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R A UNITANK 7K 7K B4l Al DA AR e 38 3 — 2% A HEcbrif, H™ e &Il T UNITANK T. 2. {H
J&, HETA &k A UNITANK T 25 A9 38 249 & 5t T 258k gk A7 383 .

HAT, T 2R it 70 ik bR, SRim, ZdbK ., AL o R RS
ZHFER W, SN G E R BR Y, Jok A R AT K AL PR TZ Z% T2 I A SEBR ], Y5 K
A= Wy b PR G R B R R B B R L R 2 A A R, DL SR AR R . R A
FUS RN, FeEB R aT DUS YN H Tk b B 2 g i, 748 S5 KBRS st . R
ai &0 FE O 5K AR A A3 5ok B Bl AL 5 vk 6 UNITANK T2 Rt AT T A48 43
Br, UEBSR BRI R E 22 a8 X T M AT A mT Sk, 9 T 2R m e $2 i 7o T2, It
Ab, 3R E IR TV K AL R R R, R TS K e AT SR WU B R K
KIFRE bR s M4ZE, B FKIRFMEACE M E Y iEtE, SRS A BB T /%,
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T AR R A AR AR ST AT S T K A ER T R A UNITANK T2 AR GE x4, 55K 4
AR B AT AR E M 22 A R R, SR AL 20 B T 2l R Y UNITANK T 20 () R PE s 17 R4k, [F]
Fik ) P e DU P B R e B T AR R A, B R RS BRTE KT B R A UNITANK T 24 & s 17
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Table 1 Influent and effluent quality of modified UNITANK
process in a Suzhou sewage treatment plant in winter

UNITANK T 7. 2k B % UNITANK H KR
AN EUTTE S . AR ok sE il . KA B

CcoD/ A/ TN/ TP/ Ss/
(mgL")  (mgL")  (mgL") (mgL") (mgL")

W, HKEAT (BB KA B S e HE by k#E

#E ) (GB 18918-2002) — %% A b5 #E . ot B Y
UNITANK T. 2423t . HKRKFRWE1 iR,

K 399.24109.5  29.044.4 413465  4.3+1.0 163.0:48.0
K 44.8+14.0 6.0+3.5 10.643.1  0.7£0.6  15.1+8.8

A FMKOK RSB, B TR E A 15 it

— 4R .

3 20 ok B % UNITANK T2 43 B g 5 k& i wmlgﬁ
VY 3 G AR RN L, i AN IR A F, % il
A BRI E T S R AL 2 v Br Cwmmmr  # G
B il C(I&] 1) EAAF- 1 R 4 89.85 mx44.85 m, i =
A BRI 7.50 mo P ¥IK I 455 B B[] 23.72 h, mWWmﬁ

PRAR . R, A4, s B B ) 430 R 132
5.63. 3.36, 1341 h, REM F 584 E, &
SR 4f St A5 = (R 3 A R 35 RS 3R T LK )
O U E B LR AL B E B R A PO O I G ) S BR AR g s i B R
b B 3 3 b, A i JE S IR M4 o 5 T A 7 U0 e sl v A ) T 4 7 V08 2R S S HE AR

M &7 UNITANK T 284780 8 he 2B JE (0~3 h): V5 KAR IR iE AR F o il B
HELEAF A A AL BEAH B E IR ), Mt CAERTTIE i (NIRR), K it C il 25 K
HEHEH , BTSNt C it R HE A . WS 3~4 h): i1 B IRBRR, iR A TIIERIS

E1 XREUNITANK TZFHE%EE
Fig. 1 Layout of modified UNITANK process
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HARAMKIKIEAFL Ev AL B, KM C it o FRRERIYS LR E 84—, Ml
PRI . TR 4~7 h): BRN C M I RE EAHFE B, vt BAEAMUTIE L, Hi K vt
B i 25 SRR, S CAESHBRACH . R (7~8 h): M C IS IRBRR, ek M ITIERI,
1.2 HARE

2020 4F 2 A A HCE 8 R B UNITANK T2 B S0HR v iG M5 U, B3 AN FAT AR (sid 2 ML,
M2, M3), DMURRG G & RIS A Y I 00 0 A R Ak o FF L 220 30 min #5 JF 250 (4 °C..
8000 rrmin"', 5 min) J5 fRAFF—20 C KA, TR0 5T AW =0 E .

