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ABSTRACT: Arsenic contamination occurs in groundwater of Bangladesh mainly from the alluvial and deltaic sediments.
Arsenic contamination of groundwater in Bangladesh was first detected more than a decade ago and the ‘shallow tubewells’
were reported as the main source of arsenic contaminated water. From the nutritional and metabolic points of view, arsenic
is likely to adversely affect human health and nutrition. Up to now, several studies have been carried out on this context;
however, inadequate knowledge on arsenic sources, mobilization and transport still remains as a constraint due to lack of
data, information and technological advances. Thus, a review study has been undertaken on the sources of arsenic, its
causes, mobilization, transport, effects on human health, arsenic test procedures and removal methods, in the context of
groundwater contamination in Bangladesh, and finally sustainable remedial measures of arsenic have been proposed. This
study suggests that laboratory facilities for testing of arsenic and effects of enhanced groundwater pumping, phosphate
fertilizer etc., need to be updated, expanded and studied. This review work is significant to further knowledge improvement,
as the topic is general and worldwide. It can be concluded that the integration of the proposed remedial measures with the
national geographic information system interface database relating to arsenic for analysis, production of hazard maps, and
dissemination on television show for the planners, engineers, managers, field supervisors and affected people, can reach at
the sustainable solution for mitigating arsenic and associated problems successfully in Bangladesh.
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INTRODUCTION
Arsenic appears in the earth’s crust at an average

concentration of 2 to 5 mg/kg, with low levels
commonly found in the air, water, and soil (Feng et al.,
2009). The most common form of As is arsenite and
arsenate compounds (Stollenwerk et al., 2007). The
toxicity of arsenic follows the order: Inorganic As (III)
species > Organic As (III) species > Inorganic As (V)
species > Organic As (V) species > Elemental Arsenic.
Arsenite is 60 times more toxic than arsenate (Fazal et
al., 2001a), and arsenopyrite has been identified as the
prime source of As pollution in Bangladesh (Fazal et
al., 2001b). Arsenic can be introduced to a groundwater
system through various means, including surface water

and precipitation as well as anthropogenic and naturally
occurring sources (Urik et al., 2009; Reza and Singh,
2010). In addition to anthropogenic sources of arsenic
contamination, human activity can aggravate and
accelerate the release of naturally occurring arsenic
(BGS and MacDonald, 2000; Klump et al., 2006). Organic
arsenic compounds usually containing carbon, are
mainly found in sea-living organisms. Industrial
process, such as mining, smelting and coal-fired power
plants, found as another source of environmental
arsenic (Safiuddin and Karim, 2001; Samarghandi et
al., 2007; Mahzuz et al., 2009).  Agricultural pesticides
and chemicals for timber preservation also play
important roles in the presence of arsenic (Gomez-
Caminero et al., 2001; Jha et al., 2010). There are no
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long-term water quality monitoring data to definitively
establish how arsenic concentrations change over time
(Hossain, 2006). The few data that exist, extending over
no more than two years, show that some wells have
increased in concentration, but cannot yet be taken as
proof of general or systematic changes. On an average,
older wells are more likely to be contaminated than
recently constructed ones. Only long-term monitoring
will determine whether this actually corresponds to
increasing concentrations at individual wells (BGS and
MacDonald, 2000).

