ISSN 0250-3301 CODEN HCKHDV

(HUANJING KEXUE)

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE

R R B A SRR ST L
= B B iR




W % B 3 §30 % A1

( HUANJING KEXUE) ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE 20184 1 H 15 H

H K
2006 ~2015 AEALRT IR FIHIIX Oy HEBEAEAE -ovvveeeeeereennnnneeen EEW,ERE R, EE N ESE BERE (1)
B U B A VA e B S TB AT v eveemeeremeeeeeeenennennnnns SRR YR FOLER, AW AL, BE, DA (9 )
LB TR PM B 4 SR 2 T S AR B AEZS U AT +oevees e
............................................... e WA B R EER,AAE,FES (18)
J P BT PM, o FEPM,, A AU FITCZE RS Y AFAE AIHT v veveeseeseeseesessee e
et B, R, B EEE, AR, U, BHE REE KA, RRT, AR (27 )
T A TR B IR R S AN RIS A5 R A R JEE SO BURFAIE. e Kk Apmde, TF #/AHF (38 )
RFREEIPDATIL DT IR R oooveeeeeneeecic WA, 24 AR MR A K KA (49 )
BT R AR T R R K AR AU LR O B eeeeeeneeee B, B, FEME A, BE,EDE, THE, WM (57)
SET SWAT B [ RIS R ERS!S NFIS'S ORILL +orvvvevreesemsensmciicisiisic s FE. BT AR ML (68 )
TR SRS S G A T BCHAT X woeeeeeeeeeeeneeee MR, Xk, o0E B R DI, 2T (77 )
WK AR AK A T T T 38 3 S BRI oo REE MEFR N RS, W DR (89 )
FHEEK RGeS AR (LT R IE AT -oovvvoveerenonn WA, R, kA A R 2 R (99 )
P el DR U 6K K A HL0 4 R B KK BB - EF, N EE FAE, AL HEY (109)
A5 R AKAT LRI BLBEAC G RHE U F A oo WTT, B I LR (117)
B 1) S TS B TS e BUR TR, woveveveeeeeeesee e, kLN, KR, EE ERA (123)
S SRl G (I TRl 7 T — P, R KAA I H, 7RI BRI (130)
S G R (] SN R Il (N SR A A K, T (137 )
K,S, 0, 8 k g-C,N, SIHLUBOE A AORERR Cu( CN) IR Cu  ooveveeeeeseooeees R F K EEH RS (145 )
L HKUST-1 Ll #6515 A B SRR P B oo HER TR EH FEX REW (152)
SR T AT A XK PRI B MM FPPERE -+ oot
TR Wi e R B, EFEL EEW B s FEE, EN (161 )
B TRBR BRI UG A (V) BB JEBR e §ET, B R, AL, P, W, TR B KA (170 )
S U S T T e o BEH BA R, B, LN, BA S, F KR (179)
BH(BH ) 85 142 BB 06 P R P I - (10 2 TR 22 55 RS R R B oo
ARSI SR CNAMARREEE LR ;{’ﬁﬁg;fg’a:_ﬁ%’gﬁii’E]%’}L’j(ljfﬁg’L:, F 18 (187)
BRI KPS AT BTG YR eeevovoomsssscnnnnns HE KT RN, F - B TE (195)
T3 5 B B 6 X335 P 15 A ) AL BTG ST AR ORI oo YEE, RAE (202)
VR X B 0 I A8 TRCRE A M B LS IR e o, 2B 80 KA B E (212)
AAO TLARGSME F RGBT R - ooovreeeemee e Wk Ak Zekie (219)
DRI XA R GE IR AR - oeveeemeen e T RO, A SRR (227 )
FRIRAST5/KARBRT ™ SAD T2/ NRAGEAN - coveveoe e A RERN, TRE, KSR, KR EMH, KA (232)
