547 % %1
2020 4F

JEEAE TR AR (A ARBE2RR)
Journal of Beijing University of Chemical Technology ( Natural Science) 2020

Vol. 47, No. 1

SIRMES AT S, 77807 A5, Bl A S B B O IR ST AP RE RS2 [ )] b RO TR 4l ( F AR

M) ,2020,47(1) .1 - 7.

SHI Yanglei, CAl FanFan, NING ZhiFang, et al. Impact of alkaline hydrogen peroxide pretreatment on the anaerobic diges-

tion of vinegar residues[ J]. Journal of Beijing University of Chemical Technology (Natural Science) , 2020,47(1):1 -7.

iR E A S AL I X ER B R R I RERY R I

BLL TEF

Uik

(At TR th2e TRE2ERE, dbaT 100029)

IR DA A

OE: MR ZREGI T A S A B R R A H, O, YRR AR B E LA LA BRI (8] 3 DR 3 0 1
I RAATH AR TERERRE N, 45 R3] H, O, R BEE | T4 Bt B2 A1 F514ck BN [V ) e D26 A2F 3 31 49% (40 “CFI 12D, 28552
S Y, 78 foe (EIK & B BR A 1R T M RS 1 SRR Y e ™ ik (6 T # R PEIST 1AR 5 i) 3K 302. 0 mL/ g, 2R Wy e fiff ¢

5 70.0% ,BEARTALBES IR T T 54. 4%

SRR W GV A A A B DA AL 7 R et g

FESES. X797

fiti 7 ( vinegar residue, VR) & Tl il B (Y 3 22
RIF=, 3 [ A AR o = R AL 300
Tt s oK o3 S B AR T SR B AL B[R]
B — 2 0 R M S T Pk O SR 2 i
BeEOK BTG g, B AU N B RS R
P4t Z & i H T E A 60% DL L A B A 2D
AL (L SR D EoAn, B R T A
FEIG AR R  RE EREDY REEN
Tt T 55 0 | R e 4 — S LU TR G TC I K SR A
JRETE R s B T, A AR T T SRS
SR, LA B J7 B A v A B A /N T i Rt i
b PRI AN JE D fifk e 1t e 325 ok 0 PR B8 75 e )t
PRI b i 75 48 2 T 00 v 20 1 TR e Ak R R O
AR,

IRAETH AR A MR R T R R B v
MRESE A B AEA LY, B A B AT ST )
Jo, [l Bst Al L S R R e R i

Wk H BT 2019-05-24

FEGIH . EZE AT (2017 YFDO800801 )
MR 20,1993 44 Wi

* AR R A

E-mail; ggliu @ mail. buct. edu. cn; chenchang @ mail. buct.

edu. cn

DOI: 10. 13543/j. bhxbzr. 2020. 01. 001

PR BAFAR , n] LURE RS 5 A0 0 T USEIE T RE TR,
T S5 B i 3 O kA 0 9 R AL A B0 T BRI
PR SRR BT 2R AR R A LT AE R 21
YEZR AR AR I SR A5, IR A5 A 7 R4
P LA B A D o fige R S TOUAR B R
e AR AT 4E R AR MR R RE D i —FhEE T B
SRR S EE s NORATE/EL R (L N e S Tl
B AW TR AR MTARR DR A HL B 4
FeVE, Bl PE 1 48 1k & (alkaline hydrogen peroxide,
AHP) AR FEPEIN g 2 —Fh s 20 22 5% HLER PR T
ARFRHL AR B EIAE ] AHP FAL 2R A
FEFT, R BUREAF RO LT 4. 3R 25 W B MR B R & = 1A
BT B et T BES AOBE K ik fE . AT, S AT
F AHP b PR s A AH DG 584D

ARSCUABR i o KA AL, P 5E H, O, TR |
PrAbBIELE  FOAE B E] 3 S PIEXE AHP FiiAk B1AL
SR, W05 T Fe AR AHP FIALBE A& LA B it v
R B K e i

1 S

L1 FEREHEMY

B B ET L P S R, PR AF T 4 °C UK
ARG AR, AR AL AR AR LR sk
i (35 °C) PRAE PR {5 U8, i B DL e BOR JZ ]
i ML AR ) B PE O A R LR 1



.2 R TR A2 (A RBRAR)

