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Abstract

At present, the operation and treatment of domestic food waste have become a trend. The treat-
ment process is mostly wet anaerobic digestion. Due to the high concentration of organic slurry
pollutants produced by the pretreatment of food waste, the effluent indexes of biogas slurry after
anaerobic digestion such as cod and SS remain high, and the membrane fouling of the back-end
sewage treatment facilities is serious. In order to ensure the effect of the follow-up sewage treat-
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ment system, the effluent of the anaerobic biogas slurry needs to be pretreated to meet the inlet
requirements of the sewage system. This experiment takes the anaerobic biogas slurry of Taiyuan
kitchen waste treatment project as the research object, analyzes the characteristics of kitchen
biogas slurry, and carries out relevant small-scale and pilot tests on this basis to verify the biogas
slurry treatment effects achieved by different chemicals and corresponding treatment processes.
It can provide technical reference for the selection or optimization of biogas slurry treatment
process of food waste treatment plants that have been built or to be built.
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ST, A 1 R B KR AR S B, m e A (R R B L A B A A A R T R

1B “A 7 A B A TS B R OC F A i W RI(2011~2015)FE F 5 R AHE B 1 IX
TR S BRI S S R AR EE, o DK A b S R B A T 242 &, ACFRBEST E RSN 3 i/ H,
LI TRERTE 109 1476[1], (HH TEBERMBE S A EE, BT T HFRW 16.7%. £ “+=
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REMEZERA L NIhR. HirgE R R EN, BPE RN NP R B E B Ar . [ s 35 A
i) BT AR HE A B B R B b A 3 T 5

2. BERRBEREFMTLIVR T4
2.1. BARBEEFI=
211 BREEFVARTR
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2.1.2. BEEFYEE
B COD % i 80,000~100,000 mg/L, KAV YL fuf s B R4, WKANE, #
R SR (AR AN DRSS G R, RN RS PRI TUAE 5 28 o Vi 3R [ 48 5 W 2 i T AR 1) B P fR I
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22.2. BT
B b B E AR DTS A NS SRR N, IR BERAG R R T S e A K
B PRAR . PRERISE S Bt — P 2, XHECR SR EORE e, AR TIAL B AR G R 1Y

PR G SR, X TR SR A A KR, BACEE R G0 RE 2GR T Z R ot.
ST HATRE R B RFAYR -GS, REIEFN AR B AR R ERME, LA KRE. &
Ve R L B SRR BRI RS EIO it

2.3. BRrEERREELEREA

H AT SR W A B R E 2 AL B EOR . MBI ROR . P AR BR . m R SR I RO
PRAKIERA . R . 2 T8 B % F B A SRS IR K AR 1, L AP 7R KK 5 AT L
Y& T B RE YD, S b, HBIRAL aT LB DR | S A HEAE AL . DR REIR AL S5 07 SRS B[ 2] . Herh,
PRAABEWEA AL IR = R HE SEBLREIR A AR AN S i R e Ay BT 2 —, (5 EE 70%LL E.

PREGH T AR E AN BBCR, & — PSR . R B A WU TC R A R il R e
P ARG B 0 e 28 T e A — A B A A . RAAUTH AL IR T DISRIS AE BT e R —— VR, R &
AR B AT REARIRAR, DRI AE 3 th i fi F e 5 3t (0 [ (R LR SR A B R 22— 3] S5 — D5, AL
HAPVRFFFER, K& S HEEE 60%/ 4 KT, B T € Masrlaish, s =0
NERATHRIE Lo FERZ TG AL B T2, PR A2 i — A LSS B — AL Bl ) T2

BRI PRI B ON BT SEIT FE I A 2 —, B s A LU RS RE 0, eI E 5 fE
ANAEAE RN R, AUV Ao PRl — A, 7 b (TP ) HH B S5 i, [RII BRE 5 SRR 7T
REREPT AR SR, TZMBLAEY AU ST, o8 B B0 R AT A R b
A VR VRS TR AR WD LR I, T G SRR R A 3 4k 8 56 5 TR 7 A e/ o T DR AT AL TR AR ) T A 3
I 50 T 8 9 M A JB 3 DRI A 7 b A Fe T R AEL IR 3R 4]0

