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H,-MBfR [z FHALRCRE S 5% i PR =%

Bk, LA A, A A
LN B K 2 BB RL 2 5 TR B, 25 M 2150005 2. 3 117 A= 16 5 /K WA A1) FH B R [ 5% b ik T 50 58
%, M 2150005 3. YT ALK Ak B AR S BB R BT oL, IR0 215009

B B AAFRMARBEE Y, TR, R RS R TGAKAEIT 2 ER Y S AR ) I
& (hydrogen-based membrane biofilm reactor) 2 ¥ £k i) P35 3 S LR AU fE, H %8 TR #E KW BE . pH, il &
(V) 55 R Z XS Hy-MBIR SRS AL PR 5200, S04 TR G M E Y RFVE RRAE . 25 R R ARREFT5E 144
PN N i ) RS AL SOR Y T AR RE AE 98% L b, M A1 R A R TS 3, EEREEHAMT, Ed
P v K NO, N ¥R B2 RN 48 J 7K 7 /5 B i [8] (HRT), N Az T a1 3.3 65, REHERRE . S M
feEfe, MXTFRFREA, T 4E CO, M IICHE B & 2975 .0.83~1.25 g(Lh NO,-N I1); HAEVI IR pH 7 7.5 &
A, RAE AR R b O A R AR B AR R R AR J, B R B A ARG B — Bk, B g, AR TR SRS AR
& 16s IRNA f= 1 1 ) 7P 25 SR 28, AR H1 Proteobacteria /& H,-MBfR R £ 5 W], MEE RS2 Mk aE
T, R JE S B 47.5%. unclassified f Comamonadaceae . norank f Blastocatellaceae, Hydrogenophaga Fl
Rhodobacter & H,-MBfR R G¢ i 8L (1) [ i AL T B, Aefa e B8 2 8 T 3R Bl 46% 2247 o

KR FULTUE A YR N A o A AR AL s R mE T A YRS

I T AL AR R BOS AR & B A& WHEGHE A A SRk IR, SECE ERA . KASY)
RERE A5 55 — R A A PR B ) @2 B A 1 2 Al Oy HEObs o H #2770, BVEGR PR HERCE BN 15 K
AT SR AR A Y H bR, H RIS K AL BT 32 R A S Ak - SRR 0 A% G A ) T R
T2, AP AR S, 2 S AR AR A E R Pk

1 L RS AC I B N H AR B9 75 K AL BT 3R bR i v, AEAET ZAMIAT HLAR IR, Wi . L
CTRIEFVE EIHE o AU B, AUG I T 47 A, HA UKD =808 RN, 7T HEF 3
TR Y BN GE A AR R R IR B BRI S LT L SO AILBR IR R X L, A
o K AR ARXE LB AR XA U REAE . WU AR S BGS eI T 20, AT G Y F <45 K
B Y AT RS AR SRS . V5K AR EGE . BRI RIS OCHED, R, MR AR I A AR v R A A A
YR AL Z .

H % B fil Ak T /5 AR IR A ALAR IR . A 7= A RS e R 4x s e T D S R, TR R
COD/N JE 7K Ab 31 v BT RAF R N N . i FAUMA R AR, EZ0 M E SR . SRAFRMEAHF
Rt B A IR AL SRE RS, (X pH SOREGS , AN AT A U R R ] A A
s BHEE: 2022-02-19; FAHHEA: 2022-05-18
E2E&TH: ERAKRBEILLSHBITH (51878430)

T—EE: BB (1995—), L&, W+ B R, 1729448003@qq.com; RGBIE(EE: £ @ 3% (1973 —), L+, #H 4%,
wjf302@163.com
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Yk, HAE R B IR R KRS ey . Bk A IR R ALK I 2 1T B AR ER TR N — )2 Bl R
AL FRCR, A& NH,, R RSB g fel P, S A FE SR T IS . &0
AR AR, BILAZ BRI T SR EAE . G TR SO A0 G AR SRS AR ) RN A A
KA T X — R BR .

