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Abstract

The study was conducted to know the possibility that the removal efficiency of organic and
suspended solids(SS) could be increased by suppling of sea water and the optimum amount of sea
water to be suppliedtreat bleaching waste water by lime coagulation settlement at pulp mill
process.

When the lime dosage was increased, the removal efficiency of COD and SS in the waste water
was increased based on the removal efficiency of COD and SS. The lime dosage and removal
efficiency was increased proportionally with the lime concentration of 4,000mg/l, but the increase of
removal efficiency was presented slightly above the 4000mg/l. It was evaluated that the removal
efficiencies of COD and SS could be increased and the requirment of lime dosage could be
decreased by the sea water suppliment. The removal efficiency of SS was most increased when
the sea water supliment was 10% or more in the waste water. The removal efficiencies of COD

was the best at 4% sea water excepting the dilution efficiency by sea water suppliment.
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