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Effects of solid concentration and organic matter in supernatant on
the pH buffering capacity of citric acid sludge

LI Yingying DONG Liming”™ LI Mengya LI Yangyang
(Beijing Technology and Business University,\Key Laboratory of Cleaner Production and Integrated
Resource Utilization of China National Light Industry, Beijing, 100048, China)

Abstract; The effect of solid concentration and organic matter in supernatant on the pH buffering
capacity was investigated , aising citric acid processed wastewater sludge and municipal wastewater
sludge for comparison./The results showed that the pH buffering capacity of citric acid sludge
(9.50 mmol-L™") was about 40% more than that of municipal sludge (6.61 mmol-L™"). The higher
concentration of solid and organic matter in the supernatant resulted in the increased buffering
capacity of the sludge system. The buffering capacity of sludge was not consistent with the sum of
solid and supernatant. “The organic matter in the supernatant had more effects on the buffering
capacity of sludge than the solid concentration.

Keywords:: citric acid sludge, solid concentration, organic matter in supernatant, pH buffering

capacity.
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34 R L BRI BE K L3 WA DL AT IRIR 15 U8 pH S i 75 Bt ) 2 ) 585

3] SR TR LSS TR R 2% i B 3. 2015 4F, FNFERIS 257 LI BOT5 e W RF ST X 4, & B 115 U pH
WA ] LMERIT IS IR RS IS4, BORTRNSJR I pH 28 vh 25 1 AN ] 5 2 R 2 1) [ R & B, T 3
Ao e A IR T B S I T 5 8 A G i 2 Bk | DT B8 5 075 P95 DR AR PR BPR 52 - ) AR 1 (HL X S
FEHR BT XG5 DR BARIREE , JF AR5 IE TS e [ AR B2 L2 b WA ML X5 U8 pH 2 i RE A 21

ARSCUIFFRIRTS e W TERS G, IX LR W) A IR /K AR PR 5 908 5 i B e AR L B AT B 52 2 i A
YIRS FE s A LT, 9T 2 B R ERNEE K R T pH G2 ph A i e O X L AR BT A R T e A T
BO5 ek 2R B9 T5 YR AR AN LT pH 22 nh 2 | PR 18] Ao BE AL 35 O ML 508 pH 22 3 9 5
W], LAY Ay A ) T 7 M 8 T K Ak B AT R P ) i B A BRAL B A A AR

1 # L5 J7: ( Materials and methods)

1.1 iR AR

FEAE IR 15 06 R LU AR BTG IR A6 7 4l ¥ K A 3 24 ) 48 Ak 1 Ak B R 9 Dt [0 5 €, B2 0% 1
TG EAA B A MU & i THBOS TR b i 0L 5 KA BT A% O ALBE T 25 /) i [l v e BURE =2
Je 24 K [0 S 6 2 00 2 P A 3 T T DR A S AR P I TS TR R R v S e, ARSI AL BT T 4 C
UKFR P ORAE A B RGBT Je RS F 105 CHEFR T 12 h J5 , 1 60, BT = IR A7 4 H.
1.2 W5k
1.2.1 V5l A BT i

o A bR 0 5 RS U8 A pH TR A TRCE TR EARR B (MLSS) TR A W% K BT [ A vk B
(MLVSS) | L3 COD ; A3 FGi =112 0 2 5 U6 A9 75 U8 HLBEL(SRIF) V') 5 CST 0 2 30 52 75 U8 Y 6 40 I /K st
] (CST) ; BR O 2 B0 %2 15 Ve IR 2% wh 25 & ( ABC) %% 2 & ( ALBC) Fl pH 25 #h %5 (pHBC).
1.2.2 N[ [ AR BE T 15 e B I Vi A 28 v 25 e

MR 22 RIS BUREIN 72 |, 775 018 A 361 44 ok B [loA 1—40 o - L' R, 43 9 FR B 0.1 .,0.2 0.3 .0.5.1 .2,
4 g BB L0 e 04 £ AT R T e A T B e VA T4 P 545, 2 5 100 mL 25 25 7K il £
RIS VR TR 43R 1.2.3.5.10.20 40 g- L7 Y75 U8 B 6 AR 25 C FIEIRIR 1 h, B 40 mL
TR 2 LB SRR BE 4 0.1 mol - L™ (9 HC1 \NaOH YWAE g 875 75 R R BB 7], $5m T A ] [ 44
W EE 5 e B U T WS pHAB AR fE 1 L, I 1T 5 ABC L ALBC J¢ pHBC , BN S 4T 3 CPATHE
W5E
1.2.3  AR[A COD AYY5 e L W B 2% v 25 10 0

