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Abstract

A landfill represents a complex and dynamically evolvingsture that can be stochastically perturbed by exogenatsria Both
thermodynamic (equilibrium) and time varying (non-steathte) properties of a landfill ar@acted by spatially heterogenous and
nonlinear subprocesses that combine with constraininigligind boundary conditions arising from the associatetbsudings.
While multiple approaches have been made to model landttiksics by incorporating spatially dependent parameierthe one
hand (data based approach) and continuum dynamical missbaquations on the other (equation based modellinagtipally

no attempt has been made to amalgamate these two approduiealao incorporating inherent stochastically inducedtfia-
tions dfecting the process overall. In this article, we will implemh@ minimalist scheme of modelling the time evolution of a
realistic three dimensional landfill through a reactiofftdiion based approach, focusing on the coupled interactibftir key
variables - solid mass density, hydrolysed mass densiggpgenic mass density and methanogenic mass densityh#mselves
are stochasticallyfected by fluctuations, coupled withfflisive relaxation of the individual densities, in ambientrsundings.
Our results indicate that close to the linearly stable lithie large time steady state properties, arising out ofiasef complex
coupled interactions between the stochastically driveiakies, are scarcelyff@cted by the biochemical growth-decay statistics.
Our results clearly show that an equilibrium landfill sturetis primarily determined by the solid and hydrolysed ndesssities
only rendering the other variables as statistically “exelnt” in this (large time) asymptotic limit. The other m@jmplication of
incorporation of stochasticity in the landfill evolutionrdymics is in the hugely reduced production times of the pltrdt are now
approximately 20-30 years instead of the previous deteéstiirmodel predictions of 50 years and above. The predistioom
this stochastic model are in conformity with available ekpental observations.
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1. Introduction

Municipal waste management (MSW) has traditionally beenpply chain based facility primarily focused on as-
certaining the most costfective way of disposing household waste, including biote:a$he concept of a modern
landfill though stems from the idea of not only cost optimisbulk bio-waste disposal, but also to recycle the bio-
disposables to convert chemical energy to industriallyplesalectric energy. From a supply chain perspective, this
constitutes a feedback architecture where the disposadeevproduces usable energy that is then fed back to the
system itself for self-sustenance of the energy produgiiocess while simultaneously fii@king the extra energy
generated for industrial usage [1]. Such operational mamagt of power production from disposable bio-waste
fundamentally relies on the engineering novelty that caumsiure maximum energy production at minimum bio-filler
consumption while also maximising the profit generated hyrapriate disbursement of the energy through the as-
sociated supply chain network [2]. The success of such aertaltive energy” based industry then is inherently
determined by the accuracy at which the following two fagtwan be probabilistically evaluated - the start time of the
production process and the end time line up to which bulk petidn can be ensured from a plant.

Collection rates of the output landfill (methane) gas and@ased collection giciency are pivotal in quantifying
the quality of a production plant and in future planningdedables based on such production. Results at real methane
production sites (methanogenic phase) have shown thatrtthugtion rate and volume could drastically change
depending on the nature and quality of clay covers, geostigttlay liners and geomembrane composite covers with
the CH, [3] emission rates varying from 2.2 to 10,000 /mg/d. Aside of the core landfill engineering, alternative
(methane) production methods in the form of microbial okimahave been proposed as a cdfiteent measure [4].
Numerical models, focusing on the methane production rétte nespect to the height dependence of landfill sites
have supported such observation8 [57, 8] with additional information such as 99% of the methgas flow at
the bottom being oxidized across the 0.8 m soil compost colwith bulk oxidation of methane occurring within
the top 0.2 m. The aspects of municipal solid waste manage@et0] have been areas of recent research interest,
especially focusing on landfilling impacts [11] and systeamslytics [10, 12] based perspectives. Such statistical
studies have made extensive use of linear programmmingitdgs [12, 13] in analyzing multi-phase mixing of
leachates. In a recent work [14], landfill gas generatiom diadm residual municipal solid waste (RMSW) have
been utilized to estimate the anaerobic gas generatiorcoagtants. Without having been explicitly mentioned in
this article [14], the numbers obtained (0.0347-0.080'3 geem clearly to indicate the importance of incorporation
of stochasticity in the landfill gas related mathematicallels, albeit the model applied specifically to aerobically
stabilised MSW. Order of magnitude estimates made in théegbif the United Kingdom landfill data also agree
with such numbers [15]. The methane production time lineeeaf plants as indicated by numbers in this article
estimate time periods between 12.5-33 years [14] that arel by inverting these rate constahtsAn accurate
estimation of methane production time lines from landfiksihave evaded estimations from available deterministic
theoretical models [16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21] in which these Ioens come grossly overestimated by up to 150% further
confirming the need for improved theoretical models.