MR AR B A A R 27 AR KB AVE I, BB PRSI EEAT TP GRBD I 7K
PhRE BB > B RE A WOGAL, I E IR & O IZ R A A R A TR TR R B A S &, &
COD. AR m#hdr, X FH5KAE T AR T —E KRR
24. BRAEEHINR

FI %8 5 B3 R TR V) 5 77 o R Sl R oA 2 2 R AT B O 2, tnoin 25 B A Ak
(PAC)NUZR M I i (PAM)HEAT 15 YR R B, SR )5 SR ] B /K LB B R R WL AT V5 P B K . 21207 ik
REBR G 5 U8 S K F Y 85% A, BARBEIRAF LT ROV K7 B RUR , (HFREAEAIRE %R, Hrp PAC
BONE FE 5% L, BN REIE 20 Jo/MEVAW, FAEARBE AL R V5 YR ORI (5 ] B SRR
WHESME T2, RASMERIENUIF IR E AR RAMBAMSEEINZ R4, KA KEmems,
22N 5 R NE R JEALEEAT B 7 88, M0 B DB VLB SR TS Y Fabm A /2 Rl KT 7K
JRESR, H i TAE SV RE s N 7 KR A K T SRV e A DB A BE R [ 81 PR 4R S S v 11 [
PEiG PR FE LT, AT A PR PR AT A B ™ FE e B RACR (KR T, (RIS 2 BR A HE AL L PR St —
DRIACHIR T, & KRS T HDEBEEN TG KA B 20 IR it R4 il — 8 I 45 3
WIEREH.

T T AR BB R ORI SR T 208 AT HOR . oM AFAE I, X DAk e e v i A 2
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BIFHIRALER) (200 VA AR TN R, AT H A R BN T2 82k, /b T IR B H AT
(IR, FEBEEEAY bR AR SRR R T 2, O g BB i A T SR A B ) VR R A AL B T 2 R PR
RACFRAE R AR S

3. SKPRM A ROICKRR AR B EF LRI )

SIS 12350.56 m?, HAZEAHE 1997.4 m?, FHALEE (A KK HLE 5935.9 m?. FEOE TG
3494.44 m’ AEFEHIBIHI G 729.1 m* WHBEEERIE 351 m’. REURNEER B 69.76 m. IR LD
53.76 m*, FEIA] 351 m®. EEEEE BRI L A EE RS REKREE RS THEBUKHLHEIE &5
JEFE MRS S AL B R G VRSB IR R R g S e 4l TR .

VIR B HAFERE R FEY) 500 t (— 1 200 v/d), P& 450 t (— W] 180 t/d). JRFFE
WG 25 t (—H1 10 vd). HRTZWH SZhriz T A FAE % 200 vd P2 AEES 14,000 m’/d, K HL 28,000
Kw-h/d, &M RGBS~ 8RN 83 vd, JWARHILZEIZE 83%.

FEMHY: RRERIRBER T RS RAKERG . HEBKYEIR RS K7Wl
W R TALEE R 4 THA RN IR AL R & 40 B e i B TR

WERTZ: RBRICRA R + ZARERM + PREKEE + RAIRA” T2, KA HMARR A
oA 3 A KL I
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7K B A HLIRE A (3 P SR B Al Ak i i B, B3I R A LRI N R B s, 28 B b 3k 4 RAA T
WG, FEETJTNEAE M . iR B o FLRE R B, mT DR 4 S 4 30 rh i) — S84, A
BEBI pH (E4E . EMAEIE N R BT E € L, 2T, B EEviE. HRsd s
FE K S5 A HE 2 T [X P75 K Ab B AR B, VAV AR NS 77 BRSSO AU F B TN A HLIE. T 2500
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Figure 1. Process flow chart of kitchen waste treatment
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Table 1. Design raw water quality table
= 1L ORI RKOKERR

