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Abstract

In this paper, Fenton-activated carbon was used in combination to treat the high concentration
COD value of K-feldspar mine reverse flotation wastewater, and the treatment conditions were
optimized. The final dosage of Fenton reagent was 15 ml/L, n(H:0;):n(Fe2+) = 20, the response
time was 70 min, and the initial pH of the solution is 3. At the same time, 2.5 g of activated carbon
is added. The results show that Fenton reagent and activated carbon can reduce the COD value and
the removal rate is not high, but the combination of Fenton-activated carbon can significantly re-
duce the COD value, and the removal rate can reach 97.35%.
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A A FiFenton-E LR B A8 F AL B K AT RIBIER K EIRECODME, Hxt B &7k, B
271 %€ FentoniA 7 I H.0 8 INE A15 ml/L, n(H:02):n(Fe2+) = 20, RMNEF[E]H70 min, E¥RAIZEpH
EN3. FERMA2.5EMR. 4R KRW: FentonidH-5iE1ER 255l S35 F 5e % FEKCODME, ERZFAR
%, {HFenton-iGHHRELS & BEMEIRCODME, ZRENE97.35%.
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1. 4R

R — PR E RSB P TR, (ST Y4 R 50%~60%, B IRTRE KA T E
B, HEEIFRN MRS KA RIEIA S, R A SSER S, FERRRRA, ARl
WAF=IIF R[] [2]. BHAET, EASMESK ARSI E, FEEDERIL, Fik5RE 23] [4]. H
W DAPEE N MIBR k7 v AR B ARG, &NV N, (EAETRIE S R, AR BIRLT (7 ik
AR, TEMAHMZRMERZ, HHER, FEFHRERKEE, RO 4 R8N R, il
KK, HEVFRSER, WRBEEHRSXIRE R AR KREE, XRERRAR
AR BRI, T HL A0 AN A P 4 (] ) B R 2o i i R P AR AR K IR s o DR AR A
EBR A4 A5 BT 0 T L, PRk AR B BRI — AN B ZE ) . H T AL ER I R K B 5 i — AR 4
HORIYE . TREEE . EATE RME . B ARBRRRTE DL RIS . R AR B T V2 A LG A DL R R )

Fenton S AE AR ML AT L E RFEM R &I, 1894 4F Fenton Jdid SEIG R IMAERRME 261 T
H,0, 1 Fe* & i Xt /K Hh AR FEAS SIF[5] [6]. AT 48X — B BARME LWERXKIL, & AT
R BRI K AR TR & SON R E U Fenton 377 [FIRT, BFF0 26 8] Fenton Sk V3BT 78 B K
A RS T — N o B ARE[7) R Fenton 37 A ER-5 i BE 2 ORI BRARBRRR IR K, WF ST
GERRE. EYIUE pHE AN 4, c(H,0,) =5155 g/L, c(Fe?") = 1183 g/L, MR 25 K iR Bk A
300 mg/L if, COD %BrZiA%] 83.6%. Fenton S ALIEE I N &R A W& FEH . WA SHB 5.
VFROK B LLIE AT SR AU Z M (R /K AL B AR 45 2132 R [8] [9] [10] [11] [12]. T8 K A [ 73k bR 44
BRI 25 7R 2K 22, JRAKA SR> E 44, H COD MEaARH m, AAH A Ah s — i Ab 385 3 A B
B REF IR, FELEEZFONELREMH, A A X & IR s R K. AR,
TEPE R AU P K A 5 Je i AW Dhae, RIS S SR fAE R, SR S S AR P [E
VEFIREE AP AR R /K o [13] R AR T, SKIESE (14138 75 PR AU /K AL AL B DSD JR7K R
B, 5 OBk P M R AL B AE L SCR A IR ORISR T, 72 25°CHRE, R 0.35% IR K, B A 3] 90% LA
k., TOC ()2 MAE 40.0%LL L.
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AW FE T W TR S e K b i BE COD I, SR Fenton-if 1t 5 MR B (773 25 % COD,
i I AT IR g A1 B R 3RS i AR AR AL R T2, DU S SR K Bl AL AR i 2%

2. SCEOERSY
2.1. FRIKIKR

A SIS PR KEC A KA R SRR K, KR SRR RIFIRRAR 7], FEUK K COD fEH#L
L, M E SR, AR, COD N 2641 mg/L, pH N 1.35.

