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W OE: SCEERT RN E & R K R P SRR SRR I HE BRI R, TR
[FIELEE (37,55 °C) FZK 345 BT (25,30, 50 d) R YU BL . 255K, m i N A i K i s il
EERTERERERS XERE, THENRR, i, PIRMSEEYEE T Methanomicrobiales F
Methanosarcinales , ZE W IR 5 T 316 RE L TR R BER B M O TR E AR R | H WA big 12 B o iy 20
Beiif sz 13 . FEPE T AR AL B S AR B 0 R KIS R A A5 R iR 37 °C /K SR BRI 30 d,

KR W AKOEREEE O R, UEMIRREST ;. Zouo

hEA#ES . TK6; S216.4; X703

0 3%

PRAGHALHR DA ALK Tl Al Z )
IRk A LK R I ], — T T
SR Y BRETR , 55— T T W] SR SR W) R 1)
W Ty, KA R Y2t K i iR
A F e A2 A T B A — AR A e, e 4B
JIE 512 (Volatile Fatty Acid, VFA) & 3 %2 v ja] 4%,
W, AESPRIs T, SZTH AL SRR R B
Msgm HAL R HBl VA FLR T 2 530
FIRD R A TP e 7 P g T 496 1P, 3 ™ FH o
REJI TR,

PRATHAL T VFA LR F 2RI SR ER A
PITIRER AR RS, LR £k AT 3 ok I b i 42 R i «
O 2.1 7= H 5 (Acetoclastic Methanogenesis,
AM)i&1% ; @ R %A AL (Syntrophic Acetate Oxida-
tion,SAQ) ¥R, INIRER M 3 Rl REYIAE
12 : OB BRER IS JF AN B (Sulfate-Reducing Bacteria,
SRB) LA R h v ¥ 32 44, BN IR R @
R £ A AL 4 B (Propionate Oxidizing Bacteria,
POB ) ¥ INBRERRE % R LR ER AN T iRk ; BPOB #¢
IR ERFEAR R CTRER AN AT, Ik — LIl g
7 S T F e,

PRAH AR il B2 7 B e A0 3T T B 5
M), A R A R R ™, S PR AR

K BEEE: 2023-10-07,

XEARER: A XEHS: 1671-5292(2025)02-0165-08

LE, o T IR A ALK i R TR H iR TR
7 R GE R TR R B A B TR AR R AR &5
JE , T E 2, B AR R AR e A1, SR, il
AR F R T B R R 5 2 28Tk, H s ]
i POB 1% PE, i VFA T HE B & |
P 7 BE TG RSO DR IR X VFA AR
TR SR BR R 70 0 D RE . BRLEE A1, 7K T 45 B
[] (Hydraulic Retention Time , HRT) &R JH 1k
1) — TSR AR HRT A48 e RN A ik B AE
F1 AR5 MR PSRN FE 43 RN st 5 50
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AR LA A U K R , 7E AR TR
JELBE RN HRT T3 B AN 22 R N g T A, (7]
i, B8 IR R A At =S AR, T RS
IR T Y VFA FEffRA ik 2l 43¢
5 LE R (37 °C 1 55 °C) A HRT %o 2 i
i A TR RN/ R R i 748 DA R I 277 B e il AR 1Y)
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T RERETR

FIETESA TR TR AT S RS N AR, R e A
PRI 1, Hirb ¢, N,H,0,S S RHITE,
A 56 A PR A 3% 22 15+ N 2% (Continuous
Stirring Tank Reactor,CSTR), HRN W8 B2
BN 2L, TAEEFRA 1.5 L, 3@ K8 S v i i
SIS HITE (37+1) CCHIR) F(55+1) C(Hi) .
R AR BeA LI RE , % e R 150 r/min,
TR ERE LRI 50 0 4 BB 3t 150d, 56
1 BB, 0~40 d; 55 2 BB, 41~80 d; 55 3 FrBE, 81~
100 d; 25 4 BB, 101~150 d, Hp .55 1,2,4 Bk
() HRT 43514 30,25,50 d; 55 3 FrBE MR ILIK
BBz,
*1 AFESMMRBHERSREAS

