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Abstract: The effect of sulfide to nitrate (S/N) ratio on the performance of a simultaneous anaerobic sulfide and nitrate removal process was investigated
on the basis of capacity, stability and selectivity. The volumetric sulfide-sulfur and nitrate-nitrogen removal rates at a molar S/N ratio of 5:2 were 4. 86
kg-m™>d 'and 0.99 kg-m ~>d !, respectively, which were higher than those at molar S/N ratios of 5:5 and 5:8. Moreover, the effluent fluctuation at
a S/N ratio of 5:2 was less than at the other two ratios. During operation, the ratio of converted sulfide to converted nitrate tended to approach 5:2. The
selectivity for elemental sulfur and dinitrogen was improved when the molar S/N ratio was set at 5:2 rather than 5:8 or 5:5. The process became unstable
if the influent sulfide surpassed its critical concentration. The electron balance between the reactants was measured at each of the different molar S/N
ratios.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

BEE A B & 5 AT B KR 32 %, K
PR BRI N, o, R 2 TR K AR5 K
YRI5 KERA & BRI R EHLTE I Y. FEiX 2R K
RAEYEES, F ARG (EZRANAMEAR)
AT PR IR IR R SO A R 2R, S AL S W (R
BRERER ) I AT B 4% 46 o AL ). 1 PR 3 A0 S A PR 2
AR EZFEE, I =" FMH, 5l 2Rk

BRI Z AR & B S 2 — Fh 5 ZU A 1 22 4
FLESRFEFFRAE ERRE BURELMER
4. ( Bhambhani et al. ,1991; XF B 4558, 1998 ; Qaisar
Mahmoodet al. , 2007). K It , 1% L6735 7K 78 HEAR BT 20 20
BEFTIRARAL .
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Y RE A% LURH BR 38 0 v 52 (AR B 16 4 SR AL AR B iR
#i (Krishnakumar et al. , 1999). DL KR , AT 0 A&
REEWFRRBARBRR T2, 523X 546 9 F 58 R
Eh A IR B 25 BR. R R W TR 2B B 8B A Y B L X
W

5HS™ +8NO, +3H" — 5580} + 4N, +4H,0
AG’ = —3848 kJ-mol ' (1)
5HS™ +5NO, +5H"— 2.580}" + 2.5 S° +2.5N,

+5H,0 AG’ = -2564 kJ-mol ' (2)
5HS™ +2NO, +7H"— 58’ + N, + 6H,0
AG® = —1264 kJ-mol ' (3)

MARHE B BB H A ER , B 5 IR 3
B A T A B R [ R =X (1) |, 181 Ak it BR k2
i USRI | B BR 3 5 B R AR RO TR A W [ B
K (2) , FIFRIE & BU L R BRBE S ] (E2 , A SEF B9
LA, A BB 45 i LA B RO 0 BORE ) [ RBE X

(3) , o K B J A 780 0 B S L ], DU B A ) T AR
RS e A OB . P R 3 AR AT, R
YIEA At B R R AR BOR £ 7. B 15 8 1 72 1l )2
32 49 22 18] F) b 1] ( BB 5608 7K b ) ofe il 5 B I 2K Y 7
A RIXT7 T )BT, 34 R WL ICHRRE . A B 5T
B IR — 3R R, LA REEY R 5 B R BR G T ZE
B TF 4R BB AR

2 ##5 A%k (Materials and methods)

2.1 #EMFR
e im Ve B B b N 3 57 56 3 IR A5 TR R IR
28 ISR MR . TS 145.03 g- L', VS 68. 68
g-L™',VS/TS 0.474.
2.2 RBEAX

BRI R K R B K , F2H B L3R 1. e il AR

PR K B B 75 4 0 ) o B2 T SR VR L3R 2.

