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Abstract

Abstract

Energy supply is a foundation stone of economic and social development and the
environmental protection is a key for sustainable development. The speeding up of
Chineses urbanization resulted in the increasing of the production of municipal solid
waste (MSW). The MSW will worsen natural and social envinroment and restrict the
heathy development of the city. The landfill, incineration and compost treatments all
encountered problems which were maily resulted from the existence of biodegradable
organic fraction (OFMSW). Usually, the OFMSW accounts for more than 50% and
consists of kitchen waste, fruit and vegetable waste, green waste (leaves and grass)
and paper. Anaerobic fermentation is a biological process where organic matter is
converted to clean and renewable energy (hydrogen and methane) and the digested
residue can be used as fertilizer. The high organic matter and high water content of the
OFMSW is helpful for treatment using anaerobic fermentation (digestion) technology.

In this thesis, the characteristics of anaerobic fermentation production of
hydrogen and methane were investigated, the anaerobic co-production of hydrogen
and methane was introduced to increase energy recovery efficiency, and the anaerobic
co-digestion of kitchen waste and waste paper was adopted to avoid the inhibiton of
intermediate metabolite on anaerobic degradation. Next, using mechanically sorted
and water sorted OFMSW (MS-OFMSW and WS-OFMSW) as substrates, material
characteristics were analyzed and the anaerobic methane productions were carried out.
Finally, a 500 tons/day treatment process of anaerobic digestion and co-production of
heat, power and fertilizer (CHPF) was designed in the light of the bench-scale
experimental results. And the economic evaluation was carried out based on the
analysis of mass and energy balance. The main conclusions are as follows:

(1) Glucose, rice (potato), paper, lettuce, lean meat and fat (oil) were selected as
sugar, starch, cellulose, crude fiber, proten and lipid material respectively, the
experimental results of anaerobic fermentation showed that the biochemical methane
potentials (BMPs) of sugar and starch are 260 mL/gVS, and the BMPs of cellulose,
crude fiber, protein and lipid are 244, 145, 258, 757 mL/gVS respectively. The
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degradation rate constants of first-order kinetics were 0.183, 0.147, 0.190 and 0.020
d”! for mesophilic anaerobic digestion of starch, crude fiber, protein and lipid. For the
protein material, anaerobic degaradation would be inhibited by the high
concentrations of volatile fatty acids (VFAs) and ammonia and an “inhibited steady
state” without methane production may form. In case of lipid, anaerobic digestion
would be inhibited by the long chain fatty acids (LCFAs), especially under
thermophilic condition. For the OFMSW with rich starch, protein, and crude fiber, an
8 day of the digestion time was suggested for mesophilic digestion. For the OFMSW
with rich lipid, a digestion time of 47 day was necessary.

(2) The hydrogen productions of different pretreated anaerobic sludges (acid, heat,
sonication, aeration and freeze/thawing) were compared. The result showed that the
heat pretreated anaerobic sludges was the best inoculum for anaerobic hydrogen
producing fermentation. The experimental results and biochemical mechanism
indicated that carbohydrates (including sugar, starch and cellulose) are the optimal
substrate for anaerobic hydrogen production and the protein, lipid and lignocellulose
are not suitable to be substrates. The anaerobic co-production of hydrogen and
methane could be used to increase energy recovery efficiency. Compared with the
only hydrogen production, the energy efficiency improved from 7.9%, 6.8%, 1.9%, 0,
0.1% and 0 to 56.3%, 58.4%, 28.8%, 39.2%, 81.2% and 8.8% for rice, potato, lettuce,
lean meat, peanut oil and banyan leaves when the co-production process was adopted.

(3) The experimental results of anaerobic co-digestion of kitchen waste and waste
paper showed that anaerobic degradation of kitchen waste was inhibited by the high
concentration of VFAs. The anaerobic co-digestion of kitchen waste and waste paper
can be adopted to avoid the inhibiton of VFAs. The kitchen waste and waste paper
proportion of 83:17 (calculated as volatile solid) obtain the best digestion
performance with methane yield 313~360 mL/gVS and methane content 70%~80%.

(4) The mechanically sorted and water sorted OFMSW (MS-OFMSW and
WS-OFMSW) were selected and their substrate characteristics and methane potentital
were determined. The results showed that the biodegradability of MS-OFMSW is
poor with biodegradable VS of 23.64% and 17.12% for above screen and below
screen fractions respectively. The methane yields achieved the highest 201.6 and 91.7
mL/gVS when the TSr was 30%. For the below screen fraction of MS-OFMSW, it

ii
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was not advised to treatment by anaerobic digestion. A thermophilic dry process was
suggested for anaerobic treatment of above screen fraction. The WS-OFMSW was a
good material for anaerobic methane production with VS/TS of 61.6%. The methane
yield of WS-OFMSW was 273~314 L/kgVS.

(5) In case of a 500 tons/day treatment project of anaerobic digestion and
co-production of heat, power and fertilizer (CHPF), biogas production per day was
27200 m3 and the installed capacity was 3 MW. The annual net electricity generation
was 21.4x106 kWh and the organic fertilizer production per year was 13000 tons. The
economic feasibility was dependent on financial subsidy, tax incentive and extra
revenue from clean development mechanisim (CDM). When previous three
advantages were not provided, the project was not feasible financially. Otherwise, the
project has attractive investment. Introduction of CDM can substaintially increase
internal rate of return (IRR). Even no financial subsidy and tax incentive provided,
23.34% of IRR can be obtained by trade of certified emission reductions (CERs). If
financial subsidy and tax incentive provided were provided, the IRR will achieve
37.10%.

In this study, the typical components of OFMSW, kitchen waste, MS-OFMSW
and WS-OFMSW were selected as substrates and a series of anaerobic fermentations
were conducted for hydrogen or/and methane production. A 500 tons/day treatment
process of anaerobic digestion and CHPF was designed and the economic evaluation

was carried. The above work has laid a foundation for the future scaled application.

Keywords: organic fraction of municipal solid waste, anaerobic fermentation,

hydrogen, methane, economy
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Fig.1-1 The number of cities and city area in China
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Fig.1-2 The annual production of MSW and proportion of harmless treatment in China
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Table 1-1 Treatment of municipal solid wastes in China

2003 4 2004 4 2005 4 2006 4 2007 4

ToFA AR BE T H () 575 559 471 419 460
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T FACHENE AR BE ) 45 70 61 46 20 17
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T FEACAEFRE (/1) 219607 238519 256312 258048 271791
T FEA DAL T (/1) 187092 205889 211085 206626 215179
T FAAERR AL RE ) (m/ H) 15000 16907 33010 39966 44682

ToEHEE AL FE HE (i H) 16511 15347 11767 9506 7890
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Fig.1-3 The process for anaerobic fermentation of organic waste
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G EABFIIEE . AR AEREIE IR, A BRI B RIR SR

(2) HuSh7K A (hydrolyzation): HI Tk & WA AL AL e AR,
HP ARV A BB oK A 58 B L BURIIE R 2 AR KA, 73 700 2B B Spl (Bl —
B IR KBENR TR (LCFAs), 14Tk 34 41 4k FE /K i £ 4 B R0 A
TR, TR N T K b 22 R B

(3) 7[R B (acidogenesis): FRZKARRITBE™ A2 10 /N 93T E WDAE I A0 TR 1)
2 B N A B T PR R PRI BR(VF As) 2R, CO2. H2 FIE %, IForilk
41 ob

(4) 7 LI B (acetogenesis):  FRIRILIT B A~ Wt — B HAL A IR
H2 Fl CO2, %M BAAEAE M Al = MR 2. r=% & (hydrogen producing
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acetogenesis) [ 7= Z, /% (homoacetogenesis);

(5) 7= H4i 2 B (methanogenesis): 5 4R H2 Al CO2 SE#AL A H 5. CO2
FUHT 40 Mo o i 72, AL G 0 it LR 7 F Yo (aceticlasic methanogenesis)Fl4( 4
JR AL 6 (hydrogenotrophic methanogenesis).
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Fig.1-4 Biochemical model of anaerobic fermentation process
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C4) 77 HYGE A T oA Al 7™ FE 08 40 VR A Bk s 154 1

(5) Al FE A T R R e 40 VA G ) 2 15 PR 14 185 B pHAE o

25 RER N E MR 2, HIR G510 5 R 51 SO AR AT ARR
FFR, BECECN N, HRTZEX 5T BT AZ o Solera 2R ¥ 5196 6 B
WA, BUBEBK — 2K 05| (4,6-Diamidine-2-phenylindole, DAPDE & ¢ Yt 4k il
ST SN P AE Y R BOR s SR BRSO AR AR 2 E AR H Gt B4
By PR DRGSR FRAE R PR A i v R B

F AN TR Bl 2 4 240 b e )l T 1 1 R Tl IR i 5 114 B3 2 AN [, TR 6 X 248
P IR 53 A T S 2 S I o 7 R B R 7 P e BT 1 A SRR 5t o A A LB 43 BT 1)
KRR, Silvey VB IER T E b MAEMHEATIIST, S5R8W, (et
AT BN 18~38 KN IV AL S B HE LU BF IR A, AN S 60~90 K T AL &5 R

McMahon*45 L OFMSWRIA: #5545 R I 5 RAEUR A, Rk TR i 1
RNA ) SE SR A AT FRARET A 28 11 A0 T2 v 7= 0 1 R 7 Y o B i (A . 46
REH], EATET WA R RS CRRIREE,  BEI H e )\ B R B
(Methanosarcina spp.) & FEME LR FRew, (EAE AR T H A BAKK
LIRWRIE, & IRETWLEE (Methanosaeta concilii) 7 X EHAL . FERGE BEG
WAL R, IR K H AT E (Syntrophobacter wolinii) ) KA N TR, A4
PR FGEAT BB e 07 FRBE 1T, X ] BB TR (R AU 55 7 FR e B SG 5 T 1A
MR EAL . A BRSPS, SR T R S5 M 0 P47, RV F e
FRRFIT e )\ 28 R B 1807 PR TR R A T, (L2 e 1 oy 4 e Sl e

R LL R, PSS R A B EE R N (PCR) BiARP RIS i ik
BRIk AT (DGGED %, REME by A AL I ) A SR AL 2 B,
AU B 47 1) A BIAR 7T A A ML 3R R A A

1.3.3 REKBEF H2
1.3.3.1 JREA KR WES) 1%

AR PRI B T TR R 2RI PRI R SE, TR SR E
Ve WA R TR S sORRRE A, IR RGNS BB H BT K Er st
ZHEMAE, s L2 AE . Bk, VFZ U AR R AR T 77 IR
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AR L2 AR 3 ) A58, AR INASEARY (1 552 Jot DA S 3k B X
K, AWTURE RIS ) A58 FZAT AR J LR

(1) —2 A )12 (First order kinetic model) ;

(2) ARE5HTE 43 DAY (Unstructured nonsegregated model) ;
(3) AE&5#y 5B A (Unstructured segregated model) ;

(4) R RIBI (Metabolic structured model)

— B IR S TN AR E Y B R R A e Y, RO R R
PRI SR AR AL o — S8y ) A4 A0 3 P TS0 53 2 LT 19 43 R K gk
P2, AR B b A /s, A% R AP0, U5 B NI
NFISARI= 2 —A RITA O L 2 BRI 2050 kX, 2 o ] A
T A T SIS o ARSI SR Y R 00 5 o eI e RO AR P T FLAZR R o
S FLAAR R W ol R B S N AT A AT MR T0, A RE T SR AR (R 4% 112220

i T = PR S A A AL AR AR R 2 e AR, e — Bl IS AR A K
(RIBE T AR o X =)y ) B AL T- Monod B Contois 77 #2: AR5 K9 T0 53
BRI B AR, (AN RS BRI AR Y R AR I, R R T
G RIS A X 50 77 2 SR WA (K 5 B 72 AR S 43 20 B A 5 6
ANTFFERNLON S, I HEPIRAN RIS Y (R A 0 (™= I R 7™ FE b 1 ) 1% PE A
N0 Angelidaki L 2 T — PRI 45 M3 24 R, e — ROt AT
FEIOSNAARRT, 4N BEKMRE, 7R, 5= QR He, [ 2% A R 2%
R, 2032507 R 2% 18 T AN A M HI4E F IR Monod 75 %, #5470 32 2 H R A
PRI R, (AN RS TR A IR BE o AEARU 2 MR (R el b, Tl
KPS (OWA) FREETHAL T 2 E A B RS2 7] I 44 T-20024 1E 20 H AR T R4
LS ES (ADMD), " — AN, MRS — 24 N Ik E e
SRR TN e AT B 250 03 2% LK ADM. Ll FH B TR 240
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1.3.3.2 JRE K8 ) 2F i
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FATHUT RS W T e 1 AR L e
P 1538 3 A AN AR 1K) — KB 1 22 ks
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dt
s Nt I ZU AT REAR I ARV RV IR B (/L) , T U RS RTRL Y, o m] LA
Sp—JURLMERR KA G TRk, /KRR AL (day™).
BB JE AT A

—kyt
§=8,-e " (1-2)

ks (1-1)

sy NAFERTE IR YIAEHRIE (g/L);

[ A SR A AL 1 7K it A — 2R T R, 2 2 30 ] A . 5 7K 22 o 10 2 THT A
XA K RE M, SRS PR S N B T2 AT TIB1E. LT S BRI R
21 A L RURE A K R RBURE (R 2K g 8 0 5 5 R«

3
&_ Kk (1-3)
7
So
3
ds_ ks (1-4)
a1
So
B ks (1-5)
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I BOE A RBURE AR D o B, 7 A I R o 5 7R A R T AR AN AR, DRI L /K Aok
RGBT, WG —BUNB) 125, T PIRAR R 7K A 5 R 52 it L0
AW T, Fe b, AR DR H RURE- 5 K5 ik R R T AR 22 32 W k)~ o

Christ SR ] — 2K R 8 ) AR 2 T IR I0T . 2R A ORI BOK A & 4 K
i A, AR SR K R T O R T RS pH B AT ZK )45 B I ) . Veeken 4%
DOV e T AL B BB RERT L AT R RS SR A A 1 K A R
WH 2R 12 R SRR —GOK RSN 1. Sanders ST T IER L SE by
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TIURE DR AU T 512 56 8 SRR W AROREJE 0 PR A TR /N KA I R PR B DA 325 KA
AR P RIURE A T 0T 7 AFf I (RO WB B i, DR SR M T SR T AR AR S /K i sl g 2,

ORI (4 2 TH AR 2 200 4 mg/(um™h), {HIZABIE 22006 T 0RLAR fE 1) v R
FR1-2 ANFEHASERMII— PRI S N3 ) 27 8

Table 1-2 First order kinetic constant values of hydrolysis for different materials

IEs7] IR A ke fi/d ! S 23R
=g 0.005~0.010 [49]
0.015~0.075 [49]
HHR 0.081~0.177 [51]
KA G 0.025~0.200 [49]
b 0.400 [52]
B B b 3% 0.083~0.199 [53]
fi] A< 37 3% 0.012~0.042 [54]
INAAE b 3 0.03~0.15 (20°C) ; 0.24~0.47 (40°C) [50]
OFMSW 0.186 [32]

2R AR 9 AT AT RE () B D BRI, KA FR ek B4 CBEAT
IR IRR R 7 R R e ACRBURAT DL K k%, W 1-5.

FIEEH~8

K 1-5 RIS FE R RIR

Fig. 1-5 The relationship between substrate concentration and methane production

BRI, RS BRI B RIS, nTHIEC 1-6 Ko
G,-G s

2 (1-6)
G S,

o0

G, WIRZZB Wi, G4t INZI R b . S EBORR AT HL
(RIKAR A — s Ji2,  RZBU b nl LU Gompertz J5 FER 7

G(t)=G (1-e™

( ) oo( ) (1-7)
Ik iT A S E NI R A (TS) SR E, — KT 15%, & T

BEERURK B%LEF)D, ToiRH LR aURAGVER (UASB), — R S
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FEER R N #s (CSTRD. Mk, PURNEENH—Hsh J)2#BiAE CSTR R N 251
N
YT CSTR PSR s AT 51 (BRI SE) N
dc

VR—:mo-co—mO.C+VR.r(c) (1_8)
dt
T 22 B ] — 2 ) 2 2k
PR I 1 kg/L, R R 84T R
Ve =m,-HRT (1-10)

Vi R R 2 AL, mg A3k FUiR i i (kg/d), HRT 7K 45 B IR (RO,
c NN AR IR VS IKIE (g/kg), co MBECIYIEIT VS HE (g/kg),

gl b3, sk Vy-(de/dt)=0 (1-11)
IR HRT:%(C—O— j (1-12)
C

WAL 1-6, AR ZER GEHLL VS tHED A ] R bt kR

c—C Yy

=Y (1-13)
CO ym
=Y (1-14)
¢ Y-y

#itya 1-13 8 1-14, W LA3RAF CSTR A FA825 (W, =m,-HRT H.V, -(de/dt)=0)

IS P72 y (Lig), B K BE % ym (L/g)s N5 H k (d)AT HRT

(1) bR 2 -
HRT -k +1
TR IR, K {5 B IR AT LRI N -
HRT:l(LJ (1-16)
k\y,—y

TR AL % (OLR, gVS-L'-d") A
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OLR =—%0 (1-17)
HRT
IR AT BAAS H 20 OLR Ay HI9R AR
OLR=— F (1-18)
v/ (y,—v)
W o=y — G (1-19)
k-c,+OLR

PRy Wy, AR5 p KRk

HRTZL[LJEE pod o HRT-K )\ uRT RIk{15 p (05 REKT, HRT
k p Y, HRT-k+1

B kAR ARG AR . 2 k=0.1 I, & T3R5 80%IK) y,, » HRT 5% 40 K.

XFF- CSTR 57t HRT B¢ OLR @& ANHE LIS EL, P20 5E ym A ko
Linke™ VR F Th 4% 0 T8 e 04 o JsUkl, i il CSTR PRAE 14 S 560 SR A A
BH, you M1 KABESY 50 0.88 Lig F10.089d ™. 4RTM, ym 5 BERIFISA 5, T
i k MR L CORRERIRIE, BRI, Ik kW48 54 F N3
— IR S K — R B A R A, — ROl T R R A R W S B 3k A, skt
R [ 2 BRI 18] (1 AR F e SR 3 1-7 (10— 28 124 R A3 )i, SRy, 1 ko

1

S 05 ——
M54 037

==
R O ——
2 ool )1 N et
N Ve 7t
N1/ ¥/ /%
tm (d)

[#11-6 HRTFIK(E S5p It X 5
Fig.1-6 Absolute proportion p of y,, for different values of HRT and &
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13



Il T PRI AL DR B AR T I R LR TR YT T

RHP-EREMEY), BT S5 BT HUTTEAG A Fbe . — S iAE It 4 5y
MR RE, BAG0E KR FRRR 77 SRR PR bR, WL 1-7,
ADMI BiBH 4 RERSHAALRE: (202 R Pl REF EL 30 ))%
SR, DRSS IAREL &, MR A YRS ¢ I ZIPPIRASES, B 26 A
ENASURPEAR B IE R E S, M ENAS R AR B th N BRI IR 45 (EI =0 I
ZIMBNASIPEEA AR, AR 19 AMENE) ) 2 #8 3 AN T-AE gl ) 2 F A
8 MR A EAL Bk E

N T FIEIXLEGT R, AR HPIRZS AR Rl i RURL 1 2 73 FH e vk 20 53 1R A
WAT h o BTN A AR A2 T4 aE (COD) (kgCOD/m®) {2
JEARBAT, TEHVECRTCHUBBER FH B R IR ST (kmol/m® o SHZE 505y 12X
CsH,0oN SRR o RENS WL 40 M BE 1) ] M 2 20 BRI A AR I oA OFF L 2RI
1 LCFAs), #ERVEAHIR CNRR. TERALIR), SR H b W T IXEeuy ik
Py Rl FBES K. B THANE, BELEEFETH (AR B RRER Eh)
FEHLE EAEE ). B VFAs FLE S AL F507 2 SR B RS 4Yy, WMTE
AL 2 pH KRR BN F A7 pmr P i ok R FR T, R 1A
FEPTES AR RS 1 CRFEERS 1), ARAEE B HEAEN], BRI LS pH.

TIURL M 20 53 0,458 35 A 2B 0 40 i LA B AN B 1 00 e 4 i 1) Ok P JER ) »
TR, BB RXORER . B P R R R SRR RER, A
BRI, LCFAs %UGE, T RRMINIAEILE, WIRALW, CREFR~H
BE RIS 777 HGE B o 0RO L kN DA R G4 5 A Ok M A LT B 3L
SRIGIIFY) CRAKAED) BREARRIIES, Si4h, BT A0 TR iR Mk
W AE A AR AR TR

A AL R P A0 ] — 2 0458 IR A 3 R T ) 30 0 27 RS i
SERRMEAHUR (XD M RFBRAKA AP (Xen)~ H T (Xr) IR S (X) IR 7K
R FE R — B 2 okAtiad o Bk AR A RS A (K WS A 3E ik Monod 51 75
S RERIE, M I AET R — SR 18 ) 2 3R0E A AR I — 52, ADMI
AR 5 IR AR S I BN 1 4R, AN SR A AR AR KA DG ¥ Bl ) 2 A2
ST R B R — AR, B 410 1 AR O el i A 2 v R A R R
FHOGIR, A0, A= 49 0 A K 6 08 Bl Pt IR A 1 7 %6 R 505 IR AR
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Fig.1-7 Conceptual model for ADM 1

ADMI1 BEAVELHETS AL R b ] RS2 B rh (=R R &l SRR pHD
(R BT AR A A R S A A 1 R 24 52 W pHL (K993 BT R IR
SRR 2 AR BRI SR 777 TR e R 2 i A S Ui 2 A oo ot
T A E G A, ADM1 SR — A S 58 4 A i) 1) 5 4 e ok S
I, AT A% pH 4], R — AR50 06 R 2R Ay R SR ok S I

P BEAY I R R R R S N, CH TSR 1 T B 2R A i )
FUEP A - e e . ADMI 38 1 — 41 B A RBOT R R IR TR P18, R 1)
ADMI BERYSZHL T vE o AR Rl . WAk CRL W 4tk
R — AL BTk A2, ADMI SR F S T XU BIAR 1) AL 508l ) 2 kAilik o TR A
RAJTREOSEIN, 5 TG R S SR 3-8 AR S B
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ADMI AER I SR FIIAN [ R4 T EAEAN RS AT Tl RIS T8,
AR R SRR, 7K COD. VFAs DLK RN 45 9 1) pH {8, RIS N 4R
TEMEE BATALA R T L S 48 S AR R [N ADMI1 I HAT R
UFIar g ek, fESEhRR R, AT LA R B A B G X AN [ S A T AR
AT, (HE, ZURA ADMI I, 25 R Bt PE (COD Bk
VS i, MIEFEVIRERES YD MEAT VRN AR, 7R R ST AR HERR P T
I 5E AT A B AR 3 K] COD B VS (CODgp B VSgp)o [RIIN, HEELH R
L EC R B T U e, DRUOA B ATINE pH (R b R 4 T 5%

H1-T- ADM1 &% 7. 7F COD Al b, AU COD BT, A TH
ER LTI VS LA, FREEEALEORNY COD 5 VS IEHR, 100 T [ A5
BRI A BAT 92B5 7

1.4 IR EFEVBIRIRE KB R
1.4.1 BB RE K EBER K &
1.4.1.1 JURRIR

R ] AR ) A A2 L R A 1 AR A WL 3 R B e A= PR 3R,
T A A USSR — B2 SRR TR A B3, AN RS AL 3 0 T A=) B
PEZEFAR, DRI R AR o R 1-3 2 AN R BT LR 1) FH e 7 4

R1-3 BB H - 2

Table 1-3 Methane yields for different waste materials

Jsokk e 5% (LkgVS)  B2% ik
[iBZE2!4 400 [61]
Uk 73 RIAR AT HLB I 300 [61]
JE A T AR R B R 230 [61]
K RN S b 420 [62]
LSBT SRR A" 478 [63]
J&f 4x b 8% 353~373 [64]
[

WSk R WL 298~573
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1.4.1.2 MY

TP )R Y AN P LG %o A A WL S 10 A 40 e il e D0 A R R i, P T)
TR EVA T T T F P R DR B Bl LG 481 1) 1% % - Forster-Carneiro %1% 4%
T 6 FOAFIRERY (FFI K. BB RY . 435 JE3E. 50
11 5P SRR G WA 25 BRI AT e 2 dx
IR Lopes® LA 31 A4 Ph ), %58 T AR Bl X OFMSW R4
it OB S R R B EEA 230 100:04 95:5. 90:10 1 85:15. £t 365
RN E, &AL 1 kgCOD Frfq i A4 <&53 7l4 200L. 270 L'\ 510 L
A1 600 L.

