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GO 8 RN J A ) . s P E ) S5 00

R, M A, R, e, TR AR AR

W Tk KA T2Be, PRAITE 4% 010051

T E N T YR SR R Y RN g% (MBR) A R RE A R L 7R [0 SR B AR, B T T
Jet MB FIFH B 7 44kt CR X MBR K BRACR | 16 MR 15 U R P B2 s YLy s . 25 53R 01, MBR XTI HY 3 i Ep Yy
K H ) COD., NH;-N HIE 2L W5 4 25 B 3430 301y 83.07% . 25.11% H1.52.26%, 44K T 4b 31 5 41 ER e g Kk i
AN V5 YL ) F5 R 3R (88.93% . 87.44% F192.39%). Wi#H RGETISRAW =W R 7143 mgg”", W FHEEM3S2megg’,
H Dy 1109 pm, SER GBI 10 F1 17 K0 TMP XN W BEIE 1. e T B Me . B A M o shok
TERAELE W], Ab B I D Y K 19 MBR JEDFEE R (137 pm), BEFLBH S 88K (9.01%), V5 e 3 Z i,
I3 22 W R A TR o

KHBEIR WA RN W I WIS RERACE; WIS, G g

ERge ok & 2 gkt o OBk, ARG MRS E 22t i, A K B4 . KA
fER . AV YR . AR s L R AR A FEER AT, BAEZY AR 7~10%10° t
YRk, ) KA HE B Gk 2 2.8x10° to 3V FH JE 1 (methylene blue, MB) AR5 £T (congo red, CR)fE
SRy BARY ) B S - e R B B okl s SRR LK TR I S E B ez — o Bt R 2 R LR
KRB XLEE,

EP YL R K (A BT oA W B AR AR s o o A i b B A W) SO 4 (membrane
bioreactor, MBR) A E A HAK R E . Bl i5le /= a5 i BN IR, ZRRZ =5 M
TR AR W EF . DEOWAN &5 R H — & 0 8% A= 9 [ W #% (submerged membrane bioreactor,
SMBR) & ZiAb BRI EN Y ik, BB B BN 4 L-(m*h) "' 1578 B (mixed liquor suspended
solids, MLSS) & 12 g-L.', /K J115 ¥ B} ] (hydraulic retention time, HRT) & 40~80 h i}, COD &%
K 90%, KR 2L 4 FET By SE E R A 25 BR R 4051 R 25%~70% Fll 20%~50% ., T B SEPHE T T AR
/i %0 MBR 3 B I SR BN e K HEAT T Ab B, S5 KW, RGN COD 1) R BRFik 3 85% LA I,
X PEHE LG B X-3B 1Y £ BRF N 60%~73%, KA HAT AR . fif28 451 R MBR-J 2 %
(RO) T. 2N Ep YL IR K AT TR IEAL B, 7F MBR R&uiafral #H, X COD. SS HI i1 25 br F o)
574-89.9% . 100% F1 87.5%, tH /K A 2 A2 7= M AR o SARI %61 X 1% 5t MBR HIH 3 IR I A= 9
S IV %% (moving bed membrane bioreactor, MB-MBR) T. 2 Zb B EI Y oK 47 1T i, 5 R R W,

WisBE: 2021-11-23; FHABHA: 2021-12-31

EE&THE: W5 AR X ARBAIL 4 P8 H (2021LHBS02001)

E—1EE: B (1996—) , %, WLAISEE, 735284555@qq.com; BRBIEIEE : BRihfh (1982—), B, W+, BI#HEZ, ww.
chen@163.com
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MBR il MB-MBR % 4t % COD IV ¥ 2L 1) 22 B 3 JL-F A [F] 5 {HAE MBR v, 43 56 1 d F1 15 d 3
7 1 RPN 22 B U, MB-MBR R4 ]I 22 15 4% . YURTSEVER %51 X b 1 IR &R AR 9 12 1
#% (anaerobic membrane bioreactor, AnMBR) FllU- 48 i A= 1) 2 )V #% (aerobic membrane bioreactor, AeMBR)
b PR R , & B AnMBR £ 9 L-(m™h)' Rl & ia17, HAEM &N 4.5L(m>h)' K 50d
NI 2R IETE; T AeMBR 7638 & & 20 L-(m*h)" Nl a1y, Hix RE LS 200 vk e i il
BEL 7 5 58 IEAH 3

