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A% MBBR BEAS45 20l MBR 43 A5 75 7K 1
=AY LSRN

BOLE, WEES, BRI, §KF, RRE, A 20
HR I K G TR TS B B AT IR A R, KT 300131

® E R IIRA YRR 4% (MBBR) B G 45 2C A 2 4 208 A0 MBR R R HI LU B A 1R 15K, BT
MRS TG A AL BRI . BN SR A B Bk AR S e, R0 TV R AR 1 AR A B X B G 5 R ) S e L
giRFEH, JPENE AW MBRIAR FAH K DOV S m TIRAW, HMEBRAEMHSOLh &% 150Lh,
BN EHE 0331 £ 0.60 I 2 IFER M, BIEMYE 6~7d K% 17d, BRI RHRH 1.54 kPah™
M2 0.21 kPa-h™, Ifi F38 & 0 WK RIEE, MBBRIRG P EPS B & Ri/Ma%, {5 MBBR N & F 15 R R 12
g/, H R EPS o PN/PS b 4] i 25 % T MBBR IR & W o JESRTH 15 e BH 0t il e Ar R B, 4R 0
MBR KR 45 kA ALIEIE, B5 Y LIAR aiyg el ok £ .

KRR WA RN B B Y RAMREY

JI55 A ) [ N7 2% (membrane bioreactor, -MBR) 2 1 A= 1) Fl RS 43 85 A7 HILEE A 1 — P i K ik B4
AR, BAERGE G, BRBRDS . POKBCRIFFHA, A M IRA SRS P . &
B s eR e o AR MBR G2 A W) A BT 5 4 RS G 1) — Fh A U MBR BOR, B R
AR R, TR, &) TP SRR, TSR vz ] T3 B B . Tl FH K Ak B A5 R
{H 48 I MBR O 447 = 5 FOBCOR T T et — FB0M6E A 60 i 32 5 4B 49 7 2.0~4.0 ms™!, B AT
REAERC K, JEH BTG Je M U R AFAE . HAT, X TBS RERIMATRE Z . AW KM R
PE o R R W S0 i T S s AT S EAL (AR W R H A R A Iy B A Ol e ) R 2 1
AR, AR T P AR, AT R R T AP B, 490 o AR T 22 A Ak A g O 2T
B, MR 25 B2 IR 005 ek, b S o BTy JF HA IR R, AR 3 AT 7R R
T 3t 8 ol RS e AR A AROK O, XA A T B AT REFED . HERMW I AW AT RS & — LA
SR, AN PR AR A /N 5 PR S | R i M A R A W R A, RN RS Y, 3 S ) )
K W AR Em ., Bar, S MBRIART, RAEYBRIBER S AR
DAUCER B e i s /b, HL A O S0 B A i T AR AR 3R G5 M e TS G sk AR AL R gk — 2P
TFREWFSE
Wi EEA: 2021-11-04; EFAAHA: 2021-12-20
EETE: WA ERSRHY Y H (HFKJ-ZDGG-TIY-2021-04)
T—1EE: HOLHE (1986—), B, i, W TR, qangll987@163.com; RiBE{EE : WKE (1983—), B, ML, WmHT

2T, xiechx@cnooc.com.cn
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AT A2 3l PR A W) 158 S 1 % (moving bed biofilm reactor, MBBR) 5 45 2 IR 52 e #) < $2 2045 =X
JEE MBR 4 B4 3575 7K, >R ] MBBR g <R SO0 & B A MR A7 S R g sm Ak is vk, BP9 17 042X
U MBR 5 Q) L BRACR , I XA [Rl B S it T s JetR 00« V5 Ve RE e B 6T GL e bl 247 1T
TRV o AW IS, M R S PE 24 AUBE MBR TS G 42 1] P2 AL 508 S0 Hs
1 MBE5ERE
11 XBRE

