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(AR A FLTH AL @IS AN R HLL A 1 o B4 32
i 1 IR A3 [28,29].

EADR R, T2 B E e E
TR ICHEE[30]. AN (OL) J2& RN as Frisqr
I EE S, BRI AERR[31,32]. fIKARE (C/
NO Ly Je B8t A2 5 e SR R 50 0 40 e 1R OQ B IR 3R
[33,34]. HH—W kML, KEIKFY S S Fhshis
3 FR A WA RS R = AR AR, RO S #0T
DA w5 v A T 1R 2% v 8 0 F DA OR 358 7= FR e 11 1) B fEpH
B, RIS AR AL T A C/NEL, FERIH T & Fh
BREMAFRMAY . —SiF R |7 HRiEC/N HE
20~30; SR, XANVEES RME FEY AL 40~70
I C/N LY B 535 2 735,361 HET, XTSRRI
TN AD LA, T HA REE LR (BPW) 1)
WRAESHMRAR. HTEHEEL (BP) PARESTE
e, BRI R ARYIBERS TR IR R, JETTRE
SR K AN TAERE[37] .

H T H 80 2 A D Bk 706k 7 88 R 1 A Re VR T 71 it
1T A A 38401, T LIA TR F £ 0 L b i Re VR 75
SRFNFT = AR B ALY, TATH BDEIHATEIRA
IR FE . ABF TR H B OWF FCOLXTBP A 7= V3<% /)
G54, @FEBIA-FE (CM) IR Il 42 = AD 12 g
1 O 7T fRADEFERIE) 1% .

2. MEIFT5 A

2.1 AR D)

AHIEFEAE FH ) 422 M o Db T AL T R 1Y, i
THALAEAL T-ff 2248 2 T H % (Groningen, the Nether-
lands) ff)Garmerwolde JE/KACEL) ™ (WWTP) 4T TR
IKIREEAL . B I CM 2 A 2 il Mk — A7 R R
B AR . AE XS H R AT RAE AL FH 2 7, Jek 5 e
MAEEHEFAES CF, LB R BEE . Hrifed
B N T 3RAT 1o K 8 B Rl 2 1 A B B U
0.5 ecm X 0.5 e K/, SR 5 H 2B 1 /KA B % A
Bk 25 W0 3B B 1R 35 G . AEAE I BP R, K H A 3B L
RAEE (RW-20 S1; Janke & Kunkel, Germany) #E{T
30 s I

2.2, B BETT
B RESH AL (R1DR16) DK EBPIELITFE
FHOLFICM s I X ¥ E S = B 52 . B A 43 fib v 4L

SIS I AE TAF R 9240 mL #9300 mL 35 35 1375 i gk
170 SEBG R 5 BBEE A F I CM & R A e A RIIRE R
BP [ [ et . OLEE AfFTF10g, 14g. 18 gfl22 g
HERMER A (VS: g0, CMIH R EN10%. 20%
HMI30%. MRAESCHR[15,31], ZFY)5EMEIHR (ISR)
HERFAE2. PUR M FE FIEXT IR fh e RIGH T
MK R SR N . AR € ISR T H #2274 F i
VI VSHIGRIK . FEPTA Seged v, JRATE N 1 &
B ZARK, DR ARBRRFE240 mL, )5 H
1 mol- L™ HCUE#I M pHAE I HE 7.04+0.2. BT H M
et 5 B 4l S E 3 min AR AR R AR &4, AR5 ¥
HETHEAS, REEEHHREE Go£l) C,
FEAE SIS B B R F- BB B W IR . N T B IE BRI =42
BIHAKF, AT T &5k Bk . EAE 1k
HEFEIE, RATR AR BV A e VS B2 . BT L
B384 — == BB S i, T A E I N — =
(I S44H + Bt 22 o

23. piiES A

MEAR (TS; gkg) MMVS (gkg!) WK ER
WRHEEE AL B4 P2 (American Public Health Asso-
ciation, APHA) (IKFIE/KACIGFRIET 1) IR E
421, & HpHit (HI-991001; Hanna Instruments,
USA) BZ4EpHE . MRYEHIIER Ui, i Hk

R1 RN SR

Experimental design

Reactor
ISR* CM content (%)* OL (g L")  Replicates

R1 2 0 10 3
R2 2 10 10 3
R3 2 20 10 3
R4 2 30 10 3
RS 2 0 14 3
R6 2 10 14 3
R7 2 20 14 3
R8 2 30 14 3
R9 2 0 18 3
R10 2 10 18 3
RI11 2 20 18 3
R12 2 30 18 3
R13 2 0 22 3
R14 2 10 22 3
RI15 2 20 22 3
R16 2 30 22 3

* Based on volatile solids.



iR 71#& (Hach Lange GmbH, Germany) i€ 4247 %
& (COD; g'kg'), JFHEIeE (DR/2010; Hach
Company, USA) #H47EAk.

