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EFFECT OF RETENTION TIME AND FEED SUBSTRATE CONCENTRATION
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P, FOE{LEER I OBREIZ oV T, TERLED S
FTELEGDENENTu LR D —DThsb. A
X, BATEBRMEIASRL, S ocEBREERENERE
AT BERAERAE LR ERRIER A A X U H AR LU
BR{LIRTE I E TR URIRAT R REEITY A & VAR
FO2EEOERL VBRI TS, Zhbn 28I
B CTHEET S HRIMERRE 0BT R X VAR REEC
BRELWEERSZ ZEABHONTEY, A FVER
HMOBEWFETHD A & ARER, LERERES), HiE
B B I RERE A~ DR CHRARE L VS
Bioiz, A& UERE I X AERMEENER O SRR
PR O RERR TH D L EZ LN TNEY™.
L7230 T, ERMEMEOBENENEHL ML,
T e AOMEREFRSniz, A& CEREORE
BIELM B+ 2 EBA AR AL E L S0 5.

EREE, A& VERMICBT S 2 & VAERE OWERE
ERBEHB OB RIETEA RN R TUCRAEE
BEOEEBIZISWT, BRFEIFMLEALEEEZS
DROWILOER AT 2 — & — L LTELEEERE
Bz W RELEZLOTHS.
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(1) EREE

EERIEET Fig. 1 KRT L ORIy 228 b

ksl T RLREAERIFREMELRESE
* ESR T RICKEBEE THBLATER
v ESR TH O RKEHE TEBEALEH

A : Reactor
B;, C, D : Mixed liquor overflow system
E, B,, F : Gas collection system

G : Gas sampling port
H : Mixed liquor sampling port
M : Magnetic stirrer
P, : Feed pump
P, : Gas recirculation pump
S : Feed cylinder
Fig. 1 Experimental apparatus.
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BHRELE. BEEOBAEv A I uF =T R T LR
WEBHIZ TV, TR E=T - RS TRREES
Z LI LV ENOESBAERITY, E-EE ALK
ISR E—EILT 3 L 5 IRATROERNT R & £1T-
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Table 1 Composition of inorganic nutrients
in feed solution.

Component 1 Concentration (mg/l)
(NH,).HPO, 700
MgCO,-7TH:O 250
NH,C1 850
KCl 750
MgCly-6 H,O 810
FeCl;-6 H,O 420
CoCl,-6 HO 18
NaHCO, 6720

(3) & & B

LB TR TR T /KLERE O FKBIRMEE & DI L
FZiELIBR I, EERRIE 20000me/l OFEEE 1 B 1[E
o All and draw H3IC & D BEFRA L, B 20
H, HILEE 35+1°C ofi#ESEMtEDOL LT, Fig. 10
EEEF6 AR,

(4) EBHFE

EERERIT 3521°C KRN BERNICEREL 2.
FERITE T HADIC FUNE ICEFIR 2 RSN T THE
LT L, REOERAEALET 2%, SFREED
EEBAREL LB LIz, TR KEERE
(SRT) i 4.5 H, 6.5 A, 9.6 BRI 13.7 BD 4
ZHIFBEL, FRICOVTBARBEOREREE (S)
# 10000 mg/l » 5 75000 mg/l F CIEKRE/LE ¥z
HRAVr=R 2y MIORGHE TH B0, BREE
REETRAGIRE (D) 1k, SRT oMfifucgLwn. 72
bbb, D=1SRT. ki, TERBIELHZHET
DIEL LT, RPOFEIESEY (MLVSS) $BE,
PEETR (HAO BERB XUV AEREEZAve. &
ABBOBRERE 22, EFRELZEUCHELTS 2
2, BEINLOREHEREBOBODTARBREICR
W, SRT @ 4~6 EOHMBRES hiz.

3) aWRFE

H A#RE (CH,, CO,, No) B xsu~ b5 7k
XL, BAWTIZE 25 £BRERSE (TIO
¥ TOC 49782 (OIC Model 0524 B-HR) iz X bl
ELZ, AZ VERBKEBREICLVHELZT A
Byl e b L icBH L. BEEE R “Standard
Methods” DA Fh 7w b IS 7ENCLY, 7vE
ST HEREEIAVE 72— BV Z RV EREN
HE L. 20O FARRFEICL - 7. BR
B7 A ) BRI X DV EHR LY.

