55 36 %45 3 W] 7 R = = O O Vol.36,No.3
2016 4F-3 J Acta Scientiae Circumstantiae Mar., 2016

DOI:10.13671/j.hjkxxb.2015.0561
JEVE, EWel , iKY, 55,2016 383 5 2 FHIR A R UK BEERSE & DR 10 56 RO ST 1] R R 2231k, 36(3) :932-939
Zhou S, Wang X J, Zhang T, et al. 2016.Responsive relationship among factors influencing the anaerobic co-digestion of chicken manure and wheat straw

[J].Acta Scientiae Circumstantiae,36(3) ;:932-939

ﬂE%ﬁf'—ﬁ%ﬂiEA IR & & B INES AR 25 [ M iz X R A 3

B3, R sk M BT T, R R AR A B
%Ei‘ﬁrl’z’*

1. BAARAAB R K F R F I, % 712100
2. BT EI AR TR AG K F O, % 712100
W5 B #A:2015-05-11 &8 B #A4:2015-07-03 X HH#1:2015-07-11

W THF KT R 4 - Z [ A B R R LIS RN ZEAT 0 R W JRRE, FIIFH Canocod.S BRXTASZE/ ZFF AR HLBIR & K RS F T
AN KR Bt N4 TR P3R4 750, DA 4% e e Bt A TR 7 [B) P FE B 0GR G5 SR I . 2909 38/ 22 FF LA 5:5 19 EL TR & 1), RE AR A Rc AR B
FBEF= 1t (90.56 mL-g™", LA VS 1) FEEEA K st Bt b B B P S SR R A S TH e PR IR A 34 K FOAR Bl 7= s SR 1Y) /N K43y 3 AN BB,
SR T BB (e ) B8 TR B (gt ) 38 BB (VAR ) AN ] A T I B2 i By PR 7= o 1) AR T — 8 i 28 e ik Hovb 28 1T
R B i) ERLR T R R Y /N SR TR B pH {H. 45 A IR B IR 7 (B A Se M 45 57, 365 — W B PR 7 TR A S M i 3R OG5 R S M 38 Wi AR A1 1R
W B XTAN TR B B A% SRR 743 A TR, R A A RO e R BRI

KRR : PCA ; BURE ; 22T 09388 IR AU 8%

X EHE:0253-2468(2016) 03-932-08 HE 45 2KS X705 XEKARIRAD: A

Responsive relationship among factors influencing the anaerobic co-digestion of
chicken manure and wheat straw
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Abstract: Canoco 4.5 was used to analyze the mutual effect among factors influencing the co-digestion of chicken waste and wheat straw with different
proportions during different stages. Results showed that methane yield increased first and then decreased, and reached the maximum methane yield of
90.56 mL-g ' VS under 5:5 ratio of co-substrates. Methane production process could be divided into three stages according to the production rate, namely
probationary period, peak period and subside period. Major factors differed in different stages, and the main control factor for methane yield in stage 1l and
III were C/N ratio and pH, respectively. Analyses conclude that the intensity of correlation of internal factors in the first stage was the strongest, and it
decreasd over time. Therefore, controlling the main effect factors of different stages could be an effectively way to improve the efficiency of fermentation.

Keywords: PCA ;sensitivity; straw; chicken manure; anaerobic co-digestion
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RIS ZEREFFTC LG 38 BRSO 30~35 C.BL A
TR 78 35 CHE, R FIRA KRG Th 452K
REfE B 5 Lt de e, 7B R 1 2 v Hh 48
NEWATR (VEA ) B 7 Az B B ot v P51 (5 T 0 55
2014) OB AT 45 SR KB, C/N BRI 45 4 19 N
TREAEE 1Y 2, B R EE OB C/N A F
25:1~30:1 B, R pH (B I BN/, S 38 AR
BAL, AHA S HED, KRG E (Wang et al.,
2012;Ewa et al.,2014; ¥4 2010) A HLEE LR
AERACH ES A T RBER N, Y AR S =
FEIE B [, B 2% vp & R IR Ak, - 1 e T R
v pH AE, AR T F e 1A A 4 B £ F o 1)
A= (FLIERSE,2010) . [R5k 3R AR M i A
Yy A M ) F2 T, AR A ) A K B T i
P E BRI T A R P A7 A 4 B0 e R I A= 4
FRHE , SCSLfA W A K AR B AN C N SR
JCE (K ITHRAE,2013).

