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W OB N T RUeE SR K AL BRIA) A, R SRR A W) I R 7% (anaerobic membrane reactor, AnMBR) Ab # 5 £h
WESE IR K1 3 A8 47 By Br (BR B2 $2  By BE LA fer B 7 W B A0 HE e 32 17 B B ) A9 ¥ Ak P B 0 IS Vs e ARk 4T T A
5o HREW, Y{MEHRVE 129 oL BWi w8 335 gL' 24 . H 07 4 55 7F 0.5~1.0 kg-(m*-d) (A
CODit) B, COD %[k RBAT" R ENWRA L THEEF &, &G 505 E A 75% F 300 mL-g™'(UA
COD i) PA b, 47 faf T £5 2 314k 7 2R B % 5290 AnMBR (0903 5 35 4 10 ff 78 W7 39 N 29 & 7.6 kg-(md)™" I,
COD %[5 %35 5| 80% 247, WS HF ETE 330~380 mL-g ™', VFA/ALK 24K T 0.15, 3% % W] AnMBR X% & £k
WERIE K B RAF A AL BRSO T AR SR B AT R e P s ZEHEVRIZ 17 B B, AnMBR 1Y COD X B AR - 84
W& LT, ik 3] 83% A1 400 mLig ' 24, X R AHEVE AT AR R AL R AR . pbAh, HERA R TSR RTT Y
SEM-EDX # fiF &5 £ F W, i1y FAE RENA YA ORIy i, TR HP #CRH
NaClO 15 Ve +FRTE VeI A A 1 Uk ale DL LB 58 45 30 nT LAk e 0 A% S5 26 /K b B Tk AR R AR IS %

KHBEIR  IREREY A KA EE; SER K G Y

BEE Tl AR & e, ERGL . Al . 2 . 15 STk AR v A AL K I RS IE AR AN W
K, KAV KA B EBHER, SRS R E R m ™, MR K2 M3 Al
oK —Rl, BRI A VLR R R e TR DR b B R A Eh Uk s S B
fife PR AE B iE e L TS TR DR AR 2%, RO N T % 28 K Y Kb B T A% S I DR ARCTH A R
8 W 20 PR 75 U IR I #% (upflow anaerobic sludge blanket, UASB) . K & UKL 15 8 I Bk IR 2 i 7%
(expanded granular sludge bed, EGSB). 1§ ¥ K 480 [ I i 55 78 Ak 3 v 3h B K I AEAE TS Je i 2k« A 3R
RO 2 brophdi e ) 22 S5 [,
WS BEA: 2020-04-27; RAAEEA: 2020-06-30

EEWH: HEARF2ES R H (21506076, 51678279); ¥R (5 M) H B2 7 B4 81% %5 H (CTKY-ZDXM-2018-
009); i TT E B &I H (2018001); e i AL IL AR Al 55 9% % 359 45 %% By (JUSRP52017B, JUSRP52030A)
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IR S A= W) )2 Vi 4% (anaerobic membrane bioreactor, AnMBR) 1 A — Fjvl 5 4355 Fl IR 48 A BB R
FHZE G B AL B T 20 AF R AR B s R AT T2 K . TR AR ME A, mT DUl e iy 25 9 9
MUEP B 2, BE T RENE IR EMMAY R, AR TEERAEY R REES, £H#E
SEUI SR FHTR SE IIR AR I A 1y S 0, 25 A BEASE L s 6 AT ML K, R B IR >22 °C . 7K NaClik JE <
1921 gL'}, R GEHY COD Y 25 bR 805 T 94%; TE IR B 14.9~18.1 °C . i /K NaCl ¥ JZ 73 %1l
17.0~18.0 g-L™ F1 18.0~19.0 g-L™" I}, Z2 4G 9I4k, Xf COD #Y~F ¥ 2% B #5351 2y 83.37% #1 82.61%.
LI 400 3% i PTFE H 55 £ 2k D402 400 2 107 85 b 3 S [ JE 110 4 AT DL K | 28 3 226 d 1132
7, NaClkJE M 11 gL' FH&E 3 35 gL', 3 COD £BRZE K 97.2%, COD AW 1% K 89.9%., H
AT UL, AnMBR T 2078 A0 3 5 6 v A ALY K O T BAT By ml A7 PR

