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AR R

B OE g ok R S B AR R, R U B (SBR) XN BE WK BEAT T AR IR A LTS, X
I P T G300 SR R S 0L 7 R A A W R R A R R TS . S5IRR W, 7F SBR R& R E BTN, BAMME
RT3 L BR R4  Hy 58.2% 1 93.8%, KIS E W E R 2.0 mg L™ AW EBEL Ry BB
BRI 1T AR B8 10k 400 0 e K R Ak 2 B2 P A O B 1T, MU 2 B Z RN 90.09%0~96.0% 5 [ il Ak ) i 35 A A 1
W], FEANIE MK R AL AR b, SR R ER 30 I nirS 11 5 DL RS T 30 Bl R £ 38 IR nirK 29 1~2 MRS,
XA nirS £ EAE R 0o — S J i B R 8] T EZ/EH . SBR T 2B A AIE MoK A RIFMAR, N
fift e v kK 2B P P AR AL TR AR AR

KEEIR  ARALIEAK; ANUEMOK; Rk fUE YR

SRR A TALEAKHEBOC P o AR HEBOR K ik 5] 4.3x10° m?, &ALk COD HE &
250 329x10° m*, A HERE 2R 8.2x10° m®, B KB M T Al A L B K FR AR U AR AR R K A i A
() 1R P EOMERE ffe Tl K, AL BE T2 AO(i 441 50) . AAO(IR A -t S8 - 4 41) A2 2%
AO P, GEH, T LZ2FAMAEYEL . ARV ERE T AR AR T 24505,
TE G S AL R KR BE AL BR T 270, R 7 3R B i 9l 8 BB AR © e sh i FAE = s i, SeEl 7 1k
JRoK M B AP, E ik TEAE K RFEL BT 6x10° m®, R Y IE (nanofiltration, NF) T.7;
J& . BEKIECR KT 75%9, g T2 BRI K B R b, gHUB AR 0 2 ok B 503 7 . iR
WREF . HRARE TS ZA RN G LY S BaENIER K. AR R, BIANERK N E
S A EME coD e =m kK, Hd, MA (total nitrogen, TN) % i it 5 & (NO;-N) I A
MLARI o BT R R K Hh g TN FINOG-N, A=W s AL A e T AT i 5 vk . AR R, &
I Ik e B i R 8 A e R T i A 25 B MK R INOS-N. OSAKA 258 BiF 58 2 W, 76 3 g-L 7' NaCl iy
AR R OK R, DL B R Bk U Y S RS AL R R, NOG-N 2 BR AT ik 3 95% DL . YOSHIE 4
RI, MUK IR 2% B, AP RO AR SR AR TR OK & Eh 5 10% B B RS A A i
TR R T4 R R, EMEERE OV 2% W) LT, B AR g Eh A Y5 Fr i,
i SR ROCR AR WS S ik (10% A4 Bmby, Wi miemE b ESar, R T
R R &

Kt BHA: 2018-11-17; R HHA: 2019-04-01
EEWE: EZRELSP LIRS H (2018YFF0213203)
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ASHIESE LA SE AL AN 8 T 20 v 7= AR 0 e FE S R KO BF X 4, sl oAb IR (T ), %
Jr it 1 4% (sequencing batch reactor, SBR) XJ £E AL ik 7K il A AV S A M L BRACR ;. FIEF, RH
o 3 2 U R T QPCR A2 i 3 AR A 50 M 40 90 R 7K A 0 It SR A v ol 24 00 o R 8 4 R S i Ak T v
FEHARAL, DA Y R N R s T iR S %

1 MP5RF*®
11 IRERNKES5HE

SIS A AR AL g IRV R B A AN IR RS RGN IR K AR LR PE IR . pH R
7.2~7.9, HL3H Y 9450~11250 uS-ecm™', COD Jy 318~496 mg-L™', BOD; & 16~38 mg-L™', TN Jy 49~
66 mg'L™', NO;-NH 23.9~40.9 mg-L"', NO;-N} 0.08~1.09 mg'L™', NH;-N>& 0.45~2.91 mg-L"',
SIZU0 FH P AN R B XY R A M i

SEH R Y SBR 268 & — NN 14.0 ecm. 5524 28.5 em YL ROV 4%, BTN 6.0L, A
MBI R S.0L, SBR¥EJFMMIEFE RS . BARG . #F 1K 3h 58 3R Gt LA B il ] 4% 1l 3R G0 20 i o
SBR LU B iZ 4T S EN T . $E/K BTN 15 min, SATEEERTE K 6 h, GFAE MRS E A 10 h, T
FEM] 4 30 min, KA A 15 min, PRERE Y 7h, PALEI A 240, HEH R 1:2,

