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i EDBETFTEERBECMCTS) h 24K AHBEAM AT ERHBA LA =7 a4
(DMO) A £ R 4R BRI R A RS FH &AM B F X% AN CMCTS-¢-CPAM, X A v &
Wk (RSMD /3 3] CMCTS-g-CPAM ¢ B 2 H# & &4 . LB B A 2 h. AN AN R E o8 H
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Optimization of photopolymerization CMCTS-g-CPAM by response surface
methodology and evaluation of sludge dewatering performance
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(1. College of Urban Construction, Nanjing Tech University, Nanjing 211800, P. R. China; 2. School of Urban Construction
and Environmental Engineering; Chongqing Engineering Research Center of Water

Treatment Coagulant, Chongqing University. Chongqging 400045, P. R. China )

Abstract: The novel cationic flocculant of CMCTS-g-CPAM was synthesized by polymerizing carboxymethyl
chitosan (CMCTS), acrylamide (AM) and methacryloyloxyethyl trimethyl ammonium chloride (DMC)

under ultraviolet (UV) radiation. The response surface method was adopted to obtain the optimum
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preparation conditions:illumination time 2 h, initiator mass fraction 0.04 %, pH=8. FT-IR and ' H-NMR

of the graft copolymer indicated that AM, DMC and CMCTS have been successfully aggregated.

Additionally, it can be verified by sludge dewatering test that it has good sludge dewatering performance:
SRF decreased from 9. 10X 10" m/kg to 1. 96 X10" m/kg, and FCMC decreased from 90. 15% to 79.28%,

at the flocculant dosage and pH of 30 mg/L and 10, respectively. Sludge dewatering effect and economic

benefits of CMCTS-g-CPAM are significantly precede to commercially available CPAM. Simultaneously,

the research provides a reference for the flocculation treatment in the field of sludge dewatering and the

application of chitosan modification in sludge dewatering.

Keywords: carboxymethyl chitosan; ultraviolet light initiated polymerization;acrylamide;sludge dewatering;
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Kaiyisie ™, HEERE . ALY & 2.t
FEARRE s LR AR, FEERARE S5 EE
Fe . — P A TR AT, B T DT R B 225 1Y ) I
R A TG KR IR V5 K AL T R
ARl 5 IR A R AR E R R E R

15K 15 Te K G F & K AR & L X %G
e 1 Je R Ab 3 i — i PRI . 2 w8 1 T ki b
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HRAEAT 15 R AR L TH BB ST RE P A AR S
FEL/IN CBRAS f  SE dl 0) T U A R S R T DR K
GE VST N N 1 7 SRR B
QB PP R /TE = WA (E P = =3 i I 2 <6
TOHLTE B 79 Rk 3 A0 R P9 M T e S 2L 88 ) 2o
PR AN 5 B, ks e i . R, BB
150 5 By B AR L R T 8 B K R R Ry 3 e B
K4Sk Y . R 3k 5% B OB (Carboxymethyl
chitosan, CMCTS) fE b 7c BT AW B A 5 b
fift oy OV L A TE SR R R AT A O B AE TS YR K
SN FHBOR R L (R B TR B AR RS T
JIN SRR RG BB | A R AU A Bl s 3 L TE — 2 T
(15 T 32 2 R . R, O A2 R ORE T T

(Acrylamide, AM) il B 5 45 T 4 <, 3 — W R G b g%
(Methacryloyloxyethyl Trimethylammonium chloride,
DMO) AL B TC 5 | o) B i 1 7¢ R0 85 BT R A
PR T A B — AT AL gk R AR BRI . AM
FIFH B 754k DMC /Y5 A AT R K EE CMCTS B9 %¢
PE AR M R B A FEESS I IE G, PR, B
PR B P 7 SROMH ik 2R B 5 HL AT B 9 1) Hl iy rp R
W R HRATRAE DU LAE B 75 TR K b B

5% LA CMCTS, AM,DMC Jy # Ak , 3R i 4 4b
65l K FE A I A J7 A & BB 5 B CMCTS-g-
CPAM, FXHERIL R Y #E 4T FT-IR FI' H-NMR %
(IR 3 = NS B S i B o i i O B 1 R R A
I T CPAM AHXT H . % 4B T4 B /K 74 5B # 22
Tl

