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BRG] {5 R R AR 76 &R A R M
o I Bl AR P BR B AR AIL

X)L EHE AV x) B R AR o
LB MOl KRR 2 5 TR 2B, KRS Je a4 B R L i BTS20 %, b &L 100083; 2. A [ A HE T2
HAARA A, b5 100083

T E CRMILUUIEE S A I — Rk R K V5 R 2 G R (LaFe-DWTR), AfF 538 H 7 58 42 1R 45 X &2 I 2%
(CSTR) Hr % A58 480 B2 7K R 388 T 975 7K A 38 T 3503 i 7 i) B e 280 3R DL S K 7 455 BB I [8] (HRT). LaFe-DWTR #2 il & il
KT FM IR . 45 R FRB], 4 CSTR #E/K PO, -P Jli & ik & 24 50 mg-L™', HRT y 3h, LaFe-DWTR il &N
2gL7", TR KA FERT, LaFe-DWTR Xf PO, -P [y 2B % 84 2 7E 99% L) I, W Bt 1) 3k 24.82 mgrg™' %t F
CSTR /K 91 4 PO P R W ¥ 9 2 mg L AT 79 /K Ab BR)™ — Pt ik , 76 3 h HRT, 0.14 g-L™' $ 0 & i,
CSTR /K PO, -P R A EAE 0.2 mg L' 247, EiA%] (Iliivs /Kb Bl 15 e HE bR ) (GB 18918-2002)
— Y A FRAERIESR .

XHIE B E Ak IS5 RN BIE; EeRARR

E

i

BERAEY AR EEE R, WRRIIEE AR TR0, R, BRAE A TR B
P, TR AE 2035 AF 3K B8 7% SR E 5 I HEAS B R B9 XU, S2 g e B NP 5y —TF
T, ol Al A AT K bk d HE A KR B A SOR BEAT R R, i 3 BOK b 28 55 K A4 A
Wi AR K, SUEKIEE S I, 8 KR K TR A S5 7™ 5 ) R P, i) S 0 25 BR S
BEUR I A 2K AR BRAT L A RIS B o W T BR B AR A AL 2 UUVE v L A L IR AR, H
W, AR TTRE R - e BT BR SR  BRERANEG £ A5 AL 27 25 P AN s YRR R UL TE . O 38 1 11 7y
BRI AL e B R, OB BT R b AU BREESCR R, (B A B AR S e B R HUR
AR, REWETTIR IR X, T5 VR AL B ARG N, 8 AT R B ks YN A vk R A R
A TE DR SR B4R S 0 A5 1 o W i gl ol i R D8 BR B i) O ¥R PV, A W BR B T S Ak 2 24
N, reAER SR EAE ISR, B BRI BT O, (A PR AR R, BRSS9 oK
RUETEE 2E, TZ2@ A m ™Y M2 T, WMk EER R ZoReE . REFEIR. Ty
e | B AT SRR R 32 Bz e BT T AR BR B A W AR LA Rk . W2
AR . KBRS, (HAEY B ERAR, SUZ A AR . KBRS MR A B, R, S
s BHE: 2021-12-09; FAHHEA: 2022-03-30
HEWB: Jbat RG-S 5 (2181100005518007); % A8 & 15 H (2017YFC0505303)

FT—1EH: X C3F (1993 —), L, WL AFR A, liuwenfen99@126.om; NBEIEE: TR 1 (1972—), B, i+, #H#&E,
wangyilimail@126.com
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SRR R AR 1) W2 R R 8y 12 7K o3 ol g O

257K )75 ¢ (drinking water treatment residues, DWTR) J& 1% FH /K A= P ask A2 A A0 X 3 35 %2 4 W Rl 7=
fr, X POST-P HLA BEBE MR B, WA R — R ER 0 B PR AR, DWTR 2 &AM . &
FouE, U e MWAE RIS, BABRKM LR EBAMALE R, feigE R E kY
PO, -P & A it PR A e W BRE /K HP A, o] DAAE A N T3 b 9 BR Bl JEURE ). 53 Ak, 4 5 DWTR W it
P BE A0 PR Rt 2 BIAF ST A G T U820 BN B 1K) B 28 RT L B 2 S DWTROA PO, Pk I o
P AR E TR AR, IS B PR —AORIETIZ L RS A R 4 s . X PO,-P 1
W B B 7 55 2

