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Abstract; Cu,O, graphene oxide and composite catalytic oxidant were used to treat landfill
leachate, and the influences of catalyst type, dosage of catalyst and reaction time on the treatment effect
were analyzed. The results showed that the best effect of catalytic oxidation of landfill leachate was a-
chieved by Cu,0/graphene oxide composite catalyst, and the optimal experiment condition was mass ratio
of catalyst to leachate COD =0.7 and the reaction time of 1 h. Under the optimal reaction condition,
NH,” — N concentration of the effluent reached 2 454 mg/1., and the removal rate of COD and BOD,/
COD were up to 93.33% and 0. 84 respectively.
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