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W OE NS A E X R N A B A TR K AR, R, SRR KR E I AL
S PRAGSEIN R B . S5 S AME N 3000 mg L' (TAN3 659 mg-L ") i, ZF" F 4z K2 276.1 mL-g'
EH = H R AT N 4000 mg- L' (TAN~4 468 mg-L ") i),  ZLAR Az A0 % BB 4H 19 39.2%, R i
Wi AE K T 7.2.d; R A A I H G L T LA R A Y VFAs B BRI HLY GE AR %) BN 24, X
COD £RERT MM EZFH ; VFAs VBN & AN H & 4 1 COD i =320 4, A BTy T &8 3 T KR4
A A AR EAME IR RE T DA TR EREHEAHE R REL R 3000mg L' 4R D
A SN TR K B A B SRR AR AR S

KR SREINTEK; REWMM; ZEAME; Wik

o B 2 2Ky 26%, Tk AL S E N T RVE P ES S L, ARTANA 12%~
20% [ S8 E DR K HEM P S8 SN TR KMHEE R, ALY . 7Y . AOILASEE Y
W, RAEE A= A ab #5750 (b 307 A7 2 A B m . K 0 2 A= Wi
fife Ve T BUR A TH AL 72 5 18 VEAs BRI 2 I s 32008 /K 0 DR A8 Al ik i vh 25 7 A i R 2 AL
1T e TR B A 26 IR A AL R P A AR e . HAG, S8 S0 TR K ) IR A A Y b B 5 2
KFEZBATSEC A HRTS A3 WL far ) 45 X Ab BRACR 52, (H AR B B g fr g sl pe ik ™. =<
BRI L™ DL K = o0 pHZZ sh IR 5P S H 5 5 8 FE MW . IREHE L R H 2 & A (total nitrogen
ammonia, TAN) £ 25 - (ionic ammonia nitrogen, IAN) Fl{if# &5 % (free ammonia nitrogen, FAN) 1 [7i] 4
i, T FAN #2232 TAN W . pH AR A9 R2 0 B2k GALLERT 28U FEWF 58 A AL W) h PR 4R
AL & B, 4 FAN KRB 022 gL' I, JHAUZEEE s LESE RBFSE BT, TAN S 3.0 gL
If 2 ) R R A, B e 7 3R N 82.91% % 2 28.09% .

TAN ) TAN A] B 32240 6 7 B b B 15 1, FAN ] g 395 0% 40 i 500, S 3505 1 4% £ il 40 i
Ik EHEA: 2019-11-25; RABEHA: 2020-03-01

EEWE: B AKMEKS I H 516 A F R LT (20172X07106003-002); [ 5 A AR5 54 T BT H (2167070464); L4 &
SF &R (20171ACG70018)
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Z ., MR AME U, el VFAs LR Ao R 4% thge J1 ) pH FEARUY, TR, W
RGBT e 2l ARG A B, I, ZU R B R 45 = 52 30 8 vk B2 A ML K R 40T Ak A 3
OB BT Z — o RAEIRE M A Z A H L FAN 8 TAN 4 3 A Fi, H AT 5N R &
FOF 7 B B ol B AR R TR 2R T, BR TAN B UE YA K s & s i, HoA F T2
R v AR T, AERERRE MY pH'; {H TAN M — @ W B W] g S 0 IR A AL = AR AR A sE . rh i
IRAEA T B R 258 . DU REIAE AN 28 L BT 40 (Ui B . pH RN ES Tl A5 . A 9l
fEA FAN TR A SR R IWARTR, FAN A TAN (240 6l B AR e Ak, 405108 32~1 450 mg L
F11130~11 780 mg- L™, DA Ak A B L5 4% 280 T 1% 7K A7 76 18 38 S 04 o () IXURS: (L 20 0400 il
(B 3 AN A, DRI, R A S T K R AT Ak B e R ) A o R e % ) E
AN 4 s A