1.3 DNA i2HY, PCR # 1% & Illumina MiSeq = i& £ M 5 9 4

DNA # UK FH PowerSoil® DNA Isolation Kit 371 &, $2HUS 28 1% 3 i5 W EE I v PR T 457 58
AL, PCR Y™ 519 4 338F (5'-ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") #1 806R (5'-GGACTA
CHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3"), WA Z N 20 uL, PCR #1445 78 DNA B4R 10 ng, 1F 2 1] 519
& 0.8uL, KFE/K20uL, dNTP2 uL, ZErhik 4 pL, FastPfu A 0.4 uL, PCR FUNFRF: B 4E 95 C
AP 3 min, AR5 HEAT 27 DR (95 °C 28 30's, 55 °C i & 30s, 72°°C #EfH 45 s), B 72 °C it
10 min, P IELEHSE, SR 2% B AR B BEIE FL VKR PCR 724, 2552 B, PCR =¥ 4%+ K/ME
W, WEGE, TR, Z4636 A YT llumina MiSeq &7 8 = ¥ .

v I8 2 I T AR AT 0 TR G T A B HE 8 I s A g S 1R 2)0E T i 808 . R A USEARCH i 47
OTU R4, ik DMy BVE 78 97% ALK F-XF OTU #EAT ) Fh 43 2“7 R . 2 T OTU %dis
Xtz Wt A W 75 =F & )& (Sobs, Chao, ACE 5 40) £ #4% (Simpson, Shannon $5%%) A9 S 8178011 .
14 KBRS AL

SRR AN B R 40 0 ol BE 5 I 22 5 NOG-N R B & 55 43 6 6 FE IR 0N %2 5 TN 2R A TOC-
VCPN U 2 AL 5 5 POy -P R AR B 4t 43 06 06 BE TH L I 2 5 TP SR FBH IR & 9 6 O B2 0
SS KA EE M ; COD KB MR ELIE ; DO NG i 5 E WTW multi3420 1 & 4 FE 28 Wil
1.5 REME

Pl BioWIN 5 F 0 F 5, #E £ ASM2D #E R R 4% DAL ER R iR A= Wi . (. W0 BBk . R
1 AR BRE5E TR A KUV (CSTR) B S F, 4 SRR CSTR(BR4 M E-1, E-2, E-3. E-4) &
HRAE A G STt B, 3 MR CSTR WY Hf L IR L 22 4 it A, 5 %8 (KB SBR( T B-1, B-2.
B-3. B-4. B-5/i1ith C-1, C-2. C-3. C-4. C-5) HPHLBIL M B/C Wiz ty, L 7 25 % 09 42 1) 52 3
2 Yk i 22 IB AT .

%) o R A UNITANK T2 2 20 4 2= JJy o 85l R A A A A v A TIE , 38 o 8 2 oK AT L
Y 5y (3 2) A2 SE A TR R K AR KR ( BAH 0.9 d T AL ifE S 0.7 d7), 2 R % UNITANK i} 7K
1 COD., 2% « TN, TP, SS/HLL{E FI 5L 1) 48 X7 22 47 5 4.7, 1.1, 1.6, 03, 2.1 mg'L™';
[, PR A UNITANK T2 FE A A . NO-N . i P AR £ (SPO;-P) FEHUL{H 5 S I AE A4 A5 b #4
PAUG HA (B 20), B, @B iEE BRI A DU 8% ) g B & UNITANK T2 20 A4 ) B
R BRI,

Fz2 AMERTISKLE KX RE UNITANK TZi#KEHYE S

Table 2 Influent organic matter composition of a modified UNITANK process in a Suzhou sewage treatment plant

T fREATT A4 DY REEY VRN S AEY TR AT L) ok 5 A=
Ff#COD/(g-g ™) coD/(ggh)  (ggh [&f#COD/(g g ") [ COD/(g-g ") [fCOD/(g-g ")

Bl

FEUEE 0.05 0.35 0.15 0.85 0.20 0.40
BioWINHEFE 0.05 0.16 0.15 — 0.13 —
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2 #HR512
2.1 M RE UNITANK T ZiET4HM

KGR WERMEIE G MR T B, B RGR (12 C) &4, & 1SRN, MR
Al UNITANK V2 2 A . NO;-N. SPO;-P WyZARfb & 2 firn . i1t B b FHRA 5 2 h 1, 200k
LK R 7 UNITANK T2 H REM Fo Sl E Wy R . BSR40 . 300t B 1o . o i A 3t 119 7K
B, DR T AW RE A . NO-N, SPO-P SZill iy 484k .

