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W OE e R AR SR B B R A AE — DR R B 4 L B HOR (membrane capacitive deionization,
MCDI) Jif FH 457 % 95 6 W W 46 1) B BEXE R . SR PE B 7 38 4 BB AE S ISR BL LA TE M S8 BE B A7 (activated carbon
cloth, ACC) F 2y W B b4 H} 21 2% MCDI %6 8, 5% 35 78 A [ vl o s 32 1) 5 2601 JE8 0 2 1) A5 401 7 30 988 DB VA2 4 0 o
BRER SIS . 25 AR, BB R W b 2 0RO 1 n 25 i MCDL X S A LR ETF, HA R Na' KR
SO, 1 W Jff & 1 35 T B, 1 CIHINOSSZ 21 1 52 M /0N o B AR W B8 JO 9B R (0~1 500 mg-L™") Y 47 7E Rk — i 72 JiE {12
HE MCDI % KR NH, 89 W B, H 52 75 B9 S8 74 52 (1 500~2 000 mg-L™") & BE £ 5 3BT A Jo ML B 145 91 2 BF B 1 W oy
SRR, LB B R 1 AEAE b 23 R AIK MCDI X T A3 B 19 PR B R0, Wi/ MCDI 9 08 5 i o % 7 3008 6
HEATTRAL B, R G RN B R ) Ve FE AR, A R T 4 = MCDI i 2 B8 FRIUR .

KR MERALE T WIRBIER; &5 HEER

17 5 1 R B S HE R M et A b sk R 4 DB B TS K 52 5 1 3 R TR s i 72 4 .
HA RA B A Ko X DL 25 5 B9 7K 3 P43 FLJR (dissolved organic mater, DOM), &4 152 & E K
THLE . AR EI, BHHEIRZ 5B I8 W DOM iy —Fh 2, s o 1 19 i S g
(humic acid, HA) FlH 44+ 10 & LR (fulvic acid, FA) SF4H AL, HXEREAR PRI T B 035 1 W n b
HMEREY, ML Frh, BRAME . IS, mRRE . MRRETEE T, A Ek
FEMRAAFAEY, BTSSR IS A A, o ryz ZE gD . B EHOR (reverse
osmosis, RO) — H LA e A 4 Uk W] J2& — b b 3L 457 I B IR 00 A 07 151, ORI A LTS A & =
Ry AR, R HARE LERA R ZHICHLE T, R, B EIE KT & B A P ML E
FAAE S R B E RO 0, R S BR 2R I8 HAE T F5 i, RO IG n a7 35032 1 W i) Ak 21
WA, L, @ ARX BB IR T A, SRBEHEASITHAE, URSRIBIER
A B ROR
Wi BEA: 2019-01-05; KA BHA: 2019-04-17
EETIE : WIR 0 A 8L ik L T 28 2% %% B (20198K2111)
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Ji B, 2% 25 B FH R (membrane capacitive deionization, MCDI) & — Fh 18 i< 41§ #5 76 5 i, 1< 752 o8¢ 52 30
BB A A B EOR . TEFS R R D, U VTR U 48 F AR IR B B S 0 AR HL 3 O A P T Bk
AN W I o6 381 BE B R B A b A 2 5 R R AR, b e S B A, BRI B AR I
e W 50 Py 5 - ST G I B ek rb L S BRI BH A (%) P AR B A8 46 I A A E S (S RE U g AN
N EIN O QN E 7R R € S TE 9 0 D 0 5 E D - e =10 2 s 1 R L o =
RO 7 1k I8 700, A B BE N g U AHES T RO AR U, MCDIFE ML 1 1) 5 BR
A AR A REFE AN S L 1 AR CR Y, B RO HOR I AL BT 2S00 ) o (BAEXT BB
UEVRHEAT W R BRER A T F, MCDI #ARIBAFTE B R 2 ME o LIU S0 % 306 58 IR 45 W 1% R A 12 1
TSP FNIR 3 A A A TR A R S RBTAR Y, T R e HR TE AL S 1 W B ROCR 5 7 R
KRiEl5g, FANG F E R AR SERELE TR M SR 5 HME - Em R LR, ZmH
T AL B 5 1 R BA

