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In situ microbial fermentation systems for treating human feces in rural regions with cold and water shortages
CHEN Zhuobo', LI Jiabin', LI Luyao', LIU Xue', ZHU Changxiong', LUO Liangguo', QI Yuanyi’, TIAN Lan’, GENG Bing"

(1. Institute of Environment and Sustainable Development in Agriculture, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Science, Beijing 100081,
China; 2.Zhangye Lanbiao Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Zhangye 734000, China)

Abstract: We evaluated the treatment efficiencies of human feces using in situ microbial fermentation systems in cold—arid rural regions.
Changes in the basic physicochemical properties, nutrient compositions, and microbial abundances of padding were explored, and the
safety of waste padding was evaluated. The results showed that when four uses per day occurred, the maximum temperatures in the padding
of no. F6 and F7 reached 51.66 °C and 50.24 °C, respectively, in fermentation systems with a volume of approximately 66 L. Furthermore,
the microbes in the padding were dominated by bacteria, showing levels of 10°-10" CFU - g”'. Changes in the moisture contents in the
padding after different number of uses varied, with the trend first increasing and then decreasing. Following the test, the pH and total
nutrient and organic matter contents in the padding conformed to the national standard (NY/T 525—2021). The EC values of the padding
were less than 2.48 mS+cm™, revealing a low salinization risk. The GI values of the padding of systems no. F8, F3, F6, and F7 were > 80%),
indicating the maturity of paddings. After the experiments, except for in system no. F'1, the fecal coliform levels and mortality of ascaris
eggs in the padding aligned with the national standard of GB 7959—2012.

Keywords: /n situ microbial fermentation system; cold and arid region; resource utilization; rural feces; safety evaluation
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BT LA T 305 %8 (2021—2025 4 ) )5 i, fin bR A
SR FEVS i X 1A ] I R AR ™ . R,
AR R AR FIMIE T A T 5 €08 b X A A e i 5
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b R A W e T D B b B S 3 IR MR A A AL
M SE B IR TC 15 Y HE ) & & SR B, H
HI, R TP e or R BEIR B AR W58 F 246 h T &
BRI Y i 5 2T R IR AL AR R O, R AR
RERWEFEE, KBKEFRRTEEEN
R AR AU LT, wAE S A LR N T
AR SRR R W R AN & T IR AR A ] N AR A
ol I e s AR AR B TR AT 4 T K BRI,
FEAIR T 3R BE 5 4, 0 SE3 T 2675 19 BT AL A L,
B, H AT TR 5L & T R AL P I8 78 1l X
ARSI T 5 R BB A T S B IES  AR DLHRE

AW TR AR W I R B R B T 2808
HB XA SO 5 25 A0 B, B IR R G T AR IR 55
Bl A W) e B R OB o B8 TR 100 5 B R
FRH, W K BRSE T AR e FE N AR, IR T R
HORLBEATRE RN 22 A PEAR , DT A S e I PR A
FHFARAT el 5 2675 b PRAR BERL- 24

1 #MREFE

1.1 R &

RIS TE H A TR AT H N X 2R AR Y
A W DAL e B DR I BT P A 7 A Ak 3L FH g
JIT A A5 2% R ST 1.10 mx0.61 mx0.71 m, o T26
15 2 BEAL B 2 BE IR AR 29 66 L, HRHAEFE 4 0.50
mo AR N 6L VAR SRk A, LA PR TR AR T
WA AP E R RS A ) B, CR YR
RAE . KRR 0 FRFEFFFIAR B He BE 12 1 O
T IOIRG  VIR TR IR 4 kg, 24 5 AR P A0 SRS 4
R 273, FF BN 300 g fUAE D) & BETA 7 o 2B P i 37
H1 HRRBE S Tl A P AR B 5T BT HR AL , 5 0k TR 4 i
23514 : BD-T-1,BD-T-3,BD-T-6, BD-TI-1 FiI
BD-TI-2. TG H#OR) UG A B P i 4n R - pHAE
H 6.9, B §#F (EC) H 213 mS - em™, &K F Ny
15.27%, ik & b (C/N) 2 70.01, £5 LT % & A
85.25% , A (TN) K 0.82% , 3Tl (TP) Ky 1.16% , it
(TK) 4 0.74% , J3 57557 2GRV EABB A L 48fE —
WA B & )l 4.90%, 4 TE Bl 1.68%10°
CFU-g"',