gi Bk, BUA ST E T MBR O ED 4 PR 7K rb Y b SR BE AR TS edm il Mg 2L ED gL BRIk K
JEXT MBR P BE 52 0 I BF 52 88 /0 . R SCCR I MBR X 2 Bl A [R) 28 74 54 Yo B /K HE 4T T AB B, 7EAA TR
YRR BEAIET , R5E T 4Rk 28X MBR L BRACR | W& V5 Ve e vk MOBETs Ge sz, DL
MBR £ Gt B 0 P b B[] 2 Y YR K S22 %
1 #MRfFE*E
11 KERE

MBR WA PSS T, ARUAT R 8.5 L, REM T h AW £ 4 (polyvinylidene fluoride, PVDF),
BEALAE M 0.1 pm, AT 0.1 m*, SCE3 B il 1R, R AL R & YU 8L 7K A% iR
F40; R2 LIS BHE 4wkt MB BB K kK ;. R3 DL BH 25+ 4kt CR BB K kK.
K ZEAE 2 Kl B ol 8.5 L-(m*h)", i 47808 To4E 8 min, {5 8K 2 min, BR/ 58 JE H 200 L-h',
HRT 4 10 h, A~z 47 W 1] R BORE S0 2 0 4% oK 2ok A HETR

Hi7k

E1 MBRIIEWREREE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of MBR experimental device

1.2 KB R

MRYFEA R i ] MBR AbBRER YLK A 518, B e RS K AL 700 mg L™ #4505 ,
700 mg: L™ AT VAVETEHS . 120 mg L' G 4k4%, 30 mg L' A, 32 mg L7 BifR — 44, 50 mg'L'MB
FICR. IR KB BARK TS50k . 800 mg' L' COD, 50mg-L™' NH!-N, 20mg-L"'POI"—P, 50 mg-L"
MB #il CR.
1.3 SHhiEE

B A 0 R B L AR BRI B e B R A il e = (1) X @) FisX ) #E AT IR
Hrf, COD., NH;-N. MB. CR %545 Hr ¥R AR #E 7 2000 % . MLSS A% & PE 15 e e B (mixed liquid
volatile suspended solids, MLVSS) #4 FRSCHR!Y ik 09 5 i 2 . i I Z 0 (polysaccharides, PS) Fl
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5 M (protein, PN) ¥ i 2 FIEAE M /M 5 W (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) F1¥ i P4 634 25 4
7= (soluble metabolic products, SMP), PS Fll PN [ 434 J5 32 43 ) by JECER 75 A1 2% B 30 52 s b fa vk
R FRLBE A3 BT A GI 7 P4 B RS A BR 2 /] BT800S) X {5 e ki A A T4 . RGBT A @), 7
A S0 SR HE 8 1 J=8.5 L-(m*>h)™" #AE T A I 5 B K 2% (transmembrane pressure, TMP) 245 {5 4L
KAEME R ZWATE ; A, B F B U5 (scanning electron microscope, SEM), i i FH
Sy ST AR 2T A (fourier transform infrared spectrometer, FTIR) X B HE 47 2 HE A 3R A5 RS YL 1
OWAE B o
Rk — Rusk

R = =5 —% x100% (1)
K
R — R o
Ry = X~ ZLER o 100% )
Ri&ﬂ(
R — R
Ry = L‘“‘fk” x 100% 3)
12E7)

K R/E‘ﬁ,é\éiﬁ%%, Yo R;ﬂ@j‘?ﬁf%%l}/%%z, %3 Rﬁg&mﬁ?ﬁéﬁ%%%}g, % Cj)_?7}(y‘jj£l:7J(COD\
NH;-N F1 MB/CR Hy i # B, mg-L™'; C W EIHIK COD ¢ NH;-N #1 MB/CR BT i 5, mg-L™';
Cyx 0 Hi7K COD, NH;-N 1 MB/CR [ i S ¥ &, mg-L'.
N
UR
A JHGEE, L-(m™>h)'; Py TMP, kPa; u HKGiEE, Pas; ROVAIEBHSS, m™',
2 FHR5TE
2.1 MBR 1 COD. NH;-N F4} i 5 B 14 &
P2 BT MBR H1 COD JCH: BB B 28 4k . i3t i, MBR X COD 95 2Bk ik
) 80% Ll I, ZHEREALAEYEE L, HK CODLT 70 mg-L'; MB X MBR H 4= 4 &b BR P g
AR, i CRXHZ W55 o A C Ry k69 R1, R2 H %m0 50 mg- L™ A9 MB )5,
COD & L BRFH 83.07%. Horf, R2 iAW KRN 63.67%, W% KT R1(85.54%). &l 2(b) A] LA
Eih, BT LW P 0 COD FFEE TR . X UL B MB B A {45 MBR H Bl AR W B4 3 M R
ik, HEMBEAR T XA MY LR RE J1 . Beah, BEEE L BR N 19.40%. X B MBR 4b 2 %
MB JE KB, AT H KK B EA STk

