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a b s t r a c t

The anodic and indirect cathodic removals of color and COD from real dyeing wastewater were inves-
tigated simultaneously using a stacked Pt/Ti screen anode and a graphite packed-bed cathode in a
divided flow-by electrochemical reactor. The anodically generated hypochlorite and cathodically gener-
ated hydrogen peroxide were the main species used to remove color and COD in the wastewater. Various
experimental operating factors that can affect the removal efficiency were investigated, including the
applied current density, the amount of NaCl added, the solution pH in alkaline ranges and the temper-
ature. The color and COD removal efficiencies in the anodic chamber were much higher than those in
the cathodic chamber. The overall (anodic plus cathodic) removal efficiencies increased with the applied
current density, the amount of NaCl added and the temperature. In contrast, increasing the solution pH
Dyeing wastewater

Paired electrolysis
Three-dimensional electrodes

decreased the overall removal efficiency. The anodic and cathodic current efficiencies at 20 mA/cm2 were
63.50% and 19.57%, respectively. In this work the total treatment cost for removing 1 g COD was US $0.643
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. Introduction

Effluents released by the textile dyeing industry pose a serious
hreat to the environment. The treatment of spent dyeing wastew-
ter is difficult because of its high color and COD content. Many
ethods have been developed to treat dyeing wastewater, either by

hysical, chemical, or biological processes [1]. Many textile dyeing
lants in Taiwan still use a large amount of chemicals to precipitate
r react with the pollutants in the wastewater. Unfortunately, the
urther treatment of the discharge is usually required because of
he secondary pollution resulting from high chemical doses. While
he removal of dyes using biological degradation has been exten-
ively investigated in the past decades, only the treatment of dying
ffluent with a low dye concentration has been successful.

In recent years, electrochemical methods for the treatment of
yeing wastewater have been developed. The main advantages
f adopting such techniques to treat pollutants are (1) the elimi-
ation of redox chemicals, thus avoiding the need to treat spent

edox streams, (2) close control of the desired reactions using the
pplied potential or current, and (3) the increased possibility of on-
ite treatment [2]. In addition, an electrochemical reactor requires
ess space and can treat a variety of pollutants. Recently, anodic
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oxidation, either direct or indirect, has been employed for remov-
ing the color or COD of dyestuffs in simple lab-made wastewater
[3–10]. Rajkumar and Kim [6] found that the percentages of COD
removal were 39.5–82.8% for different reactive dyes by anodic oxi-
dation. In addition, Mohan and Balasubramanian [8] used three
anode materials to treat acid violet 12 and concluded that the
ruthenium oxide coated titanium anode had better oxidation effi-
ciency. Panizza and Cerisola [11] found that complete color and COD
removal of methyl red were only achieved using lead dioxide and
boron-doped diamond (BDD). BDD was found to have good effi-
ciency in treating wastewater because of its extremely high oxygen
overvoltage [12–15]. However, a BDD anode is still very expen-
sive, and thus the practical applications are currently very limited.
Although anodic oxidation can be used to successfully treat sim-
ple lab-made dye-containing wastewater, few attempts have been
made to treat real dyeing wastewater with complicated compo-
sitions [16–20]. Vlyssides et al. [16] used a Pt/Ti anode to treat
real textile wastewater, and found that COD decreased by 86% and
ADMI color units decreased by 100% at a very high chloride con-
centration. In addition, Parsa and Abbasi [17] anodically treated
real wastewater and found that the decolorization kinetics fol-

lowed a first order model. Finally, Malpass et al. [18] found that
the energy required for removing color from real wastewater was
considerably higher than that for removing color from a pure lab-
made dye-containing solution due to the complex nature of real
wastewater.

