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Abstract: In this study, we investigated the transformation of sulfamethoxazole (SMX) by various reactive nitrogen intermediates
(RNIs) (NO, NH,OH, and free nitrous acid (FNA)), as well as the effect of FNA on the removal of SMX (1~5mg/L) by
ammonia-oxidizing bacteria (AOB) under weak acidic conditions. The results demonstrated that FNA significantly enhanced the
removal of SMX, with pH identified being the most influential factor. Under weak acidic conditions(pH=6~7), FNA-coupled AOB
cometabolism achieved a SMX removal efficiency of 80.0% without significantly affecting ammonia oxidation efficiency. During the
process, the content of extracellular polymers (EPS) exhibited an initial increase followed by a decrease. The content of ammonia
monooxygenase (AMO) was slightly inhibited, while the levels of hydroxylamine oxidoreductase (HAO) initially decreased and then
increased. Additionally, the abundance of the AOB genus Nitrosomonas decreased sharply from 56.4% to 0.7% before recovering to
14.7%. In contrast, the abundance of Comamonas and Thermomonas increased significantly, which helped maintain ammonia
oxidation performance and SMX removal efficiency.

Key words: ammonia oxidizing bacteria; cometabolism; free nitrous acid; sulfamethoxazole; enhanced degradation
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V5 /KA Ak BEAH AL B B 1R 24 A0 4 B (AOB) L A7 4L
U 2 BrPiE 1 RE ), i AOB (1) CHE D REM
SR AMO) - SELAMO B A )2 MRS
BB, ] 7 A A 2 B ) [ I SR AR B i Ak 232 5 T
e+ s Wang 25 A\ LA N Zhou 25 \ 6 AOB [AAif it i
WEE Sk A0 2 R O M (SMX) S5 4T A R 1T
FUA W] SEAR R 0 g Rl SR 7S K Ak
), AOB [1F BEEERAR, H AOB A& 1 375, 1t
AR I, 3 TR A 0 K AR B o) T L e AR 3R S
5 LI R A LR e, 5 20— 2P 1 5 AOB AR %
FEAE FH K S B i RRS 8 B b AR 2= 16 H IR B AT
IR A FE AR S U

& AOB M2 AN FE 1, 2 A (NH;-N) B 56
£ AMO [ AE H F ¥ 1k o8 £ & (NH,OH), bifi J5
NH,OH 7 &840 18 IR B (HAO) I 7 H T = A
B PR 2R (NO, ). U AH R 5 ] T4 7 A= Uit 129 A 1R
(FNA),FNA A LApRIg 73 fi% 5 NO.NH.OH. NO.
FNA 1] G H% o 7% 4 0 8] 44 (RNs). A3 B 50 36 B,
FNA A5 fi B £85I 23 s e ),
M 07 B IE AL 4F UL FNA b (1) RNIs
R85 L s W AR i 26 B 2 1 B s 20 e, T SRS 4]
W e SRR . Ak, SRR AR it
;W) RNIs 2B e 3 PR & 9 Bl i NLO5
ONOO"."NO, LA }2-OH IRt A EH T15 44 I
(10 35 S 07 s A TTD 2 B2 A O e R SR A
FEZe ™ E NH,OH #l NO,  fEMRVEZ A N IR
FNA 7 i, D 40 RNTs A S (AR B 5
AOB A FAg A F B ) 2k i s Ak b 28 28 558 %
75 R ) AR .

