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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the potential of biofertilizer production from the
mixture of pig manure (PM) and rice straw (RS) by using Temperature-Phased Anaerobic
Digestion (TPAD). In the TPAD system, a thermophilic digester controlled at 55+1°C was
followed by a mesophilic digester controlled at 35+1°C. The TPAD system were gradually at
14-day hydraulic retention times (HRTs), and then the mixtures of PM and RS with mixed
ratios of 4 to 1 and 9 to 1 (mass/mass) were evaluated for biofertilizer production. Results
show that more than 35 % of organic nitrogen was converted to ammonia-nitrogen. In
addition, the levels of coliform bacteria and VS removal after anaerobic digestion met the
Class A biosolids standards. It exhibits that the TPAD system efficiently pasteurized the
mixture of the pig manure and rice straw to destroy pathogens. However, it is found that the
heavy metal concentrations after anaerobic digestion could not satisfy the requirement for
biofertilizers. Notice that the high levels of copper and zinc were mainly from the pig manure.
Reducing the mixing ratio of PM and RS below 4 to 1 is the way to lowing the levels of heavy

metals.

Keywords: Biofertilizers, Temperature-Phased anaerobic digestion (TPAD), Biogas,
Anaerobic biotechnology, Agricultural-livestock wastes
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A2 ¥ R 25k B R i) 1 (Anaerobic digestion, AD) & - ¥ ¥ h jE o MEFE A
,Ez;;;fxmvwf " AD BITB L EFA § 0 ATR b b L g AR Y AD #
BREEIRE £ M B AR LR TR R S ehA e 2 o
%221 4 9w skl (biofertilizer) » 4 4 T YRR A RS A > 4 Fedeklplag AR (T RaE
B ied 4 & o i 2 kB A R (Holm-Nielsen et al., 2009) © 34 B p' § 37 5 B jRob R §
Wi ARG RGR 5 T4 $0n 7 Bu(Biogas plant) 4ot F s 4G F  BE IEL > AiES G
AR SR e m R A ER I B A 80T BIE G - el

AR BU G EFEFF T RO ARBTRIE AR

. @;fw»;;;g

2-1 RE iy RIEEAP RS 1 (TPAD) & supeit

RRE RIL g 1% £ A SRY AP A EEHREE R FET ] PppEas

hr PR R F bRk RE VB BRI S T2 AP

el A TR S T e Ok

‘*“T

HRAFREIAE P LA DR A SR R A g A S RHA S - &

ey

TR IR A GORFRE FRFER AT RFFEE T R E(E 0 1998; Demirel
and Scherer, 2008; Khanal, 2008; Lv et al., 2010 )= -k fZ % 3 2[4 e p o0 & §_ ¥4F5e 4
IR E 2 EO N I IS F I 17 30 SR RO EC 2 B I A ESRESS N
Pa AR A AL o v R T A G A RA T IS K W entfg e f A ) Tl
PR e A SR A 0 F o A TR ARG AR RS o BoRfEE s
B ¥ 5 FERRY F ol ?ﬁﬁm #£9 2z it pE B (Khanal, 2008) ©

d -k {2 2 2 % F(Hydrolytic and fermentative bacteria)®t & # & F 4oz g 11+ 7%
FjlRydroly F
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WH ~ LR 2 PR ;ﬁ d A & ¢ fi% F(Hydrogen-producing acetogenesis) ¢ % ¢ ik ~ & #
2o ivpke piRBERNT oo R SARE TR AR Flo il K L pd o £
AL BT REARARFALL DL P AN L AHF BT NEFT > &0 BP AMKE
B9 AR M ek A B (0 1998; Khanal, 2008) o ¢t ¢h 5 ¢ BE s & F &2 - F ALK
IF 3] & ¢ & F)(homoacetogenesis) L 7 > 3% AT #-4 § ~ - F LR E X S L
EESE RSN RIS BRI I REE R P R
et p O ILEAET B FET BRZ - § “ALE & ¢ fe(Khanal, 2008) -
TRt REEd B AT RN F%’ ¢ f& ? = fF(acetotrophic methanogenesis)£? "F] @
% f# (hydrogenotrophic methanogenesis) > # ¢ * F]’ TV RABERRE TR EREY
28% > H A% "%’ T RED R A EBRE TR G EFRE R AL R UL
4 4 (McCarty, 1964) - Demirel and Scherer (2008)4% 3¢ < }I?c" LT e D T R
B

