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RAPID ASSESSMENT OF ORGANIC LOADING RATE
FOR A SEMI-CONTINUOUS ANAEROBIC DIGESTER

Abstract. This paper presents a mathematical model for analysis of biogas yield in a semi-continuous anaerobic
digester. The main criteria for monitoring and evaluating the effectiveness of anaerobic digestion of different
substrates in a semi-continuous anaerobic digester are the cumulative biogas yield and biogas production rate in a
batch reactor. Different organic loading rates (OLR) for mono-substrates and their mixtures were analyzed for
obtaining the maximum specific biogas yield in a semi-continuous digester.
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Introduction. Organic Loading Rate (OLR) is an important operational parameter which represents
the biological conversion capacity of an anaerobic digestion system [1]. It is indeed a control parameter in
semi-continuous systems. It has been established that the anacrobic digester runs inefficiently with low
OLR, while with high OLR, there exists a risk of system failure due to overloading [2]. Researches in this
area indicate that the methanogenic processes can be intensified by increasing the OLR and decreasing the
hydraulic retention time (HRT) [3, 4, 5]. In [6] OLR increased 6 times during the digestion of olive mill
solid residue. This led to an increase in the biogas productivity of more than 400%. According to literature
data, the optimum OLR depends on the type of the substrate being digested, and on the total solids con-
centration of the substrate [3, 5, 7 - 12].

Even in modem anaerobic processes the OLR value greatly affects the performance of the digester
[13-16].

Determination of the optimal OLR value for effective anacrobic digestion process in a semi-
continuous digester is always based on long-term experimental studies [9, 17]. For example, in the PhD
thesis of Hassan, the experimental study lasted 150 days in order to determine the yield of biogas from co-
substrates with an OLR in the range from 1 to 5 kg VS'm>-day ' [3]. In study [18] two different
concentrations of OLR (0.7 and 1.4 kg VS-m~-day™') were investigated to examine the effect of the
change in the organic loading rate on the efficiency of the biogas production from grass and cattle slurry.
The experimental study lasted 26 week. The feasibility of spent mushroom compost as a co-substrate in
anaerobic digestion was investigated for 90 days [19]. 140 days of continuous experiment were required to
assess the impact of OLR in the range of 1.0-3.0 kg VS-m ' day ' on the biogas yield [1].
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As can be seen from the above, long periods of time are required for carrying out these processes,
which makes the experiment challenging. It should be noted that additional experimental studies are
supposed to be conducted even for the same substrate, but with different content of volatile solids (VS). In
addition, advance of the co-digestion process in biogas technology makes it necessary to study a variety of
anaerobic digestion systems and assess the specific biogas yield, depending on the OLR. Thus, it becomes
important to use simulation models to predict the operation of digesters. It is possible to estimate the time
characteristics of the operational parameters of a biogas plant on the basis of a model for semi-continuous
process for the various organic loading conditions without interfering with plant operation.

The aim of this work is to develop a mathematical model that allows to conduct a rapid assessment of
the specific biogas yield in a semi-continuous digester at different OLRs, using experimentally derived
equation of biogas production in a batch reactor.

Mathematical model. We consider the work of a semi-continuous digester under the following
assumptions:

- continuous mechanical mixing is carried out in the digester assuming that in this case the mixing
intensity allows us to neglect the spatial in homogeneity of concentration;

- loaded substrate has the same concentration as the liquid in the digester.

The biogas yield rate depends on the retention time in the digester. All calculating formulas are based

on the function of biogas yield for batch digester F (t ) depending on retention time. f (t) =dF/dt -
function of biogas yield rate. The function F' (t) can be obtained experimentally or described by analytical

function. For example, the Gompertz equation quite well describes the biogas yield.
Modified Gompertz model was used by many authors to describe the methane yield from various
organic substrates in the batch systems [20-26]. The modified Gompertz equation has the form:

R __-e
F(t) = Pexp{— exp{ '”“I; (A-1)+ 1}} (1)
Thus, the calculating formulas of the cumulative biogas yield in a batch digester are used to analyze
the uniform and non-uniform loading of semi-continuous digester.
Initially, we consider the simplest case of a uniform loading: loading of even substrate volumes equal

to 1/ n part of the total anacrobic digester with a periodicity Af equal to the time interval A, (usually one day).