HERERBERG T, VEA ROUEAE PP K f# 1Y
TR AR e TR R RIS, VA VR BE (1) A2 4k
VPN K TR AL B = B BE50R 19 B B A8 A5 (AR 25 45
4 2015;Zonta et al.,2013; K HETEEE 2012) . K B
B VRA W AR b 51 pH (AR 1L, 38 JFOpE
3 52 2% 10 ) I Ak B A5 P R MR (Jin
et al. 20144775 ,2014) (WAEFT pH (i, Z5 %

X R BRI R L B — % I 2% B 71 (Nges et al.,
2012).%4 pH {E7E 7.0 ZEA BBt 7 U BE b 2 i 3
s >4 pH EAK T 6.6 B, 7 F B2 7 75 522 982 ( Ogejo
et al.,2009) ,pH A 5/ & 2 B & EAHC (KK
%,2010) .15 2T R W, K 1 A R ER B 6 Y ot =
A BB AR, &8 bn B B — 2 i AE G
PEH AT X & BRI Z HGE R £, (AT
S R ERICR R 2 I Bk ik | HEZ K F8 b 18] AH 5G4 52
55 RS AR G0 TR b, A B0 2 T B 5% 1 4
HIAEREA 251 T (35 C) , IXGEE R FT 0 & e
R BT A TR) Sz B2 B B N3 DR 5 B0 B g 7 ]
AR DG | I 25 DR = X BN FE o 7™ k2 ) 119 5 553
KR IEATHES 38 1 HE B A5 R R e e A
SCHEP T, A BA 45 PR 22 80 A A B R R 56 R
RN Y Y AR S s Sy S GUE R

2 #5577 (Materials and methods)

2.1 KEEREHE5EMY

SISy S G B0 2 AR X /N RS
A AR T s 17 1 5 AW LR UK R itk
(0 A TR IR 2 AR B T PH AR MABL B ~Aile 1
XHE JHROK A T P ACAMBIE R [ A ™, &
PR JEURHRAE L2 1.

®1 REERFNE

Table 1  Chemical characteristics of raw materials

JEt C/(g-kg™) N/(g-kg™") C/N TS VS

X3 388.41 25.27 15.37 67.78% 84.50%

EFF 392.37 7.42 52.88 89.30% 87.30%
HF 263.80 16.3 16.18 5.50% 70.10%

22 RKBRE

AR SR FH B 74 48 18 24 A0k T F2 B R 58 v
O SEYR A A AT Y AT 45T IR UK R . A
i 1 LW =AU Bk B MR R 25 LY
SRLAT AR i fT AR HE L0 K 45 26 )l i AR
JEAE RN B B A V4, W Y R R R T
KR N A f R4 (PC-1000) FiE 7R 2%

J il e WL S YR b sh i el Ry 2 C.
2.3 Rt

RIS ZE A FT 22 AT A SR T SR 81 )
% 2~3 em /NBEAE HHLARER K 5 AL FRAT , 4 b PR
3AEE  RFLLELSE A T1.T2 T3 . T4 TS, F 38
FEE AR 2 YRR I 2 R i BT
(35+2) ClHEIEKME T TR L B

x2 REMRERER

Table 2 Quantity of materials and water of fermenting liquid

KW BENEily Sin s X/ AERT X3/ g #F/g A/ g /g Mg
Tl 1:9 6.43 57.83 335.74
T2 8% 3:7 20.28 47.32 332.40 300 700




934 7 S - T 36 &
23R
KA i A XA/ FFT 4/ g FH/g K/ g B/ g Hi/g
T3 5:5 35.65 35.65 328.70
T4 7:3 52.81 22.63 324.56
TS 8% 9:1 72.07 8.01 319.92 300 700
CK PR 2 82.62 0 317.38

TE X2 AT R .

