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B E AMEAKEAERSES . SR e A ek 22 SRR L RK R B e B RE A ML (L)L COD i) DA K
BHRYRSMHI DS, AR AT E T A7 R K i e DUR B AR SUR . bR Y Ab B R, 4
T — Fh o B H Ak 2 5 Ak PR AU R W N 2% (AnEMBR) 5 BE T BOR AR W HAA R E B S AN RES TS
(IFFAS) Zb S BR A ALK 7K o 343 AnEMBR #4 8 % 4= 4 i b2 R 52 L [k COD, 13 i IFFAS P 19 e 34 S0 3
W] 25 fil 4k )2 i 1k (SND) LA & B NH,-N F1 TN, 217 #[8] COD&: B R K F 95%, 7£-1.2 V B SMIn L & T 28 fift A 7]
3 Y5 e IF VR R (CH, 5 [ 90.7%) o #& RE 32 17 B Bof COD . NH,-N, TN [ - 35 25 bk % 7l 34 5] 97.9% .
93.1% M1 72.2%, F sk COD 4 52.11 mg-L™. NH,“N K 3.70 mg-L™, TN K 15.19 mg-L™", K3 T (At T
75 Y W HEFOARE ) (GB 31571 - 2015) DL EWF5E 45 SR il b A P KSR Ak A= My ab B4R it 5 %

KHBEIR  AEK; s bR R AR Y R A s BRE s R AEE AR R AN AL

AARAT AR ]y #E B [ SRR U5 & SR 3 A=l S B E RAE SR TR IR A BRI AR . Bk
AOMIE R . AR A TSR, T AWM RE I, PR KA AR . AR
BEVER BT MEAR . B — A FR T 200k DLk AR ARk, Z2 Wk i T b 3, PRAR/4GF 8 554 T
S T A YR A AR K R B AL O BT, T AR BRI AR I K Y
AU . AR EEY . BRiA) Z2RHAEG T2, mAMLERN A0 T2, A’0 T.2ZH#E IR
B SR BORF A B AL ST e M R R (HAE A R RYE, B A B ) 2 BA B
) RN B B B R, B AR AL B ASCR BT TR e An e sk 55 A AR R KA A AR ek, B m R
PR BACR , WOh T AR R I B R

IR SRR %) )2 IV #% (anaerobic membrane bioreactor, AnMBR) 7 {8 HZE A= 9y Ab B ¢ U5 ol e &5
AR B 2 N T Tl R KA BEH B, AnMBR 4 G 38 F IR | & B A 304 &, SCBLT HRT 5
SRT By 5E 441 0 5 838 IR ATH A A L, RS RE A U850 o0 ME R A 15 ey, A 3HUXE [ A A AL K TS
B U1 COD 2 BRRAR . 1M1 fe 70 2R 5 ¥ (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) Fl ¥ fiff P4 1 A5 9 7=
¥ (soluble microbial products, SMP) 2= J AL 7E f5 1 JE WUAR TS Gy , R AP B o 520 ) FH 2 O 48 v 33 Ok AR
Hil 2 TR . BHATFR 2 AR Gy il o SAaCREAR L, rhas SR 4ER B B ek im
TR, VA8 Be 2 #F & 2> TG W Ve, A RS M o5 g O, WAk 2 i Ak DR AU A= W) s g
#% (anaerobic electro-assisted membrane bioreactor, ANEMBR) 7E ¥t 6 4E 32 2] T 3¢y, 1k T 25 F) FH FH AR iE
A5 T H P By EPS F1 SMP 2Z (8] Y #f HL HE % AR TR 22 BT e iy A A2 1), B Ak 22K &R 08 A R T 1 5
W B 2022-12-19; FAAHA: 2023-02-03
HEEWHE: EFEAT AT H (2019YFA0705804)

