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Review on Characteristics of Anaerobic Digestion Biogas Liquid of Organic Solid Wastes and

the Methods of Treatment and Resource Utilization
FENG Jie, DONG Bin", WANG Lei”
(College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract In recent years, the rapid development of biogas engineering with mesophilic anaerobic digestion at home has produced a
large amount of biogas liquid, and the treatment of biogas liquid has become an urgent problem to be solved in biogas plants. Based on
the properties of biogas liquid, a systematic summary of biogas liquid treatment technology, including biological treatment, physical-
chemical treatment and combined processes, have been introduced in order to meet the nutrient removal and discharge standards. The
biogas liquid is rich in nitrogen and phosphorus, and the biogas liquid treatment cannot effectively recovery the resources, therefore,
three resource utilization ways including microalgae culture, struvite precipitation, ammonia stripping-acid absorption have been
analyzed to explore the potential of these methods to recover valuable nutrient from biogas liquid. This paper suggests that the future
development of biogas plants should gradually realize the recycling of resources from biogas liquid, in order to reduce the impact of
biogas engineering on the environment, and improve the economic profitability of the plants, which is of great significance for creating
a resource-saving and environment-friendly society.
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HAT A IPREE R 25 TN Tr ik 25, 15 BBOk 32
AR AREECH B AT R KRR
it 2030 4%, 0] H R4 AL AW A VLUK
FeM ST A HUR F8 Tl R K 6 IR A 2 N
53.542.5. 142 84 {2 m™*' | VAR TREAY KA
JEF=AE T R PR AT A=, 8 5 A= e A
PR el [/ oy Bk 78 77 A TR RN i
FhP= ™ TR RS M YRR R AT DL S B
) e M A A A R AT AR A ek R
sAERET VR DR AT AR 7 ) R B R Y 80% ~
90%"" P K HE &l A B B AL %,
HAGIRER T, BERE R &S5
RERWNR, KSR b, Sk
FEAH LE , TARARBUR | 38 357 e BEAIG L A7 2 i AR
B0 DRI, AT A A Ak A A D H X R BE Y
SR, I AR T AT BAIRE S e Rk
WA WEE S BRI, X8 WA FE,
AT TR FEZE W, 845 T UL RBREFRY
i GEFRHERCK B B BT A B A AL S 5
Yy 5 A BT IR AL R FE R 35 B B AR
TEAE B JE RN A5 (0 2 B O ), AR R AR T
TR HR TS R RN A (87 i A B 7, I £

HAR T AR R R,
1 BYEEREELEREFIE

TRWR 1 B 45 A A ] 3 5 PRARGTHAB IR L T2 22
SRR 53 15 07 XA G (H2 TRURAT — 2tk [q]
R AF . 48 A Mk B B . COD.,/BOD, &, Bk A& b
(C/N)K AW T B AFPEARS . Akhiar 50
KITBI 60% ~96% 1) COD,., D277k (>1.2
pum) AT R AEFE, Tambone 25 8 T YLK A
(TKN) F1 P,0, FEIH W AR E 5340, K I 87%
DL i) TKN ZEVR W, T3 2/3 19 P,O WAFfET
TR R o B e T & A R T,
TR pH SZ Y2 & & AR T2 2R,
pH B0, 1M & & AU Y T AR R L&
pH TR . VM EIR(TS) FE & PERA (VS)
T IR A v R v R R A A
T AR FNER SR v A= T I A e v ol A [ £
i PRI, O FITR B 14 1 Y 9 AR R A T MR e T
Mo BRI, fofF FHT B8 0 0 VR R A5 380 1) T R A % o
B,

