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Table 1. Theoretical values of operating condition from each stage of biofilter C-1

G (times) 154 2¢HA 3etA| 4¢HA| 5¢HA
ol 23k (1-8) (9-26) (27-42) (43-58) (59-77)
o 0.29 0.58 0.58 1.16 2.32
(ul/min)
Q 0.25 0.5 0.5 0.5 1.0
(L/min)
C 0
“ 278 278 278 556 556
(ppm)
Coo
, 1 1 1 2 2
(g/m®)
N 2.98 1.49 1.49 1.49 0.75
(mm)
Inlet load
et od 20.13 40.27 40.27 80.54 160
(g/m°/h)
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Fig.1 Various toluene concentrations of Fig.2 Removal efficiency, inlet and exit
biofilterC-1lat each sampling port versus concentrations versus times

experimental times
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Fig.3 Elimination capacity(g/m°/h) and inlet load Fig.4 Elimination capacity(g/m°/h) versus inlet
versus times load of toluene at the exit of biofilterC-1
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Fig.5 Various ethanol concentrations of Fig.6 Removal efficiency, inlet and exit
biofilterC-1 at each sampling port versus concentrations versus times
experimental times
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Fig.7 Elimination capacity((g/m°/h) and inlet Fig.8 Elimination capacity(g/m°/h) versus inlet
load versus times load of ethanol at the exit of biofilterC—1
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