A& 2(a) AT, 6 BRI B B L h, V5K E S A RN Fy JF5 MBS0 E 1 3
[l VR G RTR A, TE IR F N R FH 8 P18 18R 350 75 U 17 for 45 v 1 DX, 0 Al ) R
I, JREM F SPO)-P Fhim & 13.4 mg' L', A2 i1ith B 36k &0 B 1RSI 10 3 W #6 BAE FH2 ), &
R AISPO;-P 7 il St 7 v (i STt B-1) iUl R R £ 8.9 mg L Ml S4mg L. BEAHA T E N MK
MEMERURE, AKRMENER T, S R A FISPO; -P Bl = 22 9.6 mg' L™ Fl 15.6 mg' L™,
M FENO;-N FEARZEHF7E 0.2 mg L' DAF o FELA5 R0 ) o B A UNITANK T2 4 2 [ fi fu 1)
JEo T USSR (B 2(b)) B00F T X —45i8 . Ty, Bu@Eas Nt T
AR, RIS OAILR KL T KM, SHSPOI-P. ARG AL EWNAIIE. 7 s A
W), BEEIEM A M B A, Wik, A, BB EEARAZWIEICE 33 mg L',
JNINO;-N F+ i 2 1.9 mg-L™', SPO;-P P& 0.3 mg L7, M0 9 2 A4 T A AL AR Bl aod 72

M B AL TREES 2. 3 h KUTTER B, I 2 AL« NO;-N HISPO; -P Z& b #& ¥ (K] 2(b)~(d))

fon) 30 o) fon 30 N 5
O o A > NO--N 0 % -o- ®AKNE ©Z3D0
& 25 PO P d 1x 2 251 —=NO;-N  -x-NO,-NSliff N
£ SPO,-P &2 DO £ —a—SPOFP -a- SPO-PE:l{E]
= ~ = Q 4 4 <
201 | & 20F o =
de {37 4, N 134
£ s 2 L s =
2 I E/ v 7 g
4 12 © Z, 7 / 12 3
L 10} A & 0r A Y N7 / a
N H=—"0—""1"1513

z g z i N7/ 7/ / .
g °f | : 5 o ""k' ?y{‘la//’a/? :
X AN
N S . o B ool ey ey o VA8 |,

F E1 E2 E3 E4 A B-1 B3 B-5 F E1 E2 E3 E4 A B-l B3 B5

P B EJUNITANK T 275 Bk BB UNITANK T 275 f
(a) b BEESE1 b (b) NHBIEESEE2 h

~ 30 _30¢ e
"71 o AR ¢ NO;-N T-l —— N(;;’-N
2 2 -4-SPO:-P ZZZDO W BT —a— SPO-P
£ ~ &
& 201 o 57
C;r L o moq I
5 15 ER- 15
% 0p 8 7 0}
o o’
JE; 5f Z 5t
K =
& & o

F E-1 E2 E33 E4 A B-1 B3 B-5
P [ AIUNITANK T 2752

() BB 3 h

F

E-l E2 E3 E4 A B-l1 B3 B-5
i B ATUNITANK T 2 155
(d) BUTHE KB

T : SPO; PRI AFIEPO, P FRIRIR &AM , B-1~E-4FR IR , ARURIE LT 40 , B-1.B-3  B-543 IFR 0 1t v 3 ity oKy

2 E¥FEHIMKRE UNITANK T 28285, NO;-N, SPO,-P M2 1L,
Fig.2 Changes of ammonium, NO;-N and SPO; -P concentration along the modified UNITANK
process in the first half period
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SEEAES L h A, (HFEEBESA RIA SR, R A . SPO;-P &M TR, TEMESSE 3h, it
B K Ui (B-5) @ AT 0 mg' L™, R I X2 A C WK 7% L I NO-N; {H b EF, 3t B i i (B-
1) Fh B (B-3) @A T 5mg L' 2R % UNITANK T 2 b WS ek ) B <, WS FE DO 431 2 B
R TSR RE A SR . R HERAEA T, 13t B B b A B ls A W B
TR R, i B B AP B DO GR 24 R 47 7E 0.9~1.5 mg- L', K DO iK% 1.5~3.5mg' L',
PRIL, 45705 80T 30 i o B b Be DO (I, 3K i DO =i, DTS 350 b2 JT 3 P b
Uity A1 H BE B RS AL AR FE 5

BT EIEAT LT, it B Y A TiyE i, it B AR i i 25 S K, 2t K% UNITANK

HKE A . NO-N. SPOI-P A8 {b ML U &l 3 i .