PR IR 5 e A TS Y8 L W VR, Tl A8 B L TR S 28 IR KRR L O 1:0.201 (101 (122 123 [ 1:4 TAS
[P 70 IR AT B 40 mL THebrh A RS IR 1.2.2 A A9 8 7 ik b AT, WLEE pH A9 ZE (LA i,
iR RGN TR EAS
1.3 Hdlaab ¥ K 43 Hr

ZEh AR N R ek AR — AN B pH I BT — i R SRR 10 R ¢ B R AR
Bc,

de, dy,

dy diy

pHBC F/RF8 7 pH 110 FEl P S LS pHL 400 s e IR — A B2 BT T R ity B, Pl R L B2 o
R ILEI P RS SR, B RO 2 e i R R e X AR X T BR B ZE vl RE A o 42—
W LT, pHBC 14 NS 5 32 2 A X R AT, 3 2240 BEAUL A3 11 She i ity R 00 5 S5 % T RV 114 22 o g 1 B
ABC 5 ALBC, AT LI HIBEARRIAEE pH i ZEA R AT = SR8 pH BT 5 2 1 B SR R R 200, 23 A
2176 7 VIR A 1HT 24 18k 24 248 X (L. 2 o 25k 10 B0 T F mmol - L7 AR T PR & A4 14 B, o T £ 1]
mmol - g ™" AREREAA [R5 5 (19 22 v PR, 7T e e [ 44 52 ok B 19 22 5. A mmol - ¢7' = (mmol - L") /
(g-L7).
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2 5 59718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 V5l FEA: BT M R e 2% vh g

FH R 1 AT, FP A RS e A 2% A B BH S 5 T i BU5 e, o ABC Ll L5 Ui /&t 182% , ALBC. 15
h 41%, pHBC 5 i1 44%. 1fi H. 5 B 2 B4 0 58 oh i 075 U8 49 ABC (11.4 mmol - L) | ALBC
(7.4 mmol-L™") \pHBC(8.8 mmol - L") A lb W5 5. — J7 1T, 3X 1T RE -5 Hip U E 0 00 A B 5 Fr s TR A
7N BN R L K B AT AR K AR A LR R 2 R R T DR TP A L B RPN S R L v
HE e, AR H W A B i i BR A ; 55— 5 i, el e SIS e 2 h A MU & A
Sl R R R TS VR B9HE R PEE B R S COD 43 5l i BTs U 8% Fil 166% . IR, WA V5 U8 [
PRI 1375 PR 43 AR 57 H 15 e 2% vk RE )52 i) AEL i B 40 W /K Bsf ] ( CST) A5 e L BH (SRF) 7] L&
WP IR TS IR BB K PERE 2 T LS .

R PR G IR EEANE BT R RIS i RE
Table 1 Basic properties of the two sludges

s W 2k [ A REWRE  WEWRE pHZEWWEE 15U LLFH SRF

R IW@%E ﬁﬁﬁﬁi oD ?D!lf:'pH E&ﬁ@‘ﬁi WA _pH %% EP‘ﬁ'E ATk [517

) MLSS/ e Initial ABC/ ALBC/ pHBC/ N (x10'%)/

Sludge type 4 oq SCOD/ . o O fa] CST/s B
(g-L7) MLVSS/ % 2 pH (mmol-L™")  (mmol:L™")" (mmol:L™") (m-kg™")

(mg-L™")
GRS R 4.40+0.16 62.50+2.36  568.62+24.55  7.85+0.08 19.93+0.5 10.07+0.18 9.50+0.38 17.21£0.6 14.8+3.62
TEE 5.67+0.18 57.80+2.25  213.63+15.6  6.96+0.06 7.06+0.38 7.10£0.2 6.61+0.31 12.3£0.3 6.48+0.94