Table 1 Constituents of the inoculum for continuous and

batch experiments

TS/% 4.61+0.1 () ;5.14+0.04 (1 IR)
VS/% 2.89+0.02(HiR) 53.24+0.04 (FE)
pH 7.60+0.02(HFi) 3 7.730.01 (i)
C/% 30.23+0.22 (i) ;30.41+0.07 (i)
N/% 4.59+0.04( H1if) ;4.59+0.05 (i)
H/% 5.08+0.03 (HFi) ;4.62+0.00( = ik)
0/% 58.97+0.68 (il ) ;58.69+0.28 (i)
S/% 1.22+0.05 (i) ; 1.68+0.19 (i)
C/N 6.58(Hil) ;6.62(FHR)

HR AN IR S N s L2 g k), AR
7 M (1.25 mmol/L) g ME—fiic 5 , oAt 77 W 20 7
(BAfi K g/L) A94% :NH,C1 2.0, K,HPO, - 3H,0 3.6,
KH,P0,2.8,NaHCO, 5.0, % 1 L EFKECE 1 mL
O TCR RO 1 mL ZEAb Ay, Hod . flie oo
ZIEW (BN ¢/L) 1 Na,SeOs 3.28, NiCl, - 6H,0
6.04,CoCl, -6H,0 6.51,NaMoO, -2H,0 3.78,ZnCl,
3.13,CuCl, -2H,0 3.99,MnCl, -4H,0 5.40,H;BO,
8.46,Na,W0,-2H,0 2.68,FeCl,-4H,0 1.80,MgCl,
6H0 2.20 A ; AEfAris i (PBAH K mg/L) i
CsH,,NO; 10, C1,H,pN,0S 5, CHyN,O5 5, CHsNO, 5,
CisHpCaN,0,0 5,CH:NO, 5,CH 14058, 5,C0H 6N,058
5, CiHoN;0g 5, CsHgCoN O P 0.1 ZH AL
1.1.2 ZRRFNINIRIE ) 1t =it

R AR TR R G R I e 4 B 34
SEIRIGHE 1 By Bl AR s 3R R TR R N R )
w8 BITE XS R 2 F[(37+1) CHI(55+
1) °C, 150 v/min]| s 5240 Th kAT, 22 DR &
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WA 200 mL RIS IR 50 mLL £ R
W, DIAKENRE AT 2 200 mg/L BV . S
mol/L NaOH ¥ 5 R E SR A pH T4 2 6.8~7.0, fll
FHI Gompertz RV =5l 12,

et |) ()

. PR B %i,mﬂg;f’o NrERIE T ,ml/g;
R HECRTH AR, mL (g-d) ;A RSHERTTA]  d;
e N RIS, e=2.718 3;¢ SR, d,

Po, R F1 A 1 Matlab 34 R2017 ByAEZ M
PARRTFIfE .

1.2 MEIRARBSHT T =

pH il 1407 pH i+ H160(HACH )& , Bd%
RAEA LR (FOS) FLEFEE (TAC) i A 2 &
1 AT1000( HACH)ME .

VEFA (I A SR 5 37 BIFE 12 000 r/min
TR 20 min, _EiFRGT 0.20 wm B A VKA
FEJE 2% . VFA FH Agilent Technologies 1200,
Bio—Rad Aminex HPX-87H % & 250 HH {71, 1% (300
mmx7.8 mm {4iEH: | 7=60 °C,0.5 mmol H,SO, 1EH
PRI PEA T 40 Hr 2 S At 2GR0 = A O TR AR
RO AR R SENE . A CH, # CO, 1y
i1 C2V-200 Micro GC, Thermo Scientific < {0,
TEACIAE, IZANAS A NGNS AR Ak A
Ay, R RE L R R SR AR I R A TR 4 B A
60,120 CH1 120 °C, #HS NAA,

TAER AT 3 N AESR 6 K B 27 RANEE33
AR 26 RE B PCR X 40 B8 A= F e oy B 1 7
Sy Hr . B SEfdFH FastDNA SPIN i % & (MP
Biomedicals, Solon, OH, United States) $£H{ DNA,
Sy B DNA 7= B e oy B 1 296 8 i PCR
50T, f#i A MJ Opticon Monitor 3.1 B4 X i P
HEET AT, BB R S -1.6,

