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Abstract

Corn starch is an important industrial raw material, but the production process will produce a lot
of wastewater, in order to reduce the environmental pollution, it is necessary to treat the waste-
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water of corn starch, so that the water quality can meet the discharge standard. This paper studies
the conditions of COD removal of corn starch wastewater by flocculation, such as the types of floc-
culants, the types of coagulant AIDS, the appropriate pH of aqueous solution and the sedimenta-
tion time of flocculates. Through many experimental results, it can be seen that 1000 ppm of poly-
ferric sulfate is used as flocculant, 1 ppm of anionic polyacrylamide is used as coagulant, pH value
of the aqueous solution is controlled at 6~8, and the sedimentation time is about 30 min. It is more
appropriate and has high economic applicability.
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1. 518

FTKEMAM =R E Y —, SE R 6 /M4, 38 FEA b E R R K252 i) G a7
SRR 34%F1 22%, 4y HIAL TR — R A1), KA EEE, HBRSE, RReEY e
KEI TV JER2]. FRERI TP B R b5 “si G =k o 3 20 el 80 AFAR LK, FoKERIN T
AR FETRE PRI A JE s AW 5| 3SR S5 4%, gl 7 — AR P RIBAE 10 AR | AL B &
KGN T A [3]0 TR TATIL R R, N ORI . Fa i K= X 57 Ao Pt mAk ROIEE
R 2% = A i 7 B K TR 4]

Forr FoRVER & — PR R TV JERE, w7 iz B T &Rl e Dol . #1245, 45
1 T &, ER T KA s T R KR K, %A 5~13 m¥Ii 5K, il ks bl s m A,
SRR EIER IR K, B MM LR it &7~k 10~20 51K K. RKEZRIET FoK
UL TEEOK . FORRIIK, EZE0 8. BEIREKE T2 RIK, FRILDAAh, @A s ek, £XK
TEN R A AR M R R B A HLER 7K, COD B 7E 8000~30,000 mg/L 2 [7], BOD {4 7E 5000~20,000 mg/L 2 |f],
SS {f 24 3000~5000 mg/L, pH 4~6. XEER/K FESHIEH . AR AR, AL, 75 > E R
&, ZhREWCKEE, HEATLITHFEK R, (RIEEEE FOK AR B, HENE KR, 2™
HEVE, KAEPREER, BURRIE, f. 08, VRS KAEZ T REE SO0, W PREIE il K5 4.

H HITVE R PR /KGR 5 R FH 2R A EE, BT 78 5 22 BRIE R IR /K COD & & %A%, &5 & 54
P, B3 i /K T K H COD & BRSLE

2. KSR R GHR L
21 RGEEMT

V5 KA Rt HALFR VS /K 1.5 Jidy, /KAF T ZERNRE + IR + IWREAETE, H/KKFETE
FRRAT TS KAL) 15 e HE bR vEY (GB18918-2002)— 2% A HESbR1HE

2.2. ki, HAKKESH
AKJTHE KK ANEE 1 Fraw:
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Table 1. The water quality of the in and out of the sewage treatment plant

Fe 1. Kk HKIKER

ZH COD (mg/L) NH4-N (mg/L) SS (mg/L) TN (mg/L) TP (mg/L)
K 8000 75 1200 300 50
ok <50 <5 <10 <15 <0.5

23. RGTE/MT

VER R K B SeBE NUTVE B HEATUTVE, AR /K P 5 B ) BRI /K B 3 ) B R K IR & AT 025 pH
A, REINAEN AT A AR, R RERGEIFEARESREARE RS, 5/KERATEARS,
SRIGHEN 0T SE BB /AK 0 B, S Vs BRI 244N, B —8 03k NMETR B TS R FE, BiERE
L TR AL, FSEAZpabyiie, bEwEGRHEEE . BETERERG T 1):

ARG < KB Js
A
W TR K
HWEREK | BmAS
l t s
% - & N R i iy . * _
k9 1 £ # ) & — A =
g | JE P K —>| 2B N e g B R R s Bt >7EJH<
5 =
e )
e -+ Eﬁ < gg -t
% i

Figure 1. Process flow chart of water plant
E 1. k[T ITZRiER

3. BRI

ZEDUIE IR JE TP EAL = A B L ARR 7, i R 5 Bt inoON, 8 I A VA VR ) A e PE BRI
LR HCRES A WAFEENE, 2T SR SORAS KRR, 544 3 MK 23 85 iR ([5] [6]. %7 1E
(1) 25 AL B X 5 A% K AR R AR % SR AR/ N B[ 7] TOWL AT 7 HUZ R AN B A 4 22 k) 2 277
FI=RFERE. THLEEFHEN IR XA R LR R MR, SR,
FEORRERREF MR R R BN AHEBGN R BRI MEBE WA R BB A ¥, BT
WMAEMERER BG5S, FHEMEDN, SRR IS, I ERBW O AU . XTI F 3 1
e B MR AR R TR BT 7T 2 B H FR[8] [9] [10] [11] [12].
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4. KWHR
4.1. EFFERE(COD)KMITE

GB/T11914-1989 (/KJ§ii-COD [l & EAK R ALY .
4.2. SEREHT

4.2.1. BB

1) HEARFRBIFRUETE TR ¢(K,Cr07) = 0.250 mol/L.

