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 FE FEpH N3 MIS IS, BESE T IR A A 1A R IE T e B BN B S B (DDBAC) X5 8 il
fiff 5 B B K MERE RS2 R, LA CaO 1) ) dk O [m) bl v 28 0 5 7 14938 FH pH DAL K TR DF 5 K% (W), B
W K I [] (CST), 3 UE IS 1] (TTF). 15 Y8 UTRE L (SV) HIHEShEE & 4 (EPS) 5 11 5T (PN) 5 28 (PS) I & BH/E N
WA AR BR, X DDBAC 0 i A 3R 3 B, Hol o (B & 3 JF WAFEASF] pH %1~ , DDBAC Xf 75 ¢ it
IKEREMI R, 25 R T, 78 pH N 3 &4 F . H,0,. Fe*'. CaO. DDBAC # Ml & 5514 60, 30, 60. 60 mgg’
(DS) IF, 5 UMLK R Fet, H Wehy 68.57% . CST J24s. TTF Jjd4s. SV N 72%. FelEiiK &5 08 EPS
) PN, PS i KIEMEAR, Hrh TEPS S AL AH# T S/L-EPS 55 R i K MR A5 (b B E IR AV BE R . 75 pH N
SIEMET , ZEA IR R WA B BKOCR s X 2R TR RAE S R EAR G T A — NS MnE. Ze K
RAEHREML CaO (Y FH R, [ P REBE S kb B (975 T8 pH a8 . Sy RS A a) 8, FLARS 25l - iki5 4t

KHEIR  TSIRBIK; SR EARES; o b T R IR A AN R A WK PERE

7T 7K A 38T 7 A= 1 0 4% ¥ D R G e R 285 4 5 v 23 K e S5 T S OGS 43 AR DA BE R U1
RGP LRAE SR A . & 7KR— AT HE 80% LA I o &5 B /K il i 15 Je R BRI K . 48 Hi i
AT AR 3T b O LA R A 3 DRIME S ()@ PR, T 2 B A R R AR S Ul 1 K R
TG PRAL B S HE R —

— BRI R, 15 TR MY AN R A W (EPS) S i T e i K R XE ) B R 2 — 0,
RAT VA ZH 1 509%~60% 5= EPS, 1M EPS 1 70%~80% &4 [ it (PN) 5 Z B (PS) 55 K 7> 1
ALY FEARTETSTRS, EPS MR A IFI®, PN &5 PS il a8 SUHE S5 VE H 1K &8 43 K B 7E 15 8
FETEIE WK R, B 338 53 7K TC 238 2ok i KR BT B R o PR, A R e S AR A
1975 k51 A BTG U I K A B, REE L= AR B R R B SR IR VS e SR E 1Y EPS 4544, DAk #
P im Ie R K PERE R H B9S2, EIE 7 200 SO S A BRI T RS vk N o S5 A e
) B0, fETER R Y is ki . IRAF T, SOR BN 40 RE 0 R 22 1 2o 2 46 = PR AR AR
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g By 75t Aa A . BARROCR A AL Ge iy 75 vk, Bl mifR iy 2 ue g, Sy T 5%
AR WA SR PR A NP Fe¥ '] Fe?' (1) 5% Ak 303117 2l ] Fe,O, B Fe® B I5M0i Jy i 5 dd ik
P A 3 A A R R T A B TS VR MK MERE R B M. ARG 4 SF  1 AL BRS 35 R L AR /)N
Sy FE g IE , ANFIT KN, S T ARAR TS Y K AR, 38 sk 3R T R R Y 5 2R A N B A
RAE G CaO 5 HAG W Sl A% 45 F 17 (1 15 H8 R A 3 R F 5% #005