The possible influence of pumping is a key policy
issue for the water sector (McArthur et al., 2004).
Klump et al. (2006) critically analyzed the negative
impact on flow system in the upper 30 m due to irrigation
pumping. Stute et al. (2007) reported that the
concentration of arsenic increased proportionally to
the increasing groundwater age for the upper 20 m of
the aquifer  in Bangladesh. There is extensive
withdrawal of groundwater for domestic use and
irrigation (Harvey, 2002; Dikinya and Areola, 2010).
Although the number of hand pumps is much greater
than the number of irrigation wells, they only account
for about 10 % of groundwater abstraction by volume.
The critical question is whether or not pumping of
groundwater for irrigation is either creating or
exacerbating the problem of arsenic in drinking water?
Although there is evidence that enhanced fluctuation
of the water table is not responsible for mobilizing
arsenic, this is not to say that irrigation will have no
influence on the arsenic problem. In particular, the
widespread cultivation of boro rice provides just the
conditions that would minimize air entry to the
underlying aquifer and would therefore make any
ongoing reduction and arsenic release that much more
effective (MoA, 2004; Aryafar and Doulati Ardejani,
2009). This process would probably take a long time to
have an effect, and cannot account for the large-scale
problem that currently exists. Nevertheless, it needs
further investigation (BGS and MacDonald, 2000). The
effect of phosphate fertilizers also needs investigating
as several scientists noted phosphorus involvement
in increased As downward movement through leaching
from the topsoil (Peryea and Kammereck, 1997). In this
stage, phosphate concentrations are abnormally high,
frequently more than 0.5 mg/L (as phosphate, P), and
this could make the arsenic more soluble by competing
with arsenic for sorption sites on the iron oxides (Creger
and Peryea, 1994). However, BGS and MacDonald

(2000) suspect that most of the phosphate is derived
from natural geological sources. The groundwater
arsenic problem in Bangladesh arises because of an
unfortunate combination of three factors, namely,
source of arsenic (arsenic is present in the aquifer
sediments), mobilization (arsenic is released from the
sediments to the groundwater) and transport (arsenic is
flushed away in the natural groundwater circulation).
This study had been carried out in the Department of
Civil Engineering, Chittagong University of Engineering
and Technology, Bangladesh, during 2006-2009.

Source of arsenic
Previously a number of anthropogenic explanations

had been for the occurrence of arsenic in groundwater.
While it is possible that some may explain isolated cases
of arsenic contamination, none of the anthropogenic
explanations can account for the regional extent of
groundwater contamination in Bangladesh and West
Bengal (Mandal et al., 1998). There is no doubt that
the source of arsenic is of geological (Safiuddin and
Karim, 2001). Regional distribution of the high arsenic
contaminated water in West Bengal and Bangladesh
influenced by the differences in sediment distribution,
diagenesis and variations in abstraction depths
(Smedley and Kinniburgh, 2002). There have been
insufficient analyses of the alluvial sediments to provide
a regional picture but current data suggest that arsenic
is usually in the range 2-20 mg/kg; only slightly greater
than typical sediments (2-6 mg/kg). However, it appears
that an unusually large proportion of the arsenic is
present in a potentially soluble form (Parsa and Etemad
Shahidi, 2010). The high groundwater arsenic
concentrations are associated with the grey sands
rather than the brown sands (Geen et al., 2003;
McArthur et al., 2004). The contamination occurs in
groundwater from the alluvial and deltaic sediments
that make up much of the area (Bhattacharya et al.,
2002). The arsenic is of geological origin and is probably
apparent now, because it is only during last 20-30 years
that groundwater has been extensively used for
drinking water in the rural areas (Jakariya et al., 2003;
Jakariya et al., 2007b). Although the mechanism of
arsenic release from the sediments is unknown, Stute
et al. (2007) suggested that the kinetics of arsenic
release from the sediments and the groundwater
residence time was an important factor. However,
arsenic has probably been presented in the
groundwater for thousands of years.
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Much of Bangladesh aquifer system is characterized
by a two-aquifer system. A shallow aquifer typically
extending from 10 m to 70 m below ground level, and a
deeper aquifer below about 200 m. A surface layer of
silty clay forms a semi-confining layer and a lower clay
layer (as thick as 30 m) sometimes separates the shallow
and deep aquifers or may not be present at all (BGS and
DPHE, 2001). Horneman et al. (2004) studied the interface
between reduced and oxidized aquifers drops from a
depth of 30 m to 150 m within a few kilometers in the east
of Dhaka. In most of the southern Bangladesh, the
situation is much more complex with a division of the
shallow aquifer into two by a low permeability silt-clay
layer (Harvey et al., 2006; JICA, 2002).

