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Abstract: Based on the main water quality characteristics, pollutant composition and sources of textile printing and dyeing
wastewater, this article reviews the commonly used treatment processes (mechanisms, effects, advantages and disadvan-
tages) in the textile printing and dyeing industry summarized, including physical treatment (adsorption, membrane separa-
tion) , physical and chemical treatment (ion exchange, ultrasonic degradation), chemical treatment (coagulation—floccula-
tion, advanced oxidation, electrochemistry), biological treatment (aerobic, anaerobic and combined processes; bioaug-
mentation processes), and summarizes the treatment effects of various combined processes on printing and dyeing wastewa-

ter. Finally, it prospects the future development direction of textile printing and dyeing wastewater treatment.
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JEIKI) pH (H—AE 8~12.5 2 Ja] b4 (CoD,) A
400~1 000 mg/L. £ AL % (BODs) 2& 200~450 mg/L,
METRE MR (SS) Sh 50~250 me/L 45 g 400~1 500

JERL 3R 1 G0 T BRI T 2N K A K B K
RN B 5 Y W) A0

B1 SEGRAMNEEFTERER
R1 EEFEITZIMEEEKKRREZT RIS

HEETE JE KK ST pH FEG YY)
1B COD 7 .BODs 1I%; Al A: 4kt 22 (R MBS FIEA)) 2512 it W IR OB i) TS S
COD £ 4 000~10 000 mg/L BODs 1 ; AJ 4E A M4y (GE i L 37))
B COD #J 4 000~5 000 mg/L, {455 S B 2 4ER RS R
HH COD F1 BOD HIR, J&BE 1K [i74es EE G E SRR EALT
75 COD £ 800 mg/L.BODs % 300 mg/L 12~13 AN 3%~5%H) NaOH
gefn COD #7 500 mg/L .BOD; £ 300 mg/L SR FORE HRL B
Ete COD #J 1 000 mg/L..BOD;s £ 400 mg/L B EAE S SN
st COD # 500~1 000 mg/L..BOD; f= 5348 LT 4E )8 IR R

Juklie g5 RN YL K hi EE AL R 2
—. PR TR gL R Bk [T Y RN ED AL P A AL IR
TR 52U 8 5 AR 4, FEYeR il fad R A
10%~15%%25 i AJE 7K His,

iR EN YL i FE b i QLR R 2 6 et A
JubbE M A PURRIR (28 B AL — R b2 SO il
1, W HAA SIS, S 8UE R R &5 R
b BRI R R S0, AR s Ak 2 S5 48 AT LA 43 B
RGBT FEWE R RE HI OBE R EE |
R HVGE AR 2 AR 20 s AR AT B 09T LA IR 1
Bt T A B A G SR,

2 GRNREREKNEE

PR ENYL K P AP R YRl E &R SF 2 M Y
7, A A TR, DT EN YL R AEAR Y R 26 Tl
A=) B L S A0 b s D A L 3o B AR R
UL REPEVE M. S IR 60% LA AR A Gk,
LA — A B E LA R E A R
et AR 7 Gt 8 BT AE B . Corce SFTEXT 42 F
GERHEAT AR AL 48 h SETEMERIBEE 72 h 22 3075
PRI A B3 HIOHE 30 40 RS 61 (R VERS 7 At A
11 X R AR Y HA B R s . K AE S R S
SRIOPLD B2 STIRURAEE7/Li Vs Ab O WNE ST 1) (2l San W17 S
A HIEFR NN A DL B2 K B AR K 8 i
{E &7 1000 £,

3 AN EKRMERAR

L LVEN Y R K LA S A% K AR AR R, Ak BN
WK, FEBERRAL P T 2 0 5 AR SEPRoK BTtk 47 34t
— M nr LU R bt AR A T A T AR
3.1 pIEAMIEE

