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W OE DR E R OB IR AE N 2 bR S B TS A AN BRI A v AT M BB, #E57 SBR &48 RO. R1(5T
BICATC K B 4H . A AL B 57 3038 UE R +TE /K SR BAVE M B IR ), R FHASE DL 1 Vi 32 il 25 R0 7K K 97 3 A5 s 3 350
AT e, HE T HB A GRIFHAT T FEWH 0. 458 EW . 76 PLL i IR 5380k 10% i,
RIZRGE25hN T M S AL T %2 LB, 3% &5 58.05 mg(gh)™, & ROKRGEM 1.79f%; 16S
DNA §" 3 F P E5 R WK, RO. R1 SN &5 N GCE WA B2 B AL, 32 BE AL TR 3 67 19 O 35 S i Ak 17 43 50
AR A T & (Pseudomonas). W )8 G )& (Thauera) #1 Pannonibacter, {BARXT FEFIEZEF; £ gPCRIMNE, L
5 R A ACIER narG. nirK. nirS F norB I A X 235 & W25 5 T X B4 RO, i &b B 57 3% 98 08 W AR b 41
B JR T LA 4R 5 35 Ul B A AR s Ak

XERIR  ATALERA VOB IR EVREERNAS A ML AR

e R FE A A FUR KRRz, Horh R0 T Tk K . lan, ARREn 1) 77 A 04 B K A il
AAMEEFTIA 950 mg- LM FEA% Tl kb BRI 4 @ il bk B v, 3l W o 2 7= A vk B AN S AR
KB A, R Ak Ak BTG R B 2 EB K I 7 A R A, R HOR IR — . BN, B TAL
ik A B, NF W48 15 RO MR8 1™ 45 o 7R T RE A% 1) IS 25 B B0 R 19 2R W0k b B 2R 2
IKEF, RSt TR S T AR R S AR, PR L TR RN 7 W S A e A e R 23 R R B I AR ]
R, H A5 B pH FhEr i PR AT NO, -N B R (AT, mT R TR A4 A1 fim e 05 ke A8 1% e ik
U o B B W RO e 22—, (H AR ] R G b 5] T R R R A A DL A R A
SRIT, BT X 9 B2 L D V8 A AR AEL B LA T P UL ) i Ak B 7 3998 i A Sy S A &1 o e 058 #) AF 58 JU) f
FEESI
I EHEA: 2019-02-21; RAHBEHA: 2019-04-26
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] P A1 457 3 95 U8 Ak 3L 7 1T ) B R 38 b E S T R R RRIE 5 A B B o i N TR AR 3 KT R
., WO AR A RN, BA R NF, RBE . R AFIRE G T Z, T
A . WA &, SFEOLABERE IR b B uE W 0y A U, R BE S A B i T
By SR R e b B . Rk, SR A BAL E AT AL B b 3% 98 SE WK (pretreated landfill leachate, PLL) Ff
AR SCHE RS AR T A B YRR, A AL R 335 B WY R A AR AR, R TR ALY
FHERE TH5ATY R SRR, TN A COD hig 5] —& i £ B, [Fmf, PLL HAF & i
NG R (SCFA). ¥ & MERR IR (VFAs) &5 Pt il 2E Wy B i A WL (& T 55 — 2R 3L, mloh |
i Ak o A 42 A T T T sk A 0 m] Ak 1) i 5 0 o

AHEFE LA TCIK LR AN A PLL SR A IR, X HEAE R [6] PLL W b 2504, 36 P75 e b 2
e BE S AU Y SRS AL R, 454 SE 26 5 i PCR(qPCR) 4% R & 16S rDNA ¥ 047, 878 T 1%
PETS I8 2R G IR U E W 25 M R AE A D) BE L T 5 R G0 OB AL AL RE Z (R 56 Z1 DI Oy Ak 1 o 22 i
SRBAKEREARTE S0 SMINa EAR B EOR S, IR ARSI AL B 47 55032 98 W 1Y) e S80R) AR =
1 MB5ERE
1.1 SEIEM R