157K AR bR BEAKAK B BCHE R pH 4F, mg/L)
pH 6~8
COD, 12,000~15,000
BOD; 6000~8000
NH;-N 2000~2500
TN 2500~2800
Ss 2000~2500
B REA 800~1000

AR AR5 K AL B 5 i H KK R ROE B (V57K HERARAE) (GB8978-1996)H I = 0 hsiift, 3 Hys5 Y
V¥ e bR 2 BT

Table 2. Main pollutant control indicators

® 2. ERFRMIEHIERR

5 HFR HfH LA
1 COD, 500 mg/L
2 BOD; 300 mg/L
3 sS 400 mg/L
4 NH;-N 45 mg/L
5 ™ 100 mg/L
6 pH 6~9 /
7 B 100 mg/L
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Figure 2. Process flow diagram of downstream sewage treatment plant
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TR R M2 Z A, BRI A NS RY . wiliE. EeE. ik, MEEm. H
I AEREE H ™ i A Kb, (875K 18T TEAR[AMERIBE T Z, RIZET Ll MBR G UEB Y FikL
R T2k, RIS BCE s U0 NF 8 RO AL H 8l m g S8 A T2 R 2 /K] HAOKFUE BRI T
T, HIEF] NF/RO B HINE, 247 e, P E MR OC AL B S (R L, AR I H K AL BBy
FREH A/O+MBR + REFMPANTE, AAETZRERWE 2 Frox.

3.2. AMERHEEEITEREPREE

BT U BB AT TR0, BAT 7RI 7 IREH A BRI P B SE ¥4, H RTSbriz
AT R RE P SR 1) AU R AR VAR K 6, VH VBR8] (Y SE PRz AT L0

A o B S VR RIS /K 4 TR JiR 2R PR SR I i T B A 350000 PAML 28 A 73 15 2 (2500 ) e DB VR L%
BEANTUFG/K MBR AR TZ, B0l 5 I8 IE 1 S IEHLIE N 9 — 0 v 5 EHENE. i TV COD.
SS. MiESFEALSR bR S AL, B T2 A B, 2 fa B 2RO T 2L COD M SS E£FRAL
RAMR, ERACHE G MG A SS BARIREE s, 520 1 5 AL B R G AR g 84T, BRIEZERZ MM E, Tovk
YR RA RGE T, EREWENEZE, RERN 1K) H A KR R KK .

T L Y Jo e 2 T VR VB A P 2 A A e S e A 2 24557 5 T Z R UL e SEBUR R PRI 70 5,
A RITEBFAL T H o T TR B X BGEEAT AR SSHR Fn 0 Mt RN R OTAH SR A/ B Al il e, ORI EAS
[P 2 24 7] 5 0 7 Ak 3 T 250 3 RV R A B R 8OR
BN BFES R

THBAL B PR A TRE B I8 AT RO RBEPA T 22—, T 4RV VUVE R U 2 Y VRO AR B P it 5],
B R A IR R BHAR PR 03 3 P

Table 3. Laboratory indexes of kitchen biogas slurry in Taiyuan
3. KRB ARNEER

e F R SEIME
1 COD¢, (mg/L) 21,024
2 K4 TS (mg/L) 33,045
3 SS (mg/L) 21,250
4 TP (mg/L) 467.8
5 NH;-N (mg/L) 3285
6 pH (G &) 8.8
7 Wi (mg/L) 2800

MELEHFE o DU, B EERIH A A SEE, S FHREECOD). &R FEA(SS) LA AL
1) C/N FIREIE[6], A4S H AL A AL B R | — € IR AE . B 70 R & B & K P i) COD. TP+ TN,
NH;3-N 7E MBS B SRS IREMT B L% SS B RBRBERUEAK, KA EELUAESE, M
#7; COD 548 K EB 7 BN AR A T A7 4E, BEE SS K& 2R, COD. TP. TN. NHs-N 7374 %
B, (R I RSO 25 BB K75 B A AR BEAE 0K, M R e AE AR E E R N 2 —. B, £
TN AL RGERTM R 225 SS A& VAL I B 2RI 7]

