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Abstract: Faecal indicator bacteria of faecal coliform, Salmonella spp., and faecal Streptococcus are
present at high levels in faecal sludge and affect human health. Mesophilic anaerobic digestion cannot
reduce faecal indicator bacteria to meet the standards for biosolids; therefore, the thermal pretreatment
of faecal sludge is essential. The main objectives of this research were to evaluate the effect of thermal
(70 ◦C) pretreatment time (20, 40, 60, 80, 100, and 120 min) and mixing velocity gradient (no mixing,
133, 191, and 238 s−1) on faecal indicator bacteria inactivation and determine the kinetics of the
inactivation. The results showed that mixing has a more positive effect on pretreatment; thermal
pretreatment with mixing was able to completely inactivate faecal indicator bacteria within 80 min,
and inactivation followed first-order kinetics. In addition, under optimal mixing at a velocity gradient
191 s−1, the thermal pretreatment with mixing had a positive effect on the sludge solubilisation.
Soluble chemical oxygen demand (SCOD, 71,430 mg L−1) and soluble protein (7.96 g L−1) were
higher than the values obtained with thermal pretreatment without mixing, which were a SCOD
value of 63,600 mg L−1 and soluble protein of 6.78 g L−1.

Keywords: faecal sludge; thermal pretreatment; velocity gradient; faecal indicator bacteria inactivation;
sludge solubilisation

1. Introduction

The untreated and indiscriminate discharges of faecal sludge into rivers, lakes and groundwater
in developing and some parts of developed countries have posed considerable challenges to the
environment and human health [1]. The health implications and environmental pollution ramifications
are considerable. Because faecal indicator bacteria that affect human health are known to be present in
high levels in faecal sludge, to make reuse efforts safe, removing these bacteria present in the waste to
reach acceptable levels is necessary.

To limit the risk of faecal indicator bacterial infection, governments and researchers have
introduced a set of guidelines for the proper disposal and treatment of human excreta before its
use in agriculture [2]. Additionally, the faecal indicator bacteria requirements for different levels of
biosolids classification (A, B and C) are defined as faecal coliforms, Salmonella spp., faecal Streptococcus
and helminth eggs [3], as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Requirements for biosolids treatment for different classification levels.

Level Faecal Indicator Bacteria US-EPA/625/R92 Mexico-NOM-004-SEMARNAT

A faecal coliforms <103 CFU/g TS <103 CFU/g TS
Salmonella spp. <3 CFU/g TS <3 CFU/g TS

faecal Streptococcus <103 CFU/g TS –
helminth eggs <1 egg/g TS <1 egg/g TS
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Table 1. Cont.

Level Faecal Indicator Bacteria US-EPA/625/R92 Mexico-NOM-004-SEMARNAT

B faecal indicator bacteria <2 × 106 CFU/g TS <103 CFU/g TS
faecal coliforms <3 CFU/g TS <3 CFU/g TS
Salmonella spp. <106 CFU/g TS –

faecal Streptococcus <1 egg/g TS <10 egg/g TS

C faecal indicator bacteria – <2 × 103 CFU/g TS
faecal coliforms – <300 CFU/g TS
Salmonella spp. – –

faecal Streptococcus – <35 egg/g TS

As disposal of wastes has become a major problem, anaerobic digestion has been considered
an alternative and sustainable waste treatment and waste management technology [4]. Anaerobic digestion
not only treats waste but also generates valuable biogas [3]. However, with the intent of producing more
biogas and reducing bacteria, anaerobic digestion is not enough to reduce the pathogens to meet the biosolids
standards [5]. Some legislation dictates that the anaerobic digestion of waste must include pasteurisation for
60 min at 70 ◦C if sludge is subsequently being applied to land [6]. So, thermal pretreatment coupled with
anaerobic digestion becomes essential.

However, for thermal pretreatment coupled with anaerobic digestion process, the energy
requirements needed to maintain its operating conditions must be considered, such as the power
consumption of mixing systems, which are directly related to the sludge rheology. The apparent
viscosity is a key parameter for characterizing rheology behaviour [7].

Previous studies on the effectiveness of thermal pretreatment concentrated on improving sludge
solubilisation during anaerobic digestion [8–10]. The anaerobic digestion process begins with
hydrolysis. Insoluble organic polymers, such as carbohydrates, are broken down to soluble derivatives
that become available for conversion into organic acids. Usually, the total solids (TS), volatile solids
(VS), soluble chemical oxygen demand (SCOD) and soluble protein were used to estimate the degree
of substrate solubilisation. However, the information about faecal indicator bacteria reduction in the
pretreatment process is limited.