BT I AU B R P AR 3 SMX ST
5,1 J6 T e 5 RNIs (1) — R Y2 E AL R 525,
WFFARIZAT T RNIs X SMX [ HEA M4k 2k
FEEE AL S N 25 (SBR)LUE 42 AOB 151, %
FLERTT G IR A 95 5P 454 FNA X AOB LA 2¢
Fr SMX [F5%mi, JF % 445 45 AOB V5 e IR UL fig
AL S O N, A A AOB AR 2B d: &1
S AL AT S

1 MREFAE

1.1t

ST A ) SMX . NH,OH(50wt.%)LL A2 NO

PR TR — L& T g hr T AR AT R A
HLPAHIRAI(NaNO,) . B fUai RN (NaxS,05) LA A T
SC P IR AR 2 7K P i 24 it 241 T ] 24 4 1A 4 2
FIA B2 A,
1.2 RNIs JEAEPHAL SMX 525

N #EEAR[E RNIs(FNA. NO 5 NH,OH)Xf T
SMX AR AE DAk, B EEAS TR B 1) RNIs, 75 AN [
pH AE AL BE 45 PRI SMX I AL 202 A1 dh
SMX KB4k 1mg/L, s AR RARFA 250mL, B
— 5% IS 10 ) o R, 3T I N GE = 0.1mol/L 1)
NayS,05 IR K28 11 [ W HARSER 4 F ke 1~3
IR AFA S I B 3 AT, S I R A FR L.

=1 FNA EE5E SMX R &%

Table 1 Reaction conditions for abiotic transformation of

SMX by FNA
SRS —
1 2 3 4 5 6
pH 18 6 625 65 675 7 8
E(C) 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
NO, N K [Z(mg/L) 400 400 400 400 400 400 400
_ ST
2 4% A >
9 10 11 12 13 14
pH fH 6.1 61 6.1 6 6 6 6
WEE(C) 10 20 30 20 20 20 20

NO, -N #[H(mg/L) 400 400 400 100 200 300 400

R 2 NOIREWEL SMX KRz &4

Table 2 Reaction conditions for abiotic transformation of

SMX by NO
DL el
R b i
2 3 4 5 6 7
pH 1 6 6.5 7 15~8 65 65 65
HE(C) 20 20 20 20 10 20 30

NO #J¥(mmol/L) 0.05 005 0.05 005 025 025 025

Fz 3 NH,OH FEE 49551k SMX K 514

Table 3 Reaction conditions for abiotic transformation of

SMX by NH,OH
A SIS
2 3 4 5 6
pH 1 6 8 9 65 65 65
WE(C) 20 20 20 10 20 30
NH,OH ¥ & (mol/L) 1 1 1 1 1 1

1.3 w4 AOB V5 SLACH A= M i s 56
FEZ5%5% RNIs X SMX [RAFEDE AL A A 18 it
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—RIUFNA 5 AOB WA Z:fk SMX [ FHL2E Tk,
TSI % U B 24 SBR LLE 44557 AOB V5 e )R M4
BB SL, TAERFL ALK 1) B 28 HNE3AT Ik
BB DGR KIRA 28~30°C JE H A B A8 K 3%
WA R IR R R VAR DOk

JEAEFFAE 0.5~1.0mg/L, I 52 JT 0, 42 i 1 Rt it 2.

S R K RN TR K /K, 12E 7K BL NH4HCO;
(2.2571g/L) A& JH,K,HPO, FI1 KH,PO, (0.064g/L) Ak
U5, R I NaHCOs >k 14 pH AR, & ARk R rh il
7.5~8 Z A AEFHRE KB T ARG 2mL, L4l
FRUNER 4 BRSO a R TAE 4 AR AN I
360min, kK 60min. B 260min. YLHE 30min.
HEZK Smin A E SminHEZK HE R 25%.

