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Research progress of dissolved methane recovery from anaerobic
membrane bioreactor effluent

WANG Puchun' WU Yang' CHEN Yinguang"? ZHENG Xiong"* ™
(1. State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse, School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Tongji
University, Shanghai , 200092, China; 2. Shanghai Institute of Pollution Control and Ecological Security,
Shanghai, 200092, China)

Abstract Anaerobic membrane bioreactor (AnMBR) is a wastewater treatment technology with
low energy consumption and high treatment efficiency. However, due to the influences of process
parameters such as temperature, sludge retention time, and hydraulic retention time, large amounts of
generated methane are dissolved in the effluent and ultimately discharged into the environment in a
supersaturated state, which not only results in serious energy loss, but also contributes to greenhouse
gas emissions. The dissolved methane in the effluent can potentially be utilized as supplementary
energy or a carbon source for in-situ nitrogen removal, offering critical application value. In order to
effectively recover or reuse dissolved methane from the AnMBR effluent, this work explores the
mechanism, efficacy, and limitations of three mainstream recovery technologies, including membrane
recovery technology, denitrification anaerobic methane oxidation technology, and microbial fuel cell.

Furthermore, the carbon footprint of the whole process of AnMBR wastewater treatment is evaluated,
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and the future research of dissolved methane recovery from AnMBR effluent is prospected. This
work provides theoretical basis and technical guidance for achieving energy surplus and resource
recovery of AnMBR technology, aligning the goals of carbon peaking and carbon neutrality.

Keywords dissolved methane, anaerobic membrane bioreactor, membrane contractor,

denitrifying anaerobic methane oxidation, microbial fuel cell.
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of AnMBR wastewater treatment process
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1 REEA Y RN #5758 FF e A B 52 BUAR (Research situation of dissolved methane generation in
anaerobic membrane bioreactors)
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15 KA BRI 0T A5 1, FEAEAS R R 00 h A T — 2 i E e, 36 1 7R T AnMBR XA [R] R U5 &
K AE FR R, Hirp COD 25 5 3% 3k 15 31 85% LA b, 1 7E %58 48 i HRT FI-4 3 A4 BR800 B8 461 F
COD 2= B AT #2151 & 90% LA . H e J& AnMBR RE VR (M1 A8 B 2% B FR 7= 40, 52 Br W H B BE 7= 1 1
0.12—0.35 L-g "' (CH4/COD\¢pnovea) Z 1], HBEHE AL AR AE 38.1%—96.5% Z [A]1, 5% 7] {8372 F] OLR™,
HRT® 3R BECY | FEK BT R R 1R B R FnER SR 25 R 28 A0 5 . (A5 0 T 00 2, T P o T B0 17 PR e e ™
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Table 1 Methane yield from AnMBR for treating various types of wastewater

, . HEK CODE/
KK BOKRIE . X COD % F5%/% aa VA ‘
POKKEL - BOKRIR gy ™ (g1 ) s AT i T e
Type of Source of COD removal (L-g") .
Scale  Influent COD Temperature . Proportion Reference
wastewater ~ wastewater . rate Methane yield
concentration
G RUEK 2 400 35 98 0.3 NA [28]
A UK 10 1000 15 9442 0.19 18 [29]
SEFREEK 16 373+148 30 83+1 NA NA [30]
WEEK  EBREK 20 200—400 25—30 85 0.31 26 [31]
SbREK 20 412488 15 90.5 0.12—0.23 17—25 [32]
ThREK 120 610260 NA 88+7 0.14+0.06 42 [33]
FBREK 5000 416 25 91 0.19—0.21 20—22 [34]
TEEK 2100 755—1403 10—27 87 0.07—0.169 NA [35]
FH 7K 10 1286.5 375 89.8+1.1 NA 3 [36]
TolkEK N
BIRBIER 4 7014 NA 46—64 0.12—0.35 NA [37]
FIEHET 45 50024242 361 90.2—94.1 0.308—0.345 NA [19]

7E: NA: AHI{H. Note: NA: Unknown value.

1.3 PRAAUIE A= W) SO i A Y e A5 s ALl
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J3E IR ) 5 ) 2R B, A0 o R S AT TR Ve P e BRSO EAE SE RIS BT, VA TR e A T
TEAIRAS, PR I P e i T BE TR, D 1S v K AR A R Be A e 8, ATV 22 BF 5 i
T 245 47 SO (3 1 R AT B I B, IR SR S T B Z AR S A AEE . Yeo 450 764
AnMBR Zb 5 7K A v, IS B R AR AN Dy 2.2—2.5, RIS BRIA i F e ik B2 20 2 0 SR 2 45

S I e PRI ik FE e B T P 15 2R e A i R SR A O (I 2), FRIR G I R Geh, W fETERE
PR BNERE Ty, #63 B 1545 v, DT R AR Ve ik P 6 B9k B2 LT AnMBR 22 S0 fli T 2 B U 4, N
RIS WAT ST MR G, e 3k T F e e O A 22 18] ) A% B id B2 Ferrari 5509 WG S B2 DA 34 °C FE 2
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of the COD mass balance of the wastewater treated by AnMBR

2 TZSEONRE A Y N 2% K 78 B ek BE B9 B2 i (Effect of process parameters on dissolved
methane concentration in anaerobic membrane bioreactor effluent)

