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Effect of supplementary carbon addition in the treatment of low C/N
High-technology industrial wastewater by MBR

Student: Pei-Yun Lee Advisor: Dr. Jih-Gaw Lin
Institute of Environmental Engineering
National Chiao Tung University
Abstract

Along with the technical progress, the people live are getting more and
more convenient, however, behind the gorgeous high tech product there is
depletion of resources and huge waste. The water resource, which people are
closely linked, is indispensable for the producing processes of high-
technology industry. The high-technology industry not only has the huge
requirement to the water resources, the wastewater produced from producing
processes is an important topic. In recent years, with the environmental
consciousness upward in Taiwan, the wastewater emission standard of high-

technology industry is sterner, and the ammonia nitrogen in the wastewater
will be limited in the future.

The effect of supplementary carbon addition for the treatment of high-
technology industrial wastewater in a membrane bioreactor (MBR) was
investigated. The MBR was operated for 346 days under different C/N
(BODy/ NH4 -N) ratios, i.e. 0.9, ~ 1 to 20 days; 1.6, ~ 21 to 42 days; 2.8, ~ 43
to 82 days; 3.6, ~ 83 to 141 days; 4.9, ~ 165 to 233 days and 9.6, ~ 240 to 346
days. Irrespective of the C/N ratios investigated, SS and BODs removal
efficiencies were above 95%. Also, above 80% COD removal efficiency was
observed In the entire C/N ratio investigated. In addition, complete
nitrification was observed throughout the investigation. However,
denitrification and total nitrogen removal efficiencies reached their maximum
values at the highest C/N ratio i.e. 9.6 investigated. Real-time PCR analysis
revealed 10 times higher ammonia oxidizing bacteria to total bacteria ratio
under the highest C/N ratio condition (9.6) compared to the low C/N ratio
condition (0.9). In addition, Nitrospira is the main nitrite oxidizing bacteria
(NOB).

Keywords: Membrane bioreactor; Supplementary carbon; Wastewater
treatment; Denitrification; C/N ratio
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. [ﬂ; 185,000 106,883 COD=169.0 COD=21.4
n Bl $S=131.0 SS=4.6
o BOD,=25.9 BOD:=9.0
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B 21 5% &2%B ‘li)%UJ(}%@IE"_,f‘ l‘fui%}“‘I%oI% B 2% '?,“gmxﬁ-
FefBiEr e R mEGEHE EF (Nltrogen fixing) ?9 " A
LT g AR ER T A RN R T E A A S
i ﬁ»%;; MRF N A R TR LEJE—EJT\%:@”;E "
v &4 & 58 K f#E (Hydrolysis) ¥ 2 =iz # (Deamination) » 2 = 43¢
rﬁ%i%%]\@/%“‘fuo

kR ZF A s (NH,) ~ A AL (NOg) 2 3 7Y
(NO:Y BB 20t §5-erme 6 FERTAE K o it SRR & 5
TR A Pk e R A Atpl R 3 o St o ki AR
g P“dﬁ  PAAEE LS TARB TARBE S e
PR e A3 sf?ﬁzgliiﬁqﬁ;; St T A TR
(Methemoglobmemla) B AR = o 5 MR HIR R e
Forib o agihtgfle Bg e mds i-k? g K
4ok 2.3 o1 o

% 2.4 NH," ~ NO;” 2 NOg %f-k £ 18 2 enF2 48 (Gerardi, 2002)
Nitrogenous ion Pollution concerns

NH," Overabundant growth of aquatic plants
Dissolved oxygen depletion
Toxicity as NH3

NO, Overabundant growth of aquatic plants
Dissolved oxygen depletion
Toxicity

NO3 Overabundant growth of aquatic plants
Dissolved oxygen depletion
Toxicity
Methemoglobinemia




Nitrogen-fixing .
N2 Bacteria rganic-
= | pnitrogen
! '
Man's
Metabolism
Urea i
hydrolysis
o IOrganic-
Denitrifying nitrogen
Bacternia
NH3
NH4t+
(sewer)
ted pH
+
NOS' Nirrobacter NDE' NEHTOEOROIES {:::L
B — - tank)

Bl 2.2 § o HS gk 2 jak (Gerardi, 2002)
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A i- e % (Nitrification) T:dp 2 ¥ &4 ¥ K & ™ » 94 AOB
(Ammonia-oxidizing bacteria) 2 NOB (Nitrite-oxidizing bacteria) = faz!
PEHEARF M AGABRBAEARB I BHILF B BV EF
A L

Ammonia oxidation
55NH," + 760, + 109HCO45 >
CsH:0,N +54N0, + 57H,0 + 104H,CO; (2.1)
Nitrite oxidation
400NO; + NH," + 1950, + 4H,CO; + HCO; >
CsH;0,N + 400NO; + 3H,0 (2.2)
Overall equation for nitrificaiotn
NH, +1.830, + 1.98HCO; >
0.021CsH;05N + 0.98NO3 + 1.041H,0 + 1.88H,CO3 (2.2)

FREs© 21 5 AOB ¥ it 3 3 5 J“/;a’fr;; 2 :‘@ﬁ’ N 22 5
NOB % it & ¥ s % mﬁﬂﬁ’x#\@ﬁ o B JEgs 23 Bl A miviEd 2 B R
eis o RIpBE BN 3104 ¥ F 93160 % £ * i 4 7.07g CaCOs
iRk o d WHLFHICFp AR 2 EEFRCERFAER > T
ut £ 75 & & (Sludge retention time, SRT) 7 B4 gl it i#% 257 o

PR LR ER BT AR RS TaR R R
WA T SBRD .

