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Effect of Super-alkali Pretreatment and Alkaline Intensity
on the Waste Activated Sludge Fermentation
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(Key Laboratory of Beijing for Water Quality Science and Water Environment Recovery Engineering,
Engineering Research Center of Beijing for Nitrogen and Phosphorus Removal and Process Control ,

Beijing University of Technology, Beijing 100124, China)

Abstract; In order to improve the sludge fermentation performance and increase the short chain fatty acid
(SCFAs) production, the influence of different basicity (alkaline pH =10, super-alkaline pH =12 and
super-alkali pretreatment pH = 12 alkaline pH = 10) on WAS hydrolysis acidification was studied at
25 C. The results showed that the super-alkaline fermentation and super-alkali pretreatment-alkali
fermentation could improve the production of SCOD, DNA, protein and polysaccharide compared with
alkaline fermentation, which provided abundant acidification substance for acidification bacteria. It also
found that the activity of acidification bacteria was inhibited in the super-alkaline fermentation, which led
to the lower SCFAs production than other conditions. However, the SCFAs and acetic acid were enhanced
significantly in the super-alkali pretreatment alkali fermentation, which increased by 20.00% and
23.00% respectively compared with the alkaline fermentation. Obviously, the super-alkali pretreatment
alkali fermentation was more conducive to WAS anaerobic fermentation to producing acid.
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()@, —J5 T, WG TG ek LA e i A &k
KEF AT, A b B 2, A KA SH
EYIIRACFE A R R E T AR
— 7 T, R FE SR T A 6 T K i A A B TR S R
p(C)/p(N) HLERAY IR, S 200 oy b et 72 o )
it R SR SR A 22 2 T K A R T AR A T
AN IR (2R BN AN R AR ) B TS KM p (C)/
p(N) 42 = B AU bR Bk %6 AT 3G i ¥ K b 3
(AL RSAS. A3 i5 e A ALY IS A e, &R
SR P M ) JE B S W R (short-chain fatty acids,
SCFAs) IR s Ak A 4 58 S0 SR i (e U, 7 0k /2 1k
G A MR TR A T ) ) e 58 A6 38 A 5 T8 A Ak B 2%
FH, DT 2975 K A BT 381 T AR .

IK it R T A5 e DR AR S B ) PR A LS
BUBRAL YL ) A B LR i A B 3 45 T Ak
PR AR HE TS Y K i B 1 I 4R = s e Y
PRALIERE. pH 2 52 e J Ay 1 e DR A K 1 1 o 2 [
FZ—. Chen F" FEERAMN FHIF T A pH
(BRI A5 R R TR B R, 45 R W . TR A% 15 TR B
PRI T HEE Z K M, 7 R v T IR A v A
FOGCIRAE VRS T BR - Bl Ah B T A5 Ve K R R Ak
(R PR 2% B « P — M Ak L i — 2 A LT B f i
Qb BRI AT K 5 g & Bl 2 rh SCOD il SCFAs 1™
2, HMARALEE SCOD ¥ H i K T BRIk 7 4k 2
A 25 A X6 K Ak 2R G T A T VR A Ak L gl
R FEATHR SIS & B . SCOD W JE Bl pH 14 725 11 184
. TRl Jiang %5 BIFSE K P BRAL R A & I A 48
18, DALk ARSI Ry 75 118 & e Ak 1 25 5] LA A K )
Jzsa). (R, H RIS e & £ DL pH = 10
R TR 4575 T 858 0% ( pH = 12) AL H 5 7
PEATARE (pH = 10) K EERIBF IR0, Ry ik — 404
TR TR A5 8 R TR I 7 R A, AR Sy A5 T B 4l
PELTE(pH = 10) | HLalisi gk & W2 (pH = 12) Kk
SEAE (pH = 12) TWiAbHLS 587 (pH = 10) %2 BE X 58 4%
15U & I BRI 5 ).

1 REFRFGE

1.1 REEESETHX

AR B0 R FH 1 S 0 2 B A 1 i, 2 L 4%
A VLI AL, A e 1 pH Kk BURE 1 R 24
FLARRBUN 1.5 Lo 50 76 f5 R 15 252 40 vh 2: 47
SN B R RE A 25 °C, ZE IR i AR A 4 mol/ L
AR AL BT TR 12% B 3 R 1 TR0 R T % E TR
i) pH.

