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Prevention and Control of Harmful Gases Risks in Rural Sewers
——Enlightenment from Harmful Gas Generation and Risk Control in Urban Sewers
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(1. Department of Water Pollution Control Technology, Research Center for Eco-Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Beijing 100085, China; 2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Hydrogen sulfide and methane generated in sewers cause odor, corrosion and explosion problems to the pipes.
These harmful gas seriously affect the safe operation of the sewer systems. This paper focuses on the generation and risk control of
the H,S and CHy in the urban sewers, and analyzes the distribution characteristics of harmful gas in the rural sewers. Some
corresponding risk control measures are also analyzed. The main measures to control the generation of H,S and CH, are changing the
hydraulic conditions of pipes and adjusting the water quality characteristics of the sewage. As for the rural regions, it is more

economical and effective to adjust sewer hydraulic conditions and optimize the sewer design by considering the topography.
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F1 FEKRE HS HAGBENEE

x2 EEEWIED SRB EAFGLH

H,S/mg-m™ AHREAEIR R E#/H R R 5 /%
70~150  F%fh30 ~ 60 minth BUERIHLE IR % . IFIRGE YR JBRARAT T Desulfobulbus 33
150 ~ 230 efph2 ~ 5 mind T4 ﬁf)ﬁ!%ﬁ %%ﬂ%ﬁ; 1~ B Desulfovibrio "
A WEEIRRIZL, 4 WERERINBIEGET . ‘ N
230 ~ 300 k2 ~ 15 mink Fe MRG0, RS i BLECH BT ARG Desulfomicrobium 19
L hig BBt i, Ak s i gl R aa Desulforegula 16
~ ~ in| lfﬂ‘ IH ~ ! - 4 e
380 ~530  JEf2 ~ 15 mintH IS, 4~ 8 hig B IAET: T B Desulfutiferula ;

530 - 680 Befh2 ~ 15 mint PR, 1 WE SRR,
4 ~ 8 hjF Mt

750 - 920 2 ~ 15 min%0% . BB, 2 ~ 15 mintH #UK
Jii, 30 min/5 BRI BOET

920 ~ 1 000 0 ~ 2 min/FG e . AH A

1 000 FEfh0 ~ 2 min/5 I AMEPE . FEUOInGER . R
JEAET

1400 PEAMO ~ 2 min/5 Bk FET

o HSHFE 90.000 7 ~ 0.2 mg/m’iif, ik Tfa Eue g, nf
D UM R 58 5 MR 490,014 ~ 0.029 mg/m’i g A48 hAR R A,
B2 42l Rk B ; YRIE N30 ~ 40 mg/mPi), BURIRZL, {7 HEMm}
%, EBIEAERAY B

H,S J7 AR ) FZE R, TEIR A ST SRB 1M
FEORIF I 0 AR IR 5 107 7 A4 H,S, I LI B+ <
A H,S I o BIAEAE T KA B AR e 19, H s
LI 2.

B2 HKEEHS mEgRRE

FHEELAERY 5 B ER R AE LB A WA )2,
. SRB 1534 27 HyS LR 2 1 3L TAE W ik
JZ. SUN etal™ 451, SRB F- 2531 A= W IR 1 2
BN 300 pm (9 DX, BAE & UL 2, AL 2 AEY)
B H,S 7= AR ) EE X, JIANG et al®! 5 H 24
YIS )2 1) SRB = A, B R 4 ik Jir ikt A8l 32
FBR L M7EA DI 0.5 ~ 1 mm FIEREE P, H,S ik
JEREE DREE RSN SRS TN 1TO et al™ ZEAY)
i Desulfobulbus . Desulfovibrio M. Desulfomicrobium
JETKA YT SRB B E ZAH AR . LA EATSE
LERRW], SRB 2 11 AE W) I 32 )2 A7 B R 6 30 I
1.2 &iE H,S FERRImE R

S HEAK ST T HS 7 1Y S AT L) gy
P HEK BB AT K ) 2RV I P {5 7K
IK AL o

DIz f /K G E . k7K 115 R
] | JELEEFNAE A LR T AR AE . SUN et al™ 45 HH /K i
VD RV I 32 1T 86 V5 7K 455 B BF ) . SRB I8 i
TRERER A A AL £ L H,S . HS A S*AYIE A7
FEF /KA, 7K 10 5800 I 3G A K P i A7
PILA HoS (I R =AM . 30T 53 462 45
M BT S35 5]k 1.12 Pa, 1.29 Pa il 1.45 Pa i},
AR SRB 435 b BN $L 0.036% . 0.041%
1 0.027%; iX KUY 55 U] 33— e g5, 7]
FEAAE P b SRB (1 F i, DA 2K 21 42 il 45 18 N
H,S =R H 1.