S IR AR W B N £ (HL-MBIR) K A8 0 B4 AR 5 v 2 &1 4 RSP B 26 &, R RN Ak
JE 1M sh 11, H, DAJCH i < 2% 3 2R W N, S B A e R s SR R
W, H, FIAIRE, #eT H Mo KUY, MBIR UL H, b A, S48 1 75 4 W 38 5k (5 25
WM =Y, T AT R AR . s AR /AR R IR | R Ak
BIGRYEIHFFEIS, TANG PR H,-MBR I H T 52 PR T /K (9 52 il fb 5k iie . 7690 4R NO, Jii i
W PE R 11.9 mg L' BF, SAHALE RN 0.8~2.9 g-(m>d) ", WAHARLE ZEIRAL, H, Fl A% 100%. H,-
MBfR LR R BIRLRE, % NO, -N ¥k | pH A1 it 55 AL K R 95200 RITTMANN %5 %
16 H-MBfR 11, H 35 AL fetd pH 7 7.7~8.6, pH M3t 8.6, NOy ERH B ZE FFE . NO, 2 I
SPU O H, JE Jy, &UGE & 0.04 mg-(em®d)” H0F] 0.13 mg-(em®-d)™, AT R AR PR Y 8 TR AL
AE. H,-MBR #E47 SASAL I AL, A R0 o 1, % i BEERUR R AR AR PR P, TE75 4 ma pLas g
TG Y, TETG KA BT S A B BsE v AT AR . W R A i 9 2 DAk T K
TR BE RS TR AR AT 5, W HAE TS K AL B ) IR BE RS AL R A I 58 i A 2 W, . ARBFSE LA H, 7E8
LR, %57 MBR [0 #% B9 S fE PERE o BEAh, B8 T NO, NV | pH. S i 55 G4 K
F X H,-MBIR S i fbad #0520, 76 SL LAl L B TR G A YRR R 1E, 0 H,-MBR 8+
15K )G A T AR N RS %
1 MB5ER*®
1.1 LEERE

SER R E B 2 4] H-MBIR 4%, 43 ilar 2o A 4R B 41 (81 1), RR41 MBIR 43 0 328 FI RN,
FHREI A 4, MG Sh S BUKIEER . DAGRIUE I N # N TRIRTR A& 3950, JR78 25 248 4 540 2 1l
TR B Y) 01, AR SRR W ¥ S AR A RIS S T IO AR, LA Lk AR W BURE X N A 3B AT
TR R TS, ROV AR 1.2 em, 5 36 cm, A 32 M PVDF w28 25 4 Il (B P9 42 250 pm,
JIE AN AR 350 wm) 4 B9 B TR, AN 86.2 cm?, 4L I W #% MR FR K 80 mL, Hirh A R A
60 mL,

s T

(a) &5H41H (b) SRR A
1 H,-MBfR &k R sz FIE BB A
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram and photographs of the H,-MB1R reactor
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1.2 SERKJR

2 SR SR AR R AL A AR RE S 3 R TN TR EC K, BL 20 mg- L™ #Y NaHCO, N EHLBR I, 1%
F% 3L 5 i NaNO;. K,HPO,. KH,PO, Flfsf & 7t 2 P $iz — % LB L il o o & 6 % 43 51 2~ : 100 mg- L™
ZnS0,-7H,0, 30mg-L™'MnCl,-4H,0, 300mg-L™"'H,BO,, 200mg-L"' CoCl,-6H,0, 50mg-L "' CuSO,'5H,0,
10 mg-L ' NiCl,-6H,0, 170 mg-L™' MgCl,, 100 mg-L™' CaCl,-2H,0.
13 SKWFEA

D) YRR REE T S T B 8 MS *1 REB[HERATENRBEITIRN
TeXt R BB SR SE ), A 41 N B4 A R Ry Table 1 Operating conditions corresponding to the reactor
WIETR . B 4L N SR R SR . BRE R performance improvement process