We get the recurrence formula for cumulative biogas yield of a semi-continuous digester F (Z)
For 1=0 F(0)=F, =F(0):

By
For 1=, F(1-h)=F, = FO)+ [ f(0)dt = F )+ F (1)~ F(0)=F(h) = F,:
0
For t = 2h, fraction of the loaded portion of the total volume V> = 3 , and fraction of the substrate
n

1
which is in an anaerobic digester for a period of time between 4, and 24, is equal to sz =1—— then
n
~ ~ o~ 1% 1\ ~ 1 1
F2h)=F,=F +;J.f(f)dt+ 1*; _[f(f)dl =k +;(F1 ~F )+ 1*; (7, - 1) 2
0 By

) . 1 .
For t=3h, fraction of the loaded portion of the total volume Vf = — fraction of the substrate
n

1
which is in an anaerobic digester for a period of time between /4, and 24, is equal to V, = [1 ——]Vlz;
n

fraction of the substrate which is in an anacrobic digester for a period of time between 2h, and 3A, is
1

equal to V5 = (1 - —szz then
n
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FGh)=F < F, %j oy %(1 _%Jj P [1 _%jf i =
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~Feai-R) 211 ) -R)+(1-1) (- F) ®
n n n n
and etc.
1 l i-1
For 1 =mh, == V"= (1——} vt i=23..m or
n n n
1 1 i—1 1 m—1
V;"_—(l——] ,i—1,2...m—1,an”—(1——j 4)
n n n

m-1

F,=F,_+> ; [1 —;J (F - ,1)+[1—%jml (F,-F,,) 5)

i=1

We apply the principle of mathematical induction to verify the correctness of the obtained recurrence
formulas (4)-(5).

\L.m=1,F =F,+(F-F)=F,+(F,-F,)=F, :
2. We get Fm+1 from (3), (4):

Vlm+1 :l; VIM :(1—1)/1’”1 i=23..m+1,
n n

or taking into account (4)

i-2 i-1 m
V,m_@_zjz(l_zj e N
n,n n n n n

m+1

=F, +ZV'”” jf(t)dz
Using (6) we finally obtaln

ﬁm:ﬁ”z%@_ﬂ”@ 1){1__}(%1 ). ™

quod erat inveniendum.
If At #h, then by similar reasoning we can obtain the following recurrence formula for the biogas
yield in the semi-continuous anaerobic digester

o 1 N
ot Z (1 __j ( itk-1 z+k 2 )+ (FJN+k - F}N+k—1 )[1 - ;j (8)
i=1

where IN = L(m . 1)/ AZJ, here L J — denotes the operation of taking the greatest integer which is less

than or equal to the number that is in parentheses.
The recurrence formula to determine the mean retention time in an anaerobic digester has the form

Tm:il(l——j (= 1)At+kh)+(l——j (IN-At+kh,), ©)

here 7, — mean retention time in an anaerobic digester at the time -/, .
We consider the case of non-uniform loading its volume and time are given in the tabular form. We
denote the loading volume at the time m- h, as 1/n,, part of the total digester volume. Then the recurrent

formula for the cumulative biogas yield in the semi-continuous digester has the form
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F,=F,  +Y (F-F. )" (10)
i=1
If the loading is not zero
m m—1 1 m 1 1 .
Ve=vi|l-—— |, V"=—,V =1,i=23..m (11)
nm nm
If the loading is zero
V=V V=0,V =1,i=12.m (12)
The mean retention time at non-uniform loading is calculated by the following recurrence formula
T,=h>V"i (13)
i=1

where formulas (11) are used if the loading is not zero and if the loading is zero
T,=T, +h, (14)

For numerical calculations the program was written on Delphi. For the analysis of loading modes the
function of cumulative biogas yield and biogas yicld rate in the batch digester can be specified per kg of
VS, kg of COD, kg of TS, kg of substrate and etc.

Verification of a mathematical model. For the validation of the obtained mathematical model we
compared the calculated methane production rate with our experimental data and the reported by other
authors [3, 17].

Verification of a model by comparison with obtained experimental data. For batch and semi-
continuous experiments 12-liter continuously stirred laboratory digesters were used (fig. 1). The digesters
had a cylindrical shape (inside diameter is 210 mm, height is 330 mm). Chicken wastes were collected
from a Poultry Farm JSC "Kazan" (Russia). It was stored in a refrigerator at +4 °C.

