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1 OE EX AR IR K AL B R rp A AR O R ROR AN, T AWM S R, R A PRt =
FEE A= ) B2 1o 4% (SMBR) Ab U AE R SR 0 K, IF SR I K Ab B AYO T 2347 T LhAL . 45583 . SMBR %
BITRE B BALRIE LT, AU GF 075 e W R BRECR , A KK E N 10 mg L', EFHRRLEF
98.6%; A CEI KM N 31 mg L7, EBRE K 96.5%; COD K 332 mg-L!, EBRFEKRT 96.5%, HHMAE
AYO T2 & A . BAMARE ALY M 53R 08 99% . 88% Fll 97%. 1= i & I ¢ il OUT 43 2K 45 S R,
SMBR H' E ) AOB 4 Nitrosomonas, NOB =%} Nitrospira. Nitrobacter # Nitrolancea, AOB J& SMBR 7= % i) fif§
LB, NOB & AYO T4 EERIAIL AN, I H SRS AL 405 76 SMBR H B9 B F =F B 8 T AYO T2 B I Al
IR, &Lk, 5AY0 TAM L, SMBR EAG 5 R MM R CR A  n %, 3] i H 2L B b 9 1
TS,

KR AEMFREEAK; FMREAY RN A ; AYO; AYIMA; BE

Ve E A 1 SR Mk 2 —1, & IR i B 2 fl . MAAL 7 1) & i, (H BB AL 375 7 A
TRBEERFHERY), EEFMG RG] HEAD, JEHC Y R, DA IR MR
198 & SR g AR B A HL AR R B 20N IR E R I IR R 2

A p 55 GE K ELA R A (110~1 650 mg L), = A LIS 4 9 (2 000~30 000 mg-L™"). & A A
(220~2 055 mg-L™") Z5 5 Ye e, H R EA L AL, [ SR AL BRAD A g b PR AE D7 2, il A
FE SRAE PR T A M T AR AR . s AR R, MR RICR T o AR A B b 22 R TR
AU ARG AL B D, (H AR T2 R B . oK XMELIRR E A . A Tis AT RUR 2255 1)
s BHA: 2020-03-03; EFAHHA: 2020-07-02
HEWB: EEHEAH AT RIS (2016YFD0501405); 71944 @ A 6F & 1% H (20171ACG70018)
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BT, 5y —J7 i, T A SR KR TR CO/N B K (4~7), S B Brsi = R8I IR, DTS2 i
AP A KA AR I RSORY . S s I K A Wy RE BRI ARG, T EE MBI, T SO A R A
FREFER Y, 2R AU T SUL %0 i i g 7 SCHK A AR UL 7 . pH #2129 SMBR 1225, d@ it
oA by S M SR ) S0 T SE A o e AR i A B, NH-N P KRB b 11.6 mg- L, EPREN
98.3%; FEEATHLIG YWy (- 45 K W BE (L COD i) by 358 mg-L™', £BRHR N 95.3%; TN FH#H K
W 81 mg L', EERFN 927%; WA BRBRLE 5% LI b, B, SL T H R T R B m sk
MEBHRMENK,

AR SCHESE B 2= ML SMBR T 2 WFFY iy 36 A b, 38 3 0F & il AT SMBR I 20 Ah 1 A= % 5 B I
K, FEET AR PR T A% T 205 G 1) 25 B BOR S O B 1 8 TR RE A TR AR AR U s Al
AL B 8 5 5 2 /K R b B R 34
1 HRSEE
1.1 EEFEEALEBEFREE

AR AR HE R St . ARG SR R K A B e B UL 1 W L(a) FrR, ASBFSE
A4 r R AR e it 2 B A W) [ N 2% (sequence membrane bio-reactor, SMBR) Hi##% 9 (B2 )& 8 mm) il A% ,
ERME AR 2.8 mx@m, SRR 50 m?, A RUATR30~35 m?, b A PR R RHA R A W]
WK 1(a) B, NE A~F L3t 6 )2 P &R F (BEFLAE 1 pm, PR 7 B B0 A 250 8 18T AR 0.5 mx0.11 m
GEPIM, VLV EAE P AR A BR A R, RS B P 48 Fr, 5 B R MR 1 T R
Dy A g, B 5B R RS 0.8 om, HZ MR E 1A H K EIWEBK, 62 (k288 &
JIE) 15 B4 — KA SR AE , IR G 62 ) A R JE AL 31.6 m*. SMBR 3% i1 4 HE
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of treatment device for swine wastewater
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10 m’-d!, SCPRALFRHLAE 5~6 m’-d', SRT Ny 15~20d. 2 Bia§R A F AR iE17: 2K 05h,
BAAREHE 1.5 h UF AR 3 h(A A 0.5~2 mg L") SN as 7K 0.6~1 h,

