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W OE BX AR S E TG KA FAME R M LR A TR T AR R AR A ), SR T T2 0 B R SRR AR W B
#% (moving bed biofilm reactor, MBBR) #f 1T #E 22 4b #, WX Rk 4 =7 MBBR /K Bt Ab BEZLSE , I FH vy 3 4 0 )37 R
R AR B F KR (T,). W 4A (DO). pH XAz ) B2 DA R 75 SE 2 0 5 ) L R R Z U e s fk . 25 53R,
T, B 26 C NRES] 10 °C WIE], S #% COD. NH;-N £ BRFEAJI R 53R FFTE 75% . 80% 7247, MBBR i /KA € 7
— % AbrifE . I E T (Proteobacteria) . TAFT ] (Bacteroidetes) FITF % Wi | ] (Planctomycetes) F2& & ) 5 32 B2 A1 4
Wi, T, FRBESEBIFFETTMAEX FE D EA . PR E (Pseudomonas) T8 #1 14 J& (Flavobacterium)
AT, FHCHIRBEIE, S E (Zoogloea) M F R F¢fa E . T IUR T (RDA) K3, DO 55 I H
W )& (Brevundimonas). pH 5 & %M &6 (Dechloromonas). [& & YK H J& (Azoarcus) B4 W& IEM KL, T, 5 H
MOGJE . BT Jm B 3 PO O . MBBR 25 R 4E R, A BB 75 3 A8 T 2 MBBR H KK B 4R PR IR RRUE 1Y
HwE A

KR BBV, AR EEK; AR MERE, M EE

B A ] A S = A SRR T O, SR 7 A T K R B RE n SEE E S K B
SRR fEFE R O HER . HEOK B TC U] WA YRR A, 6 PR Y Y G ) A H g5 P, H
i, SE50 V5 K E R AL B VL E AR AL | fbeE Ab B A AR BREY, W B AL IAE A fig
L KA TR /N R, A A B AR P2 A TS G A TR SAS B Y R R AR G )
b BRI A TG TS Ve v . AR R S A A W I S A BRYS OK , OTEAETE IS e K . A BRAUCR A
R AF R RO B TR IEURL A W B S N 2% (MBBR) J2 82 17 M 15 118 16 R0 A 0 B 5 1 AT o0 T — IR 10 i B AR
YIREE RNy g, AT LA 0. R HAh B840 A A T K T

MBBR H A 40 v i 7 fir B8 3 805 , AL FRBCRTEE , MUY RO AN B B R
MBBR 7£ 14~18 °C /K & 4b BEAL J5 Mo IX A2 3575 7K, 24 DO=4.5 mg-L™", /K2 & 2 bk 5 i ik
WisBEE: 2018-12-28; FEAHHEA: 2019-05-09
EEWB: LA BAREIEE BT H (2017C510006)
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65%; 4 DO=2.0 mg-L™" i}, 7K EEFLEHE L BR R 3518 45.2% F1 58.2%, X TR IR EE AL #E AL T
A T K A B Bl o v 0 A VOV SR F i 450 /47 S MBBR AR B TR K, A A AN A AR
AW 200%, ffE HRT=12h, 7K COD, A . SR LEBRED AT 68.1%. 84.0%. 74.7%,
AR BN E R —H A HEbRAE, oK B 24k 5 W) i B0 FFP 253008/ T 84.4% Fl 54.5%, 4% 41
K H MBBR 4b B B 2 A (2 mg- L") F2FE K 7K, MBBR £ 7K 77155 8 B [8] 247 6~8 min A1 B < 5 A
180 L-h' My 451 N A A L BRF 1T iK H] 70%~75%, & A LB b 560~700 g-(m*-d ™), fE w504k B
IR B 2 R TR K

MBBR £ R i5 /K AL BR A BT E R, H R gT £ 24 T F MBBR AL BEAE 15 V5 K FL Tk IR K, i X
SEBGE IS K AL BRI, U R BRI TR 5 M T A 0 S A B T T A R R I AR ) B DT AR SE
T 24 HHE ) MBBR, 7ERKAF AL E 5K, MRS T, DO Ml pH, # %% MBBR
JK B COD, NH;-N &b BEAG SF UA K A= Wy B 20 B B 95 1 sh 2528 4k, 2 BT M 2K K S 38 st R0 400 o e 9% A8 Ak
Z [R] B AH S
1 MRI57F%
1.1 LHRE

