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Fig.1 Various toluene concentrations of hybrid Fig.2 Removal efficiency, inlet and exit
system(C-4) at each sampling port versus concentrations versus times
experimental times
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Fig.3 Various toluene concentrations of Fig.4 Removal efficiency, inlet and exit
biofilterC-1at each sampling port versus concentrations versus times

experimental times
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Fig.5 Elimination capacity(z/m°/h) and inlet load  Fig.6 Elimination capacity(g/m°/h) versus inlet
versus times load of toluene at the exit of biofilterC-1
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Fig.7 Various ethanol concentrations of biofilter Fig.8 Removal efficiency, inlet and exit
C-1 at each sampling port versus experimental concentrations versus times
times
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Fig.9 Various ethanol concentrations of Fig.10 Removal efficiency, inlet and exit
biofilterC-1 at each sampling port versus concentrations versus times
experimental times
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Fig.11 Elimination capacity((g/m’/h) and inlet Fig.12 Elimination capacity(g/m*/h) versus inlet
load versus times load of ethanol at the exit of hybrid

system(C-4)
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