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Abstract: In this study, the process of coagulation is adopted to pretreat the waste emulsion from cold rolling.
The turbidity of waste emulsion is 3900 mg/L. The COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand) is 16,400 mg/L. The
results show that PAFC has the dual advantages of general aluminum and iron salts. It is one of the most
suitable demulsifiers. It has achieved such a good result when making the PAFC and the non-ionic PAC used
in combination to pretreat the waste emulsion from cold rolling. To treat the waste emulsion from cold rolling,
the optimum conditions are pH 7.3, 1600 mg/LPAFC and 1.5 mg/L non-ionic PAC.
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WO ARSICR RIS FLN R IO AT A B, %R AL B 3900 NTU,
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AN 75 NTU, COD £BRFA[IA 97.2%.
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FERBUEE, EIEEMI S SRR, ARG
Vs AHJE Bk EAE B m IR kT, 1 H S0
T R G TE e T R, — IR AR
A — P 22 (0 1R R TR SRR, B A
— MR, BT, EPERE S TR, B
PR, EIFE R SR LR . AR
00K FH VR 489 0o TRk A L 2 1D 1 R LA VRO
AL EE, JE/K COD A 16,400 mg/L, JHJEF A 3900
NTU. W] R ME B R ALK COD R, o
TR FAE IR, IF RIS SR A B R A A
TREET .

2. SEIEME
2.1. SCIntiEt

FEEMEPAC). BEMMRE(PFS). B&& ML
k. BB (H B 78, FHE T8, R 1Y),
SUkiR. AR, AR A Hr 4l

2.2. SERE{YAF

WGZ-100 i 5 AOt HL i BEAY | 33-4 /NBX HL B HidFF
8. JA-2603B H KT, PHK-616 53 pH it T
.o AR ERAMEE .. FEM. BIRE.
B

3. KSR

H{ 500 mL & FLALHEIN 1000 mL BEdrdr, JiA
AFEFSE AEERIBR, R AR
JEK pH M8, BEESESEFEAS b, ik Bibyiks 20
min, H ISR E pH R

3.1. |H3E(AC)

1) pH AT LA Y A B KR P 5

ANTF] pH {E AN I TREESCR, SLIR4E L% 1.

Y pH {HAE 7.7 B, AC B BUF IR AR, AbEE
IR KM EEIR /N e 24 pH {ETE 5.9~9.0 Z IR, ZKH
2 HIL[AlL(OH)3s] " LR R G R F R 245,
EAISTERARERIRAE, BEE D TR, TR
SR, 1 [Al(OH)ss]™ 1 36 T 1 W I /) K T
[ALy(OH)I** FI[AL(OH) 1" (IR R TH WM 1, BRI K
R e TR, mAME S TEE KT EEN.

Table 1. The effect of pH on waste emulsion

3 1 pH {EX B L LR AL IR HR ARG

pH (E&EH) 59 6.2 6.8 7.3 7.7 8.3 9.0

MEE(NTU) 1862 1590 685 398 346 470 767

4 pH fH7E 5.9~7.7 Z[HEF, BEAE pH EMF &=, &4
B TR R B [AL(OH)ss]™, BRI J1 8K,
W B A R T, T LA B RGO BE pH T AR LF . 4
pH {ERT 7.7 i, BEE pH ERITHE, 24 BBk
Z I AL(OH); UTiE, WM ACRS I, Fril2 pH{E
1E 7.7~9.0 Z IR}, ACFLRSAG BT R .

2) AC FH BT IR LAV AL 3 250 R 1 52

t FIRSEIRLE R, K pH #HI7E 7.6 24, BEAA
FIFHEED T, AC MHREERCR M, 2805 2.

H AC fEIR&EERIRS, 4 A= KT 2500 mg/L K,
TRE R B 1 T B . B &0 oK F IS
B, RSB BRIREE, ARt T Ognt
LA LA TR AR T EE T e BT

3.2. BEMBREL(PFS)

FEWMRE(PFS), 7T N[Fes(OH)(S04)s0o]m

(M, n AEER) ARSI A )2 R B A [ 4K R PFS,
T 19%, 1%/KIETRIT pH (N 2~3.

1) pH A L A 3 Ak B A5 R P 5 i

AR pH B 26 T SR B 45 LK 3.

