %] Ra 5y 5 2 055, 508, 270 nm WY GH AR . FEWI MR pH oA 7, HA TV E R S mg L 9 &4
T, RS TR R RS B2 A BH AR 3% 1A H R AR AR LA 1B 2 (a) TR o Ra 12 055 nm [ £ 270 nm
25 min Ji7 EC AYHLJE M (3.9+0.1) V A4 B K B (6.4 £0.4) V 245, Fifi G Wb 26 10 MLBS )& RO BRI , 44
W 23 0 BT R 0 b o 3K I B AR s LR B B T R B AR T B % EUAS TR LR B S5 1 T
BH 2 B 18 A 27 22 T LT 3% &5 SR A 181 2(b) FE 2(c) BT, I Zview B %o BELAC 3 8 k47 20 #r
ABIF S R %) 45 5 B LI 2(b), v Ret fRF A AGAL)Z S BOW AL AT G B, FLR/INAT DL
7N W MR B A R BE VS 24 Ra it 2 055 nm [ E 270 nm BF, %F R A% AR B Ret H1 1 174.0 Q-em? 4 &
1481.2 Qrem?, 5 I il 25 A A 26 T LS 2 ARG, Ret (A SBEZ I K, X 5K 2 () ML R4 .

l4r —=—R=2055nm -500 1600
12+ —*— R =508 nm —=—R =2 055nm —
0k ——R =270 nm ~ 400 —*=R =508 nm E Ja00l
g ——R =270 nm :
> 8f S 300 ¢ g
> g = 1600}
= o =200 B
I = g
% ~100 Re Ret Rs & 1400l
2F Z CPE2 #E
oF (|3 CPE1 'EJ
s s s - - - s s - - - | 800 L— s -
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 100 200 300 400 500 2055 508 270
it [i]/min IZBHILAQ - cm?) LN /nm
(a) HLJEBHI g2 £L (b) Azl el it () BEPTIFE AR 2 T HEURE 1 1425 1k

&2 B AR T AE S BT Xt PR AR AR $E 1L B 2 0
Fig. 2 Influence of electrode surface roughness on anode plate passivation
ASTEHLBE T HA 19 5 BR R AR 3 s, BEFE Ra M\ 2 055 nm [ F] 270 nm, 5 min i, HA
B 2 [ N (94.040.5)% [ 5] (90.243.2)%., 25 min I, HA AYZEFR M (96.4+0.5)% F& 5] (94.1+1.2)%,
RUIBEE B RIS, ECHUCR TR, FECHA B EBRAR TR, W RAH AL S i B BTy 4518
W W 75 FH AR Al 9 3 T BORLRES , A ) T ) AR R B A . SRR, RN JE g A BH AR AR R0 L
kFEBRAERNREA, MFERRA T LSS RREEE /N, —EEEN, R RN
A2 5 S AE AR G, DR SRS 32 g 1) B AR A B A R AR o 55— D7 D, 3K T AR PR DA R 1 A AR
iz AT, AR TR ER, g s ity &£ [ HA 9L BRR b
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B A5 R 170 R AR T AR AT, A0 W 2 T i A 100 -

FHA 2 [ 28 14 5 4 B 3% T HELRE B8 4776 — 58 1) ol

FHOGHE . PT LA , A% AR 2 HDRLRE B2 7T B 23 3 .

M A A7 % TET A i Ak R E T 5 0 HA (9 25 BR i 60

A, R I Ry A AROREL R B e, Al R R Tl

fik, % HA M EBRRBE . = —=—R=2055nm

22 SRAE pH % B AR 5 1 Y B 207 R0
7ERa 3508nm, HI4AHA Bk Smg L 0L . . . . .

M2 F R, R8T 91 hs pH X B AR A Bt Ak 1 5% 0 > ”E’Wmif 005

W Qi 4a) Fras, 24 pH W 3 @& 3] 7 0,

25 min J5 EC [ HL K M (4.9£0.1) V £ 45 34 K | B3 BBRERRENHA ZBENKR

Fig. 3 Influence of electrode surface roughness on HA
removal rate

(12.0£1.7) V224 ; X pH H 7 825 %) 9 i),
JE M (12.0£1.7) V 22 47 FEAIK 2 (3.9+0.2) V £
o FEFE pH B K, BRVEREERS B WA b, (H2Y pH L F2] 7 DL LA B R Akl pH 3
pNTIN

