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Abstract

To investigate the fermentation features of food waste at different loading rates, a lab scale fer-
mentation process for the anaerobic treatment of food waste was carried out with a two phase
bioreactor. The experiment set up four step-wisely increased loading rates, the effects of volatile
fatty acid, ammonia nitrogen, retention time and loading rates on fermentation process were stu-
died. At the organic loading rate of 22.65 kg VS/m3-d in hydrolysis reactor and 6.25 kg VS/m3-d in
methane reactor, specific methane yield of 0.551 m3/kg VS is achieved. The research shows that
the specific methane yields declined when organic loading rates increased from 2.97 to 8.15 kg
TS/m3-d, but the volume biogas production rate increased from 1.61 to 3.91 m3/m3-d. With re-
garding to commercial food waste anaerobic digestion project, higher volume biogas production
rate means more biogas production and more economic profits.
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ACNEBEBIFEAER, FABHREECEEFR T REEHMTERNLRHI. L T 4R
WERE, BB R EIE R IRE, IR T EAREEARRER T, REHIL RGBS,
A TR AR R SER SRR, EEREHTZHURR. TRRI, HRUHBEVARIZENN22.65 kg
VS/m3-d, AP AH R AN6.25 kg VS/m3-di}, LIPS F 4, WE]0.551 m3/kg VS, LR RN,
LAENSFTEMN2.97 EFE8.15 kg TS/m3-dif, BAREAMF=SEHIN TR, ERRERGHNEH=F L
FM1.61_ EFAF3.91 m3/m3-d. ExFREIBTHEFLFREHELTIELTS, FR=SERX0LEHA, &8
B TSHHERNEAEE, WNTEHRNBSLEN™E, RATHIREESRERAFTRASKE
B, WOHKEFEEHEREEE.
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2017 4F 3 7 30 H,  (AiEhisR sy R SeiE Ty ) 1B G . B %07 REEEM S, BE L
oo BRI D) T SR PR AL B O RAT L I L 2 — o BB RR R BT AL BRI A 1 IR
WEM A LA A SZRE T, SEBL T VRO AT AR RV BTSRRI e Bl RS A B
LUMBGEREHN T Z 58— BaE N . PIBOAIEIH A AR A 7K i BR A B BORT H e A BB BL > 15
TEk, T—BAENWEB S TP B BT BRI AR S IR AL RS £ R E A A D RIS AT R
B PAATHALIE B 1 PTARIR SR T2

AR NS A B KRR L E . SLaUE TR A N b M8 SR &, TT e 7 LRy
MIREHEA T Z . EKBRN B, AR LIRE S &R EMAED R, 5E KR
Bo KRR JE BE NS IUSE TR G R SR N R BEAT bR A i R o D 1 78 20 SR A B B 0 A AR PR S A
ML 28R ASCEIE @SR BEAERAT  (FRE], B4R TR NSRS T, BB RIR K R A AT T
KRBT BURBAT 0L, D9 B SR AL CAE A AR O 14K H -

2. RS
2.1. SEIaFR

2.1.1. EEHREEMY

SEG AT FH 2 B o 3 R R X PR T Jm 7 S WRCER, B JS HEAT 0% 20 . R IR AR . i SR AR B o 4 e
PR AT 2y, PRSI E N ARIE 1~2 em. EFSIEA 800~1000 (/4 Ed, TRLEARN 2~3 em;s X 4B
I B BB OEAT IR K . R G B B RIRORAR 290 1~3 mm. FRGE R B R )L 1 V5 A
[0 & RIHARZE R R RE, R UASB 35 RTS8 T R IREGE (e . A S5t b SR AR )
(A EER Ak R 7 L2 1
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Table 1. Characteristics of food waste and inoculum
% 1. BELBERAEMNTIREL MR

