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 E IR SR A TS VIR (UASB) I 0 48 ANBE i S B A AL K, %548 T HiAe pH=8.5 %14 F Wi 171k
fiE . MPAG™ W BE ) 5 SRB(BIL R £h 18 S TR ) 119 56 S KL K Bl WO VR S5 AR AIE o S5 R . 7% pH=8.5 IR Ak
WA R G, COD [ £ BRIk 70% LI B MG AR EL 5Bk 8K E] 1 600 mg L™, FE4EANE 47 18] 3 R 45 5410
PEBE; 78 COD/SO; M 1~10 i, MPA BG4 545 5 G 1 o 5 AE B A as 7 W], /K AH of 3 B8 HLS e )% e w5 (L
57mg L™, VAT H,S WAL THARASE (B A 1.5 mg L), R4 EE MM MPA W k2@ )g . 7
BEI AT . R H AR, LT L, R pH R LAAT R R T B A5 HLS X MPA SR PRI, AR AT B AR
[ H,S i .

KHEIE By mopH; MUEWEE WM MPA

T IR E AW AR B A RReFE . AT ISR e DA R 5 U 7 s IR AE O s, B4R S R BE A BILE K
AR E T . AR, AE— 24k T R B8 25 v (R AR A 7= ek B v el TR B ER A, il
15 8 7K B 5 B i LU () R i s R T I 28 R K SR PR AR W A B R, TR R AR I8 TR
(SRB) 57 H i i (MPA) B 5a ARG, 2™ A KR SR, X2 ok 2 MR — 2 ai il Sl 2 )
7 TR A A A A IR T, AR R R B A, TR AR AR T A 0T A TR
oA B s MM BUR W AR G A A R3S U2, it , A 2E 3 2 e A B R G TP s
SRB [ il 7l (BH AR £R), 0 H H,S iy A=, (HEHRREh Rl B il T MPA, HPBEZ SRB 1Y% i 3l
A, X R P 2 e 5 TS Ak AR BUAR R BB M TTUE ] LLIAR HoS X MPA [ 41
Hl #EVESY, B RGBT TS BRI, w0 E AR 0 R UURE Y A A RO A R X, —
RN, B 89 22 HoS B9 HI AT Ry 2 i AL Yy il MPA 3% M i) 32 2R DB U, e A ok
% pH 1 3h 28 (b5 K (pH=7.0, H,S 2 50%; pH>8.0, H,S KT 10%). i, Tt
A0 pH WA AR ek AR, B2 SRV AR IS AT Y pH, — J T AT B 43 O I 25 AN HLS X MPA I 1 1Y) 8 P
M, 53— Iy IR DA 1S S i, S B AR R R BRI E A AR S Y R
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B, = pH (pH=8.0) NFIT# M MPA (A RKACH, S8 RGE 0 SRB A L H R Rl H 44 B
FU R, N T8 AR AR S R R R o™ F e i, I BRI B Ar iy e 6 1 . i
LG — RE G I B BEAT R TR R TR IR A5 e b 4y A5 800y, Hdgod pH N 7.5~8.55 76 pH
6.5~10.0 B3] DAAE K o AR50 DAAS [R] 16 v 1 090 4 33 1 381 g ™ FE ot /\ 28 BR AT LINTT LI
FEH G N B BRI NY-728, HAE pH M 6.5~9.5 T[4 K, f5cidi pH 43510 8.9 Fl 8.1~8.7¢ i L& i
7B I AELE . B R pH B AT IR AU B A W R R A AR T AT RE

KT, AR T —E pH N 8.5 B TR N IR E 5 U KN 7% (UASB), KT & M iR £ A
BLEK AL, B8 T ARLEIT 40 T ARG ELTERE, #8585 1 & pH T MPA #il SRB (1) 58 5+ HL il
VLR A PRI S5 R VAR RRAE . DAON DR W) R G AE R pH 247 T AL B = % G A3 ML /K VL 25 1
g ek T 4 B 4 — R ) PRV AR A B S
1 MEFE*E
1.1 RNEEMEMHTRE

AT 5T B B AN 1 TR, AR B Tf_%mw
AN 2.5 L, BURLYS TR AR5 B A A Lw*ﬂjk
B 2/3, R 48 XU B 3 12 7K U A s 8 1 o A E
3R BEFRIE (3541 °C, RLIMLPE AGE 1 I B R 1]
DAV R8I A R 2 - X T+