4. RENBAR AR ARG
ARSCH DAL B RO KB B TP I/ B bt B, SRR AN 7 24790 5 0 I b 2
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T AR VAL R RO . TE AR BRI TR AT SR B iR %
4.1. SEM—: FRERIR BhETIAD /N A E SUOh (R AT

4.1.1. XELEB

D) RO, RS T, AT BB R, BB IR T k4
A0 PAM (4125, IS/ UBUOBI RS S 1 43 OB B PAM 2571

2) IR, SRR S B

3) PROMRBACR, LHTREEL T b B LA % SR B4 B 25 B
412, KB

SHMIIIERETE, COD AKRSHIME R HAT. B, Beif. BB, BE . BObl. B
BEPERR . TR

4.1.3. SCIEZAF
10% PAC ¥+ 30% = SFMBRIEMW . REAMBBRIEMR(ALO; > 8%, Fe,05 1%~2%). KA EMR Ik
(BRZAMEE >10%). FHET PAM.

4.1.4. LW HE

1) SEEGREK—: JFEVHW pHS.8, TG pH EHEH A, RHAFN 1000 mL Rt it 17 235E
A, WEREE. BB, BONZFRI AT IR S N, RIS SRR AR U L, DL RN &
JE T ZUEEROR , AR 0 I G A A B VR BN 07 i th % A 2 RN 2L A R AR EE AR S

2) SEER B T HEFRFIEVEKAER) pHAE, RAZAFN 1000 mL FIGepdi T 25050, woE iRt &
SO AT, B2 R AT TR 2 SN, RIS W5 ZUARAE G L, DA RSO 285 TR J5 1) ZRBERSUR . AR
T8 G A RN 07 12 th % b 245 700 2B B B AR AR AR =X

3) TREE. BN A

TRHE BURESON SRAT NS 4 PR

Table 4. Coagulation and flocculation reaction conditions

F4 RE BRRNFMHR

Bk it LEST S e [ Bz
Pk 180 rpm 4 min PAM
i 180 rpm 1 min TR
T ik 40 rpm 12 min /
UE 0 rpm 20 min /

4) A2 AT 2 7000 P S5 . AR 0 0 ) R 1 24535 A7 VR 8 24 70 PR s B B8k, i i b
PEGRIE, AW VR A R s 5 1 24 AR

5) BRI E . RIEHAT IR BN A S 2T K 2550800 & 3472 /MRS, B e St
DFEE, AR BV IRt IS S %,
4.1.5. SLIS TR

B 1 R
1) pH fEIH7S: KA M B e KR InER A5 pH, A HAY S0 pHIER 7 K f4
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2) FIIREER: B FRIRER), LIRSS PAC (10%) %01, P s], IS IR B
R

Figure 3. Flocculation effect drawing

3. REBIURE

3) WEIG: Hil 3 aTBLEH, i eKr i T IR B, BeAf rh TR 3, FHI PAC
iR % NG SURE SN PIORZ SER:TB: A 90 IR/ Y 75 S 1

4) BB BRA TR A A R TR PR L v, BRI RS BT EL, BRI TR R &
AR EIR, HMERE PP ER KRR, AN TIRENTZ%0, FrilBistii™y pH 1A
17

B 16 R

1) ABEAT pH AT HIALBE, BT 257508000

ISR PAD TR G BRI R, BOIAB R, ISR MAEIRILR, Oy 7R Sk
PLIEBIMEHE T PAM (1%03%90), $FEII5T, FEBOIVRRER, BoEiREt. SRR, REHE.