1.4.1.3 JEFF

U T 350 DR ARl A 4 Rl R 9 A SR T 5 W Bl A 4 ) A K A A A )
XL AR 2, B 22 A PERE s TR 25 A AL AE A A B N e R
1) 1R 8 o i) ) 1 T 8 A B 45 P AR K PP (RIS RS o XHATA] — P A4, 7
LIRS T IRV Y, B ARAE KRS T af, BEATIRLE M BT, HAE K0 g i
Tt IR R Dk B KA, B e AR K R R ) E TR R . —
R, 7 UL 3 B K S . (20°C~60°C), RLIERETHE 10°C, S R 4R
w e R NEN 124 KA, i BB M b A 28, B
S B AR R R 4. Lawerence £ McCarty 71 1969 A4 JLAN AN R
JE R R PR L 2 A3 S UK ST IR N B)) ) 2 S AL, i FE A
35CIER 25°CHY, NI ATH SN 164mg/L 38 03] 930mg/L, 17 i 5
A 20CH, HETHRE R 2130mg/L. A7 VF 2 2F AW T I8 X Ik T B e 6 () 5
Wi, R4 T IR ORI AR R (SN R R L K ) i 5 R A,

H AT, 55 T @7 C)M (55 O b T EFE A WU AL B i R A% 7K
FEIRFTT, S5 R, DIk B L 10 el DR A T () AU T S mT LA B i R4 40
[F142& 15 50%~100%. {H Ghosh 51U FHAL 48 ik i i, W8 31 il L v i Ak
PRAYAG e B 5 T 7% Nimmrichter Z50HF50 & W0, (SR Y 7d, &
AR L PR A B AR, FBE AR T 10%, AR RS S mil
I 2 A e LT 24 . ESKEI RFFT g AR T, Tpif s b,
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BATRGE, (EHEH, Rl AR, BT EARE. AN, mR A M
IR PELE PR AT T Ry, T R =N R S v SRR T RS R 32 )
AR ZE, g L, TR (RS AR, e R TR AR A A BT,
JUFCAE v [ AR DA A TP A W 6, DRI, R0 P ARl T 2R e AT A AR
FUMARE 2o (B4R, il i AL RENE AT RO R SR AR Uk 1) K it
PR VDT R R AT B IR S50 D v g vV ML R AV ] 22 4

1.4.1.4 pH

— MR, AN pH AR AR AE WY B L FERHE B (AR E A 2 . 7
R 1A B S0 ER S pH (B ASAT — € (M52, 17 ™ BR 40 11 T BRI VT pHL A Rl 4L
B, HEIEE N pH EZTE 6.5~7.5 2 [A], —LEr=Rp v LL{E pH {HA 5.5~8.5 16
BN AR R, AN pH A 5.0 LU SRS A Ko 77 F e 54 1) 3
it pH B BE e RS IOAN IS AT 22 57, 38 B R BUR 6.5~7.5. WA KIS
(¥ pH i i/ (>8.0) BIHE (<6.0), 7= HUGE B 1) A= AR RN 2 58 ke 2 52 410
B, PRV A A VRIIIR R BRI R, S BRIV IIZ AT R
PRI, FEPA AR B AR, AR B R N S N pH LR, — M R
LE7= e (R G VG R P o pH (E IS SE M AT B S 1 K AR 2 . Veeken %574 JF7T
T pH {HAT VFAs XSG HLIE ARV KR m, 4558, 78 pH {ih 5~7, VFAs
WAL T 30g/L (LL COD i) M15HL N, A HIK R4 pH EI W, 175
VFAs #BETEC, ZKMRIRBH pH AR 3N . ki S50 st 45 1R v,
bl pH 4 7 B, 48l by S LA S K SRR AL

1.4.1.5 &K%

R, A, SRR B /N, SOSARTSRE  CE REPR
PRATHACTR R, [N as B 5 Sk BLoe e, DRSS, Pl iy, Kvdsia
IFRE . EXEIKEN 60%~80%[KIIR BT HLE KRB, SRR AL,
TN, IXABEARATHL S, S0 T Se e 28, [N 1 I AL 46 K
JERIRERR o B H . seAh, RANERATN L, NSNS MO ZL%, R b
PR, IR KR LR e )z S S A A ROR o B R R & R
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AR AR Il TR i o AV N X VA 4 S PR ST RTE K Wii = 7 NP 7, % Y T D 7
JREERE BRI PR K R D o (E iy [ A DR AETH AL, DR IR, AR S N 2 YRR 5

By5] o 3¢ 1-4 B 1t AOR s A4 DR AT AL TR RS 2
% 1-4  OFMSW (938 2RI [ 14 P4 Ak LA 707
Table 1-4 Comparision between wet and high solid anaerobic digestion for OFMSW

AR T E AR T

IR NGB LR A, ABEARR AR SN AR ANTE T, AR HAT R AR ARAT HLI

Sepids BUTHUEER G EERORN SN ek e B0 S N A AR, REERE A2
B, B IOC DTSSR, H TS<20%M3m 57 AN Ge Ak 2R

g ISR N B TRRE, BR T TS>50%LA Ehidle, — BANTH 2K

TR 1 BTN 1 m K, HI RERRRRE, A R R I B T K i

TR ARV NIBURECN T2 1/10 224, HIRALE R MEATHL

(15% ~ 25%I[1) VS); XFfAT, Ak PIBURED s X2 K BR BeAT iU 2K
o SRR AT B AT AT SRR ARBA IRAT I AT R A B, A

He 7
iﬂgx ik, LA Waasa T2 4], OLR 4 6 Dranco L. 4%, OLR 4 15 kg VS/(m*d);
kg VS/ (m’d); %l G Uk Prophi g
ery  DEBEMERPAENINS  CAIRRT A KIS MR R
052 2 87 SRR 1 2 17 R SARTR 6 15
S ST A R VR R, R,
B ke, sk 0 RS RIIRICR, S,
5t PR T )
L BRI TS, AR AL o - T B
TE/K éi%gé@mggiﬁggéé TR, T B A R A,
#* P . K % 46 A (R

Ko

1.4.1.6 AP AT

AT LG A48 AT 2R BT IR 8] Y T AR SZ (AT BUR G i GECE VS 1), B2
SN A BV REAT M ZE SR, RAE R A A FE TR BRI S o SN as AT WL A AT )
RS A FR R BRI . PRI T2 5. R, T
REBRER S KR BEASE S BRI L, AL — R 1~6.8kgVS/(m™d),
PAAR DA AL T2 ARV A AL AR AT e T B A 20, R T 2 AL B SR 2 PR ) I 1)
AW — AR SkgVS/(mP-d). Pavan Z5BUSR I 58 4 TR A N a%, LUK BB
55 G W R A A B 5, LA TR T2 5 P T 20 FEAUR, 45251
RW], AT 2AEANAT A 3.3kg/(m - d)I AT R, T PIAR L 24 AT HL b
2 7.0kg/(m>-d)I, RGAIE TR . Pavan S5 RS T AR Ll T R ALY
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53 Ak SRRy 28 505 Sk 23 SR IRk il A BB 38, e T X P s 3 v AT L)
JT o LA DA B 25 5 PE B SR R LU AN ), 3 304 B AR VR IR B s AT BIL SR s AN ) o X6
TR 22 A WL o) LA B 12 kgVS/(m-d), A4 0]k 20 kgVS/(m*-d),
T TR AR BE VR Sk A RIER A LB (VS/TS<0.7), HAigrsm HaER 6
kgTVS/(m’*-d)o X TS AR IAT IR AL B, Ry 3RA5 S hr (AR e 1, &
KBTS kISR i, BT T S AR 1 i,
ARG A 2.21~9.3 kg/(m’-d)if, AbFERCR YT, Bl Somr (K8 hn, s g 7
ATHACIG I I AELBRAST ] A )RR A R B T BRI . Weiland ™
LCAS T S A= Bt ) A MU ] A PR A0 ) B AH B AR AR B, 45 R TR L e
g5 Sg/L MR Y, T2 A Mad, PAHRREA TR 4
kgVS/(m*d) RGN &KW, i F ARG, B MA NG H T LA 8
kgVS/(m’-d).

1.4.1.7 {5 B4 ]

{5 BN TR, AN LA AR S A, AR IS 3 26 B A £ B I 1) (1 384 o e
BEAIS,  PRIMAFAE — A e 5 B IR A], A7 e 2D B AR SR A B A R AL RS,
XA S A R4S B IS TR) 5 B 3R PR T RHIROREAS . VAR . ALY L [ Ak
JE DA B A T 255 O il PRI A A5 B N TR A 10~40 KX, il PR AL )
PRI s e, — R 10~20 Ko SROBIISETIRRF YA LW, WL
BRI AL 1A H, s (55°C) THALETTRIZIh 20 K. PIAHIRAE
K IRARE BRI T A 3~14 %, 7= HOBEAH K5 BN 1] 2 10~14 K, FFAbFRIF) 2K
fRRRAGIR, U5 BRI IRD O 1~2 KRBT, k2 M R s IR R 14~30 K%, ¥
IG5 B I TR LG 2R A B IR R 24050 3 K Sl (MR 7R W, I N B R R
PERALE 10 /NPT 22 BR 64%~85%, HSCBLsE At &0 5 10 KP4,

1.4.1.8 Hitk

PEPERERE 85 oA R JsoRE, R/ NREAR, RBE AR H o R STHROC T %
TR M = RS M AR LT 80P i o Kim25P @ IEAS S8, 43 e
HR AT R AR A T AL T R S R} DL R BEPERITC PR L 2R v ™
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R pHIEMVEASTE PO iR, ERShBr B RIMERSINOLR,  JEHiHtt
S N s BEAE BRI TRIE RUREUE o« [N, TEBEPE I Mg AT B s (K7 AR VS &
R o IX AT RESE t T HEPEAESEHE RN TSRV ik, BRI 500 S N 2 1)
PERE. Stroot 5 US4 RAL L, ELHE AR — 8 AEAF BRI 1 I AL TR RE,
111y FLAE iR SN SE S 2 oy R A MBI E AL, BARBERACT n) DURGE T AL R

Karim25 5T T H A A B A (8 W/m®) IR R 7 2 CRARE R
P BUBEHERE TR E ) LR AN A (R B 305tk T AL g PR RE R s i . 45 2R
RY] AES%IR I AR LI, BEPE5S RBEE S N8 (K7 BRI R, XA g2
M AR A = R I A% I AR B Bl R IKIBERE C 22 AL 05 . (HAE10%(1)
B AR LT, B UL 5 SO T A PR RE AR I B 5 o R 3 43
P HUBBEFE A ARG BRI (10 42007 B R BEPF I AR B, 0 05 #5129%,
22%MM15%. {EIE10%1) iy [ AR LI, AW JSURHTOR B IS o X AN TR R
[ J5 17 e A sk PR 58 N2 B AR I (K0 BEE T 3 i it BE RN BRI [, SEEPA
PRECIC S IE M BT N 5.26~7.91 Wim'.

L ZZHOEPAEIHA LREBH AT I BB by, IEF R L 224
REMS L iy B AR BHALCR, FAR ARS8 Sz AT 3], Dk, LS BImtyeim
e TRV AT GEd (B EZWT SN A X T3 AT A LRI AL, SN s
AR Bt — DN T ESH, DI, ARSCHEWT A R T AT A WL AR R
IR, EEHBEIX - T ESU

1.4.2 BRERE WML

SERAHLBLI BRI Iy i@ AR R A PR AL » RS T AL RES AE T L)
BHEHE SR RAPEEAMOE FREH (BIIHTIC/ND , Soh, BRE At LU
TR RN &K o X FIRG AL, BT 2 (KEAT HLR R S o Je 1B 5 IR AR
W1 Demirekler® 5 ST T AN IR (K141 43¢ A0 1T AL ) BEARHARR 1 26 3 1 3 1) EL 481
SHEAPERENI LM, 45 RR W AL LG 80:20, HE A THAL I IL LK 1-5,

RI1-5 ARSI ORI A AT ST

Table 1-5 Studies of Codigestion for different waste materials

ALY T KRR T fE 27 3CHk
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TG e+
R4

R n
TR IK+5%
My

OFMSW
+EITEK

W5 e+
TK IR B X
B

P
PR+
SV

W5 )e+
WART A
TR Ve +
OFMSW

A Tk

1P +7K R
BRI

FRR A E S IR AL, IS INS0%IKRAL (LAVSTH) Bl ET5RH,
P 573 ml/(L-d)FE #1170 ml/(L-d), SEH 45 R E, W
FisURHBE A TE b 1Y B C/N A 20~25/1

Pl VI SR SN AR A, W FEAN [B] A AL A7 A 5 TS TR A )
5o, A SRR WL AL AT I E S, BefEIOLR 44.67 g
COD/(L-d), Ity e 3 22 4950 ml/(L-d)

WA, TR (26°C~36°C) , (EEIIEIA25 K, Sl 4 5

LW, WIS K 2IOFMSW G o] DL S B0 =, SefE AL

Fifr 42.9 kg VS/(med), LI~ d#514360 L/(kg VS-d), K
VS LBr% N 88.1%, Lt frm k168~72%.

RGPt 5 JEURHITUR (1922%, BT AN (KI5 HF 2% AF ATOLROXT ™/

ISEM . S5 RARNT, A A B 2 T SR A A B v )

AR, ARSRFE B A B T R, MM R Sed A, (Ko
JE R BEHER e R UE LR E 1

RORFIM— e A R R A AL T RS, W3 LL i ok 78:22 CLAVSTH)
IS INRSK Ay IE RIS, A LT AA1.02 kg VS/(m-d)$ = £)1.21 kg
VS/(m:d), PR T50%

SH AT N37.5:37.5:25, RAMAHH MRS, BALARR A Ml
(56°C)CSTR, 7=HiHI R T HRUASBR N 4, C/NA14.19, R1L
FHA PG AT 293.084 gVS/(L-d), M5 B I [0 428.4K, AW~
532 mL/gVS
P LA Ky 75:25, SRR BE10%, AT 4k R G5 R AL M  CSTR,
FE A A R A R, REREHLIATA5.7kg VS/(m-d),
SERIN R 13, AL R B IVS BB R EY)/ S %00
H140%F10.37 m*/kgVS, HHE S 468%

[97]

[98]

[99]

[100]

[101]

[102]

[103]

1.5 3B S A B R RSk B T 22RA0 K M A ELIR

1.5.1 TZ2RA K 524

1.5.1.1 BRAHIREE AL

(1) AR RN L

AR RAETH A LA, SR R N8 3202 CSTR,  DL— & [ A i
HORE, AR AN R 1) JEURN R BRI AL, 45 BRI — M 14~28 K
FZF 25 Wassa L2 fE[E (K] EcoTec L2 Ak % BLik M) SOLCON L 2%,
Wassa L2 TS K 10%~15%, FALELTE N 3 000~8 500 t, Hild DA Ak 145 B
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IR 200 K, il DO AL IO AE BT O 100 R HUBR 43 3% A AL 3 3%
(MS-OFMSW) I HLA AT K 9.7 kgVS/(m?-d), TTY5 k73 1% 4 WL 3% (SS-BOFMSW)
AN A 6 kgVS/(m>d), FEHEEFA 170~320 m’/ t VS, VS LERFR 40
%~75%"",
(2) FAH [ A4 R AU AL

LA T2 EE A Organic Waste Systems /A &) JT & (%) Dranco 1. %5, Fit
-+: Kom-pogas AG A I & ) Kompogas . 2. #1{%:[H Steinmueller Valorga Sarl 2
H JFA 1 Valorga T2, WK 1-8. Dranco 32870 BAH sl S N %, 50k}
M A THEEEN , AR HORE, S 2% b — RS ik, 33 DU 28 U7 A 3
HBE), — o AIE A R R N BB R rp o 12 1 2R ] A
15%~40%, 414 10kgCOD/(m’d), #hSE 50~58°C, JHALHFA] 15~20 K, AEwiky
WEW R B 100~200 mU7 10,

Kompogas 155 Dranco HI{EL, {HE: 3R [BIKEFE S B 3 AR ZE K V-1
Ao AP G F B R B ABERE B I, 4EFRE TS 75 30%~45%, Fift/h T 40
mm, pH{f 4.5~7.0, C/N KT 18, WALULE 54°C, WALIIA] 15~18 K& U712,

Valorga [ [ NV #5 v ARE, A3 H AETE, WA —3EE AR N 35 R IT
B3 N I N SR R D HE, P2 AR o AR SRR 15 oot ol 2
MR R R LA s v N, AT RS B RS PR S BRI E R o 1% 2%k TS
N 25%~35%, 4 TS /T 20%IN B BRI 2 A AR DTHE, 15 BN IA) 14~28 K,
PR 80~180 m/to 1% L 25 L iy T P P e [ 4 1 2 ARG Rl 77104,

3 A B
’ Vi
A
OIEL:
ap U LR
e )
Drance ] 7 Kompogas T 7, Valorzal 75

] 1-8 NI P e I A R AT AL FR G e i )
Fig. 1-8 Schematic of high solid AD system
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1.5.1.2 PIFHIRE 1L

(1D PR A

fuf Z2[F) Pacques 1.2 fEEAINE KK BTA T2 LLKLAEE K] Biocomp 1.2
#JE TR R AL . Pacques A2 HR L2, B Ab UK LB A Sk
IEF R . KIS A% TS h 10%, RIS TPERE, Mmat K, Wik
SrENE] UASB 7 HGE, BRI 3820 I B K i S B 3 AR g Hedhd, 1
Sy FFHEESY, BTA T 200 TS ST Bk A 10% /047, il RN . 7= Hike
I8 R FH PR AR I S N 2% PRI A2 05 (R B 2B e B I TR) o O 1 7 1k i
I S N 3 2, AN WA e NS RS SR N s o RIS, Ok T 4ERE /K A
N2 1K) pHABTE 6~7 2Z 18], 7= FAE S W 2% o A0 IS B AA SCAE A (e 7K il 5 12 o
(2) PHAH i 44 DR AR A

LA T2k A [ 4k JR B 28 7] ) Biopercolat 1.5, ‘&5 Pacques L. ZAHEL, 1H
IKAR AT TS 2 it LA U U 58, e AUk A S i DA B 2 A
WML ot S 7 8 1T OB A T i o 7 K U7, i ARG ML, Wi
AKGEHARE AT, Eein BTA 12 F1 Biopercolat 1. 2 A ML 47 437 4
10 kgVS/m®*-d)F1 15 kg VS/m’-d), X FE i 75 AW e 1 ik A= s
BT IR), SR T HGE R s R FE U 52, 3R m e AR e M. H 1999 4
De Baere A TIHRIE SR H, T RGBS N E A, WA T2 Ak R
oy S T B AL B R 10%.

HH' %P

1.5.1.2 [ REAEH L

() 2R e}, e B DA i 2B 3 7 0 s s SO R S B, 2
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19 MR ARG
Fig. 1-9 Types of batch anaerobic digestion system

(1) Fgfa) e

SA T 20440 2411 Biocel, BFAFREALFRYE S/ AR A MBI 3.5 i, %
TR EREMNA, 14 ARV LR R A AL, RN N3 11 3L
BB 480 m’o BEACARBERE SN 2% (1 B G R R 7 0 IR A o S N 2%
AR AT B TR V5 RV G P ) s B 3 TS o B3 A0 I N i 4SRRI 40 R, EH I
{51k <o ALFRAI R, Biocel 125 Mgl LML, PR 40%
JeAy UL,
(2) Jritt R4

FPtR T2 3 ANV AL, WK 1-10(b). B8, K O oe s SO 3%
TP (VB IR A 2R B i B 3 0 S N2 T o, S SR BT a5 (1 Bl L 223 )
IR HFVE SR, TR NS T 788 BB BUAE U & & VEAs IV B 78 31 OV 3
IR A b SeMids T 2eid 3 fa 1E 47 FbeAs e I e s f 2 11, I & 1A
B UE T AL R = (K 77 PTG 1 VAL RIDR S R, 2% 1T A S S R AT
THUE B — R mH . RAXF RS, AT ARBANISEL, FEi=%4 0.14~0.3
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(3) HE[a)E-UASB Z#5¢

LRGN SO s 2 a7 S Tl R el s R 2, 58 AN [ B3 2 UASB.

1.5.2 3T A3 A LB R AR BB B AR 9 B F IR

M E BRI E (IEA) HIZEYIRRE- DA (BRI o, #% 1996 4,
TEAL PR 2500 MR I A AT LI IR RS AL TR A i AT 90 A, il
30 MEdET, ZHMRENA TEARAE 40 4>, WK 1-6. AJLUEH, X4t
TR F FE AR AERRM, JUILAERE L FFEE RS R AT A . [ P
FEWLE I AL A3 A S BB AR (Al L, JRE 1 K VR TR R R, SR Bl
T AT A, bt BEIRIA S TR BRA F] L BRI TREA R A .
AL B A PR ORBE 2 PR W] 45, RIS T AN R RURSE ) K AL Ao TRE . 3L
H, 2008 4 H LU AR BRI 2 W) 46 98 JT BB M| REVEFRBE LREAT B W] et ik
[¥) 3200 x 8 m’® [FFRIE I FAT T T REE H AT BB TR, (H R IX e T
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Table 1-6 Anaerobic Plants and Companies supplying AD plants of capacity >2,500 tons/year

Hx s TR AdftE ExX BirTRE AgETIE ARHE

B b ) 10 0 2 fuf £ 4 0 2
EE ] 1 2 1 Vi 0 1 0
H 0 1 0 PGP 0 1 0
P 21 1 8 By L 7 2 5
5= 1 0 2 Bt 9 1 2
EH 1 0 1 & 0 1 0
1k 5] 30 9 10 e [H] 0 1 1
ENE 0 4 0 L 1 0 0
B 4 2 4 % H 1 2 2
HA 0 1 0 M 90 29 40

2005 4, De Baere! "t B 3 i A3 A ML SR A A0 HEL B 77 KT 3000 It T
FERAT I A gevl, TRRAREINA TR L SEAT & [ TP o (0 TR, A s 4 5
PR IRAG AL B R/ BT b B . ZEiE A LR 1-10, B 2006 K, AT AR
RS R A AGKEEE TR 124 A, SARHE & 390 JTIE/4E . 1991~1995 4F, P54
BTG 2.6 ST, 1996~2000 4, ~FIEEFHHE 8.8 1T, 2001~2005 4, 1y
BB 104 A L. Ml 15 R EHKE, EEERAME T, mlH
PR S RS AL T8 AR 10% AR B R R B R AT Ak, BRI A 3L
(ETE e Py e NI EIL /B S DI INET R

4500 135
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& 3000 F / l
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Fig.1-10 The capacity of anaerobic digestion for MSW in Europe
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Fig.1-11 The flow chart of research in this study
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Table 2-1 Characteristics of different materials

J Rk PUE MI/kgTS)  VS(%TS)  [CI(%TS)  [HJ(%TS) [0](%TS) [N](%TS)
WZERE  17.10 99.95 40.0 6.7 53.3 0.0
KK 17.05 99.5 42.63 5.74 50.06 0.89

+a 16.32 99.5 41.36 5.59 51.16 1.17
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Fig.2-1 Laboratory set-up for batch anaerobic fermentation
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Fig.2-2 Methane production curves for inoculum, glucose +inoculum and only glucose
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Table 2-2 Theoretical Methane Potential of different materials

Jik TMP(mL/gVS) TBMP(mL/gVS) MBMP(mL/gVS)
i 4 b 373 241 (64.6%)"
LRl 960 LCFAs i
16k 879 LCFAs Il 698 (79.4%)
I8 A 505 E U H RV SN 270 (53.5%)
KoK 373 210 (56.3%)
T 351 - 272 (73.3%)
* 452 147 (32.6%) 151 (33.4%)
geik 359 244 (67.9%)

AR A A SRR B FRGERE ) (9 7T B

B TE R RS R, AR AE RIS — A Jish, A
MR S HEER, ZH A AR DRI, W 140 BRI ARG
e RE AR T 3R ™= B RE T, DAAS S h 40K 6 DA A A 91, AR5K 1 B i =
KBTIk 359mL/gVS, i AEA " EERET) N 244mL/gVS, X4 BRI FHEERE T I
67.9%. X455 Hansen 251"TLLARAS Jy JFURHIT LI 45 BEAADL,  AbATTI0 A ) A4k
77 R RE 1 20 BER P HUGEHE T (K 63.1%. Davidsson SRS 48 W], Wk
3 RV T A I A HLSE R R AE A ™ FRERE A 298~573mL/gVS, AR ™ i e
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FI0 51%~78%.
2.2.2 REKEEF= B WE19 2 M
2.2.2.1 ¥R MERRM R FNZ ]

XF T AT AR, DRI WL HIY) ) VFAs. 2%« LCFAs BLA
TWLEREO, VEAs SR MRIRAG =1, RBP4 T ik L 1
VFAs 23 TR 7, R FAE 2 Bt . 202 AR Cands BRRI R 22D
TEREMRRL R TR B, i BE R B0 ez P, IR I W) W . Vieitez
AERUER I, 24 VFAs W HERE 13000 mg/L i, PREGH a5k . 5 &R % K PR
IR, PRV 4N B ) PP R AR ™, T HA A SRR IKH S B 12, 11 VFAs
HR R B, 7 R TR TR R (K B2 9K FEAE 1000 mg/L LA R, Lay 2521 56 2%
W]: 75 pH b 6.5~8.5 I, BEAZEIREEMH N, 7~ HEeim RS, 7 Fbam e
M2 IR E AN 1670~3717 mg/L B BIE T F%, & 4086~5550 mg/L B T % 50% ,7&
5870~6600 mg/L I T [ 5%,

TLIE AR 1230 25 VFAs R 2, U VFAs A g 2 HAT 4 ok B
HNZIE N, W ST Bt NG, 510N BTR I « BT 1 AN T USRI K45
MTTAE AN ) e 420 Vi B VFAs AN B 2 MR BI85 pH A 3 DIk R, Lk
2-3 A 2-4. VBT R A LLBIBR T 5 pH A%, I SRR G, WA, i
B S E K
C[H']

[HA] = m (2-3)
KBCTotaI _
[NH,]= m (2-4)

[HAVHI[NH;3]53 79 ki 125 VEAs A1 B 24 B (mol/L), Cr M Croar 73 724 5 VFAS
RS IR E (mol/L), [H TAEE TR (mol/L), Ky FI Kp it VFAs FH2 [ 25 fift 11l
WG WESN 298 K W pKy A pKg 43k 4.8 F119.25,

W T AT BEPE R ST S N 2% 22 AEAN RN pH 45 1F R8T, & r 2R ioE
(S VFAs FILE SO0 A AL TR AR BEAN AR [|], - DRI IR VFAS FLE 2

TSN 2 VEAs FIE 5% UF 25 VFAs AU~ F B¢ 7 (Methanogens) ,
)
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M2 77 1R 18 (Acidogens),  EURF 7 B AN P FR U0 AR 52 st 1Rk 7 FE B B ) 40 2119
J&. Wang P78 I VEAs (972 BRI E N 2400~3000 mg/L; Kroeker 25
FRIE 1R 7= F B AR B 30~60 mg/Lo Vi 25 2 Ml 3= A0 = e 1, U2
L8 E 7 7 W Bt B (Aceticlastic methanogens) ,  %F & & 97 A9 57 B b
(Hydrogenotrophic methanogens)H1j™ [ 1 FRIH il AN BTS2 o i 129 200 7 F e ) 470
T AT AT AT, 0 B 2 MR B e R Ja e S PERI ATk A s S5 4b, W]
DATE 3ok AR v ™ PP b B R 125 2 PRI 52 346 B2« Kooster 45 UL5¢ 213 2 2 0 AR 914E
P BRI 50% A3 IR BE R 50 mg/LP, AR DL BRI KF, 4haat 2-3 Fiak
2-4, 2B R DRI el X B K], L& 2-3.