J I g 3PS e B VTR A8 R N T S 24 e
]9 UASB IR &5 R, 15 leVIniRGEIFY
W BE (MLSS) FNR &5 & 207 Wik - (MLVSSS)
I3k 1581 gL F9.55 gL, HEHFRBUH
FEH B fE 1 SIEHIE UASB R EE
12 RRNEEEIT Fig. 1 Laboratory-scale UASB device

SV i 32E 7K R RIS AUA I K e U5 RER R 43 50l B CH 04 FiT Na,SO, #4121 #5% #4128 17 0]
], ] COD 7E 2 000 mg-L™", 3 £ #e 4% 7K F7 45 B4 B (8] (HRT) #2224 AL 6 faf (OLR), 3 1 I %%
Na,SO, 19 #%& Jin & DL % il COD/SO; Y Lk 7l . #% # J% 7K v & = ¥ ii i K,LHPO,. KH,PO,. NH,CI 1
KCl 4 i . ¥ ot &4 4% NiCl,:6H,0. CaCl,, MgCl,-H,0. FeCl,"4H,0 Fll CoCl,"6H,0, #| ] Na,CO,
H1 NaHCO, 1845 W R 4o pH=8.5, EKizfr 2 8an# 1 iR,

#1 UASBRMZFBEITHER
Table 1 Operation of UASB

KA

CODffii/  sO2-fifi/

Bt BfiitH/d HRT/h  COD/mg'L™") SO2/(mgL') COD/SO2" -
2~/(mgL™) 4 kg d)) (kg (md) Y

1 60 96 2000 200 10 0.5 0.05
90 48 2000 200 10 1 0.1

I 120 24 2000 200 10 2 0.2
150 16 2000 200 10 3 0.3
180 16 2000 250 8 3 0.375
210 16 2000 400 5 3 0.6

111 240 16 2000 1 000 2 3 1.5
270 16 2000 2000 1 3 3

330 16 2000 4000 0.5 3 6
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1.3 Mk
D) WA HR . AEREA NS B AT, A 2 d MR B K O BRURE X & AR A AT, O
o COD AR FHEAE TR 81k . SO Mk R A% R B 43 6 BE v s SR H N, N-22 20 0 o8 — i
OYCICRETL s R VEA HLER (VEA) KR AR ER v 5 AR HLS e B IR AR s, o s
TERZFE 0 GC 9790 T, LAN, A, FEEECT . Kl 2% A1 58 DU 6 2 0 4 00 38 47 18 40 1) 120,
150 A1 120 °C; FAUEPETE ST (400 pL, Agilent Syringe) LA T8 A 9 77 sUREAE
AR TR ES HLS W R IE R (1) AT 5
_ Critem
1+(K,/10™)
X Cus WHSWE, mgL's Cyppy W EFHIIKE, mg L' K N H,S B —HL B W 5.
B8 . 48 o MPA A1 SRB 1Y HL ) S &0 U o X 2) firs 3) it 4, 45 R I
3UCFIME,

)

CHZ S

My,
K, = CH,-COD ?)
Mcy,-cop + Sti,s-cop
S 1,54
K, H,S-COD 3)

Mcy,-cop + S n,s-cop

K KO MPAG= W GE ) I HL 7300 o5 s Kool SRB(HR FR $h 38 IR 18 ) (19 HL T3 b7 H s Mo, cop M T2
A= CH, It I #E 1Y COD (=4 CH, HYBE /R B %64 @); Swscop)” A= H,S FTIHFEY COD(™ £E H,S HYBE /K
=64 g),

2) A ETE ZRE AR bR . R IR ER 55 3 B Bt AN [A] COD/SO; EL il 45 11 F R M g s 1Tk I
B S mL J50RE 15 U8 20 B G0 AR B B VR S5 R R AE . BE SR 2365 4B, 4T Fast DNA Spin Kit for Soil i
#| £ (MP Biomedicals, USA) 2B DNA |, L) 2 16S rRNA 3" 14 )5 51| 54k
2 #ER5TE
2.1 RGBT

