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LWL FE R F IR 2 S H A%, FFl 3160225 2.+ FE 47 ik TR A PR 2 53 FH2r A 5], 1% FH 471100
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1 OE LI R ATS IR (DAS) FR M4k 5 A 1 A (DBA) S I, 20tk AR ) B 2 45 (SBBRs) Ak B 5 B
MREh & /R K, SRE, DIAHR R (1%: 125gL"SO,> 15 gL' NaCl) B 31 & 45, 75/ 5] B 5 A0 4% 4 4%
{4°F SBBRs Ji s B [A1 341855485 (6~11 d), H:H L DAS A REIR . 254475 I8 3= i 7 Ak #8135 66 45 46 i sh A ) . #2771 SO,*
P A 25 g L (B8 2%) M 375 gL (BR ¥ 3%) Ja, S2EE TS A R BRI 4ERE 90% UL L, T 3% b
TR RGE R WA S (598%), BE @ TAYMAL OL1£11.7)%. e TOC/IN Lt 1.4~7, RERAE
B R IR 8 R RF 90% LA I fiEik TOC/TN E b2 AL 56 % AL B 46T W B R £k (2.7%) 5 &l (TN=200 mg-L™") &
K, BRGE N PG AT 3RS RE MALR B R AR E . HEFIER LR >99%) ST T A% 4% (>90%).
REMRIL I F AR LU AL 3, HLJ0 W 3 A IR 1h 510 18 J5 A SR B R R 18 JELE

X WEESE; AWantk; mBREL; Wi, 34K N

RO R E R E A OB ED 1% WEK, WA @HEE Nat, Ca’" | ClI'al SO, % il
B U ARk, Tl K HECE RS, R S AR Tl R K B HEOK T2 S BUK &
WACEE TR, R ETS Y, SRS RGN R AL, o i B AE R K b i OGS g

2338 UK AR E B IR AL . KB A AU B T A S W R S AR K AT AR A 25 L Ak BEME
K, W R B A AL i as AT AR e ELIE AR AR, AR 4 i 2800 S Bk A B 5 1 S 5 A 7 LA
A LB AL & PR T B B R R RO A A ALY, B AU mAl. I AR
R, TR S AR KA B AR Ty iz — BT

15 R R KT 5 v 1 R R T UM W) A B B R A, R AR K B, R AR R K S
ZhH, AR PR S R R YA A T A O A D R R 1), AR A B
R KBRS RATHr 0, #8225 Rl v 330 B2 W3 1 T W D) I 3his A7 . $h BEAS B 9k i A= )
T Vi 12 12 Tl 2 0% M ol S8 35 6 v 7K BB 8 e /D Ak B O 2R W B R 5 e 10 S ek e A= )
Ab FRPR Z2 v s I ) e MR AR ) 0 T A B AR R X6 T Gl ) R S SBOR B BR R O AR W s A B R g3
s BHEE: 2022-10-29; FFAHHEA: 2023-01-30
EEWB : PAMIEHSA R ZFCIRE i Eh 5 A w0 % B AR R 2R K AL 3 5 FA#F5E ) (121028007022)
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%2 RGP s MER SR AL TS V-5 52 A TR AR R R R 7 RUBK AL B fiE 645

BRI RO R AU, O A R A G T R R B R TR B D R G 5 i 1 AU K Ak B RE A
AR BN ARV EA B BRI RE T, BE N TE AF M AE 1 45 B IR B R 19 A8 A0 O A R
LBREREZR . ALY BT e A s ALBOR AT TG IS YR ik s AR MR T e, DAERR
[ 22 T2 W 0 A BB B s e R i b L B S 3 B A BRRSCR R e LR IR BRI
TR TIN5 7K T 2 5 e A ) Rk Ak 3 sy 5 12 7K 21k g g ol B R R U1

