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A R T I C L E  I N F O  ABSTRACT 

ORIGINAL ARTICLE 
 Introduction: The biological denitrification process is an interesting cost-

effective technique to remove nitrate from water supplies. Acetic acid can be 

used as a carbon source in this process, but its consumption rate is a critical 

issue and, in some cases, it is quite different from stoichiometric constants. 

The current study aimed to investigate the nitrate removal in an up-flow 

packed bed bioreactor. Furthermore, various parameters affecting this process 

were investigated and optimized. In this study, the autotrophic bacteria were 

used for the heterotrophic process. 

Materials and Methods: Initially, the autotrophic bacteria were cultured and 

used for the following heterotrophic conditions in distinct reactors. A pilot-

scale anoxic up flow bioreactor packed was constructed using the polyethylene 

media and applied to remove nitrate from the aqueous environment. 

Consequently, the effects of hydraulic retention times (HRT) and different 

acetic acid concentrations as carbon source were evaluated. During the study, 

the amounts of alkalinity, pH, temperature, and nitrate were checked. 

Results: The designed bioreactor removed an average of over 88% of nitrate, 

while the acetic acid consumption was 2 mg/mg NO3-N, which was lower than 

the stoichiometric constant for heterotrophic process. Moreover, in the three 

studied HRTs (1.5, 3, and 5 h), the Alkalinity increased from 14.2 to 19.8 %.  

Conclusion: The results of this study showed high efficiency in nitrate 

removal via heterotrophic denitrification using acetic acid as carbon source for 

autotrophic bacteria. 
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Introduction 

Nitrate is commonly found in drinking water 

considering the human activities such as excessive 

use of chemical fertilizers, incomplete septic 

system, and inappropriate disposal of industrial, 

human, and animal wastewaters. Since nitrate is 

soluble in water, it can enter into the groundwater 

aquifer and drinking water resources 
1, 2

. The 

concentration of nitrate in surface waters is usually 

low (0-18 mg/L), but can increase as a result of the 

agricultural water and contamination with human 

or animal wastes. Water analyses in the United 

States and Canada showed that nitrate 

concentration in water supplies was about 10 mg/L 
3
. Moreover, the concentrations of nitrate in ground 

waters of the rural areas in New York 
4
, India 

5
, 

North China Plain 
6
, Korea 

7
, Spain 

8
, etc. were 

higher than the standard level (45 mg/L), showing 
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that this is a global problem.  

Nitrate is not often hazardous to health in low 

and intermittent consumptions, but high levels of 

nitrate anion in aquatic environments is a serious 

environmental problem in which its continuous and 

excessive usage can have adverse the health 

effects, especially for infants and pregnant women 
9, 10

. Lord et al. reported that nitrate in drinking 

water can cause disturbance in the digestive tract 

cancer 
11

, which is most likely due to the formation 

of nitrosamines in water 
12, 13

.  

Since nitrate ion is very water soluble, it cannot 

be removed efficiently by conventional 

purification methods such as coagulation, 

adsorption, etc. 
14

. Ion exchange, reverse osmosis 

(RO), nanofiltration, and electrodialysis are the 

common processes applied for nitrate removal 

from aquatic environments 
2, 15

. The utility of the 

above-mentioned processes has been limited due to 

expensive operation, low efficiency in some cases, 

and subsequent disposal problem of the nitrate 

concentrate and generated sludge 
16, 17

. On the 

other hand, the biological techniques are among 

the best strategies for nitrate removal, mainly due 

to causing high efficiency, producing reusable 

sludge, and converting nitrate to harmless nitrogen 

gas as the major end product 
18

. This method was 

promoted by the European Strategy as a reference 

opposed to the physiochemical treatment 

alternatives due to its good performance, low cost, 

and large available quantities 
19, 20

. A study 

specified that granular sludge sequencing batch 

reactors could denitrify the nitrate bearing acidic 

effluents directly without a prior treatment 
21

.  

Heterotrophic and autotrophic are two types of 

biological denitrification. Hydrogen, iron, or sulfur 

compounds are used as energy source and 

inorganic carbon compounds, such as carbon 

dioxide and bicarbonate are applied as carbon 

source by autotrophic denitrifiers. The most 

common denitrifiers in the nature are heterotrophic 

denitrifiers that use organic carbon compounds as 

carbon source. 