In all these aforementioned studies, explicit incorparatf stochasticity in the otherwise deterministic dynamic
could prove useful in analyzing the production process asatfon of time. This is where stochastic mathematical
modelling of the degradation rates of landfilled waste anasequent emergence of the hydro-carbon gases (e.g.

4Production time periods are roughly equal to the inversé®fjas generation rate constants.
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methane) from the facility assumes importance. While traial models [16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22] have been
successfully able to predict the correct deterministiceanir the processes defining a landfill facility, very few of
these have made any explicit allusion to stochastic madglNVhile some attempts [17, 18, 19, 21] have been made
to analyze the four phased biosclidhydrolysed leachateacetogenic compoundsbiogas (methane) production
process, the incorporation of an explicit stochastic utaiety could emphasise the role of phase heterogeneity in
the mathematical model. The descriptions in these modetslglindicate the understanding for the need of such
additional contributions in the model but related attemyase restricted only to the “mean field” probabilistic madel

The premise of this article is to bridge this information dgptween realistic stochastic fluctuations of variables as
seen in actual landfill sites and assumed deterministicoapation of the same in theoretical modelling as have been
done. The target is to ensure that not only qualitative facteerning the landfill dynamics are correctly accounted
for but also accurate quantitative estimates of decay tohgas production facilities be estimated from the theoggti
model. This is the objective of this article and would be &ddising well established reactionfdision formalism
as detailed below.

The article is organised as follows. After the derivationl @escription of the core stochastic model in the fol-
lowing section (Section 2), the temporal dynamics will balgsed in details (Section 3) where the focus will be on
autocorrelation functions, the squared terms of which @lilhe the stochastic temporal dynamics. This then will be
followed by a conclusion section (Section 4) where a sumroétiye main results will be drawn.

2. Materialsand Methods

This is a paper on theoretical modelling of a stochastidaltged dynamical process. As indicated already, this
is a non-reductionist scheme geared toward optimised nesineigt of resources related to a waste management site,
primarily focusing on the linear kinetics of the individuadriables - solid mass densityy(®), hydrolysed mass
density a,M), acetogenic mass density{®) and methanogenic mass density@) - together with their mutual
coupled statistics that are often stochastically peraityethe surrounding environment as well as through spatiote
poral parametric fluctuations. This will be a non-convemticapproach that will address the role of complexity in
the (hierarchical) biochemical pathways’ network. Unlitepredecessors [16, 17, 18, 19, 20] that have generally
focused on data based phenomenological models, our contimodel will be structured around the well established
reaction-dffusion scheme that has so often been successfully employettiiessing problems in biology [23, 24],
fluid mechanics [25] as well as in optimization of resourcds An intrinsic strength of our model is its ability to
identify and analyse the origin of spatial heterogeneity #s time evolution with respect to interacting variables.
As will be later seen, this is a key issue in determining thendwal decay times of the variables as has been shown
elsewhere [26]. A reaction-flusion model with additive noise but with mutually couplediables is equivalent to
a multiplicative noise based time evolution that may leadedain features of nonlinearity starting from a linear
deterministic structure [26]. One must also note that theaghof the nature of the noise distribution, that is whether
it is “white” or “colored”, will quantitatively dfect the dynamical process. At time scales close to the équi
time scale, though, this is not expected fteet the result by more than a few percentage at the most. Tiee w@icit
assumption, and hence a “weakness”, is the assumption 6hoam dynamics. Once again, for all known practical
purposes, this is not expected to have any mdjfaceon the outcome.
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3. Theory