2) 75 7K K FURRAE B 52 ) 32 R s KRR B L
pH {H. LIU et al™ 48 0] & BEAT ALY FIBR IR 35 1Y
[ A7 7R 2 HLS P2 i 45 . Al et al §5
24 COD/SOME AR 3. 6 A1 9 B, H,S 7= 43
2974 30, 15 1 20 mg, 3X FBIIH 5 V5 K Bt L nl 45
4 HE P H,S 19774 . SUDARJANTO et al®® $5
WY R K 5 AR WG TS K IR FLEE 1 9 1R & B,
H,S JZ 3G T 40%, FeB W] & AT LI &
Wi H,S 172k, TALAIEKHOZANI etal"® #5124 pH
B> 9 B, BHE ALY 2 UL HS W R e T
Kb, BESE R, B AR A S I . COD HE R
H pH S PEsms T, F1F HyS m AR B
HEZKAE T N HoS 1943 A A 48 I T o3 o =
A AT AR S ) R R A, AU HoS R Bl
SRR B R R MRS I, WS TR, AR
TR AL B AR, 17 S B T AN AR 20 A,
BRI R AR AT S B T IR G 35 g e B

RS SRR, BT K I S (oK Ty e
BASHIE] | BETE BT AT L V5K ERAR HE L A SRR
R 8] ) R 22 55 ) A5 KK SRR (s 7K b el A4
R ff A ALY 0 & B ATS K pH (H55) SR E B &5
AL 7 A e HoS BRI o
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1.3 & H,S BIRBE 5 i

FEHHEK A T8 N H,S 7= A 1 it 3222 0] LAy
Wi AR HE KA BB AT K 1 25 AR AT 5 7K
IKBHEAIE

1) V875 HEK 48 18 2 A7 I A 2K 1 2R 0 32 B4
Jiti A5 1 A T N TS KR BRI L 3 B T
SR KA E N A F % . SUN et al™ 451
AHI KR 210 L/d W /0 2 150 L/d B, y57K
WAL A& RN T 0.68 ~ 0.79 mg/L, 48 <M
1 H,S B A RAR T 14%, X FB /K B 08K hn
5 K AEAE B 5= RE B R], NI B AR AL P e 15 7K
TR B R, YR AE KA TR RS, Nk
A E i TR AS 1 B LU HLS P El. 30
BAEP IR Y REM B U] JI R 112 Pa 3 K & 1.29
Pa I, A0 SRB 1145 HEH 0.036% 3K 0.041%,
M0 1 1.29 Padfi K ZE 1.45 Palih, SRB /4t
1 0.041% %2 0.027%; BIVEE [ 85 1) 1 il #F— & F2
B EA B P AR A, (ARG A E S, A
[ b SRB 3= 8 45 v 3 43t BB 7%, DA 4% il H,S
MR, AN 45 Kl AT, SR
YA TE T HoS P S Z2 34355 98% L) |, Mizk
T JE N 0.2 m/s B H,S B30 R fc v el
P, ok e S A T ) DR SR A, TR T A g
1 SRB W36 P | R £ 3 i 7 DA KA HL 1) IR
AR TR AR, DA TE h HyS 1=,

2) VTG KK 5 1) 3 B il A 5 B Ak 2= 4R
Fe3) . B ms Rz . £ 0 4 Ja Eh A hn A= 4 ) )
Fo HEAEA BOINAERREE KON RR R 2l it
PE AR LA IR T 22 Ay 2R i
Yy 7= 42 B, RODRIGUEZ-GOMEZ et al® 42 i,
15K FINOSHR EEIAF) 5 mg/L I, A] LASE 43l ai ik
YR A i HALFE 2R RUE P AINO N HL T 32 4,
FES AU S5 TR A S A BB BT s S i R
ERIEFESRIY, SRB TEMER-ZHIKE >, JIANG et alt™
5 H WA R B ik #) 80 mg/L LA b A 58 4 %
TBRALPI 0 7= Az 5 B4 33 /NI 100 mg/L A7
FRER P IO 90% (ABRIRER IS AL FE, [H I AR 1Y
THFEJG 7™ HoS i K &2 . WILEYPY $2 i 75 7K
pH {E3 N % 8.5 LU0}, (A 3% MRk LA H,S
BB AFEAE s 57K 1) pHAE AR RFTE 9.5 ~ 10.0 B, {5
1255 2 ~ 3 HIN HyS TRE 2 V7K, (B K3
Y K55 K = pH E AT 5 B0AE 9 B 9 S i R 4

