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Mg 7 T8 325 AR IR S TH AL I AR b Hi A R R B ROk

e g, FAER Y, & R, gRE Fau
Lo E AL B2 B gl B8 5 AT 542 & JRIFST A, JLET 1000815 2. Fudb A kRM B K, JliBH 712100

W B NTIHRARGT AN SRR PRI IRAT] R SR oAk 005 o 43 00t ik e — FP v g 0 sk iz W
M SRR A LR, ASHIFGT SR P LA, DURGEITEARI ] . 38 &R PR E A 3 K, Lt
AR R RO AT AL = S e R R A, BRR R R R R PU A R R R A BB T 538 45
e, ARAEO R EAHITE, MR R 3%, PIRTESECR 40 mgkg 'TS, WRATHALEIEY 30 d, O AR
I MERERR B BT BURANN 0.428 mgkg 'TS; MIEFEE RN 7%, BRI MENE M LG BT 80N 40 mg kg 'TS, IR
S AL ] 20 d, T A B e DA B B T M BRI 0.1063 mgrkg TS, ZEATEIREE, B RS RN
5.58%, fitk e — R E TR T i 43 B0k 80 mg kg 'TS, IREHALE RIS 27.8 d, WU (%) F= A i d5e =5 o4 389.3 mL-kg ' TS,
MBS R 5.89%, Bl i IR G BT 480K 80 me-ke TS, RIS, 30 d, FMEY=S & &R N 389.6
mL-kg 'TS, %50 ARG IR A i R R BRIP4 EAR W . =R T 2kt s%

XKHEEIR EEIME; brdz; REINML; S, wplmEk

HEEEFEN, YUk EERIT YR R T B EEERN, 2020 4F, FREEHPUERMH
HIRE] 3.28%10% t, HA#MIE LIGRGIHTARZ th TR TShe i, (AL 4 287.87 (271, HARSCHT
FERW, AT Z A s YmE T E R 22 . 24 90% Ml A 2 IASR B AL - A5 s 2%
R AR 2GR 2 EHE RSN SN E R R, NG a7, Rk, B
PR 2 H AR GIE PR, RSP RIR RN E B A AL AR I BRI, 525k
R AP A TSGR, SRS ARG R

IR ARSEAE B B RRIR . IMERIZTRLes, B0 HEIN A W& S22 —. TR
i, REHEA T AL R —E TG BN AR A KUY, TURCIOS 25 fF58 AR, ZRE NI fise —
FEIE (sulfadimidine, SD) AYFR/MEUN 2.32 mg-kg 'TS [4Z 0.97 mg-kg 'TS., HJE, & EZE LB
R T HASRPTERE, WaTRESmfls A K REHA ey, Wb RS A=A ZHANG %113
WFEEIN, 20 mg-kg "T'S W4T 43 E0 R e — PP mg g ml (o 2F 8 PR AR Al ast R v FR G i = A /) 16.0%
ZHI 209 B R, 45 e — HAEENE S 500 mg L' I, BEWLT 90% WL, HET, E
AN B B 2R S A R rh 2L BRI A R A 9T 28 e s — R i A R R BRSO AR &
SR, SR R A TR UE BRI BT 0. 2 5 % (total solids content, TS) . PREIH AT
A1 PR A A RN T, [R5 8 3 MR Asgm, RN RMHENER, fERIEE SR
AIHAER RIS, AR e R, SO T IREATE e TR e MR D AR R A AR
VGG B ST

Zi b, AW DRAEIEAL T DL — B R I L bR & 2 rh sk R i e SR R, IR AT |
WS TR AR T B R Z AR AT REXT DR AR A R A R ZSBRAieR = A, (EEBA iy PR
R ARERS AR b S A2 R 2 22 M AR BV E A S22 m N 2 . R, AR o2 30ty

s BHEE: 2023-09-18; FFAHHEA: 2023-10-19

EEWH: BRXARESHFFEILSEITH (31902206) ;5 H E L 7=l F AR R % BT H (CARS-35-10B) 3 H [ 4 b Bl 24 e [ br
Ak Bl 23l ¢ Bh 3 H

HE—EE. BIES (1998—) , %, W LH5AE, 13031901582@163.com; RUBIE(EE: Fraat (1986—), B, HWit, RIATFR

b1, yinfubin@caas.cn
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% (central composite design, CCD) #E4 ML [ ML [FIABANGHE, DUEIEONTFENS, Dbt Z 0t e o
B, DEATHACRRIFEE S R e R 2, A H R EATH AL B A b i 2 i Db 2 e
T FAmERE | R M (sulfamethoxazole, SMX) EBRFCRAGHI G, bzt S8, AR ENL
SRR TA: TR R BRI S
1 #RERE
1.1 RXIEER

