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Electrochemical Method of Lead (Il) lons Removal
from Wastewater Using Granular Graphite Electrodes

The article presents an electrochemical method of wastewater treatment from Pb (11) ions through granular
graphite electrodes. The cathode was made of graphite particles and the anode was made of rod graphite. Fea-
tures of wastewater treatment from heavy metals by using developed surface granular graphite electrodes
were revealed. Electrochemical research was carried out in a flow mode in a two-chamber electrolyzer. Effect
of different electrochemical parameters (current density, electrolyte flow rate, initial concentration of lead (I1)
ions in solution, size of graphite granules, and concentration of additional cations in solution) to the reduction
process of Pb (1) on lump graphite was studied. Results revealed that the removal value of Pb (1) hit a peak
at 150A/m? current density and gradually decreased at a higher value. The efficiency of electrolysis in the
flow mode was demonstrated. It was found that the initial concentration of lead ions in the electrode process
was insignificant, while the concentration of additional cations had a significant effect. Using very small par-
ticles of granular graphite electrodes caused an agglomeration. At an optimal condition, (i=150 A/m?; V=150
mi/h; [Pb?*] = 200 mg/l; s= 0.05 cmq) treatment value of wastewater from Pb (I1) ions reached 97.6+0.3 %.

Keywords: lead (II) ions, granular graphite electrodes, wastewater, heavy metals, flow mode, current output,
removal degree, current density.

Introduction

Rapid industrialization in the XXI century has led to problems such as heavy metal contaminated
wastewater. Chemical industries are generating a large amount of wastewater contaminated with cadmium,
zinc, lead, and copper. These heavy metals, which have a density of more than 5g/ cm?, are known to be toxic
[1]. Wastewater pollutants can be classified by measure and chemical-physical properties. It is necessary to
choose a suitable treatment method for each type of wastewater pollution. Wastewater treatment methods can
be classified as chemical, mechanical, physico-mechanical, and biological ones. They can be used together
as a combined treating method [2]. Efficient methods of heavy metal removal from aqueous solutions in-
clude ion exchange, membrane filtration, coagulation, flotation, reverse osmosis, chemical precipitation,
evaporation, solvent extraction, biosorption, adsorption, oxidation, electrochemical treatment, and others.
Adsorption/ion exchange has been the most suitable method among these methods for heavy metal removal
for great removal performance, cost-effectiveness, and simplicity [3].

Our previous work represented a wastewater treatment by the ion exchange adsorption method. The re-
search object was a model of wastewater containing Zn?*, Pb?* and Cd?* ions. A phosphorus-acidic cationite
KRF-10P was used as a sorbent. Size of cationite, duration of interaction, and solution temperature were tak-
en as affecting parameters and optimal condition was established. At an optimal condition, removal value of
Zn%*, Pb?*, and Cd?* reached 96.1 %, 89 %, and 91 %, respectively [4].

Industrial wastewater from oil and gas production contains high concentrations of cadmium and lead
ions. J.E. Segundo and A. Feitoza developed an electrochemical reactor with a perforated steel cathode and
expanded mesh three-dimensional DSA anode. Removal percentages were 96 % and 94 % for Pb?* and Cd?*,
respectively [5]. Lead (I1) ion adsorption of pristine graphite (6.13 % carbon, 93.87 % carbon) and oxidized
graphite (15.97 % oxygen, 84.03 % carbon) was compared. The adsorption capacity of oxidized graphite was
more than 70 %, while bare graphite showed only 41 % of adsorption capacity. This study results showed
that graphite oxide was a suitable material for the Pb?* absorption [6]. A hybrid biopolymer was used to ex-
tract Pb (I1) ions from water. The hybrid biopolymer prepared by a simple one-step galvanostatic polymeri-
zation consisted of poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene)/ polystyrene sulfonate (PEDOT/PPS) and the biopol-
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ymer lignin (LG). The electrochemical results showed that the neutral solution of lead ions could be ab-
sorbed by applying a negative potential. LG can double the adsorption capacity of PEDOT/PSS from 245mg
glto 452 mg gt[7].

