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Table 1 Water quality of fomesafen wastewater
" COD SS NH, -N NO;s -N
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Table 2 COD removal efficiency of electric-Fenton Method
CD. Cre COD COD COD H,0,
ot / Am’? / mg L~! / mg L' / mg L' /% /g
1 1.65 188 5000 16800 202 98.8 250
2 1.65 188 5000 28500 228 99.2 300
3 2.33 100 1000 16 800 437 97.4 250
2.2.2 pH DO
7 pH DO .3h 22.5C 60.6°C
. Fenton
.2h 6.0mg/L 0.6mg/L 4h 2.4mg/LL 5.5h
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Treatment of herbicide wastewater by electro-Fenton method

WANG Yong-guang HE Cheng-da
College of Hydraulic and Civil Engineering Yangzhou Univ.  Yangzhou 225009  China

Abstract An experimental study is performed on the treatment of the fomesafen wastewater by the electro-Fenton
method. The results show that the effect of the treatment is remarkable the COD removal efficiency is above 94% after
5-hour reaction and the amount of sludge generated in the system is small. The mechanism of the reaction is analyzed
and the relationships between the efficiency of treatment and relative factors are discussed. Besides two tests are
performed based on the direct electrolysis method and the Fenton process and the COD removal efficiencies are

respectively about 30% and 60%  which are lower than that by the electro-Fenton method.
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