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SFEAAR AR T A s ) 25 Bd it ot A 1 8 e A . 5
Pk Bkt

R ELE R KR! El 3K & a2 o el
WREE RR, EYE KGR L2
LTI T H2E B A ) 5 R B . 7O 3151005 2. PR 224 B R UM 24 B8, Tk 315175

W OE AEREAFESBEBREAAEY TE, DAY N RN %, R T 5%MH T SO, ik
. ONO, T M g | 8 3R AR RS M 452 B8 I 6] (EBRT) A8 25 Ak XoF A 40 % Bt W) 205 i 8 36 i 0 SR i s i, I R 30
JI 2R ARG (H 5 SE B B AT T M. SEaR g R R B o A W e o (D 2D R G A A 3 A% 1 S SO, BT R UK
1200 mg'm>, NO, JfHE# 800 mg:m™, HIFMAFL20.6 L, M B I}A] (EBRT) 75.36 55 SO, it i fk 8 37
WAL T, NO, % B 7 h Az W AH RO PR 158 s 18 TESR AT T RR B4 4 1R 47 U 4% 140 1 A W Bt 3 0 4 Bt
BORM BN 28, HAAE YA . IR TSR s 8 E SR ER, SO, I NO, S A4t 5 55 4 £k 48
53 A 2.68% F1 3.18% Y- 34 xR 22 5 TEmAEA&IET ., SO, Al NO, i34 K Br 3853 5 96.81% F1 92.98%, “F
52 B B far 4351 R 55.50 mg-(L-h) ™ 1 35.53 mgo(L-h), H AR EKEYMKT 100 mgm>, AJ 0L, EYisR—
R AT B v 5 R A8 T B A A= ) T2

KR EWEEYE; SO, NO; BUERBLAE; 37 f1#kim

B AR SRR SRR AR R R S SO, MINO,, BENIAUA #E, i 2 TE M0 ™ A4
SIS FEEE N, YL, R T2 e SO, A NO, ik A Mk B« PR IE R, B
RXEEFH AR C B R EMA BN )z, BB MG . B9 G A A
20 {40 80 AE M B AEOR MRS & R, LABREE LR | v RORIR AR 35 PR i BR B A= T H R o 1
Pl RTER S . APFRWI K], Y T 2R AR & EE SO, M NO, JEAUNT, 7T LASR I A5
M ZERBET), BAE G Y T AR KR Bt i SRR S ZE 0y ), H R AW g T2
(RDB) iy i 3, A 43 DA i M ff - . CHEN 48 i 55 3R W], RDB 7E IR A 45144 [\ 25 4k SO, il
NO, A RLIRF A0 1 R BRACR , (H i T NO SO Y BUSCR 22, 5 ZA NS N5 & 7 Fe(IN(EDTA).
BEAl, WANG S5 e AL Wi 16 35 W) 25 ¥ 4k SO, il NO, A5 b & 3L, 4% O, IR B4 BN 4% 42 =i 5
20% Ik, NO, B 2= BRBUR AT LN 49.28% 275 & 80.85%, XA T O, % NO Ry 1k, hah, BIfiqfe
GEARIAE R, EORL NI B T AN A YL B T IR AR, L RE A R DR AR B R SR R
MU 5T RDB [l a2 4 T ekl . Horh, SO, AR ™ ¥y S, NO, W%
AN Ny, AR R R AR =X (1) F2) Bk .
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SRB ,_ SOB

S0, =550 & 50 25 5 2 g (1)

Nir Nor Nos

NO, 2 NO, =5 NO; — NO; - NO -5 N,0 —5 N, )

