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The Effect of Hydrolysis in Treating Sanitary Wastewater and the
research on the Methods of Improving the Efficiency of Hydrolysis
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Abstract: This paper studies the primary parameters of the process of hydrolysis in treating sanitary wastewater
and the practical methods to reduce the SS in the effluent from the hydrolysis process.With a pilot scale test,by
analyzing removal efficiency of organic pollutant in the influent and effluent at different hydraulic loading,the
main affecting factors are discussed.By adding the inclined tubes or light filter medias in the upper part of the
hydrolysis reactor,it can not only reduce the sludge floating away from the hydrolysis reactor but also improve the
effluent,especially the removal efficiency of SS.
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R A IR, AMERSE . M2 720mm, Bl 5.24m, HREUKIE 4.94m, AN
29 2.01m K it S B KA K BRI AR N 480mm, JE EIEHTAT 8 ML 10mm
(R FL. BEAR KR MR IR HEE . B3R HKIE UK, E BRI (35
KAUESL) By 1 kA K o

Kt 1 SEAEAS IR AR IR RS L R I8AT, AR5 2 MR IARHE AN a1
OURIBAT . W RVE R B0 500mm, IS FIAE ¢ 50, AR TR B 500mm, g A B
KON, Ktk § 3-4, A 300kg/m’.
1.2 KKK

TRIG FHZKI A 2 BT ME R 24 A bl o (9 A 3575 K . b, FHZK S 2K fidit . ik
KB 1.

F 1 RWKER

Table 1 The water quality for testing

] KRR NG R !
1 COD (mg/L) 80.9—720. 0 423.3
2 BOD; (mg/L) 63.1—199.0 131.0
3 BOD;/COD 0.23—0. 57 0.35
4 TP (mg/L) 2.8—13.4 8.1
5 NH,-N (mg/L) 38.9—61.6 50.3
6 TN (mg/L) 26.1—86. 1 58.7
7 PH 7.7—8.17 8.0

1. 3 $EH

KA BRIV B A SR B UASB N R BTG JE -

2 RBER5H
2.1 KRR L B0 IR B

IR E W 597 2003 4 7 H 31 HIEAJFLh, %8 H 27 545, Il 27 K.,
KRB UE TR 0.2m3h, W57 & DL JEE 45 500mm FRIEURE IR V5V, T R | B
K2 W58, 5 RJGHEMAZE 0.4 m¥h, BJERR MK AN 2B, RILEERR
AR, P A SR, FOAM) BSTe 3 M. B IETS VR IIT R, iR S K gtk
VN 0.25 m¥h, BAHEKMRERILH NG JE 1.0m°, V5UeIkE K 109/, SV 4 70%. % 8
H 27 H, KR COD MR FEE L 30%, BUKMMEHTGTe s, S Bk
W Eikssr, UK IS S .
2. 2 TiEK Rt BRI

KA LA ETHR SRR I OB AT, AN ITATIEDRL, A7 80K A 2.94m. 767K )45 B i (]
YR 2,3, 4, 5 /NN RIBAT, AN KIK 3 5440 B4 2.47 m¥im?h, 1.65 m*/m?.h, 1.24 m¥m*h,
0.99 m*m?.h, WHEE 20-36°C .
2. 2.1 7K J1 1S BB [B) Xof 7K st AL BB 55T SR B2 )

RIELE RN 2, & 3 Fir,
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Table 2 HRT versus COD removal efficiency in hydrolysis tank

TR b A B coD
FE]/ h Bk HEK I H 7K e H K IE ST RE
(mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) %)
2 376. 0-482. 1 429.1 171.9-248.0 210.0 51.0
3 406. 0-416. 0 411.0 172.0-198.0 185.0 55.0
4 164.0-312.0 238.0 61.3-140.0 100. 7 57.7
5 347. 8-405. 1 376.5 128.4-164.0 156. 2 58.5
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K 1 K Al Ak ik K CODMR S8 Be 2B 48 5 7K 7452 B Ik i) 1) 6
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Fig.1 HRT versus COD removal efficiency. COD in and out in hydrolysis tank
HI 2 A &5 R AT LU H, 24 S N Y AR /K g 457 B I T A 25 h 2 TRDIN, A5 B B ) Ak 2
BORISEMIF AN K . B 5 B I TSR, COD (R 5B GRS . (S RINTMA 20 |
T3] 5h, COD 2R E M 51%88 K3 58. 5%; Fedl 14018, Wil — AL FER COD A EFRE N
30%, TMIAL 2 COD 1) LR M AT LAE 3] 50% LA Lo Hytb ] W, XMk g L 2 56 42 il LA A)
YOI T A v K AT Ak PE
3R 3 KRR LK N FEERTE S SS KRREHKXFH