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03043894
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/jhazmat
mailto:ctwwang@mail.hwai.edu.tw
mailto:ctwwang@yam.com
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nium plates in the anodic and cathodic chamber, respectively. Small
glass beads (0.3 cm in diameter) were packed at the bottom of the
cathodic chamber and anodic chamber, respectively, to increase the
uniformity of the flow velocity distribution.
C.-T. Wang et al. / Journal of Ha

In addition to using the anodic oxidation of pollutants, meth-
ds that use hydrogen peroxide generated at the cathode have
lso been developed to treat pollutants. Do and Chen [21] studied
he degradation of formaldehyde with electrogenerated hydrogen
eroxide and found that the oxidation rate was second order in
ormaldehyde and first order in hydrogen peroxide. Moreover, Do
nd Yeh [22] investigated in situ paired electro-oxidative degra-
ation of phenol using hypochlorite and hydrogen peroxide and
eported that the overall (anodic plus cathodic) removal of phe-
ol increased to 178.1%. Recently, electro-Fenton technology which
ombines Fe2+ ions with cathodically generated hydrogen peroxide
as received an increasing amount of attention [23–30], although

t is only applicable to acid solutions, usually less than pH 4. For
xample, Wang et al. [28] investigated the removal of acid red 14 by
lectro-Fenton technology and found that 70% of TOC was removed
fter 360 min electrolysis. In our previous study [30], the removal
fficiency of color using the electro-Fenton method reached 70.6%
fter a 150 min treatment of real textile wastewater.

This study was designed to investigate the removal efficien-
ies of color and COD in real wastewater using anodic and
ndirect cathodic oxidation in a divided reactor. A packed Pt/Ti
node and a graphite cathode were used in the flow-by three-
imensional electrochemical cell. The electrochemical reactor had a
igh surface-to-volume ratio, which is vital for scaling up for indus-
rial applications. The anodic and cathodic compartments were
eparated by a cation permeable membrane to keep the anolyte
nd catholyte from mixing, and the removal efficiencies from the
nodic and cathodic reactions could thus be separately investigated.
everal operating factors that can affect the removal efficiencies
f color and COD were studied in the present work, including the
pplied current densities, the amount of NaCl added, the pH in
lkaline ranges, and the temperature.

. Theoretical background

.1. Anodic oxidation of pollutants

Pollutants in a solution can be destroyed by the following mech-
nisms in anodic oxidation. First, direct oxidation of the pollutants
t the anode surface may occur. Second, the pollutants may be
ndirectly oxidized by the active hydroxyl radicals produced at the
node when an anode of high oxygen overvoltage is used [11,13].
hird, chlorine-based oxidants may be generated following a cycle
f chloride–chlorine–hypochlorite (chlorate)–chloride when Cl−

xists in the solution [6,10]. Several studies have reported that the
hlorine-based mechanism plays the main role in wastewater treat-
ent. The reaction scheme for the production of such oxidants

nvolves the following electrochemical and ordinary chemical reac-
ions [7,16,31]:

Cl− → Cl2 + 2e− (1)

l2 + H2O ↔ HOCl + H+ + Cl−, Keq = 5.1 × 10−4 M2 (2)

OCl ↔ ClO− + H+, Keq = 2.9 × 10−8 (3)

he hypochlorous acid and hypochlorite are usually strong enough
o destroy many species in the solution.

.2. Indirect cathodic oxidation of pollutants by hydrogen
eroxide
Hydrogen peroxide can be produced at the cathode through the
wo-electron reduction of dissolved oxygen in the solution by the
ollowing reactions [23–25]:

2 + H2O + 2e− → HO−
2 + OH− (in alkaline solution) (4)
s Materials 169 (2009) 16–22 17

O2 + 2H+ + 2e− → H2O2 (in acidic solution) (5)

Hydrogen peroxide is a mildly strong oxidant, and therefore can
be used to oxidize some pollutants in wastewater. However, the
yield of hydrogen peroxide is usually low when a traditional two-
dimensional plate-type electrode is used. Recently, gas diffusion
cathodes and three-dimensional carbon-based cathodes with a
high specific surface area have been used to obtain high yields of
hydrogen peroxide [24,27,30]. Provided that the solution is acidic,
usually pH < 4, adding Fe2+ ions to the solution produces hydroxyl
free radicals with high oxidizing power according to Fenton’s chem-
istry [25–29]. However, this technology is not suitable for alkaline
wastewater unless the solution pH is adjusted.