A G I R S 3206 B AN IR 1 B o V5 7K BB 7K 28 58 A MBBR O AT 5 e o AT A 28 33 2 /K
BUREURL, HURME B 098 grem ™, R IAFH 650 m* m™, HURHIL 7 %8 40%., MBBR W< 38 i
Wk 23 FE LB AL, K S A At 0 0l 3 e YRR O T 1 AR = ], MBBR K
W SR A MR 0 T 2 e () e A2 AR 0 A7 X P oA T 0 SV P A A Rt JE 0 g S ok
TR T SR FH R R RUST R0 285 ) 10 A B30 e A4 AR TS 20 424 P v AR AT LR 858 ] e <0t 1 A 1 PN ST
Ao BB MR A EE s TR, R SR Z B A R RE Py, 48 A i 2 A7
B R J13R PRI Py, Py P, TR T (E S AL A A ) Py, TEEZH A 5 IR ) AP=Py-Py; &
TR 4 VR % bt 38 S 70 BR SOR W IR A A 2 MBBR, R FF R U e 08 o VAR R A T 2 Y
2l ; MBBR T0UH0 R4S AR ZH (R A BORE b, DA 0% oK 43 A A

R —
HR
I“!’Ie“o“.“ Hﬁf:/k
MBBR ! /k &P LRAES
HkE ) PO r—*zf*”—
£ @go P2
pu sk | D@ ] =
e e | @, %0
= e (4
(MBBR) @ffoi@ a0 4 2y P
w A | e illil: @
\ w [ @ ]
KA b b ° o 0
Uit L 0
= BT oéggg' AN
| P S
— ! z‘ = s
B K B e TEEAAE

El1 SWEEE
Fig. 1 Schematic of experimental setup

1.2 WA

AR SR R AN TR EE A AWK Hd, 15K COD Jy 546~812 mg'L™', @A N
52~61 mg-L™", TP #)H 5~8 mg-L ™', SLH0 FF >k Al MBBR J 0 % i & 1.5 m, FLA% 200 mm, & 254
AL 40 L, KR EEGIAE SL-h', KIERBEE 2 8 he MBBR B &t i o AR & 11
P, DA SO [A R  A SUIE MBR IR R N V5 Yo W B 5 T etk 0 o A 525638 3 9 Ak 3% 5% 58
A MBBR %, 7R F I nses, SCRItRrs 2 M H AR, 43 B BasiT: 51 B (0~204).
552 BBt (21~40 d) RIS 3 B BE (41~60 d), 3 B B IR R4 00 50, 100 AT 150 Lh '

AR5l A 4 U2 1R ok B R Tl R B R bty A4 Bk PVDF, £L42 24 0.03 pm,
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B B2 1 om, AL vh 4 MR RS 3k 3 500 IR 2 Bkl A, B A I E AR 8 mm, WA
RGOS IR M AR Z) 0.1 m* AR FHIE W B is 7, Bl s H7E S0 L-(m>h) ' A4, WK T2 #
Hl7E 100 L-h'c Y B5EIE 1 BT 55 kPa ZE A7 HF, SR 0.5% NaClO ¥ 3806 st 28 1R 0F 7 e 2 3 Uk
THUERT ] 29 1~2 h, DL IR B & VK 2 2 01 1R K.
1.3 SWEERBIELESE

A SHG H LK RS AR A4S COD ., NH,'-N, MLSS. VSS FIt R ] € 7K R ACK 043 A5 7 9 )
bR A AT I Y, A AR (DO) SR I A HQ30d T , V5 YRR A3 3R FHEh 7R SO b i Tl
ACHEATINSE o

