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PR 22 LB R K IR A R B, KRBT BC B =R . pH 5B Y% FAN A gt DLSE 1k &2 Fn
PREZRIR, AR IR A K B 2 b S BRI v] A T AN [R] . NHES 1 F1 NH, 43 F X0 B i
Tl LB FRR B P BB AE A — o 25 5, T Y MR B OC R 5 N A% A0 I R pH ELHE AR OG, < AL-
VFAs-ik R 7 = 70 28 MR R R A IR S AE e 22 5 1, 38 X SE BRI 7K IR L& 8% 1 5% 1) O S AH
[A], FFH HAA AR A TAN RE5E L /0 FAN $EAL s BE A IRIE . R, ABFSE LLSERR I3
FERIKNIRY, WEIE T PR Z AV A B X 5 25 P K DR S R B B A VR T, Sk e 83 v A 38 Sl U K 7E
IR AR T v 400 A T (A 80 i e I ik
1 #MRl5E*%

1.1 XBER

R T I 7K B 1) B DGR B 55 0 3 ol P 19 4 B LR B % R 0 /K 288 )5 VR IR, 3%
JEoK A 53k 5 mm i, BT 4 C UKFEORAFRE T, 4RV A R0 & R R PR OK IR SR R T 45 R
Jo B R TR o % T SRR A R B BRALFE B W3R 1. ROV A IREUN 1L, ARUAF N 07 L, [V a%
K E G A KB TR, IRE SR (35+1) C.
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Table 1 Characteristics of swine manure wastewater and inoculums

et pH SCOD/(mg-L™) TS/% VS/% TAN/(mg-L™) FAN/(mg-L™")
WEEK 171 7.64x10° 217 149 1.51x10° 28.12
R 745 1.03x10° 286  1.69 1.39x10° 14.13
1.2 LIt ®2 LW
TE R A 2 22 hin A 560 mL 11 54 3% 1% 7k Table 2 Design of Experiments
F1 140 mL(20%) By 427040, 43 A 5 A (4] TANVEE/(mg-L ™) SN g L) JRE (gL
WA AL IR R (£ 2), i H TAN W JE K 500 134 0.75
500~2 500 mg-L™", LI IRIAT ] 08 0 25 3 Xt 1000 2.67 1.50
BRAL, JEiF 1 41508, 1500 4.01 225
1.3 MERIRKR TG E 2000 5.34 3.00
S [ A B i (total solid, TS). 44 % Pk [ 44 & 2500 6.68 3.75

1w (volatile solid, VS) il 52 43 5l {# F At + 32 F 44y
ek . pH il pH i (PB-10) M A2 o >R FH 2 % i 8 48 b 72 DU 2 15 e 1 1k 27 75 48 2 1¥)(soluble chemical
oxygen demand, SCOD). H|FHHL K& &AL (KD-310) I 5E TAN ¥ )&, 75544 (FAN) ¥ B fdf i Scik b
B 7R R, TR TR (D) R

Cran =CTAN'(1+L_I)H2729,92)] O

107(0.090 1845

At Cooy WFANWEE, mgL'; Cog WERARAWKE, mgL'; THIRE, K.

pH. TAN 1 SCOD & BEWI /3 %I7E 12 h, 1d. 2d. 3d&WE 1K, MG 3 dIE
R VEAs & B8 3 d I 19k, AR B VEAs S 12 % JH A A 3% (GC-2030) 470 5E o
2 HER518
2.1 A ERIBEH FANKRE T

FAN J& & R A A BE A A MBI A EZ RN . B 1 e 1 A [a] e BE R & & Ak B A8 i A AH [H]

1K
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BeFh W & E 12 h (9 FAN R . I 1 AT, x:A%w 10264 92.25.54

DL TE B Sk U L B TAN IR JE A0 o R09994

FAN WAL AR K, TAN #EHN 2500 mg- L™ fif, @ 500 .

FAN [ ¥ J { W 74.65 mg'L”, H TAN 5 gg: ﬁyﬁ

FAN ¥ J3 [8] (4005 B2 BAIR (R*=0.957 6); LASR R £ 200f % o001 3R 45

o R, FAN B TAN v J5 9 556 i if 38 ik 4 wof ¢

fir, TAN ¥ B M\ 500 mg-L™'F+ % 2 500 mg L' B, %0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
FAN f3 N 106.91 mg- L™ EF+4639.95mg L', TANWfE/(mg - L)

AUk (TAN=2 500 mg-L )49 8.57 f, H TAN E 1 FREIRBRRELE 12 h FEH FANKE

Fig. 1 FAN concentration produced during 12 h anaerobic
fermentation with different nitrogen sources