In line with the scheme enunciated in earlier works [20, 2 jntroduce a generalised hydrolysing stoichiometric
growth/decay rate as the solution of first order reactioffitdion kinetics as follows

R(t) = At” exp(-kt), (1)

whereR(t) = reaction rate at time (kilogramyear) while A andk are respectively the amplitude and decay
rates expressed in non-dimensional units. The consatabjectively characterises the specific landfill concerned
(e = 1 represents an earlier model [21] while other limiting wswfa correspond to other models detailed before
[18, 19, 20]).

3.1. Reaction-Ofusion Model
The first-order reaction-ffusion kinetics detailed in this section can now be engraingtie core stochastic
reaction-dffusion model [26, 27] defined in line with the Langevin formsali[28, 29] as follows:

ar:alt(S) -n 62:(12(3) — ko + ma(x.1) (2a)

3';2:*‘) =72 623';23) + ka1 — Aat” exp(-kat) + n2(x, 1) (2b)

3';3:"") =3 623';32(61) + kn'na™ + At” exp(—kat) — At exp(Knt) + 73(X, t) (2¢)
6n64t(m) =va 521;‘? — kn'na™ + At exp(knt) + Ni,s () + 7a(X, ). (2d)

In the above descriptiork;, represents the degradation rate of the solid phase Whileepresents the same for the
biogas (methane) phase. The A's are the biochemical gra¥ettay) rate amplitudes and the k’s represent the corre-
sponding decay time scales. As mentioned earlier, thiasibn termsv2n; reflect the force of homogeneity working
against the evident heterogeneous phase mixture thatsemran a landfill. AlthoughH,S is an unavoidable end
product, since it comes with low relative percentage cbation (~ 0.05%), we would drop this term for subsequent
calculations at this level of modelling.

Here the respective flusion terms i;—“;) (i =1, 2, 3 and 4; the superscripts have been neglected to symplif
notation, a convention that we will follow throughout thigiele henceforth) represent the heterogeneous relaxatio
of each variabler(i(x,t) # na(x,t) # nz(x,t) # nu(x,t)) defined through diusion constants;’s while then;’s
characterise uncorrelated Gaussian white noises (an asismnin three spatial dimensions corresponding to each
variablen;, as follows:

< 7i(%, O (X, 1) >= 2Di63(x — X')d(t — t')dij. (3)

The above continuum coupled model represented by equdgaridb,2c,2d) abide the ensemble averaged mass-
balance relation2 < [N + ny® + ng® + n,™M >= 0, the curly bracket¢>" representing the ensemble average

over all noise realisations.
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It must be noted that at this minimalist level, we are negbgceffects from noise cross-correlations (e.g.
mn2 >= 0), an assumption which implies that the origin of stocltitstin solid mass density will not incite an
identical stochastic response in the hydrolysed, acetogemethanogenic mass densities, a reasonable assumption
at this stage.

In what follows, we will calculate the ensemble averaged-roean-square values of the respective autocorrelation

functions like v< ni(x, ni(x, t + 7) > in the large timet(— o) steady state equilibrium limit. These autocorrelation
functions represent the experimentally measured stactexptivalents of their deterministic counterparts (aih]|
only forv; = 0 though).