HBiT, V82058 00 8 1] A 12 Ak 2 s S A B 2K TR R /R U7, TR A 5 G T Tl R
K A v v BE R, IR R R o R VR B AR R AR X AR ) A R o S A A BRI A B BT
R, TE 00 MR R X S A Ak A HY e DR AR AL FR e AR ) I g AR B S e, S IR R VR B A B
0.83 mmol-L™" i Al XF A GE 1 4 7= /8 W b A9 I Rl VR, 2E— 22 4R T 2 4.06 mmol L 7 R EE5E Rk &
AMERE . 7E BTG RIR R G ER LB By, # KRR ik B 3 g L' i 2 S gL
5, RBRGAEBIR E 04 )5S A Ak BT rh R 2 R R R IR (AR T R 2, AR
fe i, O A R BRI R K A AL S 30 G A W TE A, 36 TR G 2 0 F B R R A6 IS (sulfate
reducing bacteria, SRB) &%, /LA 8 UABALE P, TR B S F T B AR 8340 J5U AN SR Ak i A% m]
VLR I EAT, AL 4 B0 SRB BAT 5a el /1T, REABRE(R SRB 3 M £L 2 filf K b, 23
Bt PR R 30 T A 3P B A e BE AR 20 TRIG v ot PR T A b i 5 4 T 4 I i D o 4 T 22 G
By ad e ER PR B A ) SRB AR JFAE T, AR SO il iR £R B i AR TS Ye AN SRS AL S A K, 43l A
WA RIS S AE YRGS, BESE T AN R B R $htf B D B IR . AR 28 B R e U /K 7 Xof 28 1 JEE R e 1Y)
SRRV DL S S A ) IR 2R 8 T S B v it R T R Tl UK A B g JI SRR RE L LAY Ry A s Al
BARTE S B IREL & AP KA B 2 122
1 #MRIERZE
L1 SWRE

S IG5 E R ik =X AR W B %% (sequencing batch biofilm reactor, SBBR), H RN 1L
(B 1)5 2 B N o3 il A R I DR RN ZE Wy, e B PR BEORE 5 A W 48 L SR AR 43 5910 2 900 mPm > Al
350 m*m > I DL 35% HERRAT T2 BN

1 FHRENERREREE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of sequencing batch biofilm reactors

1.2 #EHEK

S K R N TR & SR AUR K, 439 2L 50 mg L' KNO, 1 20 mg-L ™' NaNO, &, LU
0.3 mg'L™" KH,PO, A B 5 Fl HH B e, R B i 742 &% 12.5~37.5 g'L ™' Na,SO, F1 5 g'L™ NaCl, DAfE
PR R B (1%, 2% F1 3%) 454 5 SEBR Tl e 36 BUR KR A H A A BH 43 28 7] — i SUBL IR K
KL B MA, DL (NOy-N, (193.24+15.72) mg-L™") &, I& &8 Wil A (NO, -N,
(11.11£2.99) mg-L™"), #hFE 2.7%(LL SO,7H E).
1.3 EHRIEFMERE

RAR A AR BH 28 w5 38 P 7K A 38 AR Ak i U8 O 2 T R SO Ak TR R R Ak 30 d R RS
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fif £ 52 il 1k 75 V€ (denitrifying activated sludge, DAS). it £k & i 1k & & & ¥ (denitrifying bacterial
agents, DBA) il £ F2 4N F . ¥ i5 R E S S5 W H 10 mL T & K55 (0.5%), 30 °C T4 48 h; W
BUR AR IR MR 10 mL T 100 mL AT 35 SRS AL R 3G 32 2 (2%), 30 C T #59% 720, B #AE
33K B 0.2 mL YR A TR VRGHE b vk FE B FE AR BRI A T or B i AR AL, BB T 30 C By H R BT FRAE R G R
72h, PRECAE R OREN 2R, W E RS RN RE G BURGHI FELE D,
T4 000 rmin”' .0 10 min 3% G WA B @A, HIAEFRER K EAA RO EE WK, E R
PAM 3535 B A B RIS, B TR MBI 2 m R KT L R R A T A A 22 kb IR e, B T R
BT B 7

