b
CF5 50

Eco-Environmental

Knowledge Web

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE

ISSN 0250-3301 CODEN HCKHDV
HUANJING KEXUE

ZSTIRERZBRX IS RGE. R-CXRASEENWRTE

EELFRELBX T VOCSHIBUSIE R B3Itk
HIEX, Fkil, £8, FHEE, OR, AR, FEX, HH

&

FIE P i
RiEEe

e K=

D)

B £ PERFRESHMEHFHRO SRR B

$42% FH3MW

Vol.42 No.3




W % A3 VLR £

( HUANJING KEXUE) ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE 2021 46 3 A 15 H

H &

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ[%mﬁ%ﬁﬁJFE%%E%EN%%%

& Lo R Tl VOCs HERAHIE S EFREATHE oo FHX, BAK, £8, BHE, 28, AETR, 247, HE4 (1023)
I%gﬁﬁﬂékﬁﬁVMbﬁmm$&wmﬁﬁ ....................................... REX, T8, 26E, £a, ﬁm% %ﬂ?(WW)
PN IEDON T IR A TRHE oo oevrsessss s BEG, 8, 2EH, LR, FEL, BLF (1053)

ﬁm$¢ﬁﬁfi%¢§ﬂﬁﬁﬁ S AMATERAE BT «+ovverveereereenmmenmen ettt

..................................................................... L, 2E, BTN, ERE, %iﬁ Y, BRIE, BIEA, £ (1065)

%?%%ﬁ%@@ﬁﬂﬁ%@iﬁ%%Zﬁ%i% ......................................................... %X ﬁm M, FET, ¥E (1073)

AN T 5 B S M KT TR oovevevreresmeeseremmess s B, FAE, ehs, B (1081)

O TARIT IR T 17 %5 % JEER, AME, TR, BHER (1093)

LR T I 32 K T4 B 15 U B A AN RS AT wovvreeeeeeerermesesnsiesrnenieiiiei s e, BEe, TS, B (1105)

ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%iﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ ............................................. Eﬁ,?ﬁ %;: ZNE (1114)

AT TS 7 EITAE 3 Bgb, BT, T, K, RIW, 24, Bk, K2 (1123)

AR P R TS YRR A - ROUE, BmAE, KA, A, G, #%, T9, HEH, HRE (1131)

SR B i 41+ R PCDD/Fs | PCBs 1 PCNs (A5 YL REAE BB DPAL  oooeveveenenennens BER, B, HEE, AF (1141)

ﬁ%%ﬁ@%#fﬁi%mﬁj%m%un ....................................................................................... *%% fiél.i gﬂ/ —%E (1152)

T FAEUBL S FH ) A TP AR AL oo B, B, AXE, BEH, BEA, BEE, A%, REKX (1158)

BUBKTE A 0 P S B 0 B3 TR T IR B AEAFIE oo BER, Lk, hudl, BRE, 254, 24 (1166)

I T A RN ) AT S LI Gl FELEUAE ++eevveverseersensee ettt ettt ettt

............................................................... S, MBL, BE, FAG, TR RER, AEA, ANE, B%E (1177)

I S S M et A KRG LA AT YL AUELII]  oeevvee e @%ﬁ ka %.g WiaE (1185)

R LIRSy RIS 48 RS e S BED, ENE RES TEF (1191)

gﬁ{g?ﬁﬁigém@ﬁqﬁg b A LR I e eeeeeereenee e T RuE, AL, BE, TXHE (1197)
®

COVID-19 FEAEIIIE SOHBER I A I T AT wovveeovevensnsssssnen RE, LB, 2AF, AWE, BB, AXE (1205)

2020 G AR 2 S TRER AL -vvvrvvreessssssss s AER, B, RE, B, HBE, FUE RER (1215)

@ﬁﬂﬁp%j¢ﬁm@ﬁmwﬁéﬁ&%% ............................................................... W, A%, FEF, TR, WEE (1228)

PEZE T RS AE TS YL B J R (B IS oveeeeenmet e WA, R (1236)

S T S R 2 2 SR TT ISR TE 5 (B KU T+ vvevvesesesesesesesese ettt sttt

...................................................... :f[gﬁﬁ E;?,ﬂ%?@,%ﬁm%, E)(%#ﬁ f%ﬂﬂ fi? ﬁ]X E:k%(1245)

mgmfﬁpmsﬁnm@%ﬁmﬁﬁ ................................................................................................... A, EEM (1255)

PET R TGY TR L TR T ERIE oo ereer e X‘JW /\54_;; %%%(1268)

BN 75 e B CBURLAS BB FE AT E -oovveeee HN, Bk, TE (1280)

ﬁgﬂ:ﬂéﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬂﬁfi:iﬁﬁ‘FﬂkﬁﬂEiﬁﬂﬂij(éiﬁiiiﬁtzitm$@{ﬁ”i HAE vttt

............................................................ TUT, m%%,%%%,%%%,ﬂ%%,%%?,%?ﬁg%%,%%,,R(u%)