20 560 B () ) B A DA e R R P g e
84, RN F1~F8, X563 A v A 1 (o FH i B i A\
BOEARRRE |, I K e IR B, 4 B —
A RAE N R HEE Hy 0.14 kel 20 36 40 o R S A
AR, LA LE 1,

TG i B R BORR YR IRORE | RIS o X 26 i v
SR RO L PR AR E R 4 P
SR A S A SV AR A, BRI IBORE S 100 g, R AL TER
SR A A4S M. F550.10.20.30.40.50.60 .,

F1 RAEBKS JHHEFEERNE

Table 1 Daily manure input in in—situ microbial fermentation systems bed for 80 days

i H Ttem Fl F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8
JI% 45 A\ Number of service 1 1 2 2 2 4 4 7
FEE BN BIKEL Total fecal input times/times 63 71 149 163 132 349 383 532
S ZEAE AT Total fecal input/kg 8.82 9.94 20.86 22.82 18.48 48.86 53.62 74.48
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Figure 1 Changes of temperature in the padding

during fermentation
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Figure 2 Changes of pH value in the padding during fermentation
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Figure 3 Changes of EC value in the padding during fermentation
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R FEREORH 5 AR AR G B AN 4 R o Bl
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THE R RS, o 7E 50~60 d ik B i m{E. F6 Al
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Figure 4 Changes of moisture content in the padding

during fermentation

55.55% Ja B T ZE 5 50 KK 71.67% , 3R J5 B T
K%, 7E 70~80 d B 4ERFTE 60.24% At .
24 EBERERNEFRRSETL

MR 2 PR, SHHHRAE 0 45 o5 B
R RARRHE TN & R34 P dit &y, o K8 K6 (F7 Al
F'5 5 P R AR (4 TN F 2 38 w8 I B8 4K, i B i)
0.82% 43 5 $2 B %) 3.13% .2.99% . 3.06% Fl 3.38%; Bk
F8 . F1 Fll F2 5 & i R HRE TP & 2 $2 i A i 4k, 1
AR BEIRHRE TP 5 i 5 W iR HORHAH L 3 2 5
FIT A T R HRE A TK 55 18 3 06 45 i 35 45 T 4
&, HH F3 F6 F7 FFS 5 & R 30k} TK 1% & 42
v R R K, W BR 9 0.74% 43 4R E) 1.67% .
1.51% .1.40% 1 1.55%. JIi KRR C/N A
2 REAR, B AR B HE Y 0 F5S>FT>F6>F3>FI>F8>
F4>F2, SRR 50 45 ] i F1~F8 5 A& i
IR B4 S A BN T 3.07.2.21,5.41 .4.88
6.16.5.19.5.70 .3.28 A 43 i, HH F3 . F4 F5 .F6 . F7

x2 ABWAERBREMNERRISSE

Table 2 Content of nutrient components in the padding before and after the experiment

I H Item Wtk F1 F2

F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 I8

Ai255 A EX Number of service 0 1 1

2 2 2 4 4 7

A HLIT Organic matter/%  85.25+1.43a 62.71+0.233¢  66.90+1.44b 57.95+0.31d 59.60+0.92d 53.10+0.62¢ 52.87+0.98e 52.19+0.57e 69.33+0.63b

% H C/N ratio 70.01+0.58a 12.59+0.05¢d 16.30+0.35b 12.22+0.07d 13.10+0.20c 9.11+0.11f 10.26+0.19¢ 9.89+0.11e 12.85+0.12¢
SV Total nitrogen/% 0.82+0.04d 2.89+0.33abe  2.38+0.53¢  2.75+0.27bc 2.64+0.15bc 3.38+0.23a 2.99+0.25ab 3.06+0.28ab 3.13+0.08ab
S Total phosphorus/%  1.16+0.03b  1.40+0.22b  1.30+0.14b  2.19+0.07a  2.16+0.08a 2.31+0.07a 2.08+0.14a 2.33+0.29a 1.43+0.09b
VB Total potassium/%  0.74+0.06d  1.12+0.26bc  1.02+0.29¢d  1.67+0.22a  1.39+0.04be 1.55+0.11a  1.51+0.08a 1.40+0.13ab 1.04+0.08cd