EEEFREAOE, gL' FARE . SgL EAM. 1 gL KNOy, 20 gL' NaCl, pH=7.5~7.8.
it 3 S Gl Ak RE 3R %L . 5 gL' CH,OH, 1 g'L' KNO,. 0.8 g'L"'"'NaNO,. 7.9 g'L"' K,HPO,-3H,0.,
1.5 g'L"' KH,PO,. 0.1 g'L' MgSO,-7H,0. 20 g-L"' NaCl F1 2 mL fi & JC £, pH=7.2~7.4; [&1A&K; 53
2% BN, Ay EsiEFEsE. 5¢ L CH,OH, 1gL'KNO,. 0.8 g'L! NaNO,. 7.9 g'L"' K,HPO, 3H,0.
1.5 g'L"' KH,PO,, 0.1 gL' MgSO,-7H,0, 20 g'L"' NaCl, 2 mL fi{ &0 K . 2% B§ . 1 mL % 7 H i)
W (0.1 g IR BBy W T 10 mL /K 2 /), pH=72~7.4. f & IJLE: 50 gL' EDTA, 2.2 gL
ZnSO,7H,0. 1 gL' CaCl,, 5 g'L"' FeSO,-7H,0, 1.57 g-L.' CuSO,-5H,0. 5.06 g-L"' MnCI-4H,0 .
1.1 g'L™" Na,Mo0O,4H,0, 1.61 g-L™' CoCl,-6H,0, PAM ¥ F#3E . 4 gL' C;HNa,0,-2H,0, 0.25 g-L
CaCl,, 3.06 g'L"' Na,HPO,., 2.5 g-L"' NaCl, -3 g'L'" KH,PO,, 2.75 g-L"' (NH,),S0,. 025 gL'
MgSO,-7H,0., 0.01 g-L™" 4, 1000 mL JC 7K -
14 RKEBITHRH

1) it 5 52 4 TR £ IR RS 2 SBBR T 20 A 52 )[Rl 3R 52 40 o Ay AFF 98 AN ) TR7 3058 R 280 A4 0 it 26 52 45 7
NS 3 SBBR RS2 M, JH 5.7 20 SBBR 2 '& (R1~R7), Hrp [ % & R1~R5 R & 77 SURH
MM, BEEARR I (R DMLVSS=1200mg-L™"); R 3 FiA R #oi08 2h v avise i, A [ 35
%Ak (DAS:DBA=2:2), 4335215 IR WAL B (3R 7 d FT 15 Ve R B EUS I) 1Y B i ok (R4). ok
A BT HURE (R6) A48 (R7), ELARS BN 1 iR )45 SO0 25 B I B VR FNZ08E (S g L") [t
3 dJEHEKHETE , IFiE N EE KRS . il i R Ar p s R A AR, A RN AR A B AT,
RAREAE 0.2~0.5 mg- LY B E L a5k /K B8 TOC/TN {H (C/N) N 7, FEHI#EK pH 4 6.94+0.37, %
A3 T EL 57 g -85.78:1.59 mV., A BIF 5T £ B X SBBR T. 2 (I AUPE RE AL I, 4% J2 7 265 8 AR 90 A )
IR BRI A E 3 AT T 1(1% 8 ). T80 1(2% £ B8 A1 T80 (3% £ ). EWIK R 5
Fe i J5 HEAT Z2 R R B i, AR R AT IS e LR AR