L RO 4 2 TG G BRI BRI oo M, FAR, R, EWA, A48, SEE, F4 (1306)

*Eﬂiﬁfﬁﬁiﬂiﬁjﬁﬁ #’JH*%M?IFW(%%&EH?%#TK ------------------------ T, EE# Fui BE, BE, LHE Eﬁi?ﬁ (1315)

2012 ~2019 AFAL 5B E VOCs KBR BARMOKPASALEI AT <ooveeereeeereeeeenes BRI BY, B4, AR, W, BRI (1328)

MG BRICE AR TG UL woveereeeeeeeies e DEE, FER, £RF, kB, OB, BEE, &4 (1333)

k&DKﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm%%*%%ié%%&ﬁﬁﬂme 2[R eeee FE%, BWE, K6, KE (1343)

I AR 2= 0 I B R AT BT BETEIRIELG  --vvvvvrererressssosessssseeesesesssoossomeese e eenrene s e

.............................................................................. bz, LRF, BT, TRE, NEE, #ITE, 50, 2% (1354)

H K HD K TRHE R 2575 JE TG YR s AR, BFE, AT, KRR, K47 (1361)

ﬁgum@&ﬁAﬁimmwmﬁ@ﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁ~mmmmmmmmmmmm-%ﬁ,%? ki, XK, MAR, FAX (1372)

SRR RIS TSRV wvovvrerrssssssssssssssnn Fi, FEM, 25, 2H, FAZ, AL, REA, HET (1380)

VRS AR T X, mmm@%%@ﬁmﬁummﬁjiﬁm%m ....................................................................................

........................................................................... ?%Eg,,%;k% /mlﬁkﬁk %ﬁflﬁ ﬁ%/ﬁi ﬁ]r’]_lk ??E}L 5?@%7?(1391)

FPM IR DT RIS YA AL oo BAG, Kk, B, Eik, 4%, BUK, 385, A, 4F (1403)

BT SR B AKAR AT B JLIR] v vevveevesermenmenmene ettt ettt EEE, iﬁﬁ ¢%% %%? HE (1416)

SRR A T B R TR K PR ER BB FI v eveeereemmemmemmenenmsnn %%i,%k% IFe, ,ﬁgj,ﬁﬁ(mﬂ)

T B KR A T IR AN TR FENE R I U L] cvvveeeeeeer e IWY, =%, ?%E KR, ”é*(m%)

SO RSB T SRR K VR B oo AT, BAE, B, 22, FEE BER (1443)

KBTRERTTAL A B BREL B BB FHU B JRLAE  +voveoververeereereemememsmnin e %ﬁ ﬁ% bk, AWE (1451)

*i/F/jg“La@MgFeZO“B’J%J%&ﬁw[}ﬁ?ﬁ*@kmﬁﬁz ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ B, KL, KA, AR, RA AT (1461)

TR K SRS IR ML 1) - AN UE 2 5 DO HOTT5 R BBRALRE oo WaH, R, i, EfL b, R E (1469)

ANAMMOX 3552 h R BRER I B AL AL ML weeveerereremee i HiE, ®F (1477)

ARG KA B R ooeeeeeneene e WK, EHRE, THEAE, TH, i’éﬂﬂ%iﬁ Fefrdr, FEH (1488)

R T Bl £ BRE i P A ) 5 R A 2 B R (g BiTH, WEk, XM% YR, ki, BEE, A (14%)

HEEH S X R LT s %ﬁ&ﬁﬁ .......................................... T, i E, %ﬁx ﬁgm T, %t?(wm)

P PG LI R R T BRI R SE CA AL T LRI I ZE  wovverrereeree ettt

......................................................... LRE e, B, AT, B B ks, AT A, HF, 2%, AF4 (1514)

BT P A K R B R T RS - S MR (R BT weeveereerrenre ﬁﬂ_ﬂ_ %1:15, F% (1523)

IKAME TR S T A KRG AR SRR R PRSI <+ v vvereereereee sttt Bk, B2 (1535)

m;{%ﬂé#@t%ﬁi% im?%ﬂ’]ﬂi%xﬁﬁ&}iﬂ“@ﬁ%%%ﬁ ...................................................... EJZEP R ;;H; HhTa (1545)

MRS IEN CH, 1N, O HEH ARG ovovessoovoovesess BT, TR, BPHE, 8ok, HBA, REE, BRI, HEH (1559)

ﬁ%mhiwﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁgfyﬁgﬁNoﬁmm%m ................................................... BEEW, XA, KEE, 2EE (1569)

UK A 2 2 )4 f?iﬁ%‘%@ﬁ/ﬁ?’fﬂ%l_ ........................................................................... Fﬂim lejg/j_ ED. é}/\f%(1581)

<<%i%ﬂ%>>mm$(llsl) (FRBERPEVIERFIN (1342)  5E.(1402, 1415, 1580)