The shallow (or main) aquifer has been extensively
exploited and is the source of arsenic problem (Jakariya
and Bhattacharya, 2007). Groundwater from depths of
more than 150-200 m appears to be essentially arsenic-
free. The top of the shallow aquifer, at depths of less
than 10 m, also appears to be less contaminated than
deeper down and may account in part for observation
that shallow hand-dug wells are usually uncontaminated
even in areas of otherwise high arsenic contamination
(Geen et al., 2005; Jakariya and Bhattacharya, 2007).
These wells, however,  face the highest risk of
microbiological contamination (Caldwell et al., 2003).

It is likely that the original sources of arsenic existed
as both sulphide and oxide minerals. Oxidation of pyrite
in the source areas and during sediment transport would
have released soluble arsenic and sulphate (Polizzotto
et al., 2006). The sulphate would have been lost to the
sea but the arsenic, as As (V), would subsequently have
been sorbed by the secondary iron oxides formed (Root
et al., 2009). The mobilizations of arsenic in groundwater
system followed by two processes are either by the
oxidation of sulfides or the reduction of iron oxides
(USEPA, 2006). The ‘pyrite oxidation’ hypothesis
proposed by scientists from West Bengal is therefore
unlikely to be a major process and the ‘oxyhydroxide
reduction’ hypothesis is probably the main cause of
arsenic mobilization in groundwater (Chowdhury et al.,
1999).

Alam and Sattar (2000) found As concentration up to
57 mg/kg in Bangladeshi soil samples collected from
different locations. This As level would be threat on
country’s staple food rice and also for rice straw–food
for cattle. A detailed As survey in soils of Bangladesh
has been done by BGS (1999a and b), but no As in
Chittagong was found. Hossain (2006) noted that As

concentration in rice grain didn’t exceed the maximum
permissible limit of 1.0 mg/kg, and mentioned that
very high level of As (up to 91.8 mg/kg) can
contaminate rice straw. Hossain (2006) suggested
that detailed soil-water-plant chain study can be
undertaken in highly As contaminated areas of
Bangladesh.

Mobilization of arsenic
The mobilization of As into groundwater in

Bangladesh has been described by researchers under
two hypothesis called ‘pyrite oxidation’ (Mandal et
al., 1998; Hossain, 2006) and ‘oxy-hydroxide reduction’
(Horneman et al., 2004). Microbiological processes had
identified in many geochemical transformations in
Bangladeshi soils and groundwater, and the microbial
activity happen within short time (4 weeks) rather than
the residence times of groundwater (4 decades)
(Oremland and Stolz, 2005; Harvey et al., 2006). Metal-
reducing bacteria play important role in arsenic release
from the sediments and iron-reducing bacteria are
identified as the key organisms that can attack arsenic
once they have exhausted iron as a growth element
(Islam et al., 2004).

Burial of the sediments, rich in organic matter, has
led to the strongly reducing groundwater conditions
observed. The process has been aided by the high
water table and fine-grained surface layers which
impede entry of air to the aquifer. Microbial oxidation
of the organic carbon has depleted the dissolved
oxygen in the groundwater. This is reflected by the
high bicarbonate concentrations found in groundwater
in recent sediments. There is a relationship between
the degree of reduction of the groundwater and the
arsenic concentration; the more groundwater
reduction, the more will be the arsenic concentration
(Brömssen et al., 2007).  

The highly reducing nature of the groundwater has
led to the reduction of some of the arsenic to As(III)
and possible desorption of arsenic since As(III) is
normally less strongly sorbed by the iron oxides than
As(V) under the near neutral pH groundwater
conditions observed (Smedley and Kinniburgh, 2002;
Hossain, 2006). Further reduction will lead to the partial
dissolution of the poorly crystallized ferric oxide with
consequent release of iron and additional arsenic
(Bhattacharya et al., 1997). Other strongly sorbed ions,
especially phosphate, will also be released by iron
oxide dissolution. The relatively high phosphate
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concentrations present in the groundwater will compete
with arsenic for sorption sites and is another factor
that favors high groundwater arsenic concentrations
(Harvey et al., 2002). It may also make arsenic treatment
more difficult (Brömssen et al., 2007).

