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Abstract

Project Code: MRG5680129

Project Title: Using Magnetic Nanoparticle-Stabilized Foam together with Magnetic
Induction Heating to Enhance In Situ Remediation of Volatile Organic
Contaminants (VOC) by Soil Vapor Extraction

Investigator: Tanapon Phenrat

Academic Position: Lecturer

E-mail Address: pomphenrat@gmail.com

Project Period: 2 years

Abstract

Nanoscale zerovalent iron (NZVI) is a promising remediation agent for volatile
organic compound contamination in saturated subsurface but is rarely applied for vadose
zone as there are not enough water molecules in the unsaturated zone to participate in
reductive dechlorination. Nevertheless, NZVI is ferromagnetic, capable of inducing heat
under an applied low frequency electromagnetic field (LF-EMF), offering an opportunity
to serve as a thermally enhanced remediation when combined with soil vapor extraction.
In this study, we evaluated the possibility of using foam as a carrying vehicle to emplace
NZVI in unsaturated porous media followed by the application of LF-EMF in laboratory
batch reactors. We found that sodium lauryl ether sulfate (SLES) (3% w/w) was the best
candidate for generating stable foam-based NZVI. The half-life of SLES foam-based
NZVI (SLES-F-NZVI) was 173 min. The SLES-F-NZVI carried as much as 41.31 g/L of
NZVI in the liquid phase of the foam, and could generate heat to raise AT = 77°C in 15
min at the deposited SLES-F-NZVI =77 g/kg. Under this condition, SLES-F-NZVI together
with LF-EMF enhanced TCE evaporation from TCE dense non-aqueous phase liquid
(DNAPL) in unsaturated sand by 39.51 + 6.59 times in comparison to the reactors

without SLF-EMF application.

Keywords : Magnetic Particles, Foam, Remediation, Vadose Zone Contamination,

Volatile Organic Compound
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MINGRBIN 1: MINTRAVIRIIAALTIAIAND (Surfactant) wazSanok

%@L UTU ARDATBIATINT LARYDIRITRALIIAIAY NUAMULAVIZFNADNIINARDI

1.1 M SuU AR ITAMWYDIRNTAALITIAIAD

msansnaasdlasltasaausifefia (Surfactant) NaRue 5
A A o [ [ & (% o [ %
ia iWNathangsaziiduaIasduiluy sulsznaudae

1) Sodium Lauryl Ether Sulfate (SLES)

2) Sorbitanmonooleate (Span 80)

)

)
3) PolyoxyethyleneSorbitanMonostearate (Tween 60)
4) Vertex Type 1 (Foaming Agent for Lightweight Cellular Concrete)
)

5) Vertex Type 2 (Foaming Agent for Lightweight Cellular Concrete)
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USmnounan (nu) Ndagludanaiang 3 odia

¥ T SLES

4 { o ] 1 [~ Y
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LARAUNVAIa NN NZVI

31 dranusInvesliy deanusansaluniInisafanives
aun1a Nzvi

inisidraslnalgaasinislnavasans SLES-NZVI winfu 1.5
ua/wf Idanududusataynia Nzvi hiulunnnmasas whid 50 n3w/@as uaz
lgaamslnavasuialulasiau winny 125, 300 waz 500 N8 /47 NS0 lauTaan
Waslwudiadiosnw Lm:ﬁmm@agmﬂmﬁ' (Wzanm 3 ) Jevimsiiualadnelnala
’Lummﬁagﬂ‘ﬁuﬁmm@ 50 WA. IﬂﬂmﬂlmmLﬁ‘ué'hasmgﬂmzvjmiﬁgmmuaaa‘hmu 10
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TugrnpasmInaassianisunsnsasans (Sorbed) VOIOUNA
NZVI Tunssanuszaemslumsindand sansouaaslaassialuit

1. Ifnasuninisnszuan vaneza3din awalduduguanay 1.9 .
g9 16 7. (U301 49.30 AU TY)AuSmEulanY Nasawianasyine Jadeazunss
2U1ALU83 60

2. ldnmeumwia 0.85 u. uFIYMITIERENN T ewTaunasuifon
M Ineaas (WREnu)

3. IMMIIAUITAAIAUNWTU (porosity) ﬁnﬂﬂ’%mmmaammﬁgﬂldm
"lﬁluﬂaﬁ'uﬁ"um:ﬁ'msﬁ;m’]:Jaglj'm:flu(wa.) WIdeUSInaTResIRNe (18.)

4. ¥nselaaasazane 0.02 M Nacl 37474 3 pore volume e Y
ﬂﬂiﬂ%'uanﬂwlﬁﬂiﬂﬂﬁaQluaaﬁ‘uﬁﬁé’nwmzﬂizq 30000 lNalAINUNINUTITUTNG
nnsiuddasliinlnasanainaasust noldusslsiudag saﬁmﬁmﬂq@"l,ml,l,ﬁaﬁwvl,ﬂﬂﬁ;a
iwmin imsinnedon) tham %Saturation (Wi N3O EN-U NTIBLRT)

5. ¥nsHaaele SLES (IWautdan ) $1wam 1 pore volume

6. M 3Haa SLES + NZVI lnunaaiitnie $1wiw 60 pore volume

7. dmmzeananaeanit lasudsdunn 2 oa. (0-2, 2-4 ,4-8, 8-10,
10-12,12-14 w8y 14-16 wal.) IdaaluﬁﬂLﬂa§ﬁu55ﬁ;ﬁamﬁﬂ DI udath luvhnanszduean
L& (Sonicator) WA 1 W UAIANAILNNILVENUN G Gapdle LﬁalﬁLﬂﬁﬂﬁa@agﬁu
N8 BRABaNIN

8. mﬁﬂﬁ%q@aanmgnumim’[‘*ﬁuﬁau&imﬁﬂﬁﬂmsgwmﬁﬂaﬂvlﬂum@
wh Avmsteimin 1 iud LﬁaLﬂ%‘ﬂﬂJLﬁﬂuﬂ%mmmﬁﬂﬁayﬂmm funnef Ui

Fowin e ludwnmdianaunaniiaglunmaosald (30,500 58050)

gﬂ‘ﬁ 26 AMNFIN1INVDILHN ﬁﬁ@iamsﬁﬂwmﬁmﬁauﬁﬂmmg:mﬂ NZzVI
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3.2 13013M3A9AN4 (Sorbed) BaIaUNA NZVI lunsanziuiTm

AR IR AGAINTa ﬁqm%nﬂﬁmﬂﬂfh 80 °C
f@qﬂszaaﬂﬁlumsw@aaaﬁ Ao LNaRIUSU I NIIRLANAIVD
aun1a NZVI ﬁagﬂumm LN TLA B ANUTIUN LN LRA N MWW LEIFINITD
mﬁmﬁ'ﬂﬁlﬁ@mm%uﬁqm‘mgﬁmnn’h 80 °Cc lagvinniadhassinuldaasniyina
2YaIaNT SLES-NZVI Winn 1.5 48407 Maamns watadui s lwlasian inny 500 ya./uwf
(Condition AANgAINN1INANEIN 3.1) uaznaaaslianututuuasagnia NzvI fidnenu

QI v v J =4 s a AI o v v
TautRNANNTUTWY DI NZVI Gufas 20 NIN/A6T lagiSurinn1Imasadainan ULty
60 NIW/AAT FnmIdaalWuruAaNUNUTIINTIE 31U3% 60 pore volume NUUIINTIE
@ & i ' . v ' 6 a
20NNNADAN I@mmuﬂu"qﬂ 2 a3l laadluaa Vail PINALTUNIUAWEINAG 2 T4, UAzd
AMNEN 7 By, (3UN 27) wdih ldwissihrussuwsiodn Wuna 5,10 uaz 15 wifl
R RGE mnﬁfuﬁmmmﬁaglmm vial mlﬁaaluﬁnmai’ﬁmﬁgﬁu 2137 DI LLﬁam"lﬂmz@ju
Y a . a o 'Y ' v A A v & da \
GBLREY (Sonicate) LWLIAN 1 W1 LAIOINGIBNTLDENL g Graile Lwalmmnmmg
AUNTILWRABENAT
& A o \ & o & a o
maﬂﬂm@aaﬂmgﬂLLmﬂI@ﬂimLLwaLLumaﬂmmig@maﬂm%
v Ao VY Y v o A a A a o \

Tuarauna A3 T9tnen MLan Lwal,ﬂmumﬂuﬂsmmmaﬂﬂaglumm FAUNIY

inldvhnsgashnin e ludwamdiinaunaniaglunmodald (n30,50/n530500)

31 27 1381311599 (Sorbed) 2a3aun1A NZVI Tunsa
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N1INARIN 4 N15UTLARANNEINITAVRIaRANA  NZVI Nandsu

tedasnInarslwalunisiintasg1s TCE launi1sldaa183a%ainn1stnihe11%1ng

wanan w1 lunsnaasluy Batch (M3Naaadn 4)

nsnasosluduaonit ldvinn1snassiioUszdnanuansaves
auna Nzvi ﬁgﬂﬂ%’ﬂLaﬁmmwﬁaﬂIWNluﬂﬂsﬁwﬁ'@aW‘s TCE lasmsltainusaunanms
wigrihmsudndninvi Tegldnmesssuuy Batch

WanuislSansmsszauaizas N2V ‘ﬁ'agﬂumw esidsinm
WA(NIU /N30y HoRWMTBBTa M uaumeniman Wi udrsaunsarinld
Lﬁ@mm%”auﬁqnmgﬁmmiﬂ 80 °C (ﬁnﬂwamimaadﬁ 3.2) 3theaananun glunng
L@3uuNINaa0dlunINansdfi 4 aNnsiuLdinans TCE (Pure phase) ﬁﬁmwmﬁm‘fuga
whldlurianaasssiuin 2 addas (insdend TCE ananwusla lulFlwiauas
e Sudan IV (gﬂﬁ' 29) wialinasanisssinalin amerinmImasss) lagvinsia o
dhaanasssandnansandsn udhdwsudasiuiaiuszaanainuia (gﬂ‘ﬁ' 30)
mmfum@maaaazgmmsi'wTwﬁaLﬂunm 2 Wi udaasnal3En 20 Wl reuiezsialy
ldn3sindiaamunaimanlWwnszuass Wamiioshliiiannufou ugavinmsiiu
datmadoiduiufing nng 510 15 30 uaz 60 Wl (gﬂﬁ' 31) auRIAU

myialSinmmIsaneaavasens TCE axshmaiiivlaanueaisdig
lvimasereiaasnias Gas Chromatography faanagiuwaSafia Electron Capture
Detector (GC — ECD) e1atdfinasuin 50 lulasans azgnﬁmﬂ”’]m%ad cc lulnua

a

Splitiess igaunnd 280 °C Wuaaauit Tia J&W 121-1324 : 20 a3 x 180 lulasiuas

x 1 lulaswas ndmolulanawdusanifisannslnansd 25 va./mi) muldgunnd
L8y (Oven) Nfwualy fa L’%'mi”u‘ﬁ'qrtmﬂﬁ 135 °C nwAndwlusa 43 °C dowd
Aaude 220 °C ﬁﬂmﬁmmzﬁ"agaiﬂUlﬂﬂmﬂmﬁﬁ@@iﬁmw%"auﬁ'mﬂ%iao aC lagiud
TdRaauanstotlSun s IidaInIaTain ey
wazialziiuwindsnsmasasiiaunsainsassuaiseanananle
a5anseld ﬁavl,ﬁﬁwmimaaa@;mmuﬁ'u fa m‘smaaomiﬂwﬁmimﬂmﬂifagmﬂm NZVI
ﬁgﬂﬂ%'maﬁmmwﬁwiw;u waldlgmsmisrimaudimanav waznsmassslunse
1an ﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ@h %Saturation Indldsarunmasasi 3.2 Usznsmwaasnssuis

° A a o
ﬁ]:gﬂmmmmummunu



%Saturation

(1% 5% uaz 10%)

TCE in sand with nZVI

TCE in sand with nZVI and heat

311 28 LABNIINAADILN DTz ARAINEINIIA IWN15A190 TCE

1%?’]’]5"{] AaddLluy Batch

A3 1 §N122VBILASDY GC NIF IN1INA[Y

W53 ane
1. paawil J&W 121-1324 : 20m x 180 pm x 1 ym
2. gunpiigadiaans 135°C
3. ganndaaaui 280 °C
4. aqmﬂauﬁm%iaammi'@ duldsunsugungdl da Sui 135°C
fidanauiy 43 °Cimin aufls 220 °C
3. 80T IAALAFAINN Tulasian 25 mL/min
4. Lﬂ%l'admaﬁ]’ﬁ'm Electron Capture Detector (ECD)
5. USunmuany 50 uL

3171 29 Sudan IV
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5. HAN1IANHIIL
5.1 MIMTAAVIRITAALIIAIRT (Surfactant) LazUINE %ANNLTNTU

@1aamué'm'mﬁ"l,mmamia@LLiaéﬁ“aﬁ'J NAANULAVZFUADNINARD

5.1.1 M UIHUAULRAUTAINYDIRITRAUITIAIAD

PNITANHINAR DI NEAALABNRITAALIIAIAD TRANTIN1TNAY

[ 1
v @ o A

U, { 4 o v v v ] Qs &
wwhgvnwlaanaalannyinlwmidulng lasldanudutwaidwiyinnm Aa 1% ww a9

q a
a dl

RIAALIIGIAINNNTRINIRNA 5 Tha A%

- Sodium Lauryl Ether Sulfate (SLES)

- Sorbitanmonooleate (Span 80)

- Polyoxyethylene SorbitanMonostearate (Tween 60)

- Vertex Type 1 (Foaming Agent for Lightweight Cellular Concrete)

- Vertex Type 2 (Foaming Agent for Lightweight Cellular Concrete)

LINEIRALTIAIAY AN IMTLOTUNA NV UTUNLYINN® Aa 1% wiw
Taonslguinlun313 09 19WLINT N I8ALIIAIRD 1R 3 Tha NaNUIININNIINININaRad ke
Ao SLES, Vertex Type 1 uae Vertex Type 2 8IBa13aa03969A8nx097%a Aa Span 80
= o :‘ v A =3 v =} =) 1 1 ‘lq; 1 :‘ a
uqmauum:mﬂmvl,mwml,aﬂuay WIDLNLILNIRI WY LARIUITDRZANE ba L1ATiN3T
EWLAEINWAL Tween 60 29 lusNu1IniuIviimIaaadlusiauda b le LLaa@”\‘lgﬂﬁ 32

&< = vo R A o A ° o o o &

NI LA IRALIIAIRNING 3 Tha Yinnsaselwu lasldaaauit
mam:‘uanmm@Lﬁuwﬁug{uﬁﬂaﬂo 2 @y, 870 20 Wy, UInmsunlssdadisazusaiuat
200 1EBaTMTInavedanIanuIIfeia muﬂmqmumﬂmﬂl,l,uu%'mia (Peristaltic Pump)
& @ A o { ] A o X
NIRUR 6 8ATINNT NG LagiSNrinn1Inaaadn 0.5 Ua./u1n BPELHE! LNNAATINTT AR
182 0.5 UA./UWIN WLIINDATIMTIAaaT SLES 15061% @a 0.5 Ua./UN Iw;\lﬁmm@lmy'ﬁq@
~ v A &< A A o ~ A A =
UAMURWILIUUD LN NN NDATINT IAaLT W 1 ya./wn INNSuIIUIaLANa
LRISURVWIALASANURWILLWAINGILE 1.5 Taudy 3.0 va/wn lasldaasnivine
PAIUARIWIATLAUAIN LVINAL 500 U/ W7 (gﬂﬁ 33) WANLIWNTWIN LRZATNAWILEL

A o v A o \ o v a ag a & A . o

gailnyazdansmelnalAsInt LAITRILNG bAILSNTN AU YUIIHE IV
Column L#8991N86 31N T MAATILSNAINLARNANLAING8INT

2
@ o A

mumo"lﬁﬁanl%é‘m’mﬁ"ma°11 BIRNIRALITIAIRINAINY 1.5 ua./wil

=

WA AIINIT IRANILANIZR Sﬂﬁaﬂ'\‘lvl,@i”aaaﬁﬂmm@aamﬁuimmsﬁﬁag&mﬂ NZVI a1

a < @

NRNNUENIAALIIGIAD NeddagaaasadnwnunIassinuila laglunguman
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A a a a Yo
NANIINARDILANBLUIULNYULRD TN TNV DI QGIWN vL@]‘Vnﬂ’]iLL‘]JaN@

utisaanidu 3 #% uaadadde i
1) T@neUszEnsanaeslwy (Foam Quality)
AdszantniwuadlWa(Foam Quality) Fwirmlasldzunisvas

(Mulligan and Eftekhari, 2003)

Foam Quality (f) Gas Volume (Vg)

x 100%

Total foam Volume (V I+ Vg)

Tas F R Foam Quality
Vg fa Volume of gas in foam (W\.)
VI fa Volume of liquid in foam (48.)

AUszdnsnwaadlnu(Foam Quality) ﬁu"l@TdﬂWmﬁgﬂa%ﬁuﬁ
ﬂszﬁw%mwgoﬁa 99% 'wmhmia@Lmﬁaﬁmﬂmﬁ@ﬁmm‘lﬂ&ﬁmﬁumﬂ Januaeni
IR TR RAEUYINYY a13aauUTIaIfTiia SLES ﬁmﬂs:ﬁﬂﬁn’lwmaﬂm@aﬁq@w
WinAL 99.67% z%m%ﬂ%luﬁ"l&iwauagmﬂ NZVI uaz 99.69% éﬁ%%’ﬂﬂﬁﬁwawagmﬂ NZzVI

Ja9aINNABVertex Type 2 LLaz Vertex Type 1 AURIA

160 -
140

0 131

N
— W

N
o
1

/%

F-SLES ‘F-NZVI 509/L‘ F-SLES ‘F-NZVI 509/L‘ F-SLES ‘F-NZVI SOg/L‘

Vertex Type 1 ‘ Vertex Type 2 ‘ SLES ‘

Surfactant

P = P ' a =2 A a
Ellﬂ 34 ﬂ'lsn.lsﬂllLﬂﬂuﬂ’]Lanﬂiﬂ’]ﬂﬂaﬂa’]iaﬂuiﬂ@lﬂﬂq 3 1na
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2) SaanenA3IEia (half-life) waznissaoaalaguaniue anlny

naneidusnuzaina

inmsinualagnslnulduiauia sma 100 JafAas 3114 2 239/
RRHAN LL@TQé“dLﬂ@gﬁTﬂHm:ﬂﬂiLﬂﬁﬂuLLﬂaa magaFaaiissnwvasiny ISunIsUna
@'ﬁaLL@iﬁIwyLéuﬁﬂﬁquamﬂ@”’smﬂﬂ%mmﬁmm IWREan3Ia (half-life) Wianvinns
fnonw wazantwfinsrauindiAeduannmddsusanusasTny naeduvesina nne
3 W11 AUATL 60 W17 LLamalugﬂﬁ 35

WUINRIAALTIRIAL THia SLES danuanunsalumsaaaiiasnin
(Stability) vL@T&l’mﬁlf,j@ 7898941 Ala Vertex Type 1 Waz Vertex Type 2 muﬁw"’u(mﬁo 2)
wazlugrmsasmadasuaniuzaninyg naroiduvosinad mmma;ﬂ"tﬁm”wia"[ﬂﬁ

- Vertex Type 1 : lunisvimaslunazvlinisgaifoiiosniw
maaWaaIWufmmL%ﬁq@ wafnisanaznaues Nzvi Sadusuaui 2 anaslna
fﬁtyLﬁmaﬁmmwawmﬂ%mmmaamm'ﬁwauﬁ'u NzVI asfiSanandusuaui 2 91nms
RUA2DEN

- Vertex Type 2 : lunisthwaslnawazyilinmsgaifoaiivanw
yasWasWuanas5ndusueufl 2 aaswnan S1 wadimianaznanaas NzvVI- 5udu
AUALUIN LﬁawaﬂwwquLﬁmaﬁmmwawmﬂ%mmmaammﬁwauﬁ'u NzvI  agdi
ﬂ%mmmﬂﬁq@ INITNAIDENS

- SLES : iilaran NZVI lunsviwaslwaazinlwmega i osnw
maaWaaIWma@m%ﬁ‘ﬁ'q@ LAZNIIANASNAUVBS NZVI ﬁLﬁaﬁuﬁwﬁq@ Lﬁﬂﬂ@ﬂﬂ&lgmlﬁs
L&D uTMWARRAUS I M B SR INENNY NZVI ﬁ]xﬁﬂ%mmﬁasﬁq@ INMITNAI0EN

mﬂwamsmaaowudﬂwuﬁgﬂa%’wmﬂmsa@LLsaﬁaﬁmgo 3 wiia
ﬁwuﬂ%mmwawaammﬁl,ﬁ@"fumﬂmnﬁsmﬁmmwmamﬁaiﬂumﬂﬁq@L%'mﬁm”umﬂ

WnlUitas AaVertex type 2, Vertex type 1 Waz SLES @ud1aL

1 = a A c:' v 4?‘ g A
A1319 2 Llﬂﬂ\‘]ﬂ’lLﬂﬂﬂiﬂ’thL&zﬂizﬂﬂﬁﬂ’]Wﬂa\‘l‘[ﬂN NAINNYWIINANIAALIIAIN

3 %@ (Vertex Type 1,2 WaLSLES) NANATND 1%

Surfactant (1% wiw) Foam Stability (WI"?I) Foam Quality
Vertex Type 1 130 99.60 %
Vertex Type 2 56 99.65 %
SLES 143 99.67 %
Vertex Type 1 + NZVI (50 N3u/aa7) 131 99.68%
Vertex Type 2 + NZVI (50 NIW/A97) 112 99.68%
SLES (1%)+ NZVI (50 n3u/aa3) 140 99.69%
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4 [ % { [
E‘]J‘ﬁ 35 ﬂ'li')ﬂﬂ']iﬁﬂ']ﬂ@l')l,ﬂaﬂ%ﬂﬂ'lus mnam%zfﬂunmmﬂuam%wadmm

NIzazIan 30 win

Water Level (33.)

1 w9

6 UIN
=

12 N

18 N

36 wIN

42 YN

48 ¥

30 ¥N
54 Y17
60 U1

—o=Vertex Type 1 (1%) =—m=Vertex Type 2 (1%) =+=SLES (1%)

{ % { @
Ellﬁ 36 ﬂ'liaa'lﬂl@l')tﬂﬁﬂ%aﬂ'l%x fo’mamuz‘[ﬂ&mmmﬂuamuwaama'a

YDIFNTAAUIIAIHNT 3 A
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Water Level (8d.)

] - |
L~ L~ (I~ (I~ LI~ 1< (i~ L~ (I~ [~ I~
(o (o (o (o (o (o (o (o (o (o (o
=3 = = = = =3 = = = = =
~ © AN 0 < o (o] (9] [ce] <t o
~ ~ N (9] (9] < < Yo} ©
—o—Vertex Type 1 (1%) + nZVI —m=\Vertex Type 2 (1%) + nZVI SLES (1%) + nzVI

~ ) ~ [~
gﬂ‘n 37 n1saanganlasnanine ananneldanatgilwaniwsaasnai

PDIFIIAALIIAIAND 3 THA 33:8NU NZVI

5.1.2 MIUIPUNBUNIINIZANUA IV VWA LNA (Particle Size Distribution)

P . X . L,
mummaaagmeﬂﬂuﬁgﬂaﬁwu FVUVIDNEINALAUATIA DT I
\ = \ A A ~ = & A \ \ = ' a X
vnidalwy nanfanindsInudumalan NuNTadi9TerIadalWutautny 1IN %
anwluée mwwmmaaagmmiﬂuﬁaUﬂé"ad?gamiﬂﬁ (microscope) RNRIVLNE 4x/0.01
NEaLTaNNUNNIAAaAANNAZLALA 3.0 MP lNaYiINTNITUWINAIN LRIVIMTIAUUIA LAY
v o A \ ~ & \
wuiwauauALEnaNIMIG (FUN 39) HamMInaaaInuitaumalnuiizwanug 1.9-
30.5 lulaswas asaaussdafiasiia Vertex Type 1 fuwaaumalwuaglutig 11-15
lalasiuey NNNFA LATAIAALIIAIAT Vertex Type 2 Uaz SLES ﬁmm@agmﬂIWNag
luza4 6-10 lulasuas wnfiga uddransaaussdafiaziia Vertex Type 2 aziitszanm
agmaiﬂuaglwﬁn 6-10 lulastues ¥1nn37 SLES uetianadlunIwiiay wuqn SLES
P 9 o ' A & ' A
mm’ﬂuum‘smzmﬂmmaoagmﬂlu‘mwmwLaﬂrm (3U7 38)

5.1.3 USHN0h %NV NTW NAOMULFDUTAWLAZLARNIZFA

INHANIINARDIN 4.1.1-4.1.2 WUIRIINAWIIAIAITIG SLES Aa1nuaiuisn
lunﬁimLaﬁmmW"lﬁmuﬁq@ CERHERR AT 29 lavnvinnInaaastiulasnivle
o & o A ' o A v Aa AA °
FAFIBLALIRUNNUANGEIINY (% wiw) Lwalﬂammmwmm:awwq@ Taavinny
NARAINIRAA 5 MINARDI UTenNauaIt 1% 3% 5% 7% WAz 9% wiw ANUEIAU Nan13
NARBINUINNANNL VT 3% wiw ﬁ@hmﬁmmwmﬂﬁq@ WINAU 173 W7 5898931 Aa

1% 9% 7% WAz 5% wiw ANE1AU (gﬂﬁ' 40 LRZANTN 4)
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#1319 3 LLﬁﬂdd’l%ﬂﬂﬂzﬂ’ﬁﬂizﬁ)’lﬂqu"nlaﬂ?.lﬂ\‘lﬂ‘lr&ﬂ'lﬂ(Particle Size Distribution)

Size of particle A1IAAUITIAIND (1% wiw)
(13JTﬂiL&IGI5) Vertex Type 1 Vertex Type 2 SLES
0-5 15.1% 22.1% 13.5%
6-10 24.4% 41.9% 33.7%
11-15 37.2% 24.4% 25.8%
16-20 9.3% 11.6% 21.3%
21-25 7.0% 7.0% 5.6%
26-30 2.3% 1.2% 0%
31-35 3.5% 0% 0%
50 -
40 - M 0-5 ym
Q
t W 6-10 ym
2 30 -
% @ 11-15 pm
©
e 20 7 M 16-20 ym
X
10 - M 21-25 pm
@ 26-30 ym
0 T
Vertex Type 1 Vertex Type 2 SLES 31-35 pm
Surfactant (1% w/w)

3171 38 J28AXN1INILIVGIVIVWINBKAA (Particle Size Distribution)
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1 = a a :i v dg’ g A
1319 4 Llﬂﬂ\‘iﬂ’lLﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂltﬂ&ﬂi&ﬁﬂﬁﬂ’lﬂ‘ﬂa\‘]‘[ﬂ&l NHAINYWINNFANTAALLIIAIN

%0 SLES fiAM3LTNT 1% 3% 5% 7% WAz 9% wiw

Surfactant Foam Stability (Wl‘ﬁ) Foam Quality
SLES (1% w/w) 143 99.67 %
SLES (3% w/w) 173 99.61 %
SLES (5% w/w) 101 99.65 %
SLES (7% w/w) 108 99.61 %
SLES (9% w/w) 115 99.64 %
200 -
173
160 143
I
= 115
3 120 1 101 ¥
L T \
s 80 - x
T \
40 - §
0 T T T T N
F-SLES 1% F-SLES 3% F-SLES 5% F-SLES 7% F-SLES 9%
Surfactant

P> ' a =2 A a A [V
zﬂ‘n 40 ALADYTAINVDIFIIAALLIIAIN VWA SLES NaNNLaNIW

1% 3% 5% 7% waz 9% wiw
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52 nmydrzidndszantaansasnisirieatinanutaunsuiman lWwq las

= ¢ a X = @ 4 2 A
E]km'mu’liu?ladmaﬂﬂi:ﬁ]‘ﬂuﬂLﬂ@]“lluﬁ]’mmaﬂlu@l’mmﬂWN P LRERTIINALLIIAINT

° = = ' A o o A a & = o
mIneaaddSouifsuaaisanuian (C) Niiaduanmanlualinaid
TWuI hazaIaausIan laglarinn1imaaadlnauTawE I bIWINLULARANT 5 10 LAz
15 wifl fnsdwnudIsuifivulasfisuanngungiinudouwdasly (AT) dedsunm
WARN (NIN) ANANITNAREIA I
1 ] = [ (o] A a 3 =3 o 1 a o %
wudnanadenNTew ((C) NAAYUUAINNLARN IAINAIANS L3RG LN
1N litas Aa IWuﬁ@hg\‘iﬁq@ JA9RINNAD W LAZENIAALIIAIAD laaddyinny 289.22 |
377.67 Uz 364.21 “C 81wluananiduvainal Aa dawviiny 78.01, 112.98 uas
1 1 e o Q { A
147.99 °C uazlu SLES Hevinny 41.31, 66.54 LAz 66.54 C eNURIAU (3UN 41) Basung)
fenwinnu 657 °C (US EPA, 2006)
mmmﬂmﬂ@ma;ﬂd’] USURANNYN K 1 NN ’F1V1IDABIALAAAIN

NANAINTOWIWAINAI SLES ﬁ@hmwﬁam‘hﬁq@ 144899710 SLES ﬁmqmﬁamjoﬂ’hm
fa

¥ (= A ] ( A :’ ' 2K a '
58%1%@]’37’]@'1&“/]LﬁuIW%Jgdﬂ’J’]@]’]ﬂﬂ’NﬂLﬂ%%ﬁ 3 111 LRZRITAALIIAIND 5 LN

— @ — SLES Solution --m-- DIl Water = & — SLES Foam
400 -
- f" ———————
_-- 377.67 364.21
o -~
= 300 - -
= 4
7/
ﬁ 289.22
? .’
@ 200 - ,
= et 112.98 ____-=-- ¥ 147.99
—_ v _ m---""
o 100 -~ ’ 78.0%----""" -
2 4 eeeeT - R it - 66.54
= 4 == P 66.54
< 25 === == 41.31
0 T T T 1
0 5 10 15
Heat Time (min)

4 a 1 { {a £ [ a
3171 41 PSanmaadsanaion (C) Miialnanmantwaanaisivs

v
w1 Llazﬁ"liaﬁltix‘la\‘i W7




1 A ¥ o A a 4?‘ =] o %
13179 5 Sunmaadsanusan ('C) NLNAYWITNNITLRBYIVBIAINTD NN

1 [~ H [l % g‘
ualtwan il zasannia Nzvl fiaglwaanaieu SLES uazlvia

- AT(°C) | Mass,,,(n3¥)
Heat time (#11)
SLES Water Foam
0 25.00 25.00 25.00
5 41.31 78.01 289.2
10 66.54 112.98 377.7
15 66.54 147.99 364.2
30 105.6 209.83 272.7
Mass,,, (N3&) 0.242 0.2065 0.041

3111 42 aun1a NzVI ﬁagﬂ%ﬁ"mmaﬁﬂ SLES uazlily $adanuiwnIstnibe a1

1 [~ [~
aNNIowNUNLKRan WA 1ilwtaan 15 wan
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5.3 MUz fiuanuaaunsavadlny ﬁﬁ@iamiﬁﬁwwmsmﬁiauﬁmaaay‘l,mﬂ NZzVI
ATANBIAMNRINITA DI LN Y @iammmmmlumsﬁ'a:ﬁﬂwwmql,mﬂ
NZVI siadoudily demnudiimans I@]ﬂ"L@TﬁﬁﬂﬁLﬂ’]ﬁ%”ﬁﬂW&lﬁwamT'ammql,mﬂ NzVI lag
l#gammilusvasmsaaunsdfinazanudududusasaynia Nzvi inulunnns
NARES WAL 1.5 U8/7 Uaz 50 N3/AAS aNEey uwalasusansinavasuis
Tulasianwldddfiuandrernuly da 125, 300  was 500 U8./w17 AINEIGU LD
Wisuifisuinsamalwavasudafilsunowrinle ﬁmmmmmhmaﬁ%ﬁwwwa‘bql,mﬂ
NZVI lﬁmﬁiau‘ﬁlvlﬂJﬂﬁuﬁ'ﬂmmﬂﬁﬁﬁq@

5.3.1 @i’]ﬂ’J’]?JE‘T’]?J’ﬁﬂ‘IJE]GIWN @iammmmm‘tuﬂﬁmsmﬁauﬁmadaumﬂ NZVI

1 dl Qs (2% [} Q =}
NANNINARDINLINM D ATINT MARUAILA R [ LATLAWLYINAL 500 UA./WIN
e sanInlunisiiniaynia Nzvi tafeauil ldunnfige iy 66.98 % (3U7 43)
lapfidndeiduanuuandrivasanududuvasouna Nzvi lusnsazanuasdu (Stock
solution) anfiga fAa 16.51 niw/AaT (FUN 44) Ja4a3anda 300 uaz 125 wa./wfl lapdidn
WINAY 42.15 % WAz 27.32 % @NA10U
NANTINARAILILRAI IAAWIN aldaaIINIT IvauaIui & bblaTLan
Wiy 500 ¥l imsszaudivasenma NzVI lunmoanniig Aa 1.3315 NN.ysy N3y
3898931 AB 300 AT UAZ 125 VAN ANAIAL (FUN 45 LATANTY 6) UAZIINNNT
RINAIINAIINARDI WUINNDATINITIRALAR I LATIAN 12508, /W17 L atu1datIny
Pack Column LLz\i”awmwﬁﬂ%mmmaammnaoayju?nm‘*ﬁadﬁﬁwao Column IAMWIUIN
A Aasd a X A ' a A ) A
TagSuitniAatuwdaa e wltinegs 5 wiA BuaNSudwIIINaaa (3UN 46 uazad
=3 t:i 1 1 1 a 1 v
6) FanadusinguaIn1IiaygnIn Nzvi muslwmuamﬂmﬂauaanmmumwm
. ! { o 23 g’ a &/ {
Gereration  Column &WNaAIINITAALARLLLATIAN 500  U&./WIN JtAadwn
Gereration Column ﬁaﬂﬁq@ Tww LazaRNA NZVI RINNIDLARAUN LAAN3T F9vinle
FAINNIUNNA NZVI LRAUN laanIn ﬁaLﬂuLmlﬁLﬁ@mmzawagﬁ Pack Column ‘L&

NINNIN



80.0 -

g 66.98
S
N 60.0 -
g 4215
3
g 400 27.32
£
3
L 200 -
[]
2
2 00 ; ;

125 Ua./w7 300 ¥a./w1i 500 4&. /w11l

Nitrogen Gas Flow (Na.l%’lﬁ)

3111 43 Ability of Foam to Carry NZVI (%)
__ 60 -
&
@ 50 - < O 4
g
E 40 -
S 30 33.49
N 7 =@— Stock solution
§ 20 - 1.08 -
© 66 —ii=Foam
£ 10 ~
8
< 0 T T 1
S

125 300 500

Nitrogen Gas Flow (Na.lWl‘ﬁ)
5111 44 Ability of Foam to Carry NZVI (nSN/an3)
u
"2 150 -
H
0P
£
£ 1.00 -
=
2
g
£ 050 -
3
3
(2}
O-OO T T T T T T

0-2 2-4 4-6 6-8 8-10 10-12
Distance (%d.)