SR H TR 2 805 AU B X AnMBR &b BB 5 5 K I8 ATROR #-7 TWR5E, T HAESE
B v 5 2 K A B ) WF 55 A TR L A 2, Sk, ARHFSY SR A AnMBR A BB T AR S ATk A 1
R K, EE AP SE T AR AR B ey i R PR AR S Bl . A B e B TR ) B HE VR AR T B IR AR AL
PERE RIS YL 1 L, AT AR 45 AnMBR Ab B &5 5 W S 2 K S (A8 17 280, DA hy e W 5 10 7K Ak 2
Tkl i RS
1 MB5RF*®
11 XBERE

AnMBR 3 B WE 1 iR, ARG EZEHIHKAIT . DA N I MR IT A a . Horp itk 5
JCALHE HE K AT 20 A P e B, 3 A o i KT R KO e O oR S KB, EOK A Y Y
150 R R K Ao 7 S g P DL R KK B 35) o DA BT 4G AR IR SARE . R4 R G0 R A £ Wl
RG%, FIRRARHERSIAT N 60L, AAEMNS0L, KRAREET A simPc g | AshA e
TR B 4 ) 72 Go N TRLEE 4R FRAE (37+1) °C o PR IC 32 2y A R RN R S AR, I A 1R AN
A e, BIEHEAY 0.08 m?, KR A PVDF(MEMOS, f#[H), #8421 Fif 4 100 kDa.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of AnMBR
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1.2 BEMSRESSLIEAK

AW 5T H IR SRURSE AR 1 I 4 1 422 T i BB I o M T R T 3 b BT P A B T I K IR AR
ORISR . B TR KA S BA —E R 129 gL, B, HXIeshaE KBS — & i
WEPE . RIS R HY MLSS S 15.5 gL', MLVSS/MLSS 4 0.72, #:FHH 50 L.
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A ST T BT v W SR /K I A W T S M SR K A B s o R OKORIRE A, KB AE 4k
MK, R, BESE, BIFYIRERS . SEAPUEKAEAMER I : COD 24 6 000~9 000 mg-L™,
NH;-N }y 200~400 mg-L™", pH }y 4.8~6.4, HLFF K 50~58 mS-cm™', #hEF H 3.2%~3.5%. J9 T HIEK
NER I IE R 21T, Bk K e . SR SRR SRR E, R, Irr koK Y 28 20 O A 2 B
BRI A
1.3 LIt

F N BB AT i R 3 R 3 A Be s B T BB (0~34 d) o R 4R T B B, SO s PR 45 AR 67 A
(0.5~1.0 kg-(m>-d) ") 84T, Bl SN 25 9 H K2 800 e A 2R 9 B RS U8 F1 Aty 1K o, DT 328 8 4 7
R #5 N L B, 2 SRS K K $h BERE T, B B R A WY R B TR R N AR i AT M R Y
SR 5 TR B Ry 1 far 4 T B B (35~99 d), S N PN R B LR BUE B AR R, B AR T R A
B e E DR RS A LT, BRSO A kKR S0 L-d™, A WL 0.5~1.0 kg-(m*-d)" Tt
2 7.6kg (m>d) 24, M HRT=1d, M asfrfefaaizir; 5 ME B HEVE B B (100~120 d),
G B B g SR DA S I g JEG R B HE U8 T HEDR 0.5 L, #5 1 SRT=100 d. HRT=1d, HF5% ) h 4576 HEle .00
THisfriefe, SAHER &M T W5 o AT % e o ARV as s it A2, 8 T %45 AnMBR
DI, 4l Kl S R S R MR E RGN .

