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59 2L SHUAYUAREES TGN E v& AAEZ7F vl =2 nBE F
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A AL ZAEls A, = BAA Aeldl A Bacillus, Pseudomonas 3 & #2499
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HAw AAA 02 GAde A A4S AT AAY FFAo TSI ES H]E
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9 UEA {7 Eel FFIA HA g 22 S sy €Y B3 WEs 3
7tel A Sl AAHS HIE Aojrt Z@sta, Mg vEEo] AEHM= Gt
dntd oz a/HFFol FhHEHA e FEAAE A% 98 /1A =X Yy Eo]
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- 73 -



Wt HEE dFHgo| AuaA 2RHE T A At

THE, B2 o8 SHIEEEL Y fUIdade] 28 flu, §ENLEFE(Y 02
mg/ £)7F & el EAHY, A LAYFo] Hormz 35]\:_“’1] FAE Bz .
Aol TR AZFEM Aol 41 HAFol BojdH Eo H4A LIAHA de
< 73 itk #FE o] &3 @A olg Y A o] Thiobacillus denitrificans o+
Firstuj g Eo] HCO3 59 F7Igag @4doz ol &3dla, HFHATEAZA
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0 o] B4 €Tt
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0%< FAen, MBR 3 A A8 AAE 29 v)zu|4] go] X Yiste
oo Algstd o AL Zdedoz 04me] T 71E2S shEen, 2ty Ao
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shon, 048mel #& Wezel FARY ol wE FLY w3z IIEE
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°]F AL 12% FE7t 7MEHR 3R BAFNES slen, %
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£ NaOCl(22/m)& AH&3ste] = WA FFAHE AASAH

= 3}
=3
o

e B HRZEE
Ol &(H M=)

Granular Sulfur

0
o>
%
u
A

Submerged MBR BtS X
Membrane

LIRS /

" Fig. 1. Schematic Diagram of Pilot Plant(10m'/day).

<Table-1> Characteristics of MBR & Sulfur Packed-bed Reactor

- A @ 54
o 1.0mWx1.0mLx2mH o gk Polyethylene
o AgA: 2w o = e Hollow Fiber
5] =° e
MBR 5% . A884: 17m o w7 0.4m
o AFAZE AT o AT 9%y BFels)
o @0.7m x 1.7mHx2% o oA 4 &
S o é%@.: 0.65m'x2% o F&Z: 42mm
o FEZ048m'x2% o TS AT 1.25
o A FAIZE: 30 o FFE 30%
aeln 394 33& MBR 342 7AA fUsle A2 8t 02~0Tke/d olR 2,
getad wexs2 AR £E4LE 02~1mg/L BWoAN AU FEd x| o3
ST 3m/hrs fASEoN, Bhd £25E 2PelE(NaHCOE AH)E F 80—

180mg/L(CaCO)E Hag =2 FIsich a2a =z oty Ay @4 88 #A4
7171 98 3~5¢ AR AHZ AAHEA 22 w32 adE ¥y AR
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<Table-2> Operation Conditions of MBR & Sulfur Packed-bed Reactor

7 ¥ e
. » B EIHFE 04m/m'/d
po: 2~ dma/L 2 213k 10~45 KPa
v |+ MLSS® 4000~7,000mg/L BB D 05N emin
« F/M#]: 0.02~0.2kgBOD
gy | 002 -02kEBODKEMLSS/ LAY MBR 2 H A7
« FL . AR - )
- $HEE: 128 ON/3E OFF 7% % NaOCl(2.£/m)
« BT 1382404
+« DO : 0.2~1mg/L « &5 3m/hr
«pH : 6~7.3 <A F1/E B8 AR E7] 18
ged |- $£EL 10~25T A F FA%)
23 | +N %8k 02~0.7ke/d AR 359
- dZel FF% 80~180mg/L AN EE:
« AT 23%/3A(FA ) 80 £ /min(€)+0.5m N/min(F7])

