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Abstract In order to explore the influence of preoxidation on sludge wastewater treatment and determine the best sludge wastewater
treatment technology, a comparative experiment of three processes including natural sedimentation, coagulation sedimentation, and
preoxidation-coagulation sedimentation were carried out for the co-built sludge wastewater treatment of WTP. Experimental results
showed that after preoxidation with O; or NaClO, process had greatly improved the treatment efficiency of sludge wastewater. When the
dosage of O; was 3 mg/L, or the dosage of NaClO was 2.5 mg/L, the dosage of polyaluminum chloride (PAC) was controlled to 30
mg/L, the effluent turbidity of preoxidation-coagulation sedimentation process can be reduced to less than 3 NTU, COD,,, was no more
than 2.5 mg/L, and the indices of iron, manganese and microorganisms were better than reuse standard, which proved that process
can meet the requirements of sludge wastewater treatment.
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bR BRI KIK TR A EIRAN R R0 B 5 (B R RATH TR

| ST T

(3% 146 W)
FERME Rt 15 VAl e EARZE R R PP M i,
BT PO , BB 2SR R 20 m*,
3.3.6 SEWIKHL

KPR L5 e 10 ¢ DS/, BB K AL
S BRAE TG PR RE 1 EEK A 10 ¢ DS/d; B B IR
IKBLL 15 AL BREE J1 R 500 kg DS/h, A K 11
K G S KAL, 21T 10 by,
3.3.7 5REG

15U SR P Al B9 B JE 25 4, AR RS2 7.0
mx5. 8 mx6. 0 m, BHE ARG ELEEHUEL 2 42 N8 i
ESY R
4 Z5iE

() A TR — R H X m R G
ARG S5 NeK RGEHRBREL, &L il & #n]
170 W H T 58 Ak RS TR0 R4, WA AL
N A BRI H K ) ULE i HE TR K, B R H KK B
KB CIEK SRS HEPRE) (DB 31/199—2018) Flijé
DFEAREIR

(2) HEV K AL B T 2007 2 R H R U & 3 &
ST B DALY S AN it TR WA
KT BRI BER 157 | 10088 HE e /K N 24 B 37 Hb T
FUN K Tif A B e . Has AT HfE 5 is
AR, JE WFE N T B 70 J5 5 A K 5%

(3) A TR, 0T b 22 AT 4 3l 1) ) O
VE A A Bt i i, R BT I 2 7% i AR i, R AR
JE 2K T HEPE 7K K A 1 Ak BT AR A K
A

&% 3k
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