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W OE WET S ERE OSSR it (microbial fuel cell, MFC), #Ri¥ T ik & L X 822 MFC 7=
HL TG e ) 2 R BCR E m , FRa e R W R A AT T AR e R R B R R . SR MIRA s
B 31, 401, 501, 61 M 7:LEE, SRR, ALMWESAR TR RN YA LA
To1BF, JFRRH R . PN BH % f R Bl 2% AR B D 765 mV, 78.4 Q I 7.33 Wem™; BAZE MFCs A] 52 31 5] 25 il 1k = il
T, MmA N 41t 5P B4, COD. NH]-NF TN i 2 Bk R 4 5k (86.17+2.4)% .
(96.98+1.8)% Fl1 (96.64+1.8)% . W AE W ELE KM, Thauera 382 MFCs BIA% O R, BEB A LT, B
LW I B S 3R AL T RE B9 A MR ARIR N 35.72% . 46.90% . 40.17% . 35.63% F121.38%; -4 Bl Ak i 1Y
F BRI R 35.72% . 52.60% . 49.59% ..45.08% F121.38%, mULHEM, Z02ER IR IR -1 E IR &R 3 .
KR P MPC; mEhEK; BRAE L WAL AL A YRR

5 i PR AR B (total dissolved inorganic salt, TDS) [ Jfi & 20 BUOK T 1% (18 UK AKGE W PR 0
RS A KW HA, R B AR K HERCE R BRI T, Wi s TR Wi TR
HiA G TORIEAE], S A OKER R RS R, MUSTAA . BEERITRMPK
B ANLY), WA ESERERSO; . CIy Ca®, Mg™, Na"S§ HLE T, J&—Fpis U™ & H AL B
MEREES KRR o ARG oy g5k L LRIk . B A4k e LB AR T, (XI5 G W 1 % A a8 R
P o

MECs 75 A= 7 9% L B 3l (microbial fuel cells, MFC) J& — BBt 8 7 K ab BREE AR, PRI fE LA™ Bl 4B
PIVE AL, Aok TG e Wy I H S8 904k 27 68 1] FL A8 ) 5% 460111 45 52 [/ N A G T o BFSR A AT R
MFCs PERE I % %¢, S ) F B AE v TARER 5 0 T A9 BR K Ab B L %8 3% W o [l lie a8 A ) 4% R 45 o
2002 4F, TENDER %PV BHAR ix AW UTA S b, B T kb, R OB 0 1 36 3
s BHA: 2020-09-14; R HHEA: 2020-12-21
EETHE: HEWHRBAIEEEIIH (cstc2019jcyj-msxmX0573); KT i A 4E BB A A 8% 37 4 % 31Xl (CY200147)
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FER-ULAR R TE B B, PR H R, ST MFC 7R R A58 Py nl gk, hmdh ik
() b P AR I TR SR . R R S X MFC R PEBE S AR R . LIU E OB SY kB, Y BT 5 B R
100 mmol-L™" 3% Jill #] 400 mmol- L™ B , LI & R B4 Jhy ik U5 19 51 %5 MFC 1) 77 L 1 R A 15 D) ol 38 5
TREMOULI %517 48 T L B2 X COD BRI, KM MSEREEM 2.7 ¢ L HnZE 6,7 g L}, .COD
1) 25 B RN 70% T B 2 52%; R MG © B SE T B 4 B X % MFC 1 NH;-N. NO3-NFINO,-N
AL BRI R, R BRBERE SR A3 N, NHI-N A9 L PR B Wd /N, MNO-N FINO;-N Y i J5 8 %
BRI IE AR . BT, MFC A3 & 56 P /K i A 52 K 22 45 v 3k B8 X At 7™ L 1 7B D %
ALY 2 BRI SE R T T, TN R R A TR 25 Ak B Ak o 280 s ) i e UL HRGE

S Ak UL s £ EUR KR Y MEC (1t RE, I8 4 J5 MFC B H T S58br KRt 5%, &
TF 58 MR 4l S PR R K WK R AR AR 0, B T S AR TR AR &L (C/N 23518 3:1 4:1, 5:1, 6:1 Al
7:1) 1Y e BRI KA Ry B MFC IR, 1T T B AL L X .38 MFC™ s PEBE . COD % B LA
K IRV A S AR R s, [R) B, 3 e R 3 0 B AR R e R R B A P B AT T ARG
FEXHE AR R DEAT T o007, LAE— 2 0 i R & RUR K A BRI S 2%
1 MB5RF*®
1.1 #= MFC 8%