HHT, MCDI AR X by 398 0 W rh JC AL B 1 1 25 BR AR 09 52 ) R 2% DL KAH L 1 LB 09 BF 52 58
Ab A FDIRAS, 3X B MCDIEEAR R T 57 502 BB MR #h 09 B ORBEAS o ASBIF5E LASE 3% 08 DB W b
R FEZTCHLE 7 & 5 2 AT N TROK, R85 1A [a] 22 80M i 58 IR % 2 %6F MCDI 2 B #8240 37
BB D h TCHLES T B S
1 #MR5R%

1.1 I 5

S AKX B RR B¢ ((NHL),S0,, 4R AT al). B iR — A B (KH,PO,, 4 Hral). B & 4
(NaHCO,, 7r#ral), L8 (KCl, sr#ral), AR (KNO;, Zr#ral). ik & ¥ (NHHCO,, Jr#r
4y, WERHN (Na,SO,, ZrHral) MG FHIR (3 Hrak).

SEH AN B TE IR L D AR R A (R S A AR A BR A W), HS-19), AR TR (A
FHEBERHA RN A, KA3010D), & 2007 W23t 6 B (1 A DR3900), J5t T M OL 354 (5
AA-7000), B T (14X (-1 J738 , 761Compact IC), pH i+t AL (L7 # 7 PH-3C), #i75 I i
VeA RIS 88 5 B A R A R, KI-20AD), #00 H FR A (L7 B4 U3 A BRA A
DDS-11A).

12 SSWEE s v

BN N AT R L oY S i
(activated woven carbon cloth, FM10, chemviron
carbon cloth division, UK); PE B FH & 38 #
JBE R O M iR Y BH 2 752 4 i, K O 2=
RSB B A, MM s G B IR A IR A
Al); MR (250 mmx250 mmx0.3 mm); .

AT (250 mmx250 mmxS mm), REET S E e H kA
BIBH A PR F] ;BRI (250 mmx250 mmx S

0.2 mm), IG5 E FE i MCDI AR . dEK E 1 MCDI%E

Fl BRSNS . PE R R R A A, Fig. 1 MCDI device
1R .

1.3 LI 7E
R P 5% G R RN S B R AR UL By S B BV R EHLES TR0, SEIR T IAET ., B SR A
Kol T 9 Ff 250 mL A4 1y S8 DR M IUIA T 4% 30, HOl a3k 1 R . SR K N E B T K
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Table 1 Landfill leachate compositions mg-L™
WS NH,HCO, JE3E R (NH,),S0, KH,PO, NaHCO, KCl KNO, Na,SO,
A0 0 0 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
B1 500 0 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
B2 1 000 0 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
B3 1500 0 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
B4 2 000 0 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
Cl1 0 1 000 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
C2 0 1500 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
C3 0 2000 2 000 50 300 300 300 400
C4 0 2500 2 000 50 300 300 300 400

E: AOTA IANHHCOAEIRR ; BI~B4TIA TR INHHCO,, H AT B EAHN T, & BREAMAA UL
5¥; Cl~CAIA T AN IRV BE (¥ JE FE R

SLETFHA T, E S MCDI & 20 mL'min ™', HLE N 1.2V, SRJ5 N5 R by 08 0k
WCHEAT 3 A JAL I (0 B3 T W B ek R . FE RN RN 2 S, 25 B Kk MCDI AT R, 2
ML RN T T o 3 UMK BM I 58 WS, R AT B8 S8 4 RGP e A1 114 8 7P O T R A 7
1.4 SWHEE

