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(1. AR T REGR 2 5 TR B, TR XS a5 SB R U E M E ALl T,

15 el S AR B A AR Wl i R SR, )N, 5100065 2. AERETHLTORSFA Rl S TREERE, )M, 510006)
B FE R FeSO X BB IFUKIEAT pH IR1Y, K BUAR AL R K UK s A7 AE RRISE oh A 2, ELAT AR5 1) R s

SRS BB AR K pH (294 9.6 i, HCO; .CN~ (HS™ .S~ NH, ,C,H, 0~ i 25 LU L0 g i T 50 AE
TE X I (28 P25 S 85 e s B pHL I BRI, LB (L7 LU 910528 M Ul 2 , Xob IO 1) 3553 R 43 A1 43 BCE Wb 22, D2 o 4
ST 5 2 pH PR bR pH 5 pK, (E4EE , 00 55 BR 1 40 A - BOE R SR, K I ZE vh A A
THEs kS, ZEJAY pH I3 B ep, T FeSO, MK A UUHE 5 4 A VR T FEBINRE S 2.0 - L1, I R B[]
15 minf, f2 4k % K F 9 FAL S BRAL ) 4> &% COD Ay 2B 20 515 1.5 mg CN g ™' 27.3 mg $*"-g7" |
15 mgfil -g ™' B 504 mg COD-g ™", pH FA £ F 15 YLy 1 T 25 43413 1 S5 B /K S 465 44 1 D 42

KA ALK, GupAsE, R, K.

ALK T S K B I, RO 2 (R R 2 2 TR L I | s i
IR R Z I TS WRE B RS, LR R ER k HS T
L, B R IR AN R A AL B K UK b 3 IR R B — R B R, AR AL B K pH I 7E 9. 0—
11,0 Z )" FEHE ALY R G AbBE 2 1, I H, SO, 68 5 it i A AL 5 K ) pH BEAT 8195, LA JE 229
ABRIER  FEACEYI R G K pH RS WK v ) SOV R Ao 7S , B T e S N 1
WIS £ 7 e i B TR, T 6 K R T AT 40 2R 9 O 4 B A L 0 A K ot i 75 R vk
B HEACEMI R SR K pH B, AR R G B e U A P S B AR PRI SN
S 2 TR B B ALK B K PR B R B (W AR 22 , /K i 3 oy B M6 25 5 6 0 1 R iR
BRI vh , FELI0 pH A LRSS 3o 2 1 P 24 LA R 0005 4 Ak A0 B K, ALk, 4 K 5
M b K 1 R ZE Wik 2R (ORI 5 S G LR A 4 A TR 8, T 0 A SR T LA

T Fe’ ™ B MRAE AR JEE T, FeSO, 2 FIAE /K Ab BIZG 5™ . Fe ™ g 7Kk S A FiIAdE FeSO, i K ¥
VR, AR SR K pH MFEFR . S A Fe?* KA T4 fih 25 AT LAF= A Fe(OH) , Ml Fe (OH) )
UK, A S BB K LA R B4R A% 1 P, T LA B R AR A2 1k B K COD g H i ™. Bk 7k
Hift) S AT 5 Fe’ T L FeS BLiEd' !, CN ™ [ 5 Fe* " 48 3T N 2k 15 Fe, [ Fe(CN) 1" ik Bk
TEF FeSO, P84 pH (3 2 h A 1E EALIE BT UTTET-45 546 4 VA5 2, B HERE I FeSO, 19 I .
DL , A5 LB RFST FeSO, 5 H,SO, I35 pH (A 2% 5 e H T R S B0 /K R LSS # (A5 4k.

ARSI AL B AL T B AR A AR R BFFE X 5, 843745 B i5 Y5 bR A R, SR Fll GC-MS 3 45
e A 5K T BLIRD S HEAT 2 HE 40T , W 00 B A R OBk (9 490 3R SR JT) FeSO, ot 45 4k B 7K JEE K 30 47
pH P9, 30 5% pH Bl FeSO, A S 175 AL % 0, IR R BB v 2 5 1 SR DL 22, 0 5 H, SO, 7 e 1o
R HEA T PO S 2 B 245 70) P i DA K TR 4 , S BB AR b B A5 AR A A AL

2012 42 H 20 H k.
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L1 SERRK
SER KA AL FRAL T, IR B K el 28 E K AR BRI TR A T, HOK BB A= 7 T2 918
Frig DA R A A AL AR bR T e — A H Lk i g it i &is Lk 1.