12-14

—0—125 Ua./W171  ==300 VAU —h=—500 NA./UTI

14-16

31 45 uanId3u15n15A9IAN (Sorbed) 28301%N1A NZVI Tunse
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M1979 6 LEAILUINITN1TAIAI (Sorbed) 289a1N1A NZVI Tunse

NzVI in Sand (0., /N3N, )
Distance (Bd.) ~ ~ ~
125 UR./11n | 300 ¥a./¥n | 500 UA./UIN
0-2 0.472 0.467 1.3315
2-4 0.362 0.327 0.9027
4-6 0.379 0.229 0.5470
6-8 0.447 0.212 0.4693
8-10 0.369 0.272 0.4962
10-12 0.189 0.166 0.4010
12-14 0.239 0.268 0.3734
14-16 0.198 0.171 0.2660
125 mi/min

By 20 W 40 W 60 U

300 ml/min

Fu 20 19 40 1477 80 1477

500 ml/min

&u 20 WA 40 wI 60 w1

31 46 mahadelnanansinislvaniaoansiaw 125 300 waz 500 Na./wn

40
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5.3.2 Y311 IN1TAIAY (Sorbed) 1adan1n NZVI Ium’mﬁmmm

wigihliiiaanuian ﬁqm%qﬁmﬂﬂ'j’] 70 °C

suLflasannanineaadi 53.1 Anudinsldsasinsinavasuds
Tulasian winAu 500 wa./md Lﬂué'mwmivlmﬁﬁﬁq@ T,@ﬂﬁi’@qﬂszmﬁm‘fmﬁaﬁﬂmﬁa
USunmnsszauaizasaynia Nzvi Lﬁaaglumm uirsansamisri liiAaanusan
"L@Tﬁ'qmﬂgﬁmﬂﬂ’h 80 "C lawvhnsldaynia Nzvi AANUTUTWSNAUA 60 NSW/AaT
Wi Ruduiias 20 n3u/aas auwudwﬁé’mﬁm’]mﬁm‘fumaamql,mﬂ NZVI i 100 n3u/aas
ﬁmm‘ﬂmﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁ@mm%@uﬁoﬁaqmwnﬂﬁﬁ'mnﬂi’] 80 °C uwazwuIUIumINIRZEN
@r7838%MA NZVI ﬁgﬂdamurﬁﬁ"lﬂu Pack Column fum:Lﬁ@nﬁamm‘i‘sgaﬁq@ﬁﬁnm,
T19@WV8Y Pack Column A 179 0-2 . LLa:amz@TummLﬁwiuadaumﬁaﬁaﬂﬁ'q@
UStmsmlanefimeasnaas Pack Column (gﬂ‘ﬁ' 47) Wath g swuusiman Awudngd
VN ELSLI AT 29 0-2 Tial. Lﬁﬁfuﬁaﬂmmlﬁﬂ’nﬁau"l,ﬁgan’h 80 °C (Eﬂﬁ' 48) Az RaNIaLA
anusaulduniie 82.22 °C (5 wfl), 97.22 °C (10 wfi) waz 100.00 °C (15 wii) 4
USUNNNIRERUAIVDIARNTINAL 0.0422 (n3w,z/nsa,.) (1574 7) wazlugasna ldaud e
Umsaasust lisansnlwanusanldanissaufiaaints sawfianududi 60 uaz 80

o A 1 a [ {a & { o %
NIN/ANT ﬁmﬂimmm'}mauﬁmmumﬂﬁq@Lﬁ'm 33.89 Uaz 36.11 °C enus1aU

0.05 ~

RE 0.04 -
e

&

&

s 0.03 -
Y <
3 - - - 60 NIN/AAT
T 002 o
3 - - - 80 NIN/AAT
£

s 001 - 100 NIW/ANT
’é

0 .-F:t:l:j::lz!::lz :I-_:!:I::!:I::‘
0-2 2-4 4-6 6-8 8-10 10-12 12-14 14-16
Distance (Bl.)

A % [
Efl.lﬂ 47 LLEdRY ﬂqsﬂzﬁ&lm')‘ﬂaﬂlﬂaﬂiﬂﬂiqﬂ



v Aa &£ & A v @ o A
A3 7 LLﬂﬂﬂlEN']m@]'T]&ﬁa%‘n LNAAWADILKRA NN AMNNLY N 60 80 LLaz 100 NIN/AaMNT

Distance Heat Time Temperature (°C)
(Ba.) (W11) 60 NSN/AMS | 80 NIN/AAT | 100 NIN/ANT

5 30.00 29.44 82.22

0-2 10 32.22 33.88 97.22
15 33.89 36.11 100.00
NZVI in Sand (N3&,,5, /N3N, ) 0.0011 0.0036 0.0442
5 30.00 30.00 53.89

2-4 10 32.22 30.56 58.33

15 33.33 32.22 64.44
NZVI in Sand (N3¢ /N34, ) 0.0010 0.0019 0.0224
5 30.00 31.12 46.66

4-6 10 32.22 33.89 54.44

15 33.34 35.56 59.44
NZVI in Sand (N3¢ /N34, ) 0.0009 0.0024 0.0177
5 30.56 34.45 41.11

6-8 10 32.22 35.56 48.34

15 33.34 36.11 50.56
NZVI in Sand (N385, /N34, .. ,) 0.0010 0.0024 0.0136
5 30.00 32.22 40.00

8-10 10 32.22 34.45 45.00

15 33.33 35.56 47.78
NZVI in Sand (N385, /N34, ..,) 0.0010 0.0024 0.0109
5 30.56 31.11 38.89

10-12 10 32.78 33.33 43.33

15 33.34 33.89 45.56

NZVI in Sand (N3&,,5 /N3N, ) 0.0011 0.0024 0.0091
5 30.00 31.11 35.00

12-14 10 30.01 32.22 40.00

15 33.34 33.33 41.11
NZVI in Sand (N3%,,5,/N3%,..,) 0.0009 0.0019 0.0062
5 30.00 31.11 32.22

14-16 10 30.00 33.33 35.00

15 33.33 35.00 36.66
NZVI in Sand (N3%,,5,/N3W,,_.) 0.0013 0.0026 0.0044




[y Aa X A ' I3 A
USu1waN NI N NAARLN B HIBARINLNLAAN 5 WA
100.00 -
—_ |
OL) 75.00 - \
g \
Q
2 5000 - L SN a — W - 100 N3w/AaT
a ‘:‘! - a--n_ .
£ - =l = == - = — A — 80 NIN/ANT
S 2500 | WA &= - .
— & — 60 NIWANT
0-00 T T T T T T T 1
02 24 46 68 810 10-12 12-14 14-16
Distance (#a.)
a { a ¥ 4 1 1 [~4
Samanusauntnawilad I naniuuaian 10 wai
125.00 -
5 10000 + g
L \
g 7500 - \
2 \ — W — 100 NSW/AAT
o | .
8 5000 - -a_
g PR *_z‘_-_‘_.:_:"t\:’ — A — 80 NIW/AaY
— e = = == -l =
2500 -
— @ - 60 NIW/AAT
0.00 T T T T T T T 1
02 24 46 68 810 10-12 12-14 14-16
Distance (#3.)
= v { a ¥ 4 ] ] [
USH1mANNTaRNLNAT LN D HIBEWINLNLEEN 15 W7
125.00 -
5 10000 | m
o \
@ 7500 - N
‘E - - a. — W — 100 NSW/AAS
g 5000 - B-a-_g_ .
5 g _ B ~ A — 60 ni/Aas
= 2500 - 5
— @ — 80 NMIW/ANT
000 T T T T T T T 1
02 24 46 68 810 10-12 12-14 14-16
Distance (Bd.)

P> [ A a & [
gﬂ‘n 48 ll%N’lm@l')’lNiE)%ﬂLﬂﬂ‘ll%iﬂﬂlﬁaﬂ

43

a1 ~ o L% 1 [
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1 a { o [
13149 8 ﬂ'lW'li'lNL@Iaﬁ"‘ﬁslm%ﬂ'ﬁ'ﬂﬂaadﬂ']iﬂ&a&l@l'&“ﬂEldLﬂaﬂsl%"ﬂi'lﬂ

W’li’lﬁt@li’)i{ 1 2 3 ‘Vi&l’lill‘lﬁ@l

Stock Solution (ﬂ%ﬁJ/ﬁ@i) 60 80 100

Flow N, (V&./111) 500

Flow SLES (8./417) 1.5

WMTN Pack Column 1an (n$%) 88.81

Sand Size (Wd.) 0.85

iwin Column + N3 161.07 | 161.16 | 161.44 A
siawiin Column + Tnlay 161.62 | 161.81 | 162.13 B
U531@5%0 1 pore volume (¥a.) | 21 19 | 195 c
130167 pack column L& (a.) 49.298 D
Y%saturation 0.34 0.40 0.43

Porosity 0.42 0.39 0.40

WHYLAG : %saturation = ((B —A)/ A) x 100
Porosity =C/D



71.1°¢ | S$FLIRQ 70.9°C S$FLIR

311 49 UEAIAIDENIN naglaannassangnInAINIa
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nZVI
60 N3N/ANT

nZVI
80 NIN/ANT

nZVI
100 NSN/AAT

3171 50 n31wfignunzaanain Pack Column Mawnadandanlwa 60 pore volume
(0-2, 2-4, 4-6, 6-8, 8-10, 10-12, 12-14, 14-16 uaz 16-18 wa. (Savaravaingallaa))

31/#1 51 Pack Column nanasandanlna 60 pore volume
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5.4 msﬂizLi‘mmwmmsnmaaa%mﬂ NZzVI ﬁgnﬂ%’maﬁmmwﬁw?ﬂu
o a [ ~ ° [ ] (<4
Twn1311170 813 TCE @28n13thBaw1ansawnisustman i lunisnaaas
WUY Batch
A A ° o ' . A o
INNANIINGFDIN 5.3.2 LATANINN 8 M LHNTIUIN %Saturation 716310
> H Qs v o d 1 1 L d
MINIaBUNA NZVI ﬁgﬂﬂiﬂLﬁﬁﬂsnﬂwmaﬂIwu 31131 60 pore volume TINANLYINAL
0.43 (1flu Condition NzNTavlAnRsLaAaAINTauNINNIN 80 °C) Qﬁnm’ﬁ'ﬂ
"l@ng:aLﬁuﬁmﬁuﬁamwéﬂﬂ”@mm %Saturation NiisialszaANTAWlwA131iNias1T TCE
A o . A X A a a ) e R W v
(1Hla9NANBIMT  %Saturation VaIdnluANUNSTITANNVLANGA1INK) T9laviNN1TINaD
lagld %Saturation inAL 1% 5% Waz 10% au&1aL (UL %Saturation lwnae lagld
R13RALTIAIAI) lagandan1Inaaaduuy Batch Lﬁ'alﬁdwm@iamimqu LR WENY Db
LAUARBENITNT TCE
% \ Aa & % = ' e

TasaateNNIaaaasTUaINITFANLAIVDIRT TCE 139091 wiladnanime
mamﬂmwﬁfmﬁaﬁams&l,fagmﬂmiumaamé’ﬂﬂszqﬂuﬁ*jwﬁ'umsmﬁmﬁwmméi”au
moLL&im§ﬂ"lWW’11umiﬁuvjmiﬂuLﬁau AMNEINID NN AENT TCE azgmmuéffm
USunmniIazanansaszivananuidnlauadzns TCE ‘lugﬂmmms"lﬁ%’ummﬁ”au RN
la'ldsuainuson

3111 52 318 NawIIN1INARBY (%Saturation LYINAY 1% 5% Uaz 10%)

3111 53 @13 TCE Tuns1e N8 %Saturation AL 1% 5% waz 10%
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31#1 54 13 TCE Tunsranuasn NZVI Na %Saturation 101 1% 5% waz 10%

[ 1 = o % 1 [ [ I
‘wmmnmum‘smumwmaﬁusauwmmeanv[ﬂﬁﬁ 113381 60 waN

=) 1 { v 4 a &/ { o v
5.4.1 Usuadadvanuian (C) MAaINaIINNITRRINANN TN

wanan IWILaANTasannIa NZVI Nt ludana1dnadnag N4 %Saturation LANGAIIN

HAIINNMITINIMaass lasnsiiaunia Nzvi nanadlulunsod
il %Saturation LYINAL 1% 5% Wag 10% AWFIAL WUIIMN %Saturation IO
TWiRannusanldifin 80 °c Tagltiianiies 5 wift dslugasusnuasnismaass fa 10 wif
win Sgonndlndifnniu Aa agfluga 90.0-94.44 °C (mﬂﬁq@ﬁ %Saturation LYinAL 10)
wazfiarnslianafeunuiu mmm%am:lﬁwfm‘%iam] aumflienuan Mo
30 w1l Lﬂunmﬁiﬂqﬂ %Saturation mmimﬁ@mm%”auvlﬁgoﬁq@ 7892.22(1%),
117.22(5%) uaz 111.67(10%) °C enwgey uaileldiaalumslwanusanluisos aufls 60
WAt nauwLinaanusawliRuds uansuanaddnitos

suInaLUkanIInaaad e Analumslwanusan 5 wid Wwaa
MRganadadnutauiiaosns fa vnnin 80 °C iunisdszndanasoulnvinfldly
mMawioh aasaawdunslieniaiandndis uazd1 %Saturation lunie ludons

niznudamaniesihliieanuiowadnaivedan
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140 -

120 -
& 100 -
g
S 80 -
©
5 60 -
3
€ 40 -
=
20 -
0

== %Saturation = 1

5 10

15

Heat Time (#111)

== %Saturation = 5

60

== % Saturation = 10

4' ™~ ' A [y o. A a & A o [
E‘LI‘Y] 55 YSu1A IR AMNIOW ("C) NtNAYWIINNITILR UL IV IAIINTIBUNIY

' < < 4 1 o H
ummanlﬂﬂﬂmanmma%nm NzVI ﬁag‘lumnmanmamw na

%Saturation N1NY 1% 5% Waz 10%

a ' a [% ° A a £ =] ° o
MN1319 9 ﬂiN'\m@"llﬁﬁﬂﬂ?'\Nia% ( C) NINAYBITNATIILR WL IVIAINNIDWNG

1 (73 [~3 H 1 v H
meanv[wﬁ']manﬂaamgmﬂ NZVI ﬁag‘lumnmanmamw na

%Saturation LANAINH

Heat time (W]‘ﬁ)

Temperature (°C)

%Saturation = 1

%Saturation = 5

%Saturation = 10

0 25 25 25
5 87.22 87.78 81.67
10 93.89 90.00 94.44
15 92.22 113.33 98.33
30 99.44 117.22 111.67
60 98.89 108.33 111.11
Massyzy (N33) 0.2454 0.2452 0.2542
Massy 3y (NIN) 17.2049 17.2055 17.2039
NZVI in Sand (N385, /N3,,_..) 0.0143 0.0143 0.0148
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4.4.2 anyuaaadgns TCE atiamyduldanaigauuazinlaan

a3 TCE waldaslulumananstazden 9 Tnaduriunse aslnes
atuTIUIUIIANARDS laganwizadnafis i %Saturation L¥AY 10 a:efumvlﬂvl,@”hﬁq@
niwdaaimll leszimevassns TCE azdas 9 @Tuﬁﬂﬁagﬂufumw TWiuannas
CHIRMAIN (gﬂﬁ' 56) e’fiomaﬁ'umu'?ﬁ'yﬁ@has] ﬁ"l@i”mUﬁwmsﬁﬂ‘m@Tm"hdmmmﬂunq’u
Dense non-aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) Lﬁ@ﬂﬁiﬂuLﬁauaa;jﬁuuazf:ﬂ@”ﬁu A=A liiie
ATELIUMIAN 9 lanannnanstsems et HNMIREAYIIFAL v3arinldan (Dissolution)
2) Lﬁ@]ﬂ’ﬁizm£|°3Ja\‘la’limﬁﬁa:mﬂaglﬂu‘li’]’;ja’m’lﬁ(Vaporization) uaz MIgadunIagady
89gAw (Sorption) Pankow and Cherry, 1996)

{0 DNAPL ﬂmﬁaum;jﬁuﬁmﬁ@msmﬁauﬁmmuLmiﬁfumwaﬂaﬂ
TooUSu1mas DNAPL #i Lﬂﬁau"lﬁa:ﬁmddmmﬂﬁwagiuiwsm%agszmﬂuﬁ@ﬁu S
vsnmdudnlidudasanin (Vadose Zone) DNAPL fenwmusanasgurmlaaninin
1{18997n DNAPL 1% non-wetting fluid ﬁammmLﬂ5"auﬁmugﬁ%a‘[wmvlﬁﬁndwﬁwﬁLﬂu
wetting fluid (Fitter, 1993) An1/a387i DNAPL tadaufilusuldanlad inmzdanummuin
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% Conc. TCE (¥n./aq73)
" Saturation Blank and Sand With ZVI Sand with NZVI & heat
1 2,611.66 2,553.48 10,231.38
5 5 2,611.66 1,488.98 62,968.52
10 2,349.78 2,868.08 45,278.05
1 1,963.02 2,403.43 10,342.36
10 5 1,963.02 2,243.71 48,027.09
10 2,347.34 2,260.06 77,772.97
1 2,298.96 2,804.10 66,076.48
15 5 2,298.96 1,831.18 84,463.63
10 1,786.21 1,858.60 54,989.02
1 2,746.38 2,285.65 71,742.65
30 5 2,746.38 1,268.62 82,139.91
10 2,006.58 1,802.37 82,650.03
1 1,911.98 2,024.40 79,471.33
60 5 1,911.98 1,651.77 84,441.29
10 1,985.96 2,366.70 85,615.96
140 -
'g: 120 -
;g 100 -
S 80 -
% 60 - y = 2E-08x + 0.2288
§ 40 R? = 0.9979
20
0 T T 1
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A1979 11 YSunmnsazananlaszwananaidwlovwasans TCE (Blank Sand)

Time (¥11) Area Dilution Factor | Conc. TCE (Nn./aq3)
% Saturation = 1
5 40,793,209 2,611.66
10 27,820,417 1,963.02
15 34,539,283 2,500 2,298.96
30 43,487,664 2,746.38
60 26,799,698 1,911.98
% Saturation = 5
5 40,793,209 2,611.66
10 27,820,417 1,963.02
15 34,539,283 2,500 2,298.96
30 43,487,664 2,746.38
60 26,799,698 1,911.98
% Saturation = 10
5 71,111,021 2,349.78
10 71,013,432 2,347.34
15 48,568,413 2,500 1,786.21
30 57,383,178 2,006.58
60 56,558,368 1,985.96




@139 12 YSanmnisazataulasewenataiiulavasans TCE (Sand With Nzvi)

Time (¥11) Area Dilution Factor Conc. TCE (n./an3)
%Saturation = 1
5 79,259,187 2,553.48
10 73,257,361 2,403.43
15 89,283,873 2500 2,804.10
30 68,546,154 2,285.65
60 58,095,884 2,024.40
%Saturation = 5
5 36,679,170 1,488.98
10 66,868,203 2,243.71
15 50,367,209 2500 1,831.18
30 27,864,748 1,268.62
60 43,190,717 1,651.77
%Saturation = 10
5 91,843,395 2,868.08
10 67,522,386 2,260.06
15 51,463,940 2500 1,858.60
30 49,214,627 1,802.37
60 71,788,099 2,366.70
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#1979 13 ﬂ’%mmmiazmﬂﬁmzmﬂnmm'fluv[amaams TCE (sand with NZVI & heat)

Time (¥11) Area Dilution Factor Conc. TCE (¥n./a073)
%Saturation = 1
5 193,187,531 10,231.38
10 195,407,109 10,342.36
15 1,310,089,669 2,500 66,076.48
30 1,423,413,039 71,742.65
60 1,577,986,578 79,471.33
%Saturation = 5
5 1,247,930,472 62,968.52
10 949,101,834 48,027.09
15 1,677,832,605 2,500 84,463.63
30 1,631,358,131 82,139.91
60 1,677,385,821 84,441.29
%Saturation = 10
5 894,121,035 45,278.05
10 1,544,019,340 77,772.97
15 1,088,340,446 2,500 54,989.02
30 1,641,560,587 82,650.03
60 1,700,879,169 85,615.96
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Adsorbed poly(aspartate) coating limits the adverse effects
of dissolved groundwater solutes on Fe’ nanoparticle reactivity

with trichloroethylene
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Abstract For in situ groundwater remediation, polyelectrolyte-
modified nanoscale zerovalent iron particles (NZVIs) have to be
delivered into the subsurface, where they degrade pollutants such
as trichloroethylene (TCE). The effect of groundwater organic
and ionic solutes on TCE dechlorination using polyelectrolyte-
modified NZVIs is unexplored, but is required for an effective
remediation design. This study evaluates the TCE dechlorination
rate and reaction by-products using poly(aspartate) (PAP)-modi-
fied and bare NZVIs in groundwater samples from actual TCE-
contaminated sites in Florida, South Carolina, and Michigan. The
effects of groundwater solutes on short- and intermediate-term
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dechlorination rates were evaluated. An adsorbed PAP layer on
the NZVIs appeared to limit the adverse effect of groundwater
solutes on the TCE dechlorination rate in the first TCE dechlori-
nation cycle (short-term effect). Presumably, the pre-adsorption
of PAP “trains” and the Donnan potential in the adsorbed PAP
layer prevented groundwater solutes from further blocking NZVI
reactive sites, which appeared to substantially decrease the TCE
dechlorination rate of bare NZVIs. In the second and third TCE
dechlorination cycles (intermediate-term effect), TCE dechlori-
nation rates using PAP-modified NZVIs increased substantially
(~100 and 200%, respectively, from the rate of the first spike).
The desorption of PAP from the surface of NZVIs over time due
to salt-induced desorption is hypothesized to restore NZVI reac-
tivity with TCE. This study suggests that NZVI surface modifi-
cation with small, charged macromolecules, such as PAP, helps
to restore NZVI reactivity due to gradual PAP desorption in
groundwater.

Keywords Nanoscale zerovalent iron (NZVI) - Chlorinated
organics - Dechlorination kinetics - Remediation -
Groundwater - Polyelectrolyte - Poly(aspartate) - Desorption

Introduction

Nanoscale zerovalent iron particles (NZVIs) have rapidly re-
ceived much attention as a novel, in situ subsurface remediation
agent to treat various kinds of vexing environmental contami-
nants, including chlorinated organics such as trichloroethylene
(TCE) (Lowry 2007; Tratnyek and Johnson 2006; Zhang
2003). Various organic macromolecule surface modifiers, such
as xanthane, guar gum, poly(aspartate) (PAP), poly(styrene sul-
fonate), carboxymethyl cellulose (CMC), poly(methyl methacry-
late), poly(acrylic acid), and tri-block copolymers, are used to
engineer NZVIs to inhibit their aggregation (Golas et al. 2010;
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Phenrat et al. 2008; Sakulchaicharoen et al. 2010; Saleh et al.
2005; Wang et al. 2010), increase their mobility in the subsurface
(Kim et al. 2009; Phenrat et al. 2009a, 2010; Saleh et al. 2008,
Vecchia et al. 2009), and provide pollutant selectivity (Bishop
etal. 2010; Phenrat et al. 2011; Saleh et al. 2005; Wang and Zhou
2010), all of which are necessary for effective in situ remediation.
Several promising pilot- and field-scale tests using surface-
modified NZVIs have been reported (Bennett et al.
2010; He et al. 2010; Henn and Waddill 2006; Kocur
et al. 2014).

From the materials science point of view, significant research
progress has been made in understanding the important proper-
ties of bare and polymeric-modified NZVIs that affect NZVI
reactivity with chlorinated organics (Liu et al. 2005a, 2007; Liu
and Lowry 2006; Nurmi et al. 2005; Phenrat et al. 2009a; Sarathy
et al. 2008). Different dechlorination rates (Liu et al. 2005a, b;
Nurmi et al. 2005; Sakulchaicharoen et al. 2010; Song and
Carraway 2008; Zhang et al. 1998), dechlorination pathways
(Liu et al. 20052, b; Nurmi et al. 2005; Song and Carraway
2008; Zhang et al. 1998), electron utilization efficiencies (Liu
et al. 2005a, b; Song and Carraway 2008), and longevities (Liu
et al. 2005a; Sarathy et al. 2008) have been attributed to the
crystallinity and chemical composition of bare NZVIs (i.e., the
presence of noble metals, such as Pd and Ni, on the NZVI sur-
faces). As for polymer-modified NZVIs, Phenrat et al. (2009b)
revealed that when the surfaces of pre-synthesized NZVIs were
modified by the physisorption of polyelectrolytes, the TCE de-
chlorination rate constant decreased nonlinearly with increasing
adsorbed mass of the polyelectrolytes, with a maximum 24-fold
decrease in reactivity, due to reactive site blocking and a decrease
in the aqueous TCE concentration at the surfaces of the NZVIs
due to the partitioning of TCE to the adsorbed polyelectrolytes. A
similar finding was also reported by Wang and Zhou (2010)
using solvent-responsive, polymer-coated NZVIs to degrade
TCE. Nevertheless, increases in TCE reactivity with polymer-
modified Fe-Pd bimetallic nanoparticles at low polyelectrolyte
concentrations compared with bare Fe-Pd bimetallic nanoparti-
cles were also observed (He and Zhao 2008; Sakulchaicharoen
et al. 2010). This difference is probably because the Fe-Pd bime-
tallic nanoparticles were synthesized in the presence of polymers
such as CMC, guar gum, and polyvinylpyrrolidone (PVP), there-
by yielding smaller particles that were resistant to aggregation
and, thus, more reactive than larger, non-stabilized Fe-Pd parti-
cles (He and Zhao 2008; Sakulchaicharoen et al. 2010).

However, in addition to the properties of the particles them-
selves, the interaction between NZVIs and other (non-target)
inorganic ions and dissolved natural organic matter (NOM) in
groundwater can affect the reactivity, longevity, and, thus, the
performance of NZVIs. Because of geochemical cycles (dissolu-
tion and precipitation) of minerals in the subsurface, groundwater
normally consists of various cationic and anionic species, such as
Na®, Ca®", Mg*", NO; ", CI", SO,%, HCO5 , and HPO, .
Groundwater chemistry is known to affect the performance of

@ Springer

the ZVI permeable reactive barrier (PRB) by controlling the Fe”
corrosion rate (ElI-Naggar 2006; Scherer et al. 2000), dechlorina-
tion rate (Klausen et al. 2003; Kohn et al. 2005; Su and Puls
2004), H, production (Scherer et al. 2000), microbial activity
(Scherer et al. 2000; Van Nooten et al. 2008), the formation of
mineral precipitates on the surfaces of iron filings (Agrawal et al.
2002; Kohn et al. 2005), and the dissolution of the iron oxide
layer on Fe° (Agrawal et al. 2002). Some similar effects of an-
ionic species on the performances of bare and bimetallic NZVIs
were experimentally observed (Lim and Zhu 2008; Liu et al.
2007). At low concentrations (0.2—1 mM), reducible solutes,
such as NO; , did not significantly affect the NZVI-mediated
TCE dechlorination rate. However, at high concentrations
(~5 mM), NO;™ reduced the reactivity of NZVIs with TCE after
3 days, even though Fe” remained in the NZVIs. Presumably, at
high NO;  concentrations, the surface reaction was shifted from
cathodic control (i.e., the reduction of TCE) to anodic control
(i.e., the release of Fe?" and electrons) and, thus, facilitated the
formation of a passivating FeOOH layer (Liu et al. 2007). In the
presence of high NO; ™ and NO, concentrations, a similar de-
crease in reactivity and particle passivation was also observed for
trichlorobenzene (TCB) dechlorination using bimetallic Fe-Pd
nanoparticles (Lim and Zhu 2008).

In contrast, anions such as CI, SO427, HCO5, and HPO{2
are not reducible by Fe’. Their effects on dechlorination using
iron filings varied with their concentration. Several studies
(Agrawal et al. 2002; Devlin and Allin 2005; Johnson et al.
1998) reported that high concentrations of non-reducible ionic
species decreased ZVI reactivity through the formation of a pas-
sivating oxide layer. In contrast, other studies (Agrawal et al.
2002; Johnson et al. 1998) reported the opposite, i.e., that these
ions promoted the dissolution of the iron oxide layer, leading to
increased reactivity at low concentrations. As for NZVIs, a recent
study (Liu et al. 2007) revealed that non-reducible ionic species
decreased the TCE dechlorination rate by up to a factor of seven
compared with deionized (DI) water, and the order of their effect
followed their affinity for hydrous ferric oxide, i.e., CI <SO,* <
HCO; <HPO,*” at pH 8.9 (Liu et al. 2007). This implies that the
inhibitory effect of these solutes on TCE degradation may be
caused by reactive site blocking due to the formation of Fe-
anion complexes on the NZVI surface.

The effect of non-catalytic cations, such as Na', Ca*", and
Mg*", on TCE dechlorination using NZVIs has not been system-
atically studied, although these cations, which normally coexist
with anions in groundwater, are likely to accumulate more close-
ly to the surfaces of NZVIs than anions according to the
Boltzmann distribution of ions in a solution that contains nega-
tively charged surfaces (Israclachvili 1992). At a neutral pH, the
electrostatic interaction between the negatively charged NZVI
surface and cations might exhibit reactive site blocking, which
might affect the TCE dechlorination rate.

Field applications of NZVIs for in situ remediation
cannot avoid interactions with a mixture of non-target,
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dissolved ionic and organic species that are commonly
present in the subsurface, as mentioned previously. Un-
derstanding the effects of these dissolved species on the
short- and intermediate-term TCE dechlorination rates of
NZVIs is essential to determine the amount of NZVIs
that should be injected into the subsurface to achieve a
particular clean-up goal. While such effects on bare
NZVIs are known, the effects on polymer-modified
NZVIs, which are more practical for field applications,
are not (He and Zhao 2008; Karn et al. 2009;
Sakulchaicharoen et al. 2010). Dechlorination using
NZVIs is an interfacial phenomenon that is substantially
affected by the presence of adsorbed polymer layers
(Phenrat et al. 2009b). Therefore, it is not appropriate
to assume that the effects of groundwater solutes on
TCE dechlorination using polymer-modified NZVIs will
be similar to those using bare NZVIs.

The objective of this study was to experimentally ex-
amine the short- and intermediate-term effects of a mixture
of dissolved ionic and organic species in natural ground-
water on TCE dechlorination using polymer-modified
NZVIs. Poly(aspartate) (PAP), a bio-polyelectrolyte, was
used as a representative polymeric modifier in this study
(Phenrat et al. 2009b, c). The three cycles of TCE dechlo-
rination using PAP-modified and bare NZVIs were con-
ducted in three different natural groundwater samples
from Florida (FL), South Carolina (SC), and Michigan
(MI). The difference between TCE dechlorination rates
using bare and PAP-modified NZVIs in the same ground-
water sample was discussed and attributed to the presence
of adsorbed PAP layers. An initial spike of TCE was used
to evaluate short-term TCE dechlorination, while the sec-
ond and third spikes of TCE were used to evaluate
intermediate-term TCE dechlorination. The presence of a
Donnan potential inside the adsorbed polyelectrolyte
layers was used to mechanistically explain the altered dis-
tributions of ionic species surrounding the NZVI surfaces
that might hypothetically contribute to decreasing the ad-
verse effects of dissolved ionic species on TCE dechlori-
nation rates using polymer-modified NZVIs in compari-
son with bare NZVIs. A conceptual model that explains
the decrease in solute concentrations at the NZVI surface,
as well as the decrease in site blocking by (ionic and or-
ganic) solutes, due to the presence of adsorbed polyelec-
trolyte layers was proposed to illustrate how a polymeric
surface coating limits the adverse effects of groundwater
solutes on NZVI reactivity. In addition, the desorption
of PAP from the surface of NZVIs in the presence of
groundwater solutes was indirectly observed using elec-
trophoretic mobility measurements and was attributed to
the experimentally observed improvement in the
intermediate-term TCE dechlorination rate for PAP-
modified NZVIs.

Materials and methods
Chemicals

TCE (99.5+%) was from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO,
USA). Acetylene (1000 ppm and 1 %), ethylene (1 %), ethane
(1 %), vinyl chloride (VC) (10 ppm), and hydrogen (1.08 %)
standards were from Alltech Chemicals (Subiaco, Australia).
The balance gas standard was N,. Ultra high-purity argon,
hydrogen (5.18 %), and N, were from Butler Gas products
(Pittsburgh, PA, USA).

Bare NZVIs

Reactive nanoscale iron particles (RNIPs), consisting of reac-
tive FeO/Fe3O4 core-shelled NZVI particles, were obtained
from Toda Kogyo (Onada, Japan). The physical and chemical
properties of the RNIPs have been previously reported (Liu
et al. 2005b; Nurmi et al. 2005; Phenrat et al. 2007). Prior to
use, RNIPs were stored as an aqueous slurry (pH 10.6) at
approximately 300 g/L in an anaerobic chamber. From this
slurry, a stock dispersion (10 mL at ~120 g/L) was prepared
in 1 mM NaHCO;, followed by ultrasonication for 30 min to
break up any aggregates that formed during storage. The N,-
BET specific surface area of the RNIPs was ~15 m*/g. The Fe”
content of the particles determined from acid digestion and
monitoring hydrogen evolution as previously described (Liu
et al. 2005b) was ~15 % by mass.

Poly(aspartate)-modified NZVIs

Sodium PAP (MW 2000-3000 g/mol) stabilized NZVIs
(MRNIP) were obtained from Toda Kogyo. The physical
and chemical properties of the PAP-modified NZVIs have
been previously reported (Phenrat et al. 2008; Saleh et al.
2007;2008). The PAP monomer unit is aspartate, one of the
20 natural amino acid building blocks of proteins, making
PAP of potential interest as an environmentally benign
modifier. Prior to use, MRNIPs were stored as an aqueous
slurry (pH 10.6) at approximately 180 g/L in an anaerobic
chamber. From this slurry, a stock dispersion (10 mL at
~30 g/L) was prepared in DI water followed by
ultrasonication for 30 min to break up any aggregates that
formed during storage. The excess PAP in the MRNIP dis-
persion was removed by ultracentrifugation prior to
redispersion by ultrasonication for 3 min before the TCE
dechlorination study. The N,-BET specific surface area of
MRNIP was found to be similar to that of bare RNIPs, i.e.,
~15 m?/g. The Fe° content of the particles determined as
described above was similar to the bare particles, i.e.,
~15 % by mass.
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Zeta potential of bare NZVIs

The electrophoretic mobility of bare RNIPs was measured
for dilute dispersions (~30 mg/L) in 1 mM NaCl (pH 8) with
a Malvern Zetasizer (Southborough, MA, USA). The mea-
sured electrophoretic mobilities were converted to apparent
(-potentials using the Helmholtz-Smoluchowski relationship
(Israelachvili 1992).

Adsorbed PAP layer characterization

The adsorbed polymer layer properties of polymer-modified
NZVIs govern the TCE dechlorination rate (Phenrat et al.
2009b). The adsorbed PAP layer on the MRNIPs was char-
acterized using electrophoretic mobility (EPM) measure-
ments and Ohshima’s soft particle theory (Ohshima 1995)
as previously described (Phenrat et al. 2008). Details of
Ohshima’s method can be found in Ohshima (1995) and
Phenrat et al. (2008)), as well as in the Additional file 1.
Briefly, EPM was measured for 10 mg/L solutions of the
washed, PAP-modified NZVIs at NaCl concentrations ranging
from 1 to 61 mM (pH 8.0+0.1). EPM was measured in trip-
licate (25 °C) using a Malvern Zetasizer. The mean and stan-
dard deviation (o) of the measured EPM (1) were calculated.
The procedure for extracting the adsorbed polyelectrolyte lay-
er properties from the EPM data involves fitting Ohshima’s
model to obtain the best fit layer properties, including the
charge density in the adsorbed polyelectrolyte layer (&), the
softness parameter (), the adsorbed layer thickness (d) for the
mean u,, and the mean u.+o as a function of ionic strength
using a MATLAB (the Mathworks, Novi, MI, USA) code
employing an iterative least-squares minimization.

Groundwater

Three different groundwater samples from three actual TCE-
contaminated sites in FL, SC, and MI were used in this study.
Groundwater samples were stored at 4 °C and deoxygenated
by N, sparging prior to use. All VOCs were also purged from
the groundwater samples by N, sparging prior to the addition
of known concentration of TCE for dechlorination study de-
scribed next. The pH of the solution was measured after N,
sparging. Concentrations of dissolved anions and cations were
determined by a commercial laboratory (Severn Trent Labo-
ratories, Pittsburgh, PA, USA) for the FL and SC groundwater
samples, and they were provided by the Michigan Department
of Environmental Quality Environmental Laboratory (Lan-
sing, MI) for the MI groundwater samples. Total organic car-
bon (TOC) was measured using UV/persulfate wet oxidation
(OI Analytical Model 1100). Table 1 summarizes the solute
concentrations in the three groundwater samples.
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Table 1  Dissolved solutes in FL, MI, and SC groundwater

Solute FL (mM) MI (mM) SC (mM)
Na* 0.54 0.13 6.09

K* 0.04 0.01 0.04
Ca*" 0.42 1.44 0.89
Mg>* 0.1 0.5 0.45
HCO; 0.92 2.72 1.18

Cl 0.6 0.31 5.32
NOs~ ND 0.26 ND
SO 0.06 0.06 123
TOC 1.0 mg/L 0.8 mg/L 9.6 mg/L
pH 72 7.9 6.0

ND not detected

TCE dechlorination

TCE dechlorination rates and by-products were measured
in 70-mL serum bottles containing 40 mL of headspace,
30 mL of liquid, and a Mininert™ closure. All reactors
were prepared in an anaerobic glove box (argon-filled)
and contained 3 g/L of either bare or PAP-modified NZVIs
in one of the three groundwater samples. An aliquot of
0.15 mL of saturated TCE solution (8.4 mM) was added
to provide an initial TCE concentration of 40 uM. Experi-
ments were performed in duplicate. The reactors were ro-
tated on an end-over-end rotator at 30 rpm at 23+2 °C. In
control experiments without NZVIs, it was demonstrated
that the TCE loss by mechanisms (e.g., photodegradation,
adsorption, leakage) other than degradation by Fe® was
negligible. Mass transfer resistance at the vapor/liquid in-
terface was not considered, as these phases are assumed to
be in equilibrium (Burris et al. 1996). Kinetically, a series
of 100-uL headspace samples were withdrawn from the
reactors and analyzed for TCE and its products using a
30-m GSQ PLOT capillary column on a HP 6890 GC/
FID. Following the complete degradation of the first spike
of TCE, the reactors were sparged with nitrogen, purged in
a glove box, and then an additional spike of TCE was added
right away. This process was repeated to achieve three cy-
cles of TCE dechlorination or until the NZVIs were no
longer reactive.

