X
Gﬁinré wok o fe s W40 B O 2021469 A

Eco-Environmental ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY Vol. 40, No.9  September 2021
Knowledge Web

DOI1:10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2020051701
Vo/IN, AETE, 2R, 45 I -Fe(11)/S,09" Fl G o A 75 Je i i 5 7 ) pede AL [T RIGAL%, 2021, 40(9): 2912-2923.
SHA Xiaohan, REN Xuan, NIU Chengxin, et al. Enhancement for the rupture of waste activated sludge cells and directional methane

conversion based on microwave-Fe( Il )/S,0¢* combined pretreatment [J]. Environmental Chemistry, 2021, 40 (9): 2912-2923.

WiK-Fe(ll)/S,0s AERBUTRBAMEE R BIRENL”
.;y ANigkD 4R R 4;_7?‘§1 % ,323‘-\12 ?EJL gP1,2,3,4 s

(L ABRIRIE K e A SRR 2 e, BT e B B S A B R T S0, BV, 2002415 2. A HLE A9
AL TR ARG, B, 200241 3. F#EsEH 5ES2 2056, B, 200092;
4. [ARBEUEFRARENTT X E L RSB E TREARG O, L, 200062 )

 OE ORISR T -Fe(11)/S,08 M4 AL XS IRIAZL . W ek b LI G ML RR M ny e, 4%
R, PR WAL AT AR RIS YR IR EE AL, TR -Fe( 11 )/S,08 FiA WAk 38 A F| F 58 £k 75 Ué 21 g
WA, gpEIRAE AT, WEAPUR LR, APk R S5 R0 AR A LR B B AUE e, e,
I 45 BT 640 W, Fe(11)/S,04% = 0.8/1.0 mmol-g '-TS e fE WAL B 44, BLEHTS e fft 1 2 4 ( soluble
polysaccharides, SPS) M4V Xt FALH & 7.5 fF, IREF=SFANAE 4 d RIFTIABIEAE, PR G5 i Ia) e
Ml A BRIS VR A AT 2 75.7%, H. SPS EBRRIEFH] 98.6%. — K ) 11 F M RIBRE %, 15 PRk i 3R e
LEPERETCOMRIR R, LTS B 1) 7™ FR o6 05 o D) 2 3 i AR e R e 20 P s 7 i ) S R ) 24 TR . B IR TEA
G — LR, REMEG MKW DR, HAM TEBRLHEEFRET Y
20.1 kWhkg ™', {URIERR 45% — 60%.

XgER Jskisie, REWAL, Wk, Fe(l1)/S,08, reMkettft, —%&zh s,
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Abstract In this study, the effect of microwave (MW)-Fe(Il )/S,0¢* combined pretreatment on

sludge cells rupture, biodegradability and subsequent methane producing potential were investigated.
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The results demonstrated that single microwave pretreatment could promote the anaerobic digestion
of sludge, while the combined process could greatly promote the lysis of sludge cells, shorten the
hydraulic retention time, and improve the removal rate of organics. The enhancement effect showed a
close correlation with the applied MW power and oxidant dosage. The optimal condition was
observed to be MW 640 W and Fe(1l)/S,0¢* 0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS. Under this condition, the
solubilization degree of the sludge was 7.5-time higher than the control and the peak of methane
production in subsequent anaerobic digestion was obtained after only 4 days, with 75.7% shorter
start-up time than other samples. Also, the biodegradation of organic matter, especially soluble
polysaccharides, reached the highest of up to 98.6%. The further analysis by fitting with the first-
order dynamic model demonstrated that the potential of methane production rather than the
hydrolysis rate was necessarily related to methane production. Although a net energy output was not
realized even under the optimal pretreatment conditions, the current result can save at least 20.1 kWh
of specific energy consumption per kilogram dry sludge, which was only 45%—60% of traditional
energy consumption.

Keywords  Sewage sludge, anaerobic digestion, microwave, Fe(Il)/S,04*, methane

production, first-order dynamic model.
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FRET Y5 P R TH AL G K TRAE . STRALAN™ HBE 4 B B, o 7K i a3 3 TA Ry 2 IR A8 T AR R FR
HOPIRW. P S KR AR, R B TR PO AR TR R T R R AR R
1 Fe(11)/S,05™ AL B P AR L 5 45 AR T 25K s Ak V5 U T A, ol DR 40T Atk 7.

