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A Comparative Study on Two Membrane Bioreactors for the Treatment of

Digested Piggery Wastewater

SHUI Yong'*, Kawagishi Tomoki®, SONG Xiao-yan®, LIU Rui*", CHEN Lii-jun’*"

(1. College of Environment and Safety Engineering, Changzhou University, Changzhou 213164, China; 2. Aqua Development Center,
Mitsubishi Rayon Co. , Ltd. , Toyohashi 4408601, Japan; 3. Zhejiang Provincial Key Laboratory of Water Science and Technology,
Department of Environment, Yangtze Delta Region Institute of Tsinghua University in Zhejiang, Jiaxing 314006, China; 4. School of
Environment, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract; With high concentrations of chemical oxygen demand (COD) and ammonium while low ratio of COD to total nitrogen (TN) ,
digested piggery wastewater is difficult to treat using conventional biological methods. In this study, a biofilm membrane bioreactor
(BF-MBR) and a traditional type of membrane hioreactor (MBR) were parallel operated to treat digested piggery wastewater, and the
pollutant removal performance were compared at influent COD/TN ratios of 1.0 +0. 2 and 2.3 +0. 4, respectively. The results showed
that the effluent quality in both reactors was poor and unstable when the influent COD/TN ratio was 1. 0 £0. 2. The effluent quality and
stability were greatly improved as the influent COD/TN ratio was increased to 2.3 +0.4. The removal rates of COD and ammonium
were respectively 92.3% +2.4% and 97.5% +4.1% in BF-MBR, slightly higher than 91.9% +1.5% and 91.2% +14.0% in
MBR. Benefited from the biofilm, 36. 7% +19.5% of TN and 54. 0% +18.9% of TP were removed by BF-MBR, significantly higher
than the respective values of 19.2% +12.4% and 29.0% +18.1% by MBR. Moreover, BF-MBR consumed less than 40% of the
alkaline chemicals as MBR. BF-MBR was considered more suitable for treatment of digested piggery wastewater due to its better
pollutant removal performance and low consumption of alkaline.

Key words : membrane bioreactor; biofilm; digested piggery wastewater; COD/TN ratio; alkalinity
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1.1

F1 WBWAR
Table 1  Quality of raw wastewater
COoD TN NH," -N NO, -N NO; -N TP WE (LA CaCoO, i)
/mg-L~! /mg-L~! /mg-L~! /mg-L"! /mg-L~! /mg-L"! ot /mg-1.”"!
1101 +185 1492 +132 785 £234 <l <20 36.2+3.1 7.8~8.3 4000 ~6 000
1.2 ke B R pH 2y 5.5 ~8.5. R JH Al 2R AL 2 ) T SC AR 35 M

P& MBR 258 a0 1 iR, MBR 22 IRA
2, K x BE x H A 35 em x 15 em x50 em, A REH
17 L. BF-MBR MK x & x 4 50 cm x 15 em x 50
em, AR 25 L, WFR PSR 730 A= W) 0B IX (11
L) F1 MBR X (14 L) , SO} X 7 5 HY P9 46 R 1Y
P& TCZi A (B A T FR0. 052 5 m?, 3t 12 H [AlH#E 0. 5
em) ,HUBHX 5 MBR X Z [8] A1 L 150% . MBR Fl
BF-MBR (1) MBR X N 25#9 5E A A0 [H], N # PVDF
rhas 2R AR (=22 P AR S A AR 0. 4
pm, BRI AN 0.02 m®) , fH 2 s O 10
L-(h-m*) ~'; MBR W& 3 /i, BF-MBR 5 X [N &
4 F . SRk, AL ER K (S EER 7 min/d
min) 5 & AR FH I 7K I VR R T LA 47 1
JEE . KIRIEHIAEZ) 25°C,D0 = 5 mg-L7". iR
B ] 1) K TR B /N3 AT LA i N #5TE A
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HRLBRE Y (4% ) 2
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PETERE.

FERG PRI E 55 24T G V5 KT, 45280 MLSS
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BF-MBR H A P30k b R %S — Ik, 28 28 d B/
PraokL b nTEE S B 0 A48 £ A AR, s HE AR
AR 5E .

