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TH, 7R E, e, ZEE, BN, XHE, 2T BRI
e h Bl KRR 5 TR, I 430074

B E OUWEERTARRFNEESHRY R R (S0, NAHEXE %, M BUE I 5 5fF  H i S 5w
—— B TR A AL W R AR AT B (Acidithiobacillus ferrooxidans, Af), ¥ T 082 MBI A e s, B8 TR
SEVREE L ACHRAS BRI IRD L IR VR U B R SR R Fe ik BN AE W v U 3 L BR SO, st . SRR 1
SO, JF B e B 214 38~304 mg-m*(E) % IR % JEF 100 ~ 800 ppm) I, B HRZCREETEL 97%; 4 M5 88 It 1]
150 s P& %5 30 s B, B0 B0 005 A 2R [ 28 75%; 48 R Y WEMR 5 B /N T 0.36 mP-(mPh) IR, B AR ROR B E 92%,
H WSk %% B 4 0.36 ~ 1.08 m’-(m™h) ™' B, JBABR AR ARKEAE 249.97%; 5 AE Ay Az W B B 7 G i 1 VR A Fe? vk B H
0.1 mol-L™" [ 2 0.02 mol-L ™" i, i i R 4 T [ 28 849% LA K o A I 5% 4% S vl g A= 9y Jd At 6 A ) 3 ) 17 P 4 fiE
2%,

KRR EWTEIES; SO, BIRNE: MR AR

Wi 5 388 1T T 7K A RS A AN WA T B0 K A 3T Y R 4 3 08 7 A e AE R O T AR TS
e KEAIY) . MEEA TR . BRSERE ARG, HAR SRR KT 90%, #I4M
K G WAE 80% ZeAy , U TCVA i JE AL Gt b BAL B J7 x5 U8 F AR Y BOR P i, TR ATE
BRI G JESEAT WAL B, (HJ2, 7E il B T R b, IS S B B 2 R AL, AT
2 PR DL A AR (SO,) 2 32 1Y 5 Bt ) o 1) B P A, xR LA B s e Y AR i
1508 e Ak Ab 3T AR AR 1Y SO, it B Mk A9 392~2 146 mg-m (R I H T 150~820 ppm'™),
TE B IRAT B R TS G HE b v

1L GE R AR R B ARAFAE SR B RCRE A . A R AR B NA R . B
THFE R . B 2 B b o7 A P K R B i L ks G AR R, TR, ] T Ak B R/ N S
Je TR Z5F 2, AWM R B EK . AR IR GETR R A2 5 AR A Pt
RUEHLIRAGRE R, JFA ML RE A RS0 w8 SO, A e, me& nlfai At W AL ke i %07
ERAHRIEZ A BT, SRR FBCRE LA, BTz REY, 7EAN BRI
UK EE . YRR SO, I, AW Y B S vk R A TR R R A . AR TR R
L U P T [ E B AR ORE b, T B TE AR ORI, AT AR W o D A AR vk Rt Y
WEAER] . B, &5k B BRAER B AR AR YR SR i 3l . RN B 38 28 | 15 e £ B
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EEWE: ERELSPERITFEE (2017YFC0703103) 5 Widba HARFL R4 T ST H (2020CFA042 )
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RO IR . AR IR I TR A A DL A ) N s 2 —

HET, SCT AR AR T 25 0 BF 58 32 28 48 v 7 1 28 A ) 00 80 E0RE G T 2 R A ) B i 1 18 B
b ABFREHETE 60 C AT, FI S8 50 % AR 1Y W8 P W) Ut AL 3 SO, 1 UE L LA SR AR IR h
HORL, DAWE AR A B O E AR, IRSE T ORI S R R S5 R X A Wy A B R T A e, DA
Lkt SO, ZBRFARMZ M Sy A B A T — S BT DR DX PR B — AR AR ) B s
T AP SO,, AbPRELFIK 85% LA L1, SR, MR 1 5 /K 35 e Hh i 16 v 250 A el 2 4 A R A
el o P, ASHESE LT BT U8 O JRORE, DA HE b O U RO TR S R R R AR I BR B AT TR
(Acidithiobacillus ferrooxidans, A.f), I LA TU B ki Az Wy 0K A= il g 38, 5 DAiBR SO, i
H AR B /N HUS AL Wi D83 1 T A 250, DA AR W A 4 AR B 4 ) R i 2%

