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Table 1 Composition of typical organic wastes from agriculture, livestock and municipal management

APLEIER  SEREREU% R R 0% Siki% SE% A HLIE B R SCHik

Fh&FF 93.42+1.30 78.95+0.90 — — AR CEAERETES 3]
FHEIE 22.50+0.92 15.85+2.01 3469 433 . B BEESESHE (4]
HE TSR 22.17+1.50 17.87+1.28 21.60 155 EREelill [5]
Wi 24.40 16.80 1518 22 TOKER [6]

I R AN R W A IR AN ]

T EAREFFAE R KT 7x10° to FEFFA PR ILFAER | R geZ £, RIRGHREY
JoT 28 DR AR T A B AR i nT P A 2R M RORHSY, A B e R AR W AR RS AT IR SRR AL B T AR AE R T AR
e Z KW FOK MR FEBEAR . G JT R B S AROR P 4 B P 41 ) A TR AR 22 B 9 S O Ak A T
20 B EIE AL AR ol R W 3 U ORTE B AR G A5 vk R A v R FE 2 W I ) A T
L

B SAEREESERYE ., AU, MIAZMESBNE IME, EEk, FHEME
TR R NE SR 1 L bR S A 3R 1 B R S B gE F . 2009 4, b E & SR AE L 3
R SR (B E) O 3.264%10' t, JHVHSIE 14 1.2%107 m*, HOR W)l AR Ik A Oy
fife B B2 B A . BRALAR . R VEAR IR MR B R i A IR, R A R SRS AR
Tl A AT I R W, R DA ) B SR T R L

NGB AR IR A R, I EEE A KA B (11.8%~74%) . 85 1T (13.8%~18.1%)
FLHAgE (3.78%~33.72%)", A HLGEIR 5 8 & I C i) BARUEORE 2 A R Tl i) 25, 3R
] 4 Joif 7 3 Ak BHE K ) 2 O Ak B R O DR R OR b B 7 80% . TE TR AL BB B, SR Ak
B TP A5 B T ik e S B AR R ) 1 R A B, e Ak O Bl 9 PO A A R A ) T B R
e HOK R R S R A 0 b R IR SR R B b B, ORI S W I o R AR, R EEALCN TR
HCHE AR, HACH =Y S0 B R 00 i TE 5 B2 g5 (o N IR P, A8 16 B 3 i IR 4R Kk T8
A 3 A S R 3RO AN R B R R A R W ARCRAIR ™Y 3 o O Ak T A B U P B A A )
VIR I8 4 B0 45 Ty 0] ol 3 I 4 v A 3 i 3 R BEIR 0 5 7R

39T 3 1 0 R R IR T T KA BE R G A A LI . FR R AR S Ul i 2 10x10° 29, LR
AhEE T SO SEIE | SRS AR ARk . BRAKAE S W E A BROR TG R EEA IS, & A
Yy, wAEN KB LR AR, R A MU s A B T IR SR . CA BRSPS
P TG PR A A A, BDFERR AR S E TR, T5 U K R N R R MR B e, RE A S
PR VRIS AL

AL R B T 20 L R Sl & B0 S k86 T2 mT 8 R i TG R HOR RN R B L
WOR, BERPE T R EERCR o Bl T WL AR N R P B I R 1Y) B AR AR BIR AR R PY, (B
FA VLA SR T E 4%, AR T A B AR GHE %8 R AF 5 B
2 BUREBENRKEEERRSHT

TR Ak 2 I 2 th 22 90 AS () A A S 7 20 B ) A A i B o DR ECTH A 3R G v A A6 R ) I R Ak AR i
o, X RGEMERE AT UR M A A F B R A A I, DI TR R R O SR R R, I AT
AR Z R L e, AR . NER . TR . OB, FLMR . &M A SEYOLE 1), A
[ 4 83 3 A% vl TR ) R ) 27 A B 491 BB 1 356 T DS RN | IR ISE A5 1 RN B A W VK A . AR AR R W Y 4y
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FREETR Bk NADH,
%g*gﬁf . EREA ib@ PIRERIREA i S v
2NADH, : v
2NAD" NADH; ﬁz %m
NAD*
4
A 3-%%”5% . BREABE A gl
LN LHEEA > NAD*
NADH,
NAD' Dl l PR /
-,
= "  TIEHERR
R e Z8 &
NADH, TR (\:S)q
NAD* d 7 R\

NADH, TEE4HEEA
NAD, ADP
ATP

L T

H: NAD" MBI IS — A% H° iR (NAD, nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide) k51| JE 24 ; NADH, A FIE X #H & & FIE A
ADP i — W5 R J 1 (adenosine diphosphate) ; ATP A i H = #§fX (adenosine triphosphate, ADP+Pi(# iz 5 4 )— ATP); FP HE K HE

1 (flavoproteins); FPH, N H A AT Fd, F &AL EK A8 - (oxidized ferredoxin); Fd,, K i JF AR EK 44 B A (reduced
ferredoxin).