HEERIR (K,Cr07) B T 120°CHET- 2 h, #ERIFRIL 12.258 g BLAXFER A T /K, &4 % 1000 ml.

2) MR - TR AL : PRI 10g TR H(Ag2SO,) N E] 1000 mL KA L (H2SO4) H i Z Wi, i E 1~2
RAGILIEME, BOCORAE, A0S . p =100 g/L.

3) Wk RIERA .

1,10-3E5EMk(1,10-phenanathroline monohy drate, 7 &4 A4ATFEZ IR, 1,10-3E 2 MRS ) $5 /R 7AW -

AR 0.7 g /K EMBRIEELT 50 ml /K, N 1.5 1,10-FE4%0k, itk 2 M, B2 100 ml.

4) TR AR T

C[(NH4);Fe(SO4),-6H,0]~0.05 mol/L.

FREX 19.5 g BRER W R4 i T7K AN 10 ml BRER, Rl HJE FikE 2 1000 ml.

I R, 06 20T FH B AR R A AR AR T YR b 2 BRI AR B IR IR B2 5 b 5 N AT RUFE

HY 5.00 ml EERFREFREVEE THOR MY, FAKWMBERZ 50 ml, Z12A 15 m RlR, ', &
HJG N 31 (£1 0.15 m)Eek R g7, BRI E, HRPEGhEagEg e s
BN A, 105 PR AR I FE R V(ml)o DU R W 2k A bR A VAV R

4.2.2. SEERFI
=&ML, BEMBRE(PFS). HMREBZk. BEEFIEPAC). B T RN B AT (1/1000), BHE
RN REE A WL(1/1000) . JFE B 1 5 A Ms BE %8 W (1/1000) . SR ALEN . TRIR -

43. KWFE
COD VHfi#fl. HEM. MU EE . pH ih. BEMaE.
4.4. SERRIKEE
S /KA TR & FEAEAE KRB R g0 h b oK, KB Bl & 2:

Table 2. Experimental water quality
= 2. KUIKEIK R

PH COD (mg/L) SS (mg/L) A (mg/L)

5.6 158 18 0.4

45 SKEHR

@© BUK]™ =yt ttiK, M+ COD &8, 73BN JLAS 500 mI FIBERR . IAA A ) S 56 24557
BEFE S, OSSN VAR ATk b pH (&, K 8 pH (B 4ERRAE TP IR, PRS00 3R O I e e
PEZURE, YR 30 min Ja, BUSASKEER) LIS E S COD & &;
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@ JEROH COD % BRI 257, SN SRR EEAT pH BT, B8 pH {EX} COD
LRI .

©® HEH O COD LERFCRELF 1255, eFr@rh &l pH L, & =M 5 K R B (PAM)
HEAT X LSRG, 970 3 S B L P R P I A

@ EHOH COD EFRMRBUF L], JeF@rb &) pH (H, LLLO ik i) S e B,
BEPEEIS) )G, DUREASIRII 8], it R (A x % COD £ BRAIFEM .

A ESPER, B S A TOKBER KK COD RERIZR BN Bk, pH Rt A 5%

MR -

5. SEIMIES AR

5.1. EEFIIHIE

LB R BT B BRI ) Gk, TRk — 3K GG 2T, BRI KR & FOKTE R 7K COD 2B
B AR =Sk, REmIRe. R AT E S RN 3.
Table 3. Flocculation experimental data
2 3. BESLIOHUE

) SR 27 BN COD & &(mg/L) COD %£BR%(%)