1 SR HTE

1.1 e

R LS BB (CMCTS) | TN 45 Bt e CAMD | /i
FE I A O = RS A (DMO) (A = 7
PREE R (V-50), DL b 25 /i B 0 B Bp i T k500 (
) A FRAF] L A A A ER R L TC oK 2B 7 i 3K )
¥R 5y M s, W [ RS AR fd R AR BA SR A PR A A L T
H CPAMCPH & B 14 780 5k 40 % ,800 J1),
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Table 1 The properties of the sludge
V5 R JIED 758 T AL/ 1578 LB/
) B D DH fi ‘ e 1 VE W I B S
KE/ % TKE/ % MEE/NTU (g+kg™ ") (m -+ kg ")
98.7 90.15 8. 40 60.9 337.4 9.10X 10 o, A AN /NTORL A A B R

MK L2 HE 2% (SHZ-DAD) . 1 [ W7 T
A ZR A B BT A 20 A 5 F AV IR S XU T 48 48 (DHG-
9070A) , W F JL ST T A A 8 A BR 52 4R 2> 7] 5 28 4hw]
WA (UV-5100) , W A I B &Rl 2F U A

BRZS w5 4% B 3L PR A CAVANCE  500), 77 [ 1% [®
BRUKER 2 ] s 1 #h 6 3% 3 #1 AL (510PFT-IR) , 7 H
92 Nicolet 73w ; 45 Fft 715 (1) 5% B4 1 25 12 0 LA 22 A
G145, B B ot A (SR A B RS A FR A Rl 4RI
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1.2 XBWHE

DCMCTS o . #2 B — 5 Jit &t b 4 1) Bk i
CMCTS.AM.DMC T/ 9] B H . i A i & 28
K Pk IR AW 78 2 0 i ;8 20 15 min R,
MA— & & V-50 J5 i &< Smin; K % £ 589 A
eI EfE TR AN SO AT R A RO 5 R
— 2 I ]S o BN A% B i E ik 1 h, AR R A
OAEWNEARERE W REW A& ER AT K L
Bt f 2 iR 4 4l 24 b S A5 L EUR B KL BT 50 C
P AT I S KU T R A L G T OB B L O 43 S A5 F
CMCTS-g-CPAM ¥ K,

215 UK K 3= 1 1 U8 4R A A [ U <F b, I
By B3 SR IR AT E W U 2k 100 mL W3R V5 e
A U= BRI g 28 58, dEA T h g e SR ]
A1) R SR ARV, A B B IR (<20 min) 5%
FRELad U8 20 min(— F PR FF 2025 B B 457 1k dil %, X
R DEE TR R AE 105 C 4T 2 h BfHE,
SRIG I % FCMC, 31144 SRF,

2 XWHER5ITIE

2.1 MEEmAEFSREERETRESHN

2.1.1 RS54 R VUG RHEELE &
fill, MR HE me B T 3% ( Box-Behnken A8 1) % i1 R
L RO G R MR B pHE ' B[R] O 25 42 %
Z5AMF, CMCTS-g-CPAM R MR B2 Sy i 1y {8 XF
CMCTS-g-CPAM I il £ 4% {4 04T 52 50 & 31, S0 50
N ZE KKFE L 2, X CMCTS-g-CPAM #4145 4
PEHEAT = 2 =K Y I3 T, g 37 B30 m] )3 A
BRI 3,

K2 WMEESTERRKFE
Table 2 Analytical factors and levels of RSM

K TN ERMEA /Y% pHEHB) JE IR ] (C) /h
—1 0.02 6 1

0 0. 04 8 2

1 0. 06 10 3

3 M0 RLTE LI I% VT R W R E
Table 3 Test design and response values of RSM

LT A B C FRYEREE/(mL « g D)
1 —1 1 0 993. 21
2 0 0 0 1273.88
3 0 —1 —1 944. 55
4 —1 0 1 1 001.98

2 |ROP & L) % 41 %
S5 A B C BEPEREE/(mL - g D)

