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TudFeduasisdiitivsunalasiu 500 fadndu/ans fisveznainisdeslosiu wiadu 0, 2 wag 4 Su wuin EM2 19
Usgansamnstndalusiuldifige Andu 7333 + 4.719% Tuvaedl EM1 wag EM3 SUszAnBaimuiniu 63.33 = 4.16%
WAz 53.33 + 4.43% muddu Tunisudstiuszesnanmstawazmnududuresiide EM2 dmdunisdesaanemadaniw
vadlusfu wansveseunUTisteraty 4 Yu Tneldmnududuvesinde 1,000 fadndw/ans lidade EM2 Winnns
govlafuldffian uenandlédvinisdnuinistidadidsaisanlssemsdaeg EM2 ian1gnisuy 200 seu/uni
gaumgivios Wunan 24 $alus :nmsneaeanudt EM2 fiuszansalunisindalagiulel 58.61 + 6.19% lasiidngania
Fauszsauluthidedaindnletuldifies 9.57 + 2.66% aenndasiunanisiasizdiinuiniitiunsiidade EM2
finuamdnidedounistilin Tnedwmdanstidadiefieos 6.7 Adlef (COD) 96.71 fiadnu/ans wazdrdled (BOD)
20.7 fadnsw/ans Tuvaediindeneunisdidaiimiies 9.80 A1dled 43.53 Jadnsw/ans Artlen 110.12 faansau/ans
Anduuszansnmnisirtatlefuazdlenwindu 52.44 way 12.17% auaiau

Ardfty: Raunsgvmenisdn nsuidn wndeuwleulud

Abstract

This research aimed at studying the efficiency of three commercial effective microorganisms (EM1, EM2,
EM3) for lipid removal from synthetic wastewater containing 500 mg/L lipid on days 0, 2 and 4. EM2 showed the
most effective for lipid reduction at 73.33 + 4.71%, whereas EM1 and EM3 produced lipid removal efficiency at
63.33 + 4.16% and 53.33 + 4.43%, respectively. In terms of the variation of incubation time and inoculum size for
biodegradation of lipid, the 4-days incubation period with 1,000 mg/L inoculums sizes achieved the highest lipid
removal efficiency using EM2. Furthermore, EM2 was applied for lipid digestibility in wastewater containing lipid
collecting from the cafeteria, the microcosm test was performed with shaking at 200 rpm, room temperature for 24
h. The results showed that EM2 had lipid reduction efficiency at 58.61 + 6.19% which higher than the lipid treatment
efficiency of indigenous microorganism in wastewater (9.57 + 2.66%). The obtained results was corresponded to the
wastewater quality analysis which revealed that the quality of the EM2-treated water was better than pre-treated
wastewater. In which three parameters of the EM2-treated water were obtained at pH 6.7, 96.71 mg/l of COD and
20.7 mg/l of BOD. While the pre-treated wastewater had the three parameters at pH 9.80, 43.53 mg/L of COD and
110.12 mg/L of BOD. The BOD and COD removal efficiency of EM2 were reported at 52.44 and 12.17%, respectively.

Keywords: Commercial Effective Microorganisms, Treatment, Lipid-containing Wastewater
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Yrsfunarlgiy (fats, oils and greases : FOGs)
Juasusznavdunidngundniifnuuiousgludnide
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Uudeu fesiuszneuiidduyilulodudniuagloduii
Feazgndesaaslubundiwesen (glycerol) uaznsalusiy
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lutuludhideanlsemsvesminedonszaouind
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(COD) aglugas 1,650-3,500 Tadn3u/dns Usunavednds
wrruABeTNnogluTIg 35-128 fadnfu/Ans uazAd
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Tty 1wy thifufisuasnsaloduiiflassadaduaisen
Fudunseniiluiuludidessgnirdauazdesaans
Lf‘iaﬂmﬂﬂmamﬁamﬂaxawﬁmaxﬁﬂLLsmﬁaL’fJuLwiu
Fumneguuiminindoideguugiandias (21 :nua
nsfnwmuiludsnnmauadasusznevlutudios
ogaRenTuuiungedis 30-40% vasrrdlofvinun
Tudide (3] lusuitvudeusgluthita Guavmmdniivh
ThAamsuhidevesh eslhindymiiddaie afiv
n1endunaznisgaiuvesiont lasfinisfinun
AunmsguUTnanitusarlufului fenmindeyuyy
laiiu 20 fadnsuw/ans (4]