Wi B ATs 17 191 d, i 36 W 6] 38 A4 46
HRT K42 s, 847028 d BENIE shB B, i
FERETHBAE AR HRT 9 ~7 d. 84729 ~171 d
Al 2 R4 A T80, T 1(2014 423 H 28
HZESH7H,29~70d) ,HRT N7 ~5d, i {3
TBWAE A FIK , H#EK COD/TN K, U 1.0 +
0.2; T.O2(2014 45 A8 HE6 H 12 H,71 ~106
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the experimental equipment
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G BT 1 PRI IEAS SRS VeV BE AR K | 157
PRI O, 76 SR VR W P AN R M, 2 1K
COD/TN £2.0 LA I; T#H 4(201448 H6 HE9
H 5 H,161 ~191 d) ,HRT 4 1 d, % & COD &

TR, AR I T A 1 RBR T A 2 1M 5 e e i
AR V5V AR I O, PR 0 FH 3R TR AR R
JEK AN 2 BREN. T8 3 5 5o 2% e Wk HE U
SRT 2974 40 d, HA THAR A K HEVE.

%2 MBR fl BF-MBR HJiE1T& 4
Table 2 Operational conditions of MBR and BF-MBR

WiH T 1 T2 T3 T 4
BT RE/d 29 ~70 71 ~ 106 107 ~ 160 161 ~191
HRT/d 7~5 5~4 3-~2 1
Kk COD/TN 1.0£0.2 2.3 +0. 4(SMINZ.FRHN) 2.3 +0. 4(SMINZFREN) 1.0+0.2
HE7K COD/mg-L~! 1482 +265 3427 +93 3468 +327 1164 +165
#EKNH, -N/mg-1,~! 898 +308 553 £219 691 +157 406 + 105
HPEK TN/mg-L~! 1487 +78 1516 +261 1495 +210 1146 £115
COD MM /kg- (m® +d) ~! 0.26£0.07  0.77 +0.06 1. 60 +0. 20 1.16 £0.17
HAAEBBU T/ kg (m®-d) 7! 0.15+0.03  0.12+0.05 0.33 +0. 09 0.41 0. 11
MBR COD 5 17 /kg- (kg+d) ~! 0.061 £0.031 0. 149 0. 034 0. 184 +0. 034 0.231 0. 064
BF-MBR COD 511 /kg- (kg-d) ~'  0.060 +0.030 0. 118 0. 052 0.230 0. 081 0. 164 +0. 026
N N NHEDR ] 3 1 NHEVE , (H R
siBf ey P SRT 40 0 ey
1.3 S W H Ay IFEL 28 A NE 96 300 mg-L~" 43 51 AR 223 000

COD, NH, -N, W i & & (NO, -N) | i &R
(NO; -N) . TN, TP B B 50 b7 4 4 s o 5 3617
MLSS 1 MLVSS 4 8 5 & 200 2. pH SR FH A #5 5
pH it ( DKK-TOA CORPORATION, HM-30P) ; ik &
fl DO fH R M # X DO % ( DKK-TOA
CORPORATION ,DO-31P) ; &4 L% (TOC) K H
TOC 1% ( SHIMADZU CORPORATION, TOC-V . ) Il
2. I FHZK O Milli-Q 7K. 5346, g #% i 25 44
(FA) R 25 AR (FNA) B il R AR (1) .
(2) &,

1.214 X cyypy x 10

e6344/(273+r) + 10])H

(1)

CNos-N
~2300/ (273 +1 H
B+ % 10°

FNA = (2)

KEP ,CNH4+_Nﬁ§f}ﬁ§W§,mg'L4 H ﬂ‘j‘iﬂ%ﬁ,oc 5
CN027,NygﬂEﬁﬁMﬁﬁ‘§%§,mg'L_l-

2 ZR5itie

15 Rk AR AL
BF-MBR 5 MBR Hi5 e i B AR b W&l 2 B,
FREIBE (1 ~28 d) FITHE 1(29 ~70 d) il VA W 5
WA R K, AR & FLAR AR, COD/TN HA 1.0 =
0.2; MILSFBEHEAA AW A R GRS B TG R
[R5 L A AL AT AR A, COD 258 LG faf o4 (0. 26 +
0.07) kg (m’-d) =", COD 15 i 17 25 K 0. 06
kg (kg-d) ™', WIR N5 H MLSS T FE A%, 2 61 d

