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B AU A PRk L (MFC) 2 DL BAS G B
ToT5 e 1 23 SR N B 25 B0 4 0L A MFC H i B
W 2 WA B, BEAR T H Tt 3z 47 19 AR [R) B
PR K F ZHE R MFC, 2002 4F, Park %
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S 2% MERE SR 1) 2 % BB R RVE M IR Y, R
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1.1 #RFFE

Jr AR 2R RN B R B sl . R TE YR A &
PR VG 7K 75 7K A BT I X675 U R A7 IR 48 9 Ak A i
Ve o I BB DR A E PR R A A 3
Yy, B8 Wb COD V2 A il R R AL Al iR 3 A
o5 d A4k % A & (BODs) 4> %) A 4360.00
3550.00.10.00 . 1.04 £ 207.00 mg/L, pH {H J} 8.32,
HL 5% 5640 pS/cm.,
1.2 AR BEBMNEESIET

FEERAMT MB35 1.2.3.4
A5 em [ MFC(Ar 5100 1#.2# 3# 44F1 5# MFC)
o BHAR A4 BE A i B, A R LN 12.56 em®; [
e B4 RE A 2% B 8K A (0.5 mg/em®) , A R 1 FHL S
11.34 em?®, U EA AN 120 mL, B 223542
B, FH ] e i e B AR B Bk 22 AR ( R =
1000 Q) , FFEREHE R AL (Agilent 34970A , 3 [F )R
SRR, RERBERSILE 1, ZEIRMIKYAE
BILA e B2 T v 3l 7™ ] 30 | b S P R S e B
WA BRI, 456 S50 S5 BUA TR 43 800 60%
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of MFC

TE DR Y )5 2 532475 ] Logan 5050
TR RS A 2~3 AR E
A HLASE it FELUR 2928 150 mV, U1\ Ay Ha S i 3
S, Z R H B IR AR TR O3 B 60% 1 & i
BB IS AN A SIS, SRR IR T AT
1.3 SiAE

IK TR BRI AE « % 7K BT HE A 2444 B 1 D7 vk
FFIE , pH R & BB B FETHIE , i 33k
FH S A E

R AR E SRt R (U B mV)
H A R AR AR 10 FORAE — WK HL B N B B Ak
2t AR R AR As i . R
FRECT, B mA/m?) FRAE PHAR 3 SR AL AR ™ A 1
L = (D) TR

1,=-U

“V.R. (D
IR TR P, B W) IR (2)
L

_ U
PR, 2)
FERRCRR A ()T
M, [ 1di
CE(%)—WXIOO% (3)

Ao, My, ——0, BE/R 5Tkt , 32 g/mol s F —— kA5
%, 96485 C/mol; b —— LU AR HERI AL 1 mol
ALY B i B F 5, 4 mol e/mol; V,, —A
AR, m's ACOD ——FERT[H] 0~ PJ COD 751k,
g/m’,

2} ZR5iE
2.1 EREIEEXT MFC 7= B8 43 14 B9 22
2.1.1 KR

MFC iz 171 A8 v iyt H R 5 32 47 IR ) 18 56 &R
WK 2, S B4 MFCs B % oL RS T35 1,
H 26 1 A A0, Y EFE N 2 em I MY R B K, TR R
K 4 em i R SRAR S BESA 1.3.5 em B
HL A ELE0T 5 X TR 2.3 (4 em 119 3 A~ L Hb I
T, R R ) 2 I 2 N R L X 5 R S
TSN DR S PR O R M . R g AR
SCHR10] B (2) SR 25 5 B o
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F1 LI MFCsBittaesit
Table 1 MFCs performance statistics

[A)#/em B HE/mV PBH/Q R E /mW em™
1 143 408 74.2
2 152 494 258.0
3 140 689 60.8
4 125 569 31.4
5 142 381 63.4

