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o OE., A KA )RS KR E K, v FeCls Ay 58 7] 2 53T ik 1R 4 — 48 4L 38 5
B R 6 F e, B AT B IREAR R IR AT R R R & m & T B KR BB L R SRR LA
(DOM) 4L 55 R AL AR BAR B 2R . 2R A, % FeCl, 4% mF H 20 mg/L i SS % 1k £ 34 ) 96.7%;
4 FeCl, 3% 2>30 mg/L B, Fe’ K ff = 438 & F 3 K SSIR A © 7, B BF iR ff 1 Fe H IL R #2(>1.0
mg/L) . AP M BT, % FeCl,#%m % 4 20 42 50 mg/L i 25~ 3 A 88.2% 5 93.3% 4 TP 445 275
R, T RAGEE 0B R B AUHE(AP) £ -F45 4 A8 Rk B AAAUEE(NAIP) 5 AP SF & |, Lt Huhl b R I 242
el p Fo £ 56 A K423 K ;COD AAREEAS A £, 5 31 A 57.9% F» 53.9% #) COD #H N5 5 5 g
PEFAE(DIN) AR FG TR AR Z 3, HARBE AL (C/N) B £3.22,B/CH £0.64.
DOM &R IEE 3% 5 20 mm ik R, &40 TR Z & 5 F 0B R e LR KR B 2 THRE
L NERG R (VFAs) , KA ALk R 3k 3] 4.47 mg/(gVSS-L) ; 5 #% 2h 2 5 - TR AR B K, RAHAL
i IR T 54.6%., 45638 By el s T R FEILE B, FeClL,LE m 2 AR W AR & F o
YER 54 10~20 mg/L 5 4L .
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Abstract: In response to the low-carbon and resource-recovery demands of wastewater treatment
plants, this study examined the impact of coagulation-enhanced primary treatment on wastewater
components using FeCl; as the coagulant. Jar tests were conducted to assess effluent C/N/P fractions and
ratios, dissolved organic matter (DOM) characteristics, and the preservation of denitrification carbon
sources under different FeCl, dosages. At dosage of 20 mg/L, suspended solids (SS) removal reached
96.7%. When the dosage was =30 mg/L, excess iron hydrolysis products caused SS to rebound and led to
the accumulation of soluble Fe (>1.0 mg/L). The mass balance showed that 88.2% and 93.3% of influent
TP was transferred to sludge at 20 mg/L. and 50 mg/L, respectively. Meanwhile, sludge phosphorus shifted
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from apatite phosphorus (AP) dominance to co-dominance of non-apatite inorganic phosphorus (NAIP)

and AP. This indicated a transition of the coagulation mechanism from adsorption bridging/charge

neutralization to sweep flocculation. COD was primarily transferred across phases, with 57.9% and 53.9%

entering the sludge, while dissolved inorganic nitrogen (DIN) largely remained in the effulent. With

increasing dosage, the effluent C/N ratio declined to 3.22, while B/C ratio increased to 0.64. The removal

characteristics of DOM changed with increasing dosage. High-molecular weight and highly aromatic

humic substances were preferentially removed. Volatile fatty acids (VFAs) were effectively preserved

under low dosages, giving a denitrification rate of 4.47 mg/(gVSS-L). High dosages tended to deplete

acetate and reduced the denitrification rate by 54.6% relative to raw wastewater. Considering carbon/

phosphorus recovery and compatibility with downstream denitrification, the optimal dosage of FeCl, was

10-20 mg/L, primarily driven by adsorption bridging and electric neutralization.
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i, BBl 2805 KRk I e 4 5 DI © % Jeé 2
BRI . A iE TG e (HRAS )il it A= 4 28
55 Y ML AEAE R A B, 7T 523024 60% 1) it
JKAG BILBs AR AR , (ELTET I 5 W98 8 0 AS 2 (13%~38%)
15 VTR 25 DL ]2 249 109%0~20% A8 HLA B 1k
SEETR) 0, DT 10 555 T B e 2K — Rt [T A0 1) R AR
Iy B R (IR AR W R g
AnMBR . 5 171 ff B A= ) 5 v i HR-MBR) i 15 200K
VA HL I S B AR 48, A B e 17 #6>70% ,
{8 e W S REAE 0 0 , 20 o L RERE 11 40910,
] AnMBR 38777 1 fff 1 R e 452 2 g 1) gt A
LT fh2r i A — AL H (CEPT) HA T2 A
B i K 5 R s E) A B g T SEERTR] A R
e ) P AR Y A R E AR O TR AR 1 ¥ K Ak 3
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chemically enhanced primary treatment;

carbon and phosphorus redistribution;

denitrification carbon source

B ALY, T AR S S22 AL B AT, A
ML ELA v SR RE 8 7, kAR IR
e AL — G I T e P B RcR Y HA BT
BERR AR Y [P, 7533 2 o

SR, A B 5E 22 R 4 IS Je B R L Be IR [l
BEARTTIH 2 T Ak TR A A — G A B 5 K 4 4y
AL PRI AS R, 25 R /D48 Sk, X iR AR
A BT R (14 30 A 249 RO TR i, BRI 1 % T
TR RE M FE & A, REMR T A
FeCL AN T 1R EE AL — AL Y C/N/P 4 53 5% Ak
A VAR HLA (DOM) By 2H 375 4k e i A B4
L. WEFE AR T A 3T CEPT (1975 /K Ab B 2 G
AR T AR HR LSRR 2%
1 #MHEF*®
1.1 SRk

