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 F LUK ONEAWE TG K A B G, Hal % 58 T Bk B X DR SR AT I AR S I A - A ) R 7% (ABR-
MBR) F 4t 0 2 i Ak BR B A Ae i 2w o S5 R ERI] . NP E RS, B PR K BB, A T AL
B. C 1D T Ur*t i ABR ZFL 61 faf (VLR LA COD i) 4305l 4 1.02, 1.53, 2.04 12.55 kg:(m*d)™'; 7€ MBR JZ i
PR, T B A (FA) e L0 Y A AR L 4L B (NOBs), 75 & E 1L 1H (AOBs) B Wi i M AL e, W AY R
R B E (NAR) BUETE 61.7%; @it %4 911k DPBs X NO,-N BT %7 8 F1, DASEBURR A RER, ik
RAEMIREIBIT. £ ABR AR 674 2.55 kg (m’d)™" B, JiF2 WASER (FNA) 24 0.001 3 mg' L™, Xf DPBs 7k T ™
FIDHRIVE, W ROR M 2 AN

KHBEIE  SOREALRREE; SRR JRE AN WA WA R K

S A A B 5 T (DPBs) HA 5 3% 38 Rl B S L n QS LB . 7E PR 451~ DPBs | i P 5w
(Poly-P) F A Jit (Gly) 73 fift it 48 15 1) g i B 45 R PENR T2 (VFA) # % 2K N & 1 PHA, ZWR B
PO, -P WK FEWY 15y, i B BO REBE B Be . TEBRE & F T, DPBs F| HINO-N AU O, 1 vy T 321K,
W PR AR A PHA J3 M, 77 2 B RE R T T W POL-P 34 B Poly-P A7 4% T P, i) Ak It 25 4 I
MORRAE, BRGRAEMCRE, MM sl 7 A B F 28 LR, H AT K 2800 SO A BR BT 5T #0 & LANOS-N
e F224K, I HACR BRAF . MINO,-N J& A 46 1 S fiF Ak B i b (8] 72 4, DPBs #5 fig LA HAE
T2 AR U BE D R PR AR S B e, JF Hoh TR KEUCRA X RS, L, R s e 1y
o AT A MRS R, NOS-N R EE KRS, DPBs BEMS LANO,-N Ay i T2 AR i, Jf FLoAZ 5
i AR S SRR L B A R RO AR AR, R, AR S AR
T 22BN E L2 H G

AR, 280584 R AR 256 56 5F T NOS-N A 4 S Al £k bR il i 7 32 R i mT A5, SR,
s BHA: 2020-06-01; FFAHHE: 2020-09-24
EEWE: ERARBFEEFEITHE (51578353)
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940 ok L B ¥ W 5%

AT BT 5T % 2ENOS-N M K Ws 17 R RE RS20 . ABR S I 2% A T2 MR 43 85 DL K o IS W AN Tl By
BERRRFE SR 3y, vl = VEA S0 Bk I, [RlA, MBR HAT @ 20y A4 ik B A mi g H 25
ZHLE . ASWFSE R ABR-MBR 1.2, Yifk DPBs XfNO;-N AT 52 FLEE , %42 T 46 K iz 47 44
T NO;-N X S il Ak W Bl B 410 o) B2 B R i A2 FREE , DA T 4RI i A as A7 i fer , DA SE PRBR R W 1Y) [R]
AL CN
1 MRERFZE
1.1 SSWRERIEIT

ABR-MBR T2 % e B AL PRI AR AN 1 o, Hm A 7 A FRE R ABR KON #F M 44 MBR

ﬁﬁ%&éﬁﬁi }i ﬁ)‘i”ﬁ’ﬂe j‘jll4L, ;H\: VYRR
h ABR%»&@&;@ 76L, Al~A4 RIREAX, s o SUBITHRT AN

WERIK . MBR B4 I3 X 17 L ‘ ﬂﬁﬁm | ok
AS~ATH AR IX, ba JE X 1T s o Q

IV, AR R 3.8 L, R EHhmg &k,
Fh % 5 9 5 10 min (8 min il W% H 7K F1 2 min 2

miE). ABR-MBR T. Z i A 34 [ ik RI, :
R2. R3. {5 RIGT IR N AT~A2), ¥ & 3144]|43

 DPBsff) 15 % [ i % JK 4 A2 %, 3 it NN _‘
AL R K MR I AT . 5 16 % DPBs B L 4f o

JE R 5 35 U8 I R2(TS Y A3~AS), F T s &
A4 B 5 X R ABR IR — AR, R GET i
filf AL TR X DPBs HL 32 /R 19 5% 4 5 il b Y 1Bl 9 VA L~Ad W PR ALK ; AS-AT R BRAE X .

