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THE INFILLUENCE OF pH AND ORGANIC LOADING ON THE
FILAMENTOUS BULKING OF ACTIVATED SLUDGE
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Table 2 Values of operating parameters

Experiment | Flow rate Detention ‘Water pH Average Loading ﬁ\;‘erag; AE%HDEE
time temperature| T . o~ VS
number (iday) (hr) I()"C) influents | effluents mll)i(ggor Cgo' 3SgS/ day CODI. -gc{ay (mg/l) rer(Ié/S; 4
7311 14.4 8.3 24.0~25.0 | 6.9~ 7.1 | 6.3~7.2 — 0.28 0.46 1616 96.2
7312 15.5 7.7 19.2~19.3 7.0~ 7.2 6.1~6.6 — 0.38 0.44 1180 9.8
7401a 15.7 7.6 18.5~21.0 | 7.0~ 7.2 | 5.2~6.0 — 0.18 0.57 3130 94.3
7401 b 15.7 7.6 18.0~20.5 | 7.0~ 7.2 | 6.3~6.6 — 0.10 0.28 2900 9.0
7402 a 16.4 7.3 21.6~24.5 | 7.0~ 7.2 | 5.4~5.9 — 0.24 0.57 2 350 93.3
7402 a" 16.4 7.3 23.5~24.5| 7.8~ 8.6 6.2~6.9 — 0.24 0.57 2348 95.2
7402b 16.2 7.4 21.5~24.5 | 7.0~ 7.2 5.1~5.9 — 0.37 1.13 3100 9.2
7402 b 16.2 7.4 23.5~24.5] 9.1~ 9.6 | 6.4~6.7 6.2~6.7 0.27 1.13 4216 96.6
7403 a 15.7 7.6 24.4~25.3 1 7.0~ 7.2 | 4.9~5.5 5.0~5.1 0.19 0.63 3235 94.9
7403 a’ » » 23.56~25.0 | 8.5~ 8.7 ] 6.5~6.8 6.7~7.2 0.20 0.63 3090 97.0
7403b ” » 24.4~25.2 | 7.0~ 7.2 | 5.0~6.0 4.9~5.1 0.18 0.94 5355 97.7
7403 b’ » » 23.56~25.0 | 9.4~10.2 | 6.7~7.2 6.6~7.2 0.20 0.94 4617 98.5
7404 2 » » 28.3~28.6 | 7.1~ 7.2 5.3~6.0 5.1~5.5 0.34 1.19 3561 98.7
7404 a’ ” » 26.5~29.4 | 9.6~10.6 | 7.0~7.6 6.8~7.4 0.27 1.19 4366 95.6
7404 b ” » 28.5~28.8 | 7.1~ 7.2 5.9~6.0 5.5~6.0 0.86 0.82 947 97.7
7405 a » » 25.0~28.5 | 9.1~ 9.5 | 6.5~6.8 6.5~7.1 0.27 1.00 3750 96.2
7405 b » » 27.4~28.3 | 3.4~ 3.5 ] 3.5~3.6 3.5~3.6 0.27 0.22 814 93.0
7405 b’ » » 25.0~27.0 | 6.1~ 6.6 | 6.5~6.9 6.6~7.0 0.28 0.22 786 77.7
7406 a » » 24.2~25.2 | 9.0~10.1{ 6.3~7.1 6.1~7.2 0.29 1.51 5237 96.4
7406 b » ” 24,2~25.0 1 7.0~ 7.3 | 6.4~6.7 6.4~6.8 0.23 0.30 1291 97.2
7407 a ” ” 20.0~20.8 | 7.1~ 7.2 | 6.5~7.0 5.9~6.8 0.78 0.82 1049 90.8
7407b » ” 20.0~20.7 | 7.1~ 7.2 | 6.9~7.3 7.1~7.4 1.14 0.82 722 93.2
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Fig. 3 Results of experiment 7 402a and 7402 a’.
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B

XU Fig. § IR L. Bz hbonwdhd, R
iz Table 2 ey 7403 LLFZRL L W LT
b3, =i, BB 7506 o COD & f§ ARk 0.52¢g
COD/I- |, 4928k 7508 ¢ COD %5 7% & it 0.30g-
COD/l- B Th »7z.

PLEo#ERE» S, pH 9 PUT T Fig. 8 ©R&h3
5z Sphaerotilus sp. 1IHEHE+ %73, pH 9.5 DIk
Tt Fig. 9 o X icilshTna.

(1) RREEESEEEORR

PAEEGRREEA V% o P OFE 2 LR ORERY
U~ Cix Sphaerotilus sp.) O B/ BEFED fﬁ%k
B L TR EIT-> TEZ. 202 L& bIRHERT
tw,:w%ﬁ%%@%tﬁéﬁﬁwm%ékm%%
Ma L7, Fig. 10 13 Sphaerotilus sp. OFRFHEE &
HIED 30 LB OBFRE vy NLEbDTHD.
E70 & BITIHEEBRMC 5D %S Sphaerotilus sp. DE|
BONEE~D FEE R5 7w, Sphaerotilus sp. O
FRRE L MLSS ok SVI LofEfETwy PL
TRLEZOP Fig- 11 ThH5. 2LC, Z® Fig. 10
6 Sphaerotilus sp. O KEIBLEEMN K 0.1ml/l(=
100 ppm) ##E 2 5 & 2B IEREERE(L L, £/ Fig.
11 25 Sphaerotilus sp. + MLSS o I »3kfk 0.1
ppm/mg/l LY REL 2B L SVI L kEL R AHMIC
HHZLRRD NG, ZO L5 CHL M RIEO
RIGRRME AL F V FOBRECEELTNS. LL,
SRR D& D 5 iz MLSS HoBEBELTH - T
%, SVI = 30 bRz 20 o SO Lo %
BHLNE. ZRICIGRIKME 02 5% v BA&fioit
YO EREE L THEDTRENE DL
EZEL2ONDN, SBRILITRF LN L THS.