3. Experimental

Fig. 1 schematically shows the electrochemical flow reactor used
in this work. The electrochemical generation of hypochlorite and
hydrogen peroxide was conducted in a divided flow-by cell. The
cell was made of 0.2 cm thick acrylic material, and was 15 cm high,
5 cm long, and 5 cm wide. It was divided into anodic and cathodic
chambers with a separator made of a plastic plate, 0.1 cm thick. The
separator was cut with a hollow window at the center. A cation per-
meable membrane, 4.5 cm wide and 7 cm high, was used to keep
the anolyte and catholyte from mixing. The cathodic chamber was
packed randomly with 50 Rasching rings made of graphite for use
as the cathode. The anode was made of 10 packed Pt/Ti plates, sup-
plied by a local electroplating company. All of the chemicals used
were of reagent grade. There were two current feeders made of tita-
Fig. 1. The experimental setup in this study: (1) power supply, (2) cathodic chamber,
(3) anodic chamber, (4) reservoir, (5) air cylinder, (6) global valve, (7) heat-exchanger,
(8) separator and membrane, and (9) diffuser.
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Table 1
Some characteristics of the original wastewater.

Color (ADMI unit) 2175
COD (mg/dm3) 1354
pH 8.84
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indirect cathodic oxidation, the removal efficiencies of COD were
much lower. The residue of destroyed dye species, although color-
less, probably still made some contributions to the COD. The above
results suggest that color was easier to remove than COD in the
Cl− concentration (mg/dm3) 183.4
SS (mg/dm3) 84.2
Conductivity (�s/cm) 1939

The graphite and Pt/Ti screens were pickled in alkaline (1 M
aOH) and acidic (1 M H2SO4) solutions alternatively for clean-

ng and then rinsed with deionized water before electrolysis was
onducted. The flow of the solution was in a recirculating loop.
.5 dm3 of the catholyte was introduced into the bottom of the
athodic chamber by a pump, which then flowed out from the
op and was returned to the reservoir. The flow operation of the
nolyte (1.5 dm3) was the same as that of the catholyte. The flow
ates of the anolyte and catholyte were controlled and kept the
ame by a global valve, and measured using a rotameter. The air
as sparged into the cathodic reservoir to increase the dissolved

xygen, which was reduced to hydrogen peroxide at the graphite
athode.

The mixed wastewater samples used in this study were
aken from a textile dyeing plant located at Tainan County in
aiwan, and then stored in a dark environment. Before conduct-
ng the electrolysis, the suspended particles of colloidal ranges
n the wastewater were removed by filtration with cellulose
cetate filter papers (0.45 �m in pore diameter). Some charac-
eristics of the wastewater were measured and these are given
n Table 1. The pH of the wastewater was adjusted by adding
.1 M NaOH(aq) or 0.1 M H2SO4. The experiments were conducted

n constant-current mode. The direct current used in this study
as provided by a DC power supply (Instec, Model GPR-M/H-D

eries). The electrolytic time was 240 min in all of the experimental
uns.

Measurement of the ADMI color value (APHA-AWWA-WPCF,
985) and the COD of the wastewater were conducted using a Hach
pectrophotometer (DR5000). The pH of the solution was measured
sing a pH/ORP/conductivity meter (Myron L, ultrameter II). The
emperature of the solution was controlled and kept constant in
ach reservoir during the electrolysis.