As such, the main objective of this study was to research the effectiveness of thermal pretreatment
time and mixing on the inactivation of faecal coliform, Salmonella spp., and faecal Streptococcus,
except for helminth eggs, which were not detected in raw sludge or the pretreatment process. This
occurred because the sludge was obtained from the septic tank at the university, and everyone had to
take special medicine to prevent helminth in China, and the environment in North China is not suitable
for helminth growth [11]. Also, this study systematically evaluated the effect of sludge solubilisation
under the optimal mixing parameters on inactivation kinetics, and the impact of pretreatment time
and mixing.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Sludge Sampling and Characterization

The faecal sludge used as substrate was obtained from one of the septic tanks at the University of
Science and Technology, Beijing (China). It was stored at 4 ◦C before digestion to reduce the influence
of temperature. Its characteristics are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Initial characterization of the faecal sludge.

Analytical Parameters Faecal Sludge

Total nitrogen (TN) (g L−1) 0.209 ± 0.018
Total organic carbon (TOC) (g L−1) 5.02 ± 0.27

Total solid (TS) 11 ± 0.7%
Volatile solids (VS) 81.6 ± 1.6%

pH 6.9 ± 0.25



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2018, 15, 1225 3 of 11

Table 2. Cont.

Analytical Parameters Faecal Sludge

Total chemical oxygen demand (TCOD) (mg L−1) 101,300 ± 100
Soluble chemical oxygen demand (SCOD) (mg L−1) 49,250 ± 60

Protein (g L−1) 24.1 ± 2.3
Soluble protein (g L−1) 1.56 ± 0.12

Faecal coliform (CFU g−1 (TS)) (2.79 ± 0.04) × 107

Salmonella spp. (CFU g−1 (TS)) (1.10 ± 0.02) × 107

Faecal Streptococcus (CFU g−1 (TS)) (1.24 ± 0.02) × 107

Helminth eggs (Egg g−1 (TS)) 0

2.2. Thermal Pretreatment

The thermal pretreatment was performed at 70 ◦C to reduce faecal indicator bacteria, such as
faecal coliform, Salmonella spp. and faecal Streptococcus. The effect of thermal treatment depends on
both pretreatment time and mixing. In this work, the combined effect of pretreatment time and mixing
were evaluated by submitting samples to different pretreatment times (20, 40, 60, 80, 100 and 120 min)
and mixing velocity gradients (no mixing, 133, 191 and 238 s−1). During experiments, when the
temperature of sludge increased to the pretreatment temperature, the pretreatment timing begin.

Sludge was pretreated at a thermophilic temperature of 70 ◦C. Four identical 1-L laboratory-scale
reactors were used as anaerobic digesters. Among the four, three were stirred using a stirrer with different
speeds to ensure temperature homogeneity and the fourth was not stirred. For each experiment, 1 L of
sludge was used as the sample.

2.3. Anaerobic Digestion Reactors

The experimental setup shown in Figure 1 consists of 1 L jars, a water bath kettle and a stirrer.
The digesters were kept in a controlled thermostat water bath with a constant temperature, and the
materials were mixed using a stirrer (25 W).

Figure 1. Experimental setup.

2.4. Analytical Methods

The main parameters were measured to study the faecal indicator bacteria reduction and sludge
solubilisation. The chromogenic agar technique was used to test the faecal coliform, Salmonella spp.,
faecal Streptococcus were determined [12,13], and helminth egg was measured using the physiological saline
direct smear method [14]. TS, VS, TCOD and SCOD were determined according to the APHA standard
methods [15]. The pH was measured using a pH meter (HI 9125N, HANNA, Milano, Italy). TOC was
analysed via the potassium dichromate volumetric method. TN was analysed with the Kjeldahl method.
Protein fractions were determined by micro-bicinchoninic acid protein assays (Pierce, Rockford, IL, USA).
This method, modified by Lowry et al. [16], uses a standard solution of bovine serum albumin. Soluble
parameters were analysed after filtering the sludge sample through a 0.45 µm membrane filter. The apparent
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viscosity was tested with a rheometer (RS6000, HAAKE, Hamburg, Germany). Soluble parameters were
analysed after filtering the sludge sample through a 0.45 µm membrane filter. The data are reported as
the mean of three replicates. The experimental data were analysed with Microsoft Excel 2010 (Microsoft,
Redmond, WA, USA) and Origin 9 (OriginLab, Northampton, PA, USA).