TEX L FAH T ik, Fe(11)/S,04 F ALk &I EAT B R 7. it SR £k 76 /K h g o i P i HL
Ao A A ME B R B ER £ A 1 (S,0¢%), HEMIE M8k [Fe(11)] B ALAE T F= Az 5 R SRR AR H
FE (SO, )M, B [ i L HA TR & 0 A AR R A7, mT DAV % AL I [ f M A1 3R 6 W, 3R Vs i 22
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1 #MBLE5 )7 (Materials and methods)

1.1 SZEe kR

ARSI BRI A5 T5 PR B A LT AT K AL ER T, SN (10 HDBRZYE, BT 4 °C VKA
TRAFE H; FEA IS DR IR TE 37 °C T ARE 1247 I IR AU AR ) I v #% (AnMBRS ) , 12 2 W i LA 4R 75 8 0
FEJ, CARREIBAT 2 a. BRI GG Je i & TR AR Q02 1 FoR. A 286 BT 25500 Lok & B iR
#:(FeSO, TH,0) 51 — A FRET (K,S,0y).
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Table 1 Properties of Waste Activated Sludge and Seed Sludge

f8FRIndicators 4375 E Waste Activated Sludge HEF5JESeed Sludge
TS /(g'L™h 36.33+0.2 2930+ 04
VS /(gL 1839+ 1.0 149202
pH 7.51+0.0 7.49 +0.0
TCOD /(mg-L™) 15382.78 £ 547.7 18712.18 £ 862.6
SCOD/ (mg-L ™) 618.16+ 1.7 42027+17
TPN /(mg-L ") 253624+ 61.7 2555.93 + 145.2
SPN/ (mg-L™) 46.97+2.0 37.63+2.2
TPS /(mg-L™) 1602.32 £ 171.1 1981.31 £ 101.8
SPS /(mg-L™) 19.02+1.3 13.76 £ 0.9
AN /(mg-L™") 290.49 +36.8 306.26 + 4.1

1 TS: total solids, AL [E{4; VS: volatile solids, ¥4 % 4 [f{4; TCOD: total chemical oxygen demand, &4k 2475 % & ; SCOD: soluble

chemical oxygen demand, ¥ fit P fk 2475 % & ; TPN: total protein, 5.7 9 5i; SPN: soluble protein, ¥ f# M5 [ 5i; TPS: total
polysaccharides, &L Z##; SPS: soluble polysaccharides, #1422 4; AN: ammonia nitrogen, Z .

1.2

% -Fe( I1)/S,0¢% & TiAb B 52 56

BB o U8 B 2% 9 3R 43 75 Jle 300 mL, B #3494 (B 1), 4% Fe(ll) 5 S,0¢* % LE ] 0/0. 0.2/0.25.
0.4/0.5. 0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS FREL, £ AT5 Y. [RIET, K J5Je A [R] S Ak Fl Ak B 5 J 7E 0. 320, 640 W I
KR (] HE A 2 H A BR 2 5 HC-83303FB, )% 800 W, 41 5K 2450 MHz) , 43 Hil i ik 7 &b BH 90 s, L)

R A B AR AL B 45 . TAL B S IR A BT 4 °C VKA, il aefdi .

—

T A5
Waste Sludge
T T
" =
e
I]-‘eSO4-7H20| |KZSZOJ % Mifgwave 8

Wl-Fe(1)/S,08 H &

TAL R 515 6
Sludge treated with
MW-Fe(1 )/S,03~

¥

COD. PN, PS Bt AN FZ il 2
Determination of
COD, PN, PS and AN

37 CHEAEEFE37 d
Culture in a 37 °C incubator
shaker for 37 days

L

SCOD. SPN. SPSk Ji I Fl Jot 7= &l &
Determination of SCOD, SPN, SPS
and methane production

. 4

BB 5 5 2 17 AR

Data analysis and dynamics modeling

B SeimsE

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of experimental process
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1.3 = HGE s Ae St g

TEHL 0/0, 0.4/0.5. 0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS FiAb Fi {5 Y AT = FH B v RESC 56, [ iy 4 M AR FL 120 mL 119
ML, FTARRBUR 90 mL. #2575 U8 5 FilAb BLY5 U8 B4 & PE AR (VS) FE R 10 1, SRR I8 31 Fil
BEAERT, SR ZEBK A FE. R, 3 Fpi5 U 5 2818 K L 68 mL : 12 mL TR A& 2% A LTS, 15 R %F
HR, DA LB s e F e 15 s (8. B Ar AR I, T i 210 0(99.999% ) 11 I 375 2 <. 2 min, DAPRIEIR
A, RS BT 37 °C EIR AR FRAR (MR T ARBR L TR TF KA BRA R HZQ-C, B3k 355 W)
K535 37 d. AT SO0 S8 B OPAT SR, DAORTIESS S A v 1. DR GECT Ak DA R, s SO ARG 4% Ak A% 4 Y
PGB, 18 R A BV R B b A AR A, AR N [ S G 4 1 7 B v . O R T A 2 e 1
B RN B3 S mL, FH 0.45 pm fFLUE B 38, W0 T2 7 e B . 20 S AU LA &
pH 55, 4307 AT Al ik 72 KA WL I f P .
1.4 B 15l

B T — 28 J1220 ) Bt Gompertz!'”, Andrews!"™™ DA K 5] 4 1) 45 K 22 AR A0 SR Hl b IR
AARGAEVIEDTENLE]. o, —2 8l 1 2R RE S S B0k A AL K A %, I ] Ak B8 H o 7= 1
g, A=) fis.

