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A Study on the Optimum Conditions for Bio-Hydrogen
Production using heated anaerobic Sludge
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a2t AT, AY7EEY, 122 k]/gd L dyA A& A 7E&9
z9 QUL 34 dgd A 5T qUAER 1 FaAe) AdHxn Yot
=g A Fedse o A BAEAE 2RAHZ HAY F e FFAUAR
s gtk HAS 4 AL FAdE, woleda a3 FIH == 4E
gd FAL 8 ANY F deH, 2T AEFH F240 FHLE HEY
Zste) g o gatolgte AolAM wl$ AAFHoAA oA Welz
& 4 b oy AET}H FAAMN FAL 1FEY HF, 1Y HUE, E
= gy 2z 2R3 A2 23 go] £F4 EAgE FIES
g3t 428 AAstE AT £3 Fol Atk 58 oY &S e AWNE
S 71908 olgdd F4E AAE WA 7EL #714 AVE AY/AF
g 2 ulole duixlel 35e FAE BE, U Uiz FBeE Fa0 A
A& E §2Y F YoE WA PaFoz sfEEoof & Eolu’.

4714 ANE F oY &89 F$ FUANE oY €89 FFTHEL O
2R gAY fFuE wge JEagoy AA S vido] AWy oR FA
o] e AFolnl, o}gd AAFS o]F FANeZ FAHY AFT AYuE

o e FAZ BAMoz FANE Ao G4EYY. £ 242 2dle 7
ot Hulsk 2 AEs 22 02 AUsn Ao 24 LAwA, e B
g, BAE BE AARA 59 olegol v

AFAAE £714 A7 AEAE AAST Y R 27
g Aulge el Absam, A2 AU P
ganA B AAg 2A% A ABHH F2440¢ A
z4¢ 2Asn HAT.
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2. A9
2 a7o AedE oU dAE A 249 JHEAA 23 FAAAA W
9t ¢9AE olgsion, #dA9 44 ©g Table 13 2h U &9
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Ag 71AE o83t HAH 24N 2AE EAY] T Hd¥o2E FE ¥
97} 120 ml(E 3 160 m))¢] serum bottleg ©] &3 3 &2 HFL AA A
NdzE X9 oY £AE 100 my FYsgon, N4EZE 100CAA
2087 €439 9714 €A & 20mlE 44 FIsRGD BT F42 A uAE
9] #3 pHZ R 1% pH 552 NaOH¢ HCIE ©|43ld =G & J714 =4 ¢
FA 7] Aty dToR FEI BN F EEId A¥S HAAEAY Eg
glucoseE 20 g/LE2 A|ZF3ste 100ml Y F CI's Na'9 & Z+Z 1000,
3000, 5000, 10,000, 20,000, 30,000 mg/L7} S =& H7}8le HEETH F£4 AiA
4 2 UYEE o] Txo g JFES st x£d A pHE 93 £7]
pHE 4, 5,55, 6, 72 24§ ¥ 49 AN F47129 BAFLE Owen'
o] WY& o] &3t gas syringeg F3t9 A st29 && A7 FAHIIoH,
F29 olakstebA ) dlg 7lA9] FEE GC(Hewlett Packard 5880A)E o] &332
W ZHL Porapak QE ol&3l¥tt. =3 COD, TSS, VSS %<& Standard
methodsol W} $A4e AAsgH?,

Table 1 Composition of waste activated sludge

Component(%s)
C H O N S

pH | VSS/TSS | SCODcr.

Activated

73 16,700/8400| 250 41 | 7 (23] 8 |1
sludge

3. 2% % 1%
31 24 €AE o] &8 HEFY F24I4 7t

2 @FdAes APEH 2) 2 47tg AZ@EH 12), #4(Grinding), €A4g
(Heating) LEAY, M7IEs, 2394A TF 2L o8 7R AAMY 2@ 4
Al ¥z 26 i@ dA A= de HE AAEy] A g A
g @ £8AY 45T E SCODcrs T3t AAsdY. Ad4a3 A 3 &
< £81RA 9 45 (standard)®] SCODcr #E& & 250mg/LR oy, Axa & 3
3%, Fig. 1oA 9t Zo] dste]Mel(pH 12)8 A AAg A ¢& AFF9
SCODcr &% the] oF 146612 F71&2 713 o] 4¥Y AHE 48 & YRen,
Z1AAA Y (grind) g A= F 117919 F7HES 4L & YU ol2F A
T Ogd A E T3 mAEY Axeo] RiHo £29 HF7EE QY
459 CODer ¥=7F F7HE 7] dEoz BasEy, F7180] 84S AAg
7 ARHoE o]Fo] HAuin B § Qv
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Fig. 1. Degree of pretreatment conditions on SCOD/SCODy