F 1 5028 TSR ZEBAG B R S A TR W
= A N ) RE=RT= R A it 7/ N v S o i
oy BT A SRR AR 2E 7

R R[E A AL IR AT TR AR
Tab. 1 Characteristics of Anaerobic Digestion Liquid of Different Types of Organic Solid Wastes
B oH COD/ ﬁﬁ/ TN/ﬁ TP/, POy -P/ 7J<jj{$%’ W R Iﬁli&ﬁ%‘
(mg-L7") (mg-L™") (mg-L7) (mg-L7™") (mg-L™) B (HRT)/d &1 WiE-S
Fo g 14) - 1147.3£25.7 542.5+13.6  787.08+20. 50 - 15. 60+5. 21 - i -
$raels] 7.820.2 7 45131 2 500+200 - 60. 05 - - - -
i3 3 116) - 4677 2 052.77 1210.27 60 - - - -
g3 [17] 8.38 3038.00 - 825.51 64. 46 - - - -
w8l 7.92+0.21 1 068+164 859+88 998+72 104.21+10.58  68.34+25.7 24 ol BRI R g TR
BT Z
el 8.51 330 + 20 310 - - - 20 iR -
42 g 20) 7.96 19 413564 1 463 2 388499 - - 26 iR KT
& Jf 2] 8.06 20 080+234 2017 3072£22 - - 26 iR B

2 BHUEBEERRSELBRAERE

B S A KRR TR, HEAK IR 1E 1)
BB, B 28 5 A K A A A A
I, S IR R bR R SO BRI SRR, YRR AL
M RASE YL WA S T2,
2.1 Wik

TR AE AL B T DL oy AR G E I T 2

SRR T2 G5 A YA T 2 A 45 4/
U % (anoxic/oxic, AO) | M A By fe N &% ¥
( membrane bioreactor, MBR ) . 7 it 28 1% 1 75 I 12
( sequencing batch reactor, SBR) %5 | Y218 b L 404
WIRE AL S AL HEAT LM T2 B SR A AO-
MBR T2 Ab P 75 78 W, 42 7 it 480 ( DO) Joa ik
B 3 mg/L Y5 IR BRI (MLSS) y 4~5 o/L i,
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COD,, FIEZ M RBRACR R AT, T TN (1) KBRHRNAR
#30%., FWiES% R SBR T2 A B 1
W, KRIR G5 Y0 KRR 322, COD,, KBR%
1L 20% A4, B A K BT i e B2 R 38 200 mg/L, FH
BRIt TR C/N Fa] A= b PEAR , 4 FH AL 582k
YIR T 2B AEAE AL B RANME | RGO A
PHAR A AL, H R B P8 2 0 SRk 3845 e A= W i
R T AAERRCR . (1) Iniddi = pH; (2) s ik 4e
VBT AR 5 (3) 42 i A 1l 3t L s Ak S i Ak
D7 R A SE s A4 R SBR R G pH, BGE T
RAERACR, KA B2 10 mg/L LA
T H TN ZBRECRAE, il Pt C/N 3 10 ££47,
285 TN 2R RIETLE 75. 9%, kA4 @it e
PG A0 RGN 28 S K K B2 & T8
W C/N, REGMARE S R, A TN ZL5RR e
iK97.2%.79. 1%, WIATE %4 A0 Y- 15
PIE R E A T2 B A 100% $2 & £ 200%,
COD, EBR#H 67. 67%H4IN%E 77. 89% , TN KR
H 23. 03%34 % 25. 97 %,

RUE R T B Re s i B L S A A 1.2
AOPEACR  MRARAEAE LA R I, (1) TN HEjlc i
o KA TBHALFR ) AT bR o (5 K 25 A HE
JHARAE) (GB 8978—1996) B & & AR Al 15 S HE
HOPRAEY (GB 18596—2001) , 3% 2 NFRfERI AR 245 H
TN HE i BR A, PR, X TN (9 25 B3 8808 e b
(2) REBRRA S A 50 A Py A B BN Kt i U5
AR, R8T AR . AR R L T — 24t
Xof v B R K AL B Y s AL A R T2, an e AR
bR AL R AR E AL (ANAMMOX ) 25 X 86 T2 HL
ABALMRE TR, SESAEYMMA T ML EA
Hil 5% o

FERRAH AL S AR 2 A A WA R ER AR S
I S 77 A A TR R R A o R R
55 R EUR B, AT 259% 48R 409% A LR T
R BRI AT g R R A S i
() S HETE T 2 AL TR (AOB) A= K| [R] st 0 1 S
MERER AL (NOB) TP, H—IAE > R h &
R A ) S g ( DMBR) A #1488 J65 VA 9, 38 5 1% AL 42
BT L, I DO R EEAE 0.8 ~ 1.2
mg/L TG K 35 °C,7E 16 d S2H A FERS AL ( partial
nitritation , PN) ) J3 s 3 fa iz 17, Z A M TN %

RIMHNN 92% 1 68% , Scaglione 5% R ] SBR %
I FE NG MRS e B e (MLVSS) 8 7 ¢/L.DO J&i
HUEEN 0.8 mg/L pH {H 8.4 B, S8 T 50 Rl
e AL, W fiE Ak 3 %38 F] 0.5 ¢ N/(L-d),NO,/
NO, it 80% , I AXCHRILF] 95% .