5 FAN R JE BAH BRI L& B (R™=0.999 4).
AL 5 IR & TAN W JE M F B, R Z 1
FAN W B3 i T &Ufb e, Wi B, M3 KIRA LT, TAN MoTlikok A PR AR E XEA
Ji . BRI R . BRI, DAR R N BRI 5 26 28 /K DR A8 & e it 30 ol 4 FH B R 33
22 ARIEIFEXHEIEEKKELZE TAN F FAN B2

P2 AL 3 B i T 8 I S Ak i A DR 2R U I, 5 28 R K IR 480 & 1% TAN I FAN ¥k B 1 28 4k
i &2 AT, Bl SR A B RN PR MR B 3G N, ARV R TAN MR AR R 3 m, H DU Ak 4 AR
125 KB, TAN ZERIGR B Gh R FFE M Wk, ELBEE & BT R I ZE K, 4541 TAN ¥R B LT f 4%
ANAR s T LAR ZEoN EIR B A& R B, TAN 7600 4R BF A6 B2 0 Wk L7 — 30, (BAERf S 1Y) 12
h, BEEIRE MM, £ 40 TANWRERHERN; 1205, DURE WA EN 4 TAN WK E 5 D
FALE N R IR B 45 20 TAN W AR 22 Rk, Hoax 2 Ah U XTI 89 TAN W B B e RS, X5
JE O A Y D BT A 3 R RS R AT R R A5 3] TAN ORISR 45 5 — 30, X BB X T 2 FoA R & IR,
W6 38 R K AE SN IR K T el B2 P #8 mT AR B 70 A0 W] TAN ¥ B2 45 1F T kA7

6 000 | —e— XT1 —o— TAN 500 mg - L' 6000 1 oy —o0— TAN 500 mg - L'
—a— TANI 000 mg - L"' —a— TAN 1 500 mg - L-" —+— TANI 000 mg - L' —&— TAN 1 500 mg - L'

L‘: 5000 | —®— TAN2 000 mg - L' —0— TAN 2 500 mg - L"! S 5000 [ —=— TAN2 000 mg - L' —%— TAN 2 500 mg - L'
g g 4000
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Fig. 2 Effects of different nitrogen sources on TAN during anaerobic fermentation of swine manure wastewater
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Fig. 3 Effects of different nitrogen sources on FAN during anaerobic fermentation of swine manure wastewater
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iy 8 3 T, 2 R AR Y FAN M #BEW) i TAN ¥ B Ao mmié i, HAE 12h iy, &bPig
1) FAN Y& BE ERE PO A0, 12 h J5 & A0 FRZH (1) FAN ¥ 5 B A% . E7E LS A By 05 110 45 b 3
r, FAN VREEFESE 6 K5 2R 2 W m iy Btk s, IR Z MR 25 4 B4, FAN ¥
JEFEEE 1 RIGEB B WG . AR A R e ferp, DU EE R U 0 25 Ab BRAH , FAN A9
TF 18.6~107.9 mg-L™' 84k, MiLAR R A A M4 AL B, TAN Bl 2 500 mg L™ By Ab 32
FAN W BETE IR A L 2SS 1 Rk ®] 7153 mg L. ZEEANIRA KBS T, PURE WA TAN #
F£ 1 500 mg-L i %) 2 500 mg L' 945 A B4 rf, FAN ¥ FE Sl 74.1~7153 mg- L', X R IHAEIE K
KR E R B R, S AEFN PR 2R 2 P ZCUE B 7 2 9 TAN MR BEARTA], {H 7742 ) FAN W B 22 el
BK. 22 M AIRAY TAN ¥ B8 500 mg L' i, LAGALE N R IR, FAN W JE & &5 ] ik 2 100.4
mg- L™, PASRE AR, FAN W fE ik %] 115.6 mg L' 24 2 &R AY TAN ¥ B 18 2 500
mg- L' B, LG AL 2 b B R AY FAN B W o 1045 mg L', DLJR B M A TR A FAN & 5 e ¥ h
7153 mg-L™', X EHAEF R TAN WK JE ST, RLUR R & 7= A48 i FAN W ¥ g i T S b B A
U, H TAN MREEMGE , 3% FAN VR 22 S b oK o ik 4 Y o 48 Jof ey 3 47 IR 40 % e B
M FAN YRR T 150 mg L™ B, 23520 PR 480K B R e M0 % Tl NIU 4502 F NG 28 0 JL o i 47 IR 46
REERT I, 4 FAN KRN 1000 mg L™ B, IREAKLBEA T HPANE . TR EA R 5 20K &
P 7= A 1) FAN AN TR, PRE G A W o Heifit 52 PR A7 7 22 57 . W3R K IR A R = e A A £k H
PRIETP IR 2, b, DUIRZ N &R 5 5 2 R K IR A R B & 2 M AL B A o BT AR etk )
WF, $EFEE K IR E T BRI VE A RERE A, R, DLECSCRE 38R /K Ol 2L B ik 7 & 0 30 il 76
BB At B HLA U R T
23 ARITIREXHEIEEKKE LB SCOD I