2.2 IR EAHEE T 5 8 B R R R v R

SR FH R BT A2 19 5 1%, X PR Y A T AN ) (A4S TR B2 1 A R BT o , anI&T 1 B, A IR ¥ e A ol
U5 I Y BRI SE vh RE 1 AR AR SR BORTRL, Y5 0B e (8 2 < S T8, B 4~ B 4 A 453 s, (ER [ [T 4k ik
JEE T VR Ak BB 5 5 R B AN]SR A R R b i e P SRS A IR 1 WA, TR R T S
VeIR SRR 5 e , [ ARV B R, 9% iy i 2 gt 3/ VR T2 | 3873 75 8 B DR 1) 22 P RE T R
2.2.1  V5UeRMOR Y pH S h2s &

HIE 1 AT LUE T e 2 R R i 7 i S R S B i i ) < S™ %, HAE pH 3.00—10.00 93
FEL P TSI (A TR DRI, AR S IR S p 31 L P b 1 75 D8 ) R 2% e i A 7 RS JUL & TR 0 5 4
J pH 28 ph 75 i W3 2.

Solid content b Solid content

—e—1gL! ——1gL™!
——2 gL} ——2 gL}
——3 gL} ——3 gL}
—a—5gL! —a—5¢gL!
——10gL! —— 10 g-L!
——20gL! ——20gL!
—a—40 g-L7! —— 40 g-L7!

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 [
-1 -08 -06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 1-1 -08 -06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 1
The amount of acid or alkali/mmol The amount of acid or alkali/mmol

1 [ R R AT B TS 8 (a) FITTITETS 8 (b) R BRI 5 1 28
CIEEACRBRIMA G, S ECRBINA L)
Fig.1 Acid-base titration curves of citric acid sludge(a)and municipal sludge(b) at different concentrations

('The positive value represents the amount of acid added, and the negative value represents the amount of alkali added)
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U 2 FroR , TEBEE R0 A HE BEJE R BN 40 g- L7, A mmol - L™ A B 1Y pHBC Bifi 2 [ 74 ok B 1) 44
TAEA R K 1 E AR R EAR U AR5 VR B9 pH b S R T 5 e /0 1.5—4.8 £, il BEJ2
MRS IR AL & i T RE S L i 2 B RS EPS A O, Horh FE R B R
5 g L' AN10 g- L7 B MR RS TR AY pHBC 43 BRI BUG TR AY 4.8 51 3.3 45, L mmol - g Ay BN 5 + 4
TR R h 75 AR X e 2 B, AR TS R (1 pHBC [AIRERE 85 T 3% (pHBC 4 0.01—0.03 mmol-g™' "))

R 2 R[E AT R R V5 YR T BLYS VA R IRTE B N I &S & pH B A&

Table 2 Linear fitting and pH buffer capacity of citric acid sludge and municipal sludge with different solid concentration

o FPERRTGYE Citric acid sludge TEI5 e Municipal sludge
PRI H T H 2l st
Solid content / ¥k pH quc, - quc. K HIth pH H«p:. - H«pn:v 5
- - 74 pHBC/ 71 pHBC/ R? - 44 pHBC/ 74 pHBC/ R?
(g'L7) Initial pH o » Initial pH 4 5
(mmol-L™") (mmol-g™") (mmol-L™") (mmol-g™")
1 7.74 0.42 0.42 0.97 7.04 0.27 0.20 0.95
2 7.88 0.51 0.26 0.97 7.06 0.31 0.16 0.96
3 7.61 0.88 0.29 0.92 7.18 0.46 0.15 0.98
5 7.78 3.33 0.67 0.93 6.97 0.70 0:14 0.93
10 7.84 3.84 0.38 0.96 6.88 1.15 011 0.94
20 7.82 5.22 0.26 0.97 6.84 2.78 0.14 0.95
40 7.66 8.55 0.21 0.94 6.82 5.49 0.14 0.96

222 V5UREMIR IR LE v A KR rh s

%23 FI3 4 T, FiFS U89 ABC Y5 ALBC H7E — 5 3 el A 25 B Ak vik B (v 1 ot i 18
(mmol - L™ Jg 807 ) FPAEHRTS YR B ALBC S ABC 19 1—3 153 il 42 i ¥5 R JEUEA Y pH BT sk g 1912 47
BERRIS R Y pH {EAE 7.4—8.0 Z (8], MRk , H RIT RS B BRHC 22 | DRI I XoF A1 SHe B 187 Jim A AF 6 E 38 SRR
AH ) AV B2 R, PRI TS U 1 ABC B A 4238, ¥ 7E 1V mmbol - L™ 2] 8 mmol - L™ 2Z 8], i #7452 15 e (1)
ALBC ¥ EE IR 1.7 5501 3.1 4.