22. XIXMH5EE

H,O, V& (7 873 %1 30%), FeSO4-7 H,0,, NaOH, B MBI (PAM), FiFEREE, HEEREH, LK,
TRER(98%), THIEW . SZU& A R b al, FH/KONHBAK . SZIRAC B (035 TR F-, pHS-3C ¥F
RIZTE, HMARIELS, COD PUlMNEI, L= L HHAKL.
2.3. LI GE

A SO AE S = R N AT, SR8 i A KRR SO SR A R R IR I K, SRR S R F SR - i
PEB R FE I VTR R K o BAARSEIG P IRUN R : (1) L 100 ml /K, eGSR (2) A 30% H,0,
TR FeS0O,-7 Ho0, ks (3) MG INEALES, FHT pH 2 9 A4 LKBRE R H0, 5k Fe®'; (4) &
FRBBEFENLIERE 10 min &, (5) FEIIN PAM $itE 5 min J5 800, L€, BUERIIE COD.

24. FWBHE
COD i B EAT 2 [15], 1147 COD £BE R, %): R:%AOO%O
Kb p, NYILRTET COD, mgll; p, NALHREFW ) COD, mgl/L.
3. ZERET
3.1. EERRBLER

I T 4 IR 3 K FIER SR, H2E T H0, BINE . n(H0,):n(Fe*). N AIYIEE pH {4
X} COD LR IR . IEACSRIGIZ KT & 1, IEACSEIEs 1L E 2,

Table 1. Factor levels of orthogonal experiments
F 1. EXRIEERKTE

= KA H% B F#% C H% D
A H.0, # I /(ml-L) n(H,0,):n(Fe*") JRZER 8] min WUk pH 1

1 12 10 30 1

2 15 15 50 2

3 18 20 70 3

H& LATA: (1) 24 30% H,0, # &y 15 ml. n(H,0,):n(Fe®") = 20. BT [EJy 70 min, #]44 pH
N 3 i, COD ZMBRUREATF, LBFEN 97.35%. (2)5M COD LR EM LT N H2 02 #hn
& > n(H,0,):n(Fe*") > R MNlE] > #J4h pH B, H,0, & IN&E%f Fenton AbFR AR LM K, BALKF N
A2B3C3D3. (3) EARFIHZEXT COD LBpAa AN FFLE MR, HAE R R A S ALK, B 30% H,0,
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K 2%

BN 15 ml. n(H,0,):n(Fe*") = 20. J SN 70 min, #J44 pH A9 3, itk — B 8 Sl ) i 2%
f, #E IEAT G Al F AT AR R 20, SRIb 454t 30% H,0, #EINE: 15 ml, n(H,0,):n(Fe?*) =20, KM
BT84 70 min, #1146 pH {EA 3.

Table 2. Orthogonal test results
2. EXIRIGLER

R 2K cob
S
A B c D FBEERIY%
1 1 1 1 1 94.40
2 1 2 2 2 93.18
3 1 3 3 3 95.68
4 2 1 2 3 96.29
5 2 2 3 1 96.21
6 2 3 1 2 97.35
7 3 1 3 2 95.83
8 3 2 1 3 95.46
9 3 3 2 1 95.38
k1 94.42 95.51 95.73 95.33
k2 96.62 94.95 94.95 95.46
k3 95.56 96.14 95.91 95.81
R 2.20 1.19 0.96 0.48
K A2 B3 C3 D3

3.2. RIETZESHHMRE

3.2.1. H,O, ¥ INE*t COD XERZFEAIRNT

L 100 ml J&7K, 7 n(H20,):n(Fe®*) = 20, B[] 24 70 min, #1465 pH {8 3 44 F, 222 30% H,0,
P&, #2LHN COD ZHRBUR MM, 4558 A 1. W, BEE H202 fihin, COD {E4e1in)E 3k
i, HHE N 1.5 mlis), COD {His#ik AN 94.32%. —J7TH H,0, £ Fenton S F & -OH A4 R E
ARTHA S T, EEBRET S B0, R H0, th 54 i Fe* RI-OH, k55 T k&
N, [FE, G 0, 5k B IRV RS R, FHE AR ERETI E COD {HR, <5|& COD 1B ER3gm,
S5 COD ZLFpFHEAEMC. MARTIESE H0, HE 9 1.5 ml BHAIE