ANAMMOX DAEASER £5 4 H 32 14, ToHLER
FL B A R DR 4R S Ak R S B e A R R
S ETEARNTFEINSA PRI, 555
EALAH EE AR R REAIC T B AS, ANAMMOX 75 224847 Fl
MEASPRER P [ 2 (1) T, T B A R 4 % o
Wb B G, BB T AT 1 ek A PN K G
SR AR AR, 2R 5 B iE ANAMMOX LA
2B,

NH; +1. 32N0O; +0. 066HCO; +0. 13H"—
1. 02N, +0. 26NO; +0. 066CH, 0, N, ;s+2. 03H,0

(1)

FFu PR A] CANON T 25 A 39U 37 TR W, Fl
FHwe b AL AR T 150 25, SEE K 2 AL TN ;T
YRSk 74. 68,108, 28 mg/L, REREZRH
SHARON-ANAMMOX T.Z4b P34 78 W, ¢ PN B
B S A SRS R KT 90% , BA G T
2 TN B %3k 83.31%, Gao Z'®) X ] PN-
ANAMMOX #b 3% 5 ¥H W, 76 PN B B 5 371 30
Tl 335 95% , ANAMMOX [y B o) 22 28 F1 0 il 25 4
925 B8 R 0 1 3k 3 88% 1 96% LA |, R4F PN-
ANAMMOX EA7 3K 1Y BE 12 AR U5 75 2K , 78 5L PR T
TP AR /DR ] PN-ANAMMOX , 3= % J5 [H] 2 TR 4]
AR AR S AR R Y X A R
BOR ™A%, DO EAHRRER |2 AL pH FE L 425 52
EATARS . {H PN-ANAMMOX 7 /&5 2 2% K
R SR AEWN IR iR I
2.2 WIBLEE

B AL RIS | TS A7 AE — SO MERE it A7 B
KAeLBR, Pyl vkl AR IR B A 3 T2 i —
M B MR f ) I, A R KGR BRHERR P G 4 B
f2E A B B HR 5 m AR

o B B AR AL HE U8 (MF) (0. 1~2 pum) i
JE(UF) (0.01 ~0.1 wm) .44 3E (NF) (0.001 ~
0.01 wm) A2 % (RO) (<0.001 wm) " *' MF
FUF AT 2B B F WK A K5 4
Y ONF R RO T R BRE /N A HLAT T RE
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FUO AV SR UF Ab B A SR, TE 25
C.0.1 MPa R 4G5 8N 4 ~5 4 FF, K
CODy, \SS Jii & ¥ J& 73 il 344.06,186. 4 mg/L,
TR A A R 200 nm i 28 5 A BEORE 47 VE W, W
TP 2 A TN FLSBR -2 L BR 253500 61. 2% |
3. 8% .6. 2% 1 3. 0% , Jx P P & B Xt 2 0 (TN LA,
B LBRACEAR, X & R TR D a AR L
B FIEAEE TR i — 20 L BR A B 45 I i 1
Y 2L NF RO 58 B8 % 1) o 38 Oy =X, s Ak
SR RO AL FRSE 37 TH W, 4E 3 500 kPa 35 °C |
pH {=5.0 Af, Z & TN Fl TP [-F- 34 3% B8 %k 5
90.7% 93. 3% 1 86.3% ., B W'* R RO &b
PRI A6 5.5 MPa pH H=7.7 . R HMHE
3R 76. 0% B A KB F Ik 96. 13% , 35 13 W
KB T E K & IR TS Y W HE bR o 0 R A
FH 6 0% [2] FH AR E