L 2 AT, BB R 2 em B4 HEL ™ H ) B0 0
K, 1.3 em IRZEE N 1.2.3 em B9 3 /> HL I A% %
R EERE 2 2 em >3 em>1 em WA,
MEIEE S 4 F1 5 em 19 2 A4S H AR A IR /N T 5
fls 3 AN, EARUER  TEAR S AR 5 At
fy P s (AR 28 8, 2 B e 28 v AR T S % f
JE AR M0 IE AN S 3, 32 D PR v P 0 e AR R e T
PR HL A ) Y L 34 2% o |l T FL AR 0 ) o A e
FRBR RSP v, DR T e v R 1) B ) il 8 2% B AR Pl
R ZE AR, i, 35 546 R R E
MFC Ak 3R A2 W6 A= 15 R K LA K2 Noori 55 SR JHERIE
B MFC AL BRI 50 3 A2 77 K I AR B Y 4518 —
JEZE ST

—=— [# MFC
150 —o—2# MFC
—4—3# MFC
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%
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&
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K12 MFCs ffr i L 2k
Fig. 2 Output voltages of MFCs with different

electrode spacing

2.1.2

ATl Bz 23 SR MFC AR AL ZE DL 3.
AT A HUHL A P BH, 5 SR8 AR 1. R 1 ATA,
AR AT A 1~3 em B R 3l A L i P R ] B2 ) 2
KT A, 3K 5 SCHk [ 11 AR 98 45 SR — 200 hi 24
PR BE R T 3 em B, F Y A SEL B AL A3 [ P £ 84 T
/0N o R TR] R G H S PN REL A 52 i S R B AR
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AT A A TR Y B AR A A L R

S, P T 5 D R 3 P A Bl 2 0 136 1k, Fe 2 52 i rL Tt
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HET R L s A 7 i e P B 2
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Fig. 3 Polarization curves of five MFCs
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(14 LT AN 23 30 4o A1 HL % )k B RO B R 3, AT
il A5 H0 LGRS I BELIG SEER A R R, X
T 1#.2# 3#MFC 117 75, B T R IR 8 g BH 3 R
R 15 T LR 2 A P BELDRE /DN P R 3 I 0 el P
WL i B, by Pl R ) B2 P 398 T B R R R e . X1 34,
44 5% MFC, FLth I P BH 3 G A% T L Ak 2 i
A PR BELYSE /)N A 2R R T B FE b Ay L Bt Pt b AR
[BFEESE NI ZANOEE
213 WRIUIHRERE

N [ i) 1 B 28 2 A A MIFC 3 2R 235 35 il 2 L
P 4, h LA 5 HR b 0 B K ) e i Lk 1

300
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Fig. 4 Relation between power density and current

density for five MFCs
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FH 3 1 AT, 2SI FE A 2 em B HL b A% B 1) %
B, 4 em B/l X5 SCHK] 14, 16 9B 5T 25
R HE 8, SCER[10] DL 45 68 0 IS i B
MFC HL B FE 2 em 39 K3 4 cm B IR
1210 mW/m* I & 720 mW/m> (I /b 43.8% ) , A 5246
LGRS BB U BRI, AR IR 2 cm B9 % 4 em
i 2y 2 i /) 87.8% , 5 IR 2 v AR 1) B A 384 A 2%
SpNGEN AT RIS PN TR GRS iR N S ]
R /N, R 1 BT i3 X T 44 34 . 2#
MFC T 75, FiL 5 A Ty 238 2% il Pl b ) B 7 0/ )
386 K, Uk B P A ] B %) U /N B A R /D V5 R
B RS T RS B , J /SRR A H B A
JUS A FIAE B 1 38 BN A% o, AR P R e i e
WA 22 5 1) A% J52 BEL T B AR, 28 1 B AR A R 4
BEL 7, 32 it o 00 X 14 2# MFC T 5, 24
M EE ) 1 em B2 2 em B, S KRITERFE h
742 mW/m* 4 % 258.0 mW/m* (4K 2.48 1) ,iX 5
SCHR 15 T FE 25 51 (K 92% ) — 5, H 2 B2 A
ST AR R SR, =T 0.8 S Y iR H
e, 00 PH ARG IR 4B 24 2 ) AR OB, 532 g e b 7 L
fiE 5 XY FL YL (B PR AR S8 N 5 em B, F LA S T
KTEEE R 4 cm B FMH 33X 3228 T BH AR [
VES VR ) e St R AT T o8 S R ke A 4 1 3 P A
1R 2
22 EBRIEEERS COD R0 & FE (S 3R A 82