N T RSB PMRIVE R, ASHIE S8 SR T 0 v il A — A A S K TS e U B A
(LaFe-DWTR). HHT, DWTR 1 BRI 57— M R FH o 2 W o6 R il PR R BB Xk 17, RS TR A
W A% (continuous stirred tank reactor, CSTR) BB 58 A XT38 A& 28 5= CSTR 7] DU 78 1 9 S
I 23 18] Filis A7 I 18], BE % 52 B 5 A0 15 s R AR 4 fa 2 as 1720, L, ARF9E R B Ei%in
CSTR ZE0 %%, W5 T LaFe-DWTR 7E CSTR A7 X A5 481 & 7K Al 1775 /K 4b T — 0 K A0 B
B, BT T 15 B B [E) (hydraulic retention time, HRT)< LaFe-DWTR $ /il & Fll /K J1 2% & /4 X} CSTR
BATROR B, LI LaFe-DWTR W H Tk k& B fb s e gt 2%
1 #MRl5RE*%
1.1 LaFe-DWTR KUl & 5K 1T

S T 25 K T TS e A Rt T A LK) B E R AT S 9 DWTR T 105°C HE4 T /% 24 h,
W& 3k 120 H G R AF o PRI — 2 T it KA S AL B AT b2k F 250 mL BB 7K, RIEMASg
DWTR Hii #£:35 %, F+2Z 12 7% I 3.0 mol-L ' NaOH &, 5 pH R & 11 55 1k . R 500 r-min' %
WL L Sh, HEE 2405, WA LHER, HEEFRERIEZ PP, T 105 C T4 12h,
WFEE L 120 H 15 %] LaFe-DWTR, HEALME B3R H X G4 B 1S (EDS). RiEEI 2 . [R5
Br 4% (BET) % % 1 #f§ % , LaFe-DWTR & 2 iy §il A1 £k 40 B (27.79%La. 15.03%Fe. 4.24%Al.
3.95%Si, 3.55%Mg. 16.12%C, 19.28%0); Fkift K 22.70 um, LR A 98.57 m*g ', fLiEH
6.00 nm, FLAKFR 0.17 en’ g™, BRANER 1Y BT & W FE 43 5914 175.10 mg-g™' F1 107.60 mg-g '
1.2 EhiSIRHMIsEE

1) CSTR R MG & 5i517. DL CSTR W KM RG WA | Frx, Gtk . ingyi
CSTR FlFHAEE 443843 o Horbr ) E Kt AN 243t 43 590 5 CSTR RSB Y 2E /K 11 RN 25 1A E , Pk
5 CSTR A9 B4 Rk [0 e 19 0 - A= 18] 900 11 4H 3% o
CSTR 25 ¥ B #8652 [ X R UL E X 2 &5 4), B
BN 19.27 Ly A O [ AE: E 5 A 2 )2 1o
X, ZBA1.85L; BRI WA 5 R 64 3
%ﬁ%fﬁfﬁﬁ%,%ﬁ?rmuwmﬁﬁ —
F ]I T U A LA 55 T E SRR

FIHEE S R EH CSTR R miEfs. B (U
AR, R ISR A R A A I 1)

AT OGP IR A, R R B KON K S A —ik
CSTR JZ B X, i 25 1ts P9 € +F 3 2 B9 LaFe- bt
DWTR & & [7] 26 i A CSTR SR IX, 5 B IR 1 CSTR ZGrEE

7K F1 LaFe-DWTR 7E i i X N 78 43 #2 fil - 8 1R Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of CSTR system



%5 RUSCIFRE . BBk G BRE KI5 A SRR S8 IR & AU N i v ) Sl S I B BR BRI 1453

AV TR T RN X s o BIUVE X, IRAWAE SR AR BAE A N AE R IR, ULET LaFe-DWTR 7E UTVE X
R E L, DWW Aksm L, fRREA RN AR Rl e WKL . BT — B R, ik
Ff PO, -P J5 1) LaFe-DWTR i i #4 6} [ ic 11 5 a6 28 P AR WA T F5 4, [l i # Wil 48 CSTR H LaFe-
DWTR S 10% 2245, F/5 )5 i LaFe-DWTR [0 & CSTR Sz X 47 F 1 W .

