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Advanced
Wastewater by Pyrite Catalyzing H,O.

Treatment of  Papermaking

WU Deli, ZHANG Zhiyong
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resources Reuse,
Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: Effluent from secondary biological process for
papermaking wastewater was employed as the model
pollutants. Under the optimum conditions of the initial pH: 4,
pyrite adding dosage; 1 g + L', H,0, adding dosage; 50.0
mg+ L', and the oxidation reaction time: 1 h, chemical
oxygen demand (COD) of wastewater can decrease from
136.0 mg *+ L' to 44.8 mg » L. The pyrite is found to be
active to promote Fenton-like reaction with low cost due to
high utilization efficiency of H,O,, furthermore, catalyst can
be easily recovered from wastewater and reused.
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1.3 XEHZE

BUKAE 200 mL fil AR 250 mL ABEAR T, FIER
BeiE T pH . A —E B M H,0,, BT
#E 1P FERS L8 SRR, RO — BT E) S , A 0. 45
pm JERE LI UE  HURE AT, AR LR F B LR K
COD L&A BB (TOC) k2 £ ZE M 18 45, COD
W 7E R E AR, SER BT K R W AR B R 4R
KA Z P AR AR K KK BT s frngg 1 i
.

#£1 HRBEKKRIERF
Tab.1 Quality of wastewater

H COD/ TOC/ SS/ uUva2s4/
PH mgeL D) (mgeL )  (mg-LD) em1
7.49 136.0 40. 05 4 0. 832

1SS MR EASERE , UV254 2 254 nm 4bBAf7 LT B 488
WREE.
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Si, ALAFITRILAF, 38 2 PO T A &R YR
H EEITTRNY TR . R YA U R

R

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
“Zihhe/eV
1 WHET 5 FeS: i X S TFaEE T L E
Fig.1 Comparison of XPS images of pyrite and FeS.
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Fig.2 EDS image of the pyrite
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Table.2 Mole proportion of main elements in

different pyrites %
%51 71 72 w3 B4 5

Fe 16. 56 23.62 10. 01 32.06 23.27
S 27.83 21.72 14. 69 1.94 44, 00
0] 45,10 22.23 19. 37 46, 20 23. 39
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Fig.3 Catalyzing efficiency comparison of

different pyrites
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Tab.3 Element distribution of Pyrite 1 %

o AR
#HH
As Zn Pb Fe Mn Mg
B 0.17 0.0l 0.0l 39,10 0.03 0.08
v R
5 " N
Ca Cu Al Na K S

Bigkm 0.04  0.01  0.23  0.02  0.08

2.3 EXXW

BB fiEll H O, ALK 15 S I S I 2 At
WA H, O, & R HIL pH HSF SRR
S SRR SR B K A SR AL R AR R, A SE IR
Bt T U o H O, SO S i e F R
KNG pH A8 AL B B Y R 3R PU K P IE AR S 5, T
R ATEERILER 5.

R4 EXIBEBKFE

Tab.4 Factor levels of orthogonal experiment

44. 60

K TOENE O EmE/ bk L
(g+ L™ (mg+ LY pH {8 al/h
1 0.5 16.7 4 0.5
2 1.0 33.3 5 1.0
3 L5 50,0 6 1.5
4 2.0 66. 7 7 2.0

F 1E 32 SE 56 (1 B3 0 O vk T 0, AR AR 22 (R
N HENE SE SRS T BEK BRI G pH (B K
BHIYERERERARIEWN, i FE A
£, HEK A IR H, O, $in K 58 i 6], B
B S H-G R MRBK pHAER 4, sl
2 g+ L7 H;O, 082N 66. 7 mg » L1, I b i H]
A 1.5 h,

MR TE A SE IR 22 , AT LU & XoF S B0 435 R 52 1
RAMIPR R NP R pH AE, KRR HO,
Ei 1B R 7/ K-l | b= (DS A R T v = = | =8 37
B REHRRRERR R L, R R
TR RBOT SIS RIS 8 R R LR,
BIH E R LI S5 FEXT T AT RAE ) E R
b BRI T RS SN R R S
SR , BRSO 5 R AL
2.4 KRBT RIER NG