SBR Ji3 3l iy 22 F i e B A £ AL R K AR A R G SR B, W0 06 TR & WL I [T AR Mk B (mixed liquor
suspended solids, MLSS) >4 4 100 mg-L™'c 7 9 fb 11 (8], 4% 8 v 7K Fn£5 4k B2 7K LE 461 43 0l 2 60%:
40%. 80%:20% F1 100%:0%; &A1 A W B &4 FIKIKEZE 47T 10d, YI4EiH3E 30d, RHEVR .
e, FRaEEiT T 60d, RN AriZifHEJe, Je#d (sludge retention time, SRT) A 20d, J:faw
iE4T T 34 SRT il . FasEis AT, LA EE S ik 5 Y SBR 1 MLSS R 7E 2 190~2 410 mgL ',
£~ SBR MEHA A SE MK 5, FH 0.1 mol-L™" LR VAT SBR NI pH Ky 7.0, SLEIIA] %= 1E M 25~28 C.,
1.2 SHAEE

1) & bR B9 5E . k277 % & (chemical oxygen demand, COD) % AQ4001 I 5 X (35 [ #4
v HE) M AE, TN, NO,-N, NO,-N. NH,-N fl fi H 4= fb 75 % &t (biochemical oxygen demand after five
days, BOD;) ¥R s A M, pH A SR H 835A BN b /K BT 43 A (38 LA 7)) T o

2) DNA £ Bt 5 PCR 4lifk . ¥f SBRI5 U6 k£ i 200 g #E47 B 0> 15 min, YR JiE 38 U0 IE 4 h 42
DNA. KM % PCR ¥ # fil4lifk . Tllumina Miseq SCJZE A4 £ FI >« SR FH cutadapt 20446 1 422 3k A
&85 R v, (1 QUME R4 0 2 1y 41 i G 44, i 5 7K 19 5 B ] Usearch 5395, #24E 20 K500
(operational taxonomic unit, OTU) JAE Al H Uclust, A YIEETE Z 60T . B 7 5 vh A DL )
{84 97% V- OTU %143, & RDP Classifier 7E 80% & 15 B /K - b #4749 Fh 432

3) QPCR i & . M SBR G H IR I T AZ R Y i, ] Qubit® dsDNA HS Assay Kit il & 4l fk J5
f DNA V& J¥ ; PCR 434 W AR 5y 20 uL, %56 PCR i >R KU A PF EA T 3 47
2 #BR512
21 SERMEBRKEEUERAYR

FEAL 9N Bk M 7K Ry ME [ A = R R K, LS RO 9 450~11 250 uS-em™' . BODJ/COD ik . 1] A= fb 14
2o AW R, K NO,-N B AR Ol N, 5 B UE AE S 3 J5 R 19 HL bR . 78 A2 fh 4l g v UK 3R
B, SR AR R AT RE 2 BIER A AR, BRI ARSCR TR R A R A, He BRBR AL
8:1 #mH 2, SBR HLizf790d, HAodifk30d, FEizfr 60d.

7 SBR iz {7 1], #F 7K COD (A8 4k an & 1 /s o AR Fa i i AT 1 18], 49 3E ¥ /K (19 COD
J318~496 mg-L™'; TEASINIBRIE ) SBRiFE/KH, COD Jy617~975mg-L™"; Hi7k COD 4 328~474 mg-L™',
XU B I A B RS A e I A W A T, MR TR A E R A AL LT O B R R
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TEYIL AR E B AT I ], Rk gl uE koK e Gk
SBRi Hi 7k H1 TN Al NO,-N #4748 £b 4[] 2 i 1250 | 3= HOKOMBER)
N o TERRE B TT ATE] . 44 98 Wk K i oK = o0
TN Fl1 NO, -NHJ~F- Y& B2 531 hy 58.9 mg-L™" Fl TR
317 mg-L, i K R O 29 5 453 3
24.6mg- L f2.0mg-L ", RGH TN FINO;, N ° W
4 - 44 25 5% 2843 51l 58.29% Fil 93.8% . 3% Ui 207
ED%ESBR%%EP’ Eﬁ@)‘%'f/ﬁj{l%?‘@iﬁiﬂﬂ’, fi 00 1I0 2I0 3I0 4b Sb 6I0 7I0 Sb Qb 1(;0
AL N e 4 . ok B AR R B, MG RE EATR )/
KEGA LT TMESAMNEY LBRRY Bl 1 B AT P ok oD Y AEfk
90%, AHFXLERmsm T HFRER ., i Fig. 1 Change of COD in influent and effluent

NS, e e s during SBR i
FEIB AT, SBR HiZK MEAiF 25 A JE O 0.14~ uring SER eperation

0.85mg- L, UMW MIEAKIERRIATE R BIRATE T, TERUCEYIY S o id 7 vh Bef KA WA iR £
2RAZ.