SR, T RDB 4 S 6] 25 A Al 1 T2 Z R A AL ORI B Z Al 98, R, ARSE IS T 4F
S 2% T RDB [f] 25 A7 B A AR 32 SO, i W B . NO, ikl ¥ | B SR A FUAT EBRT 28 16 1Y 5
W0, IR BBl ) 2 R o A MR SE R 25 3R, DU & 5 IR 4R I 2%
1 #EFEE
11X FaAR A
A S5 Y SO, FTNO, SR 458 1o Ak 2% SNl A5 T A, SO, AU il 4 1 4k 5 e it W= (3),
NO, ‘Tl % B AL 24 R LR (4). Hir, H,SO,. Na,SO;. NaNO, % i 39 %5 1 mol- L™, SO,
NO, SR 1) J5 Y 32 38 38 I 4 Na, SO, % A1 NaNO, 7 TR 1% 2 s B R g il Tl i FH 28 S 38008 | b
A ey AR, T3] TN T 45 89 & SO, #1 NO, I ES, A P AR 8 Lh 20%.
Na,SO; + H,S0, = Na,SO, + H;0 +S0, 1 3)
2NaNO, + H,S0, = 2N2,S0, + H,0+NO-1 +NO; 1 “4)
SIS B A E MRS U B A T T TS K AR BT U, IR W A R T Y o R B R
C,H,,04 3 500 mg-L', NaCl 500 mg-L", K,HPO, 2 000 mg-L"'. MgSO,7H,0 600 mg-L™"', NaHCO,
500 mg'L™', CaCl, 55.4 mg-L™', CaSO,-5H,0 15.7.mg:L™", CoCl,-6H,0 16.1 mg-L"', MnCl,-4H,0 50.6
mg-L™', ZnSO,7H,0 220 mg-L™". FeSO,-7H,0 49.9 mg-L"',

NO, [ 1k W Ji7 SR FRER R 25 2, — W 43 96 06 B =1 SO, #1NO, RYHERUFRHE
78 (HJ 479-2009) M 4E SO, T e JBE SR P T Table 1 Effluent discharge standard of SO, and NO,
Wz AL - B B 2 i 4y e O BE 1k (HT 482-2009) 1 b - syﬁ mﬁ
S, ORI R UV-1800 48 51 AT L4356 Y6 (mgm?)  (megm)
FHIE WO NOG A SO M R IESR AR R
D _ > 4 JedHERbR e T 100 150
ICS-600 &+ i e . HHl, SO, %1 NO, i (GB 31571-2015)
HERCARME I 25 17 . vl LAAEHS SRR R T N RE WIS G ) 200 200
1 SO, Fl NO, it #5 Ji it ¥ J& oK 2116 100~200 PP g
723 o st e - R ) ) (DB44/ 765-2019) RGBT ) 100 200
mg'm”>, BN HERME, S92 25K RDB R
- s ) YT YL WO 100 100
fl 2 SR 2 SO A NOW IV R W SR T X KUk o
. W LA A RA B
100 mg'm (GB13223:2011)  grectemaciat) 10 100
1.2 RDB%E

RDB L35 E AN 1 R o SO0 s RIS R A VLB B A RL . 2% 3T, SN AR
SRR I HESR S, IR A R AR NI SE DI RE . N AR A Bl 51 L BB IRR
et R e 4 (FLAEZY 1 mm), #M% 220 mm, AL 80 mm, AT N SL., JES M FEe T IE A,
FAC T L O R AN HE S SEDREE i B e B Rl il SRR, R A R SR AR 4y
1.3 LA

10 L Diks 5 0I5 U8 5 10 L3S SRR A 45 i A2 RDB 9, LA NaNO, il Na,SO, 1 & & 5 1
TR, XI5 U6 %) DNB #l SRB & #3555, WML, Hr, NaNO, 15T vk B2 4% 46 B2 A 100 mg-L™
BB 1200 mg L', Na,SO, At 5 fk v BE 260 M 200 mg-L ™' 4518648 % 1 600 mg-L™', 4% 24 h,
R 1Y FR H NO, A SO,» Y BT it Wk FE AR Ak . 435 FR W T NO, Al SO,> 25 B 171 fif 4 45 A X B2
&, JFERIE A SO, F1 NO, JE A B FI & IR, 78 SO, Ml NO, B HFE F N ah e . BA
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Fig. 1 Device diagram of RDB

