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Abstract

The biochemical effluent of coking wastewater of a coking plant was selected as the research object,
and the fractional oxidation system method constructed by C10; and Fenton was selected for further
treatment, and the effects of pH, Cl0z concentration, dosage and ratio of Fenton reagent on COD re-
moval were studied. The optimal conditions for the advanced treatment of coking wastewater by
the hierarchical oxidation system are as follows: The mass ratio of H202/COD (mass ratio) = 1.6, 50
mg/L Cl0z, pH = 8 and n(Hz02):n(Fe2+) = 3:1, and the reaction time is 60min. Under these conditions,
the COD removal rate is 93.32%. The treated effluent meets the direct emission limit in Table 2 of
the Pollutant Discharge Standard for the Coking Chemical Industry (GB16171-2012). The experiment
of free radical capture shows that hydroxyl radical (-OH) plays a leading role in the hierarchical
oxidation system. The GC-MS results before and after the biochemical effluent treatment of coking
wastewater showed that the hierarchical oxidation system could remove most of the aromatic pro-
tein substances and humic acid substances in the biochemical effluent of coking wastewater, the ni-
trogenous organic matter was completely degraded, the benzene ring in some aromatic compounds
was cracked, most of the long chain organic matter was broken into short chain organic matter, the
overall molecular weight was reduced, and part of the mineralized.
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1. 5|8

FEA R KR B AR 7K R 7E M A JRE 08 A B Ak 77 b TR ROHE 1) 25 26 7= i R v 7 A 1 K Tk PR K [ 1]
AR AKE S AN AT S, COD. . WS R My, kDA BB T 1) (AL 2 Tki5 34
HEBORUEY (GB 16171-2012). g8 ME AR (AOPs) & IR AR B R /K B 7=, T EBHEETHH
B ML AOPs FIJET-3F F (A B 1] AOPs [2]. L H Fenton FAfbiE R A LRt fEfi B, T E R 0%
W% TEH IR AR Tt ol LUK AE IS, B HoAt AOPs AHLE S SIS [B) e S5 AR 5, DRI )iz
. (RH B S B AL R i, Bl pH MAHYEEA, Z97MER, WMARESF[3]. X LR il
43 Fenton A IE B TT DR SR K AL R 3R G0t AR A0 R /K EAT IR BE AL B, tH BB 4% 5 A /K AL 2 R LKA o

ClOy 2 — M) By 557, RN BA s A At RE, 1X 15 58 T H A AR 25 0 S R 1) L S R AL (4],
5 HARSEALT(40 HCIO 1 Os)#HLEL, Clo, BAA B mMIEREM:. ClO, i 5K BA & B 5 H ALY
BHTRMIR T RN, R B MEA VLR, HEAERR “ =80 EHN K LRHAAs) == H bt
(THMs) G AR5 1ok, ARSI A Pt — i KIS, H S SO0 T K
AR E BT EER A TR B [6], BUm L FEIEETR ClO MM AL AL BT [ % .

gt A EE AL Fenton S ANERIPRER 2T, AW O/ A AR, 28R ClO, T /K
H ) —EB A HLTE 44, TR H Fenton FUGIEEN XIHT I ClO, oz S80I 15 YV EAT e . A a2 5y G Ak
ARG, PR RSL, PRI BN KR A GE, FEARYE GC-MS 5250 45 JEpF Al o0 £ 40
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IKAEA K I DU B AR OR - SEIR S5 R0 RS A WL R B R A — € S50l Eouit—
e FE AR K IR AL BEEORSR (P8 S 3

2. M55
2.1. SEI&KR

ASEES Py ARG R K A A tH /K E L7848 AR IR /KIS AR AL Bk A AL b B HH K, K BTFRFR A 356
mg-L™' COD. 140~160 mg-L'SS. 28 mg-L™' NH]-N. 895+5mg-L"' Cl". pH A 8.2. 260 fFta/%,

2.2. SRR

ClO, (BRURRIRFERN 99%) T YR T B RHEA R A R); T E(TBA). KER(BQ). KA
(NaClO). I —HilZsh(PMS), ilg, A RHEN =M ARAR; MERER. 30% H0.v FAbs:, KIEFERK
YL TAHBRA R KA. S8 S, mRR. ERRE. & F b, KBRS
RF) ;s HEE, Fisher chemical. FTA L2 N MR UL L, WTEEAME, TidE—Lisb.