2.5. Kinetic Analysis

Concentration vs. time data obtained from the inactivation experiments were fitted to a first-order
kinetic model represented as follows:

C/C0 = e(−kt) (1)

where C is the concentration of indicator pathogen at time t, C0 is the concentration of indicator
pathogen at time zero, and k is the first-order rate constant for inactivation at temperature T.

3. Results

3.1. Velocity Gradient

In this study, the sludge was a kind of thixotropy non-Newtonian fluid. Thus, the apparent
viscosity was greatly affected by the stirring speed. This experiment focused on the relationship
between the stirring speed and the apparent viscosity in the same sludge at a temperature of 70 ◦C,
with a TS concentration of 10%, and the stirring speeds were 5, 8, 10, 15, 20, 30, 40, 60, 80, 100, 150,
and 200 r/min. The results in Figure 2 highlight the power exponent relationship between the apparent
viscosity of sludge and the stirring speed. As the stirring speed increased, the apparent viscosity
decreased. The apparent viscosities of sludge decreased significantly when the stirring speed increased
from 0 to 60 r/min, whereas the apparent viscosities only slightly decreased and then gradually became
constant when the stirring speed increased from 60 to 200 r/min. The apparent viscosity at stirring
speeds of 40, 60, and 80 r/min is 1.43, 0.684, and 0.442 Pa·s, respectively.

Figure 2. Effects of stirring speed on apparent viscosity.

Velocity gradient (G) best expresses the shear force, the higher the G value, the more intense the
mixing. According to Equation (2) [17], the velocity gradient at stirring speeds of 40, 60, and 80 r/min
were 133, 191, and 238 s−1, respectively:

G =

√
P

µV
(2)

where G is the velocity gradient (s−1), P is the power input (W), V is the sludge volume (m3), and µ is
the apparent viscosity of sludge (Pa·s).
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3.2. Faecal Indicator Bacteria Inactivation

The highest concentrations of faecal coliform, Salmonella spp., and faecal Streptococcus were
detected in raw sludge samples at 2.79 × 107, 1.1 × 107 and 1.24 × 107 CFU/g TS, respectively.
The effects of pretreatment time and velocity gradient on the inactivation of pathogens in Log10
reductions of the parameters are shown in Figure 3 [18].

The sampling schedule was developed based on the preliminary experiments that showed the
faecal indicator bacteria inactivation was so rapid that the inactivation was completed within two hours
at a temperature of 70 ◦C. Notably, some lag time existed for the inactivation [18], and in the “log10
concentration-time” figure, zero is the value of the concentration, meaning it was not detected.

As shown in Figure 3, faecal indicator bacteria were analysed at several operational stages of the
pretreatment process, and the highest removals were detected during the heating process. The final
concentrations of faecal coliform, Salmonella spp., and faecal Streptococcus in the reactors were all
completely inactivated within two hours. Similar results were reported by Popat et al. [18] and
Aitken et al. [19], who determined that the complete inactivation of the helminth ova and enteric
viruses occurred within four hours at thermophilic temperature of 51–56 ◦C.

Figure 3. Cont.
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Figure 3. Effect of thermal (70 ◦C) pretreatment time on inactivation. (a) faecal coliform; (b) Salmonella spp.;
(c) fecal streptococcus.

In this study, results indicated that a good level of hygiene is not provided if sludge is only treated
for one hour at 70 ◦C without mixing, and the sludge does not meet the requirements for use on
land without further treatment or storage. Additionally, results showed that velocity gradient had
positive effect on the faecal indicator bacteria inactivation during the thermal pretreatment, as shown in
Figure 3. Without mixing, faecal coliform and faecal Streptococcus were completely inactivated within
100 min; Salmonella spp. required 80 min to complete inactivation. With mixing, the pretreatment time
for complete inactivation of the faecal indicator bacteria decreased. The mixing had significant effects
on the Salmonella spp. compared to faecal coliform and Streptococcus. The Salmonella was at least as
sensitive to temperature as the poliovirus vaccinal strain, so faecal coliform and Streptococcus appeared
more resistant to thermophilic treatments [5,20].

