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Operation Cycle n Lateral Flow Biological Aerated Filter

ZHAN G Hong-jing"?, LONG Teng-rui', HE Qiang’, WANG Ying'
(1 College of U rban Construction and Envirormental Engineering;

2 College of Chamistry & Chemical Engineering; Chongging U niversity, Chongging 400030, China)

Abstract: Inorder to detemine the operation cycle of LBAF, themethod testing headloss betveen exit and entrance and

water quality isused The resultsof the experiment indicate that 1) the operation cycle of LBAF is detemine by head-

loss and the residual NH, - N concentration 2) It is different from BAF in headloss, headloss of LBAF goes through

three stages’ steady—qping up —resteady’. 3)when hydraulic load isQ 45m/h O 73m/h and 1 1 m/h, the opera-

tion cycle of LBAF is21 days 8 days and 5 days

posiponed

In comparion with traditional BAF, the operation cycle of LBA is

Key words lateral; flov biological aerated filter; operation cycle;, backwash



