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Fenton Wi {52 JRK B IR 38 52 Wi e 3 0 500 #re

FHIIVE R BB AR B A

LR IR R 22 IR B 2 5 TR 24 B, 95 M 2150095 2. Y1954 /K AR BILECR 5 4083 [ €108 o, 95 2150095
3. 30T A W T K SR AR A ROR E KT S TR SR S, IR M 2150095 4. J5 N i SR R0 AT R 2L\, 95
215009

W OE LIRS A AT AW A AR R K R RS S, SR B DK 2R R B T £ 1k Fenton 4804k A BEAY S
REEAE, A T Hsh Sl iR S5 7E pH=3.21. n(H,0,/Fe*)=8:1, m(H,0,/COD)=4.17:1, &AL I3 It 7]
J9 120 min {4514~ , COD F1 TP i B Z L 8] 5 &, 4350 81.32% F1 98%, JLPEM BT & — KRNz )
%, EIRTRMEERE R LN 0.0142min”', FHEILAEN 4.76 kI'mol ', 7 pH=3.21, n(H,0,/Fe*)=8:1. m(H,0,/COD)=
0.78:1. JZ L Bf ] 120 min (Y5514, Fenton % k& & X COD B Z ] ik 42.5% =47, A5 /K B/C L H
0.12 #2/% & 035, LG4 UF I E, AN Fenton 48 fk 55 £ W 4b 35 T2 R0 4 b B 5 PR v B8 IR /K BEAE

K918  Fenton & fk; WAL, myphimisk; shH2

i E HAT e giit, 2020 AE R HL B A AT 4 A F 4 126.1<10° 1, R 2020 4FE 4t
SR E AAT R A R 3x10° P, (TR g, AL, PRI IE RS Nz, B A
TR REEB AWK, KA A KE T EK, Hg, BikikEREKEAEH T,
VI W & G NI (1315 5 5 S U A = Y G LN ST S 8

IR A 38 3 H,0, 5 Fe 78 R PR 45 14 8 A s S Ak g 01 1% -OHL, 28 1117 % ik 132 /K vh A3 #L T g
Yy, [AEFAE B Fe(OH), AT LAGE o 22 5E LA UTVE A UL Am iR h o IR &7 A ZRis 3, W 2 0
HF Tk E KA, F /NS5 SR H Fenton-ik BE N & Ab BEVR 2 iR 36 8 7K, 78 pH=3~5. H,0, &
1.7g-L"". FeSO,7H,0 N 1.75 g-L' i}, JZ/ 10 min J5, COD, TP, SS K4 Fh4x )@ 85 71k 8 — 2%
HEBChS HE o 4% R 068 A6 UV e Kb B R BE I K B & 3, 7E pH=2. H,O, #& & N His & 1y 1.5 1% .
n(H,0,/Fe*")=8 i}, COD Z:FR# AT ik 60.12%. FRMESFEE {fi H] Fenton 15 A0 VR ZEUR 3 K B R B, 7E
pH=4. H,0, N 297 g'L™', n(H,0,/Fe*)=3, i 70 min J5, COD ZBxF N 71.4%. X|5®" 1#F 58 £
B, 78 H,0, &~ 0.6 gL', FeSO, 7TH,O &N 0.2 g'L ™', % fbJZ i 60 min J5, COD Fl SS % k%
23914 90.0% F1 98.3%., HiAlAF5E 2 10 K F Fenton J7 ¥k Ab BRI 2E /K, o US4 4 A A T30 58
{EL R SR AN TR B 2 7 120 RN R i 7™ A 45 102 7K 05 G (9 41 5 Pk 2R [R], - LA | Fenton Ab 3 ¥ 2% 37 7K
1Y S S5 FIAD BASRAG 22 5 0 PR, BEXPIE R IR IR K, FF /N 58 LS LAY Fenton 446
s BHE: 2022-01-06; FFAHHEA: 2022-08-18
BT 1 =KL IR KK T T 5 K 2 25 % & (R B AR 2 254 7R 3550 F »(20172X07205) 5 JR N 115 43 35 (A1
HHAEGImENH (S2S201512)

