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YSuaunadinindiai luuand 19y (OL> 0.05) Ta1d0n E/M Ratio 0.50 day”' 18M310152U550150UNT 6
(Organic Loading Rate) 11.7 kg.COD/m’-day msas1aiuasueuas'luIasiou (O/N ratio) 16.3 1182 C: N : P 100
£6.10 : 0.63 1H19INENTONAAUATFINNGIGA 4.33 m’/kg.COD MNNTFoyagnIdooiiga nazsza@nsam

M3MIA% oA (Chemical Oxygen Demand) g3§® (79.2%)

ABSTRACT
This study was aimed to determine the optimum Food per Microorganism (F/M ratio) for biogas production
from pig manure wastewater. F/M ratio was varied from 0.50 to 2.00 day ' with 20-days Hydraulic Retention Time in
batch test experiment. Statistical analysis of One-way ANOVA at the 95.0% confidence level revealed that biogas
volume was significantly not different (OL > 0.05). The result suggested that the F/M Ratio 0.50 day"l Organic Loading
Rate 11.7 kg.COD/m3-day at carbon-to-nitrogen ratio (C/N ratio) 16.3 and C : N : P at 100 : 6.10 : 0.63 could produce
optimum biogas volume of 4.33 m’/ kg.COD from pig manure wastewater with the efficiency Chemical Oxygen

Demand removal (79.2%).
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upp 11401087 0.20 - 0.60 day
nszuIuMseooaaten1es D lildeimeadesedounniiGelunqurannia (Acid-forming bacteria) 600
aavassunsdluiy Hydrolysis #afi 1aaonsa lvsiufiszimodne (Volatile Fatty Acids, VFAs) Tugy uedian
(Acetate) TnouUARGUNQUHAAUATTINU (Methane-producing bacteria) aunsarinnlFnaausasininldlui
Methanogenesis [2] A1 C: N : P iz aulussuunaaunasininie 100: 1.10: 0.20 [3] uazA1sasidin
afueuas luIaTI0U (C/N ratio) MMUIZAUAD 8.00 — 30.0 Lwié"m1d’mﬁmmzauﬁqwﬁm%vmwﬁﬁﬁw
Fanmdeilszanm 23.0 [4] Sroasraruasvoude luTasougann luTas9uazgn Methane-producing bacteria
il diierasuTdsAulideaaziznunediesad danall ldmatooudd1%n C/N Ratio #1110 Aazih
1 Tasnuiinnuas lhimedudusenTuds vewTidlss I idfiue pH Fad a1 pH gaita 8.50 fazizundu
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ponFuveindenz na1laIuminTwRuyagns NoaT eI nerdlaiu : yagns (25.0: 75.0) AnyIWaves
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F/M ratio 2.00 3.20 4.90 day” i HRT 32 days 11M3naaeauung vu1aadlfngal 2.00 1 Wu319 F/M ratio 2.00
A | @ A Y v A . A 2 g 1l @
1ag 3.20 day ' NUTIUUNATINIMNDVILININY 1AIBAT F/M ratio iU 4.90 day ' UTinaunaminin
v & ' BN oAaA a A = 2 ¥ o
anad 14.0% AIHUAT F/M ratio 2.00 day" fluanangaiilsmamnadiningaga 0.22 m’kg.vs dnsiariing
NARBILUNIFUIAGIN Kafle [6] M3dosaatonuy lildeendauvesyadai uazdnuidnenimnniinsnan
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uhatimuTaelfunuaeaneadaiiuandadu Anuyadasidun yash yauwe yaln uazyagns shmsmaaos
uuune Usmasdalfnsel 0.20 1 wudyagns il F/M ratio 0.50 day” 1ag C/N ratio #i 12 amdidn TlSmaufa
FInmMgage 0.50 m/kg.VS M3fda COD gaga 41.1% uag Nazrul [7] Anpimsnaaunalmulumsdosaais
uuu'lilFeenFaumusandiuemisaeyaunsddmsunIming sz NUAYeIMITNUYATNT M INARY
WDUNZ ANEIR F/M ratio 0.50 072 1.14 1.50 2.14 110z 3.41 day” AnE1fisns189% 1901413 - yagn3 1 100% :
0% 60% : 40% 118 40% : 60% WUT1T F/M ratio 0.50 day” $a31691 19188113 : yaqn3 71 40% : 60% Tnanan
URTHINMGIGAT 1.15 m¥/ke. VS AoN1 Kafle [8] Anbnlszaniamveansesdesamonun lildoondiouTas
mamingamsusgnhaelidanasyagns Tashmanaaesszuunung naase 2 Luufed F/M ratio 0.50 day”
fnwensdau uerhila yaqns 71 100 : 0 Az 0 : 100 (Agangd 55°C) Az FM ratio 1.00 day” fnen weritfa
L yagns 1 0: 10033 : 67 1A 33 : 67 (ﬁqmwgﬁ 55°C) MUAIAY FA C/N ratio 2.70 WUT F/M ratio 1.00
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19 COD gagail 86.0% %3 F/M ratio 111U Kafle [9] Anwimsdeasaarsuny lildeengauveayagnsh
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ANBIN C/N ratio 4.20 USu1auAa®InINgaga 0.75 m/kg. VS M13119A COD gaga 85.0% lua1u3seveq
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Granular Sludge Bed, EGSB) ﬂ?uiﬁiﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂiﬂf 39.31 ‘17!] HRT 85 days fNY1 F/M ratio ‘17] 1.08 1.28 1.53 uag 1.84
day' 1182 OLR 20.332.340.9 182 50.0 kg.COD/m™-day @18 @16 U WY1 F/M ratio 1.84 day’’ # OLR20.3
kg.COD/m’-day A1 C/N ratio 13.1 1182 C: N : P 0 100: 6.50 : 2.50 JUSusuufa®in1wgaga 0.10 m*/kg.COD
1azMIMIA COD gaqa 86.1% BnadadinG1 F/M ratio Tugauieafusy Siddique [11] Anuanswaves F/M
ratio aomsdesaarsuuy lildeendouvesiudunngaamnssud asiniuazyadas nsnaasauy
Continuous Stirred Tank Reactor (CSTR) ﬁﬂHTﬁ F/M ratio 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.75 t4a 2.00 daly'l AN A
C/N ratio 1 10.9 WU F/M ratio 2.00 day” ﬁﬂ‘%mmuﬁ”ﬁ%mwgagwﬁ 0.86 m’/kg.VS AR F/M ratio 11104