3.2.2. n(H,0,): n(Fe*" )%t COD KRN

B 100 ml J7K s 1E HoO, BEINE A 15 ml, S F] 4 70 min, #1464 pH 168 3 24144 K, n(H,0,) : n(Fe*)
XiF 7K COD 2 B4 2 A5 0L 1] 2.0 bt AT 50 n(H,0,) : n(Fe? )i /N, i B i) Fe® £ A1-OH b AE A% Fe®,
COD EBEHRBHE; 24 n(H0,):n(Fe?*) = 20 Iif, COD E£FEH i, 5% 93.56%; K& n(H,0,):n(Fe)iK)
WK, D Fe IREEIAR, H,0, FIHEAL /AR Rk 18, AP 1-OH B, COD MIEME X N, i
A SZIG 1 n(H,0,) :n(Fe?) = 20 #i 4 .
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Figure 1. Effect of H,0O, dosage on COD removal rate
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Figure 2. Effect of n(H,0,):n(Fe?*) on COD removal rate
2. n(H,0,):n(Fe*")xf COD £ HIS/ME

3.2.3. RERTEYT COD XBREAIFM

HL 100 ml J&7K, 7 HyO, A&y 15 ml. n(H,0,):n(Fe?") = 20. #I4h pH {E 9 3 %614E T, B8 [
i), H22ILxt COD PRk R Mom, 455 UL 3. BRI &0: Fenton [ IMIGRHE R ELHR, HhEE
Hikm, MG RN ], BRI, RHREBTRE, HCR 7T0min il RNV K.

3.2.4. ¥4k pH {EXF COD XN
HL 100 ml JE7K, 78 HOp FEHE 9 15 ml. n(H,0,):n(Fe?") = 20 [Riffa) g 70 min 244K, 48 %)
G pH 1, I COD LBRFUERMEEM, 4RI 4. i 4 w75, BEE R pH 75, COD %k
TR G SRR H0, 7 i 2657 pH B, pH EEURE, H0, 7 ffilg, H S{E— e
ERm-OH MfER, 5-OH RMAK H?0, FE4igmi Fe® k)i, AR Fe” MM LA, PG T AL
SOSERERE s VAN pH (i isint, 2230 Fe? Al H,0, S AL B -OH; M ZER MRS T, H,0, 45 H /iR
A HoO FIT Oy, AR HLH-OH IRFE PR, [FIRT Fe* A Fe th 23 & AR viie e wii 2k 2 AL AE 11, S8 CcoD
FRFB TR MORSLIEFRWILGIE R pH v 3 B &i&, KT COD ZFR*7E 93.56%-
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Figure 3. Effect of reaction time on COD removal rate
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Figure 4. Effect of initial pH value on COD removal rate

4. 1% pH {EXf COD EERZERHIEZMN

3.25. FEMERAERIMD

AR SEG 5% fenton SR BRI SZ M, (O E T LESEEE, B fenton SEAK RN P e [ B B [
AP, FESLKP RN SRR K N 2 4, 4L 5 MRS, BEITIRTER N SE G, SE6b
PRUNF

1) PR E) pH EA 35

2) 1E—HEKF AR fenton Ak, 765 —4HH I fenton RIS P AL

3) F NaOH {14k J5 1% K pH {E %] 9~10;

4) TS INIREES] 200 r/min $iFE 2 min;

5) FEAIFE & N BhEER) PAM,  BL 300 r/min $iEEE 3 min;

6) iHkEEE 30 min, HU_EIEWIN COD 1.

SIGEE R 5. A B ISR A FORE, BEE TR MR R RGN, COD kR hE
23, X FCE R A A R R S, MR RS, WERTAEROR, MR LT . (HIE
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Figure 5. Effect of activated carbon on COD removal rate
B 5. ;&M RS COD RMREMF I

4, g5ig

1) B EACREG T Fenton- M5 B SE IR K R AN HL0, B . n(H,0,):n(Fe”). INiHf
[ ARG pH 8, 5K 5T COD 22 Bk - 52 M 3 YUIT : H,0, B > n(H,0,):n(Fe”) > B[] >
¥I4E pH 1.

2) R IEZRIGLEH, KRR R LI ML T EMME, S50 BRI A S PR RS 7 1 1 i 8,
B A S I A T2 26 M Ha0, BEME N 15 ml/L, n(H,0):n(Fe?) = 20, MMt a] A 70 min, 414
pH BN 3, TEREET Z41F T COD LR iidr, k%N 97.35%.

3) KM Fenton-ifi 14 7k Ik G AR FR i JE RVFIE /K, BRI M EE ] Fenton 38047,  HARAE
B, ARAE, BA RIFRR TS

SE K
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