WK pHAER 4 8 mEHR 2 g« L7,
H, O, #hn#N 66. 7 mg » L7, i /K 84 il 52 B At
(] ) A8 A6 40 B 4 i 7 . 2K Fenton [ B 4b 38 3 24K %

x5 EXTBRER
Tab.5 Results of orthogonal experiment
FYRmE/ H.O, g/ RMet Wik COD £k

-
FRE TG L (mgeL-h  W/h pHE %%
1 0.5 33.3 1.5 6 19. 38
2 1.0 66.7 0.5 5 45,91
3 1.5 66.7 1.5 7 20. 00
4 2.0 33.3 0.5 4 45,91
5 0.5 50. 0 0.5 7 12.11
6 1.0 16. 7 1.5 4 53,23
7 1.5 16. 7 0.5 6 31.78
8 2.0 50. 0 1.5 5 58.15
9 0.5 16. 7 2.0 5 24,92
10 1.0 50. 0 1.0 6 22.55
11 1.5 50. 0 2.0 4 48, 31
12 2.0 16.7 1.0 7 28. 70
13 0.5 66.7 1.0 4 54,52
14 1.0 33.3 2.0 7 21,23
15 1.5 33.3 1.0 5 42,22
16 2.0 66. 7 2.0 6 51. 38
b 27.73 34, 66 33.93 50.49
ks 35.73 32.19 37.00 42.80
ks 35.58 35. 28 37.69 31.28
b 46, 04 42. 95 36.46 20.51
W2ER 18. 29 10. 76 3.76  29.98
K 2 66. 7 1.5 4

ﬁl‘:éﬁA @L%i&ﬂﬂﬁ 2g- L1, H:O Tﬁﬂﬂﬁ 66.7 mg * L1, }i
=B REEFE] 1.5 he B0 pH & 4
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Fig.4 Effect of reaction time on treatment efficiency
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pH N 4, H, O, #hn&% 66. 7 mg » L™, [ M Bt
B4 1 h, AT &5 H K COD WAL 3T
VIE M, T 8RmETe 1 g - L7 LAFT, tik COD B
TR RN B RIE TR, KT 1g LG
T RE BE AN A 2 (UL FE 5).
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Fig.5 Effect of pyrite dosage on treatment

of wastewater

W K TOC ERAE LS5 Z AR IF] . gk
A H,O, K7k COD {74 ir TR, nl G 2&H F
H, O, B RREMAN, fEF IR Bt %
B LB B R mE R 0.5 g « L7V AY, ARELS
JKE) COD K& TOC 74 B B KRR B 0.5 g« L
M M SR REAS 21— <2 MM AL VE . X UL - B ik
RS BREET W, KRR ER,
MBERE S K A BHER A HE O T % R, VB e e
Sy inE N 1 g L
2.6 HO, MERFIY

H, O, fEAF=A 3 B h MR, BB £
3t B K B A ML R AL 2 B B SOR A AR KB . 9
K pHAENR 4,88 MER 1 g« L7, RAHT
A% 1 hy A Ho O BEHNES /K 545 7B AL 55 ]
PIEE,H, O, Bhns KEHE 50. 0 mg » LAY, RIK
COD EA AT £ K Bk, B H. O, 4kSE 8, ik
COD 85 B 454k (L&l 6). Bl i A8 9 i H 7K
COD A i TR G Y 3 & A — W
W BV . B i A R e B, S2BR B COD Bl
#eH) H, O, 5 H,O, B Z A BIFmMLikx
. HO, BinEi L, 58 COD BT #E K
H, O, #iz B4 LA ULKE D, F8 H.O0, KHH
RERFER. Ho O, Bhn it 20, ¥k H,O, =
AEMEREEREAS SERM H.O, N, HFEE
AR E B ED A TOC Ak %E , Ho O, B
#AKF 50 mg « LA}, 7k TOC{ERE H: O, #Jm