L5 A W) (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) 3= %2 il 73t 45 2§ (polysaccharide, PS) Fll &
Ji (protein, PN). Hirfr, M4 EPS #2HU % BUEM 10 mL, 7£ 4 G, 9000 rmin” T, Bl
20 min, S5 1V WAE 4°C UKAE PR AF 4 h, SRUG A 0TI 8 AL Oy o 45 A A5 EPS 48 BUR T K -
NaOH MM f b ad B0 J5 ol 4 B AR5 e & B TR R = 10 mL, #8257, A 37.5%HCIO A i)
60 uL, FLATHES), FE4°C FHUE 1h, B, A 1 mol'L7 NaOH & 4mL, FRRFEZS], fE4C T
BCE 3h, WU, 7E4°C, 13500 rmin” &F T, B0 20 min, IS LI WO E 4544 EPS, EPS iff
PS R IR B — B AR IA T, 7E 485 nm T LM E 3 PN R Lowry i, £ 750 nm F A&, <
$2 30 S MBR IR A EPS IR M A MSS A AZ M, BRI EPS 38 1 i o 4 B vp vk Jr 20K 75 e
YIEVE T Ok, S ST 4 2 E

ERBEANR . R EGE AR () TR

Vi =55 )
K. O HEABEHIBHWHR T, m*ss DNAANBERIENE, B0.008 m, H/NMRAIR LA 1Y
FIFRCREAR, & 2B N 2S00 P54 0L 55 MBBR B AL B,
ARSI 55 i e BH 7 I A R A i BH T R BREAR Bt UERH ) R, DEUFBH 1 R, B AN G Y
RH T R;, MATTZ T 56 & a8 M) P o
AP

R =R,+R.+R; = — 2)
uJ

b A B R UEBH 7 R, SR TR IR BB AL S 18 V6 5 U8 25 8 7ok s s MBS U BHL ) R, SR IS
G b U8 B K SRR B g R S, R R AR ERIC G K SR R T, T R BR g
PHZE Y, NIAE R R ARYE IR A AT 23 55 R F R
2 FR5TiE
2.1 AREIBSETHKKRRKA

A AR AU MBRIKR T, ARIBEA i F MBBR KR I ACIR B AN 36 1 TR o BE & SR
H 50 L-h™' 3% % 150 L-h™', MBBR i 7K COD *F- ¥ fH i 96.24 mg-L™' [% = 41.54 mg-L™", J&E 1 K

#1 TERSET MBBR FRH KRR
Table 1 Average characteristics of the MBBR and MBR effluent water at different aeration rates

MBBR 7k K

IESE/ALhT)
COD/(mg-L™") NHi-NA(mgL™) #f/NTU DO/mgL") COD/(mgL') NHj-NA(mgL™) #iE/NTU DO/mg-L")
50(0~20d)  96.24+19.61 16.824421  10.11£2.55 2.56+0.25 63.73+10.11 1321£2.15  0.51+029  3.12+0.51

10021~40d)  55.67+10.36 2.21+£0.98 5.46£1.35  3.76+0.47 42.55+7.32 1.84+0.54 0.36+0.17  4.83+0.76
150(41~60 d) 41.5449.61 1.21£0.32 7.13£2.55  4.65+0.65 24.28+3.16 1.02+0.21 0.42+0.25  5.81£1.02
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COD °F- ¥ fH i 63.73 mg-L™" F % 24.28 mg'L ' oS0t w ] oo n] o-tsoLh |
mE 2 /LA H, MBBR AR FSE 4 _ sool ’ ’ gé\ s n T
222 gm P E 317 gm?, RAWTHET T taa g :
A¥5 e BT i W 672 mg L' [ % 150 mg'L! § 600 ‘g—"?{":’{ 1 2
AAi. WEEM T, WRMMIMEET MBBR 2 gl 4“8 T ] R
RS R S A IR R E AR, 8 L | esmrmavss® | 4w | 3
TR RS R R A S s IR, pe 00T 4 mEAMISS o a8 R
FR HHVS e ) VS A AR R T A 0 R A R A 1Y S TRT 2io NG a0
AEWEYE, A S OB S A A, i il