RE2E TSR TV IE 5 000 mg L ZE AT, 4y g 20 NOGNWEL IR

HfE/d < (mmol-L7) MPa
J YA HE A PR RR S T 2 DB B, A B BB,

O, R . . I 15~28 1 0.05 15 6.8~7.0
R AR BGEATHG D7, HRT M 48 h &l Jy 1 29~37 2 0.05 15 6.8~7.0
24 h, AELERE 0.05 MPa, #E7K NO, -N ¥ & ' o
. e s e mm 38~47 3 0.05 15 6.8~7.0
A 1mmol- L7, & RKAMPE . HKpH, fHARLE
/4_ 1t s b A GE LAY e g I\ 48~59 4 0.06 15 6.8~7.0
AR R R o TERESE TR B, L kK, v N s ) 008 ] 6570
B B HE K NO, -N K B, [N & 115 47 T ' o
Vi 66~73 5 0.06 6 6.8~7.0

BLANER 1 FiR o
2) St A AR AR = (1) BT, Al GEad b 2 2 R L B A8 50 0 A TR IR AR R T Y

SR MR RS () #EATITHER

CNO; —-N

— ™

KA o AR HER, mg(Lh). CANO;-N) R IR 78 K — B [a] BL 9 il /8 5 ok B2 A2 4k,

mg-L™s A¢ RN, he

'NO;-N =

K
Jn = Z (PO_Pm—If)kl (2)

Kb g, EGER, g(m™d) s K BERMEREMRKIEFEIBER, K 18x10" m (m) "z N
s AR IR T (MR -IENAR), um; PoRAN S S 4EIEN A SR T, bar; P Ron h a5 47 4
FEE R R S0 T ) A S T, bars k3R i AE A R TR BE RN R U T B SRR R 4 o T A R
., 1g0.0112m°) ",

3) M i . KAEZ0.45 wm 7K A U8 B ) 08 JS R AT 43 B o A A A A B R 58 Ah 43 oo BE
(HJ/T 346-2007), AHASR TR N-(1-5338)- 2 e/ MO, pH il (H#X pH 11 (BestLab 962 244)
HEATIAE o

16S rRNA 5738 5 W 57 3B BCHE R 5 U8 0 S 4 38 47 A [R) B B 1) A P A i, 326 22 363 A
PEAT A 43 B o 16S TRNA JE R 7E V3~V4 =378 Xy, % F 40 5 38 51 9 338F(5°-ACT
CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") & 806R(5’-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3"). 74k 751 i
FEAly b H B 979% ARAIPE e BT, 13 25 OTU X R Rl 4y 2515 8., IFEES K LGt R R 5 i
HEVR AL, FRASRES TP E YT (phylum) F1JE (genus) 254 Fh 4 il 2 4 7

2 FER5R
2.1 H,-MBfR BRI RIZEEBITRELMEE
1) #FP5 J X Hy-MBIR i 230 RE b . AT TAEG A Y, MBIR BB A (AR AR
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) RN F 32 1K (15 Y 0) DA W 1 B W I AR 6 97 80, T8 T S 1l 9 BOBR (counter-diffusion biofilm),
Bt , MBIR JH 85 A YRS OCTE . BEM A [R5 U8 1Y MBIR S A A6 91 £k 4 5 i Bt 1 ) ik 5 56
ZERMNE 2 s o R REEATGIE A A, RIARIEIT 2d 5, NOy -N ¥ EE i #E /K% 1 mmol L' F
k% 2 K9 0.35 mmol-L™'; 3847 8d Ji, Hi7K NO,-N ¥k K £ 0.014 mmol-L™'(&] 2(a)). MEE 9 K IF
7, HRT J#%4 24 h, fUEMRRIERL, 55 10 K NO, -N ZBRRiEF] 98.4% L I, IFfRErfe. #
FhIR A5 B 4L 2(b), higviair 2dJa, K NO, -N ¥ JEH 0.4 mmol- L™, &M % 5% 10 K,
Hi K NOy-N #k JEAIK % 0.008 mmol-L™', 7655 11 X, J8% HRT By 24 h, NO, -NIKEENEA T, MEAE
KB AT, 55 14 K NO, -N RKPRFiRE| 98% L) 1. ILHT, whasef 4 faim e & — 2 58 h
YRR, oK pH 435 4E 7.8 24y, T m =iy 5 B, Ak MBR YIMER B B 4858 1 .

