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Abstract:  13 

Recently, electrocoagulation (EC) has emerged as a promising method to treat 14 

contaminated water. In this study, a novel EC system using stainless steel electrodes was 15 

applied to remove arsenate (As(V)) in water. The operation time lasting 5 min, electrical 16 

potential difference of 7.5 V, and inter electrode distance of 1 cm were identified as optimal 17 

condition for removing As(V) (eliminated 92% of As(V) from 0.1 mg As(V)/L solution). In the 18 

batch study using a 9 V rechargeable battery and a small 12 V solar panel, the EC reactor 19 

removed 93% and 98% of As(V) from 0.1 mg As(V)/L solution, respectively, and As(V) 20 

concentration in treated water was lower than that of the WHO’s drinking water guideline (0.01 21 

mg/L). In the continuous water flow study, a small cost-effective system (reactor volume of 1 22 

L, cost $15AUD) using a small 12 V solar panel could successfully treat 12 L contaminated 23 

water per hour. During 4 hours of continuous testing, the system’s efficiency in removing As(V) 24 

remained constant at > 91%. The lifespan of the sacrificial anode was more than 500 days in 25 

about:blank
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the continuous flow mode. The operation cost for the treatment of As-contaminated water is 26 

0.240 A$/m3 water for the DC electrical system (treated water As(V) 0.008 mg/L) and 0.262 27 

A$/m3 for the solar system (treated water As(V) 0.004 mg/L). In a pilot field study with 28 

contaminated groundwater (0.030 mg As/L) in Hanam province, Vietnam, the EC system using 29 

solar energy (12 V) was able to reduce As concentration to below the Vietnamese and WHO 30 

permissible drinking water limit in 1 min. 31 

 32 

Keywords: Arsenate removal; Electrocoagulation; Stainless steel electrode; Solar energy; 33 

Water treatment. 34 

 35 

1. Introduction 36 

Arsenic (As) is one of the world’s most hazardous contaminants. It is estimated that more 37 

than 200 million people in 100 countries have been affected by drinking As polluted water [1]. 38 

As being a potential human carcinogen, causes many other diseases related to skin, lungs, etc. 39 

[2]. It is distributed in the environment through natural and anthogenesis processes [3]. The two 40 

most toxic forms of As are arsenite (As(III)) and arsenate (As(V)), and their concentrations are 41 

controlled mainly by redox conditions and solubility. Whilst As(III) occurs at low redox 42 

potential, and its solubility is 10 g/100 mL of water, As(V) appears at a higher redox state and 43 

its solubility is up to 66 g/100 mL of water [2]. Although many technologies have been 44 

developed and applied to remove As from drinking water [4], As treatment is still a great 45 

challenge for the water industry, especially at a small and affordable scale applicable to rural 46 

and isolated areas. Among these methods, electrocoagulation (EC) is a promising method, 47 

which could eliminate many of the disadvantages of other traditional water treatment techniques 48 

[5, 6]. For example, adsorption has the problem of adsorbent regeneration, interference from 49 

co-existing anions, and production of toxic exhausted adsorbent waste, while chemical 50 

precipitation requires large amounts of chemical coagulants and sludge disposal problem. Some 51 
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advantages of EC are its simple equipment requirements, easy operation, no use of chemicals, 52 

oxidisation of As(III) to As(V) during the process, and less sludge production [6–8]. However, 53 

removing As through this method strongly depends on the operational conditions (type of 54 

electrodes, voltage, current, inter-electrode distance, operation time, solution pH and initial As 55 

concentration) and an electrical source that can be expensive or unavailable in many rural or 56 

isolated regions [9]. 57 

Many kinds of metal can be used as electrodes such as iron (Fe), aluminium (Al), stainless 58 

steel, copper (Cu), titanium (Ti), and zinc (Zn) [10]. Among these, Fe electrodes are the most 59 

widely used. Ucar et al. (2013) [11] reported that when Fe electrodes in monopolar parallel 60 

electrode connection mode were employed, EC could remove up to 95% As(V) from 0.5 mg/L 61 

synthetic water at an electrical input of 4.5 mA/cm2 in a batch experimental process. The hybrid 62 

electrodes with the combination of Fe, Al, or Cu were also tested for removing As [12]. The 63 

removal efficiency of the EC technique on treating As(V) with the above electrodes was 64 

reported to be 75 to 99% [10]. The application of stainless steel electrode also produced high 65 

As removals [13–15]. Though Fe electrodes are the most popular electrodes used in the EC 66 

process they can create a problem of water turning into a yellow colour, principally due to the 67 

production of fine particles of rust. To overcome this challenge, stainless steel anodes have been 68 

used [16]. 69 

In order to reduce the electricity cost of the EC method, a few studies used solar power 70 

in EC to remove different contaminants in water. An EC system utilising solar power and 71 

batteries (60 W capacity) was shown to remove 92% of chemical oxygen demand and 49% 72 

of total dissolved solids by Al electrodes at a distance apart of 1 cm in 20 min [17]. In another 73 

study, an EC system using a 30.2 V solar-photovoltaic module (containing 12 polycrystalline 74 

silicon cells) was able to remove 99.9% of lead (Pb) from a solution containing 10 mg Pb/L in 75 

10 min [18]. Studies on the application of solar energy in the EC system for removing As from 76 

water are limited. Recently, Oh et al. [19] used an EC system with large solar panels (380 to 77 
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750 W) to remove As from groundwater in Vietnam. Although this system obtained a high As 78 

removal efficiency (96.6% from a solution containing 0.376 mg/L in 10 min), this system was 79 

large in size, and therefore the initial cost to install it was probably high. Moreover, it can only 80 

be installed, operated, and maintained by qualified technicians, and not by local residents. 81 