T i BT B S T SRS SR e, B RSB PR KA 2= A R Y
TS, BT 4 CUKFaH A E M 2R SRS 84 34.81%+0.30% ; A PEFAR SR 27.52%+
0.69%; pH K 7.08; RBRSEHN 41.22%+0.20% TS; MAN 4.10%+0.03% TS; HIE S EHN 25.70+£0.73%
TS; WoKALEYI R 9.16%+0.47% TS, HeFPimlel A L5 = KIHE o & S 285 AR s . 155
T HIBTA: R — PP EE (ZHEE 99.2%) . Al HIVERE (ZERE 99.8%) WSk T Rl R 24 AR
1.2 RERE

IR S FEAFE ROV (0.5 L) HfR) « SRR RARER (1 L ) KU e g mr A A 22
B 20 ANSONIRFEIINHCE T &R (37+1) C BIEIRARERIN, INAAIRHER IR NI Z )G, i
nggmE . JHBHR RN, R R R SGE S ) P AR e KR T . R R EHn
ARFIFTRIEZE . AR, REIRFES EEE A RISUE RV i 20 rt il Ao simniE
R IINE RS R A
1.3 RIEHE

AR LA GG CCD ik, #ANK = 1 MTE ZERHR B T E R EMRD
Bsith 3 R 5 KL, 3 RN, 3% Table 1 Levels of independent variables for optimization of
B PrAERYIRBUR R PR, 73 antibiotic removal effect
BIEH X, Xy Xpo MRV IS 5 RAEIH AL A4t - AKP-ANZ S
R R ER i, R MR RT PR S0 1 2
SRR R R AMALS, HOA 30000, AT T s

J MR 20~100 mg-kg ' TS, 5 Tk
SERIgRt AN 1 Mgk 2 pron, ARSEEG I Design
Expert10 {4 (Stat-Ease Inc., USA) 4 70 [AIA5E
RIS RBE T, ‘ %2 HRIHE

MR YRG0 T TR AL RIS IS A [ 5 [ 5 2
AR RS R, SRS A ARG RS

X, PR WA (mg kg 'TS) 20 40 60 80 100
X, IREH AR [a)/d 15 20 25 30 35

Table 2 Experimental design

OGRS, WEE 004 P % 6 % R X 6 X
MR AAOSL I I, IfEF—e 7 0 0o o T
SR (37:£1)°C BRI A BRI L fit o0 2 o | T2 0o 2 o
1.4 SHEE 3 0 0 2 TI3 0 0 0

BRELEHURIRE, R4 10 mL IFRT T4 0 0 2 | T4 0 0 0
e FrREMFESZ 5 10 000 rmin! B.02 TS 0 0 0 T15 1 | 4

10 min, JFVEWNE, HTWEiAE R RS T6 1 -1 1 TI6 -1 -1 1
B YA R BCR RS R e o okt 7 1 2 1 T, -1 -1 -
(1 TS5 VS S M3 [ APHA(1998) Frifl" % H 8 2
HERENE; pH (ERMEHEXIRETT (FE20, 1
FRHTR 2, Hib) M SR ECR TR 7
i (2400 Series, FAGYRI/RER, L) ME;
FEFRH ASILICE RO E (K360, A, Hiit) 5 MoK EYR A Megazyme i &E

T18 -1 1 -1

T9 0 T19 -1 1 1

(=
==

T10 2 T20 0 0 0
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2.1 FRIFHTHInEZRBRES MR EHLSEREERST