100 501

—=—jlfK —a— ik
—o—th7k —o— K
80 F . 40
5
560 2 T
% e
4
& 20
E 40 o
Z
M 10k
20
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
a4 7 a)/d a4 7 a)/d
(a) TN (b) NO,-N

K2 SBRizfr LS A MM SR EL
Fig. 2 Change of TN and nitrate during the whole operation of SBR

22 WMEMSHEMESH

SR AF T LA B Sk 5k U %) B A 4 D8 T K A B fh i R P e W RE TS AR AR LA, 43I R4 SBR
MRS e . DIk 58 LI 475 U8 DA R RR e s AT TR 5 51, 71 F1 91 RAgT5 e, BURERT AR e b 1.
31, 51, 71 f91d.

1y il g Dy AR AR TS VAR i 2 R MRS B . TR RE b R R4S 268 884 Z5 I Y 4
32 440 N HERAE4F 25 BT (OTU). 16 16S 19 VI~V3 X FEAT ¥ 8 A 5, B4 RE & 09 Iy & 19 78
40 000 LA I, OTU %= ¥ 7E 5000 DL Lo 7R Pk #rf, A48 %L (Shannon) iy 7.7~8.8, WA =F
& T840 (Chaol) iy 16 664.3~24 112.2, il )7 IR J¥ 5 %X (goods’coverage) 7 0.87~0.91, =¥ FR 5 %L
(Simpson) 4 0.96~0.98, VL HIFE il J ok A2 v ) Fl S B AR, AT R IR K

943 BT SBR 72 G A b BN i Ve /K A AR R A WD REVE S5 R I AR AR, AETTOKOT B X RE S AR
FERBE AT T 400 (WL 3). RTS8 (1 d) i W B v £ 03 8 AR 1 1T (ot =R ol
65.2%). TFE& W1 (FXTFE N 15.7%). BRFFH T XT3 B R 6.7%) FALFE & 1] (B X5 =F B2
3.9%). it 30d I, 55 31 RIS Ie 22T R T TR X 32 B 65.2% L F+R 92.9%, 1k 4
XFEPESEE ] s VR T FRAE TR ) AR B 171 B4 AR X = 3 1 B B BRI . X Ut B V5 e ZE 94k ik
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Table 1 Microbial diversity of different samples

BB TR]/d PR3/ OTUM~  Fefdssk PR R AR MRS FEEBRIEE
1 49 825 6359 8.6 18 561.8 0.89 0.97
31 56729 7328 8.8 2411222 0.88 0.98
51 56 076 7072 8.5 23946.2 0.88 0.98
71 51461 5944 8.5 187823 0.87 0.96
91 54792 5737 7.7 16 664.3 0.91 0.96
ferf, BEE RIS, AR HE N T 10or BN

FEAL DR A K A L SR ER S, A T Y
PhA WIS PR A2 B, AR 2 B R P AR

u Spirochaetes

80 - Actinobacteria

" SBR1093
7E 60 d Mt s AT e, IR M558 R ¢ el s Nitrospirae
REEORBETT, 51 IO dES  H s
e, ARIE T TTAR XS i Y 66.8% . 57.8% E sl " Gemmatimonadetes
o
M 80.4%. LILWEITAMEY T RFEWE u Chlorobi
N A 5 N . u Planctomycetes
I—Jy @agﬁﬁz%,fﬁlgj‘ﬁééo aﬁﬁﬂ:ﬁ%%’ 20‘ DCh/oroﬂexi
B K T, AR B B HE 58 W A HL T%@m
Ny s . L] teri
A 0 A 1T 45 09 MA 26090 5047 7 [ b, O Sl 71 91 mdcidobacteria
ZEENEKERE RSN LI, 15 TRkl 8. ScetEridess
B Proteobacteria
> : AA—P AY > /T’R ;4—04 » NG 3 S 3
PR RERR DT CFEMR R s e pr e e s e 001%)
76.1%. LORENZO %™ A8, 71 2 41 & #h % Fig. 3 Relative abundance (> 0.01%) of
KA Sz s s, AT O ETT, X microbial community at phylum levels