A 53 38 o 2 R IR SRS AR ST, 5 A [R) S MR R 8 SN T AR DR AR Ak i R R
B s S8 i 520, WF9T VFAs, SCOD. & 1A J5i Al 22 W8 55 HIL A ok 4 S0 88 g 17, 6 2 300 i
(R, LAY A R 4 I 4% SN T K R T Ak Ak B s R b A U ) R D A4 SN T K s s B
FEIRAL R RS
1 #Rl5RE*%
1.1 BEER

SIS IR A TH AL RS YR B ) VS SRR IR A IR AR A, BRlE, 4 C FIRAE. (A
HI, 435I pH=7.17 R R £h 22 Mg R A R K &0k 2 Wk, RBRAR AR IEIT . SC00 T 0 S8 2m T
oK A DA S HROKIE TR 1 BT, U VW IR ORI E AR RS bR AN SR 1 TR .

*1 REHUSZEIHOEEEBLIER

Table 1 Physical and chemical characteristics of potato process wastewater and inocula

S JUR pH  SCOD/mgL™') WHEE(EACaCO,it)(mgL™") VSS/(gL") TSS/gL"') TAN/(mgL') TVFAs/(mgL™")
Ml 7.14£0.01  396.67+5.77 707.67+59.53 28.50+3.54 38.00+£5.66 176.10+2.14 30.03+8.01
OEEINTIEK 6.90+0.01 21 180+173.21 1 350+60.83 17.50+0.71 22.00+0.00 194.57+8.83 1 106.76+133.73

1.2 LWRERFE

ARSI R 4 30 T Y (MultiTalent 203, 2235 A8 5 3R 854% R b 50) A RS 7 Nova
SKantek) Ml % 544 2 T % /K DR AR Ak 3 B2 v i 7 BB B, X R Ge i IR AU AL T . CO, IR IR
JG . AT I 3 N, RAE AL BRI R 15 AN T 2 H N B HE R G209 650 mL il
T (A 2025 400 mL) A2 IR K Al CO, MU B oo 49 45 151> 100 mL Il 75 i, 3 A 80 mL
3mol-L™ ) NaOH ¥, WA CO,; ARIF R BITHEL A T 4 H ah il IR BU T = R4 K
i RV SR A L AT e

M ARIR A 168 mL #1ié . 232 mL S8 8 TR, ARG, s451MA 0. 1.53,
3.06. 4.59 Fl 6.11 g AL E (o trat, F 255 Bk 2=l R A RA R, TANMKE 53515 0. 1000,
2000, 3000 A1 4000 mg-L™', FKKAT4 N A4 (IR, B4 (R E R A LM, C 4 bk
RAKMA). DA (P k&AL MA) MEH EWwEZALMA), HERHMEAE, AW
Smin, B IME R P IEAR AR, BRI AT . O g IR B R E O 80 rrmin!, K
TR B A (37+1) Co R SEI Y UE 3P AT, SEI AR AU A0 RO A% 1 B 7 B g /N T
SmL &AL,
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1.3 DA E

TESLR S 00 1. 4. 7. 17 A1 41 KRR, B0 &5 R4 5~7 mL S5 I IH AL WA i
IFAE 37 °C Fe A R UM RF ) FE20 24 pH THI 2 3 pH; pH I E 5, BT mL RE i T 5 R AR 2
Tl 4% T A0 VBT S [0 5 7 i (ol R R A B A R A ). BE URE SR AR B 10 %, FE4E 8 000 rmin! B
O 10 min J5, BOH BIEWE 0.45 pm /K Z R BN E R ML TH HLE SC 0 3 & A FR A 1), B8 W R DU
WHAB BRI FER, Hoh A e 27 75 A & (SCOD) il i ik # & (2125915, HACH) 1 DR2800 43566
B i (HACH, USA) M & ; 3% &k PEIE Wi B8 (VFAs) ¥ BE fdi ] 5t GC-2010 <M 4 3% 1Y% (Shimadzu,
Japan) 72 , {435 Bt 5 FID £ %% }2 DB-FFAP £ 404 4 (30 mx0.32 mmx1.00 pm), (%% JEEE IR 5
220 °C, KN IR A 250 °Co TSS. VSS ARIEARUHES AT 720 M E , TAN SR 40 IG5 i 47
WE , TE#EIRER R BP0 OGBS, B (ALK) 3 2o 2057 & (TNT870, HACH) Ml &, ¥
ik T R P BRI 220 43 0 P A e BE T PR E

