.&;DJ_\E_ %iﬁl*ﬂni%‘—;ﬁ %1645 F£ 108 20224 10 A

Eco-Environmental Chinese Journal of Vol. 16, No.10 Oct. 2022
Knowledge Web Environmental Engineering
@ http://www.cjee.ac.cn E-mail: cjee@rcees.ac.cn S (010) 62941074

XEEB: MEEYHRAR
DOI 10.12030/j.cjee.202203027  HhE[4r2%  X703.1  CHEAPRIAES A

B, XUBEAT, T a9, 45, WA ZLBR ¥ 5 F I Simplicillium lanosoniveum J&-& K5 37 31 U8 Il NaHCO, Ab B = & AW R K [J]. 55 TR
i, 2022, 16(10): 3437-3447. [LV Jie, LIU Xiaohang, XING Xiangying, et al. Treatment of wastewater with high nitrogen/phosphorous content
by mix-cultivation of Haematococcus pluvialis and Simplicillium lanosoniveum supplemented with NaHCO,[J]. Chinese Journal of

Environmental Engineering, 2022, 16(10): 3437-3447.]
A 23R 5 B Simplicillium lanosoniveum &
B3I N NaHCO, 4k i & ik Rk

B A, X peAn, TRy se™, F R R, X g, 2 OB
WAL Tk K2 T 2R B8, KA 300130

W OE AR LR KT BB, R KT Y KR G B SR AR LD R B A R A LR Simplicillium
lanosoniveum DT06 (DT06) . 45 . FAEM MM L 30:1. MM T COD. B, BB 25K 050
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IFHERESESMEME195¢ L. 039gg ! M27.9mgg'. Hik, FAL0EREE-E T DTO6 7l NaHCO, Y 1 77
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SRS DL R AT FH U SRR S S 2 /K AT AL BRET DRLIMG , A 8As A A T R e T R T AR
ST IR AL B 7K 1Y) S B [R] R

T AT A A 52 07 dh JRATT 43 8 B — b WK s AL AR ECRR Simplicillium lanosoniveum(DTO06), DTO06 g
Wi EEA: 2022-03-03; A HAHA: 2022-08-29
HEEWH: HEHAB ST H (22002033); ML A AR5 4 % BT H (2020202004)
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W8 A B — FPFT BT A= E P I H e A B (Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) & K FIEZE G M, Wik, &
WEFORE I A= 21 8Kk 5 EL B DTO6 78 5 2 Z W K iR A 35 9%, DL = AE 20 3R o S AR Rl R ™
DL SR AR R/ 1) 25 B R RN 22 B R

1 MBE5ERE

1.1 KM

1) JRAREEAS o BEK R H R EET A T5 KA BT R K i 0.45 pm U8 B8 25 bR AR K4 79

, T4 CIRAE, EAK EEMRAN T . pH N 6.5+0.4; A (TN) i & Mk & 0 (553.8+17) mg'L';
EW@mﬁgﬂFﬁQMﬂmng%i%%i«nmﬁnwﬂmmLu

) A A . WA BRI A o UK AR A RS BT s BB Simplicillium lanosoniveum
DTO6 F [k Tl KA AR TR 5 A4 W & BRI % o B AR A5, - ORa T b [ B 2 e st 26 0 2= 0 52
B AR AR TE (5 HMAS 242045).

1.2 MREMRURERTE TG &

1) B2 PRV . 5 mL WY A= 21 3K i 1% 97 W4 A 212 A 60 mL BBM 15 37 37 9 100 mL #E B )
L, BFRBIEIRT RS 7d015 rmin', 25°CHEIE . 60 umoL-(m*-s) ' FFLE ) R), T A 41 Bk i 52
T VL o 2 1) AT B VA 32 A 1.5 10° 4l fifg -mL'