However, heterotrophic bacteria can utilize 

different carbon compounds as electron donor. The 

type of carbon source used in biological processes 

has an important role in the heterotrophic 

denitrification rate. Commonly, sugar, glucose, 

acetone, acetic acid, ethanol, and methanol are 

available as carbon sources 
20, 22-24

. In comparison, 

acetic acid is more readily metabolized than 

methanol and ethanol. Higher denitrification rate, 

high buffering capacity, and absence of toxic 

effects are from the advantages of applying acetic 

acid in the denitrification process 
25, 26

  

 Equation 1 shows the utilization of acetic acid 

as a carbon source for denitrification process 
27

: 

Equation 1: 

               
                  

  

                        

As shown, approximately 4.1 g acetic acid is 

required to remove 1 g of        Usually, a 

defined rate of acetic acid is utilized in the 

stoichiometric calculation, but this rate can be 

different in practice depending on the used system 

and its operation 
27

. Many aspects of the biological 

denitrification have not been revealed yet. 

Therefore, studying the effective factors and 

optimizing them play a significant role in 

improving the performance of this process. The 

autotrophic process does not require a carbon 

source, but is slow and efficient. Moreover, in the 

heterotrophic process, the nitrate removal rate and 

yield are greater, but need adding a large amount 

of the organic carbon 
28

. In this study, autotrophic 

bacteria were used in the reactor to play the role of 

heterotrophic bacteria by adding acetic acid as a 

carbon source. Moreover, we aimed to compare the 

performance of up-flow packed bed bioreactor fed 

by autotrophic bacteria in heterotrophic condition 

to remove nitrate from water supply and optimize 

different factors affecting this system. 

Materials and Methods 

Pilot design and configuration 

All experiments were conducted in the 

laboratory scale. A schematic of up-flow packed 

bed denitrification bioreactor constructed from 

polycarbonate was used in the current study 

(Figure 1). The denitrification process was 

operated under anoxic condition (The DO 

concentration was near zero, but bound oxygen 
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existed in NO3 and SO4).  

Polyethylene media manufactured by Aria 

PetroPaak Company (Arak, Iran) with a 45 µm 

pore size, active surface of 500 m
2
/m

3
 and a 

density of 95 kg/m
3 

filled 70% of the reactor 

volume and increased the retention time of the 

microbial community in the reactor. Useful volume 

of the reactor was 7 L. To prevent flow return, two 

check valves were contrived in the bioreactor. 

Furthermore, two peristaltic dosing pumps were 

injected by a desirable flow rate of raw water into 

the reactor. Furthermore, a raw water tank was 

equipped with nitrogen gas diffusers at the bottom 

to remove the dissolved oxygen from the water that 

entered the tank.  

Reactor operation 

Initially, the autotrophic bacteria were cultured 

and used for the followed heterotrophic conditions. 

For this purpose, the anoxic sludge was collected 

from selector unit of wastewater treatment plant in 

South of Tehran as the denitrifier microorganism 

source and added to distinct 1L reactors, which had 

autotrophic conditions. Elemental sulfur and 

sodium bicarbonate provided the energy and 

carbon sources and no organic matter was found in 

the reactors.  

After 10 days, when the bacteria were 

established and the nitrate was removed over  

95%, the autotrophic bacteria were ready to be 

injected into the main reactor. Before conducting 

denitrification experiments, the reactor was 

operated continuously for two weeks to form a 

satisfactory biofilm on the media packed. Then, the 

reactor was operated during 60 days in three 20-

day periods (1-20, 21-40 and 41-60 days). The pH 

and temperature parameters were kept constant 

using a thermostat in 7.5 ± 0.5 and 30 ± 2 
°
C, 

respectively. 

The effect of Hydrulic Retention Time (HRT) 

was elucidated on reactor performance by selecting 

three HRT (1.5, 3, and 5 h). Moreover, to survey 

the effect of carbon source concentration, different 

concentrations of acetic acid including 90, 102, 

135, 205, 225, and 270 mg/L were considered. The 

tap water, which its dissolved oxygen reached to 

lower than 0.2 mg/L by injecting N2 gas for a half 

hour, was entered the reactor. Then, the 

concentration of nitrate was adjusted as 40.6 ± 8.7 

mg/L and subsequently injected into the anoxic 

reactor, as shown in Table 1. After two weeks of 

continuous operation, the necessary hydraulic 

retention times were adjusted after modifing the 

inlet flow rate when the nitrate concentration 

reached around zero. The flow injected into reactor 

using two peristaltic pumps so that to provide 

distinct hydraulic retention times (1.5, 3 and 5h). 