SRB A4 1% 1 ., GUTIERREZ et alt 3§ Hi 45 75 V5 7K
pH {AZ 10.5 Uk I+, H,S F= &AL 17% ~ 34%, FIK
BN EACIUE 3 ~ 4 HNEEHIAE B H,S 17~
Az IR HER pH (B W] FEAIG SRB (1) 41 i A7 16 %
BRER AW FH T HoS el iy 4 @ 60, S5tk
Yy 5 AT A B FeS UL UE W, R BF FeS i fig 411 il
SRB /A%, ZHANG et al™” 48 Hi [ 75 7K %
B 21 mg/L By Fe’ J B R 4 140 J 38 B AR T 29 60%,
KN Bk ER T3] 39% ~ 60% FY i 2 5 i Ji ot
TR o Bl A AR A8 TE A L R
fiff > 7 BB T ALY, (H LA LA =P, kA,
T R Y T AR EE Y Dy 2l ] AR R
ESMAA A

25 LTI, PR T K A (LS REAR TS 7K
A8 T8 45 P ) ok o0 A8 T T I I Y
BHL B4R RE 1T BT 3l A R 7 R SR FH bk i <,
85 ) KRG KK B RRAE (B0 45 386 A v i R
L POMNAE R B A R AR . R A A s K
pH A A8 gk £k 45 ) ¥ mT DA% 1 4 31 H H,S 19
[

2 WHEKEE CH, =4 R XU =

21 CH,MIEERF4itiE

CH, & TC O TCHTC T 1Y nl R AR, 5230k
G5B E, CH, & B A1E 5% ~ 15% 5t + 50 5 1
CH, & 57 25% ~ 30% I}, P12 5 RTRE R a0 sk
S AL BN SRR, B E R AT, [FAT,
CH, 2 % AR, XTI Z R0 A BTk 2 — A Ak iy
25 £, PR, SCEHEK BB CHy 1™ A AR
FEREA T EENE L

CH, /7 A ) F 2 R TR IR A5 T MA TH
FERRIE A= AL CH,E 21, 5K W B 5 & IR RS e &
7 5 7= A S AR 25 5 9 MA B = 4 CHP
MA X 75 224 1) R SR IR EE, B 7 AL BN 2 1k
DL, HEKEE Y CH, P2 AR ) R EE LA 3.

SUN et al® 35 i MA ZEA L 500 um (1 X 35,
IR R 60%, 78 700 pm AY X Ik F] 75%; Bk
PIENJZ 2 CH,, P i B IX K, 15 MA B
gk, WL 3.

TR AP 5 MA A LR, B
FEAEPIE 250 um DL RN, PR BAER 2 %
A T, AUGUET et al® 5 Hi A= 9 I i 40 391,
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Methanosphaera Fl Methanobrevibacter 5 MA ) E
BRI, 2 A YA , Methanosaeta J8. K
MA EHEP R, &l 90% LA E . X %W
MA JU¥& IR, 25040 TV N 2, 7 i shis
ZIEEIENZE KA

| Acetate Iﬁi Acetate-Pi |—| Acetate-CoA‘
|
‘
o
|

€ | methyl-H,SPt
formyl-MF ‘

| methyl-CoM |

formyl-H,SPt
methenyl-H,SPt

methylene-H,SPt

B3 HkEERESELRE
R3 EEEVEHRMAERESHE

i WEARET) O WREE [l i L/%
1 H e S IR Methanosaeta 90
2 FRGERA TR Methanospirillum
3 o H bt N\ S IR Methanomethylovorans
4 UL WEATE  Methanobrevibacter 10
5 FH AT R Methanobacterium
6 / Canditatus

