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Abstract In this work, we have developed a semi-analytical solution for organic carbon oxidation
coupled to the reduction-oxidation sequence assuming the Partial Equilibrium Approach (PEA) and using the
decoupling procedure of De Simoni et al. (2005), https://doi.org/10.1029/2005WR004056. Our solution was
applied to two very simple cases. The first assumes only advective transport and the second only diffusive
transport. Comparison with a numerical solution showed the adequacy of our analytical solution to be
implemented in several scenarios, for example, in organic carbon oxidation in the unsaturated zone or in highly
heterogeneous advective domains. We found that for the diffusion case the PEA produced spurious reactions,
such as oxidation of N, by O, when compared with an approach using full kinetics. These reactions do not
occur in the advection case. An analysis with the semi-analytical solution revealed that they are the result of
a combination of diffusive fluxes and the fact that the PEA assumes the electron acceptors to react with each
other in equilibrium. Our analytical solutions are capable to quantify this shortcoming, becoming a tool to
validate numerical models using PEA to describe organic carbon oxidation.

1. Introduction

The fate of organic carbon is a key aspect to understand the geochemistry of an aquifer. The organic matter, by
means of its organic carbon and nitrogen, acts as electron donor oxidizing the terminal electron acceptors (TEAs)
present in the hydrochemistry system and defining the reduction-oxidation (redox) potential. Consequently, water
loses its oxidants in a sequence that follows the redox potential, EA (or pe), from more positive (or high) to more
negative (or low) values in coherence with the Gibb’s free energy of the half reactions. Most of the redox reac-
tions in subsurface occurs thanks to microbial catalysis, which mediates the electron transfer to obtain a source
energy to synthesize new cells and to maintain the old ones already formed.

Typically, during organic carbon oxidation the water chemistry may change by reducing the TEAs concentration
(typically in this order O,, NOj, Mn**, Fe**, SO?“) or through the appearance of the reaction products (e.g., No,

Mn?*, Fe?*, H,S, CHy). Thus, redox geochemistry implies a set of complex and heterogeneous reactions involv-
ing gases, ionic species and iron, manganese and sulfate minerals (Christensen et al., 2000). Consequently, it
plays an important role in the water quality of different environmental systems like marine (Jaffé et al., 2008;
Middelburg, 1989) or lake sediments (Canavan et al., 2007; Torres et al., 2015), polluted systems such as landfill
leachate pollution (Brun & Engesgaard, 2002; Brun et al., 2002; Rolle et al., 2008; van Breukelen et al., 2004) or
in wetlands (Dash et al., 2020; Lee et al., 2019; Ng et al., 2017, 2020) and managed aquifer recharge applications
(Barba et al., 2019; Rodriguez-Escales et al., 2020; Valhondo et al., 2015).

Numerical modeling of redox systems has been extensively documented in the literature. These models consider
the complexity of the redox geochemistry by coupling the oxidation of organic carbon with the sequential
reduction of the TEAs, plus the role of microorganisms as catalyzers and as sink of organic carbon. Because
of microbial catalysis, it is widely accepted that reduction—oxidation systems are far away from thermodynamic
equilibrium (Stumm & Morgan, 1996) and oxidation of organic carbon is usually represented kinetically. In liter-
ature, organic carbon oxidation and the subsequent redox zonation are modeled following two main strategies.

The first one is based on fully kinetic reduction of TEAs. Typically, the rate laws used to predict microbial respi-
ration (and consequently TEAs concentration) are Monod and dual-Monod equations (e.g., Arora et al., 2015;
Jin & Bethke, 2003; Mayer et al., 2001; Schiifer et al., 1998a, 1998b; Van Cappellen and Gaillard, 1996). The
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redox sequence is modeled by an inhibition switch in the Monod equation [k;/ (k; + ¢;), where k; is the inhibition
parameter and ¢; is the concentration of the TEA]. Then, the presence of TEAs with a higher reduction potential
inhibits reactions with lower ones. This approach is realistic in some situations. For example, O, can inactivate=

Sany)

some enzyme systems of methanogenic bacteria (Curtis, 2003), which is well represented by an inhibition term.

o//s

Nevertheless, the use of inhibition terms is not accurate in anoxic systems since the free energies of H, Wlth
TEAs such as Fe** oxides, SO,%~, and CO, may be indistinguishable within the experimental error (Postma &5
Jakobsen, 1996). Consequently, some TEAs are used concomitantly. For example, Cozzarelli et al. (2000) observed =
concomitant sulfate reduction and methanogenesis in the anoxic portion of a landfill leachate. Others also observed
concomitant sulfate and iron reduction (Hansel et al., 2015; Postma & Jakobsen, 1996). Consequently, the use o
Monod kinetics can produce unrealistic redox zonation and pH simulations (Curtis, 2003; Jin & Bethke, 2003).

Aleiqiaulju

=
M,

‘A9|1
SuonIpuO) pue swid) Byl 39S "[€202/50/22] uo Aseiqri aunuo Asjim ‘(du) eanqet) aqnopeay Ag “#6LLEOYMLZ0Z/620L 0L/10p/wod Aajim AJe,lq!|au!|u0'sqndnﬁe//:sduq woJj papeojumoq ‘L ‘2202 '€L6LYY6lL

The second strategy assumes local equilibrium of the TEAs. This Partial Equilibrium Approach (PEA) was first

3}/wod

defined by Postma and Jakobsen (1996). It decouples the redox systems in two half reactions. The oxidation of

e-sui

organic carbon is assumed to be the rate-determining step and is controlled by a defined kinetic rate law (e.g.,
first order, Monod, or dual Monod). On the other hand, the reduction of TEAs is assumed to be fast and by equi-$.
librium, that is, according to equilibrium reactions and Gibbs free energy. Contrarily to the fully kinetic strategy,§
which is disconnected from thermodynamics, the use of the PEA guarantees that TEAs will be reduced only whenS:

suou,l

there exists a favorable Gibbs free energy in the solution. The PEA has been used in several models (Gresk0w1ak
etal., 2006; Jakobsen, 2007; Ng et al., 2020; Rodriguez-Escales et al., 2020; van Breukelen et al., 2004). However,
one should be careful about the equilibrium conditions. Especially in the field, nonequilibrium conditions may S

=
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be caused by many factors such as slow kinetics, slow mass transfer, fast water velocities or the co-occurrence o
mineral oxides with different thermodynamic stabilities (Curtis, 2003).

