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Tssanugsindumusy (DWCRLP) Taaminsaunuuliernadfureadondivasen (GW) uaz
nniena (ML) ansdululduasmsld ow way ML luansviinsutuihnindiveses
Tsaamugnduguwu (DWCRLP) gnmsiaaoulagld bio-methane potential (BMP) Inevinns
naaeuTimLuTes GW tlag ML Ture 1-5% (v/v) nszuiunisniingauuuulionmeves
5% GW futninavesuaslssnugsndumasy (DWCRLP) fdnanlunisuiulgannin
wazUsavesiedinin inswasdinusazuandnfiedimugegadu 2,245 ml waz 706
ml CHa/g VSHuanau \sTudsvanas 300% Fsnnninnisdosaaneyas DWCRLP itesoea
\Ag2 @un1s modified Gompertz model gunsavitunsnandndini (Methane yield) 19
Husgrediflonseuiieuiudoyaainnimaaes danaldainAimsndesiumaeada (R) >
0.95 lussuusiaidladdddaunsaiiuy CSTR (DWCRLP+5%GW) Hanisvinaeuandlliiuin
87913 UTIMNEIBUNIS (OLR) WU 4 ¢-COD/L day Tnandniiinigean (Maximum
methane yield) Y11 U 858 MLCH4/g VS-added (352" mL-CHa/g-COD emoved) 8 & &
psfUsznouesfnafinulufedinin 62.28% FdlndlAssiunanandinuildainnismaass
wuung (Batch) (706 mLCH4/g VS-added)
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Abstract

This research aimed to improve the biogas  production from distillery
wastewater of community refined liquors plant (DWCRLP) by anaerobic co-digestion
with glycerol waste (GW)-and.-molass (ML). The feasibility of using GW and ML as co-
substrates in the anaerobic co-digestion with the DWCRLP was investigated using bio-
methane potential (BMP) tests by varying the concentration of GW and ML in the range
of 1 to 5% (v/v). The anaerobic co-digestion of 5% GW with. DWCRLP has the best
improvement in the quality and quantity of biogas and gave the maximum methane
production and methane yield of 2,245 mLCHy and 706 mLCH4/g VS, respectively,
these were about 300% greater than those obtained from digestion pure DWCRLP. The
modified Gompertz model gave a good prediction methane yield comparing to the
experimental data, which had the high regression coefficient values (R*>0.95).
Continuous system, using CSTR reactor (DWCRLP+5%GW) showed that OLR 4 g-COD/L.
day had the maximum methane yield 858 mLCHs/¢ VS-added (352 mL-CHg/g-
CODremoved) and had the composition of methane as 62.28%, similar to the methane
yield from the batch experiment (706 mLCH/¢ VS-added).
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a1505yRM19379

JoRuaztodnnamalulagnismingau
asUsEnaumaniivesiningl (Distillery wastewater: DW)
LEnesnsdLveRinndreanswinswAldlunsnass
anudkazInTieesineg Mnszilunsmaasiiuuseios
aefUsznoumaaiiveaiinng (DW) veadendivesealGW) uax
mMnmamL) dlunismnaes

anautinaaivssiningl (DWCRLP) ndufuuandendivoson
(GW) ey
FnennmsHanmefanTuasmdulssavssaunarmansfilgainnis
naasslaglEunnsue s Modified Gompertz modet
Adulszansaaunarmansilaannsvaassingldaunisies
Modified Goempertz model

ﬂmamﬁﬁmqmﬁmmﬁwmﬂdﬁ ( DWCRLP) v afumasiazninina
(MUt 1-5% (V)
Fnennmsranfigdannuagaduyssdnseaunarmansiliainns
naaedlngldaunisues Modified Gompertz model
Adulszanaaunarmansilianmsnaaesngldaunises
Modified Gompertz model
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gunsalldlunanmaea (A) §1URATeN (B) nsvuonma (Q) aeens (D)
\w3esin pH (E) gunsniduy

wudeqdunieildlumanaas

thmnawedlssnugsnautuay

Youdundwesea (Glycero; waste: GW)

mﬂﬁﬂma ( Molasses; ML)

MINAFOUANEAINANIHARTIIU (A) SeUnsaluuung(B) Msinysuns
fafnn (Q mafufedefedanin

Fupoumseiumsvnass

Uil muarauannnszuaunasuins1usenisadinangn
(DWCRLP) uazvesidunaiwoson (GW)

aafUsEAoURIieiiny 9annssuIuAn NI NsEUIsian gD
(DWCRLP) wazvoddunalyosea (GW)
\Wiguisunananiivuszvinanisvsingies (Single-digestion) uazns
11n323( Co-digstion)

nsSpuLiuNandniilnuazay (Cumulative methane yield) 910
N15MAa8Y (Experimental data) kazaann15viung (Model
prediction) Ingldaunisuss Modified Gompertz model
USunafeilinuaranannnssuiunisndngiusendaianingn
(DWCRLP) LLazmmfﬂma (ML)
peAUsTNEUTRATiuRInnsEUIunsWinganssninstining
(DWCRLP) wazraniamal ML)
Wisuisunananiiinusswineannsnsinien (Single-digestion) wazn1s
1in371( Co-digestion)
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7894 (Experimental data) kaz31nn15%11u18 (Model prediction)
Ingldaunisues Modified Gompertz model
WisuisuUSinadimugzanssuinemsidveadundigeseatas
mmifwmaLﬂuawswﬁﬂﬁmﬁamwmsmaaaﬁﬁﬁqm( Optimal
condition)
WisuisuUSunaudivuasatssninansidveddeniivesoaiay
mﬂﬁ;ﬁmaL‘fJumWﬁﬂimﬁamwmsmaaﬁﬁﬁqm (Optimal
condition)

NN SNARBILULSBLTsweINsEUILN SN msE R Ee 51
gndunruivredondleseananududu 19w (A)COD
removed, (B) Total VFA, Alkalinity and VFA/Alkalinity ratio, (C)
Methane production rate, methane composition (%) and
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1.1 aAnudduasiiinvasindeide
ndanuiudsidureansslulaniagtuuasniauddytudelandaiamunn
B9ty wndandsnudes 1 Wasuluuwadmdnuidesendomeluladlunisudnuindiu
mihdlnsdenlUdundutaeing Wudu Usandlvedundmdmunaneyssan
ety wienveriluusinareudredes edlsufulsuvetu q visdiingansalvesian
onvasiliszimelnglasudrswasgrmaniasdilly sedinsgsznalnedadoedinisds
drudndusauinnnisiiuturesssanns dmalinnudeenisndeeuiiuiy Yaymndl
mumAe nMsanasegdsaiiewe s iullnsduy sefumsmundandsauln
m%amswﬁms?jyat,wﬁasﬁummLmu Feldsummualannntu ndsrumsden Wy fedanm
(Blogas) drsuRigaganin (Biodiesel) Laziaanagaddanin (Bioalcohol) JnIduuay
WaAueeeaierans wawumqLaaﬂ‘vﬂmumnmuiﬂum'ﬁwwmLwamuwawumLmu
waglgagnansrndlusedugusunaggnan un sy A 198NN AAnTumusTILYRaIN
mningesaangvesansdunismeldan1eiiusirainesndiaulanaerobic digestion) &4
ausaldiiudemadiaruou nannszudluiilulssugravngsy uagihlusalade
Audfugs endifiedininda arurseldidudeinddusasud f3dniuludedn
compressed biomethane gas (CBG) A9 mﬂfﬁﬂaqwa’lumﬁmmiﬁuauﬁsLﬁaﬂ%’mﬂ?{au
vouduiduund msnennsdmsvewiana (Lens, 2008) n1sthiavesdedunididumadeond
wangasnsasnsoasududunindld Bmenileianunsaussqaasomnedinaildfe
nsl#38nsiadamstinim SaduseavesmsmivayugmaasndssdTenaziiuns
timvendelulaaniontu uenaninistidarnaddiieiinmdunanassldsndae
Hagtuiedinndunidundenunaunssendanumadenimasldsunnudeudiuun
Fudesq Tnsdwlvfedanmistuanmswindesaanovesansdunid 1wy tisuaznin
ya4d815991Ugna11NI TN SAuTINAYadeINYuYY mmﬁmsmwam‘w (Biological
Treatment) Aeldian1azle1n1a (Anaerobic Condition) 3at3annsyuaun1siliinisdes
aaouuulioanae (Anaerobic Digestion) (Shafiei, et al., 2013) a3AUsznaUdIUlNg VD
"FaFnn’ Usznaumeinedivnu (CHe) Uszanad 60-65% Laeuiunns feasusulaesnlen
(COp) Uszanas 36-39% wazfingdu 9 Uszana 1% wu Aglulasiau (N,) waglalasiaudalis
(H,5) fadufefanimannsauldunudemaaeadaiielimudounasrdanszualud
Talusunandulng (Ward, et al,, 2008) usnanlandsnunainisdesaarswuulionniadad
foft fio fdnansBunislige Mndanudes azneuduiufndudendeioudoutunis
gavaaawuuldanne (Chowdhury et al., 2010; Serrano et al., 2013)
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Tinmsunefmesgpaunssunfisiuosanad Wuamghlisnsanudomslingan
YosUsEINg NMIVBFITeINATIIIMIHARNE I UnALnLE LT undanuiiazenn Usiaain
waniwwazdmansoan niIndeuvedlan naenauantadunisiinnitlansousudinansenu
sunssegnandludagtu ddianinsoandununimdslufuasegiaanadian 16
WuhdwaddeUszimaegaumeaa uammﬁwé’mumqLﬁaﬂé’hﬁﬂﬁﬂizmm'ﬁ'ﬂaj;&ﬂﬁmmﬁtj
wndandenulafiosunaaiion uideidulonadfigistdruiededundaz nndiuegled
Tomaniamn AupsIuas AUMILIEMEINUNALTLELY 11nTu nasaaurdnidlindeny
madenvsendsnunaunu Ludauddglunisiauidnoninvesseine (NS Laugad)
Tagiunmsldndsnudmadivdvasusenalng 1wu ndadmatlnsdoy Messsuyd a1ui
wazliin Wintudesas 1.5 luvariinsldndanunawnusiy wu 18 du wnavwasfing
Fanw SUnaniiadudesas 5.3 (Jaruwongwittaya& Chen, 2010) lagtanizfingdiniw GR
Adaldsunnuaulaaninlanidesnnaninsondsldaningfvmaetssion ddnenm
wdsnugsazivagudundanuduldie nmsusudssnssuiunisnaninedanin Wiy
nEufiarernuszdauaingedutu TaduFesiaulamszamsofmunfuunds
wasrniduresusznaluauenld

