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Denitrification
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Abstract

The biological nitrogen removal (BNR) involves two processes: nitrification 
and denitrification. Denitrification occurs almost exclusively under facultative 
anaerobic or microaerophilic conditions; however, aerobic denitrification can occur 
in aerated reactors. In this chapter, the feasibility of achieving nitrogen removal 
using a lab-scale biological sequencing batch reactor (SBR) exposed to anoxic/oxic 
(AN/OX) phases is described in order to attain aerobic denitrification. The SBR 
was fed with acetate and ammonium sulfate. Nitrite generation was controlled in 
order to avoid the N2O production by nitrifier denitrification. Experiments under 
four different operating conditions were carried out: low and high aeration, each 
one with low and high organic loads. For all the tested conditions, a complete COD 
removal was achieved. The highest inorganic N removal close to 80% was obtained 
at pH = 7.5, high organic load (880 mg COD/(L day)) and high aeration given by 
12 h cycle, AN/OX ratio = 0.5:1.0, and dissolved oxygen concentration higher than 
4.0 mg O2/L. Nitrification followed by high-rate aerobic denitrification took place 
during the aerobic phase. Denitrification took place mainly from the intracellular 
reserves of polyhydroxyalkanoates (PHA) during the aerobic phase. The proposed 
AN/OX system constitutes a simple and potentially eco-friendly process for biologi-
cal nitrogen removal, providing N2 as the end product and decreasing the formation 
of N2O, a powerful greenhouse gas.

Keywords: nitrogen removal, sequencing batch reactor, nitrification,  
aerobic denitrification, polyhydroxyalkanoates, glycogen

1. Introduction

The biological removal of nitrogen (N) comprises two processes: nitrification 
and denitrification. The nitrification is a strict aerobic process that involves the 
oxidation of ammonia (NH3) to nitrate (NO3

−) by autotrophic bacteria. Firstly, 



Biotechnology and Bioengineering

2

ammonia is oxidized to nitrite (NO2
−), by means of ammonia-oxidizing bacteria 

(AOB), and then nitrite is oxidized to nitrate by the nitrite-oxidizing bacteria 
(NOB) [1]. In the second step, named denitrification, nitrate is converted into a 
gaseous product, nitrous oxide (N2O) or molecular nitrogen (N2), which is finally 
eliminated into the atmosphere. Denitrification is an anoxic process performed by 
heterotrophic bacteria using nitrite and/or nitrate as the electron acceptor. In full 
denitrification, NO3

− is reduced to NO2
− and then to nitric oxide (NO), N2O, and 

finally to N2 [2].
Nitrosomonas is the most common genus of autotrophic bacteria capable of 

oxidizing ammonium to nitrite; however, Nitrosococcus, Nitrosospira, Nitrosovibrio, 
and Nitrosolobus also have that ability. These ammonium oxidizers belong to the 
beta subdivision of the Proteobacteria [3]. Nitrobacter, Nitrospira, Nitrospina, 
Nitrococcus, and Nitrocystis are known to be involved in the nitrite oxidation [3]. 
Nitrite-oxidizing genera belong to the alpha, gamma, and delta subdivisions of the 
Proteobacteria [4]. Denitrification is carried out by several bacterial genera such 
as Achromobacter, Aerobacter, Alcaligenes, Bacillus, Brevibacterium, Lactobacillus, 
Micrococcus, Proteus, Pseudomonas, and Spirillum [5].

Carbon is not a difficult compound to eliminate by biological processes; on the 
contrary, one of the most common problems in wastewater treatment plants is the 
lack of organic carbon to carry out the denitrification process. Particularly, treat-
ment plants with low chemical oxygen demand/nitrogen (COD/N) ratios exhibit 
difficulties for nitrogen removal due to a shortage of organic substrate [6, 7].

Several biological processes have been proposed for nitrogen removal. The 
modified Ludzack-Ettinger process is a widespread conventional technology 
for nitrogen biological removal. This process is a modification of a conventional 
activated sludge process where an anoxic reactor is located upstream of the aerobic 
reactor. This process with pre-anoxic configuration is commonly named anoxic/
oxic (AN/OX) process. In the first reactor, denitrification is carried out using 
organic carbon from wastewater. For this, the process requires an internal recycle 
that carries nitrate, generated from ammonia by the nitrification process (aerobic 
reactor), to the anoxic reactor. The amount of nitrate removed in the anoxic reac-
tor depends on both the recycle flow and availability of influent organic carbon. 
Several disadvantages are associated with this process: (a) high costs involved in 
the recirculation; (b) production of nitrogen oxides as end products, instead of N2, 
which is caused by microaerophilic conditions, generated by recirculation [8]; and 
(c) limitation of the carbon source in the anoxic tank, caused by the recirculation 
of the nitrate-rich mixed liquor, resulting in accumulation of intermediate products 
such as nitrites and nitrogen oxides [9].

Systems based on postanoxic denitrification have the anoxic tank located down-
stream of the aerobic tank. Nitrification and consumption of the organic carbon 
take place in the first reactor. Denitrification is carried out in the anoxic stage. Thus, 
mixed liquor recycle from the aerobic to the anoxic stage is not required. However, 
this oxic/anoxic (OX/AN) system leads usually to a total consumption of the organic 
carbon. This configuration was firstly proposed by Wuhrmann [10], where organic 
substrates required for denitrification were probably supplied from endogenous 
death and lysis of active biomass [11]. Then, Wuhrmann process was modified to 
improve denitrification by carbon addition [11]. However, additional operational 
costs are caused by the addition of exogenous carbon such as methanol or acetate 
[12]. Another disadvantage is attributed to the postanoxic denitrification process. 
Microaerophilic conditions generated from the transfer of oxygen by mixing in the 
anoxic reactor can exert an inhibitory effect on the denitrification rate [13]. This 
phenomenon can finally trigger the production of nitrogen oxides due to incom-
plete denitrification.
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Three main routes for biological production of N2O have been proposed: 
hydroxylamine oxidation and nitrifier denitrification, both processes by AOB, and 
heterotrophic denitrification by heterotrophic denitrifiers [14]. N2O emissions from 
heterotrophic denitrification can occur under microaerophilic conditions, because 
oxygen could inhibit the activity of nitrous oxide reductase [15]. At low DOC, N 
removal takes place via partial nitrification, and formed nitrite is denitrified to N2/
N2O by AOB [16].

Simultaneous nitrification and denitrification (SND) are an alternative pro-
cess to the conventional configurations previously described. The SND process 
is carried out in a single reactor where partial nitrification, from ammonia to 
nitrite, coupled to denitrification, takes place. SND process is based on gradients 
of dissolved oxygen (DO) within the flocs. The nitrifying autotrophic bacteria 
are distributed on the periphery of the floc, where the dissolved oxygen concen-
tration (DOC) is above 2 mg O2/L, while the denitrifying bacteria are located 
inside the floc, where the concentration of oxygen is very low [17, 18]. Large flocs 
(>125 μm) allow generating an oxygen gradient with anoxic conditions in the 
center of the floc [19, 20]. SND can be accomplished at low DOC [21]. However, at 
concentrations of about 0.4 mg O2/L, N2O instead of N2 may be the final product 
of denitrification [22]. In addition, nitrite accumulation above 1 mg/L triggers the 
production of N2O, and at higher nitrite levels, the denitrification process could be 
inhibited [21].

Another alternative process to the conventional nitrification-denitrification 
is based on shortcut nitrification (nitritation) followed by denitritation. In this 
process, AOBs oxidize NH4

+ to NO2
−, and then, the formed NO2

− is denitrified [23]. 
Nitrogen elimination via nitrite requires high ammonia concentration and low 
DOC (<0.4 mg O2/L) in order to prevent NOB growth [24]. In this process, oxygen 
consumption (aerobic phase) and organic carbon demand (anoxic stage) are 
reduced 25 and 40%, respectively, in comparison to the conventional nitrification-
denitrification [25]. However, NO2

− accumulated after nitritation is considered a 
key factor that triggers the N2O generation by means of the nitrifier denitrification 
in a low DO environment [26]. Partial nitritation/anammox was proposed 20 years 
ago as key strategy for achieving a more sustainable treatment of municipal waste-
water. Partial nitritation/anammox is an autotrophic nitrogen removal process 
based on two successive processes: partial oxidation of ammonium to nitrite by 
AOBs followed by oxidation of the residual ammonium with the formed nitrite 
to nitrogen gas [27]. The last process named anammox is carried out by a group 
of Planctomycete bacteria, which grow with CO2 as the sole carbon source and use 
nitrite as the electron donor [3]. Partial nitrification, which occurs usually at low 
DO conditions (involving lower energy demands), can lead to NO2

− accumulation. 
Nitrifier denitrification, in the presence of NO2

− and low DO, has been considered 
the most likely pathway of production of N2O in both nitritation reactor and anam-
mox reactor [23].