2020 4F

®1EHE SHEAYER

Table 1  Characteristics of VR and inoculum
B i
it s 15
TS FHY /% 98. 80 +0. 05 6.35 +0.01
VS HHY /% 91.99 +0. 03 4.01 £0.01
VS TS & & B/ % 93.11 £0. 07 63.12 0. 05
CHR /% 47.01 2.71
HE&EY /% 6.03 27.01
N&EY /% 4.21 3.98
S F D /% 0.21 0.57
0 &ED /% 35.39 NA
FHERTED /% 52.65+1.92 NA
RLFYER ST /% 31.82 +0. 80 NA
KRIFRE SR /% 10. 08 +1. 61 NA

TMMY/ (mL-g™") 431.8 NA

a—DUREAS BT 2 s b— DUREAS T T W 0 s c— LU RE AR 2
PR 5 a0 TS— 8 [ A VS—4 2V 144 ; NA—R 23 #7
TMMY —#5 K HE H b=
1.2 XWHE
1.2.1 BEEEmbEd 2L A TRAL 22 2 56

B o 4Rk ST A B AR 5 ik Dy o o AL
30% Ay AL SR IR S —E KRG AR, 45
il AL B ZR GE 0 5 KRR 90% T pH R 11,5, 8
AR AZ (1) FR" | i BAb A 7E 1 L
ML AT

m,

O
K, M, HTEIR R GE 5 KR % s my H BT,
gym, NBEHE B, g;m, Wit AR B RTE, g5 m,
SR BB g
1.2.2 FRZEE

A SCR R RS Tk AR | Tikk
PR BE R AL BR A A]3X 3 A4~ R X AHP Fi Ak BRAL
RIS, 3 DR H R 2 Frs

22 AR IERE AR KT

Table 2 Levels of single factors

) x100% (1)

K K- H, 0, %/ % IR/ C it i)/ h
1 2 25 6
2 3 35 12
3 4 45 18
4 5 55 24

1.2.3 REHKLER

SR IR P N 10 g/L(HE T VS) |, i it
SR Z I (EET VS) N 1, B FAT, A
AP E PN Bl a5 e XIS Hdl, &
J6 B AR ) M AN A 500 mL PR 4807 46
N £ H, gk 2= TAER LA 200 mL, 1 0. 1 MPa /Y
ARSI 3 min DLHER S 2% 0 R K
R SN AR ECE AR 37 CE IR B IR AR P IR A 1k
354d,
1.2.4 o5#aik

SEA (total solid, TS) F¥% & M [EA ( volatile
solid, VS) & i i 36 [ A 3k T4 h 25 (APHA) #r
HEJF I E™ ) C O H N S JBEM S8 (T 1S)
e E MY ( Vario EL cube, 7% Elementar Anal-
ysensysteme GmbH 23 ]) 15,0 JLE & &R HE C.
N.H.O TEFREZFHA99.5% (FT VS) i H 4
W R EFEEMAERE SRS H Van
Soest J7i" SR F 47 4k 4 AL ( ANKOM 2000, 3
E ANKOM 22wl ) I 7 . e i #% N R 1 H R it
(3151 WAL - BMP - Test, f& [£] WAL Messund Regel-
systeme GmbH 28 H)) M5, IR 4 =X (2) IFHE B A
PR

Vbiugas = Ap;};ﬁd ¢ (2)
Ve I EE H RS B, mL; Ap S PR A%
TG PRI AR B9 FE 1 22, kPas V., B IR SR
AP TR, Ly € M EEJRRF, 22, 41 L/mol 3 R
FHAR SR H %, 8. 314 kPa/ (K -mol ) 3 T hy 4 %o I &5
K, S H B BE & & 2 A #CS K I 28 (thermal
conductivity detector, TCD ) % AH €4 3% 4% ( Agilent
78908 , 2 [ Agilent /A 7)) Ml

T Ak B S A 0 Ak 2 25 48 25 46 1 Nicolet
6700 {8 L AR 421 4 S (FT - 1R ) ( 32 Nicolet
D) SE 9B L 400 ~ 4000 em ™', AL B AT
JE B AT Yt R 45 A Ak i D8 ADVANCE A7 4%
(155 Bruker AXS A H]) 7€ 40 kV .40 mA 4~ iff
AT X-SH 07 55 0 b ( X-ray diffraction, XRD) 153 ,
R 5° ~60°, RN MIEFRE R hX
) ERm

R=T2 =T 600, (3)
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KB IER) Gompertz 171 (3 (4) ) ,Cone 57
(2(5) ) F—Brah Sy 2p 8 (X (6) ) X IR AATH k™
H e s B R T 80 122431

B:Boexp{—exp [%(/\—t)ﬂ]} (4)
B,

e )

B=B,[1-exp( -ht)] (6)

K, B A BFF b i, mlL/g(BET VS, F
) 5 B, JBLAr B 85 K T e 7 B mL/ g, B K
Berm A ml/ (god) ;A R 7= RS, d s b R 7K A
HRFHL, A 5 KR REd