ZARUARTX ABR-MBR T2 R ALBRBEPE BEARI R oo eeveeeeeeeesec EE AE, FEEEM, LEE (239)
DNBF-0,-GAC 414 T. 2RI RITE S AT rvvvvvevesssenesssnnisncninns W, M EE,ETR, T, RRE (247)
SRR/ B AT T 0 BB S T TS VRSN EE I I BT +vveervveernneeansesensenaiseasseseniaeansieassasennas
......................... e y R TE, FRAT (256 )
AR A o T UL T5 6 PR S A A P BE ) RS R, AAER (263)
o BT TR AN AL TR Fe/S J2 pH A B A BRGNS AT TR wovverveereereese e
RS e B EEE S TR ERE SEE (269)
VR A 15 VR PRI B B AIHT oo covveeeee e X E R RRE, EE (276)
LRIRTE B TSI ALY 2 G I (LIRS - oereerroesesss s Flak, e EE, Mok (284 )
T8 K TR it 7 e R A R PEDE AT oo 5 FEE, EER MR HRE (292)
AVACHE O 30 11X FRREHE K 1 CH, RN, O it FUBE (AR E +oevvvvvoeoee #®, W, FEF, Kk, )1 (300)
3 - 0L R 2 KT R T CHRHERE BT oo R e A, X, M F A (310)
AHVEB LI LN/ H R RN RV BTN, OHEBURIIEN  -ovveeeeeeeesees
....... e B, B RE, KL, AN, ¥ EH, Ayaz Muhammad , R F & ¥ =, 5k# 2 (321 )
ffi%ﬁ}ﬁﬂ(*ﬁ')lﬁﬁﬁf}%iﬁ/\E‘]ﬁ]?.}%’ft&ﬁ)(ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ[’fﬂlﬂ”C—Coz JIRIBRTE v veeereememenere
PSR BRI AR, B, E AR UKL BRE, 24K (331)
[t 2% 4 B I AS B = R B 5 30 R BB T AN AR« vv v eeeemmmmm e e e et
s 2R RUIE IR E B2, B E K, & 5, Muhammad Numan Khan, Tanveer Ali Sial ( 339 )
R 6 O T HE I S AT BT ool G0, MK, KM, BRI, AN, A (348 )
TS5 A DR T XS 1 ST SR A B [ RRAFAE B REM - eoeeemeeeeeeeeneens WwEE,EF%,\A, A AR XL K (355)
EﬁkJQEiﬁ%@lﬂlﬁ@ﬁiﬁ‘ﬁ&*ﬁjQ%ﬂl"ﬂ%ﬂzﬁi I PRI S MR gk YL xR, EAR (363 )
IETF R LUR BURAG I BT 525 [ A oo UEE AN AR HER ARE KR (371)
PEACTTES £ 1P IR S A SRR +oovoooeveseeeoseee SEH, REE, Ad%, THE, FEN, HEE (379)
BERREE | I AR 5 W IR A Bl LA B ARTG J dJl +oeeeeeeeesene, B SIS LIS E
e ARE, AN, B, W, SIRT, #F, KK, RFE, T4 (389 )
5 LB - R R BRI ooevoee oo HA BT, B & H e, B ks A (399)
S L BRFAT Cd R BB oovvo e BRRM &, ERE, W, AL L SR AR (406 )
S RN 15 A X AT i s T T & | AL L T RPN
L LRI LEIEIAL KER,ERE EWE,THE FSTRGIN B, BB, Hart (415)
R 0 AT SR RN oo KEM A%, TRE ki AxIE (422)
KHNIAE XS R T L SR E Wi | B St R PR g - I B ERA, DEL, FED BRI XK (430)
TETETUAY) AP RR £ R I A AV 8 AL BRI A 7R MM 7 AR B ELRE oo KERGAT, BAE, IR, (33, TR (1438)
AR BT L0 5 8 I 2 A A% Jg SO S BRAR A I TG R -oeeeeee R, EEAR KA, KA, FM X RF (450 )
E Y R A T i DA B L I T T T T O . K2 TmE mEE, AT (460)
L T 2 RSB AP R T B BB R IRPETRORAN - ovvvesoeneees e FHOFRE, LY, AR (467 )