B KK BT o 2 30 DAL o ok B A A8 B K B 800 4, 9k By BL I JE /K Z iR B4 % COD M
— VR, I Bh AL BN PLL AR IR A 80 5 A FH KNO, 1 R ME— %8 ;s LA KH,PO, B il B R £k it
HWE; DL MgSO, Fll CaCl, i /& S Al £k B X Mg il Ca /oK s SR e Z R A I mL-L7', 1L
WM ITCE WP A 10.00 gEDTA ., 1.50 g FeCl,-6H,0. 0.03 g CuSO,5H,0. 0.12 gZnSO,-7H,0. 0.15g
CoCl,-6H,0. 0.12 g MnCl,-4H,0., 0.06 g Na,MoO,-2H,0. 0.18 gKI. 0.15 g H,BO,; I 4 id FE44 S i
PN DO < 04mg L', fFHEEEUIRA; HEK pHEHIZE 7.5£0.1; KIRREWR, Bl 21.5~25.6 C.

T A 33 457 398 DR K T B U o RN T B b 3 U 3 R AR IR A 0 L+ A/A/O+
MBRANF [ 5 R4 A T 2 AL B S 3B U8, AR 52 i FH A Ak 4 7 35 358 00 B 1 9% I W SELHE 37 TR 4R
A uEh K, R GERT 2 AR O A AR B OB iE R R TP A A SS A R E IS I, il
Ab I BT B DR TH Y COD 2R IET VFAs FUE TR . EAAR/KBTM S 40 . COD (1 989+50) mg-L ™,
NH;-N (8.5£3.5) mg-L™", DO (0.2+0.1) mg-L™", Ca®" (335+14)mg-L™", Mg* (13.2£3.8) mg-L™", As(0.253+
0.096) mg-L™", Cd (0.04+0.01) mg-L",

1.2 BRE

Sy 2 S A [ A0 PIL I B AL SRS 2 SBR (RO FI R1) 4%, A &K & M 65 cm, NR K
10cm, ARERI0L, RN IEHEAHR D, HEE N 10 mm. SN0 15, 25, 35, 45,
55 cm Ab 43 BB BURE 1, SNy i AR B i kg, (KO FFIR GRS, o g ik Oy 08 |k
T, RAEEEME PR
1.3 SR HE HTHHTFE e

UM 3AEEE, BIHIALE B . A e a Ppany 1

fh T H B B L EEBEI H OB 5 B B e e

114k B B 5 1 75 U BE P AE RO S R1 R 4% P g/l N

KRR N BRIR R R, it N o o N
= [P A

KB A H (COD/NOS-N, F#% C/N) # 5.0, i§ Iy S| m

245 SRV P R A L SR MR B X T 7 = L] |/

RAE S0-500 mg LB E W . Bk mwige o L e

56 5, ROE S XF B4 % I 9l Ak Oy X iz E1 SBRENZEEREE
17, 1 R1 N #$0 PATC /K 2R #H + PLL SR his Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the SBR reaction unit
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TR AT 15 3%, AT PLL 3R IR B 500 10%, T 1 ETRMIERIRSEIRIB AL Z B HIR M E
AR B AR D HER IR A R8s, M Table 1 Mixing ratio of pretreated landfill leachate and
T 2 A TR 55 1) 5 AL 34T e, Sodium acetate dosage

T HITHT A H S 9B W W S B AL, 1 pLLniA LB g
=OONAF B K 25, 32, 45. 49, 56. 6.1  PUEU% CN=25 CN=32 C/N=4.5 C/N=5.0 C/N=5.6 C/N=6.1
HER S, AR 6 4 IV 2 (TE /S E T HE 2 N 0 179 229 321 350 400 436
HEAT) e, R AL BE B 3B U8 R AR AR R 4y Bk 5 Les 215 307 336 386 422
R 0%, 5%, 10%. 15%. 20%. 25%, JG 10 1.51 2.01 2.93 3.22 3.72 4.08
7K TR A A o DU AR R s L, LA 3 AT T 15 137 187 279 308 358 394
DL 1o I 4 41 R 4L YR Y S Al Ak R T COD 20 123 173 265 294 344 380

