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mAteidunsfnwannefimnzaulunisudnfiedinmesindegusuienisniin
SfuLAveg TnpazynisAnundednsdufivazauvenavems annsfivianzauluniswan
AradinindaenisuingrnuuuinetiesdessuudrvanuuludsninlionniauuuCSTR
(Continuous flow stirred-tank reactor) iag s¥uUU MABR (Modified Anaerobic Baffled Reaction)
Wedmidensvuuiimnzasluniswanfedinmlussduioslfifing anthuhssuuniinivangas
udnwdnenmlumudnfedinmuuudeliles vhogadadunsfnwiuasAnnunguuesgdunis
Tussuuitidneninlunswanfedinmuesnisingaudnde waannsdnw nuth audnuaz
Aogururesszuuthdathidemanauasmelugesfossufiunnuduiuwesiinmasueul
dediendnfinvdanmlnarwenslulsemsveaninendeamwaiuasuniniesdusenavailng
Hudunidmiveu FsdidnenmlumahlUlfiduTanminimvenidegusuresnauaunsmale)
Wiowfinuszansawlunisuanfnadanim

MnTuIwimsAnwsnsdiuimunzanlunisnaniimunesnsmingaulussuuwuuned
é’mwa"au 10:90, 25:75, 50:50 tag 70:30 (% TS) Guaamwﬁﬂs'amvmwmwmmsﬁ’uﬁmﬁwmu
WU fiemsdruaesnisnngay 10:90 mmiamammwamwmaw 1,583 ml CH, ¢ COD ¢
gns1dIuUey /N wnmJ 39.6 ezNLﬂuamiﬂmuwmmuaﬂumimamm%mmw Fausnsndueans
vmﬂimmwmmmazmLaasqmum 10:90 mgﬂu'ﬂfd‘mﬂﬁt’ﬂumiﬂﬂmmimmmqummmuaﬁ

nsfnunaniniuvenavensiuiiFegueuiisnsdiu 10:90 Meszuu MABR Wy
CSTR fiszaianfudn 30 20 uaz 10 Su WU dwsunismsinsausieszuu MABR wansliiuing
szzianiudn 30 Yu uannefiafaalunssingauseaiion anmannandusng Usinauwes
asaszmedne Uszansamlunistidadled  msudefiedannd uwas snsrdufimuiianinzasd
WINAU 4 -5, 60-70 mg/L CaCOs, 950 -1,100 mg/L CH,COOH, Usednsamuinnai 61 %, Usunu
121.11 mL/AY uag USunasfinu 49.65 % anudnsu wabdiszovnanfiuinanasdamaenisnantie
Fanmlunsuinginwesszuu MABR Taefisseziaiuin 10 Ju wﬂmuwLﬂmmiaummuaiu
NARAYTINN IumuﬁuaamwmﬂifmmwmmiﬂumLawmumamwmu 10:90 ¢eszuu CSTR
szezanfuin 30 20 uaz 10 Ju wu fiszesnaniuin 10 Tu L‘Uuﬁmamqufﬂlumimammﬁu
Fanmaeldeiiey Anudurne USuiaveansasewe Yseansamlunistidndled nisuanine
Fanm Sadrndmuiiaanizasi wiifu 6.5 - 7.5, 2,000-3,000 me/L CaCO,, 1,400 -2,300 me/L
CHsCOOH,  g3ia 65 %, 1,815.85 mL/Ju Uag 60.63 % AUAGIU neansAnuDuansliisiugs



AingmuessyUy CSTR Iumﬁﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁimLﬁ‘lﬂ@’]‘ﬂ’]iLLazﬁj’lL%ﬂsﬂnguﬁélmi’lﬁ?u 10:90 UazszezIaniy
fn 10 Ju Tyhns@nulusgduuiinswuudeliles

MntuFwhnsinumainiueniidegusuiuavemsuuudeiiesesndiuves
ot Asymuil 10:90 uay srepnainAiy 10 Fu kansAng nud fanngasidefion
voeswuy anneanduane  naluiussemede Yssdnsamlunistidedled Ysunafing@anm
way onsaIuY Wwindu TnalAes 7, Turae 130-135 mg/L CaCOs; Ture 1,900 -2,000 me/L CH;COOH
1N31 69.89 %, 11NN 1,967 ML/ Uag 11nNN3T 65.82 % MAEIAU

negavinn1sAnulasasausevInsvesgdunsdaemeailn  PCR-DGGE  Tun1smdnsau
seristhiderumuuasiavomsiissesnarinfiuig q suuuistedeuasdeides wansdinw
wuin (1) ngulassaireUseansgauridusassuy MABR wuuidelilesiianzasiiangldszezinan
\fufn 30 Aianansananfiudinmligegn wu Uncultured  Prevotella  sp.  Wwag Uncultured
bacterium 1uadunidnguvan (2) ngulaseadadsyansaduniduesszuu CSTR uuuieiilosd
anmeasiiuazszeznaiuin 10 fu Fsamnsandninwdiningaan wu Uncultured  bacterium
wag Bacteroides sp 2 #1 Wuqdunsdnguuan wag (3) naulasasausyyInsgausduedsyuy
CSTR uuuseLilesianmzasil wu 9dunidngu Uncultured Weissella sp.
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Abstract

This research was to study the optimization of co-biogas production between
domestic wastewater and food waste. The optimum of co-digestion ratio and co-biogas
production in semi-continuous operation with CSTR (Continuous flow stirred-tank reactor)
kag 58UU MABR (Modified Anaerobic Baffled Reaction) were studied for selecting the
optimum system of biogas production in the laboratory scale. Then, the optimum system
was to study the potential of biogas production in continuous operation. Finally, the
microbial community in the optimum operation of co-digestion was studied and monitored.
The result showed that the characteristic of domestic wastewater for Hatyai Municipality
should be increase the concentration of carbon source in wastewater for producing the
biogas. Moreover, the result presented that the main composition of food waste form main
cafeteria of Prince of Songkla University was the organic carbon and was the high potential
of application for co-digestion with domestic wastewater from Hatyai Municipality to
enhance the efficiency of biogas production.

The optimum ratio between food waste and domestic wastewater (10:90, 25:75,
50:50 and 70:30 (% TS), was investigated for biogas production. The result showed that the
optimum ratio of co-digestion was 10:90 with the 1,583 ml CH, g_1 COD of maximum biogas
production and 39.6 of C/N ratio. Hence, the optimum ratio between food waste and
domestic wastewater at 10:90 was selected to study in the semi-continuous operation.

Co-digestion of food waste and domestic wastewater at ratio of 10:90, MABR and
CSTR with HRT of 30, 20 and 10 days was study. The result showed that the optimum HRT
for co-digestion of MABR was 30 days. In the steady state condition, the concentrations of
pH, alkalinity, volatile organic compound, COD efficiency removal, biogas production and the
methane percentage of biogas were 4 -5, 60-70 mg/L CaCO,, 950-1,100 mg/L CH;COOH, over
61 %, 121.11 mlL/day and 49.65 %, respectively. Besides, the decreased HRT directly
affected and fail with biogas production on co-digestion by MABR at HRT 10 days.
Concerning the co-digestion between food waste and domestic wastewater at 10:90 ratios
with CSTR and various HRT on 30, 20 and 10 days, the result showed that the optimum HRT
for co-digestion of MABR was 10 days. In the steady state condition, the concentrations of
pH, alkalinity, volatile organic compound, COD efficiency removal, biogas production and the
methane percentage of biogas were 6.5 - 7.5, 2,000-3,000 mg/L CaCOs, 1,400 -2,300 mg/L
CH,COOH, over 65 %, 1,815.85 mL/day tae 60.63 %, respectively. This result concluded
that the high potential of co-digestion between food waste and domestic wastewater at

ratio of 10:90 and 10 days of HRT was selected to study in the continuous operation.



The co-digestion between food waste and domestic wastewater at 10:90 ratios with
CSTR and 10 days of HRT in continuous operation was study. The result showed that the
concentrations of pH, alkalinity, volatile organic compound, COD efficiency removal, biogas
production and the methane percentage of biogas were nearly 7, the range of 130-135 mg/L
CaCOs; the range of 1,900 -2,000 mg/L CH;COOH, over 69.89 %, over 1,967 mL/day and over 65.82
%, respectively in the steady state condition.

Finally, the microbial community between food waste and domestic wastewater at
various HRT in semi and continuous operation was study by PCR-DGGE. The result showed
that (1) the dominant of microbial community on semi-continuous MABR at 30 days of HRT
with highest biogas production was Uncultured Prevotella and Uncultured bacterium, (2) the
dominant of microbial community on semi-continuous CSTR at 10 days of HRT with highest
biogas production was Uncultured bacterium &g Bacteroides sp and (3) the dominant of
microbial community on continuous CSTR at 10 days of HRT with steady state condition was

Uncultured Weissella sp.

Keywords: Biogas production; Co-digestion; Domestic wastewater; Food waste
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(Executive Summary)

rAfeidunsfnmannefimunzaulunisudnfiedinmuesindegusuienisniin
Safuiaweimns Tnsiduduagynisfnuivesdusznovresindeguruuaziaverns 91ntuds
yhmsnufesnsdniivnzanveaavemslunmndnusuiidoguulussuuuuuny wiils
fadondnradmiivngaunmindufuindegusuieAnmanefmunzaulumsudefedanin
femsvinsalusziuufiinsuuuisieiosessuudmiinliorneuuuiaiu (Conventional
anaerobic digestion) Way s¥UU MABR (Modified Anaerobic Baffled Reaction) Faduszuuiid
dnennlunsndnietnings mniuddiemediasuuiidamusngadlunisdefiefinmees
idegumuiensininumvenslussduios fifinaiethannefldlu@nwisdnenmly
wanfTanimuesiidsyurudisnmiinduiuiavemsienmaiuszuusuuielio wasegn
fFavinsAnunazinnufenguuosadunislussuuiidnenimlunisudnfiedinmveanaianis
niInTINdNeIE

Tududusureamsfinuiuinisinunaadnuurihidsgeuresssuutidmindomaua
uasAlg) WU S8Rs18nEILYes CODNP Windy 71.6/5.4/1 Sududnmdnilivengauiunns
wAnfnedinn Tnsesdesusuifinanududuresufumundsaniueuluinids felaenndestuim
pnsINlseWINaNTeIMTINdaaueiun WevhudeseieadnunzautRivugiuma
manmuazad wandiiiiuin esrusenevdlvaendvemsiosnusnaunaniduduridaisuou
FeannsnildduTaguinsmvenindsyueuueanaunauasmelngfendnfinvdinnls

deannsodmuasnadmivanzailunsminsuidnmdu 10:90 Fsthumeassnisnn
LLUUﬁqdaLﬁaaﬁaaizUU MABR  uag wusidsuszeziianfuin wiifu 30 20 waz 10 fu wa

aaa

sAnw wui fiszeznaniudin 30 Yu Lﬂuamwwmwamiumwﬁﬂs'mﬁaamﬁLasuagﬂustmismw
4 -5 anmarndussiueglutiuay q faonadestuafitos fio 60-70 mg/L CaCO; USinaved
nsaszmehefululuimmadefuaiies delifianuunndafuunnin was eglutae 950 -1,100
mg/L CH,COOH UszAnBammlunisirdadledunnnit 61 % wazdinsadniadinnitanidzas
Wity 12111 fsesduszneuiinu wihiu 49.65 % shilileanszeranfudinliduasd il
#nenwluniswaniedinmdsanas auvilissuuRanmsdumadlufigadlesyeznaniuin 10 Yu
wamslistutseuu MABR Hulsifianumnzanivsthuldlunswiingavemnsuastni Ay
uenanidwhmsfinwnaninduuuuisiadeseszuu CSTR flszsrnaniuin 30 20
uag 10 Yu wamsAnwinuin Aszeznanfuin 10 Ju uaaneivangauiianlunsmiingiuneld
anmgfiovfimnzaniaiiu 6.5 - 7.5 91 anmanudussduegludisiiaenndosivafies
Y95z UUNIN Ao 2,000-3,000 mg/L  CaCO; UTunuvasninszimedrslufieniaunany Gﬁqasﬂwﬁaa
1,400 -2,300 mg/L CHiCOOH  Usevninluniasundndlodigeds 65 % fAnsnanfnwTnnd
an1agAsil iy 1,815.85 mL/Au Adnsduiinu 60.63 % anwanisAnuiiuansliiius
Fnenmmatszuy CSTR lunaviingauavemnsuastndeyueuiisnnan 10:90 uazszarnaniu

fin 10 Ju luvihns@nunlussaulfuRnisuuusiowos



VHEJﬁﬂ‘U@ﬂmiﬁﬂ‘H’muLUum’ﬁU’iwﬂﬂGﬂ‘ULVlﬂlm PCR-DGGE mmm’imﬂwﬂmamwﬂivmﬂ'i
vosgAunidfomaiiannnavinfinssrisidegumulasavosiissernaiinfuing 4 ua
n1sAn®Y WU (1) aauwiaﬂqu Uncultured Prevotella sp. Wag Uncultured bacterium W

a A6 o o = B Qq' Y P
AUNIINGUUANTUNITMENTINVBITEUU MABR wuuiwsiailosianiizasikagssestiaiuin 30 9
anusonanfinsinnlagedgn (2) 98uvn3dngy Uncultured bacterium waz Bacteroides sp +Uu
QAUNTINAUNENTBINITNINTMAILITZUU CSTR  wuuissaLliasfianizasiivazszezaniuin 10
o = & Ao a N . &, a e
T BUTUTEEZIANUANYAINEIER LAz (3) 9aunIungu Uncultured Weissella sp tUugaunse
nauranlun1sndnsIuvedseuu CSTR wuusatiaaanizasilunsHanfinsdin nmen1smingiy
YBIUNALYUYULALLALDINIT FIaUNIINaNNnTIINULUAENOUNUADAAG DINUNITNUNIUITIUN
\WNgeiuNITHENMITINW
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1.1 flsn Anuddyvadlasenis
nszurunsgesaatsuuulienmialagniraunldlunsiidavendenisdeuindensdig
nferndutiagsu Tasnszurunsdinaifufiamuuendsiunssuiunsuuuldennia sgrasy
TTUUNNINTBITINN Waz sruuttnnuuaznowss dadunszuiumsildszezinansii John and
Roger, 1987) Lwiﬂismuﬂ15LL‘UUI%fmmﬂﬁﬂwﬁw%mwslumiﬂﬁﬁ’mms?ﬁuw%QlﬁqaﬂdﬁéhsJﬁuV!uﬁ@i’w
ninssvumsuudldorma Tasnsguiunsuuulieormatuiinnumnyaslunstidaveadsldly
Franinadaus 1,000 §4 10,000 #adnFuves COD wofnT (AMTNAIULaYTdn, 2533) St
nszvrumakuuliemagiannsondaineiinmdadundsnunadoniiyad Tnefedinmiduas
Usgnaumeiimufussduszneundnisiesas 60 wazlvindaanugsiis 5000 Alaunasisvegnuiar
WA Geanunsathiedinmildnnudsu Wundsnuitldlunsussnetems mswdnuasaing uas
Maduesesdnstwaunuinisldisiualunsduiuas mssannssualaiin (PugNdIULaLIan,
2533) Bdluidunssuiumsuuuliormadsdiferlunisinssuiumsdnanlulflunmstiinues
o Teun Usinaadadiiides miufesnisasemisin amnuamnsalunisSudussuuldedng
sElnglsldosiivnite mmmmmiumi@':uLﬁmwum’%awqmzw Judu (Anderson et al,
1987)  dstunszuaunisuuulioniadsldsuanuaulaegenferndunniuszgndldlunis
thiaveadesedofitnsnuassgaans nisthdavendo waz namdsnuanldvsslen
indegueuduidesiavisiinanldhiviinuemuduturesansdunisiesusiiviina
adlaslanregedsluuinaiivssnnsendsegiamuiuiy Jadudndeviandsiibudgn
Asundoudidrdy Tnelutigiudunmssiimidegmudulngandunsldssuuidawuuldonne
fefianuAudeandsaulidi Snvsdesliiuiilunistitags dsduuuwamdunindenldssuuly
p1melunistidaindeyusuisdinraniauleogisds Vel 99nn1sAneives Manariotis  and
Grigoropoulos (2006) Wy tidsmuruaunsntnlfifumsenslumsndnfedanmls
fiailunszurumstosaasuuulionnatu wadanisusngau (Co-digestion)  Idigniinan
Uszgnaldiuveadslfedrmananesdadudeldiuisuiddyesrmiswesmaluladuuulionnia
wazdadunisiiiuuszansnmlunisnanfnetanmdnaay (Fem andez et al., 2005) wipdiansngn
sadunsiveandenidynilunisdnms Wy vegdunid e s wievevvendefiinain
gaavinss waziawaiiufindeldnamaneasluuinalndiAsnidegmundumBunidluns
wifnsuliAaussansnnlunsndafedinmldunty deddwivannefungaulunismingm
vosthidsmruuazvondeyususiniieg sursdunsfiudnonmlunswdendanumadendas
Foanslun1sidnveeyueu (Nayono et al, 2010) WaAUANNUNIALATYSAIART (Ahring et
al.,1992)
nmsfnudeyarAdomandnsaudiinmndy i maiinsuduitnsiigadlady
$ruaun desnmandndiuuenainazanmsondafinsTanmdundanunaunuliinnuudgs
ansaudladyvsudaindeuvesansduvidiliannsadosaasldfeiies wu mniiudeyaly
an1uiiesslae Elena et al (2010) @alsvinisAnwilulssnuiinsudingausgninsgala (Cow
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Manure) fiufies (Crop) wuin anunsauiirdaniswaaluiilads 15 kw sie 1#w/5u wazarnnisng
299 Hamed M. El-Mashad and Ruihong, Z. (2010) lavihns@nesnsinisuaninediniwnisudn
Twsgnineyadnd (Manure) fureudeainems (food waste) wud1 ansnsandninsdininlai
87-90%
Frfuanedideiaiadlafifnuaniisfvmnzanlunimanfiefinmoniidogueudions
wiinaufuiavens lagagyinsdnumnisnsduiimngauvoumsemns anneiimngadlunsg
wanfredinindinisniniiuuuisdeies szuuimunzanlunisudnfiedinnluszdu
osUFuAnT dnenwluniswdniedinmlusefuries foRnsuuuseides vhogadadunisin
LagAnpunguuesduvislussuuiidnenwlunsmanfnadanmvesmsvsingaudnie