“

1600
~1200 80 ~1200 80 ~1200 80
2500 g 2 800 g 2 800 g
£ qorcop 140 & £ . 40 & £ 40 &
S 400 —itkcoD _':jgé%o RO oo HKCOD o ik HE ool =#KkCOD "S-tk kCOD |7
S “= |7 COD y 20 3 ~LTH#COD 20 8 ~LI5WCOD «£BHE 120

s =z o et/ Sty 0 0 0 0 0

0246 8 10121416182022 0246 8 10121416182022 02468 10121416182022

iEATTE/d AT /d 1T IE/d
(a) R1 (b) R2 (¢c)R3

2 COD R HEMERER BT L

Fig.2 Changes of COD and removal rate over time
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L R1, R3 M50 mg- L™ A CR J5, COD i EBR3 A 88.93%, X HH CR X i3 4= ¥ b it A7
VLY BE T M A/, RIAE AR B RN T 0.4%, (HIFEAE 2B FHFFEMK T 0.55%. FRIHA
FE5 R B MBR 55 B 85 1 Y25 2L K R A BEEAT T 403, COD ABR#N 98%; YURTSEVER 45
% H AnMBR 1 AeMBR X} & 5 1 000 mg-L™' COD 1 100 mg-L™" 18 & 4 Bl 1Y 25 41 & K k45 7 Ak B,
COD 1 EBRF N 97%.

P R2 M R3, FEAHF AN T, FHE 44k MB H BT 2+ 44 8f CR % MBR (1Y 5200 31 i
FL, JUHGE X A BR AR, TR A B 6 O TIE MBR S KOK BT B A B AEHT . I S5 SR AR
4t MBR Xt FLAE £1 4% (MG) W5 2R K BEATAL R, TOC M EBRFN 67%, AL Ge il k15 I 09 4= Py ab B
SRR Z g R E KR ERMIE (LZ-MG14) s A WAL B 5, TOC B A BRF L E 3 w2 82%.

T35, RIFR3 X NH-N A9 8 & B 2 2 51 8 90.90% F1 87.44%, M= W) 2 Bk % 43 51l hy
87.26% F11 82.79%, MH#LBH 25 65343 5 0 3.64% F1 4.65%, Hi /K NHN 34 e B 2K T 4 mg L7,
XL CR I I AN 23 5% i o 2 40 X6 NH-N i A6 R SRS AR VR B B8 1 A SO A F T 2812
AR RHUE Y R FEY . R2 INHG-N S L BR 3 25.11%, #E1K T R1(90.90%). Hr, R2HA:Y)
EBE RN 21.97%, BEMT R1(87.26%), HI/KNH-N I FidiF h43.7 mg- L', HK 3(b) T LLE
th, BEE AT E AR, MBR XTNH;-N i BRI X2 T MB AR #HME, £
BRECR T 2 dE g . st R R, RIS S 2 AR S, SR ek oK
B, 1575 KA 3 R G i i AL A2 B3] . RAVADELLI %5 75 5% FH He, 28 58l Bl 5 40 /47 4805 A
Yy S A A P 50 mge L Y M 28 SR B ER L PEAK G FE R Al 2 B, NHG-N 25 BR 3 A RIS BT
TRV F R IS5 o BT B8 F I 5 20 R B0 1 B8 AR s 2, PRk 3.23%. X Hb R2 AT R3, 7EAH [
BE T, MB H CR X MBR Z:BRNH;-N (152 0 05 5 3, U HJE X AR 9 2 BR R .