2) HE O FEIEW . B E T DT06 X4 T PDA $5 3 HP Mk |, T 5346 (28 °C) hH IR IE 77 7
dJE, M BV R R BUSEE DTOo6 17, JFBTFE T S0 mL JCR /K . BT 61 2 V7 VR A 2 4 il
W RE Ry 5% 100 4H A -mL ' T AR £1 3k 358 4H M A EC TR DTO6 61 (19 4t 43 W i se F 71140
1.3 EFRERNEE

WA 208k 5 B R DTO6 A5 % (AR M 41): 4% 10% $Fh &5 w A= 20 BR s HFP 21 % 4 200 mL
JB 7K 19 500 mL 4 JE A, 5 43 ) 4 B o6k R AR B Y DTO6 i F B 7R, AR F) 5:1, 10:1, 30:1,
501 1% 2 i i 42 Fh L ) (RS A2 203K 38 . DTO06). LA FY Az 21 3K i 5l 85 5% (1:0, W A= 203K 3 .
DTO6) 1 4 Xt ff (CK).

W A2 £1BR 3% -DTO6 i & ¥ il NaHCO, 15 9% (R Fk MC 2H): 16 & 41 &4 200 mL J%& /K /Y 500 mL 4
TE T 43 590 % 0 A [8) 4 B A NaHCO, £ ¥ (10 g-L71), fdf NaHCO, Jif H ¥ J& 35 2] o0k 1], MCK).
02, 0.4, 0.6 F10.8 gL', LhipedH 40 M $2 P b 5] 43591 42 Foh W A= 21 Bk 8 F1 DTO6 78 F B 77 W -

JIE A 20 18 T O BB SR T R % 12 d25 °CE R . 60 pmoL-(m*s) ' FEZEEE), B KT8
2, BALKKEIANER.

1.4 BENERZE

D) WAL EREEA Y . WAZRKEAYE DR TERR, B2 d B IRBORR B MEE T

Bkt g, RAE Q) A ERE AR R, RGN (2) T AR £0 Bk AR K HOR
X =4.64x107°N +0.0035 (1)
p = (InX,=InXo) /(1 ~ 1) @

K. X NGRS, gL' NAAREE, il mL'; o MEAKESE, 4 X MX 05008
51, RMEE ¢ KA 2r sk AE YR, gL',

2) AU A AR ST EE 22 A A i Xk B K A A B R R T A k. KR LB B AR
A0 1 mL W B 10° A5 AR RS, JFAESE R LA IRl B 5510 N 1G5 3 do BRI BRI e
T IE AL (CFU mL ™),

3) KK o BRI R OB K FEARHEAT 73 B o e 00 FH b B R B0 SR A R A o o B v B
i BB I L, COD B 8% R ER VA A 5 L. Wi 0 0 B 30 A 2 B 1 AR 4l =X (3) ANt
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4) HEATIHA.
N = (N, — N)/Np % 100% 3)
R=(No—N)/(t,— 1) “
AH. N CODMA . MR ERE, %; RN COD A . By ZEBRER, mg(L-d)y';s N, F N5
BN 1, KNS ¢, K COD A . Wi ak)E, mgL',
4 IREMIFE RS E, WALREREMINE X552 BRI ATA0 72w I 5E
2 FER518
21 MELOIKE-EE DT6EAIES
D IRA B I e A K2 . & 1(a) Brzn, CK WP RN A= 2EBR A A YR E T 8 d N 2218 |
b, 10 KRG TR, &A&EH 027 gL' 1 AELLEREE S DTO6 R4 55 3% 1 72 A i 2k 20 ek i
B AE Y ETERT 4 d 2218 T GE V), 7RSS 6 K (10:1. 30:1) FI%5 8 K (5:1. 50:1) thiE FJF, 458 K
TR, A&, WMALIRENEYEL 51, 10:1. 30:1 F150:1 F2%~ 0.64. 1.08. 1.39 Fl
0.74 gL',