UASB M3~z 17 AT 08 3 4B Bt WIMER B (1), T far B Be (). COD/SO; e 7 By
Bt (). 7£ HRT 4 96h, OLR 4 0.5 kg-(m*-d)"', COD/SO>" N 10 B & 1FF (KB 1), Ji3h T pH=8.5
1R UASB 7= e =48 . WA 2(a) AT UL, RGEHYH B~ i ) R 19 230 mL-d ™' i5 %) 350 mL-d ™',
Z 4 COD HI R £ 10 2 5 208 5 Wik 23 51 3k 3] 78.9%(1%] 2(b)) I 52%(1# 2(c)), IHARFEFaE, KW
% K BR AL P B 4k R AE 20~40 mg- L' (K] 2(d)), E &S H,S WAL R 0.7 mg- L' (K 2(e)), XEMHR
5iz173] 60d FAL B R E, HEA R F et BE LUK Be =R

ZGE S e, it FE AR HRT $2 7 2 48 OLR MKk K 1. 2 H1 3 kg-(m*d) '(Wr Bt 11), %%
OLR X IR A ARG b M RE R 2 . B OLR M3, REL DM MmN 5, H ke ™ &5 i
J, 7E OLR N 3 kg-(m?-d)™" B F 5 77 F ik 2] 470 mL-d ™', i OLR A 45 25 % 2R 48 i COD 2= B4 1 fig 7
A=, FECOD LRI TR, HEPIN 78.9%(0.5 kg (m*-d)™") T2 74%(3.0 kg (m*-d)™);
B R AR A 25 B 3 A B E OLR A9 F i il KR 1 b, FH & BT A9 52%(0.5 kg-(m’-d)™") I 7+ %1 72%
(3.0 kg (m’d) ™). {HH K7 5E" FIF UASB A3 = i A ALK K WF5E & 8L, #E HRT M 16 h 45584 12 h,
PEE A AMT, COD M ABRRAedk S g Fefee , (A RRER 0 L BRB 04 Ir TR, HED AT e 2
H1F SRB 5 8 15 Uk 1 DA 7 I8 Bk 5 B0 R £ 25 B R [ . T ASBIF 9 mT B2 th T SRB & £ B T
MPA )& ST B K E], FEZSITH R A AE K, SRB & i # & 4 5 B0 R 3k 19 25 bR 2R 3% i 3
Jin, B, OC¢F HRT X SRB W2 7 i — LR ABESY . R G0 KB A6 P 0 v B 5 B4R B B A LE



504 ok L B ¥ W 5%

B 1 e 1T e MELT BBl [ B 111
500 : og | 100 ‘ ; ‘
_ : ! oo < 90 | ‘ ‘
T 400 L2 %%0 |, ° & ! 1 ‘
? o;°°°° 1 R0 o | B 80 G50 Mﬁmﬁﬁ%@m
_ S i B9 i & G? H w&m o i
2 300fo, o o 0 © Jap, %9 570 ‘ : 1
= 1 ’ °o° ° 2 0f o 1 i
= 200 ! o &
o i i O 50
100 T,
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300330
B TitAl/d BT/
(a) CH,j" 4 (b) COD ABx3
. e BB I B TIT ‘ 280 e BB [ EE TIT ‘
g g | 3 Py | = | |
g 60 :Qf’ﬁw% Procs g P
H o i Soo | ]
£ 40 j i &gm@ ¥ i
g | | | g
= 20 : i | A\_i i
0 L i L L i L L L L L i S 0 . i A A . . . . . j
0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330
iBfTEal/d A rifal/d
(c) BRERTh PR (d) Tk
0 WL BRI WrEz 10
Log
G
2oy S
=
)
22 G
0 " " " " " " " " |
0 30 6090 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 330
s} fi]/d
(e) H, S

B2 RGEWEBITRA
Fig. 2 . Overall operating performance of the system

WE i b Tb, dEFRELE 40~60 mg Lo T B HL,S WREEARAE AN K, PREEAE 0.7 mg L& 2(e)), AR LIXT
MPA J= A 7 g 41 i 45 o

