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Abstract

Anaerobic ammonia oxidation (Anammox) is a cost-effective nitrogen removal
technology that does not require carbon sources or oxygen supply. It has been utilized in
the treatment of landfill leachate. This study focuses on three treatment plants: TWT, BL
and XF, which had achieved successful cultivation or inoculation of anaerobic ammonia-
oxidizing bacteria. However, due to long-term changes in water quality, this research
employs digital polymerase chain reaction (dPCR) and next-generation sequencing (NGS)
techniques to quantify nitrogen-related genes and investigate the relationship with
microbial composition. The aim is to understand the differences in water quality and
microbial composition between the past and current.

Analysis of water quality parameters, quantification of functional genes, and
microbial analysis revealed significant differences among the three plants: TWT, BL, and
XF. TWT primarily operates with nitrification-denitrification, BL exhibits partial
nitrification, and XF relies on denitrification as the main nitrogen cycling pathway. In the
past, all three plants harbored three types of Anammox bacteria, namely Ca. Brocadia,
Ca. Kuenenia, and Ca. Anammoxoglobus. However, presently, only Ca. Brocadia and Ca.
Anammoxoglobus are found in the TWT plant, with BL showing a certain proportion of
Ca. Kuenenia. Also, no Anammox bacteria were detected in the XF plant. The diversity
and abundance of Anammox genes have decreased in three plants compared to the past.

According to water quality conditions, carbon-to-nitrogen ratio and the addition of
supplemental carbon sources, greatly influence the presence of Anammox bacteria in the
plants. BL plant demonstrates a favorable carbon-to-nitrogen ratio of 1.4, which is
conducive to the growth of Anammox bacteria. However, the increase in concentration of

additional carbon source-methanol in the BL plant and the elevated septic tank effluent

v
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concentration in XF and TWT plants, leading to higher COD levels, have altered the
composition of dominant genes in each plant and created an unfavorable environment for

Anammox bacteria, resulting in decreased abundance of Anammox genes.

Keywords: Landfill leachate treatment plant, Nitrogen cycle, Gene quantification,

Microbial analysis, Anaerobic ammonia-oxidizing bacteria

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



B A
Bl B 45 o
Fe B AR
F o FE B s
LL BT H B s
12 FEFT B e
13 FFF B S
E é}gk‘}'/éﬁ ........................................................

2.1 BBFIRBOR ST Bk ZE B T

22 F FETR oo
221 A T8 F T oo,
222 %A E T oo,
223 FF F I oo,

23 RREZF MIFT e,
231 RRFE £ F 0T 2R
232 RE &5 "2yt R
233 RF 4 F “HA P ABHEA
234 RF & F “icd poenmre il
235 BERFAF AL FE o,

................................................. 5

................................................. 6

................................................. 7

................................................. 8

................................................. 9

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



24 2 F A B BT e 21

241 T R LFFd4 5 & (Real-time Quantitative Polymerase Chain
Reaction, qPCR) .....uviiiiiiii e e 21

242 iz iyt 2 & ik (Digital Polymerase Chain Reaction, dPCR) .. 22

o = I N SO 24
3.1 FEREE FBIEE oottt 24
B30 F BT BB e 24

312 FERT RBLUEE oo es ettt 26

32 BRI H oo 28

R I T I N 5 i 2T 29
RTINS T 29

332 B R FIRT T EID e 29

34 PR FTA T 2 s 30

3.5

3.4.1 R &% %571 (Mixed liquor suspended solids, MLSS) % £ 4

R /5 #]48 (Mixed Liquor Volatile Suspended Solids, MLVSS) % 47......... 30
342 EF AT S E I e 31
343 it 2 % ¥ (Chemical oxygen demand, COD) %A 47 .....ccoovvvrnnnne. 32
344 ABERATE LA BEFT A 3T oo 32

3.4.5 %213 #m (Dissolved organic carbon, DOC) % 4 % (Total

NIrOZeN, TIN) A T oo 33
3.4.6 TN F A T e 35
A L - TSR SRPSRR 36
3.5.1 2 § @i pe (Deoxyribonucleic Acid, DNA) 3 B~.....cccoveee, 36

352 T £ R &4 F & (Real-time Quantitative Polymerase Chain

Reaction, QPCR) ... 39

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



3.5.3 #cix it % ps T & & (Droplet digital polymerase chain reaction, dPCR)

..................................................................................................................... 41

3.5.4 A FIE A (Gene CloniNg) ..ovvveeiiiiiieieeeeeese e 43

3.6 VIRF A F BRI e 44

3.7 =+ & 2B & 17 (Next Generation Sequencing, NGS) .......cccceovveniinnn, 45
B L OO 46
41 REZF M FRAFIEFEF o 46

R I - A - O 48
A2.1 BUF ETEA B oo 48

422 B E A AREA CGER/H ©/7% % /%3 R/ORP) .....51

423 BRFFMUEALFERIFFAW 54

A24 T B T E B e 55

425 5 F AT A (FEI > TAHE) s 57

426 PR F LB BFE AT oo 59

43 75 K ETTRADBE AL FLRE oo, 61
431 R TFILER B E T B e 63

TR Sia D) 0 = S 69

44 K% % § i“ B PR (Specific Anammox Activity, SAA) ..cccccvveevrerienne. 74

A5 AR A T oo 77
BT R BBEIETR e 86
T OO 86

5.2 FZZR coveoeeeeeeee ettt 88
rY 2 JF*% ..................................................................................................................... 89
= OO 100

VIl

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



W P &

Bl 2-1 XF 28453338 (Bl% KR 2 ATDBAITI) e, 5
Bl 2-2 % /% (Bernhard, 2010) ....cccviiiiiiiiiiiiic e, 7
B 2-3 /% g 3 it e B34 (van Niftrik et al., 2004) ... 15
B 2-4 f§ £ § i eni M4 (Kartal et al., 2012; Kuenen, 2020)..........c.coceverennee. 16
Bl 2-5 k¥ & § 1 e S4B (Jetten et al., 2009) ..o, 17
B 2-6 PCR * 425 (B 5 KB I NCBIL) oo 21
Bl 2-7 dPCR £ i A28 (Quan et al., 2018) ..covevevceeeericeeieeeee et 22
Bl 3-1 (Q)F 1 ™ 78 (D) R R I 29
Bl 3-2 ECO IC B B 47 2 M 33
Bl 3-3 303 AA 7 R o 34
Bl 3-4 X F RBQ AT (D)7 15 e 36
] 3-5 (a) StepOnePlus Real-Time PCR System (b) ~ i £ & B =% .o 41
] 3-6 (a)QIAcuity digital PCR system (b)8.5k, 24 well Nanoplate ..............cceevrrneene 42
B 3-7 =& * 2K (Next Generation Sequencing, NGS) 7 AF ..cccoovvereienieneieinnennns 45
B4-INCBIAFAEZWHES QFFIVHES OATDHE S 47
B 4-2 (a)TWT (b)BL ()XF Bt T AL imt AR B oo 50
Bl4-3 (@R A/pH & L) ETA/F CBRT = (03 F KT 58, 53
Bl 4-4 & F Bt 22 MLSS 2 MLVSS L. 54
Bl 4-5 XE BURE H D) oo 55
Bl 4-6 & Ftghz 2000 (QTCOD 112 (D)SCOD ..o 56
Bl A7 LHRBE FRRZ 4 F e 58
R 1 ey e b N 58
B 4-9 & FRAREEA FEATJE R oo 58
IX

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



Bl 4-10 2 FR4RBEZ 2NN F 10 Z £ F BB oo en s enin s 60

B 4-11 & 4R BBERE R AR 2 4 %005 i 60
Bl 4-12 2 BT 25 120 B 3 T oot e 65
B) 4-13 amoA fhkfﬂléi’?i?i",ffﬁiifﬁfaé'tt ................................................................ 65

B4-14@RF 25 P ATEREE hoo AFTEPMIE (22 F) L)L 254

R A5 VAR T RES (Mengetal, 2021) e 68
Bl 4-15TWT ~ BL » XFABHE R B et 71
Bl 4-16 TWT ~BL ~ XFAEHE B 25 (B A0 ) oot 71
Bl 4-17BL Ba % @ TR 22 # St AL FIAH T o 73
B 4-18 BL Bt Fe 4% 3 1§, —SAA B HBIER o, 76
Bl 4-19 BL BT 45 5 1 — SAA FEHE B oo 76
Bl 4202 PR E2ZFAIAHE TR () e, 77
Bl 421 3 FRFZFAAHE TR (B) s 80
] 4-22 = Fy % Beta diversity ~ +7 B](a)PCA (b)Weighted Unifrac 4 47 ......ccecvenee 83
WA RBEFF (K H) oAt FffeR 25 FHPEYR (F7 %

Ep ) 2. B¢ CCA % #7 (Canonical Correspondence Analysis, CCA) ............... 84
B 4-24 (a)iE 4 (Yang et al., 2020)7 2 ()T & RF £ ¥ " FIPHE R o 85
1) 1 APCR AL F1F 5B 38 R A T BBloeiieeee e s 100
B 2 APCR AL F]H B 38 B A T Bleieeice e 101
IR )0 R A 1 SN 102
B 4 SAA &R (@) TWT-A (b)TWT-O (¢)XF-A (d)XF-O..oovveeerereecreeeerreenns 102

X

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



2-1 B30 2 A0IRE & F 18 Ferrrrerirenienness st 12
2-2 QPCR V.S, APCR ..o s esses st 23
Bl FH T FEFE e 24
32 FH R BL AT E oo 26
3-3 qPCR % dPCR primer % 7 % annealing temperature .............ccoceevevverresrenrenne. 39
34 QPCR. ZEA P Bl oottt 40
3-5 QPCR. F JEZE Feoviiiieeeeiieetetee sttt ettt n ettt ettt ettt rn e 40
3-6 APCR ZEF L Bl coriiiiiiiie sttt ettt aneas 42
I | L) S T - T 43
3-8 RE £ 5 (CTEMIPIERIE B A e 44
4-1 B3R IB B KRBT AR B ¥ B s 62
A2 HRIRE & F 1AL ¥ B e 75
4-3 & B ® Alpha diversity F58c oo, 83
447 MORAEE R A F CEHBRETS AR H5 417 (>0 83
XI

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



L1Fg 4 R

EFI P E AR BT LR A e B R R L i S
Flad g d R BRI AD 0 N EBERRY 53 RERSE§ U2
o e LE ERMS 2T I HF SHRRS SR 43 (- HAD

g
Pt g 0 de bR BIRIRE - R 2 FoRAREIER Y v LR Fptop
B IR AR RAR L FIEL AR o

Pt B R EJE AT A A BCREIE S N A B R A L 1A S AL B
Wit AL A AR ek R Y BE D R IR TR
Wi FRAT U RN RS S TH T RFASARF TN G
SRR DR FLRE R SRS YR Sb S R R R S )

[

4

ERL)-FLES RS AR

d BT RIS R KL R R e DR o d
BEE R GRS R R A RS R fed B KA Y
PR R iR A VR I B U R o e PRE £ F R TR AURUE A

PSP TSR R E (CN) e B R BRI 0 B E RF S EF A T

FFRTT 812005 SR LA 0 FORE £ F 0RO T e (AR AL -
b3} 5 FEHT FRE DT RRABHE TG AP B EILE
20 S HUHEY A0 & A0 AR R FAT kL RIL ) JFTY P T L E e

R % @ ;b fé% feenk B PFET > oo 442 Pﬁfifvmjx’?ﬁ#i‘[’}—i’%ﬁf
HRILD 5 1T PERF N RRSIRGE T Pt 2 Py Hd 2 K
HL M o B A3 e E AN AL R R A

L7 f25 KARJZR? Rl 7§ AR o

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



12555 448

OB AT S ED L RIS N hiE R - 0 FRIB R e
MR F Y T4 FHEME- -2 F EREP > &R RiR BT ik 5
€$°£ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁaﬂiﬁzﬂi%{%ﬁ@&ﬁﬁﬂuamﬁﬁ@i%
KY2ZF % 0 23 1990 £ g = LT R B ARIE K P OF I Trn"!r‘ % 2
E—RE 5 V0 ORE Z F LT B RAGMAARE S NERESRITE B
HE BB T ERNE DHRBRREL S 2 f =k %1 ’ﬁ‘,%a?:}iiﬁﬁﬂ%fr?é
o

+§3;};§@;§J<xzﬂ T i3 AL E4 s d 3 Anammox 4 R iR 2 ER D FPE
RF Ay PR AT % RAF B Ao B T IE R
FEFCAHE O OTRABFIRREY R AP EE AR 5 F LT
* 5 oK R IR R P A g VTR R fRE S oom LAY 2006 & fBpt 3
TWT 280% 1K aJZR ® 3 I Anammox 75 &0 Fpt 5§ %‘33‘%% TWT R %
{7 Anammox ¥ FREFTIE - BBH BT 2 f 2 (Mengetal, 2021;
Yang et al., 2020) > d 3+ 5 7 & gt "ﬁi FERT B RL E2 5 AT TWT Rt

THERAURE § F MRS AEAT B PRI Y B e BT B s

&

Fd o4 A PR I M Ao RE £ F RS R iR A
BRESSHRANPRTLARFEF O SA i R EF =
¥ E TR Ak

hEEGE Ak ol g f AEREREOEYFL N F S ERFR
P ERFLS AT P RERE T UL AR T T AFF Y
BFEHF ANz BB RAIERY T  F APM A F DR o 4o b d AT
AEFCRFC R TR 0 F B BE N R RIE R TR Z 5k e ST L R TR

B S BR R SR KR A R SRR T B BK R A (R RIE K

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



BEZR B AR g e FP AP F Y B2 ¥ /418 Anammox

e
=

F I3 e Anammox 9= B R F P BAMAPFEE A JIF A F 4 5N

R F A EATL R FHARFE AR U2 B PR PE LR

—

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



137 B th
AR F R A BB IR AL RS G 0 2 B B R R
RREZFC"HPALALOMAFPEZTLLE ) ALY 2 w40

| £ % 2/ (Next generation sequencing, NGS) 4 47 = B £ 38% Ik B

=
—.

KR e PEF e R .

