oK AR 2023,42(11) :120-126 Water Purification Technology

23, TR, 58, F FUNERBEKIE TR IR AN [1]. HokEoR, 2023, 42(11) : 120-126.
LI M, WANG Y, ZHI Y, et al. Evaluation of wastewater connection access of washing wastewater in milk processing as a potential carbon source[ J].

Water Purification Technology, 2023, 42(11) : 120-126.

HMBEREKIEABERIENNEENEMR

2= L E M, 3, BNV P

(L. TCH T RBIFIHE K E B b.G TIOR8 21400152, B IMRRHCA RA ] ILIR 08 21402833, MLk £ 10 8 2R
FABRNF RIS 214121 ;4. T EKS B IRAF VLI TE  214028)

W OE ERSA SRR AL B KRR R DA 45 S S AN bRV R TS K AR BT R RR IR BT LR
TN T Al 7 BRI K R0, A2 K B8 75 e A A R B U A0 355 SR A W 100 T 1 A5 D T 43T B T AN A A B T AT 1k, 455 R
B, A W Ve R K B ik AR R, LR A IS PRI E 5.9 mg NOZ-N/(g VSS - h) , BAA1E AR AT S, B
FUFE KAL) I RAE YRR . R K I AT DA B A R AR, B AT AR RN E s, PFR T
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Evaluation of Wastewater Connection Access of Washing Wastewater in Milk Processing as a

Potential Carbon Source

LI Mei', WANG Yan®, ZHI Yao’, WANG Xiaofei’, ZHENG Kaikai* *

(1. Wuxi Lighting and Drainage Management Center, Wuxi 214001, China;

2. Wuxi Puhui Environmental Protection Technology Co. , Lid. , Wuxi 214028, China;
3. Jiangsu Zhishanhui Smart Technology Co. , Lid. , Wuxi 214121, China;

4. Wuxt Huiheng Water Affairs Co. , Lid. , Wuxi 214028, China)

Abstract Our country encourages and supports the food processing wastewater with good biodegradability to relax the wastewater
connection standard according to the assessment results, and this wastewater could be used as carbon source to enhance biological
nitrogen and phosphorus removal. In this study, the washing wastewater of a milk processing enterprise as an example, the feasibility of
relaxing the wastewater connection standard was analyzed from the aspects of the pollutant degradation, effects as a carbon source, and
biological inhibition. The results showed that the washing wastewater in milk processing had the characteristics of high carbon, low
nitrogen and phosphorus, and its comprehensive denitrification rate reached 5.9 mg NO;-N/(g VSS - h), which had the potential as
a carbon source. Besides, no obvious biological toxicity was observed after the mixture with activated sludge of the downstream
wastewater treatment plant( WWTP). Therefore, this wastewater could replace a small number of commercial carbon sources with dual
economic and environmental benefits. The method system established in this study has certain guiding significance for the evaluation
and identification of the same type of wastewater.

Keywords washing wastewater in milk processing evaluation of wastewater connection access nitrification rate  denitrification rate
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I T A= 2 AL A 45 18 | it 0% 0 55 5 A 1R IR K
(VAR RIFR“ AR Wi Ve K ), Kt 290 60 m'/d,
Hevs VF v UE Y fe R iR K B HE AT KA, AT
(T 7KHEA BB T 7K B 7K B AR #E ) (GB/T 31962—
2015) . 4Nk 1 7R, %K 7K COD, W BE# R, TN
TP AR X 3G, Horp COD, Y iR B2
595 mg/L, H /IME M 302 mg/L, & KAE KA 1 510
mg/L, ##id 500 mg/L B He ik 27.3%, TN & A .
TP .SS . pH 6 bR 24 REW 2 (75 K HE AR T 7K 1 7K
JFARMEY (GB/T 31962—2015) , COD,, F£7F AR B
G WA FRIEIRAE 15 /K Ab 31T 3E 7K ik A7 A I sk

R LI RRE 75 28 0 R o 1 78 b A Vi a0 A 7 5k £k o
RBREE ' I K T RE LA BRI | S B
TG 7K A BRI HE A9 1

CEZIKTG G O HE bR v H T 5 AR T 00y (HI
945.2—2018) HL A, “ X F nl A fb M B A i R il &
d I T Tk 55 2 K, AT S0AT DR PRAE ™ o A D) S 4R
A7 B G O SO B IR | B 1 35 0 1 9 DR Ak
F, MK AL BT BERHE R G B B Ak & 2
T KRR H bR A SR, JE R TR K T R TS
ARALFR () B2 M A 5, A% R K BE AR B AR R
R