Volumetric biogas production was measured using MilliGascounters MGC-1 (Ritter, Germany). The
concentration of the main components of biogas was analyzed with a GA2000 gas analyzer (Keison, UK).
TS is defined as the mass which remains when the water content is removed by drying in an oven at 105°C
until it maintains a constant mass. The determination of VS is achieved by heating the dry matter at 550°C
for 3 hours.

Figure 1 — Lab-scale reactors (DBFZ, Germany)
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The VS content of the substrates was adjusted at 10.5%. The results of the experiments under
mesophilic batch conditions are demonstrated in Figures 2.
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Figure 2 — Methane production potential of chicken manure

Methane production during the semi-continuous feeding experiment is shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3 — Volumetric methane production: — calculated; --e-- experimental; ==OLR

Experiment in a lab-scale semi-continuous digester lasted 33 days after steady-state biogas
production was achieved. The organic loading rate was kept constant at 3.5 kg VS-m>-day ™", except for
the period from the 20® to 25™ day of the experiment, when the substrate was not loaded.

The resulting calculated curve is in good agreement with the experimental curve.

Verification of a model by comparison with experimental data reported by other authors. Nayono
(2009) published experimental data, where press water and food waste were used as substrates [17].
Meanwhile, the organic loading mode was non-uniform. Fig. 4 shows the experimental data and the
theoretical curve obtained using a mathematical model. As can be seen from these results, the calculated
curves agree with the experimental data.
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Figure 4 — Volumetric gas production:
— calculated, --e— experimental (Nayono, 2009), ==OLR: (a) press water; (b) food waste

Forage beets silage and forage beets silage with manure were used as substrates in Hassan (2003) [3].
Experiments were carried out under thermophilic conditions. Experimental data and theoretical
calculations are compared in Fig. 5.
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Figure 5 — Volumetric gas production:
— calculated, --e— experimental (Hassan, 2003), == OLR: (a) Forage beets silage; (b) Forage beets silage with manure.

Thus, as can be seen from these graphs, the calculated curves are in quite good agreement with the
experimental data, which indicates the adequacy of the developed simulation model.

Results. Rapid assessment of specific biogas yield in a semi-continuous digester at different OLR
was carried out on the basis of the proposed mathematical model and developed software.

The purpose of calculations was to determine the value of OLR for semi-continuous digester, which
will provide the maximum specific biogas yield.

Biogas production rate and its yield from mono-digestion are defined by Gompertz modified model
(Table 1). A study and optimization of methane production from mono-substrates in semi-continuous
digester will help to develop the process procedure for operation of biogas plants.

Some substrates give higher yield of biogas then animal waste because they contain variety growth
factors (such as amino acids and reducing sugars). Actually co-digestion allows increasing the yield of
biogas. The yield of biogas is determined experimentally and specific to the various farms. Table 2 shows
the parameters of the Gompertz model for multicomponent organic mixtures.
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Table 1 — Parameters of the Gompertz model for mono-substrates