)
IET-HUFE‘ In BB R = 55424 4538 2021431

Eco-Environmental
Knowledge Web Environmental Science Vol42,No.3 Mar.,2021

ITEMBERKERSREREEY-NERAGEESETT
5 ) K BR 3 EE

HRSZHT? ) R 2 PLRZRT?, BV, BIED? | fal 2

(1. L5 g %‘*ﬁ%ﬂ HHERZ 2T, L@ 2000925 2. [F]FRAF W A AL B S BEIRALBIT S BT, EiE - 200092)

TE. BUNYB IR PE R 2%, B R AR WA S S R B A R 2 BT BRI T 205 ER TR 2 X AR 8 A7 FUASE v 45 B e T
YA IR TTER A PP B , (AL BT & Dy B BISARYE. R, AR SCR FTH IS IS HR PR s & 10 Jr 125, X LA SR T - g
A W) I N %% ( membrane biological reactor, MBR) + 4{3E (nanofiltration, NF) ” 1.7, AbFfE 7 800 m® -d ™' ) T ARt A XF 42, 434
A L& HITH IS IR AL B 5Tk W], ) = 4E 986747 I T 43 7 Jr ¥ (excitation emission matrix fluorescence
spectroscopy-parallel factor, EEM-PARAFAC) P15 Uk Vi %5 i 44 Pl (dissolved organic matters, DOM) P BT (9 25 fk,. 45 R 3%
B, A ) b SRR B A 14 2L (dissolved nitrogen, DN) ZEERTTHR Ay 74. 7%, Horh— 2 AL B TTXT DN EBRTTIRAN 54. 6%,
A1 AR IR PR TT R A fh 24 75 S (dissolved chemical oxygen demand ,sCOD) FIE 8% ( dissolved oganic carbon, DOC) AR
BURRAR T B 92. 2% 1 93. 3%, 4AUE FIT AT A L L BREE G 8 AN ER 2y, (HBE I A B, e 38 BRI RS UE W DOM B B, —
PSR TTTT LB SHERS B T 75. 4% RYZEEE W B, IR 5 T 2B K B ST DOM ﬁ'ﬁﬁ%%‘ﬁﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁg
AT IS | R AR s A B R . BTSSR AUR &}Ekiﬁﬂﬁ\ﬁ%(lgﬂﬁlﬁ MBR T A YAk 5 el "Mﬁ-‘ﬂ: i

W BFLTC U ) 445 9. 7 / 7
KA kiﬁﬁmf*\/ﬁ(«z ERPEAT HLY) (DOM) HRIL, =Y AT I%éﬂ‘ﬁ(EEM PARAFAC), [EaN i 4
FESES. X703.1 iﬁkhmﬂﬁiﬁ, A iaéﬁ?. 0250-3301(2021)03-1469-08 DOI;“lO. 13227/J.hjkx. 202007263 :

J . ¥ A L o ‘,.-‘

Pollutant Removal Effic1ency ,.of leferent Unlts Along a Mature Landﬁll

Leachate Treatment Process in’ a Membrane Blolqglcal Reactor-N anofiltratlon
F 4 j "
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SHHD L,l—mlng1 2 IDENG Ying-tao'*, QIU Jug—jiel‘_z_., ‘LiFan'?, ZHANG Hua'?, HE Pin-jing'*"

| 3 : : =
(1. Shanghai* Institute| of Pollution Control and Ecological=Security, Shanghai 200092, China; 2. Institute of Waste Treatment and
Reclamatibn, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)
Abstract ; Properties of landfill leachate are complex. Therefore, leachate should be treated by combined processes with both biological
and advanced methods. Due to the shortage of engineering-scale assessment data about the pollutant treatment contribution of individual
process units, existing optimization methods still lack theoretical support. Here, a membrane biological reactor (MBR) + nanofiltration
(NF) system with a capacity of 800 m®-d ™" was examined. Conventional physiochemical parameters and fluorescent parameters were
examined to analyze the contribution of each process unit to treating mature landfill leachate. Furthermore, the transformation of
dissolved organic matter (DOM) was evaluated using excitation emission matrix fluorescence spectroscopy-parallel factor ( EEMs-
PARAFAC). Results showed that the biological treatment removed soluble nitrogen ( dissolved nitrogen, DN) by 74.7%, 54.6%
occurred in the first-stage denitrification unit. The external ultrafiltration unit reduced dissolved chemical oxygen demand (COD) and
dissolved organic carbon (DOC) by 92.2% and 93.3%, respectively. The nanofiltration unit effectively removed heavy metals and
salts. Based on the tracking of DOM using fluorescent parameters, the first-stage denitrification unit was found to remove 75.4% of
protein-like substances. The ultrafiltration unit mainly retained DOM with high hydrophilicity, while humus with high aromaticity was
mainly retained by nanofiltration. The higher the degree of humification, the better the interception effect that was obtained. This
indicates that biological treatment using the MBR process can be simplified, and ultrafiliration should prove reliable at preventing
clogging during the treatment of mature landfill leachate.
Key words; mature landfill leachate; dissolved organic matters (DOM) ; removal nitrogen; excitation emission matrix fluorescence

