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BT VY SE R R ML (23°24 N, 113°64'E ) Rl AL, 2% 4 IX
Ji& S A Z XU AF [ TR B 1600 ~ 1 800 mm,
EEERLE A ~9 PR 22.2°C, 4 %) i
B 38.7°C, L4 pH {8 5. 93 +0. 02, 4 &4k
3 A% B J A e a3 i O (7301 £ 0.5) mg/kg Fl
(64.5+0.5) mg/kgo 7% S AR B A 1) B
120 em x 60 cm, Af I (1) Ff A8 % & 4 13 889 #k/hm’,
/N X B 1000 m* (50 m x20 m) , #AE K
S PN AN e 8 RE , A S RS, AN AT N TR K
B, AN A2 (B 50 SR A s 250 o I R 1 JEURL
30 2011 483 ] 29 H (A K 30d) .4 J] 29 H
(K 60d) .5 H30 H(AEK 9T d)\7 H6 H(AEK
128 d) F18 A 22 H (A1 175 d) NIFI A 6 F o B3
R DA 52 56 B M BB AL E B S ~ 10 BR, B A1 10 em o A
S5 N VB[] ) i e PR S L R R A, U
J 3 ~4 em [Y/NBE SR JE AR B PEAL A ORI B AR AR
N3 ~4 mm, MRS A EORHICAE — 20°C pRA AP AR
1o PRI e (9 JEURE 73 A7 A 2 10 A5 R L3R 1
R 1 RN EIE 8 B AL 55
Tab.1 Physico-chemical properties of material

in at different growth stages

(A% A
30 60 91 128 175
C &AL % 38.32 39.05 41.14 41.67 41.98
N i 5 4> 50/ % 1.905 1.085 0.91 0.62 0.48
A L 20.11 35.99 45.21 67.2 87.45
TS J5i & 43 %/ % 19.56 18.19 25.56 36.21 38.09
VS 45 % 16.97 15.84 23.43 34.17 35.52

2 4 o i 4R % 28.02 31.91 37.11 36.64 36.14
LY E TR/ % 13.23  17.74  17.25 16.99 16.57
K ST 2 B % 15.22 17.66 18.27 22.11 22.87

1.2 #MisRRREEAER

VIR RS A T AR A TP R R T
PR KBTI . EHTATZE 1 mm G ) i 8 BR 2 %
Ty v R BURL 2% . B0 4R 4 A TS RS pHL (E A
7.30,TS } VS i 50853 3~ 3.59% 1 2.32%
L3 AW KESRIERG

U T R A 5 B 40 LK 1) 3 BCA H
gl AU P pH B I R G kR
AN B0 T B 5 3R T R IR G A e IR A ) AE
(37 £2) Cs B RBEFE 10 U, B3R 10 min, H 58 K
24 20 v/ min; F ] LML — 1 B9 200 AR B0 E H
PR BERE 2 ~3 d E R CH A COL (R B

U3 R B b B O AR B Y BF (2 000 g, A2
128 d A1 175 d A1 S 5 A D 1600 g) AR
I g P, BN A N G B RR M A il 25 ke 2 A

BT 40 LIRS R i 2 B 7w BRI
Fig.1 Set-up of 40 L anaerobic digestion
LR 2 R MOKEE 3. FEin a4, pH EH BRI
S.EPEAFE 6 REN T KRR R 8. FF it

9. kI Z 100 B L1 BEAERCE 120 0 4k R A
13 RFEA 14 POKPEIRAE 15 pH #83k 16, Habfl 17,0
b

FTC AU I R IR S K e A R A TR
L4 HBEAR MNBRFAZE

TS FI VS 5t & 7 %053 5l >R AT 101°C +F 48 Al
550°C 1R LM GE .