1 BR b % BERO RO 1218 B8

Fig. 1 Metabolic pathway of acidogenic fermentation

i, RS — T A . DR 2) NI ; 3) TR, 4) FLIRM; 5)IRAmRA,
2.1 ZEERRBER

DA WL IR AR K T v ) 90 0B 2 2 P2 W) 20 40 (R AR BHR AR B Ol B 6 W o 2 & e SR o o
o SRR, IR RN . LIRS CBER L B B R Y, n i BT A R AR AT
P 2 vh e A i ok, Rl ) RS VEAs R AR, NIRRT T R SE (WL (D~4)). L BE R4
Wi s A A ALY B R B R R W 2 — (LK (5). CEEALE B O TR 5 LB A iR T
Ty BE il AN B35 A UIAH C P R R R0 8 I R e Ak ok £ BT B 3 AR, Horh A R AT A R
CE R o BRI, A A BRDR TN B R Ak S BEANRT 2 SR EE A TR . BN AR R L
CFEFLIR RN ¢ P,

C¢H,,06 +2H,0 — 2CH;COOH +2CO, +4H, 1)
CH,;CH,COOH +2H,0 — CH;COOH + CO, + 3H, 2)
CH,;CH,COOH +2H,0 — CH;COOH + CO, +3H, 3)

CH,;CH,0H +2H,0 — CH;COOH +2H, “)
C¢H,,06 + H,O — CH;CH,0H + CH;COOH + 2H, + 2CO, )

TE OB R e W R b, DA DT AR R MR M T K S R TR T A SR 4 B AR N R R T
o X —fRBHRAR PR IR T 13- L B 2 IR PO 3 (6)~(8))o PR - T - £ i Y 5 1 H A M
BEE QBRI A A RCBNR S, (HIL)s 0 SO AR & Ae . BRI A BRI L8 SRR A 213
S, AR L SRR A, T AR N BRRT T 5 R EOMR R R £ £ R - A e AL
N R B — AP e A g S D 5 YR T AR TR i DR S £ - A B AL 3SR T R A
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CGHI206 + Hzo d 2CH3COCH3 + 2C02 + 4H2 + 3C02 (6)
CoH 30, + 2H,0 — 2CH;CH,0H + 2CO, %
C6H1206 + 2H20 — CH}CHchchon + HQO + 2C02 (8)

22 AERBERHEE
IR 2 AT WL 7= R T 3o A v 8 o — s DL R = o AVRTTRR Ry 32 287 O 0 7= TR A i A2
KNFRAL K BE . AEEIS Bk, 1 mol-L™" A 25 4% vT LA i 2 mol- L™ INTR (L=0(9)). 2F% I, IREAL
A= YR AL e e AR TR R B R IR 2577 A R (WX (10)). BRI E, TR nlad o 2 APt ids i = . 4R
1R DLFLER Ry rp (8] 7=, RPN B R 7 7L I MO ST 1 A AR VR R = AR LR, SRS 78 TN TR ot S g 1 1
TR ; 55 2 Fh i BRI R AT B8 R OBLIEE AT P 45 7™ T 200 1 3 o 2 2 Tl 0 A 7406 2 ] 3 g
A
C¢H,,04 +2H, — 2CH;CH,COOH + 2H, )
3CH,,04 — 4CH;CH,COOH + 2CH;COOH +2CO, + 2H,0 (10)
23 TEREREHER
TRV R D) EZARW W2 TR IR, AR AR A ™ A T 1R AR
R UL (1) A (12)P8, TR B A R T A PR RS IR R i e A (WL 1), RIS TE AR R,
HAEBRA - 1) PR R 0 Ao PN R D ST A Ak SRR A 2) TESUSLFE AL, 3R AL Tk AL -4 il
A JEUEE T BRI A DA AL AT, SR EE A KR B R AL 33
T IR A R GRS A R R, RSN T BERIEE A 3) TEBERR T MR AN TR A kA
TELREEG A S M O TRERGH A SR MM AT, TR A 5N TR . & TIR™AER
Y, ZHAE 2 25 NADH,™.,
C¢H,,04 —» CH;CH,CH,COOH +2H, + 2CO, (1)
4C4H;,04 — 2CH;COOH + 3CH;CH,CH,COOH + 8H, + 8CO, (12)
24 FEBREREHER
LR Y K 1 2 38 2 3L TR A 2 0 ol A A ML o e A R FLRR i AR AR . AR YR S I,
LR B % T 43 A ) B LR % T . SRR LR K T RN RUE LR K . W PRI EE N 244
B 5 VA IRFR PR M s A, A A PR AL N AR 5 758 2 A 2B IR, DO T R B 3 i S A

IR I — 4% 2 (nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide, NADH) it J5UNFL IR . R BYFLER A& B 7] FF 1 mol-L™!
G BE AL 2 mol- L7 FUER (WL (13)); S AVFLER & W id #2 0 R SR bR T LR AM, id &4 —F Ak

B . BT TR AF R = o 2 WE A 05— D MO B B R i AR, S A TR 3R IR . L k-
T 1R P — S ke T TR R -3l T 3 o W I A AL A FLIRR L T C IR TR I = S M R R R AR etk &
RN B (WK (5))e SR AN & ™ 3 L ) BR e T A 0 ) R Ak el 72 77 2E ) NADH M H: fig 5 75 5K 119
PR SHEFLIR A BE VTR 1 mol- L™ 1 25 05 73 i % Ak 0 1 mol- L™ ZLIR . Akt Fl & B (W=
(14)); BUBLZLIR A I I A% 2 WUIBE T 17 43 ff 4 28 0 ™= 2R FLIRR 1 00 — Fha& 42, 2 mol-L™" 4 45 4 43 fff i
3mol-L7" Z R AN 2 mol-L™" FLER (ML= (15)10,
C,H,,05 — 2CH,CH (OH) COOH (13)
CsH,,04 —» CH;CH (OH) COOH + CO, + CH;CH,0OH (14)

2C¢H ;06 — 2CH;CH (OH) COOH + 3CH;COOH (15)
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25 REARBEABHER
R AR AR AE A DL 7™ 1R K Wik A8 v R Tk, ™ BR A ) mT LA LA e il o K 4
FREA ., IBIAMRAMLEY, @3 MRS E, EBEYULR . L8, N, TRA
R SR AR N E (WL (16))
AR > W+ NI+ TR + X% + CO, + H, (16)

