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LRI F RS, I 5180245 2. WY 8 SRR B E A BRA T, TR 5180555 3. M /R IE Tolk K 2% (B,
I 518055

B B A XTNIRB IR R G A VLY R Ay MELL R AU 4SS, R A UV-Fenton i fL £ AL +EM B (3¢
MAEYER) SR EYREANS T 2T RES: 120d LS8, ZRTAUAA T4 45 A B 5050 X Ik 48 W b
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B A ARHE

P T 15 R B AR ) M I i A L 1 25 PR AR A U2 Hoe s T R A & ST, W\l
VIAE Ay ot Ak P B % B b 3B 0 5 Al K A BB R B, I, 2 BB AN LT 2 Q. R A
EARWZOEERED UV P AR BET R IERAT, il R 504 HA
EA A KBRS A B (OH, Cl. SO %), £ HMEMAMMEHT, KoaTAHymit
VT 5% R B A5 SN B A i IR RE . B AR R R N, B RS 2 €O, T H,0R, 1R
— A R E ALK, £t Fenton F AR (Fe*/H,0, 1K F) FI H Fe** 5 H,0, #E B2 M 55 4 & ) i A
BCEE L H LR A P, LA pH IS HYE IS . B8 7 A i R F HLO, il FH 2% % AIK 45 ik
s .. UV-Fenton ffL B L4545 T UV/H,0, Fil H,0,/Fe® 2 R AR i e #8522 AR 10 e f 35
R A AR EIRE S, AT — B L ek EaR s —FOR M EFEEY . UV-Fenton 1k & fb 1
AR 0 2 AN ) 28 78 B il P K B — 26 ST R B K, {ECRE N R T B MR 45 W COD TR BE Ak 3 L A
IR

AU i WX LE A 9Y T UV-Fenton A £k 0 fb 42 R 5 4% 48 Fenton 7 . UV/H,0, 5 X ik 45 W
COD ) 2 BR&HR, X UV-Fenton T. ZZ WY LI 45 R AT T RS Ak, IL A, HE T EM (effective
microorganisms) B #4415 5 EM B AO 5 b Bk 48 W I A R, i T EM B AO R4l A
MBR M T 2S5 fERiIAAF 5L at b, AWF5Y DLEA AR M0 BRI T T PR by 038 U8
TRV 4 WA R S B X 42, R UV-Fenton ffE 16 48 fL+EM S 804E P A (AO :+MBR k) 14 T
SHFRIES: 120d WP IRSE, ZRE UG T 27 il RE X R M A HLY LA R B/ . AR
FBRACR

1 MR5RE

1.1 LM

A SCHE B 0 T IR S 06 T PV 4 Ok 11 UR I T 51 A 0 b7 S O 308 DR R AL B R S8 1Y NF BT
COD 4 900~1 100 mg-L™", TN >4 60~90-mg-L ', NH,-N >4 15~20 mg-L'. UV-Fenton {1k % 1k % JC i
FH A AE 700 B R 4k (Talk %) M 3% F I SCTIT 2 SR i K AR, AR B K (H,0,, 50%) TESE H T
MBI TABRAF . EM @& 2UE YR SR OT T 7 1 EM 2 & DIRe i A SE A 7 M H B AR
AWRAF, JGgHE—L YRR IS s 5 HTS e 48 AR R I T T 1) 4R Ak 2= 25 ) (o3 B 4l FBIA SE [
25350 A A .
12 XWEEF

b b BB g1 t-d !, SCIR K A
FiR . AR E BRI . pHIH . UV-
Fenton f# fb & (b )2 W #% . W B 7KL . EM HH
B8R W 00 SR — A S g R 7K S A
13 IXWHE

) B R I K RE 75 o SR i A K
DR e —ERE L2 E AL RS
b BRI K AR, G, BRI Y B R
FIVDI Ak 2 PRIE A= Ak PR T R4 1 2088 Y 2

i o ASSCE EM B 9 A RS SR 28 SR AE B1 AETZHHRE
TEREH 23 WK Fe A, n— & bl i 5% Fig. 1 Pilot-scale equipment of combined process

e (61 4 W ATHE . GUAL B B IR — SURT . HEoh BODINIP (10 L (] 4 100:5:1), B i) ] 4 b
575 HEHNE B EM RIS RS FER S, WA 12h, FEik 6 h R ARSEMEA, WIULAE M HERT; 45 24 h
VRN LU FE 1) T o SRR 0 D B L R MR B R OIR A ¢ B R )
VL (LR 6 WV I 5 AL VR 25 A T e TR WK . RS 7 3~5 d R K I3

