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BOmgE ) B EAKIER N B REE B ORS

(1. KFEHFFEKRF K5 EaFk, LT KE 116023;
2. KEHHARF WiV HFHEL LR E, T KE 116023;
ML AN EMARTIRE G EAFFI, #IT AN 310058;
4. KEFEHFRF BESEARATREYR, IT K& 116023)

HE . B IEMAL — U7 SR T4k (heterotrophic nitrification-aerobic denitrification, HN-AD) it &3 A 7 £E 47 8 5614 F A
S SRS A/ SRS A I, FE K R A R K A 4 B s A B AR BAT KR o A ERE K PR35 HIN-AD B 14 43 9 0
B FURERE , 456 S BT e KL BRI AN 2 43T T HN-AD B USR5 0L, 390 T B 2 bL I g4 2008 VIS W pH
DB AL e 2 32 TEAR A R 15 HN-AD 1 i ZUBCR I RE T . 4 a5 75 i — s % A 2> T T B S &
S0 R R A B 22 20 25 T B BRI A AR S AL TR PR SR TR 3K 5 M HIN-AD B 1 7 T AE B AR A3 et T2
KA %ﬁﬁ%ﬂ( H Eﬁ/fk SRS IR 7 T 254

FESES XS5  XEIREG:A  XEHS:1674-3075(2023)06-0148-10

21 28 Lok, g 7K IR Y B 5L 30 fR R s 2 7
R 2B W 0] v 2 R Ak T T B AR (R B iR A
20200 . FEFTALIGEAKIRIE RGE D, B B HIN T 7%
FE A )RR L7477 JG A T #E (Huang et al,2020; th
545,2022) o AR LR T2 FHKEAE SR 4
YIRS, B2 A (NH,-NO 7E 47 1 461 E FR A b
A AR TR Yo A O A R 3 R (NO,™—ND L R R #h
(NO;™N) , #% 45 1 6k S B IR S 264 T 34T S
1 E KR 2B (Yan et a1,2022) . BT A4 Fl
S 2 SRR LR AV 4 (DO 1 75 SR AL
RN, BR R A0y B kAT , T2 0%, IRV
i B A 155 (Zhang et al,2017) o
F 7% A — % % % i 4 (heterotrophic nitrifica-
tion—aerobic denitrification, HN—AD) [ /& T 4 K K
R R A= P 2 T A B — SRS A SR A TR
AN LB AL A A AR , 4 NH,-N #e 4k
NERAEH, HJLTEAE R R, oA

s B H#:2022-08-22  f&[E HHA:2023-08-17

EETA: 1K A 8RS ST H (32273186) : [ K & AR i
R H (2019YFD0900501) ; 3L 3* 44 F} 2% £ AR 1F % 5 H (2021JH2/
10200012) ; R T 3L HF & 2R AA GUETBMEITH (2020RQ111D) 5 it
VYR A S = R ORI H (202211
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2016). HN-AD B N7 DO (7K FRiE K AR TE A 46 4%
PR R R AL T — e B R B . TR IS A
(2021) Mg 7K 77 58 7K & A 43 B 1 1 #k HN=-AD B
Halomonas sp. GIWA3, % W ¥ 4+ 7 LA NH,*~N.
NO, —NFINO, =N JyME—%i , 48 h & 2= R 7308
96.44%-99.42% Fl1 78.27%, F.V- i 45 S R W% B vk e
8 5 BR KA TR 7 TEHL A RS (2016) M2
FRFAIA ST 43 B 0 3% 1 AR B B HN-AD B8 7 (1)
TEHEMELE AT 1 (Bacillus hwajinpoensis)SLWX2,24 h
%} NH,*-N.NO, =N #I NO, =N [] 25 [ & 43 5] ik 5
100%-+99.5% 1 85.6%. HN—AD B /£ /K I 58 1% 7K B
A B BN 7

5 FEE T DA 1) Jt 2R P T v e I s e G A KA
i (Li et al,2018) , T EU B MR L ZEURE 71 R %, ok B IR K
5T BT 1Y) TR R AL B K G 1 2R B R K TEVE R RO R
£ H (Uygur & Kargi,2004; Duan et al,2015) . H 1 ,
KT 7K HN-AD B (B 7812 #7488 2 (Liu et al,2019;
Zhao et al,2019; Zhang et al,2020a) , {H 1% K i R 4t 1k
(1) Z5 IRt 70 b WARAE o A SC Mg K HN-AD B 1) 53
250 32 T A S ML ot 2 e R 25 55 O T VR IR
T EERE TSR, XA S Bk FC 05 AT R B, AR
WK FRFE K AL B TR S 3 2%