2) CSTR R 4z 17 4wtk o e il PO, -P Joi 42 ¥ &£ 4 100.00 mg-L™" A9 A5 01 B 7K T 2B 7K
H, 22 B T K I R — 8 UK JE Y LaFe-DWTR 2 i T3t vb . 0 25 1t 5% 1 500 r-min™

e R S e P o K B4R K FI LaFe-DWTR %1 CSTR ZGE1TE%

O LA AR [R] B 3 A % B CSTR B 45 9 Table 1  Operational parameters of CSTR system

ffi CSTR (¥ 3 7K PO, -P Jii it ¢ J& 75 B & 50.00 PO PrLareDWIR L
mg'L'c Jr 5456 HRT, LaFe-DWTREEANGE . felleit ki qwit 0 0 0 0
K32 e 3 AN B HEATSE %, fAL CSTR R i

GHBEITAIE, BGETTSROLE L B TRT 500 | e EER

0 5235 £ 220 h, 5hill 1Y K PO, -P I B 50.00 1/2/3 3 TRFE 220

Y i KA 50,00 2 3 JuUARRHE 220

3) LaFe-DWTR #h B3R 17 15 K A BRT 0 ith H /K A WL B PR B R0 . MR 9T LaFe-DWTRXS S Fr 1%
W5 K R BRBOR, e BE 5T A KT A 00k KR 4E g CSTR AU #E/K o %75 K A3 ) 1 T
WA E 2, Ui KK S5 R pH=7.90, 4.00 mg-L' PO,*-P, 19.07 mg-L"' COD,
13.44 mg-L"' NO,”. 79.55 mg-L"' CI', 132.36 mg'L "SO,*, 78.00 mg-L" SiO,> . 85.40 mg-L"' HCO, .
10.84 mg-L ' K", 3.44mgL"'Ca", 4.67mgL"'Na", 16.69mg L' Mg", T A8k iys KB —
Ui K b PO -P S s B, S BAD R 28005 /K A BT A W Bl 5 1Y — D03 UK PO -PIR I, K
REG BN, T S0 % S IR R A4 [0 CSTR #E /K PO, -P ik i 35 %) 2.00 mg L', CSTR & %¢
iz A7, # HRT 24 3 h, LaFe-DWTR Il & & 0.14 gL', [ W X 38 $F 5% 3 5 150 r'min”',
#22ia1T 220 h, RS LaFe-DWTR X 52 BRank i V5 7K b # T i 7K By BRBEOR o

HA —>| el | > st |—> | wie |—>| B |——>| i

v

ok €= i | <—| KAt | < BEIEEN | < R

B2 Sk&ETZRE
Fig.2 Schematic diagram of CSTR system
1.3 SMAEER PO P ERSHITE
R HEH IR B 43 D66 BE 2 5E PO, -P B Wk B o ARIE /K I W PO, -P B i vk 32 22 vk R W Y
i, LaFe-DWTR X1 PO, -P WGt AR 4 =X (1) #4735
(Co-=C)V

0 == (1)

A 0, WAE B ZIH) PO -P W Il &, mgg; C, Ml C 235} CSTR R4 R PO, -P #t /K it 2 e JiF
e mf 2 K R W E , mg L' Vo CSTR RS AN FE A K IR WK TR, Ly My Firfdi  #% LaFe-
DWTR i &, g.
1E t BFZI 5 PO, -P 2B F (R) M (2) T3,
R= C(’C;C x 100 )

0
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2 HER518
2.1 CSTR ZIT&ERMIL
1) 7Ky 455 B8 B[R] B9S2 00 o 7K g 455 B Bsf ) 50 5 ; 100

