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Abstract: Production process of potato starch produces large volume of wastewater containing high-concentra-
tion organic compounds, which not only pollutes the environment seriously, but also results in a huge waste of
resources. This paper reviewed both the treatment technologies and resource utilization approaches of potato
starch wastewater. Resource utilization approaches of the wastewater as well as the development and application
of methods such as flocculation/sedimentation, biological treatment, and land treatment were discussed. The
paper pointed out that recycling of the effective components from the wastewater would not only generate eco-
nomic benefits but also significantly reduce the pollution load, hence reducing the subsequent treatment pres-
sure. [Ch, 48 ref.]
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[ A B ) B VA (SS) 43 31l 3K 20.0 g+ L7 R 3.0 g- L7t R K H He HE O 38 mUK AR B, KA A2 )
REIT:, BEERAKPAPURIOREE:, Bithmi s . @R —2RiA F UK, HEG IR,
TR UE RN T RA Z Vi | I R o O RS e i, A S BT U LU i AT HLvE
oy I T e v R A RS O, AN SR A B A 2 R, T EL BRI 1S T MR A SR AL A Y A
Ji& . SEIETENIR K A R T [ WO T SR A S R AN U, AR R AT IO T, AT AR R
E, IR R K AR B T ) AR SCERIR TSR K AL BTk R B IRAC R O i, IR A R T 1)
R e,

1 FREREARLEF &

1.1 BEEIEE

ZLEEVTIE VL W A SR AR 2R UE R K (T B R, RERBR 2R E AN 2, EITEM K
b 3RE ) 2B A AL . A PLRGUA Y 2R EER] . RBER RS e T R BEUTIERCR o MR 0T PR
A AR (PAC)IREETTYE | 0T F3 15 R FFE 25 B¢ FH Ah B 0 44 S0 My TR /K, Ab2F 75 S0 (COD) FI R 14 I
B BRI 80.1% M1 89.4% ., 44 HH] PAC 1 B Bk 7] 38 A s Ik i (PAML) Ach 31 20 4% S5 by IR K, A
pH 10 B, COD, M | BiF¥ SS, ZBRFEDHIN 58.14%, 91.97%M 91.11%,, Xie 550K PH B F A8 P vE
K5 B A R R (PFS ) & e (1 WAk 25 5% S 3E 3 B 7K, COD BR3%iIk 61.32%., T K% HRE Rhi-
zopus MO Fl M17 & it A= = 52 & B A= W 25k 77 CMBFO17, HA% 2558 0.1 mL-L7, Jo7& W35 %K pH
6, 76 1 LEAKPHN 5 mL 100.0 g- L™ @9 B &0 SOA0ES ,  BIVA]ff 5 8% 28 3 A 2 /K 1 il B2 R COD 2 B ¢
I3 K 92.11%H1 54.09% , 8 2 EEE Al M e L FERHE AW 1.1 gL,

e SEER A B2y i/ | DR D | R AR AbE R 5 A P A5, ARG K rh 4y R R/ INVRITK
EWHEMA IS YY), BRI ATIAR . AN, DR RB. DL PAM AR A T A R A Bl o> 7 22
BRI G0, HE WY, SEGEERMLL, MUEWLEER DILBR M G . 5% . TE
JTFE . RWIG Y, IEHME)T, TOEYE ] ISR AR, AR S 2 UE R R K Ak 3 v B FH R RA
1.2 4YaiE%

