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Advanced removal nitrogen and phosphorus

by limestone-modified sulfur material
LUO Liyu,ZHOU Lisong, WANG Mengliang,ZHANG Chenyong, LIU Bo
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resource Reuse ,

School of the Environment , Nanjing University , Nanjing 210046 , China )

Abstract: In order to reduce the concentration of nitrogen and phosphorus in the effluent of sewage treatment plant, a

limestone-modified sulfur material was prepared. Through batch experiments and biological filter experiments , the nitro-

gen and phosphorus removal efficiency of the modified material was studied. The results showed that modified mate-

rial with sulfur/limestone volume ratio of 3: 1 had the best nitrogen and phosphorus removal effect, and the nitrogen

and phosphorus removal performance was improved by foamed modified material. The modified material had good

adaptability to HRT. The removal efficiency of nitrate and phosphate was over 89% and 65% respectively with 20

mg/L. NO, =N and 1 mg/L PO,” =P in influent at 1 h HRT. The results of microbial community analysis showed that

sulfur autotrophic denitrifying bacteria accounted for 79% in the filter.
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2H*+CaC0,—> CO,+H,0+Ca>*
Ca’*+HPO2 —— CaHPO, |
2CaHPO +Ca** —> Ca, (PO,), | +2H"
5Ca”*+3P0; +0H —— Ca, (PO,),0H |

J. M. FLERE %7831 T 4 4~ A (8] 5 B /41 K A
B L 1) SLAD S il Ak &t , XF NO, N 1 fif A F
600~700 g/(m’-d) i B 40 /K i2E 47 Ak 31, W 25 B
R LIk B 384 ¢/(m*-d) 5 24 NO, =N i ff /5 T
600 g/(m’-d) i}, 25 B IF 4 ™ & F B 3 NO, -N fit
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2:3 1% SLAD J fif Ak 2% &, JH R b # ik K NO, =N
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DU IR A By BB RN & 0 35 NaHC O,k J5UR il £
— P B AR, B 9  R] 20 B AR B RIOR s B
A= Wy b B A TR TR AL, A T K TR EE N R B
Rt=%

1 MEEFE
1.1 #REH &

PLA R A8 CRLA2<0.15 mm) A K S5 R, 2
% i il R O R A ek A A
Bl BRI

(1) BU— 7 LB A A 8 B, 145 CIhis
IR A B 8 4 A

(2) i A 0~1.5% ) NaHCO, ¥ 47 & 1 , 24
NaHCO, [ ] Dy 0 i, il & i 59 W) 2 A & i ok 1
R

(3) 3 2o 43 P fof <0 359 5 Hb o3 A5 AE A K A RN
SIEEIREAY T RERHEEIR

W /A7 AR B o 31 1 A9 AS 6] NaHCO, He )
) P b ARk 325 A A I v, SR GB/T 9966.3—2020
I R i U N I = N AN - S S W R 8
W1,

R 1 AE NaHCO, Lk 5 B B0 A1 B R

Table 1  Properties of limestone-modified
sulfur with different proportion of NaHCO,

NaHCO,
0 0.5% 1% 1.5%

28 Tt

£ IRA

B /(g-em™) 2.120.01 2.520.02 2.2+0.19 2.0£0.02 1.6+0.01 1.3+0.05
FHAALRI% — —  4x0.18 1420.30 31+0.21 43+0.08

H1 3 1 A0, B % NaHCO, 5 (34 £, MR
5 BE A, FLI R AR =, U BT NaHCO, 2 A 2010 & i
o AN KW bR A 4% B FLERE R T
Pt FE It AR b g S AT AR, DR AR HEHE R A
R A AL .