R T RS H AN G Ve X H,-MBIR J3 ShALBE B S0, 78 S #1847 55 6 R A 12 K, 435X AL
B 2 FEAT IR L R T2 88, A Rk v R AR Ak RN S Ak R A AR B A TR 2¢e) RN D 2(d) s . &R
A 21X NO, -N I i BRI T B4, A b #* i 0.751 mg:(L-h) ' #& &% 1.347 mg-(L-h) ',
B 2H J it A6 3 % 1 0.608 mg-(L-h) ' $2 /& F) 1.114 mg-(L-h) 'y IWEA Dbt R E, RMFH Rz
11, AR TADBEAPGEIE B, ¥IRELE 14 d NIk B0 F0E Rk PEfE . A 41N # B F S i Ak i5
T, JVHECRE M, 10 d A2 47 Bl 3k B8R 0E 0 RS AL 3, A R T H,-MBR KAl A6 i P s 2

of e et AR e R
- . g -
08t —=— HKNO;-N 1& L08f / ‘ M 180
D v —e— H1I/KNO;-N 170 - - —=— JKNOS-N {70
3 06k A $7](NO;—N {60 & E 06k B//’g —— H:'J/J(NOZ’—N 160 «
: o TNERE [ = - kN0, N lso %
= & . i i
& 041 e NO;-NE R 40 5 04t e NO- {40 &
= | T~~, el O N %
%{% 130 %{7 S-NZBRR 130 &
R L 104 L
H_‘z 0.2 420 ® 02 120
0 J10 410
I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] 0 0 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] O
2 4 6 8 100 12 14 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
BN/ BT/
(a) LAt tki5 e (b) RET5 e
1.0 14p
—— LTSI OR ol XY AT
—: 0.8 —A— [REAIG IR/ 6K T P2 RIS
B —e— JUHILIGIR/AR 12K < 1o}
g o6l —o— RETG IR/ 12K 2
E o 08F
Py g
i E
§ 04} W 06f
4 #
e S 04}
S o2t =
X 02f
0 -n It 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 0
0.2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 oK EAVSS
BATHT IR/
(c) NO;-Nj i fbakhg (d) NO;-NJZ kg =

B2 TEEMEIRERNMERRELMEELE
Fig.2 Comparison of denitrification efficiency at start-up stages with different inoculated sludge
2) H,-MBIfR i LG RE AU 32 T+ o %5 I3 A 2 R0 B 20 S I % B iU 8 A W I IS, T & P e AR
E, JFRRERES . WL, PLALURRTTEXTSR, 8t Kk 8 Xt R G0 AL A BE RIS, s 4T T
LR 1, S as AR AL AN A 3 TR .
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TERT 3 AMHEE, #E7K NO, N #eEH 1 mmol - L™ I O N s
BB R 3 mmolL, % R K 4 5 f‘%@# - o
98.6% LA I, JCNO,-N ZFl; HIVHEL, ik L N ] 80
K NO, N R H I F 4 mmol L, A ERR 5 | | W ino ] e
A TR 78% A, UK NOy-NRJE E § %j ;:jﬁ%%_wg
F+ 2 0.86 mmol-L™', H /K A WA R £ 4 B 2r D ™NEBR  Ja0
W TEMRREE AR, EBUEHEKNO, N & | NG
WREEE, RBRARTRE, (HR S A A 'm
Bt 0 I B B, MR A S B 0 Bt 45 s o 85 70 7
R N AR R i N W D 2 L ] EF )/

Ko FEH S0 K A 4y K B 0.05 MPa(0.080 B3 H,-MBIR M &EIZFHIN R 04 2 S 1L 3k
g-(m*d)™") & & F) 0.06 MPa(0.096 g-(m*d) "), & Fig. 3 Denitrification efficiency at H-MB{R performance
Ak REZ W P2 7, 7K NO; -N il NO, -N ¥ eniiancement stage

JEZHT T . RS FESS VB BL, 4% HRT 4 6 h, iB47 fufirdt | 1 3.3 7%, RAHIL &bk R e
98.7% LA I TESCEERE b, #F— 582 @ kK NO, -N VR JE 2 Smmol-L™', S i 1k 2 bR R 35 4k F5 7%
98.5% LA b, AT HAME =Y. AR, RERmAScRE . R E, HEA
I R AR A R AFPERE . SR N RO AL A S TR S i ALK RE A E 2