2. I * » F 24 % H ¥ (Quantitative Polymerase Chain Reaction & Digital
polymerase chain reaction, dPCR) & Bl % 4p R 2. # sc E A F] > 22 2 72 o 5 5t 1
P2 PR T 2 F RN G RERAFITESRTM GELTE 5 AL -

3. MR ERFRESE AR A e LR S AR AT P Sl

\\\xr

e FIph R .
4, FEFZ BEEE Lé@mr{m]\%&}ﬂiﬁ"“,}w?mg\ E4

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



¥R v

2.1 235 i% IR B K R IR 2 Rk EE B 3

TF IR EFBAARAREN, 2L F A v FFH o2 m RTE 2 s T FAR
B3 ¥ (Municipal Solid Waste, MSW) » A& k4% 5 > 52585 2% § 2 27 M- H e
BAKALDBERDY l“q*F’“}\ CE A @ o e A B K (Renouetal,
2008) > Flp 4 A 5 PR AL R AT RS — 0 P IATE A R G
Zpdad RLAPRANERZ - o FERFRFLEDEFRE Y hi Tk
PARAIEB A IESARIY S RPEAFREFT L H LR Figii LRk
PR B EEA G R AR R B kR St d > P p 30 4 Rz

K 2
Bifd B LB FERDEF UE H B4 5% (Wiszniowski et al,,

2006) > FILHIBBE E AL A e T o B 2-1 3 XF B RET LW o

B 2-1 XF 24523 (B 7 kiR R74 B

FRARPFTAL DR pRr A LR RS EERRR (1~2 #) afFghi
3 125 3% (Volatile fatty acid, VFA) ~ it £ 3 ¥ & (Chemical oxygen demand,

COD) ~ % 7 # s (Dissolved organic carbon, DOC) ~ # # 3 ¥ & (Biochemical
5

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



Oxygen Demand, BOD) ‘¥ #.% (Umaretal.,2010); @ $&= 32 % /pik&Fg % COD
A EE L (<4,000mg/L)~ & I3 ek (pH>7.5) ™% 4 4% j24 X (Lietal. 2010)°
T ECETFRFA L AT PERILNIFTEEFRIZTGSEFZ R R
eed A ¢ h g AL B (Costaetal,2019) T X8R B » 24 52 F
B B ? eh COD 2 DOC kR M ;@ * Fean pH & ~ 3 F 12 ¥7 5

PEFENEE P RRAC-EE£BER AR FFAME SRy & ¥

m’ﬂ
a;
ob

g 4% i (Zhaoetal., 2013) -

Pae § ALY UAIEE SRR A P IR B IR R S i
BB % o e d MR BRI R A AT e pE R - A AR e d s
PARJL S RIS g Bk F 3k $0aiE (Jokelaetal, 2002) 0 e B gt

TP A PRI 7R 2 4E 3

2§ Bk

F (Nitrogen,N) 7% 2 $M 3 7 Asheha 8 g2 - > B L% 5 e

AFIERL e R ToPEEE %% E (Fowleretal,2013)c % A+ (N)
RAPEFP SRR oA R e EF AT oS KRYAZ IR

WA ARG AL - BRI TR T B F Nod it 5 NHy pF
LRI SR SRR UF SRR h o b F A RB
P AR EE 255 b A RAR R PR G BN s e EEF R

FUSE R T R R A L5 1 okd o A § Y

EI
7,
—=
=
e

PR GAFRET B 22 5 F BB AR o d R W A E R SRS kS E S

3
¥
X

-

Pow e A EONHSNZH B FApM A S PERKZ KM OEE L S
PEFRRE gzt Z B F R &Y w82 F§ F 2R (&

- HTfRFAAMOE RO EREAGHCE R R B -FHE SRR RY 5§

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



oxic (oxygen)

B 2-2 % 4% (Bernhard, 2010)
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2445 BF BN AosN 2-50 A E B A ek BRSSP ¥ F A R ORAFEAIEF R
owl Lo e @R R A F] (Nitrate reductase, narG) ~ I # s @ & & & F] (copper-

containing nitrite reductase, nirK) ~ — ¥ i § B /& 7 ¥] (Nitric oxide reductase, norB)
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FF AR AR FEFFF F* (Bernhard, 2010) ©

N2+8H+8e — 2NH;z;+H» (3%2-6)
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23RF F § -0

231 R FF iuier 2 g

hilEd 0 gy PP ARL XU FRE > L 1995 ERE g 5 0
(Anaerobic Anammox Oxidation, Anammox) & A.Mulder % j= j7 & —*Ff (Mulder et al.,
1995) »vaspl fd i @ W o RRF 4 §F P FE G BEDREN 4 o ARE EE
TR NHORE T3 B8 H NOYRA TR F - &FF BERTSF 5
SE AR T AIER R R F Rk F Rk EEGTE A F R
Ao 2T o Rt B G —m e 2 Rl R R AT F ROk RRE £ F
FRTR2% F 7 RERM > A FZREHDT WA P F AL 2B ED
(Fux etal.,2002) » gl (T3 A > FIpt 2178 KRF 2 5 “F B S4B LR
A AT REFRARLT R DT 5§ BRI blde T BRI K
(Egli et al., 2001; Shalini & Joseph, 2012) ~ & 7 A -k (Yamamoto et al., 2008) 12 % H
T & % -k (Tang et al.,, 2011; Tokutomi et al., 2011) % = p* ¢k > d **RF £ § 1 5

& HT MELER

e

A EEFERL AR ER A RFE TR A FE IF L
55§ “EBFHF (Fujiietal, 2002; Strous etal., 1997) > # % k¥ % § ©*

o * f2

NH} + 1.32N0; + 0.066HCO3 + 0.13H* —

1.02N, + 0.26NO; + 0.066CH,00 5Ny 15 + 2.03H,0 (3 2-7)
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232 R¥F§ Mt 22 Lt
REEF P MA e p RS B m ARt RN AP
(Planctomycete)’ P m 3% 5 7 B/ ¢ 7 Ca. Brocadia, Ca. Kuenenia, Ca. Jettenia,
Ca. Scalindua, Ca. Brasilis, Ca. Anammoxoglobus 28 Ca. Anammoximicrobium % % 22
i &2 (Miao et al, 2019) (4r# 2-1 #7757 ) d 20 P w0 5 A3 & IS FR
(pure culture) > # & ;2 B~B jicd = B A F A 7] 0 Flpt poa cn®pF 02 Candidatus
(% Ca) %&b 2 RIZFFARTEHRT A Y5 B HERY s i £
FREFF FERB N 2uM B (R 3FE* W & 4k e (Van De Graafetal., 1997)°
RF¥ 3 FRFAHTEE 1120 2o Ap et v s P4 K P e gt b
B BRF A F PRdLinARY 0 RF ZF MR FEANS 30T g0
HRINNZFMERFRAFEBEL 2% A PRI ZF VAP FEXT R
BFF 2T AHER R 2 273 P EP (R 2 LAEB)ZRE T

WrHokR spHEM 2 £ 4% (Jinetal.,2012) 0 } it F] 3 23.5 /| & mmp o

% 2-1 p e k¥ 4 # 1 F (Miaoetal, 2019)

Genus Species

Ca. Brocadia anammoxidans

Ca. Brocadia fulgida

Brocadia Ca. Brocadia sinica

Ca. Brocadia brasiliensis

Ca. Brocadia caroliniensis

Kuenenia Ca. Kuenenia stuttgartiensis

Ca. Jettenia asiatica
Jettenia

Ca. Jettenia moscovienalis

12
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Ca. Jettenia caeni

Ca. Scalindua brodae

Ca. Scalindua profunda

Ca. Scalindua marina

Ca. Scalindua arabica

Scalindua Ca. Scalindua sorokinii

Ca. Scalindua richardsii

Ca. Scalindua zhenghei

Ca. Scalindua sinooifield

Ca. Scalindua wagneri

Brasilis Ca. Brasilis concordiensis

Ca. Anammoxoglobus propionicus

Anammoxoglobus
Ca. Anammoxoglobus sulfate

Anammoximicrobium Ca. Anammoximicrobium moscowii

-

ISR EF O ET S REE A LT £ T AR £ & R kIR

W

BT ARE R *“%dﬁiﬁﬁaﬂkiﬂ%ﬁﬁWW’?iﬁ”Wﬁ*kﬁii
§ M FSWE L Ca Scalindua o RE £ § M FEE E AN A EREY > 2 2 ¥

RETFP U HFOBAM A ¥ 5 (Dale et al, 2009; Schmid et al., 2007) »
H v B —Ca. Brocadia ~ Ca. Kuenenia P31 & &~ 3B B R MR Y - & o f»
7 KESL R A R (Eglietal,2001) « seffd 7 RF & § 1 Fena Tt L T oL

~ KRR AP RR 2 BP0 fE

13
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233 R F § 12 F BN

P27 ARE EF VRE B F BT T g NBRRAF g g
TAREROF BETPUF % F it F P PRL A2 ARBRRORHF =
& VanDe Graaf £ & F 77 - 1% b ixd PN (TR £ § 1 F g /2
2o pBPF Y YP FIAF BiEART € A 4 5% (Hydroxylamine, NH,OH) 12 %
%% (Hydrazine, NoHyg) &5 B¢ BF A 47> ° fdp o «?J‘ foigd fAde B (S8 R NHs o0
girx A 0z NOyehd =i 55 7 . (Van De Graafetal., 1997) » F]} »
&ﬁi@ﬁ?ﬁ {Li- HedFdRE £ 3 L B BRR T o

R & § P wpFd R PRI TS B &EDps 0 b4t HAO (Hydroxylamine
oxidoreductase) ~ HZO (Hydrazine oxidoreductase) '+ 2 HZS (Hydrazine synthase) °
HZS H- 64 475 v i) &+ NoHas @ HZO ps~ iF HDH - # 2 &34 &

¥ NoHs § 1 3 No22 HyO 5 HAO fis pl .7 s e HZO - Ac % & Lpd e @ eh

FlrEm LR EF R GAHRBSOT AL HI B - HA NOY A4k
F v NO izB? P> X1 NO L:&- ks it = Npe eizs B F J&° »HAO

LRGP FE-HF RO D H S HHRELD HZO WAt o g2 bz fifE
Bt 72 ke’ HZO 4v HZS & % Anammox *® # > T i hik FlE AR
HEE "3 RBAT & HAO fR| &7 PlopF? #F 5 BRAATF A7
BHpfea F A A B3 R ATAE O EY S VA F 573 ke HAO

7 F] (Jetten et al., 2009; Strous et al., 2006) > # hzo ™ % hzs 5 P|*

ﬁ
4&\
iy
ey
)

ik en gk 5] o

- P45 > Laura A van Niftrik % ¥ 335 2R¥ & § * féhw &
Anammoxosome (k¥ % % i*#8) ¢ £ 5 "2 K f#f% (Hydrazine hydrolase, HH) +# #-
NH" fv NHOH % & & NoHyo fig# Z e A2 0 NoHy @ B A3 § £ 5

14
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HZO pscng 4253 No» A befd e b 3ed 1A 2 chT 3 02 F3 Al € 5d
FenpEE - s A4 ATP > ¥ - %4 R € 42 & A ik @R R pF (Nitrite reducing
enzyme, NIR) * kiR NOy # & 2 NH>OH (van Niftrik et al., 2004) » ¥ J& 7 X B

4o fE] 2-3 ©

Pi
riboplasm ADP ATP

anammoxosome

Bl 2-3 k3 % 3 1* i B84 (van Niftrik et al., 2004)

@ o ). Gijs Kuenen ¥ § 4 R4 30 £ Fat#7 4 et NHOH 55 @ B 2
Pt PRE EAESESEARNT V- BRE ZF MV RS SIS B
2-4 122 3 2-82-102 % £ R§ £ F “ FY optE NIR ¥ NOy R+ NO» &
% HZS freniic T > 8 NO 122 NHy" #1t & NoHso B i 2 5d HZO fisenk

& # NoHs 3 i & Ny (Kartal et al., 2012; Kuenen, 2020) °

15
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2H* H,0 2H* H,0
5 . 1
No3—<—><—> NO,~ —>] Nir NO —> N>

A
e e g e g e gl
H
appen | o
A A
[ i
H ! ! Anammoxosome
-~ MQH
M,?,,'-‘Q R/b ]4:2?,‘ hc,)[Q R/b ]“:’:?\) Membrane
2H —~ Y 2HY —)” Y N ATPase Cytoplasm
NAD(P)H NAD(P)* NAD(P)H NAD(P)*
ADP + Pi ATP
3-4H*

Bl 2-4 R§ 4 & e @8 4] (Kartal et al., 2012; Kuenen, 2020)
NOy +2H" +e— NO+H,O (5% 2.8)
NO +NH4 +2H"+ 3¢ — NoHs+ H, O (54 2.9)

NoHs — No+ 4H' + 4e” (3% 2.10)

234 R & F kA e fiig

REZF CABT A EORFIERE 5 - B At d ke o B
A E 08 umo FAA P REFIRZL et B L U mFiee BEOR S P R
P (peptidoglycan) (Fuerst, 1995; Stackebrandt et al., 1986) » i & d F-v B #1ie = »

Hamv%e i ®d Z Bopglad & B anld AT Bl % - ke BEEA

4

fmre LR EhIRenvr R > fL2. G paryphoplasm ;% = A e BIF J e a2
FEAE (van Niftrik et al., 2008) » #74 45 ~ H3BF % Sl %2 5 b p & 0L
-~ BFREHFIFAPY TGP I F B R oA RIZF AN AR

ERn BEBDTE A v pr? B R ARE PR O G o

2

LA EFRE ReaREe L 2 5 B (McMahon & Gallop, 2005) - B8] 2-5 2 ikE
£ 5 e S -

16
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2 oA PR IR £ F CAEREI DAL ERFIANRT £ 5
LY B e d % ¢ Pz d % c (cytochromes c proteins) & - i M 4T
THsF S b ek BRFFRLFIIOREFES DA Sk o
FRE A F e d XK 20% chamre dev B =% F-v  (Jetten et al., 2009) >
Yoo d oo AR PMET BRRGBIF BT CRLFRERREAT
e A o et T3 B EATHE R ASRERY DN - cFFF F N T
g EPREFE RS ;]gm;%‘c} e d ¢ i ff"‘é",:*ﬁ%%ﬁ PR

(Kartal & Keltjens, 2016)  F]}t = d @5 RE 5 § (VA7 ch— Bijco

cell wall
cytoplasmic membrane
paryphoplasm
intracytoplasmic membrane
riboplasm
anammoxosome membrane
anammoxosome
nucleoid

e 1B (Jetten et al., 2009)

=
£
(9,
ey
ety
S

235 BEPRFEF L2 L2 A%

d *RE & § 1 AP 7 Anammoxosome b sk g B 7| ?f RN R e

“)A"