spectroscopy-parallel factor (EEM-PARAFAC) ; desalination
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FEY B A HLEIK (22. 3% ) , 4RI F B R 2K
3 23. 6% F118. 8% 0. K IEL Y 1B U MR AL BRI
B B J1 000 m?-d ™", 52 FR b B & 24 K 800
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UL s AT RSB, — SRR LRI 2
AL THE S 8. 2 1d ' 1 1.6 1-d
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TE2018 A= 11 H . 2019 51 H #2019 43 H, %
SET 3 UOKEE, FUCRAE 11 A/KEE(SO ~S10) ke
SOCE IR 1 FRIZ T 3K (S0) K BT in R 1 fF
7, H sCOD F1 DOC ¥ £ 3 [l 43 51 242 061 ~ 3 083
mg-L 7 F1685 ~ 1106 mg-L~", A KLY &8, B/C
50.07 ~0.16, AT A A PEREZE; DLA &M (KN R
1218 ~1883 mg-L™"),sCOD/DN # 1.10 ~1.59, 5
Renou 25" AN YK SFIA I BEIOK TR AEAIAE. A6 &
RER ,EFR T 233045 um 1R EEIUE S 8 T
FET 4CURAR T REE— 25 T DU

F1 EWEKEIER(S0) BKREUFE
Table 1 ~ Physical and chemical characteristics of landfill

leachate (S0) before biological treatment

£zt B F-H{H
pH 8.40 ~8.85 8.57
BOD;/mg-L~! 155 ~392 268
sCOD/mg-L"! 2261 ~2788 2483
DOC/mg-L~! 685 ~1 106 841
NH, -N/mg-L~! 1176 ~1839 1615
KN/mg-1L"! 1218 ~ 1883 1653
NO; -N/mg-1.7! 77 ~182 141
DN/mg-1.~! 1424 ~2189 1858

1.2 AR b
B K BT 3R AR AL pH . NH,-N | KN fif§
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[l ke 10-20
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= =3 B B, I St | [0
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of engineering treatment of mature landfill leachate
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mg -1~ "[LA T T 5 5143 Ol G IU(UV - 1800,
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uv absorbance SUVA254) Bl =
1.3 QZJ'LJ'L%%W SEAE bR

g Cary Eclipse 2¢ 364366 AL ( Varian Inc.,
Palo,CA, USA) /K (XA B T2 BN B, 2
FZSCHR[22,23 | IR AR ORI K (excitation, K, )
A B (emission , E,) Y15 BBl 3 551 9 55 22 200 ~ 400
nm F1280 ~520 nm :Elif%j’:{t/\u”j{] 10 nm 15 nm.
DAEBAEK (Milli-Q) 1228 O BRI | 38 i B LA R
FEfH DOC ¥k B Xt EEMs 40 k4734 — 16
DOMFlour toolbox'"*’ #£47 PARAFAC 4347

I (biological index, BIX) /246 17E E. =310
nm B, E, 24 380 nm #1430 nm AYZEGHRFE A, %

b AT LS A A B P 3l T I LR 8 e A BIL )

SR A I G SRR . 2648 B (fluorescence
index , FI) 238y E =370 nm, E & 450 nm F1 500
nm FECHREE IIH. FL F845 AT H5 78 DOM 5[t | + 4
TEARZCRE A A LR A L >
1.4 Hmabrt

ABFFEH“MBR + NF” 241 & T 200 K4 5 1%
T b A RE Hh A FRLOT X 5 e W) 1 2 BR AR A T
ZHITHY PRSI £ B AR AN (1) FiR.

e
o

ﬁT%ﬂ%ﬁmﬁﬁmATaL@ﬁﬁ%$%ﬁm
Fﬁi%%&%%%iﬁi%fu)ﬁ?%ﬁm
ﬁmmﬁﬁk Eﬁu&%ﬁmzﬂ%iﬁm
%Wﬁﬁwﬁgﬂgﬂmeﬁ%%%’
3] 7

o i . (12;
iﬁ%%%ﬁ Juiy
QEATLzEBT'ﬁEI’Jﬁi JL )

A .‘-;_.!'