(HRT) %f LaFe-DWTR W ff} PO,* -P A4 52 i 4 5] 3 ) Zg
Fi7R e 2 HRT i 1 h %] 3 hinh, P2 ik o 170
PO, -P [t i ¥k & 15.13 mg L™ B& {I% ] 9.21 g {60
meL !, TH LR 69.97% WM F 81.58%, 2 L
W2 B & 17.49 mg-g™' #9 im #] 20.44 mg-g ', W] \Q ] :z =
W, HRTHAK . ik PO -P I it e JiF {1 | = 20
S WRA B, LaFe-DWTR U MK 5. 4 1
HRT & 1 h i, KW X ) PO, -P ifs K 8% 75 43 W 00100 200 300 400 500 600 700

R A5 38 gt BN DCTE X, I, PO, -P R BRI, EATH TR
LaFe-DWTR | ] 4%, MK &L 5 2% . i HRT El 3 HRT X LaFe-DWTR W [ PO,>-P 5 5R 89 820
TE2h M3 h IO RE SR IO B 225, £R Fig. 3 ~ Effect of HRT on phosphorus removal efficiency
ik B 80% LA I, W BfF i AR 22 0.04 mgeg . B4 5 450K U5 I (DWTR) Al K HLA Ky K
(PMW) £ CSTR 11 fft PO, -P By #a#h— 524271, 454 B AW B R 1E 04, LaFe-DWTR Xf PO,*-P [
W {6 51 07 5 SR PR W B L 2R TP A Y AR DR I & AR 7E LaFe-DWTR R 1T, 8 3 W B & A=
TE LaFe-DWTR UKL A, LaFe-DWTR 7E 2 h P © 28 5¢ Wl PR st W B, 1 W o6 o 3 s 1 - 1
., CSTRA HRT KT 2h/5, BREESCRIEFAALHE, XFML S CSTR Hiff B4 4 (POF). Wi &
A1 (PMS) 55 W B B i ) R AR A 252 FEAR RS, HRT i 2 h 1 3 h A BRSO 205, {H HRT
3 h ) LaFe-DWTR # Ml & (272 g) (VR 2 h 1Y 67%, HUTTERFE (28.16 h)y B, H/K/KFE . KA
I, 7€ CSTRizfTiFErP¥EHE HRT A3 h AT .

2) LaFe-DWTR £ & A 52 0 o £ 4 XF LaFe-DWTR W [ff PO,> -P (1 5 Wi 4N /&1 4 Ff s o B 5 %
I B3, SF X K POP BT MR B 2 R AR, 25 BR ASRE R . B i XAk 15 R
(DWTR) 5ifFRL£F4E (POF) W PO, -P (¥ 52 Mt A AH R Y 4518122, 4 LaFe-DWTR # /il 1 1.0 gL
Hom# 2.0 gL' B, POT-PEIHOK B WK 2778 mg L7 R E 921 mg- L7, FH AR EH
44.45% Ft+ & 81.58% , [k W 5O R W1 W 1G5l . X

J: 1 F LaFe-DWTR £ fiidit (94 i1 7 Jy PO, N 1
PHEHEEE Z B, Bk, 2.0 gL #hm ~ 40 1s0
O R T 1.0 gL', 24 LaFe-DWTR $% 2 s 170
R 2.0 g LB B E 3.0 g L7 B, SFH K g; 2‘5) jg z
PO,>-P [Fiibifk 1 9.21 mg- L' F&(K3 4.40mg- L', 2 o
T2 F B % 81.58% 4 % 91.19%, R B 2k AR g s 130
FH ek %, HEAZ TR P # K LaFe- =0 120
DWTR i fik i1 272 ¢ 315 408 g, PO, -P F-14 . 11

H N N H 1 1 0
ﬂﬁ I}ﬁ % EE 20.44 mg°g71 IE% 1EE @J 15.20 mg~g71, 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
) N IB4TH ) /A
LaFe-DWTR H| HI R A FE AR, 1 B 1 W B A7 £
SAAHMBE ., Wi, 245 % )8 PO, - N
*ff;ﬁﬁ IR '%EFH;‘[;Z%’? b PO, HRIFI
P PR ¢ ﬂl‘ LaFe-DWTR A5, Fig. 4 Effect of LaFe-DWTR dosage on phosphorus
PO, -P i B ¥k &~ 50 mg L' B, #%E$E2.0 g L™ removal efficiency