BRI RR A AT B4 HO, B K T 50
mg « L', BEE H, O, H &Ry K, Hik COD
A BB, (HEB R AR, W] H, O, Ui
K, HAHRFEERER. Z25% 8 1K COD, H:0,
FIFHER R IBAT A B 5 50 mg « L' (&M HO,
B, X 551 Fenton W S AMLL, B
LRIBREIR T Ho O, B FHE , AT REARRAS.
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Fig.6 Effect of H;O:dosage on treatment of wastewater
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Fig.7 Relationship between H, O, and cost of
H;O; per COD

2.7 #% pH BRI IT

MIERZ LI 5 3R] L&, 2 Wi 2K Fenton 4k
SRR KSR W B R B B O R K 0 16 pH {H
St RAR EL N I B I R, SER B4 T pH {H
FERE M. BEK AWt pH EX 7K COD ik
ORI T4 B3, MR KB pHE R 4 X
LUF I, R JE 3K pH 2B, 24 pH (ERTF
4 B, NG KB pH B BT B T+ (LA 8.
TYRmER 1 g L7 HO, &K 50 mg -
L™, Aty 1 h, W5 KW 4R pH B R 4 6T,
S35 1% K COD {8 B AR F IS8 44 HoAh pH
EACTR 5 (R 7K X — R A0 I 5 NS R K 1)
TOC Afk#a#og Y& (ILE 9. #ie 5 SL kb
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WA K i pH {EIRFY A 4. 8 FZ A St Bk
HEAT T VR AL B, W] LU B K B COD AR 4R 136. 0
mg » L7 BEALE] 44. 8 mg » L7, JRUK BN 10 £%
DIF. X H L 25 R I, A 58 Fenton S5 1Y S 4E
pH {2 3 BAENFERHN B IR T 28 H. O, i
B REALEDY Ry R L HO, R
BRMELL B YLk}, Lwith pHEN 1 B ERSCREAE,
# pH= 1~ 11 &4 T HEA BT EALRCR,
FIREM TRl 24 R h R LVE B = £ AR,
T pH{EA 1 B i FER8 F8 H, W8 & £ B4
JEHAAALAE . Fenton 2 I 58 23 TA I8 52 7 2K,
R DR AT, T B—FE R RRLE
Y, AP M &% E F I, £ 5% Fenton M #20
(D) SRR RS A h B A BLYs Je i A B
B Ve AL T, 54E4E Fenton [ AR L , 1 5 19
WITG RN pH {E 78 FIF i 2 =X (2) s i34 7, 24
BRIARE F, it — 5 R R H R A YL G
Y. ke 1k H, O, 2% Fenton K K HA%Z4E Fenton
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Fig.9 Effect of initial pH on treatment of wastewater

2.8 WMBTEEMAXIE

FIFH 2 Fenton YR AL 4R K2 Fh A
R H REREBAR 0 1. Sk 4 30 F FME 4 Fenton
R B AL 40 R K . Ho O, BEINE N 200 mg -
L1, B AR 2R3 i &8 400 mg » L A 0] LUK
COD{E» 110 mg » L7 s 4RIR K44 KRR
60 mg « L' IR, AR SLIHF 55 3 FH R ARG 8k0, B
P—HRRET HO, M INE, A R ET TR
A1 AR, B2 Fenton R B2 4 &7 W1 AR g —
WIHFESE S, SHRIAMT YT A SOF A, BERE T 4
BegRmi HL RV /D BB AR, S HE RSB £ Wk B H
ot 3 20K R 7K R B AL B B 1 DL L 5 AR AL
FI A A ERE , R R LI, m A9
R IRA B IR 10% e, Bl 0.1 g+ LY,
8.5 |al 3 R i R A0 B 3 SR MR EL A, B AR R
R PEABE 1 g« L7, B L KK AR T4
LB T A HPIREAL. E 10 FiR, FERmET
[l P AR e, AT LA A B R K T AR A e R
W RRERIRT & BEA R o &, B aE /D E ok
Ab B AR S YR PR AR . (HR, BSOSO 1
T BRT R AN T L T FE R D, 25 AL B AR, T
AW AR FETR 0. %R N RSB B SEM EIE T
AR R ER. RO ET CILIE 11D F s R e (L 12) 3

i;50— S \\ \\

EIJER/e-3
10 FREF E R34 EIR MR
Fig.10 Effect of pyrite-reuse times on

treatment efficiency

11 EMEFET SEM E( X 2 000)
Fig.11 SEM image of catalyst before
reaction ( X 2 000)
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12 EREWmET SEM E( X 2 000)
Fig.12 SEM image of catalyst after reaction ( X 2 000)
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3 REZHIEH

