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FHTE, 0, TNAR, S R IO Ak TR AL B P AU AR K K [T]. PREE TR 2R, 2023, 17(3): 817-828. [TONG Xinyu, GAO Feng,
WANG Xudong, et al. Coagulation optimization with response surface method for northwest rural area cellar water treatment[J]. Chinese Journal
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M) K. THT 5 DA TR 5% Ak B Y b AR A IR K

FHF, o, TRV REE, 0T, LA

LSRR RERE SR TR, Peiia B E AR E, 208 5BV bk %R S A 35 1 s
9, PO 710055; 2. E AR EARA R, JLat 100044; 3. & Bfbk TRARAFR, b
100052

W OE A XS ARARR AR B R0E G AR BTRR A, R R BE T2 SE K BT R . I AR TR N 4R
. BRI A . pHAFRE E X ME | MERETEE UV,,. HARBEERMZ M, 3 F| H Design-Expert £ {4
XoF S5 06 B E AT AL, A5 0 R I oty I A AR A R I A A R e A s e, DA R R A KO . SRR
Bl : SR H PACHPAM WA & Ab B KB, FefE T2 S8 PAC Nl 52.08 mg L', PAM &5 032 mg' L',
pH 4 8.03 B, TISHREIKME | SHRE L. ZA LBRESTHIN 95.8%. 81.1%. 48.6%. HAEME . SR
R R. EARE D, 2% AR S R B - pH>BIEE R 5 I >R BRI S s B BER Bn >TR BE )
BomaE>pH; IR EE 30 2 >pH> B B S B i LR AT A BE A AT e Bl TR AR TR T b B
IK BRI AT AT VE R Ot (R A R 2 7K S AR B R UK BT A e A 3R AL T R R 2%

KEEIR]  KEIK; RIS TeK; TREE; m i e JEE K IR

F VYA AT XN E185 AR, 22 K P AR e, i XSl M S SR T S X, oK E
BLIBAETMIRY o e TR ) S A o BRRR T AR 2 A 1) 22 S A A /K B R (AR B 52 BT RS, e | &
R ER TR R . AASFE R T (AT IRHK TAERE ) (GB 5749-2006), iz X A R K%
AP T —E MU, PRI, R S K BT Ak R SOR) A K B KK B T, B P A B R K
PR ) Z 5

SRAGIR BEA AR e BRIR BER . $R B IR BER i . A MBS . A pH & F B, R4
K, SRAGIRBER AR TR FEA VG V5K . B ROK © YLK S5 05 T 2 A W 2 0 . (55D F R
BER . PR RS s A e R B A K AT N SR, A5 SRR W], Y NaClo &
530 mg-L ' PAC & il £ 4 200 mg- L', PAM i~ 15 mg- L™ B, 7E e L 52 56 2 7F F Wil A0 AL 1R
T AL B RE J5 250 R TR B D UE Ak K RE I A L SRR 2 T 77.1% , B L BRI 12.7%. 1K
21 R H R RS A W) kTt (biological aerated filter, BAF) 214 T Z A FRGT5 YK A L. K& R
AIAAG I . R EEARY S w0 5 N 65%. 18%, FWIR AW AR T RELAY &R
Gonyah FEACR , BEEE TR KK BT, 1 A B SR PR 4R 1 P 2R R IEE TR DB T 204 B GOTS Ye B
K, A T ALK K ER . SRR UV, ZA LR R 45K B 100% . 98.0%.
Wi EER: 2022-11-17; REABHA: 2023-02-23
ES£WB: EZRELSH KT (2020YFD1100500)

F—1EH: BHF (1997—) , B, W LR AE, tongkinyju@l63.com; RBEEE: LMK (1979—), B, L+, #&F,
xudongw7904@163.com
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100% . 90.3%, I FEAR T 1sis G 257K 1) = BUXR