R1 R AKIFIK KT

Table 1 Characteristics of the coking wastewater

fohi . CoD HA $?- CN- PR SCN- SS
o P /(mg-L™1) /(mg-L°1) /(mg-L™1) /(mg-L™1) /(mg-L™1) /(mg-L=")  /(mg-L7")
K 9.5+0.3 6500 =500 85 +20 52 +10 21 £5 1180 +£50 596 +50 70 £10

1.2 SN

DF-1018 S RAE R AN PARE el g (L SCT A4 T ) s PHS-29A RIFR BRI ( B R RAANER) )
752 43O EEGIEAER A FR S 1)) s MS-3 BRI AR COD I E (X (46 R PRI ) s JAT003N HL 7K
- (AU PR A W] ) 5 JDS-107D BIZLAM 3 SEIIAL CGE ARG/ TG ) 5 Bt GC-MS J3#r{X.
1.3 SEE ik

(1) FEACIE K G2 ik 2 Bk B

ALK P 2 b A RO E - B FeSO, A H, SO, 73 Bl X AR K IFUK#EAT pH IR, 38 i BR
FE I E FEA K FUR Fh 2 ph 25 5 1Y RIS £ 1000 mL (R BERR R ITA 500 mL &AL IR K 50K, I 20 B2
MR 43 F A 1.0 mol - L™" [y FeSO, Flf H, SO, %, ¥ 1 etk & /K S5 /K pH, id s pH {4 9.0,
8.5.8.0.7.5.7.0.6.5.6.0 i FeSO, 7l H,SO, ¥ i i 4.

(2) FEACTE AT 9 3t v 7K 5 25 44 1 48

P AT A K BT, i R K K 5 SR 7 X A ) R G R, TR IR T X IR K Y pH AT R Y
DUl AW R GEAL BRI SR . FEFR AL R K AL BT 20rh, SR T FeSO, xof 5 AR I /K I8 19 3t v 1) 7K B i 47 9
AT EL . RIS, BTS2 PR K K SRS AE TR IR K H TS Y. #E 500 mL (AR HOINA
500 mL JFK A 1.0 mol - L™" FeSO, I, 76 % I S A F 8 S35 S0 15 min, i 2, BU_E 35 V000
COD .S*~ (CN™ (¥R . FENMA FeSO, R 1 IR, WEIBE AR v /K (1 pH 254k
1.4 ZrHririk

GC-MS SR AL FRACAE " 50 mL KB, FH 0. 77 m FLAR 3% 385 27 2k 3% M S 00K 40, 3ok 6 R
CI8(ENV +, 1g) [ AHAL H/INEE, C18 /NFEIY T35 [ Supelco 24 A, #b 4% F 5 WA pH <2, ] 5 mL
CH, CL, £ 1 3 Y, AR A IBOR s B MR Al 1) C18 41711 5 mIL CH, CL M 3 W B 2R UK R IRIR &, 78
20 CHM M hEF 7K 2 0.5 mL 7247, IEC B T 8. 25 A il s (V/V=2:1) Al
1.0 g Jo/KBREREM AL T RIS 5 AR TS AL e Zad (i el — S W Belid 72 h J5, 7 180 “CHBkE 12 h 1k
b, 8805 H 3% 2 B ¥k 204k, E C be B e .

FERLE SR 15 mL 1E e vkl AR BRI 285 FH70 mL CH,CL, + IEC ke (30 7) BTG IR
T, WS SR BRI 5 B Je oK FH 30 mL FH SR, WAL 4R I .