@

R85 Miao [12] Anenmswaaufadinmainmsnsind miuveanswdiniu minnzaa ldyfuyaqns
fimInaaesnuung viadeUFnsel 517A¥1F/M ratio 7 0.50 1.00 2.00 uaz 3.00 day” WU F/M ratio 2.00
day" i C/N ratio 8.58 az C: N : Pl 100: 11.68 : 0.31 HUSianAa1nmgaga 0.21 m¥ke. Vs nag 111350
Chaiprasert [13] FnumlszansmmvesasasdunuyZeendnudmsumssaauiasinmnmidelssiandi 9
mﬁmamﬁnﬁﬂmﬂgaqm NMInAaeILUR Ao (Semi — Cotinuous) US1asdaulfnsel 117 HRT 35
days AT F/M ratio 0.30 day” 182 C/N ratio #1 24.3 A1 OLR 2.00 kg.COD/m’-day ﬁﬂ‘%mmuﬁ”ﬁ%amwgqqﬂﬁ
0.06 m*’/kg.VS 1azn3fiia COD gaga 76.0%
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A1319% 1 AATIZHNAAY Standard method for examination of water and wastewater (APHA) [14]
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M1 1 waMIINTIEHanBugMuAtives uFeyagns

mNimos HaNISAAIZH
COD (mg/l) 20,267
Alkalinity (mg/1 as CaCO,) 1,666.7

VFAs (mg/l) 896.00
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M I 1 ramsiansidnsasmaaiveniudeyagns 1 cob 20267 Tunszurumswaauia
Fanmmanldeundasesassunidlugl cop Wumatimudel jisoduatuoy13eendouumsis
Tuanaidin [15] Tug1) VEAs T 896.00 mg/l fianud i lunsasinaevaugavesszuutnintudenuy ild
0119 8¢ 311049 Acetic acid Propionic acid 11 Lactic acid 1agdu | wawammdwﬁsﬂumiﬁ’mqumﬁlwﬂjﬁ