T 00 80 F 45 O b A 0L 7 3K 35 0 VR %) T 7R ST 3 YA B o I R S A A B Y Nat, K. NHG
Cl'. SO; . NO;WIWFE LA S pH Al UV,g,o WE Z R, J64% BT A F DAL FH K AH £ 20 38 2% (13 mmx
0.45 pum) 1730 U8 . Na Fl K9 ik BE A4 GB 11904-1989, 3% JH i Ht AA-7000 J5 - 12 Ut 3 143 34 47
JE o NHiFISO; iy vk BEAR A W8 A w8 FHRI i ) . RIS A DR3900 5 2 AT UL 43 56 06 BE I 5
CIFINO 43 AR H GB 11896-1989 Fll { 7K A1 A Wil 43 A7 7 s (55 4 W) ) . R B g AL a4 7 I
B, IERERIS A Super7, FEREE N HshdERE . pH R pH THIREATINE , UV,,, K Cary8454
SO IO EETT AT I E , AR A O S B R vk 1 B S

FELL % MCDI 2 &1, ¥ ACC 7F 100 °C F 47 24 h B MET, DLV 88 W B i ok & AF MCDI
X BT W R, Ha P i n =k (1) iR .

cio—ci)V

0= o )

X o BB F (@AM Na'. K. NH,'. ClI', SOYHINO;) W38 FW M, mege';s ¢ 5 c, 20

S BT P AU S R, me L VORI R B IR AR, mL; m R TR R A
M, go

W, IR F ORISR (AR, B R G IR) MIETE R (AR MRk, Hrh&m
o3 W A B A VA VR pH I AR fE A B R 22 U9 BT DOMSs 7E 254 nm (1 3 K AR A Wi, 0 E i
AN R T UV, V8 9 VF 0 8 58 2 76 N 19 DOMs i i 19 T B 48 b5 17, A BFSE % I TR K,
DOMs H AL & iR, Ktk , R UV, HIEERIEEW P IERR W, 1 UV, B K BRFRIEW
TP BRI R BRACR, IR E I ) Frn

B= —%A_ 4 100% @)

Abe BONIEFEIR A 2 BR A8 A, F 4, 430 Sy AU 7 3 % 8 W )50 A 22 MCDIL 4k B 78 254 nm Ab Y
WERE o
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2 #HR5iTiE =15
45 b = Na N

2.1 EEXT MCDI IR M3 R B 820 _ 40} scoNH] I

1) R PR TSR B [ 2 5
F1 4 T AR B ST, MCDIE 4 452 40) |
HLBUERT Na® . KT, NOTHYTRMRCR . = 20f S
BB 98 MW AO A HL, B, B2, B3 i e S S
B4 R S BIR T 58.179%. 79.27% ol S8 K
105.65% #1109.37%. AILLE i, W16 2 A 0 N | S
e M 535.21 mg-L'(A0)$2 = 7] 875.66 mg L™ A0 ii%;fm ;3
(B3) N, a(NH) SN, SRS BAMIB3 @y mepl xf 5 MR % 8 & o R T B R
I, aNH)) FFR KB KRR . X AT g Fig. 2 Adsorption amount of cations in five artificial
BRI 28 e 1) B - Wk B2 25 7 AR SR A 3K Bl ) landfill leachates by MCDI