1 E/KIFEHRHN-AD HH D B ik

H Al % HN=-AD B [ BT 7034 Ak T 596 5 B B
AR LT PR AE SN 3 R DL R 4 1) i SR
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{H T AT B S B R 7K, 3 B DR 2 i = A
B PE %5 U (Song et al,2021) . AN T K& HARM I H Y
e 77 B 13 2 HN-AD & , B/ B R N H S, K2
N (Yao et al,2020) . T 4EK, #F 7N 7 F H A
[F) 5% % = I AE AN [R] 057 128 2% A8 T AS W7 I 7K B4 58
TEE HN-AD Wbk, C R AR R REE
Halomonas sp. (J5JE IS %5 ,2021) R 5. Hf 14 J& Pseu-
domonas sp.(Zhang et al,2020a)  {fE T B J& Marino-
bacter sp.(Zheng et al,2012) \ % fl T [ J& Bacillus sp.
(Barman et al,2017) « & Y& T B J& Photobacterium sp.
(Liu et al,2019) 5 8 11 [ B J& Klebsiella sp. (F) R
1645 ,2016) i J& Vibrio sp. (Duan et al,2015) . 7
FF 1 J& Arthrobacter sp.(Zhang et al,2020b) . 5. JI1 /R
KT & Zobellella sp. ([1i%%5,2018)  F| Bk 1 J& Para-
coccus sp.(Zhang et al,2015)%% . XYL K& N>

PRI PE B, A B0 o 22 IR T (R R 55,2016 5
Zhang et al,2020b) . F5FREENI S F EAFE TN |
VA TR R B AR A R IR DL A B TR S, R L
G T o 5 IR H Uy Sk S5 AF . Yao 25 (2013)
RS FH S 0 BR 2R 1 B R A ] DA AR R A
SR o« BT SO A A2 P, AT DAASE A R DR
B 1% ¥ (bromothymol blue , BTB) [ [if] {4 5% 7% & ,
X 388 Bl AR 5 8 1) B A 3E 4T 411 7 (Chen et al,2016) .
73 4h s HN-AD B {E 4 %0 2 1F 1 w] 5 I F) A] O, Al
NO,~, 7E R & AF T vl FIH NO, 1B N HL 732, i)
P I —RFAE , SR FH ) I A0 0 D 460 4L R AR
RS T L R 0 35 R, 42 i 7 36 2% % (Huang
et al,2013) . H AT, 22 WA R FEL A 5 A8 FH A [F]
B R e MR A6 U7 V249 2 v 1% B8 HN-AD B o2& 2 21
WEIE 7 1] o

£R1 #BHiE/KHN-AD BiFEEFERFIEEHE

Tab.1 Screening media and conditions for selected marine heterotrophic

nitrification—aerobic denitrification bacteria

[ V5 RIREE/L i i 2% F SCHR
BRI 6.5 g, (NH,),S0, 0.25 g, K,HPO,3H,0 1.5 g, 28 Huane of al
Bacillus litoralis N31 X URFRGE KA KH,PO, 0.45 g, MgSO, 7H,0 0.05 g, FeSO, 7H,0 0.01 g, Mn- | -/ 205520 ’
SO,-4H,0 0.01 g, NaCl 30 g, Biifl§ 20 g
EERE IR MR 03 8, LR8N 0.5 g, NaNO, 0.1 g,
K,HPO,3H,0 0.05 g, MgSO,-7H,0 0.5 g, Fe,PO,4H,0 0.01 g, 28
Halomonas sp. GTWA3 IR FRGE 7K AR 1 yE gk 160 t/m JRIEME5E,2021
G Br 7R 36 AT HE 0.15 g, ZIRHN 0.25 g, NaNO, 0.05 g,
K,HPO,-3H,0 0.05 g, i 3K, il
Photobacterium sp. BRI K ZHRS  (NH,).S0, 1.0 g, FERHRI) 2.5 o, IR EIHE 5.0 g, A THEK 30C Liu et al 2019
NNA4 140 r/m
PRI 2.5 g, —/KEHTIERREA 2.5 g, K,HPO, 1.0 g, MgSO,
P - NN ’ T — e o 2 Zh 1,
Zf:ios’zogﬁlg‘f'l‘ WY TH,0 0.2 ¢, NaNO, 1.0 g, KNO, 2.0 g, BB LRI 2 mL, | 83 Or(/:m ;r(‘)% g; a
ERIEHR 10 mL
HAERFRH NaCl S g, IERER S g, AR 10 g
e [iptimr - . . . .
Zobellella sp. B307 B Jiii i K5 7745 : NaCl 5 g, KH,PO, 1.5 g, MgSO,-7H,0 0.01 g, / 725 2018