FAN ¥ i ) 32 B 28 (1) 47315
Cran X 10°H
K s Cooy N FANIRIE, mgL™'; Co N TANWKE, mgL™'; THRAWEMRNEE, C; pH RN
T it W SR B P B9S2 pHL

R IR ETH A R A ML R R AT & — R N sl 12, Bt W e s it 3 7 P K (2).

M, =M,-(1-e%) )

Ao M A SIS AR ¢ B0 BRIP b, mL-g™s My ARG R, mL-g s K Oy H bR
WL, ds MR, do

Gompertz & IEAE 1Y )32 i T KA AL BE RO S A BIF 5, al R A PR S0 AL BCR Fa 1
HZCREY, Forh s i e] A RS — o R AP LA (3).

} 3

A P ORHEA T AE ¢ B AY RS H g8 (UL COD i), mL-g'; P, A= H e # (UL CoD it),
mL-g's R, N EKH B AR (L COD ), mL-(g:d)s AN/ W bg s aimtml, d; ¢ b,
d; e=2.72,

R PR WAN %P7 FT CHEN %28 (B g 5 dls, T W TFS8018 CODMH: 1gLMRAN1.07 ¢
COD, 1gNMR%I A 151gCOD, 1g THRZ 5 1.81gCOD, 1g/lfR#) N 2.04gCOD, 1gZHiZN
1.06 g COD, 1 g&HEFiZIH 1.50 g COD,

1.4 Zitoth

X REH F45 SC U0 ZH 9 FAN R EE . TAN Wk & pH i IBM SPSS Statistics 25 #£47 X% 5 Spearman
AT, XSS R RUR ¢ K5, B X ] @=0.05.

2 #ER5iTR
2.1 FRIKEXFREMRON

AR ERET BB beit e H = B Be i 9284k 18 1 oo & 1(a) AIAT, 55X RR4E (A 4)
A, B4 2R k2RI 5, 01000 mg- L™ LA % A I RN 48 3 TR KR A
HAR =g AR, C ARy R P LifE Ik A A8 9.0%, FIZA AW (2000 mg-L™)
XFPRAEIH A e ™ A2 TR BEA IR T, 14 R 5 d et S8 2 i oe 45 SR AR . 3 000 mg L™ 24 &
W 2D A BEUE P e e IRZHAK 22.9%, HH = P e MR e, 26 B & E U # vk — 4

Cpan =

Rmax'e
P,=P, .exp{—exp[P— A-H+1

m




2680 ok L OB ¥ M 145

B, MAAWEILF] 4000 mg-L7'(E 41) i, H RF™ H e & [ Lo B2 MK 60.8%, 4110 1fi] 2% i &of
50%, UiBAR AL R A A T I I H . S5 R, FEF RIS COD fE T Ay 45 4L Be 7= R 4 5k
358.07. 345.47. 325.72. 276.06 f1138.41 mL-g ',

K1) AR B T B W bRt ith 2, w7 —a B F ARSI ™ BB i s 1 . AGH R
B 2 4 1 S I AR X 7 B e A B, O R e AR AR 2 K0 i) ik B de K AE 108.40 mL-(g-d) ! Al
104.57 mL-(g'd)"'c HEEERPIAWIHEFE, Hm W@ B, JF T8 11 RAeAE I P .
Bl AR P, B B REAC, L0 (E R IR BB WS, H C. D 2 4L IEAE 4 I kT
MY 62.5% F1 33.5%, T E 4 AW AN A XF BB 27.5% ., & 1(b) BHE v WL, E4LH ) 7d /Y
PR B, R A A e B R, HIER T B . ZHANG S5% (i 58 3=
B, R T] A = FE g D (6T 07 AS [ JEC 400 P AR i, 300 55 1 A 7™ A v WA T 07— V5 i k7 AL ) P okt TR
LSRR, EE 2 A7 e W 222X 0 TR AR 1 . LR U7 ROREL 27 41 25 X4 - ME I A HL 1 K
fife . PRAGFNRE AR o 33X 2 PR R FF AR I, Sh 4% S8 TR K vh B W fd A DL e o i, s AR B2 1Y)
BEAD ST B R R M, BT B bR, MR e SR Bk s AER I LY B A A
IK RIS VEAs ([R5 P o B 20 28 17 e s /UM B3, TR 2212 R VFAs 7 B B,