Tsanugsndusedrmilsilindinuannfedinwdldanmsdidatnindian
naunudanAsUsduildnelulssnu ImjLawwvaswﬂammummeﬂimmmLasfﬂvlu
wnivileuiulsanuasuunelg winmedRvesiinnd widetfefiunszuaunsndud
AnantRliunndnedu fransnsathiemhnindfsnaanadafiedinmldasyi i seuas
nduguruaansaanaltaedosdunundsliidusgrann esnntagtulssnuding
THufta LPG {ludowmamdn difunsilsanuamsondafstinwlildiesldndousu
anusovdniEglundeny fu avdwalilssnuiidnenwlunisudsdunisnisaanaldinn
T widaedesatauasdsynsinliiinandafidnenmlunisudnfinedaninanasie
WisuifleuiuinideUssinndu Gafesdndindnansnsoasulédansisnures Westerhom
et al. (2012)il () Sasrdau /N (<-15) esniiufinameslysiugadaiuualiuazgn
govaarsnarsusenluilislulasiaulasgiisaniitaziiudiwuunnluaniizliennie (i)
USinawesdaings ilesainnisldnsadailaialunisyudfeaszwinenszuaunsmin
dwalilunszuiunisgesaaisuuulionnimianisnandinuanasusasiinlalasioudalng
getu delelasiaudalndazsuinisiasgiivinuesqduniduinatiafinu (i buffer
capacity wazU3u104v84 trace elements ¢ denaliuszansnnlunisndnfedininanas
ey MmadennieifanuradlalunsuAtiymesnadde msldnagnsmsusinga (Co-
digestion strategies) vilasa1ndefvemingude Usuaunausunaasemslussuuiinv
$n91dau ON getu treidernansiiviiinanevesqaunisuiinaredimiluiife duwald
NananIlvL (Methane yield) Q\‘iﬁ'ﬁu (Kangle et al., 2012; Hosseini et al., 2014) lnggnsiau
C/N Fiianzay Ao 25-32 (AngelidakigEllegaard, 2003)



1.2 IngUszaeAvaNIUITY

fnguszasdudnuesnuided Ao Anwvienumdululdluldnagnsniandndau
(Co-digestion strategies) WeiiuUsyansmmnisnaniedanmaintinnindivesyed s
asndugurulasnislinintdiaa (Molasses) wazvasidundivasea (Glycerol waste) 91
nszviun1swdalulediea Wuaisningiu (Co-substrate) Insuusgae IngussasAnen
poniludos Tasdl

1.2.1 Wiefinwasdusznoumaniivestihnndwedsanuganduyuey

1.2.2 iledaidenar g igaiiivnszsurunisvinsamdunuudaaiuiu
(Positive synergisms) lursuandimuatnihmad wadsanugsnduyusy

1.23 iefnsndsdamdunasnsiingimwagag szaarmandniimngaussvinai
mnaveslssnugsINAuTITULATas TN

1.2.4 W mdsyansaaunamans (Kinetic Coefficients) luniswdnfisdanm
nimhnndmestssnugsndutuyy

1.3 Uselgwiiiianadnasldfuananuise

1.3.1Han1safiulasimsainrseaiisesranuindlunisiinagnsnisvdngiu
(Co-digestion technology) 1nduesesiialunisiiuuszansnmnszurunisnaninedanin
nnthnnalsanugsndursuvhidenAnfeling (Methane yield) Liugsiu

1.3.2 aunsawesunsnanulusvunauinausluiivseguivinsseduease
ansnidussdanuieserluniivimssuglusinanuas duiuluuresnuivnnisiasuy
fugrunisilldasafioliindselemigeanlunsfmuivssmafuanuisinsiidia
UszAvSnnuazUssavionannanaunsunaaiietian

1.4 YDULUAVDIIIUIY

1.4.1 ¥N153ATeesAU sENaUnIwAivesd N INd 10851 U TINA UYL TUR DY
LAYMEIINNNTRUNINSAY (Co-substrate) bagdasizvanizludiuvesdanineNanan

q
'

=

(Optimal condition) w&tannszuaumswingauiUseuiisutuihmnasudurinty ey
N1n153LAS129AN COD, Totalsolid (TS), Volatile solid (VS), Volatile fatty acid (VFA),
Alkalinity, TKN, Sulfate, TUsfiu, a1slulawnsauaylagiy

142 drsndoyadosiu Tnsmdafssum wldde Wuvendeiidyadinig
wsughadi GavaadeililunsAnvdmiuldidutanuiniun fe nndianauazveads
ndiwesen de¥agfananfianuduiuresansdunidas desldineg uazmaiiusnwilaine
ladgjsenn

143 drendene 2 Uszian wsiinisnaaeamidneninlunisadaiinu
(Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP) iitemaiinvssvendonasdasidiuszuinaiinin
dwedlssnugsinduguvunazansvingia Mviliuszansnnlunisudnfediningeiign



MnudnndniiafianuvhnmaseuiuszuuwuusaiiestedeUAnsaiuin CSTR Wio
AnwuszavSannsnanfinsdinmuseuiisuiudsuinsaiuuuns

1.4.4 T9uuudiass Modified Gompertz model (MGM) Tun13vi1unen1SHARATY
Franmarnthmndmedsanuasnauyuey
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¥
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lusnwidelindnfmguiineddes loud nagnsnisdnsiu nalnanisadadiny
ASFUITAISHANEST NISULNTIN @1SULNIIN ANENINAISRANTLNY WazUIn1ndn S7UD9

AT o Miedestuemiaded
2.1 wqufjiieados

2.1.1 msldnagnsmamingiuaninsafiuUseangnmnszuIumsndnfiedanmmain
ﬁwmﬂdwmhwwqmné"usqmjuié’ \losannsviingangruduaunauiinaaseimsiu
seuuvlFSnsdIn ON gatu dreideransiviifinadevasefumisadaatafimuluifia
dwmalsiuannding (Methane yield) getiu

2.1.2 nalnwaanisasafimu

Tunsguaumstiinindswuyldlfomediliflumsvogfotsiuuafidoodvoglu
seuusuiu 3 ngulvg)qlaunuuafiseasiinsawuailisoasalivuiaziuaiiiiesiddains
annpiiszuviidniideuuylildoinaivuafidovatenguondoeg fiufudumse
wueiiFgasdimulasiueiiesadtamaldan sevnsldddasindesiniduamsdunidas
yualianadniliwuaiiFeairansalvmsdunidldieunasiufsua sdunidlidunse
SuvddidauneluianadnawionnusuafiSeifd-damnuazuyafidoasafinuiddnan
SuvsdiiAntuiusoly

2.1.3 NFTUBFNIHANAT)

arufuladesiufildannsnanueanagad (alcohol) th wagarunaudue el
'iasmml,awaumnmmulﬂ aruvsmidssinnvesingauililunisaas wseenidu 3 Ussiam
&ad (118 37113158, 2531)
- griiAnniAnsaaiia (Grain Distitteries) Tiun gausswmationdan (Scotch Whiskey)
HARNLUAAS Y RTAN9Y U T1amilen 91idn Tnunad Wudu
- aiwﬁmammmaiﬁ (Fruit Distilleries) t9u dUUzsa ou 1Judu lawn gs1uszian
(Wlne) S (Brandy) wyaley (Champagne)
- asmmammmﬂmma (Molasses Distilleries) L1 g351917 g3 uay $u(Rum) iWudu

2.1.4 nM311insu (Co-digestion)

nsuingan manes nstosaanevesmendedunisfdaemioaiusialua
ey Tnefignuszasdiiieusulsinssuiunstesaansnuulieinia (anaerobic digestion
process) (Kangle et al,, 2012). Fsasiiirunfulunszurunisisenitarswingin (Co-
substrate) 1y yadnd ndiwesen ninthea ewdananisnisinues Wudu dnseuiuns
winsrudunuudnasuiu (positive synergisms) 9z 418U UUTI8NI1d@IUAISUBUSD



ulnsiau (N ratio) Tuszuul¥ifiauauna vilvinandndinu (Methane yield) q99u
iesanAdandiu ON Smnudfyseiaiiosnnvosnszuiumszindusimunguam
vosgdunsdnrgluszuunmsndniedinin d1dnsidin ON gufulululasiauszgnlivun
sgnnniilulasiauliifismesnsinisiiawaddunidaranasUSunafietinn
wanldeasusdmmndnstdin N sdulvasyilulnsausnaiunusndugdunides
dovaaglulnsiaudiuifudelidaueuliislulnsaudo s dufivdegdunisuazduds
AN5Y9URITEUULA (Kangle et al., 2012; Hosseini et al., 2014)Santibafez et al. (2011)
S0 nsruIumMEinT el iiananimuifingatuUsean 50-200 Wedidud Tuoe
fuanmeildlumsvasesiasansminsadrviduilagtuanudesmandsnuvedanifiudu
pgeraiflosnndruandsrrinsiiiudu dedunisifiayssdniawnsdandenud
anudndey Bamsldnagmsnismiinsiudunszuiunsvilsifiaaiauls esaindie
wnzaukaziinnandululfnigaludeetudmiunssuanaswaniisdinim iesen
weluladfananadrstiiunandaiinulddinszuiunisminsnidenuaztednin fauandlu
P31 2.1

AN5199 2.1 TafLazaInamaluladnisrins

Jof 993119

- Yfulgsdsunaansemnstussuuliiauga |- iinenududuresandlenluting

- 1Fevansiwlussuu - ARIYINNN5NTEUIUUS VAN T WA NS UENS
PHNTINUNITUA
- WnUSnuaEnsdunsglusyuy - ARellTEUUNIUNEN (Mixing)

- anmsUseefeisaunsyangtuussennie | - Sruvuisdulisenisuudsansuing

- annaY

(i Braun, 2002; Astals et al,, 2011)