3 REMRULZEE=YEIERNA
3.1 REAEBEHRBRTIE~mEMB

AT IR AR M VR R AR T, DR BE IR AR TSI HE S A AL R A BE Dy, i IR
AR PSR AL = T2 0 LR R A BB = U DRIk, A W 5 e TR R A & e A 3 3 38 Ky
AR A = VEAs IBRAE T o Hoh, VEAs b2 7 & HE & 0 $2 HOREE B9 00 UG B8 &8 DA SR AR R )
KWEr= Wk B R 0058 VA AR B A5 VR i o VEAs SF & 7= S i A 7= T8 B Tl . il i 1%
BN 2 iR o

AT It AT
VFAs Tolk & LA AT S
[ Anaji
b AR
SR

ERt
nr
KB

AL

R - -_f-. R 5 RIS
2 VFAs FEFRESRIW. Bl NA
Fig.2 Schematic diagram of VFAs platform production and industrial and commercial application
YR BT RANFE R R, forE . W RHE T BB RS B AR
T ZARAT PR AR R IR 7 it W RRAL W4 BT R e R AR 2 7 W i Wy B AL 2 P . AR, O
ANJE AT IR AL AR G R G Ok . e, B TR i TR EEORIR T LB AL . X SEIR TR
7 AT D AERRL A SR RO A A B B OB, BEATE— 2B N T AN [ R I W A
7R B A Y WL 2,
R2 ABEYMESFARENA

Table 2 Scale and application of fermentation products

Y RE R AT FELH
C,H,0, 2 Fel Ak Yekl, BRL. WZE. BEER. RERA LS
C,H,0 7T FEr Ak il RS
C,H0, W BOTEE ERRIGR] . A HLET . BERSR BRERIAE
C,H,0, FLR Al EYIEIRE A . CTRVRIN] . 2B MRS
C,H;0, TR BB AR AL TR 25 TAR
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9 E W) ARAFNE W IR ZE 71y, n] i A A R 100
Be R T 28 TR R 2 1 1K 38 TN 7 W AL 03 B R S 1
HT T35 A W A e 5 25 4 B 3 A 2 Ak
PRAEK TR R AEA [ HRAE 2510 T ) 52 A [ B9
REERA HEG, TR AR REA LB
W OTRRA . SRR fEST (f R K N
W2 pH 5 R [ 2 A0 ] ELAT 1) B B 2R ), ;D\
AN ) e I S Y e 7 W) AU UL BT 3 1 45 A ) v
R WAL LLARAG AN [R) R AE 7 0 10 SR s 2 10 1 T ST V. G —
T2 Oyt — B8R H AR S R Fié. 3 gorr:ation simula_tion of different fermentation types
i, sty ZHom pH. W A HL AT ALK ) and products with different pH values(4~11)

{52 B4 i [8] (hydraulic retention time, HRT) 4§48 7E
AW

32 ZEzHIE RN A

321 T B AR BEHAFAE RS )

HAE 1978 4, CYSEWSKI 50 i i Xof A= 1) S0l 7™ £ W T 25 19 7™ RE BUW AN SCAAZ S, A8 LAKE
N FL T 2 R e CRER U B RO AT Rty 1997 4F, REN & o g i 2 FE R R B R i
SETEL T INIRBS A T IR AL, CMERU R R =) EE  CBE . LR, FHPEBE KB A M s
o H T S W o3 SO g AR rh TN I R S A BN, A M R B R AR IR TR
Tl i) £ T R R T 0P 4 o 7 TR 0 0T R TR (A R e AL AEU LA W 0 R TR SR e T, S B R
T8 Wt i A 7 3R 254 1 R W 7 M BE P Y R B ) RN T IR Y R e B PR S Ah, R H R
KA H 5 B CBEORE, PYFISEE RYAE Y QW7 R E S R R 8895, IR EWAE R T
HEh AR YRR C B R A 7 AR TR AR R CBE T, SRR RE DAL 8 o i D AR )
R: 1) CTEY) BT 200 B 0 AR 705 2) K R A 0 £ e R BR A 1
322 LEAEBEAYWEE

i K T 1) b ) — B PR W) 22 AP v A R S R 8, o DR RTS PE T DR AN I 28U TS 8 o
CPER R BEWRE AT 7E 40 d R BEYIE , 2/l il s iE, P50 R 5B A R 402 P se
AR E L I B9 B R A AR R 380 RE 5 S2 IR IR . AT AL G A RSN pH PR3 45 Al 2 50
Wi, 7 E AR BRI 3.

TENCIPERTT T, BR/K AL G W b BE L 55 B0 14 & 1 B O IR tR 25 R IR ) o A A R FOBE 2, JE )
) H T R R R - AT IR UL TS, HRT e 00K T 4 0 ZHERY B L R a5 52 %%, R
55 RE R DR AT, AT AR B SRR R R 396.0 mg-g !, FRALAR 58.29%1) . h TR AN
HEFRY BOME LA YR, ALK BRI, IR T IR S R Wl e i &2k o 5 4 )
R, BRI 23 AR B B0 e AR e 1k, XN B B B G A A BE g R T AR B )
FEAH TR e ey S K o 3 TN [F AR W 1Rl B B [ LB, TR G R ERRoK A& . 4R 1 BRI AR
Ji ey o nl B AR v AR A R R P

TERSA O RUE B RS, il BAY A DL G R R B o 2Rk IS5 2 B, 7K COD
BKE| 8 g LTI, LWE R R, WNER RV B, RAFBUSTRM. A R,
M EER R RS pH Oy 4.0 BF, A AL (LD COD i) #£5+ F 14~31 g(L-d)"', L EEM =& T
% T 86.5%. REN %W LB, 16w A WA (UL COD )(80~90 g-(L-d) ") 11 & 43 JE (50 kPa) 4% 1
T, HpHIETE 45, LBEMOMRA FEEBE Y, TN A

