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B OE N TS IRBKERE, SRR T (Fe¥) 1AL IR AR Eh (NaClO) B Ak T2 oot HB K s R, %52
T Fe’'/NaClO & % # Fe?'fll NaClO i . 91 4f pH X 15 I B /K P BE B2 A, IR 5% 5 Ak 75 U TR BE W /K 09 4 FH AL
Hil. WEFEFRWI, #I44 pH 4 5.0, Fe' Fl NaClO # A (LA B [ 1K) 43 91 4 48.61 1 39.04 mg-g ' F, 35 U2 HY
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G BRI A D5 K T K ) R ) A BT 22— o
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&) %) T S0 S A 5840 {6 . BEHIN %80 Rl H] Fe*' 1% £k NaClO 43 Tk K iy 5 ik &4, R
R A B . ZHAO 25UV BIESY & L, Fe*/NaClO T. 25 ] L) 25 [ 137 % 15 ik i v w6 A 2H 4
JESSIELEENA “U fF 5% 1" Fe®'/NaClO 1. A AE 42 il 55 ) i5 Je oK%k A BILA) I A Pk N o s th My
T YRR, B = 065 Y8 P R A 2 A g5 S K AR RS FE AL 55 e R BK PS5 A8 . B RE AT Y S B

AW 5T S KT Fe*/NaClO 1. 20 5 Ak 780 4 75 U6 B K 1 B8 i T A7 1 AT #4858, JF % %8 pH. Fe™ il
NaClO 4% Jin & X 5 e B K M BE (5% i o [RIE, 3 5 X%F B 3 M Fe?'/NaCl0 4b B i J5 15 8 45 & /K i 2
Iy, RIARME . BARLERY . R 1EE RE T LL & EPS 4 45 A0 A A5 BRAL M R A0 A8 4k, LI B 9% T
IS P K AR FHALER . ASBIFSE 45 T R i5 K T R4 5 Ve K s A iR S
1 MR57F%
1.1 R&KTR

ARSI sy v fet R B R 0 P S e R E T AT TR A T K AR 3T IO Y O, TS KRB TOR
FH<BC R B AAO+HS RS AL TR R B8 b b B T2, &3 H AL Y5 /K BLBE 3x10° ¢, BUJERT >R 20 H i 1
AT 4y, DARBRED A . MRS ARSI A0 5 s R ERE 2 h, B2 L5 G 8 S5
B, A4 CHFE T Mk, B RWEEEREARER R &K 98.63%+0.01%. pH
6.99+0.07., 757 lLFH (13.47+0.85)x10"” m-kg ', # &M EA G (VS) (12.73+£0.47) g L', BT [ {4 &
(TSS) (20.58+1.27) g-L ™', FHPkife (D50) (28.19+0.03) um.
1.2 fRE R AR 7

WA B (NaClo, fb2#4l) . LK & iR 1k W £k (FeSO, 7H,O, 4r#r4l) . 1 A W 8 &
(C,H,KNaO-4H,0., =30%) . Ml (Wal) . 41 HE A (BSA, AW4) | Bz (H,80,, 4
Mrad) .
1.3 IXW/HE

43 3 TS5 2 B0 T VR B K P BE A R . NaClO 8 in 12 5% i) S5 56 78 7 T pH=5, Fe # il
ity 48.61 mg'g ', NaClO #& it 43ilh 9.76. 19.52, 29.28. 39.04 Fl 48.80 mg-g"' F 47, Fe £
T 5 5256 7E VA W pH=5, NaClO % il Jy 39.04 mg-g ™', Fe #4354 16.20, 32.41. 48.61,
64.82 F1 81.02 mg-g' F#AT . E AP Lh pH 5% M 5L 56 h, NaClO F1 Fe* # i i 43 51 & 39.04 i
48.61 mg-g', WA pH 23514 3.0, 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, 7.0 fi18.0,

K P BE R 1 mol-L™' i H,SO, ¥ 75 JE 1R & ¥ pH ¥ 2 5.0, ¥ 100 mL 75 J8 8] A 250 mL 4k &
i, JEJ5 A FeSO, 7H,0 Fl NaClO, #&5&¥5) )5 FE DS 11, B A E 3R 5 #8 h (250 rmin™,
25 °C) J W 40 min, 3828 W0 & K S ANG U8 LU BH 5 505 TR K PERE . FE UL EE Al _E 4R B EPS, @ )
BrZ W . 2R 0T d vk B D — 4k 28 I R 6 1 AR AL R 5T Fe™ /NaClO A& 2 5 Ak 15 Je /K 19 7B F AL
Mo A S g Y A AT 3K