VIR B 1) BEIE 0 5 SR A R BE . FE AN BB R K 0 L S R IR R, A I AR AN TS R P
X AL, fEREB T BT, WFTHTT 71 d X R, N 38.2%; 51d F191 d AfAE*T
FBE 35N 23.2% T 12.5%, FEANUEW K S AL R rh BV o 155 2 RIE T SUFFT T8 0T 10
W AKAAR G, AT KPR ARSI EY . ZHU FU9 5, a8 2.5% 1Y
WK A AL R 48 T DR Hp e 09 RO AR 803, Jl o TR 3 B A IS T TR T DR T8 1T T A% O R T ] o A
YUK AL R G E B TR, AR IR TR AN B T A AR X 2 B 2 F0 R 90.09%0~96.0% . FRAT A I
FRER TR T MA R, AAXFEEHKRT 2.7%.

f£ SBR iz ATt e, V5 URTELN)= I b 4% 4r 240 i 3= BE 8] 4 R o #2Ahis e vh i £ 2 T 4N
R B-AE T TR AN (RE A = BE R 46.0%), LIS B9 R AN IR R 1% 25 TR AN (R =R B 15.1%) . o8 T TR 4K
(FHXTFFE R 11.5%) . chloracidobacteria(FiXF 3 50 6.4%) . y-"2 X B4 (FHXF R 6.0%) . TR H 48
BN (R R 1.7%). I SE UG, B2 TR 40 Al o708 T BT AR ARG =6 B 2 s, LAl Ay o 4 A X
FREEBIE A o X UL TE IR R K 30 d A IIAb L AR v, R R G BRI AR R R R Y A T
Ak

R BTN, FENZm, BN N OEA, XN 38.79%~49.4%, FHWF5EIT
e, TEEKM b R rp, BARIE B A M AZ O B A9, RN B T G TR T8 RN A 6 PR B i A
RS Ite R e T AR H N . R Eisir b, o0 HWAHX £ 12.5%~30.0%, y-2%
TE B AR AR X 3 B 4.49%~10.8% . HE 4R IE ), o5 T TR 40 R y-AE B R AR E8) 3 O R A0 Tl % K 3R
B, TSRS, o8 AR RH R R AT A R . AR R A G IE v K s AT i AR v
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KB, AR T A [\ T A0 Y o3 A FLEE S B-
N W W >o-E I W W >y WA, X — M
B 2 2 AR K AR A R G AR TR 40 AH X
1A HES BT R — B, FEANIE R K R
At FE i, SOUFT P T A9 BEAT TR N 2 B
MY TR AN, o iz 17 0118 A9 A X 3 B2l 8.3%~
22.9%, X 15 B BT B 4 AT 3 N g R 1 vk K
REE. OREILLY %P0 & B, e K ILR
o, BTN EERN . A, FREs
Fra0I1a],  2F 4 26 M 0N 0.6%~8.7%, fELFTF
T NAX F N 1.5%~4.8%.
23 ARIRFMEHINEER D

AL uEoK EY IR A R, SR
16S rRNA(H B S50 . i R 45 18 R Bl (narG) .

100 n Acidobacteria-6

n Kazan-3B-09
n Actinobacteria
Deltaproteobacteria
LGemm—Z
eptospirae
S irocfaetes
cidimicrobiia
2-1-Bac
= VHS-B5-50
u Planctomycetia
u Nitrospira
u Clostridia
n Gemm-1
u Sphingobacteriia
olibacteres
Gemmatimonadetes
u Rhodothermi
Deinococci
u Saprospirae
u }gnavi acteria
u Phycisphaerae
n Anaerolineae
u Mollicutes
u Others
=4C0d-2
u Chloracidobacteria
= Bacteroidia
Gammaproteobacteria
" IC;'ytophagia
lavobacteriia
1 31 51 71 91 = Alphaproteobacteria
BTN u Betaproteobacteria

AR /%

K4 TEWACE BRI AR 5 (> 0.01%)
Fig. 4 Relative abundance (> 0.01%) of microbial
community at class levels

A R £ 36 R B (nirS F1 nirk) . A AL WA b
JE i (nosZ) 1) 46 Xt 7€ 2 B P& (qPCR) UL 1A 5.
Hi & S AT, 76 SBRiZATEFET T, 16S rRNA
B ¥ DR & T Ais e, X Ul B AR AR R 72 J1
SR SRR, 3 N AR Ak g DR v K A TR B R
PRAFFLE o narG 7] K NOS-N ik J5L i NO;-N,
& B ARAE ] o) b i B iR, FERROE 12
AL, narG H1.02x10%~1.31x10* 4201 %kng ™,
HETYMkiEle.