1 #MRERE
L1 SEEEH

S BT T BT U Sk U T DL T v i I K Ak BT R 4 ) 8 R 3 PR TS U (waste activated
sludge, WAS) 5 B8 b AY 7% PE 75 U8 (activated sludge, AS), FHCEEARRPEMNZ 1 Froc. i VS/TS 7]
AL, FRIRA Y S RSB, HRATEIRNAE LY & s TS IRy e — 2,

xR1 RIS REFHEERR

Table 1 Characteristics of raw sludge

s SRF/ . _
bERIAHIES &S0 VS/(g'L™) TS/(g-L™) VS/TS/% CST/s (10" mkg) pH B /(g-mL™)
X m- g
FIATEMEE R 94.10 2251 59.46 37.90 267.0 2.03 6.84 1.00
mHETE R 98.90 10.19 45.70 2228 35.6 0.14 6.69 1.00

0 VSH#ERMREIAE A (volatile solid ) 5 TS EAE it (total solid) ; CSTAHELWKETE (capillary suction time ) ;
SRF M ELRH ( specific resistance to filtration )

T8I U5 P R A A= e DR TS PR BEORE I BB g 0 B AR B R MR IR A ] . A
B b LA+ 00 00 . MRA AR SRR . e R o BN B U BR SR A T R, LR L R, A
BRIBWILBR AR o SR SEARREME . MR AR 2~3 mm, HEFLEE 0.56 grem”®, JEEE
131 grem™, HEARFLBR 57%, HEREF 1.94m>g ',
1.2 LTRRERHMESH

1) SCE0 ke B o A Wi B S A HILBE IR 0 ) R i R 2R Ry A%, LR 550 mm. N AR
80 mm. HURMRZIMIEE VZRERINE , F T ORFFURHRZ 090 B o IR J2 T B 958 T 7E AL TR 19 3
HEE KR ((3042)°C) . B N 3 )2 B2 WWikk 5 F WA, &N 200 mm; By SR
2, RJZE R E 250 mm; JE R E 2 FLA HLBE B U8 KR 5 08 SR R4 o B8R i E RE
L, HIFFLERRTF 50%, n] & CHESRMER, R EKTIRE .

A i I B AT AR AN 1 TR o SR O SRR, AR A A R FH A US4l
N, 5 SO, 5B . Ho, 2B E 68 100 mL-min ', 8 AZS S A0 A E0RE 09 BT 2E 9
Az R A W I R B R R A T R AR . ARl N, AT R A R 2 b, R ) ) 4 ek A
SO, RFRM BE A o 3 P AR AR SR v 2R A )5 8 o 48 B 12 B3R T IR 3 IS o o TR & R AEE
Yrgus s N BN g, IR RS R b S OB SR W R AR R T A R . SRS, AR R
ASTRRE A1 SO, Mk, FAGA N IEIE Lokl o 55— 7T, 5 3h FOR 6 RE Hh A6 R E
TR WIE 3% 2 A Yy IR IE T, ZemE sk 1) T S5 MM AE SORL R 2 b, S5 20 0 i 1 HE VA5 O 20 it
VRO R 58 R ARG BF 32 47 10 B) 5 A B S B A IR IR, PRIE AR EH A K TR I R, AR
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Fig. 1 Flow chart of biological trickling filter tower
FRER AT . T34k, BB — AR 58 A [R] ELIFORE R 22 4 15 04 17 118 35 7 2 4l K A1 D 0 R 4 .
) VERES . LEWIRUE IS A TERE S BB IR BRI . B SRR R . s B A BN ) 4 .
BRACRF R A YT IR RS Xt SO, #Y L BRACR, MR (1) 7155 MR a8 B 2 7 L ik ] S A=
{1k 08 P AR A B A B PR B SRR B, AR (2) TR UM B I TR] R R AR S B EORLR 2
R ], AR 3) 5
C, -G

n= T x 100% (1)
40

F-io @)

f, = g x 3600 3)