B T R s B MFC %< 8 A0 18] 1 iR o T BEa% B HILBBE 38 A A A, >0 <7 24 60 mmx
60 mmx70 mm, MERARARF R 252 em®, PHARCR HA S AN 36 em® I IE 7 IR ik Hi, HR SR
60 mmx60 mm. PR AR AR 42 em® 9K BRI AR, HR ST 60 mm>70 mm.  $H BHA%
VIm k225, IRl 4 5 i BHAS 2 40 AT & M i . AR A BRI E O 1000 Q, HLME 17l 2
W, SR FRE IR X AR AT IR, ORAE B N AR 1 IR EAEh 8 mm Y [ AL T EL AR R Y
B,

Bl R A ds
]
7 BuL L
EERE
QO
(a) FEMFORER (b) HEMFCSZIE

El1 BEZSMARMFCIEEE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of single-chamber air-cathode MFC

FEL AR B ORE L A I R AT POAL BE R AT A A B BRANE ¢ S A B A A K 0 2 50 TR IR
20% MR IR O S, Rl RBEIE S, & T 370 C A 3 b b 15min, DL BDIRE S 40K,
HR, TERRAR W5 KB AR A B, 4 20% 1) PUC HEARTR] . ST . 258 77K 2 Nafion Z 4 57 %
M8 — 5 PR A 5 35 SO AR TR AT A BB L, FEAE 70 °C MEAT bR 2 he Horp, PYC fEARTHI Y
o P 2 IR T A T 110 o JBE MR Ak B, AR T 5 R AR TR MR 9 0.5 mgrem ™, AL, PH/C fiEfL
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FIB AR 21 mg; S NBE . Nafion 2542570 DL & 25 8 F /K 98 5 Py C i Ak 750 19 (2 ¢,
£ mg PY/C AL FI T 0.83x10°° L SHINBEIA M . 6.67x10°° L Nafion B 4% . 3.33x10° L L& T K,
I, SAEE. Nafion 22 75 A1 22 5 F /K 6 FH 540510 69.93x107°, 140.07x10°° 1 17.43x10° L, fik
Hii R H 1 mol L™ BYBRAR . 1 mol- L™ MY S A4 S ToK L BEARRIZ I 12 h, DL B e B 2% 1 9 45
R ALY RN A e
1.2 EHEEEK

TEE AT KB R g, ML T#KP R &R, #FKRP ALY AR R, K
B, AR SR 1 S PR A AL B IR AT HE K TS e v R AR B L e R AR LR B E R, [
AW E , PR 48 AN W) B &L LB COD A o 5256 Fir >R FH () 7K AR 1 S LR /K, &R B NH,CL
(0.497 g-L ") #2485 UF i CH,COONa #2144t , CH,COONa Wi FH = R Hi e & LU i . 245k & H 20 1)
H33:1, 4:1, 5:1, 6:1, 7:1Hf, CH,COONa W fiff MKk H 0.50. 0.67 0.83. 1 fl1.17 gL', H
AR FEALTE CaCl, 0208 gL', KC10.1 gL', MgSO,-7H,0 0.1 g'L™', Na,SO, 0.23 g'L™'. KH,PO,
0.176 g-L™', FE4LLE K NaCl 8 % TDS Jy 15 g-L ™' B /K7E 4 °C HI VKA N AR AF o B /K 7K BRAE 40
1R,

* 1 BLKKBRHFE
Table 1 Quality of the synthetic medium

kAL CcoD/(mg'L™) HA/(mg'LT) TNAmg-L'") " TP(mg'L")  #HEE/(gL") pH

3:1 397.50 131.53 13231 40 15 7.0
4:1 524.06 131.56 132.18 40 15 7.0
5:1 652.19 131.53 132.28 40 15 7.0
6:1 780.31 131.56 132.20 40 15 7.0
7:1 911.56 131.53 132.31 40 15 7.0