ARo AE4h g HKEWIA, HKE A . SPO;-P ¢5_*E§N

B TF R, HIKNO-N B FEAG . KK B T4 —asseorp

P B FRAE F 252 bR R B W R TS ) 4 in

S, TEMOKRHESIET , R4 R %2-

HOK R @ hy iy, K& A 3.0 mg L BT B

JHE#]5.6mg L, HH/KSPO;-P JHE% 0.6mg L', 00 05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
PRI, 3 3 34 2 B <0 5 B0 R A UNITANK SEFFHE/R

T LA T AR R EB A, S e SPOTPAIRRTERO .
ViR, B M s R, (R 2 B3 2 RE UNITANK TZHKKERETHK
By /_:L el 'ﬁi S Bl G L R {j’%ﬁ 4 Fig. 3 Variation of effluent quality of modified

) UNITANK process
[F) R

22 EMISIRBEESHON

D) ZHE%E 5. 15K B R A UNITANK L 204 ZE 06 M 15 Ve A W e 0 1 2 REMEHE 20 036 3
MNo 3SR AT RUT S R 43 774~43967, el TAL B , 3 AR A XU SRR IEIL 2 43 774,
TE 97% WAL |, 7 56 283 15 T 98%, R WA YR e AR X T 8 AR A 1 7 26 R B Al ey, P
45 2 B 05 5 ME B M S i i RS UNITANK & 2= 19 A B e v o 3 4135 U8 B il Y Sobs 45 888
2017~2 106, & T kb 20 MR E SO S0 AR 45 R o TR L0 A5 0 B0 st EE 3 b, DX T BT /K
J USRS RS MR ST R B, S ANTE/K)T AO B AAO T2 Sobs FEELAE 1 006~1 965, i SCARAE!
TR = X5 KT RIR A 2R b ds i, 5 NT5K) AAO K HAZIE T 20 Sobs 45
Bk 1014~1782, AL, %35 7K) B 7 UNITANK (R0E Y ZRevE s . 5 Tk B2 20 sl So 7k
ST [ Py HoAt Y5 K ) RO BF SR 25 SRAH B, %) 3 4 RE 55 Y Shannon $8 %% . ACE 8 %0 fl Chao +5 8
T KA, Simpson 4 00 2 AL T SCHk i 8 UV B 4K, IESE T AEY 2R s R A
UNITANK [ Z W5 . ZHANG 48U, KoK BT 22 5 02 B 3R G N IR ) 2 R v ) O BT
3o M SEIB 217 e B, B T HEAKOK BT, SN g A 23 X Vs Y E VR A5 A0 P AR S W . A SR T
AR HE KK 5T Ay MBS B T Vs K, kAT
G ORI RETE R IR T BEAKOK AL T %3 MR E UNITANK TEM# S is 5 R K
KK, W, SHIZERGE Y SENEE Table 3 Species diversity indices of the modified UNITANK
{4 P TS BE 5 Pk B 8 UNTTANK R 1 T2 i process and their comparison

TFHRXEL, BN sITERER S FEili Sobs  Shannon  Simpson ACE Chao  #ii%/%

ﬁf{i%gﬁ@ﬁ%o ﬁgr{gj ﬁag’rf[m] Ziﬂﬂ, ?f‘vf(ﬁi% M1 2027 5.936 0.008 2566 2606 98.9
gﬁé@'—ﬁ:@ﬁi%ﬁ:ﬁéé, Iﬁlﬁﬁﬂ(%{*j‘d, {rq;% M2 2106 5.964 0.007 2687 2681 98.9
%E&%#ﬁfﬁﬁ%}?ﬁ?% 24 ﬁﬁﬂ‘(%%m] T‘F;ﬁ M3 2017 5.909 0.008 2632 2716 98.6
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WG KA AR A R RS i R, R E RN T SR ME KR S
YRR