L1 SROR AL B A )6 e i

A3 2 AN RN g (14 2#) PRI 1.2 L 247
Ve R AT U8, 2 DRV AR FEBE AR S min KBRYE
it AU AR IR 5 R A P R AT R R R SRR I8
VHIZ VA4S 1 K pH 45457612 £0. 1,452 KT pH
FFERFE 10 0. 1,28 W 4HHT 2 d pH 4EHF7E 12 +
0.1, %3 KT pH JF4EF7E 10 0. 1. RE &
SR TG 0 6 PE 2% E AT B0 18 B R 500 v/
min, W SR 14 d, 5T 4 d B REUE—IR, Z 5 5
2 d PUHE—IR.
112 S Fl Ak B R P o R 06 15

Gty 3 AR (14 ~3#) FRESIN 1.2 L 298
VeI R AT Y8, 3 RV AR FEBE AR S min KBRYE
it AU s AR IR 5 R A P g AT R R R AR I
KWL FE A SN pH S F R 0 R  1# )
20 pH ZEFFAE 10 0. 1,24 R 4155 1 K pH 57
12 0. 1,45 2 KT pH H4EHE7E 10 £0. 1,380
2H pH 4ERFAE 12 0. 1. X500 72 v R i ) 40
PRUEATHERE , B E 5 3 500 r/min, 2R R 14
d, 174 d BREFE—K, ZJ55 2 d BUE—IX.

K1 ek

Fig.1 Reactor of test
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T 56T FH 10 R A T VR B AR S 56 = v A
SBR FI AR A T A HEVE (hik SBR EAF . 8. 80
m’  ARAF6.20 m*) |, Fl 415 P B Inl s H A Rk
e 3 W VARSI TS e Mg 1 PR,
1.3 ®lF*E

B B RE B AR 5 384 000 t/min R 2.0 15 min,
BOE I ISR ZE 0. 45 wm (4T FL 2 20 8 B 2ok %
UEWE T A8 bR 4. SCOD R H % 4E R 5B-1 Al
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W52 s pH SR JHFEE WTW pH3310 Wil , & 1 5% 0
Lowry-folin 4366 B 251 I 2 5 22 W R F 6 iR - 14
B Y66 REEE T M E s NH, -N Fl PO}~ -P R JH 36 [
LACHAT /A 7] Quik Chem8500 Series2 i shVE4T 4> F
ST A s DNA SR FH 8 e 43 606 B 1 5

SCFAs X FH Agilent 6890DB-MAXETR T #] {5 ¥
ASCTII A2 5 G E 40 M %8 %E SR ] Live/Dead baclight
bacterial viability kit ( Moleculer Probes, L-7012)""*
M. Ja 30 Ky E A B 288 SCRAs | LR
W4 A5 i BRI 24 L) coD 3

x1 FRTFTRER

Table 1 Properties of WAS mg-L~"'
p(SCOD) p(SCAFs) p(EFT) p(ZHE)  p(NHS-N) p(PO;"-P)  p(DNA)  p(MLSS)  p(MLVSS)
32.80 19. 51 7.13 1.09 0.09 2.31 1.47 12 255. 00 9 858. 00

2 #R5WR

2.1 SEEFTAL IR B ) X e £ 55T K R R BR A B T

Pl 3 15 e & e 1) K A o 78R T DL & TR W
SCOD ¥ FEEARfL FAE" | /] 2 Feom K B I 90 4 T o
H1 SCOD 1 SCFAs 1 J5T 2t Mk i i J2 P sf (] 1) AR Ak 55
BL. A2 AT SR AL R 1 d FISRAE AL EE 2 d
RIS AR AL, L 2452 17 20 /4 SCOD | 25 1 Jo Fl 22 4 It
VRIS KT 14/ NP4, T V#5411 SCFAs Jit
LRI R T 24 4.