By Re e a1y O DRI N L
TR EN YL K AT AR BE. WP ik R B R B, A8 AT
PRI, TR W B ) BN £ X A 3L sk R A A
YE I,

3.1.1 AW

W e — 1 1 ) A R, A B R A2
W R PR AR IS TR gbb A A 1) T e} 53— IR A R A 5D
F YRR A GRS W R Z Rl AT BE A AE Y
T EAE ] R AR SRR R K R TS e i
& IR ) s & FH A IR B R A B ST IR
AR TR S I PR B 2509, Briso 25RO AR M B
WNIZSMS5 W A2 W BI04 i 58 (15 mg/LspH 7.5) (B
P ZL (15 mg/L;pH 9.0) FH 35 (15 mg/L; pH 8.0)
A Gk K AT AR B, B R 251 75.3% .81.2%
86.6%. MLAME A & =F & MR TH B Be M f 2 FL45 4,
TEW R R A= A T T, H B MR s ke
R PR R PV LS 7 Tk B BT 2R . 3T
AR, AR (F K IBF7E 45 ) A i A= P
TR FE 1A A 391t AR ik 22 b FH - e R R A
SRR FH KU A5 0 A= Py et 2 PE] B LA A 4k
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TSI HY B S ASCAD I K A7 R BE A3 AF 5 S AR 2R
T, 3 Fh YLk I B 263535 5] T 90% LA . Belhouchat
SRR FH O A 1R A AR T /16 3 TR B A2 R X
LB AT BT, W BfF i FEATA Langmuir #5750 | 0 [ &
Wit A AR AT HLIZE 1 LU 0 3G I 54 .
312 JEa B

JBE 4 g AR AR X 43— A e 49 3 2ok 1 Of 0 8 5 BR
1YL AT DA T Ao B e A RS, BT
B AR S T AR AR K Ak B A ) A
S3 B HORA R GEUE AR OB ESE. s T
A YR DR RE T R BRI GRL, 1] LATE R
A T EA A S 5T G, R w1 [m]
WG REN L K Y oy R BT, IRk
JERRL SRRl TG PEGRL DL KA BRI 5541
B H 7K AT A 81K R T e VG e A BN R K
(] FH &b 3T 25 T e s B AR Ry A0 R S8 2 1 T Ak B
LSl i g mT LU K R A UL S A P
BRI AED. B R A SR 0 ) SR DA S
FEIE T GRDK I E N BT A A AL, Aouni S5PI]
FEE BN S AL BRYT LR K R IR S AL B D T
JE EEANIENERY TS, AR TTRR T 90% LA i) COD
FEBRER 190% 1 £ B 2 B F8 M 80% 1Y L 2 3R J PR .
Ong SFPHEARI AR S5 (TR (58U K L SR Al
pH) T, TESCH PRI SE 1 Hhas ZF 4R g
G K AL FRALCR , S50 v BT IR K rh R AR ER
FALIRF] 98%LA b SR FERE T 20 ia it v, AL
B FES P EUKGE R RAR, BE T 2 0B PERE T 1%, IRl
o B VG DT, SN T RIS TR AR . X
IO FHRBE BR ) 1T HAE GOk /K AL BE P A — 28 1 H.
32 YfeabEEix
321 BFR#®

B S IR AR R AR R G ), 0T R A B R RV
W BRHAE T, TR - ae el R vy, 15 1SS A i 6 T 1)
G = R S R AN -2 s'ad Y (o B G R e
S AL B T A L BRGT A EN G K R B Gkl
ST WNRE REM S Gt o1 Z 8] Y VB, G 2L En g
T H {4 Gk H A €8 P RN B €5 AT 28 K, 3K 2
g SRR B B - DA DRI - S ik R BRI K
Gk 2 A0 BB AL S 5], AR 1 BT
BRI A BT YR AW A A T e SR
P A= WA, gk SR AFIE R AR TE RS | FH AL At iR 4
R OIGHE T e A T S HRR GSR, X FH 3
WSS A R 17.98 melg, TE 4 WA
FRASRERENE AT 91.12%L L.