1100‘7

sl < 1006t

(2)

2 HR5iE

2.1 £ AbFEETTRRAR I A AL RE

Qb PR A% ST KA B BURE Y sCOD \DOC
M BOD; Ay ik 285 5 UL 3 2, DA S A ik BRI it 1F
(S0) i (S8) /K Rk HE (WLFE 1), sCOD, DOC #
BOD, [ Z:4:R 730 93. 4% 98. 7% F191. 8% .
FEAE I, SRt A S — AN Ab B PG (— R AL )
HIIR A 7K Bk S0, , AH I i b 3R 25 BR R N 92. 4%,
98.7% F169.9%. LA SO, MFHHE,S1 ~S5 FARE M4
Wb BEEA ST K sCOD \DOC #1 BOD, ¥4 Giit &
SURIZES (P >0.05). AT 0L, Ab B 5 it () A= 47 b BB
TCHEATAT BRI , 33X 5 4 SR 18 DR T B A A AL
Yo RARA R E— 2 IR iR A R R A £
SRy =2 R RR IR AR B 75 43 R, 1 X ik
2R bR 7 A 5 . R I8 FN AN E ST XT sCOD ,DOC
1 BOD, 2 B 543 % 4 69. 0%, 75.6%. 66.7% Fi
74.8%. 94. 4% 20 0, 30 MBR A& I BT
TEREAETS e S I8 2 PR R Xt DOM 22 B R BLAT ]
B, AUE B TT N A MU A PR 5 R R
Y15 RfEA LY (BOD, AT & ) LS /NI 4> FIE S
TEAE S9N IE BTN BOD, LBRAS .
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x2 AELLEEIT sCOD,DOC 1 BOD; " /mg 1!
Table 2 Changes in sCOD, DOCs and BODs in different treatment units/mg-1,"!
L2 80, Sl s2 s4 S5 S7 S8
sCOD 2220 +664 2202 £650 2206 +648 2222 +660 2202 £636 2188 £629 671 +79 169 +43
DOC 819 +246 801 +250 804 +251 807 +248 812 +248 808 +259 197 £25 116
BOD, 73 £27 79 £25 72 £27 63 £30 75 +44 63 £35 21 11 22 8

1)90,, ARG B IR BEK (S0) |

Qb B A it 25 BT I HH K 7 B IRORE R R 2
R 5 R WL 2R 3, DL A b B E (S0 )
(S8) /K A (W.5& 1), DN NH, -N NO; -N Al
ON FJ 2 BR R 435~ 98.4%., 99.7%., 87.4% Fl
68.4% ; L SO, k5L W Ky 88.9%., 97.5%,
43.3% F185. 5% . NI AR RS, LA SO,k FLifE 4%

PR 22 bR R — AR T S0 e (02, Rk
[ Ve K IR S (S8) H ON ¥ (105 mg-L™") &
T S0(38 mg-L~") ,fili ON By R KAMLAH . B
ez Ah SR A A 1 NO, =N, R A fL By BEgS e
HEKNH, -N# &5 A A 160 mg- L~ (so,,,)-, it 1k
FE4y ,NO, -N AR5 B,

LA S0, A HLiE, é%&}ﬂ%ﬁmm*-wﬁzf i
ﬂ?ﬁk ?EE%LEEF/&FW&MK —éy,&ﬁéf&
46.2% eé)ﬁié’ﬂc A'32. 6%, Hog 2 el 4 F 4, (5

=

— 2R AEAL B 13 (SS) LI KGR IE [N (S6) = F i iR A

3, T\ﬂii@iﬂ?\ﬂﬂiﬁ’]ﬁ*ﬂc”/mgﬁ i . '

WRIE 2 B A I B + Anife 2

WA ENEZER (P >0.20) ; NO; -N # i 5 i sk
A, EFHR B —AEAE A 30. 4%, TSR R
T YR 44. 4% ; ON W B [6) REI% 3, — S0 Al
BT R EAR S WEME (P <0.001) 4 36. 1% . A4l —
PR AN G A A I E R BE , 45 A ST ~ S5 4%
A5 sCOD JEHA S84k (P > 0.972) ] 1, 45 hin b e 5
S A T AL LA SO Sk ki, A= b DN (1)
WL IFART 736 mg- 17", oy &b TS il ke J32 AR 1 P
93.4% ; HALL T2 DN 2 5 sty ,;%Hq&fi
T4 (i 54. 6%.)4MBR J & 5.5 DN Ef’J%EF*WEET
51 mg-L™" B T2 DN\ K BR BTN 24. 4%, Wi %
Egzélﬁé"fnﬁ;‘ <4 ON FINH, N,ﬁq:%aa%:m
W%ﬂfﬂaﬁﬂﬁ#%ﬁﬁm%ﬂéu V5 U8 REVE 2 K W
NH, -N; ﬁ’ﬁéﬂwﬁqﬁ@ DN’ {ZU“E%INEE(P <--_
0.001) , EHIEELL ON HME. f

Table 3 Chdnges in N of different types in different treatment units/mg-L "'

e Yl st 4 B

/s 4 T S8

NH-N ' % 160 £14 86 14 58928 2 S+ 16 3910 3510 85 41
NG N 30 +4 24 +4 29:8"7 3216 17 £3 1216 21£2 17 £2
oN 83 £23 53 £23 59 £13 71£13 7723 62+3 3114 12 £4
DN 271 £31 158 +34 135 +34 137 £35 123 £19 122 £9 716 30 £2