S K B H Jo 8 35 7K Ab 31T i g ST
b 7K, pH M 7. 26+0. 10, SS.NH,*-N . NO, -N,
NO,=N.COD,BOD,. TN TP 4} 5|} (224. 5+32.5) .
(32.2£1.8) . (6. 1£1.1) | (0.01+0.009) . (268. 5+
28.7).(121.5+5.4) .(38.9+2.3) (5. 1+1. 1) mg/L.
1.2 REBEMALE

TREEPEAR L6 R F ZR4-6 S ERPEFENL, Fe (1)
Btz (LA Feit) 20315 0.5.10,20,30,40,50 mg/
L, =K. SEERFEF R - 56300 v/min PR 1
min, B 50 r/min 18 3 15 £E 10 min, #t & ULIE 30 min
J B3 WA T K BT 5 B, ORGSR UTE M R4 7 40 43
G307 -
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1.3 KERIERSHHE

COD R HE B R £k v , i@ 1 0. 22 pm 5
1.5 wm {8 B 73 9% 3K 15 % fi# 7k COD (sCOD, <0. 22
pwm) A& COD (¢COD, 0.22~1.5 wm) HI kL 25
COD(pCOD,>1. 5 wm) . BODsR F R A B4 s
WAE . KL 0. 45 pm IEREL IR , 20 3R FHAN G
A BT VAN EE I N-(1-28 5 ) -
2 WAy 66 BE I 5 NH, N \NO, =N HINO, =N,
TP PR S (STP) RIS VEWE IR R (SRP)
ff P TCALEE (DIP) A MLBE (DOP) B BTk A1
(PP)ER FHSE BT/ O EE B e . Horp, TP K
B T30 fft i I 72 {8 5 STP A /K FELZE 0. 45 pm JE i
1k I S T A A 5 SRP Ay 3k 308 S AR T S 1
PP (1 TP 5 STP Z 221 H 545 2 ; DIP i i 7K A Jin$h iR
A WA IS SRP YR JE 223155 ; DOP Hy STP 8 25 SRP 5
DIP Z R RS R . Wik Fe Vi B2 2R FH 5 HE AAF-
7000F J5 I IS A6 BE T 5
1.4 ZESESHHZE

PR A W B A5 FWROE T 2 em Z0HBURE
K H Litesizer 500 44 K4 & 5 Zeta HL AV 43 H1 A 52
LRRAR I Zeta BN o 2R B S I 45 oSG ST BVERURE
K FH BURK L 37 CX31RTSF 2B 9 5 10058 A 45 22 1A 1K
18, I FIHH Image J 3RPFAR I 22 PRF5% 1w BEURN A < aF
TG LA R SR L 4E50(D,) .
1.5 MBRUAEBHAD DT E

DUTEY) PR TE 25 R FH SMT 43 i Bk 2 21
HLO.2 g THERE N, 22450 ‘CHIBE3 h S A 20 mL
PR (3.5 mol/L) , & iR 4R 1% 16 h, W& TP A
A 20 mL. 1 mol/L £RFRVA W % R4k ¥ 16 h, MAHTCHL
W (1P) , HoaR i 28 450 ‘CHY5E3 h R FFLA 1 mol/L 5
PRI W AR B, I A ALBE (OP) 5 53 HURE 5 2 20 mL
1 mol/L E A AN W HR Y 16 h, L LW I 3. 5
mol/L kR V5 W R 1k I 52 HE 8% JK 2 T LB (NAIP) ,
FEAL AN BRI FE LA 1 mol/L R RR IS IR 1% 16 h
2 W A TC AL (AP) o 2 IO Pl o 3 4 %
BRBAPL T R I A .
1.6 BREUEBEVYRES

YGRS HE OGS (3D-EEM) 2R H
7. F=7000 2 3640 Y606 BE TN 5 |, & B (A ) R
200~400 nm, & FFP K (A,,) A 290~550 nm, 2K
K5 nm, FHGEFE N 12 000 nm/min, PMT H, JE -8
450 V, I FE AR K & CEPT Hi 7K H DOM 1%