Xt & W) EE B A 0~1.5% 19 44 BE #E 4T XRF 43
Br, a5 R Wk 2,

F2 KEFILLHIH 0~1.5% K+ R XRF D &R

Table 2 XRF analysis of limestone-modified
sulfur with 0-1.5% NaHCO,

RWHFNEH/%  SO/%  CaOl%  Si0,/% AlLOJ% Fe,0,/%

0 93.25 4.81 0.77 0.41 0.36

0.5 90.30 5.37 1.80 0.91 0.21

1 85.14 5.52 4.82 2.20 0.22

L5 86.68 7.79 0.55 0.35 0.35
RUFILLB/%  MgO/% Na,0/% Cli%  K,0/%  Zn0/%
0 0.20 0.10 0.07 0.03 0.003

0.5 0.36 0.90 0.06 0.07 —

1 0.71 1.02 0.09 0.22 —
1.5 — 2.90 — 0.01 0.004
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480 mm. A= 47 U8 2 T OO A A R B SRR
1.85 L, HURHFLBR N 41% , A 3 5 LR 750 mL, 3
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of experimental device
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A= ) 8 b 3E K R S — 2% B K, BIETE [ O K
o A — & & 9 KNO, . KH,PO,, ffi #f 7K TN \NO;-N
23514 20 mg/L, TP PO =P 23 5 4 1 mg/L.
SN UL 3

®3 LHWNEF
Table 3 Experimental instruments
it H (A&
pH METTLER TOLEDO pH i}
NO," N0, .80, 1CS-1000 & F i (3 7 4 % A ] )
P UV-1780 540 A WL ap ot e BV CH A By A 7))

1.4 EWigit
T AT S T St A R I B AR B Al A K
AR . R BT .
HEE— R YA TN 60 mL AL . BRI X
KGN 6 mL B I # K 50 mL AL 1) —
K BIEK 3.5 mLE W, 285 & T 28 CHyfE il 4k 7
Rige b o WO S50 = UL AR B FR B A 3R X

AT o BEARHL U Ly — SR B 2 d B3 AR
17 FEIE I E NO,~N .NO, -N PO, =P . pH .80, 4 /K
JEAe bR SEHALEE 5 AN SR AL B/ A KA R L
YA 1120130140150 1

8 IBCAEE Y ST 3 v I 2R 53 Tl 20 R A e 0 b RS
AW o AR R HE RS B 6 A B B A E N
BH R 4 d, B AR P ok A 23 = 15 92 09 A
I BGRB8
B .

A= ) 6 b ) Bh 45 RS fE S TR HRT 25 R 3817
B3 R BUREIFIN <2 #F 17K pH \NO,” \NO,™.S0,> .PO,/ -P
Gfabr, B HRT 54217 230 do ZEARIEAT
B Be B 2 /1> A= 0 i vl o 3 A SEURE , R AT RCZE W R
AT o
1.5 MEYEEEMS A

AU Tt I HE BEURLRE & e BRI 1 1 im A
K TR LA E AR ), IR R AF 2B =20 CHR B
XF T B E A K AR EORE AR W, SR B S A O ik
W HGR BT, R vh vk A vh vk W, 5 4 0 AR K
Tl A W A SR RS R RE O HE B DN A J5 95 B
DNA. PCR 5E % % FH TransGen AP221-02: Trans-
Start Fastpfu DNA Polymerase, 20 L SR R S

K 17— FEAR B PCR =R & J5 18 2% 356 b
HE I WY PCR 7= %), #l I AxyPrep DNA Gel Extrac-
tion Kit(Axygen Biosciences, Union City, CA ,USA)
A7 W™ W 2 Ak, 2% Bt Rie B 8 e FL UK R, O
Quantus™ Fluorometer ( 38 [E & 3% 22 #% ) X [0l U 7= 4
PEAT K 2 & . fd ] NEXTFLEX®Rapid DNA -Seq
Kit #E A7 8 28« (1) 3 3k 4 B2 5 (2) 8 FH o 2 O i 25 B
3k A R B (3) A PCR 37 389 1 47 SCE M4 1)
& A (4) BEER I PCR = 075 B S &K 0 SO . Al
FH Mlumina 23 & #4 Miseq PE300F & HEA70 5 .
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2.0 MHUMBRERBEAKAGERVILNHE
AT AT P T B B R R 22 ol pH
RE 77, M B A K A 38 2 R A TR e D8, K] IR i it/
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FWFE SLAD K R, Y i i/ KA R R L R 301
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Fig. 2 Effect of sulfur/limestone ratio on modified
sulfur autotrophic denitrification system
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NO,-N) Iy ZBr . 1 &l 2Ca) AT 1, B b R il Ak 44
Z PR A NO-N 4 20.4 mg/L. TE45 16 K, {K
FUEE M 301 (4R & P TON 25 B R fie i, 15 %) 93.5%,
EFREF N 1.19 mg/(L-d) o 7EJ. M. Flere 55" ) i
58, A5 58 SLAD 1R & 24 i i/ KA R BUEE S 30 1
B R R R, S AR A e — 8. XEBHN
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FRE, %8RB W AR R B A R AT R