1.8

ALTEd 2 B R 4 24-38C R AEARK 4 B FARR o F R
B 3 5 C &g 40 T pF o gt -2 2 5 o Komorowska-
Kaufman et al. (2006) 45 ! » % & & 3¢ 15 T pF » & SRT /[ 3+ 20 % 5

e SLH R IL IR Bk e o

10



2.pH &

At A2 B pH B A 75 3 80 - ¥ b pH B4 B
NH, /NH; et & o & pH @59 pF > k¥ 5 § N 5
F R g § R Al e ek gE A o

3.2 ¥ (Dissolved oxygen, DO)

AV IEd L - g ok o Tt - SRR F R4 2 mg/ll oo
m*x AOB #% 5 L& 4 # NOB % % - Ruiz et al. (2003) dp o + DO
% 1.7-57 mg/L pF > git i®* 2 X B2 ¥ DO & 1.4 mg/L B"%EHWJ iFd
Bist ARG 2 5 DO AR ma i % AJ*«E%“ ¥ DO % 05
mg/L ¥ > 3 ¥ » 3R % eI % > Wangand Yang (2004) -~ Ciudad et al.
(2005) f Guo et al. (2008) » 1 3Ap i1 %dk o ¥ - AN B F A
0.8mg/lL % § 2 ",f F 7w iE 92.09-94.52% > @ A F 2 20mg/lL ¥ %
¥ 2 K,% v E B iF 97% (He et al., 2009) -

4. 75 % =g B (Sludge retention time, SRT)

d3A F2 RSl P ﬁi&’ﬂ“*-ﬁPﬁiﬁ%%?%
By easvpdivie® se {7 o Leeetal (2008) 45 ! § SRT <282 % p& »
Frm a3 50 AWRAITE TR '\’}EJ@J{F Ay jd e iE
* 73 % SRT £ &858 (Ng et al., 2006; Ersu et aI 2010) - Choi et al.
(2008) 45 43 » & SRT 20 % ri kb ps» SRT ensg i 40 {- i % F K7 < o
¥oob o ik SRT 4 20 % 17 b it 8% SR B frpt § # a8 i
(Komorowska-Kaufman et al., 2006) -

A

5.k # =% pF R (Hydraulic retention time, HRT)

kA e FRERA T SRR BTN ROK P G ASRT  ER
TEG AL g R ?J\"&@’Bﬂiﬁ“ﬂfv’4#¢$$§*“§’ﬂéz§
?ﬁ’é/{‘gbtia/{ﬂi'bhj%-ét ' @ mm,ﬂ%&é?ﬁmfﬁﬁ&l LR S - M Lin }\?ﬁ’ﬁii‘n
Song et al. (2010) 45 2% HRT =3 6.5 | F » * % «hz ¥ ¢ 4= (Nitrogen

loading rate) £ %5+ hpl I F ¢ %;juﬂ'fb T* 2 23 o

6. 8k ¥ + (C/N)

FLF VAR R FR YA TR EF A A
TL*E:;].'%"‘%*";’—@ ?ﬁma—’f{lb E‘/}EI’—&PDOﬂfr'i{_}_Fé“’_
At FA% 3 41 (Kim et al., 2009) - ¥ b > gt g vt g A
LR B Pl AR R RBZ T B F A & R
BOD./TKN > 25 pF » 7 fig it % i {7 (Rittmann and McCarty, 2001) -
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¢ frdpdig SRT 12220 % » gy - e 4 0T plis v ffg e >
5% 12+ (Komorowska-Kaufman et al., 2006) -

il
m
©

2.2.3 %l it #

sipd 17 % (Denitrification) hdg &4 § K& T wa AR R BER L
F & 2 AR o A 'F%Z"q_ﬁ e 2 1§<}ﬁ'ﬁfﬁ-’§xw#&£dﬁ& B R
E 1

FooBF RN EF R Y B AT AT
NO; + 2e +2 H" = NO, + H,0 Nitrate Reductase (2.4)
NO, + e + 2H" = NO + H, Nitrite Reductase (2.5)
2NO + 2e + 2H" => N,O + H,0 Nitric Oxide Reductase (2.6)
N,O + 2e’+2H" > Ny + H20 Nitrous Oxide Reductase (2.7)

A A e - R RE RE O F LB AR RIEY o 24
nitrate reductase (NaR).~-nitrite reductase (NiR) ~ nitric oxide reductase (Nor)
% nitrous oxide reductase (Nos) » iz fap* 2 X I3 5 23 3 L 4 = 7 7]
TR F F ARG NG - FAE A F RAapFAT S ¥ o L
pry|@RpE st o5 NOy ek R R B R > » ¢ 3#r+4] NaR & NiR

SR e

WA R L h R AR o d e 2 p BT B Y A s
AR B4 3 W F (Facultative aerobes) » ¥ # 431 it 5 7
FRIAEERET F5FFLFELE u/;am\«awfr;@fr;a;g
%K 2 <?x}§'m$$m7/}\05)@;’\ 28 22 29 A B BF AL D 3
]?];’5-/?’4 ﬁ’xﬁ}%' S ‘F FuE AT o £ k”Lr’f | # mﬂ,*ﬁ'f"ﬁ?bﬁ:% »
’bﬁﬁ}l\ Z‘}t—g- ]?]’f?r ’ p{'?‘””ﬁ ﬁ’xﬁV'°E’3f“:]’EJk " Hy e S

Eﬁﬁwi’”“{ﬂ ‘L”‘#E'L'ﬁ v A2 Hy ,1:;!]0 dT;lJF}l@;\:?'jgilJ]%
EHEAAPYH AR IQHME ¥ ¢ A2 3579CaCOs At -

5CH,COOH + 8NO; + 4H,0 = 4N,+ 10H,CO; + 8OH (2.8)
20H, + 8NO; > 4N, + 80H + 16H,0 (2.9)

12



PR T chF] S > WA TS EAP o

1.8
A TH 2 5-35 T 2T FE A > om - HEF R BiF e 20-35 T ¢
R R - W

2. pH &

- 4L pH EaEF A6 3 7 1 fIma iv* 27 o Shen et al. (2009) 4;
DE pH 65 R A OS5 THMKAGTPERARE &7 0H
L Hed] o HEcdz pHE 5 75850

3.%%

R sk g R T R ARA T > - AR F adF 4 0.2 mg/L
17 oo iz He etal. (2009) 45 !t » = SND (Simultaneous nitrifiacation and
denitrification) ,x & ¥ s 2 5 08 mg/ll FF > & F 2 u,% * 7 iE 7
86.58%

4.5 ik ie g pF R (Sludge retention time, SRT)
B - nd BB Y el 2 X SRT el 0 2 20 fedy
4% & a9 SRT » sl i® * 4545 (Ng et al., 2006; Lee et al., 2008; Ersu et al.,

2010) ¢

5. k4 &g P& (Hydraulic retention time, HRT)

kA BGET ERERA AN KT R EE R o F Rk
k4 i B sl F#cs ) - Shen et al. (2009) 2 £ § /45§ MBR
(AJOMBR) % & Ak > # C/IN 4] & 1.56 > HRT #2411 30 -] pF v
L T [ W 2