2.1.5 &15uinsu (Co-substrates)

vesdendiwesea (Glycerol waste) [ unanasslaainnszuiunisnanlulediva lne
Yaadunaweseaiildainszuiunisnananduiosay 10 1949ngAU (Yazdani&Gonzalez,
2007) Tl 2011 WlaniivSinaveswendendiwesoauszann 3,000,000 fu uaziuualdud
azifindudu 4,600,000 u Tud 2020 TneTufunisverenisnanvesniswaniuloniva
(Viana et al., 2012) mﬂﬂ%mmﬁmnﬁﬂﬁqﬂmu (Supply) vesidenatweseaduTuiauiu
AuFeansle (Demand) Faduvendefivadsuaiyamnauasugaanisi (Siles et al,,
2009) #lsivesdendiweseaiinnuthaulafiezluldlunszuiunsudngay eswniiddled
g1 1mgn annsaniusnwifigumgivieslsunlaglinidsuasesaaslsiemeldaniog
180177 Uingxing et al,, 2008; Ma et al,, 2008; Hutnan et al,, 2009) uenanidevosns
THveadundwesoaduasmininlunseuiumsdesaasuuulionme fie Freiiiusnsdu



C/N uazgagtiesnsarsfivluszuuld (esannveadeniivesoaivuiunaniiuougs
(Fountoulakis, &Vanios, 2009)

2.1.6 SuneuroamsgesamsuarnaUAsunUasinnadufeding

nszuausEen (Hydrolysis) Wuduneuiindsdenszuiunissesaaisuuulionnia
Junsrurunisdosansansdunisidedouiifluanalug) Wamisnazateiléie lne
Qauv3dazUdenieulesioonuuenivadadunidneuonisad (Extracellular enzymes) tite
dovanuansdunisiimluanalvy wu a1slulewsn Tsiu Tufu By thena nealedfuans
17 waznIneilly

FuitdeudutunouiedlnIdn (Acidogenic) Wiatumeun1suiin (Fermentation) Ine
msUszneuiitnunisdagannnssuiunslalaslada (Hydrolysis) avgnuuadisengunismiin
(Fermentative Bacteria) &JaaamaLﬁuﬂsmimﬁuawaﬁguﬂ(VFAs) (A15UBU C1-C5 U nsndad
snnsalnsileflosdiny uaznsnavdin) weanssed lalasiauiasanivaulaeenlyd

Fuflanududuneuerdlnadn (Acetogenesis) hupliSungduorTLndl (Acetogenic
bacteria) 9z iAsuasiildainnszuaumsusin (Fermentation) lUidu nsmezdiom nsnes
fin ansuaulnoanlaes waglalasiau UfAsend (Acetogenesis) fiamuddpiiosnnidy
nsaanisavaunsaliusyivedie Gnisarannnlutussmed gluinugansoduds
msaadmule

fugasinevesnsruaunisdesaaisuuulienniea Ao nszuaunisaiiefiiny
(Methanogenesis) LagkuATlIgnguATIIdLNY (Methanogenic Bacteria) 21 ozFam
asveulaeenled uarlslnsiouiiendmuinu dunounisadfinuiugnddyremans
nsfnwiilesnnuiuaiideadefvuiianuladensiudilasarsfnatsiiiunge (L et al,
2011)

2.1.7 dngnawluniswdaginu (Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP)

n133As18A BMP anunsalfifudsidfadnenwinsndefeduuldlusuuuures
USinadinugeaniinanlddensuvainsaluiussivediyg §90153103129 BUP azviluds
UgﬂimLL‘UUﬂu (Batch reactor) n1eldianaznisninasiuuuliannia (Esposito et al., 2012)
FaypAias1vi BMP wansian w2 1aunsildlunisduraidn BMP Lansfaaunisi 1 waz
2
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A 2.1 ypaTAnanwlunIIandivu (Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP)

(ﬁu’l :AAWUAIRIN Angelidaki& Sanders, 2004; Esposito et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2014)

BMP ( miCH,, ) o ”mi(,;H Jproduced (2.1)
W xL(substrate;in,bottle)
BMP(mlCH“) B mlCH , produced (2.2)

gCOD(substrate)

. xL(substrate;in,bottle)




uBNaA1NHN193LAT129 BMP 1313005 U18lugU LCHy/kg-waste, LCHy/L-waste, mass
volatile solids added (LCH4/kg-VS)addeq Or COD added (LCHa/kg-COD) sgqed (Angelidaki&
Sanders, 2004).

2.1.8 dulszAnseaunarans (Kinetic Coefficients)

Mfﬂi%ﬂaaﬂ‘fﬁ%’ @1n13 First-order kinetic model ae Modified Gompertz Model
ssuneiimananfneianmainihnmndedssnanndugusy meldanmzuuulieme i
wandluaunsfi (2.3)-(2.5)

2.1.8.1 First-order kinetic model (FKM)

duns FKMlgeSurefiqaaunar1dnsaeinssuiun1sniniiniy (methane
fermentation) U83815UNIEnIov0 NLAdUNTINAlY (Zhang et al., 2014) @un1s FKM
wansluaunsil (2.3) Waz (2.4) Teaunsi (2.4) g ulUTULUUIDIAUNTHEAUATS CRLPOEY
Fufifle Arafivessismsgesaans (Hydrolysis rate constant)

Tag#l M(t) Ao nanAnTiinuazasl (mLCHa/g VS-added); Mmaxfie nandniinugean
(MLCH4/g VS-added); K fio mpsiivassnsinsdovaans (day ) uaz t Ao a1 (day)

M@)=M__x(1-e™) (2.3)

max

—-Kt =1n { —M—(t)} (2.9)
M

max

2.1.8.2 Modified Gompertz model (MGM)
aun1s MGMBunaunandsiildoSunsieaaunadiansvonszurunisuindvu
Tnefl G (t) fo nanAnTwuayad (MLCHy/g VS-added); Gofa nananilinugean (mLCHa/g
VS-added); Rpaxf® 8n51n15RARIWMLENER (MLCHe/g VS-day); e Aimexp(1) = 2.7183; wag
A e szezianusulunandaiinu (day) (Kafle et al., 2013) dean A uiladefidanuddry
Jueghaunnifiesnniadedindniinaseussansamnisdesaansuuulieinie (Zhang et
al, 2014) FapA aunsaanunsorwaldnaunisd

G(t) = G,.exp —exp{%(l 0+ 1}} (2.5)

0
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2.1.9 Funsuresnistosamsuarmaiuisuuasinnaufeiing

nsgUIUNT80Y (Hydrolysis) lutuusnuesnszuiunsdesaaauuulioinia iy
nsgUIUMstosaaea Ui dsfeuiitlianalvy Wanunsnazaeuildie Tnesgdunis
wvdssieuluieaninueniwadedundaeusnivad (Extracellular enzymes) Lilegosaans
a19Bun3siiluanalug) wu anflulewasm Tsiu lostu 1By thana nsalusfuanssnn uas
nsnezily

Fuitgesdutuneuedlniin (Acidogenic) Wietunesunismin (Fermentation) Tng
asUsznaufidunistesainnszuaunsialaslada (Hydrolysis) wQNLUATISENgUNTUIIN
(Fermentative Bacteria) &Jaaammﬁummlmﬁumaﬁguﬂ(VFAs) (A15UBU C1-C5 1t nsndadl
Snnsalnsiilelos@iny waznsnezdnn) woaneged lalasnuuasaisuaulneenlyd

Fuilaufuduneusrdlniin (Acetogenesis) wuaiiFonaueralndi (Acetogenic
bacteria) asiasuansitldannszuuniswsin (Fermentation) Wiy nsmex@ian nsavies
fin asuaulneenlis warlelnaiou YRSt (Acetogenesis) fmuddmidosnnidunian
msazaungaluiusgvedie Gsnsazannsalaussmedgluuinugsansadudnisaia
fwnule

Hugatiipvesnszuiunastesaauuuliennie e nszulunisaiiefiiny
(Methanogenesis) Lag Ly ﬂﬁﬁaﬂajma%wﬁmu (Methanogenic Bacteria) 2814 az&Law
asveulaeenled uarlelnsouiendmuinu dunounisadrefinuiugnddyromans
msfnwiiesanuueiissatdinuiianulasenissudalneaisinatsidunsa (L et al,
2011)

2.1.10 thnnan (Distillery wastewater)

ihnndd fe veamanfimdeisanlssnuningsmiowoanesed Tdnwusud
thanait gaumgligs Amandunsnuaselofgs (ywassa, 255Dlaelssnugafitiiidaman
Yuag 50,000 Ansietu sgiluTinmierierantndUsgin 500 gnuiafuaseetu N3
%’ﬂmiﬁ;wmﬂa"]Lﬂuﬁmmwiumwaqiiwuqiﬂ \esaniivunaannuazendeanisindn
(e, 2547) Fasfeafinsdanisedamngasmazgniouiioantymauneden dalagiudl
wunanslunsdamstnnaalivarsds wu msssueiasnsen Huismadgaihnn
dlenududugetu Mnduiilvdaduaummelfanuduiigamad 1,000 ssmieaidya
audouiiinduannsndmeunuiidunlussuumenduld venainigsaininailuwiin
meldanaglionmadiolildfedinimnvauwuiduem waznsideninlnenisiien
faquwidofionmenainuasinudnsuduiinnd denisdnauysaiagldlevindsndy
nndrdsanunsatlulfluninnuasldlaenss Taen1sudestn nndndundan 138es
Tnomse Jsazldldlugquisniovnziiurdiegudanisiiuiies Wusu (ndasinszuadi,
2552) Fsoadusznoumaaiivosinnindfuanduniaei 2.2
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aseft 2.2 earUszneumaaiivestihnind (Distillery wastewater: DW)
29AUTZNBY DW
pH 3.6
COD (g/L) 150
VFA (g/L) 1.1-2.1
TKN (g/L) 1.4
TS (%) 12
VS (%) 10.2
Protein (g/L) 7.7
Carbohydrate( g/L) 84.5
Lipids(g/L) 0.99
Glucose (g/1) 10.3
Phenols (g/1) 0.061
Sulfate (g/V) 4-5
C/N ratio 10

i : fAudasnnn (Useian yaassn, 2550,
Kaparaju et al, 2010, Westerholm et al., 2012)

a s

2.1.11 Javinaysuvy U3ansgsiing

" Y
&

Favfaguu Un3dndasnfing 9199 200/2 visf 9 9.AUNMAY B.ATUNNAY 2808

1%

& a < & = oqwuo & u  a v o = a =
Julssnundagsnauuwiaidn ssddiinalaualuingfundn dsnmd 2.2 Tunsuda i
AaaN1sHanUTENI 1,000 vindatpau JundedouUszuin 1 gnuiAfiunsAaLiau
Wesnnldiimaudnseiiowmasnnusow Insudnuazafondudn munIdstoresgnen