2) MEHR: 7NN, ARGEAFE LR EA RN EIER, 55, WEJRKE
KBTI GG, BRIRSFIZRBECR, [FIRHIE COD (HME A AZE: L% RS FZMIER
Tia, ShHOER, XHEREAT MR R M) . A FITREEFIZEIL A 25 755 18 SLIR A% 5 R

Table 5. Coagulant type variable and PAM (cation) quantitative dosing mode
= 5. OREFRBTEMN PAM (HEF) EERMER

TR TY PAC =&k REFE AR
VREEIHRIN &/ % 1 1 1 1
LB BINE (mg/L) 50 50 50 50
COD % #(mg/L) 9482 10,513 9865 9162
A% F H(mg/L) 2189 2253 2205 2152
VAR ™ B +++ -+ +++ ++

A FTREGHSE R 25T 5%, M COD i, &R S & MR B EIR R AR Ak
TREER, A il R i i X I R A B T REdE
BT R BT R0 56, WHUR A RERRA BRI BT N E &, BEATRH 5 PAM I ¥ B 14 SR 06 -
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Table 6. Coagulant type quantitative and PAM (cation) type variable dosing mode table
6. REIRBEEEM PAM (AEFXBTERMERR

PAM & /% 20 30 40 50 60
A TERR R YR B BN /% 1 1 1 1 1
ZURIBIN B (mg/L) 50 50 50 50 50
ZUAHL R ++ ++ -+ -+ -+
ERIERE ++ ++ +++ +++ ++++

i FIRTE 6 o PAM AOPRIL IRIG, WL 2 AR H AT 1% DL S DB TERUE , ML FH 255~ PAM6O 255
JEo

i [ E R R A, AR HRBE AIHON R, AT RE SR Ve TR e EAL IR Kot , TR B2 TN
B EEIRIG N R PR

Table 7. Data sheet of reagent dosing test
= 7. R BIER

Vet FE(mL) REHBREYHIER (%) FHETPAM (mgLl)  COD & &(mg/L) & H(mg/L)
0 JR R \ \ 12,671 2127
1 100 1 50 9162 2114
2 100 2 50 8864 2086
3 100 3 50 8241 2043
4 100 4 50 8153 2100
5 100 5 50 8369 2189

IR 7 R B ) SRR TR AR Ak BB B RS, M B VR 1%~2% ], RE R A,
%%&Mﬂ MREERR BRI BIN RN 3~4%I, HIEKTH, SRS, b Rming,
JEMR COD fHAA B BOM, AT 8 2R A FE RS DA MR I BINNE B 9 VB IR 3%~4%, 9 B ES
BmErE iRt TR S %
U A BV BRI X PAM BEN &, 56 [H] (B O LIRS, N 25/ 5 Ve K o B s ol, N EAL
HR R I B O R 1 B RS IR . SRRSO T 1YE /K 3 BRI Ik 8 iR

Table 8. Mud water separation test at different centrifugal speeds

* 8. FRIBILEE THIR/K S BEilig

B O L I8 (1/min) (RN Z) INZjJ5(PAMSO0 ppm + REFREEEL 4%)
800 RITE 73 BS/KFE 20 ml
1500 A 73 B7KFE 30 ml
2500 SYESKEE 10 ml, {HE VR 73 B KHE 37 ml
5000 SN BSIKEE 45 ml, JKEEE IR 73 BE/KFE 40 ml

i WA AR B O 35 (0~3200 1/m).

SEIS = B OHLE K B RCR W 4 R
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1

Figure 4. Effect drawing of mud water separation of centrifuge

B 4. BILHLRK S BRRE

B = NN IR, B B ORI, VK BRI D, S A F] 2500 r/m Y,
VeK D BROREA, S5IIAE L 0~3200 r/m AHVLEC .

