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Optimization of Biogas Production from Co-digestion of Livestock
Manure and Pumpkin Waste using the Response Surface
Methodology (RSM)
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Abstract

Disposal of agricultural waste and livestock manure in the environment can cause pollution. Annually, a very large volume
of animal waste and various types of agricultural wastes is produced, which could be considered as a potential for biogas
production. Such an energy production causes proper disposal of waste and reduce pollution. Therefore, in this study, biogas
production from the combination of livestock manure and pumpkin waste was investigated. Pumpkin is produced solely to
extract its seeds and most of the product is useless and disposed of as waste. The experiments were performed using three
ratios of pumpkin waste to cow manure (10:90, 20:80, 30:70) at two different concentrations (1:1 and 1:2 combination of the
waste with water) in 1 liter batch reactors. To optimize the process, the response surface methodology (RSM) and full factorial
experiment in three replications were used. Design Expert 12 software was used to analyze the experimental data. The results
showed that the effect of waste concentration on the amount of produced biogas and the effect of composition ratio are
significant at the level of 1% and 5% probability, respectively, but their interaction is not significant. The relationship between
biogas production with feed concentration variables and composition ratios was presented in the form of a regression equation.
The ratio of 10:90 and the feed concentration with the ratio of 1:2 were determined as the optimal feed, which lead to the
maximum production of biogas at the amount of 93.5267 ml/day.

Keywords: Anaerobic digestion, Composition ratio, Concentration, Full factorial, Retention time
How to cite:
Jahangir Moghadam, P., and Zareei, S. 2020. Optimization of Biogas Production from Co-digestion of Livestock Manure and Pumpkin

Waste using the Response Surface Methodology (RSM). Journal of Agricultural Mechanization 5 (1): 93-101




4 2l A gl eolaiul b aS wis ST 3155 i g doddo —

L o5 995 39381 b (J5 d9doed adsi 35 pdls SThos (e
PBom s Olies @p ooge b S5 50 00,0 00 5l Gl ot
Slowy oS5 saams b Trujillo et al. (1993) .sg lo s
B st Sz a3 1y s 5 N b S bersS
P 5 5 Vgl 5l oS 5 )0 (K84 65 Silowy o w0l
Foolong ol coS 5 5l Gadgs B g ol a5 ols lis s oy
ma Jos 10 oleay (565 > IV sad aS ol gloj 3l i e
Slowy oS )5 (63lep o ooz Saev et al. (2009) &g 00, Sy
9 995 S 5 5l e wdgi (liee S Ta s ged (o) Sl 50
Safari et al. .ael cavoas Yo Ae cos b (5,8 axg5 wlows g
395 IS aBles slasilony 51 5B g 0dsi anyliio 5 (o) 2 4 (2016)
s Jols Ls""‘l“’)] Gl les a9l aeSs Slhgize 5 (558
Syles o 5l aS ol las mls Wog (558 aeSs Dlgie
Slgiome + 55l 055 @ bgyye S aelsi Gliee Gyt salej]
gt 1S a8l slaailony b oS 5 5o 4eSs

Sgise bylrs ailony b a5 ol (e silso o e 218 50
S azlge JSto bl 5B 0n adgi Wl oo mile STpe3 5o Cogh,
AJ;LSA )‘)_9 oolauw! Syge 6)‘5.&5@ M ..\...:T)S )é aS 6‘u5| Q‘}A
oeolS g ol o O ol 3 e 0l walgs axlee S
pole (a8 ©j9 35 9 S9d oo Jolome (sl Y 4 el olge clile
Shoeb and Singh .(Fang et al., 2011) 5,5 &gz sl |, Jeloxe
oy @l Jutw 5 595 095 S 5 3l g 9§ (o) 50 (2000)
oS 5 s 2l S Vb by s sy Gl i
o 0992 u—‘ lJ uL!.:LA V:0