E—1EE: AR (1998—) , B, W54, chendongrui98@mail.dluteducn; BRBE/EE: Tk (1978—), B, WL, #
¥, qiaosen@dlut.edu.cn
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A AT, S AR P A BT, Sy b B R i 1) A A K R AE T AT REME . YANG S5 R FH Al 44
K% (carbon nanotubes, CNTs) il £ CNTs-HFMs I 31 H: F T AnEMBR Ab BEA ) 2R 7K, 25 3R,
ML COD £BRFER T 95%, M MALAY COD % BRFI /N T 95%, L 21 i fe i H e )7 b e 108 IR
ZH 11112 mL-(g-d) ™", fmEL L™ W e B & 0 IR AL &3 2 A% Y5 e i, e 2R A 1 A
17 3 WK ITH NG IRIE , B5 K 2% (trans-membrane pressure, TMP) 75 HEK & £] 35 kPa, Xf 8 2H HAB K
52 %] 50 kPa Fl1 60 kPa, i3t W fin B 21 A7 200 2% ff S AT 3 B0 4y o kA S5 OV R R 2 4 U8 A R AR
CNTs 713, T R 3 £ # (polyvinylidene fluoride, PVDF) i 25 1 il #& A9 CNT-PVDE i, B R i HHt
TSYPERE . X U] CNTs HAG RAF 0 TS, AT 5 A B A RS Ak A 7 R 9 (e R S e . 1l
A, AR KRR & A NH,, AUREEIRE T Z2MELLEE NH, 5br . HIE, ERA T AR ®FESIE
MAFAR T2, #EAT NH, BB AR o B T B A W) U 1 A= W B 5 051 ¥ U &2 & 120 (integrated free-
floating biofilm and activated sludge, IFFAS) K3t H. 1 A= 9 B 1k FG PEI5 Ve i i UL 5 i & 52 ki . 15 Bh
TR AR 5 I T S U B U A A A OB SR TRUE N — o SRR A A L A W AN 0 G AR X R
THSAL L S HLY A 2B, R R T IO BR i i 2 X DL S REEC X, A s id Ak, ATl
IFFAS E. % 52 8 [6] 4 i 1k )2 fi§ 1k (simultaneous nitrification and. denitrification, SND) ) 1] §g 4 1%,
LIU %0 5 53 SRR LY TFFAS T 25908 T 59.9%~65.9% B9 TN B, 5t AAH RS T 12.3%~
13.5%. LIU SEU il 2 7 30 U 48 1A b BRABSHOUE 7K, A6 A% e 75 % 480 (dissolved oxygen, DO) ¥l T 2%
BT 80.2% ) TN. LA L2555 &y AnEMBR-IFFAS #4122 Ab A fb /K S 4t T B FH R k5. &
- A OV Ry TR Ak S i B R 8T fk B 2% (bioelectrochemical-assisted anaerobic digestion reactor,
BEAD) &b B 17 1k J% /K 58 4k COD 19 2 K% , BEAD ] COD 2= [%: %}y 85%, 7k COD ¥4 5& 1 (360+
24) mg L', % 38 K 48U Ak XF COD 1y 2Bk % /N F 60%. 5 BEAD A I, AnEMBR B T BE94% 1 1L
B K Th & 22 A WL i AR /N o F (0¥ R VERR I FR AF ) 0T, 18 T J5 22 IFFAS w12k 9 47 R
Ab iR AT DL I B A B B 4 COD i 5) COD £ BRAICE PR FR I N g N B R s e MR . 1t
Ak, AnEMBR if G 38 i Y 45 H B SR S B RE R [T 0ic,  TFFAS #4) &[] A5 il £k I fild AL 52 88 NH, N Al
TN 1 [ B 25 B

A BF 5% A6 12 S 06 %8 MUBE AnEMBR-IFFAS #5412, Z M T 2 E AR #EK A HLIRE . HRT 45
Z5 T XA AR R K R AR AR LIS S (DL COD ). NH,-N 575 e Wy g ab BRASCR . IRIE T S8,
IFRFAE YR AR, DU T A TR N 2%
1S
11 KERE

T 2WARME 1 Frs, A2z Ak IR S AR W) I v &% (AnEMBR) 5 5 T2 AE W 8k 1y £ )
355 1 95 e A3 T2 (IFFAS) I Uk M 4% . AnEMBR(AT 2 1A AR 2 L) P B 58 4 1 (s 1 AL 24 ok 0.05