M EIRZE AT, BB R AR RN, p= P e B2 B T OR[ERE EE A B0 o 7 R e A 41
HEREM, Gompertz & IE AR (AL EE AR T — R 8h 1 F AR (% 2). SN T /K I 7= B It

TP B R A B T B W, ST A e X B A A )R R 2.20% . 8.20%. 19.10% Al
400 120
350 11T AR 100 -".
= 1 s o
s 300 e L LIl 5
'é 250 sat et TP IITIINLL ) 80
= =
i) g ‘
2 200 ) E
o £ 1}
¥ 150 # R
& / 40
Bk 100 f —a— A4i—o— B#
—A— A4 —o0— B4
—— B4
0 0% & Al B Enaas6000000
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
SRR/ SRR )/
(a) BR=H ks (b) H=H b

1 TEERKETEREMIEREKREEUER~FARERA~RRE
Fig. 1 Cumulative and daily methane production curves in anaerobic digestion of potato processing wastewater with
different ammonia concentrations

2 Gompertz ZIERBEMN—RRNHNFRBEHUSLE

Table 2 Results of kinetic study using modified Gompertz model and the first-order kinetic model

b Gompertz{& IFAR Y — Y F) I

fiE/(mL-g™) P/(mLg") R, /(mL(gd)" A R MymL-g") K/ R

358.07 340.6 102.53 0.14 0.977 125.75 0.38 0.939
346.43 333.15 97.86 0.14 0.985 122.96 0.38 0.946

A
B
C 325.72 312.78 57.27 0.12 0.991 115.55 0.25 0.95
D 276.06 275.67 20.18 0.52 0.998 101.74 0.1 0.967
E

140.34 148.21 8.1 7.35 0.973 47.46 0.06 0.913
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56.50%, [RS8 S ()T [ LB AR I 5 7 B e SR8 119 8 Akt 35 55 7 FRGE RS AR RL, 7 Y e 3R i
Wi 2 AT ) A 8 T R T G, P A A E 4L DAL 1465, R IRALY S0 £
i, ARG SR A R B 7 B B R B P AR R T S %
22 FEREXNBHMERNEN

VFA FERRIR AR E 24 0 RGN O 78 257K E I R R A, BRE A LYK g Rk ny =4, Wi
2 7= B BE R T R I . VIFASs MR B 0T s BRK A B8 A0 RN 7 FR e 2 A3 B 22 (R P, 20PN IR
AN B TR E N EESECCS, hE 2) AT 0, 5 A4, B, C2 4 VFAs TTH] 78
fb, BRMIFIRIG, CRAMNBRYGERME, T =B RS 1A s, KA ERERT
2000 mg-L™" XF IR H A i B v VFAs FEff T AN RS2 . A ROV 3547, AL B, C3 A MINIRE
W E RS LR RN EM TR, FEEE 7 RORINN B VFAs i E 5445y, Bl 53X 300 R 9%
FFHGEE LR, B TR 2 A W e e, T EER B TR, 7 A LT R TR 2 A
P B RURRCY ST TR R N R S AR R 2 (B A, 7 R A N TR, T H B X TR ) 9 FE
HORREAR, AL VFAs W JE ARSI =, D, E2 414 VFAs W EFESS 4 K4 5k %] 3 129 mg- L™ Ail
4209 mg-L', VFAs I 2, XA Z NIRRT R 77 A IR Z A= /Al o) —
FRED, ELPRMIREIHAL T 2 a7, A 453 VFAs L&, 4 VFAs KT 4000 mg-L™
B, R BB AR 5 it T B R 1 & A . R FL AL R (0.06 h™Y) = FIN TR (0.03 h P, S A Il
e B R ES TLMm, D, E24lE% Al E4LM VFAs i i B R ik 4 494 mg L '(4 4 &
SCOD K 62.3%), HF RFFLntHEK Q7d&EH). LWA RN, @mEAHAVH % 1500 mgL™
VFAs(29 555 5 SCOD 1 45.4%) Ap= LA, HAEz (1392mg-L™) 15 94.0%, #°42265mg L™
SCOD.

