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Abstract

In this study, gel beads for the encapsulation of microalgae were produced using different ratios of
sodium alginate (SA) and polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) as composite carrier materials. And the best
formulation of PVA 5%:SA 1.5% = 1:1.5 was selected based on the compressive strength and me-
chanical strength. The formulation was used to encapsulate Chlorella sp. HNC11 selected from
tropical waters, Pseudomonas spp. and activated sludge to determine the efficiency of several em-

bedded microbial beads for the removal of NH;-N and TP from simulated wastewater. The re-

sults showed that all three types of embedded microbial beads significantly reduced N/P in simu-
lated wastewater within 6 hours. The microalgal beads made by the formulations of PVA 4%:SA
1.5% = 1:1.5 and the microalgae-bacterial beads made by the formulations of PVA 5%:SA 1.5% =
1:1.5 showed the highest removal efficiency, which was 8.99%. And their TP removal efficiencies
were 71.27% and 73.02% respectively. Bacterial beads produced by the formulations of PVA
4%:SA 1.5% = 1:1.5 showed the highest removal rate of TP, which was 73.93%.
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1. 5|15

W AT KT E SEABCR, WARLEEEHN, SSBUKENEE R, WESaiELR
RICHIKAEL e SR 75 K HRAT AL BRI 2 N =2 [2]. —ZRAbHE F BRI EE %, Wik A iR it
KT BFATEEE, BREBIRS YR AR R R SR RIS E, R
R E A AR S B S AE M AR, 4435 7K R AR RNV IR S B LTS e A N B —
TR ST AN R RUEA B 11 SRR e, MR AT =R, R
W5 Btk — 0 AL B AE DL B AR (A LAY S S B AN S5 m] Y I T3]

(] 72 AT A I AR R AR V5 7K =5 K AR BRI £ B 72 — (4], A& 4e B Bl Ak 2% 7 VR i e
4 L SR S R — R e AR R, (R YRR S LR BRI G AR e, R EE S R A
PIEAR . R 2 AR, BRI TR S MR AT, 4058 AT K, A RF K
[T, AN Gy = A RIS G 5] . R AR AR R T A AE I BOR BT 1R ARl 6], BR b, JE
Se T AU AN R 5 TR 2 [ BRI AR DG R P U AL A B SR, B A, AR TR &
[T SR, [ B A AL 88 A A D T B 2 R R T L FR R TS s BB e &/ F ] DRy e 8 A A 4
PR FRBEEU7] [8] [91, [FIBT IR IS5 7K HH BT NP S5 TEHLES T, FEK I LAAHIIE s fid A7 T8 40 fu =R [10] [11]
RIS LIS IS e N BUR, 4 7 BDE (/N ERIE B I RS, 4 KRG, BEDEW/NEREERE XS K H N AN
P 1222 ik ) 92%F1 100% [12]. Yu Shen 55 LA EERREA N ELIETR, SALES NI E ], DLNEREE &
15 7K A B AL A TR AR A [ A A PR 2] 46 ] 72 A /N BREE B SR AR5 7K, 144 AN/ JE NS P R BRFIA
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F] 100% [13].

AP E R T EAA WL . BN RGE. HEEEERSE, R E A
AR b I8 0715, AT DA RO e 8t e 2R 1 e A BUR RS, B bR R BTG
D RIS R [14] [15], ARECT Hoph =F O ik B 5l ARe s BE ARG AR R D
AR B B KA AR A [5] [16] [17] AR A Rk 52 0 ] 5 Ak /N ER RO P, [T A B A P i AR
WS T DA R A AR, DRT I ] 5 T A AR ()3 45 B T 5 e A A SRS v I FH A AL ] 5 AL A A R
HERFTE