7. IgUILENAYaINTITANEI

7.1 iefnwdnsdniivmngauresihdegurulunsdefeinmienmavindutues
gmsluszuundnuuung

7.2 WeRnwanmgivangalunmskdafnefinmanmindegueulaenmsninutuee s
TusgAuufoRnisuuuisieiiios

73 WiewFsuifleulsrdnmlunisudafetanmanihdsguaudensindutumsems
Tufmsinl$ern1Auwuusaiu (Conventional  anaerobic digestion) Way 5¥UU MABR (Modified
Anaerobic Baffled Reaction)

7.4 WeRnwdneninlunsudafetinmaintdudesusudensnindutuasemslussd
UtRnsuuuseLilos

7.5 \fiednuuazinnunduadunieaddnennnisndefieianmanindegueudaenisuiin
JAIUAULABRINIS

8. VBULUAVDNUIIY

sideilifunsfnwannefimnzanlunadefedanmeesiideyusufonismn
Safuiawe1ns lnsiduduagriin1sfnuisesdusznovrestindeguruuaziaverns 91ntude
yhnsnudsdasdniivneanvesavormslunmsuiniuduindeguelussuuiuung udids
fndendmsndruiinyausinutuidsgeuieAnwannefianzaulumawaafedinm
femavinsaulusziuufifnsuuuisiedosessuudmiinliornieuuuiaiy (Conventional
anaerobic digestion) wag s¥UU MABR (Modified Anaerobic Baffled Reaction) Fadusyuuid
dnenmlunisudefedanings mntulinmeifsruuidaumzailunsidnfiednmyes
idegumuinaininumvenslussduies fiRnaiethanneildluAnwisdinenmly
nAnfeTanmesidmusensindutuswemnsensdusuukuusailes uasviean
fwvinsfnwiuasAnnaianguresgdunislussuuiidnenmlunsadnfetinmuesnadanis
winswanme
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9. Uszlemifianadnazldsu

Mnmsnsiaglduuamsunisdanisinfegurusaziaseins lnen1sdiveaeiey
pwnsdauresdyuaunuinsuiuinidsyurudendndufeiinm Sesussneudedeyaves
dandmvesiaguiiniufivnzay annziimnzaulunsdnduszuuuuuiseideaaznguves
PunEsiinnumnzadlumsndafneiinmesiidegusudensinduiuawe s Sntns
naapsdUszndldsruunisnaniiedininanindeguruluszuuuudedesdadunsfnwi
ansailulfifudeyalunisdndunuaisdelduaznsuisdodidaganzinlugnisiamiie
Uszgndldadeldednamngan uenanidmanumindionisiunisinnissundouiidaim
Fermalunudunisudnfnedunim



2.1 dndeyusy

Wndeyuvu (Domestic Wastewater) aneiis
arfvagluguyy wazfanssudiluon@n laun undedn

UNN 2
av A o v
LBNATHAZIIUINYNNYIVD

1%

a

o a8 A

UNAYN
ANITNNIT

anUsnnaatenigluaiisounazenasuseinnang o [Wuau (nsuAuANLaY, 2545)

12

WININAINTTUUTEINTUVRIUTEIINTNA
UILNBUDIMNISTHAET15EA1984

USunuude  1919Uas8anunuseau 8115 azdlanussuinsasay 80 ¥aaUsuutn e
219U52ULA NN TUIUUTEINNTNT ONUN LU ABEVDIDIANTLABLUTELAY AILEAILUANTIN 2-1 kaY

2-2

AN 2-1 DRTINTSNAULELADAUAD T

Sasmaininge (Bas/au-Tu)
me 2536 2540 2545 2550 2555 2560
nana 160-214 | 165-242 | 170-288 | 176-342 | 138-406 | 189-482
wiille 183 200 225 252 282 316
R ILERIGRNY DG 200-253 | 216-263 | 239-277 | 264-291 | 291-306 | 318-322
1] 171 185 204 226 249 275

07 AsUAUANLETY, 2545

dnwazinde (nsumuauuaiiy, 2545) MiAaanthuinendeasuszneuldetnidean
Aanssusie o Tuddaussdfuddlosdussnausig q dedl (Fuanduniesai 2-3)

1. a5Bun3d I enslulensn Tshu lushu i wawdn deidies duns iaslumes fiedn
Fuile 1Hudu Feannsndosaaeld lnslddunidilioandiau vildszdueandiauazaisn
(Dissolved Oxygen) amaainanmnmiiuldusinamesessunidluhdetled 8oD) el
Toluigs uanshansdunisuslusginnuazanmiinvdiuasAntuldie

2. ansofun3s Thud ussaene q fordldiaiuiniuudenadudunnededsddia éun
aaolse daes 1usiu

3. Tavgntnuaransiy 1un ussmeng q fenaldvilfiAaduimiu woradudusse
foAeTin 1y Uson Tasdlen neauns Unfazegluinidsanlssugnamnssuuazanaiadiildly
miﬁﬁmﬁmgﬁ%ﬁﬂmﬁaumﬁ’uﬁwﬁwmmsmwm ﬁm%’ﬂuwmmuawﬁmiuaﬂwﬁjmwm
gnamnssuluedaiFeuntsUssan wu Hugulony geeusn uaztidennlsmenuia Wudu

4. ihifuwazansaesiiieing q Wuguassadensduaseiuauasinunnisnssaisves
pondiaunamAasguvasi uonantusshliAnanmilling

5. veuds dowsgiudni vliAnanwlieandiuiiviesi ilviundwhAudu e
Yugs Suansenusomssidinosdorit

6. arsvhliiAnnewmsearsdnans loun wednuen @y vedvzAniun1snseagveseandiau
Tuemaginuazenaiusunserodedidinludh
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7. RAunsd Yndeainlsenemils lsehdnd v3e lsesnuemsnseles dadun3dduiuann

AunEsmanildeendiulumsissdinaunsnansefuveteaniiauazanetvilmAnan iy
wenaniqaurisuneiaoraiudelsaiidusunnesogunmuszaneu Wy 9duvisluiidean
l5angIua

8. 51793 o lulmsiou wag WeanesadlediuuagsazvilhiAnnisiasadulauay
WuUnaeganaiivesasuie faduauvnddyrlisssusentiauluthanasiunnlugianan
nanei SnviavilAn Tufivin %qﬂuﬂmmudmié’mwwﬁﬁ

9. nau iannfalelasaudalriddufnainnisdosaasesansduniduuulieendiauvie
nAudY 9 RnlssugaavnIsusng 4 1wu Tssnuinanu Tssendad Dusu

= a I a5 a I !
AITNN 2-2 Uill']iu‘lﬂLﬁﬁJLLagUI@ﬂsU@QUWLﬂEJ‘Ui%Lﬂ%fﬂ']\‘i 9

, Usunauinde™”
UsTLNNU9991A15 Vel - .
ans/u-nine
91A15YA/ VN gl 500
Tsausy o4 1,000
WONN N 80
ANUUSANS o4 400
MyUUInETS AU 180
Tsenwenuna LR8I 800
ANAAIS A 1LUAT 25
FHAR FH1TWUNT 70
WIETINEUA ATIUURT 5.0
d11nau ANTUUAT 3.0

Nu": ﬂillﬂ’]‘UﬂllllaﬂH, 2545

D.

wrsfiesidndnlun1snsaaiiaset (nsuauaumatiy, 2545)
1. fhew (pH) Wuaiivenieeudunsnssvenine Taesluddtisluimiegdunidly
Sidrmagdnsadnldfluannelunans fie pH Uszanm 6- 8
2. 1o# (Biochemical Oxygen Demand) usfiuenisusunaeendauildlunsdesaans
ansBun3d dndlefias uansianudesniseondaunn dufefanuanysnyioansdunisluthann
3. glof (Chemical Oxygen Demand) Ao AUSunaeendauiildlunissesaasansdunss
FreFEnsmand dnlddieumantlefindm 4 Unf CODBOD vosmindsyuwulszana 2-4 wh
4. Ysnauveauds (Solid) wanefeUiainaeanssng q Addedlutnide seludnwasiliazany
1h (Dissolved Solid) ﬁzJ'eNLLGﬁqmwﬁmﬁﬁmﬁﬂLmLLazLLmuaaaagﬂufﬁ (Suspended Solids) unewila
yinuarandaaclosns (Settleable Solids) wesudsiliazareeonsatatiguiluniseasuedos
WuonauasdaoslulTinunnagiliaseuanUsnuaziudulud s saenauts
uasuAnTidosaagiioni
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5. ulasiau (Nitrogen) Wusigdndulunisasiugaduedaddin lulaswulasuanimdu

v S a a a I ' [ 13 o & '
woulufle drvnludesndauiiiissnenazgnegssaaialuilululvsduaglumsm dadu n1sudes
Wndeniiansuszneululasiauglaihleendnunieyluaniead

6. lugiunazuniiu (Fat, Oil and Grease) @ulug) lawn undiunazluduainivuazdninldlu
N15¥11911113 @ya1nn1se1uin Wesansdnwenainn1strseas ansmariiiiviniuuazasguvinli
Ananwlaitguasyinanunistuvesesndiauainainiadunail wenanildaiadlengunsiziu
a158un3e

2.2 NMSNAANNYIININ
n1swanfinedinmiAnduaInnszuIunsUndakuulianniak iU jisendaiedlla
Ju 3 duneu Ao nszuiunisialasiada (Hydrolysis) nszuIun1s@51ansa (Acid  Formation) way
Y o . ) d'
NILUIUNITAINUNUY (Methane Formation) asninm 2-1

n) nszuaunsialasla®a (Hydrolysis)

nauvesgdunIdnlidesnisesndiauardesaasarsszneudunididedeu
(Complex Organic Compound) ?fqﬁimaqawmlmpj wu Wiy aslulamse waglesdu Tidu
arsUsznoudunidfiluanaidnas annsnazatsiild Wy nsnezdly thena nealudu Faden
UFATei9n lelaslada duAnTunisuenead lnslusssuniqdunidldannsaiiansdunis
wuaegluldldauninagyilvieglusvansavanaidenou lnseulsdnareyiaiininudinizianzas
furiinvesansiau waznszurunislelasladadudunssuiunsiintuddesendedadonie
Ifun ey ognzneu uazAdnsdiuiiuiiianeusuinsvesoynia Tnefleynialvglq Aidien
Shsrduiiuiiareuinsveseymaiasinnszuaunslelasladaldinnitoumadiin saufeans
flazaneienn wu wwdeludfu nszviunislelasladazdutuneusifndasnsfaujise
Famuamasszuy Ventuegfuasdusznaurasindetiu q de

¥) N32UUN13a31eNIA (Acid Formation)
amsUsznevetsiefignaistuluduneurasnszuaumslelaslafaasgnlfifiuumds
AISUBULALUEINGIUVBIRAUNTENIN Facultative uaz Obligate Anaerobic lnenszuiunivgn
(Fermentation) %aqéuw’%éﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁa%qmm (Acid Formers %58 Non-Methanogenic Bacteria)
szasuima nsnesfilu waznsalusiu Whdunsadunid edlnaifunsnssimeds (Volatile
Acids) fifinnsusuezaexliiiu 5 & léun nsneefin (Acetic Acid) nsalwslwlefin (Propionic
Acid) wagnsadnfiia Butyric Acid) drunaufiterfleglusuiidiieguatsosng visituagfurin
ye9qaunIduardfudiannseu 1wy Qaunidnaiinsavissinaunsaldlelasiaudesuy
|

mudiaansou vhliialalasiauluanadui uinaufiseegludiTiddiaun Wy ueanasedi

¥
= = @

a 3 1 a o < v 1 a é’ & a v v 1 %
Jasuauezeauliiu 5 @7 1Wudu ldiistursaninduiieadnisy amnldiinnsasialalasau
Tana dunsdiatansamans avldansuseneusunisidusisusiannseu vliAnUARsSe ol

9 9 Y
lugU3AdfIBuY Wy wuea (Methanol) 8vnuea (Ethanol) Iwswiuea (Propanal) U75uea
(Buthanol) #Sansakam@a (Lactic Acid) 1udu
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-, AULTUTY
nEines w2 oy Urunang 1N
1. voudwiaun (Total Solids) un./a. 350 720 1,200
- Guaﬁl,vﬁﬁazmaﬁ'] (Dissolved Solids) un./a. 100 500 580
- yaaudauriuany (Suspended Solids) un./a. 100 220 350
2. Yunumznauniin (Settleable Solids) un./a. 5 10 20
3. AnUlef (Biochemical Oxygen Demand) 1n./8. 110 220 400
4. Alen (Chemical Oxygen Demand) 1n./a. 250 500 1,000
5. lulpsiauiemn (Total as N) un./a. 20 40 85
- Bunsglulnsiau (Organic) 1n./a. 8 15 35
- wawluily (Free ammonia) 1n./8. 12 25 50
- Tulmsn (Nitrates) un./a. 0 0
- lumsn (Nitrate) 1n./a. 0 0
6. Woanada (Total as P) un./a. 4 8 15
- @159UN3¢8 (Organic) 1n./a. 1 3 5
- @1599un3d (Inorganic) un./a. 3 5 10
7. paslsn (Chloride) 1n./a. 30 50 100
8. daLnlm (Sulfate) 1n./8. 20 30 50
9. @n1mA9 (Alkalinity as CaCOs5 un./a. 50 100 200
10. oy (Grease) 1n./4. 50 100 150
11. lndnesuuuaiise MPN/ 6. 7 _—_— 7
(Total Coliform) 100 ml 1010 1010 1010

U AsUAUANIETY, 2545




PARTICULATE ORGANIC MATTER
Carbohydrates

Proteins

)

Hydrolysis by

Extracell

)

SOLUBLE ORGANIC MOLECULES
Sugar

Fatty acids

NP SO

!