K g WBFECR, %; C© N AEYREIEE D SO, B E, mgm™; G, N EYHEIEE O
SO, M W, mgm ™y FRHWIHEE, m m>h'; O MIEAE RIS, m h's DR EYH
EIE N my R RE L, sy O WA D ARMBIERGE, m’sT; VO AP I IE OB 2
R, m’,
1.3 AR R IE K PR L8
PRGN F TR R, R e SEhr i R, ek
Tl TE M e S5 Ak LUIRAMRE, PR AR (BAEA R 03 L-h")24 h J5# & 30 min,
FEVGIERRE 5 43 I 2 Fis e b v AT A W0 8 o U B 3R R FH OK K 9% i AE A8 RUME IR IR
HEAT . W E R 30 C . #3160 rmin™ . RPN 109", @R EEEGH TREMAER
PR RE SRR, IF X B AT R 22 T A RO A OB Y A AR RN S, A H T AR AT Y TR IR
ASPERE IR B B R 3R IS, P 26 55 [ A PR AR B 2T A 8, P % T I A
FEA AR 1Y Fe Ve /N 0.01 mol- L', RIRHH A/ CL ik & 58k, JEHA RS ERIE.
K& S-S5 W25 i AT R E R . S MR A TR AR DU Bk i S R R . B
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IR . EHC 8 A4 250 mL BT, ¥HN 100 mL K 5 i 9K 55553 5 100 mL & %k K # 1)
TUA PR TR 5 1 R e 1 35 AR B B 10% B2 A B R R, BT 30 °C . Hh il
160 r-min" (Y fE IR AR 7 2% R AT G 9% B R R AU AR OV h s (B AT N & R T, R U
W br, S 46 i 1% 5 BT 4R AR FR 88 5% PR RN AR 5 LS B R R B R B R R R R,
EF I 2 5% S P Fe? W ARk s 24 Fe® WM AE 5 95% LA L ik rTSA by s U B S 5 A, 6 14y B8 3 1 75
FEFEAT R EERE, DA HE; M0 ) Fe bR, BURREAEY R B .. NN
BNy 5 58 B AN EE R B T PR K TR T A 40 b B G T2 B R 2 2 HE B A IR S T, R R
RIEIR RS, Hob, RN SRR 9K 15 97 35 (Fe W 1 0.1 mol- L', HAB /R A7), LIRS
B 10% MR a4 ALL T X B KI B AS TR S0 A PR E 2O RS G SR HE AR
B 2d B 1R AT A EASUR RN G, B B0, HEE RN AY
B FERERE R YIS , 38 A Bk I A5 DA B kL L i A A [ R 2 R6.6%
1.4 SWHEE

K WL LUV 5 SO, Jotft v BE o SR JTT 7 4% 1R 91Uk A K U 10 B B R W 1) FeP MR BB . R HE
T EY (1) A R R AT S s w0 F s, o8 AR S DNA $2 50, PCR 732098 . PCR 7~
Y. Alpha ZFEMESE
2 #HR512
2.1 WHITRF AFERTGEFEEREF
2.1.1 AfAW %

05 Ve U WA 2 2 R VR Sk de e, AR WIS A, IEEAE N AR . ASTHE
OK K IR HE (1 Fe* Ak Fe IR U AT i s T 5 e it o ki 2 R 2 DL O, WA T2k, W&
TR A, Fer W BRI REAR, 0T LU Fe? Vi B2 119 25 Ak 13 ] 2 S Bt A B 1 ZE 0 ik . 4o Sl
FE T HE Rl 2 BTG U8 0 B R R VR B Bl B R R B AR AL, SR ANE 2(a) TR . HEEMIS TR
OK EFR IR ILA L, 7E I A SRR ZE 1B /K (1 25 0 BE AL v Fe? Yk BE B AE R IT T % . X R TE %
AWMAEDRR FET, BT P Waepi = h 1y O, Z 18 E Mk . BiE PR EEMREIT, =X
AL R L PE S 7E— DR . M2 R, R TE 5 e 5 A 06 15 Je i B SR P Fe i 4R

- 30 -
0.16 1 i AS
0.14 - ~ 25 —OWAS
r © L
012} T
= —
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= 010 £
E E T
il 0.08 W15
b 0.06— =
- - ¥ 0k
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(a) Fe* ¥R Ji (b) FeEfbit R

