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Abstract: The savagewas treated by submerged menbrane bioreactor (YBR). The influence of
dudge bulking on nitrogen ramoval in 31BR was investigated The reaults show that the ramoval effectsof
TN and NH; - N during the sludge bulking period are much better than that during the contrasting test
period asawhole, the filanentus bacteria have highly campetitive ability for nitrogen and high utilization
efficiency of the nutrment, thus the effluent quality isgood During the sludge bulking period, as the op-
eration time prolongs, the filamentous bacteria have very low ability of denitrification, reaulting in a little
NO, - N accumulation The negative effect of filanentous bacteria i e menbrane fouling is srious, ©
an effective method must be carried out in the practical project
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Fig 5 Variation of NO, - N concentration in

effluent of $MBR in contrasting test period
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