A previously reported model of the TCE degradation path-
way by bare (Liu et al. 2007) (Additional file 1: Fig. Sla) and
PAP-modified NZVIs (Phenrat et al. 2009a) was used to in-
terpret the dechlorination kinetics in this study. It was assumed
that all TCE reduction was via {3-elimination to form acety-
lene, and that both ethane and ethene resulted from the reduc-
tion of acetylene. The reaction rate constants, krcg (TCE de-
chlorination to acetylene), k, (ethene formation from acety-
lene), and k5 (ethane formation from acetylene), were deter-
mined using a kinetic modeling software package, Scientist,
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v.2.01 (Micromath, St. Louis, MO, USA), in which the loss of
TCE and the formation of products (acetylene, ethane, and
ethane) were fit concurrently to determine the rate constants
and 95 % confidence intervals for the fits. The observed reac-
tion rate constants determined from headspace measurements,
kobs-n, Were converted to the observed rate constants without
headspace, ks, to compare TCE and acetylene, which have
different Henry’s law constants (Additional file 1: Fig. S1b)
(Liu and Lowry 2006).

Quantifying the change of adsorbed PAP layers on NZVIs
after TCE dechlorination

To determine the change in the adsorbed PAP layers on NZVIs
due to a possible interaction with organic and inorganic sol-
utes in groundwater samples during the dechlorination pro-
cess, PAP-modified and bare NZVIs were recovered from
the TCE dechlorination reactors using magnetic separation
and washed with N,-purged DI water several times to
remove solutes that were attached to the NZVI surfaces.
Then, EPM measurements were conducted on the recov-
ered particles. To compare the influence of groundwater
solutes on the adsorbed PAP layer on the NZVIs, the
EPM of the recovered PAP-modified NZVIs was com-
pared to that of PAP-modified NZVIs aged in DI water
for the same period of time.

Acridine orange counting of microorganisms

To evaluate if the change of adsorbed biomacromolecules,
such as PAP, can be driven by microbial activity, microor-
ganisms were enumerated by acridine orange counting ac-
cording to the methods of Kepner and Pratt (1994). Briefly,
sample aliquots were dispersed in 0.01 M tetrasodium py-
rophosphate (Na4PP-i) (Sigma-Aldrich). Ten milliliters of
dispersed sample was stained in the dark for 5 min in a
100 pug/mL acridine orange solution (Sigma-Aldrich). The
suspension was filtered onto a 0.22-pum black polycarbon-
ate track-etched membrane (Millipore, Billerica, MA,
USA) and visualized by epi-fluorescent microscopy using
a Zeiss Observer Z1 microscope. Twenty random view
fields were counted for each measurement to obtain total
cell counts.

Results and discussion

Charge density of bare NZVIs and adsorbed layer
properties of PAP-modified NZVIs

The EPM of bare RNIPs in 1 mM NaCl at pH 8 was
3.3 um V' s7! cm, which corresponds to a zeta potential
({) of —=42.5 mV using the Helmholtz-Smoluchowski

relationship. The apparent bare NZVI charge density (o) of
—3x10~* C/m? was obtained from the apparent (-potentials
using Eq. 1 (Evans and Wennerstrom 1999).

2ee0kkpT . ze(
= h 1
7 e o0 <2kBT )

where e is the electron charge, z is the valence of the ionic
species of interest, kg is Boltzmann’s constant, 7 is absolute
temperature, €, is the permittivity of a vacuum, and ¢, is the
relative permittivity. « is the Debye-Hiickel parameter of the
solution (Eq. 2).
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The adsorbed PAP layer properties for PAP-modified
NZVIs, based on Ohshima’s soft particle analysis and EPM
(Fig. 1), are as follows: N=-2.1x% 10%%/m’ , d=~40 nm, and
1/A=~24 nm. These adsorbed layer properties are in good
agreement with the properties of PAP-modified NZVIs that
were reported in recent papers (Phenrat et al. 2008, 2009b).

Effect of groundwater solutes on TCE dechlorination
using bare NZVIs

Figure 2 illustrates the TCE degradation kinetics and by-
product formation kinetics using bare and PAP-modified

-1.5
-2.0- %
—~ =2.51
g ¥ 2 § %
=2 i
o 304 S
§ 35 4 g RS
3 40 =
' v Fresh PAP-NZVI
45 v PAP-NZVIrecoved from MI
-2 O PAP-NZVI aged in DI water
O Bare NZVIrecovered from MI
-5.0 T T T
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NaCl concentraiton (mM)

Fig. 1 Electrophoretic mobility of fresh PAP-modified NZVIs (filled
triangles), PAP-modified NZVIs recovered from MI groundwater after
TCE dechlorination (open triangles), bare NZVIs recovered from MI
groundwater after TCE dechlorination (open circles), and PAP-modified
NZVI aged in DI water for the same period of time (open squares) as a
function of the NaCl concentration (mM) at pH 8.0+0.1. The /ines rep-
resent the best-fit theoretical curves obtained using Ohshima’s soft parti-
cle analysis.
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Fig. 2 TCE degradation kinetics
and by-product formation kinetics
using bare NZVIs for the a first, ¢
second, and e third TCE
degradation cycles, and using
PAP-modified NZVIs for the b
first, d second, and f third TCE
degradation cycles in MI
groundwater

NZVIs in MI groundwater as a representative example of the
groundwater samples evaluated in this study. Acetylene was
the intermediate, while ethane and ethene were the main by-
products. Mass balance of TCE and dechlorination by-
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products was from 96 to 127 % for all the cases (Additional
file 1: Fig. S2). The experimental rate constants are also re-
ported in Table 2 for bare NZVIs and in Table 3 for PAP-
modified NZVIs. The presence of ionic and organic solutes
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Table 2 TCE degradation rate

constants and by-product Groundwater Frcg (10° Lm 2 h™h) (102 Lm2h™ k(102 Lm2h™h)
formation rate constants for bare
NZVIs (reported as an average+ First spike
95 % CI) FL 0.485+0.087 0.1810.064 0.063+0.055
MI 0.833+0.162 0.402+0.124 0.101+0.080
SC 0.794+0.135 0.497+0.124 0.126+0.077
Second spike
FL 0.566+0.044 0.175+0.024 0.058+0.022
MI 0.742+0.040 0.205+0.013 0.058+0.066
SC 0.499+0.037 0.191+0.022 0.056+0.059

in natural groundwater decreased the TCE dechlorination
rates using bare NZVIs to a similar extent as that previously
reported by Liu et al. (2007). We found that the TCE dechlo-
rination rates in the SC and MI groundwater samples for the
first TCE spike were around ~22 % of the TCE dechlorination
rate using bare NZVIs in DI water (Fig. 3a). Similarly, the
TCE dechlorination rate using bare NZVIs in FL groundwater,
in which the solute concentrations were in the range of those
for the SC and MI groundwater, was around 13 % of the TCE
dechlorination rate in DI water. Presumably, the decline in the
TCE dechlorination rate in groundwater is attributed to the
surface complexation of the NZVIs by cationic and anionic
solutes (Liu et al. 2007) and reactive site blocking via the
adsorption of natural organic matter onto the surface
of the NZVIs.

The TCE dechlorination rates in the second TCE
spike for MI and FL groundwater were similar to the
dechlorination rates of the first spike, which is in good
agreement with Liu and Lowry’s observation that TCE
dechlorination rates remained constant over the life time
of NZVIs under a particular solution chemistry (i.e.,
pH) (Liu and Lowry 2006). However, the TCE

dechlorination rate of bare NZVIs in SC groundwater
declined in the second spike. In the third TCE spike
(around 30 days after the first TCE spike), bare NZVIs
stopped reacting with TCE in all three groundwater
samples, presumably due to the depletion of Fe’ at the
end of the particles’ life time (Fe® content <3 % by
mass for all the cases).

Effect of groundwater solutes on TCE dechlorination
using PAP-modified NZVIs

Groundwater solutes did not alter TCE dechlorination path-
ways using PAP-modified NZVI. Similar to PAP-modified
NZVIs in DI water (Phenrat et al. 2009b), for TCE dechlori-
nation using PAP-modified NZVIs in the groundwater sam-
ples, acetylene was the intermediate and ethane and ethene
were the main by-products (Fig. 2). For the first TCE spike,
the TCE dechlorination rate using PAP-modified NZVIs was
less than that of bare NZVIs in all the groundwater samples.
This is because the adsorbed PAP blocks the NZVI reactive
sites and decreases the aqueous TCE concentration at the
NZVI surface due to the partitioning of TCE to the adsorbed

Table 3 TCE degradation rate

kree (103 Lm2h™h

(102 Lm?2hh k{0 Lm2hh

constants and by-product Groundwater
formation rate constants for
PAP-modified NZVIs (reported First spike
as an average+95 % CI) FL 0.226+0.022
MI 0.103+£0.012
SC 0.126+0.012
Second spike
FL 0.566+0.044
MI 0.325+0.027
SC 0.357+0.023
Third spike
FL 1.254+0.094
MI 0.697+0.067
SC 0.613+0.054

0.124+0.021 0.045+0.017
0.081+0.017 0.026+0.028
0.078+0.013 0.020+0.024
0.175+0.024 0.058+0.022
0.103+0.011 0.032+0.033
0.102+0.008 0.026+0.031
0.181+0.016 0.046+0.013
0.118+0.013 0.029+0.032
0.091+0.010 0.021+0.029
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Fig. 3 a TCE dechlorination of bare and PAP-modified NZVIs in FL, SC, and MI groundwater standardized by TCE dechlorination in DI water. b
Change in TCE dechlorination rates of bare and PAP-modified NZVIs in FL, SC, and MI groundwater from the first to the third TCE spike

PAP layer. This observation is in good agreement with our
recent study (Phenrat et al. 2009b).

However, the adsorbed PAP layer on the NZVI sur-
face limited the adverse effect of groundwater solutes
on TCE dechlorination rates. As shown in Fig. 3a, for
the first TCE spike, TCE dechlorination rates using
PAP-modified NZVIs in the MI and SC groundwater
samples were 70 and 85 % of the TCE dechlorination
rate using PAP-modified NZVIs in DI water (Phenrat
et al. 2009b). Moreover, the TCE dechlorination rate
using MRNIPs in FL groundwater was even greater
than that of PAP-modified NZVIs in DI water; a possi-
ble explanation for this observation will be discussed in
the last section regarding the desorption of PAP from
the surfaces of the NZVIs. Overall, the TCE dechlori-
nation rate using PAP-modified NZVIs in the ground-
water samples was much less affected by the presence
of groundwater solutes than that using bare NZVIs. A
possible explanation, the effect of the Donnan potential
in the PAP layer on solute distributions, for this finding
is discussed in the next section.

Interestingly, unlike bare NZVIs, for which the TCE
dechlorination rates in the second spike either de-
creased or remained the same, the TCE dechlorination
rates of PAP-modified NZVIs in all groundwater sam-
ples increased substantially (~100 % greater than that
in the first spike). The TCE dechlorination rates of
PAP-modified NZVIs kept increasing in the third
TCE spike (~200 % greater than that of the first
spike). PAP-modified NZVIs did not become non-reac-
tive, as occurred for the bare NZVIs, after two cycles
of TCE dechlorination. A possible explanation for the
increase in the TCE dechlorination rates following the
second and third spikes will be discussed in the last
section on the desorption of PAP from the surfaces of
the NZVIs.
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Conceptual model: Donnan potential in the adsorbed PAP
layer and NZVI site blocking by PAP trains limit

the adverse effect of dissolved solutes in groundwater

on TCE dechlorination

The pre-adsorbed PAP layer on the surfaces of NZVIs
behaves as a barrier that prevents organic and ionic
solutes from effectively blocking and passivating the
reactive sites of the NZVIs. The adsorbed PAP layer
consists of trains, loops, and tails (Phenrat et al.
2009b). The loops and tails exhibit an extended poly-
meric layer surrounding the surfaces of the NZVIs,
while the trains adsorb directly onto the surfaces of
the NZVIs, i.e., they block the NZVI reactive sites.
Because of volume exclusion and osmotic pressure ef-
fects, the extended PAP layer on the NZVIs decreases
the subsequent adsorption of charged macromolecules,
such as NOM, onto the surfaces of the NZVIs and,
thus, decreases the reactive site blocking by NOM.
Similarly, the charged PAP layer exhibits a negative
Donnan potential (Phenrat et al. 2008) (Fig. 4), which
can decrease the concentration of cationic solutes at
the surfaces of NZVIs and possibly reduce their
blocking effect compared with that for bare NZVIs.
This hypothesis can be theoretically supported by con-
sidering the distribution of ionic species with and with-
out the presence of the adsorbed PAP layer (Fig. 5) as
discussed below.

The adverse effect of ionic species on dechlorination using
bare NZVIs is an interfacial phenomenon (Liu et al. 2007) that
should be substantially affected by the interfacial concentra-
tions, rather than the bulk concentrations, of ionic species at
the surfaces of NZVIs. The interfacial concentration of an
ionic species is a function of its valence, its bulk concentra-
tion, and the electrical potential in the electrostatic double
layer of bare NZVIs (Israelachvili 1992). The concentration
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Fig. 4 Schematic illustrating the
ion distribution surrounding a
bare and b PAP-modified NZVIs
focusing on the effect of the
adsorbed PAP layer on ion
distribution. Schematic
illustrating the electrical
potentials surrounding ¢ bare and
d PAP-modified NZVIs focusing
on the presence of a Donnan
potential in the adsorbed PAP
layer

\J

of'the ionic species (C;*) as a function of distance (x) from the
surfaces of the NZVIs can be calculated from the Boltzmann
distribution (Israelachvili 1992) (Eq. 3).

;)= Coerp( 7 G)

where C;* is the bulk concentration of ionic species i and z; is
its valence. For a solution chemistry of interest, the
electrical potential (@(x)) as a function of the distance
(x) from the bare NZVI surface can be approximated
using Eq. 4 if the zeta potential of the NZVIs ({) and
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the solution chemistry (which controls the Debye-
Hiickel parameter (k)) (Eq. 2) are known.

kT
p(x) = = tanh < 4?;2) exp(—kx) (4)

As shown in Figs. 4a, ¢ and 5a, following the Boltzmann
distribution (Eq. 3), cationic species accumulated near the
surface of negatively charged NZVIs and their bulk concen-
tration gradually decreases as the distance increases due to the
exponential decrease in the electrical potential (@(x)). In the
Stern layer very close to the surface, an excess of cations
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Fig. 5 Representative distributions of anionic and cation species from the surfaces of a bare and b PAP-modified NZVIs in MI groundwater using the

Boltzmann distribution
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neutralizes the surface charge of NZVIs, which might block
reactive sites. The degree of cationic accumulation increases
with their bulk concentration and valence (i.e., a divalent cat-
ion accumulates at the surface to a greater degree than a mono-
valent cation). In contrast, anionic species are depleted
close to the surface in comparison to their bulk concen-
tration (Fig. 5a).

Similar to the case of the bare NZVIs mentioned previous-
ly, the adverse effect of ionic species on dechlorination using
PAP-modified NZVIs should be governed by the interfacial
concentration of ionic species, which is a function of the va-
lence of the ionic species of interest, their bulk concentrations,
and the electrical potential in the adsorbed PAP layer on the
NZVIs according to the Boltzmann distribution (Eq. 3)
(Israelachvili 1992). However, unlike the bare NZVIs, the
electrical potential in the adsorbed PAP layer on NZVIs
(¥(x)) is substantially affected by the Donnan potential
(¥pon), Which is mostly controlled by the adsorbed lay-
er thickness (d) and charge density in the layer (N)
(Phenrat et al. 2008) as shown in Eq. 5 (Fig. 4b, d).
The zeta potential of bare NZVIs (¢) plays only a minor
role in the case of polyelectrolyte-modified NZVIs
(Eq. 5) in comparison to bare NZVIs (Eq. 4).

U (x) = ¥pon + (Po—¥pon)e™™

1+ tanh( 2 >~e”m<”d>

2kpT
+5 1 jf;T ,—d<x<0
ze
l_t h . 7K/m<x+d)
an (4kBT) ¢
(5)

The effective Debye-Hiickel parameter (x,,) is expressed in
Eq. 6. The corresponding 1/pon and the surface potential (1)
at the boundary between the adsorbed layer and the surround-
ing solution (not the same as zeta potential) (Fig. 4b, d) are as
shown in Egs. 7 and 8§, respectively.

Em = K {cosh (ze]i%ﬂ /- (6)
Ypon = k:—eTSinhil <%> (7)
Yo = Ypon— k:—eT tanh (Z;fis(;\])

+ 4];—]ZT . "tanh 4?;2 (8)

where Z is the valence of the ionized groups on the polyelec-
trolyte, which is —1 for PAP.

Because of the weak polyelectrolyte nature of PAP (i.e., the
relatively low charge density (V) as determined by Ohshima’s
soft particle analysis) and its relatively extended layer
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thickness (d), the electrical potential in the adsorbed PAP layer
on the NZVIs (¢/(x)) is low in magnitude but extended (i.c., it
has a longer range than the electrical potential of bare NZVIs).
As shown in Fig. 5b, according to the distribution (Eq. 3), the
ion distribution in the adsorbed PAP layer was relatively un-
altered compared with the bulk concentration. Cationic spe-
cies did not accumulate near the surface of PAP-modified
NZVIs as in the case of bare NZVIs. Thus, the site blocking
of PAP-modified RNIPs due to cationic species should be less
than that of bare NZVIs.

While the loops and tails in the extended PAP layer reduce
the adverse effects of groundwater solutes on TCE dechlori-
nation by decreasing the availability of NOM and cationic
species at the surfaces of the NZVIs as discussed above, the
PAP trains also decrease the blocking effect of NOM or cat-
ionic species that reach the surfaces of the NZVIs. Sorption of
organic molecules to iron oxide surfaces is typically driven by
specific interactions between iron oxide surfaces and carbox-
ylic ligands (Edwards et al. 1996). Since both PAP and NOM
have carboxylic groups, the sorption of both macromolecules
to iron oxide surfaces of NZVIs is promoted by such oxide
surface-ligand complexation. Consequently, the pre-sorption
of PAP to NZVIs limits further reactive site blocking of
NZVIs by further sorption of NOM and ionic species. For
these reasons, NOM and ionic species that reach the reactive
sites of bare NZVIs will have a greater impact in blocking the
pristine (bare) NZVI reactive sites in comparison to the case of
PAP-modified NZVIs, of which substantial amount of sites
are already pre-blocked by adsorbed PAP trains.

Desorption of PAP from PAP-modified NZVIs increases
the TCE dechlorination rate over time

While the decreases in the adverse effects of groundwater
solutes on TCE dechlorination using PAP-modified NZVIs
are attributed to the extended, absorbed PAP layers and the
adsorbed PAP trains, they cannot explain the observation that
the TCE dechlorination rates using PAP-modified NZVIs in-
creased over time from the first to the third spike (Fig. 3b). A
possible explanation is that, over time, during the TCE dechlo-
rination in the presence of groundwater solutes, PAP gradually
desorbed from the surfaces of the NZVIs, and the PAP-
modified NZVIs behaved more similarly to the bare NZVIs
in terms of their reactions with TCE. This desorption hypoth-
esis is supported by the EPM of PAP-modified NZVIs recov-
ered from the groundwater samples after the three TCE de-
chlorination cycles. The EPM of polymer-modified particles
as a function of the NaCl concentration provides information
on the characteristics of the adsorbed polymer layer (Phenrat
et al. 2008). The greater negative charge on the PAP-modified
NZVIs, in comparison to bare NZVIs, comes from the
charged layers of PAP on the RNIP surface. Figure 1 suggests
that the desorption of PAP from the surface of PAP-modified
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NZVIs after three cycles of TCE dechlorination occurs be-
cause the response of the EPM as a function of the NaCl
concentration for the PAP-modified NZVIs recovered from
MI groundwater is similar to the EPM of bare RNIPs (no
polymer on its surface) recovered from MI groundwater, al-
though it is very different from the EPM of fresh PAP-
modified NZVIs (fully covered with PAP). The EPM of fresh
PAP-modified NZVIs is greater than that of PAP-modified
NZVIs or the bare NZVIs recovered from MI groundwater
at all NaCl concentrations.

The evidence suggests that PAP desorption is only ob-
served when PAP-modified NZVIs were aged in the presence
of groundwater solutes. As shown in Fig. 1, the EPM as a
function of the NaCl concentration for PAP-modified NZVIs
aged in DI water for the same period of time is similar to that
of fresh PAP-modified NZVIs, suggesting that PAP is not
desorbed from the NZVI surface in the presence of DI water
alone. The relatively insignificant desorption of PAP from
NZVIs in DI water is in agreement with the results of a recent
study (Kim et al. 2009). In natural groundwater, the desorption
of biomacromolecules, such as PAP, can be driven by biotic or
abiotic reactions due to microorganisms and abiotic solutes,
respectively. Microorganisms might use macromolecules as
their carbon source (He et al. 2010; Kirschling et al. 2010,
2011; Xiu et al. 2010), resulting in the removal of macromol-
ecules from the surfaces of NZVIs (Kirschling et al. 2011).
However, according to acridine orange counting of bacteria,
we observed a low population of bacteria (~10* cells/mL) in
all groundwater samples, both for bare and PAP-modified
NZVIs. This suggests that there is no biostimulation due to
the presence of PAP-modified NZVIs in groundwater, which
is in good agreement with the fact that we did not observe any
chlorinated by-products, as indicators of biotic dechlorination,
during TCE degradation in this study (Xiu et al. 2010). Thus,
biodegradation of PAP by microorganisms was unlikely. Con-
sequently, the desorption of PAP was likely driven by either
ionic or organic solutes. Normally, under a particular solution
chemistry, the adsorption of macromolecules on a substrate is
considered to be irreversible due to their multiple-segment
attachment nature (Holmberg et al. 2003; Kim et al. 2009).
For a macromolecule to desorb from a surface, all polymer
segments attached to the surface must be detached at approx-
imately the same time. If only a few segments are detached,
there is a high probability that other available segments will
occupy the available adsorption sites before the whole poly-
mer desorbs (Holmberg et al. 2003). However, when the so-
lution chemistry is changed due to an increase in ionic con-
centrations, polyelectrolyte desorption is theoretically possi-
ble due to the change in polyelectrolyte confirmation that is
induced by the ionic species (de Carvalho 2010; Man et al.
2008). The salt-induced desorption transition of charged mac-
romolecules is an entropically driven phenomenon (de
Carvalho 2010). High ionic concentrations cause an

electrostatic screening of charged groups in polyelectrolytes,
which subsequently decrease the electrostatic volume exclu-
sion of the polyelectrolytes. This leads to an entropic penalty
for adsorbed macromolecules, i.e., polyelectrolytes in a
desorbed configuration have a lower conformational entropy
than polyelectrolytes in an adsorbed configuration. As a result,
when a few segments of polyelectrolytes are detached, be-
cause of the entropic penalty, other segments might not reat-
tach at the available sites, gradually leading to desorption of
the entire polymer. This is hypothesized to occur when mixing
polymer-modified NZVIs prepared in a low ionic strength
solution (1 mM NaHCOj3) with natural groundwater samples
(which have a high ionic concentration, as shown in Table 1).
This is coupled with the fact that the PAP used in this study is a
small macromolecule (MW of 25 kg/mol and 16 monomers
per chain), making desorption easier. For this reason, over
time, an increasing number of segments of PAP became de-
tached from the NZVI surface and resulted in gradual desorp-
tion, as suggested by the increase in the TCE dechlorination
rates over time (Fig. 3b). It should be noted that the increase in
the TCE dechlorination rates over time was not observed for
NZVIs encapsulated in an alginate biopolymer (Bezbaruah
etal. 2011). Instead, a gradual decrease of TCE dechlorination
rates was evident over time, i.e., a 5-7 % decrease over 5—
6 months. Presumably, a relatively thick skin (0.2736+
0.0036 mm) of cross-linked Ca-alginate gel, compared with
the adsorbed PAP layer in this study (d=40 nm), makes algi-
nate desorption from NZVIs unlikely.

Implications for applications of NZVIs

The physisorption of polyelectrolytes on NZVI is necessary
for effective in situ remediation. However, polymeric surface
modification comes with two drawbacks. Firstly, it decreases
NZVI reactivity with chlorinated organics such as TCE;
adsorbed PAP on the surfaces of NZVTs is reported to decrease
the TCE dechlorination rate by 24-fold compared with that of
bare NZVIs in DI water (Phenrat et al. 2009b). Secondly, it
raises a concern regarding the risk of NZVIs leaching from a
treatment zone in the subsurface, which might have unintend-
ed ecological effects (Karn et al. 2009; Phenrat et al. 2009c).
This study found that although surface modification with PAP
decreases NZVI reactivity due to reactive site blocking and
decreases the aqueous TCE concentration at the NZVI surface
because of the partitioning of TCE to the adsorbed polyelec-
trolytes (Phenrat et al. 2009a), it subsequently reduces the
interaction of NZVIs with non-target groundwater solutes (or-
ganic and ionic species), which has been shown to substan-
tially decrease the reactivity of bare NZVIs (Liu et al. 2007).
In addition, over an intermediate period of time (30 days), in
the presence of groundwater solutes, PAP desorbed, thus re-
storing the reactivity of NZVIs with TCE. In addition, the
desorption of PAP from NZVIs also decreases the chance that
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NZVIs can leach from the treatment zones to other ecological
sites. This suggests that the modification of the NZVI surface
with small charged macromolecules, such as PAP, helps to
deliver NZVIs to the subsurface, restores NZVI reactivity over
time due to a gradual PAP desorption in groundwater, and
should not cause a significant, unacceptable risk due to un-
controllable particle migration (Phenrat et al. 2009c¢).

Acknowledgments The authors are thankful for financial support from
(1) the Thailand Research Fund (TRF) (MRG5680129), (2) the National
Nanotechnology Centre (Thailand), a member of the National Science
and Technology Development Agency, through grant number P-11-
00989, (3) the National Research Council of Thailand (grant no.
R2556B070 and R2555C010), and (4) the U.S. EPA (R830898 and
R833326), NSF (BES-068646 and EF-0830093), and Department of De-
fense through the Strategic Environmental Research and Development
Program (W912HQ-06-C-0038).

References

Agrawal A, Ferguson WJ, Gardner BO, Christ JA, Bandstra JZ, Tratnyek
PG (2002) Effects of carbonate species on kinetics of dechlorination
of 1,1,1-trichloroethane by zero-valent iron. Environ Sci Technol
36:4326-4333

Bennett P, He F, Zhao D, Aiken B, Feldman L (2010) In situ testing of
metallic iron nanoparticle mobility and reactivity in a shallow gran-
ular aquifer. J Contam Hydrol 116:35-46

Bezbaruah AN, Shanbhogue SS, Simsek S, Khan E (2011) Encapsulation
of iron nanoparticles in alginate biopolymer for trichloroethylene
remediation. J Nanopart Res 13:6673—6681

Bishop EJ, Fowler DE, Skluzacek JM, Seibel E, Mallouk TE (2010)
Anionic homopolymers efficiently target zerovalent iron particles
to hydrophobic contaminants in sand columns. Environ Sci
Technol 44:9069-9074

Burris DR, Delcomyn CA, Smith MH, Roberts AL (1996) Reductive
dechlorination of tetrachloroethylene and trichloroethylene cata-
lyzed by vitamin B12 in homogeneous and heterogeneous systems.
Environ Sci Technol 30:3047-3052

de Carvalho SJ (2010) First-order—like transition in salt-induced
macroion-polyelectrolyte desorption. EPL 92:18001

Devlin JF, Allin KO (2005) Major anion effects on the kinetics and
reactivity of granular iron in glass-encased magnet batch reactor
experiments. Environ Sci Technol 39:1868-1874

Edwards M, Benjamin MM, Ryan JN (1996) Role of organic acidity in
sorption of natural organic matter (NOM) to oxide surfaces. Colloid
Surface A 107:297-307

El-Naggar MM (2006) Effects of C1', NO; , and SO,* anions on the
anodic behavior of carbon steel in deaerated 0.50 M NaHCOj5 solu-
tions. Appl Surf Sci 252:6179-6194

Evans DF, Wennerstrom H (1999) The colloidal domain; where physics,
chemistry, biology, and technology meet. Wiley-VCH, New York

Golas PL, Louie S, Lowry GV, Matyjaszewski K, Tilton RD (2010)
Comparative study of polymeric stabilizers for magnetite nanopar-
ticles using ATRP. Langmuir 26:16890-16900

He F, Zhao D (2008) Hydrodechlorination of trichloroethene using stabi-
lized Fe-Pd nanoparticles: reaction mechanism and effects of stabi-
lizers, catalysts, and reaction conditions. Appl Catal B Environ 84:
533-540

He F, Zhao D, Paul C (2010) Field assessment of carboxymethyl cellulose
stabilized iron nanoparticles for in situ destruction of chlorinated
solvents in source zones. Water Res 44:2360-2370

@ Springer

Henn KW, Waddill DW (2006) Utilization of nanoscale zero-valent iron
for source remediation—a case study. Remediation J 16:57-77
Holmberg K, Jonsson B, Kronberg B, Lindman B (2003) Surfactants and
polymers in aqueous solution, 2nd edn. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.,
Chichester, West Sussex, England

Israelachvili JN (1992) Intermolecular and surface forces: with applica-
tions to colloidal and biological systems, 2nd edn. Academic Press,
New York

Johnson TL, Fish W, Gorby YA, Tratnyek PG (1998) Degradation of
carbon tetrachloride by iron metal: complexation effects on the ox-
ide surface. J Contam Hydrol 29:379-398

Karn B, Kuiken T, Otto M (2009) Nanotechnology and in situ remedia-
tion: a review of the benefits and potential risks. Environ Health
Perspect 117:1823-1831

Kepner RL Jr, Pratt JR (1994) Use of fluorochromes for direct enumera-
tion of total bacteria in environmental samples: past and present.
Microbiol Mol Biol R 58:603-615

Kim H-J, Phenrat T, Tilton RD, Lowry GV (2009) Fe® nanoparticles
remain mobile in porous media after aging due to slow desorption
of polymeric surface modifiers. Environ Sci Technol 43:3824-3830

Kirschling TL, Gregory KB, Minkley EGJ, Lowry GV, Tilton RD (2010)
Impact of nanoscale zero valent iron on geochemistry and microbial
populations in trichloroethylene contaminated aquifer materials.
Environ Sci Technol 44:3474-3480

Kirschling TL, Golas PL, Unrine JM, Matyjaszewski K, Gregory KB,
Lowry GV, Tilton RD (2011) Microbial bioavailability of covalently
bound polymer coatings on model engineered nanomaterials.
Environ Sci Technol 45:5253-5259

Klausen J, Vikesland PJ, Kohn T, Burris DR, Ball WP, Roberts AL (2003)
Longevity of granular iron in groundwater treatment processes: so-
lution composition effects on reduction of organohalides and
nitroaromatic compounds. Environ Sci Technol 37:1208-1218

Kocur CM et al (2014) Characterization of nZVI mobility in a field scale
test. Environ Sci Technol 48:2862-2869

Kohn T, Livi KJT, Roberts AL, Vikesland PJ (2005) Longevity of gran-
ular iron in groundwater treatment processes: corrosion product de-
velopment. Environ Sci Technol 39:2867-2879

Lim T-T, Zhu B-W (2008) Effects of anions on the kinetics and reactivity
of nanoscale Pd/Fe in trichlorobenzene dechlorination.
Chemosphere 73:1471-1477

Liu Y, Lowry GV (2006) Effect of particle age (Fe® content) and solution
pH on NZVI reactivity: H, evolution and TCE dechlorination.
Environ Sci Technol 40:6085-6090

Liu Y, Choi H, Dionysiou D, Lowry GV (2005a) Trichloroethene
hydrodechlorination in water by highly disordered monometallic
nanoiron. Chem Mater 17:5315-5322

Liu Y, Majetich SA, Tilton RD, Sholl DS, Lowry GV (2005b) TCE
dechlorination rates, pathways, and efficiency of nanoscale iron par-
ticles with different properties. Environ Sci Technol 39:1338-1345

Liu Y, Phenrat T, Lowry GV (2007) Effect of TCE concentration and
dissolved groundwater solutes on NZVI-promoted TCE dechlorina-
tion and H, evolution. Environ Sci Technol 41:7881-7887

Lowry GV (2007) Nanomaterials for groundwater remediation. In:
Wiesner MR, Bottero J-Y (eds) Environmental nanotechnology: ap-
plications and impacts of nanomaterials. McGraw-Hill, New York

Man X, Yang S, Yan D, Shi A-C (2008) Adsorption and depletion of
polyelectrolytes in charged cylindrical system within self-consistent
field theory. Macromolecules 41:5451-5456

Nurmi JT et al (2005) Characterization and properties of metallic iron
nanoparticles: spectroscopy, electrochemistry, and kinetics.
Environ Sci Technol 39:1221-1230

Ohshima H (1995) Electrophoresis of soft particles. Adv Colloid
Interface Sci 62:189-235

Phenrat T, Saleh N, Sirk K, Tilton R, Lowry GV (2007) Aggregation and
sedimentation of aqueous nanoscale zerovalent iron dispersions.
Environ Sci Technol 41:284-290



Environ Sci Pollut Res

Phenrat T, Saleh N, Sirk K, Kim H-J, Tilton RD, Lowry GV (2008)
Stabilization of aqueous nanoscale zerovalent iron dispersions by
anionic polyelectrolytes: adsorbed anionic polyelectrolyte layer
properties and their effect on aggregation and sedimentation. J
Nanopart Res 10:795-814

Phenrat T, Kim H-J, Fagerlund F, Illangasekare T, Tilton RD, Lowry GV
(2009a) Particle size distribution, concentration, and magnetic at-
traction affect transport of polymer-modified Fe’ nanoparticles in
sand columns. Environ Sci Technol 43:5079-5085

Phenrat T, Liu Y, Tilton R, Lowry GV (2009b) Adsorbed polyelectrolyte
coatings decrease Fe” nanoparticle reactivity with TCE in water:
conceptual model and mechanisms. Environ Sci Technol 43:1507—
1514

Phenrat T, Long TC, Lowry GV, Veronesi B (2009¢) Partial oxidation
(“aging”) and surface modification decrease the toxicity of
nanosized zerovalent iron. Environ Sci Technol 43:195-200

Phenrat T, Cihan A, Kim H-J, Mital M, Illangasekare T, Lowry GV
(2010) Transport and deposition of polymer-modified Fe® nanopar-
ticles in 2-D heterogencous porous media: effects of particle con-
centration, Fe° content, and coatings. Environ Sci Technol 44:9086—
9093

Phenrat T, Fagerlund F, Illanagasekare T, Lowry GV, Tilton RD (2011)
Polymer-modified Fe® nanoparticles target entrapped NAPL in two
dimensional porous media: effect of particle concentration, NAPL
saturation, and injection strategy. Environ Sci Technol 45:6102—
6109

Sakulchaicharoen N, O’Carroll DM, Herrera JE (2010) Enhanced stabil-
ity and dechlorination activity of pre-synthesis stabilized nanoscale
FePd particles. J Contam Hydrol 118:117-127

Saleh N, Phenrat T, Sirk K, Dufour B, Matyjaszewski K, Tilton RD,
Lowry GV (2005) Adsorbed triblock copolymers deliver reactive
iron nanoparticles to the oil/water interface. Nano Lett 12:2489—
2494

Saleh N et al (2007) Surface modifications enhance nanoiron transport
and NAPL targeting in saturated porous media. Environ Eng Sci 24:
45-57

Saleh N, Kim H-J, Phenrat T, Matyjaszewski K, Tilton RD, Lowry GV
(2008) Ionic strength and composition affect the mobility of surface-
modified Fe® nanoparticles in water-saturated sand columns.
Environ Sci Technol 42:3349-3355

Sarathy V et al (2008) Aging of iron nanoparticles in aqueous solution:
effects on structure and reactivity. J Phys Chem C 112:2286-2293

Scherer MM, Richter S, Valentine RL, Alvarez PJJ (2000) Chemistry and
microbiology of permeable reactive barriers for in situ groundwater
clean up. Crit Rev Microbiol 26:221-264

Song H, Carraway ER (2008) Catalytic hydrodechlorination of chlorinat-
ed ethenes by nanoscale zero-valent iron. Appl Catal B Environ 78:
53-60

Su CM, Puls RW (2004) Nitrate reduction by zerovalent iron: effects of
formate, oxalate, citrate, chloride, sulfate, borate, and phosphate.
Environ Sci Technol 38:2715-2720

Tratnyek PG, Johnson RL (2006) Nanotechnologies for environmental
cleanup. Nano Today 1:44-48

Van Nooten T, Springael D, Bastiaens L (2008) Positive impact of mi-
croorganisms on the performance of laboratory-scale permeable re-
active iron barriers. Environ Sci Technol 42:1680-1686

Vecchia ED, Luna M, Sethi R (2009) Transport in porous media of highly
concentrated iron micro- and nanoparticles in the presence of
xanthan gum. Environ Sci Technol 43:8942-8947

Wang W, Zhou M (2010) Degradation of trichloroethylene using solvent-
responsive polymer coated Fe nanoparticles. Colloid Surface A 369:
232-239

Wang W, Zhou M, Jin Z, Li T (2010) Reactivity characteristics of
poly(methyl methacrylate) coated nanoscale iron particles for tri-
chloroethylene remediation. J Hazard Mater 173:724-730

Xiu ZM, Gregory KB, Lowry GV, Alvarez PJ (2010) Effect of bare and
coated nanoscale zerovalent iron on tceA and verA gene expression
in Dehalococcoides spp. Environ Sci Technol 44:7647-7651

Zhang W (2003) Nanoscale iron particles for environmental remediation:
an overview. J Nanopart Res 5:323-332

Zhang W-X, Wang C-B, Lien H-L (1998) Treatment of chlorinated or-
ganic contaminants with nanoscale bimetallic particles. Catal Today
40:387-395

@ Springer



Supporting Information for “Adsorbed Poly(aspartate) Coating Limits Adverse

Effect of Dissolved Groundwater Solutes on Fe0 Nanoparticle Reactivity with TCE”

Tanapon Phenrat'#*, Daniel Schoenfelder®, Teresa L. Kirschling®*, Robert D. Tilton®*,
Gregory V. Lowry**"

'Research Unit for Integrated Natural Resources Remediation and Reclamation (IN3R),
Department of Civil Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Naresuan University,
Phitsanulok, Thailand, 65000
2Center of Excellence for Sustainability of Health, Environment and Industry (SHEI),
Faculty of Engineering, Naresuan University, Phitsanulok, Thailand, 65000
$Center for Environmental Implications of Nanotechnology (CEINT) and Department of
Civil & Environmental Engineering, Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, PA 15213-
3890, USA.
* Department of Chemical Engineering and Department of Biomedical Engineering,

Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, PA 15213-3890, USA.