2.3. SEWGE

B 100 mL [ EEAL K AE AL /K B T 200 mL () =i, S8 5 = M E T-#45 180 r/min ] 25°C
TEIR I S P g T B, BB — e I TR BORE, FER 0.45 pm JEMERLIE FiERGL I NS K EER) COD,
FRHSIGEE 3 RBCF A

i A AR s B 100 mL JRAKIIA R B, 43 A — & &1 NaClO. PMS. ClO; ¥ 10
min J&7, ¥ pH % 3, AN Fenton iX7], &M 20 min~110 min. PA_E&MA R R 2h, 7E 0. 30,
60. 90. 120 min JGEEREM, 4T COD MIE . R SLEPAT 2 IR

Fenton & fti%: HL 100 mL JE/KIMA RN A, pH ATTE 3, A —EE FeSOs M= 7% 30%
) HoOo, W A3 REBRHERE— 2 IR RS, BUREARII COD HI& 8. Wit R THE R A, Fe?/H,0,
JEE IR L S DR 20 A AL PR 7K PR 52

ClO; i fbi%: HL 100 mL JR/KIIAN R BZE#H,  Ja N B il 1) Cl0, V(oo 257 iR & Ao i),
WEDIPE AR AR — @ RS, BURERI COD & & . Wit SRR LI 1T 18 ClO, IRFEAWIAE pH X £E
PRI K ISR o

AN RFAAL: B 100 mL JEAKIIAN R NS, SeiiN—2 =1 ClO ¥, 18
B2 10 min, J&E O E R BE/RBCLE T Fenton FIFERE I BEEEAS IR BL 50 min, B EZ7ERNE COD. 1
0 CIO2 RFE . Fe* Hil HoO FE/R EEAIAI GG pH = AN FRL IR 30T P R AL I K T2 )

2.4. FHE

b 2 75 4 B (COD) K FH B AR FR AP0 T Ady2= %€ [ 7] pH K&l id STARTER 2100/3C 5 () pH it
SER: L0 A FH KSR C B I RE - 114 LE f92:(GB/T 11 903-1989)HEAT I 52 s 2 M8 F /K o & Ul 58 -
9 PR 2 BE VR (HT 535-2009) BEATINE ;. CUIJE H 257 S AU I, GC-MS R i B — S e 3L
JEiE I A e R R A 30°C FARIKAEE | mL~2 mL B BEARMRAS, Al (R - BREBE A
CEEZERHH AR AR, 5975 C), (AilifEiE A HP-5MS (30 m x 0.25 mm x 0.25 um), #EFF i & 280°C,
HERERFAN 0.4 uL, #HAUNEARS, WE 1 mL/min, A0F. FHETR: 50 CHEEF 5 min, B 5°C/min
4% 230°C, fR%F 2 min. MS VAR 3 min, H#HFEHTEE 10~800. EIJF; HTREE 70eV: BT
JEIREE 230°C; DUBRAT 150°C; 30N Scan; HAHIFTETEHA 20 u~500 u. RIEHEIN G 71t
A n=1.87*%32 san [8].
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3. ZR511R
3.1. RELERARE

4 5lia ] Fenton 7. NaClO-Fenton 7%, PMS-Fenton 1541 ClO»-Fenton 554K 7K 24K H 7K R AT 1
FEALEE, ARHE = A1) 5 25 0B G B A T BOW [ 7K COD IALBRZE L, i #f L — ) i oy S S A Ak
E

(1) Fenton 7%

Fenton VEME AR /K AL B 5 5 FH IR, XVF 22 JRK A B RE IR0 S I AR R ASCR el 1 T,
FEAL IR /K COD 22 R UAKE [ SL I ]88 11, 7£ 60 min J§ COD J:AARAE, COD ZFRHAE 60 min Ik F i
EN 61.33%, (BTG bR, R R ESE— DA RIELRE R, fE/E8seid, Ho5hk M
Ff [E] #5124 60 min.