By = fa(1 —exp(=k,,0)), t >0 QP)

o, By, 245 2 W 1) A8 2 A e 5 (mL-g'-VS); fg S de K™ FGE NS 77 (mL- g '-VS) 5 kiyyg A2 7K fiff 3 5
FEL(A); ¢ BRI AR BT (d) 5 exp /&N FHENE e L AITEEREL, e fH°M 2.71828.
1.5 BEESHT

RIVEAN R A TUAL B R 25 nl AT, DTS R LU REARE S T 2005 ™= e o S S H0it
5 P FIUA B A B R 5 FH T G0 20 ) e, A PR AR T AL R B R AU A T 7 B B
H R TR TR AR B, WAL B AR sk A 2 (2) fif R ey,

_ Pxt
" VxVS

Horh, B i ABER (kI kg'-VS); PRI AN Z(KW) ; ¢ 240 BERE] (s); V2 I5 KRS (L) ; VS 2%
KM REAR (kg L),

ey 4 RS LU B =X I i i R, OB B A =K (3) i s 22,

Eo = Pemaén 3

Hor, Ey i B & (k- kg '-VS) 5 Py A H e 7= (m? kg '- CH,-VS) 5 8 F e A AR A7 #A(E (kI m -
CHy), 2574 35800 kJ-m-CH,*; n iy BERH LA, 2970 90%.

H 5 A 0 2 A AR R DATH AR T A, IE (R R R R R R, TR TR A (4)
PR,

Ffl P4, A BT
A FFAE .

(2

AE = E,~E, 4

1.6 F8FRI BTk

SR B 3 F AR 3 (PHS-25, A ) I pH; LARS A 1057032 0 52 COD, 7 AR Hh S Ja in A FE 4% TR 4 5
TR ERIA W, T 150 °C =i i, Rrv2 205 40 60 B2 (DR3900) 1l 5 ; TPN il SPN SR U Folin-% [
IR (Lowry 72:24) , 85 28 I (— & W A NaOH ., Na,CO; IF Wi 5 — 5 W FE 1Y CuSO,-5H,0 1 Wl
KNaC,H, 04 4H,0 A LA 100 ¢ 1 = 1 A9 LU BLEC B ) Ab BES AR B BCE, Jo A S CH 5k B
R IN B R B Ak S RCE , e o B EETHEA TN 2 ; TPS 55 SPS SREUR By - i 112, A 2%
13 A0 55 W 1 A BRI, Y A B E R TR AT, R O EE TN A 5 ki I Fa A (ORP) i 4 45
3 ORP 11 (PHS-25, H[E ) 5 ; TS A1 VS i FHE & vk, Hoh TS it 105 °C Ay LA Mt 2 48 5 /5 AR
IR EAS, LR L, 6 H S 3BT 600 °C #E— A 2 h Je i B E E 2005 2] VS; B b
S AR ORI (GC-2014C) HEATIE . F EXCEL #EAT40 98 5+ A 5 4b 38, 1] Origin 23 BT 503 15 2%
EVBIR (R
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2 LEE 551G (Results and discussion)

2.1 AR WA B 20 ) A5 V8 35 A MLAL R 52 T
2 & ORA iAb B 7 205, 4% 75 U6 SCOD. SPN &5 SPS ik i 4% fk, o] LL A& 1 il ik T

Fe( 1 )/S,0¢ M 15 5 15 Ve 45 F5 b 18] 77 78 b 2 A0 . R A6 R 82 L 4514 0.4/0.5 mmol-g™'-TS B, 7E4H
) LA N LTI, 45 b ke 8 i o 0t 4 S5 00 238 1 34 R 22 B e 34, Iy, SCOD 1 i ety T ek
PR Th B B bR A O, B 2(a) AT 0, Y AE 640 WL I TR AL FER, 75 U@ SCOD #k B R, A
1453.24 mg L', T BL 2544 T 7= F B TS BB K. #EAH [R) s Wi Ab #4544 7, SCOD Al SPN[ &l 2(b)] ¥ J&
¥ 5 S0 BOn & B b, S A B TR R AR [ BE T LUE I i RS | B SR N DA R N AR A i
RO AT DL R R /N o T 0 & EL BRI CO, AT HyO 2%, A7 Y J2, SPS[ I 2(c)] #e 78 1k
A5 SCOD 1 SPN S8 44 &, W LA, B MR AR FI i L R 05 A3 BE B 1k b 5 4 ML/ R 7. HE Filkk
PR AR P AL SEREA# 75> SPN, 1M SPS D432 S ik 2 5 [, S84 AR 40 A & ) it R 6 A AL R
fifi PN 46> SPN Ab, i fifi H AR A R A 85 1 B2 oL, 17 PS R i %4k SPS. Kk, SPS ¥k B AT UL
WA S5 Bl AS ) A B 2% 4R ¥ U8 B AR . T A E T A BIR G MK vk B AR A 5 (Fe( T1)/S,047 =
0/0—0.2/0.25 mmol g '-TS), oI 4 G b 30T 975 e A% B A 28k A R T XS AR BB 7 B B2 5 1 X 41
AL BE 1 B 1Y e e B2 48 AL 57 (Fe( 1T )/S,04% =0.8/1.0 mmol-g - TS ), T k& 4b # X % AL RE 71 AO$2 T+ %4 21
BT XV I AR BE B3R AL, 17 Fe( 11)/S,0¢% =0.4/0.5 mmol-g - TS J& T~ MM i) 25 By ask I8 Uk 8, im0 5 oF
PL_E 5 T 3R TR AEAERRE IR/ R R, BRI 80T H SCOD 5 SPS ik J A8 fbi#a 34 5 HoA 2 AN