2 HBRAA

2.1 BRFEFHMEZEREGHMRL
2.1.1 H,0,%

K1 ARTR] H, O, W FER , AHP FilAh B 5 i 75 119
SHB L5 (CMY) . BRI R TAb 2
Fitk v ) SRR e P ol 195, 6 mL/ g, IS 3 H:
AR 45.3% 1Y N[ B AHP WAL B
J& , B s PR A A SRR e ™ a5 RN A ) [ A R 3
FHTH(p <0.01) , HFEHE AHP ANV 3,
PETHROR B WG o, SR, % 3 125 F kb
F,4% F 5% AHP THALHE 5 | 158 v 228 e = i
ZEGF LR EE2ZS (p >0.05), HILIA K 4%
H, 0, /& AHP TR e FEMR B 4510, R T,
IR EIH L R b= 58 267. 9 mL/ g, E VI RE AR
RIETHE 62. 0% , AT LA L= T 37.0%

300
= 2501
¥
= 200
 50f
130 —a— KL
- ——2% 1,0,
E —a—39% H,0,
B sol ——4%H,0,
——5%H,0,
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T4 ALAT R/
P AFEREEZRAE T AHP b EES B i R b
Fig.1 CMY of VR after AHP pretreatment with

different concentrations

2.1.2 AR EE
[ 2 S A () o A BT T T s TR ST b Y o

3 OAF H, 0, T BB b i S k22 R A
Table 3 Statistical analysis of the CMY of AHP pretreated

VR with different H, O, concentrations

22 MO IR
22 22 22 22
RITAL B - N.S. S. V.S. V.S.
2% H,0, N.S. - S. S. S.
3% H,0, S. S. - N.S. N.S.
4% H,0, V.S. S. N.S. - N.S.
5% H,0, V.S. S. N.S. N.S. -

NS —EREWER (p>0.05); S—BEUEER (p<
0.05); V.S. —# b M2 5R (p <0.01)
YRS ATLE ) B Ak R R T
HEUNZRISE E AT AU DS Vi~ iv A N =10 ST N s B 1
PHIELE R 40 C i, SRR H e i ey, 35 280. 9 ml/ g,
W) B i % = I8 65. 0% , A LE R T A B A T
43.6% , Ve T a R (R 4) R MEMAT R
R g™ i 5 R Tl Ak 2 R AR R ot ek 22 () A AR
EMEZER (p <0.01), I 2 FUAL 2R BE T+ 55 %2 50 °C

300
~ 250t >
a0 3
2 200-
\Hﬂ 150
A —a— R TAbIE
&® Look ——20C
% —a30°C
—e—50 °C
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AL ) /d
Fl2 KREIREEZET AHP kb S B rg 2R
™ it

Fig.2 CMY of VR after AHP pretreatment at
different temperatures
4 R[E FAb R T E A R AR P e
2SI
Table 4  Statistical analysis of the CMY of AHP pretreated

VR at different pretreating temperatures

s 2 ST
RKBALEE  20°C 30°C 40°C 50C
AL - N.S. S. V.S. V.S.
20°C N.S. - N.S. S. N.S.
30°C S. N.S. - N.S. N.S.
40C V.S. S. N.S. - N.S.
50°C V.S. N.S. N.S. N.S. -

N.S. —dE i MR (p>0.05); S. —WEMEZER (p<0.05);
V.S. — B EMHER (p<0.01),



4 R TR A2 (A RBRAR)

2020 4F

i, BB e = i R AIK, 3% P BB RN H, 0, 78 iR
KU TARRE 5 i, TR B 5525
2.1.3 FRAIERT )

AN AR R ], H e = i AR fb S ] 3
FER ., PALEREFE] N 12 h B, SR b s e e
4 265.9 mL/g, tEWIRERE RN 61. 6% , AH K TiAb
HERFF T 35.9% . 735N 5 ATLLE 1,12 h Fikb
P55 6 h T kb B RN A TR AL BEAR LY, ¥ 47 AR B
Z5(p<0.01), T2 kb BT A 275 18 h
24 h if, BRI B R 12 h AR, U] AHP T
Qb 3 SR P RILE 6 ~ 12 b, 17 45K i 4 B s} ]
FIRE 23 A HLBR I %, 5 30 R AU e 7= /b
Zhang 251836k AHP F4h BHAR A6 RS FF A2 H 8085
SIT B, Bt LA BRI [R] 9 A K | T4 B H
AT PERE RS (SR LA S R BT R Sk
ME A LG S5 — 2,
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Fig.3 CMY of VR after AHP pretreatment for