4ERF OLR £ 3 kgo(m’-d)™", il &3 2k 4F Na,SO, & )54 COD/SO; 435k 8. 5. 2. 1 Ml
0.5, %%% COD/SOZ MR R g Ak MERE R (B BE ). /118 2(a) W LAE H, H e~ i pfi# COD/SO
4 AR T R A o 3 AT BB BB Dy i /KB R 3 5 s i R R o o i 2 2T, SRB Y3 J 7 W ik Ak )
(FZRUF R H,S) 24 MPA B 3& PR AR RGN, 522 %51, COD ) BRECR % COD/SO; 1Y
T B2 S (R EE 70% DL, B 2(b)). BRGNS MBFE R, fE R COD/SO; MK T
0.4 B9 551K, TOC W2 BRFRADRELEFEAE 71% L L, X Ui & pH KA 7= H bt R R & YL 5 RE# I
Hi W X COD/SO; AUHFLEREAR . 2R, I 2(c) T Al, TEZEIFEAL COD/SOT it e, BifREh i 22
BroR B BRI R RG24 COD/SOZ A 10~5 I, Bk £h i 25 4 R T = 80%; 4 COD/SO H:
H5~0.5 W, BRI 2 BR R 0E R 40%. 31X 3R WG 2 8 0 i 7K B R 2k vk FE AT 0T 2 6 i S R A R
WAER, Wik — 20 Ui B pH IR A0 W e 22 40 19 Bk 2 6 340 D VR T 5L AT AE S s g o BRI R AU 7
P H R E RGN SRR = pH(7.5~8.5) IR E T, WA G IR EE RBRACRIL R, H KR £k
W b i, EARBR IR ER ) LB R R I T R, HR R R i 4 X S BR W i, oK R
A e Bt 52 A BG R e, 3 U B i A R ER VR B A3 N, SRB 7E R 4 Y 3 T L 3GE i
g, I S ECR G HGe 0 7 e BRI . BLARTE COD/SOZ R 0.5 I, Ffb W i L 3] T 209.1
mg L™, [AUFES H,S R M 2 A R AE BAMR 7K (5.5 mg L), 1 HU 81 FE4% ] pH=7.5 &£ 4 1)
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WFFT 45 R W, 7 COD/SOI M 0.5 B, ¥ifF B H,S Y ¥k i i it = T AR S fr A3 45 2R . X & T e 59
BPER RS T S8 EA HS 5 5 HS 5 ™, MMFEAR T H,S MIEEMEVEH . Uil pH=8.5 iJ
AU BRI RS HLS X R G EE A o X A2 R I R G B B TE MR COD/SO; 1 FEAIR S22 B
FRERES, AJEH TR HS VBRI HIVER, Wit T MPA X3 T 1) 5% 4 fig ) 72 Ik COD/SO; 4%
F 55 F SRB A&,

ARG ik A K VEA AR NI 3 s . RGNS, VFA HWITER K 56.5 mg L' %
%293 mg L, X0l g2 Y kit B MPA AR BT, o LRI FEE 20K =8, SRR S
A2 VFA BRI, i OLR W42 7t, VFA 28 EFHE#A, 7€ OLR A 3 kg«(m’-d) ' i, VFA
WEEREI T 110 mg L™, X0l GBS 1 T/K i & I TR (AB) AH LU 7™ A Joe 1 B A 0 0 | 338 17 e A Y,
H= ) VEA A 8 MPA A S0F T 2 806 — 1 2L, B COD/SO; IR, R4+ VFA
SRR B, ST RE 2 i TR COD/SOX §:3 MPA (1 & SLHTE R h B R, T
FH VFA NBEAR BIARCR o eAh, XU BB e = pH A5 T KR IR 1h TR BE 1T DA OR AR A v 1 T
PE, YUAN Z6PU 55 th % 3P PR 3R 55 A9 VEA 7= Ik T 58 19 (pH=9.0) BAR ARG B T —
SEM) VFA BRL, (HEIFREA RS, TR pH & FRA RS0 IR EET T

120 240 ¢

}
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= _ < 120
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ol . . , . . . . . ,
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(a) COD/SO;-=10 (b) OLR=3 kg - (m’ - d)™!

& 3 7[5 OLR 1 COD/SO; % £ T i1 VFA
Fig. 3 VFA values at different OLR and COD/SO;”

22 HBRREFEHURBFRSN

1) B SF FEFIVBR SF 45 o AN [7] COD/SO; 45 14 T 19 Bk 57 fH 3 H 3 45 R 1 4 fif 7R . >4 COD/SO; A
10 B, A 60.4% 1) COD ¥& e it F e, 1M % AL 9 19 COD %% fb R A5 AIK (3.8%), & N #% i 7K COD
26.2%. 7K COD 5Lk I COD/SO; [ % 8 Ja R FF A X R o 24 COD/SO; ¢4k R i ik, Wi
LU % 2 B AR (41.2%), KB 19 COD % fb R K¢ 2k I Jt & 20.4%, X [ LU 5% (3.6%~11.4%) il
HU 28"V B4 5% 45 5 (5.2%~12.1%) W15 -