XA TR pH 2514 T BHAR A 19 fL Ak 24 238 BT, #8598 T R pH 2544 T B AR i AL ol .
&l 4(b) FE 4(c) B, 4 pH 3 345 7 85, BHAR AR A9 Ret B 461.0 Q-em® F+ 1 2 1 120.2 Q-cm’;
2 opH 7 B E) 9 B, BH B MR B Ret LA 1 120.2 Q-em? F# K 3 169.5 Q-cm®, B % pH A9 14 K,
Ret 2 B &/ 7, (B2 pH IR 7 L B Ret A RfE pH 3 K FRE. W S iR, 4
pHH 3 7+ £ 9/, ECALPE 5 min 5 A9 HA %R M (85.9+0.5)% & F] (15.242.6)%; 7E X W 25 min
BF, HA 9 2BR 3 H (90.5+0.4)% B 5| (87.4+0.7)%. X LW Bl % 7 W00 i pH 97 , HA B L BR %
23 Bl 2 A

» 8001 4 pi=3 1600
» oo} pies g 1)
i g -600 —y—pH=9 2 1200f
b ? -500+1 g}, 1000+
g —400 = 800 |
81 2 300] 2
61 = 2001 Re _ Ret _ Rs R 600
4r y &7 CPE2 ﬁ: 400 -
27 ‘108 [ CPEI E 200 -
or* . . . . , [ 7 , , , , , , \ \ \ ,
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 200 400 600 800 10001 200 0 3 5 7 9
B ) /min SHHEAQ - om?) pH
(a) HL R 8] 7154k (b) Zs 2=l (% (c) FHBUIERE BRI dhpH 21

Bl 4 AiRVIE pH X482 FHR 1L A9 S M
Fig. 4 Effect of initial pH of solution on the passivation of aluminum anode

F - D 4 2 S ML U AL O 25 SRR, pH S 7 AR, B pHL K O 3R 2
BT . R BH T R A BEAL 2, 2 TR IR I A AR B S Sl s ot X AR T R R A TE
ANTE R pH A T AR R A UBR B 7= W AN TR o S0 R S R I I, R B R 2 R A R B A
AP, AE i P DU BT A T ALO, B AR B, B P B A 3 2R S AR R R (A1O,), PR BEAL)R
A 32 B Ry — MR R L 4 TR AR A, BT LA PP SR AT R AR A BE T EE PO HA R R BRACR B
pH Y THE B i T, 32 i T HA AR IEE MR P 26 0F N A i, LA 5 FIMI pH A5 1F T IE
HLATRT AIOH)™ A A W B ri p A, AT 25 B SR, Bl pH A9 Th i, XRS5, BT A HA
ZBRAR W B BRI iR pH X HA 255 3 R0 AR AR 1 A0 72 B2 A4 52 0 45 3R 0F A — 2
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23 AR HIE HA IR E X BAAR AR 8 4 89 22 M 100
FEWI 4G pH N 7, Ra’fy 508 nm B K {F T, %0
XF LG AE A H 3 B AN [R) 900 46 HA ¥R BT H R bifi B .
i) 25 4 175 250 A RS [0 A LA v LA A 1 @6“
Tt Bl o WK 6(a) BT, HA [ 5 5t He JE M w0l
0mg L #2555 me L i, EC25min J5 =
FEM (15.243.1) V 22 47 AR 3] (4.9£0.5) V A2 47, T
Bifi Jo Bl 2 HA B 46 T i vk B R 3 R, BfE R R 0 . . . . .
H B R W, HX RZR i FRR T ¢ e ®

5[] /min

5 A4 pH X HA KRREE M
Fig. 5 Effect of initial solution pH on HA removal rate

HA Y B2 J5 i S 8 K230 . 2 HA Jit & vk
FE M 5 mg L' #2553 200 mg LI, HL S E
400 mS-cm ™' # % 520 mS-em™', M, AFrh
FL R A A8 Ab X DRI i AR A B AR T O, (B HA BT W B O mg L' #2852 5 mg L' B AL 3 3 A9 A8 1k
FEARK, BIEEAETHEN TR, BT HA G, BES SR ML BT, B FREBH.
X HEAS R ) i HA VR B2 T FHA AR 09 A2 g BT, 5% 1 S [RI00 4 HA MR B2 25 PR Al 9 4t £k
. Gl 6(b) FE 6(c) Frw, 4 HA BTSN O mg L' & 2] 5 mg L™ B, XTI AR A9 Ret A
1536.4 Q-cm” [EAILH] 1 186.8 Q-cm?; X4 HA WK JE M 5 mg L' $2 15 2 20 mg-L™' B, XJ L AR 19 Ret 2
M 1186.8 Q-em® FEANE] 932.9 Qrem’s TEIXASTE I, BlEEWI GG HA VR EE YIS K, Ret 23 i 3L i
B FRE, FEE HA Bt —2 T 20 mg L' F+2 200 mg L™, KRR AT Ret X421 932.9 Q-cm®
HARF 14032 Q-cm?,