Ja s By Bt FERT 70 do RDB Jgahoe i Jn, 06 %5 %8 SO, Tt Wk B . NO, i v . 5 SRR B .
EBRT % RDB Jit i Jit fiF 4 68 1) 52 e oS24 B3], B2 4 30 °C, pH A 7, #3323 rmin', SRR
R 024 m’h', B 2hWEEERW 1L, I pHE, pHMW2E KT 05085, H 1 mol'L™" Y
HCI 5%, NaOH ¥ i 15 .
1.4 RDB [EfEzh HFEE MK
SO, #1'NO, 7E RDB P 1Ak ot #2 = 8500 3 AN 0 i A0OM ) 8 32 RN JECRE I 9 1, B R R
W WCRR SR AR R S ORI i, AEHURVE Y E TR Y. B SRR . RS R
¥ : (DRDB EFRNO Jy—faSad #, WA . pH S ARRT A8 {k ; QBRI S s 3h, H AR R —F
BT — L& s — B D RE 8 OEYEE R AR R, WARERREECH, |’
R FE ALY 5] s @SARFIROAR Y OB ) 43 A 19 5), RO AR ms g, ZmgHhm gy m b iy sy
B, HATRAE SURFL B ] A 3 S 5 R 200 s R X 5 G ) i) IR A7 = R A s @NO 7 8 57
W STERT Y EEE—3, RVAETESMT KA, NO Bl N,, JTThE™=Y . JFhit
M 4 T £ <7 1 52 B FI Monod 3 24 7 #2632 T RDB 76 <A G (5)). WA (R (6)). A=A (R
(7)) " NO b i F2 ) i g 41 43 7
{%21)6%—‘/66&—21\7&
ot or? or g
r=R,, C,=C;

(&)
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ac, 9C, aC, a a
“Lop oy, —t_ZNy-=N
ot b or Yor e g P 6
e (6)
LB = B X -
0C, ’Cy .
—— =Dg—— - max, - .~
o toxe  MmPrRic
X=0,Cy=C, (7

ac
2(5%), (5.
K Co MIHEREPH AR EWERE, mgm”; C, Mg W EEE, mgm’; D N5 W7
MR RET, SO, N 1.91x10 ecm?>s™, NO }2.32x10° em*s s o WHDRHEE A, 6cm? cm>;
VRERIWAET, ecm’; R, MR AINE, cm; r HAEF IR, om; e IR HSZFLIE R, 0.94%;
S MHIBAEYEIERE, 0.1 cm; Vg HIGEYMSIHEZ, oms™; g, AP K AR R0,
SRB # 3.44x107s™", DNB A 2.78x107°s™"; p, AAH AP 2L 0.05 grom™; K A2 AT R B0,
SO, M 1.5x107 grem™, NO, & 1.2x107° grem™; &k, AT LRI, cms™; &k J W AH T 9 5%
BMRE, emss k WEYRETRHEBESR, o woRBCEHARRE, mL.
o A B R LK (8), Hih S0 I (9) FiX (10).
kia ok,

Cs=C ————(Ry— 8

G 0€Xp 81(kL+5k1)VG( 0=1) (®
”mapr

ki = —— 9

'K ©)

8128—82—83=S—V—a’6 (10)

Fh T NO 6 7 i B AR T . B R NO 1 k25 K T NO 7 F 900 (10 0 0445 I e 14,
Bok, > k. PUL (8) T AL Bt (1),

ki
'C‘I,G(Ro—r)] (11)

CG = Co exXp |:—

&1

MR8 W A% BT R BT BNk =D aVIW), Wrik %" S &5 8] T s ) 228 R (X (12)). i
AT AR AR WAL RE R R N SRR B, BERC I A RDB XML T B (/T 600 mg-m)NO ()Rt #2 .
D, a*V
W/V —ad)W Vg

A SIS 115 YL I SR SO, AT NO, IR A EA, H SO, 5 i Tk, NO, 111 NO fE%5 K,
W T IR &858 2 AL NO,, NO, B 5K & A I o X=X (10) 18k ik — 2L 9% %% . (DRDB 4b
RS, R pH PRRFAAS ;. QBURME [ 8 45 Ak 52y ol 5 — 30 QIR A A e . W Fa
E HJRE 50 @M AN AT ECRME m 34, s U iz s, ish U 2
G2l 75 e By 2 6] A & A2 I ;. @SRB Hil DNB 28 40 1 76 BORN 25 55 20 A5, H H A AH 0
DSO, T aFEffE R S, NO, SEAREM AN, TTHM =Y., HAEARLR S, SO, il NO, i) HH 1% Jit
R K F YRR ER, B ok <<k WL LR, ¥ 12) 1) 2B RS 1T T 0040 Fn i 5
Jo, AR (3 (13)) (%R R N7 7 TR A o4 i S R B 1)