Advanced N-removal processes such as partial nitrification-denitrification 
(shortcut nitrification, nitritation, followed by denitritation), SND, or partial 
nitritation-anammox are applied with the view to reducing the energy demands. 
However, N2O emissions still occur and can even be higher than the ones observed 
during conventional nitrification-denitrification [23].

Aerobic denitrification is an alternative process to conventional anoxic 
denitrification, which can achieve complete denitrification at high oxygen con-
centrations. This process constitutes a good strategy to diminish N2O emissions 
[28]. A total of 37 species (14 genera) has been reported as potential aerobic 
denitrifiers, which belong mainly to α, β, and γ Proteobacteria [29]. Citrobacter 
diversus [30], Alcaligenes faecalis [31], Pseudomonas aeruginosa [32], Microvirgula 
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aerodenitrificans [33], Paracoccus denitrificans [32], and Bacillus licheniformis [34], 
among others, have been reported to be able to carry out aerobic denitrification. 
Ji et al. [29] have proposed that nitrate and oxygen co-respiration is a microbial 
adaption that allows the degradation of toxic nitrate in an aerobic environment. 
Aerobic denitrification can be an auxiliary pathway next to aerobic respiration 
[35]. It has been suggested that the enzymatic system for aerobic and anaerobic 
denitrification is probably the same. Anaerobic denitrification is negatively 
affected by aerobic conditions, being widely accepted that nitrous oxide reduc-
tase is inhibited by oxygen. However, N2 generation as final product under high 
oxygen concentrations suggests the probable existence of different nitrous oxide 
reductases, which are insensitive to oxygen [35]. Denitrification via nitric oxide 
dismutation has been also proposed. In this process, denitrification of nitrate 
and nitrite to nitric oxide is followed by dismutation of nitric oxide into oxygen 
and N2, which did not require nitrous oxide reductase. However, it still needs to 
be investigated if nitric oxide dismutation is a common and widespread process 
between bacteria [35].

The organic carbon required for denitrification has been considered the critical 
element in conventional nitrogen removal processes [36]. Therefore, it is crucial 
to achieve a nitrogen removal process using completely the organic carbon from 
wastewaters. Intracellular carbon such as PHA (polyhydroxyalkanoates) and/
or glycogen is commonly stored in wastewater treatment systems. These carbon 
reserves could drive denitrification. Anaerobic/oxic (ANA/OX) configuration can 
enrich two kinds of organisms: polyphosphate-accumulating organisms (PAOs) and 
glycogen-accumulating organisms (GAOs) [37]. PAOs and GAOs are able to store 
PHA and glycogen. Denitrifying PAOs and denitrifying GAOs are able to denitrify 
using PHA and/or glycogen as carbon source.

The sequential batch reactor (SBR) is one of the main technologies for the 
biological treatment of wastewaters, being successfully used in urban wastewater 
[38, 39], as in industrial wastewaters [40, 41]. A SBR with anaerobic/oxic/anoxic 
configuration (ANA/OX/AN SBR) has been used for the removal of carbon and 
nitrogen. Efficient nitrogen removal via nitrification followed by post-denitrifica-
tion, without the addition of external organic carbon, was reported. For this, PHA 
and glycogen stored during the anaerobic phase were later used as electron donors 
during post-anoxic denitrification. Denitrification was attributed to denitrifying 
glycogen-accumulating organisms [36].

In this chapter, a nitrogen removal process based on nitrification-aerobic 
denitrification was proposed. An anoxic/oxic (AN/OX) SBR with DOC higher than 
1.5 mg O2/L during the aerobic period was utilized. In this system, two require-
ments must be met: (a) growth of denitrifying bacteria able to store internally 
sufficient carbon reserves (PHA and/or glycogen) in the anoxic phase and (b) 
ability of the denitrifying bacteria to denitrify during the aerobic phase by using 
the intracellular carbon reserves. The AN/OX SBR would avoid both mixed liquor 
recirculation and exogenous carbon addition, and additionally potential emissions 
of N2O could be minimized. Thus, the proposed system offers important advan-
tages with respect to both conventional nitrification-denitrification and advanced 
N-removal processes.

2. Activated sludge reactor

A lab-scale SBR (1.2 L working volume) was operated for 10 months. 
The SBR was inoculated with sludge from a lab-scale activated sludge plant 
in Center of Research and Development in Food Cryotechnology (CIDCA, 
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UNLP-CONICET-CIC, Argentina). The SBR was operated with cycles comprising 
the following phases: reaction (with anoxic and aerobic stages), biomass settling, 
and supernatant draw. The reactor was completely mixed at a stirring rate of 
100 rpm, except during the settle and draw periods. The reactor was automatically 
controlled by a data acquisition and control system (DACS) developed in the elec-
tronic laboratory of CIDCA; pH was measured by a pH probe (Phoenix, Houston, 
TX, USA). Air was introduced through porous diffusers at the bottom of the reactor. 
Dissolved oxygen concentration was measured by a DO probe (Ingold Mettler 
Toledo, Urdorf, Switzerland) and expressed as percentage of the oxygen saturation 
level (OSL) by the DACS. The SBR scheme is shown in Figure 1.

3. Volumetric oxygen transfer coefficient

Oxygen is known to increase the oxidative state of biological systems, which 
could negatively affect anaerobic and anoxic processes. Microaerophilic conditions 
can be caused by stirring. The volumetric oxygen transfer coefficient (kLa, h−1) is 
an important parameter in the aerobic wastewater treatment, particularly when 
anaerobic or anoxic conditions are required. In the present study, kLa was deter-
mined in order to evaluate the oxygen amount supplied to the reactor by agitation 
during the anoxic phase. kLa was measured by the clean water non-steady-state 
method [43] at 20°C, agitation rate of 100 rpm, and different aeration rates 
(vvm = 12–137 L/(L h)). Firstly, the SBR (1.2 L) was continuously aerated until the 
saturation concentration of oxygen (DOC*, mg O2/L) in water was reached. Then, 
DO is completely removed by the addition of sodium sulfite. Finally, the aeration 
was turned on to the oxygen saturation level. DOC was measured at several points 
during the aeration period. kLa in the reactor was measured by integration of the 
following equation:

Figure 1. 
Scheme of the lab-scale sequencing batch reactor (from Alzate Marin et al. [42]).
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    dDOC _____ 
dt

   =  k  L   a  ( DOC   ∗ − DOC)    (1)

where DOC* is the saturation concentration of oxygen in water (mg O2/L) at the 
working temperature and DOC is the dissolved oxygen concentration (mg O2/L) at 
time (t). The driving force of the oxygen transfer process is given for the difference 
between DOC* and DOC.

A linear relationship between kLa and the aeration rate has been proposed by the 
following expression:

   k  L   a = m AER + n  (2)

where AER is the aeration rate (L/(L h)), m is the slope (L/L), and n (h−1) cor-
responds to the kLa produced by stirring without aeration (AER = 0). The param-
eters m and n were determined through linear regression analysis (Sigma Plot 10.0) 
resulting in 0.10 L/L and 2.34 h−1, respectively.

For clean water, at working conditions of the SBR, 25°C, stirring rate of 
100 rpm, and without aeration, a kLa value of 2.63 h−1 was estimated by using the 
following expression [43]:

   k  L    a   (25ºC)    =  k  L    a   (20ºC)     1.024    (25−20)    (3)

Based on this estimation, it was assumed that only stirring will cause oxygen 
penetration through liquid surface during the anoxic stage of the SBR operation.