A [FL.COD/SO; 4 14 T M Bt ~F 1H 1153 40 A 45 S an 141 4 Fir 7R . COD/SO; M 10 F % 0.5, F T i iR
AR R JE I L AN 56.5% K 28 15.3%, T3 B 0 P i B R 4k o LU A 27.4% T+ 61.5%, i B3 H,S(WI 46
5.3%) FA TP B9 H,S(HI IR 1.1%) H B 25K (0.3% LAT), X5 CHEN 4% #1 HU 451 (AT 5T 25
AL . A BFFEUY L 2B A 20 R AR M 5 JR TR RE % B COD/SOY [ AR B Ak 1 1) e Ak th 25 B =22 A . 4R
T, A W5 USRI R A Sk e 55 B B Ak 0 04 5 AR DUAS B BT Tk o BRI, 000 6 vk
JE . BRIEFPZS . HRT LUK pH 5 HoAth v 8 R ke A AR AL AR & 7= R R R 25 58 o FEAHIF9E pH 8.5 Y 2% 1
TRUES T HS BRI (S1.5mg L), AR T IHIRE 0 RA .,
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Fig. 4 COD and sulfate conversion at different values of COD/SQ;~

2) L F Loy Mr . AN[E COD/SOT 1 414 1007
f) MPA Fi1 SRB Y B8 T 15 43 A 45 S 4 &l 5 e w0l
/N o B COD/SO M 10 FEAK = 0.5 1 #2
MPA FrF AR LR T 1% (92.6%~45.3%), £ 60
il SRB T A FH A HL - 30 2 B T o o 4 (7.4%~ gm_
54.7%). X KWk & B R Eh W B A 1S /N, SRB
Xof B TR & 110 30 D R ) 4 2 i B s Y, xS I 1Y) 2ol
g e IR T o, (B2 FE COD/SOy K T
LiF, MPA MGZ4bF £ 3 M . MIZUNO %1 % > 4 6 8 10
FIH T R M i 5 i) % 3L, SRB 7£ COD/SO;- COD/SO;-
R 0.5 BRI T A HL AR T 50%, 5 AR5 B 5 7FECoDSO; £HTHEFR
Fr AR 4% B A — B0, LI 22 5 DU JE iRk fy 3L i Fig. 5 Electron flow at different values of COD/SO;~

ff, 4 COD/SO; Hi 20 [% 4 0.5 B, #¢ MPA Jr Fl FH () B -3 o5 tLoA 69%. #& 10T, JEONG %52 45
LIS I BE TR, 24 COD/SOF M FL(E I T 5 i, SRB ALK T3V Ah . B AR AE IR 48 A W I B &
o, ASIR] P IR 45 K4 5 e %5 MPA Fil SRB X HL TRl 58 4, {HJ2 76 pH 4544 T ] DL 7 F2 e
B L= e B IR B AT &R 5L
23 WMEMHESN

F G147 AR XA [R] COD/SOY 254 (1475 e i it BURE 247 3 A W 2 o3 B, s el 2
FEVEFE bR FE WIREAY chao. ace 755X B COD/SOX F& R M I 31 F W (£ 2), £WIE pH KA R LK H R

*2 REFENAEZHMER

Table 2 Bacterial diversity indices of anaerobic granules

COD/SO?[ sobs shannon simpson ace chao TR
10 596 3.90 0.08 670.97 689.19 99.75
8 339 2.52 0.29 425.74 422.32 99.72
5 428 2.38 0.35 499.15 505.94 99.85
2 375 2.27 0.32 449.78 444 .41 99.77

0.5 383 2.27 0.30 546.77 467.17 99.85
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2 B R AR B FRAR B H . AN [H] COD/SOX R (i Ak Wy e v 45 4 UL 1A 6.