BA=TA—(0.83)(0.85)HAC -+-+cerseevrene (1)
T,

BA : EIREET A4 U B, mgCaCO,/l,

5 - B -

TA: 27 AV E (pH4.0 £7T), mgCaCO,/l,
HAc : BERS&ES, mg/l.

X (D) H, 0.83 XEFER & R LY Y A OBBERET

HY 0.85 1% pH4.0  THETHE 8% OEiELEN
BOWICERT 2565 THS.

E7z, BABHOES» 7 VAEREOBEINHEEH
WEE (600 ) X ViT-7z.

3. EHRERBIUER

FEREMAER T ORIE % Table 2 i0;xL7%. SRT i
4.4 H»5 14.1 HOHET, EEAHEEX 0.76 »
5 14.96 g/l-day OFEH TERET-72. & Run 28
WTiE, SRT @ 2.5~3 (EOHMERE L RBIFRE
BIRBICEL . PTIRFRTF =23 n b Es #E
TOFHETHS.

(1) ERRETORGEOEHE

BAEE D pH HEEREBEICSTT 3.6~4.7 OER
TR, A 7 VERREOERERBIER S X UEREE-
REBEROBREIEA I X - T, BAKD pH X 7.1~
7.3 ORISR, Z0BE, BEREBTASY
Bt 2510~4220 mg CaCOy/l o&EFIziEs iz, &
7z, T e 7 EERIIEART Tt 150me/l LAED
BESEICHERES . Zhid, 7 re=7HERH

Table 2 Experimental conditions and
operational periods

- -
! Acetic acid Substrate | Operation-
Run concentra- SRT D loading | al period
: tion Tate
Mool mgly | @ay) | @ayh | (eliday) | (day
1 10000 13.2 0.076 0.76 >100
2 10 000 9.3 0.108 1.08 >100
3 10000 6.1 0.164 1.65 >100
4 10 000 4.4 0.229 2.29 >100
5 20000 13.9 0.072 1.44 57
6 20 600 9.7 0.103 2.06 41
7 20 000 6.6 0.152 3.04 35
8 20060 4.6 0.217 4.31 25
9 30000 4.1 0.071 2.14 57
10 30 000 9.6 0.104 3.13 41
11 30000 6.5 0.154 4.59 37
12 30 000 4.6 0.217 ‘ 6.47 29
13 40 000 ! 13.8 0.073 ! 2.89 54
14 40000 . 9.9 0.101 ‘ 4.04 46
15 40 000 ‘ 6.7 0.149 ’ 5.98 40
16 40000 | 4.6 0.217 i 8.72 31
16’ 40000 | 4.6 0.217 i 8.78 24
17 50 000 ‘ 13.5 0.074 ] 3.70 54
18 50000 9.7 0.163 i 5.15 41
19 50 000 } 6.4 0.156 ‘ 7.81 43
20 50000 4.5 ﬁ 0.222 11.23 31
21 75000 | 13.5 0.074 ‘ 5.57 53
22 75000 ! 9.5 0.105 i 7.89 41
23 65000 | 6.3 0.185 | 10.28 38
24 65000 4.4 0.227 14.96 i >25




HERPETEED A 2 o AR I+ BSR4

400G F

A S,: 60000mg/)

12000

Gas Production Rate {mi/I-day)
MLVSS Concentration (mg/I)
Etfluent HAc Concentration, S(mg/l)

¢} * ‘:IiO + 17‘0 * 21‘0 * 5-5:0 * 290
Time (day)

Fig. 2 The course of gas production rate, MLVSS and

effluent HAc concentrations at SRT of 4.5 davs

and at feed acetic acid concentrations ranging
from 10000 to 65000 mg/Z.
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HmREEOFEBEOLEENALNS. L b}, Fig.3
(@ 1Z5R L7k 91z SRT 13.7 A% T, FEEErE:
BEOLBNEERZ Lmbh5.
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Fig. 3 The relationships among substrate loading
rate, MLVSS and effluent concentrations
at different SRT.
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Fig. 4 The relationships among dilution rate, MLVSS
and effluent HAc concentrations at different
feed acetic acid concentrations.
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500, HBZVIRITE-EBEIA TS5, FHFRE0.073

day™ OFTiX 0.104day™ LLEDOR I Y L{EWEERE

ZB5EESRERTWS.