TEORL 2 1 A 1y i 0 3 0 b B R TS K Ad B AR 2 FFERSE T MBBR b ESAFMES
o, BLAh, T UK S KA TE A i) ERRERR

WEBVER, EARBRSE T R KK RS HT Fig.2 MLSS-and VSS concentrations in MBBR system at
MBBR Hi7k. B4, 704551 i Es (0~20d), MBBR different aeration rates

KA Y B v 4E R TE 16.82 mg L5 MIAESS 2. 3 PrE A A /K- F Y BT s FE7E 1.84 mg L
DI, XFELHMAREAERKBNKREK, £5 1 BANS R ER S, AR TN AER;
Bl A5 2. 3 BB NS AT R I, 5 e ik B — BRI AR B R
T, G SN A PR AR R L A O A B A

EAEENE, Y@ EE 150 L-h' B (38 3B B), MBBR H & %75 I8 i i B 131~
519mg L7, Beahde k. —J5mm, wlAgm Tl s g R4 5l MBBR B B Z i sh, (e fili
AN S—J5 T, Z B Bt MBBR H K COD SEY R EETE 41.54 mg L' 247 (W4 1),
A% IR B T FESR S, MBBR NIERL L AW B YN 2 TG IE dERp a5 Mm%, A B
By BB TS T e sh R, seAh, i vl B, ERERE P MBRIAR T, MFERAE
TR H K DO #é B R MBBR Vi . 3X 32 ZE O MBBR H /K TR SR A7 B =B I 9 T i
A AR B AR AR, 4 RS R K i KO AR R 3. R, B IR N R Z A <
TR Bl % BT et 7= A R
22 BREXNELESMN

1) A X E AR ARG R, — RO, BN ERAR, ENSE
WA RSB PIAR, RS T R ezl M e<02mt, FRBEN AW ; 4
02<e<0.9BF, BXBEHNNIEIER, RIS m RST 5 A B N AR, Jm B ETR
HBIL; Be=09 0, HABRT, Hep, &M Q) #TIHA

Vg

3

€=
Vg+vl

A e HAER; v, WEXRNTERWRHE, ms™; v WEXBRENRERIRE, ms™

W B3] Y, AL 3 AN B NS E % e 4300 033 0.50 1 0.60,  HPAE 2B N 34
TE R 16 FEPR A, B B PN TR B B A S0 Bl I A I 3 1T RS SR 1 R T BT UIAE T,
FE R v 22 Ak )2 AR DR TR B, IR E BT5 5 o S 4h, BEGE BRI, & R Py = A 9 2
TOBRREN, X EE R R FE AR RN A U R N AR, R, TR — R AR R
W5 A Z A R i (@) R .

Q,=3.6Vf 4)

L 0 WEREN B, Lh's VNBRASIEME, mL; fRHH0R, s
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i TSR AR AR, ) AN I ZE R
RFUIEARAR AN, PR AR S5 rp A8 =0 <
BRI, Fit, FERA RN
J, 7 AR T A AT SR, R
FOETIIE ARG K . HE 4 FH, HE
MR R S0 L-h' 3 & 150 L-h!, R 1R )
H6~7dIERKFE 17d 4, ANHEBSHE N
SETH VAR 3R 1R, X EEH TR
BRI, SR T BRI VAR, W T
ETs e R I T B VE B 1T A H) . (H
PRERE MR, EREAEEERDN, J4EE
XA MBR S I 9 1A 2% 0L 37 3 208 45 7E 0.14 m-s™
A, AR T AL gt A B A U B 2.0~4.0
m-s™, Rl w4 5] A MBBR BB R EA,
CIRS R g (A N TR/ N o S O v o S
T AREFE, X TRAMEN A HEEE L,

