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IWA) 12 X0 BEEEHEL 7 0 2 2281 2 AW FUE,
b5 Bt 2 2 L 72 B 5 15 1L € 7 )V (Anaerobic
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M TIE, pHBEEOALER, NMEFEOEOAE
WX, EEX Y UREAZ X A RENENKNEETH B
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2. ERREBSUERAE

2.1 ENIEEER

(1) NaBE & pH O

AEIE & =3 BOD H &)l £ 2% (HACH,
BOD Track) #f#ff] L72. FEERIZMEA L 72 BOD HEhill
EFEIL, BELMETEZ 2 =22z TWn57:
DAY RAR—ZAFRmEENEAI O W AFEEREZH
W7 FHERIIAY ) — VEAHKENSRE LE
M7k (UASB, Ah7& 254 m®) 12BI%k L 725 Bk
RBOHRY MR L7z, M CHA IS Na D%
BT A 720, Na iiINaT O FE#3 O JFK T L%
BT L WE WA 3 T - 72dH &, SS A% 4,500
mg/L & 7% LX) ITREBRICHRIN L 720 SRR FE
%O HEE % 5% |2 PO,-P 31 mg/L, NH.-N 66

mg/L, K* 421 mg/L, Ca®** 4mg/L, Mg*" 12 mg/L,

Co*t 59 ug/L A, A% 7 — )% #H CODu ik
4750 mg/L &7 5 X)W L7ze F Dk, AR
BB LIC S Wik Lo s L pH R ER &
LT S b Good Buffer (50 mM) % HWTHT
oo pH (pHy) #%6.1~8.0 & 7% 5 X ) 24 EH %
% KOH T pH ##i# L 72 (Table 1)o & 5124 pH
LI NaIEEDN 0~460 mg/L & 72 5 & 912
NaCl # i L 720 R & B bz ek, e A
M & aEH#H/ =YL, TCTRELLBO T ASE
HEEE=Y) T LT,

Table 1 Batch test conditions

pH: (—) Na (mg/L)
6.1 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
6.5 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
6.8 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
6.9 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
7.1 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
7.2 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
7.7 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460
8.0 0, 6.9, 23, 92, 230, 460

(2) CODFEEREICEZ D 42/ —IVEEDRE

Ay ) = VEBEHIKE LT % KN (UASB, A
A E 254m°) 2 LRI L 7275 % & 500 mL O R
U2 RIZFENZFNB00mL AL, RHFEX 5 /— )
(FIEHisE, Hf) % ZN 24 CODe 5000, B L
10,000 mg/L & 72 A X 912l L7z 35C O EIAKFE
WIREL, 1R ICHFREGORZ AHK (Ad
vantec, No.5A) % H v 72 % f# 14 CODe: (S-CODc.)
il L7z,

2.2 EfGNIEHER

(1) ERESE

AR75E 8L (100X 100X 1,000 mm) &4 [ i 25 i
A 3 B 2 72 LI AL X & o 3sEESEE UASB % fif
HL, ThibrT7 s 785E T H 0B IeK 5
Wi % K (CODe® 80% LA EA A% 7 —)v) &L
T L 720 B IR L2k, A% C
PUGAE~GEA S, FHAE & FUHEIE 35C I2RE L
7o EIRKAE ICRE LR L 72 (Fig. 1), R &
LT v%, LAY UEEROENZED L1280
IZFe, Ni, Co»b 7% bMEILH, (Z2IHIEH % &
KFEIZIRI L7z 7V ) & LT, NaOH & Nay
COs% ERST & L7270V A1) FEEDSHY 40,000 mg/L 7
VA B (AW) 2R L72e AW OFINEFEAKFE
ATV E S ICHEKD pH B 70 L EE R D X912,
FEHE pH % NaOH THIM L 72, FyHRIE, AT
B SR 727 9 = 2 — ViR % BELZe3 38550 ik
WZCHI 5 AMBIE L 72 D& L7z, SREREEE
A, CODAERATN 20 kg/ (m®-d) TEZEEMLH X
F7:t%, RBRE G L7z, FRBXIE AW % k&
H720 0,2 4,6, 8 12, 16 mL/L THML, AW %
WL 7z&#x % 1~7 HE4Tr- 72 (Table 2),