F—EE: 21 (1977—), &, Mt RHFE, yiyvansuzhou@163.com; BRGE 5 1E#H
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IS . PRISEBRIA 2 K (K BB e 8, WFSE Fenton 484K 14255 I 7K (1) 2 % 8 7 2 W] 458 S 52 B 1% 7K
AT R . AR LR B AT AR 7 A IR B K O R RN 5, RR T IR . R I R
B2t AL, PRAb T Fenton AbBEURZEE KM T2 5540, IR K b BRER I 555
1 #MRl5R*%
1.1 JEK R S5 5

SEEG TR K L A VLR L B AT A A iR R, AN A T TR e . FEfk .
TKAmE U . SR B P T2 T RSk T2, BA AR Feo Zn, Pb S EEJE MWL
AL UK FEAA RS BB, pH=6.0~8.0, COD JJ 1000~1500mg-L™", TP Jy 10~15mgL",
B/C t 2 2k 0.12. 52 56 A F 3K 77 b 30%H,0,(5% & 4 %), NaOH. H,SO,. LK & fit M2 W £k
(FeSO,-7TH,0). RN MWL (PAM).
1.2 Fenton T2 S B FEHEXLW

IR AR AL SE S . B 100 mL K T T A5, JF i THE R O B dEAs L, E Y pH, #m
H,0, fil FeSO, 7H,0, LA 200 rmin™' #FA7HEHE, W 2458544 pH 98 £ 10, JIAGE & PAM, fiift)s
FHEDIUE 0.5 he TRLLFATSEE 3 K.

pH %&1F 4k . fE H,0, 5 0.6 gL', FeSO,-7TH,0 N 0.8 g-L ™", Riif[El K 2.5 h FIS1ETF, 435
FEPH A 1, 2, 3. 4. 5, 6 UM FiEf7 25 iisc s .

H,O, # ik . 76 FiRAEAL S 9 i fE pH. FeSO, 7TH,0 b 3 gL', [ I} 8]y 2.5 h (%) 414
T, HO,FmmEnH 1, 2. 3. 4. 5. 6gL", FfrIviiA L.

H,0, Mg s %0 (1) 7 #1735
_ C(COD)- M (H,0,)

M (O)

X : DRI HO,HLHME, ¢gL'; C(COD)NFEEA WY (UL CODI) MW B, gL'
M(H,0,) 4 H,0, I EE/R BT fE, grmol™'; M(O) y O fUEE/R BT i, grmol ',

FeSO,- 7H,O & I & 1 1k « 76 & 4 pH. & 1 H,0,. A AL W | 25 hil 554 F, % E
FeSO, 7TH,O 435I A 1, 2. 3, 4, 5, 6 gL' #-A7 5 scas .

ALt Ak . fEfAE pH. H,0,. FeSO,-7H,O0 &4 F , & A AL W] 20 % 4 30, 60, 90,
120, 150, 180, 210 min #4725 525
1.3 Fenton 522 S ¢ Mo 7 /3£ 316

D

=2.215C(COD) (1)

& #& Box-Benhnken L5641 B, [ %2 #®1 MWMEERITEZRSKFE
MR, DA COD £ R A {H, DL E Table 1  Factors and levels of response surface design
SR pH(A). H,0,(B). FeSO,-7H,0(C) (Al ES SEL P2 KF
Z5 R A IKF (0), S5 A R KCF (+1) FAR K pH A -1 0 I
S (-1), FIFH e R i f A6 Fenton 48 1L 5% H,0,/(gL) B - 0 .
i, BHREACEGHEILE 1, FeSO, THO(gL") ¢ -1 0 I

14 THHFEHRIE
MRS B 15 (GR(Q2) — R BIsh 5 (K (3) . Ui 15 (R (4)) =2
g 157 (3 (5)) X Fenton & ALA ML Y i BE b A7 405 o
C,=Cy—kt 2
C

In= =k 3
nCO t 3)
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C/'-C)' =kt 4)
1
F(CF =GN =kt (5)

K. CH et 2K CODME, mgL™"; C, WE/K CODME, mgL™; khshJ=k Nk w4,
min™'; ¢ RN E], min,

HR4E Arrhenius J7 2, H37 Fenton 56 4 AL F L T2 5B A R B) T 2485180, Ink 5 U/T Z1H]
FAELERR, W (5) Fin. R Fenton 78 15, 25, 35 C B 58 & A AL A U 2 JE K 1 8h 1 24 4%
PE, RIS RO R B IR B IE R