80 RN

60

R YL %

pH
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pH S5A NG HA AR, 805 1A HLIAAT 85 & i pH TR, BRYEZ&1F (pH o 4.0~4.5) HH38E
B ORI . TR PR 45 2552 i) NADH/NAD V- M52 m (G 421, i Ynta T4 oh 1 <
i 7 0 2 TR X R R B8 B — Fh AR P L] . HWANG 25197 75 e it 52 56 o 18 1 P8 4% pH V5.0 [ = 4.5,
i PP HARTE T 29 67%, #2747 A E ZFARBRSURMW - 8. WU SEW R 1 28 (FLRR ) B &
WETE pH oy 4.0~4.5 S, HFE YN FLIR A S0, 4350 i BRAL = #)  75.3% 1 10%

T3, ANTRDE 2 0 4 J8 o % 40 A i A A SR 0 AN R BERAS A 52 o AR AT IO kL R AR
T 22 BEA) 30008 0 200 0 2E K AR T B9 Ky - Fe* >Mg?>Ni*'s 1 & B AR ) NPTV RT3 T Mg, HoXF
7 CTERE I BIAE DU 2 . Fe?™>Mg? >Ni*", £ 55 451 LU T )51 Fe Hl Fe® 1Y £ B8 O o 75 5 A2
HEER, R BRI B AR A RBOR TSI T R AL R I 1] £ B Y R T A

Wi e SRR R, R RVE AR/ A W) g IR AERR 1R (C. thermocellum) Fl
— B0 TR 2R AT T £ 18 (Neurospora crassa), S48k T & ( Fusarium oxysporum) FUE %8 (Paecilomyces)
BRI R QB AH P REAR B R BRI, — My 3-12 d70 FEIR B AR T, IR B i 22 8%
B (C. shehatae) FNIRI 2B (S. cerevisiae) # W M e ff i 12 7= L BE  FZE R AP U, A=,
IhIGEERE | R BRTA A BERK B . IR 28 AT B RN R il DK ST TR s A ) W i I AT £ B A iy T
T,

HET, LOBE B FUE# BT ok SR AT B A P2 L 2B G, BXF AR YE . BRI 4E 5
JORH AT S BE R T AL TR B B B, R AR P A R AR S B . DA E S BER R . ARRLR
T JE AN T T AR AR 7 o B, hik OB RIEEOR , AL T i sR A28 | IRk . pH.
Tk 2 R R i A SR, R T A S T AR TR, R AR W B I R T R Y TR
A T 5 1 T 7 0 3 S R I T RS e R R R e, ORI P AR A B S A R R B A Sy P I B
JI I 1 7 it AT 07 FH I 52

*3 CEEBELEFEMRK
Table 3. Current situation of ethanol fermentation yield

AT LR

7] A e pH K 45 R R /b & L-a™ &L Scik
N T HCHBE S K CSTR 6.2~6.9 8 18~24 1.3~1.4 [63]
W R IK CSTR 4.3~4.5 3.6~4.6 46~107 1.6 [45]
HEE R K CSTR 4.8~5.2 8 6 0.6 [73]
FE R CSTR 4.0~4.5 240 20 9.8 [44]
gk CSTR 4.0 120 7 16.5 [74]
BBk CSTR 4.0 72 18 6.7 [75]
HEERK UASB T 8 12 0.8 [76]
GBI CSTR 4.0 72 14 3.5 [65]
Gk CSTR 5.0 96 5 33 [46]
ki CSTR & x x 27.6 [77]

#: CSTR(continuous stirred-tank reactor) R L2 i it FEAE U N #% 5 UASB(upflow anaerobic sludge blanket)H]!
ARSI IR S . A BRI CODIT
33 TERE~YH&ENA
331 T ERA KB AY AR B
1984 4F, COHEN 4" g Y Y 17 T MR Y % W OF R L S W AR o T TR B8 4 T 1) 7 Wy %Ny
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TRMOm, S et 70% L, K TSR 50%. KET, TS KA
HA SR, HIFEH . MRAL R £ R YR FE 038 in 25 1Bl NADH, /9 K&t ), i T IRk & 34 i
$E 15 AT VE FE I U NADH, &l ) [a) @™, M43 AR T 0.1 hPa B, T RRAGKEME H &k, HFE
Hree/NFINER M LRI N, TR ICINIR S 5 et oh WP, TR AR Ak ek 2 P 75 4
38 LA R —420~-350 mVE, HG, FIHAYLEE NI 4T T IR & B, $2m AR w AR A
HRAALE AR KPR SRR N 2.37 mP-d W UEAESK, TRRIE MRS . FaRE L fketldh A
541D T JERE e 2 R R T LW 5 7, AR AR A AR 4 0 W 2 B e, TR S AT T AE Y
BRI WA TR, J AE Wy W A SR 0 B B A R ™, ELA N Tl R 24 R ol A 4 s
SR AL
332 TEHMALBAHwEE

JEPERE T T B AR R AR A /N o BB DL S R RLA Y R S (S L A9 3% RERT . R/
TR BSR4 b ) AR R G, R A T R AR B AR XS L= SURE T o Y R AE PR ((35+
1) C). ¥11G pH N 6.0~7.0 5544 T HEATHE, 5 ARV IE 7590 1 SRR A& B S AR s 2 35 DL T R
RUGMEN T, 1 pH. AHLGME . REE . R L . ROV RS BRI B A AR R TR R R R Y
AR T

pH X TR AL L WS K o 24 pH Ry 4.0~7.0 5, BEH pH BN TR /= i it e, ME R
TR MM, TR ™ EERAC, X082l TRy T i fd s i &5 a8 A h
HE MR, | A ST AL, A A L R A TR B A, RO T pH B R R U W 4
FEL BRSO RN s R G R, DT i 2 U I AR KB, Y pH Ol 4.4~5.5 AR T T
MR R e EAT B9, pH i 5.0 B TR o5 bb A It 80%P% FE pH N 7.0~11.0 i, TR~ iR m
P AR IR T T BRI = R AT AR IR A 4