(bt %]
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Fig.1 Process flow (Continuous treatment test)

Table 2 Continuous treatment test conditions

No. | AW HEMNE (mL/L) H# (d)
1 0 15
2 2 3
3 4 5
4 6 1
5 8 7
6 12 7
7 16 4

2.3 BRAREFILOBEE

(1) A%/ —IONERRE

A5 ) = ViR A % Table3 THAHZ &M
HOENTWBEY, X¥ ) — )VOEFESRETIZIAY ) —
WAGFNS, A5 235 FLiRRA A4 21510k
B ARInE RS (N1 BRMELE 7oL 2128
WO, ERHOMIC, BEEREEH, KEREH R SR
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Table 3 Possible reactions in anaerobic degradation of methanol'?

Table 4 Switching function in ADM1

. 4G
Reactions (k]/reaction)
4CH;0H — 3CH,+HCO3 +H"+H-0 —3146 |31
Direct CH;0OH+H.— CH4+H-:0 —1125 |2
4CH;0H+2HCO;— 3CH,CO0 +H*+4H,0| —2216 |33

CH30H+2H.0 — 3H»+HCOs +H™ 230 |4

Vo o SZHCOTHAH,AH = CHCOO +4H.0 | —1046 _|5k5
A HC O +4H,+ H ' — CH,+3H,0 —1356 |6
, CH,COO~ +4H.,0 — 4H,+2HCO; +H " 1046 |7

Via acetate — — -

CH,COO~ +H.0 — CH,+HCO; 310 |#8

DT AEFEHTLIENEZONL, A5 ) —)
MOEFHERX Y VT LHH, MEEEZREHT 2 HET
XGWEENLDY, TUELT R EDOREER, 2
INVR, S VR EOMEITTENAET S L, BN
EHEWRT A ESRB s, T RS A
5 VISEER T d B Methanosaeta \IHEER D A % EAbLd
58, Methanosarcina \ZWEFE7Z1F T { A% J — )b
FEEBET LI EDVTRTH LY, SHIIAY ) —
VEBZHIECL 72750 B ST 5 A 7 2 SSEER IS
Methanomethyrovorans J& CTd 5 Z & s ST wn»
ZQ) 17, 18)0

(2) BAELAHEIMEEEETLVOBME

AKWFsE TlE ADMIL 224K & L, gk & & 2lk %
WA L BBEET V2L CET VERFE L
(Fig.2)o ADMI1 226 DIEIERIX, A5/ — )b A
FUNOEBESRT AT O AREREL, AF ) —

SIRIZBIT A Na & pH OHERE Y RH T 572012,

ENENAA v F ¥ THBOEAN%XIT> 72, Nalds
9 1277 % Monod &, pH &7V ) ] & R TORHE

MEDFEZ T X 5 ADMI TR E N TV AR 10,

BRI D A D E B % LT 530 11 D@ I2 DWW T
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Fig.2 Conversion process in anaerobic digestion of methanol
containing wastewater
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[pH: 1+10 (pH=pHur) 10(/711LL—PU‘ f‘ 10
e (2 ‘
pH [pH*@x[]{ SX(pHUL—j)HLL u

pHur : pH [HE O - FRfE
pHu.  pH BHZEO T BR(H

Table 5 Added and modified parameters in developed model

Hf7 PR | ADML e
B (1/d) 005 | 04 |%x)7b—vay
— 1
A7 VOB | 00D (kg CODe-d)] | 498 | — | WIsHLEREE
ARk
27— NORR) (o cODe/m? 2420 | — |ESEEER
R - K