Research on a new electrochemical way of lead (11) ions removal from industrial wastewater showed
that iron and aluminum electrodes had a high level of lead, zinc, and copper removal. At an initial concentra-
tion of 50 mg/l, and at optimal conditions, results showed 98.9 % of lead removal. However, these electrodes
have a short lifetime [8].

The electrochemical way of Pb (1) removal from wastewater by using iron and aluminum electrodes at
low voltage was studied. The removal procedure included three processes, i.e., chemical reduction, electro-
chemical reduction, and electrocoagulation. The result showed that the removal value was directly propor-
tional to the voltage and affected by the distance between electrodes and solution acidity. At pH value of 6,
an applied voltage of 6V, and electrode distance of 2 cm, removal value of lead (Il) was more than 90 % [9].
Electroplating effluents contain a high concentration of lead (Il) ions. Researchers developed the removal
method of lead (I1) by electrocoagulation using iron as a sacrificial electrode. Removal experiment results
showed that pH was an important parameter. Anode consumption increased with a decrease in pH while en-
ergy consumption increased with an increase in pH of the solution. As a result of the 90 min removal pro-
cess, the removal value of Pb (1) reached 91.3 % [10].

The Taguchi method is a good technique for improving removal process performance, yield, and
productivity. It reduces manufacturing costs due to excessive variability in the process. Taguchi method con-
tains several steps, such as determining the quality characteristics (current efficiency, energy consumption),
identification of the noise factors and test conditions, control parameters, and their alternative levels, design-
ing and conducting the matrix experiment, analyzing data, and determining the optimum levels [11]. A 3D
reticulated vitreous carbon (RVC) cathode is used to remove lead (Il) ions from aqueous solutions under
acidic pH conditions. RVC cathode is coupled with a Zn anode. A batch electrochemical cell removed about
95 % of Pb (I1) with a cell performance of 73 % [12]. Nanotechnology is also used for wastewater treatment.
Yao Xing Lui and Jun Mei Yan used a stainless-steel net electrode coated with single-wall carbon nanotubes
(SWCNTs@SSN). The mechanism of the electrochemical lead (II) removal method involved that Pb (I1)
ions were reduced and deposited on the surface of the SWCNTs@SSN cathode. An experiment was carried
out under several parameters, such as electrolysis time, pH value, applied voltage and initial lead concentra-
tion. After 90 min electrolysis, with an initial Pb (11) concentration of 150 mg/l, removal value reached up to
95 %. After electrolysis with the same conditions, a good result was shown for other heavy metals [13].

The result of literature review designates that electrochemical methods promise a high lead (I1) removal
degree. Granular graphite electrode (GGE) using electrochemical method is acceptable for many reasons.
GGE has a high value of Pb (I) removal, the electrolysis method is simple, and it is cheap.

The purpose of the research is to study electrochemical methods of wastewater treatment from heavy
metals using lump electrodes as a cathode in a flow mode, the influence of different electrochemical parame-
ters to the removal degree (RD) and current output (CO) of metals. We examine an opportunity of using a
lump electrode, composites metallic or graphite electrodes with large, developed surface, to avoid pointed
out demerits. This treatment method is chemical-free and environmentally friendly, therefore, it can be a per-
spective direction, and application of lumpy electrodes can intensify the process.

Experimental

This work presents the results of the electrolysis of solution with an initial lead concentration of
200 mg/l on granular graphite electrodes. The necessary methods were chosen for carrying out the research.
The research was conducted under direct current. A granular graphite electrode was taken as a cathode; a rod
graphite electrode was taken as an anode. Pb(NOs), was used to produce a model solution containing
200 mg/1 of Pb?*ions. Solution was acidified with 0.2 M of HNOj3 acid. Electrolysis was carried out in a flow
mode in a two-chamber electrolyzer (Figure 1). Solution containing lead (I1) ions was passed at a certain rate
through the granular electrode layer. Current density (i), electrolyte flow rate (V), initial concentration of
Pb (11) in a solution (C), size of graphite granule (s) and concentration of additional cations in the solution
were taken as the main parameters of electrolysis during the study to determine the features of removal de-
gree (RD) and current output (CO) of Pb? ions in the solution. The duration of electrolysis (t) and thickness
of granular graphite layer (I) was constant. An analyzer CTA-1 voltammeter was used for determining a low
concentration of Pb (Il) ions with very high accuracy. The process of determining the concentration of
Pb (11) ions is demonstrated in Figure 2.
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The average mean of Pb (1) removal was determined by formula 1.

