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COMPARISON OF PURIFICATION EFFECT BY TWO
KINDS OF PROCESS IN GUANGDONG SEWAGE
TREATMENT PLANT
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base of urban water cycle.and water quality security technology in Guangdong
province, Foshan, Guangdong 528200 China)

Abstract: The treatment effects for sewage were discussed, compared and analyzed by BAF
process and CASS“technology, under the same influent conditions. The results showed that:
there was an excellent removal of COD¢,BODs,NH; N,SS,TP by two different processes .The
removal rate of COD¢,BOD;, TP,NH;_N,SS were respectively 87.6 %,91.0 %,80.3 %,79.9 %,
93.7 % for BAF process and the removal rate of COD,BODs, TP,NH; N,SS were respectively
88.9 %.91.2 %.,74.3 % .,91.2 %.,94.6 % for the CASS process. The removal effect was no
significant difference of COD¢,, BODs and SS, with a higher removal rate and good stability by
two kinds of process system. And the removal effect for NH; N in CASS process was better in
the BAF process, on the contrary for TP. The removal effects were very poor by the two
process for TN .
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