6 0 0 0 1 266. 64

7 1 —1 0 992. 59

8 0 0 0 1 268. 85

9 —1 0 —1 891. 90

10 0 —1 1 1 026. 65

11 —1 —1 0 989, 47

12 0 1 1 1 045. 28

13 0 0 0 1 194. 45

14 1 0 1 1153.13

15 1 1 0 1 083.76

16 0 0 1273.77

17 1 0 —1 967. 56
2.1.2 F £ HIRFIHE . pH EHAET] K

f A5 CMCTS-g-CPAM $E K5 B 22 10] (1) 01 05 5 72
m= (D R,

Bk kG B =1 255. 52+ 40. 06A + 15. 78B +
58.22C + 21. 88AB + 18. 88AC + 1. 48BC —
115. 28A% —125. 49B* —136. 60C” (D

T4 REET R 2. BER 4L
R 2 A (F = 22. 33,0, 000 1<<P <
0.05), v, 5 2 M 5% ) 4R vk Ry e 5| & B ]
651 K FH R pH . 3 AN PR ZE AR B AR A
ER R R Y R LR 2 (P>0.05), H
Yoo RABUR=0.966 3, B B AL IF P oE R AL Ry =
0.923 1, HIULUEEA , 1455 AL RE fift B 92. 31 %6 M i {F
(A8 Ak, SEBRAE -5 F0I0 R (14 AH 5 PE K4, BT % A
X CMCTS-g-CPAM il £ & F 9 e Ak 45 o bt

R4 AESW

Table 4 Analysis of variance

kR EFMm BmE By Value Prob>F & #F¥

B 2.70X10° 9 29953.44 22.33  0.0002 @I
A 12838.17 1 12838.17 9.57 0.0175 @3
B 1992.29 1 1992.29 1.48 0.2625 ANE#H
C 27119.78 1 27 119.78 20.21 0.0028 &
AB 1910. 68 1 1910.68 1.42 0.2716 AEH
AC 1425.13 1 1425.13 1.06 0.3370 ABF
BC 8.81 1 8.81 0.0l 0.9377 ARF
A? 55952.14 1 5595214 41.71  0.0003 ¥
B? 66 302.06 1 66 302.06 49.42  0.0002 @&
c? 78 566.53 1 78566.53 58.56 0.0001 ¥

B2 9 391. 29 7 1341.61
BIARME 4690.42 3 1563.47 1.33 0.3820 AEH
apiRFE 4700.88 4 1175.22

MR 2.79X10° 16
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2.1.3 "mp@BERIN NEBEENSILFNWEE. LA, 4% BT P 2 X% CMCTS-g-CPAM 54 Kl B 5%

pH A 51 & wf | 3 A4 B3R K H 22 5 AE R
CMCTS-g-CPAM Ff ¥ Al B2 19 52 ma, R JH 41
Design Expert10 #4770 87, ir 5 3 28 ma 7 il 1 5 %
FRA A W 1~F 3 iR .

RHERGHE (i)

0.5

CH )
°

-0.5

ANEHI BRI BEI%

B 1 kS EZFKEM pH EXZXEF M CMCIS-g-CPAM
BUHEMENREERES %
Fig. 1 Mutual effect of photo-initiator concentrationon

and pH on intrinsic viscosity
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Fig.2 Mutual effect of photo-initiator concentrationon

and illumination time on intrinsic viscosity

HFHEREE/ (m-g )

PR (g

B3 SEEEF pH EXEHIN CMCIS-g-CPAM
BHEENHEERSES &

Fig.3 Mutual effect of illumination time and pH on

intrinsic viscosity

me) N7 T P R B RE R B 4% IR X CMCTS-g-
CPAM H5 R B2 1 52 o L ke i b A 43 B 5 ) ik
K BT LR I TR U S e v BRI 26 R A R G R A
EAR ARy o9 =Bl AR R DA N N 3 B R L

M) (9 8 2 PR K Uk R o6 51 R B AL O 51 & Rk R
pHAE . AHEAE T3 AR B AR AR %
M5, B 458 5 % 4 107 22 90 B Ir 49 45 18 — 3L,
ME 1 A A [ O 51 & Lk BT, CMCTS-g-
CPAM R PR BERE A pH B A K, Je 19 J5 0805 [T 5E
pH (B, 38 6 51 % 700 v BE X5 M Al BE 1) 52 i Sk e
THERE . J6T1 &0 W BTN pH R0 R Al B 52 i 2
FEAER AR L 651 & R BE R 0. 0396 ~0. 057 %,
pH {H N 6.80~9.50, & 2 0] 1, B % 't B A (1]
(9 S R PR RG R 2 T R i A 5 B D6 51 Rk
A3 T R PR R S 1 R /DN Ol T Rk B e A
B A 0. 03% ~ 0. 058% , ot M& i} ] f 44 v Bl R
1.50~2. 90 h, )t BB B X P R B S R, X
Wl 5 FE 7 22 e A 45 SR — 2. th B 3 AT, Ol I
E] 5% pH A I — [ 7 B, o5 — A~ B3R 56 4 M R B2 1
PRSI ee: N = W N iU R S S e Rl ]
1.50~2.80 h Fl 6. 70~9. 50, ¥ # 52 T4 F % 5 vk
K BE 5 R 3