1.3 ERSHHT

FE 4381 (Principal Component Analysis,
PCA) T BAR B 2 [ 1 2R, LA AR B 5
SAEZ B K FR , RFH PCA S0 R A Akt Ferh
BTSRRI AL, ST SEUEZ A 22 5
718, ES (Principal Component, PC) MJFL R
A AR R R BRI, 3k G BT AT 5 A B 4
AT, ASCEERE T RS 21 ook iR
T 709% VA EREE I 2% . (1 Python 3.7 G2tk

P=P;-exp

—exp



ZE B, E BAFRKRNEGNRASREHMLET HHEESREK T TR Fe#

PEXT BRI T o307 ML SN A TEH e 7 5 VFA B pH  H e
1.4 ZFEoH T A R GRS P R R L B (FOS/TAC) |56

A SO Microsoft Excel 2019 tH8E 24l 0 rmpgtEseuniE 1 fE 2 s, Hep1,2,3 4 4%

SEYEMER IR 2, I Origin Lab 2019 1EE],  FELERNIRIRM 4 BB, 7855 1 BB, HRT=

K H SPSS 58 AR A 43T 30 d, IR RS A PR T AGE 2R (Volumetric
2 #ER5HE Biogas Production ,VBP) 4 186.82 mL/d mﬂ:tf:‘{m
2.1 AR BEA HRT T4 R p B /= e SN # ) 174.55 mL/d (P<0.05) HSSASTE
350 1 2 3 3 Zg 1500 1 7 0.6
ok Sy ] "R 05
o 280 s mx —— 50 S T 1200 ons i =
\E o g FEEN L & AAAA :1; W 900 o BRI/ B 0.4 -)g
15 210 p AAAAAAAA N AA’AAAMA:A AAA MAAAM40-E\EE £ 03:[\é
{14om T N RO 30 & % 600 | : %é(
’ 2% % Ce ® Moo 2 o 0PPoP, 0.2 a
= R e L, a4 et 20 5 B i wnsetas e 02 2
Y 10 0.1
0 : 0 0 0.0
0 30 60 90 120 150 0 30 120 150
) /d ] /d
(a) 7K F745 BB B[R] R 7= AB L (b) ¥ R ENR IR
8.0 80 8000 2000
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
epH N N
o SE
75 s 170 7. 6000} L oy 4 1500 -,
S
h.“o vo’ s o 43\1( o 4 Exr,
= L ga a3, L P A AR E N E
=70 N \ a0 AA 60 E % 4000 \m{. m.-v-.cd""l 1000 é(
4 A, — =3 L
6.5 Wm‘“‘w“ R s0 % % 2000 hum Pttt Rl
6.0 A 40 0 0
0 30 60 90 120 150 0 30 60 90 120 150
i) /d [l /d
(c) pH A BEvk e (d) VBB T SRR B
1 iR 37 CELR MR CSTR KR RELERE
Fig.1 The digestion performance of mesophilic 37 °C continuous stirring tank reactors (CSTR)
350 : 5 3 7 70 1500 1 5 ; 7 06
—— /KR ] 160 12001 " 2’ ] 0‘5
o 2807 s s . : 50 = 7 LA
E o g a [ - AA > .t _% ™ 900 o BARREE/BBE 10.4 ~§
J[ﬁ?jZIO 24 &&A Awﬂ‘k‘% PN fa 40§:H z 03::@
| PGy 5 s e i <R
& 130 i £ =
A 140§ o .o .' e = & 600 02 %
SN FISE V ey (i R - ot a0
s 110 | 10.1
0 0 0 L1l 0.0
0 920 120 150 60 90 120 150
Hﬂaﬂ/d el /d
(a) 7K J45: B BRI A= S AR B (D) R MR IR
8.0 | > 3 1 80 8000 T 2 3 2 2000
opH o SE
(AT T {70 7, 6000 g e 1500 7,
N . B
- g N, L ¥ A\\ H
= 7.0 160 & R 4000 m \m Soerretsseare® syt 1000 23 B
R
6.5 & o 50 ﬂﬂ; q:;j 2000 st e 500 %
. :ﬂmm@“’ %n@&@m o ] r T
6.0 40 0 0
0 30 60 90 120 150 0 30 60 920 120 150
s al/d i a)/d
(c) pH FIH BEvR () VBB T S R B