JR KKK —_— —_— 158 —

1 =F M +PAM 0.3 ml +0.5ml 102 35.44
2 =E M +PAM 0.4ml+0.5ml 92 4177
3 =F& M + PAM 0.5 ml + 0.5 ml 73 53.80
A 4 =F M + PAM 0.6 ml + 0.5 ml 79 50.00
5 =5 + PAM 0.7 ml+0.5ml 78 50.63
6 =F M + PAM 0.8 ml + 0.5 ml 81 48.73
1 PAC + PAM 0.3ml+0.5ml 99 37.34
2 PAC + PAM 0.4ml+0.5ml 85 46.20
3 PAC + PAM 0.5ml+0.5ml 81 48.73
® 4 PAC + PAM 0.6 ml + 0.5 ml 76 51.90
5 PAC + PAM 0.7ml+0.5ml 74 53.16
6 PAC + PAM 0.8 ml+0.5ml 79 50.00
1 RS + PAM 0.3ml + 0.5 ml 108 31.65
2 TR + PAM 0.4 ml + 0.5 ml 97 38.61
3 TERRES + PAM 0.5ml+0.5ml 90 43.04
¢ 4 HEREE: + PAM 0.6 ml + 0.5ml 86 4557
5 LR + PAM 0.7 ml + 0.5 ml 85 46.20
6 fEREEER + PAM 0.8 ml+0.5ml 87 44.94
1 KA + PAM 0.3ml+05ml 95 39.87
2 REWRY: + PAM 0.4ml+05ml 72 54.43
5 3 RAEMRE + PAM 0.5ml+0.5ml 61 61.39
4 KEAEWRY: + PAM 0.6 ml + 0.5 ml 58 63.29
5 REmRY: + PAM 0.7 ml+ 0.5 ml 56 64.56
6 REmmRE + PAM 0.8 ml+ 0.5 ml 61 61.39
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Figure 2. Flocculation experimental data map
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Figure 3. COD removal rate
3.COD LM%

oriiEl 2 B 3 U, AT RAE Y, K A R S B (COD) & BB & A sk IR 25 I BUm E I K,
SeBRARSE XA eIt e B &R SLIG 257 BN E Sy 0.7 ml i, K 022 5 S B (COD) FE = ik, 4%
SIS 2R O T 0.5 ml I, XK A A2 75 U (COD) I 26 BRBUR I PR . Hrh SR iR Ekons /K
Hh Ak 2 75 U B (COD) Y 2 BR BUR IR T

UL SR 255 B A, XPBARRORL (R BT 2R SRR A TR, ORI AN RETE ) 1
KAEBRSE SRI 2B I R, BN ORI B Bk S T B S A B, TeiE S R
RERAAZIRAE T, AR RN A PR TRAS A S 2R AL i 2 R K AT LD 5 B

5.2. pH {E3} COD XBrEIE M

NSRRI pH (EXHE 5 5 S (COD) L BRAYFE M, AN K S 56 126 HY 28 5 B R A A 22 6511, HX 500 ml
IKFE, N 0.5 ml RERRERER, I INAA B AR B 5K pH, A TR MG LA 22
BEIE, RANEKH COD i, i T (4 4):

Table 4. Removal efficiency of the pH on the COD removal rate
5% 4. pH X} COD £BZRHIZM

KA pH COD & #(mg/L) COD £BR%(%)
JEK 5.6 158 —_

1 3 121 23.42

2 5 88 44.30

3 7 60 62.03
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Figure 4. Figure of pH experiment data
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Figure 5. COD removal rate

5. COD £Baz

10 12

M 4 R 55 Bl T LA HBE KA pH B BT, 25X COD £ BRACR St i A AR
JKH pH {EE 6~8 Itf, RAEREXT COD MIEBRBCR I . TRTEH AR pH {65 5.6 /247,
MR A BB (1% KIER) I pH [EAE 2~3, ZMRIRIEEW, IABER K IG K pH K, e
COD IEBRBCR, BN ARG T 5O A AN A8 (1 pH {E.

5.3. BAMKEERIEE R COD LRRAIRNT

DN IE TR P IR SR RS AL 22 75 S B (COD) £ BR SN, AN IR S s 4k A5 Ao FH 5 5 R PR Bk A8 2R 6571 »
H( 500 ml 7K, FRHOIN 0.5 ml AR EL, Wi I AFEACHKIETTK pH, KW pH 4EHF1E 6~8
ZIa), FEIAAS RIS SR AR L LA T S8, iR ZS DN &K COD & &, st s (52 5):

Table 5. Effect of polyacrylamide on COD removal
5. BAKEEEXT COD £MaIs2m

IKFE KA ImEEE S A Fen & (ml) COD % (mg/L) COD %BR%(%)
1 0.00 103 34.81
2 0.50 59 62.66
3 A5 -1 1.00 58 63.29
4 150 58 63.29
5 2.00 71 55.06
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Continued
6 0.00 99 37.34
7 0.50 63 60.13
8 et 1.00 60 62.03
9 1.50 58 63.29
10 2.00 59 62.66
11 0.00 94 40.51
12 0.50 67 57.59
13 B[t 1.00 62 60.76
14 1.50 60 62.03
15 2.00 65 58.86

- —FE7E - —EETE — —FEFR

120 |

CODEE ( mg/L)_
Y [o) [0} o
o o o o

N
o

o

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50
PAMIZINE ( mD

Figure 6. Polyacrylamide experimental data graph

Bl 6. RAGEESLIHIEE

pH{E

Figure7. COD removal rate

7.COD E£PRZE

ol 6 R T I, TR AR RS IR BN 0.5 ml, JKIEWE pH {60 6~8 261 T, FE
TS, BRSO R A GBS COD M RBRRCRANZEA KR RSN E#d 0.5 ml i, COD 1)
EERRCRBA P RIRTT .