BPAICM H A o7 45 4E 25 1) & & 2 M4 [ 5K v] AR
AEYRSLEG % (National Renewable Energy Laboratory,
NREL) W€ IR 7 1 5 (1) [43]. Fp8 Kk 2@ it
BORAR RS (LC 1200 Series; Agilent Technologies,
Inc., USA) MEM). FERENO60 CRIZFMTT, Bk (Hi
BBE ORBE. BTHADRE. H 8 PEAEFLHE) 7EBio-Rad
Aminex HPX-87H % 4% (300 mm X 7.8 mm) _F DLk EE
790.0005 mol-L™"', ¥ii# ¥90.05 mL-min "' [{JH,SO, ¥kt
VRBEAT LB A . BRVE IR B3R 1K) & B2 DA kAl 4
[, A2 A A A A S AE 3 1K 9205 nm. WG RECH
110 L-g ' -em ™ FIEAE R E [

B & H A SME N EER: (HP-PLOT U;  Agilent
Technologies, Inc., USAD TSR (il A3 FLm i 1y
ik $Ees 24 (Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., USA) #fj
FEWRAST, RS EN10 mL. 8 H BAG PR
4350% (V/ V) CH,. 20% (V/ V) CO,H130% (V/ V)
NI AR R i 25 . Rl SR R o) A
M2 24 ] HE M.

fHPAERESE (mL-g, ) HKBREFRE. &
AFE 5 HH A P B A B B A E 5 % 4 152 22 30 [l N S VA
REHRE[44]. HORTEALKTTR] CA2 = B RIS 2= 1 80%
B a2 vH A= R 5 — MBS [45]. TEA
I, AT E VPG 2 B T AR bR AR IR AR AR
IERE ARG = E AT R4 (D, e
AREAEIA—L[T=0C, P=1bar (1bar=10"Pa) ]
[46]:

V. _ VX273 x (760 —p,)
NT (273 +T) x 760 (D

A, RSRESZME N TR FR(mL); VA2 ESHIER
A (mL); p, BI/K28S)E (mmHg, 1 mmHg~133.322 Pa),
R THEIREN R TRMBERE (C),

2.4, Z 1A

T P Bl ) AR S H AR AT LS, LA
SAEFAIEFE . £ Microsoft Office Excel (Microsoft Office
2010) FIMATLAB 2016b H3EAT A1V 70 41 SR — Bt
YRR A A WL AT K, HRH A 2O FN3)

AT IR [47-49]:
—el7] 2)

NG (3

XA, B (O RrRABHS 8 (mL-g, ) B 2K
Pl i K877 (mL-g, ) s n IR T K2
SRR R R A R R HO (47D R E (D).

FRATTHE PR A R 0 1 v S B e S 45 1
WA AT TR R, O T SRR R ) o,
BAVEE THKRE (R,

3. 458 511e

3.1, R I RFE AL

F2 s T IRAE . BPWHICM R, (H157
BN, EMACM PR PELE AN RIS B B AN F 1
BPW ) VS/TS{H 90.87, TfiiCM [1]VS/TSAE ~0.78~0.86,
XL BPW A ML & EBE 5 T CM. AHEFLH CMIVS/
TS E A1 COD i 55 Fantozzi A1 Buratti [50] (I 75 45 25 H 1)
—F, M4l BPW, BPW 5CM RS G &
TEEADBIEE . HoAth o B 75 2 FARERARHR 56 A4 kL 45
FIVEBRIKAG B . AR AN G & B T4k 5 35 A
AT B BE S BRI [41]

3.2 HIBA=ERRT OL I CM & &

K145 T4FOLI A RICME &M HBA &
(mL-g,, . EHEMIELIR, Fra it mEs4a
PRI CE T 4. fEOLAN10 g L' &1 K, CM% &
H10%. 20%F130% HIBP 1) & H % KVE ™ &5 N
112.18 mL-g,.'. 89.56 mL-g,, '#194.01 mL-g,.'. fEOL
14 g LI, CMEEHN10%. 20%F130% 1
SR AT N Y (P =R I TR NS K Wath < 528 11| B
#100.17 mL-g,. ' 96.93 mL-g,, ' #179.96 mL-g,,'. 7F
WM 2R B E8R 20, HEA = EBIEE N
4080 mL-g,, ', AR5 BEBIEARAKT