A5 )= VI A

VRO BT FrTVmvay

(1/7d) 003 | —

Ay )= VFIH A

(kg-COD/kg-CODc) | 003 | — |FxU7Tb—vav

¥ SRR O

E L7z (Tabled), 7B, TAKBROBEAMMELE
B DHEREIET S &) 2ERIIFKFICEEN
Wz, TUEZTDAAL T v IEEIIENL 72,
INT A —ZITEEARIC ADM] OREHEAE (ZHE U 72,
A ) = Vi fRIZE S A Na, pH, FEEBCAHEE © ki,
FRMERH  KsD ERIE M5 REBIZTRD 720
ADMI1 5258, B 72755 A — % % Table 5 |2
R o IBHNT28T A —F 2OV TIE SRR TR
AEEATo 720

(3) FARET I OIRELE

BB DR R SR SN/ T A= 2 &
12 ab—va rEfFv, @R ALE SRS R &R
DT 5 ETHELIZETIVOZR L% MEE L 72,
32— 3 rix VBA (Microsoft, Office2013) %
v TH A g 0.0001 day TRIE 247 - 720 B T HE
ROfEFEELT, VoFr -2 v s - X)L (RKG) &
W7z, PIHIHREOSENOHRE S L, pH,
Na 2R, FEAKD A Y/ — VisEE, WLBKE %2 A4
PRE LCRIAE R AT 720 B, Wik, A% /7 — V)
A% Y 5EBEEOBACHLB L OPERIZDOWTO/RT
A= I OCAENOFHRES—EE B HEMETHF YY)
TL—arEfrolz,

3. £ B & R
3.1 EIPNIBHERICEH TS Na BE & pHDFE
(1) NaimhZ & 2 HXBEANDRE

pH72 I2BF % # AFEAHE ORERZ L % Fig. 3
RS BRERFAGGRIEINC H RS A DM I LT s B B
NE~12Wld B Z LB SNy T2, T AFKAE
FIA O W AEEN—EL 75 F TORMIL Na
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Fig.3 Effect of sodium concentration on total gas generation

6.9 mg/L LT CTl3# 24 B[l TdH - 7245, Na 23
mg/L LI ETid# 16 KR EHE L 720 H A S M
¥ Na 6.9mg/L LLF & gL T Na23mg/L LTl
2o TBY, Tix Na#% 23meg/L BLERDD

5 ETHAEBAREDOHMZN R D o7z, £72,

Na 6.9 mg/L ULF CIIRE T AFEEN D w2 &
5, X% = VHROEEMO—ED X 5 > £ THF
ENFIERAL TV EEALNDL, IS DB,
JFoKk & L7 BB M AKIIEIAEEEIETH 5
Na &g Ehzawicw, FEHEELTAELTWS S
LDOWETHLEEZLNDY,
(2) pH(& Na DRESf&R

% PHGMNZ B B e KA A58 A3 % 7N Na i
ETE LD/ T 7% Fig. 4 127RT o WITND Na i
TEEIZBWTD, pH: 7.2 TRV AFERE % 15
5 72o NaOmg/L & 69 mg/L Tld, pH I
VIR A A FEA MDA L, pHi 61 T L% o
720 pHARTITHE VIR KT AFSEREDHA L7z b D
®, pH: 6.1 ®H AFEA M X Na 23 mg/L Tl pH:
720 1/4 ¥, Na 92mg/L VL ETIZ 1/2 FBE %= R
FLTWA, —F, 7IVh)HITid NaiEEICBE DS
9, B H AFEEEEAA L, pH: 7.7 DL ETIX
FIz¥a o,
(3) pH X1 v F > JEABOEH

Na LA L1210 L OB MEEEIZ L Y pHe

—6—NaOmg/L —A—Na6.9mg/L —@—Na 23mg/L
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Fig.4 Effect of final pH and sodium concentration on max gas
generation rate

pHiL Z Ko7 (Fig.5). W &M<,
HBIFR R r21% 0.79~093 2 L7225, 7oA )T
R AFEERE DY T2 7% A E T TOFRAPAT 5
ThH o720 $72, Na23mg/L VL ETid#Ed pHuld
75~80, pHwld 6.3~71 &R —EDMEHI %/~ L 7>
7%, Na 23 mg/L Kl Cld K& {MEE/ Nz,