RS GERAOK BRI, 5
Tab. 1 Test Results of Milk Washing Wastewater

COD.,/ BODs/ TN/ AR/ TP/ Ss/
PR ] . . B ) pH {&
(mg-L™) (mg-L™") (mg-L™") (mg-L™) (mg-L™") (mg-L™")

2020-10-10 302 95 / 0.53 1.1 52 9.3
2021-02-26 1120 / / 0. 87 3.6 160 7.2
2021-04-06 784 / / 0. 82 2.2 120 6.6
2021-05-11 320 / / 3.0 1.1 77 7.7
2021-07-09 492 / 7.2 0.39 0.97 92 7.1
2021-07-22 353 / 3.0 0.25 1.0 58 6.5
2021-09-07 412 / 7.0 0.30 1.2 67 6.8
2021-10-11 439 / 3.2 0.20 1.4 52 6.8
2021-11-03 494 / 12.7 1.1 1.8 80 6.7
2021-12-09 1510 / 20. 4 0. 14 5.6 218 6.7
2022-05-24 323 101 / 1.18 1.18 78 7.69

1 :COD, BODs TN 24 TP .SS K pH {H AHERbRMES 51 500,350,70.,45 .8 ,400 mg/L & 6.5~9. 5,

1 KEERBEAZE
1.1 FEEMERER

FE ST W 36 Al R Oy B AU R 2 48 L6 1) i)
DAL B AR Y R 1 Tl A 0 P T R 1) SR,
F14) LU AR AUV I S0 56 ) 2 i R AU P I R 5 75 Tl vk
MY LR, 536 P TS U6 R Ge i A AT B30 sl il o )
K AR TE 2 A2 il slrh o SRIUONFE AT
W R [ REAR 7 36 PETS U8 Hh I AAS TR] 8 a2k K
S AR ST 8 gt T LA A T AS ) KOG 306 1 75 11
AR

AW E A ke, [ 41, R KAk
BT V5 U+ T U5 K AR E T itk 4L, FilgisK
SRRV I+ AR RS Ve K, e S KDL 3 1 1
M ELBITR A, B DO MRS 45 1k B, AR 4

FPRAS , B8 1 min TUE DO, iC 5% DO B #T K Bt
.
1.2 mH{LEZR

PTG K A P AR v 0 2R 3 A A i Ak S A
AR, SR A SR A T i AL T (L Ak
PR A R Eh A AL T ) B AL W AL S B (FE N
NO;-N) , ZEGRE IR i A Ak b ) P B A A L1
HBEA K NOS-N i85 R N, , i is 275 7K th & L Bk
E R, YRR B AR EE B SR m Ak TR, A Ak
W A SR AR R I B 8 5 5 2 B
TAEY TR AT AR LR, T LA
ST A 4 T PR I K S 75 2 W 15 U P R AL R G TR
PR AR

AWFFE 5 BIH 2 41T e TE K AL ER T 1SR TE
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IS A LR W5 YRR K, X BR AL TR AR S
IKARFRT K 43 Sl e SR A T A o 3 D 3

1 4. 806 L FiiE KA B i St i M5 U2
TA 2 Lz #EK, A PRIE 2 0% 5 10 2 2R AR, i
A 1.2 g NH,Cl 1 1 g NaHCO,, 11 40 . % Fiii5/K
AL FRT HE K B A R E VR IR K, A e A A R
Fe—2, WL PR FE AR [F] (9 B8 Ui, DO JiT i ik
JEAEFRFAE 2~4 mg/L, 43 5I7E 0,10,20,30,40.50,
60 min PURA WL UE , MUE 57K H g NOS-N MR B
1.3 REER

B Ak 5 I 2 A Bl EUCIRAS TR, A Ak BB
NO;-N NO;-N B U, N, (#1223 R i 1595 7K
IR RIE s EBRT . A VR K
(AT LA BE 75 P e A o B il Ak 5 A F )
FH R v5 AR A B35 MRV U8, A T R A AR X iR

