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Abstract: This study aims to improve the dewater ability and
the stability of the activated sludge with the sludge production
being reduced. The parameters, such as capillary suction time
(CST), elemental compositions, distribution of organic
matter molecular weights and Fourier transform infrared
spectrum were investigated to study the influence of humus
soil on activated sludge properties under the condition of
thermophilic anaerobic digestion (at 55 °C). The CST results
show that humus soil can greatly improve dewater ability of

the sludge. The M, /M, of FAs isolated from activated sludge

WS HEH: 2011-07—07

decreases according to the dosage of humus soil, and the
micromolecular proportion raises from 50% to 70% . All HAs
isolated from activated sludge show similar spectra with
different intense absorbance during the region of 1 654,
1540, 2 925 cm ! which suggests that humus soil improves
the aromatization degree and the stability of activated sludge.
Similar results are also found in organic elemental and total
organic carbon analysis.

Key words; activated sludge; sludge stability; thermophilic

anaerobic digestion; humus soil
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1.1
LL1 =R
BRI A BTl s K Uit E 55,

HIE & W& T B (mixed liquor suspended solids,
MLSS)REWREN 8 g« L7, REH AWIRITHREIK
BT R 20 g « LT G IR RIS IRIBA R O &
MM, BT 55 CRIRIEKRRA.
1.1.2 Em+

L ABERA 2 e, K4 7 cm 5 AR
&, BA W, T. MARRME, R 131 T B8
FARIRAIE T, JETE LB ET, Sok HAF B B R 5
A FF, LA/ 0. 074 mm., 55 B R FE LB R
BTyAR, T TR A REF.

F1 BELIELER

Tab.1 Physical and chemical parameters of humus soil

B/ HEE/ pH BHIRER RS/ %
% (g+cm™3) S/ % Si0; Fe;Os Al 04 CaO MgO
<10 2.47 4.0~5.5 <30.0 >80.0 <2.5 <7.0 <0.5 <0.6
1.2 X AH*E 105 "CHEF =il 5T MLSS™ , SR 550 *CHbesk:

JFRAWAE L ERA 1 L R I&H, $omad
s L, R R B YR E 2 kP 0,1, 2,
3,5 g« L7, ¥tk e &3, B F 55 "ClEEMEIK,
BB A 140 r » min T,

SHFERNL 0,7,14,21,35 d BFBUE, T 2 &4
1.3 aWsERLZE

HERGERRELHEIRS &, KA 103~

W7 V5 IR A W & B 7% B AR YR BE (mixed liquor
volatile suspended solid, MLVSS®), 5 T BF 5% 15
T8 25T FEA b B AR & 4% i TR A AR f AR AR
A SEIRET XA (8 U 8 X R 34T pH E, B 40 R K B
[6] Ccapillary suction time, CST). & k18 J& & fif
(oxidation reduction potential, ORP) ., 7> T8 -
CHNEFHUXRGTEST.EIERASZSHN
E 3R 2 AT KA R HALS

F2 ABEUSERES

Fig.2 Instruments and models

Wie S RS BE
pH BIRHEAD _F¥KER PHBI-260 {E#% pH i}
BB KIE (CST BRREAD # [ Triton Electronics F FRA FI 7= 304M CST M 24X
AR FH A (ORP) BIRHEARD b ¥¥ER = PHBJ-260 ffi%% pH
SFRA BRHEA LY (DOM? 8 BB (FA)P H 4 5% LC-10ADVP SR E @i e
C.H.NAVGESE BB (HA? #8H Elementar /4] Vario EL IIT A PLICE ML
AHLEREE BRI (LAY NICOLET 5700 FT-IR {37 H-2LAMEHY

D HREBBREAMLEST . SN EBHBE S KITRREA;2),3),4 2458 DOM, FA, HA fEHREARNER.

2 HR5HR

2.1 REHLHBEHEHE
2.1.1 pH{E

& 14 pH B RESEFE 38 8 K R i Bt [ 4 A48
i WE 1 AT LED], pH {E7E 6. 16~7. 96 JL
AR, BEE RN 4T, pH HE B U B3 X
FrE R E DL BB B, BDER 1L By B A P= S B By
PRI pH [EELAFAE. SZERR L, 7h 3% pH A
F6. 8~7. 2Z Bl A A Fr=H L ME 3, A0

2 NEAY AL 35 d B, pH (XS T 7. 16~7. 96,
FEARE R AR DL X 7] fE i F B RBUE 5
BRI MRNE RS ESEARZER, S
HRER NS A SR, Uk pH H % 18, 3K
I RAA LAt Al EEE L 0~21 d.