4. Results

As detailed in the previous section 3.1), we will start wittuations (2a,2b,2c,2d) and then analyse these equations
in thek — w Fourier space.
Starting with the the;-equation, we get

ony (92
E = a o2 khnl + 771(X t)
—iwm(K,w) = vk —kniy + 71
~ 7 k’
nn = — 771( (1)) (4)

—iw+vik2 + ky’

followed by

Ci(r) =< m(X,t) *= ny(X, t + 7) >= fd‘"’kfdw et <Ak, W)=k, —w) > . (5)

In the experimentally viable large time equilibrium limit & o), this leads to the following solution for the
n;-autocorrelation function:

5 kK2e™ (v1K2+kn)T
<Xt =mXt+7)> = 4r le dk ——— Tk (6a)
4772D1 \/7_2. 7Z'kh —(1-v1)knt
~ ThE T 1 6b
” [ZW_eXp( knT) + o ], for (vi<1). (6b)

The above form given in equation (6b) is based on a complegiation within aforementioned limits of the wave
vector k. For a more accurate expression valid for all ktsmnive will use the form given in equation (6a). This is the
formula used in the plots shown later.

Starting from equation (2b), we get

—iwm(k, w) = —vok?Ms + knfz — Ash(k, w) + 17a(k, w), 7
Whereh(k,w) I“(l + a,)el(lJra) arctang) (1 ) -3(1+a) ( kaZQ)[_kma + (_1)1+akaa].
Without much Ioss of generality we may use the value 1 as in [21] to geh(k, w) = i \/_‘5(‘“:,:53) where ‘6"

alludes to the celebrated Dirac-Delta function as is widkelgwn in the literature [24, 25].
5
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The above prescription leads to

ka1 (K, w) i V21A0(w + iKy) N n2(k, w)

(iw+ vak®)(—iw + kR + k) (w0 + iKa)(—iw + v2k®) T —iw + k2

(8)

ﬁz(k, (/.)) =
that in turn gives
kn <71k, w) * (=K, ~w) 27126 (w + iKy) * 6(—w + iKy) N 12(K, w) * M2(=K, —w)
(w? + v22kH) (w? + (v1k? + kn)?) (w? + k%) (w? + vo2k4) w? +v2k4 '
9)

As previously, forv; > v,, the above equations (9) may be complex integrated arouidpalles in any of the

< (K, ) #1ia(—K, —w) >=

halves of the respective Argand diagram to obtain

f d3k f dw €77 < Ak, w) * Mo(=k, —w) >

< (X, t) = np(X, t+ 1) >

) 2
— f dk 27TD]_kh 1 (e—(v1k2+kh)r
0 v2(vik? +Kn) " (v1 + v2)k?ki
+ e—vzkz‘r) 1 ( —vo k2T _ e—(v1k2+kh)‘r)] + 47TD2 e—vzkz‘r} (10)

(v1 — v2)k?kn
In line with derivations for the autocorrelation functioc@responding to variableg andn,, it should be noted

that for the other two variables, our model defines the végiabas the independent one whihg depends omj.

Starting from equations (2c) and (2d) and following siméfgebra as before, we can now evaluate the corresponding

autocorrelation functions as follows:

< ng(X,t) = ng(X, t+ 1) >

f d3k f dw e < fiy(k, w) * Aa(=k, —w) >

2
47T2D4f - k2e (vake+ky')T

Cvak? + Ky
47T2D4 \/; 7Tkh —(1-va)kn'T
~ [ exp-kn'r) + 7], for (va < 1). (11)
V4 2\/1/ ‘/V4kh/
In the limit ky" — 0, the above correlation function takes the limiting vakues(x, t) = na(X,t + 7) > /0 =
71_3/2
e

Using the information from equation (11) above, the autoelation function defining the acetogenic decay dy-
namics in the limitk,” — O can be obtained as follows

f Pk f dw e < fiy(K, w) * 1is(—K, —w) >

= 2 (CamvKe e )
47%ky'°D f dk
Ik Da A e T e Tia v T k]

< ng(X,t) = nz(X,t + 1) >

(kmax kmin)]» (12)

whereknax andknin are respectively defined as the inverse of the smallest agedialength scales in the problem.
In the context of the landfill modekmin is the inverse of the landfill diameter whikgax is the inverse of the landfill
6
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height. So the dference is a small finite number.