(@)

Ktce ko
TCE ——» Acetylene — Ethene

p-elimination \
3

Ethane

KaVi +V, + KV,

obs — obs—h V

=~

(b)

FIGURE S1. (a) Proposed TCE reduction pathways by bare and surface-modified RNIP
(1). (b) The relationship between the observed reaction rate constants determined from

headspace measurements, Kqps-n, and the corresponding rate constant without headspace,

Kobs (1).

Fe® Content Determination via Acid Digestion

The Fe° content of RNIP can be determined (separately from total iron) by acid
digestion in a closed container with headspace as described in our previous study (1, 2).
H, produced from the oxidation of Fe® in RNIP by H* is measured by GC-TCD and used
to quantify the Fe® content of the particles (eqn S1) (3). The RNIP concentration was

calculated assuming a Fe’(core)/Fe;O4(shell) morphology, and using the measured Fe°



content, o’ (eqns S2 and S3). The factor 1.38 in Eq. S3 is to convert the mass of iron (Fe)

to magnetite (Fe3Oy).

Fe® +2H" > Fe®* +H, T (S1)
[Fe]total = [Fe]Fe3OA +[Fe] Fe0 (S2)
[RNIP]=1.38(1— &')[Fe] o + @' [Feliota (S3)

Applying Ohshima’s Soft Particle Analysis to Estimate Adsorbed Polyelectrolyte
Layer Properties on NZVI

The procedure for extracting the characteristics of the polyelectrolyte layer from
electrophoretic mobility (EM) data involves fitting Ohshima’s model, eqn. S4, with terms
defined as in eqgns. S5-S8 to the experimental electrophoretic mobility vs. concentration
of a symmetrical electrolyte (NaCl in this study) to obtain the best fit N, 4, and d (1, 4-9).

All other parameters in equations S5 to S8 are fixed for a given salt concentration.
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(S4)
where ¢ is the electric permittivity of the liquid medium, # is its viscosity, 4 is a frictional

Y2 and xm is the effective Debye-Hiickel parameter of the

parameter given by (y/n)
surface hydrogel layer, which includes the contribution of the fixed charge ZeN (5). {'is
the apparent zeta potential of the bare particles calculated from EM measurements using
Smoluchowski’s formula. The function f(d/a) varies between 1 for a thin adsorbed layer
relative to radius of the core particle (a), to 2/3 for a thick layer. Eqn. S4 is valid when Ad

and «d > 1 (4). The corresponding expressions for wpon, o, f(d/a), and x, are given in

egn S5to S8 (4, 5, 10, 11),
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where kg is Boltzmann’s constant, T is absolute temperature, and « is the Debye-Huckel
parameter of the solution. Use of the Ohshima method requires data for the
electrophoretic mobility for both the bare particles and for the polyelectrolyte-coated
particles as a function of the bulk solution ionic strength.

A MATLAB (the Mathworks, Novi, MI) code employing iterative least squares
minimization was used for this fitting the EM data. Ohshima’s model was used to fit the
mean U, mean Us+o, and mean Ue-c as a function of ionic strength to obtain three best-fit
values of each fitting parameter (1/1, N, and d). The average and standard deviation of the
fitting parameters determined for the mean ue, mean ue+c, and mean ue.-c was calculated
and reported in Table S1. It should be noted that this procedure is not meant to convey
the goodness of fit of the data, rather it is used to bound the range of the magnitude of

each parameter (12-14).
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a standard tool in risk assessment and remediation design.
However, particle transport models that take into account both
particle agglomeration and deposition phenomena are far less
developed. The main objective of the present study was to eval-
uate the feasibility of adapting the standard code MODFLOW/
MT3D to simulate the agglomeration and transport of three dif-
ferent types of polymer-modified nanoscale zerovalent iron
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Introduction

Groundwater and soil remediation can benefit from the use
of nanotechnology. In situ chemical reduction (ISCR)
using polymer-modified nanoscale zerovalent iron
(NZVI) has been used to rapidly dechlorinate organic con-
taminants (He et al. 2010; Phenrat et al. 2009b) and to
immobilize heavy metals (Boparai et al. 2011; Li et al.
2008) in contaminated soils and aquifers. According to
the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) (U.S.
EPA 2011), by the end of 2011, nanotechnology-enabled
remediation alternatives were employed in 36 pilot and
full-scale remediation projects. Of these sites, 85 % used
NZVI-based technologies, such as polymer-modified
NZVI, emulsified zerovalent iron, and bimetallic nanopar-
ticles (NPs). For ficld-scale applications, attaining a thor-
ough understanding of the fate and transport of the Fe’-
based NPs prior to performing remediation is necessary
to determine how best to deliver the Fe’-based NPs to the
targeted treatment area. Such an understanding is also re-
quired to evaluate the possibility of the unintended migra-
tion of Fe®-based NPs to nearby drinking water resources
(Keane 2009). Thus, the research community has conduct-
ed many experimental studies on NZVI transport in porous
media, ranging in scale from laboratory (Kim et al. 2009;
Phenrat et al. 2009a, 2010a; Sirk et al. 2009) to pilot-scale
demonstrations (Johnson et al. 2013; Su et al. 2012).
Nevertheless, there remains a need for a comprehensive
three dimensional (3-D) model that captures all of the im-
portant characteristics of NZVI transport (including ag-
glomeration, deposition/re-entrainment, advection, and
dispersion).

To date, most of the studies concerned with NP transport
simulations have modified conventional colloid filtration the-
ory (CFT) to incorporate the site-blocking effects (Bradford
et al. 2003, 2006, 2007) of NPs, such as NZVI (Hosseini and
Tosco 2013; Raychoudhury et al. 2014; Tosco and Sethi
2010), fullerene (Wang et al. 2008, 2010), carbon nanotubes
(Cullen et al. 2010; Mattison et al. 2011; Wang et al. 2012b),
silver NPs (Taghavy et al. 2013), and silica NPs (Wang et al.
2012a). However, the agglomeration of particles during trans-
port has not typically been considered extensively in transport
simulations, even though it is a critical mechanism that affects
the transport and fate of NPs, such as NZVI (Kocur et al.
2013; Krol et al. 2013; O’Carroll et al. 2013; Petosa et al.
2010; Phenrat et al. 2007, 2009a, 2010b; Tosco and Sethi
2010), TiO, (Chen et al. 2011, 2012; Chowdhury et al.
2012b), CeO, (Quik et al. 2014, 2015; Velzeboer et al.
2014) and other iron-based NPs (Hong et al. 2009) that are
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subject to magnetic interaction forces. Including agglomera-
tion in an NZVI transport model is necessary because despite
numerous attempts to prevent the agglomeration of NZVI by,
for instance, entrapping NZVI in a silica matrix (Zhan et al.
2008, 2011) or modifying the surfaces (e.g., using a polymer
coating) (Phenrat et al. 2008; Saleh et al. 2005), the largest
NZVI aggregates are not stabilized by any modifier, resulting
in agglomeration during transport in porous media (Phenrat
et al. 2008, 2009a).

Very few studies have attempted to simulate NZVI ag-
glomeration during its transport in porous media. Initially,
Phenrat et al. (2010b) developed an empirical correlation
based on a wide range of one-dimensional (1-D) column
transport data to predict the sizes of aggregates, and they
also modified the attachment and contact efficiencies to take
account of the subsequent deposition of aggregates.
Raychoudhury et al. (2012) combined the Smoluchowski
equation for aggregation along with the CFT in an advec-
tion—dispersion equation to simulate the aggregation and
transport of polymer-modified NZVI. However, they did
not explicitly obtain the particle—particle attachment effi-
ciency in flow-through porous media. Instead, they deter-
mined aggregation kinetic parameters from static batch ex-
periments and used them for fitting the model to the break-
through data. In flow-through porous media, however, sev-
eral other hydrodynamic phenomena including advection,
shear force, and re-entainment can also affect agglomera-
tion, whereas in batch experiments designed to fit the
Smoluchowski model, only particle—particle collision fre-
quency and efficiency in a static environment govern ag-
glomeration (Phenrat et al. 2007). The significance of the
difference between static laboratory-based studies
with those conducted in a real dynamic environment
was highlighted by Dale et al. (2015). In addition,
Raychoudhury et al. (2012) used the Smoluchowski ap-
proach (Smoluchowski 1917), which is only applicable for
the initial stage of the aggregation process when the colli-
sions can be considered as binary (Elimelech et al. 1998).
Following that paper, Taghavy et al. (2015) recently used
the Smoluchowski equation and CFT in a completely
Lagrangian approach based on random-walk particle track-
ing to simulate the concurrent aggregation and transport of
NZVI. Although they tackled the problem of binary colli-
sion in their probabilistic modeling approach, the aggrega-
tion in that study was still limited to perikinetic aggregation,
which is only the case when the particles are very small
(only valid in the initial stage of aggregation) (Elimelech
et al. 1998; Taghavy et al. 2015). However, other mecha-
nisms of aggregation, e.g., orthokinetic aggregation and dif-
ferential sedimentation, can be significant in environmen-
tally relevant conditions (Quik et al. 2014; Risovic and
Martinis 1994). It should be clarified that the perikinetic
mechanism of aggregation is caused by the Brownian
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motion of particles. Any motion or flow in a fluid can cause
shear force in the fluid and thus lead to orthokinetic aggre-
gation. Differential sedimentation is another mechanism of
aggregation that occurs when the particle sizes are different.
Because larger particles settle faster than the smaller ones,
they will collide with small particles in their paths and in-
duce aggregation (Elimelech et al. 1998). Especially in po-
rous media, an orthokinetic mechanism cannot be neglected
because pore water velocity always exists. However, the
solution to a particle-balance model for all the mechanisms
of aggregation together with the sedimentation or deposi-
tion simultaneously, as a partial integro-differential equa-
tion, has long been known to be difficult (Hunt 1982;
Risovic and Martinis 1994). Thus, either simplifying as-
sumptions, such as single mechanism operation at a time
or self-similarity or other techniques such as dimension
analysis or Monte Carlo method (Friedlander 1960a, b;
Hunt 1982; Jeffrey 1981; Liu et al. 2011; Risovic and
Martinis 1994; Sobkowicz 2006) have been adopted to cope
with this problem.

Additionally, a Lagrangian approach, used in the study by
Taghavy et al. (2015), poses a limitation on using an inverse
model (auto-calibration model). Moreover, the Smoluchowski
aggregation model used in the two aforementioned studies
classifies the population of aggregates into a series of families
based on their sizes. This kind of model can be computation-
ally challenging for a simple 1-D homogeneous medium, and
it is potentially intractable for 2-D and 3-D simulations in
heterogencous domains (Cornelis 2015; Dale et al. 2015).
Recognition of the agglomeration phenomena in porous me-
dia has thus far been problematic from both experimental and
modeling perspectives. From the experimental perspective,
the problem originates from the lack of an appropriate sam-
pling protocol for observing the extent of growth in particle
size inside the porous media (Phenrat et al. 2009a). Moreover,
from the modeling perspective, a special algorithm is needed
to optimize the agglomeration parameter together with the
parameters of nanoparticle transport in porous media simulta-
neously; to the best of our knowledge, this has not been per-
formed in the literature.

In addition to neglecting agglomeration, the detachment of
NPs is assumed to be negligible in most of the modeling
studies of NP transport in porous media (Chowdhury et al.
2012a; Kocur et al. 2013; Krol et al. 2013; Mattison et al.
2011; Wang et al. 2008, 2010, 2012a, b). Many of these stud-
ies ignored detachment by observing a lack of breakthrough
curve tailing (Krol et al. 2013; Wang et al. 2012a). However,
detachment was reported to be an operative mechanism in the
transport of polymer-modified NZVI (Phenrat et al. 2009a,
2010b; Raychoudhury et al. 2012, 2014; Tosco and Sethi
2010) as well as other colloids (Grolimund and Borkovec
2001, 2006; Johnson et al. 2007; Landkamer et al. 2013;
Schijven and Hassanizadeh 2000).

NZVI transport modeling is needed for effective reme-
diation design and implementation. Nevertheless, particle
transport models are far less developed and much less
available to remediation researchers and practitioners than
solute transport models such as MODFLOW, which has
become an effective tool for risk assessment and remedia-
tion design. The goal of the present study was to evaluate
whether a MODFLOW-based model, with a generic
advection-dispersion-reaction (ADR) equation, can be
modified to account for all the processes affecting the
transport of polymer-modified NZVI, including advection,
dispersion, attachment, detachment, and agglomeration. If
applicable, this approach, owing to the use of standard
MODFLOW modules, can potentially provide simplified
NZVI modeling to remediation practitioners and re-
searchers who are already familiar with MODFLOW.
Although MODLFOW, MT3DMS, and SEAWAT have
all been modified to account for nanoparticle transport,
attachment, and detachment in both constant and variable
density flow scenarios (Bai and Li 2012; Becker et al.
2015a, b), none of the these studies have considered ag-
glomeration phenomena together with other mechanisms
of transport.

The proposed model was tested against a wide range of
experimental data from 1-D and 2-D transport studies to
illustrate the applicability of the model at various scales
and conditions. Our model does not explicitly consider
the interfacial forces acting on the surface of particles,
i.e., forces related to the extended DLVO theory described
previously (Phenrat et al. 2009a); however, it considers the
change in the population and size of particles in addition to
the tendency of particles and aggregates to agglomerate
and deposition under different conditions. We analyzed
whether the numerical values of the fitting parameters
representing transport phenomena made physical sense ac-
cording to the transport conditions and the concept of
NZVI agglomeration and its subsequent deposition. The
model’s benefits and limitations are also discussed.

Theoretical and conceptual model

This section describes the modification of MOFLOW for
NZVI transport simulation. The advection-dispersion-
reaction (ADR) equation is used to simulate common mecha-
nisms of solute and colloid transport in porous media.
Simulation of NZVI transport needs to account for three more
mechanisms as described as follows: (1) the attachment/
detachment process, that is, the exchange between the fluid
and deposited phases; (2) the agglomeration of particles in the
fluid phase; and (3) the irreversible deposition of aggregates.
The attachment/detachment processes (mechanism #1) are
represented by a first-order, reversible, kinetic-reaction
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(FRK) equation. The agglomeration of particles in the fluid
phase (mechanism #2), which leads to a decay in the
particle population, is introduced in the ADR equation
using a pseudo first-order irreversible reaction term on
the condition that the concentration variable in the ADR
equation is expressed in terms of the particle number con-
centration instead of the mass concentration. Finally, the
irreversible deposition of particles (mechanism #3) is
accounted for by adding another sink term for the solid-
phase concentration of the ADR equation to diminish the
population of the deposited, detachable particles.
According to the thorough extended DLVO analysis that
considered the electrosteric repulsive forces (a combina-
tion of steric repulsion and electrostatic repulsion), as well
as the magnetic forces and other DLVO forces investigat-
ed in former studies (Phenrat et al. 2009a, b), irreversible
deposition can occur as a result of an increase in the size
of the particles due to agglomeration. For example, an
increase in size from 25 to 367 nm resulted in an increase
in the secondary minimum well by four orders of magni-
tude (Phenrat et al. 2009a). This caused an increase in the
tendency toward attachment at the primary minimum or
deep secondary minimum; particle re-entrainment is less
likely for such deposition (Johnson et al. 2007;
Landkamer et al. 2013; Phenrat et al. 2009a).

Overall, the model for NZVI transport and agglomera-
tion has the capability to consider the attachment—either
reversible or irreversible—for any particle of any size to
the porous media surfaces. It should be mentioned that from
the three mechanisms described previously, mechanisms 1
and 3 have already been added to the MODFLOW/
MT3DMS simulator in a different way in the literature
(Bai and Li 2012; Becker et al. 2015a, b). Notably, most
of the modeling studies on NP transport (e.g., Bai and Li
2012; Becker et al. 2015a; Li et al. 2008; Wang et al. 2008,
2014) have considered a site-blocking formulation along
with the CFT model to take account of the limited capacity
of available sites for retention of NPs. However, we did not
consider this type of formulation in our model for several
reasons. First, site-blocking phenomena have not been com-
monly observed for NZVT in the literature (see, e.g., Phenrat
et al. 2010a). Second, a long and low slope shape of the left
side (rising limb) of a breakthrough curve that is noticeable
in most of the breakthrough curves of the related literature
cited previously is not discernible in NZVI breakthrough
curves. Third, a recent study (Goldberg et al. 2014) compar-
ing seven types of particle transport models for break-
through and retention curve simulations recommended that
incorporating the site-blocking mechanism in the model
should be performed only when the experimental evidence
of this mechanism within the column test has been provided.
Further discussion of the conceptual model is presented af-
ter the mathematical introduction of the model and in the
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Supplementary Materials (SM). The following modified
ADR and FRK equations are used to capture all of the afore-
mentioned processes:

ON  p, N #N _ oN Pb—
. =D—— -V— -A\N-A, N 1
ot e ot ox2 ox P (1)

P O KuN-PK N @)
where N [with a dimension of L >] and N [with a dimension of
M '] are the particle number concentrations of fluid-phase
particles and deposited particles, respectively, Vis the intersti-
tial particle velocity, D is the hydrodynamic dispersion
coefficient;e is the bed porosity, py, is the porous medium bulk
density, A, is the pseudo-first-order reaction rate [T '], which
stands for the decay in population of particles due to agglom-
eration (mechanism #2), A, is the pseudo-first-order reaction
rate [T~'], which stands for the decay in the population of
deposited, detachable particles and represents irreversible de-
position (mechanism #3), and K, and K are the attachment
and detachment rate constants [T~ '], respectively (mechanism
#1). It should be noted that, throughout this paper, the word
particles refers to both primary particles and agglomerates
(clusters), which are differentiated by size.

While the concentration variable in Egs. (1) and (2) is
expressed in terms of the particle number concentration, it
may be more convenient in many situations to work with the
mass concentration. Mass concentration data from laboratory
and field measurements are typically more readily available
than particle number concentration data. In addition, widely
used flow and transport models, such as MODFLOW/MT3D,
are also based on the mass concentration. Furthermore, a re-
cent study of the transport of NPs (Wang et al. 2012a) implied
that different interpretations can occur when either mass or
particle number concentrations are used. Hence, it is useful
to be able to convert the particle number concentration to the
mass concentration. To accomplish this, the following two
equations are used:

No o C (3)
4 3
57” Pre

— C
37'(1' Pre

where C is the mass concentration of fluid-phase particles
[ML™?], C is the mass concentration of deposited-phase parti-
cles [MM '], r and T are the average radii of particles in the
fluid phase and deposited phase, respectively, and pg, is the
average density of the particles or aggregates. It should be
noted that assuming the shape of the particles or agglomerates
in Egs. (3) and (4) to be spherical is a common assumption for
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polymer-coated NZVI particles (Raychoudhury et al. 2012;
Taghavy et al. 2015). Moreover, this assumption is expected
to pose no significant effect on the modeling results of this
study, as a recent study (Seymour et al. 2013) of the influence
of colloid shape over transport behavior indicates that the
reason for the marked difference between the attachment rate
trends of spherical and rod-shaped particles is due to ripening
and blocking phenomena (Pan and Xing 2012), which were
not the subjects of the present modeling study. After inserting
Egs. (3) and (4) into Egs. (1) and (2), there were four variables
in the resulting equations: C, C, r, and T. To solve the equa-
tions for these unknowns, two additional equations were re-
quired, one of which was obtained by considering that the
change in the particles’ radii is governed by agglomeration.
Since Eq. (1) assumes that the population of particles decays
at a rate of A; due to agglomeration, we considered a pseudo
first-order reaction equation to represent the agglomeration
process:
%Ij ~ (5)
Integrating Eq. (5) with the initial condition that N=N at
t=0 yielded:

N = Nye™! (6)

Then, by inserting Eq. (3) into Eq. (6), the following equa-
tion was obtained to account for the change in the average
particle radius due to agglomeration:

c
r=ro, /e ‘a (7)

where ry is the average radius of particles (or agglomerates) at
t=0 and C and C, are the mass concentrations of fluid-phase
particles at a given ¢ and =0, respectively. Similarly, a first-
order formulation was suggested by Baalousha (2009) to dis-
aggregate the aggregates. This formulation was subsequently
modified by Kocur et al. (2013) to simulate the NZVI agglom-
eration in the inlet reservoir of their column experiment. It
should be mentioned that Eq. (7) was developed solely based
on agglomeration, and that the parameter C/Cy, which
emerged in this equation, must be assumed to equal unity
because the change in the mass concentration cannot reflect
any agglomeration effect. Additional clarification of this as-
sumption, together with an investigation of an alternative as-
sumption, is introduced in the SM.

As for this second additional equation, it was assumed that
the radius of the suspended particles is equal to the radius of
the deposited, detachable particles. This simplified assump-
tion is used because particles are continually being exchanged
between the suspended phase and the deposited, detachable
phase, considering the fact that those particles that are

irreversibly attached behave as if they were eliminated from
the system (a typical assumption of perfect sink models)
(Ryan and Elimelech 1996).

Ultimately, three equations remaining to be solved simul-
taneously include the ADR and FRK equations and Eq. (7). In
laboratory particle transport experiments, the transport param-
eters related to attachment and agglomeration (K, Kger, Ar,
and A,) are typically unknown. Therefore, an iterative proce-
dure was developed to optimize these parameters with respect
to the observed concentration data. Identifying these parame-
ters provides information about the agglomeration and
attachment/detachment processes in the system.
Furthermore, if no conclusive values for the proposed model
parameters can be found by this procedure, it implies that the
model does not capture the complexity of the experimental
system. Therefore, the parameter estimation also serves as
an evaluation of the appropriateness of the model under dif-
ferent experimental conditions. In summary, the observation
data initially are in terms of the mass concentration; thus, the
model fits these data to obtain the parameters. However,
among the obtained parameters, A is not correct yet because
it still does not reflect aggregation. Therefore, Eq. (7) is used
to calculate the size of aggregates, and subsequently, Eq. (3) is
used to calculate the population of aggregates (transformation
of the mass concentration to the particle number concentra-
tion). Then, these transformed observation data are employed
to recalibrate A; again. This procedure is iterated until the
difference in A; between two successive iterations is negligi-
ble (<1 %). The full details of the iterative procedure steps are
presented in the “Model implementation™ section.

Instead of the conventional Smoluchowski model of aggre-
gation, which is based on a second-order rate mechanism
(Elimelech et al. 1998), here, a pseudo-first-order model was
applied. This approach was already used for modeling the
heteroaggregation of nanoparticles with natural colloid
(Praetorius et al. 2012) based on this assumption that the pop-
ulation of the large-size category of particles was almost con-
stant during the aggregation process. Such an assumption is
deemed to be reasonable for modeling homoaggregation of
polymer-modified Fe” nanoparticles in porous media because
of the local dynamic equilibrium (Friedlander 1960b) existing
for these NPs in the porous media. Based on this assumption,
the description of which follows in this paragraph, we consid-
er the dispersion of polymer-modified NZVI to be dominated
by one population of particles, either large, small, or medium,
and this population remains almost constant during aggrega-
tion for every cases so that the assumption of pseudo-first-
order model can always be applicable. Thus, we first consider
two extreme cases in which the population is either dominated
by small particles or by large particles, and eventually, we will
develop this assumption to the intermediate cases. According
to previous experimental investigations (Phenrat et al. 2009a,
2010a, b), when the population is dominated by small
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particles but the collision number of small particles (both with
each other and with porous media surfaces) is high because of
Brownian diffusion, not all collisions of small particles lead to
agglomeration (or deposition), owing to the electrosteric re-
pulsion resulting from the polymer coating. Thus, the reduc-
tion in the population of small particles is not substantial.
Therefore, in this spectrum of particle size distribution, ag-
glomeration occurs owing to the collision of small particles
with large existing particles, suggesting that the population of
small particles is constant because of the high proportion of
the small particle number compared to that of the large ones
and also the vulnerability of the population of large particles
caused by irreversible deposition. On the other hand, when the
population is dominated by large particles, the agglomeration
is much faster than the previous case because of the increase in
the magnetic attractive force with the sixth power of size. This
leads to an increase in the number of large-sized agglomerates.
However, in this case, the irreversible deposition is also more
pronounced, as shown previously (Phenrat et al. 2009a,
2010b), resulting in an almost constant population for large
particles. This assumption of dynamic equilibrium, also
known as self-similarity of the particle size distribution, was
originally developed by Friedlander (1960a, b) for acrosol and
later applied to hydrosol (Hunt 1982; Jeffrey 1981). It should
be mentioned that for the case in which the population of
medium-sized particles is dominant, a tradeoff between the
two aforementioned cases exists, and the population of the
medium-sized particles compared to smaller forming particles
and larger removing ones is still constant.

It should also be mentioned that although typically a
second-order model is used to describe the aggregation pro-
cess in the colloid literature (Elimelech et al. 1998; Holthoff
et al. 1996; Szilagyi et al. 2014), there have been several
studies which used a first-order formulation for aggregation
(Baalousha 2009; Birkner and Morgan 1968; Kocur et al.
2013; Logan et al. 1995; Swift and Friedlander 1964). Here,
however, we use a pseudo-first-order equation to describe the
aggregation process in porous media according to the afore-
mentioned assumption. However, the comparison of the re-
sults of different models is beyond the scope of this paper.

In order to reduce the computational burden in this study,
the average particles size is considered instead of the particle
size distribution. However, previous paper (Phenrat et al.
2009a) revealed that dispersions with different degrees of
polydispersity have different aggregation and deposition be-
haviors compared with a monodisperse dispersion. Therefore,
in order to investigate the impact of polydispersity as well as
to evaluate various aforementioned hypotheses, the model is
fitted against different breakthrough data sets obtained for
dispersions with various degrees of initial polydispersity.

In addition to the assumption of dynamic equilibrium, the
common assumption of two-body interactions (binary) is still
made in this model. However, the assumptions of typical
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Smoluchowski model solutions regarding its mechanistic ap-
proach such as considering the single perikinetic aggregation
governing only in the early stage of aggregation (Taghavy
et al. 2015) or initially monodisperse dispersion (Holthoff
et al. 1996; Szilagyi et al. 2014) are not the case in this model
since any kind of collision can occur as a result of various
mechanisms.

Materials and methods
NZVI breakthrough data

The model was fit against data sets consisting of 15 series of 1-
D breakthrough data (Phenrat et al. 2009a; Raychoudhury
et al. 2012), as well as four series of 2-D breakthrough data
(Phenrat et al. 2010a) selected from the literature of polymer-
modified NZVI. A brief description of these experiments is
presented in the following.

In the 1-D experiments, Phenrat et al. (2009a) prepared
three dispersions of polystyrene sulfonate (PSS)-modified re-
active nano-iron particles (RNIPs) with different degrees of
polydispersity (different particle size distributions). One dis-
persion, called F1, contained the highest amount of intrinsic
aggregates (>100 nm); another dispersion, called F3,
contained no significant amount of initial aggregates
(>100 nm), and the third dispersion, called F2, was interme-
diate between F1 and F3. F1 was polydisperse with one peak
at45 nm (~11 % by volume) and another at 328 nm (~38 % by
volume). F2 also had a bimodal particle size distribution with
one peak of hydrodynamic size at 25 nm (~27 % by volume)
and another at 367 nm (~2 % by volume). F3 was monodis-
perse with a single peak at the hydrodynamic size of 25 nm
(~31 % by volume). The column was 25.5 cm long with an
inner diameter of 1.27 cm and was packed wet with spherical
silica sand with dsp=300 um. The average porosity of the
packed column was 0.33 with a constant pore water velocity
of3.2x10* ms™! (Phenrat et al. 2009a, b). In this reference,
all the slurry injections were conducted with a single pore
volume (PV), followed by at least three PVs of flushing with
a particle-free solution (1 mM NaHCOs;). In contrast, in the
study by Raychoudhury et al. (2012), carboxymethyl cellulose
(CMC)-modified NZVI (CMC-NZVI) was introduced
through the column with multiple PV injections. Other exper-
imental characteristics of that paper comprised a column with
alength of 9 cm and an internal diameter (i.d.) of 1 cm, packed
with silica sand with an average size of 375 um and a porosity
0f 0.32. CMC-NZVI slurries, were injected at concentrations
of 0.07, 0.2, and 0.725 g/L with a pore water velocity of
0.445 cm/min.

Additionally, the 2-D experiments of Phenrat et al. (2010a)
were conducted by transporting NZVI modified by an olefin
maleic acid copolymer (MRNIP2) through a 2-D flow cell
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(30x18%2.5 cm) containing five layers: three of which were
packed with fine sand (dso=99 um), one with medium sand
(dso=300 um), and the other with coarse sand (dso=880 pm).
In addition to supplying a background groundwater flow
through three side ports (with a total flow rate of 0.9 mL/
min), an injection well was used to inject NZVI at a flow rate
0f 20 mL/min. The 2-D model data sets simulated in this study
were for the transport of tracer data, MRNIP2 (unwashed) at a
low particle concentration of 0.3 g/L, washed MRNIP2 at a
high particle concentration of 6 g/L, MRNIP2 with excess free
polymer (unwashed MRNIP2) at 6 g/L, and oxidized (and
washed) MRNIP2 at 3 g/L (Phenrat et al. 2010a). Before
performing the simulation of the NZVI transport and agglom-
eration in the 2-D model, the tracer data were utilized to cal-
ibrate the dispersivity parameters in different layers of the 2-D
cell, as discussed with detail in the SM. It should be mentioned
that although several studies (Krol et al. 2013; Tosco and Sethi
2010) emphasized the effect of viscosity on NZVI mobility,
the viscosity measurements of polymer-modified NZVT at the
applied concentrations used in the studies by Phenrat et al.
(2009a, 2010a) showed that there were infinitesimal changes
in the viscosity of the dispersions due to the added polymer.
Furthermore, the amount of free polymer in MRNIP2 disper-
sions used in the 2-D models was ~3 wt% (Phenrat et al.
2010a), and the ~0.2 % ratio of the CMC concentration to
the Fe*" concentration (Raychoudhury et al. 2012) was far
less than the values that were expected to affect the dispersion
viscosity (Raychoudhury et al. 2014). Thus, we did not eval-
uate the effect of viscosity on NZVI agglomeration and depo-
sition in the modeling in this study.

Model implementation

The public domain code MT3DMS (US Army Corps of
Engineers, Washington, DC) (Zheng and Wang 1999) was
applied to solve the ADR and FRK equations, the flow data
of which were obtained by MODFLOW 2000 (U.S.
Geological Survey, Denver, CO 80225-0425) (Harbaugh
et al. 2000). WinPEST (Watermark Numerical Computing &
Waterloo Hydrogeologic, Inc., Ontario, Canada) was used to
calibrate the parameters of the ADR and FRK equations
(Watermark Numerical Computing and Waterloo
Hydrogeologic 1999). A further description of the applied
models and software and the simulation characteristics, to-
gether with the goodness-of-fit criteria, is presented in the
SM. In brief, the 1-D model was configured to have one
row, one layer, and 130 columns (Fig. S1). A constant-flux
boundary was used at the inlet of this model, while a constant
head boundary was used at the outlet. The 2-D model grid was
built to contain 101 columns, 62 layers, and 1 row (Fig. S2).
An injection well with three filters was set as the inflow
boundary condition introducing the background flow.
Another injection well was placed in the model to simulate

the injection port of material in the experiment. Finally, the
outflow boundary was simulated using the drain boundary
condition.

The two parameters of the MT3DMS model for nonequi-
librium sorption, namely first-order mass transfer rate param-
eter (3) and distribution coefficient (K ), were transformed
into our model parameters (k. and kgye) via the following
expressions (Becker et al. 2015a):

Kat = ﬁ/s (8)
and
kot = B/(pbKd) (9)

In addition, the initial concentration and the concentration
of all inflow boundary conditions were transformed from
mass concentration into particle number concentration via
Eq. (3), and the output results were translated back to the mass
concentration via Egs. (3), (4), and (7). Nevertheless, the cal-
ibration of the model requires a specific iterative algorithm
which is described in the next section.

Iterative procedure for optimization of the parameters

The steps of the iterative algorithm for calibrating the param-
eters of the model are as follows:

i.  First, assume that there is neither NZVI agglomeration nor
irreversible deposition in the model’s porous media; thus,
the value of r would be equal to the value of ry, which is
equal to the average radius of the particles at time zero.
Then, fit the standard numerical code to the observations,
which are in terms of mass concentration, and obtain the
parameters of the model (k,y, Kget, A1, and Ay).

ii. Use Eq. (7) to calculate r with the A, value obtained in the
previous step; assume that t is equal to the average reten-

tion time of the particles in the model domain, and C/C, is
equal to unity (or in an alternative approach calculated
based on Eq. (S8) in the SM).

iii. Convert the inflow concentration and the concentration
data observed at the outlet(s) from mass concentration to
number concentration using Eq. (3) and the radius of
particles (aggregates) obtained from the previous step.

iv.  Fitthe model output data (in number concentration) to the
observed data, and optimize the parameters of the model
using the WinPEST model.

v. Beginning at step II, iterate with the new values of A;
through step IV, until the difference in the values of A,
for two successive iterations becomes negligible.

As a convergence criteria for A, a value of 1 % was con-
sidered to be sufficient because it induced a similar amount of

@ Springer



Environ Sci Pollut Res

error in the estimated size of agglomerates which is relatively
minor in comparison to other possible uncertainties of typical
experimental and modeling procedures. In addition to the con-
vergence for A;, we investigated the closure between the ob-
servation data and the renewed observation data based on the
new parameters determined in each step of the iterative pro-
cedure. In this way, we obtained one R” value as a goodness-
of-fit between two sets of data—the model output data after
calibration in each step and the observation data—as well as
another R* value for two sets of data—the model output data
when updated based on the parameters of the model in that
step and the observation data. The former R” value was always
the maximum possible value that could be fitted by the model,
whereas the latter R value was poor at the initial stages of the
iterative procedure but improved during the iterative proce-
dure to reach the former R* value. This convergence between
the observation data was monitored for the case in which it is
not feasible to use A; as a criterion for convergence, e.g., the
model is heterogeneous, and there are several A; parameters in
different zones involved as fitting parameters. In all the simu-
lated cases throughout this paper, an obvious closure was
achieved between the R* values calculated before and after
each iteration of the iterative process (Figs. S3—S8).