) A TP R, AR GRITRA G T RRE M 2 fik . Bk TSRy . Bis
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U8 VBB R A R P AR T A R ALK, TR A
P R AT pH Y, SRS #E A UV-Fenton X
I g AT R S W % 504k ;5 UV-Fenton S Y #%
H K 22 S AL T A0 fie 2 Ak B S T 5 B vk B Rk
H, RIGUIHE LR ; UV-Fenton Jz v 7%
KHEAN EM B W 2%, Bl EM B AO B4 &
MBR [ i 4% o B SeiE AR (A ) gEAT
A AE L, SR JE A 0 (O ) K BRE 4
COD Fit17 i feAEH , & /m #E A MBR [
ST E RIS PE A KM, SER R AR HEL . K
TR SL 05T, A 55 53 22 UV-Fenton 4
B AL T BB AT & . B0, By
=R % S AN B B0, £ B R 153

gL, FeSO,TH,0 HY i vk JiE K 2.0 gL, fk (DN NEMEBRE by
F pH Oy 3.0, 2R IE B 46 25 °C. EME 5 U T
R0 RSB AT A PE D K pH (RS 'T‘*“"‘i -
7.0~8.0, BRI 20 h, Bl B A o Sz
KF 0.5 mg' L', WFHEBEMEN20mgL”, MBRIEs g;

BB IR AN IR AT

J

d

i RER

7

UV-Fentonff {k 54k 52 v 7

\5

F i) 2K

I

NI R 25 °C 3= A MBR 3% H 2 7K et
By B I 2 R A 4 4k 4 1 (SPMW-
301AD5, Poreflon SUMITOMO), F ¥ fL 1% K
0.2 um, M 5 2O B KUt IS <. MBR
WV g B AR FEE 25~28 °C, DO 5 il N
3~6mg-L™", ¥57¢ (MLSS) ﬁ?i&ﬁé&%ﬁ%om ) AT EMRESEE

12000 mg'L_lo MBR I it 5K 1 [ 8¢ 4t 1 5T o Fig. 2 Flow diagram of the combined process
K7 GEAT 10 min, B {5 2 min), S5 HH [A] 52 07 4% DL ECRE JE XCHETR .

1.4 RESWHE

F BHHLFE bR AN T S B COR AR AR WS 43 B 7 3 GE DU RR) Y BH. Hidr ) kR AR
(COD) R FH HE B B A1 00 52, BV (TN) SR FH B M o 57 TR B T M 5% A1 43 D6 6 B2 3 (HD 636-2012), &
A (NH,-N) B9 22 % 40 IR B 2 (HT 535-2009) 75 .

R FHASAH 601557 135 (GC-MS) 12 % M 48 W Hh i e A A DL 0 H R o PR AR U 3R SR — W IR iR 2%
(PAEs) # A7 . o, DGR A T. 2200 HJ& UV-Fenton £k S04k 5 70 % Xk 5 i A3 AL 1) Ak
PHAE Sy o EAROF¥EE o T ER S X R TG PAEs BEAT AR A I AR B E S, AR (3 /R
FE I 14 (GEMS-QP2010 Ultra, Shimadzu, Japan) HEATI5E . K FH A F 40 09 BB 7 (43 - (TIC) 1
WS E (MS) SEAT A, BEREE TR A AN R L AT R R EESHERN T . @35 R A HP-
SMS A B4 B B FURER BLIE, & FIREE R 230 C, HEREN 70eV; S OERE N
280°°C, FHAPEM 1.0 mL-min~', Hor, 45 “HER — T Mg DBP £ & Af a8 9.6 min, EMEE T H
150, 205, 223, EHE T N 149, S82K — W iR — 3¢ fif DEHP {4 ¥ i} [a] &y 13.0 min, EMEE TN
1500 167,279, &8 E TN 149, % EMKH R A 0.1~1 pg L™, s BICE Sy 77.8%~109.9%,
ARXTHR M 22 RSD N 1.8%~7.2%.