PH 5 7 2% 1t 35 1 79 R S 6 [R] B2 08 35 U8 2 1 EPS AR 5L Z 8 TR i H bk, +
Joi 5k — AR L AL B (DDBAC) 1E R —Fh Toalb 1 8% F 0% BH 2 7 S 1m0 PR30, 2 Bl E 52 S kR
FH T 5 U A7 i i B BE A Y, (HR By 5 0 O A R R A 45 hn B 17 % b () 4 RN
CaO TE N B ARSI FH T i5 Je it 2R W 2, (B HAFAE RO i 33 %5 (100~200 mg-g™) iR @, 28 CaO
AN RS AR R AR PR AR, HACERIS e g s, AALY SRR, SRR e R e A Ak

R T CaO B, AR 4R mis Ve i PR BERE T, ORUEAL S SR R0 pH 23 h . A B
506 CaO 5 DDBAC BE ] T i 4544 F 25 W0 B 75 98, FF40 Mrds Ve i K i 72 v EPS i %5 L KL
s W TE pH b 5 0SSR ME A T H A R SC, DU E I A A I IR R Ak 3 2 R 42 e T
KRR B 5 [RGB AT 2 R Y pHy RS SR IR0y A 55 R A5 1 T B AR At
2%,
1 #MRl5RE*%
1.1 #HiXERNRIEE

15 I A R AR T S s K AR BT i . s KA BRI R MR AYO T, A BRI Ky
1.5%10* m*-d™", 75 7K R I8 T IR 55 X4 6l A g A=
WG K. TR R & AR &, B AgE
PHbi24h )5, FELZEREHTER. M

*1 ERENEREGM

Table 1 Basic characteristics of raw sewage sludge

EE(gem®)  pH  FKF/% WEVHEKFEI% CST/s SVI%

dn g 2 HEUCRAE , BEHERE A SRR TE 72 h NS
o 15 REEAREE LR 1.

1.002 6.76£0.05 97.52+0.2 83.95+0.1 6612 94+1

e B B2 (H,S0,). L /K A #i BRI 2k (FeSO,-7H,0). JF & 73 # 30% it & 1k & (H,0,). %A 1k 55
(Ca0)., ek —H LWL (DDBAC) ¥ b4l

PN S SRR RS (JJ-4B AL RN T AR 1 A PR A R AR R BT (PHS-25 AL, i
MR WA FT AR T ) H AV YR B XU T B2 4 (DHG-9030A, |- —1H Bl AU 2 A PR A ) A K
BLOAL (TD-420 Y, U )ITERHYEF A BRAF]); 240 a] W43 6B BE T (UV-4802H &Y, 1 It Je #T %
A BRA D
1.2 XLWHE

SR SR pH A A B K, ZZ2m H AR Wi s i pH o 3.0 £ 4P R KR pH, 4 pH
i 5 W, H0, s E R A 2K S 5 S A s, s Fe AT, BRI, A
SEUSAE pH N 3 RS RSP T ST SEE . Wi S B4 B E LAY Fer R H,0, H i 435100 30, 60 mg g™
(DS); 1 T 4b P 5 () 2 1 248 355 A F| T DDBAC 7843 & ¥ 4E Y, 8AE A< 5256 CaO 7 pH 2 3 Al
SRR 60, 40 mg-g '(DS), M N 5 AR Z ) pH 7E 7.0 224 .

R R A 75 U 600 mL B T 1 000 mL AR AR I ABLER , M5 U6 pH 2 3555 MA
FeSO, 7H,0, 300 rmin”' #it ¥ 5 min J5 , F A 30%H,0,, 180 rmin”' $it ¥ 30 min; J5 il A CaO,
180 r-min”' # £ 5 min; /5 A DDBAC F 180 r'min~" | #ii+} 30 min,

1.3 S E
TEDEST K R E R PR AR E . CST il 2R JH 6 40 W /K A i) 52 3L
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TTF a0 . SO PSS 09757 200 mL, AR A & #8406 K b (B4 150 mm), 7EH%S
JE 7124 0.04 MPa (1 £ F 2048 T HEAT R U8 MK, 1 s34l 8O PN 2 F7 A0 46 D8 V3K 1) 100 mL B T 46 i) s
], RPZh TTF,