The iterative procedure used in the cases of 2-D modeling
involved averaging the observations in terms of the particle
number concentration for different zones. Although we fitted
the model to the original breakthrough data obtained in the
outlet of the experiment, it should be noted that there was only
a single outlet for the whole 2-D cell, and the outflows of all
sand layers were collected in that single outlet. Therefore, for
converting the observation concentrations from mass to parti-
cle number concentration, it was necessary to average the
observations obtained for the three different zones or vice
versa in order to convert the observation concentrations from
particle number concentration to mass; thus, averaging the
parameters in the three layers was required. This was accom-
plished simply by calculating a weight for each layer consid-
ering their contribution to the simulation results, e.g., based on
the amount of flow or mass entering each layer. The details of
the averaging method are presented in the SM.

Results and discussion

1-D simulations of PSS-modified NZVI

Simulation of the 1-D model at a low particle concentration

At a low particle concentration (0.03 g/L), the model fit the
data well, with R? in the range of 0.93-0.99 and P values
ranging from 0.43 to 1.00 (Fig. la and b and Tables 1, Sl

and S2). Initially, simulations were performed by fitting all
four parameters, i.e., Kay, Kger, A1, and A,. However, in these
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cases, both A; and A, declined to lower bounds of the param-
eter threshold in the parameter estimation process, suggesting
that agglomeration and subsequent irreversible deposition do
not occur at a low concentration of PSS-modified NZVI.
Excluding A; and A, from the parameter estimation process
resulted in slightly better R* values, increasing from 0.934,
0.962, and 0.983 to 0.935, 0.964, and 0.984 for F1, F2, and
F3, respectively (Tables S1 and S2). This suggests that the
model of this study is not overparameterized (Goldberg et al.
2014) because, in terms of fitting, it shows the best goodness-
of-fit for the lowest number of parameters, which is the same
number with a counterpart CFT model (Raychoudhury et al.
2012). However, in the cases where the initial aggregates were
pre-formed (i.e., F1 and F2), the correlation between the
modeled and observation data did not passed the significance
test at the 95 % confidence interval, as the p values were 0.001
and 0.011 for F1 and F2, respectively (Table S2). Thus, we
allowed the parameter A; to decline below zero (Table S2).
Interestingly, the results of the fitting were improved marked-
ly, with R? increasing to 0.983 and 0.970 for the cases of F2
and F1, respectively, while the p values reached 0.94 and 1.00
for the respective cases (Table S2). In these cases, the negative
values obtained for A; and the still negligible value obtained
for A, indicated that the net result of the agglomeration-
disagglomeration process during transport is dominated by
disagglomeration. It should be noted that the agglomeration
process in this paper and Phenrat et al. (2009a) is assumed to
be the net result of continuous agglomeration/
disagglomreation processes which, depending on the particle
characteristics as well as the geophysical, geochemical, and
geohydrology conditions of the media, can be dominated by
either agglomeration or disagglomeration. Interestingly, in this
paper, among 12 cases of simulation for various concentra-
tions and polydispersity statuses, it was revealed that in two
cases of polydisperse dispersions (F1 and F2) at low particle
concentration, the process is dominated by disagglomeration
because at low particle concentration the number of particles
and consequently the number of collisions are not high
enough to accelerate the rate of agglomeration compared to
the rate of disagglomeration in the agglomeration/
disagglomreation process. The disagglomeration for polydis-
perse suspensions (F1 and F2) at low particle concentration
under flow conditions is possible because the agglomerates
had been pre-formed in a static environment and, thus, might
subsequently be subjected to breakage under sheer force as the
particles moved through the porous media. In this set of
modeling, the sensitivity to parameter A; rose by four orders
of magnitude compared with the previous set (data not
shown). This emphasizes the importance of the
disagglomeration process at low NP concentrations and sug-
gests that the injection of NZVI at low particle concentrations,
in which disagglomeration rather than agglomeration occurs,
may produce longer migration distances for the particles in
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Fig. 1 Comparison of the experimental and modeled breakthrough
curves of the 1-D model: a F3, F2, and F1 at the low concentration of
0.03 g/L; b F3, F2, and F1 at the high concentration of 1 g/L; ¢ F3, F2, and

F1 at the high concentration of 3 g/L; and d F3, F2, and F1 at the high
concentration of 6 g/L. The symbols represent the experimental (Exp.)

field-scale projects, as demonstrated here by obtaining a neg-
ligible value for the irreversible deposition parameter, A, in all
cases. The greater mobility of small particles of polymer-
modified NZVI in comparison with large aggregates was ob-
served previously, which was attributed to the lower magnetic

Table 1  Simulation results for different cases of the 1-D model
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data, and the lines represent the modeled (Model) data. The experimental
data were taken from Phenrat et al. (2009a), which had been conducted in
columns (25.5 cm long with internal diameters of 1.02 cm) packed with
sphz:rical silica sand (dso=300 pum) at a pore water velocity of 3.2x
107" m/s

moment of the small particles relative to the larger ones
(Phenrat et al. 2009a, 2010a, b). Overall, the modified model
can, at a low NZVI concentration, effectively capture the ma-
jor transport phenomena, deposition and detachment, and ap-
propriately neglect agglomeration, as experimentally

F3-0.03 gL F3-1 gL F3-3 g/L F3-6 gL F2-0.03 g/ F2-1 gl F2-3 g/ F2-6 gL F1-0.03 g/L Fl-1 gl FI-3 gL Fl-6 gL

K.  7.21E-03
Ke  2.61E-02

2.08E-02 2.19E-02 2.29E-02 2.07E-03
6.65E-02 8.29E-02 7.87E-02 8.00E-03

1.80E-02 1.40E-02 1.60E-02 2.12E-03
6.38E-02 5.74E-02 6.65E-02 6.57E-03

2.46E-02 1.00E-02 1.05E-02
7.59E-02 3.41E-02 3.61E-02

Al - 2.62E-05 3.18E-05 6.96E-04 —1.28E-04 3.33E-04 5.24E-04 5.31E-04 —2.15E-04 8.66E-04 2.19E-03 9.11E-04
A - 1.31E-04 1.93E-04 3.98E-04 9.97E-06 1.10E-03 1.52E-03 1.64E-03 9.58E-06 1.89E-03 2.20E-03 2.27E-03
R 0.987 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.983 0.996 0.990 0.994 0.970 0.990 0.995 0.996
P-value 0.43 0.98 0.87 0.83 0.94 0.43 0.60 0.70 1.00 0.95 0.77 0.87

Parameter values for the high-concentration cases were obtained after satisfying the 1 %-convergence criterion for A;. The unit of all of the parameters is

—1
N
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observed. K, and Ky were on the order of 107 s and Kye
was always around 3—4 times greater than K, This differ-
ence will be discussed later in this paper. Here, it should be
noted that this is in accordance with previous experimental
reports (Phenrat et al. 2009a, 2010b) in which the relative
diluted mass from the column experiment (C/Cy) at low
concentration of polymer-modified NZVI was always
higher than 0.9.

1-D modeling simulations at high particle concentrations

According to Phenrat et al. (2009a), at low particle concentra-
tions, F1, F2, and F3 dispersions are transported through po-
rous media without particle agglomeration, whereas at high
particle concentrations, agglomeration plays a substantial role
in limiting NZVI transport. The degree of increase in particle
deposition as a result of agglomeration was in the following
order: F1 > F2 > F3, i.e., F1 was the greatest in aggregation
and subsequent deposition followed by F2 and F3. The orig-
inal study suggested that the limited NZVI transport was a
combined effect of agglomeration, attachment, and irrevers-
ible deposition mechanisms. Nevertheless, it did not quantita-
tively analyze which mechanism played the greatest role.
The simulations for F1, F2, and F3 at high particle concen-
trations (1, 3, and 6 g/L) are presented in Fig. 1c—e and
Table 1. The modified model effectively simulated the break-
through curves in all cases. All of the fitting parameters were
found to be significant, suggesting that agglomeration and
subsequent deposition of the agglomerates was occurring, as
expected for these higher particle concentrations. A conver-
gence error criterion of 0.05 for the parameter A; was satisfied
after 3—11 iterations, and a convergence criterion of 0.01 was
satisfied after 4-37 iterations (Table S3). Interestingly, K,
and K. at high particle concentration cases were on the order
of 102 5!, around one order of magnitude greater than they
were at the low particle concentration (0.03 g/L). It is expected
that the K, and K4 values are proportional to the population
of particles because there is a larger number of interactions
with the sand surfaces as the number of particles increases (see
the conceptual model description in the supplementary
materials). Kge; was around 3—4 times greater than K, in
every case, the same trend as observed at the low particle
concentration. Noticeably, K, and Ky decreased from F3
to F1 at the same particle concentration, suggesting that small
monodisperse particles (F3) collided with and detached from
the collectors more frequently than polydisperse particles (F2
and F1). This makes physical sense when considering the fact
that F2 and F1 agglomerated at high particle concentrations
and attached more irreversibly to sand grains, thereby reduc-
ing their total number concentration during the transport and
resulting in less K, and Ky values. On the other hand, F3
dispersion is less subjected to agglomeration and subsequent
retention due to the existence of a less number of initial
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sintered aggregates in the dispersion (Phenrat et al. 2009a).
This leads to the maintenance of the particle population during
the transport of F3 dispersion, resulting in larger values for
Ko and Ky because of larger number of interactions with
sand surfaces.

Agglomeration (which results in decreases in the particle
population) reduces the frequency of collisions, but every col-
lision has a high attachment probability, as to be discussed
subsequently when analyzing the A; and A, trends together
with K, and Ky In “Deposition at high NZVI particle
concentrations” and “Detachment at high particle
concentrations” sections we will discuss each phenomenon
(i.e., agglomeration, deposition, and detachment) separately.
These analyses were not conducted in the study of Phenrat
et al. (2009a) because it was not possible to quantitatively
decouple the agglomeration, deposition, and detachment rates.
Here, however, a distinctive parameter has been attributed to
each phenomenon so that the role of each process can be
quantified independently.

The impact of the agglomeration process at high NZVI
concentrations A; represents the agglomeration rate constant
in each case. A comparison of the A; values for F1, F2, and
F3 at different particle concentrations indicates whether the
modified model appropriately captures the agglomeration
phenomenon. Noticeably, for each of the particle fractions
(F1, F2, and F3), its A increased with the particle concentra-
tion (Table 1). This makes physical sense, as the agglomera-
tion rate (A;) theoretically increases with the particle popula-
tion. Furthermore, at the same particle concentration, the A,
trend was as follows: F1 > F2 > F3, which is in good agree-
ment with the physicochemical properties of F1 dispersion,
which has the greatest agglomeration tendency, followed by
F2 and F3. This greatest agglomeration tendency is due to the
fact that the increase in the magnetic force is proportional to
the sixth power of the aggregate radius (Phenrat et al. 2009a).
It should be noted that according to the initial particle size
distribution (Phenrat et al. 2009a), the variation in the particle
number concentration is not substantial among different dis-
persions of F1, F2, and F3 in comparison to that in the mass
(volume) concentration—more than 98 % of the population in
all the dispersions are related to the smaller peak in the number
weighted particle size distribution (Phenrat et al. 2009a; see
also Table S4 in the SM). The slight differences in particle
number concentration between these cases even follow the
order F3 > F2 > F1 (Phenrat et al. 2009a), which is in contrast
with the trend obtained for A, suggesting that the role of
magnetic force in inducing the aggregation of NZVI in porous
media is more pronounced than that of the particle number
concentration.

Overall, for a given dispersion, e.g., F1, A, decreases with
decreasing concentration so that at very low concentration of
0.03 g/L, A becomes negative, showing that the process of
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aggregation/disaggregation is governed by disaggregation.
Furthermore, for a given concentration, e.g., 6 g/L—A; de-
creases from dispersions with more initial large aggregates
to dispersions with fewer initial large aggregates, even though
the particle number concentrations of different dispersions are
almost the same.

Deposition at high NZVI particle concentrations

Ka and A, represent the characteristics of NZVI deposition.
Discussing the K,; and A, values for F1, F2, and F3 at differ-
ent particle concentrations indicates how the model appropri-
ately captures the deposition phenomenon.

When the concentrations were high, K, ranged from 0.01
t00.025 s~ ! (Table 1), which is up to three orders of magnitude
greater than the values reported in the literature (Johnson et al.
2007; Landkamer et al. 2013; Raychoudhury et al. 2014),
which were typically estimated by CFT. The discrepancy be-
tween the results of the present study and the CFT values is
presumably due to the fact that CFT does not model agglom-
eration and deposition. In the studies that have modified the
CFT to capture the effect of agglomeration (Raychoudhury
et al. 2012; Taghavy et al. 2015) or site-blocking phenomena
(Bai and Li 2012; Becker et al. 2015a; Li et al. 2008; Wang
et al. 2008, 2014), multiple values for the deposition parame-
ter are obtained in various temporal and spatial points of mod-
el domain based on the variation of size with the growth of the
particles, making it difficult to accurately compare their mul-
tiple deposition parameter values with our constant attachment
and irreversible deposition parameters over the desired tem-
poral period or spatial zone of the model domain. Moreover,
this modified model separates the two major phenomena via
the addition of A, (see the verification of the necessity of A, in
the SM), which corresponds to the subsequent irreversible
deposition of agglomerates. In effect, variations in the size
of particles due to agglomeration account for the deviation
from the CFT. CFT assumes that particles within porous me-
dia remain at a constant size and, therefore, it only considers
one mode of deposition for all particles (Phenrat et al. 2009a).
Meanwhile, in this study, relying on the extended DLVO anal-
ysis published previously (Phenrat et al. 2009a, b), we took
into consideration the presence of two modes of deposition:
one for the population of particles that reversibly attach to the
collector surface (represented by K,; and Ky) and another for
the population of particles that have grown sufficiently for
irreversible deposition (represented by A,).

Conspicuously, at the same particle concentration, K
values were in the following order: F3 > F2 > F1. However,
this parameter only represents the collision of particles with
the sand surfaces that either are going to rebound from or be
temporarily retained on the porous material surfaces; this pa-
rameter does not account for permanent deposition. F1 had a
lower number of interactions with porous media surfaces than

F2 and F3 because after agglomeration, F1 had a smaller
number of NZVI particles (aggregates) than F2 and F3, even
though F1’s clusters may have been larger in size. In contrast,
at the same particle concentration, the trends for A, values
were in the following order: F1 > F2 > F3, indicating that
although the total number of particles (aggregates) in the F1
dispersion during transport in the subsurface media is smaller
than in F2 and F3, the number of large clusters that have a
greater tendency for irreversible deposition (due to their
deeper secondary minimum well; ~ —3500, —800, and —3
KgT for larger aggregates in F1, F2, and F3, respectively) is
larger than those in F2 and F3 (Phenrat et al. 2009a). This is in
complete accordance with the conceptual model in the SM
because when the number of particles is high, the K, value
is considerable (e.g., in the F3 dispersion), whereas when the
tendencies for aggregation and irreversible retention due to the
large size of aggregates are high, A; and A, values are signif-
icant (e.g., in the F2 and F1 dispersions).

Detachment at high particle concentrations

Kget represents the detachment rate constant in each case. The
simulation results for Ky in the cases of high-concentration
dispersions ranged from 0.034 to 0.083 s '. Similar to the
trend observed for K, at the same particle concentration,
Kot values were predominately in the order: F3 > F2 > F1,
in agreement with DLVO secondary minimum (particle col-
lector) calculated for large particles in F1 and F2 dispersions
to be 4 orders of magnitude larger than that in F3 dispersion
(Phenrat et al. 2009a). This confirms that a larger number of
interactions (attachment and release) occurs for the disper-
sions that contain a negligible number of large aggregates
and predominately contain <100-nm particles. It is interesting
to mention that by decreasing the size of particles, Brownian
motion (considered both in CFT and the new modeling ap-
proach of this study) leads to higher particle mobility and
transport to the collector surface. CFT considers this effect in
the parameter contact efficiency (1) (Tufenkji and Elimelech
2004), while our modeling approach reflected this effect in
K, and Kge together. It should be noted that similar to our
model, CFT also needs an additional parameter to take ac-
count of detachment (Raychoudhury et al. 2012, 2014); thus,
it has a similar number of parameters with our model.
Additionally, in CFT, the fraction of particles retained at the
collector surfaces is accounted for by the attachment efficien-
cy, whereas our model accounts for it via A,, a sink term in the
population of already attached particles. The detachment
mechanism has been neglected in a large number of NP trans-
port studies (e.g., Chowdhury et al. 2012a; Cullen et al. 2010;
Kanel et al. 2007; Kocur et al. 2013; Mattison et al. 2011;
Wang et al. 2010, 2012b). However, this study reveals that
detachment is an important mechanism in the transport of
polymer-modified NZVI because the detachment rates are
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higher than the attachment rates in all the cases of the simula-
tion of Phenrat et al. A detachment rate greater than the attach-
ment rate has been already observed for polymer-modified
NZVI (Raychoudhury et al. 2014) and other colloids
(Bradford et al. 2002, 2003; Schijven and Hassanizadeh
2000). However, the next section demonstrates that a detach-
ment rate greater than the attachment rate is not always the
case, as it is also governed by the physicochemical character-
istics of the polymer-modified NZVI (Raychoudhury et al.
2012).

1-D Simulation of CMC-modified NZVI

To simulate another kind of polymer-modified NZVI with
continuous injection condition, the transport data of
carboxymethyl cellulose-modified NZVI (CMC-NZVI)
through sand-packed columns were used (Raychoudhury
et al. 2012). The results of this suite of simulations, presented
in Fig. 2 and Table 2, are in overall agreement with the
aggregation/deposition model of Raychoudhury et al., as well
as with previous simulations in this study. In addition, in the
case of low concentrations of CMC-NZVI, the model in this
study performed even better than the modified CFT model of
Raychoudhury et al. (Fig. 2). This indicates that the proposed
rate equation-based model of our study is promising for a
variety of polymer-modified NZVI types and injection
conditions.

Although, as mentioned already, it is difficult to compare
the parameters resulting from the current simulation with
those of Raychoudhury et al. (2012) because of multiple
values of Kg, parameters in the model of that study, we
roughly calculated and averaged the values of the K, based

0.8 4
0.6 4 -
o 0.4
Q 0.725 g/L_Exp.
o = 02g/L_Exp.
= 0.07 g/L_Exp.
0.2 4 ----0.725 g/L_Raychoudhury et al. modeling
----0.2 g/L_Raychoudhury et al. modeling
----0.07 g/L_Raychoudhury et al. modeling
——0.725 g/L_This Study's modeling
0.0 4 ———0.2g/L_This Study's modeling
——0.07 g/L_This Study's modeling
T T T T T T T T T T 1

PV

Fig. 2 Modeled breakthrough curves of CMC-NZVI transport data from
Raychoudhury et al. (2012) at different concentrations (0.07, 0.2, and
0.725 g/L). Points represent experimental data, (Exp.), dashed lines show
the simulation results of Raychoudhury et al., and the solid lines represent
the simulation results of the current study. Data were obtained from
Raychoudhury et al. (2012) with permission from Elsevier
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Table 2 Simulation results for continuous injection of CMC-NZVI
C0=0.725 g/ C0=02g/L C0=0.07 g/L

Kot 1.50E-03 8.42E-04 4.29E-04

Ket 4.70E-04 3.84E-04 9.11E-05

A 2.17E-04 2.11E-04 2.21E-08

A 2.33E-04 3.95E-04 1.14E-05

R 0.961 0.971 0.959

P-value 0.61 0.54 0.69

Growth in size (nm) 9 8 -

Parameter values for the high-concentration cases were obtained
after satisfying the 1 %-convergence criterion for A;. The unit of
all the parameters is s’

on their modeling results in order to compare them with the
Ka¢ values in this study. This comparison showed that K,
values in our study are lower than the deposition rate coeffi-
cient (Kyep) from the CFT model by 10, 17, and 41 % at 0.725,
0.2, and 0.07 g/L, respectively. In contrast, the Ky values in
this study are larger than those resulting from the CFT model
by 82, 78, and 8 % at 0.725, 0.2, and 0.07 g/L, respectively.
These differences may emanate from the existence of a dis-
tinct parameter, A, in the current model, which accounts for
permanent deposition, or different approaches used in model-
ing agglomeration in the two studies. It should be indicated
that using a first-order rate model for attachment in our study
and Raychoudhury et al. (2012) does not imply that the deter-
mined parameter values must be the same in the two models
because a different applied approach in other phenomena re-
sults in two completely different models. However, we com-
pared our results with the modeling results of that study be-
cause that was the most similar modeling approach to this
study’s approach. In the case of 0.07 g/L, the simulated and
experimental data in Fig. 2 reveals that CFT overestimates the
breakthrough curve from 1.3 to 3.1 PV and underestimates it
from 3.1 to 8 PV. The current modeling study, however, ame-
liorates this discrepancy by using a lower value of K, and a
larger value of K4 so that more CMC-NZVI particles, on
average, can be deposited before a 3-PV injection of NZVI,
with a greater average release afterwards.

The A, values in both cases of high concentrations, 0.725
and 0.2 g/L, are very similar (3 % different), and they are also
similar to what was already obtained for RNIP at a concentra-
tion of 1 g/L for the case of F2 (36 % different). In this sim-
ulation, A; at the concentration of 0.07 g/L tends toward the
lower boundary of the parameter estimation limit, 1x 10 8™
which is considered as zero, and is in agreement with the
simulation results of RNIP transport at the low concentration
0f 0.03 g/L. In contrast, the value of A, at 0.07 g/L, although
lower than that of the other cases, does not reach zero in the
parameter estimation process, in contrast to the A, value ob-
tained for RNIP previously. It should be noted that the initial
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hydrodynamic size of CMC-NZVI in the original paper
(Raychoudhury et al. 2012) was 190 nm, which is 3—4 times
larger than that of the polymer-modified RNIP (41 to 75 nm)
in the study of Phenrat et al. (2009a). Thus, the larger size of
injected CMC-NZVI might cause irreversible deposition even
when the concentration is low and no aggregation occurs (a
negligible value for A}). As already mentioned, the K values
in this suite of simulations are not higher than the K, values,
in contrast to the RNIP simulation results. This lesser than
expected detachment rate may be the result of the large initial
size of the injected particles.

2-D simulations
Up-scaling of the model to 2-D simulations

In the previous sections, we verified that the model is appli-
cable to simulating two types of polymer-modified NZVI
transport through a 1-D homogeneous porous media. To eval-
uate the potential for applying the modified model in a more
realistic 2-D flow within a heterogeneous porous media set-
ting, we simulated the experimental breakthrough data from a
multi-layered 2-D flow cell (variations in hydraulic conduc-
tivity) conducted by Phenrat et al. (2010a). The original study
concluded that stratified heterogeneity in hydraulic conductiv-
ity had a significant impact on the deposition of NZVI.
Obviously, polymer-modified NZVI followed preferential
flow paths and deposited in the regions where fluid shear
was insufficient to prevent NZVI agglomeration and deposi-
tion. Nevertheless, they did not explain the extent of agglom-
eration and deposition in each sand layer. Similar to their 1-D
experimental study, Phenrat et al. (2010a) suggested that the
limited NZVI transport was a combined effect of agglomera-
tion, attachment, and irreversible deposition mechanisms.
They did not, however, quantitatively analyze which mecha-
nism played a greater role in each sand layer.

With the dispersivity values obtained from fitting the
MT3DMS model to the nonreactive tracer data (see full details
of'the dispersivity determination in the SM), the MRNIP2 data
at the low concentration were simulated using two parameters,
Ka and K, in three zones of heterogeneity. Similar to the 1-
D flow at the low particle concentration, both A; and A, were
neglected from the modified model, as agglomeration is not
relevant at a low particle concentration.

However, the other cases of MRNIP2, with high inflow
concentrations, were simulated through an iterative procedure
using all four parameters in each of the three zones to capture
agglomeration and deposition. The results show no obvious
convergence for the parameter A; because each parameter
produced different behaviors within different layers
(Figs. S6a—S8a). However, after 3—5 iterations, all three cases
demonstrated a noticeable closure for the observation data (as
determined by the R? values before and after each iteration)

(Figs. S6b—S8b). Satisfying these criteria (described in the
“Iterative procedure for optimization of the parameters” sec-
tion) confirms that the iterative procedure can be applied, even
though the uncertainties induced by the averaging method and
the zonal approach of the parameter estimation process were
substantial.

The results of the 2-D simulations for all four cases are
presented in Fig. 3 and Table 3. The best results were achieved
for the washed MRNIP2 at the high concentration of 6 g/L,
with an R* of 0.951 and a p value of 0.58. In the other cases,
however, the R* coefficients were poorer (i.e., 0.787, 0.801,
and 0.751 for low-concentration (unwashed), oxidized, and
high concentration (unwashed) MRNIP2, respectively) de-
spite passing the significance tests, with p values ranging from

0.9 T T " T T T " T T T
(@) ,a
B Washed MRNIP2 Exp.
— — —Washed MRNIP2_Model
® Oxidized MRNIP2_Exp.
0.64 —-—- Oxidized MRNIP2 Model | |
A Tracer Exp.
S Tracer_Model
4
@)
0.3 4 4
x .
0'0__1._; . . . ) - e o e o

0.9 T T T T T T T T T T

A B Unwashed MRNIP2_6 g/L._Exp.

— — -Unwashed MRNIP2_6 g/I._Model
©® Unwashed MRNIP2_0.3 g/L._Exp.
— - — Unwashed MRNIP2_0.3 g/._Model
A Tracer_Exp.
Tracer_Model

0.6 4

CIC,

0.3 1

004 L ndapl

PV

Fig. 3 Comparison of the experimental and modeled breakthrough
curves of the 2-D model: a Washed MRNIP2 at the high concentration
of 6 g/L, oxidized (and washed) MRNIP2 at the high concentration of 3 g/
L, and tracer data. b Unwashed MRNIP2 at the high concentration of 6 g/
L and at the low concentration of 0.3 g/L, together with the tracer data.
Symbols represent the experimental (Exp.) data, and /ines represent the
modeled (Model) data
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Table 3  Simulation results for different cases of the 2-D model
Low-concentration Washed  Oxidized Unwashed
K,—Fine 6.82E-03 2.34E-02 6.73E-03 3.33E-01
Ka—Medium  2.78E-03 3.67E-03 1.81E-03 8.35E-03
Ky—Coarse  3.90E-03 1.49E-01 8.18E-02 2.46E+00
Kyet—Fine 4.88E-03 5.02E-02 1.46E-02 3.09E-01
Kget—Medium  1.69E-05 1.75E-04 6.32E-05 9.24E-05
Kget—Coarse  1.23E-03 2.83E-02 1.22E-02 2.86E-01
A1 —Fine - 1.46E-04 3.01E-05 1.25E-05
A—Medium  — 2.27E-03 2.05E-03 2.99E-04
A—Coarse - 9.87E-05 1.08E-04 1.40E-04
A,—Fine - 2.48E-04 1.20E-04 223E-04
A—Medium  — 3.08E-04 6.02E-04 1.26E-04
A,—Coarse - 1.27E-04 2.64E-05 3.23E-05
R? 0.787 0.951 0.801 0.751
P-value 0.65 0.58 0.55 0.67

The unit of all the parameters is s~ '

0.55 to 0.67. Although the model of this study does not have
specific parameters to distinguish different surface character-
istics of NZVI such as oxidized shell properties, we tried to fit
the model to the data of oxidized NZVI transported in the 2-D
model. In spite of achieving an acceptable fitting, it was not as
effective as non-oxidized NZVI. In the context of this model-
ing study, the reason behind the poorer fitting to this set of data
is not exactly clear. Similarly, in spite of no specific consider-
ation for the existence of free polymer in the dispersion of
NZVI, the injected slurries of NZVI in two of the simulated
data sets, i.e., at low concentration and high concentration
(unwashed) MRNIP2, contained free polymer. The poorer fit
in these cases compared to that of the washed MRNIP2 is due
to the coexistence of free polymer and polymer-modified
NZVTI in the injecting dispersion combined with the complex-
ity of the 2-D model, which was made apparent by the exis-
tence of multiple peaks in the experimental breakthrough
curves produced by heterogeneous sand packing. Recently,
several studies have shown that the free polymer in the nano-
particle dispersion can significantly affect the transport behav-
ior of NPs (Becker et al. 2015a, b; Wang et al. 2014).
Especially, Wang et al. (2014) found that the preferential ad-
sorption behavior of free polymer near the column inlet hin-
ders the attachment of NPs, whereas near the outlet, NPs at-
tached to the solid surfaces without interference of free poly-
mer. A more accurate modeling of this effect will be possible
if a separated species is considered in the model formulation to
represent the free polymer (Becker et al. 2015b), which is
beyond the scope of this study.

At the high particle concentration, several interesting trends
emerged when comparing K, K4ei, A1, and A, of the different
experimental conditions and different porous media layers
(Table 3). First, for the same type of NZVI particles, the A,
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of the medium sand layer was always around 1 to 2 orders of
magnitude greater than those of the fine and the coarse sand
layers. This suggests that substantial agglomeration took place
in the medium sand layer in comparison with the fine and the
coarse sand layers. This makes physical sense because the
NZVI that flowed through the coarse and fine sand layers
encountered some unfavorable conditions for agglomeration.
For example, most of the water flowed through the coarse
sand layer, as evident in the flow field simulation (see the
SM). Thus, the pore-water velocity through the coarse sand
layer was relatively high (up to 0.54 cm s '), which might
have prohibited NZVI agglomeration (Phenrat et al. 2009a,
2010a). Similarly, the pore size of the fine sand layer was
significantly smaller than those of the medium and the coarse
sand layers, resulting in a relatively high pore-water velocity
(up to 0.65 cm.s '), which is unfavorable for agglomeration.
In contrast, the flow velocity through the medium sand layer
was lower than those of the other layers (up to 0.055 cm s ),
making the medium sand layer the most favorable of all three
layers for NZVI agglomeration. At the high particle concen-
tration for all polymer-modified NZVI conditions, K in
coarse-sand layer is larger than that in fine-sand layers which
is in turn larger than K, in medium-sand layer; moreover,
Kger In coarse zone is almost similar to K, in fine layers
which is much greater than that in the medium layer. This
matches very well with the flow field simulation (see the
SM) for the 1-D simulation and CFT, in which the higher
velocity induced more collision between the particles and
the collector. Furthermore, for the same type of NZVI parti-
cles, the A, of the coarse sand layer was around 5-10 times
smaller than those of the fine and the medium sand, suggest-
ing that attachment at the coarse sand layer was more revers-
ible than that of the medium and fine sand layers. This also
makes physical sense because the sheer forces from the flow
field are supposed to be greatest in the coarse sand layer due to
it having the highest flow rate among the three layers.

Comparison of the concentration contours in the 2-D
simulations

To compare the NZVI concentration contours simulated based
on the A; values with the experimental observations (photos),
the output concentrations from the simulation, in terms of the
particle number concentration, were converted back to mass
concentrations. To do so, in every spatial point of the model
domain, the conversion was performed by calculating the radii
of the agglomerates based on the A; for the layer that
contained a given point using the minimum time for agglom-
eration, t.,;,. The term t;, was defined as the minimum of the
three times, including the time at which the photo was taken,
the retention time of particles in each layer, and the particle
transport time from the left-hand side of the model domain to
the given point.
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Figure 4 compares the resulting concentration contours
based on the A; values obtained in the initial iteration and
the final iteration with the photos of the washed MRNIP2
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values through the iterative procedure. However, about a two-
fold overestimation is obvious in the right side of the medium
layer, which may have been due to the uncertainties found in
this layer. In fact, low velocities obtained from the flow model
in this area led to a large calculated t,,;,, which together with
an order of magnitude greater value of A; estimated in the
medium layer in comparison to that of the other layers pro-
duced the largest-sized agglomerates. Accordingly, the largest
calculated size of agglomerates resulted in the highest calcu-
lated mass concentration by Eq. (3). This suggests that to
optimize the model parameters for real field remediation pro-
jects with NZVI, a thorough monitoring of the NZVI concen-
trations in every layer of the field area is necessary to resolve
the uncertainties of the parameter estimation process caused
by heterogeneity.

Mass conservation

We examined the mass conservative ability of the model with
two approaches. In one approach, the cumulative mass bud-
gets for all items involved in the modeling were checked at the
end of each stress period or transient time step. These exam-
inations showed that the discrepancies between the budgets of
mass which entered the model domain and exited from,
stored, or reacted in the model domain were far below 1 %
in most of the simulation cases and, in very few cases, reached
near 1 %. In another approach, the mass recovery results, i.e.,
the ratio of the sum of effluent mass exiting from the model to
the sum of influent mass flowing into the model, were com-
pared between modeling results and the experimental results.
The results of this investigation for the final iterations of the
various cases of the 1-D and 2-D simulations are reported in
Tables S5 and S6, respectively. The average discrepancy of
the mass recovery between the model results and the experi-
mental results for 1-D modeling was 0.6 %, demonstrating
that the proposed model is a mass-conserving model. The
mass recovery discrepancy between the modeled and experi-
mental results of the 2-D model was maximum for washed
MRNIP2, 6.5 %. This is very close to 5 % of the effluent
slurry that passed through the two upper ports in the 2-D
experiment whereas in the modeling procedure we assumed
the two upper outflow ports to be a no-flow boundary because
the effluent passing through these ports was negligible (less
than 5 %) according to the former study (Phenrat et al. 2010a).
Therefore, the model’s performance in such a heterogeneous
and complicated model domain, which is reflective of field
sites, is promising.

Prediction of the size of the agglomerate
The sizes of the agglomerates calculated based on the obtained

A; values were comparable to the results of the correlation
equation developed by Phenrat et al. (2010b). The input
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parameters for these calculations are presented in Tables S7
and S8. A comparison was made for the cases of F1 and F2 at
6 g/L (available among the 1-D model cases) and washed
MRNIP2 (available among the 2-D model cases). The dis-
crepancy between the results of the current study based on
the A; values achieved in the initial stage of the iteration pro-
cess and those of Phenrat et al. were 55, 46, and 42 % for F1
(6 g/L), F2 (6 g/L), and washed MRNIP2, respectively
(Fig. 5). Interestingly, the agglomerate sizes obtained based
on the A, values in the final stage of the iteration process
showed that the diminution of these errors to 47, 41, and
32 %, respectively, was statistically significant (p<0.05)
(Figs. 5 and S9). This demonstrates that the proposed model
is consistent with the existing model, and it furthermore sug-
gests that the resulting A, values from the proposed iteration
algorithm can be useful for predicting the sizes of agglomer-
ates formed during the transport of polymer-modified NZVI in
subsurface environments, which has not been often consid-
ered in the literature (Areepitak and Ren 2011; Chatterjee
and Gupta 2009; Grolimund et al. 2001; Petosa et al. 2010).
Similarly, the growth in particle due to agglomeration in
porous media resulting from the current simulation is in close
agreement with that measured by Raychoudhury et al. (2012)
for CMC-NZVI suspensions in batch experiments. The results
obtained at 0.725, 0.2, and 0.07 g/L show 18 nm, 16 nm, and
zero increases, respectively, in the sizes of particles due to
aggregation over the duration of the column experiment
(~20 min) (Table 2). This is comparable with the results of
Raychoudhury et al. (2012) for CMC-NZVI suspensions,
where over the course of an ~1-h batch experiment, 76 nm,
28 nm, and negligible increases in the sizes of particles were
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Fig. 5 Comparison of the sizes of the agglomerates obtained in the final
iterations and by the empirical correlation of (Phenrat et al. (2010b)).
Input parameters and the results of their empirical correlation are
presented in Tables S7 and S8
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observed for the cases of 0.725, 0.2, and 0.07 g/L,
respectively.