4. Synthetic wastewater and operating conditions

Synthetic wastewater (SWW) contained sodium acetate (carbon and energy 
source), ammonium sulfate (nitrogen source), and potassium phosphate (phosphorus 
source). A micronutrient solution (1 ml) was added to the SWW (1 L) [44]; influent 
COD/N/P ratio was 100:10:5. SWW was fed to the reactor in the first 2 min of the 
anoxic period. Mixed liquor was withdrawn at the end of the aerobic phase, leading 
to a cellular residence time (CRT) of 10 days. Treated wastewater was removed from 
the SBR after settling period. A volumetric exchange ratio of about 27% was set. The 
effects of different operating parameters, such as DOC, organic load, cycle duration, 
and AN/OX ratio on the ability of nitrification and denitrification were studied.

5. Analytical methods

The SBR was monitored by determination of the following physical–chemical 
parameters: oxidation-reduction potential (ORP, mV), orthophosphate (PO4

3−-P, 
mg/L), ammonia nitrogen (NH3-N, mg/L), nitrate nitrogen (NO3

−-N, mg/L), 
nitrite nitrogen (NO2

−-N, mg/L), soluble COD (CODS, mg/L), and total COD 
(CODT, mg/L). The oxidation-reduction potential is a measure of the oxidative state 
in an aqueous system. ORP reflects the concentration of DO, organic substrate, 
activity of organisms, and some toxic compounds in the system, the DOC being the 
most important factor [45]. The ORP of the SBR was measured off-line using an 
ORP probe (Phoenix, Houston, TX, USA). The other physical-chemical parameters 
were determined by spectrophotometric methods using commercial reagents (Hach 
Company, Loveland, CO). CODS corresponded to the organic substrate. Biomass 
concentration was determined as COD (CODB, mg/L) from the difference between 
CODT and CODS. CODB was correlated with volatile suspended solids (VSS, mg/L). 
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Intracellular poly-P and PHA granules were detected by Neisser and Sudan Black 
staining, respectively [46]. Total carbohydrate (TC) content was determined fol-
lowing a modified version of the anthrone method proposed by Jenkins et al. [47].

6. Inorganic nitrogen removal

Inorganic nitrogen (Ni) corresponded to the sum of ammonia, nitrite, and 
nitrate concentrations. The inorganic nitrogen removal (NiR) was measured 
throughout the operational cycle as follows:

  % NiR =  (1 −   
 Ni  t   ___ 
 Ni  O  

  )  100  (4)

where NiO is the Ni concentration at the start of the anoxic phase (mg/L) given 
by the NH3-N from the wastewater and NiT corresponds to the Ni concentration 
(mg/L) at time t of the SBR operational cycle. Residual nitrate and nitrite (from of 
the previous cycle) were not considered in the determination of NiO.

7.  Simultaneous nitrification-denitrification (SND) followed by 
denitrification (DN)

Simultaneous nitrification and denitrification (SND) took place from the begin-
ning of the aerobic phase until the moment when the ammonium was exhausted. 
Later, subsequent nitrogen removal occurred by denitrification (DN).

Nitrogen removed via SND was determined in the aerobic phase from the 
difference between the amounts of oxidized ammonia nitrogen (NH3-Noxidized) and 
oxidized nitrogen (NOx

−-N: NO3
−-N + NO2

−-N). For SND determination,  
NH3-Noxidized was calculated from the difference between the total NH3-N consump-
tion and NH3-N assimilated into heterotrophic biomass (NH3-Nassimilated). Nitrogen 
assimilated by nitrifying bacteria was assumed to be negligible [48]. The total 
consumption of NH3-N was determined by spectrophotometry. NH3-N assimilated 
into heterotrophic biomass was estimated for the aerobic period in the presence of 
ammonium. For this, theoretical mass balances of carbon and nitrogen were carried 
out using typical values for stoichiometric coefficients of the studied biological pro-
cess. In SBR with feast-famine regime, PHB (polyhydroxybutyrate) is synthetized 
from acetate under anaerobic or anoxic phase, and then biomass is produced during 
the aerobic phase from stored PHB. In our system, PHB production was estimated 
using a yield YPHB/Acetate of 0.52 C-mol PHB/C-mol Ac for anoxic condition [49]. 
Available acetate for PHB synthesis was estimated from difference between initial 
COD and COD required for anoxic denitrification using a stoichiometric coefficient 
of 3.8 mg CODAc/mg NO3

−-N. Biomass production from PHB was estimated assum-
ing a heterotrophic biomass yield YX/PHB of 0.5 C-mol X/C-mol PHB. Finally,  
NH3-Nassimilated by heterotrophs was determined assuming a biomass molecular 
formula of CH1.8O0.5N0.2, which is equivalent to 24.6 g VSS/C-mol X [48].

SND was calculated from the following equation [48]:

  % SND =  (1 −     NO  X     
−
  − N ___________ 

 NH  3   −  N  oxidized  
  )  100   (5)

where NOx
−-N is the sum of the oxidized nitrogen species (nitrite and nitrate) 

at the moment when ammonia was exhausted and NH3-Noxidized corresponds to the 
ammonia nitrogen oxidized during the aerobic period.
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Nitrogen removed via denitrification (DN) was calculated from the difference 
between oxidized nitrogen at the end of nitrification (NOx

−-NFN) and oxidized 
nitrogen at the end of the aerobic phase (NOx

−-NFA) as follows:

  % DN =  (1 −   
  NO  x     

−
  −  N  FA  
 _________ 

  NO  x     
−
  −  N  FN  

  )  100  (6)

8. Experimental design

Experiments were carried out at low and high dissolved oxygen concentrations 
(oxygen saturation levels, OSL, of 20 and 60%, respectively) using in each case low 
and high organic loads (440 and 880 mg COD/L day). The following notation was 
used to describe and report the results of the experiments: low oxygen concentra-
tion and low organic load (LOLC), low oxygen concentration and high organic 
load (LOHC), high oxygen concentration and low organic load (HOLC), and high 
oxygen concentration and high organic load (HOHC).

9. Experiments at low dissolved oxygen concentrations

In these experiments, the effect of organic load on the nitrification process was 
evaluated at low DOC. An oxygen saturation level (OSL) of 20%, equivalent to a 
DOC of 1.6 mg O2/L, was set for the aerobic phase (Table 1). Experiments were 
carried out at two different organic volumetric loads. In experiment low oxygen 
concentration and low organic load (LOLC), 440 mg COD/(L day) was used, and 
in experiment low oxygen concentration and high organic load (LOHC), the value 
was 880 mg COD/(L day).

In the experiments LOLC, the SBR showed at steady state a good performance with 
a biomass concentration of 1220 ± 215 mg CODB/L. For organic carbon, a removal 
higher than 99% was reached in anoxic phase. Ammoniacal nitrogen removal was 
about 99%, mainly in the aerobic phase (Figure 2). In this phase, about 70% of the 
ammonium was nitrified up to nitrate as was determined by mass balance. According 
to these results, a redox potential of about +295 mV was measured during the aerobic 
phase, which involves a suitable oxidizing environment for autotrophic nitrification. 
It must be considered that ORP values between +100 and +350 mV are necessary for 
the nitrification process to take place [50]. A relatively low concentration of oxygen 
(<2.0 mg O2/L) was enough to achieve a good nitrifying activity without accumula-
tion of nitrite. Volumetric and specific nitrification rates are shown in Table 2.

PHA accumulation followed by degradation of the polymer took place in the 
anoxic and aerobic phases, respectively, as was detected by Sudan Black staining. 
Cocci-shaped cells arranged in tetrads (tetrad-forming organisms, TFOs) displayed 
that metabolic ability (Figure 3a and b). Some subgroups of Alphaproteobacteria 
and Gammaproteobacteria exhibit TFO morphology with GAO phenotype. These 
microorganisms are commonly associated with enhanced biological phosphorus 
removal (EBPR) deterioration [51]. In the present study, TFOs corresponded likely 
to some group of GAO commonly found in systems without EBPR.