TGV ARG S B, X K TS AR S 2R AT 3l DA 2075 e B R RE &, B3 mL ¥ 8 AR
A SmL BELOE T, R UKEE B0 R 2 EACIRAS s PRI B0 RS A I RE S A LS ¥ R B L AL
1E-55 °C FAURTHE 36 h, 15 RIB ARG R RS
1.4 SDhFEE

1) 15 Je WK PEBEDN 22 o 75 U LLBH (SRF) FI% 7K #8 (We) 2 R AR5 I B K PERE 1 24845, 1576
LU RH R B3 i BB A SE i, SRR AR ikl e, nX ()~ (3) s

2PA? b

X Q)

SRF =
C
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N 170.3377+0.000221 T2
We=—2""  100% 3)

ni, —nmy; —m,
K. PRHISIEEM, Pa, ; AN IEHM, m’; w HENIRGE, 1107 Pass; b oV 5 VINEE
REE, sm™; C IR A H BRI IR AT IR BT LB 0 TR ERE, g THIRE, C;
my AR R, g5 om WM TIEACE &, g m, NI JEACHIRYHMIE G M B EE, g5 my W
By JEACHIRUHIL TR B EE, g

2) EPS Y4 B 505 o R el R A R IR, 43 S 48 O % Y EPS (S-EPS) | FA I & Y
EPS (LB-EPS) 1'% % % i EPS (TB-EPS) . #ZH{ S-EPS I}, 1258 35 mL 158t A 50 mL (55045
W, ZmEmEE.C (4000 rmin', 10 min) £ 54 B0 05 FIEWRAEH, FRZ 0.45 pm U8R 8 S 0k
££ . HREULB-EPS B, 75K 0.05% A9 NaCl % (70 °C) N A B H, 15 AR M IR UK E % 35
mL, P R BER % #5235 2 min, DUAH ) S5 00 2500 Ab BT B LW W, )5 48 0.45 pum I8 A5 I 08 )
W . $EEL TB-EPS B, B 5544 0.05% 9 NaCl ¥ (70 °C) A B0, 5 AR R Bk 2 =
35mL, M FHIRIENR % 28 % 2 min, SRJG A 60 °C B KA AR 30 min, £ DUAH [R] 4 140 25 0 b
15 min, 548 0.45 um JEMEL I8 S UAE . $RHUE M4 2 EPS (RAFTE 4 °C VKFE T e ot e BRI BTN
25 T A R B 1 5 430 SR FH Lowry 2501 IR I - R 7 1.

3) HEdEhr . R 2R AR &AL Fh 1 5EH SERIES 2000, i+ Mettler Toledo 23 &) 43 #7
W32 75 e A BRAT JE 45 6 K i 8 B A8 Ak s R FH 98 K0k A (NanoZS 90 %, 3% & Marvern A FR 2%
Al W 5 e LT VR RURLY) Zeta HLAV 5 Al 8 B S EOGHREE 2 BT (LAP-W2000H, H [H JE ] 5 A ¢
AR A R 2w ) g TG e AR R ORL AR 4 A s SR FH AR L i AR 46 21 A8 O 1% AL (Nicolet 6700, 3 [H
Thermo 72 7)) 43471 K V5 U8 A i v A 26 13 0 — 90 285 # BT RE AT A0 28 AL R s i ad 491 i Pl o B
(Gemini 50, 3 [E Zeiss 23 7] ) WL 5% 15 & PORL 3% 18 SO0 Y S0 45 40 5 SR A X-3 4ot B T 4 (XPS,
Thermo Kalpha, 3%[E Thermo Fisher Scientific 23 &) 434715 6 % i & GE A 1 o R 54514k .

