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Fr¥o2 GlucoseE AHEE FAAFE AHEIARLY, 7] vAEY 4
FAZHA SstFEFEA Y gpEFEEAE ol &t
E Ay AHEE ®E7l= JtR 25em, AME 25cm, ¥°l 45em(FEX
B5cmE TP olAYE AFHLH, WHgr| FE FAHE 24009, o
A Arolell Ab71#E M A A S (Fig.1).
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Saran Lock cloth’s)el ™, 226cm X 34cm 37]9 A28 2H Qg 2q Aast
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1. feed pump 4. settling tank
2. air pump &. blofiim
3. reactor 6. media

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of a biofilm reactor.
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31 A B4

BODs 230mg/ £ Q1 @47A4el $2)sta AFARE 0/oR Fe] 42
we PHAZRED, 129 27 go WAHE AHAARE mAZo] Fiy
7l Nastel, A% 1807 Fol Ao WHE AL SYoT BIY F U
9. aeft oY PAY AR biofilme %o okel 72 L SHE @
g5 2 ~ 3% A% F A 29 dele 4o WAHYoY FA
& opslnh adu 209 AR ARE Folt A2Ye] wadA 44 gy
A ggton], dA @uAY g Fo| 5020g/mAEZ FRHU, ol H o
9222 BODsE 203 ~ 266mg/ L AEE TOC AAEL 884 ~ 91.1% AES
B 2 o 09 A% AWHAL P nAE 2L AY dFaAY fEF
BODs = 144 ~ 153m/ ¢ & A 5o ¢4% AR @i e @
& sl
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Fig. 201 $949 BODsZ WA &
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m’day 2 WA AL el §%% BODs
AAES deEhdth f&49 BODsE
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kA A Al BODs AAEL 97% o|4

_Q_E DH'?" %%2@, 'YOT%‘)T:-’] SS'\: 'Pr oo ; v:) 115 20
718 Rato] @Al 2mg/ L o)z 1} rime )

B §55 $A0] WS 288 ¥ 5

Fig. 2. Effect of organic loading rate on
HRT : 20hr
9)& Ri E}‘ - Influent BOD, : 245, 294, 343mg/L
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