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Abstract: This study evaluated the feasibility of ionizing radiation combined with coagulation–
sedimentation and Fenton oxidation as a treatment method for landfill leachate. The experiments
revealed a positive correlation between pollutant removal efficiency and increased ionizing radiation
intensity. Remarkable pollutant removal efficiencies were achieved under ionizing radiation at 50 kGy,
with a maximum of 27% removal of total organic carbon (TOC), 61% removal of total nitrogen, 51%
removal of total phosphorus, and an impressive 93% removal of NO3

−-N. With the addition of
coagulation–sedimentation and Fenton oxidation, the treatment efficiency further increased by 33%
nitrogen, 18% SCOD, and 8% phosphate. The most significant observation from the study was that for
all the different treatment methods, the results were always better for leachate samples treated with
ionizing radiation than for the untreated samples. Subsequently, biological treatment was applied
as a post-treatment method to remove residual organic carbon and nitrogen, which found that the
best removal efficiencies were only for the low salt concentration (0.5%) and the removal decreased
with increasing salt concentration. These experimental results conclusively demonstrated that when
treating leachate wastewater, it was more appropriate to employ physicochemical methods rather
than a biological treatment, primarily due to the high salt concentration present.

Keywords: ionizing radiation; coagulation–sedimentation; Fenton oxidation; biological treatment;
leachate wastewater

1. Introduction

The most common method for municipal solid waste disposal is through landfills,
which eventually create secondary pollution by generating leachate [1,2]. Landfill leachate
is a foul-smelling black or yellowish-brown liquid comprising a large amount of organic
and inorganic substances, including hard-to-degrade organic substances (such as aromatic
compounds and humic substances), inorganic salts (such as ammonia, carbonate, and
sulfate), and metal ions (such as chromium, lead, and copper) [3]. The primary features
of waste leachate include (a) a high level of organic contaminants, with chemical oxygen
demand (COD) levels reaching tens of thousands of milligrams per liter, (b) it includes a
range of recalcitrant and toxic contaminants, including heavy metal ions and hazardous
organic compounds, and (c) a high mass concentration of ammonia nitrogen, ranging from
hundreds to tens of thousands of milligrams per liter, which severely inhibits and decreases
microbial activity and limits the scope of its biological treatment [4–6]. Because landfill
leachate can contaminate ground and surface water, it is a significant public health concern,
and it can have a long-term consequence on the surrounding ecosystem.

Waste leachate treatment has been a challenging issue in the water treatment in-
dustry [7,8]. So far, several leachate treatment systems have been proposed including
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physicochemical and biochemical methods [9]. The conventional biological treatment
systems, i.e., both aerobic and anaerobic processes, are often ineffective in dealing with
the difficult-to-degrade organic matter present in landfill leachate as these processes are
primarily designed for easily degradable organic matters [6,10]. This is also supported by
the fact that the biochemical oxygen demand (BOD5) to COD ratio of landfill leachate is
≤0.4, which falls under the category of less biodegradable compounds [11]. Moreover, due
to the excess chlorine ion concentration (8% to 11%) in leachate, it is difficult to treat using
biological methods [12]. Another problem faced by the biological treatment system is the
presence of a high concentration of ammonia nitrogen and inorganic (heavy metals) ions,
which are inhibitory to the nitrifying microorganisms present in the wastewater treatment
system [13]. Hence, to achieve a better treatment efficiency using biological methods, often
a pre-treatment step involving a physicochemical process is necessary [14,15].

Among the physicochemical methods, coagulation is the simplest process to remove
suspended particles from wastewater [16,17]. However, coagulation alone cannot elim-
inate the refractory organic contaminants from landfill leachate and requires additional
treatment [1]. One such treatment method is the advanced oxidation process (AOP) which
can effectively degrade recalcitrant pollutants. AOPs include ozonation [18], Fenton oxida-
tion [19,20], photocatalytic oxidation, and electrocatalytic oxidation [21–23].

Ionizing radiation technology is another unique AOP-based wastewater treatment
method that employs gamma rays or high-energy electron beams as radiation sources
to eliminate hard-to-degrade pollutants [24,25]. Ionizing radiation can directly interact
with the pollutants or can degrade pollutants by producing hydroxyl and other reactive
species from water due to its exposure to high energy radiation [26,27]. Ionizing radiation
technology was examined in this study as the primary treatment method to provide an
effective treatment to the landfill leachate. Another AOP, Fenton oxidation was also used
as an additional treatment for landfill leachate in this current study due to its operational
simplicity and relative low cost [28,29]. In Fenton oxidation, ferrous iron is used as a
catalyst and hydrogen peroxide as an oxidant, which under optimum conditions generates
hydroxyl radicals (redox potential of 2.8 EV) that can rapidly decompose and mineralize
organic pollutants present in the wastewater [30].

There are a number of previous studies focusing on AOP-based treatment of landfill
leachate [28,31–33]. However, very few focused on a combination of different methods such
as ionizing radiation, Fenton oxidation, and coagulation. In this study, these methods are
explored together, along with biological methods, to provide a better treatment efficiency
compared to the individual technologies. The objectives of this study include optimization
of the dosage and operational conditions for ionizing radiation, Fenton oxidation, and co-
agulation processes to evaluate their combined treatment potential on landfill leachate. The
potential of an activated sludge-based biological method as the post-treatment technology
was also explored in this study.

2. Result and Discussions
2.1. Leachate Treatment Using Ionizing Radiation

Figure 1 shows the removal efficiencies of pollutants from landfill leachate at different
irradiation absorption doses. The maximum pollutant removal of 20% TCOD and 60.9%
TN was obtained with 10 kGy irradiation. Although, there are not many previous works
focusing on landfill leachate treatment using ionizing radiation, the results obtained in this
work are comparable with those observed in the limited previous studies available. For
example, Bae et al. [34] reported a 20.7% removal of dissolved organic carbon using 15 kGy
irradiation, which is relatable to the TOC removal value obtained in the current work.
Another study reported a maximum of 45.3% COD removal from leachate at an irradiation
dose of 4 kGy [2]. The low initial COD concentration of the leachate (950–983.3 mg L−1) was
the reason behind a better performance at low irradiation intensity compared to this study.
The main objective of ionizing radiation treatment is not direct pollutant removal but rather
to make the pollutants more susceptible to the subsequent treatment, including biological
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treatment, as evidenced by the reduction in less-biodegradable humic substances by 33.6%
in landfill leachate [34]. This improvement in treatment efficiency was not only reported
for landfill leachate but also for other types of wastewaters such as in textile industry [35],
papermill [36], and swine wastewater [37]. A study reported that biodegradability of textile
and dye wastewater increased by as high as 224% due to ionizing radiation treatment
(9 kGy). This indicates the potential of ionizing radiation in wastewater treatment including
highly recalcitrant wastewater. However, the treatment efficiency depended upon many
factors including the wastewater characteristics, as different intensities of ionizing radiation
seem to effect different compositions of target wastewater. Lim and Kim [37] suggested
that the carbohydrates and proteins in swine wastewater become solubilized within 20 kGy
and 75 kGy irradiation dosage, making its subsequent treatment using an ion-exchange
biological reactor better. Hence, a proper analysis of the wastewater constituents can
reveal the reason behind a specific optimum dosage and helps in further improving the
treatment efficiency.
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Figure 1. Effect of different ionizing radiation dosage on pollutants removal from landfill leachate.

