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Abstract

Nitrate (NO; ) pollution in wastewater has become a serious global ecological problem. Biological
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denitrification reduces NO; to nitrogen (Nz) through denitrification, which is an efficient and eco-

nomical process for removing NO;. However, as an electron acceptor, NO; must accept electrons

from electron donors to complete its reduction, so the difference of electron donors seriously af-
fects its denitrification performance. This article reviewed the recent progress of various electron
donors for biological denitrification. According to the type of carbon source (electron donor), de-
nitrification could be divided into heterotrophic denitrification and autotrophic denitrification. This
review summarized and compared biological denitrification processes based on different electron
donors in terms of denitrification performance and environmental impact. And it is proposed that
exploring the optimal configuration of heterotrophic/autotrophic denitrification and different com-
binations of organic/inorganic sources may be future research directions.
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AR A R R ER((NOS )5 G TR — /N BRI BT A . AN TE S (a4l H (13 = Al ) 2 NO;
TR T ERYE 1] [2]. NO; V52 FEUKEEEBINEL MBI R, B NRAIK, B N R R 3].
SR IR AR e FIRR B 25 51 2> Ll e 1 AR 7K o NO; I FRAE AR e, 1ZBRAE R 43 HIMIKF 10 mg/L Fl
11.3 mg/L NOj;-N,

5 & Fp 25k NO; MIBRA I E IR M . B FA8H . [RIBIE)MLL, AP U — P e B AR 3L
M FVE4]. A AR, NOE MM 72k, # R RE N EF AR, Hh R
TE AT AAORIR A T FIRE S, D Eo SO A I P2 2 DG F L[S ]. AR TR 2R Y, R AE AL
A9 N R TR AT B 75 R o 777 SO A A A AL G 04 v A, 0458 VRO B R (18] AN e e 25
FRE. RS A E A IR ner 4 K. BAR. RONEES) (6] [7]; BRI &Y,
BAIE(H) EFEEAESGI A, TRBMFAREKRL) . Tk EFS). M@ FeS. Fe,S
N FeSHVE N TEA1R[6] [8]. — Mok, T HIRgNE A Kok B, o8 mstb bt B 77 A LA
H R 255 . AT, AMEAE NG I T s B R . R, B SR RSB A S —
FERTZ9][10].

LT R B SR AR A AR, 3 LAk, AT 2 090 T 5 T AN [ B A4 1) S i
ACRTAT PERIARILIE [ 11] [12] [13] [14] [15] —LBBFF0N G065 T o0 s TR I B 97 SO AL IEAT T 245738
B 5 A s A, BEEE A TN AT AR LA Z 8k . Rk, ASCsR T AV AR
B R R NP T 3 O ot A N i SR P N 7 WP S £ I ey e R e NS ) R (S R A R Wi
A BRI FH 1) BT 1t I
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- NO = N,0 > N,, eI D HRIEEEENAR). WK I REENIR). — S E0E
JE B (NOR) A A2 AL T ZUE JE BE(NL,OR) o HEL T~ F AR IR (B HE - BEAR) 28 A% 0 BEAL o 5 B 2K L T 32 AR (R R
), CLUSERL 1 NO; FIAEDE [ 16] [17].

3. AEIRFHEE

AR B A B YR AN B A R IR AL, 1 AL PR E R RS Y. B L
YA R[18] [19] [20]. S ABAk T AR 22K 1 BT .