H X7 Y &K I 9E 22 o0 B4l 25 SR B8 R (1 0 S S 00, S SC A1) DA A A K Ol F 5% )
%, BHIER LK %55 PAC, PAS, PFS. PAFC 4 FhIREEFI AL TR, 455 4 PAC Fll PAFC 5%
AL T PAS F1 PFS; B Hi A& DL 075 G I K M 9E X 4, % %8 T AS. PAC. FeCl;, PFC 4 ff
TREEF AL PR, 53005 PAM . ASIGEfLAERR) B ECHEH, 458 %KM, PAC L5 ASI & FLfii Xt
PR 7K1 ok B AT ML 1) 2 BRABUCR AT, AST A BC BT A1 I B R 22 AR 45 4 TR fa e o B eSO B 4
1 308 S 06 BB 08 0 18 HH AR 4 A, (B e B T X DL A i B, RORE RN N W Y YT
IR EE . W RE R A i B RS, BRREE T AR, R R UL 2 U AL AR
w197 {1 P A6 117 (respond surface methodology, RSM) fiE % XHRE Bt T. 2. gk frpifk, HaErE &£
Y73 () il 12T S PR O, AR TR R B9 0B 3 1 U A3 B AR AR gty o g 1 3 [l A RS A HL A S G
UBUY . mUE TS R . BUNPE AR L UL, TERCAURN R Ge sl ) AR B Tz N . ARG
DIREERI B . BRI . pH o A AR &, FE R PR 3 S0 I0ny Jemh 1, SR w1 ih ik iR Ak
SR, g A FIR IS AR AR A P (A R R RIS TR REA S, X
JULRAE [ )9 A L6l b Sl e Bl , i sy ok i SR N iR, e A T A%, I
R PE AT B b DX TR KR B AL B AL R S5
1 #MRl5R*%
1.1 SEIAK

A S DL H 4 PG BH T PR E R B A IR A SRR R R 1 W A K K O AT 5 R 4
BIRUK R AR W 1 s .

R ARBEKKER

Table 1 Simulated cellar water quality

y LR AR TR \
VI = pH MUE/NTU ”%ﬁzjﬁ)ﬁ UV, /em' E&/(mgL") (HA/mV

FahRE 8.00£0.50 (25:00£5.00) (5.50£0.20) (0.230£0.10) (0.80+0.20) (~25.005.00)
KR 6.548.5 <3l <3 — <0.5 —

TE: KBHEAMREEZS (AR UK TARRIE) (GB 5749-2006); /MR h Ak A
IKPUK IR GHOKBORZ BRI, Bk BEAE AR R 123 NTUBAT

1.2 XWEHR

s B A R (HA, & HLR (FA)=90%), & &L (PAC, [ & =27%, HhILE N
45%~96%), 4 #HALEL (PFC, 4l % h 409%~90%, KAV <3%), BN BLIE (PAM, &&=
90%, JKMtIE <30%), T — W B N 4 BE i (PDMDAAC, 43 1 Jfi it o 40~50x10* Da, Jfi & ¥k J&F
20%, FEOEARN A 800~1 000 (25 °C)), LA L2y o bral; Afbsk . iR — S M hioges; fr
2 i T E 2505 A BRA
1.3 W7 A

1) SEE KA E . SCE KA LB oK E R K 1L BRI, MEIA —E E e 1 JE5E
M2 . A . WEAHAVR, pHRH 8; BEAWR . TREEF (0 FH W ¥ i 8 At /K B i o

2) REE T . IRBEL R T SRR ) BE PR AT o IRBE LG 1 B S B A A A 56 1
B L300 rrmin ! PedE 1 min, FFLA 80 rrmin ! 124 10 min, 45 5 E 30 min, BUEEHRKIE R 2~
3 cm A K FE