BEFEHL
= ) & S0
R AL p

TT,_,..;--A--”“@) o5 A  CNT-PVDFE 417 4
= «=— |k ) 2 m =
= 2@

BRI - JE % 8 &
pii] &1 Tl v
AnEMBR IFFAS WAk

R i
1 AnEMBR-IFFAS 88 TZSWREE
Fig. 1 Experimental setup of AnNEMBR-IFFAS combined processes
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m?), WS E-1.2V, LIRS (150 mmx200 mm), ~MEB1%ERE Eiifa R 5 . AnEMBR /K
WA IFFAS(A %R L 2 L), IFFAS H/KiLA Ui, F4xi5 R a3 & IFFAS. IFFAS N3 H H 7Tt
2 30% B R A W oF R R 454K . AnEMBR H W) B 75 U Ik (MLVSS) 8 5500 mg- L,
IFFAS 4] # 75 J8 5 e ) (MLVSS) 9 1500 mg- L', M40 {4 CNT-PVDF & 4 i 28 £F 4, 5 1
RSOV AT A o o RN AR M A8 A S A B R RTR AT B L BRI A L
1.2 EBIT&H

ERBAT SRR 1 s o $RETHEATHERR S 30 AR, #EACHREIUE K, JF T NaHCO, ## 15 i#

K pH Ky 7~8, BTG ERIF R sc . % F1 RREBETEG

F 52 bR JE K 0 EE B A WLTS Y ok B (Lh COD Table 1 Operation conditions of reactor

) BE L RSB E PR EACR A FRRE . AnEMBR - IFFAS | COD/ ' NH/-N/ N/

He A9 (FF 1 5F K 8 ) IR IR A B K, R 4 4 HRTh < BRTA_\(ELH (mel) @mel?

j]l] NH4C1, @ J?y‘f 7k Tf Z: IEJ EI/‘J COD T , NH4+— 1 24 24 1.10 45.90 46.66

N 5 5 vk JiE 15 4 5 1 50 mg‘LflE/ﬁ, e 3 I 24 24 1.82 51.00 52.65

CN B ARG . A3 E RN (e o 8 18155 4805 4938

TS Y HER M ) (GB 31571-2015), ¢ N 8 8 =87 s 5330
v 24 24 2.69 53.54 55.46

1 COD<60 mg-L™"', NH,-N<8 mg-L™"'. TN<40
mg~L71O
1.3 SCIRKFIEMISIRE

FE RS B R RO LR K EE Y RN . 0.94 gL' CH,,0,. 0.096 g'L™' NH,Cl, 0.022 g-L"'
KH,PO,. 0.05 gL' NaCl, 0.075 g-L"' NaHCO;. 0.075 g'L™' MgSO,-7H,0., 0.025 g-L"' CaCl,. 0.01 g-L"'
FeSO, 7H,0 LA} 2 mL-L™" M & T RZIE W o SLbn A AL KK B 43 AT . 4 654 mg- L™ TOC, 4 124
mg-L™"' BOD;, 14 040 mg-L™' COD, 16.5mg-L" NH,"-N, 28.8 mg-L"' TN, 393 mg-L"' TP, i T3
JIT FH AR A R KA in NHLCL AR A 40 I 0RO FL 52 BR R 7K b IF R A 20 A AL, 275 41 o6 k™,
TN (157 & ¥ B A A NH,-N. NO, -N Fill NO,-N = F i & ¥k B 19 S f1. AnEMBR N5 Y8 B H K% T
BTG KA R — 003t TEFAS Y5 IR H A K i 5 K 5 K AL EL T — it .
1.4 SWFEE