1) o, S 1] 5 A A A3k — 5 AR P S P A 3 S ] A /N BRI PR RSk U , A& ] 58 AL/ N ERTE S |
KANRIFRTAR, RFERE, HUGREE KRk, F/NERIE R R T 2% A E 2 A AR
AR 3 fifp 0 H T B2 3 2T T ) 12 Bl P B 4 ) % P T B, R AT A7 A B A TE [T A ) o e B
MR BR8], Bl A N R IURFH PVA MR [ E AR LN, PVA S &R, 24 mE e ek
BN, 2 BRAR I 2 b/ NER A% ML RE[19] [20]: FIH] SA 1E 9l b Bk b kbt SA & &ite,
S [ 72 A/ INER IDRG FE R 5 iBk[21], H H SA Wi EAELE, 23 REna [ 8 10 Nk P ol 2B 47 B0 A6 i vk
MITRE[22]: Qs s s Vs AR W B ST, AT AR i ] 58 AT A= 0 B B8 0 32 5 T 5 AL /N ER TR
PR L . ORG EEFIAL S MR R RN R B [23] 2523 55 AR I A 10% PVA Ry AP RLS , - ] g ANk AT
FREAFIE 16 d [24], =S8 NRIUFI SA TENESEA KL, [l 58/ NsR AT R e A% 1~2 N H [25]. %
o7 RS NR ] 58 A LQ-1 AN AL T, AR WT DASE [ i A /N ER IR A FEL 22 45 d, (H2 AR
[26]. RAESRUL, H AT F [ e AR AR BARTT AR 2, B 9045 JE SR [ 52 A/ N ER (1 4 3 A
Bh B EFIMECTT B, (B ROARE E, [EEA N ERTEEYEZE, (R R, X AR YR b A
22 L R AR AR A it /46 () R [27] [28] [29]

AT 5T 38 B ARG B 1 ] 5 A0 B ARk, 38 e ) 5 AN (R TG LU P S R A A 3R R BEAE 9 B 6 B A
ek ] % B4 [ S A fle /N ER B ME B, Rk 8 T A RGO [ s AR T, 193 T ARG, LB &,
T 1t i I HLAS A R 2 A F B EDE AEATC 77 s DL AN Hb /N EREE Chlorella sp. HN1L A1V M5 7
TR B (it R AP B0 B ) VR s A= AR, SR P JHE V2 20 5l ) 8 ] 5 A EBR o [ A R B % i s A8 - B
B, WEH NH,-N A TP B EBREE, DUHSAS — P a3 B AR G G 7K A U I [ s e T v

2. MRER=E
2.1, BEEW R Bk 2 B A5 B I ZE

2.1.1. BlRRR Nk &

3L 4%, 5%+ 6%+ 7%- 8%k 9% ZMHEE(PVA)AT 1%, 1.5%. 2%. 2.5%. 3%. 4%&k 5%!¥]
TR AN (SA) N EAE R RL, F B AR ELFI(PVAISA = 1:1. 2:1. 3:1. 1:1.5. 1:2. L3)RAMEAHIRE, JL
& 42 FHEAR 2 mm (S AL NER . SRR S i B Ak 6 /NI, ARSI E 2% S AL S AR AT
FRIVR EriA R (R RR EL O 1), #8 BRI 24 /N, SRAGR R LA [ i A bl /N ER

2.1.2. EIEALERL/INERHL4E 35 BE A E

1) PURBREEME: KGR NERE TR L, FPPAR R I /NER, DUNERBRIAEIN B P A A
N AR SRPERIAR bR . BEAPEC T BEALEL 50 AN/ NEREZIIE 50 BT 1E -

2) JyzEsm LN E » REAPIEC TS BEALE 30 M E AR NERTEON ZRTEK A, N7k 2 40 ml, ££ % . 3000
rimin BO2CAE N BEATBERE, DR ] R AR /NER OR B R BEHEPE IR TR F AR 40, LAOR B A A D9 [ 2 AL dbefie /N ek
J1E 5 B AR RE o
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2.2. EMEEMIES

SEUGEE A /NEREE Chiorella sp. HN1L, 23 F¥ R AW 0L AR 8IS BUAE R0 B2k 4lifh
.