FH sk Ol v B AT T AR Ak, 2R A BSTFA (N, O-bis ( trimethylsilyl ) trifluoroacetamide ) 1 24 £i7 4= 4k 1257
KA EM LAY, B 2. 0 mL #4510 mL 47 PTFE 55 930804 (KIMAX, USA) 1, 4351 il A4. 0 mL
TR B E KT 2 pH < 2,5k 6.0 mL CH,CL, 73 3 YRASIR, H A OB AT RS T 200 k. 4
RSV, SR JE R 50 I 10% BEEIE B RIS AN 50wl 2% 1 BSTFA ¥, TE % i Mk h, 385
AR 2 mL (Y MR IEC e 2 2 0.5 mL, £F GC-MS 4347

GC-MS 43#r 544 : GC/MS-QP2010 Plus ( Shimadzu ) , RXI-5MS £ = E 4045 #£ (30 m x 0. 25 mm X
0.25 pwm) ; 2 S5 Wk 1 mLemin ™ 5 6 RE FRE 250 °C ;L FAB 1 70 eV 3 FIRTRE 250 °C; THER
FEFF o EIRTEE N 60 °C 3% M8 5 Comin ™' AU EE T2 300 °C, 7 300 CAR4F 30 min; dbFERE 1 pl; 4
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A 10:1.
COD Hy COD IS5z , 7k LR s s 1, S0, S i vl B <8 2% 1548 Ok R B Kk W
AT 75 8 (AR U ).

2 IR 5®

2.1 EAEIKG IR R

(1) FeSO, 5 H,SO, MBI X FEAL R A B K pH. W Rz 9 52 1]

K H FeSO, 57 H, SO ALK UK SEAT pH T I A 22 AL LA A& 1 o, il 1 AT RUAR
FEALEOKIEUK 1 pH {EAE 6. 0—10. 0 Z [ L2 AEL oA, £ pH E2 9.0 5 7.5 [bii Bl 53, FeSO, Xt
fEAuioK pH AR EE H,S0, 2R 2%

—m— FeSO,
—eo— H,S0,

#n& /mL

U TN N [ T Y N S T I T A B
60 65 70 75 80 85 90 9.5
pH

1 FeSO, 5 H,S0, B XF ALK 50K pH {ELIR S R 8211

Fig.1 The effect of ferrous sulfate and dilute sulphuric acid dosage on pH for coking wastewater

TP R — ARG s AR R pH 48 0 B8 VN — A P IR T T T (7 B I T R K 1 40 R 17
. ZMPAER o FR,
a=-C,V/ApH (1)
o a=C,V/ApH (2)
X, € Co AR R BN S S SRR R AR W BE 5 V Ol AR B BRI 14 s ApH AR 1 pHL AR AL (.
ARA AL 1 AT LAY B A A ) pH A8 AL SEBR T B FeSO, R H,S0, iy, 22 2 451 T LU
FeSO, FIHi H,SO0, It 278 i FE AL K BRIRZE 45 ik

R2 T H H,S0,15 FeSO, T pH ALK I th A A
Table 2 Changes of the coking wastewater buffer capacity based on the dilute sulphuric acid and ferrous sulfate adjusting pH

pH
9.5—9.0 9.0—8.5 8.5—8.0 8.0—7.5 7.5—7.0 7.0—6.5 6.5—6.0
a( FRBL BRI ) / mmol 2.0 0.8 0.4 0.18 0.28 0.30 1.42
o (BRI 2K 5 42 ) / mmol 4.4 1.6 2.0 1.0 2.8 1.2 -

7 o ARK.

H1% 2 Rl LIA ), eI H,S0, 182 ] FeSO, X AR K IFUK #E4T pH AT, SRR K 2 np
AR — B SRR EURTERR M 254 T, R vh A8t B AE pH I FEARIT /N, & T pH 7. 0 B, 22
P BTG K.

I FeSO, MK A, B HH — 2 MMtk , HOK ik 520 Fe’™ +2H,0 & Fe (OH), | +2H".
Fe(OH ), ANFGE , #E— 5 5L Fe (OH)  TLTE, fb2F i 2l 4Fe (OH), +2H,0 + 0,& 4Fe (OH), | .
Fe(OH), 5 Fe(OH) , 3LyiTE BA R EEVE T, Be A RCUTTE K 15 Je iy it ARG Erl 4= (3) ,
TR pH 280 R 0 R Y B o 2

Cpo. =A[H" ]2 +K5pFe(OH)2/[ OH~ 12 +KSPF5(0H)3/[ OH" ]3 (3)
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A, ATHT 172 FORWERE F KA [H 15K piom,/ [ OH™ 17 FR 77/ Fe (OH), 1843 WE4% B
F 3K precomy/ [ OH™ 17 FIREALN Fe(OH) 1 HRAF T2 55 T