E,
1m:mm—RT (6)
X kNEREE, min'; 4, MFRKE T, min'; E, CHIEEE, Tmol™; R il F A H %L,
J-(mol-'K)™'s T R e i 4 X i B, Ko
1.5 Fenton 3 S 1L 321G

T T 7 TG S 56 75 3] 1) e A pH A n(H,0,/Fe) 51, [ i Fenton 5¢ 4= & Ak 2 b7 if ], B4R
H,O, # &/ %0 04, 05, 07, 1. 1.3, 2. 4gL", WX COD £B#* 5 B/C LIy m, &
& Fenton A LAE N HL 2l AT 00 R K BAb 31T 25 Al gk o
1.6 KBNEFE

COD % ] T 4% W2 £h ¥5 1l %€ (HJ 828-2017); TP 2K F £ R #% 43 Ot )6 B ¥5 1l & (GB 11893-89);
BOD, % JH## B 1% 37 500 5 (HT 505-2009); pH 2% FH 3L ES e B 3200 5 (VA% HL PHS-3C).

2 HBREVIR
21 FWTLEUIEEHMK

D) pH & fb. WiE 1R, pHM 1T FZE 6 Bl fEH, COD & BRR eI fiFFEAk . [ ik
F ol i H s B A Fe¥ 5% A8 S Fe™, Sl Ak i i iy Ak e 0 MY, I, pH IF AR BRAR 8 Lr . 24
pH 1 ¥4 K% 3 Bf, B &M S B ™, RN KR TR, COD LpRFRiZ T ; 24 pH
30F, COD ABgik#mm. M (7) /A, B D ARG e OH & (OH) i AR, H5 i
i Fe(OH), &R T iE, FHWrEE= S i, H,0, il Fe? X LUK BUA R i A ALk I R 4200 Rt , FEAS AT
., Y pH = 5HF, COD XBRZFKMRHE AR, ¥ TP & b E pH A3 K2 Wt o X2
HTFYEERE TS EEEH, SMES Fe i WA AR TiE", Wb T Fe St s &

1200 100 15 100
- " " " " - 14 +

1000 1380 13lece o . . o . 198
~ 800 s 2 ,
0 {160 & o1t 196 &
N = N,
o0 L = HURME & o 10 /}\{\ M-
£ 600 - WA X OE t .=
) A EpR {40 S £ 08} 194 &

S 400+ //\\ 0.6 L=
200 - x 120 04 -= k(g 192
02 L "'f‘ﬂﬁéﬁ
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 - 0 0 - iﬁ;ﬁ% 90
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
pH pH
(a) pHXJCOD5 i) (b) pHXJ TP 52

& 1 pH ¥ COD #1 TP X BRI F T
Fig. 1 Effect of pH on COD and TP removal
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B, TP LR TR, /RS K Fenton T2, 0 & A LR B R K, W0 46 pH 4 3~5;
JR BT T 5Y Fenton A LA B VR BHE K, #14R pH 2l 2; LI SFUO R R R AR 4544, Fenton AJ
DL ALY 2E K FR A LY, (R0 28 P K rh 32 A WL 4 50 RNk B B A [R) 5 045 R 92 A e pHL 2%
PR AR . 254 COD Ml TP B ZLBRACE, A58 H i f pH 4 3.
H,0, +Fe*" +H" — Fe’' + H,0 +-OH (7)
2) B0, B fifh. WE 2 BioR, H0, Hhns M 1 gL #hnsl 4 ¢ L' B, COD fi i £ BRacE
ik 77.75%. HM H,0, BE4r = A 2 1) (OH) &, A Al T3 &5 0 K BREN, Ah @) A,
H,0, it 25k ((OH) 5 H,0, K AR &R, @y Er-OH HK, FHEEAMEE TR 51—,
i H,0, /@ 1h O, 57 /N AR LR, TR, TP KBRSCR R KIS, H 97.50%~
99.19%, TP H/KKEFRETE | mg L' LLF . # Al i1 COD By 25 BR AR H 5 H,0, B 4 gL'
H. X () AIHE Lo, HMER 17D, THRFMMFREY, 7E£H/K COD K 3280 mgL™',
pH=3. n(COD/H,0,)=1:3, HI H,0, # &~ 6 DI}, COD ZERE N 86%. AHF5EH COD % [ &
SRIEAR, {H H,O, AYAH X 5 B FE IR .