Cs = Coexp[ "G (Ro— i’)] (12)

aéﬂmapr
Cs=C — Ry — 13
G 0€Xp (8—W/V—a6)VGkS( 0o—1) (13)
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2 ZER5THR
2.1 SO, REKRE X‘Iﬂﬁﬁn’iﬂﬁﬁﬁxﬂ%ﬂ’]E’ﬂ

75 NO, R VR Ty 800 mgrm ™ IR [ el R
F30 C. AMRWE R4 Lmin', pHK 7, 5 L] R S R — S W
WA 3rmin', EIFWA N 195 LT, AIFH 80 - SRABINO, KR

e e s . s LNl A5 BHINO Fr
SO, R EWE T, RDBXF SO, fll NO, % Bk §7m -
S5 0 52 MR RVR LR H R P 2 B 5% % ol . sosma

3 » NO Eff%
% SO, #A ﬁngMﬁﬁ%myniﬁﬁi 0 — R0, Fe?
2 205.52 mg'm™, K2R M\ 97.69% ! --- RA3)BHUSO, KR 5
mg-m” ‘ %Bfi}}\ o0 % WAL 2 a0 [ ROMAHING S
92.55%; 4 SO, #HFTHRIKE KT 1530.80mg'm™
f, SO, H A5 &k & F 100 mgm™, H B %00 6007 900 1200 1500 1800 2100 2400
75 SO, S B B, NO, 2 BR K& e )
92.16% [4 % 86.34%., Al UL, 15 SO, ik ik i £ 2 A[ES0,RET SO, # NO, Lk HF M LI #IEF0
% NO, zr@f% R, RS0, S RORERR
g . i ig. omparisons o , an . removal efficiencies

FK, SOZ JoF ik J3E i BB v SO42 between model results and experiment data at
e B h j][] , SRB %4 142 LLsR LY, H ]z different SO, concentration

Yy ST ¥G I &y 7 4B H,S, M 4 | DNB i
PER2A PR, FE R SO, i vk B N 2 R E HOKSE, BERE R R AR R SO,, MANANENO, &
B 77 A PR E SR . 24 SO, TR I 1 216.23 mgrm > B E] 1 530.80 mgrm > B, NO, ERRFR NI T
W R RE, AT UL SO, fid Jit i ik B2 WA 1200 mg-m ™,

X (12) Al (13) B4R S5 SO, I NO, SE I Hidls Z L& ol , bR =t (13) 5
SO, 52 55 B4 1 400 A48 B0 8 F 28 (12) 0 AR Fy 71 VB HSEJEE 88 R AR A: 0 1 1 55 S 80 S B s O 5 1B ATh A
w2, R ) WL 55 IR 0.60%~11.60% B4 Xt k2%, X 2 Mk 13) 5
NO, 5256 K4 1 3 1 4 X 15 22 43 5918 19.62% F1 8.19%, i THEAIR % RDB AWMl mEaZs, Wik,

I (12) AKX (13) B bR AR AN S, 1T SEBR DNB A2 BRZ:3NO, KRR TR

2.2 NO, RERE XTI HE S RAE M

7 SO, AR N 1200mg-m™ . RN 30 C. KA N 4L-min ', pH K7, F# N 3rmin',
BIRWARTN 19.5 L B, ARNO, < &2 ik

100 p ~mme

£, RDB X} SO, 1 NO, 25 Bk 2 ) 52 56 K 4 A1 !-'N:""""-"‘-'“-l.-‘-;-'.\.':i_-.'i,'_\_f:::.:‘i"'"“'y':'_'_'_':;

BEABE B 3 BTy e SO, 1% R or I

RYESFTE 95% Lidr . I g R 520 (13) BLilEL < 80 o solzﬂfﬁo : N

5 107 44 20 30 0% W 1.05% ., HL SO, i 2 B 01 R(iaso, .