LBrFE, BRI, LR ER TSGR 25 109 159 251 280 330  3.66

BCH R RNy, #Fh 300 mL 46K Pk 3 U5
5, AR 1.0L,
14 D7k

A 81 7 B ] 60 TR A B 10 mL /KRS, #0005 min, BUE & FIE BB — & 5805,
FH 0.22 um (g RS 0k, FEZ TN % (DRB200, 25 [ M) T 2 h J5 143606 3 (DR3900, 2% [
WA ) % COD #EATIMNAE , i 285 Z8UFN 0 Al 285 B0V B2 R FH B8 1 a3 ik U i, MLVSS SR HI B df 1 e
A, DL B MLVSS Tﬁhﬁﬂﬂ PRS2 2R 2 B o R A RS AL % (M, mg-(g'h) 7)o
TERGBITINE 65 K, 4B A RO, RIS JiE # G /K 5 15 min Je/KIE G 50 mL, 3 500 rrmin
B 15 min J5, EBR FISWRIBOLUTEY), R FESFRIC o8 RO-0. RI-15 16S rDNA il F7 3% 22l /7 24 7
LioRUILS
2 #HRE5iTE
21 RMFBEITEIRER

Rl RGBATEE LA 2 iR, 0~45 d A YIALB B, LhICIK 2R AHAE A B U 5% = e A i Ui L 4
i RE AR RE , BRI E 1A B K NOS-N MR B . 91 LR 7K NOS-N i3 & ik B % 50 S0 mg L™,
B B B SRR AR R, H AR R 50 mg L'—100 mg-L'—200 mg-L'—300 mg-L'—400—

T
L S 7 100
750 0 sk SN ik —v— £x=x v vlv /vﬁvwwm
vV ,v 490
/ | v
o g :\ o g 80
= |
= vy 170 &
500 P PR )
g i 160 &
= f g
% 375+ : {50 2
I | ] \Om
< v i 40 =
% 250 i 130
: Al i 420
125 I
A E 110
A o
0 IARMERERREEAR mmﬁ | 0

40 45 50 55 60 65 70
S AIs AT ) /d
2 R1 RZESR PLL BT /ENO;-N 7K E B ZE (L FIXTNOS-N B9 KR =
Fig. 2 Variation of NO5-N concentration and removal efficiency of NO;-N in R1 system
before and after adding pretreated landfill leachate
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500 mg-L™'. B9 K bR A IK B 80% B, P2 il MR AR B i, NO-N it i VK B R A gE R E Y
500 mg-L™', MEERRMTFLE 900% L b, FFEHELE | RSURMRER R E R, MO A8 sh s &6
46 RIFUR VL 10% AR B AT AL B 8 3B 8, s KIS S AW E R MR KIE s, RAE%
S 11 d RIS N, TS A G R B8 P B F 98.3% + 1.0%, 456 RZJGikBIREE , A BT AR
IR AKE I A, AN AT R N T 10 mg L. YAk 0 S Al AL T B 2 AR 4 3t 3 B v 4k B8 1)
NO;-N, %I 5 SEHE R SEI0 e 25 0 a7 25 18 T F 5 U8 0 iy Ach 8 7 35 388 908 A S ik JRR el I8 S0 388 i %)
2K
2.2 RINBTALIR S I8 iR X R A IR 2R 59 F2 0