2.1

mg-L™'LAN. BEAh, 5 IR 2R R I BRI, S g
HRE R A Y, 2 RS YRR B A R ALK

T 2(71 ~106 d) ML 3(107 ~160 d) ik
IKIRA P A 2.3 2245, 0L 2, COD 25 AR 17 fif
H}(0.77 £0.06) kg (m*-d) =", W 2 %% o MLSS
YWY TR TS Ue AR A AR R G, SOy e rh oK i
AW PR Y ; MBR A1 BF-MBR % COD 775 Jfé 7 fif
Ay 5 71 d B9 0.098 kg-(kg-d) ' I 0.088
kg-(kg-d) " & X & 2 106 d # 0.190
kg« (kg-d) "' F1 0. 128 kg-(kg-d) ~'. T.B% 3, COD
R 2 (1. 60 £0.20) kg-(m’+d) ™', MBR
Al BF-MBR fU#I45 COD V5 I £ fnf 43 ) B 9 R 32 7t
$70.198 kg« (kg-d) ' F10.279 keg- (kg-d) ~", B
7 N MLSS S8 1 80 1 PR K T VeV B2 430 R
4320 mg-L~"' 12926 mg-L~" 43 JH & & 140 d #Y
11208 mg-L~"F110 020 mg-L~',140 d J5 75 I e &
FAE T10 000 mg-L ™' ZE45. COD 5 iR i ff 7 123 d
HSURIRE A 05 PR 7 T v T B T et T B
140 d ~ 160 d fa 5 T 0.153 kg- (kg-d) ' F1 0. 148
kg« (kged) ~'. 123 d FF4R, A8 T AE P iR B
b E TR

TH4(161 ~ 191 d) 45 1L ARGk I, HRT 45 %
£ 1 d, COD & B far oy (1.16 = 0.17)
kg (m’-d) ="' ,MBR 5 BF-MBR #¥J#& COD V5 i1 fif
490.155 kg- (kg-d) "' F10.216 kg~ (kg-d) ~". Pifz
JNj 2 TR E T T AR IR IR R o, L MBR PR A
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Bt 2% 36 #&

PR & A= AR R, BF-MBR 5 22 A e & ¥ e 5 48
B2 PR A MLSS 7E 161 ~ 170 d 2 # T
% ,BF-MBR " MLSS #110 319 mg-L~' FR&E7 107
mg-L~" ,MBR [ IE TR, 9 648 mg-L™' NF&
3703 mg-L~'. ZI5 R E TR, COD 5
% HT EFE,170 d iF MBR 1 BF-MBR [ COD 5
P fr 4y B A 0.395 kg-(kged) 'l 0.190
ke- (kged) ™', 170 d J&5 75 U8 K iR 50 3 i 4 5, WO
SN g A MLSS 355087 1 A [ R 2 A k.
ARHFFE 1 ~106 d F1161 ~170 d,COD J5 I8 67 faf
KT 0.2 kg- (kg-d) "B}, 15 R EIRIEIR 2 W E AR
WK 1 107 ~160 d #1171 ~ 191 d, 24 COD 5811
TR B 2 0. 20 kg~ (kg-d) ~'LUR, 57 e 3 HH b
WK, AR s TR NG R A R AR S
SCHR G A — 2. Yamamoto 2510 I Rosenberger
5200 fifi F] MBR &b B A T /K R0 S B 36 T 95 K
(COD/BODs #4424 2. 4) i}, &3 COD ¥5 e ft far ik T
0.1 kg (kg-d) ~'F10.07 kg- (kg-d) ~'If,I5 084 E
KoNE. BELIEZP R CoD 5P A A 0. 056
~0.076 kg« (kg-d) =" B & P I5 Yo vk B T E R .

16 000

EELHER 1 T3
14 000 !
—o—MBR

12 000 |—*—BF-MBR

7, 10000

T
i
i
i
i
§000 |- i
|

MLSS/mg:

6 000 [*%<4

4 000

() MLSS
1 : | | : | | : | 1 II |

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
SEPN

2000

Choi %1 % BTl J9 7K w5 o 48 255 5 1 1 40 L
(COD/TN) M 4.5 $2£FF2 7 #1110, COD 75 ¥ {7 faf A
0.4 kg-(m’-d) ""#EEE 0. 64 kg- (kg-d) ~'F10.90
kg- (kg-d) ~'J5 ,MLSS H Bl @ Be K. AHFIT M
SRR AT AR A g 22, PR G( V5 Je & A i A K
JIrg B /NG e COD A far b b A Sk 4 18 45 2R 1
e — Lk,