K B NO, B ik e FE £ 80 D T 5 4 SR -

Bt TS0, 7R AL BB NO, ol - SR LAING 1

XF At B A e T 28 AT Wl Ik(lsmuwo KRk | |
ﬁ%ﬁ%{ﬁﬁ}% 200.62 mg,mﬂ J:}I'i 200 400 600 800 1 000 1200

NO S T e B /(mg - m™

| 165.65 mg:m®, RDBXI NO, ) % & % M UK e )

96.11% T W % 74.55%, 4 NO, itk g+ B3 FREINO RERET SO, MNO, XREM R

B0LS1mg'm” Ji. RDB X NO, ERRGILER *E*”f*fémjitg*ﬁ N
A s - - ig. omparisons of SO, an . removal efficiencies

Al NOLéi BRI TR, H NO, AR between model results and experiment data at

%{ﬁ E = 100 mg'm’3o I s S NOX ﬁ = different NO, concentration
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g

e BE N 1% R 800 mg'm ™. FHER T NO, 2 BrF AL 05 88, X (12) M BIHLUEHE 1K 16.80%~22.54% ,
2 (13) AR B4 T =5 5.27%~11.00% .,

2.3 EFFRARFRST B R A R B R0 120 PV 7.7 oL

TE SO, A FUE R N 1200 mg'm >, NO, 1mn“%mﬁ?gﬁf-Nw%$ﬁs
> =N Ny = N \ o N I“(ls) % L‘NO) 4373 ‘ .
PRI R 800 mg'm™ L IREESH 30 C L K 100 | e T

o
(=}
T

HiiE A 4L min', pH A7, #3#E K 3r-min”' B, L ey

EERE%
g

FURHFROR/L

AT 3% A BT SR I BE A9 725 46 K SO, A im0 s 123
NO, 2 B 38 Y S 56 5 4 FBSLDUEOE B 2R 70 félz*ﬁgmﬂﬁ 120

[ 4 B . TTLAR th, BEEEFRRABUA 173 L OF IR

. N 2 115
WE 21710, HRRWREAWE BT, Wik, or N
?@lﬂ%ﬁ*ﬂij}ﬂ ’ ﬁﬂbﬂ: S02 B‘J%'?&’fgﬁﬁ*% ’ 40 1.7 1.8 1.9 2‘0 2‘1 221‘0
SO, 2 Bk % M 90.61% I T+ % 97.73%, fit 5 X HEFWIABUL
(13) BUNRRHBAAU &, FEA 5220 1.78%. 4 TREFRER TIREREHT LR SO, 7

NO, % B A1 S50 %08 55X (13) B LA %L NO, 2 Bk 3 K S8 08 015 A U EL 3R

P - 15 45 %) i 22 K 7.89%, T2 (12). 3R} Fig. 4. Liquid holdup in filler and comparisons of SO, and NO,
S, WIS T No, R, S s ok o
B, 2 (13) LS B 23 BT sk

5 rf NO, 25 B R AE 8 FR WA B8 20.6 LI GK 2 dg R, O 90.83%; 48 FR WA KT 206 L
J5, NO, ZERFW M T IR A ik BT FRUS 5 A F T NO, 19 A% Bt 2,
H2 6 NONO, 5 7K S I AR i) “T-AE W& Fad #2140 S8 R R BUNT 20,6 L IF, XF NO, f& i1
PEHER T X5 NO f& B iy s, PRI, B NO, ZEBR A3 s 10> 8 FR MR TR T 20.6 LI, XF
NO 1% J5t i # #1 K T % NO, 1% Bt i 2, NO,  BRZF B . (HAMRIE A= Wy 1% B il s il (12), A
RPHAH R RS, k2 O AR R ik 5 RDB H1
WS4 ) 53 A HURHA B A8, ALLL ik 58 J5E 2
FRBURHFW R . T SEgR P RO ETEANMY

LML 6 SO B T s 2061 o5t

Jis, BB IR RARARS I, W B, BORE '