/NERE Chlorella sp. HN11 SKH “ TR =57 HFRMgoKER IR, SBFRERTWT: 2RI M
(C1oH16N,0g) 0.01 g/L, R — S 4 (KH,PO,) 0.01 g/L, B2 IV 2%k (FeSO,-7H,0) 2.5 mg/L, it E244(NaNOs) 0.1
g/L, FRFREL(MnSO,) 0.25 mg/L, #4E4: 3R (Byp) 50 mg/L [30], HiFREEK G A . HEm o w s B 7,
R RN 27 (£1)°C, JelEA#IN 12h L:112h D,

TG IR 2 B B 5 KA RIS YR - B E K 5 S I (e ) A PR T VD TS K AR ER TR
156, IMNPIRSARFRZIRE, TN 2000 rimin SRl B Ol B0 6 h, B0 FICT JZUTIE, SR E S WA,
MRS R E G HE MR LB Bk /K%, $59REEm R &AA(NaCl) 10 g/L, R E R 10 g/L,
PRI 5 g/L. 170 r/min $2ER$5F% 24 h, K57 EN 37 (£1)C[31].

Jiti F AR B B Pseudomonadaceae 435 [ /NER3 Chlorella sp. HN11. {55 K H 2216E £ 57
KIEFE, EREA 10 (22)%0, 170 r/min PEPKKEFE 48 h, IRJEH 37°C.

2.3. BIEWEEIKEHIE

MU 2% 2 Fa U K /N EREE SR VR TG VRV Ve BRI, 500 5 WO TR 4 B e RN B 4 I e« AR AL
5 B R g 2 o PR A0 32 [ s Al /NER I 7 DASRIEC 7 43 i B/ N BR G . T v YR A/ INER R - TE S
Je, BRI 2 b R (AN AR TVE 650 mg). [ 52 A6 T BR (B 40 ML JTE 650 mg) FTE 1 i - w2 A BR (40
FUTIE 430 mg + BAIAITIE 220 mg), WI5E7E 6 /N 6 (2.466 mol/m?s) 461, Fotf 25 mg/L NH; -N
& 10 mo/L TP st N Lis /K & B S e i) £, SR EE 3 K.
24. BREBRENDBMEBRENNE

ZHEZR (HFRAFEEE ) (GB3838-2002) [32], I AN IR 43 6 6 20 s R AR
I PR R oy oo B VR I R R A
2.5. HIRLEBF S

K DPS #idfs 4b ¥ 22 G %) SEEG B8 2R AT BN R T 2 90 #r [27]
3. ZRES
3.1. B /NERYER M B E

DAERR /INER BT AR o e it RRE FEE A R S e T R AT 00 (S 30 5 d R H1 1), 3R4% B Fhgg APtk
B B B A /AN EREC 7 1, 1L T, 1V, V(52 1),

Table 1. The formula of in immobilized gel beads

1 BIEMNIKEC S

| 4 15 1:15
1 4 15 1:2
11 5 15 1:15
v 5 1.0 1:2
\Y 4 1.0 1:15
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S LAIX 5 L 7 ) 4% [ e A /R, e FLam . a5 R 1), DL 1.5%HgEERREN (SA) i & 1)
ANER(I N 1R 7)o s 5 55 3 v 1 DA 1% SR BR B (SA) Il & /NER (VL V B JT) (P < 0.05). 4/hek
() SA MBI 1%, 1V V PR ECA ) e 4 0 B2 a9 130~150 g: 4/hER SA WKFE Y 1.5%I, 4
TR K2 VG 280~320 g0 PVA WRFEXS/INERI R 40 B 0 B & 52 24 SA MREEH 1.5%I, PVA IREE
N A%IP/NERE PVA RN 5% /NER 2 8] ) Hs 448 55 6 5. 3% 22 5 (P > 0.05).
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Figure 1. Compressive strength of five kinds of immobilized gel beads