F1 BBMEKAR

Table 1 Components of synthetic wastewater

KNO, Na,$+9H, 0 NaHCO, MgCl, KH, PO, (NH, ), S0, ETE
R UM HeHmAEm 1gL™! 1 g L! 1gL! 0.24 g-L°! 1 mL-L™!
x2 WMETRABRAR
Table 2 Components of trace element solution
g/ W/ WRE/
oy (g'L7") o (g'L7") R (g:L7)
EDTA 50.00 FeCl, - 4H,0 3.58 CoCl, - 6H,0 0.50
NaOH 11.00 MnCl, - 2H,0 2.5 (NH,' ) ¢Mo,0,, - 4H,0  0.50
CaCl, -2H,0 7.34 ZnCl, 1.06 CuCl, - 2H,0 0.14
2.3 RBEEE
k3 UASB 2 7 2% H A PL B 38 1 i, AR R
| . N .,
= T— 6 1.LIL, B AR K 1.6 L. K28 F 28 ~30C 1 E
7 FEHEfT. TZWRBRILE 1. 3K b 5% 3h =R AR
é . BRI, WATS VARG , o1 L B0 . 0 T A3 ok
4

EH1 RELYEASHERTIERE (L . KN, 2. K3
#,3. [ ,4. UASB J pids,s. K, 6. hS,7. %

#)
Fig. 1 Flow chart of anaerobic sulfide and nitrate removal process
(1. influent tank, 2. pump, 3. recycle stream, 4. UASB

reactor, 5. effluent tank,6. gas outlet,7. water seal)

550 RR & , IF 11 BR 7T BE A ZE B ) B0z, >R A
[B] 2% 151 0, [ P EE 29 H 2. 5.
2.4 KB E

WRIEAERBIA (1) ~ (3) 3Lt 3 A A
w5, B S/N (BE/RECAE) 2054 5:2.5:5 #0 5:8. &
K J1 45 B B E) (HRT) A2 (0. 41d) &4 T,
i 4R K R R v BE Ok 3 i A AR . LL 60
mg - L™ (925 I8 SR W K B AL W v BE (AR TR 3T)
7] A 22 B 280 LU 4 R E 7K T PR h VR BE . AR IR DL A% 5B
TE8E, Frgeiaty — B A B 2 K K R E.
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244 I S A28 ] 5 BT 5 BR R AR T 50% B, IAA T
BLRESZAMAE, o 1kl 5. i i B A 7K vk BE
BERAMHFEER N HFKERES, BHGET —4
Wi A R T

BN (1) ~ (3) /5, REA Y[R 2 B A bR
i B S BB T RITH AR, A T 5% B A bR RBE
RAIRY R, 150 R R B pH #E I 7E 7.0 £0. 1.
2.5 e F &

A (NO, -N) : 4ot B (B KRR,
2002) ; EAE A (NO, -N) : N—(1-Z ) —Z — &
BE (E R IR, 2002) s Hifb 4 (S°7-S) . W H %
2% E % (E KX FRRF, 2002); &K EH
(S0%™-S) ARERIN 4 6 6 I 1 ( E KRR JF,2002)
pH {g : PHS-9V #IFR F it