6. B % v

BEE v AMmAF - BT ER DSl FIMAFM G BRLTL N
EhRo B L At £ BB 2UE L FFNE 2
BOD, ®#% & % 2 4 7 (Rittmann and McCarty, 2001) » 4L % & a8k H 12
wmiEs FLEMAR A FEFEEY G HE R & R ¥ TR
EHE S EERT B AN EER R 2RI R B
WA ke § o ¥ ¢ > Almeidaetal. (1995) 45 &t > NaR £ NiR 7
FREF RS 124 NO, HRF 0 F1E NOy B FdER - @ X
% 7 NO, € #r4] NaR &2 NiR eia & > #7000 5 gl iv % g8 7 » gl
s O R 5 e

13



WA

¥

B BAEMNSAZETRE Y RAIDA ~ 5 KPE > B~ 5 kep
'K%fr#f*ffip— FER gtk o - DA MF B B 1000501 &g
EfcAF AL o XA kAN SR F AB o F R @k 2 F B
E 0P A oK RJR S AR eng SR 0 T R B SRR T R R R R
75k pE o FR P/,]“ el s e B 2E B o

AR UFERLS ST

2.3.1 % Fe BLIR e R

(3 A e} wrhy ﬁ% (Methanol)~ 2 % (Ethanol) ~ At fi& (Acetic
acid) 2 #  #& (Glucose) & - A3t A4 & » B AR LB F i LR
R WAk ¢ T E R A LR RS Kl £ 2 4
g Lok %L%#vﬁ‘4ﬁm%%$%’svk%&ﬁ$%
Bochg gk o 2 gdRgddn ) ’]‘%x WHon AR T S el EE  (Nitrite
reductase, NiR) - %E.m B pl s (Isaacs and Henze, 1994; Adav et al.,
2010) o — & K > AXK 5 "F ﬁq:m,fn’?' s AR R AR £ 24 LA
2 )%‘L;r‘ VR R fAB R ERA T et o

E’ﬁ? ﬁ#%—s“”‘"‘zf;‘ﬁ&%tﬁjﬁ{\;}g—,,lf f‘]ﬁ;{\j/%/{:ﬁ'ﬁl#—ﬂ;u ﬁ*m
SRR Bt (S A R B RE A Al s E i
#géﬁ“@ﬁ%ﬂﬁmﬁo%a¢$4ﬁm”ﬁﬁﬁzEﬁywwﬁ
R E % 3 % - Her and Huang (1995) Adr - ¢ d4p 0 > § P i e £ 38
15 g Clg NO3 -N % 15 g C/g NO,-N = » gl ie % ¢ 4&dwq] o Shen et al.
(2009) » F #p A B 2.2 5 é}r%r‘ B BB A (T
oo F ek A BB E RS €3 ARk P I IRA s (Her and Huang,
1995) « § § b+ F (E5af oz ﬁﬁ’*m+-ﬁvﬁﬁﬁ-%**5%
BRI AL R # er3R % (Her and Huang, 1995; Shen et al., 2009) - ﬁ_‘iF i
LY - ¥ R A AR aF b vﬁﬁz%"ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%*ﬂ“ﬁ
o P mAcEEE A P el Fr B SR A chI % (Her and
Huang, 1995; Lee and Welander, 1996; Peng et al., 2007; Shen et al., 2009;
Adav et al., 2010) -

14
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# 25 &L 2 pk? 2 RRURERA TR 2Tk 2 LR

Process

Denitrification enhancing Maximum denitrification rate

References

capacity
Methanol>acetate>ethanol Acetate: 2.07
Sequencing batch (on molar basis) Ethanol: 1.61
reactor (SBR) Acetate>ethanol>methanol Methanol: 1.2 Adavetal. (2010)
(on added weight basis) (mg NO,-N/g VSS h)

Continuous stirred
tank reactors

Acetate>glucose>methanol -

Shen et al. (2009)

(CSTR)
Acetate: 76
Crude syrup: 48
Batch study Acetate> Crude syrup Hydrolyzed starch: 42 Lee and Welander

>methanol> Hydrolyzed starch Methanol: 30-45

(mg NO3-N/g TSS h)

(1996)

Nitrates utilization
rate (NUR) batch
test

Acetate: 12
Ethanol: 9.6
Methanol: 3.2
(mg N/g VSS h)

Acetate>ethanol>methanol

Peng et al. (2007)

Mitrate-M concentration {mg/T.)

Time (Day}

2200

2000

1800

1600

1400

1200

1000

800

G00

400

200

{7/B00) BOTBITE0D W-10TR]

Bl 23 # BT (7% 2 - AR L P BB EE ER A BIRE
PRRRF L AL kR B BRUR G R R L R R O R G T A
RFER + AR EBETRBE ER X BRLT FBFOLAKRER

(Shen et al., 2009)
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2.3.2 ¢4 RIRAT & ’447'f F PR R

7

9l
N Al L b SN i
ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ ﬁt%%’F ﬁ%%%%iﬁﬁﬂfﬂ*ﬁﬁwﬂﬁf
s B a2 F]pb 2 b ;gklgu CIN %2 #n'%r‘;; RigEst o & 25 5
A7k kAR IET S R F 3 uﬁ; bti,gfl\;; bz it g o A A/JO MBR k@ o
BLE v A 8 By 3 “f" i 80% (Fu et al., 2009) ; Tan and Ng

LEDBRL H "f F oG R a T o g {ET A

(2008) %= 7 ¥ P CODINO; 7 5.3-11 pF » 7 3|2 2 %4 A 3
sl (Pre-denitrification) & 5242 > ¥ B¢ § v 2 7 BF o Wi I x> A
(Carrera et al., 2008); 12 B Bc sV R 5 MBR Bu@ ek pF > % i § vt 7 P o
KL S ",lrt F % 89.1% (Chot et al., 2008) > m g ** % 10 2 F > g 2
s & ¥ i 90% 2+ (Yeom et al.,, 1999; Choi et al., 2004) » s & + 2 &
ﬁa?’{ 2% FEET 80% M0k g f 2% > CIN G a4 7 11 o
% 26 & ?‘)'?H‘ 7+ CIN ¥, 5 2 ‘fﬁi‘ibhﬁi
Process CIN SRT (d) 2 remo‘zg/:); e Reference
5.3 71.2
(COD/NHZ*-N) Infinity Fu et al. (2009)
A/O MBR 93 803
(Anoxic/oxic MBR) ' '
8.05  (cop/tN) 33.3 80 Tan and Ng (2008)
Pre-denitrification 7.1 (COD/NH,-N) 25 dgr?i?:i?‘:i;:gn Carrera et al. (2004)
4.5 62.4
IAMBR 7 (COD/TN) > 89.1 Choi et al. (2008)
(Intermittently
aerated MBR) 10 92.2
very long

11.6  (BODgNH.-N) 90.7 Yeom et al. (1999)