) WA AT . FETTIKOE b, 3 dlis U AE LA 2] 48 AT, o, A7 9 R A 3 B
T 1%, K 40 PIF W, Proteobacteria. Actinobacteria. Chloroflexi. Bacteroidetes. Firmicutes J&
3G YRR ) AL AR, R *HXH:J“ K F 82.73%~84.76% , 5 SCHRARE 9 3 7 5 7K
TS R R G K ERAE A A1 — 8, Hh, Proteobacteria 52 Ff it 35 BE v (1
1T, HAEXTE B A # 25.40%~29.65%; Actznobacterla\ Chloroflexi ¥ X} 3 J& 435l 71-15.89%~17.04% .
10.31%~14.50%. Proteobacteria Fll Actinobacteria 24y it 58 b3 W A1 5% = AL Wy Wit 19 E 2200 2E 9, i
ChloroﬂexiijJAbJ_‘ﬁLﬁﬁE%%*@eﬁ?é RSP R R, LSRR IR IR, 22 o
Bacteroidetes it I Tt. I, 3 dli5 e ke A K B B PE 3 i RE Y 5 A I R BR B D RE A G .

B Saprospiraceae WRSaccharofermentans [ Caldilineaceae
B Trichococcus W C10-SB14A WRMicrotrichales

B Proteobacteria MR Actinobacteriota T Bacteroidota B Defluviicoccus W Ottowia. MBNitrosomonas BB Nitrospira
B Chloroflexi BBFirmicutes B Patescibacteria B Pseudomonas Wl Candidatus_Accumulibacter BB Lactobacillus
[ Acidobacteriota WBMyxococcota W Planctomycetota =7 haue;.’ a W Hyphomicrobium @ADechloromonas
B Verrucomicrobiota W Bdellovibrionota EMothers B Sulfuritalea  EEothers
100 - 100
80 80
S R
RNy L = 60 L
w00 =
H# Wi
= Z
= 40r =z
20 - 20+
0 0
M2 M3 M2 M3
> LT > L1
i} an
(a) I TKF (b) JRKF

M1 M2 M3yl BT UNTTANK T 25 A& 2R SR S Y 3T M V5 TR PATHE
4 MMBXKFEHHEREESH
Fig. 4 Bacterial community distribution at phylum and genus level

TEEIKF EFE & T 2% AIWMAEY i 3RM, Caldilineaceae . Saprospiraceae . Trichococcus &
DE T R, X 2 B A3 AT 3K 3.419%~4.87% . 4.83%~5.40% . 4.55%~5.52%. BKwITHEE R [ B 5%
R, Saprospiraceae J& VIV AR R M HL T2 AR 1 S i AL BR s R e AL A B Rl o A5 06 25220 () ff
SR, FEARVRIY S AL BRBEXT 2R G bR i kS A R I3 5 . %) U R B UNITANK T 24 Z1 e
1 ¥ 75 20 d ZE 47, N Saprospiraceae B KPRAE T RAFH &0, Hit, ok B & UNITANK 7] GE7F
TSI BRI G . AW B, BR T Saprospiraceae, Pseudomonas 1 Candidatus Accumulibacter
WA TG KA PR R G i WL R B . AR, Pseudomonas F Candidatus Accumulibacter 7t 3 24175
JerEm TR BE 751 0.03%~0.05% Fi10.03%~0.04%, 8. 3E KT Saprospiraceae W& . Defluviicoccus
Micropruina J& T8 W) RWEWE IR, 7EREBES 5 RUEE i, M5 308 Y R8O B ik
X 2 G 7E 2 R BB UNITANK T 22 & 2= 95 Je A b AR X 2 B2 AU 0.16%~0.21% . 0.51%~0.56%,
FEOHRBET T 5 AR, X5 H AT s AT g et — 8, RIAEMRIR AR, REfE A S
P, MR T 20 °C, BHEE A K S