In addition to numerical models, analytical and semi-analytical models have been developed as well. In general, —
(semi-)analytical solutions require more simplified assumptions on geometry and physical/chemical processe
but their calculation is fast and they do not suffer from numerical errors. Because of the last, they are often used
to verify numerical model codes. Perhaps more importantly, though often disregarded, they can give a better
understanding of the modeled phenomena. An example is the work of De Simoni et al. (2005), who developed
a procedure to solve reactive transport for cases with a general set of equilibrium aqueous complexation and

7]

precipitation-dissolution reactions. From this the authors concluded that reaction rates are driven by mixingg
processes. This procedure has been applied to derive analytical and semi-analytical solutions for calcite disso-
lution in coastal environments (De Simoni et al., 2007; Guadagnini et al., 2009; Romanov & Dreybrodt, 2006).
Moreover, it has been extended to include kinetic reactions (Sanchez-Vila et al., 2010) and to incorporate chemical &
reactions into multiphase flow models for CO, storage (Saaltink et al., 2013). With respect to organic carbong
oxidation, traditional analytical solutions (e.g., van Genuchten & Alves, 1982) only contemplate one reduction stepq
following a linear kinetic rate law. Others (Chu et al., 2005; Cirpka & Valocchi, 2007) also focus on the effect of %
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transverse dispersion and incomplete mixing. Furthermore, these analytical solutions are constructed using kinetic3
expressions without considering the thermodynamic limitations and omit the reduction-oxidation sequence.

Considering all of these, the main objective of this work is to develop a semi-analytical solution for organic
carbon degradation based on the PEA and the procedure of De Simoni et al. (2005). To do so, we first give some
theoretical background on the fully kinetic approach and PEA (Section 2). Then, in Section 3, we present our
semi-analytical solution. Section 4 illustrates the solution by two simple examples. This section also contains
a verification with a geochemical code (Phreeqc) and, as a secondary objective, an analysis of the differences

dde ay3 Aq ps

between the fully kinetics and PEA, using our semi-analytical solution. The last two sections are devoted to theZ*
discussions and conclusions.

2. Theoretical Background

9SUIIT suowwo) aAleal) ajqedl|

2.1. Organic Carbon Oxidation Through Fully Kinetic Models
The organic carbon (expressed as CH,O) can be oxidized sequentially by various TEAs, for instance:
CH,0 + O, - HCO5;™ + H*

CH,0 + 0.8NO3;~ — HCO;™ + 0.4N; + 0.4H,O + 0.2H*

GAALTINK AND RODRIGUEZ-ESCALES 20f 18
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CH,0 + 4Fe(OH); + 7H* — HCO;™ + 4Fe** + 10H,0
CH,O + 0.5H,O0 — 0.5HCO;™ + 0.5CH4 + 0.5H*

Kinetic rate laws for the oxidation of organic carbon by the above reactions have to be formulated. A w1despread
tactic is to use Monod rate laws that inhibit the oxidation by a given TEA if previous TEAs in the oxidationZ
sequence are present. For the above reactions this gives (Van Cappellen & Gaillard, 1996):

(02)

= Ao(CH,0) —————
ro = Ao(CHz )k02+(02)

~
—
~—

(NO;) ki,02

ry = AN(CH20)
kNO; + (NO;) ki,02 + (02)

—
N
~—

(Felll) kino; kio,

rre = Ape(CH,O
Fe = Are(CH20) 7 (Felll) kyo- + (NO3 ) ki.o, + (O2)

~
W
—

(DIC) ki, pemnt ki,No; ki o,

re = Ac(CH,0
¢ = Ac(CHL0) 12 (DIC) Ky ot + (FellD) kino; + (NO3) k.o, +(02)

—
=
=z

where A, are Kinetic rate law parameters [time~'] for the different TEAs (x); k, and k;, are half-saturation and
inhibition constants, respectively; () refers to concentrations, and DIC is dissolved inorganic carbon. As a first
approximation, the half-saturation and inhibition constants can be assumed equal (kx = k;x) (Van Cappellen dnd
Gaillard, 1996). If, in addition, the A, parameters of all reactions are the same (Ao = An = Ar. = Ac = 1), the
total oxidation rate of organic carbon (ry = ro + rNn + rre + rc)is:

(02) koo (NO; ) kno3
ko +(02) ko2 +(02) \ knos + (NO3)  knos + (NOJ)

< (FellI) + KFerm (DIC) )
kgem + (FCHI) kgem + (FeIII) kpic + (DIC)

The second assumption (Ao = AN = Are = Ac = A) makes sense if the different reduction rates are similar.
Various authors have followed similar A, (e.g., Hunter et al., 1998; Ng et al., 2017) and other authors have fittedo
similar values (in the same order of magnitude) in models considering different TEAs (Rolle et al., 2008). If onea
or more of the TEAs has a concentration much higher than its half-saturation (i.e., (x) > ky=(x)/ (kx + (x)) = 15
and ky/ (kx + (x)) = 0), then Equation 5 simplifies as:

rg = A (CHzO) <

—~
9]
—~
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ri = 4(CH0) (6)

which is a simple linear relation with the organic carbon concentration. This expression shows that if there are:
sufficient TEAs (and in general there is at least DIC), the total oxidation rate depends only on the dissolvedd’
organic carbon concentration. Of course, the relative contribution of each TEA to this oxidation still does depend
on TEA concentrations, which is given by Equations 1-4.

2.2. The Partial Equilibrium Approach

The PEA assumes the oxidation of organic carbon to be kinetically controlled:

CH:O + 2H,0 — HCO; + 5H* + 4e”

3SUDIT sUOWWOY) dAREI) d|gedjdde ayy Aq pautanob

whereas the reduction semi-reactions of the various TEAs are assumed to be in equilibrium (thus controlled by
Gibbs free energy):

e” + 0.250, + H* = 0.5H,0
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e” + 0.2NO; + 1.2H* = 0.IN, + 0.6H,0
e~ + Fe(OH); + 3H* = Fe** + 3H,0
e” + 0.125HCO; + 1.125H% = 0.125CH, + 0.375H,0

Other non-redox equilibrium reactions can be added. Note that the approach assumes the electron activity (or pe) to be
always in equilibrium with the redox couples of O, /H,O, NOJ /Ny, Fe3* /Fe?*, and HCOZ 5 /CHa but not with organicg
carbon. The rate law for the oxidation of organic carbon (ry) is often taken as the sum of Equatlons 14 (Greskow1ak
etal.,2006; Prommer et al., 2006; Rodriguez-Escales et al., 2017). This means that we can apply the same logic as for thed
fully kinetical approach. The rate law for r, reduces to Equation 6 if we assume equal A's (Ao = AN = Ape = Ac = A)

Raciqipuiluo//sdny)
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M,

and a sufficient amount of TEAs. However, unlike the fully kinetical approach, the oxidation rates by each TEA are not
given by Equations 1-4. Instead, they must be deduced from mass balances of the various chemical species involved.
This will be explained and illustrated in Sections 3 and 4 (particularly, Equation 12).