Na,HPO, 7.9 g, F1E R4 5.96 g, NaNO;, 0.4268 g, NH,C1

0.2686 g, TETLRIFW 2 mL, 255 17K

2 HN-AD FfRERE HH K8 XEE

HN-AD B [ AN 5 AR UL 1)t BR ) 1 e sz b
JF] . HN-AD B ff & B 2, AN [R] B R it 250 2 e 1
1ol 28 S g B DR % AN HH [R], ZAR SRR 2 2%, 36
358 5% A A1, 2 5% W) B R i 0 PE BB (Song et al,2021) , F
I b H R 5T 7 R BR M 5 B0 i U AR A
MU AN+ 53T W7 5 1 12 HN=AD B Sl B 50 1 02
FHT I 9 3 EE 4k % (Yan et al,2022) .

2.1 @ERPHEE

K2 B 702 il 1T HN-AD B FIAR S 724 B bk

A KR HE I i iR 4% . HN-AD 1 Al @ i [F 46 AF

LB (NH, "N NO, —N.NO, N # 4k, Jy 4= K i
VT A N B R EED , Bl S Ak R
THLREE AN B SR (NOVN,ON,) (Zhang et al,
2020a ; Cao et al,2022) , i b BfF 72 201 17 Sk 4 1 7] 44
5 AR XS B DTk R .

[EALAE FE R B ) DT R AN i Z 4B 1) o Zhang
& (2020a) M FEDTRRY) 73 B8 1) Pseudomonas bau-
zanensis DN13—1 7£ DL NO,™—N Ay Mk — % 5 i 0t 78
W, R B 39.38% R 2 CTND 56 A6  41 i P 4
21.88% I TN 1] BE#E 5 X N S AS BNKE 753 BB 5
Fo S A0 A, DN13-1 58 2 R H R A4 F R %4k
T L& . Duan %5 (2015) 43 & ) Vibrio diabolicus
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SF16, %717 % W4 35.83% NH,—N ¥ (. N AV &
B 1M H. GIWA3 TEAN A %5 £ 77 2 A0 T LA
AR A AR 3 T o A A AR R U
B H. GIWA3 B B3 M R AL EE 71 (5 IR MG 55,
2021) . AF LTS 70 il 7 A8 B B B AL S W) (He
et al,2016) , IX L& 4= 1) & 6 X [5] B FA B, 7] g 3
i % R 82 B0 . Huang %5 (2020) #1146 ik
% 20 mg/L 1) NH, N {E Ay M — %05 , 1R & 55 7% 25 1k
Iy B H I K 7 Rt (Y HN-AD T #% , 8~32 h 1 [] ,
BRI AE T 48 i 6 43 fid , NH,~N W B2 M 7.0 mg/L T+
F9.0 mg/L. W W, 73 Bk A RS B AR
M A4 B /0 [ T AR TT R B A A T i I B
o AHHu %5 (2014, IX 2B P R 0 T L & 7%
S R (R, AR S U = SR

— RAiLR vos >4
S PR R (N
e AR R .
o
R
k % NO

NIR NAP/NAR
4 = —g— = ) —g— -_— 2 —g— —>| 3

AMO HAO/POD NXR

AMO, Z SN E T : HAO, #2 i FUAL & 58 - POD , 7 i 5 XU
SRV s NXR, LA R #h 8 A0 JU A s NAP, J] S5 Al R 38 J5 g s NAR,
I PA) i IR 30 J5 8 NIR , MVl B2 #1308 J 8% s NOR , — A0 UL SR 7 «
NOS, —5 b —HL 5