(2) NaClO-Fenton 2

NaClO & 7K b3 i 72 o — b FH 1 s S A0, 6 I KA R IR AR R (9] SR A NaClO st 25 iy
FBBEKPEHA, (EHE Fe E3F =45 I Fr 8L Ho0,[10], Wi 1 s, NaClO-Fenton 742 Fenton 2
AEfE B XU 2BR COD, COD F&f#ZRAE [N 60 min~120 min i}, FEAKXR|HRKE, N 72.93%~74.78%.

(3) ClO,-Fenton 7%

ClO,-Fenton V7&K H ClO, TRAMIEAKSG, FHEH SF0GE AT 5 28I T7 1% . ClO, 5 e A
MBI b, WAL, FrER, 2 EEas, mEEEERERRE. KEEM[11].
HHSEER 25 BT %1, ClO, Al Fenton #4821 73 2 8 A0 ik S H TR BE AL FRAE AL R /KIS, COD B ZAE M. 60
min J5 i ik F] 93.22%, COD B4 24.7 mg/L, 56 (ML Tolkis bR #E) (GB16171-2012)3F
2 WHEBHRIRME . Zxt, ClO, 75 5256 b I Al 6 Ah S A 751 0o VR B A 3 A AL PR /K AP IR, B
IIEFE ClO, 1B N 7 A T A AL T B

100

80 F

}
l

CODEZ (%)

20 F —#— Fenton
Na ClO-Fenton
PMS-Fenton
0} ClO,-Fenton
1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
I [H)(min)

Figure 1. Influence of different advanced treatment techniques on COD removal rate

Bl 1. TRIRELERARIT COD KERERAFMN
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LR SR, B ClO, TR )5 FF2EAT Fenton 4L A7 B AL AR 26 AR AL B K AR 4K H K B AR B2
Ripte, HRMIEALE 60 min NI B HAELERACR, B SER AL SEIR T, AN =5 I [R]
KIZK, A0 Fenton WRIECEE . #nEE, ClO, K, pH &% 5% K Z00 70 AR R AL FLEEAL IR K 52
M o

3.2. Cl10; I AL IR EE{L IR 7K

i P 2 1) A8 B AR AT S U IR AN ) 3G pH A EEAL R K R AL BESCSR B2, BURE 2 6 1 ) 1O,
Wi, A HIECHIRE N 20 mg/L. 50 mg/L. 100 mg/L. 300mg/L. 500 mg/L. 600 mg/L ] ClO, ¥ 100 mL
BB, N7, FMENBERERS, &t BTN LR, 76 30 min J5HUE,
I R3S GHEAT COD M » RRLHSLIGFAT 2 IR 4550 aE 2 k.

100

8963 91.34
85.64

80 b 79.46

69.46

o L 59.36

40 +

CODF&fRZR (%)

20

10 20 30 50 100 300
CIO, KR & (mg/L)

Figure 2. Removal rate of COD at different C1O2 concentrations

E 2. FF CIO:RET, COD HERKRZE
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Figure 3. Removal rate of COD at different pH
& 3. &[E pH T COD BI%LRZE
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Bei] 6 i N 100 mg/L /) ClO, ¥ mL & T B DA, 15 pH A 3. 4. 5. 6. 7 8, 774l
IINEEAL LK 100 mL, IOANFET, %3, B TRt ERM, 30 min J5HURE, #847 COD Al
FEIAT 2 K28, COD MHRR LR 3 fin.