FERSEH AL B b, T R R S UAE W AR R b o SRR PN R . FE 20 42 80 AR S
1, HILL %8, DINIR S O W (AR IR AN AL R G & e m IR, I8 5 SE 30 0E 52 i L
HART L4, REAFIMRGIG RIS, LREHRE, EAMNIRE O E RS 2678, WIESE T
LTRBE SR IS, NIRRT A TE /0 RN e AR B 2R o O[] R B ) A T AL 3R A+ B 0 3 D AT AR ™
A B RSP S R G . AW E A R BURME R Y LR T R B TR TR sz B, (2
FRAR U R IR IR, Z IR TR 4~7 K, LB B m Lg%k, kL NmRE R,
Hoh RGN B FE . 2R AT AR 58 4 T 4 3 R AR A i % B T AU O

SCOD P& fi It L 5 IR E i AL B B B AR G . B IR 2(b) AT 0, AL B2 411 SCOD 7E 471 bfi i B [%
f ot E , HAESS 17 RIKEVEEM , X RIE 1000 mg- L™ Y 2 % e B Xt A7 ML IR 48 W i TE AS )
S . C AAPIER B B SCOD [ BURME T AL B2 4L, Mpih, Hp=SE . A RAE 741K
F A, B2 (B 1), IREWFEHRG, E4R5RE SCOD ¥ E (4 877 mg-L™") @ F D4l (2667 mg-L™),
LEEmT A, B, C4l, HD. E241A9 SCOD %[ 243 51| LbXF BZAIK 21.6% F1 47.8%, X 1L 3R W H AT
ML R AR 5E 4>, IFELIE S BUS R MEMK. E 4l SCOD W £ & Ji Wi th 24 h IR I, S AN W73
NP S EEN 7 K, X0 HeSE T VEAs I FL B R R (B 3(a)) DA KB P B AR B8 T2 g
BV ftE A ML T i R s B 7 K22, WG 7™ B e 0 e 20 00k B 0 38 3 1, X
VFAs I RBHEFELE L T E 2 SCOD ¥ B /Y% 22 T K (8] 2(a)), 15 mS2 183 (K 1(a)). HIE 2
AL, WS, D, E2 AARGREA SCOD Wk i 5 VFAs W B Z(EE KT A, B, C4l, £k
T HMEREAR Y COD 4, Hohif nl BB AL 7 5 /K R A0 AH DG I R A1l . 2 1 5 R 22 05 A8 VA il e T B e
Y

Pl 3 4300 SR AN [) 2 RV BT S 4% 38 T 2 K R 00 A sk R v g 8 1 R 2 A B AR At £k
EEAFRBELD TR TR B LT, R HEE TSR (8 3). RMNIFIHET, 3R
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FI B 2K i ot B R E RN T ALY, AR EREL; BE KR IET, PR S ARE
PER A>T 2 A RZ A0 o e i (R . AR S g e, sbah, 0B R K i R Ak i 1) Al Ah
TR TR I i A 1 o s (AR O VR B T s R DOV R R AR R e R, S B 1 VR IR
MR, RN EERIE, E4 Mok AE AT R 959 mg- L', Ir& M COD 2k 1439 mg L', £k
3 (45.30%) X My X BRZH (76.70%) 19 59.10%. FRAx 8 BTk BE 3 iy, 76— & B2 B2 L FEAIK T SCOD 1Yy
FBRAR e B RO DR AT Akt AR v B 1 T R AR A RS R, 3R EE i TAN LR ] AR B R A
A1 18] B 1 O A i 1) S v R) 7 M R R Y M A R S . S AR AR TS e R A R R A R
o R AL BF ST R B, 1201 mg L7 B9 TAN 24 il DR A Ak i 8, 0 H2 3 1 R R .
PARK 451 3@ iiF BMP SC 56 %5 4% T 24 Uk B S BE e 2 K IR BT Ak B i s, 25 R A &
il B 22 A