FFE43 Total nutrient/% 4.37 7.44 6.58 9.78 9.25

VE [ TRl NG RO AR B ) 22 5 1 3 (P<0.05) o

Note: Different lowercase letters in the same line indicate significant difference between treatments (P<0.05).

10.53 9.56 10.07 7.65
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Figure 5 Changes of the number of microorganisms (bacteria, fungi and actinomycetes ) in the padding during fermentation
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Figure 6 The germination index of the padding
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IR 55 N BUEE 4 N - A7 (R F6 T FT 5 B TR H k) i e iR
BE 3 SR 3k 51.66 G 50.24 °C AR T2 W) S K 1%
PRAERH 1 S5 i R Bl 45 NBCFE2 N - d7 1 F3 F4
FFS5 5 & WK HR} i 50 i 3R 37.46~44.33 °C; IR 55
MNBAE LA F LRI F2 5 4 B R B Rl o vl T FE A
930.67 CHI34.33 °C., 3 24 A4 IR 55 A\ B0 8 2608
SO AR TR R AR 3 1 B KR A C/N DL B A i
AEYE S A EEAE . AR RN, PR KR
TE 45%~65% Bt e A R F i A 0 & W™, i oA &
T2 PR HRORL B4 25 7K R AT C/N B, 55 50 K, F8 5 R IR
HOBHI C/N R 1711, 57K 51K 71.67% , AF T
YK 5 F3 L F4 R FS 5 4 T8 DR H#ORE S K 245 51 R
46.44% 47.06% F1 42.77% , B A& B E Y L2
HORLEY C/N 43514 35.86.37.39 1 30.44 , A F| F i3 A4
WK B F6 FFT 5 Kk B R HBHI C/N 43 5118 24.46 il
26.96, 5 K HAr 51 M 51.50% 1 59.94% , A5 F) T i
AW T 5 T F LA B2 45 A R PR AR C/N 433124 36.86
F140.16, 75 7K 2845 51 H 28.89% F119.89% , W A F| T
T K T o
3.2 REEREEI pH B EC B A

i 5N A pHAH 6.5~8.5 M ol A= W i 480 & I3 ‘L
() pHAELE FE™ . A58 Y, £ 30~60 d B 43 & I IR
HORHY pH A ETF3 8.5 DL b, X Ui A 1 & B A h i
AP AT RE AR T BRI (E R R 2 U Y R T T
FIT A % T R HRL ) pH E e 250 8 7E 7.36~8.49 Z []
M A HLAEEEY (NY /T 525—2021) $L 52 , pH {8 K
5.5~8.5 (A3 MLAE A AT 7t FH 1 A B, AR 32056 25 o s Jr

R3 AEBERERNREMED R EIRE

Table 3 Contents and standards of pathogen parameters in the padding

T H Ttem F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 GB 7959—2012
K45 AL Number of service 1 1 2 2 2 4 4 7
FERMEEL 134 93 75 86 95 84 78 78 <100
Fecal coliform value/( 4>+ ")
i AR T R 78.40 97.53 97.34 95.81 99.33 95.46 99.46 98.25 295%
Ascaris egg mortality rate/%
YPI TR Salmonella AR REEH Rl R RER SRied R RERH ANTHE
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AR BER IR pHE AT &b i . ECIHERR K
P R R A AT VA PR ER A BC By , e vk a]
PR ER AR RS R R Bk EC (AR
TRig BN, BR R S E TR R, e TR E
e O TR A P GE R ALe
TR A FRI Y, 7 A TR R 5 R e 7 (Al i £k
BT, 51 ECAE T &, 1M 244 & e HLER i A
H AT BE RIS EC M FRER R . — e kL
ECEH/NTF 9.0 mS « em™ B A 23 X Ff 7 & 258 7= A= 1)
il ARG S5 A, BT AT & IR HORH EC 3 £
2.48 mS-em™ LA, 1 BHER AL AU /)N o
33 REBERERMNEKETZTLSHT