1)80,, Al b, b 3R4 AN [R) 2000 BB A e 2, 3R v Bl i s S I + Fife e

2.2 FHAITXF DOM 2H 734 B A STk
% 4 N REE S IKEE SUVA,,, FI i BIX (1943 Hr
g LIS BRBEEIE (SO ) H (S8) K Ak, ik
ZHENRE T 16.9%. 19. 7% F 71. 6%, 75 W x4
AbFE K A DOM 3 ZE R Sk AR aas sh Ak i, % 45
5 Qiu AR AL IS SO SUVA,,
EARRLAY R L 95 D YA 8 0 T 24 (T8 1 P 1L
%) 5 DOM A2 K 45% ~ 66% > | [alisE, J FI A
BIX FE A AT, K IHE B IER 9 DOM UL P i
AR X AR K A ] SR AR v A

FFE FE LA DL B A AR B i =27
KA B IR 4 — B AL PR IT 5 , SUVA 5, B
SRR (P <0.05), F1 #1 BIX JTH B 484k (P >
0.05) ; HTi%ZHIC sCOD LPrERRM(WFE?2) .
[B137 B A 75 YRk R (24928 000 mg-L™") , BT
7K SUVA,, (% T 45 B [0l i e (S6 Al S3). ik # M

SUVA,s, FREFZZ IR A 52w, [, [T
PeXT i K o DOM (1% W B s 2 228 SUVA,,, 1Y
F Sl ~ S5 By A WAL BB TR RERY SUVA,,, 55
3 WHEHREA WAL (P >0.05) , 5 sCOD 457200
FEPR AL TR SIAL (LR 2) . 7RI, S5
JEIIAL (S6) Hu#s, MU 7K (S7) BY SUVA,,, (FI Fll
BIX #F A B4 fm, H & SUVA,, 8 fn T 1.46
L-(mg-m) "', RUBIE R EWB B WP ITFE
KA DOM , 254 BT sCOD Ml DOC ¥ % F
(P <0.05) , HEM 2K DOM &K B uEw h &
BLA LY ). St g b BE S 2 K (S8)
DOM ) SUVA,,, B T 26. 1%, 1M FI Al BIX 431 4
JT 20. 0% #0193, 1%, B A fCAE YA 9 i B ik
REAE T 05 A B AR T — YR MR 40 T (S9 ) R e 24V 4 WL
(S10) i DOM,, & B &% i3 05 A M) DOM, 4 36 b
HE AR
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Table 4 Changes in SUVA,,, , BIX, and FI at different sampling points

ity S0 S1 2 S3 S4 S5

SUVA,s,/L-(mg-m) ~! 1.71 £0.27 1.19 0. 11 1.24 +0. 10 1.25 £0. 11 1.24 +0.13 1.24 £0. 10
FI 1.95 +0. 17 1.91 £0. 16 1.96 0. 03 2.01 0. 10 1.94 0. 32 1.91 0. 06
BIX 0.81 +0.06 0. 68 +0. 05 0. 65 0. 04 0.67 £0.04 0. 68 0. 01 0. 68 0. 05
£zt S6 S7 S8 9 S10

SUVA,s,/L+(mg-m) ~! 1.26 0. 10 2.72 £0. 15 2.01 0. 62 2.70 +0. 10 2.90 +0. 09
FI 1.82 +0. 11 1.95 +0.03 2.34 £0. 41 1.82 +0.03 1.84 0. 06
BIX 0.69 +0.04 0.72 0. 04 1.39 £0.20 0.71 £0.04 0.64 £0.04

1) SUVA,q, HIHGH Le (mgem) =, 2 FOSCHRAS 2 0 T4 1 = b

i i+ EEMs-PARAFAC 43158 5 2 6415

(CL ~C5)anp 2 s, Hp c1 HREH T, C2
JRIE R, €3, C4 FI CS N IR TR 2K Y
T Ay M s R ARAS L o e RO (F ) AR
400 =

350

400

350

Eynm

300

250

200
400

Ey/nm

450 500 300 350

b, PTG 40 o B 25 bR B AR 1 . 45 BORE
MGy FL X FEEWE 3 (a) Fron, 78 SO 1 €3,
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Fig. 2 Five components acquired by EEM-PARAFAC

ME 3 (b) AT, 83— Ak ST fs |, C4
C5 B9 E 2 B3 I T 20. 8% H130. 4%, R E
10T g2 F GE AR e A B 3 B o i b
PO il C1 DGR BEREAR T 75. 4%, 1 Wi i nl
e R I, — RS fE A BT K
(S2) v, S FEALFR R R = 1 C2 ~ C5 393N T 10%
ZiAi , N 3(d) BT, C2 ~ C5 5 SUVA,, R IEAE
(R>0.95,P <0.05) , A 138 1k — B s 420 il - 4 Ak
FB IR DOM 5 F AL FE R JIniE.