e EEhIR BeRi5 e

TS (%) 17.60 £ 0.35 578+0.42
VSITS (%) 85.91+1.27 63.66 + 1.68

pH 4.68+0.14 7.04%0.27

BE(%) 2.34+0.08 0.42+0.15
TCOD (g O2/kg) 211.79 £ 11.13 93.114 + 4.36

22. BEREHELTS~RRERS

AN 0 SR FE R AR ER 4803 Ak B 0B AT, % R 88 b /K AR R AL BE (R 28 B 0.45 mP, A5 A1 0.2 m?)
A5E AR A L R N B (R A 15 mP, HRER L md) K. 1% RGEBEE T PG i E T DA AR TR il
TE VIR 5 WA ST B3 S K R TE AR Yy Rk BERHNE, S B B 3 R N Ih i, B I F 075 3 2 42 e
BIFER N K SRBRATEAT SRR, 7K AR IR AL TEAA I R R BT IR IR N B8 AN 0h i, Bl 5 BRI 2K
FERENTRE R BT IR L R K . T IRFFSEI IUIA I 224 AR, Selnd # = A as.
Ft RGP E R TR o B UK ARRR A FEAN 373X F bt I B3R IBEA R Z B T 5 om JE/KIB 2 H LAY FF
RBLER TR . K2 IR EEHITE 40°C + 2°C, RAMEIER. KIBZE SRR, KB N EH
ZPNPIEFRK, PRI B hiEiR . KRR AIGEER) 3 B Siemens Micromaster Vector 42 A8 4ii2$ 4%
i, A 6 rpm, KA MIECT RISAT, [HECCAESRIZAT 3 min, {5155 min. eG4 0 T -0 1%
BT HIIL, NS B AR . B RS IR B 120 rpm, SR BT RiEAT. TAEMIZ N
1217 3min, fFik5min. B BRI AAS, RGUEELE THASHME BRNAARET KR, HEi.

2.3. MRAFE

AT AR = 0 TP A 45 : B KR (w, %)~ BEAR(TS, %)~ $5 & T AR (VS, %TS) K53 (%TS)
pH. Z&(NH; -N, mg/L). COD (mg/L). K1 MeWiE(VFA)ZE[1].

(] T K M B Byl o o P R I BT R R 5 il s, K DN T T 420 0 PR B i T S B
WA, JEE 550°C, 462 30 min.

pH 18K F ZDJ-5 B4 1 3l A i e A0l e s & K FH it e K9860 24 4x F #lglxUE & Alik; COD %
FHMG 45 DRB200 H A MBACHA, HARKHMEF DR1010 JEEHlE . A H ek Z hEE Sensors
ot 7 BT iR (35 AGM1010)ill 5 .

VFA 1 GC-2000111 AR &, % 2446 FFAP B4HEFE(30 m x 0.53 mm x 1.0 um), Hrfikte
IS, I 5% (FID) FRHIELEE 43 73] 28 200°C F1 220°C, ZUSAENES, HE N 2 mL/min, HHEFHEFEF A: 110°C
¥ 5 min, SREIFIETHE, FHEEZEN 10°C/min, F| 220°C JG{RFF 2 min; 75 Z 0 E K VFAs 724 3 2
BIECR. WR. R TR, TR, FRBAKRE 1),

2.4, MHEREHEE MR STER T

24.1. REBNERMNLIZMR
PIAHIRSEH AN TE B 4 DAV R, ld BRI bR i AT S5, B WL
FRLFFEEAT 30 Ko SLWITTIART & Jeilb AT KR ILTER SR 3. %%, ¥4 200 kg % BRI BN KRR 1L
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of integrated two-stage fermentation process
E 1 mEREHECIZREE

WER, FIRREBERIRE S ITE S REY KRR R, BT KRR S . SRR TFURET, & H [mK
IR TE N F N 20 kg A B, H (24 h G WS ERALHE N JIRHEH 20 kg,  FNFI AR I be A e
PR AT PREETH ALK R . B Ji5 20 45 /K AR BR AL B Rl bR 20 ko/d 838 %1 50 ko/d, F e R FEREN 45 FLE AR
FHME A 20 kg/d 34 %] 50 kg/d (4 2).
3. BRE L
31 AHERSEXIZHN~SER

B B B AR R AT A /IMRIZ AT B 114 150 K, BFER &R, @& Eahfseiizir. K2 £R7T
IK SRR AR AN e A AT 1 00

WRHENIEY) 34 K, REHEWRGIER T =St EWB. =SB, KRN =47 K
BHAWMR, a3 BiZ4AwAR 778N 0.167~0.236 m¥kg VS, H ' CO, 46.68%~51.47%. H,
28.03%~33.02%. T /K fE AL FE K pH 40 (pH 3.0~4.0), AR A Ak H R e A7 7E