5 A WP BE A IR AR B I K kA R, S8 A O Ak SO g 9 TS S 8 (IR . HRT. SRT,
OLR 4§ ), AJ LAd5e ACBR B i/ H7E AnMBR Hi 7K rb ity B, DA R AR J 282 4k 21 8 15V 9% A 4%
A CAER Gy R T T 2S00 AnMBR i 7KV il T e v B2 152 0, 35 i R e vk B2 5 TR e A RS it
PR YA OC.
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JE AR ALRAS, ELVA A H e 7 L Rt T2 AR A AR T 15 i, 322485 2R ] -5 A= W R g A QA TG P AR 5G9, 55
— TR 5T I, IR IR o il (DA 35 °C BRFEZE 15 °C) 2350 AnMBR HH 7K FR 75 i F Jog 10 o B8 L T3 T
e, HL T FE AT Ik 48% . 245 3T e th TR S8 AR T e, VAT A0 A 58 A 1k, (EL RO o T AS Y
ot A iR, R ORIR T T 7K s i TR e R v . IR1 e, 2 ) S 0y VR JBE X I AnMIBR 7K R i i R e vie
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44%. [FII}, BIF9Y & BRI SRT(20 d) 28 5 R A it i AR 42, ml B vl 1 J ™= A 1% 8 1 F e A TR
AH ) SR G T R AR S SRT 54V it Y e vk B A1, mT BB A1 A 7™ FR e A )V A0 Wk B8 AR A1,
77 HE SR BG4 A T H o2 DA VROR [ SOAF A2 T3 178 3 3R B, i L & 2 o P R O 5 190, IR b, i o 1
SRT ] LAf#H AnMBR #R45 58 /55 (4 H e 7 6, L AT DA s K A R o vl 5 22 3 A ) 24 P Al BRI (EL. ROk
T B 2R 5T LAHAE SRT X AnMBR H 7K ¥ F e e JEE B4 5%
2.3 HRT XA FH e e 2 A4 52

HRT 5 75 /K £ 2 45 0 545 B iR, J2 g i e B 2 A LY BRI S8 E w0 T,
HRT i & S 805K P ALY R ERE 76 4 Kk, it K A9 HRT AR REEE & A ML LB 3, (AR
THETF S 25 9 Ab PEALBE. Kong %506 HRT 43I 2 &0 48, 24, 12, 8, 6 h, AnMBR H 7K % i H b 2y
7 BE L = B 1Y) 19.8%—22.3%. Yang 59l a6 HRT #7354, 2. 1 h, % e 5 He a5 ok 7%
23%. 67%, &5 R I BE T HRT 46 8 5 204 i et LAY s 2 T s e . B priF st & 9, K HRT 4%
PR W e AT 7853 00 A% BT ], — 8 TC vk A 0 213 i B Be 0 A2 A T 24 HRT RRARET, A 38 2 1)
Yol (A, AAEETE T B Az il 3, e T FH B A% 0 s ], AT 3 S0 A Y o A0 VA BE T v PRI,
PEHEAIE ) HRT AU F T3 TF AnMBR (K38 1735 BE, 38 RE A %508 il 75 ik B Joc (4 o 2
2.4 OLR X4 fife H e v 5 11 52 i

OLR &4 FAAL ARG A )7 SRS ) 8] PN i 8 25 B8 B9 A DL ) 2, WGl 2E 9 2B AR+ 40 2000,
TR FEN R B = 1) OLR 238 /i1 AnMBR 7K Hp 75 i Y Je B4 R B2 UL SR T, Yeo 2510 & BLAS 1 1Y)
OLR FE#AK T ¥ i B e 09 o e R b AR AN B, TR R 8 =5 A9 OLR [R) 48 17 FR Bt 26 7 A% i o, 3
O Z2 1 B B AVROAH 58 B A TR, T80/ T 9 A R e 9 96 B . Shin 561 7R A1 [R] OLR £ 4351l
THE T AnMBR &b BHAT Ve 5 0 /50 3 B85 1 7T A P o 3 Ao FE Joe e, G v A 80 3 B 2 K el i Y o
A FBEF= 12 1Y) 0.8%, T 3K — 50 (B 78 ARV B IR /K Bf i ik 46%. IR L, 7E AnMIBR Ab B 7K Bsf, 7 AR 4 PR
IKAVRA BRERE OLR, [7] B 2% [ fifk Y Joe (1) vk B RN A% i R AR IR 2R, DAAERE 2R 401 A4 R is 1T RN BE.

3 IRE A Y 2575 8 H 5% B HE R (Technology of dissolved methane recovery from anaerobic
membrane bioreactor)

VS it TR 5 10 ST i oV A AE SRR v PP e e B 22 SORH IS A7 W B AR 4, A Ry e AT LA
MR A TSR TE — e FE I b i i W e ik B, (H= 1R 2 00F 50 % 2U7E AnMBR J i
A M ) [ SO, G R R AT R 2% A R Ak BTG B2 V5 7K I, AR O B /D RETAB R 2 > AR BE Y
Vs itk R ot [T he R AR R AR L IEROR S50, B SR R AR T 55 MRt . U e 45, i e
W L2 D T A8 A% 5T DX, LA 5 A T (5 R sl /D B Ak 40 7 A 25O s, (H A XE LAY e T
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A E Wz 0 16 1 T 2 B0, [T s AR DU el Y LA B R B 7 R B 179 I 4 i 2% ( membrane
contractors, MC) U UM . V- JE 4 i 2 R W B W e, &) T4/ AN PO itk &b, 17 AnMBR Hi K
1) S PR AU M 2 AR, A5 o 1 I P o e R0 e | MREAs 8 46 () T, PR b (0 P 4% fd 25 [T 5. AnMIBR
K A A P e 2 H BT EE RR BRIG LASR, 2 B AT BB AR LA 7K v (35 A PP 6 oy v - A4 1Y
AW RbFE T X, 6] SRR AR R S Jo¢ 480 4L (denitrifying anaerobic methane oxidation, DAMO) £ AR Fllfs 4=
P4 RL L It (microbial fuel cell, MFC) F A, LA SE B BT 2 1) T 5 101 0 A A8 50R T8 RE L I A8 3K SE AR DG F
FEIRAL TR AL BB
3.0 JREHE Al A A [l SO A TR e I i e
301 PR A HA [l W i A i