SO STLAD A= My it b 35 EUR K L 4 E K NO-N
HE K 120 mg/(L-d) B, i A0H 2 100 mg/(L-d),
FBR ALY Ny 83%, T A 52 5 FLMS 8 1th > HRT=2 h
iFE 7K NO, =N 30K 25 55 240 mg/(L-d) , B U 5
221 mg/(L-d) , KBRE N 92% ., ixX vt B oot 4
A Wy 0kl B RO P T A% S8 B SLAD AR W kb, i
Ab, L BRBEAE ) g B AEY SLAD AE 9 8t K
K8

FEFLMS JE #h (1) £ 7~8 By Bt 1 LMS 9 55 6~8 B
B, T H#EK NO, =N ffig K, Al B L BRI
[ . LMS JEMh A9 5 HRT 4 1.5 h, FLMS 3§ 1t /Y 5
PEHRT R 1 h, X U FLMS 75 R SEOBHE F LMS.

AR A FH 5 55 1)t 1k R 3 2 — R i R W
ok 5. FLMS A R fL IR, X i 45 4 R B A
AR KA b 2w A, S i A 4R it T 2 A K Es 1]
I LMS B A F AR 9 BG4 K, o AR
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DLZZE B I TE LB U5 AL ) 3% IRl AR B AR K

FI 5% S Ak ek A b A Ry e AR R 4R AE
SO, , B H 7K v SO, & i ] DA ) 2 2 e 2 i Ak AR
F5R 55 . B 30T LUA 1, FLMS A= 9 08 i /K i
SO M BEtR 24w T LMS AR Wy g v . BHIS A L BR
1 mg NO, =N 4377/ 7.54 mg SO, , 1fij A% 52 56 4= ¥ &
M SO, 7™ i g = T3 e { (ASO,”/ANO, =N 2y 8~
16) , AAK F LA SCHER b Ay — 28 (ASO,” /ANO, -N
h 40~60)"", SO, £ 7] g J& H T — & g S0 T R
JK r Bl I i SRR BB SR AR R T S0, L Tl Ak
Wy D L Y TR A A AR IR, 24 A D b N I R R
JEAR AL LT — 4, X U BH FLMS 38 # SO, Eb LMS J§
M 22 & B T FLMS 8 3 b S il A A 0 50, 55 95 2R
Yokt N NO, N 8L 1 I — k.

AW % h PO -P Y 2 B AR Cat I fk
DLVEMEH o FLMS R BUKR , 2 8 750 A KA
WL, R RS A= A U 5 5 5 A K A R,
PR Y Ca® s A, FLMS K i SfL 34 i 1 44
R XoF B 1 R B A7 A i B 2 2 B B B A ORE SR D, R
Ca™ 7 F0 40 £ il BIL 25, DT B2 e Rl s 22 il
JE HRT=1.5 h B 24> 4= Wy il 1 7K Ca™ Ve B2, 25
ILE 4,

H & 4 7] 1, FLMS 38 3t 5 7K Ca™ ¥R JE 55 T LMS,
SRRSO — 2 BB RO 5Kk pH A

110
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Fig. 4 Ca™ in effluent of two filters at 1.5 h HRT