284 -1] U, (Ultraviolet-visible, UV-vis) 615 R H 5 UV-2550 588 Al WA EGRETHIN E , J6 A
K Abs, FHEEE S, FEEE S 200~700 nm, SGiEH 5N 2 nm, FHAE KK Inm, KRN
AT S LR N 0.45 um AYJE M8, A6 B 20 7% . R A H AR HITACHI 2 ] 1) F-7000 ¢ %6 1%
M AR R RE 5 B = 4k & - & 4 (three dimensional excitation and emission, 3D EEMs) Y ith, 3 & GIR
150 Wi 9K AT, PMT HLJE R 700 V, 5 B K F 1100 3 & 3% K 8 220~600 nm, & 9 9% K 0

BLY ¢ )1
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250~650 nm, PIFE LK EBE N 5 nm, FHAEE R 2400 nm'min . R EE FAKEREH, 1R
BHTSE A 0.45 pm 8 B X K RESE AT L U8 TAL R . 8 5 Ak 15 24 (humification index, HIX) #% FH K 48 7 ik
45 W P R YE A ML (dissolved organic matter, DOM) B JE FE AL A2 B | SRR SE, TR R AN 254 nm
I, RS 435~480 nm fY X R 3 BR LA & 55K 300~345 nm 9 DX B o HIX (B . Rk
PR 370 nm &b, K& T 450 nm Y 5 OE 5 BEAE BR PR S K 500 nm #9858 5 (B N 5Ot I 1
(fluorescent index, FI) {H, H% FR+E/~ DOM MR . H A= JHFEFr (biological index, BIX) M A& I K
4 310 nm B & S5 KA 380 nm #1430 nm b A9 ZEE5RE FEAE, Hon] Sk DOM Y F AR PR LA KR
Pyl R M

2 RS
21 HETZMNEBFZRMERTR

; Y > BF 9H A 160
1‘ ) Coaﬂﬁ FBRACE . ZIKLI%%% THET 3 EMIBALSAC STk i fgg
oW 4 W h COD 1 £ BRACE . i 3] 140 R Suisesni UV FentonfUBik e {

R, TEESE 120 d iR R AR R, K RO} SBKCOD s s o Seagh
COD 7£ 1 050~850 mg-L™" Ji3ly, & BLZE18 T % 100 D gg0

ks, fEEAPREMN, A6 TEXTK
5 H COD 1 £ B % 91.7%~95.2%, K
COD ¥ H] B A% T 100 mg'L™', H ERiHEfa

SERRF A (AT B SR S T Y g AR K

COD Z: B 5tk /%
3
D
g
COD/(mg - L)

) (GB 16889-2008) H 5 Hf it bR fif B2 5K . i i 100
A, A T4 UV-Fenton %A fL ¥ 5T X} COD 1) 200 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
LTI R A N 90%, EME R AL Y i A B s T al/d

Xt COD (9 % Br ot ik W £ . DL S5 2R KW, B3 BAAETEMRIKIER COD KL EBH R
UV-Fenton B0 X ¥ 4 W T ME B A DLTs 4 Fig.3 The COD removal efficiency of leachate concentrate
WA EERESER, 1 N5% EM Btk using the combined process

Wy M PR TR A R R K & F s X F UV-

Fenton #fb ALK R, /T 300 nm (19 UV L B4 T 7= A= B9 H 7 7T L5 Fenton % 4k 7 H,0, )2
AR -OH,  H 0 7= A R B & FAE 50 1 Fenton /R R o JLHJEAE pH< S IR R T, Fe' KA
Y Fe(OH) ] £E UV )6 I8 45 4 R 40 i 7= /& Fe** Fl-OH, MM 5% fk Haber-Wesis 1 ¥5 fil-OH 7= &, It
Ah, i N AR RE = M B R IR R Fe(RHCO,) 23 Fe 4k A: i Fe™*, Fe MU Inve — E R Lt
{2 1 H,0, WHELL 53 Fi o 28 0T o X A7 ML W 5 . PRI, ] UV-Fenton {4 22 4t 2H U 48 9% i)

W fie A ML, R 7E E K COD 3 3 1 i B COEMBEURETRE,  © TN
T, AT R T 0 AR R B UV FemonTiE L & kTN
[

2) X TN Bk o & 4 ok T4 A T 2%
W 4 W T TN A R BRACR o 7E 120 d /9 ik &
WIN W dE R B TN B M (56~80 mg- L)
AR FEWARN ), XS LiEg
YE R AL ER S T2 KAk K. hE 40
W, , UV-Fenton f# f& %8 1k 5. 70 X ¥ 48 W+ )
TN LT %A Bl e . X o] g J& K o UV-
Fenton £ R 1] 47 5 5 AL il S A MW A S Z A&
R, BASUERA R PR TN & 555, 00710 20 36 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110 120
i 1€l 4 T, EM B e 2000 &L T 200 ik i i AT
TN LB R EBAEH, KBRmmkEA R B4 AETEAHRRER TN BB R