4.1.6. RN

1) BT RS TE e bn pH B SRR S, INER T pH ER, BT IER RS SR K 7R s
FEGZMR R A ZUR N, 2K E R ARRAE, ER pH EHG, 40840 R ekah . ARk 2t
F, FLATHEF PAM Bhift, ZECRMIEH RS, [FASF] T 588 0 13— 9 ;

2) BT pH, HEATIREN S ZE A A BN, TRk R R IR EE T S R A, B
TR IR A R AR R, PAM IR 60 BT ERHE 1

3) I VR AR B T R S0, B e TR B B R I B VR 3%~4%, PAM FBHZUEE, o
BN 50 mg/L, ZUAJESE, T R8P EL,

4) 1R R R A RS PAM M RIS T, @i so/MGRI e, 7 eEHE > 2500
o/m I, VEWRE K BRSO, SR 0L 0~3200 r/m AHILRCD .

e LRSS 44T, RIEREEHRE MR oS H, BAARBOINE R AFSCR A
Y L2047 R A B G IE

4.2. KW= BWERRUREHT R BN BRI HY ot SCI8 (R EaD)

4.2.1. RIEBEEY
TR IR e BhEER R, £t g A B, (H8VEIR SS B 2%~3%ZE 5 B0 K R B ZE 2000
mg/L LLR, JEE L SIENLE— D S .

4.2.2. RIEZHEF
R + FHE T PAM.

4.2.3. BFIERE
PAM ZjFIBCE : 1 kg Z577)/M 7K (1%0 7K 35 5
REEMRBYECE: 10%4 808 20 R R IE T

4.2.4. RN EZEMAER

BN . PAM BN TR IR TR SO L AT R SR A, BB TS
RAMRZAT: PAM 5E T RERR B IN F Z R H BRI R A HEREYURING, BAERIGREK, %
a5 Y ik o

By . PAM MBI H U RE IR BOIMGR & 1000 L/H); & A 20730 1 WU R R 2 £ 11000 L/H)

TER R B) 2 AR B S 2 08 s an sl 5 i
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Figure 5. Reagent dosing process flow chart
E 5. ARRmIZREE

4.2.5. il mE

HCIR IR, 2R HRI0 e P S = N IIR B RN, B PAML #OIniR B H%E 40~60 ppm
JEEBN, B BN R 3.5% 800, (BN LA 2w HACER VAR SRR SS i, MRTIAR
200 t/d, SS2~3%%A)

4.2.6. R ZRHE
WP B O AL I — AT BNk, IR ARrR RIS R Jiinzi T, AR I
BUR MBI E N 15 2B 1 B KR -

4.2.7. HBLHIFHISE

Table 9. Field centrifuge control parameters

F 9. HBELHIERIS

5 B (r/m) 2730 FARBTIN /% 38.7
i 2 38 (r/m) 7.0 RIAR BTN/ %% 418
E L% 26.7 EHHLHRIRVA 19.1
R AL /% 13.4 R FEALHL IR/ A 9.5
4.2.8. Zil#mMBR Hk SS
Table 10. Reagent dosage and effluent SS
= 10. R MER LK SS
B SS GRNZy)  REERRBSZ AR R/ % PAM (mg/L) 7K SS (mg/L) JETE 5 KR (%)
5.5 60 400
5 60 460 /
21,500 45 60 1140
4 60 1850 84
3.5 60 2210 /
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4.2.9. ERIMBEYRE
DI UER . EEFCRE A 6 Fis.

Figure 6. Effect drawing of filtrate and biogas residue
B 6. IRRRIBEYRE

4.2.10. PiRIRELEL

W% 9. % 10 PIRIREIE T A 1, SO 2730 v/min, ZHON 7 t/min, AR
FIFEEL 2R N BB TR 4%, PAM HOINKE 60 mg/L i, Hi7K SS 4 1850 mg/L < 2000 mg/L, [l & T iif
TR KRR ER . A VAR R A, (83— D ik ah e

43. EGTZRBRTEEARNNETIRE T—SBRER

4.3.1. “SREF + 2|ER” B0 LNREEITIHR

I RS R AR ERR BN + FHES T PAM B0/NR S ik iRae, BEHEWE SS B3
f2ebk, wT LA R K HEAOK R I ZER . ARR R I BRER b4 I B4R /K IS AT BUAR T R T — 52 1 R M,
I b3 2 70 5 R T A A R AL B AR = 25 JO/METET, X5 WEAR[4] 200 t/d 25 b 3 R A T
TR S BIT oM IR B EBE 1T A 20 Jo/MiIvIE . FIRVAE SKRE, BB Y
Wi PR RIS — R, 25 L) HISEbRIg B A=k T — R 51