FOF T LA AL D 7 SR Y S 57 AL, S AR IO AL T 207 W o /CURK . T ks
e, SR, Tl E T CO, i, FEEFTLIAIE CO, 1F 0 A YR KA TEHLAR IR, 3% 2
ST AR HLE T B R H, 15 5 O AL 7 A SO AR I NO,-N L BR R A CO, HE R . 125+ 7
St e, AFEA YL A, CO, HRCR A 225, BUE(E N 0.83~1.25 g, fELFriztrid
b, T AR RAE, COyNZE T HISH . H,-MBfR [ & 38 i Jo FL IR AR iy J7 =X,
ARG T H, W R REAR A BRI, 42 5 TOH, BRI, HJC CO, HEk, fEi5K) BRIk bR . BUR
IR RRER P, BATRAFAY AT REVHERCR

®2 TEBRFHENRFEUMLES CO, HIEHR

Table 2 Comparison of denitrification performance and CO, emissions of different electron donors

B bR 2 R NO;-NEBRH/% S COHEitE: 1g 22 3CHk
FH e 5CH;0H + 6NO;—3N, + 5CO, + 7H,0 + 60H" 92.8~98.7 W& AR IE T IR 0.83 [27]
T 5C,H,0OH + 12NO; —6N, + 10CO, + 9H,0 + 120H 100 WAL R 0.83 [28]

2tk 5CH,COO" + 13H" + 8NO, —4N, + 10CO, + 14H,0 99 LR N A% 1.25 [29]
R 5C,H,50,+24NO,+ 24H'— 12N, + 30CO, + 42H,0 88~92 BT 1.25 [30]
R 2NO, +5H,+2H"—N,+6H,0 98.5 LA RS S 0 ABIFFE

22 #MEZR

1) 7k BE XA H SR RS . AR AE R 53 o 0.06 MPa, HRT A ISh 44T, i@
1 SR A R S 56 25 25 OR 6] NO, -N R R NO, -N ¥R XS I i AL T6 i sg i, 25 R an &l 4 i . 2
HEK NO;-N M B, RAE A s R 3 (8] 4(d)). >4 NO;-N ¥ B i 1 mmol-L™" 3% ¥ 3% il #] 4 mmol- L™
W, BCRG AL F ) 4.20 mg-(L-h) ! 32 55 3 1078 mg-(L-h) ™', Hok /K M B M L R Bl Ak S 3R R b
1o XA G A W] A Tl i R AR SRR S Y ST H-MBIR AR R h A KA R Eh W B R S, R
N #ATY R A Rr = AU A AL A R 52 . HLRSEIR 25 R R W], W AE R R 2 S AL T R Ak i b ml e
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4 —— 1 mmol - L"' NO;-N L7 —— 1 mmol - L' NO;-N
_ —*—2 mmol - L~ NO;-N _ //i\\ —*—2 mmol - L' NO;-N
o3l —=a— 3 mmol - L' NO;-N o L2y ¥ —a— 3 mmol - L' NO;-N
= —&—4mmol - L NO;-N = // —e— 4 mmol - L'NO;-N
£ £ 09}
£, )
= =
3 & 0.6 -
: 2
I en 1 L G
o) L
S S 03
0 0
0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600 0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600
iz 475 ) /min &4 7 H)/min
(a) NO;-NJzfiffbig (b) NO;-NREBELL
2.1 -§ 11 -
NO- 10
~ L8F —&— 1 mmol - L' NO,;-N ~
5 s ——2 mmol - L' NO;-N = z'
c 2 4
EL} 26t
2 ool \w S5t
&® 2y
Z \ w 4r
. 0.6F S|
S \ = 3L
“ 03} = 2t
1+
0 -
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 1 2 3 4
1B 47 H} ] /min NO;-N¥kJ#/(mmol - L)
(c) NO,-NJfififeak e (d) NO;-NJs fiff fb s