The pollutant removal mechanism using ionizing radiation can be of two types: direct
and indirect action on the pollutants. Often, it has been found that indirect action, i.e.,
the generation of hydroxyl radicals, is the governing mechanism through which pollutant
degradation takes place during ionizing irradiation of pollutants containing wastewater.
When water molecules absorb high-energy ionizing radiation, the reaction in Equation (1)
occurs [2,26]:

H2O→ [2.7] e−aq + [0.6
]
H + [2.8]HO + [0.45]H2 + [0.7]H2O2 + [3.2]H+

aq + [0.5
]
OH−aq (1)

The organics present in the leachate reacts with hydroxyl radical produced due to ionizing
irradiation and is either mineralized to carbon dioxide and water molecules or broken down
to smaller size degradation byproducts. The ammonia nitrogen removal through ionizing
radiation treatment involves the following reaction scheme (Equations (2)–(7)), where through
a series of reactions, NH4

+ is converted to the nitrogenous end products nitrate (NO3
−) and

nitrogen (N2).
2NH4

+ → N2 + 8H+ + 6e− (2)

HOCl + NH4
+ → NH2Cl + H2O + H+ (3)

HOCl + NH2Cl→ NHCl2 + H2O (4)

NHCl2 + H2O→ NOH + 2H+ + 2Cl− (5)

NHCl2 + NOH→ N2 + HOCl + H+ + Cl− (6)



Catalysts 2023, 13, 1376 4 of 15

4HOCl + NH4
+ → NO3

− + H2O + 6H+ + 4Cl− (7)

Further reduction of nitrate to nitrite and nitrogen during ionizing radiation treatment
occurs through the following reactions (Equations (8) and (9)):

2NO3
− + 2H2O + 4e− → 2NO2

− + 4OH− (8)

2NO2
− + 4H2O + 6e− → N2 + 8OH− (9)

From Figure 1, it can be seen that the ammonia, total nitrogen, and total phosphorus
removal efficiency showed an increasing trend with the increase in the absorption dose with
the highest removal at 50 kGy. On the other hand, COD and TOC removal efficiencies only
improved when the irradiation dose was increased from 5 to 10 kGy. A further increase in
the irradiation did not show any increase in their removal, rather there was decrease in COD
and TOC removal at 30 and 50 kGy dosages compared with 10 kGy. Such contrary behavior
could be attributed to the formation of a higher amount of decomposition byproducts at
a high irradiation dosage due to the high amount of hydroxyl radicals generated at such
dosages (30–50 kGy) [38,39]. In the case of AOP-based wastewater treatment, often it has
been observed that degradation byproducts are more difficult to degrade and have a more
toxic effect. This may have been the reason behind the increase in COD and TOC in the
subsequent high ionization dosages. In addition, the presence of large amounts of chloride
ions in the leachate promotes the formation of chlorine-related reactive substances (Cl and
ClO) during ionizing irradiation, which facilitates the removal of ammonia through a series of
steps (Equations (10)–(15)) but inhibits the degradation of organic matter [40–42]. An increase
in the ionizing radiation dose increases the concentration of hydroxyl radicals and thus the
concentration of chlorine-related reactive substances. This explains the increased removal
efficiency of ammonia and total nitrogen with increasing doses. Such better performances for
ammonia and total nitrogen removal using ionizing radiation have been previously reported
by other authors. Lim and Kim [37] observed a maximum total nitrogen removal of 75%
from swine wastewater using a 75 kGy irradiation, dosage which is relatable to the value
obtained in this study. A very high NH4+-N removal of 98.7% from spent caustic wastew-
ater was also reported in the literature [43]; however, the initial TN value was much lower
(122 mg L−1) than the nitrogen content (11,650 mg L−1) reported in this study. This finding is
also supported by another study where an increase in the initial ammonia nitrogen concentra-
tion from 50 to 150 mg L−1 resulted in reduction of removal efficiencies from 95 to 75%, re-
spectively, at a 15 kGy irradiation dosage [44]. Considering these factors, the nitrogen removal
efficiency obtained in this current study is superior and can provide encouraging results in a
large-scale installation.

3Cl2 + 2NH+
4 → N2 + 8H+ + 6Cl− (10)

ClO + NH+
4 → NH2 + H+ + HClO (11)

NHCl2 + H2O→ NOH + 2H+ + 2Cl− (12)

NOH + NHCl2 → N2 + H2O + 2Cl− (13)

ClO− + NH+
4 → NO3 + H2O + 4Cl− + 2H+ (14)

NHCl + HOCl→ NHCl2 + OH (15)

2.2. Lechate Treatment Using Coagulation Process

Figure 2 shows the optimization of the coagulation process for treatment of ionization-
treated landfill leachate. The effect of different coagulants, namely FeCl3, Alum, Fe2(SO4)3,
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PAC1, and PAC2, were studied under different pH ranging from 3 to 7. It is clear from
this study that FeCl3 showed best total COD removal (30.4%) at pH 3 (Figure 2a) and was
selected as coagulant for further experiments. Another iron-based coagulant Fe2(SO4)3 and
zecoat-173 were the second best coagulants with 25% and 24.9% COD removal at pH 5 and
6, respectively. In most of the previous studies, an acidic pH is observed to be best suited for
iron-based coagulants [45]. Such better performances of ferric chloride for landfill leachate
treatment have been demonstrated previously by other authors as well [46,47]. Amor
et al. [47] reported a 65% COD removal with 4 g L−1 of FeCl3 dosage at pH 5 in comparison
to 39% removal by aluminum sulfate (2 g L−1 at pH 6), 21% removal by calcium hydroxide
(2 g L−1 at pH 9), and 20% removal by ferrous sulfate (2 g L−1 at pH 10 and 11). The better
coagulation performance of ferric chloride is explained by the fact that ferric ions combine
with hydroxyl ions to form ferric oxyhydroxide, which helps in flocculation [48,49]. Hence,
this type of iron-based reagent shows a combined effect of coagulation and flocculation,
resulting in a better removal efficiency of the suspended particles from the leachate.
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Many factors including inorganic/organic content of the leachate, pH, stirring time,
and speed are important criteria for deciding the pollutant removal performance via
coagulation–flocculation. Among these many factors, pH plays a critical role as the sus-
pended particles cannot form an agglomerate unless the pH reaches the isoelectric point
of the suspended molecules in the solution [47]. Although the maximum COD removal
was at pH 3, pH 4 was chosen for further studies due to the fact that the COD removal
efficiency for both these pH values is similar. Considering the amount of acid required
to lower the pH, a higher pH value of 4 was selected as the optimum pH in this study.
Furthermore, the turbidity of the resulting solution after the coagulation process was better
at pH 4 compared with pH 3 (results not shown), which provided another incentive for
choosing pH 4 as the optimum pH value for the coagulation process.

Figure 2b shows the TCOD removal efficiencies at different dosages of FeCl3. The
TCOD removal efficiency increases with the increase in the FeCl3 dosage from
600 mg L−1 to 1000 mg L−1, with a best TCOD removal efficiency of 39.14% at
1000 mg L−1 FeCl3 dosage. However, further increases in the FeCl3 dosage to 1200 and
1400 mg L−1 decreased the TCOD removal efficiency to even lower COD removal values
than those obtained using 600–800 mg L−1 coagulant dosages. During the coagulation
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process, the ions in the coagulant can form colloidal clusters with pollutants (such as
organic matter and heavy metals) present in the wastewater to be treated. However, the
excess amount of coagulant can change the surface charge of the colloids, making it difficult
to form colloids, leading to a decrease in the removal efficiency of pollutants [50]. This
could be the reason behind low TCOD removal at a high coagulant dosage.

