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W OE LM 2N AR AR HE K R G HL S A3 R A S K B R S A T S
AN A] DCH T HE K RGeS i MU SRR AN T HE K R GErE HL S 3 R S 2 e R AR
{5 2JABARSC , F HAT WS A IS BERPAL 5 7 AR R] I Be AL, AN TR] DX HL S Jii Hh e 2S5 7 il 50 5 (DO A HILW)
WRIZ BRALYIAR L B R ER VR L LA R T K A K. B K-S K4 45 SRR W], R [ X B i K R 48 H, S 19
i VR B2 HA A ) 23 A MU, 0 (U IR TE 250041 A ST AEAS ¢ KRB R W1, 1IN 5 22 M HLS i HE I JBE 38
A2 SR H,S i ik BN BA 825 2= 5.

RSB H,S, Ui R EE, BAEAS K-S K, IEZS M1, SIS REAC Y ¢ KR

Wl 22 5% A R AT AL K- i, kT 5 7K HE K R G b R R R H ™ . T HEK R G b 928
R E BRI T — LRI T AL A (30—150 g-mol ™) | LR AT WL AR 4L 7 ) R 7 R A 3R 5%
T BRERER AR S, He b i B 0 H VS K 7 A AT SIS B AR I H, S AR KRR 5 K HE
K RGN RS R RS T 32 LR O 15 7K A 18 HE K 3 1 i 308 5 R v 4 A K R 28
6 A HLS A H AN ol P S EHE / B82t  T FL Af  f B 5 ) A A 1 ok R
JETTK R B IR L AE B IR ER 16 J5U R (SRB) I RRARAE R A, SRB £ 2 RAETS K AP I IR AR A IR A
LAY /K s A B R ER R HLITEAE A B A K R P R

B + B H,S + CO,

] 4 3 T HE K 28 G808 AR HE R (R RSG5 B , B 0 H o 0 RS SR 1 A8 5 4R R AN TRD B 5 ) A
PRFE . QNP 23 Oriol Gutierrez 55 NG i3 SEI6 28 401 5 BUAZ SE I AR &5 & 38 H 1a) 5 K HE/K 45 1B 38
A O, FIVR IR Eh ARl = Mrgeh Ll R it w5 K pH (E ) N4 135 /K HEk RS i ik
R 77 A L A 2 SO T A A B AR e HE R 0 B sy g T A 3 T R I 0 s 2

ASCERXS T 220 R0 R Bt X B AR e PR B A TS T RE X HEZK R GeH H,S R HE e B 647 81
SIS R H 3 A RITHR RS HLS B 2% 5 OF RS K-S K RIS REAC R ¢ KA HLS
s B R A T 04T, W1 AR AN [R] X85 /K HEZK RGN H, S Y BE A9 3 H R AE S i PR 28, Sy R334 B
PRI A ECHE Fs BAK B

U BB A

L1 REE Tk

SRR 95 [ K I8 2 S T IBRID MX6 Il , H, S 46 R 0—758 mg-m ™. 4 i
CBHE K Bt TR RN 735 (C1/T 307—2009 ) BLUAE 945 ASRAE A9 TR B 5, B € HLS 1 M I 37
EAER A A3 S P95 KR B D S T Y Ak , CHL 7E L4y Z DU Ak,

IKFCRAE AR F KR A W 34 07 3 ) CER DU RO AR oRRE B A D7 3%, B A 9 R P Al 0%
PR Eh R A BRI Rk , T it SRR FAE 5 U0 A3 , COD SR TR 5 A A M A i (3L REk ) -

2011 4E 12 A 22 HIkE.
# [ IR 25 HEWFFE % 1 (200909023 ) 95 1.
= IR AL
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1.2 WA A

BRI M 22 AR B Ak iy EA AR M e AR TS IXHE K R GETF e H, S Jai VR BE R RLEERIFAY , r ik
Jei: ARV X HE K A8 TE A A 00 SR U AR AL 23 R 5 AT BR 2—3 AN Ja i o, LR — & ] ok
DRAEIZHT 2011 4E 8 A 9 H—24 HX Lk 3 At A TEHEK R Ge H,S Y W BE 4 78037 S0