ACID-FORMING BACTERIA

|

Butyric acids

ACETOGENIC BACTERIA

Aceticacid  |e—m— | D— H,, CO,
ACETOCLASTIC o, H,-UTILIZING
METHANOFENS METHANOFENS

JUT 2-1 dumeunisvhauesnssuaunstosaatsluanimuuuliannie
31 : Malina and Pohland, 1992
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a

wanINHUFUNIIUTndiaunsaasiansneein nsanesiin Asueulneanlys
wazlalasiau luanafiliannsnssweieasiivuslvgninsnesinvizonauiseeglugusaadgsa

aue MAnvuluUfAZewsnY Asaunsi 1, 2 wae 3

2CH;CH,OH + 2CO, —— 3CH;COOH (1)
ethanol acetic acid
CH5CH;COOH + 2H,0 ; CHsCOOH + CO, + 3H,  (2)
propionic acid acetic acid
CH5CH,CH,COCH + 2H,0 2CH;COOCH + 2H,0 (3)
—_—

butyric acid acetic acid

a v

\Wesngauvsdnasnslalasiauaunsoadansale uigauvsanasinsaliaiunsaay

9
Y o v [

asrdlelasiould silfenfasuenadunidne 2 afineenainiuld fefuisdnlviqaunidiata
lelasinudurianilweniunidiiadunsnuas Songaunidivaosiatsutudugdunidilinae
fimu (Non-Methanogenic Bacteria) @9nauUfAzengnvingannszuiunsaumueddy (Metabolism)
vosAunigdwand fo lelasiau msueulasenled nsneefin wagnsavesfin - fnlaidnisads
lalnsiauifniy idofiiutuneuidsnsiansoms (Substrate) agiwiniy wmitarsensgniada
ponlutiosinn wnediannseuiiogluasewnsasgndselufiansduridiogluinde wasiAnan
nsgudsUsAvsamnIsvheuresgaunis (Vicrobial Inefficiency) Tusewinsifiniawdsuutassy
vosnsBuviawintiu egnlsffdlefimsaindlelnsiau aanseuignawiululiiulelasaudesuri

Tinanewdufalalasiaungaeanaindinalsssuy Asaunsi 4

Ze + 2H' — > H, (@)

Tuduneuiiydunidlindadinutu nisan TCOD Wnnnmssdeinelslasay uazaiu
lifiszavsnmvenduvislunsdosaameamsdunid daihielslnsaungaeeninaindnatssyuy
wdmdsnuifiegludeufitenaranas Wunalien TCOD vesindvanas lidifwlslnsauinty
uwdmstida TCOD aztdenunn iesanluniseendinduansuszneuduvidsiannseuiignudos
ponunazr LU uBuvaidedsnsegluinans ndsnuvesdisufitondsanandnteniiosainns

nuveduvsgliiivssdnsamiieane

A) NITUIUNTTESAMU (Methane Formation)
N3ABUNIEMANTUIINNTZUIUNTASNTA FiTuasTomIsAssuTeIngy  aunse
nnesegluan1izlioandiaudasy (Oblisate Anaerobic Bacteria) niInNgudUNIdasIeliny
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(Methane Former Bacteria %39 Methanogenic Bacteria) 52'1!@Lﬁ]‘%iyLaUImaej’ijjﬂiuﬁ’lLﬁa AUN3E
a¥afinuanunsouuliidu 2 Yssian feil

1) Hydrogenotropic Methanogenic %38 Hydrogen-Utilizing Chemolithotrophs
fnthiaeulalasauiasansueulaeenled Iduimu daun1sd 5

COZ + 4H2 . CH4 + ZHZO (5)

2) Acetotrophic Methanogens 812138131 Acetoclastic Bacteris
%38 Acetate-Splitting Bacteria  yhwifiludeunsaeednlmduimunazasvoulnoonlen f
AUnN1SN 6

CH,COOH —>  (CHy + CO, (6)

qaunsgnviliiafiedivmutuazasylindoudiu qaun
7 <

'
[ 1

gNaNNYINNTEeYEANLNTA

o 1

Wosliauazuaanagadiu WIYlASINIINGNdYY  winduiddyAe q

v 9

| a

3
AUV INYpYEANYNTADLYR

J a 1 J J

nuaznsninslwleda nquilinisaigednedng ssuutitaasdlianysal aunimnnguvesqdurien
ylAnfediny fndonoglussuutnimings fadunalidefiniFuassiunid (Start-up) Fas
THnauuanmsegsmiuvesdunidassvin fe wianvilmAnnsauazaiaivinliAnfediny
Tussuutiniideaunidiaessiindsdesdivarseiin lulunilndiAssiu Helfofanendeds
funagiu ilegdunidiiliAsnsaminisgosaarsasdunididunsaduniduianiadagdunid
naufiaafiufazyhnsdesaaesioluduieiinuas fiemivoulnoenles
dmiufefimuiqdunidndaldvszanm 2 w3 dw dnainnseesini
wUsiasugUlng Acetotrophic  Methanogens — d@aufwmdeidunainainnszuiumsisnduing
asueulaeanlufaalalasiau (Mackie and Bryant, 1981) saenndesiufi McCarty (1964a) 14
Anwuaznuifeiimuiiietuainnsdesaneansdudusranadosay 72 Iduninninoigiin

wagBniosay 28 launannsalnslnlelin wasnsnseinediedu q fsgui 2-2
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Complex
15% TCOD 65%
15%
Proplonic Acid Other Intermediates
17% 35%
N Acetic 15%
CH,

Ul 22 mawAsuwlamesenBuvadluduimiimumeufizeduediuuulione
ﬁM’l : McCarty, 1964

2.3 waiansusingiu

nsgesaansuuuliomerenindesemeianisminsufurendsannisinensen 9 i
foliindunsusulpnszuiunislunisudainadinmluannzuuuliennia  (Angelidaki  and
Ellegaard, 2003; Bolzonella et al., 2006; Gomez et al., 2006; Romano and Zhang, 2008) 1ng
welanIsnsmdnanudunssuIunsiiinUseans nnlunisnanginm (Callaghan et al,
1999; Hartmann and Ahring, 2005) laefivgramnanmsiiiusnsdmseninefueuiululnsiou
Tiianusngan lagluadunidesdniufonsniliisnmaduvesnvoudelulnsiau ity 25-
30:1 uslunaufaudaedananaetiooni wu luadadiuasdsnsdinvesasveudelulasiay
Winsuszanas 9:1 ity (Kizilkaya and Bayrakli, 2005) wagluyadniazidnsdruesaivouse
lulnsiaueganiawnns fedandufinanvesaiveuselulasiauilidulunamnuidednasg
wnseUsEAnEamlunmstita dfumaiianisusingudddgninnldifeudlatgmandndenis
Windnadwvesnvouselulasiaulilitesndt 20 (Mata-Alvarez, 2002) IaganAdeiiatuayu
nslfmafiansutnsudeannsuuulioneiselui

Callaghan et al. (2002) Anwnisléinadanisulinsauwuulienniaseninayadnituveude
Uszianiinuazaalsl Inelddsufinsaluuy stimed tank reactor wu1a 18 &ns Aigauvndlunisusin
Wiy 35 °C SzognaAuin 21 Fu uay MIEUTTNNANTIU3E 3.19-501 kg VS m” d Haan

n13sANE WU MsiinlSunamesdsUssivinuazrald 910 20% 83 50% dwilunisusulss
yield lumsudniitnu 910 0.23 1Wu 0.45 wazvhlvwesudeszimeieiivsunuanasedensionsie
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Fern'andez et al. (2005) Anwidnenmlunisgesaatsuuulioniaigamgil mesophilic
(37 Q) wieldlunistndaludiunastagudnsiusng 9 mnvendeyuvu laelddmdnseau

BNEANNTTU waminuuuiang wazsveganiuind 17 fu 91nnanisiine nud ldwuuiunames
nnlutiuiuszenusensalusiuszwsisazanlunisnessuaziivss@nsninlunisirdauinnin 88
% Bnitanusondnisianwldadedumniinuuulioniaanvesdoyuey faumadanismiin
fwsgvinwesdennsursuduluduiudumalulafmngaslunisidavendouasduundsde
waunadenanfedinmiiddey

Dearman et al. (2006) Anwimalan1suminauuuulinn1AsEnIAYe 1M TLa U ILTS
PN MM IEUUUIUALUL sequential batch LLﬁ%LLUU%ﬂW@ULaS’J Imamaaqﬁwm 4 N1INAFDN WA
MnMsAne WU yield vesimuluszuutuneuiertutosniilussuuiuy sequential batch
Toe anududunsassmeluiuieuasferluheeniauuandreiuluseninsnisnnass Sy
duduvesnsalufussveheussnmandniimugaaavesiuuuduneueduliosniuuy sequential
batch wenaniifawuin wlnvesnduqdunieiieu Ae Archaea way Bacteria Ingmsiiaszvidae
wAtlA denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis Henuanuusnsnaiulusewinanseaedl
AMNFNRLSAUANULTNTUTDINLY nInluiuseireds Lazdnsinsuaninedinu laednsinisuan
Aefmuiiuinaedeideddyiulnsaiweauniidelunduqdunis

Luste and Luostarinen (2010) @nwimalianisudnsiuwuulioniAseninsvedyain
gnawnssuiiledvadnd Tngldfenmailunandnuidu 35 °C waainmsin wui yield Tun1s
nARTuTUTIugeEndiszaznaniuin 20 Fu WAy (1) 400230 m’ CHy/t VS Assnadiuveses
dorngaamnssuiilenoadndiidy 17 (2) 430140 m’ CHy/t VS fidhrdiuvesvesdsan
gnamnssilaseadadivinty 1.7 uanifiugangidu 70°C Hunan 60 unil wag (3) 410+30 m’

CHy/t VS 91 Nigns1diuvatvendsaingaaivnssuiiodogadniwiniu 1:3 viadannismaassuansl
Wiwdnsiineamgitudunisuiulsslssansamlunisndafedildmuiieumiidunisiianise
UTINNANTBUNIE
Panichnumsin et al. (2010) Anwdnenmlunisuaniteiinumemaianisningy
seninaveadganlsanuiudivendaiuyagns Ingldn1svndnuuuiengalessuu  stimed  tank
= a ° a 6 -3 -1 < [ [y
reactor gl 37 "C A15UTINAITOUNSE 3.5 kg VS m~ d - wagszeaniuin 5 U naan

A15AnYT nudn wellanisudnsinaunsafinszansamlunisudafefimusasfiaunsoan
vosudsszmeigldfniudiianuaunsarenisiUdsuulamesfievldanas Tnedlawseuiieuiu
nstorameesaanafisedufiel wui yield lunsndadinugatuds a1 % WefiuUiinmves
Fonnlssruudulsndduussinn 60 % siieinnsiindiinamesnivelansaiigesaans
e lgedududunsifiniinavoseansligeluieussansnnlunsnaniivuisgedumuly
A

Zheng et al. (2010) Anwunatinn1sndinsmseningnstlnatazasulng laeAnwaniig

=

nndnAEUUNENRUNgRl 35 °C MIPUTINNVBIHILIUAUIN 1.5 §3 6.0 % wazAnwianiignis

9 Y

minTauwuuneigauil 35 °C uaslin15eussNveaLlasuAuyiiu 6.0 % deneulndlugie 20

= I ] . a o
04 80 % VDNUDILVILLYIUADY  IIANDAITNAADY WUIN yletd IUﬂqimammLWU%QQ@IUﬂqiﬁMﬂLWUQ
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WA 217.60 + 13.87 ML/ TS,qgeq NNNTTUTINNVDIUIISUAUMNN 6.0 % uaz dn1izanuiu
t:l' & a v v £ 1A v | o & A v

NIAQANUNATEUTINNVRIMTUTUAWIINGY 6.0 % siwArfiteiniu 5.10 Tutui 4 Inevisildiely
anmznsvingutuaiunsauiuls vield Tunswiaiivu Ussana 4.42-58.61%  wazdadunis
WinAududuresnIaluiussmeglarAfileudowIsuiiguiunisvdnngiveaietilng lag
yield Tun1suanfine@iningegainiu 410.30 = 11.01 mL/g TS, Wa¢ yield lunisuaniliny
gegalunsnliniAevingy 259.35 + 13.85 mL/g TS,qded

Wang et al. (2010) Anwinavesdnsinisdeunaznissussunalsdunidselasasneves
AunIdluseninansmindiuseninameiugaiiniessuy stired tank reactor WuusiaLiles fe
wealln 165 rRNA gene-based fingerprints Tun1558ylAS9aT19URINANAUNTY NAIINNITANY)
nud1 lassasnavenguadunsdasiianuasiilelinsdeuyaiuiiesediufendngssuuuazlou

Y v a a 6 ’3 ’1 1 g.l’ 1 4‘ =
20% YBIMEIMIENTTUTINNANTOUNIE 2 kg VS m~ day  wihdu udilledimsteuniszussn
a A a X @ ] 1% I a = ] N a A a

a159unIdiiaududu 40 % nud lassaiavesnguadunsdlunquuesiuafiseinsiuisunasge

= N6 = a A 2 v S i = -3 -1
TuyauenonsAdiuarimsdeuUasuintes wenanillusenine 2 894 kg VSm™ day 98913
Jouniszusinnaisduniduulassasisvesuafiseasianuuandaantosunaisfidas lifinay

| o X a ¢ v a ' . & & N a

wANFNaaY MaINNITIATIEYisewAtin DGGE  wuil phylum Bacteriodetes wuiluuuaiiie
Indusnaninulalulassasawuaiisy

Comino et al. (2010) ANWIHATDINITAUTATINTLUTIVNATBUNTENN 4.45 De 7.78 ¢-
vs/I-d Tugeufinsaluuutunawielseaugaavnssy tnslunisveassiildivatian1sudngiusening
yahiiunzneurnfivgndnivasuiinsveassduaussezausnsinisdouansdursdiunnsnaiu
MNNANITNAADY WU Useleguiiinduainanizimunzanveinisndngiuwanslmiulusening
mstounznoun 70 % voswosdissmede ¥ yield Tunsudaiinunlagandn 109 % veen1sudin
lugrasusu ntudanunisdeunsnauudn 80 % wivitlissdnsanlunisudsiiinuanasis 48

o & o d' ° = [ a vee

% NWAINNINARRIANN TN NLAlUAaeuldunndanssualata 15 kwh per 1
t/d YnegaveIn1sinay yield Tunsuanfinedinimtu Wiy 237 wag 249 |-CHA/kg-VS Tutunau
711 uay 2 uay 61.6 | CHA/kg-VS Tudumeud 3 Jadurriiinisanasvesuse@nsan sisllannua
vownasiliuandbiiuinssuulunmandnfinsdanmaindagmianisinensaeiidneningasienisiia
UszdnSnmuasusuugamalulad
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UNN 3
35015998

3.1 nanwdanduiivenauvaaaewnslumsrdninedanwvasindeguru

\dunsmeaeaiiednudnenmluniswdnieiinuveswendsyuvuiioifiuysyansawly
nsudnfeianmessruuuuulfonma lauazuanssaogluguvesUmuiedimuiiAntuomn
sonfudled vionsuues Total Solid (TS) veudedifiudnly Tnes1 BMP (Biochemical Methane
Potential) Alfidunsuansisfnonwlunisudniinuggruesveanisusingandenisdiiunisided
SwauiBendsil

3.1.1 MsfnwesUsEnouvesdouasiae s

1. dudegueuiildnaoanisfinuni fo didegusuannaviauasmalug fminasman
Tngvmafiusegranindennvonunuiidevemanduia #e35uuudag (Grab Sampling) uéa
UuIAsEiaudnyuzautin1IIN1en N 1TkaLIaTIIMEINaUNINITNAGe Laka AIRLeY (pH),
A@lefsIn (TCOD), Adlofnsas (SCOD), Tlod (BODs), 7itAdu (Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen: TKN),
weulaidelulnsian (Ammonia nitrogen: NH, -N), Wosnla3aiianun (Total phosphorus: TP), nsalusiy
suiediy  (Volatile Fatty Acid:  VFA), audusng (Alkalinity) uwuadiiseevinlsinsing
(Heterothophic bacteria) wazUsunauaudslugusineg vaaudaiaun (Total Solid: TS) vawuds
semiedne (Volatile solid: VS) woudnuauase (Suspension Solid: SS) vaudsazaneih (TDS) Tag
38911 Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater 21th Edition (APHA,
AWWA and WEF, 2005) uag World Environment Center (2540) faans197l 3-1 iitoriunldlunns
fnamusasdunisinvensinelutusely

2. Jagwniingy

Saguiindnilunsfinuni 1Hun iwwewns neainanveanauauATalve S inaswan
FadureadeiiAniulumuey Ineawdeutududensmnuanauuis uazeusefigungli - 60°C
i minasiud B ahmnualsfivunadnni 1 Sefues Wulilugainssay uasiluldlugamanafingia
Silica gel ilaganmutunelugs wetlestulilimsevnaifnden usnfuflgamgd 4°C 9nduis
ﬁmﬁm31mqmé’ﬂwmzauﬁ’aﬁ”ugmmamEJm'wLLazLﬂﬁ laun Afite (pH), ALY (Moisture),
Usnailulmstauianun (TN), wearleSatonun (TP), Tnuvawdewsionun (TK) uazduvidansuou
(0C) MaABvDs AOAC (1990) UARIKINITIN 3-2
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a1au Parameters Method
1. | W (pH) pH Meter
2. | #lafsiu (TCOD) Close Reflux , Titration Method
3. | flafnseg (SCOD) Filter/Close Reflux, Titration Method
4. | Uloh (BODs) 5-Day BOD Test
5. | fadu (TKN) Macro-Kjeldahl Method
6. | woulundelulosiau (NH, N) Titrimetric Method
7. | vieaveSaviavun (TP) Persulfate Digestion, Vanadomolybdophosphoric
Acid
8. | vewdwiomn (TS) Direct Titration Method*
9. | veadsszmede (VS) Direct Titration Method*
10. | vosudauviuans (SS) Gravimetric Method
11, | vowdsazanerh (TDS) Gravimetric Method
12. | wuadisaeninlsinsing Heterotrophic plate count
(Heterothophic bacteria)
13. | anadusne (Alkalinity) Gravimetric Method
14. | nsnludiuszinedng (VFA) Gravimetric Method

VUNBIAR : AFUT 1-12 35 93 APHA, AWWA and WEF (2005) wag 13-14 3801 World

Environment Center (2540)

M15NN 3-2  IMTIATIEianvasratiaaming Iy

a19u Parameters Method
1. | W% (pH) pH Meter
2. | Ay (Moisture) Gravimetric Method
3. | Gunadlulpsiouiavun (TN) Macro - Kjeldahl Method
4. | dunsgmsueu (OC) Wet oxidation-redox titration Method
5. | veavleSanavn (TP) Acid digestion and Ascorbic acid
6. | Inunadeusioun (TK) Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometry (AAS)
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3. gunsnl
NsANEIANEAINNITHEN 9T (Biochemical Methane Potential: BMP) fa8n139A8ingas
seniteudsguruiuiavemistuaniigliennia laandunisvaaesiuyag1asniuaud
< | = [ A ' a [y fo 6V ) ~ H
ANLSITEU 100 JoUsBUIN Aanni 3-1 laesedeuiugunsalininedininae lnensunuiun
(Fluid displacement method) @1315081UATLAINALNANTEUBNAIIAINIZILLIATIMUUA AADAIU
voudugnuingesiasaauysnl