Instead of this type of large centralised solar energy system, a simpler and smaller sized EC 82 

unit using smaller solar panels applicable to individual households, as and when clean water is 83 

required, is more suitable and affordable for rural areas. 84 

In the present study, a new EC process using stainless steel electrodes was utilised to 85 

remove As(V) from synthetic water. The objectives of the study were to: firstly, determine the 86 

removal efficiency of As(V) from synthetic solution using an EC system with stainless steel 87 

electrodes in both batch and continuous flow mode experiments; secondly, determine the 88 

influence of many operating conditions of the EC system on As(V) removal, including 89 

voltage/current intensity, inter-electrode distance, operation time and solution pH; thirdly, 90 

compare different power supply sources (DC, rechargeable battery, and solar power) on As(V) 91 

removal and their cost of operation; and fourthly, test the EC system in a pilot field trial with 92 

contaminated groundwater collected from a household in Vietnam rural area to evaluate its 93 

practical applicability. The pilot trial was conducted in Hanam province, Vietnam while the 94 

laboratory studies were conducted in Sydney, Australia. If the small sized solar panel is found 95 

to be effective at low operational cost, this could prove to be attractive for decentralised systems 96 

in rural or isolated areas used by individual households.  97 

 98 

2. Material and Methods 99 

2.1 Feed solution 100 

For the laboratory study, a stock solution was prepared by dissolving 4.165 mg sodium 101 

arsenate (Na2HAsO4.7H2O) in 1 L Milli-Q water to obtain a concentration of 1 mg As(V)/L. 102 

The stock solution was diluted with distilled water to the desired As(V) concentrations of 0.1, 103 
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0.25, and 0.5 mg/L for batch studies and 0.1 mg/L for continuous flow mode studies. The ionic 104 

strength of the solution was maintained at 1x10-3 M NaCl. The initial solution pH was adjusted 105 

to 6.0 – 8.0 (the pH range found to occur in groundwater) to study the effect of pH on As(V) 106 

removal, and in the other experiments the pH was kept constant at 7.0 ± 0.2 by adding 0.1 M 107 

HNO3 or 0.1 M NaOH. 108 

For the pilot study, a contaminated groundwater sample collected from a household in Ly 109 

Nhan rural district, Ha Nam province, Vietnam was used. Hanam province is the most As-110 

polluted area in the country. According to Huy et al. [20] and Nguyen et al.  [20, 21], more than 111 

52% of groundwater in this province is contaminated by As. This water had pH and As, Fe 112 

concentrations of 7.2, 0.030 mg/L and 0.27 mg/L, respectively. 113 

 114 

2.2 EC system 115 

2.2.1 Laboratory study 116 

A couple of commercial stainless-steel plates of grade 316 (11 cm × 6 cm × 0.09 cm) 117 

were used as anode and cathode. The electrodes were hung inside a transparent polypropylene 118 

tank (size of 10.2 × 10.2 × 20 cm) by a glass stick in a monopolar parallel connection mode, so 119 

that the submerged part of the electrodes inside the solution was 8 cm × 6 cm × 0.09 cm. The 120 

solution volume was 1L. To maintain a uniform concentration, the solution was mixed using a 121 

magnetic stirrer rotated at 120 rpm at the bottom of the tank. Batch and continuous-mode 122 

experiments with DC electricity and rechargeable battery were conducted using this set-up at 123 

room temperature of 25 ± 1 °C. 124 

In the batch studies, a regulated laboratory DC power supply system (model MP-3840) 125 

was used to supply an electrical current with predetermined voltages to the electrodes (Fig. 1a). 126 

The voltages and generated electrical current supplied by this DC system could be varied 127 

through its converter. The performance of the EC system on As(V) removal was investigated 128 

at different conditions: electric potential difference 3.0 – 10 V, operation time 5 – 120 min, 129 
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initial As(V) concentration 0.1 – 0.5 mg/L, the distance between electrodes 0.5 – 4.0 cm, and 130 

solution pH 6 – 8. In each experiment, samples were periodically collected, filtered through 131 

0.45 µm filters, and the filtrates were analysed for As using an ICP-MS instrument (Agilent 132 

Technologies 7900). The experimental scenario, which produced an As(V) concentration 133 

smaller than the WHO’s permissible limit for As in drinking water with the lowest energy 134 

consumption, was considered to be the optimal treatment condition. The initial and final pH of 135 

the solution in all experiments were measured using a pH meter (model HQ40D) to investigate 136 

whether the pH of the solution changed and, if so, to what extent.  137 

In order to evaluate the feasibility of using renewable energies, two other experiments 138 

were carried out at the optimal condition of the EC system determined in the initial experiments, 139 

using a 9 V rechargeable battery and a 12 V solar panel separately instead of the DC source of 140 

electricity (Fig. 1a). The 9 V rechargeable battery was simply connected to electrodes by using 141 

clips. The small 12 V solar panel (Powertech) was designed with 36 multi-crystalline silicon 142 

solar cells and a maximum power of 5 watts. The size of the solar panel was 25.1 cm × 20.5 cm 143 

× 1.8 cm with a weight of 0.7 kg. It was fitted with a blocking diode making it suitable for direct 144 

connection to the EC system by means of clips without using any intermediate equipment. The 145 

experiments with the solar panel were conducted outdoors and in the winter season from 10.00 146 

am to 14.00 pm (July and August 2020, Australia). The voltage and current density of the solar 147 

panel were measured using a Multimeter Voltage Sensor (model QM1529). It demonstrated 148 

that the solar energy during this period was enough for the EC system’s operation. 149 

The operation of the solar panel, in general, depends on the weather conditions. On days 150 

when the sunlight is insufficient, it is recommended that a simple and low-cost rechargeable 151 

battery be employed for storing solar energy captured during bright sunny periods and then 152 

supply this stored power for the EC system on days with insufficient sunlight. 153 

To evaluate the sacrifice (dissolution) rate of the anode, in addition to the calculations 154 

using Faraday’s Law (see Section 3.1.2), a chemical analysis was conducted to measure the Fe 155 
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concentration in the EC reactor. 1 mL of suspension in the EC reactor at different operation 156 

times and currents was sampled and mixed with 5 mL each of 2M HNO3 and 1M HCl. The 157 

mixture was then shaken at 50 rpm at room temperature for 1 hour, filtered and analysed for Fe 158 

using an ICP-MS instrument (Agilent Technologies 7900). This is a modification of the method 159 

utilised by Kalaruban et al. [5]. 160 

In the continuous flow mode study, both the DC power supply system and the small 12 161 

V solar panel were utilised separately with a small EC reactor (containing 1L of As-162 

contaminated water) to investigate the As(V) removal efficiency. The system was operated at 163 

different flow velocities of 12 L/h, 6 L/h, and 3 L/h corresponding to hydraulic retention times 164 

(HRT) of 5, 10, and 20 min [HRT (min) = reactor volume (L)/flow velocity (L/h) × 60 (min)]. 165 