1.81 0.6
—a—CK —e—51 —a—10:1

1.6F —v—30:1 —e—50:1 05l

141 1 o
To2p /f; ﬁ 04t
\‘;,D Lor /} Hﬂ L
B o8l i?f ;’ 03
f‘q 0.6} % 2 02}

04}

o2l = /i/i __.i 0.1F

0 : : s s ' - i —
0 2 4 6 8 10 1213
YRt ayd KiFRntfayd
(a) FNALL BRI A YA (b il 2R (b) MiA£rekwE oA KA (b i £k
Bl1 EBEEFIEEMEATRELKEEYENLLE KERRNT L

Fig. 1 Changes of biomass and specific growth rate of H. pluvialis in mixed cultures under different cells ratios

RS2 EE R (B 1(b)) Bs, CK HRFRAELTBR MY HAE KRS 4 Kk B K (H (0.18d 7Y,
956 RIGBWIFEMRE 0, FAEZLERBE S DTO6 VR G 5 % ot B v R AR Z0 BR B0 LU AE KOs R 5 T CK.
P A KR TE 1001 F130: 1 BEAESS 6 RINBIE KM, 208 045d" F10.54d™"; 76 5:1 F150: 1 B 7E
B8 RiKHI i KAE, 25k 034d" M 036d'. HAEARKBREILGEEGFEME O, WAELKES
DTO06 i A 45t #3001 F 3 e i 19 A KO SR 3 - 39 e AR KR (025 d7Y), IR, SR 45t
56 D o A 5 TR 40 AR L 300 1 HEAT S5 .

RAR R RIEY B MBI T A KRR, X HEF 2 A0 1) 528 A
ZLER ) ME B DTO6 (LA /EH . DT06 BEJit CO, e 2k R AE LLER S A VER,  IF WIS RN A 20 Bk o ¢
O, HEAT A AR, DT FBR O, X e 28 AR K il 7 T, 31X 55 H At 78T 3 TR A5 355 95 AL 127470,
MBI A EMFEMAK . SIRAREFMHL, FHRAOEY RS HM, AERKER SR TR, £
PR AR AT B AR G S A K AT B IR, TR R R T 0 A R R S in 2 B DTO6 B
P R LI XA A0 B B MR R

2) MANGE B, WK 2 R, SCEGSSTm) 5:1. 10:1. 30:1 1 50: 1 fP 40 s 5 o 1.3, 1.5,
1.6, 1.9x10° CFU. FE£LEREE S DTO6 1R & 15 97 i F2 rf 9 41 18 S 80 5 CK(2.8%10° CFU) #H LE 4351 T
KT 54.8%. 46.4% . 42.9% F130.4%. iX 3] DTO6 HE 11 il 142 7K 4 147 A 3 K
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3) W 3 R, CK  pH FRgE BTt 1255 SIS
I 25 Rt ik B 8.65, M AZLEK ¥ 5 DTO6 1R & Z&%y
Br gt A b pH 7EHT 4 d FRETH R, 2R IR EAE glm T
X E H W F KT CK. LA 5: 1, 10 éw- . : /y
1. 30: 1 /1 50: 149 pH 7 5§ 22 7E 7.83 . 7.65. g {V // %/
7.36 M17.92. pH P T g 3 2 R 2 T AR 2T BR s 10 7
B T B £ (IR T4 KR s
pH DR H57 A % B3, I DY 2 LT DTO6 iR 19 0

CK 5:1 10:1 30:1 50:1 .
T AR LI BRI 5 DTO6H43 R o 4]
E2 BREEFAREZEMELAMAESHE

The total number of bacteria in mixed cultures under

CO, HHIEE I3 A0 B LA B /i A= 21 35K 38 W Wik
JKH G NH, AR T 55 3R IR pH.
4) IR A KR4 COD RERIEZIA . WP 4@) g o

Br~x, CKH COD RS, fFA&m RN different cells ratios
9 28.5%, ¥4 % Bk R A 18.4 mg-(L-d) (& osp e
A(b)). 3ok I R A 21 BR R ISUAT B O B X HE Lo e