(=)
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Table 5  Statistical analysis of the CMY of AHP pretreated

VR with different pretreating times

s 25 SRS TSR
KBULEE  6h 12h 18h 24h
ARTITAL - N.S. V.S. V.S. N.S.
6h N.S - V.S. S. N.S.
12h V.S, V.S, - N.S. S.
18h V.S. S. N.S. - N.S.
24h N.S N.S. S. N.S. -

NS —JEREMER (p>0.05); S.—BEMEER (p<
0.05); V.S. —h BEHZES (p<0.01),
2.1.4 AHP FA& 22 L& HHAL

AHP fAEWAN 25T (4% H,0,/40°C/12h)
B ) R B - K 4 pron . WEHR AT LLE

Hh 2T A B I 1) DR ST A B e 1 e
BERTE, BRI G R 302. 0mL/ g, AW AR
PETHE 70. 0% AR PRIRTL T 54. 4% , FefES
PF T WA B (T SR e = E AR A T 4% H, 0,
Ve L) Je 12 b AL B [E] 45 B DR R B A4, 39
BEMIRTE(p <0.05), il 4% H,0,/40 °C/12 h

(1) F5e FEE T A B A5 A ol T s SRR e ™ R R TR
Hhf
3007 o

= 250

o0

ﬁé 200+

]

§ 150r

"%

= 100}

& —a— R TULFE

B S04 —— 4% H,0,/40°C/12h

0 S 10 15 20 25 30 35
AL )/

K4 i AHP B HRARAF T A DA L R AR e i
Fig.4 CMY of AHP pretreated VR under the

optimal condition

2.2 FAERIEARRIFHERSTW
2.2.1 KhsH%i4s%

AHP T4 T 5 8 (A ST 4T 2 R i WL 3R
6, NILLEH, RREIZAF T B PG A SRET 4 R 45
¥EATHEAML, BB AARE &E
RF AR B, LA BT R A 3Bk 4P R 5

F 6 TALERHTIS B AL 4E R
Table 6 Lignocellulosic composition of untreated

and pretreated VR

T/ %

ST ZH
Yz EBAE ¥ 3 VNGES
AL F 52.7+1.9  31.8+0.8 10.1+1.6
2% H,0, 50.2+3.8 23.3+0.3 7.8%1.7
3% H,0, 54.8+3.5 22.0+0.4 6.9=x1.8
4% H,0, 53.0£0.6 21.7+0.4 5720.6
5% H,0, 50.7+3.6 19.0+0.6 6.4%0.9
30°C 53.0£3.2 23.0+0.3 7.120.3
40C 48.6 2.2 20.4+0.9 6.420.8
50 °C 52.6+4.1 21.7+0.2 7.1%1.0
6h 50.6 5.1 27.7+0.1 11.2x0.4
12h 49.3+1.1 25.0+0.2 8.5x1.4
18h 44.8 5.0 23.6+0.1 8.0x0.6
4% H,0,/40°C/12h  46.5+0.3 13.7+0.2 5.4 0.1

* DIBEAR VS 36,
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YRR Ok, Y TR A WA 2
YR A FTREAR, UL S 4 R AE AHP AT
W R R AR, Hop 4% H,0,/740 °C/12 h 5%
R T4 BT A S 25 R 2T Ak 2 B R A SR B o
R RN LGN 46.5% , P25 4 K (1 M R
H56.9% .
2.2.2 RAH%EZ4EH

FIFH XRD F1 FT - 1R XA TALFELL K 4% H,0,/
40 °C /12 h T Ab B Tt 04 0 B AL 24 25 F R A7 4%
Mro HR4EE 5 B XRD 3k UL &K (3) 1T T 1%,
R THUAL B S 75 A £ 4k R 45 R PR B 43.5% , T
Qb P T T 1 F 2 R A5 O R A AR IR R 34. 7%
PSR & S RV DTl s o I A 2 o3
A K s

i A2b AT T W 0 FT - 1R 3% &40 6 firs .
AT LA, AHP AL S, 45 FRAF I 1Y) 35 i S %
i, Hi 27 4 5 K47 2 2 5 K I K i 42 19 g
FEXTI T 1166 em ' A (4 FRAE W 75 T A0 28 5 9555
VLA AHP T BRFT0E T K B R AL B 47 2 A 41
e Z BB LS 3 425 em A X T S A 4 4R
B ZI 2 AHP AL 3 I 0 0 55 | 156 A K 41
Yk Z 2540 rp ) SRR O BB IR £ 4 R A5 5 X
798