79 .= 0mg-L"'HA -500 r =+ O0Omg-L"'HA 1600
20} #+10mg - L' HA —-—10mg - L' HA o
18 | —-100 mg - L' HA -400 | —+-100 mg - L' HA 5 1400l
16 f—--5mg-L'HA g —e-5mg-L'HA ‘
14} 20 mg - L' HA 5 300 | +20mg-LHA e
> 12} & —200 mg - L'HA = 1600f
g 10f < 200 + &
m 8r 5 =
6L Y = ~100 L Re _ Ret _ Rs Rihg 14001
4F $ Mo t1448s et = cPE2|  #E
(2) 200 mg - L-'HA ol CPEI £ 800t . . . . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 5 10 20 100 200
i [f)/min SERHATAQ - em?) JEEFHIR ST e B /(g - L)
(a) H JEFf ] 22 1k (b) ZAMrr (c) BHATIEBERIMAH A We 222 1L

Bl 6 #1%6 HA B8 K X 35 PHAR AR 5% 1L B 520
Fig. 6 Effect of initial HA mass concentration on the passivation of aluminum anode plate

AN WG HA WS T HA B £ BRI & 7 fr s o 4 HA BB & W M 5 mg L' 42 =
200 mg-L 7' I, FZJW 5 min J5 HA B9 B (86.1+5.6)% &5 (5.1£1.6)%; JZ ¥ 25 min i HA A 2[5
Kl (93.120.8)% P 5| (23.4+0.7)%, B & W HAWKE N THE , HAM KRR B S Z K.
K 6(a) FIE 6(b) AT UL, Bl HA W EEAY T, PHAR SR A A B AL AR B 25 A Ar S, H HA MR B 3 v
I, BEAL o N . 3R] B A Dl AR 2 A7 AR — IR pH i MY, 7R pH B, 7E— 2 HA ¥
FEYE RN, HA iR 3 5 BHAR AR 3R I i 09 AP R AE TR, XA FRGE M 1T AL TE B MR 3% 1T 1Y)
RERE, M 7 &R LR SR HA W Wy, — 75 T 23 42 v B AR Al 5 T 1
pH, 520 HA 5 AP RIS W Py 55— J5 T W2 19 HA 2520 AP s b i, &P
JRBERCZ R, T g R, R, R e, FRARA S R A
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2.4 138 HA iR B 3345 PHAR 640 22 M A1 %1 43 47

TEXIHA pH o 7, Raky 508 nm [ 55144 T,
P T AN R0 4 HA W BE R B i ¥ W i i
AP, 5 8 BT R . X HA Ji
WM O mg L7 #2558 S mg L™ B, AP
HWREH 1.59mg L PR 111 mgL™"; 4%
I HA FR & ¥ B A 5 mg-L™' 42 755 ) 20 mg-L!
B, APTHY R B 111 mg L' R R 2] 0.65
mg-L™'. AIUL, AHAES T RS I HA 1Y H i Wk
U, IIA HA Z W R A B T
K, AHBEAE B 45 HA BTt v B i 20 mg- L™ i#F —
A THZE 200 mg L', AP R Ik R g — 2 (0]
F, M 0.65mg L EF%] 1.46 mg' L', AP
W AR AL IO UE T b — 3 eI, B —E Y
HA W] D)3 3o ek 20 76 4 M 2% 1 SR AR Y AP MR BEE
T2 fif Al Ak 2 1 AR

AR 4R HA TR B 5 e BH AR Al 3
T P JE B2 AL I 9(a)~(f) BTz o Al L, et
FE A AL, UL IR R ey, Al
T FE R . I 9(a) 7T L, X F R I8 HA
MWK UG, EC J5 )R 38 A J2 R HOF 3 1
i, WAREENEATS, BRI E, |
FE 9(b)~(d) 1] DL, B A % T AR B 1M RS
MR 0 LA T 48, Bl AR B S R AIR . AR
M % THT 9 20 R 0K DA R 2 Y U W PO A HA

o “'\1 L

(d) 20 mg - L' HA

(e) 100 mg - L' HA

[ I 4 516 %
100
p————©
80 | i—4
S 1
S —=—5mg-L'HA
¥ 60 —e—10mg-L' HA
& ——20mg - L' HA
o4l —v—100 mg - L' HA
es) —e—200 mg - L' HA
20} :
O i 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25
H5t ] /min

