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Abstract : The method of Fenton oxidation cogperated with coagulation for biologicaly treated coking wastewater was conducted.
Basedon both of the remova performance and the operating costs, optima reaction condition was proposed. Operating at H,O,
concentration 220 mg/ L , Fe?* concentration 180 mg/L , PAM concentration 4.5 mg/L , reaction time 0.5h and pH = 7, about
44.5 % of COD was removed and chroma reached 35. In addition, through analyzing of the changesof molecular weight distribution
and congtitute of organic compoundsin efluent , the pollutant tranformation rule wasput forward. The result showsthat the effluent
treated by Fenton oxidation cooperated with coagulation can reach the wastewater sscondary discharge standard, and the operation
costs are acceptable. Thisimplies that the technique of Fenton oxidation cogperated with coagulation has promisgng in practice.

Key wor ds :coking wastewater ; Fenton oxidation cogperated with coagulation ; distribution of molecular weight ; anayzing of organic
compounds congtitute
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