1.3 BMEmMS5ET

A I} 5 8 5 BB 0 A S MFCs, ic o 1%, 2%, 3%, 4%F1 S*MFC, 29 LLBR A N 301,
4:1, 5:1, 6:1F1 7: 1 YBLIUE A H A , SEd Rk P ARz 47, TER S B, o dtkm 2
7 £ AR 15 mL B R 5K H 28 5000 5 B 55 00 RO AR5 U8, DT A A TR 7 T A S I 4
=, YHMEAT B ERE R 50 mV LU A 58 0 1A R, O Ry BT R A . A T
S2 34 A H it B RE Tk BRI LR R, TUA R MFCs Ji sl Do B[] S5 02 2% Hr 3 R 10 mL B #8380
IKALER T AR = B R 0 SR Ak Ts T, fE I AOK AR RE , SRAESCIREUN . R I SR % A R
SUIRE , H AR IR AE B 4 iy 5 UK 10 min, I L4809 AL 55 T el 285 3
1.4 1M GEFE IR

I ) L R (U, mV) il PISO $idi >R 4 & (th B 2 0 BAAR BHE 0 m)) EAT R4, SRAEHTR
B tmin- kK, FEIC TG R s T B R T R 9 BH AR HL #5oR Y UT39A B0 AR o Wb il £
F Ly % R il 4 E ok AR BV INAS o LU . DR R A SRR AR IR (D)~ (3) #F AT

I=— )

2



54 FAEHAE : BRA X SRR B MECs /L | 15 QW) B8 B B E R T 4 A B 52 1357

_ Mo, [ Idt 3)
F-bVa-D

K AU, mA; Py HYIRERE, mWm™; C, NECRE, %; RAIMABSHIE, Q; Vv, H

FW A AR, ms Mo, i LVE IR fER A ML EE R B i, 32 grmol s FORILHLEE H 4L, 96 485

Cmol™'; b RUIE NFRIE, Ak | mol A HLY T B A F 40, HUH 4 mol; D HAERTI] 0~

COD 7224k, gmol ',

KBRS WU 6 A AN 7 ¥ AL 4G COD(HL 3% R 675 ) 2 A (N IRl Fe ) s i A A (B 0 1R 5% A
SPCGRERR); WAHA (N-(1-Z5858)-& MO RE L) EVARL (BP9 2 0 UM 1 55419 O L) . #hEE
i 1 SR AL (FE-30K, Metter-Toledo) #EAT KGN, pH 14 fiff: 4 38 o 58 485 XA 2 A5 A0 )

1.5 SBENFIEE

SRR . DIk, B EEERGE, 7E 4 CEREETRLL 10 000 rmin”' #.0 15 min,
SRJERERE S PR AEAE—80 C VKAE o AR A W A BRORE . RS0 25 0, K L AR A W B M B % MFC
By, FHFAR T8 2R o % RH e, PRAFFE-80 C vk . i I E.ZN.A.®1 3 DNA i 5 &
(Omega Bio-tek, Norcross, GA,USA) &4 {5 e Al e A 4 97 I DNA, R F 16S rRNA i R J7
AR BEAR A5 A I I X A Rl B AT 40 AT o A5 e B AR AR IR RE S S B Rl e AR A (b
W, ), B2 TG PCR B8 AR R A7 a0
2 #BR512
2.1 FRAEEITEE MFC =8 M sERY 8200

E

LA [m] B¢ 2R BE A A5 40 K O IS ) 1Y B 0o
MECs 9 % Hi b 1 1P 2 7 . i 12 W EL 0| o
th, MFCs £ 4 7K J 24 0] DLt i 38 g {E i soof W
AR RRE . BRI 31, 410 5EI © aol B
611 7:1 1 5% MFCs i) 7= th, JED 4010 06 i o E
FE A7 625 5, o 3 0 B 8 Ml T R =00 g
552, 576, 588. 606 K 610 mV., = A K K 200§ O
KN 26, 36, 48, 60 F71h. HEME, HA 0 § SN
He 4 455 0 1 R0 R 0 i B . =
] At o 5 2 5 VSRS B ML, b ST,
AR, TR S S R B2 &= MFCs f 4 B E
MR s s AN A, i Fig.2 Output voltages of the single-chamber MFCs

