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[AIO,Al,(OH),,(H,0),,]""(Al,5) FISA AL 57 (AICL)2 Bl AN [l I 2538 BER A bR O . S5 REBH, TRAiHUK P, Bk
BER BN, BRIBCREI NS TR S R, TAE HA PR R0 2 PRINE, TR BE 7R A B SRR 2 AT A LAY 9 52 4 1 1]
5= guds A R IR TS BB T RO SR . E TAA HL IR S R K P R S T RE RS A AL BT Rk
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HUBHK S5 9% B O 5 mg- L' I, Al F9 i i B B3 AT IK 88.8% .
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FYFRES, SEA R F A MRS g, BRAh, SRR AN S TS e ML A 1 — 25 ORUE T R 0 TR B K
o IR (HA) 52 H AR S i i WA AL, bl S hl 38t 8% 28 30 G4 90 19 40 1 FRdie AR TR i
H 4 Jot it 43 A 78 800~6 000 Da, 3 # /FE b B ALY it & AU KRR ALY IF R OE 5 o pF5E R W,
AICL F1 ALy 7E 48 R IR EE DS K i i 3 8+ B S A IR BE L BRAE 11, I BAR B e o 4
BHEV A RBEAGEA W ERAVLYEE . SR, ASFES R IR BER 7F 2 250 T
MA VYR A EKES, YIS mIRRE R ERE T, S T 22 BRRCR I T R ) B,

SRy 8 7 AN TR A 2 T R 700 A A 3 980 1 RN A AL TR 6 P K B R ML, i R 156 71 A Ak 28 960
BT HMAPYIR G E KR, WS ERBCETREMINS, A5 AR HA e B 195 510% K AE
Ry S AKAR AT S IR P 3 X HAS [ A AR TR EE R A 2K rh s i R BRRCR , BRIT
FERIVERPLE, DU T S5 A R A KA Bl oK) T 2 et 27% |
1 MRS T
1.1 i FIFN SR

ANIKA B (AICL-6H,0), S & L8 (NaOH), L2 (HCl)., FAL4H (NaF), filf iR (NaNO,),
TR A E AP (BaCl,-2H,0). B2 #H (Na,SO,) Fl & R (CH,COONa) 73t 4, #10 [ [ 25 4 Al fk 2%
HRNARAT . KSR = Na,CH;0,-2H,0) 78474l . HA = 90% W 1 Bl H7 T ik 77 23w
Ferron I 73 #r 4l , W F Sigma-Aldrich 3 71 28 5l o F2 2403 A HL W8 25 DU A AT 6 AT B[] 5 3% (ESI-
TOF-MS)(ACQUITY UPLC/Xevo G2 Q TOF, Waters, USA). %24 a] UL 43 6% B 3 (UH5300, ShimadZu,
Japan), ZSEEHEFEAL (MY 3000-21/41, #H5-, HE). Zeta HL A7 53 BT (ZetasiZer Nano ZS90, Malvern,
UK). Bkl (PHS-3C, HfL, mE). HEFES 5 IR &5t (ICP-OES)(ICPE-9 800,
ShimadZu, Japan). | % <7 728 e 214G 154 (FTIR)(Nicolet 8 700, ThermoFisher, USA). X HF £k Hy
FHETE AL (XPS)(ESCALAB250Xi, ThermoFisher, USA). A HLAK 5 #71X (ShimadZu, TOC-L, H7).
1.2 RERAMEESRIE

SEE R AICL, W W 24 S LR O] o AL, B BRAL R 2.2 B R G SR, A B ER A Sk
PUTVE B LR i 2P e T A S, PR B mkEE 25 gL' 2 PR EEF
Yo B B, R DLUALAG R R A K
Al F1 AICL, 7% W Fe B¢ 2 162 mg- L7 J5, #] H
Al-Ferron i i 2% & H A 7L P9 IR 45 & S5 4h ml Dl

® 1 OREFN ARESS R
Table 1 Al species of the coagulants used in this study

N N Py N N 7 AIJE& Ald/% Alb/% Alt/%

Sy 6CEETEIN 22 PR IR BRI T ALRIE A (R AlCl 95.59 3.87 0.54
N A N ’ . ‘ .

