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Table 1, The Method of Scil washing and Efficiency

Reagent 1M HNG;
Mixing ratio(g:mf) 1:25
Scrubbing time(hr) 3

Repetition(time) 2
Initial conc. (Ba/g) 42.19
Removal efficiency

4.09 (90.3%
(Ba/g)(%) (90-3%)
Waste water
0.82

(Bg/g)

Initial weight(g) 40
Remaining weight

28.8(72%
(@)(%) i
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Table 2. The Best Ratio of Precipitator and Efficiency
Waste water(mf) 100
Ca(OH)2(g) 1.75
Alum(g) 0.2
Magnetite(g) 0.15
Initial f
nitial conc o 0.82
Waste water(Bg/g)
Removal efficiency
of Supernatant : N/D

(Ba/g)
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