3) M) o7 T TR T AR . AR S0 B K AR R B R, IR BRI L B BE A 0
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i, IR K pH A FEE WA R, LI Design-Expert 13 43z 174, #R & Box-Becken Design
(BBD) HUb A A I, it IR T N T S, LR 45 W i ANOVA DIfe kAT 22 40 it
AT . G SR FH A 23 BT X (Malvern Zetasizer Nano ZS90, % [E) il g 3 = 4E2% G om
K = 48925065 X (Hitachi, F-7000, H ) g , & FRI %% 2¢ 6 X 8l i 47 43 X T Bl
Matlab #4722 40 700, ALK B8 bR 900 2 225 R R K Wi 2 B 5 ik G A i) ) '
2 #ERE5E
2.1 CRESI 2 3R B R B
R 1R 5 T A AR R TR B AR B2 R, % %X T PAC. PFC % ildg o~ 20~70 mg LK A
pH=8 Z51F T IEE . UV,y,. RN E . &AM LR, 2RI 1, mE 1 aTLUAE L, il
PAC MR BERI AT, FEE S aIE M, WELRRERFEASEBET R, A LBRFEEARER
FE, UVyy. MM IS LR R BMAN I, RN 40 mg-L™ BFH X B (9 5 K By
89.1%. ZE{ulMh, 4l ] PFC AR EERINT, RfE B i hn, i B2 KBRS KR T 5 /IR BRI, &
Kib%E] 85.4%; mhMREhTe B LB THE M, AERINEN 50 mg L™ B K L FRFEH 57.6%. IREE
FIFEAR T I 45 1 RCRASAE Y it D] 2 rlL e R ) 52 20 5 TR R R0 7 v 00 0 T RICR AN AR A it P 2
R Tl B E ST, RARBIERME, PO IRE ) IRESUR 2. B 1R UV, £

YE»ELF UV254 UV254
s —aPAC —e—PFC EZPAC B PFC ~ —s—PAC —e—PFC ZZAPAC EPFCIOO
1 100 0.09 ”
0.08 7 / i % ---- 180
HEH FHH /
180 0.07 | % S
B s % 2 3%
£ % B 006f % BRI
Z 1605 = / &
= TS 00 % H
H [y 80 = o04p é 140 &
-~ 0.03 - %
120 0.02 - g {20
0.01 g
i i 0 o LEZEH ] S
20 30 40 60 < 70 20 30 40 50 60 70
TRBERHINR/ (mg - L) IRBE N (mg - L)
(EVRL: (b) UV, LR
RO HERR A SR SRR 2R HA AR Kb
6 —a PAC —e—PFC A PAC EEPFC 0.65 —=— PAC ——PFC T PAC EPF%Q
0.60 |-
g -
W L 055F
£ &
R £
A i\% 0.50 -
3 & 7
g = FRAE]
= 045 -
iz
0.40 |-
| U /)
20 30 40 60 70
TR BB N/ (mg - L) TRBEE N (mg - L)
(¢) R RRERTRE PR (d) HAERRE

B 1 CREET I 8 X kK BB R
Fig. 1 Effect of coagulant dosage on the effluent quality
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e L 5 R JE M R R T 151 gzapac
L5 T2 B R T R B LK 35 to| EEBPFC

A WA — R 22 B AR, T X B Wk v A
B4R A B 7 S5 0 T B 2 5V R 7 S B %
H I 2 AT LA, KA H o7 ) 2 Xt £ I S o

7 U5 ) 5 0 880 R U Y 0 s

o TR I - R A AR A AU K S B -20 o
PE L 1A AT IF L PE Y PAC. PRC R 2= AN SR
RGBS RETLEARRIERE, 5k T 0 w0 s0 w0 w0
BB R, SR HAIREIR, RORIZ TREER Bt/ (mg - L)

6 4 I ST ORSS R TR S0 0 2 0k 5 B 2 GRRARMEBR G BRI
AR BEF 35 B — A E AR A Y PAC, Fig. 2 Effect of coagulant dosage on ( potential

PFC # il Z )5, WPFE/E WSS, AR 2 ERME; ¥ PAC, PFCHIN&E K 40~50 mg L' i,
CHLN B i T B R, X 5 B SCHE M ) PAC ly 40 mg-L' . PEC A 50 mg L' 4bTR BESIUR 1 & — 3%,
2.2 pHIREM RN