JI5E B e 30 O i S A 5 03 B A I AR 8, TR D R A5 A ) 5 VS i T o R K
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TEME R —0, 55— OB A MR B 2 BRI, U580 00 ) 5 A 132 2 S R e 1 B 0 K 8 7, e o 8 i v
fift P e VBORHE 3810 SCRH B9 A% SR SR 3 [T 68 A7, FE RO A, B8 1 SE MRS vh 9 1 21 3 2
5, SR ) i 2o R AL B (AL ) sl IS5 ) (R R ) 8 08 = SN YR, IR B Kt A rp . AR SUBE B
W, I PR B MR AR A2 B 25 = AR JTBH .y T R G SR AR, WRBERE ) 2 R
FIH FERPE (L 80%—90% ), MM THEERH 3 Al LA Z2 M AT 651,

TERELSF T7 8T, o 2 2T 2 JE 4 i e DR G 1 ALK | % TS0 v S5 0 i A 281 17 )32 I (1 3) 17,
LR A Y o 1T S g 390 3 0 A 7 R U R 88 SR B A T R38R AR 32 R A RE U 5, B
IKPEAETRRE, WA SURGE A STRE, I B b 2l I 22 9 B e e b A EE T oo R I 2l A8 R U sl it ik o
15, AL AR A, A8 A A P SRR AnMBR H /KL 78 SRRy T, [T Sci e FE o 2 26l FH 3
PR LMD &2 B RS, A SR LAk AU (PDIMIS ) il 11 1) B30 BB, 58 P 0 0 58 DU i 2 s il 1 1 £
FLIE, AR 20 . TR 2 IR F R i 98 £ 446 i A (0 52 45 158 3 RS 1. S I LA T Ay Ry B 64, fiEVR 2
23 PRI, (LR AN SR AR R REL ), MTTRR AR T R a2 i . AL RS i S e, (LI IDI el Y mT RE AT
RBP4 ) AL S5 M5y B30 2 AN [R) AR s LR 2 A8, BRRE DR -13 B AR [R] i e B4, 38
REAT AR AL i RH ). Sethunga 551 3 M T — i B rp s 25 2 i, HCBLAT 00 57 A T 40 36 10 B3 5 P RE . 1%
FRER FH R L B8 25 21 2 SO O b, SRR I IR 8 T 20U 19 PDMS JZ 12 PDMSS i s 3L 3R W), LA
Pir 1) S BB 15 AR D BE, HAE 7 d BESHa TR AU BT 10% ZE A PERERUK . LAk, Y2 &b
TEMCFER 1 AT 58 B Bl P AME A, LAE— 20 388 i JL B T RO i v g~ .

BV IR R K
Anaerobic wastewater with
dissolved methane (feed)

Ll
= Sweep gas with methane
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AR || iR

Lumen| | Shell
(CHyl st 7
<L cn,

HAVHEE
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(gas in)

it

Membrane

BAEK

Degassing wastewater (effluent)
B3 rpoas 2F 2B fh 2% ST DR SR B K v ik R e s i
Fig.3 Schematic diagram of recovering dissolved methane from anaerobic effluent

through hollow fiber membrane contractors
3.1.2 R s BOR DG i H bk e

2 BAE T AT AnMBR H K i B RO BIETE IR, [PICECR A 85%—96%. [AIi, 7242 T
VA R BE I ISR DT vk b, DFSE AT BE T A | Tk IR | R i A T v e rh, WA A B
e R i T iR R ot A S MR 2P B IS B Y DR Y B v R T A 2 I Y sk (], BEAER T
Weis 15 938 ik, W12 A AP T B T ik PP o [ WA RE )5 T 73 b — SE RIS 2 1, W e {1 mT i S U Ak
FASHCARZS, AR RGN 1 5™ B BEL 7, 0 5 A Y e s Y,

AR AT DA P WA SR S HEAT 4R A ol W RIS, W A 1 J e 3o R g [ A 3
JLF- A R0, 0] RESE th T H e e R P A 20 IR A, S B BEL 0 AR R, £ s O e <Al
ARAG Al R O g ) P e, L e T, (R LS 2 AR B R REARE, RIVIIEAT T ik 25 | A JRi 1 A
ZERR AT,

T - VR A i e 2 — ORI 4 (8 R T AL AR A Al PSP R BB g AR 1) 2 B, I — D02 I AR Al
AR F AR A BLIR R B 2 ¥ A ) QO e e MBSl 68T FH A W31 AR, A3 LR 390 45 K Z TR B
R it J3E 22 S R Al FFY g DA DR 46 HH 7K i JBREFR) 3 — 7 B, HAZAR ] AHRBR K 28 RS20, DA T st 4
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KIPIZATH BB (). Li A1 Dutta 55807 i e oA [ 7 O AR B LK s 1%
W), T8 15—35 C FRAMF TR T 90% LA i ik B e 10T S8 BE . 30k ol i - Y2 2 flh 45 A (S FE A
T RYAE BEACR, HLAT RS 1S T R R 25 ()R, (E A — 24 .