3. A Semi-Analytical Solution for the Partial-Equilibrium Approach

Here we will derive a semi-analytical solution of reactive transport assuming the partial-equilibrium approach
described above and Equation 6 for the kinetic oxidation rate of organic carbon. The simplifications and theg
assumptions made in Equation 6 permit us to deduce an analytical solution including any number of aque-
ous reactions and precipitation-dissolution reactions of minerals in equilibrium if they are assumed to be ubiq-

Aa|w\ UO (SUORIPUOI-PUE-SWLIBL/WOAS)!

uitous in space. The deduction of our solution is based on the method described by De Simoni et al. (2005)3

qr 3uluo

and Sanchez-Vila et al. (2010). We will illustrate it by adding some more equilibrium reactions to the system5S:
described in Section 2.2. The first reaction is the oxidation of organic carbon:

Rk: CH,0 + 2H,0 — HCO;™ + SH* + 4e”

Following Equation 6, we assume a linear kinetic rate law for this reaction. The system has 11 equilibrium reac-
tions including precipitation-dissolution of two minerals [CaCO,(s) and amorphous Fe(OH),(s)]:

Rel: Ca®* = CaCO;(s) + HY — HCO3™
Re2: Fe(OH)s(aq) = Fe(OH)s(s)
Re3: 0, = 2H,0 — 4H* — 4e”
Re4: NO;~ = 3H,0 — 6H* — 5¢~ + 0.5N,(aq)
Re5: Fe’* = Fe(OH);(s) — 3H,O + 3H* + e~
Re6: FeCOs(aq) = Fe(OH)s(s) — 3H,0 + 2H' + e~ + HCO;~
Re7: CHy = —3H,0 + 9H* + 8e™ + HCO;~
Re8: OH™ = H,0 — H*

Re9: COs(aq) = —H,0 + H* + HCO5™

Rel0: Fe(OH),~ = Fe(OH)s(s) + H,O — H*

Rell: Fe(OH),* = Fe(OH)s(s) — H,O + H*

35UIDI SUOWIWIOY) dAIE.Y d|qedidde ayy Aq PauIaA0B aJe s3Il YO ‘ash 4O sa|nJ 1o} Alel

The equilibrium reactions are formulated in such a way that secondary species (on the left-hand side of =) can
be considered to be composed of primary species (on the right-hand side). The primary species comprise the
two minerals and H,O, H*, e~, HCO,~ and N,. Although it is not common to use minerals as primary species, it
greatly simplifies the decoupling procedure, because concentrations of aqueous species do not depend on those of
minerals. For mathematical convenience, we write the stoichiometric coefficients in matrix form using subscripts
“k” for kinetic reactions, “e” for equilibrium reactions, “m” for minerals, “a” for aqueous species (including

GAALTINK AND RODRIGUEZ-ESCALES 40of 18
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organic carbon), “oc” for organic carbon, al for primary aqueous species, and a2 for secondary aqueous species.
For our chemical system this gives the following stoichiometric matrix (S):

| Skm | Skat | Skoc | Ska2 ‘
Sem | Seal | Seoc=0 Sez=-1|

-1 Rk

-1 Rel

-1 Re2

-1 Re3

0.5 -1 Re4

-1 Re5

-1 Re6 (7)

-1 Re7

-1 Re8

-1 Re9

111 -1 -1 Rel0

11-11 —1|Rell
CEE " BZ2RZ°Z71E2804%
Qg © o % v0o u‘<8> Y 00
F e 0z S BEEZE
> = = = = ¥ 5
~ = 0 ) [

) ) =2

Note that S, ,.=0and S, ,, = —I. This comes from the fact that organic carbon is not involved in equilibrium reac-

tions and that secondary species are considered to be composed of only primary species. Also note that S, ,, = —1
and S; , = 0. This is just a peculiarity of our chemical system. The mass balance equations for all species can be

written, using vector-matrix notation, as:

0
¢E = + @Sy i + ¢SiT.
(-q- Ve, + V- (¢DVe,)"

~
o0
~—

where q is the Darcy flux, ¢ is the porosity, D is a tensor for diffusion and/or dispersion, r, is a vector of the
rates of equilibrium reactions (in moles per volume of water per unit of time) and ¢ a vector of concentrations
of species (in moles per volume of water), that uses the same subscripts as the stoichiometric matrix [¢” = (¢,
c)'=(c, ¢, c, ¢, Note that only aqueous species include terms for advection and diffusion-dispersion.
Contrary to kmetlc reactions, rates of equilibrium reactions cannot be expressed directly through a rate law.§
Instead, a mass action laws for each equilibrium reaction has to be imposed (Equation 9).

—~
O
—~

Aq paulanob aJe sapn.e yO '3sh jo sa|n1 Joy Aseuqr] auljuQ Asjipy uo (suou,lpuo:-pue-sta1/u103'Aa|!M'AJEJq!|au!|uo//:sduq)

S.. (log ¢, + log 7,,) = logk

AsS =0andS

o0 a2 = —I (Equation 7), these mass action laws can be rewritten as:

~

loges = Sear (l0g €ar +1logy,,) —logy,, —logk 10

where 7y is a vector of activity coefficients, that depend on the ionic strength of the solution, and log Kk is the.
equilibrium constant of the reaction. Note that concentrations of minerals do not affect (9) or (10), because their

aq1

activities equal unity.

An important remark has to be made here on the electron, e™. Its concentration reflects the redox potential and is not
an actual concentration of free e~ dissolved in water. Nevertheless, we assume a virtual concentration of e~ although
its concentration is in reality 0. The transport and storage terms of Equation 8 are negligible with respect to reaction
rates. Therefore, rather than Equation 8, the mass balance of e~ for our chemical system has to be expressed as:

O=4rk —4rezs —Srea + Fes + Feg + 8re1 = 1 = Fez + 1.25res — 0.25 (Fes + Feg) — 2Fe7 (11)

We can use Equation 11 to distinguish between rates of aerobic oxidation (ro), denitrification (rn), iron reduction
(rre) and methanogenesis (rc). It would be natural to define these rates by:

9SUIDIT SUOWIWIOD) dAIRRAID) a|qe:v!|dde
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ro =Tre3
N = 1.25re4

(12)
rre = —0.25 (Fes + Fes)

re = —2re
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which, of course, means that r, = rq + ry + 1, + 7¢

We usually simplify mass balance Equation 8 by multiplying them with a (N, — N,) X N, component matrix U (N,
being the number of species, N, the number of equilibrium reactions). Matrix U (also called kernel or null space
eliminates the rates of equilibrium reactions (r,). By definition US,” = 0. For our semi-analytical solution, we<
subdivide U into three other component matrices:

//: Sduq)

qijauijuo,

1. A component matrix for minerals (U,, ) that eliminates both equilibrium and kinetic reactions. Its number of 5
rows equals the number of minerals. It is constructed by using the minerals as base columns.
2. An aqueous conservative component matrix (U, ). It contains only aqueous species and also eliminates bothZ.