10 14 N

¥

dsdabnT i

i i

Prina

gl o
duniin

waify

AN 2.2 NTTUIUMTHARGTINAUYLYY




2.2 9UIYMNYIVDY

Co-digestion process Mixture C/N Methane/Biogas Reactor OLR Results and comment Reference
ratio ratio yield
1) Potato processing Adding 2 mL glycerol - 740 mL Biogas/mL UASB 11.7 ¢ COD/L.  Glycerol was a feasible and Ma et al., 2008
wastewater + Crude per liter of raw glycerol d economically interesting co-substrate
glycerol wastewater to enhance the anaerobic treatment
of industrial wastewaters.
2) Pig manure(PM)+ 80:20% on weight 23.4 212 ml CHa/g COD- Batch - This mixture produced about 125% Astals et al. 2011
Glycerol waste basis (w/w) added more methane than when PM was
mono-digested.
3) Cow manure+ Molasses  95:5 % on weight basis - 300 mLCH4/g VS-added CSTR 4.5 gvs/(L- co-digestion with manure can be a Fang et al., 2011
(w/w) reactor.d good strategy
4) Pig manure(PM) + 96:4 % on weight basis 12.5 740 mL biogas/gVS- CSTR 1.90 ¢ VS/L. An increase of about 400% in biogas Astals et al., 2012
Glycerol (w/w) (PM added d production was obtained under
100% mesophilic conditions.
=3.1)
5) Pig manure(PM) + 95:5 % on weight basis 1 900 mL Biogas/L- CSTR 1=1.5% COD removal efficiency of 85%. Regueiro et al,,
Biodiesel waste(BW) (w/w) reactor. d COD/L. d 2012
6) Glycerol waste + Pig 80:20% on COD basis 20 320 ml CHa/g COD- UASB 1.6 g COD/L.  The methane content was 54% on Nuchdang &
manure(PM) removed d average. Phalakornkule,
2012

7) Pig manure(PM) + 97:3 % on weight basis - 470 -mL Biogas/g VS- CSTR 24-2.7¢ - The specific biogas production of the  Astals et al., 2013
Glycerol (Thermophilic (w/w) added (‘mono- COD/L. d co-digester was 180% higher than the

condition 55°C)

digestion.of pig manure
as 170 mL Biogas/g VS-
added)

one obtained by the reference
digester, which was only fed with pig

manure.

Cl



2.2 uAeNNg2994 (fa)

Co-digestion process Mixture C/N Methane/Biogas Reactor OLR Results and comment Reference
ratio ratio yield
8) Fish waste(FW)+ Bread 20:80% on TS basis - 458 mlLCHq/g VS- Batch - - Kafle et al,, 2013
waste (BW) added
9) Glycerol waste+ Orange  1:1 on COD basis - 330 mLCHa/g VS- CSTR 1.91 kg - Martin et al., 2013
peel waste added vs/m?® d
10) Thin stillage + poultry 60:40% (w/w) - £ Thermophilic % -Increasing the biogas volume, Sharma et al., 2013
litter CSTR percent methane and COD
removal,

11) canned seafood 99:1%(v/v) 26 577 mLCH4/g VS- UASB 2 ¢ COD/L. d -Methane yield increased by 108%  Panpong et al., 2014
wastewater (CSW) + added when compared
glycerol waste (GW) with digested CSW alone
12) canned seafood 94: 1: 5%(v/v) 27 789 mLCH4/g VS- UASB 4 ¢ COD/L. d -Methane yield increased by 184%  Panpong et al., 2014
wastewater (CSW) + added when compared
glycerol waste (GW) with digested CSW alone
+Wolffia
arrhiza (WA)
13) Sewage sludge + crude  97:3% (v/v) - 800 mL Biogas/g TVS- CSTR 1.0- 1.7 kg -The addition of 3% glycerol at Athanasoulia et al.,
glycerol (studied between 0,2,3 removed cob/m?*.d HRT of 12.3 d resulted in the 2014

and 4%(v/v) of crude
glycerol)

higher amount of biogas
production, while the effluent
quality remained good. However
when 4% glycerol added, the
system failed due to overloading.

€l



2.2 uAeNNg2994 (fa)

Co-digestion process Mixture C/N Methane/Biogas Reactor OLR Results and comment Reference
ratio ratio yield
14) Molasses wastewater +  7:3 based on volume - 270 ml CHs/g COD- Two-Stage 13.7 g COD/L. - Methane content Lee et al,, 2014
Sewage sludge removed (CSTR+UASB) d in the biogas ranged from 74.4 to
82.8.
- High COD
removal efficiencies of 97 at HRT 84
hr.
15) Activated sludge + 90: 10 %(v/v) - 275 mLCHq/g VS- CSTR 2.5¢COD/L.  -Co-digestion of molasses with A- Vrieze et al., 2015
molasses added d sludge also resulted in a high

methane production.
- Volumetric methane production
rates up to 1.01 L/ L.d

14!



Uni 3

A5ANAUNITIVY
Tumsedunuisonsiiuyssansamnssuiunswaniedanimaniinind1ves
Iiamumﬁmaimé"wmuﬁLﬂ%‘laaﬁaua gunsal ldlunsmdneninaesineiing Tngld
Tnghv mmaﬁ]aauma u'lmﬂmwlmWﬂisamuas’maummu waza1suLnIINNdlvesea
WierinUszansanlunisuaniadanin suuansmAdulssansaunanans (Kinetic
Coefficients)

3.1 isedlefillumsnnass
3.1.1 gunsafitldlunasnnans

3.1.1.1 5&U§ﬁ'§awﬁaﬂﬁﬁ%aﬂumu%’aﬁ wussandu 11 970 YuInvesvIndl
YU 1000 faddns Ineianazdnfognes wagasousetauad (1w 3.1 A) Turnae
Usenoulufietnningdl arsdinsaundienson wazqaunis luusuunudadiudls
MsAnw

31.1.2 nszvenmslddmiumsiauiinanesdimuildanisfufegiauia
Fanmdanind 3.1 (@) ludsufAselagnisunudiy uﬁaﬁquiué’qﬂﬁﬁ%wzﬁuﬁﬂaaﬂm
Mnnssumessesgtnnes il inmiwmuiunssuanims

3.1.1.3 @eene@alay

3.1.1.4 1a3e33n pH

3.1.1.5 gUn3aldu 1wy Wy Awfd vaeaut 9nene aneens uazidiumnans
g

(B) nszunnnIg
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(E)) gunsalduq wu rufiv naeauia 30819 @rgens wazsidunmamsunnd

(% a

awil 3.1 gunsaliildlunismnasd (A) FufiRen (B) nszusnnis(O) aneena (D)
w30 pH (E) gunsnidus

3.1.2 Ingaunlglunimnaas
3.1.2.1 Wueduvsy

a @

l¥ngnaugaunsdyiaide (Granular sludee) 3nszuvtidnudswuugoead

s

(UASB) 9asuienviostiulafimianannnssy (KST) 91100 o.walueg 2.890819UALEUR1Y

9
a o =

AUINANNTENING 0.8 — 1 LAALUAST AINING 3.2

u
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A 3.2 igeanunsenldlunisnaaes

3.1.2.2 dinndrveslssmugrnautumy
yhnsiRudiegininindivedssnugsndugueua nesiusanindeves
Favifaguyy U3anagsing e 200/2 vy} 9 §.ATUNIMIAY 0.AIUNMAS 3898 FanNT
3.2 TaniAushegaindeluvondugumgl 4 °C rowhlulflunsveses dethiesha
Aeluvhnismaaesiornsiidliiudidefgumgigaviduemmnives Sshegaindsly
NAADUANEN NN ITNAATINY

ANH. 3.3 UIMNEIYedlT U IINTUYLITY

(Distellery wastewater of Community Refined Liquors Plant: DWCRLP)

3.1.2.3 @15%1Lin3u (Co-substrate)
a) lunuiseildvesdonawesea Wumsminsulunssuiunsnaninadann
Fweudundiwesea Hunanaseldannsyuiuniswaslulefiwa 3eldan Tssmundalule
fa vosrardmnssumans uninerdvamaiuaiund mewamalvg danmd 3.3
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A 3.4 veddendigesea (Glycerol waste; GW)

b) Tunuideilldniniaa Wuarswlinsalunszuaunmsndnfiiedanin &
mnhanadunnibanaluvewain Feainydu wisu Ads n.jate o.aunval 2.89a A9
N9 3.4

AW 3.5 Maana (Molasses; ML)

3.2 /Mna0g
3 2. 1msfnvIaudTRmaiveninndwasansinu

v‘hmiﬁnm@mamﬁamaLﬂﬁmaaﬁwmma’waﬂiamuqﬁﬂé"usquﬁuuuazaﬁwﬁﬂ
$2u (MRt Aauaz e WA oNAWDI08) UFULAzRSRLa 159N 373 Tesnsdruyetans
winsauildlunsveaes Ao 0-5 Wosdus (vv) iedineresruszneuniuaifivasuudas
Tundsannnisifuansuingin lnsesduseneunuaiiiviinisdinen fie pH, COD, Volatile
fatty acid (VFA), Alkilinity, Total nitrogen (TN), Total phosphorus (TP), Total solid (TS),
Protein, Carbohydrate and Lipids (APHA, 2012)

3.22 MsANYISATE@ILTImINzaNsEwINTI nnduazars sy Ainld
Usgansnmmsuaninedinmiiaty

vwendeiildifuansndnian (Cosubstrate) s 2 Uszian fie nninana
(Molasses: ML) uagvoudunaiasoa (Glycerol Waste: GW) WvnIsNAaesieMANEn N
Tun1sudniliny (Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP) Tagn1sn1dnsidiuilinuizay
sewinsdinindrvedlssugsndugusy vesdendiwesoauazniniiaia fidsuali
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a