R 2 R I AnMBR HE 7K H g A H o8 O 3L RE

Table 2 Efficiency of recovering dissolved methane from AnMBR effluent by membrane contractor

PR AR s FETTHE Il

S TR/ C BT IR % SR
ource of Membrane . Methods to enhance

Temperature Operation mode Recovery rate Reference
wastewater structure methane recovery
AEEK  BePEPDMSEUEE 25 FofE NA 89—96 JEEAB [64]
B PPALIL 25 R OKEE esg ORI TRIE  [s4)
LK PDMSHUE 30 TR HAs 85 s FE RO A [52]

) X EAES RS

EAE PDMSE( % T Hes NPT
HSLK SHUE 18 Ttk H 80 WA T s [53]
HAEK HER NA B WA A NA HEIR [65]
BEEAK  BEPVDFRALEE 235 EE /€SN 39.97 [ 2 AR NTTRES [63]
A UK PPiYALIE 25 HTE RS 98.9 FAAR IR A i [57]

T A UK : FEEC ) AR AN H BE A LSRR K : 48 LSS AnMBRUEE K s Op - AFE B0 S B T B L.
Note: Synthetic wastewater: refers to the prepared saturated methane solution; Real wastewater: refers to real AnMBR effluent; O, :4
refers to the fluid flow/membrane area ratio.

313 B ik A% B [RDAC P it FH ot Pk I

5 Al B 1T WSC AR SIS, A S Al ] S i 5 [ S5 A PP e I, K6 T 95 4 L IS0 14 552 1) R, DA
75 25 F G 1S3 T . A 1 i Re A 1) FR e ISR, 5 8 S0 T JRe IR it AR, S BRI SR T 1) 75
G, TEA L0 FH 73 i 587 Y 2 5 Wil J 1] WA ik PR e S8 B 1) 2 8 PR 3 22— VA IS e 18 I A
JE T IR B, (RS2 AT G o BURk. DA K R TS e A A ALY . Al AL B AR,
ALY G B2 ) 8 2 S s AR g A s A R BT 76 15 1) 2 DR L8 DF =, i JCHLES 5 (CAnekE R £6 L B
MR A% ) AR R 26 T BLTTUE , X SE AR R 1 WY 4% ot 2 5 IRk 89 % b BH ) . Rongwong 451 & B
AnMBR Hi 7K FPE AR R B2 A TR URLI 22 1 IS Gyt A, (HL 285 37 h Ab LS IR ik 25 A AR BE AT SR e
KT 60%, HBfA[A] 34 g v 28 B B 2 34 (R?=0.92) . TR AWFSE R, BER MG I8 DF 2, %
53 VAR Py i A0 56 W S AR I A 2 o, T AL 2 R0 240 A1 T 3a s ) JSE 5 e L. R 1 B Ik
JEY5 Y, 75 B HH T REHE T 775, Henares 2605829 804 A 2588 F- /K s ik 30 min #8647 H I
T 24 J5E 95 e © 48 )™ 1 52 Wil 25 BR SR IN, 7 A0 Ik 2 6 Uk (NaOH 5 il oML T e, ¥ A6 R 42 il 41 Bl
5.

X T GUCFL T 5, A R A [ SO T i 2 38 R 3 1 IR o O Y A2 A VAR A BB R T 1 A=A i
B S s R T ofS PR e e T ) s A R — L A 35, 90 X L L Lk YR AR 388 o AL R A 55—, DA T 2R
27 43 B2 6E. Mosadegh-Sedghi 457§t , & A ML 0¥ W (IR 0% 7K ) BT SR 3R w3k 7, THA%
D175 AL . Henares 5509 £ 1, B0 28 B L WA AR 25 5 505800 30 ) A, B0 ok J R A A%
JEBH F3 36, 2 FLBRIE R A 25% K FL25 R 1ok 14 kPa B, TR 5 O B A B AL TR AR BUTN B T 4 M5k
HN.

R fih 2 5 A 2 H AT 1. AnMBR 7K P i B e 59 F2 R, ZEAS [R] RS 52 36 v 70U B 47 1Y
DS ASCER . BRI, I 5 24 o R 1 25 ) g Ay D B PR ) PR 3R, AR W LA DA B S 2 T 7K U
PRAET5 THEA TR, DT B 8 A P o 94 IR Se st 3.

3.2 FRAHAIRAE TP Bt S A HOR [l fige Y e 0T 9 i g
3.2.1 DAMO HoA [l fige H o i 1

A A D AR ot S8 AR TR 1) ¢ B A () 25 2 B 1 e TR ot R D o7 e /LB (3t 1 4 i JEL B Y. HE RTRIESE 6
AH, DAMO 5 Candidatus Methanoperedens nitroreducens ] ) FH A A eV R e AR A R Eh A Ak
W AEIRE (2 2), 1T DAMO 41§ Candidatus Methylomirabilis oxyfera W v F) FH ¥ it F e/ A B 41t
PR A R Eh ks J5 oy /(2K 3) 2,
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CH, +4NOj; — CO, +4NO; +2H,0 2)