M e F AR BHE g B F R Anammox 04 £ i 5 % 5] (van

=

Niftrik et al., 2004) > » F]pt # L 4 Hp# £ £ [1~20 % (Strousetal.,, 1997) » “f S
o AEIFIAIF MR AT P HEEFAREREERA F LR b4 R
BopHE ~7%% ~F Mgk RE J 45 % (Maetal,2016) > fgd 7 f# &3
PR TR T T £ F IR LR o ko f kd gk (TR Ky
Anammox 2 £ R E Flz B{THP o
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BRABERT 55 VF hE & Sodz - > BRAGEEFRY 2 5§ 12
Feiad o A PERARF cEIFTER R 2 F CERTRFLARERG
30~40°C » £ 4245 Guibing Zhu Eﬁ%‘f—‘kﬁﬁ phy R M ISC 33 40CH
RF 5 & i [ﬂ’ BT B O F T (Zhuetal, 2011) 0 e gt Frg iTH F ¥ i
15tk B AR R A A0CERNRT o A gl T ¢ AR 0 T A
~ k¥ & ¥ it frq] % (Dosta et al., 2008) o 22/ + 3 S HEFAT i Bk R
BIEB > bl4c & 60~80°C e A k3 (Jaeschkeetal., 2009) 12 2 #.-5~4°C ehik 3
kAP oy R FRRY £ F Ao i (Koubaetal,2022) o i34 7 RE £ §
EFRANAIEERFER AR LT CFERA D Pnd I B H ANk
4 RiEE7 oo
. pH @&

pH B2 V- AHRI ZFTFHLIELFHAMENELTF]F ~pH BEg 52 4

FREeE R FlA2 RE AN A R MR A TS PR A8 E & 4 2en pH

7 (Bae et al., 2016) - % Limei Wang % %ﬁ ST I VRE 5 3 “F A pH &
6.0~9.0 &5 Ft > @ & pH8.O0 pma»cg i it (Wangetal, 2021) 5 gt ¢h » & H

BETE Y BILRE £ F CFRAMIE E RPRA T EEE AL ElEH 0 B A

Fla st Ry & §F P RRE 7 R g oS chiB S, ¥ O S
4 (Zhuetal,2015) 0 38 7 R¥ 2 3 CF S amkgd 2 g o
. %

DN RE 2 F MPASBESIBREF A AR B FER BETF

Anammox 2 £ B kARG § NGB LA R B F 1t F (Nitrite oxidation bacteria,
NOB) 2 & » i&m # K% % 5 * [/ (Anaerobic Ammonia-Oxidation Bacteria,
AnAOB) ™ % % % * 7] (Ammonia oxidation bacteria, AOB) #t< K48 ¢ f ol ih

ﬁ’%ﬁiﬂgﬁiﬁﬁ(Wmam2mmo%w74,$%§§§ﬂﬁgqymg
18
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S E AR RE £ F F BB G T aapedlier o e § 35 A e
18%F% » Pl § $HRE £ § “ A2 2 7 @ enfed] (7 * (Egli etal, 2001) « Liu % &
FHRG LR £ F *wEALH 2% kA& DO(DO>3.22mg/l) dusEd » 4
JRAERFLCEEATRT EAF CPoFET Y Flew dd a § R
2& T PigF5 F = (Cuietal, 2020) -
V. § &+ kR

NH4'-N 22 NOy-N ZR¥ 53 “ehF py L3 F 5P T HEP R 4§
FEEEF R EPRR BT F NHON 22 NOY-N ak R 3 » 6 5 5k
Tt g Tljgrre R E R AR FRRE 2 3 MHESFLERE @S FR R
> #rd] Anammox E L (Wan et al, 2022) 5 1945 Martins, TH. ¥ & ¥ 5%
il FLAREBNE OIS 132 o &8 SBR F K SLE G Bt D
“RF & § 1 #4L (Specific Anammox Activity, SAA) © @ % 2007 £ - &5 K
Depena-Mora % A cF7 3 ¢ 2 o 1__,,] e FA e R G F MR THE
BApEY o LA BT B3> 25 mM L AL B SAA BRI €4k
Frdl 50% > M & F UE BB AMPIRETSRARMNL 55 fo 45mM s A7 LA
fa®ona B B i< o 28+ (Dapena-Mora et al., 2007) -
V. Bk

RRF 25 VERRSEEpFIEMEY 1 COy iP5 B A RBUR R AN

-

B T MEGERE £ § 1V FAd £ s T U4 (Kimuraetal., 2011)
T Al IR 23 PR AN BPREGER IS Fend £ T

MARF ZF O AP o SRR AAR Y £ & h- FEFF o RA 0 & 2021

-

# > Limei Wang ‘Iﬁ?—‘ﬁﬁ%ﬂi”?ﬁt TR PR EHRTI I P AR SR
FoR g FHEPrHIF o7 LB T A AP f@ﬁﬁ,’]& be P E_IRE

TRF £ § ek ieis (Livetal, 2021) o tppr 2 vh o L RE £ F R B

4v L Ca. Anammoxoglobus propionicus ~ Ca. Brocadia fulgida 1 % Ca. Jettenia asiatica
19
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24 % VFA § v 2 COpthit 4 » £ 7 BiFe peif s A /2 %-2 b 1 23 (Feng
etal,2018) @ H# & MY kL BH -4 P ATV UFE R R £ 5 M F
RS R E (A B AREY 4 TR AE R G A REEY PR T
2_— (Kartal et al., 2013) -
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24 AT 4 B

241 ¥z X & 4 F B (Real-time Quantitative Polymerase Chain
Reaction, qPCR)
T %‘f\wﬁ‘*@ﬁ'ﬁf@vf’fv_ e PCR % ’wu’——\{’f']’** PCR ## 3L >

FI* L F YR SRR RF LA HE DNA SEF Ny L » ZITPE T

ek

#1p s QPCR K o7 % B4oB] 2-6 - QPCR & LA HE 4 + 4 B A 54 46 &
- a8 2% - [£eh% # SYBR Green » SYBR Green ¢ &7 PCR 427 A & chff ik
DNA % & (Wangetal,2022) » & 35d &% - & PCR Jadkigdp Rl H 3 L%

Rwvivg s B PCR R A2 i b g eawfapFaFle s 20!

Ct 1

o

o

¥ - AR 5 1 B4 F TaqMan probe » TagMan probe 3 £ 3% B e ip = 2 > H 4
gh A H g R Y uﬁgq ZEEL - Bl 3t A3 2 B DNA B 7)°Y 235
FEG H- ORI FE AL S € ¥ ki T Reporter gene 2 3

S

J4

kR M2 30 & PCR F &iE42¢ »Reporter gene € £ 75 &) 4 3
FARAABRE? FRDALS T 12 F L5 (Lietal,2012) #x TagMan probe

% - 2 Ap#>t SYBR Green € { % - & o

/ ARn
2,000,000 —

1,000,000 —|

Baseline No template
I I

0 20 40
PCR cycle number

B 2-6 qPCR ¥ 425 (@ 5 %k : NCBI)
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qPCR 4 + 24 F~ Pjpeenfi* 224 B4 > & Guimardes ¥ § - 2017 & 5= 3
# o ql* gPCR 2 2441 B ARM P AT TE 22 A5 KR
fic A P § 25 (Guimardes et al., 2017) > 82 2 F7 3 2 PR A HE 02 o “f pU 2ok ot
:}ij&tﬂ,ﬁ; TR RIRB R &SRt o A Postollec Eﬁé‘—“ﬁmpi“ AU S )
I & St B F + (Postollecetal.,2011)» %= qPCR % — 78 g * 2% & e

IEES T T D

2.4.2 =i pk 2 £ & (Digital Polymerase Chain Reaction, dPCR)

dPCR % % = t*¢ PCR 4 3%  H {ﬁfé R ST R SR T g
BHc ] F It e 227 B % PCR F Bt s ts £ 817 % & 1B (Wangetal., 2022)>
F BT & BlAc® 2-7 f17 0 # F % PCR % 2Lk B (endpoint) 2. = 3% 5 & fie |
Flleitth BERPFEL ¥ AT F SBE FER L E13G " A A
# (Poisson distribution) f JZiE {7 53447 TE B EPRILF kR > FPr A F
Prdg e T B 7 AT H T E - “f ptz b5 d 3t dPCR B 5a 331 5 B
Wz F ke o Flptrg M F B glin 2 PCR Frilie $ 5 0+ 40 &<t PCR
el b it < R g F 5 o

sample

oreparation partitioning  amplification  detection

Q0000  ~®0000~  ~BO000
~Q00O0- .’ 00080 .» 00080
~Q0O00- T @00 T @O0
-00000—~ ~00000— 00000~

@] 2-7 dPCR ¥ &/ 428 (Quan et al., 2018)
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d 3 dPCR 2378 Eg B2 03 4 F s feqpit qPCR » H p a0 erjig #
Mo Aot B A hiT A& T 3 ¢ oo d 2 Coronavirus Disease (COVID) eg (3
FEF G T R LA BOR RJRRiE 7 SARS-CoV-2 RNA &% (Ahmed et
al.,2022; Viverosetal.,2022) » ez B A $g4 Fenpg T o @ & Kim ;t:%?—"“ 2014
Ecpryp P o HEpE{l* gPCR 122 dPCR i 1¢4t¥mp£]m*xa¢ﬁvﬁg%‘i“”ﬁi’
FLHT AT RBIEEPN A A 2 F & hd R 3§ )k A RUMPE > dPCR W
qgPCR B 41 10 2§ 4tk » 47 dPCR A EARMEFRE B* 4 (Kim et
al,2014) o .5 » 4 22 % gqPCR 112 dPCR &t 44 » o *+ dPCR 2 JR 7 2F

5 gPCR iR > & hif B & dPCR hig * f kA% L -

4+ 2-2 qPCR v.s. dPCR

( #12 h (Cao et al., 2020; Quan et al., 2018) )

qPCR dPCR

%% PCR
&% B PCR #3k 7 i 24f floc
B2 F fhA s iR PCR &%

MR TR HER

%t PCR Frd) 4 chid £ P g is $ PCR 3|4 chid £ 1R
F AR5 A TR BURLFF &
23
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Fog HEEE
31 FHRFSFARA

311 % ¥ 5

% 31 9% FRfHE

BELHE(E) R * i
T (2 pR) Alcohol, C;HsOH % fr WA
Mineral Stabilizer
Polyvinyl Alcohol Dispersing
% ¥ 4p 7 A HACH % ¥ A7
Agent
Nessler Reagent
E TR+ COD KIT P COD 4 #7
IS8+ W AR HPS IC-2-A 2 HPS IC-N-M HPS
M pk Acetone, C3HsO % e
i ik 4 NaxCOs3 Nacalai Tesque IC # 47
b i N NaHCOs3 Nacalai Tesque
D Pl H>SO04 Honeywell
WREZ U Rhd 49 Potassium hydrogen phthalate, KHP Alfa aesar
R L 49 KNOs s DOC/TN 4% 45
AL Hydrochloric acid, HCI J.T.Baker

Bife= & 49

KH2POq4

Nacalai Tesque

Bifed = 49

K>2HPO4

Sigma-Aldrich

SAA #HiplE

24
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F itz NH4Cl Merck
R Bk A NaNO; Nacalai Tesque
EREIRE N Sodium hydroxide, NaOH Nacalai Tesque
e I i1
5 Rk Glutamic acid % e
DNA %P2 e DNeasy PowerSoil Pro Kit QIAGEN 32 DNA
SYBR® green
Fast SYBR® green master mix Thermo Fisher qPCR
H A
EvaGreen % | QIAcuity™ EG PCR Kit QIAGEN dPCR
DNA HS i#] %_3%4]
Qubit™ dsDNA HS Assay Kit Thermo Fisher 7% DNA kR

25
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312 R%ZRELKHA

k32 R HRFERA G

F KA A% Wi w
TR ATX224 ATX224
TR Precisa XS 225A-SCS
RERIRTE DC150H Delta
F 1% o %
) 6890N AGILENT
B R JH-6 L
A kR R DR3900 Hach
P E S FD50R ZEALWAY
i J 300 Rocker
ok Milli-pore Milli-Q
%R SC122 Azo
B FE T JW-3N LAIN-SHIN
T A AP R CORNING Stirrers/Hot Plate
2R kT E Delta DC150H
MOR A LSC-20 Fridigaire
B Universal320 Hettich
B 1236V Centronix
gPCR StepOnePlus™ Applied Biosystems
26

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



dPCR QIAcuity One QIAGEN
Qubit 2.0 Thermo Fisher Scientific
Nanodrop ND-1000 Thermo Fisher Scientific
g+ k47 iR Eco IC Metrohm
BB AR 1080 TOC O.1. Analytical
RE R RR HQ2200 HACH
¥ + ORP 3+ MP103-3 EZDO
COD “c# i CR25 ROCKER
A ) IR DT208 FOSS
P F A4 Kjeltec 2100 FOSS
27
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? e 23R % 0K AT R
[ SRS SRR =X PR }myﬁw:ﬁ&‘m4@~%i‘%?&‘i“%@?&

|
l } ! ! '

[*T%’t&uﬁdi}[ § AR 2 HA } [’Riiifl [ ATy }-}[ AMEE }

32 B %Y

:P:
3

—— MLSS * MLVSS — Total dissolve nitrogen ': DNA 3B~ |: dPCR
 coD —— Ammonia nitrogen qPCR < 2B (NGS)
L Total dissolve carbon —lon Chromatography (NO, /NO, )

— TKN

|

LR E P AR
&
ZREEB I KAIE R G 2 R A A

28
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3.3 i3 K EmIZin AR

331 H#E e

RGP g2 TWT % 250 3R 111 & 12 7 4744 ; BL R &
BIE AR 111 & 12 % vz AR 112 # 5 "4t m XF Rw A b
AR 112 E 4 P A EERR . AREREAY BT RETRELERTARSR
PREZFRTREEAHE (4oB 3-1 %77 ) ¥ R S d TP %3 HACH
RFR R RARIZER pHE ~ 35 ERR - F CBRT RTS8 ek
FHRE TR TRE NS A BRI LR FRI RS K
TR A F s RRERE A EREP R T EORSAFEA N EF R ok
fo L BAR ERE Ay B AR vk Y MR R ERE S N ARES

R TRESITErFHRFTEFREE 47 -

(b)
Bl 3-1 (@) > 34 (b)) RS-

332 HERFH TP AL

LR ETETRHRTSD N RET R R P P U LR
AT A2 W IR E WAL R R L o d AR SRR KR Y
B3t MLSS BRI B 2t g AEFHoeRiFzrid f Flepert B &
W2 045um M E 022 pm ke FiBE B (FiB i 0 A BB % 045um
ME022um 2R FEF 4C AR T AP EE P R T2 R R
R
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34 KRR B