EVgame 5l ao,s Yoo 65,9lS slox losle sla,ll wlul
Ogekea VIV 0902 5l (fmy 398 o0 s lomnts Gl 5o (659l
Pl o o1 o5 aekee Yo VLl 0l o (65,0liS SV g o
OF Ol Vo 5l G VLo 539 0 (o 51 Bl 5l ey g Bl
Oles 009 S Vb e (nl ) 09d e g pa (als 35S
&5 pogdle 50,5 oolitul (s adsi 55 o9l (leily Glgiea
anTs llie plo 5l ae sla Sogll 2l g wilowy canlia
b deo g (8395 a9 Sb Al adg pla ilee o mae

a3 g esd Ol (b o a8 el (Sufslser anlp S s oy
slaall; 5 (S Slaodals ¢ Slga> 55,5laS slaslons s3lsa
Silre S S ahwsay e dlhie Sy )0 Sk 9 SRS
Cyme pdanans 65l e S s S ey 358 o plox]
o 85 Sl pdynaas 5 ol 5 S 655l ke So e 58 o
Lo o 45wl lewd glocige oy cslio o3l Wlgs
odleds .l _som Slgo 4355, W8l 5 wiS i Sogll olml

oolaiw! soluél 99 f‘y 9 LQL».».US) L) dl.w)w}w LS‘)" L)‘ )‘ U‘y@
-l “\;i’l)é 5o kol J=>15» (Gerardi, 2003; Buekens, 2005) s g
S5 Y e (Sl olge sulsyaen =) ol S0 s s3lsnca
Sliwl =Y Jgloee JT olge ool slaJsSUse 51 (5o duml) o]
aauly 4 anT b ol aiib e (ke b)) Gl ods -F 5l
Spdy oo Dyge al>se 50 50 Jlb (09 ,See Dglite (sladisS Codlad
.(Bassani et al., 2016)

M55 Olee 5 Silonis e 9l osllas ol il alse
oo slosts olgioe Jeloe ol alox 5l s S50 5 sn
Sy Cellad Sz ol o (55518 iy 5 STy55 cewlio PH
Budiyono et al., 2014; Prabhu et al., ) »,5 o Ll byguusls g So
(2014

550 g5 Olin Gl 5 20 3 ke sl ge sl 51 (S
Slge man @dly ;5 el FoaSy b (LS 5 ol slasilony oS 5
K2 53 Sk yolie 390aS oz el Wl e K% b S 5 40
o‘)‘c..b L ‘))...m.u )lf}u “\ﬁJﬁ-’j 03 ).in) ..\JLo.M.J .]a.m\y LQ..\.:LQ.M.J )1
9 Q..\.;LA 0ds) L.’;‘J:’ ‘_g;,‘ybsg ‘5&‘5].‘51.3 .(Doagoi, 2009) ol atisls
Zaher et al., ) s 05958 5 oS diejld 0g5 slacled aslol
5 35 5 08, Gl s @5 e Olsisa |y oS b Sk (007
Latha et ) aiuS o Bpae 99> Jolw o lens izl gl 1y (59 58
S5 L Lasgs )59y gy B pands CIN (YL Cacns (@I, 2019
gl e el xSy g g ,mSh aly o dgae g 50l
od allil 4y CIN o5 Cond (piomad 060 o0 youine 55
ko ;0 C/N s (Buekens, 2005) o awls> A/D 51 5YL pH
el baslony ) b Sl 355 (53,5 bglses 5 cen¥l ol slo
&L (Zareei & Khodagi, 2017) 855 c0 C/N Copd (ol Joleie
6255 b (alS slasilony oS 5 5l eolanul cuie mls Gla i
;o Elijah et al. (2009) oS o 0l |, 5B g 0ss Lial33l o sals
Alids slacuns bS5 )3 (10 995 51 s 05 e (o2



0

o85S bl 51 5 g adg 0] o 5leaigs

595 5z 5o ey ool 5l 0ed baendlElg Se She el ol (S
IS (old e pH alssay Laedla 515 PH zalejl £9,5 ol
4 PH jlade STys5 4y medS DLoyS 539381 b 5l D50 )0 5 00
Shs (b Sy jshaie 4 rizren 358 o0 Se35 (S Sl
s s ol 33 a5 9lg gy Sl (8 S5k 5 el S50
ools OlSS (tws Sjpe 4 je) 50 L iz bpsle KaSe L slge
B9diss g adgs plesly 0 Vb Sl Joe (45 g o
w5z Slosbe s dhast iloain Lulpd el sl o il
Sl by gz 51 Sy 52 5l g Wgd oo gl S lasy
S0l e g 4y 1) pile LL3 )l 4 0 ools j5ee SsSalons
@bl G, 5l oy S nSoslal sl S e 30 55 e
Slepz> )0 6 Soilal sl (PuwiE gy onl b eslaul Ol
Sl Lol 5 0351 125 00,55 50 I8 0sliul 3,50 (282Lo3] Jsons
S pad diglyd )0 oud udgi 55 .(Gueguim Kana et al., 2012)
o slaalsial J515 4 by SsSelow sloSilis Gub 5l s3lye
J3s 50 Ol gy e YU pole o jlid a5 olSn 5 005 colas
30 0 rals Ol lade oy WS 6 OS o A £g,0 e allgil
(Safari et al., 2016) <ol oas 9 dgi 515 l5ue casmolis &3l