Figure 1. Types of denitrification carbon sources [19]
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3.1 BHEFHE

WS, GFEANIR. BE. BE, b, BSRE. WEE. CREAE &R R I
AHER: ARSI 2509 i 1 BRI SO AL S S2 40 R B«
5CH,COO™ +13H" +8NO; — 4N, +10CO, +14H,0 (1)

TESRNH, BETREL B Je iy IR AHTEE A, S8 )5 SE4HEE A v Lo kN TCA T8 28 E #0520
WA . X T DLNBRIE N IR SO, TNIRR & Je e (b N I I Aie Ao 18— RV BRI SN, T
FRAHEG a S AL VBRI BEAHEG a, POOEGZEDAE R o PRARIE, WERE 3 iR A B D T s, X S80E
e ISR A 2R (21 ] B4, (VRS VEA Jk 5 1 SO A 22 4 2 v T 5 — VFA BE 5T (B an B PR 26
REREE . TEREEAIRER ) I AL R . MR A VFA RSNt SO EFIEIE LS 1%, ERER
0.754 g NO3-N/g VSS [22].

kG : BE(BIan AP EE . CEEANH ) AT AR SO Ak 18 AR 7 Ads . B RSORT e 8 LI H T A,
SN s :

5CH,0H +6NO; — 3N, +5C0, + 7H,0+ 60H" 2)

5C,H,OH +12NO; — 6N, +10CO, +9H,0+120H" 3)
e AR, B B e B AN SR T R RS AL N IR, T OB 2
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TR EATmRAH NN LA A, RGN TCA TG OB S, 29 40%M CBEH TRAE . H
T AR BT AR MU i B ), e &2 TR K AR 3 [23].

BEIS: FRWECART AT R . AWERD T 8 B FOSURE (U e . LB AN £ 4 ) 35 mT Ay SOF A4 A Py Fh -t
Mo Hodr, AR AR R aE, RS

5C,H,,0, +24NO; +24H* — 12N, +30C0, +42H,0 (4)

SRR, HEREE S OATENER, RN R . FEREE A TR 1 RO A KT
BERR R o MLAh, 8 FH A 2T R AR i AR, AU IR hid JFON R AR B9 038, S8~ 2,
TS FH T TR 6 B SR AR P ik, IR SR R . thsh, SEERRERAN CREARLL, 5 FH A A H
NHLT AR NO; FLE I NLO A B 51241

R HUE R, [ SR S R B8 AR I R M VR R 2 3 B A BT G U < R
TR, A1 [ AR BURE (0 358 TR IRA IR - A RL R 1 T A W At 5 6 W) 1 g FL - A3 P 2T A S A A 2
N NO; ZBRIHT R T 2[25] [26] [27] [28]. BEABE R ZE W 2 Fios.
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of solid-phase denitrification [28]
2. EfAR U TREE28]

RIREDIEEEGYIMEL: —RINEEAYER. FL YR BURTUR RN EY R SRR et . A
e 2R TET PRACNURE) AT LA A SO AL B A . W TE T DA AR LR R BT A I
LB : AR EFLERRLE Se K AR S/ 7 T A WU S (B U si &0, 285 A s i A 20 1 45 FH [29]
FELPYER . L ERMAT RS, YERBEDPIVEM, OGP AYER, RERBAERAMM . —
S SR AL A B A TT DA BB AR PSR} o A PR B 21 A R D v AR 10 B i e T 3 A T ok
JHA e BT B B SR AL TSR [30] REARA T LT 4ERTRIANU AT LA S i A 2 e 1) R 1 (A A, i L
T HAECR KT BEL R AR, 36w DAE BRI B3R . Hellman S8 N[311KIL, IS EANFEAT SN g%
T NO; FILEBRFRA T SR 3.3 Ao X EER BT AN SR s P IR BT ER R LABUE PRI T & B
TP FARE RN A% o FE ARV A2 5 o R IR T4 JFOR} S S 3 ) RO& AT . R BRI AR BE T LA
BRI AR . BTN GRS IR, A RN S R TS B, AR IR ) SR AL 0 T 4.5~4.8
firo UEAh, Fan SE N[32)KHL, AT EOBRPAL BN R 1 S Migsrh i) COD B, JFfem 1R

ERATEDERR G SR AEERE ST, WERIARPLA). BT ZRT “BER(PBS). ¥
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CABE(PCL) RERIELEIREL(PHA) B-3-F3E T BR(PHB)AN 3-F2 35 T MR- L5 A JE B (PHB V) i AIE W 2 & 41
SR G T A . 5 R LA RIRAL, B /KA B R R S B3R — 0t @ R AP IR
AT ARV BE AR SR -G R K R 22 S i ZUE R ) R R R, LR R LR AV E K E =2 —[33],