1. B
- U mme

3. MR
4. WEE

HiZK

1 SBR/KEE
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of SBR

x4 EHE AOB S RREBMETEHER

Table 4 Trace element composition of the enriched AOB

sludge
LR WL (g/L) R IUR KB (/L)
ZnSO47H,0 0.55 FeCl;-6H,O 1.25
MnCl,-4H,0 1.275 Na,MoO4-2H,0O 0.05
CoCl,:6H,0 0.4 CaCl,'2H,O 1.375
CuSO45H,O 0.4 MgSO47H,0 44.4
EDTA 1.25

£ AOB V5 & S 58 OIS AT € o, i 4 3L
—21 SBR 1) pH L, ¥ HI7E 59 BRI (6~7 2 [A]), A SE 56
ZH(R1); 75 —2H % 41 (R2),pH 18 2 1l £F 55 Bl P
(7.5~8 Z I, W fiffbys Vel e pH EHX [A).081T 15~
20d JiF, [ PR I S A K i SMX (1mg/L)iE AT
Xof EESE 3, LLiZ B 1T 35~40d o SMX WK

(5mg/L)fEFF—Hr B R1 5 R2 /0 FEiait— A,
TRk R — B BeSE g peAh, N (8 T AT X B, 7E S3
F1S4 [ BE AN S I 28 [ BFBE I SMX Bl s SMX
WL ARSI A BB W 5 PR,

*5 EE AOB 5RMME SMX M54
Table 5 Experimental conditions for SMX biodegradation by
enriched AOB sludge

MR iSRG pH i SMX W [H(mg/L)
R2 R1 R2
S1 1~10 7.5~8 7.5~8 0 0
S2 11~27 6~7 7.5~8 0 0
S3 28~65 6~7 7.5~8 1 1
S4 66~95 6~7 7.5~8 5 5

1.4 WUFE Ko ik o7 vk

141 SMX LI R EE 2d REEHEHAOKEE &
0.22um 7K R UMW I8 5, R HBC %A Cis (il 4
(4.6x250mm,Spm; H A< B ) (1) v 80 AH (B 35 (LC-
20ADXR, H A< Syl e Hk FE i REAARR 10uL, i
. ImL/min, JLBIAH A(ZE):3i8AH B(0.1% H IR)=
35%:65%,fT:if 30°C Al A< 270nm, 32 AT ] 14min.
1.4.2 NH;N. NO, -N. NO; -N szt f b 4
2d RAEHE K IKEE, 28 0.45um 7K 8 I 8 I
NH;-N. NO, -N 1 NO; —N [ & NH;-N i ik 4
FCIR A0 66 BV 52 (NO, —N K] N—(1-254E)-
O AR BN E NOs N SR AM ot &
VRN . = A 2R Ah - m] WAt BETH(DR6000,
5 G A yREAT RS

1.4.3 ez Segend b aE 7~10d PE—X
A A ALIE Z(SAOR). A SBRBE/K 58 8, 7 1h N AR
10min 737 A R1 Fll R2 HEREKEE,Z 0.45um /KR E
YRS NHs-N IR WIS AT 201
RER I LEHE RD R Z AR (AOR), L S R A &
PERF FEAR E(MLVSS) I LLAE Rl SAOR.

1.4.4 MAHNEEY SRR 7~10d e s
JE i 7R B4 4)(EPS).EPS S H] NaOH vk,
I 10mL Ye/KIBA T 2508 4, 7E 20kHz 5 40W
A NS 308,857 4°C,2000g 451 F &0
15min, {4 0.45um 7K RIS 98 5 A i
BT g v gt PR A W 7 ) (SMP-EPS). 15 0 Jig I VLT
VU A KFFE S 10mL, A 60uL 5t 23 50N
37% 1 FE R B S BT 4°CIEIR B R (ZWY 200D,
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R AR HE A R A R EY 1h R
160r/min, FK HLAE 4°C,5000g 4644 R B0 15min, {§
F10.45um 7K FRIEARIE P8 5 AR b v R S A HOR
R AR A (LB-EPS). 4 K FFe 4 10mL,
B 4mL 1mol/L () NaOH, & T- 4 C {Hyi #E K T iE ¥
3h, 3 160r/min, B J5 K HAE 4°C,10000g 551 T &
> 15min, %8 0.45um 7K RIENL JEFT1S LG D
N B a8 G AN RS Y(TB-EPS). 73 il i i % 5
e U DB R - e B E EPS
14 A R (PN) 5 Z B (PS).