1 a

Lﬁﬂﬁld?u“luﬂizmumiﬂ'aﬂaa1&161158141/1’%Eﬂuﬁmaz"liisl%’mmﬁmmumﬁﬁﬂﬂqnwamm'ﬁnv‘?ﬁuﬂuaﬁmma
it Methane-producing bacteria 9 Acetic acid [16] wwwﬁma‘fmmmznuﬁﬁﬁmﬁa Alkalinity 311 1,666.7 mg/1
CaCo, wiludnugumshauvesszuuwaaudadmumsz o Tduesilunsaldhelinnlszuna 1,000 -
5,000 mg/l as CaCO, 1ta¢ VFAs ﬁgﬂﬁ%}N%Wﬂ Acid-forming bacteria éﬁﬂzgﬂﬁﬂﬂi%jﬂﬂ Methane-producing
bacteria 813z UuTAIANU 11/ag¥ 19 pH anas 11116 uAT18A® Methane-producing bacteria 1ag pH Tuszuu
HARLAATININAL5 AT pH 7 A1 VFAs/Alkalinity Tuszuumaauiadinmaisiesndn 0.4 [17] yagnsiainiu
mngaumaraauRaI Rz ilne luszuudesedludansiminsausemsndauiadanm

1.2) nuafiBeR 1S ussuunaaudadinind 2 1U52an (1) Acid-forming bacteria 1 u D AR T o171
MAUONINTNIZATA 1aZ (2) Methane-producing bacteria 111191AUBHAAUAAEINN TasriimMIAnuIanYME
maafiveauaiitons 2 Uszian 31 Acid-forming bacteria dunguuuaiizelunqueannsa uieldiilu 2 ngu
&4} Acidogenic bacteria 118 Acitogenic Bacteria Fevzdosaarwmasunidlieglugyl vRAs winfimesi
15129 1A1A COD 3iA1 10,667 mg/l 1 VFAs 11 831.17 mg/l 81151 Acid-forming bacteria @94 Methane-
producing bacteria 339211/a6U Acetate TiSlumadimunasaasvenlaoenlad naasda Figure 2 M3iimos
A3n5129 S a1 ountdseine (Mixed Liquid Volatile Suspended Solids, MLVSS) A1 54,983 mg/l 31A512%
WAl APHA [14]
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2.1) ﬂammuagﬂmﬁnﬂaaﬂ%’ﬁawamamﬁumgﬂmﬁmﬁamum 51 Tieoenadalauiouded
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ﬂﬁNﬁ 1 MINAADULVUNY ﬁ effective volume 5 1 3282132 UNUNN 20 U Lmﬂu 1 L“Eﬁﬂizﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂ'f]ﬂ 3UNA00U :
Y

falgnsel darh uazdeazauiin

3) FBMINAOUWATMIUATIZHAIDEI WA UTOYAGNI AU Acid-forming bacteria Tudas 1@ 115
nin 1 VEA Y3211t 2,000 mg/1 91011 31A312H TCOD, Alkalinity, VFAs 91An13MAa04 18A1 TCOD 11y
10,133 mg/l A1 Alkalinity 1M1 1,000 mg/l LlaZVFA 1M11U 1,948.1 mg/l tile laudnimnysy pH 7.00 91niiuih

Methane-producing bacteria W11A1 MLVSS laauniiuy 54,983 mg/1 e Methane-producing bacteria J1He wlhan
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funuyauysal Taviin1snaaesnanua 4 i1 dase 11 F/M Ratio 0.50 1.00 1.50 uae 2.00 day” aud ey #
OLR 11.7 14.8 16.3 1a 17.1 kg.COD/m’-day MUG1AU LTAIAY A3 2 a1 C: N : P vz anluszuunan
uReHIAMAB 100 : 110 : 0.20 [3] Az C/N ratio HinuIzaufe 8.00 - 30.0 uAsadMTIMINzaNTigad s
MsHaARFEIMNAe sz 23.0 1 C/N 149010 F/M ratio @19 9 9 16.3 19.120.0 1ag 20.8 uaz C: N : P i

1%a14 F/M ratio a4 9 A9 100:6.10 : 0.63 100 : 5.25: 0.72 100 : 5.00 : 0.72 1A 100 : 4.81 : 0.70

3 o v o oA \
ﬂ1§1\3ﬁ 2 F/M ratios ﬂuﬂ'ﬂllﬁllwu‘ﬁﬁ OLR M4 9

F/M Ratio OLR

(day") (kg.COD/m’-day)
0.50 1.7
1.00 14.8
1.50 16.3
2.00 17.1

HaN15308

1) MINATIEH e AN mMne 9T

UseAnT I luMsIAUT LI URAALR AN NG F/M ratio 19 9 3 Tamsiimesyeasiecaindn
1aZBOnNIINTLUY & ToANINUA (Total Chemical Oxygen Demand, TCOD) VFAs Alkalinity Yo IR N A
(Total solids, TS) TuTasiau (Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen, TKN) lLﬂ%WﬂﬁWﬂ%ﬁ‘ﬁQﬁNﬂ (Total phosphase, TP) HAAIAY