1.4 SWEE

COD X FH B 4% R A1 1 I %, FHBR AR R ME ik C1— s VFA R A B H 3 5E s ¥ (alkalinity,
ALK, HLOIME, DL CaCO, i), MLSS. MLVSS % [E 48 34 i R B A A il 7 109, fg e
FiEh B R H B G DDBJI-350 {8 485 5 i B8 30 2 5 ¥ A0 & R B =0 AR I il e s W be & ok
FHAE#E 21 SMA K53 BT (Gasboard-3200 L, I VU 7 S H BFH A BR 23wl afil) W52 5 ST 5 G 0 R AIE K
HIT R AR B (SEM) FIAE S U X 59 2k g% (EDX) 43 #T .

2 #ER5TR
2.1 AnMBR RSB MR RIS RME RS

1) TR o 5 20 BEAS A A . 1812 2t T AnMBR 7E 2 A2 17 00 72 o i 25 FR 17 fr 5 R B AR AR
Blo TER I #B AT i 5 1 BB (0~34 d), RBUR G M7 Ja 20 05 2, 43 i 7K B OR45 By i 109 28 BB A
FAETE 0.5~1.0 kg (m*d) ', K% AnMBR (9 FE K, [N A% N ER B R BT LR 1) 12.9 g L™ 32 i 3 in 51
T 335 gL 2, WA R IR AR B S oK Eh B AR A R, ULBH R N g i ER AR T B E & 58
o #EAE B BE (35~100d), S # N Y8R B SR AR 7E 33~36 gL', B /K38 B A A8 (L & A7 5
Bl . TR B, [ #% AT ML far Bifi 2 /K 2 B3 e T 2 7.6 kg-(m’-d) A£47, HRT ML 10d
B REAR 21 d 2 2 2E AR BB (100~120 d), HoA ML fap A3k BE SEA R R ANAS B X I3 £
(- S48 45 5K 7.9 kg (m*-d) ' A1 34.4 gL',

2)COD AFRAR . KB 3 )T AnMBR 7 3 B Bt F A9 H 7K COD K LB R iy A8 fb B il . th
3 ] LIEH, AnMBR itk COD #8h#K, 7 6004.0~9 798.0 mg- L™, 7E55 1 BrBewii (1~15 d),
2z N i K FE A AT F 1.0 kg (m-d)", ERIRIEM 12.9 ¢ L7 #9m5) 23.2 ¢ L' B, COD £[R*%R
JPBAT W E AR, FRE A 82%~86%, X T REZ HY T HE P 5 e Jhy b B4R o 1 7K 1 IR 8T R TR B TR
AEGHA —ENEE 129 LY, B, R U 05 Y5t — e So BN 0 5 32 T 2B B
. 7E AnMBRIZATES 16 KiF, kNS 24.1 gL', WK COD iR THE, EHpR%E
W22 77.4%, I ITIA S IR FREm % 255 21 Ry, AR NI ER N ZE 289 g L, K KR
N g 7K COD iA 2] T 2490.2 mg' L™, KBRF L NREE 65.2%. X 1] B2 i1 T4 i 19 16 v B 1 i
AW MIINE 3 i s, 5 B S AR W A I K A RE A S L A ML A O R A R AE T,
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Fig. 2 Variations of influent volume loading rate and
salinity in the system

il TR e, O T RS R E R, A 22 KA IE 2 AN AnMBR [ K 25 UG ff &
0.5 kg:(m’-d)", &k 10d AL WEAT)E, SR N 254 LG ff 76 0.6 kg-(m’-d)" 2247, RN A% 1Y
COD ABRBBWIIKE 2 75% LA Lo TR, BN #5 NS 0975 e M B MK 1) SRT Ky
it P A BB A T AR, fH15 AnMBR fE 08 U PR R R E .