A schematic diagram of the continuous flow reactor is presented in Fig. 1b. The synthetic feed 166 

solution containing 0.1 mg As(V)/L was pumped continuously by a dosing pump (Masterflex 167 

L/S) into the 1 L reactor at the optimal operating condition determined in the batch study (U = 168 

7.5 V, I = 0.030 A, pH = 7.0 ± 0.2, electrodes distance 1 cm). The treated solution then 169 

automatically flows into the 2 L clarifier. The effluent samples in the clarifier were collected 170 

after 1, 2, and 4 h, then they were filtered and analysed for As, Fe, nickel (Ni) and chromium 171 

(Cr) using an ICP-MS instrument (Agilent Technologies 7900). Ni and Cr were analysed, as 172 

they are also components of stainless steel.  173 
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 174 

 Fig. 1. Installation of EC system with (a) DC power supply, 9 V rechargeable battery and 12 175 

V solar panel in batch EC reactor and (b) the schematic diagram of the EC continuous flow 176 

reactor 177 

 178 

2.2.2. Pilot trial in the field with contaminated ground water in Vietnam 179 

The pilot trial was conducted in Hanam province, Vietnam. A small 1.15 L acrylic tank 180 

equipped with two commercial 316 stainless-steel plates (size of 11 cm × 10 cm × 0.03 cm) and 181 

a small solar panel (12 V) was used as the EC reactor. As-contaminated groundwater from a 182 

household was treated by the same method as used in the laboratory batch study. The trial was 183 

carried out at different operation times of 1, 5, 10, 15 and 20 min and the inter-electrode distance 184 

was kept constant at 1.0 cm. Effluent from the EC system was filtered through 0.45 µm filter, 185 

(a) 

(b) 



9 
 

and the filtrate was analysed for As and Fe using an ICP-MS instrument (Perkin Elmer Elan 186 

DRC 9000 ICP-MS). 187 

 188 

3. Results and discussion 189 

3.1 Batch study 190 

3.1.1 Effect of initial concentration and operation time 191 

Effect of initial As(V) concentration (Co) was investigated at three concentrations, 0.1, 192 

0.25 and 0.5 mg/L. In this experiment, the distance between electrodes, initial pH, and electrical 193 

potential difference (U) were 1 cm, 7.0, and 3 V, respectively. Under these conditions, the 194 

current produced was very small, only 0.007 A. Samples from the reactor container were 195 

collected at 5, 10, 15, 30, 45, 60, 90, and 120 min, and analysed for As, pH, and Fe. Fig. 2a 196 

depicts the effect of Co on the residual As(V) concentration in water samples as a function of 197 

operation time (tEC (min)). As can be seen from this figure, the WHO permissible limit for As 198 

in drinking water (CWHO = 10 µg/L, [22]) was attained after 60 min for Co of 0.1 mg/L and 90 199 

min for Co of 0.25 mg/L. At Co of 0.5 mg/L, the CWHO could not be obtained within the 120 200 

min tested in the experiment. Since As(V) concentration of around 0.1 mg/L is the typical level 201 

reported for As-contaminated groundwater in many countries [23], it was chosen for use in the 202 

subsequent studies. 203 

Fig. 2a also shows that the As(V) removal rate was fast during the first hour and then 204 

decreased slowly with time for all As(V) concentrations as reported by others [8, 13]. This 205 

decline in the rate of As(V) removal is due to the decrease in solution concentration of As(V), 206 

which was in equilibrium with the As(V) adsorbed on the hydrous iron oxide/hydroxide 207 

precipitates formed from Fe dissolution derived from the anode during the EC process. When 208 

the As(V) concentration drops, so does the maximum loading of As(V) per mg of Fe precipitates 209 

in equilibrium [24]. These precipitates were formed by the reaction of Fe with the OH- ions 210 

generated in the cathode at the neutral pH of the solution [7, 13]. It is also possible that at longer 211 



10 
 

EC times the As(V) concentrations became very small to produce any additional Fe/As co-212 

precipitation, mainly because the solubility products of Fe/As precipitates would not have 213 

reached at these low As(V) concentrations.  214 

 215 

3.1.2 Effect of electrical current and anode dissolution 216 

The effect of electrical current was studied by keeping the distance between electrodes, 217 

Co, and pH constant at 1 cm, 0.1 mg/L, and 7.0, respectively. The voltage of power supply 218 

source (U) was adjusted to 3 V, 5 V, 7.5 V, and 10 V, and the corresponding values of the 219 

electrical current (I) were measured as 0.007 A, 0.018 A, 0.030 A, and 0.061 A, respectively. 220 

The experiment remained in operation for up to 120 min. Results showed that CWHO could be 221 

reached in 15 min at 0.018 A (U = 5 V), which is much faster than that at 0.007 A (U = 3 V) 222 

(Fig. 2b). At the higher currents of 0.030 A (U = 7.5 V) and 0.061 A (U = 10 V), CWHO was 223 

reached extremely quickly (within 5 min). Consistent with these data, the increase in the 224 

electrical current led to rising As(V) removal efficiency. For example, at tEC of 5 min the 225 

removal efficiency (E%) increased from 24% to 58.5%, 92%, and 96%, corresponding to the 226 

rise of the current values from 0.007 A to 0.018 A, 0.030 A, and 0.061 A (current densities of 227 

0.11, 0.27, 0.45, and 0.92 mA/cm2), respectively. The possible reason for this is that at a higher 228 

electrical current, a larger amount of Fe from the anode was dissolved resulting in greater 229 

amounts of hydrous iron oxides/hydroxides production [7, 13, 24]. This led to the removal of a 230 

larger percentage of As(V) due to As(V) replacing the increasing number of hydroxyl groups 231 

in the iron precipitates [7]. It is also possible that at high concentrations of Fe, larger amount of 232 