YgynrssnanerandlalalagiBarsiidanig
Franmdadumsldadunidlunisannsvudeuasluiiy
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\Aansivdsulasiain (ransform) maadvesansluifu
ansusgnovduiiiauduiviesawdolifianuduiv
e Fsilqdunidnatsuin 1wy wuafitse 51 uazdad
fiflsansnmilunisdesaaelutuiivudevlutiide
[4] yaun3sinuagluszuuthoatidsuuuianmindi
daglumsdevaarvansduniduazanseiiunid lnanisly
arssanarnfuunasemsiiionisiadgifviawasiiiy
$runulszens shldindefikunisd Taudaduianm
asBunidanas wilshiiamn ity uazannsnszuneg
wndsthansnsngld [5] aonadosiuseanuiiiigunis
vansedafidausnanndiegafunaziasndesaans
wazirdalatuludideldd uasiunumddglunisiiuy
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fivszansamn iesannludndeuszneusioansdunsd
vangyile dunidusiazaliafianudimgsdenisdesaaty
ansouviRdUTTIANES 9 TauanAaiu W Acinetobacter
spp., Pseudomonas spp., Burkholderia spp. siuie
Bacillus pp. §avirniinfigesluu [6] Pseudomonas
thermaerum GW1 ¥iniinfidosTusfiu [7] n3ousius
ihdsfvudoulviuanuvassuiasstufonagndes
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aeruginosa AR sanaseslusulutideanlsinu
thifutda Tsssuay waziidsongumldaian Tuvme
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2. Yanaunsaluazisnisive

2.1 ¥UAVBRAUNITENINITA

Turuideinagevuszansainlunisyada
ihdsuudeuliulasldaunismanisén 3 vl 1
EM1 EM2 way EM3 Befiquuasidsd: EM1 Sdnwaedu
ke Usznoudieiieqdunidiidanuannsalunisdos
avaneNINeIMs wavansdunsslnamzutaninduniy
EM2 fdnwauiluns Usznauseqdundduiqns 6 wvia
wulwsiuazansdu 1 ivegesaaslodu w@Suussansnm
n199191uv099dun3d EM3 Tdnvaziluiluns
UsgnoufaeqaunIdildsunisuivdgsaneiug &
Usgandnmlunstevaavarstanin vinismeaeslagly
Yrdedansen (Synthetic Wastewater Medium; SWO)
(’ajm ASu/ams: salad oil 10, peptone 0.6, beef extract
0.4, urea 0.1, NazHPOq4 0.1, NaCl 0.03, CaCl, 0.014, KCL
0.014, MgSO4 0.01 Tneiilaifeausuafite) [11] dmsu
nageulszdnsninnisdesaaisluiuvesqdunid
1901561 TneiBsutiualadiu (hiudie) 91nges
10,000 fadnu/dns 1Ju 500 Gadndu/dns 1ol
donndostulsuialeduiitnnsaanuluindeain
159919115

2.2 msfnwlsydvsammsiidalutiludide
AuA1M SWO Medunsdnienism

AnrsEnwruszansamlunisirvaledulu

1
o a

WULAsd A1 SWO v9398UunTEn19n19A7 LaeLh
WudeurazyinUIuna 1,000 Ta8n5¥ asluamswan
SWO U3uns 200 fadans Mdutsufiv3unm 500
fadnsw/ans wiamsmeaendu 4 4a fe 1) yaliiy
EM1 2) gaflliin EM2 3) gailifin EM3 4) yandun
(uninoculated control) Yaay 3 91 UnvIAFUBNUL
Ww3ouwEfinnngs 200 seu/unit Wwaan 4y
figuugiivios w0 9 2 fu iiuseeufioliaseviviua
1ﬂuﬁu17‘imﬁaaaui lngni1sannfiitazaien1uidsues
Matsumiya et al. [6] Aidn1ssnudasiaslfisniwulunis
analaduunuaaslsvesy lnen1sidudvinasanonay
(LB : LsUea tuERsIdIU 30 : 10 Hadans) aslu
freghaindedaasizdludeulvsufidiunisdessae
duvidnanisfusazsiliafivasnatsiadu (0, 2 uas
4 )

o v

wensieuenegrausadunal 10 w1 wdsann
Juuenanigduvinazatglussineuwisiaziilveu
flgaumgdl 70 samwadea Wuian 72-96 $alus vidoaud
el widsfondminutesluduiindesylu
niredadnsy Arurulszdnsaimnisvivaladuass
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utonngns Usvavsamnstidaluiiy = (Unalu
Busiu - Vnallufuivdes) Uiunalufuusul x 100
2.3 msAnwanziuanzaslunisidalusiu
Tuthifledainsizi SWO vesiaide EM Aidaidon
manaaeslusuiidunsinuusyansamlunis
tralastuludids swo Taeldeiin Em Aifuszansanm