Table3 HRT versus SS removal efficiency in hydrolysis tank

KRR 15 P sS
I A/ h BE/K U H HEKIE K VG HIKIEME P12 A ()
(mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
2 163. 0-253.0 208.0 50. 0-150. 0 82.3 60. 4
3 156. 0-224. 0 190. 0 61.8-111.0 68. 8 63. 8
4 190. 2-310. 2 250. 2 59.4-89. 4 82.8 66. 9
5 190. 0-379. 0 280. 5 69. 0-99. 0 88.0 68. 6

® 3 MBI KRR, TR, TEILA 2.
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Fig.2 HRT versus SS removal efficiency. SS in and out in hydrolysis tank

M2 BT5D, KRR SS 1125 k4 it 52 B I T (RO T B o, (ELBE 0 A R R AN AR
WIAE, A5 B AN 2h B0 5h i, SS AJEERAAUM 60.4%14 N5 T 68.6%. X LKA
Wb ZER SS IR HEAT G, KRR 22k SS B FEVIAM M BAER, A IS0 N FIE R -
AR IS — MR S B, FEAS B B oK s B I TR R AR e B, KA 7T
JeAE S8 A B AR B i, I LA T SS IIREAR, X S 45 B N TRl 50, 4 TR RRAR Y SS, e
LR A5 B N TR, TR0 T S B AR IR SS, T IR IR TR LR . —FRERR), 0 TR R KR
ST ], (R, XSS M ZBRE R T . XTI ARG K, MRS 1
SiRRAE, (FEINRIAE 2h-Bh Byn], (R ERILHII R, 15 M REEAE 3—4h.
2.2.2 ARG AEBR AT

XKML RRAEAS AR N AL BEBCRAE AL, il 3, 18] 4 o

& 4 KEBRILHETRE COD B G TR K S B E T COD Z£BAE

Table4 The COD removal efficiency in different HRT and different volumetric COD load in hydrolysis tank

HRT=5h HRT=4h HRT=3h HRT=2h
COD AARAAAr | Z2BRA | COD ARMMr | 2BRA | COD HAASgmr | Z2fRF | COD ARUAMT | 2B
(kg/m’. d) %) (kg/m’. d) %) (kg/m’. d) %) (kg/m’. d) (%)
0. 229 21 0.979 39.4 0. 967 36. 1 2.62 59.5
0.611 34 1. 397 57.6 1. 264 48.1 2.879 65. 1
1. 07 55 1. 481 60. 2 1. 567 55.1 3.012 67.2
1. 529 65. 1 1. 665 63.5 1.732 57.8 3. 245 67.9

118 4 AT LA Y, AEAR AR ZK g 45 B IR TR) R, COD ) 2 A< B COD A AR 7 Ay AR 184 I ir 486 4 »
W2, BRI NE T, KK COD LERAFEHE/K COD WA IE N n, X
R WK g T RE AR BEAR Tt 5 DE (K b oy AT AT AR KRBT RE T DA R0 T4 5 K2
TR IEAT 2 T A R A 3R R WA I L, S JaAE K, S mK A
IFIRIRAGOLT, K P RR BER AT B R wr ln, FRIEBOKIE 55 & . KIS
757K COD £ 1000mg/L /e A7, Abitiiiivs /KR BB Wb o R, SR i) —A4>
TEAE AP AL RERSIE N A Ja I AR e o AETS KR EEAT ORI ARG DL R KA B Y /K AT LA
RETHRAZ



A&) Skt BB oh [ 4B 7k AR | I |z | RIRE | R

www.Chinacitywater.org Ikigse | BEREW | SEEE | AT | PG

x
o

-
(=]
T

X

jon)
o O
T T

CODZ= B (%)

—
o O
T

—4— HRT=5h —l—HRT=4h —&—HRT=3h —%—HRT=2h

(e}

CODZR i (ke/m. d)
0 05 1 L5 2 25 3 35

3 IKAHRMGHANFICODAR T FANRIAK 5 R TE] 00D 2]

Fig.3 The COD removal efficiency in different HRT and different volumetric COD load in hydrolysis tank

M 33T LLE 2], AEMFERATHLGG T, B A 45 B I R B, MR COD 2
LA PN, ERCRARIRYI . KA SN IHLEE s T HK )45 B I i) HRT S R
COD 7 ARGty BE Oy AN S AL, LB S, X "l LUNE 4—3 Hh32IIE. 18 3
o, FEARI SR, 4h (Flh e b, HAFRG TR 1. 481kgCOD/m’. d N, ZKAF COD 1112 kR %
20 60%. TEK I RISl 2h ek b, 9B 2. 620 kgCOD/m’. d Iif, JKfi# COD I
LMLy 60%. TMAELLIT, KRB HIHEK COD ¥k L/ AHAF /. WAl id, X T2
P, 43 IR N~=1. 481kgCOD/m’. d il Ny=2. 620 kgCOD/m’. d KL /K il kit 7K 745 B I
[E] 73590 A 2h il 4h, 93 [FEFER EBRAE, RV IAABZE 1 . Bk, X TKm#mR A N U
B 2%, ARTELEMISH