4 %12 % LaFe-DWTR I fff
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LaFe-DWTR 1 Ay 5 i 1) e A 4% fin 3t 50 3 100

KSR, mE ST, 45 A,,,Mxti —— kg 190

L ad —— P4 4
CSTR TN X EBEHEIS . PRIHUK POSPRRRE 5 M0 o BT = HEF 7 9w
W 921 mg L, IR A 2044 mg-g ! R 3 Jo0r s
FHERR RN 81.58%, 24 W X R B HE T g 25| RpgHE Bt 150 %
s K ) SR 5, CSTR A B B 4001 i 35 4 Z o g0
. TRk PO P FRIEEE 037 mg L, X Ol P [
- 10F 120

%wx&%&*rw%ui 5 TR 45 2 % L mwed 15
24.82 mg’ g ° Fh JHSTEL ’ Taﬁ EH: HT Dlu}ﬁ*j‘ O0 SE) 160 15I0 20IO: 250 300 350 4(.);)- 45(?
VN /\ CSTR [ r” X }: E SR UL an , LaFe- SEF AL
{jg"ﬁPO 3’P}E/\§‘§ﬁé ﬁﬁz_:ﬁ*#ﬂﬁl 7J<jJ -Pxﬁt%ﬂ’]ﬂfun
%5, LaFe-DWTR 7£ & V7 R 24 T 500 # 0 Fig. 5 Effect of hydraullc conditions on phosphorus
23, 5 PO -P AU fil i AU I, A PO-P removal efficiency

PEPE T Z AL, SR1L T LaFe-DWTR X PO, -P AW B R R P, DRIt SR FH 43 e i 28 S5 7 X
K I3 24 AT ARG 5 CSTR 1Y BRBESCR
2.2 CSTR IR i57K AR =Tt 7k 59 IR B BR 83380 R

CSTR 4b F 38 17 5 7Kk b FT~ T30 1 7K g 5 o
% B Bk e A R A 1 6 BT R . AEATHIH) L CSTR 028 | DR T P
A% A 30 31 hg i ok, it i 7K PO, - i 0261 s aasiipae et 00
P 5t i W BN 0.24 mg-L™', iz 17 41.h 5 i Uk 50.24- 1
PO, -P i im ¥k FE[% & 0.21 mg'L™'; 7E 41~127 h g 022 1s0 g
N, K PO-P R UK B A GEZE 020022 020 15 %
mg-L'; 7F 132~220 h |y, /K PO, -P Jii & ¥k § 018 | 190
JEREZE 020 mg L™ AT, el K B ik e J 7T OMT f
M2 017 mg L, Rk RN 0r50%, 2 070 060 W0 10030 0 o0 8020230240
VLB CSTR & 17 I (] 9 3E 4, 6F — 1t o E AT/
KB B3R Tl 2 R B L B PR T AV T o U 6 CSTR 4L IBIH T i5 K Q038 [ =305t 7k Y
75 7K 7 B LaFe-DWTR #0420, & v X B 153 B{jﬁiﬁ;’;&f%h . f
() LaFe-DWTR 1 PO, P HE 76, fks |18 PIOsPhoms removalefeefor e secondary effuento

SE MRS [N, B CSTR iz 17 B[] [ 4E
K, TEVUTE X IRARFL R ) LaFe-DWTR X [ Iz X ¥ i VR G R AT DAE — 20 v dk, S 7K i A8 4 1) i
PREE ] B, fERA BT AW, LaFe-DWTR X PO, -P ()XW [ & & 12.86 mg-g™', F
¥) LB %990.02%, CSTR V17K PO, -P it S W B 0.20 mg-L™', K% T (ks K42 5
Je W HECRR ME ) (GB 18918-2002) —Z% A FRUERI R (0.5 mg' L"),
2.3 LaFe-DWTR Z& [ 0 [B] ST 8% A9 AT ==