1.45 AMO 5 HAO SEEEFEH & 7~10d P& Vs
Y AMO 5 HAO & & . JUe /KIEAY) 2mL 250
H O LB T UK K PR S5 A FH R 7 % 0 A AR AL
(JY98-TIIDN, 7* ¢ Hr & AL R A A B 2w )ik
AT 15min 41 B A A AL 1L HE 75 D% 80%, TAE B K
15min, B8 AR BEAL PR 5s 5T S5 AR 58 B K e
KIBEME 4°C,13000r/min £544 250> 10min, FT 1 L
T VR A KL R AT ] AMO 5 HAO RIS S %8 43 bt
R (VL 95 8 55 AR RO BRA | 40 0 o B
AMO F1 HAO 5 .

1.4.6 TAEVIRER AN R BORIRA 2mL
V5V RE S, 1 ] FastDNA® Spin Kit for Soil 7%
(MP Biomedicals, 3 F) AT EY) DNA #8533
1k NanoDrop2000 5 1% 30 i Hil &E fe H vk 2E4T
DNA 40 FE R 8 0 56 e 1 ARSI 0 e isk B 1) DNA
K51 338F(5~ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCA-
GC-3")Hl 806R(5>~-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAA-
T-3")#E4T PCR 4 420 23 PCR 74 % 5  4liAb Al
€ 5 )5, T Illumina Miseq PE300 ~- & #3470 ¢ .0
SERUE R fastp FAF(MAS 0.20.0)0} J5L 46 77 5112047
Ji4% FLASH #AF (A 1.2.7) 8 H kAT PR 2. LA
97%IARLEE Jybrie, Al UPARSE #(AE(MRA 7.1)
Xt FIHEAT OTU 525,312 H RDP classifier X £F(i
A 2.11),5 Silva 16S rRNA FEPKEdi P2 (v138) LT,
BT OTU WFh o3 25 R i af 4 4248 NCBI
B i Fo B 55 ) PRINA1236242.

1.4.7 FNA WK FNA KRRV B W ASR &
WRE . U LUK pH 5, A 0 R

c= (10*)‘“ . )/101’H (1)
U pKo(T) 4 FNA TR 251 25 v 3 A Uk

pK, (T)=pK, (298)+0.0324(T —298) ()
2R 298K I pK,=3.25.

2 FR5WE

2.1 RNIs % SMX R4k

B IE RNIs 22 75 GEf8 A R0 A0 SMX AEAN R 4%
HIAPE FHHAT T — RAUAEIARLRE R (R 1-3).2
AT I,SMX 5 1B A Al 2 AN
AATA IR AR AT T NO X SMX [ HEE s
&l 2(a)~2(b) 7. £ = LI T /K BEE R IR
NOPY, 18] 2(a)m 401,24 pH {52351 4 6+ 6.5, 7 LA
7.5~8 I, WIEAEWIE A 0.05mmol/L 1) NO 5 1mg/L
SMX J W 12h Ji 0 HoeAk 2635020 15.0% e 47, 7T WL
pH {EXT NO #£4k SMX [f1 520 FLAL B 2(b) S B T4
HI4A NO W FE 0.25mmol/L I, TG 18 SN 42 10,20
8% 30°C, 404 1h i, SMX F440K 350 20.8% 45
A1 FEARABZ R LR LA W E SR FNO Hefk
SMX [ Je N AEFFURZ) 15min Ji B4 13047

Kl 2(c)s K 2(d)a3 e T AN pH B PA R
FE44F N NH,OH JEA9%640 SMX [R50, HH KT
DL, TC T 2 59 R G B P 4 R IEA Tmol/L (1)
NH,OH 7t 24h P JL-F- A fig e Ak SMX. [ ] A [ 3 B2
(10,20,30°C)4F  NH,OH X SMX {1464k 5 d5t 1w
WANH Y 6.8%. X W fEs& 1T NH,OH it A Fa
s PALIEHAR N 5 00 i, JCiERRE 5 SMX R AEAEH.