B 4 #HKKENE B FRELOZN

Fig. 4 Effect of influent concentration on hydrogen autotrophic denitrification

K NO;-N ¥ B B =y, Wil g $h B R b Bk K o e 7 78 2R BB NO, -N 7E NO;y -N 5% 4= [ i )
120 min B HG#H 25 . %48 T 1 mmol-L7 1 2 mmol-L™' B NO, -N By J5 i 7, NO, -N 4 H 35 %
B AL 3R 43 3k 5.5 mg-(L-h) ™' Fll 7.3 mg-(L-h) ™", B 5 TR0 [R) vk B2 9 NO, -N A fh iR o A A %
L CH,COONa A 4 in e I i) S Al PRIk 98 & 80, TCie ik 2 75 7 A2, Al fbad 2 Hh 24 0 0 il i 6
R RG W RIS, WAS R AR U 22 i Al 1R 3k 0 i 31 W0 i 152 6 20 R . i 1R 5k 08
S U B R 25 1 B B BT S R I A TR S 3 D SR AT T i T R R R R R 5 BT A
iz £ R By B R P K5 LSS A & A 3R s A R b, SRR AR i BT
Al BEJE Y IR A ML R 5 WA R R 8 R AR S 300 . A B IR Ld RE i, wpal 7= 4 30 i R SR Y
A R g IV P S A S A, ol A B I R R A 3 T R T A R R AR SR R 0
P SRR R TR, (AR AR RS S Ak A A

2) pH X} & H F2 AL 2 ma . pH SR AW IR R — BT SE, SOl 72 b 2 5 8o B
B, ZH FF RSB e fE pH A 7.6~8.6%, ¥R A B pH A A T RN g8 AR E B 1T . AR
TEE 53 0.05 MPa, HRT 2y 15 h B4 1F T, % %8 pH X H,-MBIR (19 AL RCR B9 52 e, 45 5%
B S iw. nlW, HEK pHAERFE R AT, IO R, o i ol (IR 40 & pH ¥4 23 5% i)
RS A . pH BAR T H - HEAOR BE B 72 20 R 5 in ok ven ) pH 25 30 i & 3% B A 1R 1 B,
W1k pH 7E 6~7.5 I, AR AL E R TE 9.58 mg-(L-h)"' UL E . BRI pHTE 7.5 K247, LA N
L HE A i R, AR R BRI AL, HRME G, pHIIMZE 82 £, K&HE T
pH AHXT LSRR . WIhh pH 7E 6.5 Al 7 B, #04 H BRAS S A PR +h AU ER , pH BRI 1 A2 4. it
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327 15¢
8¢
z ~ 12t
»Tl 24+ '\_.]
é 2.0 E 09}
E 1.6 | E
L? 12+ =06
& 08t T
g 03f
“ 04l z
0r 0k
0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600 0 60 120 180 240 300 360 420 480 540 600
3247 ) /min 12475 ) /min
(a) NO;-NJZfj b3k (b) NO;-NZBUHA
9.6 10
92| _
88 S~ 8r XA
- %2
8.4 =2 ‘ﬁ
oy 2 %%
% | =~ 'A
7.6 W $A
w4 A
72} ; &
65 T %2
ST {g 2k A
6.4 4
6.0 b 1

0 6‘0 liO léO 2;10 360 360 450 42;0 5;10 6(‘)0
JZ AT} ]/min
(¢) [ s AIpHAEfb (d) NO;-Nz fitffl iz
5 K pH XS B FRELHFNT
Fig. 5 Effect of influent pH on hydrogen autotrophic denitrification