UsrAvBnmnissdefnediamifindulagyinisvsinuuunglunaa serum bottle 4u1a 1,000
fiadans ddliinnduazveadeniwaseailuasomsliiugdunid shnisusu pH 1
winzaw wdndunufiglulasnay 3-5 unit elmduaniizuuulSeondiau udwhnsn
Feanensuazshorgiidion mnduwihnmafuiadesufusazaisemsludasdiu 80: 20
Wesidudlaauiinns (vA) Tasdininarildlunisvaassie dinndrarndamiagusy
Uﬁé’mﬁqiwﬁwéeﬁ!q&gﬂagﬁé’wmamum‘mm Jeningana senIneiinmeaesUiunsnsuan
fadanmgnialngIsnsunuihin(Water displacement) uagiiasevioadusznauveafing
Frnmdaeiadesfnelasunlans @ (Gas chromatography: GC) (O-Thong et al., 2012) Y0

NAAURNENNNNSNARTINY (Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP) fiauansluninit 3.5

(A) feufnsoivuune

(Batch reactor) (Angelidaki & Sanders, 2004)

(Q) Maiusegafedanm
AN 3.6 MINAdRUANEAINNSNERTIWY (A) fsUfnsaluuune

(B) N37aUsumsAnedanIn (C) nMsiiusiagrafnedinin



3.2.3 wAduUszansaaunarans (Kinetic Coefficients)
Tun1snaaesiild Modified Gompertz model a3u18fian1sNanA19T3IAINWIN
nnd1vetlsenuasnaugusuludaufnsaiuvung ameldaniizuuuliennie deandly

aun1s (3.1) (Kafle, Kim, & Sung, 2013).
G(t) = G,.exp | —exp| Ru€ (1 )41 (3.1)
GO
Tned
G (t) Ao USunasfiniagas (mLCHq/g VS-added)
Go Ao NanARIlvUEan (MLCHy/g VS-added)
Rmax fia dnsnsHAnTiugean (mLCHa/g VS-day)
fa exp(1) = 2.7183
A Ao Szezlia1usuaa (day)

AN5197 3.1 WEARIORIIEINYBIUININEIRBRENSUINTAUNLT I UNITNAAD
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mn«f’]ma (Molasses: ML)

‘ Yaadunaasea (Glycerol Waste: GW)

--100% (v/v) DWCRLP

- 100% (v/v) Inoculum

- DWCRLP + 1% (v/v) ML

- DWCRLP + 1% (v/v) GW.

- DWCRLP + 2% (v/v) ML

- DWCRLP + 2% (v/v) GW.

- DWCRLP + 3% (v/v) ML

- DWCRLP +3% (v/v) GW

- DWCRLP + 4% (v/v) ML

- DWCRLP + 4% (v/v) GW

- DWCRLP + 5% (v/v) ML

-~ DWCRLP + 5% (v/v) GW

- 1% (v/v) ML

- 1% (v/v) GW

- 2% (v/v) ML

- 2% (v/v) GW

(
- 3% (v/v) ML -3% (v/Vv) G
- 4% (v/v) ML - 4% (v/v) G
- 5% (v/v) ML - 5% (v/V) G

3.23 mafnwluiutasauudailosseduviosUfiRng (Lab-scale) s
dufnsaluvy CSTR Ingldsmmdunaniivmngay

ymsfadendnnduiifansswinahnindmedsmugandususuuas
answinsausia 2 Usuam Iumimammmsﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂizam%mwmimﬁmﬁw%aquqqﬂ 11
AliunsiiussuumedsUjnsalwuu CSTR YN 5 A0 Faz ﬁﬂmwasum Organic loading
rate (OLR) sensuanfinadanm Tngazld OLR fumnsneiu sl 2, 4uaw 6 ﬂﬁusﬂammaam
foTu mﬁuumaumimLuumimsmmumammaw 3.6 Audkarn1sIdmesiieg
Ainzsilunsnaaeauuusedos uanadensed 3.2
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A19199 3.2 ANUALAENITITNEIANY AIATIERlunInaDILUUsOLTD

w5835 ANA %

1. pH NI pH meter

2.COD N 2 Ju Closed reflux method

3. VFA Faviay 1 ade Titration method

4. Alkilinity Faiay 1 ase Titration method

5.TS Faniay 1 A% Suspened solids dried at 103-
105°C

6.SS faniay 1 % Suspened solids dried at 103-
105°C

7. USnaeine®inm Uiy Gas counter

IUIENI AN 19 FININ

1. psfnwinsiaudinandivesinindwageansvein

AnwiavAsenaun NiadMUAgLYA [UBa 910N 5IHNa SN T8

2. ANSANYIDASIEAIUNLU L ANTENINNUININFILAZAITHIN

(Batch reactor)

lduvudiaes FKM gy GMG lunis Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP

3. MIfnEluwuUNaeMUUABILETEAUYIDIU URANT (Lab-scale)

lFuvudiaes FKM uas GMGlunis F9IrEaYe9 HRTUAE. OLR
YILIENITHNANT VTN IN

CSTR

Reactor

ANWA-3.7 TURBUNISTANTUNTNAADS

3.2.4 35N ATIYY

ALYV TIRlag pH-meter U Sartorius. Docu-pH meter fin BOD, COD,

TS, VS, TKN, TP, volatile fatty acid, alkalinity 3tasazilaaldi5u1nsg1u (APHA, 2012)
aafUsznouresiteding nsiwsizilaeld cas chromatograph 8%9GC-8A Shimadzu
(Thermal conductivity detectors (TCD) and fitted with 2.0 m packed column (Shin-
Carbon ST 100/120 Restek) uagld Argon tUu carrier gas fignsinislua 15 mUmin
(Hinman et al., 2011).



uni 4
NANISNAABILAZNITIAISINA

4.1 AaanUAneAdivasnnduazamEsing

msfnwauantimaaiidoureniining warvendeniiveseadslfituasudn
sullunsvaaes Wefiudnennnsudnfiietinin ssddsenaumaniiivhnsiinsesd fe
Aran A dunsnang (pH), Usunasnsdursdluguiuuvesandled (COD), nnludfuszive
e (VFA), Usunalulsaau (TKN), Usinmanududuvevosudeiome (TS), Uudva9
vesudssyivedne (VS) , Tusau(Protein), A13lulatnss (Carbohydrate), lusiu (Lipids), 8m51
msveusiolulmau (C/N ratio) TnsesdUseneuvasiinindniazvoadondivesea Lanaveya
Feansnait 4.1 Feilgmvsniinind (Ow) e USimawashulnsiau (TKN) a9 Jauansoonly
sUvessasdrunsueunsbilasiay (/N ratio) s (12) dwmalvisnsinisnaniedinuly
ssuulfenmasnsng dandumslimaningau (Co-substrate) AfivTnmasusugsdauumas
ASUBUIINANBUDN (External carbon source) LU VodSNALEDTOA(GW) waznIntAa
(ML) hagahedSuaunaasosiuseuu lugduuuresdnsdiuamsvaunslulagiau (N
ratio) Ivimﬁuulm amalumsmammszmmmwmwu

A15199 4.1 p9AUTTNUNILANYIUININET (DW) vasdunatgasaalGW) wagn1niinna
(ML) Alslunisvneass

29AUsZNAU DW GW ML
oH 46 8.8 4.95
COD (g/L) 130 1,760 1,217
VFA (g/L) 3.85 6.65 2.50
TKN (g/L) 11 1.67 2.15
TS (g/L) 21 969 915
VS (g/L) 15 910 672
Protein (g¢/L) 9.8 1.28 1.75
Carbohydrate( g/L) 75.85 845 1,356
Lipids(g/L) 3.55 63.76 46.78
C/N ratio 12 949 506

4.2 #neamnisuaafisdaninvesiinindilneldnagnsnimiiniauiveeade
NALY5eA

Uiinailvuazay uavesdusznoufneiinu(®e) Aldannnssuiunmsmingiusgming
ihnnndn (DWCRLP) fuveadendivesen (GW) wansianind 4.1 uay 4.2 wuiinisiunay
duturesendendiweseaatiufiaudutu 5% dwalisamdin O/N Wiutuan 8 Hu 28
(M99 4.2) dawalsinBnfinugeaauindu 706 ml CH/g VS mawdnfnedaniwgesiinn
dlagldnagnsnisndnsudvvendeniiweseadunsusvaunalsuuasormslussuy
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Wosannvendendigesoardunnasasueu (External carbon source) fisfnaniw vinle

v
a

Snndau /N geiu szhsJL%mqmsﬂwﬁ'ﬁwa&iaqﬁum’%‘éﬁaﬁﬂa%’wﬁmuiuﬁuwm daralvinandn
fiimugstiu (Kangle et al,, 2012; Hosseini et al., 2014) Tngdnsdau /N funzau fo 25-
32 (Angelidaki & Ellegaard, 2003) yenanniinmsifuvodendigeseaiinnuduszwing 2-
4% (vAv) adluluinangn anansaufiusnadu ON Ingestuuasdsnalinandninugedy
wufwileiSeudisuiunsusiniies (Single-digestion) %ﬂﬁwﬁlé’a@umq 14-23 Wiy &
wanslumnsnadt 4.2 fauainramsnnassuandliiuin msiuvendeniweseaadiului
nndrfirdndu 50%vA) ludaduimngauiigalunsfinuszdnsaimnisaanfineg
Fanmarninnd Tnea1snadl 4.3 waneUSadinuasay nandaiinu uavUssansamns
f¥nTled Faandlifiuinfidadiudinanivinasinuagan nandading wazUssansnm
nsidndled qeitgailerSoudieuiusasdndug lneliavaiu 2,245 faddns 706 ml
CHo/g VS uar 97% matiddiu lusaiziinandndimuiildsinnasudntinindn (100%
DWCRLP) Sfiwinifu 235 ml CHa/g VS ity Panpong et-al:(2014) 51891U31 N15lTU04
L?ﬁﬂﬂﬁmaiaaLﬂuaﬁwﬁﬂﬁmﬁ’uﬁﬂLﬁaisqmw,mﬁﬂmmimLaiué"mﬁehu 1:99 (v/v) Tk
NANAMTIWY 577 mLCHq/g VS mmmusaaau 108 Lll@L‘VIEJ‘Uﬂ‘Uﬂ’liﬁuﬂu’]LaHIiN’mLLUiiU
omMIVEIaLigegnien uenaniinsudngansy vinyadnituyondendiveseatining
Wudusening 3-69%(vA) Winandniini 570-680 ml CHa/e VS (Amon-et al., 2006) 1934
wansllfiudn nsiAL 5%(v/v) Yosrendendesea dwalidneninnisuaniiedinw
Winduuszaas 3 v ve 300% dewSeudlsufumskaametimnanniinnaniissegns
e (100% DWCRLP) 8nvianisiiiu 5%(wA) veswedonawesea Sedanalian pH iiudu
91 4.60 181 7.10 Bndne (13197 4.2) Ber1 pH Tsnzanlunszuaunisudnfnedinan
wuulferne eglutiag 7.0-7.2 (Esposito etal, 2012) Fsiierdudefanysemandslunnsly
voudendiweseaduamaningu fio Yssusadunuvesasiaiflumsldusuafies nfaves
Fonfwesealduarsduniduszianarslulamsanduihanadsiiluanasuiaidn vinli
qaun3duiinasnelmu (Methanogen) andnsageeaangladne dnalaainnisussd@nsain
msmdnarTlofvesnisusinifeivesvesndiweseananuiiudu 1-5% (vAv) fdeglugas
90-97% fauanshumnsndi 4.3
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AT 4.1 USunauiieivugranainnseuaunmsudnsinseninediningl (DWCRLP) wazves

