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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to investigate the feasibility of using Fe?/H,0, technology to treat
wastewater from a pharmaceutical limited company. The company mainly produces antibiotic
drugs, and the wastewater contains high levels of COD and ammonia nitrogen, as well as various
organic pollutants with stable source structure, high concentration, difficult biodegradation, and
toxicity. The Fenton system is composed of Fe2+ and H»0, generated by zero valent iron under
acidic conditions. The organic matter in wastewater is degraded through the reduction of Fe® and
the oxidation of hydroxyl radicals (-OH) generated by the Fenton system. The experiment explores
the removal rate of COD and ammonia nitrogen content in pharmaceutical wastewater from sev-
eral aspects: Fe? reduction time, Fenton reagent reaction time, Fe? dosage, H,0, dosage, pH, and
initial concentration of pharmaceutical wastewater. The results of Fe?/H,0, oxidation treatment
of pharmaceutical wastewater show that the optimal conditions are: the dosage of Fe0 is 0.2g/L,
the dosage of H,0; is 10mmol/L, and at pH=3, Fe?/H,0, oxidation time is 60 minutes. When treat-
ing pharmaceutical wastewater with an initial concentration of COD of 2230mg/L and ammonia
nitrogen of 120.4mg/L, the COD removal rate is 85.52%, and the ammonia nitrogen removal rate
is 84.56%.
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1. By

FUNA RA TR — R TN FEE L JFR 2 AR A R k. A=, Bk, 2 HATE R /==
KIE B- P RGBS 770 R A P2 T 5. G tE P~ f b, SRR Z MR RLRIA R, A= TEE AR,
WMz, RFEHR, Ar-nfERk, KR, BKRrE & Ee . IRERESIR,
7K [¥) BODs/COD {H % 7 ¥ K, COD {E 1 BOD fA bty , RAKRE &, R, ERSFY) SSIRE A,
HEAEMRZ[1] [2] [3]. PUAERELGFERKIEK. JiERKRBIR KSR RT3 %
K, XK EA KREARG BRI TR E R YR, LS B VR EA R, H
Ab T AR TR o D] Ak TR AR 8 e 1) 247 PR K A2 P 7K v B R v ) o RN B R [4] [5] [6]

Fenton 27 ¥6 B ME B Al PR 7K R0 — A% G i /K AL B J7 v 0 LIS R0 PR R ol IR /K ) A 25 HAh B TE i bl
WAL, AT DAE PR K TAREE,  SCAT DUE R /K IR FEAREE, BT DA Fenton A7E IR K AL BE R BAF ) [
R AT 5¢[7] [8] [9]. Fenton vER ARG ARG IER ), S K, HITNKIBEE., 25
T4, KRG UL AEEEE RN R 2R, R ARG YRR K SE# T LAUA Fenton
TR TACFE[10] [11] [12]-
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FRIVAEK), P8kEh it B i AT RE P2 A KBk YE, MRS S 8ky5 e AL B+ Ay R M. J4Esk, WFRLAN ROE
FEIEAT HoAh 2 Fenton MR RIMFTT, WA Ek(F)MEMRIE 261 B AL RO =4 Fe®, RiEFRE B kM4
FICHIE T o b 5 A 2 B (e A2 W) PR 6 R f) Fe® X% Fenton S bk 26, 10 FL S Bt A7 26 ) Fe™
IR TT DAAE e SRR T B SR ak Fe” R B MEk 3R AR IN[13] [14]. AN T FE Fe¥/H,0, HiAR 4k
HEYT PG & AR 25 b2 =) 1) 24 R K A mT 471, 582 Fe® I SRR 1] . Fenton 71 s M A A] « Fe® fIH3 N . HL0,
MBI pH. il 25 R KW UGE TR B S0 B K A LTS G R B R R, R 2540 TR K B A AL B 42
G

2. LBHAR
2.1, SCIGIKEE

S R K R B 1 24 Al K T R K o AR IR SIS I R /K ) COD I A 22 B 1B . IKFE )
KT FEFR N: COD =22,300 mg/L, NHs-N =1204 mg/L, pH=6.1~7.5,