ANJF] pH AE 444K FNA % T SMX AR %
et 3(a) .4 pHAE 1 6 Fh =3 9,FNA LM
1.6mg/L FF% 1.6x10 *mg/L, )% 8h I SMX %%
TEZEIN 55.1% 4% %8 1.6%, n] W pH {H 2350 T FNA
AW SMX. HFALE) )% B 4(a) Bor 1% 4k
FERF A — 28N )25 7 FE R R Z T EL kows B
pH AF BRAR 1 {2 25 18 b .pH=6 I Al34%) 0.1h 214
PH=6.75(kobs=0.006h YN [ 16.5 135 .33k X AN [
pH 141 R 807 i FNA FrRg#ei SMX it
T A R L] pH=6,6.25,6.5 VLK 6.75 I} Img
FNA 75l fie 4k 0.34,0.37,0.23 1 0.21mg SMX.HA]
DL SR AE pH=6 I FNA % 5 55z ey I AH [R] 1] 8] P9 4
i Z 11 SMX, ¥ i FNA BTtk SMX [ 2
/N pH=6.25 BIX AT g T pH {HE 5N SMX
i B O T 2 A RIS, AN pH A 46 1F
T FNA B BER AR 1 i SMX B AR A7 AE 25 .
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0.8

c/c,

0.6

0.4

1.0

0.8

0.6

G/c,

0.4

0.2

0.0

(a) AFIpHENOBELSMX
= (
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
B8] (h)
L (c) R pH{ENH,OH#LSMX
—&— pH=
0 5 10 15 20 25
BT IE] (h)

0.0
0

1.0

0.8

0.6

c,/c,

0.4

0.2

0.0

(b) AR ENOFELSMX

At 18] (min)

(d) NREENH,OH#LSMX

5 10 15
B iE (h)

K2 AF%MF T NO 5 NH,OH - EWH: 4k SMX
Fig.2 Abiotic transformation of SMX by NO and NH,OH under different conditions

(a) pH

20

1

3 4 5
B (h)
B3 A4 ME T FNA X SMX ARk
Fig.3 Abiotic transformation of SMX by FNA under different conditions

25



5218 S ES 7 N A = - 45 4%
NO, N W& 5l A FNA JdE4EM54k SMX JE S EA K.

[ m Wil 3(b)5 3(c)F7r.NO, —N K=, FNA
TR B v, 70 AH [F) B R) 9 T 46 B2 SMX,NO, N
WIS 400mg/L I,V 8h J§ SMX #AbRn[ A
58.4%.1& 3(c)RWNRE N 30°CH, N 45K G FNA
T SMX AL AL 65.5%,FNA X SMX [1)#%
A B il 5 T =i b T K] 4(b) R 4(c) [ T SRR
IR SMX HIHALS) )12 kops 55 NO2 N B it

PRIT pH fH. NO; -N WA FNA B4
Witk SMX (P32 RESE, 1 IBM SPSS Statistics 27
BAFRT CA b i 43 A0 2R B 1R AT 20 BT, SR A DG 1
TR UZR 6 TR, SMX [ ff % 5 pH (H 2 I 2 1
B G OG FR (P<0.001), 5 i B DA IR B AH DG AN
F XKW pH 1H /& 5401 FNA X SMX AL
JURES AT E A1) PS