DA, 5 FUAR #HE 2 AR X 5 B AL B 1 d
ATV KA R A 1S B ALK W T, T SCFAs
(14 7= e UL+ BT A, DR L S ik FUA B 1 d B s
FRAEAR.

2.2 GREFAEFREEREENRKTREEBNE
1)
2.2. 1 A[RImE M 5 X T A% V5 e 2K A R R )

AN R BT, 45 OB SCOD i it
VAR 2 i 2 T B T ) AR AR Bl ] 3 . IR 3 W]
L T#OS ALY SCOD i it VR J3E 7 2 T Wil 300 S I 34
K, IHAER TR 8 Kk F e KIE (4 250. 16 mg/L)
JE T B 5 24 SN 2 ) A V5 U AE SR A AL 3 1 d
J& ,SCOD Joit s ¥ 2 U 3 i 22 3 K AH, 78 pH M1
k10 J5, SCOD 1) 5ttt e i S8 o 1 in 5 DRt S A
ANE (5 000. 00 mg/L) ;3452 W 4 i) SCOD Joii 1k e J&
FE R W) Bifi & IR (B DRt B8 in , SR Je 3 sk AR 52 &
T S 300 L 3 R B 4 R AU (6 500. 00 mg/L) .

F I % B, R A5 A T R A T e R Y
IK AR IR 45V 4 SCOD i iR JE 1 R/ R ih
L34 >24 > 14 JREAETLUT 2 Jrid . —J7 i, 8
ik pH 2544 BB YRI5 V2 A 2R 45 4, T AS RE i 3R
TR AN M 2549 s T4 = pH A5 AN AL RE B IR TS
Je i ZREEH i ELREE TS Ve 4 A m 24, 7EfE b5 e

K2 R[E b B E X SCOD #1 SCFAs
e T B
Fig.2 Effect of different pretreatment time on SCOD and
SCFAs mass concentration
g 4N B & W ( extracellular polymeric substances,
EPS) B i ) i, 5 050 40 10 P9 197 HLA) 5
FECEN A E WP, AT 1 75 e & W SCOD
AR, 3 —TJr i, B3 pH A58 T, 240 v % 1
(02 RT3 22, e HE R 38K, AT e BE B 2 i
AR . B, T#E N 20 pH AR B, I REBE SR
T IeRY LR AIARLE M BT SCOD %870 3# 2 W 4 pH
— AR E TR R K, 15 8 1Y 2R A 45 4G AN i ) 4
HEZE A BB SRR BERLEY SCOD 22 ;24 i 2H 2%
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Pl 3 REIGEIESR XS SCOD Al DNA JF vk 4 A 52 1
Fig.3 Effect of different alkaline intensity on SCOD and

DNA mass concentration

A IRAR AL 1 d J5 , V5 U 1 22 A 45 R A A= 4 A
JHL 235 4 4 8 1) — R B IR, DT 535 SCOD 1)
B R T 1# 4.

o 27 75 U8 4R A% M A% B2 (deoxyribonucleic
acid, DNA) =207 T i 2 240 M 9358, DR 0 & T v
H) DNA Jo7 & R BEAE — 8 B b e i 1 2 P 4
P B A 5L B TV R A DNA J5 £ vk 3 ik
15, A O 200 i A R A . e e R P R
W) DNA J57 e FE AR AR I L ] 3 7.

H L 3 W], 14 34 s N 41 & IV DNA JiE
SR AR AR AR — 3, BV & RS (R AS DRI RS
FETE R TR S 14 KI5 3 i KAH (82. 70 mg/L Al
369. 08 mg/L). 2#J v 2] DNA 5T 5 ¥ JiE 7 5 Bl 751
AFE T d 5 2N, IR AESS 2 KR—5 4 RYEHFR
/K (185. 77 mg/L) |4 d Ji Ho i e J3 1k T [
BB IR AT E (105. 98 mg/L). 3#%
i ZH DNA J5t s Ve BE R W3 i , HL4ERE7E 35 K
KT 1N 24 W4, e WS BRSR IR 15 e Y
R SSHY , TR BE 21 DNA. Rl & B, 3452
NS TR 2# 5 0 AR HE, B2 7 J5 3 DNA ik
JE IR 8 A R R I G T DR A T R A5 A o
TIREMED X DNA (R, 245 0 275 e 45
SRBR AL FE 1 d 5 H DNA &2 14 W4y 15
£ ¥ pH P24 10 J5 , #5380t 2 d I [] 38 ¥
TP S TR R A, 1 43 K i DNA, A
DNA Jiz & ¥ BE S0l N R, Z J5 DNA 177 A T #E
IRBPA TR R R e