— MR, AR TR R R R TS Ve KT A
A=Y D R I 00 7= A= A, 55 45 e B fer ik I 56, AR
5T 123 d BiAYIEIKAR 2,123 ~ 160 d APk
R/ B COD 15 M far KF 0. 15 kg (kg-d) )5
AR REAAEE IR AE L. 161 d 45 I BN L 1R
BhJE K COD By PR AR 18D 1 £ 30% , L BOD;
ARG IR S IR R A 30% LA b X T RE & T4
4 —FFERBR™ AR R R 170 d 475 R
JE R REE]—E R, 75 8 BOD, 7 fif ik £ F 5 )5
RMIE D s T s TR e, XS R 5K
4530 4 3B B9 MBR 7E I COD 75 3 i fif [ < 0.2
kge (kg-d) "' N5 T AR 22 R R 5 9 TS e I Ik
53

0.45

L HE A RS T4
0.40 ] | |
035 |- loMBR |

|®BF-MBR |
1

. () CODI5 R
l 1 1 l I| 1 l 1

80 100 120 140 160 180 200
BITRHYd

0 20 40 60

E2 MBR 5 BF-MBR HHIi5 iR EMITIE COD ff
Fig. 2 MLSS and specific COD load in MBR and BF-MBR

2.2 COD EprirtE

PUEE 0 4% XF COD Y 22 BRACR W& 3 frs.
T 1 KK AR AE , BB B N 4 1 H 7K COD ¢
BT E 600 mg- L™ A4, T 2 FTH
3 7EHEEFEK COD/TN £ 2.3 £0. 4 5 ,IHERGN
17k COD B i T ¥, BF-MBR 4b 3 M /K (9 COD ¥k
JE4r 9 K (339 +£25.6) mg-L~" 1 (245 + 54.9)
mg-L~",MBR ZbBEH 7K () COD ¥R B 43510 (319 +
32.9)mg-L ™" Fl1(256 £43.9) mg-L~", 4k 3| A
(BB IS Y HE R HE) (GB 18596-2001 )
COD<400 mg-L~"AHERBRME. T4 3 A, COD %

T E 133 d SR 25 KA 1. 91 kg+ (m’-d) .

T 4 ,BF-MBR il MBR 7K COD & 4351 Ky
(279 £31.6) mg-L ™" 1 (294 +74.5) mg-L~", [L T
3 WEA T, AR AT RE AR 2 5 B (& & FR A G Y
YIHER PR MEY (GB 18596-2001) COD <400 mg-L ™'
MHERRRME. T4 4 17K COD b T8 3 Fefd Tt i,
R RE S I N g e T 00 4 V5 ik B Rk R R 7578
BRI ™ H A G

BF-MBR () MBR X 5 4= ¥y Sk} X AH 38 , MBR
EIEWILTAE R T AR Y R IX B AR B UK, COD Yk
FEET B 1 ~4 5050 (899 = 184.2) . (438 +
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32.4). (361 +65.5) Hl (457 + 168.3) mg-L~".
MBR XA L35 COD ¥ B bE AR H 7K v BE &7 99 ~
403 mg- L' LB — 8B T — LR A AL
Y, A AR T T KK . R, # BF-MBR 4: 4
HORHX AbF H /K i COD W ¥ 5 BE KA HE , & BRAE
PIHUEHX X COD 11 25 B sk e 4 i, - 38 L bR %
3 %) & BF-MBR Xf COD A 2= BR R 1) 54% =
31.8% (LM 1) . 96% +2.9% ( T 2) . 96% +
2.6% (T.H3) . 79% +£20.8% ( T.{% 4) , BEEA =
PR IX JE 2Bk COD [ R B . AR R &
OBR A0 1 4, BF-MBR 5 MBR # 3 #H %f COD
B 1) 2 B R A K AR E o, Foh BF-MBR i 17
BORYS MBR AHIE, I 3% A U B 246 T MBR 1Y
COD L BRAC R, B4 R 5 SCHk B A5 21, Khan
Ul F MBRFIRS Bl 320RLAY MBR A2 R 4 3 Tic
K, R 5B COD -3 B AR H: T 98% .
Rodriguez-Hernandez %52 {ifi il 21 ¥y JE-MBR &b 3§
WG K, BB FH B COD 55K 55 N 84%

—O0— MBRili/k —o6— BF-MBRAEIRHX il

80% , bz, X5 5 W45 BF-MBR Ak 9 0K
DX B4 A= o SEORE 1 B 2 AR K 0 35 I8 R R 24 R4 600
mg- L™ AW AR — & R iRk T BF-MBR
X COD 11 2 BRI

T 1 FITA 4 B COD/TN AR, RS I 4k K
ARBLZE 45 COD WA 2 BRAICR ok T s 2 51
AR, ToL2 MTH 3 REmE LG, 50N
ap (BN 15 P A ORI, Iy 5 35 T A K 42
BT EZAHHY),COD LBRBERF M. S5, T
1 AT 4 sp AR ORI X COD 19 5 BRI 38
EZHA—EWWS), TH 1 U AW, SHAh 5
AW IERLIX 1 A W R A2 RIS I A 5. Czaczyk £512)
1 Frolund 257 225 )N MM R A9 (EPS) 7E R 2
YIREIE BB S % A= W RO st R ELA S A .
M—2 22 H AN E sk Z T L= R 2
EPS™2 T2 AT 3 R ER A LS  EPS 724
IR TE T AR WY B, A T AR A SRR IX
X COD [ R BRECR.