D) KR ICE RS S50 . = pH BT 5% T IR A R G A A HE R S5 A Qi 18] 6(a) TR o JREEE
W ] (Firmicutes) F BEBfi#5 COD/SO; M T [ 2 L #a$5JF H— B AL TR F AL (49%~79%), JEEE TR
ITRE S FE 2 R AR TR (T 1R M JLR I 45 o fd BT P, 33X e B2 MPA 25 Ak Y Ot
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80 80 |
SN IS
@ 60 E"( 60
H H
¥ 40t ¥ o401
#E #E
20 20}
0 — — — 0 - L
10 8 5 2 0.5 10 8 5 2 0.5
COD/SO,> COD/SO,
Il Thermotogae [ Tenericutes [ Synergistetes [ others [ Ewryarchaeota
[ Spirochaetae Proteobacteria [__| Planctomycetes .
Firmicutes I Deferribacteres [___] Cloacimonetes [ unclassified_k norank_d_drchaea
[ Chloroflexi [ Bacteroidetes [ Actinobacteria ] wsA2
(a) II7KE T A A0 RS 2L, (b) TIE R ity A R 2L
1007 — _ — 407 _
| — 35}
sor 1 | = — 3.0}
g S sl
= 60F & P
H# — H# 201
#'5&-1 40 [ = i@ 15+
= =
2ol 1.0
| 0.5}
0 = — 0
10 8 5 2 0.5 10 8 5 2 0.5
COD/SO > COD/SO,*
= Christensenellaceae =m g_Leptolinea ~ = norank_f Synergistaceae I Desulforhabdus [ Desulfomonile
mmnorank_f Leptospiraceae  ®m Acinetobacter. =3 Mesotoga [ Desulfomicrobium I Desulfofustis
mmunclassified_f Enterobacteriaceae. wm Clostridium_sensu_stricto_6 [ Desulfococcus [ Desulfonatronum
== Desulfomicrobium ~ wm unclassified_f Planctomycetacea [ Desulfobulbus
mm Clostridium_sensu_stricto_I ®a Lactococcus’ = Trichococcus
unclassified_p_Cloacimonetes =3 Corynebacterium_1
mmunclassified f Anaerolineaceae ~ =3 norank_f Anaerolineaceae
mm [ entimicrobium mm Blvii28 wastewater-sludge group
mmnorank c Bacteroidetes vadinHA17 = Caldithrix = others
(¢) JR/KFT YA R E S 2L, (d) J@/KTF T iy SRBEFV ZH AL,
100 = = | |
80
s L _—
w60 —
fy ] L
¥ 40 L
#
20 —
0 —1 — — —
10 8 5 2 0.5
COD/SO
[ others [ norank_p_Woesearchaeota_ DHVEG-6_

[_Inorank ¢ WCHA1-57
[ Methanofollis
[ lunclassified f Methanobacteriaceae

I Methanosarcina [ Methanosaeta
I norank f ARC26 [I] Methanobacterium

[ Methanobrevibacter

(&) JBAKF T Ay A RV 2EL

6 A COD/SO; THIME MBS
Fig. 6 Microbial community structure at different COD/SO;~ values
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R AR P, AN, RARGZIEE ] (Proteobacteria) # %} 3= FE Bl 25 ik B L 1Y B3 AR 7 B A,
LI PR E B, A RZHEE SRR IR b ol DOWAL 2 AR JE R 1], 11 JIANG S FEWF 58 vh &
B, AR IE TR AH N RN SZ B L B S . SRAE YRR b, AT I 1) (Buryarchaeota)
WSA2 RIREAG I, BT T T IR 2 kb T4 X5 3 (95.93%~99.92%)(E] 6(b))-

2) @K T IR 45 o B KT B9 A T o BT L 6(c) s, R o 22 EGBH PR 40 B i B R
KT J& (Trichococcus) i COD/SO; MR B E#, JFtn2eab T fr, HAT sk kb &9
ZRMERAL IR . J8 KT A9 SRB & #F , A I 2 B 8 3K 16 )8 (Desulfococcus), W i M 7 &
(Desulfobulbus) . Wi B AT 1 J& (Desulfomicrobium). Wit 2t AT & J& (Desulfonatronum) . i i /& BR 7
J& (Desulfomonile)(&l 6(d)). Wi B Tl FF B 4h 28 M L #4578 (COD/SO; 2y 24 i Lt 3.82%; COD/SO; Ny
0.5, & M 0.65%), {H SRB I RE I #if 2 A 14 ffi COD/SO; 19 T [ 1 o /> o {H 15 3 & W 2,
COD/SO> K 0.5 I}, i 25 M AT &)@ o5 H 1T 2 0.15%. LU 2560 ] HT H /e R o U5, 22 301 5 9
B M 3.06% [ 3| 0.4%(COD/SO2 K 20~0.5), H K% 3% H #r 19 SRB(Desulfobacca sp.). X i i
COD/SO;™ . fiie 5 A 25 55 34 0 S A= W B 7 45 R A 52 ) o o IS0 A /2 K o1 AR B i O 2 40, R R ik
T 380 198 JH Al 8 A 38 EL AT B AR IR AR GUAT T R, & pH R 8.5 R 4L R UL # SRB.