HFH 0 1R U R S 2R M P K AE W A B A DRARE R T A SRR RS IR A R AR
YISO fi ik (MBR) A5 . IR WA RAETCIF 85 48 (00 7450 41T, RIS 5 DR AU AR W i A e A
ML), DRAA YR A B S e M K A BEREAL . 5= &b | Kb FRAR A0 A, H R 0 I ) 5%
K, AFEASY AT, XK U, AR MK 2, BT, KR EAE WA T 2 E 8
bR A5 e R (UASB) 9700 7 it 20 IR S0 I #% (ABR) ™, 80K 5 U B K R (EGSB) 12710 TR 4]
P il vk (ACP)™ | PR UE L (AF) U519 K JRARTRAL R (AFB) 4% | i G A Wk AR i 8 4R (4 F RO A7 2%
T, WEHEDEBANY, fefife ., THEMMOGIE T, BHREM LKA EY L2407
LG PTG TR (SBR)™, AR il Ak IR ATE M5 I (CASS) , AFEIEIE S, 5IRA YA
o, A A A FREE ok . AR b S HBERER, AT AR ZI, TORE R
WS, A AL FRARVR BE DA HLE K . TSR KA ML, ABRMERE K, SCBRE S IE R N TR
IKALER T ER IR Wk S A E A R B A
1.2.1 REASFALAAEE  Abeling ™, Park 552, Lin %2R HIR & -1 415 T2 40 PR UE 83 2 7K # L
U RUR . Hien 2825k H UASB-EL3E T 2 BRI M IE K, LKA, COD H 13 449 mg-
L7 B2 624~780 mg L™, COD KBEFIK 90%~95%, WK /KIEA J5 LA BTG AL 3, 78K T3 45 B4 B[]
(HRT)} 12~20 d 047, COD AIF£%] 10 mg- L LA, 5K 55 B4R H UASB-A/O 1.2 4b B T 4% 25 3¢
¥ &K, COD, BODS, SS FEEFAM M 99.0%, 99.5%, 99.5%, Z#Giiafrhans HALHES: FEAC, %
PR M UASB-CASS-TREE T A EE R K, 7E#E7K COD, BODs, SS 43042k 13 078, 7297,
3386 mg-L' i}, 7k COD, BODs, SS434lk 96, 18, 42 mg-L™', =#H LBHRETE 99% LA |, HiKik
J Ay, R A] [OR] F Ab Bt AR v AR BT AR, B RAFR IR RES Pt S 2 Ur sl s o 48 S 00
IK A BR AL SO 25+ AB T 75 U8 1 2040 3 vk B DB B E M R K . TEEK COD 2 8 g- L 24y, KTy
PEREHREY 15 h B, R Gistr AR, kR, nTikE](GB 8978-1996) (15 /K £ & HEMUbR #E ) — S b
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e, E A5 PR ] ABR-S AL VA T 2040 B 5 Wk B 1 S 0E M R 7K, BODs Fil COD B3 % 73 5l ik 5] 99.7%
H199.2%, 7KK FBTIEE] (GB 8978-1996) (15 /K £ HE bR ) — bn i . Wang 55 1R JH = R A- 414
— AT AR A ) SN A A B S S E A K, TR AR U SR FEAR A A AR U E I R R
BUBE, 7E 25~35 °C, pH 5.0~8.5 i}, COD FIZU AU LB 253 5135 98.7%F1 82.3% ., i fu] K X552 [ K fff
M = RIRE I A — R A AR A W R 4%, W AR S IR 2 AL, RN A A M I A AR K
FURL, 24 COD M 14~30 g-L', AN 15~24 mg-L' i, RZEi7K COD<200 mg-L', &AM 108 mg-L,