2) AN C/N EE X i £ 56 SBBR T 20 S il £k 1 B 5% W i itk B LR FH 5 o 1 A 2 B F AR

*x1 BEREKREEITSH
Table 1  Operation parameters of SBBRs

R i T AR HERmEA/mM M) SR AR %
R1 15 e 900 A 35
R2 HAEW BIRER 900 Eél 35
R3 HREAW=13  BIFHER 900 A 35
R4 HIREAW=22  BIFHE 900 el 35
RS HREAW=3:1  BIFEH 900 el 35
R6 GIEAE=22 BIFHK 900 I 35
R7 HEAE=2:2 A2 350 & 35
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WG, 43 A I AS ) R f AR 9% R [R) /N EE X e i fk T2 R 52 m, B CONEL R 7. 5. 3.
2. L4F0.7, B CN AT 3 R FEDRALR ON AT, K 0 H T 4b 38 52 B v h
RIENK, LR ARG B A, & W BORE W 2k 1 7K NO,-N. NO,-N. NH,’-N. TN, TOC #
pH SF/K BTHE AR . RIS, % SO e 7K 745 B INp 1) (HRT) % # o 12 h Fl 24 h, R JEEHIFE (25+2) C.
1.5 JKERIBARNE 7 &

NO,-N. NO,-N. NH,"-N Fl TN %5 HLA8 b5l 72 0 KR K W 43 17 75 1 G5 4 M) )
(E R RY B R, 2002)P, £ F8 b5 76 K FE 20 51 FL 3 59 2% 3% 3 41 200 8 #%(0.25¢0.45 um) J5
FE s L MDY 2R N 2 B TP SO7-Ss A ALK DL TOC o, I A HLER 3 B
B ETER) &l ; pH i1 (PHS-3C) kel pH; T A $dE e it o0 A it o 24 P<0.05 B, A Seit BAT
WEER, BEKFEN5.0%,

2 #ER5TR
2.1 THERE AET#ER /A5 SBBR TZ R %M [E &

1) AN [R] 82 0 B U8 % SBBRs T 20 it &P R 1 52 ) o AR W B2 b B U8 B 0 B, 6 T80 TRTHA
BB B, SN fs R A LR RIES 6 Kik B 100%, . 1 H 435 0 #4975 B 8 d A BE 35 B AH [ 1Y Ak
AR (K 2(a))o X 6B DAS $5 {7 FH b 187 35 09 S 0 # 2B 400 IR A FE I B0 . TR0 T B B b &%
IO MR P E G 0 35 8K (P>0.05); 4 R G018 MmO T I, & BRAS B 7 2 B Bk RE 35 A A T
TR, 5HAMRNAFAMEL, RIEGEMGE TRV, R DAS Lt DBA % 76 24K L il
P 5] B ot LT SR P B0 o kO i R R e R B I RIAE T, R PR AN T A A T Y AR AR
HONG %5 145455 1 £ 5 b 58 A5 9 2 10 2% 28 40 0 7 AL B335 v ¥ 08 400 1 e 9 e R s,k BB
BREI R, REREHEEREREAL, YICHIER B RW E & (NaCl>21 g L) B, JRK R KBRS
Z BN, I e IR BE A0 AT SR GO ) R B S A AR, T R AR WD AE RN R B o
o TEEPIWFGR R, SO T VR B 0 TF 2 RO AL i i, AT R RS A LR R
MR R, Ao, AL M R1. R2, R3. R4, R5 W 78 MBS A 22 1% 24 5
(99.22+0.49)% . (98.75+1.86)% (99.37£0.64)% . (99.79+0.58)% . (99.62+1.58)%. ZEHFKM, AR
BN o A B S i AR RE IO B 2 R (P>0.05). &5 i g K R WA R M 2 A E A
MR LB RARE S S A L BR AT, HBEIAE] 98% L) L (& 2(b) AL 2(c)). I 46 U AEfd
5245 T R iR Ak A B R I K WA A B 5 v R B R G ECR T RRE AE 96% LA b, RN TR IR 2T A
H5UMARR, £Vt 25 ARG A ilibae )1, HAEmERE GRE R 5% il 79%) whit;
T REAE P A I ERBE ) o BB A BN A B AN [R] R VR 14 BAE R 2R AR A R R AR B S