43.2. REBRNOT—LRRER

N T R BT AC B IR M, ACEE AR, (SRR, JEVEANGE [ A, B m AR T
REPEBEATURANBIE TE, A B8 etz v 8 o I A1 A2 M v VRO K OB TR R 8 B 5 30 D el AR A A
FETE AN A T 3 w20 B LA et LR AR A B RS (8 ] B 3 i (1 2457 S T 20
TRV AT ISR S B S FT REAT 25 B, 8 oo 5 B2 A0 S AR B 2R 4 (9 IE #1247 9]

TR — SR BERBE R 2R B v 31, SRl B i 201 BE AR TR VAU B 26 H R, AT AT A B 7K I A 57
TTZE A, TR PR A LA s B Y B 7 SR PO I AT R P i Bk, TR Ve (IR i A, MK TR
FEAT oK, AT Y8 K 70 B H

SR 15 B B P T IR R L A R A, AR B K PRE 7 B BRI, KORFRAIR 1 8
FEVR 7t A b A 1 v 0 9% P B BB S, RN 43 B U R e T LA 23 T 2 PR PRI R - AT
bR R TR AT R K R

4.33. BFIERE THITZHE
97 VIR AR IS T R s Fh a0 1, ARUGRES T 237 I R BRI E SR “Bo T2 M
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N BRI + BRIBTZY RBGE BRI HATRIE K T, BN BRI D UK
BeosUm B A 231 /N R R e an R B

4.4. L= BWEBREHSSFRER/NASE

4.4.1. SLIAR
R D RE Y 2y T BB S IC G, AT BVE e K 7 B A H

4.4.2. IR
Bemt . BHERE. BBWUE . T AR

4.4.3. SLIGKEE
I8 WA e KL
4.4.4. SLIGZHF
MR E AT EEA] A TRH) 2% W4 s
7o BE 2R BH B 1 1 2 T 23655 B TR 2%o0 A A5 FH o

4.4.5. LWFE

KA 100 mL PR diAT 2050RES, PR E L . BiRe RSN R 261 T, BOIAS [F DR 5
FRARE MR 231 ZRE 200N S N R I 5 B AR A L, SN TR E ST IE RUR AR e
FANEHE, k25 L.

4.4.6. L LTR
WK, Bom FIRECHI G0 = o0 T 2B Ay B, FEBERERT L 2 A it 1o B b3 P VR A
Do ZRBETIHIEC EL R BRI 11 o :

Table 11. Statistical table of reagent dosing
* 1. Al Mgt

ZUE RS FF/mL REFIRINE ZEH ALRER B & EEBINIRE/(mg/L) L& SS (mg/L)

A 100 0ml 0 0 23,000
1 100 10 ml 8:2 200 460
2 100 10 ml 7:3 200 210

2R E W 7 s

Figure 7. Flocculation effect drawing

B 7. REHRE
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A7 ATRAE Y, BONZREGIE, TRk B, 2R B, BUEARELE, FN B RZREK -
B EAR T A 25
4.4.7. RELEL

SR AR A R TS R R T RS, PR RO 7:3, A e AR BOINRE 200 mg/L,
HIPI A3 BB i) 2R BEROR , EIHW SS K BRE 99%LL b, BLaFELE, Mgy & RIS SS wlik— D4
A

T BLESSR DO S 98 = 80 0 M 75t BRSO 8 b S R 75 45 6 Bl T2 REAT K AL 4

4.5. SKBM: BEBRFMES TR Dl

4.5.1. W HBY
T RER D RE T i A BT RO, BT E AR A SRR, AVE SS 1 2%~3% &S,
TFAEER 5 PR 2 2000 mg/L LR, JEEEE I SRS — B KRk A .