role S1hs5 (5l adgl olge angd -Y-Y
Szl 6995 25500 adgi ol 5o o5 (5,5laS Y gams | (S
stz $ BB polie o] slaails 5y5laes g cdlo gy 5 a4 ol
Sl d (5 i gy Jold (031 ogne 2235 A0) wilowy
Ol 3T 5 QLS slaglnl wile oo (Bl Sz sS sl 5 S
Ol il 1) (Lol (6595 wdg 5 S 5wl (i (2%
i e )8 Ol ST pll 5 S T s 5 e plinds
Zabolietal.,) s ls -5 52 VE L ol gadg o LS I VA cuss
995 adg lrae b oadaly 10 09340 a8yl 5 jLel 4 a>g5 L (2015
J52) el az g BB s o 2l 5l ol oy (0 e ez |
sbul b )3 (F358S laailony (VL Cush) Jdoas ( S5k 1Y
Lo (Sl aloz 5l g ks oMo de 50 has [0 o5 355 o0
Sleriay ulple o)l (g 501, OlipslaS $ln bmlr ause g
ol Jo 4 i oo Laailony Gl il ansgy oslistal jslaie 4 ol Sal
15 ailony 0l 31 ool o Sal, ol 5 Sy iS5 S )Mo
ilige () 055 5 5 9y e len (o e anT

2 &ly 653 Ot 5l ezl 5505 daialojl plxl (6l
(She sladils 0,5 lax 5l (g &b 4 (258 lml,ST bl
Cond g A1 oloyd iy ol oaile 3L (slacond lo

Slows a5 sl FVgame 5l S (Cucurbita pepo) LT sga8
$lg3 o0 9,00 5 €055 0 51,8 ool 5,50 T il Lai g 0,18 (6 )l
A Sl ogd a5 Sl e ws lp e Sloea
ST olge 51 8 0ol 285 lag oy 51 YL pax> j0 a5 als Y gui
oolail 0y90 s adsi (sl pl> Slge lsicdy illgy so 5 dinn
995 Wlony o8 53 51 g wdgi T8 ol i o 005 18
s Yorhe Ve (U8 5 Cod dw 5l oolatul b ggl8 055 5 L]
S)90 u]h V.Y 9 Vi WS)J).) J‘)P le.ﬂ.m M]G.Lde )03\~’:V‘

D55 o0 518 (s

59, g olgo ¥

I e wdgi ola —)-Y

pole A5l JSite glaiboles 5l g odgs lisle;! plosl jglacea
Al oals 13 colaiwl 090 S s i 3 o] SO lans
@ Cognl gy ol 4385 bpsls 31 4 aiusul iy 4 STye
a2l s oyl g polel fusen g eslatwl yog sole o
5o (Karatky et al., 2012) &,.5 oo 1,8 colaiul 5,90 (glos S j5b
For wola o )5 p (e 9500 a5 ol 5k 4 pila
5 633 sl oaile Bl il n ¥ v 50 w8, 5 50 5 Lo
O I8 8,5 1,8 solazwl 0,90

adgi wlinlesl plxil gy coliiwl 850 dpuola —Y JSCs

Bam
Fig 1. Digesters used to perform biogas production tests

Lyl el sl g Wi ools S50 5 Ol plas 518 o bagsls

JAS 8l (e a0 Y0 lie a5 2ol Of gled «Silidgie oo
e il 5B 5o anld a8 Gl gl slags, 5o ws
PH Lials cpl g 8l 0929 STyg3 lame ;0 PH ol ool 18]



=ly 5 e pSile> ar

dauTj J‘)P .‘091.7;4) LS‘)? usLD.u:s.a.‘ﬂ.LCsba(Y"V’ BY’:A'
Sl Hlo Pk o5 Hebles ol bl (Vi) 5 Vi) o
boad JyuS Sip g pbos lalyd Cod 5 LSy o2 b ple @
ol sl (gl whaio Jolsh 53 (s 90 Lapdla ools IS5
(Fee 0N OLSs s b bpoles oles ;o slge .ol colatul Lo siolos]
)0 5)3) vy Odedy J3| 0)90 )Q u"s JJLo..M.; )‘ CJjLﬂM ULMS)’ l.; Ll
Ao oS F S 5 Sl 0D (IS 5, P Daedy pg0 090
Olyee 00 Ll L;o&bﬂ 30,15 6wl ools 48 solaiwl 0550 el