HRIERAICHIK (ST) R CL ~CS |1y F, 1 15 254
i, WA 3 (e) AR 3(d) AT L, C1 AT €2 5 BIX &
IEAHK(R>0.76,P <0.01) , [ C1 55 FI & 1E
(R =0.69,P =0.02) , a] UL EJE A CH K 1
DOM FZE R A KA 9. C3 ~C5 W F,,
B, e I A OTHELAE B R 5 B A .

HITH K (S8) HY C3.C4 FI C5 AU D3R EE 73 I FEAR
T 15.8%. 19. 1% F1 30. 1%, 15 BH 49 & XoF & 5 1k 7
JERGR Y DOM R ROR AL (HJE G B X AE 9
AT R E AW B C1 MR B A T 2 1% A #%
BARICR O R K DOM 32 8 2 4 2k W A0 3
%[za].
2.3 HKHITHESER LR

Ab PR il 45 B TC KA B B 7 4
ZERLER S KIS BIE R P A R R Sk
Pib o0 4 Jm vk B AL A R (P >
0.05). HIEFRICFI AN JE TN E & B WA — 2 n
FAAE R, 2 rT BB Hh T L35 U8 RS B o IR AR 1)
W BRFVE T i At B4 (T, 4 A B 3 A a1 K
(") As .Cr . Hg Fl Pb ZBRZ5351°8 66. 7%, 99. 4%,
64.5% F188.9% .
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PC1 (76.7%)

e a,?a’ ﬂéﬁmﬁu 5 ALY By 2 Jrﬁ

T AL B F,:mmt i e v Fmgﬂ%uﬂw‘;}ﬂ

F

BORRE ﬁﬂ@ Pearson 1‘59&%@:"* ke %ﬂ;, 4P <0.05.P <0.01 7T=H P 0. 1001 (ai') KI’EJHSU@E Eﬁj‘ﬁiﬂﬁjﬂﬁﬁ%&:,
(h)] %ﬁw ma@ R %, (¢) DOM %dfﬁgﬁﬁtgu (d)DOM @gﬁbﬁs DOM % A peamn.ﬁaaér@ 3 ,;_cﬁ
g f i A | E3 & mf¥én¢fﬁzﬂﬁm4§f1m&§;& HI . .
" | | !fl || | e | Figi=3. Characteristics afiﬁ trani_fgImahon il cence components in different treatment units
] A1 7 M
[ ¥ ;jf 4 %5 ARNHESELERETL /mgL!
I.J'{ Table 5 Changes in heavy metal concentrations at different sampling points units/mg-L ™!
JLHR S0 s1 s2 S3 s4 S5
As 0.03 +0. 04 0.11 +0. 12 0.09 0. 10 0.09 +0. 05 0.09 +0. 03 0.08 +0. 02
Cd NA NA NA NA NA NA
Cr 0.13 +£0.04 0. 10 +0. 08 0. 10 £0. 08 0.09 +0. 06 0.09 +0. 07 0.10 +0. 09
Hg 0.76 0. 16 0.30 +0. 06 0.23 £0.05 0.38 +0. 17 0.36 +0.21 0.40 +0.21
Pb 0.02 +0. 01 0.01 +0. 01 0.01 +0.01 0.01 +0. 02 0.01 +0. 01 0.01 +0. 02
JLHR 6 s7 S8 9 S10
As 0.09 +0. 04 0.02 +0. 02 0.01 +0.01 0.13 +0. 08 0.68 +0. 17
Cd NA NA NA NA NA
Cr 0.21 +0.15 0.03 +0.03 NA 0.30 +£0.22 1.24 £0.03
Hg 0.43 +0. 14 0.23 +0.03 0.27 0. 09 0.27 0. 09 0.41 +0. 06
Pb 0.01 +0. 01 0.01 0. 00 0.00 =0. 00 0.01 +0. 01 0.01 +£0.02

1) NA RRME TR, Hg A pg L

AL BTt A5 B TTHE KA B ORI AR /4 A Na ™ K 3948 BT BRAIC, (0 94 8 VR 45 ¥ (S10 /K &,
RIWE 6, KIEWBIEWEA @ FE EC 38 45 S7T KEM 4% ) b Na* M K™ R FHE (P <
16.9 mS-cm ™' Z T A% EC Na*® K™ HICl- =R 0.001)M.

3 49. 7%, 16. 1%, 18.0% Fl 12. 8% . #Fh4rWEE 2.4 K HIui5 Y ab PR RE AT

BLIE— AN AL B UE AN IR IR T AR L. — g ik AT A FRIBE i A% B TT TS G ) 25 BR ALCRE (LA
FIFEUEPATC EC FR& {H Na® K*FICL- BEA WA RAE S0 MEE) W&l 4 B, 76 B ESR 6% 5 1, — 2%
(P >0.05) , EEHLEHI T RER pH AL PIIEATE IR WAL B e X KB B JE W DN U ZBRR A3 T
FUEJZ WM 25 TR Y EHIC EC 41.7%, B BEMIARE S (P <0.05) , EHRHA
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Table 6 Changes in salinity concentration at different sampling points units