322 MERKEME

e — R EERR VR TR AR &7 A 2s 4k
VEH, B F—Fh & 20 Ak 2 B4, ol T £ BR K
PR E B A AT WL ). 32T 25 00 F2 B A o 2 A s ]
FE A BE BN T AR PR i A A R R R
P P Ab BSOS 2 TR R IR A R 2
SR, W CdSe . CAS/TIO, Fl KnbO, 25 A # HAE L1
FEP AR Mehrizad ZE0F5T T B ALEE — R fbER
YRS (ZnS-TNTs MHEAER 7 FEMRRRPELL 1(ARD) BYRL
., 7E AR iR 15 me/L.pH = 6. FEMEHTIE 20
min R I 75 W ZnS-TNTs £y 1 o/L i 544
T, AR B EBRFREIT T 75%. T B0 ] T A
SAL T WX RS 7 AR AR , 0 R P D S T TG
TSURXTERYERS 7 I A AN T 50%.
33 fkEAbEEk

2 A B 2 ) AR A D 43 () 9 A B AR
FHAF AR, (75 YL e At a8 o0 it i N o330 B ) 75 7K
ABET I WTRBRE 2R B | = Ak R AL AR, by

PR SN AR (% Rt A R, T
Tl R R A A i DL R T B Al A £ A e R I
AN A8 A2 A B R R 2T A 7 AT
TR L
33.1 BB-EH

TREEMZEEET 2 (coagulation—flocculation, C/F) i
BRI PR TR 058 70 of s A5 e 2R e, A 43 e U 1Y) P
o e TP R SR JE N A BRI L 2R B 5 AT 5 A Ok
TRATE LS T30 i ITVE 70 25 1 22 1A, AT 38 3 T e s
IK TS Y 22890 78 C/F fR T, R EME AW
AT LAFHAVETRRE ), 22060 550 2 FH O 1 i 22 A R A 1) w8 4y
TRAE Y. THLIREE 324 MR (AL(S0,),) (&
FEAR (ALCL) R REK (Fey(SO,)5) 55, o] LAAH A5 iR
BERNAT IR SR BRE TR WA B R ek B LRI 7 12, 4%
T, TR EEF A I B — S Bk, ngk B8 41 S e fid
JHRE DA, o TR 6 791 5 2R R R4 TRk 1, AT DA CRE Xof I
TR B FRRCR . 3R IE 2L R R NG G £ 4k (PAN)
R B TEAT SUE M R (DDF) ) 1 4 B 28 1A LS
5y F 28k PAN-DDF, 7€ 30 C.pH = 10 . PAN-DDF
Bk 100 me/L BI21F T, A0 HE 20 mg/L AL L
REE K KT B — 2 A WL BRI O 1% M I K-
6G JIi (53535111551 93.31% .84.16% .83.63%; X} TR
GG 3 YR E R A 81.74%.76.24% .
62.57%. W7 VEARAE FIEER ] 2, B 08 ARG (H
N 37 pH 2R HoA =15 1, B Ak AR .
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o AR AR R TR A AR R B B A A
Az L B PR AL B R BB TR A G} SR AR
1 VA2 pH e AsZ It B AT Be s A A BRI ).