El1 HN-AD B it &R E K& HXE

AMO, ammonia monooxygenase; HAO, hydroxylamine oxidore-
ductase; POD, pyruvic oxime dioxygenase; NXR, nitrite oxidoreduc-
tase; NAP, periplasmic nitrate reductase; NAR, membrane-bound ni-
trate reductase; NIR, nitrite reductase; NOR, nitric oxide reductase;
NOS, nitrous oxide reductase

Fig.1 Pathway and related enzymes for HN-AD

bacterial removal of nitrogen

FAAE F 1 HN=AD B R LR AL SR
T e, o 7 AL 2 s 7 25 5 ke E2AEF (B D . H
AT 2 52 I R 08 2 24 : D58 4 HN-AD Ji i
(Kuenen & Robertson, 1994 ; Richardson et al, 1998) ;
Q¥ M S AL % (Liu et al,2019; Yan et al,2022) .
4t HN-AD i 183k 2 FEBE R RE iR AL — S Af AL IR
AN IHIR #h AL JFUON B S, TR AT A T AR
NHIFFE

NH,—NH,O0H—NO,—NO,—NO, —NO—
N,O0—N,

NH,*—NH,0H—(NO.N,0.N,)

WO, 7R L AT NH, N 2 i 16 id 72
# 4k N4 NO,-N.NO,-N J& , ff & J i 1k it #2

OXS

NO, N # A A& B A A 72 A LA
N H PR, NO,(NO,) AT O, 1T [R] I /B Sy HL 1 32 44
(Huang et al,2013) , B& PR i HL 1% 8 i 75 315 B8
. Zhang 55 (2020b) M /K IR R4 70 & i Arthro-
bacter sp. HHEPS , FI| FH 3 [K 21 DNA A HEAR , 204~
14 4 2 [l amoA  haonapA «narG . nirS \nosZ, 3 &5 &
B R 1R i 81 BB 4R HY HHEPS (1 B 0% 43 38 115 3
B Do FESE(2018) M IV IR DTAR P Hh 43 15 3|
(1) Zobellella sp. B30T , 3 i A 7 4 (1) A2 A0 A W
i E iSRG ERD. BEOMER TSR R
PR NIRRT SR I 22 S AN BB TE A — 25 () kAT
(T 8. X T A K IR B K AL B B ERAR
Ho AR R E R NI AR, 8 G R ] AR Bk
TERARE

I % Q) NH, =N b F2 1% Ja 3 B 3 A
TRAME . Liu 5 (2019 MK G KI5 58 R 40 577
2 18] Photobacterium sp. NNA4 TE U 26 1F F B R
b 38 5 I (hydroxylamine oxidoreductase , HAO) Lt 1%
71740.009 U/mg , ] fiit 52 10 mmol/L ¥£ fi& , 3+ 1 & 34
B PRI B AL N, O, T RE yo CE BRI 45,2017)
PA NH,CI Jy M — ik 5 it 0 2 o, % NO, =N A
NO, N (AR & , HEMEIE @ Q. %l PR s A
77 AR NOS™—N BL KSR 7K 7= 3l 25 3 BOK 1 NO, =N,
AT PETH I 8k 3 HLAS 75 B AR AN 1T B ARAZ AT AR
(Yan et al,2022) . F£ &2 A0 I A% 1) 5SS v 8] 740
X AP B A 55 5 /E F (Ouyang et al,2020) , PR 2
B ent T4 i B R LR
2.2 @RIEIEXES

BE o T FHOR I K R, 16 5E KK T3 5¢
HN-AD i 2 5 K 21 i AH SC B 2 S o T A 1) 4
BRI AR L oS 2 — . ORI HN-AD
Jii s A% 1T R 2 IR G 2 BE A - S R 0 AU AMO
PRI IL S5 HAO A A 5 XU %808 POD . fiff 12
HhE AL JE B NXR A B8 #114 J5 B NAP/NAR . E fiF§
1% 2530 J5 i NIR | — %8040 %04 J5U B NOR  — %48 — &
I J5 B NOS 45 (Tsujino et al,2017 ; Liu et al,2018; Hol-
mes et al,2019; Song et al,2021; Xi et al,2022) .