L W R BB B TR 2 U A N HE KA ™, HE KA s, 8742 0,40 m, KT 0. 15 m,
TS K BATBE H 11 142 mu I R BE PN VS KO 25 R 2500 Leh T SE R 196 °C, Y i AU
0.03 mg-L ™" i bWk 2. 214 mg- L' FiFRER M BE Hy 25. 029 mg- L' FIA ALY (UL COD i) ¥k i
121.0 mg-L~".

Mg I [ 2 i R e HE K R, A5 A4 s 4542 0..60 m, K - N K IR 0. 1 m, 5 7K ik o B 2
T3 . Y B B P T K38 B 3200 Leh 'SP KIR 29.7 C VAR AR 2.0 mg- LT B ALY
WeBE0.546 mg-L™" BRERELVKE 93.6 mg-L ™'l COD ¥RJF 54.65 mg-L~".

22 IR 22 N S A O AR B XHEPK S, M R 120 0. 40 m, K5 & I N /KIR 0. 13 m,
VKR RE S 11 1. 78 m. Wi B B P 95 7K SF- 2 3 5 4y 2800 L-h ™' SFH /KR 17.2 °C, ¥ fif S e
1.92 mg-L~" BRALWHk)E 1.175 mg-L™" BREREL U 39.7 mg-L ™' 1 COD ¥eJiF 293.48 mg-L~".

2 #R5iNe

2.1 R[ETT H,S i vk B2 W I 25 SR 55

B L AT RAE H AEAR ) s Be Ay, B I T s R X AR TS TS K HEK R Ge v Hy S 1972873 Hh ik B2
14.236 mg-m BT 22 M (5.689 mg-m ) FlJ "M (6.418 mg-m ). ELHIFE 8:00.13:00.17:00.20: 00
INF S PRV H I R U (R, e MR FE S BAE 13005 77 7E 8: 00,12 : 00,16 : 00,20 00 Ff H3 Bl i 1 U {E
20: 003k 5] — KA e RAE (12. 748 mg-m ™) ; 22 7E 7:00,10: 00 14 : 00,21 : 00 B H3 B % 0, 78
21 : 00HF ik | — K A F5 K AE (14. 095 mg-m ™) . F WA K IR 7 15 K HEK R G0 b= A 1) H,S Y H e
FEAT 22 5%, [AIEE HAT B BURRAE. 7K o 06 5 S e W e BB 38 G HE /K 48 T PN TS 7KK O 253 (B I ) e AiE
(9 E B R KR ZShal R T5k b 1S i s 2 —" ) bk 3 AR X I 3k
AETE TG K TE H,S i R T A 22 5, (EE H B0 Ry DAL 55 IR 1 s B AT AR ], Xt 4% 1 /K ) i A it
B H,S e R B3 ORI FEE AR S5 L.
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Fig.1 The comparison of H,S concentration in the sewers of different cities

2.2 AT H,S i ik B A R AR I b

N EEANR X I H,'S i AR B A U, T AR A K-S A0 (36 1) ARG IR 2 R o, )N IX
S H,S MR RYEIEN 4. 727 bRifETT 2600 3. 032, K-S 1Y Z Giitdt o 0. 628 , Xf i A AH FEABE A4 0. 8265 2=
MHIXIR H,S e BE R I 4. 793, bRifiJ5 220 2,300, K-S | Z Geit4 Jy 1. 110, %5 1 i) AR A HE 5y



10 3] BT AN [ X T HE K R e HL S A LA 1551

0. 170 ; EE B X3, H,S Ve B A48k 13. 033, FRifkJr 250 4. 706, K-S 1) Z Giit5 2k 0. 605 , % 1 ) AH 48
3 0.858. ] UL 3 AT AR AR AR T R EEKT 0. 05, IR BEFE 4 H (B8 (FEASK B Y B A
HIESM TR EZES) ,2W 3 D5 K HK R G H,S i i BAAH R 9 0 A e, B3 4>
DI H,S i v BE A T IE 240