COD., NH,-N., NO,-N %5 7K Jit $§ f5 I %2 SR FH b5 7 3605 NO, =N SR /K A i v At /R 72 1O il
FE 5 TMP FE 1 3838 860 5% 5 CH, Fl CO, SR A AAH (1S 72 5 pH R M7 ) pH 1Hll 2 5 DO R
FH B ZE 4 ST400D YA #5 2 S UM %2 5 EPS R Y -0 AL ik U $ e, R 4 R =00 e i
% (Cary Eclipse, Agilent, &2 P4 3V) #£47 3D-EEM 43 #1758 (5 Rk 175 B B2 5 o kU7 il e s 20
SR PR 3 - T 12 0
1.5 MEYEZES

W 16S TRNA 5 38 & 7 5 o ikl & T 2 E Y TS 41 . 381745 K )5 78 AnEMBR & 77
1596 . AnEMBR JE 41 {4 [ % V5 U8 . IFFAS & 7% 15 e Al IFFAS 2544 A= P i 1 4 B 10 mL 15 P AE 4
58 A R ) 2 6 RE B E AT DNA SR8, P 40 56 514 341F(CCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG) Fil 805R
(GACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC) XF 4l B4 16s A V3~V4 X B 179 1 . 5 B AnEMBR £ 7% 75 8 il
AnEMBR JI5 4 74BiF 45 75 U2 19 10 ml {5 9 AF &, ) Al 50) & 0 B i 54T DNA SR IR, HE00 FH = 519
ST 16s B9 V3~V4 KIHET 2 #6514 (55 1 %6: 340F(CCCTAYGGGGY GCASCAG) H1 1000R(GGCCATGC
ACYWCYTCTC), 45 2 #: 349F(GYGCASCAGKCGMGAAW) il 806R(GGACTACVSGGGTATCTAAT)),
i Ji7 7£ Miseq M7 - &5 b #E A7 3 i % .
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2 #ER57
2.1 COD EBRMRSHT

WA T 2R FEEA NG YY) (UL COD ) Ik 430 3 25 . AnEMBR IR @A PR B4y B 4E
JH AT IFFAS W8 A W i . 1K1 2 his 47 TR A9 COD LRI L, 2 2 & COD 25 5 Rt 5B brsh

BB T A EE T 05E AnEMBR Ht B9 30 90 3t ek e i 2 N
fiE £ Bk 89.3% Y COD, 554385 19 COD £ iR T oTASHiA 4 BCODERRE ho
% 2.2%. IFFAS fj COD 2Bk % 5.5%. 1E % o [t Pt o

i HRT 5 (W ECT), DA 4 Wit (84.19%) A0 SR oo
FBE 73 B (0.2%) 1 25 B 6 W A7 B B, IFFAS 1 ~ . s
COD % Bk & (14.6%) # 5 . # /k COD 7t % 2 220 IR 180 %
800 mg L (W BENV) . 43R COD bRk 5 | | g
K 76.2% . 8.4% F113.3%., H Ik COD £k %4 ° ©
45, fH ik COD WM AT, 24 HRT [ U RN {o0
TFZ 24 (B V) 5, 4 3R 19 COD 2 bk % Rl W ol

3 72.0%. 15.2% 1 10.9%, Hi7k COD § 5 ik U0 510 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 5055
fR. MEK COD #E MR, COD My 2 R4k i 1e i

AnEMBR iy Bt ; %4 #F /K COD# & Wt | 2 E(TERIEIE) COD KR

AnEMBR 74 ¥ 2= B s S A PR, B B 5 % B Fig. 2 COD removal effect during the operation period

T2 CODEMBERITELER

Table 2 Calculation results of COD removal rate

e AnEMBR-1)COD IFFAS-#/COD AnEMBR/AEY)  AnEMBRIESME  IFFASAEY
EBrffr/(kg (m>d) ") FBRAf (kg m>d)") B EERR% BBRRI%  BERRERE %
I 1.01 0.05 90.37 1.65 3.97
II 1.66 0.12 88.31 2.64 6.78
m 1.68 0.31 84.09 0.25 14.57
v 3.23 0.51 76.17 8.41 13.25
\ 2.34 0.29 72.00 15.19 10.89