CMERMEY AER T (17) (CABIRIEYETT IR 2 (26) fEE.(160, 255, 338)



539 5 1 7 1% Bl 2 Vol. 39, No. 1
20 ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE Jan. ;2018

ERBHEFSEREINEESSERERBUEREEY
=

RS VR, R T IR R

(H{%ﬁ%ﬂfﬁﬂ%iﬁlﬁ%h,m g il 5 PRI E R E S S %, B 200092)
. RS A TS RIREE B SR, AR CE R THEL & mY4 A7 EDTA WAt #I5I8, L BRIk i A= & 15 e h A AL
WESER IR EAYR SRR, 25REW, 2 EDTA B EL 5k 48 5 0975 U8 (S50 4] ) AR WAL BRI 15 Ui (X 1R
H) ALK EBLE SR (5.09£0.57)% ~ (1.37 £0.20) % , LA TS 3], A DL B 425 (SCoD 4271 627% ) |
nmﬁ?ﬁmfiﬁ{i REAZ IR KM R BRA WS G AL mIFIRA TS A P A 1. B I8 5 U8 A ML Hh R TR & 91, 55
Y5 205 U ML A H 2 TG T RE Eb Xt AR ZH FAAIG 36 % , 3 W Tl Ak B BE A% 5 SR HILSV 1 I B A BE e BE 22 V5 R IR S & i
W5E & B0, 76 16d BTG PRS- BRI T, SC U041 VFAs e T AL, ek BRI KA T 42% 5 78 22 d B35 08 R4 H ot
RS 56 ( BMP) 7 | SER02H PR AT LT SRR g P LU X BB R 38 48 % , 2R W] EDTA HiAb PR R =5 R AL =< A
WEMEM. Bt —22 = HR 8 %05 k3, 5200 AL 7 TH AR S SR ™ B e i B, vt B ZH BR 1 oKk A B B, R H &
EDTA AL 35 REA O AR BRI T A= 1% 75 Y DR UM A a2 1 K i R 3

KR W ARG AKEN; AVSEEERE; REEMA; B, RWEkbe P
FESES. X703.1 XEHRIREG. A XERS. 0250-3301(2018)01-0284-08 DO 10. 13227/j. hjkx. 201706067 =7
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Abstract: To 1mpr0ve-anaer0b10 digestion blogas yield }he removal of organic- bondmg ‘mefals hy EDTA pretreatment was investigated
to’ strengthen the anaergbic biogas effect. Thelresulis showed that jafter EDTA pretrefitment:( experimental group) , the organic-bonding
metaE were reduced from (5:09 £0.57)% 0 (1.37 £0. 20)% (calculated with TS) and dissélved organic matter increased
%wnlflcantly (SGOD improved 627% ) , suggesting th this methﬁf‘f could remove a large amount of organic-bonding metals and enhance
the dleﬁolqtlon of organic sludge. According to the results for the apparent activation energy ( AAE) of sludge organic matter
dissolution, the AAE of the experiment group was 36% lower than the control group, showing that pretreatment could effectively reduce
the reaction energy barrier for organic matter dissolution. In a test of anaerobic acid production lasting 16 days, the VFAs of the
experiment group were higher than the control group, with the largest upgrade of 42% . In the anaerobic methane production test
(BMP) that lasted for 22 days, compared with control group, the accumulated biogas production of the experiment group increased by
48% . Through further research on the dynamics of methane production, the rate-limiting step in the experiment group was
methanogenesis, while that of the control group was hydrolysis, indicating that removal of organic-bonding metals by EDTA pretreatment
could effectively accelerate the hydrolysis rate.

Key words :sewage sludge; organic-bonding metals; anaerobic digestion; methane production; apparent activation energy
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Table 1  Basic properties of sludge

Eidt e
TS/ % 2.6 +0. 1
VS/TS/ % 73.2 £0. 1
TCOD/mg-L "' 33500 =1 500
SCOD/mg-L ™! 2320 =315
I ARTEE 1A BT/ mg- L 236.2 +3.4
B2/ mg- L} 30821, 5=
EELIRAAD (BLTS 7)) % | 13,00%0. 3
Fe( L) DS 1) /% 3.07,40.05

i —

1) EE 4R MRS Ca. Mg | Fajiaf, I e 4
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EDTA #8010 1189 42 I8 2 0 T 0 j
1 T2 0 ELXEOA DR SELo . PR 5 062
EDTA HULbHE 9358 , EDTA Bkt (L EDTAALRTS
eit) J 15 g-kg ™" AEPRIHEY 12 b BERRES RS,
811 100 mL B0, BTN 60 g £2 g IGUEE L
(12000 r-min~', 20 min) {4 & B &, 2 F &
EDTA K4&JR4A YN LW, 8B 12 ml %
BT KRS R E AR08, WENRMRE
BTG Je B RS AR TS U I #R AL S50, X R
ARTAL 5 R, AU EDTA , HiAth 5 98 5 52560 40
AHTA].
1.2.2  JREAHAL RS

R Oh ZFARFEE | — 2 T A A 4b P i -
A7 HUGE TR T AN 52 M 7 S G 1 PRLIG, AR S e
BRI 2 102°C #AbFHE 30 min A& K 7= H B, LA
WRIATE K =i Be. 25 BN 18 ¢ THAk
158, PRRF IR 2 5 % B4 ) COD —2X, LA COD i
AP E (inoculum/substrate, 1/S) =0.5. 7F 37°C ¥
GG FAA TP RIFE 16 d. S HE GC-1020 plus S
TR E VFAs.
1.2.3 5l REAE AL H e S g