M,

Silicon Tube > \vi

4— Water

Needle —p

Digester ‘VA

JUN 3-1 wuudaesssuunintiomeanldlunisnaaes

312 MIdnwsanduivnzanvoaayevnsunsanfeing

Funmsamdmvastaguiingiu fe wwewns fu dideguey Tushsdautdmiinuis ()
feUSunsunidy (adans) dauvadu 2 nay Ao YANAae3 Fadl 10:90, 25:75, 50:50 Laz 70:30 Way
¥AAIUAN 0:100 % TS (Callaghana F.J, etal. 2002.) swaziBeafs1ei 3-3 %ﬂLﬂumﬁi’Jaui’aq
wﬁﬂLLUUﬂW%miLaﬁa@wﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂLﬁm (batch) Tnesinismaans 2 91 TuraU3unns 1,000 Sadans
(working volume) BafiU3unasnisusiniindu 800 fiaddns LeziuTesdul3ng 100 dadans
MndufutTinesmandndethnduauasy 800 Tadans uazuiuiievlfeglutae 7.0-7.2 wdah
msldfmeondauseielulasauuans 99.99% e 3 wiidoudaremaass Bniudaily
soitfugunsnigaiegn  uargunsaitafeding audidu ndufiagaelihaunaen 24
Falus waginsiavinafnesimuiiietuyntu suduganismeaes Ae lufifiedinwmistu Tne
n¥snAuganmaaesinnTinAaudnuzauTRTsenm eiluazgatiinedaned 4
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an519% 33 annglunsnaassindnenwlunsranfneiimu
ansauUmTnNNAY (g) : Usuns (mL)
10:90 | 25:75|50:50|70:30|0:100

AU | 578013

1| wwewnsdeyuyy v v v v X
2. | Wififansmandeyueue | X X X X v

nueme: v In1sneaes waz X lifinimeass

3.2 msfnwanasfivngaulumskdafnsfanmantindeyusudenasinsautuisseannsly
srAuUfiRmsuuuisraiiios

Tunsnwiagfudumsfnulussduufofinig  (Lab-scale) Tnsmsthdeyaiildanms
vpaesil 3.1 fe Mafndondnndmivnzavemeaiothilddidunimaaedunuudas
suu Lab-scale Wneldlunsnuiflédsuinsalldornauuusaiy wag szuu MABR Swidessyuy
ffnennlumsndnfnedinings nevhnsanwiszeznainisinfviivanzanfigauaziusouiioy
UszaAnsninlunsthdaansdundsnuisdnanisnaniiedinuioasudsssuuiifdnenmgsgaly
NSHARALTINN

3.2.1 ANSLSILAUSE U

1. Faauiinsuildlunisnaaes
a Y] | d' = o a a a & a .
dendnauvaumeem IV waNTUsEAnsamnskanfingdivng (Methane yield,
ML CHy/ME VSermoed) 8%AINMIMAREIN 3.1 Wldlunmsminfisseziaandniiulo, 20 uay 30 Ju
Auday lnenseseuiagminiiuguietiunimaassd 3.1 wasdriaguinsiusualiaziden
waghiall 1 Au wawhmslessimaadnvagandanienienniasiediUasn edwanlounldly
nsUsugnsdmnsrindessauiuidndeyuyu lumsfiwesasd 3-4

2. Wedusuuasindeumy
Wordudu (Seed) Tunisi3uduszuy (Start-Up) Uu191ndeUnsal Upflow
Anaerobic
Sludge Blankget (UASB) maaizwﬂﬂﬁ’mﬁﬁLﬁaqmamﬂiimmmsmLaLLﬂiLLﬁﬁqmaaU%ﬁwiﬂjai’wﬂ
9REMNTINANA Funemalug Jaminasvan lnginandasieien MLSS uag MLVSS wazdutde
yuruillflunsnasedlusedu Lab-scale thanmmindegusunesmauiauasmalg Sminasuan
Frhuiiesgimaadnuurauinisnienwiasiefnsei 3-4

3. daunsainlglunisveaes
1) daufnsailFennauvusninduiuuinaesduiesufiinig wun 10 &3
190 PVC (0l 4) Tegdruvuesnwuulilinsisdmsudnueninsgininesnainunde (Gas
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(%

separator) wazfnssgunsaiinfetinmlaenisunuiith duthlafiiunsdiineglvasenmaiu
119

2) Faufngal MABR Luuuudiaedluiesu§Uan1sifidnume iy
nsansEUen vhannuda fusunesldeusiuiomme 10 Ans (Working  volume) (n il 3-2) was
duvuresdsufnsaiuiarluasUndhasouamuaaiionifuiedanmiliietulussuuias s
AathnmiiAndukiuasesiidedfugunsaiinfnedinmiaensunuii

Water

0 % % Influent

0
0
0 <
Cone —__»
Needle
o]
Effluent
AV —>
Water
—

Conventional Anaerobic Digestion

JUN 32 wuudnaesszuulionanuunasisluiesujofns
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o

0 ooo

Effluent  g—

A
A

Influent

A 4

JUT 3-3 wuudnaeasyuy MABR luvieaujjiinng

3.2.2 3/N15ANW

Dunsneildszezinandnifiu 10, 20 uaz 30 Ju (Lehtomaki, 2006) YBINSANWIaRVIin
9 Ieeldendandiunaniiiiuszdvsammssdnineiimugsiigaannsvaassil 3.1 Wednw
UszAnsnmnisudnsinnasUSunatedinmiindald  dWemszeznaidnifuiimunzaudely

a  aa Y d'
FYALLDYAITNITNAADIAININN 3-4



ANSLHAUTTUULUUNABLIBY

oA

\HandnsndusEninaAvemsIuiulIdeyusLnANgn

=

TneRa15uaINUsEANS NMNNISUIUAKAZNNSNARRIYT NN

\ 4 v

seuulionmeALuUALAY SYUU MABR

v

finw1 HRT 10, 20 waz 30 U

a 4 o

1ASITRAMAN WM VBLAELEN - BBNTEUY

T

(o)

o AIUNBATN

o @uadl

°  AURATIMEN
AAT1LNUTTANTA TNV ITZUY

o  U5zANSAIMNITUIUN VS, TCOD, TS
o a3aUsENaUVBIRILTIN N
e ANTINSHANAILTINN

fl ]
s

dan HRT Nadign

t a

TeR1TUIRINUTZANSNINNISUIUARAZNNSNARN YT ININ

|

ATLAUTZUULUUABLUDY

5UN 3-4 AMSANEINAVDITEEZIAMAUAN (HRT) Nilnasauseansninnisvidn

28



29

4. maduszuulfeneuuuRaiy uay ssUU MABR witfsdeidios

n93uRuIEUY (Start-up) agvhmsideadesduridliusuiiuanimuends Tasn1sfude
Faruanlsaue N TNEaRd Tl MLSS Usyane 60 % VeI aUfA3eN (Tawfik, et. al., 2008) W
faufnsallfermanuudaiy uasdsingal MABR aniufisliusvana 7 fu Feihniswaudadan
vouAm It AsyNruiifidnsamlunsudefeinugedigaluntsvnaesi 3.1 uarlusewing
Buduszuudosiiameien Vs veniiderury uasvenmwesiilivhnmsfinwdeunnads iethan
snfumuSnTdLieImsinm uashnsdeureadadisruuifieseadelunieiy 9y
Ymsfuiiegaeainuasetnm Inglasesinnu Standard Methods (APHA, AWWA, WPCF,
2005) Fen13737t 5 GamsmaneszauauUTInuiAsuasSnIId % VS Whdsruuisseziaadn
U 5, 7 waz 10 Ju Tasvhmsauszuuiuuisdeliles Ae shnsiiuansevnsidiuaziieansens
ponyntu fuar 1 ads TnevhnsAnwiausyuuidhganiizasil (Stable Condition) Fs&ainapaanut
yesqaunIsluszuuivdsundadly  Swdumsfiansanyssdnsnmnisdesaaisaisdunis uas
AnanTRvanen Ly

AN9197 34 gaiufegakasAud lun e gihfivnnszuulioniaLuuiLAnLay MABR

a9y W1379e3 ALAURIDE AU
1. | Wy (pH) W waveen yniu
2. | @lefyau (TCOD) 1 wavieen VN 3 T
3. | anudueng (Alkalinity) | Wt wagiesn N 3 Y
4. | ninludfuszimediy (VFA) | didh waziheen N 3
5. | Fadu (TKN) W1 waziieen 1 pslugaanizasiiusay
HRT

5. NMFIAUSUUTINNLALIATILNBIAUTENBUVBINBTININ

fratanmiiinduazgniauiunslaonisunuiin wagyininfufiegsinluiesei
paAUsTNOUYRIN WEWY (CH,) wazinsmsusulaeanlas (CO,) way nwlulasian (N,) Tudwdinin fae
\A384 Gas chromatography (GO) AldE Y ndyaunes Thermal conductivity detector (TCD) aadutifily
A® Shin Carbon ST 100/120 micropacked

3.3 msfnwdnenwlunsuaafinedinmuyssingusuilensuiniuiuavemsluanznisiv
FTUULUUABLRY
= Xz d‘ o [ ¥ [ [ 1 =
ns@nwililunmsvenenaiieanunsatldidudeyalunmsinulusedugnamnssuselud
Wunsfnwlagnistiideyaiiliainnisveaesil 3.2 Ae nsAinwiszeznaniuinlnzauigane
UsgdvSnmvasmsundauagnsaniedinmiuuiwioliowazidenldnnsalsianiiussdnsam
TunsUndnansduvsduardnsinisuaninedinugengaiiosioge?
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3.3.1 NSSUAUTEUU

1. Yagmiinildlunismaaes
wwansiildlunsmaaesiiinanaainanvesmatauasa e frinawan g
ymsunasden aniuiily 1 fu wasthiasudnsiuunuelviasiBeauasicld 1 Ay wdaving
Anmimandnuazauiimsmenmezeiitowiy etnafildulflunsufusnsdiuniamin
Safuidegumy lunsfimesmed 3-5

2. Woisuduuazindeyumy
\Woi3udu (Seed) lunsiBudusyun (Start-Up) shanandainsal UASB vesszuy
thiaiidsgnamnssuemmziantudeesuiinleftanionamnssudia sunomelng) S
awan Tnetuiiasieien MLSS uag MLVSS warduidegusuillilunmsvasadusedu Lab-
scale YnanindsgusureanauiauaTelng Swinasan daiuiensimandnunsaus
NeneAMIaziATiFanIeR 3-4

3. F/N3ANY

&I NANSERU Lab-scale TasmsiAuszuuiuuisiailos Seldvinisimuaununimaaes
Tngldfaufnsaiuuudeiesdsannefimnganannimeasuuuiselies lnsfiswazideanis
NARDIAININTA 3-5

3.3.2 LHUNISLAUSZUY

ﬂ’]iLillG]‘Lliu‘U‘U (Start- up) ﬁ]u‘Vﬂﬂ’]iLaEJQL‘EJE)‘\]aUVliFJELﬁﬂULﬂEJﬂULﬂ“l?%’e]’]“lfi'ﬁl,l,au‘lﬂLﬁEJ“UlI“UL!

v
o =

Tnemadudessduandsinsal UASB GUENiu‘UUU’]‘UYﬂ‘H’]Lﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂiiua’]ﬁﬁﬂuLaLLGULLGUQSU@\‘iUS‘HVI
TwAanignavinssudda sunemalug Smiaasvan A MLSS Uszanal 60 % voaeUisen
mﬂuumhﬂiumm 7 T f\]Wﬂﬂ’]iLmﬁuUUI@EJﬂ’liﬁEJu‘U@ﬂLﬁﬂwmﬁ)miﬁﬁiu‘ﬂmLﬂ‘l?}EJTMﬁLLauu%ﬁEJ
YUPUNRTIAINATNARDT 3.1 Wag 3.2 Femndeanssnmdruiinazdosnismsain Vs ves
e wasavomsiiliviinsinwnon Mndwihnstouvendedndeufnsnifuez 1 ads
wagyhnafiufiegisresiinasing Wolinssiauautinianienn nikazgataineiaiy
Standard Methods (APHA, AWWA, WPCF, 2005) ﬁ’amsmﬁ 5 %amamaaa%muauﬂ%mmﬁwLﬁa
yuvusoiAwoslnsfinaennIsmaaes  auszUULiNgan1azAsi (Stable  Condition) sdainm
ananiRvesgdunidlussuuiiasundadly saufunsfinnsanusyavsnmnisgosaasansdunie
wazAaLTAIMEn LY



ASLAUTZUULUUADLUDY

LHaNEANENANEANY INTIdIUVBIAYRISAUL LT B

swezauAufin (HRT) uazdeufnsal 1 vila

AMUUNITNNADY

Anszvinuanvarvaudadi - aanszuu

o AIUNILATW
}2 =]
o AUl
}2 o a
e AURaTIINY
AAITNUTEANSAINVRITEUY

o  UszandSn1mn1sunua vs, TCOD, TS
o  23AUSENAUVBIRUTININ
ANTINISHANABTININ

AATENUAZATUNANITNARDY

o
[

JUT 3-5 TUMOUNTARBINTHIUTTULLUUABLTBY

31
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A10U WINaS ANUAIDENS AU
1. | Wey (pH) W wazneen Ny
2. | @lefyau (TCOD) i1 wavieen VN 3 T
3. | anudueng (Alkalinity) | Wwdn wagiesn n 3 Y
4. | ninludfuszimediy (VFA) | it wagineen N 3 Ju
5. | Fadu (TKN) W1 wavieen 1 pssludasanizasiiusay
HRT

3.4 nsAnwuazAnaunisdsuudasngugdunidludefnsaiuvuainua: MABRlunIS
naasslunsiiuszuuLuy Aeeiiles uas soiiles

nMsfnwIkazAnaLNsAsuLaseinguadunidlunisinuidinisdnwlussuui
soilosuazsailoweafaufnsaiuuudai was MABR  Tasvhniafiusegnsiinnanneasiives
szezanAuingg o esenuuasinauisnguuesqdunidndniiinadesyuulaeiisAnunas
Rpnudsolud

3.4.1 n15afinfoue (DNA extraction)
dmsumsiengilssrnvesaduniitussrhmaiusegsiidefioanannazuy
thdaUsann 5 fadansvedlunn 4 anngasiiveayn q seezafuin Mg anluduinum i
oaumgil -80 °C udrisazihmsanwlassainsves DNA fonisarin DNA Inwaqannl,l,anmammw
ponnidedeisnsdumios udh3eatn DNA 9nuadanméne FastPrep
Fast DNA ° SPIN Kit for Soil (Qbiogene, Inc., CA, USA) sns3snnslugile

Instrument and a

342 nsuiiuUSunuued DNA  grewada PCR (Polymerase  chain__ reaction

amplification)

Bud 16S rRNA d@15U T-RFLP fingerprinting Qmﬁmﬁmuin&ﬂ% PCR primer sets
27f-6-carboxyfluorescein (FAM)/1492r (Sait et al., 2003) waz Ar109f/Ar912rt-FAM (Lueders and
Friedrich, 2003) dadunguBud16S mNA Aifiauduniziuuuaidouazensd antdu PCR dudu
UfATe1feasUsin100 lulasiadnsinauiures 100 unlunfuwes DNA template 1 x PCR
buffer
poLymerase (Finnzymes, Espoo, Finland) wag 0.5 uM Tuudaglnsiues lagldaniigues PRC Ao

200 pM  vedlsiaz deoxynucleoside triphosphate 2U 989 DyNAzyme ™ DNA

94 C L‘lJ‘L!L’JaW 3 ‘L!TV] ﬁ’]‘l’iiUE]mViﬂllLillﬁ]uGU@flﬂWi denaturation G]’IQJWJEJ 30 ’Jgf\]ﬂi EUEN
denaturation ‘VI 94 C 1WJunan 3 w9l wag extension ‘1/| 72 C Wuwaan 3 wd maan extension ‘1/|
72°C \Juan 5wl
ntusuhdud 165
DGGE

rRNA
UNAUINUIUAIE

d1m5UN193LAS1EY Denaturing
PCRs

gradient  gele

lectrophoresis; nested Tneldlnsmes  27f/1492r uag
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Ar109F/Ar912rt titensdudulumaiiudiuiudie  PCR Falan1azvesinging Mo denaturation
Eusiuit 94°C Wunan 3 3uid mude 30 $0dns ves denaturation 1 94°C WWuan 3 3id ey
$e annealing 71 60°C LBua" 3 Junft 9Intiuds extension i 72°C (Hunan 45 Jundl uaziean
79 extension 7 72°C \uaan 10 Wit feilndnfusives PCR gniiliusavatudie GFXTM PCR
DNA waz Gel Band Purification kit (Amersham, NJ, USA) La234le templates LﬁuﬁﬁmmﬂUﬁ%ﬂﬁ
GIN Imalwsmaiﬂuﬂ%gﬂﬁamﬁ?u A9 universal forward primer 533f Wag reverse primer 907rGC

with a 40-base pair GC-clamp @nfu 5" terminus #n15tfing I PRC  Assfiadesiuazly
% . a v a 0 I3 a a Y
touchdown  program  UsgnBunie denaturation LSUAU 91 94 C LUULIAN 3 TUIN HIUAIEY
. a v oA 0 a ~ & = . ~ 0 a ~
denaturation 15Uy 9 94 C 1Juiaan 30 Jud 1nTulg annealing 1 60 C Wuan 3wl uag
. =i 0 a a a . 0 ] 1 41
extension 7 72 C tJutian 45 Jundl lnggauyived annealing 3xgAanat 0.5 C seviigsaulilogn
a e 0 & v v P v . A A 0 I
yligedla 50 C 210t 10 9 muAnanznelian1ieyinegn extension Ao M 72°C Wy van
10 u¥ glunn 9 wdndoet PCR 2zdin1sifiu 1 38 1.5% 04 agarose gel electrophoresis kae
ethidium bromide staining (BioRad, CA, USA)