R 5 22 AN R 2R I HE UV=-1900 58 -] Il
36 EE TN E , F 4575 24 200~800 nm; A7 (A7
filt A ALY (CDOM) 5 563 g A HL4 (FDOM)
f880E 1t R 1ES staRdom(v1. 1. 30) FE 40344 s 5E
12535 (1% (GPC) T, AKFEZS 0. 22 wm JE R L
UE S5, R FH 5 LC—20ADXR W AH (433 22 48 & RID-
20A 7R ZEHTCAGIN 28 A TN E |, T s AH S R Atk i
R 1.0 mL/min, A3 R 40 °C, #EFERFA 50 pL,
O3 4 A K A & 43 F % FH SRS AL, B LabSolutions
GPC #5803 4y F i it (M) (EE ¥ 43 F it i
(M) UL R 25y B Z B PDL(M,/M,) , 11 T FAE DOM
(943 0 A s BU 1 mL 98 W 48 (033 4l TP IR IR 1k
J7 L R B HE GC—2030AF M (0 3 AR 4% 2% 1 Mg 5
M2 (VFAs) AT/ EE 58 &4 .
1.7 REELE DR RAEWIERN

T K A B ) e S T 1 3 e, I A 4ligk
Vele =R DL L BRER BTG ge . U1 LGRS e, 1%
J0. 18 g Al R4 (NO, =N ¥ i 4 25 mg/L) F10. 18 ¢
TR MBI, FE8% T4 P 2 T E 1 h W NOy -N
W RE I AR AL TR RS AW 7 (v,) s IO 2045 1 LK
PEV5 e, B B DE S A LIS AR B 500 mL k4 ¢
K, 43 A 500 mL J§i K 10 mg/L (¥ CEPT i &b B
7K F1 50 mg/L 9 CEPT FiAb 3 7K, JF4010. 18 ¢
Tl FR A (NO, =N ¥ Ji o 25 mg/L) , 78 S 4 £8 551
TN AE NOy -N Wk BE i A2 4k, TH 5 RO A R (v) .
S AHAGTES 7 R4 2 B A AL RN B =R
2 #R53t%
2.1 AREE/MET CEPT HES

IREES )28 2R R0 B R B, b
FeCL A MG I, 22 & 1R RO 1 K (S5 i AR5 T
B N S URL ) 1 A SRR A e AT Ak T
WV B o R 3 T v B T A s 1S 2R AR 4k
B BN, 25 E>30 mg/L )5, H RS B (A B &R
AT ETE () BB R AR LR E
L A3 o 1 B T 2 R AE B R Eh AR 4y
ALY IF i — DR AR R > . 3T 4
AR BN 254 10.20.30.40 .50 mg/L B,
LR E 4E R0 9 M 1.397 1. 577.1. 676, 1. 668
1. 667, BV BEF% 245 5 15 0, 20 0% AR 1 43 TR 4R 2L R 20
B AAE 20 me/L LA 825 58 F o3 45U AN
2 X S BN T 5 0 RR LY LA DL, AT R B
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Zeta FLVL B IS S5 BT 7K v 8 PR A0RE 119 2% 1H A 1
Foy i Z ke M o FLAa 0 (BN | J0R (7] i
¥ JTRRES MR R AR R 22, B UKL 5 & A A
RIGUITE LR, Y FeCL#ME 7 0.5.10.20.30,
40,50 mg/L i}, i 7K pH 4351 R 7. 26, 7. 18, 7. 11,
6.92.6.84.6.70.6. 61, AH i & 7 KL ) Zeta HiL L
0k -12.92,-11.77,-11.37,-10. 14, -8. 01,
~7.69.-3. 04 mV, HIBE % FeClLFE NN R34, ok
pH FIE: 17 UKL Zeta LA 4 HE % F W (EASTE
B, P2 5~20 mg/LI, Zeta HL A AE AL/,
{HH 7K SS & 3 R, 43l 1 35. 0 mg/L R FE % 24. 5,
12. 0 F17. 5 mg/L, [F] B R 440 428 5548 25 2 000 nm LA
LSRG BN B2 R 5~10 mg/L B K 7 R
PE Fe TC U i 5% 4% (<0. 2 mg/L) , 7E#E 255 7 20 mg/L.
T ERATVA I Fe 8 %2 0. 64 mg/L, L iRSGE R0,
MRHE 255 AW R AR LB R =, Bk K A 1 i)
2K R A ) T 3 B AT 2 e A O s Y
JIE AR A% 38 0, I U T G ) 22 B L AR UK i =
P ivE Kbk AR AR . MHLZ N B2y AE 30~
50 mg/L B, Zeta AV 486 0] (PR B AIG , HE 7K 5 A 1R
Fe it FEHE 5 550. 83 1. 00 Al 1. 26 mg/LL, B 11k g 444
K, AL )JZ S P AE T o R 7 i A
AR I 3 4 000~10 000 nm, 58546 WLELH i #
ORI AR — 3, RUIME AL S S, =
BRER K i A WK i 0 T A B TE , S 8K
SS HERARTE I Fe FHE
2.2 BREMESFEREBRBFERYREES T
2.2.1 R[5 T AW 5> 5 1) KRR