‘Aojim-Aueu

equilibrium and Kinetic reactions. Its number of rows equals the number of aqueous species minus the rank ofs

0>

matrix S,, which equals the number of equilibrium plus kinetic reactions. Therefore, the number of aqueousg
: _ _ - =
conservative components (N,,) or rows of U, equals N, =N, - N, - N, =N,— N, — 1 (N, being the numberg
of aqueous species and N, the number of kinetic reactions, which equals one). It is constructed by using as3
{
base columns the primary species excluding CH,O and minerals. %’_
3. A component matrix for organic carbon U,,.. It has one row, and its elements are all zero except the one refer-4
ring to CH,O, which has a value of one. As the equilibrium reactions do not involve CH,O, it eliminates r,3,
T =
(ie.,U,S,"=0)butnotr, (U,S,"+# 0). S
w
S
For our chemical system this gives the following: =
=
<
-1
i Una| [T]0] —(ST,ST o +SE,)(SE “), S;T,m g
=0 Uaea | =] 01| ~(S7a:Skan +Sku1)(skac) Sea1 5
0| Usca 001 0 ®
c
1 1 g
1 1 11 11 2
I =3 2733331411 =
_ I i1 -4-63 2 9-11-11 (13)2
1 4 -4-51 1 8 a
10 1 1i-1 os 11 5
i ' S
o o a0 m o) Q™™ c
£ 2 ‘ E g BEZ o
<2 i~ 2 T >
= g € >
)
=
[a}
where the column referring to e~ has to be made O (indicated in red) because in reality, the concentration of e~ isQ
Q

0. Some rows in U have a clear meaning. For instance, the first row represents the component Ca, the second row 3
Fe, the fifth the reduction capacity, and the seventh the component N. The meaning of other rows is less obvious.§
Multiplying this component matrix by Equation 8 gives:

6c,,, aumc a

ot + ¢ ot = (_q Vumca + V. (¢DVllmc ”)) (14)
¢% =(—q- Vg + V- (¢DVu,))" 9%
$25 = g Ve +V - (¢DVey) + ST, r 1o

ot

whereu,,., =U, ¢, andu, = U, ¢, are vectors of concentrations of dissolved minerals and aqueous conserva-
tive components. For our chemlcal system we use a linear kinetic rate (Equation 6) and S, = —1 (Equation 7).

Then, Equation 16 becomes:

k,om

J¢oc

ot

asuadI] suowiwon aAneal) ajqedidde ayy Aq paum/\
SuoRIPUOD pue swis) ays 95 *[£202/50/22] uo Kieaqry sunuo Aspm ‘(dul w\nqﬂ) aqnopesy Ag ‘v61LE0YMLZ02/6201 0L/10p/wod AajmAieiquaunuo-sqndnbe//:sdny woly papeojumoq 'L ‘220 '€L6L 76l

¢ =—q-Vecee + V- (¢pDVeoe) — pAcoc (17)

which is a simple advection-dispersion equation with linear decay. All concentrations and reaction rates can be
calculated by the following procedure:
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Table 1

Chemical Composition of the Inlet Water and Parameters for Both Examples

Chemical composition of inlet water

pH

0,

Total N
Total Fe
DIC
Total Ca
CH,O

8.16
2.55% 10+ M
1.00 X 10* M
2.56 x 10 M
7.64 x 104 M
8.83 x 10 M
2.50 % 10°* M

Kinetic rate

parameters This work Literature range®
A (a7t 0.1 1% 10741 x 10!
ko, (M)® 1.0 x 10— 1x107-1 x 10~*
knoz (M)° 1.0 x 1075 1 x 107-1 x 10~
kpem(M)® 1.0x 108 0-1x 10~
kpic(M)® 1.0 x 103 1 x107°-1 x 10~

“Brun & Engesgaard, 2002; Greskowiak et al., 2006; Rolle et al., 2008. used in all models (Section 4.3, 4.4, and 4.5). “used

in the fully kinetic models (Section 4.5).

1. Calculate u, by solving Equation 15. For this, one can use existing analytical solutions (e.g., van Genuchten
and Alves, 1982). Alternatively, one can also use numerical solutions.

2. Calculate c,,
Equation 17.

3. Calculate concentrations of all other aqueous species from u,_ and ¢, by solving the mass action laws (9
together with the definition of u, (u,, = U, ¢c,). In general, no analytlcal solutions exist and they can be solved

ac”a

numerically by standard chemlcal spe(:latlon codes such as Phreeqc (Parkhurst & Appelo, 1999). The kinetic
reaction rate can be calculated straightforwardly from Equation 5 or 6.

4. If all concentrations and the Kinetic reaction rate are known, we can calculate the rates of equilibrium reactions
(r,) from the mass balance Equation 8 of the secondary species:

J Ca2

¢at

As the equilibrium reactions write the secondary species explicitly as a function of primary species, S, =

(Equation 7), Equation 18 can be rewritten as:

()c,,z

r. = + (—V Vcaz +V. (DVCuZ)) + Sk a2 (19

ot

where v is the porewater velocity (v = ¢~'q). As ¢, is a function of only u, and ¢

ae, oug, d%c,
o= o [~ 5 (v Vuee + V- V) | + > SRV e DVt
i ac,i 20
0 [ _ OC Ve +V - (DV PCayr, Pye, + 8T )
+ Bc,,c [_ 61 -V Coc + . ( coc)] + cz Coc Coc + k,a2rk

Substitution of Equations 15 and 16 into 20 yields:

acaZ
"ezz 2

uﬂC leuac i
ou

i ac,i oc

0? Caz
2

by solving Equation 16 or 17. Analytical or numerical solutions exist for this also, at least for

=(—q-Vep+ V- (¢Dvca2)) + ¢Sk olkt ¢Se a2 (18)
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we can write:

oc?

6caz T

V' caDVeo + (SZH ;Sm) i @n
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Figure 1. Results of the batch calculations by Phreeqc: pH and pe (a), aqueous concentrations (b), minerals (c¢) and pe-pH
diagram (d). Figures a, b and ¢ have two horizontal axes: oxidized CH,0O and CH,O concentrations. In figure (c), positive
values refer to precipitation and negative to dissolution. In figure (d), each square represents an additional amount of oxidized
organic carbon of 5 X 10~ mol/L.
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Fromr,, we can also obtain r, ry, g, and 7. through Equation 12. The derivatives (9*¢.2/du2, ;» 9€a2/dcoc and

0%¢,/0cZ.) can be obtained numerically from the results of step 3. Gradients Vu, ; and Vc,, must be deduced’

e’ sapnie yo

from the analytical or numerical solutions of step 1 and 2. Note that the first two terms on the right-hand side
of 21 are identical to those obtained by De Simoni et al. (2007). In addition, we have another term for kinetic'
reaction rates.

5. Similarly to Equation 21, we can calculate the concentration of minerals or their precipitation-dissolution
rates:

9’ umca vT 62umc.a T aumca T
= Z uag,jDVuac‘j + _a 2 \% CocDVCac - aC Sk oc (22

ac i Coc

~—
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4. Applications of the Semi-Analytical Solution

In this section, we apply the semi-analytical solution to two very simple examples. The first one has only advec-Z
tion (Section 4.3) and the second one only diffusion (Section 4.4). For both examples, the concentrations of the
aqueous conservative components (u, ) are constant, but the concentration of the organic carbon (c,.) changes as a
result of oxidation. Besides this, we also verify our solution by comparing it with a Phreeqc numerical model alsog

wiwo?) aAeal) a|qedl|

including organic carbon oxidation assuming PEA. First (Section 4.2), we calculate the chemical composition ase
[a)
1]

a function of the concentration of organic carbon (c,_), following the procedure described in Section 3 (step 3).5
w
]

oc
All the parameters needed for the calculations are presented in Section 4.1.