3.4.3 N159AT1N T-RFLP
Tun1siased T-RALP axldnnsden lasazsinld ONA  Alédiannuuianidudae
GenElute " PCR clean-up kit (Sigma) ﬁﬁ%'miﬁq@'ﬁa uay ¥y DNA #il¢i6e NanoDrop”ND-1000
spectrophotometer (NanoDrop Technologies, Inc., USA) 'i]’lﬂ‘li'uﬁﬂﬁff 100 ng w83 DNA U%Ej‘wé

gogly 10ul veeUTuIueaUfiseiul0 U vae Mspl kag Tagl @mSuwuASELas0I15ARINaIRY
weiinsdeparldinan 3 Halus 1 37 °C dmSu Mspl uas 65°C dwdu Tagl antiu Fluorescently
labeled terminal restriction fragments (T-RFs) %QﬂLLﬂﬂaaﬂIm ABI ®Prism 3100 autornated
sequencer (Applied Biosystems, CA, USA) seu1a5g1unistgniguen (GeneScanTM 1200 LIZ ;
Applied Biosystems, CA, USA) 1713\‘15 T-RFLP electropherograms ag3tAs184628 Genef\/\apper®
software version 3.1 (Applied Biosystems, CA, USA) AUVUINYDY T-RF 521319 50 waz 1,200 bp
7Tl peak area WINNIMTaWINAU 50 lumiieaes fluorescence ﬁf’msgﬂ"sl,mww%ﬂ% triplicate
Tuusias extraction wes DNA  wenani replicate  profile vasU3unas DNA vvunazldrnade
USuou DNA - v99 T-RFLP  profiles Ium'ﬁLU%EJ“ULﬁUUﬁU%@iﬂaﬁILﬁ@ﬂiﬁuw}ﬁmi’lzﬁ JEHLRET
uwansnswasiiegnsaglduunnues peck mudsnisues Sait et al (2003) il T-RF profiles Suay
ﬂaﬂaLﬁuuﬁmﬁg’luLﬁaﬁm peak areas U84 total fluorescent units AUALULENVBY Dunbar et al.
(2001) w&snnsALdLUIBINATLSEAEDY threshold  Idinlugnllunsfdaianunves
T-RFs Beusvanas 2% vesiuiinavaslu T-RFs wag T-RFLP profile Tasaudiniudiuazgnamiany
Im&Jmﬁﬂ"m’;mmummg’mﬁug’mmaﬂ peak area M11ABN"15Y83 Schwarz et al. (2007)
dmfunisieudiou T-RFLP profiles veuunfioutiy ssiiveuwndeudns (1) %3o
absence (0) ¥a4 T-RFs Tuusiazfogns 1ne Sorensen-Dice similarity coefficient agldiduignsd
AdemAdafuTaUIATeY vectors Ay matrix LilewSeuidlou Jackon et al. 1989) wenani
Agglomerative hierarchical clustering %Qmmmé”m A5N15V09 matrix U949 the Sorensen-Dice
coefficients the Nearest Neighbor method a8y dendrograms “‘TjﬂmﬁLﬂiwﬁﬁwuﬂiﬁﬂﬂmﬂiu

SPSS for windows
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3.4.4 DGGE

DGGE 9gl9m1135n15994 Bodelier et al. (2005) A28 55UU INGENYphorU-2 x2 system
(Ingeny, The Netherlands) lnglt@a9g14 Aliquots 25 pl Tuwsiag GC-clamped amplicons Favzld
Tu 6% polyacrylamide gels iU denaturing gradient ranging 5¥#1i14 30 &4 60% Fa 100%
denaturant Usenaude 7 M urea uaw 40% formamide Iasiaatuasyhuiisendt 100 V uae
60°C unan 20 Faus andumusiemasnaiealusly Sybr-Gold ' (Invitrogen, USA) nucleic
acid stain (1:10000 1323919W19 TAE buffer) LLazd’l‘EJ;JUG?hEJ Kodak 1D v.3.5.4 system (Kodak,
USA)

3.4.5 N333YA1AUI0IBUA 165 rRNA LAz LAS0UN8aUNUGUDI9aUNIY
DGGE bands zgnszyna bands fiusinguay 1u bands ndnuesseds lnsnisdniden

bands tuazdedinliduudiuvivasslily 20 ul ves milli-Q sterilized water Wuan 24 Falus 7
4°C Tnsmevilsiuianaves bands figndndeniuasshlmAnanudedusenisvh DGGE adsdl 2
Tnensld templates TuufiiSen PCR Gatsznaudne lnswies 5337/907r 9antiu PCR azgnvinlyt
UlavSion1ssyanewusie wansdus Econuclease I-SAP enzyme (Fermentas) GsfiAgnisldnnu
@jﬁa mﬂﬁ?u?mzumﬂﬁuému ABI Prism®3100 sequencer (Applied Biosystems, CA, USA) a7
ABI BigDye termmator v3.1 cycle sequence kit (Applled Biosystems, CA, USA) Faged
ANUTUNIE mﬂuumﬁvwaumav nucleotide Tullsiay band uu'«a“aﬂauaumamamiisq 2-3
parallel bands

UoYARUIINNTIZYAU DNA 22nnT19a0unie DNAMAN software package (Lynnon
Biosoft, USA) Imen1sAiuiad 372 bp w84 sequences %ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁwé MyRDP space g
maintained Ribosomal Databases Project Il (Cole et al. 2007) Wa33@UAU homology Vo4
sequences ﬁﬁiugm%’aga RDP II (release 9.46 January 2007) 98 SeqMatch program ¥4 RDP
| ‘V”naajm phylogenetic tree %Qﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂm neighbor-joining method (Saitou and Nei, 1987)
P18 PHYLIP 3.65 software package Wa¥ the Jukes-Cantor distance model (Felsenstein, 1985)



35

uni 4
NANISANWILAZN15aNUSIUNA

4.1 mMsRnwAuEnYMzIasTagn
1. paidnwazindsvaamautauasalug
Mnmvinafuiideruruesssuuthdaidemaunauasnelg Tneduiidedewd

szuutida (Fegudl 4-1) anduishunfiesganumnsdmesismunly feinsiinmsiandnue

idsgurureanaunauasmalguandlilumsed 4-1 wudh Usinaeududuges cop i

Windu 516 Jadnsu/ans AlutuYad BODs winfu 70.62 faansu/ans Anududuveslulnsiau

Wiy 39 fadn3u/dns anudutuveseanesa Wiy 7.2 Haddninsu/ans uay wupfiSeeninls

Tnsfind 1.66 x 10° (MPN/100 mL) shsiilunsinwenmdululdlunisussandldindeygumuves

wAauasalng et lundnm et miuildannisAunsasdiues CODNP  Tneainns

Auan wudn Savindu 71.6/5.4/1 Fadudasdruibivazaniunimanfiiestinmiesain

Sasdniivnzanlunisudnfiiedinm CODNP dwiiiu 100/2.2/04 vieudiuidalugiuuy

83 BODIN:P agdiawviniu 9.8/5.4/1 Ssdlansagviouliifuidnndnmenidegumuiilivnzaude

mMsudnfTnm e ndamduimenzanlunsidaiedinmwiniu fewinfu 100/1.1/02 ui

defasanemsiinamswenlundsuaseanesaiuddnonmitddalunsiluldlunsnan e

Fanm WsusFesiuivauduiuvesUSunuaiveulmhdeiues fedinmieserdnndiu

fananatoudniUunuvesnnsueuiituniiniuniseglusuresasdurididonndandiuves

BOD; fifiunasiosifuies Aufuanmsfinuandnumsvesindegurunnmautauasmelug i

asuldihdsgurresnanauasmalgiidnsnwlunmsdafesinmmnaldmaiansindui

i’a@3uﬁﬁaqﬁ‘dszﬂauué’ﬂhgﬁmaami%uﬁé

JUT 4-1 gaiiusegadeyuyy

9 9
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A15197 4-1 AnanwaraudAundeyuY

Parameters Usuas (muae)
W% (pH) 6.87
Flafviu (TCOD) 516 (mg/L)
floAnsee (SCOD) 98 (mg/L)
Ulaf (BOD;) 70.62 (mg/L)
adu (TKN) 39 (mg/L)
worlaielulasau (NH, N) 0.51 (mg/L)
WoaweSaranun (TP) 7.2 (mg/L)
yoaudsiamn (TS) 324 (mg/L)
vaaudeszmedg (VS) 267 (mg/L)
YpudIurIuany (SS) 13 (mg/L)
voudavareth (TDS) 311 (mg/L)
wUATLSEENINLsInsing 5

1.66 x 10" (MPN/100mL)

(Heterothophic bacteria)
A dure (Alkalinity) 185.74 (mg/L)
nsnlusiuseinedne (VFA) 50 (mg/L)

2. nM3Ane1a9AUTENaUVRIIHANINI Y

Saoiindanlunisfinui Toud wewemns anlssemsnansvesumine deamaiuaiuns
finasuan TnethanwRoudusudonsmnuanauuia uaveusefionmgll 60°C auimiinasiuda3a
thinualifvnadnni 1 dadwnes Aulilugsnssay wesluldlugamanafindid Silica gel Lilega
atumelugs etlostuldliavemsfinden uesiviigumgi 4 °C anthudaiuniiasgy
AudnuzautENuguaen kel uansinaed 4-2 nud fsnaanutu wihiy 72.31
% wiw Bmnalulasiautomn wiiu 272 %  ww USinumeanlada wifu 0.78 % w/w way
unsdAsueu Wiy 54.95 % w/w lagainmsiATginananwandiiiuii ssrussnaudulve
yaarvoMsilse e Ineduawauas untuResurIgAsuou Fadiuesiussnouiid ey
Tumslldutaaminsmvenindegururesmauiaunsmelng fiuiwetiievemaanumas
dananlulflunsviinganiesdnidufedinmwlumsdnundaly
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M1391 4-2 AdnyalrauURLAYe M SYNTY

a19u Parameters Usua (Muae)
1. | W% (pH) 5.50
2. | AU (Moisture) 7231 % w/w
3. | snallulasiouiavue (TN) 2.72 % w/w
a. | veaweSavinun (TP) 0.78 % w/w
5. | Tnuvadeusionun (TK) 0.04 % w/w
6. | Bunsda1sueu (OC) 50.95 % w/w

4.2 msfnvdnndufivnsauveaavanslumanininedanmussindeyuu

nsAnwidneanlunisudainglinuvewetdsyuruazianinaegluglvesUsinuieiiny
fuintuiauasion3udled vidonsuves Total Solid (TS) vesdeiifisdlu Tasd1 BMP (Biochemical
Methane  Potential) 7ilsifunisuansisdnenimlunisndniinugegavesvosnsusingin an
nsAnwdnsduiuenzanlaglinisdesaarslunisaasuuung wud Uhnunisuaninadanim
ﬁmé’mmd’m 10:90, 25:75, 50:50 wag 70:30 (% TS) P0INTVTNTIUTEI AU LY
yurutuivinalndifssiulurag 3 fuusn Smdminduwds wui Adesdin 10:90 uay 2575
vosmsminsusshaavenstuindeguruiuansandafetinmeeidosuieiuil 12 ves
nsvaaes dadunainnudanauiutiuiidasdniimangauasinligdunidinis fufuay
ansafidesaasasovnsfananld Suiliianmsandnfisdanmedsioidlesauiieiuil 12 ves
msﬁﬂm (Astals et al., 2011) ﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁdammmwﬁﬂiamumwLmﬂmmiﬁ’uﬁ%ﬁmmu 10:90
uummiamamm%mmwmaw 1,583 ml CHy g COD LLamamwmu“uaqmwuﬂiammmqLw
a'm']sﬂuu'n,a&mmu 7030 uumamm%mmwlmuaamam uenaNifsnsdmnITinT ey
mmiﬂummmgmw 50:50 waw 25:75 TunuinduTinuresiisTinmilanasmiusseziia1vens
wifn alufigasliasondnietanld faduainnsnisinvdanduivaneaulunisvsingm
3zmmwmmsﬁ’mfwLﬁaﬁqmmuﬁfué’qwuﬁﬂ'jw danduimnzauvedlunisvsindmemsiu
thisgurutu wihiy 10:90 iWesnnaindinsuaniedaninldgean Snadesundnsdiuves
N wudﬂ:ﬁmwhﬁ’u 39.6 9ADAREOI9INNITANYIVOS Parkin and Owen (1986) uay Kayhanian
and Hardly (1994) fiwui Snsndhures ON fmnzaslunsudnfiefnmdudarsewing 20 81 40

ntudwinsfinuen BMP (Biochemical Methane Potential) wileUseifiunrsndululs
yiodnunmuessrUUTIIUIEAVE N wYaInTstesaasansBunidlutnde Taodn BMP LHuns
naaewndngnmlunsndnieiivurewsadefiiuntdameszuuiuuliorna dauaasugves
UhinufeiimuiiAetuiomndenudlefvesveadeiigndesansly Taglhimdsfaailldluns
goyaany

n1sMAaes BMP vlalastivendsuinauiungnaunaukelsdawuaiiiseluvinuailaiie
pondLausenlivuanoudsdavaeliain - snduhnstavimafefdiiaturunissuuasdng
dnzA (steady state) Ao LiffwAadfinty wnfinnsimserdediuvosineiimuluing
Frowfarilidnaysinsvesiedimilutisianie 9 AvaldfeEunis



38

BMP = USU1M5U89M I NUNAATUN LS (11].)
) A aa
nSuvesRlefndesaanyly

1600 o
| — & 1090
—@— =75
—uf=— 50:50
1200 — — % 7030
Q ]
)
g
o
T 800 —
O
-
=
£ ]
400 —
0 N
0

Time (days)

tﬂl Ly (23 = £ 1 lﬂl U ! ! L ’0’ a
EU‘VI 4-2 YSIaunNIauInInUeIn1TuinIIuIan S1@IUs 19 ‘] VAILAYRIMINUVUILAYYUTU

NARINAITIATIEIAT BMP wazUsednsainlunisurdn COD #a9annIsysin Landmnanisig
7 43 wuih defimsfiuvsinameadvemsludnsauiiuiniu avdwadeninududures COD
Tussuutufidngstusiliussavsnmnisiida COD Huiidanas wazanndosiuat BMP ifien
anaeuUsEavE A mMAsUte COD fauanuansanuilunismendnsiarudimsnzaslunisvs
Swsprhaavomnsiuiidsgueuiu nui Shsduesnimviinivesmermstuindegurud
10:90 tudusnsdwiifinisudnfnedinmgean f1 BMP gean wailuszansamlunisiita cop
avitan deiudadeniidnsdusnannilulilunmeasdugiuialy

M15297 4-3A1 Biochemical Methane Potential way Uszdnsnnlunisundn COD N8nsaiung o

Food waste : Domestic wastewater

Parameters
10:90 25:75 50:50 70:30
COD removal % 75.77 54.42 18.93 5.53
Biochemical methane production
61.72 41.64 9.93 6.68

(ml CH4/g COD)
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43 nsAnwangivangaulumsdaiiedanmanindeyueudesmaninimiuase sty
ssuUfiRnsuuuRsdailas

n33uRuszUL (Startup) wuuisdeideslunsvingumenidsguauiuiavermsaeriins
Aeadeqdunidliusuituaninrends Tnsnsfudedsiuszuundnieianimanszuutidoi
\Hov0als99U0 M STLIALTUT 9isiA1 MLSS Uszana 60 % voseunsad MABR  (Tawfik, et. al.,
2008) Mnduiidliszana 7 Su Fehnmsnausnsduveaavesdertidegueud 10:90 uarly
sgrihadufussuudosiiasesian Vs sasifioyueu uasvanmvonsiildvhmsdnmdeunnade
diethAsndunumudanauiifesnsiin uagvhmstlouresdedssuufissnsaferlundey
Mntwhmafiuiegsesiuas fedinin fenismeassazauauUiinaiidowassndiu %
Vs ihgsruuiiszeznandniiu 5, 7 uaz 10 Ju neshnsidussuuuuuisdelies Ae sihnnsidy
a1soadarieatsoseanyniu Yuar 1 ase lagvinisAnwauszuuidiganinzasi
(Stable  Condition) FsdunnnnautAvesgdunidlussuuiasunvadly  Sadunisfiansan
UsgAnSnwnsdesaanuansduvs uazanautinisneniwialy

4.3.1 NMINARAYTIININYBITEUU MABR

ﬂ13L%IuG’TuLamzuuﬁ'uf\]ﬂi?ﬁgauﬁémﬂﬁ'ﬁUﬁmﬂj Upflow Anaerobic Sludge Blankget
(UASB) masszuutiimindegramnssuemavziaududmesuisnlaftanionamnssudiia suno
el Seinasuan Tnglunmavassadesiulaeliviniondunds 10 % wud lufuusnuesnsiiu
'izuuﬁ?ummmmamﬁw%amwiﬁqﬁq 6.04 LCH, ¢ COD wag A1 pH maﬁa@mﬁﬂiamﬁ?uﬁﬁhhj
Wasuulasnnin fafuanwanimeaestinariuandiduiadnenwlumssdefiedaninlaenis
yifnsuveseve v waridegurunmaasuundmesiudesdunis laevhmadussuulaelsl
fnmaiduemsiunaaeienfing ilelirudegdunidinisufumilidriunisldansemsiianain
faominsiuvenavemsuazindeyuvy Tnsasdiuldinigdunisandwesssun UASE  tufinig
UusliunuBsaenndasnindunis@neues Branun et al (2010)