SRT
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2ABRA P FEFRENSG

a4 kg ® (Membrane bioreactor, MBR) 7 & ¥LiE 1475 ik 2 &2
ol ~BE2 - B K e IR FghE o 1B AL a0k FE F & ""‘S"H;i %,‘%L ’
i F

¥ 2 ﬁmﬁﬁ’%m&4#3¥ R P

RAFRNFROL G B X F R NRF DI G o AL

FRAL NIRRT ESEM o T A S BB LW

B EAAREFEETE A BEETE 0 VRSB EFE IR DL
AT il a0 LR aEag 2 ¢ o MR RS (G iRE

241 EWI FFERBLBARE

MBR 2. B ig A 11T S gL

(IR O 4]

B R T g otk Y RFER S A4 SRS R R T A BT
¢ Al }\?‘%7 X5k E R % o i% B PR | [T 2 o S g ¥ #
i(}]%ﬁ-]é\“‘ o EI - AL @ Y ﬁ}_}%\,ﬂ % o

2.SRT & HRT ¥ jip = Fe i®

~HBSENAERAE EEAERE T AT LZEE (>50
um) ¥ AR 13 fokd Rhigssoo ae R 4R 2 HRT M {lis
2 & RS R0 HRT 2k i o MBR ¢ 252 F 305t
?j&@gﬁ,%w—%Swr?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ’iﬁﬁﬁéiSWﬁ
P ERGER A AN iEa ALY ABPREIRF -

3. v a¥F g MLSS kR
R & 2 MLSS ¥ & Tl 9 3 84 o 5 fA g £ 4
WEF et g

d %t MBR ¥ 445k 2 SRT» @ 48K 2 SRT # 777 2% £ jedd
o et (T B TR RE D
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R H A A BAEMEREY S R SRS AR
T M R RMENIA R N R R Y o Aot X &
R

1 B2k 2 it A3

MBR i il WA G BB g o x E] - i
E&H 0P ERNTERY R HERELE T EVEEET@ 4 (Trans-membrane

—_

pressure, TMP) b 2 s B il 2 sk v @2 w40 0 Bl 2 3T o

0

RFm5i MBR i & enitga- o 4&nd w28 MBR 5 & 3
MBR ’é‘—tm— ipiﬁ F?Qg{’l@@ﬁjrﬁ%?j&_ggiimﬁ%#ﬂ u;,]x/ﬁ;

(Scouring) » & 7 fij S efdr LGk 1 heit TR E AL Ff o 7 0
BFTHEF RN P E o BB BTG L

MBR 7 % R i #-% % ik & 1 & g !
Fob B ka5 F — B 4 7:-%;30;, :
ﬁ?’; ?:EM’ "ﬁ'{rs o

2. B S (AR

B ARAR PR F T RS A ) s Al s 0 k) MBR 3% 17 -
§, 5 LB N SRR kSl R R i
2ok i MBR $ (TpF 2 & ch— 1825 » B ErnE e+

L

GNP g AR 2 s 2 0 Judd (2006) & M ERE G L iRk
T%ﬁ},‘ﬁrﬁ'z‘ﬁ@j‘__’_oZTé‘ Flﬁgr’r] ﬂ};#—;» ill’?[g“};‘io?)_ Kﬁ/'{mﬁ‘g‘
bH S RFE B EAA P N s
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242 Bt BRE A kAR

MBR ity 7 H Rt AR ARIZ 4> 1969 £ o | {8 > M &
2 A RE1ESF MBR mf*’mﬁf 11998 1 12008 wetEZ o o>
®M MBR K R e 8 3 - p Fengcd P D2 | fo B9 3 E AR
)KLL‘;]'B’KT‘F i S AL Rzt o P o >IF MBR?&%-—T““LA.&F 10.5%
*EF o H A EHRd 2008 #9296 B E A4 T 2013 #7488 B E
7 (Kraume and Drews, 2010; Santos and Judd, 2010) -

TE K L0 @ MBR 4 kit § =4 8 Gl B ELEMF R
5 H B BRI H S B MBR (E5% £ » Gl4c2 $ % MBR (Biofilm
MBR, BF-MBR) (Leiknes and Odegaard, 2007; Sun et al., 2010) ; 4+ % %§
#+5 & MBR (Aerobic granular sludge MBR, AGMBR) (Tay et al.,
2007) ; P& 9 5 5% MBR (Intermittently aerated membrane bioreactor,
IAMBR). (Yeom et al.,;~1999; Choi et al., 2008) ; & %& 7% 4 ~ i %
(membrane distillation bioreactor, MDBR) (Phattaranawik et al., 2008) % ;%
% B E AR i % (Osmotic membrane bioreactor, OMBR) (Cornelissen et al,
2011) & -
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¥z #Hpai

31 R &K
SLIMRAUE L F BEELKRE

AP 2 Ewd R s Bl (MBR pilot) 3 B *tRIp A 38% #1 8
@Eu;@:kégmmﬁ~’j4“2mm-& 2 1 Wﬁp@WF’ﬁww/ 7O T o
MBR js5ie 7§ 54 576 L 2455 15 1344 L » Eo ek ¥ 5
v ﬁﬂ%iﬁﬁﬁ-nuriiﬁ”ﬁhﬂiﬁmwmdﬁwﬂ~ﬁmi°
B 3.1 5 MBR #2872 B o

i edk * PVDF (Polyvinylidene difluoride) * z & saw- > # T 12
FLA 0.05 UM o G A 3 mPo HEE 17 BRGNP 2t o
H WK E WG ARk Bl KR R A
,ﬁﬁgﬁp\%’fg& EE) ;ﬂﬁ'—-;;tﬁggrﬂg » % 31 R :AH-#EZ2 B 32 ;
PR e B IR e

jie

£

CH,COONa

Anoxic tank Asrobic
_Screened membrane tank N Permeate
influent effluent
|V
1 —_—
w -_—
0.576 m* 1.34 3
C XD
AL A RAR

* Waste sludge
Sludge recycle (2.9 Q)

B 3.1 MBR #-3] k7 & Bl

20



# 31MBR H g & H = #k¥ & < +

H AR #wE <o

R 2 1.0m (L) x 0.3 m (W) x 1.92 m (H)
LEI 2 1.0m (L) x 0.7 m (W) x 1.92 m (H)
LA - NS 4 1 1m?
ek i e 1 1m’
R R A 2 1m’
L& EH 2 0.2m?
fy e 40 5 A