(a) pH (b) NO, -N¥RFE
0.0 X k,,=0.034 h™!
0.0 [Boay o Ky =0.014 h!
- AR?=0.99636 ;
\/ =
k0006 BT — R 0.6749
—oz2l g 37sozk°"s_0'015 h 02k A
: R*=0.96695
S o Q04F k=006 b
g koy=0.050 b L R*=0.9959 >
= 2 = k,y, =0.061 h''
R?=0.99808 —06 k- o
—0.6 - O Coyn=100 mg/L R?=0.99889
A pH=6 N A Cyo,-N=200 mg/L
= k,, =0.099 h° _o8 L
O pH=6.5 obs 0816 Cyo-n=300 mg/L
—08|<© pH=65 R?=0.99887 :
* pH=6.75 % Cyo, =400 mg/L
1 1 1 1 1 _1.0 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8
B ] (h) A (h)
(c) BE
0.0
k,,=0.090 h™!
—03} R*=0.99547
-~ k,;,=0.116 h™!
‘\5 R*=0.99899
T -0.6 |
-0.9 | )
A T=10C k,,=0.126 h™!
O T=20TC R*=0.99555 >
O T=30C
_1.2 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8
B IE) (h)

Bl 4 ARIRZAMET FNA X SMX 08463 )%
Fig.4 Transformation kinetics of SMX by FNA under different conditions

%6 SMX#URS5FEREZREIHERXME
Table 6 Correlations between SMX transformation efficiency

and different factors

TiH AR pHAH  HAESIE  HAR5RE
N P -0.680 0.248 0.015
P 1Y <0.001 0.123 0.925

2.2 EAE AOB 15U AT SMX ) FEAE K2 Wi v

¥ sE bR A AR NO Rl NH,OH ¥ 4%

P20 FLLL ERFIE R T SMX IR Ab 3R 45
fI.FNA X SMX A8 AR WA R (A AT g
RV AR E A AE LT I A B AT — 41 T
FNA R4k E 21 SBROII 55 14 4 11, pH=6~7,1C. 4
G R, IR SisT —4 T AOB Hif kK
(FBE S A, JEAR VR F B i) ) SBR A S X R 4L
(R2), 1 41 SBR B In SMX AT K HHIR K, LLF 52
FNA #4t 5 AOB ILACH A2 2B SMX B AT ATHE.
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221 E4E AOB 15 B REN AR (L 5(a)
SR T P2 N g (SEE 4 R 1K ZH R2)H NH5;-N
FREFE M S2 BT R1 W pH R 6~7 Ja,H:
NH;-N LB th /N~ B, 102 i T 59 e P 4 1
& AOB % P32 B HIT AL S3 B Bl (29~
35d), T Img/L SMX #InfprHE.R1 5 R2 (1)
NH;-N ZBRZ52Z 2 oh i, o R1RARAN 82.7%,
R2 7MIE T 90.0%.7F S3 B B 1(35~55d), & £k AOB
TSURBHWIEN, SMX i NHs-N 2R B8 a 7,
P R1 A ASGE T 88.0% 4547 ,R2 LA ZE KT 90.0%.
MAE S3 B BEARI(55~65d),R1 25 NH;—N [RI7Efig
L SR HLEAE 65d N AEIE 584 NH3-N,ifij
R2 ' NH3-N LFRFE T FEAR 90.0% LT .IX A fe 2
FIEAT I I E R 95 T B ARSI SMX
(B FH B SMIX A6 v Y6 1 e 11 P sl 3 2 24
S4 i Br stk SMX iK%k Smg/L J5, W13 R1 1
NH;-N 252 BB 0Em, 52 85.5% i 4y b
Tl 2B A3 N B PR T M SR 2 i NH- N 28R
KINRRELE 85.0% L F 55 IR I 4c 1 AR Jf4E AOB
[ pH 24, H R AEAE SMX IR JBhE, (H 3L 4K
H fit % A 7 1 25 B NH5-N, W R1H 075 8 AE S 3K
B v AR 1 SMIX il A FH 81 SMX ¥4 Y8 (1 Jilp it
VERI 55,4 B B3 R2 B9 NH3-N 2555 R R%2 5
B R — B ZE AT IS N S NH- N LB
TR T 5,2 W R2 W E 45 AOB 15 e X SMX e (1)
TEN.
PR GUG Je 2 A T R, S R v
R4 R1 5 R2 Fy57 1 SAOR BEAT Tl 5, 45 F 4l
Bl 5(b)T7.S2 B R1 [19°F-3 SAOR % S1 BBt
LN R B, 14.8mg/(h-g MLVSS)F% % 13.0mg/
(h-g MLVSS), 59 PE5 A€ Ei¥m) AOB 7%
PEAE S3 F1 S4 [ B SMX J& R1 5 R2 (& 44k
PEREYRZ 5 mI,S3 B34 SAOR 4344 10.1 5
12.0mg/(h-g MLVSS),S4 [ B 134 SAOR 7351 4 12.1
55 11.9mg/(h-g MLVSS).S3 B Bt,R1 ) SAOR it —2&
B X T RE AL T 5 48 AOB Vo A Bl e A AR
A A5 8 BN ) T PR SMIX SR gAR I . 4EFE
G R2 1744 SAOR H AR KT R1HH T SMX ¥
it ZRIRAR, SMX 75 Ve i K, 4% SAOR # S2
BB B 26.8%, B MR KT R1(22.3%).11 S4 FrEX,
HAR SMX B B (H R1 G SMX 254 83

