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Zeolite Biological Aerated Filter for Treatment of Micro-polluted

Source Water
LIU Jin-xiang, LOU Jin-sheng, CHEN Chun-ning
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Abstract: Zeolite biological aerated filter (ZBAF) was used for treatment of micro-polluted source
water, and its treatment effect and affecting factors were investigated. The result shows that under the
conditions of HRT 15 —60 min, air-water ratio 1: 1, and water temperature 17 —26 C, as well as the in-
fluent COD,,, and NH,” - N being 6.1 —10.8 mg/L and 2.3 - 5.2 mg/L respectively, the removal rate
of COD,, , NH, —N, UV,,,, and turbidity is averaged at 31.2% , 94.8% , 9.3% and 67.1% respec-

tively, with high resistance to shock loading.
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Fig.2 Removal performance of pollutants by ZBAF
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Tab.4 Comparison of different BAFs for pollutant

removal efficiency %
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