—&— BF-MBR{l{k

3.0 I I
a5 KiEhM
20
15+ !
1.0
05 |-

CODZRUA H kg (m*-d)™!

T2

N I
i3 |

]I T4
| |

|

|

4500 '

3600 -

HEARCOD/mg-L™!

900 - |
1

1200 [ |
1 000 -
800 |-
600

HKCOD/mg-L™!

200

| -
2700 |- : /
1800 | nugn®

1

|

|

|

. A
400: /:\2:. /.-. iD.e,"‘%‘%ﬁi\;ﬂ/}‘eEﬁfsﬁﬁ;%o\

100 120 140 160 180 200

BT R Ed

El3 MBR 5 BF-MBR i COD F#AFM COD FMERBR
Fig. 3 COD load and COD removal in MBR and BF-MBR

2.3 AE LB
2.3.1 HA

PE W A R KRB I E 4 s, HIR
HINH, -NURFE R I [R) 3 sh AR K. s A Tl 1 28
3HZES A1, M IREAC, B E® hNH, -N

WEEAR . 002 AR 2T BN Z , T RIK
Bl AT IR T8 VR ) VA R NH, N B B AR
T3 BARBIAI T O 4 3 A-EA\H RE, FEYOKE
FVHG A TE e P /K St S 3 B0, VR T G v
Tk, IRV A O NH, -N e B B AR T 00 1 AL
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i

B 36 %

{5 3 Hif .

Ja Eh BB, BF-MBR Hl MBR /K ¥ RE{#457E 10
mg-L7'DAF. T L 4RSS, PO g R T
TGV L TR 15 e 2R MR S AU AR B s HL Dk
K. AT 2 J5, PR # 1 7K a1 00 B R
AL, BF-MBR % {2, BF-MBR 1 /K & &k %
76 83 d J5F % (21 £6.0)mg-L ™" MBR H/KZ &
JEFE 97 d JE %% (21 £7.4) mg-L™! fr%%ﬁ?(g
B IS Y HEAR ) (GB 18596-2001) 24
<80 mg-L ™' WYPR{H. BF-MBR (¥ /K NH, -N/ZU“
BEA T MBR. Horf, BF-MBR 2= 47 #08HX X NH, -N
FBR I TTRR AN 85. 6% ( T4 2) F193. 4% ( T.
B0 3). B4 FR 53 1Y 2 A A AR ) R DO & 22 0k
2Bk, MBR XA 2] T #F— 25 3 TH AR K BT
1EH.

KRR RS R — B3] T 00 3 45
W AT 4 J5, P RN A 7K 22 0k B T
WETHE 177 d Z 5 N A & A KB
WM TRE. TRk B [ S B AR ] g
X R 2 Bk 1 X — 5.

AWFFEAE T 2 FIT00 3 $E b & L, IV o
SR E BRSO I W . AR R BRAUR R —
SRR A LS V5 VR R AR G, Ak S Ak S

—O0— MBRiliZk —o6— BF-MBRASHORHX ik

PESESRAOC; 3 —J7 A2 pH 2. IS FY pH A
FITFHESERS LA B 10 A KRR S A fb R, MBR 5
BF-MBR "1 pH ZEL U 5 fi7s. MBR T8 1, T
02 WAL T 4 1 pH 3%, S0 R PRAOR 822, I
K, T2 JE, T 3, oK & Ak B % pH
Fh R R BRI RS E ; BF-MBR 7E
T2 AT 3 1Y pH e, AL FRACR BT M T
Ol 1 AT pH B8R, 2 AL PR 2%