MEFE L ENE FRE, R IRRERN T
Ve pH {EFEE 15 78 3 0 & i 3 s ok, X B2
585 R R AR S + pH 7E 4. 0~
5.5 ZI8l, B FRRMY IR, Ir A FEE B T B E K
¥, LB TR A pH E SRR
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Fig.1 Effects of dosage and contact time on

pH of sewage sludge

2.1.2 ORP

EREAYEHE T 2%, ORP £ —NEEKE
WS BEME . REK N ORP F &7 — 100
mV AT, 24 ORP #F —100~50 mV 2 [&] B 4 i 48
RE. WE 3 FALIFED],0~21 d Hyi5TR ORP H/)h
F—200 mV,#HERESLHET ORP /NF—100 mV
HS& A, (B 24525606473 35 d i, JEFE &k o
K 1lge L'Mi5TRM ORP 53R B T —27 B —41
mV, 7] DL AW A RS, BHik, A ORP AR &,
PIRE DB EE K 21 d.

%3 ORPHMEETRMER KR EFHEL

Tab.3 Effects of dosage and contact time
on the ORP of sewage sludge mV
M B [B]

B/(gLD 0od 74d 144 21d 35d

—27
—41
—225
—168
—187

—288
—228
—321
—335
—326

—268
—313
—290
—284
—289

—335
—311
—308
—296
—276

5Bk A

BHW KBTI (CST) ZIE IR A IR 4K - B B
E PR B i 5 [ B[R], T RAE TS R A ek 4, CST
FEA B KM AR 20, SR IR R 7 B B X
TR K P B8 32 0, [7] B 3 Bk TR - B8 o [ AR 0k BE
MLSS 5t 75 VB Bt K HERE B T30, AR # 5 7 CST
5540 N A4 U8 R B R B ) B, B B VS TR B 4 IR
KBS RIE RSN, AT BT AL mMES
EHEERANIKE CST WX R, Mg RanE 2 fr
.

ERFY, BT BRI 7 d 25, HRM
CST a2 M5 4% m & A 38 i sk 2 , % B 7E 18
Fa - FHE R 5 TR K o BB 7E — 2 B IE] P 75 B 4R

—288
—285
—292
—292
—291

grwmnNn —= O

2.2

. ZNEEHE R 14 d B, CST MR BE g5 + it
B 36.95 s+ L« g IR/ABIBIMEN 5 g« LTIBTAY
22.77 s+ L« g™ ', CST W/ EE Ry 38. 4%, Jk /b i
BB . Ho A R B B BT 98 CST 75 M
9. 5% 37. T AR R AR BEFR IR , X FE 5 EF /
Yy A LS A A X, B+ BE LI R K
Yy BLEER , PEAF 58 K B ;G5 4 S T IS RS TR
R K EERE R SR BB . BRILZ S0, B3+
Ca™* ,Mg*" , A" ,Fe't (I BHMRE, XEET,
JLHAR Ca®* , Mg®t MR A] LA B S 15 TR i
AKHEREN. Bk, B A A FReEE R K
i, B g 515 K e B R B IE
k.

o
=2
=
@)
il
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FERE £ R AL/ d

B2 mirRE CSTHMEET SN ERAEL
Fig.2 Effects of dosage and contact time on the
CST of sewage sludge

2.3 SiRBE

EEERBENEEHRESRASTEERREE
B ows SRABRTER ST EIRREEE owvs
PN SHORFRIL.

ovuves AL T Bt [ 0 16 7 = 45 o B v B PR A
LRI S L E 3a. NEIH AT LUE B, BEE R DR HET
HIRA ovvss BHTREAR, AP LL 0~7 d iR E
RSN B, X EER B TERER MK
FEER ALY B IR], 15 1 HP A ALY BRI 3 S Ak A T
RSP, KT BB IR B S,
Ho A A 4 B R f B R B 8 5 KA By BT SR AR SR
REHMHEPEBIERT, REM BEREHHBEILY
BB B ULR. B S Ak CH,, CO,
S, 8 HO,N;, H, S XY, 235 TR Wk BE
BN B ] B T 8/ R B, AS RI 3 & A g 5 +
INERMTE TR H ovvss IR ZR, 7E 21 d IRER
Nt AR, 1E TS TR A ovoves TR B SRAE 37. 6700 ~
40. 56 %o FEI P9 » 37785 TR BEII I 78 + 4 SB35 U8 A4 sk
B 3R(37. 18%0) , BV & B i 78 + A ¢ i BB A 30 2>
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Fig.3 Effects of dosage and contact time on the
MLVSS and MLSS of sewage sludge