R1 HSIREMPFEA K-S K503%

Table 1  One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test of H,S concentration

] H, S YR 22 Hy S YK ELW H, S e
FEAR R 15 15 15
EARSH I 4.727 4.793 13.033
FrifEJy 2% 3.032 2.300 4.706
Y o {E 0.162 0.287 0.156
iE 0.140 0.287 0.124
Tt s i -0.162 -0.129 -0.156
K-S ) Z SiitH 0.628 1.110 0.605
PLILER o 0.826 0.170 0.858

T a WS N TEZS M, b ARIE RO 5 2.

FFIRSEAEAS ¢ Ko )M 22 M AN L B HEK 2248 HL S Vi ik B2 HEA T ARG, HOAE R LR 2. TN 522
N XIS BT 25 F Gevt i WERAE Dy 0. 252, AP P H2h 0. 620, K F I B /K- 0. 05, ANfE
s Hy B (PR 22 2 [ TC 35 22 5, AT LIRS BN IR T HEZK R 40 H, S i R EE 1y 22 0 B 3%
225 HME ¢ Gt A UIN{E R - 0. 061, JAHFEAEREN 0. 952, K FH B E /KT 0. 05, ANRgfhds « ku i
(1 Ho Bk (P EARI(E Z [ JC 35 22 5 ), RO ST HE /K R G rh H, S Y Vi B i (B JC 18 35 25 7 T
HREARYIE 20 95% B A5 X085 0, Ui Pt X 38 H, S %6 34 5 o g 5 25 5. itk 6 W, 22
AN PG X I H, S W AR HA B 22 5. [WE AT LA B N5 R 20 5 R Bk 2 F it
A FERESRE 5351 0. 030 F10. 016, 35/ F i 4K 0. 05, ] LA )M 5 R B 2200 5 B
HeK RGerh H,S fii th W BE R 7 25 W35 22 55 U3 ME ¢ Gt o A FEABE 34 2 0. 000, 24/ T 5 35 7K
F-0.05, 1 HHIE 22 1Y 95% 1Y B A5 X AR ES 0, 3RBI N 5 BT 2290 5 B WYl X 3 i V5 7K HEK R 48
W H,S i R B R IEAE B 2 BTN S R 22 0N 5 R R 3R T 5 K HE K RGeS Ui R E
HA B EER.

R2 H,SIRERMAIAEA ¢ 156

Table 2 Independent samples ¢ test of H,S concentration

7 1 0t
Py SR ¢ o
T e B b A 95% BRI

P ey ' B e em o mem TR I
oINS B RO &5 0.252 0.620 -0.061 28 0.952 -0.067 1.101 -2.322 2.189
= 1575@%"—15&4\*]1% -0.061 27.997 0.952 -0.067 1.101 -2.322 2.189
IR SR el =y v e 5.239 0.030 -5.747 28 0.000 -8.307 1.445 -11.267 -5.346
B 1&%’{%#{2@"5% -5.747 23.916 0.000 -8.307 1.445 -11.290 -5.323
25 R E A RO 6.536 0.016 -5.719 28 0.000 -8.240 1.441 -11.191 -5.289
Bl 15/4;&%@(**]1% -5.719 23.765 0.000 -8.240 1.441 -11.215 -5.265