Later on, four different cationic and anionic polyacrylamides were investigated as
coagulant aids to treat the landfill leachate. Figure 2c shows that compared to other
coagulant aids, anionic polyacrylamide HAP-2723M is able to remove a significant amount
of TCOD (46.5%) and obtain a low effluent turbidity (49 NTU) at the 20 mg L−1 dosage.
Further dosage optimization of HAP-2723M as a coagulant aid revealed that 15 mg L−1

is the optimal dosage, with 49.7% TCOD removal efficiency from the landfill leachate
(Figure 2d). The removal efficiency values were low for the other coagulant aid dosages. As
the name suggests, coagulant aids help in the coagulation process by allowing solids to be
separated more readily via gravity settling or during the filtration process [51,52]. The main
role the coagulant aids serve is that they enhance the efficacy of tiny particles and flock to
join together and form larger-sized flocks, which are better for their own removal [53,54]. In
this study too, such an improvement due to the addition of a coagulant aid was observed as
the TCOD removal improves by nearly 10% under the same experimental conditions of pH,
coagulant (FeCl3) concentration, and agitation. However, an optimum ratio between the
coagulant and coagulant aid exists without which it is difficult for forming larger flocs. Due
to this reason, a variation in pollutant removal could be observed with different coagulant
aid dosages.

The effect of ionizing radiation on leachate treatment using coagulation–sedimentation
was significant, particularly for COD removal. The TCOD removal increased with an
increase in the ionizing radiation intensity, and this difference reached its highest at 50 kGy
radiation, where the removal efficiency is 19% higher than the value obtained without any
ionizing radiation treatment (Figure 3a). A similar observation was previously made by
Bao et al. [55], where combined irradiation–flocculation treatment of sewage showed that
the combined treatment was more successful in COD removal than either irradiation or
flocculation alone. Another study showed that an additional 10% COD removal could
be achieved by combined ionizing radiation and coagulation treatment compared to only
irradiation [2].

Catalysts 2023, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 15 
 

 

was better at pH 4 compared with pH 3 (results not shown), which provided another 
incentive for choosing pH 4 as the optimum pH value for the coagulation process. 

Figure 2b shows the TCOD removal efficiencies at different dosages of FeCl3. The 
TCOD removal efficiency increases with the increase in the FeCl3 dosage from 600 mg L−1 
to 1000 mg L−1, with a best TCOD removal efficiency of 39.14% at 1000 mg L−1 FeCl3 dosage. 
However, further increases in the FeCl3 dosage to 1200 and 1400 mg L−1 decreased the 
TCOD removal efficiency to even lower COD removal values than those obtained using 
600–800 mg L−1 coagulant dosages. During the coagulation process, the ions in the 
coagulant can form colloidal clusters with pollutants (such as organic matter and heavy 
metals) present in the wastewater to be treated. However, the excess amount of coagulant 
can change the surface charge of the colloids, making it difficult to form colloids, leading 
to a decrease in the removal efficiency of pollutants [50]. This could be the reason behind 
low TCOD removal at a high coagulant dosage. 

Later on, four different cationic and anionic polyacrylamides were investigated as 
coagulant aids to treat the landfill leachate. Figure 2c shows that compared to other 
coagulant aids, anionic polyacrylamide HAP-2723M is able to remove a significant 
amount of TCOD (46.5%) and obtain a low effluent turbidity (49 NTU) at the 20 mg L−1 

dosage. Further dosage optimization of HAP-2723M as a coagulant aid revealed that 15 
mg L−1 is the optimal dosage, with 49.7% TCOD removal efficiency from the landfill 
leachate (Figure 2d). The removal efficiency values were low for the other coagulant aid 
dosages. As the name suggests, coagulant aids help in the coagulation process by allowing 
solids to be separated more readily via gravity settling or during the filtration process 
[51,52]. The main role the coagulant aids serve is that they enhance the efficacy of tiny 
particles and flock to join together and form larger-sized flocks, which are better for their 
own removal [53,54]. In this study too, such an improvement due to the addition of a 
coagulant aid was observed as the TCOD removal improves by nearly 10% under the same 
experimental conditions of pH, coagulant (FeCl3) concentration, and agitation. However, 
an optimum ratio between the coagulant and coagulant aid exists without which it is 
difficult for forming larger flocs. Due to this reason, a variation in pollutant removal could 
be observed with different coagulant aid dosages. 

The effect of ionizing radiation on leachate treatment using coagulation–
sedimentation was significant, particularly for COD removal. The TCOD removal 
increased with an increase in the ionizing radiation intensity, and this difference reached 
its highest at 50 kGy radiation, where the removal efficiency is 19% higher than the value 
obtained without any ionizing radiation treatment (Figure 3a). A similar observation was 
previously made by Bao et al. [55], where combined irradiation–flocculation treatment of 
sewage showed that the combined treatment was more successful in COD removal than 
either irradiation or flocculation alone. Another study showed that an additional 10% 
COD removal could be achieved by combined ionizing radiation and coagulation 
treatment compared to only irradiation [2]. 

 
Figure 3. Effect of ionizing radiation on pollutant removal efficiency using coagulation–
sedimentation treatment. (a) COD and zeta-potential, (b) total nitrogen and total phosphate. 

Figure 3. Effect of ionizing radiation on pollutant removal efficiency using coagulation–sedimentation
treatment. (a) COD and zeta-potential, (b) total nitrogen and total phosphate.

The ionizing radiation causes larger size particles to be broken down into smaller
particles, along with generating different radicals. This causes changes in the physical
properties of the suspended particles in the raw leachate and helps them to better coagulate
during the coagulation–sedimentation step to be removed more efficiently. Another im-
portant point to be noted here is that the Zeta potential value decreased proportionally to
the irradiation intensity (−3 mV (0 kGy) to −7 mV (50 kGy)) (Figure 3a), which may have
played a role in the better removal of organic matter during the subsequent coagulation
step, even though the coagulant dosage and experimental conditions remained same. From
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Figure 3b, it could also be observed that there was no significant effect of ionizing radiation
on the TN and TP removal during coagulation. The reason could be attributed to the fact
that nitrogen is a dissolved compound and coagulation does not have any effect on its
removal [55,56]. In the case of phosphate, the removal efficiency is high for most of the
experimental conditions and seems to be independent of ionizing radiation intensity.