HH ] 2 RN 3w AN, AR s, VR SRR G OLR , 20 A e CLO, AR EE A pHL I,
ALK I B 2 ARAIK, 3940 T 10% LA~ BT S22 COD Ffif 2 XA K 1l BH BBk 1) 1O, 4k
FRIEME DL RS SRR K R A LY, 5 DRI A] RE 2 AN VR R A SR I A P i B R AR VR
/N[12], PABCHE DA R 5 2K b (035 e 80, ATTTSZ I 1 Ab AR o (RAERRIE SR 1F T, ClO, AL
FAN TR F, X P REE RN ClO, FISEALIE SR AT S pH R4 MK R, 4 pH BN 1, HAkIE
JRELAZIE N 0.062 V, It C1O, & ke /Bl 2 BE [ 13]. BFFCH KPR pH 2~ 8.2, BIILIEFEESEe T, i
A CIO: i G 75 A 159146 pH {H -

3.3. Fenton B JHAPIREEIL E 7K

HY H,0, ¥ 10 mL, 437 HL 100 mL JE/KFH T HI4E pH A 3, H.0, F1 COD Jli & b 1:3, [fl5E &
M E]N 60 min. 87 Fe Al HoO, BE/REE A 1:8. 1:5. 1:3. 1:2. 1:1 A1 2:1, #:4T Fenton & L5256,
SSRGS SPAT 2 YR SERUNIE 4 FiR.

100

80 |

67.15
60.63

[=2)
(=)
1

48.69
39.46

CODEBRX (%)

22.36
20 |

10 20 30 50 100 300
Fe?*/H,0, (mol:mol)

Figure 4. Influence of Fe?*/H202 (molar ratio) on COD removal in coking wastewater

4. Fe?*/H202 (BE/REL)FTEEILIE K COD ERRZERAIF M

FeX VERZFMiA R AT, HR B RO F= 28 FEE AR [ 14]. W&l 4 Fi7R, Fe*'/H,0: (BE/R
EE)M 1:8 EKE] 2:1 B, COD [ bR IG A SF00/N. TEBE/REEA 0.125 39242 0.5 B, COD % BRFEAW
ETF, 7E 0.5 FHEBIR R RBRFN 67.15%. X FEZ HT, Fe EARRTPENBEAT], U8 NS AF]
FRBHAT, W& Fe BOMmMIam, KRR RS =AER-OH SR, Mimifedt 75K P H LY
MR R, T8 COD K. HY FeX N & — B3 mer, &M Fe n i< S8 H.0, 4
bR, DN TR N ) A R AR R Y R 15]. X BEeOH oIk K N 5 AL R K T A WL N, AL
Z[RE ] RE AR AE [ R OB, TSR EEAOR . BT Fe?/HL0, IEEJR LR 1:3 F1 1:2 I COD [ %
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PRI/, HTHEARMEP, fEfEsscier, LA FiRE N Fe?/H0, MBI RGN 1:3, RET(H]
N 60 min.

34. FEENERCIEENEK

B PR SLIGZE v A, ClO, VAN Fenton VETEIR BE AL FRAEAL R K I A% S S B[] ] A 2 4 10 min
H160 min, FULTESN A R ZRIR LI F, H I ClO, AT 10 min J5, AN Fenton i
FE— S5 50 min. RAHIEHIAE R, HRAESFEME R ClO WK% . Fenton #IN &AL pH Xf
FEALRIK COD FERARRIEM, LIS H B A SE 0 2% 1

(1) ClO, ¥k &

[l 7 Fenton iR 7l Fe**/H,0, MIEE/R LA 1:3, H.0; MIWIURIEINE N 0.47 mL, HUEA ] ClO2 W, 435
Be R N 10 mg/L. 20 mg/L. 30 mg/L. 50 mg/L. 100 mg/L f ClO, I WHIAT S256, 45 5 fis.

