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Abstract: In order to overcome the current application difficulties, the applicability and defluoridation effect of MgO adsorbent under low -

fluoride and high -fluoride groundwater are studied in this paper. Results show that MgO adsorbent possesses good applicability and can

remove fluoride below the drinking water standard’s limit value with low adsorbent dose 0.3 g/L.. Meanwhile, MgO adsorbent also adsorbs a

lot of coexistence competitive anions, especially bicarbonate and sulfate. These coexistence competition anions have a significant effect on the

reused performance of MgO adsorbent. The regeneration method under the condition of deionized water with NaF can hardly satisfy the actual

demand of high-fluoride groundwater. As for the regeneration method, it is necessary to consider the desorption and regeneration of fluoride

but also the desorption of bicarbonate, sulfate and chloride and thus releasing more adsorption sites.
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1.1 MR

FEAARFAE 2 T8 (C,H,0,) SKEAEE (Mg, -
6H,0) JRZ (NH,CONH,) L4l ( NaF) & L4 (NaOH ) |
ERWR (HCL) , BF IR 50035 R 40 B 4l WA 5 T el 24 4 T 2357
AHIRARMALTE T,
1.2 FEEUD

JIT R FH A ASCRS A 355 5 KR 0 4 28 ) 1198107 U 25 5 iR J&
T BB AUR G AT BRZA B 1C 6000 %4 85 (5 34X 35 [ i
Fir/~ Al DR890 B 2 SR04 i e B | R 3B ] 7500 B
H RIBKFOGEE T MTI-BFHE A OTF-1200X BIH 5 X 28
B A R AR A FRA R FA1004 BT 430 K-
VIR IE T E AL A B 7] SHA-C RUK i 1E IR % 2%  MTI
—Fh b4 AT KSL-1400X-A1 U4 200 | 0 S S8 560 == AU
KA BRAF H1650-W B4 2 i i 3 s O ML,
1.3 WeRpbRH e

S A4 MO WA RE, UL B TR Z BN
R, LA MgCl, - 6H,0 SN JEURE, AR 2 T i 3 (A 50k}, 3 it
IKIGE A . BEIBEFERE BT F 50 mL 467K 5 50 mL
RN ZE 150 mL B JRA 5T, %N 2.033 ¢ MeCl, -
6H,0 1 2.4 g FRZ $FE 20 min, RSB GHBERNHEN G
FERLIN 28 R, 120 CAMFT, ROV 12 hy NS H R%
PIBCH P T B O TEVE TR BB, AR A B IR,
IR0 2 R
1.4 ATk
1.4.1 AR TR msiALE

SRR R AR 1 S T 7K 0 A J7 2 0 R e B 5, SR A VAT
A B AG 5 TR A Hi DX T K KRR 12 A R K A2z e, Ay
RS KRR AR AT VA I NaF e i Sk e 1.50 ~
5.00 mg/L, 4 i Ut T /K v Gl Ak 4 A i L, % A v e R
K JEAK) AR B A I RS (KR ) 349 T i e
WY, MO BIMEN 1.0 ¢/L, 25 C 150 rpm FH & N EIR
5% 24 h WIRERT)S F L HCO; .S0% .Cl™  pH {H&:45 45 , /&
ME S 2 YOO A, FH (1) TR R K (2) 1
A BB T QM

W 1
Kb C WHE TR R EE, me/L; C, R 98 T 1 - 1 7
B, mg/L;Q, AW me/gs W, R BB mgs W
W AR R ¢ V RIS WAL, L €, IR, mg/
L;C, AR, mg/L.,
1.4.2  RARSHH T KIS

FEBEIT AL AN S TR Ry AR 0 Tl T 7K 9 R AE Ml s, SRR
T T KK 2~ 3 AN IF R EHAS . S ift— 2 W0 4 T
RRERA Al o O 42K 1 R b T 7K 4 338 7 1, MgO #2471 0.1.,0.3 0.
5.1.0 g/1,,25 °C \150 rpm F# 55 FEIRIR 24 h, A48
HiJG F~ \HCO; \SOT \Cl™  pH {H S48 45 , K0l 2 RO HL
SR, IO R R B B S R
1.4.3  nfEAFRPERE AL

FUF e R A 5 T S 9K v R R K 0 A AT 42 R
PERE, MgO AN 1 g/1,25 °C 150 rpm 553 514 T 1H IR IR
i 24 b, ME SRR EE . £ % MO W A4 el SR B A i
SR R AR K SRR L 60 C ML SRIGTE =5 IR 1 000
CHFE 1 h, BB RZRICIAT T — S5 R , W — 14 — i
MIEEE 3~4 WK, AIGINT Lb M, 35 B X BRI, SR FH 4di 7k i il
AR TR TR T P PR T, IR0 2 1 T T S I B ek i1 T
SR M RE IR
1.5 DAk