M3 T LA 5 ] FeSO, 0 SR ALK pH EAT IR , FeSO, B RIS T 2 # 3 I, (H 53 2
i FeSO, (5L PR A A BERTF — 0, AR AL R K pH EIA B 2 8. 0 I, ST 210 FeSO, 0y
0. 88 mmol, W] &/ FSLPRAy A 8. 8 mmol , LW AR R /K HHfl SEAFAE A S R G2 PR R

R3 T FeSO, V8T pH MG ER W 2k IS 75 B it
Table 3 Theory requirement dose calculated on the pH adjusting with ferrous sulfate

pH
9.5—9.0 9.5—8.5 9.5—8.0 9.5—7.5 9.5—7.0
n(FeSO,)/mmol 8.0x10 73 8.0x1072 0.8 8.0 80.0

(2) PRV AR 2 iR RAFAE RS20

K H GC/MS J5 X HZ A K JEK H A AL W 20 3 204 43 A, A D 38) 46 4k 132 7K Dk A7 7 500
ZHE . AR K EK h B RGO T, RN A I G 280, LA AR )
J R Ry Ly | L A AR AR K EK pH (B 9—11 I, 2800 By 2 B L SR Be i A7 7 , B
pH BB FEAIS , PR K ) & B MR BB 1 ey, fel Lo W A AR I 2, IR B BR TR0 Y A7 A {8 I K A
pH S # v A 2 il 1 A4k, RN D2 v AR R 5 R BRI 1A L H R ARV R R 2R
& RAAIEY BTNz WEmRS , BEATTE SBRIVVE I T , 2328 AR e bt I 1% 6 s bk, B )i At g
W2, IR AT AR B o R 2. 53 A, SR AR /KRR i 238 B0 R BR B RS 1 (9 JC AL A NH, (PO, ™ (HPO; ™ |
H,PO; \NO; \SCN™ .S*" [HS™ CN™ [CO;™ \HCO; %5, 34y i /5 A5 Ak 1 7K JEL K o %% A= v B BOK i S
NE 7 A SRR ARG , i IR K Rt BRI ZE v g 7. DRI L , 7 R A T K BRI, 7 S g
s BAR R E 0 R

CH,0" +H,0 & C;H,O0H + OH "
CH,CO0 "~ +H,0 < CH,COOH +OH "
C¢H;N+H,0 & C;H;NH® + OH”
CH,N +H,0 & C,H,NH* + OH ™
C,H,OH & C,H,0™ +H*
NH,* +H,0 & NH,-H,0 +H"
PO, + H,0 < HPO;” +OH"
HPO;” +H,0 < H,PO; +OH"
H,PO,” +H,0 < H,PO, + OH"
NO; +H,0 & HNO, + OH"
$*” +H,0 & HS™ +OH"™
HS™ +H,0 & H,S+0H"
CN™ +H,0 < HCN + OH "~
SCN™ +H,0 < HCNS +OH "
CO:” +H,0 & HCO; +OH"™
HCO; +H,0 < H,CO, + OH~

(3) 485 VAR 22 ph R 2R 52 )

ALK I B A B 2 S A AN ECE A DL RO B (B ) AL T RT
VENBLNIMR, 5 Fe** il Fe'* B IR 4E A40 K P S*7 (CN™ (SCN ™t B4R WA BL A 4, 2 5 Fe? ™ il
Fe’ ' R UTIE B S A, W SCN™ 15 Fe** 1 Fe’* & KA RN, P A LT i 4 A 4. BIrL, UL iEF
T 2R T LA B A T - 1 A fel AR A I K SR B it R ) G2 v A .