WERE 5 J &

SR FBE T 20 AR (TS) L 5 kM R
(VS) (IKIEAE 2014 ) ;2R FHHEK SR E H =S
5 ZS-2 BT AR B A3 43 A0 A R o Bk
51 BERIURE N P A s, Y B8 pH 11 ( pHs-3CT #4)
WE K FEAREE Y pH A ; A DNS 835 0 28 i
JEOBE S i (MRBIAE, 2002) , Bb (003 0 2 45 % 1k R i
R (VFA) & i, Z8 18-k sl e /AR & & (KK
4,2014) , BHLRAECR LR 2 "k H 4 A 3hELIR
FERAL(UDK159 %Y, 5K F| VELP Scientifica 23 7] )
W5E | MAPUER K, Cr, 0, -FMAEE I & (SkFE 4,
2014) s B LA A HLRR 0T & 5 L IR AU LA
22 Origin 7.5 34 I Canocod.5 B A, 5 2243 4F
JH SPSS Statistics 17.0 HE1T.

2.4

3 ZER549#(Results and analysis)

MELSEZHFRALANREALER K- ER
X8 % v

WE 1R, B R e 7= fe Bl 5 WS 3/ 2 T L 51
FAHE I RIS S 1 vl ) A . X 2 5 A A
BIHCE A 5:5 (T3 AL BR) | A7 B g 2 i A e
(90.56 mL-g™", Lk VS 1) . Bl 5 X5 3 L A1) () 385 i, 2R
o7 FR ot 7 i T T B AR T 25 A BT 5 SR R b FE A
T2.T3 . T4 T5 CK AH LA B T1 H B (i B o p= o
BN (p<0.05) . 5 B —38 2 K B4 (CK) AL,

3.1

T2 T3 . T4 TS5 £H 57 H ot 7= F 2 R B AN [R) R BE 1)
Ham, Herb T2 T3 22 5% 8 3% (p<0.05) , AL P2
T4 TS5 ZRMHEALFE.
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Fig.1 Variation of methane potential under different treatment
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Fig.2 The variation of methane production rate under different treatment

SRR AR 30 2o b A 5 Ak B 2H [A] 1) e TR B R
B, TL 2055 1 BBt iR, Ry 25 d, oAt 45 b B4
YI1E 10 d Z N, T4 T5 hbFRZH 06, l 4 d &5 A0 B4
TEZE TN [R) B 8 77 ST 28 30 5 23 2y i3F A7 B B
UGS, HHR T2 T3 A ERAH v G (A Eb HAh 4% 21
IS FE R s bR T2 4L Ab, oAt £ 2 244 BH o iy
U= H bt 2 W3] 5 55 A0, o 4% AL 7 Y e i s 00 1) 4
SEEFIE] 0BT AT 0, T1 ., T4 2 CK Ab BRZH $5 45 st 0] AH
M K 19~21 d, T2 T3 K T5 Ab 320 #5552 i) ]
B, 15~16 d 77 P m g g5 sl 2 )5, 4 41 H
ot H = s b AR , R e AR 1.