F, L ¥ 00 S P i ) ) 56 %8 il e A Ak it 2

g5 B EL 3 R e 5 ANk A H K S R B 5 MFCs 9 T 3586 H, JE A0 Y BEL 3 91k . 688 mV A1 90 Q.
713 mV F1 87.6 Q. 740 mV F181.6 Q. 749 mV F180.9 Q. 765 mV #l 78.4 Q(IXl 3(a) A&l 3(b)); AHN Y
BRIRB RN 517, 571, 6.48. 6.97 Fl 7.33 W-m (&l 3(b)). 8 ¥k &5 JF & 1Y 828 MFC 15
R A 20 g L7 SR R K IR 111 Wem 2, REG Ak i B B A I R ek e, 5 &
MFCs F 4t i BB B S5 357 B 4 Hh 3 5% B AR 3 R, R B i i e A AR B S, T DA PR 38 2 B 22 1Y
WAL G, 3300 BT I AR i 32 ) ik 72 L BA A F 35T BB S e L% MIFCs B9 HL o P2 A DL R R iy £ 2
PR R Al A bE B BG 0 AT A R SRV W D B AR RS, R AR AR W R T A N AR VRS v B 1Y AR
b, A& BTN BN TS AL P BELREAG, DI 3R 25 BE G O, AT 32 ol H b 1 i ) 32 o
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Fig. 3 Power density and polarization curve of the single-chamber MFCs
R B =E Y P 210
22 f& AL B = MFC FE SRR RTRY NN EBIRNON 120
EBRM RIS 180 [k NH,-N O ifi/KNO, N
. . P2 KTN e ETHKTN 1
I 4 AT LA L 24 5 4185 MFCs 1) i sol \,\"{Iﬁ%ﬁﬁ%
A 1 NH N R
AL A NHEN DR HONHGN R JE G5 fE D e/ S N A
(131.53+1.7) mg- L™ i, W B 5 12 47 199 4 40 11y £ %w-mﬁ
; i H + g
Kb, BANOS-N A2, 1. 391 4*MFCs 2N 1;§ B
- NUSIN A B z GEN 740
A D BENOSN, B %% MFC 7E 38 % 6o 5
PR T LS BRI A A I R 24 AL L 0} 1
Jgo4UEE, TN 25 B RS kL NHN R - T,
C/N=3:1 C/N=4:1 C/N=5:1 C/N=6:1 C/N=7:1

TN £ B % B ik (96.98+1.8)% Fll (96.64+1.8)% ;
MR A LA S 1M1 6:1 B, NH;-N Fl TN B2 Bk B4 RERANRERELE
FAPTT e, AT 75% Lhdes. T 5585 R L Fig. 4 Concentration and removal rate of

R 71 W, NH;-N TN B9 25 B RA K (22.21+ the different nitrogen forms

1.2)% #1 (22.18+1.3)%.

FELL BRI T RER . % MFCsHY $2 Rl I LU S8 S S AL T8 Thauera g o A WFFENS
RW, Thauera WHEMS AT LML ; W, COD M3 in - B A M HINH;-N X203 A A, HEI BR
TAEGW B IR AR SR iS4k 7T AR R NH-N /) R 20k 45, 1A DL R B2 5% ) 5 55 i Ak
RORRE R R, @A LA R T 7 IR A a0 A AR B sh, 7 e e e e mT R
PR HINH-N B B, DI, MBRAC 3.1 FRE 41 b, IRAMREEG N, BRI E w7 A
FER, B ASOR W . WY BR A 71 IE, NHI-N A1 TN B9 £ B R AET 25%, XAl REZH A
RO AR IR R E R, IR T X REA YL (LD COD i) BsT T, SRR G A fE
B

i E S(a) T AR, MERZE LM 3:1 FHE & 4:11F, COD 2 B M (60.93+2.1)% 34 Jin & (86.17+
2.4)%, TiGERE RS T2 7:1, COD BYLBRFRIY (82.18+2.5)% . (82.10+2.1)% . (84.68+1.8)%
XATRESE N Sy — 7 I BE A Bk A L A SE N, B T AR AY B P T R SR Y, AR AR A P (K
COD 1) Jf H #EAT B BRACH O BE s o4 v, (H 25 s AR B A= 0 5 iR W 45 6 1) I 000 8 B R DR 2
BRI 4k 2 39 Bk A LE ., COD £ BR AR WA PR s 5 —J7 i, 75 [F] IR 0 BR Bk A9 5% MFCs £ 48