90 90 90
100 - ‘_
%0 S JEKNH, N 100 20 100
o 70 80/ g 70 g 70 80
- 60 < = 60 < — 60 <
s 50 . 60,5 & 50 60 & 5o 50 . . 60 S
£ 40 ~BKNH,-N B 40 % E 40 KRN B
Z 30 - Yﬁ“{{ﬂT\?HJ-N 40 & > 3 —— HMNH,-N J40 & 3 5 —— [THW HEN 140 &
Ve 20 —.n—,‘Jé_:EI/KJ{r(E%H;-N H4, 20 a $7J/ENHI—N 1« Ell:fr 20 +%§<\%H4 N T
5 SIS PR
" W 0,2 o ~ 20 20 Z g W 20
0 0 0 0 0 0
02468 10121416182022 02468 10121416182022 0246 8101214161820 22
B Th)/d A Tafal/d Bfrafal/d
(a) R1 (b) R2 (¢)R3

3 NH;-N RHEEREFMREIMNTL

Fig.3 Evolution of NH;—N and removal rate over time

i K 4(a) iTLLE Y, R2 P E R K 59.26%, /K MB -2 FE ik E H 14.18 mg'L™'; R3
HEBRR N 92.39%, HK CRFH) & N 1.23 mg-L™'. MBR X MB A4 5 25 5 % g 2 K T xt
CR R EBRZ; MBI CR B9 LBRig A B2 UEY B E, A MB WA LR (5 EEBRRY
82.1%) X T CR /B £ B3R (5 B EBRRA 93.3%), b, R2 WA /K Fh i MB #e 3 75 1k 4
Po—3, DIWIEE BN LR ATAE, 2 10% £ . DEOWAN %521 % ] MBR 21 (4, e k)
HEATT BRAEE:, 31 MBR RS0 Yok 22 B (9 32 ZEAL ) 2 06 1 15 U B i A B o ASBIF g T TR
MB [k FE 72 MBR 3217 ] [l e 2238, X Ud P PH B8 7 44k MB M rl A Ak pE e 22, HABRER FE
ML TS P B o i R3 P A i oKoK B dse iy, HILF ot . iX 5 KONSOWA 45 Sk F 44512
B 25 21 4k MBR AR B 5 L kL C81 AR15 M 45 1 — 3.
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70 70
—s—F/KMB 100 100
60 —e— | MB 60 F
180 —=—iKCR 80
50 50 + —— [JHMCR
9 40 {160 & Lot 60
e ) 3
g ! | Y
E\E 30 +LI_‘,/£(\MB 140 % %30 20 %
S ol EBE T 20} ——ili7/kCR
10 20 10} 20
) R I 0 aaa Aiat iR, el |
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 0 2 4 6 8 10 12.14 16 18 20 22
izf7E[al/d izf7EEl/d
(a) R2 (b) R3

B4 SRR R K PR BART (B0 T 1L

Fig. 4 Change of dye concentration and removal rate with time

2.2 Fp AT MBR F5E IS RIF RSN

H T ERFTYLEL XS MBR i IS e RS2 I, RGuiaAT A, ST, XS IR E .
15 YR ARG = N i PR o AR R AT TR .

1) MLSS. MLVSS Fl MLVSS/MLSS. MBR iz 17 & #2 T MLSS. MLVSS ¥ & J&2 MLVSS/MLSS
B IS [R] B A2 AL AN 8] 5 s . MLSS BRI G B s W B2 7E 7.0 ¢ L' A2 47, MBR R G471 1A], MLSS 1)
- SE Sy R 7.8, 7.6 1 7.0 gL, MLVSS BB 5N 6.2, 6.0 Fl 5.4 gL, BTG IRk
TG @IS AN AR . R1. R2 A1 R3 o MLVSS/MLSS FIME /3514 0.79, 0.78 F10.77, 41 Fa & U [
W, UL LY A I B 2R, MLSS . MLVSS J&9% 40 s (Ma) . 32 4 o9 RS 9 5% B 40 (Mee)
FTCHLY A G . Bt 38 s G 25 B PR RE S Ab 1 5t B5 AT 68 UH 45 A fc A= 0 1 M A LA 7= 4 1
o M, SEEHAKIN T EPS Al SMP AR

1.0 1.0 1.0
__ 14 ZAMLSS - MLVSS/MLSS ~ 14 maMLSS ~ NMLVSS ~ 41 ZMLSS N MLVSS
E Sy MLVSS 3 g
o 12 0.8 Q12 0.8 - 12 W 0.8 ”
; % /A ;
° 1 —— n 10 7}
4 W o N MLVSSIMLSS 062 = [ =-MLVSSMLSS 0.6 2
% = 2 8 T Z 2 3 =
> G > q [ IS 7 %)
2 04 276 0.4 g 2 6 042
> 2 2, 22, 2
4 025 &4 02> 4 02 =
= s 2 s ?