—-— JVFAs (mg/L) —+— % (mg/L)
— 20000 3000 —
10000 ——— 14000 2000

— 5000 1000 — 1000
. — 2000 _
= 1000 —— 1499 500 ] .
5 — 500 - ?O
2 I E
= 100 — 100 —_ /6__ -
g i C 1 '
E=EN =
B et 10

: e §

13 4 5 6 8 9 10 11 12

7
pHfH
K 2-3 PREUKIFE ™ F e i X sk &
(A: PPHIBEX SR B: MPNARAS: C: ¥ERVENRITMANE]:  D: 2% WH)
Fig.2-3 Inhibitory aera for methane production by anaerobic fermentation
(A: Methane production ; B: Inhibited steady state; C: Inhibition of VFAs; D: Inhibition of
ammonia)

TR R LR S B AR JEURE, 7K A T A 3l R 4 D B 7 2R K 1) e A
VFAs, ‘T pH Z [A)AH FAE I B 2 AN, BRI WEE pH A bk,
KbT = FRBEE B pH JE P, (R SERs FJLTIE b4, JRRITE T S8 VFAs
WS, BV pH AL TRV L, ARV R 2 SR 2 VEAs MR FE 25 i T
K, BRI, P A AR AP,

2R 2-3 N ANIE] JFURK il AR A 7 R e T 5 5 RS ROVBAH P R FE o AT AR S
AR ROK S BRSNS VFAs W BEIEIE KT 13000
mg/L, FHMNFIEE VFAs WEWIZIEL T 60mg/L. X T-#8 Mk iomi N, HukE
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4 140~213 mg/L, EIEfK T 1000 mg/L. ZA KL T 1670 mg/L, N (K137 25

IR LML T 50 mg/L, DRI DU R J5URHEITH A AT H IR I DL B

%% 2-3  TBMP J5E 45 K Ja A WA pH. VFA TR R L
Table 2-3 pH. VFAs and ammonia concentration of different materials at the end of TBMP tests

KREEJE pH LW Wk =T, TR 7R & VFAs A

k (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (mg/L) (mg/L)
XH 7.65  100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 389 770
WM 7.55 237 6.3 30.8 31.3 7.9 2545 847
¥ 661 194 0.0 40.2 30.8 9.7 1879 583
ek 642 209 6.3 34.6 28.7 9.3 2207 499

R 732 304 15.9 11.9 21.4 17.3 15800 13892
K797 217 9.2 34.6 26.1 8.4 2223 1477
w778 0 220 9.4 34.1 26.1 8.3 2256 1652
45k 833 214 9.0 34.9 26.3 8.4 2196 1171

TS WAGBIT)E VEA IREXE T 15000 mg/L, JERGmAN )«
B RILH ITHACTERE A : BUs IR (86.6%), 1HAEM TN HFIRAK (6.5%),
VFAs TR %N 80.1% (W3 2-4), [AIl, A 12 2 BE Rk 13892 mg/L,
I 1670 mg/L, AH T Lay $& H 1R 56 A 301 HUGE0E R I d5z e 2 R FE T 2
i, RO E A RN AR, RN pH AEATS R 7.32, FUALTE IR 1R F
pH YERIA, (HFBE™ ARG, SR i A R Al T MR R AR S . DALk,
FEAC BRI T AR TR A AL, WIEPEAIER CO/N M, B RJE R s ige s, X
AIAE Y C/N 2 20:1~30:1.

b il AR HYGE e D00 e SEEG AR B, A8 il AR A S HUGE R DD e SR g, 9
W& 1.6 RIGIERWIG , DR ERERS IE AT o 12 115 3 1 R (12.5
gVS/L) & TR HIERNREE (20 gVS/L), MG il A &,

B 2-4 BHNEURH IR S A6 A

Table 2-4 Anaerobic thermophilic digestion performance of different materials

KRR VS ZRE%)  VFABRRE %)  EWSHEE %) BILE (%)

2 81.8 11.0 61.3 72.3
gialil 22.5 7.6 3.9 11.5
168 37.9 9.3 0.7 10.0
Y& A 67.3 80.1 6.5 86.6
KoK 85.6 9.4 55.7 65.1

i 62.2 9.4 36.3 457
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4Rk 81.5 9.2 68.1 77.3
a: VFA BRA BRI 45 o 5 R IBERIY) VEA BT SN VS BT 1 205G
b: AEWTEARIR A R AR R S IO VS BRI T 08, AR AR DL e R 4R
AR5
c: RAFE N EY T A A VEA TR HE 2 A,

2.2.2.2 KAENG WG IR

M 2-4 LA, A e Bl POAETHAL R AR A 11.5%F0 10%, H.
VS ZERFBAR, VLA DB IR OB B A E e . 463 2-3 AT 2-3 WL
Gt U VEAs R 5 20k BT I i T4 7K U0 3 s s il R A 4 52 BELITY
JE AL VEAs A1 37

IR B A i 7 IR 28 DRy PRS0 A A3l 5 2 e LCFAs & B, i
LCFAs 15 R4 (140 Mo BEAR AL, LCFAs 38 W B 21020 i B s 4 Ma e F,  sEmindn
BB AR D fE, 0 DRAEC TR T s 2 TR, - 2 IR T A 40 B ) &5 Wy 4 R 2
DAY, Dk, 2 LCFA 0I5 by RO A ANRETR S,  SEANS A0
LCFA [WIERN . 534k, LCFAs Wb B3 b ssihny e # 2 JF Byt i,
DA R [ G 1 5 R e, AT 5 JEURL I B . 3 2-5 B T ORI
LCFAs $F KT RS JEIR (UASB) FIZIKIURI /5K (EGSB) R4
LY e IR 85 R L7 FRGE T 1 7 A S0%AM IRV B (ICs0) e AR 2-5 W] LA HBRIR |
ZERRAMIR ) ICso BN, FW=Fh LCFA M#MER AR, 72 RAMEWRER .
B R E YIRS 52 31 LCFA ANRIFEEE R3] & S/ bR A 20" CIR W

%2 LCFA 4l ™5, A FH I A0 R FH &0 e i 52 2 I A RE BE A /N o
#2-5 AFILCFAsXTUASBFIEGSB 5 3 #% IR 48 J50kLv5 e HITC 5o {1 1Y
Table 2-5 ICsy of LCFAs on anaerobic granular sludge from UASB and EGSB

LCFAs UASB J V. #5 0Rz 75 e EGSB Jx M. Bk 5 e
BEIR(C7 - ) 39 7.1
FPR(Cy: o) 5.8 10.5
FR(Cs: o) 5.6 93
ZE(Cio 2 0) 1.9 7.2
HHEFR(Cra:0) 4.6 6.7
T VUBERR(Cra:0) 8.8 11.8
HR(Cis: 1) 3.9 6.5

e RAATH AT R, feAsah iR R4 A, 2eid— Bk i ) Jm R A 7~
e, XU 2 M LCFAs JU0HI R HE B2 A 50 0 3 et A A MG T R s A 1R
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(SLCFA)FI AT i 07 W2 (ULCFA) ) U A 32 38 B2 FR 520, 1912 (SLCFA / ULCFA)
JEOE A MBS PR (RGN 26 . LCFAs (14778 2% B RN 1 1 335 in 40 R Ass 1 7t
A EFSIE VAT A0 M o, T RE T e o IR X R EE AR o KBRS 45 R &
WS 45 PE R ¥ LCFAs JI1E Lo A i AR 4 8 R i aml vk 53220380 Rk, £
AR PR NRZRAN LCFAs (A HLAR JsURH K FH Rl DRAEUR 9 T 20 T R G s e

217,
2.2.3 FRREKEES) S5
2.2.3.1 PR30 )%

X Tt AR AL e FE — R HMB IE. Gompertz 5 REK AU A R AL H
Be gk, SR LR IR RS AL, RIAEAER A, I 2-5.

M:Pxexp{—exp[R’"Pxe(/i—t)+l}} (2-5)

M At BEZI RFLH S~ i (mL/gVS), P oA H e 1 (mL/gVS), R, A K7 H
B R (mL/(d-gVS)), A NFEFMI(d). Py Ry A1 A AT LG R R A0 1h 5256 Ko
UERE].

JitE 2-5 HAR MR BRSBTS R EGE R v 3B 1
DRy AT I X7 R 2-5 for A9 31 -

v(t):dMT(t):Rm exp{2+%(ﬁ,—t)—exp{%(/i—t)+l}} (2:6)

d
=0 FIASR 6, A v, AR REOTE] o

P
ax :ﬁ“+_ 2'7
R 2-7)

tm

AN T JEORE HR R PR AR R TR 1) F e R AR 845 1 Gompertz J5 FE4UL4 i UL 2-4,
e R M AL 2-5, AR IR S HO R 2-6, o Tyo HARZYMEEAT - M
ik 80% P (IR IH], Tso A2 YA CRIFNER 2> Jo M ik 80% P (I IR W LAE i,
- R A (1 5 25 R 7 R D™ e A A A I o AR A TR e 28 P ™ 1t 3 ey
THE =R, AR Rl Rk, BT Lo, HE=RE0R G 2y
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é:lifljll_‘ H:II“S”

il

>

Herp e i i T AR Too A1 Thgo, BELTEHDIS. £F4ER. &

PR Uk 28 i 94k 1) P DR AL B I TB) 23 3 8+ 9+ 7 AT47 K

FRU g (nl/gvs)

i
(=2}
o

[
N
o

a0}

SR H e (mL/gVs)

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 25 30 35

20

IR 4] (d) o 8 B i1 (d)
94 PR . - %
~
—]
E
I
i
R
‘_E‘[é
B

é lIO 1I5 20 ZIS 3IO ?:5 4IO 0 2I0 40 GIO 8IO
IR ] (d) i i) ()

Bl 2-4 AN JEORRIR PRA AE B AU WG i 5 18 1 Gompertz J5 REHUL 5 HI 26

Fig.2-4 Cumulative methane productions and modified Gompertz equation fit curves for anaerobic

mesophilic digestions of different material

[
o

N
o

w
o

R ML - gVS))

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

i 1] (d)
K 2-5 AN JEURFP IR A IR (7 FP e R 04 ih 2

Fig.2-5 Methane production rate fit curves for anaerobic mesophilic digestions of different material

% 2-6 1&I1F Gompertz J7 R HIFR L 2%
Table 2-6 Model parameters of modified Gompertz equation

24 +E SR 1% teAz

P(mL/gVS) 260.1 1457 2584 7572
R,(mL/(d-gVS)) 333 161 36.6 15.0
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A(d) 0 1.3 1.6 13.1
R 0.995 0.987 0.997  0.999
tmax(d) 2.9 4.6 4.2 31.7
Tgo(d) 7.2 9.6 8.1 59.7
T’50(d) 7.2 8.3 6.5 46.6

2.2.32 RE KW Pz 1%+

75 1.3.3.3 oy, JRATFE BN — 8 Jy 7752 Fl Tl B2 AL DA A e 13 B
A, A ] AR K AR AR, A T B AR 7 F e as B CRBE o ) 7=
YIRRE) I, W] DU BN PRAEUR ™ e el 7«

G(t)=G,|1-exp(~kt)] (2-8)
G NI A =5, Gt NI BRITLe =i, & R AL

LB R AE R B ) [A] P24 5 VEAs FIAS, T L. AR RN =
FIEORG A4, JRBIBTBE (0~2 KD [ VFAs ¥R /N T 1500 mg-L™, A
AAIREMCT 0.2%, B & VFA WRERGELE 1000 mg L' LUF, SMPLEESE
e XFTAEAE M, BN PRI R IR VEA IR LR AE 1000 mg L' LAR, HE
SRR BL B4 HT AT LLUE B, BT JEURHE DO AT B35 T R = AR R,
7 P % n] DA R R (K Al KA T

— R SRR A B i s LB 1-5) 4% R SR AR A B Akt
HRER I, AAVPERER S EN . Nk, 0 T8E R R, —
BB )2 TTREGE A s 0 TR W0 v ) PR AT Ak, ANGE FH T e v 30 LS 1)
B Be. DRIERR TG4k, 35 IS HA 5 oIS (KN 0 A 8l 0 2 7 AR IR N TR 2 0, — 4
B (WL 2-6) A SRR BRI HULR 2-7. WTLUEH,
VEN S JFURLRIER 12 TS JRURL ) AR a3 AT, 2T 4k R JRORL LIk, B AR B 1 1) oA i
Kk ARSI LR Christ SEHGE KBRS B ETTRIIESE IR /K iR
THRAL, PTRLR B, — a2 T RRAUE T T R R K R B, IS
- v TR =4 400 1l o A R BRI 7= R e e e

%21 — GRS R
Tabale 2-7 Parameters of first-order kinetics equations
EEC IR 94 A Ak
G/ mL-gVS'1 268.4 154.4 270.6 976.6

k/d! 0.183 0.147 0.190 0.020
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R’ 0.999 0.991 0.998 0.998
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Fig. 2-6 First-order kinetics equation curves for anaerobic mesophilic digestions of different material
2.3 RE/NG

(1) LG il AT bl DA I B SER 45 AL, BN R SRR AL & ) IR A
HERE S 260 mL/gVS, £F4iz, MAF4E. SRARANERD 90 244, 145, 258
757 mL/gVS. TR, KHEFHE. SRR IS il DA 1 At 22 £ o0 il
4 0.183. 0.147. 0.190 1 0.020 d''.

(2) B TR W R PR A R ey, 5 5 777 A DR R R4 R e A D7 PR AN 2 G
R BRI A BRSSPI b A= i, R SRR B F v, SR 19 3E B ) C/N

(3) MRRBEHE DA RE T, A5 SEUCE RIS, H ek 4 T i
FIE L T AR 5 . AEAR B IR & BB s A LR, JE RO B,
BEA IR 28 I 5 e AN P /D I TAR BRER Y, A, R SCR il AT AL o

(4) XTAERE. HEA TN R R, Eemdy izl P4k L 46
T AL o R TR S TR S L B 1 USRI SR S A T AR TR AL SR R R A AL
SEUUSE RN 8 Ky X T AR 2 A HLBL,, e BUs BN F) O 47 K

49



5 5 ATHULE A ) PRSI TR ek P e 3 ) 249

275 3Lk

[1]

[10]

[11]

[12]

Mata-Alvarez J, Viturtia A, Llabres-Luengo P, et al. Anaerobic digestion of the Barcelona
central market organic waste: experimental study [J]. Bioresource Technology, 1993,
39:39-48.

Bouallagui H, Touhami Y, BenCheikh R, et al. Bioreactor performance in anaerobic
digestion of fruit and vegetable wastes [J]. Process. Biochemistry, 2005, 40(3-4):989-995.
Krzystek L, Ledakowicz S, Kahle H J et al. Degradation of household biowaste in reactors
[J]. Journal of Biotechnology, 2001, 92(2):103-112.

Zhang R, El-Mashad H M, Hartman K, et al. Characterization of food waste as feedstock for
anaerobic digestion [J]. Bioresource Technology, 2007, 98(4):929-935.

E R, BN RFE. WM RN B R AL BRI TT[T]. IMERE AR,
2006,26(2):256-261.

Rao M S, Singh S P. Bioenergy conversion studies of organic fraction of MSW: kinetic
studies and gas yield-organic loading relationships for process optimization  [J].
Bioresource Technology, 2004, 95(2):173—185.

Bolzonella D, Pavan P, Mace S, et al. Dry anaerobic digestion of differently sorted organic
municipal solid waste: a full-scale experience [J]. Water Science and Technology, 2006,
53(8):23-32.

Jansen J L C, Spliid H, Hansen T L, et al. Assessment of sampling and chemical analysis of
source separated organic household waste [J]. Waste Management, 2004, 24(6):541-549.
Hansen T L, Jansen J L C, Davidsson A, et al. Effects of pre-treatment technologies on
quantity and quality of source-sorted municipal organic waste for biogas recovery [J]. Waste
Management, 2007, 27(3):398-405.

Davidsson A, Jansen ] L C, Gruvberger C, et al. Methane yield in the source-sorted organic
fraction of municipal solid waste [J]. Waste Management, 2007,27(3):406—414.

Bolzonella D, Innocenti L, Pavan P, et al. Semi-dry-thermophilic anaerobic digestion of the
organic fraction of municipal solids waste: focusing on the start-up phase [J]. Bioresource
Technology, 2003, 86(2): 123-129.

Bolzonella D, Pavan P, Mace S, et al. Dry anaerobic digestion of differently sorted organic
50



T A AT LR DR B AR TR I R LS TR HI ST

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

municipal solid waste: a full-scale experience [J]. Water Science and Technology,
2006,53(8):23-32.

Silvey P, Pullammanappallil P C, Blackall L, et al. Microbial ecology of the leach bed
anaerobic digestion of unsorted municipal solid waste [J]. Water Science and Technology,
2000, 41 (3): 9-16.

Juanga J P.Optimizing dry anaerobic digestion of organic fraction of municipal solid waste
[D]. M.S. Thesis, Asian Institute of Technology chool of Environment, Resources and
Development, Thailand.2005.

Lay J J, Li Y Y, Noike T, et al. Analysis of environmental-factors affecting methane
production from high solids organic waste [J]. Water Science and Technology, 1997,
36(6-7): 493-500.

PUGERS . PRI RE A FEIM]. dbat: FrE Tkt i, 1998:536-537.

Buswell A M, Muller H F. Mechanics of methane fermentation [J]. Journal of Industrial
Engineering Chemistry, 195,44 (3):550-559

Hansen T L, Schmidt J E, Angelidaki I, et al. Method for determination of methane
potentials of solid organic waste [J]. Waste Management, 2004,24(4): 393-400.

Hansen T L, Schmidt J E, Angelidaki I, et al. Method for determination of methane
potentials of solid organic waste [J]. Waste Management, 2004,24(4): 393-400.

Chen Y, Cheng J J, Creamer K S. et al., Inhibition of anaerobic digestion process: A review
[J]. Bioresource Technology, 2008, 99(10): 4044-4064

Vieitez E R, Ghosh S. Biogasifification of solid waste by two-phase anaerobic fermentation
[J]. Biomass and Bioenergy, 1999, 16(5):299-309.

Hanaki K, Hirunmasuwan S, Matsuo T. Protection of methanogenic bacteria from low pH
and toxic materials by immobilization using polyvinyl alcohol [J]. Water Research, 1994,
28(4):877-885.

Lay J J, Li Y Y, Noike T, et al. Analysis of environmental-factors affecting methane
production from highsolids organic waste [J]. Water Science and Technology, 1997, 36 (6-7):
493-500.

Anderson G K, Donnelly T, Mckeown K J. Identification and control of inhibition in the

anaerobic treatment of industrial wastewater[J]. Process Biochemistry, 1982, 17(4):28-32.
51



5 5 ATHULE A ) PRSI TR ek P e 3 ) 249

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

Baronofsky J J, Schreurs W J A, Kashket E R. Uncoupling by acetic acid limits growth of
and acetogenesis by Clostridium thermoaceticum [J]. Applied and Environmental

Microbiology, 1984, 48(6):1134-1139.

Gallert C, Bauer S, Winter J. Effect of ammonia on the anaerobic degradation of protein by
a mesophilic and thermophilic biowaste population [J]. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology, 1998, 50:495-501.

Wang G, Wang D I C. Elucidation of growth inhibition and acetic production by Clostridium
thermoaceticum [J]. Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 1984, 47(2):294-298.
Kroeker E J, Schultze D D, SparlingA B, et al. Anaerobic treatment process stability [J].
Journal of the Water Pollution Control Federation, 1979, 51:718-727.

Koster I W and Lettinga G. Ammonium toxicity in anaerobic digestion. Proceeding of
Anaerobic Wastewater Treatment Symposium[C].The Netherland, Hague, 1983.

Angelidaki I, Ahring B K. Thermophilic digestion of livestock waste: the effect of ammonia
[J]. Applied Microbiology and Biotechnology, 1993, 38: 560-564.

Rinzema A, Boone M, van Knippenberg K, et al. Bactericidal effect of long chain fatty acids
in anaerobic digestion [J]. Water Environment Research, 1994, 66:40—49

Hwu C S, Donlon B and Lettinga G. Comparative toxicity of long chain fatty acid to
anaerobic sludges from various origins [J]. Water science and Technology, 1996,
34(5-6):351-358.

Cirne D G, Paloumet X, Bjornsson L, Alves M M, et. al. Anaerobic digestion of lipid-rich
waste—Effects of lipid concentration [J]. Renewable Energy, 2007, 32:965-975

JABER, BRI, R, BB BRI TR DALY U B REERIT ST, K AL BE
iR, 2002,28(2):93-97.

Nopharatana A, Pullammanappallil C P , Clarke W P. Kinetics and dynamic modeling of
batch anaerobic digestion of municipal solid waste in a stirred reactor [J]. Waste

Management, 2007, 27(5):595-603.

Angelidaki I and Ahring B K. Effects of free long-chain fatty acids on thermophilic
anaerobic digestion [J]. Applied Microbiology Biotechnology, 1992, 37:808-812

Nosratil M, Shojaosadatil S A, Sreekrishnan T R, et. al. Inhibition of thermophilic
anaerobic digestion of waste food by long chain fatty acids and propionate. Iranian journal

of biotechnology, 2004, 2(4):261-268.
FABkE, BRI, FEL, Bl pH. WIS RS IRAAUNURL TS Ve 5 e 1 5 &R ik

5%, AWK, 2001, 11(1):30-32
Christ O, Wilderer P A, Angerhofer R, et al. Mathematical Modelling of the hydrolysis of
anaerobic processes [J].Water Science and Technology, 2000,41 (3):61-65.

52


http://www.springer.com/chemistry/biotech/journal/253
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=F AR AR S RE KB S SR

18—, AT AR IRAL B ) B AR =90 g . 5 ReAE L,
SR P BAR BRI AU Y AT AR, B fE AR oK, WRIE
T & AR G, R DA R OB R A v O A O FR RS o VR 2 AN T e ik
AT AR, B A SN 5 Y8 FPRE TR HE R, 3K DA FE R AR I IR A 5
e BR T AR RA R, G AAAERE M M4l 1 Chydrogenotrophic
methanogens) [l % 7 Z. /R 41 7 (homoacetogenic bacteria) .« fifi [ £h 14 7 I (sulfate
reducing bacteria) FIASERERIE IR (nitrate reducing bacteria), [MijiX L4 g LA
B Rk i g BEAT AR AR TV A, WK 3-1. & 4w (W) 18
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R EF R B RS AR TR B ANBE S TR B, 0 S A el s ) I
XY P 22 52 BHMHI B R AL . BRIHE 0 IRA5 U (AS) HEAT TRAL 3 AT BASR
TR R W P SR ) o

7k b B4 Carbohydrates)
i 7K BB (Hydrolysis)
1B Sugars)
B Acidogenesis)
e e Rt
BB Organic acids)
B2 Alcohols)
I
rATIR TR
(Syntrophic acetogenesis) NOy e, (Nitrate reducing
1 A . ‘}nllllnnnh Iy, MH*
.‘ EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEN "
Z%(HCEI&LB} EETE E'Ig + 20 9'.’
| (Homoacetogenesis)  m #. snnnnnnn
: .I-" HS', HgS
CEESRRRIR - | S0 [ RBrELITE
Aceticlastic methanogenesis) N [ Zulfate reducing)

‘ SEFE=RIR
(Hydrogenotrophic WMethanogenesis)

CH, +C0, <

sennnnnnnp  SiEFEIITE(Hydrogen consuming processes)
3-1 WK S PIRE L R i A
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Fig. 3-1 Hydrogen role in the anacrobic dark fermentation of carbohydrates

AHIF T R AR AR R A SE R, RN R FRAL BT (A #uik
BB LFEANVRRLD SRAS I SRR IR SR I, JE i E AT
Bk Ak, EEOOK. 5 EZE AL B AR AR A S SR
Y. AP SRR YIRS UL R AT YRR SRR, 5N AR
PREUREE S IRAr A RIS AL JEURL RS R I AR AR A LB

3.1 MK E Tk
3.1.1 AL REE IR Sl %

3011 SeH Bk

K FIBETRa B J5 B R KR AR SR S A g S k), JsORPRAME ILER 2-1. IR
S5 UK B ARSI A DL IR R A R s o AH AT 2ead FLAR Tmm (157 99 it
PECA BRI Sy A S5 RRUREMERE AR . 1l 985 S IR A5 e ) pHL TS,
VS. REIKIER VFAs WK JE 53514 7.68, 5.1%, 1.8%, 230 mg/L fil 82 mg/L.

3.1.1.2 JRE 5 e TAL 1

(1) M1k (Acidification): i Il &S IR(HCIO,)E] 200mL JRAEHEF, HE pH
B 3, SRJERERE SN 4 CUKFEIRAF 6 WP,

(2) In# (Heating): #5 200mL K475 ¥ E W 30 mint*,

(3) #7 (Sonication): I IR 7 41 MR WS AT HE 7 AL FE 20 min P,

(4) UfF% (Aeration): 4§ 200mL PARTTIEHNLEM H, FHAS A0S 2 bl
(5) URfl (Freeze/thawing): #f 200 mL RIS YEIHN-17C UKFHA 1 24 h, 4K
JEECH BN 25 C K g 12 h T,

(6) Jls REAT5YE: HL 200 mL JRET5 VR ANREAT AT AT A B B Bl e A e
i) .
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3.1.1.3 SEIGAE'E Mg

SERBEE [ 2-1. 500 ml AYILTEHEAE R SOV TN (371D CHIZKAEFa R
iR, FHREGIRY OO 5 gVS FIZESER 5 gVS)M 200 mL Filkh H (SR 4R)
DA PRI ML R, VS INZE TR B 2 SR 400 mL, [N R R b
25 gVS/L. HERHE ] SN a5 T 78 i 264 2 min LA RS TR T-ahiit+h
PR, DRAA RS 2 b ke M P A R R T 20T o

3.1.1.4 STy vk

SRTIAR VR L 2.1.3, TR AR SOy AR S A Hy 35.0% CHy
15.2%, CO,45.6%, & P,

3.1.2 NRARE R =2
3.1.2.1 LB 5}

KA oL AR L MRS PR P E LR 2-1, MR
VS Jj 85.9%, FEMI CTE) fI[C]. [H]. [OJRINTE =204 45.34%. 4.98%.
34.48%F1 0.36%. K IOK L5 AR5, 8 RUNIRS R it H G Il Uk i s 26
FEMFIAE AR i B AR IR . AS R AR S50 1A LRSI PR A A S 2% o
i ATER IS FLAE Tmm [R5 009 3 I8 LA L B Sk b S5 MO AE B i) ot . s
LRI 30 min 1F k) RAUR I = S35 .

3.1.2.2 SZIGHEE K ERE

SRCE A 2-1. BRI WA RYIER Rl 8 gVS, i T ks A
i, % P RERHE Y 5 g, FERPERN 200 mL. X TR AR Ok, 5L sl
FEA TR, F3I0 Sml 200g/L ¥ NHyHCO; AN 78 0 b 78 2618 /K i
I AR BRSO 20 gVS/L - (A 12.5 gVS/L) o ¥ 2 mol/L HC1 15 4]
fpH £ 558, HERLE ) ROV AR T 78 M 4R 2 min DAARIE RS AT
ENBRFEPT I, DAL AR H 2 A5 17
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3.2 R 51T
3.2.1 REFRTAE FES =S KN
3.2.1.1 ANFEFALHE RAE TS5 e A F= Al fe

] 3-2 A A Tk B IR A5 Ve IR SRR AR e . IRAG AR B IR
BTG J LT 7 R U, 3t DR s SRR IOV A pHL [ 2 AR (IR T 5.0)
MR P S0 B o A B RS e 7 AR Ui 2, BB A AL
B, FEHEA AR R T s R I B e A, B R 45%~62%. B
PPRUAL B R J5 A0 AR AL B IR A5 e R R R A B AL, R T A U AR
W, AR H L o N2 IR SO BE ST I i i BEAIG, P A B A
P VREAL PR 5065 R A e 1R da e SR B 0 0l R 36% 42% 34% A1 28%
R, SIS THUH R ) PR e B 1 A0 38 0 o S0 98/ ] e 5 e I A e
HARMBER, BUNEE IR H g Re e R 2R e, Lt 3-1. 48T,
[R]85 R R FI AU 22, Wk 3-2, Bilitk, S0HFEM IR R R it — 2
VN

4H, + CO, — CH4 + 2H,0 AG" = - 135 kJ/mol (3-1)

4H, + 2CO, — CH3COOH + 2H,0 AG" = - 95 kJ/mol (3-2)

5 PlTIAL BRI 5 Uh DR AT e IR A e e B IR AR I Ry it 2
(95.7 mL/gVS). ¥4aiAbPE (20.7 mL/gVS). Uf% 4 (18.4 mL/gVS). = AbBE
(18.3 mL/gVS). JRIGRAFE (15 mL/gVS). BRALALFE (0.6 mL/gVS). VhmhAbFE .
U AR AT L R 75 b BN LR DR AR5 TR I e = 268 5.6~6.6 mL/gVS. 45 KK,
JINFANE B PRAI5 Ve AE R P AR I IR B AR AR BT 2K & RS A ORI K
W FGE BT, (] IO AR I R B S A R 1 2 A
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Fig.3-2 Cumulative total gas, hydrogen and methane productions

3.2.1.2 AN[AJHALEE R AT I 0 P A8 )2

L5 i QDR B W = W o ok R ARBL, bk DR A e = & el 2 v DA A 1
Gompertz Jj FERHHAR!.
H(t)= Pexp{—exp{%(ﬂ—t)+l} , (3-3)

H(H) H ot A ER A ®mmL), P N KA 6] (mL), R, AEK/“EH
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F(mL/Mh), e=2.71828, L NEHHI(h), ¢ AIE(h). P, Ry A A F{E AT LARIA]
S B B i Curve Expert(version 1.3) A TFREEH TRl A1 2 .
B, 303-4 Hl TR AidH vy Wsh&sh )5
dH(t) Rme Rme
v(l‘)—T—Rm exp{2+?(/l—t)—exp{T(ﬂ, t)+1}} (3-4)

Sy, AR i 1,

a2 (3-5)

t .
" R.e

a.