ANIFIABRZE A R R BR AR A B AR 3 s, il — P e A R rh 4 AR 2R AR
B B R AGTER D 0.131~3.197 mg kg ' TS, HUAEZR IR i ORI AR AL TR 2R R BRAICR L
AR, FE T2, T8, T16. T17. TI18 Hl T19 AbFRA MRS & EIAA 1% X 3%, HAXIRHTAE R
BB B BRI . oA ] AR AUBIFTE G RAR L, ST R IR ST A R R A 22 BRI B MRk
TS WK (4% . 8% . 12%. 16% Kl 20%) SEFEMRAGES . Rk — P e A B DR 4™ R A2 i
FBl°h 253.45~395.33 mL-kg 'TS. F=<iEmft 2 MEBRAAT TS 48 5%, Vil SuEd R TS HIAF
TR, AFEERAERY (EARRL, R SEIRDHIN 3.0% . 7.5% . 12.0% F115.0% i, HIEER
PESAYAIHR 317, 326, 222 A 140 mL-g ' VS, &R 7.5% I, PR bR

Xof Tk frle PR T 35, 75 8 2200 40 IR AT Al Ak 3L/ ik e PP A 32 B8 o 5 4 50 28 463 i 0.096~
0.126 mg-kg 'TS, PRAETHAIAT] LISE A LEREIIE FHIEM:, 353 TS | A= =00 ia oot o RO DA ALt )
XIFUAE R ZBRRCRIEAEAT 0. MOHRING 252" Fl WANG 452 & SR AL AT LISE 4 58k SMX. fH
&, RGP R SRR, ISR 68.93~410 mL-kg 'TS. T10 A1 T11 AbFHZH, P2 RFEAK,
GE0R 75.36 A1 68.93 mL-kg 'TS; b T11 AHELT To, HAIREUNEIEZEL, M 30 d Ai%F) 20 d, A
SEPER AR 345, X ATREIE D A E B 2 Pk B AR S, IR ST AT R 1 sk

3 SRR S BURRT SRR AP EA R RE S BB
Table 3 Sulfadimidine and sulfamethoxazole residual concentration and gas production after anaerobic digestion with
values of factors for each treatment of experiments

- Y Bk AR B R R Y, L A TS) VETEE 54 %’ A Y, L kg TS)

Ly (mg-kg'TS) (mg-kg 'TS)
X% X,/(mgkg'TS) Xyd  SEbni T ShE S WE SEPRAE T SChRE BUME
T1 5 60 25 1278 1264 338.56 374.05 0.112 0.115 269.89 337.87
T2 5 20 25 0.525 0.423 297.16 312.20 0.123 0.125 209.46 206.00
T 5 60 35 1.264 1412 356.20 365.43 0.110 0.115 355.25 394.38
T4 5 60 15 1.132 1.073 289.71 325.83 0.114 0.113 261.55 262.75
T5 5 60 25 1224 1264 357.10 374.05 0.110 0.115 287.16 337.87
T6 7 40 30 1.225 1.193 342.04 345.08 0.115 0.107 29237 24924
7 7 80 30 3.197 2.893 371.66 399.32 0.118 0.116 410.23 379.55
TS 1 60 25 0.131 0.031 253.45 294.89 0.120 0.119 300.10 305.74
T 5 60 25 1.143 1.264 369.29 374.05 0.121 0.115 371.19 337.87
TI0 9 60 25 2.289 2477 325.12 329.04 0.096 0.101 75.36 110.06
TIl1 7 40 20 1117 1.063 316.25 315.03 0.105 0.106 68.93 80.83
TI2 75 100 25 1.950 2.141 395.33 434.87 0.125 0.127 316.83 360.62
T3 .5 60 25 1.245 1.264 376.75 374.05 0.110 0.115 365.85 337.87
T4 5 60 25 1272 1.264 333.26 374.05 0.122 0.115 333.10 337.87
TI5 7 80 20 2415 2.340 374.86 379.89 0.124 0.119 300.14 252.35
Ti6 /3 40 30 0.442 0.428 327.82 321.28 0.126 0.127 331.23 338.69
T17 3 40 20 0.426 0.641 330.29 301.12 0.125 0.122 343.90 334.26
TI8 3 80 20 0.715 0.659 374.09 369.54 0.112 0.116 355.78 358.58
TI9 3 80 30 0.903 0.868 379.37 379.09 0.123 0.117 374.03 321.80

T20 5 60 25 1.331 1.264 382.44 374.05 0.112 0.115 269.89 337.87




LR BUGRE AT 0 7 1T I AR ST A R vh AR R R ROk 229

WK TR FERE AN AL AR TP A 2] T USSR, FE 3 B i e FH el o vk 431k
5. 10, 50 #1100 mg-L™" B, HBS = mAEE IR 2 AR 25 4. 6. 6 F18d.
22 MEZRERERESBMRSECESEMREE D

XSS A T B AT, PRSI (X)) « PUAERWIR TR AL () SPREIHIERH] (X;) Z
R H RN o Zead ZUR A A3ATT, e — I BERER BA I i 0 88 (Y,) = (Y,) 5 G 8 — B2 3
A, AR (1) F=X (2) Pis.