[f]. [ 2(a) 5 (b) ¥ 87 T 75 U6 5 M 25 SR i 480 £ 7900 R A e Ty 238 1 34 KT 15 5, R D R 5 640 W,
Fe( I1)/S,0¢>=0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS I SR F {3, SPS ¢ IR F 142.05 mg- L™, 2RI 7.5 5. L4 1

] T G0 8 ST %) AR AT T o R AR 4 i A AR e, AT (R 2 B R AR 1 Pl 6 %) 200 B A0 SR 5 W Y

fiff, IS T M N WL RE R, () ARSI 2 S U B R ) 4 1 B IR R 400 i S A O (AR — AR A,

FE AR BN A R A5 B0 T, B A A B v 52 ol s Bl ) 238 A 348 g 22 . LA IE] 2(b) Hr SPN e i

151, 0 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS £H i ¥k FE 8 R Y B AR T 66.6%; 1 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS 41 SPN 2
FREIEEN T 82.9%, Wl fe A, AT AN, e i 5 Ay PROn o AR 1 B R AR 1) Pl 25 55 A7 LA S I A 3
ki, ST T AL R A AR

T’:l()OO- (a) o 4001 (b)

%1400 o, 350f

= g

g 1200 = 300

2 1000 5 250

k2 o

E i E 200

g £ 150

3 7 2 100 Z

. / 2 50 /

2 LA ZHS .
640 0 320 640

Microwave/W

I Fe( 0)=0 mmol-g '-TS

Fe(11)=0.2 mmol-g I-TS

[_JFe(11)=0.4 mmol-g'-TS
Fe(11)=0.8 mmol-g -TS

80+
60 F
40t

The concentration of SPS/(mg-L™1)
o S
f=) (=) (=] f=]

320 640
Microwave/W

2 AT F T V5 SCOD, SPN, SPS ¥
Fig.2 SCOD, SPN and SPS concentrations of sludge under different pretreatment conditions
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2 b, B -Fe( 11 )/S,08™ #i & AL BRAR R A HE 135 U 785 MR S AL e e, AR B SCOD 7K
TR 4 FC R e 7 Bt 2 MO AR, (EL R J5 2 R AR A 1 f 4.
2.2 [ FAL 3T =00 PRAEH AP RE Y 520

TEA [F) B -Fe( 11 )/S,08” S8 ALAR & UL BEZEAF R, 15 IR PRAAUTH AL A o H 7= 3 5 R F ™ B an 181 3 B
N ] WA TR T A BT PR e 7 e B4 T RICR B £ s A2 Fe( T1)/S,04™ AL AL B AY 75 7 H e
32 F M HE G UL B 5 P i PR AL A BB 3 i . il TS 56 T EAT SR S U B 75 e PR AR TH
AEHERE RS20, B — T4 B 5 YR A AE RS L, PR M7 R 5 F00AE 75 e 4 Ik ) o 7 B e 5 28 1k 7 5256 iy
K 3(a) H e H = S AR R S B AN [R], Al o3 D 7 38 (1 —9 )« 9801 (10—32 d) 54 41
(33—37 d)3 PR Ek.

—8— 0 W-Fe(I1)=0 mmol-g™-TS —o— 0 W-Fe( 11 )=0.4 mmol-g"!-TS —a— 0 W-Fe( 11 )=0.8 mmol-g"!-TS

—— 320 W-Fe(II )=0 mmol-g"'-TS —o— 320 W-Fe( 11 )=0.4 mmol-g '-TS —<— 320 W-Fe(I1)=0.8 mmol-g"'-TS
—— 640 W-Fe(I1)=0 mmol-g !-TS —o— 640 W-Fe(11)=0.4 mmol-g"-TS —+— 640 W-Fe( 1l )=0.8 mmol-g™!-TS

©)

&
=1
T

4001

[o%)
=1
T

300

b
=1
T

2001

—
<
o

100F

Daily CH, production/(mL-g™1)

Accumulative CH, production/(mL-g™")

& ' 0 E’;g s444 & 54 4
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40

<

B3 AR P H 7, B 5
Fig.3 Daily and accumulative methane production under different pretreatment conditions