W2, HAFEEORVpH 77 L Ex KA L, K11
*HWTUD THEUEEXITo 72 (Fig. 6). % Na i
JESRME B ITHBIFREL rP=0.87~1.00 & 1% 5 7275,
BoNTINT XA =% TohAH pHu,, pHLIFIE S D EAVK
&<, NajtE L oB@RMEIZA SR> 72 (Table
6)o

P&y, HASEREOEE D, BHBEET7VvHY

60 Na :0mg/L 60 Na :7mg/L
o PH . 2.6 . PH . 2.3
= . = .

= pH, :11.7 = pH :11.9
#H - 40 ;v #H T 40
0 r :0.93 ®a 2 :0.94
'ﬁ % 30 3 4 30 &
RE® R R yaih
-K é 10 H ‘K §. 10 o)
W L0 oS - S E oS
5 6 7 8 9 5 6 7 8 9
pH (-) pH (-)

Na  :23mg/L Na :92mg/L
w0 pH 2.8 w60 Hy, 6.8 ¢
) = 50 HUL'lll = 50 o PHu 6
< Qf PH 1L < Pre pH :6.9

40 r2 :0.90 iH = 40 el ;

B3 5 o6 :0. RE 5 do 2 :0.86
X & )
RI 20 f A ) /.
;E E 10 e ‘|§ E 10
0 H o%e) il 0 Q
5 6 7 8 9 5 6 7 8 9
pH¢(-) pH ()

60 —| Na :230mg/L 60 ; Na :460mg/L
M: 5 pH 6.9 “‘i(: Lo PHu71
= >0 # = 50 | H 6.4
bl Jef pH 6.7 e pH 6.

H < a0 7 o-R| % e # £ a0 VIN e o086
3:5 % 30 Y ?f % 30
RS20 "I 20
K E 10 K E 10
L o L O
5 6 7 8 9 5 6 7 8 9
pH¢(-) pH((-)

Fig.5 Effect of final pH on max gas generation rate (Experimental
and simulation results, equation 10)

Na Omg/L(31 & 1{&) & NaOmg/L(3EBI{E)
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Na 7mg/L(3t E1E) A Na7mg/L(ZRAIE)
------- Na 23mg/L(FTE{E) © Na23mg/L(EBIE)
- - - - Na92mg/L(5tE1iE) ©  Na92mg/L(EBIE)
----- Na 230mg/L(5H & 1) A Na230mg/L(EHE)
— — — Na 460mg/L(FT & {#E) O  Na460mg/L(EHIE)

70

60 -
4{% = 50 S AT
= 7
5w A EACE
K & 1
n S 30
K E
B 20

10

0
5 6 7 8

pH¢(-)

Fig. 6 Effect of final pH on max gas generation rate (Experimental
and simulation results, equation 11)
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Table 6 Parameters of switching function (equation 11)

Table 7 Switching function in developed model

Na (mg/L) 0 6.9 23 92 230 460

pHu (—) 7.2 7.4 8.0 212 7.6 32.3
pHu () 6.4 6.2 5.2 8.7 3.9 11.4
r’ (—) 0.99 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.87 0.90

MTERLDL L, NaiEE e OBBRES R W2 2w
&, 5 ADM]1 T/RENS pH A4 v F > 7%
DI HEETH - 72,

(4) pH SEE#HAA T Na DFEIMEHRDEH

[ LB ER O pH, 7.2 O ER#EF % B2, Na i
ELRARTAEEEOBRT Fig. 7 127 $ . AT
A G X, Na 2 & & 3128 L, Na 100
mg/LULETIEIZERE LRI ETHo720 ZHUITA
5 VBB B AR E & S D Na 100~200
mg/L & =T AHHERTH-72"" Na LA H A5
AR EE DO RIZ1E Monod B s & LT, /N3
W& B WETRIZE D Kz KO 72HEER, Na D}fg
FEH Kinald 5.2 mg/L Td - 726