2.1.4 HAKE HFRREMKLKN CMCTS-¢-CPAM
il 28 2 % 2 (O iR 14 [l 05 5 A8 43 A 2R At 45 31 i
FE W 5 2500 ot 51 & R BE 0. 04% 0 B B[]
2.23 h.pH {HH 8. 16, 7E L. & WL & 14 T . CMCTS-g-
CPAM FRPEAL BB (E M 1 266, 79 mL/g, XTHEAIE)
TEf P AT 90 E 8 IE B0 A G S5 ZEETR R
W BE O BB 1] pH B4 51 0.04%6.2 h.8 1 &A1
L #ET 3 4PAT SR L 43 A% 2] CMCTS-g-CPAM ¢
PEKE RSB 1 248. 42,1 194. 69,1 323.81 mL/g,F
Bl 1 255. 64 mL/g. SEHGE 5 UM AH ) AH X 5
ZEh 0. 884, UF BH 2 155 7Y B 45 4 Hb 2 B i CMICT'S-
g-CPAM 1)l £ 21 .

TE T A B R 3R S v, B A Y e A A R AR
JEE AR YR BE L CMCTS W BHE 1 1 651 & 7
We B CpH {E 651 & B[] 4350 R 40%6.8%0 .40 % .
0.04%.8.2 h, M, R H RSB AR RS B i
KAE 50 1 082, 88%,94. 16 % F1 1 288. 77 mL/g.,
M) 7 T 32538 o A 7 O 51 R R vk BE L pHL R DG BR
[B] X} CMCTS-g-CPAM F 14 Kl B 52 1l 1) — 7K 22 351 5K
SRR R & R R S H S8 AR TR AR T R B Y 52
Wi, gk — ik T CMCTS-g-CPAM 1Y & W 25 1F
R 1 7 1T 50 27 A5 FR R[] U9 7 R B o0 A DA B A Y
Bk A5t e LA AR OGRS 2 h o651k
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% 41 %

FIMEEE S 0,04 % pH {H R 8, I B 45 PRGBS B
241 255. 64 mL/g. 450 1IF 52 % 5 W0 480 A
R AHXS R 258 0. 87 %,

2.2 CMCTS-g-CPAM By R1E

2.2.1  CMCTS-g-CPAM 4t 4 & i & 42 X
CMCTS-g-CPAM #1721 4l i R AIE L Ho 41 4h 6 1%
K& 4 i, CMCTS-g-CPAM 140G i K
3409.05 cm™ 'l 3 196. 43 cm "4b4 I N—H fif
AEHR S I IR L2 935,13 em YAb S AM () B EE A
WH T C—H A4 iz sl e g, 1 611, 71 em™' ~
1664.75 ecm "Ab Rl C == O W 45 & 3h W ik
o RAETWAEWERCH 1500 cm ' ~900 em ™!
X 38 g WG Wi i 45 &2, Horp 1452, 62 cm ' &b DMC
R g 5L O BRARAE W s L 1 212, 04 em” A
CMCTS HopE b g 2R 18 1 5 (C—O—C) B 4 3l 1
Wi, 1132, 97 em™ Ak —C—OH H C—0O M4
PRBHWET 1084, 76 em ! Ah Ry — S IR I ) 45
PRSI, 954. 11 ecm™ ' Ab iy DMC H g 5L I H 3
FRAE g . CMCTS-g-CPAM 1 fig A 45 44 o ]
i 3 CMCTS, AM Fl DMC B9 FRAE B fig A1, i itk
U, =R IR ARG .

m%[lZ—lB]