22,1 F— SRR TR BT DR AT A R R 15 R

MIE 3(a) BT LA, 75987 et 1 5 0 b P FCEUSE L. 7R85 — BB, TUAd 25 R R /)N
O3 AL AT LA R 7 B e, DRt S HAR TS DA L, AR A B 75 TR 4 (320 W 640 W) TE I
] DA AR PERE AR, HLrh 640 WG AL BRYS D2 A F e H 7™ SR IR 2 de R, 15 6 RIAFIIE{H (33.47 +
0.99)mL-g'-VS, ZJFIRHY 2.7 1. 55 — B B a], DU AL BTS Y ity F e H = R4 20 T [ (B R 2 d i,
5 I A S ARE = A0 T I, BB BUR YR T 15 98 vh 455 R SO BORAT ALY, AR IR oK i
BEAE IR B T S 2 00 5 I A 0 (A — 4R B, ISR T B e B e H 7 3R A5 11T P B B 44 5
SR T B, e e D A A PR 2 B (T A7 R T (55 6 KD, ARl R ol e Ak B0 4 DU o 37
TP (36 12 %), oG IH PH TR 20 2 A il T B X 35 Je 200 M A S VR SCR B R DR 1 58, R R R
ZEE AR HLBTEE 1 O DU 0 7 T BE s ). 2 I, — SEERE A S 4 G B A DL ROK i
N PRARTH A S E 18 RO IE W, SO A R B e 7 B S AR T i 18D 3(b) W, A Ak B S 8 R R
(0 e R B A s W IS 1 29 RINFREEEETY, 55 37 R, AR 5 640 W I 320 WY it 4k
H5 Y8 ST Ve i ) LSRR 5 T 81.0% 11 48.9%.

N[5 T Bipl T Ak B 7 ek RE A4 7, 18] 3(a) 5 (b) BIR MU Fe( 11 )/S,05™ S A5 4 Bl 2 41
il V5 Je R Ak, X 5 Zhen S5 15 B A 4518 — B0 MR AT IHEE T 3 AN J5 1 —J& B A A0 500 7 T Ak
PRRBOHFE 1 R A AL, AR BT B i D T2 T Fe(11)/S,087 AL B BUA R N A
PR D A7 T, AN 7 FBE R AR BY; e A, SR AR R 2 5 1R 15 V8 4R ML 0 3R & W e, S MR AL
A= W ) DR 80558, 33X U X Ao 0 mP ARCAE 0 A 7 A A b A . AR DR AT A A2 P, Fe(T1)/S,087 =
0.4/0.5 mmol-g'-TS 475 I Ih & A 7=, i Fe(1l)/S,0¢>=0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS £ 75 I 7 55 24 K IFIh =
HGEIFAE RS 5 RINZEHE, Fe & W g H 77 %3k 81 1 (33.21 +0.04 )mL-g '-V'S. A] USRI, 7i4b 288 4% 1y
SEAR TR E T B BERR 2 A R O AL E T 58 AT 6, b i B AL MR A 22, sl AL IR IR
BEGF, 3%  FLAR I B i AR S R T R AR IR
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222 fdE-Fe( 1 )/S,04> Fi A AL BEXS DR AR AL 1 BE 1 52 1

Pl 3(a) S, FA UL 385 U8 1 H e H = 3R I 7R DR AR SRS 4 K B (E, Tl b e 5
T8, Fi il K ) N HEFIAR YR A (26.28 + 3.02) mL-g'-VS( 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-Fe( II )/S,0> g "'-TS) .
(16.52 = 0.00) mL-g"'-VS(640 W-0.4/0.5 mmol-g"-TS) . (15.39 +0.49)mL-g"'-VS(320 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-
TS) F1(14.83 £ 0.25) mL-g"'-VS(320 W-0.4/0.5 mmol-g'-TS), 15 T 5 8. {5 i T Hisb By BEi iR M A
P X A AL B A R, 5 S A SR B L 0.8/1.0 5 e o, HEAY = B Bk RE 1 A A st ok &b
2 A TRLA B U i 0 B FE o I 7 3RS i O BIORIT AU AR 1 34 A 0 B, T AR R e N R, Ak R T
A I 25 R 0.4/0.5 mmol-g'-TS Y &b 345 Jfe 20 7 < fig 1 34 7 S5O 0.8/1.0 mmol-g™'-TS 20, AT LAHEN,
e AR TR S T R TR R 2 A LT, S T R e e Ak, (EOR A A IR S AR, FESE R
Bt He H =R 2 FIREAR, L PRG3R TR A A B b AR 1 775 R I I, AT 4 mT B Joe Ak 40 o A2 i
WIHFETE 4, F8UE 20 B Gevs TR, AT AILTT 0T FE 0 30 4% 804k FUXT S A6 4 0 P (X 40 i, il b 2
A FRTG PR AESS 15 KRG W ke H = RIHE . G BRI IE, 55 =B B E], Fe(11)/S,05*=0.4/0.5 mmol-g'-TS 4
AL BRTS YER H e H 7 A LR, 5 Fe(11)/S,05> =0.8/1.0 mmol-g '-TS A7 &b B 41 4 728 16 L AH
SR 3] R 2 PR A AR AR £ AR A 7R Ak B A ATL T R ) A1 T R 55 T o R0 AR AR L T U TP B R i K 2
G B A DL O AR T B2 TR 53, 3K Ry I 917 BB AL T I, i v 390 SR A PR 2 AR IR
AT AR SR T PR A — AR A, R A HRS YR R ST b B A2 BB, (E O B H e e A
59 RIFHE AT K, RETH A 3 AR08 T 75.7%( B 3(b)]. ti s nl UL, #5474k 2 42
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Fig.4 Concentration of SCOD, SPS and SPN in supernatant under different coupling pretreatment conditions
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K] 4(b) 27~ SPS HAT = BEGE — W T Bt 3, Wl 7E 63 mg L' LA L, fem BBRFINE] T 98.6%
(640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g =TS 41 ), 484k 771 %) 25 B 25 1% 45 T Bb Al o 4 28 A5 — 4 00 02, & 4(c) TP Ik
i E AR AL L SPN A Ve 3 A2 Ak S4B I DX 531 1 i ) b R, 172 SPN B s (] 3 i, i i 2 A
B 48 K, I B4 AT REVA A T Fe( 11)/S,04% = 0.4/0.5 mmol-g =TS #H 4 4b BEI5 VR 5 , I 4% i 84k 57 1
AT VAR B SR 0 20 B 454, it 484k 700 45 04 0.8/1.0 mmol-g =TS Ay 75 Y 4H M| i W5 F5 ek i IR 75
Ve AR 22IR TR AN EPS G54, {fiH v (%) 220 R 2R 1 Btk A WRAEY. A, Z2 050 AR UL 5 T 88 1 BT e
I B A AT Y, & BE NS 5 R T 4% A DT B ) G K B, X 45 Fe(11)/S,08% =
0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS Fii &b 375 SPN AYTHFEM Z/ N TREAGH 2, TR B0 T HUR B A I8 S 3.