R3 )\ MBRYLHE X [9] 7 & AS, y DPBs $E it Hi El1 ABR-MBR TESLBEE

TR Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of ABR-MBR setup

1 R R LT N SR, MR I, LR 4T, 1 T dkiEdT 22 d,
HA B T2 1T 14 do) SEHTHT 152 d FZAATE A BRBE 1Y s Fl % %8 HRT X RS2, 15
WA . ABR N #% HRT N 9 h, 15 U2 81 L AR R AE 80% . A ALV [m1 3 LU AR E 7 300% . S i
LB ThAEIX (A2, A3, AS5~A7) V5 (SRT) & 25d. #5 MBR JZ I &% N I i A 7E 0.5~1.0 mg-L',
K IR TE 1 K TS I ARGE R AR (30+£2) °C, T5URIE S 15d. FEHI RS UK C/N/P AR, B4R w5 kK 3
e, FaE MBR N RRAEALIME 1T, DLSEIE ABR-MBR Ji 4 2 i Ak Bk WILB’JWK H5E.

*x1 ZIREERSH

Table 1 Experimental process and parameters

T b HRT/h COD/ TN/ TP/ VLR/
MBR (mg-L™) (mg'L™) (mg'L™) (kg-(m*-d)™")
A 153~174 9 45 380 60 7.5 1.02
B 175190 9 45 570 80 1 1.53
C 191~204 9 45 760 120 15 2.04
D 205~218 9 45 950 150 18 2.55
1.2 SH7EE

COD. NH;-N. NO;-N, NO;-N, PO;-P. TN %545 5% FIFR#E 7 P M , JKAER T 0.45 pm
YR AL uE , LA BREIEY M, Hh COD SR P BT A s NHI-N SR 98 BGOR 3ROl B vk
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SE 5 NOZ-N 2R N-(1-Z535)-2 “ B B 5 5 NOG-N 2R L4 663 s PO -P 2R A6 BT 4
JEOGEE: s TN SR ik i B2 0 A8 fk - 28 A 53 6 BE v 5 MILSS SR FH IR 4R AR H 1 7

Vi iR £ BB R (NAR) #2 R =X (1) TH5 . U 28 WA IR (FNA) J Ui B8 2 (FA) {E 42 8 20 (2) M1t
3) AT .

CNO;—N
- CNOg-xN "'-CNO;-N
Kb WWRERER L B2 Cao, il Cnopn H R # INO;-N SNOG-N [ Jit i ¥R, mg L™,

CNO;-N
e-2300/273+T) ¢ | OpH

n x100% Q)

2

Cina =

17 Crpgy X107

=—X—
Cra 147 e6344/273+7) 1 1 (PH

3

s Con WUFBAHRRIRIE, mg L' Cp WIFE MM, mgL's THZREMWIRE, C;
Ciiyy, -NA BV #5% FPNH-N (9 BT i 6 2, mg L'
2 #HR512
2.1 EFUKEXEREEARZZN

mE2/R, ZETH A, B, CHID T, MBRELW #% A XF 7 (- 24 0 ity 52 £h R 543 51
43.9%. 51.3%. 56.8% 1 61.7%., 16 T A F, NHI-N #4035k 98%; W% K W i Fr2 gk 47, 5%
fIC I NH;-N o i 5 AOBs 114 3 i 26 A5 i 2% o [i) B4 A0 ) NH-N v J32 {45 FA B4, ik,
MBR [ ¥/ ¢ % NOBs [ il 8O 45 25, BATBRIE P 1) NOBs 23 NO;-N 4k 22 A /b yNO;-N, AT
lif3 NAR A%, Frlh, SRIEFE 2 1Y & 20K AT NOBs 19 A4 K2 6 R il AL Fa e 12 17 1 S B i £ 1Y,
B L v B B TE, NHG-N S ff i i 7h i, ZE T C AT D R, H/KNH-N H B/ 5 5 4
X ULAH AOBs JEJi ik i 70 2, LT PR 20 T 1 0k