Nitrosomonas N & A AL H (AOB) L # ) , HIgE BB A AL W EHRE, ZREEAENRR
I UNITANK T. 2 N T 5 bR 0.31%~0.45%. Nitrospira 3 W AH R £ A AL T (NOB) L84\ id Js , HAE
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FH W 06 R £R 5 Ak A A R £, X B BT 5 LB 0.419~0.60% . TET5 KA R G, WY
NOB # &t 45 Nitrospira F Nitrobacter™ . $X1Mi, #£ M R UNITANK T. 2428 3 di5 AL 5 b 34k
Kl 1 Nitrobacter, B8 W5 FBH , Nitrobacter £ KR &, BS5EY Z R EMEE N5, &6
KT RE TS R IIREE s Nitrospira B4 K3 2K Nitrobacter 1 1/3, 1 Nitrospira ¥} 3 525 Ml ) B
Ko HI, TER R EBARR I T5 KA B R Ge b Nitrospira B RALH o 5 SRS BFGEAS = f
X5 JAE TG KT AR 2= 0 G A A D 25 SR rh A ds S, FETE MRS Ve R GE P Nitrospira i NOB IE# A
XF IR 0.25%~3.06%, A K B Nitrobacter, 5K I L1 A" FE U BE XIS JEIR V5 7K T B9 CAE D)
K H i & BT Nitrobacter (WAFAE , AHIHL T BEZE (K F Nitrospira.
3 Z5ip

1) B B 2 UNITANK T 24 Z R4 58 40, 34950 B <0 B i o #0 b B Ak A 584, (e
W HERER T, HKEE . SPO;-P & T . 145 g <2 F 80K B & UNITANK T. 24 %
B KK BT Bl A 2 DR R, 0 R e T g ) R A, [ A 2 ) 59 i e A AT AR R A DRI — [
R A i

) R UNITANK T 24 ZEMAY Z MRS, TS mfrn T 2afr 7 X,
Saprospiraceae & L ¥ J& ,  HoAH XF 4 B ] 35 4.83%~5.40%, 1. 2N Al BEAETE RS AL R B R 4
Defluviicoccus Fll Micropruina 2 T 50 11 J& 19 AH XS =F BEEAXA 0.16%~0.21% F1 0.51%~0.56%

3) Nitrosomonas . Nitrospira 53 %5 AOB NOB [ 5 & , HAE i K &Y UNITANK T. 2 HF (9 AH
X BE 4350 0.319%~0.45% . 0.41%~0.60%, X 2 28 I & 2 258 i T 4 2= it B A UNITANK T 25 B &
e
& E X B
(1] &M, 2% =, I, 25 3 =it UNITANK T2 B LS IR A DGR, B THE, 2006, 24(6): 35-36.
[2] BERE, AMize, M. UNITANK T. ZALH B E k], AkAb A, 2009, 35(1): 20-23.
(3] W, 5k 55, IRAEE, 4. UNITANK L2 5 BB A TR BRI A A2 [T]. ol KAR 3, 2011, 31(9): 41-43.
[4] SRR, 250, B4, SET-ASM2DELILI BUA AR UNITANK M T 20 et 5 523640 0T [0). R85 1AL, 2011, 29(6): 53-57.
(5] R, TRAE. BUR ALUNITANK T AR5 /K A3 BRI, 257K HEK, 2014, 30(24): 96-98.
(6] B, WiiZe. M UNITANK T2 7E R RGBT i FH 43 #r (0], 3785 T4, 2014, S32: 85-86.
(7] T, X EF, PRI, 45, 3T ASM2DRAI I T AR AL 14 T 2 MBBIFE )], FREE TR, 2016, 10(12): 6947-6955.
[8] SARKAR U, DASGUPTA D, BHATTACHARYA T, et al. Dynamic simulation of activated sludge based wastewater

treatment processes; Case studies with Titagarh sewage treatment plant, India[J]. Desalination, 2010, 252(1): 120-126.
(9] Ralids, FNERE, FRE B, 45 FCASM3MTIMIHIUNITANK T 2 BF5E[T]. 264 538 TR, 2011, 18(1): 21-24.

(11 ZEURRE, M3E, Wi, 55, R FIpHAEXHE YT VR ik I A BB 2w [T]. BR4R L2441, 2007, 1(9): 10-14.

[12) XE. ST TS K AYO L AT - A R 5 F W B E ORISR [D]. g AZRIMNE KA, 2008.

[13] 5K3%, S2A0HN, Hu. R SRR B TG M AL T s s i [J]. SREEERLF#, 2017, 38(6): 2429-2434.