FARIZ 4 pH RIS GEPEITHRE 2179 2 & T Kin®
K7z, HME#h A Kina D TE LR % Fig. 8 12
T o TOZ T 7LD logKiv& pHAZE WAHEI D S
HZEDHERTE, Kiak pHOBRE R 12 THET
ZLHTE/ (Table 7). Na & pH D2 % [A]HE (12
KHTEX720, pHAAL v F » ZTHEOR DY I
Na, pH Z W& L72AA v F ¥ ZH e n @ EA LT
(R 13), & pH I2B VT Na O :AfEBAHhn L 72
FRIE, Naididhic & ) EEMOIKR T 52 MiE T2
LEZRDLILNTE S, $bE, HlaN &Aoo
KFEAF VREARIZRH LT, F M)A+ D8

(o2}
o

------ e ———I-9

L 4

IN
o
:.\

EHEfE |
o splE ]

AR RFEERE
[mL/(g-SS-hr)]
L J

=
o

o

o

200 400 600
NaizE (mg/L)

Fig.7 Effect of sodium concentration on max gas generation rate

(final pH 7.2)
2.0 5
Y y =-0.9775x + 7.7177
S R2=0.9527
= 1.5 .‘
- ~
4 N\
< 1.0 '\Q
S ~ @
oo
5]
9 4 o
0.0
5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0
pH¢ ()

Fig.8 Effect of final pH on half saturation constant (Kix.)

Ki,w,:10<_0'978><f’H/’”'72> 12
Do = Kz\S-\F Swi 10<—0-978XEP}\;”-72> +Swa A1
1.0 4=
s - .7 - ’/
0.8 7 Al b
/ /’ A </2° ] ——Na Omg/L (5t & (&)
I/ ?/ o ......... Na 7mg/L (3t & 1E)
06 ™ I,o--c 5790 B Na 23mg/L (ST E1E)
= / A - - -Na92mg/L (;+ 5 1#)
_5‘0.4 3 ,/" - .o - = Na 230mg/tf?+§ﬂ§)
K & NaOmg/L (E:AE)
,/ Se A Na6.9mg/L (EAI{E)
0.2 o .. A © Na23mg/L (S8IfE)
A e ©  Na92mg/L (EiIfE)
¢ o A Na230mg/L (EiBI{E)
0.0 ?r O—
55 60 65 70 75 80
pH; ()

Fig.9 Effect of final pH and sodium concentration on switching
function (Ins, o)

FEAECHIE S5 2 & TA Y ARG % M L7k
ReEZONLDD,

X1k ESNzpH ENalZ LB AL v F ~
TEABOFEEEE, pH 7.2, Na 230 mg/L D5 T
BN R RA Y V38 HE 534 mL/ (g-SS - hr) T
B L 729200 % Fig. 9 \27R 3o Na 0 mg/L TIEFHE
e EUEORMN DL > & b RKED 7275 Na7
mg/L DFIEMBEICEWERTH 72 TOERE LT,
BB IROEEPAT 5D/ Na G T Tniz2
ENBERELTEZONL, 4H, HHEIROD Na i
FEZHIE L T2 nahs, SRR O RS X 0 100
mg/L L AS N5 HHEROVEFEHRIETIE, 1 b7
N EEAR23ZBEELTWVDLD, 3EIOPET4
mg/L BEIFRF L T2 epildEmt oz &8
EZ25N5, Na7mg/L LLETIZRRE52&E0H
HLon, fEmixdo-oTHY), pHE NaEEIZL)
A4 F T I x FT 2 ENTE LA E
n7z.

