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Abstract A method was proposed to use alligator weed to repair dyeing wastewater. The purification

effect was investigated. An on-line monitoring technique was used to determine the content of ammonia-ni-

trogen, chemical oxygen demand (COD), total organic carbon (TOC) of dyeing plant wastewater before

and after the repairing treatment. The results showed that alligator weed can be used to purify wastewater

to some extents. With increasing time, the concentration of wastewater decreased and the removal rate

gradually increased. In conclusion, it is applicable to repair the dyeing wastewater with alligator weed and

to apply on-line monitoring techniques to monitor the process
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