Y,(mg-kg ' TS) =2.937 - 0.375X, — 0.0457X, — 0.0787X; + 0.00788X, X, + 0.00858X, X, +
0.00106X,X; — 0.000577X> +0.0000114X2 - 0.000212X> (1)

Gl
Yo(mL-kg ' TS) = —80.166 + 38.228X, +2.347X, + 16.546X; — 0.0222X, X, + 0.247X, X3~
0.0265X,X; —3.880X} —0.00320X; — 0.284X; 2

it e P R 7 B T e 2055 (V) AP (V) S5 SR 3 il R iz AR st (3) Ak
4) .
Y;(mg- kg“TS) =0.142 -0.00325X, —0.00118X, + 0.00158X5+ 0.000119X, X, —0.000116X, X;—
0.00000904.X,X; —0.0003 18X12 + 0.00000699X§ - 0.00000725X§ 3)

il
Y,(mL-kg™'TS) =429.566 — 100.915X, +4.001X, = 3.082X; + 0.920X, X, + 4.099X, X;
0.103X,X; — 8.123X? —0.0341X3~0.0930X> 4)

1) Blfie — R e s B8 T i ORI = S A 22 00 M. WTRE R — P e B8 o i ORI = S IR A B
TR 2250 IR A BIBRL p (E34/NT0.05 (Rl H sk i o i /505 p (BN 0.000 1, 77/S
AR p (A 0.045 2) , FUIAEE — F WS B I BOR = SR i RS Gei A X 2 MR
RIFHE 2B R 43500 0.97 F10.74, 2 2 AR SEPRE AT EAAAER ARG E s A 2 MBI
{52 LL (Signal-to-noise, S/N) 43517k 23.68 F1'6.70, ¥ KT 4, Vi 2 AMERIAHERGEE &, IS5 R T 5 .
BRI, BTz 2 MY RERS ARG S i — P sk B o i o0 BOR = A8 Ak

T 22 AT TR A 45 D 2 R fh p (EAS SN H, R P AR AR B TR A AR A R X X
XX, X e — PR s B i AR WA TR, p {3 31120<0.000 1, <0.000 1 A1 0.000 4, HARFZE
WA R FER/NTRD, X PREEIH i R e — F msnes B o et S BO s 55 A X >X>X,, B
W2 B R >t — PR ER) 1 e A B DT AR TB] o 6 s Tl — Y w28 R AR A R Hh =R
SR RIEEA AT, X, XA B E, p HS 5 0.0041 F10.0126, HARHEZEZMALE. H
F {ERV/INATAT, XA e — R s ne (3 2 DA A R = S s i 35 BTl Xo>X>X, RV —
WARERTI UG o /85 DT A TR R 2 R

2) Tz FPVER R BR T E S BRI P S 7 2200 Ko P el e B e 5 S R T A Sy e
T 2550 T8k AT JEASEAR Jy 22 oA o] Rt i PR s s B3 e S5 8 Y p=0.091 7>0.05, RIIZARALN B
L ARYEALLE Ty RETIUIN Rfre FR ER BA i B S S PR AP — e BR2E o TS IR e F s R S 2 PR
SATHALT R A Y p=0.003 4<0.05, FEIHIZARI oA 8, MRAEFELA 77 2 FOUim 16 Ak i P isel <
SEPMELHEHENT s IWAMZARTIR R* FYEME L0 0.86 A1 9.37, A Ud IHIZ AR AY fR vER S i, It 2R
Ao DRI T AR FP s =S AR B AR - S Wit P e = i AR

P i iz P I 7 B oo 0 BT DALY p (LSS SR T 0, X, A X2 B e, p (B4 510 0.016
110044 3, HARZEWALE . o FAER/NATEL, XA e F s o 53 5 20 4503 mi 58 559 6 I
X>X>X;, BIVREZE B [ 5>l s T s o et 450> DR AR AR T o X s e FP wsinse (i 28 DR AT A bk
FErp SR BRI T 22 00 Al |, — 0K (X, X, X)) 000 X FIBS I (XX, B B
M, p {E5350% 0.002 0. 0.008 5. 0.019 4. 0.034 2 F10.006 3. H F{EA/NATH], XFPRAATH LIS REH =<,
HERSS Y X >X>X,,  BIVREEE S R i FHEm 4R i B 50 IR A AL ]
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Response surface and contour map of interaction between different variables on sulfadimidine residual concentration.