MFC iz 173 #2H, 5 4~ MFC Ji4) COD Fifi Fif []
FIAR T L 2.
2.2.1 COD AbHZhH

TESCE L FE Y, B OB UE A A F b R )
AT diihizty . 454G MFC JFEIE, 2k 0%
JEE T COD FEAIE 222 fh P b E i A &
FRUFE RS A o H b A i AR ) B A ik 28 2 5 T
H gt P BEL, 25 10 5 I 9 R COD Y 25 BRAECR . H
&2 ATHL, R E AR [R) BB G AR AL L 25 BRI 4
(CEW B B IEW ) T COD A B R, KW
COD £PriES COD LPRFAILMAE—S, HikE
HiR 2 em B MFC, & #5035 18T COD bR F ik
A 34.9% . HEEI R 1 em B E 2 cm B HLT
P14 RRCHEE A L3 K [R] B 2 AR AR TP R 43 0, 1B i
TN AR 527 25 PR 30 o) AR IR SRk A 4 ) e L 5
M) 380 4 A 0 X D A AL 1 A A ST, AT A 3K

1# MFC TR COD £ FBRFALT 2# MFC, 4Lt
HLAR AT KT 2 em B, FE L RRCAEE A BELIG K, H Yt 725
W AR T BH L K, S B E W Az B A T
fii 3# .44 . 5# MFC TP A HLET COD £ BRI /N
T 2# MFC.,
F2 B BIBUEIR Lt AN R N B ] COD Ve i
Table 2 Changes in COD of aging landfill leachate with
time for five MFCs

Fsfal/d 1# 24 34 A4 S#
1 2880 2880 2880 2868 2868
5 2573 2600 2440 2617 2713
10 2393 2372 2532 2419 2419
2683
15 2567 2511 2723 2460
(134d)
20 2590 2560 2570 2410 —
2217
25 2386 2398 2328 —
(234d)
30 2409 2490 2369 — —
35 2271 2350 2550 — —
39 2332 2094 2332 — —
2381
44 2381 2094 — —
(414)
49 — 1875 — — —
50 — 1890 — — —
2B
s 731 1206 663 782 539
H/mg
2Bk
212 349 19.2 22.7 15.6
%

222 JEMRRE

R A4E X (3), 5 A H b i 2 A8 2% 4 BN
35.6% .27.6% .35.4% 14.9%F1 14.9% ., T U, 14 3#
MFC FEARROCRAN 25 AR K H A8, 2# MFC JEARRLF
RZ, 44 5% MFC JERRCRAT HLAAK, X mT A HL
b A8 7 LR LA RS COD Y25 [ R A8 L e 15
AR
223 RN

SIG I B MFC S 497 38 245 B 9
BOD A, 81 T3 3. WA o] A Ak VAl i 35 4o
BODs 5 COD (1 Fuff, HARER A, 5 3 1 ] A A el
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U W3R 3 N TEAS SIS SR T B A T A S
e MFC 7] 38 24§12 15 2 08 45 0035 8 A9 vl A= Ak o
Horpr, 48 MFC A]AEARPEAR A oK, R PR A Ryt
— B,

#®3 HISITIRRERLISER T AN ETN
Table3 Change of biodegradability of aging landfill leachate in

beginning and end of stabilization period

iH 1# 24 3 A4 5#

COD/mg-L™" 2880 2880 2880 2868 2868
i BODymg- 1" 247 247 247 263 263
BODs/COD 0.09 009 0.09 0.09 0.09
COD/mg-L™" 2332 1875 2328 2217 2419
A BODs/mg-L" 347 203 242 471 301
BODs/COD 0.15 0.11 010 021 0.12

2.3 FEREIEX R ERBURAIFM

1424 3# 4# 5# MFC iz 17 110] , JiE W & Ak
B TR Eh MR B VA R R U B B s (] Y A2 Ak
W3 4,
231 AL