E 1. RFhEE RN R E SR E

PL 1% SA (IV. V BC ) PE R e AR, - [ 5 A& /NERTE 3000 r/min =533 T, 40 min 34257
(] 2)o T EA 1.5% SA (I 1 11 ECT7)VE A 5 A4 R, [ 8 A B /N BR AT B 5 1) ) 2k, 7
80~110 min 4 K EREME, 7E 110~120 min AFAHE. o 1y 10 AP LG4 ) /N ERAE 10 min J5 46 HH 20
D R/NERIETEILG, BoJ7 1 /NERTE 20~60 min A ORFFASEIRAS, 60 min JE /R EMEI R BT NI
/NERTE 100 380 A LR FFFRE 1 ) 5
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Figure 2. Mechanical strength of five kinds of immobilized gel beads

2. AECHEERR N KNFRE

A AR LS s sm B IE, L 1 1 Ny 3 AR T
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3.2. BRI /NERAE M REINE

CARCTT 100 945, sl 18 5 Ao P2 /N Bk TR A 00 0 1 e Bt e R Al i P R S 93 ) 6
T 1A it AP B R T A (PR A T3 1.4 x 10° M) FIBS O 5 PO T R (RN T2 1.4 x 108 M E N RBR EE
TR B

5 TR I it AP B P T e 2 25 BRRSCR AR L, 315 Ao 33 11t PR B A ) e 20 25 R R0 B 2 P AIK
MR BRI R T, WREY A B OIEEE S, RS MEYNETE, W LA R i
SRR E A S RO TR o ] 5 At ER AR B M BT ERAE 8 h Ja BB R B B R ANE MERE LB R T 4 h,
YTt PR PP 1 20 3o o] e BV [ e S e e Ae s R LR AR A G, B R B AR
SERT DA RS PR A Mt SR SR (K 1 S (2 2) 0 R AP 14 1 Pt G P BT Bt 4 A7 TBUAE LB WA B 77
S E, WL E i IR M R R TR E A7 AEE > 2 D H, JITRD/INEROR Hh LA R B4 R i 4 [
TEBNER TG

Table 2. The efficiency of nitrogen removal and phosphorus removal with suspended bacteria fluid and immobilized bacteria
spheres

*® 2. BFERSEENERN R R R E

Suspended bacteria Suspended bacteria Immobilized bacteria Immobilized bacteria
fluid-2 h fluid-5 h spheres-4 h spheres-8 h
Removal rate of 32.67% 73.48% 1.97% 5.75%
ammonia-nitrogen
Removal rate of
—18.28% —19.62% 9.70% 11.64%

total phosphorus

3.3. EEAFEEXN TR ERUE

DAOCIERT I 1 0 =P A/ INERTC 7 ) 2% [ e ALt e /N ek, B /N ER AR TS R, 703k
5 1 e AL R EK | [ A BR BRFN ] 2 A0 - B A B (R 3)- Wl i) 45 11 ] 2 AT A R PE I ' 2514 (2.466
umol/m?s) T, 6 /IMFFPIXH NH; -N & TP 1345,

Table 3. The formula of microalgae microbial beads, bacterial microalgae beads and microalgae -bacteria microbial beads

3. EEWER. BENEKRMEENLE - BEEREE

No. Total microalgae dosage (mg) Total bacterial dosage (mg)
I-C 650 —
11-C 650 —
1-C 650 —
I-B — 650
11-B — 650
111-B — 650
I-CB 430 220
11-CB 430 220
11-CB 430 220

[F 7€ AL BEERTE 6 /MIRFAS 25 mg/L NH,-N (% BR %0y 4.61%~8.99% (14 3). FLJT | W& LFRFEN
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8.99%, w3 T H AP ANECTT RIBRER . [ 8 AL R R L PR R B R T B EEER, U 2.95%~3.25%
(P <0.05). mMELEE - FEAE, MEBREERARE, BT N KECREZFR T HEWMET, X
BEBRFILT] 8.99%, MHECTT N IR 0.76%. 45 SRR WIBCTT 11 )4 10 48 1 Bk 2 S0 I 32 2 AR R