7E 45 T By BE (7 7 32 TF B B ), 24 6 1 h0.9 kg (m?-d) ' T 5 &) 3.2 kg-(m®-d) ' i}, AnMBR [
COD £ FRFAEN 46~51 RN THIE R MR, BRI IERL 722%. HiF/KEH 20 LFEMLE 15L
VUG, [ #5H9 COD £ BR R IRIKE 2 80% Aidi o TG Ziiafrad fErh (54~99 d) 4kt A far, A
SREK COD AR fb 2 T R B ff i 2 42 K, {H AnMBR Xt COD 9 25 b R 4R & Fa 22 78 80% LA I,
X W] AnMBR H A &R By op s M o 1 B U TR SR F R 08 X IR AU MR A ) s i s Ak R I 7 K 1 fF
FEH, IR uE ] T R AR E A L b AT RE JT o 2 AnMBR S T Bt (HER B BY) B,
FHE T4 MR B, AnMBR X COD ) A& BRRms A LT, fe @il 85.5%, P390 83%. X il fg 2 H T
FEHE e B B o 2 Ak i S M A B i A - W BE T e HE R TR R AL, T 5ER TR R N IE Y
EORE

A WA R M b & A8 . PRAH A0 — AR I T LUK v B2 1 A LY % Ak
e, DI SEBERE VR A 5B 40 M, ELA EE A3 LM, & 4 BT AnMBR 7E 3 B BT Y

BTN a)/d
E 3 COD X COD X%
Fig. 3 .COD and COD removal efficiency

PEREAE N . TR T B BRI (1~18 d), BT B w0 140
BIRRNERENF 259 gL', HBAG AN . e 90 1400
3.y 1 A = e 3% 2e A EL 200 ﬁ’\’ﬁ - 4 4 A 80 1350
0.5~1.0 kg(m d) HTJ‘ ’ ;H\:{D —\fl:%ﬂ:‘n Eﬁ J:)TJ =R = :E:Eq ﬁ% o f:,o\ ‘0,0\‘&°$/3\°\A°¢o\ob_ 70 1300 —;
S¥BIAE 300 mL g™ W 66% LA L, MK RAEE 3 1sop $J°V VPR S IR DU
= 3 a A8 A ] b =
AR LTLE(19-21 ), URAUS AP iR F 1 b o v PG mE
TR ARk s T 2565 mLg!, RBHR L P o = {1908
R e £ Tl T R R 2 45%. A BESEN sof gt S {20 100
~o- F bt i |
SKOT AR I 28 1 7 A TR R 8 4 RO e i T L
WO A R, DL, o B B 2 0 20 @ w0 w0 0 1

BT d

e TR BT 1, S R ST AL AR P A e B Eal. AR ERNREsREL
BB, ARTH R R R Rt R

o . L Fig. 4 Variations of gas production, methane production rate
Egﬁaﬁé\iﬁﬁ?ﬁ%{&o Eé}:ﬂ 8 dZ—EEE/‘JE/]’T and methane content
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J& (22~29 d), g B TR A R H e S BT 300 mLeg ! DA b, i AT AR RO 4t — Bt
YIS, AnMBR I HZEM C XA RN S A T — @ Itk 658 T BT
R, BR T 55 47 KIS #0878 0™ 5 R 32 A0 far oot 52 e 77 0 A T R B LA A LA ]
RS R — HARETE 330~380 mL-g™', RGN MCR RIF, X ULH] AnMBR 76 & E A R4
HAT B E IR e tEre . 258 M BLlE AT HER S . ROV &8 A BT 7E 6.2~9.6 kg (m>d) ', R%
1) H =S AU R T I R B, iR AT R T 400 mL-gt . HjML AT, GE
AT HEYE , AnMBR (9 R AUTH AL AR RE IS 15 B A A $E T . IEIAMRE SR IRST R B, HEVR B B
SRR AW HE R AR TR P A S, S T X — A

