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Abstract; Air cathode microbial fuel cell (MFC) were investigated for electricity production from sweet potato fuel ethanol wastewater
containing 5000 mg/L of chemical oxygen demand (COD). Maximum power density of 334. 1 mW/m’*, coulombic efficiency (CE) of
10. 1% and COD removal efficiency of 92. 2% were approached. The effect of phosphate buffer solution (PBS) and COD concentration
on the performance of MFC was further examined. The addition of PBS from 50 mmol/L to 200 mmol/L increased the maximum power
density and CE by 33.4% and 26.0% , respectively. However, the COD removal efficiency was not relative to PBS concentration in
the wastewater. When the COD increased from 625 mg/L to 10 000 mg/L, the maximum value of COD removal efficiency and the
maximum power density were gained at the wastewater strength of 5000 mg/L. But the CE ranged from 28.9% to 10.3% with a
decreasing trend. These results demonstrate that sweet potato fuel ethanol wastewater can be used for electricity generation in MFC
while at the same time achieving wastewater treatment. The increasing of PBS concentration can improve the power generation of MFC.
The maximum power density of MFC increases with the rise of COD concentration, but the electricity generation will decrease for the
acidification of high wastewater concentration.
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