H202+ -OH — H20+H02' (8)
3) FeSO, 7TH,O # itk o &l 3 i, Yffe i) Fe* & A, COD KBRFAE . X2
1200 100 15 100
- : & : = : 14 L —]
1000 - 150 13l . /{/f g
/‘\ ol i 5
~ 800 F / \ & o &
b e K L S 1% %
. i o & o 10.L - KM &
o 600 - KM i g % 1«
£ - R 140 2 ST Jo4 &
a o = &=
S 400r O 06l
ol 120 041 192
02 '\*/'\i\.\.
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 90
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
MU KB (g - L) MUK/ (g - L)
(a) H,O, 3%/ % CODRY 5| (b) H,0,# i X TP 52
2 H,0, % E T COD #1 TP X[k A5
Fig. 2 Effect of H,0, dosage on COD and TP removal
_ _ _ _ _ —— 100 15 100
1000 L~ 14 A
80 B R /i/f R {98
800 nl
2 0 % 2 b g 1% &
L, 600 % » 10k —= ikl &
£ HE - ik 5
S 400 40 S £ 08t A EE 194 &
O 0.6 |
200 20 04" 192
02}
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 O 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 90
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
BB AR R/ (g - L) BB ARI R/ (g - L)
(a) FeSO,- TH,O4 it i X+ COD 5 i (b) FeSO,- 7TH,OH it X TP 52 1)

3 FeSO,7TH,0 # N & Xt COD #1 TP AR A1
Fig. 3 Effect of FeSO,-7H,0 dosage on COD and TP removal
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PR R 3 MR /b, A BCSEARTR) ((OHL) 7= A 1l e 18 2021, B FeSO, THLO B mk, F=/E %
Z (‘OH), HIRRNAVIH LBRICRE LI & . SN 5 gL' B, K15 COD & & KBRECR
ik 84%. (HFINE N 4 gL' f1 S gL i, COD HKIRE HA2E 4 mg L™ EALJE A Fe¥ it &
% PO F LW, Fif LA FeSO, TH,O MM 5 TP LR R 16 R RN IEAH K, (HEE W Fe* il &
B, 2% (OH) AULEIHFE, H Fe b S8 A LA ) Fe™, & Ul /KIS mbr 3 60, 38Nk
I 5 S A PRME S . 2R TN R 4 3R AR, FeSO,-7TH,0 i 4 ¢ L' (H,0,/Fe FE /R LN 8.2:1) Ky
H o BEMESE BFenton A AL B R KK, 15 3] n(H,0,/Fe*)=3 it 4b B AL R Fe L, COD 25 Bk K ik
71.4%; FhK#S5EU2 7E kK COD 2 1.5~2.5 g- L™, n(H,0,/Fe*")=3 i} kb BB R &, COD £ HK ik
75% A s K A SR 15 8] n(H,0,/Fe* )=6 A 4b BRI fe flt, COD £ BR ik BNWEAE 53% A . A
SE AR 2] n(H,0,/Fe*)=8.2, FeSO, 7TH,O $Zjar H/0 H LFRFBH &, i580%, HHA M.

4) R NP AAL . AnE 4 Ffs, AEROSEFE] 0~120 min Y, COD ZEERARELLER K %, 120 min
R E AR SE Y, Bl S Y COD L BRFih & B i T %, TP 1 LR EAGFRE, TP HK
AINTF 1Tmg L Y5 B[] 85I, Fenton 1R 7 5 [ 7K Y 73— Ml ilf 188 M S A0 K, BB T 204 3%
R AL, PRI, 5 A T 2% R 7K ) e A 48 A S sF (8] 24 120 miin.

100 15 100
1200} e o o o 4 e o o b
———a—— A% g 3]« o -] o8
1000 _*
L
o IS = } <
Lo 800F- = HKME 160 & L Ur = HUKME 196 3
o - WIHTE & o, 10k - WIHTE &
£ 600} - B N g - B H
= 140 @ < osl 194 &
@) & =
S 400} o} 06 L
120 04 [ 192
200 |
02|
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 () 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 90
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220
JR Vs ] /min SN B[R] /min
(a) J R[] % CODf 5] (b) K B (] XF TP 52 i)