. SZEREW, AICL F EERHFIES N AL, Al 311 94.32 2.57

13 : ) i

M Al ELARIBEAS R Al
1.3 W HIE

1) ALK FERD B . B 10.0 g HA B3R 0BT 1 LB alik v, A 0.4 g NaOH A Wit % = HA %
fife o FPZehi e S hfE, A 0.45 pum P8 AL U8 . RIS A HLER 53 B A 8 Bt A TR0 TR A AL B
(DOC) BT iE, 4 2791.7mg L' ERMAEEFI/K, ¥h# W H B2 DOC 4y 2 000.0 mgL™,
RIATAS HA 5 W o 1% NaF 25508 T 110 C B3R h T8 4 h /5, RSB0 R it O 0 2 0 3 R0 88 Uk B2
K 1.0 gL' [ NaF i £ T . 7R 4li/K FP 5] A NaF 4 0, K s 7R i 2 o 8.0 mg L' 7
T 7] e B HA Bl 45, 1% 6 FRAERUK AL, DOCEZr %M 0. 5. 10, 20, 35 F150mg-L™', |-
w6 FhkEEH, ¥ A 10.0 mmol-L™' NaNO, 1 4.0 mmol-L™" NaHCO, % & LA I 15 B 7 5 B 1 5
B, w2, FIA 0.1 mol-L™' ) HCI Al NaOH ¥ ¥ 1 75 /K &£ pH £ 8.0,

) IREELE . IR PG TR BE L 00 . AEVS IR BEF Z 0T, B 564 500 mL Bl KA
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P 250 rpm 4 38 B 4 B 30 s. AN SE L Lh 200 rmin ! (95 B FE 90 s MR A . DR AR
Zeta HL A 3 YOI BOV Y08 o WA $E 58 B % 40 rrmin', 183 10 min 2 244 K o YTF%30 min J5 ,
FIH 0.45 pm P8R XS W5 W HEAT 08, X598 R IR ) BT i R . DOC R B8 T Rk B AT
% o

3) B AW L5 . 38 I Sh A B SR PR R T . AWML AL, =3 Z R A PE T o AR
JHA WD, Bom— 5 Al F1AICL. 365 fie A 24 70 45 Jn o A0 AH B JEK shoa ALY 8, O
FiRIE, EeEd 10 min 18R P, 4 HA 2RAEK . BEJEIA NaF %, 4R & F w4k i i+
WA E 8 mg L' MG, SRS T Y W R FH A = o0 2% A T IEVE T BE & Ao 8 S 10 min,
TN 743 #E AT o FEBA IS 9 30 min P, #EKAES ZIR R U0 . A NaF &2, L5171
40 min VAP, LA— € I TE] TR B B BEAR P BGR E F 2 om AbZKAE, 28 0.45 um JE RS I8 S, SR
B R R A T B VAR B R AT S A W

4) BES AT S IR o OIS K AR R SR A e R A A S B R B A T I, A A ) 3 A A SRR
BB TR R SIS E . ABFSE R A ESI-TOF-MS %R BRI FTT S K h BB S LS RS Y
HEAT 5381 o A ESI-TOF-MS 046 39 76 1E 85 7 B0 o Bt 2% 14 . B H R 3.5kV,
FE S 4E L R 90 V(40 70 A1 150 V), HhHEHLE 5V, JEIRE 120.°C, BEEFIIRIE 150 C, AW HE
300 L-h', PEFEFEE 10 pL-min', 3%V 50~1 000, i FE R 4k 6 33 P R A7 e B A OE, ZE
T i ) R 5 R - i M R YR R AT S B AR HE R

F P (pH=7.0) M (pH=8.0) 4] i PR A% S 45 1F T, Sl IR BERR P MUTRE 5, TR EE R K
PR (CHR) MR ) RETERMIKH . 805, ¥ Wk T, MTES00. A
ST AR ST AN AN X2 FL T BE TS (U0 7K A 7= A0 2R AR 2 143 HEA T 43 AT
2 #BR512
2.1 BRBEEFREBRMROZIS T