FHECH PR U 150 B HUA 2 EPS; 4 R BB Sk 1) EPS 57 R I 1 5 #5421 0.45 pm FLAE 1Y
UEREIFOR AT, 45 )2 EPS Y 22 OME R A A -G 2 LU oy, DARG DB VR M R AR RTS. S R
2% S s i g @l g, LAA I3 8 AR AR AR

SV il 7€ . HX 100 mL 835 A975 U6 T 100 mL A9 & & A, 12 5% 30 min J5 V5 Y8 T35 W9 43 25 AL 1
R v, 1R IR R TR (1) s

sv:Wvaloo% (1
2 #HR518

2.1 DDBAC i & %t i5 e Bt 7k 14 B2 HO 72 i

1 1 >4 DDBAC # il & Xt AS [A] pH 414 F 81 e 3
S IRBKFCR . S5 0e e pH hy 3 19 5% —=-pH=S
AR AL B R R R I, YRR /K i DDBAC 804
O SRS H i iY#a35 . # DDBAC s
A, VWY A K % 72.55%; 4 DDBAC #% il ﬁ”'\\+\\
5% 60 mg-g! ok % i 2 l F\\ //1
ik mg-g (DS) I, £ /K HRFAR 2 A% 19 I S §~’i//
68.57%. 15 UBAE pH Jy 5 My X WAL B KR T, o —
DDBAC % finl & X 75 Jé JBi 7K 2R 1Y 5208 [7] pH
Jp 3 —F . dAT UK B, 7R SRS A ST T2 40 e s 100
B4 M35, DDBAC /il & 7E 60 mg'g ' (DS) DDBACH fiitit/(mg - g)
F, 5 U8 B B K R R R A, A a5 1 DDBAC #MEX A pH FH T
HONG % ff) DDBAC e 45 W AHAL S IERLK IR B

ZISRA S | 5 R WLk 12 A 4 2 Ay Fig. 1 Effects of DDBAC dosage on sludge dewaterability

under different pH conditions

AN, /INREAR U Ak U K B 7 ) 3 E L g E
T, TR AR TS e K R AR LR P, CaO BRI T pH, i i S A b 2 IR I IE 1
[Fi) Bsf th, 2 A BB IR 55 45 H AT WP S A 25 R i s U5 R, 3 ek S0 S Ak 2 1Y I 97 6 AR A FH A T e
rh R 2R BE I L EL A BB TR RE T ARG, 3 T AR A A R Ak B 1 ¥ e BT R
KR . AR H, JE IR PH B 7 R 35 757 DDBAC, HH MR AMER, dE—it 750
M EREE, {5 IR 2k nkiiaie k., Wik, TR UES KR EE % DDBAC 35 & 384 i i 14 K ()
¥, {04 DDBAC i Biit, J5URA R TET @, TSR MELAAR S LB D% . (HfS — AR, FEpH N
5 HEI ISR ) AR R A B R BOKROCR . AT DDBAC Y SR 38 e AR Y, A
R Z Wik F) T 3> DDBAC &8 H 8.
2.2 - DDBAC #% il £ %1 i35 38 570 & 14 &8 B9 52 i

DDBAC # il X AN [A] pH 2540 T i5 R DTREVERE R sZ i dn &l 2 frzs . 76 pH R 3 M S IAIET, 15
Je B UTI% M RE R DDBAC M nat 3 fin, #H2 3 e R 4%, 7¢ DDBAC i K 60 mg g
(DS) I} 3k 3 F2 K 1Y 72% F1 76%, HH%EE T A& 4% i DDBAC B, X — B B i 32 FF 243 1k 8.51% Fil
19.15%, X /& HF, DDBAC YEN—Fp PHE T RIEER, SHE T Ue i m e, Hg 3L g
WAEH, M5 aE, MERPAERN ZA, BRERBERSE—LET 0, 15IRES T LAERE
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DLEERY, Wik, —H RIS A SV FE%E DDBAC o5
& B 5 B K . 24 DDBAC #nid i#
BF, JEAET 0 W SBIFHTE, 150 AR
FoowE MM AR EEDLYE, UL SV IFRTH&E . 7 85
— 5T, TR EER AR, 80_{
LW 5 EPS R RS A G, B A T o
90, VIR TROTK Ty, BT I e SN ///
B B, 5 Vi T 2 K B T
ET 4 5 T35 I BT P R . 7R AR pH & 1F T 200 a0 60 | 80 100
BARTG IR VLR PERR B4y, HAE M pH 5144 T, DDBACHH M ht{(mg - g)
DDBAC X 1 2 17T F& M g 1t 5% i T8 B 0 2 DDBAC#MEA[E pH & # Ti5 SV B2
2.3 DDBAC N2 %t53R CST 5 TTF B2 Fig. 2 Effects of DDBAC dosage on sludge SV under
. different pH conditions