M & 3(b) AT UL, BALZHER ARfbtas S A 4R, BRI IR B Be Dol R, P8 T B B A o T
C. D2 41 Z 0 0 B ORI fie T I S A AR F R, (H B 2 RV B A B, 22 W R i WA {1 7 o B s
[ AR X S I, ELRR MRS AR SE 4. NES G, E AR ALk N 750 mg- L', 474 A COD
MU BE 210 795 mg L. A 24 R %K 26.90%, T C 2H F1 E 2H 19 22 05 25 [ 38 43 51k 32.80% Fil

5000 10000 ~o Al

. 4] --e- B
G Bl ——CY]
-@ﬁ%@% = D4
4000 %g‘;% 8 000 il
~ LI _
2 =icm Dal g
7 3000 = 6000 f
en on
£ 4l £
£ 2000 AZL p 8 4000}
s o}
wn
1000 E l] 2000 |
OHHH-HHH_H E_ﬂ HI'IH oL R
01471741 01471741 01471741 01471741 01471741 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
SCIGI )/ SEI TR/
(a) VFAs (b) SCOD

2 FRISFRETREHLTES VFAs F1 SCOD B %L
Fig. 2 Variations of VFAs and SCOD in anaerobic digestion of potato processing wastewater with
different ammonia nitrogen concentrations

2000 1500
® —e— A% —o— A%
--e-B# --@- B
—*—C2{
1200 F
1500 | = DA 00
o~ r —>—E4 ~
:’D = 900 |
£ 1000 | g
= : E 600}
& 500 |
300 |
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
SERGTA)/d SLEGITA)/d
(a) B (b) Zhk

B3 FTEERAKETREHUIETELRMSENRELN
Fig. 3 Variations of protein and polysaccharides with digestion time in anaerobic digestion of
potato processing wastewater with different ammonia nitrogen concentrations
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4.60%, ZZERE WANG S5 (1 30 43 5 e DR AT A 55 45 SRt SR Bl 000 il A FH s 1 A=
FETS, MBS ML AR BEREN, 3 S PR 480 TH Abaod A2 v 2 1 0 i 22 0 R R e 7 A

HFEARNRE=WE N o, TRAKER, W2l ERBN =YL O . MRS /Ny T AL
g M — Ak G5B AR R AR . R S AR A 2XAF A0 S 32, Jil 2 1 JB R 22 0 104 B3 ik 1 1544 &R
HAENLY RRERE 74> A, SCOD R PBRRAL, W E 45k 4 VFAs. & H B Z 4 5 %1 fi SCOD 11
46.40% . 30.80% Fl1 17.20%. FH T 7= H Be i 36 M 32 21906, ok se o0 FIH VFAs A7 = e, &
BEAR T =S ht . IREAEEILES AT, AL B2 SRR M 2 B2 MERE AL 5r . A5 BR A
A RIS, 0 E 20 0% 5% 4 B 5T R 2200 vk B2 43 0l L X BEZH 55 780 mgeL' Al 550 mg- L, i #R 4
W2 DR 28040 A X5 A ML o2 e %) AN RS2 00 77 A 1) o R B 2R P B R 22 W A DR ST Ak R v ) R i 4
P, FIULER R R T 20, e T 2k, BRAEARLGRES T2,

R 2 5% G R R B S A SN TR K IR T b i AR R R R A AL AL A B R FR S DL, AR AR T X
SCOD #EAT T 1 Ak 1) 5 125 F- i fi A (&1 4)o SO FF LR I, BT 4150 b At 21 3 COFR 0 g v e &
Y I e, BEE RN AR T, AL B, C 3 4H7E SN 45 I (9 85 14 T 4 SCOD Fe ] % 5