4 M 8 3 cdI-BY S i 1R 6 18 R T nirS 1
Cu- . i PR £ 36 [ Wl nirk ¥ 7T 45 W 28 1Y
NO, -N AL B — A, X2 T
R POCHERY — 2, EUE T RAHIEAYERPY. s SBR 1 16S IRNA. narG. nirS. nirk il nosZ K%k
TENUEWR K ALt B, nirS SR 5.33x10% Fig. 5 Quantitative abundances of 16S rRNA,
2.71x10° ;J:% Il é—ﬁ( 'ngfl, nirKﬂ{] 1.45%10%°~9.49x narG, nirS, nirK and nosZ in SBR
10° ¥ D 4ng™ s DA LSCIR g RN, FENIEWK St BEh, nirS 0945 DB T nirk 29 1~2 4>
B, SHU SEPWR A T 124 Tk K RSt RS, &I nirS 198 DU K T nirks
IR nirS T nirK 76 2E W) WA PR DI R AVE AR TR, RTO2 & A nirk (80 Y0 0 D 1) 47 S8 3R 88,
A nirS (AT 40 oA i A e S R S BRI v AR X 3 B T 2 0

NosZ W ¥ S8 AL AT N A, M T S B E —2 . fEfRE BT E, nosZh
5.43x10°~1.20x10° ¥ D ¥ -ng™; TEGNIE MK AEALIEFE T, 5 narG. nirS F nirk #HH, nosZ H#5 N1
Bk, XU W T nosZ X BT B 58 S g ) e 50

T I SRy Bl U5 ) £ AL N DBV OK RO A AR v, KR AP E N 2.0 mg' L', narG. nirS.
nirK 1 nosZ %5 JAHAL DI REFE R B9 8 I8 B 1 S AP, FIAAORNOS-N 1Y L BRAUR .

3 %
1) B AL 9 U8 v oK Sk s L RN i R MR A T2 K, Hrh TN B R A DA A R AR R

w2 16S TRNA ssnarG
EmnirS nirk nosZ

Ig(DNA/(¥E IIE - ng™))

91

1 51 71
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DL B R iR U, 7 SBR RS E B 17 HY 60 d N, TN Fl NO, -N 8 - 2 22 [ 2K 73 %1 4 58.2% FiI
93.8%, H7/KNO-N BV B2y 2.0 mg-L™' Ui Wit A Inak i, SBR R Gt BE X £ AL 4 8 vk /K S5 31
A2 5 A B A Ak R

2) R4 5 SBRGIRAEM, RAE @M T, HLIR1T 268 884 2%l FIF 51, 32 440 N AE4> 2K
Hot, fERGEBITIAN, AR R T T AR T T O], P I AT 32 8 2 N 90.0%0~96.0%
TEENZ T, BT A . o8 T bl 40 A B AT I 20 R £ B A

3) B2k G eV K R WS AL IE AT narG. nirS. nirK R nosZ %5 WS4 T BE SL B 0 5CRE B3A 3 T 3
B, nirS BF5 DRI 2 T nirk, Ui nirS 7630 G5 BR 5 A F2 PR B S 24 .
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Abstract Aiming at the problem of the high total nitrogen (TN) in NF concentrate from coking wastewater, a
biological denitrifying process with a sequencing batch reactor (SBR) was employed to treat this concentrate.
The denitrification effect and microbial communities characteristics were determined. The results showed that
during stable operation of SBR, the average removal efficiencies of TN and nitrate were 58.2% and 93.8%,
respectively, and the average effluent nitrate was 2.0 mg-L™'. The most abundant bacterial phyla in the SBR
were Proteobacteria and Bacteroidetes, the sum of their relative abundances accounted for 90.0%~96.0%. It
shows that Proteobacteria and Bacteroidetes are the important contributors for both nitrate removal and COD
degradation in NF concentrate from coking wastewater. Quantitative real-time PCR was used to assess the
absolute abundance of microbial genera, the quantity of nitrite reductase for nirS was higher than that of nirK by
1~2 orders of magnitude, indicating that the denitrifying bacterial genera containing nirS may be more
responsible for the reduction of nitrite to nitrate. This study provides new insights to the understanding of
microbial community dynamics and structures during the denitrifying processes of NF concentrate.
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