A AP (DL COD i) i B R e A BR o i #E
30:1, 10:1, 5:1 /1 50:1 1, COD 4% % 15 4
4. 6F1 8 KN FEZE 0(FE B R 100 %)(& 4(a)),
M R R4y K 1839, 127. 4. 96. 8. 93.1
mg-(L-d)" (K 4(b)). Z5RERM, P HERE
R AL S Y (UL COD it) n] # DT06 58 4
KA Jg /N9y T ) R CO,, X B8 /N3 1) ot
W AELr BRI A TR G B R AEK . Hik, &

MERF AL S Y 58 AT, AR 20 RR HR
H B A b L, 2R R (] 1(b)) 3 REEHTESMLE pH
5) iR S e A G () Fig.3 pH in mixed cultures under different cells ratios
=) R 2N K% o

fii7n, CK W TN R ELERT 2 d dUE R, 28 PR, &%) 340mg- L', ZERFE N 37.9 %,
SRR R 17.3 mg-(L-d)™" (B 5(b), MHLZF, MELBRES DT006 IR & B 5 i # b TN i
We P FREL R, R MR T CK(K 5(a)). Hodr, 30:1 7 TN E B R ol 83.33%, 3%

900 e er BRI 140 gggiﬁﬁé%g? 240 -
;gb 450 % ol ZE g% g_ 120%
S 300 S sl /% /% /% 0
150 | 20 W %% /% /% 40 %
" ’ ) iﬂ’?;ﬁ‘ﬂ!ﬂ/d ' N N o ﬂ?élsiélTi«k/iLlﬁ(l))lT 0654134’;;* LB !
(a) CODZEAL T2k (2) CODZEBRAFIT-1 F: Bk 5

B4 BEEFRTEZEMIEGT COD WEL., XREMFHERIEE

Fig. 4 Changes, removal rate and average removal rate of COD in mixed cultures under different cells ratios
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600 120 60
7 T 5 ~
oot -a-CK -e-5:1 -a-10:1 100 | EE TN LR 10 5
~v-30:1 —-50:1 o
~ 400 | S| %E 1“2
: — . il @B
! % 60 %% %% 30 %
E 0l \3\}\; = 40 F1, %% %% H 20 \g
ol \i\i 20 | %g %% 10 %‘
T . = = = .
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 C 5:1 10:1 301
FhFr TRl/d FAELLBR T 5 DTOGM4EF L1
(a) TNZE Lk (b) TNZBRAHIT-1 F: Bk F
100 120 10
W TP 35 %
-a-CK -e-5:1 -a-10:1 100 | TP HRRRER

o
(=]
T

-v-30:1 —-50:1

5
2
s 80+ =— .
=60t %i\i\i i — {6
- <60 b = N
w =
g \ . = st
< 40 \\&;Ez = wl = 4 i
20 ~. ol = {2 i
0 : ; : : ; : 0 ‘= 0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 c 5:1 10:1 301
Figrifa)/d AL Bk 5 DTO6 HFh L i)
(c) TPAZ{LRHZL (d) TPEERACHIT-1 B

5 REEBFAEHEMIEESI T INM TP WEMREEXREMFHERERNENL

Fig. 5 Changes of removal rate and average removal rate of TN and TP in mixed cultures under different cells ratios

B 39.8mg-(L-d)y ' MMiS:1, 10:1, 50:1 4 TN AY-FHFBRE R 54 24.8, 33.0. 27.0mg-(L-d)';
RN 53.1% . 69.1 % . 57.9 % (] 5(b)).

TP 724k 5 TN 28 AL B A AR AL (K] 5(c)), TP 7E CK W F i i®, &% 56.6mg-L'; £ 30:1 hF
Fede i, 2k 10.6 mg L' Sl AR = 19 TP 55853 518 37.1% M1 88.2%, -4 TP Z:Br %43l
g 2.8 mg-(L-d)y' F1 6.6 mg-(L-dy" (K 5(d)).