AT FeCL3E M0 R H /K B 20 5043 4 UL 1 (a)
1 (b) . JRK TP A 5.05 mg/L, SRP 5 PP 43 5l Ky
2.49 2. 15 mg/Lo AJNZYEFHK TPALREZE 3. 44 me/L,
SRP (i ik 62% , BEWTTTE 322 L B MUR AW , X
i PR R R BRASCR A PR . 0 FeClyJi5 SRP AR
W, P50 10 mg/L IF % 2 0. 067 mg/L, i1 7K DIP
K B AR 20~30 mg/L A TP [ 22 0. 59~0. 26 mg/L
H SRPEEMET 0. 06 mg/L, 5% B B LA PPl (44
80%) ; ¥ 15 K 40~50 mg /L I TP R A Fa & , PP 5
DOP (7 L& A1 5t

15 A TR 4 3 AR UL 1 () A (d) o AT,
FeCL I F AR i T 8 10 75 U AH 5% 4% : NATP £ K
M2 1. 22 mg/g T+ B 258 5~30 mg/L B Y 1. 93~

2. 17 mg/g, FFAER 25 40~50 mg/L 748 5 7K
F(2.52~2. 81 mg/g) ; OP 7E = % 2 & T REAIR (29
2. 17 mgfg) , AP FE% 245 5 4y 20 m/L ik 04 (£
4 4.98 me/g) MM J FFARBEAR . MK, B 21U
RSB A TCHLBE (NATP/AP) E S M i 42, 1 X 5
Ping 245G F Fe/P 34 il J5 8 2% bR ML i 08 B4l 2K
] Fe—P UITE 3 S 45 R —3.

6 100
=
™ x
= &
b H
ﬁ-
0
JEK 0 5 10 20 30 40 50
#e2h i/ (mg/LL)
a. 7K PR R B Ao vk i
B SRP
, I pP
B DIP
DOP
=
YY)
E
i
R
R
0 20 40 60 80 100
HK R4 45 5 He/%
b. K PR RIBE AL 43 5 H
10 AP
Il or
g I NAIP
0
éﬁ 6
iﬁ
Qi
e 4
2
0
JFK 0 5 10 20 30 40 50
25/ (mg/L)

c. PLREMI AN B 7335 ik
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DU A FBEALSY 5 He/%
. PO PR AL o
B 1 [ FeCl, 3 & T CEPT i3 2t 7k 5l ie W BB 48

B HTHHE
Fig.1 Distribution characteristics of phosphorus fractions
in effluent and precipitates during CEPT under different
FeCl, dosages

JFK TCHLE M E N 38. 24 mg/L, LA NH,~N K F
(32. 13 mg/L, 84%) ,NO,—N 4 6. 09 mg/L, JG 24 5|
B ALEHE H ADCTERS , 7K NH,'-N 5 NO, =N 43
oM 31.14.5. 77 mg/L, M EBRRA L 3%, Blitkzy
i 5 mg/L 3 2 50 mg/L, NH,'-N i 30. 52 mg/L [
%29.02 mg/L,NO, -NH 5. 15 mg/L[% % 4. 74 mg/L,
NO, =N ¥ B IH 24K F 0. 01 mg/L. KT 5 , FeCl,
TR ST R AR 7, NH, =N 5 NO, =N 7 4 5]
N 84%~87% F 13%~16%, k& T AL A& 2= B AL N
5%~12% , #5450 i LUARE o
2.2.2 A[FEAEPIL S 05 0] K BRFHE

AN[F] FeCL i T Hi 7K COD 4143 1948 1k I &

. JEJKE COD 4 268. 5 mg/L, pCOD ., ¢COD,sCOD

#&Eﬁjﬂ]j{l 56.8.101.7.110. 0 mg/L, AHR 1 5 Ho
21%.38% .41%, LI fdVE S IRIRZS £ . TE257)
BINF ALEEDUEE Al i COD [ 2= 204. 6 mg/L, £ %
N 23. 8%, pCOD Fl cCOD [% % 34.5.69. 3 mg/L,
i sCOD 4 100. 8 mg/L, /5 Fb h 49% ., N FeCls e
COD 2 Bt & 1858 - 354 5~10 mg /L H 7K COD
R 2 127. 8~140. 7 mg/L, 2= bR R ik 47. 6%~52. 5%,
Horp cCOD 5K AR 75% L) | 5 sCOD [ % 87. 4~
92. 4 mg/L, {5 F o 66%~69% , = B3 it £2 A B 25
B . % 24 18 20~30 mg/L, COD #F — 4 [ &
110. 2~113. 0 mg/L, M #5475 HI3G 5, J0RE 285 5 1
1 Zs COD HE—22: 6, Hi7K sCOD 5 HL 4R 5 & 66%~
81%. &2y Uk Sk = & 40~50 mg/L COD B
T2, H pCOD WA 15, 7] Al i i 5 Fe™ 7K fiff 7™