C/N
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i, AWM EABRE RO ENFEAIY, MEANFERE AT, EF XA L0 5 V8 A E
25, s A ML SRR R BR AR . TR EDY LUK [R) MR B 9 N ToBC 7K R B2 MFC (1) IS 49 B
COD HJZBRFALH 42.64%~55.90%

1"~5"MFCs [ FE SRR 9N 74% . 4.8%. 53%. 4.9%. 5.7%(& 5(b)), LIU ZUSLLLE iR £ 7
23 S B B2 MFCs (14 IS 400 I T A 2% 38 15 3k 28.3%, 33 130 BH 7E A BIF 5% 1 2 I 2 v 6% 2 b, A A i) G
flid B AE T K E M AEA AN (L CcOD i), ML EZE R HE ST . Bk, SHRE
MFCs ¥ A7 2R T8 e lis, S AURMB ASRHE T MR, AL sa UH AR, SEUE AR
A, LIU SRV (858 200, R R 7 22 4 I 19 MPC (1) 480303 2 O B 728 #5519 MFC
2.7 4% Hk, 1"MFC R A MFCs B8 & B9 R 0%, X 0] fig 55 H AR B A 0 O S R 9
(IFESE A LY (UL COD ) #EAT P2 s A 56, 2%, 3% 4% tth 28 R B AR AT 2 X ok 38 23 #E A HL
Y1 (UL COD 1) VE i IR 9 i i AL T 46, 10 S*MFC 2w 2% v il e 48 7 ol Hf S 55w, il 7
XTREE A WL (UL COD i) BISedr, JECRUCRIER,

1000 100 8-
X7k COD &3 Hi7/KCOD —m— COD B3 i
800 | 4 — 150
6
2 SN ?7 7
D600 ﬁ 160 55 & 717- 7
0 E )
) T\
g 400 b {40 /8% &
@) Q
2+
200 120
0 0 LA Tz O
4:1 5:1 6:1 71 3:1 4:1 5:1 6:1 7:1
ON CN
(a) CODJ HF B (b) FEEHECR

5 PERALFZFHTH COD EREMELYE
Fig. 5 COD removal rate and coulombic efficiency at different carbon-nitrogen ratios

23 BE MFCs SRYMERIIESH

TE MFCs iz 17 By D58 B FH1, LL4h o Ebg, xb e sk BTgeqs A, 25 R anfsl 6 Froas . i
Fl6n LLE M, TEARBKRELANT, ¥% MFCs /& & H DO Wk 4 A, HXTREAA LY
(UL COD 1) FINH;-N i FEfigf i 7 A7 12 25 57, [Him Qe p b a3 B — Bk, Xy W] s
MFCs A L) S8 LB W A BLP) Y B 8l 0 BC . 4 2 RSk 3 230l 6 75 NH-N FIFE 20 A HLY (LA COD
) TEAELE AT B B R il A< . S5RBH . e RWs T Mwita By, PR e e, ARG
A=Y R FER AP (LA COD i) WY SE AR H58 , FEEAPLY (LA COD 1) FINH-N 1 DL R &
Vs TIBEE B AT I ] BB, Dk BE AR, 7 T AR B B W PR, B AR A HLA (LA
COD 1) 3f H AT 8 BRACHHE sh Y RE S 2 RS20, 2 COD Ay £ BRERFEMK, R TR H
FLBE Bl A D0 AR S AT LA (LA COD 1) B9 58 4 A HIZEHT N5 ,  NH-N RO [ figp sl A sl 22 5 76 S8 432
IR JEI, COD HARZE AR, —Jrim, 7 L fol A= Wy i 1 s s £ A% dek ) B A 8 Wiy 7 i i b, o5 —
D5, AT T AR A A A T A M B SRR R A ALY (LA COD i) AR, SRR AERT
AT R . S AN 6] MEC Hh S 4 35 A7 10 RV Al S8 RIS 25 0 i S RO IR TR B, R R o
AN F T R RE RS, DR, SRR B AR G N B i R SO BB 7 L AR W B — 5 Y
MWIFER . 17, 2%, 3°F1 4" MFCs 75 FL itz 47 A9 )5 0] H BNHG-N [ 3o 3 A9 /N i 482 5 ] RE 55 2 I 4
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0 04 0 B ot 04 K0 40
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120 ~v-pH —+-DO
s 18
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~ 3 100y 750 _
N F -« NH,-N N
w |7 sof CoD w18
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A 40 - al ©
- / 4250 1,
20 ¢ /
ot e e S e e e T ] E
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&4 7 A)/h
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6 S54HEE MFCs £ EFHARNK COD. FUKE X pH BZET K
Fig. 6. Process changes of COD, nitrogen concentration and pH of five MFCs with
different carbon-nitrogen ratios in
a typical cycle
&2 5YEMFCs WEREFEMERAERESE
Table 2 Removal rate of ammonia in five MFCs at different stages mg-(L-h)"
— BRAERREA
B1Hr B
C/N=3:1 C/N=4:1 C/N=5:1 C/N=6:1 C/N=7:1
Jete 1 N
S E 5.48(0~8 h) 5.31(0~12 h) 4.78(0~8 h) 4.14(0~8 h) 0.94(0~20 h)
M B 1.83(8~16 h) 2.04(12~28 h) 1.40(8~28 h) 0.96(8~44 h) 0.26(20~72 h)
H3BEBE 3.18(16~24h)  3.50(28~36h)  2.24(28~48h)  1.78(44~60 h) —
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& 3 5%H MFCs ) COD £ AN [5] B B BY 5 BRI &