Benaliouche 25 {3 pH Jy 7. 6 BHi& HEIS VR Y
AR AR . RE R S0 8 s AR A A i AR
Pl pH JEHITE 6.5 ~8. 5, {HILiL FE i pH M5 &
BRI BN, Zeng 25" M s 7k b 5y WA A HL
RAELF R BE R AN T 2 E A E B A
T Y5 R G0 A. AAF5E P BF-MBR 5 MBR
FET0 2 RT3 oA ML A TCHL AR R R
Wk (716 + 276.8) . (680 + 300.0) F1 (671 +
328.8) . (635 £220.9)mg-L~" BB & T T.0 1 A
T3 B (429 £233.0) . (577 £130.9) F1(387 +
193.3) . (546 £159.5) mg-L~"  AHLA E LA i
B RE T pH 4ERFE R KO
2.3.2 IN

T 1 ~4 %4FF,BF-MBR X} TN 1 £ %4
W 23.5% £10.1% . 30.8% +25.5% . 40.3% +

—®— BF-MBRil{/K

EEE

Tl

Mk CODITN

990

660

330

HEANH, -N/mg L™

570

380

H7KNH,"-N/mg- L™

190

100 120 140 160 180 200

AT RE

E 4 MBR 5 BF-MBR X{NH, -NHI %%

Fig. 4 NH, -N removal in MBR and BF-MBR
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pH

10.0

9.5

9.0

8.5

8.0

7.5

7.0

6.5

6.0

5.5

5.0

L s T 83 !

—{— MBR

T4

—e— BF-MBR#MBR[X

1
40 60 80 100 120 140 160
BATRHd

El5 BF-MBR i) MBR X 5 MBR H pH 254,
Fig. 5 Variations of pH in MBR part of BF-MBR and in MBR

200

13.5% . 27.8% +12.6% , ¥ F MBR iy TN £Bx
WM (8.5% +5.9% . 13.5% +7.9% . 21.3% +
13.1% . 21.4% +41.4% ).

JAEAHIE A () J2 g S8R, 1HL s g 24T
SRXF TN HA — 2 B ZBRACR. X T 85 K #% N
PRI SN 57 T A AE — 8 I BRI A 6. 9 4h,
HRAE SR AR TR B8 B | B SN X Bk R il S8 MV
SR HE A% 32 RS [ AR %) B o, A 4
SIS BARSNZ A ARSI A I kT
TEAL R, 9 )2 55 95 ROE AL TR i A3, BT I Al
RN, e e AL A A AR LA & A, PRl et 2 R B i
Xt TN HA — 2 B RBRFCR .

5 MBR A, BF-MBR BUf T S8 4519 TN 2:BR%
SR X5 SCHk[ 15,24 1 HGE AT X n] REZEIH A
T BF-MBR A=W I % A= (%) [5) 25 il 4k B2 i fkad 2.
BF-MBR A9y 3208} b B 25 A5 K 00 A ) JE TR 1 24
1.2 ~1. 6 mm, PG T A D598, SN2 B
JEEAL T4 SRS B AE SR RN 1 2 AE AR AL T
B DR, [F)2E & A RO AR S, DT KR
5T RGN TN B9 RBR. AW EURHX G TN A9 2Bk
TIRRRAE T 1 ~4 258 69.5% ., 72.2% .
67.4% . 63.5% , v it — 5 IF B A= W 5 o A 1) [R) 4
WAL R B AE AT TN 25 B 2 Bk,

SRR B A LA T 00 1 RN T 4 M G, R K B
RELE SR TH 2, 3 BUS T B4 TN ZLBRACR.
IR R R E R A LS TSR K A YRR TS
T LR Y K 55— T S AE Ak v B 20 T

(G BN, SRS AERE 1G58, Yang 251 45 & 1
BB A L 8.9 #2455 % 14.7 FI1 21. 7 I, TN *F
B BRF M 13. 4% 43 ) #2752 40. 0% F1 62.3% .
ERAEE HRT AAR5 0 1 h, KA L 2. 6 2
3.5 Fl4. 4 BF TN PR BRFM 62. 9% 5 2
76.2% F186. 3% . Matgju % 45 1, Jy i 1L I A1k
TR R AL Z /D 4. 2 |1 Obaja 255 gk — 2
P R AEAEIR R TR 6 ~ 8. AHFoE RIM = T 00
2 R0 3, KA R L A AT5 4R T AR K-, Gn s
AR R 2R A TR B AL, U] BF-MBR X TN ) 2%
B A B — 0.
2.3.3 WHSEME