3.2 EPNEBRERICHITE X4/ —ILEEE CODe
BRERE

] 43 MLE 2R BR 12 B 1) A S-CODe, & S-CODe B 25
£ O BR % Fig. 10 12773 S-COD¢: 5,000 mg/L LA
F ® S-CODc, B 7+ 3 £ 12 3.73~4.44 (*F 35 4.23)
g-COD¢/ (g-SS - d) &1EIF—ETH > 726 S-CODe,
& S-CODe, B 73 @ B 4228 Monod B o it & L,
S-CODBRFEEER A ¥ ) — L DOFERGAREE L % 2
T2 BEIRIZE D knk KsZ RO R, kald 5.88
g-CODc./(g-SS - d), Ksid 2420 mg/L OF#EFR %155
CENTEI, F72, BliE CODe, S-CODe @ 72 %2
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6.0 20 . 100
<o S e 215 :“_ QD L 80 %
® P - ] . . QEXRTID - 60 &
ﬁ 540 ok X E 0% A a0 AwAE |t a0 B
%f ﬁio /’/ E 5 :@)?EZDO A20%NaOHEERE [L 50 :;;
a3 Vol O #)#icoDcr5,000mg/L < | A,
§ =20 Ié’ A #1#coDCr 10,000mg/L R0« -1:1::: 2'0‘ " " A 0
10 ,’;) ----- E-!-Eﬁé i time (day)
00 F ' ' ' 400 5
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 i QXD
S-CODCr (mg/L) =) 300 | FEDI0)
Fig. 10 Effect of S-COD¢: on S-COD¢, removal rate E 200 i CQIXTD
2 100 @W
5, SSTECODe % 1.5 mg-CODe/mg-SS » #iH L ¢ A S
WhLZEMNL, TNIZED k,498 g-COD¢, / (g- 0 10 1 20 30 40 50
CODc+d) ZRKDDH I EHNTEZ, BN kalHEE time (day)
g ALTE 2 & > 55 H O k.8g-CODc./ (g-CODe, - d) >0
LB L CRRBENETH o720 —T7, KoldWEBRE 80 (@@i 55
Lt 5 WA O Ks (150mg/L) EHELT, K 370 @ HBTL0
MEICEWETH o729 BN —ADEEIZHIH L 72 60 12 !
BIRIZA Y /= VRN 2 &, 2% /=)L 1,000 50 i | |
mg/L P ECHREENE L2 )P, X8 ) — i o 10 { 2 30 4 50
85mM (272 mg/L) ORIME % 8 2 % & BEFR 553 H time (day)
LENDLOY, A - VREFRCESENES g™ ,
nrce =7, BIHOEALRETHHHRTEE 8 R @
K& BT B0, A5/ —ViggErECEEAH & 1Y | P
1255 L EXLND, g ol 5 o Ewi
° 0 1IO I 2I0 3I0 4IO 50

3.3 EHRNIERBRER
(1) hn3Eitge

FAFALERSER (M L 72 5K @ CODeld, 1,560~
2250 mg/L (*F-35 1,960 mg/L), ALEEK & 1% 69~72
L/d (*F3 709 L/d), CODe & F & 1T 13 13.5~20.3
kg/ (m*-d) [*FIH 174 kg/ (m®-d)] TH o 7zo 5
1 72 JE K PR 1& CODe 2,540 mg/L, X % J — b
1430 mg/L (Table 8), 727V UKl & LT

L7z AW O%IRIZ, pH 13.2, 7V 71 V) BE 45,000 mg/L,

Na 23,000 mg/L T& o> 7- (Table 9).
AW JI0HT, NaOH @I £ % Na 68 mg/L, ALEE

Table 8 Characteristics of vacuum evaporator condensates

pH (—) 9.0
CODc: (mg/L) 2,540
Methanol (mg/L) 1,430
NH+N (mg/L) 39.2
PO+P (mg/L) <0.1

Table 9 Characteristics

of alkali wastewater

pH (—) 13.2
COD (mg/L) 8,160
Alkalinity (mg/L) 45,000
Na (mg/L) 23,000
K (mg/L) 7.750

time (day)

Fig. 11 Variations in Alkali consumption, Na concentration, effluent
pH and S-CODc; removal rate in continuous treatment test

JK pH 6.8 1I281F 5 S-CODc B 68.7%, Na 127
mg/L, WL K pH 74 12 BT 5 S-CODe, B = 1%
80.1% TdH > 72o AW IRIATIZHB VT, NaOH % il
mIEIR L7z 2~4 HHTlZ, ALK pH 6.2, S-CODc,
FrZe#13 55.0% TH - 7> (Fig. 11).