B 3-3 g ANl AL B R A e BAR SR IE Gompertz 5 Hi 2k . #7024
P, Ry A1 NI 3-10 18] 3-4 g AN[E] FiUAL BEER S Y 1R 7 S0 R 2o At 22
PRAAS PR I A RSN 3910 11 /I, KR A By SR SE R ] o X1t ]
INFAAE BB BRI E AN I CRLAG ™ A A TR el s, IRt 2
WP A B RS 5)e VR S M Iy, 7 A 1l o 2 B[]
SEMMN RN A A, e 3 R A BEAS B RN AU A Al
CRLAE ™ AR el D, DASERF A, (H2 IR I e — BUE W
W5 2 A e

1000 v =R

./I —a—a—10n 60 -_ _ _ma_x _____ m
— L
800 | / 501
— w — %’?‘{%iﬁ —~ I "
_Ej 600 | / —o— AL 5 401 . ?}"{W‘[\ﬁ
il J —a— IpEAL E 30l RRlAL B
I —v— VRRAL ol JUEy A Ak B
=Y
& / f 7 b
" 200} A S A — i —— 10
0 / 1 ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 ' !
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0 10 . 20 30 40 50
fif el (h) 1] (h)
K 3-3 ZB A RAE I Gompertz 5 Fe £k B 3-4 PRAEUK I P S0k ih 2
Fig.3-3 Modified Gompertz equation fitting Fig.3-4 Hydrogen production rate curves
curves for cumulative hydrogen production for six anaerobic fermentations

#* 3-1 1BIE Gompertz /T FES 4
Table 1 - Modified Gompertz equation parameters for five anaerobic fermentations
Tk # P Ps Rmn Rins 2 R fmax
(mL) (mL/gVS) (mL/N [mL/gVS-h] (h) (h)
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O R R T = SR T

AL 2
i AL P
GF AL
VRt AL BE
JEdn R AL P

942.7
178.6
175.3
205.1
143.6

94.27 57.6
17.86 15.5
17.53 16.5
20.51 34.2
14.36 20.5

5.76
1.55
1.65
3.42
2.05

11.0 09991 17.0
3.8 0.9988 8.0
50  0.9940 8.9
83 09991 105
7.8 09967 104

3.2.1.3 AN[A|FALFR R 5 T8 I P A B ) o B
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Fig.3-5 Intermediate metabolites concentration profiles for six anaerobic fermentations

— MR uE, IREK A VEAs FIRESRAER =4, Kt, VFAs ik
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JEETT LA Ay P i (R TR A s R AR ARSI v, R s B P45 e [ A<
i, (LA EE AS [f) VFAs PR, X0 T 6 Fiy=aiefii ik
PRETE LA SR TS BIAS—FE o 6 T INARAE 31 R A 5 Ve, RIS AL =S 7 IR K W«
0T T e FIA BE R AR5V, A R v AN DRI = S BR AN 1T, 3 5 FE SR
(AN 08 35 8= FBE B R R 8= Z TR D, AN WA IRAFAE TS RE T &L Xt
TUF AR B RAE TG YR, A G S AT I SHE Pk A B PSR PR BE T e i v A BEAR U Tl
U241 DI, W S S A B DR A D8 M 7 R e K

ML 3-5 FTLLVE 0 Ab B8 R AR5 Ve IR 7 SR e A PR B T IR 1 AR 1, T
XPTEE R G PRI AG A AL BRI PR e 2 A2 T — @ NI, 70 A
194, 575. 336 F1332mg/L. 2\ 3-6. 3-7 1 3-8 £, &R S5RUHRELA K,
CABIATRE R4, 24 LD STRAE Ay i — AR A ™0, 1 mol A% 8 vl L™ 4 mol
s ULUTIRAE R ME— AR =W, AR 2E 2 mol &l: 1M LAATRR A Ay i — Xl
P, AMUARFES, BB 2 mol Ao MRS RE,  NRALKIEE
CTRTFN T IR AR W 2 e A o ARG 3-8 WU U A L B4 VRAIRN L dn
AL TR PR AR e AR IRERLRE 1 B T IR T Vi FE I &40 1 4 23 704 41 #1140 mL.
CeH 1,06 + 2H,0 — 2CH;COOH +2CO, +4H,  AGY =-206 kl/mol ~ (3-6)
CeH1,05 — CH;CH,CH,COOH + 2CO, + 2H,  AG” =-255 kJ/mol (3-7)
CH1,06 + 2H; — 2CH;CH,COOH + 2H,0 AG’ = - 357kJ/mol (3-8)

3.2.1.4 PREKREE S0 3

VFAs X 7S BRAN A Ve B 4], 102 il 853 VFAs dEhk, KA
" A6 PR Sk 40 A A ST L 0 AT A A P ) (4T B SR 4 D AS— R,
ST A& VFAs TN Z Rt —FE. E—335518 T pH AiiFE VFAs X7 il
BRI, AT T pH FIEE VFAs X740 R #2 dmihl. 1&l 3-9
6 FHTAL B ARG e e SR I FR ) pH AR A M2k, % Tk, AL A
REIAN UG R AT Ve AR B RE )46 pH 200k 8.94. 7.81. 8.65. 7.61 Al
7.78, (HJEP=EUE IR B pH 3400 4.9, IX UL 4.9 & REUR B AU K 58 44
HME .

MR & 3-5. 18 3-6 LUK 2-3 nlF SEAH N A3 A A VFAs W, 45 R LA 3-7.
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I R IR URRIORI R AR DA TS e PR AR IR 4 ARG AU I AS VFAs KR 5 57
Wk 2646, 2434, 4479, 3336 1 2763 mg/L, BRIFAEALHASN, HAh 4 FhisbrE
[ &5 KI5 F Wang (¥ &5 FAR B . fb 48 (K% 25 & VFAs Xt Clostridium
thermoaceticum WIFNHIZKFAE pH 24 5.0 4544 5 & 2400~3000 mg/L. M40 2
PR Pe XTI RS VEAs R IR S BT RE ) T 585 et o S 40 1 (R AP A AT K
T S VEAs IS4, VFAs NI R G HERR .

9.0 5000
85 —u— [RAALTE o
8.0 —o— fn#kbHE > —A— AL <
e —a— g A £ —o— AT / o
1ol —v— IR £ 3000F  —«— VgL <>/
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500 —u o Q%%;;;g 23‘5%43 .
45 [ P R .|7..( |\.|. i m— W | 0 - 2/.\..-,
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I 1] () ifiE] Ch)

3-6 NFHEEF YIRS AR pH 221

Fig.3-6 The pH profiles for six anaerobic

fermentations

3-7 JREUTEUR I i B35 VFAs WK JE
Fig.3-7 Total undissociated volatile fatty acids
concentration profiles for six pretreated NAS

3.2.2 [RYIREI RE KRB =E I W
3.2.1.1 ANFERBEI =4 6E )

K 3-8 WoR 7RG AR U LA S . W T BRI AN K
IR, BB R B R A e KT RO A IEY (RIS CK. LR mAR),
PR R SLRIITAG <, AR M Hy 1 COyo FE R BEIITT 24 /NRHEA SE 1K T 77
SUSFR, RNV AR TR AR Hy & s PG N, 3 bR Hy W4 T30 72,
24 1 36 /NIFISE] 70% 55%H1 67%, (HZREEITIA I, HE 26%. 22%
17%. Hy & &I AT Hy R FEAT 0, HJ2 T XHERM I gEAT T Hib 340
T e, i H AN RS R R C CH,, R, Hy AT RS4RI
ERPIOAN R FERL, Bl FRIA R R0 KoK, LRSI AR Ry
B4 134, 106 #1150 mL/gVS. X T-EABURR, A=A T 18 mL A fk, HEZ
5N COyy WK Hy AEpe AT AR, ARG, DIARA A
i, AU FRAN 6.25 mL/gVS, BONHE R 0.1%H) 5k (UL COD i) #ALA.
X AR RRE (G RRTIHD 1) A& )Ll BLZEG (1.75 mL/gVS).
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Fig. 3-8 Cumulative hydrogen productions and hydrogen contents
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#* 3-2 & 1F Gompertz JFES 4L
Table 3-2 Modified Gompertz equation parameters for rice, potato and lettuce

J5 R} P Ps R, R,s y) R’ fmax

(mL)  (mL/gVS) (mL/N  [mL/gVS-h] (h) (h)
KK 1056 132 37.3 4.7 144 09990 24.8
+5 816 102 31 3.9 48 09979 145
A3 384 48 16.3 2.0 24 09960 11.0

3.2.1.2 Al A = o i

PEEUR IS IO ) o3 T WA 3-3, EERI“ W) VFAs, A /DRE.
LR, AL shyih . R AR R R B B 0T BRI . 1 F VFAs 1)
PR ROKS REL RS SRR )RR B T AR S pH T
A REEN Ty 1 pH, X2 2 U AR s AR B R U 5% 21 [RIA: 14
PG, HRRA SRR A, R B TR e A e R R 1
FLepg . e EACEEY) (VEAs MIRESE) J0An IR 3-11, TSR]
Yo CIRFNAIR, X TRKAE P IsORE, X PRFIR S R K 75% L) |, XK
PSR IR — PR G IR e . TR 3-3 AT LA H, =Sl R AR B K st 1 il =4
PERG Bl VEAs FITEES, i Lem] )i 4w i 2 ) g A 1tk —2b Dl

R 3-3 JRE AR SE ARE WA ) o3 A i

Table 3-3 Liquid products analysis at the end of anaerobic hydrogen producing fermentation

okl with R VFAs®  Alcohols” SMP¢ 7
- pH pH (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
KoK 5.5 456  14405+79  198+18 14603198  810+16
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Il T PRI AL S DR BEAR ) I R LB TR IS

+i5 55 481  5288+49 473420 5761+69  780+7
AR 55 5.14 5013436 182+8 5195+45  850+13
98 A 55 574 2324+11 42+10 2366+21  1600+43
Gl 5.5 5.28 1019+8 106+10 1125+18  510+13
AeA 5.5 548  2212£10 118+16 2330+£25 42017
st 55 572 218116 14144 2322420  730+21

a: VFAs BI5 418 . IR 57 TR, TIR. FIR. W&, b: Alcohols WHEHEE. AWE. NEE. T
c: SMP f§5 VFAs il Alcohols

__ 16 100 0
N a ‘ﬁ o % §
[sT0)
§ 1f Z =% 1%
= [ Mg R 1
= T fz 60 - H40
“ gt == = i
% B Wi %40 e
® E
ﬁai * < 20f @I 180
\H_i JTITIT

@ 0 100

Tk Ex mm ik A Sk bk MW
Jk} J5ok

3-11 g Al Mo A
(a: #%F0 VFAs MEERAGREE, b TRRAESR TR, NIREIEFYIR: b: & VFAs Il
e AR H 2 H0
Fig.3-11 Byproducts distribution of hydrogen producing metabolism
(a: concentration of individual VFAs and Alcohols; b: percentage of individual VFAs and Alcohols
among SMP)

3.2.2.3 AN[A I JECH) DA R e = A ) AR AL LB

iKALEY)

BB PR R B 7 W NIRRT 46, K5 1 T IR I RV, 7
SARE R SR NIRRT R (X 3-6 22 3-8), AL/ EM AR5, Hid
B, B UL A E AR R I T R s, 1 mol A 4 mol &,
X — B PR A “Thauer ARBR7T, RS, KEHFRED], Faid by b —
MG KR (3 3-9), HINIET"H04 2 mol. FEASIK LKA N
MR7ERG NI AIEAA TS, IS, Wil 3-8, BN IESR0N
1.33 mol, W3 3-100 LIS IR A B, B A P AR 58 4t e e B i B,
JUJAE PR R A A (1 20 6 1.06mol
4Glucose — 2 Acetate + 3 Butyrate + 8CO, + 8H, (3-9)
3Glucose — 2 Acetate + Butyrate + 2propinate + 4CO, +4H,  (3-10)
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liFES

MR AR 5 A2 B RS TR . AAAREN D)2 R SR, KA I I R 1 ¢
fit (B0 ARMEBEAT, BRAFES RAERFERACKT, Wl 3-11, A 4&E
T 107 atm B, A0 EH BEEA R . SRift, X2AMRMED KRG EERE
A CIECE TR HBERD I ARG, o A (1 S RIS AR B EUORAIE I
(R0 He o AR ARSI R (1 7 M AN S A EUE 7 BE TR, okl ARG
S RISE, R = SAREgR L, [l 7RSI . 346, Maok g
PRl 2 e AR S PRI, TR ARSI TR 2 LA DA 38 T 4588 ik
TR, WK 3-12. BR ARG IIHARIN RN, BIEXA RV FE SR I
TR, BRI, TEARSEEG ORI, R DR R RS S, TR o AR
VI 77%, T SRR 8%. £ BRTIR, FRISAREAE b PR W= 5k .
n-LCFA — (n-2)-LCFA + 2Acetate + 2H, AG” =+48kJ/mol  (3-11)
Pyruvate + Acetate + 2H, — Butyrate + CO, + H,O  AG” =-95.4kJ/mol  (3-12)
EAEEN

LA EE 1 B S0 S A FUK AR - MR R, IR DA N, SRR M A
WL LA 3 Rl AR AT
1) Stickland 2V
Alanine + 2glycine — 3acetate + 3NH; +CO, (3-13)
2) KR AN N,
Leucine + 3H,0 — isovalerate + HCOs NH," +2H, AG” =+ 4.2kJ/mol (3-14)
3) GASEMRIE SR 2R N,
Glycine + H, — acetate +NHj AG” =-77.8kJ/mol (3-15)

SRR VA - D U FE A HURR AN, 2R EE T LU W UEE R (BRI R
FEFESE o ARSI, 98 P P SR I Al R I SR B v T3 ok, Ol 1600 mg/L,
U (1 BT LB o Bl e, AR A AR, XD BN 3 B A 5k,
Stickland N AR B, 1T 90%[K 2 KRR e il ik i ia 42y ok, sk
MR B B A AN AT IO s de i, B H IR IR Ji o 2 e I e — A #
SN, EUAEAENIEIR ). BRI, B RRAS A ) DA I = SR .
AR JREF 4
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AR AT e 5 R, BRI T KR, R, 6T AR T TIUAR B (1) 1%
JsURE, ATy SRANGE A5 11 0 PRAER I 2 R

3.3 AE/NG

(1) PAPRATGIRAE A IREEUR I = SRS, FEARTETORIUIR AL . Ik, &
P IS DURVRRNAE S RRTAL BT, SR RS BORFEEUE IR A B
I OR B 7 LA R IR A . DLOROK AR 32 R A5 JURHE Sy DR AR T = IR0 (25
gVS/L)I, AL FE ) R 45 8 B 05 3K A B i 1 4 %.(95.7 mL/gVS), 774k
AR T B A . SLE TR B AR BORSEEUE IR A 1, 7R

Sl A () IS P B R R A A, A5 B AR R IR
(2) MSEEG 25 R BEAHB AT, TR SRR AL o, BRI

SR PR B =Rk, BRI RESSRIA TRET 4 S8 ANTE B AR Ry PR R I
FREURURE . LARAAL B IR ARV e A A IR AR IR = M), A IOK . L A3
RIS R 5k 134, 106+ 50 mL/gVS.

(3) VFAs {0 — Bl DRAUR I = AR 1, () B g = S 2 F — il S 5l
0, T HAT ISR O 5> GE R L 28T 4 VFAs IXFREN )b, IR AT 14
3] g KPR P 1BUAC o 7] SR RISl AR P 1 P 0 DR AU IR SR it e DR AR R TR = L
AEAE ) IR AN

N
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Sk
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FBNE FHRERH ) REK R S P R LT 5

AT LR AT DRAEUR I ) e — AR A 98 g (0 v A R R T B,
A R SR AR R A A7, AWK, ks Vet ORI i A= i A Bz 3
ULRIC S30h, VP2 AR s i = AR BT T 90 RELE s £, o 4R
JERIA I, TEHLER a1 R S RN, 1 S RS b AU R
R RS M R 38 rh 25 B COL BEAIG COp o3 FRUIARAS o RO SV 36 A Tt e,
{E AR I S B PEBEA R R 2B e (LB 1-4), 494% VFAs FIRESS,
XA g T BRI A AN RESE xR HLB P IR RERE, 10 H. VFAs 3652
PRI RER) R B BN EIY), XAE E-mE O gedR .

A1 FPBE AN A A9 B NE IR BEAR BEUR IR o 2 AR sl 4
B A AE R BEIS, Al LUK s IR mioder, Wal4-4. Bg b, PREKI
R S ORT R E R JS BE YA [ A AN NGZE I iy 1 R R P S8R, i HL
B ARG PRI B I BEIR IR R, Il x(4-3 .,

R A-1 R EIREANR] A I BV PR B REUR LRk

Table 4-1 Energy efficiency of various fermentation reactions using glucose as substrate

RS PRE R P e IR R
(4-1)  Ce¢H 1,06 + 2H,0 — 2CH;COOH + 2CO; + 4H, 33.5%
(4-2) 4C¢H,,06 — 2CH;COOH + 3CH;CH,CH,COOH + 8CO, + 8H, 16.8%
(4-3)  CeH;,06 — 3CH, + 3CO, 83.2%
(4-4)  C¢H 1,06 + 2H,0 — 2CH, + 4CO, + 4H, 89.0%

a): BEVR PSR IE T DL P MU CeH 1,04 2 888 kI/mol; H, 242 kl/mol ; CH, 801 kJ/mol

PRI, FEATTT, A DA IR S = F e 6 7 2R v REVA [ A% «
TEF“ 2B B (HPS), = &4l W AR A 06 A HLEE S A B =R e TR AR =4 (2R
A VFAs); 75/ HEEB B (MPS), 7= He 40 B A1) FH A 18] 740 LA S S B B % B
fil AR R HE— DA BT b

4.1 MR ETTE

4.1.1 5256 OB

SEIGYIRE SRR WA 2-10 M OOK. BT SR AL RACHIFE R ]
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VIR B e i 5 5 8 e R B AR AT sk o B3 82 P A ) T A DR A T S 56
BEEHE A 8 gVS, AEG A E AN, AR ER 5 gVS.

DA PRI AL 00 5 AU R e RE,  TIALAR Tmm (1497 W) Jod 8 J5 BB v A b 7=
FEEEFY) (MPD), B pH. 2% W%, VFAs F1 VS 20510 7.3, 480 mg/L.
1800 mg/L. 210 mg/L 1 4000 g/L. HJEH AW 30 min 5 1E A =AM PI(HPD,
B pH. & A BE. VFA F1 VS 2504 9.5, 310 mg/L. 900 mg/L. 150 mg/L
F1 3700 mg/L .

4.1.2 SEROBEE R TIE

SR LR 2-1, STIOUEV LA 420 BRI RN 58 T N AR,
W pH 4 5.5 LB EUREE, UP- AR T 7 RSP R, IR
pH 4 6.5 LI 307 s K«
2 4-2 A HIBLIR A G = SR F e S5 e v

Table 4-2 Experimental design for anaerobic fermentative co-production of hydrogen and methane

HPS MPS
BRE gt ki HPL B B [ MPL M i 1]
(gVS)  (mL) (mL) pH® (&> (mL) pH° (d)

KK 8 250 150 55 0-7 100 6.5 7- finish®
+a 8 250 150 5.5 0-7 100 6.5 7- finish
3 8 250 150 5.5 0-7 100 6.5 7- finish
A 5 250 150 55 0-7 100  6.5° 7- finish
feEm 8 250 150 55 0-7 100 6.5 7- finish
R 8 250 150 5.5 0-7 100 6.5 7- finish

a: FH 2mol/L HCI K75 pH; b: H 2.5mol/L NH,HCO; >K 75 pH;
c: MR FNE, F 5 mol/L KOH KA pH; d: IREKEERE H 2S5 1k

4.2. FR5T®
4.2.1 SR HEA R

B 4-1 A F AR = A B SR B A A IR AR . Bk G CR
Ky HEAAZD PP ELERIERT 3 ORGEMK, =AM B AR e, RV
RTTR AR A TIRE S R 34%~59% . 41%~56%M1 37%~70%,  F=Z R 53 )
b 125, 103 #1135 mL/gVS, I K& 0 119, 94 F1 43 mL/(gVS-d). X T8 H
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Fig.4-1 Cumulative hydrogen productions (a) and hydrogen contents (b) during HPS

SRR DL e S L 420 Kok, £35S B YA
R P e 7= 200 000 232, 237, 148, 278, 886 A1 50 mL/gVS (LL#EEl VS i),
MrE LR E, REIRE DB 42%~70%. 57%~T1%- 73%~77%- 59%~73%-
68%~80% M1 54%~74%. M THEARMAKMEEAR (WK 2-7), FYMr 4
KT IHERAA Jrok AHE H TRR RI((CIHH]YO], BRI PR R R . HT
SR T AT YEA A BRI TR I R /K S R R AR RS, P A i Sk
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Fig.4-2 Cumulative methane productions (a) and methane contents (b)
4.2.2 HEACETP= IR AR AL

fEr=EW B, KOk, 6, RS, WAL RIS I R AR I pH )
GMH 5.5 70 AE N 4.68. 4.99. 52, 591, 543 Fl 524, WK 4-3. BmEA>”
AR B I P AR Y (B VEAs FIEEZR) IREE. SRk &4, B
HGERT B T4, rh IR I B SRR B, pH BB T o 727 THERRE BT B
KoK GRS TR A R B 23 il oA 2260+ 1300 A1 2200 mg/L, LPRFIT
PRAJYAR I B P AR A .

XF TR A SRR, 7 FGE BT BT A B T A AR b T A R B, S mi A2 T e o
X W] RS T VR AR R T 2 BRI (M Bk o 19 e R ) A A T
Leucine + 3H,0 — Iso-valerate + HCO; + NH; + 2H, AG” =+4.2kJ/mol  (4-5)
MES R, R AN S ) AT I RO, AR N MPL S, 7
AR AR MRS B, MR IR SN R =4, IRk ™= PR G 15 30 s A L
MR BRI, JUIR R s, WK 4-3, REATHLIRIKIERS N, (H2 pH JFRH
BEAIG, X520 BE IR I Wit ™ A T KR B K

1F3.2.2.3 ik, TR IR OB R AR 9 A I AE A LB il T TR A
MRS 1EKE (R 4-6 F1 4-1), PREURBEAMEIF=HEE N TR Gl RrdiE
FREHI 70% 0L 1D, 1T BT 10%. {242, By Hicf)a, bis s
L= FBE AT SRS, — 7 IR T LCFAs BRG], 55— 51k, HTEm
B Z AFAF I 4-7 ANREREAT, K, BN RIS, T RRIREEREAG, 1T SIRIK
FETt o
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n-LCFA — (n-2)-LCFA + 2acetate + 2H, AG" = +48kJ/mol (4-6)
Pyruvate + acetate + 2H, — Butyrate + CO, + H,O  AG” = -95.4kJ/mol 4-7)
16000 9 8000 9
e ([ f ks I
Q % ﬁj{ B BEE'A 8 =) 18
#2000 | NN T ] "5 6000 -
= N =l =
# r 4% 17 Eid & 17 s
¥ u wm ¥ 4000 =
£ 8000+ - € 2 )
= 7 i 6:5 i® L 7 16
< < 2000
= L = i i
= 4000 / & s Z . 5
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7 | 0 7 4
O 7 8 N 16 48 4 H;J» I‘EJ (d)
I 1] (d)
6000 ” Q?gi’é 9 8000 9
SR Em am ' i P
- Y 1% 18 =) 18
>~ n
2 4000 | % Gl "] 2 6000 .
& & /&/ 7] 7.‘.511 g 47
% - 77 1 E % 4000 g
= 16 = 16 =
& 2000 | >
EE =
E _ % § 1s = 2000 1
0 7 8 6 W;'; 4 0 42 4
If 1] (d)
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~ '% . 1A
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;: 1200+ ] E %1600 g
—— 46 X o
= 600 2 g0l
= \ I 15
+
03 8 T g 0% - " %
1) (d) I 1) (d)

B 4-3 PREKIE P S B R pH AR ) A 7 0 i
CTRRAUHEIE TR T TR, JRIROHTIE AR IR, FEROIEHRE . O/, NREAT /)
Fig 4-3. intermediate metabolites and pH during the fermentation process
Note: Butyrate includes n-butyrate and iso-butyrate; Valerate includes n-valerate and iso-valerate;

Alcohols includes methanol, ethanol, propanol and butanol

4.2.3 BEYR I

R 4-3 AR SRR RN S UM eI 2 1K) COD ~PA 73 AT e A2 ke
B BE KK S RS R A AR B e A R (L COD ) 705304 99.36%

73



Il T PRI AL SR DR B AR 1) I R LB TR IS

56.92%-+ 23.20%- 24.32%- 8.21%F1 7.58%, AR B&AR B (1) HLTT 32 BEEE ALk i [a]
U4 (LR, TIRMHNIR), A >RIANTEAHE, 7358 8.14%.
7.08%- 1.79%- 0. 0.14%A1 0. 7877 HBek B, A A LA SR B A DL
BB RS, TR s T BRI HT

R 4-3 A BRI 2O el R () COD -4l 73 By
Table 4-3 COD balance for hydrogen and methane production with the six substrates

COD KK T 43 JER e R
HIEIERL ) (mg) 8770 8310 11160 8580 20340 11760
WILRREEL (%) 100 100 100 100 100 100
KR ™ (%) 0.64 43.08 76.80  75.68 91.79 92.42
PR (%) 89.72  49.84 2141 2432 8.07 7.58
LIR(%) 3327  20.36 12.10 5.74 0.18 4.83
=t W (%) 19.15 3.77 1.18 3.47 0.63 0.76
BB TR (%) 3246  19.32 6.33 10.01 6.55 1.14
IR (%) 4.67 0.30 0 3.93 0.16 0
MR (%) 1.67 6.09 1.80 1.17 0.54 0.85
2 (%) 8.14 7.08 1.79 0 0.14 0
FEH AR (%) 3.69 9.43 0.53 1.28 0 1.57
Leby W (P/1%) 6047  65.19 3031 46.31 97.32 9.72

Bt RIBETRARY) © (P1%) 27.70  18.30 6737 5241 2.54 88.71
a): WIRIEEL COD e J-LUN 25 TSqgea @ [C] % 2.67 + TSqqgea X [H] x 8 - TSuq4ea X [O]; b):
AR COD=H1153ERE COD-7~&H| 774 COD-4, COD; ¢): K ik 434 COD=v] 41tk COD-
I ZHI 77 COD-4, COD-H%¢ COD, A5 A BEARFI 4Ll 41U 1) COD.