Tl o 9, -F-Y
S eols (5y5Taez i glolid anl 2 oo o 5 gl 5 (S
b Ol cdalice w0sls (g y5laez (sly 0olu gy el pieas
ouds JyuS Ghalol Sy a5 conl ol atge Gy g el s
Lilpl (28l g Jae gl jsliedy gl nl o 008 (b
3 glaesama by gl By 05 ssliinl duly e s, §l ane
Bl 5T 5 3l sl o5 wibin (2L 5 G L] slacsss
e 0525 o 53 8l o iy i o sllas iy 5
O 18 e b ) cnl el gy (gileaigy Ban 5wl e
eiie yB (Sl edd (pad AneS g iy 3995 5 b pite lasd
ok g s3] sl o i e S o (b 1) ol e ile
oS Cosl ggmia Gialej] ik 098 o0 Attt gajl 8 )0 iie 8
ol Swsty golesel JB (5 kel bt cogesl LSS e (s>
loainse g Gloy JalS (Buion Wy, Jagend Sl (bo) cnl cnlnle
S5SB e gl eads Ol aiels Fuwly maw gy ,o al anlss
—) 00gamme 43 g ouds (S Wb el e Akl oLl (sol el
D pdy el osas amm Sy Sl B 0,5 13V

Ol wulys g oad s Joe ol b Gl 5l
dogoe guly gl by 53 00 ooliiel Juto Migdige iy
pgd 4z 0 Jao .cwl ol 00alS 53 L LelS pgo az o Jow aolee

Db ol (V) Al &) 504 WlgS o0

ESIITIE I 1F TS
a5 o s ol ol ps s 54 Crij 9 Crii Ciej Cro 2051 ,0 &5
088 Jaies sl yoiio Xj 5 Xi e (50,5, hlite Sl 5 p90
e Sgdi s (St Gl (B9d olae wlpd ot b i
Ol lp oS 18 e 0 50 Gialejl sosls b Jow cillas Wb
Slaye 5k ady ) wailedl Jolod ool goasnie glagig, LIS

A an jshiieds Wgd oo Cgaine Jpame (nl Wlewy a5 (2455
Lo 4 SLls

Wil (10,5 755 51 oy T (5995 sbly -Y Ui
Fig 2. Pumpkin wastes after removing the seeds

aJlo 5l aygiS 5ol 0 a5 (oals ©Y928 505 (Som
ko ools Dladgs 039381 851 654 ads sl (o 0 S
L sols O¥gad cuilil g cund oSl sordg iz olpl 5o il
S92 LS 5o hisole Jalge (858 5 0l 6l cnlio Ll ol
00 Vb 1) lagg Lo Elgil (o8 g 59 Jloiol ool i gazd g o
S5 gl 51 o hals gloasly 5l 6 b 45 sl > 45 ol
honsgty (ond slacdgu 5l 1) 355 315 0,90 6551 9 0092 599 B2 9
4 ool Wlows s W ol oo ool S g Jel> (sla,SSL
el 355 55 009331 35 sloml  odle (s3lsn s w32 Wl aless
Bblis anwgi g ols, prlaws (28, Y ey wlgi oo (5551 0dg Gy )
S35l 03l (sol8 095 ¢yl gl plowl sl 09,5 gy S
Gglan Bolas & ygoas Lings (sliwg, ,o &dly oliws,S oKl
IRV S

b o5 055 5 kT (6995 wilewy ladigel Slasuis
Jols Slasin ol wad g eSoslal oylaibinl sl ol grs
935 dilawsy (sl 2o )0 YAITY 5 Q/FY (o s dul> oole JS )l5e
»AJLo.wJ 6‘2.3 So 50 A9/AN 9 4/vH Lx ).3‘).3 )‘JS osle Jf sdslf O; 9
GAONY g YVIEF Ll (0)8 4 (a5 S 5 5915 295 5 905
A et 9l 355 9 995 Wl (Sl i 5

39w oadoi il lojT ploxil ogzxi —Y-¥
cbile g pols STy oS5 Jale 90 Sl owyp lp ool
sekate (nl sl aiads plil 5 (il 0 adgs e (59, 2 SThe>



v

ergel00gS bogloes 5155 0 an 18 (ojluare

Sy g b Y

Ol 5o axlllas 8,90 gbd ol piG @uls -)-Y

B ade
Shyes cdale 5 wlowy oS 5 s @IS (b lg 430 gl
SLEO) Jsoz 5 5850 wdsi Oliee 2 (9T b oy S 5 )
Syt cdale 36 as sls ylad uillg 405585 gl oy ol 00
3 S 5 G 536 9 1Y Jlaizl mhaws o godss e e g
- e b a8 o] Blite 51 Lol o o sae 70 Jloil plan
Cowddy gl og slesel LB (gl Lo wilgh so a5 winds Jol>

b 0dw!