A3
]

b Fikk

KA 18]
ﬁ

B 3.2 BoRfie B B
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3.1.2 Bk L

AT AT Z KA RN NE PR AEPTFF B
Rk BBk 2 Fritded 3.2 41T o ﬁ)g‘ kR A BAE < > H P ss
B MkR L7 iE 10 812+ > COD ¥ BODs » 3 3§
NH -N B &35 2 @ o ¥ ¢F NH,-N & TKN k& 224 #pif » ) L#;a
TNﬁﬂﬁﬂ*ﬁioiﬁﬁﬁﬁ?iﬁﬁﬁ%é+ﬁﬁﬁm$&£%
ZREABFE S BEFAHERARE T A MR RGE- £ L2 F

% o
# 3.2 Bk
= N

Parameters

’

ﬂ:\'y
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32R%> %
321 HRIUE L F EELJ i E

%chmRﬁﬂmw%“i@m’ %ﬁg - ] e K IR R
TR (& AP R RIS ) (82 ok o sEULRBE TGRS
I RF#R-kiErSE MBR ks> 28 i A% By Bdkigd Fw
RFAAFRP DI NIRESH - ARAZE RN 15 A& F
B leas&ig sl 24 FBEREARS PLC (Programmable logic
controller) ¥4 » pH~ B R 2 TMP S d#iciE v d i | % % & PLC ¢ o
% TMP < >t 10 cmHg & v i& 7 iv 5 &% -

MBR it - PR (3 > FUE N4 6 cnfhcde Afh @ TMP &7}
Ao B FARFEF S v TMP B i E ke &
FE 2 TMP %3 10 mmHg & = dp a8 (7 1 § & e o - B & e 2 e
,ﬂ?-ﬁ(r—f 5
1. #-MBR 2 /7 45 0% F R854 o
2. LR et p ek 3 KA R B4 L8 R
3. derE a4k 0 HIER G4 10-12% 0 fiEie - % o
4. FERE PRI 18 0 F SRR Bk o T MRS T 45 B

EACRECE > e~ RYFRE > T H pH )33 k- X o
5. AR FEAL ciRis 16 b kit M e > RGP BA T 8

B BRFERERN o BB T

FUN E MLV & T S 447"“?35 TRl R L o ST R
EAFE R o E R 2R &R 29Q b iy Y o Mk
A TR A o ¥ b IM 2. NaHCO; A5 pH & > #% pH B2
%i?" 7-7.5 ; CH;COONa migd & #4533 7 > M iEA k3 &
25 R o £ 3.3 5 A Mz dkivfdicd o

E

Z 3.3 HA ik 17 S

Parameters Value
SRT (d) 20
HRT (h) 3.3
Q (CMH) 0.58
Flux (LHM) 12.86-19.88
pH 7.0-7.5
C/N (BOD/NH4*-N) 0.9-12
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322 BF ALY %

OfRRLE R TR 2B, Ep UuHTERZ W EE > AL
iﬁ@i%%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁim%’ﬁéﬂﬁ%:ﬂiﬁ’Aﬁ@
Mynok? 25 %5 oAEEER CHFFCINFHE LS K,f;’ﬁ%:é:f%\' o

323 FHtE £ 7R P 2.3 %

RG22 RT AR D R E BB e A 34 0T 0 R 2
2ok R R BRI TR R E T a2 iR B 2 SR (NIEA-PAL02) 3
B Jod 3.5 P73 e

% 34K 175E B &

AR LS| iR ¥k %@’fi’iﬁ“;‘
\}Q’SSS ¥ K S Rk s F
Cob i ¥ EUDRE
BOD .
SBOD: T |
NH4+-N S ,}4 R R ’J( b /ﬁ-
NOs-N A kR ik - Ak
NQz-N
TKN
PO, N

32470 Mt 2 TR A

A7 % CIN=0.9 2 96 2 & [ffua B3 2455 {7 25173
Koo AR 2000 T % F o W R & fra 4 F R (Real-time
quantitative Polymerase Chain reactor, qQPCR) & 7 iic2 4+ 2 & ~ 47 - A F
% 2 FastDNA SPIN Kit for Soil % 2 DNA - i 12 NanoDrop ND-2000
spectrophotometer Bk & o H &4k Fldr £ 3.5 #7757 - Bacterial amoA
gene T E B HF KA FWIF R Y mFchg § 0 R A Fléic s Archaeal
amoA gene ¥ % 77 v m A2 % § 1 # & £ ¥ Nitrospira 16S rRNA
£ Nitrobacter 16S rRNA &~ W 2 @ fai5 ik k¥ L2 TAEE I A8
8 RNA £ Fl#c ; nirS gene B % 5 al F o g eh- s BATF > 7 &
545 k¢ 2 5 ) - Bacterial 16S rRNA B & 2 7E 75k ¢ 975 s
AT RNA A Flfic - & PCR % % #7ip| ¥ 2 2L ¥] Copy number # v}
##& 3% = Cell number » %% % < 1}%?1‘—' 8 AT HEEH T N5
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Bacterial amoA gene 5 2 copy number/cell - Archaeal amoA gene -
Nitrospira 16S rDNA -~ Nitrobacter 16S rDNA % nirS gene ¥ % 1 copy
number/cell - @ Bacterial 16S rDNA % 3.6 copy number/cell - (Degrange
and Bardin, 1995; Philippot, 2002; Harms et al., 2003; De Corte et al., 2008).




% 35 ~AF % #rid * 2 Primers

Target gene Primer Nucleotide sequence (5'-3") Reference
Bacterial amoA gene amoA-1F GGGGTTTCTACTGGTGGT (Rotthauwe et al., 1997)
amoA-2R CCCCTCKGSAAAGCCTTCTTC
Archaeal amoA gene Arch-amoAF  STAATGGTCTGGCTTAGACG (Francis et al., 2005)
Arch-amoAR  GCGGCCATCCATCTGTATGT
Nitrospira 16S rRNA gene EUB338f ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGC (Regan et al., 2002)
Ntspa0685 M CGGGAATTCCGCGCTC
Nitrobacter 16S rRNA gene  EUB338f ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGC (Regan et al., 2002)
NIT3 CCTGTGCTCCATGCTCCG
nirS gene cd3aF GTSAACGTSAAGGARACSGG (Throback et al., 2004)
R3cd GASTTCGGRTGSGTCTTGA
Bacterial 16S rRNA gene Eub338 ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG (Fierer and Jackson, 2005)
Eub518 ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG
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Fr§ BRoitm
4.1 MBR #-2] By 2. iF ek =