RIRGE IR IKAEA R pH FAEE N YR BERSCR B2, 78 pH=3~13, TREEFI BN 40 mg- L™ &1
T, ML UV, miGRE IR A . A A LR SLE 3. B 300, pH R SRR

il MhEE LR uv,, UV, £
—a—PAC —e—PFC ZZ2PAC EEPFC —u—PAC —e— PFC LZAPAC B PFC
16 100 100
14 . : 90
7 80 80
12 g
% S 0
g 10 % 60 4F 60
< s 7 & &
= 7 1K 50
A 2 a0 = 40 &
‘ ? . 2
i ’ 0 .
%
: . 1o
%
0 R 0 4 =10
3 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 8 9 10 11
pH pH
(a) PEELBRAE (b) UV, LB
s Xt PR RIS R "R AR LR
—u—~PAC —e— PFC 7z PAC EHPFC —u— PAC —e—PFC A PAC EE PFC
5.0 100 0.8 100
o
. 490
45t . 1% 07 L
~ 180 % 180
- H 470 ¥~ 06 70
&0 ® 4 R
& 460 g o 05 60 s
= g 150 B OE Wi 50 &
¥ 5 O® o4 u!
P 140 F g 7 0 ¥
% g ® P
i’é 430 lfj 03 30
iz 120 %= 20
0 0.1
13
(o) FffmREL IR B (d) BALEKE

3 [R7K pH Xt 7K 7K B B9 2 0
Fig. 3 Effect of raw water pH on the effluent quality
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Mg B W . B pHTH @, ME . S Es . A ZHWETHEEMER, UV, HE
pH>11 B BB REAL; 78 pH=7~9 B, BRIREERCR AT . XOE A PAC /K fif 25 A6 i HL A W 1 &4
b4, TEMKpH 2T, HE TKLL AP AR, JOk IR A7 W B 2R FUBORL I (R 45, IR SRR
A FEP RS, HE T /KL [AOH) (H,0),] JE X AAAENY, BeAR WL/ A, W BRPARY 45 7k b 4%
F R AT, IRBERCR A AT, HE T /KL [AI(OH),(H,0),] . [AI(OH),(H,0) " IE
KAEAE, X AR A o7 5 2R W i e 25 (AR IR e 8 R A8 25 . PFC i JH pH A9 Y8 [F1 3¢ PAC T 58, #EAIX
pH %1, PFC /KM 5 322 LA Pl i FEL A IR SR A BE 26 G 2 F B 2UAFE A, bt i f far 2 1 fOhE
PRRSE , RBEMCR s 1 pH=7~9 I}, PFC " Fe' /K fift LI [Fe(OH)]™". [Fe(OH),|" %% i fif £ £ %%
BT S A B Y AR, QRN AE R E , R A & IE RS ks el i W B 2R . B
VEFIRAEDIVE ; 4 pH kLTt =8y, PRC /KR =Ty ek /b, ¢ B 4 XM B R, TRBERCR AR 2%,

B 4 BT 7R TR pH 45048 F il AR BRI G , KR A KT 56 B 000 LE 1B 0l . 24 PAC,
PFC 435 #E pH=7~9 . pH=6~8 [ 5% T (HFHRT, IREE)T /KA o 28 s B A 28 B B R 0 o o Lb 22 R
Hofts pH 08 T I S/, WSS H 2 g SRR B K4y I [ AIK T 83.7% i1 75.1%

VAV . N1 1

NI ZI Ediu =

0 25 B[ E = E B E
g ® 7 E g 7
2 60 é g 2 60t 2
\
S w0 § § ﬁé 40 1 §
= N N 5 N\
& Y ® \
20 % % 20 | %
N N \
N N N
305 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Raw 305 6 § 9 10 11 13 Raw
pH pH
(a) PACHSIEH) T 5 1 (b) PFCHEH BT 5 T

47 JF7K pH 35% e 2H 43 ¥ 3 & Eb B9 821
Fig. 4 = Effect of raw water pH on the relative proportion of fluorescent component
2.3 BhES N 2 3R B R B9 £ M

R FE B EER R S BT R BERCR 195, FE pH=8 I & 14 F 43 il 5 &8 T PAM & i
(0.25~1.00 mg-L™"), PDMDAAC({& # i PDM) £ il & (0.5%~2.0%) X K it B . UV, =4 BR 1h 18
B, JAMEBRRR M,