BT Bl ME R B A A F 8 00 5 BR, pH=10 B B
BEROR B i o FLMS #i1 %5 i 2 i A T NaHCO,, 75
A= 08 b B AT 3 R v G4 R OB, K AR pH fR
P55 B IR BT AR TR LB, R 3(e)n]
UL AT S AN B B FLMS 83 7K pH & T LMS 83, 5
I B 55 SR A —
23 EYEHERREMED ST
23,1 WAEMMA S AN

WEIE AR W) 2 RE PR 8 B 7 8 Alpha 2 FF
P, Alpha Z HEME I — MR EE S RGN M 2 K
PE B R T BEVE N ) i a] 58 A 5 A 9 R sl R TR
Fofr A 58010 77 A= (R AR A5 A B R B B AR HE A chao
shannon . ace . simpson .coverage %[26] ° Simpson 3}‘5‘ 7;!?5(
ST RE I (3 5 B CAH R ) 3R WYY 4
75 o Shannon 48 50 s W T BEI5 (19 9 B B H Fn ¥ 2
BE W R O 2 35 5] R 5, shannon 48 B
KOS HILL F1~F4 o8 FLMS ¥t HRT 43 51 4
12.6.3.1.5 h 98K, L1~L4 78 LMS 3§ W HRT 43
S 12.6.3.1.5 h i 30k, JLAGZE ) Alpha 2 41 M
Wk 4,

R4 HEBREMEY Alpha B
Table 4  Alpha diversity on the surface of fillers

FE S Simpson EER 4 Shannon 1§ %%
Fl1 0.449 1.38
F2 0.173 2.20
F3 0.200 2.30
F4 0.674 1.06
L1 0.270 1.81
L2 0.111 2.80
L3 0.119 2.61
L4 0.604 1.25
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1 4 /Y simpson F5 %4 AT 1, FLMS U8 1 Uk} Y
T ) o 28 o3 A1 SR 34 5 R v 34 5 B8 B D Y 0B A7 i)
[B] B %E 4 4 B ARG T & 5 B 4 19 shannon 48 28 7]
T, LMS U8 v i A W Rl S B 22 A W b S RRE Uk
b A2 A7 S R] A RE A S 15 s e o
232 MAEMBEEERS T

LMS Fll FLMS 7§ i 3EORE & i Gl A= 9 171 0K F- Fil s
IKFFE 7 2H B 43 50 DL L 5 R 6.
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Fig. 5 Microbial community on the
surface of fillers at Phylum level
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Fig. 6 Microbial community on the
surface of fillers at Genus level

FH & 5 AT 1, Proteobacteria(Z8 JE B 7] ) Al Campi-
lobacterota & i 1 # A9 '] . Proteobacteria ] U $&
Thiobacillus #1 Halothiobacillus %% , Campilobacterota
I"] 42 45 Sulfurimonas 5§ , & J2& & UL A9 4 H 7% S fiF§ 1k
TR, 3 AL PR R T U A e AR R R DL . S B T
W F E A5 Campilobacterota, i5 17 J5 | ) Proteobac-
teria N & .

P L 6 AT, 2 Bl T W i AR ) DA Sulfurimeo-
nas K F , F B F Ik 85.12%, M AN iE A 10.86% 1
Halothiobacillus 1 0.56% fY Thiobacillus , X 3 1~ 7 J&
Y| 7oA IR AL, = Mk