23 R T AN ) R A B2 TR 3 R K IR #*3 TEIREXNEEREKLZE SCOD MM
B LE TR SCOD HAS Y. i 3 A, g% Table 3 Effec.ts of dlffere.nt nitrogen spurces
. . . i . on SCOD during anaerobic fermentation of
FE 7 K IR A K W 1) SCOD ) iy ¥k BE Ry 7.11% swine manure wastewater mg-L™!
10 mg L, BLUCBOVRIR, RRESAUN 4541 e L L
) SCOD ¥ FE ¥ m T oGk E, Xl fge T e SCODVEJE SCODVESE
15 Y Mk BE Y FAN RE 9% 12 #F A LY 19 R ik BT 500 9.99x10° 5.14x10°
H. BEBPIUE LI, FANGE K 4 f 1000 7.89x10° 6.50x10°
B, SESEA AL AR, oK AR B BB A T B 1 500 9.32x10° 1.54x10°
ZWW . IRE N AN, 7 TAN K E N 2 000 1.16x10° 1.64x10°
500 mg- LA 1 000 mg-L™"' ) 2 ZH AL HE v, K 2500 1.29x10° 1.47x10°

45 JBF (1 SCOD ¥k B ¥4I F ) f vie &, i ¢
TAN ¥ £ =1 500 mg-L™' 1Y 3 MALFRZ v, A LS I Y SCOD 43 /&5 T 4 Wk 2 .
24 ARIGEFEXHEIEEKKELZE VFAs 7 pH B9 5200

VFAs J& R A K L B ALY B g b ] =4, H S R4 pH B UIAH G, 81 4 Jew 1 DL Ak
B RNR RN AR, R L B 2 f VFAs 1 pH BERT 0] A9 28 A48 00 . d & 4 aT 0, 3R IE K IR A &
ey 1Y VEAs LSRR RIS 420 XFF 2 R AUIR , 8 38 0 /K IR 460 & 8% 7 A 1) VFAs YR B 3 8 X
TR, (R DU o R BT, 8 28 IR /K IR UK 8 7™ A2 11 VEAs & B 8 /N F LUIR 28 R SR I b B
24 TAN=2 000 mg-L™' i, DAk E b R, LSS Rt JL-F- %4 VEAs BLE, AR 2 N &R,
MR T K SR MR 2 . MOLAEY %P9 FEXG 28 IR A R BERT A I, m A A S RO
WIRFE, I H S WRE SRR HBe b L 208 372 80 ™ e 1 5 5 &2 i s A i 27 DLk o A
U8, VFAs St BB REAR S 3G i F R p 2 b 3. ORI R EERTHT, 7 W R R IE A
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i 2R & BB Ws />, VFAs (/0 S8 pH BTF, Ml FAN MR ETHE, SRR 2 B be it
FE MM H, UE S B VEAs R N . 7 ZBR B P H g 1R W N7 I FAN MR S 4k ST RE LR,
VFAs WRBEFEIR, Wofe RBEE R L PATRIR R . LURE AR, #£ TAN ¥R 500mg-L™" #11000mg-L™
By 2 Ab B2, VFAs AR LS LIE L R 1 & 4 A b $%—34; 1 TAN=1 500 mg L™
(FAN=370 mg-L™") (& 4175 Z W VEAs IR A B & FRAK . X2 TR FAN B &) 17~
W e o8 R G BR 7= W e, JE WL T VFAs (IR, fif VFAs BUR A fiff pH [ A%, FAN W AR T [,
FE B AT LB TR TR SR W e, UL, 7EAEE21d 224, VEAs IRE B WAL, M
M43 pH A LR sh 1 FF, 53 FAN SR E 45 — R R K EA T, 2% 2
HGE B s PE, S8R )5 1 VEAs IR .