LV}

geanlun1sanusunadlusiuainde 2.2 vinnsudsiuusune
Wadle EM 05, 1uay 1.5 ndu wlsiusvezinandulutag
0 - 6 Ju lnsuvinimeaealy 2 9n fail ¥afl 1 1
Waude EM avadudy 500 fadndu/ans wadl 2 LA
wae EM USinas 1,000 fadnfu/ans il 3 Winsaude
EM USunad 1,500 Hadnsu/ans Tuvingusunussgenms
Wa1 SWO U3uns 200 daddns lngudazyanisnaaesd
garruAuiiliande snismaassgnas 3 9 vurangd
suuwjuul,ﬂ%"amzhﬁmmﬁa 200 9U/uW tHuszegian
6 Yu N 9 2 Ju \iusegrailolinsgiiluiufinde e
AUADUD 2.2

24 nsAnwUszaniamlunisiataiide
Yudeulusfuanlssenmsvestade EM filuszansaw
galunisanusinaludu

asnaaeslutuiisuainnsiasiziusunm
losfulutide TneufudifodiedaeddiAveuusay
(composite sampling) 310 Ua 851952 U18u1LA 8
1590 IveRn U uminendesvdgsalunssal yniu
Wunan 5 Yu Teeumednsludiananieliufetisuie
winitiianssumsvrduazUdestindeUudlevlusiu
nlssemsuds tandmsisiviinalatiludideny
3340 2.2 andunegoulsyansaimuos EM Tunistdn
dhdevudouluuiiiuvaniiuioss lnedadu 2 AN
nAaea Ao 1) yadl 1 1Au EM vdafifuszansaimgeanly
n1strdalaguildannnisdadenliude 2.2
(bicaugmentation treatment) U3snay 1 n3u 2)3aAIUAY
ﬁiﬂéfau%a (natural attenuation treatment) lagl%
fogradeaseiinsduddeuluiuuings 200 fiadans
Uuuuia3anag A2nuss 200 seu/undl ﬁqmmﬁﬁa&
Junan 4 Ju fiusegraiioinniasziusinaluiu

anuanuITe 2.2
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3.1 Uszaniainnisvrvalagduludiige
duAT1e SWO Mmedun3dnenism

MnsAneruseansaanlunisirvaladulu
dndedaaTedt SWO vasqdunisnienisdira 3 wiia
nuan1saasdly Figure 1 wuin EM2 fusgnsainlu
msvrialuiulddfian TasanansoanuTunailuil 56.67
+ 471 way 73.33 = 4.71% lutuil 2 wavufl 4 veans
NNABY MUSIAU @ EM1 way EM3 fuszanSanlunis
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Undnludiuiindu 63.33 + 4.71% uag 53.33 + 4.71% lu
Juil 4 vean1sneaes FdlAganinganiuau og1alsinu

EM2 Tiuszansamlunismdaluiulagengnisgniden
wnldlunsnaaestusisly

100

g

>

o 80

3 —a—)\1

£ 60

c —a—EM2

i<l

£ 40 — —ENI3

©

z +

° 20 —4&— Uninoculated
o

a Control
4 0

0 2

Incubation time (day)

Figure 1 Lipid degradation rate of three commercial effective microorganisms compared

to the uninoculated control. Data are presented as mean + SD

2.3 aamziunzadlumsiieluiuluiide
FuAsed SWO vesfaidle EM2

Tunsdnwannefimunzanlunsirdaluiulu
dndedaunsizs SWO weswade EM2 Tnensuusiiu
Usunasfade Tugae 0.5, 1 uaz 1.5 nfu Amdunaiy
WWUYY 500, 1,000 way 1,500 Hadnsu/dns miuanau
wazuUsiuszezianudlugie 0-6 U nNanITNaes