14.00%
2 12.00%
E
& 0
£ 10.00% g dgoy, 8.99%
8
£ 8.00%
g 6.30%
S 6.00%
o 4.61%
8 3.70%
= 4.00% 295% 3.02% 3.25%
3
o
£ 2.00%
3 0.76%
0.00% =
I-C 1-C 1-C 1B 1-B 1I-B I-CB I1I-CB II-CB

Figure 3. Removal rate of ammonia-nitrogen of immobilized gel beads
3. EEEA/NEREY NH;-N FKRE

6 M/, [EEALFEERRT 10 mg/L TP [F 2R3N 70.61%~72.18% (14| 4); [l & 4b B B S fife 1) 22
B e 5 ] 2 A B BRAH LU T 23 22 S  TRC T | I RO S A — T B2 6 BROGT S ) 25 R (1K T [ o A BT R,
EECTT 1 B RO B 22 bR N 73.02%, SRR 3 2 57

90.00%

B0 e 72.18% 70,610 5% 72339% T334% 1 100, 00.73% L2
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Figure 4. Removal rate of total phosphorus of immobilized gel beads

4. BEEWERRNIRE) TP KRR

DOI: 10.12677/wpt.2021.94019 161 KI5 G Je Ab B


https://doi.org/10.12677/wpt.2021.94019

ESh

farey
=¥

4. g

BIEMBIRT DA NP RS — SRR RS T2, Wit B3R, MRS, eMIEAREL
D8, KA RN R T A B A, (BRI PV A R R 2, HLRSR A [33] [34]
[35]. WEFLREH, WFERRANF)T/NEREEA K, PRI SRR, (MR, fET5/K P 5 g iR Sh 1 It
RG], YR A A AR [21] . fln, GRS NGB BB A 7 K5, & 5r1E E th/Nakot ih
Wi, nRES SRR PR [36].

PR ERE S THEY, WRAEINEG . R OIFEEPVA)E[37]. XA Z A 5 2 B
Ao FRVERELT, MBS =, 2B MERERRE . (B R AN T B LR B, KBl AE 40 i 1)
PEEOR, 1M HBRIE M Z AT AL thah, PR CIRREVE GRS, 75 R0 FH A0 8 ] v 550,
AR B A= a5, 2 5 801 4 1 ] 2 oS A 0 TE PE PR [38] 1T B4 2R S MG EBE IR B 6% K LA L,
[i] 72 A IE R /N ER R IANE B B, AR T /NSRS S e B A e & E

RONGEEWR IS =wy, BB R, NG RER, FEERE ™ E RIS, (6156 e Nk 5 [39]
[40] [41]; T 4G EERR BN FE I ARET, NERIGERE AR, B RIER A RMR[42]. TSN K IE
F 10%%R IRBEAN 0.5% SRR ENTE R B MBI, % PVAWRER R, MR 15°C 8 KR E T
PR sk BN 2 3 Bl /N BRI BE AN RS B [43] . RXEESE AFIH 4% SA. 10% PVA. 0.6% CaClyfENE Ak
HIESER, P& PVA IR 8%THE 12%, /NERMAERE FFiE, BEsema NeRAE R PERE[44]. RIHFRAT]
DL PVA F1 SA PP RHEAT A RV FERC EE I SEES, 3RS T =M s veiRie B, B a3 i AE ) e 4l 4
1 ] 7 A IR /ANERTE 77 (1s 1 1) o 55 SRR B SA MREEXT/NER V) 7 2 iR FEAG R 20, PVA MR BE RS /N Bk
fIgatE, LLSA 5 PVA NEABMAMEL, W/NEREE. B, DURE S - e, RENMEYa
RREBS A KA (FE D 45 R)GRFRE TR 2 BEE 2. HERGEE 5o BT A B0E i
KAk 2 NH, BRIE RS RBR T S E AL R SRR YA EDS, HHAREE
RIS N ERTT A B ESOR A o e 4h, FEK BB IEBL T, BT DAORIIE [ 28 fb /N EK 1) 56 3 1 R Bk A= 4
.