S A G 5 5 AK Gkt BRIz R Y
A T AL 2 T A5 T 2R (HL0,) ] 37
BRER B AEAE. JRUmk rh S A R S AIE R A (1)
FIR ARG R A R L5 (2) L (3). R T 2Ry
B SRR pH E, IR AT BB 27 A S 2k By i5 e,

Fe* + HyO,—>+OH + Fe* + OH- (1)
UV + H,O,—>2-0 (2)
Fe* + UV + H,O—>-0OH + Fe* + H- (3)

B AR A3 T K i B B — B A Oy
2. PN YLK T BYHF AR TS G W REAE i R SA I R
AR R P PR A R AR F el B A E YR
0 P ) S0 DU S5 A8 2 B ORI, PN AR SOHT A
Tl P B 67 B — A TR M Al R AR A A A
Yukb R K , 76 R 4G A 10 min 5, XFRRTE K LT 19 2555
PRI A F] 99.92%. 12 T 25 1 32 L 5 I L €0 3k
PR, R I IR 4823k 7 ) T FE 0 5 5 R R R R S Ak
pH B ALRUR , o2 P A BRI P 0,

JCAHE AL AL SO S 1 FH 2 S A A0 50 19 i A R
FRINBOGA 2 SO A R AR B i S A L
15 YL 2 ) 1) S 107 R A 15 e )52, T, CuO  ZnO 5
4 Jm ALY AT B AR G A ). i i R R BE 4
e AR R RS E P B R OCHE AL R R R b i R
) B G A S T B G K 8 A BRAL
JRE5 Fazal SEEHTH 8 0 4 Wik -Ti0, &2 G M EDG A
TRALBRL L EN YRR, Gkt K BRAIAF] 99.2%.

333 wiLF

Ak 22 % 4k (electro—chemical oxidation, EO) &
TYT SN K A AL 3, G045 v B8 L HL 25t FH A 4
A5 AR IR R 257 A (- OHD R IS P B ] T
BHI A HLE AL, Ak oG 5o 255 L ReAb
L 3% A 2 1 400 JB 5 L S A S A R T X L A
FAAACHAK Y PR AN e,

H, 2R G L A L o A v R 3 A I FRLCKE T B
A D A7 A TSGR B 50 ol e AR R R R, DT K BR 15
YLyl H 2R B IO A 2 B ARAE TR | B
IR, (RS AT A o 2 B B Al B 7 A A B TS
Ye e s 19061,

FEL T o o G SR A RN R 4G A TR 2B L
YN T2 T 2 REE I AL AR MR B 1 FIHL0,,
WG A GE SR I E Y HL0, 32 Hi XU A3 1 12 2% Y

[ 2 T 2% T 8 05 7 YRl 45 A i 2 S E Y PR /K L
A BT AL AR . BRIGE SFOE B S A 2 PR B
MIRIFFE R TR SRR T B ARl 89.3%.

BH B 4R fb 3t R SR FH 2 AR T e 1ot A 2 Bk g /K v
YR TS Yo, B A b A h A HLA
B E BRI 2 T, P ok B r G RS AL 2 5% 5 7 (R
Pz i A v 2 3 o SR AR R 05 AN HL,0, Sk =4 H
S, TSI TS YL ) R 2 R,

AR 3 RS ] () A3 T 2 A 45 G e kb LR K
Zazou ZFPSHIEGY T L BUEE AN AT 2R | LS L BH
e EACBI AL T 2550 B 3 S PR /K B A B AR AR
XTI, AR LA T BB - F R
T2, AR E B K EUE U TOC 125 BB 551k
100% . 100%F/1 97%.

34 £YaEx

A= 4 b BRI AR 9 AR PR I K A L
Y15k (81 S A AL S TCHLA . sl 0 1 e fgt aod
FEUF AR R AR AR A A5 1 T T AT, Sl fb 2
T AR, A A R B AR S AT REFEAR T5 e
RAREE P 100, T35 YL 1 B8R A 803 2 B A W o 288 e iy
T PR B S ) A [R) R 288 A A S an A R L L R B
B RIS ELBE) T N T 8GR K A A B
341 FRRERZMELSITY

W T ARG PETS e e A A W B 45 T MRS
Ve LERACRLF T2 B T2 28Uk K h gL gt
XY RIFEEVER, 2 B5 VR K | b 7R A% () L
PENE W LPLIE 5 NG R T A 87124 2 Y a2 S ol
IR SR P A UL I B R 3R P11, DT ARG K 1)
g, (R ARG R 8 R R A 2 5 2B il e
BEPE S A 55 A . T3 26 v [RS8 P A E A SE A
T IERL AL, R K 0 A . R IR K AN B R S
HIRE IR A T2, AT LS A Pt & e bk
IK A B 3. Shoukat S E X IR 48U/4F 4807 ik =2
A R AEN e K BIESE H, COD (8 B ALY
ERRFIHIEF] T 99.5% . 78.4%F1 99.3%.