—HRIZ, FERAS v MEBRICBT DT OLERE

() BIUHEBERE (X) 2R TRTZENTESD,
K (D+Kp

— Foro s DRy 2)
—— YGD ...........................
X— D+Kd (So—S) : (3>
ZZT,

Yo : BEOEOHETENE, mg/mg,

K BifEo 5O ERE, 1/day,

Vmax ¢ RARMHEEEEE, mg/mg-day,

K« JEfamES, me/l.
K@) BLURK Q) &, RNICEFTEEBRE ST,
BALBEE S, 0B iciiBiRes, ARER—ET
HE—EL Y, i, FNOEFEE X 3, BA
EEHBEOBRICE->THATSZEETLTVS. L
7L, Pig. 3 BLU Fig. 4 ZFELAE O, F—F
WEOR T, EEEMERIEEATEE EIRA
HERBEOMKIH - THERLTRY, BEREES
FUMLVSS @F izl T, & @ Uk @ 28
BHENZWNZEXHORD.

H @) BIG) PO vmax B LUK 1%, Michaelis-
Menten BIOWERFDO NG A -2 —T—ETHY, &
72, Yo BIUV Ky 4 —ETHIZLENT WS, L
L, YEAZ y MEBRIIBWT, HFRBEBICEAL
BRESR EOERFEOEIC I Y, BEEROREHEMEN
B LEHEEBYE S A, hoo#hE52—%
—E—ELRETHIEAMLTLLRYTRAVEEZ
b3, INBDENERS 2 —F—DOFRELIVE
AEBBE~DREFEMEIC W TIE, B) BIU (B) TR
.

(2) *SVEEHAOHFEREEAREE

HAEEEIEEIL T v £ A BRI DEAIET
EFERSWEIAHAREE LESEBINDS. 2704
RO EREAMEEYRET S0, BHEANREE
E7n b ARNBARICRY, ERRENELR RS
+ CERIEAICIBRE &,

Run24 2T, EERERIL 4.1% » 6 99.9%
TH Y, SRT LEBAFEREDENIZLY 2P0E(
B -1, RENLPOBFLEEMBSEL RL T
%. SRT 4.5 HOREEIC B W T, REANEE%
11.23 g/l-day iz#ikER®75E Run20) 2BV TH,
EERENESh. Lal, gikoksic, BELE
AFEEZBASI WG E, R EN—i
KL, ZOHSIEHENTHD TS0 TH %55, Run2d

R - BFH - A

BT, EEEREEY 14.96 g/l-day (AKX 3
&, Pig. 2 ICRLZ X 50 TR BRI A A TSR 1o 18
KL, 7wt 2 CBEEIR T AE U 7.

BERMHEL T e e A0BBERTOBLRERL LT,
RIEBFRIR R O I X A E AR, FRIEA
TR IUVEEYEOEESERHITF R, Fig. 2
@ Run24 {2\ T, FETFEENEED 4000 mg/l LIk
{2725 Th s MLVSS EEORDSH LN, &5ickE
TR E M 6 000 mg// DA Fiz7: 0 pH #36.5 BLFiz
ETLAL &, FRAEREEEEMCED L. #BIRE
TLAr 2 EMES ¥ 320, REAWEEDR
B, AR O—IFEIEE LU NaHCO, & —Egyiciimy
Btk THNPH 2FEL-Y, SoicBEARY
Hro> NaHCO, BEFBHREKTEIO L5z L THENT
LAV EFERESELREOBER Tz L b
T, Vo tARBOBRALESACERT S EHEOS R
FEMEIE LI, 20X 5727 v+ OB T IIHHRR
OFBEFIZLB LD EELZBND.

PLEO#FER LY, BAKRY o BREEHEHEBED 4000
mg/l IZET B L, A& CAEREOHERE B XU EEHE
OIEEPRE &1, %72, BEBOEHEL pH OKT A
EULBLELIIAT CERGEESEBICEIL, 51
6000mg/l LA EIcET DL, A& VARRISTIELALY
Eikdszedmons.