4 RREFE% COD #1 TP XA 0
Fig. 4 Effect of reaction time on COD and TP removal
22 FWTLE NN EELE
4 [ W I E] R 120 min B, Fenton %46 O 3EACSE /L, TP ZKBRFUG A T 98%, Ptk 5 i B[] |
TP XK BRBANE R 2w R o A LL COD 2 BR 2 S mw i {8 27, A FH we iz il 10 6 0F 5% pH. H,O, il
FeSO, 7H,0 X Fenton FALIR R R /K B FE M, SLE0 45 RANK 2 s
it Z oo ELE, FRAR O T WA 70 1A 5 FE (X (9))e T 22 43 B R ek 25 R 56 4N 3k 3
PR o
n=81.72+1.79A +1.56B +0.76C +0.78AB + 0.48AC + 2.25BC — 4.93AA — 6.85BB —2.17CC )
COD £ b 0] Ji7 THI 455 Y P<0.000 1, A B F WGt 225 MR P>0.05, AW, [
A b 2 AT A MR AL PAEM BT, AL B, BC. A’. B, C*XJ COD M i {f 5% M
B C. AB AR EFN; AC TR . F AT LU W2 56 PR 28 X6 S 96 245 T i) 52 i i g 122241,
ABFFE T, £ R X Fenton %1k HL 3l B A7 45 Uk 2 22 7K 19 5% i) 4k 35 % & pH>H,0,>FeSO, 7H,0.
S 1R 4 TT DU S B 1 A% 1R 22 () 52 EAE R A b S 00, A (R BRI 52 B A R R Z
WE 5@) s, 2 E FeSO, 7TH,O VR BEIT, W i Bl H,O, Wk B2 1938 R 52 IS T v i B ARG Y 1] S A2
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Al AL LA o TN HL0, Ve S R E %2 WRHEERRLESR
B X [H] B, 0 7 {E B FeSO,-7H,O ¥k B (1 38 K Table 2 Experimental results of response surface method
i S Ja BRI, (H AR AL i B /N T H,0,, [ TRE AQH) B(HZF)Z/ C(FeSO4;7HZO/ copgc[;gr:
5(b) F B 55 m AR RO M T BRI IR, 3R L") L) /%
] H,0, Fl FeSO,-7H,0 3¢ H A F k% 3% , ! 2 3 4 67.54
PLH X Fenton S fbid PR 2 T E . i 18] 5(c) I 2 3 3 3 72.93
P S5(d) BT WL, W A B % H,0, A pH Y T 3 3 4 4 81.65
e B AR, BE O A il IE B T H,0, A1 4 4 4 3 74.77
pHff 75 — & B 3¢ B AEH . pH X} H,0, 2k 1K 3 3 4 4 81.19
(OH) A MRAFm . & See) FfE 56 W, 6 £ 5 5 76.97
FeSO, 7H,0 il pH 2 T7. {F: FF 1 1 1 1 e 0 7 7 3 i 4 82.26
FEE T Hoflh 2 A58 HLARE PGP 28, 3% 3 43 8 4 5 4 73.98
7 Al 22 I S T MR G 9 3 5 3 71.74
LWL M 27 ) Fenton S22 fL A ) ° e
B K BB R4 4 pH=3.21, H,0, N 4.17 gL ! : 3 5 69.16
(H,0,/COD J&i & [t 4.17:1), BRMR W 2k K 4.29 12 3 4 4 81.53
g L7 (HLO,/F BRI A 82 1), JREFHAI 120 min., B 2 5 4 68.52
X% LB A AT TR UE, 43 5 92BR ) COD 14 3 4 4 81.97
LR N 81.32%, A M A 82.15% (LA P 2 4 5 7353
% 1.01%. X F W (8) 1 LLAL4F #uHEU Fenton i 2 i : zi

SEA A AAR TR K b BRASCR
®3 CODERFMMNEREFESTREZFMHRE

Table 3  Analysis of variance and extreme significance test of response surface model based on COD removal rate

VE= 3 SFIr A A ¥y FfH P B
T 422.83 9 46.98 163.02 0.000 1 i
A 25.70 1 25.70 89.19 0.000 1 e
B 19.41 1 19.41 67.34 0.000 1 3
c 4.65 1 4.65 16.14 0.005 1 e
AB 2.40 1 2.40 8.34 0.023 4 ¥
AC 0.90 1 0.90 3.13 0.120 1 ENTE
BC 20.25 1 20.25 70.27 0.000 1 e
A’ 102.23 1 102.23 354.74 0.000 1 e
B? 197.71 1 197.71 686.04 0.000 1 B
C? 19.78 1 19.78 68.64 0.000 1 B
2% 2.02 7 0.29
KAl 1.34 3 0.45 2.65 0.1853 PNTES
gl 0.68 4 0.17
¥l 424.85 16

2.3 Fenton T2 AR K EKBINNFEST
4 Fo e T i R K COD it 5z 7 I 18] 49 28 4k, X FLie AT R REgh J1 5 4U4s, S5 2R anTEl 6 Bros .