3 RIG 4 B (Experimental results)

3.1 BAWHS2HAMBWETERE
TERAL R 5:2 IS MET , 243k 2K 51k 4 vk

B M 160 mg-L ™" 42 % %) 1000 mg-L "B, B4 |

TSR £h 1) 25 B R 4> B 4E 576 99. 5% .95.2% L) |,

KB RS BRER R BE A HIE T 2.5 mg-L7' 100

mg-L ™" LR HEZES R K 4.87 kgem -d'.0.99

kgem 7 d ™" (LK 2). #EK B AL Y vk E 35 F) 1060

—u— BKAEEREL —v— THERERRBRE

250 Fa—° HUKAEREE —o— AMBRREE 10 S110%
LA KT AR A ey 08 -
200 A S v/y\:.::;“giv/v\' loe i.c 1 100%
Tl el o 104 = Loge,
5=D 150 I e // 102 5) g
Q]OO- — 10 5 180% 4
g / v -—0,22
I 5 170%
L g o -0.4
30 -/./ / b —063.2 60%
0F s ris g% ’
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 —lO J 50%
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
HEKBRALYIR B (mg- L")
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90 [ —u— MBI /v\‘ 109 ~
80 [ —e— FEAERERER « ' ¥ qJ08’® 0
ool —a— ERE v’ 1.« 180%
570 F Ll v 107 'g
ool T ABRERER S P PO %
gV /\,,. v . A 106 =2 460% !
w0 F A AN sl
g0 p a4 A 04 B Jaon
ol o Jo3 %
20pF Jo2 & Ja0%
nE v 1
C . ¥ Joa
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Fig. 2 Performance of the reactor with S/N =5:2

mg L7 5, MKW WK EH 2.3 mg- L' F+ &
63.8 mg-L™' /KRR EH 9.1 mg- L' F &
51.2mg L7 REBUY . WHERENERRDE
93.9% .75.9% ,HE A VAR H M B (KEN 5
mg L' Z247) OB pH R 2L AR 4k, I 3h 3 o
7.7 ~9.3, [N MELL R k.
3.2 mALKSSHRNENZTHRE
FERAK R 5:5 M&HT (WA 3) % K5
TPy H BE % 5 M 160 mg- L~ #2755 %) 760 mg-L ™", B
W) 2R — H A LE 99% L) b, B K B AL Y vk BE
F 1.0 mg - L', HF M K H&E KK F 3.70
kg m™d~' {2, IHEREE K IR R E R T . Kt
IKBRALY R BE Ry 760 mg - L' B, B ER # 25 BR AL
48.4% KRR EL B % 171.2 mg - L', E A AR 3L
WERBRE3S. T mg- L7, FBEBRERH 0.91
kg-m >d 'PE%E 0.78 kg-m d'.

—— KRR —v— BERE
o HUKIHEREE  —e— AEREE 12 _jp00,

350 [ —a— HIKILARRAEL e 1o ~
300 | — s . o8 3 {100%
“aso | /';'<v . 06 '
[ I — . 104 3,180% *
&900 | /f'/ \\ P2 S &
ETNL _/- . 5 160%
= 150 F // )& '00 B
I ¢ =& 1400
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50 | T 3068 1r0u
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moof LT TR po g,
® 30fF —a— KERE 115
20 r -V g*ﬂf%ﬁ% 9 \i'é 420%
10f 110 &
0t s Jo
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Fig.3 Performance of the reactor with S/N =5:5

3.3 BAN K 58 B BB AT M8

TERA LR 5:8 BISMF T (WL 4) ¥ HEK B
LU E B A M 160 mg-L "4 5 #] 520 mg-L ™" B
I £ B R —E A TE 99% UL b, KB ALY /N TF
1 mg L, ABRERAMATE2.53 kg-m >d "' {H
2 IEIRE AR R EZE T M. YKLk & h
520 mg-L ™" i, W ER Eh 2 R AR AL 48. 2% , 7K B
BRths ik 189. 1 mg L™, WA R EL W R B 5
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100.6 mg L', A EKREH0.99 kg-m -d 'EE 0.85 kgem >d ",
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ra —a— HKIERERER 112 200 [ b 14.0
350 [ {11 {100% 180 F P NN s 100%
L 110 T [ —a— R e
P 3001 109 ':«U 180% :\:Zg [ —v— AR KRR 13.0 T 180%
2 230r '\./.7< {08 = el B 7 4] 0
£200F \' 107 2demie  Ei0F JmiME&‘“’/ e 1P 2 0%
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C Jos ] % w0l 1208 ]
% 0L / // 104 %_40/" %60 ./ /'/ Iis % 0%
sof /%\‘/’ 103 & Lo 40 - & 1%
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Fig. 4 Performance of the

4 451118 (Analysis and discussion)

AN TELERENE W
AR BRoE T 95 7 SO A% B 28 AR R R
BRY ERBAIE R ITRY B R AR L, ok W E

4.1

reactor with S/N =5:8

AT R K R R B 2R HE O E B S AR B TR Y
R, BRI TERE R E RGN B, 7
P LZE B R R, i LA J7 & F. A R LR
F AT ROBLAS B9 T2 PERE L3R 3.