3.4.1 R & 2B FHMW (Mixed liquor suspended solids, MLSS) % 3E3 485 F#
(Mixed Liquor Volatile Suspended Solids, MLVSS) 4 7
MLSS v MLVSS 2.3 B € & chgdic » 27 % 30305 75 K EJT K banid (7R
o d®sx s o MLSS & % fi5 K ad@ e 5k ¢ o IURIF 558 5 e ®
MPFhzE e P52 5 M2 P IeB 834537 % kA%
Mis Rk A REFOE R S#cz - 5w MLVSS R & ABEE R g8 %
T EFMANF O Y e RMAFE TP A T EPE R iR
MLVSS 1% 482 5 -k EJ® gy e »c % 4 B > g 0 MLVSS &4 7§ 849 ¢h
et B RASLIE kY i e A B F B and e o
A R R 2 R F ok R RENE BiFARRR S 2 -
103~105°C iz’ (NIEA W210.58A) 11 % i3k e 3 4 ¢ (B ~ Tl b2 08 (4 7
87 £ S 2 (NIEA R212.020) & 7R 2> o »0-K4k 5 2 80% 9K frz Ad? g
koo AR lum P IR R KR F %R BT
(1) #pifks i 2cE T ERKE Y » 1920 mlRAkikik 3 S8 #
B FIkAR2LE DRBERENFEFR Y o
(2) #-FHFxH r 103~105°C 444 ¢ i — | PFs B d b frxfod o £ 4
HBELAEL (AL LLF ] 05mg)e Febzgge i -
(B) g PN T G Pt ENEREE PR E LR EREE S Eg
A s R AT EEE > R E KA NIRRT FH o
4) CHHZ 2 LeBriFFBE o
(5) #E#rw LRI TE - TR UBRMH > L MLSS kA
(6) -plex MLSS 2 ZF#m i * 550£25C2 iR % » % Fick W 2

2 s FREE
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(7) # MLSS B2 5%r 4 ER2 Baod BRREis €8 1% 1up

e AR TV 8 MLVSS kR o

342 FF AR E
PR G R R L AR REY R AfrR L E R L F B S

tRd hA P P BRI A RAIEAPM A ¥ k& 420~4250m FHT

PlE Rk Roeadah NRRFR AT HRALRY HACH 275 * o 3@e s
BEE FHRNEM S RO GEHASOH 2 B LA $#* Hach Method

8038 (380N, Ammonia,k & # [ * 0.02~2.50 mg/L NH3-N) & {7 & % pl3d » | &%

5‘;75-!1\."" :

(1) k4G 045 um b iR FiE 7Bk 0 ARk iR BEA

iR e
) #kEHFFI P ERFFP - FHMEH LR S 25ml-

(3) i&-ﬁr%;‘iiﬁr‘%fﬁ}%%% 3R RC FEEAATH 3 FHRLH > 1mL
PGB FHAEBICFEES Imin-e
(4) BLiE & kk B¢ Hach Method 8038 (380 N, Ammonia) B|# 422nm *

kB E > REH T2 BB p#EE S NH-N JE& (mg/l) -
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343 * & F % £ (Chemical oxygen demand, COD) 4 47

SR EREFBFERDRM > A7 2 HACH 5 &2 CODKit &7
BlE 0 HRIE L A EALP4 (F 18 ) Fephsl (TRLiV W) 12 RRifaz R SR
fe r KRB A 0 e B D 150°C B AR o 45AES § 16 BB R A 3§
gm Rd B PRt AR S D P FESFEM G s KR RRIT
i 620nm S kiE A VY IRESNCETEE o AT Y R T2 COD A
% Total COD (TCOD) 12 % Soluble COD (SCOD) > TCOD & - ket Fiz > 2
RIR PE KRR ¥ § g ©FF £ > SCOD 51 045um 4 iR E

E i

41

Wigto 2 KPR F *AHFE KM F AR AP A DG P 2

SRS AR FERY EECA BR L2 S

(1) #kHFfierd 82 37 > PRESHHETES 2mlo ERERTE
iRl R R FERFM (20~1500 mg/L) -

(2) E B AP 0 COD 4eftfp b 4v > fde F8 F02 L R IR 0T K
P ke 14 o

(B) F g diE FHAIr-

(4) = A %% A3 ¢ HachMethod 435 (CODHR) il B & & & » % BAF 7

HciEe p S A COD LA (mgl)-e

344 AEERZ THBRA
AFE 3 @ % Metrohm 2 21 EcolC 3+ k472 2 7R % &R B4o@ 3-2>
FEpe Zp R B LS 17 4 Metrosep A Supp 17-100/4.0 g+ A
FRARILL AT A A PR AT E AL Y A AT B T e
AR ERT F FhiBF T (retentiontime) o A #is 2 L drF £ 5|l ik 3
ST BRSPS SRS TREE T SR
FHEBH TR TSR RS TR T o AP KRR P
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LRGN IREREFER Y95 585 2 846 min °

A R R TRE S LR AT WP 2 4T K472 (NIEA
W415.54B) » 8% 4% 5 &2 2% 3% HPSIC-2-A 122 HPSIC-N-M» &% %
RPN FI LB FA M F AT T s AT B RS Y
2 pet & 1000 mg/L > Tk € A pe @ 0.1 mg/L ~ 0.5 mg/L ~ 1 mg/L ~ 4 mg/L ~ 6
mg/L ~ 10 mg/L » ~ 47+ 21 & 45 o 2 5 M NaxCO3 2 0.2 mM NaHCOs3 i% 5 iin
2 0.1MHSOs ¥ 5 £ 24 7% o R RF RS % 5 022 um 4 F iR %
BT M RER R WL REF AR E AT iR 4C o X 2 ¢

(A2 S

Bl 3-2Eco IC 3+ R 7 & =

3.4.5 B j2it3 8 (Dissolved organic carbon, DOC) % 3§ (Total nitrogen,

TN) 4 ¥

A R B AR S k¢ R PR RIS — R/ e b SR R
(NIEAW530.51C) » 3¢ * O.L Analytical 2 & » |35 1088TOC hig, a8 A 17 &

T H;Y 1088TNB {7~ 47 » H Sk RITMAR S L5 1M BEp i ~ R{ri
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R dF kY 2o m e (TIC) 2 Kf c R Fle AR SER RS R
F 10 COxv dgd A2 frftiz bR E (SS-NDIR) il COp sk 22
ke B el R 28 - RIBBRF AR R PRSI R BES
1088TNB it {7 4 45 » &R F4oWl 3-3 o F5d 8 Whend {optiE & 42 8 R F it I o5 i ip)

DOC 2 TN ER ° & 720°C chB B 2E™ » B4k &? chplit £ % - 2 COy»

34

FEMESFRF CANO X UF F L URF M A FE RS ST bR
% (SS-NDIR) Rl mER » RIEEL > R P ERPIBER TN kR £33 FpF
WP R LR S F 2 P oene

BB R WA 2 R F ZRR S AR EF - P LG 40 (Potassium
hydrogen phthalate, KHP) 1 % g fiadph » 55 105°C %3z 2 2 & {6 > fe @l = 1000 mg/L
HH AR XWE ACHEG LIRS MR EL L S By e
BREMEFRE HRERFULER S 05mg/L~1mg/L 2mg/L-6mg/L-~10mg/L~
20mg/L> b A 472 58 F5E 045 um 4t il B (TR M R 4

- P RIFRAAT

Bl 3-3 &5 WA TR
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3.4.6 s § A4
A = PES ,;%I%%ﬁm-rﬁl_%—s DS _7J\ ¢ ‘J”’LaJ\ % ’]ﬁ/? e (NIEA W451. SIA) g 3
P F S okY EF A BF R AL Lo HHRALLKY § N

2GR RITIVSE A B RIRLEF T - H WG BF 2R &R

T
Vi

AATR I ARATE 2 ke e RN F R e F T A I i e g
ERIFEIIE FF 2 A S AT 380°C,3 [ PF o R RURACKY g
A fafgde A NHs > £ 5d ﬁlwui FllpeF e RzgE 0 NHe B3k ¢
3% F (NH3)o Bfs 5B 4 5U9TF & § B 0By » el §
2 TR REAR 34 F R HAoT
(1) 1 F Rk R AR g o X E pRiE
(2) #kHEFRIEF L L1 30ml-
(3) kA4~ FOSS @it % 1 % ~10 %&£ 11 % 10 ml JEAifis » ¥/ ¥
RiBg o WwE RGP BNV R LT 380°C Ar gy i o
(4) iRy 0 ) PRV G ROEE -
(B) i I okfEFECT R R
(6) #pf it mz & TE I S0ml {8 > FEf¥grcE 0.02M, 50 ml Fr ez
B MR ER éﬂr Z N 4e r» 40ml & ¥ iY4p > TiB{T A O6min e
(7) #Fapisz FaynfBedi 250m> *v a@ot g § Rl 2 2

e T 9 R g
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(b) I8
W34 45§ kB@FH O))F

3543 4 $HpiF

3.5.1 2 § ¥3pE+: & (Deoxyribonucleic Acid, DNA) % B~
AT EPFE I 23R fR AR F F A AT A gt by
IR R/ LT fEARY e o A2 xR QIAGEN 5% G2 ke
DNeasy PowerSoil Pro Kit » T i& fe + & % f-,’r;iaﬁ,%g’gf—? EBeos 3 EAH - k5|
E RN 5 SIS u,ﬁ;;&ﬁg?_? Ao Bfi R 4 DNA &M T 7 % 2 5B i A7 #
ZEBEFEEP G o F &N FAoT
(1) # PowerBead Tubes A Mt » FEiR3 e 30 A FR o B 0.25¢g 50k B 3%
Power Bead Tubes ® - i 7 #v 800 pL Solution CD1 {5 -k = # Z >0 BT ®
o kA RTRERARYT 10 A4 o
(2) 3 #E (15000g) &< 1 A48 -
(3) # 600uL tER#H2 2mL g @ o 34 200 uL Solution CD2 -
RF 5 b
(4) r Bz (15000g) &< 1 448 -
(5) #-1 R 700pL # I At 2mL 3o g o /,’J‘ 4¢ 600 puL Solution CD3 >
RE S P
(6) == 650uL ;2% % MB SpinColumn » ¥ 12 F i (15000g) &~ 1 4 4d o

(7) A3 @ipitx €454 3 6 F i 2 8% i $R3 8 MB Spin Column °
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(8) -]« # MB Spin Column 2z % ** 2 mL Collection Tube ¢ > i ¥ ¢ =P
WBimik v T MB Spin Column -

9) 75 #e 500 uL Solution EA & MB Spin Column > # 2 3 #&:# (15000g) 4t
o1 A4

(10) A 3 i#® g ik ¥ # MB Spin Column 3z ¥ % % ¢ 2 mL Collection Tube
P oo

(11) 7 4v 500 pL Solution C5 & MB Spin Column > I 12 3 #:# (150009) #t
&l A4

(12) s % g% T # MB Spin Column 3z % ** #7479 2 mL Collection Tube *# o

(13) 2 3 # & (16000 g) .~ 2 4~ 45 > # MB Spin Column *x & 1.5 mL
Elution Tube -

(14) 7 #= 50 pL Solution C6 3 v & jpuiren w8 » 11 % #id (15000g) 4t
1 »48 -

(15) A% MB Spin Column > & = g% 5 DNA % P~k & » DNA X P~k

A i3 -20°C 2 18 F R o

B#-E B A 20 P iR (7 Nanodrop spectrophotometer (ND-1000, Thermo
Fisher Scientific) /4 %2 Qubit 2.0 Fluorometer _% jk & > Nanodrop P& & 4| * % pk
G BT ¥ Bk IE P & 5 A260~ A230~ A280 12 2 DNA ¥ ¢b eherk
o BB o W iR DNAS B2 kit &5 ~ kv B2k & » :—-t;fgd
Nanodrop ¥ it - HAEREFBR2 EF 2 kAR 1A Qubit R E4x* § k442 E
FRIT TR FEEAPETUEFER BT PRGOS E T Y AL LR

ey T 1§k o d 3 Nanodrop #72 %4 DNA 122 RNA> * A EREF &

W LPE S BBV AL § G I L > Flut 2 Qubit 4prt o Qubit #IR TNk B € AR R

Bpg > FRH S € 2 & 2 Qubit BRI AR AR BRI G AR Y Ry o
37
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352 T R R EFFR Y F B (Real-time Quantitative Polymerase Chain
Reaction, qPCR)

AF 7 3% StepOnePlus Real-Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems, USA) (']
3-5) PRI EREMFRYEF RAEEA R EATFIZ TEE A TR A I
qPCR #7i8 2. Ct Bt fe {8 FHF N kF R E v 4y ¥ & (dPCR) 1t Dakime A
Jeo Lok sy ﬁ&—%ﬁfr’ gPCR &1 meltingcurve Fxidil+ ek — B 2> 73 p3l3
WA R SR PSR RBIMF S RF REPFRY F o AT TR 2
513 Baldcd 330 F O RAMAE S 10ul- 313 % kR 5 02uM > fe iR M 4
Yok 3-4> ¥ HA 0.1mlqPCR ~@ 4 (RFE) ¢ P st 5 ik

4o 3-5 975 o

# 3-3qPCR % dPCR primer 5 71| % annealing temperature

33 L4 B 7 annealing temperature
(P2 Pfs) (5= 3 3'3%) (Ta)

amoA F GGGGTTTCTACTGGTGGT

amoA_R CCCCTCBGSAAAVCCTTCTTC e
nxrB_F TGTGGTGGAACAACGTGGAA

nxrB_F CCCGGCATCGAAAATGGTCA e
narG_F TAYGTSGGGCAGGARAAACTG .
narG_R CGTAGAAGAAGCTGGTGCTGTT ore
nirK F ATYGGCGGVCAYGGCGA

nirK R GCCTCGATCAGRTTRTGGTT o
nosZ _F CGCRACGGCAASAAGGTSMSSGT

nosZ_R CAKRTGCAKSGCRTGGCAGAA o
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Bac_F ATGGYTGTCGTCAGCT

Bac R ACGGGCGGTGTGTAC &
Hzo F TGYAAGACYTGYCAYTGG
Hzo R ACTCCAGATRTGCTGACC e
comamoA _F GGATTTCTGGNTSGATTGGA
comamoA R WAGTTNGACCACCASTACCA »

% 3-4qPCR ##)* 6

i;"F 4v3E P ,,?J: 4t £ (ul)

5 mM Forward Primer 0.4 (Final conc.= 0.2 uM)

5 mM Reverse Primer 0.4 (Final conc.= 0.2 uM)

2X FAST SYBR MASTER MIX 5
ddH:0 3.2
DNA 1

total volume = 10uL

% 3-5qPCR F o3 %

qPCR » &l & BROEE

Initial

95°C » 10 min
denaturation

Denaturation 95°C » 15s

Annealing Ta> 15s 40 cycles

Extention 72°C » 15s

Melt curve 60°C to 95°C increment 0.3°C

40

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



S‘eponePlug RastTime

StepOnePlus ¥

A\’ cAuTioN HoT

(b)h.l — ;_.'s—‘._é—":’ — n '-.'.‘_‘
] 3-5 (a) StepOnePlus Real-Time PCR System (b) ~ i £ F i %