2 A-4 g ANIR] JFURE DR AR R B IDE = 80 SR AR el R ) AR TS R o 5 PR A
R A FRAH LG, SR DRAUR I ™= A e i 72, 6 P22 Jobsh ) R =i
BRI 7.9%- 6.8% 1.9%- 0+ 0.1%F1 0 $2 155 56.3%- 58.4%- 28.8%- 39.2%-
81.2%F11 8.8%. LAT/AKAEH) (15D A, $Emfa M aeiRmlszcsnh 58.4%, 5
d5 KPR IR RS RISOBR 83. 2% 47 — & MBS 53X B A — L8 Pk e 23 A
REMEBEMERITT, 5306, SR AR K AR B S I FE 43 R 1t

K 4-4 AN[A]JURE R SR R R UM F Bl R 1 RE R R i ko

Table 4-4 Energy efficiency for hydrogen and methane production with the six substrates

Ji sk KK +5 AR e e MR
RemEmA  (K/gVS) 17.14 16.41 19.7 25.37 38.2 20.45

(mL/gVS) 125 103 35 0 5 0
HPS b

(kJ/gVS) 1.35 1.11 0.38 0 0.05 0
MPS (mL/gVS) 232 237 148 278 866 50

(kJ/gVS)© 8.3 8.47 5.29 9.94 30.97 1.79
ARl Hy (%) 7.9 6.8 1.9 0 0.1 0

KRG CHy(%) 48.4 51.6 26.9 39.2 81.1 8.8
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H,+CH,4 (%) 56.3 58.4 28.8 39.2 81.2 8.8

a): JEURERIE T 1 P I S A I SE ; b): BE T AUV 242 kI/mol™; o) BT H vV 801
kJ/mol .

MIEAEHLEE AL 5286 45 R FAT AR B R A B 9 Js R EA BEEAT PRAUAC IR
FREs AR R A R R PRAEA I P2, L, 6 A I 5 ok A
B EAFAREN R 2GRS AL, AR & q, B 1R
M7 eI RE NS 5 R B3t [MTSOR jl AE V 5 AT ML 30 I e

g3 it TS AR (B AR B, WRCR T GRS, 4
S i JERHAL BRI B v S 7 S R A SR AR K KR VFAS 5 By il R e ik
RS, AT LS R B CPEILSE Lm0 BRI, XTI ORER
PRI ANDURT LIRS VEAs 30, i FLnJ AR e e N g JEURH R AR BRI JEE
FESR — G S0 IR S g v, R 4 i IR R e S R (M s e A A, B &
AP IR A, RIS, D 38 S =i o BELAS S5 38 (K k2D B, P A Al
Yo CHBURAE) B s ER — 2 S W h e 4 228 R Wil o A5 20 Wik
S s, R AL B T pH, IR bR R AT, KA HLIRAE
B IKAL SR A R ) AROR B (K PR ot s FRATAR S, el H.
A R e s B 28 SEIAT LB 3 [0 56 4 B AR AN RE IR ML i KA - 18] 4-4 A7
HUBE S PRERUA IR Sl A e ) s i P
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Fig.4-4 A proposed sequential fermentation process for co-production of hydrogen and methane
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from organic waste
43 KNG

5 UM PR AR IR P U G, R DR B Sl S e B, oK 25
PEZR JA R R B S5 6 R ORI BEUR R 735N 7.9% 6.8%
1.9%. 0. 0.1%F1 0 $&=5] 56.3%. 58.4%. 28.8%. 39.2%. 81.2%F1 8.8%. XfT"
IS K &Y E SRR SRR AL, R DA IR
I, T B A R AEUAC IR F be I R RES S8 A AT L, S5 KRR SE 3 [ A ik
TEIRE A HLBII T fE

2% 3CHk
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BRE BERWUFHRRKIK S REKE F iR LR

TEER 5, TR MR IR SR W A2 b ] B A2 AR I RIEA T T 40 47,
VFAs 138 3 47 F T LABOK A6 S PRV F1 8 JSURMI A A R b o B A Bl
FESHHANEY K MEE SR , B TEEHR, KR
W BRI, BHFE VFAs, HEMANE= FEei, B VEAs S 2 BELAS B 42
B RAE R I — A LR 3R o PR R i AR s B b 1) ) — AT Bk
Gy, TEPRAUR IR R K i FRD IR, AN Rt R4t . Clarkson 25U
AT 75 23 ARBEAT T S50 S UL DA IR 7T, F T TR GE K COD Bk 53
K 32%~41%F1 71%~85%, {H I Firifi B RIS, 7331 2 300 AN 165 K Yen
SERIGE G T W YA R AR A TP IR PR AL, 5 SR F R ARAH L, S it
BEV e T AR s SR (H EH AT L, S SR R AR A B DR AR T A B LA
o HAh, BT pH PR BN, AU Ml D QR
LRSS AE BRG0P, IR RS B, B3E 10 pH AT AT Bk A= 1K
FERARI, ISR 5 7 HY T A R v 2 AT TR P Ao TRLIEG, RBF ST LA B A s
SR ARA SR}, 25 5% JEUR LG RTR AL B pHL (B0 DR AU # 7= e e e 1 A vk
REMISEI, [RIIN B¢ T pH R B 4% BRSO DR AUR IR = ) 3 AT IR i), LASUISR A
PR EORHEE & DA A B S 4

5.1 ME-5 Tk
5.1.1 SKRER

B AR B E A A S s, B EARRI. B, A s EAE, I
HORAOR L G5 KT 50%, B Jof A b7 3 20 1 /N RS e B LR i 10 220 ) 4
5 R T S (10 28 1 RN R A 7 SR A TR R e e AR D DL 46 S e
PRAGHMT 5 e K A A SIS = A AL 300 PR AU R I S i » R 0 HT LA T [ 5 94

L8 e I E AR o BRI PR ARATAE A R 1) 2 BRIk LR 5- 1
R 5-1 OB SRR I R

Table 5-1 Characteristic of wastes and inoculum
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e i Raw HeRhs IiH Ty PR BRI
Fi 4% (mm) <2 <4 <1 pH 4.5 - 7.4
TS(g/kg) 234 576 13.2 C(%TS) 483 414 -
VS(g/kg) 203 575 9.5 H(%TS) 6.4 6.2 -
PAH(kI/g) 22.0 162 - O(%TS)  29.4 519 -

A (mg/L) 62 - 1531 N(%TS) 1.95 001 -

VFAs (mg/L) 4190 - 156 C/N 24.8 3264 -

5.1.2 L&

pHE DR I — NS 2L S M R 3%, 08 7™ H b 1 e HEpHAE 4 6.5~7.2, fH
ChughZ5 R Ky 7= UG B pHAG SE 167.2~8.2. X T F=A =MW B, GhoshZl”
PUEPE G TR /E R 50, %42 T pHA = IR BRI 52, 45 R W] pHS5.0~6.049 F T
PRR. I, AWEUE LGS SEpH CRIATY, 5.1, 5.8, 6.5, 7.2M17.9) XE4xbi
B PRAFUR I =00 53 AT (R 5D o SR 5 AT B AR B 30ORI 8 AR IR 45 DRAE R 1 7 F
S o EAT ORI T PR JBF S SRR A2 4R ol 240 ol S T AR B R K 60% 1 13% (i
OO, A K PR AT ) B AR, 4% MR RS- 1 BRI, A
AH N SEEG AR B TSAIVS LR, [R5 R AL BT BepHoM 6.5, 7.2H17.9, Fi4b, ¥
SR BRI IR AR TR I 2 0 45 R 5 T DR AU R IR (1 S 36 25 RO 81 A LR AL, S
et WK s-2,

3e 52 JEFARE SN R AR A IR A R I S0 M

Table 5-2 Experimental design of anaerobic fermentation of kitchen waste and waste paper

SRy BBCERAS BB mYsieRal BibRHE R B pH

s GEEEEE) (TS FiEth) (VS it (gVs) W E
1 60:0 100:0 100:0 32.48 ES/RT]
2 60:0 100:0 100:0 32.48 6.5
3 60:0 100:0 100:0 32.48 7.2
4 60:0 100:0 100:0 32.48 7.9
5 60:4 85:15 83:17 29.36 R
6 60:4 85:15 83:17 29.36 6.5
7 60:4 85:15 83:17 29.36 7.2
8 60:4 85:15 83:17 29.36 7.9
9 60:13 65:35 62:38 26.24 ES/iRT]
10 60:13 65:35 62:38 26.24 6.5
11 60:13 65:35 62:38 26.24 7.2
12 60:13 65:35 62:38 26.24 7.9
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5.1.3 SLRIE K#IE

g L IEI2-10 F S OB SRR ARI10:1 CRATS V) I ELfi 3Rl . Bhkl
JE 78 2SR AT HERL S I AR FE L R 80g/L, SRS 78 N e AN HE H S5 S 245 TS
(K175 To SERIIRIRER T BERE 20, AR S BE VR TS #4895 I02 mol/L HCI
15 mol/L KOH U fipH, AL RE R I <A™ i o 1l

5.2 ZR5118
5.2.1 pH X [BF s 3 B R R B =) o0 A I R )
5.2.1.1 SAR=H oA

A 5E ST Z BTN pH A sbr pH, 5 )5 10 pH A5 pH. H1E 5-1
B, TERIEET 3K, 92br pH 4 4.2~52. %5 5 KLLE, 92Fr pH JFUA484L, R
VHT pH (KRR, 92Fr pH 4k SR Fr4E 4.5~5.0; 175 pH by 5.1 1 5.8 (1941,
HLSZBR pH b 5.0~5.5, M pH ok 6.5.7.2 1 7.9 () =4, H:52F8 pH 4 6.0~7.0.

9.0 —=— pHA W7

85 —e— il TipH 5.1
: —a— i 1ipH 5.8
8.0 k —— W pH 6.5
7.5 —<— W TpH 7.2
N ==
@7.0 +1}ﬁpH 7.9
jam] <
S 6.5
6.0
5.5
5.0

B Cd)
5-1 BRI PR I FE IR 52 B pH AR 4L

Fig.5-1 Actual pH level during anaerobic digestion of kitchen waste
5-2 AN pH 4545 T [ M S AU Tbe & . RIERT 5 R, BT
A7 PRAE R I B SR Hy R COy RATICR (Y CH, HP A/ SR Z N
22%~46%. IXJ& HT 7 F AN P AR KT 7 S0 R AN v (AR, T8 — A
4~6 K, TMJEHINT 10~30 280100 55 5 KJm, M4 pH EFA 1 & w7 =X,
AT pH 24 5.1 F1 5.8 ISMAT~HILL Ho Rl CO, K2, AT CHy Aaplie Hrpifgy

pH 4 5.8 (SEfx pH 4 5.5 ) A E R (40.9%). 15 pH 4 6.5, 7.2
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7.9 35X 3 IR, Hy & BEBWIEAC, 200 15 7. 9 F 11 REEATE, M,
CH, & &2 T, Y pH Bk, CH, & 8EThmih, Higd CHy & E Wil
e, R pH R 7.9 (SEFR pH 4 7.0 A4 BIRE S ERE (73.4%). LLE
iU TEAREIRARMN, RV KRN 5 d B2 R B, G
W4 pH AN, IEBEAE MR, N3 T sk pH KT 5.5 I, 24
PEERIE, M5E6E pH T 6.0 B, O UG R
5-3 ANIE] pH 4 T IRAEUK 9 SR AR S0 = R e i 2 o 6 TR 1715 pHL 1)
PRAKREE, T8 5 RAF iR (BFEERLRMED, RH TRKMN pH UM T
4.5) AT HRERE, IS0 E T R R . AR,
pH Jy 5.1 (52B5 pH £124 5.2) [ B Hy mdsc i 1X 5 Fang 5P 5T 45 FAH
AL, At LA 28 A SR TR e 7 SR % pH ol 5.5 I FBEck A, 17T pH
7.9 CSEFR pH 2924 7.0) (1) 2B CH, & i o

50 - 80
a ol b
40 F 6ol
~ = 50}
= 30 et ;
& I —=— pHAIWTY
i) —=— pHAUTY 41 401 —e— HpH 5.1
4o 20 —— }JﬁﬁDH 5.1 R 30} —a— Jf75pH 5.8
er: —— iiipH 5.8 B —o— J¥ipH 6.5
e —v— ipH 6.5 20t —o— HAH 7. 2
10+ —+— fF5pH 7.2 10l —>— FYpH 7.9
—>— i 4pH 7.9
0 |||||||||
0 1 1 1 T S N SRR B |
0 2 4 6 3 10 12 14 16 0 2 4 6 ‘8 10 12 14 16
i) (d) 1] (d)

K 5-2  pH X BEEREIRIRAKR R R h A (@) FHEE (b) SR 155
Fig.5-2 Effect of pH on hydrogen (a) and methane (b) contents for anaerobic fermentation of

kitchen waste

1600 500 -
I >
1400 A A 450 - b
~ 400} >
3 1200  E——— E |
E ﬁ 350 .
EE 1000 - iz 20|
g“j 800 1w/ /» —— pHA B 2501 —=— pHAUT
X ool —e— JiipH 5. 1 = 200f T Ul S
S = I —— fpH 5.8
Bk —a— Vi fipH 5.8 Bk 150 b e
200 Y84l 6. 5 —v— ¥pH 6.5
200 —<— FipH 7.2 100 - — tﬁnpg ; S
—>— iipH 7.9 50| 4 ” P
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J )
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 Oo 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
i iE] (d) i 1] (d)

K 5-3  pH X BFRBIRA KRB EE () MEB-HEEE (b) 1520

Fig.5-3 - Effect of pH on cumulative hydrogen (a) and cumulative methane (b) production for
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anaerobic fermentation of kitchen waste

5.2.1.2 WARF=H) 43 AT

R, T T RS AT AR, AR A VEAs MRS, 454
WA 5-30 AT RARR e 1 A BRI Bk B I TP, )3 5-3 mr il
B, BARKIHEAE pH (PR pHD SRAFR = M EEIIR B, AR pH 1 DA%,
TR ARG 1) pH Al (4.5), MM AIRFRIKE em (9426 mg/L), L2+
TR 1), FRE. BRI ] W T UG . B ERAE pH BRI R
VFAs WEE, A7 pH 4 7.9 BIRAEKEE, HORBEEZ WG pH S (7.00, AHMN
1] VFAs R JE feimn (28386 mg/L), MR LA & F Y VFA, /D&
R . ASZEAS R R pH 5 Zhang Z5PHRIEIHIF . {225 Ghosh
SOBRE AR S, AT B~ IR pH 4 5.0~6.00 X 1] fE A2 f1 1 7= S kL
AHHIFT R R, i85 FH (R B Ay S X 25 5 7K A TR JER ) 1 i 2SR FH ) v

TTIR XA EAE AR, TR L A AT A 15 P IR 7K i o
2R 5-3 ANF] pH A T B AR PRAUR IR S5 RN R ™ Mk P

Table 5-3 Concentrations of liquid end-products for six anaerobic digestions of kitchen waste

pH I 4 VFAs K ZE ZB A TR R
(mgl) (mgL) (mgl) (%)° (%)° (%) %) (%)

unadjusting 1247 11138 9426 43.8 14.4 104 94 8.6
5.1 1094 4157 3523 52.5 8.8 6.7 19.9 5.5
5.8 1275 5720 2771 374 10.3 12.8 25.8 6.8
6.5 1320 16454 218 2.2 243 23.2 41.9 8.4
7.2 1580 23505 O 0 324 25.3 36.5 5.8
7.9 1418 28386 0 0 37.5 224 36.1 4.0

a: MERQUHE IR, CWF. WEEAITRE: b: SREHFISMIR 5 A VEAs FIIE )RR 1 7044
c: WHRIETIRAE T R; d: WHIERRANST IR

WA R =N E], AR A R RN A SIREY (K 5-1D. TIRAY (X 5-2),
WM (X 5-3) FICmR (X 5-4). LR A/D W, By —FATEE 1)
AR =, AR S Al LR BN IR . M 1~5 P LA i, NAD'/NADH.
S0 AT pH A (AU FIREED Foxadiad AU ™= 1) S vt o el 1 FH T 5 il 40 14X
UIRAR AN B 2 7 W) AR
CsH 1206 + 2H,0 + 2NAD" — 2CH;COOH + 2CO, +2NADH + 2H,+ 2H"  (5-1)
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CeH1,06 + H,O — CH3CH,CH,COOH + 2CO, + 2H, (5-2)
CeH 1,06 + 2NADH + 2H" — 2CH3;CH,COOH + 2H,0 + 2NAD" (5-3)
CsH 206 + 2NADH + 2H'— 2CH;CH,0H + 2CO, +2NAD" + 2H, (5-4)
NADH + H— NAD" + H, (5-5)

TEMA AP, NAD R NADH A MRER AT, =47 Z A

ILEETMIE NADH 7= AR T i TV AR TR I, 40 B g Sl = A R B 7 LI
N, % NADH I EEIRER N (K 5-5) K4:kF NADFI NADH [#)°F-47 o
TR R N e 4 NAD M NADH (P47, B S AR 5 AP A4 AN 46
NADH.

WEIT B BER AT, Al BRSNS N 1 AR 8 A RS HA I
ST R S, SEET AH B AR 25 P2 S0 SRR A T g AR AR Ay
CEEEAE, PR NRRIERE, MBI — SRR NG, KA
JCILEAE pH AR T 5.7 4 P2 o kAL,

MEBTIREER DT, BN pH A TEAKFI, O TR AT LR
A= Ryt il — 2D PR R G0 pH, A AN 1L 8 QR S

FEAIR, XTI pH b 5.1 F1 5.8 (MRS R EE, i TH/E pH B (5K
br pHAK T 5.5), 1M HRGENAAAERKIMES K OLE 5-2), Bk, A
M ORES FE T VFAs B AT pH 4 6.5, 7.2 F1 7.9 M RAEUK T,
THRAE pH AR (S2hF pH & T 6.0, 1 HLRZE WAL B (Sl H
FeEFIH, LB 5-2), G, VFAs & FEMBAR Y, VTR B

Uk, SREERREE GERAE pH b 7.0 240 JE AN H RANMEA (SO
S 1) ST R I = e A T B o SR AE AR S0 T, R4 pH 2928 5.5,
MR 7.0, XA ASEI R A L AL B, HU S A R, MR
48 pH 0 T LR I 52 A (6.0) B, P2 e B T 4h 1 FESUAE B 6t o

5.2.1.3 ANJAl pH 47F K VFAs X P24 BR 1K 30

4 32.5g VS [FEERHE 45 h COD by 56.5g, COD ~FH#7/3 #4555 L% 5-4. M\
x 5-4 nfUEH, TR N RBIREMERA TS, VS LBRERK, A2
3%, BRI VS EEEAL MY (VFAs FEER), AU M8 ¥4k
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HEETEE, X BT VEAs J] 1 PRAE AR ) AR SEHET .
% 5-4 AN pH A AT IR BIRPRAAKIE R COD -5 73 #r

Table 5-4 COD balance for anaerobic digestion of kitchen waste

COD A A pH 5.1 5.8 65 72 79

HEEL VS(g COD) 56.5 565 565 56.5 56.5 565
5% 4% VS(g COD) 41.1 485 485 451 426 39.1
22k VS (g COD) 15.4 8.0 8.0 11.4 139 174
H, "4 i(g COD) 0.6 1.1 1.1 09 09 09
CH, “Efli(g COD) 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.0 1.0 1.4
VFAs (g COD) 4.9 3.0 3.9 92 120 151
2K (g COD) 9.8 3.8 2.9 0.3 0 0

HEEL COD 2T LL F AR : TSadded X [C] X 2.67 + TSaaded X [H] X 8 - TSadded X [O]

KT pH H VFAs X 7™ BRI, AR — %34T TR T8 5T VFAs
FEASR pH 410 N CGEANREBELFRRA AT pHY XS0 BRI 7E 2 — 7k
ITT 00T AW HE TS VFAs a4 pH 44F T G pH LA HITERE—Ja D
PRI, 2583 pH M VFAs S PRAEUR IR EES .

MRt PRAEUR I RN 1) pH AL, VFAs IRIE (LR 5-3), it 2-3 1M H
AHR IS VFAs R, LKL 5-5. %1797 pH o 5.1, 5.8, 6.5, 7.2 F1 7.9 [
AR, 2 pH 20k 527 5.4, 6.05 6.5 F17.0, AR VFAs 4374
1185, 1150+ 979. 460 F1 178 mg/L, X—FRFIIKELIEZLUFE VFAs X =&~ IR
A (NI o R HEIR TR 7 T Kroeker 25U VB HA (1305 2 VFAs 7= F e B
(EIHIR E (30~60mg/L). [Mit, RI{EIAST pH & 7.9 (SZFs pH Ny 7.0) tAHE
SEPLIE e e Rl R, i — R PR, 7.0 IS R tE pH (T

— ~ —_——— ﬁ\
10000 F = < = o MVFAs (mg/L)
=~ S Y JUEUTRAmIKCE
- - N
=~ ~,
731000 F =~ ~ .
}o - < ~ N N
IS - ~ ~ <N : = FR K A
~— [ - -
=~ ~ ~
= 190 TSSO~ O 2~ 30000
= F =~ SN o000 10000 YT
- = = \2000\" <> \zuu\uu
e - S 56T ST T 200008
B 10¢ ~ ~ Y 5000, ~
= F < 100 <1000~ N N
L ~ - R < N - N
i - R NN
I 10
1 I S L L, | .\ ~ \.\
4.5 5.0 55 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0
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5-5 R[A] pH 4 R 25 A& VEAs X 772077 IR 40 (1K) 40 1l /K

Fig.5-5 Inhibition level of undissociated VFAs on acidogenesis at various pH

5.2.2 JFERILBIFR pH X RE K BERR E W

T TR AR B/ EAR) DA 100:0 (R R4 R I CELJE A 7 35 ot PR 4R
R, 16 b—TC&AT TUi, T2 VEAs 4061, RIEY pH o4 7.9,
R BB BEASSE (17 F bt A

KT JERHEG A 83:17 (RIS RAUKIRE, AR pH (R, 525 pH 462448 T
6.0, FEREE RIS E VEAs 3K T 6000 mg/L, #R¥EE 5-5 7T LA HAH N
FVFAs #8871 30 mg/L, JERG™E N VEAs #l6il; =S KA, KAEEK
FSE M Hped e MRS T pH MARE, pH S RILH BN TR EZE L BTt
FAE = e BEASGEAE 7.4~8.0, LI 5-6(a). HITRRILIN B pH by 7.9 DRA K %
LR P A PR B WL 5-7 (), BRAKENEL (HT S KD IR VFAs I R L

5124 3000~7000 mg/L F1 700~1000 mg/L, 1 HiEH LWEAER: MEEr" Fbik
B 25Uk 43 RS e #E 400~900 mg/L A1 100~550 mg/L, HLAA #I 2) £, A6 %o

TR R 62:38 MG IR IEE, KU1 pH [MRIBIRAALE VFAS
b, RAETE B e He i R MR T pH R RE, pH Sl BRI BT
B a2 5 BT AR P e BORR SEAE 7.1~8.0, LI 5-6(b). VT FRILIN B pH
7.9 PRAK L R v (R 80RE P v B LI 5-7(b), BRALIY BEEL VFAs 55 N IR 5 7
5124 1800~4600 mg/L A1 400~700 mg/L, 1M HEH LEEERG 7= Hgitase Ja
VFAs 4 500~1000 mg/L, FHAARRIKIE A 100~300 mg/L, HEA W2 L8
o BHTAES HGEB B IR AE Y 5 7 e C ik 3P4, 18 A2 VFASs

REf S Hu B 5 & W FE L, ANSTER VEAs [ 2R, 1 H. pH AbTmb s
WG IST ()7 R A AR Ay B A, DRI ™ TR e b BOR AT SR
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Fig.5-6 pH value for anaerobic co-digestion at various ratios of kitchen waste and waste paper
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5-7 Variations of individual VFAs and ethanol in anaerobic co-digestion at various ratios of
Kitchen waste to waste paper with adjusting pH 7.9 in acidification stage

5.2.3 JEURIELBIAT pH X BRE R B RE HO 2 M

ST ERHEG R 100:0, DLAJFUREEL B 83:17 Al 62:38 {H A& A UET pH iR
(IPRAERE, T ™ VFAs 0], ARREE SR e i~ b Fe .

JEORHLLA 4 83:17, BRAGBY BRI pH 8 6.5, 7.2 Fl 7.9 =20 PRAIH AL IR F &t
PRI 313, 346 A1 360 mL/g, 7 HBEHT B e & A E7E 70%~80%, 3
R G I 2 R o 2 AR Al it 4243 S0 LIS 5-8 T 5-9. COD EBR# 4314
58.37%, 63.04%F1 64.38%, W% 5-5. JEkHLHIh 62:38, F~HIbitaE ), ik
BB pH A 6.5 I FGE 3 80 60%~70%, TR pH A 7.2 A1 7.9 B
A 70%~80%, — & M HBEr=253 70 97, 247 F1 279 mL/gVS, COD EBRH A
24.40%, 60.29%F1 65.04%. FRALH BT pH 4 7.2 Fi1 7.9 [ IRATH AT 4
I COD LRREAMEAK, HimT pH N 6.5 LR, XUt B pH
DB T LASE v RAEH A P R
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LB 5-9 FTLLE H, FEKARRRAGINRT 6 R, JEURHLGHI K 83:17 1) CHy & i
b 62:38 ) CH, &5 e X0 I T A HURPIAE > IR R b 227 A K ) CO,,
1717 B 4% 17 S PRI 7R A = R AR Y L 2 AR5 o SEEAT 5 e LA S A B 0 LG e K TR DR A Ak
W= tEH 2 COp FBUEY P P& SRR TEARSZIIIHT 6 K, JRHLH]
62:38 [f] CO, B LL 83:17 I 11 CO, 7 i (SE 0 Fdi R 41 ).
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Fig.5-8 Cumulative methane production in anaerobic co-digestion with different ratios of
kitchen waste to waste paper
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Fig.5-9 Profiles of methane content in anaerobic co-digestion with different ratios of kitchen waste

to waste paper

1% 5-5 AR COD - 73 #
Table 5-5 COD balance for different anaerobic digestions

A e 5 PR AL 83:17 it A b e N R AR R 62:38
pH=6.5 pH=72 pH=79 pH=6.5 pH=72 pH=79

47.75 47.75 47.75 38.53 38.53 38.53

HEFY (g COD) 100% 100%  100%  100% 100%  100%
27.87 30.10  30.74 9.4 2323 25.06
J5UBHLBR (g COD) 58.37%  63.04% 64.38% 24.40% 60.29% 65.04%
H, “Efli(g COD) 0.69 0.75 0.86 0.80 0.94 0.55
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1.45% 1.57% 1.80%  2.08% 2.44% 1.43%
26.29 29.07 30.23 7.24 18.48 20.91
55.06% 60.88% 63.31% 18.79% 47.96% 54.27%
0.49 0.53 0.65 0.56 0.52 0.60
1.03% 1.11% 1.36% 1.45% 1.35% 1.56%
4.43 2.20 1.6 19.46 5.63 3.8
2.15% 232%  285%  3.77% 3.50%  4.04%

CH, “:Hi(g COD)

VFAs (g COD)

K4 %) (g COD)

BEEECOD ZE T AN A5 TSuggea X [C] X 2.67 + TSaadea X [H] x 8 - TSpa4ea X [O]
5.2.4 [ RBIRAEAER S RE R BN

VER T EURH K AN 35 B B KT 50% 1 [543 b7 35 PR 7K Al AN R A o J3E A b
TERRACHY BU™ A K VFAs, AH7 HUGE B I A A AR AR, 7 G B AN E IS
AR VEAs A0 e, AR TRRAGDER, = b BRI DRI E A S
o, SEA N B ARBIIR (VR 100:0) 1) DRAEH ALK il FNER AL 3 25 5 AT
JEh VFAs FHA RV B 128 17 HGE B BT REHE 52 IRDUR P, 38 Ja AN Wl Ry 42 i P Mg
MR, BRI pH A 7.9 tARBE AARAS L AR BRI .