Transport of arsenic
Present groundwater movement is very slow

because of the extremely low hydraulic gradients found
in the delta region. Except where modified by pumping,
groundwater circulation is largely confined to the
shallow layers affected by local topographic features
and the presence of rivers. Close to rivers, the enhanced
groundwater flow may lead to a greater dispersion of
arsenic along the river banks. Annual fluctuations of
the water table, typically about 5 m, will affect
groundwater and arsenic movement in the shallow
layers. There may have been some flushing of arsenic
from the shallowest layers (BGS and MacDonald, 2000).
At greater depths, groundwater moves slowly in
response to the small regional gradients (Chowdhury
et al., 1999). The lateral and vertical spread of
contaminants is slow even without considering the
retardation due to sorption. Modeling suggests that
even in the most permeable layers, arsenic movement
is likely to be limited to a few meters a year (BGS and
MacDonald, 2000).

The permeability of the silty clay layers is low and
in the case of a narrow horizon of silty clay, water will
preferentially move through the adjacent more
permeable sandy layers. This effectively protects the
silty clay layers from strong leaching and possibly
preserves arsenic-rich zones (Larsen et al., 2008). This
relative lack of water and arsenic movement and the
strong stratification of the aquifer, preserve the high
concentrations of arsenic from leaching and lead to the
great spatial variability observed. The conclusion from
this is that in the absence of human intervention
significant short-term (less than a few decades) variations
in arsenic concentrations are unlikely to occur at depth
(BGS and MacDonald, 2000).

The arsenic contaminated sediments from Himalayans
transported down to the floodplain of Bangladesh
(Stanger, 2005). Flood is a normal phenomenon in
Bangladesh and although the severe flooding in 1998
and 2003 monsoon were exceptional, there may be some
increased flow in the uppermost part of the shallow
aquifer but this will, if anything, tend tu flush out the
arsenic that is found there (BGS and MacDonald, 2000).

Data and information on arsenic occurrences
The following sections deal with the available data

and information relating to the occurrences of arsenic
in Bangladesh and the effects of arsenic on public
health. Arsenic contamination of groundwater was first
detected in Bangladesh in 1993 by the Department of
Public Health Engineering (DPHE) in  Chapai
Nawabganj,  adjacent to West Bengal, India which was
contaminated extensively in 1988 (Smedley and
Kinniburgh, 2002; Ahmed et al., 2004). Extensive
contamination in Bangladesh was confirmed in 1995
when additional surveys showed contamination of
shallow tubewells across much of southern and central
Bangladesh. At the same time, cases of chronic
arsenicosis were being recognized by health
professionals (Bhattacharya et al., 2002).

The presence of arsenic are found so far in tube-
wells water samples of 60 districts out of 64 districts of
Bangladesh and the arsenic contents are found to
exceed the World Health Organization (WHO)
recommended maximum permissible limit (i.e., 0.01 mg/
L) in 41 districts (Fig. 1) (BGS and MacDonald, 2000;
Caldwell et al., 2003). According to the study
conducted by the Department of  Public Health
Engineering (DPHE) and British Geological Survey
(BGS) (BGS and DPHE, 2001), arsenic contents of 46 %
of the shallow tubewells water  exceed WHO
recommended value of 0.01 mg/L and 27 % shallow
tubewells water exceed Bangladesh recommended
value of 0.05 mg/L (Fig. 2).