BN AR BN AP RBL N 0 R T not

NO kW f i #1520, BjR . % 18 21 S0, Al Es TREFAS TR REE

NO, AR EE R RF BLAR 1Y L BRACR . ARSI W B fE Fig. 5 Diagram of liquid holdup in filler at different volume of
B IR WARFNL A 20.6 L nutrient solution

2.4 EBRT 33 B &R i 3 R B9 521

34 EBRT J2& i 17 4iE K 35 Y 4 5 0 AH 1A 90 4 1 422 fiok R s 1z B (] 2 45 75 SO, AT NO, 19 2% B
o E SOy HE AU R JE O 1 200 mgrm™, NO, 7 U5 ¥k B O 800 mgrm . i JE 30 °C |
SMEF R 4 Lmin', pH R 7, H#E R 3 rmin', EFFBA A 195 LE, A EBRT T SO, fil
NO, Y £ B R K 6 FF/n . 24 EBRT M 37.68s 14 Jil & 75.36 s, SO, 22 & M 93.06% 4= =5 5
97.38%, NO 7[Rk % M\ 68.81% 2 = £ 90%. i %& EBRT M 75.36 s ik — 25 3 Jin %] 301.44 s, SO, il
NO, [ B RIF IR ZE , 2 WIR E 5) 99.40% F1 98.41%. MFEIE b id, EBRT K, RDB X}
SO, Fl NO, i K BRACR B AT o (0N TR FH A9 AR B Bk i, 4 /Y EBRT bR 9% VR 2% Fl il 4% 3
e B, 3E— A R HREARIE SO, FI NO, £ BRAUE Y EBRT & Z . MRIELILE R, &
S H EBRT VN 75.36 s,
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MK 2L AP EFEHKRE, L
(13) 5 SO, LB R LI EIE Tk, T4
XFiRZE N 4.01%, WMAELK S, 15HYNE )
B3 23 37 WA AN A AR S5 o A AN s, g
AR AR E W E 8, PRI EBRT KT
FRigfH, H EBRTAK, i5H9idith, S5HA
W2 shZEE R, Fit, 7 EBRT J 37.86s
i, 3 (13) A AR SR AR T 52 PR &R 11.60%.
NO, % Fi % 9 52 50 B4l U5 60 7 X (12) fn =X
(13) Z[al, 45522500 16.68% F116.30%.
25 mHAOFEREIE