As is removed by co-precipitation with Fe [25]. Other studies also reported that As removal 233 

efficiency was proportional to the current density [7, 15, 24]. 234 

Fig. 2b also shows that the As(V) removal efficiency significantly increased when tEC 235 

increased from 5 min to 120 min. For example, at the current value of 0.018 A (U = 5 V), As(V) 236 

removal efficiency at 5 min was only 58.8%. However, it increased to 79.7% after 10 min and 237 
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reached almost 99% at 30 min. The increase of tEC elevated the amount of dissolved Fe as 238 

observed for the effect of an increase in current. The higher amounts of dissolved Fe would 239 

have produced abundant Fe hydrous oxides/hydroxides, leading to a greater amount of As(V) 240 

being removed by adsorption. Greater amounts of As(V) are also removed by co-precipitation 241 

with Fe at high concentrations of Fe [25]. 242 

In order to evaluate the sacrifice (dissolution) rate of the anode, the mass of Fe generated 243 

at the anode mFe (mg), and the electrode consumption concentration Celectrode (mg/L) 244 

(calculation based on mFe) for the As removal from water were calculated using chemical 245 

analysis and Faraday’s Law. The Faraday’s Law equations are presented below [7]: 246 

𝑚𝑚𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹 =  𝐼𝐼×𝑡𝑡𝐸𝐸𝐸𝐸×𝑀𝑀𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹
𝑧𝑧×𝐹𝐹

       [1] 247 

𝐶𝐶𝐹𝐹𝑒𝑒𝐹𝐹𝑒𝑒𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒𝐹𝐹 =  𝐼𝐼×𝑡𝑡𝐸𝐸𝐸𝐸×𝑀𝑀𝐹𝐹𝐹𝐹
𝑧𝑧×𝐹𝐹×𝑣𝑣

       [2] 248 

where I is the current value (A), MFe is the molecular weight of iron (55,850 mg/mol), z is the 249 

number of electrons involved in the oxidation/reduction reaction (zFe = 2), F is the Faraday’s 250 

constant (1F = 1608.06 A.min/mol), tEC is EC operation time (min), v is the solution volume (v 251 

= 1 L). 252 

Fig. 2c depicts that the calculated amounts of Fe ions generated as well as the weight of 253 

the anode lost increased with I and tEC. For example, the increase of I from 0.007 A to 0.061 A 254 

led to a rapid increase in the sacrifice rate of the anode, from 5.2 mg/L to 127.1 mg/L after 120 255 

min reaction. The Fe concentrations calculated from this equation at the end of the experiment 256 

(tEC = 120 min), at I = 0.007, 0.018, 0.030 and 0.061 A were 14.6, 37.5, 62.5 and 127.1 mg/L, 257 

respectively. However, the corresponding concentrations of Fe dissolved from the anode 258 

measured by chemical analysis were much smaller, i.e. 7.9, 10.8, 22.6 and 35.2 mg/L, 259 

respectively (Fig. 2d). A possible reason for the difference in the chemical analysis and 260 

calculated values is that Faraday's law is valid only when all the electrons in the system 261 

participate solely in the metal-dissolution reaction at the anode, which seldom happens. Another 262 

reason for the lower measured value is that the anode used does not consist of pure Fe; it is 263 
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stainless steel, which contains other metals such as Cr, in addition to Fe. This is not taken into 264 

consideration in Faraday’s equation. 265 

The initial solution pH of 7.0 increased slightly up to a maximum of 8.0 during the EC 266 

process. The precipitation of Fe dissolved from the anode would have reduced pH, but the 267 

amounts of OH- generated at the cathode and OH- ions released during As adsorption on the 268 

hydrous Fe oxide/hydroxides would have been more than the H+ released during Fe 269 

precipitation. These reactions are possible reasons for the slight increase in solution pH. 270 

According to the above results, tEC = 5 min and the potential of 7.5 V were identified as 271 

optimal conditions for As(V) removal. In these conditions, CWHO can be reached quickly (only 272 

5 min compared to 15 and 60 min at the potentials of 3 V and 5 V, respectively) while ensuring 273 

less energy usage than that at the potential value of 10 V. Therefore, these conditions (5 min, 274 

7.5 V) were chosen for analysis in the subsequent studies.  275 
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   276 
     (a)                          (b) 277 

 278 

      279 
 280 

Fig. 2. The effect of (a) As(V) initial concentration at 3V and (b) electrical current on As(V) 281 

removal; The sacrifice rate of anode in the EC process as (c) calculated using Faraday’s Law 282 

and (d) measured using chemical analysis, at Co = 0.1 mg/L, electrodes distance apart = 1 cm, 283 

pHinitial = 7.0. The 10 µg/L horizontal line within Fig. 2 (a) and (b) indicates As concentration 284 

limit in the WHO drinking water guideline. 285 

 286 

3.1.3 Effect of distance between electrodes 287 

This study was conducted at Co of 0.1 mg/L, pH of 7.0, tEC of 5 min, U of 7.5 V, and 288 

varying electrodes distance apart of 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, and 4.0 cm. As can be seen from Fig. 3a, 289 

As(V) removal efficiency and current values increased when the distance between electrodes 290 

was reduced. At electrodes distance apart of 0.5 cm, the current intensity and As(V) removal 291 

efficiency reached 0.087 A and 99.5%, respectively. These values fell to 0.030 A and 92%, 292 
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respectively, at an electrodes distance apart of 1 cm. When the electrodes distance apart 293 

increased to 2, 3, and 4 cm, the EC system increasingly proved to be inefficient for removing 294 

As(V), reaching values of less than 20%. This decline in removal efficiency can be explained 295 

as being caused by the increase in the space between the electrodes, which in turn decreased 296 

the current generated (down to 0.003 A). The end result was less Fe dissolution from the anode 297 

for its interaction with As(V) ions [5]. Similar outcomes were reported for the removal of other 298 

contaminants from water via the EC process, such as removing water hardness using Fe-rod 299 

electrodes [26], mercury using Al and Fe electrodes [27], and indium ions using Fe electrodes 300 

[28]. 301 

Although the inter-electrode distance of 0.5 cm produced the best As(V) removal 302 

efficiency, the cost of electrical power (voltage x current) consumed is high due to the high 303 

current generated. Therefore, the next shortest inter-electrode distance of 1 cm was selected as 304 

the optimal distance and applied in subsequent studies. Moreover, this distance is more practical 305 

to maintain in the EC installation set-up. 306 

 307 

3.1.4 Effect of solution pH 308 

The solution pH is one of the important factors influencing contaminants removal in the 309 

water treatment process. Investigation of the effect of solution pH was conducted at pH varying 310 

from 6 to 8 because it is a common pH range in most As-contaminated groundwater [8]. Fig. 311 

