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Pig.2 Effect of incubation time
on VSS degradation efficency.
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Fig.4 Effect of incubation time

on COD material balances in sample A

ZEHE - 1)Wu et al (1987), Water Research, Vol.21, No.7, 789~799.
27, B (1987), KBS, Vol.10, No.12, 729~T740.
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