T3 ANIA AR BE (AT AR 5 DRI BT Ve TR S BRI ol DAY Fr) R 7

Table 3 Acid titration of citric acid sludge and municipal sludge at different concentrations in the jump range

i v GRS JE Citrie acid sludge T {5 Y Municipal sludge
Lo FRZE th it FRZE I I FRZE PR ik RRZE U I
Solid content/
(g1 ) ABC/ ABC/ R? ABC/ ABC/ R?
& (mmol-L™'9 (mmol-g™!) (mmol-L7") (mmol-g™")

1 1.02 1.02 0.91 1.44 1.44 0.63
2 1.78 0.89 0.92 1.33 0.67 0.72
3 1.59 0.53 0.92 1.71 0.57 0.83
5 4.28 0.86 0.96 1.72 0.34 0.81
10 4.58 0.46 0.96 3.05 0.31 0.92
20 6.25 0.31 0.97 5.63 0.28 0.95
40 7.30 0.18 0.90 7.16 0.18 0.94

R4 AR B AR B TS U AT BT e 7 S BRI Rl 1A A il 2

Table 4 Alkali titration of citric acid sludge and municipal sludge with different solid concentrations in the jump range

i e i GRS YR Citric acid sludge T {5 Y& Municipal sludge
Solid contont/ W Bt R it W W Bt
(gL ALBC/ ALBC/ R? ALBC/ ALBC/ R?
g (mmol-L7") (mmol-g™") (mmol-L7") (mmol-g™")
1 2.65 2.65 0.65 1.18 1.18 0.59
2 4.70 2.35 0.76 1.52 0.76 0.61
3 4.28 1.43 0.82 1.93 0.64 0.75
5 4.33 0.87 0.90 1.77 0.35 0.79
10 5.24 0.52 0.91 1.99 0.20 0.9
20 6.55 0.33 0.96 3.17 0.16 0.94

40 10.26 0.26 0.95 6.11 0.15 0.94
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DRIt P 3 e 9 4 6 35 08 1 [ e B R B AR ¥ R R % b Pk R, A 15 kS DR R s Y A T
TR TUAD P2 T R AR [ A e 3 15 35, DT BRGS0 e i 2 P i, (LR A 8 75 5 e el A2, A
T 4038 T P V5 R A R K P
2.3 A COD {756 b5 W 1 IR 2% v B

WE 2 fiR , FIE R AR 2 M2 R T e b i, IR 2 RN B A2 52 BRI S 1Y) 43 BORRAE , BIR
BRI A2 26 7E pH 3.00—10.00 1 P AN B2 AR T VA TR i e il 4 2 BB B 1) ) < S .
IHCAR SIEI DA 3 VR R TR 1t 2k 55 R e T 2 20 iR 1 g PR RE Ak 5 .

Dilution ratio Dilution ratio

pH
pH

L —a—1:0 L —a— 10
——2:1 —x—2:1
——1:1 ——1:1
—a—12 —a— 2
—13 —— 3

—+— 14 14

1 1 1 1 1 | | . | |
-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0 1.5 -1.0 -0.6 -0.2 0.2 0.6 1.0

The amount of acid or alkali/mmol The amount of acid or alkali/mmol

2 RIJF COD WA BEIR IS U8 (a) FUHT BTG (b) FIE W E fh 4k
CIEEARERR N A, AR A &)
Fig.2 Titration curves of citric acid sludge(a)and municipal sludge(b) supernatant with different COD

(The positive value represents the amount of acid added} and the negative value represents the amount of alkali added)