Lo Lo AL THI BRI TR THI THI THII

~ T ~ 25 l 1 1
& [ % * 100 7 [ 100
P ;g ] 100 o 0w el D0 P 120
%0 I Tl EEER .t 180 ® %D | L LT 1 = 80f. el alY 180 .
2 50+ | Tt e ] 70 = s | | | %07(). J e 70
B 40| :'i&ﬁx . . 28 & g ! S ! S ol bk | R 160 ﬁ
: RIHK ——RIZpRE ] : oRI L ——RIEER 150 &
;ﬁ 30| :ORZEH)E —0—}%%@% 120 i‘i 3 10} ! ! ORZQ?.;JJE : % 4518 L :gﬁjﬁ: +§§§|@% .4510 1
‘ AR3 —— R3LRR O AR3H! = ——R3E[RR
=20 1 f, 'wR4th';K ——R4Zx 130 ‘Om ) 51 ! ! ¢R4.'L';JJ§ ! I 30} $ kgiﬁﬂi‘ ——R4L[RR 130 E
Z 10 [ :f: :vR5m7J<; —RSEBRR 20 7 Z . : : v RSk : \g 20f ¢ :.R5Hj7k: ——R5ERE 120
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BAT)/d BTN/ BATI )/
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E 2 AEEIRE ) SBBRs it & 14 &E

Fig. 2 Nitrogen removal performances of SBBRs with different inoculants
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RACFRPORA B, 20 TS e I 0 TR MR A R TS 0 A i S R R R AR T S A B
W o 17 BRAR ATV TR 5 A T A5 K] 7K A A R B B T A BE 8 iR Ak T K R E AU B, X
S BRIRT K B I R A B A B Y R FH VR e . AS B 5 h DAS A DBA R B m AL A e R, B
DAS 114 JE50R 5 i 25 311 F DBA.

2) AN AR5 2 SBBRs i A MERE MY L #c . M2 fLBAR A BT i, T LB R7T 5
R4 WIREAE 6~7 d LA, PR¥rm U A BRI RREeiase . AWM s gl R W B 1 Re(11 d). 45
T, A a8 5 4T U6 Ak B ) A VR OB 2 11 AE 0 RS RS T PR R 2 A R VR R, AR
JE LB W 95 2 T S5 A B (%) DBA (02 0 T IS B B v L% T PR B TS E AR R D AR, BT T
6 AR A7 75 U T A B AR S A A R R LA 4 AR W R Bh R e B 3(a) R, T 1 RS E
W R4 A E R FE N 100%, 5 R6(99.87%) Fl R7(99.85%) TC ik # 2 F (P>0.05), X1, TH 5
T TIL SN #% R7 A L2 bR 25 T B, LR R o 1 o3 Rl B K, i il R B S A R SRR R
REZZ1B K 2] 90% LA o SUtAHIL, R4 5 Re APEREAE T00 1L Ui 748 4k, W& h 100 11 5 &
REPRFTFEIAE 2d WIKE 5] 90% DL 1o Bb4h, T80 T BBt R7 A & L BR R R (91.14+11.66)%,
B EAR T R4((98.01£6.20)%) 5 R6((98.73+3.77)%)(P< 0.05), 2B & £h 5 il 30 N B 77 B0k} 6 171 A= 4 Ji
Eb A= 2 o R EL AU RE A2 SR TR/ . FEE KRS 0 &% B (19.27£1.36) mg L' &4 T,
SN 7% R4 5 R6 FERE AN 1247 W] 7 KAl A KT 0.5 mg L', 17 R7 78 £6 B 42 T J5 7K W i
AWMEERE LA, H&EEH 1426 mg' L', WG EEEZEHFEE 0.5mg L LT (K 3(b). £%EE
BATRRE Ja VA L B R AR A R IR A A 5 i R s B R B AR A I (81 3(c)). LA R 45 SRR, REERREE
b TR AR 2 A A B U e AT S A, RV BEDRE AT R W RS M AR L X B OB RN AR
Yo FAREE AT S R SRR AT X L R B, AR IR A AR WO B (B 4). BREE T WF SRR A
AT B ARt 5 TR K A FRE RE (K SE B AR . KOSTRYTSIA 2590 7R I 5% A W JI 4R A I U 7 1