No Substrate VS, % P’\l;lsl/g RI{‘/’éT/l(li/g A d Gas Reference

1 Biological sludge (raw) 5.49 184 24 0 Methane [27]

2 OFMSW (raw) 10.51 308 11.9 0 Methane [27]

3 Grease waste (raw) 46.82 489 303 17.6 Methane [27]

4 Spent grain (raw) 23.34 251 18.7 0.8 Methane [27]

5 Cow manure (raw) 20.85 317 19.6 0 Methane [27]

6 Food waste 24.67 613 80 0.9 Biogas [28]

7 MSW 30.58 522 97 12 Biogas [28]

8 Horse dung 6.8 254.5 37.87 9.03 Biogas [29]

9 Swine manure 2 492.36 21.43 5.68 Methane [30]

10 Food waste leachate 8.64 218.6 | 16.4 Methane [30]

11 Chicken manure 6.97 383 36 1.67 Methane [31]

Table 2 — Parameters of the Gompertz model for multicomponent mixtures

Ne Substrate \g/i’ P’\l;lsl/g qu}sn/l(ll/g A, d Gas Reference
1 Paper and biosolids 35.62 457 73 1.1 Biogas [28]
2 MSW and paper 30.77 487 94 1.3 Biogas [28]
3 MSW and biosolids 30.3 562 99 1.2 Biogas [28]
4 Cow dung and horse dung 6.2 360 36.99 8.07 Biogas [29]
5 Cow dung and horse dung 5.7 167.85 18.95 8.71 Biogas [29]
6 Cattle manure and rumen fluids 10.495 172.51 3.89 725 Methane [30]
7 Saw dust and cattle dung 6.75 579.3 20.74 622 Methane [32]
8 Pig slurry and olive oil bleaching earth 737 33421 13.15 14.45 Methane [33]
9 Cattle dung and winemaking waste 3.83 338 14 11.58 Methane [34]
10 Cattle dung and food waste 3155 288 6 11.8 Methane [34]
11 Cattle dung and biowaste 3.7 387 13 14.6 Methane [34]

Period of calculation lasted 100 days, the organic loading rate ranged from 0.1 kg VS:m-day ' to
15 kg VS'm -day . Table 3 shows the results of the calculation: the OLR value, providing the maximum
specific biogas yield in semi-continuous digester; HRT; biogas production per fresh material (FM) and the
biogas yield, m” kg™ VS.

As can be seen from Table 3, the optimal OLR values for various substrates vary over a wide range,
from 0.6 to 10 kg VS-m-day . A variety of substrates and significant duration of the experiments lead to
the need for using methods of rapid assessment of the specific biogas yield, depending on the OLR in a
semi-continuous digester.

— 213 =——
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Table 3 — Mean results of the calculations for a semi-continuous digester

Ne Substrate ke Vg_Lnlfzs_ q! H%T’ Bioi?? i gg(%ll\c/}ion, Béggﬁg}/i{cllél,
mono-digestion
1 Biological Sludge (raw) 2 27 13.6 0.247
2 OFMSW (raw) 3 35 30.7 0.292
3 Grease waste (raw) 10 47 2192 0.468
4 Spent grain (raw) 10 23 66.3 0.284
5 Cow manure (raw) 10 21 67.4 0.323
6 Food waste 10 25 121.7 0.493
7 MSW 10 31 140.3 0.459
8 Horse dung 3 23 10.0 0.147
9 Swine manure 0.6 33 9.7 0.486
10 Food waste leachate 3 29 10.8 0.125
11 Chicken manure 2 35 35.6 0.511
co-digestion
1 Paper and biosolids 10 36 142.7 0.401
2 MSW and paper 10 31 131.6 0.428
3 MSW and biosolids 10 30 146.9 0.485
4 Cow dung and horse dung 3 21 11.9 0.192
5 Cow dung and horse dung 2 29 6.0 0.105
6 Cattle manure and rumen fluids 3 35 13.5 0.128
7 Saw dust and cattle dung 2 34 357 0.529
8 Pig slurry and olive oil bleaching earth 2 37 19.5 0.264
9 Cattle dung and winemaking waste 1 38 11.5 0.300
10 Cattle dung and food waste 1 36 6.5 0.183
11 Cattle dung and biowaste 1 37 10.7 0.290

Conclusion. A mathematical model was developed to analyze the biogas yield in a digester on the
basis of the biogas yield in a batch reactor.

On the basis of the developed mathematical model and software, numerical calculations were carried
out and OLR values, which provide maximum specific biogas yield in a semi-continuous digester, were
obtained.

REFERENCES

[1] A.O. Adebayo, S.O. Jekayinfa, and B. Linke, “Effects of Organic Loading Rate on Biogas Yield in a Continuously
Stirred Tank Reactor Experiment at Mesophilic Temperature”, British Journal of Applied Science & Technology, vol. 11, pp. 1-9,
2015. (in Eng.).

[2] JF. Calzada, E. de Porres, A. Yurrita, M.C. de Arriola, F. de Micheo, C. Rolz, and J.F. Menchu, “Biogas production
from coffee pulp juice: One and two-phase systems”, Agricultural Wastes, vol. 9, pp. 217-230, 1984.

[3] E.A. Hassan, Biogas production from forage and sugar beets [Ph.D. dissertation], University of Kassel, Kassel,
Germany, 170 p., 2003.

[4] A. Karlsson, X.B. Truong, J. Gustavsson, B.H. Svensson, F. Nilsson, and J. Ejlertsson, “Anaerobic treatment of
activated sludge from Swedish pulp and paper mills-biogas production potential and limitations”, Environ Technol., vol. 32, pp.
1559-1571, 2011.