3CH, +8NO; +8H" — 3CO, + 4N, + 10H,O (3

HE— 2 BRI, DhRE G 1 0 OGS Il M L I FE DAMO 3 R ¥ 25 EZAE M. DAMO Ty
M. nitroreducens B%UEFH 5 A7 5¢ B (14 390 7™ F e FIVRH R 6 38 T il 110 OC SRS DXL, ] M) A R 2R AR R e ¢
FL 32 PRI W SR M3 iR i (Mer) 18386 5 R ), S (2) 1 ) . DAMO 4l M. oxyfera figif it
A SR HILTR, A TP e RO B S SUVE I TR B e Ak o TR B, 22 s PR A PP st U/ T itk — 22 A
G E , — 08 3 Y TS A P Mo &= R PR R 05 S il 1) 1 DT % A €O, A HL0, I 7 28 380 T P il il
NADH. [F] R}, FEK B4 St —25 R B M. oxyfera BA il IR £5 18 I B g i3 3L K narGHIT Fl napAB. I
i 12 8 30 Jist it 2 1 B 9] mirSIFD/GHY/L | 480 A0 0340 I i 4 L 25 R norZ S5 DG Bt Gt At 5 PRI 1721, G [] 58 G
T DAMO 4 i AR 2.

SR, DAMO B A6 K R A8, BILAS T DAMO AR (52 PR . 55 58 DAMO R &5 4
R A AL (Anammox) & B, ZFE G H AR LD T DAMO A 9 0 4538 B 18], 38 BB {2 i DAMO Ty
B A TE T4, Lin 2809 6 DAMO 4 9 ik A Anammox FUk; 5 8 £ 1, 7688 6 ™~ A WIE W& 45 &
F A W ks, H. Anammox 41 B8 75 ¢ )2 7 45 3 T3, DAMO iy 5% i N R T 55 8% 2 )2 I 5 3
F FHu 7. DAMO £ AR Fl Anammox $ AR BFE A B8 SE I A A9 76 2 Wi FR. )2 1) Anammox 4H FRRHE S i 2
R A Al R /RS 4) U0, 7 AR A R w1 T3 S P 2 9 DAMO Ty T T i Ak R A R R
(3 2) 8t Anammox 4l 1 F11 DAMO 4 B fifi i (8] 4) . X Fp bl [ 4 FH 5¢ 224G 22 52 B — ks 75 e [R)
Aof 2 5% R e AR 2R, (ELZE IS I FH v, #8505 7K NH, YR 38, T Anammox B8 XTI A R £ 19 5% A1 T
i T DAMO 4, MLt DAMO 4l & 5e 4 J1 A, F  BUBL AR T 0 25 15 K PRSI 8 & 5 K,
N2 3 DAMO T B & 4E. [ 1t, DAMO $2 K Fil Anammox £ K B R G PT 5 BUW U P 18] 9 A B 58
2 MRS A TR P AL

FefEShell @ Anammox 2 &
Anammox bacteria
AW Biofilm AMOZH B
2 S M DAMO bacteria
Hollow fiber membrane
! () pAaMOH
ZFELumen DAMO archaea

4 DAMO #5& Anammox A= ¥ 13 [R] B3 00 25 BR i gk R ot /s 2 1
Fig.4 Schematic diagram of collaboratively removing nitrogen and dissolved methane through combing DAMO and

Anammox microorganisms

3.22 DAMO HiAR LB H besihe

B, & Ui N H DAMO £ K (3 DAMO £ AR S & Anammox 42 AR ) 52 2 B 75 Ak HH e e it 201
HE W) N i 0 BB Ve S N A AR W I R A FUEURE TS e O N A 3 B (R 3) . BRERTS TR I N A, WY
= 1 %% (sequencing batch reactor, SBR), ELAF #AE & 5L | S T H il (L 5., ZE0F 5 A5 2] 32 i
H. AR M UE Y202 AR K B 45 5 5 20 DAMO B4 Wi 2k , Kampman %507 %8 21 B A5 9 5t ol
SHA LR SR TET 50% DL, Pk s i 4 HA B4 A ) ST AR B8 68 00 1% SO i . R A= g 8 s
#% (membrane biofilm reactor, MBfR ) J&—F{HT 24 B4 A= W) 5 S I o , HAT B0 AR S DR BE fie 10, 8 o 7E
rh s SR AR AP R TR R EE YIS, T B A K IR R B DAMO F1 Anammox {42 4 ) A= )
FEEUS), FE S W FHIRE, 78 A0 A S I A T o B3 UK, B8R I R4 fi Tl ARl 7% DAMO 1 Anammox i
A MR A A BTG Y ) 2 BRACR. Lee S5 fifi i MBfR #E47 R AL B, 24 HRT 4556 £ 4 h 15}, JRKH
v ik TR e e A 20 mg- L AR 2R 3.3 mg-L!, FF-HUA 80% BB AR, AR T, MBfR HOARWAFE—E
[ EREE . Fan 5550 52 MBR A 1 52 IR 0 REEHZ fil 1T AR, AROR MBS 1 8 AR , AR W BROE bk
FEAE T EE—4F DL L A B 1] T — LA g B DA B3R T 00 7 35 25 2K 2% 95% 1y B &g, i 2 BR il MBR K
FRA N B G BEBR . A T R4 MBIR B BRA, 12 A1 BA T A& T 80kE T35 U B5 5 L #% (membrane granular
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sludge reactor, MGSR). Uk 5 e j& Fh 20 i 2 (8] (4 W 5| 3% 0 B0 2E P SR AE AR, FLAT %% 1) 45 40 IR 4
AR B, I REAT 2 S 0 e FL A 5 9 A 0 o O B R ks S 7y E 1. SEB R A, ZEAR LA B3R A 4%
PER, BURLYS Y8 1 2 I 2 (>95% ) R A ot A4 25 BR AR o T A= WIS 4% (>85% ) ™. ANid, iRl
FAAE—SE BYAS R . T3 QWA BORL R T 599 TBOR B2 AT BR, 24 0RO ORI A 2 AR Wk USRS A
J ek g — A S T A AL RE. PRk, B IR i FIORL TS U8 Y BLAR AL T5 385 A R/ 0N, DT ORAIERS R Y i 2
AbPRALHE. AT UL, 3 i A= 1 B N 2 B BORAZ 0 1 O B2 T DAMO A=W Bk B2 RE g, 7E Skl E 4 fE
ST M B T i B R 15 Qe W ) 2 BRAICRE.
R 3 K[ DAMO AWy IO g 26 BR s i HY e AR 28 15 e W cie
Table 3 Efficiency of removing dissolved methane and nitrogen pollutants via different DAMO bioreactors