Py W52 R At A WL AR ORE B AR AE T TR
IS G
F1 R FeCl, 2B T Hok COD B4 T4
Tab.l Changes in COD composition of effluent
under different FeCl, dosages

W hr/ COD ¥ /(mg/L) i /%
(mg/L) | pCOD | cCOD | sCOD | pCOD | cCOD | sCOD
0 345 | 693 | 1008 | 17 34 49
5 245 | 23.8 | 924 17 17 66
10 220 | 184 | 874 | 17 14 69
20 18.0 | 203 | 747 | 16 18 66
30 14.0 6.5 89.7 13 81
40 443 30 | 77.0| 36 62
50 30.7 25.0 68.2 25 20 55
AR T ALY BRRCR ULE 2.
300 80
[N COD i [ BODsUk i
550 -8 COD L[5 % - BODs L[z % 70
é” 60
< 200
= 50 %
%150 40 &
S R
=) 30
2 100
S 20
50 0
0 0
0 20 30 40 50
2y (mg/L)
a. COD I BODsf#¥ 22 %
0.8 = B/C-oCN-ACP | 800
0.7 A 7 700
600
0.6 6 500
< A £ &
2= 05 ‘a 5 3 1400 S
0.4 o~ / 4 300
o>‘\./°" 200
0.3 x 3 100
A——A
0.2 2 0
0 5 10 20 30 40 50
B2/ (mg/l)

b. Bk AU L1122 £k
2 [ FeCly 3 ME T AWM ERIBR SEEBEL 5L
Fig.2 Organic matter removal and changes in carbon,
nitrogen, and phosphorus ratios during CEPT under

different FeCl, dosages
25 >10 mg/L AT, BODsH 121. 5 mg/L [ &
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62.3~64. 6 mg/L, J3 R £ 39. 2%~48. 7%, 5 COD
AR AL — 3, B0 S B R UKL/ AR AT AR ) R fidk 20
Iyo REMIT K BICAUA 0. 45; 7EF 25 <30
mg/L T, B/C 425 £ 0. 50~0. 64 {HFE— 18 24
AL B/ICERIE 2 0. 42, R 4 2 i R AT AR P Al
FHBRIR IS o C/N R 2538 i el 7. 02 (J 7K ) R
% 3.22~3. 67, [F C/P B ETHE, K E SR AL
T
2.2.3 R[FEHZ 5B A BELL 0 YR 2 b
B 5 245 £ 16 0, e Rl 2L 0 1 2 1) 2 B B A
SANTR], PREE T VR E AT R p I B AR A 5 R R
2 T SRy R A 2 AL S 5 AN [ 4 43 A6 K AH FiS
TeHHRIER A 22 5 . I Bz A, LAV5 K4l
I3 R HEE X 20 me/L 1 B AL AR 24 5 1 50 me/L 145
2y TOLHEAT YR A58, S5 R & 3 o

pCOD  ¢COD  sCOD

m=TP 18 mg(6.7%) to.] wed7.6%) [ 747 me(27.8%)

B con
W DIN

a. 2 20 mg/L
pCOD  cCOD  sCOD

TP
30.7 mg(11.4%) L 25 md9.3%)

mmcobp
EEDIN

| 68.15 mg(25.4%)

b. #2554 50 mg/L
B3 5=k 20 F150 mg/L BF CEPT 332/ C/N/P A5 HY
MR TEE ST
Fig.3 Mass balance analysis of C/N/P fractions during
CEPT at FeCl, dosage of 20 mg/L and 50 mg/L

TEPI AP B2 5 B A& B 3 9 W) I O Ui

W 4153 5 1 B 205 IR A, 20 AT SO mg/L #2455 F 43
A 88.2% 5 93. 3% K TP it A¥5 16, Hi KA 14: 4
11.8% 5 6. 7%, PIFP 50 H 7K 58 A Wl 1y LUBORL 25
R E L PP A K TP 79%~81%. 15 e Hh (LA
TEHLA & 4 H e , NAIP 5 AP AT dii5 e
TP 1) 80% , (HL2H 7 LU 451 B B AN [A] , £ 245 2 20 mg/L

BF L AP 3, 5 50. 7% ; 8 25 58 50 me/L i 5% R
NAIP 5 AP Jf- 5, NAIP Ft & 38. 7% , {4 B # i 1w #L
il O B 2R A S R R S th A S 3 T
LA IR LA T, 20 me/LA% 2518 F 57. 9%
1) COD HE A5 , 1o B 2 i IR 22 53. 9%, Ho K
pCOD 1 6. 7% T+ 2= 11. 4%, R 7 FEA R B 16
KR AV 10. 2%~11. 7% 1 DIN 54 21578 40 .
2.3 ARERAETHKDOMIEFESH
2.3.1 WA I DGR IR