£33 TEWHALHREBHTZERE
Table 3 Effects of S/N ratio on operation performance
oy, PRRLIEIE WKRAEE AL AR kMR KMRREE R
/(mg-L1) J(mg L) EBRE S Ckgem-d-1) / (mg-L°") /(mg-L7Y)  EBRE /(kgem=+d 1)
5:2 1000" 2.3 99.8% 4.87Y 189.7 9.1V 95.29% 1 0.99"
5:5 700 <1V 99.9%" 3.40 319.5 119.9 62.5% 0.97
5:8 460 <1V 99.8% 2.53 329.0" 119.5 63.7% 0.99"

T AR 1) B0 N e Eo

P SCERARGE , Y R m AL (DL BT 32K
KA AL B B A ) T2 ARy £ B %
4 0.042 ~0.294 kg -m >-d ' (Stefess et al. , 1989;
Buisman et al. , 1991, 1990a, 1990b; Reyes-Avila
, 2004) , AL T2 AR A A 0.175
~0.594 kg -m +d ™" (BRRUX, 1995 ; Koenig et al. ,
1997). f13R 3 Al A, A B 5T 3 A A b T B9 AH BL
TP E BT SCERIRGEE, K P XUAB A R 5:2
W) T Z R m . FER AL 522 B &RMF , B
AR MR ERR DG R 4. 87
kg-m >d"'f10.99 kg-m -d ' ERALY FIREER %
BR3 4354 99. 8% 1 95. 2% ; i K BRALY) FN 6 BR £
WREAY A A 2.3 mg - L' (W& T B R HEbn v 1
mg-L ™) 9.1 mg-L™". X EEHEARFEHEI T REA
A= ) [R5 B R B A L 2 A R R
4.2 HmALXNITZREENE ®

TR e R R g A SE R b Z . B T1E

et al.

JRK AW AL B2 AR, BB A% B FE A T BE 2 ik A AL 2
it H KK R RS 2 v R T T2 E R PR

ARG B B R N A 9 TR E R IR 4.
RATHERAL R 5:2 B9FMT, K pH f&
AL & Yy o BE A I B A X B K T 7E A &L e 9 505
2 5:8 4T, K pH BB AR 8B/, B & R A
B YR BN B Eh BRI TS BR A
138 H A R B IR, (B B B AT MR R T
e 5 490 1 i 8 [ £ 40y 0 SIS TR 6, #4100 1 ok 2 43 1)
% 800 mg+L "' ( Krishnakumar et al. , 1999 ; Xiushan
1993) .140 mg - L' ( Strous, 1999) ], K I,
D BB pH B KR B 3h B TR AR B EBAE
B Z B AR LR pH 2 K8 B 3l , — = B R
FRBR R JE FE R S B (3 (1) ~ (3)), AT 5] [ B
TR T 5 — 2 R R Ak R R ) R, R R
F AR R AL Yy T 3 hn B R BE . B AR Ak AR B B

et al. ,
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% % R

28 %

& pH JEE N 7 ~8, 4R N pH i B X 1~ E
AR 2 E 2 0 4 S R R 5 iR, o K 1] 7 ) I i R
;MR (VM SF,2000) , BT DL, I AH BR 3 & BE AT A4
A RE AW [ A Ji RO B BB B T 00 AL An it

TEREER #h BB A W) # 1 (Jorgensen et al. ,1990) , 75
3 e A B, T2 o R ) 25 R 4R A 0 D 2 T LB
T, B L FY) SR A

F4 TEAMABLHBIZHREGE
Table 4 Effects of different S/N ratios on the performance stability