2.3. Comparative Study of Coagulation–Sedimentation after Ionizing Radiation Treatment and
Coagulation Process Combined with Ionizing Radiation

The comparison between different treatment sequences for ionizing radiation and
coagulation showed contradictory results for the different pollutants present in the leachate.
In the cases of COD and phosphate removal, the coagulation–sedimentation followed by
ionizing radiation was more favorable, with 19% and 35% respective increases in their
removal compared to the values obtained during simultaneous ionizing radiation treat-
ment and coagulation (Figure 4a). However, nitrogen and ammonia removal were better
with coagulation during ionizing radiation treatment. When coagulation is performed
simultaneously with ionizing radiation, the addition of FeCl3 as a coagulant increased the
concentration of chloride ions in the leachate, which can cause a rise in the chlorine radical
formation leading to a positive impact on the nitrogen removal efficiency. The interaction
with chloride ions promoted the removal of ammonia via a series of reactions between
hydroxyl radicals and chloride ions, as explained earlier (Equations (2)–(7)) [40–42]. How-
ever, large amounts of chloride ions inhibit organic degradation, so the organic removal
was lower when the coagulation treatment was performed along with ionizing radiation.
This is the reason that although nitrogen removal improved with simultaneous coagulation
and ionizing radiation, the COD removal was lowered. Nevertheless, the effectiveness of
ionizing radiation was again confirmed from the results shown in Figure 4b. Irradiating
landfill leachate at 50 kGy radiation intensity provided an additional 3% for SCOD, 14%
for total nitrogen, 25% for TP, and 27% for NH4

+ removal compared to the results obtained
without any ionizing treatment.
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2.4. Effects of Fenton Oxidation

Figure 5a depicts the experimental findings of the TCOD removal from leachate
wastewater using the Fenton process. A maximum TCOD removal efficiency of 51.4% was
obtained when the H2O2:Fe2+ ratio was 1:1.25. The TCOD removal efficiency for other
ratios, particularly those lower to this optimum value (<1:1.25), was much lower, indicating
the significance of the optimum ratio between the reactant and catalyst during the Fenton
process. The low iron concentration indicates that H2O2 may have failed to generate a
sufficient amount of hydroxyl radicals required for reacting and degrading pollutants
present in the landfill leachate. Furthermore, even at a higher H2O2:Fe2+ ratio, the COD
removal efficiency was low. This could be attributed to the fact that the presence of an
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excess amount of iron causes a trapping effect on hydroxyl radicals, leading to a reduced
effectiveness of hydroxyl radical oxidation of organic matter and hence the elimination
rate of TCOD also reduced [17]. Another reason could be that in the case of a high Fe2+

concentration, H2O2 rapidly oxidizes Fe2+ to Fe3+, causing a large amount of H2O2 to
be oxidized in the process, weakening the system’s catalytic activity. In the subsequent
experiment, the H2O2 and Fe2+ dosages were increased in a gradual manner (by keeping
their ratio fixed at 1:1.25) to check its effect on TCOD removal from the leachate (Figure 5b).
The TCOD removal efficiency increased with an increase in the H2O2 dosage with a
maximum value of 62.5% at 1600 mg L−1 H2O2 and 2000 mg L−1 iron concentration. The
amount of hydroxyl radicals produced is directly proportional to the H2O2 concentration,
and hence it is no surprise that increasing the dosage improves the COD removal efficiency.
The impact of ionizing radiation was again prominent even for Fenton oxidation. The
pollutant removal efficiencies of Fenton oxidation under optimum condition were 60.3%
TCOD, 68.9% SCOD, 55.1% TN, 92.6% TP, and 62.6% ammonia for ionizing radiation and
coagulation pretreated leachate and were higher for all the parameters when compared
with values obtained with samples not treated using ionizing radiation.
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There are a number of previous studies on Fenton treatment of landfill leachate; how-
ever, most of them focused on this method alone rather than the combined treatment
approach taken in this study. Zhang et al. [57] reported nearly 62% COD removal with
a H2O2 to Fe2+ ratio of 1.5 and a pH of 2.5 within 30 min of the reaction time. Deng [58]
showed 61% COD removal from a mature landfill leachate sample with a higher H2O2 to
Fe2+ ratio of 3. Another similar study found 63% COD removal, while treating mature land-
fill leachate with 20 mg L−1 iron and 113 mM H2O2 dosage [47]. These pollutant removal
values matched well with those observed in our current study, indicating the feasibility of
this method to be implemented successfully in the industry to treat landfill leachate.

The importance of the ionizing radiation treatment is further highlighted when we
compare the pollutant removal values from subsequent treatment methods (Figure 6). Here,
in Table 1, two different scenarios are compared with the key difference being the addition
of the ionizing radiation step. In the case of ionizing radiation being the first step in the
treatment sequence, an initial 5.1% soluble COD, 61% total nitrogen, 41% ammonia nitrogen,
and 51% phosphate is removed. Not only that, in the subsequent coagulation–flocculation
step, the leachate treated with ionizing radiation showed much better removal (22% and
23% higher SCOD and TP) compared to the leachate not exposed to ionizing radiation.
Even for the Fenton oxidation, ionizing radiation proved to be beneficial, as for almost all
the different parameters, a lower effluent pollutant concentration could be achieved with
this method. The coagulation–flocculation as a pretreatment to Fenton oxidation also has a
positive impact on the Fenton oxidation process. The main constituent of the mature landfill
leachate is humic substances [46], which along with other organic suspended particles
present in the leachate are well known for their hydroxyl radical scavenging effect [47]. The
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removal of such compounds through coagulation–flocculation prior to Fenton oxidation
caused its better performance using an even lower optimum reactant dosage. Overall,
following all the treatments, the methods including ionizing radiation treatment showed
74% SCOD, 83% TN, 63% ammonia nitrogen, and 97% phosphate removal (Figure 6,
Table 1), whereas for the same leachate solution without ionizing radiation, the respective
removal efficiencies were much lower at 56%, 50%, 45%, and 89% for SCOD, TN, NH4

+-N,
and TP.
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Table 1. Comparative study between different treatment processes with or without the addition of
ionizing radiation treatment.

Raw Leachate Ionizing Radiation (50 kGy) Coagulation–Sedimentation Fenton Oxidation Effluent

Concentration
(mg L−1)

Concentration
(mg L−1) Removal (%) Concentration

(mg L−1) Removal (%) Concentration
(mg L−1) Removal (%) Removal (%)

SCOD 23,950 22,730 5.1 12,920 43 7070 69 74
T-N 11,650 4500 61 3990 11 2020 55 83

NH4-N 1662.5 982.3 41 959 2.4 622 37 63
T-P 109.8 54 51 13.6 75 3.1 94 97

Raw Leachate Coagulation–Sedimentation Fenton Oxidation Effluent

Concentration
(mg L−1)

Concentration
(mg L−1) Removal (%) Concentration

(mg L−1) Removal (%) Concentration
(mg L−1) Removal (%) Removal (%)

SCOD 23,950 Not applicable 18,980 21 10,620 56 56
T-N 11,650 10,240 12 5840 50 50

NH4-N 1662.5 1412.4 15 912 45 45
T-P 109.8 53 52 12 89 89

2.5. Biological Treatment as Post-Treatment to Combined Ionizing Radiation,
Coagulation–Sedimentation and Fenton Oxidation Process

Biological treatment was explored in this study as a post-treatment for the land-
fill leachate following different physicochemical treatments such as ionizing radiation,
coagulation–sedimentation, and Fenton oxidation process. Table 2 shows the total organic
carbon and nitrogen concentration before and after the biological treatment conducted
for a period of 24 h. The influent to the biological treatment was pre-treated via the three
methods mentioned before. The results showed that TOC and TN removal was best for a
low Cl− ion concentration in the wastewater. In the case of TOC removal, the best removal
of 68% was for a 4% salt concentration in the leachate, whereas the maximum nitrogen
removal of 73% was for a 0.5% salt concentration. The reason for such an observation is that
a high salt concentration is inhibitory to the biomass growth and their normal biological
activity [59]. Such an adverse effect of a high salt concentration on biological treatment is
supported by previous literature as well. For instance, Ching and Redzwan [60] observed
that both the pollutant removal and biomass growth were inhibited at more than 3.0% salt
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concentration while treating saline fish processing wastewater using an aerobic continuous
flow bioreactor system. Even in the case of anaerobic systems, biogas production and
organic compound degradation were completely inhibited at a high salt concentration of
80 mS cm−1 EC [61]. Another study by Alkaabi et al. [62] reported a significant decrease in
the methane yield and organic leachate production from municipal solid waste treating
anaerobic bioreactor due to the inhibition caused by a high salt concentration (3%).