2.4 HA UL HRXH S YR )R

K5 SR TARRE G B BEZAE R, 5 IR 4 AL HLUS [ 8] 5(a)] RIREIEARIE [ B 5(b)] I TS M.
H1 ] S(a) AT, ZEAH RGO A5 0 T, TS 22 BRa80 R Bl 402 50 180 im0y 18 g 728 22, 35K mT g 051 R 1 e A
Je R B AR RN B RE B, AR A TR I 55 1 R VR TR S R A Ey o i, ) s 41 0 4SS 1) 1 6T 24 i
PR 5 RS AR, E AR BT D9 A AL E A RO, E 200 A B S5 ATS A TR 207 A6 7, AT 53801 A Ak
FIBIN A5 T TS BRI,

35 77 Fe(I1)=0 mmol-g™-TS JR& 41k it Before anaerobic digestion

[3%)
<

@ [ Fe(I1)=0.4 mmol-g™'-TS (b I 5 453 1k J After anacrobic digestion
: 30k F— Fe(I1)=0.8 mmol-g"'-TS 2 s
P [ n
= — @
£ = 2 20t
2 = £
= 20 7 — ot
o  e—
B L | — <
5 = £
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o — o
2 = °
1= 5L — = 5F

[=}
<

1 1 ]
20 540 R OBRGW Y e
8
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Fig.5 TS of sludge after pretreatment and anaerobic digestion under different conditions

e AH T 48040 0] #8m BE R, T8 IR B AL B E OE J2 IR AN AR S, D R AT 2 3R (640 W)
X5 U8 TS HIACR AR A A, £ 640 W R AR B )5 U8 TS A fg g, i % 1 53.7%, HUOR 640
W-0.4/0.5 mmol-g'-TS AL H 5 Je 20, Ky 38.6%, 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g~'-TS £ & 23.2%. {H7E K A 1k
Jo, 640 W ZH (K95 I8 TS #e B AR # AR T, $97F 21.50 gL' £ 47, R4 Fe(11)/S,04* = 0.8/1.0 mmol-g '
TS #i5 4b PS5 Je vl it SOR A BAR, (BRI T — B | R AN AL fS , e TS AT ARRAREI JL-F- 5 HoAt 781
Ak SR 2R A ) ) 7K, 33 3 WIS [l 75 1904k R 2% X0 5 0 i A 2 Wil ) 22 S AN K.

I, £33 75 SEAN [ AL BH 2% X 15 e 78 U AR A5 45 B IR 1] B9 52 ), 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS 4y
SR A TIUAL BR AR
2.5 PREGHAL R 3 )2 i L

He BT B e A SL I B AU G B — 2Bl ) A R R LR A ) B A Sl 7, 2R 2 S T A
RIRTRISR, S8 b 23T H e i i 52 PRABCRT U (B, AR B SCHETE, 7R AT FUARE R, B A A 25
Je 5 I8 rp A K™ F e v 0 (fy) -5 Wi BUROREAE LE | 5 28 ARG B U L, — 2l T A B R 3 A
BB fy 28 Ak Fe SN [, JF 75 640 W R Ak B 45 76 F 38 B B K H 437.2 mL-g -VS, X 5
Serrano"™® S AUBIFFE 45 R — B0 MK AR A T A it RE it BRI A B, BRAA 1A AL I AR e gk A0 7 Y gk 0 ),
PRI 7K i T3 R (Fengg) AU A S RS 0 £ 00 38 A P R A T S5 Y 5 — A T B8 A 0. R AR
T K i AR B RSO RS I TR Y, 640 W R TR, 5 R 40.8%; T FERE G Ak FRAF B
T kg BEFUE PRIEAF AR AL I UF 5 fo HEIC, TERT FEAR AT S5 S8 AR B i e L . 5 3 S 3
S b, X AT BE A PR TR D A4 T SR AR 5 A HIL B AR G T A 20 T i h AR AL, TR A% S 22 9 46 AL