2 #ER5iTE
2.1 Fe"#1 NaClO =5 pH X1i5 e Bt 7K 14 5E A 52 1

MG IR W4 pH N 5.00, Fe*#findE H 48.61 mg-g™', NaClO £ % 75 Je it 7K 1 BE i 52 v 4
Bl 1 (a) BTz o 24 NaClo £ fin 2 M 0 5 i & 39.04 mg-g ' B, 75 I8 b BE A & 7K 243 51 AL 20.81x
102 kg'm™" 1 89.51% [ % 1.85%10"2 kg'm™" 1 71.48%, %2 TIEMRYE ST, NaClO # 1k /& i
I P B = i HCL10,  HAAUR e 7 %5 e 2R i i SRt A — 2 iy stk . Ik, Fe? &4k HCIO 7= A= 1
Fer [ 3k ((OH) fEl A M3 (-Cl) 7T LAAA RO IR EPS 2548, 1 Bl i5 Ue 22 1A 1% J97 fidk 0 400 Jfa 1) 24 it
PR AT 25 A K B AL U B K T 568 WA, SE T AE AL K 2o A b B 2 B 200, =l (4) 0 (5) B
Ro BRI, BEZE NaClO Hhn 1 2 48.80 mg-g ' I, ¥5 YR WK Pk e 3% A7 ik — 40 e R i Ak, 13
T i 5 ClO 4 TH #E-OH I 4E L AL BE 1 AH XA 55 9 S 50 F i 3 (C100) , =t (6) i, BRAR Tk
ZAALBE ) TS 2075 Ve I K PR RE 4k . BEHIN 250 75 #8597 2258 0 T 25 22 BR A48, Tl & K v % 75
eyt A kB A ClO- &l A i BE K, Bl Tl %2 7K b COD 19 2585 .

Kl 1 (b) &/ 1 Fe B X T 15 Je K PERE A 52 . 4 pH=5, NaClO=39.04 mg-g ' i}, P&
FeX B h i M 0 184 i1 2= 48.61 mg-g ™', 75 78 LU BEL AT & 7k 283 5 A 11.81x10"% kg-m™ F1 91.32% [ 1% %)
1.71x10" kg-m™ 1 71.74%. S50, 15 0Bk YEREREE Fe B 34 mmi 2 & . X2k, —
J7 Tl Fe? e JiE 1 3 i 412 F Fe?'/NaClO 14 £ 71 -OH BB, S8 EPS %4k, 551675 U 5 /K fig
Ty — 5, RN R R R A AR B et ] DU B A SO BEVE A, o Ts VA R A B kR, dnak
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Fig. 1 Effects of NaClO dosage and Fe** dosage on the performance of sludge dewaterability
@) FX(7) FiR . Y Fe® Bt M 48.61 mg-g ' #E— P14 AN 2 81.02 mg-g ! I, {5 Y@ WK P REUL i1 31
— A, — T, SR Fe SR 21 Fe, XTI B RA RN H—Jri, o
Fe*' VK -OH, FEOZMRAACRE AL . LR K — ZLBEAE A 15 8 M /K 1 E 1 i 36 91 A W]
2, A LR EPS 1AL 20 7R 255 /K Y B R OCHEME HT

Fe’* + HCIO — -OH + Fe™ +CI” )
Fe’* + HCIO — OH +Fe** +-Cl %)
HCIO +-OH — H,0 + CIO- (6)
Fe** +-OH — Fe** + OH~ (7

WK 2 iR, SR T 6 4 pH (3.0, 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, 7.0, 8.0) Xf Fe**/NaClO T. 2 #3575 e it
IKPERERI R . 45 0T, Fe?/NaClO T. 25 7E pH i Bl 3.0~5.0 i Jii /K 14 BE 35 3 e A, 7 I3
N, 75 U8 B BE AT 7K R T 43 S B % (3.32~3.82)x10"2 kg'm ™' H1 69.97%~71.38%, X i3 B Fe*"/NaClO
T2 PR EREELr . 2 TR M4 T NaClo ik A sl A A i M 38 & 19 HClo, A
B s P A AR i 4 Aok, JF H HRe il 100 0
15 e EPS L 11 i B 5 1B RE AT O 2k . FR 2 o EBEKE
FAAEA) JRF AL, AT B 1 15 I R I3 LT
RAE, WEUIREERE". {54 pH M 6.0 T+
£ 8.0 B, V5 e bb BH A5 7K 2343 H A 5.54%x10"
kg-m™ Fl 75.91% i B 34 2 11.20x10" kg-m™ F
83.91%, V5 URMEK T RE AL . X Br
J, pH 4 S BUA R Fe’' by T OH 2k 70 F 53
B Fe(OH), UL IE , i 45 H X NaClO 1 f# 1k 1% P 65
TR, M T -OH B A4 K, W5 T Fe*/ pH
NaClO T2 LRE 1Y, 455K, Fe*'/NaClO 2 %A pH XS R B K M BE Y S0
T pH YRR N2, T 5 pH= Fig. 2 Effects of initial pH on sludge dewaterability
3~5 3 Bl RO U B K P e A R AV T e A
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Fig. 3 Effects of different treatments on sludge physicochemical properties