2.3 AN[FIXK H,S Vi R BE 25 S5 i o B A
2.3. 1 {5 KoK BN H,S Vi kR RS2 0 20 A
VR S (DO ) SR VAR T 7K T i 43 24, B s 1 v (IR 25 i g K AR S B R 2. 1 2 T
LB TS K HEK R S8 h DO [ F- B0k B 0. 07 mg - L™, 7 2 1. 80 mg -« L1, 24 JH X 4
2.17 mg-L™" it nl 0L, B WIS K HEK R GE R DO LAl T PRI 0, 1 22 005 ) P 3 i A 22 AN K.
AL (LA COD i) Sl E WA K B Y BRI 2 — , T 45 3 A ) Z (R A ALY Y 38 5, o i
A H,S e R 22 R 0 IR R 2 —. L B 3 AT LUE R, BB MY COD ZEAEAS AR K, - vk 4 31
F7 146.57 mg-L™"F1162.96 mg-L ™" T2 Mk shae K, HoB Mk B H 315,75 mg- L' ez b &30, 7
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D22 M B RE R I 2] CH, , 1T R WIHEK R oRBE RN 24 CH, (& 4) ,JF BN K5 K K R g
BT MDA S — /N Sh B REIEZE HE DN ] CH, , 22 JH DX R 2F 142 00 JT 4R RE I 24 CH, 197 4=,
HI N CPIWEE N 0. 95g-m ™) i T2 M (PR L 0.39 gom ™).
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Fig.2 The comparison of DO concentration in the sewers of different cities
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Fig.3 The comparison of COD concentration Fig.4 The comparison of CH, concentration
in the sewers of different cities in the sewers of different cities

W DA NG ZE AR R B R BRI IR 2 P A B BR S5 18 J5U 1 (SRB) 208 B BR S818 5ol H,SM o]
DLHEK Z2 88 i R R 2 B 00 = (TR B e HL, S AR ™ A= 5. (&S AT LUE ) MK R i R ER
B 5 22 N A2 AN K, P35k 13 43 31 37. 88 mg-L™'F133.65 mg-L~", EEHAN 13. 11 mg-L~". Hiifk#)
& H,S A vk BE S IR S W N1, 2 V5 K HEK R Ge v SRB A JR B ER £R W1 ™ ) , 715 7K 1
KMENERT , LA H,S SARAIE 2 1 2R E . i [ 6 v LUE Y, )M 22 JHHE K R Ge b i
e EAT 5 E T RIS (g, P25 BE 3 50 AT 1,63 mg-L™", 2591 1.93 mg- L™, i [ W ) 5
TR, O HE R 0.92 mg- L7

B H,S W BE ST AR A ¢ K36 (3R 2) 25 SRR W], 2 MR MHPK R G H,S i IR B EER,
NS B M SR H,S iR RA B &R Bl 1 aJLUE S, RUHPK R4 H,S Sk
IR EE Ry 14.236mg-m G TN (6. 418 mgem ) FI2E M (5.689 mgem ) BiHh. AHILZ T,
7NN 2 5 K i i AR B R PR ER VR B B MR BE A 25 A5 K, T B WL I 7 P A 22 0 5 1)
FIEL IR COD YR BEAHZEAN A, 22N Nz v 1 MUFN R B, | e Rl 4E T, T35 K HEZK R 46 3 i S0 B2 L
PR Eh v B AR AL ik FE X H, S AR Z k. =2 R A dn F

(1) HEK RGN R TR LA S5 K AR P A R i s TG Y 9, AT TR 5 7K A L
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PIHE R R T S 2R W B A2 A= DI OB AL (e 5 A A i T ORI A, B 75 7K e AR SR
&, NI PAESAE DI SRB A58 00E T 2R A7 26 4F. Bjerre 2 ABFSEAE RAG ik P AW 56 AL 72 5
I BIF R BE AR DAY A 5, ANE R 7 S0 R IR AT, 2 R e A WL o i e ) %
1l 3 7 5 VA S 2 DI G, DAL, VA S 6 R T 5 P A S B R PR P R 3

57K AP R SRR 5 15 K HEA R e v s vy 2 ( BDSAR It 20 1 ) 3 B ) A 5. R
TS KRR RS2 M (3 m) > 2290 (1.78 m) > BWI(1.42 m). REH 2w R AR, Bl
TR R O, R BEANTR] A5 LR M 15 K HEK R G DO B w1k, 1M S K R G0 H, S i e
FEASTAL. P H,S B BORIGIRIF A 7645 PRI S IBLAC F T R AE BRI K B