CDOM S fif-PEA HLA) b HAT B RS 4 1)
N, AR ZE T CDOMFEFRA ML WL 2. Wk
ZB s, T sy AT S B CDOM 4 3 3 R0 05 B 1, Ji
K2 5 R 972.72.94. 97 m', Fifi FeCls 4% il 44
T sy 1 sy FEZE T [, 3R FeCLAL 56 25 BR 05 B Pk
B0 RN IX RIS fE ) BRI CDOM A 43 . EJ/E,F
EJEJH T8 78 CDOM (1) A1 X 43 5 2 F i 5 1k e
JE F K W EJE, N EJE, 43 ) R 42,69 Al
13. 18, Bifi FeCL#& N 34 I , E/E B IR F 57, 3R IR
BER AR LR T iR s AR E A
CDOM, 7K H1 5% B3 1 CDOM AR 43 F i & 2H 43 K
F o EJEAETTARE 2 i (<20 mg/L) F 2L A K
(13~17) , i 1E % 2550 30 mg/L i} fEHE & 26. 63,3
HIZE T 4R 255, CDOM 1785 4 Ak 2 B B B JEAIK
SR TR R

T BB EL S5 205~ Sasoa00 X FE FUAR S, AT Sz e
CDOM (1 53 J3T 5 43 A1 R 45 46 B8 % R 1 T K
B9 S 75205~ Sss0a00 B4 0. 035 9 F110. 015 5 nm ™', Bifi
FeCL NN IE NN, S, 00s FFEETF T L T Sagoa00 AR T
B Sy BARTEE IFAEAR 2518y 40 mg/L I 35 51 1
{H 3. 86, i J5 7E % 245 5 4 50 mg/L B i 22 3. 40, i —
AR BB FeCLAR MG, &5 43 F B it 7 A PR
5% 1Y CDOM # £t 56 25 B , 7K i CDOM LUIR 43+
i SRR o

JF K EEM S 3% 52 X0 45 4, 20 K X (A=
275~305 nm, A, = 320~360 nm) Fl K I K X (A=
300~330 nm, A, =400~480 nm ) 73 5l %6k 17 v i P A A
YR Wy i S R LR 2R PO
2 3 R B B2 L 43 0 AT U E YR = )
F R I5 AKAE  H AE AREAA FLB T AR AR
SEUUVE , ISR A T REAIS, 433 Hi 2 890 AT 1 917
%2 583 F11 167, Bfid FeClL I MEIE N, EEM )t
LSS A58 B B 8 AR nl i
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R 1) 0 2 't e 10 A5 247 et 14 0 Y S 3 i R 2
95.10.20.30.40.50 mg/L I}, 550 4310 2 870
3120.3 720.4 000 .4 020 .3 840 Ifij Ji§ 5 i A LY
WA R S 1 U, BRI B BN, E R R
PECHRIE A 12501 333.1417.1417.1333.1 167,
F 8 B B BLAT 5 A VR RRRAE 5K Th & i3
P JE 58 S AT LA AT REAE A 1 AR 2 e 5+
MFEE FeCLAM , X &85 BA 90 A K 5
JE3 58 0T 2 A ALY B 5B AR RSO R, X
CDOM 73 &5 R —3., JtFasas it — L 1

FDOM 4 1 (1) A2 fk #a #5548 %5 (FD) fh K i
1. 78 F+ 2 1. 81~1. 84, R W 1 7K DOM A s A R Ui
FRAE S 8 5 5 5 A T8 B (HIX) B FeCLA% fin & 39 i
FRor N, i FKAY 0.326 7F4 % 0. 191 7, K& IR 2
41% , %57~ DOM Ji& 5 A0 75 J3 1 55 7 P I8 35 A1 (O
Kl 4), 5ZHXEN, A A4 I 45 % (BIX) H B K 1)
0.422 27+ 0. 678 7, WoR K A9 B A=A HL
Y BBEIn. BART S, FeCL BB & 278 T %
i AT HIL 0 5 R RRAE o I ol = S AL S5 R R
F AL 53 ) IR A Ak AR a7 2R A 4L 43 AR

*2 F[EFeCl, 3 MET CDOM4H4E 5 #7
Tab.2 Characteristics of CDOM under different coagulant dosages