(B 6),FA% T SMX (R, T2 SAOR /Mg || Tt
Kl 5(c)5 S(d)nl iz T & B R1 5 R2
NO, -N fil NO; -N [J2e1b @44 S2 MrBtifi#% pH
H )5, R [0 AH R £6 AR R AT R R AR A8 8, 40 0
70.0%. 10 7E S3 B BB 1mg/L SMX i, WAHER £h AR
SRIEIBATHII B/ NE T R, B K40 60.0%, 5
NH;-N LEpi#adh—8(K 5(a)), AT it & 1T AOB 35 i
5 B B A B AT I ) GE K, VA R 2h R R AR 218
[AIFF, 5T S3 BB A E 22 75.0% /545 . 4E S4 BBt
Perm SMX WREE ST, W AH IR 6 BT S /e E
W I 58 77~95d BB 7E 80.0% L N AHER H,S3+
S4 PR BUI) R1 PRSI EhA S iR 230 1T
B NO, N IR PEARFE B K fRUE T FNA [~
A R2 N ASAEREIN SMX Hi 5 WABMR SR A R —H
{FR R 40T 80.0% R i ah(1& 5(d)).S3 B,
H1 T 4 AOB V5 e iE 52 52 M, NH;—N 225 [RAIK,
MG BEE TS B WHE N, SMX i, NH;-N 2R
W T, H 7K NO, N b5 NOs =N il 5 (1 T v, A
R R R RS . (R 3, S4 I B RS Wt
222 SMX PEfsknenzet Bl 6(a) sk T AN
pH {E 41 T & 4 AOB V5 e F4fif SMX [ 15L.S3 i
B HEK SMX WK 1mg/LR1 H SMX [ B 4k
T 35.7~92.3% 8],k 58.4%, % SR H &
PRBER R IR UF.R2 75 S3 M1 SMX B#fif R n ik 4y
49.7% 15 B 45 38 AT I R) E A F A 381 B, O 4 Fr A0
TR AL 7.4%.84 BBtk /K SMX iR 4 105
4 smg/L i, I T BRI SMX g e g
FNA JITid i i 38 1 1,AOB AR A FH 41 55,
W R1 Hh SMX [ A 2 IR 1 B2, 58 69d X
28.4%, {HFf# AOB R N I 18, SMX A% 4k
R KT I A IE 2 80.0%. 17 R2 AR FFK K
BB, VI AR AN 14.2%.