XF Fenton £, BRI EEAF LKA H
R RN P RS R, EmEIAAE
pH EHEL BT , A H 2R R FE RN
BLEE. Fenton FAL N HAF7E LL T — BRI MEE R
R0eT,

Fe’" + H,0,— Fe*" + « OH + OH™ (D

Fe** + H,O0,—>Fe?" + HO, « + HY 2

- OH + H,0,—~H,;0 + + OOH

+ OOH + Fe*— Fe!' + H" 4+ O,
+ OOH + Fe*'—> OOH™ + Fe*"

+ OH + Fe’*—> OH™ + Fe''

RN AR AR R B i A IR AL,
REKr A DL E AL % /N F Y BTSN, ¥ F
LI B AL B S Rl = B A B0 s Rt AR v ]
RSP WA E F R Y, S 3 RN R 2R )
WtEZE A SR A R . ¢ FAE ¥ mE L
Fenton X M HLEE H #8744 — B AY B A, Lin %07
NN H O, 5T )R W SR B RSB 4
G REEAT N B A ZEC AL B, TS B HL F A
BCiR I & JB U R WL . KA AR JE S

SH A FE B AE A2 Fenton KN 4L
L BUSA R A ERCR , ¥R 5T YRR A 5E
*. AR T Y8 EDS %, & T4 2
Fe,S, 0 W& 8K %, U YRM Fe, SYRWE
H 5 LAY LI A5 R A — ARG, BT
I Py Fe, S ¥ BT O ELZE 0. 6 Bhz i AL 3 2R
el X R W LBCR FTRER B TR
HHREAYHEREIER. TS Fe A ANF,

S 1 R QR B A R TR X SEBR R K B

MeAh BT Ho O, FALE AR A, AL TE
. RERIERE D H O, MR, ~ M EEFREARER
FeS, A& G gt Fe( D i &4k, Higkv™5 H,0, k4
J¢ Fenton & 4k 2 B, i i % 1 f# L H.O,, 7= &
« OHH B, M Fe( ID#E N FelD) ,TE B
B Fe(lllD AT LS 8RS HE4 T LT BN «

FeS, + 8H,0 + 14Fe¥™ — 15Fe*™ 4 250,7~ +
16H"
AT AL R, FeC 1) 3XBEIE B T — A~ 2 (1 fi 4k
B R BL. KRR R Fe(ll) 5 FedlD A
WHBER . LB I P E AL Pl T B W T H O,
[ TCRCIHFE , T ELAFR T 4848 Fenton R ToEE 5 AR
F— A EME. 1558 Fenton [ R —4™ 5 48 A4 )
R Fe(IID R EE Fe I1) # SN R AL % 218, 1
SREEA BN R 2R PR A R, T ZE AR K 7 B
L RETE £ & Fenton ALK N , I BB Fe( 1D
5 Fe(IDEH IR, JE BT FI2E Fenton SALEA.

4 g

I ERR LI E T gy L Ho O IRE AL
RIS ARIE K A& R R AR, A B R R S
T RETZE &MV K pH ER 4,5 94
HH1ge L7 H, O, $ehNEH 50. 0 mg » L7, I
BFE A 1 b ff R O 4 0 B K AT T R B Ak
L, AT LMl 7K B COD AT 4R 136. 0 mg « L™ A%
F44. 8 mg « L7, i R OREBETT KA 255 HE
U (GB18918—2002) —%% A HEBUATVE.

WA 1E A AL 28 Fenton 2R A . A AL3K
REY YRS Fe S W HLBIH — & AHEXER
M9 Fe 1 S ¥ RAE LLTE 0. 6 ffHiE
B AL SR B AR L Ho O, JE44H 5 M
HFT Y ir & sk Mk S a
.
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