5. Discussions

The formulas presented above depict the complete dynarétevior of the spatially heterogeneous landfill
mechanism that, in turn, is governed by four sub-processesder to present the results quantitatively, in the above
and all future formulations, we will consider same noisersgths, that i©; = D, = D3 = D4 = Dg without any
loss of generality. Using; = 1.0, v, = 0.8, ky, = 1.0, D; = 0.1, D, = 0.05, ky' — 0 as the parameter values,
the solutions of eqn(6b) and egn(10) when plotted givesalieviing time decay profiles. It is to be noted that an
inherent part of this conclusion relies on the fact thatt v,; in other words, on a heterogeneous spread through
diffusional relaxation.

The appended figures compare the root-mean-squared podfdk$our variables after averaging over all stochas-
tic realisations. More specifically, we plof™(r) = v< ni(x,t) = ni(x,t + 7) > (i=1,2,3,4) against the timeftierence
7. As can be seen, this afeaussian stationary processgar] implying that in the large time equilibrium limit
(t - =), the respective autocorrelation functions depend onlthertime diference between two specific points of

measurement ar - ~ -~ te st fm s s e meem s sl oo
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Figure 1. The solid line represents the decay profile of the mean square solid mass density autocorrelation
function (represented by eqn(6b)) with time.

Fig 1 and Fig 2 show the time decay of solid and hydrolysedevestt are used to generate the acetogenic and
methanogenic phases shown in Fig 3 and Fig 4. As is to be eeghetbie solid waste decay rate is steeper than the
hydrolysed phase indicating that follow-up (methane) paiin necessitates a slow build-up leading to the target

deliverables.
The comparison of all four plots shown in Fig 5 encapsulatessummary of this theoretical model. While the

decay rates of the individual phases vary, the final decaslior all phases converge to the golden number of 20
7
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Figure 2: The solid line represents the decay profile of tha@ meean square hydrolysed density autocorrelation
function (represented by eqn(10)) with time.
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Figure 3: The solid line represents the decay profile of thié meean square solid acetogenic density autocorrelation
function (represented by eqn(12)) with time.
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years for all estimated phases. This number is subject tpanameter values used (indicated above). We have
tested for other realistic parameter values availed frdmmpublications [14] (although this result is for aerobiica
stabilised MSW only, and hence is an order of magnitude coisgraonly) to confirm that the decay time life
always conforms to the time window of 15-30 years which isime lwith this reference. An understanding of this
result can be drawn from the fact that our model simultankyaasnbines stochastic forcing withfélisive relaxation

of the diferent densities, together which contribute to this expenitally agreeable timeline. This result is a huge
improvement on existing deterministic models [21, 22].

6. Conclusions

The implication of this theoretical analysis goes beyomdabtimation of accurate gas production decay times and
favourable comparisons with experimental data. The magoebt of such a study will be in the development of a
robust business model in which quantitative dependenceadf decay rates with varying system parameters will be
part of the analytical description henceforth. As is not sopdifficult to conceive, landfill site structures and engi-
neering depend on the ambience and country specific fasititiat may imply wide variation in parameter values. The
results presented here incorporate all such provisionkjding fluctuating parameter values. A pragmatic underpin
ning with regard to landfill engineering will be the preciseaqtitative control of parameters and clear ideas about the
right parametric regime that will ensure gas productiongppecified rate. As these rates may vary betwe#eraint
sites, as also with the country concerned, such numericataovould ensure easier and more direct improvement
of existing landfill engineering frameworks. The work wilsa help municipalities and city councils to make right
decision for landfill gas mining and implementing a sustbiedandfill gas extraction as well energy recovery project.
We believe that the relevance of this work can be best availledsociation with national and supranational waste
management policy makers. This may be particularly relewvethe context of a circular economy package, the focus
of the European policy agenda (for instance), that is alway oriented towards landfill diversion and the promotion
of other disposal options.