22 BAY

B AdAxe AsAfde #9 95, MBR Ads agln g 339 AHelgdA
Axstged, Hzg Ao oisiA BOD, CODer, FEA&(T-N), gxvoelyd Ax
(NH3-N), Z4Hd A A(NOs-N), 8%, pH, &, ¢7tel= 181 Sulfate ¥ 2%
Mt 2 Al tia] RV AA FAA 4 181 Sulfate FEE °JRAE
ohE 718 9 (DX-300, DIONEX)E ol &3t EAsger, €%, DO% pHe HE=A
(HACH 2100P), DO®IEH(YSI 55) 28] 1 pHElEH(HANNA HI8424) & ©]| &3t z%t% &%
sttt ol 99l FEE L "Standard Methods(APHA, 19th edition, 1995)e) & A3sle] £4
st

g g2 vzl nYE seeding WHS Malit AN AYUEG sfH st 2 EFH
o] 24 & sieve(mesh no 50, 300mm)% th& < 5 2 A=E & @22 FYAA &4
o Agd=E sttt

Sii1

3. A% 8 1%
2 d7c 948 #9 242 st MBR R0 J4F A71% AAS ANRE T
FEUoly HAE A4 P22 ABAVT, FE o8 SUYYRAL AR 4719
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x99 74 glo] A4 BLE Aavaz AVAIE BPOE o] Fol7 AU A
A2 (10m/D) 2 ol &eke] o 16047 £HF ATHE YehAAT

31 f71E AA

B AEL 20049 1¥95H 69744 oF 160Y F<e & ¥WIE Fig. 201 vehldct
ALed F2& e 15C(112“'177C olgle, Be] HF £ 207C(151~27C) 1
2la 547 699 HF £ 267C(204~287)2 YEPRtTh

B A¥77t Boto] 571 & A A+ Fig. 29 Fig. 304 Jebd uvie} Zo] 42 BOD
9} CODer =€ 447} Hi+ 146mg/L, 193mg/Le 2 FUEo] MBR 339 FZ&<dlA
ztzy 16mg/L, 93mg/LE YENt 28z 343 38 AXHA Fd BODS
CODcr 5% 742z} 10.7mg/L, 198mg/Lo.8 Z7teled AAMBoz #9) AUy &4z
02.1% %} 89.2%——] AAEE BAFAY.

a8 B Alade 3 g3 E Fig 494 JglAT 9 SS v=v Hd
126NTU o] 2en, MBR ¥4 clA+ H# 05mg/Lez veht A9 AAHAJ oY, g
4 ZRAME HT 29mg/LE It bt ev, £¢ d5div] < 98%9 AAEE U
EP AT mEka & A2gldA s A d49d B AAHES EAFA

& Raw Wawlr QEfuent of MER © Eftuent of Sulkr Denitification

Temperature(°C)
BOD(mg/L)

o e

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 180
Operation Time(a) Operation Time(d)
Fig. 2. Time courses of Temperature. Fig. 3. Time courses of BOD.

© Raw Water
° 0 Effluent of MBR
Wk - == - — - = - - -~ . O Eftluent of Sultur Denitrification

CODer{mg/L}
Removal Rate(%)
Turbicity(NTU}

0 2 o o ® 100 e) w e o » © © o 0 120 10 w !
Operation Time{d) Operation Timeld) .

Fig. 4. Time courses of CODc¢,. Fig. 5. Time Courses of Turbidity.
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¥9, MBR 34 322 ¥3& AXNEA BOD% CODer =9 Gt 713 of
fr& R Yamamoto-Tkemoto(2000) & &3tH F&59FE2 T 57} 1.4~54mgN/
gBiomass-hrd] WHde] 35 o] &3t SPYYEATY HE = 29~50mgN/gBiomass- hr
o2 e A8 YAE&EE 8 SPIISeRAEY A wE AL ¢ F Ak
et 3 g2 mE ST o & ZUo 2Ry gdHE vAE o8 £&
7o §718 TE7F golAlw Aoz wddr.

32 A4 AA

£ 284X MBR 33% 394 3L AANUAN Fibsle ed33 S FES 9
& 99EFER $44 dRYold A Julm AANALsEe HWEHE HEFYT
getd AN e 2 @9 FFE 324D, dRYory A4 J2lm AAA i
W3l E Fig. 6~Fig. 89l Z+2t YehlYth. Fig. 63 Fig. 894 BFo] & Adddys &
AE AAT o] F F 1FYFE Ad T ZAAHA 2E25HE A2 JENT

1w 10

ARawWater  @EffuentofMBA  w Effuent of Sulfur Denitification & Raw Water B Eftuent of MEBR ® Effuent of Suthr Denitificaton

8

Removal Rate(%)
Ammonia-N(mg/L
8 B8 8 3 8B

Total Nitrogen(mg/L)
8

Nitnification Rate{%)

0 - 0 : ] - 100 120 140 160 [} 2 L'y @ -] 100 120 140 160
Operation Time(d) Operation Time{d)

Fig. 6. Time courses of Total Nitrogen(T-N). Fig. 7. Time courses of Ammonia Nitrogen.