X.
x==%. &
n
Formula 2 was used to determine a standard deviation:
XX — X
AX =—| . —| . (2)

1 — Pb (1) containing wastewater sample; 2 — water flow controller;

3 — current input (-); 4 — current input (+); 5 — anode rod graphite; ~ Figure 2. Determining Pb (I1) concentration
6 — copper wire; 7 — granular graphite particles; with a CTA-1 voltammeter
8 — cathode plate graphite; 9 — purified solution

Figure 1. Model of electrolyzer

Results and Discussion

The studies were based on the purification of wastewater from lead (I1) ions by their electrolytic reduc-
tion on granular graphite cathode to an elemental state, according to the reaction:

Pb?" + 2~ — Ph° E=-0.126 V. (3)
Discharge of water takes place at the anode:
2H,0 — 4~ — Oz + 4H* (4)

Experiments were carried out between 50 and 250 A/m? current densities. It was observed that removal
degrees grew steadily until the graphite electrode reached diffusion-limited current density (DLCD). Hydro-
gen emission occurred parallel to the lead removal at a high current density, consequently, removal of Pb (1)
ions began to decrease (Fig. 3). The maximum degree of metal removal from the solution was achieved when
the entire volume of the electrode operated at the limiting diffusion current mode. The decrease in the degree
of lead extraction can be explained by the intensification of the competitive process of hydrogen evolution at
high current densities.

The influence of electrolyte flow rate on lead (I1) removal degree was determined. The range of electro-
lyte flow rate was between 50-350 ml/h. It was established that removal of lead (I1) ions reached a maximum
value at 150 ml/h electrolyte flow rate and decreased inversely proportional to the flow rate of electrolyte.
When electrolyte flows at a high velocity, the reduction reaction of lead becomes less effective (Table 1).
This phenomenon can be explained that at even higher flow rates, lead (I1) ions cannot be properly reduced
at the granular electrodes, and this leads to a decrease in the degree of metal extraction from the solution.
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Figure 3. Effect of current density on Pb (1) ions removal degree

Table 1
Effect of electrolyte flow on Pb (I1) ions removal degree
(i =150 A/m?; [Pb?*] =200 mg/l; s=0.2cm? t=05h; I=1cm)
V, ml/h 50 100 150 250 350
a, % 89.2+1.5 91.7+1.3 92.8+1.5 86+1.0 80.5+1.2
CO, % 50.2+0.4 51.4+0.4 52.2+0.4 48.2+0.2 45.24+0.2

The removal value remains the same at a higher initial concentration of lead (I1) ions. The rise of the in-
itial concentration of Pb (Il) ions causes saturation of solution and interferes with smooth polarization. It
leads a process to occur in circumferential areas and the degree of Pb (1) ions removal gradually decreases.
Current output gradually increases directly proportional to the initial Pb (1) concentration (Fig. 4).

%
100 -

80- i___i\\ : i

60 -

|

40 4

20

0 " " " " " mg/l
100 200 300 400 500

—e—removal, % CO, %

i=150 A/m% V=150ml/h;s=0.2cm3t=05h;1=1cm

Figure 4. Effect of initial lead (I1) ions concentration on Pb (I1) removal degree
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The influence of the electrode material on the electrolysis process is also considered. The maximum de-
gree of extraction is observed on the graphite electrode (92.8 %), whereas on the lead electrode, this figure
reached just under 68 %, as the copper electrode accounted for only 44 %. As a comparison, the experiment
also was carried out without granular electrodes, which means only on a graphite substrate. It turned out that
the degree of lead extraction didn’t exceed even 15 %.