AMO (amo %k [F] 9 15 fH 1431 725 220 7% 1 R 2 ik
(Mevel & Prieur,2000) , 7 g4k i F2 /1) 2 — 20t & &
B — 2P, amo B I\ 9 =2 B AU AL 1 bR A 2R T
(Dionisi et al,2002) . HAO (hao & A 4 i) 2 1 F B
A Z P AT REIIG , B T 0T DURE R i 7 44 F T T
g & T AE AT AR B, HA 5 R % LA NOLWN,O
25 1)) # 9% (Holmes et al,2019; Liu et al,2019) . POD
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(pod & [K] g 5 ) A& ¥ Jie 1 A0 R S A TR 35 1 ) — P il
(Tsujino et al,2017) , # 7 F2 Jlig S A 38 47 I 38 5 61X
2 FhilgEHEATHT 9T . NAP (nap 3 R 4 i) A1 NAR (nar %
A 4 fi5) 2 7] L NO, =N & J5 A NO, =N [ 2 Filiff
TEUFSESME T snap & 3 S HUAL , nar 52 2 #0141 (Holm-
es et al,2019) . NIR (nirS. nirK % [ 2% 53 7] f# 1k,
NO, =N i J5 5 NO, nirS 1 nirK 38 # AN [7] I} 7776 T [7)
—W k. WA LI, 5 nirK 4 EE , nirS 78 ;g 46
FE e R A IR F K (Sun et al,2018) , 45 Al 7E K7 9%
A, A ER o FRAE B )R T L™ 5 B L NO, ™~
N () #64k 7 XE K . NOR (nor 3 R 4 i) Tl 44K NO
)5 9 N,0,NOS (nos & K4 id) n] fEAL N,O I8 S 9 N,
Horp, NOR 5§ 5: , NO A %5 55 F 2 (Fujiwara & Fu-
kumori, 1996 , Il NOS X} %8 UK , DO B4 Hil T+
= S4K NLO B #44k 2 2 5 (Matsuzaka et al,2003) .
HN-AD i 72 A i 0375 P G R 2658 3 8 s
R E I BRI E | T IX o3 i 7 iE A E T A
Hiff S R P AR AT B G [RD (X et al,2022) .

IR HN-AD B 75 A 25 A VF 2 L [F i 1k
W HEBETHARGKEMZHEEMAER N ER, B
AHETS K AR B A () D BE v AS B BT (X et al,2022) 0 iz
ZEPAE T IR B, BT HN-AD i F8 (0 7 7 A W01
. B A v A AU AE G I A I BT 1) T e K &5 4
1T, 5% T 40 N LA s AL B 20 30 0 5 55 7 TH
M T A BR . 2 H AN L, 163 1/ HN-AD
B AT DAE I 22 2H 2 5 v AR 0 1) TS B (X et
al,2022) . KZ B AL G o> T HEW S 07E, W5
A B HE 2R R (PCRO K Hiff 7 20 T o 288 R0 i S 56 1A, (HL
PCR A~ 6 4 T S WU A 72 v (R B A W 25 A RN T
AE M AZ 4k (Yang et al,2021) . 5 4h, HN-AD id &£ A
Y6 T e S A Bl A R AL AT R K %N (Zhang et al,
2020a) . AR, MBI FERH E R AE  EHA
= AR 2% DL R IR 3R AR I B 2 A, A T i 13t
HN-AD 15 it Zug 2 AL .

3 HN-AD i ®m I E=

3T A A K S A K A R AR A R AR R
BN N T IRGIE S SRR R, 77 BEIRR
HN-AD B A= KAACT 1 52 M R 3R o B iR B A LE
(C/ND VB R (DO il B AU A pH & HN-AD B
1 E ZERg A R 3 (R 2)