ST E 3 AN i, A 4. 806 L TS
TRALSE T S e /K TR G 2 L) ik 3 8 L
VeI AW, B0 5 I DO Rk 2 0, A
1.2 g 1Y KNO, IFRIEY] IR NOS-N ¥ EE, B 2H . B
8 L UG /K Ak B ) i A0 b 0 4 ¥ 8, B O D
H DO FEWEZR 0; A 2 g i KNO, DIFIEwI i
NO;-N B, I AL Bk IR L FREM 2 ¢, C 41, HX
6 L JLVE 5 B e /K IR AW, i dE I Tl 2 H DO it
HIREE 0, 1A 2 g i KNO, LIRIERI S NO;-N ¥
B IFMA S YREEK 2 L, 205042 0.1.3.5.10,
15.20,30,45.60.90. 120 min Ml & & & W 10
NO;-N ¥ &,
1.4 ®WNFE

AMFFE s K B s e ki i 5 K vk an gk
2 R,
2 #HRE5T
2.1 HEHXTHSKGE K REKEHSIMAH

AP BRI K ELHEE X T TS K AR iR K
TR AR BN 3 B, COD, 34948 fin Ji ik
FER 0. 024 mg/L, e K HG Mk BE (4% B8 Ty 52 e vy
COD,, it M 1 510 mg/L &%) HALH 0. 346
mg/L, S5 32 TH I8 /N T 0. 01% 5 28 1 395 1 B 7K 14
TN 2 A TP |SS V-4 BE S48 I T eV /K b B
KR BE 8 A 15 K AR B 5k SeF8 AR B BIF T
W | AR it e HE 7E 0. 001 ~0. 015 mg/L, AL HEA
A R K G R UG AR B K SRS IR /N

— 122 —

F2 KB &Ik
Tab.2 Test Items and Methods

ST H WiR:
COD, HERTR
BOD, T I 5 5
HA EABSREIES 6o HE R7S
NO;-N HHMTEE
PO} -P PO
TP PGB AR -SRI GE
TN B B AR T AR 28 51 430G B 1
SS Wik
MLVSS CENTRS
MLSS Wk
pH WTW Oxi/pH-3310 {##5X pH&DO 1%
DO WTW Oxi/pH-3310 45X pH&DO 1%
Bk F A BB L 397 A 0 i e €X31

TG KA BRI K B 250 000 mP/d, H
HIZK SR ATAE 67. 4% I A7 A Wi VeI KK 2R
60 m’/d, HA FeElE /KA HT B HER 0. 024% , %
15K AL FR 7K 5 1 AT B S AN

TUETE KA BT B A LA T A 0.062 kg
BOD,/ (kg MLSS-d) , #R 4 2021 4 SE PRIz 17 4
A 2021 4 S5 BR A BLAA T S 0.046 kg BODy/
(kg MLSS-d) , fifef 3N 74. 2%, B4z B8 g s %%
P A= 43 3 Uk K I die s COD, VR B (1 510
mg/L) B 5, B 3G hn iy 4 far 24 /N T 0.001 kg
BOD/ (kg MLSS-d) , R, il im /K b3 58 12
H LA o7 A R AN R B R K

25 b, TCIR R MUK TR A B i8S AT BIL A7 oy
D7 AT, R4 R E 2 I A e e 2R 038 TR R K
COD,, FRMEE (1 510 mg/L) B, Hys ey
X T U KA B A s ma AN R TS K AR B
SEAT BE ST AL B R R K
2.2 FEMERIER

KoM A W R AKX G K AR B H KK R Y
s 3 S BT /NS, T AR W5 Ok
JEAX G P RIE e R AE RIS . AR#EK S
U KA RN P TR AR R RE R R AR
DLANEL 1 RN 4 FroR, 1 41 AR 0T I 5
10. 59 mg DO/ (h-g VSS) ,IESME A DO S ik &
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R3PS AR G KA B 7K K BT R
Tab.3 Influence of Milk Washing Wastewater on Influent of WWTP

i H COD, TN RAA TP SS
TG KA BT AR (mg - L) 500 50 40 8.0 280
TGRSR K P (mg - L) 356 43.7 31 5.42 146
S48 7 2 71.2% 87.4 77.5% 67.75% 52.1%
EWRE VKNG MG/ (mg - L") 0.024 -0.010 -0. 009 -0.001 -0.015
AR KA G e KGN/ (mg - L") 0. 346 -0. 007 -0. 009 0 0.022
o1, T—— TEER] 0. 06 mg/L FEM 30 min; [T 20 6 40P 0 3 R
§ .,.:.:A‘ TG ALK 4 10.76 mg DO/ (h-g VSS) , BES M AE DO %
ié_n%:ﬂtt 0291 30+ 84648 ) 0 FEM} 28 min, PRI S REHGT, A
N .-"""'-.. oo 2 A K T 0 20 ARV S 7 T A
B3 b 02807073003 “eugy Na TG KRBT 3 K 0T BREH 1 B A= W9 e R K
i AAEEAT X 38 P75 D7 A 0 A P, 52T 95
0 L e BR LA 11
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