K B S B0 3 R A T AR K bR R 567 1k (GB/T 5750
2006) #4712 . fd IS 4 HI98107 52016 BE 11 %2 pH E, {6
JH Palintest 7500 % 22 25043 566 B 100 52 BB ( TA) | G
B (TH) F1 HCO; %7K BT S 4L, i HMG A DR890 1 Z S84t
FEEEHHNE F SR B FEREONE SOT (Cl /KB 5,

2 HR5IR

2.1 RS RS S B

b DA K b BT RR 4 b X R KK RE 12 4, K1k 2
PR 1 iR,

MR 1 AT PR M R K TP Ak % & 0.16 ~ 0.89 mg/
L, N3G 1.75~3.00 mg/L, & 3 B H 43 = sl T /K sl Ak
W& R E, AN, C &R 1~48 mg/L,S07 & 1~84
mg/L,TA &8 80~300 mg/L, HCO; & J& 97.6~366.0 mg/L,
TH 5 2 45 ~ 240 mg/L, pH & 7.53 ~9.08, 38 5= i 1 % ¥ 5
VA M 2 b X U KK Ak b B A 5 S R, AR
PRt 0 A B, W) LA A 3R AR e UM R K O R AE G I B
R
2.1.1  JETAER M I AMFERBRIRECR

W BRI A5 R AN 1R

WL 1A AR i 0.16~0.89 me/L B, MgO W Fff
MR EBR RN 46.43% ~ 87.93% ., & Ja ® ALY && 1.75
~3.00 mg/L I, MgO W BfHA4 0 3 22 B R Ay 44.44% ~98.35%
BARHUK BT KA 2T, I e & 5 2 B R AR K TUE bR
WEELR BRI 1.0 mg/L LU, BbAh, MgO MR BRF BT E 14 360 25 B
R ARAE HITE i 5 ORI IKFE | 43 51| 2 46.43% 44.44% , 5%
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Tab.1 Water quality of low fluoride groundwater

. F/ Fi/ crvs S03/ TA/ HCO3/ TH/
H REEA 1 ] » . pH
(mg-L7) (mg-L") (mg-L7) (mg-L") (mg-L7") (mg-L") (mg-L7")
1 ZJK 0.58 2.42 31 36 255 311.1 195 7.53
2 CYOQ1 0.39 2.20 21 38 240 260.0 155 8.19
3 cYQ2 0.36 2.20 15 34 205 250.1 145 8.07
4 CcYQ3 0.38 3.00 1 34 210 256.2 135 8.02
5 CYQ4 0.38 1.90 4 33 165 201.3 45 8.42
6 HDQI 0.16 2.06 46 41 265 323.3 240 7.54
7 CYQ5 0.37 1.75 17 29 295 359.9 155 7.94
8 HDQ2 0.65 2.08 23 52 190 231.8 150 8.06
9 HDQ3 0.16 1.80 27 29 80 97.6 70 9.08
10 HDQ4 0.56 2.80 43 84 250 305.0 210 8.22
11 TZQ 0.89 2.80 24 44 220 260.0 140 8.10
12 SYQ 0.40 2.40 5 1 290 353.8 145 8.12
N o0 .5 pH HEI 0.01 /K F 82 6H 56, F B MgO W B #71 k1
EEK COfBE —— RERE R SRR &2 BR F 1 T 7K 19 pHL (., BRRACR BEE pH {E 1Y T+
~ 08} 1 so . S o \
5 = = M BEATG, 5 3 MV pH BT 3 9.0 Ui, W BFHAA 6} 1 o
2 2
2 1° % AR, LA IR 2 AR FEEUK R IR B, MgO 1%
% 04 1% & WHEPEHG 2B 15 TA L% HCO; 5281 0.05 KT 1 B35 TE A
02H 1 20 K, X5 HCOS § F A se G W AR P & , 58 H E 2 R KR i
0 0 FARRAR R M T K B HCO; & i BRI, TH & 42 R
& ISR EOE s SK (85 R AR R U T /K K Ak 2= 1 R
FARKZE T, BILA o BT 45 RAE AR 22
y - 2.1.2  HePEREHL R ARSI 35 s b
' 35 K T T HCOS (SO | CL 3 , 1188 1 A A g B
~ 40} { 80
L < AT HCOS \SOT \CL7 ¥ B2 FRAIR AR LA R W5 B &5, 31545 SR 2 ]
& 3. st 85 160 5 -
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Fig.1 Fluoride removal performance of MgO adsorbent 1 5 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
TR R %KLY pH B 9.08, 540 T 10 B KL BR 98 (a)ﬁfo,
BB :
Wit SPSS BT HT MgO M Bk A4 4} (19 5 25 B 5 5 | R K w0} .
. - B =
22 SNBSS 4 z
IR AR 2E M R B AR D6 56 £ ,/ﬁ’*ﬁ/n W 2 s, 2 5l O BB S s
£2 BEBRERSHTARBEBIRZEAMNHEXLER g §
Tab.2 Relationships between fluoride removal rate and ﬂg 20 I8 I . B s § ‘_
. = |hE B b Hlg H H
other water quality indicators ha s s‘ Q § 's s ¥ % § Q 's
O M I HIHIH- HIHEIHEIHE B E
B , . N SR ETHIEEEEER
9 F c S0Y  TA HCO;  TH I §I §I ‘».;I SR IR IR \I §
= : : JNLNLNLALNLNLELE LN LNLN] o
JEK 0.036 -0.021 -0.116 0.457 0.48  0.302 -0.735** L 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
KM 0201 0.010  0.107 0.683* 0.658* 0.506 =-0.805** G
(b) SO