1208 3 M 3R B R KA B R 3% S A IR 4R -k 4 -1 480 T 2. (anaerobic-anoxic-oxic process, A%/O)
(F 1(b)), ZAEW A E A B, AR EA —ENRIRER, KFEEITSHE 1,

#& 1 SMBRFAYO E{TEASH
Table 1 Basic parameters of SMBR and A%O

T WBubA  AFE(m-d’)  SRTA pRra  NHENSUE ABUIRE T, cq ooty
kg m*dy")y  (kg:(m>d)”)

I 10 15~20 5.6~6.6 0.11~0.14 1.48~1.75 7200 2042

SMBR Il 10 15~20 5.6~6.6 0.11~0.14 1.48~1.75 6 860 1542
m 10 15~20 5.6~6.6 0.11~0.14 1.48~1.75 8240 10+2

PRAEH 150 — 10 0.21 1.12~3.78 1480 2043

AYO 7= R 150 — 10 0.07 1.19~2.20 6700 2043
3% =01 150 — 10 0.01~0.02 0.35~0.8 4340 2043

1.2 XBWAKEEMTSE

3 A0 T A AL PRSI K b AR 8 3R B IR K S LT |, WRBEST e/ . ULiE — . UidE
Ab P, SMBR SE 56 FH 7K by b 5t i B4 3 A5 R SR B P K 48 0T E TR e B R [ oy s Ab B, KO
FRIEUN 2 2 fr s . SMBR R0 YR U [ 1 5637 1 K AL #ESG A0 T A A bisie, Rz G
J2 W 28 PTG PR He E (MLSS) 76 6 000 mg-L " Zi 47, MLVSS 7E 4 500 mg-L ' £ 45 .

T2 HEEFEIEKKR

Table2 Water quality parameters of swine wastewater

BBt IKIR/C COD/(mg-L™) NH;-N/(mg-L™) NO;-N/(mg-L™) TN/(mg-L™)
e 2042 9 816+2 190 733.44+78.90 16.96+11.68 880.31+112.24
=l 1542 9 520+938 766.50+£66.63 36.10+£9.47 882.36+69.02
KB T 10£2 8 53242 668 724.00+£72.99 43.31+7.16 904.30+206.32

1.3 KBEIRFRME &

S5 3ok A RO R R K A A AT R A SR A AR T, G NN 3R A EG R etk
NO;-N 382K F N-(1-Z838)-2 — BB B 5 NOG-N AR FH /M Y66 B s 8 AR R FH a: ad
B R B0 SR80 3G BE L s A LIS G N SR P R 0 7 ASGI 3 (P A T D) SS. VSS KR I
ik pH. AL JFH A7 A DO R A 485 =0 A (FE [ WTW) 52 o
1.4 DNAEH

53 AE SMBR R B 12 1T 156 28 K (BB 1), 56 46 KX (BB 1) FI%E 63 X (BrELM), DL K AER
Y A0 T2 P& . Siéa il . A A 4 S JRIR B SO mL J5, SC 50 2 SRR RE A 1~5 mL,
10 000 r'min”" &5 .0» 10 min, F LW, fi i 50 & Fast DNA Spin Kit for Soil(MP, Biomedicals, USA)
$2HU DNA
1.5 SEEMNFS OUT 573

& H] lllumina Miseq *F- 5 (Illumina, USA) Il & 43 #r 12, W p Bde 20k )5, M4 —1E
A 40 875 %5075, A1 8T 5K H (ribosomal database project, RDP) &M AR B4l FE A T A 0 25
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2 #HR512
2.1 SMBR B FEFRIER KB R

1t SMBR Wiz 7 #e b, #64A HLTS B 19~ 4 K M B2 (LA COD i) iy 9377 mg'L!, V-1
WKW R 332 mg L, RBRFHN 96.5%; AT Kk 887 mg L™, P4k 31 mg- L™,
BBRF N 96.5%; &R TP KUEEH 740 mg L™, P KW E R 10 mg L™, KBRARN 98.6%:;
SS LB Lk #] 100%.