0 0 0
0 0 5 10 15 20
iz AT R)/d 1 rafal/d ZATHfaE)/d
(a) R1 (b) R2 (c)R3

E 5 MLSS. MLVSS & MLVSS/MLSS BR8] #93E 1¢
Fig. 5 Changes of MLSS, MLVSS and MLVSS/MLSS over time

2) 15 VAR W 0 F B . EPS HE A 20 it 75 A 0 22 B ) RN A ) B b ARG B L BB R LA AR B 4
JiL e 32 K th A E Y AR, O ok R R R SR B, EPS I SMP 7E MBR R JIE 75 e i 72
TR EEZEEA, 2FEEVEMERZE R EZEREZ 2, PN fil PS i EPS, SMP i &
FRL Y, 8 E DL PN FIPS 1k B 2 FIRAE EPS Al SMP A9 & 731, PN 2B /K ) i, PS 23K
PEYI T, PN A5 B /K M EPS X Tk W AR AL Ak 8 22, PN AT PS ¥R B LA R i 7K 4 1) AN [
BNk 75 U WOk R e PR BB R P, EPS (% PN Al PS Bl a] (A8 4k 4n 18] 6 /i .

AHEL EPS Hf% PS I PN BFE&hE, R1 AR PS FIPN 435100 8.7 mg-g ' (L MLSS 1) #1393 mg g ',
I R2 43514 10.4 mg g™ #1482 mg-g™', B R2 " EPS “F-¥¥ & = T R1 " EPS AUS(l . X —45 %
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100 007 100
A Ps s @z PS L A PS
_ SYPN _ 80 NNPN ~ 80r §YPN
by 260 :
& £ £
%) 5 40 S
& &) &
20 \
0 LAR AR INANANANY N \ NA
024 6 8 10121416 18 20 22 3
BT/ BE1TAal/d ZATHA)/d
(a) R1 (b) R2 (¢)R3

& 6 EPS A PN F0 PS BaATE A9 ZE 1k
Fig. 6 Changes in PN and PS of EPS over time

Ui, FHES ¥ 44k MB BN A XS MBR H i A YA B, S ECEPS B, ARTE PEICAE W R e Y,
T34 A [ PN/PS 43 5l Sk 4.5 F1 4.6, 3% Ud B R2 w36 4 75 U6 3% 1R B B 7K PR 4R R3S I, A &
PN/PS £ i 4 7™ () 575 e ), R3 b PS I PN A4 5F 4 4€ B 43 %) 4 8.0 mg-g™' 11 23.7 mg-g™', H]
EPS -4 FEX T R1 " EPS MUEUME . 2 NS 1 #% EPS 1 AY PSS 44 1k B Fe A — 3, i R3 7 PN -
U B B R, T PN/PS SR 3.0 X 15 B B ES - CR A IAUGT MBR HR R A W A K5 i /)N
FHEERY, PRV Ue BAR DY K PER /N, A BT e 2 BE il /)~

MBR 7E 2 A /E o F2 H SMP (1) PN A1 PS5 s BERS [H] () AR L 4n 18] 7 P o &5 REW, R1
PN Fi1 PS (7235 i 73 5 1.3 mg-g ™' A1 1.8 mg-g ', R2ZH PN Ml PS [ 43 7 #7351 0 4.3 mg-g ' Al
84 mgg', R3™ PN HIPS &390 1.5mg g M 2.0mgg'. # I RI, R2H PN PS
B, B SMP B RN . X UL B BHE T YR MBI & S B D Al s 2, 19n SMP 1
PP . SMP 3 ik W B ) it LA FE DY, R YRR i SMP 7R ISR AR RIE IUEEIR =, S EUR A W)
Wit et RE R 25, HEI & A2 o ™ A TS YL, R3 PN PS F SMP BRI RI BB 25 X
Ui B MB H CR B % 5 34 it MBR ' SMP i & A i 8 i 75 4 . R2 i35 R A0 38 7= 4 & & (EPS+
SMP) 7143 mg-g ', WFEm FRIMM 3522 mg-g "', 7Ei5 MR IR —SaH 0 F, R2 hisiRE
TE AT R3,