B2 iR 55 CELZRMEE CSTR RS E L ERE

Fig.2 The digestion performance of thermophilic 55 “C continuous stirring tank reactors (CSTR)
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RS IEA L, SRR SIS A S VS,
TE RV T B Z Y KR, NI 2 i
VEA AR 1), PSS 1 BrBsnii s
AESAOR B I, BT Rek A 15 /K fif
FEAE VEA RS R RN 250 VBP B35 & Frh
AR SR T AR e B iR 49.44 %, 1 2R
TR 53.72 % (P<0.05) , PR N 57
B B B R 25 S AN 1 3 (P>0.05)

TE55 2 WrBE  HRT=25 d, iR s34
VBP #4413 205.97 mL/d , (HAEZ ¥ B 4h gt 22 il
TREF) 88.41 ml/d, XJE T LRI R B 1
FAREUE 1(b)]. BT VFA R pH M 7.24 [ %
6.81[K1 1(c)], FEmR N A5, VBP &g %
215.15 ml/d, 578, VEA W BEIAF] 300
mg/L LA F-[[8] 2(a), (b)], 7EZBIE, BRAY HRT
T3 VFA BYFLZE A VBP (R, VFA IR K
B, 76 DR 250 A DU 0 R SR A s g 2 o, R AR
IR 5 e A G R 2 B () 22 54t F HRT
ARG, X 5 HBE RS AR K BUR A G,
filX HRT T, 5 iEAH L, SR T VEA (3R AR
(P<0.05), FHER T =M B F 52 HRT 5% 03¢
/N ABIR RPN IR AR R, P B, A R R AR
FIBATHF AL T —FP il T A AR S,

B 1(b) FE 2(b) B T AR T VFA
WePE TR RN DY R 2 i) %60 W A fit 7 A i 2 22
VFA, BUAh, RN A E] TR S5 T R A
MR ARV B AR B AR T A I PR B i R s,
N 60 d &, HE SN 7R R R R T4 2R
FECE 2 BB R B 1(a)], A
W5 RY] iR TN A 2 R R X 5 SCHR[14]
PR SE SRA— 3, T fg 2 iR TR A6l 7 POB
FIIETES S, RXEGES R HRT FIRRE %
VFA FJFLE 72K HRT T, FPR S by g8 oh 2R
BB, SR AR TN E RS TR,

RS VEA BB BT DR A A8 iy 411
HIFEH 55 80 KJm HIES 3 [ BEE 178 N A 25 0
IS H LR L S R e B VA YR B 4 1A E
1 374.35 mg/L. 1 431.14 mg/L, TEA TS INHR JE )
20 d J5 (81~100 d) , B 22 () £, 1 R TN TR Wk 38 34
Fa AR LA R 1(b), B 2(b)], A% 101 K
Ik A SR 4 BB, AR B HRT 524 50 d, 23
BUE RN, 54 BrBerh H RS A pH (Y B
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Fim T HABY B, X R 7 B HRT X TR
HALWRE TR H B2 AR HRT 2
25 d, 1M Ho DUYGE A HRT J2& 23 d, X A
SCAH R A 25008 L VS ) T 4R T R A
VFA, H TR RS R, Wi
b HRRAATH R G ) 25 RS9, 2 HRT
BEEAVRERT , G2k W 0 R 7™ R e TR 5 5 gy I, i)
AP THAE AR I, 7RI HRT 4544 1, 5 %
FRA L) (A SR A A b ) DR 48U T A i) B 25
e Bt AR T AS R K A AR