Feasibility evaluation and limitation

This study shows that by implementing the proposed equa-
tions based on particle number concentration, the effect of
agglomeration can be accounted for, and that by using an
iterative procedure, the model parameters can be estimated
and the sizes of the agglomerates at a given distance and time
can be predicted in 1-D and 2-D heterogeneous porous media.
Both agglomeration and detachment were found to be opera-
tive mechanisms in the transport of polymer-modified NZVI.
This model needs to calibrate four parameters to capture the
effects of attachment, detachment, agglomeration and irre-
versible deposition—similar to the CFT model which requires
the estimation of the contact and attachment efficiencies for
the attachment mechanism in addition to two more parameters
for agglomeration and detachment mechanisms (Tufenkji and
Elimelech 2004). However, CFT does not consider the irre-
versible deposition as a consequence of agglomeration where-
as it has been considered in our model through one of the four
aforementioned parameters. In addition, because no stochastic
algorithm was used in the studied model, it benefits from the
application of the inverse model (WinPEST) for the adjust-
ment of parameters—a recent study that modeled the transport
of NPs mentions the lack of this advantage for particle
tracking-based numerical models (Taghavy et al. 2013).
Further comparison of the proposed model with the CFT
shows that CFT in combination with Smoluchowski model
and using multiple values of K, is able to predict the particle
size distribution whereas the proposed model of this study has
the limitation of not being able to predict the particle size
distribution although it can capture the effect of
polydispersivity. However, the existence of multiple K,
values for various sizes in different spatial and temporal points
of the model domain can increase the computational effort in
CFT combined with the Smoluchowski model, even though it
does not add to the number of parameters in the model.
Furthermore, another drawback with the combination of
CFT and the Smoluchowski model is that the calibration of
the aggregation parameter (= ,,) with the deposition parameter
(xpe) at the same time has not been possible up to the time of
this study. Thus, it requires conducting a static, batch experi-
ment to obtain «,, for the given initial concentration of NPs
and the same geochemical conditions (e.g., pH and ionic
strength) but ignoring hydrodynamics of transport in porous
media. Consequently, it is not clear how much the resulting «
pp 18 reliable to be used for the simulation (Dale et al. 2015).
On the other hand, in our modeling approach, the simulta-
neous calibration of agglomeration and transport parameters
is facilitated via a novel iterative technique so that all the

parameters of the model mechanisms including agglomera-
tion, attachment/detachment, and irreversible deposition can
be calibrated simultaneously even with the existence of differ-
ent zones of heterogeneity in the model domain. Furthermore,
to the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that the
reversible and irreversible depositions of nanoparticles in po-
rous media resulting from agglomeration are distinguished
both mathematically and conceptually. This was accom-
plished in this study by considering a common first-order,
reversible, kinetic-reaction equation for the attachment/
detachment process as well as a sink term in the attached
phase of particles.

The kinetic parameters obtained in this modeling study can
be useful for the application of highly parameterized models
of the fate and transport of NPs in the environment, which
require a large number of input kinetic parameters, e.g., the
recent multi-media model of Meesters et al. (Meesters et al.
2014). The results of the 2-D heterogeneous model suggest
that monitoring the concentration in each layer of the model
domain is necessary to minimize the uncertainties related to
the estimated parameters. In field applications of NZVI, such
monitoring has been performed via multi-level monitoring
wells (Quinn et al. 2005; Su et al. 2012; Wei et al. 2010).
Verifying the suitability of using this study’s model with field
data can be the subject of future studies.

Overall, our modeling procedure—thanks to employment
of the PEST model for calibration of parameters in different
zones of the model domain as well as utilizing the
MODLFOW family models—is capable of simulating the
transport and agglomeration of polymer-modified NZVI in
the aquifers with various geological stratifications, in both
steady state and transient modes. In this way, it not only con-
siders heterogeneity in soil particle size and velocities but also
can simulate preferential flow paths and thereby preferential
paths of nanoparticle plume.
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1. Conceptual model. We based our conceptual model upon two principles of particle
transport and agglomeration according to the litrature (Phenrat et al. 2010a; Phenrat et al. 2010b;
Phenrat et al. 2009),. One of these principles is when there are initial aggregates in the
dispersion, other individuals particles begin to be attracted to the aggregates and increase their
sizes. Thus, the larger the population of aggregates is, the more agglomeration phenomena
occurs. The second principle is that, the larger the sizes of agglomerates are, the more their
tendency for deposition is. Accordingly, three scenarios are considered in the conceptual model

as follows:

Scenario I. There is no inintial aggregates in the popualtion of particles. Thus, there is no
agglomeration (Fig. S10a). The mathematical model for this case is expressed by Egs. (S1) and

(S2) as follows:

oN N 2
N ppON_ [N\ oN
ot g ot 0x2 0x

(S1)

S2



oN =
2= KN — 2 KgeN (S2)

here, attachment and detachment are expressed as first-order reaction rates. If the number of
individual particles is high, the number of attached particles will be high, and subsequently the
number of detached particles will be high too (because of the first-order reaction, the particles
react proportional to their concentration or population). Eventually, the net result of deposition is

zero as it has been shown by the experimental reports (Fig. S10a) (Phenrat et al. 2009).

Scenario Il. There are initial aggregates in dispersion, yet we do not assume the tendency for
deposition of aggregates is higher than that of individual particles (Fig. S10b). In other words,
the first abovementioned principle is used but the second one is not applied yet. As a
mathematical model, a sink term in Eq. (S1) should be added, in order to decay the population of

aqueous-phase particles because of agglomeration:

N N _ N 0N

at * e ot D ax2 v ax MN (S3)
pp ON p =
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In this case, the population of particles (herein referred to all tiny particles and grown
agglomerates) is less than the previous case because of the agglomeration. Therefore, the number
of attached particles is less than the previous case and consequently the number of detached
particles is also less due to the first-order reaction which indicates the particles react proportional
to their concentration or population. The net result of deposition is zero after all, which is not
consistent with the previous report (Phenrat et al. 2009). However, as the second principal is not

incorporated yet in this scenario, this scenario is rejected.
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Scenario I11. A scenario similar to the previous one is considered but with the assumption that
there is a difference between the attachment tendencies of individual particles and large grown
clusters. In other words, as the tendency of agglomerates for deposition is higher than the
individual ones, they attach to the collector surface greater than the individual particles (second

principle) (Fig. S10c).

In this case there is less agglomeration in fluid phase than the previous scenario, because
the number of agglomerates has decreased due to deposition. Consequently, the agglomeration is
less than the previous case. Thus, the rate of attachment is between those of the two scenarios of
() and (I1). Nevertheless, as the detachment is in line with the population of attached particles
and the model cannot identify whether the particles are small individual particles with shallow
secondary minimum wells or a large clusters with deep secondary minimum wells, the net result
of deposition is again zero. This is not in agreement with the previous paper (Phenrat et al. 2009)
expressing that there should be retention in the system when the agglomeration occurs, i.e., the

resulted, net deposition cannot be zero in case of agglomeration.

Hence, there is a need for another sink term to be added in the governing equation (Eqg.
(S3)) to decay the population of attached-phase agglomerates in order to have a less population
of agglomerates in the attached phase, and subsequently reduce the return of the particles back to

the fluid-phase (reduce the detachment). This final mathematical model is as follows:
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Based on this final mathematical model the net result of deposition is not zero, because
some of the attached aggregates have been disappeared from the attached phase by the new sink
term in the attached phase. It is interpreted as the subsequent deposition of agglomerates which
are disappeared from the system. In other words, since they are "irreversibly" attached and are
not able to return to the fluid phase any longer, their population is not counted as part of the
population of the attached-phase particles. In fact, we have used a perfect sink model within a

non-penetration model.

2. Unity assumption of C/C, in Eq. (7). C/C, in Eqg. (7) was considered to be unity
because the change in mass concentration theoretically cannot be reflected in an agglomeration
equation, unless it is the effect of other phenomena, such as deposition, occurred for the particles
in the system. Besides, since Eq. (7) is solved simultaneously with Egs. (1) and (3), the effect of
deposition may be introduced in C/C, and therefore it can influence the agglomeration. On the
other hand, there are indications that this effect is negligible. One such indication is that, in
estimating the size of the agglomerate in the empirical correlation equation developed by Phenrat
et al. (Phenrat et al. 2010b), no parameter representing the effect of deposition on agglomeration
has been found to be significant. Hence, it is assumed that C/C, in Eq. (7) is equal to unity.
Moreover, during the parameter estimation process, which is performed via an iterative
technique in this study, all the parameters of the model (44, 4,, K+, and K,;.;) are optimizing
together concurrently. Therefore, if there would be any effect of deposition on agglomeration, it
can be excreted on the agglomeration parameter (4,) during parameter estimation procedure.
Thus, the unity assumption of C/C, can conceptually be acceptable. To validate this assumption
even further, the opposite hypothesis, i.e., C/C, in Eq. (7) can be affected by deposition, was
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also tested by supposing that C/C, in Eq. (7) is calculated using the following equation

(Bradford et al. 2006; Schijven and Hassanizadeh 2000):

C  Kget+ Karr e~ (Kdet+Katt)xt
Co Kdet+Katt

(S8)

3. Applied models and graphical interfaces. In this study, the public-domain code of
MT3DMS (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Washington, DC) (Zheng and Wang 1999) was
applied for all the transport simulations. MT3DMS is a code from the MODFLOW family (U.S.
Geological Survey, Denver, CO 80225-0425) (Harbaugh and U.S. Geological 2005) and it has
been widely used to model the groundwater pollutant transport in recent decades (Zheng and
Bennett 2002). The flow-field input data for MT3DMS was computed via MODFLOW 2000
(Harbaugh et al. 2000). The required files for running MT3DMS and MODFLOW2000 were
translated by the graphical interface, Visual MODFLOW, version 2011.1 (Schlumberger Water
Services Inc., Ontario, Canada) (Schlumberger Water Services 2011). Another software named
WInPEST (Watermark Numerical Computing & Waterloo Hydrogeologic, Inc., Ontario,
Canada) (Watermark Numerical Computing & Waterloo Hydrogeologic 1999) was used to
calibrate the transport parameters. To validate model simulations and optimizations, the first-step
of the iterative procedure for several cases of the 1-D model was conducted using a different
graphical interface i.e., Groundwater Vistas, version 5 (Environmental Simulations, Inc., (ESI),
PA) (Rumbaugh and Rumbaugh 2011) and through a manual calibration process described in the
literature (Rumbaugh and Rumbaugh 2011). The results of these duplicate simulations are

presented in this document.
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4, Simulation characteristics. The 1-D model was simulated in a horizontal configuration,
and with rectangular cross-section, the area of which was equivalent to the circular cross-section
of experimental column. The horizontal assumption of vertical column cannot influence the
simulation result since the variable density effect is not considered in this study as it cannot be
accounted for by the MT3DMS model. Equal velocity between the flow model and the
experiment was obtained. One row, one layer, and 130 columns configured the model grid. The
model grid design involved the refinement of grid cells in areas around the inlet and outlet
boundaries (Fig. S1). Refining and smoothing capabilities of Visual MODFLOW were
incorporated to achieve this goal. A constant-flux boundary was used at the inlet of the model,
and a constant-head boundary was used at the outlet. Other boundary conditions were selected as
no-flow boundary. Such a selection of boundary conditions had been reported previously
(Fagerlund et al. 2012). Longitudinal dispersivity was estimated through the calibration process
of the case F3 at low concentration. This estimation resulted in a value of 0.015 cm which was
consistent with the analytical values calculated based on the appropriate relationships from the
literature (Illangasekare et al. 2010). Hence, in all of the 1-D simulations the dispersivity value of
0.015 cm was used, which was also consistent with the disperisvity values used in other studies
(Pennell et al. 1993; Wang et al. 2008). Molecular diffusion coefficient in calculation of
hydrodynamic dispersion tensor was assumed equal to zero in all of the simulations of this study,
as it has been a common assumption in the literature (Zheng and Wang 1999). Hydraulic
conductivity of the model was obtained from the experimental results published by Phenrat et al.

(Phenrat et al. 2010a).

The 2-D simulations were firstly conducted by using the nonreactive tracer data to

determine dispersivity parameters. In addition, other assumptions of flow model including
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boundary condition setup and conductivity parameters were validated out of this simulation.
After the refinement and smoothing of the grid in regions with high flow gradient, 101 columns,
62 layers, and 1 row built up the model grid (Fig. S2). An injection well with three filters was set
as the inflow background flow through three side ports. Another injection well was represented
as the real injection well. Finally, the outflow boundary conditions were simulated with a drain
boundary condition which had flow only at lower port. In these boundary conditions the two
upper outflow ports were assumed to have no flow, because the effluent through these ports were
negligible according the previous paper (less than 5%) (Phenrat et al. 2010a). The conductance
of the drain boundary was calculated so that the conductivity for each cell of this boundary was
equal to the adjacent sand layer. The drain level, after adjustment in several calibrations
conducted using the tracer data, was set at 9.95 cm from the bottom of model. Three stress
periods were considered. The first stress period was specified for establishing a steady state
background flow, prior to turning on the injection well of the NZVI or tracer. At the second
stress period, the injection well of materials was turned on besides existing the background flow.
Finally, the third stress period was applied as the rinsing stage of the experiments, i.e. it was

similar to the second stress period except the injection concentration was zero.

In each calibration run of WIinPEST three ASCII input files were manually prepared
according to the model’s documentation (Watermark Numerical Computing & Waterloo
Hydrogeologic 1999). These files included a template file for identifying model parameters, an
instruction file for identifying model-generated observations, and an input control file for
supplying WInPEST with desired settings. In the parameter estimation process a zonal approach
was applied, both in the tracer simulation for the dispersivitiy parameters and in the NZVI

simulation for the parameters K,;¢, K4et, A1, and 4,. This way, each parameter was considered
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for each of the three zones including fine, medium, and coarse sand. However, only for the
dispersivitiy parameters two upper and lower fine sand layers were considered as a separated
zone of the middle fine sand layer. In other words, four zones were considered in the tracer
simulation, while three zones were considered in the NZVI simulations. The ratio of the vertical
to longitudinal dispersivity was assumed to be 0.01 which is a typical assumption in the literature

(Schlumberger Water Services 2011; Zheng and Wang 1999).

It should be noted that the iterative parameter estimation process in this study, concurring
with any common optimization technique (Parker et al. 1984), can be skipped in many
applications in which the values of the applied parameters are ascertained by other methods, e.g.,
laboratory experiments. In this way, because the parameter values are already available, the
simulation can be performed simply in one stage: solve Egs. (1) and (2) in terms of the particle
number concentration (the inflow and initial concentration values based on the mass
concentration can be converted into the particle number concentration by inserting the initial size
of aggregates into Eqg. (3)). Then, using the available known value(s) of A, the sizes of
aggregates are obtained by Eq. (7). Finally, the spatial and temporal concentration data (resulting
from the solutions of Egs. (1) and (2)), which are in terms of particle number concentrations, can

be converted into mass concentrations via Eq. (3).

5. Goodness-of-fit criteria. In order to assess the goodness of fit, a Nash—Sutcliffe (Nash
and Sutcliffe 1970) model efficiency coefficient (a conservative R?) was calculated for all of the
simulations and for each step of the iterative procedure. Furthermore, a paired-samples T-Test

(two tails) was conducted using SPSS Statistics (Version 17; IBM Inc., Armonk, NY), and the P-

S9



value was assessed for a 95% confidence interval (P > 0.05 indicates that the “correlation” is
significant). On the other hand, wherever the significance of the differences between two sets of
data was needed to be proved, the same test but with the opposite null hypothesis was performed

(P < 0.05 indicates that the “difference ” is significant).

6. Averaging method used for the conversion of concentration in the 2-D model. In
order to convert the observation concentrations from mass to particle number concentration, it
was necessary to average the observations obtained for the three different zones or vice versa in
order to convert the observation concentrations from particle number concentration to mass,
averaging of parameters in the three layers was required.. The weights for the averaging
technique can be selected based on any criteria that can result in the ratio of the flow in each
layer to the total flow in the domain. In this study, we chose the weight for each layer as ratio of
the number of particles passed through that layer to a number of virtual particles specified for the
whole system. This was simply achieved by using the particle tracking model MODPATH which
is built into the Visual MODFLOW software (Pollock 1994). This way, 40 particles were placed
around the injection well of the suspensions and after running the model and obtaining a
screenshot of the particle paths, a perpendicular line was drawn in the cross section of the model
domain (Fig. S11). Then the ratio of the number of path-lines which pierced the perpendicular
line in a specific layer to the entire number of the path-lines, i.e. 40, was considered as the
weight for that specific layer. These weights were calculated as 26/40 for the coarse sand layer,
12 /40 for the medium sand layer, and 2/40 for the fine sand layer. It should be noted that for
practical simulations in field applications, this procedure can be substituted by extracting the
discharge of each layer of the model domain from output files of the MODLFOW model.
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7. Transport of the low-concentration, NZVI dispersion containing no initial
aggregates. In the case of F3 at low concentration, in which there are no apparent NZVI
aggregates in the influent stream, both parameters of A, and A, declined to lower bounds of the
parameter threshold in the parameter-estimation process (Table S1), consistent with the lack of
agglomeration in this case. This is in accordance with previous experimental results (Phenrat et
al. 2010b; Phenrat et al. 2009) suggesting that the agglomeration and subsequent deposition of
agglomerates do not occur for low concentrations of polymer-modified NZVI. The best set of
parameters for this case was achieved using both K,;; and K., with a goodness-of-fit criteria
(R?) of 0.987 and a P-value of 0.43 (Fig. 1a, Table S1). Fitting with only two parameters of K,
and K4, indicates that the transport of polymer-modified NZVI at low concentration and
without initial aggregates is only affected by the exchange of particles between the mobile and

deposited particle phases, and that no irreversible deposition occur.

8. Estimation of dispersivity parameters in the 2-D model. The dispersivity parameters
in the different layers were obtained by fitting the MT3DMS model (by excluding reaction
parameters and neglecting molecular diffusion) to nonreactive tracer data. This led to
longitudinal dispersivity values as follows: 1.33 x 10~* m for the upper and lower fine sand
layers; 8.46 x 103 m for the middle fine sand layer; 0.2 m for the medium sand layer; and
0.01 m for the coarse sand layer (Fig. S2). The vertical transverse dispersivity of each layer was
assumed to be one percent of the longitudinal dispersivity in that layer. R? and P-values of this
fitting were 0.97 and 0.51, respectively (Fig. S12). In addition, the color-shaded maps of

concentration contours at different times were in excellent agreement with the photos of tracer
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plume (Fig. S13). The parameter sensitivities, calculated by WInPEST for dispersivity
parameters at different zones, followed the order: coarse layer > medium layer > middle fine
layer > upper and lower fine layers. However, uncertainty outcomes of WIinPEST showed an
order of magnitude higher value for the medium layer than for the other layers. This indicated
that the reason for obtaining the higher value of the dispersivity for the medium sand layer than
the expectation lies behind the lack of a monitoring point in this layer. This overestimation for
vertical dispersivity in the medium sand layer in comparison to the study of Kanel et al., (Kanel

et al. 2008) amounts to an order-of-magnitude.

9. Effect of deposition on agglomeration. Although the effect of agglomeration on the
deposition of NPs had been emphasized in previous studies (Hotze et al. 2010; Phenrat et al.
2010a; Phenrat et al. 2010b; Phenrat et al. 2009), there had been no indication of the subsequent
effect of deposition on agglomeration. In this study, we assumed that the latter effect was
negligible and thus assumed that the C /C, in Eq. (7) was equal to unity. However, for the case of
F1 at 6 g/L, some alternative assumptions were investigated. One hypothesis was to equate C/C,
in Eq. (7) with the experimental C/C, (0.61). The result of this hypothesis, after conducting the
iterative procedure, showed a sharp decline in the values of A;, and A, within the iterative
procedure (Fig. S14), and the calculated size of agglomerates after 10 iterations was almost equal
to the size of the inflow particles (only 0.4% increase in the size of the agglomerates). Other
hypothetical approaches, in which C/C, was considered as variable during the iterative
procedure, led to similar results or did not converge at all (results not shown). In a final
approach, C/C, was calculated via Eq. (S8). The resulted C/C, values in this approach ranged

from 0.785 to 0.787 during the iterative procedure. Although a closure criterion of 1% for A, was
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satisfied after five iterations, the size of the agglomerates that was calculated in the final iteration
only increased by 1.3%. The recent approach was also tested with the 2-D model for the case of
washed MRNIP2, and the results showed a sharp decline in all of the parameters, and the size of
the aggregates in the outflow was smaller than that of the inflow (result not shown). These
results demonstrated that assuming C/C, in Eq. (7) other than unity led to erroneous results.
Therefore, considering any effect of deposition on agglomeration out of C/C, caused the model
outcomes to be incorrect and the most reasonable results were achieved when this effect was

cancelled.

10. Necessity for retaining the parameter, 4,. In order to show the necessity for the model
parameter, A, (the pseudo first-order reaction rate representing irreversible deposition), we
eliminated this parameter from the modeling procedure, and then conducted the iteration
procedure for the case of F1 at 6 g/L. The results showed that, in addition to slow convergence
for A, (a convergence criterion of 0.1 was satisfied after 10 iterations), there was a decline in the
graph of R?2, calculated before the calibration stage of each iteration, versus the iteration number
(Fig. S15-a). There was also a low average R? of 0.39 calculated based on the R? values before
calibration stages of various iterations. All of these poor fitting results signify that the model
cannot simulate the experimental data when A, is eliminated, indicating the necessity for
retaining the parameter A, in the model. In other words, these results showed that the parameter,
A5, was independent of other parameters of the model, because by eliminating it from the

modeling procedure, the simulation grew wrong.
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11. Results of different numerical methods. In order to find the most appropriate numerical
method, two different methods of standard finite difference (FD) with central-in-space weighting
and total variation diminishing (TVD) were investigated. Using the data of NZVI transport in 1-
D columns, the results of all of the particle size distributions (F1, F2 and F3) at high particle
concentration showed that the TVD method provided better R? values for the fits compared to
the FD method (P < 0.05). However, at low particle concentration, F1, F2 and F3 were better fit
when the FD method was used (Table S1 and Table S2), but the differences between the R?
values were not significant (P> 0.05). Thus, the TVD method was used in the numerical
simulations of polymer-modified NZVI transport. This method was also selected to model NZVI

transport by Kanel et al. (Kanel et al. 2007).

12. Results of replicated simulations. To validate the inverse modeling results and the
software simulation results duplicate simulations were performed by Groundwater Vistas
through a manual calibration for data sets in which the two parameters, K,;; and K., were used.
According to the results, there was not a significant discrepancy between the achieved
parameters in the two types of simulations, i.e., between the simulations based on Groundwater
Vistas through manual calibration and the simulations based on the combination of Visual
MODFLOW and the automatic calibration model WInPEST. The correlation coefficients
between the parameter results of the two sets of simulations were 0.30 and 0.33 for K,;; and

Kge¢, respectively, and the P-values were 0.34 and 0.27, respectively.
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Table S1. Simulation results of the case F3 at 30 mg/L for different sets of parameters and two different numerical methods of finite difference
(FD) and total variation diminishing (TVD).a

FD-2par. TVD-2par. FD-4par. TVD-4par.
Kg or Ky 7.21E-03°  4.15E-03°  7.15E-03°  4.06E-03°

Kdet 2.61E-02 1.39E-02 2.59E-02 1.36E-02
A - - 1.19E-07 1.76E-07
Ay - - 4.32E-07 4.79E-07
R? 0.987 0.984 0.987 0.983
P-Value 0.43 0.45 0.43 0.44

*The unit of K4 is m3/Kg and the units of other parameters are s~ 1. "K4. Kzt
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Table S2. Parameter values and fitting results for different sets of parameters and two different numerical methods for the cases F1 and F2 at 30
a
mg/L.

TVD-
4par.”

KgorK,, 3.35E-03  2.69E-03'  347E-03' 244E-03° 2.12E-03  2.13E-03¢

FD-2par. TVD-2par. FD-4par. TVD-4par. FD-4par.”

Kget 1.29E-02 9.14E-03 1.34E-02 8.18E-03 6.57E-03 6.28E-03

£1.30 M - i 100E-05  100E-07  -2.15E-04  -2.08E-04
mg/L A - i 100E-05  3.34E-07  958E-06  9.99E-06
R2 0.940 0.935 0.936 0.934 0.970 0.963
P-Value  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.996 0.858
Kqor Ky 2.39E-03¢  227E-03'  245E-03  220E-03¢  207E-03'  1.94E-03°
Kye  984E-03  872E-03  102E-02  8.80E-03  8.00E-03  6.69E-03
£9.30 M - . 100E-05  100E-05  -128E-04  -1.14E-04
mg/L A - i 100E-05  100E-05  9.97E-06  9.58E-06
R2 0.970 0.964 0.968 0.962 0.983 0.974
P-Value 001 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.94 0.69

The unit of K4 is m3/K g and the units of other parameters are s 1. "Allowing negative values for A, and A, in the calibration process. °Kg4. ‘K.
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Table S3. Number of the iterations in which 5% and 1% convergence were achieved for the parameter A, in the iterative procedure, in different
cases of the 1-D model.

F3-1g/L F3-3g/L F3-69/L F2-1g/L F2-3g/L F2-6¢/L Fl-1g/L F1-3g/L F1-69/L
5% 3 3 11 4 5 5 5 9 5
1% 4 4 37 6 9 8 9 22 9

Table S4. Mass recovery results at the final stage of the iteration procedure for each case of thel-D model.

F1-6g/L F1-3g/L F1-1g/L F2-6g/L F2-3g/L F2-1g/L F3-6 F3-3g/L F3-1¢9/L

Model M / MO 0.61 0.62 0.62 0.74 0.75 0.79 0.91 0.96 0.97
Experiment M/ M0 0.61 0.61 0.62 0.73 0.74 0.80 0.91 0.96 0.97
Difference (%) 0.1 11 0.3 1.0 1.8 11 0.2 0.2 0.1

Table S5. Mass recovery results at the final stage of the iteration procedure for each case of the 2-D model.

Woashed Unwashed Oxidized

MRNIP2 MRNIP2 MRNIP2
Model M/MO 0.43 0.32 0.55
Experiment M/MO  0.40 0.32 0.58
Difference (%) 6.5 0.7 4.4
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Table S6. Input parameters and the results of calculating the agglomerate sizes based on Phenrat et al. (2010)(Phenrat et al. 2010b) for the cases of
F1 and F2 of the 1-D model.

dpa Qb YSC Hod Mse MWf Navog dMOh [NaCI]I daggj
F2 4.6E-07 9.85E-09 10.3 1.25E-06 400000 70 6.03E+23 7.5E-08 10 8.97E-07
F1 6.22E-07 9.85E-09 10.3 1.25E-06 400000 70 6.03E+23 6.3E-08 10 1.49E-06

%Particle diameter (m). "Total volumetric flow rate in the porous media (m3/s). “Apparent shear rate (s~1). “Magnetic permeability in vacuum

(N /A?). °NZVI saturation magnetization (A/m). "Molecular weight of polymeric surface modifier (kg/mol). %Avogadro's number (mol~1).
"Adsorbed polymer layer thickness determined from Ohshima's soft particle analysis (m). 'NaCl concentration (mol/m3). 'Calculated agglomerate
size (m) based on Phenrat et al. (2010).(Phenrat et al. 2010b)

Table S7. Input parameters and the results of calculating the agglomerate sizes based on Phenrat et al. (Phenrat et al. 2010b) for various layers in
the case of the washed MRNIP2 of the 2-D model.

dp® Npore” \% Q Vs Ho' Me  My" Navo duo'  [NaCll  dggg
Fine 2.53E-07 26708 2.48E-04 7.79E-05 53705 1.25E-06 711633 16 6.03E+23  7.0E-08 1 4.18E-07
Medium  2.53E-07 2909 3.09E-04 9.70E-05 22072 1.25E-06 711633 16 6.03E+23  7.0E-08 1 5.46E-07
Coarse 2.53E-07 263 1.25E-03 3.94E-04 39276 1.25E-06 711633 16 6.03E+23  7.0E-08 1 4.59E-07

%Particle diameter (m). "Number of pores in the column cross section. ¢ Pore water velocity. “Total volumetric flow rate in the porous media
(m3/s). *Apparent shear rate (s~1). "Magnetic permeability in vacuum (N /A2). °NZVI saturation magnetization (A/m). "Molecular weight of
polymeric surface modifier (kg/mol). 'Avogadro's number (mol~1). Adsorbed polymer layer thickness determined from Ohshima's soft particle
analysis (m). “NaCl concentration (mol/m3). 'Calculated agglomerate size (m) based on Phenrat et al. (Phenrat et al. 2010b).
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FIGURE S1. Display of the grid design for the 1-D model.
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FIGURE S2. Display of the grid design for the 2-D model
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FIGURE S3. Variations in parameter values (left figures) and fitting results (right figures) during the
iterative procedure for the case F1 at (a) 6 g/l, (b) 3 g/L, and (c) 1 g/L of the 1-D model.
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FIGURE S8. Variations in (a) parameter values and (b) fitting results during the iterative procedure for
the case of the unwashed MRNIP2 in the 2-D model.
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FIGUREFIGURE S11. Particle path lines obtained by the MODPATH model for calculating the weight of each layer in the averaging method.
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FIGURE S13. Comparison of the concentration contours of the tracer simulation results with the
experimental photos.
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ABSTRACT: This study evaluates the concept of using zerovalent
iron (ZVI) powder or nanoscale zerovalent iron (NZVI) particles in
combination with a low frequency (150 kHz) AC electromagnetic field
(AC EMF) to effectively remove trichloroethylene (TCE) from
groundwater and saturated soils. ZVI and NZVI are ferromagnetic,
which can induce heat under applied AC EMF. The heat generated by
ZVI and NZVI induction can increase the rate of dechlorination,
according to Arrhenius’ equation, and increase the rate of TCE
desorption from TCE-sorbed soil. Both dechlorination and TCE
desorption enhance the overall TCE removal rate. We evaluated this
novel concept in laboratory batch reactors. We found that both ZVI
and NZVI can induce heat under applied AC EMF up to 120 °C in 20
min. Using ZVI and NZVI with AC EMF enhanced dechlorination of
dissolved TCE (no soil) up to 4.96-fold. In addition to increasing the
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temperature by ZVI and NZVI induction heating, AC EMF increased intrinsic ZVI and NZVI reactivity, ostensibly due to
accelerated corrosion, as demonstrated by the increased ORP. In a soil-water-TCE system, NZVI together with AC EMF
thermally enhanced desorption of TCE from soil and increased the degradation of TCE up to 5.36-fold compared to the absence
of AC EMF. For the first time, this study indicates the potential for ZVI and NZVI coupled with AC EMF as a combined
remediation technique for increasing the rate and completeness of in situ cleanup of adsorbed phase contaminants.

1. INTRODUCTION

In situ chemical reduction (ISCR) using zerovalent iron (ZVI)-
based agents is a well-known remediation technology. In situ
ZVI applications include permeable reactive barriers (PRBs)
that intercept and treat the contaminant plume as it moves
through the barrier,'® and more recently, include injection of
nanoscale zerovalent iron (NZVI) into source zones or
contaminated soils.®™"* By 2004, there were at least 120
pilot-scale and field-scale ZVI permeable reactive barriers
installed.'® By 2009, more than 45 pilot-scale and field-scale
NZVI remediation tests had been conducted.'”'® In this
process, zerovalent iron (Fe) is oxidized by chlorinated

mixture of magnetite and maghemite (Fe,O;) has also been
reported.”**®

A major problem plaguing the success of NZVI is the slow
rate of dissolution of TCE from nonaqueous phase liquid
(NAPL)** or slow desorption of TCE from soil to the aqueous
phase.”*”” This is because the reaction is surface mediated;
therefore, contaminants must be dissolved to transport to the
NZVI surface. For this reason, the rate of TCE degradation is
limited by the rate of mass transfer to the aqueous phase.””"
Rather, the ZVI or NZVI reacts with water to form H,, which
increases the amount of ZVI or NZVI required for remediation.

Therefore, any action to enhance DNAPL dissolution or to

organics (as electron acceptors), such as trichloroethylene Received:  September 14, 2015
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enhance contaminant desorption can speed the reaction rate
and improve the electron efficiency of the remediation.

In addition to being a reducing agent, ZVI is ferromag-
netic.”> 73! Nevertheless, its magnetic property has only
recently been used for enhancing the pollutant removal rate.
In 1999, Jovanovic’s research group first utilized the magnetic
property of micron-sized Pd/ZVI particles impregnated into
calcium alginate beads to make a magnetically stabilized
fluidized bed (MSFB) reactor for dechlorination of p-
chlorophenol possible under an applied DC electromagnetic
field (DC MF).”~** However, the magnetic property of ZVI
was not intentionally used to enhance the p-chlorophenol
degradation in these studies. In 2011, Choi’s research group
reported that applying DC MF to ZVI can induce an oxidation
reaction due to the enhanced O, dissolution and ZVI
dissolution to Fe** for Fenton’s reaction.>® In addition, DC
MF can also increase the stability of radicals by inhibiting their
recombination through interaction with electron spins.*®
Recently, Guan’s research group presented a series of
experimental studies using superimposed weak magnetic field
or premagnetization to enhance the removal efficacies of
various metal and metalloid, including antimony, arsenic,
chromate, copper, and selenite’’ ~** by ZVI. The enhanced
removal was attributed to the accelerated ZVI corrosion and
the transformation of amorphous iron (hydro) oxides to
lepidocrocite. During experiments, ORP was observed to have
substantially decreased, whereas Fe dissolution significantly
increased after premagnetizing ZVI with DC MEF. The
accelerated ZVI corrosion was explained by the magneto-
convection of Fe. According to this theory, MF causes an
additional convective transfer of solutes to the surface of a
ferromagnetic electrode (such as ZVI) due to the difference in
the magnetic susceptibility of solutes and the electrode
surface™ as well as the difference in the magnetic susceptibility
of solute and solvent molecules.** Guan’s research group
conducted a simulation to illustrate that the field gradient force
can accumulate paramagnetic Fe?* ions along the higher field
gradient at the ZVI particle surface, which creates localized
galvanic couples and electromagnetic forces that stimulate the
migration of ions, the breakdown of passive film, and eventually
the enhancement of localized corrosion.””*" This phenomenon
results in the higher reduction capacity of ZVI than that
without DC MF. Similarly, the same field gradient force can act
on paramagnetic metal ions such as Cu®* to expedite Cu’"
adsorption on the ZVI surface.”'

Although ferromagnetism of ZVI has recently been utilized
for enhanced contaminant removal, a low frequency AC EMF
(50—200 kHz) to enhance ZVI reactivity has not yet been
examined. The AC EMF can potentially enhance the TCE
dechlorination rate through two theoretical phenomena similar
to those of DC MF, enhanced ZVI corrosion and magneto-
convection of TCE to the ZVI surface. Nevertheless, AC EMF
has the potential to speed up TCE remediation in groundwater
and soil even better than the DC EMF via electromagnetic
induction heating of ZVI and NZVI In the medical field,
magnetite nanoparticles (Fe;O,) are used in thermal treat-
ments, such as magnetic assisted hyperthermia,45 where
functionalized magnetic nanoparticles target tumor cells and
then they are heated by applied AC EMF to kill the cancer
cells.*® Similarly, ZVI or NZVI should be able to induce heat
under an applied low frequency AC EMF. The heat generated
can speed up the dechlorination reaction and can promote
DNAPL dissolution or desorption of contaminants from soils.
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Truex et al. combined moderate-temperature subsurface
electrical resistance heating (up to S0 °C) with in situ ZVI
treatment in a field scale using an average power of 450 kW-h
per day for a 58 m® treated area. They reported acceleration of
TCE degradation up to four to eight times, presumably due to
increasing both reaction and TCE dissolution from NAPL."
Electromagnetic induction heating should improve remediation
in a similar way, and with less energy input. A schematic of the
proposed process is shown in Figure S1 and S2 in SI
(Supporting Information).

The present study evaluates the feasibility of using low
frequency AC EMF (150 kHz) together with ZVI and NZVI to
enhance TCE degradation in soil and groundwater. Magnetic
characterization was conducted for both ZVI and NZVI. Batch
experiments were conducted to evaluate the ability of ZVI and
NZVI to generate heat under an applied EMF. The TCE
degradation kinetics in groundwater and in soil with ground-
water by ZVI and NZVI both with and without AC EMF were
compared to quantify the benefits of using AC EMF.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Soil and Groundwater. Soil and groundwater samples
used in this study were collected from an upstream location
(i.e, no TCE was detected in the area) from a contaminated
site in the Map Ta Phut (MTP) Industrial Estate in Rayong
Province, Thailand (see more details of sampling methods and
rationales in SI). Physicochemical properties of soil including
fraction of organic carbon (foc), soil texture, size distribution,
and specific gravity were measured. Physicochemical properties
of the groundwater including temperature, pH, ORP,
conductivity, alkalinity, total organic carbon (TOC), species
of cations, and anions were measured using standard analytical
methods.

2.2. TCE Sorption Kinetics, Partitioning Coefficient,
and Desorption Kinetics. The TCE sorption rate, sorption
capacity, and desorption kinetics of MTP soil were measured by
headspace measurement in serum bottles capped by Teflon
Mininert valves as specified in SI. For TCE sorption
experiment, each bottle contained 10 mL of headspace, 10
mL of soil slurry (4:6 of soil-to-groundwater ratio by volume),
and 100 mg/L of TCE. At selected time points, a 100-uL
headspace sample was withdrawn from the reactors and
analyzed for TCE using GC/ECD. As no degradation
byproduct was observed, the depletion in the aqueous TCE
concentration was attributed to partitioning of TCE to the soil.
The adsorbed TCE concentration was then calculated from
mass balance.

On the other hand, desorption kinetics of TCE were studied
by displacing supernatant with deionized water in the individual
vials after the sorption equilibrium was achieved at 85 days of
the TCE sorption kinetics experiment, then the experimental
procedure continued in the same way as in the sorption kinetics
experiments. The desorption kinetics were evaluated for three
consecutive cycles.