B2 (mg/L) s /m’! yp/m”! E,/E, EJE, Sirs.p95/mm”! S3s0-400 /00" Sy
0 888.05 84.90 48.72 13.70 0.0356 0.0170 2.09
5 890.88 77.38 59.10 17.21 0.0372 0.018 2 2.05
10 878.44 72.76 62.87 16.00 0.037 6 0.018 3 2.06
20 858.67 67.50 58.69 14.96 0.038 6 0.0155 2.48
30 848.68 60.05 65.74 26.63 0.0400 0.0132 3.03
40 821.39 56.47 63.49 22.71 0.040 4 0.0105 3.86
50 805.56 50.54 82.52 15.79 0.0415 0.0122 3.40
033}g FI*E%%S To AT RETE30 ku D EW ST EA LY
179 (peakl, M, =53 722 u) .53 F B A 1~10 ku A K
0.30 1.80 N
182 531 ALY (peak3, M, =2 102 u) LR 53 ¥ ot it
® 0211 @ }gz 15 1 ku AR B2 7 i A ML) (peak4 , M =101 u)
= @ ' i o4 34 3. 43% 5. 56% 1 3. 68%.
juni v
0.24 Q . O BIX 464
O 045 T,
‘ peak2
021 (Ooss o —SmeL N
(ODoes — 10mg/L Al
Q 20 mg/L [
0.18 5 {
JFAK 0 5 10 20 30 40 50 = 30 mg/LL
£ —— 40 mg/L.
258 (mg/L) BT —50mgL
B4 7RF) FeCl% i T tik FDOM 454547 B,
Fig.4 Characteristics of effluent FDOM under different &
FeCls dosages :
= 1
2.3.2 A2y T 7K DOM B4+ i 4 A
AT 25 B R 7K DOM B 2 ULy 1 i &40 A oL —
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
— ] } 37 b JAN =
AL S BT . MM, T I e DOM F P-4 43 IR

I3, 2243 BB PDT I S B T 43 I 40 A 1A
X G, $E 2G5 0 I DOM 4 43 1 Bt i 43 A5 95 HL
H RS %, DOM B4 4K M, Hy 2 258 u, M, N 18 121 u,
PDI 535 8.03, 70 Fliife 22 5 W 3 . Ik 1 10~20
ku [ H R 431 AT HLY) (peak2, M,=16 591 u) (5
ot L K 8 T 87.33%, R JR K H DOM 1) = 224

E5 AR FeCliZmM=ETHAKDOMHERS FREN T
Fig.5 Apparent molecular weight distribution of DOM in

effluent under different FeCl, dosages

7E 5 F1 10 mg/L Y fIR# 25 5 T, DOM 43 ¥ it &5
AUAE R T R A P (peak2) 14 5 5,
H b Fe 2 & 88. 28% F190. 65% ; 1= 43 ki1 A Al
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WL T, 5 i R AL — 2B AL 28 At BT K6 R

%A2 5 H 11

Y (peakl) (5 L4514 4 5. 07% . 1. 80% , A% 4> T it
i A ML (peakd) (5 L 1 3. 68% [% %2 1. 63% FlI
1.45%, BAERM FHEE 4753814 914 u, M 1 E
23 233 Fl123 203 u, AW PDI [ 4. 89 f14. 72, %
218 4 20 mg/L W, H 8 43 T A HLA (peak2) i
FE4E T 2 93.90%, i 43+ o & A ALY (peak 1) 5 [
KIERFEZ 0. 32% , FE /T B A LY (peak3) AL
B LB, FRIEHIE 7 B A WL (peakd) {555 5 B
B R . S A M % 18 948 u, PDI i — &
R 22 3. 94, F Wiy 43 ot et AN I 0 o i 2
— L HIE, DOM 4R T i 3 F B i

BRI 2 30~50 mg/L )5 , o> TR EA
HLY) (peak2) & Lt 73 5l 45 T+ % 94. 68% . 98. 83% Fil
98. 52% , /A JE Fl Y 2= 2~20 ku, B i W0 20 T
Jz it R K Y 20 ku ZE 4R AS 229 3 ku, BAG 5 A B
B4 | peak2 B M, 1 16 591 u 23 Bl A % 14 016,
10 192 F14 902 u. peak? (4846 — 7 1 TR+
SR NRIEZ N S B SR VIR 7/ SR L O e
BRERTR BE T SN 4 255 L A 10 ku A A HLA) 14 511
8 ZE I 5 55— Ty T B TR E S AR G i, Fe®t K
KA 7= W () 5% 4 2 B W1 22 | TRI s HH 7K pHL Fl i
KB 7,36 F [ 2425 R 50 me/L I Y 6. 37, H M
FESRTE T3 1045, 45 0L 2 5 H rp ORI FH R g
Gy R G-l HE R 008055 | 85 58 5T 45 Koy T4
Wi o Ak, WAL B S FTIE(E 5 0 B 1 3 hn 4
TN - WL SRR B, 3N TR 25316
R i3 R, SIS B E s T
XT DOM 114 4 45 4 VE 3G 5% , /&5 40 B it A3 LAY
(peak 1) 5 K53 F Bt A WL (peak3) AR A L
PE— LR . I EA PDI > HI % 2 6. 68 1. 57 Fl
1. 78, DOM 435t it [ 43 A Y BBl 78
2.3.3  A[EHZy T X RSB IE A (R