RERFRA . SRR ESHE FEEARKICRME . WK 6 iR, 7% 6 KA I RZ
A, BT ARG IR0 TN A TP KRR R n, BlJ5 BRIR T RE, X S A 20 sk b AR Kl 3
TERI UG TH = B G T B — 20 (& 1)) T BTk, AR sRkiE AR KGERN IR TR EZEEH T
T A 20 K 8 R A7 b g S 35 A K VR Bk VR B9 COD B BRIV FE . a2 i, IR & R A HLER I
(ln COD) M FAAAEMR E TR AELLBRBEM AR K, BREmif A . BERY LR, SR, FESCIRaiolny, M
AELLEREE S DTO6 IR A 35 AL M AR R A . BE S | AN RAR &5 (K S(a) F1 5(c)). HIL, FEIRAHEFRT
o LS A M B IR R F — D B R AL WA S BR R

B R, WS I HURR U5 23 3 BN AT Bk S i TS YU, IR R K A B AR o B AN (Y G
MUBRTR, FlneRiER 4L (NaHCO;), 7=A4: HCO, e A LI RO A S A KN RER Y .. Wi,
R TR A R BR R, AR AE S RN MR 5] 301 1 () LAl B VS NaHCO, 217 5 21
2.2 WELIKE-EE DT06 R &7/ NaHCO, 1 5

1) 7 h NaHCO; 1R A 55 52 X e AE K A2 o W&l 7(a) frs, MCK H RN 2B 21 BR i AR ) 1 7 56
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70 12 ¢
1 1 —a—CK
Zoor | Z10¢
v ! °
2 T : = gl
: ! :
gvr | £
30 g °f
& 0l & 4r
o N
4 o
= o0k = 2t
0 0
2 2
Br R a)/d Br R a)/d
(a) TNZBREAAEA L (b) TPEERF AL
6 RAEFAREEMELG T TN F1 TP ERERMTH
Fig. 6 Changes of TN and TP removal rates in mixed cultures under different cells ratios
257 4 MCK —v-0.6 g - L' NaHCO, Loy _a— MCK
——0.2 gL' NaHCO, 0.8 g -L"' NaHCO, —— 0.2 g-L"' NaHCO,
20 —+0.4g-L" NaHCO, } 08} —4— 0.4 g -L"' NaHCO
= }/}/ S = —~-06g-L! NaHCOi
= ost /{‘/ 5 o6l 0.8 g - L' NaHCO,
& o
I +
R 10} R 04}
S
0.5 02 F
0 . \ \ \ \ , 0 . . . A 3
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 2 4 6 8 10 12
HiFrmfald BiFrmifa)/d
(a) A=W Efeih 2k (b) HeA: KA 2

7 ARMAERERE NaHCO, RSB AP RELKEEMEML E KRR EWL
Fig. 7 Changes of biomass and specific growth rate of H. pluvialis in mixed cultures supplemented with different
concentrations of NaHCO,

ARIFHE LT, 6 RIF G E T, Rk ' TN o
F 1.36 gL' MMi% N NaHCO, 1R 4 15 35 1 72 op -0-0.4 g - L' NaHCO,
A 20 B SEY A 40 BAE 55 2 FE B 15, o e
S KIGHRHFaE W, HMAEMO02, 04, 06, ol A %

0.8 g-L™" NaHCO, H1 ¥ A= £1 Bk 3 119 25 9y 42k 5 31 z v /Aig:Zig
H 158, 171, 195, 144 gL'. EKEH¥45 /‘I‘/ﬁigi::g:g
B2 SR W (18 7(b)), %N NaHCO, 1 & 15 5% 774 6-0.6¢ L NaHCO,
1 o T A 21 BR G 0 L I A 2 K T | A0sgLINHCO,
FEAES 4 FIRBURAA, R YO F e i K R

s K FRm E)/d
0.6 gL' NaHCO, " A 21 Bk 3¢ 19 L 2E Kl R . . e
E 8 RINA[EFRERE NaHCO, 3R & 5% & pH