100
80

60

1w Figure 2 wudnlugas 0 - 4 §u Faude EM2 Tnnsdos
lusuingetu wazgeand 4 Ju luyannassfiisviade
Usum 1 ndu dearunsaanusuraluiuldviafu
73.33 £4.71% a’hu‘qmwmaaﬁtamﬁmﬁy@ﬁmm 0.5 uag
1.5 n¥u ansaanusunaluiule 53.33 uaz 43.33%
U ndsanulsEavsnmnnsidalusuves EM2
Suanas Fao19inann1seTede

ﬂ —@— 500 mg/L

—— 1,000 mg/L

40

20

Lipid degradation efficiency (%)

—&— 1,500 mg/L

Incubation time (day)

Figure 2 Variation of incubation time and inoculum size for the biodegradation of lipid

by EM2. Data are presented as mean + SD
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3.3 UszaAvsamlunsdridadidevudeulusiu
nlssemsierade EM2
3.3.1 Usinadlustuluhdeifiuannlssonns
Tnmsiessiusinaleiiludide Toe
Aushegraivuteulvsiuuiuins 200 Tadans a1n
Tssomsneinnde uniinendesedgsilanssdl (Ju
va1 53U mansiaTzinuinivTinaludueglugag
550-800 fadn3u/ans fuwanslu Table 1 Tnelufuil 4 &
Usmnilusiugsfis 800 fiadngu/ans Geo1atinainianseu
voslssomnsfifinissedansuruuioulediu uasuss
onsvindifiuuailusiugs
332 Usg@ndainwnisundaladulu
didefifvaniuiiswontude EM2
nnsAnwUsEansaimnisirdalusiu
Tududeiiiuainlssemisdaetate EM2 wanwaly
Table 2 wuinqdun3d EM 2 vilbAnnisanusunaludu

TutideannUsinadudu 13667 + 4.71 fadnfaluiui
048u  103.33 + 1247 Tuuil 2 way 56.67 = 9.43 lu
Sufl 4 vosnsveans AnduUsEansamnstidamafu
2454 + 731 WAz 58.61 + 6.19% lufufl 2 waziuil 4
druganuaudlllfifutute EM2 Susinaleifuanas
Wige 7.35+ 048 waz 957 +2.66% lutudl 2 uay
Fuil ¢ veamIveaes  donndosriuNaNITIATILRALN M
iideiinuin diiunisviingas EM2 Sauaindnd,
ddereuntstda (Table 3) Tnedndedounistrdng
Arfitey A0led wazA1@led 1Uu 9.80,43.53 uay
110.12 fadnsw/ans Tuvasfiniendenistidasaeg EM2
Wunan 4 Yy wudrddmnsfwedsang 9 anaesail fn
oy 6.70 A10lef 20.70 fadnsu/dns wazA@lef
96.71 faansw/ans Andulsyansamnisthdndlefuay
Flofwiniu 52.44 uag 12.17% Muasu

Table 1 Lipid content in wastewater collected from the female dormitory cafeteria of Rambhai Barni Rajabhat

University

Sampling day

Lipid content (mg/L)

600 + 24.50

650 + 21.60

650 + 41.10

800 + 14.14

| A~ W N |-

550 + 20.55

Table 2 Removal of lipid in real wastewater collected from the female dormitory cafeteria of Rambhai Barni

Rajabhat University by EM2.

Incubation time Lipid content (mg)

Lipid degradation efficiency (%)

(day) Bioaugmentation Uninoculated Bioaugmentation Uninoculated
with EM2 control with EM2 control
136.67 + 4.71 136.67 + 4.71 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 + 0.00
103.33 + 12.47 126.67 +9.43 24.54 + 7.31 7.35+0.48
56.67 +9.43 12333 + 4.71 58.61 + 6.19 9.57 + 2.66

Table 3 Analysis of lipid containing wastewater

Parameter Before treatment After treatment with EM2 Lipid treatment
efficiency (%)
pH 9.80 6.70 -
BOD (mg/L) 43.53 20.70 52.44
COD (mg/L) 110.12 96.71 12.17
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3.4 Snvnrdugninevesdofifussduszney
Tugauvsgvnen1sA EM2

21nn1sfAne nudvalte EM2 Usznaudae
dunIdnfidnvaslalaiuazivadiiunnsnefudiuay
5aneiug  wunlu wuaiidediuau 3 loloian wazBad
$ruau 2 lelotan fUSunanwaduuafiiFeffidinly
wauie EM 2 iy 3.0 x 107 CFU/n3u Tnedidnuazaes
Taladfunnsnaiu 3 wuu fe isolate 01 Taladiiigusnena
dv1igu veuisuulilisesndn laladuuulunuiintd