#
&

BARE S . WA IR DA PR ARG AR A P A 3R S BRCR 231

80

70

60

e % B A B (g ke ™' TS)

BT
Tl FR R 463 5 4k 73 450/ (mg kg ' TS)

4%% 4% 5% 6% 7%
A
(a) B3 T G YO 06 4 5 P 1 T 6

30

~

(=}
—
~
(=}

28

@n
=
lUI)
% 0.117
2 =
% 0.114 % 26
el =
2 o111 W 24
S ®
=
= 0.108
= 2
20
3% 49% 5% 6% 7%
I EE R
(b) $5 2 25 TIPSR AR IS 1] 14 58 B A A i . i T R 5 e £ Tl
X N/ 30
2 011910
T
on
%, 0118 23
)
8 0.117 =
& E 2
= 16 E
& ol |
#0115 W 24
e =8
%ﬁ 0.114
= 22
=
i -
S kg1 A - e 50 60 70 80
1) g

e TP M) 46 Bl ik 73 0/ (mg-kg ~'TS)
() i TP VEERA Ay s 3 S0 DR 2T A S T 1) 5 AP P 40 e 7 1 P 4 2 2 1

B2 AFEBZEEZERAZEERERRIEMTR R E S NN E E NS S % E.

Fig. 2 Response surface and contour map of interaction between different variables on sulfamethoxazole
residual concentration.
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B 1 RIE 2 5 (a) 0BRSS S BRI AE R AT0G i 0506 SD AT SMX 5% B4 i i 4B semi . fhJr
ZEPHT AT AT SD BSR40, & R AIRIIR T B M 2 BEAE R W, T LI
RIS PRGN, FE SD VIR a5 e, IRATHILIS SD 4R i /1= 7F SD ¥ilh
BRI, fE2E A SR, PRATNLS SD 7R 88 et Be AR AR . Fr LY S R A b
MR TR KT, SD sk R i - Eidm i, im0l 1, X3F SMX sREA e 4L, JE%
)& PR AR B B RS EAEFIAN B, RA DU RVIIR R e 2 0 . BEE IS5
RGBT, SMX 5% B3 T 8 B RIS T 3.

H 25 1 R AN DR ST A B ) 79 2 28 EAR PR DR ST AR I B A 2R 5 BA B o 8 s i, el 1 1 A
2 1Y (b) 431, XFF SD Al SMX FREA i /4L, & WA ATH A RIZ [ e BEAEIA B3, 3
2 HRRZ AT HEE, FEEEE R SD A SMX % B s /- B2 SR . 7E &R AL TR]— a2 BT Bl
T, BRICERER, ATLRIE SD AR, 1 SMX B ks, REe & RIEAIL, SMX Fh 8 ik
AVBUEIN, RS FI], FEEEEIZNT SD R SMX 5k B i B SN ] . 2 A 2 S Sy ]
REJERE 2 FipiA RME e 225, X SD BIRER, TEAMIEEIENISIITE T, YR g
ZEPRAHLE, T SD IR EZEIRERYIT; X SMX IR, 7E—E SR T SMX FIRE
THAEFTLATRI I 247, JF HARZEIR A AL SR 2L ) (S ek W RERIRG A 0SS ) mT LA A LR A A 1R
FH[ZS]O

B AE 2 1 () BB T DAETH ALET R AT A: AT 4G B 434506k SD Al SMX 5% B4 o it 43 1 52
Wi, T 2 FipiA- AR B B 4, IRAATH AL I AT s T i i B A AR N B3 . SD 4% R i 4 45 bi
T RAE A ) st — F e i i o B B S B T A3, BIIGR I A K Rt 2 i B i it
AN, SMX % BA i i 7 BSR4 W0 0A T S BRI S AR ] ) o i S A R ey, 38
BRI, 2T FREREE. 78 SMX IR EUEERS, BEEDEAIH BRI R, SMX &8 i
OB ISR RS AR A PRSI AR E , SMIX 3% B o e et S 80 A ) A AR f R
UL SMX YRFFRE 1 SBEE IR T - B iy i .