3.5.3 &1 5k £ 8 &k (Droplet digital polymerase chain reaction, dPCR)

gﬁwumﬁl—k e BN C VAP S - SN L B R qPCR F®Ben Ct B iT 4

»

dPCR ﬁﬁﬁ-ﬁ B %L Ay g% QlAcuity digital PCR system (QIAcuity One,
QIAGEN, Germany) it 7 A 45 » %k 4§l 3-6(a) » £ * dPCR &7 # ii & Flehz
447 o 27 JI* 8.5k, 24 itz Nanoplate i ¥4k &4 & (partition) 737 3¢
A5 & ) 8500 Bz ek gAY 0 4o F B A& QIAcuity EGPCRKit ¥ DNA
EEFR BF BRAFHE R BHEFE LF B2ZR F7 ¥ ENELAT
RBIATIG AR A OHR2 FF RRXEFHRE EFEEF REST LR
-2 eLi ¥ (7 ' L4 F (Poisson distribution) » & @ 38 41 p R A F)B 4k
Boooq@ B3R A F RS partition A R VEE, A TEBEIGE ZRFE
AEF R LR AN AFEFTE 0 ¢ A A F]—amod ~nxrB >
WA B Fl—narG ~nirk ~nosZ » M A RE £ § I FF i AT hzo B3 wE 16S
RNA %> 02+ A FEF4ek 3-3 #5575 « & 0.1mL ¢ qPCR ~:@ £ F g ¢ e
HF %A 12ul 315 ¥ ER 5 04uM - DNA ¥~z Rlizp qPCR  Ct
iy ARG Jul B FF B R G ARG p g RS
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B-E M 12ul ok A 1 8.5k, 24 well 0 nanoplate ® (B 3-6(b) ) » # U
A o PSR AT ER B ‘%'JifJ:%c #4cd 3-6 #1F o ‘ﬁ% prz2ovh s 2 A F 2 K

& %8P & B H Annealing temperature 1% Fo i (7% T F g Slcicd 3-7 1w o

T TR

B8] 3-6 (a)QIAcuity digital PCR system (b)8.5k, 24 well Nanoplate

% 3-6 dPCR 241t i

i?F e P 7 eg (ul)
10 mM Forward Primer 0.48 (Final conc.= 0.4 uM)
10 mM Reverse Primer 0.48 (Final conc.= 0.4 uM)
3x Eva Green 4
DNA 3
ddH20 4.04

total volume = 12ulLL
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# 3-7TdPCR F &3k =

dPCR F BFFE BR R
Initial denaturation 95°C » 2 min
Denaturation 95°C > 15s
Annealing Ta»30s 40 cycles
Extention 72°C > 15s
Cooling down 40°C > 5 min

3.5.4 A FliE% (Gene cloning)

AT AP AR FAFEA (Genecloning) » d 3t JL FIiE 7 1P
A0 QP WEFAFZR2ATNE LW EHET R F5 0 @Bl a5
DNA # N pEAFIZ P EE# T f2 ' Y- HERET Lfchiio
AP ATR Y hzo Sl FHEFFERSEFATFER > - S hBETRE 5§ 1
ARAFIZE - P ¥- 20 PIFL BRI AROREREFET %D
FhAeT B A 5-1 & F P47 genomic DNA i 7 p & 25 F] 5 B endf i - {1
* g R FEILIE A 2 ¢ B A E & A2 (hzo amplicon:471bp) > e F L 8 (TR A FE A
PR E A2 RS PR A P TR 0 yT&A 0 #0 e DNA 8 B o il
DNA #pigfmadh > 2+ €% DNA &> %€ % DNA $*80 % » 51 wwe > 5 4]
*  Sanger sequencing F¥ :LiE 78 2K F| A 7| e k2 (Applied Biosystems 3730xl

DNA Analyzer) » # 15 € P~H a7 2 & - cnp R A 774 DNA M2 2 /h g% o

43

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



3.6 WRF & § - B4R

E]
AET ST EE AT A2 F %> 2 (Huynhetal, 2019; Ismai et al., 2021) >
MR e Vi F L RE £ § Y B HRIEE (Specific Anammox Activity tests,
SAAtests) o d **iFk Y B RF £ 5 “F 2 E G 7 RS RE BRET 0 RE

AFTFREVANMMY Dy F A TARPRAT 25 —*‘Ff € 2 — T Bl e 4L

a0
i

FHRE £ F LA AR A LRAA 5 116ml SURE FUE (T RE 0 7R
B W R 58 95%AN-S%CO: R £ F MR 20 At 2 B B
RAGRT BF O ERRKT AR IARRE R TR e 2 L RFIR
B lloml X=% > RRFE? SHFFHFFL 5 b g ulber 35 554
# NHiC1 (2500 mg/L), 13 ml 12 % NaNO; (2500 mg/L), 16.67 ml » 33 % #h & & e
3-8 #5% > @ FLP NHa-N~NOx-N & 5 100 mg-N/L o B 18 hsixr R FHot 1
FoSCUERA R EF R WRA 10 A BHEENLF M TR
SREX o Ml d L R FIMEE 150mpm TR E T AFTHEFPN LR E

P

PR R R F o LA AR 2 R R F 2

2
23

“

N -~ B Rl E-

40342344346 & o

% 38R & F L EMRERAR
YRR S
NH4Cl 2500 mg/L
NaNO2 2500 mg/L
KH:PO4 0.14 g/L
K:HPO4 0.75 g/L
NaHCO3 0.5 g/L
44
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3.7 X+ KX A &+ (Next Generation Sequencing, NGS)
AR HEL T NF iR 351 ) & g g7 DNA e ¥ 4
AW REAFE P RAMAEFENEIFFTAALAATINE I XA (Next
Generation Sequencing, NGS) » Z_& /424 ®] 3-7 » §1* Illumina & il € 25 HjiF
&4 16S rRNA 2L Fleh V3-V4 P BT 2/ o P F4 R arz3 i & 2 {8 1Y
PCR * ;47 16S SR HHEF AT P Z R TR RFREEINRFETET AR
ME PR A RE2 P e miE R A 5w L A 0 Nanodrop £ A Qubit LIk &
DNA & & F & 43 > pt¢be & %ﬁr} Nanodrop 7 A260 ~ A280 #Hc i i&— # | %
DNA Z P F b Y B ERP R TR 724k -
ZEREADRIILLBDNA P ERS A BBV ESEH L B 0 B
#® R 7| F B (ShortReads) h@ A = 3% > f@mpPr P dv 3 o2 4o vt HEOR S 43R
Zoipd RBBEA2 - AmT &7 2 llumina 4 B %A% 1 & 244 16SV3-
V4 % ¥ > 3l +  341F (5-CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") ™ % 805R (5’-
GACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC-3’) » L& {7 PCR R &fsi4f & s > T 77 A&
NE A TS 0 FERA P T P B s 1% Tllumina MiSeq & Se#-F R pL -y & ]
TR LR A it Adapter BB R EFFEH F BT DNA AR %
LB AP AR 4 BT BT H ",f ¥k F 2 4k A (ANTP)
EOF ORIRA 14 ,;gd ’«?T}‘ﬁ”ﬁeilg{;ﬁlj’ivjrg? + &7 DNA 2/ ° &
¥ 2.7 /B2 % 2 QIME #4222 SILVA2-5 iﬂz%&i@ 77 5@ > 0 OUT

2R R M R S M

Extraction of
genome DNA

PCR PCR products PCR products
amplification Quantification/Mix Purification

| Library preparation Sequencing

B 3-7 =t & 2K (Next Generation Sequencing, NGS) 4%
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B ARE 2 F R R g E AR S hzs M E hzoo B 233 ) &¢
iR BAFIZ LR o d 3 hzo A% - BT RPIRE ZF PSRN R
o2 hifd L RYEFLIARINSEI KRR FRBEHFRS bl S A foiEE T
4 (Dang et al., 2010) ~ /7 -k @z (Quan et al., 2008) 12 2 ‘= gHkinf # (Liet
al.,2011) % - TR FFTRETEAP hzo AFIZFA L P REBE? R 2§ L wR7
Foend PR b P APPSR ZZ BR R L I AR ERAR R
Sl g P ARG AR AT > B R R A PR &2 F R
A S
AL AIY BL Bz B R &EEF P ARA TSR 2 AT > B g4
LA RPN PEGFAFEAR > TR L FARELBRRE R EFIER
B 7 4 o P < (National Center for Biotechnology Information, NCBI) i {7
& F B 720 > 2 Total score ~ identity ' 2 Query coverage ' & B~ B 4 Hcii s
VR R R R R 4-1(a) 0 et 2 b0 50 L A A F o R
B R T8 ¥R I whole genome ¥ M FEIRiIZ A Fl 5 hdh (4cB) 4-1(b)) 0 4r
233 &A% o hdh 2 hzo ApF > FltFE SIS H I Y & - B Ry o At 1
PV @G AT A i E T ] R FAMA S Candidatus Kuenenia
stuttgartiensis > 1395 Egli * § ¢ & 2001 # &= 3« 4p 1 Candidatus Kuenenia
stuttgartiensis % B R f e & B 5 K IR B P A T (Eglietal., 2001) - F]pt A

j\ﬁﬁ‘i“ voArpl iR ki g ¥ 1t ﬁ“ AN AFEIRE E S 2 /I;J’”L"ﬁ A e
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Max  Total Query E Per.

Description ScientficName g ore Score Cover value  ldent | "“Ci®"  Accession
Candidatus Kuenenia stuttgartiensis strain CSTR1 chromosome, complete genome Candidatus Ku... 865 1714 100% 0.0 99.79% 4334932 CP049055.1
Candidatus Kuenenia stuttgartiensis isolate kuenenia mbr1 ru-njmegen genome assembly, chromoso... Candidatus Ku... 865 1719 100% 0.0 99.79% 4406153 LT934425.1
Uncultured Planctomycetota bacterium clone CMC-H2-C1 hydrazine oxidase (hzo) gene, partial cds uncultured Plan... 865 865 100% 0.0 99.79% 471 KT895601.1
Uncultured planctomycete clone WW ANA 02 hydrazine oxidase (hzo) gene, partial cds uncultured Plan... 865 865 100% 0.0 99.79% 682 JQ822938.1
Uncultured planctomycete clone WW H4F 06 hydrazine oxidase (hzo) gene, partial cds uncultured Plan... 865 865 100% 0.0 99.79% 555 JQ822934.1
Uncultured planctomycete clone WW _H4F 01 hydrazine oxidase (hzo) gene. partial cds uncultured Plan... 865 865 100% 0.0 99.79% 591 JQ822929 1
Kuenenia stuttgartiensis genome fragment KUST D (4 of 5) Candidatus Ku... 865 865 100% 0.0 99.79% 896449 CT573072.1
Uncultured planctomycete clone WW ANA 10 hydrazine oxidase (hzo) gene, partial cds uncultured Plan... 854 854 100% 0.0 99.36% 597 J0822946.1
(a) Kuenenia stuttgartiensis genome fragment KUST C (3 of 5) Candidatus Ku... 854 854 100% 0.0 99.36% 893329 CT573073.1
gene complement(1072768..1074501)
/gene="hdh"
/locus_tag="KsCSTR_11820"
CcDS complement(1072768..1074501)
|/gene="hdh"|
/locus_tag="KsCSTR_11820"
JEC_number="1.7.2.8"
/codon_start=1
/transl_table=11
/product=|hydr3§ine dehydrogenasel’
/protein_id="QII10561.1"
/translation="MRKFLKVTLASALIGCGVIGTVSSLMVKEAKAVEIITHWVPHEV
YGMPGEPDNSGKVFFSGLKAKYMGYPKDAQRSPYPGKYSKFWKTLPAYRYYIPDYMYN
RDEVRPSNPIKGTFKLEQCVACHSVMTPGIVRDYNKSAHSKAEPAPTGCDTCHGNNHQ
KLTMPSSKACGTAECHETQYNEQGQGGIGSHASCSSFAQVECAWSIERPPGDTAGCTF
CHTSPEERCSTCHQRHQFDPAVARRSEQCKTCHWGKDHRDWEAYDIGLHGTVYQVNKW
DTEQFDFSKKLSDADYVGPTCQYCHMRGGHHNVQRASIVYTSMGMSMADRGAPLWKEK
RDRWVSICDDCHSPRFARENLQAMDESVKDASLKYRETFKVAEDLLIDGVLDPMPKDL
CPDWSGQHIWSLKIGAYHDGEAYGGKTGESGEFRMSNVTDVERLCFESVGYFQTYIYK
GMAHGSWNDATYSDGSFGMDRWLVNVKQNASRARRLAALEKKVGISWQPEQFWKTGEW
LDQLTGPYIVKNHPGKTIFDLCPDPGWLDTHHAPAEEVEYIERKLKELGMEAGTHDVK
(b) QDSESKSVREH"

B 4-1NCBI £ 15 70t 152 % (a)F5 7] 42 % (D)4 FIib 2 %
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42 R 5 kB i it 2 4 R

4.2.1 R % 2 R

GAF g o ERT 2B ARERE ORI RGE TR 0 2 R A
TWT-BL 2 XF ¥ 3 84 b2 R% 7 - FFH 57 F 5K =8t &
Plde tEF WL F 0 Rl g BRE SR AREN OB A TES R R
T RO ARE R R B 42 4T Rz BRRY B TWT 5 F BAks

K

REFRE & §F 0 [ BE K RJZ R (Wang et al, 2010) > » %5 k% £ 5 1

v

FREGF S ER LTRELRARY 0 & 2010 £ TWT f o8t A R
5% kSR ESAT BL M2 XF o 0 e fis= B2 P 2,8 =
v L efkE % § 1“3k (Wangetal, 2010; Yang et al., 2020) o o iz = B % 3B
2910 5 R RAFEBERT 4§ FPLE &L AELY 0 F 2L
- T REGEN 10 E PR LRk R ELT § R g4 1

2Ot T RS B - HAFH P B ASLAC Sk T F

, 7
N~

TWT £ 8% DK ARIE R AR 83 #4Fwk = ki TWT B2
Fdk o @ARERMAE Lo BA A NEFERT gt o TWT ¥
BRI A2 - BAFIRE T RE £ § A2 % (Wang et al, 2010) » Fi % i3
RAGE SR A/O RIRAR 0 I B A BB E R0 O BRI &2 Rk
P g g o a ERIRED F X ARG B SRR TG R
St 4 2 %k (Meng etal, 2021) » @3t AR 110 # 4 7 d=fe & FORrc R 4
RIEZ B (FR KR IRFTTH ) e B E2 B k2B d Aok
KT R B i B OR T UG B LB RE A PRI o B RE I

LB TR BRGE T R o
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> BL

BL £ 8% 1K A2 2o edZin 4222 TWT Bwdple o Rl A/O dZin
REFEBR KA Y FPHARF > v BL fu & AIT ki TWT ik
o kM7 e ZoR s 3 R RSB GEN kLA Z 0 Ed il
Az Bk 2 a g BEd R R SR e Bl R P BRI A T R
ST RURIEGER B 2 T hh FASI AR B ik E B oo It
Rt o
> XF