i 5B 6(b)rI 51,83 FrBeidtk SMX KN
Img/L f,R1 H SMX [ LR 2% (SDR) AT R2,
SEHIE K 0.067mg/(h-g MLVSS), 24 R2 ) 9.6 1.
7 S4 BB stk /K SMX 4 Smg/L JiF,R1°F-%) SDR
43 0.430mg/(h-g MLVSS), %)} R2 ] 4.8 1%, B % KT
R2(P<0.001).2:7141,83. S4 Bt R1 &R 1mg
NH;-N Fr AR SMX 437124 0.007 #1 0.038mg, %)
=T R2(S3 BrBEh 0.0005mg,S4 BBl 0.008mg).
Hrps4 BrBt R1 23 &1 R2(P<0.001). Hy e m] I,
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Fig.7 Composition of EPS in sludge samples from R1 and R2

224 VYRR S ENARL B 8(a)F 8(b) 7l
KT R1 5 R2 V56 AMO. HAO % 1. AMO J2
AOB ZU A B DL A LA B At e 1) G B g
Ol 55 S1 B BT EE,S2 B B (pH {0 S5 IR TR g
VeI AMO V¥ &8 M 3.7U/g MLVSS 85 %4
3.6U/g MLVSS, i NH;-N ZBRF MR B

B FNA B2EMH AMO (K4 1 (H 56w /N A
S3. S4 FrBfin SMX J&,R1 5 R2 ) AMO 5 &4
B FEERLS4 B BOEIIE S M 3.3 F 2.9U/g
MLVSS, FI L 82 RHhn SMX By BT BRI 50 51 A
8.3%A1 23.7%.45 B W], AOB 7&K W3d W 55 IR 11 4%
f FNA 5 SMX XA J5,AMO 7 #=IgAH T %



5222 HOE

B R %

45 %%

RLRER R /N Tk 2% £ AR B R P e 24 R1H FNA
AOB Pp[i] 2 B SMX, i T SMX i, iy AMO
() E S I RE 4 R2 4%

HAO ¥4k NH,OH 1) B, & 10 3% 5
NO, ()77 A an &l 8(b) i, S2 BBt R1 U1z AT
FAF R SFIRYE G HAO 25 8 1A 52 B 5 P 1T WV A
PR Eh AN SRR FF AR E.S3 B BN 1mg/L SMX
J7,R1 A1 R2 # HAO & L Bedd %, L R1
H 17.9U/g MLVSS F¥% 14.1U/g MLVSS, [ 4
21.2%;R2 1 16.6U/g MLVSS F# 4 14.8U/g MLVSS,

B 10.8%. HHEL T AMO,HAO & 1] i 1 5 32 5|
6 (a) AMO
v Rr1
N r2
sLq
N )
4 \‘\ _ _

|

1
7
/B
N
¥
N
W

727

AMO% & (U/g MLVSS)
N
T

-
T

(=

S1 S2 S3 S4
Wi

ANFEAFHIEM,S3 B BE FNA 5 SMX F i /5 A
ATRESFE R1 " HAO & B KRR 4.4 Bt
e SMX WEZ 4 5me/L,R1 ' HAO & ERITHAE
16.7U/g MLVSS.454 B 5(c)F S4 [ BV AR b AR
FR/NME EHERHEN ARG R IEN. SMX IHa S,
S9MRTE pH (H 41T F.FNA 5 AOB thA £ SMX,
i SMX ¥l FRAIC, BE A543 HAO 25 538 hn, i
PR WAYIR S A BT S4 BrBL R2 V598 T 14 HAO
SR A 13.2U/g MLVSS, HEM 2 i T35
IR SMIX. [ fif 2 (R[S v o B2 1Y) SMIX Bk B ) FR A1
T HAO 5.

30 ® HAO
R1
- R2
25
_ i
NN
2l TN -
= N\ 7 T
S 15-7i\ N <~ W1
3l B ¥ | ¢
210 o \
==
5
0
S1 S2 S3 S4
bt

8 RI 5 R2 MITREME) i
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