411pH 2 B R B 1

FIRet 2 pH 2 & %1 4o® 4.1 #7577 o pH & PLC 45417 % i &
#7075 RPN o F pH K32 7.0 PF o pREEE 4 € f BATILT I F
HKr o4 pHE 75 QB AL o BRPIF Fa %t AMERY
12°C » B3 R ¥ & 35C ¢

4.1.2 DO #i

DO 4 5 H & ks ¢ % L 4o 4.2 #7151 °
DO+ %7 aFa2mg/lb ™t > PHcS X KA 3Z B
3 FERATNE § S PER | Bt ¥ e ‘T\—*r’l%ft?b
DO &4 & 0.3 mg/L 2 F o

413TMP 2 Flux % i

2% &1 MBR #-Af 2 $ 7 3;13 ¥ (Constant flux) eV 17 » Hid
£ i 1286 LHM (L/mPlh) o 2K @ i e o 2 e (5 1 ﬁ»s?iﬂl#ﬁmﬁ*\
o FU ML R 5 FRE s T Al TMP § A 2 kg
H% 297 %3 % 316% > B+ 271367 LHM; & 317 3 320 = > i
graz 1822 LHM ;5 % 321 % 346 % ’iifé_iﬁi 19.88 LHM o % #¢
BAKERL £ CBA XVEEkE R EBY 120 X df T o il
¥ 12.86 LHM p¥ > TMP /£ 5cm-Hg $1& ¥ £ + 2 3 13 cm-Hg > #

E‘-f’f“‘%‘f—r—/m : ““"@TL%—*%%@ > TMP 4850 % 4 T Ae 4= chfic i o viid
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Day 1-19 20-42 43-82 83-163 164-232 240-346

CIN 09 16 28 16 4.9 9.6
14 40
12 B 35
F 30
10
F 25 w
8 g
1 r20 g
6 2
F 15
4
F10
2 5
0 - - - . 0
0 a0 120 180 240 300 360
Time (d)
#pH ETemp.

S/ e \E

|

Day 1-19 20-42 43-82 83-163 164-232 240-346
CMW 09 16 28 36 4.9 9.6

. g -
o !
N !
E f’?ﬁs
8 &
&

0 60 120 180 240 300 360
Time (d)
& Anoxic tank EMembrane tank

Bl 427 fft @ 23 5 LR %0
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Day 1-1920-42 43-82 83163 164-232 240-346

C/IN 089 16 28 3.6 4.9 9.6
a0 —
Day 102-120
40 systemi unstable
O 1367 1822 10.88
{2 86 LME LMH LMH LMH
—_ < — > — —E—>
£30 1 :
i : 26 Day 237-239
E I cal cleaning Chemical cleaning
: 4
20 1
Z l ]
- @
10 g S &
' WM gasier
o+ -
0 G0 12(]! 1 Bt} 24[:1 311}0 360

Time (d)

Fl4.3 S E4 2 it

4.2 *hde gt MBR 2 % FL3 ¥ Bk 2 B

421 FRkR B

SR 44 971 o % 1 3] 102 % pF > MLSS 2 MLVSS T
sk B A w4 6600 2 2600 mg/L ,g 102 7] 120 % 08 B > FIHCR Rk
MR AR ARG o Y A ArRpR o A% 127 | 233
% > MLSS 2 MLVSS k& + 2 > & 5l 8500 2 4200 mg/L - #P & %
195 = % se I B o %Rﬁ;ﬁ;}é&%fﬁﬂ% T 2l (805 R X B
BEIRTF AERETARTHE . & 240 X 215 > C/N H# 4 3 T35 9.6 » MLSS
2 MLVSS ER i P 2 ehl g o &% 296 = > MLSS ¥ MLVSS
ZFh B kAR 16000 2 9000 mg/L > @ fs EH/ T % > THER A B 5 9000
% 5500 mg/L * B> 4% o 44 3 % 27 Huetal. (2008) 4p iz » < x4y
% CIN#® B/ 882 » 3L ERME o
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Bl A4 F futt @ L5k ki

422 CINH 5254 ',fa’iw'.zizgi
1. Solids z_ = K/T‘ F i

B 4.5 ot 2ok 2 Solids ;}éﬁz%ft& H VSS/SS z 4t iE o Einok
Solids )E&%ﬁﬂ#ﬁﬁ%’&’ # SS % % 4 # & 70-100 mg/L - VSS = %

A%t 30-50 mg/Lo&M SRR A e S o 1 e ok
SSER b - PFEET J—'Lthg/L HE(R 40) 0 poe g b

90% 2+ > B CIN $t Solids ehd k2§ B4 - Bl 46 5 &~ Dk
Solids )k & 3 H 3 ﬁ; P o

2. Organic z. 34 Kﬁ% »

@ik e COD £ BODs ik A& # B4 % & 36-108 2 27-73 mg/L (%
32) BN B~ > AR R R Y X A 60 &2 40 mg/lL T - @] 4.7
BT i kg -k e COD £2 BODs k& % 1 2 BODs/COD 2zt & >
BODs/COD & % &~ % & 06 + F ,ggFTLL)%J\NEAu_;'}L,,.g,\M
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* o difke COD % BRI R T R
‘a_a% 10 mg/L ™2 F ,:E_'.i f FA xR mAE A 80% 12+ (] 4.8) -
diw-k BODs ik B B B ?%ﬁﬁﬁzg‘s Pow hAgiE 5 mg/l o Tk AP
W 1mg/L > A gkt 2sE & 05% 11t (] 4.9) - Lb‘i%%;i’**'
T%\: SR 3 B MBR kS B4 h3d ,Art.,ifﬁ v 3 ,Ar‘*
CINw 2z T %w :ﬁa‘i (3 R S S pF o PR
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CIN 09 16 28 3.6 4.9 9.6
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3. Nitrogen z_ —i“f* Eiy

Bl 4.10 % :&7n-k £ 38 Nitrogen ik B 1t o A 45 % o ok v
2. NO,-N 2 NOg-N z k& T35t~ % 5 05 2 7 mg/L > NH,-N k&
i % 40-90 mg/L » TKN ik /& /i % 40-100 mg/L > o o7 v 5§ by
k¢ kR %4 gok @ Nitrogen 75 %4 2 NH-N 2 4 B 411 52 diin
K g 78 Nltrogen ,k}ié@ﬁ o diimok® NOS-N GE R G 9 s Pk g o
Mt Img/l &m0 NH =N T3k B 2 230420 6 mg/L (% 4.1) -
NOS-N ik & 5 CIN e84 + § 1 % e % - & CIN—9.6 cri 2
v A kY = > & NOs-N 5?,2‘3’ o v& %302 :a_»{;’; , KB ¥
AR F R et Hp A ,a,%(Foammg)fa’ﬂ‘?iPu%L Aok ? NO;s™-
N kA~ < 3 3ig 60 mg/L > s 4aip] 7 ik m;ﬂ#gv sb;_?);i AR
o SRl R K NOs-N & 2 E it = Npo 38 £k ? 5 NO;-
N & f# e