2.3. ZVI, NZVI, Magnetite, and Magnetic Character-
ization. Two different ZVI samples were used, H150 and
H200 (Hepure, Claymond, DE). Table S1 (in SI) summarizes
the physical properties of H150 and H200 as obtained from the
supplier. Nanofer 25 (NF25) (Nanoiron, Czech Republic) was
the NZVI used. Table S2 (in SI) summarizes the physical
properties of NF2S as obtained from the supplier. In addition,
MRNIP, a nearly fully oxidized NZVI (Fe° content <5%), from
Toda Corporation and magnetite nanoparticles (Fe;O,) (Nano
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Amore, USA) were used. These particles could not dechlorinate
TCE but responded to the AC EMF. All ZVI, NZVI, and
magnetite particles were characterized by X-ray diffraction
(XRD) and magnetic susceptibility using a vibrational sample
magnetometer (VSM).

2.4. Magnetic Induction Heating (MIH) Rate of ZVI
and NZVI. To investigate the rate of heating induced by ZVI
and NZVI under applied AC EMF, H150, H200, NF2,
MRNIP2, and magnetite suspensions were placed into the
center of the induction coil of an AC EMF generator (AC
EMFG) (Figure S3 in SI). The custom-made AC EMFG
provided an AC EMF at the current intensity of 15 A at a
frequency of 150 kHz. An infrared and contact thermometer
(Fluke 561) (Fluke, Everett, WA) was used to monitor the
temperature change from the induced heat. Additionally, 10 mL
of ZVI, NZVI, or magnetite suspension at a particle
concentration of 10 g/L (in both DI and MTP groundwater)
was added to a 20 mL glass vial with a screw cap. The glass vial
was inserted into an insulator prior putting into the induction
coil for MIH study. The induced temperature under the applied
AC EMF was monitored for 40 min or until the temperature
reached 120 °C.

2.5. TCE Dechlorination in Aqueous Phase with and
without AC EMF. The rate of TCE dechlorination in the
aqueous phase by H150 (ZVI) and NF25 (NZVI) in DI and
MTP groundwater was measured with and without applied AC
EMF as fully described in SI. For the standard dechlorination
study (i.e, without applied AC EMF), the TCE dechlorination
rates were measured in 20 mL serum bottles capped with a
Mininert closures. Each reactor contained 10 mL of headspace
and 10 mL of liquid. The liquid mixture contained the
suspension of either 10 g/L of NF2S or 50 g/L of H150 in
either DI or MTP groundwater with the initial TCE
concentration of 50 mg/L. A 100 uL headspace sample was
withdrawn from the reactors at selected times and analyzed for
TCE as described above for the adsorption studies. At the end
of the study, a 100 uL headspace sample was withdrawn from
the reactors and analyzed for dechlorination products including
acetylene, ethane, and ethene. The reactors were rotated on an
end-overend rotator at 30 rpm at 23 °C + 2 °C throughout the
study.

For dechlorination experiments under applied AC EMF, the
experimental setup was modified by placing the insulated
reactors into the center of induction coil of the AC EMFG that
generated AC EMF at the current intensity of 15 A and the
frequency of 150 kHz. For NF2S, five cycles of electromagnetic
induction heating were applied over 10 h. Each cycle was 2 h
with 60 min of AC EMF application, followed by 60 min of
reaction without AC EMF (i.e,, cooling down). The temper-
ature was measured by a contact IR thermometer at the end of
the heating cycle. During the 60 min of reaction without AC
EMF for each cycle, the insulated reactors were rotated on an
end-over-end rotator at 30 rpm to allow dechlorination to take
place at a gradually decreasing temperature. Finally, a 100 yL
headspace sample was withdrawn from the reactors and
analyzed for TCE when the temperature of the reactor was
back to the room temperature. At the end of the fifth cycle, a
100 pL headspace sample was withdrawn from the reactors and
analyzed for dechlorination byproducts.

A similar approach was used for H150 (ZVI). However, each
cycle of reaction for H150 reactors consisted of 65 min with S
min of AC EMF application, followed by 60 min of reaction
without AC EMF. During the 60 min of reaction without AC
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EMF for each cycle, the insulated reactors were rotated on an
end-overend rotator at 30 rpm. Due to the greater mass of
HI150 (S0 g/L) in the reactors in comparison to NF25, the
H150 reactors heated up much faster than the NF2S5 reactors.
For this reason, we applied only a S min heating step for H150
reactors followed by 60 min of reaction without heating as they
yielded a temperature of 80 °C, comparable to the temperature
generated by NF2S$ reactors already.

Finally, yet importantly, in order to separate the AC EMF
effect from the increasing temperature effect on TCE
dechlorination rate, we conducted another set of TCE
dechlorination experiments using NF2S, but this time no AC
EMF was applied. Nevertheless, a heating water bath was used
to maintain the temperature profile for dechlorination similar to
that obtained from the MIH study of NF25 with AC EMF. The
difference between TCE dechlorination rates of the two cases
should provide some insight into the role of AC EMF and
NZVI magnetism beyond temperature effect. Moreover, to
evaluate the hypothesis of enhanced TCE dechlorination via
enhanced NZVI corrosion due to AC EMF, we measured ORP
as a function of applied AC EMF time (at S, 15, 30, and 60
min) for the reactors with NZVI in DI water at the previously
described conditions as for TCE dechlorination. The decrease
of ORP will support the possibility of enhanced NZVI
corrosion hypothesis.

2.6. TCE Dechlorination for TCE Contaminated Soil
and Groundwater with and without AC EMF. To assess
the effect of AC EMF on the dechlorination of adsorbed TCE
by NZVI, the rate of TCE degradation was measured in slurries
containing soil, groundwater, and either NF25 or MRNIP2
with and without an applied EMF. In these studies, TCE is
initially in equilibrium between the dissolved and soil-adsorbed
phases. Without applied AC EMF, the TCE dechlorination
rates were measured in 20 mL serum bottles capped with a
Mininert closures. Each reactor contained 10 mL of headspace
and 10 mL of TCE-contaminated soil-NZVI-groundwater
slurry. To prepare the TCE contaminated soil, 20 mL reactors
were filled with 8 mL of soil slurry (4:6 of MTP soil-to-
groundwater ratio by volume) and 100 mg/L TCE. The
reactors were equilibrated on a roller at 30 rpm at 23 + 2 °C for
50 days. Then, a 100 uL headspace sample was withdrawn from
the reactors and analyzed for TCE as described previously to
determine the adsorbed mass of TCE. A 2 mL aliquot of
concentrated NZVI was added to the soil/groundwater slurry
to obtain the total of 10 mL of slurry with 10 g/L of NF2$ or
MRNIP2 together with 10 mL of headspace. The reactors were
rotated on a roller at 30 rpm at 23 + 2 °C throughout the
study. At selected times, a 100 uL headspace sample was
withdrawn from the reactors and analyzed for TCE. At the end
of the study, a 100 uL headspace sample was withdrawn and
analyzed for dechlorination byproducts including acetylene,
ethane, and ethene. In addition, at the end of the study, a
hexane extraction was performed by adding 5 mL of hexane to
recover the remaining TCE (both dissolved and soil-sorbed
phase) from the system.

An identical protocol was followed for dechlorination
experiments under an applied AC EMF. However, the insulated
reactors were placed into the center of the induction coil of the
AC EMFG that generated an electromagnetic field at the
current intensity of 15 A and the frequency of 150 kHz. Seven
cycles of electromagnetic induction heating were applied in this
enhanced dechlorination study, using the same procedure as
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described for the reactions without soil. Hexane extraction was
performed at the end of the study.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1. MTP Soil and Groundwater Characteristics, TCE
Partitioning, and TCE Desorption. The MTP soil and
groundwater characteristics was described in SI. The TCE
significantly partitioned to MTP soil (Figure S4a in SI).
Moreover, Ky was 146 L/kg (Figure S4b in SI). Thus,
according to the calculation assuming no headspace to simulate
saturated subsurface, 75% of the TCE mass was adsorbed into
the soil ([TCE],peq = 41 mg/kg) and 25% of the mass in
groundwater ([TCE]aq = 25 mg/kg). According to the pseudo
first order sorption kinetics (Figure.S4a in SI), the aqueous
TCE removal rate via sorption is 4.95 X 107 day ' (or 2.10 X
1073 hrt).

As for the desorption behavior, three desorption cycles
showed TCE desorption following exponential pattern to the
plateau level. The pseudo first order desorption rates (Figure
S5 in SI) were 11.80 + 5.50 X 1073 hr! for the first desorption
cycle, 6.50 + 3.10 X 107> hr™" for the second desorption cycle,
and 8.2 + 4.7 X 107 hr™! for the third desorption cycle. This
suggests that slow desorption of TCE from MTP soil could
limit the rate of TCE dechlorination by ZVI or NZVL

3.2. Material and Magnetic Characteristics of ZVI and
NZVI. The XRD analyses (Figure S6 in SI) confirm the
existence of Fe’ and Fe;O, as the predominant phases present
in all samples in this study. Nevertheless, MRNIP2 (aged
NZVI) has a relatively higher fraction of Fe;O, than NF2$
(fresh NZVI) as expected. Each sample had unique magnetic
responses under VSM test (Figure 1a), indicating differences in
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Figure 1. (a) Magnetic hysteresis behaviors of ZVI and NZVI as
determined by VSM and (b) ZVI and NZVI suspension temperature
increase vs AC EMF time for H150, NF25, MRNIP, and magnetite in
DI and MTP groundwater.
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saturation magnetization (M), remanence (M,), coercivity
(H.), and energy dissipation. Several general trends are
observed and discussed in details in SI.

The most important magnetic characteristic for the present
study is the area under the hysteresis loop (AU) that represents
the hysteresis loss due to the irreversible magnetization in an
AC EMF. Hysteresis loss is one of three losses including eddy
current loss and residual loss, which altogether generate heat
during magnetic induction of magnetic particles in AC EMF.
Figure S7 (in SI) enlarges the hysteresis curves (Figure la)
from the field of 1000 to —1000 G to illustrate the hysteresis
loops of each ZVI or NZVI sample. Noticeably, upon the
magnetization and demagnetization cycle, magnetic particles
respond irreversibly, causing hysteresis and loss of energy as
heat. The degree of irreversibility, AU, is related to the amount
of energy dissipation upon the reversal of the field. Under AC
EMF, the reversal happens continuously and yields heat by
energy dissipation from the particles. For a particular frequency
(f) of AC EMF, heat (P) generated due to the hysteresis loss is
given by eq 1.**

P=fAU (1)

The order of AU for ZVI and NZVI is as follows: H150 (12
X 10* emu G/g) > H200 (7 X 10* emu G/g) > NF25 (6.7 X
10* emu G/g) > MRNIP2 (5.5 X 10* emu G/g) > magnetite
(44 x 10* emu G/g). The AU of ZVI and fresh NZVI are
greater than aged NZVI (MRNIP2) and magnetite. These
differences should result in different abilities to generate heat
under an applied AC EMF.

3.3. MIH Rate for ZVI and NZVI. Under applied AC EMF,
DI and MTP control experiments without ZVI or NZVI could
not generate any heat. On the other hand, all ZVI and NZVI
evaluated generated heat and raised the temperature of the
suspension as expected (Figure 1b). In DI water, all ZVI and
NZVI raised temperature of the suspension above 80 °C in less
than 15 min. However, their heat induction rate constants (k)
(determined from eq 2) and maximum induced temperature
increases (AT, = Tma — To) depend on their magnetic
properties.

T=T, + AT, (1 — ") )

As theoretically predicted, H150 (K = 9.4 X 107> min~"
and AT, = 109 °C in DI water) was the fastest in heating
kinetics, agreeing with its highest AU discussed previously. In
addition, H150 generated heat via hysteresis to 123 °C within
20 min. However, the heating rates of NF25, MRNIP2, and
magnetite nanoparticles were similar, in line with their similar
AU values. In DI water, NF25 (Kiy; = 8.9 X 107> min~! and
AT,.. = 639 °C in DI water) reached the maximum
temperature of 92 °C in 25 min, whereas MRNIP2 (K =
8.6 X 1072 min~! and AT, = 71.6 °C in DI water) reached
the maximum temperature of 86 °C in 20 min. In addition,
magnetite nanoparticles (Kiy = 14.4 X 107> min~" and AT, =
60.6 °C in DI water) reached the maximum temperature of 84
°C in 20 min.

In general, the solution chemistry of the suspension seems to
have little impact on the heating rate (Figure 1b). One
exception is the NF2S, where the heating rate as much lower in
groundwater than in DI water (Ky; = 8.9 X 10> min ™' AT, =
63.9 in DI vs Ky = 1.4 X 1072 min™" and AT,,,, = 115.6 °C in
MTP). Even after 30 min under EMF, the NF2S in MTP
suspension could not exceed 80 °C like other cases discussed
earlier. This is likely due to agglomeration during the
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application of AC EMF. This can decrease the heat induction
and energy dissipation. A similar decrease of induction heating
capacity was not observed for the case of MRNIP2 (aged,
polymer coated NZVI) presumably because of its hi§her
stability against agglomeration due to a polymer coating.*
3.4. Dissolved TCE Dechlorination with and without
AC EMF. Applied AC EMF greatly enhanced the dechlorina-
tion of dissolved TCE in DI and MTP groundwater by both
NZVI (NF25) and ZVI (H150) (see Table 1 and Figure 2a).

Table 1. Mass-Normalized Pseudo First Order Rate
Constants of TCE dechlorination for Various Experimental
Conditions in This Study

NZVI or  type of heating mass-normalized dechlorination rate

ZV1 media condition constant (10° L/g/h)
N2§ DI none 7.10 + 1.22
WB 10.80 + 1.74
EMF 3520 + 4.23
N25 MTP none 543 + 0.47
EMEFE 20.20 + 3.10
N2S§ Soil + none 2.20 + 0.68
MTP EMF 11.80 + 1.13
H150 DI none 0.84 + 0.09
EMF 1.69 + 0.25
H150 MTP none 1.02 + 0.09
EMF 1.37 £ 0.25

Without AC EMF, the mass-normalized TCE dechlorination
rate constants by NF25 in DI and MTP groundwater are 7.10
+ 122 X 107 and 543 + 047 X 107> L/g/h, respectively
(Figure 2a and Table 1). Ionic and organic (natural organic
matters) solutes in MTP groundwater appear to decrease the
TCE dechlorination rate constant by a factor of 1.3 in
comparison to the DI water, consistent with previous reports in
the absence of AC EMF.”" Dechlorination byproducts included
ethane and ethene (Figure S8 in SI); no acetylene was
observed. The opposite trend was observed for H150 (Figure
S9 and Table 1), with mass-normalized pseudo first order rate
constants of 0.84 + 0.09 X 107> and 1.02 + 0.09 X 107> L/g/h
for DI and MTP groundwater, respectively. Without AC EMF,
the rate constants of H150 in DI are around five to ten times
smaller than the NF25 because NZVI has much larger specific
surface area than ZVI, and dechlorination is a surface mediated
reaction.

The application of AC EMF induced heat as previously
discussed and increased the rate of TCE dechlorination
compared to the absence of applied AC EMF. Interestingly,
the ability of the NF2S suspension to generate heat increased
with each cycle (Figure S10 in SI). This is consistent with its
high remanence (M,) and suggests that NF25S may be an
effective remediation material under an applied AC EMF. The
same behavior was also observed for NF25 in MTP
groundwater but was less pronounced in DI water. The TCE
dechlorination afforded by NF25 with AC EMF yielded the rate
constants of 35.20 + 4.23 X 107 and 20.20 + 3.10 X 10 L/g/
h for DI and MTP groundwater, respectively. This is 4.96 and
3.72 times greater than without AC EMF for DI water and
MTP groundwater, respectively (Figure 2b). The enhanced
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Figure 2. (a) TCE dechlorination kinetics using NF2S in DI water
(triangles) and MTP groundwater (squares) with AC EMF (red
symbols) and without AC EMF (white symbols) as well as NF2S in DI
water heated by water bath (blue triangles). The dashed lines
represent the pseudo first order modeling. (b) Summary of enhanced
dissolved TCE dechlorination by NZVI and ZVI with AC EMF and
water bath (WB) depicted as the ratio of the TCE dechlorination rate
constant with AC EMF or WB (kTCE-aq-AC EME or wp) Over the TCE
dechlorination rate constant without AC EMF or WB
(kpCE-ag:No AC EMF or No wp) fOr €ach case. (c) The increasingly negative
ORP magnitude (AORP) of NZVI as a function of AC EMF time

(tAC EMF) .

dissolved TCE dechlorination rate is presumably due to the
higher temperature (Arrhenius theory), magneto-convection,
and enhanced ZVI corrosion, which is evaluated later in this
study. Interestingly, the applied AC EMF changes the
dechlorination products from ethene and ethane to acetylene
in both DI and MTP groundwater (Figure S8 in SI).
Considering electron consumption efficiency, the accumulation
of acetylene (intermediate) instead of ethane is beneficial, as
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TCE dechlorination to acetylene requires fewer electrons than
degradation to ethene.

Similar to NZVI, when ZVI (H150) was placed under
applied AC EMF for dissolved TCE dechlorination, it induced
greater heat in every consecutive cycle. Despite the lower
reactivity of ZVI compared to NZVI], application of AC EMF
also increased the TCE degradation rate constants in both in
DI and MTP groundwater although the increase was not as
pronounced as the case of NZVI. The TCE dechlorination
afforded by H150 with AC EMF yielded the rate constants of
1.69 + 0.25 X 107> and 1.37 £ 0.25 X 10~* L/g/h for DI and
MTP groundwater, respectively (Figure S9 in SI). This is 2.01
and 1.34 times greater than without EMF for DI water and
MTP groundwater, respectively (Figure 2b). Nevertheless,
unlike NZVI, dechlorination by HI1S0 with applied EMF
yielded ethane and ethene as major byproducts in both DI and
MTP groundwater (Figure S8 in SI).

According to the results discussed above, AC EMF enhances
dissolved TEC dechlorination rate constants for both NZVI
and ZVI. Intuitively, the enhanced reaction should be a
function of electromagnetic induction time (the longer the
induction time, the faster the dechlorination) and the particle
concentration under the induction (the greater the particle
concentration, the faster the dechlorination). Figure S11 in SI
confirms this hypothesis by illustrating the linear correlation
(with the slope of 0.9) between the enhanced dissolved TCE
dechlorination rate constant due to EMF (kTCE_aq_EMF/
krcEagNo pMp) and the ratio of EMF application time

temp) over the total dechlorination time (fpechiorination)
multiplied by particle concentration (Cyy; o nzv) for all the
four cases in this study. This correlation confirms that longer
EMF application time and higher concentrations of ZVI or
NZVI will yield greater dechlorination rates as theoretically
expected.

Additionally, we examine if the increase in dechlorination
rate constants with AC EMF was due to the higher temperature
alone as explained by the Arrhenius equation, or some other
phenomena, such as enhanced ZVI corrosion may play some
role. In order to investigate this possibility, we conducted
another set of TCE dechlorination experiments using NF2S in
a heating water bath to simulate the temperature profile for
dechlorination obtained from the MIH study of NF25 with
EMF (Figure S12 in SI). As shown in Figure 2a and Table 1,
the TCE dechlorination afforded by NF25 in DI with the
heating water bath yielded the rate constant of 10.80 + 1.74 X
1073 L/ g/h. This is around 1.52 times greater than the TCE
dechlorination rate constant of NF25 in DI without heating but
still 3.26 times smaller than the TCE dechlorination rate
constant of NF25 in DI with AC EMF. This suggests that
besides the temperature increase, the other two phenomena
(magneto-convection and enhanced ZVI corrosion) may also
be enhancing the rate constant. Figure 2c supports this
hypothesis by illustrating the decrease of ORP for both NZVI
reactors as a function of time under AC EMF. The ORP
represents the reduction capability of the system. Increasingly
negative ORP indicates a greater reduction capacity of the
system, (i.e, NZVI is more active in donating electrons). This
finding is in good agreement with a recent study reporting the
decrease of ORP of ZVI dispersion under DC ME.***!
Presumably, the applied AC EMF induces the field gradient
force on the NZVI surface, which subsequently induces
paramagnetic Fe?" ions, the byproduct of NZVI oxidation, to
deplete from the NZVI surface where the field gradient is low
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and to accumulate on the NZVI surface where the field gradient
is high. This Fe’* accumulation creates localized galvanic
couples, which promote the breakdown of the passive iron
oxide layer, which is known to decrease NZVI reactivity.”” This
local galvanic couple activity eventually enhances localized ZVI
corrosion,””*! resulting in increasingly negative ORP magni-
tude and the increase of the reduction power of the system.
3.5. Sorbed TCE Dechlorination With and Without AC
EMF. We investigated the influence of AC EMF on the
dechlorination of TCE when it is present on both the dissolved
phase and sorbed onto soil, (i.e., in a TCE presorbed soil-water
system). As shown in Figure 3, the series of unfilled circles

20
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Figure 3. Dissolved TCE dechlorination kinetics in a soil-water system
with preadsorbed TCE. Unfilled circles represent TCE dechlorination
by NF2S without AC EMF, red circles represent TCE dechlorination
by NF25 with AC EMF, and red squares represent TCE desorption
from soil by (unreactive) MRNIP with AC EMF. The dashed lines
represent the pseudo first order modeling.

shows the normalized dissolved TCE concentration vs time for
the TCE presorbed soil-NZVI-water-headspace system without
AC EMF. The dissolved TCE dechlorination rate without AC
EMF was first order with a dechlorination rate constant of 2.20
+0.68 X 107° L/ g/h, around 2.49 times smaller than the rate
constant in MTP groundwater without soil. The decrease TCE
dechlorination rate constant in the present of soil agrees very
well with the theoretically retarded dechlorination rate constant
(IoTCE_aq_soﬂ in eq 3) in accordance with the retardation factor
(R) due to TCE sorption to soil (eq 4). Where krcE-aq P and
n are TCE dechlorination constant in groundwater without soil,
bulk density of soil, and porosity, respectively.

kTCE—aq
R

kTCE—aq—soil = (3)
kd’p b
n 4)

Under the equilibrium with the ky of 1.46 L/kg, R is
calculated using eq 4 to be 7.28, and the theoretically
suppressed dechlorination rate constant under the influence
of TCE sorption to soil (lorCE,aq,SOH in eq 3) can be as low as
0.75 x 107 L/g/h, slightly lower than the experimentally
observed rate constant.

Noticeably, without applied AC EMF, the dissolved TCE
concentration did not reach zero even after 300 h of reaction.
Instead, the dechlorination seemed to progress to the system
where TCE in water remained constant at around 30% of the
initial dissolved TCE in the system. No further decrease of
dissolved TCE in the system occurred from 150 to 300 h. After

R=1+
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the end of the experiment, we recovered 35% by mass of the
initial TCE from the reactor using hexane extraction.
Additionally, 75% of the recovered TCE was sorbed onto
soil, whereas 25% was dissolved in the MTP groundwater. This
confirms our hypothesis that sorption and slow desorption of
TCE (desorption rate constant from 6.50 + 3.10 X 10~ to
11.80 = 5.50 X 1073 hr™') slows its dechlorination rate via
NZVI due to mass transfer limitation.”**

This same behavior of no further dechlorination in TCE
presorbed soil-NZVI-water system was previously reported by
Zhang et al.”® attributing this phenomenon to the reduced TCE
availability due to sorption onto soil as well. In addition to the
sorption limitation, Zhang et al. revealed that the soluble
organic matter released from the soils can suppress the ZVI's
dechlorination power.”® Due to nonselective nature of reducing
reaction by NZVI, which leads to its relatively short lifetime
(days to couple weeks),”" slow desorption of TCE from soil can
limit the effective use of electrons in NZVI for TCE
dechlorination. The NZVI might use its reducing power to
transform nontargeting compounds in the soil-water system
instead. This could explain no further decrease of dissolved
TCE in the system from 150 to 300 h in our study and also in
Zhang et al.s study.”®

As suggested above, rapid initial TCE desorption is essential
for making the best use of NZVI's reducing power. The
problem of slow TCE desorption is eliminated by the applied
AC EMF. The series of red circles shows the measured
dissolved phase TCE vs time in the TCE sorbed soil—water
system with applied EMF. The TCE dechlorination on rate
constant is higher with AC EMF than without, and unlike the
absence of AC EMF, the dissolved TCE concentration goes to
zero. The TCE dechlorination rate constant was 11.80 + 1.13
x 1073 L/ g/h, (i.e,, 5.36 times faster than the dechlorination in
soil without an applied AC EMF). Nevertheless, this TCE
dechlorination rate constant is still around 1.7 times smaller
than the rate constant in MTP groundwater under AC EMF
but without soil. The dissolved TCE was completely degraded
after 31 h of reaction, and no dissolved TCE was observed over
another 200 h, suggesting that the TCE degradation was
completed. After the study, hexane extraction recovered only
around 3% by mass of the initial TCE. This finding agrees with
our conceptual model in that heat induced by electromagnetic
induction of NF2S raised the temperature of the soil-water
system, which enhanced TCE desorption from soil (Figure S2b
in SI). Desorbed TCE was available for dechlorination and
rapidly degraded by NF2S. The influence of electromagnetic
induction of NZVI on TCE desorption was demonstrated using
the nonreactive (aged) NZVI, MRNIP. Over four MIH cycles,
MRNIP generated heat and raised the temperature to around
65 °C. As a result, the dissolved TCE concentration increased
to around 1.5 times of the initial concentration (red squares in
Figure 3), indicating that TCE was desorbed from soil.
However, allowing the system to cool to the original
temperature slowly returned the TCE concentration back to
its original value. The sorption rate constant was approximately
5.8 X 107 hr™". For the case of NF25 with AC EMF, we did
not observe this because the desorbed TCE was rapidly
dechlorinated at the elevated temperature.
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reactive barrier (PRB) using zerovalent iron (ZV1),
electrolytic barrier, and combined remediation using PRB
(ZVI) under EMF. Schematics of contaminated ground-
water and soil remediation by conventional NZVI, which
relies on two-step reaction including TCE desorption
from soil and TCE dechlorination at NZVI surface.
Physicochemical properties of ZVI used in this study.
Physicochemical properties of nanofer 25 (NF25). EMF
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Soil and Groundwater Samples

Soil and groundwater samples used in this study were collected from a
contaminated site in the Map Ta Phut industrial park (MTP) in Rayong Province,
Thailand. Groundwater and soil (3-15 meters depth) at this site is contaminated with
chlorinated organics including TCE. We used a direct push technique (Geoprobe,
Kansas, USA) together with a macro core soil sampler (MC) to obtain soil samples at
the depth of 5 meters from an upstream (uncontaminated) region of the contaminated
aquifer. We did this in order to have uncontaminated soil samples with the same
physicochemical and geochemical properties as the contaminated soil. Groundwater
samples were collected from a monitoring well, also upstream of the contaminated zone
at a depth of 15 meters. No TCE was detected in the upstream location. We just needed
the groundwater with the same geochemical condition in the site, but we would add the

known concentration of TCE for the dechlorination experiments as discussed next.

TCE Sorption Kinetics, Partitioning Coefficient, and Desorption Kinetics

Before use, the soil was oven-dried. Identical reactors without TCE were also
prepared as a reference. All experiments were done in duplicate. The reactors were
equilibrated on a roller mixer at 30 rpm at 23 + 2°C for 85 days. At selected time points,
a 100-pL headspace sample was withdrawn from the reactors and analyzed for TCE
using a 20 m Agilent J&W DB-624 capillary column on an Agilent 7820GC /ECD. At
the end of the study (i.e., 85 days), a headspace sample was analyzed for TCE
degradation by-products using 30 m GS-Carbonplot capillary column on an Agilent
7820 GC/FID. Measured peak area was converted to TCE concentration in the

groundwater using a TCE calibration curve determined using identical reactors (20 mL



50 of water and 10 mL of headspace) spiked with a known mass of TCE. It was assumed

51 that the water and air phases were in equilibrium (Knx=0.38 unitless). As no degradation

52 by-product was observed, the depletion in the aqueous TCE concentration was attributed

53  to partitioning of TCE to the soil. The adsorbed TCE concentration was then calculated

54  from mass balance. To get a reliable value of the soil-water partitioning coefficient (Kq)

55  (i.e., more than a single point isotherm), Kq was determined in identical reactors using

56  the same mass of soil and initial TCE concentrations ranging from 12.5 mg/L to 380

57  mg/L. The adsorbed mass of TCE was calculated in the same way as just described.

58

59

60

61 Table S1 Physicochemical Properties of ZVI used in this Study

Type Size (um) (%) Chemical Composition (%)

Fe C Si S P Mn
HCA- 45-152 (90%) 92-98 | 3(max) |2.5(max) |0.15 1(max) |05
150N (max) (max)
H-200 45-152 (60-85%) | 93-97 | 1.75-45 | 1-2.5 0.01- - -

<45 (15-40%) 0.15

62
63




64

65

66

67

Table S2 Physicochemical Properties of Nanofer 25 (NF25)

Physicochemical Properties of Nanofer 25 (NF25)

. - Fe(core)
0

Chemical composition of Fe FeO (shell)
Content of solid phase in dispersion by weight | 20%
Content Fe? in solid phase ~ 85%
Other ingredients in solid phase Fes04,FeO,C
Content of Fe®in dispersion by weight 17%
Crystalline structure of Fe° Alpha Fe
Particles morphology spherical
Average particle size d50 < 50nm
Particles specific surface area >25m?/g
Dispersion colour black
Dispersion density 1,210 kg/m3
FeC particles density 7,870 kg/m3
FesO4 density 5,700 kg/m3

Figure S3 AC EMF generator (AC EMFG) and an induction coil (white coil) to hold vials for
induction heating and AC EMF-enhanced dechlorination experiments.
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TCE Dechlorination in Aqueous Phase with and without AC EMF

No soil was used in these reactors. Thus, all TCE was in dissolved phase and did
not experience any mass transfer limitation via desorption from soil during
dechlorination. Experiments were performed in duplicate. Noticeably, here we designed
the H150 reactors to contain greater amount of ZVI (i.e., 50 g/L) to compensate for its
slower dechlorination rate than NZVI (i.e., the NS25 reactors). Control experiments
without H150 or NF25 demonstrated that TCE loss by mechanisms other than
degradation by Fe® was negligible (e.g., photodegradation, adsorption, and leakage). A
mass balance for each case was calculated. The TCE degradation was modeled assuming

a pseudo first order reaction.

The kinetics of TCE degradation under applied AC EMF was modeled assuming
a pseudo first order reaction and compared with the TCE degradation rate without the
applied AC EMF. Moreover, Due to the slower TCE dechlorination afforded by H150
in comparison to NF25 (i.e., ZVI1 vs. NZVI), we measured TCE concentration every 3
to 5 MIH cycles unlike measuring every single MIH cycle as for the case of NF25. We
conducted MIH for two days for the case of H150 in comparison to 10 hours for NF25

to yield complete dechlorination of TCE.

MTP Soil and Groundwater Characteristics

The MTP soil was a dark brown clayey sand. The specific gravity was 2.53. The fraction
of organic carbon was 27 g/kg (2.7%). Total organic carbon in MTP groundwater was
6.4 mg/L. The MTP groundwater was slightly acidic, pH 4.5, and had high conductivity

(1,518 pS/cm) and low alkalinity (50 mg/L as CaCOg). It contained both NO3z™ and SO4



91  2(i.e., 16.7 and 19.9 mg/L, respectively). In addition, NO3 is reported to adversely affect
92  NZVI performance. However, the adverse effect is not expected at this low NOs’

93  concentration *
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Figure S4 (a) TCE sorption kinetics on MTP soil and (b) Kd of TCE on MTP
soil as determined from the slope ofthe graph
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Table S3 Physical Properties of MTP Sail

(9/Kg)

Property Description/Vale
USC soil types Clayey Sand
Color Dark Brown
Specific gravity)(-) 2.53
Total Organic Carbon in Soil 27.08

11




Table S4 Physical and Chemical Properties of MTP Groundwater

o DO Anion/Oxyanion Cation
00 [P [isim) | @ avy | et | ssCacon e o SEv
1) cr | NO3 | pos3 | SO% | Nat | KT | Mg? | Ca?
30 | 4.5 1,518 2.1 312 6.4 50 42. | 16.7 — 19.9
9 346 | 2.0 - -
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Figure S6 XRD of (a) fresh NZV1 (NF25), (b) aged NZVI (MRNIP), (c) ZVI (H200), and (d)

FesOa. The red dash line represents Fe® while the rest of the peaks are magnetite.
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Figure S7 the enlargement of Fig.1 from the field of 1,000 to -1,000 G to illustrate the hysteresis
loops of each ZVI1 or NZVI sample
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Details of Material and Magnetic Characteristics of ZVI and NZVI

First, ZVI powder (H150 and H200) has a higher Ms (191 and 133 emu/g for
H150 and H200, respectively) than NZVI (Ms of MRNIP and NF25 =74 and 55 emu/g,
respectively), while magnetite nanoparticles (50 emu/g) have the lowest Ms. Due to
ferromagnetism, the saturation magnetization of Fe? is supposed to be greater than FesO4
2. This agrees with findings here, and a recent study showing that oxidation of iron
nanoparticles decreases Ms °. The remanence and coercivity of fresh NZVI (NF25) is
greater than ZVI (H150 and H200), aged NZVI (MRNIP2), and magnetite, suggesting
that size and oxidation of iron affects the permanence of magnetism. As shown in Fig.
1a, My of NF25 (11 emu/q) is greater than MRNIP2 (4 emu/g), H150 (5.5 emu/g), H200
(4 emu/g), and magnetite (1.6 emu/g). Further, M, of NF25 is in good agreement with
the value reported in the previous study *. Moreover, He of NF25 (168 G) is also
substantially greater than H200 (60 G), H150 (40 G), MRNIP2 (36 G), and magnetite
(36 G). This agrees with a recent study revealing that M, and Hc decreased with the
increase of particle size for multi-domain magnetic particles (particle diameter > 8-10

nm) °.
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Figure S8 By-product distributions from TCE dechlorination using NF25 and H150
in DI and MTP with and without AC EMF. The mole balance of acetylene, ethene,
ethane in these studies was from 93 to 108% of the initial TCE mole.
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Figure S9 TCE dechlorination Kinetics using H150 in DI (squares) and MTP
(triangles) without AC EMF (white) and with AC EMF (red).
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Figure S10 Temperature profiles of NF25 in DI water and MTP groundwater as a
function of time during five heating cycles.
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Figure S11 the linear correlation (with the slope of 0.9) between the enhanced dissolved
TCE dechlorination rate constant due to AC EMF (Ktce-ag-ac EMF/KTCE-ag-No AC EMF) and
the ratio of AC EMF application time (Xtac emr) over the total dechlorination time
(toechlorination) Multiplied by particle concentration (Czvi or nzvi) for all the four cases in

this study (both NF25 and H150 in DI and MTP groundwater).
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TCE Dechlorination in Water Bath

In order to investigate this possibility, we conducted another set of TCE
dechlorination experiments using NF25 in a heating water bath to simulate the
temperature profile for dechlorination obtained from the MIH study of NF25 with EMF
(Fig. S10 in Sl). The simulated temperature profile over 10 hours using heating water
bath is shown in Fig. S12 in SI. This 10-hour experiment consisted of five cycles of non-
EMF heating. Each cycle was two hours with 60 minutes of heating with water bath at
a particular temperature similar to Fig. S10 at a corresponding heating cycle, followed

by 60 minutes of reaction without heating (i.e., cooling down).
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Figure S12 Temperature profiles of NF25 in DI water heated by a water bath as a
function of time during five heating cycles
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Abstract

Nanoscale zerovalent iron (NZVI) is a promising remediation agent for volatile
organic compound contamination in saturated subsurface but is rarely applied for vadose
zone as there are not enough water molecules in the unsaturated zone to participate in
reductive dechlorination. Nevertheless, NZVI is ferromagnetic, capable of inducing heat
under an applied low frequency electromagnetic field (LF-EMF), offering an opportunity to
serve as a thermally enhanced remediation when combined with soil vapor extraction. In this
study, we evaluated the possibility of using foam as a carrying vehicle to emplace NZVI in
unsaturated porous media followed by the application of LF-EMF in laboratory batch
reactors. We found that sodium lauryl ether sulfate (SLES) (3% w/w) was the best candidate
for generating stable foam-based NZVI. The half-life of SLES foam-based NZVI (SLES-F-
NZVI) was 173 min. The SLES-F-NZVI carried as much as 41.31 g/LL of NZVI in the liquid
phase of the foam, and could generate heat to raise AT = 77°C in 15 min at the deposited
SLES-F-NZVI =77 g/kg. Under this condition, SLES-F-NZVI together with LF-EMF
enhanced TCE evaporation from TCE dense non-aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) in
unsaturated sand by 39.51 + 6.59 times in comparison to the reactors without SLF-EMF

application.