kg — A 6 I 5 B AL B AT LA S SR G
SR | 4 il 0t e e T 4% 7 e (D U1 ) SR T Ak
1 d FARPE A 1 d RIS VR T TG SR AN AL
LESLUNGE 4 Fros, B 1#F0 245 i 20 AR T 41

B b B AR = A A e A 26.36% |
32.50% F142.25% . LA 58 R AT A5 e 408 5
B TR A S AT DA BAR 4 0 B Ak R, i i T
KW H SCOD 1Y T i Mk B, A 7= iR oA 4 A R 1 1Y
ST IR

K4 T50e0 LA Al
Fig.4 Living cells and dead cells in the sludge

AN TR B A e 3 ) 3 o P R 11 O R 2 I
R R

R, A 2RGSO RI A58 EPS
A4 (E R TR A TS TR IS 25 W T B AR
A ELIR R A B RN 22 R TS R R R Kk I R
() £ ZLRA 5 PR 25 58 T AS [R) Bk ik B 45 R T R T
TR HP ) i PSR 22 W O v o A TR ] 4
BB, 25 R 5 PR

LS AT, 45 S5 I 41 & TR Vi ik 1k 2 P
FNZ M T AR AR AR — B 14 V4 i
i P R P O AR R IR U B e IR V) 2 4
KRB 4 KB R A (A1398. 54 mg/L,
Wi fs S IO e B R A LR A AN 5 VS fi P 22 W ) I o
VP R AR 3 d PR, i e T v R AR
AR H AR KRR W N 138, 79 mg/L; 1% 5 H Fi#F
FEBRME ST A3 TS U8 & 1 0 45 SR AR — 5
2 TR I 3000 2 T YRR H T A P SRR 22 ) o e
IR R B, R TR I P R AR
P IO FH 22 8 0T i Wk 52 34 A7 A 77 A RN 6 22 ] 1) °F
7, BI04 A ol 3R KT FE R BRI Y A 1 R 1 R
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Fig.5 Effect of different alkaline intensity on soluble

protein and polysaccharide mass concentration

24 W TG e Ll SRR AL B 1 d I, RIS
Je A A S i A R 2 BB R TS5 R
(1) ER AR 25 KA RN AR 00 1) 20 L 235 4 I W 3R, R TR
HPRS A PR B PSRN 22 W 1) I R R R B 5 A
TR pH = 10 JE 58 1 K, i TRk B K
ARG AT AR B, 5 B0 11 BT 9 A iGER KT
THFEEE R IR M 5 F1 T A o v B Ak 2 18
RS 3 Rk B i K12 478. 55 mg/L, ZJ5 2 d
TAEYI ISR, 7 R R R B 0 AT R
PR N, 5 B0 1 O IO W B o 5 AR T B T o
FERR AL SR A 2 BN W T K B R
TR pH =10 JE T HERAR B = TR v P Se I H 2
WEVEAT R =R , 5 UK I VR v 22 00 10 Jo o ok 3 P
SR /D, R ROV 3 ~4 d 5, 8 TR 2
Jr i B BEARANAR SR REES ~4 d 5 RET
PR TR A 3 PR VR K B AR TR 22 0 TR B U
T