1 /8] /min

B 1 FESIT I R 2k

Fig. 1 Curve of Oxygen Consumption Respiration Rate

2.3 mEiLE=E
F P 2 Fe 5 AT, RS K AL B TE TS e+
PR BREALHZN 3.97 mg NO;-N/(g VSS-h); F

R4 FEEMPUGHEARER

Tab.4 Results of Oxygen Consumption Respiration Rate

FEA R/

A= R0 Bl NHE SN B[]/ min MLVSS/(mg - L") »
[mg DO - (h-g VSS) "]

14 TG KA V5 e+ K 0.291 3 30 1 651 10. 59

T4 TG KA B S Y+ A I T K 0.280 7 30 1 556 10.76

PeT5 KALFR 5 P 5 U8 + 28 W3 v K S, i AL
¥4 4.34 mg NO;-N/(g VSS-h) o IIAZFW5
PRI RALRCR A, T5 e R R AL R A A BT
SRR, A YIE VR B KN R 15 K A BT 16 R TS
JErP A TR A0 5 M EA I R S R8O

18
16k o /PR K y=8.55r+7.8393
A NiFEEAK) K A
14+ A
12t A .
210 L =
£ kT et
= 8 57 e
z. e
6t e y=10.984x+ 0927 7
S o
.
2.
0 1 1 1 1 3
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

i 1] /h

B2 fHfkihgk

Fig. 2 Nitrification Curve

R5 HfEFRIAEETR

Tab.5 Results of Nitrification Rate Test

L/
MLVSS/ .
R H PR 1 [ mg NO3-N/
(mg - L)
(gVsS - h)™']
TWHE KA EBEK 855 2150 3.97
A BRI K 10. 984 2530 4.34

2.4 REEWER

FIH TG KA E T K L RREN AW iE vk
RIEAT AR ZE L& 3 3 6 FiR, AL
FR AN FIAE W35 Ve K G, RO Ak 3 R 3415 B 42 T,
FE WG /KA FR )36 P TS U8 HOI A A= 1053 U R K adE
i, R 2o R B . 5 — B Uil AL 3%y
11.07 mg NO;-N/(gVSS - h) , K W i} ] 4y 30 min,
R T HH & R ENAE R A0 I IR B i Js s Ak
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R T B 3.61 mg NO;-N/(gVSS - h),
T SR EERIE T 9 380 (H & T R T K b 3
J7HE K ) R LR G RO b R IR E] 5.9 mg
NO3-N/(gVSS + h) ,BAK T LR eh, Hialsi g = nT
A VK A LA AT A B Ak A T
1@6&«)‘?‘& TEAR R, HH A A — R R R
TR, 1 HB o3 A I A0 B AR E B AL TR
B, 25 I AR AR T Z RN, (H 3 3 T R U5 7K
AEHR)HEAK S8 A B VRN IR I 511
g5 L A IS TR R K b AR A R RHE T DA
B IEAT AT AR B R HEA T s K Ak
PR e — e R b i R e R A B, 7E
KA 47 2% A TR 38 ] LS 380 el 20 ik ke 1) 4

1 o Bk
40 ¢ A FiFIE/K) K
Tn = L
3¢ m
-,'
N 30 e . ‘ -
7 v
g J=-17.973x+ 37.552
R —11‘092r+ 33258
Z 20} .
iy S .
o) A
250 gaae 1866 L y=-3728x+ 17,513
10 + .
> y=-10.1480+ 22876 e g
0 .
0 0.5 1.0 15 20

it ) /h

3 [iEfeihZk

Fig.3 Denitrification Curve

®6 iffuilmas R

Tab. 6 Results of Denitrification Test

W3 5 BER A XHE MLVSS/(mg - L") SRS /¥ F1/ [ mg NO3-N « (gVSS « h) ']
15K AL FRT HEK Hi—B 7.44 2 820 2. 64
B 3.728 1.32
LIREh 17.973 2310 7.79
YRR K B 31.093 2810 11.07
BB 10. 148 3.61