B 25 DL B2 IFFAS X COD By Ze B 80 SR 2, (0 28 0 76 11 I AN [R] v B 19 12 7K B 3% 1 S0 3 R 47 1)
COD EBRFUR . A s 78 W1 COD £ B BAW = 4ERF7E 95% VL L, H i BirBe V iy coD *F-
R (97.9%) fieimi o BB I~V B9 7K COD - ¥J{E Jy 50.24, 41.50, 54.71, 62.33 1 52.11 mg-L™",
UiH] AnEMBR- IFFAS R Ge % AL K A Bom B A L5 e W L BRAE 1o BRITELIV AL, HAh By Be 3y
RE T AT ATI TS Y Y HE bR 1 ) (GB 31571-2015)(COD<60 mg-L ™), ZEAR LI HE 1) %A
A b E R G, BTG PG ) S e I SR AL TR o0 A ALY YW, i P A S 2 17 2 i
F RS 7 H e T AT LA FH A0 e B 45 Sk i H - CO, 72 R e . A, BRI 3% T Y BRAE 0 X TS e
M a—E R EM . B—Jrm, JSUeEFARIE T IFFAS N ERE & 15 Je ik B, ReXG o5 -4
Y Z M 22 BAE T, IR 3] R4 A7 LTS Y9 R i RlUR 0,
2.2 NH,-N #1 TN B E B8R 27

[l 3 FEL 4 430 OB T NH,-N FILTN 1 L BRBOR . MREE IFFAS 2K I8 B 1) 4 S -6k A 44 R R
TR 15 Ve P I R S G R DX A Jy 3 R AR DX S BT 2B i Ak R A AR R B A% NHL,-N AT TN, 1fii AnEMBR P
ERIRAA, HAb AR R 25, HIXE NH,-N HI TN 19 L BR oT ik oR . BBt I~V ' AnEMBR #9 NH,"-N %
B R M 13.8%. 12.2%. 12.5%. 16.3% F 30.1%; [ B 1~V H AnEMBR Y TN 25 B % 4 15.0 %,
144%. 13.5%. 19.0% 1 32.3%. BrBt T A9 H K NH,-N ) 8l 5.93 mg- L', TN fi&E
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W N 3913 mg L. AT RN, —
IFFAS P #8 DO Jit & ¥k £ 29 7y 2.0 mg' L', /E
Wy SN R AL O B 2% 5 U3 — J7 T IFFAS
MK C/N(2.4:1) To ik A4 i fk 72 o0 i 7. B
Bt 1145 & IFFAS B9 C/N(3.7:1) 7144 DO F M &=
1 mg- L' 224, NH,-N FIl TN LB R¥44 frig
. KT 34 5T iR BE 4y 5 4.58 mgeL! Al
29.50 mg- L', B BEIAY C/N(6.7:1) FRIR 42 &,
# A5 HRT 45 %2 % 18 h, 47Kk NH,"-N fl TN
TR EE A 6.78 mg L™ F122.60 mg L™
MrBe V32 m C/N & 10.3:1, H/K NH,-N #l TN
SR R B 43 ) 8.56 mg- L' 116.89 mg-L',
7K NH,-N # bR (8 mg-L™), HitkHI W N A
Hi . R, & C/NGEIE 6L E
IR EPUN =R = i NG RS R R e
MEETa G O,, MEIFILIEH . BB V& HRT
JFFEAL C/N 2 9.7:1, IELHF NH,-N Fil TN -
FBRRAT L F] 93.1% 1 72.2%, K V-3 i
W4k 3.70 mg- L' A1 15.19 mg- L', HE 4
AL, TN 92 B 5 IFFAS 1 DO 19 28 1k 4 4
AL, 4 DO 2 5 B (1.0~1.5 mg-L™")TN 2 R
RORBEAL, # DO KT 2.0 mg L™, W JCHI &
1A BRSCR . 24 DO FE 0.7~1.0 mg- L' B},
K TN V& B2 AR HL AR kbR, 3 130 B 2 AR S B
TN ) FaE K B, wlfif DO 4k 4§ 76 8 % K °F
(0.7~1.0 mg'L™", Bk LA/, @HFMHFT
(AnEMBR HRT=24 h, IFFASHRT=24 h
IFFAS C/N=9.7:1) T. 2 th 7K NH,-NFl TN fig i
FEIRF Ak Tl is G W HEchn i ) (GB
31571-2015), Bl NH,-N<8 mg-L™"', TN<40
mg-L',
23 PR EES AT