XF R &> AF 99 # RB4F T fFAJLmfsE* A0 358 & AO =

RA A4 RE R BT RBUAPIRA R o kY AR R F R R
Sokg e R B RD AL X E Gk e e B ok e

B RE S F ke b b fg%?gj}&‘s_’&,](w@%_r};iﬁqﬁﬂ N LA

WiRwE R o Ep B BT 56 A (FALR D RFTR) < Bavkiedn

ME R AR TS A g AT LR SR RS B2 AR
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422 RuHE2 A2k FL (RR/pH E/73 5 /% T R/ORP)

ARG RENE 41 &2 = BEBE IR ST R TR A F AR B A
A Flen g & B TR E A Y T 20 K F]l—amod ~nxrB> i &k Fl —narG~
nirk ~nosZ > 11 % 16STRNA A F:£ 7 2 & > AF L HFHREe 7 = BR FDEF H
A F W R AT B 42 ARFRELTEE L R R KA

KRBTSR R pHE 35 ~ET A2 F CRAT o TS 53 B 4-

3o

LB RGPl E L > d 3 TWT M2 BL REHERET Y2+ 5 LB Y
s BRFRE20C=% 0@ XF fd HREFFEIF AL ERYR
25°C o — 45m 2 0 Bk P duiA b P BB T (30£2°C) hF B F o EEFER

i pe B ¢ MaERE £ 2 & & (Linetal,2020) - “,ﬁ%t“i” v o pH R A > = B
TOH B E A DT pH AR R T A 7.0-7.9 $¢ A G
iRl TN 0 199 % foda 1 pHB.O PEspl s du it (Wangetal,2021) » s 7 12
Ao RRD TR AR I o

B E A T IR T K § R 2mgll 1 RS T A
F e # % 244t 02~05mgL > RF B2 Fdl i 02mgL T > tikiplen
ZBRFTVUECRERREST B EF B Rk R 0§ By Y
FOREP > B BLR®OFFVUFERD P FFrf R W %5 B8

é6mg/L IV BL}";\&, %%% }%’qﬁf{ﬁ' Tiitﬁf;s’:&gﬁ%;ﬁ”ﬁj‘ﬁﬁ

I~

TR R T - AR TR G A RBRF A &R F B

F_‘.

R A BRF i WA TWT B2 58 Mo 5 £ 2404
ﬁiiﬁ E‘i""J(‘I (<10 mg/L) ’ :E’é’u }'Eji; ’_'i § L MK’ L[”T”.F (Yang et al. 2020) LL Ei'—’]
EICRUEC F AN T PRl TR NI L et L S LT TR S ¥

Bl e R LR F RS 0 BT S B BL R S FEH A

o

¥ .

AT e R E R 2
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AT AP RN AR LB H A P RRET Y Ao
A4 F BB 0 X ST A T 0 ORP 3 +100mV hFmRT 2 £ ;@
HEFHAa 2 % ORP 33 +100mV B> v P g8 FHF e | @ 4 Mot
+100mV PFo> v g R IS o KA o AR EY T g0 A XF 2
TWT Fi¥% ¢ ORP BB ¥ Mitshfp A i ok &5 2 524 5 B

wehE BL Fuih ORP #cE s thd @ &4 HARBKRPIFZT CHhIHNT Ko m
LWT RIS CHET R NF KT UL FRMY I AN R AT RES T 0

BROAERMGEF 0 AR TRGF KL T SRR AR 2 o

35 T T 14
: : ® Temp.
[ ] H
| I h T
30 ! !
| |
| | 10
I 1% .
25 4 | o | . ] | g
g e o o, o ° e o s °
8 e ® o o1 1 e T
1 1 -
20 1 1 ° ® 1
1 * o
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1 1
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| | L 5
1 1
1 1
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™ o] O ™ o] O o] (o]
= ,S;./ \g\/ N W \S‘f \Q‘A/ N\ \V\F \3“/?\ \\3/ o’ﬂ/
e "’O‘(_\?\/‘\Orﬁb /%\,— of fQ’ Qa.*g/*go@.‘is’fﬁg
(L - - rd
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423 RRFAMMZ LF LR IFAR
B— 5 R EJE R Y 0 MLSS fr MLVSS 4 ] % % & 77 5 R AJT & Soerud
(TR ALk R e e F B e R R AR 447 TP BE T A
BL Fieh MLSS 122 MLVSS kR (i ¥ Rz & ¥ UFRRF KT 2
gy AARE L s BREFKET UPLIT 10~100 & - &2 MLVSS k&
VLA R E F BT 02 P s i MO XF ORURS et ERg v T
A3 H - FE KRRk E kh ] B 0 ARBHRERRERIIR K 2 EFE-
R B Bcridiho Bow ARl T A B TG d SRR ¢ i iR 4R R o e PRI R
Pk ibaly BB R XF REEE A L B PR G S if  adTakag 0T

P B BGRRACR 45 BB HEF P ERF L L FA blde A F B
4 A

‘11

b .

E=)
e
[
=)

:

PN F B AP REFREAE KA AF B R

ELS MR T enFEEE > ¥ 7 o BRI HE T T RERRET 4

5&”}?\5{6 #£ 3B B3 i kR ?i%f&?vﬂ%i‘h Flb o Az B ET E TWT B &2
F },T'Ei';’f% HEME R FORR AL i 0 A ’g F_ MLSS # & MLVSS eficis % @ & & -

B R Ak G o
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Bl 4-5 XF BokE 175

424 B35

Beok ®oih COD # B F ot N 3%#c2 F 2 £ 473 >

-

L H 4 E T ANBEE R
COD %4~ 5% #FHHit5 235 £ (Total Solid Chemical oxygen demand, TCOD) §2 %,
BFAEH I E 2 5 £ (Soluble Chemical oxygen demand, SCOD) » TCOD #_-k %8 ¥

it 4 LS E R 2450 TR A TR B85 > 4 % SCOD #3

\

7

BABCA F % o g SCOD AR P R 5 ok AIL e e o

AFE 7 TCOD éhip| > 38 5 #oR R 8 6B B 3 Rl a3 F 5k
ML P TEARY FR S RE ;;Je— F84 e TCOD - ¢l 4-6(a)¥ ™ 7 1 XF
Fieh TCOD #icig i < »t ¥ #hd B ® > 8¢ TCOD F i~ - %2 R A »t 443
TR B2 MLSS > @ A ¥ b BREY o0 3> TWT B e i3k 0% iz o
t tipl 7. TCOD P35 ik #7i & ehif £ %0 3 @ BL Fie MLSS &% > &= TCOD
Beip» e fXm > & SCOD i@ g % 4o @] 4-6(b)> 4 BL ¥ XF Ruiicie s >
fzfjﬁé e @ 5 TWTBL-XF = fchut § 102 85 fhend sh 25 5 23.6%-

2.5%~41.1% (4% #) 2% 643%~87%~227% (4% # ) £ 3 #&E COD 2

L

=5

<

Fek g COD 2 <7 e A B YwmpF il A i N3 CODéﬁE

Ly

RIZ T 7 e 5 |5 s 4 Kl g o
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425 FF AR IR (FERE S TARP)

ATg o HACH % & kit IRk & & kA > LS K47 &2 474k
PRI R RIS R A 0 d S AR BRI UK AT R T AT R 2 ROk A 2L
TR A ABNE D AT R R B AR o R E BT RO 2

B B E P L F AP TR R o KA > § S Ak R B MEAk L
5 b ,/«Bfg v DRERPEFRAMN A e ;’Eci%ﬁ;z‘%ié%ﬁé FatkE

-

AR E 2 B b A 2

m
5=
BN

o

|4

AF RS HMAPEEZFRoLL FERESR (>800ppm) F 5 A 2wz 3
14 (Dapena-Moraetal., 2007) » B3k [fE % Sh ~sc w2 N pH B > g 2 drd]iv*
AR 2B R 4749 PR R T U N LR EE § AR 2
TARAF By B AR T RERER S S I PFF DR 0§
FAGAF LD A R EE a2k ) AR F T UER BL R
A E SR S0 B2 423 ) ARRIORH ML R RS 2 B ARE A AR 2
Tl e R o ho ] 4-824-9 TWT 22 XF g2 ik & i (3¢ BL gy o 4t 8
AREARRY 2§ MBI RTRI TSR FR AR E BL %9 NOs-N k
B#RFEFSZ i XF Bu&a NOy %2 NO;y #icie ¥ ~ v 7 % (Meng et al.,

2021) > Mg (5 FAFIRE €5 MR o
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4.2.6 FNF 12 RF A

PelF AR ME GBI 200 3 7 G BE AERBIRT Tk
WRE - BB - bldet § 2R S DR~ R R B TR S AP
Feh AT R IR Aok WL FIRADERT > AP Fargekd
FWFHZE RFWE FEEN LA ORI G WA RS DEES L A G B
IR GRS NS L BRI S L SR R LR R
SAo 410 967 0 = R? o L XF RN B E FRERE cF 2 E 2
FES VIR EARRSEL DR RATR 2 DB R S 2R B IRk G
WE g LR O EFREFEL DR FRFEHRSBEIE S5 F TR
(1o % ¥ 2 % (Wangetal,2021) - d » TWT 2 XF & g eiT B & %3 K
o o W BL Rudtt 0 B A2 BIHEARRY & §F L5 R 2 R des
¥ kR 737 mg/L (Meng etal,, 2021) » & RFFE R FRRE 95 200~300 mgL F
A kL

AORRLE RN MY A TR E SR RE oy Y BT TR F AR

8
9y

SLAEERE L G F o BhAoBl 4-11 40w 0 2 R o TWT R ® chi
LR FRF 0 R A RN SR F T ARG S KA 0 b BL RePRE 4 foed i
AFAL- AT RF O EF TR A A TR E AR IR 2 F ik

M H AR R 3 f—f g3 fdpAp vt v 3 T ' 48% (Mengetal., 2021) o
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4.3 B REFZRAPH A FIZE

AAFT Y o #4 TWTBL M2 XF = B3 80% 0K AT fit 7 4 Fl2
TR - il o W OE SRR £ F CFEG A RNF RS
#_r1 High-throughput sequencing (* £ % Next generation sequencing, NGS) 2 %
Metagenomic 7 fEfcd FHE 2 e 2 R FH G 0 KOG HTE DD A
ARBE A A TR R Sz R pipd AR PR BHEE AL
12 qPCR &7 & B FRIA Flap it T8 Ct - B~ 4 dPCR 4 47 hff
BREIEFIHITE - WREKFHFENLE > 2= BREY > XF 22 TWT
B F A F Ot #%¢0 MLSS 2 8000 rpm, 10 mins . t5 2 i3 ik B8 3.5.1
&b Fie T DNA 85 a d 3 BL Fu® 2 & Bt 3% MLSS 4811 4 g {2
Fr2EPEIPEEARS DNA x BL R odd ¥ {102 82 5 {3 A5 50
AU EFF P R IR R L AEFRER c KB HATITE
245 P 0 Z BRLEE U E SU§275 0k 2 genecopies B (F4Et s BL R R
WEBFR A PR I LR R B s R R RER L L
EEVRDEFRT o BL RiEDAFTET L g R ARBIEE KD E o

d 3 AT IR R R LT S R RE R R R B ke &
R RN SN R SR G R SRR S NN LR R A

B 4o 4-1 o T K444t Digital PCR 2 8 20 % % 8 7 #icdp cngil P 0 2 3434 -
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F Al ERR R RS2 AR B Y R

Bk X B2 5] LS SR 542
Landfill leachate amoA ~ nirS ~ nirK, ~ nosZ ~ 16S rRNA copies/g dry sludge (Gabarr¢ et al., 2013)
Landfill leachate amoA ~ nxrA ~ narG ~ nirS ~ nirK ~ nosZ copies/L (Sun et al., 2020)
Landfill leachate amoA ~ narG ~ nirS ~ nitK ~ norB ~ nosZ ~ 16S rRNA copies/g dry sludge (Zhang et al., 2021)
Landfill leachate amoA ~ nxrB ~ narG ~ nirS ~ nirk copies/g dry sludge (Jiang et al., 2021)
Landfill leachate amoA ~ nirS ~ nirK ~nosZ ~ 16S rRNA ~ Anammox copies/ng DNA (Wang et al., 2017)
Landfill leachate amoA ~ nirS ~ nirK ~nosZ ~ 16S rRNA ~ Anammox copies/ng DNA (Wei et al., 2019)
Landfill leachate amoA ~ nirS ~ nirK ~nosZ ~ 16S rRNA ~ Anammox copies/g wet sludge (Shu et al., 2016)
Landfill leachate 16S rRNA ~ amoA ~ nxrA copies/g dry sludge (Sun et al., 2014)
Landfill leachate 16S rRNA ~ amoA ~ Anammox copies/g dry sludge (Xie et al., 2013)
Landfill leachate 16S rRNA ~ amoA ~ nxrA ~ Anammox copies/g dry sludge (Zhang et al., 2017)
Landfill leachate 16S rRNA ~ Anammox copies/g dry sludge (Miao et al., 2014)
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431 AFRRBHZE
» 16S TRNA/F i /3 ml 2L 7158 4 2 &
Bl 4-12 5 = B R % 28 Flen’g ¥ 28 (gene copies/g dry sludge) » & Ak F]en @
Bk v @it A R £ F CeRE FERF DR RPN H
P& R E 2 16S IRNA A F1 2 §#° F7% & 1.28x10"~1.21x10'* (gene copies/g
dry sludge) » £7 — &3 B % 1K EIT R T E 2 % % 4p 5 (Gabarro etal.,, 2013) o %
FIREW P » ¥ Lang ApMF R Y ~ B F > amod 112 nxrB » %) 5 47
% §F e 2 DA BE- B comammox A FIP| A FEF R DA
CPEE o ALY M RRET g { - B A2 BRET CTWT
7% XF R Rond BA AT R R LT P- BEE R 442 &
743 BL B ®eis ik #FiE AR > 22 BL R ® 2 M R ES L REFRD
Ao oBL Reep 3 BB S BRFEACAPHERS (68mg/l) - £a 3 0 KB
G § g iR 2A 1 F i (NHO—>NOy—>NOy) 2 i » it A A28 0 &

ZREBFRBEY amod B FH iS5 F TR B Y noB A% 2~3 BEE &

7 BL Rk Jeth i F e iR ES A L Bl RRES Y R H

>

(Jiang et al., 2020) > B4 B 3 % T 0 LA PPN L WEY B3 2R3 F Ik
Bz ZR 78 - AT aniFEk e o RiEF RaA DAL d gt dap
FH2F 7R3 FHARALLZE P A RRETER S 2 E I