I 4 T, DAGEAR B R RUIR, S [ o JBE b B ) pH 7 b 06T e — B, 249 5% T I 14 i A
B, R IRE LB VEAs B2 WS FESR R E L) . TR IRE KB fErp, A4 FE4L i) pH 2
At 8.1, LARRZE RAR, pHTE 12 h WA [FIRE BE A3, JF )46 TAN BRK, pH K, iX
S TR E KM A NHy, W45 Q) /I, Fam %3, SR pHEM; 12h )5, W& VFAs
GRS 4l pH ¥R TR, HERARE 44 pH KT 8.00 1AL, LIURFERNEIRL, A
[l TAN ¥ B (9 45 Ab B 20 v, O pH 349 1 DL ST B Ry 050 o7 1 45 A 34 o sk 2l 1 3 $R A R
PR, LA AR, AN, X Q) B ABE, pH/N; LURE MR, #4t

8.5

TAN 500 mg + L™' TAN 1 000 mg * L' TAN 1 500 mg + L-| TAN 2 000 mg - L-' | TAN 2 500 mg - L' X 1R
8.0
s \//.M‘ /\,M
LR 175
~ R
,‘Tl 41— | 17.0
) — )R 165
55| o ' | ]
= i | I | b 160
= i I ] 1 | I ]
> 20N | || e | 1 H . . 155
1
0, [ ' 1 ' e, 1 I 150
1F Il- ] I. 1 ol . Il.. ] LI | .“- is

0o 9 18273645 6 183042 3 1221303948 0 9 18273645 6 15243342 3 1221 3039484'0
B T)/d
(a) Sk

1 9.0

4
TAN 500 mg - L' |TAN 1000 mg - L™'| TAN 1 500 mg - L-] TAN 2 000 mg - L' 0 L Xof R g5
12} | '
W 8.0
101 | I|I jvww 75

T R
™ [l 17.0
= 8 — R
E w— | Ji7 I 16.5 EQ
% 6f P | I i {60
§ T | | I
4l i i 1 | - | B 155
1 | | i it o 15.0
20001, I ol I i | i i l
! ' 1L . H I l' . .l.ll'-.: 4.5

0 9 18273645 9 18273645 9 18273645 6 15243342 3 1221303948 0 9 18273645
KR T)/d
(b) K&

B4 TREIRRNEIEE K LEE VFAs ¥ pH B S0

Fig. 4 Effects of different nitrogen sources on VFAs and pH during anaerobic fermentation of swine manure wastewater
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NH,, X () VA5 Z£#3h, pHAE K,
NH;+OH = NH; T +H,0 ()

25 AEIRIFRBEEKKRE LB RN

Bl S OB T IR NAS [R] 0I5 A8 25 K IR Sk e i SRR ™= B b = i A8 Ak, iR ISl DA Ufb g
AR, TAN ¥ i 500 mg L' (FAN=53.50 mg-L™") 4 1 %) 1 500 mg-L(FAN=65.26 mg-L™"), ZfH;*
FH ot B H 1 648.4 mL 1§ il & 2 201.43 mL, 43 5 B0 B $2 % T 3.25% F1 37.89%. 7E TAN<1 500
mg L' YA ALFIZ H, VFAs BUE R 5 TR RR AL, XU 76 B B FAN e b 1 IR 480 % 18 ) /K At
FERR LR, DA K T IR 0 3 A A SRR e R T IR Y TAN VR JE 4k 223 i # 2 500
mg L (FAN=74.65 mg-L )i, VFAs Bl R imm T X EAL, i 2F™ B be i ] % 2 1 236.88 mL, #4)
WL R R T 22.53%, iXJ& i T7E & R FAN R & VFAsEH T, il 7= e ib e, i 3R
= e b . R, DAL E M AR, 24 TAN ¥ (KT 1 500 mg-L'(FAN=65.26 mg-L™") i},
XA 26 K IR AR & E W B A A HE MR, (B TAN M B2 5% in 3] 2 500 mg-L'(FAN=74.65
mg L) B, 5k S 0 R S R OK IR A R B e A Ml E . DURZE AR, 24 TAN R By 500
mg'L(FAN=112.87 mg-L™") B, H1 T FAN XJ7K it 7= B2 (R 2EAE . R B 2 v VEAs FUER B & X
M, TERMS 4 R R, BRH sl s 2 11544 mL, BXTIRAREE T 32.5%;
TAN ¥ & 1 000 mg' L' (FAN=235.12 mg-L )i}, AEEFEh VFAs f & i TxF AL, B b
TG PETE MW FAN SZ B30, REBEZALTPAT WG, HELKBERIH 12 X6, Y FANKER S
100 mg- L' ZE A A TP ta = W ks, B kidt J 1469.5 mL, AT T T 7.96%; 4 TAN e F
1500 mg-L' i, 7 e A % IBZH Y 16.38%, 4 TAN=1 500 mg-L (FAN=370 mg-L™") i,
WA KAEBANRA RSP IR, KRS R p B b= m LT %, 1 VFAs FL3
T BEE TAN W B 35 I ini g 20, 33 38 WO B IR AR K I /K e 7 T oo R 32 380 T o vk B L R A 1 A
PIPRZ AR, 24 TAN W EE AT 500 mg L™ (FAN=112.87 mg-L™") B, RELE#E 5 38 8 /K DR A8 4 g =
F s {H 4 TAN Y B8 3 1 000 mg-L ' (FAN=235.12 mg-L ") i}, R KB BMH], T H TAN
Mo, AR R Y, RS R D M FAN YRR T 235.12 mg L B, P LR RE ) RE 6% E BT
PRI 5 H24 FAN W& B8 2 370 mg LB, % 28 1 7K IR 48k T 1) 2 400 o) A B 65k TR ), 7™ FR o i
Z RN, AR, DLPRZ N R DR R A R A IR . X R TR FE N A,
FEEAE A JE FAN, FAN XF R S K I £ 12 B 7 B e 8108 1 7 AR 4 B70, DA 5% el IR 4 & 1 7=
Bt s A A AR B PR AENTY, NHO ™ B Be 18 B 06 M 152 R B FANG BRI, RLSAb g ol 0% IR
SR R =M A R /N TR 3R .