) V5P U EA A, [Fl 5 BT RV A5 MLSS, MLVSS LA M MLVSS/MLSS #7248k i . thild 5
AL, 7 AnMBRZATHIES [ BB, MLSS M MLVSS YR B 7 5614 5 B e, 255 1 By
BrOii (1~15d), HWEAMM 155 gL M 112 gL' BRI EE17.6 L F12.5g L, XAl fEH
R FARER T M AE W35 . SR A 16 RIT4R, MLSS HI MLVSS 4y H 38 T 8] B A9 R R, X
A BB TR B T — S, R 1A e LIS N R R A R I R AT, R R
FR 42 MLSS A1 MLVSS F{E T R, (G153 B0 & fEIE B BE MLVSS/MLSS 9 {E . Fifi %5 55 B 1
PRI T B E W R

7E AnMBR iz 171955 1 By B (35~100 d),  Fifi %5 65 A AR e DA G N v 3k 20 58 9 1 A 0 1 I ok 3
B, REENEYTS IR T HA R K, MLSS J2 MLVSS 23 534 i #) 29.4 g L' F119.9 gL', MLVSS/

MLSS 11§ & 75 66%~68%, X E W ZR5 W O TrE T wiE

FO B ) e L 0 TR (RO F L AT 26 \ o MLSS

U1, SR TS ULV SR L B 2 PEREIVRS 80

Wi i, IR K 1 SRT 762 S 305 I8 2k, ERTI R PACTWRACRI AN

R S TACSTES N N S 174

HEATHEVE, B S ATLLR th, SR 28 fE 28 0 HE 2 I R Py

JeJ5 . MLSS il MLVSS JF 1 G5 18 T W 7 55 2 = W G

B 27.0 gL 1 18.0 gLk é RN T 120

22 AnMBR RERE MBS N IS DO I
pH. VFA Fil ALK £ 5 I 4 1k 5 4 B 0 20 0 & s 10 i

S RO TR SRR, e X B i B s

e SN T AnMBR Y is £k 0L Mﬁf Fig. 55ari21[if)‘:ss o%fz\/ll\l/fi\slssarz ﬁLVSS

i ey R 2 AR T, AR S I8 9 IF 3 35

R0, 0 6 s R AN L R S VEA B Fr 2000 [ 9 1060

G IR T 2R e A 1 UORAES T B S PSR L AR O

16~31d i}, VFA s EAE T 9563 mg L _ 1400 |’ 0.40

Tl I 28 9 30 K A BUGUR D T 10 2 1200 - HkpH 1° 1 %
3 -l S - 2 1000 o VFA/ALK 1551030 =

keaid, WL, MK REERT R £ % ) £

PR T B TR TR S wol L% I, 1o

VFA MR T W . 0I5 B U 9 (R R 5 5Tt 0L e 1, {00

ThAE IR B, VEA W R BRI & IE 0@?.@“%&3&f%31_0

. 5 BB 46 K . 3k 7 L T e

AURT 2 3.2 ke (m™-d) I, VFA UL R T B 6 pH. VFA. VFA/ALK HIZE{k

mER I, HIE RS R O &RE, Fig. 6 Variations of pH,VFA and VFA/ALK
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I, 33X AT RE S T K G e HE T e D T S 2O N AR B B EE (food/microorganism) 34 T, 7E R TR
FE A HILIR Y R T e R T FE A MLR B R BT DL VEA R TR R R . 55 48 KB
HKEB 20 L-d ' FEMIKE 1SLd, & 6d ELWETTE, RS VFA 98 2l FELE 300 mg L™
PIF, AR08 E 100~200 mg- L. fEM/E B fTid i, VFA 9 & & 3KF 200 mg L7,
AR PR B, VFA/ALK BB 7] DL ok AW IR S E i Ry f e ¥, 4 VFA/ALK /h T
040, U RFA FRERE . 76 AnMBRZE1THY 3 B BeH, SRR ETE 7 000 mg L' 247, fiff
% VFA/ALK WIE GG 2T 0.15, G/ T 0.40 AT E , X1 W] AnMBR B A 8GRI FRE M . A 0F
GBI ], TR A AL AR b e e B A Ol pH N 6.8~7.2. HNIA 6 i, AR R ER SR IR K 1Y
pH BAK B shi K, (AE#EAN LB P REHL RGN pH G LA R 7E 7.1 LI L, X1 AnMBR Jf
KEEBRAWIAE, @AY R TAIRIREL N RGN RSB T8RO T R
23 BRISHFM