[Fe (H,0),]1°" +6SCN~—[Fe (SCN),]>~ +6H,0
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2.2 BEIKIAY b K B R B PR 4

(1) pH X 7K &5 44 Y52

P AR T AR R IRUK AR K AL BRI K L R GE T2 IR K &5 K i 4 s A A R 7K i
IKEINAE 2% Ao ) R GEAL BRAE J1 (4 4 IR A5 SR K 19 3 K RS M A AR R 9SG &R il T A7 AL BRI 2% o 1k
PR RK ) pH I (R — R4 5 n] e 22 ISR 2577 A6 T K R, (B K SR B AN TR K S 25 4.
LASEALIR K e AR I 15 e B AR By NH, (CN ™ S* S AR3%, A B AL B K 94 i v A ) pH
BB AR B ALBIE . 2 4 FIH T AEIREE A 25 °C B Fom B2 O B, AT T7E 7K rh iy fige 88 5 . AR
B o3 BT A ST LU R FE R R pH B, SR AL BEK i AR 4143 B CN - S*7 NH," I
AR A Y BRI A 73 5, AnlET 2 B,

R4 IR SHIERAE K B R (25 CL,1=0)

Table 4 Dissociation constants of dilute acis and their conjugate base in acquous solution

LR S F K, pK, ki

pK, K,
HEmR HCN 6.2x1071° 9.21 4.79 1.6 x10 73
SRR H,S 1.3x1077(K,) 6.88 7.12 7.7x107%(K,)
AT NH,/ 5.5x10°1 9.26 4.74 1.8x107°
RN CeHs OH 1.1x10°1° 9.95 4.05 9.1x1073

0.8 -

02 |

2 I pH AR A1 o
Fig.2 Effect of pH on the distribution fraction

HIPE 2 F4fa 3k 4 5385 f8dE rT LIA 7R KEUK pH A 9. 6 Zi 4t HyS (NH, (28
JHe 2 A I IR T A A, G I 2 s 5y , 0T IO o R gl LUK B pHL Y AR, LB s By
o HEAG T2k D ARLRT IOE B8 58 I G A 3 B0 W3 K, G b 3 i /N 5 25 SR AR K DK pHL Y 2 v
PRI, B pH (S H,S 55 pK, {HEGE , JLHE0-5 55 BRI 70 A1 70 RO 25 , 2R Bt 500 19 22 e, il 7R
IKBIGE A T RS B pH (B AR 7. 0 B, SR AR 7K P 22 30k 55 RV 9 0 5 3 A 434K
G 22 SRR o A3 o BOZ W) . 7R FeSO, A% pH I, SEPR P Y FeSO, Yy Lz #irsi .

RS AIE pH AP K T B 5 B9 304 3L

Table 5 Theoretical distribution of the major components in coking wastewater at different pH

g3 CN- NH, s
pH 8o 5 8 5 S 5 8 5, 5,
9.5 0.7419  0.2581  0.3376  0.6624  0.3649  0.6351 0.002378  0.9783 2.198 x10°
9.0 0.9009  0.09991  0.6173  0.3827  0.6452  0.3548  0.007634  0.9924 7.046 x 103
8.5 0.9664  0.03364 0.8359  0.1641  0.8518  0.1842  0.02373  0.9763 2.194 1073
8.0 0.9891  0.01091  0.9416  0.05838  0.9479  0.05213 0.07142  0.9285 6.593 x 103
7.5 0.9965 0.003469 0.9807  0.01930  0.9829  0.01711  0.1955  0.8044 1.808 x 10~

7.0 0.9990 0.0009991 0.9938 0.006162 0.9945  0.005270  0.4348 0.5652 4.013 x10 73
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(2) BRIV K AL 8 X6 S A 1 b /K S 4544 (R 52

PR F AR R VR R B TS e in S LGN SCN ™ 45 Fe® I ILTE £ BRI K TR IR TCHLIG Yy,
AT LA K pH AR, 42 8 K AR B JCHL RS 1k B2, SEBOK BRI 1 H B A FeSO, 335 B2 ZK 5 i)
ZERANIE 3 FroR.

600 uf
—~ [ 22+
Ty 500 = 20F
£ 400l 5 iﬁ a
= g E
i) r < 4
& 300 gg 12F
# - ® 10F
A 2001 H oL
S L T g:
100 |- é 4F
of °E
C | 1 | I ] _g E | 1 1 I |
0 2 4 0 2 4
FeSO, #t/& /(g-L™") FeSO, N (gL ™)
2 16 —
~ 14 —"
& e = nf —
=] - on
= L /./ %n 10 /./
g " = SO
H & 61—
£ % °F
= " = 4F
& pic] B /
2 -
OF m
| L | L 1_2_I|I|I|I|I|I|I|I
0 2 4 0 0.5 1.0 15 20 25 30 35
FeSO, #/n&k /(gL FeSO, #/n&k (gL