. Results and discussion

.1. Time-varying reduction in ADMI color and COD

In this study, the ADMI color and the COD removal efficiencies
ere calculated, respectively, using the following definitions:

colororiginal − colortreated

colororiginal
× 100%

CODoriginal − CODtreated

CODoriginal
× 100%

he anodic and cathodic removal efficiencies of color and COD were
eparately calculated, because the electrochemical reactor was of
he divided type. Fig. 2 shows the typical anodic and cathodic
emoval efficiencies of color in the wastewater as a function of elec-
rolysis time. The decrease in color and COD is attributed to the
estruction of organic contaminants in wastewater when the elec-

rolysis was performed. Both the anodic and cathodic color removal
fficiencies increased with increasing time, continuing almost lin-
arly up to 120 min. The anodic color removal efficiency reached
8.5% after 240 min electrolysis, while the cathodic efficiency only
eached about 37.3%. Therefore, the anodic color removal efficiency
Fig. 2. The color removal efficiencies versus time; pH 8.0; current density
80 mA/cm2; NaCl addition 20.0 g/dm3; 40 ◦C.

was much higher than the cathodic one in this work. Fig. 3 shows
the time-varying removal efficiencies of COD using anodic oxida-
tion and indirect cathodic oxidation. It was observed that the anodic
COD removal efficiency reached about 51.5% after 240 min elec-
trolysis, while the cathodic efficiency reached only about 13%. The
reasons for the low cathodic removal efficiency compared to the
anodic one are probably that (1) the yield of hydrogen peroxide
was lower because Eq. (4) is comparatively sluggish [21] and (2) the
oxidizing power of hydrogen peroxide may not be high enough to
destroy some of the pollutants in real wastewater. Compared to the
removal efficiencies of color and COD for both anodic oxidation and
Fig. 3. The COD removal efficiencies versus time; pH 8.0; current density
80 mA/cm2; NaCl addition 20.0 g/dm3; 40 ◦C.
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ig. 4. The color removal efficiencies at different current densities; pH 8.0; NaCl
ddition 20.0 g/dm3; 40 ◦C.

astewater, and this supports the results of several other studies
n treating synthetic dye-containing wastewaters [5,8,9].

.2. Effect of applied current density

Current density is a very important variable in electrochemi-
al engineering. The effects of applied current density on color and
OD removal are shown in Figs. 4 and 5. The current density in
his work was defined as the applied current divided by the pro-
ected area (30 cm2) of the ion-exchanging membrane between the
nodic and cathodic compartments. As can be seen, the anodic

emoval efficiencies significantly increased from 53.6% to 98.5% for
olor and from 22.4% to 51.5% for COD when the applied current
ensity was increased from 20 mA/cm2 to 80 mA/cm2. According
o the possible reaction mechanisms at the Pt/Ti anode, the direct

ig. 5. The COD removal efficiencies at different current densities; pH 8.0; NaCl
ddition 20.0 g/dm3; 40 ◦C.
s Materials 169 (2009) 16–22 19

anodic oxidation rate will increase with increasing current density
if the pollutants can transport efficiently to the anode surface. In
addition, electrodes such as Pt/Ti employed in the present investi-
gation work very well as catalytic anodes to liberate chlorine from
NaCl-containing solution. Therefore, in this work the oxidants may
be generated following a cycle of chloride–chlorine–hypochlorite
(chlorate)–chloride, according to Eqs. (1)–(3). The concentrations
of HOCl and OCl− are sensitive to the solution pH. When pH > 10,
all of HOCl will convert into OCl−. The amount of hypochlorite, pro-
duced increased with increasing applied current density [4,6,10].
The more hypochlorite that was produced, the more color and COD
were removed by the reaction of pollutants and hypochlorite. For
indirect cathodic oxidation, the cathodic removal efficiency also
increased with increasing applied current density, but not by as
much as in the case of anodic oxidation. The cathodic removal effi-
ciencies increased from 15.2% to 37.3% for color and from 6.9% to
13.0% for COD when the applied current density was increased from
20 mA/cm2 to 80 mA/cm2, because the amount of hydrogen per-
oxide generated at the cathode increases with increasing current
density [21]. However, the cathodic COD removal efficiency slightly
leveled out when the current density exceeded 70 mA/cm2. This
probably occurred because peroxide can accept two electrons, and
can thus be reduced to hydroxide at the cathode by the following
reaction [24]:

HO−
2 + H2O + 2e− → 3OH− (6)

Compared to the anodic oxidation, there was a smaller the influence
of current density on indirect cathodic oxidation.