C 1 N BT & 7» BOR A Vario EL I8 & 70 #r AL
7E o

4:J& 02 Na Mg.Ca.Co.Cr Al ,As Ba,Cd.Cr,
Cu.Mn.Fe Ni.Pb .Zn % H] Thermo Jarrell Ash /Y ]
(¥ IRIS 1000 ER/S 4% B i3 8 % 8 7 (R f 5 &
JEREAX (ICP) BEAT 237 o

LR AEF | 27 4 R IR J5 5 AR 0 JOHR 4 5% [
A AR R R 925 A AR 23 A J5 s (LAP, NREL) #E47
M o

R CH A CO, 9 IR BLZT BOR 1T HP — 6890
R R A TS A 5 . N BRI 4 (TCD)
DKE I BE D 150°C 5 2 o8 Ars BEFE B O
100°C s # 48 o F2 77 JHIR, #0 4R IR E o 40°C, ff F¢
2 min, #F LA 10°C/min 4 7}l 3 5 T+ 3] 80°C I f 7
1 min,

Y RS SR 13]
2 HRE5FH

2.1 ZRZIREFEARUZF S REX B EAHEL
AN TR XIS g ] SRR A2 o I 1 B o al
LR ] ot SRk B A R S o U R G
TS VS JA J5 3R 1) o £ 5 50 A 4 ) 228 I 5 T g
(S o N R St o S50t 5 R ) ) e S 3 3
o T N KO B SRR AR Bk L LE B K
fif i £ 4 K T 38 1 o Heiermann %61 (93X 50 & 815
PR RIS R P AR BRI
AR 38 TR ET 4 S A S L T ML AR
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AR AR N IR ) X 2% B8 AR R g B BR AR A T A RE R TR A 5 157

1 OHLAE W AR S R R R S g T e
Hiy DX T AL 14 2% SR B 7 7 A0 B A K I [] 1 22 1k
185 00, 87 Bl A AR R B ) 1 A G, 24 S AR R R UK R
ML B & & KR BB N B, ok Uk o 4k
(NDF ) FIR P Uk ¥ £ 4k ( ADF) % i KK Bz i b
Fho AU AR B B LR AE R R AR 4E R
o 5t 50 i A N ) B T 1 S K S 3G 5 A A B AIG,
Forp R 2 R iS00 28.02% (AEK 30 d) FHim 2
37.11% (A=K 91 d) , i 4r B0 7 32.44% ;2
R GRIGINT 25.47% ; N O A SCHR AT WL, 2F 4
BOFNA- 21 4 R I B R S B AT SRR R RS
KRR RUARTRBESHLE I ARTER
AT BH IR 2T 4E R S LR AR e fl . AR EFER LIS
BAFAE LR YL R il 7] 5 78 b I, 7K i AR X bR,
BB T RRAIE B . KB R R R
Ham, N 15.22% S840 5 22. 87% 3k 1 W A K
ARG RAE IR A G T b AR B, X 2 N R ROR
JT 2 M AP B 4 F A, OF HAE IR AR B B AT
(S R TG T 3R o (H U B K R RO
AN g E — 52 e IR AR I 1 TR 3R o U ) B 2 L AS
KL TE 15469 ~17 882 kJ/kg 2 [d] ,

PR e Y 4 e T LG LR 20 AR v AT I Uk
H Na Mg 1 Ca 0T 3 b3, 43 1 4 2 370 ~ 5 277,
943 ~ 1 188 Fil 1 344 ~3 465 mg/kg, Fe Mn Hl Al [fy
T AT 4y Ol 248 ~ 744 130 ~ 240 F1 47 ~
448 mg/kg, JERH R KL F] T Ba,Cd,Co Cr Cu,
Ni Pb I Zn, JFUEH R K B As, 1R 2 56 J8 R &
G B B M — o A Uk R A A SR A Y A
FH,Un Na® Jii & ¥ B 78 100 ~ 200 mg/L, Ca™* 7
100 ~200 mg/LFl Mg’ 7£ 75 ~ 150 mg/L i ] L) 3l
U T o A 5 T BT R BE A 3, 24 Na ™ 2y 3 500 ~
5500 mg/L,Ca’* 3 2 500 ~ 4 500 mg/L il Mg ¥
1000 ~1 500 mg/T I}, JJ 7 A e 25 i 5 4100 461 5 >4 i
Wk AE 35 %] 8 000 mg/L fi¥) Na® 8 000 mg/L i Ca"
13 000 mg/ LAYy Mg * i, 2 %t & I 2 2 7 2 5 20 1Y
PR T H T D A R R R W T
K BB 3 FEARL 23 Bl 2 T e, T A 0 A0 B 5t K 5] kS A
b A S5 A 5, AT S5 R A 0 A0 i S T A T
JRH v 43 TR 0 3RO R TR RE 14 5 e 5 AR K T 7R
Hh st R R 3 R T VR TR B R R A OG, X LR IR AR
KR AR B R P X e 4 R T R R L
TR AL B b, T AT DA 50 o0 I R
Na® Ca®* HI Mg™" f) 5 & 4 J& 115 Bl , 30 d .60 d Al
91 d X s A8 AR 2 B 7 R IR TP 1 Na ™ JoT i vk B2
W 78.24 96 61.55 mg/L, Mg®* Jii 5 ¥k Ji 43 31 Ky
23.25.16.75.24. 1 mg/L, Ca’" Jit & ¥ BF 4% 9 N