AW, RS SRR EZEETUUT LA B2 A S M SRT. MULDER %
TR R, 78 14 °C UL LB}, AOBs #il NOBs 9 A E 1 73 531 f 8~36 h Fil 12~59 h, A Utk, #5757
4 7 il /£ AOBs 5 NOBs fie /MU JE I PN, NOBs #t 2> 8 Wi i v b, fli AOBs WML R B, A%
¥ 5% 30 3 HE B V6 K 1R A WO Ve 8 P FE 15 do HOROE IS B IR JE . 7€ 20 C B, AOBs H1 NOBs 1Y
oG 3 g, 53 9054 0.801 071 0.788 d7'; iR A T 20 °C B, AOBs 1Y u,,,, /N T NOBs, KT
20 °C B JU)AH S G PR OR dE R IR Y DO

B A WSO L], AOBs 1Y 4 M FI & BN :: | TOA THB | THC | THD |0
0.2~0.4 mg'L', NOBs {1y % 1 Fl & ¥t Hh 1.2~ ol | A Lo Lo
Lomelsl WML, B DO BRI MR Dt AT

(LR BIEEIE, A BFSH DO KEESEA AR 2ol Y V™ 0 2
(07 mgL JEdi, T NOBs WIEHEKME s AN
SN ST NAR W . RORREH v W%ﬁé I”
B 10 FA i, WA T A0 3 NOBs 9 4 K1, A1 st RO,
BEocU0 %8, 2 FAWKEE % 0.1~1.0 mg L' B, o . L TR
NOBs M AZEMHIER, FA WIS 6mg L o e

i, T NOBs 19 A= K AR ) JL-F- % 5¢ 4= 1 il 2 MBR H#7KNO;-N #INO;-N & NAR B E 4
1M AOBs Xf FA HYZ 4SS FE 2y 10~150 mg-L™', Fig.2 Variations of NO;-N, NO;-N and

TETH A, B, CHIDT, FARMES MR NAR in MBR outflow
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448, 672, 8.96 fl 11.19 mg-L™', fE T D F, NH;-N¥JE 4 150 mg-L"', NAR FE1E 60% LA |,
) FA BEREMEAI 6] NOBs, 7 {ff 2 4t i B A Ak = AR 2 381 T o
2.2 R4 COD LR

105

3k RS COD By £ RGO . HIE 3 O [ stikco ks
AH, fETHL A, B, CHIDF, R4 X COD %&+m%ﬁ% mmJ {100
[ RBRFRIIH 90.6 %, 93.3% . 94.6% F195.3%. ol &mMJ A s
BEZFHEK COD EHT 1 TF, JUAPIE M) ABR AERL 0 0] weerbinend g oo 20900000 199
i (L CODF) 48 90 1,02, 1.53. 2.04 Fl gw-f%wﬁ _%g
255 kg:(m*d)". 7€ T8 AR T4 B, Xf 8 01 ”
COD % i £ SAE I 200 3 s, F82 IR Nl R
L A1 R R = 1Y K A B2 16 1E FH 7= 45 VFA, a0 QF A I P
fi: DPBs 1) FH I 5% 8k I8 34k A D 480 W 52 AL X . N i
CODMKER. MHHERMEMTIE, HH 3 BFREN RS COD XBEHWHM
ﬁz\' ﬁf (VLR) E/‘J ﬂ' %1§ ?5(‘ ﬁﬁ 3 /l\ Iﬁ §X¢ COD E/‘J Fig. 3 - Influence of substrate concentration on
LM ETR, ZETH CHMTAH DB, X COD removal efficiency

COD L Br/EH M ge e = WA #T 5 %, A4 DR I 38 4 77 B e I % 380 4% 1 COD iff — 20 LBk,
RFEAA VLTS G (DL COD 1) WJ 38 a5 I 5 75 B2 A A P 7 SR 420 B R FE il A0 W O NO-N i Bk
IR FEE A WIS Y (UL COD i) B 7 ABR ST #5 £ 5%, ABR [ % 89 H K 43 98 35.9,
38.1, 40.8 fil45.1mg-L'c MTH AZET LD, HEIR COD Ak LT, (H R i PR 48 M bl 80 % %
NH;-N A 2 2 [\ 4k 7F i 25 Bk, i Z84 A o ABR J2 I #% X COD %% & (9 L bR %, fifg ik A
MBR I/ i () C/N {E B i A% . sk S0 5E R B, 4 C/N=1 i, AR FRRHEAET, M
155 1 C/N A 23 3 B0 8 5 5% DA 0 DUl A, 1 177 AR AU A B2 I 1 R AR 92 b i A MBR R 7%
B C/NAEART 1, B, C/N SR RN AL BRI &R
23 RGN A AR