4.3. Effect of NaCl addition

NaCl is usually added to wastewater when indirect anodic
oxidation is performed [4–10]. Intentionally adding NaCl to the
wastewater increases the solution conductivity, decreases the
energy consumption, and promotes indirect anodic oxidation by
producing hypochlorite at the anode. Figs. 6 and 7 show the effect

of the amount of NaCl added on the color and COD removal effi-
ciencies, respectively. It was found that intentionally adding up to
15.0 g NaCl to the wastewater significantly increased the removal
efficiency of color, while the limiting value was obtained when
the NaCl added exceeded 15.0 g. On the other hand, no limiting

Fig. 6. The color removal efficiency at different amounts of NaCl addition; pH 8.0;
current density 80 mA/cm2; 40 ◦C.
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work. For anodic removal, increasing temperature can enhance the
removal efficiencies of color and COD from 87.9% for color and
42.4% for COD at 25 ◦C to 98.5% and 51.5% at 40 ◦C, respectively,
since the production rate of hypochlorite and the chemical destruc-
ig. 7. The COD removal efficiency at different amounts of NaCl addition; pH 8.0;
urrent density 80 mA/cm2; 40 ◦C.

alue was observed for the removal efficiency of COD in the tested
ange of 0–20 g NaCl addition. The anodic removal efficiencies of
olor and COD significantly increased from 32.9% for color and
1.8% for COD with the original wastewater to 98.5% and 51.5%
ith the addition of 20.0 g NaCl, respectively. These significant

ncreases in removal efficiencies were mainly due to the indirect
nodic oxidation rate of the pollutants being proportional to the
ypochlorite production rate, which increased with the increasing
mount of Cl−. Eq. (1) was more competitive than the others at
he anode when more Cl− was added into the solution, and thus
higher hypochlorite concentration was obtained. In contrast, the
ddition of NaCl to the solution only had a small influence on the
athodic removal efficiencies, which slightly decreased as increas-
ng amounts of NaCl were added. The removal efficiency of COD was
4.2% without NaCl addition, and 13.1% with the addition of 20.0 g
aCl.

.4. Effect of pH

Because the pH of the original wastewater in our study was 8.84,
nly the pH effect in alkaline ranges was investigated in this work.
or this reason, no Fenton chemistry was involved in the experi-
ents. Figs. 8 and 9 show how the pH of the solution affected the

emoval efficiencies of color and COD, respectively. It can be seen
hat the pH had the opposite effects on the removal efficiencies of
nodic oxidation and indirect cathodic oxidation. For anodic oxi-
ation, the removal efficiencies decreased with increasing pH and
his was possibly because an increase in the OH− concentration
ncreased the tendency for oxygen evolution at the anode according
o the following reaction:

OH− → O2 + 2H2O + 4e− (7)

onsequently, the hypochlorite production rate was decreased
ecause Eq. (7) is more competitive with increasing solution pH.
herefore, the removal efficiencies of color and COD in the wastew-
ter were reduced by anodic oxidation. For instance, the removal

fficiencies of color and COD significantly decreased from 98.5%
or color and 51.5% for COD at pH 8–80.9% and 41.4% at pH 11
n the anodic chamber, respectively. Likewise, the effects of pH
n the cathodic removal efficiencies of color and COD are also
hown in Figs. 8 and 9. It was observed that the removal efficien-
Fig. 8. The color removal efficiency at different pH; current density 80 mA/cm2;
NaCl addition 20.0 g/dm3; 40 ◦C.

cies increased slightly with increasing solution pH in the cathodic
chamber. When the solution pH rose from 8 to 11, the removal effi-
ciencies of color and COD increased from 37.3% and 13.0% to 45.4%
and 15.7%, respectively, after 240 min. This may be due to the elec-
trochemical production of hydrogen peroxide being more efficient
in a more alkaline solution [21,32].