“JH—

B L A PSR e T v EERE

PURBAF AP ERAT (WA L2 RS AAF XTI ESH B e RIERAT
PR T N B A S BAY > YREM AL TR TR
BUEALT AR AMBRSHRFE T RE L IS DR ET RN Ficd P

(Behe ™ 2 F) > B & 387 %8 il b ampls -

2-2 B ARFRE i 14 (TPAD) & supxit

B 4P ik ¥ i 1* (Temperature-Phased Anaerobic Digestion, TPAD)&_ ¢ % & € jm &
> % #e Dr. Dague 22 2 77 3 B Ff A7 B 3 chdpF(Han et al., 1997; Welper et al., 1997;
Dugba and Zhang, 1999; Sung and Santha, 2003) - TPAD % %2 d % B R ¥ ij
(Thermophilic AD) % & © [F k% i i* (Mesophilic AD)sn#% 4 > B2 3 F4p B ghde~ £
g G WA G I R RRFRE D BAREA R ERE L8 EIA R
ZAAAPRRZ PR FIRF M2 P ABE T2 L2 FRE - @7 KRS D5 P f
Jro D P AR E T ootk BERR 3 BHES "ffﬁ‘ L SN B I L

TG LB ORE AL RS L RRT S B BP R B B F R
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FAE S AR R BERAHBRE R URE DS b2 SR RE b4 Lk
2 A2~ &3 #pe(Volatile fatty acids, VFAs) @ 17 K B £ o 2 B iR i G 38— H ¥4
PORRE V2 RAE e BRRE b2 4B

RE AP A RSB BRRE 2k 4 BT PFF (Hydraulic retention time, HRTs)
L K20 X &L X o F ke }*k&;'—r TPAD % o7 3% (F A @ HRT » £ 2 £ 3 .8 4p
Wiz ¥ &> 2-3 % (Han et al., 1997; Oles et al., 1997; Lafitte-Trouqué and Forster 2000; Riau
et al., 2010a; Riau et al., 2010b) - Han et al., (1997) 3k TPAD i st & 2 0% § P
F5 11-17 = e 2 ig=3 B 49 HRT ¥ &t i R T ks f.f % 4 e v (Riau et al., 2010a;
Sung and Santha, 2003; Oles et al., 1997; Vandenburgh and Ellis, 2002) - Riau et al., (2010b)
Wh 4% R R HRT 7 § skenid P13 R 2 ik 2 g0 8 - FEH 2 7 @A

TPAD i SA¥ s & i3 if chi K o

2-3 2L KREZ AR PR

Bl o1 52 ATt & k% peplics = Behl B > ©2000-2010% & % 7% T 328 #ic
6807 Bf > @ & k< HRIEELR > PO ARS o MIFE R FEAKDAIE L = Bk
E(FiR B RE FPEEFF 2P dL) RS Y FRA B FMIN SR e
B NAIE o A BRI R RE R FERSE M BALE R IS PR AT
FeBk B R F (2010) ¥ & p A kR 2w 2 4% §F £ (Biochemical oxygen demand,
BOD) ~» i* & % % & (Chemical oxygen demand, COD) % & ;54 F] 48+ (Suspended solids,
SS) & 47 1+ AJ {5 sk B BOD ~ COD% SS7 {842:880 ~ 600% 150 mgL™' « Bl 2 5 4 4
W ERfEN e 2T AR - e g o F R TiEe AL 60 feE
AT A BRI A R 0 A P AR gL B A1 ,T*u& RN
2000-2010 FF 4635 T 3odic® 4 1655 # © 2000~2004-2 B » 4834 {0 4 P AR S 465