227 0 iRt BL fu % ¥ AOB 8 Jyoed izt NOB % ehd

[

P B A3 S Al F AT 2 A F] amod MR F S MG

FRER AT Z AR sk Y 3R ROk AT B e B

1\\
=
=
A

%70 2 XF Rch amod £ FIFED B S o Ap¥tehT i A7 aA L F B¢ AOB

SR AHERS O EREME IS F R TWT PR 5350 £ XF A
63

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



5o BRE s B RE BEF AR FS B XF RFA BT R R

E R BL R E TR ke amod R FIE L v XF g 100 & 0 e d A
% % 3 xff;:j 27 XF BApig 3 2 8 ™ d 3 a 423 &9 132 BL B & F
feth 2 MLVSS {2 4 F ored Lo eI 5 2 2 F R REEF &
ot bl FREMDE F A S AAHRL

s A F¢ > TWT ~ BL ~ XF B % 7 narG ~ nirK 1 3 nosZ * 0 narG
ik FIHE L B B B %3 108 gene copies/g dry sludge > £2:iE 2 < et o 4
. narG )RR ¥ ¥ % 10°~107 gene copies/g dry sludge (Jiang et al., 2021; Zhang et
al,2021) 8 X5 H LR B R E R B S AR o O A Rk P LR
PARAFEAFTZZBRFE? IZERAT BRE > SERFTiEEOLE > 7PN
kR NOy-N ¥ it 5 narG A F1E 5 & # <2/ ¥ (Kim et al,, 2011) o g+ ¢} »
b onirK Y02 nosZ &R WA AFOTE L A F AT LA N L
3.88%10°~4.97x10'° 12 2 9.6x10°~6.69%10'0 > %L i3 = }I% adpl H =T g

4

FlH L kg 13F 5 (Jiangetal, 2021; Zhang et al., 2021) » o 3t F J % SLif 2

"'F

2 AR

T e FREMATISHTE DI R >yt 3ne ¢ L Bu AT

16S IRNA A Flerfp it & v+ 2 8- H 375 o
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> Riizi CATEHTE
EAFL Y AR R Y - R E T —RE £ F 5 RLSHRY &
FIVERP chE P - i]}ﬁj?-/% hzo T 5313 % > hzs 2341 & = N2H4é’f”ﬁj§‘% ;oM

hzo 2 B # it 5% NoHs 5 1 5 No 22 HyOed »0RF £ § V1% 2 F i 5

FFNELABRE RHER 414 P57 UFRAEZ BREY T TWT w5
%% ERFEMOBL 12 XF Ra%ihg § kR YT 8E 200~250 ppm ; ¥ j& H] ¢
+

g T - R AT —NOy kR E 2 R R R NOS-N R R
& 50~70 ppm £ B {7 kT o ST 4 NO-N = 24 %% (Chamchoi &
Nitisoravut, 2007)> e .= fr® & & BL B % 7 #/t¥ 5~10ppm 7 NO-N kA&
PG 2-7 % mdvi NHa"NOy=1:132 5 #if > Flot 5 A TR R ik £ 7 iy
# A Anammox VEMRF E A FEHME B > d K- BRI ELEET UF R LA BL
B R §RIEERB ORI ZF CAFIHELRZAY - BREEFZLIATER -
Pt d WRE F F MR YR B BT A B EE 2 G
£ FRAF L EMPE o Y al K R EEEFEE > FIR R F L chE KT
kR FE AL G ORE £ 5 Rk PR B E AR L REFE
THRRREECETE R RARF 27 C/Nratio 2358 - 133582 = ;;ch_ﬂ
T omEE A LI~LS o RE 5 F P REEE ERIplr £ ARG
Pl 2~25 o d RRURIPHERF 0 TEERAF B2 27 0 A FHE NOB
AEHTARRAORIPRR VA SEIRI A PFEETREORF] A2
£ 2 )4 (Miaoetal, 2018) o 15pt § L3-8 2% > TWT B % 43§ #{ 1 2
FFeopt gt A u 5 1.05-124 5 BL RS 1412 1455 @ XF Bl 5 0.84 12
2 3160 S ETED BL BuRhpl d 0t 5 Z R i ARE £ § I D
2 & XF BuH B F] 5 R iT & KR £ el 4o < g2 ik COD 7 2>

S KBRS G ERT AT CEL T -
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S B REEAERY 2§ F2 REFET Anammox T E GH Y
B Ff TR 1 en S 4p vt (40@) 4-15) (Mengetal., 2021) » %2 B = # %2R
$ 45 1-3E@oBL fr XF hi5 ik 3 p 7 BRETIRY 4 § AR5 BRF
FRAHZREF T RIZIFA2 TR KEBRS7 R BL 12 XF &
BERE £ F CFAFIERAEF R EAR T TWT & TWT K% ¢ » i
2 F AR TR 2 %% 95 1.1x10° gene copies/g dry sludge » @ *F7 7 $%
TR 2% 5 832x107 gene copies/g dry sludge ; BL B % B i 2 17 1 ¥ § #
R E f Bz 28 B B EEA B L 259%100 122 758x10' gene
copies/g dry sludge » @ JRFF B M5 - £ % R R K1 4378 10° 12 %
7.304x10° gene copies/g dry sludge ; XF i 2 44 5 112 5§ {2 T £ % %4
w5 1.33x10° 22 1.45x10'° gene copies/g dry sludge » I A FI® B ™ "% 3

=,

10%~10%» i i B % B iBd 2 AR 4 F PTG AT ENT 2~3 B

Y-

Fed oo d L R EERY £ F " APRMER Y

K

f 28~30°C » & 5=

LBk R (R LR ERT £ F C LR S B e

|

R4 o d 3 TWT 22 XF % i3 02 AZF EE Y 74 a<lmg/L &
Mmoo P BL Ra® e ¥ BB Ap v Ap B (68 mg/l) > B 5§ ¥ ax
g3 FIRE & § 1 F2 51 (Wangetal,,2021) 0 se 45 T 4 2 38 o B fé o
BEARZ BR FEEI AP ABHT R R MR BL s AL B
TRRF PR F B ET R F T BL R O AR £ R R ik

2 (bl REEF ) - BRARREFHFLE N LS B

LB REIKTA KPS L BE B RE s B
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1e+11

1e+10
A
1e+9
1e+8 A A
1e+7
1e+2

. NH4+ N
B NO2- N

- 250 i
A hzo gene copies

- 200

Gene copies/g dry sludge
conc.(mg/L)

||‘ - 150
100
50
IJ7_0

B Lin Kou
Tian Wai Tiany

Te+1

1e+0 T T

(a) Sampling location

10°
10" -

6

10

Anammox bacteria 16S rRNA gene copies g’ dry sludge

5

10

"A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 B1 B2 C1C2 D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 E1 E2 E3 E4
LK TWE B ' TC

(b)
Bl4-14(@kF 23 “AFTERE hzo AFIZE M (27 ) (b2 =~ A RE &

3 V3R 2 F %% (Mengetal, 2021)

K3r:Bl—4§ 5 ClUC2— 4§ H/4 § §48 ; DI/D2  D3—# § H/4 § #,
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432 AFERIIHEE

oL EIAGHIRL FREH N ERFRIFRE T AR LT #L
7R E WA 2 LB PR T2 280 00 16S IRNA A Fl#-2
Beng H i BATREHREN  REIHER  BREFFFMATILT F R

2B LR 5 ARtk doB 4-15 o o

B BREY TP &Erﬂ'ﬁ I amod £ Fte XF B Fend v & %> BL
HEed o R KDY § T P RS AOB dhfed A EHE 0 B F NHLWN e ik
F (Pan et al., 2015) > e iEF K3 ¥ (<I.Smg/L) ¥ e 7 i & AOB # &_ NOB

(Fan et al., 2013) » 1345~ & > I 3% 5 2R B JRif el 08 B 559 > &
amoA Ap¥ &t 5 88% T > NH4-N 2 "o % £ 90.5% (Wangetal,, 2014) » iz »%
FIL 2 Z R Y o amod SAp ¥t o[t e ki 100 B0 E o X URAF
fr I AR F v g R XF OB H 0 amod §R onxrB A FApE 4 F E5 0.01%
12 0.07% » o5 ] 4-13 amoA Fh T4 & § 4% F AR g o gt b Ap it A
Fl—narG~nirK 3 nosZ> fEHlA v F AT b L Mo e b ohzo AT A XF
B F P a3 10°~10" 0 #7 B FET A XF RE D TR AR
FEF LR LGN A REARME B o
> BL

& BL Bi% @ o 1B 4-15 cofp it d o W g amod A FIhip L % F

nxrB % 2~3 BB x o P 1B 49410 FR L AR E B EIUE R B

v AL ARE o g2 b U 416 7 iy N BL RRRE £ F
16STRNA £ 714 102> XF 2 TWT B & L B E 10°~107 5= BRE " 49
HeIvEg St HRFEHE S FuUp 33 ERAH KBS » =1 Jiang ¥
FHRE220 2 NRE 2 5 FFAFFRES VEAF B2 AL JRd
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WEA PR E R 4 F PR3z TARD B EE (Jianget
al.,2020) » A&7 F E-4HiR] 1T 2 K F Sl A F R R 0 dapl BL RUE OF AR
2 {;gg; AR S AOB A% A MS A 40 » JI* 4%F F£FF §F 4

=

#B‘li—j-ma‘li‘j‘gg ;gq’ mgkig ‘m ﬁégﬁﬁdmilﬁj'ﬁ*g’ L_/'?/ﬁ'r}é-l ’
STAED

Mok AOB L § § 3 T PRy -k? BB edE > SR
RIHE P2 AR BRB O RIFIAP IS FRAE 0 ¥ - s PR ERY & F
PAEFRHL R Y R ORTFZF CRAFOLEREORT PR
R AR (PR ARIF oS B A SR 2 % = (Yangetal., 2020)

B s VSR 534 BL o narG M %2 pirK 4p¥H L vV ikE 0 3 B A Flep

p.u

BEFAAGIIRT A5 F BAT -NOy 12 A8 FA 4 NO g 4 i
ERF A FMF pove BL RFLEHY RE 5 U FEAR MR FS R
YHEHFHMIFRABERTF B UASREY BERRIHRIZFH
> TWT

RIHEB4-157 g0 TWT Few 02 XF ReE A 00 it ®  Anammox &
16STRNA 2. f W 4 101075 # B ok 4 § L2 F CEAEN S ER AR
ORI 2 A A Fl 2 g 0 TWT B A i ol B4 4 B = R
HF AP A TS F RIS, Ptk b 16S IRNA A Feh 107~107 0 7 ok
FExFE COD RARYYET A Rgprt L M & - BRI R 5§ FE
A e oo Flp T TEHE R R BERD & - T Rehpl VA AR R o b oh o G
Bl 4-16 chfpt b v %7 PR BR %D nosZ RFIFEL BT 52 5% 'nosZ &
NoO gl = Ny endpdlAF] e = BRFY » A s AF L kB i 2
FEF AL PRREIF TR 0 bk - BRE Y FREFE 16S IRNA A FR|
Brls F 4 16S IRNA A > B % BT k B2 &3 29% e 2.2 %

BEay LT AR R £ y nosZ # Ferm E]T AFEEFTF R AE R
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Relative abundance
(gene copies/16S rRNA gene copies)

Relative abundance
(gene copies/16S rRNA gene copies)*100%

100

I amoA
nxrB
narG

101 4 . nirK

s hosZ

I hzo

102 -
102
104
10° - T T T T T
i's s 0
S / e e ilg / *FQ -
QQQ«\\\\ \‘.Lrﬁ) \rﬂ:b QD‘QQ) Q&Qﬁ
Sampling location
Bl 4-15TWT - BL ~ XF Ap$HiE B % %
60 - B amoA
El [ nxrB
[ narG
B nirk
30 A [ nosz
[ hzo
20 -
10 A
0 ; E
?’QQT\N“ 2@9"\1\11 ‘\'2?—36\‘/ J\'Z?,%B\’/ 0&067(?/ 0.5;067L

Sampling lacation

B 4-16 TWT ~BL - XF A%t E B %% (dp4c)
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» BL—%- tH# vs. % SHFK

mAE A DY A R F S - ABEEEE 0 A d 2 BL R R o0 & Pk
KA g RUH GBS TG FRE G R Fh SRR e A &
LRI R AL AL RF ARG ¥ S R T FRaR Sk R
100 ppm # 4 & S00ppm > * Frp 3% B8 % - ZLE 72~ ¥ 5 6~TmgL> &
Ho RSl L83 % RGPk R 5 A THEE DL L RF] - B 4-17 5
B ® D XAFAHEITZ 285 T g K AT R F Y AAEE R S TR
I F,g;%l\,)ﬁlm,,] berr M ATFIE R R BB MAE K BauET oA
amoAd FEF|p¥E S K E - T 4% T E T R R 1% =+ camod AT S
WA BL B R F B AR ERF G AARFIPERFNZE BRI 2Rk
J bo GRS A ) DIRE o ol 1 AT amod AR EE RN S A nwB hd
BFHR] oS0 d 3 nosZ AR ERFMEAR Y WA EE K %“"‘f} +im
% heIg P o

HRRE & F VAT hzo coAp ¥t vt b oo FEREARE L VL G BT M A 0 9
52 é}lgﬁiﬁﬂ?[%ﬁﬁ’\ CRRE & F CREF ER A DEFRT T ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁlﬁv?ﬂf’i?

e fm

GRS RIGE TS REE R PR LR S IR

=t

3

%3 -

% hgg i 5 7 g (Giivenetal., 2005; Isakaetal., 2008) » » %] &< A7 7 ¢ § 54y

NP R Fiopr a2 v A 4 E M B S ERRE § § O b

FR 2 drdla 278 o F > FRATER®EPRY 4 5 FOFRE & L5
F&

g PRk AR L BT B R A R R

e
A
(i
3
A
AR

B G WA B S ERT £ 5
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Relative abundance
(gene copies/165 rRMNA gene copies)

100

| B amoA
| [ nxrB
| L parG
107 A | B nirk
| BN nos?
| m— hzo
|
102 I
|
|
103 4 |
|
|
|
104 I
|
|
108 - !