4.5. Effect of temperature

Figs. 10 and 11 show the temperature effect on the removal
efficiencies of color and COD. As can be seen, the opposite trends
for anodic and cathodic removal efficiencies were observed in this
Fig. 9. The COD removal efficiency at different pH; current density 80 mA/cm2; NaCl
addition 20.0 g/dm3; 40 ◦C.
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Table 2
Current efficiencies (CEs (%)) at various current densities.

Current density (mA/cm2)

20 40 60 70 80
ig. 10. The color removal efficiency at different temperatures; pH 8.0; current
ensity 80 mA/cm2; NaCl addition 20 g/dm3.

ion of the pollutant increased as the temperature increased [22].
n contrast, temperature exerted a slightly negative effect on the
eneration of hydrogen peroxide and the subsequent color and
OD removal efficiencies in the cathodic chamber. For instance,
he color removal efficiency decreased from 39% to 37.3% when
he temperature was increased from 25 ◦C to 40 ◦C. The negative
emperature effect on the production of hydrogen peroxide at the
raphite cathode may be due to the fact that increase in tem-
erature may cause a decrease in the concentration of dissolved
xygen, which would be electrochemically converted to hydrogen
eroxide [22,26]. In addition, the rate of self-decomposition of the
ydrogen peroxide to water and oxygen increases as temperature

ises [26,30]. A lower temperature was favored in the production
nd accumulation of hydrogen peroxide, and hence resulted in
igher removal efficiencies of color and COD in the cathodic cham-
er.

ig. 11. The COD removal efficiency at different temperatures; pH 8.0; current den-
ity 80 mA/cm2; NaCl addition 20 g/dm3.
Anodic 63.50% 39.70% 39.60% 38.24% 36.15%
Cathodic 19.57% 13.04% 11.15% 10.61% 9.22%
Overall 83.07% 52.74% 50.75% 48.85% 45.37%

4.6. Current efficiency

The current efficiency (CE) for the electrochemical treatment of
pollutants can be calculated using the following equation [11]:

CE (%) = CODt − CODt+�t

I × �t × 8000
× F × V × 100 (8)

where CODt and CODt+�t are the COD values (mg/dm3) at time t
and t + �t, respectively; �t (s) is the electrolysis time; I (A) is the
applied current; F is Faraday’s constant; V (dm3) is the solution vol-
ume. Table 2 shows the current efficiencies for anodic and cathodic
removal for COD at various current densities. The current efficiency
decreased with increasing current density for both anodic oxidation
and indirect cathodic oxidation. The anodic and cathodic current
efficiencies decreased from 63.5% and 19.57% to 36.15% and 9.22%,
respectively, when the current density increased from 20 mA/cm2

to 80 mA/cm2. This is probably due to more input charge being
wasted for producing side reactions at higher current density. The
highest current efficiencies for anodic and cathodic removal of COD
were 63.5%, and 19.57%, respectively.

4.7. Estimation of the operational cost

Electrochemical treatments generally have lower temperature
requirement than those of other equivalent non-electrochemical
processes, and there is almost no need for additional chemicals.
The required equipment and operations are generally simple, easily
automated and can effectively save labor cost. Typically, the invest-
ment cost is relatively high when a membrane is used in a divided
electrochemical reactor because of the high cost of the membrane.
However, this cost can be reduced by substituting a ceramic frit
for the ion permeable membrane in practical applications. This can
partly solve the problem of the high cost of membranes. However,
the problem of increasing power cost still remains.

An economic evaluation of the treatment cost can be under-
taken to ascertain the economic feasibility of the electrochemical
treatment. In this study, the operational cost includes the cost of
items such as electricity, sparging air and chemicals. According
to the results obtained in this work and the economic data from
Taiwanese market in 2008, the estimated total treatment cost for
removing 1 g COD was US $0.643 (electricity: 0.033, chemicals: 0.09,
and sparging air: 0.52) when an air cylinder was used. However, if
the air was supplied from the atmosphere, the cost was drastically
reduced to $0.123. Therefore, it is recommended to use the air from
the atmosphere in future research.