4. & fi]

bk Ruszbr—L OFERMS, Table 1 0 X5
REEERICRBWT, KRHEO—oTH 5 Sphaero-
tilus sp. O¥EFEICEE+ 5B L LT pH, COD-VSS
A7, COD FEAFMOETNEBRFTL, chdbnd b
iz pH OERBHEL CWLZ EXF LMo,
LaL, T TRB~E L9 I EBROER L K& W
ey pRph, Fig. 3 IRENB LI étma
WOBBICEL b - BR8N Th, LIRS
M O RALIEE 2 & OFIHR CIE A bRl - 12l i)
PhbbT, KERTE+HE0VEHO LS Ich T
HERLTWAHRS S Z L b, HEFALSTWERSM
_&6$®a%xan5.Lbb,;@%ﬁ%&@@k
OEEH DI FNO AT Z0M LN o722
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LR, FOMOIEBOERL EIT20T, BIISHEETE
ERBRELTRINETERFAEAIA TS LIXE
WRTZ . TR B DEI OWTIREF TS bItERT
BHLTWELEZAHTHS.

¥, A& Sphaerotilus sp. CIFE TH - 7=
pH o#iFEOFEE T, Stokes” 2 Dias 59 0I5 LEE
PTh-7. L, BEEREKLEIZBT DA ANX T
DIHPNZ >N THRE L2 RE 50 0fEE, pH & 6
~T CHRBEL TR TE L LT TARRGORR L X
EFFRTWS. Z0RIZOWTIRIEEERS 5V ItE
PROMER FOE bE 2 b, EMickEirexin
LortEL BB,

= ARKBE I Sphaerotilus sp. 12 X B RRPEAL
FrrieEB L TR BN 228, pH ol (pH 3~
4) 1Y o Tk Fungi BZEBL, 2hic X - TALF v
THBEAELZER G b - . R &1 Genetelli
LWL ROBEREOBENCIABELLTERL T
%. T Fungi pSEEGTERICHRET S22 ik » T
BAET L RRMEAN T DA OBER I >N T4
DEEZREO—>THS.

°. #2 &

EWERC BT 2500 x o Zickt 2 WEER
ORFENMEREBIE LT, Rk snx v /2 EmE
FRORAHEMER O CRE O RIR B S8R H
THIRKETHDH L L B2 T (Fig. 10 BL U Fig. 1),
B EiT- T& k. FRERZ0E—BHL LTRER
EEIOMGHRE R Fv, AEHEK (Table 1) 22—
&L, Table 2 ® XS RGEMHET XUFRy—1 OER
FERET- b0 ThS. Z2OXERBERPERNT S L
ROLBYTHB.

(1) BAELTERREERIWThOERY Y —~X
THE—DFEE A bR, FRETE Sphaerotilus sp.
ERIELTCEBRERED 2.2 LT 2D Sphaerotilus sp.
DEE SBRECHRLEZY, ZofsTHaRsEEgse
T ENTE (Fig. D, ARE O X5 4 Rdhciz s
HTh-1.

(2) HIHROEEOERGREEER E LT
BRI 21T, Fig. 4 0 L5 R FEEIMESH
7z ZORICBWT Sphaerotilus sp. OMEINMER & 7
LTWBHERCRZOLEMS - OBMOBEEIZ £ 18 < 5
v, 5TV EEO LR WHPE 2RTE ELD
, Zhicik pH OBERBEEL Tns LEL LN,

(3) %7, £FEHRIVY—X 0 COD-VSS A% &
pH OB, BXORZnicx LT Sphaerotilus sp. @
WIEOFEL RJLGR LR i Fig. 5 0L 5T

TH

Y, 2o EHE COD-VSS &% 0.1~1.2g-COD/g-
VSS-H o&FE T, COD-VSS A7k v 1 pH 1%
BLTWDZ L5 b,

(4) E5izFERic COD EREAR ico>nWT Y, B
LC AR Fig. 8 0Xokkie), ZofFRIERBNT
1, COD &FHEARH 0.2~1.5g-COD/I B n@EE T pH
OFOBERBPEEL T\, LT U LoRSE, pH 6
UG Sphaerotilus sp. OWFICITEREMTH Y
pH 6 LUF Ciific liflietcd - 2.

(5) 7% COD-VSS #%7+ COD AHAHOBR
BX W Sphaerotilus sp. ODWFEOHFEEY ;7 L1z Fig.
T n6d, AEROBE T, TOWFOERR Sph
aerotilus sp. OHEFAIC EBEL T35 21X HED bR,
-7z

(6) &b pHomWSE0REL LC, pH 9 2L
F ik Sphaerotilus sp. 1Z¥FET %25, pH 9.5 DLk
TR SN Z BB bz (Fig. 8, Fig. 9).

(1) 7%, Sphaerotilus sp. DE L {FMHEIER OIb
et B fRiE, Fig. 10 8L U Fig. 1 l2iRsh, &
EEROFE TR AL v S ORBE Sphaerotilus
sp. DRIZEELTWS Z L B3FED L.

Bfic, RERREITHILD - T, REFE (4R
FRBEERICREROWH W eEwie. 2 B0
HeHT5.

AEFIEE ST BRI AR B MM X 51 kA
BOYVAFATFIYA” LY —HahEZr 0T
H5.
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