22. LW

W JFE YN, DENAR, B LML 7H R AR, 2BFEZ MR (C1oHgN,-H,0), id A A (30%),
WRBRMNAR, TP TR A RAF), IR, BRI MR, FIbk. MREMEAL
BI(AR, EiE A 2R BR A F]), /K ER ([CeH4(OH)COOH]. i 1 B2 #14H (KNaC4HeOg-4H,0) .
IR, MIREM AR, REEMASIEFHIEARAR), HEREAR, RETAZEGHN ki
TJ), Rk WA E L (Na[Fe(CN)sNO]-2H,0, AR, iR 24 THMRAR), 8 7K (5L
5 = %)

2.3 ML MEE

AR I HEIETH(UV-5100B, g CHT R A IRA ), pH/H T iH(DZS-708-A, il LR
PR B A IRA ), RIS R e (SHA-B, ST RIBIARHIE AR A R), & REH AU COD tuk
MEA(6B-12, L5k BAARBHCA IR A]).

24. KPR

RPN AKBIEERZERESC + 1°C), ®EF7. B 100 mL BEKE T MR, #H 1 mol/L
BRER A 1 mol/L S AN AT K B — pH A, #Bohn—E &1 Fe®, BT8R 180 rimin k3% [ b — Bt
6], NS5 H G AR R I — 2 & H,0,, B THEIK 180 r/min Fki% SN 4k 82 I N — B[] s wi 4
5, BRI NAR B B, A i 1 mol/L NaOH ¥ /K kE pH 2= ik, flKeEp ks 1
TERESME, WM TIRETE . S — N AFFIUE, 7K IERE IS U8 5 K H HES R 2 COD.
KK IR 53 6 675 (GB7481-87) M E & A . B A bndE 2 A = 0.06015C +0.02582, R*=0.9952.

3. RMHERS S
3.1 MMRRE

FgZ il Fe 3B SR A, S2I6 TR K WI4G pH = 4.0, Fe"#E 8 0.3 g/L, {EFRIK 160 rpm &5 T
12 h, SOSEESRE T K pH A K R PR AR K Fe TBE AT IR SN, I SNHT S Y COD &
A WM, PMBNPIEFEN COD LB LEBRFMT 25%. [FIf, NHEERM H0, AIEH,
LI RO 12 mmol/L H,0,, JE/K pH =4, FE &N 12 h, JBRTEIE KKK COD. SL¥b KB, Hsh
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H,0, 224 AE FIXT COD 22 FRAVIA ] 27.6%.

PLESEZIG U, KK a2, R, s A Fel i JRAF A a2 H,0, S e TG
W2 BUR B 2 . T Fe® ik 5 AR M H0, BATEF 454, FER 257503 & . ). pH 1E .
JRIKIR ST A .

3.2. Fe" R EEI X} = B R A

S 52 Fe® Fr HoO, PNt 8] 8] B , B FeO 3 JER I 1a] ot 3 A LA 25 B S8R (R S i o S5 3001 0.2 g/L Fe®
S8 — B TA] JE TN 10 mmol/L Hy0,, F IR /K pH = 4, Fe® B[] 43474 0 min, 20 min. 40 min,
60 min. 80 min, FEMIA H,0, 5 NI 8] 40 min, ] COD FIE A& &, iHEEBE, 458K
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(pH = 4, Fe® = 0.2g/L, H,0, = 10 mmol/L, t = 60 min)

Figure 1. Effect of Fe® reduction time on removal rate

[ 1. Fe® iE JR B E]) Xof 25 B R 2 i

MR LR B, S B Fe® & H,0, B, 7E Fe® 2 JR#hn H0, )5, COD EFREE S 60%LL
b, WESEWEREANY EGRPCER; FE, ER—EEIA Fe® HO, f4r A HR 18850 Fe® J5
TN HaOp SHE ML 2 L35 S, 4R 7 LR IR N, &R B, Bl Fe® 1R AW A WL 22 Bl 18,
MR, BTSSRI, SRR R KES, AHIRRN 17%K 4 X550 Fe® fEFA LA 2 %
SRAREEUT, (RIS 3t Fe® /] - B R MR pH T Fel JE i, A Fe™ B 7, HEMI = AR Ak L v ik
TERSREBRE YL, T Fe® IR S F A VLA BB R BRI A R 3.