ZE LT SRR EIFE A AR R K, A iR e se ok . BERENR . Bk
L. R BRI, A I PRS2 K IR NG RE S R TR TE M R KR B, IR AR B
OISR TR N RS AT A S I DG . ARk, B IRAH AR AR, DL ABR HIUEME
AR o LA HAE W R R e o . R s BER | K OTIR G SR A . 2 IRBE S e /NS AR R A2 B
KR E M, FEERTEM SRR AR ETRE . SO SRR R R R
PR AN i 5 B SR BRI I as
122 BAME N EF AW N 2% (membrane bio-reactor, MBR) ¥, & 4085 850 5 A4 Yy 4k FBa
JCHRZE AT R R B K AL B2 R . MBR HAT 5 Ye iy LB i, bunh o (i far g Jy i S5 00 A, FE SEBR B
M, A AR MES B R AR AE B bR o, R TR HAL T 205 MBR 5G] . B a2 E R R I8 (UF) +
FEE A= ) S5 N s Ak B D S S E R I K, AE 3K COD BTt ¥ B2 5~9 gL', HRT & 30 h B, COD (% £ Fx
RKT 90%, T SCIEA5E PR AR A NG R S 07 4% (1C) 5 MBR B T 25 Ab B I 48 2 e oy A 7= ek, 4%
FW . 15~25 CYEHN IC RN # e & B A 200 HRT & 5 h, e COD fafar 4 23.62 kg-m=-d™, MBR
N DO 4 mg- L7, fefE HRT 24 8 h, #:EHTJ1 0 16.4 kPa Z£47 BT, 1C-MBR & %i i 7K COD #£ 55
mg- L LR, SR MBR Ab B2 5 by ik K B A o 3 1o AR /N AR KO B O 5 S 00 05, SR, BT e g
LA B B R B A B AR iz I ) F2 A
1.3 TiEHEAR

- Ak PR R R 4 0B U S TS K AT AR I, K TP AR SR E R R T R R
R R AR BT R, R SRS LA, T DR 5 200 R e M K 5 @ 4Rl AR I 2:
LIRG, 415 d ¥R ARG 152 pH AR b IR G K, ZIR AR H T RS R,
AR RN pH E TR, TAEBEAL, AU S R, PROKRE T R 2 R AR B T e
W K HEA 358 30 d 2240 AT AR 48 R4 A LR 70 i, 80 d AT A ML LT 58 & i, H AW KR4,
Wi B TR AN L RE 28 55 A5 R0 A B S 28 e Ry kK, T ELIR BB 8 40 R IR K R 8 R B, 3m 38 Ae
PR AR a, IR 2 20k Ak e o (IR TE A BACRAL, (b AR K, [ I A S R B X
K LI 25 5 (s IR AR 1, 3 O IR A AR 2, T8 OB HEIR A

2 FREMEARFFEMAA T &

HRVER K EEEATEN . EOABMAIRSEAIY, & A sy, B RE—Ems
VRl sR , IR Al A BB AR K TR A DTS e vk B2, Wl I B2 b BRI (4R S 208 Uy 2 7K % D A A 38 1) T 0
FEAH LT LR,

21 FAZEREMEAKBEKEAR

Jin ZE539 100.0 g+ L™ 9 DAR2710 HE %R T B8 B @ MIE KT, 7635 °C, TERL pH 4.0 &1 F
FR 14 b, o] SR (R 2.07~2.39 g- L7, H COD BRIk 95%., 22754 % 50 4% 245 < 7%-UASB-SBR
G T2 B EIER TR, AMUBAOKBE R, W A Z TS B ol 42 L2 4.0 kgt (W&
WRE, 2R, IR PRI 1 0.10 MPa, =i 22 °C, pH 5.8 &0F T, #IERWE B 5
(A% B A 80.46% , AbFRJE COD EBR#FE 1K 58%, Jamuna %55k HEEEETE Candida tropicalis b PR
SBVEM K, ANUREAE P AT HE R R B SR B 1, 3 AT U BER e R A K, B R
A G B R G
22 FMAEREMEKEFSMEMEER

PhA PR e — I A W™ AR B B REETR PR R 2 T ALY B RAA REEE )T BB
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s, REAZETRIE | pH EIREZ WS A, Tz T H2ETER KA B, 2238 5 H 25 €
W3 IR K KK 57 S o 22 H0 AT 8 Bacillus polymyxa FER Y B2 R Saccharomyces cerevisiae , il 8 W A
AW BER I, N B IE R KRR S IR 97%, K COD LBRFIRE] 65%., T AR5 CHLEE
TERD IR K B8 TR U E W) 2R B 7 A, AN ORORFEAR A, BLEER ™ AR RE W T B TR, 2l Y
B 3005 B0 S B RE R R K COD £ BRAIK 93.60%, I L BRA L 82.87%, MIUMLATUL: LA RIER PR N
R IR B m R BRI YRR A, R OOR RRRAR T 2R B B A 7 A, HERBERCR W W] TR, A
B R 7K COD K A
2.3 FAZFBLEMEKESKED M