PHA could be used as intracellular carbon source for denitrification. However, 
poor denitrification took place since at the end of the operational cycle, the final 
effluent exhibited a nitrate concentration of 4.75 ± 0.25 mg NO3

−-N/L, equivalent 
to about 70–80% of the nitrified ammoniacal nitrogen. According to these results, 
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nitrogen removal through the SND and DN processes represented 11 ± 10% and 
5 ± 5%, respectively. The final effluent exhibited an inorganic nitrogen concentra-
tion of 4.84 ± 0.40 mg N/L, which resulted in a mean discharge of 5.80 mg N/day. 
These results involved an inorganic nitrogen removal of 45 ± 2% (Table 2). This 
poor nitrogen removal was associated with the low denitrification ability of the 
system. It must be considered that the residual nitrate, after the discharge of the 
final effluent, was completely removed by denitrification in the first 90 min of  
the following cycle (Figure 2).

Poly-P staining by Neisser method resulted negative (Figure 3c), and soluble 
phosphorus (orthophosphate) concentration did not show important changes 
(Figure 2). These results involve that PAO activity and hence the EBPR process did 
not take place. According to these findings, positive ORP values (+286 ± 8 mV) were 

Parameters Experiment LOLC Experiment LOHC

Anoxic phase (min) 150 150

Aerobic phase (min) 150 150

Settling phase (min) 50 50

Draw phase (min) 10 10

Total cycle length (h) 6 6

Anoxic/aerobic ratio 1.0:1.0 1.0:1.0

Temperature (°C) 25 ± 0.5 25 ± 0.5

pH (anoxic and aerobic phases) 7.0 ± 0.1 7.0 ± 0.1

Oxygen saturation level (%) 20 20

Organic volumetric load (mg COD/(L day)) 440 880

Nitrogen volumetric load (mg NH3-N/(L day)) 44 88

Phosphorus volumetric load (mg P/(L day)) 22 44

Adapted from Alzate Marin et al. [42].

Table 1. 
Operating conditions for experiments at low oxygen concentration.

Figure 2. 
Changes of phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations during operational cycles of the steady-state 
SBR. Experiment with low oxygen concentration and low organic load (LOLC). (□) Orthophosphate 
(PO4

3−-P, mg P/L), (●) ammonia (NH3-N, mg N/L), (■) nitrate (NO3
−-N, mg N/L), (▲) nitrite (NO2

−-N, 
mg N/L), and (○) % inorganic nitrogen removal (% NiR).
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recorded throughout the anoxic phase, which are not suitable for anaerobic PHA 
metabolism. It is well known that negative ORP values between −50 and − 200 mV 
are usually required for anaerobic polyphosphate breakdown [52]. In the anoxic 
phase, zero DOC was registered, and a kLa value of 2.63 h−1 was estimated by 
using Eq. (3). For these conditions, an oxygen transfer rate of 21.3 mg O2/(L h) 
was estimated at 25°C by using Eq. (1). The oxygen transfer by stirring increased 
the oxidative state (positive ORP) during the anoxic phase. It can be assumed that 
this phenomenon would lead to unfavorable ecological conditions for anaerobic 
metabolism of PAOs.

In the experiments with low oxygen concentration and high organic  
load (LOHC), the organic volumetric load was increased from 440 to 880 mg COD/
(L day) under identical operational conditions to those of the experiment  
LOLC (Figure 4). The nitrogen and phosphorus volumetric load were 88 mg 

Figure 3. 
Micrographs of activated sludge stained with Sudan black (a and b) and Neisser (c). (a) Tetrad-forming 
organisms (TFOs) showing positive PHA staining (final anoxic phase), (b) TFOs with negative PHA staining 
(final aerobic phase), and (c) negative Neisser staining.

Parameters Experiment LOLC Experiment HOLC Experiment HOHC

VNR (mg NH3-N/(L h)) 3.96 ± 0.10 3.71 ± 0.45 4.09 ± 0.08

SNR (mg NH3-N/(g VSS h)) 4.22 ± 0.10 4.14 ± 0.48 1.33 ± 0.00

VDNR (mg NO3
−-N/(L h)) ND 2.53 ± 0.96 2.57 ± 0.36

SDNR (mg NO3
−-N/(g VSS h)) ND 2.94 ± 1.10 0.83 ± 0.10

% NAS — 10.0 ± 1.0 28.7 ± 0.5

% SND 11 ± 10 0 ± 0 9 ± 2

% DN 5 ± 5 55 ± 3 57 ± 2

% AR 99 ± 1 99 ± 1 99 ± 1

% NiR 45 ± 2 67 ± 2 78 ± 1

Adapted from Alzate Marin et al. [42].
ND, not determined.

Table 2. 
Biological parameters of the SBR for the different experiments.
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NH3-N/(L day) and 44 mg P/(L day), respectively, in order to maintain the same 
COD/N/P ratio (100:10:5) (Table 1). The steady-state SBR reached a biomass 
concentration of 1850 ± 120 mg CODB/L. Ammoniacal nitrogen was removed only 
15% throughout the operational cycle. Poor nitrification was observed as only 
7% of ammonia from anoxic phase was nitrified, even though adequate oxidizing 
conditions were registered during the aerobic phase (ORP > +100 mV). Low nitrate 
concentrations were generated, and hence the denitrification process did not take 
place; nitrite was not accumulated. The final effluent showed a high inorganic 
nitrogen concentration (43.5 ± 0.20 mg N/L), resulting in a mean discharge of 
57.42 mg N/day. Thus, a poor Ni removal of only 8% was achieved (Figure 4). It 
is important to highlight that even though the influent nitrogen load was only two 
times higher to that of the experiment LOLC, the daily nitrogen discharge was 
about ten times greater than that corresponding to the previous assay. EBPR activity 
was not observed; as was previously discussed for experiment LOLC, oxidizing con-
ditions during the anoxic phase (positive ORP) were unfavorable for PAO growth.

In the tested system, a COD/N/P ratio of 100:10:5 was utilized in experiments 
LOLC and LOHC in order to ensure excess conditions of nitrogen and phosphorus. 
Nevertheless, a relatively low DO concentration was used, which can lead to compe-
tition between heterotrophic and nitrifying bacteria. In the experiment LOHC, the 
higher organic load led to a greater intracellular PHA production, in anoxic phase, 
in comparison to LOLC. Thus, a higher growth of heterotrophic bacteria from PHA 
took place in the aerobic phase, which would involve a greater oxygen uptake rate 
by heterotrophs. This observation was reported by Third et al. [48] working with an 
aerobic SBR fed with acetate. Nitrifying bacteria, with very low growth rate, were 
likely outcompeted by heterotroph overgrowth under low oxygen availability. This 
phenomenon could explain the poor nitrifying activity in experiment LOHC. In 
conclusion, the organic load stimulated strongly the competition by oxygen 
between heterotrophic and nitrifying bacteria at low DO concentrations.

10. Experiments at high dissolved oxygen concentration

In these assays, at high dissolved oxygen concentration, a value of OSL (60%), 
equivalent to a DOC of 4.8 mg O2/L, was set for the aerobic phase (Table 3). As in 

Figure 4. 
Changes of phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations during operational cycles of the steady-state 
SBR. Experiment with low oxygen concentration and high organic load (LOHC). (□) Orthophosphate 
(PO4

3−-P, mg P/L), (●) ammonia (NH3-N, mg N/L), (■) nitrate (NO3
−-N, mg N/L), (▲) nitrite (NO2

−-N, 
mg N/L), and (○) % inorganic nitrogen removal (% NiR) (adapted from Alzate Marin et al. [42]).
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the previous experiments, two organic volumetric loads were evaluated: 440 and 
880 (mg COD/(L day)) (Table 3). The effects of cycle duration, anoxic/aerobic 
ratio, and organic load on the denitrification process were evaluated. The purpose 
of these experiments was to determine optimal experimental conditions to attain 
a good denitrifying activity and hence an acceptable process of nitrogen removal. 
Therefore, in addition to achieving efficient nitrification, sufficient organic carbon 
must be supplied for the denitrification process to take place. High oxygen avail-
ability permitted to minimize competition by oxygen between heterotrophic and 
nitrifying bacteria. In these experiments, the extension of the operating cycle was 
increased from 6 h to 12 h, and the anoxic/aerobic ratio was decreased from 1.0:1.0 
to 0.5:1.0. These conditions were set in order to provide a longer aerobic period to 
favor the denitrification process.