56, BEMARFAHL, X5 BEREE VBB REANERDOC)EK . 75 AbBLAHER #5715 JL 11y
TKAME C/N /KD Z g isKk) 8 H & BOnT ARV B SRS i A T SO A AR B2 09T, AR IX LUHT
FeH, kK NOS IKJEAE 25 42 60 mg/L A, SOEAGEARALE 0.19 % 3.80 g N/L-d JGEI N [34], —Lehff
FOREE BT ARV BRSPS BRI B B Proke e AIRG )R G, ARRISAS . Yang 55 A [35]
KL, S5¥A PHBV R4iAHtL, PHBV F&5¢f1 PHNV 488 24K R s SR, A EE R,

3.2. FTHlBEFHHE

TR THA: W Hy R EYIG HS™, S*, S°F1S,07), WAKMIBLE (B FeS. Fe,,S
M FeS) B KM THFRMALE, EESTIRMBE LKAHE8] [36].
A(Hy) 2 H 78 S TE 1) B AR kA, A8 H, AR F T O 10 SO AL S R R T «

2NO; +5H, +2H* - N, +6H,0 )

REHEEFRREHERE T RIBKEE . 2208, At EEMRPREE. 50877
W R pH AEN 7.6~8.6. BT 2UE 7= B ALTHFE H, PRIzl 2 75 2451 pH 1E.

H, BB R ReR, (HHAEKA o s A B2 PR 1 AR R o 4, H, (22 4 o) @it 2 K
FURL N FH B PR A o Aok, BRBOR IR R AR 75 Rk A BAL B i T — 26 A &gk AR, e n LA
SR TN TAHBNBAH AL 5T . I v S LR 4R AR N SR B IR AT SR SR 22 i 58 . Park S5
(3743 1 vh 2B £F YR AL W) R S B2 (HF-MBIR), b i B8 & T 98%, S R AL &Ny 2.42
g-N/m*-d.

BT I PR SR AR A, IR AR B B AR AR, X DL A SR B TR AL R
GR(BES)H, BIMRAEMIIE b () B A Ak 240 1 R AR A g AE Fdl B2 AR AR Zha S8 N3 HL,  FIAKIM
AR B ZEFE ) Hy /2 BES H i E A, RUONASER £RI6 SR 2 L H, A2 BUSEE Ry 100 . (EE
B, T AFRREEE, BT B 08 B S B R R SRR SR R, T DL R AR
1T . = FHBETT T AE BES VA TR BB S AL 1t e, 1% Mg ik 3] 0.017~0.062 g NO;-N/L-d
Wb PEA B T 7K IS o Mahl 58 N [3918 % T — NP O SL A MEAL )AL R 48, 7 0.066 2 0.200 NO5-N/L-d
A 2R, SEEL T AU ) NO; ERRF(>95%).

LS5 BES [N &5 (HA P HLHR) IO RH IR #h 2 bR e 1 2 B AR AR I BR 1), I AERITF R 1 =
YA I R S N 28 (3D-BER).  7E 3D-BER ™, i (AC) 85 H A VR A (1) AC I8 7E PHAR A B 4K
ZI8], FVESE =AU f b o XA S = AR A TR AR KR AL T EE R AR, T Has s hn 1 &0
&, 15 2D-BER AL, 3D-BER (1) HLI AN SAH AL 73 42 5 1 76%1 35% [40].

RTINS Y. — A [ IR0 B AT LA A AR Ak &9 (Bt H,S, HS™, S*, 8,07, SYHE
NRAEAI B A . B ERALA) . BRRER AR BRIER 35 1 SO Ak S S i R (B 20(8)~(10)). f#HH 8,07 T
FH - o] B S I bE LAt SRR Ak S 0 B R AL TR R, ' 2 S EUE SRR 2= % [9] [41].