RV A5 4 WU A S R B T K b B R R 5 1)
(FRor R AT A AT 04 6 i R K AR R e R, sk /D>
FIFHBRIE AN ) o $52 18 2021 4F 4 [ 7L 4 s
3032 J3 ¢ AR AR K 7R AR A IR A A
NV R R K $9 A AR B L as R A T 3 HE A TS K ik B
J7 LRI A RS KAL) T 262, 5 1 ZEREN RN
00, WHER A3 280.9 (" AT BERAT
IR %S

2.5 AEEFRERSH

PSRN SN 1 TG o TR RPi7. % 0 A Rl AR R 8
REBRT S PETS Y6 R GERYSE A, 76T JE L3 B
SR A IRER BT, BIR AR T TS eredh , 47 T 8%
S oA, WA 4~ 18 5 B, BT A SRS AR IR B 334 9
PTG S, B IR T 4R A S A A 1
THAR” B35 YR AE il X7 0 T T 5 2K A BT D46 ) 3
1508, MARBOMA W Ve K . MBS ol LU

4 BESIRIEHTE BB K (400 £%)

Fig.4 Microscopic Examination before and after Aeration (400 Times )
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5 SR ER AT IS HBTRE (400 %)

Fig. 5 Microscopic Examination before and after Denitrification (400 Times )

UG KA BRSPS U8 0 T R A o B X
HRVEPETS JR M S P P 8 3 T e R
SIE AR A SUE A AE Y, b R U —F
R EA ), J& T 5 239 (Rotifera) , HAC
4~4 000 pm, ZHAE 500 wm £, B ARG
Terhw WItEY , BB — b BB 5 e R 5%
FEFR G AR BT R AT, A, b bR —Fh A gl
Yy, R TE TS Ve i WL SE ) o A — e
EAERKLEWEKA T, )& T 1EE R R KHAEY B
AU B R RE AR R O PR T e R G A R
COD, \E A5 15 Y ) 2 B B0 i, KK BT R4
B JE UG B8 A i Uk R D AR R A A B
sl , 1% sh e R e A1 JR BBl , A 2R RN TR o B, 3K
PR T I AEAE T IE M5 Ve b T e Sl B
FERTER

BIMA- W Ve K AT RS f5 5 TR 2R
RS F IR RE R B 5%, B B o O IR 3 52
BRAe L Ak A WERE] T RO B B0 R
FIRAE S Y P R A, LR RRIE R B — AR
SRR s B AR R is s d S
BRI, B I B2 3 V5 R R G AR E Y B A
R A= 133 R B K A S Bl U 6 AT SR AR B0 5 T
JE VA1 85 o S o AR B T Rk i R WG M T e
RORFF RAF, AL A E] T B8 HURPRZE B3
PRRR AR 10220 SR e Uk L D A A= 40, T AR S 7K Ak
R A 4E R AEY

g5 b AR g R, o R R R B AL
5 2, A W BRI K B I A A B U TR i G K
Qb BT 1A S U G T i P 25, T S e e, e
G RPE IR A KOG S AENG  EET EaREER S,

A UL K TCA S A P Bk
3 Fig

(1) 038 e IR /K o] AR A M B0y, R K i
KEBST COD, REAEHE T Ui 15 7K A BT A 3% 14 V5 U
RSt , N ok A b i B MEAE W R COD, , BT
KA RSN G KA B = A vhili i, 2T
IR KBTS Gy i fa A% SR R, T ey K AL BT
5E A R ELZIE K

(2) MAHALH #[ 4. 34 mg NO;-N/(g VSS+h) ],
FEEEIE [ 10. 76 mg DO/ (g VSS-h) | J& PTG
PR S5 2 AT R W, AR Wi Ve IR K TR # A
FEYIT, AN S UG KAL) S TS e R G
A ) R AR

(3) - W BRI KA A Al 5 1) 52 A A 38 2% 58 3]
5.9 mg NO;-N/(g VSS-h) i T FiiFi5 /KB
(K, 2R B2 K v ) e Y52 T oy 5 3 P 75 08 v 1Y
FRAHACTE AR A, B A s i i 1 nve 71, Bt
BR80T BHE, I A E 4 F IR, 15 2975
TKALIRT is 17 2% P I D i HE K

(4) BT T EE ST 1 7 v A Z 0 T[] 2 AU K
PIPPAL S BT — 2 48 5 8 S, T & T A Akt dr
(B S IR A R 5 K AL B T 1 S B ik U, 737 5 %L
fik BAR T 5 K AL R e O ), A 25 AR
HRL S .

&% 3k
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