1) fsm B AR M o IR 38 A7 1 BE 2 PR MY Ol imml o | s e

RERE AW N A s T RE R S5, K| 7 "

SR T 2 N 2 A a2 AT 3R] A S A e AR AR 1 O o iﬁg . {

B BRI AR 39.2 L-(m>h) ™, 2 T HIE R 5 Wooa R £y

; N v 21 g “Wx B
e, YA F R EE R T 25.0 L (m*h) = o) A . {
it 0E 47 7 28 153 v (B 58 3 K 3 96 30 min, = X ‘*xa ‘*s..’

5 H1 0.5% NaClO ¥ W35 U8 60 min, #J5 FHIE K Beast 4

P U 30 min) I LA iE A —A .

H1 &1 7 AT, AnMBR 9 BE 4114 7E 120d Y oy IV PN S P
TS A E et v Ny 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
21T T 44 SR, RO PRI I ) 0] 46 i E R
i"gﬁ%‘l:lg%9 ﬁi%%xﬂﬁ?%%ﬁngio ;H\:EF[7 7 H%ﬁ%g,ﬁt
S — A JE A () e, L R AR 25 d PN 392 Fig. 7 Variations of Membrane flux

L-(m>h)" M# FFEZR 255 L-(m>h) 1, X ] fE &

K iR AR T S 3 R G N5 PE g 2s, SMP. EPS H BB 28 A2 1 50 o R, 3 o o e A
HLTG e il R, PR G, fEM S s Tl R e, RS T IR, e RS
W E OB TRE, AR S, XU IS REN TR, BRERRE, REN
B 7 1 A ML) R A 2 A %A R A, ) Ao 5 T 2 B S )2 B R R R AR B T A A 52
fECT, BEAh, (EAREE NS, R M BHEATHER S, M i 0 T RS st , 43 R R ap
REE T, RGN TG I IRIE T B B g A S Y i FR et 9 S gk HE T RS 3 i o

2) FETIIS Y e I T —25 T i AnMBR 9 75 Q15 00, >R SEM Fl EDX X6 8 B K 5 4k
JE AT T . B 8 AT LUE H, SHIEAMEL, SRR T — 2 RS B % 05
2, JL IR AR B RS Y T . BbAh, 1502 BIRKEE T REM B HOR 2K . g ik
YIS AR AT BB V5 YR TR A VR 0 JC AL AR B A 6 T &5 o BT BN,

L EDX X BT I AG G J5 18 B T8 5 Y P iE AT T Ak S o A0 ) e AN o AT, AR
WE 9 iR . BEHEG Y EE IR RESBRUMT: O 436.7%. CH218%. Caly13.5%. PN
9.2%., Na } 5.5%., Cl } 4.0%., Fe 53.9%. SH3.0%. Ti A 1.1%., Al} 0.9%. Mg} 0.4%. 5%
K, BN EZER SN Co O F, MG EYEZLENITEAC, O, Na, P, S, Cl, Cafi
Fe, A LRI Mg, AIM TiotHE., Hd, ¢, 0. P, SEBEANIG Y& LK, Na, Cl,
Ca., Fe. Mg, Al Fl Ti ZBEHE AT RY T EICE . 48k R, Nafl CLEETHLICER & i 2
PR SR 14 3 J 7K B A R 9 NaCl, 1 Ca 55 e 9 i R AT BB 2 bl e %) 288 Jod Ao 00 v 5 o 2 v 1) 5 25
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Fig. 8 SEM images of membrane surface
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Fig. 9° EDX spectra of membrane surface