I SIS A, X T B OL K, AT &
BAK, HFHEBEA LSS, ARSI R
7E AL K F. FEOLN18 gL' FI22 g - L' ACM %
BON10%. 20%F130% KIBP I & H i KA & 4
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R2 EEARR AR AT A . BPW AICM I ELALRR

Parameter Inoculum BPW CM

TS (gkg ) 47.56 +0.10 79.25+£2.27 190.03 + 10.41
VS (g'kg ) 30.09 £0.22 69.03 £2.09 164.00 = 3.88
VS/TS 0.63 0.87 0.86

COD (g'kg ") 47.27+0.73 152.68 £10.17 184.37 £ 13.30
pH 7.36 — —

Cellulose (% TS) ND 5243 +2.81 17.21 £ 1.34
Hemicellulose (% TS) ND 37.19+ 1.64 16.42 +0.80
Insoluble lignin (% TS) 0.95+0.18 5.85+0.78 27.19 +£2.02
Soluble lignin (% TS) 0.76 £ 0.04 1.89£0.15 1.64 +0.63
Extractives ND 7.26+1.58 29.03 +3.19
Ash (% TS) 1.26 +£0.38 1.03+£0.17 4.38+1.02

Values are the averages of three determinations. ND: not determined.
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950.20 mL-g,. ', 48.66 mL-g,.'. 62.78 mL-g, Al
40.49mL-g,.'. 29.57mL-g,.'. 46.54mL-g.'. HJE<
PR 5 OLECM & & 2 M3 A I B IR R R .

3.3. BRUAA BRI T OL M1 CM & &

w bR, T EEBPADMERE, FRATLA10%.
20%F130% I LRI T CM. inE2 f&3 frs, {210
gL HCME 8 H10%. 20%. 30%11%41h~, BPH
SRS RS N514.87 mL g, !, 496.95 mL-g,. ' il
426.43 mL-g,, '« MM TAECMMIRKHRL, 7E£10%
FICMEE TR, WA ENINT12.5%. HILATH, CM
X AD P BE A B o

AT, BEAECME &I NEI30%, HA 7= ICM
EENT0%I AR 7 17.2%. Y87 B BRAR I 5L R 7] g
ST FRE I AFTE LT AN B B AR K IR 41 4 M kL. AR BB
Chiumenti%&[51]MIHRIE, AR S & w2 FIKEA™
. BPAEOL A14 g, L' M8 g L' &M FHEA " &
R A A B

KT BPIH AL AU 7T R, H G R &K
T YRTHT I R i e . XA 2E ST e B A
T IS, IXFm TR AT 4R R I B AR [52-55]
Nathoa%5[S61RIEFR, Bl K fif/ BRI AN Y b 26 Bl 20 I8
575, BPEEALRIG Ty, PR BRI b B b = &
.

_, 800
=
-
E 600 |
ie]
o] e
3 e
@ 400 |
(o]
8
S y = —0.32x2 + 8.54x + 459.11
g 2007 R? =0.9927
=
£
3 0 1 1 1 1
(@]

-10 0 10 20 30 40

CM content (%)
(a)

., 800
2
E
5 oo o . LN
o) : .
>
@ 400
{2
S
e}
2 200} y = —0.4306x + 536.38
s R = 0.0081
=)
£
=} O 1 1 1 1
(@]

-10 0 10 20 30 40

CM content (%)
(c)

B2, ARVIIROL 2~ CM & X BP S BUH ™ BRI -

5

5w —s, CMEg s T ADRHRE, BoNE
5T AT AP ESE MY . fEBP S5 CM L
HAIE DA ZAEAS R OL Mg AT WiAlH], ISRUGZARFFAE2,
Nz L BE S B T AL I PR BE F, AT A R
LA R A I pHAB[31,57]. BPIRIRA WAL (S2I%
AR1. R5. ROFIR13) RE/RHMHMLE. 5BPHIIR
AHTHA—FE, RIS 6 K5 AT S 2] T
WARR=A. HEAFERMZE, BH4 (R1. R5. R9
FR13) #£10g,- L' 14g. L', 18g, L 'f122¢g,-L"
I4NOL A T s B m i ke & &, 73 ik 3
63.4%. 64.6%. 62.0%H62.6% (£3). fEXLLOLKM
THVES RS M N457.79 mL-g,. ', 481.67mL-g,. '\
568.37mL-g,, ' f1476.51 mL-g,. ' HH LR, % T
HOL, 7£30% CMIWBPILyHALsi b,  H b & &A™
BB K. R8. RI2FIRI6MH H LE & & 7 5 N53.1%.
54.7%F153.4%.