3.2

W B K R

D7 25 Ab PRZH AN TR) A e B B e 46 b, I 45 21 [+
—BrBEN S TR PRI E (3% 3) FIH Canocod.5 #X
1 X RS2 5 4 FFAN [R) & BE B B b B H e 7 i
KR C N 7 K R & B B BEAS 1R AR 1S
YK AT 4307, 45— 4 PCA B (1K 3) , Hirh | & 4%
T T e £ 2% 52 L 14D 246 o) 1 R, 8 B 28 () A DG
R e fA A TR N IE AR, 6B 3 ML H A 1B
Kl Je A AR s AB A S, D0 2R B0 A 7 A DG

K3 TRREBEMEEERE

Table 3 The index of different treatment in each stage

TREABENBp &R T 5 24 b~ &8 B

we wwn TR g VW BN mEm o cam NEw o
(mL-g™) (mg-L7)  (mg:L7)  (mg-L7) (g-kg™) (g-kg™)
1 T1 1.23 5.6 2682.98 804.16 370.91 391.97 8.76 44.75
T2 1.85 5.7 2470.90 764.96 391.46 391.18 11.44 34.20
T3 3.22 6.5 2379.19 1008.00 319.99 390.39 14.12 27.65
T4 3.76 7.0 2001.76 1178.24 327.14 389.60 16.80 23.19
TS 1.57 7.1 1874.78 1245.44 339.65 388.81 19.45 19.96
CK 1.83 7.0 1848.32 1240.96 298.55 388.41 20.82 18.66




936 7N 5% B &= = i 36 45
2:3k3
- VS R R/ VFA/ AR/ RN/ CEH/ N &/
BRENE b PR (AR i i o /N
(mL-g™) (mg:L7")  (mg-L7)  (mg-L7) (g-kg™) (g-kg™)
I Tl 25.59 7.0 1835.10 911.68 306.30 333.95 7.47 44.71
T2 56.90 7.0 1677.84 1022.56 319.99 334.81 11.24 29.79
T3 61.50 7.3 1056.44 1135.68 358.41 304.37 11.05 27.54
T4 63.48 7.4 858.02 1144.64 384.31 302.44 13.65 22.16
T5 53.60 7.4 744.27 1267.47 377.17 347.65 15.80 22.01
CK 66.02 7.4 967.37 1375.36 330.71 350.29 16.04 21.84
| T1 5.61 7.1 354.21 689.34 254.35 324.38 6.52 49.74
T2 30.34 7.6 402.12 764.40 262.22 331.05 9.43 35.11
T3 25.84 7.4 269.25 1056.72 275.33 300.91 9.38 32.09
T4 15.88 7.5 232.80 1127.84 271.16 301.32 11.38 26.47
T5 29.66 7.5 247.50 1296.40 255.67 336.06 13.77 24.41
CK 16.72 7.5 274.54 1494.64 257.46 344 .45 15.88 21.69
2 1
a5 THg AR R E b 5B I B
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Fig.3 Principal Component Analysis of index in each stage

T R ) S A T R AT % 4% R AT A S A3 T A
(E 3a) , VFA 545 DK 1] 4 #H 5G4 588 55 07 HE 51
J.CEFESN FR>S>C/N>ES A >pH 85> JF A,
Hrp C & C/N R B & 5 VEA RIS IEAH
Ktk N &t ZASA pH S VFA B AS
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HSVFASIBJFEE, BR N &85 pH (56, HAb % A7
HEASRRY 20 KW AN pH (HMZE S
TR JEORE 5 B AR DG MR, R Oh . A A(>C/N>N
FESCHESVFA RN S RLEASES pH HE
IEAHSEPESN , HoA 45 TR 7 ¥ R B R Se bk 5 3 R
W55 45 R [l AH D& B HEB U A - pHL (B > Z S A
>C/N>N F&#>C FE>VFA.