1) PACHPAM G IR BERCR o B 5 I TR [F# i i PAC 5 PAM B I ATR BERICR . 7T LA
FH, KB Y PAM TR S RO L T B 8 PAC, & 80 19 PAM VR BE A5 L B B2
PAC#Z 2, M PAC Y5 025 mg'L"' PAM A & i HE, R | SR fEEl. UV, d A LR
RIRRIBIN 91.9% . 84.1%. 92.8%. 50.4%. X j&[H Ky PAM Jris i) B 25 7 R A% 15 By % #5 L % v 0
YERL, ol e A ok S oy W B, O HL A 1 43 F B e i KOR 3R F T VE T, 1R AR U B oy T8 K
ZEER . 4 PAM IR E — R, B PAC itk BRI I, 5 L) bR 3 AR I 2 IS S 0
5 #, 4 PAC Jit & ¥k By 50 mg'L', K| & PAM 5 PAC B M R B 4F; m Ml & PAM 5
PAC 5 Be R 8 22 IR R AE T4 B PAM S B0 e AR B0 A2 0 LA B2 R A3 22 18] 4 43 A7k 422 04 AH B 411
fil, Tk KRR

2) PAC+PDM A & IR BERCR o Bl 6 Bt T AN [R5 PAC 5 PDM B H % 7K 5T 1) Ak 38 4%
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*3 ML ELS
Table 3 Response surface experimental result

ST X, X, X, Y, Y, Y, Y
1 40 0 8 89.07 87.18 74.62 45.95
2 60 0 8 92.08 88.45 77.69 49.19
3 40 0.5 8 91.88 88.29 75.92 47.66
4 60 0.5 8 92.28 90.13 78.46 49.46
5 40 0.25 7 85.58 90.13 76.54 4622
6 60 0.25 7 87.40 91.18 81.08 47.84
7 40 0.25 9 90.18 86.71 78.54 4297
8 60 0.25 9 92.28 88.29 80.62 45.68
9 50 0 7 85.86 88.18 79.92 4523
10 50 0.5 7 92.84 88.81 81.69 46.94
11 50 0 9 91.83 87.81 80.69 4730
12 50 0.5 9 92.36 91.44 82.62 44.95
13 50 0.25 8 96.85 92.57 84.92 49.81
14 50 0.25 8 95.11 91.51 84.82 50.81
15 50 0.25 8 95.75 92.76 85.22 51.03
16 50 0.25 8 95.21 93.22 85.62 50.45
17 50 0.25 8 95.97 94.98 84.12 50.07

x4 ZREVEAFERHFESR-A

Table 4 _Analysis of variance of quadratic regression equation-A

REil ¥y
MU F
W UV, COD,,, HA pulY; 3 UV,,, COD,,, HA
Y 9 179.69 75.63 190.78 84.11 19.97 8.40 21.20 9.35
X, 1 6.71 4.09 18.70 10.97 6.71 4.09 18.70 10.97
X, 1 13.84 6.20 4.16 0.228 3 13.84 6.20 4.16 0.228 3
X, 1 27.98 2.04 1.30 3.53 27.98 2.04 1.30 3.53
XX, 1 1.70 0.0841 00725 05194 1.70 0.0841 00725 05194
XX, 1 0.0200  0.0679 1.51 02922  0.0200  0.0679 1.51 0.292 2
XX, 1 10.42 2.25 0.005 9 4.11 10.42 2.25 0.005 9 4.11
X211 1 4191 21.10 111.86 8.24 4191 21.10 111.86 8.24
X22 1 7.05 21.46 40.88 3.97 7.05 21.46 40.88 3.97
x23 1 59.62 12.06 1.50 47.50 59.62 12.06 1.50 47.50
B 7 6.51 15.86 1.68 5.71 0.929 9 227 02403  0.8151
AL 3 4.55 9.47 0.454 1 4.69 1.52 3.16 0.1514 1.56
afii s 4 1.96 6.40 1.23 1.01 0.4899 1.60 03070  0.2532
pEN=P 16 186.20 91.50 192.46 89.82

F KT 4, R EA BN, B, HRAIRS, (A 3 W [l 5 77 7 X6 TR 5 52 9 400451

al

Rar, HA RGBT, SERER. B, M LR 4 DRI 2% R & 8] 9 58 BAE H boxt
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Table 5 Analysis of variance of quadratic regression equation-B