4.1. Chemical Model

We used the Phreeqc code (Parkhurst & Appelo, 1999) to calculate the chemical compositions. Thermodynamic
data were taken from the Phreeqc database (phreeqc.dat), from which we removed ammonium to avoid the

GAALTINK AND RODRIGUEZ-ESCALES 8 of 18
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Figure 2. First (figure a and c) and second (figures b and d) derivatives of the concentrations of secondary species with 2
respect to concentration of organic carbon. All have two horizontal axes: oxidized CH,O and CH,O concentrations. In o
figure (b) 8 is the Dirac delta function of Equation 23 and Table 2. Figure (c) is an enlargement of figure a near the O,/NO;~ ?
front with a smaller scale for the horizontal and vertical axes. Likewise, figure (b) has a smaller scale than figure d for the -
horizontal axis, but a larger scale for the vertical axis. It can be verified that the areas of figure (d) agree with e, in Table 2. 5
<

unrealistic reduction of NO,~ and N, to NH,*. Table 1 shows the chemical composition of the inlet water together

with the Kinetic rate parameters, to be used later in the applications. The water at the inlet is in equilibrium with
CaCO4(s), Fe(OH),(s), and gas with a partial pressure for O, of 0.2 bar and for CO, of 1073 bar. All redox
couples, except that of CH,0/HCO;~, are assumed at equilibrium. As the water is aerobic, concentrations of N,,¢
Fe?*, and CH, are practically 0. The constant concentrations of the conservative components (u, ) can be calcu-

lated from this chemical composition. We use the same chemical elements and minerals as the chemical system 2.
of Section 3. However, as Phreeqc incorporates all possible aqueous complexes from its database, there may be
more equilibrium reactions than the system of Section 3.

nie VO asn jo SB|I’U 410}

4.2. Batch Calculations

The batch model consists of adding to the inlet water of Table 1 incremental amounts of CH,O that are subse-
quently oxidized. Figure 1 shows the results of these Phreeqc batch calculations. Note that when the organic carbon
concentration is high, the amount of oxidized organic carbon is low, and, therefore, the concentrations of TEAs:
are high. Clearly, different redox zones can be distinguished. O, concentrations drop with increasing oxidized&
organic carbon in an O, redox zone (Figure 1b). Then, NO,~ concentrations drop and those of N, increase in a

dde ayy /(q pauianob aue s3I
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NO,~ redox zone, followed by an increase in Fe(II) in a Fe redox zone. Finally, there is a zone of both Fe reduc-

tion and CH, genesis with increasing Fe(II) and CH, concentrations. These zones are also reflected by pe and pHz.
(Figure 1a). As expected, pe drops for each subsequent redox zone. Aerobic oxidation produces protons, which
lowers the pH in the O, redox zone (see chemical reactions in Section 2.1). The same occurs for denitrification3

03 aAEaI) a|qe:v||

though to a lesser extent. Iron reduction consumes protons, which increases the pH. There is no proton production§
or consumption at the zone of Fe reduction and CH, genesis and pH is kept constant. CaCO,(s) reacts to changes
in pH with dissolution when protons are produced and precipitation when protons are consumed (Figure 1d).§
Aerobic oxidation, denitrification, and iron reduction are clearly separated. However, there is no clear separation$
between iron reduction and methanogenesis. This can be explained by the pe-pH diagram (Figure 1c). Starting
with high O, and organic carbon concentrations pe-pH values are near the H,0/0, line. When more CH,O is
oxidized, pe-pH values reach the NO;7/N, line (blue) in the NO;~ redox zone. This is followed by a drop to the
Fell/Fe(OH);(s) line (red) in the Fe redox zone. As the Fell/Fe(OH)(s) line crosses the CH,/HCO; line (green),

the water reaches the intersection point and remains there producing both Fe(II) and CH,. It can be questioned

AALTINK AND RODRIGUEZ-ESCALES 9of 18
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Table 2 whether this occurs in reality. There may be other minerals, such as siderite
N

Parameters for Equation 23 (FeCO,), not considered in our chemical system, that can change the pe-pH

diagram. We did not consider this mineral, because our analytical solution?t-'U
only permits minerals that are present ubiquitously and siderite is only stableU
at zones with low redox potential (Stumm & Morgan, 1996, Chapter 8.4).3
- (mol/L) 2.24 x 103 9.95x 10 Nevertheless, co-occurrence of Fe reduction and methanogenesis have been
found in laboratory studies though not for amorphous Fe(OH),(s) but for

Redox front (f)

0,/NO, NO,/Fe

(@) 1.0 0.0
: other Fe(IIl) oxides, such as hematite and magnetite (Zhou et al., 2014).
o NO,- -0.8 0.8
Fell 0.0 4.0 Our analytical solution also requires first and second derivatives with respect=
CH, 0.0 0.0 to ¢,., shown in Figure 2. First derivatives follow the stoichiometry of thet

different oxidation reactions in the different redox zones, which we can char-
acterize by:

Rk + Re3: CH,0 + 0, —» HCO; +H*
Rk + 0.8Re4: CH,0 + 0.8NO3~ — HCOs™ + 0.4N, + 0.4H,0 + 0.2H*
RK + 4Re5: CH,0 + 4Fe(OH);+7H* — HCO3; ™ +4Fe** + 10H,0
RK + 0.5Re7: CH,0 + 0.5H,0 — 0.5SHCO;~ + 0.5CH,+0.5H*

Note that there are very abrupt changes in first derivatives at an O,/NO,~ and NO, /Fe** redox front. The O,/
NO;" front is located at the CH,O concentration equal to the inlet CH,O concentration minus the O, concentra-
tion of Table 1 (2.50 X 1073 — 2.55 X 107 = 2.24 x 1073 mol/L) and the NO, /Fe redox front at that equal to

the inlet CH,O concentration minus the O, concentration minus 0.8 times NO,~ concentration (2.50 X 1073 — 2.
55x 107 = 0.8 x 1.0 X 1073 = 9.95 x 10~* mol/L). There is no clear Fe/CH, front due to the already discussed
co-occurrence of Fe reduction and methanogenesis. The sharp fronts mean very high second derivatives at the O,/
NO,;~ and NO,/Fe redox front (Figure 2b). As can be seen in Figures 2c and 2d, the width of the O,/NO, front
is around 10~® mol/L, compared to an initial organic carbon concentration of 2.5 x 10~ mol/L. The size of the
NO,~/Fe redox front is similarly small. These thin fronts justify the use of the Dirac delta function to approximate g

AJEan auuuo Aa”M uo (suonipuod-pue-sw.aa}/wod Aa||M'/UEJq!|au!|u

a|n1 ioy

the second derivatives:

02 Coq
2
acg,

=5 (Com — Coms) @y f = 0,/NO;,NOj /Fe** (23)

where subscript f refers to the redox front, & is the Dirac delta function, ¢, , the front location in terms of
organic carbon concentration and o is a vector containing jumps in first derlvatlves Table 2 shows the values
for ¢, rand .

4.3. Application 1: 1D Steady State With Only Advection
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The first model assumes a one-dimensional domain with homogeneous water flow, porosity and decay constan
(4) and with advection as the only transport process. Then, the mass balance equation of organic carbon becomes:

dcoc
ox

0=-v

— ACoc 24)<

where v is the porewater velocity. Note that by using porewater velocity in stead of Darcy flux, the porosity is not
required. The solution of Equation 24 is:
—Ax

Coc = Coc,in€Xp (T) (25)

where ¢, is the concentration of organic carbon at the inlet. The model uses a porewater velocity (v) of 1.0 m/

day. Its length is 30 m.