5. Conclusions

The paired anodic and cathodic removals of color and COD from
real dyeing wastewater were investigated in a divided flow-by pack-
bed electrochemical reactor, equipped with Pt/Ti screens as the
anode and graphite rings as the cathode. It was found that the

removal of COD in the wastewater was much more difficult than
the removal of color. In this work, the main removal mechanisms of
color and COD in the wastewater were found to be indirect anodic
oxidation in the anodic chamber and indirect cathodic oxidation
from the peroxide generated in the cathodic chamber. The exper-
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mental results showed that the removal efficiencies of color and
OD in the anodic chamber were much higher than those in the
athodic chamber. Considering the overall removal efficiencies of
olor and COD, both increased with increasing current density,
mount of NaCl added, and solution temperature, and decreas-
ng solution pH. The anodic and cathodic current efficiencies at
0 mA/cm2 were 63.50% and 19.57%, respectively. The total treat-
ent cost for removing 1 g COD in this work was $0.643 when an

ir cylinder was used.
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[5] D. Doğan, H. Türkdemir, Electrochemical oxidation of textile dye indigo, J. Chem.
Technol. Biotechnol. 80 (2005) 916–923.

[6] D. Rajkumar, J.G. Kim, Oxidation of various reactive dyes with in situ electro-
generated active chlorine for textile dyeing industry wastewater treatment, J.
Hazard. Mater. B136 (2006) 203–212.

[7] H.S. Awad, N.A. Galwa, Electrochemical degradation of acid blue and basic
brown dyes on Pb/PbO2 electrode in the presence of different conductive
electrolyte and effect of various operating factors, Chemosphere 61 (2005)
1327–1335.

[8] N. Mohan, N. Balasubramanian, In situ electrocatalytic oxidation of acid violet
12 dye effluent, J. Hazard. Mater. B136 (2006) 239–243.

[9] A. Fernandes, A. Morão, M. Magrinho, A. Lopes, I. Goncalves, Electrochemical
degradation of C. I. Acid Orange 7, Dyes Pigments 61 (2004) 287–296.

10] L. Szpyrkowicz, M. Radaelli, S. Daniele, Electrocatalysis of chlorine evolution on
different materials and its influence on the performance of an electrochemical

reactor for indirect oxidation of pollutants, Catal. Today 100 (2005) 425–429.

11] M. Panizza, G. Cerisola, Electrocatalytic materials for the electrochemical oxi-
dation of synthetic dye, Appl. Catal. B 75 (2007) 95–101.

12] S. Ammar, R. Abdelhedi, C. Flox, C. Arias, E. Brillas, Electrochemical degrada-
tion of the dye indigo carmine at boron-doped diamond anode for wastewaters
remediation, Environ. Chem. Lett. 4 (2006) 229–233.

[

[

us Materials 169 (2009) 16–22

[13] X. Chen, G. Chen, Anodic oxidation of Orange II on Ti/BDD electrode: variable
effects, Sep. Purif. Technol. 48 (2006) 45–49.

[14] A.M. Faouzi, B. Nasr, G. Abdellatif, Electrochemical degradation of
anthraquinone dye Alizarin Red S by anodic oxidation on boron-doped
diamond, Dyes Pigments 73 (2007) 86–89.

[15] M. Panizza, A. Barbucci, R. Ricotti, G. Cerisola, Electrochemical degradation of
methylene blue, Sep. Purif. Technol. 54 (2007) 382–387.

[16] A.G. Vlyssides, M. Loizidou, P.K. Karlis, A.A. Zorpas, D. Papaioannou, Electro-
chemical oxidation of a textile dye wastewater using a Pt/Ti electrode, J. Hazard.
Mater. B70 (1999) 41–52.

[17] J.B. Parsa, M. Abbasi, Decolorization of synthetic and real wastewater by indirect
electrochemical oxidation process, Acta Chim. Slov. 54 (2007) 792–796.