FlY PlH
H W
M UV,s, COD,,, AA i UV, COD,,, A
AR 21.47 3.71 88.21 11.47 0.000 3 0.049 0 <0.000 1 0.002 0
X, 7.22 1.81 77.81 13.46 0.0312 0.2209 <0.000 1 0.008 0
X, 14.88 2.74 17.31 0.280 0 0.006 2 0.142 1 0.004 2 0.613 0
X, 30.09 0.901 1 5.43 433 0.000 9 03741 0.052 6 0.0759
XX, 1.83 0.037 1 0.301 6 0.637 2 0.218 6 0.852.8 0.599 9 0.450 9
XX, 00216  0.0299 6.30 0.358 4 0.887 4 0.867 5 0.040 4 0.568 2
XX, 1121 0.992 9 0.024 6 5.04 0.0123 03522 0.879 7 0.059 6
X2 1 45.07 9.31 465.48 10.11 0.000 3 0.018 5 <0.000 1 0.0155
X22 7.58 9.47 170.10 4.87 0.028 3 0.017 9 <0.000 1 0.063 0
x23 64.11 5.32 6.24 5827 <0.000.1 0.054 4 0.0412 0.000 1
JAI 3.10 1.97 0.493 1 6.18 0.1518 0.260 1 0.706 1 0.055 5
afiRZE 21.47 371 88.21 11.47
s 7.22 1.81 77.81 89.82
LB EmEGH . TER. ®6 MEBRBFEEDH
] 7~10 4 R R AN [6) TR 25238 5% Wi ik B8 Table 6 Credibility analysis of response model
UV, BERRRERIE B, HAMW BN, ©  Bmsite g UV CODy, A
K 7(a) %S 2 MR IRIR , Ui PAC e S R2 09650  0.8266  0.9913 0.936 5
PAM # &= I 22 HAEH B3 5 K 8(b) 55 R 09201 06037 09800 08548

ARG B, B PAMEUINE 5 pH S H. cvarsRz%k
PR IR TR 5 Jot B2 2% Bk 3 Bl 25 Bl 36 51 43¢ i <10%)™
5 pH W3 I SE T R FEAL RN it 21 [a(fniir;c;ﬁ? 133273 52705 283388 99215
PAM 2 G BB (KWLM s B gl e sl
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A0 g 07 T ) A B 4 S, A5 BRSO e A F . PAC %N R A 52.08 mgL™', PAM i
7 032mg- L', pH A 8.03, il 3 KEE LK KU fASLsF, SCPRMUE LBRR N 95.8%, MHiEIR
IR BB RN 81.1%, HALBEFEN 48.6%, HAAXRZEDHIHN 1.38%. 2.72%. 2.33%, UHER
U o XU BA g g TR AR TR B AR T AT, HOMRE . mAR R AR AR A . A A A RE PR R
1.06 NTU, 1.13mg-L™"', 041 mg' L', A, LWEWRCHAI R 076 mV, HEEmBA, RIPAEZRM
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Coagulation optimization with response surface method for northwest rural
area cellar water treatment
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Abstract Aiming at the characteristics of low temperature, low turbidity and slight pollution, the water quality
of cellar water in northwest China is improved by coagulation process. The influence of coagulant dosage,
coagulant aid dosage, pH and other single factors on turbidity, permanganate index, UV,;, and ammonia
nitrogen removal rate were studied, and the experimental data were processed by using Design-Expert software,
then the influence of interaction between various factors of the quadratic response surface model on the response
value and its optimal level were obtained. The results showed that when PAC+PAM was used to treat the cellar
water, the optimal process parameters were determined as 52.08 mg-L™' PAC and 0.32 mg-L"' PAM, and pH
8.03, the turbidity, permanganate index and ammonia nitrogen removal rates in the micro-polluted cellar water
were 95.8%,.81.1% and 48.6%, respectively. In turbidity, permanganate index and ammonia nitrogen model, the
influence degree of each dependent variable was successively as follows: pH > coagulant dosage > coagulant
dosage; Coagulant dosage > coagulant dosage > pH; Coagulant dosage > pH > coagulant aid dosage. The
reliability analysis of the model proved that the response surface method (RSM) was feasible and effective in
optimizing the coagulation process to treat the cellar water, and also provides a technical reference for the
purification of rain, snow water and other unconventional water sources.

Keywords cellar water; micropollution; coagulation; response surface method; unconventional water source
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