NHJ RSBkt Bk AR AT R R Y Kt 6
mg/L > & #57 P T 303 Kf*é:f,' wadE A 90% 4 b oo Bt Ak Buz B
e ARy U o @ & CIN=9.6 2 R SIG£ > 2 ifokgin ,ﬂ@ , & H
306 &% 309 = » 2 f X% 7 50% 4T > B R F]:“at“ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁv;ﬂ‘a;ﬁﬂ
¥ oom IL‘EEUF]J( DR 2Bz CIN B 9.6 @ F a5 a4
BERA; N @R HREFEF FaE L mEEEL 4 pET ' (Rittmann
and McCarty, 2001; Komorowska-Kaufman et al., 2006) - i&jii K22 1 7n -k
2 NH-Nz kB % 2 4 e Al 4.12 4

AP 32 %% (Total Nitrogen, TN) *2 NH;™-N ~ NO;-N 2 NOs-N z
BArdtE o Boke 2 TN ER # B A3 47-95 mg/l o 27 ke TN 2 K,f
% CIN>09~164%2 28 72 P &g > w422 30% « § C/N ~ *t 3.6
pF oo TN end K,f seRE ¥ CIN e > 5 Pkl 3 r’v’ﬂi\%’ﬂ > % C/N=9.6
R ERIEER O TR 2 ",fiécf%: 98% o Am % 302 % 2. {5 » X I kA
¥R o ik ? NOg-N JER > TN R & ~ ?w—l ® ﬁé*f‘
Tt 60% - B 413 FEkE DGR R TN Z ERS 2 4 Mf* F o
rEEET C/INH TN 2 ixéf*rﬁ P E > 2% CIN - 36 > TN
3 K,ért s g CIN erdff 4vm F 2 o pt 5% 22 Kim et al. (2009) ~ Fu et al.
(2009) 4= Tan and Ng (2008) tpiT e d & 4173 f C/N b2 d1jn koK B 2
—i"’f‘ X P FHER S MNCR TNER Y A& T % 2539 4 NO;
-N e dn }\mNH4-N';fi? NO,-N & & & CIN T % 2bq it ¢
NO; -NJEAR 2 TNER» sg2 P2 o Flpt ¥ 4aimig = TN 2 ",ff)?t’—”‘f'
S CIN R 4em A end Flo Zmpl (% Bg CIN W 4em 35 o
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£ 417 CIN w2 Dok 2 4 ok

CIN® Pe(:j')"d Item’” ss CoD BODs NH,"-N NO;-N NO;-N TN-N
Influent 99+26 (7)° 68210 (8) 4245 (9) 62+4 (8) 1£1 (8) 7+2 (8) 693 (8)
0.9 1-19 Effluent 2+2.(7) 8+2 (7) 0.4+0.3 (8) 2+2 (6) ND 74+7 (6) 766 (6)
Removal efficiency 98 (7) 88 (7) 99 (8) 97 (6) - - 1.8 (6)
Influent 72+15 (9) 645 (9) 43+3 (8) 66+5(9)  0.4+0.1(9) 7+1 (9) 74+5 (9)
1.6 20-42 Effluent 0.9+0.9 (7) 7+1 (7) 0.2+0.1 (6) 242 (7) ND 6616 (7) 695 (8)
Removal efficiency 99 (7) 89 (7) 100 (6) 97 (7) - - 11 (8)
Influent 89+26 (16) 6611 (16) 43+6 (16) 563 (16)  0.4+0.1 (14) 9+2 (14) 653 (14)
2.8  43-82 Effluent 0.4+0.3 (14) 6+2(15)  0.4%0.5 (15) 2+2 (15) ND 61+6 (12) 63+6 (12)
Removal efficiency 100 (14) 91 (15) 99 (15) 97 (15) - - 5(12)
Influent 74+19 (17) 64+12 (17) 43+12 (17) 67+6 (18) .  0.3+0.1 (18) 7+2 (18) 7445 (18)
3.6  83-164 Effluent 0.6+0.4 (17) 72 (18)  0.6+0.5 (17) 6+7 (18)  0.1+0.1(18) 5319 (18) 605 (18)
Removal efficiency 99 (17) 88 (17) 99 (17) 91 (18) - - 19 (18)
Influent 99+20 (19) 64+10 (23) 47+12 (17) 7147 (19)  0.5%0.2(19) 6+2 (19) 7748 (19)
49 165-233 Effluent 0.7+0.4 (19) 6+1 (23)  0.2+0.2 (17) 2+3(19) = 0.1#0.1 (19) 45+9 (19) 48+8 (19)
Removal efficiency 99 (19) 90 (23) 100 (17) 97 (19) - - 37 (19)
Influent 66124 (25) 59+17 (23) 38112 (24) 60+7 (26)  0.7£0.2 (26) 813 (26) 6918 (26)
9.6  240-346 Effluent 1.1+0.9 (25) 8+1 (23) 1.2+0.9 (24) 8+7 (26) ND 27119 (26) 33117 (26)
Removal efficiency 98 (25) 85 (23) 97 (24) 91 (26) - - 52 (26)
Influent 74£27 (11) 58+11 (10) 42+8 (10) 56+5 (10) - 0.5+0.1 (10) 7+4 (10) 648 (10)
9.6  240-302 Effluent 1.3+1.2 (11) 7+1(10)  1.5+0.9 (10) 3+3(10) 0.1+0.1 (10) 11+10 (10) 1449 (10)
Removal efficiency 98 (11) 87 (10) 97 (10) 95 (10) - - 77 (10)

“CIN ratio is based on the average value; " The unit is mg/L for influent, effluent and % for efficiency; © Meanzstandard deviation (n).