2920 7N 54 1t 2 40 %

FTEDREH A R rPoRE I by BEAR TR KA, DTS B BB 3R A BRT5 E RY Kyyq BLSE 5, Hor, 320 W-
0.8/1.0 mmol-g™'-TS FALFLI5PELHIY kyyyq (E KA 0.174 d7', JZJRIEHY 3.6 £%.
R 2 AFEBULBLEN T —sh 1B 250

Table 2 Estimated parameters of first-order kinetic model under different pretreatment conditions

e B 320 W 640 W

Parameters Raw sludge 0/0 0.4/0.5 0.8/1.0 0/0 0.4/0.5 0.8/1.0
B,/(mL-g"'-VS) 229.43 341.56 114.92 78.24 415.22 124.10 114.00
Sd/(mL-g'-VS) 280.7 408.2 122.6 82.1 437.2 136.4 119.5
khyd/d™! 0.049 0.044 0.120 0.174 0.069 0.106 0.173

R — 0.994 0.958 0.919 0.996 0.955 0.918
Adjust R? 0.755 0.994 0.956 0.913 0.996 0.952 0.912
B/(mL-g'-VS) 235.49 329.19 121.18 81.96 402.65 133.69 119.35
Diff./% 2.64 3.62 5.44 476 3.03 7.73 4.69
RSS(103) 16.300 0.903 0.597 0.912 0.979 0.057 1.973
rMSPE 11.14 22.74 11.50 6.85 23.11 17.63 9.83
AIC 118.82 72.52 65.91 72.69 73.83 28.33 85.04

TE: Bio: DAY IR ZE 8 it B s TO0 (40028 FP Gt i R2: MG R4 DIff(%): B RIB,Z 22, WIDIff.(%) =| By, - B, | / Byx100; RSS:

5% 2% 5 F1; tMSPE: 35 BRTIUIR 2% AIC: ARt B0, o rp, rMSPERIAIC/ ML EL-Mashad %5 B 1 7 iR HHL 9.

DG AL BRT5 IR 2H 5 640 W GG S5 A TG IR ZH ], 2250 By fa F1 kipyg BEAS [R) 400 B 25 A1 1) 78
feth £, & 6 T UL, AR AR BRI, By, 11 fy W2 R FEBE A kiya MOBE S [ BT 6(a)], TITE 640 W GHUEHE &
WAL RS , SRS ST 5 AR B [ & 6(b)], 1H By, F fy AR H IR A OR 5 i BE— B AT LLAE
Wi, By, Fl fq IR kg A ALIRIR 2R, TF ELIG I Kyyq I A G2 O R H b6 7™ 8. Zhen 5507 1 %
B, B PR AW A N R HEAT IR TS, kg (65 Bi. fo B RHRICIC; 205 Y8 247 v pl Fil Ak 2
I, PR -BRURE 5 TUAL LAY HE VA VR TS B RB 2 5 T B R BERCR . e, 5 Pan 55190 159 31 (19 2518 AHW)
Gy BIK AR T R0 DR AR 2, (BB A 4 ] B A 7 e py M — B R, FE A B 7 W e v
73 D012 5 W R s AR 2 R e 7 1) S B 249 PR 1

4501 () —e=B,/(mL-g"-VS) A Joo7o asop ® —e— B /(mL-g"-VS) 10.20
—‘ffd/(lﬂg]g"-VS)/__' ' . —A— fy/(mL-g 1-VS)
o A00f  Thgdt A {0.065 & ——hiyg/d! .
> > 350
T 350} 0.060 oo 10.15
= 4 T - I
5 0.055 = 5250 %
oo, Jooso < 3 <
= A g " Jo.10
o 2501 (] 0.045 of 1504 :\/A
10.040 . ~——*
200 1 L 1 0.035 50 L 1 1
0 320 640 : 0/0 0.4/0.5 0.81/1.0

Microwave/W (Fe( I )/S,0¢7)/(mmol-g '-TS)

Bl 6 By foq Fll kyyq BEAS ) UL B 25 R A A8 HE 35
Fig.6 Trends of By, fq and kyyq with different pretreatment conditions