Nitrate-N{mg/L
Denitrification Rate{%)

o 20 40 [0} : ) 100 120 140 1680

Operation Time{(d)

Fig. 8. Time courses of Nitrate Nitrogen.

Fig. 62 23X @& 2t 33 FFL w29 H3E Uy, 449 HT
T-N FZ& 9% 5lmg/Le 2 fU5°] MBR 3% oA F¢ 433mg/Lo2 YR} oF 14%
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o AALL HPFou ojn FEe gdryolyd AisE A4 A4 Ao g
A AL AXNAN BF 44mg/LeE vehd o 91%9] AALE oq-zrgir:}

233 Fig. 73 2Zo], 94, MBR A2, 2 ggd AHel4e di dRY ol Al
¥5+& 438mg/L, 0.3mg/L 231 O.4mg/Li Z+Zy JErgiom, ol df °PEH ol AAi7}t
AMRALZE oF 992%F = AEHUAL. ol A4t £ Eol7] A8 MBRzW A

A B A8t 2y uAES 25 E(MLSS 4,000~7,000mg/L)2 FA 3%
7] i &eo|th.

#H, MBR 3H A dRUetAd Airt giiE A4 A4AZ HeHo 324 IS
AXA Hed, Fig. 8& SAAIZe] & A4 Ao Fx H3E Jehf . Fig. 8
i B, FUdFolA A FL F/Fe] von, qFEY FL2E ¢ E_HOVJ =]
22 Yeldm gtk olw 94, MBR Aal4 2 Fgd Ao Ha AL dis
2.8mg/L, 385mg/L(A W 8lmg/L, 4 105mg/L) 281 3.1mg/LLE YE, Y5y
Aelge FF AAEL 912%E Vel 35 o] &3 FANE LS ALY HLE AAS
ed g¥¢3 Ao eyt wetd 3L o] 43 SHIGFE A 3 A4 AAE0
77~98% 2 2 A20A9(MUCT, VIP 5)9 nex o o & A& (50~75%) 5
o d4 g9d Aoz AgH

1..

ﬂl\

33 9 e AR

A Arzlo] BABt= Nitrosomonas 9+ Nitrobactor 53 & EHJSuAEEL £&4
Jgn B E Hlg] A&} vl =2la uAE FAFE HI) o Fol thake] AR

{ad)

TS BhExYd granFA 87 93 2 A7 E MBR 343 & =9dstdth

Az v dRYold AAE Y HAE ASsed 4ZYE(CaCO)7t &2
H22 pHY &4E24S 82 v} a2lx 3E o83 SHIGEE L o F frlEs
o] B glo] gatsln|AEo] HCO: 9 F7gd4E @AYo o HFAxS
£A42 A AANO-N)E AHEEA dojuts davtgoz dze|erl 222 3
ot weld B Ao Fatslel g ~8HE 4L EE AEST 27 Fig. 99
Fig. 109 YeR} At

Fig. 9% A w2 zt 348 dgelxe] v% ¥3E vehligen, 95 MBR A
g, a2ln $EA Ay o gl 72 316mg/L(140~590mg/L), 159mg/L(70~
266mg/L) 18] 151mg/L(10~110mg/L)2 Jelsth 2 A7) 5, d5dd Th/dE &
Zexe tiF-&o] Aitste o 2RHUY] Wi & GHo B dHYUEE FH
371 98]l MBR A&l 472l =(NaHCO3)E <F 80~180mg/L(as CaCO)F =& A
P2 FYSIATY. F gAY o) pHY AstH7] dEol Mel4e pHel 4524
< f& A4 B xr)t 50 mg/Le FASGEE gt

283 Fig. 1094 e ¢RYeold ALyt A4 4R Hsted 288 €8s
o gadd 285 A=Y HAE e Fig. 10914 EXo] 1geo} = e}
A ALE AW AAZ AEsted oF 68g2 dZ =V ARFAeH, 3 2A FH )
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Alkalinity(mg/t.