1223BL_A  1223BL_O  O0503BL_A  0503BL_O
Sampling location

Bl 4-17BL i % @ 2 # aw LA Fp 28
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4.4 R¥ % § i“ BRI (Specific Anammox Activity, SAA)

CEUERS SN AR RN U S & 2 I S NISCT AR S A
d R RGeS BN HEHAZAL 5 Ny 7 £ (Chen et al, 2017;
Dapena-Moraetal., 2007) » £ 5 Anammox &7& &> % = 43 ;4R pf*ﬁr} N
PHPITFEI R 45 A2 2% § k& (Ishimotoetal, 2021) » &5 - faR| &
AT F A EE NHS-N o NO-N kR R T A F kplE R £ §
F e #iE NHs-N v NOy-N i § 4 “ﬁ% F k=% SAA (mg-N/mg-VSS-day)
(Baeetal,2016) » B 3.6 /| &% = % %25 2 5 % 4o 4-18 + 4-19 » ¥ 3¢ BL

% bt A FIRE B R 0 R BRI BL RS L 0 TWT 2 XF R

N,

2 MR E e o

KA mEET g =i NOX-N ERFFALETE L § EAFY

S G ik 100 ppm o Gt Fle el R R 2LS B R T AL o IR 2-
7o RN 25 REAF CF BARiTo 4§ 0 TAERL A BT A 11132

©owpe E Pl RS 0 B SCOD kAP LGB Z S iRE RS
# i3 %) 100ppm G W F O Ao € E F > TARBORR T EARE 2

i COD Rl Z5#5% > 7 H3gR[Hh M P 35d »° COD ez > 2 RBFMAF I -

-w

K5 0 d b AR Y h FRRAET ] CRTIRT 4§ CHoH a0 L b SAA
ENE R EREESE LR FES SN C RS RS SRy

S SRR SN X

242 LI P B Wﬁﬂﬁaaithrﬁfvg% ‘éyz.&ﬁmp
AT PN R md R @ f1% NHO-N fo NOy-N it § 404 5 k=R RF

ﬁ*r

FF IR S BT B R R RACF R 4 AR B il 0

AR IR £ F P F AR 0 COD ER PR KA o d Ay A

o

'\1

BR R A R EREFRBERE RR T COD R Y B > 7 it FRAEFEK
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SAA R S PF R IR

# > & Okabe a:%?ﬂ 2023 & he pdp o B BRI SAA R

l‘§§ ILE:]I\'—I:' AN

pRRT Lenicd o ¢

2. 98% (Okabe et al., 2023) » ¥ ¥

KE2ZWMRLE EREZIRIRT Z 3 L F o M
L2 50k fRE

"7);‘%# #ﬂ.,ﬁ}'@fé[ﬁ/ﬁ-—y;r’knh N

h A2 HRRIURT £ § L 2
Anammox %k iR 3 AR %32 FE
BR PP AR ISN-tracer F R (Yoshinaga et al., 2011)
a2 % Rk 2 |
SN-tracer F R Ishimoto et al., 2021
R n ( :
5k w__& ISN-tracer '? ]r;’i (Yuan etal., 2021)
REHREZERPIESR SN-tracer FH%EF BN (Okabe et al., 2023)
e L) ISN-tracer F (Yang et al., 2021)

BT LYIESE

NH4"/NOy 4 % % Tk (He et al., 2018)

BT LYIEIFE

NHy/NOy 2 £ % FHREF B (Sun et al., 2018)

PEHREEYIEFR NHy"/NOy 3 % 5 F&EF B (Martins et al., 2018)
PHREEYIEFR BRSO P& EF B (Fernandez et al., 2012)
P BRI R R R R R F A (Daverey et al., 2015)
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300 +
—®—— BL-A_NO2-N

® BL-A_NH4+-N
——&—— BLATN
050 - —..—0-—--  BL-A-DEAD_TN

conc. (mg/L)

80
time (hr)
B 4-18 BL By % 4+ ¥ 1 —SAA & 2p3#
300 - ——@— BL-O_NO2-N
) BL-O_NH4+-N
—@—— BL-O_TN
250 - ——0-—  BL-O-DEAD_TN
200 g
-
(@]
é 150
)
c
o
o
100
50
0 I I I 1
0 20 40 60 80

time (hr)

B 4-19 BL B % 4+ ¥ 1 —SAA &= p3#
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4.5 Fta &+
B 4-20 3 WA A E L PET NGS #1182 B % it P"éﬁ%ﬁ#g#ﬁi&f
PR g @;gie:* B BEFF BB AP ORVEM S pREREY KE
gz B T LIEIRE P 66-90 % (Xuetal,,2017) > @ AFE Y 2= BRE P ik

B EER A% DR EF T F B FT (Bacteroidota) ~ % A5 7

(Proteobacteria) » £ ¢ it F/M 8 4 ¢ avkfEa 4 @ F4 (Songetal, 2015) -
A OXF BB R W B EREF S BP0 BARM LR § F i RE gk R

FpE o HEGERAEE B9 B or TR 8 Xuetal,,2017) 5 TWT B % )12 %
¥ F " (Chloroflexi) 112 xS & (Actinobacteriota) % H%F* i m BL et is

L

BTSN G BRI FREAM > F T RFREAM Y ¢ ¢ 2977 RE 4 3

—\

B B4 43 [ &% 2 dPCR 2 R B B % 4ped > %4 ¥ lie- %R & BL

-~

BRFPPDOEIRFZFCAL G AR EZFRLE- HEEH -

1009
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
B
10% .
0% || | . | — — —
S
_\gk‘ <« «V «0 X \/0 qék \g\o N Q’\,0 04?, \"\(\
S g w{‘& 'v@ & & o o N 7 &
Q O o Q S Q 3 §
M Actinobacteriota M Acidobacteriota Bdellovibrionota Bacteroidota e
W Chloroflexi W Dadabacteria B Deinococcota M Desulfobacterota
M Firmicutes B Halobacterota B Myxococcota W Nitrospirota
M Patescibacteria Planctomycetota Proteobacteria B Spirochaetota
Synergistota Verrucomicrobiota M others

B 420 7 FRFZ FIARHE A (P)
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BTORW A S A RGPERE AT RV RS H YRS 1% LR T

Bk @z e g = 240k 0 JR Y ¥ g d Hyphomicrobium I

b XF B % & PIDIH G At Al s Ry 5 BEH2 - » Hyphomicrobium
;{,ttg%%%ﬁ,g%,%l—éé_%?,};friiga,,'EJ,‘T’; 375 K IR R )

Hyphomicrobium 7% 2 % 5 5 &~ B % (Baytshtok et al., 2008; Isaka et al.,

2012) > » FlG H A @ > Hid FARGR G EA LT i b Sehd & S

-k

o

(Timmermans & Van Haute, 1983) > @ % BL % d *t T e 5 54 fRiv 5%
R A HER S OV HBRES O P ERFHKIR e & XF R E R
¢ 7 Aquabacterium ~ Bacteroidetes ~ Delftia ~ Methanosaeta ~ Halomonas % » 2 7
11 Methanosaeta " % Halomonas % & % *= 7 » & & &85 ¢ ¥ L2 #H/4 (Song
etal.,2015); @ Aquabacterium Pk ki? i BFE $ T 0F LA FORIR o 7 IR
=253 “,‘TT Ao s j22 3 4 (Chen et al, 2021) - TWT F % Bl 14 Iamia -
Nitrosomonas ~ Nitrospira % %% J > Nitrosomonas ¥ Nitrospira i3 14 % Bubg
By i % e AOB 2 NOB: @ lamia B : % F2 - 3 AAHE A7 4R H
ks ARG APM ABLA A T o Kidh BL REY 2 BEE
Acetobacterium ~ Ca. Kuenenia ~ Nitrosomonas ~ Paracoccus % > 2 B%H? > Ca.

Kuenenia + k% % 5 “Fhz -  WHER 5~T% > 27 R w D wREF 75 RE

FFMALE A I MBS ARAR BRI B AP LA H TR
sk BBV E Nitrosomonas TR E FEGEIMAM M SR 2 M F BRE

AR 4t A4S BL Ba %P & & & PIFEL R E P &PIT| e Nitrospira

(NOB) #/% (Yang et al, 2020) > % F 8RB P 3 F E i B 7 RT » R

-
‘aﬂl

FoeniEz e adF ane it g B JISYRY & 3 1 2 & 5 @ Paracoccus
SEFLOMARE NS AAL T A F B TEFHF A F & (Shietal,
2013) B ERF B BRBT LG LAEL Y AP A AT BED

HApst bt 2o f ORI A R T A BB F RS ¢ p IS A (Huangetal,
78

doi:10.6342/NTU202302736



2003) 5 Fipik ok FiE R A L AT RESL G o

d 2 b NGS data ¥ W B ATy P 413 anz BB R AR AT i A

Pled B4 £35TWT 2 XF A& @l v —wm B2 R A7 % F

-

A BL RHAIFEEGAC —wa —RIZF P HZFE- - BRI SHE
FI=p

RiF i3 2 At oz £ RREHF -
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100%+

50%

. |
40% | "
- =
30% .
]
. - -
0%

0406-XF-A 0406-XF-O 0502-TWT-A  05302-TWT-O 0503-BL-A 0503-BL-O 1209-TWT-A  1209-TWT-O 1223-BL-A 1223-BL-O 1223-Bl-over 1223-Bl-return

W Arenibacter WAKYG1722 B Acetobacterium B Aguabacterium B Clostridia_UCG-014 W B1-7B5

W Bacteroidetes vadinHA17 W Caondidatus_Kaiserbacteria B Condidatus_Kuenenia W Candidatus _Competibacter W Christensenellaceae_R-7 group M Comomonas

W Denitratisoma m Delftia ® Filomicrobium Fluviicola u Hyphomicrobium m Halomonas

W lamia W Limibaculum W Lentimicrobiaceae m Mycobacterium m Methyloversatilis u Methanolobus

® Methylophoga B Methanomethylovorans Methanosoeta Nitrospira W Nitrosomonas ®m Novosphingobivm
B Phaeodactylibacter 8 Paracoccus B Romboutsia B RBG-13-54-9 B sedimenticola W 5M1AD2

m smithella u saccharimonadales W Truepera others

Bl 421 2 b R k2 AfatpHE s A (B)
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B R i%ﬁﬁ Alpha diversity % $iE2 ™ % LA L B Rk T & & 9 Alpha
diversity (Chaol ~ Shannon) ip#ic > £ 4-3% iRl % > Chaol shifcEA%+ » & 7 fF
el R RAXF @ Shannon @Rl e H AR M E 23 R A B2 G 0 Shannon
FeEARL > AT EE IHEMERF cBLR L 4-3 \#ﬁﬁzv MITBLR® et fAE % R
BRI TS B KL i o TWTBL 2% XF % 0 Chaol 12
% Shannon 4 %]7% # 5000~6000 1 % 7.12~9.87 (Yang et al., 2020) - ¥tp& % 4-3
WEBHERR B RET UERS Bl L B < > A7 P W RE KL

FEFREEIRET AL RFRTIEES S RcenR i i fpr o @
Beta diversity R v % k$FH P F R RHR AL R M 2 B4-225 Weighted
Unifrac 122 PCA Rl &R %R 3 v H AT 22 BRELETLERS - i
FRLRET G AFF PMEI S SRBEEE > BR=F 4 PCA 777 ERP
Apens 3o 4 b Weighted Unifrac ¢ 2 7 /08 5 R F 3l 0 w8 R14-227 # IR =
BRF? n BL 33 XF enf £ o

244 BEERFRVARY P NE PR FRE R £ 5 FERT
FHAL T AR A4 0 A E M A 4P o NO2 12 NOs i wal Fiag
WA FES B R A BV RFORT 2 F P FELFER PHER Y A2 AR
Mo Zm PR R pH EiEE S RY £ F P REREL REE - Raglr o B2
I‘L#Er‘ M E FORRMPEBFRT 25 VF B2 EE - B4-235 &R R DRR FF
gt BN R 2 F P HBEPHE SR CCAL 4 (Canonical
Correspondence Analysis, CCA) » & & Fi % ® DB H FHEME N S BlaHE 5 ~ £
2 it 7 (Nitrospira ~ Nitrosomonas) ~ %t # 7 (Denitratisoma) ™ % jp| B & % ¢
WY HRERS SRS 2§ FFB (Kuenenia) i& 74834 0 /€8 4-24 1 CCA
BT m S g § e SR PR L TARITE pH BRI K2
B TWT fe®? oy gl it spl s 2 Aph 5 2Xd »BL Re®w A& Mg § it F—

Nitrosomonas 1 % k¥ % ¥ i 7/ —Ca. Kuenenia o ¥ % 2 { 8 > 2,7 AOB
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b BL BB TR TARTE § - RARR T % BL RUR SR £ 5

Bibes 25 o 0 KB R

F]F g BT 2 0 Ca Kuenenia (' g AV R B R w4 F TR AR

3=

FLEAFT » FPP%FE BL Rw Ry £ 5 1
53

A

SRS LIRS SRS RS LU ER Ry X

—
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# 4-3% fu % Alpha diversity 4 #

Chaol shannon
0406-XF-A 421 7.726
0406-XF-O 408 7.578
1209-TWT-A 547 8.003
1209-TWT-O 534 7.935
1223-BL-A 409 7.335
1223-BL-O 321 6.744

F OA-AR I RE A2 RY £ F P AHER RS AR AR A4 (p>0.1)

pH COD ammonium nitrite nitrate

Hyphomicrobium 0.4655 0.2726 0.1051 0.2355 0.3921

Paracoccus 0.3806 0.4758 0.3281 0.7164 0.9650

Nitrosomonas 0.1817 -0.2454 -0.4785 0.5906 0.5915

Nitrospira -0.0521 -0.5807 -0.5388 -0.3574 -0.2334

Kuenenia 0.6352 0.6932 0.5923 0.4442 0.5969
R e o I

s0502-TWT-A

's0502-TWT-0

‘SIZOQ-TWT»A

151209 TWT-O
categorical

0 sA S0503-BL-A

PC2 21.62%

s0503-BL-O

$1223-BL-over

$1223-BL-return

151223-BL-A

$1223-BL-O

0406-XF-0® & 8 8 o o 8 & e o [ o
T £ g 2 8§ 8 % 8 E B K B
S0406-XF-A § 8 &8 8 8 & & & & © U
L] x = g % g @ @ @ @ @ @
3 g 2 B B B B
<] 5 - z - > o e > o
a0, \ \ . s > o >» o H g
-30 -20 -10 0 10 (b) b
(a) PC122.82%

B14-22 = Fi % Beta diversity » +7 B] (a)PCA (b)Weighted Unifrac 4 47
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CCA237.27 %

$1209-TWT-O
$1209-TWT-A
s0503-BL-O
s0502-TWT-A
~ pH
be=———— _ <2
// ~————_N DO s0503-BL-A
/ S 7]
/N T
= @
~3"7
o) S0406-XF-0 ’770,7/.0
SV ™
< $1223-BL-A
s0502-TWT-O $1223-BLLO
s0406-XF-A
T T T T
=1 0 1 2

CCA138.42 %

% +7 (Canonical Correspondence Analysis, CCA)

84

Location
BL
TWT
XF

) gA A FORE £ FREEA (¢ H5) 2B @ CCA
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(@)

Relative abundance (%)

24 -

22 4

dN ALY - BRI TEp SV RES F R ARY & F CFEAR 0 B 4-
24 G2 2 WAt NGS = 2Rl TURY 4 ¥ "FZAHEARSS » b2 HER
BFERIZICFASAE LREY FFREZART £ wF CaBrocadia-
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