From the technical perspective, this analysis informs @as$ ¢ur stochastic linearly stable model is primarily
affected by the time dependent hydrolysable decay R(t§) @t finite time scales < 10 years). For larger times, the
steady state statistics remains unchanged with respelcatmes irR(t). As indicated above, the steady methanogenic
gas production rate is primarily determined by the produrctate of hydrolysed mass starting from solid mass with the
acetogenic density contributing the least in the procesdik&lthe previous models [21, 22], our model satisfies the
mass-balance relation at an ensemble averaged level afwr aditdeterministic realisations. This ensures dynainica
equilibrium for all finite times:< %(nl + N2+ ng + ng) >= 0. A conclusion that we draw is that of higher decay rate
for the solid mass density compared to the other three decaggses that is comparable to existing industrial results
[30]. In arriving at the plots, although specified fixed valuwé the noise strengths were used, but the linear stability
ensured that the qualitative deductions obtained fromgblpective autocorrelation functions remainftieeted by the
noise strengths. Overall, it is predicted that the decagsiof any of the four phases is shorter than the corresponding
homogeneous deterministic case studied in previous mft&l49, 20, 21]. All these above facts are directly related
to numbers that a landfill engineer may make use of in degigtiia best landfill facility subjective to the given

5The Gioannis, et al result is used for order of magnitude @iapn only, since ours is an anaerobic model as opposea: tacttobically
stabilised model of Gioannis, et al.

10
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conditions. We should like to add that the model can be furleended to address specific structural remits, related
to the legal paraphernalia of waste disposal in a countrgipenanner, and adjusting landfill plant lifelines in
accordance with allowed range of plant structure parammet@he difusion rates, which are key components in
defining the landfill lifeline, are subjective of the size bétlandfill; such legislations are often guided by European
rules. Appropriate adjustment of the boundary conditidrauo model could straight away address such components.

Another non-trivial aspect of this analysis is that theadtiction of an explicit uncertainty in the dynamical model
confirms the fact that heterogeneities ¢ v, # 0 andvs # v4 # 0) play a vital role in the decay rate statistics. Our
results predict that in absence of heterogeneity, masshdison will take a far longer time. This was not so very
obvious in most of the previous models.

While retaining the core deterministic dynamics, that leapomuch to be the same in these models [17, 18, 19, 21],
our novelty lies in the introduction of two key factors thatrained dormant in all these models. Firstly, explicit aois
(stochastic) terms accompany each of our four dynamicaht@mns representing each phase (biogas, hydrolysed
leachate, acetogenic phase, methanogenous phase). Beaomdder to incorporate the natural tendency of any
physical system to neutralise the presence of any heteeitgewe have incorporatedftiision terms in each of the
phases that lead to a more generalised multiphase apprdexk the stochastically forced phases can mix with each
other through dfusion. n for the stochastic input; rather it is self-coresigly derived from the original dynamics
represents in equation(2a,2b,2c,2d).

A reassuring quantitative confirmation of the analysis @nésd here comes from a comparison with real landfill
descriptions as presented independently by Gioaehisl,[14]. Inverting the decay constants estimated in this anal-
ysis, we reassuringly arrive at the production time lineititions as being between 12.5-33 years that is perfectly
in harmony with numbers presented in this article (e.g. Figihis quantitative ramification also indicates the need
for extending the scope of the present linearly stable mimdielthe more realistic nonlinear regime; in other words
strategy evaluation in planning waste management [6, 31if i§ the next plan along with a multivariate analysis of
the outputs from the stochastic model based on a FokkecP&ructure.
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