B2 FEHESESHKEESRIEFRRD FSREM FSLRET K
Fig. 2 Changes of Fe*" concentration and Fe*" oxidation rate in the nutrient solution of activated sludge and residual activated
sludge
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fEHURE, FEERNEE 7 R Fe W T ZRIRE Y 20%., TEERN T FIARTE TS 6 (WAS) 193557
H, Fe? FAY I L3 FP TGP T5 U8 (AS) MY RTFR I Fe? T AT AR . X 3 W30 4% 106 1k 75 8 o P i i
e, A5 Fe A b = WK

T, PG le P iAa L & & (VS) TR R TG YR s AP, AT EL RS R R 2 Bl VRN BE SR R
] VS R Fe B R A 22 5, S5 RN IE 2(b) FioRs o FERNEFRIET, 2 Fhks 3R 36 Fe EfL R
YA RUEEA) T R R . X2 o T A BB B s U8 rf A0 1 A 9 W0k A 34 85 1 A 338 107 e, AR
WSS . MRS 2 RIFLA, Fe B bl Rl 48 7, I 78 % Bk K I 55 4 Kk 3 i &
wmsWumwot%%ﬁ%%¢wiwﬁwﬁiﬁﬂﬁé R, 725 5 RES

. 2 FPREFREL Y Pe? A ORI FRAIC . X TS IR IR BRI BE JR 4 B A PR 1, (RS A
ik 3 U B R e
212 AfHWMEERF

X AL TR Y AR R R LI e RO Bk A R AT R TS VR B B AR VRO TR . BERE 12 h X R
S R A FUR E AT INE , 8 T4 12 h i FRE 4 A4k e A8 1 i, 45 Rl 3 By
o FEER L RE LR, BRI Fer o8 2 F AT 96 h, - HH & 5 Rl i 1 By BE i 7 d KR B 45
Ji o XU BH BR AR O AR B 2 — A B AR B AN W) 20w R B B W AR RBU R, B IR
Fe? 58 4 S AL TH AE A I 1] B R0 240 3 WK W 4ERTAY 72 he FRULTTIWT, 28 3 IR E4EMBUE R HP Y
AfEAEDIEYEC IR FR m K. B 3b) EIIE T 3K — 05 . S — R E N, Af Y Fer E AL
KTt 36 h A RER ik f KA, #E3T 0.002 5 mol-(L-h)y™ . 3% — By B & A T A K 0@ 07 30 A0 0k B
KW, 25, &SRR F W BE ML, JFED 0 2R0E ], 76 0B B A 208 2D BRI
B B A2 B3GR S B A A B RS 4 . B0 5 3 IR AERTANTT 24 h, BIEE 4K
WEAERNT AR 12h, XRW ASF RSN KRG8, EYiEtEg e,

_ 2.50 —
0.16 | "
L 225
0.14 |F _ L
012 £ 20
o 010- ; 1.75
5 010 B
£t i
iy 008 — ﬁej 1.50 |-
.% - -
= KE] -
= 0.06 - = i1
o L ® 1251 —— WIK
0.04 |- =3y | —O0— 2R
. B ook —— 3K
0.02 - : —v— 4K
o 0.75 |-
1N IR R NN N SRR B N
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 12 24 36 4 60 72 84
At /h A ) /h
(a) Fe”‘%ﬁﬁ (b) Fep/ﬁ'ftii%z

B3 TEESEXBANEFER FREM P EHE LR ERA T
Fig. 3/ The change of Fe** concentration and average oxidation rate in nutrient solution with time under different enrichment
times

2.1.3 T BB A IR A A o AT
WA A5 43 3 PN R S 58 1 1) T B 2R AT A 0 B PN B A ) R R R T, O A R EORE S 1Y
é%l@mm FIH 16S rRNA (138 H 51 ¥ #E 47 PCR 475, e 23 Afr BEORE R 1 A= W 18 D 1) v 2H it
25K, |G, XTRIIAE L #EFT OTU 4341 (Operational Taxonomic Unit),  BJV 5 PRUIN 7 J= B AR AL 1 K
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T 98% K 16S rRNA JF 5 X N 14~ OTU 41, £ OTU X R T 1 AAR[A ) 16S rRNA 51, B X iz
TAFFEHE . L OTU 2, AT RAEKL AL 5 B 3R ) 2 A R A i 5 o Z )5 IFE
A R BE AL B — & £0im 751, R A Alpha Z#£ 4% 4387 H ) Shannon 5 simpson 8 50317 OTU WA
AT, SR 4(a) s . MR OTU J¥ 44L& F 5000 J5, Shannon 5 simpson #8450 4R #4 T F
Fa, X RS 45 R BAT e M