67.75 .42.30.34.35 mg/L, 0] UL ix JLFh 4 )@ B T 46
BT g o e R 111 7 - YR S ) = S
R DR R ERE, T E R KB Eh AR, SRR
f Na™ Mg™* Fl Ca® " Jig b 3¢ B 45 8 AR 1K 56 o Jr Ul
R R %S0 T R BRSO O Wi Y Ak
Hh Na ™ J5E et vk B A7 A8 3001 7 A0 R RE Ak, At B T
F B St 43 00 L R A R A S TR P IR R 22, 1
R A 1R R e BE A . Meltem 221
98 7 Cu Ni Zn I Pb Xf P& & e 1 8 PR AE i 56
R X 50 20 7 B e T M A AR A R AR Cu
K F Ni, ML F Zn K F Pb, 3 H 2 &2 vk i K F
10 mg/ L B 7™ /< 6 il 5 o0 kR 38 14 1 0 e AR o

£2 ATRANFHERERHMFHESEREL
Tab.2 ICP analyse of material in at different

growth stages mg/kg

e 4K 30d 4K 60 d 4K 91d
£ (Al) 448.19 243.83 47.42
il (As) 0 0 0
#1(Ba) 17. 80 8.62 6.99
45 (Ca) 3465.09 2325.56 1344. 68
fE(Cd) 0.53 0.15 0.16
i (Co) 4.06 6.01 7.91
#(Cr) 14.65 23.97 4.68
i (Cu) 56.74 11.49 29. 66
 (Fe) 744. 66 439. 82 248.36
B (Mg) 1188.40 919. 06 943.27
% (Mn) 240. 33 142. 11 130. 99
1 (Na) 4007.01 5277.04 2370. 11
R (Ni) 4.83 8.43 3.96
#5(Pb) 8. 81 8.73 14.76
5% (Zn) 36.98 32.12 42.18

2.2 XU & B ) X 2% 3R AR B B IR R A& B I RE Y R M
AN [R) A ] R H 7 R L 20 F I
[ A0 500 i) T % S AR e R B R TR — B, — i
JEAE VRN G B2 2 ~ 3 K B s 0, X F2 52
Je IR A A Gy R AL B AE . Z e R
BTN . IR IL, H = SR A A el LAy 3
BB AR 1 By BOR K R B B, 3 SR A K BERT 3
K, IX — B B 2R OB By A W 6 Ak 78 90 1
/NG TR, 7 A B R O COL 0 B 2 B B
Je 7 RS IR HE B A, 22 R i 5 ml 0, 98 P
CH RFU Iy 80— M€ 50% LU b, B A R G0 &
PEA T HUBE B B, % B Be Rl AR 4 RFFZEEI 5 10 K
(ZE1 30 5 60 d fp NI A9 2% S AR FE 65 ) i 15 R (A=
1128 d X JSORE) 98 R PR B AT
IR 80% Zidy s 55 3 [ Bt = i ik ), B ™
SR TAE 3% R W] R W b ml R T Jo &
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K, 7= H o8 B AT ) R 3 TR A2, IR R K T S A 2

AN T X1 S0 BsF ) 0 2% 2R e o R 1 2 B DX
R AR T Jn ot % B ) o DAIRT 2 WAL it 35 K1) 30 s i)
(M HE K, SRR S8 4245 1k 7= ST M IR ) fy 19 d (AR
30 d AR HD) BN A 54 d(A: 4K 175 d (4458
TR D) o 31X FEFE I PR O il 25 ) 30 et 1] ) S 4 2% 58
AR 8 B (4 R S AR A BB 0 A, BN T DR 1) T T A