5.4. SUpEETEIXT COD RN
TESRIEH, MAGEMAFINE, —BaSE — N EIERERE, F5E R EAR] CLTEE I
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PERIR BAT DR RS SR ES,  Se BRIENR 2> 25 o DCRAI 1) A5 AR T 200 0 i 52 A Dok, I )
R

NS UEGTRERS )X COD £BRAVRZM, AR SERE R S IR BREL M 2 E6T, 1500 ml ZKFE, 80N
0.5 ml BEMEREL, @i AN EA BT K T pH, KB pH 4EHF7E 6~8 18], FIMAMETEREA
IGBENREAT 2T, DUREASFRIRRa], I E AR A Be K o COD & &, Hdls i T (55 6):

Table 6. Effect of settling time on COD removal
Fz 6. JFEXT COD ARRAISZMM

YL i) (min) COD % (mg/L) COD %14 % (%)
10 129 18.35
20 79 50.00
30 61 61.39
40 59 62.66
50 56 64.56
60 58 63.29
70 58 63.29
80 57 63.92
90 55 65.19
100 59 62.66
110 56 64.56
120 57 63.92

——[FEFE ——[EFE ——IFEFE
120 |

100 %,
~ :
B 80 \
M 60 X —— e é
41 40
[a)]
S 20

0

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50

PAMIRINE ( mD)

Figure 8. Settlement time experimental data diagram
[ 8. JRERTE) LI HHE E

Hi L _E SRRl (K 8 AT O)aT LR Y, FEBDINSE S s In 2570, BEFEI SR, BEDTREI R,
COD % FR BRI, (HPTFER AT 30 min 2 J5, COD £FRICRTCHI B AL . X Ui BIFE 30 min I,
B A LS G AR R B TR 1o BTN B R 2 E L, RN MR EE R,
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Figure 9. COD removal rate
9. COD £f#E

6. SCIGZEIR

ARSI R K VER R K COD (25 il SR TP 9, 2 BRSOt T B {8 Ak s et AT
SEG, PR TR SEIG N R, B RS

1) RHZE WXL, TFARRASMRYPFS). HEREAK. BHEME(PAC). =S8t FoKiekh
JEAK B . SIS R BN, RERBRYR FKIERm K COD I LBRBUIRE L. 27675 E COD 1)
ERREA, XT KA, RARREMEIN &S HI/E 1000 ppm B, HEERITEN L.

2) HTRAMBRYIERE ERIRTE, RRNEIA B 5T i AL B AR LA R AT /KBRS IS AR HERL,  EHIN%
2y 5 BN S S AR AT pH B 8T SR IR, 7RI SRS A — BN, KA pH E TR
6~8 Itf, 7K COD 2[R & i

3) T BhEERICR N MEIERZ) ik £, TESL8H, KH pH E#HI7E 6~8, RATREREL I In&4% 75
1000 ppm ff, =FELS R PIEIE L K COD 23 BR AR S [ ZE 0 A K . (H25 R 2 SEBR TR AL #E I
2T A, B RS T 3R N IS IR 1 R FoKTE KR PR 7K COD 22 ik I B SR e

4) ZFINGE R, TS IG, T BT — BT R 0 B TR, SIS0 E, YURER R HI7E 30 min
FeAi, PTCMETRK R 2 8B AR E U, SRS E R > 85, Ik 2] COD 5 BRRCR «

BT S286 26 4F, it DR BE Ve R /K COD & B AR IH A fitik ) (TS /KAL) s edE
JRFRHEY (GB18918-2002)— 2% A HEEUhrtE . It /3B KA b ) FI SR 54> COD Joikilid Skt kA A 2:
B, JET/NRIRATEMRNE T, MO BOE T SR A s SR S EE

AR YRS BT IR A AR T K B SR PR A — 8 IR T L, AT K EL D SRR R Hh 24 7 0 g K
W T2 T 75 I (8] SRR DG AR, M BEARAK T B AT A, A 05 v 1 S s o7 FE AR A

SE K
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