Table 2. Effect of biological treatment on (a) TOC and (b) TN present in pre-treated landfill leachate.

(a) Total organic carbon (TOC) concentration

Cl− concentration 0.5% 4% 8%

Irradiation intensity 0 kGy 50 kGy 0 kGy 50 kGy 0 kGy 50 kGy

Initial TOC (mg L−1) 140 mg L−1 80 mg L−1 83 mg L−1 68 mg L−1 58 mg L−1 50 mg L−1

Final TOC (mg L−1) 54 mg L−1 30 mg L−1 64 mg L−1 51 mg L−1 91 mg L−1 72 mg L−1

(b) Total nitrogen (TN) concentration

Cl− concentration 0.5% 4% 8%

Irradiation intensity 0 kGy 50 kGy 0 kGy 50 kGy 0 kGy 50 kGy

Initial TN (mg L−1) 40 mg L−1 23 mg L−1 66 mg L−1 69 mg L−1 65 mg L−1 55 mg L−1

Final TN (mg L−1) 26 mg L−1 6.2 mg L−1 84 mg L−1 77 mg L−1 58 mg L−1 57 mg L−1

The final TOC value increased compared to the initial TOC value at an 8% salt con-
centration by almost 44%. It is well known that a high salt concentration causes osmotic
pressure on bacterial cells, which can lead to cell death and cell lysis [59,62]. The organic
matter present inside the cell can be released into the media under such high saline condi-
tions causing a rise in TOC and nitrogen values [59,63]. Hence, to achieve a better treatment
efficiency using a biological process, the salt concentration needs to be at a minimum. This
study also clearly demonstrates the unsuitability of biological methods to treat raw landfill
leachate due to the inhibitory effect of high salt concentrations present in raw leachate,
which requires it to be first treated using one or more physico-chemical methods, as shown
in this work. The ionizing radiation could be one such method that can be used successfully,
as for all the different salt concentrations, the samples with ionizing irradiation showed a
better treatment performance during the biological treatment (Table 2).

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Collection and Characterization of Landfill Leachate

The leachate was collected from a sanitary landfill site located in the northwestern part
of Republic of Korea. This landfill is a closed type and has been operated for over 30 years.
Hence, the leachate obtained from this site can be characterized as mature landfill leachate.
Leachate samples were collected from the retention pond and taken to the laboratory for
storage as soon as possible. To avoid biological or chemical changes, samples are kept
in a refrigerator at 4 ◦C. The leachate was characterized using the standard method [64],
and the main leachate characteristics were as follows; pH: 9.74; conductivity: 337,200 µs
cm−1; suspended solids (SS): 227,280 mg L−1; total chemical oxygen demand (TCOD)
concentration: 26,940 mg L−1; soluble chemical oxygen demand (SCOD) concentration:
23,950 mg L−1; total organic content (TOC) concentration: 4697 mg L−1; ammonia nitrogen:
6117 mg L−1; total nitrogen (TN): 116,506,117 mg L−1; total phosphorus (TP): 109.8 mg L−1;
chloride (Cl−) concentration: 89,673 mg L−1; and turbidity: 13.05 NTU.

3.2. Leachate Treatment Using Ionizing Radiation

The reactor for ionizing radiation treatment was manufactured using a stainless-steel
plate made of SUS316. The diameter and height of the reactor were 250 mm and 400 mm,
respectively, and a circular diffuser was installed at the bottom to supply compressed air. A
total of 600 mL of leachate was added to the reactor during electron beam irradiation and
was performed while continuously supplying compressed air to the reactor. As compressed
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air was supplied to the reactor, bubbles were generated in the leachate inside the reactor
creating conditions for efficient electron beam irradiation. A 10 MeV electron beam from
the Rhodotron TT200 gas pedal at the Korea Atomic Energy Research Institute was used
for the irradiation step, outputting 5 and 10 MeV electron beam lines with a maximum
power of 100 kW. The absorbed dose at the location of the samples was measured using a
CTA film dosimeter. All experiments were carried out at room temperature. In this study,
different irradiation doses (5–50 kGy) were used to investigate the effect of irradiation dose
on contaminant removal.

3.3. Leachate Treatment Using Coagulation

The coagulation test was performed using a jar test apparatus with 1 L volume
cylindrical beakers. The experimental setup had impellers affixed to rectangular blades
to stir the liquid during the reaction. The reaction volume was 400 mL. Initially, the
effect of four different coagulants, namely ferric chloride (FeCl3), alum, ferrous sulfate
(Fe2(SO4)3), poly aluminum chlorides (PAC1 and PAC2), at different pH ranging from 3 to
7 were studied. The solution pH was adjusted using 1 M H2SO4 or 1 M NaOH. After, the
coagulant was then added to the leachate samples, the solution was mixed in two phases:
first, rapid mixing at 150 rpm for 5 min and then, slow mixing at 30 rpm for 20 min. After
the mixing, the reaction mixture was left alone for 60 min for flocs to settle. Since FeCl3
showed a better result compared to other coagulants, it was used in further experiment
where its optimum dosage was found out by adding it within the range of 600–1400 mg L−1.
Cationic and anionic polyacrylamide (HAP-2723M, HAP-2745L, HCP-8440VH, and HCP-
8560VH) were used as coagulant aids to evaluate their effectiveness to reduce TCOD and
turbidity of treated leachate. Further optimization of coagulant aid dosage was performed
at 5–25 mg L−1 range with HAP-2723M, as it showed the best removal result.

3.4. Simultaneous Ionizing Radiation with Coagulation–Sedimentation

In order to study the effectiveness of ionizing irradiation together with coagulation
treatment, a sperate experiment was conducted, during which optimized dosage and
experimental conditions obtained from the previous section (Section 2.3) were used. The
experiment used FeCl3 as the coagulant (1000 mg L−1) together with an anionic coagulant
aid (HAP-2723M, 15 mg L−1) at pH 4. The experimental conditions were rapid mixing
at 150 rpm for 5 min, followed by slow mixing at 30 rpm for 20 min, and settling time of
60 min (without any mixing).