58°" +8NO; +8H" — 580, +4N, +4H,0 ®)
58° + 6NO; +2H,0 — 580, +3N, +4H" Q)
58,05 +8NO; +H,0 —10SO; +4N, +2H" (10)
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A i S (S -chem) &) 32 F T &l g, (H AR KA MR ] 1A R R . Rk, —2emf7e A B
¥ BB RUBCE A AR S° (S bio), IR TMVERPIIR B R AR S (B0 4 A R 10 B /KR DR AR A= A2 1Y
OGR4 . Zhang 55 AN[42]013R 7 S° bio fE BRI ARSI HLF ik, JF3R13 T LK S° chem 5 1.7
RS . BhAh, SN SO-chem FIREAY) M BRAHEL, TR0 S°-bio M) v 2% HA 4T ()
A RE

TV S A R A P2 AR 1 HoS 7E 100 ppm I MA@ B 2, 3H 70 PR B A A Wi e 2 T )
& NO; JE K I 22 % HoS, AT g & — A RN 25 B HoS F1 NO; A BT AR AE B2 B IR FAT T,
A NO; 7 3R AE 0.07 ] 0.31 g@N-m Z[AI, H,S MR (>99%)-3 d™' (N/S BE/REL = 1.2~1.7).
A WDRIE RS S HoSO, AALRE R 238 JF i ¥k Paracoccus MAL THM19 1 [RAEW58 AL TT AAE 5 NO; i R R
P HoS KBRE[43],

BRI FE R ARAG IR AL IS I B A, EAE SRR SN, B BB AR AR IR 6 225 S A 435 Ve R ik
B — R R A BT SRR, X SRR R &K (A0 pH. DO R &) B A i3 1 [44]. Yang 5 A\ [45]
KT LA A F - B RS e B 7R I A S BE R, 2R BLARESHEAT 600 2K, B RIFMER
5E M

Fe® Al Fe''s 4l Fe' VA AN A HL AR, AW RIEEA D) I BT AT e R A . R Fe® i h S5
H, i, R Fe K P AR (S5 30(11)). BUE I AL o] LMEE =R 1K) H, BFREER R . ]
i, AEAEYINO; 5 Fel i, A& )32t NH A2 N, (BR(12)). KA Fe’ A g 3 as
IR R (13) LA EL ] Fe IR JRAEZEYD NO; B R 4T, KA N, VR NS & = Lk NH 545 Fl . 4810,
A AN P T Gt 2K NOS I SN NH o 75 BRI SRR S /b NH 1774 WFR N LR B, Fe’
WS A BRAR T B 20k AR B9 NH =48 . Bhdh, A& 8524 Fe', Billn(Pd\Cu)/Fe’. Cu,0-Cu/Fe’
A TiOy/Fe’, W] LA Fe” i JRAEA 4 NO; 1 N, i85 [46]

Fe’ +2H,0 — H, + Fe** +20H" (11)
4Fe” + NOj +7H,0 — 4Fe*" + NH] +100H" (12)
5Fe’ +2NO; +6H,0 — 5Fe”" + N, +120H" (13)
Bk Fe 4, M8 Fe' 1A v T b ity SR Ao PR B 4% 52 06T, FLRBE I R
10Fe™ +2NO; +24H,0 — 10Fe(OH), + N, +18H" (14)

Ruby %5 A\ [47] 1 U 82 B9 K UTURR A Fp A7 Fe! AL AN IR B 3d JiL o SR 1T, 7E 8% 1 SR f 20 4EBF 7T,
RN AR, KEHI BN Fe'' b LR R IR0, N EANUBRAAAE RS A K . XA
MRSE AT ) Fe! S A0 B U2 — Rl (AL I A= it A2, 3 A2 Fe' 590 M 0P TR) =0 (B NOS ) A 1 Bk 25 S o
WrFE R, B Fe ML EIER, AT LK 9% OB AG 7 A2 10 NO; ELEIE 5N N, 3k N,O. Meyer 25 A\ [48]
RS T NL,O T H 8PN R, R MR it =y, 1 Fe' Atk A o 3 S