HL A [RIEE 5 S A L RABCR RS TR 5. H
5 R, B 2SR TG MFC X 3 08 457 3% 75 U T
PR A LR K "R KRR 755,
1075823, 787 Fl 712 mg, & i 5 £ 5K 0 5k
33.5% 47.7% .36.6% .36.3%F 32.9% ., 2# MFC %}
LR RIB IR T E A LR ACR A X 5 =R E
SRR B RAT & X T 14 3% .4# . 5# MFC, 3# . 4# MFC
AAMERBORIZ) N 36%, 14 .54 MFC 2 A £ %
BORBIL R 33%, iR, MFC LB (] FE 1 2 28
XTI 2 RN L bR A 5

1000 1

800

600

400 [

TR /mg

200

% 1 2 3 4 5

[A]#F/cm
5 B RIB IR A L PRACR

Fig. 5 Ammonia removal of aging landfill leachate

2.3.2  FEFRERZA O AEREL A LB AR

H 2 4 A0, 76 H s AT ], 5 S s bis 1)
SO T 0 20 | VAl T2 6 Ve 1S R X6 A1 5 L it X TS
Py R R A AN PR R R BRAUR B 25 . S A HL
o R R A B T R LA 1# 3% 44
MEC Ji 0 A 2 £ v FE R AR, 2# . 5# MFC JiE ) A
PR W BE T v o AR WAk R X F RS A R
1) 25 B 3 38 o U AU 8 AR HE o s A
O AR FR R A RS R R, LA SRS R R L L 0 il
hEGE T RAEACVE R Bk . AEARSCIG T, Tt i)
RS IREh A IR ER A LR R AL R R T
SR I i R R 2R IV R S 28U o 11 % 5 el X
TSR R 2 RS R +h R A b K R HORfEE 2 7 5
HE . 54 MFC X TR EBRRIN AR L=
IR TR AR A AR SR A bR i . X U6 Lt
TEB Tt B 2 B OB IR th A ) L R R R
T AR BRI, AN 2 A L B ir 22
AT SR s A PR E pH L T2 &
R o
2.4 FEBREEXTEY pH ER I

TESZH R H S I B 3B R L) pH
L Bt 1) 1) 1) A8 A UL T 60 bl BT 6 0, R AR [R] B Ky
44 5# MFC [H 7= H i e, S B ARIE 9 pH (B T
=, T 9.2~9.3 Z ) 5 X AR B BE A 1#. 24, 3#
MFC SR | 53—/ — P38 i %) 22 b i 34
XA FRAE Ry s AR A A LY 7 AR HORT
T T HA O eI S A A oK, i ithiz 7 20 d
P, R O, 78 2, IR % ) g R i L B
e A 1A B A T A HYHAE R R, S 80
AN 2 ) pH B AR T 5 205 s T A
9.4
92F
9.0F
8.8

pHIH

8.6
8.4

8.2

8.0 10 20 30 30
[ e/d
K6  pHERER ] A fk

Fig. 6 Change of pH value after different reaction time
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F4 BMETHERYSEERE HRERRE IHEBRHERETE (ng/L)

Table 4 Ammonia, nitrate and nitrite concentration of aging landfill leachate after different reaction time (mg/L)

A al/d 1 5 10 15 20 25
A 1877 1718 1553 1449 1356 1289
TR A 5.81 6.27 6.41 7.11 7.41 8.08
1# AR A 0.43 0.37 0.42 0.45 0.39 0.39
MFC ]/ 30 35 39 41 49 50
A 1429 1437 1299 1248 — —
fEREL A 7.57 7.82 7.82 7.95 — —
TERERRER A 0.42 0.41 0.39 0.41 — —
B a]/d 1 5 10 15 20 25
A 1877 1615 1495 1441 1259 1114
fifEREh A 5.52 6.52 6.28 6.82 6.56 7.07
21 LA ERER A 0.43 0.29 0.34 0.39 0.37 0.33
MFC ]/ 30 35 39 44 49 50
A 1101 1197 1143 1148 1000 981
MR AR A 7.19 7.89 8.14 9.21 7.57 8.33
LA RRER A 0.42 0.40 0.39 0.39 0.44 0.46
i a]/d 1 5 10 15 20 25
BA 1877 1727 1581 1463 1385 1369
TR EL A 5.81 6.23 6.19 6.94 6.85 7.95
3# LA ERER A 0.43 0.30 0.43 0.40 0.40 0.43
MFC ]/ 30 35 39 41 49 50
A 1296 1449 1337 1191 — —
MR A 7.70 9.02 7.76 8.45 — —
EAHR R A 0.43 0.45 0.38 0.38 — —
Al /d 1 5 10 15 20 23
44 A 1803 1359 1193 1165 1181 1147
MFC TELZE ) 6.19 6.19 6.06 6.82 7.13 6.94
LA ERER A 0.47 0.33 0.38 0.47 0.41 0.40
s al/d 1 5 10 13 20 25
5# AR 1803 1289 1209 1239 — —
MFC TR ER A 6.19 6.41 7.19 6.94 — —
A ERER A 0.47 0.33 0.30 1.24 — —