2 LI 120 g H2RP e, R0 U8 R IR AAH AL
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min 5.0, 2F 0.45 wm JEAREDY BIEW. BT A AR TR
AT T 4°C UKAE P R A7, TS, VS R & &
$2. coD e R HE R L. TOC I fifi
FH TOC IME{ ( SH2 F] TOC-L CPH/CPN) . 1 fift
PR A 2 SR Lowry 325120 . Vi S i
FERFHEER @ A A B SR ITRNE
K Tessier ¥ 41 HL Mﬁ{ﬁfﬁ’i J ICP-AES il
4RI EWE. T AL E E (surface site

density , SSD ) I 5 R FH R B i 1 11 2028
2 BRSR
2.1 I5itERE

2 N IEAURISC S 175 PR Y GOD /ﬁﬁ’q’: @EH

T R [SSD . A U B
TCaD/T0C fE () 45 RF W), 5 Tes gt A B

-

®2 X‘fﬂgiﬁfﬂa—qAﬂ:‘E:}EiEﬂﬂﬁ{ﬂ -
Table 2 Characlenslms of"lsohd sludge hefore and after pretrealmenl by EDTA

SRR T, b SCOD B4 627% | i fi ik i
BT R v 22 W5 3 4 T 158 % 1 148% ,EEUE
(s R T2 Park S AR5 54
BTaA M EEA R E AR ,,ﬁﬁmét%ﬁfﬁ
EDTA HUCBRIR T & )8 B T 5 E AR 4, )
PR (BTG e R BRI Yu % BT &
B Fe, Mg, Ca S fFi5 R LR E £ 48
TR AL RT N EEGILES LR &5
BIREAR 73% AL S ST R TR 93% 5 H
FEF L EDTA A48 Y e i e E &9
JEMT5 e s . 2858 i B9 0T 58 & R, 3R T 467
I (SSD) AT e Fe K i ity 5 s e R 4G A B A
AT B R Y R A F N R K
55 REE AR B DIMI . SR Y SSD Akt iR
HERT 73% (403 2) , K] EDTA HibH 5, i5lek
AT K B AS AL, 7T 34 25 /K it B e A
BT A R P | MK it 20 3R %m@ﬁ?ﬁ’]%%\
THALF= F e et A1 , Mottet 451" R
KL, TCOD/TOC Forrs 15l rh il S A5k 'ﬁﬁmﬁﬁzﬂﬁ
e, m TFH%%%{EMEEP%W&B@%&%%%%&
7. MAQH/H(}EE’J TCOD/TOC ETt 16% ,ZRIHEDTA
kb B AT i*ﬁumfrzu?*ﬁﬁéﬁt@ I m?ﬁ/fﬁéﬁlz'
%ﬁmow’ﬁzw#ﬂﬁﬂ G ). (., &

Tty

. i g il SCH A
/% @ . A 6.48 +0. 43 5.86 0. 14
VS 74.58 £1.40 80.48 =0. 11
TCOD/ g L~ 63 200 +2 000 67 900 +5 400
TOC(BL TS #) /% 30.7«1.8 31.2£2.5
SCOD/mg-L"" 1002 +14 7285+1215
BB B/ mg - L 388.1+10.3 1001.4 +4.8
BfibEZ A /mg- L 42.4+1.8 106.2 +5. 8
SSD( LA TS i) /mmol - g~ 1.10 £0.18 1.91 £0.29
FEAIGEEEBER LTSI Y /% 5.09 +0. 57 1.37 £0.20
HHEE AR (LA TS ) /% 1.5+0. 12 0.120.1
TCOD/TOC 3.2£0.3 3.7£0.4

2.2 I5RAPURE HREE

R R BUOK Al B B 175 8 R AT Ak i) B
AR S TR R AT Ak I K e B B R B T TR
A HILIST DA [E 285 B8 3 LB RIS 1 R T HIL K ity
TP AT R B /N ALY T
PONRESCHE TR R, 48 5 15 VR A LT Hh e
JIREAT SN RK itk 3 | $12 155 J= 22 DR AT AL 7™ B e
KA. 15 e A ML A 2O 1L BE ( apparent
activation energy , AAE) A] HISR R AE 15 U A AL

I RE R UG e ML L X S AR

R B FRA NS 40 20 35 e i A AL IS e O, A

SCINSE FE I T IS AR A I AAE. AAE A Ll

Arrhenius 2420 [ 2 (1) JIFAE M, (1) AT LAAEH#
A (2) B AE T

k = A xexp(-E,/RT) (1)

Ink = - E_/RT + InA (2)

Kk A EEEFE L A RIEATE - R N

FEIR A H L, T (mol-K) ~'5 T WIS AR K
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E, A5 A HLTE R LTEILAE k) - mol '

15 VA WL ol B2 0] FH A — 4 gl ) 2R A
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¢, =c, x [1 —exp(=kt)] +¢, (3)

K, e, ¢ B ZI B % PE TOC (STOC) R JiE,
mg-L7"; ¢, N NIk # S 5 BF STOC ¥
mg-L™"; ¢, IR STOC M 3 b R filt s R 4K,
h™"'s ¢ R VEAFTE] h.