IEAESR,  NATTXHEREE B 75 IR ACTE PR K AL 3R rp 1 B FH AT TRIFSE . SR, TEIXSEmF i, smgh2s
FR#(0.07~0.33 g-N/L/MXT AL, deoh, KHHEAT A=A 0 =M BT Re 2Tk, SFBURILIE T
B o AR IRIBIE T 5 B2 R EOUHS It SR v ok B S K45

FeS: itk Wik(FeS). WiF BN (Fe, S)MBEEN (FeS,) n] LA 1E SRS AL (1) H T~ A4, Hrb iy s B i 4%
(15 FI(16)FfIR AARAE AL R TR (SR (15 F(16)), S SCVEAHLF BRI L, 7 A BT ER £ /D

10FeS+18NO; +16H,0 —10SO; +9N, +10Fe(OH), + 2H" (15)
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10Fe,_ S+2(9-3x)NO; +(16-12x)H,0 —10SO> +(9-3x)N, +10(1-x)FeOH, +(2+6x)H"  (16)
2FeS, + 6NO; +4H,0 — 4502 +3N, + 2Fe(OH), +2H" (17)

ORI ST 1 3 TR AL I SRS AE S R ARE SR AL B R o Mao 45 N [49] 9l 1 2 T3
YA B AEPE R K AT RN A, A AR SR T Sl TR SE 180 RINFEAMMELE LK. Li
NSO T HESE A" H IR AL E eI 2R, o 95.9%IK) NO; RTBLA] 24 h (9 HRT Bk, £
Yang 58 N[STRIRTFCR, QKGR BET H 77 A £ Vg sSe L 1 SRR HRT (1.2 hy M i) 280 %%
R (99.6%) 0 BLAN, IR T T RIURE IR - B0 AL Ak T Ak BRI A d 2 0 228 T B A Bk ) S R AL R RE FR 52

RIS n (e R A T 2 H T SRR AL B BB D SR — TR R B . H R AN 2 R
Yol QU AT i T RS B A RS IR AER ] 2 AT AL AT . Zhao S5 A[52]IAN, FeS,
ATREE S B P MG, SRR TEMRENS,05 , AR PR AL R . Hosono 45 A[S31HENT, [AH1LE
A g AR FeS, RMMITC R M(S), MAZE A H FeS,. Huang [S41HEM, WEEDIF LR TR & %15
T FeS, AN EY T BRI S°), 2RJ5 S° i AL R B Ak BRI .

4. TRIRFHIFHES

FIT NO3 A ) B A A L7 A R 39 B3 100 S A 2R AR DU R A BE R R VP Al o AR A 4
TP AN [ F - A TR SO A T e (IR 6 25 B ) MR o | T L - AR ) B AN A R S L B4 T
B BRAERAEAEEARRAE R A, R R R AR R Z 5.

4.1. REERE

W, AL AR 0 S 7R SO A E A O - AR 1) B 7R SO A B I RO A
DRI Ay S5 7 BB e T8 o LU ) 7 S B A B L AT B s R B 2R R e . W AR PR 2R R P % S i A P e
IRRFEm o JAEAGTE T DL E 4R R+ BRI A . tesh, WA A B S i, Bk R
A Ja AR AP AL e TSR, R ST B AR I [ AR R TR R A B T T2 O E .
FA G B AT A ) i 5 G DA DR FL T 45 A 1) S 5% IO A T LR TS5 488 T A% S iR A AL SR UL IR R IR 3k 2%
B o 72K 2 B0 & BRI 70, A5 FH 5 i mT AR B il SR -6 P LU A R SRR BT £ AR RAT BE e I B 8L
TR AEY) I N4, 2448 PCL 8¢ PBS 1E N ML 7 AR, NO; LFrZFEHE N 1.23~3.80g N/L-d 41f
AR BT, HIGHEN 0.01~0.06 g N/L-d. 2811, —S6@F 50 N G1ERH, RIRA R L 4EpDRLnT DLV R
N T B A BT R [55].