[18] G.P.R. Malpass, D.W. Miwa, D.A. Mortari, S.A.S. Machado, A.J. Motheo, Decol-
orisation of real textile waste using electrochemical techniques: effect of the
chloride concentration, Water Res. 41 (2007) 2969–2977.

[19] N. Mohan, N. Balasubramanian, C. Ahmed Basha, Electrochemical oxidation of
textile wastewater and its reuse, J. Hazard. Mater. 147 (2007) 644–651.

20] J.L. Hu, W.L. Chou, C.T. Wang, Y.M. Kuo, Color and COD removal using a three-
dimensional stacked Pt/Ti screen anode, Environ. Eng. Sci. 25 (2008) 1009–1015.

21] J.S. Do, C.P. Chen, Kinetics of in situ degradation of formaldehyde with electro-
generated hydrogen peroxide, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 33 (1994) 387–394.

22] J.S. Do, W.C. Yeh, Poxygened electrooxidative degradation of phenol with in situ
electrogenerated hydrogen peroxide and hypochlorite, J. Appl. Electrochem. 26
(1996) 673–678.

23] T. Harrington, D. Pletcher, The removal of low levels of organics from aqueous
solution using Fe (II) and hydrogen peroxide formed in situ at gas diffusion
electrodes, J. Electrochem. Soc. 46 (1999) 2983–2989.

24] A. Alverez-Gallegos, D. Pletcher, The removal of low level organics via hydro-
gen peroxide formed in a reticulated vitreous carbon cathode cell. Part 2.
The removal of phenols and related compounds from aqueous effluents, Elec-
trochim. Acta 44 (1999) 2483–2492.

25] M. Panizza, G. Cerisola, Removal of organic pollutants from industrial
wastewater by electrogenerated Fenton’s reagent, Water Res. 35 (2001)
3987–3992.

26] Z. Qiang, J.H. Chang, C.P. Huang, Electrochemical generation of hydrogen
peroxide from dissolved oxygen in acidic solutions, Water Res. 36 (2002)
85–94.

27] C. Flox, S. Ammar, C. Arias, E. Brillas, A.V. Vargas-Zavala, R. Abdelhedi, Electro-
Fenton and photoelectro-Fenton degradation of indigo carmine in acidic
aqueous medium, Appl. Catal. B: Environ. 67 (2006) 93–104.

28] A. Wang, J. Qu, J. Ru, H. Liu, J. Ge, Mineralization of an azo dye Acid Red 14
by electro-Fenton’s reagent using an activated carbon fiber cathode, Dyes Pig-
ments 65 (2005) 227–233.

29] H. Liu, X.L. Xuan, X.Z. Li, C. Wang, C.C. Jiang, A novel electro-Fenton process for
water treatment: reaction-controlled pH adjustment and performance assess-
ment, Environ. Sci. Technol. 41 (2007) 2937–2942.

30] C.T. Wang, J.L. Hua, W.L. Chou, Y.M. Kuo, Removal of color from real dyeing
wastewater by electro-Fenton technology using a three-dimensional graphite

cathode, J. Hazard. Mater. B152 (2008) 601–606.

31] M. Deborde, U.V. Gunten, Reactions of chlorine with inorganic and organic com-
pounds during water treatment—kinetics and mechanisms: a critical review,
Water Res. 42 (2008) 13–51.

32] C. Paliteiro, A. Hamnett, J.B. Goodenough, The electroreduction of oxygen on
pyrolytic graphite, J. Electroanal. Chem. Int. Electrochem. 233 (1987) 147–159.


	Paired removal of color and COD from textile dyeing wastewater by simultaneous anodic and indirect cathodic oxidation
	Introduction
	Theoretical background
	Anodic oxidation of pollutants
	Indirect cathodic oxidation of pollutants by hydrogen peroxide

	Experimental
	Results and discussion
	Time-varying reduction in ADMI color and COD
	Effect of applied current density
	Effect of NaCl addition
	Effect of pH
	Effect of temperature
	Current efficiency
	Estimation of the operational cost

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