It was observed that change in graphite granule size affected the removal value of lead ions. Smaller
granule size resulted in a higher removal degree and a higher current output while larger electrode granules
resulted in a lower removal degree and less current output (Table 2). However, results of research carried out
with the help of Imm? granular graphite electrode showed that removal degree decreased steadily. It was
found that small granules (< 0.01 cm?®) agglomerated and became less effective because of the small reacting
area.

Table 2
Effect of graphite granular electrode size on Pb (11) ions removal degree
(i =150 A/m?; V = 150 ml/h; [Pb?*] =200 mg/l; t=0.5h; =1 cm)
s, cm® 0.25 0.2 0.15 0.1 0.05
a, % 89.9+0.7 92.84+0.8 94.4+0.8 96.7+0.6 97.6+0.3
CO, % 50.4+0.4 52.2+0.4 53+0.2 54.2+0,19 54.9+0.1

The influence of additional cations concentration in the solution on the Pb (11) ions removal degree and
current output was determined during the electrolysis including copper ions. Lead (II) ions removal value
and current output reduce gradually when copper concentration is increased in the solution (Table 3). This
phenomenon can be explained by the reduction of copper ions parallel to the lead ions on the cathode.

Table 3
Effect of additional cations concentration on Pb (I1) ions removal degree
(i =150 A/m?; V= 150 ml/h; [Pb#*] =200 mg/l; s =0.05cm?®; t=0.5h; | =1 cm)
[Cu?] 50 100 150 200 250
a, % 90.6+0.9 88+0.7 85.2+0.8 79.7+0.8 74.3+0.7
CO, % 51+0.25 49.4+0.2 47.8+0.2 44.8+0.22 41.8+0.2

At an optimal condition, (i = 150 A/m?, V = 150 ml/h; [Pb?*] = 200 mg/I; s = 0.05 cm?®) removal value
and current output of Pb (IT) reached 97.6+0.3 % and 54.9+0.1 %, respectively. It should be noted that if the
solution is passed through several such kinds of electrolyzers, the removal value of Pb (1) ions will be high-
er. Deposited lead can be extracted from the electrode by burning the graphite.

Conclusions

As a result of research, the influence of main factors affecting Pb (1) removal value was determined. It
was observed that Pb (11) ions removal degree reached the maximum at 150 A/m? and decreased gradually
because of hydrogen emission parallel to the lead (1) removal at higher current densities. At a high electro-
lyte flow rate, the reduction reaction of lead becomes less effective. A higher initial concentration of Pb (II)
ions results in higher current output and lower removal value. The removal value and current output are in-
versely proportional to the size of cathode graphite particles, however, particles smaller than 0.01cm? be-
come less effective because of particle agglomeration. Additional cations decreased the removal value and
current output of Pb (I1) ions. As a result of the research work the optimal conditions of electrolysis are es-
tablished, at which (i = 150 A/m?; V = 150 ml/h; [Pb?*] = 200 mg/l; s = 0.05 cm?) Pb (II) ions removal de-
gree from wastewater accounted for 97.6+0.3 %.

The results of electrochemical research with the use of granular electrodes showed an opportunity of us-
ing electrochemical methods for wastewater treatment to intensify the electrode processes and to solve some
ecological problems of the chemical and metallurgical industry. We consider that using granular electrodes is
a new direction in the electrochemical branch on the solution of ecological problems.
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P.H. Hypninnaesa, A.H. XXsuibic6aeBa, A.X. Ackapos, A. baemos

TyilipuikTi rpadguT 3J1eKTPOATAPBIHBIH KOMeriMeH akada cyabl
KopracbiH (II) noHgapbIHAH Ta3aaayabIH JIEKTPOXUMHUSAJIBIK Jici