7 #1365 HA FRERE 3 HA ZRR R0
Fig. 7 Effect of initial HA mass concentration on
HA removal rate

AP R/ (mg - L)
S =~ = = = =
o) (=) [\S] E N o

o
=N

0 5 10 20 100 200
JE AR ik e i /(mg - L)

8 T E#MIEHAREFHTREER K AP RE
Fig. 8 Residual A" concentration after the reaction at
different initial HA concentrations

(f) 200 mg - L' HA

B9 A E#EHAKERNGERKRREEESMEE FEHRE

Fig. 9 SEM images of anode plate surface after reaction at different initial HA concentrations
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Ja, BT HA BEBA ZUREEMEE R BT R . G 9ce) FE o) BT, FERI IR HA Ji & ik FE AR
FE, AT ISR B HA B9 2R A E AR G 2R 1w, TR G SR 0 ROoRGE A, BELRS T BH AR 0 1 49
3 &g

1) 4 FHA% R 1M Ra M\ 2 055 nm % % 270 nm B, HLZREESS FHA AR Y Ret 34 & 26.2%, HA ZKERFET
BT 4%, 3% 3 W1 BH B 3 TDRERE B2 AT LA S ) A B A0 A 2 B8 D B HA A9 25 BR 36, DA AROREL i B
B, ARG, X HA B R BRI . I, AT LUEE SR I A A 18 24 R A 2 T A AL
ot A JEE O AT i B 4k o

2) BRI R pH A 3 4255 3] 7 B, BB Ret A 461.0 Q-om® B K F 1 120.2 Q-om®, JLF-HE K
T LA W02 pH 4kZETH R 2 9 W, AARAY Ret HIEET pH O 3 I R FE T 63.2%. X 3R WP PR I
FMTHEAMT &R A AR, NRFER .

3) M4 4 HA i v N 0 mg- L' 275 3] 20 mg L' iF, XF 0 M M i Ret FEAR T 39.3%; HA Ji
EIREIE— 2 LT 200 mg L' B, KR AR AR Y Ret 238K F] 14032 Q-em®, JLT- 5914 HA Ky
0mg L' I —B, X &F A — &M HA &5 AR T AP & A% A RN, IR 2% #i 4k )2 1
A I B HA 2 PEAT AT, R PR EEfE . Bk, 7EALER S HA BYKRRT, iR i
Fvg et far , AT LS IAE PRI 25 B 238 104 () Aol f R R B 1 % g A A A

2 % X M
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Influence factors of anode passivation during humic acid electrocoagulation
treatment
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Abstract  Aiming at the passivation problem of the anode during the electrocoagulation (EC) treatment of
humic acid (HA) which can decrease the removal efficiency, the effects of surface roughness, initial pH, and
initial HA concentration on the passivation degrees of aluminum anodes were investigated in this study. The

I** in the solution and

passivation mechanism was further analyzed by detecting the concentration of residual A
the surface morphologies of the anodes. The results showed that the passivation degree of the aluminum anode
was negatively correlated with the arithmetic mean roughness (Ra) of its surface. The charge transfer resistance
(Rct) of the anode increased from 1 174.0 Q-cm® to 1 481.2 Q-cm’ when Ra decreased from 2 055 nm to
270 nm. In addition, when the initial pH of the solution increased from 3 to 7, Rct of the anode increased from
461.0 Q-cm? to 1 120.2 Q-cm’. And when the pH continued to rise to 9, Rct decreased to 169.5 Q-cm”. The
passivation degree of the anode first decreased and then increased with the increase of the initial HA
concentration. When the HA concentration increased from 0 mg-L™' to 20 mg-L ™', Rct of the corresponding
anode decreased from 1 536.4 Q-cm’® to 932.9 Q-cm”. And when the HA concentration further increased to
200 mg-L™, the corresponding Rct increased from 932.9 Q-cm” to 1 403.2 Q-cm’. This study provides a
theoretical and technical support for anode passivation mitigation in practical application of EC.

Keywords anode passivation; electrocoagulation; humic acid; water treatment
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