FEAR B S L S5 1, RO A AR 25 5 B
NO, -N FUZ. MBR 7 1.4 2 F1 3 f A SEHE T 5¢
S0tk SO N NO, -N VARG (HAE T80 1 Al
4 1 NO, -N YR BE & 25 Tk, 43 5 0 (85.3 £ 141.5)
mg-L ' F1(89.5 £126.6) mg-L~'. 5 MBR S #%
AT, BE-MBR 745 T F NO, -N ¥ Ji& #5 %5¢
fm, LOL 1 ~4 T AYIEEX NO, -N V& B 4351 hy
(386.1 +301.7) . (312.8 +149.6) . (232.8 +
78.9) F1(181. 8 +142.4) mg-L ™", 1fif MBR [XNO, -N
WeRE 7 91 My (645.6 +133.5) , (222.7 +290.1)
(9.7+28.7) M (19.5 £39.7) mg-L™". BT 1
&k, BF-MBR f MBR X 283 i — 2 fi b 16 ], fifi
NO, -N ¥R BE5e A= ) JEORH XA T KR B A5 (L
B0 3 F1 T4 4 4, BF-MBR £ MBR [X NO, -N
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i

Bt 2% 36 #&

WeBEAT) i 2 5 T MBR.

& 1 KAl R AL ) T 0 A A AU R
R Tm Dl SRR AL S 8 5 LRI E T FR A
EAKGFERRORE S LW A i 72 25 R %
B, FRRE TR L SR 7K 75 = S A A AT 0, 2
KR SRR TR T B A LR 08 K s A A B
2N B 5 5 R A I R 5 5K
5 TS L.

o VR B ) S 24 (FA) R B I M R (FNA) 1]
B 40 i 2 1L T (AOB) F1IIE. fi§ MR #h 1k 16
(NOB) 7tk , T 2 NO, -N 7 5 2 L 2 A
JRA; NO, -N A9 LR A Bl T 50 BE e R e Ak
Anthonisen 25819 FA X} AOB F1 NOB (%917 il v
JE43 5 10 ~ 150 mg-L™' A1 0.1 ~1 mg-L~", FNA
XF i Ak TR ]k BE R 0.22 ~ 2.8 mgeL7.

Vadivelu 257 A K FA X NOB F 41 il e & 6
mg-L~",FNA Xf AOB FI NOB {41 il ¢ i 43 51
0.4 mg-L™"F10.02 mg-L™". AHWFIEHR I 50 g5
NH, -N, NO, -N WAl pH i1 A8 T 1 ~4 F
MBR 5 BF-MBR "1/ FA 5 FNA ¥ &, ¥ 3 fr
7. MBR H1, T80 1 RS FA FIFNA ¥ B2
THYPEE ,SCB T NO, -N IR, T2, 3 LT
T 1, FA R FNA ¥KIE T %, MBR FEA S T 58
4Ttk T 4 T BIR FA 5%, (H5 5 i FNA 1R
ATHEXT AOB Fl NOB j=A:= T #llil, th7K NO, -N B i
FtiE. BF-MBR H' NO, -N {9 1 AR 1 6 i o vk
() FA &0, JFREE FA W 2R REAC, 400 i R B
NO, -N #¢ BB S R A% ; 17 BF-MBR 9 MBR X 31
() NO, -N LR REZL A A F = v B2 11 FA Al FNA
FRIER G T 4 .

%3 MBR # BF-MBR # FA 5 FNA §2/mg-L"!
Table 3 FA and FNA contents in MBR and BF-MBR/mg-L !

MBR BF-MBR
T4

FA FNA FA(ZEY3EEHX) FNA (2= 80RHX ) FA(MBR [X) FNA(MBR IX)
TH 1T 1.2422.95  0.053 +0. 081 51.19 £68.98 0.018 0. 042 5.54 £12.72 0.213 0. 178
TH2  0.07+0.09  0.006 +0.008 16.90 =18. 19 0. 005 =0. 009 1.48 +1.41 0.158 0. 239
TH3  0.16+0.20  0.000 +0. 000 8.66 8. 11 0. 004 +0. 005 0.93 £0.76 0. 000 =0. 000
TH4  0.04+0.04  0.041 +0.065 2.68 +3.10 0.013 0. 010 0.56 £1.44 0.021 =0. 035

2.4 TP EBRERME

T 1 ~4 T BF-MBR X} TP #2555 23 5
16.0% + 13.6% . 53.0% + 14.5% . 55.1% =+
20.3% M1 17.0% +18.5% ,MBR FIAH N TP 2[5 %
H0.2% +0.04% . 36.1% +20.3% . 27.5% +
16.6% #117.1% +11.0% ,BF-MBR 7 4% L% F 1Y
TP £BRF0% 5T MBR.