3000 3000 —e— |14 TAN 500 mg - L~

LY —0—
—4— TAN 1 000 mg - L' —=2— TAN 1500 mg - L'

__E] 2500 F ?5] 2500 —%— TAN 2000 mg-L-'—o— TAN 2500 mg-L"'

= 2000} 2000}

£ ®

= 1500} = 1500}

13; 1000 % 1000 -

B soof B 500}

0 0
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B 5 TERREEEKKRELEN~PREFHE
Fig. 5 Characteristics of methane production with different nitrogen sources during
anaerobic fermentation of swine manure wastewater



544 TRETAAE AN ) BB 2R K IR S8 A I rh = M R RCR A 5 961

3 g

1) LLPR R R AL S o RUE, HE 38 K RS B () TAN ¥k B JL-F-#H 7], {0 FAN ¥k B 22 1R
Ko Y TAN=2500 mg-L ™' B, DAIRZE A FAN V& B2 R @Ak 219 8.57 1.

2) JE AR K AE DR AR R W 3 B b 77 AR 1 VEAs DL Z TR RN R S 3, DR 25 BUUR 10 0% 28 % K 7
JR AR & B 5o T vP P A B VFAS 1 pH 285 T DL G4k B g ACTR B9 b 384

3) LI E o AR (TAN<1 500 mg-L™") FILLR 20 AR (TAN<500 mg-L™") 2475 54 28 I K IR 4
K= e AR HEVE T, A X — Wk B 5 Y 0 PR AR R A VR o OF FLR F A A AL TR )
SANHIRR, DR ZE AR R0 S b & & K IR B L sz P A, WlcH o B R bk .
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Abstract In order to understand the ammonia nitrogen release and its inhibition on the anaerobic fermentation
of swine manure wastewater with different nitrogen sources, the batch experiments of mesophilic anaerobic
fermentation at 35 °C was conducted to study the effects of nitrogen addition with total ammonia nitrogen
(TAN) concentration on the anaerobic fermentation of swine manure wastewater, in which urea and ammonia
chloride were used as external nitrogen sources, respectively, swine manure wastewater after solid-liquid
separation treatment was used as a fermentation substrate. The results showed that during the anaerobic
fermentation process of swine manure wastewater, the free ammonia nitrogen (FAN) and volatile fatty acids
(VFAs) contents, as well as pH when urea was an external nitrogen source were significantly higher than those
when ammonia chloride was an external nitrogen source, but the TAN concentration had almost no significant
difference. The extro-nitrogen source of urea (TAN<500 mg-L™") or ammonium chloride (TAN<1 500
mg-L ") could promote methane production during anaerobic fermentation of swine manure wastewater, but
methane production could be inhibited when urea or ammonium chloride concentration exceeded above critical
value. Ammonia inhibitory concentration of urea on anaerobic fermentation of swine waste water (TAN>500
mg-L™") was much lower than that of ammonium chloride (TAN>1 500 mg-L™"). Compared with ammonia
chloride, urea as nitrogen source resulted in stronger ammonia inhibition on anaerobic fermentation of swine
manure wastewater. This study provides a theoretical basis for nitrogen source selection during anaerobic
fermentation under high ammonia nitrogen inhibition conditions.

Keywords ammonia chloride; urea; swine manure wastewater; anaerobic fermentation; ammonia inhibition
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