2H,S + 0,—2H,0 +2S

(2) B RBIRERIE SR 1) FZ RO Z — , H AR AT KK R4+ H,S SR ™
A ALY (FEIE BRI (pH 25 AF T R LUK G H,S LA L) RHIRERIE A1) 2=, 18
IRILEE BN LA H,S AT i th K e A2 HRBE AR B A H, S UM I 1 227D

1801 9
160} :f&iﬁ st —=—
140 —A— 24| 7r Igﬂ
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Fig.5 The comparison of sulfate concentration Fig.6 The comparison of sulfide concentration
in the sewers of different cities in the sewers of different cities

2.3.2 T5KURRS HyS M= HER R0 3 Hr
E RIS H,S Y H v B2 M 00114 TR s X 95 7K A3 P9 T /K AR A A M 0, LA R L3R 3.
R3VKEET RS H,S AU R AR

Table 3 The correlation between flow and H,S spilled concentration in sewers

H i i ] g/ (L-h~") H,S/(mg-m~?)
9:30 2542 12.582
11:30 2297 10.305
2011 4E 08 JJ 24 H 14:30 2880 11.09
16:30 1134 4.528
19:00 3600 16.182

i3 3 AT LAAE R HE K B T H,S A i B 5 4508 N 5 K i B BRI 56 & 7E 19200 1), H,S
AR HE R R B R R 16. 182 mgem ™ TIAE T AR 16230 I HH i fe/h g 4. 528 mg-m . J i P A5 Al
1, /N X R — TR A1 FH 7K 5 R B 8:.00,13:.00, 192 00 i J ik B, FH /K e g i Bty 2 HL, S MR
HHY R B LG (L T B 336 Sy T P B P 3 2 A S B AL i A R, 3 T A L, S A M
BRI BL, 3 5 D& B gsie s

3 45

(D) ARIX I TE R HR R GE HyS 197 R W5 AT H 3 A= 30 25U VIR O B I BURFALE.
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(2) BAFEA K-S A h R WY, AN W] XIS T H, S Vi 9 B 5 AH W] ) s 8 KA, B AU A 3 1E
B PSTAEAR Y ¢ KB 45 FE R0, R TR X Sk i v K HE K R G, 1IN 5 2200 H, S Wi ik BE A
WS WM R NS B BIR H,S Vi vk HA B 2R

(3) AR XI5 7K HE K 22 825 7K P 0 5 i S VR B G A VR B2 L 0 TR ek R 32 R T K 35 I A )
H, SS AR H Ve B I3 K.
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Overflow concentration of H,S in different regional cities’ sewer systems

HUANG Jianhong'*  ZHOU Xinyun'®  ZHOU Yu'®  NING Ping""
YANG Liping XU Zhencheng® GUO Qingwei’

(1. Faculty of Environmental Science and Engineering, Kunming University of Science and Technology , Kunming, 650093, China;

2. South China Institute of Environmental Sciences, MEP, Guangzhou, 510655, China)

ABSTRACT

This paper aims to provide a reference of control and governance of urban sewer system in different
regional cities by comporing and monitoring the overflow concentration of H,S, parameters of pipeline and
water-quality indicators in sewer systems of Guangzhou, Lanzhou and Kunming. The results showed that in
different regional cities the H,S concentrations of the sewer systems were closely related to the people’s daily
habits and had periodical features. In the same monitoring period, the overflow concentrations of H, S in
different regional cities were related to dissolved oxygen ( DO ), organic matter concentration, sulfide
concentration, sulfate concentration and wastewater flow rates. Results of One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov
Test showed that the overflow concentrations of H,S in the sewer system of different regional cities were with
the same distribution law and approximated with Normal Distribution. The independent sample i-test results
showed that the overflow concentrations of H,S between Guangzhou and Lanzhou had no significant difference,
but whose between Guangzhou, Lanzhou and Kunming were significantly different.

Keywords: H,S, overflow concentration, One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test, Normal Distribution,

Independent Sample Test.