2 MR Y 5 2005~20108 FF 0 - HEEA A
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Bl 2. i+ Al e fE 2 AR AR M (B 5 p stk 4§ 0 2010)
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AP RRBEL D AFFERAF R TFTRET S O FCFREL 2R R AD 4o
NRE T HEITAL BB TRER > SRS F R 2P & o TPAD #iFi
SHRERAPAD A 2 bR BERET G B CRBAR RIS G 2 YRR
TR R vk s B R S8 R Sk o TPAD SpeE 2EATRLA 0 B EES 4
720 E N PR AT P FL AT RFREZ LY > R {HWMEAY v 4
C FHE R KRS LA T T o ARG QR AR BT LENF
B hFE 2 TPAD AOLFE KR Z fefR2 iR £ A o 2 AR S RE 1 ki
CHTEE S REACRE P AR RREAFE- AR D ET 2R

LN Class A 2 F3ffe » s 2 P 0esflig % > o B Vg (7 5 4 fedw sl 2 BT o

41 B R P kR
APy 2 Bk R 4 5w K (Pig manure, PM) % &% (Rice straw, RS) » 7 % fk %k =
wRBEAR - R A BRSO IR EERE S 9500 L L2 AW LR

355 4 G R 0 AL L R T R FMPIE o R O 4CT

BEAFAAEAATER c B RLESLRIFNRRE > ¢ FAREEN 2 LR A
e ERES £(2009) 4p M RN L QEEE XTI WL R i

$
Fia 22 B8 2 h§ B~ 4 ~ & > BOD {r COD 15 p ¢ £ 3058 ¥ 75 & 1 & 5

‘7\«1

AR Rl ATR R 2B SR E AR S

SE A RATHRGTE M B oL
45 feid A LRazz S EhAFRed > 2% 5 38% 35%8 7%
(FR > 2011) & 5% R o v @ BELAS 34 o i~ 2 2 D8 4o o ¥ o008 fRA% i
FRRBRF AR UEFAT RS AT EHARE A BT @ e
o PR R R ASF (F 0 1998) o A W AJZALY BRF 0T F H A & A

Fetlil £ SR T fEfRA L 7 5 TR AT o SR A 12 AT e 5 10mm - £ 4R
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i ey B s B Hapki .

4-2 TPAD i 3upcd g1 51 %

TPAD i st 2 @ BafEi5 ik 4 v FRAEMHA- S F s A9 FEFR G
AR SSCTEE A A 0 12 L AR ASHFREBEAF BN P R AR
BAR AT KR BEEE T PR 20 L 2K Bt SRS - X AR
AL -TPAD 4 3ti & d B2 ¢ Ba BRESHERI) Y 3EHE P BRI THA
AE G 1202 200 B E Y RN SET MK REZF RN Y RiERAIRE
B A E A B S5E1C 2 35£1°C o 3%k ST L X R GHG 0 o FREEAIELAF &
B R 3 o A B IREAR Y F AR T 0 AR R 2 B2 BT .

i b aE RS HRT k32 F 2§ 8§ 72 & 3 i HRT> 4~ 4244 HRT 3
37 % (BR/¥ R 12/25) % 126 X R 27 X (BE/7 R 19/18) ¥ 176 * 1 20 % (F

B/ 8 1 6/14) 0 % 307 % R 3 A% HRT 14 < (B 8/° 8 © 4/10)  4=40iR &k R &
15g/Lof VS > »t % 126 = 3 1 20 g/Lof VS 2 {8 ‘832 kR 3 7 % % & - TPAD % sidk
TARERAMPFRALT T Ra FFF EXE N AP REFEANSER
FAl e 2% 2 527 B At blE R RS FF 2 FREE-FHAH I F 199
ko F R A ST AN T A e S 3 o BORE TPAD Jk St 200 X 4
JE&d+ = (Batch) # (458 4% 3 2L i 5 (Semi-continuous)4f (THE5E o F Bt { g & ki

e A4 P REERE B AY 286 % &R & H PM:RS=1:3 ¢z & PM:RS=4:1 -
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S5CH#

Bl 3. B4R RRF i (TPAD) & %

43 1B BB

TG R I REBREF R &R TS & kB APHA. (1998)#77)2 B E T A

IS

15 M ABHEERF B2 pl B~ A F £ 72 L8 2 F 4 (Volatile solid, VS) - & &1
ERIF LI CRF CFF BB IHRB A EREEILERAT S ER
P RIEE S P P ERINPERI LI ORI BHR T RNE ST E £ BINRA
LA~ 30%EF CF 2 BRREE R IR L a4 L ESV RS Tk