i FE RN S SBTB R B AL R o e
BT 5 £1 B9 3, 51 IR M) pH (AT /MRS AL, 3 |k

H53CHk[17] RAIE HZE MFC Ab BTG 5 Sy A 7= 3 o ek AR HR R TG A S AR MFC H B (] B
Bz Ak B A5 B 0 45 5 (pH B B 5.02 06 28 5.83) LR R 5 I i 0 R I 7 R
L 10D S 5 P 97 S Y 22 R A
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W F LSS configurations to optimize performance of multi-

1) 248158 2 em A S L HE B, TA) R 4 em
At 4 R AR ARG s TR 2 em B9 MIFC 7= HEL J] ) 45
KLOMEEER 1A 3 em MIIRZ o HHEIREA 1~
3 e H R Y PR LBt AL AR () B ) 348 S TG, T 2 F
W () BE T 3 em B R b PR HL Bl Fb A ) B ) 384 R
TV /DN 5 24 8B R 2 em B R L A B K T 3558 3 B
K, 4 em B HAF/D

2) P YL R AR [ B ) 728 A %o P, el TS ) 8 4 3%
BUEH T COD KBRMFZMRE , AR EIFE R 2 cm 1Y
MFC 2% 5 3095 1E W COD 2[4 R fig i i 34.9%
HL LA FE S 1.2.3.4.5 em BB PEAE 20343 R
35.6% .27.6% .35.4% . 14.9% . 14.9% , A A £ 5K 7>
WM 33.5% 47.7% .36.6% .36.3% .32.9% ; H, WL % JiE
Py s R Eh A RS PR R 2 BRABUR B 22, IR 1Y pH
HAER BT T A BTG R

[ 2% 30k ]
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EFFECT OF ELECTRODE SPACING ON POLLUTIONS DISPOSAL IN
AGED LEACHATE AND ELECTRICIRY PREODUCTION BY
SINGLE-CHAMBER MEMBRANE-LESS AIR-CATHODE MFC

Hu Jinfeng, Xu Longjun, Xu Yanzhao
(State Key Laboratory of Coal Mine Disaster Dynamics and Control, Chongqing University , Chongging 400044 , China)

Abstract: The aging landfill leachate with a volume fraction of 60% was used as substrate of the single- chamber
membrane-less air cathode microbial fuel cells, and the pollutions’ disposal efficiency and electricity production were
studied when the electrode spacing (ES) was 1 cm, 2 cm, 3 cm, 4 em and 5 em, respectively. The results showed that
the output voltage and power density of MFC with 2 ecm ES were the largest, and those of MFC with 4cm ES was the
lowest. But generally speaking, the effect of ES on the output voltage was not obvious. The internal resistance of MFC
increased with the increase of ES as ES was 1-3 c¢m, but decreased as ES was 3-5 c¢m. The removal rates of COD and
ammonia nitrogen in substrate were the largest as the ES was 2 ecm. Coulomb efficiency of 5 microbial fuel cells were
35.6% , 27.6% , 35.4% , 14.9% and 14.9% , respectively. The single- chamber membrane-less air cathode MFC can
improve the biodegradability of the aged landfill leachate to a certain extent.

Keywords: single- chamber microbial fuel cell; electrode spacing; aging leachate; electricity production

characteristics ; pollutant removal