3.1 &R

i 00 #E A WL UE S HN=AD T $2 ik 75

{14 f6 VAR SR A SR R HL F & HN=AD i 72 46 A

A/ DR BEDR 2R o B UL 119 28 B R R AR 4 X HN-
AD R =42 1T 3 1521 (Obaja et al,2005) .
311 #IR KA HET, W H BRI 2 ] s PR
VB, 4045 % $# (Barman et al,2017) 3% IH B2 41 (Liu et
al,2019) T BN (E 5 55,2017) . LR 94 (Pan et
al,2020) %5 . HN-AD B 1E R 5 721 , 26 2K A6 A AL
B3R AT 41 IR 1 IO A2 0 & RN BE B A 77 (Xiia et
al,2020) . FBREHE (2017) 2 MBS V5 5 T ST AR )
o B R 1 AR B R 1 IR R & (Klebsiella sp.)y6,
A9 FF % H R BN A7 A TR A D ME — B R B NH=N 2%
Bk R HR T 92%. Pk V. SF16(Duan et al,2015) i
F T8 BN %00 B 3 R B R B O M — U
NH, "N % & 1 78 88% LA L, fd b7 468 B8 40 It
NH,*N % B R H A 40% £ 4, 187 15 1R 8 3 2
Klebsiella sp.y5(FMRAESE,2016) ) & ik . BRI
TN T RN E TR/ TR S T
PRI (Xia et al,2020) . 45 fRIE , BEFATR A7 15 R
& =R IR AR, AT BN =R IRIE A LR
¥ F| H (Borrero—de et al,2017; Xia et al,2020) . i %
B AT S RF 2 F AT 1 8 (Bacillus sp.) & %41 & (Zhao
et al,2019) , 7] W, AN [F] B AR X B 5 A AN T3] £ Al 47 o
BRI FINAS 2 2 5 BUBR B AR, 1 #hnid &
2= 1% A H 7K COD (chemical oxygen demand , {1t 2% 75
AEDT S WG Y. R, T B 24 BRI A
P RS, MAh, — AT, W L RE, B
TIH BRI TR, R A7 ISR A I R R 2
i K 22 42 A % (Zhang et al,2017) .« MHELZ R, 49
A] B4 fi# 5% 4 ) (Biodegradable Polymers , BDPs) AJ [i]
AR A B A K A R R, R B E .
LU0 5 8 ) SR A R IR LR 5] TR
2 ) 9 3E (Lopardo & Urakawa,2019) , {H X H £
BF AR 2 25 R R IR A R S 3G = B B Hom, S
&M Tl K IR KA A5 A e 2R
[R5 A& HN—AD 735 B 7K 7 2% 58 1T I 7 K
Pk o
3.1.2 BAL BRI HT HN-AD B, B 70 ik &
EE (C/ND X it PR R B s 4y B . C/N K, 1
PR R 7% 4 B AR 2R K 2 32 20 i) (Yang et al,
2019a) , [FI B, PRIk = FL 7~ (AR T 5 O A A6 AT
(Zhao et al,2010) ; C/N it =7t 2 #0126 18 B
HK ki G HIR 7% BEE (Xia et al,2020) . N AR B
AR A AR AE AN A8 R 3 BRI 4 I C/N. - I H T
17K HN-AD [ 7845 R F , R 2B R iod C/N
fE10 BL B, R DEERAAE 10 LR (R 2) . Btk
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Tab.2 Optimum denitrification conditions and nitrogen removal rate of some marine heterotrophic

nitrification—aerobic denitrification bacteria

RS V5 hdE A B WU E /mg- L) BERE SR
30C
NH,*-N(20)
C/N:5~20 86.3%
Bacillus litoralis N31 Fof W FEFE K AR NO,-N(20) 89.3% Huang et al, 2017
R :30~40 89.4%
NO,-N(20)
pH:7.5~8.5
25~35C
NH,*-N(10) 96.44%
) C/N:10~20
Halomonas sp. GTWA3 TR R FRAE K . NO,-N(10) 99.42% Sk, 2021
Eh % :24~40
NO,-N(10) 78.27%
pH:7.0~8.5
30C
NH,"-N(1.65) 100%
Bacillus hwajinpoensis SL- ) C/N:25
5 R ZFE5H LI . NO,-N(1.65) 99.5% EEE,2016
WX .25
NO,-N(1.65) 85.6%
pH:8.0
7N NH,"-N(119.77) 91.82%
Vibrio diabolicus SF16 WEFEDURR ) C/N: 10 / / Duan et al,2015
EhIE :10~50 ’
pH:7.5~9.5 NO;-N(136.43) 99.71%
30~37°C
BRI
NH,-N(140) 12.5 mg-L"-h!
o C/N>10
Photobacterium sp. NNA4 /KGR /K IRHH R 50 NO,-N(139) 4.5 mg-L'h! Liu et al,2019
#hZ :10~40
NO,-N(57) 16.4 mg-L'h!
DO:5.89 mg-L*!
pH:7.0~8.0
NH,*-N(140.06) )
Pseudomonas bauzanensis ) ‘ 100%
NERESTIV NS = . 82% ang et al, a
HESESW ALY / NO,-N(147.12) 98.82% Zh 1,2020:
DN13-1 65.87%
NO;-N(144.86) ’
NH,*-N(20) 99.87%
Arthrobacter sp. HHEP5 K FRIA K / NO,-N(20) 100% Zhang et al,2020b
NO,-N(20) 99.37%
35~40C
BRIIR A (NH,*-N+NO,-N)(77.59) 98.35%
Zobellella sp. B307 JB TR C/N:5 / / FI 45,2018
#h1E :10~50 NO,-N(76.42) 99.75%
pH:9