In the experiment HOLC, the volumetric loads of organic carbon, nitrogen, and 
phosphorus were the same as those used in the experiment LOLC. All the operating 
conditions are shown in Table 3.

The COD/N/P ratio (100:10:5) and oxygen saturation level (60%) used in this 
assay would minimize competition between heterotrophs and nitrifiers. Oxidizing 
conditions were registered in the anoxic phase (ORP = +187 ± 13), being unfavor-
able for the EBPR process to occur. Ammonium was almost completely removed 
(99%). About 80% was eliminated in the aerobic phase. Nitrification produced 
nitrate concentrations of about 10–12 mg NO3

−-N/L in the first 2 h of the aerobic 
period. ORP values higher than +190 mV favored the nitrifying activity. Then, 
the nitrate concentration gradually decreased, which was attributed to the activity 
of denitrifying bacteria (Figure 5). The mean discharge of nitrate was 3.2 mg N/
day. This concentration was about 32% lower than the one obtained in experiment 
LOLC for a same nitrogen volumetric load.

Residual nitrate was denitrified at the beginning of the following cycle (anoxic 
phase). Nitrite was not accumulated in the SBR, as was also observed in the previous 
experiments. The mean discharge of inorganic nitrogen was 3.2 mg N/day (cor-
responding totally to nitrate), being about 45% lower than the results obtained in 
experiment LOLC. According to the nitrogen mass balance, about 85% of the incom-
ing ammonia in aerobic period was nitrified; nitrogen assimilation by heterotrophic 
bacteria corresponded to 15%. Nitrogen assimilated by heterotrophs represented 

Parameters Experiment HOLC Experiment HOHC

Anoxic phase (min) 220 220

Aerobic phase (min) 440 440

Settling phase (min) 51 51

Draw phase (min) 9 9

Total cycle length (h) 12 12

Anoxic/aerobic ratio 0.5:1.0 0.5:1.0

Temperature (°C) 25 ± 0.5 25 ± 0.5

pH (anoxic and aerobic phases) 7.5 ± 0.1 7.5 ± 0.1

Oxygen saturation level (%) 60 60

Organic volumetric load (mg COD/(L day)) 440 880

Nitrogen volumetric load (mg NH3-N/(L day)) 44 44

Phosphorous volumetric load (mg P/(L day)) 22 44

Table 3. 
Operational conditions for experiments at high dissolved oxygen concentration with different organic loads.
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10% of the total ammonia load applied to the SBR. Volumetric and specific nitrifica-
tion rates were not significantly different to those determined in the experiment 
LOLC. SND did not take place; denitrification began once the nitrification process 
was completed; 55 ± 3% of the generated nitrate was removed (Table 2).

Nitrification followed by denitrification was the most important process for 
nitrogen removal. The elimination of Ni was about 50% higher than that achieved 
in experiment LOLC (Table 2). The greater efficiency for nitrogen removal was 
attributed to a higher denitrifying activity in the experiment HOLC. In addition, 
the improved denitrification process of this assay can be attributed to a greater 
extension of the aerobic phase. However, the denitrification was probably limited 
by a low availability of intracellular organic carbon during the aerobic phase. In 
the experiment HOHC, the organic volumetric load was increased from 440 to 
880 mg COD/(L day), while the ammoniacal nitrogen load was the same as that 
corresponding to the HOLC (44 mg NH3-N/(L day)). This led to an increase in the 
COD/N ratio from 100:10 to 100:5. The volumetric load of phosphorus was 29 mg  
P/(L day). The other operating conditions were identical to those used in the 
experiment HOLC (Table 3).

Organic substrate was completely removed in anoxic phase. Ammonium was 
almost depleted during the process; about 80–85% was eliminated in the aerobic 
phase (Figure 6). Nitrogen assimilated by heterotrophs represented almost 30% 
of the incoming ammonia to the SBR (Table 2). Oxidizing conditions were similar 
to those corresponding to previous assays, with positive ORP values. The specific 
nitrification rate was significantly lower than that corresponding to the assay 
HOLC (Table 2). This result was attributed to the enrichment of the biomass in 
heterotrophic bacteria because of the higher organic load applied in experiment 
HOHC. Biomass concentration was twice the value reached in the HOLC assay.

The SND process showed little improvement. The denitrification was similar to 
that obtained in experiment HOLC, and the specific denitrification rate was signifi-
cantly lower than that observed in the previous experiment. The mean discharge of 
inorganic nitrogen was 2.2 mg N/day. The inorganic nitrogen removal was 78 ± 1%, 
being significantly higher than that observed in the previous assay (Table 2). In 
the experiments HOHC, the higher organic load generated a greater PHA produc-
tion, as was estimated by material balance, in comparison with HOLC assay. Thus, 
a higher content of endogenous carbon and energy reserve for the denitrification 

Figure 5. 
Changes of the phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations during an operational cycle of the steady-state  
SBR (experiment HOLC). (□) orthophosphate (PO4

3−-P, mg P/L), (●) ammonia (NH3-N, mg N/L), (■) 
nitrate (NO3

−-N, mg N/L), (▲) nitrite (NO2
−-N, mg N/L), and (○) % inorganic nitrogen removal (% NiR) 

(adapted from Alzate Marin et al. [42]).
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process was available. However, the higher efficiency of inorganic nitrogen removal 
attained in experiment HOHC was attributed mainly to a greater assimilation of 
nitrogen by heterotrophic bacteria, which was about three times larger than that 
observed at low organic load (Table 2).

As was mentioned, the highest inorganic nitrogen removal was attained in the 
experiments HOHC; however, the specific denitrification rate was significantly 
lower than that corresponding to the assay HOLC. It must be considered that a high 
organic load led to an excessive growth of heterotrophs, which probably involved 
an intense competition by different growth factors among heterotrophic bacteria. 
Under these conditions, it can be inferred that denitrifying bacteria would prefera-
bly use oxygen as the final acceptor of electrons instead of nitrate, which represents 
a competitive advantage in terms of energy efficiency. This would explain the low 
specific denitrification rate obtained in the HOHC experiment.

11.  Endogenous carbon sources as affecting microbial consortia in 
denitrification process

In all the experiments, the denitrification process at aerobic phase took place 
without external organic carbon. Denitrification occurred from intracellular carbon 
and energy reserves; the specific denitrification rates obtained were higher than 
those corresponding to endogenous decay (0.2–0.6 mg NO3

−-N/(g VSS h) [53]). 
Under steady-state conditions, the total carbohydrate (TC) concentration of the 
biomass was determined by the anthrone method throughout the operational cycle 
of the reactor. TC increased slightly during the anoxic phase and initial period of 
the aerobic phase, and then it decreased slightly at the end of the aerobic phase. 
These TC changes could not be attributed to cyclic changes of intracellular glyco-
gen, which are typical of reactors with anaerobic/aerobic regime. In these systems, 
the microbial community is commonly enriched with GAOs and/or PAOs, which are 
responsible for the degradation and synthesis of glycogen during the anaerobic and 
aerobic stages, respectively. In the case of GAOs, glycogen constitutes the primary 
source of energy for both uptake of exogenous organic carbon and PHA storage 
during the initial anaerobic stage [51, 54]. Then, glycogen is replenished aerobically 
from PHA. In the anoxic/oxic SBR of the present study, GAOs as tetrad-arranged 
cocci and positive PHA staining were microscopically detected. However, typical 

Figure 6. 
Changes of the phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations during an operational cycle of the steady-state SBR 
(experiment HOHC). (□) orthophosphate (PO4

3−-P, mg P/L), (●) ammonia (NH3-N, mg N/L), (■) nitrate 
(NO3

−-N, mg N/L), (▲) nitrite (NO2
−-N, mg N/L), and (○) % inorganic nitrogen removal (% NiR).
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GAO metabolism regarding glycogen cycling was not observed. TC increase was 
mainly attributed to microbial growth instead of glycogen accumulation, even 
though a light glycogen increase during the anoxic phase of the operational cycle 
cannot be discarded. Slight decay of TC at final aerobic phase could be attributed 
to the glycogen component. Anyway, GAO was not a representative microbial 
phenotype in the anoxic-oxic SBR. This result could be explained considering that 
oxidative conditions were prevalent in the anoxic period generated by the high 
oxygen transfer during the agitation.