219115 wazRiniivedlalaiiseu isolate 02 lalafidasy

sUsanay fdowedn Aamtweseladiseu diu isolate
03 flalaiidv guseliudueu Ravihlalafiyulas veu
Bov fiorandouunsunuiiuadneglundunuaiise
wnsuuan Jusrudurieusn dnvaznisisesiiveasad
Duwvuseruduane nsznesuiugadiies 4 weanie
fudungy wasfiUsinaueadBadiiidinluiato M 2
Wiy 57 x 10° CFU/nfu ddnwzveslalail
fusnsinaify 2 uuu fe isolate 04 Talafifisusnsnan v
auwmdes  Hamthveslalaidiseu uag isolate 05 laladl

nay #v17uaa Rartlaladuiie

Table 4 Morphological characteristics of bacteria and yeast isolated from EM2

characteristics bacteria yeast

isolate 01 isolate 02 isolate 03 isolate 04 isolate 05
colony shape circular circular irregular circular circular
margin entire not entire entire entire entire
elevation flat flat convex raised raised
surface smooth smooth smooth smooth dry
pigmentation white cream white yellow white
size medium small big medium medium
gram stain positive positive positive - -
cell shape bacilli bacilli bacilli oval oval

4. ayduazafiuenan1side

UININUAEIYUTY 81A5UNUSOU LAY
159015 dndilasiunavihdudulou  foidudywiddny
Ao § Ya ¥ P o A
fhlaiavanneveawnani Wesannluuivsduunay
Yanufintdn 119898830 Tudvneendiaula
TunAdeiifnwuseans amnistdaddedudeulatiu
Y949AUNIININITAMTD EM iuiiedduiunsiing
N39S wazwIyIng laBnuun [12] 3351897171 EM
&, ' a A saa a a a eV Y
Junguaduvsdnivszansnmuasiivsslovi leainns
NAUNTIAUSTTUVIRL WAL IUALINUTINIY M0
Indeauiinanain s1ANLiwNe @u1s5ngasaatavaLde
wazdanysn Useneumeliunidvanviiniiausages

a a6 a g I3 ¥ o
aa18a150unIon1e 9 MiussAalsznavlulidy law
a a ¢ v a aea & Y a & | 3
FAunidagldansdunsdnevuludideiluuvasnisveu
wazuraanaany wazgnildsuluiluansvaulaeenlyd
wagii ilmindeiusuinasdunsd lufukasnznou
anas uenanddisieauiinisuseendld EM lunns
o v 8 A Ay aa v = & aad
Jrinudeiivenretisannisidansiaduaz Juismdu
nsiudwindoy Juselevilusunisanndundunay
nzneuvesdeufpaluvednluiiuuazveinses vinlvneu
Tvsuluvesnlafuiiuas feaunsoana1dlofazdlan

189

adlé [6] navdatidelneldqaunidmansiniieglugy
\Wonauenafivsyansamlunsanysinaleiuldfinins
TH8unidifen aenndesfusisauiiingdunids
fiFausnanvednlusulussuuidathidsuuuneniiuie
#4894 (activated sludge) fiuszansamlunisovaais
lasTulauannin 90% %qg‘jnﬂdﬂ Acinetobacter sp.,
Rhodcoccus rubra, Nocardia amarae Was Microthrix
parvicell duqduyEduiavidnansiug [13]
Tutuduvessnwideldnaaouussansamluns
anUsunadluduvesgdurisgvnanis 3 viafe EM1 EM2
way EM3 Tagldindedauasizsd SWO fimuauuiaia
Tasulviesilaeifuhdfuio 0.5 nfu Welfanunsodnden
Igdogaun3diiivssansamgsluni sanusunaslasy
HANISANYINUIT EM2 ﬁmzﬁw%quﬂﬁqm JEEEREGRER
anUsunaludiuld 7333 + 4.71% arendenisunuiu 4
fu oraidesnanesdusznoures EM2 figduniduans
og3amiuda 6 il Fuihauswiulunisdesaansluiy
Taoilidondnidu Bacillus sp. Aanu1sonantdulesl
Tawa (lipase) Fadhelunsdosaanglusiu wenanni EM2
faliuszandnimlunisidanau (feyaninaainnisdn)
FeheaiusyAvinmnstesluiuligdy lummsety
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dunaandeyanieanisaives EM1 uay EM3 nauldla
whisslevdluiinisiidalusy Seenadumguaiiviil
Wdedindnivsransawlunisaausmnaluiuldies
91 EM2 uenannilannwanisaneiosiuisesduseneu
vosgdunidluiate EM2 nuirduuaiide 3 vila uas
fad 2 ¥ia Feddnvazlaladfiuandredy lnodu
wuafiFounsuuandanun Ko EM2 fUsunaneadidl
FinvoswunaiiSauardad windu 3.0 x 107 CFU/ASYU way
5.7 x 10° CFU/n%u anudnstu uamsliiudnlu em2 Judl
drulsznavresgdunidivarnuatsuaziiuiuiad
fiAnlutsings Sevhlirdedmaniisansamgs
Tunstndalasiu
PinnsEnwansiimnradlunsiidaluiu
989 EM2 Tapnisuusfuanududutude EM ludae
500 - 1,500 fadnsu/dns wagszeziianuulutie 0 -6
fu nuimsliradesdunidamndudu 1,000 fadndiy
ams Tiszeziainsuu ¢ Yu fuszavsanwlunistitnunn
an dearuisoanuiuialefuld 7333 +471%