1 pH fH 7.4 I, PFS A S B FLCR . st
TR I, PFS 55— Mk #hAH bL, pH 518 B BBl %
A RERAE A fEd, medx tb s hIR e 1. &
FURES 7 BRI ST Ik AR, DRI Refid s i 2 1)
EEBT, MIUNTE S KR L — ARk R ) 22
Ko EARLEFTA R pH B N A BT AL EE 2L
R, % pH MR K.

2) PFS FH B0t 7 LA A 3 358 2

¥ pH FEHI7E 7.4 K47, WERAFEMEBL T,
PFS XHRESCR I m, 450 W% 4.

24 PFS i &/hT 3000 mg/L i, 6% FH & R4
HKBE SRR B, ORI YA E KT 3000
mo/L B, U AR BREE BIAS K. SERR I AR R R B,
PFS F=A= SR I B, JF B8R Ui 4, ik
FE BRSO I T — R AR SRRk 3
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Table 2. The effect of amount of AC on waste emulsion

3% 2. AC RENERFL LR ERRETIE

Table 5. The effect of pH on waste emulsion

3= 5. pH EX B LR AL IEHR ARG

AC (mg/L) 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

pH(EE4) 43 52 65 73 81 93 101

MEE(NTU) 2850 1850 982 453 330 505 713

MPEE(NTU) 1340 703 220 155 186 232 353

Table 3. The effect of pH on waste emulsion

= 3. pH EX B AL LR AL IBH R AR

pH CLEAH) 43 55 6.2 74 8.1 9.3 10.5

MJE(NTU) 1931 943 281 190 325 430 662

Table 4. The effect of amount of PFS on waste emulsion

3 4. PFS RIEM BT LRALIEM R TIE

PFS (mg/L) 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000

M (NTU) 1840 1352 933 469 212 267 311

3.3. BAELB(PAC)

REFEME, XN [ALOH)(CEnln (M, N
DNEEE) o ASIG A H ) 2 2 M IR [ 14 PAC, AlLO,
TE 32%, 1%/KIETRE pH N 4.

1) pH B0 LA AL 3 SR B 2 e

AN pH B Z A T TR KR, Sad gt B I
% 5.

PAC HIf L tE: pH JEFEI7E 6.5~8.1, 4 pH fHAE
7.3 i, HKJRE R4 155NTU. B pH ER BT
AR TR, A PAC KIRF=AER%EYI%
pH IEZIECR, 16 pH BARHIEIL T, IR A Bt
HwEY), BESURZE; pHTE 6.5~8.1 1, 4RKZHM
RS TS e R A1, BB BT

2) PAC FH 5060 22 LA A B2 A5 R R s 1

¥ pH #EHI7E 7.3 K47, HFARAFRAREL T,
PAC *HREESCR IS, 45 R W% 6,

bE PAC HEMMM, MAMKETHE, X
PAC F&1E 2000 mg/L i, BEFLACR B LF, H2& 21k
DURERAS, T HANE  HK AT LG BN 2L,
H KA KIER . Booer e 2 h, BIFHMgl/hE
IAATHREE 23 B o SR IG5 SR T LU HH PAC TR EERICR
Bk R SRR IR BN ROR L, JFH

i i 2 o
3.4. BATMNBEIK(PAFC)
1) pH {E X BR FLA AL BESCR IR 2
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Table 6. The effect of amount of PAC on waste emulsion

= 6. PAC R BB FL AL IR AR

PAC (mg/L) 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

MEE(NTU) 1540 891 292 163 273 402 533

ANTF] pH AE AR TR SRR, SLIRgE L% 7.

M pH KT 6.2 i, PAFC #5A B IR AR,
pH A 6.2 i, E35hE A 115NTU. 24 pH {478
6.2~8.3 Z [FI, A SR MBALPRE TR AR
AR ATERY: . LSRRI RS f IR
REFAMNBERREMMEN RS T —5, BHEHESN
BREIIEF . SRR, DI S, XA A
R BEEARARE A, ISR

2) PAFC FH 50 R FLAL Ak 50 1 5 1)

¥ pH &HIE 7.3 4, HARAFAHAEELT,
PAFC XHREESI I m, 45 R W% 8.