K IR EF 4 R S AR DL R 25 M R AE A 45 SR
B, FUAh B TS A 2T 4 R 45 W T I 2T mT
PERGR 245 4 38 FIUR [T R B 43 B A sl e IR
2.3 HAFEEE

X H, 0, e B il b # L BE | Ak BRAS ] 3 A A

4% H,0,/40 C/12 h AHPTIAbFE

A Hiab 7

Il 1 1
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200(%)

5 XRD &K
Fig.5 XRD patterns
4% H,0,/40 C/12 h AHPHiALHI
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WeH/em™
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Fig.6 FT-IR spectra
ZIAL S VL K 4% H,0,/40 °C/12 h Fil ik ¥ 4%
7T W DR AH AL ™ e B gk AT 1 3l 1220 it
WEGERWNE 7 s, ATLIE S, B IER) Gompertz
BIAUFT Cone BRSPS R* W] 5 55 T — B3l )
2FAEAY LB I A9 Gompertz #5711 Cone #5751 5T
T8 IO T Ak S I 8 DR AR T Ak ™ T e ik 72

%7 BIERY Gompertz #i8 Cone #5158 Fl— By ) 7 2445080 4347

Table 7 Kinetic analysis with modified Gompertz, Cone, and First-order models

"I+ BIE Gompertz A Cone F5%I — [ Bh Sy A A
. CMY/ BD/
SR R/ By/ Mo/ By/ By/
(mL-g™") % Ad-t R k/d=' R? k/d=' R?
% (mL-g”') (mL-g”'-d”") (mL-g™") (mL-g™")

A Tisb 3 195.6 45.3 - 191.7 13. 88 2.577 0.992 204.3 0.115 0.997 217.6 0.075 0.970
4%/20°C/24h 267.9 62.0 37.0 263.3 23.57 1.150 0.993 274.9 0.148 0.996 281.6 0.106 0.968
2% /40 °C/24 h 280.9 65.0 43.6 279.9 24.07 1.628 0.992 292.6 0.133 0.998 307.1 0.092 0.963
2% /20 °C/12h 265.9 61.6 35.9 270. 8 24.10 2.168 0.994 280.3 0.128 0.997 301.6 0.086 0.951
4%/40°C/12h 302.0 70.0 54.6 302.7 25.0 1.030 0.995 316.1 0.152 0.998 340.4 0.081 0.958

By— AU (IR P e e, — IR R 7™ 38 s A—3B i s P — A DG R 80 CMY— R AR B ™ & BD—E IR 36, CMY 5 TMMY 14

FeAE, TMMY HR 431. 9 mL/g; k—K fif 33 50 5%,

FEFABIER) Gompertz BERYHLLG 25 5L | IR s HA A1
o K HGE 7 258 2 ] Sz Bl 2 0 % JEC A K e i %

— e AR SRR e R PR g 7 RO, K A
BB T ATLUR Y, WU R AL T
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LS S5 R AR — 2,

3 Z

(1) FAR P BE 2510 H, 0, Wk BE 4% | kb
PG 40 °C AL ST ] 12 h, Fe R A 34 5% 1
s SRR B e ] IR 302, 0 mL/ g, A R
fi# 23K 70. 0% AR TAL IR T T 54. 4%

(2)XRD il FT-IR Zr#r & SRR W, b 3 )5 £F
AEFRTT SAERG K, 2 £ 2 3 R0 R 5T 38 90 4 o i i
£Bx, [FE, 8 38 1 A9 Gompertz 5 7 Fl Cone £5
RISl F1 2405 43 A 2 B, TR B & T I o A TR
SUH AL IR K i R
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Impact of alkaline hydrogen peroxide pretreatment on the anaerobic
digestion of vinegar residues

SHI Yanglei CAI FanFan NING ZhiFang ZHU Zhe LIU GuangQing®™ CHEN Chang”

(College of Chemical Engineering, Beijing University of Chemical Technology, Beijing 100029, China)

Abstract; The single factor method has been employed to investigate the impact of varying the H, 0, concentration,
pretreatment temperature, and pretreatment time during alkaline hydrogen peroxide ( AHP) pretreatment of vinegar
residues prior to their anaerobic digestion. The optimal H, O, concentration, pretreatment temperature, and pre-
treatment time were found to be 4% , 40 C, and 12 h, respectively. Under these optimal conditions, the highest
cumulative methane yield was 302. 0mL/g (VS basis) and the biodegradation reached 70. 0% , which was 54. 4%
higher than that for the untreated vinegar residue.

Key words: vinegar residue; alkaline hydrogen peroxide pretreatment; anaerobic digestion; methane production
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