T AL B AR SR ST A K Ak B AT A )
AR GZHE AR A B A S, T SR
JNE BRIy F- S5 A 22 gt SRy /N3, T Ak )
EERAENE G S BT R R R

HARF Fenton PR EE Mk, SR AE R
Fenton {EACPEYAR , 76 pH {E4 3 JH,0, RF
15 mL/L Fe™ B BE A 130 mg/L SV E] 4 2 h
B, COD,, EBEET] 71.5%, kW40 R R
AT LA PSR, COD, Z2BRR B AETT 35
82%, COD, Jot it ¥k B2 P AL H] 4 000 mg/L., 14 %%
AR R R R AR A B S 2 L ) BT, 2
BN 6 mg/L U I [E] R 40 min B, COD,
EBRFRERILF) 21. 7% ,BOD,/COD,., H1 0.24 T+
0. 41, AT AEARERT AR, R S SR T e
B> COD, , $2 VB W] A= Aot (R BES VR Wi
[ COD, FERRMRA KT, 75 SR I A& T2 A4 fE
SEU M VR R P TS G R
2.3 AATE

2 PR AL, R85 16 5 AT DL Bk o3
T BRI AT R A R A AL A C/N R
P8 AR B —Ab B T A AR AN — T B
AR+ YA AA T AN FEA BESC A WL
SEFRYIT 2B, 82 R AKHE bR, 2% 2 12
TAFAE T LA ERCER

®2 AFHES T AR

Tab.2 Treatment Effect of Different Combined Processes

con,. K ™ ik o Hk » ik
T JEOR} © CODg/ TN/ AR/ TP/ PATHRE
TBRE PN L EBERE S )
(mg-L™") (mg-L™) (mg-L™) (mg-L7")
AOAO+UF+Fenton+ 4 JFTHK 98. 14% 260 98.68% 67 99. 49% 19 99. 28% 2 GB8978—1996
REETTE
Pigh AO+UF+ B TR 98. 70% 220 98.62% 45 99. 73% 8 97. 12% 1.5 -
Fenton+1 < 4= ¥ 1%
b ( BAF) 40
MBR+NF+ROM!  BFRBIRIEW  98.00% 30 - - 98. 00% 5 - RS UIREY S D
Tl Aok K R
(GB/T 19923—2005)
MBR+NF+RO!*) S BIEW + 99.70%  50.4  99.80%  39.3  99.63% 6.7 - - (AR EA YT
A JoF BT IR Ye i i A5 #E) (GB
16889—2008 )
MBR(AOAO+UF)+ &E & T 95.77% 465  97.45% 61 99. 08% 18 83.33% 2 GB 8978—1996;
NF#] Y5 g Rl ORI HE B
FHEIR A IR WY (DB 11/307—
ERERTENT 2013)
AO+MBR+NF+ BIFEIFBUE 99.65% <30 - - 99. 55% <7 - - (FRAE R EOK TS
RO R P 5 G R RObR )

(DB 37/675—2007)
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H 2R 2 WA R LG T2 BEATEW, 15 94
RBRFSEAGRIEH] 95% UL I, MBI T ¥
A ARG MR A T 2+ 6 T2 A B
W AFAEAL PR RA R 5 | o M T AR OR Sk i, B X%
GeAEYI R T 20 B 1)@, Aok B T B A
R AE B 7 oK A i Ak AR W 2 T 25, e R i A S
b oA -ANAMMOX T.25, R, 5 Ak A= it
R AR IRELER 4% | 5 SR ME BT 44
SRR BUE G, KA o3 B0 A A5 B A S =
B, 7EScbr TREh SR HGE , I, 45 TE A 2
BRI FERLINPIT & R s AL A= W A T 25, OF
it g ST HE SR A A P A A S bR
TR,

3 BUEERSENBRERERLFAGTZE

DLA Ak Ry 3 B TR WAL B R TG A AR S
W R Bl NI A P RR 2 & i A 4 Vet 25
FAR BT IO B T AL, VB AL B Y B 50K 2 20 A FR
I3 ERREEAE Ry RO R R . TR 7 22 T
REBEFMEICR & —FA W ER LR, SR, K
iR H =4 CH, M1 NH,, 32 BRA IR |
IKRE BT S BRAL, TR IR 5 vk B v AR
B b 5 A7 R Y 2% o, I AR T AR A AT Il A
WD IR BMEEER L R H Y, 7R EE
W R E SR ICR A R A . T TR 4 —
SO R A B IR A EOR IR0 AR 2 LA
TR IR AL AL A ISR A Tk T 58
3.1 RUEESF

