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Study on Influence of pH in Water on COD Removal by Chemical Coagulation

ZHOU Bin et al (Changzhou Youbang Water-purging Material Co. Ltd. ,Changzhou,Jiangsu 213164 )

Abstract [ Objective ] The research aimed to study influence of pH in water on COD removal by chemical coagulation. [ Method ] The newly
prepared COD standard solution as research object,four kinds of flocculants (PAC,PAFC,PAFS and PFS) were selected to inspect influence of
pH on COD removal by chemical coagulation. [ Result] The optimum flocculation pH of PAC,PAFC and PAFS was 6,and removal rates of COD
respectively reached 28.8% ,28.8% and 27.3%. The optimum flocculation pH of PFS was 9 ,and removal rate of COD reached 40.7% . [ Con-

clusion| The research could provide reference for COD removal in water by chemical coagulation.
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