In acute arsenic problem areas, more than 90 % of
shallow tubewells have been found to produce
contaminated water exceeding 0.05 mg/L of arsenic
(Tondel et al., 1999; Erickson, 2003). Ninety one percent
of the tubewells in Samta village in Jessore district
(Biswas et al., 1998), 29 % of the tubewells in Rajarampur
village of Nawabganj district (Ahmad et al., 1997) and
59 % of the groundwater samples contain higher than
0.5 mg/L of arsenic (Chowdhury et al., 1999). The
percentage of tubewells reported to affect by arsenic
increased from 22 % to 36 % during 1995 to 2004 and
people exposed to drink arsenic contaminated water
were reported to increase in similar fashion from 21 %
in 1995 to 25 % in 2004 of total population of
Bangladesh as shown in Fig. 3 (BGS and DPHE, 2001).

In 2008, a total of 282 water samples from shallow
tubewells, having a maximum depth of 45 m, were
collected from 39 out of 41 Wards of Chittagong City
Corporation Area and tested in the field and laboratories
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Fig. 1: Distribution of arsenic presence in Bangladesh

of Bangladesh University of Engineering and
Technology (BUET) and Chittagong University of
Engineering and Technology (CUET), respectively
(Ashraf and Palit, 2008). They tested the samples in
the BUET and CUET laboratories using Atomic
Absorption Spectrophotometer and found arsenic
concentration values greater than WHO guidelines
(0.01 mg/L) in 13 Wards, the maximum of which was
0.561 mg/L (WHO, 1993). But no arsenic contamination
was found in deep tubewells (deeper than 45 m) water.
Before these tests, people thought that Chittagong was
arsenic-free area. So, it may be assumed that all areas
of Bangladesh are being expected to be affected by
arsenic gradually.

Effects of arsenic on public health
There is clearly a very serious problem of arsenic

contamination in groundwater in much of southern and

eastern Bangladesh (Harvey et al., 2002). Since hand
tubewells and shallow tubewells are the major water
sources for safe drinking water in rural areas of
Bangladesh, arsenic concentration higher than
recommend values in these sources have been
becoming serious health threat (Chen and Ahsan, 2004;
Rahman et al., 2006). Several studies show that the
arsenic affected people in Bangladesh are 30 to 35
million (Jakariya et al., 2007a). Serious health hazards
can be occurred due to arsenic contaminated drinking
water use after a long period of about 5 to 15 years, but
the duration can even be 2.5 years for high exposure of
contamination (Harvey et al., 2006).  Slow As poisoning
observed in scalp hair  samples among the As
contaminated water consumers (Uddin et al., 2006).
These range from skin lesions (hyper-pigmentation,
de-pigmentation, melanosis, keratosis, etc.) to cancers
of the bladder, kidney, lungs and cardiovascular
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problems (Hossain, 2006). Safiuddin and Karim (2001)
reported that the melanosis (93.5 %) and keratosis (68.3 %)
are the most common sufferings among the As affected
people in Bangladesh. Thereafter, the seriously
affected people are by arsenical (arsenite and arsenate),
resulting skin cancer of about 0.8 % of the total skin
disease patients (Safiuddin and Karim, 2001). The scale
of this environmental disaster is greater than any seen
before. Chronic arsenicosis plays a crucial role in social
and economic consequences as well as through
victim’s household economy, ultimately decreasing the
quality of life (Safiuddin and Karim, 2001).

Testing of arsenic and removal methods and
alternatives

The following sections deal with the arsenic testing
methods, and arsenic removal methods and alternatives
used in Bangladesh, respectively.

Testing procedures
During 1997 and 1998, the laboratory facilities for

arsenic testing in the DPHE (Dept. of Public Health
Engineering) were strengthened with help of WHO,
UNICEF (United Nations Children’s Fund), DFID (Dept.
for International Development) and others. Laboratory
facilities for arsenic testing at many public universities
in Bangladesh are also available. Nevertheless, the
laboratory facilities available within Bangladesh for
testing arsenic on a large scale still remain inadequate.
Compilation of recent evaluations and other
information have produced important information
about the practicality of field-kit testing (Geen et al.,