BT Fe® 5 H,0, Bonial fait e A /LA 5 BRspm i, ik, 7Ejaskseitrd kA Fe 2 r R
H,0, B 7 =,

3.3. Fe"/H,0, K R BB A9 50

SR8 T Fe®H,0, SN [R5 . 7E Fe® = 0.2 g/L, H,0, =10 mmol/L e, #hilpkiK
pH =4, JER/KFRE 10 £, Fe’/H,0, —i2 % MiF[a] 73 %) A 10 min. 20 min. 40 min. 60 min. 80 min. 100
min. £ aE 2 s,
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Figure 2. The effect of Fe%H,0, reaction time on removal rate

B 2. Fe’/H,0, R R ATiE) 3 KBRS0

T 5256 K BSR FH A% 55 Fenton 3R AL FRER KNS, 2 min f) 52 82 IS 8]l BE 0% 38 314 v R LA 25 B 23
B, M Fe¥/H,0, A EEPR K T R R B K o IX AT R RUATE Fe¥lH0, k&, Fe® A H 1 Fe* 5 H,0,
PRI Fenton 7S VR FIE A WL 22 b o R B LV RS Fe®* 5 H,0, 3R, {H Fe®
5 H R BA R Fe i FEARNT 18— 2, B LAZE I AT LA #) 0~20 min B, LBk EAHEHE, 20 min
ZJE MR TIRZ

BG4 Fenton K SIIFFAE, KEEHF=AEM0-OH B 2, B rTCIEH, BEE R, COD
JR R R EEET LT, FELE 60 min Ab, AR EKAE, [FIEEEAE RBEEHT, RN pH EZET &
60 min J5 EBRFFFLRIZH T, K ffa R T AR MR A S S ] P A Rtk — D4
BHAERRRCE . Bk, Sk NI E S 60 min,  FFAE 5 LS50 1) [ S TE] .

3.4. pH 3} EE7k COD M| R EFMRERNTN

IG5 T pH X R /K COD AR ZRF MM . 76 Fe® = 0.2 g/L, H,0, = 10 mmol/L f# =
T, PRSI E N 60 min, pH 23514 1. 2. 3. 4. 5, JEEK/KABIFRE 10 51, 405 COD M
RN EERE, SR ME 3 Fir.

pH & Fenton X755 = ZA AR AN LR AR B LR R . o T MR &1 T
H,0, 2R PLilifh Fe® 21, FHLIL Fe® HE—2B i ih, KRR T Fe B3 i, 20 S N f3E— 25 3EAT,
R — A ERYE pH & H Fe®/H 0, N . S26Hh K82 1 BR Tk pH = 1.0~6.0 14 N LY L R 1E Lo

i Fe® = 0.2 g/L, H,0,=10 mmol/L, JMii}iEA 60 min, W7t T PH Xt Fe%H,0, [ N A Hl
YRR, SRWEFR. NEHRRTEIE 1, K pH % COD XM, 7EH AR N A
AR TSR, SN A pH M 1.0 B8 N % 6.0, COD KRR EFRF N LA N, JEAEE pH =3.0
WEIE BB KA, COD MR B ZEEE 05N 85.96%, 84.53%. 7£ H,0, f74E K, pH STk A
M EI G AR EEIEA, H R BRI U N, P2 A1 Fe? 3 — 201 H 0, N, PeAE Ak
PRI B L, S EE . 76 pH {E8 3.0~4.0 i, ZFRRMN LR E, 2 pH 8RR,
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Figure 3. The effect of pH on removal rate

3. pH X EFRERRI RN

Y5 Fel ML HT B, BRI A (R A e HE D, i B ) Fe® LSRR UL I
REMARET . Pk COD KBRMCRIEE; MAE pH = 10, M8 H 5%E7KE, RIS FiGrt:
[l H™ A FR 2k B d IR, RS VA RERAR . H pH = 3 R)E S RNk AF

3.5. Fe" g INEX 7K COD IS A E a2

SR SR T Fe® BN E N /K COD M A L BRI . 75 H,0, = 10 mmol/L, Fe® 4 #Hn 0.05
g/L. 0.1g/L. 0.2g/L. 0.4g/L. 0.6 g/L FIFINE T, &M A4 60 min, pH =3, JFE/KFRE 10 %

I, Zrlferill COD ME R L LR SR WlE 4 Pros.