3.5. Leachate Treatment Using Fenton Oxidation

Similar to the coagulation experiment, a jar test apparatus was used for Fenton oxidation
as well. A total of 400 mL of leachate solution following coagulation was taken in 1 L volume
beaker and a fixed amount of freshly prepared FeSO4 and 35% H2O2 were added to the
wastewater. The pH of the solution was adjusted to 4 using 1M H2SO4. The oxidation
experiment was carried out by mixing the reactant and catalyst at 150 rpm for 60 min, then
followed by adjusting the solution pH to 8, and again mixed rapidly at 150 rpm for 5 min.
This increase in pH to 8 stops the Fenton reaction by oxidizing residual H2O2 present in the
solution [65]. Finally, the solution was mixed at slower pace of 30 rpm for 20 min., before
being allowed to settle for 60 min. Again, the optimal conditions were determined using
single-factor experiments. For optimizing the iron dosage during Fenton oxidation, hydrogen
peroxide concentration was kept fixed at 1000 mg L−1 (COD:H2O2 = 7.1:1) and the iron
concentration was varied to obtain an H2O2 to Fe2+ of 1:0.5, 1:0.75, 1:1, 1:1.25, and 1:1.5. Later,
at the optimal H2O2:Fe2+ ratio of 1:1.25, the dosage of these two reactants were varied from
initial 800:100 to 1200:1500, 1400:1750, 1600:2000, and 2000:2500 mg L−1 to determine the
optimum condition for leachate treatment. The respective COD to H2O2 ratios for these
dosages were as follows: 8.8:1, 5.9:1, 5:1, 4.4:1, and 3.5:1.
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3.6. Biological Treatment of Pretreated Landfill Leachate

Biological treatment of landfill leachate treated with ionizing radiation, coagulation,
and Fenton oxidation was performed using activated sludge in a 2 L volume beaker. For
experimental purposes, 50 mL of leachate solution was added to 950 mL of activated sludge
to make up the reaction volume to 1 L. Since the leachate used in this study has high salt
content, the effect of salt concentration (i.e., chloride ion) on COD and nitrogen removal by
activated sludge was examined. The original chloride ion concentration was around 9%
in the raw leachate, which was reduced to 0.5% in leachate following three pretreatments
applied to it. Due to this reason, three chloride concentrations, i.e., 0.5%, 4%, and 8%, were
selected to evaluate the effect of salt concentration on feasibility of biological treatment.
The desired salt concentration in leachate was achieved by adding desired amount of NaCl.
The beaker containing leachate solution and activated sludge was continuously supplied
with air during the experiment to ensure the DO level was more than 3. The pH value was
controlled at 7.0–7.3 to provide ideal conditions for biological treatment. The biological
reaction continued for a duration of 24 h. Following the reaction, samples were filtered
using a GFC filter (Merck Millipore, Darmstadt, Germany) prior to their analysis.

3.7. Analytical Methods

COD was measured calorimetrically using a DR/4000U spectro-photometer (HACH
Company, Loveland, CO, USA) using standard closed reflux method. The COD analysis
was performed with samples that are diluted 5 times to avoid interference due to Cl−

ions present in the samples. The pH values were determined using pH meter (pH Meter,
model ST300, Ohaus, Parsippany, NJ, USA), and turbidity values were determined using
turbidimeter (2100N, Turbidimeter, HACH, Loveland, CO, USA). Water samples were
passed through 0.45 µm acetate membranes for TOC analysis, and TOC was determined
using a total organic carbon analyzer (TOC, TOC-5000A, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan). Anions
and cations were determined using Ion Chromatography-Mass Spectrometer, Metrohm
(Herisau, Switzerland).

4. Conclusions

This study demonstrated the feasibility of a combined treatment approach involving
ionizing radiation, coagulation, Fenton oxidation, and biological processes for landfill
leachate. A maximum of 27% of TOC, 61% of nitrogen, and 51% of phosphorus removal
efficiency was achieved along with a very high (93%) NO3

−-N removal at 50 kGy ionizing
radiation. The reduction of Zeta potential from −3 to −7 mV via ionizing irradiation
appears to increase the efficiency of downstream coagulation/sedimentation treatment.
Among the different coagulants studied, FeCl3 showed the best pollutant removal prop-
erties. Further, the optimization of the coagulation process was carried out, and under
the optimum condition, the total COD removal improved to 45.1%. Another AOP-based
treatment method, Fenton oxidation, was explored for treating leachate. The pollutant
removal increased to 62.5% TCOD, 55.10% TN, 62.6% NH4

+, and 92.6% TP with the ad-
dition of Fenton oxidation along with the treatment chain. Finally, biological treatment
was examined as the post-treatment followed by the other three treatment methods, which
showed an additional 25% TCOD and 73% of nitrogen removal. However, the effect of
chloride ions on the biological treatment was significant, and an effective treatment could
only be achieved at low salt (0.5–4%) concentrations. Most significantly, the importance of
ionizing radiation treatment on the subsequent treatments including biological treatment
was highlighted in this study.
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5. Wdowczyk, A.; Szymańska-Pulikowska, A. Analysis of the possibility of conducting a comprehensive assessment of landfill

leachate contamination using physicochemical indicators and toxicity test. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2021, 221, 112434. [CrossRef]
6. Remmas, N.; Manfe, N.; Zerva, I.; Melidis, P.; Raga, R.; Ntougias, S. A critical review on the microbial ecology of landfill leachate

treatment systems. Sustainability 2023, 15, 949. [CrossRef]
7. Tugtas, A.E.; Cavdar, P.; Calli, B. Bio-electrochemical post-treatment of anaerobically treated landfill leachate. Bioresour. Technol.

2013, 128, 266–272. [CrossRef]
8. Borba, F.H.; Leichtweis, J.; Bueno, F.; Pellenz, L.; Inticher, J.J.; Seibert, D. Pollutant removal and acute toxicity assessment (Artemia

salina) of landfill leachate treated by photo-Fenton process mediated by oxalic acid. J. Water Process Eng. 2019, 28, 159–168.
[CrossRef]

9. Show, P.L.; Pal, P.; Leong, H.Y.; Juan, J.C.; Ling, T.C. A review on the advanced leachate treatment technologies and their
performance comparison: An opportunity to keep the environment safe. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2019, 191, 227. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

10. Tan, B.; He, L.; Dai, Z.; Sun, R.; Jiang, S.; Lu, Z.; Liang, Y.; Ren, L.; Sun, S.; Zhang, Y.; et al. Review on recent progress of
bioremediation strategies in Landfill leachate-A green approach. J. Water Process Eng. 2022, 50, 103229. [CrossRef]

11. De Carluccio, M.; Sabatino, R.; Eckert, E.M.; Di Cesare, A.; Corno, G.; Rizzo, L. Co-treatment of landfill leachate with urban
wastewater by chemical, physical and biological processes: Fenton oxidation preserves autochthonous bacterial community in
the activated sludge process. Chemosphere 2023, 313, 137578. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Hasnine, M.T.; Anand, N.; Zoungrana, A.; Palani, S.G.; Yuan, Q. An overview of physicochemical and biological treatment of
landfill leachate. In Circular Economy in Municipal Solid Waste Landfilling: Biomining & Leachate Treatment: Sustainable Solid Waste
Management: Waste to Wealth; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2022; pp. 115–152.