80%~90% ., AL AN YA TR PREE  Fig.4 TN removal efficiency of leachate concentrate using the
combined process

TNEBR Bk L/ %
TNV /(mg - L)
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AT, DR 2 e P R R i R A I R B SR L T AR SR A EMA RO A W
AT LA 5 R AR B B A AL o e Ah, X TSR AR A T L, & EM RIS, B
R A A AL RO HE WA A N T g G m B T B BRSO AR U RS
PUrk W s, MR s/ IR A T 2 RErE. BAORYL, WML HE T2, 0
K TN & AR 10~25 mg-L™', SE4ifi 2 AR 6 B 3735 Je il b v ) (GB 16889-2008)TN I F 40
mg- L™ A HERCEEK

3) X} NH-N () L Br . ACAEFZEHE T T EMBL AT Tk L o HEANH Ny
ZAF TN BRACR ORGSR T NN O ERUV-Feono il g
BRZOCR o WA S BT, 1R 120 d By R 160} & 6
PV WK B9 NHN(12~16 mgeL ™) [7] B 0 e )

E—EME NS, EHAEENE, UV-
Fenton i 1k %8 1k ¥ JC X NH,-N & Bl 10%~
20% 7t 2B %, X 0] e 2 K S UV-Fenton X
N A R FR L R A R A A

NH,; NIk /%
£
(=4
NH,; Nifk ff/(mg - L)

RFAL NH-N T8, AR M, EM B s o

493130 B0 T A NHL N JRE B0 5 0 55 AP e

PRACR 2 Bk % ATk 80%~95%, E S T 9 1020730 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110120

EM T 75 242 W) bt i e R R SR . 7E 120 Ef7i A/

d 1y SRR R A AR R e A T AR B5 A4 TER SRR NH,-N B IR
Ja, K NH;-N N 1~4 rng-L*l , Al (U Fig.5 NH;-N removal efficiency of leachate concentrate using
T B W CIH 3 05 g 15 ) s ME ) (GB 16889- the combined process

2008) H' NH;-N it T 25 mg- L' (9B R .

4) XF HAb Y5 Ye AR AR 1 F5 B o (AT B e U 3735 Yl 5 AR E ) (GB16889-2008) 1 [ T 4
COD, TN, NH,-N HZRA, HABIEARE RIS . BRI RS . O, BFEY . BR
4L WA AT HE T AR, HAKLVEFRARIS AR, HIOE TR SCERIESYS, UV-Fenton {1k 4
A6 T2 AT DL YR OIB S B v R 10 - Lt 083 100 mg- L™ DAY, SRR3Rk 99% LA b, XY
AL iE bR & UV-Fenton i fLAAL T M EEM AT —, TEHKEBBEREWE N 2.6 mg L', KF
CCHE T S PR I 3 V5 e 15 R BRUE ) (GB 16 889-2008) FE3R Y 3 mg- L' M 7K 28 K 1 181 A T BERIIR T
20417, AT AT BRI S Je PR bR vE ) (GB 16889-2008) EL3K (1 10 000 4~-L7', X £
Al LUHZE A RN E DI SRR KAER . TR EEEIE S, 7749 SS im ik R 10mg- L™,
A 2k B HE R AR v 5 T (08 A SS Fe bR 9 Bk L i T4 A T 2RI (9 UV-Fenton B0 AT LK e 45 W
(4 BB A WMNE 0, AR RYOBIUE TR RA LT R IE R £ 6, @15 K BOR R
K AR F 0,000 1 mg L7, B EACTHERCBRAE . WA ol A bk g 22, HE T 28 UV-

Fenton 7066 1R 4if 1 0 K43 1 MERR i A L) 121
K&t ol oy BE S /N e ALY, R e 10}
{4 CO, M H,0, W] L i 25 42 v W 4 W 1) ml 2B oslh
fete, BMEZ T EMEIACEMBE A, w
K 1 BIC 38R HE3E 0.3, 1 2 HE O E = ol —— WRARBUR B (A TR

2.2 HEFRIMES oK B

1) 241 -0] W, (UV-Vis) Y347 . UV-Vis 02
e W' B 5 vk 4 W AR A HLY) (DOM) or , ) , , , ,
B/‘J *;F gs . m E . 74%1 ﬁTﬁ %n /E % %% E ﬁ ;é [33] , 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
i 3 UV-Vis O 8K 1 25 S T B DOM £y L R
BB T D R B 5 1 0 2R g e 6 IRAERAIERIF AL IN-AT WA FT L