\dendiwasea (GW)

a0
BG4
&n 4
* o
E
13
th %0 4 s DVERLP- 15
£ un =i DRCRLP: 2RGW
= { = BWCRLP S, O
_{; 3 et [TWERL P &% G
" I - DWCALP S, G
E a0 i 1%, O
i — O
] A% oW
10 '[ prA
1 & T . T T T o "-."' —— T
1] 5 10 15 20 25 ao 5 i} 45
I ()

2NN 4.2 93AUSENBUVDIMBINU 2INNTEUIUASIINTINIEWINUININGT (DWCRLP) wag

Ya9EuNALaT0a (GW)
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A19197 4.2 aaudimaaiivesiiningr (OWCRLP) vawduveudendiwesea (GW) iaany

WUUY 1-5 % (V/v)

nINAaas N1INAADY pH cop Vs TKN N
(g/L) (g/L) (g/L) ratio
1. 100% DWCRLP 4.60 130.0 15.00 18 8
2. DWCRLP + 1%GW 5.90 140.0 68.10 9.887 14
3. DWCRLP +2%GW 6.40 150.0 72.20 8.993 17
4. DWCRLP +3%GW 6.60 161.0 76.42 7.004 20
5. DWCRLP +4%GW 6.80 170.0 82.64 6.827 23
6. DWCRLP +5%GW 7.10 186.0 90.86 6.047 28
7. 1%GW 8.00 17.0 10.50 0.019 890
8. 2%GW 8.10 33.0 15.6 0.033 1,000
9. 3%GW 8.20 50.1 24.5 0.050 1,002
10. 4%GW 8.30 68.2 335 0.067 1,017
11. 5%GW 8.40 83.5 42.5 0.074 1,128

M990 4.3 ANYAINANSHANABTINNLALANFUUTLANTIAUNAAIERTNLAIINNTNAADILAE

leaun15ves Modified Gompertz model

oty Final Total CHaq CHgq yield COD
pH biogas (ml) (mb) (ml CH4/g VS) Efficiency (%)
1009%DWCRLP 7.09 1,046 748 235 70
DWCRLP+ 1%GW {(5)5; 1,465 1,068 336 78
DWCRLP+ 2%GW 7.24 1,822 1,367 430 80
DWCRLP+ 3%GW E/e132 2,365 1,810 569 85
DWCRLP+ 4%GW Wil 2,664 2,043 643 95
DWCRLP+ 5%GW 6.99 3,054 2,245 706 97
1%GW 7.28 390 227 71 90
2%GW 7.05 701 476 150 92
3%GW 7.15 1,032 735 201 96
4%GW 6.96 1,401 997 314 96
5%GW 7.08 1,680 1,250 393 95

yenanidlossudiounananiimussuinemsusinien (Single-digestion) waznnswsin
7% (Co-digestion) auandlun1nil 4.3 nanIsneaamuitkasa (Difference) Towandndinu
Huuan Fsfienoglugag 29-108 ml CHy/g VS wansliiiiuinmsldveadendivesearfuanswin
521 (Co-substrate) TgdLdu (Synergism)Wﬁﬂamwmimﬁmﬁw%ammﬂuqqsﬁu TagnIsLhu
5% (v/v) GuawaqLﬁsmﬁL%asaaaflmsaLﬁmﬂiwﬁw%mwmwﬁmﬁ”w%amwlé’aaam Panpong
(2013) 518971431 Wasa (Difference) vasnandniinuduuin Jefldwririu 88 ml CHa/g VS Tu
ﬂiuU’Jum‘iWAﬂ’i’JﬁJSUENu’lLaEJI‘iN']uLLUiiUE)']WﬁV]wLaﬂUSUENLaFJﬂaL"?jE)‘JaaV]ﬂ’J’]ZJL‘UZJ‘Uu 1%

(v/v)



26

BOO
B Co-digestion
700
== B Singla DWCRLP
'Z,ﬂm 41 B Single GW
t.I;Em B Cifierence
E a0
z
.—3-3-':'3
I
T 00
I
* 100
o

DWCRLP= DWCRLP DWCRLP+ CRMCRLP- DWCRLP+
TG b Tl IHGW ARG Sl

2N 4.3 1Ssuiisunananiitnusyninenisudniae (Single-digestion) Lagn191ting
(Co-digestion)

4.3 fuuszAnsanunadansvasnisnaafielinuvastinindlasldnagnsnisudn
saufuvesLdunawasan

MIesRdLUsEans taunamansvanisnaniedmulayldanisld Modified
Gompertz model hanslagaunisiudy oayaninuduiusseninaSunuiwiinuasay
Reszava) nudusyaAnsandertu (R wnndt 95% Fuandifiuindninnisnisnan
Faflnugadn (Roe) szogdiui (A) vesadunislusyuy uaznandniinu (Gy) ldannis
naaswuazsuelngldaunis Modified Gompertz model fluunldiuiintunuszeziian
warUinnannududuvendeniiweseariiuasly s 4.4 Fsaenndesiunanisdnm
Fneamlunsnanioi (BMP) §981 Rume Wi uaTN 15.68 1{u 44.13 ml CHa/g VS-day
Snsnisuan s mulfindulszana 3 wimdoamdu 300% ey 5% veseude
naweseaas (GW) tulunszuaunisniinuuulfonae dwali G, (RETYan 234.13 1Py
700.33 ml CHy/g VS Fananiimuiindudssanas 3 iwaud Tnedldnd iy 90 1.00
u 2.25 Su fauannuanisnnaswansliifiuitasnsaldaunasves Modified Gompertz
model lumsvhuneraraniimilunszuiunsminguseniminduarvendondivesen
1§ Fawanslunnil 4.4
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A1519% 4.4 ArduUszansaunariansilaainnisneasslaeldaunisves Modified

Gompertz model

Modified Gompertz model parameter

ﬁ'}@ihﬂ Go Rimax 7\' RZ
(ml CH4/g VS) (ml CHa/g VS-day) (day)
100%DWCRLP 234.13 15.68 1.00 0.963
DWCRLP+ 1%GW 335.37 22.38 1.20 0.995
DWCRLP+ 2%GW 429.36 28.65 1.50 0.992
DWCRLP+ 3%GW 566.31 37.95 1.75 0.995
DWCRLP+ 4%GW 639.02 42.83 2.00 0.981
DWCRLP+ 5%GW 700.33 44.13 2.25 0.994
19%GW 71.22 ar7 0.10 0.974
2%GW 149.07 9.98 0.50 0.974
3%GW 239.35 16.08 0.75 0.985
4%GW 312.07 20.90 1.00 0.985
5%GW 361.37 24.21 1.50 0.992
BOO = = —
"E = Expareranbs dels. B0 o= Mackal priaScliins
o0 - N
- —'_'_____’_--_ = .
600 3 - B
! _-\,.‘w - L 5 ,_.-_ - =
T — = -1
m L -

g

RANARLTWAZEK {mi CH jg VS)
g

20 28 0 25 a 45
T RN}

2N 4.4 msidSsuiisunanandiviugean (Cumulative methane yield) 91nn1590@a94
(Experimental data) Laga1nn15911u1e (Model prediction) Tagldaunisues

Modified Gompertz model

4.4 Fnnwnsudafnedanmvastihnindilagldnagusnisusingauiunninia

Uimnaduazanistudiofuniniina (ML aranduduiingadu Inefidndiu
5% (v/v) TUnadiinuaraugeaaintu 1,210 ml uazosdusznouvoufaiimui 74.17%
Fauanafanind 4.5 uay 4.6 uonIntarnnszuauNIIMEnTmTENIININEY (DWCRLP)
funintnna (ML) #isna1aru 5% (vA) ilidaman ON dfisdudae 10 8 1By 14 wasd
A pH, COD, VS uag TKN Bndae (n15197l 4.5) ddlvinandndimufivtugeaadu 381 ml
CHy/g VS Uszandatnnisindndled 90% deiseuiiisuiunisliialinandaiinuiio
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235 ml CHa/g VS UszanBamnisidndlen 70% (a57197 4.6) fatuannnanIsnnaoIuans
Tt nmnthaeadluludnndrfinadudu s%wa) dudnduiimnzaniigalunis
uUsEanSAmnsRaRfeTn mantinnan slRandmuiiniu 62.13% a5y
mnthmaadlulunszuiumsniinainnadides faunnnivendendiwesea ewn
Uinadlulpsiuluninmatugeaniudlowisuiisuiureadeniieesea Tnsianized1ads
mswinievesnniimaiissegaieafinududy 1-5%wA) dwalidnsiduves /N
anag LﬁammL%’u%’ummmﬂfwmaqq%{u Fauanslunnsned 4.5

1400
== 100% DWCRLP L
7;1200 _| == DWCRLP+ 1%ML
= DWCRLP+ 2%ML e K
1 41000 | =>¢=DWCRLP+3%ML - N
= =i DWCRLP+4%ML
= 800 - ~DWCRLP+5% ML
2 o 1% ML
2 600 o =———2%ML
& 3% ML
=
= 400 o 4% ML
g 4
& 200
= C
0 | g T - T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
LIAN(A)