PR 2 2535 B F 2 I 5 ACC #E k™, b, W45 TR sh 1%, fE—aEBEN, B8
W Bt 1 5 v B2 A IE A G I O R M (H Y AR B i I, — 552 ACC b Y W B 7 i Y BRI
LW Rk B O 22k 8 TR s 53— 7, B  E S iE H TASCR BRI, IR BT R BB
BRSO HE R 08, A5 22 4x 09 B SOME L B ACC I BB,
M 2 AT LUE H, MCDI % T BB - 5 W B K /NI 2 a(NH,)>a(K>a(Na'), K Hl Na'fiy
W o6 S vh 0 A S R B I T I R A, 2 R B T B 875.66 mg- L' (B4) B, 2 S - A W
I IA G T, a(Na") T BB (i 65.13%) BK T a(K) (i 4 47.48%). X & H T NH! .
Na'Hl K'7EH MCDI (14 BB W BiF ik BA 8 7B 200, IR0 52 B 8§ 1Y K T3 2B AR F s 19 B R 4L
LR BB, B K AERAEREE TRUK S T2 EElER, 8T8 F-MmimEm. X4
B AKX R AR K B R R, R AR SR DREE T K
i, BIVLAE 7 X sk 0 F A B B 2. B9 F A 5 B0 25 32 B PR K 43 1 i L SR
ik (electrostatic screening) fFFH B2, 585+ B /K GBI, X R f FR ooy SR Z, &+
B MCDI 1 HL 37 i W BRSO B 55 2 5 4h, B 76 B L A4 HGH f J2 5% T MCDI X 25 1 B 251 19
J—MZ, Nernst-Planck J5 f22 IR ff oo fifi b 7 X Fh 56 R (LK (3)).
Ji=-D;-(gradc; + z; - ¢; - grad D) 3)
X J i BB EAEE, mmol(sem®) s D, N T AL, om®s™; z WE THIME;
¢, ME TR, mmol-cm™; grade, Ml grad® 43 5l Ay 25— [ ¥ B o 5 AR Wt 3566 3
Y F R B IR T, B A MCDI By 338 o R A W RIR S, Ry L 2K
WA, L, ZWEF R R E R grade, X Tl 5 A2 S, BEAh, ARBEEE UE M E N 1.2
V L B, MCDI BH BH AR OB 2 45 48 2 X AR 7, 25620 (3) mT LAHEWT i 55 7 F1 j 25 175 B T35
JRE - 38 g, RS, R PR R X (4).
Ji D;-z-¢
szDj-z,--c,- @
gt R 2MK @), WIBUEW T 3 A E RGBSl RN ha>Se> Ay, TERIRB IR
A0, TS han=1:1.87:3.615 A, BT BYIK G 2R KD N R >Re=Rwi; o 1T Na'™fE 3 F fHES
T A BRI K G /N3 e, SO MR, RENHH KT KGR o —3
(1, {ENHE KK L3R A%, R 3 Fl s 178 MCDI (% #5355 4+ 25 1V 3% A NH>K™>Na®, H Na'th T
IR G2 AR 1 56 3R 32 BINHZE 4 (10 52 2R T K
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Table 2 Physical properties of ions

N @%Jﬁ%/ IKEAER/ i e 7J<EPE’\JE“ ﬁfz%;l%m/ Kk ——
(g'mol™) (0.1 nm) (0.1 nm) (107"m™s™)

NH} 18.04 3.31 1.48 1.96 2.24 +1
Na* 22.99 3.58 0.95 1.33 3.77 +1

K 39.10 3.31 1.33 1.96 2.49 +1
SO}( 96.06 3.79 2.9 1.07 1.31 -2
NO3 62.00 3.35 2.64 1.91 1.27 -1
CO%’ 60.01 3.94 2.66 0.92 1.48 -2
Cr 35.45 3.32 1.81 2.03 1.83 -1

T RN BT HIR G 5 B TR H

2) BN B TSR 0 B [ 3 5 —so;
G4 T R IR HE B T MCDI % T 44 41 TH M . SN
6| 3

R B IR CIL SO FINOGEE 3 Fh e 11
W B Es . PTLUE SO B W B 2 i 3
B T CIHINO;., X W[ REIH A T LLF 24
. B, 2ME T BN, X

BT (mg - g7)
IS

AR B T 0K 22 K B B T R 2y
R ETENE, REWKELERE, R s KB B

) ) E]: EA BT t 2 e A0 Bl B2 B3 B4
KFRq *DRNOS(%% 2), B MBS - 1A R H, for Y e

SEOSONE T T S BIRE g5 nepy sy s st SRR IEE T OB
& SOi_ I ) i e 52 4k 2 R T LA NO; Fig. 3 Adsorption amount of anions in five artificial landfill
GFE 1), I @) T Lot 3 # B F w) leachates by MCDI
BRI B OC RN Jsor >>Ino > oo