LI i&mlﬁﬁﬂﬁ% i&ﬂ(ﬁﬁ@;lﬁt ok pH i Hj7klﬁiﬂ_::f% :ﬂ7k4'xﬁ@jn'? P“iﬁi@;lﬁ; ifiiﬂzﬁﬁfﬁ;ﬁ;
/(mg-L7") /(mg-L7") /(mg-L™") /(mg-L™") /(mg-L™") /(mg-L7")
5:2 160 ~ 1600 30.4 ~212.5 6.93 ~9.30 <1~63.83 0~51.2 21.7~59.7 0~5.2
5:5 160 ~760 77.5 ~331.5 6.92 ~7.10 <1~<1 0~171.2 27.8 ~84.4  0.9~35.7
5:8 160 ~520 102.4 ~365.2 6.96 ~7.01 <1~<1 1.2~189.1  48.5~194.0 26.5~100.6

FER B RRT, B TR S5m0
JERIA], 52 B RE B B 8 HE 3 3R 22 0 7K 2 1A B R
bb. S bR RS BB L LE 55 8 K Bk 4 vk BE =2 1R G %
RULE 5. B KBAR LR 5:2 B, b E H KR
W IR, PR A B R L BB T 2.36 ~2.62
ZE, SHKmA LY G B KBAL RN 5:5
B, R TE KB AL VR B B LR, SE PR R
JSE B AR L 5 K B AR G A 22 R K 5 {ELIE 2 K R
AR U BE B B TR, S B SR G B R L B B S kUK
B AR L, 1 FE KB AU B R 522 B A B AR LB M
IR (1) ~(3)F,BRAL 5:5 A FHRA K 5:2
5:8 Z[A] 1B A BB A R B RN AR B B AR E
FEIN B Y0 3 R A AR AR FE 2 R, BUME AT
PR 7 BB L L i B R K B R B MR R EL o 5:8
B, SEBR R 9 B L HGFE 0. 70 ~0.96 2 8] 3 3,
BRORE , EE 0T, B & T KA, X AT
RE MR ER A e & RT3 45 B4 47, AT LAIA R
B B [ A5 B BRSO (BR AL 5:2) B R

30
L .

251 ..' .--l'..'l

20F
ﬂ -
® st
Lﬁi 0 o = S/N=5:2
N il =
£ 0k o s, o S§/N=5:5

A §/N=5:8
A
0.5
0 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
HERBEALHIUEE /(mg-L ™)

EHS5 XEREHERTALSHKTRUEYREZBHXR
Fig. S Relationship between real S/N ratio and influent

sulfide concentration

R THE 2 B AR (AL 5:5
5:3).
4.3 mMALTREAFENR ®

B HBEBIL B R, Em ALY 8 A Y A AL
o AR, T U BR Eh (A R 2R B I A BR AR S B ) ZE H
TE RS BRL Jo AL B oA 2 At R B S Bz ) BE A A AL B
e NERGREMERERNAESE, ERBERE
B R B PR AR AE W [R] 25 T R BRI S L. R AR N
TR SR AT B ORIV, HE L (R4,
2006) K .

P =X/X, (4)

P, @ REFER X, HARE B IEFER R
BV E X, A E ALK R H D Y R
K&

WnE 6 FT s, 18 3K B4k ¥ W B 160 ~ 520
mg L7 BT BB RA L 5:2, WA R
BN 21.7 ~54.1 mg- L7 BRAR IR B FE N
0. 10 ~0. 14 ;K¢ E /K B & L 32 5 2 525, T i R 3
PRI 37.8 ~76.6 mg L7 BB Hh 4 RN
0.10 ~0.36 ;K /K it A L 4k S2 48 = 2 5:8 B,
iR R = I N F) 49.8 ~190.6 mg-L ™', iR 3h Lk
FEFR N 0.31 ~0.41.