1E R R IEREN, AW/ R Bk F] 0.760~0.874 mikg VS, FILEIKE 58.32%~71.48%, —4EALHE
26.34%~40.73%. AWK AWK BRI FE R —Fir=9[2]. ASierh, EEEBZ, ik
B E R A ISR BE AR AR R TE AR (17K o 4 e S B 88 1) OLR 4k T8 8.15 kg VS/m®-d (RT 16
d)isf, FERHE A 50 kgld, K& /KRR AL B BE REE N B be R B, IR iV SR &S IR IR T 0.2%.
X RULH, 7ESLRERI T 2504, MR STI T KRR 7= A B R A 85, 7K
FRAN IS BPDRME PR Gt R R SRER PR e R s AR e R e

e SOBE 28 SR T 7K AR R A 1) R S RS A A o SRR, B BIL S A7 ZR R B T % 7 HE A
FRERL T — 5 IR, SRR TR IR R IRIER 3 BoRpHGE BT, b
AbF-2.94. 4.61. 6.28 kg VS/m®-d X = ANEARATE LA TR, Hir= & HIIA%] T 0.546. 0.551. 0.525
m*/kg VS. Giil2Enit iR, X =4 Z A% 5 A 5% (ANOVA, P > 0.05). 1X—45 i8I HL 6 78
2.94~6.28 kg VS/m™-d i, e & it 7 o 52 30 5 25 40 SR 1 247G HL 747 5 AN 6.28 384 1 8.15 kg VS/m®-d
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Table 2. Organic loading rate
2. HRfER

B 4 (kold) ﬁﬁ@%@ B RT (h) iﬁ@%@ A RT (d)
OLR1 20 15.10 240 2.94 40
OLR2 30 22.65 160 4.61 26.67
OLR3 40 30.20 120 6.28 20
OLR4 50 37.75 96 8.15 16

OLR: fHLff%; RT: (=K,

Table 3. Methane production at different operation parameters

%3 FETESHTRRESENTL

HHLG A % (kg TS/ m’-d) 4R S (g/d) HALFER 2 (m kg TS) BB E(mYm*d)
2.97 20 0.546 1.61
4.61 30 0.551 2.54
6.28 40 0.525 3.30
8.15 50 0.480 391
45— ; ; ; ; ; ; 0.40 = T T T T T T T 10
‘”s § 04 A ABA AAAA R
@40- 035 > 60- YNVAUN %AAAM 109
C&f 354 030¥ g‘/ 50 % =51
A - 0. = T X
g?ﬂ- AT B g ><><><><>§<>< xx o ><>< ><><><>< '0-8%
T 51 o K XK ><>< < X é\w - 30+ & CH% L0.7 %w
S 20 )¢ XXX f020& =] o HHLIRTR P
o o H% XX % X & 2 X R o6 2
® 154 oo o AL R -0.15 Fol 104
r X B, 0
A % & B & W b h b @ % o B o
[ (d) i (d)
(® (b)
Figure 2. Biogas production in hydrolysis reactor (a) and methane fermentation reactor (b)
2. KRB S MBRAEENENSLBS=EMFHARTEOLR)
i, FERA R 0.525 535 AR A 0.480 milkg VS (ANOVA, P < 0.05), [#ilEik%] 8.57%.
% 3 BoR TABUAR N R R E . WERRERE, REAIIAR A TS REH
PR LSRN 2.97 ETH2 8.15 kg TS/m*d I, EARSA> R BRI, (R RA RS A

PERLER M 1.61 FFFE] 3.91 m¥mid. XX T RS AT B BB IR R AN AL TR S, AR EN B
T, #ETEH#GRERNFERSE, BinTESHREARLN R, B THEAKE RN E RS KR
SR, RIEE TR B RS ECE 4).
3.2. REHUIREFRE~YHAE/RFISETH
3.2.1. BlAREEMNKBRECEE VFA SETLRIR

PR AR A = M 0 AL SR T A I R RS e M S k. 4] 3 R T KRR AL E.