2005; Jakariya et al., 2007a). Several field test kits are
employed for short-term screening of As in wells water
(Geen et al., 2005; Steinmaus et al., 2006). The general
geographical distributions of arsenic contamination
indicated by field tests and laboratory tests are
essentially the same (BGS and MacDonald, 2000).
However, there are problems in testing natural
groundwater with low levels of arsenic contamination.
Controlled field and laboratory testing in India and
Bangladesh showed that: 
• Field kits reliably identify highly contaminated water
containing above about 0.20 mg/L of arsenic (Hossain,
2006).
• Field kits do not falsely indicate the presence of arsenic
in wells where laboratory tests show the arsenic
concentration is below 0.05 mg/L (Rahman et al., 2002).
• Field kits do not reliably identify the presence of
arsenic in groundwater contaminated containing
between 0.05 and 0.20 mg/L of arsenic.
• It should be noted that these tests were performed
either by or under the supervision of chemists.
Therefore, actual results performed without supervision
may add additional uncertainty to the results.

There is a substantial ongoing effort to improve these
field test kits ready for a country-wide screening
process (BGS and MacDonald, 2000). Hossain (2006)
reported that the UNICEF is going to use some
improved field test kits like Arsenator, kit with
photometer (developed by Mahidol University in
Thailand), and kit based on the molybdenum blue
method which does not produce arsine gas (Hussam
et al., 1999; Christen, 2001).

Arsenic removal methods and alternatives
Sorg and Logsdon (1974) reviewed arsenic removal

technologies intensively. The most commonly used As
removal methods are oxidation, co-precipitation and
adsorption onto coagulated flocs, lime treatment,
adsorption onto sorptive media, ion exchange resin
and membrane techniques (Hering et al., 1996, 1997;
Joshi and Chaudhuri, 1996).  Jekel (1994) and Ahmed
(2001) documented several advantages and
disadvantages in arsenic removal technologies.

Geochemical studies in water supply system could
provide insight into the biogeochemical controls on
arsenic mobility by well-defined arsenic and iron inputs.
For water treatment by coagulation with hydrolyzing
Fe (III) shows higher efficiencies for As (V) over
oxidation method (Gomez-Caminero et al., 2001).

 

20

25

30

35

40

10 

20 

30 

40 

50 

60 

70 

80 

90 

100 

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

 

 HHTubewell reported As 

 

No of Tubewell Population reported As (%)

D
rin

ki
ng

 W
at

er
 T

ub
ew

el
l (

 x
 1

00
0)

(%
)

HH Tubewell reported As

Fig. 3: Percentage of hand tubewells contaminated and
population exposed to drink arsenic contaminated
water reported having value exceeded by 0.05 mg/L
in Bangladesh

IJEST
Placed Image



        A. Akter; M. H. AliInt. J. Environ. Sci. Tech., 8 (2), 433-443, Spring 2011

439

Passive sedimentation, i.e., combination of oxidation
and subsequent storing of As contaminated water for
long duration, could be a useful method among rural
people of Bangladesh (Ahmed, 2001). The basic concept
of ultraviolet radiation to catalyze the oxidation process
of arsenite in presence of oxygen was experimented as a
method of As removal (Wegelin et al., 2000). Ahmed
(2001) argued that solar oxidation of arsenic in
transparent bottle can reduce about one third of As from
contaminated water sample of Bangladesh.

The Bucket Treatment Unit (BTU), developed by
DPHE-DANIDA project in Bangladesh, is based on the
principles of coagulation (using different coagulants like
aluminium alum, ferric salts, etc.), co-precipitation (using
aluminium hydroxide) and adsorption processes
(Ahmed, 2001). In this method two buckets, each of 20-
litre capacity, can remove As by about 2-3 hrs. Another
two buckets technology is the Stevens Institute
Technology, chemicals mixing bucket (reported to be
iron sulphate and calcium hypochloride) supplied in
packets and the flocs separation bucket using the
processes of sedimentation and filtration. This
technology can reduce As level to less than 0.05 mg/L in
80 to 95 % cases (BAMWSP et al., 2001). Based on the
coagulation process followed by sand filtration,
Bangladesh Council of Scientific and Industrial Research
(BCSIR) developed an arsenic removal system. A
combination of oxidation, coagulation and sedimentation
process is involved in Fill and Draw Units by DPHE-
DANIDA Arsenic Mitigation Pilot Project (Sarkar and
Rahman, 2001).