1) Al TR EERCR 2 4 B 81 R T HA X AL IR B S2 Ve ] .t I 1(a) AT 1, 4%
Al IR UG K, S U B Bl ALy, B2 B3 e b5 7, JFFE i8N 40 mg- L' B A Bl i
PEBR IR o KR I ACHA . 7K GRS Ve B BE R0 i B R 22 B A%, iR I8 1(b) i I, e R
I IR EER T, HAXE Al IREEPRFA MR IEVER, B EBRFBURLE 90% LA L, T ZE 45 in & IR B e 30
SR )RR L T 1(c) R T IR B B b AL, BT RE B S AL O . R R R IR BER S A
EARGETRINE, TSR KT REWESRMR, THEAES HAWKR T, FELE8mET
AW R AN RPR N LR . EHAEENR, Al, TEAFRAEFUK G IR B AR R R, X2
Kok HA 51T A S FER 1 2 TR EER, MBS0 3R 4 -

F1(d) A B T Y Zeta LA o AR INTRBEE R B9 40 UK LA 823 T 0, 78 AL, TREEVEH &4
Jei . A Bl R S T e R . X R HA R iR A, R, R R G Zeta HL T R
TEA T HA MR B B & R K d, A Al J5 Zeta A B G B R a3y, X2 TR R A
B HATE AL, BYR A RIVE R B B R AR, A P AR BGm A5 T g, Bl 5 o i 1
i, Zeta A FE R B AK S G , EEHRE LIS B 1) B 4R R TR H K pH R4 N
HARE LR . Al K R BN 60 mg L Al IREEAL RS, pH M 8.0 FEARE] 7.0 247 . MKW E, W
FAEHIRA R A HA W EE#GE, HoK pH T FRIE B #/N, 3XO2 i FRER MR EE R 515 4o W) &
AL, R Dk R K A RN e A S

2) AICL TREEHCR AR 43 M o Bl 2 R T 76 R [R] HA HRBE 19 2 50U 7K i AICL, TR EER B,
&l 2(a) M 2(b) Fr7n, Bl AICL BN B30, BRI SE SR B . HA XTBRFCRD
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Analysis of the influence of HA on effluent index at different Al; dosages
DCH B i 30 mg L™ B H — 2 M e EAE o AICT, 245078 FEAR DL AN 1] 2(c)
B o TEEEHOK T, AICL IHAE R IR 2R T S mg L', UEHA K RERIRE RS o M7 HA JLA7 AR
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FEHIEH, ATREE M T /KK pH MEUE T T & BRIES S5 RYNE 5
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—A— DOC=10mg- ! —0—DOC=5mg - L'
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Fig. 2 Analysis of the influence of HA on effluent index at different AICl, dosages

K 2(d) 3 AICL TR BE IS 72 Zeta HL AL B 2450 5000 A9 A8 AR B0 . B ALCL I f9 38, IR&

PEKH Zeta HUALIEREGTT, 5 AL R R T BB EON T, 1 4E K Zeta BN SE B THE 3055
TR AICL /R HITT A BLBUK B A ALY 25 BRI BL AN 1AL 2(e) B s o S 9RALY) ZRBRFAML, KR
DOC HW L T TR R IR Ea% . i 2(f) FTAT,  ALCL XK A B R AL A0 L 52 AL, 5O T 2
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454 K 2(a) FE 2(0) AR fLFE S, R IAE AICL F#omi il 30 mg L' 5, pHAKTF 6.0, SXFHIHlE
BERLEE, FALY A HA B LBRFIE T M XA AICL Y TR BE 5 50 2 ph 3 T I BF R0 2 431 52 A
0y, HTAERAE pH R 6.0~7.0, BLETER M B B/, A B9 A B K & JC 8 2 19 AI(OH), 4 4 24 5¢
HIt, 7Ei% pH 6 BBl PR R 19 22 BRAICR B 2o,

3) AICL, £ Al TR SRR L i 43 M. a3 AICL, T AL, 76 AN [a] HA ¥ B 19 & 80K K b 1y IR Bk
W, ATLLSEEAS AR . Sl UK T B BR R BE BN RGN, Se T R TR B TR R 4R
i, SRR HA 4o AR SRR EERR R, AR AR 2 R B T WA T BREAER s A4, BT
HA MFETE, TEMRE&E T AR, SRBUAR Zeta ALY N FE, BEE BN W — 2T,
HL IR E BT SR, T ARINREE . 0T 8 RKERHEAER RS, =&
FEAN TR HA MR BE R & R K P TR BER M A B K 2E 57 . ML T AICL T 7, Al TREE R Rl BT
IARSHE, WRIHRAM AL, ERRE 25T 515 RN, Hils iy —RRE . Tkt

