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Test research on treating dairy wastewater by the rapid sewage sanctifier
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(1. College of Urban Construction, Hebei University of Engineering, Handan 056038, China;
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Abstract: The test adopted the rapid sewage sanctifier for treating dairy wastewater with the coagulants of
AS and PAC. Relation of dosage and the removal rates of turbidity and COD was investigated, and the op-
timized dosage of AS and PAC is 390 mg/L and 320 mg/L, respectively. At the same time, the synergism
of the best inorganic coagulation PAC and organic flocculator polyacrylamide(PAM) in sewage treatment
was studied, PAC(240 mg/L) + PAM(0.5mg/L)is the best and the most economic combination.
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Tab. 1 Quality of the raw water during the experiment period
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Fig. 1 The removal efficiency of COD and
_ turbidity with dosage of AS and PAC
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Fig.2 The relation between the dosage of

PAC and the removal rate under
different dosage of PAM
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Tab.2 The comparison of medicament cost
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