FERBFLYZ —z"‘ﬁi & ¥ CIN iev- Fﬁ%"‘*ﬂ’ HIlR 414 2 5% -
# %% % COD-BOD %2 NH, —Nw—i“ff* & C/N%%}OQ—H PR =
ik js o 2 COD & NH,'-N z_ 2 “,ftfcf%‘*’\ 5 iF 1 80% 4+ > BOD 2 "ﬁ%
£3% 290% 11t o TN 2 4 %o plig CIN s 4ed - = > & & C/N=8.1
P T B 2 2 f x5 98% - pt 22 Tan and Ng (2008) 2. % % 4p it o 2R @ ’é‘
C/N MR 912 B TN 2 —i“f FEATREE SR 2 5 0 ks H AR
AP - Mg A Fl o 42R = CIN 1*“8mf’PF'°‘ » p ki A Ry kR
B ARE [ Ei/r—?ﬁimlﬁ,@ » B kP }E’*m‘&%%ﬁfé@"‘ i T oom wmp ‘m];-‘]
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423 CIN $al it 2 s gl iv# 2_ 58

Bl 4.15 5 &) 13 2 split o CIN 2 B (R A it i@ 5 & mah &
2 E S 2 aea N 412 420

RNItI’IfIC&tIOn an ([NH4 N]In [NH4+'N]out)/[vss]reactorvreactor
(4.1)

Denitrification (%) =

{(INH4"-NJin— [NH4"-N]ow) = (INO3-NJoue= [NO3 -NJin ([NHa"-NJin + [NO5-NJin — [NH4"-N]ow)} *
100% (4.2)

N=2.5 p¥ 8 3] 7 # =~ s pl i@
% 059 g N/gVSSd - ¥ CIN + 3 55 g %5029 N/gVSSd - &
%aé’ﬁn&$%%WMLﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’ Fgok 3 m 3 b 40 NH,-N

2 kR B okz NHL =N ;ng»gca» 7 80% i H %ﬂ;ﬂ L3 o BEAR
AT iR FEEE C/N v migéwf\OSQg N/gVSSd % 0.2gN/gVvSSd:
FENH; =N a3 ",f*::% % 5 ao NH, -N 4 “,’fl 7 % CIN W el 55 o 2 5 R
44 F Rethd 2 AR EAE R kg o BT E L MLVSS & C/IN (<3.6) p* e
Tk R 5 2600 mg/l s @ CIN (9.6) BTk & + 2 3 5500 mg/L - o
P TR S @ NH,-N e "f*ﬁt‘f,’ % CIN &g it cn 58 el it i &
;‘;‘g CIN v ps ¢ krmfsie ® g 2073 ik mﬁé”‘iﬁ‘k\%‘*%gbﬂ@ AOB # C/N
5 09 ik ¥ 2 05%: & CIN 2 9.6 FFp]ik 0.05% > # 5
JER B A S A 183 mg/l 2 2.75 mg/L 0 Flpt g n ok NH =N GE B adF & -
T FDERT AT EFAMEFCIN Z LR .

At Fd CIN A 4 Brgp i3 > & C/
i f
R

Al (F ¥ i CIN 3t 3P 2 BT » @ & CIN 4383 pF » gl il &g
% CIN r’?’ﬂi“a'*‘tF'“ﬁé**"ﬁ'rFﬁ vag 2t I G20 R F R 5 B R P rJM}i;;]n%q*
m)a ) R R W o E—"]Jﬂ. Eieng + H{ & —"zuxs‘.f—r’inﬁd T* o A AT
?osF CIN=9.4 pFifd| s 2mpl o pt 2% & Fu et al. (2009) -+ 4~ 4pif » 3%
e dp e & AOMBR Jided o CINZ03 i seif 2 2l « fudh
e sPEE (CIN T35 0.6 2 (58) > mp »c % $en7 &5 > 23zl
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Bl 4.16 &) it 3¢ = 2 sl s CIN 2 B % ) (Day1-302)
424 [k Az R RS ES
4 Real-time PCR A ’}‘? Z% %7 % CIN 2 96 5> AOB ¥ %ﬁ%iﬁ

R B 005% A & CIN & 09 FFRIH I 0.5% 2% 4910 52 5 (&
4.2) o 3 ip)id awgw %l i e CIN ™ ’)%&Hffw»iﬂ*“

%Miivﬁl’rﬁi RT3 #Bﬁ{i&mﬁl‘*ﬁ’ l}bur*xi—f%—i%a%%{b’
3 e A8 S S AP el VICIE I );;uﬂ A1 Nitrobacter 3 NOB i & Ff » &
A foha g2 5k o Nitrospira % 1 & NOB jgf6 »» = Nitrobacter = 10°

2o dapl R Fli & MBR i 4t® > NO,-N ck B % ™3> 4mg/lL ™ >
@ ¥2 Nitrobacter #ptt > Nitrospira # gt if i ﬁé?; B s i@
Nitrospira #fi# &< NO,-N ik B ™ 4 37 » = & % Ffd (Schramm et aI
1999; Maixner et al., 2006) - Dytczak et al. (2008) R AT RRERS
fois e o Nitrospira ¢ =5 B FE - A S RAETAT LR S R EES
+> Nitrobacter - @ &5 ? - F CINI 5 R kRS p¥tiRE - MLVSS
& CIN=9.6 P54 % 5500 mg/L » s Bl f* & szl & B AT § Lehip
g‘? » Nitrospira p 8 # Nitrobacter it %4t - 5 “t » Hwang et al. (2000) #~ 3
Alkalinity/NH," 4 >%  4.1-9.4 p& % Nitrobacter 1 2 &8 - % 1 %
Alkalinity/NH," #: < p& %+ Nitrobacter & & I B I o L - S O
Alkalinity T 35k & % 154 mg/L as CaCO; » = C/N=9.6 EE?-"*"P e M ER 1M
2. NaHCO; #& T 354 226 L/d uﬁ;%@"%ﬁﬁ 1920 L 3 B F it P =
Alkalinity j& % 589 mg/L as CaCOs » ¥ {(F A57 3 2 Alkalmlty/NH4+ 859
#_Hwang et al. (2000) 3F< 7 iz A4 F 2 Nitrobacter = EEF AR -
¥oh o 2% ad i C/N 2527 5 s 7 ];{f] EE AR P AR G E P
kpsg i

* 42 & ff]?f;ﬁ_"‘?i Fe CIN P Y7805 0k A Ar ik 5

Percentage of total Anoxic tank Oxic tank
bacteria (%) C/N=0.9 CIN=9.6 C/N=0.9 C/N=9.6
AOB 0.46 0.05 0.33 0.03
AOA? - 0.01 - -
Nitrospira 3.03 35.81 3.55 4.7
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Nitrobacter 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.03
nirS 6.61 8.9 10.16 1.71
*Ammonia-oxidizing archaea (% ¥ * + )
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PG R T R A BNl 5 R 22 53 Rk CIN 2
o
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" o
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Ak Gt R E NHN B S d s 0 pocg B % o

5, A it CINVEEFERES 65 &5 CIN WS 10 7o
Mo g R it mE fe e a AT Y 2 NOB 1
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