FH 8 1] LA A 25 SR T DU, a(SO3) Bifl 5 A5 40 17 3 75 DB R b 20 0k B2 1 T v 1 S 3 R R, A
P #5540 7 I 2 U8 W A0, B1~B4 1Y a(SO;) 43 4l T K T 6.79%. 18.28%. 29.74% 1 35.25%, 1H
a(CI) 1 a(NO3) HYZZ AL B AR B B 03X J2 K Reor FE Ry I Ryo, B 157, SO; 32 B NH; 1Y 5 4 52 Wil i
K, W B R REAR AR, e BT R R e P A A, a(CL) AT a(NO;) BT 23 A BT T R (A0
Bl. B2), WE2HWLIFEN, RENOE CIEKGFREMY B R L2MAK, B T CIriKik
FEWEETNO;, KW, CIZFINHZEH 0 K TNO;, 7R AME &, aoCHWSIFGT
f% (B2. B3. B4).
2.2 FEFEEZXT MCDI I B35 R 89 820

1) J& 5 i X BH B8 T 0 W B 0CR 2 i o 1 4(a) B0 T ORI BE BB B AR T, BB 3B DR TR
M Na'. K'. NHy MR &R . ATLLE 1, SEIIE B I8 AOAH L, C1 A C2 1Y a(K") FlI
o(NH) B945 it LTk o DR A O B R A B O e M, 68 0 e 5 199 P o 2 felT 94 9 1) pHL BEAIX (81 4(c))e 24
R 17 32 35 8 T B9 W1 3R pH M 7.83(A0) N E] 7.2(C2) Bf, i FHLESEMr, NH, 4> T & i 25 & /K
) H78 ONHG, AT 3088 - A e R i 32 T v, (045 NG AR B 5 v 2520 Rl B, AR R rh i
M E R R S Z AL S, WALEY, X WiE s 7N i, XF 4 8 21k it
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W & )m B T S 5 T R h W R R 5L A 45 B i & )R - E R Ak & ¥ (metal-humic complex,
MHC)™, 3 o/ HTHE A1 3 4B M 78 V0 Vb i I BREVE T, (B TR B 4 s s R AR AR TR], KM 5 R 4E
MR 45 A AR R T Na'® I 58 IR AR B2 i /K PR e K i 2 — B4, T 3 b BH B8 7 7K Ak R R
NH;>K"™>Na", K, Na'5 @5 R 45 A A8y e 55, 7618 55 IR 19 vk B B i (Na") — B Ak F B
FEE

465 FE R VR R 4k S L TEEY, 3 BH B T A0 U BRI ER R B R R B B . A EE A0, C41)
a(NH}) . a(K") Fl a(Na) 53 593k 2 7.88% . 19.79% F1 34.28%. Hi[E 4(c) & i, B b 5 08 W 45
MCDI W fff 2 J5, pH¥ ETF T, HREE BHER W E N LI, WHEE pH MEEESTHE, Wi
MCDI 25 W F 7 b 8 4 1, 8 55 At B B8 0% 12 B 7™ A 5 2800, JB B R () W B8 8 v, H Pk
FEARLAR S, X R TE RN R, R, B 3 R PH G W R R 38 2 R A R A G T v
M BEAR

