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Introduction
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Conclusion

From our experiments we concluded that chemical

Water Seperation System. The main goal is create an
efficient protocol to alleviate the suspended oil particles
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and lower the COD in the water. 250 500 coagulation + flotation was not cleaning produced
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COD and turbidity. The higher pH yielded a turbidity
and COD reading of 66 FNU and 1228 mg/L compared
to the lower pH of readings of 74.2 FNU and 1276
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3 S 100 order to verify the feasibility of our results in a large
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varying parameters. The parameters used were current, 15t Round of Results of Electro-Oxidation for Site 1 will incorporate an active oxidation process to our
coagulant, and time. Various trials were conducted using protocol.
different combinations such as increasing the current
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