96.54% , Ui W S 86 25 A 11 77 B i Ak 1 WAL B SR AR
W Hi & 6 A LAF i, HRT 2 12 h if 24~ A= ) 38
W H B O B R R Sulfurimonas , 7E LMS F1 FLMS
JE M 2 66.97% F166.13% ., Sulfurimonas
S —FLRE B IR I, T LUR 8 AE S i A (NO,
VR W F 32 R R AT RO AR . BR T Sulfurimonas
Sh LMS 3 b b K A7 AE 89 T8 8 18 A Thiobacillus ,
J¥ 4 16.89% Thiobacillus W J& — F & UL (1 11 3% X
AL, T LLTE A AL BR T R 9 [F] I NO,™ \NO, K H:
b LR A SN, 7E FLMS 983t v oK A
TS — 5 8 & Halothiobacillus , 35 2 20.19% .
Halothiobacillus 1, B A4 i 7 5% I i 4k 19 D 6g , &
Thiobacillus FH t& F AT (9 P e 72 xF #h 59 i 52 7 1R
SRV ORI RN & R BRI T NaHCO,, 22 5
FOKARBE)E T+ . Halothiobacillus tt Thiobacillus T
FE N7 (e 0S8 KA, PRI 7R FLMES U8 3 o o L 3o
BN 2 HE R R R A R AR R B A
Fr FCRE AL T A B, FLMS 38 3t A B [ 3% S 6l Ak Y
R IX 2 ROl FLMS A R 5 4 s 08 R B 5 0
AE ) B s, A A T A IR A A A

& 6 ik 7T LU Y, Bl & HRT B 45 %, Sul-
furimonas (%) = B 52 N [ #a 35,10 Thiobacillus W 7 FE
£ BT, M HRT N 1.5 h i), FLMS #l LMS 7§ i
H Thiobacillus F- ¥ 73 3 4 83.93% #179.66% , JL -
wAH Sulfurimonas., DA g5 B0 B HRT M 12 h 3
1.5 h b B2 v, p8 e 9 & 2B T UL Sulfurimonas R AL
PR W) DL Thiobacillus g L ¥ W J& 1 3 & 1o 12 o
X g RO 0kt s AT 0084 LR R B B Besk B R
Na,S,0,-5H,0, #E M Sulfurimonas ¥ i& & LA Na,S,0,+
5H,0 N i 8 1 Thiobacillus 55 3& 4 LA B B g 5% U8 o
Halothiobacillus 7& FLMS JE s N 22 08 > 4 %, 34 HRT
3 hif JLF I 2% 33X 02 PR o NaHCOLAE Ry ik 5 Al pH
G vh ) J5T A 38 T A L DB T P K A R R S R I
BA BT R B ) EE Y — AR A
Fr B AT X PR IR T T R 2 B AT BB Y AR
wEMERE

BR 18R A % SO AL I 2 A0 AR U Y R R A
KB H gL A Desulfocapsa . Cloacibacterium . Stimpli-
cispira . Ciceribacter A Hor, Desulfocapsa wl LA
CO, 5 T ML AE i 5, 4 SO>I I Ui AL 9, 31X —
1 AR AT A — 5 TR AR K R SO Hk R i b
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FRE, %8RB W AR R B A R AT R

S AL & PR . Cloacibacterium | Simplicispira .
Ciceribacter %5 T8 J& # & A — L 2 R ML E , ©
i1 09 A2 76 0 7T DL 2y NOS-N A9 2 B ik — 58 19

j,_'?iﬁjt[%fsslo
3 &ig

(O A AIF 5 ] 48 1 o PR b oRE B AT 4 1 B LB
WEvERE b m R A KA AR RS 30 1 B AR A
I W98 1 i o A2 o

(2) Bl PE B4 A W 0 St X HR'T A9 28 A6 A5 AR 58 11
T, 2R SO A I R B B BE L TR i
PERFRE, 243K NO, =N 4 20 mg/L PO, ~P A 1 mg/L
I, 7E HRT M 12 h 46 58 % 1 h i3 F v, &k el v
B NO, =N 25 B R AL F 7 89% LA I, PO, P L BR
FRARFFAE 65% LA b o 5 i FL B 38 F0 92 18 B Ay
B0RE 2 A L ARk e A0 SRk W 1) D A

(3) 4= 9 it v 1) Bl A6 W 9 32 28l B FL 97 I
AL TR A B, 1B A7 A b g i N & A T LA Sulfurimo-
nas N ALFE JE 0] LL Thiobacillus PG 3 B & 14 i 25
RE AR 3K 20 B JE R B TR S AL R
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