FAN, WX TR A= A B8R m s M35, 45, 70 °C, TRTE 55 C BT F H H A4
PRI L1 ST FE R SE B PRI G T S AR S L B L R R X A 3 S R 7 7 R L
IR, AE S AR T 69, AZRl 3.0 YRR (37 °C) IR & Berd # b, 7 d BT 3145 i 19 R Ak
PRI E (18.4 gL, HIEWLULZ e FLT I i AR LR 3 93% MR AE 1) T PR 7Y & I . R i #2578
WA T R A L B =S M Re . TERE 0 T IR AL K T A R T, DR SR04 ik 2 2 7 48 B9 IS W R Ak K
PR R NG I B R A R N 44% ., 9 L-d F0.15 L(g -d) ', 2 R A IR A 2P P 2 s
ARG 1.62, 2.05 AT 115 500

SURTE B 7 T0 R 4 1) 1 R 2R AT RE S AR Sl AR R AR R i L TR, IR B2 VFAS 1 7
A, R TE , M LR . NER N S PR L B, PRRRIROK P 1 T A AR 6T
VFAs 1) Al AF 2= A8 B e B0 R T 28 S0 0 19 5 w2 R R TR) 284 5 2 TR s Sl U il 2
R, DAL R VFAs, o HJE TR0 [ iR P, KIM 229 (o se 45 6, 4L T R o 8wtk
FEPIB RN o TR TS TR AR AR, TR R T B BN, i 5 A v AR A o e o I TR
F=FLER B Y 16 A K .

HAKZ, W4 )E dngk . 85 TR B E AR, TR T RMmE<n -
it . TAHERDANAK %5V FEVE My & Bt B2 P R N 37.5 mg L Bk AR T £, B TR A= 5
SILEAS P T 1045 2 £ . BR T RRRIER . 9K AR UL o gl ik B mT £ 5 T R £6 77 %00, ZHAO 4§07
TEMRIE N 1.0% PR FRIE SN 0.05 g L7 QR ATLIARAS 2.76 g L7 TR, s FHALHER T 54.2%,

Har, mTRENREAMEZELAHE 10NE, Hha 7 N EC & HF Tk, Tk AE
T RN B2 ) JE AR T @ B R (Clostridium), EEALFE T MRBRE (C. butyricum), + T R E (C.
tyobutyricum ) T WG KW (C. thermobutyricum)™ . BRI A5 Wbt R WY, DIE of b S A AHIR &
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Bk BE T ) T R AU A, DU TR R 2 LUAUAT 8 (Bacteroidetes) MELIRFT 1 J& (Lactobacillus)
Fo ARIPBIRZFMAFTE, E T R A AT B 2 T R AR BE AR IR R . X 4wl 3 i A%
P 4 B U8 JiE B, UK (denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE) F Bt/ #r T MR & BE AL A Fb, 2%
RELZNTRBRARZFIATIE . 200 B P s (9 T IR T2 B bk DU AT B R 2 3 M 42 - T R ™ 2%, i g
FH T A2 B AT 3 A 4 A I ] SR TR FE A 37.8 g LN G TIR & I8 G A 9 A e RN LR |
ALK EE T2 . TSP MU A RN s A 7™ B AR 55 7 1T RS — e F i
3.4 BRI KN A
3.4.1 FUBR A R BE 69 45 AR RS A

1878 4, LISTER J MR A2 FLrh 7 B LR I, JF w4 W FLERAF I o S Ase & iU L, il
o REEAE IR EA TS IR . RREREAR . REmiHAE . MBI QBN . FLIR Al
FERC R PR REPE L S ) ZLRR 1Y 2 Fh A R 2 — sl AN TR G s R R T R R 7 3L A
T 4 e L R 20 B 2 O 4 O 1] N AF 98 B AR R, AR R T 2 1 AN IR 28 A, B IE BH 25 5% e A=
YIRE T 45 A FLIR (0 A sl B2 U, R S B FLRR A 7 I 2 RO T 2l R AP LR B 92 S AR . B,
faf 2 19 Purac 23 A A1 32 [E B9 ADM 23 RS2 5 K 00 4l o FLIR A& e ol A A 7= Al ', 2L & —Fh s 2
0 Tk R, E 7 At . BE 2R S AT, PR — A R B AR T A Tl
AAEYIRE R G A N . WRREEGY . KA. KFE LMD IR S5 WY
R & SRat /P N N EOE 7/ B i P N AN G 1 N B -0 B N WY 4 et R o L7 S 1=F L
342 SLBA LB aRE

BT, FLERA T T2 H AR BAE T Ik Y 9 A B3R AR RCR A TR 3 . TER . AR EF
Y 2% S ME R figk 2B ) ot — e B 2 ok W B 2 TR O e o Ak RO SR T R G 1 A Ak S A . R,
TE AL FHOR J5T 27 4 22 0 @ 77 W0 00 7 AR G B 5 T . KRR TR YT e s R B i, RS
O 20 A IR AR, EE AR 22 S A R A S R v R R I R B AT B R B
WK EY & w, EAENILRRA R HhE A Y Sl A e By R s, AL R A
PF AL O TR . ARAHUEYH T 2L A 7= i a5 R L3 4.