AWM EE 2 EAH[A AT 1 %5 MBBR fil 2 % MBBR, SCH2%E Q1A 1 frn . MBBR W AR A 204
1k 800 L, MBBR # &R IH 78 K 5 30%., R AFJIEFHBESRHZED OB, BRRE TSR
6h, [A]f7 2h, 15512 %5 MBBR 43l X} W SE 5 2= AL B EETS K, e b g i2E 7K 5 Xk H 1] 8k Xk
K, SEE R IK LM MBR A . AR EJE A 4%, MBBR % 223z 17 197K F1 5 8 i 8] (HRT) A
8~12h, H/KZGE AN G A DTTEM , K 7K K S HERE

A
HEK K
B SOREN aYe Y | AR
Wy
woow

1 MBBR % ERIEE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of MBBR equipment

1.2 LI EHFEN A E

MBBR SR IR [ M [ SRR IR, TG RIS Yo i A s OE D TE KA BT KIS U8, i At i
1 0.02% 74 %5 1% 18] B B 3% A6 24 h, B SV, TLFETE 5 min 2247 197508, 4% BTG5 YR Ais K 1:2 19
b $ ik, WA R A 2 h, TRIRE A ] R 1R Zead 29 20 d, SECRMEERE R, MBBR iz f74b BESC 56
V57K . MBBR b B S % V5 K AR [ SR IA S IR, SCURFREERT B 106 do B 3d, FIHE# X
ZZHrHr A (HQ30D, M, RE) MG ERGH T,. DO, pH, [N, RAED KK,
53R FH B TR ARV (GB 11914-1989) . 44 [R5 Lt 1 (GB 7479-1987) Il 72 £ /i ) COD . NH;-N,
1.3 DNA RZEAMSEENF

TERCN 483847 7. 37, 64, 97 d(fg F T A)) i, HCEURHE Y IR 42 U DNA, AE 9 5 DNA 1Y
2 Fi TR+ 392 40 T DNA 2 BGR 77) £ (fast DNA SPIN kit for soil, MP biomedicals) it #8:/F 77 1% . &
DNA | FH ¥t 28 443 6% B8 31 (ND-1 000, Fisher Scientific, USA) K vk B fali g, i if 0.8% 1Y
TN A U5 s R VKRS UL DNA (9 58 88, R FL A7 v 3 )7 o
1.4 HEHH

& H] Nlumina MiSeq - £ % 40 B #f % DNA 7 Be 647 X (Paired-end) Il )57, 32 1] QIIME %R /4: £6;
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IR Rk A RS BE ) R3], KA AY S R A 4 97% B4 7 A AR U AT H 3R RN OTU R 4, I
PEHUEE S OTU A = B ¢ 3 B9 1 S04 iz OTU WA R P SN AT 48 0 . A R 34458 11 FE AR 41 1 B
7% Z FEVE (HD Alpha 2 A48 ) A K AE 45 43 2K B 4 T 254743 At . Canoco for Windows 4.5 314
XoT 4t TR DL S TR %) AF 6 =F BE R EE I - 2E 17 TU 4R 23 BT (redundancy analysis, RDA).

2 #ER5T

2.1 MBBR M EREFHIIT L

[ 2 & MBBR &b 3 ¥5 /K 1 [f] T, (#9245 1k . !  IEMBBR
B 2 B, T, F RS SE AR, AT 1t - 2MBBR

22r
20 1

126 C FRERIH M 16 °C, HIEHM 10 C.

[$)
KIS MBBR 43175 /K ok i o 785 1 B85 K T 2 4l
Z—, X} MBBR 7K 7K J5T Fl A4 ¥ J Gl A 0 R ol
98 72 LA 3 s 0r
K 3 /& MBBR 4b ¥ 5 7K 8] 8] DO B 28 4k, 80 T2 24 36 48 60 72 84 9 108

Z 7Rl
E 2 MBBR QBT EHKEHNTHE

Fig. 2 Changes of water temperature during

151 2 5 MBBR (] DO 7 & 5 R £ 5 76 (4.8+
0.3) mg-L™' I (5.0£0.2) mg'L™'. 15 v #8754