AN 4.5 USnauinailmudsanainnssuannIsyans1usenItediningn (DWCRLP) way
AnEIaa (ML)

80

™

& i

s 70

(@

[

= 60 -

= o
E 50 ] s> - — - -
1= (;/ sy e 100% DWCRLP

2 40 \{ 1 = DWCRLP+ 1%ML

= AL s DWCRLP + 2%ML

S 30 4 % =3 DWCRLP + 3%ML

P i DWCRLP + 4%ML

S 20 ~ [ DWCRLP + 5%ML

- j e 1% ML
e 10 -

S 2% ML

@ / 3% ML

0 - T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 . 20 25 30 35
IA(IW)

AN 4.6 29AUTENBUVBINBINUINNATLUIUNSYINTIUTTUIN9UIN1NET (DWCRLP) way
AnUIaIa (ML)

A19197 4.5 aaudimaaivestiningr (DOWCRLP) ndduvadiaznIniinig (ML)
AANUDUTY 1-5 % (V/v)
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ﬂ']iVIﬂaENﬁ N1INAADY pH cob v TKN N
(g/L) (g/L) (g/L) ratio
1. 100%DWCRLP 4.60 130.0 15.00 18 8
2. DWCRLP+ 1%ML 4.90 135.0 58.10 11.65 11.59
3. DWCRLP+ 2%ML 5.35 140.0 62.20 11.73 12.00
4. DWCRLP+ 3%ML 5.60 149.0 66.42 11.85 12.75
5. DWCRLP+ 49%ML 5.80 155.0 72.64 12.00 13.00
6. DWCRLP+ 5%ML 6.00 166.0 80.75 12.22 14.00
1. 1%ML 5.10 13.0 8.50 0.022 590
8. 2%ML 5.20 25.0 12.6 0.043 581
9. 3%ML 5.60 38.1 20.5 0.065 586
10. 4%ML 5.80 50.2 28.5 0.086 332
11. 5%ML 6.40 61.5 325 0.108 302

AN5197 4.6 ANYNINNISHARNIBTINNLAEANFUUSEANTIAUNaA RS lAaINN1TNnaadlag

Teaunnsues Modified Gompertz model

PO Final Total CHq CHq yield COoD
pH biogas (mU) (ml) (ml CH4/g'VS) Efficiency (%)
100%DWCRLP 7.09 1,046 748 235 70
DWCRLP+ 19%ML 6.33 15255 908 286 75
DWCRLP+ 2%ML 6.24 1,365 998 314 7
DWCRLP+ 3%ML 6.58 1,442 1,056 361 82
DWCRLP+ 4%ML 6.78 1,544 1,146 360 88
DWCRLP+ 5%ML 6.88 1632 1,210 381 90
19%ML 5.28 25l 110 35 75
2%ML 6.05 345 184 58 78
3%ML 6.15 590 326 103 80
4% ML 6.86 639 369 116 85
5%ML 7.01 698 414 130 88

YNNI DLUS s B UK ARERTIYUTE TN SUANLALT (Single-digestion) wagnsMiin
591 (Co-digestion) AUaEMILUATINT 4.7 Han1snaasInuIkanis (Difference) Y INaNanTNU

Juuin defidneglugie 15-27 ml CHy/g VS wansbiiiiuinnisldmnuimailuaismingu (Co-

substrate) aedatasu (Synergism) lidnaaImnrsianfinedininiingeu windadesunnde
Wssutunsidveadsndiwaseatluaisuingiu nen1swiy 5% (v/Av) ¥89n1ntnanaaunsasiy

UsgdnSnmnisudaiedaninlagsan (nmi 4.7)
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450

g 400 | ™ Co-digestion M Single DWCRLP
g’ 350 4 [ Single ML I Difference
I
O 300
£ 250
&
3 200
=
£ 150
1R
& 100
& 50
c 5
0

DWCRLP+ DWCRLP+ DWCRLP+ DWCRLP+ DWCRLP+
1%ML 2%ML 3%ML 4%ML 5%ML

ANA 4.7 WSHUBUNaNARIlUSEI N1 T1sNLAYY (Single-digestion) Waynsudngau
(Co-digestion)

4.5 uUszAnaaunaaiansvasniswdnfafimuvasiinindlasldnagnsniamsin
$auffunininana

MshATIgvduUsEavvaunamaniveinsuanfeiimulag [ aunisld Modified
Gompertz model kanslagauN AL YastogapuduiussenIaUsuielnuasay
Reszazian wuihduusyavsanudeiu (RD 1nnin 95% deuandlidiuindnsnsnisude
Faflinugadn (R, szogUiud (A) vesgdunidluszuu uazsandniinu (Gy) fildainnns
naassuazsiuelngldaunts Modified Gompertz model uwalduiiindunuszezinan
wazUSnannuidurssnniimaiifuaciy fimnsedt 4.7 Sedenadasiunanisine
FneamlunSWaATIY (BMP) F9An Ryme LANTUAIN 15.68 10U 25.38 ml CHa/g VS-day
Sasmsuanfaiivifindudssunas 62.13% Woimn 5% nanthana ML) Tlunszuaums
wiinuuul¥ennel dsralit Go liinTuan 234.13 U 378.47 ml CHa/e VS Tagdlen 2 1iud
910 1.00 tJu 1.33 Fu seduarnwanisvaaewandlidiuitaaisaldaunisves Modified
Gompertz model lun1siawienanandinulunssuaunisminsausznitaiinindiuas
mmhaald fuandlunini 6.8
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15197 4.7 ArduUszansaaunariansilaainnisneasalagldaunisves Modified

Gompertz model

Modified Gompertz model parameter

0819 Go Rrmax A R2
(ml CHa/g VS) (ml CHy/g VS-day) (day)
100%DWCRLP 234.13 15.68 1.00 0.963
DWCRLP+ 1%GW 284.01 19.04 1.00 0.980
DWCRLP+ 2%GW 311.21 19.61 1.12 0.976
DWCRLP+ 3%GW 330.05 22.13 1.15 0.984
DWCRLP+ 4%GW 358.38 24.03 1.25 0.933
DWCRLP+ 5%GW 378.47 25.38 1.33 0.996
19%GW 33.93 1.93 1.00 0.976
2%GW 57.54 3.86 1.25 0.963
3%GW 101.98 6.44 1.45 0.980
4%GW 114.08 6.84 1.48 0.954
5%GW 128.80 1.67 1.52 0.974
400
@  100% DWCRLP(E) = 100% DWCRLP(P)
A  DWCRLP+ 1%ML(E) DWCRLP+ 1%ML(P) L D‘ d
350 o X  DWCRLP+ 2%ML(E) DWCRLP+ 2%ML (P) L
@ +  DWCRLP+ 3%ML(E) DWCRLP+ 3%ML(P) - |
> ¢ DWCRLP+4%ML (E) DWCRLP+ 4%ML (P) -t =+
\02,300 | m  DwcRLP+ 5%ML(E) DWCRLP+ 5%ML(P) ( N
5 o fomo m——y 7'y
E 250 3%ML(E) 3%ML(P)
= —e
2 200 S
=
=
12 150 S
&
< f -
z 100 = =
50 A = £ —
- — —7N
0 ¢ \ g T T T T T T
0 5 10 i 20 25 30 35

A1(A%)

AW 4.8 MsiSeulflsunandaiinuasay (Cumulative methane yield) 31nA7A804
(Experimental data) kaza1nn15vinuie (Model prediction) Ineldaunisves
Modified Gompertz model

4.6 Wisuanmasiiangalunssdafnefimussuinisldvendeniweseauaznintnaia
Wuanswiingau

Sanduiimnzauiildannmmaasufeamnmsaaniedivu lagldveade na
Wwesea (GW) wagnintnma (ML) Wuansnindanlunszuiuningauduinindilsenugs,
nduaY (DWCRLP) wan1svinasanuin fnnmidud 5% (viv) Ae Shsdruiidiandmsy
ansviingaunie 2 Ussuam winisldveadendweseailumsvindinlunssuiundngududy
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mna’ﬂwmuqswﬂé"uﬂqmmﬁmmmmzammadwmﬂﬂi’fmmi’uwma Fauanseonuilua1ves
USunafiuazaunasnandniinu fannd 4.9 uaz 4.10 lneUSunadinuasauuazuandn
fvuvesnisldveudondweseanasniniimaifuansnsngan (Co-substrate) fAvinfu
2,245 uar 1,210 ml wag 706 waz 381 ml CHa/g VS densldvendandiweseaduarswiin
20 WUSinafimuasauuasnandndinugeniiUszana 2 wih uenandsnain ON
Wity 28 way 14 Faly 2 winduiu eldn 5% (vv) vesvendendwesoaunay
nntanaduaismingan Astals et al (2011) 51891131 MsLinFuvesnsidi N de
YSvaunaarsemslussvuuarandsunaasiivlusveswenlullelulasiau Fodufiv
Tnomsstugaunddudnaisiimu Tnednsdru O/N Munzaudmiunszuiunisdesaans
wuulfonaeglugig 20-30 (Li etal., 2011) mﬂwamimaaaLLamﬁﬁtﬁudwmﬂ%’mmﬁwma
Juanswtngau Wansnsdau ON mndamfiuung auquwg danalvindndmuiilaios
nnslerssuiisutiunsldveadendmeseaduaisming iy suiureadondivesea a an
AadenduasminsauiiothlUldneasdunssuiunsminiuuseibesaly

2500

—f=—100% DWCRLP |
= DWCRLP+5%ML i

N

o

o

o
1

DWCRLP+5%GW

1500

1000

500 S

YIumliinuazay (ml CH,/g VS)

O !V T T T T
0 3 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

AN 4.9 WSsuieuUSIuTuaz aLsy NS idveds naesaatas N nuanaluans
nINTINNANIZN1ITNARRTIATER (Optimal condition)
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800

700 A Optimal condition
)
> 600 A
k)
Iﬂ‘
S 500 o
€
S 400
£ 706
1= 300 A
&
‘S

200 A
< 381

100 A 235

0 : .
100% DWCRLP DWCRLP+5%ML DWCRLP+5% GW

AW 4.10 WlsuisuUSunadmuazanseninanisiivendsnaweseawarnindiniacdy
asniinTadiaaIzN1sVnaeananan (Optimal condition)