2) WS X I L e, BT S N A [R]
At R T B K R A i R A AR T
2 5 i 4E 3R AE 50 L-(m®h) ' A, BRI
950, 100 F1 150 L-h' B, T e 5 350 51l Sk
1.54, 045, 021 kPa-h™', B fifi %5 W <& (9 4
hn, ESREE ER HE AR  E T, ES GL R
VA S . AL, HE G 5
SC, 0 PR A I T I L R B EE
BRGNS, BTG Y B AL F AR (Y
FEAEE BT IR S E w i, S R S B
WK, BEEEOR S HIBE I . ik, Y
B B0 9 R 50, 100 F1 150 L-h ' BF, Bt A
8 4 9 R 20~30. 40~50 F1°70~80 L-(m>-h) !,
RV R A 3 0, RSV I L et R B
BN o X A]HE TR A B TR R R TR
iy YET BRI BT IR, T AR T I
Hilf FiEat e teoe /Y, il TR S8 SR I E
W AT, B s 4ERETE 50 L-(m*h) ! A AT,
Bl 3d i MBBR B R AT A B A, (5
1S B R S s A o A TR I A A X, 5
2T B A 3 i B R S B B A T 43 B AL T I
S DR I ALl X, BRIk, A 1 BB

vg:0.07 m-s™! vg:0.14 m-s! vg:0‘21 m:-s!
v=014m-s' v=014m-s' v=014m-s"

(a) &=0.33 (b) &=0.50 (c) e=0.60
3 BRAHAKIBRSRR
Fig. 3 The observed gas-liquid flow pattern in
membrane module
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Q,50L-h"
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B4 REFASSERMTMPEN
Fig. 4 Variations of the void fraction and TMP in
membrane module

301
—0-0,=50 L- h'(e=0.33)

25 [0~ 0,=100 L+ h"'(e=0.50)

—a- 0,=150 L+ h™'(¢=0.60)
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Bt
15F
q B 63
& gttt /i
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I I

0 1 1 1
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Es5 FTRBSETESRARXBEEEETURR
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iy
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Fig. 5 Membrane fouling rate vs flux at different aeration rates
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FIARGL 3 T 0T A8k v T U v B RIORE AR 7 AR SR, T 3K S R R Y AR e, R 2 A
TEREANRAER Be, MBBRIRG W & S5 I B Wk B /T 700 mg- L', I HLBE & BRA 2 19,
S SN g AR SR, (FIR AW rh B S T5 R A /N X F TR AR S
P T BN I AR OK T, BB BRI AR, A AR AL, (B ER B SR ST R AR
BY) ST RV VR, AT RS S i R, I e gmsor

mE 6n] &, MBS &M S50, 100 Al —— Q=100 L -k
150 L-h™ i, MBBR J% 37 #§ H 07 75 8 F- 27k °[ oot
4k 84.48. 75.29 il 42.34 pm, B Fifi 75 B
S, BE G U BORLAR A BN
B ) Y B AR 150 Loh i, Y5 YRR AR B 2}
SN, —J7 1, MBBR IV 8% P AT 2 N
SCHEHL 30 57 7 2 90 ) B 0 0 A5 U A\ LR T
W, SECRARE/N; —Tr i, BEE B SR/ um
SN fH K AT B B L B R I A 6 FEBRSET MBBREA BT
TN IEACEIN, R BB A W 1 e e fel A SRR
WURRI AR AR /N, 3 Sy A5 I 32 1 B il B2 I f Fig. 6 Particle volume distributions of sludge granules in
JEEE | LIS S S e R AT S MBBR at different aeration rates