Inactivation for faecal indicator bacteria followed first-order kinetics as indicated by the straight
lines on the log-linear plots [18]. The first-order rate constants for the inactivation determined from
the data collected during the inactivation experiments are shown in Figure 4, and the parameters
of the first-order kinetics are shown in Table 3. For each faecal indicator bacteria the first-order rate
obtained from the pretreatment with mixing was greater than with pretreatment only. Mixing had
a positive effect on the faecal indicator bacteria inactivation, and reduced the pretreatment time,
thus saving energy. Notably, the point of complete inactivation was not considered because zero is
meaningless for Napierian logarithm. In linear fits of ln(C/C0) vs. time for faecal coliform, the different
velocity gradients of 133, 191 and 238 s−1 had a related correlation coefficient (R2) of 0.803, 0.871, 0.878
and 0.873, respectively. Results indicated that the data obtained from the pretreatment with mixing
followed first-order kinetics better than with pretreatment only. The same results were obtained for
Salmonella spp. and faecal Streptococcus. With the increase in the velocity gradient, the inactivation
of pathogens rate (k) increased as shown in Table 3. When the velocity gradient increased from
0 to 191 s−1, the inactivation rate increased significantly. When the velocity gradient increased from
191 to 238 s−1, the inactivation only slightly increased and then gradually became constant. Because the
mixing can break off surgical incrustation and evenly distribute the solid waste, the heat transmission
and energy convert efficiency are improved to a certain degree [21,22].

According to the experimental results and considering economic energy consumption, the optimal
mixing conditions were obtained for our experiment: a velocity gradient of 191 s−1 during the
thermal pretreatment.
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Figure 4. The first-order kinetics for the inactivation of faecal indicator bacteria. (a) faecal coliform;
(b) Salmonella spp.; (c) fecal streptococcus.
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Table 3. Parameters of the first-order kinetics during thermal pretreatment.

Faecal Indicator Bacteria Mixing Speed/(r·min−1)
First-Order Kinetics

k R2

faecal coliform

0 0.027 0.803
40 0.031 0.871
60 0.037 0.878
80 0.035 0.873

Salmonella spp.

0 0.009 0.894
40 0.016 0.905
60 0.029 0.965
80 0.030 0.977

faecal Streptococcus

0 0.013 0.932
40 0.016 0.959
60 0.021 0.972
80 0.020 0.968

3.3. Sludge Solubilisation

The effect of thermal pretreatment on the sludge solubilisation was evaluated at the optimal
mixing condition, which was a velocity gradient 191 s−1. Figures 5 and 6 show the impact of
pretreatment and mixing on sludge solubilisation. After all pretreatment, TS and VS remained almost
constant compared with the untreated sludge, supporting that the organic matter has not transformed
into biogas under the shorter time pretreatment. As expected, thermal pretreatment led to sludge
solubilisation by heating the sludge from the pretreatment reactor operated at 70 ◦C.

The degree of substrate solubilisation can be estimated from the SCOD and soluble protein. The SCOD
and soluble protein values were several times higher in the pretreated sludge than in the raw sludge
(SCOD 49,250 mg/L, soluble protein 1.56 g/L) (as shown in Figure 6), confirming previously-reported
significant solubilisation effects of heating on sewage sludge [23,24]. Simultaneously, for combined thermal
pretreatment and mixing, SCOD (71,430 mg/L) and soluble protein (7.96 g/L) were higher than sum of
the thermal pretreatment values (SCOD was 63,600 mg/L, soluble protein was 6.78 g/L), indicating a clear
synergetic effect. Therefore, thermal pretreatment had weakened the cell walls and led to the release of
more soluble organics when combined with mixing [21].

Figure 5. Effect of pretreatment time on TS and VS.
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Figure 6. Effect of pretreatment time on SCOD and soluble protein.

The high release of colloidal particles in solution by the hydrolysis step was reported to
decrease the ability of the digested sludge to filter [25]. A large amount of dispersed charged fine
particles and biocolloids were also reported to be released by the biological hydrolysis of the sludge,
which consequently caused an increase in the particles with a colloidal charge such as the SCOD [26].
The degradation of sludge solids during the anaerobic digestion process generated changes in the
physical-chemical properties of the floc, causing the release of its intracellular components, changes in
its morphology, and an increase in its true colloidal content [10].

Protein content in sludge is generally composed of three parts: cell, bound and solubility [27],
among which the soluble protein represents the protein in the aqueous phase of the sludge. As shown
in Figure 6, thermal pretreatment had a significant impact on the protein solubilisation, as the
soluble protein increased several fold relative to the control after the pretreatment. Additionally,
further improvement in sludge solubilisation occurred by mixing doses with the thermal pretreatment
compared with thermal pretreatment alone [28].