100

89 63 91.34

85.64

%0 L 79.46

69.46

60 L 59.36

40 b

CODPB&fRR (%)

20

10 20 30 50 100 300
CIO, & & (mol/L)

Figure 5. Influence of different initial C102 concentrations on COD degradation rate of coking wastewater

5. TEHIE ClOiKEXTEEK COD MEERFIF N

Wi 5 s, BEE ClOy WEE BN, & & COD (@R bz b0, E X% EL 5 5 ) Fenton Ab
i, COD F#ERURE L. 78 ClO2 WK JE N 100 mg/L I, COD X miAs] T 91.34%. {22 ClO, #/E
HNE] 300 mg/L B, COD LBRFEHI TR T, N 59.36%, KT HSFHAbEE &40 . X R
T 24— 25T ClO N &N, ClO ¥ T /K G KA B R B[ 16], A ClO2ey CIO* <S5, i#t—
B ERR P AE LG Y362 Fenton W74 19-0H, [Hk HILHIHIRBIELG . T ClO, RE N 50
mg/L i}, COD %% 15 100 mg/L B ZFEAK, KT HEA M, 155855 ik £ Clo, ik R 50
mg/L.

(2) Fenton N

[ & ClO, BN EE S 50 mg/L, Fe* fll H,0, BE/R N 1:3, 7T HO, Al COD HI R LN 1.0 1.24
14, 1.61 1.8, 2.0, FFASLITAT 2 K. G55 W 6 Fis.

DOI: 10.12677/ms.2025.155098 940 PR R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ms.2025.155098

KEZ, T

100
92.82

81.57
80

70.68 73.49

60 |

45.03

CODZERRE (%)

31.94

20 F

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
H,0,/COD(mg:mg)

Figure 6. Influence of H202/COD (mass ratio) on COD removal rate of coking wastewater

6. H202/COD(JRE L) 3T EEK COD KERZFEFM

Ho0: IR NN 2 Fenton Ak S H ) SCBE Rl R 32 [ 17]. W&l 4 Fiios, Bfi# Fenton %Ak 8
& Z 1 HoO,/COD Jii & LL 38K, COD [ BrEF Sl K5I8/ ; 1E H,0,/COD Jli & Ay 1.6 I, COD 2%
B A ik B 88.64%. TR A T AESE, HEHE Fenton Ak M (INLEE: Fe** + H,0, — Fe’* + « OH +
OH™, Jin H,O0, 1 COD [t & tb A R F =L &1 « OH Mg s COD X%, (H2BE H0, #n
HARLSEHIN A 2:1, COD M LBRF I N . IXAREZ T H00 76774 «OH (AR, th— D e ik Fe?*
] Fe> 540 18]. Fe HIMEILAE 155 T Fe?, DRIEEA ) M 24k « OH [/=4:[19].

(3) ¥4k pH

&5 ClO, IR EE N 50 mg/L, Fe?'Fl HO, BE/REL A 1:3, H,0, 1 COD W &L N 1.6, 77 pH
N3y 5. 74 8.9, AR T iR,

100 |
93.46 91.68

82.73
s0 | 78.81

65.25
60

CODF&fRZR (%)

40 |

pHIE

Figure 7. Effect pH on COD removal rate of coking wastewater

[E 7. #7196 pH MEELEK COD ERRZERIF/ AT
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w7 fros, W16 pH AR 73 A 1A R R AR LR K COD IS JEAN L3 o FE - REEU IR &
FRRA 2 FEATAG pH X ClO, AL B FIEEIR, 5 82/ Fenton B XHA 2 pH I ELR AT EoR . s2i
KI, 4146 pH o~ 8 B, fE 10 min [ Cl10, EAMLE NG, AR pH 288 3 247, IELf /2 Fenton KM
& pH, HARMLIE /K14 pH BN 8.2, JERAAMAT . pH B R H AT B2 BT Cl0, 5Kk
YEH, RIMHOOCIO <> H* + 00CIO™ IEFMHAT P~ E KRBT, FEUKMRMIER MR N[220 7 8 Ak R
FESAAM AR K PRI T Jo 75 TS pH B ATk S iR A0 B R A 3

3.5. BEREXRELE

ff Fenton AR 0] L= A 3858 [ i FE(«OH) AR A H HH3E(0y), #UT BE(TBA)FIZEL(BQ)fE 2l b
MOXPIRhE 3, e, 2 alaik 2o OGS &) BQ 5 TBA, WEE/K COD HFEMRRCR, 3 1 4 & k
AP - OH M1 O B =T . R WK 8 AR

