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Table1l The quality index of brawage wastewater
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(m'/d) 9 (mg/L) (mg/L)
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Fig.1 The technological process of anaerobic and aerobic methods in series
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Table 2 The quality index of wastewater passing in and out

FL pH COD(mg/L) SS(mg/L)
K ik K HiK K ik
0801 810 7.85 3762 29 1327 47
0802 6.34 7.88 3197 59 534 35
0803 7.27 7.88 1335 65 1335 65
0804 6.58 7.06 3796 63 1196 49
0805 6.29 7.86 5897 59 1257 57
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0806 6.79 7.5 5001 72 897 48
0807 962 7.80 3075 79 1200 51
0808 731 7.86 3579 21 3079 29
0809 10.20 7.78 3014 47 624 50
0810 883 7.74 4975 37 908 39
0811 911 7.82 6050 25 802 49
0812 702 784 3143 27 1927 52
0813 705 7.86 3973 21 1920 21
0814 9.19 7.86 5005 32 928 39
0815 11.56 7.76 4259 35 928 39
0816 751 7.83 7599 34 979 39
0817 6.97 7.80 2197 42 1121 57
0818 854 7.80 4156 41 1299 39
0819 9.68 7.80 4036 62 1921 49
0820 6.35 7.90 3105 43 918 49
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Fig.4 The SS of wastewater compared
with passing in and out
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Fig.5 The COD of wastewater compared Fig.6 The SS of wastewater compared
with different sampling points with different sampling points
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Table 3 The quality index of this experimentation compared with
the national Discharging Standard
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Treating Wastewater From Beer Production

With Anaerobic And Aerobic MethodsIn Series

CAO Lijiang, REN Hui, QIN Fengxian, ZHAO Huijuan
(College of Biological and Agricultural Engineering, Jilin University, Changchun 130022, China)
Abstract

The anaerobic and aerobic methods in series was proposed to treat wastewater from a brewery
with its own specialties.Introduced its technological process , and take some samplings for
experimentation, analysed the wastewater’s quality index of 1C reactor and aeration tank what were the
most important equipments, and demonstrated its rationality of this method.It has high COD and SS
removal rate, make the wastewater achieve the national Discharging Standard, futhemore, it has good
stabilization and high efficiency, so it can be the quite advanced method to treat brawage wastewater.
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