3b shows that As(V) removal efficiency slightly increased when pH was increased from 6 to 7 312 

and then decreased as the pH is further increased to 8. The decrease in As(V) removal at lower 313 

pH is possibly due to the dissolution of iron hydroxide precipitates that were responsible for 314 

adsorbing the added As(V) [13]. The reduction in As removal at the higher pH of 8 could be 315 

due to reduced adsorption of the more negatively charged As species on the negatively charged 316 

iron hydroxide precipitates [23]. It is well known that the negative charges on the surface of Fe 317 

oxide/hydroxide [29] and on the As species increase (H2AsO4
− to HAsO4

2−) with pH [30].   318 
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Based on the results of all the batch studies conducted, it can be concluded that the 319 

optimum As(V) removal at Co 0.1 mg/L could be achieved at pH of 7, tEC of 5 min, electric 320 

potential of 7.5 V (corresponding to the current value of 0.030 A), and electrodes distance apart 321 

of 1 cm. These conditions were therefore considered as the optimal conditions for the EC 322 

process and employed in the subsequent studies on the use of alternative power sources and 323 

continuous flow mode process. 324 

 325 

 326 
     (a)                          (b) 327 

 328 

Fig. 3. The effect of (a) distance between electrodes on As(V) removal efficiency and current 329 

generated at pH 7 and (b) initial pH on As(V) removal efficiency at electrodes distance apart = 330 

1 cm, Co = 0.1 mg/L, U = 7.5 V, tEC = 5 min 331 

 332 

3.1.5. Use of alternative power supply sources 333 

Batch experiments with alternative power supply sources were conducted using either a 334 

12 V solar panel or 9 V rechargeable battery and the As(V) removal efficiencies were compared 335 

with 10 V DC electricity source. These experiments can provide vital information on whether 336 

renewable energy sources can replace the DC power supply used to treat As(V) in the EC 337 

system. Fig. 4 shows that the As(V) removal efficiency of both renewable energy sources was 338 

approximately the same as that of the DC power supply (93% for rechargeable battery and 98% 339 

for solar panel compared with 96% for the DC electrical source, the slight differences are due 340 
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to the differences in voltage). This result indicates that renewable energy sources such as a 341 

rechargeable battery or a small-scale solar energy system can remove As(V) effectively in 342 

miniature portable EC systems that are suitable and affordable for rural households. 343 

  344 

 345 
 346 

Fig. 4. The As(V) removal efficiency of EC system using different energy sources in batch 347 

study, Co = 0.1 mg/L, pH = 7, tEC = 5 min and electrodes distance apart = 1 cm 348 
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3.2. Mechanisms of As(V) removal in the EC process 350 

The main chemical reactions in the EC process and the reactions involving As(V) removal 351 

from the solution are presented in Fig. 5 [31]. The two prime mechanisms of As(V) removal in 352 

the EC process are co-precipitation of As(V) with the various Fe ion species generated in the 353 

EC process and adsorption of As(V) on the hydroxide precipitates of Fe2+ and Fe3+. These are 354 

depicted in the last four equations in the solution compartment of Fig. 5 [32]. 355 
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 357 

Fig. 5. Chemical reactions in the EC process and As removal mechanisms 358 

 359 

3.3. Continuous flow mode study 360 

This study was conducted in two EC systems. The first EC system was operated with the 361 

7.5 V DC electrical source, which was the optimal voltage found in earlier experiments (section 362 

3.1.2), and the second one was with the small 12 V solar panel. Solution containing 0.1 mg 363 

As(V)/L was continuously supplied to the EC reaction chamber at three different flow rates (12, 364 

6, 3 L/h, corresponding to HRT of 5, 10 and 20 min). Fig. 6 shows that the As(V) removal 365 

efficiency in both systems was maintained at more than 91% during 4 h operation at all 3 flow 366 

rates. The residual As(V) concentration in the effluent was always lower than that of the WHO 367 

drinking water guideline. The solar energy system’s As(V) treatment efficiency (> 96%) was 368 

higher than that of the electrical system (> 91%) at all flow rates due to the higher voltage of 369 

the solar panel. Results also show that the Fe concentration was below the WHO guideline 370 

value and the Vietnam’s water quality standard of 0.3 mg/L for drinking water [33, 34]. The 371 
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effluent concentration of Ni and Cr was 0.0132 and 0.0274 mg/L, respectively. These values 372 

were much lower than that of the WHO’s drinking water guideline for these metals (0.07 mg/L 373 

for Ni and 0.05 mg/L for Cr [35].  374 

Fig. 6 also shows that a decrease of flow rate (an increase of HRT) increases the efficiency 375 

of As(V) removal. This is because at higher HRT, As(V) had longer time to interact with Fe 376 

hydroxides leading to greater adsorption and co-precipitation. 377 

The results showed that the solar-EC system with a flow rate of 12 L/h could be chosen 378 

for use in decentralised systems in rural or isolated areas to remove As(V). Though lower flow 379 

rates (3 L/h and 6 L/h) can remove higher percentages of As(V), the volume of water treated 380 

would be lower. However, for contaminated water containing very high As concentrations, 381 

lower flow rates (higher HRTs) may be necessary. At the flow rate of 12 L/h, an EC reactor of 382 

a small volume of 1 L could provide 12 L clean water per hour. This flow rate is nearly the 383 

same as that of many commercial household filters currently being used. On a normal day, the 384 

system can produce 48 L of As(V)-free water during a 4-hour operation, which is enough to 385 

meet the drinking water demand of the average family. 386 

Although the solar energy system has many advantages such as simplicity, cost-387 

effectiveness, and non-electrical appliance requirements, its operation depends on the weather 388 

conditions. The recommended solution for this issue, as stated in section 2.2, is using an 389 

appropriate rechargeable battery for storing solar energy during favourable weather conditions 390 

and using it when solar energy is limited.  391 
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 392 
 393 

Fig. 6. The As(V) removal efficiency of EC system using DC electricity (7.5 V) and solar 394 

energy (12 V) at various flow rates, feed solution concentration Co = 0.1 mg/L, pH = 7, 395 

electrodes distance apart = 1 cm. Ct (mg/L) is As concentration in the treated solution at time t 396 

(h). The 10 µg/L horizontal line within the figure represents As concentration limit in the WHO 397 

drinking water guideline.  398 

  399 

3.4. EC operation cost 400 

Operation cost is one of the most important factors in water treatment technologies 401 

because it decides the applicability of the treatment method in real-life situations, which 402 

primarily depends on users’ budgets. The operation cost of the EC system in continuous flow 403 

mode was calculated for DC and solar power sources according to Eq. 3 and presented in Table 404 