[14] SRIRLT, Z21H, TS0, 45, 50 R DX AT BT /K ) I M s Ve R R S 4 1 SRR M T 22 R 0] SR =3 R, 2019, 4(8):
1896-1906.

[15) B, 2808, JHZ T, 55, K E M XIFASTS KT R HEE M 2R T[], BRI, 2020, 41(11): 5037-5049.

[16] ZHANG S H, HUANG Z J, LU S J, et al. Nutrients removal and bacterial community structure for low C/N municipal


http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8942.2006.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-829X.2011.09.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.12030/j.cjee.201507214
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-1556.2011.01.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1673-9108.2007.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8942.2006.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-829X.2011.09.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.12030/j.cjee.201507214
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-1556.2011.01.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1673-9108.2007.09.003

5571 e ST .t R RIUNITANK T2 & Zia it R Mg o0 i 2487

wastewater using a modified anaerobic/anoxic/oxic (mA*/O) process in North China[J]. Bioresource Technology, 2017, 243:
975-985.

[17] SEIB M D, BERG K J, ZITOMER D H. Influent wastewater microbiota and temperature influence anaerobic membrane
bioreactor microbial community[J]. Bioresource Technology, 2016, 216: 446-452.

(18] KR BH, B¢, 3L, 45, AOT. ZARBRGEN 5 /K AURE KA L PIREA AT [)]. IR5E T R4, 2018, 12(3): 804-814.

(19 22KER, BRECHs, EHy, 45, T8 3 R A A 3 ol v K A 388 A= W I 2800 U e R 45 4 20 A [0, b st Tl R 2274, 2019,
45(1): 95-102.

[20] TS, UL, T RN, S5, BRIEGHE PET5 Veil E  A RAF PE RRRE S5 H RO (9], B EH~738 41, 2017, 44(3): 561-573.

[21] SKEATE, SKATT7, REGRAE, A5 R SR ALBRIE T 215 SR R R 4 A T (0], Z57KHEK, 2013, 39(1): 138-141.

[22] R, BRER™, 5K37, 25, 15 TRI0TA/A/O T L AL ER B SEIRT]. FRETRHF, 2007, 28(8): 193-196.

[23] CAO Y, VAN LOOSDRECHT M C, DAIGGER G T. Mainstream partial nitritation-anammox in municipal wastewater
treatment: Status, bottlenecks, and further studies[J]. Applied Microbiology and Biotechnology, 2017, 101(4): 1365-1383.

[24] ZHANG X, LIANG Y, MA Y, et al. Ammonia removal and microbial characteristics of partial nitrification in biofilm and
activated sludge treating low strength sewage at low temperature[J]. Ecological Engineering, 2016, 93: 104-111.

(T4 % 35 W )

Operation characteristics and microbial community of modified UNITANK

process in winter

GU Xiaodan'?, HUANG Yong'*", DING Yongwei’, HUANG Jihui', WANG Wei*, ZHANG Jun*,
CHEN Fangfang®

1. School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China

2. National and Local Joint Engineering Laboratory of Municipal Sewage Resource Utilization Technology, Suzhou University
of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China

3. Suzhou Water Group Co. Ltd., Suzhou 215001, China

4. Suzhou Drainage Co. Ltd., Suzhou 215001, China

*Corresponding author, E-mail: hyong05@]163.com

Abstract To solve the problem of large fluctuation of effluent quality from modified UNITANK process in a
Suzhou municipal sewage treatment plant in winter, periodical operation characteristics of the modified
UNITANK was analyzed by the model. The high-throughput sequencing of Illumina MiSeq was used to analyze
the microbial community structure of activated sludge in the modified UNITANK in winter. The results showed
denitrification was sufficient in the anoxic zone, uniform aeration in the edge tank led to inadequate nitrification
in the front and middle of the edge tank, ammonia and soluble phosphate in the periodic effluent gradually
increased. The analysis of microbial community structure indicated that the microbial diversity was higher than
other seasons, which was related to the unique process operation mode. Saprospiraceae, Nitrosomonas and
Nitrospira were the dominant bacteria in the activated sludge in winter, which ensured the performance on the
biological removal of nitrogen and phosphorus in the modified UNITANK process.

Keywords modified UNITANK process; winter; model; community structure; operating characteristic
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