mE 4 R, T AL B, CHDT, TN VFHERZETNH 71.4% . 76.6%. 76.8% Fl 56.3%:
TETHL AT, LB AL, & FEE A LTS 9 (UL COD 1) 78 B4 Br 2 il B 28 58 4 Bk,
Hit, RGN AN 5E4 t DPBs 25, BLBI B AU SCR A XT38 6 O B AL T0L C 44, BRAR
NAR F25E 7E 55% VL I A0 fy 0] 3 A AL v

NOFN W HEHME, WA IS B IR A B TN ot KTN #fRNH,N TNEFR — £ T30
fF, LA RG0SR 1 0 SRR AR SRR | S ey Y
I HLAT T ATFE B AT B e (8L COD P 5 15 | B ..
TR A, ks s Lot T bo .
. RN GROSTIRM A I e g %l Lo Ve R
i GAOs 5 PAOs ATV LE , 7 £ (o] ovegragors S |3
IR AR BRI A T, GAOSs B4 A 16 2 Ak Bl %5 % qf By, (0T
PAOs [ 5 410, A BF eV, e B Ak 1 Y T S e W I
T, GAOs 7T U A7 5 47 48 4 5 1] 19 4% Of weemmebbo |
iﬁj’ GAOSEBE/fkﬂ:ﬁTﬁﬁﬁEE@PHAS, E@{/ﬁ 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220

BTN )/
:H:‘i_’ J ) ) P /'lz )
Tﬂﬁa”;ﬂi\%mﬁium}ﬁﬂﬂmﬁﬁgﬁ 4 ERRENAL TN EBEHEM
W L R T R T AR AT B D R AE Fig. 4 Influence of substrate concentration on

T, B TR TR EE A i {45 MBR S # TN removal efficiency



%5 3 FAEMEE: FEFR X ABR-MBRE R LB T 28 RE R 52 943

B NAR %, o 1m £ 45 1] 900 i £k T HP NOS-N ¥k B2 R ok T DPBs ATt 32 B, 5 250 il Ak W il R 21
A, DTG RRAIR T M R E o 148 1 ) 3 IR B A A5 AOBs X & A AU 5 1L Rt T [ 2 84.2%,
FE F Y H K NH-N SE 3 Ry 22.92 mg L', R, — 52 A0 56 0 Tk V0 BB A A1) F &R G Al &L RE -
24 RGXHERSM

wmEspis, ETH A, B, CMIDTF,

——HKPO P —e—H/KPO-P  “k—PO+PLERHR

% i () ABR J% 1 48 o 5 B0 B (12 POT-P ) B ma ome | mc] 1 ]
43519 0,021, 0.032. 0.043 F1 0.053 kg (m*d) ', 20} N&mm*****ﬁfw*** 1'%
RGBT B E bR RS O 8996%. ~ | 7 MSX 1"z
95.74% . 93.3% M 1.84%. 7 T I A% 1FE T, 2 MZ | 10 %
MBR JZ Jii # NAR V-3 %y 43.9%, H % G o .;?i}w- 7 & 12 ;
L) 89.96%., X FWINO-N HEUE 1 Hy H 32 i Ao ®
RSB BR B, 5 ZHANGZE: US) iy B 5% 45 i — T s
S, BV FE INO-N IF: A0 il 2 48 B 1 R S R
FI 4T . RUBIO-RINCONZE fifi H] 16S rRNA A éﬁgaﬁ;% o

B R Y170 Y R £ R B R £ RE B 5 B R e R 0

(ppk1) ER st bnic, 45 REKW, “Candidatus Fig. 5 Influence of substrate concentration on phosphorus
Accumulibacter ” 73 i 24 F E 1Y 2 & (PAO removal efficiency

I f1PAO ). [A]Rf, 38 5d 72 5L K 4040 A R W, PAO IT A4 %2 ik DX 41 (e = P I A TR 6 38 JEL il (nar), {HL
A F YRR AR A 5 N BRI BE J1, X %W PAO TR FERI AN BR SR AT BB, 1T PAO T NI fiEf
FIH1 0,. NO3-N & NO;-N,