—o—HRT=4h —8—HRT=3h —&—HRT=2h

0 SSER U (kg/m. d)
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Fig.4 The SS removal efficiency in different HRT and different volumetric SS load in hydrolysis tank

HiP 4 FTRAE Y, AEAHIRI K A5 BN IR R, SS AL BRARBE SS AR G AT PRI 1S I 15 o
FEAE BN TR) 0 4h TN, SS (1925 R B SS ARG Ay 1Y K T i 38 (1032 188 K345 B IS 1) Dy 2h I
BT, 24 SS AR RAE Ny=0.5 kgSS/m>.d DL LIS, B 7= RINE  2h (50, H4
SS M) L BRHIAE 65% LA Lo IRMREIAL NS SS A IRAS I L BRACR o
2.2.3 JKfEXHSKRAAME COD RYFZAT

FEARMRAERI R, BR T COD, S8 S5 Yedihnfa BIAT RN 25 BR AN, 57K IR 78 73 asie ROk )ik e
BEEfigp S TV D T, AT B R T K BT AR A, B i e AR B S B AR BRAL BRSO . R 6
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Table4 The SS removal efficiency in different HRT and different volumetric SS load in hydrolysis tank

HRT=4h HRT=3h HRT=2h
Sikj:if S ) Si}j;if S ) Ss(kj;if S )
0.09 21 0. 387 45.9 0.144 25.7
0. 258 33 0. 425 50.1 0.512 43.8
0.4 55 0. 537 65.9 0.576 48
0. 501 67.7 0. 626 70.5 0.651 49. 8

0. 558 69. 5

2 6 v WL, S K Ag AR S, 15 /K T fig ok coD (SCOD) (it COD (1 Lk 43 S/C L4k ik /K 1
39. 75%t = B HZKI¥) 69. 75%. [F]I, SCOD 1) 2 fR 4l B AIK T~ COD 1) B2, 2 Hi7K ¥y SCOD
ZERANK, I HIE 8 A 1 /K s T HEK I Do IX SEHR 2 0, K A v 1k (0 ML 2 B A
AR, 0BG 7K P (R B IR WA T SRR T o 15 7K v 350 0 s s el AR AR 0 A LK fE i T i
VI 23 B B0 AT LA, DRI ZK R AT AR A MR RS v, (R IN stz 7 5 8 4 T 25 0 s 2 )
= 6 kR kK B3t bb R

Table 6 The water in and out the hydrolysis tank

IKAETR HEK Hi7K PR
tef=8 | #ksK coD HEsK K Hi7K cOD K HK COD J:f% | ScoD 2=
i)/ (mg/L) SCOD SCOD/COD (mg/L) SCOD SCOD/COD (%) R (%)
h (mg/L) (mg/L)
2 429.1 145. 7 0.34 210.0 160. 4 0.76 51.0 23.6
3 411.0 178.2 0.43 185.0 122. 1 0. 66 55.0 34.0
4 238.0 102.9 0.43 100. 7 73.1 0.72 57.7 27.4
5 376.5 147.5 0.39 146. 2 94.9 0. 65 61.2 35. 1
0.8
0.7 f .\./.\.
g 0.6
Q0.5
a
§ 0.4 /_\
?\3 0.3 |
H0.2 —— HE7KSCOD/COD
0.1} —&— 1{7KSCOD/COD
0 \ 7K JEER I E] (h)
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

5 KA HH/KSCOD,/COD 57K Ji{= Ba s RIS 22 &

Fig.5 HRT versus in and out SCOD/COD in hydrolysis tank
Hil&1 6 A4, X ARG K, 2K B I D 2—5h i, Hi7K SCOD/COD HIME 557K K
D45 R IR T TG 5K o
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2.3 PIEKBEFNEZIEK R RS

KA I s 2 4 500mm [ S R, 165 HAT § 50. fR/K s B Tal 450k 2, 3,
4, 5 /NNTFIBAT, MK 48594 2. 47 m¥m?h, 1.65 m¥m2h, 1.24 m¥m?h, 0.99
m/m?.h, JEAE 20-36°C o 1% T LML 73 K DX BE B RVE 4 B %, DAL sl Bk W VS e i i
PR HI K SS.