DDBAC # il & %f pH & 3 &1 F 157 CST
5 TTF 52 W an & 3(a) i7n o CST 5 TTF (48 b B —FE A %, Bl % DDBAC % il & 1) 3%
Jin, CST 5 TTF 2 SEFEALE TS 1% . #£ DDBAC # it 60 mg g '(DS) B ik 8 f Ik, 43
Sk 24 s Fil 44 s, AHES T R DDBAC B [ (IR 25 43 5l ik £ 22.58% F1 31.25%. £ pH 2l 5 5544
T, RS E CST 5 TTF AL W& 3(b) A, HAR b ¥ [a] pH o 3 BF, 7F DDBAC # il &
60 mg-g (DS) If 1k B F A%, AT A #E T R 1 DDBAC B FEAK 3R 23 5 4 29.17% F1 36.84%. 1% &
Bk, AR pH A5, SRR i Az il 6 58 B e 3K T 5 U8 3R 1 EPS A FRUE 45495, I5 e 1
IKEH S5 G KIS IR . 456 A8 nya 28/, Rk T ERTfLBR A i . ik, TTF S
CST FEARIA B . (B A4S P A PR, i DDBAC RO, Ho e 2 v AR FH AR 6 95 I 7 22 6
AR HE— 2P K T H ol T DDBAC MG R, AR 00 &8 20 MERS T /K 09 A DLV I g e A WA, 456
KAF LB, S5 CST 5 TTE4kL: &K . {124 DDBAC # i i 4k £ 38 Jn bt , 75 IR 4K &R i T i
2Rl TS, M T RSB EARRREN, BOKEETT FRE. 54h, ATieRisliedif gt T
ZARR ML Ko A ML O B, DI X B K 3 B T B R i B, ANHE R B, A 55 Y Ak
T, BRA R R DA FEACRAE T /E pH O 3 MR R R B LRCR , HEE & T 25 A AL S R FR 1R
I H., DDBAC 7E55 25 Wi 45 14 N IR BT 25 03X R SR AR R 76 559 TR 251 T A 4L T 255

* —e— pH=3
\
90 { = pHSS

SV/%

45 80 55 100
—e— CST —e— CST

—a—TTF
40 5ol

{70
35h
L/ 4st
30 160
\!
40t
25t \,
{50
S0l \ 35}

1 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 40 30 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

190

CST/s
CST/s

TTF/s

460

DDBACH il /(mg - g) DDBACHIE/(mg - g™')
(a) pH=3 (b) pH=5

3 DDBAC ¥ MEXAE pH &4 TS5 CST 5 TTF B0
Fig.3 Effects of DDBAC dosages on sludge CST and TTF under different pH conditions
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2.4 DDBAC #HMEXTISREEE EPS 2 2T