954.11

1084.76

1664.75

2| 3196.43

n
<
x
S
3
o

3

600 1200 1800 2400 3000 3600

P/ em!
El 4 CMCTS-g-CPAM 41 5p 33 E

Fig. 4 Infrared spectrum of CMCTS-g-CPAM

2.2.2 CMCTS g-CPAM ## %k £ 42 CMCTS-g-
CPAM Hy#% G I 4k S ik Kl 5 e, Kb, o=
471X 107" b i B FI E K DO 1Y i+ fk 2=
Bl 1017 ~1. 27 X 10~ B fk 24 i 8% o 55— CH,
(R T W T 1. 64~ 1. 67 X 10 ° &b Hy B K £k 2 if
Bl AM g FE R T T, 2,19 ~2. 22 X 10°°
A AL F—CH,—CH—CONH, I & W 3 i 1
g, 2. 94~2.95X10 ° b B AL = B —NH, 1Y
U, 3.18~3.19 X 10 *Ab i Ak 2E0 # Hy
DMC H () N-—(CH; ), [ H 3L it 7 1§, 3. 49 ~
3.52X10 Mk # i h—CH,—N" (CH,), ML
FJE R T 06, 3. 63~3.79X10° Ab M 3 & 1k 2% f

¥ CMCTS Holl 6 b J5i 5 1Y W e i, 3. 93 X 10°°
Ab HE IR0 £ 25 A7 B8 X B 2R —CH—OH. o ik Y 3 i
T, 4. 04~ 4. 06 X 10 ° b 2F 2 B8 —O—
CH, — [ W F 3 Jog F o)

3.19

40 35 30 25 20 15 10
1710 300

4.06

1.67

150
& 100
[se) o« N
o ©~
e S 8 23% 50
e & o -
S WS NCY

80 75 70 65 60 55 50 45 40 35 30 25 20 15 10 05 00
f1/10-6

5 CMCTS-g-CPAM #Z#; iR §if
Fig.5 Nuclear magnetic resonance spectrum of CMCIS-g-CPAM

B CMCTS-g-CPAM Ay 4% i 34 4% 03 & al %,
CMCTS.AM #il DMC FEAiE JE A 19 7 - 0 25 4 A Bl
77 CMCTS-g-CPAM ) &% B rp i 30, 560 3
AT IR A R CMCTS-g-CPAM,

2.3 TRk

2.3.1 HmEsFRMARMEGHm  REF K
T X ¥ e K P RE Y S e an K] 6 PR . LA, 52
Y55 R B pH=8. 40, B} A X JH A 35 1% R i Ak B
AN EAE 10~60 mg/L WA, FCMC 1 SRF
SIS 2R )N T 9 18 38 i 6 e, JFAE 30 mg/L
Ak 3k B B ARAG L 439 R 79. 06 % 1 2. 02X 10 m/kg,

82.6fF

3.0
81.9 =
< 2.8:50
8L2r 26 £
£180.5 ” =]
§79s 2
= 223
=

79.1} 20 B

10 20 30 40 50 60
HINR/(mg-L)
B 6 ImMEXTiTIRAKR MW

Fig. 6 Effect of dosage on sludge dewatering

TET5 U6 B K B, £ 3& & 1 CMCTS-g-CPAM
AT U TP /N 2R AR S o R B AR R DB AR
2k, [\, BT CMCTS-g-CPAM H & 4 85 A%
JE 0 R B ORE M R 3R ORI K B B B ER SR AL, 1S
CMCTS-g-CPAM 4 BCH M . 8 0 A 75 U8 i 7k
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sk, 1) 22 A 18] %) R p o AN D O o8 W R AR A7 4 1
R B4 R T8 BURCR 2 £ F 22 11 2R 42 Rt
Rt B2, & i £ R R F CMCTS-g-
CPAM 43 FHE 1 7050 1 72, [] B 38 2 7 i e, fif T
B A7 5 BELAF CMCTS-g-CPAM 73 1 5 75 U UKL 1Y
A R Y AR 53 B RUCR BRI