1. Here the price of Australian electricity was assumed to be A$0.30/kWh [36]: 405 
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measured to be 0.516 mg/L for the DC electrical EC system and 0.664 mg/L for the solar energy 413 

EC system in 5 min. In one day, the EC system could treat 48 L water for 4 hours (1 m3 in 20.83 414 

days at a flow rate of 12 L/h; see Section 3.3 for calculation) and consume 24.77 and 31.87 mg 415 

of the anode for DC electricity and solar energy system, respectively. The weight of the 416 

submerged part of the selected anode in this reactor was measured as 32,000 mg. Assuming 417 

that the anode can be effectively used until 50% of it is dissolved, the anode could be used for 418 

645 (32,000 mg/24.77 mg/day x 50%) days using DC electricity source (at U = 7.5 V) or 502 419 

(32,000 mg/31.87 mg/day x 50%) days using solar energy (at U = 12 V). The total volume of 420 

treated water produced per lifetime of the anode is calculated as 31.0 m3 (645 days/20.83 421 

days/m3 water) using the DC electricity source and 24.1 m3 (502 days/20.83 days/m3 water) 422 

using a solar panel source.  423 
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Table 1. Cost calculation for EC system operation using DC electricity and solar energy (based 424 

on flow rate 12 L/h, operation time 4 h/day, and treatment capacity 0.048 m3 water/system.day 425 

or 20.83 day/m3 water) 426 

 Formula DC 

system 

Solar energy 

system 

Voltage (V)  U 7.5 12 

Current (A)  I 0.03 0.08 

Power (W) U × I 0.225 0.960 

Operation time in 1 day (h) H 4 4 

Energy consumption in 1 day 

(kWh) 
W × h × 10-3 0.0009 0 

Energy cost in 1 day (A$)  A$0.30/kWh × kWh 0.00027 0 

Energy cost for 1 m3 treated water 

(A$/m3) 
A$0.30 × kWh × 20.8 d/m3 

 

0.00563 

(1) 

0          

(1) 

Electrodes cost (A$)  3.0 3.0 

Mass of electrode dissolved 

(Celectrode, mg/day) 

 24.77 31.87 

Electrodes lifespan (day) (up to 

50% dissolution) 

= 32,000 mg/ (Celectrode 

mg/m3) × 50/100 

645 502 

 

Electrode cost/m3 treated water 

(A$/m3) 
= A$3/(lifespan d × 0.048 

m3/d)  

0.097 

(2) 

0.125 

(2) 

Capital cost (Power supply and 

accessory in a reactor) (A$)a 

 12 12 

Lifetime of power supply (year)b  5 5 

Reactor/m3 treated water (A$/m3)  = A12$/(lifetime y x 365 d 

x 0.048 m3/d) 

0.137     

(3) 

0.137   

(3) 

Treatment cost (A$/m3):  

(1) + (2) + (3) 

 0.240 0.262 

Note:  a Cost of the EC reactor, including power supply system DC or solar panel and accessory 427 

like buckets, is A$12. 428 

  b Assuming that the lifetime of the power supply source is 5 years. According to the 429 

supplier, the lifetime of the solar panel could be 20 years, and at least 10 years for DC 430 

power supply system. 431 
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The calculation shows that the DC electricity cost in this study is considerably low, 432 

0.00563 A$/m3 of treated water while the cost of the solar energy system is zero. The cost for 433 

the treatment of As-contaminated water is 0.240 A$/m3 water for the DC electrical EC system 434 

and 0.262 A$/m3 for the solar EC system. The slightly higher cost of the solar energy system is 435 

due to its higher voltage, which dissolved larger amounts of the anode. This resulted in a higher 436 

percentage of As removal resulting in As concentration in treated water (0.004 mg/L) of almost 437 

half the value obtained with DC electrical system (0.008 mg/L) (Fig. 6). Such a high percentage 438 

of removal is not required for the solution of As concentration 0.1 mg/L used here because the 439 

final As concentration is well below the WHO limit (0.01 mg/L). However, for waters 440 

containing higher initial As concentrations, this is an advantage. 441 

In comparison with the estimated cost reported in other EC studies, the cost estimated in 442 

this study is lower. This is primarily because other studies used much higher initial 443 

concentration of As which required a very high electrical power to bring down the concentration 444 

to below 10 µg/L. For example, Şık et al. [37] reported the electricity and electrode cost as 445 

0.546 US$/m3 (A$0.746/m3) to reduce the As(V) concentration of 200 µg/L to <10 µg/L in 12 446 

min using Fe ball anode with 0.3 A current when the inter electrode distance was kept at 7.5 447 

mm.  Thakur and Mondal  [30] reported treatment cost of 0.357 US$/m3 (A$0.488/m3) to reduce 448 

the initial As(III) concentration of 550 µg/L to 8 µg/L using  Al electrodes at 1 cm distance 449 

apart with 10 A/m2 current.  Their treatment cost included cost of electrode + chemicals + 450 

electricity + sludge disposal + fixed cost. Both the above two studies used DC electricity for 451 

supplying the power, whereas in the current study the cost was separately estimated for both 452 

DC and solar energy systems. 453 

 454 

3.5. Pilot trial in the field  455 

The pilot trial study was conducted under five different tEC of 1, 5, 10, 15 and 20 min. 456 

The results of As removal by the 12 V solar panel EC system are presented in Fig. 7. At the 457 
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initial As concentration in groundwater of 0.030 mg/L and tEC = 1 min, the As was removed 458 

efficiently (80.0% removal) and the treated water had As concentration below the Vietnamese 459 

and WHO permissible limit for As in drinking water (0.010 mg/L) [22, 33]. The As removal 460 

efficiency increased to 86.7, 90.0, 93.9 and 94.2% when the tEC increased to 5, 10, 15 and 20 461 

min, respectively. However, at the shortest time of tEC = 1 min the power usage is the lowest 462 

and therefore the cost of operation is most economical. On the other hand, if the initial As 463 

concentration is high, a longer time of operation is required to bring the As concentration in the 464 

treated water to below the WHO limit. Compared to the results of the laboratory batch study, 465 

in the pilot trial a shorter time was found to be sufficient to produce As concentration below the 466 

safety level. This phenomenon can be explained by the lower As concentration in the raw groundwater 467 

in comparison with the initial As concentration used in the laboratory study (0.10 mg/L). 468 

