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Radicactive Slurry Waste Treatment () — Flucculant Dose Effects on

Filtration
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Abstract

Dring the past four decades, the radicactive sbhory loguid wwasts(ASLW)
iz produced by operation of THIGA Mak - I & I research reactors,
producing radicisctopes and studying on HI utilization Vacuum filtration
of H3LY and flocculated HRSLW  writh  cationic, anionic and nonionic
Hocculants has keen investigated, Test results show that critical dose of
flocculant is obtained by the estimation of =ettling rate, cake moisture

content and specific cake residence,
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Table 1 Chemical and radicactive analysis of sample.
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Fig. 1. The effect of pH on flocculation and moisture content of slurry radioactive waste.
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Fig. 2. The effect of anionic flocculant dose on radioactive slurry waste at pH 6.
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Fig. 3. The effect of cationic flocculant dose on radioactive slurry waste at pH 6.
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Fig. 4. The effect of cationic flocculant dose on radioactive slurry waste at pH 6.
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Fig. 5. The effect of surfactants on specific cake resistance.
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