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Effects of COD and SOi Ratio to Sulfate Reducing Rate
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Abstract: In this paper,a UASB reactor was used to study the effect of COD/SO7% ratio to sulfate rem oval rate.
The com petition between sulfate reducing bacteria(SRB)and methane producing bacteria(MPB)was also stud-
ied. when the condition of hydraulic retention tine(HRT) was 3.8h, SOi load rate was 6~ 7kg* (m>* d) ',
SOi was 1000mg* L™ ',SRB was at the potential of biom ass w ith the COD was not enough at the end of test;
the rem oval rate of SO was determ ined by COD/SOZ ratio, the rem oval rate of SO was more than 95%,
75% and 60% when the ratio was 2,1.5 and 1, respectiviely.
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