0201
—& 1 K30d
T 015 —o-/EK60d
v —A- 7 Ko91d
& —a- kK 128d
= 010 —-/£K175d
ﬁ‘o‘os-
jum
ot Lol
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
I IF)/d
P2 AN [RDA i [] T 4% S8R R ek o 7
H = AR AR A i 22

Fig.2 Changes of daily biogas production ratio

of material at different growth stages

pH {H & 1A R R B PPk BB 1 — A B AR, —
FB 3 B e A pH (R AE 6.8 ~ 7.2 Z Y, &g
AR pH EAR L2 W B 3 From . A M ] R
KSR pH AR — 5, — Bk =
R B ARAE, W5 T, Z 05 pH (E 2 sh Bk,
pH H 43X Bl AR 1k 5 304 W i 06 sh B DI A 56 . B &
P A0 01 7K At PR A ok A o 2 7 0 o R P AN
P R T R [ R 7 2 I TR R IR A R PR i OB
4 £ W 25 5 R R %) 26 T o A O % I T R
(VFA) R BERG =4 — ERENR R, 25K
pH {H i FE AR, — it pH B 725 2 K& = KK
(7.03 ~7.35) , ZJahti#E & EBEM AT, A HLER A B
B F e R #E 77 4R CHL A CO, , pH (% i 17t
HRETET. 4 ~7.7 Z 8, £ kB4l pH {H Y F %
DX 590 76 F il 2 ) 1) B ) f) AE K, H R B 1A R Y pH
(EFHE, T 2010 45 3 7 29 H #1944 58 R 8w 3L
KEEARZR pH (HAREE 7.38 ~7.48 Z[A] , A K 60 d

78F
77}
76 w A0
: ) Ll R
75} RN
o ~
T 74
2 = /K304
731 —o- /K60 d
72+ —A- 4 K91d
—a- K128 d
T —-/EK175d
70} . ‘ _ . _ _
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

I/
3 W R pH EAZ Ak i 2

Fig.3 Changes of pH during anaerobic digestion

(2 SRR R A R IR AR pH AR A 7E 7. 43 ~7.53
ZI AR 91 d Y HR AR & pH EHARETE 7. 54 ~
7.67 Z 0], A 128 d R A AR pH (H FSE TE
7.56 ~7.68 Z[A], 14 175 d {9 H & AR R pH H
FRAEAE 7.43 ~7.63 Z i), pH {H)™ A= iX Fh 722 £k 1 Ji
PR T REJE 1A 2% 9 B < O A O A6 R R N AR R i
.

A TR A S R T) T 2% 32 R e R AR K I8 A e o
CH, AR RO 1B 40 AR CH R R By A2 4k
BRI, — e CH AR BORE B, 4 ~7 d
KB KA ARG CH IR TR BORAIR, B e AT RS e 1
45% ~55% Z [i) o A=< 60 d B2k SR B AE IR R
TH AL i b WL 3] 1 e 1 CH R B 23 55, B
FIF-24 CH AR TR K03 90 Ry 62% 1 54% 544128 d
(kL CH, A B3 Bl i A, R 400K Al i i o iy
o 2 5 g A2 CH AR 800330 51% F1045% 5
A 30d .91 d F 175 d #9438 AR e 0 IR ARk I ol
T CHAR B 8000 5 55% 59% 1 57% o
AT rp A 7 Y e e A SCRR Al R SR A,
Yang a2 Spartina alterniflora >y J% T 7 A} isp 3L B
BEFL A3 BN 53% M 3] 62% . M T Hi 8 i SCik
KA A Lhdad 3 b7 2Ok CH, & & el 8™ R
(P et ) - QDR FH TR 7 o Yu 25727 ) 4 A
N i HEAT B A W0 A P RE A AT, FLF- 2 CH (K
B B Al 3K 8] 71% o @ % 00 i JC K o Demirel
SN R G 2K Xt Rl U IR A I B i 1 S )
5T 38 FH X B/ T 948 i 0 3% B AT AT 4R s RE
BRI AT e . WAL B, Jackowiak %"
28 AW T A B A MR AR L7 R B R OR R
BT LA 0 B vy %