[FIRERY , TEPETS TR owss Bl BSF I6] 0 8 78 = 48 ok
BT 2 0L E 3b, AR LA EA ovvs FHIE. 7E
#®&mo,1,2,3,5 g« L@ L E A BIFE RN 21 d
J& 1578 pwss VR EEFI R TT SR B 4 B T 25. 95%,
29.69%,26.19%,28. 07%,28. 76 %, He\p DA FE +
BMEHN 1 g LY owss BB AH T, f AT
T8 5+ B A Fi5 R R, X 5 250 5 N 4h
SRR AR A EE.

2.4 FiRBEME
2.4.1 pwvss/pvss

BAWATERERTRERKE SR SWETRE
A BE B AR ovvss/ovss » BB SR LB R IE M
RHEIY RS ENZA, 7T NEW ERAEE TS
R ERREE  ovivss/ ovss AR, TE MR T5 R RR E R R
=

IS ovwvss/owess FT AR 3R, B = i B+ (]
BB 1 T e i LU (B B T R, T 4 B, X

WRE 15 IR A DL & B R IR RSB Y EAT T
B, R RREHE AR THRA TRERRE.
BEE 1R 78 - 150 B B 3 o, BT R R BE AR IR B B
puvss/ omss T EIB R AEH X RR T NEW LA
THER TR EETS R A BB PR & &, AR 46
BRARERERE.

0.70¢

7 14 21 28 35
JE Tt A /d

4 Ppuivss/Pwiss BERT BEIFIFE MBRI T
Fig.4 Effects of dosage and contact

time on the MLVSS/MLSS

2.4.2 BRI EIE ST

AT TFESANERS . R ANREE
BN F B (M) MBS F 8 (M) B HE.
BRI FRERRIARE A A F A S F
B TE, EYHENS TERERENEEHR TR
HHFES S FED. MEEMN > FEMNDIHER,
M, /M, [BEEBEAE R, M,/M, BHRIHET 5 FE
SIATEEL

ARSEEFNTTE B R BN B B R (FA) fiis e
A DL (DOMD 47 %8 3 38 3% (GFC)
W, ERINE 4 AR AUED], NERT 21 d
REREHKESFRFH FA,M,/M, BT &
BB T B, IR IR BEZE 90%~92%. %5 R %M, Fl
ERBREWH T, 5 FA W FERN S
AR, A E R IR AT, 5 EEE L
YR T RS AL, AR T H LR A4 T 281k,
IR R T BN RS N i B S F BY k.

*4 RiR.21 d REREFTRE FA {35 FES HFER
Tab. 4  Molecular weight distribution index of FA
isolated from sludge contacted with humus soil
forO0dor21d
R REsE]/d Bng/(g- LD M, /M,
0 0 33.9
21 0 3.1
21 1 2.9
21 2 2.8
21 3 2.8
21 5 2.7
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M 49 21 d 157 FA R0 T B0 18
0, T TS TR B N 43T B 0 AR 18 ROBE M L -
B MEZRE TREESE NmB AN 0B 5g- L7,
M, /M, BT 12. 9%, X LB , i 5H + B 78
FA MX 3 FRE A%, EEHE L WERTES
BRE B TRERS.

WExH 5 98 s DOM AT T 8 I 38 . 3% &
Br, G5 R W3% 5. FEE I E A3, 7598 DOM /Y M,/
M, HAEZREHE I, oA 2L 0~7 d 3 hn &5 b B
8,X8| T 10~30 fFRHE K, T 7~21 d 153
BAEBE.

*5 iR DOM AN S FESHIEHMENEEWL
Tab.5 Different molecular weight distribution index of

DOM isolated from sludge according to the

contacted time

#BME/(g- LD od 7d 21d
0 3. 68 101. 80 145. 98
1 5.31 111. 65 159. 48
2 9.72 103. 67 —
3 10. 71 106. 74 123. 38
4 9.54 88. 05 118. 00

(EPABEE L M5 7 C, N TR EES L,
B It TE] A AR, A R BE A R 3 5

%

° L
S 25
ﬁ 20
18 15
= 10

5

0 =

C N H

TCER
b EETHEMER g L

DOM Fr-& i %2 B GFC i i B 7E 0. 001 8~
0,002 0;14,21 d B}4RI363] T 0. 002 0~0, 002 5,
0. 004 0~0. 004 5. M B fE AR FLIE L S Hi T TS
T Y BB 3, 1 DOM. 36, B # +
TEIRAEN 3R o BRIk F A el R AR 4R .