ST AT Y A R R AR SRR, ST Y BRI K M B IR Y, TR
PICUn A D A S A B, BRI T PR AR SR AN B AR, BRI TR R AT 4
FHGREE . R, BARM KA A SR T IR A IRIEAT, DRI T 4R 42 k)
— AN VEAs 9] AEARSZEG TR, TSN T IRAR(E R BLIR/ PR AN 83:17 AN
62:38) I PR AL, BTN T HEAK M JERE, B T B BRI /K i 5 IR A
B PRAE R I 77 e R B BEIR B VFAs WK IAK T 30 mg/L LAR, 34T 1 ik
VFAs i«

TEALBEAR [ B AT HUTTSORHI B T, B AR 17 S50 A AR IBE £ DR A8 A AN o
e IRFE RN R, T HL, B AR 1 PR ARSH K il Dy 7 4 4 FR A A 1 A
KARME T =5 R PRI, T 1 K i AR R RS 23 tH B 22 (1 i A 4120 25 .
MR South 2L H [ BEIL B 51 1 AT (ABK B, 2 e 1094 38 B 4 o £F
YRR R AR . DRI, YRR 2 1 JsURE LG, B R4 SR K A R AL B B
VFAs 7=, BERIRINE], SOnT 4650 R ACER W BRI ) s TR, 35490 pH
(BRI AT CRAE ™ FGE AR PERNSE i A PEfE
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5.3 ARE/NG

(1) LR Pe Ve ER I, pH & 5% 0 [ 4% 17 RS WA 740 4341 1)
FEN R MR pH AT 5.5 N, JREKEF R W0 &M — 5408k, AR
PR SRR, H pH BIS ZRER SRR S 2 pH Y 6.0~7.0 I, RAUK IS
PRP=1 ok FRGE AN S8 AR, A4 h VFAs, H. pH s VFAs IRBE#R . 0 T
[N ASHE N 80 gTS/L M5 AR e o PRAEUR e, B8 4R 45 I (1 e it 52 380 5 2
VFAs #ii], ANRETE ke e i Fbeid #2.

(2) X 5T 4 b AT DA TR AR BT, Sl SR [ A 4 5 5 P AR, 453 4R )
HRGr RAEUR I, KR B T G B 4% 17 35 PP p DR A R IR N B 2 K B (¥ VFAs i,
IFPE AT ERE o TEA SIS R Y, BRI R ARLL ) (LA VS 2 L)
oy 83:17 I IR A RE S, TRALKY Bt pH b 6.5, 7.2 1 7.9 [¥) 3 ZLR%H
A B2 (LL VS $1) 20314 313 346 A1 360 mL/g, & ERE A 70%~80%:
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SN HUBCT 20 AT WL R H e SR T T

SEANE MR 7% E VLR R E R T = B e SE AT 51

7E BIRBETTH, 32 USR] 5 DL R s 43 AFDR 8 201 B A B A kgt A T
PRSI (R N RMBETTh, K455 B P AF B vl 2B s B2 30 )
BEHA, LSRRIk i1 A2 AT BB SRR T DA AR T, 9 R RIS .
BOE Ao SEBr b, PRAUR AL Bk it AR WS A LB o S N AE RO 7 2
o 2006 4F, FALFEAESIRT 3000 t [ LAEIL 124 AN, FALPREIT 400 )7 t,
2001~2005 4 [H] P34 REAE B TRE 10.4 AN ZEEf HURTPE 22 S5 10 3 8 3k Sl 42
B ) 2K, ROk R B IR SK A A ML IR (SS-OFMSW), X SS-OFMSW (1]
R AR, P D RAE A BT ST LA S s T AR AT
T8 o 7E ORI PG FE A 05 S 23 AR ANl P T 5%, A B R h A B A UBR 23
AT AL (MS-OFMSW) o i ] 26 AR 32k 61 5% (1 3 38 9 K438 T 8¢ it 22 o 1
B, ARSCHIREAN T, H TR RIS LA B, IE B, AN RAE K H
K2 AT ) (RATE 5 32 BB eSO A (o 65 1 B0 1) 7K L e ez 33 )
N A B3 O R AR R B

SR, R ARV S WSO PR3 T AR T A 3 O R B D N PR R SR B, T
I HE — A 6T 388 7T A 355 4 3 A FE PR R LR AR, — 265307 19 0 11 A 3% B3 3 B A A
g, Horh—SeHlo R AL TS AT BE . AWETUSE AR Y PR LR P o A B
) FE R BT 43 1 B (MDST) R H 3R R BB A PR A W) FF R 117K 43 i
FER(WST), 7353 AT PHAR JH B AL 3 B LA T 70 2645 AL Rz R (MS-OFMS W)
N AR BB AL ) 17K 533k LR 3 (WS-OFMSW)YE by R e JEURE,  3EAT IR
SR IR Ve Sy, VP Al PRARR AL BRIX P R AT LB 3 K vl AT 0, B e AR K
DRAIH AL TR N R A5 (K138 A d » A8 55 32 22 MS-OFMSW Jhy JsURHEEA T Hf
JU, A WS-OFMSW 500G #E ~ — 7 .

6.1 HUBT-20 3 HLbr R Rl 234

6.1.1 JRBIRIE

BUBT 20 AT HLBE SRR B RIS A DR B BEAT B W AE ) PR N £ 58 i
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W BLIR ALY, 3k ) B s b RGE  — R ANBCE LR B & 7k tH & S A HLY)
PR o %o HAE LA 4mm 195 05 23 24 0 E 32> (Above screen of
MS-OFMSW, AS-MS-OFMSW) Hlfii § #f7; (Below screen of MS-OFMSW,
BS-MS-OFMSW).

6.1.2 i K NE

I 3o i A R LT 6-1, AH R 23 BT P 2

(D B F L, BBl 6 28, QIR Rk Wi ARA17.
LEER S N 5031 R0 85 P B U 18 | e o = S v = QUSSP 2 W o

2 Ko HJa &M E T 102 CHRAM RIEE, & T TSR ERrE,
BRI TR R, IFA e DL (5 ACR AT TS, FRE R R 257 0 b
SAE SBT3 SR B JE R NFE S %

(3) MIREUKRBEMI RIS, FERTBIY PRACFIR I & T B 7, ARAT AN
BB EURAVEIR =, AR AT AR, DIUER 5 B AR 000 o IR ARANAR 1)
SRA &

(4) WD (R a) BEAR S 2> CBFRHIRAGHR D . AR NI RER AN B4 4,
BTy 550°CHIRE 2 h, BRI RIGFRE, WE &0 5RE K4 (Ash)
VS,

(5) X 120g AT REMEE sy B R+R AR AT B 00, D i H
FAE: BAILAY) . BB Jekr. HLErdE. EAR. PURAE. FRJ.

(6) 73 I B (R T BB 3 AR+ ARART D o RATFIEREL, BEATICHR(C
H. N. S)y70#r, FFille HAVE .

(7 43 3L 6 F4r bi (AR AD AL LI 4 53R &, WlliE AS-MS-OFMSW
AP e s

(8) HEAT SZHG S RV IR P B Sy, % 4¢ AS-MS-OFMSW [/ F By
PE, VENL 6.2 15,

(9) X REFFRARYIBAT S IE, B8R TR RE

(10D R AP HR AR ) 85 Lo BEAT [ O3 B

(1D RHBEFIE AT IE R S 2 oA
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SENE AT 20 A WL R UK I e SR 5T

H T N JE TRAREN ONT 4 mmD) HECH SRR, SR
BURLRUARY TSR Y, DR e e AT T T A5 A

e e A

Bama (g FEGE) . HRCGRY RO BHOR) . AHRRREGR).

_7IFJ1( g

BaEla T __ BEECEY FHCTED

l |
1(5) 1(3)

E[H_(EF_) EHAERECT)

tq)_“

st ROt ()

1( 43 (&) ()
E by | EEERT PRk
(a) (7D
r‘.
ERraath
(10)
F B

(11)%’&‘?@2& | i aE (1)
B 6-1 Jii Lo i o it A
Fig.6-1 Analytical process for AS-MS-OFMSW

6.1.3 XA AP T

TS. VS Al Ash RAIBEEIE ; SR WGR-1 BERE T (€ s o3
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S FT (Cv Ho N F1S) R Vario EL JGE A HTACNE ;s &8 03 & =ik
Thermo Jarrell Ash 2] ) IRIS 1000 ER/S 4=l B 5274 45 B8 A & R A6 i A
(ICPYHHAT /T B4 A3 R A Ay sz ), S, Rk Ak & 4#)=100-
R+ AHE AT B Ny Py K BLUERAIEME N Py K AKSRAT I bRt
AR EDO, SRS A5 28 W) AR A IR DR2700 4006068 A1 DRB200 7 fftas, [l i)
FZ o F A R AT P COD lE

B~ AT RE ) (TMPYRE R 2-2 (AN IR S0 2 4 43 ) BRI 7 FR e e ) S 2 AL,
Ay oy M IR A, ARWFTOEIUKA A O JeR RIEr4Ese) 13tig =
Bihe i 373 LikgVS, 1 H BRI 7351 2 560 F1 879 L/kgVS.

Ef e HiERe 7). (BMP) AR S5 — 5 S 45 IR R AR o e i AR 3, AR
TR EORE R b R e /KA S R AR AR = T e 8 1 O 260 mL/gVS, £F4ER, B
HMAESS> I 145, 258, 757 mL/gVS.

6.1.4 4R 5T

VS s i AR A MU S 3RS, AT VARG, B IRAE TR
550°C Ak N IRBEHE R B 5y, AMUEHE T 5 ALY A# 5> (Biodegradable
Volatile Solid, BVS), filtur, #. ek HHLIR. £F4EZR. RRWIAIE A EY IR,
A7 M AR 4 (Refractory Volatile Solid, RVS), il i A i 2 fis g7,
ST RAER IR UE, AU BVS REH RV A B3R (AW B AR RE S AR/ 5
AHFATFIRRELL (C/ND, B4R, BAw VS K RVS & &ERHE 15 5 LGS & IR
. TEARBETU, ARV AR (0 VS M RVS; B TR by He il
b, HEA—E I Ry befdtt OLSEI, Bk, R, BR4OR s g = Fhilk
IR AL, JERAZIB AN VS M BVS. HRIER 6-1 (4L bbb g B

6-2 HITCER AR i as A, R _E 3B B B I 6-2.
®6-1 i Lo Mgl ARk
Table 6-1 Composition and characteristics of AS-MS-OFMSW

HiH A& pRR L L ) WL THlEE Bk
WA (%) 7317 168 440 377 6.04 10.92 100
THEAR (%) 6857  1.38 338 2.86 5.79 18.01 100
HAKE (%) 5788 63.07 6552 66.00 56.94 25.85 55.06
TS (%) 4211 3692 3447  33.99 43.06 74.15 44.94
Ash (%TS) 67.77 26.71 50.06 100 71.38
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VS (%TS) 32.23 73.29 49.94 0 28.62
VS 534 (%TS) 23.64 (BVS) 2.09(RVS) 2.89 (RVS) 0 28.62

® 6-2 i Loy S ALs AR 7 i oo R K AL g 2 B
Table 6-2 Elemental and biochemical composistion analysis for different fractions of
AS-MS-OFMSW

i H BAR° N L BIEREL RA TR
ARG D (%TS) 23 - - - 16.35
MBE (% TS) 1.56 - - - 1.14
TR (% TS) 332 - - - 243
Y3 (% TS) 57 - - - 4.18
A (%TS) 82 - - - 6.01
EYLKA (% TS) 13 - - - 0.95
BR (% TS) 2.1 - - - 1.54
W(C) (% TS) 17.84  35.53 33.48 16.04 13.08
Z(H) (%TS) 4.14 436 4.05 3.39 3.03
A(0) (%TS) 9.06  32.23 7.08 7.97 6.64
AWN) (%TS) 0.84 0.91 4.14 0.88 0.62
(S) (% TS) 0.35 0.25 1.19 0.33 0.25

PRI AR RA T O IR A TTRRR SRR AN AR B A SR TS
frrEE .

A
L 1.14%
Al R 2.43%
Moisture i{) —
55.06% wl
e f 2]
LI R 71389
S i
sEE R S e efssnedaais
e Sissioibamas
Fitie ﬁ%?s;ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁbi@}é%ﬁﬁﬁ T RVS 4 08ve ] HER 6.01%
R e e v
;EE;EEE;EEE;EEE; EE;EE;EEE;EEE;EEE;EEE itigg i . S
EEEEEEEEEEEEﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁar o e o e v BVS 23.64% . ek 1.54%

B 6-2 Fii L o0 Pk o3 e rS
Fig.6-2 Component chart of AS-MS-OFMSW

B B4 B BEORHRE I W3R 6-3, %R IR I A1 H T BRI B SR FH ¥ Sk 43 Sl B
RN EUR R PR . AR 6-3 FTLLE Y, AWFFE P HUT 70 AT WL 1)
PR AT AR A TR A AT UL S IR A 0w A v, s L 0 R 8 20
[¥1 BVS & s RSk 7 A NN 27%H1 20%. HUBKT 73 1A B3 1 —A
BRRFF R R, R B2, T Lol nl DA S R
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bt
% 6-3 HUBCT 23 AT WU SRS Sk 73 S AT HLIE 8 1) SR 1 L 4
Table 6-3 Comparision for characteristics of the MS-OFMSW and SS-OFMSW

it fii & SS-OFM SS-OFM  SP-SS-OF  DS-SS-O

oy oy SW* Sw° MSW®  FMSW?!
ST (%) 44.9 71.7 - - 27.3 29.2
HAHMI/kgTS) 6.3 2.7 20.1 20.1 21.5 20.3
BVS(%TS) 23.64 17.12 86.57 88.2 92.3 88.8
Ash+RVS(%TS) 76.36 82.88 13.19 11.8 7.7 11.2
BRI G PI(%TS) 16.35 11.2 55.8 59.4 58.7 59.5
SBE(%TS) 1.14 0.79 8.24 - 8.1 9.5
JERN(%TS) 2.43 1.55 13.32 - 22.5 14.5
A2 2R (%TS) 4.18 3.90 14.5 18.6 12.2 17.4
AR (%TS) 6.01 4.90 16.5 14.9 17.0 15.8
HEFR(%TS) 1.54 1.30 14.2 13.9 16.6 13.8
1%(C) (%TS) 13.08 9.79 46.8 48.0 50.5 48.3
Z(H) (%TS) 3.03 3.99 7.1 7.1 7.7 7.1
%(0) (%TS) 6.64 2.93 29.3 30.0 30.8 30.1
Z(N) (%TS) 0.62 0.22 2.7 2.5 2.8 2.6
fi(S) (%TS) 0.25 0.21 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
TMP (L/kgVS) 456 471 - - 530 530
TMP (L/kgTS) 129 79 - - 489 471
BMP (L/kgVS) 159 196 - - 461 428
BMP (L/kgTS) 50 34 - - 425 380

VE: CWEL A MBI, DY SR, 2R ( Screw press)Ab B IS (K1Y Sk
S NBIRY, B I7 40 ( Disc screen) kb BT (135 Sk 4 KA MU MY, 46, 57 4
G EB o AR FTG 25 A AR BVS HAH R R 7

BUBRT-0 12 A HLE S R BEAR AN AR AL P B e ) W3R 6-3. AR B RE e
AR T8k 7 A WUBI, X BN e AR AN 563, 433 I HLSE
WA VS EFE8AL, 1M H VS e EHHAEER RVS, W& 6-2 iTLUEH, 1
BVS BRSPSy, B TREZE. JeRmarde s, s eyi, it
A= HBERE IS, 1% R RVS P REIIBGE R 0, v ELIRE H T
RS, AUEE RVS P2 RESN 0.

BUBT o0 AT DL IR K <6 JB e 2 o B s R L 6-4, 25 RRWIB R s 5 i)
Ca. Al. Fe F1 Ni 0] o430 PRAUK IS bl ARIMIX S T T 48 Js 240
VAR AR AR N g8, Shs AT B r R R B T A
< B0 DR AR IR (P AR A — 7 TR DRAEUR IR 7 P e S 6 v 4 B 50 1T

* 6-4 HUBCT- o0k ML IR 48 70 % 7 & (mg/kgTS)
Table 6-4 Metal element contents of MS-OFMSW(mg/kgTS)
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&)@ i b2y i iy 157 6172 (i i PRA R A1
JLFE (THimgkg) (TH mgkg)  HmgL)® (B mg/L)® W (mg/L)
Na 3662.5 2586.4 1098.75 77592 3500~5500
K 6803.3 44258 2040.99 1327.74  2500~4500
Ca 29003.9 20320.7 8701.17 6096.21 2500~4500
Mg 24453 2348.4 733.59 704.52 100~1500
Al 21251.6 23484.4 6375.48 7045.32 1000
Fe 21354.7 19584.1 6406.41 5875.23 1750
Zn 157.7 455.0 4731 136.5 160
Cu 85.6 221.0 25.68 66.3 170
cd 4.9 7.0 1.47 2.1 180
Cr 770.7 467.2 231.21 140.16 450
Pb 435 177.6 13.05 53.28 -

Ni 5036.5 2549.1 1510.95 764.73 250
Mn 419.9 1233.4 125.97 370.02 -

Hg <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 -

As 7.9 10.8 2.37 3.24 -

a: LU SRS 30% 11, JHERITA SR e = AR AR GBS 14 b SR
pegl18-19]

6.2. MU T4 Wb 3Rk RE R BEF= R e SE I
6.2.1 #EEHE
6.2.1.1 JsURl S A5

DRAER IR HBE S 00 BRSO L3 20 FH O T 350 20 b o DRAES 8 SR A AR
SR AT BRI R AT A SN2, A T8 FLA% T (19975 1995 908 DA 2 Bt
Seo WAL EFYESE IBURLHME AR, Tk 8IS (R Ay AN SI2 50 P4 BH K I e
o BAFI pH. TS VS 430100 7.19, 6.2%F1 1.7%.

6.2.1.2 SEETT

X0 By, wevt 6 AUIREURIESER:, S s S B AU E (Total solid in
reactor, TSt 73014 5%+ 10%-. 15%. 20%. 25%#130%. *F T8 R4y, T
AP ERAK, IR B IE AR, S R A% e AR FE 23 A 10%. 20% 1
30%.
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6.2.1.3 SZIGHEE M BT

PREAR IS U0 0 B WL 6-30 1.6 L (L W Flidmi /e S s, W o U4k
FEL, TRBEDG AR Do P R HE AN B SRR . NS TN TK i e
PR IRR S (37£2) C, BERTBIHERE 2 k. BERHE B %A 2 min
LA Jse I st TS (R 23 o BRI 7 U, PR U T il o L AR <
e SR AR 5 B LR P R = A IR IR 1) 5 i (LR, IR, TR
AR o HEA PRI SE I L BIBEA S 1B SN ks

D E
il il F
/ | /. /
/ A / \
/ \ / \ / \
/ \ / \ / \
/ i ."‘. ) / - Y
/ \ / \ / \
/ \ / Y / \
Fa/ \\ / \ / \'\
7 A % J:l."’ B \ F/ c 5

ANy BRSO CHIM S K DAUR S BN SR 34 Pk
R GAUARAE 1
A:Reactor B:Gas collector C:Saturated brine collector D:Gas pime E: Saturated brine pipe
F:Liquid sampling port G:Gas sampling port
6-3  HUBKT 20 1A WL SR IR AU I 7 HY e SE B
Fig.6-3 Experimental set-up for anaerobic fermentation of MS-OFMSW

6.2.2 &R 5118
6.2.2.1 P BLAC FRE i g

RIS 6 2RI b4 DRAEUR T AR ¥ i S Ve IR BE R AT 1 i, {Hhy
T BRI, BRAMOE TSt A 10%- 20% A1 30%[1) 3 2 R4 KR =< e A e
WP BARIEATAE ] o M2 A Rk ™= DL 6-40 %11 TSt AEME 3R
PR R I R 2R P2 AR, TSt 4 10%- 20% F 30% [ K ith 257 < ki 4y
4 0.4 0.7 F1 1.0 LAL-d). %FF TSr k 30%M PREE R, Pl H LM N Ig
{8, H— AT R S B o = A, A R A e A e LA S, PR
WREAIS, BRI B AU AT T, MRS K ARG R AT IS I, A4 5 P it
W CIEF4EZ) KR, BRI ILEE — 0=, X— sl dE 6-10
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iR, & VEAs WK E NG . SHAT R MR, BAKN TSr GEIRFF48 5
(1) B R RE™ A, TSt 24 10% 08 5 K J50RE ™ k8 19 LikgVS-d). TSr A
10%-. 20% F1 30% ) PR A 2 =S A 0~10 K. 0~14 KF10~22 K.

10 20
3 . o b
_ a A, o) /\oo
~ L . 0] A —
=08 4 / A P 0—TX=10%
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Fig.6-4 Reactor (a) and substrate (b) biogas production rate for anaerobic fermentation of

AS-MS-OFMSW
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Fig.6-5 Methane content for anaerobic fermentation of AS-MS-OFMSW
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Table 6-5 Model parameters of modified Gompertz equation for anaerobic digestion of

AS-MS-OFMSW

TSr 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30%

P (L/kgVS) 58.4 80.7 86.7 94.6 106.8 119.3

R, (L/(d'kgVS)) 12.6 10.6 9.0 10.9 8.4 8.1

A(d) 0.4 1.5 3.0 33 5.6 6.2

R’ 0.998 0.999 0.997 0.997 0.998 0.997

Tyo (d) 4.6 8.5 11.8 11.3 17.3 19.7

Ty (d) 5.9 10.6 14.4 13.7 20.8 23.8
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Fig.6-6 Cumulative biogas (a) and methane (b) production for anaerobic fermentation of

AS-MS-OFMSW
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Fig.6-7 Reactor (a) and substrate (b) biogas production rate for anaerobic fermentation of

BS-MS-OFMSW
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Fig.6-9 Cumulative biogas (a) and methane (b) production for anaerobic fermentation of
BS-MS-OFMSW
*6-6 I N IREKIFIE IE Gompertz T FERII S 4
Table 6-6 Model parameters of modified Gompertz equation for anaerobic digestion of
BS-MS-OFMSW

TSr 10% 20% 30%
P (L/kgVS) 33.0 373 42.6
R, (L/(dkgVS)) 8.2 5.3 4.6

2 (d) 0.1 0.9 2.8
R 0.997 0.999 0.998
Tyo (d) 3.8 7.3 11.5
Too (d) 4.9 9.1 14.3

6.2.2.2 pH {ECR T [A]A G 4779 i e )

AT IR WIS AR =K RIS, %6F pH AR P~ 0647 7 W5, 040 VFAs
R MIRIE . BT RS, ASC R EEEIRIG B gl . i b3 o IR TE At 2
HHEL VFAs IR JERTAT R (997 25 VEAs IR JEARIE ILIE 6-10. TSr A 10%-+ 20% Fil
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30%[1 3 ZH PRAR R IRERL FE v B i B8 VFAS IR 40504 17, 66 A1 249 mg/L, &
B WA B T F e R AR B (60mg/L)P Y, (HUR B P e (R AT, DA
NEAWT 4, R/GE pH B ETF, BE AR 25 VFAs IKEE, 8 RIGTaE
7t 50mg/L LLF .o & 6-11 24 VFAs H &R HLIR IR B A4, BV VFAs (R JE 53
A KT TSt oA 10%[K RS K EE, VFAs FEN ZIRFINIR, VLSRN T
M2, VARG ST TSt 24 20%H01 30%IK JRE K #E, VFAs A T R & &=
#n, A R A, HL TS, T RRARIRIK . ST
PLERFT & & 40 Lok 4, R EA R A CRANR, AAEREH (0~84), &
MR EEH AT, ERIEE I, MR AT . X T B RREm B, &
LRI N SR, IR T TN IR A5 1 S L VAl SRR A Re Rl = e B A
Fi, i RS IR I TRRAR LG T T RA N SR A e 5 1, Rk i ¢
S (¥ A= IR ) P A T 1R
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Fig.6-10 The total VFAs (a) and free VFAs (b) profiles for anaerobic digestion of
AS-MS-OFMSW
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Fig.6-11 The distribution of VFAs for anaerobic digestion of AS-MS-OFMSW
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Fig.6-12 The total ammonia (a) and pH (b) profiles for anaerobic digestion of AS-MS-OFMSW

6.2.2.3 A IHA I RE

MRE R UG DU, I B AN N 8 2B L e Al I LR
R 6-7 LB T HUBT 20 AT HILBE S AN BRI Sk 70 AT WL R PR IR RE WL
BT 7 AT HLRIIR Y VS LBRA S B AL AR F ek B 2 e I 13k
TP RATHUBE o T AIEFU I BRI R 2010, P2 TSr BN IRAFH = (K71
PEREAN R g, i FIURA B (R A, 0 B 38 23 1K e TRk
&R, FESCPR NI, AN T PRI AL AL B . 0 B AR ), s BURH il
AL, AVARAREE 55°C, JON&E B BAARYERFAE 40% /547, bt JsophtAT

103



Il T PR AL DR B AR TR R LR TR YT ST

] BRI, R KL 4em, THALETIEIZ) 20 K, 2% ki1 Kom-pogas AG A
") JT A ) Kompogas T2 J34b, BMEEG EiRoy, PR i BEo I, 1%
el TR S BB, BB R W A e B R s &, T Bik—
AN T3k T2, BTN, Semar ik e apLsaR A L & &

K 6-7  AN[A AR FE LI T 203 A WL AT A PR R ) L L
Table 6-7 Comparison of anaerobic digestion performance for MS-OFMSW

Jiks} i b4y i PSR A MBI

TSr 10%  20%  30%  10%  20%  30% 5%
SBEEH(ETS) 120 240 360 120 240 360 -
BHEEH(gVS) 343 68.6 103 205 41.1 615 -
TS ZBRZ(/%) 5.1 5.7 6.6 1.7 1.6 2.0 70
VS ZRZ(%) 177 197 229 100 95 115 81
P (mL/gVS) 150.5 1684 201.6 77.1 764  91.7 595
P (mL/gTS) 431 488 577 132 131 157 504
P (mP/t Wet) 194 220 260 9.5 95 113 130
F e 3 (mL/gV'S) 81.8 931 1172 335 373 433 369
¢ % (mL/gTS) 234 270 336 5.7 6.4 7.4 313
g% % (m’/t Wet) 105 121 15.1 4.1 4.6 5.3 81
RS (%) 543 553 581 434 489 473 62
P HERCE © (%) 457 526 657 171 192 221 73
REFEGWh/E Wet) ¢ 337 388 484 132 148 170 259.9

a: LA MS-OFMSW 57107 7 e R b 3 e & =20 e &/ 2R < &
c: PR = R A RS 1x100%; d: LLEE MS-OFMSW & R &, &
AR 33%.