As stated above, our semi-analytical solution is also verified by comparing it with a numerical solution, calcu-
lated with Phreeqc. The organic carbon oxidation scheme is also based on the PEA calculated with the same
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Figure 3. Results of the advection model calculated by the semi-analytical model (lines) and the numerical model of Phreeqc
(squares). Figure (c) is a stacked graph for 7, ry, rg.. and r.. The total organic carbon oxidation rate (rq + ry, + rg + 7'c)
equals r,, calculated by Phreeqc. In Figure (d) positive rates refer to precipitation and negative to dissolution.

initial conditions and parameters as our analytical solution (Table 1). The total length is divided into 100 cells—
of 0.3 m. As Phreeqc does not allow steady state calculations, we used a transient state model with a total time
of 60 days divided into 200 time steps. At this total time, the system will have reached a steady state, because it
is two times the transient time defined as length of the domain divided by velocity (30 m/1.0 m/day = 30 days).
Therefore, we used the results of the last time step for comparison with the steady state analytical model.

MEan auluQ AS|IM uo (suonipuod-pue-swaal/wod As|im-Aleiqiiduljuo//:sdny)
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Figure 3 shows the results of the advection model. Those for the analytical and the numerical model are close
to identical, which verifies the correct calculation of the analytical solution. The aqueous chemistry (Figures 3a™*
and 3b) is very similar to Figures 1a and 1b except for the horizontal axis that is not oxidized organic carbon but
distance. The reason is that concentrations of solutes only depend on aqueous component concentrations (U,.) and:

s3I YO ‘SN 40 s3|n. oy

concentrations of organic carbon (c,.) as explained in step 3 of our procedure. As in our case U, is constant, solutel

e

concentrations only depend on c¢,., which in turn depends on distance through Equation 25. In effect Equation 258
expresses the transformation of the horizontal axis of Figures la and 1b (organic carbon concentration) into that of8
Figures 3a and 3b (distance). We can also calculate the reactions rates by applying Equations 21 and 22. In our case
D = 0 and, for our particular chemical system of Equation 7, u_, is constant, S —land§, , = 0. This leads to:

A

k, om =
6caz
OCoc

re=—2r (26)

6c,,, aum(:,a ’
= P
ot 0Coc

27

~—

uo wwo:) annea.t) sjqenijdde ayy Aq pauls

Figures 3c and 3d show the rates of organic carbon oxidation by the various TEAs, obtained from r, and Equa-2.
tion 12, and the precipitation-dissolution rates of the two minerals. Upstream, organic carbon is oxidized aerobically,
followed by denitrification, iron reduction and methanogenesis. Aerobic oxidation, denitrification, and iron reduc-
tion are separated by clear fronts, but there is no clear front between iron reduction and methanogenesis. Fe(OH),(s)2
dissolution is directly related to iron reduction. In the aerobic oxidation zone CaCO,(s) dissolves because of the

ﬁ

proton formation of reaction Rk + Re3. There is less proton formation during denitrification (Rk + 0.8Re4) and, 2

hence, less dissolution. Iron reduction (Rk + 4Re4) consumes protons and causes CaCO4(s) to precipitate. ®

4.4. 1D Steady State With Only Diffusion

The mass balance equation of organic carbon in a one-dimensional domain and with only diffusion at steady
state is:

AALTINK AND RODRIGUEZ-ESCALES 11 of 18
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Figure 4. Results of the diffusion model calculated by the analytical model (lines) and the numerical model of Phreeqc
(squares). The vertical lines in figure ¢ and d indicate values that go to infinity. Figure (c) is a stacked graph for r, ry, g, and
rc. The total organic carbon oxidation rate (r, + ry, + g, + 1) equals r, calculated by Phreeqc. In figure (d) positive rates
refer to precipitation and negative to dissolution.

—Z — Ao (28)8

with boundary conditions

Coc = Coc,in x=0
(29),

e
ox

=0 x=1L

where ¢ .. is the concentration of organic carbon at the inlet and L is the length of the domain. Like the advection

oc,in
x—L
e () rewr (5
p

model, porosity is not required. The solution is:

Coc = Coc,in (30)
ex (i) +exp( i)
xc xc
x—L
() e (-52)
aac,,z _ Cacm ) C (31)
© e () rer ()

where xc = 4/D/ 2 is a characteristic length. The model uses a diffusion coefficient (D) of 1.0 X 10~ m?*day (=2
1.2 x 10~ m?¥s) and a length (L) of 0.08 m.

Like the advection model, we compared our analytical solution with a numerical solution, calculated with
Phreeqc. The total length is divided into 100 cells. Total time is 100 days divided into 200 time steps. This is
sufficient for the system to reach a steady state, defined as about three times the characteristic time for diffusion
in the domain [=L2/(2D) = 32 days].
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Reaction rates can be calculated by applying Equation 21, similarly to the advection model but with an additional
term for diffusion:

0% (dco \? | OCa
. — a. D( oc ) d.
r 6036 dX + acoc b (32)
a m azumc a d C 2 a“mc.a
L——’D<i> + —r 33)=

a  ac dx 0Coc
Figure 4 shows the results of the calculation. The aqueous chemistry (Figures 4a and 4b) shows a very similar pattern=:
to Figures 1a and 1b and Figures 3a and 3b and does not require further discussion. Like the advection model, the}
aqueous chemistry of the analytical and numerical model of Phreeqc is near identical. However, the reaction rates
(Figures 4c and 4d) have some interesting features. Although the total oxidation of organic carbon by all TEAs (r,)
drops gradually, the aerobic oxidation (r,) and denitrification (r,) show huge upward and downward spikes at the®
O,/NO, front. These spikes are a result of the diffusion term with second derivatives of Equation 32. If Dirac deltag

functions of Equation 23 are assumed for these second derivatives, these spikes go to positive and negative infinities.
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This means an infinite organic carbon oxidation by O, together with an infinite organic carbon formation by oxidiz-

Gonipuo>-pue

ing N, to NO, ™. The same happens with denitrification and iron reduction at the NO,~/Fe front. As there is no abrupt
Fe/CH, front, there are no infinite rates here, but still there are considerable spikes in the rates of iron reduction and
(negative) methanogenesis. Rather than simultaneous organic carbon decay and formation by different TEAs, it is
better to represent the chemistry at the fronts by the following reactions:

0,/NOs " front: O, + 0.4N, + 0.4H,0 — 0.8NO;™ +0.8H"