76 RO, RI1 SR 5920 50 LLIC K ZBRE . PLLAJC/K Z RGN M BRIE , F 4 PLL ¥ A 44 B30 %
H10%, FEH1AS RO g C/N=5.0, TEHF IR R EIEOL T X R e 22, 25Kl 3 s, M3
ATLVE 1, RO RS MSRILT 52 LB CH KB TR 8 PR %24 6.0h, RATfLE N
32.32 mg(g-h)!, T R RGTELTE 2.5 h B AT 2 5 AH ) e B g ol A8 R0, - 38 O s Ak o 38 1] 1y ik
58.05 mg-(g-h)", & RO MY 1.79 1%, X EEZ N K PLL " COD R EE N Z 4L, X T RO AY B —Bk
U5, R1AIR G ok A AT sk SBR 1Y e i Akt F# , DA T2 = i &0 %% . ELEFSINIOTIS 41+
IR, M RGENAFAEZ FaRIE RS, AP ] LURI B 2 F0 i PR . gkl 40, R1 R4
WAL AR — I F RN, TR A 2 MRS 50— MRS RN, O e A S — ik IR Y
RO R40MH, R1 RGEHE TR AL ER , b4, PLL H & & AY Ca fl Mg™ th 2 (2 k3 A W ik
HARK B — D ER . XA H ASBR 1 4b BB 02 B WA, & B 25 mmol L™ 1) Ca™ Fll Mg™ fig %
AR R A AT A M

-m- A AA A—A

= 500 m_ W WAEA e B ~1 ¢ ~ 1"
= A- MERERE 7 I P 18D g
. [ ] . = 4 =
o0 400 | A 16 & M : P
E £ | 60 & 16 ED 460 &
5 300 B £l &
b= * é 140 M 4 % {40 LF«)
& 200 ® K = o
j;‘;100- e 2E 0" 12 € J0 T
= A H =
ot X 0 o 10 0
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 05 10 15 20 25 30
S 1] /h S B[] /b
(a) RO (b) R1

3 RO, RI REFHBFAHAHSAMEHESALEN

Fig. 3 Variations of nitrate nitrogen and nitrite nitrogen in RO and R1 reactors during typical cycles
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it — R SEANR] PLL B0 LU BB e . R0R S BRAG L, HERSEIR S5 R A& 4 iR . B 4(a)
R 4b) fTLAAE 1, C/NN 2.5, 320, [Agfb# 35 PLL U b 52 S Fe i O &R o X 02 i T 7
CN K& MET, BiE PLLIS MR L, LRI, Ko FAEILY A& &St
LR F ALY R AR T R i, 3 B0h 7 A7 8 5 9 AS R /& vk B A NOG-N I ISR L, AT
AR B I ] i S R B I8 B . AE C/N A 4.5 F15.0 544 F , PLL B IARF AR B0 < 10% W}, Vo Bl
PLL 78 i 8w 7k i, e KA 20590 0 61.03 mg-(g-h) ™' #1 62.28 mg-(g-h) s 4 PLL iR AA R HOK
T 10% B, S A Ak T 3 Bl R 0 2 A 3G 0 TG B AIG Vo 7F PLL B IN B AR B4 B R 25% Bt 3k 31 5 AR
B, 4051k 45.82 mg-(g-h)™ M1 32.71 mg-(g-h) "o X2l F R T /o T oI AL 220 IR A RGN
AR AFRT 7 55 AN () TR Ja XoF 45 ol il 15 70 5 SR 22 1138 31— B0 A7, sl 2B W T 1 R I 4 R IER T S
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BB R ECR . M, ATLLEE C/N A 5.6 F 6.1 B Y S i Ak 18 R bl PLL A B 4350 A 386 in i P KK . X
AIRESE N R RGN LA T HARER , EIREHLE T, AR K I 5REE A K 58 5T A o & e % L
(B 1R 2 X B 1) A ™ A S B M RIAE T, 78 R RGE D SR AT A A 78 2 A KSR Y —
4, PLL "W 24 HLY (B IR 45 W 78 MAEAE K ILH, X4 C/N K 5.6 Ml 6.1 B & TR B4 1 48 i i
R, WonT LA BRI, o e A K I RN A A K R R A4 R R B A T R A T SR T L
U PLL R 2 REACSEACE R, 18 10 R AR A 25 R0 5 B R U1, 8 PLL WS Jin i 46 504 COD
b, BRA L 4.5~5.0 H PLL BN AR TR B0H 5%~15% I BTt B #Y COD 4 A 4.10%~13.5%. itk
AL, #h0 PLL Firdis sk 9 COD i U AE 4.10%~13.5% 365 B P4 R S A1 30 Bl 25 28 Y 300 I R