6.2.2.4 WHWERMINER S e ot

M 6-8 I LAE H, HETH) N Py K BHA GRS w6 S NERHTEK, H2 N
HE BT AR, TEE TR (Cr) ML (ND X PR S JE ™ i br . %2
RSB AT R BIAT UL, B Je 70 Ml e B AR K 32 ZORUR, AR MR Al KU

Y B s Ae SR I, AR R BRI

* 6-8 WU 23 b AT HLIL I IR BT A TR A ) R8T 1oy T <63 2
Table 6-8 Nutrients and metal contents of digested residue of AS- and BS-MS-OFMSW

it AR 7Y il &y

S
Parameters SERILY B STEbiLY B
(mg/kgTS)
(mg/kgTS) (mg/L) (mg/kgTS) (mg/L)
pH 7.6 7.8 73 7.4 6.5-8.5
™N (N) 5680 530 5520 352 =5000
TP (P,0s5) 9420 158 9840 120 =3000
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TK (K,0) 12 180 1970 12 130 1634 =10 000
Na 2858.9 706.6 4058.6 863.1 —
K 5785.7 1049.0 6606.4 1098.0 —
Ca 30 483.9 74.9 40 503.9 52.9 —
Mg 2833.5 100.4 3731.2 120.6 —
Al 30710.1 1.3 38 229.7 <0.1 —
Fe 13 262.5 20.1 15335.1 14.2 —
Zn 298.3 <0.1 444 8 <0.1 <500
Cu 118.3 0.1 189.4 <0.1 <250
Cd 5.5 <0.1 7.4 <0.1 <3
Cr 887.4 0.2 895.1 <0.1 <300
Pb 66.2 <0.1 136.9 <0.1 <100
Ni 6467.2 99.7 7541.9 123.2 <100
Mn 462.6 0.2 942 .4 <0.1 —
Hg <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <5
As 14.5 <0.1 18.7 <0.1 <30

6.3 ARE /NG

(1) HUBRF 23k AT BB 1 R v] B 22, oW R 2 o i B3 43 F B
TR A AT AR AR R [ A0 R 23.64% 1 17.12%.0 214 520 % b [ A ik g
B2 30%I0, WA AR m, Jr04 1.0 F100.35 LAL-d), MY 7% B
539074 201.6 F191.7 mL/gVS, LA B8, PR U dm 70 o8 26.0 A1 11.3
m3/t, PRI EEHRE 730 58% 1 47%.

(2) X0 R, AEBIET R AL B, %105 Fsr, R UCR A sl
TELZ, BURRAREE 55°C, MR ERYERIE 40% /47, 70 ORI T
fa BalR, R KZ1h dem, JHALIRIZ) 20 K.

(3) PRAMMIRRY) CREFRNARD I N Py K BSEARERS il L IR RHZEK,
{RZVEE ) Cr A Ni P H AR .
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Fig.7-1 Products of municipal solid waste by water separation
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ST RN EANUIR R TP e SR oL

(K3 A= ) AR IR St iy T AU 20 e AT ML IR K, BVSE it 15 61.6%, (H2 5K
R A R HBIAALL, 3 — 2. SRRt jg 8l, ASERR A IE
FEIBAT W R G A LR RS A5 e Eemidy), LTS H11.26%, VSH
4.77%, pH 6.89, VFAs}5983 mg/LFIZ % 113 mg/L.

K 7-1 KA A WLB R
Table 7-1 Characteristics of WS-OFMSW

e WS-OFMSW  AS-MS-OFMSW  SP-SS-OFMSW *  DS-SS-OFMSW °
STP(%) 18.4 44.94 27.3 29.2
PAE (MI/kTS) 21.0 6.20 21.5 20.3
VS(%TS) 61.6 23.64 92.3 88.8
Ash(%TS) 384 76.36 7.7 11.2
KA P(%TS) 37.8 16.35 58.7 59.5
BBE(%TS) - 1.14 8.1 9.5
TER(%TS) - 2.43 225 14.5
42 (%TS) 8.4 4.18 12.2 17.4
FAJR(%TS) 14.2 6.01 17.0 15.8
HEZR(%TS) 9.6 1.54 16.6 13.8
1%(C) (%TS) 37.7 13.08 50.5 48.3
ZU(H) (%TS) 5.7 3.03 7.7 7.1
4U(0) (%TS) 14.9 6.64 30.8 30.1
Z(N) (%TS) 33 0.62 2.8 2.6
i (S) (%TS) 0.1 0.25 0.2 0.2
TMP (L/kgVS) 508 450 530 530
TMP (L/kgTS) 313 129 489 471
TMP (L/kgWet) 57.6 58 133 138
BMP (L/kgVS) 320 159 461 428
BMP (L/kgTS) 197 50 425 380
BMP (L/kgWet) 36 23 116 111

VE: CZRIBER R ( Screw press) b FEE (YR Sk 4 KAWL IR M, © 4RI 4 ( Disc screen)ib
B 9k oy F L
R 72 KA PB4 E TR & R (mg/kgTS)
Table 7-2 Metal element contents of WS-OFMSW (mg/kgTS)

ZH EAIEN ZH EAIED ZH EAIEN
Na 1061.5  Zn 660 Ni 29.6
K 36568  Fe 139870  Mn 79.6
Ca 21061  Cu 94.1 Hg 1.2

Mg 23012 Cd 2.0 As 10.1

Al 12108.8 Pb 80.7
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7.1.2 SERBEH

IR WU ) R AR B 18.4%, TEANBKIISAT T, 5k H g
AP R e [ A RAE A, AR X AT A I 2 R I, R AR %
g ] A R AT AL o ARFEAT HLI S JSURL R R IR, LA R 20%35 8 i) (B
TS 1), DAZK T =M s B 28 st [ 44 B (Total solid in reactor, TSr) , 737l
H11.0%. 13.5%F1 16.0%.

7.1.3 SLIOREE MEEE

SLIG R BRI E W I T 35 L A MU IR R N 2, Mokl
21 75%, %NS AR R G, ASHUIEFE RGN pH SEIN IR, I
7-30 KRR PEPEHITE(302) °C, RFERBIFE 5 K, BEK 10 min, #3404 20 rpm.
PR LML-1 A0 AR vl . dbkRHS B HEIHE 2% 5 min DL
ORI B N A THB 0 4% o A DRAEUR I S50 T 31 HE o — A A 1|7 A 1

pﬂﬁi%zﬁ&\

=]

7-3 35 L PRAURIE S B R i B AN S 1]

Fig.7-3 sketch drawing and practical picture of 35 L anaerobic fermentation experimental set-up

7.2 R 5
7.2.1 pH {EATH ARk B M

Kl 7-4 2 3 Bl TSr A KB pH 1E A1 . TSr A 16.0%+ 13.5%F1 11.0%H)
WU pH (E 4354 5.33. 5.63 A1 5.73. KEEAT 17 d, BAKH) TSr vl LA st 5 1
pH, )5 pH 4ifEHPEVu .
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751

7.0

pH{H

6.5

6.0 [

551
I 1] (d)
K 7-4 JKor A HUSER IR EATH AL IS FE T pH AR 1
Fig.7-4 The pH profiles for anaerobic digestion of WS-OFMSW

7-5 N FERVENRIIE (VEAs) iR VFAs Wk BEHA2 4. TSr b 16.0%.
13.5%F1 11.0% 14145 VFAs WEE 734 12364 4574 F1 3716mg/L, 1K FEF) 4
3 K, TSr 4 16.0%AH1 13.5%H) VFAs #EEF Fr 4N, 737071 % 18281 Al 5632mg/L,
5 A A BAR . 1T TSt 24 11.0%11) VFAs WK Bt PR AL I TFaa st — B R B
XYL, PRI (R A AR B P N 1), 7 PR 1T 5 I A0 N LG, 1
TER SBT3 KA NS, 1 Sk ) B o (K il =B b, 7=
(R AN BB S A0k e, DRI VIFAs B 52 b Tk dhes T AU PR Bl A ok A
BT HOBE R R DR N, B ™ B B AR G BL R IR AR IR AT, VFAS
WIEZ L %, - Heifg UG, VFAs WRIEFRELE 600mg/L. & 5 541
(K17 25 VFAs YB3 17 HUGE B TR I B (60mg/L),  — 2 PRAUT AL IR0 4 U
2 VFAs 43514 2817, 589 F1390mg/L, {HZFEE = FEEHIHELT, PAME A K
P, REG pH AL EFF, bW RRARUE RS VFAs KRS, 10 d JEA2EfE 20mg/L

LR
20000 3000
. 2500
17500 F 2000 b
15000 a 1888 —n—TSr=16.0%
L 1
—m—TSr =16.0% %'” 500 —e— TSr =13.5%
3 12500 ¢ —o—TSr =13.5% E —A—TSr=11.0%
(%]
£ 10000 —A—TSr =11.0% < g \
2 =
< 7500+ . ﬁ% 60 .
> [ 3 | | =
5000 5o \ 40+ \
A
2500 A \ [ 20t
0 _\A;’:.;Elélﬁh-ilh. oLa Ra W-neo . o B _ u | .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 40 50 60

1) (d) HTIEﬂ (d)

7-5 KOy WU R DA AL RE P K VFAs (a) FIi 5 VEAs (b) UK AR 1L
Fig.7-5 The total VFAs (a) and free VFAs (b) profiles for anaerobic digestion of WS-OFMSW
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Il T PR AL DR B AR R R P LR TR YT T

7-6 Sy VS RN 25 2R FE TR AR A, BT R AN T A ol ek P e 38
= TSt (KRR Bk 747 577 M 516mg/L. 7= B & — Bl N W G
BEANFRECEAIY], 40 ) AT A D U, DR 2 AR Rk B S TR
B o R IR AR, S Ok 5.7mg/L, RCE KT HGE P IR (50mg/L) .
EARSEIG BT JRURHI ) C/N LRIBAR(11.4), {E e HE BLEE TR DR 48 K Pt DL F <40
HIBERA, KRB KA G WU 38 4 BRI TP B KRR e
SRR PR 5T, TR AR B T B AR B R S B A ) e B

1200 12
a4 aTs = 160% A b
1000 —e—TSr = 135% 10+ —0—TSr = 16.0% 8 o
—A—TSr = 11.0% R — " —0—TSr = 135% / \O/
. 800F > 8 —A—TSr = 11.0% ? A
= V% x o £ /
A )
i .\ 2 e BN A ’
mﬁ /. - [n] A
5 n = n—
B 400} /\O ./ \. = 4+ O -
/ A A\O/.\°>=> B 2 /L0 O
200 / \A/A\A 3 2 »/é 5 AN,
O 1 1 1 1 1 O 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 ) 50 60
N (d) ) (d)

K 7-6 7K 31k HUBE S PR AT A I R 1D A 2 () A0 125 2 ()i A2 1k
Fig. 7-6 The total ammonia (a) and free ammonia (b) profiles for WS-OFMSW

7.2.2 PR E DR B R R B

B 7-7 by =S AR e 2 & AR PR B T AR R RS ST L I 7 v
HUEEAX AR TSt 4 16.0%- 13.5%F1 11.0%[1 —Fh PRATH L 3 T 324 25
R 12 RIEBN =S g, WA= E 5000 19.04 31.4 F131.0 L/kgVS. K%
B 15 R, RVEAIREOBAL, Hheisilim. TSr o4 11.0%M REATH X —F
B S EoN 65%~70%, e Wikl TSr S BIKT 65%. TSr H 13.5%
e & e, N 75%. FOBE S B TFR T BRI ) b =S — 2 OE R,
=Rl TSr RAEVHACH I BE S 20 1 304 18 AT 15 RIT4a T B
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ST RN EANUIR R TP e SR oL

35 80
o) o _ b O~5
IR | reerietn
= .l —e—lor = 1557 60F f o 57 ° e
EL Mo, A TS S 1L0% =2 Yy ol A/A”A\A’A>°‘@*é§§
E 20t \.- - B

Y —o—TSr = 16.0%
v 151 o), ® ﬂ \ _
M P8 a L l\ —o—TSr = 13.5%
%# 10 ( ..0'/" L —4—TSr = 11.0%
Lﬁ 5t / ::A .\o .\l

20 30 40 50 60 10 20 30 40 50
] (d) B 1] (d)

7-7 K53 AT WL S R AEAC IR 1R 7 T 46 () T JOER JE (b)
Fig.7-7 The biogas production rate (a) and methane contents (b) for anaerobic digestion of
WS-OFMSW

7-8 h BRES M BB HREMZE . TSr 4 16.0%. 13.5%F1 11.0%[) B
PEREI RN 422.7. 427.0 A1 477.6 L/kgVS, AN [ 2R Hibe &l 273.1. 283.0
F1313.7 L/kgVS. 1&1E Gompertz J5 X} 3 41 AL I R A H b th 2 0l &
RN 7-5, b Ty hy BRSO ER B L BT 1 80% T (I [H], Py K56
24 R BB P, $55 0 a0 8082 BB bt b s & e I E
. % 7-5 TLLEH, BRI TS A7 B TP 5 20 )1 4 DA AL R 38 o

500

60

330
a b
> e —
= A =
4 0 00
4 A o m = 2501
= 0 O 2
i rogs g 200 ¥
WJ / .. " ’3:% v :
ﬁ\ - p e TS = 160% =w 4 8 oTs-160%
R A o o —o—TS = 135% 4;? ol Lo F :DE']D —o0—-TS - 135%
B 100p  A' 8 —A- TS = 0% = £ o —a- TS = 100%
A " 50 AA Y
r 00
0 1 1 1 1 1 M
O 1 1 1 1 1
0 o 2 0 0 O 0 S
i) il (d)

Bl 7-8 IR 3 AT WL PRAEA IR SR A MR AR H e
Fig.7-8 The cumulative biogas and methane production for anaerobic digestion of WS-OFMSW
RT-5 IKPHEATHUIRIRE A EHE IE Gompertz J7 FEAIIL 2 4y
Table 7-5 Model parameters of modified Gompertz equation for anaerobic digestion of WS-OFMSW

TSr 16.0% 13.5% 11.0%
P (L/kgVS) 289.2 291.1 304.0
R, (L/(dkgVS)) 10.0 11.0 17.9

2 (d) 10.8 5.6 1.9
R 0.997 0.994 0.997
Tyo (d) 37.4 29.5 17.5
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Too (d) 44.6 359 23.7
Py (L/kgVS) 116(42%) 187(66%) 274(87%)

7.2.3 REKRKBHRRYREES T

AHIFFONS IREUK I Ja B AR P BRI HEAT T 00 23 A7, 45 R LA 7-6 o LA ARk I £
IR RENS E A O AU, TSt ok 16.0% 13.5%F1 11.0 (1) JRAEIH AT 50k
(K 2B 00 510 39.5%42.4%F1 46.2% . [C1 2 PR3 7351 4 27.06%+28.685 Fl 34.22%:
[H] LR35 00 28.07%. 29.82%F1 40.35%. ISR T e £ Bex,
I3 K 45.8%. 46.9%F1 53.1%. BRAKWEWLBRFA 11.1%. 13.0%1 23.8%; FHLT
YELIRAN 26.2%- 28.6%HM 36.9%: HHBTEFRFEN 10.6%. 12.7%M 23.2%. #xK
WA D) LB BRI R NAE TS AT BB S5 A HE B 1 AR T, 1 4
T2 BR AR BRI R RIFE TSN B SRR f i S e e o, iRk
SEARER AT AR IR AS. IERW, PRREE, &l 62%. Kk,
TERAFRR S (=08, W U URMEA T TIAR B Cln i A0 2D DA e OB 7T A=
PR o

£76 KA HULI PRI TR R R
Table 7-6 Characteristics of digested residue of WS-OFMSW

TSr Jir ke 16.0% 13.5% 11.0%
PAE(MI/kg TS) 21.0 12.7 12.1 11.3
VS (%TS) 61.6 51.5 50.9 44.3
KWAEH (%TS) 37.8 33.6 32.9 28.8
HAF (%TS) 14.2 12.7 12.4 10.9
JEZE (%TS) 9.6 5.2 5.1 4.5
T4 (%TS) 8.4 6.2 6 53
[C] (%TS) 377 27.5 26.9 24.8
[H] (%TS) 5.7 4.1 4.0 3.4
[0] (%TS) 14.9 17.5 17.7 14.6
[N] (%TS) 33 1.8 1.7 1.5
[S] (%TS) 0.1 0.63 0.60 0.59
[P] (%TS) 0.2 0.36 0.33 0.18
C/N 11.4 15.0 15.7 16.9
VFAs (mg/L) 344 132 67 137
A (mg/L) 114 684 906 1221
7.2.4 REKEEMERE

77 W T IR I HLUEERAN] TSr 264 T IR BRAEUA I L E o BUAIR P A ] 443k
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S5 )\E H AR 500 Wi 5 A4 3 b7 e DT R LR DR 20 Wt

FEREUESRIF R mI) VS ZBRER . HBE = RAGE % (HEIKE, VS KRR H
Bers RIEAR, S B 42%A1 313.7 LikgVS, JEIEAK TV k20 LB 1)
VS BRI = 0, 3 3 B R R R 1 o SRRHRE L 2 (R [
), AUEFE T AWM NS (BRI RS, [FE
FLHR AR K I3 E R GE0) 85 IR AAEF HIIR A B B 2 Clndfe 7y Mk, R
HERIERIS) . R, BARSRAFRKI VS LR, F KRG D5, W
AN HME RS R B it e Sadh, Sl DA A+ il /K i+ RS AT L
ST IR E S, R A A 7 CIneF 428
BRI BEE) BT mild K, SRS AT SR O REIHAL, RIS LN sk
TRREAL, B VS ZERF MR,

RT-T ATAIEARAE (K 73 1A WL R A8 A e B
Table 7-7 Comparison of anaerobic digestion performance for WS-OFMSW

TSr 16.0% 13.5% 11.0%
MHEE(kgTS) 3.44 3.33 2.8
SR (kgVS) 2.07 1.91 1.58
S B (kgTS) 2.97 2.46 2.02
S HEkgVS) 1.53 1.23 0.92
TS LB (/%) 13.67 26.07 27.86
VS LFRF(%) 26.08 35.76 41.78
P (L/KETS) 260.4 263.0 294.2
PSR (LkgVS) 4227 427.0 477.6
PR (Lkg)? 47.8 48.3 54.0
577 2 (L/kgTS) 168.2 174.3 193.2
F5e 77 2 (L/kgVS) 273.1 282.9 313.7
FEIF SR (%) 64.7 66.3 65.7
PR (%) 53.76 55.69 61.75
BEE % 4 (MI/kgTS) 6.02 6.23 6.91
REUE AR © (%) 28.66 29.69 32.91

a: PAREAS 5 18.4%M WS-OFMSW {5 R H 7= % b: PR F S m= 280" F i E
TR S e PRRCE=HE T RS P G RE J1x100%; d: AU RIEET A HUE 801
kJ/mol 11 57; e: RERCR=REY " X/ JFRHAE X 100%.

7.3 RE/NE

(1) P72 IE RS, KPR RGE —MATRII T A By R . K
3 IR AL S R A [ A o AT 61.6%, JLHRBRAKAL S0 37.8%.
HABCN 14.2, J52R0 9.6%, LAD el B L FU Tl ok, 2
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Folvdige Sy BRALL ) DR AEUR IR 7 FR e JSURE 368 B JEAT DA AL AR 2

(2) FEASEIG R — B AR TSr Y5 9(16.0%- 13.5%F1 11.0%), 5K
TSr A B TP 8 sh 4 /AL A . TSt K 16.0%. 13.5%F1 11.0%[ PREAH 47>
AT 320 25 R 12 RISF| s, A3 A4 10.81 5.6 F1 1.9 K. /Korik
HHLE R R 7= F ol 273~314 L/kgVS, VS EBRFEN 26%~42%, 77 F
54%~62%, BEVRRUE 29%~33%. 15 SEBR I AN T, FICK F SO #% ] A48
290 12% K IR T 2.

(3) T Ko LB I A= 4 ] B A AT DB T 233 A L 3 ¥ A 4 ] B A
M, TS EAE R PR AIERE, BRIk, Ko AT AL 3 I PRAEH A AR AT nT 5 o 5K
PLEMAIZAT o R — SR B T AV BRI B, R DA b st 45 Rt H
AbFE 500 t 30 T AR S 3R RS AR L BB R BT

27 3CHk

[1] Hansen T L, Jansen J L C, Davidsson A, et al. Effects of pre-treatment technologies on
quantity and quality of source-sorted municipal organic waste for biogas recovery[J]. Waste
Management, 2007,27(3):398 —405.

[2] %3, 77, Rudolf Walder, &5, i ARy g 8l S A HE R [M]. dbat: sz
S H R, 2006.

[3] Chen Y, Cheng J J, Creamer K S. et al. Inhibition of anaerobic digestion process: A review[J].
Bioresource Technology, 2008, 99(10): 4044—4064

[4] Juanga J P. Optimizing dry anaerobic digestion of organic fraction of municipal solid waste
[D]. Thailand: Asian Institute of Technology school of Environment, Resources and
Development, 2005.

[5] Verma S. Anaerobic digestion of biodegradable organics in municipal solid wastes [D]. New
York: Columbia University, Department of Earth & Environmental Engineering (Henry

Krumb School of. Mines) Fu Foundation School of Engineering and Applied Science, 2002
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5 \E FARSE 500 W A B30 RS R R BOR 2 GV J3 #

\E HALEE 500t T AEVE SR IREB IR B LRSS

AREAE b TSI A R ARG b, 0 H AL EE 500t 3ok i A v b 0 DRAUA S
K TREBEAT 2 BF 0 AT, ARG, TZHATI S5 0o W55 0 i th AR Ak 22 55 VPAfY
SRR LG PN, &AL A BE, 3 HOAT T A 4 2 300 10 AT L
EOG, MRPE LSS a R, JFR A LR DR, #iE S a1 Z
KM KT EZH; Hak, SNRZ L 2T PRI g -1 04, T AEsb Ikt -
BATBEE Vs A, BTz H BATIR S AR RO, AR i R R AL
#il (CDMD) TUH SAR PR FEA L, %% T30 H3E T CDM &5t

8.1 TESH

(1) JRURRI Y ALFREE ). 500 t/d

(2) B RSH
K 8-1 Yl A= B 2
Table 8-1 The components of municipal solid waste

Ba 4 S8W AT RS &R Kb RAH

VA (%) 48.65  6.01 4.8 841 1172 030 2022 100
GKF(%) 6536 4545 4735 5742 4529 - 1508 48.86

M (%) 1685  3.28 2.53 3.58 743 030 17.17 51.14
THRA (%) 3295 6.41 4.95 7.00 1455 059  33.58 100

SRR P, b A RIS
(3) BRAPIEEAR: IKSIEBAR
F T B K A3 e i AR S G 43 AT BT I A5 FE (LA 2R 520 10%), AT 90%
(KIEE N BRI R GErh, BUREES > L ZERMRAE K, AT D B iRt . Be it
NFARBERGIIANY) CBFEFRMAD LITHEHZ2 90.6 vd.
(4) TE3H
REHNM ARG H AT E: 90.6 t TS/, R RIEHEFEL 755 t;
FAHMLE: PRk (12%) FiE (37C) Pg CSTR;
VAR RARRL 21200 m®, HrhEE 4 6 AN RVAE, S 2 MRV,
A R BLA RN 2650 m?, FTAT V48 5130 @15 mx15 m;
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PRI 24 K, SR I8 K, H_H6K;

FAAF: 300 Pt TS, 500 m/t VS;

WA SE: 1.3~1.5m’/ m’d;

TS ZBR%E: 35%; VS 7Mi#EF: 50%:;

Hr=A . 27200 m®s HBEKRE: 66%, IEIRIE RIS HE N 23 MY/ m’;
AR 3MW (3 5 1063 kW); FISfTHfA]: 8300 /N (345 KD;
KRR 38.3%; HAH#E: 67000 kWh

(5) L2, Whs—.

8.2 YIRl-Ti

TR 53 b L2 R KA R 3 A B, BRI — 2B 43, B /KA
SIERT IR RE T AR R A AR AR A, T HR Tk 28R, ik R
ANE WA 7R K, DR, ST DA AR R SEUE R P A R A IR . ST RA
JRPR, AR AL —AN DA B SR 1 kP A R

RBEAEY A GRS AR AL i, 2 e R e S Cansi AL R
ED . HTABIEDY TR, NAIBRAY PR, BL3%  (viv) TP
PRIk, FBER A B AR AR 23 2 i 53 00K 66%H1 31%.  FIBEFT — S A0 ¥ 3% 15
G324 0.717 F11.977 /L, VAREHE, U™ SR ik 2500 142 F
184 g/kgTS, W= %A 315 g/kgTS. YkF4 LK 8-1.