Mndundrnaesduavivesnaiuszuy SdiniuTaaninsusswhahiderusuasy
91MsfsATIdIn 10:90 Fudusandmivnzauanmmeassi 1 fszognaniuin 30 $u laed
MAANENTOIMTUUY fed-batch uay USufievvesiaguiingamwiiy 7 Faflonsuanfnvdaniwes

Ture £ TiAu 10 % azvinisiasuszezinaniuin Taslunis@nwniazgyinnis@nefssezaniu

(%
v

A0 WU 30 20 kag 10 JU ANUAU tngNanIsANwILAaNISmesTulnsa kUl

1. Afiey

MNHANSANANTILOTYBITLUUNTVINTINVDITTUU MABR lszazaanifiuin 30 20 uag 10
Yu (Fegufl 4-3) wuh AfleresszuumRamasEBa RN Tulisfeveglutaasening 4 -5
Fadumilivngautunsminuuulfemadiendndanm fausiilussritsmsiinagiinisfuans
Srlesanlussuuudiidsliansadielvefioviuiidgedunld lneaferfvanzaudedes
aaeloannylionaduiidsiiu 65 - 7.5 (Ascher and Kirsop, 1991) Tnewnguavesrfiies
fananfiinanssuudamiindouuy MABR  dudussuuthdailénisnuauszesinaniuinues
ssvusensliiuiussintszuu Inedethinldtumaninduiimvemsfutaguinduiudng



40

agﬂugﬂmawmLL%@LLmuaasﬂlm&JLﬁaﬁmimﬁauﬁiuizuuﬁuﬁﬂﬁmmam%mnmﬂaum‘iwﬁ’u
pznaugdunIsTliliinnsdudatussningaunidtuinges dmaliruuliausndesaans
ansBuvIsviniints annsaifesinlfuAndnansdunidsumeds lnedlefinnsanninfisduves HRT
fugondwmarhliszuudeduman wluflaalu HRT 7 10 ldasnsondnfadanmldluiige

2. @NINAN

d‘ a 1 %’ Qy LY | d' < [ 1 [ d‘

Wensananmandluingiainn1srdninvesssuy MABR fiszagiianiuing1s 9 daguil
4-4 azulain anmanuduaisiveglutiuay q Naenadasiuaiiey Ao 60-70 mg/L CaCO,
wAdleiasanfissezIaniuinty wudi Wednisanssezaniuiniuanimaisiugaluianiios
d‘l a a Y] & 1 &) I 49( o Y oA gj a0 dy dll a
Wewnnandmsduarstiinesadluszuu winligeuauvilvienfileyiuiiagey lnelefiansan
PnAgandmuszuulionnia Ae agluyas 1,000 - 5000 mg/L CaCOs (MetCalf & Eddy,
1982) war Aoyladlianmeetesiign A 100 mg/L CaCO, TFIHARINA1IMAAIITINTEUULUY
MABR wuilathnanlalunisuansiuiulaiuseansaniiagyinlAan a9t uUmLN s aUABANIWUDINS
INe 3 srezanAuin

3. NIATLLNLINY

A a = a & o a ° o o § v ' a A ¢

Wegdunidlussuunanieiinmianuaugalunisyiheuiuilinsassmveionagdunse
AS9TNUYN AT EUUTHUTLED AN WAD1NNSTUUTUSUNUNTASEededraulussuuLINgaudIna
1 a a a a 1 % = 1 1 o v a v v
mamimamummaﬂﬁ;aumﬂuﬂqmaswumu dananan1svintissuuinnIsaaile (Andrew, 1967
kag Forday and Grennfield, 1982) ImamﬂmamswmaaqmwﬁﬂiammLﬂwmmmazﬁ’nﬁaﬁqmu
MEsEUU MABR fisvaziianiuinia 3 duwandlugud 4-5 wud1 Usunaweansasswmediadululy
a a o 1 a 901 Qy -d! ra 1 Ly CY) I 1
AANIWLALINUAINILDTVBIUIN9NNTEUU TFeliTAIULANF19AUNINEN ke ’e)Eﬂ‘LJGUN 950 -1,100

5 dy dll a = a 1 d‘ LY C% ¥V 1 Y

mg/L CH,COOH wsiliflafiansauniislsunansassinedeimingausunisudnuuuliennia wiaiu
2,000 mg/L CH,COOH  dltuannnan1sAnsndsuanndbiiudslsunaveinsnssmeiengilussuy
waziinanani1shunanfunnmAiadunssesiaiunn 10 Ju
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HRT =10
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HRT =30 HRT =20 HRT =10

. »d L<—’
1080 < > >

E E E A 'n"‘{
1040 — ¢ : )
— E ," E A e
T : . > (e
o) 4 ) > :
@] . N8 .
Q : "N % ‘ :
m L] .
T : :
O 100 — : :
<| : ) .
D : Y, : .
E : o : :
E - A : :
. v W, v" . :
9%60 —  + % : :
920 : : :

| | | | |
0 50 100 150 200 250
Time (day9)

JUN 4-5 nsasemeigluseninanisminuesseuy MABR
Tumsndniuavosivdndeyu

4. Ysgansnnlunisindndled

PnnsAneUszansninlunistintadlese 36015 (Total Chemical Oxygen Demand;
TCOD) Tumsmiingimdeszuu MABR fiszazinaniufingg q faguil 4-6 wud1 Uszdvsninlunis
Triindled aglutas 25 - 75 % lasfiszernaniuin 30 Yu Suiivssdvsnmlunistiongaiian fe
1A 40 % uazAadsveIlsEaramlunmstiadleflunisuiinganvesszuu MABR fiszaziian
Wiudn 30 20 way 10 ARy 61.88 & 7.37, 57.08 & 2.95 uar 41.71 & 8.87 % sud1Au 9N
pansAnwidananuandliifiuindedinsanszesnanfuintudsdwalaenswonisudnfadanin
Tnofiszazinanfudn 10 fu dudsalidnnduenududureanisiouomadigssunauniily
sruuRamsdumaiiarlindaieiinmluian dawasdeUszansnmmsirdafimauievasliifng
U1Unianmiinsiu



a4

HRT = 30 HRT =20 HRT = 10
g0 « RS
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JUN 4-6 UsganinmlunisunUndledluseninanisnlinvesseuy MABR
Tunsulinsauaversividegus

5. ANSHARNNIVIININ
= a 6 = v 1 [ 1 d' < v

NNANTANYINITHANTIBTINININNTNINTIN (AU 4-7) Wudn Aszezaniuin 30 20
LA 10 AAINISRARAIBTINNAFNIEAIN WinAu 121.11F 8.58 54.00F 5.20 way 8.33F 12.15
mL/AUY AUEU FuiafiansaNnAINITHERAIUTIN T ULEASIAIUINTINSNER A1 BTN WA
170 Ieedaiussoznalniuindwilrainisudafsainntudeianasaulianunsacdnfnsaaninlu
fgaiiszeziian 10w MNNaNIINAEIBANIANNLTELUYeIRNN LWNNTauveIsE UL MABR Tu
ASNINTALNORANAVTININ
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HRT =30 HRT =20 HRT =10
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6. MIHANTLNY

MANaNsANYINTNARRITTIA NN T Taeidlefiansandauiinadinulufiie
Fanw (Fauanslusy 4-8) wuin Aszeznanfuin 30 20 uay 10 SUSnusimilufedinniianios
Asfl N 49.65 33.36 uaz 24.48 % euddy FudlefnrsannAiinadmilufieniwy
Mnnvesauiiendnfnadinmdensiinguvesssuy MABR T fuSmnadimuluynssezinan
\Rudndiuiinasies wazanamnszezafuin aulufianiuTunauiios 24 % fiszozifuin 10 Ju
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HRT = 30 HRT =20 HRT =10
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4.3.2 NMSHNANNYIININVBISTUU CSTR

Tudmvesnisnmsiiuduiuszuy CSTR Hu aeldiitiegdundd 10 % nssuutintide
9AEMNIINDIMIINTLALTUIIaIUTEINTYR Tl Auvruiavesdeufnsal 15 &ns laedl working
volume e 10 303 waglddnmamssramvommsiutidoguey 10:90 lnevinsduszuuloe
Lifinaiduomafunanasseniing Weliiidedunidinsusudilmdrfunsldasemsiun
Mntanniniumenavonsuazindeguey Mntundminaesdunivesnaifiussuu Jelinisiy
Yaguifnsmsewhahidesuruiasavemsiidnsdiu 10:90 fissezinanfudn 30 Yu laeinisifu
A15919NIUUU fed-batch wag Usufitevvesianmiinguwindu 7 dudensudamedinmeglutag
+1iAu 10 % AwvnsvAsussesinanfuin Islun1sinuniagrihnisfnuiiszesnaniuiin
Wiy 30 20 uag 10 Fu muddu TnesansAnwudasmivesiuddwiolud
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1. ALY

NNANISANIATIOTVDITEUUNSATNTINVDISEUU CSTR Tiszezaaniuin 30 20 uaz 10
Tu (ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ 4-9) WU F’hﬂL@%%@Qi%UULﬁ@aﬂiSSSL’JmLﬁ‘Uﬁﬂ%@ﬂixuuﬁﬂlﬁﬁﬂﬁLaﬁljﬁ?uﬁﬁ’ﬂ,ﬂéllﬁm
am’amL‘vm%aﬂumwmmmamammLmﬂu 6.5 - 7.5 (Ascher and K|rsop, 1991) szjaﬂ/liuaunm
Aufnwindu 10 Yu sheiinanisAnwnisanddiifiuindissosanfuinfimnyauiuaunsoadng
mmm:uﬁaiuﬂﬁﬂ’m@uqquuiuszuumwmLmulimmﬂmmmﬂmmammwwﬂu
Usgansmmeesnszuiumsndngan Tnsanglunsminsuiuirvonmsdaduaisenmsisiafies
#1 (Zhang and Li, 2015) wenndmtasiosimngaufussuunsusinuuulfonnadsdanals
Ans1lmesane o ludiurssmanisAnudaluuansdiiiulsy@nsamvesldssuunisminuuy
CSTR mmﬁﬂéamwim}]Lﬁasqmuﬁumwmmi

2. @ANINAN

mﬂg‘uﬁ 4-10 wandlidiudsanwansluihfisannnisusinginwesssuu CSTR Aiszoznaniy
Anene 9 agulaan amwmmLﬂudﬁqﬁuaﬂiuﬂmﬁaa@ﬂé’mﬁumﬁwwaﬁwwﬁﬂ Ao 2,000-
3,000 mg/L CaCO; mmawmsmmvammmeﬂma q T wuin etinisanszeznaniuinues
S¥UU CSTR uuamwmwuumawulﬁaa 1 Wewnnandinsidvansivinesadlussuu Lmﬂimawu
ﬁmwﬂwmwwﬂjuumﬂmﬁuu TetlannmsAnwwes Nehiem et al. (2014) wu deannanandusing
Iuivw‘wmLLUUlimmﬂuumaumqamw 2000 mg/l  CaCO, uanslifiuinszuumtnidudl
Uizz?‘vﬁmwLLaza’mWiaﬁﬂﬁiguwﬁﬂﬁ?ummmLi’f’lﬁam’mwumﬁléf PNNANITANYIAINA1ILEA
TiszuumsnsinlZerniauuy CSTR Wethumsingmideiuavenmnsivssansamivhliann
sstumngauroanwwasntsviin Tnsflszernanfufneiniu 10 $u fussaninmaaiian
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HRT = 10

HRT =20

HRT =30
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HRT =10

HRT =20

HRT =30
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3. NIATTLVEY
NANITNAABINIININIIUVBUABO M TUATUNFEYUYUAIBTZUU CSTR szeziianiuinm
3 gawandluguil 4-11 wud Ysunaweansassmedadululuiienasiediuaifiesveunitenn
S2UU Peaglutng 1,400 -2,300 mg/L CH;COOH  visilidlafiansanfieUSununsnssmeditgsoann
< ! =i ] v A 1Y = & z:l' ! O
AaNuduAsvesszuy CSTR isvezlianiuinit 10 T Faluszeznarlvengausen1svdniiu
' P Y ! v = & L ! = o v Y 2/ A v a
wud dAdnsrdinu 036 Fadudnsidiniuugdidunisudineuulieoniendeslaiiiv 0.4
= [ ! 20 v @ = 2 o o 1Y ' o/
Panpong et al (2014) PNNHaN1TANEIRINaTIALESTaEaNAUANT 10 U ungaudentin
SIVBNFIYUYULALAYEIMNIAIETEUY CSTR

HRT =30 HRT =20 HRT =10

A
4
A

1200

1100 —

800 —

700

VFA (mg/L CH,COOH)
\
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Time (days)

JUT 4-11 nsmszmedigluseninamvdnvesseuy CSTR
Tumsndniavemsivdndsyu
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4. Ysgdnsnnlunisuindndled

MnmsAnuUszansnlunsiidedleddelumsniinduesindegusuiumwemsde
SYUULUU CSTR fiszaziiafiuineng 9 faguil 4-12 wud Uszansamlunisindadled eglutag
40 - 70 % lasflszeraniuin 10 Ju fuiluszavsamlumstiingsiian Ao wnnd 70 % uae
AnadsvesUszansamlumsitndleflunsusinganvessyuu CSTR fiszazinaniudn 30 20 wag
10 Ju dAwiiu 49.69 + 6.86, 54.15 £ 4.36 uav 65.91 £ 8.46 % AUAWU INHANTITANY
fnanuanslifiuindsdinsansyeznanfvindsalinsndaiedinnuayUssansamlunisidn
coD  tugstummilugae Meilidlefinnsanamnuduiusveamnivesiu wui iesnnanideiy
szornanfuindudssalifiesdagatuiadudisiiefimngautumshauresgdunidngunan
fimuitanunsald VFA aanansenmansdngan (Montneas et al,, 2014)

HRT =30 HRT =20 HRT =10
8 < >e > ————»
: : : k)
S : : :
=~ 60 — : : :
g : : e
: : : x K
g . :
: Pl :
7] ‘ M laf
40— :
: | | : | © |
0 50 100 150 200 250
Time (days)

JUN 4-12 YszdnSamlunsida COD Tuseninanmsmidnuesszuu CSTR
Tunsndnsiuawosivdndeyu
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5. NMIHARAIYTININ

NNTHAATITINMIINN TN v nFeyusuiuAweIs (e 4-13)  wui
AszazianAunn 30 20 wag 10 JANSHAARYTININAGN LA Windy 1,163159.58 1,483t
53.56 wag 1,815.851 66.79 mL/Au muasu FuilaiansananaAINIsHanisdinnuLan bty
I a e a dy < v A ~ < o A [ o Yal a
PinmanivgInmgdunuszesiaiuinianas Inefisseslianiuing 10 Juilviinisuén
6 = tg 1 (Y] P 7 I a o [ L 1
N NgeluNInNnI 1,189 mL/du dedelainludsinaagsdmsunisudngi

HRT =30 HRT =20 HRT =10
2000 < > > < >
: : -3
1600 — :
: : ¥
’—T | : : (]
E : : :
8 : :
3 1200 — : :
£ : J K
] ; . :
o . . :
@ 7 : : :
800 — :
hy E
400 : : :
| | | | |
0 50 100 150 200 250

Time (days)
JUN 4-13 nMsuanfine@inmvesseuy CSTR Tunsuiinsiuievemnsiuideyuyy
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6. NINARTIN

MnuanmsAnyINsRaRfsTinmannsinuesidesuruiuimemafessuumin
wuu CSTR @lefimrsandsuSmnadivmilufednnm Fauanslugy 4-13) wuih fissesianiuin 30
20 wag 10 TUsnadimulufedinmitaninzail wiidu 54.84 58.64 uag 60.63 % AEU B9
dofinnsananavinadmulufsdanmduannmmaaeadendaieiinmiensminguees
52U CSTR Hu wud fumadmiunnszernanfusniviinuguesniuiunnszernaniuin
wlufigaiiuTunamnnndi 60 % Aszeziiudn 10 fu

HRT = 30 HRT =20 HRT =10
64 3 > >
60 — : : :
g | i z s
c . . .
9 04 . :
Z : : :
g 56 — : : :
E L] . .
S : : :
< : : :
T : : :
© 7 : : :
52 :
48 : : .
F | | | | |
0 50 100 150 200 250

Time (days)

JUN 4-13 YSanaudlnuluins@anmlusgninanmsvdnvesseuu CSTR
Tumsndniuawemsiudndsyu
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a4 nsfnwangivangaulumsdaiiedanmanindeyueudemaniniuiuaseislu
sruUfiAmsuuuraiiios

Tumswsinfuvesiidegusuiuiavormsuuudeidosiu Ihnsdadonssuuthdauuy
csTR ifledluainssuuthtonuy MABR  duannsandefisdaninlédesniuasisuuuuiilal
wangausdensuiindanszarinsindeguautiuiaweims lnenisduduseuy (Start-up) wutseiilas
Fenmsdsanterdunisliususiuanimuesdeuieiussuuisieides andufisliussan 7
u Sevinsuaudnsdueaave st dsyueud 10:90 warluszwhadudussuudediiase
A1 VS vesiidegun warrenmvomsfilivhmsfnueuynads iletAundumeusngdy
fifasnsfine uazvhmstlouresdedrssuufissndaferlundei ntwhnafuiedimon
wazfnedinin GamsvaaesnzmuguUiinuiidewassandaiu % Vs Whdssuuiiszernantnifiu
10 Yu Ingvihnsiduszuuuuuselies Ae Inmaiduasesuuudeiiies Tneflfagminsamduay

ganAaeAnal  Lay USuillewvesTaguingiuwiriu 7 Jadlemswdniedinineglugie £ iy
10 % o duan1zAiiagngnnsiuszuy Fmansinvunasnsdwesuuiinseluil