342 AHhiEier?

t T 8RR A WL B v o 2 4% MR A
AL | R AR Ak BT AR TR B3 2 1 A B
R, o DG A Rk B AR A K R B A
R RE DI RE I T AE Wk B8 TR /K A BRASCR . B B e
Ynl ONEA R G h & 904G s 4R Tk G R S
1R 2], ] DISESME R DA B | BB | 2 AES

U H ) 35 3R K R A RE A M R Y
FHOCHE, FELh 2L eGP K A B HAT 3K ). JE
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SE T AR I UL SR B R4 T U5 44 v i DUsE
AT T Ak A 28 e €210, 52 i) 200 T 25 53 e 2
FR R AR A KR TR pH YR EE R A
/AN e N g

LR B A [ A T A5 ) 4 A RS W 26 ) B i 140 05
Juy, L RE S A5 Fh R A, FCIR AR R R
REA% A= Z2 B0 PN /LA G, 451 G e ok S AR P it TR T
AR5 2R 3 AR 0 Tl 5 SR AT X T K el g o A .
Sudiana S AFFEIE S T B TR B R I L RBHBE (2 A8
SEERICR , A, WA R EA5 8]0 B W 7E pH
B4 5. EARMALE MR R Z 5 pH HA 6 1 5%
T, B35 7 d R 30 mg/L BUSEAAT 1E E RS
AR T 82.2%.78.5%F1 85.8%.

BRAEH K AR PG 504, A BRI R
TR LA S AR B g, Rt kAT G AR M. Priscila
LR FH W5 B AR Phormidium sp.TE 25 CEHKMTF B
7% 14 d J5 X e i 0 2 BRHIAE] T 91%. Ishchi FF7H
FH/NERSE , ZEIRE N 40 CHM R, XGRS 5 L
71(200 mg/L.pH = 5), 43 HL£T 1(300 mg/L.pH = 8) 1Y
W ERIEE] T 100%.

FI L P A5 Y 0 0615 R i R 0% HL 2.
— IR IR B B AR AR,

4 HENETZ

W2 BT Y BALH Al Ak B R A Wy Ak PR 4
RIS AR L DIBEE | A E ik AR A R4S T

ZRESE S A T AR, VAR TR R A . 4N
K A= IR AL AL S SRR & AL 2 AL vT L
VRS RTAL BEAE T, o nT 7 A Wik 2 5 A D TR LA B 25
R IE K H AN ] AR W i ) 15 e T (B P e A R
AN - fh P ] S AR A U A T R 2R 25 o
F R B M 30 5 e FH R GE B T IR A TTAR ARG B
PLAAL BERCR™. —LE BARAY T2 0L 3.

5 ZWUESRE

FIRUEFH B 25 T 200 ED B K AT AL B i
K BEG G 2 1H A SO 2 , (B — L8]
R, A5G0 P 7K A PHSCAR w8 ] P AR AR A% TR AL PR I
Akt T 2.

COBFFE 28 AR A | AT [ WA F IRz RS 551, i A
R o 7 L A R B SRR AT

(2) s XHoAR BRI BT, 7307 25 T 2RI
PEATALA, TR AR —BOR A AN L, B v KK B A
JSE RS AR B K A S AT AR, AR B e 7K
W TZ.