94 K Bf, DO % i K 2 £ 1% 3.8 mg'L" , 25 MBBR treatment process
MBBR 7£ 94~106 d i} , DO % & B Ik £ 3.7~ o
43 mgLt, HBFSEOT FET, B A S 601 o b

MG KA LY Y B, 2 R #E DO,
M 51 AR 5 K B DO i B o N A
DO 5t 1 v A7 F) T A7 AL Y 23 A i A B2 0z
MHEAT, BARA DO & & A A T A& A 4 ik
iR A 2
[4] 4 J& MBBR /b H 35 /K 39 8] pH ) 22 1k P e

1% . 25 MBBR i) pH f2 & 7 7.5£0.3, 7.8+0.3 B3 MBBR GEEIIZH DO KT
Ao, REMAm S HRAE . 1 RN AR RS 103 K Fig. 3 Changes of DO during MBBR treatment process
i, pHi @ik #] 8.1, 25 R AHER 19K

DO/(mg - L")

10.0

F, pH AT F S0 6.9, pH o i 9 ALt 2 QA

g, AR R R B R BUR N Z 85t

B, B FREE A R FNHIN B2 R0 A %%k%&ﬁﬁczyﬁkﬁ%§?

iR A BB S I AR IR B R, B R Y o

pH A FT157K TN 92k . MBBR 4b 3 i & v 6.0

pH AL F 35, A A F R AL R 7T - g I
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108

2.2 MBBR # K REIT L BT

P 5(a) F&] 5(b) /& MBBR # Hi 7k 7K Jii COD 4 MBBR 0323372 pH M 1L
WM 2Zs 4k, SZES M, 15 fl 25 MBBR g 7K Fig. 4 Changes of pH during MBBR treatment process

COD 4351124 31.02~1 003.16 mg-L™" 1 11.71~662.69 mg-L ™', 15 MBBR #{& i 7k COD & T 50 mg-L ™",
{HFERT 22d, Hi7K COD 24 33.28~342.75 mg-L™' . WEI #4281, #E/K COD iz B (1 003.16 mg-L™),
A TR W b 28RBS AS BE M RE A HLTS Y2 (LA COD i) S8 4 Wefi , Bt 5 (i 2k W e s B i 17 20
B, H/K COD B T 4 HAKE E % 8. 25 MBBR V- Hi7k COD £ T 50 mg-L™", i fEJ5 M4 97
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K, ik COD ik F| 126 mg-L™", J5WHAR AR (10 °C) A A LA B K (349 mg L") 238 1t /k
COD /i A . ASBIFFE it MBBR i /K HA i I 1, 5 AL B Ao 905 7K 20 HE K 3 e sg i, i 30
AMAEYRIE . B R R AL T, J& 518 MBBR 7K COD 34 & iy EZE R 17,

&l 6(a) F1 &l 6(b) ¥ MBBR # i /K NH;-N iy A8 L 45 8 . 15 1 2 5 MBBR #f 7K NH;-N ¥ Ji& 53 3]
49 0.20~9.69 mg-L™" I 0.44~12.71 mg-L™", HF/KNH;-N ¥ FEARAE B shE k. 1512 5 MBBR F 1 i
JKNH;-N ¥ B R FR7E 0.76~125 mg- L' /£ 4. 15 MBBR 7E 55 46~52 K, Hi 7K NH;-N ¥ & 1 & F ik
K, EEATILE] 6.19 mg L', MBS FEERW, 7E49d 0, DO & KA 43 mg L™, pH R
6.5, T FEM DO FIES Wt 1) A5 AR T840 RN 9 HEAT . A A0 20 B AS BB DUH0KE NHG-N 55 A NOS-N
NO;-N, FHNH;-NWKERER, @R K INH-N WA, 2 %5 MBBR 7E/5 1 97 d B (T,=11.5 C,
DO=3.7 mg-L™"), H/KNH-N ¥ &} 5 2] 3.28 mg- L™, FhJ5 bk & 20 1E 3 K F, RN a5 % i
T, F1 DO 50t /KNH;-N. &5 R, W% S T, FF, MBBRGGERE ZLBRTS K P HINHN, H
JKNH]-N Ve FE R FFAETABRMA, 10 T,,. DO. pH %5345 K 2 5| i H 7K NH-N % 8 i B 2 R 3R .