SHMSHEHME, WA A Y pH AR
FE, UHREIR NV ERE) pH LR RE 7.1~7.3
[ 1(c), B 2(c)], REFELE VFA BLR (H 0 #%
() pH A4 F 6.8, X155 THER 2% w1
H,PO,~, HPO>Fl HCOy, XEEE-Fr g [H VFA
B FE pH TR, 1A, FOS/TAC HUAEZT
i RAATE SRR B — D E SR, BRrPRR N A%
(55 60~90 KAk, Wi~ a5 i FOS/TAC HL{EYY
7 0.1~0.3, FEHIRAYEE 2 BrBE, NEE 71 KPR,
FOS/TAC M E# it T 0.3, 3 F52: T, R RS
AFUE[E 1(b) ', iz g Rt — 2 EK W] Ik HRT A
FIF iR N 2R A BT
22 REREA HRT T o9 2R o0

PCA BEME 47 b i B[R] BE F HRT 4544
S RN ASIBTTSECZ MR R (K 3), PCA &
AT o RERS AR R 729 8 A2 1k

® 37 C,HRT=30d 1 G
4 37 °C,HRT=25d T
= 37 C,HRT=50 d +] &

2.5 +55CHRT=30d =K
& 55 C,HRT=25 d
% 55 C,HRT=50d

0.0 Ptk £ S .

PC2(24.81%)

-12 —‘8 —‘4 (‘)
PC1(47.16%)
B3 fiEMEEREELIERRMFIETSH
E{LH PCA ST
Fig.3 PCA results of parameter variations during mesophilic
and thermophilic anaerobic digestion
A-HRT; B-i £ ; C—¥H " ik (mL) s D= BEVR I (%) s E- o ™
it (mL) ; F-pH; G-TAC(mg/L) ; H-FOS (mg/L) ; I-FOS/TAC;; ]~ Z. /i
WP (mg/L) s K- TRIRBE (mg/L) s L-TN R/ 182 s M- 5™ iR Bt (mg/LL)



WE 3 fiR . 5 PC1 R BIEAH SR AR 2
By it TEA0 5 HRT ek B pH Fl TAC; 2
AAAH DG 1Y A8 B JE B 7 R &\ FOS \FOS/TAC, &
FRU R TNIRURE TN IR/ 28 LA L | 3 s
HIERET 47.16% W EHEZE1% , PC1 2R
ARG SR (VAEM A m MR SR KNE
HLA 53 (LATAR AR 1 A3 ) Z IR 3R O IR
AF LA PC1ARZR“H HLAL /=R X —AH e
K F RUNA ML Sy (A0 VEA) & Bk, 723
M. Al 3 s, W PCL Y Sl i sA g
AFITF VEA R AR 551, 22 AR A
T VFA BLE IR A IR, (37 °C,HRT=
25 d), (37 °C,HRT=30 d), (37 C ,HRT=50 d) #l
(55 C,HRT=50 d), FZEEHTF PCl WY Hify
M, P IRAFT VEA FUE M A A Tk

5 PC2 BIIEAKAYAE SIE TAC, HWE N
MR/ TR HUAE . pH FITR R VAR B 5 52 B 67 R S 1 2 6
VFA FOS FOS/TAC LR B TR 1 b ™
. B BEW R R HRT, X 4648 g L[] i B 1T
24.81% A L, 78 PC2 1 IRE SR =S
W AR R UAEOC  RIVNRE S A T 77
T TR SRR B E ARG, BRI
TRHENIRFR R, NI iR Ge ke P T R

WK 3 fin, 5 (55 °C,HRT=254d), (55 °C,
HRT=30 d) F1 (37 °C ,HRT=25 d) % J I & 1F #H
I, (37 °C,HRT=30 d), (37 °C,HRT=50 d) #1(55
°C,HRT=50 d) P& B A R IR SE 551 F
RV ST INER A X S 1 AE 2 A2
W #E 37 °C,HRT=30 d &M F , HaSfi A die ol
X S5IZHEIC VEA FLE AR E 17 S A
—&(;7E 37 °C,HRT=25 d &4 F , B4 A5 e
Tl o5 AR, XSS 2 B BEAh SR S A% B
VFA B R LSS R REA—Z(E 1(a), (b)], &
(=TT W v & U L= (B LS TR IV 13 U
FEIBAT, ARG HRT T, fPil s R , iX
5 Zhao JPRIBFFE LS RAH—2L,

