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Abstract .

the influence factors and removal efficiency of heavy metals, including Cu®* |

Using the iron plate as electrode in batch experiment and continuous flow experiment,

Zn** and Pb** , of the low

current electrocoagulation technology were analyzed. Results showed that removal efficiencies of Cu’"
Zn’", Pb** were 99.8% , 98.6% , 99.7% respectively, when the current density was 0.42 A/dm’, the

time of the electrolytic treatment was 10 min, the distance between the electrode plates was 14 mm, the

conductivity was 1.0 mS/cm, and adjusted value of effluent pH was 8.5. Concentrations of Cu’

and Pbh**
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of batch experiment device

B 0.8 LA NN A H, 2R Bk SN A v, BOE R )
PFEAR 4 300 v/ min, 377 AR AR, HHIR AT
B 72 em?®  FTHF B A e L L, 150 FLOAE L P 3
v ZBE SV
1.2.2  #2midse

HESLIAERE EANE 2 s B K
BEBNAE | B B BE R g UUTERE VBRI 2 B
TiAS s FL R IR ) 2K H 4% pH TR L S R A, B
KRN 500 L, By ZLEE S i fis KTy 16 em x 10
cm X 13 em, 3 E 9.6 L/h,4 R 5159 em x
8 em x0.2 em FARACTATHE A 4w H

]
iiﬁi T e r Y

r—n e
| B
9.6 L/h e
s 1
2\
KT R BB
2 EZRAREETE

Fig.2  Schematic diagram of continuous flow experiment
device
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Fig.3 Influence of current density on removal rates of
Cu®*, Zn**and Pb**
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