S ) 25 R A PR AR — R R R
AEWARK BT RE Y T HE Y R BR, 5 —
FRAT 05 PR T SR TR A A W BRBEVE . AR SO e
BRI A S Fis1T. BF-MBR & RISk E 5
MBR #2305, 2037 15 Ve AL AR 5 R M BR B R0 1 1%
5 MBR 2 A%, {HJZ BF-MBR A= 9 5 9 7 i 1 fike
A/RAFMEmAE T REBEW AT TP WAEY £
Rl 12 sefdig TN BF-MBR Xt TP #9253
WEE T MBR, X FP2EIEE T 0L 2 ~3 NI AE .
2.5 HMIEFE S BT

pH AN 2 5 M A A 20 B A A R AR, T L
2 I R I S A (FA ) Y T B T R M il A 5 T A
FER A ROPE RN R, DO 20 R Ak E0 . AT

FEA TR R e i A R 2T
FERGEOAEE , NI REAROK H pH. 2 7B SN #4858 17
pH ¥ 7E 6.0 ~ 8.5 Z[H], 3817 WA (0] B K AR T 2 1)
PRSIV i BTN/ N 93 T b FE A4 2 0805 1) T A, 45
W 4 Frzs. T 1 ~4,BF-MBR 5 MBR A3 Hi K
pH ML ,{H BF-MBR ) NaHCO, ¥/t MBR /3
SRS T 0.5 g LT AL 2 g-L7'. T2, R N 7%
HE7K pH A H/ NIRRT & A8 [R], BF-MBR 7K
pH i/ F MBR. T 3 BEE S Bz, B BF-
MBR B)/NIRATH & 3 — 20/, BF-MBR 7K pH
L T MBR, 7R /N 95 T8 0 6 38 W DL — 2P
| k.

BF-MBR 544 i % 5 A= Wy A7 0. 5 i KA
ke, BF-MBR A= ¥ IX i pH T4 1 R, T 2., 3
BIEit 0.2 ~ 0.4, WA Py B 9 R 3 T i LA
5o, AR T R AR FH A B — R RO B . R
RGO BRI, WA e . T 4
WA BRA L T 1 KV S5, PR A% NaHCO; %R
T A T AEL K pH B R R X — 7
HEAIRIE pH BARA ¢, I —J7 IR i T 32F K ik
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%4 MBR 5 BF-MBR f {7k pH FSMI/NFITHEE
Table 4  Effluent pH and baking soda consumption in MBR and BF-MBR

NaHCO
T BATEA 7K pH 7K pH L
P P B /g-L-!
MBR 8.4+0.14 7.1£0.98 2.5+0.33
R - S HURFIX .3 £0.
TH1 BF-MBR (2L #3808} X)) 8.4+0.28 8.3+0.70 2 0+0.06
BF-MBR(MBR X)) 7.1+£0.81
MBR 8.2+0.24 6.2 +0.60 2.0£0.07
, N HORLIX
TH2 BF-MBR (A B0RHX) 8240 23 8.4£0.55 2.0+0.00
BF-MBR(MBR X)) 7.9+1.12
MBR 8.0+0.22 7.3 +0.91 1.5+0.22
{ - JECRE X
T8 3 BF-MBR (4£#) ,\ﬂl:) 8.0 +0.32 8.4+0.34 105037
BF-MBR( MBR [X) 8.6 +0.39
MBR 7.7 £0.08 6.0+0.72 3.7+0.69
- ) LK 410,
T 4 BF-MBR ( A #J30EHX ) 7.740.10 7.4+£0.58 5 540,88
BF-MBR(MBR [X) 5.9+0.88

E e RGP N Y S T A NN W R T
RO WIS 207 A A i 2 B 8 /D BT L

3 it

(1) 5 MBR #f}t, BF-MBR X§ COD FINH, -Nf#J
FBRFEIT, X TN A TP () L BR R B & TH e, A
NaHCO, 7H #& & KA.

(2) BT T S i 3 4 T R0 FI R S 1 572 il
R, #7K COD/TN 4 1.0 £0. 2 BH5 IR HEIR2E 15
e L BR AR, AR BT 2E B sh k. gtk cob/
TN £/ 0 2.3 £0. 4 ZEA7 B, 4515 Je ) 1 23 BR SR
REIGR K COD Mg 0k B2 24 2 B = AL T
(F & IR TS R HEOPR 1E) (GB 18596-2001 ).
THAN PRV #4538 AT R e i, COD 5 2 AU 25 B A
Bk 1,91 kge (m®-d) ~'H10.48 kg+ (m’-d) 7.
B2k
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