6ot T
v
L —"
AA A
& EK30d
L — K60 d
—A-EK91d
—A- K128 d
I —— K 175d
0 4 8

CH 4R 50/%
w B wn
(=) (=) (=)

58]
(=}

10

2 16 20 24 28 32
i /d
[l 4 IR X L )R b CHL (B KO0 fh it 2

Fig.4 CH, concentration of biogas from material

at different growth stages

M3 AR S A AT A K
60 d {94 5 HR R B 1 DR 480305 4L Al 05 25 , L B4 fir
R P (TS) AR % 8 K (VS) 7R 4 3
0.60 0. 68 L/g, H 2k 30 d 4% 50 T2 25 1y B 4R %
272U AR 7. 94% ~ 11 11% 5 2 K 91 d X %]
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AR AR N IR ) X 2% B8 AR R g B BR AR A T A RE R TR A 5 159

4 2% 52 AR R R 1 IR 40T A PR RE TR) 60 d XS5 A9 et
FIEE, TS 77 AR HEET VS - AR w1
14.75% 5 HEAS 175 d (9 2% SSAR 1) 7 U B AR,
HIH A 60 d 197 R BEAR T 53, 13% (JEF TS if
B)MS56.76% (FTF VS 3R ) . A 60 d B X1 E
(9 A SRR REARAS 1 i el 197 R e 3R, ] MR 4
BAME R R ke 20 0.32.0. 37 L/gs A K 91 d 1Y
JEORE T HR AP CHL 3 B AR, 5 B0™ 1 Be 50
H 60 d X)) i FE K 12. 50% (AL 4,0, 28 L/g) #1
24.32% (¥R PEREAR,0.28 L/g) ; A K175 dpg 432
TR H ™ H B AR Bl o AT LA S B ()68 JORE 54 IR 4
WACPEREA B KT . Masse % B 9T 1 MIALRE (1
PR RE R AR A I 1) B A2 AL, 25 2R B BiEE R Y
AR WIS 1R 5 S A 1] 1Ry g R e 7 RN IR o
HH1% 0.266 ~0.309 L/g [EE Rk Z= #1119 0. 191 ~
0.25 L/g,

R3 FRXERETRZREENZSENE

Tab.3 Specific biogas and methane yields of

material at different growth stages L/g
K AR 7
/d TS Vs TS Vs
30 0.54 0.63 0.25 0.29
60 0. 60 0. 68 0.32 0.37
91 0. 60 0.61 0.28 0.28
128 0.42 0.44 0.19 0.20
175 0.30 0.32 0.15 0.16
3201
| "AM"M
280 AA‘A
L A N
a 240 Af"A MAAAA
1 200 | Rt .
wm*ﬁ‘m a
f; 160 —
i - EK30d
E\\(_@(» 120 | —o- K60 d
8o} —A-:K91d
! —a-EK128d
40T —#—EK175d
0 b L L 1 1 L )
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

s 7] /d
IS AR FRDAN N [] T 24 50 MR 2 e g S A
Fig.5 Cumulative biogas production at different growth stages

AR JERE R CONJH F O /Y BT & 4 £ o
Buswell J5 #& A 115 J8 2 MR B B 1 5 76 AN [6] X1 1 i
B A B 7 Y BE BB ) 23 i O 414 mL/g (AR K
30 d) 426 mL/g( 4 60 d) 408 mL/g( 4K 91d) .
417 mL/g( A=K 128 d) f1 394 mL/g( £+ 175 d) , 24
SR 1 S SPR CH, BT 43 1 o ¥R 7 CH, fE
JIH)70% 87% 72% 48% 1 42% , T W, , bifi % A
S [R]  HE R A AC AR B 1 5 i IR AR A e 1k 0 1%
I, LA © 5 JFR R B2 & B A
K, AR BT R 1 A B 5 A8 23 BELAS G A % 4T 4 R RN