eIty S0 S1 2 S3 4 S5
EC/mS-cm ™! 16.9 2.2 9.4+1.7 9.0+1.4 9.1%1.2 9.2£1.1 9.1£0.8
Na*/mg-L"! 604 + 64 599 +55 606 =48 606 +47 598 49 609 +43
K*/mg-L~! 657 +42 670 +63 661 +76 655 +60 646 + 62 655 + 60
Cl~ /mg-L~! 2563 +193 2318 £53 2382 £168 2380 +194 229523 2353 +94
izt S6 S7 S8 S9 S10
EC/mS-cm ™! 10.0 1.2 8.8+0.4 8.5+0.4 12.7 2.5 35.8+5.0
Na*/mg-L~" 654 +61 608 =42 507 +85 785 £92 2131 £298
K*/mg-L"! 687 +81 618 +38 539 +52 891 +113 3032 £251
€l /mg-L~" 2285 +55 2307 £30 2235 £25 3472 +106 12450 +1 325

1) R Rlits S P B+ brifi2e

e TH s PVRIROCHT VAL S
(NI | [ O O | 1
-SRIEA 80 3 it
| /U I —— 60
omies | | IO L] 40 (1) %f sCOD,DOC Fl BOD, E’JWEE?},{#%’W
e . | 5 93. 4%, 98.7% FL91. 8%, Frl Kk FITEA/ACOD Al
e BEEEER BEERERR -20 DOC Eﬁz’?lﬁfﬂi}mﬁ S3N ks 92. 2% i 93. 3%, . H
i I—';_"I:I EEE I|‘ :g () DOM u%@K ME&JE%‘%WE, E{Awﬂ&fiﬁé
. o e o TR SCODV/HI DOG 1 35 K 7 1k 4. 8% Fi
il - B I ~100 6.0% iﬁfﬁﬁﬁ DOM EEﬁ%VﬁE%ﬁﬂﬂ%%E%w
888858 zz k5230 ZE TR C1; 4936 50X sCOD Al DOC A5t ik A7
o8 2 2

_#\ﬁ*ﬂj***,}»,@" R P<0.05 P<001iFﬂP<OOd1
B4 ETEI&IEM&E%%E’J%#%IK&%?

“1 Y\ g tefnenese 5 4 L~ "

J Flg 4 Removal efficiency of contaminants in different=

treatment units analyzed using T-test

UNHtN%n ON b & | 1% 5070 N A7 78 IR A A [R] 25
AL, ARSI, — AL PR IT X NO;y -N 22
BRI (P <0.05) ; [AIEF, EUEFPIE R ITXT DN 2
Kk A B PE(P <0.01 F1 P <0.001) , =B
Sk 41. 8% F157. 0% . sCOD 1 DOC 14 =52 5 5
JC B UE FNGIE | B 17 1 T A Ak A 5T v Y 2 R
RPN 69. 7% F175. 9% LA K 68. 0% F174. 7% 18,
XA PTG ) & A g 2E Y gE Bl e TR L
KB B ISR AL T B oy, 2R W A BB 1 2 2R
SRR, FEE TR I R RS AL, R AR oA A
XFANBH R, W] ] 8 PR A PO AR e K ¥ R K i i
ON ST 1] 55 18 201 . 68 8 A 4 8 02 F2 22 1 B
BT, WX DN BRI HA — @ VER X F K3
BB IR WAL PN T BBk 5 [R] S, 4008 BT I8 W] L B
AR AER Sy (EXTFEEIR S, HEKE SRR
JERAR, X H K IE AR B 52, n] W, K 5 T8
A FR5E it R A g Ak B B G AT A 7 1R IS N 15
A T AR S 05 DR W B B PR R AR RS A
AALEBATE ME MBR T2 —30 4 HOAB IE BT TS e

=

2. 59% 1 2, 598, E I AL S s ) DOM A g
T €3 ~CS.. r

(2)iZ T. 2% DN NH{ -N NO; -N #1 ON ftj 2=
4343914 98. 4% 99. 7%, 87. 4% F1 68. 4%, — 2%
SAEALHITRT DN 1Y K BR 5Tk B KA 2] T 54. 6%,
AL AT Ny 24. 4%, T 2% 2 sk Ba T nl
# 2Bk NO; -N.

(3) [AlEf, iz T A X #E 4 J® As.Cr Hg fll Pb %
BB 500 66. 7%, 99. 4% 64. 5% F1 88. 9%, 1 %f
EC, Na* | K*F1 Cl~ £BRF550H0 49. 7%, 16. 1%,
18. 0% F1 12. 8%, 44 1& 570 A H 4 Ja FER 43 K BR 1

(4) XTSI 12 U8 W Ak BT, SR AR 3
BRI, X T 2 B A A BRI, T A
28/ IS BT B B X T BRER T S, B AN
BATCR W AN AT D Y R 5 R DR SR B 60 AT B s, EL Y
TR 2E.
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