2) JE§ BE R X BH S - 1 W BRSO B 52 e o 1R 4b) A1 TR [V BE B B RR T, DL S8 B
1 CI, SO . NO;WIMZFIACR . 5B F AR A, S FE MR vk B T )5, B W B it 38 2%
SRR A R, X AT RE R NN AR HA h R AR B T A" 3B MCDI i FHAR W FfE, HisE
SN HHE RSN . 5 a(NO3) A EL, a(SO2) Fl aCL) FEVRALBE K, Hih, a(SOZ) 78 i 5 R ik
FEARKE M CLFN C2 584 T A SR BE 0 32080, 43 3 14.88% Fl 31.33%; >4 Ji BH R Wk B 4k 2L Tt /&
F, a(CL) By 3 Ul A% B T L R 2038, AU b7 B2 UE W C4 19 o CL) . a(SOY) il a(NO3) AH EE A0 4351
I T 72.12% . 63.45% F 21.46% . X2 HH T 5B UE VR SO I 4h vk B I 3 S T 55 A 2 R S
T, DRI R o ) S U R O B 5 T CURY /K Ak SR 3 o T A 2 Fh g (% 2), R CIIik
JEE AR AU B 05 UE VP B At 2 A e A, (HBE S B A R i T, O g R B K . NOG#E
3MEF R EAHKMR . KA/ B RO R, 220 R W T = s N, T
VB R A B A i B, A B ) 2 BR AR .

35¢ 8.0 8.4 .
~ —K* ~ SO — i
b 30 soNa o 7.0} 'I' gc1f 821 oy SRS
1} iy & Sof 8t
£ 201 8 = 40l T 76}
5] .
X 15t k3 = 74|
N~ < M- 3.0 ’
05| | R 2o 70}
&I:; X 1.0y %@ a@ & X 6.8
A0 Cl C2 C3 C4 A0 Cl C2 C3 C4 A0 Cl C2 C3 C4
BB e S Bivar @ e ke BB U A
(a) PHESTWHZE R (b) BIES Tk b2 (c) Wl aTEpHYAR L

4 MCDI X RIUNIIFZ LK A0, C1. C2. C3 1 C4 HIRFHLE
Fig. 4 Adsorption effects of artificial landfill leachates of A0, C1, C2, C3 and C4 by MCDI

2.3 [EFEER X MCDI ;5 72 B B4R i+t

1) 221~ W B B4 5 MCDI X i 58 1 o W o6 o L A8 35 o J 0 18R A A 23 fE MCDIL X358 43 TE ML 5
T W B A R, H AT BT SR A A HIL TG G a4 & MCDI 42 AR i T 57 3 98 U8 R 36 ) — 1>k
%o &5 02 3 A WRB I, MCDI X 857 3508 T VP 8 2 IR i W B2 SR o T VB B, RS 1 JE
Wy, Rl E KB U VR TR B R 1Y 2% BR R B AT LAk Bl 74.84%(C1). 64.59%(C2). 62.5%(C3)
F1 47.4%(C4). X BL R T MCDI 1y W B 7E F A6, 3 W v /9 BH 25 5 88 100 7 3098 U8 W 45 5 T i
MHC WA 7F 7 H8 5l R i W B o SR 56 2 AIER 3 AN A, gl B %, X 2K MCDI i W% Fff 32
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TR 2 bR, B CIE PR B A i e

FEL OB R PR A ) o % T I I K A i P g oL S

BKPEMITR L. ZECRMIREE R, A2 | AN

AR IR, HLAlS L AR LB AR A L S sl ig

F 18 5L R DD L A ol | NY | N |

bF) A2 B R AR T B Sh e A L £ | R

0 B AL R ) S 2 4 o A 5 R 2N

BER R BRI, RS 1A 30 o R RN

U2 B PR 0 1 08 P 5 8 A L b, R a e oo
BB UEW

T MCDI X i 5 R (4 F B RE J0 5 AT, g 5

P2 () FE 04 5 0 1 2 7
[ % T B B — 2 3% 15 Y4 JZ (dense fouling
layer, DFL), X5 420 KOG s 38 i

+:
éné,

TE B T 22

5 3NIREMEA T IEINIRISER C1. C2.