TH TR T A JRYTA G BV | G VA 1 THL TR T
L7 i 190 L» L I~ 100F 100
o 60 1 90 o Lo 20 | e, | | L 90 190
2 so [ b 08 A2 R B np + 170 =
= 10 wk T T e & B T ' E o} RN 60 1
¥ 30 RAHK ——R4ZHRE 150 4 ﬁ 10 I " = 50¢ | ——RaEp% 150 &
i Roilpk - RokHHE (40 Z Coo 1R 4op |, ——R6 40
S TR TRARIRE T sl 1 0 R TR
ol et . 10 0 | et e s eeasatatast 0F %" 1 et 110
S 0] Smmbeet} <tisitaectantent] S 0 : \ .: £ of MI{«L:«J&««.}. 0
~ 0 10 20 30 40 50. 60 70 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

AT E)/d BAT )/ B AT El/d
(a) NO-NZE R (b) NO,-NE B (c) TNZEERCR
B3 TREIH{KEE) SBBRs it &It HE
Fig. 3 Nitrogen removal performances of SBBRs with different carriers
HEAERT

o

(a) BVRIUR} (OF:7E
B4 ARBHEENRTEE

Fig. 4 Biofilm diagram of different carriers
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Wi A FEBA T2, RBURNFE AR WAy & R R e A R g ER. 5
LRI R AL, A IR IR S AE YR B R A AR IS S R, R LT
BT R B s TR 22 S B

3) N [F] SBBRs H1 A #1455 B iR £ i AR FLRFAIE o 76 AN [ R R 45 S N 48 A8 LY 25 B R el 5 i
TN o TEASER T N A B R AR R R S N 2 A P R BRI T B 22 5 (P>0.05), T00 145 [ %%
BREA LY L REIRR 70%, TP EBRRTRER 60% A4, i LoLI A ILY-F5 %
Pr& L T2 80%, Z5 AR KM, SREIMLHHIM B SHEN LTSS RGN LR TR, 1M
o3 i R YA S5 1 A= 4 5 e T v B bl A o] Pk A R A R R L S B R BRI A 5 2 B 7R AR
YTt LA BR B R T AN SRR K A YA E A ALY LR R, U SRR TR m IS e R B
P, XA RS E B EE .

100 100 ¢ 100 -

80 | 80 | % %
 pEEEEET Pollll
360 | 3 360 |
ﬁf 40 | ﬁf ﬂ? 40 |
o o o
= = =

20 f 20 f 20 f

n " " " " " 3 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 0 " " n n n n )
Rl R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 Rl R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 Rl R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7
A AE g
(a) TOCERER (THLD) (b) TOCE: R (LA (¢) TOCZBRZR (T4

5 BEMETRNRENIERETHIFE
Fig. 5 Organics removal efficiency of SBBRs at different salinity gradients

AHIE ST A [) 3 B2 T A S0 2k B TR B R AR 15 1 vk FE A B 25 S (P>0.05), RIS BB
F G R B R AR B i IR R R HARAR, AT 28 F B AL = i, X UL RS AR Y IR
il AL TR AT i SRB R $h ik JRAEH . A WP R B, SRB IFAE™ MG IRA R, T 7E— B AW E T
AR HBBWE TN AZ 4.5 mg- LY BT At S0, B B2 AT WL K FE DR SR Bl S0 3R 58 T 45 5 186 4= SRBP ), 8
e AECY e SRR R BE T B IR R A IR B Ak i B s e R ST A Y, R E A AR,
T T2 RS 2 58 [ B A 7 19 A 0 0 R R v it I 6 0 RN B2 i Ak il B2 ] DA ) B ifF A7 0T 45 7R Bk
AR - A O I 7 e A P R R v 2 U K RS M Y TR R I At T B A FEE W SRB I . A
F 5 38 3 ) 2R 6 PN 15000 I TR R DA 5 S A AR AR AT el A B A A R, T A R
SRB 117 -, FEAK SRB £, Rk, 7E S IRE N 6 R £h 3 i A i il Ak 4 A% 1T B[R] B A28, I
A5 SBBR Z G Hamadd i 56 b U5 0 S i AL A E ) SRB i, R Sk 90 i Bt R kA8 BV FH 04 A 3B