DDBAC %t pH N 3 45F Fi5 845 )2 EPS ¥ PN 1 PS FU 520 U 8] 4(a). & 4(b) FlF s . J&
U PN. PS & it it 80% fF7E T R 45 A MM AN R A9 (T-EPS) 1, X5 WANG %P i 451
AT . 25T A AL 5K R AL B S 97598, EPS Hh PN 5 PS A i N2 A 4MNZ R g #a s, 25 ik
SRR A R R [ RN TS YR SR ) BPS S5 44, A5 A HEVE RN LS ST AN A (L-
EPS) 1 T-EPS [w] A 7 P %5 i AU ML A0 3R & 9 (S-EPS) 4k, X — i B2 {EdE T PN 5 PS S Ko FH LY
MK ff LR, I8 B 25 A L3R A Ktk — 2 . B DDBAC £l i3 i, 5 ¢ EPS ' PN 5 PS
) A S I SR RS B R a3, FERCINE 60 mg-g ' (DS) Bk B AR, 73514109 F1 47 mg-L™';
A& T AN DDBAC i}, FEEZRIAF] 48.10% ., 32.86%. S-EPS 5 T-EPS H PN F1 PS & & 5 3 i [A]
Mo — AR, T L-EPS H PN M PS (1% AR LI JC MU EL AT A1 o R 2SR A A A B, R
1 EPS Z5 #4725 15 #A %, DDBAC % & 7 60 mg-g '(DS) LA, T-EPS " PN 5 PS & & i#f — b [
ik, DDBAC 3RSy, {2 T XER EPS i — 24k . HILES, S-EPS 1 PN 5 PS & & If Ik A
BOmmi 2 T, X5 HONG 4P fl HONG 45 (g5 i . X2k, FEoFtiabBn , MEv
ALY KT KM%, /¢ DDBAC 8 fe b, WS SURRHE T RaFH ML K i %4k, RS 7K i
ROCR R TG ACR , A5 A8 2 S-EPS f PN, PS & i [ fik.. 5 DDBAC £ i ik 5] 100 mg-g~'(DS)
ff, £ )2 EPS H1 PN, PS & i i3 . X AT REJE IOh, JF i ik B 75 U6 Hh A 3 4 XfE %5 1% EPS, 7€
DDBAC #F— £ 4b Bl 5, EPS & & &AL, i3 £ 19 DDBAC H: 3¢ 1 i K ot FE it & 7E 5 e 4 i e i, 10

600 120

L-EPS -
500 - @S_EPS 100+ [__JS-EPS
~ 400} ~ 80f
O O
g 300¢ 2 eor §
: ¢ ol )
& 200 F &~ a0
0 ; 0
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
DDBACH M #E/(mg - g7) DDBACHIM#E/(mg - g™')
(2) pH A3 4 JREPS AR A B & At (b) pH 3N #5 )2 EPSH 41 &
600 120
Xy T-EPS Sy T-EPS
(I L-EPS (I L-EPS
500.- /(__JS-EPS 100 [__JS-EPS
~ 400 - ~ 80 §
3 —
2 300 2 60t N\ \ N\
2 D
& 200t ~ a0l m]
100 ﬁ 20t
0 ; 0

0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
DDBACHiHg:/(mg - g) DDBACH: il #/(mg - g™')
(c) pH A 5HT & ZEPSH R [ [ 19 5 it (d) pHN 545 JZEPS Fh 24 (1 5 i

[ 4 DDBAC N E 3 AN pH 4 T iS58 EPS B 57 B 20
Fig. 4 Effects of DDBAC dosages on sludge EPS content under different pH conditions



54 TS FFIE AL R R I G DDBACKHE YR K P RE R 20 1429

Tl TR, BTG IRBECY, ert, 4BBPN PN PS ROU Y, LT A 1 3 A ST R W
AR H BK, W5 TR MK RE T TR . X RE T #E 2.3 15, 4 DDBAC i i 60 mgg™
(DS) B}, CST 5 TTF #3  JsiH . {E15 —4E /92, DDBAC X} V5 U i PN 9 34 i 2 R W & o T X
PS MIRCR . X ATREZ AN, PN 2 M S i, RGN B SR 2540, &) T2 A AL 5
BT 2408, T PS St 220 BROBE LIOBE 1 2S00 7 B2 8 00 52 2% K BE DR 454, g R Rk /b
KO FAEHEE NS S, Bk, 2 s o 7506k H AR A gk A7 050,