Axaba cymapabl KYpaMbIHIarbl ayblp MeTalAaplaH Tasajayla SJCKTPOXHMISUIBIK OJiC e3re oJicTepre
KaparaHJia WHTEHCHUBTLIITI, TYPAaKTBUIBIFI )KOHE KYPBUIFBI KOHCTPYKLHSCHIHBIH KapanaibIMABLUIBIFB CUSIKTHI
OipmiamMa KacueTTepiMeH epekiueneHeni. Makanaia TYHIpHIIKTI rpaduT AJIEKTPOATAPBIH KOJJaHY apKbUIBI
akaba cymapasl Pb (II) moHmapwslHaH Ta3apTyAbIH JIIEKTPOXUMUSUIBIK dfici yChIHBUTFaH. Karonm perinme
TYHIpIIiKTI TpaduT KECIHAINEpi, all aHOI PETiHAE CTEPXKEHIl ITpaduT dIEKTPOABI KOIAAHBUIIBL DIEKTPOIU3
omici mampiraH Oeri 6ap kecek rpadHT JIEKTPONTAPBIHIAFEI aFBIHIIBI CyJIapAbl ayblp METal HOHAApPBIHAH
Ta3apTy epeKIIeNiriH KepceTemi. DNEKTPOXUMMSUIBIK 3€pTTey €Ki KaMepasibl SJEKTPOJM3EepIe aFbIHIbI
pexumae xyprisinai. Ty#ipiikTi snekrpoatapaa koprachiH (1) HOHBIHBIH TOTBIKCHI3JAHY YpJAICiHE Herisri
3IEKTPOXUMHUSIIBIK MapaMeTpiepAiH (TOK THIFBI3BIFGI, SJICKTPOJIUT aFbIHBIHBIH JKbLIIAM/IBIFBI, CPITIH/IIACT
Pb (I) nOHBIHBIH GacTanKel KOHIEHTPALMSCH, TrpaduT TYHIpUIIKTEpiHIH Meumepi >KoHE epiTiHiaeri
KOCBIMIIIA KaTHOHIAP/BIH KOHIICHTPALMICHI) dcepi 3epTTenii. 3epTTey HOTHXKeciHAe, akaba CynapablH
xopracein (II) MOHmaphlHaH TasajaHy jopexkeci TylipmiikTi rpadur snaextpoisina 150 A/mM?  Tok
TBHIFBI3/IBIFBIHA €H JKOFapbl MOHIe He OONaTBIHIBIFBI AHBIKTABL. ODJEKTPONU3II aFbIHABI PEKUMIC
KYPTI3yAiH ~ THIMIUIINT  KOpCeTinmi. ONEKTPOATHIK YpAiCKe KOPFACBIH HOHAAPHIHBIH  0acTamKbl
KOHIICHTPALIMSACBIHBIH dcepi eJeyci3 0osica, KOCHIMIIA KaTHOHAAPIBIH KOHLEHTPAlMICH eyl ocep
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Electrochemical method of lead (ll) ions removal ...

eTeTiHAiri aHplKTanapl. TyHipimikTi rpaduT JeKTPOATApBIHBIH ©Te Maiija YHTaKTapblH MaiiianaHraHia,
oJiapra arioMepanusi KyObUIBICH TOH eKSHAIr KOpPCeTiIai. DIeKTPONn3AiH OHTalbl xaFraaitnapsiaa (i = 150
a/m?, V =150 mi/car; [Pb?*] = 200 mr/i; s =0,05 c¢m®) akaba cynapawin Pb (II) moHmapeiHaH TasanaHy
nopexeci 97.6+0.3 % xypansl.

Kinm co30ep: xopraceiH (1) nonmapsl, TYHIpmIKTi TpaduT SIEKTPOATApHI, akada cyiap, ayblp MeTanmap,
aFBIHJIBI PEXKUM, TOK OOWBIHINA IIBIFBIMBI, Ta3aIaHy JOPEKeCi, TOK THIFBI3BIFHL.