VFAs & 5 210 f2 i A6 fe 5, AH B At 57 2
DOM L5 45 S A Ak Dy RE AR, HXF 58 42 R Al AL T
W& R E RN . 2P H 5 T A FeCl 42
I HI 7K VEAs 2SO i, 25 R 3R W1, SRk iy
VFAs BB 4R R AT R A AR, Bk B R
25.53 mg/L, = HWE 515 4. 07,13, 22.8. 24 mg/
L, PSR o5 e (51. 8% ) , T IR Il TR o b4 53]
5 32.3% M 15. 9%, FEHZ5H N 10 mg/L 554 T,
VFAs 5 (26. 07 mg/L) JLPAAE & 0k L 5
JRK AT TR TN BR AN T R Vi B 43 3 by 4. 53

12.67.8. 78 mg/L, /5 = A R 7 Lb 5 /75 (48.9%) , T
TR AN TR 5 Fb 39 33. 7% F 17. 4% , X W Ik
2 5 IF AR B VEAs (9 BF B 45 2% o i 7 50 mg/L
MR 2T, VEAs B BERF 2 22. 05 mg/L, 1R
We BE Rl /D 2 2. 63 mg/L(11.9%) , N R A1 T R 43531 g
10. 65 mg/L(48.3%) F18. 77 mg/L(39. 8%) . L B&n]
o B i A L R A A B 2 TRl T A T B
TR, 5IEAKA L, w2 LT SR
A AR B R R R L

HE— 2B I00E T A K S0 R g 5 Je i
fi Akt %e , 25 SRR W TG M5 Ve 1 R AR T g (v,) 2y
H15. 46 mg/(gVSS-L) , PEREL B 5 24 LAJFL K Ry filk
I, SR 3 A2 K 4. 06 mg/(gVSS-L) 5241 10 mg/
L 45 24 1 b B LR KA Ol E K B, R i b i R T &
4. 47 mg/(gVSS-L) , B T JK 5 242K H] 50 mg/L 4%
241 K AE R i K, BB A B R & 2. 03 mg/
(gVSS-L),#HH 10 mg/LI FF&E T 54. 6%

JAE AT i 98 5 38 1A i CEPT AH e HRAS BE AT
DI 1) [mDSe Le A5 AR 5 1A L, SR R BR i
A ALYIAE o D5 20 Wit AR L PR o S R RO AR Y
T3 AR 5T & IS A UL 4173 52 2% , CEPT
i R R 2R BON AR L, R BE L BRA VLI 3R
HLRIBAR R 2Bk . S 2 & )m Ehat fEa,
HoK A= ) 2 W BEH5 K TR ) VEAs, IR, ZEEAT
CEPT Bl [ 262 1oy i, #5245 24, VR e L )
D2 BAF 28 55 v b R FH R 25, AT R 4 R B D
IK AV VEAs B, A A= Ak B0 5T AR B i 280 % A% 1) 44
S A
3 ZL5EZ

@©  LLFeClL 251317 Ak 220 A — A 21, 7F
5~20 mg/L BRI 2 1 T R B AR AT AL 32 T
W R AR AR 2 S B R T, K IC B
fi 1k Fe 7R Ay s 5 2510 30~50 mg/L IS i A #4101
il 325, 5 YL B R B 2 MR T,
IR SSHEIN, s Ff P Fe FRAY MR BEIRH] 1 mg/L LA I

@ YR o A HE 7R, 20 F1 50 mg/LL 4% 24 B
T4y 5914 88. 2% 5 93. 3% 1y TP # A5 e A, Hirp
W24y 11 AP 5 325 (50. 7% ) % >l NAIP Fl AP I &
(38.7% F136.5%) ; COD LA M 5 %%}y I, 53. 9%~
57. 9% ¥ 2 15 M ; DIN FA 4 B2 75 1K (89. 8%
H188.3%) . WWiss )5, B/CA BT # M C/N 3%
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TR

B DOM Z 2 FIF i 45l , & T it &
75 B P S B A e bl LB 5 (AR 2 1t T W AP AR PR
VFAs I YR i AR, m 32 e I ik
SR T 54. 6%,

@ LR B 1) DSCRCR T T RO U R
SR I 2 FRNBM I 2 55 ME | 8 25 5 4 1l 4F 10~20 mg/L
BF, W B AR 5 R o S, AT AEAR HE
21 4 1) 75 U8 AR 5% A% 1 [R] BsF £ 83 JRUUK VIFAs ik TR -
BT i Fe SOHK M 7= Wy sk Ay BEARZ5#E. T
KA LW a7 BEAIG, T VEAs BRI WA % 8, 4=
A BT ] SR FH A S T i i Rl 2B S AL R AR AL T2
SIS RE A BR AR A U5 A ROR O 46 0 T 2R
o KON, BB R G AT 45 &
AEER) A SR AR A
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