1000 = ISMBBRyK 800 L mMBBRiEK
900 - —— 1'5-MBBR {7k 700 -, 2E-MBBRH 7k
o 800 o 600 -
= 700 | = 500
& 600 5
g’ 500 é‘) 400 |
= 400 & 300 b
S 300 o L
O 500 F O 200
100 100 @&
or L
-100 0
0 0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108
ZfyiE/d ZATI A/
(a) 1'5MBBRiji i /K CODZE L, (b) 25MBBRijf 7k CODZ 1,
5 MBBR # 7k COD HIZE 1L
Fig. 5 COD variations of influent and effluent of MBBR
_ -= [ MBBRiff7k _
11 4 A 14 -~ 2E-MBBRif 7k
_ 18 [ -~ I'ZMBBRf K _ B o 2 MBBRIE K
T 3 I F
ZL 8 :]b 10+
E ERR
s ¢ =t
¥ 4t ¥ st
£ o3t £ 4r
Z 2 z 3V
(1) L — L 2o, (1) e AA-H-.—:.._..A“ T e
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108
AT/ BATHT A/
(a) 1'SMBBRi# 7K NH,"-Nfy 45 £k, (b) 2'5MBBR# 1 7KNH, N1 254,

6 MBBR i 7k NH;-N B2 ¢
Fig. 6 NH;-N variations of influent and effluent of MBBR

2.3 MBBR HEF %R OTU FZH1%

MBBR A [a] H 73 # i OTU 24 Fll Alpha Z2FEPEFE S8 ML ILZE 1. AFE 1 LI T, 2> MBBR 4
Wy BB b 1 o 3 R R SR R AR 410 649 N B A A, B 15 Rk B 97.98%~99.97%. 15 il
25 MBBR #£ /i OTU B3935 %) 4 512, 5 533(97% W FE SN ARMRLE) . 40 B BE TS 2206 Pk T LU M
T 0 BE 7% 5 5 J (9 Chaol 1 BE Y% 247 4] i 119 Shannon #8 %X K Je e, 15 #1125 MBBR 7E 12 A 3 1Y
Chaol #8 %035 K (1 689. 2 050), Shannon 5% A W W FEAK. 2 1~ MBBR 7E4 2% 12 J {73 4 i i V%
ZREVESR B AR R AR B R, X U B ORI E W RB AR A b 3 N 4 AR A BT, BEVE IR W 24
PR R, NI BEAE AR IR A BE N A Mo Ah 38 AE W S 38 2 75K o
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#& 1 MBBR #¥m OTU ¥(#1 Alpha ZHMHIEH T
Table 1 OTUs and Alpha diversity analysis of MBBR samples

1'SMBBR 25 MBBR
9H 10H 11H 12H 9H 10H 11H 12H
HBUTY 48133 53624 39107 55201 58959 62497 39759 53369
OTUs/ A 1047 990 1034 1441 1494 1460 925 1654

HEERI% 98.77 98.85 99.05 98.41 98.35 97.98 98.94 99.97
Chaol 1058 990 1181 1659 1494 1 460 925 2052

KrEbR

Shannon 7.37 6.74 7.85 7.55 8.04 7.99 7.58 7.95

& 7 ) et 2 4~ MBBR KE 5 i Venn 8. 15 MBBR(A) 7E 9. 10, 11, 12 A 34 OTU %1 388 14,
AR OTU £ 43 A 211, 171, 205 i1 6774 ; 25 MBBR(B) #£ 9. 10, 11, 12 A 374 OTU &
2714, A ) OTU B4 54 383, 368, 213 F1995 4. 2> MBBR 7E A [l A {3 # B A £ & 89
Flh, 25 MBBR ¥ FMECE S T 15, £ 12 4, 24 MBBR A AW A4k i, 158 MBBR £
ANFEA G Al B A AR, (B B LA R, BEE N A 6y T, 09728 Ak, PR R
AR N Y B A AR AR

Al10 Al2 B10 B11

(a) 1'SMBBRE i Venn & (b) 22-MBBRAE i Venn &
7 MBBR # & Venn
Fig. 7 Venn diagram of MBBR