] P b 2734 1R [ s A AR A AR B AR TS K O T VR 22 AR, RIS T R R - Luz E. de-Bashan
2 DL %2 TP N AR A R, R [ 2 AN ERE AR R S ARV VS K, 3 KA, ot N I EBRRIA 95%LL
by R P2 ERZR SN 99% [45]. Travieso S5 FH [l & 4 /N EREEAR BE 0.5 L N/KIEVS 44, #14G NH,-N ik
JER 31 mg/L, TPIKEEN 6 mg/l, 7 KJ5, HXF N EBRFRIL 100%, X P [Z5RFIE 71% [46]. ™F
5] FH VS R A ) 28 [ e 3% 1k 95 VR R /N R VR P R B B, ZE IR BNTS /K (B2 46 NH, -N R B2 19.1 mg/L) 2644
T, REL10 KRG, et NH, -N 1255 60% [47].

SR AN 22 0 ) T 3000 5 ] e A S AR DT 3 R DA IR U 2 PR  [48] o T ESE BRI v, 98D /NER KT
15K AL RIS TR R T PR, SRR o DR AR SE 046 J AL FR N 1B), ARSI 00 V5 7K A B (¥ 55 06
WEE, W2 T 6 /NI EDE AN Z A S 2R . GRR, 6 /NN B LR R R
e AR C T | PR ] S AR BRAITEC T 1 (R B R, PR 2R 179 8.99% . HUXT 22 B 3 7 N 3] 71.27%A1 73.02%:
[i5] 5 AR BRO6 LB 11 5 BR 2 6 /NI L B 73.93%.

eI g R LAEH, T NH,-N B ERRE, B/ MR T BEE R RS, M TP 2%
MERANTERG . MRS, BT BRI AR, DABHR/NEREE LB B B0,
AR, LA RGO RUE I 25 bR DRI BRI 45 A AN IR T S, B 1338 - B LA R et
BB 2R B LR G R, X TP MR RF R E & TR, SHERICREER, M NH,-N K2R
HEFERSIECTT | BT REZER, BEm T HAEE WA MR HRAERSLTFMT, IR
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W RS R 2 I I IS A AR PP A R SR ABTROMIEL, AR S06 RS A OLA 6 /N, HL
FEFET G55 T (2.466 mol/mZS)AbFE, /NERTEE (AL KoAR B AE B B HRAS DRI 52 A R J% I s A 3 -
HE A R AN ERER BB M. s, FraMmmEyE A, SEmOmEERE. Bk, &k
— L0k RS S NREEAE K R bR, SRR R AR R AN B R, BER T I RS
1 AL E R

TR 52 1 LTS K b 835 e RO 7 ) (GB18918-2002) Fh 1 2 4k 11745 /K AEHE R BT 75 285t b
A B AR b — ARG B bR b Ml R S B A R 8.0 mg/L, AR S B A 1.0~1.5 mg/L,
“ bR R R R A AL 25.0 mg/L, SRR A BT 3.0 mo/L. R AR S o £ 1A
FRCHEER T A BRI ] 5E ALTE - BRI R 2 R R S B R, BRI B s B T — kR
HER) B FRAE[32]-
5. &5ig

g TR, R S A S, BRI K, B BRARESA, B—RRE. B
FEAG . REEIELEAT . IRIRRIH VS KR i, ol SEBRM 25 0. ELR SE A N IR AN B0, 76
Sz BRI 82 P HH Rl 2 RO B e 5 5 B M AT (A B R G5, M LA AR BB TS /K B 1 /N . BB S
B FTRURBALIS AT IR A S RIS 0 I, AR o e A SR DA % ] 2 A 3 — T S A BR AT KR 7 195

IR AL ER A, o
E&TE

W RFAE R SCE A IE (W H %5 hdjy2065).
£ 30H
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