i ] OCE2) RV, M TCME & EOLN
10 g, L' AI14 g L& 4F Fi3m, BB =)
WHRLMERm, meR2mgTi. AR, 7
OL K10 g, -L'fl14 g L', BB ZEECMS
B2 AR R0 5y = —0.32x7 + 8.54x + 459.11
(R*=0.9927) Flly=-0.5818x"+ 14.801+471.75 (R*=
0.8966), fEOLN18 g, L' fil22 g -L"'F, 45RERE
AR B S5 CME B 2LMEHEL, KRR N

~, 800
=
E
= 600 [
3 S B
£ .- oL
8 400 “u
k]
e}
fzj 200 y=-0.5818x? + 14.801x + 471.75
3 R? = 0.8966
E
8 0 1 1 1 "
-10 0 10 20 30 40
CM content (%)
(b)
~, 800
i
E
= 600 [
o
2 [ S &----2
8 400 [ .
k]
Qo
2 200t y=1.2714x + 452.66
5 R?=0.2748
3
E
> 1 1 1 1
O 0
-10 0 10 20 30 40
CM content (%)
(d)

(a)10g, L' (b)14g L' (c)18g L' (d)22g, L7
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y=-0.4306x + 536.38 (R’ =0.0081)
+452.66 (R*=0.2748),

MR —E, KEBIAEEBIT SRR AE
i s. DRI, % 70" &5 OL Z 18] 1 pR 0k
o WEBHR, ECMEENO. 10%. 20%F130% (1]
T, y=-1.8085x"+ 61.443x + 12.132 (R*=0.6),
y=-0.6665x" +12.788x +461.09 (R*=0.8501), y =
—2.7365x” + 87.13x — 105.19 (R*=0.9502), Fly = 0.566x"
—9.4095x + 448.72 (R*=0.5797), FWIY4 v gerhl
CMEERAEZINE, WEZEAAENHFERKR. [
FEHl, FEASCH CM IR AE FH 5 DART IR e 45 R & —
58,591,

W3 o, HRTH AT [ A BE 73 AV BE 1) 28 40 1
A4k, PellerafllGidarakos [57]3FES%, FEISR N4 HIIEH M
T, BN SR Y AD Y EC AR WAL IS ] EEISR 90.5~1 4%
ARV [A) 2 HT o 5F - e ™ B 75 A2 S B HE RIS 2R 3%
e bR, ARPEE R TR E . #5015
B33 U S R T T R/ B E (TVFA/TA) i Eb ik
AWM, FFREE HE AR T0.3 /2 fe A (1 P AA T AL it #4F «
IR EERIR IR T Re A B T RAE 2. shPdfE A
BRI 2, Z£ADIAIEEY[60].

b A B 2H B W AN RT DA A 2 % R C/N L,
M e DA BEA B L& 61]. HERILL B4R, &

My =1.2714x

R3 AMOLEM FARICMEERIBPIE 7 E. FlSEMVS LBRE

IO 73 CM 2 AR 3 KUV S ) R v 7 %8, A
HAEBKGE W TR SRR TT R [62]. N T R A HESL
JEA 5 FTOL I A TH . FH LAAR TR 3., I 55 PP A 4 2%
1R = [63,64].

3.4. VS ERRFERT OL Al CM & &

T TR R L S5 E RS R, AT
ETVSERRE, RIVIRT AR IIVS LR,
RI11AERRE RS, N38.62%. R7. ROFIRG6 ) ZE
SrAIN33.11%. 32.47%K132.07%

FYH A BN PG TR A A, XAR TR BT
SRR SRR )RR T RGN RN . VS EBR
Thm Al e e T V5 e el R P (DSR2 i Akt
AL T RE I ARSI PR BB, 1X AT RE 2 BHASAEY)
SN 7% N B P N DT IR 1) R AR I fipHAE AR 8 . BE AT
F W, pHAATEG6.5~7.55u [ N A FIT 7= H It b 1 2B KN
TEVE[65]. LAMERIHFFR[66,671 38 ) FEAR 2T 4k 25 45 i S
FRARAR R & W0 e R TR 3 i AT = A4
BT BRI R .

RHBATESVSERFR X RWE4TR. 1
PE AT 73R AF H B i@ S 2R vE Rl )3 5 F2 (» = 0.0238x
+15.418; R*=0.0427). VSEBRXEGHEA = BEHIRIFH
XK R, I 2.