L 6 T4 . e 45 0SB B UV-Vis S i 1 25 Fig. 6 Comparison of UV-vis spectra of leachate concentrate

before and after treatment
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A6 X W e, LB S T L DX AR R, v A R A A 2 B O b R LB R
HHLY, FE UV-vis Y635 ih AT H 80 0 5 59 R AE W ke s, ] B2 R Sk ke 4 W R A AL 25 4 42 2
ZMERREAE T T, SFEOREMN A 6P By MIog & A TSP, X TR 46 R Y UV-vis 6k
Kk, 210~250 nm A A 5 I T U8 B v 4 S TP ) DOM. A7 78 A1 AR 45 U (L8 8 o B AN Y
FEE . ASTRRTERE; 0 250~290 nm Ak A r 45 5 B W2 W3R B LB AR & rh Rl REAE 7R 07 B 22 LG (i
W M| RN e MR Y H R 260 nim Ab R 55 WIS RT LAV S5 M A LR R . B 3S  ZIRRR Y R) n-n*H
F-BRAEPT; 290~350 nm 14 Iz Wi i W] BB 2% BH DOM % A # LS5 LR B Re A ™. &l & T 2485,
JKFE UV-vis Y618 09 W' BE 7 4 A 22 156 X (200~400 nm) % K [, T g2 Pk DOM iy & o 3t
A (-C=C-C=C-. C=0. ZK¥). By (n-Cl, -OH. -OR) #EiH R, S B0 B L 50 5500 Ik
550, fEsRAEAL A B EEAE SAEFH T, UV-Fenton 1A £ Hh % Az il 204 38 i w520z £ 15 L 58 5 E Bl
7 AR B] TR RBENBIN, 2R G REREIR, 55 BT Z 20 Ko+ A UL % % i 2
BN TP 5L, BRI G G T 25 RARfE A B is A Ly, (R
75 A AV A 3 B B BRI .

AN, BT HH UV-vis Y1 o s 2 Ik K
B W S 5 DA B AN [R] I 6 5 B ) BU B 6 s AN TR
KA NI ZE R R PR 3 1 AT, R4
WAHE T EAIIE, UV, Ml Ey 3% I
AN B BRI T S B B BB BB BrslBrs  BodFan
WL A5 AR, S F Mt i BRIk, 244 W 020 017 12.22 0.19 4.25 4.75
TZ2A)E, WA Epy/Eyp 122238 % HUK 001 001 2260 0.06 6.92 6.86
22.60, Ey/E. M 4.75 3% 6.86, 104k 3 5
Ko g o ) AR S Gl B A, o F R R A A BRI Eyxy/Ey, M1 0.19 FE % 0.06, RIAHE T2
AbPEJE 5 W AR T DOM I F 3L | FRE | Fo0L | MRS, ML S IUfCoE & il W R I, A i B A 3 3
%2, X5HIY T EER M -2 @ X R, KA E/Eys o T W48 R, £ W
DOM 4 3222 153 F 15 AH XT3 B 1 ) o e 720 AR o B i, H AR VR MLV B T

2) =Y Kk - GG TE (3D-EEMs) 43 M. WAE R A DOM Fh 8 B 2, FEHEER . & 1
MR . 2205 18 IS4 O IR R0 WU DS B ol A nUsk . FRILAE LA A M 4L k., T il 2t 3D-EEMs i
Fh R AIE W A7 B R G 3 8 E 5 e 48 TR P ) DOM. 2 i R 96 i 2 Ak B AR U790 R BIF 58 A/ 56 45 1 T
B 7, 7K A Xt R B DOM & /5 B (Mo hem) D8 TG B AL B R B0 0 4 AN IX B2, T kg 25 B i 2 ) ot
(Ao M (350~440)nm/(430~510)nm); 11 K A] WLIX S E FLFRZEYI T (hoy/ Ay A (310~360)nm/(370~450)nm);

X’ cm

I 28 1 2EY B O/, 9 (240~270)nm/(300~350)nm); IV 48 4h X 25 & R 28 W i O\ /A, N

1 RERLIBRIERFEREE RELET
Table 1 Comparison of the values and ratios of the specific
absorbances of leachate concentrate before and after treatment