T BT, B4R ABR HEKBES 7 T & 2 0.032 kg-(m’-d)™", MBR L 45 F- % NAR W
51.3%, NO;-N ¥k & ik %] 10.60 mg- L™, {HH/KPOI-PAKIHEREFE 0.5 mg' L' /4, PO -P A2
BRIk 95.74%, W] DPBs % NO;-N HIi 32 - RIS EIM R . 76 T.00 C &4 F, BliE 2R i T
i, HHIKNOS-N -3k B 1328 me- L7, [nl i fb i HNOL-N W B Bifi 2 7t &5, 3X % DPBs £ — & 1)
S, TEHS 190 K, HIKPOI-PHA R 241 mg L', BEE ABR KV % N RS AL % B 2 AE X 4
DPBs i Yifk, HKFEHPO-PHREZE 1.0mg L' AN, ZETH D F, [A#NO-N 1 NO;-N/NO;-N
70617, HIKNO-NAFY M B35 249 mg L™, BELBRAFHEE NI, 2B T 0E, BERIH
B2 B 7 5 M IAE e 18 2R R, WA R R T —— U S WA R (FNA) J2 B8
B EAE R EI A, IR IR R A R R MR T B, 7E AL D &F T, FNA 0.001 3mgL’, fKF
ZHOU 5Ll 418 1 FNACGT S0 il IR 0 S50 4 410 1) A ol 3 o FINAL Ko MRl 1 410 ) 47 P 3 2% 3 50 X 7
AR R AR LASC B . e, FNA EI ATP (94 A, RERSHE & R F il A ik, &
R FHES SRR A 2%, T T R P9 R 8 A A R HR, FINA I 2 TR T A 9 P DL R
B4t & PHA 1 4UA, ZENG U R R, EEVASME T, 24 FNA S I6 R skny, PHA 1
S TNOS-N 34 Ji DA T S B B VR, T AS 2 A Ry WGt 1) i i >R 4 DPBs 43 il o
3 &ip

1) #% 1l ABR W #% HRT & 9h, C/N/PEARAL | @t KRk, EH &, MBR X
#TE T A, B, CHID TP AE IR FL R %505k 43.9% . 51.3% . 56.8% H1 61.7%; i SRT,
DO V& . I E & FA W [AAE AR e AR S Ak ias 47, #50H] FA BER I ] NOBs Ry T fg, I fifi
AOBs % ¥t 1k L 35 T 7

2) Fifi 5 v B B, A far O R AR T 3 PR E A9 COD LBRF TR, ZE T CHTHD T,
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X} COD 2 Br A 0 T e b == W i 5 4%, ) A #B SA AILTS 44 4 (LA COD i) T3 o 5 B 57 5% il
Ak B 7 i S BE A A AR VR P I NO-N B 5B 5 TRIIRE J Bvk B 1) Tt 4t i TR, FE— 2 i 3
Jo R RS R A T R S A BRARE .

3) FNA J2 480 W W B0 TF A9 I3 . 76 FNA 24 0.001 3 mg- L™ i, i 25 B R R I Bk S I s =2 31
JEE RG], X R FNA I T ATP 094 A, I H FNA #0521 B 00 1% 4 L Sl
i PHA 481k .
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Effect of substrate concentration on the efficiency of ABR-MBR partial

denitrifying phosphorus removal process
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Abstract The effect of substrate concentration on the efficiency of partial denitrifying phosphorus removal in
an anaerobic baffled reactor-membrane bioreactor (ABR-MBR) system treating low C/N domestic wastewater
was investigated. Results showed that at a constant C/N/P value, the gradual increase of the substrate
concentration resulted in the ABR volume loading rates (VLR) as follows: 1.02, 1.53, 2.04 and 2.55 kg:(m*-d)',
which corresponded to the operating conditions A, B, C and D, respectively. In the MBR, free ammonia (FA)
was used to selectively inhibit nitrite oxidizing bacteria (NOBs), and then ammonia oxidizing bacterias (AOBs)
gradually became the dominant flora, and the nitrite accumulation rate (NAR) stably reached 61.7%. By
gradually domesticating the tolerance of DPBs to NO;-N, the synergistic effects of different microorganisms
occurred and the stable running of the system was optimized. At the ABR volume load rate of 2.55 kg-(m*-d) ",
the free nitrous acid (FNA) of 0.001. 3 mg-L™" had a serious inhibitory effect on DPBs, and minimized the
phosphorus absorption effect.
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