i ESCATHL, SO, Al NO, 25 [ 5 il S2 56 %k
52 (12) MBI AR R 25, P34
TR 2439 K 33.07% F117.59%

o i 16 %
100 B R W
%
90t
L
sof S
& 70t ;
& o SO, LR
% oeol = NOERRR
— X (12)BHSO, L=
sk --- (A3)BHLSO, LR
AN O, e
40+ - --(3)BHIN O F R
~~~~~~~ ISBHINO, LR
300 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
EBRT/s
6 7[E EBRT T SO, 71 NO, & R A0 SL I8 B A0
BRI HRLL R

Fig. 6 Comparisons of SO, and NO, removal efficiencies
between model results and experiment data at different EBRT

Ak 5 1 28 (13) X5 SO, 2% Bk & iy A5 0L 8 35 5 SE 3w B ae LA 1 DL A, P4 Xt iR 2= 00
2.68%, {HZ (13) X} NO, 2 Bk A5 4 15 52 560 BOHE I 2 AR SR 0K, P34 X TR 250 7.72% .

1 T 20 (12) A A= W Sy 428 il > 57 09 0 20 (13) S 90 VR s iy 428 i e ST, DA IRT 2.
B3, Bl 4FE 6l LIEH, NO, B I5 i 20 30 (12) 520 (13) BRI 2 5 . 14,
AR NO, 7E23 S P2 5 2 B AL NO,, 1H NO, Fl7k & A b2 [ RiATE 23 72 4 NO@L (14)).

3NO, +H,0 = 2HNO; + NO (14)

L AT DAHED , 454 4514 NO, 7€ RDB AL AT fE A NO, F NO WY ZE& S, B ad A 4
FHFNVE AR 1 D[R] 58 A o AR S 0 aC 25T, AR Rt BRI K 2/3 1) NO, JE B NO;#E AR
A, PRl DNB SRS fbig il s Higy 13 42 NO, H % DNB Wik . Ktk, w1 ¥ RDB %
AR NO, iR BT I, 25 R WL (15).

Co Dya*V AOmax P
3 P T Zao Ve (6= W]V —ad)Vek.

B EE M (15) 5 R B IR A% gl nT LIFER 2. Bl 3. Bl 4 fE 6 AR, SO, fil

NO, S50 55 5 4% sl F1 AR RUBLRUBOE (10 46 X i 22 WL 36 2, 3K (13) S AR5 SO, 2% bk % A S 560 i 4l
Fz 2 FHEE SO, FINO, FEUBEFESITEHEFENLER

Table2 Comparisonsof SO, and NO, removal efficiencies between model results and experiment data

Co = (Ro—r)]+%exp - (Ry—7) (15)

A BB 5 S0 KR ] A 28 0] 3R 22/ %

bt/ L7 TAKN A(12) K(13) K (15)
PN e/ ] 5PN 4N 1 PN YN 1
SO M 53.62 9.34 33.79 8.54 0.42 3.89
© NO & 36.52 35.23 35.90 1.72 0.43 1.05
: EFRWAATR 43.92 8.31 30.42 3.61 0.21 1.78
EBRT 56.61 2.06 32.18 11.60 0.60 4.01
SO, i 16.80 22.53 19.62 11.00 527 8.19 4.00 0.55 2.18
NO, NO & 21.00 10.72 15.91 17.35 3.88 8.49 5.33 0.46 2.43
BEIMAATR 27.15 6.56 17.59 11.65 5.87 7.89 9.95 2.12 497

EBRT 31.00 0.91 16.68 15.17 1.58 6.30 6.67 1.29 3.16
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eI IS, 4 xR 2% K 2.68%, BIEJER (15) 5 NO, £ R LI T s, SFH 4 xR
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Fig. 7 Effect of EBRT on the SO, and NO, removal efficiency
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Abstract In order to explore a biological process that can efficiently and simultaneous desulfurization and
denitrification, the rotating drum biofilter was taken as the experimental object, the effects of SO, mass
concentration, NO, mass concentration, nutrient solution volume and gas'empty bed residence time in rotating
drum biofilter on simultaneous desulfurization and denitrification under aerobic conditions were studied, and the
fitted values of the kinetic model were compared with the experimental data. The results showed that the
optimum conditions of simultaneous desulfurization and denitrification for rotating drum biofilter were SO,
mass concentration of 1 200 mg-m, NO, mass concentration of 800 mg-m , nutrient solution volume of 20.6 L
and gas empty bed residence time of 75.36 s. The SO, purification process was mainly controlled by liquid
phase mass transfer, and the NO, mass transfer process was completed by the cooperation of biological phase
and liquid phase. In addition, the kinetic model which can better describe the desulfurization and denitrification
effect of rotating drum biofilter under aerobic condition was modified. Due to the differences of biological
phase, liquid film, pollutant flow and other variables and assumptions, the average absolute errors of SO, and
NO, simulation data and experimental data were 2.68% and 3.18%, respectively. Under the optimum conditions,
the average removal rates of SO, and NO, were 96.81% and 92.98%, respectively, the average removal loads of
SO, was 55.50 mg-(L-h)™" and NO, was 35.53 mg‘(L-h)™, respectively, and the outlet gas mass concentrations
of SO, and NO, were lower than 100 mg'm. It can be seen that the rotating drum biofilter is a feasible and
efficient biological process for simultaneous desulfurization and denitrification.

Keywords rotating drum biofilter; sulfur dioxide; nitrogen oxide; desulfurization and denitrification; kinetic
model



	1 材料和方法
	1.1 试剂和标准
	1.2 RDB装置
	1.3 实验方法
	1.4 RDB降解动力学模型优化

	2 结果与讨论
	2.1 SO2质量浓度对脱硫脱硝效果的影响
	2.2 NOx质量浓度对脱硫脱硝效果的影响
	2.3 营养液体积对脱硫脱硝效果的影响
	2.4 EBRT对脱硫脱硝效果的影响
	2.5 动力学模型修正
	2.6 最佳工艺参数下RDB好氧脱硫脱硝效果

	3 结论