1. ALe%

'
P

AfilevvesszuunMsninginvesszuy CSTR wuuseiiles fiszeznafuin 10 3u (Fagud o-
19)  wui Afierlufuresmaiuiussuuiuiefondunse uandoszuuiudigiuil 25 du
Aflorassruvariidngatussreiioandnlndanfifunans fadszuu CSTR  uuusiaiosos
msninfussvishidogeuiussemsssuusndnganmeasiiussnatuil 70 feliddievid
Flnd 7 wnflan deannzfimnzanvesifiorrenduniinaansauasnandmuiudani
uaneefu Tneannefuangavdmiunssdadmutuintu 7 uwiannefnsautunimannse
thuagseming 5.5 9 6 (Park and Li, 2012; Wang et al., 2012). fauflvuasszuumsinuuudafien
wmsazsesnsdfierlilutisivnzaniuanmasndaiion fe oglutasd 6.8-8.0 Lileannsiin
mié'fuégqmiﬁwmuﬁuam,%aﬁﬁuw‘%é (Poschl et al., 2010) Fannuadanantiidiuinssuunsvsin

wuusiailas CSTR lumsfinuilidnganizasnaeldrmiiesinyay
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7
X
65 —|
6 —
T _
o
55 —|
5 —
* | | | |
20 40 60 80
Time (days)
JUN 4-14 Ariitarluseninenisniinuesseuu CSTR wuusiaLiies
Tunsulinsauavevsividegus
2. @NINANS

anmanslutihisnnnnaiindwssniaiiBegueuiasiayemsvesszuu CSTR Tumaiiu
i“UUwaiaLﬁaﬁﬁ’aLLamd’LuiUﬁ 4-15 wu3n Tugae 30 JuwsnlumsBufuvesnsiiusyuuanInay
lfdumwmmLLU'ﬁmuslumwumm LmuaqmﬂuuamwmmLﬂumwaﬁkummmawu wan gLy
JnsvhnuvesszuuTusandiiiunsiiedriestussuy aqmai‘wm‘wL@maqaywuuawumﬂ
Tnglugaatuil 70 GuaamimuﬁkumﬂwmumiuwLmqamaumm wﬂwaﬂnummwummmm
AaTilugae 130-135 me/L CaCO, Jurrmmewaiinandliinnsyuiunsudnlivwansliidudanmi
QﬂgUgﬂﬁLﬁ@ﬁ]’]ﬂﬂizU’JHﬂ’]iNé@ﬂi@ (Owamah, HI and Izinyon, OC, 2015)
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140

130 —

120 —

Alk (mg/L CaCO,)
\

110 —

100 —

%0 ¥X
| | | |

20 40 60 80
Time (days)

JUT 4-15 anmansluseninamvdnuesseuu CSTR wuusialilos
Tunsudinsiuavorsividegu

3. NIATLLUENE

MnmavEinanTe A LAzt dsguTURsTUY CSTR  wuseiiles Muuandlugudi
4-16 WU U%mmsuENmmzmadwaflmmLLiﬂmmmsLauﬁzuuﬁuﬁm'ﬂiajqqanﬂﬁ?u uidleszuuitng
Sufl 70 vesnsiuszuLdsdutheiiflan e %qasﬂuﬁdaq 1,900 -2,000 mg/L CH;COOH eilile
N1TUIANUDIAN volatile fatty aods/alkatmlty ratio um%mLilulﬂquwgiuama“mw UA1A
MsAnEITes Shen et al. (2013) Tustenuimsninsuildiavenmsviewuinduasiinnuad
Hoslunsmindewnnanasinnisazaunsalusinlewnuinnii 65 % vensassnediermunlag
nsafananilierenisfigdunidnaundedmulululy egnalsfinumnnsndunidsemedadany
Wuduanndn 6000-8000 me/L avdmasenisHARTY (Polprasert, 2007) fatuaududuves
nsmszedslunmsanenidvifanmssudnsdeiimulussuy
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2000

1800 —

1600 —

VFA (mg/L CH,COOH)

1400 —

1200 | | | |

20 40 60 80
Time (days)

JUN 4-16 nImszmedrgluseninamvidnuesseuy CSTR wuusialilos
Tumsndniuawosivdndeyusy

4. Ysgdnsnnlunisindndled

nmsnsinsiuvesiduruiuisve mfes ULy CSTR uwuuseiliesilssezinaniv
fn 10 Fu Faguil 4-17 nudy Yszavsamlunstidadled ogludis a4 - 79 % uazAedoves
Usgdvsanlunsriadloflunismiingauvesssuu CSTR wuuseliles Sawiniu 69.89 £ 11.68
MnuanmsAnmdananuanddiiiui Wedussuulumeusutuazininuisunuasesdlind uas
Slowihganmzuuilutudl 70 vesnsfussuutulssaninmnimlunisiidn CoD Apudrsnaiividl
deananluanmefivunzeeimevhnuresssuviuadunidasannsoldansomndnguludan
fomngaudsalinsnaniimutugduwarannsndfiussansamlunisiida cop yihlve cop 4
wiaetutesasls (Siddique et al, 2015)
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80 —

70 —

COD Removal (%)
(o))
o

® | | | |
20 40 60 80
Time (days)
JUN 4-17 YsgdnSamlunismidn COD Tuseninnisvidnvasszuu CSTR wuusaliles
Tunsulinsauavervsivideyu

5. MIKARAYTINN
INNITHANN1BFINININNAITNINTINVDIU A YUIUAULAYEINITAI8TEUY CSTR
! = [ ! =i [ [ a1 a o IS) =i - (-
wuuselles (fagy 4-17)  nudn AszelIaniuin 10 AAN1sHEaRfsdInmian1izasi Wity
1,711%66.73  Fuflefiarsananainsnaninsdinniuwandiiiiuindinisudaiasdnng@uny
srglIanlunseussuy Ingitannsuuuasiiiuhvinmdaiediningsiuuinndt 1,967 mL/u
Fuluvsanadunsndnfiigdinimainnismdngy
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2400 —
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1200 —

800 —

400 | | | |

20 40 60 80
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JUN 4-17 Msnaninadininuedsyuy CSTR wuusaiadlunismvdniiuavemsiudlasguau

6. NINANTILNU

mﬂmmamﬁ”w%qmwmﬂmwﬁﬂiumamjﬂLﬁmgmuﬁuLﬁwmmﬁé’wazuwﬁmwu CSTR
wuusiareaileforsandeusinadimilufadinm Fuandugy 4-18) wud Aisseznaniudin 10
Fu fvsnadivulufednnmiianigad wihdu 65.82 % audidu JuslefiansanainAiuuna
fmdufstnmdunnmsveasaiiondnieinmeenisusinginvesssuy CSTR 1 wudn 3
ﬂ‘%mmﬁmﬂunﬂszazl,’;amﬁuﬁ’ﬂﬁﬂ‘%mmqaLLaSLﬂ'wﬁunﬂiumisﬁLﬁuizwLﬁmmmﬂﬁam’;zau@a
ﬁuaﬂmiLauiz‘uuLL‘U‘U@'@Lﬁaaﬁ?umwﬂﬂéamzﬁmmmmiﬂiumﬁ%ﬂmLaﬁaﬁmwmﬁméﬁﬁau@a
'igmfwmimammﬂL.LazLga(;iamimﬁmﬁqu?jﬂdﬂmaiﬁﬁiﬂﬁmuﬁ@hqﬂﬁuﬁmm (Siddique et al, 2015)
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68

CH, Composition (%)
[o2}
o

56 —

52

20 40 60 80
Time (days)

JUT 4-18 Ysunautimuluinwdinmluseninenisvdinvesssuu CSTR wuusiaiiled
Tunsudinsauaversividegu

45  nisfnwuazianiunisidsuuiainguydunidludansaiuvuaainuasmasrluns
naasslunsiiussuuluy Aeraiiles uas soiilas

msfnwlunimeaesiingUsrasdifiefnylassadasssnsvesgdunidiomaiin PCR-
DGGE f\]’]ﬂmiﬂ'@836’18LLUUlﬂ%@’]ﬂWﬂf\]’lﬂﬂ’]iwﬁﬂﬁl’mwﬁﬁwﬁ’lLaﬁsqll“U‘ULLagLﬁ‘wmwﬁﬁizazLﬁm
fruftusng 4 mnzaunmsiussuuukuUAwalouasseiiles uvznantnifiufinzay
Taefinnsananuandniinuiianzasd dslassaireussnsadunidlafunansenuanuszianuas
arududurasmssaivsuiiadedaunndondu 9 maisuuadulnssainessrnsgdunis
wansdeUsyAnBamuaanssuaumsidnansdunid fafuddiinsinulasaieUssnnsgdunie
Tngldivatia PCR-DGGE 3Uf 4-19 uans DGGE profile vosdudubuuiiom 165 DNA Tnsuauiiy
LaLwiazsdmme;mmimaaqéi’qﬁ
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037 A fio NaulASIEIIUTEvINTRRUNTEVDITEUU MABR LUUAWBLoMAaN1IZAd
wazsTasiIaAuAN 30

' ~ = ' % a = = 1A a ~

Fo47l B A nqulAsaaseUsznsqaunsduesszuy CSTR LuuiiseLiaafianizaaf
WaZIEEZARAUAN 30

' P a | v a & & 1 oA P a

Fo47 C An NqulASIAFIUZIINTAUYTIVRITEUU CSTR wuUNNsaLlnfianizasi
warsTaziIaAuAn 20

' a P | 19 a P 2 0 oA ~ a

Fo471 D Ao ngulaseas 19Uz InsgaunIduasszuy CSTR wuuiweLlasfian1iza
warsTasiIaAuAn 10

a

Y0391 E Ao NaulATeaiaUsesnsRaunaguadssuy CSTR hUUABLUBIaN1IwAd

a

=
9
| oA = ] o =
BN F ABD ﬂqmlﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂi%%ﬁﬂi@ﬁﬂ%i

& % dy a 6
YUDINILVBYAUNIY

Falasaasnsuszrnsgauvsdvasssuunuuldldennmeududu 2 ngu Ao Bacteria uaz

a al a

Archaea msgeenuuldldenmaniinnuaissnmavzdesUsenoulumeqdunid 4 ndu As
Hydrolytic fermentative bacteria, Proton-reducing acetogenic bacteria, Hydrogenotrophic
methaogens Wag aceticlastic methanogens (Zinder et al., 1984)

MIATIE DGGE \lefnwinisiasuulameslassairsussmnsuuaiieluyanisvaaes
msvsinuutlildornassrisiidsgueunasaverns Tagldinsifeuwivesnududu denaturant
fio 40-70 % Famansinszidisuiianalelndfild e Blast feribosomal database project
(http://rdp.cme.msu.edu) Famamsieseiduseellil

261  naulassarsUsyunsduniduesszuu MABR  uuvisdeillosiianiizasiuas
szognanfuin 30 (A) Faduanneifessyuu MABR fianunsananinvdaniwldedsaiame
WU Uncultured Prevotella sp. wag Uncultured bacterium MeannnskansAnuves Tapia-
Venegas et al. (2015) wut annsansranunguideludifa Prevotella femafin DGGE luds CSTR
vesszuunsnanlalasiaunndindiesealasduiuneldanziiiunsn Ssaenadesiuariiios
10989 MABR  Tumsndfndrumesinideguvuiuivemnstues  uonniludiuveinguqdunis
Uncultured bacterium fiansnsassranuldiiuaenadasiunisfinuves Sun et al (2013) flaunsa
maﬁ]‘wumjuL%aé’ﬂﬂdwﬂuﬁwﬁﬂﬁmamﬁ”w%amw

262 naulasaaiisUszvinsgduniduesszuu CSTR  wuuisdelilesfiannizasd uas
svezaAuin 30 Faduanngfiansondninvdanmlsdesiian wuin Uncultured bacterium
Hunduidendniianansonsanuldsemaiin DGGE Fsaonadasiunisinuves Sun et al (2013) 7
anunsaeTanungudenanludminiindnfedanin

2.6.3 ngulasiainaUszvnsaundduessyuy CSTR wuuisseliesiianinyasiiuassyozing
Fuin 20 Yu Aduszogiianmnsandnfistanmldlussfuuiunans wui mmaamwwumjm%a
Uncultured bacterium fifululuiemafeniuszuunsvsingansng CSTR fszognanfuing 30
fu nennilfwmsanunguide Bacteroides sp Fsnanslidiudsdnanmuesszuuiiannsondnfiieg
%amwié’qaﬂiﬂﬁiwzL’JmLﬁUﬁ'ﬂ 30 Yu  IngdenndestiunanIsAnuues Weif et al (2010)
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A1U150ATIINUNGUAUYSE Bacteroides  sp tWunguqduniduantuniswdninudinimsewmada
strand conformation polymorphism

2.6.4 ngulassainaUszvnsaundduessyuy CSTR wuuAssaliesiianinyrsiiuayssozing
fuftn 10 Yu Fadussesnaiiddnenmgealunsuanfivdinwlunsvindussrisideguy
fuLAwe1m13 WUd Uncultured bacterium wag Bacteroides sp 2 #1 dafuqduvidfiannsonsn
wulaluszuunsmdnfing@anin lneraainnisfnwdinaiwanslmiui Tuannenismdngiuves
ihidegursuuasae v sTwanzandeszuumsninuuy CSTR Astaidestufnnsrhausniy
vosqAunIdaninguilddy uaz Bacteroides sp dvanunsanmiaelduntuuandiinanusariili
mawAnfneTanmesszuutiugatumailudae

265 naulaseaiaUsznnsaunEduesszuy CSTR wuudeailesiianmizasd wui se
wiafia DGGE tuausonTanugdunisng Uncultured Weissella sp. Tumswdnfnadanimde
Msvsins e AsTNTULARAYE WS [AETNNSANITEs Yoon et al  (2013) ldnsrany
duvsiananluteondin wazdilifisenunsmmanuludiuvesszuusdninediniw Jauandids
anmgfivanzanvesmaningiudananfiiinsinfifanarsssrinswesudawazveanan

266 naulasaseUsznnsAurEvesinteqdunis neliwudervedssnuoimanzia

& | a = L. . . S & a N o A
WBILTY WU NYUYAUNTY Uncultured idiomarinaceae bacterium UulUUAUNIERANNEINIT
asyanuld Meingudunidanandunguadunidnuay Wnaummiuam’amummLﬂuawwu

q
a

aunsoLasaulalan maamﬂamﬂmmaﬂwmumLaasuaqisamummiml,a LAYUBNANEDINKD
miﬂﬂmmﬂanLLamﬂmwummiLUaaumJawmﬂqm;aumwwLﬂaauLLUmmm’limmﬁﬂsﬂu
nsudnuazaniazlunisudndneie (Farooqui et al., 2015)
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Bacteroides sp

Bacteroides sp

Uncultured idiomarinaceae bacterium

Bacteroides ovatus
Uncultured Weissella sp.
Uncultured Prevotella sp.

Bacteroides sp
Uncultured Prevotella sp.