GRLY/ )ik it P R e R BRABCR RPN PR

Type of HLBL ﬁéﬁlﬁi% PRI Dissolved methane Removal effect of 225 ik

bioreactor Scale fnoculation Type of wastewater removal effect nitrogenous substances Reference
SBR 2 DAMO B K NA 7.7 mg-L™-d™ fiEEE  [83]
SBR 2 DAMO FLIHEK 0.31 mgCOD-L™"-d"' NA NA [84]
SBR 53—6.7 DAMO FLBK NA 378 mgL7-d! WAERREE (7]
MBfR 23 DAMO+Anammox B IBK 85% 99% BA [85]
MBfR 1.15 DAMO+Anammox B RUEIK 124 mg-L™'-d" 250 mg-L™"-d”! S [78]
MBfR 1000 DAMO+Anammox G HUEIK 93.4% 95.9% BA [38]
MBfR 1000 DAMO+Anammox B IBK 98.6% 92.8% BA [86]
MGSR 0.8 DAMO-+Anammox B RUEIK 975 mg-L™"-d"! 16530 mg-L™"-d"  EA [87]
MGSR 0.3 DAMO-+Anammox B UEIK 30% 98% SA [80]

3.2.3  DAMO HAR [ i H e pk ik

SR DAMO $ARTE S 56 2 BRI S8 T OIS T — s 1 SR 9, {HJ2 H i JC 12 iy T 58 B i 15 7K Ad
P RE . WE5E 200 PR AT e A R 7K, LA ke S FE o 3 ik 58 PR DA T S S0 A HY o TR AN J2 ) ) A8 Ry

223806 DAMO N FH T 52 B IR 4200 K 10 7% it FR o [T, 2012 4 Kampman 267785 DAMO Sz 1 i 4 1%

7£ UASB JHAL R Ge T, BFFE W, UASB 7K m (43 i B Joe ] LA 2 75 /K I LT oK, HON TR B4 S 450
WU . % F Y H AnMBR £ AR /97 [ 5 H H S, R AR W HOBE T T A AnBMBRE R 5
DAMO % K . Liu 55 DI AnMBR £ & 7K b % %, ¥ 4& Anammox A1 DAMO 7 R £ B T K K
85% IR it B e A1 99% LA Y& % WF 5848 Al B AnMBR 1R & K5 A T3, — 3056 =
fiE AR S I i v = A 2 AR GRS R SRS TR SR ), 1T 59 — 505 43 W) B4 o vl T B (9 A FH B R NHL,™-N)
{61 FH . Fan 2500 048 7 AL 4 i & 45, 76 AnMBR % /K [0 005 T e 0, T84 0 15 i W e flB
MGSR 3= 7K A9 & BR. L aT L, DAMO £ AR HA M AnMBR J% 7K H[a] 25 25 B A HH Joe S i 2K
(Vs 7, AN FH S B 5 7K Ak B 22 S8 R AT AT AL 6 gt R s A A B, AT BILAD) AR e e A A s i
FE ot RIS i 192 8 150, [RTERE, 5 I gt PRI Ak FE e 5 2 000 SO 1 L A% 1% 7K Ak B30 A o T B2 I 52 0 7Y, 85
I LAAN, S2 B P 3 T I 40 R B4 18] A5 el 8% S DAMO A M0 2k . a3 s RO Ak 2 B A i L K
F R A AR AR A NS S I Ao R 7 A R A A, 3K ) T ) i DR T R T 2 (AR
3.3 AR B AR [ i Y Bt 5% i
3.3.1 MFC $ AR [ i H b