2) B XHR AW T EPS MYS2I . 7RG
Py e AR S R b, A0 3 T 25 WA BIL A 0T
774 EPS, i EPS 7E 5 {5 e iof #8 b A 1 2 4E
Mo 7 E 1, B 8RR 50 Loh! Y
% 150 L-h™', MBBR R & W EPS ' PS T fi ¥t
B 42~85 mg- L7 [ MK & 16~41 mg-L™", PN i
HEH 1025 mg L [E 2 4~11'mg L', B
Ve A I A S 1 I 2 I v s X 5
5 YL 3R M IS AT A 0 22 A AR AE (B 4 0
S, B e 5 IR AT EPS A BAOE R, e
— 7, BVRYTG U R B RN, BEAR 7 A EIESET MBBREA &+ EPS A5 KR
TIREMTPEESSEPSHE, B—Jrm, b+ Fig. 7 The composition of EPS of mixed liquid in MBBR at
Bk A B 2 Pl A8 TR I 28 TS U 4 ik BE R DO 7K different aeration rates
V-, MBBRRZF W A M i R ARy St s R & 2 AR Ak, AR R, AR E AR
FEE 25 44 JT 43 W6 EPS [t W S gl /0520 AR5 1, 2 BB, IO as N 4ERE A X B 15 e vk B, DO 4k
FFTE2.56~3.76 mg-L™", MWy Bl A pim v, ARG PR R, MANREY B L E%
3B, SR A COD V- SEFF7E 41.54 mg- L', J5 YL 4%, LI MBBR 20 #% A DO ik
# 4.65mg: L ety , WA IEACE G R, AR WAL T AR R RS IR A, B W I g Wb EPS AH A 82
B R TS e . (EARE R R, X EPS AR B K B0, PN/PS B 25 IR AN K
H1 0.24 3 %8 0.38 245 (1K1 7), BIEPS 1 PN 43 b 138 fin . LU S50 (B R W], YA R T2
EWBIT, BT/ EPS 1 PN FI PS LR LB Wi T i #a .

hg 3E— A BT MBBR & £ EPS X 15 e 5 8200, X A ] B A< R MBBR IR 4 8 i 3% 1
EPS 07347 T 73 Hr. WK 8 fiw, AN[RIBEA & T LT PN/PS 4 1 % & TR G W . X R EXS &
HE Ry FY B EASRBEN, SRR AL RHAE, JFHEERIEWE M, EA

4t/ %

PS, PN/(mg - L)
PS/PS
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B RBER Mg . BeAh, B WS AN,
7K COD & iR, A= W 9RO 1 P R
S, T O A U W A I 2 A R R T,
R ) 8 P FH S 1 — 25 A T iR R AN SR
Wb B AR . R, Bl R
BT, R RS A AT R R MR R . X UL B
MBBR WSR2 A5 A 2B BT 7 A 1 S0 3
Vi X T 9 Y4 ) 22 06 d B, {HL IS 36 1 o 2
S sh ] eS| & R FLEE 2E, dE & A AN ]
SUINCE/
24 FEIBSRETESREEASH

— MG BL T, BRI I D R AT T
A L) 75 e J st A AT AL 2 A A R R
e Z P B 5 G B 1 R it AR AR ) . Ry it
— R 20U B MBR RS G 0Tk
B, XPRTR R T B UGB AT 45 A HEA T Ak 2
THVERT, B2 B R 25 38 28 55 kPa e A7 B A S
15 YL BH R AT T 43 Fr . IR 9 W LLE
Mg A 50 L-h ' & 150 L-h ' iF,
HEVFBH 1 i 40.1% F% 5] 25.1%, ASn] s GepH
J1 M 54.6% 3 = 69.6%, BN 1E S E AR
MBR & & T, A2 1 V5 YL B Jy 32 22k A ] i
1Y IX 5 A G R i BE ) AR R R K )
Foh, HE0RTLE, B ET4 KA

L5

DRG0
. NN ]
' I
I \
2 ] J& \
z
=06+

03 /} /; /;

0

50 100 150
BTt/ - )

E 8 TRIRSETRAREIRRE EPS & PN/PS KL
Fig. 8 PN/PS in EPS of mixed liquid and membrane surface at

different aeration rates
100 -
C1r/R, NR/R BRRIR,
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40t

HB 5 Y BEL T 1 %
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Fig. 9 Resistance distributions at different aeration rates