The Fe concentration in the EC treated water varied slightly (0.18 – 0.28 mg/L) in 469 

comparison with that in the raw groundwater (0.27 mg/L). However, the Fe concentration in 470 

the treated water was well below the Vietnam and WHO permissible limit for Fe in drinking 471 

water (0.3 mg/L) [33, 34]. 472 

       473 
 474 

Fig. 7. As removal efficiency of EC system in a pilot trial study, Co = 0.03 mg/L, . The 10 µg/L 475 

horizontal line within the figure represents As concentration limit in the WHO drinking water 476 

guidelines 477 
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4. Conclusions 478 

The new small-scale (household) EC system developed with DC power supply using 479 

stainless steel electrodes could successfully remove As(V) from contaminated water and 480 

maintain the As concentration below the WHO recommended safety level. In the batch study, 481 

the ideal scenario for the EC system’s operation was determined as pH 7.0, electrodes distance 482 

apart of 1 cm, voltage of 7.5 V and current intensity of 0.030 A for initial As(V) concentration 483 

of 0.1 mg/L. The batch study using a rechargeable battery and solar energy confirmed that these 484 

renewable energy sources could be used instead of the DC source to remove As(V) effectively 485 

in the EC system.  486 

In the continuous water flow study, both DC electricity and solar energy sources were 487 

able to supply the required power for the successful operation of the EC system with a low 488 

capital cost of A$15 and running cost of 0.240 - 0.262 A$/m3 treated water. The system with 489 

both power sources could remove As(V) from water at very high rate of efficiency, more than 490 

91-96%. A small volume EC reactor of 1 L could supply enough drinking water daily for a 491 

household, and the anode replacement only needs to be done after more than 500 days at a 4 492 

h/day of operation. The low-cost EC system can be used with or without a DC electricity source, 493 

so it can be implemented in all areas. The laboratory study was repeated in a pilot field trial 494 

with a solar panel  (12 V) using groundwater in Vietnam (0.030 mg As/L) and it was found to 495 

successfully remove As concentration below the Vietnamese and WHO permissible limit in 1 496 

min operation.  497 
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Acknowledgment 499 

This study was financially supported by the Aus4Innovation program – a development 500 

cooperation initiative funded by the Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade and 501 

InnovationXchange, and managed by the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research 502 

Organization, in partnership with the Ministry of Science and Technology of Vietnam. 503 



25 
 

References 504 

[1] S.K. Singh, E.A. Stern, Global Arsenic Contamination: Living With the Poison Nectar, 505 

Environment. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1080/00139157.2017.1274583. 506 

[2] E.G. Søgaard, Chemistry of Advanced Environmental Purification Processes of Water: 507 

Fundamentals and Applications, 2014. https://doi.org/10.1016/C2009-0-16598-4. 508 

[3] D. Mohanty, Conventional as well as Emerging Arsenic Removal Technologies—a 509 

Critical Review, Water. Air. Soil Pollut. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-017-510 

3549-4. 511 

[4] S. Alka, S. Shahir, N. Ibrahim, M.J. Ndejiko, D.V.N. Vo, F.A. Manan, Arsenic removal 512 

technologies and future trends: A mini review, J. Clean. Prod. (2021).  513 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.123805. 514 

[5] M. Kalaruban, P. Loganathan, J. Kandasamy, R. Naidu, S. Vigneswaran, Enhanced 515 

removal of nitrate in an integrated electrochemical-adsorption system, Sep. Purif. 516 

Technol. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2017.08.010. 517 

[6] M.A. Sandoval, R. Fuentes, A. Thiam, R. Salazar, Arsenic and fluoride removal by 518 

electrocoagulation process: A general review, Sci. Total Environ. (2021).  519 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142108. 520 

[7] M. Kobya, E. Demirbas, F. Ulu, Evaluation of operating parameters with respect to 521 

charge loading on the removal efficiency of arsenic from potable water by 522 

electrocoagulation, J. Environ. Chem. Eng. (2016).  523 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2016.02.016. 524 

[8] V.K. Gupta, S. Agarwal, P. Singh, D. Pathania, Acrylic acid grafted cellulosic Luffa 525 

cylindrical fiber for the removal of dye and metal ions, Carbohydr. Polym. (2013). 526 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2013.07.019. 527 

[9] M.Y.A. Mollah, R. Schennach, J.R. Parga, D.L. Cocke, Electrocoagulation (EC)- 528 

Science and applications, J. Hazard. Mater. (2001). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-529 



26 
 

3894(01)00176-5. 530 

[10] P. V. Nidheesh, T.S.A. Singh, Arsenic removal by electrocoagulation process: Recent 531 

trends and removal mechanism, Chemosphere. (2017).  532 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2017.04.082. 533 

[11] C. Ucar, M.B. Baskan, A. Pala, Arsenic removal from drinking water by 534 

electrocoagulation using iron electrodes, Korean J. Chem. Eng. (2013).  535 

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11814-013-0128-2. 536 

[12] P. Song, Z. Yang, G. Zeng, X. Yang, H. Xu, L. Wang, R. Xu, W. Xiong, K. Ahmad, 537 

Electrocoagulation treatment of arsenic in wastewaters: A comprehensive review, Chem. 538 

Eng. J. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2017.02.086. 539 

[13] N. Balasubramanian, T. Kojima, C.A. Basha, C. Srinivasakannan, Removal of arsenic 540 

from aqueous solution using electrocoagulation, J. Hazard. Mater. (2009).  541 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.01.081. 542 

[14] D. Lakshmanan, D.A. Clifford, G. Samanta, Comparative study of arsenic removal by 543 

iron using electrocoagulation and chemical coagulation, Water Res. (2010). 544 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2010.06.018. 545 

[15] S. Vasudevan, J. Lakshmi, G. Sozhan, Studies on the removal of arsenate by 546 

electrochemical coagulation using aluminum alloy anode, Clean - Soil, Air, Water. 547 

 (2010). https://doi.org/10.1002/clen.201000001. 548 

[16] A. Dura, C.B. Breslin, Electrocoagulation using stainless steel anodes: Simultaneous 549 

removal of phosphates, Orange II and zinc ions, J. Hazard. Mater. (2019). 550 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2019.04.032. 551 