88.2
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4 - 8 .7 -
77.8/
80 - L 80
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Figure 4. The effect of Fe® dosage on removal rate
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HIE AT Ji1, COD R 2 bR bt Fe® BOln & i i in, ey 0.2 g/L WA BB K, BijS
EBRFSOTIE TR bk, £—EHEEN, MEZMERIKIMAN, AHWRRELSZE NN . FRE 5
2, B PSRN, —HHIE RN Fe® 5 HURBAERMI Fe®, SMAERIE A I, A Fe
TRA G RAEBESRDUE. H— 7, SRR Fe* FA R Fe® R BER LS. M A:

Fe*" +-OH — OH™ +Fe*
Fe*" +H,0, — FeEOOH* +H"

e Fe® BN 0.2 g/L Iy dRtt, K T R 2R s & .

3.6. H,O, ¥t I E X LR KM

S LT H0, AN ENT KK COD A B E B R 4 . Fe® = 0.2 g/L, H,0, 73 I 4 mmol/L .

6 mmol/L. 8 mmol/L. 10 mmol/L. 12 mmol/L FIHME T, =Ml ME A5 60 min, pH =3, JFEEK/KS:
PIFRE 10 156, 43R COD ME &M ZbER . 45 R anE 5 .

90 T T T T T T T 90
4 | L
70 4 I \755'&\18 - 70
] 58/.1/ 69.6 [
60 - 60
— o —_~
E ) S
= 50 / L 50 =
¥ 44.5 p %
40 / 456 |20 Ty
S 30 365 |30 I
20 - 20
10 - 10
0 T T T T T T T T T 0
4 6 8 10 12 14
H,0, £ N (mmol/L)

(Fe®=0.2g/L, pH=3, R} =60 min)

Figure 5. Effect of H,0, dosage on removal rate

& 5. H,0, 32 = % R BRER 20

1E Fe%IH,0, RRBIE R, Ho0, JHFERNS & T 1440 Fenton 1R &R, X k5 i RAEFIR I AL K,
7E Fe®H 0, SRR R, HoOp HTHHE, — 7 TH T KOS A P ) Fe HEAT SR, [AlAE4E Fenton 75 52 i
fere ek AR EACE NI 55— T7 1, HOx/H,0 SALIE IR 1.77, KT H'/H,0 KIS MIE R

3, H,0, WHHELE R Fe® B M b, M-

Fe +H,0, — Fe** +20H" ;

Fe’ +H,0, — Fe** +OH™ +-OH ;

Fe’" +H,0, - 2-OH +Fe* .

B HoO, BN AN, COD K& A2 b R LR Wi, 24 H,0, #mi#Eid 10 mmol/L J5, COD
KB BN ERRR IR K. ATREMIE R, &1 H0, il 7 #4E B 3L (OH) iz, 742 1%)-OH
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A 53t B H0p 3k — 25 N AE A AL AE 1K T-OH )-HO,, -OH B4 5A4E 1) -HO, Gk K AE N, #x
KT Oy, FEH-OH # FIEHE. MR & H0, ] 1 Fel i) Fe? s . i xUA:
‘OH+H,0, - -HO, +H,0;
‘OH+-HO, -0, +H,0

(Al 10 mmol/L AE it A A s =
3.7. MIBEKIRENERRERRN

S 5T R KWIUEIR X 7K COD R L R M54, Fe® = 0.2 g/L, H,0, = 10 mmol/L )
BnE T, RN Y 60 min, pH =3, JEEKS AR 40 5. 20 f5. 10 5. 5 £ 2 fishd, 435
Kl COD M A 2 kRrA . 45 Rl 6 fis.

90 90 o

85.51
¥ 1
80 4 80
704 70
60+ 60
~ 50 < 504
& 40+ —n— FREA0fS & 40
= —o— 2015 wo - A0
O 304 —a— TR0 ¥ a0+ e FiHE201%
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(Fe®=0.2 g/L, H,0,=10 mmol/L, J Sk} [E]= 60 min)

Figure 6. The effect of initial concentration of wastewater on removal rate

[ 6. RKAIAKRET LRSI

B4 6 HATLLE H, FRAKWIGEIKREE SR, WA NI AR A BN IIRE M, 15 R KR TR RE
40 1% )5, B COD ¥ Ny 557.5 mg/L, ZAEMKE 30.1 mg/L AN, EERFEREACK, F4E Fe 1 H,0,
(it B A7 AE 2 S EUNH R BT, B R 2 Fe® 5 H0, KN, & OH £, SR5S Fe*
KA, FEEREREMK. RYT:
Fe’ +H,0, — Fe*" +-OH + OH"