FAN, HIE 4c)~(H) BT LAFE H, 7E C/N K 4.5~6.1 I}, COD 2[4 2 [ifi PLL 78 h1 Fb 451 14 3% i 1%
W FE o X UL AR N PLL AR MR A U AT AR & S BR BRI %, A g . (HE, 7E
C/N 4 5.6 F1 6.1 B}, COD KBRRII/INTF 64.96%; MMifE C/N N 3.2, 4.5, 5.0 B COD X FRF i Koy
HIT K] 96.77% . 84.38%. 82.67%. B, Zi6 7% i COD M FH AR fb % 2 i R &, &l
TE C/N K 3.2~5.0 5544 &, F PLL B4 AR R 20 B HI7E 5%~15%, REBE7E B COD 25 [k 2 1y [m]
BF, ] AR I i A4 i SR Ak

o100 | R =~ =
=2 T . = g )
2 %60 Z % Z
2w L £
B O 20 2O u5
0 5 10 15 20 25 O 0TS Tl 15 20 25
PLLY I A3l % PLLYII L 151/% PLLYRJIIHL A3l %
(a) COD/NO3;-N=2.5 (b) COD/NO;-N=3.2 (¢) COD/NO;-N=4.5
. 80 - 80 : 80
100 [ CODERF 100[ 7z COD LR 100[ Z2 COD EFRF
. e 02 R gife s 70 o 70
3‘ 20 60 = ¥ 80 60 = ¥
) 50 & A 50 s A
% 60 0 > & 60 o Z &
en en
g8 40 A30 E 24 40 30 E 2‘1
o 20 20 % 8 20 120 2 8
/ 10 10
0 ,% 0 !
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
PLLZSNEL A5/ % PLLZS N LA/ % PLLZSIN L)/ %
(d) COD/NO;-N=5.0 (e) COD/NO;-N=5.6 (f) COD/NO;-N=6.1

4 ECNEARFERTIRLFS IR BRMELGI T Vyy F1 COD KRR
Fig. 4 Removal rates of V},y and COD under the conditions of different C/N and pretreated landfill leachate addition ratios

24 STEDFSH

1) 78 0 A 3R 7 3098 U RXT TR R 5 AR AR X R B R SR . i Y, 2 M REAR BRI S
PR J5 A4 0% 0 8053 3 2 36 591 1 39 831, Shannon Fl Simpson 4 5043 %1l 2 2.366. 2.511 1 0.738
0.686, SUJ# 5 RGN 100%, KW P45 Rl 5E . & 508 RO M R1 REEIE1TH 65 KA
S BRI YR R AR . B IR S(a) TN, 2 OB AR B REAS HY 8 AN, X REZH RO S B A g
M EERT 1% E TG 38, 75 8 Gammaproteobacteria(y-% ¥ W 4 , 72.78%).
Alphaproteobacteria(a-"F X W 40, 20.98%). BacteroidiaPUFF B M, 4.77%), &2 F1M 98.53%. iX
SRS T RN Rl 77 5 R R R YRR B B AL . SEEREH RSN e B
FIXFFRERT 1% BPLSHwA 4 B, 70000 y-2ETE R (77.66%) . o- AR TR (13.34%)  UFFFIEA (4.17%)
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N Clostridia(#8 W4, 3.21%), i b2 F1°N 98.38%., ¥si PLL 7] LAHE = 47K | Gammaproteobacteria
F1 Clostridia WIAHX F £ .