TE N B E VAR .« = fUFAE 0.01 AP L BE, = f0FTE 0.05
VST

I 2 A OC R BTN, TC s AR UK IR 2 R UK, MgO

W AL R TR 25 BR 2R S5 01 4R B CL1 SO A1 TH %7 HH 56 56

B2 MgO WHt#t#ixt HCO; #1 SO% YK bt
Fig.2 Bicarbonate and sulfate adoption

performance of MgO adsorbent



130

MgO TP A4 B G B0R 2 KA 5 W T 04 38 5 e

Fi#EA AL FeL F

IR S5 F R B FHE 47 /5 HCO; il SO #k BE 2 B[R] 7%
BER N X 3R W] MO W BRFAA ) A6 W BT B i [+ Bk 41, W82 B T
HCO; M SOT , M 2 (a) W UL, &1 X 5 Ak 328 46 W B S 15 )i
MgO WA REXT HCO; 1 B2k 3 43 76 38 ~ 83 mg/g, ¥I{H N
50 mg/g; F % JE K i g6k 40 W B SF- 45 F5, MO R B A4 ek X
HCO; W& K &R0 38~ 84 mg/g, MEH N 42 mg/g, FETA
IR AT, MO WAL % T 08 K 2.38 mg/g, AT
T MgO W B B4 % HCO, AR 2 F R Bt i+, I
F2EmHTEA LI, K AW HCO; 4 (545 MO W BfF 41k %
Z I LB, S B FLBR s . B 2(b) AT L, MgO
FRER BT X K H SOT MR AR R F UK ndels SO% ekt
X R IATE ALY T R, MgO AR FRT SOT 2 Al &4

PRt B, ad SOT MRt AT LA FE ALY R o 2.08
mg/L B, MgO W SRR SOT W BH&2 K F 20 me/g, )& F IR
FRFE B B T Ak i . DR, R &5 SR 2 B W I P-4 )5, VR
H GRS AT FRAI , P X 2 B MgO IR B A1 R €1 B 55
TR BEEVE X CL AW B AR 1~ 7 me/ g ( FHF IR /IS, 3C
HOR IR RIEA T34, R IR]) |, o2 o IR A3 B R RE 3 B 1Y
W R 25
2.2 HET RS T KGR

Shy a2 ) B VR b A X O AR R R T K ) 3 R M, X
MgO 12 A 46 T i 22 T R R v FBUHEL T K B3, 1 8 VR A 4 et
V4 R A4 R S 17 P P TR I Pk A 60 o T R 4 1 et T
ARG A AN 3 FiR .,

®3 BRERMTKKE
Tab.3 Water quality of high—fluoride groundwater

e TR F/ cl/ S0y / TA/ HCO3/ TH/ "
(mg-L™")  (mg-L™")  (mg-L") (mg-L"') (mg-L') (mg-L"

Fl XBT 1.20 7 87 105 120 90 7.83

F2 cC 1.72 21 42 100 120 95 7.55

F3 TT 3.68 3 68 200 220 10 8.51

1% 3 TN, FToRAEH T /KK BE Th AR B 14330 1.20
1.72.3.68 mg/L, s T H B = b K
2.2.1 BT RS TR IBRmECR

MgO FR FFERA Ak Xt SR 8K o Sl T /K 4 Bk FEURSCR A P 3 R
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Fig.3 Fluoride removal performance of MgO
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adsorbent in actual high—fluoride groundwater
AL 3(a) LA BT X IR AL D 1.201.72 F1 3.
68 mg/ L, MgO W FH AT RN 0.1,0.25 1 0.3 o/L B, i 4%