ﬁﬁD\ Ezgﬂé}EUL‘/{/ﬂ\:'fméﬂé}ﬁ/é\ VFAS(TVFAS) 120 mﬁm{ :lg)’% -EEB\% |:|TVFAS

i R g o X e ] 0 A o) i AR A i AL 0 | A | B | cat | DAt | B

awm VAR, abRmrAee. o 5 | [T ATRE TR

AW R, JAWEL R, &g a il

BUEDIRSE, RAFERAMMAMAIL, TAN 5 «

A SR P G RRRE BRTAEE 5

1, SFEONERAE TP YRR, JEmR i SR =

PR . R B0y o E] 2 9 TVEAs R w20

RIS P EUL BRI, RGN TR 014717410 1471741 0 1471741 0 1471741 0 1471741

At . AWEIE T E AN/ TR 22 L S i e W S )/

IEHA PR AT A L TR R A T 9 15t (1] 2(a))- 4 FEETRETEBHES E SCOD KL I

23 KESHEI[LEMHTIL Fig. 4 Percentage of organic components in SCOD under
pH ALK 2R AN R EE RS different ammonia nitrogen concentrations

B, ATRBIRAHMLSITRE M. B 5545 R TR A ki o TAN, FAN, pH K&
VFAs/ALK FUIHASfEAE O o B S(a) AT 0L, TAN IREETE A~D 4P 8L BT H, 1 E 4 Y
TS 7~17 R2Z 0] LIS W, 4541 TAN ¥ BE 0 26 X 38 5t 53 51 569.90, 628.70. 707.30, 779.30
1 649.30 mg-L™", HIEH1FR4 518 120% . 52%. 35%. 27% F117%. A~D #H () TAN ¥ Ji& 34 fijl & %
B, D AE A0 2B R, SR, v AR R R A TR A, BRRT
AN R A A . B A2 AN S E H A A, RBRRAUN 45%((K 3(a)), = AR
HIFIL, FECE 4L TAN WAL T D 41 (& 5(a)).

1 TS BIF 5% DR 4800 Ak S o7 U B R s 5 R 7E (37+1) °C, =t (1) AT, ok A5 52 TAN ¥ Jig 78
LA pH B S 2R . WL 5(b) FIfn, BT A SEE0 41 A9 W1 46 FAN (45 Tt BB 4L, K& R AT Ly
PEAT, A 4L B ZH () FAN W BE R IR hn, {H C 411 D 41 il FAN ¥ FiE 52 PR 2 A 15 T v i ka3
E 4114 FAN ¥R EE7E WD MK, Bl AW, (IR R E IR T 55 40 3 A28 2 . AR fF 9 % 5
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Abstract To investigate the effects of ammonia concentration on mesophilic anaerobic digestion of potato
processing wastewater, the batch tests of biochemical methane potential (BMP) were applied to quantify its
threshold value of the ammonia inhibition. Results showed that the cumulative methane production decreased to
276.1 mL-g' at 3 000 mg-L™"' of ammonia nitrogen (TAN=3 659 mg-L™"), and the lag period of methane
production appeared. At 4 000 mg-L™' (TAN=4 468 mg-L™") of ammonia nitrogen, the cumulative methane
production was only 39.2% of that of the control group, and the lag period was prolonged by 7.2 d. The
inhibition of high ammonia nitrogen concentration caused the accumulation of VFAs dominated by propionate
and the incomplete degradation of organic matters i.e. protein, which also could be main reasons for the decrease
of COD removal efficiency. The accumulation of VFAs could be used as an indicator for ammonia inhibition in
the anaerobic digestion of potato processing wastewater because VFAs are the main components of COD when
ammonia inhibition occurs.The threshold value of ammonia inhibition during the mesophilic anaerobic digestion
of potato processing wastewater was around 3 000 mg-L™". The study provides a reference for the high efficient
treatment and comprehensive utilization of potato processing wastewater.

Keywords potato processing wastewater; anaerobic digestion; ammonia inhibition; propionate
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