C3 #1 C4 BB TEER LR ZE

BTSSR B Ty, 3 A SRR AR 8 1 B WA R 5
R, JF BAE BRI 2 S BCE TRBEIE AN SE A o BEE B AUL I I8 VB b SRR A W R T, X R

15 e AR BERE i)™

Fig. 5 Humic acid removal rate in landfill leachates of C1 .
C2, C3 and C4 in three adsorption cycles

2) Z AWM ER 5 MCDI X &5 1 B9 WK o 151 6 J& 78 3 MRFRMCR BT, & A A [ vk 2 8 9
MR ) BB DR BT 45 2R o T LR Y, FEAN S AR 9 AO FP, 34N JE BT PN 6 A JCHIL 5 1 i) W
HTERZEJE BN B sl MR R B UE W C1~C4 TE55 2 AN SRS 3 40, BH B 1 A0 W i o
PPABCT S 1A A 2 B R AR B R e, IR T R J3E i 1 392 D 8 v 400 4 R 4 T e
T . BT 2.2 PR B A AR TP RSP RO 2 Ah, B RCR AR RO B R .

1.8 1 1
e —= S 1A
L [ S
7, 14 & 453
éﬁ 1.2 ;53
E o || & %
E 08 s:’ N
N | NS
= o6t | NB s;:::
= oost | N8 N
“ 02 N8| N
LN | N
cl C4
Bovaiar e R
(a) KM if4h
_ 9.0 BRI
o 8.0 _I_ ISSE- )bl
> 70 [ & 453 JE )
o0
E 6.0
= 50
%; 4.0 H
2 a0 | N NE
= 20 NG
& NS
7l [N
A0 Cl 2
Biveii & 3Rl e a2
(d) SOF M 2R
&6

Na* Il fff-g/(mg - g™")

CIif it /(mg - g7')
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A0 Cl C2 C3 C4

BB IR SR

() I 4t

NH; Wy [} H#/(mg - g™)

NO; i /(mg - g7)

3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
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0.5
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1.4
1.2
1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
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= 1E
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>
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A
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%

KKK
0‘0‘

X

QKL

%

.?
(L
XXX

XX

QKK

%

IIIII{(IIIJZ
>

I

AQ?V

%

B

A0 Cl1 C2 C3 C4
BB IR WG
(c) NH; W 25 5%
o1
] SE R
N &2 553 ] 1
N
\‘5.‘
:"
N
A0 Cl1 C3 C4

B 5
() NOJWRFfF&5 2R

3 NI R HA TS AR S48 335 8 7 A0 C1. C2. C3. C4 BOIR L

Fig. 6 Adsorption results of landfill leachates of A0, C1, C2, C3, C4 in three adsorption cycles
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Effect of ammonia-nitrogen and humic acid on inorganic ions removal from
landfill leachate by the membrane capacitive deionization technology
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Abstract  High concentration ammonia-nitrogen and humic acid are main challenges to apply membrane
capacitive deionization (MCDI) to desalinate the landfill leachate plumes. In this study, the activated carbon
cloth (ACC) electrodes coated with polyethylene ion exchange membranes were used in a MCDI system. The
desalination performance of the MCDI was studied on the treatment of synthetic landfill leachate plumes
containing different concentration gradients of ammonia nitrogen and humic acid. The results showed that the
increase of ammonia nitrogen concentration in landfill leachate led to an increase of ammonia nitrogen removal
by MCDI, while the adsorption amount of Na*, K” and SO;~ significantly decreased, and Cl~ and NO; removals
were less affected. The presence of low concentration humic acid (less than 1 500 mg-L™") could promote the
adsorption of K" and NH," by MCDI to some extent. However, a high humic acid concentrations (greater than
1 500 mg-L™") could reduce the adsorption amount of all inorganic ions, especially for anions. The humic acid
presence also reduced the re-adsorption effect of all ions by MCDI, and shortened the service life of MCDI
accordingly. Pretreatment of landfill leachate could reduce the concentration of ammonia nitrogen and humic
acid, which was beneficial for the improvement of the deionization efficiency of MCDI.

Keywords membrane capacitive deionization(MCDI); landfill leachate; ammonia-nitrogen; humic acid
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