23 ARRIBETRAEEMDHF

SR H T A A RS R R B R4
FEAE L, A SCHE VR % 22 BURE W) v a) £ gt 7
Y1 VFA Rl =Y m2s 4k, 4558 niEl 4
o HE 4 FTLIE Y BR T B SRR E o 2

B JE AR A G A IR 3R B AL AL ST R B AR SRR AT T IR Bh F) 5 64 ¥k

-37C --55C

0 15 30 45
i a]/h
(a) BRVRS 5

= 2R -

-~ B

Q.Q Q5 (L.‘J b«f) b& cbf?\Qb\ﬂ;?\b(b\f\f?q/\?’,Lbf)w??
ff A /h
(b)37 C'F VFA i

=R, W AR - 2R

0
Q.Q Qf) ,L.S b(.‘) 65 %5\35@5\9\'\5,)\5@65 b?)"’

B i) /h

(¢)55 CF VFA W4y
4 HBRMEERERERMEEEN 48h N
RWBRF=EM VFA H 5
Fig.4 Accumulated biogas and VFA composition during 48 h

after glucose feeding in mesophilic and thermophilic reactors

BRI AL, AR A ) — 2 a4
(W CFAMNRR) AP T, 85 0.5 h W
PR RPN TR 114) S e J3E 3k B e KVR JEE 67.81 mg/ L[ (& 4
(b)), FERTRAMET, HR | LR AN TR fE
J& 4.5 h Ik EHRRAE, 20000 12.24,121.99 mg/L
126.63 mg/L[[&] 4(c)], ¥ 52 & T HRSAF T 1Y
VFA £ (P<0.05) , 33X & W] iy il T 7K il 7 iR T S
TEEK, v DAMREHOR A L A6 VA, DA i
BTG, NIRIS A R, A2 S LT R
FEAENTR , X WG NIRTE R IR F RS X
— 455 Zhao JORIBIFSESE A —5, ML, S5
TEAREL, IR TR A 2 TR N TN R A Rk At
A, B FE RO 25 AR 4(b)],
24 RFRET LB ARG KGN F
FERRMER T, LBRIFFRERET N
iR, B W] BRI AM AT SAO 185
B (ELS), 1 BRAS BEBE = F e oA B3
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0 5 10 15 20 25
s} 1) /d
(a) LR (37 °C)
300 2500
—— i
2 250 -2 {2000 -
m\m 200 —o— TR -
i 1500 3
P 150 5
1
= 100 ooog
B 5o s00 &
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 25
s} 1) /d
(b)INR (37 C)

0 5 10 15 20 25
e fEl/d
(¢) LFR(55C)
300 |2
z 20 —=— 4% {2000
& 200 oW -
Py 11500 &
m} 150 | @
= 100 1000 i
= e
Bk 50 1500
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 25
i [/
()HAE(55 C)

B 5 ZEBIMABESRNPETHRREER
Fig.5 Acetic acid and propionic acid degradation under

mesophilic and thermophilic conditions

I, 62515 1 POB A4k BE B HTIAH) BT, 4n &
RREh  FRER B S, SRS A R FH e v A1)
PR, YR A4 R Aty I RIS, g 4~5 (3R 2) , it
— IR AR AT H Gompertz R AL
IR o 71 CTRB B R, HAE 35 125,74,
ml/(g-d) Ml 71.70 mL/(g-d), MILZ T, NIRH)
R (EART MR, fEH AR i T 23510 39.33
ml/(g-d) Fll 32.80 mL/(g-d) . BLAMT EIRALL,
i T CRRATN IR AR R, X5 4 BY4h

H—2 280 Sl AR T RN IR ISR, 5
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R2 ZBARBRERERNSEEGTREHLD
HhFESH
Table 2 Kinetic parameters of anaerobic degradation of acetic
acid and propionic acid under the mesophilic and

thermophilic conditions

W R RO RN

VFA R
C ml/g mL/(g-d) d
. 37 338.8 125.74 0.55 0.997 6
IR
55 345.1 71.70 1.51 0.996 4
37 359.5 39.33 5.03 0.988 7
]
55 3324 32.80 4.03 0.992 5