2.3.2 pHALMTFRBL KM Ha K 7 B
S pH BN T3 18 M 7K S5C5R 1) 52 mm  ahb e, 52 0 ) 1 4
Jnas R 30 mg/L. WEFTR, BE pH A /3,
FCMC Hl SRF 2 &k — T+ 5 - B AR — T = 19 22 fb
PRI S5 R RN 59 BPE SR, B BB/ 7 pH
H R 10 B 35 2] e /IME, 47 51 79. 28 % Fil 1. 96 X
10" m/ kg, HeJ5 R 25 6 04 R 65 X5 U8 Hh A EPS
H—ERH, EPS 78Rk ok & sk 41 & & Ak
fifE S BRI YR Uk N R A K L $ K TS T8 K B L
e A, B A pH E A A4, V5 e HT O
OH™ ¥ it & A8 4k, &) B 35 76 UKL 3R 18, 52 0 5
PRABORL B9 7 L PR, JE T 2 CMCTS-g-CPAM 5 il
A L R R R o RN 5 D A {0 e A AR S
T TG YR R A 7 AR B AN RRLR 2 5 CMCTS-g-
CPAM 1E o 76 2025 1l D8 400 Bf o, 08 i BC TR okt o L 24
IR 7 B FE DR ARG, T B0TS VR ME DL L U8 L DB DR F KR
5 e U BH AR K .

88

5.6
86 =
14.8 w0
8 e
@ 84r \ 40 :j
g 82 32 éf
2 '\ X
80 241
\\ L,E

78 L L L L 11.6

4 6 8 10 12
IR/ (mg-L)
H: —a— BKXK —— R

B 7 pH x5 R Bk i 6L 80 80
Fig.7 Effect of pH on sludge dewatering performance
2.3.3 pHALXF RIS RES MG FHa pHEXS
15 U ML AN R A 00 A L RT3 5T R K R T TR
R BRI 2B R R R . R I R
JFH TR — i T2 b £ ik R A R R T O R
F 2 S 52 s e 0 AT DU aniEl 8 TR, Bl
& pH AWM T & W PR A RS w2 i
b el Y R S ER Y NS = <
AT, 2SR TRESZG TS &, 7
pH {H> 10 B, Z 885 i 38 8 B K{E M 33. 36 mg/L,

HOR PR L pH A AR Wi ¥ e J0r 3 i vk, Xt
Te i 23 A A Fm . I5 U8 I R 1L AN A Ak A 2R 35
o335 e EPS 0 6 M, 38 o gk iR A
JORN 20 Th T L R T A 3 7R M A
PEREE S K g, K, B pH (E /T, 2 H B
SERESETh . 22 SR K M T B A T 8 UKL N
K B RE I 15 e 1 K & H T, 20 00 P AR
S HE B pH (E A S — 25 38, sk A 4 & 5
SRR,

701 135
= 63 130
)
2561 ~
5 125 7
= 49 r — :]"
a0 g
el \\/ 20 2
425 R/
e 15
350 ) )
4 6 8 10 12
pHﬁ

B8 pHEXMINEEWHM

Fig.8 Effect of pH on the EPS of the filtrate
2.3.4 PLRMEREHEFZF oM Wi CPAM
1 CMCTS-g-CPAM X5 Je it K PR 68 19 22 5+ an &l 9
JiiR o TG U MoK i), 2% 0 is 17 F A B AR, — i
AT VR pH {H L R I, 78 25 58 W 3 K 1 fig 2 BF
SIS R X5 U8 B R B AR L R T . B 9 () L (b))
AL, B CPAM By & 7E 10~60 mg/L L FlHN
i, FCMC 1 SRF %9818 T [, H 5 & - F 9fF 78
60 mg/L bk B IHAR, 53518 82. 05 % F1 2. 80X 10"
m/kg, M CMCTS-g-CPAM £l &7 10~30 mg/
L o F W F, FCMC il SRF 2 R B, Bifi 5 ok B
Tt IETE 30 mg/L Ab ik E F A%, 5 514 80. 28 % Al
2.02X10"% m/kg.

H AT 401, CMCTS-g-CPAM 1 75 U i /K 4 g
Bl CPAM i %, H Hr# 1Y 25 500 £ hn & i 8
CPAM b, Xf CMCTS-g-CPAM #1745 5% L7 43
B bt B 9 L A2 77 B 48 Meas A7 23 1 ik % 37 IH
45) 153 CMCTS-g-CPAM A 29k 22 350 IG5/
W, AR 45 7 B A A RN B AR B L T e AT
b 3G e i B RAS TS A R R 5 R, R
5 AT, CMCTS-g-CPAM Ab B35 I () i AR B T 1l
B CPAM; 2 5E 5050 25 i % W], CMCTS-g-CPAM
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