M13199 3 AATIZHAA APHA [14]

~ a PR A 9 A 3w v a o a ~ .
MINN 3 Wﬁmmﬂiuwn,ﬁﬂu"aqmmﬂnuazaaﬂmﬂizuu NILILIAUNUNN 20 IU NAAUNTFININN F/M Ratio

0.5 1.0 1.5 uaz 2.0 day”'

ﬂiza‘n%mw F/M Ratio 0.50 F/M Ratio 1.00 F/M Ratio 1.50 F/M Ratio 2.00
(%) (day’) (day’) (day’) (day’)
TCOD 79.2 71.9 73.9 75.0
Alkalinity 64.0 63.6 61.1 63.0
TP 17.9 18.3 22.7 19.0
TS 85.7 88.6 88.4 88.2

{ ~ s ¥ { { 3 o o A o
210 15199 3 Waiime i ndeyagnsiiuazeanINTzUY NIzeznaunUnn 20 11 MAAURATININ

1 F/M Ratio 0.50 1.00 1.50 1@ 2.00 day ' 1i15z@nsanlUnaaeun1aadd One-Way ANOVA R5zauna1u

@ @

A4 4 A 9 Ay oo ' oA S . ¥ L. o o
103 95% e deyai luuanasedeiivaddn (sig > 0.05) 1411/51n53 IBM SPSS Statistics V.16 M31da
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TCOD 1 F/M ratio 14 ] i1 litane13nunisiidn TCOD gagaaglusig 71.9 - 79.2% msfmda TP 7l F/M ratio
a9 e duenaiunungagasglugia 17.9 —22.7% M3mea TS 7 F/M ratio A 9 lulinuanaany s
MIAFIGABYN 85.7 - 88.6% WUIN F/M ratio 0.50 day” Hilsz@nTamgagalunsiiagn TCOD gaga 79.2%
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av 1 A . RN R Ay AA ] ' 18 o a a a
J1HIYAN ) N F/M ratio (day ) AN 9 ilzllmnmil gUNUNITNIIA COD 1/1uaElﬂ’mmeNmuﬂﬁzﬁﬂ‘ﬁquumz
9 ' aw o A . Vo Y ' ' 4 o w <
ﬂd@ﬂmnm’mﬂqluizumaﬂ’muﬁ F/M ratio Wnﬂu%]!ﬂﬂ'f]ﬂ ﬁ’mmi‘vmamu‘umlmﬁmmimi}ﬂ COD ﬂ"l]gqanll

lilfre nmsniunauaasanmsmineghlfuuaiifeannsodosarsdunsdldadensziisz@niamgana

v '
av A 12 @ A

MANUITOHRA F/M ratio 0.50 day' Tidaduimmnzandmsunszuiumsnaaudasinwuiniigaagiiiio
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(% o

Beuiouiuauisesy wuhanAssE A g RN aunnn Lo q Faganalilszansam
mafida Cob qeganasiSunanfadanmiigedndan Alkalinity luszuundaufadanmibudennyagnsiim
a3 Alkalinity gaogii 1,000 - 5,000 mg/l as CaCO, iftoszvuTANMA NI TumsTessumanldounlasuos
A1 pH 152D [17] 10512 Acid-forming bacteria 95HaA VFAs 0011 1#520lia1 pH Aanasdiinanase
an's ﬁfawq:ﬂﬂﬁxmumﬁd@mm:wﬁmﬁ”ﬁ%mwﬁwmw%%ﬂﬁ)zf'mwam'a Methane-producing bacteria [4] 11

W~ a L A o ¥ ) s a ] 0 q Y A A6 A g & =
UNFYININIEY CO, "Nlllﬂi’f]llﬂﬂuﬁ]&’llﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁu’f]‘hm (HZCO3) Fe M 1Aszuuim pH N80y 43 pH N

£
v A

§ A © ' ' A ' y '
mzauigalumMsnaamMa3InINADIZnIN 7.00 — 7.20 [16] ualuauiIveliszuniin Alkalinity inanzauod
Y
v v A