Zeta LA E }-16.33 mV, H & i Pk & i F EPS 1w A9 BH &5 7 B e A s pl iy, Hii R
5, A5 Y5 I UKL (] A e R K, BELRS TS R B9 AT UL, FE pH=S5 iF, 48 Fe**, NaClO Al
Fe*'/NaClO T. 4L B , 1578 A Zeta LA A—16.33 mV 43 4 = -11.80. —15.67 Fl—4.40 mV., Hf,
Fe’'/NaClO T. Z A5 1Y Zeta HE AV 28 XP{ELA AR, X B Fe®'/NaClO {4 F mf A Bl i it Ak M 1 T M
Fhalfs EPS R B FE fe Al A Ak, WIESAE oy Fed ml i 2 i e A pg /R L, 3 [R5 i 35 e kL
PR RE, W ERE R, NI w5 e 2% L B, 5 e b AR 7N R AL 3 T 25T i 28 4k
THOLANIE 3 (b) FTs, 15 U8 ARLAR 43 A1 38 B R & 52 s e K PR RE 1) — A OB IR 2. &3 s
B 4% 35 PR RE & D50 K /MK IR K Fe*'/NaClO (35.46 pm) >Fe** (30.98 pm) >NaClO (29.62 pm) >J5 5 I8
(28.19 um) . FifE BB Zeta HLAL I SE R A — 30, BARA Zeta HLA BE S FE o 15 1A 00RL 2R 4 A
KR, MR E TSR A K YERE . SR, RUAN U (ORI oE 45 S R 30, PG kit iR £h T 2594
PR Y5 e i e BT A B S B9 V5 PR ORI AR B/ o iX AT i S A 7E Fe?/NaClO T. 2\ Ak 5 e i #2 b,
-OH I 9E R IRTE e Koy F Y K858+ (8 B AY-CO-NH-) |, i J2& 8 S8 Ak [ At %) o i) 7=
YIFE FE MR BER T A S RE, Mislekifmas R, i 2Bt 5t 5 i [ 4 25 14 580

2) G R HOWIE A . WE 4 s, JRT5 e 09 22 AR X 6 B % se, fLBRE/N, BRI
T INEREE A KIHEH . 4 Fe™ I NaClO 4b P 5 11975 U6 22 A 3¢ 1o 52 B0t AN B A FLBR 254, A Rl F oK
ST AIHEH . — T, EPS WSS REMEIR , LIRSS A b fy Rl BROK AR BUREC; 59— 7T, EPS &
T 1) 26 7K B BE B SRR A, A WL RUK AR K SR RS 4k, 256 7K 5 1A ¥ e [a] A9 S B AH B
YERIWE 085S, 2E 0 3 30456 /KT 5 DOE R FLIR thHE U5, DAT 48P DL ser: il A 8 Ttk 3175
I 2B, 15 R M FLBR 25 38 Z A R T 45 5K 1R, I, Fe?/NaClO T. 20520 1 57
2R ZS R Z5 Y, TS 08 i BUR 25 R % A8 ZALBRPAERAE A8, DA ITT 0 15 e i i /K Mg

3) A KBAR L . 15 IR A BPS B & 24 B WUR 2548, o A MLAH R K i A= R AW
RRAR S5 Aa Hh, DATT 2R AR 33X FR A3 K o (AR RS M T, AR GE LA G A G B0 LIRS FEBR 2, AR A3 K e
MR EEA KT, ARSI B BAE A K A R N K I EPS 455K, A3 T A ] T A BT 25 6 4% 26 A 4
GRS, B SER T AR BN T 2515 e 846K . PR K A EPS 454 7K it & 7 %1
M AEfL . Fe*'/NaClO T. Z b5, #4528 BI S5 G /K B i 70 B0 KRR K . Fe** . NaClO £ Fe**/NaClO
b B S A A K B R (UL TR AT i 1.95 grg ! A BIRRARE 155, 1.64 fl 149 gg'. k&M
i, Fe*'/NaClO 1K 2 = A i [ RN TSR R IREE M, BRI TR mny F KM, (R T4 4
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Fig. 4 Effects of different pre-treatments on sludge microscopic morphology
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Fig. 5 The effects of different pre-treatments on the bound
water content of sludge
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15 U8 EPS 45 2 43 B W B A ARk, R 28 5 AL V5 TR TR B K (TR FE L o 181 6 (a) JB/R T AR T4 4b
PR J5 45 EPS AR BT BT f Wk AR Ak . IR BT R, RS e 09 8 1 i E B4R P E TB-EPS i, 48
Fe*Fll NaClO Hi ok 4b 34 J5 , TB-EPS Y & 1 Jit Jit & ¥ & 1 216.07 mg L™ 43 Jill & (% 2 120.94 il
130.20 mg-L™", T1fij S-EPS " &Y 8 19 5 5 & W JE M 77.57 mg- L' 43 84 A0 3 127.03 F1 172.29 mg-L™', 3%
JEBR, TB-EPS B AN P A LI B [ i BT VS A AL, JF 5645 % S-EPS . iR AR fh i 54
Fe’'/NaClO T. Z A B )5 5 e v i B B, 3R B Fe*/NaClO 5 Bt Fe*" il NaClO 4k B AH Lt % TB-