SRR FERGRE 10 £i5, R COD ¥R A 2230 mg/L R AR BN 120.4 mg/L 747, 7E A 2% A AH [F I,
COD LBrFiAF i m N 85.52%, AR LMRFIm N 84.56%. TER/KMFE 10 f5. 20 f5Hf, RAKFAHL
Vi B R R E , U0 R /K IR JE 9 2000 mg/L~4000 mg/L I}, 7K COD Al % 2 b % & AR s 1
JRIKIRBERGR: 2 f5 0, AW EBRFIUE B, BT EAREERE K, Fe® Hl H,0, M H0 I # 25E 4 AR .
JIT DAAE K FE B 10 {3515, COD AR A LR 2w

3.8. Fe¥% H,0, | 554t Fenton 3kELE:

&4t Fenton TZHAT A #AFRIRE AL BIREa AR EITE. Fenton SRR R FiAf
FER 2 Fe® iR A Fe ¥ [ RO AR, R AR Pk Bs FORIAZRH, BUL, HEAWHAN 78 Fe?
il s A BAGR S
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ifi Fe® H0, 2 Fenton 44 £ AT LL o AR X LE BRF .

WS EMBRAEBRTE 251 N AE U Fe® A1 H,0, #I & Fenton A %, @it Fe® ik JEL{FE F AT Fenton A4 5
FEAR IR 2 (-OH) AU /R TSR FE R K R A WL . -OH AL AL e 2.8V, AIRT 3T
2.87 V, EAEMERGEAYIG AR AW BUC. BT ERS . JFIR. ISR ION, i R AR G K 4 T
B HUEEAR N 5y BRI /N o3 TR 5 IR IR 24 F= AR 1o COL AT Ho0, I HIGH 4395 Ve MR 489 A it o
FEAME AR (L)~(7)-

Fe® +2H* — Fe*" +H, ()

Fe’ +H,0, — Fe’" +20H" )
Fe’" +H,0, - 2-OH + Fe*' (3)
Fe*" +-OH — OH™ +Fe® 4
2Fe*" + Fe® — 3Fe™ 5)

Fe’ +-OH — 2HO™ + Fe** (6)
RH+-OH — R- + H,0 — products @)

MR BT BLE e, 78 Fe/H,0, AEIARZE Fenton Zifr Fe® AT LAERL Fe?', [FIR Fe® A7 7E RE A K
PRI FeSIRJR R Fe®t, i FeP 13RI ANTE, KRR RT LABR - OH P2 3 TR R e LTS S e A e
71

4, Z5ig

AR T H &R Fe®/H 0, BiAR A SHEAE T & AE 20 A PR F K I AT AT o IREEF kAR
PR A2 ) Fe? Al HL,0, #4 B Fenton 14 £ , i@ i Fe® (938 R A FH A Fenton 44 2 72 A= i 3835 ) 2L (-OH)
(A R AR K P A WL . BB R R X EESESG, WS T Fe®lH 0, TR SR AL AL R A1 24 I /K 1
MMEE, SR04

1) BB EYIRR R A%, R, SR Fel iR JE MR A B HL0, Sk /R XA ML 25 R R
LG

2) Fe®IH, 0, S I 4L A5 06 B /K AT LA I 6 LA S R B, 2 R SR A e A R s o S o B[R] 3R 44T
e T Fe®IH,0, 1k R — JGE T 200K BE A H 6 24 K e 46 A8 HL0, = 10 mmol/L, Fe® = 0.2 g/L, X
NI pH (B A 3, NI 60 min, REE pH A 7.0. fEZF&MN, JREKFRE 10 5, B COD Kk
N 2230 mg/L ERIKIE R 120.4 mg/L if, COD %K 85.52%, A FEMFE N 84.56%.

3) Fe°/H,0, S84 24146 pH Sk, B/ K S N ], 2] Fe® Al H,0, 75— 5 Y Bl Y 5 (2 Fe’/H,0,
AL Fe R R B, FeH,0, 1k &% Fe (175 K & L Fenton f& ZMKEZ .

4) Fe®IH,0, Sk AL A4 0 & #E 25 ML I K AR B AT AT T & 4R 20k 24 /K CoD &=t K,
DA G AR S KA 00, RS 257080 & ok, Wl — IR BT, (IR FE AR FE S 7Kk B (A
FAKARAE, FHFEATEI A

SEEk
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