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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of specific
resistance experiment.
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F#A AL XF Jar-testerd o}&3ta 150 rpmollAM FH I 1F, 40 rpmol Al &
10802 AdASA 3T Al(SOs)s, FeCkot 27 Fol2& Hrtse 483} €814
2 SR8l 30E TG AR F AFAE A dAEFREZEAZI(PERKIN
ELMER Co.)24l Ca, Mg, Na, K, Fe, 18] Al o]29] W& 9 AJHFHS EMs A

. 4345 ¢ 24
1. €83 &8N

sl g Aol A Hr7iEE 4aslEe] X e do]2 #3E Table 1.o] JERNUTE 28&8 7
9] R B|E Ca®7t 1415mg/ £, Mg® 7b 188.4mg/ £, Na'7t 1422mg/ ¢, K'7t 102.7mg/ L 24
g gfEo geon, dgE o= e Yol EAFE ¢ F ARG g &7
A SHAl kol HEF 2AHE YA AAY £AE 3[AR o2 AT F

of ool 17kst 27k Fol ol glem 4¥E Wstsrh

2R A FeClhel A7H3ol mE Ca¥, Mg”, Na', K' ol& ¥&33 Fe ol AR F
W28 Fig. 200 Uehileh Fe ol2o] F/HHESE Na'sh K' o]23 2e 17 o9
BEFAE A Wsst YAk AT, Ca¥' Mg® oleH ge 27} o] e Fe oo
gl met gEFol FA T AL UHUAD. 58, Ca¥ ol Fe oo

A7 ol dmeq/ L BB AYHo2 WEFo] FridTte R ¢ £ UAAh Fe¥ o] A
7} g3 271 ol 2o W& el BAE Fig. 3o WUEMAATH V. urbain$(1993)70] A Al =
(Fig. )NAAE ez E2& #A87 93] ALHE Ca¥'9 Mg” olezd 2L 271 Yol
LEF Fe¥ o] £9 olgmfo] dojdrt: AL AT F AYon, Fe¥ o9 Arlato]
11.992mM/ ¢ ©} 3ol A Fe¥' o]29 A l&at 271 ojeo W&z AdASF R® = 099389
APAQA #AAE YAk o] AHREHE FeChol 93 £8ix9 34L& 171 gl
Na'¢t K' o]2u e 27} %ol 22 Ca®'oh Mg” ol219] oleufte] o8 AYL AT
F A

Table 1. Cation content of digested sludge (unit : ppm)

Content
—onen Ca Mg Na K

Species
o

igested sludge 1415.0 1884 1422 1027

cake

Digested sludge

gested sludg 60.76 804 309.10 17850

filtrate

Fol& A7ty we A PP WHAE Fig. 59 Fig. 64 vehich
AT AFE EBX FEES 5000mg/ ¢ st} APaATh AV} Fe¥' o2& Hrbste A3l
A 0| 2F =7} dmeq/ L oA o Hu| A dto] 90%0l e FAT HA2EEE HAT nYE TF
& 37td Fe”' ol&o] AFA 2t 6meq/ L9 FEANE 13~32%7A Aoz Fr}
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SRR, 1 o4 FHoA TdA Fasts FEFE BA o AFe Fol29 #HIF At
o @& 3" A EF ARFel 7IdsteE Aoz AFHAUG. gy Fr)dA 3
A FeChE A8 4% 29 a8e <7 AF €A ¥J2IJL 08~12meq/ ¢

sludgedd € & & AU

Cation concentration (meq/L)

Fe® ion added (mg/L)

Fig. 2. Effect of monovalent and divalent ion release on Fe*" ion
added in digested sludge floc.
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Fig. 3. The quantitative relation between released divalent ion and
accumutated Fe® ion conc..
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Fig. 4. Schematic representation of the activated siudge floc on an

arbitrary scale of size.
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Fig. 5. Effect of cation dosage on specific resistance of digested
sludge.
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Fig. 6. Variation of cake solid content for cation dosage in

digested sludge.
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IvV. 28
E AFoME FeCl®t Alume A7ets €8x AL Fa 271 ol29 w&Exy

H gz dig F&3} 2& FEL A& F U

Fe* ol &< #rleFe] Z7tgtol wal Ca®' ok Mg” o]l 29 W& ako] Axt Zrtste AGS

Yehi A

2. Fe¥ o]l &9 #H7tako] 11.992mM/ £ o148 AHoA Fe¥' o9 drtan 271 o] el 1}
2% YUY BAE Y e, A4 E R = 099380]2ith o] AR} RE &
#2 ¢3& 17F Fole Na'sh K™ o] uche 27 Fol22 Ca™'9 Mg® olee o
203 93 AYL A 4§ AU}

3. #7194 E3AY FeCld AHEE 2 HH 588 A7l 9 &84 $AxAL
08~12meq/ ¢ - gsludged S & F At

—
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