13. Fazzino, F.; Bilardi, S.; Moraci, N.; Calabrò, P.S. Integrated treatment at laboratory scale of a mature landfill leachate via active
filtration and anaerobic digestion: Preliminary results. Water 2021, 13, 2845. [CrossRef]

14. Pasalari, H.; Esrafili, A.; Rezaee, A.; Gholami, M.; Farzadkia, M. Electrochemical oxidation pretreatment for enhanced methane
potential from landfill leachate in anaerobic co-digestion process: Performance, Gompertz model, and energy assessment. Chem.
Eng. J. 2021, 422, 130046. [CrossRef]

15. Anjum, M.; Anees, M.; Qadeer, S.; Khalid, A.; Kumar, R.; Barakat, M.A. A recent progress in the leachate pretreatment methods
coupled with anaerobic digestion for enhanced biogas production: Feasibility, trends, and techno-economic evaluation. Int. J.
Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 763. [CrossRef]

16. De Torres-Socías, E.; Prieto-Rodríguez, L.; Zapata, A.; Fernández-Calderero, I.; Oller, I.; Malato, S. Detailed treatment line for a
specific landfill leachate remediation. Brief economic assessment. Chem. Eng. J. 2015, 261, 60–66. [CrossRef]

17. Oloibiri, V.; Ufomba, I.; Chys, M.; Audenaert, W.T.; Demeestere, K.; Van Hulle, S.W. A comparative study on the efficiency of
ozonation and coagulation–flocculation as pretreatment to activated carbon adsorption of biologically stabilized landfill leachate.
Waste Manag. 2015, 43, 335–342. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Wang, J.; Bai, Z. Fe-based catalysts for heterogeneous catalytic ozonation of emerging contaminants in water and wastewater.
Chem. Eng. J. 2017, 312, 79–98. [CrossRef]

19. Liu, Y.; Fan, Q.; Wang, J. Zn-Fe-CNTs catalytic in situ generation of H2O2 for Fenton-like degradation of sulfamethoxazole. J.
Hazard. Mater. 2018, 342, 166–176. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2021.120407
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2019.108501
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.126627
https://doi.org/10.1080/10643389.2013.876524
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2021.112434
https://doi.org/10.3390/su15020949
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.10.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2019.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-019-7380-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30887225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2022.103229
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2022.137578
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36529163
https://doi.org/10.3390/w13202845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2021.130046
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms24010763
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2014.02.103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2015.06.014
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26117422
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2016.11.118
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2017.08.016


Catalysts 2023, 13, 1376 14 of 15

20. Tang, J.; Wang, J. Metal organic framework with coordinatively unsaturated sites as efficient Fenton-like catalyst for enhanced
degradation of sulfamethazine. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2018, 52, 5367–5377. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Hosny, M.; Fawzy, M. Sustainable synthesis of a novel hydrothermally carbonized AuNPs-hydrochar nanocomposite for the
photocatalytic degradation of cephalexin. Biomass Convers. Biorefin. 2023, 1–18. [CrossRef]

22. Eltaweil, A.S.; Abdelfatah, A.M.; Hosny, M.; Fawzy, M. Novel biogenic synthesis of a Ag@ Biochar nanocomposite as an
antimicrobial agent and photocatalyst for methylene blue degradation. ACS Omega 2022, 7, 8046–8059. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Li, C.; Jiang, F.; Sun, D.; Qiu, B. Catalytic ozonation for advanced treatment of incineration leachate using (MnO2-Co3O4)/AC as
a catalyst. Chem. Eng. J. 2017, 325, 624–631. [CrossRef]

24. Suresh, D.P.; Kowald, C.; Lassalle, J.; Staack, D. Remediation of Poly-and Perfluorinated Chemical Substances (PFAS) in the
Environment by Ionizing Technology. In Ionizing Radiation Technologies: Managing and Extracting Value from Wastes; John Wiley &
Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2022; pp. 223–228.

25. Trojanowicz, M. Removal of persistent organic pollutants (POPs) from waters and wastewaters by the use of ionizing radiation.
Sci. Total Environ. 2020, 718, 134425. [CrossRef]

26. Bao, Q.; Dong, J.; Dong, Z.; Yang, M. A review on ionizing radiation-based technologies for the remediation of contaminated
groundwaters and soils. Chem. Eng. J. 2022, 446, 136964. [CrossRef]

27. Wang, J.; Zhuan, R.; Chu, L. The occurrence, distribution and degradation of antibiotics by ionizing radiation: An overview. Sci.
Total Environ. 2019, 646, 1385–1397. [CrossRef]

28. Wu, C.; Chen, W.; Gu, Z.; Li, Q. A review of the characteristics of Fenton and ozonation systems in landfill leachate treatment. Sci.
Total Environ. 2021, 762, 143131. [CrossRef]

29. Qian, X.; Ren, M.; Fang, M.; Kan, M.; Yue, D.; Bian, Z.; Li, H.; Jia, J.; Zhao, Y. Hydrophilic mesoporous carbon as iron (III)/(II)
electron shuttle for visible light enhanced Fenton-like degradation of organic pollutants. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2018, 231, 108–114.
[CrossRef]

30. Yu, S.; Xiaofang, Y.; Zhaoyi, Y.; Dongsheng, W.; Chaocheng, Z. Organic pollutant removal from high-salinity wastewater by
coagulation-Fenton integrated process. Chin. J. Environ. Eng. 2017, 11, 4958–4964.

31. Chen, G.; Wu, G.; Li, N.; Lu, X.; Zhao, J.; He, M.; Yan, B.; Zhang, H.; Duan, X.; Wang, S. Landfill leachate treatment by persulphate
related advanced oxidation technologies. J. Hazard. Mater. 2021, 418, 126355. [CrossRef]

32. Mahtab, M.S.; Islam, D.T.; Farooqi, I.H. Optimization of the process variables for landfill leachate treatment using Fenton based
advanced oxidation technique. Eng. Sci. Technol. Int. J. 2021, 24, 428–435. [CrossRef]

33. Lei, Y.; Hou, J.; Fang, C.; Tian, Y.; Naidu, R.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, X.; Zeng, Z.; Cheng, Z.; He, J.; et al. Ultrasound-based advanced
oxidation processes for landfill leachate treatment: Energy consumption, influences, mechanisms and perspectives. Ecotoxicol.
Environ. Saf. 2023, 263, 115366. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Bae, B.U.; Jung, E.S.; Kim, Y.R.; Shin, H.S. Treatment of landfill leachate using activated sludge process and electron-beam
radiation. Water Res. 1999, 33, 2669–2673. [CrossRef]

35. He, S.; Sun, W.; Wang, J.; Chen, L.; Zhang, Y.; Yu, J. Enhancement of biodegradability of real textile and dyeing wastewater by
electron beam irradiation. Radiat. Phys. Chem. 2016, 124, 203–207. [CrossRef]

36. Shin, H.S.; Kim, Y.R.; Han, B.; Makarov, I.E.; Ponomarev, A.V.; Pikaev, A.K. Application of electron beam to treatment of
wastewater from papermill. Radiat. Phys. Chem. 2002, 65, 539–547. [CrossRef]

37. Lim, S.J.; Kim, T.H. Combined treatment of swine wastewater by electron beam irradiation and ion-exchange biological reactor
system. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2015, 146, 42–49. [CrossRef]

38. Chu, L.; Yu, S.; Wang, J. Gamma radiolytic degradation of naphthalene in aqueous solution. Radiat. Phys. Chem. 2016, 123, 97–102.
[CrossRef]

39. Wang, J.; Chu, L. Irradiation treatment of pharmaceutical and personal care products (PPCPs) in water and wastewater: An
overview. Radiat. Phys. Chem. 2016, 125, 56–64. [CrossRef]

40. Wojnárovits, L.; Takács, E. Rate constants of dichloride radical anion reactions with molecules of environmental interest in
aqueous solution: A review. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2021, 28, 41552–41575. [CrossRef]

41. Zhang, Y.; Li, J.; Bai, J.; Li, L.; Chen, S.; Zhou, T.; Wang, J.; Xia, L.; Xu, Q.; Zhou, B. Extremely efficient decomposition of ammonia
N to N2 using ClO− from reactions of HO− and HOCl generated in situ on a novel bifacial photoelectroanode. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 2019, 53, 6945–6953. [CrossRef]