100 |
80 |
)
M» 60 |
ﬁ
i
o 40
Q
20 1 —#— None
TBA
B
oL Q
1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 80 100 120

60
B 18] (min)

Figure 8. Effect of tert-butanol and benzoquinone on COD degradation
B 8. W T BRI AR COD FEERIS/IT

8 i EH, &R+ BQ 5 TBA HII Al #lif £ 4Lk /K COD [ F%AE, HEI N TBA [1IFEfEHIH]
RORIE ST 51N BQ BB ZUR, ATk RN « OH Al O 3947 7E, i « OH HFEFIEAH. X
— 45 51EAE 4R Fenton 7K R —38, HEESHEMMAE R T, TBA MHNHI AT 7E Fenton 14 & 1K)
FFICR, UL HEAAR R A OH Ui 2 T Fenton A &, UL T ClO; I 5 {23 7 25
&4« OH.

3.6. GC-MS &R 9 h

M5 _EIR A S0 45 R, ERIRT, #%IBWILE pH N 8.0, 333 mg/L 1) H0, &, 200 mg/L ] Fe?*
B, SMIEN 60 min EAESZIRSEL, 0SB IE 2o AL K it KT IR BE AL R . 0o}
SEIG AR AT S K REREAT GC-MS K, K BT A5 €a it B NIST $ode & bk Jg #0470 #r . FE7E IR —1k
FINT IR E A ARG AR R S B, SRBOL I R A A AR 7y 2 L BB G . 4%
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B e VL 2 SR N (30%) i85 EL XS NIST FEfffi € & A A LA R S L ECE, Itk FL Ok B 1R I 18] it 51 -
TR 1 5% 2 %21

Table 1. Main organic components in wastewater before treatment by hierarchical oxidation system

F 1. PRENERLIEREKPEEZFIRS

LR 53 I 1] FERIRZ RS A E—1E 53 L (%)
11.3674 2,4-ZRUT K 3.0473
11.4307 2,6-RUT o 6.9551
13.5096 + )\ 2.8587
14.0744 AR IR T TR 4.9849
14.2497 ket R IR AU 11.3737
14.7073 AR IR 7T 6.4265
16.7911 E =8 8.0309
17.9693 2,23 B FE XU -(4- B JE-6-00 T L ZE ) 14.1152
19.6831 3-FEAtkE 15.0037

Table 2. Main organic components in wastewater treated by fractional hierarchical oxidation

F 2. PRENGFRLIBEEEKPEZFIRS

LR B B ] EERIR7 B S TR —4 73 (%)
10.958 2,4- KT HEFy 4.14
13.071 R 24.03
13.727 75k 13.14
13.792 RIVAV e SR 15.28
17.975 R 27.36
18.969 PR W Tl 16.05

& 1 WTRAEH, SRR R HKh S A RBEUFETERAEY. KiEke. 8 FRE.
JZRAE N A LUEI B RO . T 2 AT, B AGIRIR IS, TEANYTS R & BA
BT R, JEEHOATE NS FRIENY . MKEE IR R R b, PN FRI PR . R, X
R PR RGBT AR SR & B A P BRAC,  tHEn MR M. aike. B, MEk
SEV AR BRI, K EERAR T A FUR A B R — HR — T e A R A e be ke . X —45
RETR, AW TORIEE 70 9 AR TR AL ROK IR BE AL BN R ONAT 2 A R T i

4. &5ig

1) XfLk Fenton ¥%. NaClO-Fenton %H1 ClOx-Fenton 7%, ik H AL H R 5 4£ ) Cl10,-Fenton 75:4E AN
PR IR AL B R . BLAE RR M, i BAR W LLA BRI /K 1) COD M E

2) e R 2 SIS A A R AR R A SR8 26 Ho0, A COD i 1.6+ 50 mg/L ClO,.
pH =8 Fl n (H,02):n (Fe*") =3:1, NiFf[A] 60 min, %21 FE/K COD LR IAF] 93.32%. Ab#j5 COD
FabrI N 24.38 mg/L, AL GB 16171-2012 (HRFEAL 2 TS Y HEROhRAE) FHERCE R .
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