WA, FEFR K P 1 X5 T2 B b 2% 18 AE 90 B PN %) A W B o AL AT T 0 b, A5 AR a0 1 4(b) e
INo TEWUAEWIREVE T, B bR R R g IR 1 AL R B AT T (Acidithiobacillus ferrooxidans) AL # I,
17 90.61%, L, LWLk )G, & % aifb )5 s YREE b 0 JE 3 R A 1 0 7F 002 R 3
B THIE AR AR, HLAE AW AT R A AR b

i simpson
08 0.69% 1114 R . 0.18% BiATH
rr 0.430; £y O} 7 BATE
i 6.91% WEIR AR % H:
ol & ) 1.18% HAth
B
Sz 5 Shannon
? 04 ﬁ_’/
o) L
[_‘
o
02
0 —
| L | ) | L | L | 1
% WETR IR T
0 10000 20000 30000 40000 90.61% PR UL SKAT ol
HUREOTURESI%L
(a) Shannon 5 simpson £k (b) FEEYRIRE

4 YRR L YETZ B Shannon 5 simpson B £k F13E E HHIRE

Fig. 4 Shannon and simpon curves, and abundance pie charts of bacterial community in biofilms

2.2 SRS R R SO, L Z M
221 SO, # A 2R E ST PLAZLFE 09 % h

P e S P BT AN . AAE S 500 mL-min ', X SRR B E] K 150 55 PR ERE
FRWIN L HE N 30 mLmin ™', KRB EE K 0.36 m®-(m*h) s HILAE IR Fe? WM 0.1 mol- L',
FERFR LR SO, F i W I BB IR, PRFFIURLRZ MRS 30 °C, SO, i ¥4 38~304 mg'm ™
(H IR 8 R T 100~800 ppm)o S, SO, Joi 2 ¥ i X 78 18 35 M At 5 SR A s i L &1 5 T

5 RVEAT AL TR EERE AT B SIS A L, DEA AL 5 P BE Ah 2 YEEBE ARG A 0 U8 3 G Hh O SO, JR
R AR AR B ER SO, BRI AR, H R R W IR R, A Y U IS
WA SO, SR, Fe e J3 A8 fb ol 2 58 2 i 38 D9 HE S B B B S a1, LB 5 SO, Jo ot vk iy 18
Fe? W B AL AR AN T A B D gz B . &1 5(b) S WML R T 2 T BB IR AR R 284k . 4
FL T 1 A 40 37 0 B 0 A R M 3 95%, i X FR U 8 B ) B R AN R 60%~70% ., Bt E R
SO, Bk B i $E i, A WS M B AR 2408 T . R D B MR Ol 228 mgrm B, BB AL
RIK B I = {H 98.6%. Ffif5, 76 A FB R E R 304 mg-m ™ B PR 2 96%.

TET R 21T P AR R RURAE G ST, SRR AR WIS SO, 132 firh 1fi £ 7E — Bt i [i]
WIE B B RE M . FEMRHER SO, BRI T, 4R 2% SO, /3 vl i M -1 A% o b 4 2 2= 4
B, #HAAR G Pl 2 AL A TG s B P . B SO, IR IE AW K, AWK
B 25 19 SO, A B Sh A A, IR B A RO I8 Bl e i Y, B SO, Sl vk BE gk 2 K, E—5E
SRR N, A TC I E A 1 SO, 4 o il Y SO, W) B4k I Ak, T B BR AR RCR B
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 gy-m-N | | |
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01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 0 50 1000 150 200 250 300
i) /d SO, it f k¥ /(mg-m )
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Fig. 5 The change of material and desulphurization efficiency with the mass concentration of SO, in the intake air
fiko BbAh, JEstE PR SO, ﬂﬁ%%xﬂ}é%’fﬂtiﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ N,
222 AMRAF G BT ) AT BLAR A F 0 R