REVEAEALAN Ao 28 A A A5 A TR e e A ]
A REIE A HT, Wi 1 S R R A 7 i T A AR
i 52 B Ok 2 1 OC T . WORE A AR KRR RES
Wb CO, HER A S RAEY) 58 4+ 3 A ik
RIS RT T T A 7 AR A2 ot ARt sh i)
BHEDY R R R IR IR R A B
oy BTN B AR 20% ~30% A
WHEAFEWA B, ERMOEA KRR, R
FHTR W ATCHUIE Rk B 75 S0l , AAUAT D) A8
FEIAS b T UL BV WA Ak, B 3 B 5T AL A
Uggetti 20500 2 VB W 3% FEMHBE ( Scenedesmus sp. ),
PEM IR 2.6 ¢ TSS/L. FRAERTAEST FI I TH
W /INER T ( Chlorella vulgaris ) , TE 8 W0 i 514K
H 3090} NEREM IR B s A #) 110. 32 me/L

Ji BN R RS SR B ( Desmodesmus sp. ) , I
B RN 1.039 o/L, k& IR Bl 261.8
mg/L, R BB SCBL T TN, & & Ml PO, -P fH &%

SO BRI IR P R 5% & o s (AR 5
(e  (EAE JLAS ) BRBELAS T X T AR i & Je, —
M E FEOCL B AR, PH T R R
KT TR VAR e RO B (AR RN )
M T AR G S SR AN T
SRR BE (IR B (EAE 10~ 500 mg/ L, FiBE 6
RV TR A IR A H P . Wang 451 @ 30K
TR B 2 TN BT vk FEAR T 200 mg/L, DA R4
BRI R R B e AR B R SRR AR
B TR B 5 B A e R AR
Ah R BEA STHFER IR, BIR T T A &5 e
AIRREEE Y =R A s Y ) B, AR TR T
S AN R R S B AR AR ik
TS Ak 27 25 50 2 4 il 26 W 75 Y A R AR, (HIX
2 PO A S A B AR e B A Y Y
FA BB T B 1 B 2R B R R 5 T AT I
PRI AN RIS (AR R )RR E SR
(AnoK I3 FA: Wy BR B R 57 43 BER | pH ) 2 s 20
A WG e A T AT PR A TS e AR I X R
SRR R i HLAT B S, AR B H ATy Ik
WA A R T 2ok il A s e
3.2 BERIE

WXt A B OCH 2 AR A P L7 E TR T
R, WWTH O A TS B, R 8 5k O
W B I R T A A 7 A Bl TR
O S TUE S DO 0 A RO, R R
MRk H Mg™ (NH F1 POT B HE BUA S| 12 38 11
[ v B B (K, ) LS 2 Al Bl R B BE UL B
(MgNH,PO,-6H,0, MAP) , Bl & F6 47 1E L BRVH
R B IR TR Ao S R BT I, AR Y 1 2
AT HAT R R ) R (B R AR I VS A B, 2 —
PR AL, rT AR Rl AR RE T

WAL TE B A AT B AL VTR R A Mg
AT pH AT S A T B
AR NH, U2 T PR A 5 s ik
I, BN R (MgO/MeCl, ) J& A B2 (120 | pH B
Fo(Mg/P) S RBE L (N/P) 5252 Wi 5 26 41 PLTE ) 32
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B, EE R pH {4 9. 5~ 10 B A FBE
FBRR e, 2 pH &4 Mg, (PO,), Al
Mg(OH), ,FEARLBRR T pH I8 M AL i 15 38
FIEifE . Y pH (B <8. 5 I, A LLAS 3| 4 15 3 4 108
2 pH {EH 8.5 F+E 9. 5 i, JR/AKPAAAER) Ca®™ T3
He L TCE TR 5 [ Ca,(PO,), -xH,0,ACP ], 5 %%
AUERR ) R, ERAS M A A 5 2%, pH
B HITE 8. 0~8. 5, Mg/P HI N/P 2500 19 3%
AUTTERIE B S50, Mg/P Fl N/P B4 nA F) T 42 5
AT ULTE R R SR K g T
B Me/P S AEY R e 1.3 ~1. 6, 4k&i
K Mg/P 2RI LB R, XO= Tk 210 Mg™
S Mg (OH) , Mg, (PO,), ™ . XF N/P,#if%
ETPIFRIR AE N/P KT 1 5K T % &
R,