RS A B BEERR -

5-1 TPAD /& 5051 % 2 3 1%
B4 5 TPAD 457500 1482 5 p pHZ 25 % AZ B & Aui3EHE

PR R o fade - PP ER /Y R HRT 5 12/25 % > 2fF & HRT #7315 125
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Tk o pel A F 2 VSIER 5 15 g/[L(PM:RS=1:3) - fx#+ {5 » F 84 pH & &% 30 = p
K TOHZE 68:30 2153 125 % pH 5w ki > £ 7022974 A5 B4d 5
AEBI2ZXHRT ™ » 5 p T3 R 923 Lo fada P21 502 AR Y1L U184
Foh - BEAIFEICI26 X F] 175 % » F8/¢ 8 HRT j£_12/25 % 3 9/18 = » &L VS
e B RS B4 3 20 g/L (PM:RS=1:3) » Flj > HRT &2 54 VS kR » BB 7 ¢
G4 > pH 7 126 % (5B 4T % > % 150 % pH 5 & 7.1 ¥/ % 175 % & pH w =
272 AFREF-FERIEH RGPS E23L AT IS Le ARE
PR AFEEBER T PR ERg2 pHASEA A7 B2 o584
R PR ERPH T K T3 2 7.0 AFEH HESABERPE > R 1L
LA LT AAG RS AR RN ER P BN AR P R FARAE RS o S
Setg R AP EE 0 176 % 3 306 % ok 0 A % = @A HRT > j&% 8/7 = 9/18 = 7| % 8/
PR =6/14 % o pLPEEC TPAD % 5t % 200 % j%_Batch #-;" #% = Semi-continuous &3 ;
“,ITT TR R {4 o el e s % 286 X4 PMiRS=1:3 % 5 PM:RS=4:1- K|F 4> %
B pH X m P R iR T A K T pH=6.9 % 242 X {4 pH Bdpw 2L 3 7.2
$286 XA T e EHFRPH P LI TAERTED T2 24 o FIFE W E 3400 i)
CRETRALAEDEF FTRFBRARALFIFIT A CRAL T R G PBR
AHERPH T c AF > 7P A7 4 TPAD s AR T = X $F PR F > A %G

BT aMEL o 5 - BE A

i
ot
%
)ﬂ.\
%
©
[

FRKR A 15200 % 3 3L HE15E b
A3 130 % R AL TS a R F s > AF ¥ 250286 X it igh L 0 AL
FL G T B PTR o % 258 X ikl e A d PM:RS=1:3 :x 3 PM:RS=1:1> £ > % 286
2L {:ci: PMIRS=4:1 > BEH I REE =@ % o hfs— B P& HRT » T3 8/¢
B o=4/10 305 307 X B (7 o FIEH pH 4£.307-336 % &t £ 3 7.6 0 £ 415-500
A pH YA 75 24t AF £ A 307-335 A a2 € 300 2 1 4501 2 5 5] 400
AAFFAFHETE S A F S 423 R H I MD] 8 L2 (8 AF FAF B MEA
423-470 = + 2 1 30L > @ 470-500 % B|*% % 20-25L o

Bl 5 5 4% 1% % #300-500 % b 2 4T3 12 B4 L0 S e B R R 20 g/L R
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85 A TPAD i S FIME 4 %% © docic o Jh A L & FME 2 % 0 TPAD s stit i 5
40% 11 b2 2og S gt R X BT EE Bs R A1 et RER s o I SN RS (R TF
2 A (US. EPA., 1993) © 3% R Lo 73 8 LTI AP 38% 1 b2 3 op 5 -
i~ % ¥ 1000 MPN/g TS 270 F* X B[ ** 3 MPN/4g TS T it 25 A 2 3 4
AR Tk TR A E I o R R SR R g B 40-70%4 ] @ %R
2EF b 30-60%4E R o FliEE P AF R G WY ISR 0 FENAT S
TPAD i ¥iehnd &30 2 a5 42 Har o ¥ L g g 2 g 5o
o FHERFERPREERL KT FTRRFF FIEMETRE L DR 4
BRE R M e TRFEI GG B R R HERALY
RENF R @ R ki - R R eyl 0 A ipd B0 R A B P ih AURMRZE K