TE )& KB 1) MPA £ 2 B \EERE H T ) e NS ER 8 J& (Methanosarcina) 1§t 22 14
J& (Methanosaeta sp.). W BEAT & H T /9 5e 5 #4118 (Methanobrevibacter). W KT W FF T K 73 2 @
(unclassified f Methanobacteriaceae) FNH % i A FHl T B H S WU 1 J& (Methanofollis) (K 6(e)). 1L HEF] H
LR Ay i — e 5 A2 7 e 1 FY e 22 T Js e pH R GE P 19 & i, {H JIANG %™ 42| pH 4
7.0~7.5, KRIKARG P H MPA £ 202 Fbe 22 1w JE , OMIL 5P 1 pH oy 8.0 f K48 S i &R 4t
KB B 22 T & 2 FE B MPA(69.2%), ik 3 W T S Y pH PR EE AT e AN A5 e e 22 T R A K
(A i b — 3 oy HA T oa v . FRGEAF i 8 E AR R0 & i W (%, 1M LU &P FERE IR | R 4
pH N 6.9~7.5 Bt I, W e T 11 Ja8 A D35BSR5 pH SRR AN e AT T 8 i 2B K . EAR &R
girh AL H A MPA 2 HBE AT @ B AR 0 25 B Ar R, X R 2 fo= i nl ie A
R R B, XD ANTA .

3 g

D) ARWFFEREN A B T pH=8.5 9 UASB JK %™ ke e Nias ,  ZR G A $ T 6 fif LA K ik COD/SO;
B B S B s BB AR B AT PERE L4 . COD B £ BRAR A FF 70% LU B, BAREEH COD/SO; Y FIE, Bk
TR R ERRA BT, (HA X2 BRI

2) FEHAIEITIN B, TR ES HS WRE i U 5.7 mg L', AP H,S HOEMR T 1.5 mg L™, Ui
5 pH A 2L B e S AR AL 00 MPA (], AT RRARTE U i HLS A

3) PRI 7E COD/SOI=10~1, pH=8.5 i}, RZiH MPA £5; £ COD/SO} =0.5 i} %
Bl SRBER, SR, UHHERRRER I LR R FR S, MPA & T4 # 1,

4) BUEVIREE R B, R AA e M e 22 8 . WS RIFT B . R 2028 W Be AT I R 45 1T fE
FLAARGE i Bl , i 5 pH PRS0 Y 6E 8 0 PR R A 7™ R e ok BB 1 JL P9 BT 7
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Performance of UASB system on treating sulphate. containing wastewater
under high pH condition
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Abstract A laboratory-scale up-flow anaerobic sludge blanket (UASB) was used and consciously operated at
the high pH of 8.5 to investigate the removal performance on high sulfur organic wastewater in terms of the
competitive rule between methane producing archaea (MPA) and sulfate-reducing bacteria (SRB) and the
structure characteristics of microbial community. The results showed that UASB had a COD removal rate over
70% and sulfate removal of about 1600 mg-L™' when. the system was operated at the pH = 8.5, which
maintained a good performance during the operation. Although the ratio of COD to SO; (i.e., COD/SO;") was
an important impact factor on the reactor performance, the MPA was still a dominant bacteria when COD/SO;~
widely fluctuated from 1 to 10. At the whole operating stage, the concentration of free H,S in aqueous was lower
than 5.7 mg-L™", and the concentration of H,S in biogas was at a low level (<1.5 mg-L™"). The three main
alkali-resistance MPAs were identified as Methanosaeta sp., Methanobrevibacter and unclassified f Methano-
bacteriacea, respectively. Thus, high pH could contribute to take away the toxicity inhibition of free H,S on
MPA activity, and also reduce the content of H,S in biogas, which can provide reference for high pH anaerobic
treatment of sulfuric acid wastewater.

Keywords sulfate; high pH; microbial community; alkali-resistance MPA
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