Reactor Biogas yield (mL-g,. ") Methane content (%) Methane yield (mL-g,.™") VS removal rate (%) Ty (d)
R1 457.79+25.59 63.4 290.24 28.02+3.37 6
R2 514.87+38.30 59.3 305.32 29.68+3.57 8
R3 496.95+20.99 572 284.26 28.07+1.29 10
R4 426.43+18.67 59.5 253.73 23.65+5.02 11
RS 481.67+12.78 64.6 311.16 28.18+0.25 7
R6 531.83+31.31 59.7 317.50 32.07+1.40 8
R7 654.81+35.85 60.8 343.40 33.11+1.37 18
R8 382.27+13.90 53.1 202.99 18.86+0.95 9
R9 568.37+7.72 62.0 352.39 32.474+2.94 13
R10 452.99+31.20 58.2 263.64 24.80+1.73 10
R11 589.99+28.78 59.4 350.45 38.624+4.09 18
RI12 508.35+10.40 54.7 278.07 30.25+3.81 17
R13 476.51£29.00 62.6 298.30 26.11+0.97 13
R14 427.29+13.70 58.9 251.67 22.93+1.45 14
R15 482.72+15.29 54.1 261.15 27.34+2.18 22
R16 500.42+26.44 534 267.22 31.93+4.06 18

Tyo: the time needed for 80% biogas production.
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(b)

. 800
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£
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2 200} ¥ = 0.566x2 — 9.4095x + 448.72

3 R2=0.5797

g
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(d)

El3. AFRICM &5 N YA OL X BP SHABNAU™ BRI : (a) A& CM; (b)) CMEEA10%; (¢) CMEH920%; (d) CM & E530%.

3.5. BN E UL

RAMKS BAE 18— B B A0 HE A A58 2 kAT 2
TIFWRTCRIEE R WETUR I, X R R 05 S8 K
G BN E80% A (Ty) it #£6~22d
MG (R3), FrehBATIHE TR 13 dif
B 1R . SRR, RIK & mKER (K A
0.3682.d " (FET M) F10.4003 d ' (T HEMAE
B, 545 10% CMIF R %% (R2, R6. RIOFIRI4) &

R4 KBTI )£ BT SR 4G

50
£ a0}
8 P = i
= 30r { I }
g : i ¥ f
£ 201 i it ot
@ 1nl y=0.0238x + 15.418
> 8 R?=0.0427
0 i i i ;
350 400 450 500 550 600

Cumulative biogas yield (mL-g;!)

BE4. A S ) SANA AU RS VS BERFRHAR R

RS RAVHEARBIR BEAT ) 1 B SE R 45 R

Reactor K(d)) R Biogas yield (mL- gvs.’l) Difference Reactor K(d) R Biogas yield (mL- gvs") Difference (%)
Measured Predicted (%) Measured  Predicted
R1 0.3682  0.9706  457.79 457.50 0.03 R1 0.4003 0.9772  457.79 456.92 0.19
R2 0.3620  0.9603  514.87 514.62 0.04 R2 0.3056  0.9633  514.87 512.02 0.55
R3 0.2086  0.8988  496.95 496.18 0.15 R3 0.2892  0.9761  496.95 486.08 2.19
R4 0.2100  0.8673  426.43 425.47 0.22 R4 0.2712  0.9562  426.43 415.81 2.49
R5 03023  0.9299  481.67 481.33 0.07 R5 0.2983  0.9923  481.67 479.28 0.50
R6 0.2507  0.9562  531.83 531.46 0.07 R6 0.2990 0.9782  531.83 526.96 0.92
R7 02292  0.8579  564.81 564.44 0.06 R7 0.2827 0.9778  564.81 552.76 2.13
R8 0.2206  0.8462  382.27 381.48 0.21 R8 0.3605 0.9824  382.27 374.92 1.92
R9 0.1964 09578  568.37 566.05 0.33 R9 0.1454  0.9805  568.37 563.27 0.90
R10 02022 0.9972  452.99 452.13 0.19 R10 0.2081 0.9878  452.99 449.19 0.84
R11 0.1122 09701  589.99 579.60 1.80 R11 0.1280 0.9703  589.99 564.32 4.35
R12 0.0868  0.9869  508.35 491.14 3.40 RI12 0.1697 0.9728  508.35 471.36 7.28
R13 0.1456  0.9677  476.51 468.43 1.70 R13 0.1403  0.9820  476.51 476.21 0.06
R14 0.1341 09845  427.29 420.60 1.60 R14 0.1548 0.9757  427.29 421.04 1.46
RI15 0.0678  0.9924  482.72 454.73 5.80 RI15 0.1076  0.9610  482.72 441.57 8.52
R16 0.0782  0.9900  500.42 480.15 4.10 R16 0.1232  0.9656  500.42 465.92 6.89
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