2.4.3 AHHILELN

W& R RIS 4T, 15 U8 /8 58 AR Chumic acid,
HAYH ¥ C, H,N &5 $0E £ w0, C R
1. 3%~20. 3% A%, N B/ g BEAE 19. 2%~33. 4%
ZIE, H B RIEEZE 1. 3% ~13. 8%iL B M. Sk
Ui, XTI R N My 8, Kk C &K, H
TUE B & B/,

JoE CHI N MR E HE w(O) /w(N) 8 3k
FIEAFR VG 7 BR R S5 M AR, PREEUR B AT
J5,w(O) /w(N)ZER Bl L2 T e E WM&,
FNEBEA 7 d B &AM & 15 TR B RR w(C)/
w(N) LERAB T | AHE, ZBH w(C) /w(N) FEE
B T P38 A0 T B A RIS (LB B F 0 d V5 TR Y
w(C) /w(N). B w(C) /wN)RFE P BRI EHR,
WRAFRRERENERD. MERRRERM
BT » w(C) /(N 74 [ i B} 1] X B Y B v T R
BRMAE, W T BRRERNE A 15 R
IR B, BRE RS ovvss R IRIREAR A 45 10t fR 3%

& EESME—SALIBEWMED, Ri5R

=iy ()
—— N W
cCUDhS LS

AN

cHETEmMER2g- L

N

£ 25 EEE/ =
ﬁ 20 EEE?E
=
RN 2=
SRy =~
(CEEE BEeE EEeE
C N H
TR

dEETHmER3 gL !

30 EER
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Fig.5 Comparison of elements percentage in different
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humic acid samples isolated from sewage sludge
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SEFETBMENS g - L7 CLRAREDIEUL

FHRTE 3200 ZE AR WRUE SN » B AR A K, X UL B

S5t A R #iEYe C, H, N S BRNRE.
F6 BEERMERCTEREFIVE

Tab.6 Comparison of carbon percentage in different

humic acid samples isolated from sewage sludge

%
- amaicy BREEBEmE/ (g« LD
[a]/d 0 1 2 3 5
0 33,58 33, 56 33,96 32.93  32.05
7 29. 61 30. 62 30. 27 29.80  31.33
14 27. 53 30. 36 30. 43 30.35  32.54
21 27. 08 26. 73 31.01 30.43  31.61

®7T BEERER HTERES BT

Tab.7 Comparison of hydrogen percentage in different

humic acid samples isolated from sewage sludge

%
- amaicy BREEBEmE/ (g« LD
[a]/d 0 1 2 3 5
0 6. 87 6. 60 6.53 6.39 6. 07
7 4,55 4,63 4.58 4,56 4.61
14 4,45 4,72 4,62 4,62 4,78
21 4,57 4.41 4.91 4.94 4.90

8 FBEEBER N TERESBFLL
Tab.8 Comparison of nitrogen percentage in different

humic acid samples isolated from sewage sludge

%
- amaicy EREBEmE/ (g« LD
[a]/d 0 1 2 3 5
0 5,32 5.13 5.12 5,26 4,89
7 4,88 5.11 5,02 4,92 4,99
14 4,62 4,83 4,85 4,75 4.90
21 4,59 4,55 4.76 4.81 4,82

- 341975
lg-

292570

342197

2925.67

342358

2.4.4 [ErmaasMEES

HR$E SCHR UL B 8 FE R Chumic acid, HA)£L4b 5%
WA AT FERMEEEN .3 000 em™ (O—H fi1 45,
g% C—H) ;2 920 em™ (C—H f#1)@),1 710 cm™
(C=OfE),1 540 cm™* (BERZ T #7),1 650 cm™*
(COO™ X Frffr4s . 5% C— C f§145),1 380 cm™!
(COO™ i1/, By iy OH A JEF1 C—O 14851 230
em™ (COOH ¢ C—O {45 #1 OH A JE), 1 030
cem (&8 C—O H145).