55 10 G55 FentonFEME IR K Y R 2R 5200 K 8 1127230 Hr 3227

CODZ:R2/%

5 Y X L 1
o 30 30 o 0 35 40 45 50
20/( \]) “’L > Hzoz/(g . L—l)
(a) H,0,fIFeSO, - 7TH,Of =4t/ (b) H,O,HIFeSO, - TH O % &4 ]
CODZ:R2/%

4.0 . 5.0
H,0,/(g-L™")

(d) H,0,NIpHIZ R4

CODZ: B3 /%

4.0 ‘ ‘
P25 T3, 3'5“01,@-‘5‘) 3.0 3.5 40 45 5.0
* FeSO, - 7H,0/(g - L)
(e) FeSO, - 7TH,OFpH 1 =4k %] () FeSO, - 7TH,OFpH 1145 i £k ]

El5 CODEBREHFESLEM=LE
Fig. 5 Contour map and 3D map of COD removal rate
VR K Y Fenton 58 42 AL RN 5 — SR 8 1 # 4 5 Efe i, PO R A 0.996, 5 =) 5)
FIEI A RN, TR BN 0.879, I, Fenton 584 AL HL Bl A7 45 04 38 B /K B IR LA & — 2
Bt g J3 5 (X (10)).

—1n%=0.0139t+2.698 39%10* (10)

e 7(2) B, kfEBEE TR KM &, 615, 25, 35 CHE, k5510 0.013 0, 0.014 2,
0.014 9 min™' X & H TR B FH i T $2 & ((OH) 5 A HLY Y All 18 A %, DTN s Ak A RCR o (BLAE
15~35 °C, COD LBRFI WA MBRKIET, Uem T 7% 47, RYIFET S XS Fenton 2 BRIR %
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1200 1.8
L6l »=0.013 9r+2.698 3910~ 3
1000 y=7.817 78t+1 068.2 14l R=0.992
R=0.941 9 .
~ 800t 12[
= Yool
© 600 -
on (=} L
i\% = 0.8
O 400f 06|
04
200 F
02|
0 . . . . . ) 0 . . . . . )
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
SN [E] #/min JNE ] #/min
(a) ZRIN (b) —Z )
0.0035 - . 0.000 010
1=7.493 92x10-%—1.318 43x10-6 .
0.0030 | y=2.969 06x10-5-3.060 96x 10~ 0.000 008
10,9650 : - R=0.879 88
0.0025 F K0
©_ 0.0020 - 0.000 006
S S
< 0.0015 <+ 0.000 004
[N =
o™
0.0010 = 0.000 002
0.0005
0
0
~0.0005 s s s s s | ~0.000 002 s s s - - -
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
JZ W] ¢/min S S B[] ¢/min
(¢) ZZJ i (d) =i

6 RNFEHELMUEEIEFER
Fig. 6 Linear fitting regression results of reaction orders
JRKH) COD FMAJE AR, JTom MG, o3& B 17 A
B T 7(b) AT 45 R 1 AL RE E, R 4.76 kI'mol !, BRI F 4, 8 0.10 min ', E, BA%, W
J N5 By AT, LR BE X I R W R K, Fenton [ i Tk 2% PR 7K A I A R A TR FE 18 I AR 4 X
() 5.

-4.76
k= 0.10exp| —— 11
Pl &7 (11)
1 600‘- -4.20 - o E=4.76 k] - mol™!
1400 y=572.18x-2.341 8
1200 R*=0.984 2
T Looo —425 .
=)
\é 800 E
()
g 600 a0l
400
200 .
0 L L L L L L L | _435 L L |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 0.003 2 0.003 3 0.003 4 0.003 5
J52 o7 st [E]/min /T
(a) THLEEXFCODEBR IR (b) SR B G M DGR

E7 REX CODEXFNEMULRNERENSEERNXR

Fig. 7 Effect of temperature on COD removal and correlation between reaction rate constants k and temperature
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2.4 Fenton ¥ F MR

