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Abstract

This paper takes the urban sewage treatment energy saving and consumption reduction as the
research object. Firstly this paper discusses and analyzes the current situation of energy saving
and consumption reduction, then puts forward some targeted measures around how to carry out
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the urban sewage energy saving and consumption reduction, and enumerates the example of run-
ning water plant energy saving.
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Table 1. Power consumption guidance data of sewage plants of different sizes
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Figure 1. Power distribution of domestic sewage treatment plant
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Figure 2. Comparison of energy consumption of each treatment unit in
sewage treatment plant
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Figure 3. Comparison of daily power consumption before and after tech-
nical transformation
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Figure 4. Comparison of water and power consumption per ton
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Figure 5. Comparison of daily aeration intensity and water and power consumption
per ton
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Figure 6. Effluent ammonia nitrogen data and dissolved oxygen data of aerobic pool
after technical modification
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