Lo T, A% v ARMEOCFEREAMHEE
11.23~14.96 g/l-day OFHEANIZHD ZEBHHND.

(3) BEAYVERBDER

F & UEKEIEF OEIZ X » T, Methanobacterium
(#H), Methanococcus (BKE), Methanosarcina (JUE
KRB B LU Methanospirillum (HLHAE) D 4 50
BRAES N, EFEEER TOELEE CERES
HE-EIR2 LI L » TEOREICES LIRS
EHHICHERET 5 BERIEEL Y e £ 2ICB W TR SRT
ORI & BBERAR & A & L AERRROBI /1R
WEINLTNHBEDD,

AERICBVTHE, FLUCHIFET 5 4 & Akl
22T, BRMEERE IC X 5 WRESATHIET I X U,
SRT DEL - RS THESHHOBERE .
Fig. § 0FHIZRT X 52, SRT 9.6 HULEDOR TR
R X ARR %4 572 Methanobacterium (FHE-a) MMELHE
FETHY, SRT 6.5 HLULF ® % T Methanosarcina
(BHE-0 »ESEETSH . %7, SRT6.5H~9.6
H % Tix Methanobacterium & Methanosarcina 25E
ELTWB ZEngEEanz (BEE-b). &bz, &L
BHOEBEB > TRAROEHELERY, SRT of
WRTiRE» -8, SRT 0BVWHRTREATHS 2k
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Fig. 5 Phase contrast photomicrographs of
predominant methanogenic bacteria
(x600)at different SRT.
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Fig. 6 The effect of dilution rate on specific
methane production rate.
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.................................... (5)
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K, ¢ [REEOH— ST

[H.CO,] : BAWP O —fbREZEDEE=K, Pco,

{ Ky~ —5E¥k
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—F, BREBWNTE, » % VERBEOREREERIC
L VRPERRRESMET L pH 2 LR+ 5729, X B
DA F A EFEOBE R SR (6) (2 X 2 EREE-R
R R OBEERSE L, [HEOZBRLREINERS I
BRLSHEOZBURBOZEENRDT 5720 TH S

LEZLND.

Fig. 6 iz, 2 ¥ vAREECRETHRRELEA
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B (0°C, latm) BIUKEKEFEIIKLTEESR,
oA & v BRI BARUSAE 0 4 ¥ v kR %
MLVSS & SRT THRL7-EE LTEHEs . =
ORNC AL, ARE 0.104day™ L Y BNFRTiIH A
Z VERGEERBALBRE L AREBOBAL L Lz
KTBzedambhsd. UL, FHREN 0.073 day™
DOFTiE 0.104day™ ORI D LEWI A 7 oA kEE
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Fig. 7 The relationship between specific substrate
utilization rate and specific methane produc-
tion rate.

Table 3 Net growth yields of methanogenic bacteria
at different dilution rates.

SRT Dilution rate Net growth yield
(day) (day™) (mg VSS/mg HAC)
13.7 0.073 0.018
9.6 ! 0.104 0.029
6.5 0.155 0.029
1.5 0.220 0.031
SRT THRLIZETHS. Zhib, *& EFREOEH

X VEBRD A # v~ DEBEISE I EEATEE L
WRIEREET, AREROEE IV EESREERL
EAMTD 0.902 B ND A X LBEREND ZERME
ns.

(5) HEEHORE

BRI 230 5 RS OBFEWNE (Yo) OFSE
% Table 3 |Z5RLU7c. RENI OIBENEZER S L2
MLVSS R EZHE SN/ BROETRL TELNS.
Zh o DER, FREN 0.073day™ ORERWTIZE
—E LRt s, EAEREORICET DINEORADIL,
MR AX —O NEMESBR L, Tofkw MLVSS
BESRS Lickbh L EbRS.

Fig. 8 iz, SBRALBRBEDOTR IR 5 EBHE
HELAEREOBBRE R L. SBAREEE BV
T, B 5 A ¥ VERBEREERT B, BEOBE
WE (Yo & HOOBRERR (Ko BHERZBEEST
—EThBLRETDE, #¥ EFEICET 2R
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Fig. 8 Determination of growth constants, Yg and
K according to equation (7).