A Rk v Tt 2 — S R AR ) P A R e, LR R R F A S AR R R A oy g A= )
JoT, JEAE A I AR 7 A Y H 1) AME s L BE, DT AR AR 55 5 A e R A AR IAIROW AR B |, 7 e
PR ARG 4R A AR 0 78 BE AR L OR T, 7 DA FE AR 1) BAAR % 31y, 3103k B AR 5 -5 B AR v i H 7 52 44
(U O &G K A JF RN, 3 AN 38 2 v PR 199 5 T 2 o Jo - 3 46 IS sl 381) B A LA Rl Fi g £, AT
g 1, AL 1 . AR H T 15 88 7 2R R[], MEC BT L3 B3 A% 386 R 322 A5 38, B
AL 48 7= L T B A W 0 AR ) TS RS B R A L, T R B2 F A 3 U 7 B B T P
B¢ 5 T B ad . AR T BN A BB SR TR AL A50CR, (HA A5 A M i Rl AR
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e —Fh i RE i % B AL S, T LMD I #5 t MEC LS i P o [l ISR ] 20 & Ha L 52
BRI, 30w 2 R Z2 FR G WA LU E MRV, B B AT SRR, P L RN B R B e e, B
TE R UL 7= B T R PG AU W B 52 2 U WK R - McAnulty 26 # a8t T —FPopn B U AR &R, 10k,
i 1 e i Methanosarcina acetivorans TR W i LG8 7™ A= HH LS M 38 I il (Mcr) , 12 B PR 3 21 19
5 it FR ot A A T8 TR 8 v (R AAR,, 2 17 7 A H 5 R, B B AT 1T ( G, Sulfirreducens) W F| it R 46
PR B E, XS ol T O TR B A, SE R R T e BK Bl ) MFC A HL (&T 5) .
Yamasaki 25 38 i3 k20 B A A9 2 T BRI A F - 2 O 3, R T T IR A Y e K
Y MFC j™ L (1 D) 2529 B2 MR 0 2 B T 75 22, WM e K 3l ) MFC 19 2 B8 AnMBR i 7K s
fife PR B 1 [ s B ) i Bt 1 o L B

FHAR 2 e Atk E
Anode chamber - Cathode chamber
1 1
CH, HCO; T l
~ @ T.FEHEngineering bacteria
) @/’e _H_; e (IHHD FiiR R HAT & G. Sulfurreducens
CH;CO0™ ¢ <> L 330 F (818 &) Electron carriers (oxidation)
‘ L F #5 F(F JEZAS)Electron carriers (reduction)
H
G. sulfurreducens — —

5 T BEYR S P % MFCs 7R 3
Fig.5 Schematic diagram of dissolved methane-driven dual-chamber MFC

332 MFC AR RIS i B besk fig

AnMBR 7K (¥ i B 58 7T LU T MFC 7 Az #1F. Chen %501 #1925 S HTH 5% MFC 1 20 °C
SEAETR, T e [T O AR AT 3R 85%, it HE T R 3k 0.55 V. B A S MFC HH G 7 LU S |
IRXLEE MFC AL, SR T B3 25 B MFC AN 40T 6 B¢ 1 o - s 4 8, L2 8 e 25 U g B AR AT
DAV 5 N B b 22 0SSR, AT A I RE VR A . Chen 552 i — 2B JRIY T I B X A Y e 9K B 1)
MFC 7 i 152 W), RV I A I T 3 A R e 1) DS i 3 R R R AR , (Y TREE R 22 10 °C 1 5 °C I,
Z SR A 0.16 V T 0.19 V. IS5 R n] G5 FHAR Sl A= Wit v 0 2 B ¢, AL, iy e ARt
FAE TR MEC b B85 05 TR0 R KA AT — T2 O PR A
3.3.3  MFC £A [N g H e b ik

MFC A FEARBEA AN B i e % A Sl — U BE IR L B, HA T R (4 i TR 5. 4R, H i
fdi F MFC [0S 3 Al ik e B AIE S 1 A 1 72 20 [ B, A 6 T AnMBR . HH 7K HR 95 A PR Je v J3E AR S
AR, AR S5 T 7= HL AR RE T B, R L AR R 75 2% MFC A= 2 e R A ol R i 8 R R 1
FE, T RE IS BUARR E i 380™ L I Y B SR 8y MFC.

4 REBEHY) LAY R B e 8] ek 2 78 PEAE (Carbon footprint assessment for dissolved methane
recovery in anaerobic membrane bioreactors)

N T RGEVEAG AnMBR &b B 5 7K 4 i B 00 R IR AR 0, A OC BRI TH B G4 AR i JR U R4 (life
cycle assessment, LCA) ™ & 9 F T 4% 554k B 72 b i Bk /2 328 . Smith 254 i | LCA % T AnMBR 5
158 AR AL T2 208938 <07 G O, 76 AR JRIC VR B2 7K I AnMBR (8] S0 fifg PR e Jir 7 A= (1 RE 2 22 49%,
171 T %o 78 e 95 7K iE AnMBR A3 42 T+ T 15%. Pretel 4547 $2 1 AnMBR 1] LSZERRE IR A2 77, KRR
Ab R REAS (BESEJ7 K 1548 0.023 WD) . It AME A BFFEERTT T AnMBR M T B /K H [mC R IR 4 7 T,
AnMBR [ BIE i HE R N 0.174 kWhem™, 52 P5 B H] H )4 BE 2 -0.014 kWhe-m™), J248 AnMBR H #if
B TC S BRI A 7, (H A TR B IR T GE G M5 U8 120, X IRmi s 56T FEsk s s FRE IR
[l g 5L A E S A PR A 28 % A .