Table 3 Removal rate of COD in five MFCs at different stages mg-(L-h)™
- COD B
BATH B
C/N=3:1 C/N=4:1 C/N=5:1 C/N=6:1 C/N=7:1
WIMEE 18.13(0~8h)  15.63(0~16 h) 15.0000~24h)  18.68(0~28h)  14.73(0~44 h)

S2MBE 7.198~24h)  11.88(16~36h)  6.25(24~48h)  5.78(28~60h)  9.34(44~72 h)

VS e UM BE B BG n A OG R AR #E T ONHG-N R R . 5THL T 19 NH-N 7R iz AT 09 U5 B LL 0.26
mg-(L-h)" IR R, RGN A DI REZ B E I HI/E . 5 41 MPCs 1) pH 1h 2R R
T, R ONIZ S B S MFCs 2 403 1 [7) 25 il £k Sl 1 o B 0 280, i b 7 A= 1 8 1 mT A o RS 43
S A R A A e Y

LE BRI, B MFCs K R R AEE A WL (UL COD 1) ATRES 5 LU R 4 R - Bl BH AR A 9y it
TR P L TR TR s BB AR A R IR AU EL AR T A s VRN RO Ak D R v B VR R 5 e LA
SFRFEAA, RIBA%E MFCs /K R b AEE ALY (UL COD ) 1Y & 2 2 b S b A AR . M R
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Fig. 7 Microbial community composition of the inoculum and biofilms at the phylum level



1362 ok L B ¥ W 5%

16.20%(A4) F126.71%(A5); Chloroflexi [-FRE43510 1.43%(A1) . 14.14%(A2). 20.85%(A3). 8.76%(A4)
1 4.02%(A5). AR LB, Proteobacteria I Bacteroidetes J& 1= 5 ) 7K Ab B 28 43¢ vh %) 35 22 1 Pl
Firmicutes 1 — Y6 v P8 355 v nl LLAE A7 I ELARR A2 1) )8 AP RE 98 347 S FR i 46 P T Actinobacteria 7] L)
AT IR AL, #FNOSRINOSIA J5i ol N,O MBI Y, 5 A BAM A= Wy R vh ¥ 46t T Actinobacteria, 1H
FEEAR, KRN 2.67%(C1). 1.04%(C2). 0.51%(C3). 0.52%(C4) F 1.58%(C5); Chloroflexi | J1EA
A TCE A BT LUOLSe R F i A A N-C I 2 SE 20, (H7E pH BRI G T R H R BT,
FWJ@%F TR U T (R O AT A B g e T AR DA RESE

2) J@IK VT A W RE IS S5 A0 o0 B o RSP TT 42 A K vl ) PR A= 4 IS Y 52 22 T s T 51 8
o HIE 8(a) MK 8(b) AT LAA Y, FEJEAKFET, IREFEMIEHN FE IR N Thauera(37.63%) . norank