[5] O. Pakarinen, Methane and hydrogen production from crop biomass through anaerobic digestion [Ph.D. dissertation/,
University of Jyvaskyla, Jyvéskyld, Finland, 153 p., 2011.

[6] B. Rincon, R. Borja, IJM. Gonzélez, M.C. Portillo, and C. Saiz-Jiménez, “Influence of organic loading rate and
hydraulic retention time on the performance, stability and microbial communities of one-stage anaerobic digestion of two-phase
olive mill solid residue”, Biochem. Eng. J., vol. 40, pp. 253261, 2008.

[7] S.T. Ramesh, S. Jayanthi, and R. Gandhimathi, “Feasibility study on anaerobic digestion of garbage using lime
pretreatment”, Jr. of Industrial Pollution Control., vol. 24, pp. 123-128, 2008.

— =




ISSN 2224-5278 Cepus ceonoeuu u mexnuueckux Hayx. Ne 6. 2017

[8] N. Sinbuathong, B. Sillapacharoenkul, R. Khun-Anake, and D. Watts, “Optimum organic loading rate for semi-
continuous operation of an anaerobic process for biogas production from Jatropha curcas seed cake”, International Journal of
Global Warming, vol. 2, pp. 179 — 188, 2010.

[9] Babaee A., and Shayegan J., “Effect of organic loading rates (OLR) on production of methane from anaerobic digestion
of vegetables waste”. World Renewable Energy Congress. Linkoping, Sweden, 07 — 13 May 2011.

[10] S. Tewelde, K. Eyalarasan, R. Radhamani, and K. Karthikeyan, “Biogas Production from Co-digestion of Brewery
Wastes [BW] and Cattle Dung [CD]”, International Journal of Latest Trends in Agriculture and Food Sciences, vol. 2, pp. 90-93,
2012.

[11] S. Sarker, and H.B. Meller, “Boosting biogas yield of anaerobic digesters by utilizing concentrated molasses from 2nd
generation bioethanol plant”, International Journal of Energy and Environment, vol. 4, pp. 199-210, 2013.

[12] P. Chetpattananondh, S. Chaiprapat, and C. Suksaroj, “Anaerobic digestion of pig manure and glycerol from biodiesel
production”, International journal of energy and environment, vol. 6, pp. 309-316, 2015.

[13] Dareioti M., Vavouraki AL, and Komaros M., “Effect of organic loading rate on the anaerobic co-digestion of
agroindustrial wastes in a two stage system”, 3rd International Conference on Industrial and Hazardous Waste Management.
Chania, Greece, 12-14 September 2012.

[14] ML.A. Latif, A. Ahmad, R. Ghufran, and Z.A. Wahid, “Effect of temperature and organic loading rate on upflow
anaerobic sludge blanket reactor and CH4 production by treating liquidized food waste”, Environmental Progress & Sustainable
Energy, vol. 31, pp. 114-121,2012.

[15] P.G. Kougias, K. Boe, and 1. Angelidaki, “Effect of organic loading rate and feedstock composition on foaming in
manure-based biogas reactors”, Bioresource Technology, vol. 144, pp. 1-7, 2013.

[16] Y. Chen, B. RoBler, S. Zielonka, A.M. Wonneberger, and A. Lemmer, “Effects of Organic Loading Rate on the
Performance of a Pressurized Anaerobic Filter in Two-Phase Anaerobic Digestion”, Energies, vol. 7, pp. 736-750, 2014.

[17] S. Nayono, Anaerobic digestion of organic solid waste for energy production [Ph.D. dissertation], Karlsruhe Institute
of Technology, Karlsruhe, Germany, 131 p., 2009.

[18] P. Mahnert, M. Heiermann, and B. Linke, “Batch- and Semi-continuous Biogas Production from Different Grass
Species”, Agricultural Engineering International: the CIGR Ejournal, vol. 7, pp. 1-11, 2005.

[19] Ngan N.V.C., and Fricke K., “Improving the biogas application in the Mekong delta of Vietnam by using agricultural
waste as an additional input material”, International Conference on Green Technology & Sustainable Development (GTSD 2012),
Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam, 29-30 September 2012.