15 15 15
w4 PS A PS / wa PS
~ 127 SPN ~ 121 NIPN ~ 12| SPN
o o : &
. . 9 7 . 9
o0 o0 7 o0
£ £ g
& = 6 N IS
= = N =
75} 0 @ n
5 3 N
0 L=and 4 A 5N N N AAAINA 0 LiktnA g N NG ANATNANANAINAY
0 2 46 /8 101214161820 22 0246 8 10121416182022
B1THtE/d B1THtE/d &1 7H e /d
(a) R1 (b) R2 (c)R3

7 SMP {9 PN 71 PS BERF[E] A9 T 1
Fig. 7 Changes in PN and PS of SMP over time

3)yinlekife. AP RN, INIRLEA B MPURRE S, SERRIEVHR LA, M52
B RO Sy o Ik, OB RCE X T g DF R AR AR B2 fEARBESE R, 31 MBR R4
WIERRAR TG e . &1 8 S T MBR iz 47 AR IS M5 Je AL BE S A 1 0L o &1 22 5 2R 3R A Rl R
RiAe iy oy e, RRLIR R — PR Z AP BORL (10 e & i 1) BB, D, 1724 Rk AR
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Tl 10% B X BB R AR A4S, T RLAR Dy, S48 24 B EURLAR & 8 50% B X R A B ROk £
Dy, 15 24 BRURLAS 5 10 90% Bf X R (1) 24k 42

100 . 100 ] 100 )
- 2L < - Rk )
s 80 —%ﬁ% s 8 E gl TRAX S ¥ E 80 s s
3 2R S o= P S %
4 60 44 460 405 4 60 4
e 40 332 = 3R = 40 3 B
= L& R JR X &
2 2 o I, o
® Loy % 20 Loy & D=
* 0 o T o o ® B o0
0. 1 10 100 1000 01 1 10 100 1000 0.0 1 10, 100 1000
KiAE/um B/ /um Wi /um
() R1 (b) R2 (c)R3

8 MBR Fi5RhEH ST
Fig. 8 Particle size distribution of sludge in MBRs

R1 Al R2 W14 Dy, 4351 K 22.46 um 1 29.37 pm. X R R2/NFIRLS R Bk K £, T HAZH
FBY) 370N o Il R A, s R 3R T U AR R BUE DR A 2R . R1FN R2 TR D, 43 A
112.7 pm A1 110.9 pm, 33X FZ B BH B F 44kt MB 9 A5 Je b 3 B8 R B IR, R2 L R1 A 5 AR R
TAE B8 SE R U2, NI 330 R2 iS5 44 ™ F 0. R3 1 Dy Bl Dy 43914 28.7 pm Fl 119.7 ym, {5
T R %t B A9 U(E . X 16HT MBR A0 B [ 85 Ykl CR By K I, % M5 U8 i AT 8 R A2 21 B Sk
SR . 3 A R AS Y Doy FHZEAN K .
2.3 AR MBR RS RA RN

il 1 43 Hr EPS A1 SMP 11 & Al A1, R2 H EPS Al SMP &ig KF R1, R3/pF R, &5 REH,
R2 W45 5 TE R SR THI TR 0% SE MBI 25, ORI ™ SR B TS  o IR, ZRSEE0 X TMP #4714l .