M 5(d) AT, FEJEKSF, RO I R1ARBEK: A 17 #iE)E, Hrb Pseudomonas(it 1 & )
Thauera(Fi) JE R # J& ). Pannonibacter F1 Proteiniphilum Y5}y 2 A4~ [ N #% N B S5 g, AR XS = B2 43501
N 54.75%. 13.26%. 1.49%. 1.79% 1 59.39%. 17.7%. 1.95%. 1.97%. MEEELEEEE B, X
4 Fh I AL T RE I 7E R1 RIS B ok fb FNE 4L, T Pseudomonas™ . Thauera. Pannonibacter 3 EHA R
I RS AR REYE . QIAO R FE ALK th 3 B i 1 MRS == [RETPEFFAR & Thauera sp.K11, &I
RERI I 10 ZF0 By 25701 A= W0 A L P HEAR AT S i Ak s e 75 2 ) A MBR &b 375 75 1 i 2 25 A AL
JE K, & B Pannonibacter sp.W1 RE S A R fift W Z B R BE IR o 3k i — 2D UE W] 1 WS iy Ak 28 7 30 %
TEWR T AL ROCR s A, SRNZm AR, JEJZ i RO BY Flavobacterium =F £ = F R1, {H
R1 H 8 Anoxynatronum =F £ 8 1.85%, J& FAREHE, & RO M 46.25 5 (HAE RO 1L 5 0.04%). X
V. BH 8 00 Ry Ak 3 7 3238 08 WOE R T Anoxynatronum A= . ELENA 2838 DUMM/R A0 B T — Fh g
Bl IR S R & Anoxynatronum, I % BT 0] LAR) 41 48 2 55 KA T A I A i IR SC B AL, RERS
FREE BN B ARG Y . X MR T HER SEE T COD 2 B 25 bifi 1iy Ak 2 2 08 V0 4 in 1 34 i o vy
LA .

100 100 ¢
Gracilibacteria JGI_0000069-P22
90 }?/lh l;ioztgenetes 90 Rhodospirillales
ollicutes L Oceanospirillales
g0 L icutes 80 5P
Eggig’)l?é?;rlchla Chrysiogenales
70 F Gosiriald. 70 + Caulobacterales
S acteroidia . I Acholeplasmatales
= 60 Alphaproteobacteria o 60 ; ic
X Gammaproteobacteria ® Erysip elotrlghales
# 50 #0050 Flavobacteriales
Z ol 7 a0 Clostridiales
= = Rhizobiales
30 L 30 b Bacteroidales
Micavibrionales
20 + 201 Betaproteobacteriales
w0l 10 b Pseudomonadales
0 ) 0
RO-0 R1-1 RO-0 R1-1
(a) BT (b) HACY:
100 [ others
others
90 | Peptostreptococcaceae Z};{;‘tleaec;laotfnléa
Nitrincolaceae Nitri;glcola
80 | Chrysiogenaceae Desulfurispirillum
20l Caulobacteraceae .Parapusil imonas
< Acholeplasmataceae S Brevundimonas
;( 60 | Clostridiaceae_1 i Acholeplasma
# Family XII = Proteiniclasticum
w50t Burkholderiaceae # Fusibacter
= Erysipelotrichaceae = Erysipelothrix
= 40 Clostridiaceae_2 = .Anoxynatronum
30l Flavobacteriaceae Flavobacterium
Rikenellaceae Proteiniphilum
20 + Dysgqnamonadaceae Panngmbacter
10} Rieseticeae P
| Pseudomonadaceae W Pseudomonas
ROO RI1 RO-0 R1-1
(e) FHKT: W mAer

5 ROFIR1 RGIEITEH 65 RETARE 5 2KF ERMEMRELEH

Fig. 5 Microbial community structure at different taxonomic levels in RO and R1 systems on the 65th day of stable operation

2) WA B 7 3 15 U WO S AL D BE R X T B RS m . R Ak S B AE 4 2P RV (NOS-N—
NO;-N—>NO—-N,0—N,), 43l i R it It i (NAR) . A B2 i J i (NIR), — % b 204 )i il (NOR)
—4A 4 R 5 (NOS) #E 47 Ak, X 4Fh D RE 2K F1 A9 Za i JE X 0 1) & nar . nir. norfil nos. H
K 671 H, B& T NOS S 3 H nosz#b, FHMH narG. nirS. nirK 1 norB A X & & 1F R1 914 1) 42
1498, 3.69. 10.80 F12.38f% . NOS HA/EHI 24 N,O fiEALIE I N,, H X - E & B il Ak 1 BR
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SR, o B R AL R B 2 NIR HENO;N zr B8R o
A S NO B9 BP9, B IL, R1 Y nosz o
R A5 (G TE RO JFAS 2 HE 3 A 30 fl 5 PR i1 S0