25 1 B B < SO, LR I 228 mg~m’3\ PEPRE I WOIN 4858 R O 30 mL-min™' X 07 58 b 4
JE8 0.36 m*-(m>h) ', WILRE FRIWT F UM E N 0.1 mol-L', I H5 UK R 2 A0 IR FE HR 2k 30 °C,
A AR B I ) 57 20 A AR SR A M 4 BN BT 6 TR . SO, M R AL B A 500~2 500 mL-min !,
X I AR5 B B[R] 2R 30~150 s

SO, 15 B Bf [A] 78 30~150 s Bsf, A= P03 g 35 11 SO, S B i B A T X IR 4 . Bl SO, 15 BF i}
(] B PR AR, 0 E SO, Bt ik BEAR G K . B FR IR P Fe? Wk BE (0 R (bt S4B AR 5 Z Wi Y SO, #F

AR R W 0 45 R — B BRI FERRAIK SO, 155 B I ] AU 0 T, Fe® ¥k N RE I R S TP,
SOEE: —e— U] —— X4 FeiRkEE: —e— —=—SUIG ——X IR
1200 , , , , 100 —
150s | 758 . 50s | 37.5s , 30s
re N e ' e e — 0.10
1000 "'\..+ °‘°\:. \.\ E \.\ E /V\WVW 90 -
1 1 1 [ ] 1
~ i | [ — 0.08
£ 800}~ I A I/WV\Y\? \°\ o 801~
& ¢ | /V-vv-v\a ] L = <
£ = | | | ! o &
{3::»( - : V—V'V-i? : : — 0.06 § 5 70
o) 600 N V/ | | | | b o
ﬂjﬂﬂ I 1 ! 1 ! u | {é H\/j 60 —
LT S L ' | R 004 5,
ON | | : |/ o
N | \ \ , - _
| | | mem-ET 50 -
200 k= : - “___;/ ! — 0.02
B e | ] 401
0".'!.'*|i||:||||||0 T N [N W AN TR AN SR NN SN N T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
A IRl /d BRI A /s
(a) 2= Wi s Y 1T SO MR I s SR Fer Yk JiE (b) BifR
6 EYLHREELDOSO, REKEMEFRAD FeRETUURBRYERS A EEEMEKL

Fig. 6 The change of material and desulphurization efficiency with residence time of gas in bio-trickling filter
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SO, 5= B4 s [) Xof A 40 37 108 35 FB0 A 48R A AR KA R ), 2 2L 700 i 5 1 O A 2 3 0 o /= A 52 B ) i) ) Dk
AT PR A AT o ST 6 A R R L g I A A5 23 3 ) Bl RS B EE ) 2R 150 s B Y 98% Fl 67%, [
A MAE R IR R 30 s BB 75% 1 40%. X0, AW e B R B SR B SO, B 3R 1k X
TR R FE M, BRSO, it ik BE o W I .

AR B s IR 5 0 v A SRR A B AR B G B, X R TR Y SO, 4 T TS S A
[F1] 5176 20 78 32 42 foh A R il 58 22 SO, 43 Tt ATRAH, A REBE A/ T WMORI FHRY, Bt 25 AR 45 B s 1]
B4R 5, HE AT I A 3G 2 X AR W R AG  AE —E B epRAE R, DT R AR AR R T AR BT A AR
P, MAFE 4> SO, 20 F [l B AR F M, Fe 2 D81 A9 BT AR PR AR,
223 PR EIROR M E BT BLAK R n

2 11 7 D8 3E A< SO, JiEHE VR B R 228 mgem L AUUARASE BRI RN 1500, WIAR IR WD Fet VR
0.1 mol-L™' . RFIRJZ AT BE Ry 30 °C, I 1A T TR UK U Bl R 04 o 90 A R BN 3R R R 10~
90 mL-min"", XJ M BN 0.12~1.08 m* (m*h) ™", H0.12~1.08 m-h!, WiARALRAZE 7 Fis .