AnMBR F A [P0 B 1) 4 U0 AR itk HE 5 RT3 mT LAfelE P e /2 300 2R A7 PPAG (BT 6) . AR i 25 [l e 2
AR KB, TE B AT 20T, Ab PR IE K B IR % SR HE R S 0.113 CO,em™™, 45 4F B8 13l 2 H ik
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400—500 N CO,.*. Cookney S5 5 T i 2z ik 25 [l UGS At HR J 1T i 1 ik 2 528 1 284k, 7 30 iEA T H
ot DRSS, 24 45% 1) el 7K i %, S 8508 A2 308 S -0.47 kg COLem ™, 177 8 F PDMS i 422 fish 75 ] 52
P 72% BV AR P o 1 SO 3, e FE 38 R +0.01 kg COpem ™. IR, A BIFFE 42t 88% F V7S A PP s 1] i
BIATHE T T % 12% F o HE O 180 I 25 20007, I 52 sk 1 R E A7 Y. Rongwong 8519 Xof 123 £ 2k i 42
fih 2% DAL A PR B R AT T BB IS 20 AT AR Ak, [mTSC FR Be ] LA S8 AS0A I A& L, JUT 7= A2 11 L BB T K9 [
WO T LA SRR S A REURIH €, 1 7 2B PP HE O 0.049 kWhem™. 7E B i) 4 I A Ak 2 i E Al
ry (]S R A i PR b P ¢ L 6 1T T 43 /58 A 4K AnMIBR &b 33t A5 1) i R T RGN 4% R B 1 i L 2
BN, L 28 B Btk oRD B BBk 9 B A SR T8 SE BRIV, BT BB 5 B 28 % T AT M CUn BEEpA e 152 T
KN A i TETCRR S ), DA K N T B, VA A AR I Ak B 7= A A A 2 T A A RE IR A
S DR ZR (A5 ) 70, eI I T2 K 3 B PR 2R 9 A T AZ A R, DL AR A PEA AnMBR FE I A FE e [
14 1 FH i 5%

BRI 7= A2 B V35 I A A AR R e B R B ey
Carbon reduction: Both the biogas and the dissolved
i methane offset the energy ?mditure

15— OF
Biogas e st
T Generate electricity
and heat

D-CH, D-CH, ﬂ Hk

I Effluent

| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
|

| - - |
\ ] v ‘
lEk COD B Jot e Ak |
} Influent - Degassing  Nitrogen removal |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
1 |
| |
| |

FiktFE  AnMBR treatment
Pretreatment B
N 1

{5 IRAL R
Sludge treatment

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

WHEHC: EAERRHE( COo/CHYNO ) 5 R BHE (L (€ )
Carbon emissions; direct carbon emissions (CO,/CH,/N,0)
and indirect carbon emissions (electricity use)

B 6 AnMBR 4bH 5 K 4 FER6R B 343478 2= A

Fig.6 Schematic diagram of whole process carbon footprint analysis in AnMBR wastewater treatment

5 R%55 BB (Conclusions and prospects)

FE YRR FF 5 N, AnMBR T REFERCAC, W be i im0 3, e 5 K BRAT A 3 1) 2 1y
HET™. SZIRBE L R BRI R 052, Hh K e (8 A TP e T 2R 1 1 R TR 2 R IR 2 SUARHE T, AN R
FIE KT B b AN E# U FTRE & EDISC. AR SCA 23 T AnMBR H 7K Hp g g FF e A2 GBI B = AR AILBE, $R 5T
7 AnMBR H K g g T BE VR FE ) E R K R, TSI IR R T 3 R A R e [l i R —— i [m]
AR . DAMO HR K MFC HAR R JEH N PR KR BRYE, 555 PFAl T AnMBR 7K Hh i g 1 45 o]
Wi A i AR itk A . RS T LA 4 A7 T o 1A%

(1)5E #t & AnMBR Hi 7K H i i B e BT A A% ALl . o e o 1 K b o i B B B, 20 B i
fiff FR ot e A AN R G 7 A 8 SR PR, TR A3 R e 2 SO A HH 1 % B .

(2)RFE T 2B AnMBR VA F A 1k B2 19 5% . AnMBR A 375 /K h i) T 280k 22, Tk
SRT. HRT, OLR 4§, i 55 Z2JF Ji& 1. 20 S 400 Ve fige W e 7 A A A% Jo ok A8 09 B2 AR 5. A ke mT LA ML 2%
o) | BRI RAE D7 AR BE S5 MU SRR, DA RO e LU AR A e B 7 A5 e

(3)HATF & AnMBR Hi 7K % A B e (TSR A, 22 AR IR TR) 55 958 1T ic ) P 68 T g g A PRI RG [l i 2
R BEABRAFE UL S 0 T i, B IIE 730 5 MRS G | M5 W S5 Pk A8, AR R T LA AS
BHECPE L DA BRTE ey =X B SRS AU A Dy T B T IR0 . DAMO HOAR ] ] T ik Y BeAE Ry i
SPGB, AN B AN BRI, (5 H H B E PEME LURIE, 8K BBKF DAMO H AR 5| ASZPRTS
IKAEFRT 20, AR MR T4 T DAMO H AR B SOm AL A AR a7 . 555 Xk DAMO H A [N figg
Jt. MFC B AT A FH % i TR e 0 S ), TR Y0PE T e AL B, 15 B BT i Ak T2 28 B B, R
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IR T i A A HL TR B AL SR HE T MFC PERE. BUAb, ASkIR ol DLl i #5 & 200 T2 Oy U4 7t
VA R e [ S 2, il AnMBR 5 AR5 33— 54 g .

(4) 3% AnMBR Ab BE 5 7K RN fife HE Jo DAL 4 T 2 00 HIE 0 BB DA J2 3 Ry B BEPRA FR b, ST
AnMBR 4b P 5 7K 42 3t B 9 B HE 5AS B, 0 ek S R gk AR B VR B R 2R BF AR, Al A AR T BB 1Y
AnMBR 75 7K 4 HiA R
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