AT S, S5HAL A TR T ZME, T H, 60 RS R 5 R 2 LR R
FEFLCIE LN, JET Hy IR 0 R A AL 22 b R 70 SO A LA B S A IR h 5B e o XT3 T H, B RH
&, BT Hy BR/K I R SOl A 22 1) 3= EERR I PR 3R, DRI O U (b 2 21 450 v] LLod i {2 ik H,
VAR i SO A 2 o 7E H FE P S AR AR A VI S R A8 b, IR 3 PRV Y 0.8~2.9 g N/L-d\ X
TR A, ARG, S,0 MR LMRFHES T ST 8% M T H s Ay FIHE, S0
A B R S Y A S A . 36T S,00 i LR AUR A5 e I N 85, E IR £ R ]
1EE] 6.72 g N/L-d [56].

A — e S B [ 37 AR I A Fe® BB AL i k. SR 1T, 7EJE T FeX RIfnibik
() B A Js I 2 HHOWE 8% 1) ) B RO A 26 23 7 AN B I 0.33 1 0.38 g N/L-do A X S AR FRY S A A3 26 B |
TEANTH T B .

P R TS P A R A PR SR A R (R R 2k 25 B 3 R 28 o bR T P A PR SR AR A AR R
JE OMVESECE . R AR AR, SO A T =R T R AR
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Table 1. Difference in denitrification performance caused by electron donors

=1 BTFHESIRIORELEEER

T %%%@SWE
] % B 15.6~50.6
AR 10
LiiEea 30.97
PCL 25~35
ALY 69
TARAR R #h 23~278
TARARR #h 70
Fe*" 120
Fe®* 40~60
e 7R 28.0
TR 50
TR 99.28
it + K7 36.5

TR 25 BR e
(%)

88~92
79
98.5
88~99

93.7

97.7
34.6
81
96
45.7~94.5
39.7~56.4

100

R R R %
(e NIL-d))

0.17~0.46
0.01
0.044
1.23~3.80
0.33
1.24~3.25
6.72
0.09
0.33
0.027
0.006~0.012
0.33~0.38

0.018

SR

HFEIR
HR
A=Wid g
HRR
RIORLT e S5 L 3
TRAGIR S 2%
ERAREG VIR
ot/ W/ N=REREIZS
ERAREG VIR
A E PR N 2
THAREE SR 2%
ORI R [ N 2
RSB IR SR 2%

4.2. IR

TIRA BTG RIS RAL G 7T R T BT . R
SRIBLIE A FR . L2, AL T SR AR B R .
BT H, R R P AN S AR AT Z R &4, Ik,

MRS, RIS R R, TR
H, RIEEE e, 78
BRI BB e R B . T B

R SO M AL R E B . E IR HE R K SO MR EE /K AR HENR T~ 250 mg/L. Ak,
2/ AR S BRAL S VIR R . 38 2 a5 T A R A BT AR A D B

Table 2. Advantages and disadvantages of electron donors in denitrification process

2. RENERERAERFRANRERS.
RN Lyl (7=
HE 1o B R AR R PO IR 3D % N =T,
@%’ f R 1 5 Y/ CEY IR N
? PR AT AT HR R [42]
RIRA EELE A KiE DOC B, By
4 i - AEH A B R [45]
IS REsty] 5 Eady] it Ak R R vy RN [46]
g AR = S AR R AERHE R B 28805 s
7 T N,O B DAMO 4K AK[47]
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Continued
ST ATUE A
H, e B H, 224 ) s
H, RV AR R ] T s N % [48]
Hlers EmIK; PR IR R TR R £
s A 5 5RRT M, KR,
N,O HE &AL T 7 7% Al ik R ] pH {E[50]
Fe’ A 3 L R R NH; HIJERL[51]
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