S AE T AR B 7 F B T A ) E A
55 T B (= e i e 1, 11 3b) Ll BT 2 T LR
ZI B e A N RS, R A e T i R v e
St B TG BRI B BE, DR IS SR R e = i 5 4% R T TAD 1)
AEMERSS T B BCRBI ., F 85 A BEL b C |
N i A e i, HLARHES Ry . C/N>C S >N
P, 15 A TR PN 45 TR AR A S PR AR 55 4% TR 7 [
AR e A= A Ak, 555 T By B AR L, 26 A 56
PEFEAG , T VFA &5 pH (B 38 BB & 23R
S TR S, HS pH (E ] A R BN -1, BT
BB R BER N VRA 5 pH (B8 L, 1M 5 H Al 45 A
T ) AR DG A 55 5 S S RS 45 IR ) R G
SR A N & >C/N>IE JFB>pH H>VFA,
5N S REBRIEAM G, 5 /N SR 77U
P, HHABS T A CER S, 5 C f o e
P pH (5 VEA Sk JOb o Al S AR 5k, 5 Ho Al
BT, 555 T Br BRI =2 1Z B B
) HE S pH AELIH] S B 58 1) TEAH DG

FEH BRI LS RS R EE RGN A T B i
SE , MR B LA B 5t 7 i 5 A% R () AH OGP R 5
117 45 DR [0 8 A SR X 07 1 A B BE D855 (1] 3e)
BN HR e S pH A R JERE K C/N [ AH OG5
5, S5 HALAS R F AR OG5S, HS pH {3 b
BIFFX, 5 C/N 2 HAHK. VFA 54 K5 [E A ¢
PESRES S RIKIK A . C FHRSESASN F5#>C/N>
pH {E >3 5B B C/N A, HoAth 45 IR 75 VFA #13%
PR A EA RS CON & i) 2 BIE A %
PE, 5 VFA C/N SR R e, 5 H AL N
AASEMERE S 5 pH A 55 38 SO 55 1t [B) (9 15 AR S PE 55
58, -5 LA A% DRI ] 8 AR G P D e B 55
4 118 ( Discussion)
41 BEEZFRAWASGRE KB LM T EF

BRI Y

ARWFFTLE R R, 5 00— 2 R AR LE, X8 2%/
HFHIRA R UK B B AT RO R v 207 PR o 7 o ([

1), X 582/ EFIR A e i kB C/N
R A A A S AR 1 R TRV A5 R A )
) HAEA D SR , XA S s R I A R B A2
ZFFIR A LU i 36 i i 3, 2439 2/ AR A
PO E— 2 S BT, 2 T 8 B0 5 B 3 1) = S 3
FE I PR S 58 . XY AT s B, HOA
5T 3R PRI 0 s IO 5 X 3 e ) DO 185 I, & T e 4 fe
HRGNG KRR, 5 B0 W N R %R X LA
JE DRGSR P i A B, TR K S e R
ROR (B 2, T1) ; 43938/ 2 LK To % T 7:3
B, BT 2R G0 1 7 R e I 340 2%, 18 X — R4 1
JERAE T N O 6 1 T e 45 & P45 1) 25 AN 1) T
AR AR I R R SEU R TTH B AR T A
BRI, AR VS =AW A, X T e 55 X 3%
FEPE KO 5 AT 2 M AR E AR O R A X R 3
AT, 24 % et SR T B BERS, BRI RS 25 Y VS H g
FER T TSI/ IR A A WAL, X Ul BIZ B Bt
WASZE 5 FR A LT H bE =R m B —
(IBAATIE F , 51 i B4 1) s TR T BB AE T 29 3%/ 2%
FRRAEBE Y P A ER BRSETRER,
LR TR R 0% N RE i R & I T R DT 52 il =<
TRV, X2/ 2 FFIR A % B e 70 A0 A B e A 3
HILTE R AR I, 3K R BE 5 R TG A ) I A R
A, MR T JFORE I B 78 47 B R ) kT PR B v L
SRA AU I ) T AR S N S AR TR A PR
5, K RO .
4.2 TR KB BA B R B X R