35 I A I A 1 BB VAR R T S T A
PO N, IR 4 KB E R EH3 219. 12 mg/L, 4
d Je FE e Tk B R AR R KO 2 I o vk
W ZE & B RT 10 d Rk, 2 5 e fa e, Hi
KRR RE R 572. 58 me/L. B P FER T &
PFFARFERILG pH X 4575 e rh A i bEE H M £
T VA R 110 5 ) s A5 LR AR LA 2506, L0 A5 9 4y
5 PRI e AR 1 o Jo i 9k 8 42 500. 00 mg/L,
B R ZWE R BE N 562. 20 mg/ Ly AS i 56 v it 1k
B 5T R 20 8 It e KA AN (] 74 i PR T g
S M EGEER I IAR R pH = 12, A< 356
AR — AR R BT Y pH = 12, A K
TE R 34 IO 2L P I AR R T ORI 2 O A v
PR e KF 148 24 AL, IR RAEFLAR 2 48:1)
SER AP A% 1 A R TR B TR RS AL
PRI ES Y FE pH = 12 BB SRI AT 1508
)22 AR 2 KA FIVRAE: ) 1) 0 B 5 A R4 IR i pHL =
10 A 2 RERE IRV e A AR S5 40, N BE B IR S A
VI A B A5 AL 0 | S B 34 SN 4 VA AR A 1 TR
ZHE A B KT 14N 4 ;2 ) 3#I W 4L I% SCFAs
KB AR B T#H 2850 41 A SCFAs H #EFH
HOWE 6) B pH =12 &M T, P iR 25 T
PR B, B A2 B R TE AR AR 2D, pH = 10
() 55T = R Bl A 52 3 BH S 4 il 535 1A
24 1 20 2K 1 5 A 220 ) K T RE 5 DR L 340 0 4]
R E AT Z P R B & T 148 24k
B 4H.

I DG AT PR e B R v | R I P s e ik
TN BTt B R/ N R Bk 34 > 24 > 1#,
L FA8ME (pH = 10) 2544, 5Bk PE (pH = 12) &1
Xof 2 P 5 A 22 AR B ) R R R, B A N &2
BH OB Y 3 10, LR 45 10 28 5 ik 19 4k B
1 d WARHE TSR /K il B | B 1 R 2 Rl i
T TR Al B R T
2.2.3  R[AImE M 5 X T A% 15 Ve R Ak A B )

K6 0 3 FOREIBEE SR E T, BIART5 e R 8
R SCFAs iR IE LRI IRE K p( LHR)/
p(SCFAs) Bifi % T [ i AR fb 15 L.t IR 6 mI & HY
1# 240 3# 0 2H T SCFAs 14 o vk 3 A7 B0 R 1) 22
. KREEFTIA 1R 285 W 4 SCFAs Ji & vk i Fifi &
iRz o TF0) 28 4 44 (LS 3# S 4 SCFAs Joit o ik 3 44
RN o 1R N e RS 8 Kk B i KA
(1680.09 mg/L) J5 ¥ T R, ix 5 H K ZHF 5
Pl A% TS PR BB & R B 45 AR G S
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Fig.6  Effect of different alkaline intensity on SCFAs

acetic acid and acetic acid/SCFAs concentration

SCFAs BTl B i LR, IR AE 0 1) X5 i ]
Pl e R — OB, 76 A& T 5 30 7 R T AT R
PR L ST 2L | 30 SCFAs 1R i 2 52) R
a3 BT KRB AE TR PR S5 1 N AR A B A — 5B
437 B 98 R BE T IV R P s 2% 00T N i
SCFAs HITHFE R K.

2#J W4 SCFAs BTV FETE A NE 8 d Jo PRFe 2

AR Hofe KB it v FE A 42 008. 60 mg/L, 8¢ 1#
RN T 20% . TEREEMITT 6 d,2# 5 W 411
SCFAs il B /INT 1#B AL, S K T BE 2 245 1
A5 IR At IR AL I 1 d 5, RS Y e R
K2 2N, 7= R v A P R AR AR 559, 24
pH WE] 10 J5 , =R 12 W, (H &t TR
1#I VAL SCFAs IUANKIRR 2 3 B 140 245 vy 4 1)
SCFAs WIHREA 225K, Rtk 2 TR RT3 24 52 1y 21 1)
SCFAs TR R 1# RN AL, K6 d J5,2#%
NEZ ) SCRAs BTt ik Bt 14 4L, H & B s
24N AL ) SCFAs T v P AR F SR AR AR 3 2 (]
R BRI TEPEAS BV, FFH ™ R o R i 1Y
SCFAs, [RIBF SR B A5 R0 ] T 7 B Be il i 16 1, &
3 SCFAs WITHFER A | T LA RN J5 1 2# 5 vy 21
SCFAs itk KT 1#00 4.