YKL BE Ky 520 mg - L~ B, #5155 A
Fh 5:2.5:5 5 5:8, #H B A9 AR h 7 3 4 5 R
8.6% \14.7% #1 36. 6% . fH & , B MR (1) ~
(3) ,EREA Y R 22 Bl R BR AR 72 L, 3 4> RN Y
G ER =% 53 51 8 0.50% 1 100% . 76 5i A H
52 BISRAMETS , Z BT LAA /NI 43 AL ) B AL B
WERE, TRRERIMMAY SEIKET R
(Cline et al. , 1969 ; Charles et al. , 1998). 7E Fii &
P 5:5 F01 5:8 BYSRMFTT , Z B LABR BR 31 7 AKX T
IR, H R R 2 — U] 7T B 2 5 43 1 R Hh 1A W o8
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ERFERAES. A 5:8 A6, G KEmiy
520 mg-L ™' (16.25 mmol-L ") B}, 3 7K fi§ B £h ¥k ¥
4 365.17 mg-L ™' (26.08 mmol- L") , &5 4k &
FHAERR,HE ERFERBHEF 26.08 x 5 = 130.40
mmol - L ™" ; {H 52 R |- A4 BR %k 3 7 7= 4 AR 75. 50
mg-L_l(Z. 70 mmol - L™") 1 I #% B& & 100. 59
mg-L ™' (7.19 mmol-L™") , K It , SL PR 4 #EH F 2. 70
x5 x2 +7.19 x 2 = 41.38 mmol-L~", % F
R HHEIER 31.7%.

—u— SIN=5:2 K Bifk 4
—a— S/N=5:5 HiKBifk
—e— SIN=5:8 thKEifk4

000 o sN-52 hkRiERE:
180 _y— g/N=5:5 ikimREE /
160 - —<— S/N=5:8 tikpifgs:
o 140 | /
T C
W 120 /‘
& C
< 100 « <
::d L
2 80 r 4/ v
WF ‘>< e
L)
40 C /.7'
20
OF &——#— o — ¢ 8 8 &
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550
HEKBEALYIK B /(mg-L™")

EH6 FTEMELLXMBmULMELHRNE
Fig. 6 Effect of S/N ratios on sulfide oxidation

H P& 7 R, FEAH RO I BR ER VR BE T, B L X
TR EE A3 I = 1) B A B B 5 . 7 2 K B R 3 W
BEARBRHHEAR (95 mg L") BN LLF , HB A L Hy 5:2
B AR B PR AR T 99% , K B PR #h e 7E 1
mg-L 7 A2 T S B A L 5:8 B, WAHRREE R R
26.5 mg- L. B EK A ER 30 v BE i 42 W , B AL BL
X AR 3 38 SR E) B WE 0 R . 7E HE K RE BR R W Y

L&A NN R 5N/ R (<15 %N
1000 /1 1 r a1
80
£
X 60
o
47
= 40
20 |- §
0 e &,

52 55 58 52 55 58 52 55 58
S/N
nos=140mg-L7!

nog=95mg-L7! nos=195mg-L7!

7 RS bb X A ER 3R IR A9 R

Fig.7 Effect of S/N ratios on nitrate reduction

190 mg-L™ B &MF T, BEHIBR A N 5:2 B, Y ER £k
ZBRFN 95.7% , FL K P AR R A ML AK BR 5 7 B /)N
T 10 mg-L™" s # B AL 4 5:5.5:8 B, K BL ¥ o
R B0 1 R 36 9% B 43 31 2 26. 34 mg - L' 65. 11
mg-L7".

LR EBOL, T 3R (TR £ ) A XA R B, B
1Y) 5 W AL B TR RRL , B R £k 5 W8 IR B
H, - 32 AR X 3 B A, BB B w0 — 2P R AL R
FR 3 , TS ER 5 | 5 4 38 J5 7 A YU BR 3h 5 K i AL 1
FEERRNKE (AL R 5:2), TR EHREA
A= 9y [ 2 5 8B A S %o B Jo T A 80 < e
4.4 Fp A0 BT