2. =)

1ITesuAlEnageunisudsfudsuiaiadenas
srazaInIsUliienan e iuunzausenisgosdans
losfuresfade EM iy lnsas uzlu wavame [14]
57897197 siin EM USanes 4 Ans setide 10 ans
(40%) azarunsavrdafusasleduluddeain
1599115 W AInendeswigiyaasnsiu 1idfign Taed
U5z AN 86.26% Tisveziian 21 Tu
nan1sAnw1Uszansainlunisiavadnide
Vudeulusiuvesiande EM2 ludnde@iAvann
15991 IUUIMBNN UG W INe18831959 31 Inns 56l
WuI1 EM2 aunsagesdatelutiule 58.61 +6.19%
Tuvugiyamuauiviinalusiuanadiios 9.57 + 2.66%
Feonainannnisdesaaislnoidedszsrdulutnde
esnngideldldsndeludndsdeunimaans e
Beuwvvanznnilvldnuluiiuiiess denadeaiu
wamsAnszinunmindsuudeulutuitnuin ik
n1strdaday EM2 Saunmdninindenounistiln
Tnedlefitey 6.7 amisaana1tlofuazrdledlamvinny
52.44 uag 12.17% Aud16U 39 Monica et al. [15]
sreeudUssavanwlunisthdaideduddewhsuves
auUNTIN19A19UI 5 @rewug Laun Lactobacillus,
Pseudomonas, Aspersgillus, Saccharomyces iauﬁ”’uéga
Streptomyces Twenldanuvasng 4 Tunisanandled
yostndsiiAvanituiiade Fanuingannassiiiu EM
AUty 3 Jadans/ans dundunan 3 Ju dnavinle
Auamiwdinistihoaitu Insannsnandlofuazen
Fod lé0u 85 uaz 82% muddU usnaNifisteay
91 acetogenic bacteria @189Wus BP103 anA1Tledla
Tuda9 58.5-82.2% Uazd@1u150anA131on balugag
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35.5-71.2% [16] Msfinguitioduv3diiuszansnnlunis
aneflefuariloluthideldunnsnefuonainanaa
uansnsvesdnuuzLarAuN UL YianasauaulR
voaaurisiiuesdusznouesiite mudsUiinmnis
THuagannymsvniuanssiudne

s nn1svnasakansliiiuin M2 19u
sdogaudnamsiliussansamlunisiidalediy
vudevluthide Taefannefmnzaluniawedede
USnauiade 1 n¥u ldszeznainisvauiu 4 Yu Tag
vt EM2 Suszavsnmilunisanusnaleuiivudeu
Tuhideads senadesiunamsiinresiamniminde wa
flFnnsAnwadsiamnsolfifudoyaifieduasy
UszAnsamnisthimindsudeuluiluiiuise

5. AnAnssuUsenA

AnzfATvevounidmEnfiniadvdiine
wazn1AIgILAll anzIneiAtansuazinalulad
wingdonvdgilenssd Asunseuazainlunis
Miadestonaranuilumvnaes auiilfnuideiddnga
LN
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