Keywords; nanoscale zerovalent iron particles; foam; unsaturated porous media; magnetic
induction heating; chlorinated volatile organic compounds; dense non-aqueous phase liquid

(DNAPL)
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1. Introduction

Vadose zone contamination with chlorinated volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) is
a persistent and vexing environmental problem, jeopardizing environmental quality and
public health. The average half-life for CVOC abiotic transformations ranges from two
months to greater than 10" yearsl. CVOCs may be entrapped as dense non-aqueous phase
liquid (DNAPL) residuals in pores in the vadose zone and behave as long-term sources of
toxic vapor migrating to the land surface and migrating into buildings, causing vapor
intrusion problems **. Additionally, CVOCs as DNALSs in the vadose zone act as long-term
sources of groundwater contamination by discharging CVOCs to underlying groundwater via
infiltration and percolation > °. Furthermore, CVOCs can also sorb onto soil and subsequently
discharge both vapor and dissolved CVOCs to contaminate soil gas and underlying
groundwater > °. While cleaning up of a CVOC contaminated saturate zone comprises a
variety of remedial alternatives, remediation techniques of CVOCs for the vadose zone are
limited to excavation, soil vapor extraction (SVE) £ 8, thermal enhanced SVE 9'12, and
bioventing 21

In situ chemical reduction (ISCR) using nanoscale zerovalent iron (NZVI) becomes a
promising groundwater remediation alternative '***. Evidently, by 2009, more than 45 pilot-
scale and field-scale NZVI remediation tests had been conducted > **. However, water-based
NZVI is much less applicable for dechlorination of CVOCs in the vadose zone due to
technical difficulties in NZVI delivery. For example, gravity may preferentially induce the
migration of water-based NZVI dispersion in the vertical direction, limiting lateral transport
and the radius of influence (ROI) *°. In addition, flushing water-based NZVI dispersion in the

vadose zone may cause unintended CVOC dissolution and migration to underlying aquifers,
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leading to even more severe contamination. Recent studies by Zhong and Li's group from
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory proposed using foam-assisted delivery of NZVI in the
vadose zone to overcome these technical difficulties *2’. They revealed that sodium lauryl
ether sulfate (SLES)-stabilized foam could transport NZVI through an unsaturated sand-

»_ Even though the

packed column much better than water-based NZVI dispersion
difficulties in particle delivery are solved by the foam-assisted delivery option, NZVI still
faces technical difficulty in CVOC degradation, as reductive dechlorination by NZVI requires
water molecules for the transformation of CVOCs to more benign by-products ' 2! 2% 2833,
Expectedly, the vadose zone may not have enough water molecules and may not have
sufficient CVOC dissolution in pore water for substantial reductive dechlorination by NZVI.
Thus, the chemical reactive nature of NZVI may not be as useful to vadose zone clean-up as
it is for the saturated zone.

Nevertheless, due to its ferromagnetic properties, NZVI may still be useful for vadose
zone remediation. NZVI’s magnetic response under applied magnetic field has just recently
been employed for remediation research. Although, in 1999, Jovanovic’s research group first
utilized the magnetic property of micron-sized Pd/ZVI particles impregnated into calcium
alginate beads to make a magnetically stabilized fluidized bed (MSFB) reactor for
dechlorination of p-chlorophenol possible under an applied DC electromagnetic field (DC
MF), the magnetic property of ZVI was not intentionally used to enhance the p-chlorophenol
degradation®*°. In 2011, Choi’s research group reported that applying DC MF to ZVI can
induce an oxidation reaction due to the enhanced O, dissolution and ZVI dissolution to Fe*"
for Fenton’s reaction’’. Until recently, Guan’s research group presented a series of
experimental studies using superimposed weak magnetic field or premagnetization to

enhance the water treatment efficacies of various metal and metalloid, including antimony,

arsenic, chromate, copper, and selenite®™* by ZVI. The enhanced removal was attributed to
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the accelerated ZVI corrosion and the transformation of amorphous iron (hydro) oxides to
lepidocrocite.

More importantly, ferromagnetic materials, such as Fe’ and its oxidized
ferromagnetic products including magnetite nanoparticles (Fe;04) and maghemite (y-Fe,03),
produce heat when subjected to a low frequency electromagnetic field (LF-EMF) (30-300
kHz). They are used in medicine for thermal treatments, such as magnetic assisted
hyperthermia ** *°, where functionalized magnetic nanoparticles target tumor cells and then
are heated by applied LF-EMF to kill the cancer cells ** *°. Most recently, Phenrat’s research
group revealed that using ZVI and NZVI with applied LF-EMF enhanced dechlorination of
dissolved TCE and TCE in a soil-water-TCE system up to 5-fold compared to the absence of
LF-EMF, presumably due to magnetically accelerated ZVI corrosion and thermally enhanced
desorption of TCE from soil*’. For the first time, the study indicates the potential for ZVI and
NZVI coupled with LF-EMF as a combined remediation technique for increasing the rate and
completeness of in situ cleanup of adsorbed phase contaminants in saturated soil and
groundwater.

Similarly, NZVI should be able to induce heat under an applied LF-EMF in the
vadose zone as it does in the saturated zone *". Conceptually, coupled with SVE, the heat
generated by NZVI under LF-EMF should speed up CVOC removal in the vadose zone via
thermal enhancement evaporation (Fig.1). Raising chemical vapor pressures by heating soil
in situ can decrease the remediation time and help effectively remove semi-volatile chemicals
untreatable by conventional SVE. This concept is similar to that of using radio frequency
heating (RFH) and microwave heating (MWH), except that RFH and MWH utilize
frequencies as high as 500 kHz to 500 MHz 4 49 and 500 MHz to 500 GHz * *
respectively. In addition, a major difference between the proposed NZVI heating under LF-

EMF and conventional RFH or MWH is that the LF-EMF proposed here generates heat by
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electromagnetic induction of emplaced NZVI in the vadose zone, while the RFH or MWH
discussed in previous studies generate heat by dielectric heating of molecules with the

#39 bresent in soil or pore

permanent and/or induced electric dipoles (unbalanced charges)
water. For this reason, LF-EMF heating of NZVI should improve remediation efficacy in a
similar way as RFH or MWH, but with less energy input. This performance is similar to the
enhanced TCE dechlorination up to 8 times using combined moderate-temperature subsurface
electrical resistance heating (up to 50°C) with in situ ZVI treatment in a field scale
application >'. Nevertheless, this novel combination of NZVI and LF-EMF has never been
tested for unsaturated porous media.

The present study evaluates the feasibility of using foam-based NZVI (F-NZVI)
together with LF-EMF (150 kHz) to enhance NZVI emplacement and TCE evaporation from
a TCE dense non-aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL) in laboratory-scaled unsaturated porous
media. The greater the enhanced TCE evaporation via magnetic induction heating (MIH) of
F-NZVI, the more effective the thermally enhanced SVE. Five different surfactants were
tested as F-NZVI stabilizers. Magnetic characterization was conducted for NZVI and F-
NZVI. Batch and column experiments were conducted to evaluate F-NZVI stability and
mobility in unsaturated porous media. The ability of F-NZVI to generate heat under an
applied LF-EMF was also examined. The TCE evaporation kinetics, both with and without
LF-EMF, were compared to quantify the benefits of using LF-EMF together with F-NZVI.

The feasibility of this combined remediation concept is discussed based on both F-NZVI

deliverability and enhanced TCE evaporation.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Surfactant and NZVI

6
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Five commercially available surfactants, PEG-20 sorbitan monostearate (Tween 60),
sorbitan monooleate (Span 80), Vertex Type 1 (proprietary foaming agent for lightweight
cellular concrete), Vertex Type 2 (proprietary foaming agent for lightweight cellular
concrete) and sodium lauryl ether sulfate (SLES) were used as foam stabilizers in this study.
The first four surfactants are chemically pure while the last has active matter at around 70%.
The NZVI used in this study was Nanofer 25 (NF25) (Nanoiron, Czech Republic). Table S1
(in Supporting Information (SI)) summarizes the physical properties of NF25 as obtained
from the supplier. In addition, NZVI was characterized by X-ray diffraction (XRD) and
magnetic properties using a vibrational sample magnetometer (VSM).

2.2. Foam generation procedure and foam characterization

The foam and F-NZVTI generation procedure used in this study was described in detail
in a previous study *° (See SI and Fig.S1). This first part of the experiment controlled the
surfactant concentration (1% (w/w)), NZVI concentration in the surfactant stock solution (50
g/L) and N, flow rate (125 mL/min) at constant values in order to determine the best type of
surfactant for foam formation and stabilization. The quality of the control foam (no NZVI)
and F-NZVI, the foam stability, and the bubble size distribution of the control foam and F-
NZVI were determined as described in SI *”>%. Each experiment was conducted in duplicate.

After evaluating the best kind of surfactant for stabilizing F-NZVI (found to be SLES,
as discussed in the result and discussion section), the second part of the experiment
determined the optimal surfactant concentration for foam generation by generating foam
using 50 g/ NZVI at various surfactant concentrations of 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9% (w/w). Then the
best type of surfactant at the optimal surfactant dose was used to determine the optimal N,
flow rate by conducting an experiment covering various N, flow rates of 125, 300, and 500
mL/min. For this part of the experiment, we could determine the optimal F-NZVI generating

conditions.
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2.3. Delivery and emplacement of F-NZVI in unsaturated sand-packed column

Only SLES-F-NZVI (F-NZVI stabilized by SLES) was used in this experiment as
SLES-F-NZVI appeared to perform the best of all the five surfactants (to be discussed next).
The transport experiments were performed using a cylindrical acrylic column, 16 c¢cm in
length and 2 cm in inner diameter, packed with quartz sand with an average size of 0.85 mm.
The column was attached to the foam generation column (Fig.S1). Sixty pore volumes (PVs)
of SLES-F-NZVI generated at the optimum generating condition (50 g/L NZVI in 3% (w/w)
SLES solution at a flow rate of 1.5 mL/min and 500 mL/min N,) was delivered into the
unsaturated sand-packed column. Each experiment was conducted in duplicate. The
breakthrough NZVI concentrations in SLES-F-NZVI were monitored. Furthermore, the
concentration of NZVI deposited onto the unsaturated sand was determined by dissecting the
sand-packed column into eight 2-cm long segments. See details of the experimental setup in
SIL
2.4. Magnetic induction heating (MIH) of F-NZVI and F-NZVI emplaced on
unsaturated porous media

In this experiment, the MIH capability of F-NZVI, both as free foam and foam
emplaced into unsaturated porous media, under applied LF-EMF was examined. The former
provides a basic understanding of how much heat free F-NZVI can be induced magnetically
while the latter more realistically represents the MIH of F-NZVI for vadose zone remediation
because when applied for remediation, F-NZVI will be injected and emplaced into the vadose
zone, where it helps generate heat under an applied LF-EMF. Only SLES-F-NZVT as the best
performing F-NZVI was investigated in this study. See the details of both experimental

setups in SI.

2.5 Enhanced TCE evaporation by F-NZVI with MIH
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F-NZVI coupled with MIH was evaluated for its capability to enhance TCE
evaporation in a batch study. The 25 ml glass vial used in this experiment contained 2 mL of
SLES-F-NZVI (generated using 100 g/LL NZVI in 3% (w/w) SLES and 500 mL/min N;) and
17.20 g of quartz sand with three different water saturations (WS) (5 %, 25 %, and 50 %) in
order to evaluate the role of water saturation on enhanced TCE evaporation via F-NZVI and
MIH. Pure phase TCE of 0.25 mL (or 3.5% saturation) was pipetted into the vial prior to
being promptly capped with Teflon Mininert™ to prevent TCE gas leaving the reactor. The
reactor was homogenized in an orbital shaker for 30 min prior to the study. Control rectors
including TCE in sand without SLES-F-NZVI were made under the same set-up with the
same three WS. The vial was insulated and placed into the center of the induction coil of a
custom-made electromagnetic magnetic field generator (EMFQG) (see SI) at 13 A and 150
kHz for MIH study for 5, 10, 15, 30, and 60 min. The temperature was measured using an
infrared and a contact thermometer. TCE evaporation due to SLES-F-NZVI coupled with
MIH was quantified by sampling 50 uL. of headspace via a gastight syringe through the
Teflon Mininert™ valve. The gas sample was analyzed for TCE and its chlorinated
byproducts using a 20 m Agilent J&W DB-624 capillary column on an Agilent
7820GC/ECD. The TCE evaporation in a reactor with SLES-F-NZVI but without LF-EMF

was also monitored for comparison.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Characteristic of Foam and F-NZVI

Only three types of surfactant: SLES, Vertex Type 1, and Vertex Type 2 successfully
generated foam and F-NZVI while Span 80 and Tween 60 appeared to be too sparingly
soluble in water to assist foam formation. The quality of foam was very high (99.60-99.69%)

both with and without NZVI for all three kinds of surfactant. At 1% (w/w) surfactant without
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NZVI, SLES appeared to be the most stable (foam half-life (t;,) = 143 min) followed by
Vertex Type 1 (t;2 = 130 min), and Vertex Type 2 (t1/2 = 56 min) (Fig.2a). The bubble size
distribution of foam without NZVI was from 5 to 35 um (Fig. 2b). Most of the bubble sizes
for foam stabilized by Vertex Type 2 (see Fig. 2¢) and SLES were 6 to 10 pm, while most of
the bubble sizes for foam stabilized by Vertex Type 1 was slightly bigger, i.e. 11 to 15 um.

Interestingly, adding NZVI into the foam did not seriously alter foam stability for
both SLES-F-NZVI (NZVI foam stabilized by SLES) (t;» = 140 min) and Vertext Type 1-F-
NZVI (t12= 131 min), while NZVI substantially enhanced the stability of the foam stabilized
by Vertex Type 2, for which t;, became 112 min (Fig.2a), twice as much as without NZVI.
This similar synergetic effect of nanoparticles and surfactant in foam stabilization has
previously been reported ** **. Fig.2d illustrates a microscopic demonstration of surfactant
modified NZVI adsorption onto the foam bubble. Noticeably, black aggregates of surfactant-
modified NZVI sorbed onto the surface of the foam bubble between the contact line of the
two phases (gas and liquid). The accumulation of surfactant-modified NZVI on the foam
surface is similar to interfacial targeting of the NAPL source zone by amphiphilic polymer-
modified NZVI in saturated porous media reported in recent studies 52 The film of
attached surfactant-modified NZVI on the foam bubble may increase the surface elasticity of
the foam, reduce the coarsening tendency, and enhance foam stability >*. This could explain
the increased stability of Vertex Type 2-F-NZVI, mentioned previously.

Since of all three workable surfactants, SLES appeared to perform the best at 1%
(w/w), we next evaluated the effect of SLES concentration (1, 3, 5, 7, and 9% (w/w)) and N,
flow rate (125, 300, and 500 mL/min) to determine the best conditions to generate SLES-F-
NZVI. As shown in Fig. S3a, at an N, flow rate of 125 mL/min, SLES at a concentration of
3% performed the best in terms of foam stability (t;, = 173 min). Next, we evaluated the role

of N, flow rate to determine the best N, flow rate which could carry NZVI modified by SLES
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at 3% (w/w) the best. As shown in Fig. S3b, the greater the N, flow rate, the greater the
concentration of NZVI in foam. At an N, flow rate of 500 mL/min, SLES-F-NZVI contained
NZVI as much as 33.49 + 3.72 g/L when started with an initial concentration of 50 g/L. The
capability of SLES-F-NZVI at 3% (w/w) SLES and 500 mL/min N, on NZVI carrying was
67% of the NZVI stock solution. Consequently, this optimum SLES-F-NZVI formation was

used in all of the following experiments, unless otherwise specified.

3.2. Delivery and emplacement of F-NZVI in unsaturated sand-packed column

Fig. 3a illustrates the breakthrough curve of SLES-F-NZVI generated at 50 g/L NZVI
stock solution in 3% (w/w) SLES at 500 mL/min N, flow rate. The foam quality of SLES-F-
NZVI entering the sand-packed column was 99.83%, with the liquid portion of the foam
(0.17%) carrying 41.32 g/L. of NZVI. Noticeably, from 5th PV to 20th PV, the breakthrough
NZVI concentrations seemed to reach steady state at around 45% of the influent
concentration. The unsaturated media filtered around half of NZVI carried by the foam. This
finding is in good agreement with a recent study which reported that NZVI (3g/L) carried by
foam generated by SLES (0.5% (w/w)) was filtered at approximately 20% by an unsaturated
sand-packed column (grain diameter of 0.8-1.25 mm) ». Presumably, the present study
generated foam at a higher NZVI concentration than Ding’s study, which caused more
agglomeration of NZVI in the foam (see NZVI agglomerates attached on SLES-F-NZVI in
Fig. S4 in SI) and thus was filtered out by the unsaturated porous media much easier.
Nevertheless, from 20th to 60th PVs, the breakthrough NZVI concentrations gradually raised
to 100% transportability through the unsaturated packed bed. Presumably, after 20th PV, the
moisture content in unsaturated porous media exceeded the critical moisture content (o)
where immobilized NZVI started to be released at a rate proportional to the product of the

pore water velocity and the attached particle concentration >>. This interesting behavior was
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not observed in Ding’s study, in which a transport study was conducted up to only 2 PVs *.
Possibly, the moisture content of the unsaturated sand media in their study might not have
reached the critical point.

Fig. 3b illustrates the NZVI attached to the sand in the unsaturated packed column
after 60 PVs. The concentration of NZVI deposited on sand decreased exponentially with the
distance from the inlet, in good agreement with typical infiltration behavior of colloidal and
nanoparticles in unsaturated porous media reported previously *°. Nevertheless, the amount of
deposited NZVI in this study is greater than the previous study by around 5 to 10 times
because NZVI concentration in the liquid portion of SLES-F-NZVI in this study was 41.32
g/L, while the NZVI concentration in foam used a previous study was only up to 4.4 g/L *°.
We designed the NZVI emplacement in unsaturated porous media to achieve high particle
concentrations because the greater the emplaced NZVI, the more effective the thermally

enhanced evaporation of TCE promoted by NZVI under SLF-EMF.

3.3. Magnetic induction heating (MIH) rate of F-NZVI
3.3.1 Free F-NZVI

NZVI is ferromagnetic material with the area under the hysteresis loop (AU) =6.7 x
10* emu G/g as confirmed by XRD and VSM results (Fig. S5 and S6 as well as detailed
discussion of the results in SI)47. Under applied SLF-EMF, the DI, SLES solution, and SLES
foam control samples without NZVI could not generate any heat. However, DI and SLES
solutions with NZVI as well as SLES-F-NZVI generated heat and substantially raised the
temperature of the suspension, as expected (Fig. 4a). For all cases, the temperature change
per (AT) unit mass of NZVI (Massnzyi) was above 65°C/g for 15 min. However, their heat
induction rate constants (kz;) (determined from eqn. 1) and maximum induced temperature

increases (ATax /Massnzyi) significantly depended on their vehicles.
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AT _ ATpax
Massnzyi Massnzyvi

(1 - e~ 6]
Interestingly, SLES-F-NZVI (K7 = 29.94 x 10?min™ and ATna/Massnzyi = 380°C/g)
was the fastest in term of heating kinetics, followed by NZVI in SLES solution (Ky; = 17.88
x 10?2 min"! and AT, max /Massnzyr = 74°C/g), and NZVI in DI water (Ky; = 10.14 X 10?2 min™!
and ATnyax /Massnzyr = 186°C/g). Noticeably, the Ky of NZVI in DI water in the present
study is similar to those reported in a previous study *’. The difference of Ky and ATy
/Massnzyi generated by NZVI in the three different vehicles may be attributed to the specific
heat capacity (Cp) of each carrying media. As DI water, SLES solution, and SLES-F-NZVI
examined in this study contained the same kind of NZVI with AU = 6.7 x 10* emu G/g, the
heat dissipation per unit of NZVI mass should have been the same under exactly the same
LF-EMF if the carrying media did not play any role. Nevertheless, the heat dissipated to
mostly air in the foam structure of SLES-F-NZVI (air = 99.83%) while the same amount of
heat dissipated to water in the DI water sample and to 3% (w/w) SLES in the SLES solution
sample. Since the Cp of air (1.012 J/g/C at 25°C) is lower than the Cp of DI water (4.1813
J/g/C at 25°C) by around a factor 4, it is comprehensible that the Kz;of SLES-F-NZVI was 3
times greater than that of NZVI in DI water. Similarly, ionic surfactant is known to decrease
the specific heat capacity of aqueous solution at concentrations greater than the critical
micelle concentration (CMC) >%_ For this reason, at 3% (w/w) SLES, which is greater than its
CMC, the Cp of SLES solution is supposed to be lower than DI, resulting in faster heating
kinetics and extent of NZVI in SLES solution in comparison to DI, as observed in this study.
Nevertheless, the decreased Cp of 3% (w/w) SLES concentration may still be greater than that
of the air in SLES-F-NZVI; this helps explain the poorer heating kinetics of NZVI in SLES

solution in comparison to SLES-F-NZVI

3.3.2 F-NZVI emplaced on unsaturated porous media
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SLES-F-NZVI emplaced onto unsaturated sand could also generate heat and raise the
temperature under an applied SLF-EMF, but the increase of temperature was significantly
lower than that of free SLES-F-NZVI based on the same foam generating conditions. For
example, Fig.S7 shows the AT for SLES-F-NZVI deposited onto unsaturated sand at each
distance from the inlet according to the NZVI emplacement profile in Fig. 3b. It should be
noted that the SLES-F-NZVTI in Fig.S7 was generated under the same conditions as the free
SLES-F-NZVI in Fig.4a. The MIH was conducted for 5, 10, and 15 min for each sand
segment. As shown in Fig.S7, for each segment, the induced AT slightly increased with time
from 5 to 15 min. Nevertheless, AT ranged only from 3 to 11°C, not sufficient for the
application of thermally enhanced remediation. The much lower AT of deposited F-NZVI in
the unsaturated porous media in comparison to the free foam is probably due to low NZVI
concentration attached to the unsaturated sand. For example, the maximum NZVI
concentration deposited on to the sand according to Fig.3b was only around 5 g/kg at the
segment of 0 to 2 cm while the NZVI concentration in free SLES-F-NZVI was 41.32 g/L. In
order to achieve a meaningful thermally enhanced vadose zone remediation, a AT greater
than 40°C is preferable. Consequently, we generated SLES-F-NZVI foam using 100 g/L
NZVI in 3% (w/w) SLES stock solution and an N, flow rate of 500 mL/min and delivered it
to the unsaturated pack column. After 60 PVs of delivery, the emplaced NZVI profile along
the unsaturated pack sand bed was as shown in Fig. S8. Noticeably, the concentration of
NZVI deposited onto the sand increased substantially, presumably due the higher NZVI
concentration in SLES stock solution for foam generation, as well as the NZVI agglomeration
during the foam formation which could promote NZVI filtration by unsaturated sand.
However, the concentration of NZVI deposited onto the sand decreased exponentially with
the distance from the inlet. The maximum NZVI deposition onto the sand was 77 g/kg at 0 to

2 cm from the inlet. With this NZVI emplacement profile in each segment, the induced AT
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substantially increased with time from 5 to 15 min (Fig. S9) in comparison to Fig. S7.
Intuitively, the greater the emplaced NZVI, the higher the increased AT (Fig.4b) at a
particular MIH time. Promisingly, the AT values were 41 and 77°C for emplaced NZVI
concentrations of 22 g/kg and 77 g/kg for the unsaturated sand segment of 2 to 4 and 0 to 2
cm, respectively, after 15 min of MIH (Fig.4b). This finding suggests that in order to make
SLES-F-NZVI a viable alternative induced thermal remediation agent for the vadose zone, a
significant amount of NZVI, at least at a concentration of 22 to 44 g/kg, must be emplaced in

the unsaturated porous media.

3.4. Enhanced TCE Evaporation by SLES-F-NZVI under SLF-EMF

Here, we evaluate the feasibility of thermally enhanced TCE evaporation using MIH
of SLES-F-NZVI deposited into unsaturated porous media at the attached NZVI
concentration of 77 g/kg described in the previous section. The control reactors (i.e.
unsaturated sand with water saturation (WS) = 5, 25, and 50% and TCE (pure phase)
saturation = 3.5% without SLES-F-NZVI) and the reactors with SLES-F-NZVI but without
MIH cannot generate any heat, and the temperature remains at 25°C over 60 min of the study.
However, under an applied LF-EMF, deposited SLES-F-NZVI generated heat to achieve T
from 95 to 110°C (AT from 70 to 85°C) in 15 min (Fig.5a). WS in unsaturated porous media
did not obviously affect the heating kinetics of the SLES-F-NZVI reactors in SLF-EMF.
Thus, the deposited SLES-F-NZVI concentration is the main governing factor.

As theoretically hypothesized, the heat generated by SLES-F-NZVI under LF-EMF
substantially enhanced TCE evaporation in batch reactors. As shown in Fig. 5b (presented in
log scale), the TCE concentrations in the headspace of the control reactors and SLES-F-NZVI

reactors without SLF-EMF application were relatively constant over 60 min of the study, i.e.
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2,236 + 329 mg/L and 2,114 + 465 mg/L, respectively. WS did not appear to play any
obvious role in TCE evaporation in these reactors. However, TCE concentrations in the
headspace of SLES-F-NZVI reactors with MIH increased sharply from 0 to 5 min MIH for
WS = 25 and 50%, while it increased more gradually in the reactor with WS = 5%. After
around 15 min MIH, TCE concentration in the headspace of all MIH reactors reached a
similar maximum concertation of 81,504 + 4,751 mg/L, regardless of WS. Consequently, the
MIH of SLES-F-NZVI deposited in unsaturated porous media at the NZVI concentration of
77 g/kg increased TCE evaporation by 39.51 + 6.59 times in comparison to the reactors
without MIH. This proof-of-concept experiment strengthens the VOC remedial feasibility
using SVE thermally enhanced by F-NZVI and LF-EMF.
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389

390  Figure Caption

391  Fig. 1 A conceptual model of delivery and electromagnetic induction of F-NZVI as a

392  combined remediation technique for NAPL) in vadose zone.

393

394  Fig. 2 (a) Half-life (t;) of foam and F-NZVI formed by three different surfactants, (b)

395  bubble size distribution of three different types of foam, and micrograph of (c) Vertex Type 2
396  Foam and (d) Vertex Type 2-F-NZVL.

397

398  Fig. 3 (a) Breakthrough curve of SLES-F-NZVI over 60-PV delivery through an unsaturated
399  sand-packed column and (b) concentration of deposited NZVI in unsaturated porous media as
400  a function of distance from the inlet.

401

402  Fig.4 (a) MIH kinetics of SLES-F-NZVI in comparison to NZVI in DI water and SLES

403  concentration (3% (w/w)) and (b) linear trend between deposited NZVI concentration

404  (Cattachea-NZVI/CSand (g/kg)) and induced AT (°C) at 5, 10, and 15 min MIH under 150 kHz
405 and 13 A of EMF.

406

407  Fig. 5 (a) Heating kinetics of reactors containing unsaturated sand at WS =5, 25, and 50%
408  and TCE saturation =3.5% induced by SLES-F-NZVI under 150 kHz and 13 A and (b)

409  kinetics of TCE evaporation to headspace with and without applied SLF-EMF and as a

410  function of MIH time.

411
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Fig. 1 A conceptual model of delivery and electromagnetic induction of F-NZVI as a combined remediation
technique for NAPL) in vadose zone.
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Fig. 2 micrograph of (c) Vertex Type 2 Foam
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Fig. 2 (d) Vertex Type 2-F-NzZVI
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Fig. 3 (a) Breakthrough curve of SLES-F-NZVI over 60-PV delivery through an unsaturated sand-packed
column
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Table S1 Physicochemical Properties of Nanofer 25 (NF25)

Physicochemical Properties of Nanofer 25 (NF25)

. o 0 Fe(core)
Chemical composition of Fe FeO (shell)
Content of solid phase in dispersion by weight 20%
Content Fe® in solid phase =~ 85%
Other ingredients in solid phase Fe304,FeO,C
Content of Fe' in dispersion by weight 17%
Crystalline structure of Fe' Alpha Fe
Particles morphology spherical
Average particle size d50 < 50nm
Particles specific surface area >25m°/g
Dispersion colour black
Dispersion density 1,210 kg/m3
Fe” particles density 7,870 kg/m3
Fe;04 density 5,700 kg/m3

Foam and F-NZVI Generation Procedure and Characterization

Briefly, the control foam samples, i.e. foams without NZVI, were generated by
first injecting approximately 5 mL of surfactant solution at a concentration of 1%
(w/w) into a foam-generating column (Fig. S1) (acrylic with an i.d of 2 cm and length
of 7 cm) via a peristaltic pump (Cole-Parmer Masterflex) at a flow rate of 1.5 + 0.1
mL/min. Nitrogen gas was then introduced into the column along with solution
injection at an N, flow rate of 125 mL/min. A 60-mesh stainless steel screen was
placed at the inlet of the column to help create foam. After stable foam-generating
conditions were established for 5 min, the foam was collected using test tubes 7 cm
long and of 2 c¢cm inner diameter. For the case of F-NZVI formation, the generation

protocol was the same as the control foam, except that the stock solutions consisted of



50 g/L of NZVI for all five kinds of surfactant at a surfactant concentration of 1%
(w/w) and an N, flow rate of 125 mL/min. The stock solutions were sonicated using an
ultrasonic probe throughout the experiment.

To quantify the quality of the control foam and F-NZVI generated by all five
surfactants, 5 + 0.5 mL of each foam sample was collected. Ten mL methanol was
used as a defoaming agent for each foam sample (Zhong et al., 2010; Shen et al.,
2011). The volumes of the defoamed solutions for both control foam and F-NZVI and
for each surfactant were measured using a graduated cylinder to determine the volume
of the liquid component (V)) of the foam. The difference between the total foam
volume and V; is the volume of gas in the foam (V,). All experiments were performed
in duplicate. The foam quality (F (%)) was defined by Eq.S-1 (Mulligan and Eftekhari,

2003).

_ Vg
F= 5, X100 (S-1)

The amount of NZVI in the liquid phase of each F-NZVI sample was
quantified by separating NZVI out of the deformed solution using magnetic separation
of NZVI followed by weighting of the separated NZVI after drying in an oven at
105°C for around 2 hr.

The foam stability following the same concept as the half-life of the foam was
defined as the time required by the control foam and F-NZVT to reach half of its initial
volume. The bubble size distributions of the control foam and F-NZVI were evaluated
using a light microscope with a magnification 4x/0.01 connected to a digital camera

(3.0 MP). The bubble sizes were quantified by using the S-Viewer software
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Figure S1 F-NZVI generation unit connected to an unsaturated sand-packed column for
F-NZVI delivery and emplacement experiment.



Delivery and emplacement of F-NZVI in unsaturated sand-packed column

The sand (average d = 0.85 mm) was washed with DI water and dried at 105°C
prior to using in the experiments. The porosity of the packed-bed sand was 0.41 £ 0.02
as determined by the gravity method. The packed columns were flushed with 3 pore
volumes of 0.02 M NacCl solution prior to the study; the flushing electrolyte remaining
in the columns was drained under gravity, and the columns were weighed to determine
the initial water saturation (WS). Then, one pore volume (PV) of foam without NZVI
was generated and flushed through the column, followed by the generation and
delivery of 60 PVs of SLES-F-NZVI at the optimum generating condition (50 g/L
NZVI in 3% (w/w) SLES solution at a flow rate of 1.5 mL/min and 500 mL/min N,).
The breakthrough NZVI concentrations in SLES-F-NZVI were monitored by sampling
the SLES-F-NZVI at the effluent as a function of time, followed by the same
procedure of foam destabilization, magnetic separation, and gravimetric determination
of NZVI discussed earlier. The experiment was conducted in duplicate.

After a 60-PV experiment, the sand-packed column was dissected into eight 2-
cm long segments where the sand and emplaced NZVI were removed from the
segments. Retained NZVI was recovered by washing the F-NZVI and a sand mixture
with 25 mL of DI water under sonication for 1 min, followed by manual vigorous
shaking for a few seconds. The aqueous dispersions of NZVI washed out from the
sand were decanted; NZVI was separated from the suspension by magnetic separation.
The procedure was repeated 5 times for each sample until there was no more
recoverable NZVI. The recovered NZVI was dried at 105°C and weighed to determine

the amount of SLES-F-NZVI deposited in each unsaturated sand segment. The



percentage of emplaced F-NZVI was calculated by dividing the amount of recovered
NZVI by the total amount of dried sand in each segment.

Magnetic induction heating (MIH) of F-NZVI and F-NZVI emplaced on
unsaturated porous media

For free foam MIH study, a 25 mL screwed cap glass vial containing 12.5 mL
of SLES-F-NZVI sample generated using 50 g/L NZVI in 3 % (w/w) SLES at an N,
flow rate of 500 mL/min, as previously described, was placed into the center of the
induction coil of a custom-made electromagnetic magnetic field generator (EMFQG)
(Fig. S2). The EMFG generated LF-EMF at a current density of 13 A and frequency of
150 kHz. The glass vial was inserted into an insulator prior MIH study. An infrared
and contact thermometer (Fluke 561) (Fluke, Everett, Washington) was used to
monitor the temperature change from the induced heat. The induced temperature under
the applied LF-EMF was monitored at 5, 10, and 15 min. Each experiment was
performed in duplicate. In addition to the F-NZVI, NZVI in DI water and in SLES
suspension (not foam) at a particle concentration of 50 g/LL were also evaluated for
MIH capability, in order to compare with SLES-F-NZVI to determine if using foam as
a vehicle to carry NZVI promotes or retards MIH. The MIH capability of each NZVI-
carrying vehicle (DI water, SLES dispersion, and SLES foam) was defined as the
temperature changes (AT) with respect to the amount of NZVI.

For emplaced F-NZVI, the same experimental set-up as section 2.3 was used.
Delivery and emplacement of F-NZVI in an unsaturated sand-packed column was used to
generate and deliver SLES-F-NZVI through an unsaturated porous media column.
Sixty PVs of SLES-F-NZVI were injected in up-flow mode to emplace NZVI in the

column. Then, the sand with NZVI emplacement was dissected into eight 2 cm-long



segments followed by placing each segment into the induction coil supplying LF-EMF
at a frequency of 150 kHz and current density of 13 A for 15 min and recorded the
temperature. The same experiment except generating F-NZVI using 100 g/l NZVI in

3% SLES (w/w) was also conducted to evaluate the effect of higher deposited NZVI

concentration on AT in unsaturated porous media.

Figure S2 EMF generator (EMFG) and an induction coil (white coil) to hold vials for
induction heating and EMF-enhanced dechlorination experiments.
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Figure S4 Micrograph of SLES-F-NZVI at 50 g/L in 3% (w/w) SLES in 500 mL/min N,
focusing on NZVI aggregates formed on the bubble surface



Discussion on Magnetic Properties of NZVI

The XRD analysis (Fig. S5) confirmed that NZVI used in this study was

predominantly Fe’ and Fe;04, both of which are magnetic. Fig. S6 illustrates NZVI
magnetic responses under VSM test. The most important magnetic characteristic for
the present study is the area under the hysteresis loop (AU) that represents the
hysteresis loss due to the irreversible magnetization in EMF. Hysteresis loss is one of
three losses including eddy current loss and residual loss, which altogether generate
heat during magnetic induction of magnetic particles in EMF. Noticeably, upon the
magnetization and demagnetization cycle, NZVI responded irreversibly, causing
hysteresis and loss of energy as heat. The degree of irreversibility, AU, is related to the
amount of energy dissipation upon the reversal of the field. Under LF-EMF, the
reversal happens continuously and yields heat by energy dissipation from the particles.
For a particular frequency (f) of LF-EMF, heat (P) generated due to the hysteresis loss

is given by Eqn. S-2 (Li et al., 2010).
P = fAU (S-2)

Based on Fig. S6, the AU for NZVI is 6.7 % 10* emu G/g. In addition, NZVI has a
saturation magnetization of 55 emu/g. The remanence and coercivity of NZVI are 11
emu/g and 168 G, in good agreement with the values reported in a previous study

(Rosicka and Sembera, 2011)..
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Figure S7 the AT for SLES-F-NZVI deposited onto unsaturated sand at each distance from the
inlet according to the NZVI emplacement profile in Fig.3b.
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Figure S8 the emplaced NZVI profile along the unsaturated pack sand bed for 60-PV delivery

of SLES-F-NZVI generated using 100 g/L. NZVI in 3% (w/w) SLES stock solution and N2 flow
rate of 500 mL/min

12



100

XY 5 min
80 A E== 10 min
B 15 min
~ 60 -
o Q
)
N’
=
< 40 4
20 A
N
N \
E E“
0 T T T T T T T T

0 2 - 6 8 10 12 14 16

Distance (cm)

Figure S9 the AT for SLES-F-NZVI deposited onto unsaturated sand at each
distance from the inlet according to the NZVI emplacement profile in Fig.S6.
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