LaFe-DWTR LAt K SR Ak sl Tll &1 7™ i 78 S A 55 40 W B PO, -P IR L 36 2. X LE J5 T
KM, M) tE PO -P B M E AR T 50 mg L i), LaFe-DWTR AN ¢k 2 gL', wfl T4
24 (POF). BEH B 41 (PMS). K I KR (PMW) 250 i b1 oKL B 4% S i, LaFe-DWTR %J PO,>-P {4
W o e 0 B R A T A A R ) IR PO, WP TRV IR T 10 mg L' B, LaFe-DWTR il &
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®2 HSHKMHT LaFe-DWTR 5 H b IR B 57 3t PO, P IR M 14 82 Y EL 32

Table 2 Comparison of phosphate adsorption capacities onto LaFe-DWTR with other adsorbents under dynamic conditions

CSTRJVE X, WIEPO, P HRT MRHIE,  BEse, Bk

PR RBUL ki (mg L) m (gL (mgg!)  H/% ",
1 RLEF2E(POF) 12 50 0.5 5 3.03 80 [28]
W0 E AT (PMS) 1.2 50 0.5 5 5.63 81 [25]
KELAIAR(PMW) 1.2 100 8.8 12 17.0 883 [27]
FEREBE IR AT(HAP) — 72.9 2 — — 52.4 [30]
ZKT 15 IR(DWTR) 1.0 10 2 10 0.95 95 [24]
YIRS AR 375 05 3 0 \ \ B31]

(PSPRC)
20 HEK 156 (AMD) 2.0 1.8 1 1 1.79 99.3 [5]
LaFe-DWTR 1.85 50 3 2 24.82 99 ESTE

(0.14 g L") RIFEAR T 257K ] 5 U2 (DWTR) #1127 HE 7K V5 e (AMD) S50 B A 6k, 2@ 3040 B 5 iy 4
o, [Ht, LaFe-DWTR J&— & A g 1 bR i A1 8k
3 %ip

1)CSTR 7] D 52 B X% LaFe-DWTR W [ff B g9 F2 2 i 17« AT &% A 50 mg-L™' PO, -P B 4LL &
K, 7€ HRT & 3 h, LaFe-DWTR #t i 2 g L7 FI R W #8195 14 7, PO,-P 1 L B F Ao 78
99% L) |-, LaFe-DWTR Xf PO,>-P W [ff &t ] ik 24.82 mg-g ',

2) X F PO, -P WG B EL VK B 2 mg L7 B T V5 K A BT it i 7K, 7 CSTR HR ] LaFe-
DWTR 75 W BB, SF3 7K PO, -P it Mk AT [ 2 0.20 mg L',

2 % X M
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Dynamic phosphorus removal from aqueous solutions by lanthanum/iron-
loaded drinking water treatment residues in a continuous stirred tank reactor
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Abstract A lanthanum/iron-loaded drinking water treatment residues (LaFe-DWTR) composite material was
prepared by the co-precipitation method, and its performance on phosphorus removal from the simulated
wastewater and the secondary effluent of municipal wastewater treatment plant(tWWTP) in a continuous stirred
tank reactor (CSTR) was studied. The effects of hydraulic retention time (HRT), LaFe-DWTR dosage and
hydraulic conditions on PO, -P removal were also discussed. The results indicated that PO, -P removal
efficiency in the CSTR with stirring at the reaction zone was over 99%, and the corresponding adsorption
capacity of LaFe-DWTR toward PO,’ -P reached 24.82 mg-g " at the initial PO,*-P concentration of 50 mg-L™",
HRT of 3 h and LaFe-DWTR dosage of 2 g-L"". For the secondary effluent of municipal WWTP with an initial
PO, -P concentration of 2 mg-L™" as the influent of CSTR, when the HRT was 3 h and LaFe-DWTR dosage
was 0.14 g-L', the concentration of PO,”-P in CSTR effluent stably maintained about 0.2 mg-L™", which could
meet the requirements of the Class A Standard of the Discharge Standard of Pollutants for Municipal
Wastewater Treatment Plant (GB 18918-2002).

Keywords lanthanum/iron loading; drinking water treatment residues; phosphorus adsorption; dynamic;
CSTR
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