33 FRX A ASLEG 415U STOC ¥ 45
e — R J12E A TG ISEL B 1 FoR AN AR
T (35,45, 55C) X AL AL IR 4 I5 e i STOC
R R AR TR, 25 AT, R A RN R, S
V5T STOC F ik ol 25 55 b 3478 T X |
2, BB TR AR A SR T HILTTIA A A R
RS ETTA HLY R R 5 % 4 S TR B
TNTE JE S DR S T A B el R ol A o 2 mT
TEED R FH IR | e 24 o T B ) IR AR AR v

F1. BEEIRE R TEE %k A 2H RS2 56 4 7 U8 i I i
BREEL kG, K E R -8 STOC ¥ B2 1
T, U EH R B R AR T AT AL R R
IEAN , BEE TR T, X B2 A S 56 4H 5 I ) STOC
VA i AR 5 SCIR TS U 35°C I 5 % HR 2 77
55°C T HYF-A STOC MR E 45230, R W14 EDTA Fiikb
B ISR AN O 0 IR X A
BBV 5 52 55 /N | S5 36 20 355 U6 78 AR 1) Il
T EIRT IR B 0] REZH AR R R B T A AR, B 2
X BB S 56 4175 YR 1Y Arrhenius AH B A1 #L 5
T RIS AL REXT EE. AN 2 (a) BT, A AR R T
JETT X REZH 0 i BORE Bk /N T LI A, K2

(b) Xt BZH SR LH 15 PR AAE {H. SEH4 58
AT BIL IS ) S LT AL R T X IR AL, TR

36% , 55 RFEW 4 EDTA WA )5 15 A HLR A
mﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ,75%@@1@5@7%&??1}%%‘_,75
T G2 it 15 IR LT 13 R K A B B R Sy s

1000 1000 1 000
000 | @ T=35C 000 L (b) T=45°C 000 | (© T=55°C ;
.3
800 L 800 | 200 F +
e
700 700 700
I 5 . TR
2 600 | 2 600 2 600
§ 500 | £ s00 E s f
2 400 S 400 | — £ 400
w v w
300 F 300 300 K
200 200 200
100 | puso—"" =4 100 100
0 L L L L 1 1 0 1 L L L 1 1 0 1 L L L L 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
fif [/ ~ Hfiigh fif [/
i B1 FRERE FXBE5REMA STOC B L
Fig. 1 STOC solution curve at different temperatures for the control group and experiment group
®3 WRAMIWATREASERET STOC BFEHEM— RN NEUSHESH
Table 3 Parameters of the STOC solution curve matching a pseudo-first-order model
for the control group and experiment group at different temperatures
5iH 35C 45C 55C
A
X IR T Xof HRZH I X IR SE A
k/h~! 0. 182 +0. 006 0.251 +0.023 0.306 +0. 029 0.369 +0. 032 0.417 +0. 033 0.428 +0. 042
¢, +co/mg-L7! 129.7 £1.5 676.2 +6.8 420.3 £10.3 732.5+4.9 622.4+11.9 821.3 +£16.7
R? 0.9834 0.978 8 0.969 7 0.9813 0.958 1 0.9180
2.3 5K AREI B IM TR B . X IR VFAs A% 4 d J5TT
2.3.1 {5iRRATH™ IR UEHPE TR, BN 16 d BE R, TS0 AR5

[l 3 S Xt BEZH 5 5200 2 R4 1k 16 d 1Y VFAs
Ak, SEERA TG IR R ATH AL VEAs PP S T
XTHAZH. STH AL RN AL AR S 4 d B IR B B
512 088 mg-L ™' Flll 467 mg-L~'  $£F+ 42% . 7E
56 d i, XL VFAs BRI T R, 152 56 4K 2R
PR BT, RIS 8 d KIE N FE, /RS20 4

14 d J5 EFF, 55 16 d /NI [l 7R 76 A IRl 4 A L
FIZAETS , SCEe 41%F VEA A ) FH 3 5 BLAIC T %) 1
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