100

[ others [ norank f SRB2
I:lnorank f Sptruchaetawae [ 4rcobacter

[ Desulfomicrobium

Bl Desulfococcus [N Candidatus_Competibacter
B Stappia [ Anoxynatronum

B Erysipelothrix -~ [ML] Flavobacterium

[ unclassified f Flavobacteriaceae Bl Acinetobacter
B Su{furovum - Thtoalbus
Desulfi
I:lCaldzthrlx [ Methanosaeta
[_Junclassified o__Bacteroidales [l norank_f _Bacteroidetes_vadinHA17
I Vulcanibacillus
B Vitellibacter
B Dethiosulfatibacter

norank_o__Bacteroidetes_VC2.1_Bac22
Sedimenticola

[ norank_f  Caldilineaceae
unclassified_f Rhodobacteraceae

80

60

40

Soehngenia

Il norank_f ML635J-40_aquatic_group

norank_f Lentimicrobiaceae
Desulfotignum

I norank_f _Anaerolineaceae

[l norank o SBRI1031

[ unclassified_f Rhodocyclaceae

[ unclassified_f _Anaerolineaceae

Il norank_f PHOS-HE36

I Lentimicrobium

B 7havera

F B R AR %

20

IA Al A2 A3 A4 AS
(a) PRASERIAN AR AL P

100

B others [ 7errimonas

I Leifsonia [ Urania-1B-19_marine_sediment_group
[unclassified_o__Chitinophagales [___]norank_o__Saccharimonadales
[ Luteibacter [_]norank f A4b
B Desulfomicrobium [ Acinetobacter

I unclassified_f Flavobacteriaceae [N Wandonia
B norank_f NS9_marine 4graup ] norank f PHOS-HE36
[_Inorank f Lenumlm bi. e 1D

Thioalbt icola
(] un013551ﬁed7f7Anae;olineaceae I Marinobacterium
B Pianktosalinus [ Hoeflea

B Rheinheimera
B Lentimicrobium
[ norank_o__Bacteroidetes_VC2.1_Bac22
[unclassified_f Prolixibacteraceae
[ Gelidibacter
B Paracoccus
B 4rcobacter
B xanthomarina
B Sphingopyxis
B s:appia

B vitellibacter
[ 4renibacter
[ Nitrosomonas
I unclassified f Rhodobacteraceae
B unclassified_f Rhodocyclaceae
B -y phomonas

80

60

40

T R AN %

20

B 7)auera
1C Cl C2 C3 C4 Cs5

(b) 4SRRI PSR P
VAR KT 1% 1 e Dy S
B8 BAKFTEMYREVERDHENRZANK

Fig. 8 Microbial community composition of the inoculum and biofilms at the genus level
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Abstract In this study, five sets of single-chambered air cathode microbial fuel cells (MFC) were constructed.
The effect of the carbon-nitrogen ratio on electricity generation and pollutant removal was discussed and the
dominant strains in electrode biofilms were analyzed by high-throughput sequencing. The results showed that in
terms of electricity generation performance, the increase of the carbon-nitrogen ratio was beneficial to the
energy output-at the carbon-nitrogen ratio of 3:1, 4:1, 5:1, 6:1 and 7:1. When the carbon-nitrogen ratio was
7:1, the open circuit voltage, internal resistance and maximum power density were 765 mV, 78.4 Q and 7.33
W-m, respectively. Single-chamber MFCs could achieve simultaneous nitrification and denitrification, and the
best removal effect of pollutants occurred at the carbon-nitrogen ratio of 4: 1, the corresponding removal rates of
COD, NH;-N and TN were (86.17+ 2.4)%, (96.98+1.8)% and (96.64+1.8)%, respectively. Microbial sequencing
results showed that Thauera was the core genus of single-chamber MFC. With the increase of carbon- nitrogen
ratio, the abundances of heterotrophic nitrification microorganisms in the cathode biofilms were 35.72%,
46.90%, 40.17%, 35.63% and 21.38 % in turns. The abundances of aerobic denitrifying bacteria were 35.72%,
52.60%, 49.59%, 45.08% and 21.38%, respectively. It is speculated that the heterotrophic nitrification-aerobic
denitrification was the main pathway for nitrogen removal.

Keywords single-chambered MFC; high salinity wastewater; carbon-nitrogen ratio; simultaneous
nitrification and denitrification; microbial community
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