ME 6 Fa] LLE B, 75 R N0 B e+ 0 R T
RERAKNERAL, BMMEHHAT 52
IATELE , 43 BI7E 3 420,2 925,1 654,1 541,1 230,
1010 em™ &b H BL 3 0 B B A9 TR 0 0. 7E 3 420
em ™ fHA T B 9 B 32 1 RT B2 B T O—H il
45 gtk C—H 51/, 5 SR E A XE O—H
850, BT RER ML T B B M) N—H {45, 72478
FEl N M e 2 B 5 TR L Y HA & B R Ay
EEREA. 7E 2 925 cm™ 4L B B AR B R R A
HA P 7E7ERe 3 F i C—H Mg k3. 72 1 654
em ™ 4k, BT LLF B B 5 B R MO, xR EE HA
R COO™ MR gE. 5k C—=C ffigs, i
RS BN BREH B Y. 1 541 cm™
Rk R —A /N B VR Tk P T ) TR WO , .75 SCRR TR
HX Al 682 N—H 3 KBRS C—H & 7
& HA B:& F 3289 COOH g C—O #1451 OH
AT, X AT DA IS 1 230 em ™! AL /)N R 1645 B
VESZ, AL F 1 020~1 070 e ™ &b FP=A: IR SR 1, %
TR T B IR R R R B RTE, B o
TR B P AR R i S 28 C—O 4 YRR,

1020.89

1654.45

L 1
4 000 3500 3000 2500

1
2 000

1 500 1 000 500 0

WH/em-!
6 WMAEER (R ER 0 d)ErH st @
Fig.6 FT-IR spectra of original HA isolated from sewage sludge
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A T R BE R IR 5 3 B IR T 0 e 35 ) A W e 1
AT EINER M T IRV BB 5 5 TS TR
FHPRLT SN &I B 5048 T2 0, BV I% WA e 328 B R G, 3
RRE B FLIR P RLE B A & B B RRG T H 3
SE BRI SR A/ G TR A 1R SR, R T 4538
TR T B2 Sk HIY IR,

DN 7 BT LAZE B, X L B 4% A S A 0 Y 1 5
BEAR R W » AL oA/ N R e, X UEBA T FEE W IR
FRBLHHEAT, B IREHR T AR ERAN & &

©
v
-
o
~
“@
=
a
=+
)

o
e
-+
o

A T HRLRI . R Bl B TE S B IR AR
1 654 e RLIESRAE T KR AW, TERRBEIK
REPH 1 540 em™ FFALIEIER A T —E R 1Y
G, X SeEE RRH 70 R RS AE TR RR /I
7T A BURBROK A& W) 284 RIS, I T IR I3
AR BEI SR , [l BRTT [ R B, ZE 2 925 em ™Abbk
E 85 C—H 1 45 4% 3 W tis B & i) 1] B 4 728 8 7
B, KRBT TG TR RS  BU S A s .
Bt » B e DR 4RI A SR B B 64T T5 TR P 1R
FER B 55 H AR BE NG , #rii e T — i IR,

L 1 1 1
4 000 3500 3000 2500

1
2 000

1 1 ]
1500 1 000 500 0

W H/em-1
7 0 g L' EETEESHE S B B 18] 3540 (8 S 4T b B
Fig.7 FT-IR spectra of HA isolated from sewage sludge with no humus soil

3 it

A 35 d R REE T RIAR F, @
FERAEA IR R BB BT, A [5) 1 78 483 o 2 B 3
150 & AL B AR LA R B ARAE S B LT 4518

(D TR EREKERE

CST MiE 45 REM , EEHTFRA CST HFaKE
B8 - B0 e A 3 T w2, iR BEAE 9. 503 38.4%
ANE, B MER T is K ERES Frig s,
BEK RS RE S B Mg EAX.

(2) BRI RMBEL

S Frie s e A MLSS K& MLVSS $845,
BIARBBEREZGTEMER LS ovwvs KRR
#E 37. 67 % ~40. 56 %0 Z I8, ¥R F )R 15 e A B S
FIREAS R (37. 18%0) 5 omss AR BN 5 ovvss B ALH —
WML R, XRABMEE L1 FE H TR ERE
BEREIYEE.

(3 EETGRREN

BT pvivss/ ovuss T2 BN 78 - T i 9
IR APAE VY & BRI A F THREE. GFC o
P& REH FA (X2 T B AIEB M, /M, b
WP R T RS, BT BERESEHE T BOmBIEM
*; M5+ DOM M ZEH b7, DOM & & A5
AR TI5 VRN R BRI B ) TS U H Y
AU R HALE SR YR

ftxt HA WA DT R A7 R, BE R iR R
RRLEAT 5T C, N, H & B#A Bk, #E
FHEHENR, RELEE R w(C /w(N) B H, X
BWRE R BXE RN LT, BRI T5 RREEE
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