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Among all building materials, Maastricht limestone (graphs above)
provided the best support for the highest methane removal by MOB at high
(99.9% removal after 100 hours by M. alcaliphilum) and low concentration

(64% removal after 200 hours by M. parvus)
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* Biological treatment using (B) Period of methane removal by MOB inoculated in M. limestone
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With pulse feed methane injection process, MOB could still remove methane
at low concentration for approximately 2 months
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(C) The influence of methane starvation to methane removal capacity
of M. parvus In M. limestone
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Materials and Methods o
* Methane removal capabilities of different MOB cultures inoculated in 1 -
different building materials in a closed incubator under methane/air _ /.// _
atmosphere at high (20% (v/v) and low (50 ppmv) methane concentration
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