FEUF AR R T R v R 5 KR S R i) & P
T R AT HILJR g 2R 110 3 2 R R B AN 2 R
PRGBS T LR R IR E WrRHLBR
BPLRAE TGS BFIE R B WRH K SR
FFTE 55%~60% MG FE N , A RE 05 PRUE LT 42U HE AT 1Y 1F
BT FEARWER AN R S N B0 R I R ok
) 5 7K R ARAAG LA A AR A ESAR  2 8 5) bt
J TR o i gs NECh 4 N F6 R FT 5 %
P R IR 55 A B 2 A0 F4 1 FS 5 K B2 IR 7R R 56 T
TR 5 1 30~40 d B 30REG B 7K R G R 54 40% L
b AR R RUE R A R S RS N 1A 2
A TR AR IR I T 1R 1 40 d )5 &5 K RALAE 14.20%~
32.29% , 3% WA fili AR A 260 5 AR 2 S
LT KEEAS TR, DT 5 1) A 00 308 R R 1 T 224
FEC (HAR R SR, F8 5 & B R BB 5 K R AR5
50 KR8 71.67% 88 H i A 0 & e 38 LY 1T, 31X
i 19075 o i CARRH SR 3R DR (it ) SRR 85% , TR) BN A
RWEPR PN 28 1L, AT AR K d CH. W NLO T HoS 55
5 YRR,
3.4 REFRERNERRSTHSH

W HRUL, TN TP TK A HL 7 5 S C/N ZEPEA
HEREJE AR R AR — A EE R R E
FIVETH (0 3 C/N K 20~300, AHF5E 18 5 & i
PRAE C/N FE 45 50 KBy 17.11, 1645 80 K i Ky
12.85, 3 H B0 45 s TN S 2 4 /& , 17 TP Al TK 2
AN X ] RE S T F8 5 & I AR i AKX
B2 Rt TR Z AN, RBCNEL. 5
Hh TEE 50 K F8 5 A e R Fr K Z8ik 2 72%,
By 7K AR R 2 T BT SR TR R R R R
DR, F6 T FT 5 A TR HOBHE C/NFESS 50 K43
Wk 24.46 F126.96 , 7655 80 K& 10.26 F19.89, If:

1% WHART]

HIR 45 Bl TN TP A TK 24 5 48 . 94 185
50 K B F6 Fil F7 5 & I IR 48 BH 7 K % 53 5 ok
51.50% F159.94% , ik H L WE . F3 . F4FIF5 5 KT
TR OB C/N LE 55 50 K B 43 51 Jy 35.86.,37.39 FiI
30.44 , 7555 80 K I 43 5 B 22 12.22 13.10 F1 9.11, FF
H RIS A5 AR TN i 25 52 i, 3 v] RB =l T TSR
B BRI IR A, B BC/NE . FILAM
F2 5 R WEREORH C/N TE 55 50 K 43 51 2y 36.86 Fl
40.16, 7E55 80 K 435Il 28 12.59 Fi116.30, i35 25
B TN I 25 58 &, TP 4 =y A i 35, aX T g 2 il T
NEORA HRHR A R EA R, B C/NE
o IR EE AT T AT R R OB SR o TR A
ML & w375 A CAALIE AR (NY/T 525—2021) 1) AH
KFAE
3.5 REBERERNMEYBETLSHT
A K T R T BB 1 k4 5 MO T A e
Py K VR A B A IR LA T T A A 0 A 8 AR b T
DA R T R 38 A 71 B2 A 5% rp % T DR
BHR AP LA Ry 3, AR TE 10°~ 10 B 2, 5
T S0 e T DR AR A AN T 0 (107~10%)121, 3
HLBERE VAL A T A = I () (5 P 240 v 5 o S A i b
A, TESS 40 K, F7 M F4 -5 % B R HCRE Y 40 18 5
W T FLAF2S X & H T F7 R F4 5 R RER
FEVG RN PR T HORNE IS B C/N, A AT A AR
s B, F7 F F4 5 & TR HOREE) pH (B 23 51 8.24
1819, BuE A A AR . Hf P45 R REIRHEHE
5540 RIHAF] 44.67 °C, w5y il AT GE 55 i 4 2 £k 48 747 7Y
R B 5 P A S, T A R BERZE A T I (60~70
d) B A HCR pHAEL(>8.5) Ik T & AL 4 i 255, &
M EBCGE T D38 FES 40 K, F8 F3 . F6 Fl
F5 5 & W R OB pH {H 43 714 8.99.8.93.9.17 il
9.11, pH {3zt /= v BE I 240 7 Al A= K9, BR F8 Al F3
SRBERAN , HoAx K e RER 1) TR B S B
Je BEAR A B XU BB EA T 31 40 d 2247 B A 4Rk}
PRI O BB PR A, 10 A B e A A
B, BRI AR 10°~10° 8505 2% 19 B AR K 20,
i 2 TR (1R B0 7E B 50 0o AR R S B S A A
X SRR TE TR B BE (45 °C) ek 1 A H: Al g 44
PRI RO B0, 0F BT A B P R AR ) B i
T AW B BUER A A LA R P B R RS
FHOR pH {E 1 = (>8.5) il T e v 1 45, 3 3
F8 . F3 Fll 16 5 & W PR Rl 2k T Fiim 2 AR ALK . il
R AE DA LERRTE 10°~10° A B .
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3.6 AEMRE NBEZBK BRI RE TN