(3) R TE SRR AL BT 2B S PR i T, H TS 2
S TR K B R BRACR , BEPFAL 4 T AT L AE
XF 3 B A2 2R AR SEBR IR K I Y AR BRASCR . [RINF, T
AN T R BT FEAT7 7E S Pr T AR A
VAl AN, W T ROK P AR CE SR TR B R
(EXESSE

FR2 BIZHELERIL
A ERR sk s
Wk it ARG BT o VTR AL I 22
W4 _ T TEE SR S EGE A
Witk At AT SUNETAE BT | b TR0 S o AL BACRES | A SRR
R 5 R TR MR | Bl PR LA SRR F £
fer| e BRFE T BRI Lo U AR B R A
B bl R SRR | A R
SR e LR
ot (00 O Pt CRERIINT s e e 150 5t pH (U 55 7 A 2B
ik B MR € HUBE K BB AT I CDO =R 22
25 TR AR SRR B A
b L SRRk BATHLI R RS | RS 22
i e CAVEHELF X BB ShBRERT A R
K B R (R TP AT |k AR
R U § o lcop EmckR E iR B 122 A K
g g |PCCODBOD SRR e b K RTRER AL AGR b
S WA 13 S TP s R
Wik LB P9 BRI A PR
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Iy T JE K B TEBH pislivie s 25k
. N EC:HLE 12.5 V I 2 A e % 00
P RSP HL 28+ 0, MR S s LIE 0.3 /L FLREIHIE] 167 min MR 95% [78]
I [N 05 45 mg/L, SW A 30 min, 150 mg/L PAC. | i ECL 41 0e8 Tk 35 3k
SURHIREE | B K 4 mg/L PAM HekRE) (GBA28T—2012) sk | 7]
PR IIERE | Ay e BETIO, | SR K | 4 T 2 e 5-Ti0, B A FHEF 500 ¢ | COD Z2 99.40% M B 7 ik
Stttk BC.18.8 mL 575 . 1.88 mL TTIP 7 2 h, 2.24 mg/g, iR 89.5% [49]
801 C 4 h,400£1 C 5h
2B Ak | R +Bacillus sp. RS 7 05:pH(3) B 25 mg/L 40 :35 °C .pH(7) Jii 5. 7R 98.7% [80]
Ti0,/UV+IF-& 157k SEBRIEIK 06 g/I.2 h+VSS(2 300 mg/L) TSS(1 300 mg/L) | i a3 97% . TOC E£EEFR 63% [81]
TREEF : FeCly W 7] : nZ VI 3 8« b
YL | TR B+ SRR K pH = 6 ARt E] 20 min JRFFIFIE 0.8 /L. CODY97.5% . TSS98% . {11 Ji [41]
PP 4 100 t/min 98.4% M1 93.5% MK 86.1%
PrEEHeFs | IR BT SERRPEIK UF:50 em?,6 m/s COD:68.18% I : 87.18% HL F ”
ED:10 L/h,1.98 A,40 min %.87.26% I 100% (24]
YA | & SBR+AFA, SRR IK U480/ PR 48, HRT(48 d/6 d) \MLSS(6 000 ~|COD(99.5% ) {a¥(78.4%) . sl 7
SBR 8 000).,.pH(6.8~7.2) MLSS/MLVSS(0.6~0.7) FEAL(99.3%) (671
AV | BN SERRIEIK FeCly.FeS0, . Al,(SO,); il CuSO.,3 Fh4i i (| LB . COD FIFRE LERFRAT 50 (82]
o fegt RAREFMEE RO AR AN ) 81.82%.76.17%H1 36.69%
crmns o1 i e | SBR:V =2 LUHRT = 72 h SRT = 10 d JZJ; L T 0Ro o
SBR+4 1 MRS 21 BRI ] 21 hsNF:TMP = 1MPa.25 Yokl B 96%.COD 97% [83]
) [10] SELVARAJ V,SWARNA KARTHIKA T,MANSIYA C,et al.
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