SMBR % [ 15 Je IR R WL I 2, W& 2(a) frn, 76 SMBRZ {7 B A, S A EI Kk B
740 mg-L™', “FEIH KA 10 mg L™, KBRS A 98.6%, XKWL SMBR Wiz 17 5 4
i, EARSR T LSS A b A B R 5 R SR s iR 2(0) AT LR, RERA HLIS Y B9 oK Mk BE &
U R REAR AT BT, 3 A B B AR S A HILTS B W B T 38 KR BE (DL COD It 43 il o 279 378 Al
373 mg L', ik B RN 4B AT IR ) AR TT BE 4 R Bk IR g A LTS e s e, SRk
A ALYV B B A SV A as AT IR B AR I B R s Bl 2(e) o, TERT B T w03, B iEK
WP R 880 mg- L', W KIRIEZ AT, e 8 Kk Flmmil /KIRIE N 79 mg L', BALRE
1N 89%, XJEH TR A NE, BT A REFEM AR Z . e Y RN R EIETT,
WK BR B AL, AR EREIRE 29 mg L', BRI ZeBR R4 5 & 97%.

M TR ek A G HEVE , A SR RS RR . DA R N AR B AT RO R 22
JIT LA S B0 AS U KO B e TR A R KR B (] 2(d)) e Bl I N AR AR RE i2 AT, R AS AU Kk

et 1 gzl BBl Brecl Brecll gl
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Fig. 2 Pollutants removal effect of SMBR
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B AR E 6 mg L', 7E— & IR {5 BN (5~40 °C), 13k W i e Ak 5 55 18 B 22 fa] ik ¢ 28 ] LA faif Ak
(4 BT JE 5 B R A (X (1)
T = Ia03exp[—60(293 - T)] n

K rp RN Z, mol-(L-s) s 7y MFRUERE T BN 2, mol-(L-s)'; 0 b i REL,
K™ THRHRMEE, K.

FERS AR LT, RO I B AR 6 B A I R R AT B AR T, TR B AR T 20 °C R, AR 4 T
B K U BB AR T A A A B U, G Ak 4 B AR Y S IR £ 25 B B Ak A TR Ak 2L Sk A 1R
iho L, 7F SMBR & THREE KR ARG, WAL E REEAG, KRRt PR AK, B B
T AR B TG B R 551 62% Fil 67%, 1 47K HEFEAIRZE 10 C IR, WRRBUIR{UN 44%.

BT, 7€ SMBR B KE frad fitvh, HBARIBITIRIEZE L FRAL, (A2 SMBR X5 ¥ B A
BIFRRBRACE, e i m HARE TS Y LR, W (& BFlis B HEsbRE ) (GB 18596-
2001) JITHILE M SE 291k & & FR 5 15 e i s Fei/r H B HERCHR B2

3 4 SMBR 24755 21 K (rBE 1) A — A~ SLRIOE R N, 2 TS G W03 br ALK I 5 8000 22
LR o 25 0~0.5 /NA g S b 2 K B B, e B o S R B 20 T, B & K 8 R B Ak #)
29.46 mg-L™"', IS0 f A AR B ik B 37.2 mg L AR B A BRI ], oA R K R A
MUY HEAT SRS AR T, 0 i 2 6 A Rk v BE R 2 0 mg L7 Ml 14 mg L™, BRI R
AL R E F 2 A AR 2 30.3 mg- L, 78 (e 1 ™= A ARk 2 (50 52 1 #45% H0 1) pH AS W7 T 55

40 100 81 .5
N 50 —o —2 480
\. /‘/ 14
30 ~a > 0t * 479
~ \'\I\./l—" £ /
2 w) & 5l 178  J53 7
& 20 NH,"-N E n
4 R L 4 o
ng e NO-N & 100 77 % E
-~ NO,-N = 150 F 176 12 &
® 10t —a-TN " ® \‘ a
-200 | : 175
11% s A o SULEIAL N, iy
ok -250 F —&-pH 174
DO
L L 1 1 1 J -300 1 L L 1 1 73 Jo
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
WTUHEER SR B2 4T [H] /h M TVE PR W AT B) /h
(a) RIS UL (b) KB HE Lk

El3 #BEFEFRASESEIMKRSHNER
Fig. 3 Changes of nitrogen pollutants and water quality parameters in a typical cycle

55 1.5<4.5 /NI I SRR T, AR AR B AU BE Y R S T R M K o AR JT R AR R S DL T
H T AR A AE R, OB 8 N I B B PR AR 2 4.5 mg L', WA E N 2B T s 2
72mg Lt H TR EIFEAELS), FRAEREIX, FEOLMCON BRI, 754 4 BRI AR iy T AU B
B AR A AR, B LS B S S ST AT R AR o 7 4 S B 0T Hh 1 A A A T
JE B A% A S AR B DT 18] S pH 3 2P AR
22 AYO TZABE AR KR

WA A0 T ARG IR B R K AL BECR N3 3 P o A A KW E O 745 mg L,
KW RE R 7T mg L', RBRFRILFH 99%; BAECFHHEKIKE I 8445 mg L', HI/KHKIE K 107 mgL,
RN 87.2%; FEEA MG YW TR (LA COD ) 24 5850 mg L™, Hi/KHKEH 216 mg L™,
LB ILH] 96.3%.