Uncultured bacterium

Uncultured bacterium

a

3UY 4-19 wans DGGE profile Ua4

naugaunIdluanzn 9

Microbial samples

~ FF#10814
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unil 5
ayunan1sAnen

4.1 mMIRnwAuEnYMzYasTagun

Audnuazidsgururesssuuthdamindemauiauaselug wui Seandendimues
CODNP  Tngannmsauas wuin dawindu 71.6/5.4/1 Fadudpsdmilimnzauiumsndnfin
Faom Tnpmsdesiufiurnudutureniinuemivouluinie venanidfasmsinsnlunisinuil
1#uA 1wems 9nlssommInatsveumingdoasuaruniuns Sminasuan Wetmiiingegs
AdnuuzaniiiugIunsnenmuazadl uandiifiuin esdusznovdningvenavermslulss
DN RWMTIN YA UesuNS TR B YIS M $uey Fulussdusznauitddnylumsluléidutan
wﬁﬂiammﬁ%ﬁaﬁqmuﬁumwmmaummmimg ﬁaﬁu%qLﬂwmmiﬁ“iqLfJumdﬁwﬁzy)ﬁﬁmﬂﬁummﬁﬂ
Sanfendmdufnetanmiuiideguy

4.2 nafnwdandniivnauvasasennslumaniainednmvasindeyuu
Ananmlunisuaniinugegavesvasmmvidniiulaenisgesaarlunimaasawuuny wuin
Uinamswanfedinmivngnaidan 10:90, 25:75, 50:50 Wag 70:30 (% TS) veamsvsingau
sguhaAse iU dsguTy wul1 isesdmvesnisniniaussriave o degusy
10:90 ﬁ?ummmmamﬁ"w%aquﬁqmﬁ 1,583 ml CH, g’1 COD #esnsdnues C/N Wiy 39.6 @
Hushdiwes N fomngaulunisudafnedanm fudulahdandanlunandnianaveims
wazthideguuiisndiu 10:90 lyhmsdnwlussduuftinsuuuisioios

43 msfnwanaziimsngaulumandnfiedanmantndeyusudiensmsinguiuissenmsly
ssiuUfiAnsuuURsdalilas
MnmaduszuUinG v nAve UL A TUTSn I 10:90 oSz MABR i
szognanfufn 30 20 wag 10 fu wui Aszeznanfuin 30 Yu iluanneiaigalunismiingam
fherfiereglutieszming 4 -5 anmarnussiusglurisuau o fdonadestudfies Ae 60-
70 me/L CaCO, Usunamesnsaszumeiadululufimmaiiorfuaiives deldfianuunnsieiuunn
1N way agluie 950 -1,100 mg/L CH,COOH Usansanlun1sunUnglofuinndl 61 % uawilen
nsuARfsTnndianiaeas Wiy 12111 Feesduszneudinu wiidu 49.65 % vaililean
srevaniuinliduastuhlddnenmlunswdnfiefanindanas awhlfssuuiansdumadly
fanidioszazianfiuin 10 Yu uandiifuinszuu MABR duldfarmmngaufasiuldlunsmin
Ao IIuALFe YTy
Tudrureamandnsmavemnsiuiideguruiisnand 10:90 fesvuu CSTR
syoznANAUAN 30 20 uaz 10 u wui Aszeznaniuin 10 Yu iluanneivzauigaluns
mifnsauneldanngfiesinzauiidwiiiu 6.5 - 7.5 41 anmerndusisiueglugaed
A0AAABINUATNLETUDITLUUNLIN AB 2,000-3,000 meg/L  CaCO; UsHaueinInseinedgluiianig
ety Feaglumag 1,400 -2,300 me/L CHsCOOH  UszAvBamlunstdadlofigsds 65 % e
NSHARAIYTININT@N1IEAST WU 1,815.85 ML/ fisnsnd@uiinu 60.63 % NHANSANYE
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wansliiuiadnenmuasssuu CSTR Tunsulinsiuavemsuazdideyuyuiionsidiu 10:90 waz
srazannuin 10 Ju lunsnenluszaulfifnisuuuseiion

a4 nsfnwangivangaulumsdaiiedanmanindeyueudsmaniniuiuasemislu
ssuUfiAmsuuuraiiios

TunsmsAnsnisndnsamvesiidegueuiuavermsuuuseiies fedasdiuvenm
oMt Asguruil 1090 sweziandinifiu 10 Su Fudlemsudefnvdinimedlutas £ L
10 % foinduannzasiaznganisiuszuu Fswansnw wud fanmeasiirnflevvesszuuiian
Tndides 7 anmezanuidumsdianuesiilugng 130-135 me/L CaCO, nsnluduszamednelumag 1,900 -
2,000 mg/L CH;COOH  UszavBnmlumstintnlof fidwvinfu 69.89 % wanfedanmgadunnniy
1,967 mL/Au Banasimuluf@anmil wiifu 65.82 %

a5 nsdnwuazAeaunisisunlanguadunidludufnsaluvusaiuuasMABR  Tuns
naaaslunsduszuunuy Aesiaidles uas deilles

las9aseUserInIveRaunsdmemeatlin PCR-DGGE a1nnisdesaansuuulaildeiniaainnis
yinTanszritaiAsgusunasaveTisrszna AU 9 WINEANINNSRUTEUULUUT
wuuissiaidlesuazdeiios Feszazandnifuiimunzan wuii (1) ngulassaineUszvinsqaunidves
53UV MABR uuuisdeiosiiannzasiiuazszeznanfudin 30 fanusananinadinmligean w
Uncultured Prevotella sp. waz Uncultured bacterium 1Jugauvsdnguvan (2) nqulassasng
Uszv1ns9dunIduesszuu CSTR  wuviselesiiannyasfiuazszazinaniuin 10 Ju Jadu
sropafiidneningaaaluniandefnadaninlunsnindussniaiidoguruiuase s wy
Uncultured bacterium uag Bacteroides sp 2 7 \Uuqauvsdnguudn waz (3) nqulaseaing
Uszansqauvisduesszuy CSTR uuuseillosfianiizasilt nu 9auvddnay Uncultured Weissella
sp. Iumimamm%amwmstimJﬂ'iamaqml,awmuua ZlAve M5 Beqdunidvaniinsranyly
pznoutiudenndesiunTmumTIAfiAsostunsdnfnedann

JaauanuzanHan1sined i luauian

1. msiifiuvuiansanulusgiu Pilot scale ielanunsnuszgndlinsminimszmning
vouAvonsLartdsgslussiugnannssuld

2. esiimsUszgndlimademdianauuudunldluns@nuingnougdunidiieliamnse
osunensruIumsiAntulumsninhuveuave M swazide Ul

3. mstinsAnwImRaunamanivieaunsmsadamansifiothunlflunsiunednenm
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ABSTRACT: This research was to investigate the potential of biogas production from the
co- digestion of domestic wastewater and food waste. Batch experiments were carried out
under various substrate ratios of domestic wastewater and food waste at 10:90, 25:75, 50:50
and 70:30 at room temperature. The results revealed that the highest biochemical methane
production (BMP) and chemical oxygen demand (COD) removal efficiency were 61.72 ml
CH, g COD and 75.77 %, respectively, at the ratio of 10:90 for domestic wastewater and
food waste. These primary results indicated the significance of co-digestion of domestic
wastewater with food waste for biodegradation and biogas production.

Keywords: Anaerobic treatment, co-digestion, biogas, domestic wastewater, food waste.

Introduction

Demographic growth. urbanization, higher
living standards and  technological
advances have led to an unprecedented
increase in the demand for water, not only
for domestic but also for agricultural and
mdustrial use (Agrafioti and
Diamadopoulos. 2012). In many places of
the world, fresh water supply is not
sufficient to meet the growth in demand;
therefore alternative water sources must be
explored. High water consumption also
means that there will be an increase in the
volume of wastewater generated (Meneses
et al., 2010; Quadir er al., 2010).

Domestic ~ wastewater, in  particular
generated  in  decentralized  areas
experiencing population fluctuations, such

as during high tourist season or seasonally
operating activities, could be treated
anaerobically as a pre-treatment step fto
conventional aeration methods (Manariotis
and  Grigoropoulos, 2008). Untreated
wastewater generally contains high levels
of organic marerials with numerous
pathogenic microorganisms, trace heavy
metals, nutrients and toxic compounds.
Therefore, the ultimate goal of domestic
wastewater treatment is to protect the
environment that has impact on protection
of the environment with public health and
socio-economic matters (Al-Sarawy et al.,
2001).

Since demand for energy is expected to
increase by more than 50% by 2025, there
is an ongoing search to develop
sustainable, affordable, environmentally



friendly energy from renewable sources
(Deublein and Steinhauser, 2008; Khanal,
2008). Biofuels derived from plant-based
feedstock are renewable and serve as an
environmentally clean energy source
which could significantly decrease fossil
fuel consumption (Ersahin er al., 2011).
Among biofuels, biogas from biological
treatment plants has been considered as
one of the most important renewable
energy sources.

Several researches (Melidis er al.. 2009;
Gao et al., 2011) recommended that
anaerobic  treatment  of  domestic
wastewater is  considerably feasible.
However, domestic wastewater treatment
with anaerobic process suffered from poor
treatment efficiency and post-treatment
was therefore essential (Melidis er al.,
2009) especially for poorly biodegradable
wastes that cannot be digested alone due to
their characteristics such as low solubility
or unbalanced carbon to nitrogen (C/N)
ratio (Ponsa er al., 2011). Nevertheless,
when mixed with other complementary
wastes,  these  degradation  resistant
materials become suitable for anaerobic
“co-digestion” (Alatriste-Mondragon er
al., 2006). Hence, the co-digestion can
improve the freatment efficiency of
domestic  wastewater using anaerobic
process.

Co-digestion has been defined as the
anaerobic treatment of a mixture of at least
two different substrates with the aim of
improving the efficiency of the anaerobic
digestion process (Alvarez er al.. 2010).
Several literature reported about the co-
digestion processes, such as co-digestion
of the organic fraction of municipal solid
waste and agricultural residues (Kiibler er
al, 2000), organic wastes and sewage
sludge (Neves er al., 2009; Zhang et al.,
2008) or more specific wastes (Bouallagui
et al, 2009. Buendi'a er al.,2009).
However, our literature search shows that
there is no report on anaerobic co-
digestion for domestic wastewater.
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Food waste is a highly desirable substrate
for anaerobic digestion because of its
biodegradability and  high  nutrient
contents. A typical food waste contains 7—
31 wt.% of total solid, and the biochemical
methane potential (BMP) of the food
waste is estimated to be about 0.44-0.48
m C Hy/kg of the added volatile solid
(VSadded) (Heo er al., 2003; Han and Shin,
2004: Zhang er al.. 2007). Anaerobic
digestion of the food waste attracts strong
interest, and many novel anaerobic
digestion systems have been developed
and applied to treat the food waste.

Several studies (Romano and Zhang, 2008
Creamer er al., 2010: Wu et al., 2010)
showed that the sensitivity of the
anaerobic  digestion process to the
environmental changes may be improved
by combiming several waste streams.
These practices suggest that anaerobic co-
digestion of the food waste and the
domestic wastewater could potentially
solve the operational problems and low
economic feasibility found in anaerobic
digestion of food waste or domestic
wastewater alone. Therefore, the aim of
this study was to investigate the potential
of anaerobic co-digestion for Dbiogas
production  between  the  domestic
wastewater and food waste in a batch
experiment according to at various ratios
of co-substrates and to evaluate its process
performance.

Materials and Method
Co-substrates and inoculims

Domestic wastewater used in this study
was obtained from storage ponds of Hatyai
municipal treatment system in Songkhla
province, Thailand. Food wastes were
collected from a cafeteria center in Hatyai
campus of Prince of Songkla University.
Songkhla, Thailand. The anaerobic sludge
used in this study as inoculums were taken
from an anaerobic digester treating the
food waste for a cafeteria center of Hatyai

2
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campus of Prince of Songkla University.,
Songkhla, Thailand. The substrates and
inoculums were individually homogenized
and subsequently stored at 4 °C until use.

Batch experiment procedure
The biogas production potentials of co-

digestion  befween the domestic
wastewater and food wastes used in this

Silicon Tube >

Needle

Digester .VA
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study were determined in anaerobic batch
digesters (FIGURE 1). Duplicate
laboratory batch reactors were set up in
sealed glass vessels with an effective
volume of 1: 1. To initiate the biogas
potential measurement of co-digestion of
the domestic wastewater and food waste,
10 % (v/v) of inoculums were added to
sealed anaerobic digesters.

Water

FIGURE 1: Schematic diagram of the digester.

The ratios of co-substrates between the
domestic wastewater and food waste were
at 10:90, 25:75. 50:50 and 70:30 (% TS)
respectively to determine the optimum
ratio of biogas production. After filling, all
digesters were closed with a rubber cap
and the atmospheric oxygen in the gas
phase was purged with N,. During the
experiments, all digesters were operated at
room temperature (27-32°C) and were
shaken once a day. Biogas production was
monitored  periodically  until gas
production became negligible. An outlet in
the stopper was used for collecting biogas
i gas tight glass jars and the daily biogas
production was recorded through the
measurement of water displacement (Zhu
eral.,2011).

Analytical analysis

The samples were taken from each
digester before and after the experiments.
Analysis of the chemical oxygen demand
(COD), biological oxygen demand (BOD),
total nitrogen (TN), ammonia nitrogen
(NH,4-N), total phosphorus (TP), total solid
(TS), volatile solid (VS), suspended solid
(SS). total dissolved solid (TDS) and
volatile fatty acids (VFA ) were performed
according to the Standard Methods for the
Examination of Water and Wastewater
(APHA. 2005).
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Results and Discussion

As detailed above, some substrates have
limitations and appear to be low-efficient
when they are degraded anaerobically
(Astals er a/., 2011). The main constraint
of the domestic wastewater was the
imbalance of its nutrient content - low
carbon to nitrogen ratio which decreased
the microorganism activity. In this study,
food wastes were wused to avoid
inferferences from the minority
compounds. and to analyse the viability of
the co-digestion between substrates.

Health and The Environment Jowrnal, 2012, Vol. 3 No. 2

Waste characterization

To evaluate the potential of food waste as
a co-substrate for the anaerobic digestion
of domestic wastewater. the characteristics
of food waste and domestic wastewater
were analyzed and compared to those
reported in the literature. The results of the
feedstock characterisation are summarised
in TABLES 1 and 2. As shown in
TABLE 1. the majority (54%) of food
waste composition was carbon. This
finding was almost similar to literature
reports (Han and Shin, 2004; Zhang et al..
2007: Zhang et al., 2011).

TABLE 1: The characteristics of the food waste as compared to the literature reports.

Boariaiai Han and Shin ~ Zhang er al. Zhang et al. This study
(2004) (2007) (2011)
pH - - 6.50 5.50
Moisture (% w/w) - - - 72.31
Nitrogen. N (% of TS) 3:8 3.16 3.54 2.72
Phosphorus, P (% of TS) B - - 0.78
Potassium, K (% of TS) - - - 0.04
Carbon. C (% of TS) 514 46.78 46.67 54.95
C:N ratio 14.7 14.6 13.2 20.24

In addition. the results of nitrogen
composition in food waste well were in
accordance to the literature reports (Han
and Shin, 2004: Zhang ef al., 2007; Zhang
et al., 2011). The C/N ratio of food waste
in this study was 20.24, which was higher
than previous studies (TABLE 1). The
C/N ratio suggested that the food waste
was at the optimal range (15.5-25.0) (Wu
et al., 2010). The food waste used in this
study contained significant concentrations
of nitrogen. However. most of nitrogen in
food waste existed as the organic nitrogen
like proteins (Zhang et al., 2011), which
may be affected by the biodegradation of
microorganism in seed sludge.

TABLE 2 shows the characteristics of the
domestic wastewater as compared to
literature reports. Domestic wastewater in
this study had high COD concentration
(516 mg/L) compared to the literature
reports (Bodkhe., 2009: Ismail er al.,
2012). The nitrogen composition in the
domestic wastewater was similar to
Bodkhe’s (2009) findings. Our study
found that the ratio of C/N was not
suitable for biogas production because of
low COD concentration. Therefore, the co-
digestion is an alternative way for
enhancing  biogas  production  from
domestic waste water.
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TABLE 2: The characteristics of the domestic wastewater as compared to the literature

reports
Parameters Bodkhe (2009) Ismail et al. (2012) Current study

pH 7.5-8.2 7.44 6.87
COD (mg/1) 350-450 360 516
BODs (mg/1) 200-300 140 70.62
TKN (mg/1) 30-45 - 39
NH, -N (mg/l) - 273 0.51
TP (mg/1) 5-6 4 7.20
TS (mg/1) - - 324
VS (mg/1) - - 267
SS (mg/l) 300450 - 13
TDS (mg/) . . 311
Alkalinity(mg/1) 230-300 - 185.74
VFA (mg/l) - - 50

Batch test experiments

The ultimate biogas production of the co-
substrates  was  determined  through
biodegradability batch tests. FIGURE 2
below showed that the biogas production
value of co-digestion according to various
ratio compositions of co-substrates i.e.
10:90, 25:75, 50:50 and 70:30 (% TS). The
biogas production of each ratio was similar
during the first three days. After this first
period, the co-substrates of 10:90 and
25:75 continued generating methane for
the following 12 days suggesting the
adaption of the microorganisms (Astals er
al.,2011).

The co-substrates of 10:90 produced the
highest biogas production with 1,583 ml
CHy g" COD. In contrast, the co-
substrates of 70:30 had the lowest biogas
production. As reported by many studies

(Parkin and Owen. 1986; Kayhanian and
Hardy, 1994), the optimum C/N ratio fell
between 20 and 40. The co-substrates of
10:90 had a C/N ratio of 39.6, which was
within the optimum range. This could be
the reason why the highest biogas
production from those co-substrates was
obtained.

TABLE 3 showed the final biochemical
methane production (BMP) of the
biodegradability batch tests and the COD
removal of each tested sample. As can be
seen, the co-substrates of 10:90 presented
the highest COD removal percentages and
BMP value than other ratios. In addition,
this result shows that the co-digestion of
domestic wastewater and food wastes had
a high trend of the biogas production.
Therefore, the co-digestion of the domestic
wastewater with food waste should be
enhanced for biogas production.
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FIGURE 2: Cumulative biogas production for domestic wastewater and each mixture

TABLE 3: Ultimate biogas production and matter removal of each dplicated samples tested.

Food waste : Domestic wastewater

Parntens 10:90 25:75 50:50 70:30
COD removal % 75.97 54.42 18.93 5.53
Biochemical methane production - .
(nl CH4/g COD) 61.72 41.64 9.93 6.68
Conclusion other advantages: i.e. the improvement of

Our results show that co-digestion of
domestic wastewater with food wastes was
very promising for the production of
renewable energy in the form of methane
gas. The biochemical methane production
(BMP) and chemical oxygen demand
(COD) removal etficiency were 61.72 ml
CH, g COD and 75.77 %. respectively.
Moreover, the addition of food waste to
the anaerobic digestion of domestic
wastewater showed an increasing trend of
the biogas production. The laboratory
batch study revealed that the use of food
wastes as co-substrate in the anaerobic
digestion of domestic wastewater also has

the balance of the C: N ratio and efficient
process stability.
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