H 5 ATAL, JoiS Se A iR TS i T TS U8, LB W COD g, PR IR ZE o It RE dai , mT WL H v )
AIEPEA AL & 2520 ABC 5 ALBC — P2 & Fra IR 15 6 LW Y ALBC J& ABC ¥ 1.2—
2.0 fif.J& B 15 8 00 Uh pHE R E , X A0 SR Bl i in A BE A AR, e A 8 R T U8 1T W ABC
(1.95—8.78 mmol - L V% m F A2 1k 7k 12 ) ABC(0.7—8.0 mmol -L™") , i i XI5 J8_F % i ABC X
47 0.88—3.31 mmol - L' FLAH IR B LUAREIL T A 8RR 15 JR 10 ABC 55 ALBC X7 17 075 U, 3 vl g
SHAFIHIFIEEA K, OGRS Je L i AL R K 38 & A K s o T A DL TR, [
ISPV e 2% thit BE Y ) —is 8 R IR i WY CoD.

®5 Al COD BYFFBRRTS YT BLIS 8 1 AR SR BRIG A Y LR 005 e G2 mh s ik
Table 5 Linear fitting and buffer capacity of citric acid sludge and municipal sludge

supernatant in the jump range with different COD

R FPEERR TG Citric acid sludge T B5 U8 Municipal sludge
iy L mANER B I L AR T
Dilution IR pH ke pH
. o ABC/ R? ALBC/ R? o ABC/ R? ALBC/ R?
ration Initial pH o . Initial pH -1 -1
(mmol+L™") (mmol L") (mmol L") (mmol-L™")
1:0 7.97 8.78 0.93 10.87 0.96 7.67 3.31 0.95 5.49 0.94
2:1 7.93 4.24 0.95 8.35 0.96 7.57 3.12 0.92 491 0.95
1:1 8.17 3.75 0.96 6.55 0.97 7.68 2.06 0.94 4.75 0.92
1:2 8.24 2.66 0.96 4.42 0.97 7.72 1.33 0.96 3.21 0.91
1:3 8.23 2.58 0.9 4.03 0.95 7.72 1.23 0.91 1.79 0.91

1:4 8.2 1.95 0.94 3.87 0.92 7.73 0.88 0.93 1.66 0.90
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V4515 U6 5 v B 5 e 2 s A K EIE W ABC  ALBC . pHBC F#E4T He v % B, I35 U8 1 2% i e
REIFAS & TR B V5 Ve AR RN L35 W 22 v P RE N AL AP BRI V5 e 1Y pHBC s 75.6% , 15 e [E 44
17 16.9% ; ABC 1 135 5 44.0% , 15 T8 A 5 21.4% ; ALBC {135 Wk 55 1 V5 U8 8%. Hi T i,
IO TGRS PR % v P RE Y T R AT RE A B RS U8 2 R B nT AT AL (DOM) B T
HR & KB 20 B A RS RS MANE AP (EPS) P LU R B M AT s bE s 7, Bk
T _LIER A ik EE.

3 78 ( Conclusion)

(1) FPEERRT5 IR S THEUS IR Y ABC  ALBC LI KX pHBC Y75 — & 78 Bl A Fifs 6] 4% 3k F55 1 189 7 84 K.
AR AR BE T, WA 5 U (4 ABC (H497E 1 mmol - L' %] 8 mmol - L™ Z ] ; H A7 42 15 U6 £ pHBC FI
ALBC 432 By5 9 19 1.5—4.8 f5 81 1.7—3.1 155

(2) FriEEmeTs e 5T EOS Ve _F I A ABC 5 ALBC YJRE 13/ COD R34 i K Aetst e 15 e I
WA ALBC & ABC 11 1.2—2.0 1.

(3) 1 PETT VAR 2R B 22 vhRE 7 J2 75 R A T 375 90 79 30 2 S [0 10 D A 2 0 s L I 938 T2 3% T 3%
PEVS YR 2% op P RE 0 2 RN, H A R R R 5 R Y L 3 ROV R B R vk RE Y o He 75.6% , 15 TR E AR
16.9% AR T T pH A5 A T 20 75 785575 5 Je vk B Rl WS I COD X5 U6 2% vh 75 it Fl i
B S A 52 I, DT 2 5 BRZR B 19 T 20 2% A
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