4. Conclusions

The combination of thermal pretreatment (70 ◦C) and mixing was better than thermal pretreatment
alone for improving the faecal indicator bacteria inactivation. For combined thermal pretreatment
and mixing, 80 min was sufficient to completely inactivate the faecal indicator bacteria to fulfil the
requirements for use on land.

The faecal indicator bacteria inactivation kinetics can be predicted by the first-order kinetics model.
With the increase in mixing speed, the inactivation rate increased. The optimal mixing condition was
the velocity gradient of 191 s−1. At the optimal mixing conditions, the thermal pretreatment had
a positive effect on the sludge solubilisation, SCOD (71,430 mg/L) and soluble protein (7.96 g/L) were
higher than the sum of the values for thermal pretreatment alone (SCOD was 63,600 mg/L, soluble
protein was 6.78 g/L).



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2018, 15, 1225 10 of 11

Author Contributions: Original Draft Preparation, F.Y.; Review and Editing, H.D.; Resources, B.S.;
and W.Z. Visualization.

Funding: This research was funded by the Central Public-interest Scientific Institution Basal Research Fund
(NO. Y2018LM11), China Postdoctoral Science Foundation, an international cooperation project of the Beijing
Science and Technology Plan Program [D141100001214003], and Beijing Key Laboratory of Resource-Oriented
Treatment of Industrial Pollutants.

Acknowledgments: This work was supported by the Central Public-interest Scientific Institution Basal
Research Fund (NO. Y2018LM11), international cooperation project of the Beijing Science and Technology
Plan Program under grant [D141100001214003]; and Beijing Key Laboratory of Resource-oriented Treatment of
Industrial Pollutants.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. No conflict of interest exists in the submission of
this manuscript, and the manuscript has been approved by all authors for publication. Fubin Yin would like to
declare on behalf of the co-authors that the work was original research that has not been published previously,
and is not under consideration for publication elsewhere, in whole or in part. The founding sponsors had no role
in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript,
and in the decision to publish the results.

References

1. Sidhu, J.; Toze, S. Human pathogens and their indicators in biosolids: A literature review. Environ. Int. 2009,
35, 187–201. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Mackie Jensen, P.K.; Phuc, P.D.; Knudsen, L.G.; Dalsgaard, A.; Konradsen, F. Hygiene versus fertiliser:
The use of human excreta in agriculture—A Vietnamese example. Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health 2008, 211,
432–439. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Chen, Y.; Fu, B.; Wang, Y.; Jiang, Q.; Liu, H. Reactor performance and bacterial pathogen removal in response
to sludge retention time in a mesophilic anaerobic digester treating sewage sludge. Bioresour. Technol. 2012,
106, 20–26. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Bond, T.; Templeton, M.R. History and future of domestic biogas plants in the developing world.
Energy Sustain. Dev. 2011, 15, 347–354. [CrossRef]

5. Astals, S.; Venegas, C.; Peces, M.; Jofre, J.; Lucena, F.; Mata-Alvarez, J. Balancing hygienization and anaerobic
digestion of raw sewage sludge. Water Res. 2012, 46, 6218–6227. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. National Research Council. Biosolids Applied to Land: Advancing Standards and Practices; National Academies Press:
Washington, DC, USA, 1988.

7. Baudez, J.C.; Slatter, P.; Eshtiaghi, N. The impact of temperature on the rheological behaviour of anaerobic
digested sludge. Chem. Eng. J. 2013, 215–216, 182–187. [CrossRef]

8. Jin, Y.; Hu, Z.; Wen, Z. Enhancing anaerobic digestibility and phosphorus recovery of dairy manure through
microwave-based thermochemical pretreatment. Water Res. 2009, 43, 3493–3502. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. González-Fernández, C.; León-Cofreces, C.; García-Encina, P.A. Different pretreatments for increasing the
anaerobic biodegradability in swine manure. Bioresour. Technol. 2008, 99, 8710–8714. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Jang, J.-H.; Ahn, J.-H. Effect of microwave pretreatment in presence of NaOH on mesophilic anaerobic
digestion of thickened waste activated sludge. Bioresour. Technol. 2013, 131, 437–442. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Maizels, R.M.; Bundy, D.A.; Selkirk, M.E.; Smith, D.F.; Anderson, R.M. Immunological modulation and
evasion by helminth parasites in human populations. Nature 1993, 365, 797–805. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Manafi, M. New developments in chromogenic and fluorogenic culture media. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 2000,
60, 205–218. [CrossRef]

13. Rambach, A. New plate medium for facilitated differentiation of Salmonella spp. from Proteus spp. and other
enteric bacteria. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 1990, 56, 301–303. [PubMed]

14. Suresh, P.; Rehg, J.E. Comparative evaluation of several techniques for purification of Cryptosporidium
parvum oocysts from rat feces. J. Clin. Microbiol. 1996, 34, 38–40. [PubMed]

15. APHA. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 20th ed.; American Public Health
Association: Washington, DC, USA, 1998.