Based on this analysis, it can be argued that the denitrification achieved in the 
SBR took place from the intracellular reserves of PHA during the aerobic phase. 
Denitrification process could also be driven from intracellular glycogen but to a 
lesser extent. PAOs and GAOs are able to denitrify using intracellular carbon source. 
In the present study, PAO activity was not observed. The absence of EBPR activity 
was associated to high oxidative conditions not favorable to PAOs during anoxic 
phase more than to the GAO-PAO competition. GAOs with tetrad-type morphology 
were probably responsible of the denitrification process; however, the denitrifying 
activity of other microbial groups should not be discarded.

The specific denitrification rates obtained in the present study were similar 
(experiment HOHC) or higher (experiment HOLC) than those reported in litera-
ture for anoxic denitrification carried out by PAOs; intracellular glycogen was the 
carbon source used for anoxic denitrification [9, 55]. Vocks et al. [56] reported a 
similar SDNR to that obtained in the experiment HOLC, using a membrane bio-
reactor (ANA/OX/AN); denitrifying GAOs were considered as responsible for the 
denitrification using stored glycogen as internal carbon source [56]. Li et al. [36] 
reported SDNRs of 0.5 and 1.24 mg NO3

−-N/(g VSS h) using glycogen and PHA, 
respectively, at anoxic conditions. These SDNRs were similar to that obtained in 
the experiment HOHC and 2–6 times lower than that corresponding to experiment 
HOLC.

Anoxic denitrification rates are commonly higher than those obtained under 
aerobic conditions [57]. In contrast, the specific denitrification rates (SDNR) 
obtained in the present study, at bulk DO concentration higher than 4.0 mg O2/L, 
were similar or higher to those reported for anoxic conditions.

12. Conclusions

A lab-scale sequencing batch reactor (SBR) operated with two phases, anoxic 
and aerobic, achieved complete COD removal. At low DO concentration, the nitri-
fication process depended on the organic load. Low DO concentration and relatively 
high organic load (LOHC) led to significant growth of heterotrophic bacteria and 
poor nitrification. At low DO concentration and low organic load (LOLC), a good 
nitrifying activity led to an inorganic nitrogen removal of about 45%. It is known 
that in activated sludge systems, competition by growth factors (macro- and micro-
nutrients and DO) between heterotrophic and nitrifying bacteria can occur. In both 
experiments, LOLC and LOHC, a COD/N/P ratio of 100:10:5 assured excess condi-
tions of nitrogen and phosphorus. Nevertheless, competition by oxygen between 
both groups of microorganisms took place at high organic load.

With reference to the experiments carried out at high oxygen concentration 
(HOLC and HOHC), a high DOC minimized competition by oxygen between 
heterotrophs and nitrifiers. Higher inorganic nitrogen removal (67–78%) was 
achieved at the following conditions: pH = 7.5, higher dissolved oxygen concentra-
tion, and prolonged aerobic phase. Nitrification followed by denitrification during 
the aerobic phase was the most important process for nitrogen removal. The 
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elimination of Ni was 50–70% higher than that achieved in experiment LOLC. The 
greater efficiency for nitrogen removal was attributed to a higher denitrifying 
activity, due to a greater extension of the aerobic phase. From the results obtained 
using high dissolved oxygen concentrations (HOLC and HOHC), it can be con-
cluded that there was no shortage of intracellular carbon and energy reserve. 
Thus, organic carbon was not the limiting substrate for the denitrification process 
under aerobic conditions. Denitrification took place mainly from the intracel-
lular reserves of PHA during the aerobic phase. Aerobic denitrification could be 
attributed to glycogen-accumulating organism (GAOs) with tetrad-type morphol-
ogy; activity of polyphosphate-accumulating organisms (PAOs) was not observed. 
Other microbial groups have probably contributed to the denitrifying activity. The 
nitrification followed by denitrification, under aerobic conditions, analyzed in 
the present chapter, is an alternative process to the conventional configurations. 
The specific denitrification rates, at bulk DO concentration higher than 4.0 mg 
O2/L, were similar or higher to those reported for anoxic conditions. It is widely 
accepted that in an aerobic environment, denitrifying bacteria can survive in the 
anaerobic/anoxic center of the microbial flocs. If not, denitrifiers could tolerate 
oxygen so that the denitrification process is not affected. Aerobic denitrifiers can 
use alternatively nitrate or oxygen as final electron acceptor. In the present study, 
denitrifying activity was attributed to the aerobic denitrification process.

The proposed AN/OX system constitutes a simple and potentially eco-friendly 
process for biological nitrogen removal, providing N2 as the end product and 
decreasing the formation of N2O, a greenhouse gas that has an important influence 
on atmosphere warming.
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Nomenclature

AER aeration rate (L/(L h)
AN anoxic
AR ammonia removal
ANA anaerobic
AOB ammonia-oxidizing bacteria
COD chemical oxygen demand
CODB biomass concentration as COD (mg CODB/L)
CODS soluble COD (mg/L)
CODT total COD (mg/L)
CRT cellular residence time (days)
DACS data acquisition and control system
DN denitrification
DOC dissolved oxygen concentration (mg O2/L)
DOC* saturation concentration of oxygen (mg O2/L)
GAOs glycogen-accumulating organisms
kLa volumetric oxygen transfer coefficient (h−1)
LOHC low oxygen concentration and high organic load
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LOLC low oxygen concentration and low organic load
HOHC high oxygen concentration and high organic load
HOLC high oxygen concentration and low organic load
N2 molecular nitrogen
N2O nitrous oxide
NAS nitrogen assimilated by heterotrophic bacteria
NH3 ammonia
NH3-N ammonia nitrogen (mg/L)
NH3-Nassimilated ammonia nitrogen assimilated by heterotrophs (mg/L)
NH3-Noxidized oxidized ammonia nitrogen (mg/L)
Ni inorganic nitrogen (mg/L)
NiO Ni concentration at the start of the anoxic phase (mg/L)
NiT Ni concentration at time t (mg/L)
NiR inorganic nitrogen removal
NO nitric oxide
NO2

− nitrite
NO2

−-N nitrite nitrogen (mg/L)
NO3

− nitrate
NO3

−-N nitrate nitrogen (mg/L)
NOx

−-N oxidized nitrogen (mg/L)
NOx

−-NFA oxidized nitrogen at the end of the aerobic phase (mg/L)
NOx

−-NFN oxidized nitrogen at the end of nitrification (mg/L)
NOB nitrite-oxidizing bacteria
OSL oxygen saturation level
OX oxic
PHA polyhydroxyalkanoates
PAOs polyphosphate-accumulating organisms
PO4

3−-P orthophosphate (mg/L)
SBR sequencing batch reactor
SDNR specific denitrification rate (mg NO3

−-N/(g VSS h)
SND simultaneous nitrification and denitrification
SNR specific nitrification rate (mg NH3-N/(g VSS h)
SWW synthetic wastewater
TFOs tetrad-forming organisms
TC total carbohydrates
VDNR volumetric denitrification rate (mg NO3

−-N/(L h))
VNR volumetric nitrification rate (mg NH3-N/(L h))
VSS volatile suspended solids (mg VSS/L)
YPHB/Acetate yield coefficient for PHB from acetate (C-mol PHB/C-mol Ac)
YX/PHB yield coefficient for heterotrophic biomass from PHB (C-mol X/C-

mol PHB)



Biotechnology and Bioengineering

18

© 2019 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed under the terms 
of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/
by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 
provided the original work is properly cited. 