KpHTE 8 i fy, AR R pH M 9, AR FRUEWIER M. Wi, #EpHE TS AL, &K
F 1) pH AT 4EFREAE FAL A B Y, A R W v A

3) U XA H IR AR e . SSAE I R A, X RS A, R Sis AT
R, HERERV B IR, AN, S R T E AR AR, AR T A
FEAT R, 1 REIRIE P . ARBFIEAE HRT 6 h S E R, %4557, 500 0.064, 0.080, 0.096,
0.112 71 0.128 g-(m’-d)™" % H,-MBIR 11 2 i £k 24 SR 1 5% i) (6F Bz 114 & 43 FE 4303 24 0.04. 0.05. 0.06.
0.07 1 0.08 MPa)s H1 &l 6 AT WL, BEZE J, 300, NO, -N Al B i o 2 3,k i 453 S il A R 42 5
Mg, N 0.128 g-(m*d) B, NO,-N [ F& fif o et by 16.5 mg-(L-hy o ] 7= 4 NO, -N i 4 i it
Bifi g, 3G SR Hog, BOR I8 F] NO, -N 1 i KA R FERTER G . J, O 0.064 g-(m>d) " B, 7F
300 min 1} ¥ NO, -N i K 24 1.18 mmol-L™'; J, 8 hn %] 0.128 g-(m>-d)"' B, 7E 180 min i} NO, -N
R RE &N 0.62 mmol L', J, X Al R #h 1Y 3R AU el 5 fiF 1R £h 19 B A Ak i 38 B A IR 47 19— 3L
PE HOME T, w7 EUE G, SRV TS QLW 22 BR A8 ) Ko - A T R g aR UYL PR 4R A B
H, JE 7, AR FEAE AR AR AL . MACRA BRSPS, S briztrid b, MBEUR 1 200 f
Ak g SE5E, e85 J M 0.096 g-(m?-d) " (W B9 A 4 JE K 0.06 MPa).
2.3 WEMBETERSEHTN

D) 1K W RE VS G54 73 Fr o AR H-MBR R G Fa & RO . BES N 28195 4T, A=
Yy RS G R, AR N AE PR K GBS U0 g, R o A A B R A AR X AR B R . X H,-MBIR I #5 5
1 REEFIIS IR (A0) B Has 17 =55 47 K (A1) FIES 73 K (A2) I AR W JEAE & e A7 ol i o0, LTIk
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5¢ 12~ —&— J =0.064 g - (m? - d)!
—=— J,=0.064 g - (m? - d)"* ’ —6— J =0.080 g - (m? - d)”!
—: 4 —o— J =0.080 g - (m? - d)”! ~ 10} ;. —a— J,=0.096 g - (m’ -d)”
B ' —a— J =0.096 g - (m? - d)"! 0 1\ —o— J =0.112 g+(m? - d)"
2 —— J =0.112 g - (m*-d)’' < 08 - (m?+d)”!
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Abstract Hydrogen autotrophic denitrification is a sustainable low carbon wastewater treatment process due to
resource conservation and no secondary pollution. In order to study the rapid start-up of denitrification and its
denitrification performance in a hydrogen-based membrane biofilm reactor (H,-MBfR), the effects of key factors
such as different influent concentrations, pH and hydrogen flux (/) on the denitrification process of H,-MBfR
were investigated, and the microbial community characteristics of the system were analyzed. The results showed
that: the denitrification efficiency of the reactors with different inoculated sludge could all be stabilized above
98% within 14 d, and the inoculation of denitrification sludge was more conducive to the rapid start-up than
others. Under the condition of sufficient hydrogen,-the reactor operating load increased by 3.3 times through
increasing the influent NO;-N concentration and shortening the hydraulic retention time (HRT), and the system
maintained a stable and efficient denitrification performance, and could save theoretical CO, emissions of about
0.83-1.25 g (as NO;-N) comparing to heterotrophic denitrification. The optimal initial pH was around 7.5, and
the lowest accumulation rate of nitrite during denitrification occurred accordingly. J,, had a good agreement with
denitrification rate, and the increase of J,, was beneficial to improving denitrification efficiency. The results of
16s rRNA high-throughput sequencing showed that, the phylum Proteobacteria was the dominant phylum in the
H,-MB{R system, and the genus of this phylum reached 47.5% as the denitrification performance of the system
was improved. Unclassified f _Comamonadaceae, norank f Blastocatellaceae, Hydrogenophaga and
Rhodobacter were typical denitrifying genera in the H-MBfR system, and the total abundance could reach about
46% 1in the stable phase.

Keywords hydrogen-based membrane biofilm reactor; autotrophic denitrification; impact factors; high-

throughput sequencing; biofilm communities



	1 材料与方法
	1.1 实验装置
	1.2 实验水质
	1.3 实验方法

	2 结果与讨论
	2.1 H2-MBfR启动及稳定运行反硝化效能
	2.2 影响因素
	2.3 微生物群落结构分析

	3 结论