PRI KL FE, H e H = e R B B 1
BrBetERRAE (B 2) Y R B 56 T B Bed, B e
AL, AU KEAR— X5k BRGE N &
FKTA O IL B BeR AR 1Y pH (B &
T R GE N I T W FP BS54, I8 RO L VA B S
RIFEHVE T pH {A. th T B B & B b i P
TR B — | PR SO 5 Ak 1 R 2 0 Jo I 12 e B b
THFE, 2 E0R 28, pH H AR A IE A pH (1]
FEHBE R TP, BRAR VEA IR (o 410 il 20 4 4t
— AL N R R N RS B IR B 2 ehEH
T2 LR B ASAN — | 15 & 1400 40 1) T 1k 7K fi
B4 & S RO 45 (2011) (BUERAE (2014) BIF
R BRI A LU TT DL A A i A
TRAE AL N S RV A R RIS |, X531
N SR m 3.41 5 (R 1), L, MRy
Tl & e A S T L LB BE pH (A REE &
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36 %

A5 AR BE N T BE 0, Bt S SRR L VEA F i i 5
/N, Z A E S S VA Z (B AH B 4SBT, i 5
Wi VFA Xt & BN pH B A 2 S A K,
I, pH {52 B0 3 A e Tl R I B AR ML 24 & B R
LR JEE  VFA 208 AR i pH (B B, 36 H
B 25 e U RE SR pH (B T 38 204 R F 77 B e i A
PIFp IR A A A A AKF, 1 I 4 e A, SR
AT .

MR WEE A T B BB, S HH ot 7= 5 45 1A
- ) B G PR S5, | 45 PR [ ) A B AR T 2 Rt &
AARE (B 3b) |, B B S i B R e 7 e ) 2 5% P
TR C/NEE T BYBEBRBUE VFA 7= H e B 9 71
FEMREAR, A R BN pH (BT i1, B3 B ™ H e
BRI A R B 0 45 A, AR 0 P e 7 A BEN VFA
HEBEEFH C N SRS MEA BT R, XA
SNEREAR Y B R AT RESR IR T4 1 BBt C N A THEE,
S T B C/N 48 I Ad F38 B E A K
BT, HEIM C/N 5 VFA Z [A]3k B —Fis e I 45 19
KR, HBir= e Tt AR 58 oh & B, % B Bk B
TS pH (R 55 1 B BE5g AR A E 1
(E 3b), FUL Ul B, i B BE NI RO VE & A T
AL BRI Z AN, 4 K R A R e T e B A
T 2) B T2 4 H B — ™= Bl (E oh
At 45 21 35 S B T Y W (L, L 06 {1 o 25 9 36
L 051 6y 18 i BB 33K 5 R AR By ) R AR A .
TEIRARA KBS R, X823 5 FF 10 L6k 2
— S L, LS 1 40 B A () — s ) A 3K 3 78 43 T
[, R (B (T2 4H) .

Zead B A F B e I ), R e H P A
BRI T PR 1Z B B oo FR e 7= e 5 4% R 7 1)
AR DG P 3 iR, 4% DR i) A9 AR O P 3 3 ik 355 (
3¢). X 5 KRBT E W R E , 25 B T KT B AR Ak iR
FE VI O L s 5 M) A7 PR o = i e R LAY R T
& pH A, MZ BB pH {E-5 45 A [8] A AH &1 35
FRAR, B4 B - X pH A I 98 4 1 FH 055 5 W)
VFA KRG, (AR 25 7 B o B A1 FH ) 400 Jo i
N FRFFLEAN Wb N ZUS R, A5 & T P
AR Bl R P DR K T 38 BV L (BBl
8 2014) AT ECE B R Z L, 72 AR 1%
BrBerf € a5 2 A A a R B A5 1Y) 1E A G
PE, LI R EEJER R C S AR LA R R S
T AR K e AR AL SR A AL ¢ N TR
FEZEFm. 7340, C B i i A8 A 45 & e 4 B

PEEUT CIR T A AR e B R e ) B A
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