Methanomethylophilus

2.2 &iE CH, FEMEImEE

S HE AR T CH, = A9 IR R 2 0] DLy
P HEKAE BB AT K 1 4 R4S T s K Y
IKBTRHE

1) 8 177K F1 24 46 K 45 B it L /K L i
. EIE AN, BEE BT AR, SUN et al™
6 HH K R A 0 T K 745 BRI TR], AT 3
CH, B4 B RN = . LIU et al*! 35 H 2 Z ik
fifi CH, P31 H p= i T A, MR I K 14588
Bl CH, =i TR TASFN 58 Ak
WAAAET, MK 5 0.2, 0.6 F1 1.0 m/s
BF, CHy ™ 1 (09 40 1 232 53 5 Ry 44.4% . 37.0% Fl
51.0%; ok i3l SR04 1458 PN 0 RS IRBE AR
YITETE 2548, (BN FAE PN 2 19 MA [R36 PE
HilE A R

2) 75 KK BRI A5 M 2 B2 15 KRBT EL L V5
KA R TEIERI & i. Al etal® #5124 COD/SO,>
553504 3. 6 F1 9 IF, CH, 7283 £ K 70, 40

F1 120 mg, BRAT HLA 6 BF MA (1936 4 32 21 4 K0
il GUISASOLA et al“? $5 H 7= H b i AR #E K i
SV A N, SH CH, A0, 5 Bl A
L) 5 A 60 mg/L /0 2] 20 mg/L; [/} LIU
et al® 35 CH, =Bl T KA LY & i
WD B BRI, HEK T N CH, /A B
Wi 5 I 2 65 ) 1 TR B e AR B A R AT, /<
AHH CH, MR BRGS0,

IRBEIT A SRR, B AT KR S (anak
B R] LR FIK it I S 45 ) A5 KK B RRAE (nys
IR LE L 75 7K AT AR Wy R fd A B ) 5 155 ) #E
SN T CH, YA R
2.3 ¥ CH, B2 #E 5

HEZKAE 1B CH, 1 RS 2 i 48 it 32 2] LA 43y
2 2 AT HEK A H 7K 7 2% A FsE 2o T i 24 550 A
515 KK BTRFE

1) 175 HE K A8 T8 7K T3 S84 4 it A 465 8 755 7K
D45 RE T R] AR A L R A Y BE TR BY ) AN
A T XS4 . SUN et al™ 48 A K
HE A 210 L/d 870 2 150 L/d BF, 7K 7452 8 s ) 184
i, sk s e CH, SRS T 2 50,
H % A P CHy 1) 587 T8 A A HE R S B 35 i T
1.5 4% 3 3¢ BH 38 2 9 2 7K 77 45 B3 sk () AT DAYE — 5
FREE L4l HE AR S (% CH, 7=, 3L 55 450
F8 Y REF BT Y] S 1.12 Pa B K & 1.45 Pa i}, A=
W) L P A SRR ARR, T BRI 5, R 7
I FRAHEAT, P A YV T8 ) )y R
il E  CH, 1= AR . FARREM FE W kol <
MR, MUK EE N 0.2 m/s B CH, 77 A= Al 3 i
R, X7 W Ik i 48 A A N K B S
A DVAE — R EE B il A b CHy SR 7= A
B MA 25345 TP RATURY N Z, E3038
FEHe AT PR, (A5 ko A MA T M 5™ B e
AR AR

2) VAT ¥5 KK B REAE A9 15 e f 35 43 Ak 22 4R
e, 4 Jm R | R A M S . MA SRS
T U, 2 MA ZAEETEYBENE, LA S
X MA TGP A A B . B R £ BE e AR 5
KB E AL IR LA, TRl X CH, HAT Ak 2 AR A
I, (ARSIREL BB A IR, T I BUmA s 52 &4
il CH, 897742 5 JIANG et alt™ 48 H 7] 75 7K th 8m
30 mg/L YAl R ER I, CH, 7 4 AT [ A% 80% 6475
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YRR ER PR R N 2 130 me/L W, 77 1 ke 5 7
PeoE i . JIANG et al® 48 224580 30 mg/L
LA ERER AT SE 4 CHy YA, 1501185025 2 > H
J& CH, B I ZRAT AT 60%; Hh it T 41, 78 [R1 45 4 m
FIRAURTHE R, WAYRRER ST CH, AT RIRCRAL T
fikth . GUTIERREZ et alt™ 8 K575 /K A pH {E 12
F & 10.5 LU, CH, 198 G BRI 95% LA b, 5
1E4% 2455 30 H N CHy /7 it oKk 58 2K & ; MA Xf
W pH {E #HURK, 75 7K pH (N 9 BF AT 58 4 4 4l
MA FJTEPE, T MA A KR RS, S 805 1R
24 CH, J7 it MR R 5008 . BRERXT CH, A
5k SR 3 B UUIEY) FeS X MA AE A i sl (k40
HilYEH; ZHANG et al® 3§ Hi [ 757K h4 21 mg/L
[ Fe¥'Ji CHy = F#AIL T 2 80%, KN Fe¥ it
AR R A 7 R o s R T 2 B 52% ~ 80% I .