2.4 MBBR @EEELMNT L

P4 8 ) MBBR 4l 1 R 75 A F A8 4k . i 5] 8(a) & i, MBBR 4h B 5256 58 15 K i # b A8 1B
W ] (Proteobacteria) . KT 1] (Bacteroidetes) FIiF 5 # | ] (Planctomycetes) J& F B AE ). AL H
IJJ& A MBBR B i RETE ], H 35 61.87% ~ 85.78% WM FE . AT BT 140 & 2 R 408
R, Uz A A AR SR A ) R R IR SRS R, 7 MBBR Bt Bl & R S PEAE U LR
WITEFELEMAREITZ—, 15 MBBRHERBBIFTFETTTE 9 A A 10 H 89 A xF 4= B 53 51 02 3.129% Fil
11.41%, 76 11 A #1012 A B H X £ B T 3] 21.6% 1 15.05%, [FKE, 25 MBBR FE 5 AH X 3 1
11 A1 12 AW TS5 24.1% F1016.73% FUFF TR T 1A AE XT3 B2 FE 7K IR B AR A0 PR 5E 1 2 38, w4
FFBR T4 B AT AAR G- s 7 AR BRBE , AT #E MBBR IR 7 &b B 75 7K b e 4% 8 35 4 FH P,

% 8(b) FlI&l 8(c) iy MBBR H¥f it 241 1 J& 7K - AH X E B A48 fb . LI 1, 7€ MBBR 41 B 75 &
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D
(=}

HEXT - EE/%
ES

20

25

AR /%

ARSI/ %

mm others

W Firmicutes

B Chlorobi

W Acidobacteria
mm Actinobacteria
—1 Chloroflexi

wmm Verrucomicrobia
mm Planctomycetes
I Bacteroidetes
W Proteobacteria

A9 AI0  AIl Al2 B9 BI0 BIl BI2
FE b
(a) MBBRANGT IR HIS 2 2 22k

(AR
(b) 'S MBBRAHHJE /K F-AR RS HE B fE

L RE
(c) 2= MBBRE B 8 A AR 3 HO A5k
8 MBBR AHEEEITKE. BKEHEMEENTK

Fig. 8 Relative abundances of bacterial community in MBBR at phylum and genus levels
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KL, IR HEE (Zoogloea) i #i 8.27%~15.96% RYMIXT £, &M B HHIEZ —. H 5P
R, W E RSN T AR, B RERIE AR A, AW SR BER DT
FedERe J1, B Sh I JE T DR e AR 2 A, DR E T R 0 AR i TS K A L, DA B
K75 7K Hh COD H . S WM )| (Hydrogenophaga) 78 15 . 25 MBBR £ iy FAH XT = B 5% & 49 0] ik
F 15.78%(9 H ) 1 11.06%(10 J1); ifE 12 7, 530 T 2] 4.02% 1 0.21%, Wi # S His A T,
B R o U I TR T 1 A T A R 2 05 R AL G W (PAHS) B RE T, T AR TR IR
St AR, 320 AR A SR R A ) e A P S B TR T RT RE TR B A L IR E S K I £
WY b R EEER ., RN EE (Pseudomonas) WIFN, FBEFE T, L5 B3, 1 5 10{R A
ML ER @ N 9 H 19 0.77% FHiE &) 12 H 19 22.95%, [FIFE 2 S i i E R A 9 A 19 0.32% T35 12 A
) 5.86% X % B fis P10 1 i BB AR 4 Mol W AR A BT, UM A W DL A i F, R GR ISR HE
A E 2 —.

FE 11 H AT 12 7, MBBR 7KK BT RE R PR FFAERAR MR B, 3 J2 IR Ay 3 o A1 I A 58 09 (A )
Chn B SR B i ) 0 34 184 I B ok DL B B, T AN A I AU TR P 2 A S L R ) R e 2, Tl I
AP FE YT, fRIIE T MBBR FEBK A 25 {155 RE AR E A Fm 1Y A B S0 55 2 V5K o
2.5 IFIEEF X MBBR ZHE B % 45 49 89 220