TERE AW R 25 I A B o i 72 o, B R 3k ik
7, R 2w s E e, R A E. A 8
FIH, MBLAR R 5:2 B, Bl & BEK AL 4 vk B Y 42
1R, SR AR 2R Y L R 1 R, (EL B A ) 4R 4t
HHEFHRELEZ THREGIME FHRE, XK
HIBRAH RSN, B E H B 72K (X W
FEEAES5.97 mmol- L™ £4). 1 FHKRZE R
FRAALEE, HKBR R 7E = <, Ik, BT RE R
SMNEY H F 3% {K ( Cline et al. , 1969 ; Charles et al. ,
1998). 7E JC & % 40 & Mt B f& & ', Buisman %
(1991) A E¥EWME T 4k 2= S AL BB A9 STHR , 24
IKBRALHI R BEAR T 2 mg - L7 B, fb 2% AL LB Y 5
BN T 1% 5 6 & B ALY ok BE 19 T v, 1k 22 B AL B
O TTER IS K, X K B AL W BE R 162 mg - L7 B,
A E AL B B ST Bk 35 40. 1% . Buisman (1991) #ff
FTKEBRT ORI RICALS EY R, 4
BB FERAYHRE DT 10 mg- L7 B, A=) A AL
HREEEERE 75 5, MERAYEEN

" TR

80 y=0.064x R*=0.9972 ~50%
- o HLIFfibA
= 70 ¥=5.97+0.067x R*=0.9938
Q L - ° 440%
S 60 HATTIRER
£ L
< 50 430%
nm L
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# 30
K L
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Fig. 8 Variation of electron at S/N ratio =5:2
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600 mg- L™, A ) 4k T 3 1 35 b 2% B AL B 1Y 6
% (Buisman, 1991) . ZEA X, HHA LN 5:2
(RP RS2 A AR XA ) i, B H B9 fb 2 B R ALK
BRE-EHCHHEENE TREERES. 97
mmol - L ™" /245, N 32 #E 7K Bt AL 4 ¥ BE 7+ 5 4 % v
M 2b S, BAL ) B9 1k 2 B AL BE D AT A R,
AW KB R AR 35 63.8 mg- L7

HIE 9 AT, SER A LA 5:2 B AYIE DL, 4
BN 5:5 B, RS # o B9 1525 i T X B B
BEAR B ALY ¥ BE O B2 o8 1T 9 A 5 T EL R _E s ALY

B, B NHAYERILILER S. i TAEER A fE
PR RN R, KPR EZ B THER TR
WL (2) P45 B9 78, A8 B A B AR - A4 B
WA T BE. b, b TR EE S5 Hi kY Z 18
R HE Al S A AR JBROBR , S B R BRCBR 7 A R U 7R
TARER MK (2) i EisE. RNEEmRLY S
TR £ 22 18] B B4k S B, B A A o 5 5k B WL T 4K
BREARV. XEWE LSRN 5:5 B, K48 N
T REAF TR BG4 55 i AR 3 Y 5 A SR

. TR
SR 1 Pl TR A R R 4R 75 B 00 o TR, SR WP e R0
W2 TR 2 2% 13.2 mmol- L. _ 49540076z K*=09797 30%
WA e SR (2) $ 9 T 16 B R 7 3K L 3 of AR L s
50% , 1852 bRt BR £k 7= 2 B BAR FiH S 18, % 1 g sop =
W BT R AE SIS 35 14 R 2 T B 15 B R 3 2 TR g T P &
WAL (A0 R LIL ) B0 = Of |
3HS™ +S02” +5H"* 48’ +4H,0 2 00
AG® = —240 kJ-mol ! (5) L s e
100 200 300 400 500 600 700
1 mol ﬁ'ﬂﬁ%%é%ﬂﬁjﬂﬁﬁﬁ,m%ﬁi 2 mol HERBALYIE B /(mg-L ™)
B F 51 mol Bk 58 &1k hmi R £k , W T B 8
mol Hy . AR5 S IR T R 3 I o B 3 O HL T M WRIELS S WHBTRIER
Fig. 9 Variation of electron with S/N ratio =5:5
£S5 OMBEIRE T FRR RS QRS RALRR
Table 5 Oxidation status of sulfide according to the number of electrons accepted by nitrate
et MENE  ERREE  SRRER SRRmE B WAOmEE RN ER
T i B o ak ik 7 f WA RORTHERE  RTR
/(mmol-L1") /(mg-L~") /(mg-L7") /(mg-L71") /(mg-L~") /(mg-L7") /(mmol-L=")  /(mmol-L")
27.46 66. 85 93.15 102.75 56.69 36.46 6.84 6.87
32.84 118.18 101.82 179.48 40.09 61.73 11.57 11.60
38.14 146.23 133.77 241.18 38.31 95.45 17.90 13.48
44.88 203.26 136.74 301.57 37.81 98.93 18.55 16.58
50.63 248.34 151.66 337.97 61.31 90. 35 16.94 14.18
50.07 346.31 113.69 412.94 46.22 67.47 12.65 12.70
55.49 397.41 122.59 442.53 76.56 46.03 8.63 8.69
60. 66 417.33 162.67 510.55 68. 60 94.07 17. 64 11.60
63.12 516.71 123.29 566.22 73.02 50.27 9.43 9.47
66.85 576.82 123.18 615.16 84.08 39.09 7.33 7.38