26 fAEEIFAL

ABIFFE LA A AL B 0.8/1.0 mmol-g '-TS A e Tl b BEAS A B S REFE Y TR AR, HIFIAE T k115
TR T 5 e i TAL 31 L REFE (LU T-32 VS i) S RE &P, BB & /0B i3k 3 B, 455 i
718, MCHVBE 1S B8 i B2 /N T T4k B A rhdan AR RE B, 4% 25 1 35 0K 38 B IE RE 51487, 14 7 RE 43 il by
—6.7 kWh-kg'-VS 5-13.9 kWh-kg '-VS. tt BLGR 3= 55 X T o 0] ik i MR AR 9 53 A8l P 5 | 14 18] 4 4
Ak, 35 P8 H R 3 A A T 3 i A LIS e LR A, TRk S AR R 1 (B2 s Ak, S R AT
7= REZ R
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F 3 AW BE T (kWhkg'-VS)

Table 3 Energy balance under the optimal preconditioning conditions

Z:4{(Parameter 320 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS
i1 A\ fiE f Energy applied 7.4 14.8
e B 5 7t Energy content of methane 0.7 1.0
rHE & = Net energy production -6.7 ~13.9

S -Fe( 1T )/S,0¢" # A TRALIE T. 2045 K T S MIREAE, I R B R S e B E BT A RE IR 5 4
AR E) T RBL Z A PR T2 RE A T B v Mk e DR ST Ak 2R Gt BRI TR 5K 1R e 5, X4 T T Ak
A E RS A WS, T V5 KA FE 5 IR AN E T2 rh R R AL T AN A T, B E A
KRB R 15—20 d, IRV ALARHE 1 kg T15 08 — M5 THAE 50.3 kWh R £z b5, 15
Yo = BRI 1] PT 4RI 2R 9 d, 30fF /0 M H 2 20.1 kWh BURE &, BRTTAL BEAN LE BEABA JFUR 1 45% —
60%. (53— A2, FVER T A e 2 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g '-TS AL BAEFEY 1.4 1%, 320 W-0.8/
1.0 mmol-g '-TS FiANFRFERERY 2.7 %, X BFAK T 3415 Ve A B F2 19 LU RERE, M0 -Fe( 1 )/S,047 A
T B SEBR R FH RS T nl AT

W FBH, T -Fe( 11 )/S,08% #5-A Tl Ak 35U 338 5 £ 15 e V5 M >Fe 52 i) DR 403 e a8 v FR I A0 1)
b, BRSNS 115 087 BEPERE, (0 35 40 J6 T DR A0S B IR a], v D SR A int i B 5 v 39 o AR )
AVE N R b2 = T ML L BRR. Ah, — G F12E 305 43 07 i B T FR e 7= (4 A8 f B 7=
St 185 AR K it R 3, 3 A5 e 7 BEA T A 4 R0 AL TR SR SR BB VAN, X HAL B T A RRAR TS
T LLREFE, O/ T 5 e A B BT T A 0T A48 A5 328 8 AR, R 4T/ NIRRT /K b B T 135 e
b T Y, 18 T A FR R S R K LR LA (RT3 B8 e IR B 5 /K AL B

3 %58 (Conclusion)

(1) 3 -Fe( 11 )/S,0¢” #5 & Fi AL FRAL i 1 V5 e 145 M., s LR 52 15 fcaple o A0 Ak 700 2 J A L, 7 e
5 640 W, E AT N4 0.8/1.0 mmol-g'-TS B, FAFFS MR BE (Y SPS Wk BE iK% T 142.05 mg' L', &
JRJR 7.5 £5.

(2) AN A0 A B RE 7 R B Pk RE B 47, 640 W 1 320 W {80 8 55k 4 75 918 23 P ey 4 40 1 4 JBL 07
PEE T 81.0% F1 48.9%. fii -Fe( 11 )/S,04> # A T b P 2 100 il DR S804 b, (EL 58 38 4 Jo 17 DR 445 B sk [
Forp e AE TV FRAS M A OB AR S 640 W, Fe(11)/S,05”=0.8/1.0 mmol g '-TS, PRAEH AL A1 hy Ay
FERT Y 1/10.

)AL FEAESE T 5P TS K5 Je R AETH A B vh g HLBE A9 2 Bk, (EOR TR b B8 2544 %) TS Hl
IR EETE 2 AR, T AT AT 2 R 10 2 S 1 TR A B . IR AEAR AR RS 320 W AT 640 W b
Y5 YR 4K SCOD £ [ F 43 H5K N T 29.6% F1 38.9%; SPS 125 [k S ke 7 15 kb B 52 ni 1) 2L 52 /K -, H:
H1 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g '-TS 215 [ SPS [ 3 515 98.6%, JIRBUR iy

(4) — 8 Jy 2 AR W, FA BRAN R4 o K 38 . 4 Jo 45 B B (), (LX) R e e 2 7 1 TG ik 25 5%
M), 56 S AR B 7= R e vk 0 A S s i) A ke A 2 R e 7 i 1) S o 24 TR 7

(5) %} 640 W-0.8/1.0 mmol-g '-TS fe A HlAb A HEAT BE S IFAL, HHBe [T i g i dzs /N T Ak 3L ik
R A B R, (HTRAN I T 2045 58 T /K 1452 B Bif [B), BEAS Sy A oy T 305 R IR ATH AL T 29 e
20.1 kWh-kg ™", #2AE T U BEFESR /N B IR R K 45% — 60%.
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