T, SEILAEREA R WANGEP RIS LB, th Mg, Al Fe, CaZ5In&R 41 LHLY)
Jo DR A JI 3 1 R AL A5 15 2 B B T )= e IR ¥ e 9 B 2 N o i TG AL & ) R ZE ) 240
B K R o3 1A L) 2 1) AR T P 2 (ol 583 e 2 S %, AT IR BT Qe O R B . LI AR
RIS R W], 7Emdh 2500 T JCHLIC R AR B AR A0 5 B M ek &y o T S LT &R i A7 e R
B, 78 AnMBR &b M SRR K RE b, BR T 2R AT NaClO W 8 LA AN, A7 0 B3 I — X B IR 175 Uk A3
W, TRIEVERENS (i £E 1AL W) RS W Z 18] A B A A IR o0 e o 3l A A 552 s T 107 P o A9 M 9 o 42
H—EWS% .

3 4Eig

1) 38 o I 67 167 1 6 M 94k 1 S 3 0 s RE A8 S 3 AnMBR PR S 3, RERS i E R SR E T
TS MO BR 4025 W Ak BRAA 25

2) HEJE Xt AnMBR Ak B =5 £ M S B K B ROCR B —E R TE, COD & BR A FITH ™ R U] i 42
o BEANHEIRRERE IR R T5 U, AR T Jeid R

3) 4 A AE B SRR B Berh s AT PR RE RAF, SO A% a5 A7 B TS G A A B R R
SEM-EDX 7 4 R R W], ST {5 ey vh A 7 KA 9 A IL DL T HLER S A, NG, A SE BRI H]
A ICHE NaClO Y B A4 JE Al L 39 R 115 e LA 308 3 B 4 9 1 TR UOR:

I
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Abstract In order to solve the problem of high-salt mustard tuber wastewater treatment, the digestion
performance and membrane fouling characteristics of an anaerobic membrane reactor (AnMBR) treating high-
salt mustard tuber wastewater at three stages (salinity improvement, organic load rate (OLR) increase and sludge
discharge) were studied. The results showed that when the salinity gradually increased from the initial value of
12.9 g-L™" to 33.5 g-L 'and the OLR maintained at 0.5~1.0 kg-(m*-d) (as COD), the COD removal efficiency
and biogas yield decreased first and then increased, finally stabilized above 75% and 300 mL-g', respectively.
Therefore, the acclimation approach with salt tolerance at low-OLR could achieve a rapid start-up of AnMBR.
When the OLR gradually increased to about 7.6 kg:(m’-d)™', the COD removal efficiency reached about 80%
and the biogas yield was in the range of 330~380.mL-g . The VFA/ALK was less than 0.15 at the whole
operating process. These results indicated that AnMBR presented good treatment efficiency and robust stability
for treating high-salt mustard tuber wastewater. ‘At the stage of sludge discharge, both the COD removal
efficiency and biogas yield increased significantly, and reached 83% and 400 mL-g "', respectively. This indicted
that sludge discharge could improve the digestion performance. In addition, the study also found that sludge
discharge was beneficial for relieving membrane fouling. Via SEM-EDX analysis indicated that a large amount
of organic substances and inorganic salt crystal substances appeared on the membrane surface. Therefore, it is
recommended to use a combined cleaning method with sodium hypochlorite and acid cleaning in engineering
applications. This study can provide experience reference for the industrial application of high-salt mustard tuber
wastewater treatment.

Keywords anaerobic membrane bioreactor; wastewater treatment; high-salinity wastewater; membrane

fouling