Tl 200 2 Ao 0 3 A AR R X Al ) 2 5 LA
BEPE MY ELHETIE, BERRE, 4 GI>50% B, A A3
X R B AR B A B E 24 GT>80% B, I A 4k
C 58 4 8 20, AR WESE T, W) iG BRORE I GLAE
68.43% , Ut W 1) 4 HOBL T R B 24 . 55 80 K, 1L k8,
F3.F6 Fl F7 5 & B R #OBHY GLETE 80% LA I, o4
9 R BB GLAE AE 42.77%~73.69% 2 [A] , X 13 B
AUAT 44> 7l (1 4R} 7 a6 285 R ) 38 1) T g A ) 22
Ko H P15 RREIR BRI GUE N 42.77% ,3X A HE
S TR R B AR &, P — i A PR
FNHG-NCS 6 -0 AR 2 HIEA . BRFLS A
PR ERE AN 1T 45 o Ay LA & 1 DR 4R 2 R i A
FRLESCRI A e B AT 3R I 5 (Sl o b AR ZEKR)
(GB 7959—2012) H iy B 2 {8, 33X 1 B 22 sl A ) & T
PRI 43 2 T T8 38 A $H0 i A Af I e 2645 HL A 3 e 1 A
Wit bk, TSI E AL BAR . X F F1S & R
RFTT B — A K B A R 75 D) Ik X kb gk A T %
IEAE A

4 £t

(D ERFIR /N 66 LA & BER 35 24 19 IR 45
N ZE 55 T %o A 4 R e R HOBHG 38 1Y C/N A
W AEYTE S A HEAEH . RSB 4 N Mk
T DR OB i TR BETE 50 CL b R T BRI g k.

(2) K e R HOR 3 A: Wy LA A R =, 8RR
1 10°~10" B 9, IR AR S KT o AN IR 55
B R R R HORE B 5 KR B 2 ek s BT
TR RS MRS AR 1B RS AR K
R 55 NECA 7 NI HORE B K Sl m YR R F & IR
BAT o IR LS A T AT & I R HORE 1) B3R 43 B
HHL & AR CHAUIERE) (NY/T 525—2021) Y
FHCHLE , IF H i R4 76 2.48 mS-em™ DUF, #h 15
TR /0N

(3) RIS A F8 \F3 . F6 Fl F7 5 & e R R 1
GUETE 80% LA I, ih 3] T B 2K . BRFL 5 LB
PREEMI, At 2 T R} 35 R FF B B30 i e By
FE T 2T A (20 To % b DA 25K ) (GB 7959—
2012) PR 1E .
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