@ EMuent of MBR

9 Efusnt of Sulkwr Oenirification

Operation Time(d)

Required Atkalinity(m

A Required Alkatinty tor Nitrification
.Raa edel iy for Den llc!

y =6 7622x
- - R*=0955¢

L") 50

Reduced Nitragen{mg/L)

Fig. 10. Relationship between required alka-
linity and nitrification & denitri-

Fig. 9. Time courses of Alkalinity.

fication.

o3 1g8) WA Aavt AAANIE ABF e oF 3029 LBYEs} AR E 3
©2 yehgo
3.4 Sulfate F2H&

& o182 TRLEA o
CHEERERE TR
S A7) @A 43l 98
3] Sulfate FX=E 400mg/Lelst2 AASI o,

S

ulfate(SO4 )7}
A F gley, st eFddle
2t} 218y WHO(Geneva, 1984)° A4 &
u) = EPACAM &

$4E2 YA, ok 5RA

Sulfateol] g =
&5 o
250mg/Leol3t2 7]

T &85 Fstn U
olgt 2L olfrZ & ATolAe AFVTEL ¥ 2Ad o YA HE Sulfate FE

Hels A E AAE Fig 119 YeRiATH
Fig. 11e]14 E%o|, 94, MBR Xa4 a18n

+ Z+7Z} 51mg/L(14~84mg/L), 53mg/L(14~82mg/L) a8z

3 2Ax Helge Ha Sulfate 3=
315mg/L(120~570mg/L)2

Sulfate(SO #, mg/L)

@ Raw Water
0 Effuent of MBR
# Effuent of Sulkz Denitrificaton

1o
Operation Tire(d)

Produced Sulfate{kg/day)

y =7.2915x

03 04 05

Reduced Nitrate-N(kg/day)

Fig. 11. Time courses of sulfate concentration.
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2 Jebydtl webd 3 gzdbubgol ofd HaF 264mg/Le sulfate’t A E Ae &
At 282 Fig. 128 F2d ZAAAN AAY ZAA A9 Sulfate A4t o
BAZE =AEAT 1g9] AAMY AAT Al AR et oF 7.3g9 sulfate7} A= A
& dod, A4 HAVE F S5me/Lold AARB ASde 3 gANSAA BA3H
Sulfate =7} 400mg/L(IWHO §84 dRA7|£)E 43E ¢ Ao 28z B4
Sulfate =& ¥ €222 fYse A 49 2o uet HaA HEE BRT
o] dld A fole T Sulfate FE7} 9_3134 AR w7 W&o H FAC AT,
WErsdo] dad e ofF 13k F4E AAY] A= Sulfate A E A
53] mysl Hojol & Ao WA

A Ar mo o Ay

£t MBR 333 323 33 53l 71&9 IY_EZW/P-‘%JO%] H|g] B} 2tH st
& A7 A8 FEsAT B AeAe d+E d4FErt 22
Fate % 10m MeldFe AEAAE 01&2#04 gs3 22 A9 s &9

MBR 23X 1 stgd A 28l BODY CODcre zHzb 92.1%< 89.2%< A A&H A
o] ddg grE8d AAE BEAFA

MBR 3l 23 99.2%9] A4ts &S 53 3 €3 THAMAAe F 2%y eFdsS
Yetllo] A< (T-N 5img/L)thy] 249 T-N AA &L o 91%2 Ueigted, 7|&
LEHHWHE(T-N AAE 50~70%)°) vla) &dd3 AL AALEE BAFTUT

B dde 7| Fdd AAsiel 3 gdd AaFHE gz Z 68g
CaCOx/1g NHs-N, 3.02g CaCOv/1g NO;-N2. & Jelteny & eadutgd o A==
Sulfate #< 7.3g SO /1g NOs-No 2 ebyteh,

uely dutdoz AESGH nkAe 71 A203F 9 W g8 & dTdMe
MBR %3 &4 3303 743t 433 27 MBR FH A = .LO“H & 3t ¥
S F71E AAY A E mrdgon, T A& o] &3 EPddEd FRAME
N&E nxxrledn P FHoln Hojd AL AATH S 7M1 72 HoMHEAT
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