42. Wang, S.; Hu, J.; He, S.; Wang, J. Removal of ammonia and phenol from saline chemical wastewater by ionizing radiation:
Performance, mechanism and toxicity. J. Hazard. Mater. 2022, 433, 128727. [CrossRef]

43. Zuo, S.; Zhang, Y.; Guo, R.; Chen, J. Efficient removal of ammonia nitrogen by an electrochemical process for spent caustic
wastewater treatment. Catalysts 2022, 12, 1357. [CrossRef]

44. Son, Y.S.; Kim, K.H.; Kim, K.J.; Kim, J.C. Ammonia decomposition using electron beam. Plasma Chem. Plasma Process. 2013, 33,
617–629. [CrossRef]

45. Naceradska, J.; Pivokonska, L.; Pivokonsky, M. On the importance of pH value in coagulation. J. Water Supply Res. Technol.—AQUA
2019, 68, 222–230. [CrossRef]

46. Vedrenne, M.; Vasquez-Medrano, R.; Prato-Garcia, D.; Frontana-Uribe, B.A.; Ibanez, J.G. Characterization and detoxification of a
mature landfill leachate using a combined coagulation–flocculation/photo Fenton treatment. J. Hazard. Mater. 2012, 205, 208–215.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b00092
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29617120
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13399-023-04893-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c07209
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35284719
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2017.05.124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134425
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2022.136964
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.07.415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.143131
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2018.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2021.126355
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jestch.2020.08.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2023.115366
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37573610
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(98)00488-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2015.11.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0969-806X(02)00348-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2015.03.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2016.02.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2016.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-14453-w
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b00959
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2022.128727
https://doi.org/10.3390/catal12111357
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11090-013-9444-x
https://doi.org/10.2166/aqua.2019.155
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2011.12.060
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22244343


Catalysts 2023, 13, 1376 15 of 15

47. Amor, C.; De Torres-Socías, E.; Peres, J.A.; Maldonado, M.I.; Oller, I.; Malato, S.; Lucas, M.S. Mature landfill leachate treatment
by coagulation/flocculation combined with Fenton and solar photo-Fenton processes. J. Hazard. Mater. 2015, 286, 261–268.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Maleki, A.; Zazouli, M.A.; Izanloo, H.; Rezaee, R. Composting plant leachate treatment by coagulation-flocculation process.
Am.-Eurasian J. Agric. Environ. Sci. 2009, 5, 638–643.

49. Rui, L.M.; Daud, Z.; Latif, A.A.A. Coagulation-flocculation in leachate treatment by using ferric chloride and alum as coagulant.
Int. J. Eng. Res. Appl. 2012, 2, 1929–1934.

50. Sudoh, R.; Islam, M.S.; Sazawa, K.; Okazaki, T.; Hata, N.; Taguchi, S.; Kuramitz, H. Removal of dissolved humic acid from water
by coagulation method using polyaluminum chloride (PAC) with calcium carbonate as neutralizer and coagulant aid. J. Environ.
Chem. Eng. 2015, 3, 770–774. [CrossRef]

51. Oladoja, N.A. Advances in the quest for substitute for synthetic organic polyelectrolytes as coagulant aid in water and wastewater
treatment operations. Sustain. Chem. Pharm. 2016, 3, 47–58. [CrossRef]

52. Bratby, J. Coagulation and Flocculation in Water and Wastewater Treatment; IWA Publishing: London UK, 2016.
53. Tran, N.; Drogui, P.; Blais, J.F.; Mercier, G. Phosphorus removal from spiked municipal wastewater using either electrochemical

coagulation or chemical coagulation as tertiary treatment. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2012, 95, 16–25. [CrossRef]
54. Shi, J.; Dang, Y.; Qu, D.; Sun, D. Effective treatment of reverse osmosis concentrate from incineration leachate using direct contact

membrane distillation coupled with a NaOH/PAM pre-treatment process. Chemosphere 2019, 220, 195–203. [CrossRef]
55. Bao, H.; Liu, Y.; Jia, H. A study of irradiation in the treatment of wastewater. Radiat. Phys. Chem. 2002, 63, 633–636. [CrossRef]
56. Dosta, J.; Rovira, J.; Galí, A.; Macé, S.; Mata-Alvarez, J. Integration of a Coagulation/Flocculation step in a biological sequencing

batch reactor for COD and nitrogen removal of supernatant of anaerobically digested piggery wastewater. Bioresour. Technol.
2008, 99, 5722–5730. [CrossRef]

57. Zhang, H.; Choi, H.J.; Huang, C.P. Optimization of Fenton process for the treatment of landfill leachate. J. Hazard. Mater. 2005,
125, 166–174. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Deng, Y. Physical and oxidative removal of organics during Fenton treatment of mature municipal landfill leachate. J. Hazard.
Mater. 2007, 146, 334–340. [CrossRef]

59. Wang, K.; Li, L.; Tan, F.; Wu, D. Treatment of landfill leachate using activated sludge technology: A review. Archaea 2018, 2018,
1039453. [CrossRef]

60. Ching, Y.C.; Redzwan, G. Biological treatment of fish processing saline wastewater for reuse as liquid fertilizer. Sustainability
2017, 9, 1062. [CrossRef]

61. Ogata, Y.; Ishigaki, T.; Nakagawa, M.; Yamada, M. Effect of increasing salinity on biogas production in waste landfills with
leachate recirculation: A lab-scale model study. Biotechnol. Rep. 2016, 10, 111–116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Alkaabi, S.; Van Geel, P.J.; Warith, M.A. Effect of saline water and sludge addition on biodegradation of municipal solid waste in
bioreactor landfills. Waste Manag. Res. 2009, 27, 59–69. [CrossRef]

63. He, H.; Chen, Y.; Li, X.; Cheng, Y.; Yang, C.; Zeng, G. Influence of salinity on microorganisms in activated sludge processes: A
review. Int. Biodeterior. Biodegrad. 2017, 119, 520–527. [CrossRef]

64. APHA. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 21st ed.; American Public Health Association/American
Water Works Association/Water Environment Federation: Washington, DC, USA, 2005.

65. Khalaf, N.N.; Alabdraba, W.S. Removal of acetaminophen from aqueous solutions by hybrid Fenton oxidation and adsorption.
IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci. 2022, 1120, 012008. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2014.12.036
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25590819
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2015.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scp.2016.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2012.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2018.12.110
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0969-806X(01)00619-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2007.10.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2005.05.025
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16011874
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2006.12.026
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/1039453
https://doi.org/10.3390/su9071062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.btre.2016.04.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28352531
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X07082107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2016.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/1120/1/012008

	Introduction 
	Result and Discussions 
	Leachate Treatment Using Ionizing Radiation 
	Lechate Treatment Using Coagulation Process 
	Comparative Study of Coagulation–Sedimentation after Ionizing Radiation Treatment and Coagulation Process Combined with Ionizing Radiation 
	Effects of Fenton Oxidation 
	Biological Treatment as Post-Treatment to Combined Ionizing Radiation, Coagulation–Sedimentation and Fenton Oxidation Process 

	Materials and Methods 
	Collection and Characterization of Landfill Leachate 
	Leachate Treatment Using Ionizing Radiation 
	Leachate Treatment Using Coagulation 
	Simultaneous Ionizing Radiation with Coagulation–Sedimentation 
	Leachate Treatment Using Fenton Oxidation 
	Biological Treatment of Pretreated Landfill Leachate 
	Analytical Methods 

	Conclusions 
	References