[17] C.J. Nawarkar, V.D. Salkar, Solar powered Electrocoagulation system for municipal 552 

wastewater treatment, Fuel. (2019). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.09.140. 553 

[18] F. Hussin, F. Abnisa, G. Issabayeva, M.K. Aroua, Removal of lead by solar-photovoltaic 554 

electrocoagulation using novel perforated zinc electrode, J. Clean. Prod. (2017). 555 



27 
 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.01.096. 556 

[19] C. Oh, S. Pak, Y.S. Han, N.T.H. Ha, M. Hong, S. Ji, Field demonstration of solar-557 

powered electrocoagulation water treatment system for purifying groundwater 558 

contaminated by both total coliforms and arsenic, Environ. Technol. (United Kingdom). 559 

 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2019.1629634. 560 

[20] T.B. Huy, T.T. Tuyet-Hanh, R. Johnston, H. Nguyen-Viet, Accessassessing health risk 561 

due to exposure to arsenic in drinking water in Hanam province, Vietnam, Int. J. Environ. 562 

Res. Public Health. (2014). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph110807575. 563 

[21] T.H. Nguyen, H.N. Tran, H.A. Vu, M.V. Trinh, T.V. Nguyen, P. Loganathan, S. 564 

Vigneswaran, T.M. Nguyen, V.T. Trinh, D.L. Vu, T.H.H. Nguyen, Laterite as a low-cost 565 

adsorbent in a sustainable decentralized filtration system to remove arsenic from 566 

groundwater in Vietnam, Sci. Total Environ. (2020). 567 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134267. 568 

[22] T.T.Q. Nguyen, P. Loganathan, T.V. Nguyen, S. Vigneswaran, Removing arsenic from 569 

water with an original and modified natural manganese oxide ore: batch kinetic and 570 

equilibrium adsorption studies, Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. (2020).  571 

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-019-07284-3. 572 

[23] T.T.Q. Nguyen, P. Loganathan, T.V. Nguyen, S. Vigneswaran, H.H. Ngo, Iron and 573 

zirconium modified luffa fibre as an effective bioadsorbent to remove arsenic from 574 

drinking water, Chemosphere. (2020).  575 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.127370. 576 

[24] S. Amrose, A. Gadgil, V. Srinivasan, K. Kowolik, M. Muller, J. Huang, R. Kostecki, 577 

Arsenic removal from groundwater using iron electrocoagulation: Effect of charge 578 

dosage rate, J. Environ. Sci. Heal. - Part A Toxic/Hazardous Subst. Environ. Eng. (2013). 579 

 https://doi.org/10.1080/10934529.2013.773215. 580 

[25] T. Nur, P. Loganathan, M.B. Ahmed, M.A.H. Johir, T.V. Nguyen, S. Vigneswaran, 581 



28 
 

Removing arsenic from water by coprecipitation with iron: Effect of arsenic and iron 582 

concentrations and adsorbent incorporation, Chemosphere. (2019). 583 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2019.03.142. 584 

[26] M. Malakootian, H.J. Mansoorian, M. Moosazadeh, Performance evaluation of 585 

electrocoagulation process using iron-rod electrodes for removing hardness from 586 

drinking water, Desalination. (2010). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2010.01.015. 587 

[27] C.P. Nanseu-Njiki, S.R. Tchamango, P.C. Ngom, A. Darchen, E. Ngameni, Mercury(II) 588 

removal from water by electrocoagulation using aluminium and iron electrodes, J. 589 

Hazard. Mater. (2009). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.03.042. 590 

[28] W.L. Chou, Y.H. Huang, Electrochemical removal of indium ions from aqueous solution 591 

using iron electrodes, J. Hazard. Mater. (2009).  592 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.06.119. 593 

[29] M. Kalaruban, P. Loganathan, T.V. Nguyen, T. Nur, M.A. Hasan Johir, T.H. Nguyen, 594 

M.V. Trinh, S. Vigneswaran, Iron-impregnated granular activated carbon for arsenic 595 

removal: Application to practical column filters, J. Environ. Manage. (2019).  596 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.03.053. 597 

[30] L.S. Thakur, P. Mondal, Simultaneous arsenic and fluoride removal from synthetic and 598 

real groundwater by electrocoagulation process: Parametric and cost evaluation, J. 599 

Environ. Manage. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.12.053. 600 

[31] V. Gilhotra, L. Das, A. Sharma, T.S. Kang, P. Singh, R.S. Dhuria, M.S. Bhatti, 601 

Electrocoagulation technology for high strength arsenic wastewater: Process 602 

optimization and mechanistic study, J. Clean. Prod. (2018).  603 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.07.023. 604 

[32] M. Kobya, R.D.C. Soltani, P.I. Omwene, A. Khataee, A review on decontamination of 605 

arsenic-contained water by electrocoagulation: Reactor configurations and operating 606 

cost along with removal mechanisms, Environ. Technol. Innov. (2020). 607 



29 
 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eti.2019.100519. 608 

[33] T. Le Luu, Remarks on the current quality of groundwater in Vietnam, Environ. Sci. 609 

Pollut. Res. (2019). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-017-9631-z. 610 

[34] E. Mohora, S. Rončević, J. Agbaba, K. Zrnić, A. Tubić, B. Dalmacija, Arsenic removal 611 

from groundwater by horizontal-flow continuous electrocoagulation (EC) as a 612 

standalone process, J. Environ. Chem. Eng. (2018). 613 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2017.12.042. 614 

[35] F. Edition, Guidelines for Drinking-water Quality, World Health. (2011). 615 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1462-0758(00)00006-6. 616 

[36] Energy Australia. https://www.energyaustralia.com.au/home/electricity-and-gas/plans, 617 

2020 (accessed 13 December 2020) 618 

[37] E. Şık, E. Demirbas, A.Y. Goren, M.S. Oncel, M. Kobya, Arsenite and arsenate removals 619 

from groundwater by electrocoagulation using iron ball anodes: Influence of operating 620 

parameters, J. Water Process Eng. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2017.06.004.  621 

https://www.energyaustralia.com.au/home/electricity-and-gas/plans

	Elsevier required licence
	a5735704-34a5-4054-be61-1a74da24e1d8