AR Ghh, 8m AICL X pH #2 W A8 K, W 60 mg-L™ /) AICL,, 2 {# pH M 8.0 T [ %
4.7 F5 A7, TN AL, B, pH GEARE EFFAE T . B SR Al /R TR B DOC B BE B & (93 fin
EHH AT RE RO, mE AICLERT, magSESRnE T 2ENE LI &5, 7
— 5 JE T R MR FE AR BERI N R, AICL F1 AL, — F A7 10 8 e AR R B S n 1 FH X ), o B AE
FRERMT, REERAELZ AT YK R8T LT 2l K TR EERR MR . X T AICL Wi &, X —
s A AR R JAE X [ AE7E T 5 DOC {H T, BRIV i 9 HA X I J0 A8 SR 1) 0 580 niy AR F T 5 i o
F AL, M5, %A X EAEAE K DOC A T A B HA-J B2 A% D0 s B A1 1 90 7 IO TR R 25 B
22 Al REREBYREXTH

N THREFEBRFCR . DOC B R A H MK i S8 M FR SR AR &40 b B TR 5 7 J5
(7K AR HEAT 45 B AT o FH 22 2 AT 01, 7600 HA BF, ALY L 08 5 AL, 480 AL #E R 2
B EFIEM KR, UL R AL IS E T, 2557689 78 5 HAE K 44 b & 4 B A

Fﬁ° JEIR, SRAL BRI Zeta%@@ %2 FEDOCETBAES DOC EBES

P, XUESE T A E EE i) 7J< fift 72 ) j LIS Table 2 Correlation analysis of fluoride removal rate and DOC
SIAREREFELM T EE., BEKEKERF removal rate with water quality parameters at different

51 AR5 & ¥ B2 19 HA(S mg-L™"'DOC), HA [ DOC values

LR GREN AR LD EHE LR, DOC /(mg-L™Y) A AlINE Zetaifi &4 4O0HFER

Ui A Z TR HA SRR TR 58 55 7™ A Ak 0 BREE  0869%  0863*  0.674  0.891%*
WHAE . HAL AR 1(e) Al F, X —WEM DOCKRE  — — — —
HA 7E8 A& Bk 815 LIts e LB, S BRICE  0.987%F  0.947%* 0229 0.966**
TE MK BOIRBUR 5 ALY 2 bR S ATh R e FR AE DOCEBRH 0038 0297 0842  -0.147
BEIKE, B LB i%%mﬁ]ﬁﬁ " BRIUCE  0.993%F  0.875%*F  0.933%* 0.993**
A EA K (FF 0.05 KFE ), XERR DOCERR#H 0607 0384  0.819*  0.598
R B HA JF 3504 0 iU TR B 25 B 7 A 48 2 BRI 0.997**  0.858*  0.624 0998
KFEME . I H S UK B g DOC {E 8 %) 10 DOCEBRH 0811% 0623  0.639  0.805*
mg- L7, FALY) R Rk SR EEF M A = < BRIR 0.979%%  0.820%  0.666  0.984%*
M Zeta B E MO EFEMHLLR., BEIHE DOCERR# 0.892%*  0.654  0.709  0.891**
FeMEFE— 25 E S T IR B9 HA AR 5 S 1 BREUR  0.985%%  0.773% 0701 0.989%*
FHAR X 88708 o % DOCEBRHR 0.924%*  0.635 0709  0.925%*

2 5 K o DOCfH ¥ i %] 20 mgL™', Ve AGHERE0.0/K - i35, AH G HEAEO. KT 35
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DOC EBRFIF IR SIREHAE R BRI IEMC, HX AP 0.1 K P82, XU AR P HA XF
SR 2 BR A TSR . (AR R A, %Mﬁ%%ﬂHAf%?TOt*%Lﬂ#TT%Em
KK F ML DA, BRSEF LR ZAHN, PR ) 2 MR fF & IRl BRI G R,
wnf%mmeﬂT%%MMMJMfﬁ%éﬁmo#mmﬁ%Mﬂ%myg}mﬁﬁ%%
FBRRMIEM R R B FMW PR, IEAHCKRTE 0.05KF LW E . 5o, WRs Wi &
PR SR EEFIE AR R IE A G, HE— 253 DOC{E 3] 50 mg-L™', HA ZeBRR 5 TR EE 7 #
fn . AR DL S A X R AR AR SRR B TEAH OGO R