20 8 A T M X S T A S A W T L i B & A

Rl 23 A 4 A% 284 IE Fil§ 2 38 it i (Cu-NiRs) 1Y Zﬂﬂ .

nirK R4 A5 12T 2 od1 30 6 R 340 B il (cd1- i — r47rﬁ:
NiRs) ) nirS, PLL Ff & ) 5l B F & Cu-NiRs narG  nirK  nirS  norB nosZ
PR T2 Cu 420 T 2t A RS 45 4 L LA

“ . . . #UE P<0.05 L FE P<0.01, ***{{3E P<0.001,
R, 398 T nirK 1938355 cd1-NiRs 2 —Ffi 6 ROFIRI ZGEHNRBEHIIEERNESEE

AHX
~

Il SRR RE M, KRR AR I LRSS Fig. 6 Relative content of denitrifying functional
HH., BRXEFEASAMAER SSIENEF genes in RO and R1 system

fEi, AT LAHEI, PLL AR ML T A bk, Miidem 17 niK B9AEX %57 . PINTATHONG
GG B, SN Fe(1Il) A1 Mo(VI) AT LA4E 5 NAR {6 P, X AIRES PLL & A 1) Fe*'. Mo® n] LI
BI58 narG MY FIXT F IR A 5. qPCR X Ty BE Jk PR 119 AH X A 12 45 SRAR G A B 1 2 A 2 I 2% T 4 B
Y S A AR AR RE 25 5%

3 g

1) LATE K TR 51 Ay W — it 5 Ah 380 e VR BE A AR R K, AR AR T Dol s AR R A T TS U8, R
JAEAE AR 32.32 mg(g-h) s 24 PLL B AMATRIT B0 10% B, e RO 5T 2 58.05 mg-(gh) s

2) PLL 7t 24 ik YR i GE 42 = 2 MR R R o 78 C/N Ry 3.2~5.0 514~ , PLL 0 kb 6 R 10%~
15%, fix K COD 5% K 96.77%, ¥R PLL BAY 1.23~1.41 %,

3) WS PLL X G5 A= 4 B 28 000 B A W S s o), (EL 2 AR T AR A TR R RE B AR X SE BE, Pseudo-
monas . Thauera. Pannonibacter Fl Proteiniphilum A1 %F F= B4 T $& 55, Alphaproteobacteria F1 Bacteroi-
dia FAXT = B WAT AR

4) PLL M9 M A S il A D RE L A narG . nirK. nirS 1 norB AR XS & &40 B HE 5 T 4.98, 3.69.
10.80 1 2.38 i, {H— %4k — U3 J5 il 2 15 3L R nosZ 1) AH X 28 35 5 A1 T REAIK o
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Abstract In order to explore the feasibility of pretreated landfill leachate (PLL) as an additional carbon source
for the removal of high concentration nitrate nitrogen, SBR system R0 and R1 were established(R0O: anhydrous
sodium acetate carbon source; R1: PLL + anhydrous sodium acetate carbon source). Efficient denitrifying
activated sludge was obtained through cultivation with the simulated high concentration nitrate nitrogen
wastewater and PLL addition from anaerobic biofilter. Then its denitrification efficiency was investigated, and
the molecular biological was also analyzed. The results showed that nitrate nitrogen could be almost completely
removed within 2.5 hours in R1 system at PLL addition volume fraction of 10%, and the denitrification rate
reached 58.05 mg-(g-h)™', which was 1.79 times of R0O. 16S rDNA sequencing showed that the microbial
population structure of RO and R1 reactors were comparatively similar. The dominant denitrifying bacteria in the
first three abundances were pseudomonas, thauera and pannonibacter, but their relative abundances were
different; The results of qPCR showed that the relative expression of denitrification genes narG, nirK, nirS and
norB in experimental group R1 was significantly higher than that in control group R0O. PLL as an additional
carbon source could promote the sludge denitrification activity.

Keywords pretreated landfill leachate; high concentration nitrate; denitrification; microbial community

structure
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