Wi % pH MIREAG, FRYESCME T HIIA 2L R A I 1% R 290 ] Ao ik 755 il e . AR AR LIRSS 9% 1.2
o, GBI E R L. AR E RS | BRI AR VR AE AR U R A AR R A
BELRR A, AT RTRM I, DR A RERCR . MR W KT, A RZ MR
XY pH B 5 51 LR A& EARS™ . ZHANG 58U DLy e 30 skt , 38 b %t A [A) pH 4540 T IR
R LR AE B, R IR Sk pH 254~ (Jo¥#E il pH. pH 5.0 F1 pH 8.0) FLW2 46 fF ¥ & T
PE pH 254 o I —Fifife e i v 0 o 1 Oy 2O 07 8 4 P 2 1 KR pHL 25 RS DI RE T A .. TANAKA
UL 100 g L7 R8N FOEL, pH RFFFE 5.0, FIFHZIHET delbrueckii IFO 3202 4 7 D-FLFR, HFL
R = W NDEAL A 2E 8 705 28 gL'\ 0.78 g-g ' Hl 95%

FETR Y e A KR EE y 20~45 °C, X BRYE S5 F (pH<S) A RS T 524, AT #A4: 7= L-# a8 # D-
BRI, WH AN B R e F e, T HAKEER ., P, U8 T e HEY £
BEEH T O AR BT ) T ) Y LR e I T FE B K AL B W LR 1Y TR AR ) 3 A A i R LA TR
(Lactobacillus acidophilus). V& W€ ¥y FLFF & (Lactobacillus amylophilus) . &N \V.FLFF & (Lactobacillus
bulgaricus). %+ FLFF B (Lactobacillus helveticus) F1MER FLAT R (Lactobacillus salivarius). 5 RVZLIE &
P AR ik A2 T FE B K AL B W 0 B AR W0 b AL 35 8 FL AT B (Lactobacillus brevis). % T8 FL T
(Lactobacillus fermenti) 1% I FL AT B (Lactobacillus brevis)'™, i F EL £ 58 5 pH AR B 19t 32 14 19
Ty RE T JE AT LA US4 YR B B A B R A, AT gt e AR T e T ) L R T O L R e T Y
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Table 4 Current situation of lactic acid production from different organic substrates

\ - L/ , WEE PR ‘
S Jrik e S oy ik
. # PR o @l (g’ @

WM AMNAHMERE DR DS o0 42 P mlag:bs‘g’”m 02600 0840 440 [113]

T IR RE L3R AU 100 45 Bacillus sp. WL-S20  225.00  0.993 1.04 [114]

A AR ERE  L-FLR [aha=t 6.0 50 Bacilus coagulans C106 215.70- 0.950 400  [115]
WA EA AL RRE LM BEE 60 50 Bac"llﬁfgfu lans 1299 7 071 137 [116]
By b e = F N = Fa NV - Bacillus c
W H I FARERRE LR TR 5262 50 “‘lllzng‘julans 111.00 0437 159  [117]

Tk FARe R L2 [irab T 6.0 37  Lactobacillus pentosu’ 9230 0.660 1.92 [118]

R B HakmE  FLRAES - 60 35 Streptococcus sp. 3500  0.330 3.38 [119]
J A Bk Ellawaia L [Eana st 60 35 Streptococcus sp. 66.50  0.810 2.16  [120]
ARG Habkm LAk - 55 37 paciRIF 7300 0970 290  [121]
rhamnosus ATCC7469
IIHER Ejisaw a3 L-7Lig [EanTET 6.0 52 Bacillus coagulans 4530  0.770 4.40 [122]
Nk Mtk AL 63 30 Lactobacillus pentosus o 00030 030 [122]
DSM20314
Geobacillus
SR Elleawa i L-7LER [-anaEs 7.0 | 60 stearothermophilus  36.62  0.660 1.80  [123]
DSM494
Lactobacillus
N Ejieawal D-FLiR [Eab2ET 6.5 37  delbrueckiidelbrueckii  16.15  0.500 090  [124]
NBRC 3202
FEIE . CALABIA 25" N pH 9.0 (A PE A Hh 43 B HH — ARV $h B8l BRI MR (Halolactibacillus halophilus)

% L-FLER 80 65.8 g' Lo A% L 0T LI A Ay 3L R G Y R FL IR A= 7= 8 B A SE S 7 .

HHT, A Tl by BT 5t i AT A LR 0 DA RO OR MR RS, T 400 A 285 B R R TR 45 10 F i L
i T AR TR G 7 0 A AU A T 2% 1 A2 2 S o) RUR e S B P M AR 1 T o AR 4 KBIFSE N 45 T
e 2h LR A TR % S AR AR AR ORI = 1) R G BILIE P v A 0 0 2 b iR A & i R I LR 2 7= AR
A 2) ik R B rp pHy DAFR I ZLER 7™ S A B 5 3) W i DR A B IO A, DA i FLIR
MLl 4) R e LR TR B AR, AR R B T S i
35 REBRMER~YHEREA
3.5.1 H % AR BE 6 4 AR RS R

Bl R MR AR RN IR R, —BAERAGRAER T, TR LR
70%., RN R4S 15 25% F 15%, [0 7= A S — A bk . TEIR AR A BERA T, BRI
()RR 5 o AH EL A R 2T, R A TR R I 28 TR W S AR R I AR B A R R Ak R . A Y e
() Z AR, BRALAH — R 4% IR A R R L T8