NO;~/Fe front: 0.8NO3~ +4Fe** + 9.6H,0 — 0.4N, + 4Fe(OH)s(s) + 7.2H*

Aieaqry suljup Aa”M uo (s

Fe/CH, front: 4Fe(OH);(s) + 0.5CH, +7.5H* — 4Fe®* + 0.5HCO;™ + 10.5H,0

Looking at the gradients of concentrations O,, N, and NO,~ (Figure 4b), we can infer that O, and N, diffuse
toward the O,/NO,~ front without diffusing away from it. On the other hand, NO;~ only diffuses away from
this front. This means that there must be a sink for O, and N, and a source for NO,~. This is provided for®
by the above oxidation of N, by O, to NO,~, which the PEA assumes to be in equilibrium. Similar analyses
can be made for the NO,/Fe and Fe/CH, fronts, where Fell is oxidized by NO,~ and CH, is oxidized byz
Fe(OH),(s), respectively. Of course, the oxidation of N, by O, does not occur in reality. In fact, it motivateda
Brun and Engesgaard (2002) to treat this reaction as kinetic. This is clearly one of the main limitations of the%
PEA. As it assumes thermodynamic equilibrium for all TEAs, all thermodynamically favorable reactions willQ
occur. Note that this shortcoming is only relevant for transport cases dominated by diffusion and not for cases®

3P YO 5N JO S3|N. 10}

nob

where advection is the main transport process and that do not show spikes in reaction rates. Nonetheless,®
Fell can be oxidized by NO,~, which is a process mediated by lithoautotrophic microorganisms (Torrent
et al., 2010).

On
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At this point, we can use our analytical solution to further analyze the impact of this shortcoming. The reaction
rates at the O,/NO;~ and NO,~/Fe fronts go to infinity or, at least, to very high values in a very narrow space
which is difficult to quantify. However, the reaction rates integrated over distance at these fronts do not go to
infinity. We can see this by integrating the diffusion term of Equation 32 over an infinitely small distance (Ax—0)
around the front position (x,). This yields the following equation:

x+Ax cp+Ax—2¢ d‘"‘

azcaz dcee 2 dcoc
/ oc, DGz ) dx= 8 (cu = es) D deocay =D

Xy—Ax

dcoe
dx

ay (34)

Table 3 shows the results of Equation 34 and compares them with other terms in the mass balances of the main
redox species. As can be seen, the masses of solutes reacting at the fronts are by no means small in comparison to
those reacting elsewhere or diffusing into the domain at the inlet. Moreover, NO,~, Fell, and CH, cannot diffuse
into or out of the domain due to the zero gradient at the inlet, which means that formation and consumption of
these species always compensate each other.
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Table 3
Mass Balances of the Main Redox Species for the Diffusion Model

Mass balance (mmol m~2 day~")

Process Location x (mm) CH,O0 0, NO,~ Fell CH,
Influx diffusion Inlet 0.0 7.81 7.81 0 0 0
Rk + Re3 O, zone 0.0-3.5 —-0.82 —-0.82 0 0 0
Re3 — 0.8Re4 O,/NO;~ front 35 0 —6.99 539 0 0
Rk + 0.8Re4 NO,~ zone 3.5-30.3 -4.10 0 -3.28 0 0
0.8Re4 — 4Re5 NO,~/Fe front 30.3 0 0 —2.31 —11.54 0
Rk + 4Re5 Fe zone 30.3-49.3 —1.47 0 0 10.15  -0.54
Rk + 0.5Re7 CH, zone 49.3-80.0 —1.41 0 0 1.39 0.54

Note. For each redox species it gives the mass influx/outflux and the production/consumption by the different redox
reactions integrated over distance. Positive values refer to influx or production, negative values to outflux or consumption.
The decays at the fronts are calculated by applying Equation 34, those at the redox zones by integrating reaction rates
between the indicated values of distance (x). The location of the Fe/CH, front (49.3 mm) is taken as the location where
Tre = TcHa

Rk + Re3: CH,0 + O, » HCO;™ +H*

Re3 — 0.8Re4: O + 0.4N; + 0.4H,0 — 0.8NO3~ + 0.8H*

Rk + 0.8Re4: CH,0 + 0.8NO3;™— HCOs~ + 0.4N, + 0.4H,0+0.2H"

0.8Re4 — 4Re5: 0.8NO;~ +4Fe** + 9.6H,0 — 0.4N, + 4Fe(OH)3(s)+7.2H"

Rk + 4Re5: CH,0 + 4Fe(OH); + 7H* — HCO; ™ + 4Fe** + 10H,0

Rk + 0.5Re7: CH,0 + 0.5H,0 — 0.5HCO;~ + 0.5CH4+0.5H*
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4.5. Comparison of the PEA With the Fully Kinetic Approach

As discussed in the previous section, a shortcoming of the PEA is that it permits spurious reactions that, although
being thermodynamically possible, are not always realistic. This occurs both in our solution and in the numerical
model, indicating that it is related to the concept of the PEA and, especially, to the assumption of thermodynamic™
equilibrium of TEAs. Therefore, in this section we compare the analytical PEA of both the advection and diffusion
model with a fully kinetic approach assuming Monod kinetics. We used Phreeqc for the calculation of the latter
by incorporating all the TEAs and DOC as new external species without interaction of thermodynamics of the
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database. We assumed the same spatial and temporal discretization as the models of Sections 4.3 and 4.4. The

]

o
]
Q
o
Q
[*]
3
3
. 2
> o
i T © 4 i
10 . o 3 2x10 =
I 9 - e © 3
e E 1x10* 2
8 ‘ Q g
- (=2
_ 5 =3
7 R X ox10° o
o
- g
S 3x10° @ = 6x10™ ’@_] s
E . g ] CaCO,(s) o
s 2x10° 3 \ 3
= g 0X10° e — S 3
£ 1x10° > | S S 2
g 2 Fe(OH),(s)
é 0x10° © _6x10* — 2

0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30

Distance (m) — PEA Distance (m)
--- Full Kinetics

Figure 5. Comparison of the Partial Equilibrium Approach (PEA, continuous lines) with the fully kinetic approach (dashed
lines) for the advection model. The gray lines in Figure (c) refer to the PEA results of Figure 3c.
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model also assumes the four redox reactions of Section 2 to be kinetic. Their rate laws are given by Equations 1-4
with equal A's. All rate law parameters are shown in Table 1. Although we use a high 4, it is still in the rage of
normal values. Values for ko,, kNo;, kpic are similar to those found in the literature. The value for kpem is more
disputable. Concentrations of aqueous Fe(III) are usually very low due to the low solubility of iron oxides. In fact,
iron reduction is often assumed not to depend on aqueous Fe(III), which is equivalent to krem = 0. We used a value

SN 4O S9N 104

of 1.0 x 10~ M, which roughly coincides with aqueous Fe(IIl) concentrations in equilibrium with amorphous
Fe(OH),(s).