DDBAC # i %f pH Ay 5 254 T 1545 )2 EPS o PN 5 PS A2 M 40 1] 4(e) 4(d) i . &t JF
1AL B R R AL PEJS , EPS Hh PN A1 PS () B R E#, 5 pH b 3 B9 —3, L-EPS ' PN,
PS & AL I L EE T 4G . ATRIAY R, S-EPS ' PN 5 PS (/& &g A5 J+ % . B % DDBAC (4%
JnE 3 n, EPS &5 T-EPS " PN, PS & A fb—3, R LUK MR, EmEh
60 mg-g '(DS) i ik B Fe fk . AF IS, S-EPS A7 PN, PS & U B2 Bl — Ea K pyfa o X 2 N
S, FEpH R 5 M ES ORI AR R A AL A SRR A PR, RRHETS U8 P 4 EPS Ak, B
DDBAC # & , 5219 T-EPS [i] S-EPS #l L-EPS %4k . B4k EPS Mtk 1% 18 1 [ AR 3F 52 T /K i
SRR AERSE, {H S-EPS H' PN 5 PS 119 & s B K N UE B T BB B4 S RO B . (R, T-EPS B g
45 S-EPS 1 R AEVG PR MK R 092 k4 o 1 DL 45 AL UE S T 2500 42 AL 45 14 i AL B X+ DDBAC
TRAG TS Ve KA B i/

3 Z5ip

1) 7£ pH & 3, Fe*'. H,0,. CaO #4354 30, 60. 60 mg-g'(DS) I 4<F F, 4 DDBAC #%
Tk it 60 mg-g ' (DS) B, W LUK WK Ve B E K R E AL 2 68.57%.

2) £ pH K 5 1 55 551 55 {4, DDBAC Xi5 Jefik & SV, CST Al TTF By AL m . H R A
&, OV AR AR R B BN TS JE SR EPS MRS RE M, (3 A MEVE M EPS 15 240 4 K A
JUAS, DDBAC M4 0K 0 i 3 Wi AE pHoM 3, Rl A2 B K 1A 28 K0 2 X B A AL K it
ICE DDBAC f9 345 SR AN B, .

3) 251l CaO & R BK 4 DDBAC Al LATEFEAL CaO WY & BRIy, $Ewis ek ae 1, AT
DDBAC FF i ab L, %K Z BT A AL %X DDBAC 1Y H & .

4) FE S50 CaO Fi AL A5 , A — B VO Bl , EPS 2 [ DDBAC £ 2 38 Jinn ifif B A% 5 1 HL
1E15 e 45 EPS JZ2 1, T-EPS #1#¢ T S-EPS #1 L-EPS, 55 Je /K ERER HoR B & .
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Effect of Fenton’s reagent and CaO system combined with DDBAC on

sludge dewaterability
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Abstract In order to reduce the amount of CaO and increase the applicable pH for the Fenton reaction, the
effect of Fenton’s reagent and CaO system combined with DDBAC on the cracking effect and dewaterability of
sludge under pH values of 3 and 5 were investigated in this study.Water content of filtered cake (W), capillary
suction time (CST), and time to filter (TTF), sludge volume (SV), protein (PN) and polysaccharide (PS) contents
in extracellular polymeric. substance (EPS) were used to evaluate the sludge dewaterability.And single factor
experiment was conducted on DDBAC’s dosage to find the optimal dosages.The results showed that the sludge
dewaterability was the best when the dosages of H,0,, Fe’*, CaO and DDBAC were 60, 30, 60 and 60
mg-g (DS), at.a pH of 3.The W, CST, TTF and SV were 68.57%, 24 s, 44 s and 72%, and the total PN and PS
in the sludge EPS were significantly reduced. The change of T-EPS content was more strongly related to the
change of sludge dewaterability than that of S/ L-EPS.Under the condition of pH 5, the combined system also
had-a good dewaterability, and the filter cake’s pH was close to neutral, which had certain reference value for
the application of Fenton’s reagent in weak acid environment. The combined system could effectively reduce the
dosage of CaO, and at the same time avoided the problem of high pH of treated sludge, easy hardening, and will
not cause secondary pollution.
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