DOI: 10.12677/se.2017.74008 73 EIER=S 4= 12


https://doi.org/10.12677/se.2017.74008

EAE, Xz

Table 4. Operation parameters and profiles of metabolites in hydrolysis reactor and methane fermentation reactor
4. TZ88. FREMKBHTYHERK

KRR EE ok

K AERRALGE L R I

=
(kg VS/ g (%’g v%) , o N . o NH: -N
m*d)  (kg/d) Z.FE(mg/L) LR (mglL) PR(mg/L) TR (mg/L) L2 (mg/L) ( "/ 0
mg
1510 20 0 2320.55 + 57.43 435541 +89.74 124113+ 30.67 2641.08 + 54.65 234562+ 54.32 258.14 + 24.62
2265 30 0 2102.68 + 64.39 4153.46 +93.45 1861.35 +47.49 2307.43+ 7401 3216.78 3453 350.87 29.51
3020 40 0 1748.62 + 48.27 3623.16 +75.29 1743.84 +56.34 2411.23 +63.22 364538 +48.17 422.41 +31.95
37.75 50 0 1412.80 + 72.63 3426.17 +64.76 1758.65 + 48.65 2235.54 + 74.83 442556 £ 51.68 42752 30.25
FH e i % 2Rt I BE R I VBRI = WAL IR
SRS 'ﬁﬁﬁ H e \H
AN 3 b
KoVSI gy (MROVS) zmmgl)  zE(mgll)  WEmglL)  TEmglL)  RLEX(mgiL) «N
m®-d) (mg/L)
294 20 0546+000la  NI/A 322.66+38.87 76.73+21.16 453241263 12.46+254 88165+4081
461 30 0551:0014a  NIA 338.28+6543 87.14+1676 48.16+16.44  824+127 1417.82+65.63
628 40 0525£0003a  NIA 398.41+5432 10521+1932 67.98+1598 11.38+3.12 2134.68 +43.54
815 50 0.480£0021b  NI/A 432.09+6576 112.80+17.71 76.25+17.43  9.78+268 2625.45%96.14

e HE s B HOAR I B RORAE 0.05 B A5 /KF T4 DUNCAN £ 5 B T 22 ik 35K

& (mg/L)

5000

4000 -

3000

2000
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0 T
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(B4 0Ok B Wik @ TR #

T
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T
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T
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Figure 3. Metabolites in the effluent of hydrolysis reactor

B 3. Ik ARER L S AR AOS P LR R AT

5L )

B R EEEN VA A ARSIl (EKIRERILTERN , M LGN 15.10 kg VS/m™d i, FZHIR
WP OB, ZRRUL L T R = IR 2 A1(9317.04 mg/L) &5 VFA (12,903.79 mg/L)f 72.20%, B
TEKFRRRA AL TR~ LR 72 CBE 7= T TRAN B O MR B PR A I AR P AL AT Y, R
YA TE AR INERAE S DL T, B BRI i L E A T EE IR ETE R St BAT S, B0
BRI ERR AT RE A RS DL AT, DU AR R N AETE S SR AN T BRIX
Ritig2(@). b)FR),

MAEX ACHHE e, I T AR [3].
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C4H,,0; +H,0 — C,H,OH + CH,COOH + 2CO, + 2H, (@)
C4H,,0, — CH,CH,CH,COOH + 2CO, + 4H, (b)

L PG R NS 37,75 kg VSIm>d I, 2. 282, T RRIIKEE BTG E 7074.51 mg/L, UL
—#HZ AN VFA KAI1(13,258.72 mg/L)f¥] 53.36%. SLIGIIFEF R, ML LEE. TR TR,
PR AN FLIR IR B, BT IR . 8 BT HEWT R K R AR R P R A T TRIR . LR R IX P A 43
3 J ¥ (branch reaction).

PRAE RIS AT, A LG 6 B3I T DR K AR IR 1 A 2R P AR AR BEAR A AR, AT
AR RN TR AR T RRIREE MR A, JEAERE S IR E AR . BT /K R A I FE A bl B U P A
D] b G ARAE — B A IR B s R B2 (R SR AE , T R K SRR A R AT I R I 1 F B AL o
HA[RERE 2 724 VA IRIE LT pH FRFERIBLS, SRR WA G LR 2, WA AT 6 H BN
NIRRT

3.2.2. BATEIMNPRABRMIAA VFA, VS ERFERRNG

B A WL R AW &, e R I R i VEA IR B B — 2 (38 tk, Horh 2Bk
AR N E . K 4 B S A LR %R 2.94 kg VSIm®d I, Z BRI IE N 800 mg/L 445, BEE AL
2RI BTE, R EEIZET B TEE) 1200 mo/L, 2R B A LA F 26t B e R B R — 52 IR BRI R . R
MM, SRR VFA SR EMRT 2000 mo/L, Pl FE A H B 52