1) TMP 19784k, 3 > MBR R4t EAHIR] HRT 40 ¢
BT, KBTI UER TMP 388 35 kPa;, 31
MBR % 45 748 5 K il i 4 8.5/ Lo(m>hy ' F iz jj :
1, TMP BEF ] AL an .9 Fros o sl SR % ol
B, Teisfr e, R2 2RSS 10 Fl 17 K1 2 15|
TMP 53 35 kPa, HHFEATT 2 KA P HNE 0]
PE, 1 R1FI R3 AR SEIT SR, 456 st
COD. NH-N BRI SERBCR AR, R1AIR3 00 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
FH R PR TG T T B AR K oA L R S 75 sEATIA
Ju i fip , MB XY R2 Hs A= ) 35 Pk 0 40 ] 3 B 9 TMP KR E AT
MBR 5 F kA B REE g, DTG RS Uk Fig. 9 TMP changes over time

JEM, daisfritiE] . R2 v TMP R E e, H TMP BEIMERE A R o TMP BARBUERS & T
R3, T #HTMP A bia#-rfa. XUl R2 5 RIR SR T EPERER2E, NTREA T 2R SIEZE TR
fL. B NOTE e 2R RRER TR e Y. Ik, X5 SEM ., BHI1 3 it AT 1508,

2) SEM M FH f143#i o fEizfr 21 d J, XF 3 /4> MBR 75 YL B BURE H#E4T SEM 208, 45 4nf& 10
fizne ATLAEH, R1. R2 FIR3 BRI E — 2 ESMI5 Y2, R2 BEEE LA K R Al
R3 B EUE H AL, X 34> MBR 75 44 JE i i (4 SEM A LA Y, R2 AW B 137 pm, W i
T R1(109 pm) A1 R3(115 pm). P45 R 156 B R2 (975 YR DA 3, 3 05 BT R2 55 5 19 Kl 4 9 o
(EPS 11 SMP) LA K B /INi 5 e b A2 o X LW e J /9 3 4~ MBR 15 44 [ (151 10(c). &l 10(f) 1 &l 10(i))
ATRAE I, 34> MBR AR AL A4S 56 15 M7 72 B MKl R3>R1>R2, R W] R2 BEALIA JE 8™ .
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Fig. 10 SEM images of fouled membrane
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Table 1 Membrane filtration resistance distribution and

relative resistance contribution in MBR

B F3/(10° m™) AHXTBH 7 BTk %
MBR

R. R, R R R R R, R, Ri

R1 272 223 035 0.10 0.04 8198 12.87 3.68 147

R2 433 226 158 039 0.10 52.19 3649 9.01 231
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Fig. 11 Infrared spectra of the foulant on the
membrane surface
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Influence of dye type on the performance of membrane bioreactor
XU Tao, LIU Pengju, LIANG Xiao, YANG Xu, CHEN Weiwei"

College of Chemical Engineering, Inner Mongolia University of Technology, Hohhot 010051, China
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Abstract In order to investigate the effect of dye types on the performance of membrane bioreactor (MBR), at
the same dye concentrations, the effects of cationic dye MB and anionic dye CR on MBR removal efficiency,
activated sludge characteristics and membrane fouling were studied. The results showed that the removal rates of
COD; NH;-N and methylene blue were 83.07%, 25.11% and 52.26% by MBR treating printing and dyeing
wastewater with methylene blue, respectively, which were all lower than 88.93%, 87.44% and 92.39% by MBR
treating printing and dyeing wastewater congo red. The sludge metabolite of the former system was 71.43 mg-g ™',
being higher than 35.22 mg-g™' of the latter system, and the D, was 110.9 um, which caused the system TMP
reaching the cleaning pressure on the 10th and 17th day, respectively. The results of scanning electron
microscope, resistance analysis and infrared spectroscopy showed the filter cake layer of MBR treating printing
and dyeing wastewater with methylene blue was thicker (137 um), the membrane pore resistance was larger
(9.01%), and the main contaminants were polysaccharides and proteins.

Keywords membrane bioreactor; methylene blue; Congo red; removal effect; activated sludge; membrane

fouling


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2016.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2014.04.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(01)00413-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-006-0617-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.06.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2019.101088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.11.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2016.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2014.04.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(01)00413-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-006-0617-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.06.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2019.101088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.11.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2016.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2014.04.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(01)00413-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-006-0617-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2016.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2014.04.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(01)00413-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2018.08.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-006-0617-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.06.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2019.101088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.11.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2003.09.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.06.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2005.11.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2013.09.054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jwpe.2019.101088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.11.094

	1 材料和方法
	1.1 实验装置
	1.2 进水组成
	1.3 分析方法

	2 结果与讨论
	2.1 MBR中COD、${\rm{NH}}_4^ +  $-N和染料的去除性能
	2.2 染料类型对MBR中活性污泥特性的影响
	2.3 染料类型对MBR中膜污染的影响

	3 结论