IARRIEAL, e — F MR sk B B B IR R T2 554, SRS RN 3%, WIMRIE 14K
b 40 mg kg 'TS, DRAEIHALATEI R 30 d, Uil (i — HH msme sk B o i /0 BUReAIC R 0.428 mg-kg ' TS, i
HHIEEIR % B8 o i RO IR L T 2581 R, FE3E ST 3R 7%, WIGR T340k 40 mgkg ' TS, PREIH{L
AL R 20 d, TR AR FR ks P TR BRI 0.106 3 mg-kg ' TS, SMX e flak i i/ Bt/ s
T SD FHARGR R T /8, SMIX PR ZA B B S 812K, 1T SD PR T ZLAXMRAY SR, SMX FEfiF
BT RS T) th BE
24 FERENETFXEERSHR

TEA SRR R BUFRER B /- BRI, ARARpIR AT LR e P TS . MRl B A e — Y e
Fik g P PEEAR F10) 8 28 DR SR T AR T P A 1 P S R UH T R (2) R (4) 22 — 2 il T RN S5 s 4k /D, &l 3
Kl 4 fin. BEIHREST AR (SR PUERGT R DA IRIRY) 2 [R5 BAE R LS Hx T
Ml A F: (77 MR

3 FRIET 408 (a) 43 MR 75 1R R 4R o i 0 B0 3 A8 B B 2SR A AL = S B2 i . RSN
SD MYIEHL T, P BEE 2SS A SD PR T i /-5 s s K, RBIR K, BEH8 TR
FEaE . XTI SMX TEOLT, TERE S BIRAREAES, BiE SMX IR R B THE, REATH
et B =g n, #E—Pm SMX IR AL, FHAEBER. FEF, £ SMX WG BT B R AR
Bfy PR LS SMX PR TR BN AR b —8. B B3R 4R ot B /0 B0 IR A= 28 1 = S R A2
AR

FEPUAE WA T S0 B0 T [ (T, R385 AR R AT A s () 9 28 52 B A R G P A () s i
& 3 FIE 4 19 (b) TR . XEFEA SD M=t FEEEE R AR A R Z [ A EAE AR B3
IEH 2 HEXF R BRERYARE . XTEE SMX P55, 2SR E N A a2 8] A AR
MR, JEH 2 FX TS mRERY S E . 2 HERRFUIAR AN BB m s r 2Rt ShrE R R
A P, 7RIS A e F s R P R, RIS T I E IR RE I 2 RE 1, SEUE I A AR L
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Fig. 3 Response surfaces and contour maps of interaction between different variables on gas production
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Fig. 4 Response surfaces and contour maps of interaction between different variables on gas production
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Optimization of antibiotic degradation efficiency during anaerobic digestion of
swine manure using response surface method
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Abstract To study interaction of the fermentation time, total solids and initial concentration on degradation
efficiency during anaerobic digestion of swine manure, response surface methodology was used to find out
optimal parameters to reduce antibiotic-residual concentrations of sulfadimidine (SD) and sulfamethoxazole
(SMX), by using the above three factors as independent variables and antibiotic residual concentration and gas
production as response values. The results 'showed that the lowest residual concentration of SD was
0.428 mg-kg 'TS when there were 3% TS, 40 mg-kg 'TS initial concentration and 30 d; the lowest residual
concentration of SMX was 0.1063 mg-kg 'TS when there were 7% TS, 40 mg-kg 'TS initial concentration and
20 d. The highest gas yield of swine manure with SD was 389.3 mL-kg 'TS when there were 5.58% TS,
80 mg-kg 'TS initial concentration and 27.8 d; the highest gas yield of swine manure with SMX was
389.6 mL-kg 'TS when there were 5.88% TS, 80 mg-kg 'TS initial concentration and 30 d. This study provides
theoretical and technical support for reducing antibiotic residues and increasing gas production during anaerobic
digestion of swine manure.

Keywords animal manure; antibiotic; anaerobic digestion; solid content; response surface methodology
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