IEAT BRI RS BRI N A 500mm (KR RIE R, Ay IR L0
Fifs ¢ 3-4, 2¥H 300kg/m'e EKIMEREIESHA 2, 3, 4, 5 /NN FIBAT. XK RN
&, e g B URATTYE IR (UASB) IR AEIEIE (AF) PN 2005 sl B XK 2. &L
S T B SR AE S IE UASB SN A ISR b, DAV SR SRR R ¥ 98 2 AR UASB S IV 2
W ZAH S B . JEJEHEAR R 3—5m m BIRIEAR BRI, JEJE I 7 i fE A 0.5m, 11
ST 0.20m°, JEJE b H IR AT B A0 HE K 1R, AR B I e ne R Ve, KR
WA BN IE SR K o 1O AR B TG IR IR X, BTG e = X, B8 )= XA KX Y
ANy o FLISATHLELZ R Y5 /K & 1k KA Y S A K IR EANTG TR IR X, & RAET5 TR E G,
KBTI TR e 4, SR 5 807 IR X NIEJE X, FEI8 R V5 e ik B 20 25, TE /K A2
FEPERR AR B8 Sk H K

Bl 6 i = PR BY R 7K s K X g4 A B K

SRR K R SR A LR LI 7 AN 8. i T nAME FIERHE H 2 B K SS,
R, B FR A S F CoD HEAT T LE A .
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Fig.6 The clean section structure of three different hydrolysis tank
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Table7 HRT versus COD removal efficiecy

K 34 RN TR)
(h) T K COD Z2BR () | AHEAKfRHL COD EFRR (%) | BiuE/KMFt COD 254 (%)
2 51 54.5 57.5
3 55 64 67.4
4 57.7 68. 6 70. 4
5 59.9 70. 4 72.4
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Fig7 HRT versus COD removal efficiecy in three different hydrolysis tank
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Fig8 HRT versus SS removal efficiecy in three different hydrolysis tank
% 8 KEMZMRIFEKES SS EREMRKF
Table8 HRT versus SS removal efficiecy
K 3 fe5 B I Tl
(h) WE K AR COD BRER (%) | RHEF KM COD LBR (%) | FuE/K gt COD 3B (%)
54.3 70.6 72.5 2
60.9 81.2 82.4 3
66. 5 83.8 84. 4 4
68. 7 84 84.9 5

MELT, K8 ATLAE, SEmKABA L, R KA IR K it 0 COD 1 8S H2
AT P, JUHERT S8 MILBRA, MR LUE 2, RYE KA B g K il it AE K
IR 2h IGO0, 4 S BYLBRF Ik 70%LL b 7RI, I —BOKMIR L EL T
FUelg, HUKMBRIEH — 200, RITEPTR JLRGF T )2 MRS Kt
BUREFIR Y, IR AR AR A T R W BeAT I L BRI IS o (B et 5 oy DL 4 2
Rl 2K A B i, MR AN ER AT A I 40, I 4 Jm BR -5 B2 T ) 22 B /)
23 A (K g s BN SR . LUK R E] 0 2h D91, JERHF R BR L 0%, sERH
(K1 BT L 6. 14m/h, AEHUKIAIESL 7 Sy 1 28, i HIEBR A IS I BARK, #fFiztr
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(1) XRS5 K, — oK 7K 458 B IR L 3-4h D4 BL o 0 S50k A 7 2 /K g Fr /K
FIE RN R) DA 2-3h KB . 247K F3 45 B NI A 2-5h 22 [A) AR AR INE, %2R [ K figits COD 1 SS
FBRAZ K I BN o — MK BN R AN 2 b ETF3 5 h, COD ) 2B FUZ M
51%44 K F] 58. 5%,  SS L FRZFAUM 60. 4% %] T 68. 6%.

(2> FEARIRI 7K 45 B I TR] R, COD )25 [k < B COD 2 AR A7 A PRI S8 In iy 184 m - B 7K COD
WREE I 0, X R WK B AR s e ah o e (6 T, AR ORAIE T K IR ZK 5T
EM R AT T, BEAE /K BB R, AHR Y COD LBRERAA TGN, (HERA
SRR o KRR N LB P s 1 oK 45 B I E) HRT S22 B 2L 00D 28R f g B 4 FE B 241,
TNV S

(3) Zid /KA s, 57K PR i@t coD (SCOoD) (& st COD [ EL 1 S/C T itk /K (1) 39. 75%
T2 tHK I 69. 75%, F W5 7K Hh 8 3 B AT WL FIAE A 1R AT B LI K A el ¥ 1 110 o o
R LA, V5K IGAT AR A AR BB iy, DT AT 48 e J S 4 AR AR B R

(4) 5K AHEL, K Ad b3S BeRHE X cOD AT SS I BRI Wi, U
FLIERE SS [ 2: ke, THEEE 20% LA b, AR T K i K T SS

SE 3k
[1] FYLZE. RV K RE— KR T2, dbag: E B R i, 1996.
[2]1 EPLE. VFENY, Booht. K — A A T E N SEp). PREE TRE,1991,9 (4): 3-7.