B B
650 4300 650 4000
" !r 4200 i 3 667
3733 3333
550 3267 L 3000
L L2667
E 500 2800 £ _
5 S [ 2333
X L2333 ¥ I
fi\% 450 § ) - | L 2000
& F1867 <& i ql [ 1667
& 400 400 & ‘ 1333
350 [ 0333 : - 1000
666.7
¥0 466.7 ' 3333
250 0 250 0
250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600
R P /am R P /nm
(a) AbFHHT (b) AbHEE

7 RGERALIERIER 4R -K ST LIERTEE

Fig. 7 Comparison of 3D excitation-emission spectra of the leachate concentrate before and after treatment
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(240~270)nm/(370~440)nm), WA W IF W P S AR SR E R E BiR . REAY LIS EH R,
T LAY TR R L AR S T G X B 2K LR A i SR 2, R 2B U SV P A KR Y
T 8 At A HLAD o i 0 0 B TR0 0 8 A 5 B HIIX 753K 5,63, 36705 Ik R IS e Ak PR B v ™0, Ay U
F&HUBIX 7 0.21, 26755 DOM (i F1 UM (R A= 49y 7 R FHBE ) 000G, S Wt o e 45 R0 190 W7 A AL A IR, 9
HeAE B FI(fss00) 9 0.87, T8 K 25 ¥k 45 90 v (075 AL I Sy s R0 A 0 s A0S DRIt 98 D0 R e
e B SR () A K TR L 2 RO FRT BT 4 W R I O R A S s, W
Y A5 R AT LA 0 T A R B R RIS L B R 5 9 7 2 0 I 5 M R R4 - AT WL s 7 SR e A
PEIERE /NG TR, X FEAMIESE T 414 T2 JE L2 UV-Fenton 58 ib FHME W i K43 T (0 45 3L
PEo AN, ANFRE HKSE G T LK B RS e W e K T BRI R, TRE S B . R
e RSN R AR AU BE (IAAT S L XH UVevis Wil EygyfEy, (R (L 5 — B,

3) GC-MS 4B R 437 44 T 2 b 0 B e 4055 T 05 7K 5 vl 7 5 MG A DL I 25 4k, R
GC-MS X Ab R JE K BESEAT T3 AT . T B ARSI, GC-MS ASREA XK 43 BT H 45—l
ALY, B, A S0 3 A XA X o -

A5 70 L S VS L 75 T 60% (990 FR 4T 7 1 43 .
B o el ST, e g v R K h Ak 120 -

O HAHLITIS, BRI TH e

BLPY, LT A R AR IR S W AR £ T wroamon

PO SR . A T L E = o
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Pilot-scale application of the combined process of UV-Fenton with EM micro-
flora based biochemical denitrification in the treatment of landfill leachate
membrane concentrate

LI Huaying', XIAO Xiong', ZHAO Jianshu?, REN Zhaoyong®", MENG Liao', HUANG Junbiao', ZHONG
Feng', JIN Qinghai’, QU Hao', OUYANG Feng’
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Shenzhen 518055, China; 3. College of Science, Harbin Institute of Technology (Shenzhen), Shenzhen 518055, China
*Corresponding author, E-mail: 893837394@qq.com

Abstract With regards to the complex composition and difficult degradation of organic compounds in landfill
leachate membrane concentrate, a pilot-scale test was carried out continuously in 120 days by using the
combined process of UV-Fenton catalytic oxidation with highly efficient microorganism (EM) based biological
denitrification. The removal efficiency of COD, TN and NH;-N of leachate membrane concentrate by each
treatment unit of the combined process were investigated. The results illustrated that the combined process
performed stably, and the corresponding removal rate of COD, TN and NH;-N reached 95.2%, 90% and 95%,
respectively. Meanwhile, each effluent indicator could meet the discharge requirements in Domestic Waste
Pollution Control Standard (GB .16 889-2008). On the basis of UV-vis spectra, three-dimensional fluorescence
spectra and GC-MS analysis, the UV-Fenton unit could greatly damage the aromatic structure of the conjugated
organic compounds in the leachate concentrate, and significantly reduced polymerization degree of the
molecular weight, thus'degraded the refractory macromolecules such as humus-like substance or fulvic acids in
visible light region into small molecules and improved the biodegradability of leachate concentrate. The
subsequent EM based biological denitrification unit could further and efficiently remove NH,-N and TN.

Keywords landfill leachate; membrane concentrate; UV-Fenton oxidation; EM based biological

denitrification; pilot-scale application
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