F 5 on TR ROV B VS BRI I . Bl K RIS R B, H VS IKIER T —%
B W REER, KRR MBI VS RSB — B XTI AREG BT
TR VS ZBRE, MHENA R LA, WM AR RIH I VS LR ILE R E, A FYERFE
50%I1) EBRFR K. XK, SKBERIEIX B, (R7E T 524 B 5 I B i

3.2.3. BHARES NH; -N KRB
PR AL, FbER B RS IR B R R A R M ER, 2 T 25007 bl #2412 A5,
WipH. HWE. VFARE. NH;-NIKE. VFARED mH S SEURNSEIIRML, NH] -N RE D &2

1400 -

W (mg/L)

294 441 588 735 882
BHIHAFHE (kg VS/m*-d)
Sz B WER OTE OAR)

Figure 4. VFA in the effluent of methane fermentation reactor

4, BRAEEIIED VFARE
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PR LT R IE PE R BRI . MR SZIE H HBE SN 48 N 1) VFA KR 457.17~630.92 mg/L, pH 7T 6.7~7.3
I BTG NN VREAIRIZES pH S A@E O FE Y, AT HERR B P AN R 22 10 i i S0P~ = R %
M RETE. PRltk, BAAHL e 2 B S BOA S B T BRI R R RE NH] -N WREE EFHE R 7 — 2 i
VERT. AN R M 2.94 kg VS/m*d _ETHZE 8.15 kg VSIm®d, H e S B 2% P9 NH -N ¥ EE A 0.551 g/L
2R T4 2.625 g/L (41 5), BRI A3 0.546 mPkg VS T &4 0.480 mikg VS, dEIE ST, X
— TR FRAFTE B35 72 5 (ANOVA, P < 0.05). =i E T NH; -N X REAEY A B B msifE A, Hd
FHBE T NH; -N IR 3Z B8 71 22 B AR T AR .

6 AKAEBRILTEN NH; -N (IR ARSI . PRI b &R R R, Kk OLR g mxfis
BT NHE -N R BT, 24 OLR M 15.10 3#9/n% 37.75 kgVS/m®d i}, NH.-N M 0.25 g/L _EJH5] T 0.45
o/lL Kitie

4. &g

1) OLR #£ 2.94 kg TS/m*d.4.61 kg TS/m*d.6.28 kg TS/m*d.8.15 kg TS/m>d i, FFz ™ 43 1) 0.546
0.551. 0.525 m®kg TS. 0.480 m*/kg TS.

2) SEIGRIN, AKARER AL FE AR E S P o DR T R — B v W 5% B A e TR P I RSP AE

Table 5. VS removal in methane fermentation reactor

% 5. BIRRREE VS KBRE

2Rk A A LR AL RN, e etk VS IR kM AR R VSR BRI VS R
(kg/d) 2 (kgVS/m®d) JE£ (%) £ (%) (%)
20 2.94 11.77 5.98 50.82
30 461 12.29 6.14 49.94
40 6.28 12.56 6.45 51.39
50 8.15 13.03 6.57 50.42
3.0
| T
2.5
2.0
o
K
Z 1.5 T
lﬁ'
T J
P4
1.0
0.5
0.0 T T T T T T T T T T
2.94 4.41 5.88 7.35 8.82

BHHARE (kg VS/m’-d)

Figure 5. NH; -N concentration variation with OLR in the effluent

of methane reactor
5. Bkt R akES B AREE
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0.5

1N
kS
1

NH,-N(g/L)
o
w
1

o
N
1

0.1

0.0 T T T 4 T ' T ' T T 1
15 20 25 30 35 40

EHAHE (kg VS/m’-d)

Figure 6. NH, -N concentration variation with OLR in the effluent
of hydrolysis reactor

6. KEB LS REPRERRESHN AR

U35 B 7K A R A 1L R HEAT PR3 AL 1 B AL IR 2, A AT RERE 2 7/ VA IKREE 1 JH pH N EEROIL S,
VRIS W SR AR P 2R, AR A ] et DU RE R R AL LR

3) LHRI, MEHGFTHRMN 2.97 L% 8.15 kg TS/m*d i, HESREALF= I e, (2 PRE
RGBT HEE SN 1.61 1T 3.91 m¥mPd. X3¢ F Rz 4T 8 B RAs L TR =, A8
PRI BT, 1R m TR HE R E IR AR, N T a0 BRSNS R, R TR R
PREANJE RIS E, XIH 2 5 VEAT W] 10 256E
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