CellB o)ls vgzg Bkl pas gesl g 0ad S slala>
097t D9 o0 oke (R Oy ol Jow u;ls e

Rzzl—m) Error! No text of specified style in
otal

document. )

Sstotal ‘°“\5L°-.t§l€ “-’L'-‘)"’ Egorn )-i‘l-‘-’ SSresidual Lmui )° ny

ol (SSresiquar T SSmodet) JS Ul“-’)" & “—éj*“’

g B gm olime » She5 Cdile g Wilomsy a5 Coms 3l il sl 4325 @ -) Jgom
Table 1. Results of analysis of variance the effect of of waste composition and feed concentration on the biogas production

1 x5 mole

MS) 2o ye Sl (SS) Sl ye gazme @dfy golsT ax e &
SAY

583.48" 2917.41 5 )
Treatment
79.17* 158.35 2 e
Combination ratio
B il
2637.07* 2637.07 1 clale
Concentration
AB - Jlise
ns60.99 121.99 2 R
Interaction
Uas

17.17 206.03 12

Error
- 3123.44 17 F
Total

&IOS (S pus M5 oy & Jloas| oo o ‘5)|.>‘52.u* o0 ) Jhois | mdaw 50 (5,10 S kel

5l ol jloges (Y JSE) dilods] sty J1,S5 dw (uSibea 51 G o
Mg Vo8 S i b 5 3] ol s WL RL
S 50 5185 a1 ol :S0le R2 e jlogi o(59l5 055 9 905
o 53 2S5 . Le R3 s bgsjo Jlogad g Yorhe oS5
ey V) S 5 i L oo ) o g bl o ¥o Ve oS 5
— azgi b og 59, TV iolejl wile ey e g i plasl ST L
Selapole (6 ASL Cunsi slags) j0 a5 5,5 Ol (s oe o loged
Ol ol 31 o Ll 0550 ovalin 515 ass (l5ee 0 SLST 0,
Jod wlgh oo (l &5 3,5 (oo iy 1) (o205 Mgy G 5sm 0y
w2l Shez 2 PH @ 20l 5 jlasel sl 2SL @ 03
ssbolen 29 oe WIS (Sl g, (nl pedS Bl )5 (53981 L oS
S Ll L5 Lol ales 055 co caaline (F) S5 0 o5

bogodss B Olime e Gl Gom Sy Joo rizes
Sed oo BT alal)) 5 O g0 b psie 0adaS polie 1 eolatul

Biogas= 74.33+4.12*A[1]-
1.38*A[2]+12.10*B+2.97*A[1]B+0.39*A[2]B )

23l oo ST b sy oS 5 S B g wilony oS 5 S 1 oo
RUTC TRt POWRE 1L E PR W i) Jv ) BUSWSSVIES S ¢
Gy S g

iz oloS 5l gody B Olime owyn 9 Jelod Holaieas
a5 Wlowds ools Las R1, R2, R3 slo ey 4y bgs po jloged cdilom



BIOZAS (1711

=l 5 e pSile> A

&35 035 855 5l ekl o | Ll ol (5 cunsl 48,5 o p0 1,
Sl Slatren yolo g sleal b aS conl 0dg0 azgs
S35 355 5l (eSS A 50 50 (x2S S B S
IS pla az g bl oais a8l (F) S jo ‘;..>| 6995 Slowws g
Vere oS Cand G RL Lot by oy B am cn it

bl e
2500
2000 W
1500 '.
» El
1000 " —a—R2
el
K3
500

135 7 91113151719212325272931
Retention time (day)

39 aliseo s jlowd (6l (xoaxd Gudgd e ol —F SIS
NP PNV PUWR E RN,
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treatments in 1:1 combination of waste with water
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Fig 5. Daily biogas production for different treatments in
1:2 combination of waste with water
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