Figures 5 and 6 show the results of the comparison for the advection and diffusion model, respectively. As the
fully kinetic approach does not consider the electron (e~), pe is not shown. For both models, the fully kineticg
approach predicts the same concentration of organic carbon and the same total organic carbon oxidation rateg
(rk = ro + rn + rre + rc) as the PEA. This is due to the fact that both approaches use the same Equation 6 for%
organic carbon oxidation. For the advection model, both approaches show similar results for aerobic oxidation
(ro), denitrification (ry) and concentrations of O,, NO,~, and N,. Although the O,/NO,~, and NO, /Fe fronts
are smoother for the full kinetic approach, their positions agree with those of the PEA. The main difference
between the PEA and the fully kinetic approach is related to the iron reduction and methanogenesis. In general,
the fully kinetic approach predicts much less methanogenesis than the PEA. The reason is that only the limit of'
the Fe(II) stability zone is reached as shown in Figure 1d. Therefore, there will still be enough Fe(IIl) to inhibit
methanogenesis according to Equation 4. As a result, the iron reduction zone is extended and Fe(II) concentra-
tions are larger for the fully kinetic approach.
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On the other hand, differences are more important for the diffusion model (Figure 6). The O, and NO,~ penetrate

wo) aAnReals) sjqed

much further when full kinetics are used. Large part of the O, diffusing into the domain is used for oxidizing Nzg
at the O,/NO, ™~ front when PEA is used (see Table 3). The fully kinetic approach does not admit this and, instead,3
O, is used for oxidizing organic carbon. Neither do the fully kinetics admit formation of NO, ™. Instead, it diffusesg'
from the inlet, which is evidenced by the gradient of its concentration (Figure 6b). In addition, fully kinetics do§
not consider NO,~ formation at the NO,/Fe front. Likewise, as fully kinetics do not allow Fe(II) consumption
at the NO,/Fe front, Fe(II) formed by iron reduction can only leave the domain through diffusion, creating clear

gradients of Fe(II) concentrations in Figure 6b.
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5. Discussion

Our analytical solution was applied and verified with a numerical model code using two very simple
one-dimensional steady state cases: one completely advective and the other completely diffusive. Our solution.
fitted exactly the numerical solution (Figures 3 and 4), showing its adequacy to be implemented. Besides thesex
two tested cases, our solution could be easily extended to 2D and 3D models, transient systems and mixing of
various end-members. Extension to 2D and 3D is not trivial, but analytical models has existed for several decadesd
(e.g., Wexler, 1992). Besides analytical models one can also use numerical models for the calculations of thed
conservative transport (step 1 of the procedure) and of the transport with linear decay (step 2). This is exempli-3
fied by Romanov and Dreybrodt (2006) and Guadagnini et al. (2009), who applied numerical models to calculateg’
calcite dissolution albeit without organic carbon oxidation. This implies that there are barely any limits to model¢
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flow and conservative transport processes. An interesting application could be organic carbon oxidation in soils
requiring the calculation of unsaturated flow, for which hardly any analytical solutions exists. It must be said that
in such systems, diffusion of gaseous species (O,, N,, and CO,) can become important processes, which unfortu-
nately cannot be modeled adequately by our semi-analytical solution. Another noteworthy application is organic%
carbon oxidation in domains with heterogeneous hydraulic conductivity and, consequently, heterogeneous flow

ue-swiia)/wod

3Ipuod-

and transport. As discussed in a recent review by Carrera et al. (2022) the advection dispersion equation is a poorz:
representation of transport in such domains. This has been acknowledged for conservative transport but is even
more relevant for reactive transport and, particularly, for organic carbon oxidation. Zones of low conductivity
and low water flow tend to contain water of low redox potential because of the slow influx of TEAs. We conjec-
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ture that this can create intricate patterns of redox zones. Analyzing and modeling such patterns by means of
traditional numerical reactive transport model codes would be very expensive in CPU time. Our semi-analytica
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solution, on the other hand, would only require the calculation of conservative transport and transport with llnear
decay, which is much cheaper. Calculation of gradients and reaction rates can be done straightforwardly in a post-

AJEan

processing fashion. Of course, in low conductivity zones, diffusion can be the main transport mechanism. In such
conditions the PEA may produce spurious results as discussed before. On the other hand, an explicit treatment
of heterogeneities (i.e., not by dispersion coefficients) would reduce such problems. An analysis of the combined
effect of both is beyond the scope of this paper. Anyway, we expect no problems for advective cases with hetero-
geneous flow but without diffusion and dispersion.

6. Conclusions

aJe sadnJe YO 9sn 4o sanJ 1oy

In this work, we have developed a semi-analytical solution for organic carbon oxidation coupled to the
reduction-oxidation and TEAs sequence assuming the PEA. Like the procedure of De Simoni et al. (2005), itg
decouples the chemistry from the transport. The chemistry can be calculated using standard speciation codes,§
such as Phreeqc. In some cases, the chemistry may be simplified by using Heaviside step and Dirac delta func-
tions. Our analytical solution assumes that the sum of the organic carbon oxidation by all TEAs can be simplified
by a linear kinetic rate law, which we consider a reasonable assumption, given that we are dealing with an analyt-

dde aq1 Ag psu

ical solution. Maybe it can be combined with the analytical solution of Sanchez-Vila et al. (2010) for more kinetic
reactions, but this is beyond the scope of the paper.

Our semi-analytical solution was applied and verified with a numerical model code using two very simple
one-dimensional steady state cases: one completely advective and the other completely diffusive. Our solu-
tion fitted exactly the numerical solution, showing its adequacy to be implemented. In our opinion, another<’
advantage—in comparison with previous analytical solutions—is that any set of equilibrium aqueous complexa-

WD aAREdID 3|qedl|

tion and mineral precipitation-dissolution reactions can be incorporated if the minerals are present ubiquitously.5

For the particular chemical system of our application, this means that we could not incorporate siderite (FeCO3),§

because it only forms in zones of low redox potential. Another more obvious limitation is that clogging, which is&:
. . . . )

a common phenomenon in organic carbon decay, cannot be handled by our solution, because it affects flow and 2

transport properties. So, in that case, flow and (conservative) transport can no longer be solved independently of

the chemistry.

Analytical or semi-analytical solutions do not only benefit from lower CPU times. They can also improve our
understanding of the modeled phenomena. Analysis by means of our solution reveals that in diffusive cases
assuming the PEA permits substantial N, oxidation by O,, Fe(II) oxidation by NO,~ and CH, oxidation by
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Fe(OH),(s), taking place near the transition zones between the various TEAs. Reaction rates show spikes (almost
. . .. . . . . . . . N
Dirac delta functions) at these transition zones, which is difficult to calculate with conventional numerical meth- ™
~
ods such as finite elements or finite differences, because such methods average rates over cells or elementsg o
<]
of finite size. On the other hand, they can be assessed easily with our semi-analytical solution. Most of these® g
reactions are unrealistic in environmental reduction oxidation systems, especially the oxidation of N, by O, E S
3
The comparison with the fully kinetic approach showed that, while the use of PEA in purely advective systemsZ: i
)
does not imply a quantitatively important production of such processes and concentrations are quite similar, inZ: 3
diffusive systems there is an important impact on concentrations and reaction rates. This may be a pecuharlty§ 3
< T
of diffusive systems, but in theory, it may also be relevant for systems with advection and dispersion. Modelerss &
o WV
that use the PEA should bear this in mind. At least, this shortcoming of the PEA can now be quantified. For cases@ <
oo
with diffusion or dispersion cases, we can calculate rates of spurious reactions and reject the model if these ratesg Q
.. . . S
are too big in comparison to other terms in the mass balances. = =4
3 w
2o
=
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