LR R EACFURI o QN Tt 435000 A Rl 4 L
M T o — M IS B R AR R L AE 20 ~32 2
[B), 5 2 B &L bL 2 At 2 BRI = FE Be i AR 1
A UL AERE P A A B, BT SR 4R 1 JEURE 1Y) Btk 2R L
e T E Y B AL R
2.3 BtTHEREEMRTER=BSEN
ASTR] X1 B R Y A 58 MR e A ) i i
4T VLB N S0 I ] 4 K, B 7 M T AR I
e B AT ) B s . o AR K 30 d B A
#), Z SRR TP o 156 t/hm? 44K 60 d
A, 9 5= oA 3. 21 vhm? | F A K 30 d AR
EIEAN 105. 77 % ;44 91 d w0 &), T 9 i 7= 4 b
A 60 d IS X RIS I 126 % 5 44K 128 d 1 X314
o AR 91 d PRI HE Jm 107 % 5 4= 4 175 d I
RIS 9 o 7= o Lo A= 4 128 d B R EI 3 2. 67 %
AU BV, Ml TR AR b A A SR R R T I e e
ORI ) s ) g 2 K T T, L3 I BE A D Y
FAAL A AR A AR ) B R R P R R
ORI B ) g A2 A T 3, FL A A= 4K 60 d B R Y BRL A
T R A T R R AT AR A K 30 d
S X 380 126 % 5 76 42 1 91 d X0, B7 - Hb T
TR T 5T 7 4 m] 77 9 A He 2R K 60 d R X))
W 112% ;764 1 128 d i X3, 807 -+ 3 1 AR B
T 5 i AT R AR B AR 91 d B X Y 3
M1 55% 5 4642 K 175 d iR E] BA07 + Hb i B LAY T
Yy R R PR VE AR R He AR 128 d R A R AR
21% , A] L it 25 ) ) A ] f 4 K B 07 + T AR L g
Ty J 7= e ] PR R AR — ARG N AEL 3
& B A /NS I SRR A KR —
By B G T T ™ a8 A SR Y BEAR F BO A
AR T B i Al AR R B R, H e
DA I I 11 T = A s S [ 7082 o1 IS B AR/ O
6 UC 4 W2, 8 W (F5 3 YHHE) A2 Uk, X B EER
(] X1) SR 430 25 T B AN, - i 1T AR A A o ™ e R DRk
() 77 S AR ) (pl SCHR AT 20 AS [R) X0 310 351 22 T B v £
Hb T AR AT P A g R R e R B —
2250) , WIS [ R #4556 4345 B+ Hb i AL i T4
Ji AT P E R 4y 3T B 10 176,84 11 482.74
16233.6.18 838.29 .9 980. 68 m’/(hm’+a) - A i fi%
AE7EH B 4 B 4 783,11 .6 200. 68 .7 792. 13,
8458.39 5041.24 m’/(hm*-a) , A 8 r 45 2 (v +
i 7T AL B A B R R R P kg 5 Amon 251
A BFTE 45 BBt o 54k 1 m” CH, 7] 7 0. 034 6 GJ 1
Bt AR BB 4F 2 iR N 165.49 214,54
269. 61 .292. 66 [174.43 GJ,
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Tab.4 Biomass and biogas yield of Pennisetum

hybrid per hectare at different growth stages
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Effect of Growth Stages on Performance of Anaerobic Digestion
and Physico-chemical Properties of Pennisetum Hybrid

Li Lianhua Sun Yongming Kong Xiaoying Yuan Zhenhong Zhen Feng Li Dong
( Guangzhou Institute of Energy Conversion, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou 510640, China)

Abstract; The effects of growth stages on the physico-chemical properties and anaerobic digestion
performance of Pennisetum hybrid were studied in batch mesophilic experiments. The results indicated
that the content of C, TS, VS and lignin increase over time at different growth stages. The dry matter
yield per hectare firstly increases then declines, with the highest dry matter of 15.01 t/hm’. Biogas
production performance of Pennisetum hybrid firstly increases and then deceases, and the maximum
biogas yield is obtained when Pennisetum hybrid is harvested at 60 d growth stage, which are 0. 68 L
biogas/g VS and 0. 37 L. methane/g VS. Based on the biomass yield per hectare and biogas production of
Pennisetum hybrid, the area specific biogas yields of 848.07 ~6 279.73 m’/hm’ can be achieved from
the Pennisetum hybrid harvested at different growth stage, the corresponding energy production of 165. 49 ~
292.66 GJ per year. Biogas production from Pennisetum hybrid suggests that the energy grass is a
potential material for anaerobic digestion.

Key words: Pennisetum hybrid Growth stages Anaerobic digestion Biogas