PR BN HAT IR IR K 5 32 G ) A e A 2 TR e, HOKBUK = A3, H,0, i
O R BN E K A FR AR . i — 1 Fenton 58 & 4k T RN B A R, R BEPRIE AT A it
Z 0 7K BT 4 A ¥ R IR ARHE I o HCEE SR TR P B B Fenton S ALVE N TALE T 28, 54977 WA #8
4 o Fenton 5L T 16 2B — ALY B R, oo ok n] A ek, e SeE Wb B0 A
FI A

M 8 I UL, 4 pH=3.21, n(H,0,/Fe’)=8:1, J Jii I [A] 2y 120 min I}, Bl & H,O, & & (19 15 fin
oK COD L BRE T, BOD, et ma bk, /K B/C LT m o ik vl I 5 480 Ak v LA 30K B
AOLY, IF BB o K R AR A PE . 2 H,0, 8 0.7 g LT BF, COD ZBR% K 25.1%, B/C
b 022; 24 HO, N 1gL'A, CODHMA 1290 mg L' &ML %E 742 mg' L', COD £ E N 42.5%,
B/C FL A 0.12 $2 55 & 0.35; X4 H,0, m 1.3 gL' i, COD LR K 48.9%, B/C L~ 0.33. — ik
S, B/C>0.3 W9 /K AT A A= M Ab 38 . L1481 F FH Fenton T 4b # Tl W5 %% %2 7K, 27K B/C 1 0.08
HamE] 0.25, W E LAY LA G REMRA N . PR 5F P LEBFSE Fenton THAL 30 R 42 &2
TR K AL B S FE R E B, 24 pH=3~4, FeSO, 7H,O # /i 1.68 g' L', H,0, Hhn Ky 2.05 gL
i, COD ZBR%F K 50%, B/C Hi1 0.18 #2121 0.57, 5S¢4 /2 i 2k A fb ab BB SRk . i B3 W 27 ) )
Fenton %8 1k W% 3% J& 7K , #)4h COD 4 2 927 mg-L™', H,0, # M+~ 0.25 D, H,0,/FeSO,(JF it 1) K
1.6:1 B}, COD ZBR%H 17%, B/C tbi 0.31 #2555 049, DL EWFoR 45 Ui B, 7 — 8 10 R % 14
T, Fenton Zb3 AT LI4E = JE /K 89 B/C {H . FEARMGE T, AT E RIS, X COD & 1290 mg-L™!
MIRBEE K, 1E pH=3.21. n(H,0,/Fe*)=8:1. KAt 120 min, H,0, #&fm& R 1 gL', WHI 0.36 D
(m(H,0,/COD)=0.78:1) i}, £ Fenton %8 fk J5 1) tH 7K R i 2 5 A W b BEAR 5 1 25K .
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Fig. 8 Effect of H,0, dosage on COD, BOD;and B /C
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Fenton 4= %8 ft & i K i R 2 £=0.014 2 min™', H,O,# it A 1.7 D, HH5 =X (9) 7 Fi W 4
pH=3.21. n(H,0,/Fe*)=8:1. COD % [ F N 42.5% JIf F5 0y S 7 05} 18] 24 39 min. F 2.4 35 7] A1, 4
pH=3.21. n(H,0,/Fe*)=8:1. H,0, #&i{E "~ 0.36 D, COD 53N 42.5% Y 52 )% i 18] 4 120 min, 5
SK K FH Fenton 4= & Ak 1Y S5 8 R A7 21 S04k, AT S B 88 AR BB D 67.5%, (H 4% 25 5 36 0 317%.
I, MWKIZE, w82y a s i AR BUE B2 i 4.

DASE 56 i FH 2 K B SE PR i it 165 m*+d™ S 8], 914 Fenton 4% fk AL 3 T2 5 Fenton f % fk i 4b



3230 ok L B ¥ W Fl6 &

B+ A FER A T2 IR % iz f7 liAs . Fenton 2 &AL T 20945 % 2% FH N 53.5%10% &, Fenton 2
AL TR B Y A B A T A B0 2 O 161.3%10° J51Y,

DT EMBIT AN 2Z R FEAATER . AR IR, BRI EE A I3 4. Fenton 4>
AL B P B 13824 kW, MLZRLL 0.8 Tit, WM 2%k 0.76 7-t'; LA COD A 1 000 mg-L™
I, W 688kg'd' H,0,, 707 kg'd" FeSO, 7TH,0, ZFEMAN 7.94 5Tt HF2dWile 1 ¥k, 1502 H
3.1 g6t Fenton £ LB FT AT 11.8 Jo-t7. Mi/KALEE SR &, SZ2/K IR sh3m K.