[20] V. Gadhamshetty, Y. Arudchelvam, N. Nirmalakhandan, and D.C. Johnson, “Modeling dark fermentation for
biohydrogen production: ADM1-based model vs. Gompertz model”, International Journal of Hydrogen Energy, vol. 35, pp. 479—
490, 2010.

[21] B. Deepanraj, V. Sivasubramanian, and S. Jayaraj, “Kinetic study on the effect of temperature on biogas production
using a lab scale batch reactor”, Ecotoxicol Environ Saf., vol. 121, pp. 100 — 104, 2015.

[22] L. Li, X. Kong, F. Yang, D. Li, Z. Yuan, and Y. Sun, “Biogas production potential and kinetics of microwave and
conventional thermal pretreatment of grass™, Appl. Biochem. Biotechnol., vol. 166, pp. 1183-1191, 2012.

[23] A. Nopharatana, P.C. Pullammanappallil, and W.P. Clarke, “Kinetic and dynamic modelling of batch anaerobic
digestion of municipal solid waste in a stirred reactor”, Waste Manage., vol. 27, pp. 595-603, 2007.

[24] I.D. Shin, S.S. Han, K.C. Eom, S. Sung, S.W. Park, and H. Kim, “Predicting methane production potential of anaerobic
co-digestion of swine manure and food waste”, Environ. Eng. Res., vol. 13, pp. 93-37, 2008.

[25] D. Wu, Z. Yang, and G. Tian, “Inhibitory effects of Cu (II) on fermentative methane production using bamboo
wastewater as substrate”, J. Hazard. Mater., vol. 195, pp. 170-174, 2011.

[26] L. Syaichurrozi, Rusdi, S. Dwicahyanto, and Y.S. Toron, “Biogas production from co-digestion vinasse waste and tofu-
processing wastewater and kinetics”, International Journal of Renewable Energy Research, vol. 6, Ne3, pp. 1057-1070, 2016.

[27] R. Cano Herranz, Pretreatment technologies to enhance solid wastes anaerobic digestion [Ph.D. dissertation],
University of Valladolid, Valladolid, Spain, 197 p., 2014.

[28] B. Zhu, P. Gikas, R. Zhang, J. Lord, B. Jenkins, and X. Li, “Characteristics and biogas production potential of
municipal solid wastes pretreated with a rotary drum reactor”, Bioresour. Technol., vol. 100, pp. 1122-1129, 2009.

[29] M.O.L. Yusuf, A. Debora, and D.E. Ogheneruona, “Ambient temperature kinetic assessment of biogas production from
co-digestion of horse and cow dung”, Res. Agr. Eng., vol. 57, pp. 97-104, 2011.

[30] T.A. Pozdniakova, J.C. Costa, R.J. Santos, M.M. Alves, and R.A. Boaventura, “Anaerobic biodegradability of
Category 2 animal by-products: methane potential and inoculum source”, Bioresour. Technol., vol. 124, pp. 276 — 282, 2012.

[31] Zh.K. Bakhov, K.U. Korazbekova, and A. Lemmer, “Simulation of methane production from agricultural waste using
kinetic parameters of Gompertz”, News of the National academy of sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Series of biological
and medical, vol. 5, pp. 92-98 (in Russian), 2013.

[32] M.D. Ghatak, and P. Mahanta, “Comparison of kinetic models for biogas production rate from saw dust”, International
Journal of Research in Engineering and Technology, vol. 3, pp. 248-254,2014.

[33] Campos E., Flotats X., Casafié A., Palatsi J., and Bonmati A., “Anaerobic codigestion of pig slurry with olive bleaching
earth”, 6th Workshop and Latin American Seminar «Anaerobic Digestion». Recife, Brazil, 5-9 November 2000.

[34] K.U. Korazbekova, Zh.K. Bakhov, and A. Lemmer, “Investigation of kinetic parameters for methane production in
organic waste treatment”, News of the National academy of sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Series of biological and
medical, vol. 6, pp. 18-24 (in Russian), 2013.