BFETIIN, ML 2 I S R
FRAR AL B2 NERL IR, A B B 42 it FH VA W, AT R AR
T8% W B EFRALTE 1o SR, S 34 TV & 1 ik
A AR VF 2R, (1) AP liAs i, BEER A
ARSI EORN F B A, — Lm0l i SR B
TR ERAC R AR AS . Ye 2517 SR FH i KV %
PRBEIR, I T S 2 A ULTE , AR i 7K P A A R
B b — 2L B VR W ) B TR Wi — 2
PRACHR W I S A s, (2) TE T2
BT RBRIEME, WP T SEAASE T,
A Ca™ COT \SOT R T, 24 T2 I8k
HALH WA B2 a B, (3) BA LR
FAL, SIEATIIELRRE KBRS T 80% ~
90% MY Al PEWE B H A 10% ~ 40% 1) & & 7T 9k (0]
W BRI AR A S RIS, R IERA
T 14 5 A Bk DA HEORRE
3.3 FRR-BRKIZ

SRHRE-TRWIR T2 R A MW A O k2
— SRR M S A NH, MRIR S & 0 B A
T NH, B2 [, NH, K ARFE R 3R
MR R BRI & NH, S AR5 7 5
2SR PR AR RR (H,S0, ) WIS Ak Sk i
W&k (NH,),S0,]"" . (NH,),S0, & —Fh & & A
FIBR A ICHLES | o] LAV AR T A 8 = —Ff
P (E R Tk ARAE AR 77

pH I BE R T 2 5 ) A4t 3 A 2 1 [l

RKOAEE K B, NH, Ml NH, 7778 ¥ 5 ¢ &, 0
K(2),

NH,+H,0—NH:+OH" (2)

pH V- ) 22 B, U 2 20T o L A3 K
Gustin 5178 & 9024 pH {EMN 8.5 #2555 & 10. 5 B, &
REBRFEM 27. 4% 1 = 5] 92. 8%, pH 138 i it
TR, EH I pH EHAE 9~ 1177 3
— RN pH B X 25 BR R A 4R TR RUR AR K
TS Z AR BCR . X (2) AR, iR
JE T VA ) A2 RS 3, iE S A B N, Zhao 45
KB R 35.55.70 °C B, ZR 2 bR R 50 A
20% 40% ,90% , iX J& H T T+ il BEHG 0 1 40 A1
VBRIV (88, B o T A o AR
TR A I P S R DR S AR T
SRR, [ 28 P 2 AV B 4ERE AR BAOK T
AT 2 0l Z AR BB S A Zou
SR BAE T 20,24 .28 m/h I, R ACFH
FRZ K 66.5% 4. 9% 68. 5% , Tl WA M
IS KRBT/ NER AR A LR R, R T B0
PRAESE FIEDRE Z 0] 10 0 A AN 35 el T A A Tl
1A, FECE R EREAE T 2 S R
TR AR R AR AR ZE &

UG RS- T L REA A EBRIE KPRy
S (A AR B N A VR 22 TRIME . SR IE 4
Gy a5 s T B K A RE R (BB AR ) s R K
f2fdit o A vl R ], A 2 O SR F JE e A
Y SN ORW N a vk DR AR TER e b= SR iR NG e
5 1) 05 AR 2 2 0 SR RS Nk, 3 o M S IR
CO, 7 X $E 1 pH R WIS &, 0 T fh 2 oA,
BEXT B R BETR LA , A 2 TR I T B R
PR N T2, L2 ] AR AR A DT ik 20 o 44 g
FE AT 24 5 R R BH BE N S8 i AR, S
TR E LR TR I AR R 4 T 2
i — S PR AR A AT
4 ZiLERZE

AR SO A ML 2 DR BT AL VR BCRRAE VR AL B
FORWF AR HH AR AT T RGEMELRA . THIRA
RUEE = C/N IR, SR L G A= Wy B R T 25 Ak BRAL
A, TSR H 2 AR A AR SRS Ak L ANAMMOX. 45 5
AR T 2 RE A R B A B IR A SR RS2
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