4.5.2. IREEHH

SRk N = s N il

o P Y BH B8 7 i 2 T 2L
453. GiERE

SRR T 2 5 v BH AL P B T 2R 7:3 I EL VR A 5T, SRR TR IR 2 kg 2570/
MR 7K 4 L A3 TR P61 2% 7KV VL5

4.5.4. iR MR REMAR

TR IhRE AL i 2 T IE &R L8, B AMEIUA I L2l FIg i UL ses, A B
HACEE R 200 tvd, FRATESE T —3K MST MAUEZ S TIFEE S, KHUKE 20 m/h, (FHEREK—
5, SE4i e HHE A EIE AT 2K

RN R BB T LR

Ben77 =0 2R I B AR IR SRR IR & 1500 L/H);

R R 2T 255504800 T2 R S 2 IR s AT an 8 Fia

| smgw — sommE |
A

BHER
SEIRIR HighiE REEw > Bkt [ BtmEs |
FHESSN S DT

v > SIHEETRE

BSREGR I

@\}

Pt Y
| T |«— mEn |le— =3mn |
Ve
| ExsKarmms |

Figure 8. Reagent dosing process flow chart

& 8. Z5lm I ZRizE
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4.5.5. ZoFlIRmME
HRIRIG I, 25BN R 4% IR P S w MR B IR RN, B 2L BNk B % ) 200 mg/L #%
T EEBEm, Bk B LA /K SS T 72

4.5.6. R MER LK SS

Table 12. Reagent dosage and effluent SS
12, HFPERME R HK SS

VAR SS (RINZ) ZUBEFRIIMIAR FE (mg/L) Hi7K SS (mg/L) FEE A IR (%)
200 156 79
180 298 80
22,300 160 425 81
140 982 82
120 1510 84

4.5.7. BRRRE

LR 7 R
RERLKEBESTE
(T ANEE £ KR

Figure 9. Effect drawing of filtrate
9. IBIRHRE

4.5.8. it/

1) BB 12 J ] 9 RIS H 450 i SR Dh RE Y i 4315 i BH AL B 55 1 2RI I B A A A
WA AR ESIFTE, HK SS B E 200 mg/L LLF, SBAeRFET5 /K #EKFERER,

2) SRR o T EEAE A, BT AP RAL 5 o/, KKK T A P8 47 A, 4330
SRR T BN TCATL 2R B0 SR (5 o ) R, A5 DA PR A AL B4 BT B8 T2 S T

4.6. Z5ip

1) RSN T H AT BT 3 ] P9 A AR B EIR S R A AL T 2 R AR BE R HE e, KT R IR T
FER AR B ACE ) ONIRIEN 5, T TR 08T, IR EBL IR AL B REAT A G Nk S kil
PABESRIGUE /MR ZG 715 AL PR IL e, s S Bt RSB s AL R R Bt R 25 ik gl .
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2) FEABCRIA K T ZRA E(En), ML TN UIR S R ER 2 S5 5 PAM 5P AH 2L HLA)
TRERE:, AR HUK SS SRR /K] BEKIRFREOR, EACBL AR R, IV AL P A 75 2L 25
Jo/l, HPHREANR, HEARER

3) AN TAERIEHE BB RCR R RTIR T, £ A BB Sl B3 B U s, [FINTEC & 2R A s
ST BB E TS T 2T, PR K COD. SS FRARTRARIKEEAR, XSk KIEAL T T 25
Wi ), FEABEREA B H AT TR B L ZX COD. SS ARHE 25 BR 34N il e ¥ T i MBR JIE L 2 FHZE (¥
o AP A TR B 1/5, AREA R mR0a T4 B b MR8k e .

4) W BT CEONL + RE TERIESUER CE + BB+ SRKTZE” , IR
IKPRE T B FI, K SS AR, JHE S /KRR, MUKSA AR, Jadmis /K] el m AR B, et
W] HEr O AT R R IR RIS K
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