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Fig.4 Removal efficiency of turbidity
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The pilot studies of A/O membrane bioreactor for municipal
wastewater treatment

YANG Chun', YANG Q:i', LIU Ruopeng', GAN Yiping®, GAO Jinhua*

(1. School of Water Resources and Environment, China University of Geosciences, Beijing 100083, China;
2. Beijing Drainage Group Co., Ltd., Beijing 100022, China)

Abstract: A pilot — scale(36 m®/d) anoxic/oxic membrane bioreactor( A/O MBR) was used for treating munici-

pal wastewater. The results showed that the effluent was stable and excellent and the average removal of COD,

NH; — N

met the qual

ing shock.

urbidity and bacterium was 94% ,98.28% ,99.6% , lgb6 respectively. Each quota of the treated water
tandard of wastewater reuse (GB/T 18920 —2002) . The A/O MBR had a strong ability to load-
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