g5 LAk, WA TE K ) 2 (L HE RIS 7K
FERETE YK 745 BR B R) L 3 Y/ NEE T BT D) ) A
SR FH Ik e A4 ) B R V5 K K ARRAE (B35 348 i
HEK A T8 PN 0 480 B i BOINAE IR SR B ik | 12

1 B B N TS KB pH B RT Bk £ 55 ) 2 448 il
CH, H97/= 4,

3 ARFAKEEEESHERBH Y
%

31 KR SHHHIKE BT

BT S AR X AR DR R R K SRR
BRI LS T AR — B 122 5, SO T HEK R
SR B DX, Bl 2 I G0 AR B AR A EE A,
— B Z AN ik DA R R K A g SRS Y AR
KA ARG /K o BRI, 8T HEAK A I ) e 18 %
AE K, ANl TR X, HEKE BT 7
Z5E o ERTARATHEARAE, — S i 1 X B 2 T 8
SRt /INE AR (LR 3 T8 1% <200 mm) HEK & W)
IEEE, PR T R AR . H X AR
T HE A 90 %) 17 2 ) B2, A AR AR AFF 98 14, {H X6 4
P HEK G 8 A 3 SR T B o R T

3T 55 AR A HE K AR AR K HE K A T8 R AE S A
XL 4 FE 4,

x4 WHERHEIKRHEKEERRHE

mH Wi et
K Hk Bk HEK SN
HKE DAL REK, 1.3~23 2.5~62
KT 15K RIS YA AL AR, V5K AT AL sk R RIS e AL R AR, 5K AT AR
o Mg bt R
i —#>200 mm, V5KER/NMERR300mm, HiE <200 mm, FAEHERHRS0 ~ 100 mm,
B T A2 4500 ~ 1000 mm RPN . T4 % A4 9150 ~ 200 mm
. BEHE<400 mmA, FHH0.6~09 ms™; B B /)N [ TR 3015 ~ 0.50 m/s; AT R
L= > 400mmiif, WHH0.9 ~ 1.4 m-s™! PRAPRIGIL, TR IR R
E1£200 ~ 300 mmAT, FEHE<0.55; Eit
o 350 ~ 450 mmftf, FEHE<0.65; FHIR500~900  FEWEEAERHIH0.20 ~ 0.80, — 0.5, WATHR
- mmi}, FEWEE<0.70; B> 1000 mmis;, FEWHEE  HESEERHEKAE BLEL T AR N JH
<0.75
L PEIL Sy O A AR A T 8 B R
0.004 ~ 0.006
E1£200 ~ 300 mmAf, [E]Hi<40 m; E4£500 ~ 700
o I I mmff, <60 m; 45800 ~ 1000 mmft, [HHE SEH KA IFEIEE 100 ~ 200 m, AT HRIEEER
= <80m; 121100 ~ 1500 mmff, [H#E< 100 m;  AFBLHEF AN R
421 600 ~ 2 000 mmAT, [A]Hi< 120 m
KA 4 — B A BRI B WG A I — B A TR A
2R R B T HHL0.013 0.009 ~ 0.013
o ARG . . WA MeEES, £ PVCE. UPVCE . HDPEF . PEESE, HrhL)
8 LR 4 PVCH H F

3 b X ST A IR A AR A B XU 4
(738, 455 RATHEK SHEK A R RE, $2 8
AN HKAE A F RS P ) 5 BRI

32 ARNHKEEEESMEE RS
VFZ AN B IX A A 1 5 K A F6M IR A T5 K
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