1984 4, COHEN %M ik i i TIR AN R AR | A BE, iR H RN FEA TR . LRI K
AR H I AR . IR — AR E H N Z A Talk ok, 2R A 4.5x10° t, 4F
TR KRN 2,79, HAT, WRRWA LA ST F 2R TR E T, IRE ST Bt
T o HUARAFE Y ARME N B R, 5250 K TR AR A il N R i A . IR BB
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K E] 0.3 mmol- L B 24 il 7= F e Sl A= Wi 1, B BUS TR RS AT R I 0 A W e TN R AR A
7, LT ARARER, PRI, MUK N IR N BAR =PI, 3R AL & e = 4 v] AR Sk i
PR AR 1 K s SR IR (AN R ) [l IR o] £ v & 87.3% T, IR AE S & SRR L IR I
fi% (Polyhydroxyalkanoates, PHAs) [ J5UR} AT 42 &5 A= 9y SRk 5 i B0 PE U TR 75 1™ Al il )
NAHF &S KL BRI ATk,

352 RABALBEAYwEE

IR TE A — M oK i . BRAE A= e 3 AP B, BRIk, 4R VFAs = s ik 12 £ 2A .
D #EEKEER, PP ARZH SR T2 kR, 2) iR, 5 VFAs # 1k
Ry 3) EBRIHIN T WA R . pH. JRJE . HRT k8 VFAs L2 RUCR 1 N & .

R E ARG S A, Al 2475 E i (soluble chemical oxygen demand, sCOD) 1 ¥% $2 7K
fiff A 7= R A B B B A, S5 RE N VFAs B 7= Ak B AT 0 SRS W) K A 38 0 P R K T 7= VFAs.
AT, BiAbE ik R EA ek RAAR) . PBERTE GRSk FRE s R vk () 45 . KM 2030
WFFE T FITAD | il 79 A BRI AR I Ak BT b S R e IR S5 R, 3 R ELAL
PR REIRHF sCOD A= J . #2155 VFAs 78, T #AEE LG AL B VFAS 77 f i K.

WENOT, HER P BB EFRITR ARSI R R . TRE Y & BT #b
TR EFRILE, HARALES TREANMA, KIM E2 iR 20, 554 530G K5
FISE LA HE , B — R DR AR B W] SIS 40 2 1 VEAs 724, A HIL I R W it 32 B S 1 e W 1 2R Ak
PR RN, DRI, 422 R0 P 2 i K A R Ak A AR A gl ) o B il 2L pH B AR 24 50 s ) 4
J7 A 7 F e TR G LAS > VEAs FTH AR, J2 R VEAs =i i —Fh B2 7. R, SR
PE T AR 25 52 W A ML PR 7= BR AR o TR A W ] SR AR I by 3 B K SR R AL, AR 3 B AR AR Ak
SRS RER Ay S A, A MR AN S VEAs AR Tk B B IE A SR PR, G e 4 JaE b 7 R o AR
o DL RE PR O BRI, B RE U X IR . AR R B, MR TR I 0.1 g BEEE
KrEE, PPAERY VEAs WK B B, SR & A AT IR 3 85% LU I .

pH 38 3 52 i K fiff R Al R DAAR 1 VFAs 1 7= 1, — M0, 77 R B pH Y I R
2, W IRBE AR A AS ORI R e B ) PR B AT SR BE S 7 VFAs. pH e, KRR
Y, VEAs = B 5 8 e iR A R T e I o 2R K 0A A UV 38 o B R PR A A DA A 2 K
pH } 6.75~7.15, #£20dJ5, RGN TIRAG B A BRI, BRI LB 9.9% . LR 23.9%.
IR 51.8% FI T R 14.4%,, 5K 508 % 0, pH 7.0 J& % 5 b % B i B 19 7K i R Ak 45 1, /K iR %3k
$) 86%, VFAsWE N 36 gL, EPMHAMT, &AM E A, W&k BEER T
MRk, HEZEW L H, Fef 415 K MR b fe b, Wik 400 B 15 VR A0 IA i Ak 22 5 | R HR An
VFAs W JE 38 a4 Tt .

TR R AR A KBS PR UR AT ML K g A R U PR R AN T B A A KR A
35~55 C, MWEEACT 20 C wF, W= RRACR I BFREPY, YUAN SEUONIE 58 7 3R B X 36 P V5 U8
VFAs BI5600 . Bl IR 3, ok & M A RN, KRR T . SR
& V5 (4~20.°C) FIME I (20~50 °C) yu Bl N T+ @ B, VFAs PER i & Tk . X AL SV iF 98 1 7E 25,
37,940 Fl1 50 °C 51T, & Jof b K Al FI iR Ak 25 5 . 53R B, 7E 50 °C B /K ff 3 5 = (82%),
M AE37 °C W} VFAs PR e, 4 29.55 - L' SHI SR F 53 1 I B X 22 % 16 A W) 38 B T 7K fige g A
SENR 2 B T ) S B R 2 A 2 A SR Il ) S P, DA R AR A P T T R R
PEYI

DR AE 2 e 2o R A G R A 18, i HRT X & B B p s m g k. #Eig I, K 0 HRT A+ 7=
Mg Wit R VEAs BY7=A: . SR, 24 HRT ¥ e — & B, BT3B MRE, VFAs F= 4
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FRAa et AN TR P £ v Mg 1D 2 7 s 1Y) e P 5% x5 ESEBHRTSENRMEE

PEtmZ 5 ias . Table 5 Optimal conditions for promoting VFAs production

353 ABRBLEBEOH R E JiEY) ZH bl e ik
AW IR A R T, TR 2 E 2 AR i (50~60 C)

W a =4, npH. & . HRT. OLR %% [A 5 TR H1i(30~40 C) (143]

R LR G A . MIN AP A % 22 510 (IR (5+30 C)

Yo rh B, pH 6.5 i A] ZRAS I N IR & =4 80%. - ” RALIF(7.0~11.0) e

AETE BEIAE 45 °C R T R E R ALY 7L #(6.6~7.5)