4) AR 0T o A [F)ER B A0 BT S 00 o I 4% By — IR A B UE SR TR bR AR A S R
fif R EE TN 6 frn o M =2 EUE AR B nT A, e S KRN AR VR E R (54.33+4.34) mg L
ZAMET S AEAS ER R BT R W) B VR SN 8 R1SRS 78 A3 12 b Nl RUK 38 i T BT 2 AR 22 BR 58
4, AR 0~12 h LA SR EBRE R &, £ 00 I RI~RS BUR 2B K (6.06~6.81 mg-(L-h)™")
ZI R E S, AR E T T 1(5.70~5.95 mg-(L-h) ") 5 T 111(5.26~5.40 mg-(L-h) ™), X 2B {f
FHANIR T 5 79 SBBR R GE[H] I A MERE T i 3 25 5, 7E 00 1L 28 T R B e AR 9 I AL R . AN
[v) 2 A2 B2 I 7 B 300 P9 R0 FR 48 b AR AR E AT 0, 0 T H R4, Re6 YRHEFE A 12 h I i fb5¢ 4,
M R7T FHHEP— K F 24 h EHR5E4 . RTLEO~12h B4 HAEREK 3.58 mg(L-h) ") BEMKT
R4(6.06 mg-(L-h)™") F1 R6(6.26 mg-(L-h)™"), 1M T4 15 T8¢ 111 ' R4, R6 5 R7 A EF L 255,
FU TN 1250 AR 4 G U B AR T B VR ROk, IR R 2R AR IS B X SBBR i A 5 i AN
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Fig. 9 Denitrification performance of SBBRs treating industrial saline wastewater with high nitrogen
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Treatment performance of high-sulfate nitrogenous wastewater by salt-
tolerant denitrifying activated sludge and compound bacteria agents
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Abstract In this study, salt-tolerant denitrifying activated sludge (DAS) and denitrifying bacterial agents
(DBA) were used as inoculants to start sequential batch biofilm systems (SBBRs) treating high-sulfate
nitrogenous wastewater. The results showed that the start-up period of SBBRs was short (6-11 d) with different
sources of inoculants and carriers at salinity of 1% (12.5 g-L.' SO,* and 5 g-L™' NaCl), of which the start-up
period of SBBRs was reduced with DAS as inoculants or carriers pretreatment via sludge leaching. After
upgrading SO,”” mass concentrations to 25 g-L" (salinity of 2%) and 37.5 g-L™" (salinity of 3%), SBBRs were
still able to maintain the nitrate reduction rates higher than 90%. The complete denitrification (>98%) occurred
in SBBRs with suspended carrier at salinity of 3%, which was significantly higher than that (91.1£11.7)% of
SBBR with biological rope carrier. The TN removal efficiency of SBBRs consistently maintained at >90% at the
theoretical TOC/TN ratios of 1.4-7. SBBRs were further used to treat high sulfate (2.7%) and nitrogen rich
(TN=200 mg-L") wastewater at a TOC/TN ratio of 2, and stable and highly efficient TN removal occurred after
the system adapted to acclimation, and higher reduction rates (>99%) and stability in the suspended carrier were
also achieved than those in carrier biological rope (>90%). The nitrate reduction pathway in the system was
dominated by denitrification without significant dissimilatory nitrate reduction to ammonium and sulfate
reduction.

Keywords salt-tolerant compound bacteria; bioaugmentation; sulfate; bacterial source; carrier; C/N ratio
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