16. Lowry, O.H.; Rosebrough, N.J.; Farr, A.L.; Randall, R.J. Protein measurement with the Folin phenol reagent.
J. Biol. Chem. 1951, 193, 265–275. [PubMed]

17. Mohammed, T.J.; Shakir, E. Effect of settling time, velocity gradient, and camp number on turbidity removal
for oilfield produced water. Egypt. J. Pet. 2018, 27, 31–36. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2008.07.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18790538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheh.2007.08.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18243789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.11.093
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22197074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.esd.2011.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2012.07.035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23063441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2012.10.099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2009.05.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19555991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2008.04.020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18534846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.09.057
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23376834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/365797a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8413664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-1605(00)00312-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2310184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8748268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14907713
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2016.12.006


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2018, 15, 1225 11 of 11

18. Popat, S.C.; Yates, M.V.; Deshusses, M.A. Kinetics of inactivation of indicator pathogens during thermophilic
anaerobic digestion. Water Res. 2010, 44, 5965–5972. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Aitken, M.D.; Sobsey, M.D.; Blauth, K.E.; Shehee, M.; Crunk, P.L.; Walters, G.W. Inactivation of Ascaris suum
and poliovirus in biosolids under thermophilic anaerobic digestion conditions. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2005,
39, 5804–5809. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Spillmann, S.K.; Traub, F.; Schwyzer, M.; Wyler, R. Inactivation of animal viruses during sewage sludge
treatment. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 1987, 53, 2077–2081. [PubMed]

21. Kaparaju, P.; Buendia, I.; Ellegaard, L.; Angelidakia, I. Effects of mixing on methane production during
thermophilic anaerobic digestion of manure: Lab-scale and pilot-scale studies. Bioresour. Technol. 2008, 99,
4919–4928. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Karim, K.; Thomasklasson, K.; Hoffmann, R.; Drescher, S.; Depaoli, D.; Aldahhan, M. Anaerobic digestion of
animal waste: Effect of mixing. Bioresour. Technol. 2005, 96, 1607–1612. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Uma Rani, R.; Adish Kumar, S.; Kaliappan, S.; Yeom, I.-T.; Rajesh Banu, J. Low temperature thermo-chemical
pretreatment of dairy waste activated sludge for anaerobic digestion process. Bioresour. Technol. 2012, 103,
415–424. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Fernández-Güelfo, L.A.; Álvarez-Gallego, C.; Sales Márquez, D.; Romero García, L.I. The effect of different
pretreatments on biomethanation kinetics of industrial Organic Fraction of Municipal Solid Wastes (OFMSW).
Chem. Eng. J. 2011, 171, 411–417.

25. Braguglia, C.M.; Gianico, A.; Mininni, G. Comparison between ozone and ultrasound disintegration on
sludge anaerobic digestion. J. Environ. Manag. 2012, 95, S139–S143. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Chi, Y.; Li, Y.; Fei, X.; Wang, S.; Yuan, H. Enhancement of thermophilic anaerobic digestion of thickened waste
activated sludge by combined microwave and alkaline pretreatment. J. Environ. Sci. 2011, 23, 1257–1265.

27. Dimock, R.; Morgenroth, E. The influence of particle size on microbial hydrolysis of protein particles in
activated sludge. Water Res. 2006, 40, 2064–2074. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Dhar, B.R.; Youssef, E.; Nakhla, G.; Ray, M.B. Pretreatment of municipal waste activated sludge for volatile
sulfur compounds control in anaerobic digestion. Bioresour. Technol. 2011, 102, 3776–3782. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

© 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2010.07.045
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20692678
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es048004h
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16124318
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2823708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2007.09.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17964779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2004.12.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15978994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.09.124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22047655
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2010.07.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20719427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2006.03.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16677681
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.12.020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21194934
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Sludge Sampling and Characterization 
	Thermal Pretreatment 
	Anaerobic Digestion Reactors 
	Analytical Methods 
	Kinetic Analysis 

	Results 
	Velocity Gradient 
	Faecal Indicator Bacteria Inactivation 
	Sludge Solubilisation 

	Conclusions 
	References