4 PAFC 1 F1 &9 1600 mg/L I Al L A% 5 b
B KPR, Xl (Y R BRI AN K, K PAC Al
PFS T &, HATEMIIXEMR A, & —FhBoE & iR
HeH.

3.5. BRARBELRR(PAM)IINBISE

1) PAM P30t 235 AR 1 82

i PAM AbFRFLACIRE RIS, B0 — b 2L 57 %
JRHAT AL, ASSEREE - 3C 2.4 W) PAFC 1ER
BEFLF. FANEST 3 B PAM HHLEEER), 235
BFRANEEN. A F AN AERMIES A
KL B, B 500 mL RSB 1000 mL 1
Bertrh, of pH EIAEER] 7 £ 4, PAFC Fl&EA~ 1600
mg/L, PAM FI&EH 1.0 mg/L, JRAENEHRERS B, it
FE FRIEDURE 20 min, BB WIS E R COD {H,
SR EE R 9,

SIS REY, JEET A PAM I PAFC HI4A
BUf, EiEmhE RN, COD KRR, KKt
FORBL, ¥ PAM 25, BUEERCRTIE %, Tl
HEEP,  RIEWIER
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Table 7. The effect of pH on waste emulsion

3= 7. pH EX B LR AL IEHR ARG

Table 10. The effect of amount of PAM on waste emulsion

3 10. PAM R E#IR B AL AL TER R MR

pH (GEH) 44 55 6.2 7.3 8.3 9.1 10.2

J¥(NTU) 1783 537 133 115 176 239 297

Table 8. The effect of amount of PAFC on waste emulsion

%2 8. PAFC FE ¥ BR2L LA TSR 90

PAFC (mg/L) 400 800 1200 1600 2000 2400 2800

MJE(NTU) 1462 803 460 119 140 178 283

Table 9. The result of different organic flocculants PAM
9. 7R PAM B ERFRLELER

g HKIE COD ZiBhE AT

Ltess (NTU) (%) SRIG G
ETE 89 93.7 EEE AN A o E SR AN NN
METm 114 94.6 HHEROE, LERAE>E Ak
FEFE 84 961 BUERI 4, TUiodpk, b

TR

2) PAM F &6 20 CR 1 M

HU 500 mL & FLAL RN 1000 mL Be#f o, PAFC
i 7€ 24 1600 mg/L, P I0NAS R B HF 5 1 4
PAM, 7R /K pH M2 7.3, BUAENBERERERS B, $iE
PEL B IEDURE 20 min, BCE BN E U AT COD 1H,
IR W 10, Kl 1.

LR TR, HEF T PAM HHER 10
mg/L~3.0 mg/L i, Xyt 5 F1 COD ) kb 2 35 AR LT
AR T8 PAM F KT 2.0 mg/L B, 4 PAM H
WG, MR COD MEBRBUIRA T R, Mix
KPREEBRME . COD MATE 257 % MM K,
JER T PAM iR &2 1.5 mg/L.

4, L&

1) H—MEE R B Bk R ALK AR S e A
IEHART IR, K R S R R R, REFEAR M ER R
THRTELAT I ERAH B 0 BT/, (B 2Lk E
FAHIE, FEAC T IRERI SR . PAFC £ PAC Al PFC
ST — 5, BEARSRI G BB, I
VERCPRRR S, AR EAR R BREH RN
i EIEEE R C AR SCR A T ACL PFS. PAC

PAM(mg/L) 05 10 15 20 30 50 100

T4 MEE(NTU) 113 82 75 77 89 11 143

COD #[&% (%) 945 958 972 967 949 933 929

——FlR I
- CODERH
150 1 198
40 17
A~ 130 ,
S 190 ¢ 0 S
Zz 195 y
w0 T ¥
S 100 &
41( 90 193 +EM
= 80 | 192 O
70t 191
60 90
1 9 3 4 5 6 7
PAMATE: (ng/L)

Figure 1. The effect of amount of PAM on waste emulsion

1. PAM RIER3 B AL (AR TR R TS

IR TR, & —Fh AR A & & 2 L7

2) LA PAFC fERBEFLA, AEES T8 PAM 1ENE
B, {E pH S~ 7.3, PAFC HI& N 1600 mg/L, dEE
F7 PAM &N 1.5 mg/L FITEH T A EA FLAR IR FL
e, HKF AN 7T5NTU, COD %[ alik
97.2%.
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