Author details

Juan C. Alzate Marin1, Alejandro H. Caravelli1* and Noemí E. Zaritzky1,2

1 Center of Research and Development in Food Cryotechnology (CIDCA), 
(CONICET, UNLP, CIC), La Plata, Argentina

2 Faculty of Engineering, Universidad Nacional de La Plata (UNLP), La Plata, 
Argentina

*Address all correspondence to: alejandrocaravelli@hotmail.com



19

Performance of Anoxic-Oxic Sequencing Batch Reactor for Nitrification and Aerobic…
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84775

References

[1] Zhou Y, Oehmen A, Lim M, Vadivelu 
V, Ng WJ. The role of nitrite and free 
nitrous acid (FNA) in wastewater 
treatment plants. Water Research. 
2011;45:4672-4682. DOI: 10.1016/j.
watres.2011.06.025

[2] Rodríguez DC, Ramírez O, Peñuela 
Mesa G. Behavior of nitrifying and 
denitrifying bacteria in a sequencing 
batch reactor for the removal of 
ammoniacal nitrogen and organic 
matter. Desalination. 2011;273:447-452. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.desal.2011.01.068

[3] Ahn Y-H. Sustainable nitrogen 
elimination biotechnologies: A 
review. Process Biochemistry. 
2006;41:1709-1721. DOI: 10.1016/j.
procbio.2006.03.033

[4] Teske A, Alm E, Regan JM, Toze S, 
Rittmann BE, Stahl DA. Evolutionary 
relationships among ammonia- and 
nitrite-oxidizing bacteria. Journal of 
Bacteriology. 1994;176:6623-6630. DOI: 
10.1128/jb.176.21.6623-6630.1994

[5] Metcalf & Eddy. Ingeniería de 
aguas residuales. Tratamiento, vertido 
y reutilización. Tercera edición. 
New York: McGraw-Hill; 1995

[6] Pitman AR. Design considerations 
for nutrient removal plants. Water 
Science and Technology. 1991;23:781-790.  
DOI: 10.2166/wst.1991.0529

[7] Zeghal S, Puznava N, Subra JP, 
Sauvegrain P, Vignoles C. Methanol 
dosing feedback control for 
denitrification. In: Conference 
Biological Nutrient Removal. Part 2. 
BNR 3; December 1997; Convention 
Centre, Brisbane, AWA Australia. 
pp. 321-328

[8] Robertson LA, Dalsgaar T, Revsbech 
NP, Kuenen JG. Confirmation of ‘aerobic 
denitrification’ in batch cultures, using 
gas chromatography and 15N mass 

spectrometry. FEMS Microbiology 
Ecology. 1995;18:113-120. DOI: 10.1111/
j.1574-6941.1995.tb00168.x

[9] Winkler M, Coats ER, Brinkman 
CK. Advancing post-anoxic denitrification 
for biological nutrient removal. Water 
Research. 2011;45:6119-6130.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.watres.2011.09.006

[10] U.S. EPA. Manual Nitrogen Control, 
EPA/625/R93/010. Washington, DC: 
Office of Research and Development, 
Office of Water; 1993. 312 p

[11] Seviour RJ, Lindrea KC, Oehmen 
A. The activated sludge process. 
In: Seviour R, Nielsen PH, editors. 
Microbial Ecology of Activated Sludge. 
London, UK: IWA Publishing; 2010. 
pp. 57-94

[12] Tchobanoglous G, Burton FL, 
Stensel HD. Wastewater Engineering: 
Treatment and Reuse. 4th ed. McGraw 
Hill; 2003

[13] Plósz BG, Jobbágy A, CPL GJ. 
Factors influencing deterioration of 
denitrification by oxygen entering an 
anoxic reactor through the surface. 
Water Research. 2003;37:853-863. DOI: 
10.1016/S0043-1354(02)00445-1

[14] Guo G, Wang Y, Hao T, Wu D, 
Chen G-H. Enzymatic nitrous oxide 
emissions from wastewater treatment. 
Frontiers of Environmental Science 
and Engineering. 2018;12:1-12. DOI: 
10.1007/s11783-018-1021-3

[15] von Schulthess R, Wild D, Gujer 
W. Nitric and nitrous oxides from 
denitrifying activated-sludge at low-
oxygen concentration. Water Science 
and Technology. 1994;30:123-132. DOI: 
10.2166/wst.1994.0259

[16] Kampschreur MJ, Temmink H, 
Kleerebezem R, Jetten MSM, van 
Loosdrecht MCM. Nitrous oxide 



Biotechnology and Bioengineering

20

emission during wastewater treatment. 
Water Research. 2009;43:4093-4103. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.watres.2009.03.001

[17] Hibiya K, Terada A, Tsuneda S, 
Hirata A. Simultaneous nitrification and 
denitrification by controlling vertical 
and horizontal microenvironment in 
a membrane-aerated biofilm reactor. 
Journal of Bacteriology. 2003;100:23-32. 
DOI: 10.1016/S0168-1656(02)00227-4

[18] Zhu G, Peng Y, Li B, Guo J, Yang 
Q , Wang S. Biological nitrogen 
removal from wastewater. Reviews of 
Environmental Contamination and 
Toxicology. 2008;192:159-195. DOI: 
10.1007/978-0-387-71724-1-5

[19] Li DH, Ganczarczyk JJ. Structure 
of activated sludge flocs. Biotechnology 
and Bioengineering. 1990;35:57-65. 
DOI: 10.1002/bit.260350109

[20] Pochana K, Keller J. Study of factors 
affecting simultaneous nitrification and 
denitrification (SND). Water Science 
and Technology. 1999;39:61-68. DOI: 
10.1016/S0273-1223(99)00123-7

[21] Zeng RJ, Lemaire R, Yuan Z, 
Keller J. Simultaneous nitrification, 
denitrification, and phosphorus 
removal in a lab-scale sequencing 
batch reactor. Biotechnology and 
Bioengineering. 2003;84:170-178. DOI: 
10.1002/bit.10744

[22] Tallec G, Garnier J, Billen G, 
Gousailles M. Nitrous oxide emissions 
from denitrifying activated sludge 
of urban wastewater treatment 
plants, under anoxia and low 
oxygenation. Bioresource Technology. 
2008;99:2200-2209. DOI: 10.1016/j.
biortech.2007.05.025

[23] Massara TM, Malamis S, Guisasola 
A, Baeza JA, Noutsopoulos C, Katsou 
E. A review on nitrous oxide (N2O) 
emissions during biological nutrient 
removal from municipal wastewater and 
sludge reject water. Science of the Total 

Environment. 2017;596-597:106-123. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.191

[24] Schmidt I, Sliekers O, Schmid 
M, Bock E, Fuerst J, Kuenen JG, et al. 
New concepts of microbial treatment 
processes for the nitrogen removal 
in wastewater. FEMS Microbiology 
Reviews. 2003;27:481-492. DOI: 
10.1016/S0168-6445(03)00039-1

[25] U.S. EPA. Nutrient control design 
manual. EPA/600/R-10/100. Cincinnati, 
Ohio: United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Research 
and Development; 2010. 104 p

[26] Desloover J, Vlaeminck SE, 
Clauwaert P, Verstraete W, Boon 
N. Strategies to mitigate N2O 
emissions from biological nitrogen 
removal systems. Current Opinion in 
Biotechnology. 2012;23:474-482. DOI: 
10.1016/j.copbio.2011.12.030

[27] Lackner S, Gilbert EM, Vlaeminck 
SE, Joss A, Horn H, van Loosdrecht 
MCM. Full-scale partial nitritation/
anammox experiences—An application 
survey. Water Research. 2014;55:292-303.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.watres.2014.02.032

[28] Takaya N, Catalan-Sakairi MAB, 
Sakaguchi Y, Kato I, Zhou Z, Shoun 
H. Aerobic denitrifying bacteria 
that produce low levels of nitrous 
oxide. Applied and Environmental 
Microbiology. 2003;69:3152-3157. DOI: 
10.1128/AEM.69.6.3152-3157.2003

[29] Ji B, Yang K, Zhu L, Jiang Y, Wang H, 
Zhou J, et al. Aerobic denitrification: A 
review of important advances of the last 
30 years. Biotechnology and Bioprocess 
Engineering. 2015;20:643-651.  
DOI: 10.1007/s12257-015-0009-0