AW 750 6 mL/L BLE i, MLEk pH 7 DL E &
7o 7272 NaOH i & =1k L 72 (24 H H D).
AW #1 6 mL/L Tl Na 138 mg/L, MWLHE/K pH 7.2,
S-CODe 3 88.4% & 72 o720 KT AW NN 16
mL/L &4 5 &, WBKpPH 82 12 EH L72h%, S-
COD 728 88.5% TZE L T/,

(2) YIaL—Y a3 EREDLR

FEETNVICEAY I 2L =2 3 UEER% Fig 11
KRt YIalb—Yarorss x—&13E5gatEr s
Fy )T L—YarvilloTEHEONBMEZFEL
720 AW @hnar (HARZEMH) @ Na 0 mg/L O 12
BT 5 S-CODREHDEKTB LY, ZOdHE Nad
Hhne & 612 S-CODPRERDSEEMT 2 2 & A
TETW, I6 HE2S AWRNMEHAGT 5 &,
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S-COD B FE D FE ML 1 88% (21l L 72, —
J, S-CODc FrZEFE DAL 79% TIFIZ—%E T
Hotze Tz, pHIZ AW R OBEhE L 128 L
AW #7016 mL/L ORI ALEE K pH 13573 8.2 12
B, MR T ARENMEIL L2771 %82
7273, S-CODBrF=313 88% % #EdH L 720 [Hl 4y hBa
ERL ) EBERBTIIELAICpHD LR L2720, &
pH KT A2 b o722 EA—HE LTEZ LN
P

WO EIZ, AW RIS & % Na #5750 T4 <,
AW HIZEENEH Y Y A% EORFEEIC L D5
bilboTWwaEEZLNDEY, X ¥ J — VHEKDAL
BT, T A VEA XA Y 7 2RI & )ik
WTAHEENTVWAEZENSD, AWERIZLY X ¥
J =B A Y UANDOBEESHORE, b L IR
VFA O EREN TNz ZE 2 BN b,

4. ¥ & &

KEETIX, 2% /= VEHRTLEBHKRO 25 ~
FEEEICBIT S, ;M) AREERZE 50N
pH BHEFE % AR A 72 BESIEHEILE T IV 2 FI3s L
O Z AT o720 BB K Y, T ASSEEEIZ
X9 % Na & pH O 2k, Na OFEHERICT
% pH DAA v TF v 7@5;& INa.pH/C“%Iﬁ/G%, 1& pH
2B T AEAEFREORTIEI NaiRELHCT52
ETHRMTEALZ DD oTe 72, ADMI %
NR—=2|Z A% ) = Vo7 at A& fARA T E
T, EEREBT - AR L CHBT A2 EAT
&7

HBESROREET VT, TVH)AITOpH ¥
BIETMETETBH Y, pHEBOBRBIISHD
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Abstract

For the purpose of stable methane fermentation treatment for distillate wastewater containing
methanol, we developed an anaerobic digestion model incorporating the effects of pH and sodium
concentration for treating methanol. In this study, batch tests, it was found that the influence of Na
and pH on gas generation rate can be expressed by the switching function of pH against half
saturation constant of Na, and the inhibition at low pH can be relaxed by increasing Na concentration.
The developed model was able to successfully reproduce the results of the continuous test, so we
were able to verify its effectiveness.

Key words : Anaerobic digestion, methanol, sodium, pH, model