A K R B K AR E DR AR 2 AT B SCULTE  ARE Y T [ 70 18 A DD D b T4k B A5 A0 B, B
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AR Ry SS, Horb, iy T B U0 TE 7 Ak B &3 A0 T ZABEREFEEKHR

I RESER R P, BB 4 L Teble3 Performance of AYO processon Jyine.
ST AR AL AR B TSR AR 0 o1 =

MK ST W, P KR WROWOR R cop

SRR BN, BUEM R g gl TN TR0 9 e s
Yo Wy kAT I WAL, WA U BE Y 37 merL [ JRA 835+1 0 2343 909+50 .2 245491
{2 23 mg-L™', COD i f1 5 850 mg-L™' &% = BRA IS 65+9 0 2043 96+31 274421

2245 mg'L, HHLY B REF] 61.6%. KA 4t 5602 0 9818 108l 21513

WK BIRK BRI R Y0 T T2 0 s 10n7 216

SRR, MR, TSP R R SR 9902 & 872409 96303

EN, SRk A . SA M COD KIRFEAR . 78 bk bl TRl /D 12 6% 1 m] A )
fEA ALY, B A A B A L BR3 me L™ iy . TESFACTD, AR R IL 6.1~72 mg L, 1
L E IR o R AR ALAE T, S AW B 65 mg L BN S Smg L™, A H 20 mg L™
THE R 98 mg-L™' 78 AYO T 24P, & & IR B IR K I R L BR R AN 87.2%, ALY LERFR N
96.3%, VLW TR0 TR B, B K TR A P A T AT A . FR
se AT R, SEBURA L ERFRI
23 2MHIZMMENEEENEE T

TEAN A3 47 I B2 T SMBR B (AR W) BEVE A5 H R AE T 4 iR o TE 3 DA BT E T,
SMBR W[ 17K (1 #E VR S5 AL R A R FF AN AR, E BT R T ] (Proteobacteria)(43.29%~47.72%) .
KT 1] (Bacteroidetes)(9.58%~16.32%) . %25 B | ] (Chloroflexi)(6.53%~9.06%) . JEREW ] (Firmicutes)
(16.67%~23.02%) %4 i, Horb, BIRE T & T RZBHEAMLGE T WEE , W Nitrosomonas |
Nitrosococcus , Nitrobacter, Nitrococcusi %5 A JE U, J& 75 K AL B 72 19 % Wi A 7, K& is
TR BRI AR, ARTE T FREms A B, ISR B 1) R A 25 TR 1 % = B D 2 00 A AR iy s 9

B ERMNIE, LR ] (Actinobacteria) 1 7+ = drmatimonadetes w Latescibacteria
I B IR RO WA 25 LT A B 2], = fentpiarae =i
O T 1o R B B VS IR B = Cloaeonics Cilorafiens ™
WIS TR L i 7E SMBR 2 i 48 th i = e, Kedopaceri
DA P 2 S i K S T LR R T A o o acioras acterta = Verrucomicrobia
Kpgi s, (HR IR 2 8O U 2k 1 L 0 e e
K

AYO T2 IR . St A St 1 1) 80r .
AT R RTE L G I 4 B . R Sl
W ARTE 1T L AT TR 1 IR BE TR 1T 43 0 o L Q
15% . 229%H1 36%, A 41 & g F L oaf
10%: P i 0 75 U [ 00 30 Bl s, 7 LA 76 =
GG AR, EEMATB T, 1
T (Verrucomicrobia), fAFFH 1. B2 A 0
]S RE G ) SR AE AL, HorP, Verrucomi- @%%\ @‘Zﬁ gfﬁ &

crobia '] & B ROGEMETG Ve WIT2s, XA VY 4 [TKPEEESMERD S
F e ik e T LA L Fig. 4 Proportion of community structure abundance
h TR A WS SMBR Fl AYO 1.2 (1 1% at the phylum level
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EREVE L, TEEKF EiEAT TR FRE T, FESRIE 5, Nitrosomonas .. Nitrososphaera
Nitrospira . Nitrobacter Fl Nitrolancea % T J& J& SMBR 1 A>O T.Z ) F E b w g, gt w s 3+
PiH Pseudomonas . Thauera, Hyphomicrobium, Thermomonas. Paracoccus. Flavobacterium . Azoarcus .
Thiobacillus 1 Ralstonia %5, Ff H. SMBR H S AL 18 J& (19 = B ik i T A0 T.20, X tij SMBR.AEA
B R BCR B RN 2 —