® &, N 085 d', I MCK@0.51 dhHE S, | it it

o N 3 3 3 1g. pH 1 mixed cultures supp emented w1 1fterent
166 ,ﬁ;'l‘ o [/J\ J:élﬂil:% %‘% Eﬁ {E‘.’A%iﬂ ?EF EF‘ {?’jﬁj]ﬂ 06 concentrations ofNaHCO3
gL' 1) NaHCO, I il A3 A 2T BRBE I A K

5 MCK #H E, 3 il NaHCO, i A 85 37 1o #2 v W A 21 B e 193 7 9 4 e, bo AR K 3 5 i I
o X R NaHCO, 7= 4 (1) HCO, # M A= 2T BR 8 R4k M 6 B R Y, A2 dE il e & VB T o i 4B
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700 4O [ NI 80
600 } K L NalICO 120 [ TNPHy i {0 =5
- 02 -1 Na
500‘_ -o- 0.4 g Lt NaHCOj < 100 % ? 60 f’o
N - 0.6 g -L"' NaHCO, & D 7 //g s0 £
< 400 -A- 0.8 g - L' NaHCO, i 80 n /E =7 S
EAN e A
= 200} \\ T 0 /% /% /% /% /% p
¥ — a1 e
100 “S\gﬁ w = == =
| A \.>x>x %gégégégég
0 2 4 6 8 10 1213 MCK 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Bl /d NaHCO, /(g - L)
(a) TNAEfLHZE (b) TNEFRZEF-H Lk
120 140
-a- MCK o~
100 -v- 0.2 g -L"' NaHCO, 120 | =
-8~ 0.4 g - L' NaHCO, a
~ ot - 0.6 g - L' NaHCO, ooy .
E -A- 0.8 g -L"' NaHCO, ;7_ so 1 E
¥ 601 & N
= M 60 ]
£y
20 \L§;§ — 20 [Ei-
-
% 2 s 6 8§ 10 1213 0
B/
() TPEf Lk (d) TP BRAAIT-H R

9 RMARREXE NaHCO, BB EIEFFH TN A TP E U R H KRR P ERIRR
Fig. 9 Changes, removal rate and average removal rate of TN and TP in mixed cultures supplemented with different
concentrations of NaHCO,

K38 BO A LA KSR N REZ TLUF 2 81 HCO, W W i T 2 pH T =5 BRI T W A= 21 3K 35 4
M B A=, X 2B 0.8 gL' NaHCO, HP Rl A 21 BR 3 09 4= 0 A TR 0.6 gL' NaHCO, 1) 5 A
(F1 8); BEAK &L . Wi U o R B A T o (51 9) 5 0N A= 21 BR 988 A A A A 1k DA B At T B (1B 7).

2) tnE 8 rsn, MCK W pH 7ETT 4 d F¢2et i, ZJRHRETE 7.3~7.5 HEISL A5 . BT U
T NaHCO,, ¥l NaHCO, 1R & 15 7 23 # v & pH ¥ T MCK. %31 0.2, 0.4 1 0.6 g-L™' NaHCO,
1) pHTE T 4 d B W FH ey, Z e RFFA AR E , SC9e 45 ) pH 43 %1 7.71. 8.12 1 8.55, T #s il
0.8 g'L™! NaHCO, ¥ pH 4L 7155, fZ& k%) 1011,

3) %S A NaHCO, 18 4 35 5 i B iR & 35 92 X Ak L BR 052 o anf&l 9(a) Frzs , %A NaHCO, 1§
GRS IN R E 2R N, HAEM 0.6 gL' NaHCO, H TN i & ¥ B F b, 7840
10 RIkBNK R, G825 s £ BR R (100%), V-3 EER#E AR 555 mg(L-d)”" (B 9(b)). MILZT,
Wino.2. 0.4, 0.8 gL' NaHCO; il MCK H* TN Jit Vi B T R 2218, feZ53 52 30.8. 109, 71.5 Fll
957 mg-L™'. ¥ 0.2, 0.4, 0.8 gL' NaHCO, Fil MCK 1 TN 3 ¥ 2% [ 3 K /3 5| b 43.6. 45.4,
404, 38.1mg(L-d)"', EKBRFESHIH 94.4% . 98% . 87.1%. 82.7%:

TP 224k 5 TN ABfL HL AL AH AL, TP J5T it Wk B 72 VS N 0.6 g-L' NaHCO, H [ 55 8 K f ik 2 ki 1
B, KB LR E 100%, FHEBRERN 8.9 mg(L-d) ', MEM 02, 0.4, 0.8 gL' NaHCO, il
MCK " TP Jifi & ¥ B 78 SC 56 &5 it 40 51 4 3.2 1.9, 7.9 F1 11.6 mg-L'(& 9(c)). @M 0.2, 0.4,
0.8 g'L™' NaHCO; Fl MCK ™' TP V-3 K BR324 7.2, 7.2, 6.9, 6.6 mg-(L-dy's KBRFE4HIH
96.4%. 97.9%. 91.2%. 87.9% (&l 9(d))-

7SI NaHCO; 1 & K5 77 1 #2 F MCK Hf TN/TP A8 (L3R BH , IR A 15 3% TP IS il NaHCO, fi F 9 2%
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AR, ATREA. BRI NaHCO, IRA 55 35 1 B2 A 19 TN/TP 22 B R AT 14 L B 3R (& 9(b)
A o(d)) 5 40 M He AR K R A A W (B 7) 284k A 2, 76 MCO0.6 H 3k 3] i K AE

23 FEEH G R3 EAFIRE BB T T :
9 T A A TR B 9 28 0 A 1 Bk 0 g 2 400 | ESIRTTRE I - 140

FVERH 2R A YRR, 4B FAS T T A 203K
UM 0.6 gL' NaHCO;. 30:1(MCK) il CK H1 1y
JRISHUIRE R, WK 10 fis, dmo.eg L & 200,

300 430

/(mg - g7)

420

IR RS A (mg - g7)

NaHCO, " i 2 & 8 £ 5 (392.2 mg-g™!), 235l 3
. 00 - 410
. MCK(259.6 mg-g ") fil CK(194.7 mg-g ') $2 % 1 1
T 51.1% F1 101.4%. ¥ 0.6 gL' NaHCO; 1 0 0
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Treatment of wastewater with high nitrogen/phosphorous content by mix-
cultivation of Haematococcus pluvialis and Simplicillium Ilanosoniveum
supplemented with NaHCO,

LV Jie, LIU Xiaohang, XING Xiangying', DONG Qinglin, LIU Wang, LI Wenna

College of chemical engineering, Hebei University of Technology, Tianjin 300130, China

*Corresponding author, xyxing@hebut.edu.cn

Abstract In order to efficiently remove nitrogen/phosphorus, the astaxanthin-producing green alga
Haematococcus pluvialis and antibiotic-synthesizing fungus Simplicillium lanosoniveum DT06 (DT06) was mix-
cultivated in the unsterilized wastewater without/with addition of NaHCO,. Experimental results showed that the
removal rates of COD, nitrogen and phosphorus were 100%, 83.3% and 88.2% when the optimal cell ratio of
algae-bacteria was 30:1, respectively; the removal rates of nitrogen and phosphorus increased further to 100 %
after addition of 0.6 g-L™' NaHCO, to mixed culture, and the contents of algal biomass, lipid and astaxanthin
increased to 1.95 g-L™', 0.39 g-g”' and 27.9 mg-g ', respectively. Hence, mix-cultivation of H. pluvialis and
DTO06 supplemented with NaHCO, provides a cost-effective strategy for wastewater treatment and
biodiesel/astaxanthin production.

Keywords Haematococcus  pluvialis; Simplicillium lanosoniveum; mixed culture; removal of

nitrogen/phosphorous; biodiesel; astaxanthin
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