P.H. Hypnunnaesa, A.H. XXsisicOaeBa, A.X. Ackapos, A. baemios

JIeKTPOXUMHUYECKHUI CTI0C00 0UYMCTKH CTOYHBIX BOJ OT MOHOB cBuHIA (IT)
¢ IPUMEHEeHHeM KYCKOBBIX ITPa()UTOBBIX 3JIEKTPO/I0B

DNEKTPOXUMHIECKHI METOJl OUYUCTKH CTOYHBIX BOJ OT TSDKEINIBIX METAUIOB OTJIMYACTCS OT JPYTHX METO/IOB
PSIIOM CBOWMCTB, TAKUX KaK MHTEHCHBHOCTH, CTAOMJIBHOCTD M IPOCTaTa KOHCTPYKLIUH YCTpoiicTBa. B craThe
HPEUTOKEH IEKTPOXUMUIECKHI CII0CO0 OYHMCTKH CTOYHBIX BOJ OoT MOHOB Pb (II) ¢ momompro KycCKOBBIX
rpadUTOBBIX AIIEKTPOJIOB. B KadecTBe KaToa MCIONB30BAIKNCH KYCKH TPaHYJIHMPOBAHHOTO Tpadura, B Kade-
CTBE aHOJOB — CTEp)KHEBBIE TpaUTOBBIE AIIEKTPOABI. METOIOM 3JIEeKTpoiH3a MOoKa3aHa OCOOEHHOCTH
OYHCTKH CTOYHBIX BOJ OT HOHOB TSDKEJIBIX METAJUIOB HA KYCKOBBIX IPAaHTOBBIX IEKTPOJAAX C PAa3BUTON MO-
BEPXHOCTBIO. DICKTPOXHUMHUUYECKUE UCCICAOBAHKS IPOBOANIIICH B ABYXKAMEPHOM 3JIEKTPOJIM3Epe B MPOTOU-
HOM pexuMme. M3ydeHO BIMSHHE OCHOBHBIX DJIEKTPOXMMHYECKHX MapaMeTpoB (IUIOTHOCTH TOKa, Pacxoia
JNEKTPOIIUTA, HAYAIbHOW KOHIICHTPALMK HOHOB CBHHIIA B PACTBOPE, pa3Mepa rpaHys rpaguTa U KOHIEHTpa-
MU JOMOJHHUTEIbHBIX KATHOHOB B PACTBOPE) HAa BOCCTAHOBUTENBHBIM MPOIECC HOHOB CBHHIIA HA KyCKOBBIX
JNIeKTposax. B pesynprare nccienoBaHus yCTAHOBIEHO, YTO CTENICHb OYHCTKH CTOYHBIX BOJ OT HOHOB CBHH-
Ila UMeeT MAaKCUMAJIbHOE 3HAaYeHHE MPU IUIOTHOCTH Toka 150 A/M? Ha KyCKOBOM TpaUTOBOM 3IEKTPOJE.
Tlokazana 3()(eKTUBHOCTB AJIEKTPOJIN3a B IPOTOYHOM PEeXHUME. Y CTAaHOBIICHO, YTO HAauaJIbHAsI KOHLICHTPALUs
HOHOB CBHHIIA BIMSET Ha JJIEKTPOAHBIN NpOIecC HE3HAUNTENBHO, B TO )K€ BpeMsl CYIIECTBEHHOE BIIMSHHE
OKa3bIBACT KOHLEHTPAIMS [OMOIHUTEIbHBIX KaTHOHOB. [IpH MCIOIb30BaHUN OYCHb MEIKUX KYCKOBBIX T'pa-
(UTOBBIX JIEKTPOJOB OBLIO MOKA3aHO, YTO ISl HUX XapaKTepHO SIBICHHUE arjoMmeparuu. [Ipu onTuManbHBIX
ycnosusix snekrponnsa (i = 150 A/m% V = 150 mi/g; [Pb?*] = 200 mr/i; s = 0,05 cM®) cTeneHb OYMCTKH
cTouHbIx Box oT HoHOB Pb (II) cocrasmna 97,6+0,3 %.

Knrouegvle cnoéa: NOHBI CBUHIIA (H), KYCKOBBIC Fpa(bI/ITOBBIe 3JICKTPOABI, CTOYHBIC BOABI, TSAXKEJIbIE METAJJIbI,
HpOTO‘IHBIﬁ PEXKUM, BBIXO/ IO TOKY, CTCIIEHb OYUCTKHU, INIOTHOCTh TOKA.
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