—215=——



H3zeecmus Hayuonanvhoti akademuu nayx Pecny6auxu Kazaxcman

10. B. Kapaesa', . A. Bapiamoga’, 0. B. JIutrir,
I. A. Koeanée®, T. E. Caxmerosa®, M. K. Caraes®

"Peceii FBUIBIM AKAICMUSCHIHBIH Kazan reineivu opraneirsl, Kazan, Peceld,
°C.H. BuHOrpaacKui aThIHAAFBI MHKPOOUOIOTHA HHCTUTYTHI, Mockey, Pecel,
*BUM arpOMHKCHEPIAHBIH Deaepanabik 3epTTey OpTansiFsl, Mockey, Pecelt,
M. Bye30B atsimarsl ORTYCTiK KaszakcTan MemiekeTTik yruBepcuTerti, LbmvkenT, Kazakcran

JKAPTBLIAM Y3AIKCI3 METAHTEHK YIIITH OPTAHUKAJIBIK
3ATTAP BOUBIHINA XYKTEY/JABIH JKCIIPECC-BATAJIAY

Anzotamust. OChl JKYMBICTA JKAPTBUIAH Y3/IIKCI3 aHA3pOOTHI peakTOpAaH OHOTa3iblH INBIFYBIH Talgayra
MAaTEeMAaTHKAIBIK MOJET YCHIHBIIFAH.

JKaprbLnait y34IKCi3 METAHTEHK JKAaFJaHbIHIA TYPIL CyOCTpaTTapAbl aHA3POOTHI AINBITY IbIH MOHUTOPUHII MEH
THIMAITIriH Oaranay VINIH Ta3ablH IIBFYBl OKOHE IICPHOATHL OPEKET C€TETiH peakTopAa OWorasabl OHAIPY
SKBLTIAMABIFBL OO TaObUTaAbl. MaKCHMAIIsl MEHINIKTI OHOTas3abl ajxy YIUIH MOHO-CYOCTpaTTap MEH OJApAbIH
KOCIAJIaphl YIIIH XKapThUIal Y3AIKCI3 peakTopAa 9p TYPIi OPraHUKAIBIK SKYKTEY *KbLUIIAMIBIFBI TATTAHIbL.

Tyiiin ce3xep: 6moMacca SHEPIHACHL; XKAPTHUIAH Y3AIKCI3 PEAKTOPBL XKYKTCY AbIH OPTaHUKAIBIK SKbLTIAMIBIFBL,
MaTEMATHKAIBIK MOJETb, MOAU(HKAIMsIaHFaH ['oMIepTIl MOJETI.
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IKCHPECC OHEHKA HAT'PY3KH I10 OPTAHMYECKOMY BEIIECTBY
JJIA METAHTEHKA MOJTYHEIIPEPBIBHOI'O JEUCTBHA

AnHotanus. B pabote npeacrapieHa MaTeMaTHYECKas MOJAEIb, MO3BOJLIIOINAS aHATH3HPOBATh BHIXOA OHOrasa
B MCTAHTCHKC IMOJIY HCIIPEPBIBHOTO ,E[el\/'ICTBI/I}I. OCHOBHBIMH KPUTCPUAMHA, KOTOPBIC UCTIOJIB3YHOTCA A1 MOHUTOPUHTA
U OLCHKH 3(Q(EKTHBHOCTH aHAPOOHOT0 COPAKMBAHUS PA3IHYHBIX CYOCTPATOB B METAHTCHKE HOJYHENPEPHIBHOTO
JCUCTBUA, SB/SFOTCS KyMYJATHBHBIA BbIXOJ OHOraza M CKOPOCTb BBIXOJa OMOraza B PEaKTOpEe MEPHOIHMYECCKOTO
Jcicreud. IIpoBencH aHAMU3 Pa3IMYHBIX BAPHAHTOB HArpy3KH IO OPraHMYECKOMY BemecTBy (organic loading rate,
OLR) a1t MOHO-CyOCTpaTOB H CMECEH, HAIPABJICHHBIH HA MOJIYUYCHHE MAKCHMAIBHOTO VACTBHOTO BBIX0JAa OHOTa3a B
MCTAHTCHKEC MOy HCTPEPBIBHOTO L[GI\/'[CTBI/[}I.

Kirouerble ¢10Ba: 3HEPrHA OHOMACCHI, IOJYHENPEPHIBHOTO PEAKTOPA, OPTAaHHYCCKHE CKOPOCTH 3aTpPy3KH,
MATEMATHYCCKAs MOJCTb, MOTH(DHIIMPOBAHHAS MOIeTb ['oMIeprra.
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