Yy G e, A [ B O T R R T P BN R R Y M AL 2, LB W R i v 2 T
X5 ARG Qe TSN ARAT o T, il TR AU SO MBR R IR P BRI R, 3R
TSRS ST VIR, Ol s R v AT DR AR T B DR TS G, (HIR DRI RGBT I T L 3% ZE A
W BT G RT3 — T i, R A O BE N RS AT I ) A E K, MBBR R 5 15 e IR
PSR, IR o35 55 R A 4 R 0 1 AL R R R 2 B B, I L ey T AL b S R A

by g A nLgiG e,

P, — BB R R, e 2 AT Al o 0 e O Al R B . (AR

se, ARV MBR AR T, M 4 FE 9 nlF Y, AR =G, 8 ) 1R i vk s
Je 2 A0S LB o i BEL D DR R B I, A TR) W T it i R 1 3 30 T P A e L R i i
Ko B2, il ff MBBR BTG B 4 U8 5 U5 MBR AT 88 T 825 4 vy IR 5 e 84

(a) iR (b) =50 -h"!

(¢) 0=100L b (d) =150 L -h"

B 10 ¥EBEXEERE SEM

Fig. 10 SEM images of the membrane surface after phycial cleaning
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JA, Ee KRR b AE K AL A0S Ve, WIS VR R, T — @ B LW T s 1T REFE RN 24
FA
3 g

1) i &7 MBBR 58 0BG T A8 045 LB MBR, 5 KK BT ﬁEﬂ:MBBR H7k DO JF = He
FEE T MBBR; R FN R IR EERMA, SRR RGN, B5 YL EEH 1.54kPah™!
FE% 0.21 kPach™', BRI FERVEE AR K, BEHRAE R I B 6~7dL£<§17d7£2’5

2) MBBR 18 7% 15 U6 - 24 k7 425 it W < B 4 i ply 84.48 pm [ = 42.34 umy, R4 W EPS ' PN Al
PS 5/ Ea#, B PN/PS A5l i 0.24 3% = 0.38, T 5 6 I PN/PS L] ¥445 0.85 LA |, AR
e & T B,

3) BEE 3R T V5 Gy BH Iy LA W] 30 s Y BH 0 o 5, MR Y 1 0 fof R 2 e 0B F BEL T Bl 40.19% B 2
25.1%, AAlT5 YL ) H 54.6% 15 & 69.6%

2 F XM
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The membrane fouling analysis and effect of aeration on the performance of
MBBR combined tubular membrane MBR system treating domestic
wastewater

QIAN Guanglei, XIE Chenxin’, TENG Houkai, LEI Taiping, ZHANG Chenglei, ZHOU Lishan

CNOOC Tianjin Chemical Research and Design Institute Co. Ltd., Tianjin 300131, China
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Abstract The air-lifting tubular MBR system was constructed by a moving bed biofilm reactor (MBBR)
combined with tubular membranes for domestic wastewater treatment. The effects of aeration on the wastewater
treatment effect, gas-liquid flow pattern in membrane module and membrane process were investigated, and the
changes of sludge characteristics and its influence mechanism on membrane fouling process were also
discussed. The results indicated that the DO level of the membrane effluent was higher than the mixed solution
in air-lifting tubular MBR systems. Moreover, with the increase of the aeration rate from 50 L-h™ to 150 L-h™,
the void fraction in the tubular membrane increased from 0.33. to 0.60 and "slug flow" state occurred in the
tubular membrane, and the membrane operation time was extended from 6~7 d to 17 d, the membrane fouling
rate decreased from 1.54 kPa-h™ to 0.21 kPa-h™' and the critical flux increased significantly. In addition, the
total EPS in MBBR mixture showed a decreasing trend, but the particle size of the suspended sludge in MBBR
decreased, and the ratio of PN/PS on the membrane surface was significantly higher than the mixture in MBBR
system. The composition of the resistance to fouling on the membrane surface showed that the tubular
membrane was prone to clogging of the membrane pores, and the membrane fouling was dominated by
irreversible fouling resistance.

Keywords membrane bioreactor(MBR); tubular membrane; membrane fouling; extracellular polymeric
substances(EPS)
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