VLR VE Ry K Ry B I 00, a0 e AR O™ b FL A, AR A 7 R it g, R AR W S 1R 1t B
Bram i ke U5 . FLAGSE Y DUH B E R R OK Oy R BEEL BT, O D — AR R 4B /N SE R I EE Cunninghamella
echinulata F7, ZREMEEES 11 Ky, AW EEF 18.140 g-L7, &l iAH] 51.2%, COD % kxR Hik
87% . 7% W A5 P IxF B AR EE My K BT IRAL A b AT T IR SE, BFSEERIT . A/ s AR DU R REA T B
S EVE R IR KA R 2 AR R (GLA ), GLA it /0 BGA F) 229.72 mg- L™, COD ABRFik 76.31%,
Wb I LE R TG0 7 A B A W it i e TR, Rl A 2 258 COD, R 2R M IR K b B4R fit T — R 8 0%
ATy RS
24 FRABREMEKREFTSHE

2 R — PR 2R R Aureobasidium pullulans 7% e T F= A2 0 2S00 SROME ¥ DI 1% i 4
KEMERE T2 HE , th TERA R RUEE . erde . BT, Midk . BT, TaptssretE, 2z
TEEZ, i, AL THA MG, Barnetta 55 38 1o XA [F] [ 7K i 5 4% 55 08 By IR K SSCR AT RIS, 45
REHT . & 22 A B-VE b K A PR 7K PR3 8 22 7 e I 5 22 20 M Al R 6 0 L AR Y T /K e 11 2
¥, BUFKAE Y RN, JRE R A ERE, v IR AN, S 2 A R 1 G
W, AR S L) B RS B E M R K R IR, R ERE R D SRR W2003, N g K i A 2 20
WAL L BT 20, B2 A, T HLER D8 1 a5 g
25 FIRAZBLEMEAKETIR

Jin ZE TR H /DA M EE Rhizopus arrhizus DAR 36017, 6 F 5 8% B 5€ M 2 K T £ K Zea mays JE ¥y
IKAE Ry 15 35 B A P2 B IR . 7R RS IR E R IR K BT R MR 2 Ol 20~60 gL B, 28 40 h kB, FLRR TR AL
19.5~44.3 g-1.' ) Huang %5/ />R DAR 36017 FIKAREE Rhizopus oryzae DAR 2062, LLh4Z g
KR R FRAE  R WP A A B 7 /B 7 FLIR . R DR B IE M Bt ik O 20 ¢- L', pH 6.0, MJE
30 CHE, 28 36~48 h &KW, FLRR™ &R 1.5~3.5 g- Lo HAR Ty A VE M IR K BE I AL B AR FL R 2B
JRATERE T iAe . B R GEIEAC R I iEoh, o ol R B2 v K A B Re I, A= il <, 4k
Py &4

3 kKZ

TR VEN K AL BRI IETT T, AL 5 ZLBE0) S REARAR | XTIl B2 AR AR W ik, (HLBR— ] R R AR
B AN i B R R TR R AR TR i, AEARSR, B T A R BRI HE )T R G B
MG RS JC RIS QR RUE Y B0 AWk Ah BRI T by K OR Bl (FIXIE R shig | 5 52Kk
SR, AR U R WAL BRSO AN, P, T T ey A6 BE D0 L R Sl PR UK
. WRHASTZE, TRE2RTEM KA B A I A AT A ST B K BT IR ) T 2k
PRI B K b BB R AR P R el s . 20 EEAE A, BEIISOR T R A ROy, R
IR T BOKBS R, W TR IR T, DR Tl B R T k]
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