Wk (g6 ) > B

HEREISEE (5D % 2B (5 > Bk ;ﬁi CO, (167 tid) >
C 500 tid s 100% 3 % o e L) > 15 i CH, (12.9 tid) >

HEESLEE CFEY | W

ST (e td) > TR
236 th s 31.14% ) *

-

R

AU
Bfse-Hef (90,6 1)

VN

AR (10,1 tid)

{28 24id)

TR
(61tid)

8-1 FIALEH 500 M iy A3 by 35 1 Mkl i 1]
Fig. 8-1 The mass balance chart of AD and CHP for MSW treatment of 500t/d
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5 \E FARSE 500 W A B30 RS R R BOR 2 GV J3 #

8.3 ReE T

AT R BE = AR OR, TP 2 R AR O A e, BRI L — 4 iia
AT IR I3 T BB 1A8T o WS ARAE K T A AL 20, A /K AL B R b ik — 0 [ BRI
ER KA IFAIEZ L E RGN, DX GEVE ™ H AN ARG 7 ML e P A5
M T KEEMRAERZ D, B TEAS TSN, WA R4
FPEfe & 2B . & 8-2 R T AN UK LA PERE, IR R AR
RIS IR T B SME, A 3] GE Energy Jenbacher JGS 320 [ FAMLZ KA
REE PV . O T — 54, fERL, R AR R ) S B ] kWh SRR, IR
AL S RAIRE RS e R LK 8-3

8L 100%
a 100% S M EE b
e [HUbAE40% #16260%
g:rmmwmss%
)?’-Hu;k 14% ﬁ i[

>Rx 249

L AN ¥
ART WEE  AmRm U H
Wl el by R
iﬁ.sg\l:'% i 13% it 4% ﬁkjlé%

S| E
j +
& | #

L

R
5 AW
B
SRR

3.3%(8.1% 5.8%|16.6% [27 9%

;%Em uffm% mAE | ik | sE

~ 38.3% 11.4%, 50.3%
BHEZT5%

(@) EP=EAEBEHLA  (b)¥8HF)2E P GE Energy Jenbacher JGS 320 473 & L4
Kl 8-2 AU LA I R Ha k%

Fig.8-2 The generation efficiency of biogas electricity generator
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Il T PR AL DR B AR TR I R LR TR Y I T

Bl 8-3 JK I IEAT HLbr S R AR A IS5 A B (1 R e PR E 0
Fig.8-3 The energy flow chart of AD and CHP for for MSW treatment of 500t/d

AD—RETHM AR G

CHP—— LI ™ R 48

Quer—HEAN PRATH AL LG ™= R4 (114 e 1 4 HH

Qnere—HA RAUH A S FBIE ™ R G115 R L s

Qnern—38/ AT A 5 FA BLIE™= R GE IR e e it s

Qaas—— VAW LN AE 5, 60x10° kWh (215x10° MJ);

Qo—— B AW A R AL RY G B RE R, 53x10° kWh;

Qor——H TR FBHLALM K H &, 23x10° kWh;

Qon——K HUG AR, 30x10° kWh;

Qross— A K MM AE =B K, 7x10° kWh;

Qr—IEN R AL 5 LI = RIS RE RN 5

Qrap—RETHH R G B BE =

Quenr—— I REMERERIIAN, TEZHAENFE Qeuprs

Qap-ni——H TN I IR e i N «

Qap-v——FHH THERF SN AL BE IR FVRERN 5

Qap-p——Hili% 28 T A T8 I A RE L 2K 5

Qapr— ARG AN, FEHTE. W, WHRE LT,
o

QAD_HZTXMX(l‘p —l‘a)XC (8-1)

T— BT (R, K 345 K;

M—— FFRBNREK RS HR R (kg), i 755000 kg:

t— PREIHW L ZHE (°C), H 310K

te— PG IRRHR L CC), IR FREGR AL, LL 2006 4 M3 AL 295 K it
c—— RERHEAZ (kWh/(kg'K)), IERUAIKII A 0.00117 kWh/(kg: K);
Oap-t = 4.6x10° kWh

Ouon =T x24x Ax K x(t —t) (8-2)

A——J N 3% R R,k 8500 m?
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5\ 4RI 500 Mk T A 7% B RSV R B R &5 L4 #

K—— Vg iAE R E R kWh/(m>K);

K =
1 dmultiplesteel dEpS d loredsteel 1 (8_3)
+ + -+ —coloredsteel
asubstrate/multiplesteel multiplesteel ﬂ'EPS coloredsteel acoloredsteel/air

Olsubstrate/multiplesteel ﬁ@?%*#?ﬂfi@%%ljﬂﬁ%%%ﬂ%ﬁ, j‘J 0.382 kWh/(mzK),
SN gs R ) LIPP G, WEEN R SR, SRR 0.03

Amultiplesteet
KWh/(m'K);
Aeps—— SV A B ORI A OB R OR SRR, SRR EA 0.000041
KWh/(m'K);

Acoloredstee—— LIPP $EANEECRIIR K AR, T RECH 0.00025 kWh/(m'K);
Olcoloredsteel/air IR N B A EE B AN FLA AL RS, Ol 0.0139 kWh/(m*K);
dmultiplesteel EAMRIERE, 0.004 m
deps—— KPR EIEA 3em ERR LR, BAREEEE ) 0.06 m
deoloredsteet FANARJEE, 0.001 m
WA, BAERERE K 4 0.0006485 kWh/(m®*K)
Oapm = 0.7x10° kWh
F 428 28 A AR 19 A8 T R Rl P R L 1 SR A T Ol LA T
WTHT, REEBUREUDN, R ZBEZ o A IRETH RS FEHL R — K
NIRRT 5%; A" RE R RO SR ER) 2%, H:
Oappr=0
Oapt = Qo X5% = 1.15x10° kWh

Ocur-k = Qo.r X2% = 0.46x10° kWh

WA 1-5, THEAT B RAUH A S5 AR RAE M 2T e R H Quer
4 46.1x10° kWh, H:Hp ik B Quere 4 21.4x10° kWh, 448" & Quern N
24.7x10° kWh. ARG 13 e - WL 8-4.
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| 1
| o |
| mE@&ERH |
| = 108 KWhia i
i i

- \/ (88.6%)
SSE SRR

Qgy = 60
(100%%)
TNkt
Qpg: 213 Qo= 30
(38.3%) CA03%0)
Qp:z 53

Omers 46.1
{76.8%)

OnEnE: 21.4
(35.6%)

I

Qapgs 115
(2.0%) \/

Qum: 0.7 Qc][[-.]:: 0.45
(1.1%) (1.0%)

B 8-4 Ko A LRI IR AR R I 5 FA LI M 2 8 1) e P A 1)
Fig.8-4 The energy balance chart of AD and CHP for for MSW treatment of 500t/d

8.4 ZFMHHT

ARG T AT AT A LI BB B4 T 2 D 70, Bz K 7
AL PRI AL A H W 22 DA% SEANE DLV TR A o RV b S Ak P RS IR A BUR 4 11

IBEALBE SR (£ 100 Jo/MED, 1 HAKAL B AR ik REWg [nIie— 70 2B < BE

(BB 3K 73 SEASE ORI K Ak BB R AR . (1) BT K847 A, (R 3k s o
K185 SR I AN NIZ R G, ALTEVPIr RGO In T 92 Br3E N R AL S N 2%
M PGS, b o Amdaesa i, DU HUILRRL dhif =, IFEsE H
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5\ 4RI 500 Mk T A 7% B RSV R B R &5 L4 #

TR IAT DL SR A % o 3 8-2 D[l 5 BE 7~ B 3%

# 8-2 HALBE 500 Ml vy A= i b 5 R AH R HL ] s 4 98 9

Table 8-2 Capital investment cost of AD and CHP for for MSW treatment of 500t/d

75 B ! Fow | hon &RUT0
+ gt Ay
1 fitg it 1000 m’ 1 i 10.0 10.0
2 PR A 1 4 I 1000 m’ 1 i 40.0 40.0
3 WAL EER (F4E5) 100 m 1 i 5.0 5.0
4 DR AR ®16 m 8 JiE 12.0 96.0
5 DUTE 3L s ®15m 1 10.0 10.0
6 It s 3 200 m? 1 i 12.0 12.0
7 BRI E 100 m? 111 5.0 5.0
8 e e 1 A 10.0 10.0
9 ARG 150 m” 1 [1] 9.0 9.0
10 #k by 20 m* 1 [1] 12 1.2
11 [i] 5 73 25 1] 200 m? 1 i 12.0 12.0
12 HEEY 3000 m* 1 i 60.0 60.0
13 GOEEE 100 m? 1 i 6.0 6.0
14 A 3000 m’® 1 i 20.0 20.0
15 &AL, FRE. B R ML 1R 60.0 60.0
B SRS 2.5 Pk
F=u7s 356.2
WAy
16 JEE AL 15 6.0 6.0
17 KRR 15 16.0 16.0
18 T eI KA 114 0.4 4.4
19 IBEIEAL 15 4 4.0
20 RAEFHDE 9 H 35 31.5
21 PRARERL 2 35 7.0
22 PREAHEREAR ®15x15 8 A4~ 125.0 1000.0
23 PREAETIFEDL 84 15.0 120.0
24 PLiEMhEEA ®14x13 14 100 100.0
25 [EEA L 20 m*/h 10 6.0 60.0
26 RUBETAIEAHE 4000 m’ 14 134.0 134.0
27 RIS 300m3/h 4/ 40.0 160.0
28 TS5 I 9 A 55 49.5
29 VHAHNER 14 2.5 2.5
30 HAWET 1A 10.0 10.0
31 P HR KA 1 10.0 10.0
32 FaUPHkA 14 2.0 2.0
33 HUKTEHEE 9% 0.8 7.2
34 EE S REE: 1 & 100.0 100.0
35 TAEE ] 1 & 120.0 120.0

124



ST A A WL S DR A P o RE ML R P9

36 EEIRIEL AP 1 £ 140.0 140.0
37 AR S 1 £ 150.0 150.0
38 WA G 4 £ 25.0 100.0
39 HWAKRBHAEIF 3MW 1 & 2250.0 2250.0

EE¥N)
40 RIAE RS 1 & 100.0 100.0
41 peY AR ] 3F 15.0 45.0
N 4729.0
42 FEBE BT 10% 115 472.9
A1 5201.9

AR BRI B

K TR i &
43 Witk 5558.1 4.00% 2223
44 BEACRI. B LNk 5558.1 1.00% 55.6
45 RGN A E 5558.1 1.50% 83.4
46 T Hu AR B 250.0
it 611.3
TRRHRE 6169

WA HT: BEA RGN RS B ATHLIERLR S ARk .
(1) HHEE: R 21.4x10°kWh, HRT RE B TR BAEEZ 0.25
JG/KWh AN J5 L UBRFF HLARY A 0.703 J0/KkWh, %583 4FIEE R 1498 J1 T
(2) RIS X TIHAR AR PR R, BREE X TS,
ORI R AU ZR MM A B TR, 18R, BT DU
RS EIN R LT R AU, BUR R RGBS A &, (A2
T BB IAH N, RIAN T B AR S
(3) AP - EAARAPUILEZ) 13000 B, v T F b kb BL A AE
SrhE AR L, H TS MR TR MM 20 1000 o/, 25 8 BRIE T30 1
AR ARG KRS NERL, WA SN, FEn ez 1,
RS Ry 250 Jo/ME, WZHR A 4EWCEE 4 325 J7 o R T LU AESUA IR,
(R ILAAR AR, T SRBE 25 1 P B0, JLag A i, BRI AN % 83 o Wi i
(4) WEWaT: AR AR b i & ARl Tk, AR A AR 7 SR AN 2
DRI AN 2 R 8 A WA 2

ST IH L8R 0T, AR BRI S IR % (IRRD W 454 I(E
(NPV) I RIS (PO 31X 3 AMERORIEEATIRAT) HARHE 500 ¢ 38 i 4 7517
Bz 3 AR SR FaI H I AP (RS 100%) 4 FIIBEA S HUILEK 8-3,
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R 8-3 H AL PR I H I REA S L

Table 8-3 The main parameters of AD and CHP for MSW treatment of 500t/d

RS ALl T
FHLAFMW) 3 3 £ 1063 kW
FABAT I H) (/M) 8300 ] JGS 320, {EHLITA] 8300 h
4 L R (kWh) 21.4x10° FIBR PR L R GERUR LR G 1) L FE
AHULEHE () 13000
HHUEEMN R (/) 250
T H A HIE) 1 AR RGP AT MR
BATHICE) 15
PrIHIER) 15
BRI RS (%) 10
JEEMITRS T/ 0 B FOREA Ry %
It 3 $ 5% (J1 0) 6169 WA 8-2
FATBEBE(J1 TC/KW) 2.06
Wish Bt (Jiot) 300
It 5 B8 7 S AH.(J170) 400
LB (T T8/AF) 48 NIETH 4.0 7, J12 A
Y 9% 1 70/4F) 200 Forpok AL 4B 2 107 J5
A (JIou/4F) 30 ANRT TR A
17 ML BE[2008]1156 AN, LAR3 A JEURHAE = 1Y

FEEBIZ (%) ML), SEEBIREEDIR ;. AR BE[2008]56 i

H, A UL Sk BB
9 2 YA WBL(%) 7 PAREAE B Ay v AR A
HH W HINBL(%) 1 DA ALATE - SR A

W55 VP A R IR 8-4, 1ZRHIH T 4 R O0 N M 25 bs, ey s
HOABUE N a4, BT RO S @ sy, n IR Y, BN AR
BBURYGE T IUH MZe5f Al A7k 237 B SRR e S, I50H A0 55 1
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ST A A WL S DR A P o RE ML R P9

FEANRAT s AT [ AN, (R BATBUOSCUL I, T FR P A ot R AN ey 2
AN RE A 2.85 DL, WS ERARTAT, SN ATBSHE A F] I B4 I
M55 &, BUH 2 AN A BBWG IH o WER AL RGO, BUE A AE
N AR S E R P i Gt S T
K 8-4 HALHE 500 t 3117 A= 1 3 R SEU SR HIITTH 1AM 45 VAR 445 1
Table 8-4 The financial evaluation of AD and CHP for MSW treatment of 500t/d

R 175 R HA EHIGER A IRR NPV P,

EEEs s 0.453 J6/kWh 17% 33%  6.82% -1059 JjJG  10.63 4E
XA 0.703 JG/kWh 17% 33% 12.85% 1007 JiJt  7.67 4F
X aA 0.703 JG/kWh RIAE BT 15% 19.87% 3672 JiJt  5.77 4
20% %A% 0.703 Ju/kWh AIEAREIBIES 15% 5037% 4517 Jjoc  3.144F

20% ARG, PURAEIR 10 4, TEERFIE 6.12%, KHERIA b7

8.5 T CDM HIZF 2t

8.5.1 CDM Wi H & #4347

IEAUGE 1558+ 458 5 CDOMII H IR AT e dr L E 1 =AU )«
(1) 2e6q A RE AT HEER) A JE 2
(2) SIS URAACAN G SRR s Al (R AT YR R it

(3) D HEBON TAEBAT AT AL AL R T H TS A5 50 B 7 A AR AT
RGN F AL, R H RAASME.

L O 2 7200240 HE T U BCE ) 5 I 12005 IE A kAT T Gk
JENLHII HISAT B BN o ZRIMEWIHTEH : fF b E T RECDMII H 1) 545
ol DL R AR USRI R R T 3 AR A 754 R LA K [T P PR e R 2 <
M. [FAE20054E11 H AT g 5t TAES I L, oS omifl T d e v
LI GG R AL S IR, DR IR IE T RFS R e . DL RIX SR I %
IR BE RN A, #B A 3 IE AR K CDMIR E [F4d e A Bt T R LIE . 3
ARSI AR A T R BT H AN R DU G by S JECH 7 A (1 R e
T8 T HAEUR AR A A n] DA ARG TUH R — R TELS
ELL L, TUH P AR R AR FL L R R . Ik, S
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)\ HACFE 500 Wi iy AR i B PAETR AR BER &5 4 BT

A LI DR AL 5 VSR FCDMUI H R 15 Bl SEEL IR DG BEAE T-84 M
CDMII H ARAME (K55 SCE BAAG AN = AN HREAE A
(1) CDMIH i 8 5 KRR A Lo R A (il == AR IR HERSOR
(2)  MIXPPOR E EEE  T FE N — R IR R, W gt b AR
BEAE
(3)  AER Ak kAL B 5 W BOot B g 1T, AR S4B 5 A ek B
(ODA)F1 4 BRI A 5 (GEF) S5 X JEAS I 12 HEH A AT S TRk ZEPR I 0 £z B
AR J k4 o
LU A3 PA b = AT 20 A i ik«
(1) HEHEZ 1T
I P AL BE DU IR G 3=, DA PRAETH A 15 T U R HE I e 2 ik
ek .
O EAAE R TR I I, B A B8O CH,
@ FEAFAEPREMHE T AORIH T, A i) 1P AICO R
@ REGHAT A PR A A AEAE 27 IR 1 CO R i
AL IREETHACTH TR , % RIS R CO 4 2 -
ER =MD xGWF,, + EH x CEF, +FDx CEF,

electricity fertilizer  (8-4)

ER——Z 0 H R IHE Ak =, ANt

MD—— P A AL BRI A FLS S AT S H O 0 b, Bk ¢,
AU PRAH A TR e A P R v 5, 44421 tas

GWPcus— T4t (4 BRI 7 #4(Global Warming Potential, GWP) 5 — %Ak AH
L TR 250 BURFTR) AR AR A6 2% B3 22 (IPCC) KA F 35 20K (1996) VAR 5 P IR H
HGE I GWP S A ALBR K216, SRIMER3IK (2001) PFALHR A O IX— 155
FOPTfE 2345, ARSCUUE 5

EH—A WS R S AR B E 1 B, A MWh, AR
2 LRER A K FL 21400 MWh;

CEF ctectricity—— AR LI CO - ISR EL » B4 MWh, Z{HHU KA1
Hi B HE R %00.303 yMWh 7,

FD——PRAAAL T B A USRI IE R, 507 s
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CEFtertitizer——WNE A7 (I COL P HE R BBAL N vt

F T DRAE A 77 A (0 D UIE AR A B Pl = AR IR AN e, BN %
AT M, AR 8- 4T S B AT A b T R e 1) A A A BRI 2
47108167 to A WL, CDMI H ¥ 855 FEELR K SOb LU Al 2ty ok T A i = <0k
PokHE -
(2) Fothsts o i

M-AMKIIMA 5543 M al LAt FEANE LRI R IS 0 T ] I TR SR
Wi CERARFF LN 240.45370/kWh) BLRBISOLE (R34 (EBLENAERE, A #L
FESEERL A ), PRI % N 6.82%, KT 10%[IFEHEWC RS 3, 1] FLIV 45153
oA, BB RO K IE10.634E 2 Ao (A1, ZBN L RE
(IR A A AR, TR 4348 3 1) L AR AT LR IG T70.470/kWh,  IX0Kg-43 ™ T
AR AT . DL BT AT LUE B A BAMIN AT T, 1200 H A BAT I
55 ERAT R, RARBE RN, AP BT AT . WL, 120 H T
SN SR e R %%, DM H 843 5 5 i AL AU K
(3) BIARBEG 5B

T IREATHACRGE, ATH R A BAR W LIPPREE A N 2%, 17 LIPPSE )
WS TR L s A S HL) HEPefiset ;s xR RE,
R FEHLALIN R R B (Z930%) » AT H K FH GE Energy £ SR A= 77 (1)
Jenbacher JGS 32080 & HIHLAH, A AR FIIL38.3%. WL, %I HAFERAR R
M, 551k AIE I 5K (1 Se R AR R B 4%, CDMUIIH AEF A 7 THIH 2 B 2K
(4) RBERIRErHr

MR IR 5 (4 0 I B DA B Je v Bl R IR 2 B S DK, WG o 7 R 4
B (ODA) I BRIF I 4 (GEF ) - 3X 2 57 B A Jre ik < I Y 3112 8 35T H 1) i %
b, Pk, CDMIIH 78Rl 7 R I 7 T i 2 B 2K

8.5.3 CDM Tl B FiAMNK 28 J 38 5 i A

H B B As Sy k& A CERs A 11 Kkot, 44 100 e AR M, Bt
B, TR AA RS 108167 t K] CDM T H , 0 5 5 B S it fis 47
AT LA S CERs 1M3R1S 1082 JAIAME 3G . MRIG P AH b, i SRR
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SERIH AW, Ko 10 48, ASCBUAE ) CDM 3 H vk A

H AT [E4 H 45 CERs A& 15 75 ZE4R A G (BB LA S T A3 B K e i AT AE kAT
WA AH DRI E R &, 7RI AN 8 CDM I H BT A 8RN IR 385 (B
FUFAFBL. Rk, 2250 A SIS A R K IC R, Michaelowa S5P{AF7T
EREW, S TAEREER A 20000-200000 t CO2 FI KB FAETH , 4 CERs
(A 5 A A 0.3~1.0 RKIG, 2946 AR 2.9~9.5 76, AR 5 ol it &
W5, DIEAEARE (K CDM 35 H A8 55 A2 54 7

8.5.4 ®T CDM M H K& 5447

CDM Il H A48 5L 55411 T (00 5523 K 45 R LR 8-5, Forb N e i 2 A B 1)
PR R, B RSO LS it e . AT RUE Y, SN AR B AT SR 2 5%
Wi X5 H 2055 nl AT PE I BN % . 2 5 CDM 10 H &1y KR m T W Eies %,
B A T A A B B, 1% CDM 51 H B AESEIR 24.34% (1 A BB 26 %,
HARZE CDM TUHAHEL, WGSBS m T 17.52%. G RERATE S0 [ I
EXBALE, % CDM Ji H ] PLSEBL B KN CEE % 37.10%, X 2.67 4R
IEAT IR AT BB, SR IR AU R WK 8-6. AR, WA S E 500 H
CERs FFE{EBLAFTHEL, 1% CDM Jit H 1 m] LS HLE A

2R 8-5 HALEE 500 t 3117 A= 3% A3 WL e PRAR /< e CDM 51 H (0 45 VP A & S
Table 8-5 The financial evaluation of AD and CHP for MSW treatment of 500t/d based on CDM

A %Eﬁ ‘ B \ C‘ERs‘ CERs\ IRR NPV P,
HE B PrAgdi  MGEEL PSR

0.453 J0/kWh 17% 33% 0 0 24.34% 4613 Jjot 481 4F

0.703 JG/kWh 17% 33% 0 0 30.67% 7038 Jigt  4.15 4F

0.703 JG/kWh  ENFEEIE 15% 0 0 37.10% 9629 JiJt  3.67 4

0.703 Ju/kWh  HUiER[IR 15% 17% 15% 31.54% 7697 Jiot  4.10 4

8.6 45t

AFELLH AR 500 t T ARG REC B, e E T R AR L
2, FECERG BT TR R AT, B b T ORI H IR R AT
DREHAL L2000 il 4% CSTR, M as bl B ARV 12%, SN ds SARR 21200
m’, {5 B I 24 K, H 37727200 m®, 41255 3 MW, 4 H & Hi = 67000 kWh,
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FIBR R AFELUR, IR HLEN 21.4x10° kWhe

[ I R, B AT CDM A MCRS psE T I H I sF AT Pk ik
AU EAFRIEN, BHEMS ERARATH: R, SHAGHRZEHE1.
5£% 5 CDM B HAMIEL, 215 CDM T H AR JClE$e o A S i 2. Bl
B B ZAMERIBIR LR, 1% CDM T H AL 24.34% N e ¢, sk
A1 KA [ B =2 32 B B, % CDM 330 H A DA S B B K Py 3Bl 2 R
37.10%, WA 5 E 500 8 CERs JHENEBIAN T 438, 1% CDM I H 1 a] L
STILE A .
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# 8-6 HALRE 500 t 3ok 17 A% by e R ATE UK H CDM 0 H 252 [ Sk S BT 4R ) A R I B it R
Table 8-6 Full investment cash flow statement of AD and CHP for MSW treatment of 500t/d based on CDM with national subsidy and tax incentive

IFA] (4P 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
WA 0 0 3123 3123 3123 3123 3123 3123 3123 3123 3123 3123 2041 2041 2041 2041 2741
1. BB ERA 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498 1498
2. CERs it A 1082 1082 1082 1082 1082 1082 1082 1082 1082 1082 0 0 0 0 0
3. AHUEEHRA 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325 325
4, BHEHBLRBL 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218
5. [HE B R AR 400
6. BB 300
Mamt G 6169 998 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698 698
1. [HE 8= 58 6169
2. mBhvE e 300
3. BEA 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278 278
4. CDM &%) A 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54 54
5. DAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6. LR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7. HETEEL 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218 218
8 IR B D 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17
9. [l B4 IH 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385 385
10, JIrf3#t 0 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131 131
RGN SRE Sy Rl -6169 2125 2425 2425 2425 2425 2425 2425 2425 2425 2425 1343 1343 1343 1343 2043
E S R -6169 -4044 -1618 807 3232 5658 8083 10508 12934 15359 17785 19128 20471 21815 23158 25201

W EBIA S R IRR(BLJiT) 37.10%
W 515 BUE NPV (J5 J0) 9629
B IO PO e D) 3.67 4F
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FILE iR

BIE 5N

9.1 £5

ARSI R T AR AT LSRR AR R I SR AT 9, DA M AR R b BEAT 22 0%
Pegr#T, IRAFLLE L 2L R

(1) FEFANGERY R AR A ™= FLERE J) 0 260 mL/gVS, #F4is, HMA4E. &
KRGS 50530k 244, 145, 258 . 757 mL/gVS. JEH2R. 4F4e2k. BHEM
A 1) Hp L DR AT Ak B AR % 15 003 R 0,183 0.147. 0.190 110.020 d'. &(Hr
R R EORHE DR A AR o, B 2 e A K M R PR IR R AN 2R, A R I
R BRI AR R R S S SO BRI TR, Hos A R 4
PR e AR AP R RS, ZEAC BRI IR 28 f A A LI N, R R Y Pl R
AL, RN AT RE R BRIERY T & S 2E . S TSR AT 42 Ik i 2E
WA HUEL R R DA, 58 BUR SR H e i 80% T s ZE KN 18] (To) 2924 8
K & NRRBURME NI, Teo WIFF 47 K.
(2) XTEA TR (VFAs M) BRMRA RIS Fhid 2, nlLos
o SR R e e S R ) B A R, T ] — 2 02 D7 RESRAF IR 14 e fit
ACHH, AH IS NS iy 145 R (RIS 24 A 5l 2 R B IS TR 22
(3) AR A BRI IR ATV P I EUE IR G ai B, I OR B ™ S04l AT T
ZF A, FRAbFR PR AT Ve REREAE A AT S8 DRAEUR IR 7 S e M) o A0 TS 1 I )
H, RSP A IR AU IR = AUk, B8, IRBRUR BET 4R AN
BAE A DRAUR I S ke DAL IRV YR A A IR AR IR R e, OK
TGRSR SR 508 134, 1064 50 mL/gVS.
(4) 5 PRAUR I AAH L, R IREUR BRSSO Bk, Ok
T RS A AR I 6 R SORHI) BEURE IR 23 AN 7.9% 6.8%.
1.9%-+ 0+ 0.1%F1 0 $E£5=5] 56.3%. 58.4%. 28.8%- 39.2%-. 81.2%F1 8.8%. *i
TR AL S BOKACE Y R EFIREN R R S AP, PRI 2R
IR 5 o B 08 5 DA R P2 e [ WS i Y 5 A B L S b 1 e
(5) BRIV PR AR A DRAU P, B 08 00 B 4%y 3 o DR AR IR W 5
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A1) VEAs 4, JFEE A rERe . BB S RARELS] (BL VS 1) b 83:17,
FLERALEYBE pH Hy 7. 9 B PRI AR E e £

(6) HUB BT A=A LB R (MS-OFMSW) 2Bl (s ttde 22, o0 1
AT 73 R AT A=) R At A AP R 4 93 1) K 23.64% A1 17.12% 0 %1 MS-OFMSW
(IR 4y, ANEEUGHEAT RS ALAL B ST B84y, B BCR ] s T R4,
WA T2, BT ERBEAT SRR, WA L) 20 Ko R (H
WA I N Py K AR S NERH Bk, (RUZ i) Cr A1 Ni
7 A .

(7) KA IEI T ARG LR (WS-OFMSW) (A4 ] Bf kA8 T- WU 4> i
PLhi g (MS-OFMSW ), #5 A 11 [ 44 o5 B WA ) 61.6% . fEJEL TS WA
11%~16% N i FE 7k 273~314 LikgVS, VS LBRHEN 26%~42%, 7 8%
54%~62%, BEPHACE 29%~33%.

(8) X T+ HALFE 500 t $if iy A= i e 1y RA I/ UR i TR, H ™ 7K 27200 m°,
AR 3 MW, &H & HE 67000 kWh, FIFRRS ARG, FEiiRmEN
21.4x10° kWh, A4 13000 M4 HUIE . B 5K EO W, B ER 241 CDM
BN P T IH AT . 98T DL ARSI, 10 H 50 45 FA
AT Rz, WHBAHRZEHL ). 2 CDM Ji H & 4F RS K iEde & A
W e, WA I AN A BURCE . % CDM 15 H B AESZIL 24.34% (1 P
A AR A o T RERA [ S [ I = 2 B, 1% CDM 350 H W) BASE IR K A
AR % 37.10%

9.2 BT EEAIHT R

(1) DAl vl 235 AT HLE 3 mh i A A5 (K 1K) SRR AT LSO JsOkE,  PAl 7RSS 3¢
e MLTYESS. eF4E 238 P R KNESE o AL e e TT,  [R]IN A
HIPRAR AR H el X 3B, R T IX L SRA R £ IR A R e i R v m] EA7 A
RIFmEIRrE . IWAEYI A A, G562 45 R T ANFRIS AR R AR
paC e

(2) BIXAT AL AR 2 1 BEUR DSOS AR T (W i A, Sl AT HLBE SR IR
SRR IR 80N R e L 0 et e RE SR (DT s B0t B A 3l A PR AR IR A7 4
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] VFAs $015H], 38 32 5 7K i R0 A ft JrURF T E B, 4o PR A8 e e el R 047 1 5 0k A
VFAs 14

9.3 T3 T

(1) FEATHLBES R AR A e 25 T AEDAT T A R LA b, BEANE L2
SR GRIE TR pH 55D N JsURk it B 5 SO iy A= AT BB PR AU
e e, U RSB A L2, W B A S g e o AL 4 i
g R L [ A 5 ), B AT DL S DR AUAIRE (R SR BE T

(2) AP RE I Hie Iy i, WFEPIAI IR 12, KKl IR AL A
A= FGEAH 73 IREAT AL, AT iR AT ALz SR AR R (R AT DL Ay SRR =1
TR 2T R e R S SRR AR L 2

(3) FETTAETAT WL PRA I A RN 3 1T, ATE S A R s (e A AT o
KR, R ANE U 2 AP MBI T eas , T 4B AR B ol vl 23 bz e Ak
LRy S KN

(4) AR AVE A HLEE R DS A TR FH T BT H AT 203 5 A HLBL IR
UK H RAFAE R e 2L, 50 T PAY PR3k T 2958 7 3 3 JE 5 R TEA T THRIT 9, It
PREERTIR A, BEAT DRI, S A B R AT AL CRE I HE Y
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