3670 ok L B ¥ W Fl6 &

350 - 45
2AS-EPS S-EPS
300l g #g-ggg 40 + £ LB-EPS
~ e i 35 B TB-EPS
o o s0p
en
g 200t L os|
o £
,‘% 150 | % 20 +
el RN L 2
100} 15 %
1 10 - %
S0t Sl %
0 0 % oo
S5 8 Fe?t NaClO  Fe*/NaClO Jilsle Fe?t NaClO  Fe*/NaClO
(a) AR (b) ZH#

Ele TRILZLERGS EPS PRAREREEN
Fig. 6 The variation of ingredients contained in different EPS fractions after different pre-treatments
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TR Lo 22 B B2 5) B8k, 22 B )\ TB-EPS 3 % 2 S-EPS Ji5 X 4 -OH & L ) JC ALY, AL S-
EPS v i) 220 o Y JE O A W HTIN®Y, £ 1, 28 Fe?'/NaClO 4b B 5 LB-EPS (425 11 5T #l 2 4 5t
YK AR /N, TB-EPS HI S-EPS 13 5 Rl 20 Wl o i e 2 AL B0 . A, TB-EPS HYREIR A S-
EPS {38 N AT LA 05 15 e K PEBE , 1 LB-EPS X ¥5 Je B AK P e A9 B A KL, teah, LA
Jo e B Kk /N T B, HUL 2SR PR S AR A, ik Ul B AR 55 v R A8 AR A A S R i K
PERE i 3 AR,

5) R EREMI T . FIRBEFEERM], T5URAIBKPERE S EPS WY SR K PSR FI BRI 2 HEAT G .
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Table 1 Percentage of different protein secondary structures % (L5140
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Fe?* 446 17.59 23.25 22.62 21.62 10.27 55.39
NaClO 596  16.93 22.34 23.08 21.35 10.33 58.76

Fe*/NaClO  4.64 18.41 23.21 21.90 21.59 10.25 52.62
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Table 2 Proportions of peak areas of different processes C 1s, O 1s, and, N 1s under different binding energies

JLER

BRItk R C 1s/eV O Is/eV N 1s/eV

W T Y % W T RY % VTR %
284.8 286.3 288.0 531.7 532.7 399.9 401.3
JFi5 e 57.09 27.48 15.43 86.03 13.97 66.26 33.74
Fe** 63.74 22.34 13.92 78.11 21.89 60.04 39.96
NaClO 62.90 2291 14.19 77.03 22.97 57.87 42.13
Fe?*/NaClO 67.21 20.49 12.30 72.81 27.19 55.00 45.00
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Abstract  The application of ferrous iron (Fe’)-activated sodium hypochlorite (NaClO) could improve the
waste-activated sludge dewatering. The impacts of Fe*" dosages, NaClO dosages, and initial pH values on sludge
dewatering performance were explored. In addition, the mechanisms of enhancing deep sludge dewatering were
investigated. The results indicated that the water content and specific resistance to filtration of sludge decreased
from 91.32% and 11.81x10"> m-kg ™' to 71.74% and 1.71x10"> m-kg', respectively, when Fe** dosage, NaClO
dosage, and initial pH were fixed at, 48.61 mg-g™', 39.04 mg-g"' and 5.0. The oxidation of Fe*/NaClO system
resulted in the destruction of extracellular polymeric substances (EPS) and partial cell lysis. Meanwhile, the
strongly oxidizing -OH degraded the proteins and polysaccharides in TB-EPS/LB-EPS, and altered protein
secondary structure, resulting in loosening of protein structure and exposure of additional hydrophobic sites. In
addition, this process lowered hydrophilic functional groups on the sludge surface and released EPS-bound
water. Simultaneously, Fe’* induced the sludge floc particles to form a loose and porous structure, which aided
in the outflow of intracellularly bound water, thus enhancing the dewatering performance of the sludge. This
result has developed a novel and cost-effective method for rapidly removing bound water from sludge and
enhancing sludge dewatering performance.

Keywords ferrous iron; sodium hypochlorite; sludge dewatering; oxidation; enhanced coagulation
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