4.7 msenwlunuudaesuvudaiiiesszdudesufiinng (Lab-scale) dradsujnsaiuy
cSTR Taelddnsndunauiivunzay
nszurunsuiindauseinsindalssugsndururuivrondendivesoaniy
Wty 5% (v/v) fie Snsndumsningauiiangnainnismeassuuung (Batch) fignihanld
vmnaasielusyuudeidedingldfufnsaluun CSTR fiszoziFuduszuugaunisidng
Tunsusumlidanududuiuinde (OWCRLP+1%G6W) Usrain 7 $u Tngvhmsdeutnde
1f1sguu CSTR 7180510158 USTYNaI33uNsE (OLR). 0.5 uag 1 g-COD/L day Seilszaziian
nsAnLiu (HRT) 54 way 27 Fu Wegduvidanrsauumliidrfudaandenl Fevinns
wdiuAn OLR WU 2, d'uay 6 ¢-COD/L.day mudsu tilefnwUseanSnImueissuy nanis
nnasandlilAfiud shsinsHaniimu (Methane production rate) Liitiuann 8.5 1
9.5 L/day Lilevi1n54fiu OLR 911 2 g-COD/L.day (HRT=14 days) .fu 4 ¢-COD/L.day
(HRT=7 days) waililaniinisuia OLR 1Uu 6 g-COD/L.day (HRT=5 days) 8n51n15wandiny
anaUVEBLiBs 3.6 L/day Wity satassluniwit 4.11(C) Ussansnimnnsidndlen (COD
removal efficiency) 7 OLR 1 2, 4 4as 6 ¢=COD/L. day @ 85, 72 and 60% AIUAIFU
(Fig 4.11A) 71 OLR 4 ¢-COD/L. day Inandnilmnuasgn (Maximum methane yield) winfiu
858 mLCH4/g VS-added (352 mL-CH4/g-COD removed) wagiinsausenauvasingiinuly
Aradann 62.28% FalndiAgsdunandniimudildainnisnaaesuuung (Batch) (706
mLCHa/g VS-added) Nuchdang and Phalakornkule (2012) 5189 Ui Wananiinuesga
WU 320 mMLCHa/g-COD-removed 71 OLR 1.6 ¢-COD/L. day lunszuaunisniinguves
voudndiweseatuyaansludwnsaliiuu UASB Tnefiesdusenaufinaiiinuussana 54%
namladfuszivedis (Total VFA) fidennlunisdudsnssuiunisdosaansnuuly
oma saduiladuddglunisaivaunszuiunis msfaaianududng (Alkalinity) Lile
FoansUsziliuanuauisnlunisdnuifiiesresssuy (Buffering capacity) fatulunns
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yaaes N3ifinA OLR dswadenisifisduvesnsalufiuszmeds aglugas 500-1,500 mg/L
(Fig 4.11B) n154fial OLR dwwansznuvhliminnisazauvesnsaludussmedsluszuy vl
Afitevanas fnsaluiuszivedigluszuugannazamievanasnlussduildufivauiu
wlimsgudinmaiagivinvesniuriseinainafinu (Methanogen) (Mshandete et al.,
2004) Kafunsnlususemedne (Total VFA) uazauifudng (Alkalinity) aasdianagludas
500 - 2,000 mg/L Lag 1,000-5,000 mg/L wagA35dons1dIu VFA/ alkalinity TaitAu 0.4
(Halbelt, 1981; MetCalf & Eddy, 1982). 11805187 VFA/ alkalinity g411nn31 0.8 Aiitey
Y935vUUALARAIBE 199N lumavinaesi 8ns1dau VFA/ alkalinity eglutasseming 0.1-
0.5 Fsfimumnzan vilFszuvansafiunslldesnaiiszansam

200 , (A) . 100
— O = = ety e e e P e = == ==} >
3 PGS e s
= . [ e | g0 &
= 150 - 2
j{cy S w
@ \f &
= B ) L 60 0%
= i o=
g 100 OLR=2 OLR=4 OLR=6 =
3 L 40
E £
-2
S 50 4 &
P - 20 a8
[
! w
0 T T T T T T :I T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T O ?
8 13 16 19 23 26 29 32 36 41 44 47 50 53 56 59 62 65 68 71 74 77 80 82
AI(A%)
@)= COD Influent e=fiil= COD Treated Effluent COD removed (%)
4500 (B) 0.60
i LR=4 LR=6
4000 O O L L L 050
3500 - v
S 3000 [ 040
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. N - 030 ®
x 2500 OLR=2 = > x
© 2000 - L <
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< 1500 - . >
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8 13 16 19 23 26 29 32 33 36 41 44 47 50 53 56 59 62 65 68 71 74 77 80 82
187(70)
=== Total VFA(mg/L) e=fil== Alkalinity(mg/L) el \/F AJalkalinity ratio
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e=f)== Methane production rate e=fil== Methane composition

12000 === Methane yield(LCH4/gCOD removed) e=é== Methane yield (LCH4/gVS-added) 10

10000
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2000

Methane production rate (mL/day)

Methane yield(LCH,/g COD removed),
Methane composition(%)

CURIE)

AW 4.11 mamimaamw@iaLﬁawmﬂismumi%ﬁ’ﬂiauswdwﬁwLﬁaiimwuqswﬂé"u
Yuyufvveudendlresean Uty 1%(v/A) (A).COD removed, (B) Total
VFA, ‘Alkalinity and VFA/Alkalinity ratio, (C) Methane production rate,
methane composition (%) and methane yield Tusyuu CSTR
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5.1 d@gunanisnaasg

5.1.1dnenmn1snanfnwianwvesdinndlaeldnagnsnisudinsaufivvede
QBILLERE

PNnNansAnYITeuandliiuagnadaiauinnsldveadenfiweseaiduansmingiu
ansniudsgdviamnszuiunmssdaieianmanihnnalssnugsndugueld Tag
mMsidnvesdendiveseaadluiianududu 5%v/a) fanumnzaunnigailionieuiy
AU TR (1-09%VA) denalivTunaududzauwarndniinuggainfu 2,245
fladan3 WAz 706ml CHa/g VS= added fnanmmsuanfaa@an miiniuszann 3 wh 3o
300% Lilow3suiiguivnisanaedinimaniinind i 19gasfien (100% DWCRLP)
Ussansmnmsudnedanmuosimndilngldvesdondewosealudnsningandunis
Wisuasn$UsnA18uen (Extemal carbon source) FaeUfuaugaUiinuansomslusyuy
ylsdnsdu ON ifingeduann 8 1y 28 HreForsmsivlussyuiiinaiegduniduin
arsfiuluihnndvihlinandnivgedu

A1sAnuduUssanssaunarianseninsnaniieiinulaeldaunis Modified
Gompertz modelHan1TNAaDINUIT FUAITAINAIIFINITANIUIBNANEATLNY (Methane
yield) téduegned dunaldneianuledunisadiRd) a1nnisviunediaiunnia 95%
Tnnsiiiu 5% veseadeniweseaat (GW) TWlunsswiunsnsinuuulionimdiendafine
Fanm denalirn R HinAuan 47.07 13U 15.68ml CHa/g VS-day em3in1snanfineiiinu
uduUszann 3 whdeAndu 300% Weltsuifisuiunisuaniedanmaintinings
LWeNBENLAED (100% DWCRLP)

5.1.2 dAngaannrsudningdainvesiinindilagldnagnsnisudniquiu
nNAg

nszUILNSMTNgINsEWInanang) (DWCRLP) funnniingna (ML) 7isnsidau 5%
(v/v) WUSauiivuayaugaaawiniy 1,210 ml uaeilesdusenetvesuiativnud 74.17% ¥
T¥dnsau O/N Wiududie an 81y 14 a'ﬂ,ﬁmamamﬁmmﬁwﬁuqqqmﬂu 381 ml CHa/g
VS Uszansnmnisiidndlen 90% wewuieuiisuiunislididlinandniinuiies 235 ml
CHa/g VS Usvansanmmsiindlen 70% duanuansneasuandiifiuin nnthaiaas
Tluhmnafianadudy 5% iludnduiimnzauiigalunisifisszansammsuan
Fradanmanntnindt vildnandmuiiutu 62.13%

mMyhaszidulssansaunaransvoinisnanineiinulaeldaunisld Modified
Gompertz model kanslagauNL Y YastoyannuduiussenIaUsuielmuayay
Reszezia) nuhduUsyansanudesiu (RY) 1nnin 95% Fauandliduindnsinisnsude
Faflinugean (Roe) szogUsui (A) vesqduvidluszuy uaznandnilinu (Go) fildainnns
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naassuazsiunelagldaunts Modified Gompertz model fuwltiunfindumussoziaan
wazdSinaanududuresnintmafiiuadly Ssaenndestiuransfinudneamlunsnds
iU (BMP) 8961 Ry LiNTUa10 15.68 10U 25.38 ml CHa/g VS-day WiloLiiu 5% 83
nnthaaiL)

5.1.3 n1sAnwlusuudtassuuusailesssRuResUfiAnts (Lab-scale) Aaeds
Ufnsaiuuu CSTR Tnglddnmarunsuiliiunzay

nszurunsniindausgrinaiidelssnugsnduguruiurendendigesoanny
Wty 5% (vAv) fie Snsndunsmingniifiignanmmeassuuung (Batch) fignihanld
yhnsnaassssluszuudeioslaslddsufnsaliuy CSTR nanismaassuanstsiliifiuii 7
8M31158UTINNA1T8UNTE (OLR)¥IINY 4 g-COD/L. day lvinandnilinugsan (Maximum
methane yield) 1¥117U 858 mLCH4/g VS-added (352 mL-CHa/g-COD removed) ag il
psAvUsEnevvesieiimulufiatanan 62.28% dslndidgsfunandndinuildainnisnaass
wuung (Batch) (706 mLCH4/g VS-added)

5.2 YalEuBLUL

5.2.1 AasvhnIsneaeuusiasied (Continuous system) Tnen1sveneauinligseiu
Pilot scale LleWanngnslauais

5.2.2 pstansneaesiuansuingmedndu (Co-substrate) semiavinnisiuieuna
Msnnaesdile
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