In 2004, the BCSIR certified three households a
chemical and a non-chemical arsenic removal plant that
could filter arsenic. The BCSIR with the technical
assistance of a Canadian NGO (non-government
organization), the Ontario Centre for Environmental
Technology Advancement, has been evaluating five
technologies for the last two years. Of those, Alcan,
Sidko, READ-F and Sono (Table 1) are validated in

the field tests and achieved the BCSIR authorization
(The Daily Star, 2004a). A handy, simple and cheap
‘Sono’ filter made of easily available materials has
worked wonders in supplying arsenic-free water to rural
people. Its use has stopped spread of arsenicosis in
about 100 villages in Kushtia Sadar, Khoksa, Daulatpur
and Bheramara upazilas. No arsenicosis patient was
detected in these villages in the last two years after
people started using it, reported by the innovators who
are producing and marketing this filter (The Daily Star,
2006). Sono Filter is perhaps the first recognized
successful indigenous technology to remove arsenic
from water. It costs between $25 and $35 (BDT 1600
and BDT 2100) and a buyer does not have to use any
ingredient or chemical to purify water. These filters can
produce 120 L (at 30 L/h) of clean water for drinking
and cooking. It can last at least 5 years without a toxic
waste disposal hazard. Three scientists of Bangladesh,
namely, Dr. Munir, a physician in Kushtia, Bangladesh;
Prof. Abul Hussam, Department of Chemistry and Bio-
Chemistry, George Mason University, USA (Bangladesh
born US citizen); and Prof. Abul Barkat, Economics
Department, Dhaka University, Bangladesh, have
invented the system after seven years of experiments.
It is now made of two buckets using iron dust, saw
dust, coal and some other components, which the
innovators are not willing to elaborate. It has been
approved by the World Health Organization (WHO),
the Bangladesh government and the local bureau of
Isotope Hydrology Section of the Inter-national Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA). Manab Sakti Unnayan Kendro
(MSUK), a sister organization of Sono Diagnostic
Center (CDC), has been supervising its production.
They said about 27000 Sono filters have been sold so
far to the people across the country. Different NGO’s
across the country are also marketing it. People in Chapi
Nawabganj municipality area are one of the worst
arsenic-affected people in the country. At present, most
of the deep tubewells supplying water through

Table 1: Arsenic removal process and their costs for the BCSIR authorized technology

Technology As removal process Capital, O and 
M cost (Tk.) 

Cost (Tk/L 
of water) 

Alcan Using activated alumia as Sorptive filtration media. 3500 0.18 
Sidko Usage of the granular Ferric Hydroxide (AdsorpAs®) as adsorbent. 350,000 0.18 
READ-F Ethylenevinyl alcohol copolymer (EVOH)-borne hydrous cerium oxide 

whereas the hydrous cerium oxide is the adsorbent.  5500 0.19 

Sono Zero valent iron fillings and coarse sand used in the 
top bucket made by indigenous iron rich clay. 2700 0.12 

$1 = TK. 63.00
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pipelines to about 240,000 people are contaminated by
the groundwater arsenic. A deep tubewell is installed
on the bank of the River Mahananda to pump out 30,000
gallons of water an hour and to supply arsenic free
water to around 30 villages severely affected by
groundwater arsenic contamination (The Daily Star,
2004b). According to the DPHE survey report for
Brahmanbaria, about 488,650 people suffered from
highly arsenic contaminated water of about 84 % of
the total 28,068 numbers of tube-wells, while the rest
tube-wells were completely out of order because of the
layer of arsenic contaminated water at 30 m depth. This
problem was overcome by DPHE by installing deep
tube-wells at about 210 m depth in different parts of
the affected areas (Islam et al., 2004).