829 FEE 30,000 ~ 40,000mg/LE ¥=3% ¥ Ztzte Axy xAoE AH
g & A& YHOoE %7] pHE 552 2T & 4FL4E H/E A9 H
74etA] @& BEE UFo A¥S AAEY. 4PE T Fig. 29 Zo] g4
bR @2 B §71E B3t 24 olFolA sex A Wy F sul
&7tz AA g Ziflr NAE 2L FAI AFE T, S4F5 498 HUg
Atol= 71 mREY dAAME zAAA FAHLE olFRon, AXIYE §X
%2 7 F(standard)ell HlEtd HAEE & Ao Wl S £ TP Y
st wel SFg& Al ofd pHREo] vl Fad AdAYS gy e, Fig.
199 Adg B3ld AAgrt adxoz & o]Fojx L CODcrd Z718¢
Hetd 35 & F4 H“Eea_ra Uetule] - dAE T3l o & H5d &
71E22 Afo] FALANS AT T84T IAYE FAdA

>
- - n
3 @ 8 S
i

Hydrogen production (m/100ml-WAS)
@
Hydrogen production (ml/100ml-WAS)
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: o =
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Pretreatment methods Pretreatment methods

(a) Addition of buffer solution (b) Non-buffer solution
Fig. 2 Effects of buffer solution on hydrogen production
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32 A AEHH FAYNS AT Y

AFHFY FFIAAE ol4dta TA FIAHNEFT SAE 297 gF &
AR Qe 94 € YEF o] g 93¢ deotstn A pHE A 4¥&
AA YT APAH Gio)2d GE FAANE L] v NFFES A Fig
3@l A9t ol a0l FE7F 1,000 ppme] FfolE F2ATE LA i Il
A g v FE7F ZFUMgel " A8 g0 AAH LR FATE FUAFAU
th =23 g40]29 ¥E7} 10,000 ppmolME F2ALE H3 AFARL] B Be] &
89S gsgen, d40l29 =71 20,0008 30,000 ppmolAE FAALte] AH
o] Fo]A| A ¢ko} ZE inhibiterZ FHE3E FAHAL UHEF ]9 B¢ Fig. 3(b)
A9} Zol YEF o]2¢] ¥%E7F 1,000 ppme FFolE A7EA F& BS-ell vl
WA Tol wAEgo] Zrletgom, 3000710000 ppmolME LAEE L FAAMN &
go] ZrAsQ R, 20,0008 30,000 ppmolME FaAite] AF o]Fo x| gro} 7
inhibiter2 2H&3-2 A3 Qch o3 AHdE 270 Bl EAEE v &4
B 27|18 o] 4% FAALdA tl F8F AR et} ddEHo o

%7] pHell W& $42ANEE st dFAH, Fig. 49049 2ol pH 64
HAe zPo g Yeiyted o8 AdE %] pHE 552 v 24 A& 4
bR A dAA ANEHE AN F7IAHVFAs)Y 93 pH7E #4E7] o
oln, 7] pHE 622 & A$ FAAMEE0] vl¢ F718I vluy 7 AHES
a4k o] Fo1 AL Yrhith X% )23 A AL HE 7|Fd wE, 458§
de] %, 281 713 o) wet @2z 27) pHell did F713Q Age] &
srin gs o] .
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(a) Cl' addition (b) Na' addition

Fig. 3 Effects of CI', Na' concentration on hydrogen production
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Fig. 4 Effects of initial pH on hydrogen production

4. 28

D ey sAE Zl’éi o] &3 AETH FaHUAA A Vel F2A8H
st S 9N = Qlenz d¢ Fodn, E9, 33, A=} AA
7 4823, 3111315}2] %2 £5A9 4559 SCODcr F=d H|3t gz
o A% oF 1464, 71AH AAGY A+ F 1178 T2 FUFO2N F4 ALY 1)
AEo] o] & & A= EAAY AxE PHE F3AA.

2) AXAE 24 €A E R7I92R st FaAN B Ee IR A ST &N S
M B EFESE AR &2 Al vt ddd AAE z2AAA ILE]
2 7o ANFE Uehdo 24 pHEA TE £4 4o FoE HFde &Y
3T

3) £3 x7] pHE W8}t ’é‘ﬁ € AAE 23, pH7L 71E0)] ¢ bRt E g ¥
£ 67 79M & F2ALEE UsIEH, ol F714 TAFAAA A HEA

Aakst AtEde] 4gee pH7} Z438t7) MEolx, 1A AA pHE & 44 2
o] ¥4 z194& FAsA

4) CI' & Na' o] 20 dg J&& AHE 23 F A ZF 527 =4 EAEFE 7
AQREEC] FATES FAstH e, 53] 20,000 ppm o) EAE Aol vlo] L. 7}t
27 8 EAEA gghon], FAYPJE o] FoA A gttt mEtA et $4E
3 2ol &Fo] ¥ EAste ¥ 449 UEF o9 diE 92 aHoF H
Zt wddn
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