FEl O S 3R 5 T 55 200 9 00 T Ak 53 T Sl TR
(RDA) %5 it . MBBR fJ RDA I 37 [£ 55 1 1 4% 15 AL 5 Al
2 Bl 45 A T A0 B B A T S A A N gfg Flawbacirin, 07
37.67% F1 23.96%, 55 1 1, ARG 1Y BR S Pseulonighes ~ NHIN
B FR DO(=—0.918) . NH:-N(+=0.687) I pH(r= 500 po - deromgnas | i
0.634); 2L, HGHRRWIRBN TR F o[ Mot M
COD(=0.811)F1 T,(=—0.668). AILLF i, DO 5 “45JMWgﬁ%“'HQ@mwma
S % R B (Brevundimonas) . <5 i T & . _ . Z?;rlcgs Hydro?gqrogﬁimﬁ/us
(Aeromonas) H. A & # IF M CHE, B & ) DO -op B9 ‘}

.15 -10 05 0 05 10 15 20
RDAI1(37.67%)

AR ) T SR I T TR T N SR TR R 1 AR G,
e B TR R B AT T B e e 2R AT HIL W N ik g
J1, R RE RS A B R, pH 5 5 B9 FFEETF S MBBR MEEEH RDA 447
Y01 (Dechloromonas). [ R & (4zoarcus) Fig. 9 RDA analysis of environmental factors
HA W2 AR OG5k 150 Y050 S B S o R [ R0
I T Ja B 5 R A PR ATE o B S A R R [ GO TR R o LAY R A L I SRR TR R A AR R
MRS IRER IR RE Sy, [ Ao s B A B I A ) s AR T, T, W8 5 BUAF T8 (Flavobacterium)
B AR R (Pseudomonas) HA TR SCNE , ST 12 A1 B0 B AR BLAIE T, BRI O A3 R A, A
AR I PR K #  ie  IL FUBR R AR . &8 BTk, T,. DO. pH J2& 50 MBBR 41 14 #iF
V&R Y BT -, XF MBBR b A ) 52 0 2 15 /K AR ORI
3 g

1) Fifi 5 Bk A& Z=45 T, ) 26 °C F %3] 10 °C, MBBR RE £ & ik br #b 40 BRS2 86 5 35 K o 24 Rk
COD. NH;-N 43 ] & 200 mg-L™" fil 6 mg-L™' i}, MBBR i 7K COD, NH;-N % B % 15 S {# ¥ #¢
75% F1 80% /i o

2) i@ RDA 73 At & 8L, DO S A . pH 5B M . [ 20N s B B3 B ARG
P, T, SICRMEREE . AR B B OO, BB T T, pH. DO 355 Wi A W) 5 2 TR

and bacterial community
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VR 1k

3) A TR, MBBRAE S A ARIEGE T AT A E b R E 2w,
T, W9 N BES AT B 1) 0 AR X = B g 2538 0, {50 B O s 0 A T S ) A X =F B2 B 77, 1) [ A T Al
KU T, 2R AR G 3 B R RS, U6 W 40 DA A 75 20 A5 T B J& MBBR 7K K B R F7 B iA A
() LR A

& F X #
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Stabilizing effect of seasonal alternation of bacterial communities on the

effluent qualities in moving bed biofilm reactor
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Abstract Biological laboratory wastewater is complicate and the effluent quality of its common treatment
process is fluctuant during autumn and winter. An innovated moving bed biofilm reactor (MBBR) was used to
continuously treat this wastewater, and its treatment effects were detected in autumn and winter. High-
throughput sequencing technology was used to explore the effects of environmental factors, such as water
temperature (7,,), dissolved oxygen (DO), and pH, on alternation of bacterial communities, as well as the change
of dominant genus. Results showed that when the system temperature drops from 26 °C to 10 °C, the removal
rates of COD and NH;-N were above 75% and 80%, respectively, and the effluent quality of MBBR met the
first-level A standard. Proteobacteria, Bacteroidetes and Planctomycetes were the main dominant bacteria of
biofilm, the relative abundance of Bacteroidetes increased significantly with the decline of temperature.
Similarly, Pseudomonas and Flavobacterium finally became the dominant genus at low temperature, while the
proportion of Zoogloea remained stable accordingly. Furthermore, Redundancy analysis (RDA) showed that DO
was significantly positively correlated with Brevundimonas, pH was significantly positively correlated with
Dechloromonas or Azoarcus, while T, was negatively correlated with Pseudomonas or Flavobacterium. These
results revealed that the dynamic alternation of bacterial community might be the key reasons for keeping stable
effluent of MBBR.

Keywords  moving bed biofilm reactor (MBBR); biological laboratory wastewater; high-throughput

sequencing; bacterial community; relative abundance
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