RESULTS  AND DISCUSSION
The laboratory facilities available for testing arsenic

on a large scale have still been remained inadequate in
Bangladesh, although an increasing number of private
laboratories have been offering sophisticated arsenic
testing facilities. Thus, further improvement and
expansion of the laboratories at government level
might help arsenic test on a large scale. Both field and
laboratory testing are required on a massive scale, or
perhaps a combination of the two, or perhaps mobile
arsenic-testing laboratories. Many tubewells were
reported safe a long time ago by individual initiation,
but unfortunately many of these wells had been
contaminated with high level of As, indicating
spreading of As contamination (Christen, 2001;
Erickson, 2003). Erickson (2003) proposed that the wells
should be tested more than once and Hossain (2006)
supported this proposal for the repeated testing by
the government or donor agencies. Cheng et al. (2004)
emphasized on the monitoring of the seasonal and
temporal variations of As in the groundwater of
Bangladesh. So, the initial step would be to test all
shallow tubewells water across the country and
declared safe or unsafe for drinking. Thereafter, routine
maintenance/testing step should follow properly.

Implementation of alternative sources
The potential alternative sources could be the

treated surface, dug wells, pond-sand-filters (PSF), rain-
water-harvested (RWH) and deep tubewells water.
Jakariya et al. (2007b) also noted three potential
sources, namely, treated surface water, rain water and
alternative ground water (Safiuddin and Karim, 2001;
Geen et al., 2003). The approach can be started by

continuing the existing color distinction between
acceptable/non-acceptable hand tubewells for drinking
purpose. This can be followed by installing deep
tubewells in stratified aquifer  in Bangladesh
(Stollenwerk, 2007), or community based surface water
treatment plant. Individual initiative can go for
household rainwater harvesting, or use of dug-well
water. National initiative can be taken to supply treated
surface water or arsenic free deep-tubewell water to
the arsenic affected areas. Iron-cum-arsenic removal
plant or salinity-cum-arsenic removal plant can also be
set up at a specific location of concern at government
and non-government levels. Few of these alternatives
are available in Bangladesh, but are not applied
effectively due to lack of funds, lack of sound
knowledge in groundwater hydrology, proper planning
and management. However, these approaches can be
integrated to reach at the sustainable solution for
mitigating arsenic and associated problems in
Bangladesh.

CONCLUSION
Although relevant data and information are available

in the literature on arsenic, this review study has been
completed in concise form to compile important
information in order to propose remedial measures of
arsenic in the context of Bangladesh. This review work
suggests that the effect of phosphate fertilizer on
solubility of arsenic in groundwater; the impacts of
using arsenic contaminated irrigation water from
shallow tube-wells on human food chain, animal food
chain and soil quality; the effect of enhanced
fluctuation of groundwater table; the effect of enhanced
pumping; the possible increment of arsenic
concentration over time, the effect of long-term flooding
in arsenic affected areas, etc., need to be investigated
thoroughly to handle arsenic problems successfully in
Bangladesh. The proposed remedial measures would
be much more successful if sound planning and
management programs are undertaken jointly by the
government, non-governmental organizations, local
authorities and individual households, to integrate
these remedial measures in order to reach at the
sustainable solution for mitigating arsenic and
associated problems successfully in Bangladesh. The
proposed remedial measures would be much more
successful if sound planning and management
programs are undertaken jointly by the government,
non-governmental organizations, local authorities and
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individual households to integrate these remedial
measures in order to reach at the sustainable solution
for mitigating arsenic and associated problems in
Bangladesh. Moreover, the integration of these
suggested measures with the national GIS interface
database relating to arsenic for analysis, production
of hazard maps, dissemination of related results on
television show, etc., might play crucial roles for the
planners, designers, managers, field supervisors and
affected people.
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