HNIR™ . FLH R A BERE, BEAE HRT i 20 h THAEZ% HRT 37 T4 d [147]

Wz 95h, W™ EINEZIEM, BT RIIE HE T B HRT 35°CHf 8.d [148]

HRAZ BI04 DAHIYA 26052 % 31, OLR(LA REERIR HRT 2d [149]

COD i) M 15 g-(L-d)" B, PR AU & I ™= W) i AR SOME 0.02 MPa [150]

FoN 14 gL, N EMS =ML T

AR Z5 . HBOZIME IR R NI R 1E RS RS IR 3G o, HF T 52 e 7™ FY B8 1 7%

M, SEGER L BT RM E AN RIS N R IR R 0.8~ o L 5 e B
MHME, HhTRMBIES . BOS8EARE, NIRRT 20 iR A 225, B S5 %
B, T R R T e Sy 2% 1T [ A 1) TN R die K il 7 far (LA COD 1) o 7.5 kg (m’-d) ™', AR o
VIR E] 0.02 g L7 BF S AEMRIE o EIRWSMET L NER L A1 Ol L3 6. Sk [78, 155]
FW], pH K 5.0~5.5. A ALIEJ5 B A7 —300~—100 mV S5 5 2 40 B (9 D0 38 20 K 40k, TR R (036 AL 1
W ULE% 6, 1E 37 °C F5 Ifé 45 B4 W} ] (sludge retention time, SRT) & 8 d 945144, SRT Fl ik B iy T+
1, BB R R TS VK RN R e O ORI AE W A ML R, AREK PR R TN G
AR, v BT R Y 39%~42%. R INTRFLER . BRE IR AR, SRR
TGS B 3 004 Ak 5 6 o TR IR 6 Mt A0 A U190 AL 25 00U T T3 295 T S 0 2% R s in B e &K
TR T8 A i S 6 P 4 5 3] 23.4 go(Lod) !, A s O RER R T 10 % o e R4 i i S 400 pH A HL
0 faf A5 AR e TR, BRI B SRR R N IR 1 A AL R
=6 RESHEBRELIR

Table 6 Conversion of propionic acid under mixed condition

S 7% k7] pH  IREE/C AR EMRE/ (g L) Hhem A=/ (gL  NEREm Sk
K=Y i HBErTE R 6.5~8.0 37 1.48 52.16 w154
Frttat A TE RIS AR RHER A — 37 21.60 11.36 H [1s8)
Jftt=X Tt s 5 bl SRR & 8.0~83 42 14.00 2.54 s [162]
FritX 24 3 B A B S K 7.0 40 15.80 J J [163]

LATRNTR A H AR =it 12008 s anfe] 57 ™ & A FH 2 B 2 Kk . R A = b #
TR A Y i e g vk AR R 2R R 2, BN R = A BT . A 2 AR AR mT 48
WY = e e . — BRIEIUR BTN R, DARRMRN MR Mk B, (8 HOAR = A W i 32 e 1o 1oo0,
TR AP IR RE 1 v A A AR AR R A R Y, DASR S TN R S e A BN B, A IR AR
P #EAT N IR AL P R BF ST 8/ o Gl R AR M R Tk ,  © BB ER A3 DY R AR B TR R I TR T FE TR
Mo FLEKTE (Lactococcus) AKE H S A6 Ry LR ACH = U Ry, — SERR T 3 n] 52 BLFL R ) Y 1R
YA IRBIR ZE A TR (Clostridium novyi) W R0 A] R 4 29 % 28 WS8R iU iR, 7
BRI (Propionibacterium) 2 % FG FH M IR 8 i PR 2 fx B = TN IR 0 g Ve, Hip, N TR AL
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) TRE A R B W 4 A TR PR (Selenomonas ruminantium)!'™ | 3% FRNTRFT I (Propionibacterium
freudenreichii)'™! TR R KT & (Propionibacterium acidipropionici)'®® 55
4 RE

A LI IR TR B A T A 7 AR L T 8 3 B UG, A B SR AR L A, (E T AR e Ree T
USAFAE LLR iR A e a8, 1) KR a2 2, B WaiEit, SBuEmiMEER g 2) M
A AR 5 5E G ALEE B AT AS B 3)VFAs PRI 43 B PR Al R 2 BRI 5 4) 4 4l
T AR Bt wT A HLIE A B 5w OHE o ] 2 e ) IR 4R L N U )k e
PR HLER 58 | Al 7 i B2 0B R B2 T+ 0 DR A R T A8 I & S e A B2 th &, 43 Sl 4t 4 il
RUR W= A2 7= . SR . I TR S SRR, SCBIR IR A IR AR R B AR PR T W R M
AT, $RBRARAG P2 B . SRS 0 HAR A1, R Ja 227 W) 7 i e Ak JR oot /b T2 it
FR 52 % B T 4R = 7 W0 T BOR A mT AT, AT S BRAT AL 11 0 D5 e &8ss AEL A

2 % X M
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Abstract The conversion and recycling of organic waste play a positive role in addressing environment
pollution, global energy and resource shortage. Using anaerobic fermentation technology to treat organic solid
waste efficiently can promote the synthesis and preparation of different acidification products and the processing
and application of typical products. Based on literature review and site survey, different metabolic pathways of
anaerobic acidification fermentation were reviewed, and the economic. efficiency and engineering application
status of different acidification products were evaluated. The preparation and application condition of products
of different fermentation types, e.g. ethanol, lactic acid, propionic acid and butyric acid, were introduced. The
adoption of oriented micro and macro strategies can promote the metabolic synthesis of target fermentation
products and efficient transformation of fatty acid products in acidification fermentation of organic solid waste,
which can lay a theoretical foundation and provide engineering guidance for the preparation, production and
processing application of fermented fatty acid products.
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