Table 4 Growth constants of methanogenic
bacteria at different feed acetic
acid cencentrations.

Se Yg l Kq m
(mg/D) (mg/mg) |  (day™ (day™)
10600 0115 | 0.283 2.47
20 000 0.056 | 0.128 2.30
30000 0.040 | 0.090 2.25
40000 0.037 | 0.077 2.08
50 000 0.025 | 0.010 0.40

HELUFH»E, BSRARBBEORICBITZAS 4
BE® Yo & Ky 7 Table 4 27+ X9 ICRESH
Tz ZhizkhiE, A & VEREOEDIERINE Yo i,
BARLAREOBAL LLIZEL LTS, T4bY,
BALMBEOBRICH > T, BUEEEOAGMICLE
REBENSERTIIEBMONS. £, HOOER
¥Ke b, MAREGRBEOHERICE-THALTHD.
—75, MR n=KiYe) 1%, BRARBEEOER
- TR T 2EBERL Tw 5 25, HAREER
50000 mg/l DRERNWT, BIF—ETHD ZLPHb
na.

(8) BHEMEBORE
AZ o ERE O LEEHEEE ) CRIREERE
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(S, HIFErELRE) L DE{RIZ Kk Michaelis-Menten
BIOBERICL - TEbEINZO.

— VmaxS

y= g (8)
x @) EWEEFLT Sh~S Tny FORIITEE,
F O 2z,

S e (9)

Ymax
WERNEEE L RTHREEo T -7 2 A, RO
ID Vmax & Ks BIRETHZLBTES.
AEBRICBWTH, SRT 0B uicshE L TES A #
VEREHOESR SRS, £/, Fig. 8 ([IFLEL
S I EEE S EREOE NI E> THATS Z
LMD, BIIEHER, vmax & Ko B—EOERESE
T, BEEBROBEBI - TELT Lo LEbh
3. HESEHMICELT, Fig. 9 OFRESOES L
VIR OHBESNK vmax & Ks OfE%x Table § (o5
L7-. ZhE Y, SRT 0EWHETEE L 72 - 7z Metha-
nosarcina 13 2 Y K& vmax & Ks #7;5L, —J7 SRT

14 Vmax

400 Y

200+
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Fig. 8 Determination of kinetic constants, Vy,, and
K, at different dilution rates according to
equation (9).

Table 5 Kinetic constants at different
dilution rates.

SRT |Dilution rate Ymax K SRTmin| Omin

(day) (day™ | (mg/mg-day)| (mg/l) | (day) (day)

=9.6 =<0.104 4.12 14 8.4 5.8
6.5 0.1585 6.15 40 5.6 3.9
4.5 0.220 10.91 395 3.0 2.1
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Fig. 10 Determination of kinetic constants, Vp.. and
K; at different feed acetic acid concentrations
according to equation (9).

Table & Kinetic constants at different feed acetic
acid concentrations.

S Ymax K SRTmin Jmin
(mg/D) (mg/mg-day) | (mgll) (day) (day)
10000 4.72 53 3.85 2.67
20 000 7.62 90 3.35 2.32
30 000 8.02 101 4.33 3.00
40000 8.22 157 4.40 3.05
50 000 10.91 508 { 3.81 2.63

DEVWRTELEE 72572 Methanobacterium T X D /h
ER Vmax & Ks BRLTWA.  L7edi-> T, Meth-
aanosarcina D FETEETEYEIX Methanobacterium X 9
BERTWB LB,

Fig. 10 1, SRAKLEREORIZRT 2 LEEAT
BER L OREEBBRED Sh~S Fuy PRI,
BRAFEREORIH LT, HOEREROEE LY
A OIRESHIZ vmax & Ks OfEi% Table 6 iR L
fo. Th&y, A5 VAEFHORBEFEHETH S vmax
BIO K ik, ) THRESHE Yo BRIV Ky 122
WT LRI ICBRARERECKEL, RALHRBE 0K
KeLbiERTILERmonD.