mE 3 FroR, HSEEA IR E BT, SR LR S Zeta MO IR ZAFTE B A 1 35 1 AH OC K
FRo X—HHXCRMH LU, Al, EEARFESH 2+ 5 5L L TEE R, 5 508 A i B A
SR EHRILTIE), BB KM, 2R, BEERR T HA KRB, X —HHKRE
BTG, XEWE KR A HAE LR T A LR o 555, T HA 0745
WwmAr, HSMELTIRS G ZE, SRR RRE N IE R BE, #MiX Zeta B A7 DL AH G
ZEUE AR, HSEERN R, X 4K S DOC K 5 mg L BIRA KK, Zeta HL A7 5 ALY
E BRI R EON 0.863 THm 21 0.947, X Ui HA (95 AFT4E oE s F LRI s 7E . 181 3(b)
RO T N RIERLK i S AR L B % 5 DOC 2 i R A C R0 22 B 1 L . DOC {E 7E 0~50 mg-L™
P, 2 s Ye i 1) 22 B R AH G R BB G A WL e G T TR L AR 2 RS g L bR B e T
W25, = o4 A 1ER 25 I 3 EH .

10 1.0
0.8} /\.\"\-\_ 0.8}
& 0.6 = 06}
W W
£ K
Z o4l E 04t
0.2F 02}
O 1 1 1 1 1 J 0 1 1 1 1 J
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
DOC{ti/(mg +L™) DOC{ti/(mg - L)
(a) BRIRFNZeta L AT 56 R EL (b) BRIRHRMDOCEER MR L

3 BUHERRES Zeta BALK DOC EFRERHE X RHPEV IS DOC EEZWIFR
Fig. 3 The correlation coefficients between fluoride removal rate and Zeta potential, fluoride removal rate and DOC removal
rate as a function of the initial DOC value

23 SUVAESZ=n®RE1ERAMBIT

Pl 4(a) LAAL; ZE2E 5K rh i TR BERR 3809 B B (BAELA 0), [t T DOC B X Al R 983 1Y 5%
W, ATLAAR I, TREEFITE =, HA XS ER A e #E/E R, (BRI TAAEmsIEM . W
ﬁ%%,ﬁ%%¢ffﬁjﬁ%Aﬁm MR S S AL P B AL TREE LB . [RIET, HA MAFEEAS
TR TR 700 DY 400 1 T R, E T X AR TR BE S BR AR TR . T 4(b) TR TS A R HA W B Y UK
JKAEAS TR Al £ T K 28 4856 (SUVA) 15 8L . 24 DOC {8 #f5% ,  ALy, % i 2 s A g )
SUVA 5K X ELIE 4(a) 5K 4(b) J5, AT LUK BRAE = J045 6 1F FH ol B8 38 0 RO 45 14 I Js /K i
SUVA A%, KIEFRHBKEA S KR ERS S TIREEDER Y, Rt THADr LR W
AT AR H W, 25 =086 1 i OB A 3 st = A LY T s K 1 20 4 o
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Treatment effect and mechanism of treatment of fluorine-containing
wastewater with different HA concentrations by AICI,; and Al,,
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Zhong', XU Hui*, DUAN Shuxuan®*
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*Corresponding author, E-mail: 864984950@qq.com

Abstract Coagulation is an important fluoride removal process. In this study, fluorine-containing wastewater
with different HA concentrations was taken as the research object, and the fluoride removal effects by high
positive molecular [AlO,Al,,(OH),,(H,0),,]"" (Al,;) and aluminum chloride (AICl,) were compared. The results
showed that in pure fluorine water, with the increase of coagulant dosage, the fluoride removal rate increased at
first and then decreased; while in the presence of HA, the fluoride removal effect of coagulants was the result of
the competition between fluorine and organic matter and the promotion of ternary complexation under dynamic
equilibrium. The fluoride ion in the mixed wastewater of fluoride ion and organic matter could promote the
complexation of phenolic hydroxyl groups in organic matter with Al,,. In the process of coagulation, Al,; could
form a ternary complex to promote the separation of fluoride from the aqueous phase, so it had a better fluoride
removal effect. When the mass concentration of dissolved organic carbon was 5 mg-L", the highest fluoride
removal rate of Al,, reached 88.8%.

Keywords AIClL;; Al,;; mixed wastewater; coagulation; defluorination
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