V. SF167E C/N Y 1015 NH, *—N 225234 S5 K AH 93%.
Bk H. GIWAS (5 I M5 45,2021 F1) FH 4 45 B 1 b
P, C/N KT 10 B ,NH,*—N F1 NO,™—N [ 2 B R B2t
100%. 111 BE 3 C/N M 10 32581 FFAR , 20010 B th &
AT T B3, 24 C/N N O I, B ARG NH,*—N
NO, N f] Z: F % %4 0. Huang 25 (2017) M X HF
Y 7K T 5 I 3R 3 B (1) 9V 2 AT B (Bacillus lito-
ralis) N31, 1§ ZFREANERIE , C/N 4 5~20 I5f NH,*~N

F R R R E R ERAE 90% A2 47, AL T H. GTWAS3
(FRIEMEEE,2021) H A 51 %872 (1) C/N i 32 14 .

SR, K 7= % B K 7k C/N A, @ % KA 2~3
(Schneider et al,2006) , A~ & PA4E#F HN-AD i #£ , %
TEAS 2 2 5 BURE /K F7 58 R 7K B AN )R 1) 32 22 5 [
R PKVKEE,2020) o ZIAMAS IR 2 38 00 7K A0 38 7D R
A, e BG4 HE C/N [ HN—AD T 42 A= 9 i &)
—ANEBET,
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AR (DO /2 52 I HN-AD ) X — A~ 5 2 [X]
o KPEFEEE A K B A B DO WK E , HN-AD
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[ HN—AD B % DO 3 AN A [A] , B A — Bk
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FE A SN il e L 5 1) NH N 2 S AT 30 ¢
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DURR W v 43 B 1Y) Klebsiella sp.y5, 43 7l PL NH,*N,
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W (HW%5,2018) . NH,*-N.NO,—N.NO,—N A& [H
15 38 7K A A 7K 5 B 1Y) B B e, TR RO 6 I 2 A T
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B R T AR T I Y L 2 R T R 1) i e 0 )
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XTI T 7Y 5 e S DN 2R AT IR R

PR3 IR 3% 2 g e 22 [R] (1 3R 08 AN g (v 4 H RS
T HN-AD B 5200 R 2 (A 98 K 2 4 Fh 7E B U
J3THT S TR e A PERLE I ER R D o AR A SR [ T 45
F B R IE A B (1 SR 3R, DRIk, A b ER B 2 B
FRIEAT W 0 46 AR AL, T A SRR R AT T R
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Research Progress on Heterotrophic Nitrification—Aerobic Denitrification
Bacteria in the Denitrification of Mariculture Wastewater
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Abstract: Heterotrophic nitrification—aerobic denitrification (HN—AD) technology can simultaneously
produce nitrification and denitrification under aerobic conditions, a significant advantage for the bio-
logical denitrification of marine aquaculture wastewater. In this study, we reviewed recent research on
the isolation and screening HN—AD bacteria in seawater, the denitrification pathway and mechanism
of HN—AD bacteria, and the key functional genes and enzymes guiding denitrification. The effects of
primary environmental factors (carbon source, carbon—nitrogen ratio, dissolved oxygen, nitrogen
source, temperature, pH and emerging contaminants) on nitrogen removal by HN—AD bacteria were
also summarized. Finally, prospects for future research were discussed for optimizing the biological
denitrification of marine aquaculture wastewater. Promising research directions include obtaining
high—efficiency denitrification strains by conventional and molecular methods, elucidating the mecha-
nism of nitrogen removal using a multi—omics approach, and clarifying the molecular mechanism of
environmental factors affecting HN—AD bacteria. Our study provides a reference for the practical ap-
plication of HN—AD bacteria in treating wastewater from mariculture.

Key words: mariculture wastewater; denitrification bacteria; biological mechanism; environmental factors;

process parameter