S B W AR AR AR AE ISR A 1.0 mg/L LLF, @t
P 3(b) R, B 2 W R A R4S B3 T, SR SRR B i T
AT IR 3 AN BRI T K B R BRI T 0, MR YR B
BRI A BT, MgO W R A Ak HL AT AR 37 19 R AR, % R
SRR R T K B R A A 3 g

2.2.2  JETFRARSHML T K34 bt

T 3 K I A HCOS \SO% Gl B | T 4 AW i
IR HCO; \SO3 | CI™ v BE R ARAR LA K W B 3t , 135045 SRt ¢
4 7N,

MERLE R 2.1.2 3R I 245 T — 5, 2 F KA 1 T 7Kk
AT, MO T2 B A4 RE#E B B % [ B T B T HCO; |
SO5 Al CI™, HiAr HCO; W FfHE: 10~25 mg/g, % SO; Ao Bt
R 0~12 mg/g, X CI IR 2~ 10 mg/g, FEFARE 5
T, MgO WAL T IR B 224 0.98 ~9.80 mg/g, $41H A
3.87 mg/g, XEM HCO; 5 F BR324 WM, S02 F1 Cl”
PIosst FIre A sE bt e b (EAR — B #E AR R U
KRBT, MO W B 44 LT HCO; \SO% M fff 2 4 3%
ANFAE R 5 R KK B B0 R, 2B MgO W% B B4 s Xt
HCO; \SO; WM 5] 15 H HCO; \SOT & i A &, i
AR e T 7K b S A R T g B B 22 T B 4 0 AR
FHTNGE , MgO W B AL 23 R B B~ \HCO; #1 SOT , {H I B ok
FESHE I,

JE AT AR AR R AR L T AN R DL SR AR U
AR ZE ST A, MO W BB A R A 1) R RURC5R, X 2
KA 3 I P, YRR S K AL v R AR UERRE LA 1
[EIEsF MO W2 BRFAAHek 77 152 B 96 Ay oot 2 o, W B 17 7K H K B
BT AR M B A ARk 1) R R B R A S S A T
fE2x 5 R BREARL (0 T 552 R PERE . DRI, 3B — 2 JF J& MgO
W B A A 5 T S8R s SR R KK TR S5 T A T = AR P AE
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Fig.2 Bicarbonate and sulfate adoption performance of

MgO adsorbent in high—fluoride groundwater

2.3 FET RS Bkl SR P RE

Oy 25 BT T DR K oo R AT B0 W B R B T
A VERE , KT F2 KR R N 1.72 mg/ L) TR
Wik A ek 5 A PRI 5E , HARX IR 25 R A 5 B,
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Fig.5 Test result of reusable performance

L S A 3t 5 Ak K B 0 L % B, MeO W B4
FHER SR BRI T K 4 PF R, IR 9 7T 5 2 ) I b R
8, BRI B R0 R0 H A 38 i e 325 B RS 1 A
WY 87.219% & 255 4 AN 21.51% , HLAESS 4 115, °F
s R ALY R 1.0 mg/L, BbAh, 3 B 1T o
H AR BT B 1 B 22 PR B RT AL B R R e P A e e )
17,87 F 4, MgO AT HCOS (SO% 4554 85 1 1 W B
TERIB BT RS e s R 2R A Ay i, H—J2
KR R KA MgO W B 4 4 i) mT E 52 0 1 8 2 ey 42
R HE R AL T Al P il o K 8 2 1R T P A T Bl R A

T SBR R UK T B R, DA TE R K i it R Kok Ao
HIPZ6MF T, MgO MR RRAA A TR B 969 2 A, TR R IR 1 R
8 FCAL B 5 1, A T BB e v B A e e o 1ok 28 B 1 AT
i CLE AL RV

3 & it

25 LR, MgO W RRAA T A i S R AR R K o e

KA LA R | ELAT ELE RO B TR | TFIAE MgO) 2B 61 £

A 6 S ) [ P R B 1 R I AE B B 1, ) HCOS . i

A 114 22 1 G A T8 7 440 %o o T I R 3 R ) R SRR B0

R R IR B AR A AT R R M PP R R I K, S 2 R R

MG 1 JIIUIRY 87.219% K 2255 4 I AN 21.51%, BLAb, HE T4

IKE i e A IR 25 A T B AR T B RN T SR B e K

A TFBR TR IR T B F T v 25k W B ) 1% 2 1 R B

G, T AEHOR A AL T 7 iR F, B8 R 4 T 25 pE Ay I B

HCO3 \SO5 1 C1™ 45 B8 7 M iR O 22 iy W B s o2, TR

TR 1o T KR A 27 P J5T S A B 8 14 5 4 R R S R o)
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