T IH 5 B VL 0.12~1.08 m?-(m®-h) " B, SZEG 2 A9 HE T SO, JoR ke B 478 38 AR T X R 4 A4
TEHE . B WK RO, T SO, TRV R RN 5 fH S WEH % B R T 0.36 mP-(mPh) ! R,
SCUG A 1T SO, BT W FE L AN FR /N, 6 BRSO, B vk BE B Wl RSB B, B SR
T Fe? Uk A AL ML S5 0 2 2L SC I AR DL o i 2 I VR B A R, 2 LT I A B A K R 38 A T A
T, (ELS 6 2 A 0B A0 R AL A AR 9 2 PR B R O B R . MBI R & 0.36 mP(m?h) !
JG, ER R AL RIS AR A 98% Zi A o TIA TRALIUETA th T3 A 3k A/, HH 2l K U006 26
W, B 2 R W b B A AR A M BURR PR ) Y 58% R B & 82% . X & T SO, AR 4l
TR TR A T A R LU AR R TR MR P R K L AR IR ER AR B LT, WU B A U £ B R
SO, 5 4l 7K I 0 A 1 o Fof 190 R 32 foh v A, KT 5 B 4l ZK 35 9 % SO, Wi i KR .

R 5 AN I RE (R 15 BORL e 2B W S AR, 8 nT O A AR I8 3%, D R A o 20k
T Bt 485 £ 0 I PR A A 0 1 AR R 22 4 BRI P — 2 A L DT A I Bl A 0 3% 0 S5k %) S £ R 3
B BRI, L, YW D, RS 1 RCE IR AR SRR Z TR R Y, (A
T EURHAT, SRR R 4 530 SO, 4 T 76 WA h A% B AR A FRAIG, I 5 ) B A

SO : —=— S —>— WAL Fe Wk —e— —— SRR —— A
100 —
800 10.12m"h 1:0.36m‘h l:0.60m‘h l:O.84m<h ‘: 1.08m'h™! 0.12 L /'/_\"-—-‘—.__'
L 1 1 ) 1 h 95
700 VvV | | ! —0.11 -
Ly A ) 0 |
,;; 600 _—.\ : Y\VV‘VI .\ : ..\ : .\ Jdo.10 _ s -
r 5001~ % e r\ oo 1 oo oo | T_] __
%D L \o : .\O;V g ;; 7 ._ 0.09 ) X
f 400 - \. [ P VYV 1 . g @_ 80 -
2NN T e S & 0
% . . : o 2= g5
I 300:2 5 X X | VYV 0.08 & H i
=, | | | I 1 ® 70 |
Q150 C ! ! ! —0.07 L
100" | | | I T 6
- 1 1 1 1 —0.06 B
R - | | 60
0 | 1 | 1 [ | 1 | 11 1 | 005 55 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
A al/d WSk B /(- m 2 h )
(a) /WIS Hy SO HE K H F iR vk (b) BERACE

E7 SMEIEELO SO, REREMEFRD Fe IREZ WK BRI EMERHEE TN
Fig. 7 The change of material and desulphurization efficiency with spray density in bio-trickling filter
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Removal of sulfur dioxide from exhaust gas of sludge drying by biotrickling
filter tower
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Abstract  Sulfur dioxide (SO,), which is the main sulfur-containing substance in the exhaust gas of sludge
drying process, was chosen as the subject in this paper. A laboratory-scale biotrickling filter tower was
constructed by screening the highly efficient desulfurization bacteria Acidithiobacillus ferrooxidans (A.f) from
municipal sludge. The effects of inlet gas mass concentration, gas residence time, nutrient solution spray density
and Fe*" concentration in nutrient solution on the removal of SO, in the biological trickling filter tower were
investigated. Results showed that when the concentration of SO, changed from 38 to 304 mg-m ™ (around 100 to
800 ppm under room temperature and pressure), the ‘desulfurization efficiency basically maintained at about
97%, but the desulfurization efficiency dropped rapidly to 75% when the gas residence time decreased from
150 s to 30 s. The desulfurization efficiency rapidly decreased to 92% when nutrient solution spray density was
less than 0.36 m*-(m*-h)"', while when the spraying density was in the range of 0.36-1.08 m*:(m*h) ', the
desulfurization efficiency remained close to 97%.. When the concentration of Fe** decreaced from 0.1 mol-L™" to
0.02 mol-L™", the desulfurization efficiency rapidly decreased to below 84%. This results of the can provide
reference for the promotion and application of biodesulfurization technology.

Keywords bio-trickling filter tower; SO,; desulfurization bacteria; desulfurization efficiency
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