Kl 5k CH, M CO, BB H =i . M=
iRl E K COD i i . &R, 7 H R
BAAL T by BB, R R EAR, UA 20.61
mL-(g-d) ' BfE B HERS, /K COD #2 5,
R e i R, H T A Al ik 127.72
mL-(g:d)'. 817 A P AnEMBR # () CH, <,
PR 25k S 90.7%. KATURI % 29 % i

—s— ik —A— AnEMBRH/K —v— IFFASHi K
70 ¢

AT

I, I, m,; I1v, " \' .
of o1 EJ\ T
fonl 1 hl 1 1 H\ '
Dosoff mt fagiing el it Mg
o R e W anT TR A e
E 40 -kg‘“l/ Y: D¢ YN [AA‘/& I :
> A B Ve S L eV
Sosor L X‘/ o
E 1 1 1 1 1
“op b ! !
1 : i :

10F o Ax v A . /X .
AN T NCAS S\ S
0 S5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
i )/d
3 B{THIEAI NH,-N ERRER
Fig. 3 NH,"-N removal-effect during the operation period
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Fig. 4 TN removal effect during the operation period
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5 —v—CH, /5t 420
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ffil/d
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Fig. 5 Daily gas production during the operation period

AnEMBR Z 4t i S A= 19 7 W e o e 22 O SR W e i AR, BB RCE SR AR e T, (et e
AR, X5 JE SR TR BEVE AT 4 R — 0. CHENG %PV BF 57 36 B 78 W 16 2% R G0 ol i A 400 vl b
(microbial electrolysis cell, MEC)H il FHl 5 7 7 F 43¢ B (149 25 ) B A T o ed vl 7™ P g il o 43 2 7 Y

Be (X (1), PR GER R L™ I e CR B4

CO, +8H" +8¢~ — CH, +2H,0 (1)
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24 TMPFEER

TMP 7] J 2 37 Al 875 YL #E /2, AnEMBRA 9 TMP A U 25 SR 0 € 6 ik o al AR B, B &
COD 3 Al HRT B4 %5, TMP A9 8K Rt (H4E UK J7 3 265 8900 1 TMP 22 51 KR B i
6 W 2 4 5 A B ™ A S AT S g B 0o
G Wy B TMP - 3488 K 5 2645 51 g :
0.63. 0.79, 1.5, 2.2 f10.85kPa-d”'. 1] L& |
M OHRT Jy 24 hfF Y BET . M AIV), koK ”'i

1 1 1
I oI \%
1 1 1

251

COD iy 42 & , <z mtk TMP S K . 4 3 K
COD ZE b R K, #2 @ HRT B (B Bt IV V),
TMP 14 K i % 20 W] 5 F W . WANGZ 2 fiy 2 O
T HAREERREAE Y IV 2% (electrochemicalmembrane sl e
bioreactor, EMBR) & 4t , Jif i TMP 4% {1k I ! :
PO 4 4 4L R R BB (confocal laser scanning 00 5710015 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
microscope, CLSM) 43~ 17 iF B 1 Jite i #1358 H i)/
REW D V5 Je DU RROIF D 2 s e iy e A= o K’ 7 6 R TMP ZLIFR
HIEE R EMAIL R ER . ol W, Wi Fig. 6 ' TMP evolution of membrane
FE AT A 1 S r e, wREHER R &R
1k HF 97 o A9 EPS S5 58T B AL 14, Al A AT
S e A IAD R T R A Y B
N, AR TG g2, X S e BA 8
HB ok
2.5 AnEMBR SNEEH 54