3# WA SCFAs it v FEAEAR /N, B K o it ik
JEAUN 313,35 mg/L, L/ T 1#F1 24 2 N 41 1Y
SCFAs [Ttk B, I PR 7E T ok &5 1 pH (B 3 2B 9
(TG 7= A B, B IR T R W i A A R B R
Rl i T %) 2B BB A2 B i HLH ARG
ZEN | A R R R AR s, S 80T
R /b, R & B, ik e 0 Ak B U e O R S
HFIT SCFAs RYFH 2.

WF9E K B0, B A B v I S 1 FH 2 TR AR M ik
U8, YR T RR AR IR, IR e 2 2 T AS [) B 2
JE RS CTR sk sg . (& 6 v, TR
(AR L LA RN SCFAs AR (L LA SEA — 3. 1# il
TR I3 e e I 2 T B ) 2/ 38 KR 2D | 7 R R 5
6 RikF| i KME 692. 80 mg/L. 2# 5% 4 £ 2 i &
W P I 2 TR B[] S RS PR FE AR AR | R KT
VKN 853. 14 mg/L, 3% 1# 2 i 41 £ 2 o B vk J&
PE1R 23% . 3# N 4 Y £ TR e TR R AR IR 34
R AL BRAEARAR, fe R AE Ry 141. 18 mg/L, {2
V#2920, 37 % . K BEJE ), & I 401 p (4
f2)/p(SCFAs) K/NFEZ N 3# > 24 > 1#, Bl R ms &%
PFHEE T SCFAs Hh LRI E 43 L, {5 34 ) 1 41 1Y
SCFAs Fl Z R 7= e S ARAK, R R p (LR )/
p(SCFAs) B SUR K. R 24 W p (&
iR)/p(SCFAs) KT 1#) 4, JR R Al e #E T . —
AT 568 B AR B 1 d AR 1 T V5 PR K i R, B R
FZ B B 0, S 7= TR TR F it TR 2 Y 7 R
R 5 — ] BE SRR AR AL FE 1 d R HE T R
IR R DAL A LR ) LR 1 A

AESRBRAE 25 AT (pH = 12) #0157 FH e
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M, R BEES oG 6 R e fR 15 Ve P A Y A T
T ZERENTEAEIRES , 459 7 FR. £E 6 h YR
BF [T P, 3452 7 2 1) & TR 0 T Ve B AR PR AN AR
FBA 3RO 2 v H BRI I SR AR R THH 24
VLA TR AT AR 1 5 0 B ) 35 R B AR 471
LPESEZ (R >0.98) B 1#00 2H 1) £ T2 T A6 %
B 2# V2L 2. 69 A, TR 24 50 2 A4 3 4% T e
2o AL R 1 d 5, 7 e R TG R A2 B T AR K
AR, X 2 R 1 1 R S R U 55

7 R4 o v Fif S L e [i] B4 28 A1 2
Fig.7 Changes of sodium acetate concentration

with the reaction time

3 i

1) A b gl & 1, Bl i & 1
Bl (pH =12) FALBR 1 d BR8P (pH = 10) & XT3
A5V K A AR AR SRR O 2 Rk TR
Filt LA ], SCOD \DNA |5 H B Al 220 B i 1) 1 3%
T TR Al A T

2) 5 EAAE  EA AB R & A EL SR e
(pH =12) FUAb B 1 d J5 FEAE (pH = 10) K BEAYL
TR AR R E A R AL L T AT R IR, SRR R fb
PR e [T X 77 PR g T e 31— A il A H
HULHE S T ARG SCFAs YR 2.

3) RS B A IR LSRR e A L SR R
(pH =12) WAbPE 1 d J5 P68 (pH = 10) & B A
PEm T R BEW SCFAs Y & & &, [FBF 3 m T
SCFAs 1 LRI A 53 L.
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