Nitrosomonas

Nitrososphaera ___

Nitrospira
Nttrobacter
Tl hauera

& Wa |

e — VA
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Paracoccus _=
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ighaciiles I —— L S
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Prosthecob(cjz'ctle(; -
6
Clostridium sensu strzc};o _——_ \ DN
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Candidatus Kuenenia
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Trichococcus
Terrisporobacter

Novosphingobium 13.02

eth a%tothnx 12.09
Subdivision5_genera_incertae_sedis 11.16
Saccharibacteria_genera_incertae_sedis 4 10.23
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Legionella _—=- ggg
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Brevundimoni P e e e m— 5
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Fig. 5 Distribution of community structure abundance at genus level

Kl 6 JZ Wt T SMBR 76 A [l B Bt AOB il w0r Nitrospira

NOB 3 Bt £ i 19 22 /. SMBR 1 32 % 1) AOB 350 m Nitrobacter
A Nitrosomonas, ~NOB F % & Nitrospira . g;% 300k Nitrosomonas
Nitrobacter 1 Nitrolancea, Bt i B ) &A%, *g 120 L -
AOB Fil NOB A $iCtk 2545 FF KR, {H /2 AOB 1) 2 ol

B BRG], il S
[E], Bi 1k NOBAG L&A e b M g A%, NOB ol
KRAERF PR AR T A K B0 . %S SMBR ‘ :
I3 (K JE 5 4T, NOB J& i ¥ ik, T R T
AOB 1 L 3 b o7 88 o B R, PR I 42 il & 3 1Y El 6 AOB 1 NOB 7£ SMBR 7[5 E& o f 1% B} 3%
W B [E] A #1) T AOB 1Y & 4 Fil NOB 148 1% - Fig. 6 AOB and NOB reads at different stages of the SMBR

3 #ig

1) SMBR X} & & 75 58 J K HAT 8 Ab AR, &R/ . S A& R ML 9 25 B R 43 5l ik ]
98.6%. 96.5% F196.5%; ¥HIMA A0 T2 X B G REIEKFPER .. BAMA Y LBRRD
A 99% . 88% Fll 97%, Hivh KA ZeBR AKX F SMBR (14 BRAL A
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2) R T 5 OTU 4328545 & ], SMBR Fl AYO T. 25 rh ELA 25 oL 4 6l 1k 1 & 0 e i 1k
J&, {HJ& SMBR 1 i1k e i A iy, & SMBR Wi AR = T AYO 1y v REJR A

3) SMA AYO T2, SMBR LZHAMME . @AM E . REsir S, A AR
B IR K W R S R
2 £ X #
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Abstract Aiming at solving poor nitrogen removal performance and long process flow of swine wastewater
treatment, a pilot scale sequencing batch membrane biological reactor(SMBR) was used to treat the swine
wastewater in comparison with the current used A%/O treatment process. The results showed that good pollutant
removals occurred even when the operating temperature of the SMBR decreased. The average effluent
concentrations of ammonia, total nitrogen and COD were 10, 31 and 332 mg-L', and their removal rates were
98.6%, 96.5% and 96.5%, respectively; while their corresponding removal rates by A¥O were 99%, 88% and
97%, respectively. High-throughput sequencing and OTU classification showed that the major Ammonia-
oxidizing bacteria (AOB) in the SMBR were Nitrosomonas, and the nitrite-oxidizing bacteria (NOB) were
mainly Nitrospira, Nitrobacter and Nitrolancea. And AOB was the main nitrifying bacteria in the SMBR, NOB
was the main nitrifying bacteria in the A*/O process, and the abundance of denitrifying bacteria in the SMBR
was higher than that in the A%/O process. Thus, compared with the A%O, SMBR had the advantages of the short
process and-better biological nitrogen removal efficiency, which makes it have more application prospect.
Keywords - swine wastewater; sequencing batch membrane bioreactor; A*O; biological nitrogen removal;
temperature
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