CIRAA L, IR T MERR A X R PN RRTE = il T AR
R FEFERA
2.5 WMAEMBELEM

7B TR P RE TR 25 AN 6 TR, Hodr
SA003 -Methanococcales ,SA004  —Methanobacteriales ,
SA005 -Methanomicrobiales ,SA006 -Methanosarcinales,
SA007-Methanosarcinaceae, SAOO8—Methanosaetaceae , 11
T 7 B e B ) B A PR R (Ce ) BT
I (P<0.05) , Rt il A F T LR =

60
50 W SA003 % SA004 ® SA005
= SA006 B SA007 # SA008
401
4o
=301
S
20
10
0 . e s
6 27 33
Hif a) /d
(a) 7= H e A B (37 °C)
60
M SA003 7. SA004 ® SA005
507 B SA006 B SA007 B SA008
{% 30
S}

6 S 3
fiflfl/d
(b) 7= HE T (55 C)
Be6 HBMEETEI1MRI~HRELEHEERL
Fig.6 The qPCR results during phase 1 in the mesophilic and
thermophilic CSTR

15 P e B H 7K, Methanomicrobiales 5 F
S, HJE T g e e, AR, g
27 W ke T 5 N R R 4 4k i& 12 (Syntrophic
Propionate Oxidation,SPO) Fl SAO A& B35 3t
PP, A (R T 3947 AE SPO AT SAO #8242



110 N NS IS a1 | I | S
Methanosarcinales, HAE T Ct {5 E KT
I (P<0.05) , 3% 5 i T SR S IR A 3 22 A
—H (& 4, 5) IR PR AL A, PTER
SINTRIFIRREAR , X5 T PR SE PR A A
HRM—B(E 4,18 5).,

15 77 B 5E B Bl 7K S Methanosarcinaceae 1
Methanosaetaceae #RJ& T Methanosarcinales H , H.
B 5 AM AHICM, ZERIR T X P 2ERE SR
BE Y Ce fH W F KT & iR, X 57 W W H 1)
ZERM—E (P<0.05), MA, TIRTRHT
Methanococcales , =i FNAESS 6 KAGHES &
BT XA X R LR T S B MR Y
FRETRE

gi b, WIRMEREE SR N RN SR T ot
ARG GE R, B PIAS SO a R A TE g
LR BER AT 1) AM A2 FNE 20 B BE A
Y SAO BAR, SR LR ML AR g™
B AT A e b 35, X S5ER
77 o B B ) R R 52 A D161,

3 Fig

OHIR R FE HRT M 30 d B 25 d H i
BRRAR, H VBP TR, i i e A8 R B
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Impact of temperature and hydraulic retention time on the
methane production Kinetics in anaerobic digestion of
synthetic glucose wastewater

Li Yu, Wang Siqi, Zhu Yali, Li Daoyu, Zhang Zongqin, Ye Qingqing, Li Xin
(Key Laboratory for Clean Renewable Energy Utilization Technology, Ministry of Agriculture, College of Engineering,
China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: The study elucidated the relationship between anaerobic digestion gas production
efficiency and temperature and hydraulic retention time (HRT) using synthetic glucose wastewater
as a substrate. Gas production under different temperatures (37,55 °C) and HRTs (25, 30, 50 d)
was compared. The results indicated that the hydrolysis rate of glucose was higher at thermophilic
temperature than at mesophilic temperature. However, volatile fatty acids, especially propionic
acid, tended to accumulate at thermophilic temperature. Additionally, Methanomicrobiaes and
Methanosarcinales were enriched at both moderate and high temperatures, suggesting the presence
of pathways for methane production from acetic acid and acetate oxidation at both temperatures,
with the acetate oxidation pathway exhibiting greater environmental resilience. The recommended
optimal fermentation conditions for treating heavy glucose—containing wastewater through anaerobic
digestion are 37 C and an HRT of 30 days.

Keywords: temperature; hydrolytic retention time; acetic acid; propionic acid; microbial

community structure; multivariate analysis
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