9{:’1 /‘—5/):"-"

5-2 TPAD & 3ui% 48 < f& (pseudo steady-state, PSS) ™ &4 &

g3 i T 48 R i (pseudo steady-state, PSS) T - & PM:RS=4:1(PSS 1) %
PM:RS=9:1(PSS I VS 2 #£ 4efl 6 #7 - i@ B k& 20 g/L ™ > & @52 FH
TPAD % %2 VS 2 fiwb F 3 40% F 23 ",% Foqopt mREEARFEFF AFEIIY &
BB A E R A 4 I 2% (US. EPA., 1993) o 3%% 240 2 A9 1455 R i 54T

FHEL 38% 23 “,% F o i B LR e 5] 38 s 2l o
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60.00 8.00
A HRT HRT HRT HRT
12d 9d 6d 4d
5000 b = .. 7.80
. A
i
.i{g‘f‘- 7.60
~ 4000 } m
—
= 5, "A}A
L}
e 3000 | o i .
ﬂ_\' I*.. '. E
B\ w ; 7.20
= o -
w2000 A | LTS
G ]
A%0R = =1 7.00
[ ] :‘
| A
10.00 N {680
A
0.00 6.60
400 500
12.00 7.80
10.00 F 7.60
~ 800 } { 740
>
| R
e 600 720
& =
jncl
& 400 R 7.00
200 6.80
0.00 6.60

Bl 4. (A) TPAD )k 5oz % iEH 500 x 3% k¥ 2 pH &% p A5 £
(B) TPAD 5 sez_ @ B H, 500 = % ¥ ¥z pHiEawrx p 2 57 £

(3¢ 2 MBI FPAFE FIZ 4B pHE F AT # 5 T HERET(0C1atm))
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80.00
T
60.00

4000 F

2000 |

B M @ W T s

(%) 000

300 350 400 450 500

REO(R)

B 5. 405 AR 2 4% %

(F¢ Mme5 8 @453 0 %9 F285 F TPAD § 2 3 % %)

70.00

60.00 12 Thermo. (%)

5000 - & TPAD (%)

40.00 ,....

30.00 -

VS removal (%)

20.00 -

10.00

0.00
PSS1 PSS I

B 6. %@ F st (Thermo)s? TPAD A# 4 5u2 VS & 1% 5%

W7 B K 45 FAT Aie At 1 2 5 TPAD AJE (62 Hep « 4 8 ¥ o AP A
e H g4 AL 10° CRUML 2R (v 5(7% ¢ g ff 1155) PSS T 2 PSS
L™ g i % % Aot log i ™ ' o AL TPAD Jk shit %8 IS5 F i
£ BT -5 (US. EPA, 1993) 5 it 1% g2kl i 4 % 5 A 2 52 2 R

LA % 1000 MPN/g TS & 3 F* < -] 2+ 3 MPN/4g TS ¥ 3t % s A 2. 4
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A TR AR L E AL e B ROp LT F 2 X A1 e B F) - TPAD

& BURSR S end g a3 & 042 #(Sung and Santha, 2003) 0 F]pt o H AR s A P
Ry 7})— ]’% * o
1.00E+09
O Feed
Thermo.
[ Meso.
= 1.00E+06 |
=
~~
)
L
@)
(@]
o
—I 100E+03 ------------------------------------
1.00E+00
PSS I

7. &4t (Feed) ~ B /&~ J&1h(Thermo)& @ & & &, (Meso)2z X i{ ~ % F#k

TPAD s s it t62 € £ ik R4rd 1 #7F o d £ 7 5> Cu & PSS1 ¢ PSSII «if
Tk B A S S 99.9 22 79.5 mg/kg > Zn & PSS 122 PSS 11 ehif i+ ™ ek B B A W] 4
870.0 £2 669.3 mg/kg ik B oCu ¥ Zn % # % PSST & PSSII enif 2 T35+ 3t H s & >
FLELAFHIREI RLES e InfrCuARg2 R A ERhag > d v H 4 5
4 AL > Zndr Cu il #&ﬁlzf]‘ be g F AZE 4 & f(Marcato et al., 2008) o #* ¢+ > Cr ik A
BPSSTF > PSSIchif 2™ » v A E drfefpn £ ¢ BB Crik R ena # o Nik
ARl 27 LS & - P LI