& 10 AT, AR A LA 5:8 B, BEE K
AW BE B AR R, S AR P A R B T AR B
I, AR R PR TR SRR
YT R B AR XX — PR A R R R . T
FREL T B B AR AF T, B AL 4R 13t B0 v T 20 B AR X R

R, B A A A6 ) U R R 25 OR R TR B K OF (IR
F1mg L), Bifbd S5m0 EREE 2 8 i 354k S L 7]
LABEE AT 5 2, G AR 5:8 B, [ 25 B A
R S O 2 S 07 i PAY Y 5 SR .
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Fig. 10 Variation of electron with S/N ratio =5:8

5 4518 ( Conclusions)

1) R L, B 5 20 R 48 A W0 ) 26 Bt 280 B i S
BL(BRAM 5:2) T Z 2R 85 TR & B G iR
BAR(BLA L 5:5 M1 5:8). M BEKBA LN 5:2
Bf, SN A ALY SRR M AR EBR R TS
4.86 kg-m >d 'F10.99 kg -m>d " ;H AL R 5:5
B, AR {E 43 Bk 3.70 kg -m’-d7 0. 97
kgomd BN 508 B, AR E 4 B K 2. 53
kgem >d 'F10.99 kg-m d .

2) S b, B R B R A W IR B B R BR R
B (BRA L 5:2) B TZ2RE R TR A B MR
RI(BLA L 5:5 1 5:8) . B HIBLA LK 5:2 BF, B pH
b, & T K FE AR 8 B S E AR X BN (B BEE
KRR ER TR, TR EFERA R
pH 4R 76 i Yo . ZEHEHI KB A KL R 55
B, 52 BR BN B LR SRR 502 m e .

3) b WA B TR AR R KO (B A
Fo 5:2) , AT DL$R R IR A= ) TRl 25 Ji 8B it L o B
Jo B A0 RLSRY 3 B M. SR K B AL W ¥R R 520
mg LB, #EHI Ay 5:2.5:5 1 5:8, iR th e
BP0 8.6% 14.7% F1 36. 6% . SLIRFLER EE 7= AE
BRTHESHEME, LFERFEZHRIHAREH T
SR JF R AR, B E B B B T, 3 R A 4 5

4)BA R 52 B, A RENE FHRES
FHRHBBINE FHE, AXTREF I BT
ZAR AN 555 B ALY IR B TR E ST
THER L7152 HY L F 50 &, SR Ab W) 5 Wi BR 3k =2 ) Y L
A NPT RE SR LB . A L R 5:8 B, B ALY 5
BREh Z I8 B o F 1R R BB B AR T

REEEBN N F(1962—) , F AT AF AR IR AK
BMEAERT EFEZNERARENREEREREN T E
W # S fa B 58 T 4. Tel: 0571 — 86971709 ; E-mail ; pzheng @

zju. edu. cn.
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