Lawrence & McCarty'® i, B EHFHEOLTENN Vmax
& K oG ER T RRBRER HD L BT NS
2, AEBROBRIIAE, THEFREOB XY
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(gmin) HKOED SEHE R B0 2029,20 s,
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FREBORIZHD>WT, Table 3D Y, & Table 5 2+ (¢) p=0220day™
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) - Fig. 11 Comparison of chserved results with calculated
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BHbEbNDE I, SRTmin & gmin PIEXFRR equation (9).
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BARTBEOBICH LT, FREREEEERLT g 3 e o
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cina 3 XU Methanobacterium 2MESKEfE & 72 5 DI, % o ° = = =
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CEBRARBTBEEORINTS v & S KoV TOER R , ‘ . 1 J
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ones at different feed acetic acid concentrations
LRTES. according to equation (9).
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AREBRIZIBNT, SRT4.5 B0FE (Run20) TIEE
AFEE 11.23g/lday THY, Z0L XDLEBEAR
T 10.65 mg/mg-day IZHTEE 72 Ymax 10.91 mg/
mg-day IZIEFE LW I EnbHELT, @) THR~
AX ERBOFREERAFEE O 11.23~14.96
g/lday [28WT, 11.23 ofEIGEWERIC ZEROSRE
EEAWMEENFET S EELONS. 20X 5 REN
HEAAWHEEOEE TRV TH, BERERT 94.1%
KHELTWBERNS, EURBRER X OERIERME
S22 b1, BEMNO 2 & VRN T
X, REPODEOBNHLEESKESWE D L E2
bha. E7, SRT 6.5 HLLLEDZR Tid e WS4
HEMTER K M5 oh, ZhiA 2 2REICX D
B ORBHCH L T, X 0EW SRT (FlizEnig
HEBREE) OFGTTBRELTL, HikiRrsay
CEATBHEEENANWZ L 2ER LTV, &5,
s SRT OZCEEEME L 7 - 72 Methanosarcina @
EBEEEEESEWVSRT CE L L 72 - 72 Methanobac-
terium X VENRTNS L5 AEBROFER L ¥, SRT
EHIET 22 iRE-T, XYV BWHEEHEEHEET 2
R BRIET A Z LSAlREL 2 5. 2 ¥ VAR
KXT5Z0X 527 e 2 R0OBMER, @BBOREY
RENERREIC L, ¥7z, T et REHOEECLE
RTHHEELBNS.

(1) mEL COD OYBIRE

Table 7 |2, £RICBNTHRASh BEDOREN
AE v, ZERMURE, BRCERLCES L REHEO
EINEEZ R L 2. RPORKRFEZ, MLVSS ofis
KBO 2 X 0 HE S RT W5 EREE O B
CHON) ZESWTHELZETHY, TEEE
BRI, BHEEEE (60 g/mol) EERE (12g/mol) iz
WHELETHD. KREHEOENEIZ 90% U ETH
BIEARENTNS. Table 7 IzE5 28Izt h
i, WERINTEERORFEOE R ~ D EHEIA13 T
3.1% THY, BEREDEEF ~ O BEREE (20~40
96201520020 L R T, A & LA R O HEREE FE AN R
EREI VBN EREOND. £ F L ~DEHRE
Bl 4% BETHY, “BLRE (FRHEOZERLR
F+HRo TIO ~0IEREEL JIFFEE Th 5.
ZHER Q) RERL LS CEBRE VAR ShmE
WMER A Z v L RRLREOR BRI it s T b —
HT5L0TH5.

%7z, Table 8 XU COD o#EINFKIc>\TEY
EINERZ92.1% TH Y, EREHZ COD 0 94.9% 2
AR, 3% HAZCEREOBEMBICRD, 2.1% BE
AETEEET M55,

Table 7 Carbon mass-balance of Run 1 to Run 20.