# 2377 PSST & PSS ik i+ ™ 2 o< § (TKN)&Z 46§ (NH4-N)E R o vt § 9
W& - RPEAT (5 550-650 mg N/L) » FGEAL L IR 485 #F #F (Org.-N)ent b je_
PSS1 #10.14 22 PSS 11 £920.21 % % TPAD s} it @ 4 &)} 2 3 1.42¢2 0.86 ¢ i* % Org.-N
- BT Z EPH NN a @ NH-N &7 5 %4 fgfeorfl* 24 4 54
£ o ¥ b L PSST 22 PSS 9% % & 3 38 » TPAD % 5217t e NH3-N £ Org.-N Wt &

103



FUE NH3N BB SEF 75 K 8 ASAR & 00 cnv 13 3 4v > S5 000 300 %% MRE K ek A 4

1%+ Org.-N & i* 5 NH3-N o

# 1.PSST ¢ PSSII iz T2 hinE £ HER

PSS 1 PSS 11
Cd (mg/kg) ND 0.2+0.0
Cr (mg/kg) 49.5+4.52 16.60+9.49
Cu (mg/kg) 99.9+10.06 79.47+£5.33
Ni (mg/kg) 17.67+0.12 15.53+0.96
Pb (mg/kg) 13.37+6.99 2.73+0.19
Zn (mg/kg) 870.0+£22.55 669.3+39.74

# 2.PSST 2 PSSII 1§ i+ 7 2 v § B24%% kR

Feed Thermo * Meso.°
TKN (mg N/L) 661.28+25.02 538.82+49.60 615.30+13.95
NHs N (mgN/L)  81.50+7.47 198.02::10.09 360.80+25.85

PSSI  NH,;-N/Org.-N° 0.14 0.58 1.42
Org.—N* removal (%) — — 56.10
TKN (mg N/L) 660.75+23.08 635.17+23.95 646.33+18.25
PSSII  NH4-N (mg N/L) 115.47+5.86 225.60+4.89 298.47+43.00
NH; -N/Org.-N 0.21 0.55 0.86

Org.—N* removal (%)

36.20

“Thermo.: thermophilic digester (& /& ¥ & 1)
®Meso.: mesophilic digester (¥ ;g ¥ EH)
‘Org.-N: organic nitrogen (7 # ¥ )

A i
AT R A B R A A B AR SR 1 (TPAD)E 1 7% ¥ B2 463 10 5 4 e g
LR L B e - BT B RAST R ART 0 AR ARE FRE TR
= 7 W

CAAFR O REE SR R B FES A i
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TR TR AR HE AR T R 2 BN B BRI LA
REBR LA B R A AR n o R - B AR £
HEWRED AR BV 2 BAEI P2 E R AR PO EY AR
b1 E % CTPAD M b R HANA LB ¢ A AR R 2 SR 8 A

=
Yoo B AT R G RRA o

B4 o e
Fﬁ'“"%« ’2011’?1]’* g'#_ ij:}wfpﬁ'ﬂl é"a ﬁ§-4 ?7‘%()%,9 EI’L Eﬁ._pm‘JQ TR B 1 AT
At WA A FFH 0 L
Fatds > 1998 BrokeR§ 2 A2 > ¢ Wil £ A% > ¢ R -
BRAP C Z RIS LB~ F o FBA S FR T FUEAL 0 20090 77 RARE ¢ R
E2H2004" P WHEEEH F38 H(X2) 97107 F -

FIRTEE R F > 2010 > »xyn k8 5 hitp://ivy5.epa.gov.tw/epalaw/ » * % & 99 &
122 25p g3 s o

AR AT 20100 AR ED E Rf o (AR L £ £

A.PH.A., Standard methods for the examination of water and wastewater, 20" ed., American
Public Health Association, Washington, D.C., 1998.
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