B3 BRI PR FR AR K K 2R EERICR 1

Fig.3 The effect of ferrous sulfate dosage on flocculation for coking wastewater

HiE 3 TTLAE ) B FeSO, 25 R IK , A AL R K JFUK 19 COD 2 R i 5 T I WA, 4k 15
FeSO, J5 COD #e B S M2 THiEs AR R f 1 Fe’ ™ X COD 7 A BTk i 2850 e K h O B AL 4 22 B i B
FeSO, BEhn A3 i3 i, BR S*~ RUE R, FeS TUIE M LR s Fe’ " 5Ky CN - LAk 0, B 5
FRAEEE Fe, [ Fe (CN) o ] (K, =107") U3, 264 S AFAE M DL, 76 4k o0 ¥ i 13 o /N 10 4k 1
Fe,[Fe(CN)( J5 (¥t K, =102 PRS0 PR M, ik, Sk 2B B FeSO, BohN&
ST . b5 R A S R s T

Fe’* +S8°" —FeS |
3FeSO,-7H,0 +6CN ™ —Fe,[ Fe (CN),] | +3S0;” +21H,0
3Fe,[Fe (CN) ] +4H"* + 0,—Fe, [Fe (CN)(1, | +2Fe’" +2H,0

FeSO, 7K fi# % A ) Fe (OH) s F1 Fe(OH) , T34 & A B2 BEAE I, AT BHER L0 B K vh (938 203k 4, 1 43
(e BT SRR AR phi &l 3 T ZEEZ R 2.0 oo L1 S REF ] 15 min B, SE ALK H ALY BAEY |
5> K COD (LR M 1.5 mg CN+g ™' 23.3 mg S*7+g ™' 12 mg B3 - ™' % 504 mg COD-g "

3 4Eit

(1) 8 PR 5 ik FE BB T AN SE PR BN iR 2, WA 8 SR AR KA AE BR B 22 o/ L 7K S5 73 B 6 1
ALK P IAT RIS T8 22, K b 22 4100 A7 AR L PR MR 1 7 | 45 45 1 R 2L 38 - 1 0 3 ] £
F A A Ak 7K 7K 2 B0 LR 05 ) R B 2% vh e

(2) SOk M rpoK B4 H 52 pH 42, pH B WA PR Fh 4521 20 1 230 A1 7380 BT FeSO, 1K iR |
A UtE A5 B S ZEEE, FeSO, 7T fR AL BK pH Y [ 3R IR 45 1 BEK MK B Ai #y, X e 225
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The buffer system in coking wastewater and the water quality
control in water regulating tank

LIN Chong' YUAN Mengyang' WEI Chaohai'* FENG Chunhua'
HU Yun' REN Yuan' WU Chaofei' WU Haizhen®

(1. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, South China University of Technology;
The Key Lab of Pollution Control and Ecosystem Restoration in Industry Clusters of Ministry of Education;
The Key Laboratory of Environmental Protection and Eco-Remediation of Guangdong Regular Higher Education Institutions, Guangzhou,

510006, China; 2. College of Biocsience and Bioengineering, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, 510006, China)

ABSTRACT

Based on the chemical characteristics of coking wastewater, pH adjustment by ferrous sulfate was
conducted and a strong acid-base buffering capacity was found in coking wastewater. At the original pH of
9.6, HCO; , CN™, HS™, S, NH,, phenol and aniline existed as their conjugate base, which
corresponded a high buffer capacity. With the reduction of the pH value, the ratio of the conjugate base
decreased and the buffer capacity became smaller. At the pH of 7, the ratio of conjugate base and conjugate
acid were approximately equal because pH was close to pK, and the buffer capacity had a growing tendency.
Moreover, the hydrolysis of FeSO, had a coagulating and complexing effect for pollutants. The removal amounts
of CN™, S*7, oil and COD were 1.5, 27.3, 15, and 504 mg-g " with the FeSO, dosage of 2.0 g-L " in 15
minutes. pH has an influence on the concentration distribution of various pollutants so that it is critical for
controlling the structure of water quality. Therefore, it is expected that pH can be a useful parameten for
controlling the quality of coking wastewater under the acid-base buffering system.

Keywords: coking wastewater, buffer capacity, ferrous sulfate, water quality control.



