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SITUATION AND TRENDS IN TREATMENT TECHNOGLGY
OF GASIFICATION WASTEWATER
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Abstract:The effluent disposal difficulty="of internal coal gas enterprises and quality
characteristics of coal gasification wastewater were introduced. The situation of researches and
applications was summarized from three aspects including pretreatment, biological treatment
and advanced treatment. The*removal efficiency and potential application problems of each
technology were analyzed., Current researches on coal gasification wastewater treatments are
mostly limited to small —scale tests and short of general analysis to coupling technique.
However, optimization of physico—chemical and biological treatment technology is considered
as the future research topic.
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