% 4 Fenton @R WS E G- LML ITEALER

Table 4 Comparison of operation cost between Fenton

alone treatment and Fenton-biological treatment JGt
KT L 8% 2437 2% 5t Ait
Fenton 44 fk 0.76 7.04 3.1 11.8
Fenton={ 4 {t-A: Y4k 2 1.3 2.1 2 5.7

Fenton % fL Al & A W AL B0 S A HLAS 2 20 273.84 kW, NI 2% H 1370t LL COD H
1000 mg-L™' ki1, BUEKHE 165kgd”', FeSO, 7H,0 ff 169 kg-d', 244N 2.1 oo-t; 45 3d
PEAT VRBEYE, 15U Ak 2 J6 -t Fenton - S 1k Wi &b B+ P b PR 2 15 R &3 R 5.4 6t
H# 2119k, TZ2E80kE, A28 all g % m i RE . ik, Fenton FEfLHEA4Y
b BRI

3 %Fig

1) Fenton 5% 4= A AL AR U 28 I K 1) Fe A 254 5 pH=3. H,0, &1 4 g'L"'. FeSO, 7H,0 A 4 gL', %A
A 5 B[] 8 120 min, COD 2 FR %35 80.1%, TP AFR# ik 98%.

2) #5 R R XF Fenton 5¢ 4= A fb 1k %€ J& 7K COD 2 B % 52 i (1) I /5 >~ pH>H,0,>FeSO, - 7H,0, H,0,
5 FeSO,7TH,0 & B B % , pH5 H,0, K B B 3%, pH 5 FeSO,7TH,0 & AN . I &N
pH=3.21, m(H,0,/COD) K 4.17:1. n(H,0,/Fe’") & 8:1, [ N B [8] & 120 min, #=81.72+1.79A+1.56B+
0.76C+0.78 AB+0.48AC+2.25BC-4.93AA-6.85BB-2.17CC, il By, 5 H 47 45 14 %4 K /K COD £ B R Ny
82.15%, SZPR COD KBk ik 81.32%, i HH FUI AR Af 5

3) Fenton 5¢ & AL HL 3 A AT H IR L KAF G —HBh J12%%, =il (25 C) FREMREC kR 0.014 2
min"', S TEALAE E, } 4.76 kI-mol™, K=0.10exp(—4.76/RT).

4) ZEA GRS AL BEAL R, Fenton Kb B 3l F A7 42 U 28 IR 7K 19 S5 £ = B 2% A4 Sl pH=3.21 .
n(H,0,/Fe’)=8:1, KW B[] 120 min, H,O, # it IS H N a9 0.36 1%, TEHAMET COD R #
1 42.5%, B/C LLAT#m 2 0.35, Al 2 SRS, R
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Influencing factors and Kinetic analysis of Fenton degradation of painting
wastewater
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Abstract The painting wastewater of an electric bike manufacturing enterprise in Jiangsu was taken as the
research object, single factor and response curve tests were conducted to optimize the Fenton oxidation
conditions, and the corresponding kinetics of this process was also analyzed. The results show that when pH was
3.21, the molar ratio of H,0, to Fe*" was 8:1 and the mass ratio of H,0, to COD was 4.17:1, the removal rates
of COD and TP could reach their own highest values of 81.32% and 98% after 120 min Fenton oxidation,
respectively. The degradation process accorded with the first-order reaction kinetics, the degradation coefficient
k and the activation energy were 0.0142 min™' and 4.76 kJ-mol™" at room temperature, respectively. Under the
conditions of pH 3.21, n(H,0,/Fe*") of 8:1, m(H,0,/COD) of 0.78:1, the Fenton semi-oxidation reaction system
could remove about 42.5% of COD within 120 min, and the B/C ratio of the treated wastewater increased from
0.12 to 0.35. Considering the economic factors, it is better to recommend the coupled process of Fenton semi-
oxidation and biological treatment to treat the actual painting wastewater.

Keywords fenton oxidation; painting wastewater; response surface methodology; kinetics
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