A o Yy a a a =2 = [ A 2 Y
N 1,478 — 1,522 mg/l as CaCO3‘I/Hslﬂllﬂiﬁiﬁ‘l/l‘ﬁﬂ1Wsluﬂ1§mui$1J1JfJﬂ‘VI\1ENllﬂill1ﬂ!LLﬂﬁ‘]§’Jﬂ1W‘VIQ’\1’E’]ﬂﬂ’JEJ

aw A i 1 { Il [ { a [} H
T8N A1 pH 8¢ 1439 7.02 — 7.37 Tagheg lugasnmnzaumnaaunddnwaniudeyagns

4
Aawv A

91INA15197 4 Mo IdFAd I C/N ratio 118z C: N : P9 F/M ratio 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 day” @ 1d1ei1)
‘17!'1 C/N ratio 16.33 19.05 20.00 20.78 @1ud1AY tay C: N: P‘ﬁ 100:6.10: 0.63100: 5.25:0.72 100 : 5.00: 0.72
100 : 4.81: 0.70 §1M3UA C < N : P NI AUNUTLUINAAURATINNAD 1002 1.10 : 0.2 [3] 4ALA1 C/N ratio A
MINZAUAD 8 — 30 Lwi'éi”mwe'r'mﬁmmzﬁuﬁqﬂﬁm%miwﬁmﬁ”a%mwﬁaﬂizmm 23.0 [4] WUIIMSHaauAE
F10MINYAgNIA CN ratio anasilszdnsammahauvesszuylumsisa cop ﬁﬁwqasﬁu Fadoandea
NEUIU3TOHR CON ratio and1aauslsz AT ammsisa cop ﬂﬁuqqﬁasﬁu dmlumsnaaeauuderiios
C:N: PiffonBeuiousuanisesu q fuwu N p vosszUURAALRETI WMoy aqnaiiledia
anagzu)sz@nsamlumsiian COD qaéﬁu 18917 /N ratio ez A1 C: N P Timanzausensnan
uadamwnndudoyagnsnelurhiuuminedemaluTadqsuidie 16,33 182100 6.10: 0.63 910
Ham33venile C/N ratio taz A1 C : N : P fimaaasfiminzaudemsnaaunasanmainiudeyagnszii i

a a o w y 1 @ 1 1 < 1 1 @
Usz@namnsiida cob geaw 1de nazi F/M ratio #1914 A1 C/N ratio 1az f1 C : N : P nliAmwaAna19ny

()]
De
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M3199 4 HaveIM AN IloSouNeuA NUFUNUTILIUIIIA1 €] 1 F/M ratio (day ) ©1N 9

Researcher System F/M ratio Optimum COD C:N:P C/N Biogas Volume
(day™) F/M ratio (day')  removal (%) ratio
This study Batch 0.50 0.50 79.2 100:6.10: 0.63 16.3 4.33 m’/kg.COD
This study Batch 1.00 - 71.9 100:5.25:0.72 19.1 5.17 m3/kg.COD
This study Batch 1.50 - 73.9 100 :5.00:0.72 20.0 4.90 m3/kg.COD
This study Batch 2.00 - 75.0 100:4.81:0.70 20.8  4.22 m’/kg.COD
Chaiprasert [13] Semi -Continuous 0.30 0.30 76.0 - 243 0.06 m’/kg VS
Siddique [11] CSTR 0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0, 1.25, 1.5, 2.00 - - 10.9 0.86 m’/kg.VS
1.75,2.0
Kafle [6] Batch 0.50 0.50 41.1 - 12.0 0.50 m3/kg VS
Miao [12] Batch 0.5, 1.00, 2.00, 3.00 2.00 - 100:11.68:0.31 8.58 0.21 m’/kg VS
Kafle 8] Batch 0.50, 1.00 1.00 86.0 - 270 0.51 m’/kg.COD
Kafle [9] Batch 1.00 1.00 85.0 - 4.20 0.75 ms/kg VS
Nazrul [7] Batch 0.50,0.72,1.14, 1.5, 2.14,3.41 0.50 - - - 1.15 m3/kg VS
Kafle [5] Batch 2.00 2.00 - - - 0.22 m3/kg VS
Pantuwongrat [10] EGSB 1.08,1.28, 1.53, 1.84 1.84 86.1 100:6.50 : 2.50 13.1 90.1 m’/kg COD
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