[30] Huang HK, Tseng SK. Nitrate 
reduction by Citrobacter diversus 
under aerobic environment. Applied 
Microbiology and Biotechnology. 
2001;55:90-94. DOI: 10.1007/
s002530000363



21

Performance of Anoxic-Oxic Sequencing Batch Reactor for Nitrification and Aerobic…
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84775

[31] Joo H, Hirai M, Shoda M. 
Characteristics of ammonium removal 
by heterotrophic nitrification-aerobic 
denitrification by Alcaligenes faecalis 
No. 4. Journal of Bioscience and 
Bioengineering. 2005;100:184-191. DOI: 
10.1263/jbb.100.184

[32] Liang S, Zhao M, Lu L, Wang 
C, Zhao L, Liu W. Isolation and 
characteristic of an aerobic denitrifier 
with high nitrogen removal efficiency. 
African Journal of Biotechnology. 
2011;10:10648-10656. DOI: 10.5897/
AJB11.569

[33] Patureau D, Godon J-J, Dabert P, 
Bouchez T, Bernet N, Delgenes JP, et al. 
Microvirgula aerodenitrificans gen. nov., 
sp. nov., a new gram-negative bacterium 
exhibiting co-respiration of oxygen and 
nitrogen oxides up to oxygen-saturated 
conditions. International Journal of 
Systematic Bacteriology. 1998;48:775-782.  
DOI: 10.1099/00207713-48-3-775

[34] Takenaka S, Zhou Q , Kuntiya A, 
Seesuriyachan P, Murakami S, Aoki 
K. Isolation and characterization of 
thermotolerant bacterium utilizing 
ammonium and nitrate ions under 
aerobic conditions. Biotechnology 
Letters. 2007;29:385-390. DOI: 10.1007/
s10529-006-9255-8

[35] Chen J, Strous M. Denitrification 
and aerobic respiration, hybrid electron 
transport chains and co-evolution. 
Biochimica et Biophysica Acta. 
2013;1827:136-144. DOI: 10.1016/j.
bbabio.2012.10.002

[36] Li Z, Wang S, Zhang W, Miao 
L, Cao T, Peng Y. Nitrogen removal 
from medium-age landfill leachate via 
post-denitrification driven by PHAs 
and glycogen in a single sequencing 
batch reactor. Bioresource Technology. 
2014;169:773-777. DOI: 10.1016/j.
biortech.2014.06.076

[37] Mino T, Van Loosdrecht MCM, 
Heijnen JJ. Microbiology and 

biochemistry of the enhanced biological 
phosphate removal process. Water 
Research. 1998;32:3193-3207. DOI: 
10.1016/s0043-1354(98)00129-8

[38] Lee H, Min YM, Park CH, Park 
YH. Automatic control and remote 
monitoring systems for biological 
nutrient removal on small wastewater 
treatment plants in Korea. Water Science 
and Technology. 2004;50:199-206.  
DOI: 10.2166/wst.2004.0377

[39] Puig S, Corominas LI, Vives MT, 
Balaguer MD, Colprim J. Development 
and implementation of a real-time 
control system for nitrogen removal 
using OUR and ORP as endpoints. 
Industrial and Engineering Chemistry 
Research. 2005;44:3367-3373. DOI: 
10.1021/ie0488851

[40] Vives MT, Balaguer MD, García 
S, García R, Colprim J. Textile dyeing 
wastewater treatment in a sequencing 
batch reactor system. Journal of 
Environmental Science and Health 
Part A, Toxic/Hazardous Substances 
and Environmental Engineering. 
2003;38:2089-2099. DOI: 10.1081/
ESE-120023335

[41] Cassidy DP, Belia E. Nitrogen and 
phosphorus removal from an abattoir 
wastewater in a SBR with aerobic 
granular sludge. Water Research. 
2005;39:4817-4823. DOI: 10.1016/j.
watres.2005.09.025

[42] Alzate Marin JC, Caravelli AH, 
Zaritzky NE. Nitrification and aerobic 
denitrification in anoxic–aerobic 
sequencing batch reactor. Bioresource 
Technology. 2016;200:380-387. DOI: 
10.1016/j.biortech.2015.10.024

[43] Al-Ahmady KK. Analysis of oxygen 
transfer performance on sub-surface 
aeration systems. International Journal 
of Environmental Research and Public 
Health. 2006;3:301-308. DOI: 10.3390/
ijerph2006030037



Biotechnology and Bioengineering

22

[44] Lobo CC, Bertola NC, Contreras 
EM. Stoichiometry and kinetic of 
the aerobic oxidation of phenolic 
compounds by activated sludge. 
Bioresource Technology. 2013;136:58-65. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.biortech.2013.02.079

[45] Cui Y, Wang S, Li J. On-line 
monitoring for phosphorus removal 
process and bacterial community in 
sequencing batch reactor. Chinese 
Journal of Chemical Engineering. 
2009;17:484-492. DOI: 10.1016/
S1004-9541(08)60235-9

[46] Serafim LS, Lemos PC, 
Levantesi C, Tandoi V, Santos H, Reis 
MAM. Methods for detection and 
visualization of intracellular polymers 
stored by polyphosphate-accumulating 
microorganisms. Journal of 
Microbiological Methods. 2002;51:1-18. 
DOI: 10.1016/S0167-7012(02)00056-8

[47] Jenkins D, Richard MG, Daigger 
GT. Manual on the Causes and Control 
of Activated Sludge Bulking and 
Foaming. 2nd ed. USA: Lewis Publishers 
Inc., Chelsea, MI; 1993

[48] Third KA, Burnett N, Cord-
Ruwisch R. Simultaneous nitrification 
and denitrification using stored 
substrate (PHB) as the electron 
donor in an SBR. Biotechnology and 
Bioengineering. 2003;83:706-720. DOI: 
10.1002/bit.10708

[49] Beun JJ, Dircks K, Van 
Loosdrecht MCM, Heijnen JJ. Poly-
β-hydroxybutyrate metabolism in 
dynamically fed mixed microbial 
cultures. Water Research. 
2002;36:1167-1180. DOI: 10.1016/
S0043-1354(01)00317-7

[50] Gerardi MH. Oxidation-Reduction 
Potential and Wastewater Treatment. 
New England Interstate Water Pollution 
Control Commission. Publication  
and Resources, Interstate Water  
Report; 2007

[51] Muszyński A, Łebkowska M, 
Tabernacka A, Miłobędzka A. From 
macro to lab-scale: Changes in bacterial 
community led to deterioration of 
EBPR in lab reactor. Central European 
Journal of Biology. 2013;8:130-142. DOI: 
10.2478/s11535-013-0116-2

[52] WEF, Water Environment 
Federation. Enhanced biological 
phosphorus removal. In: Operation 
of Nutrient Removal Facilities. WEF 
Manual of Practice No. 37; Alexandria, 
USA. 2013. pp. 151-208

[53] Kujawa K, Klapwijk B. A method 
to estimate denitrification potential 
for predenitrification systems using 
NUR batch test. Water Research. 
1999;33:2291-2300. DOI: 10.1016/
S0043-1354(98)00459-X

[54] Oehmen A, Lemos PC, Carvalho 
G, Yuan Z, Keller J, Blackall LL, et al. 
Advances in enhanced biological 
phosphorus removal: From micro 
to macro scale. Water Research. 
2007;41:2271-2300. DOI: 10.1016/j.
watres.2007.02.030

[55] Coats ER, Mockos A, Loge 
FJ. Post-anoxic denitrification 
driven by PHA and glycogen within 
enhanced biological phosphorus 
removal. Bioresource Technology. 
2011;102:1019-1027. DOI: 10.1016/j.
biortech.2010.09.104

[56] Vocks M, Adam C, Lesjean B, 
Gnirss R, Kraume M. Enhanced 
postdenitrification without addition 
of an external carbon source in 
membrane bioreactors. Water Research. 
2005;39:3360-3368. DOI: 10.1016/j.
watres.2005.05.049

[57] Oh J, Silverstein J. Oxygen inhibition 
of activated sludge denitrification. 
Water Research. 1999;33:1925-1937. 
DOI: 10.1016/S0043-1354(98)00365-0