Run |Influent Effluent carbon (%) Recovery
carbon

No. (%) CH, CO, TIC | VSS* |HAc** (%)
1 100 43.5 18.3 24.4 2.3 1.3 89.8
2 100 43.7 17.3 24.8 4.3 1.4 91.5
3 100 43.3 18.6 24.3 5.3 2.3 93.8
4 100 43.0 18.4 23.8 5.2 3.1 93.5
5 100 43.3 31.8 12.7 1.6 0.5 90.9
6 100 44.2 31.7 12.7 3.9 0.6 93.1
7 100 43.1 31.4 12.4 3.4 0.9 91.2
8 100 44.2 32.8 11.9 3.8 1.7 94.4
9 100 43.3 38.0 8.6 2.0 0.2 92.1
10 100 4.2 39.0 8.1 3.5 0.6 95.4
11 100 42.2 38.8 8.1 2.4 0.8 92.3
12 100 41.4 37.6 7.5 3.4 2.5 92.4
13 100 43.7 38.1 6.1 1.9 0.3 90.0
14 100 4.1 39.0 5.9 2.4 0.4 91.8
15 100 44.8 39.9 5.7 2.9 2.7 94.3
16 100 43.8 39.9 5.0 3.1 3.1 96.0
17 100 4.0 40.0 4.3 2.2 0.1 90.6
18 100 44 .4 40.7 4.0 2.7 0.8 92.6
19 100 44.6 40.3 4.8 2.9 2.6 95.2
20 100 42.8 39.5 3.4 2.4 5.9 94.0

* VSS carbon=0.458 x VSS (C;H,O,N)®
** HAc carbon=0.4 x Effluent HAc (CH;COOH)

Table 8 COD mass-balance of Run 1 to 20.

Run | Influent COD Effluent COD (%) Recovery
No. (%) CH, | VSS | HAc %)
1 100 87.3 1.6 2.0 90.9
2 100 87.4 2.9 2.0 92.3
3 100 86.7 3.6 2.4 92.7
4 100 86.1 3.4 3.2 92.7
5 100 88.6 1.4 0.8 90.8
6 100 87.5 3.3 1.0 91.9
7 100 86.4 3.2 1.1 90.7
8 100 88.7 3.4 2.0 94.1
9 100 86.8 2.0 0.6 89.4
10 160 88.7 3.3 1.0 93.0
11 100 8.6 2.5 1.3 89.4
12 100 83.0 3.2 2.7 89.0
13 100 87.3 2.0 0.7 90.0
14 100 88.2 2.7 0.9 91.7
15 100 89.5 2.8 1.6 93.9
16 100 87.6 3.0 3.6 94.1
17 100 88.0 2.2 0.4 9.7
18 100 88.9 2.8 1.2 92.9
19 100 89.1 3.0 3.0 9.1
20 100 85.6 2.8 6.1 94.5

4. BEBIUHER

BRI LOBEEBE TH D 2 2 VAR RIETHE
HERERE ORT) BLUBRALEREOHEL, 7=
A%y PRUSHEZ AV, BEEEHIREE L LT 35°C T
Mit Lz, Bon/amlilko X5 B HENS.

(1) A% ERHOFEEEATHHERE X 11.23 g/l
day OfBERICEET 5.

(2) Moz ERGHEED, BRER SRT o) »
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BRTHEEERTS. £/, WA vARERD, &
EEHBREEOHKIC AL THAT 2. WEShE
Bleryy 090200 x & Lo kkEh, 0
BEE IFREL L CEEAWEE CIEE L v,

(3) AFVERBEOEOENE Ye X U0HDS
FRIRE Ko XA EBE BRIz LTS+ 5.

(4) A5 U ERMOBHEAT *— 5 —BRIEEE
HEEE vmax BRIULEMEE K BHFRELLU
BALRBEOBAICK L THRT 5.

(8) EGHEERO 2 & AR Tk, SRT 2BiR
THZEIZEY, LV KRER Vmax & Ks % - 72 Meth-
anosarcina 2 SRT DEWRTELHEBEL Y, —FH &
D/INEV vmax & K¢ % L -7z Methanobacterium 7%
SRT ORWHRTELEFEEL & - 7.
DOEBIHETEMET Methanobacterium Y Y {ER TN 5.

Methanosarcina

B OB AMRETICHIY, EBROTBMTIRS
TE o eRALRERE A (AW M BHE, mRE
BEL LI HALRFE LA EAE 4 FINERE R
L2 bEELET.

Eie, AWGEO—HIIHET 54 EETMERER T
RETE (A tksztefEBvwiLET.
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