1) EPS ¢ ¥ . Jush 3 44 (EPS) ) A B g, 2
578 F BT (PN) FLZ 8 (PS), RESY M 15 Ug 2244 @) |
1) 22 5E Pk RN 2R T AT F PR AR Y, R RS e 2
BEE o M E T 4% B B R 4 3% 1 TS U LA K
I WA R EPS & i, an ¥ 8 i, W]
PL& B, EPSK#E HRT B9 /il - s, K5
7K COD ¥ BE () Tt i s o 24 Bk K v B 42

15F

TMP/kPa

A

HRHEFR R

ICHO.
1Y
1 e
1 —
1co+H
€1

1= CH,

@ Tk Hash R

Fhal HRT %S, 200 i Bk B 5 e, wig [ ovrevoressm
PN/PS 2 T RE#a sy, REMBRE LML EEY Y 7 e HREREME S R EE

B /K P 5 3R T '{f‘ﬂg DT 2 JEAS 5 i A 5 Fig. 7 Principle of electrostatic repulsion to alleviate
R, MRS, Hd B 8 T UL, AN membrane pollution

B Y5 YU B B A ] Y ZE K B R . X
Ui B 2E 7K COD #4837 LA S HRT B 45 46 6 IR 35 Y 0 52 W B K, 3 VY BPS ¥R B 1f 2 4 45 78 511K
(7K, U B R B P PR BRI S T EPS 7E RIE A R, I EPS B4 (R SR .

2) XFEPS 11 5E 1 3D-EEM 3 M7 . 381745 5 4F AnEMBR JI5 5 [fif 15 Y8 F1JEE 30 75 U8 1Y EPS #f & 1E
7 3D-EEM 437, 253N 9 FroR o ¥ = 4GB R0 7R 5 AN X, RS DXSURE 7 A 2 S AR R W
Fe T IKZEREEIR (Mo /Aoy, N (200~250)nm/(200~330)nm) . 1T X AZEEER (A /A, N (200~250) nm/(330~
380) nm). I X N 25 & W (A /A, N (200~250) nm/(380~500) nm)., IV X Ay 2 i i v AC 35 7= 9y
(Mex/Aem H (250~400) nm/(200~380) nm) Fll V X ZEJF TR (Ao/Ae N (250~400) nm/(380~500) nm)**', 7] )
KB, TEHRALHERT, AE XA EPS FEFP 2R & & BAAE—E 0255 . EPS oG 2L
mAED ., IV, VXS, s, B2 RS EME. NZOLERERE, WRERMTE IR
i AR AR D S A B 0T vy, ARSRIL EPS it iy o HLrh U Ao B e R IV X, HOR T IX
B, XEEXEASAEAREEARMLMEEAY R, SEREE AN FERRZ — EHRE
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Abstract Petrochemical wastewater is characterized by complex composition, biotoxicity and poor
biodegradable properties, and its high concentration oxygen consumption organic matter (calculated by COD)
and toxic substances can inhibit biomass activity, which makes it difficult for the conventional anaerobic/aerobic
process to achieve the desired treatment performance. To enhance the biological treatment, a novel anaerobic
electro-assisted membrane bioreactor (AnEMBR) with integrated free-floating biofilm and activated sludge
(IFFAS) based on modified carriers” was constructed to treat actual petrochemical wastewater. The
bioelectrochemical system was built to remove COD through AnEMBR, the simultaneous nitrification and
denitrification (SND) process was constructed to remove NH,"-N and TN with the addition of modified carriers
inside IFFAS. The results showed that during the operation, the COD removal rate was greater than 95%, while
irreversible membrane fouling was relieved at an applied voltage of —1.2 V and biogas was recovered (CH,
accounted for 90.7%). The average removal rates of COD, NH,"-N and TN at the stable operation stage could
reach 97.9%; 93.1% and 72.2%, respectively, and the average effluent COD, NH,-N and TN were 52.11
mg-L™, 3.70omg-L " and 15.19 mg-L™, respectively. They all met the standard of Petroleum Chemical Industry
Pollutant Discharge (GB 31571-2015), which can provide a support for the enhanced biological treatment of
petrochemical wastewater.

Keywords petrochemical wastewater; anaerobic electrochemical membrane bioreactor; membrane fouling;

simultaneous nitrification and denitrification
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