Considering the useful volume of reactor was 

equal to 7 L, the inlet flows were changed from 1.4 

L/h to 4.6 L/h. 

 
Figure 1: Schematic of up-flow packed bed denitrification bioreactor 
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Analysing and measurments 

The supernatant of samples was separeted by a 

centrifuge device, and their nitrate concentrations 

were measured using a DR5000 spectrophotometer 

(Hach Co., Loveland, USA). Alkalinity was 

determined using titration method. All parameters 

were performed in accordance with the Standard 

Methods for the Examination of Water and 

Wastewater 
29

. Data were statistically analyzed 

through T-Test in SPSS V. 19. s. 

Results  

The results considering effects of different 

HRTs on NO3-N, alkalinity, and acetic acid 

consumption are summarized in Table 1. As 

shown, in HRT of 1.5 h the rate of acetic acid 

consumption to remove NO3-N is lower than the 

stoichiometric rate (Table 1). 

Table 1: Results of the heterotrophic denitrification process in different HRT 

HRT (h) 

Influent Effluent 
Acetic acid consumption 

(mg/mg NO3-N) 
NO3-N 

(mg/L) 

Alkalinity 

(mg/L CaCO3) 

NO3-N 

(mg/L) 

Alkalinity 

(mg/L CaCO3) 

1.5 40.6 ± 8.7 210 ± 46.4 12.4 ± 3.1 245 ± 55.5 2.27 ± 0.9 

3 40.6 ± 8.7 210 ± 46.4 5.8 ± 5.7 252.8 ± 53 1.91 ± 0.55 

5 40.6 ± 8.7 210 ± 46.4 0.58 ± 0.95 262 ± 48 2 ± 0.7 

 

According to Table 1, the influent concentration 

of parameters was constant in three HRTs and the 

last column of Table 1 shows the acetic acid 

consumption in every HRT.  

Figure 2 shows the effect of HRT on NO3-N 

removal troughout the study. According to Figure 

2, the nitrate removal efficiency improved with 

increase of the hydraulic retention time. It was 

observed that, at HRT  of 1.5 h, 68.7% nitrate 

removal was obtained; in which, the output nitrate 

concentration exceeds the maximum allowable 

limit of the regulated standards 
30

. The average 

nitrate removal rates of 97% and 98.5% were 

obtained at HRTs of 3 and 5 h, respectively; in 

which, concentrations of the output nitrate fulfilled 

the standard limits.  

According to the statistical parameteric analysis, 

a significant difference was observed between the 

average removal percentage of the studied 

hydraulic retention times (p < 0.05). This indicates 

that the nitrate removal efficiency increased as the 

hydraulic retention time increased from 1.5 to 3 

and 5 h.  

 
Figure 2: Effects of different HRTs on NO3

-
-N removal in the up-flow packed bed bioreactor 
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Further, Figure. 3 a, b, and c show the 

concentrations of acetate, nitrate, and alkalinity in the 

influent and effluent at variables for HRTs of 1.5, 3, 

and 5 h. Alkalinity is increased in heterotrophic 

process, unlike the autotrophic denitrification.  

It is clear that by increase of the nitrate removal, 

the acetic acid consumption also augmented and the 

average acetic acid consumption was 1.91 ± 0.55 mg 

per each mg of the removed NO3-N in HRT of 3 h.  

 

 

B 

 

 

Figure. 3: Concentrations of acetate, nitrate, and alkalinity in influent and effluent at  

different HRTs. A: 1.5 h, B: 3 h, and C: 5h. 

 

As seen in Figure 2 and Figure. 3, by increase of 

the retention time from 1.5 to 3 h, the nitrate 

reduction is obvious.  

In the HRT of 5 h, acetic acid and NO3 were 

reduced considerably, so that their concentrations 

were near zero in the effluent. It should be noted 

that like the pervious retention time, the average rate 

of acetic acid consumption was lower for the nitrate 

removal than stoichiometric constant; the obtained 

value for the mentioned constant was 2.07.  

Discussion 

The results considering effects of different 

HRTs on the nitrate removal showed the efficiency 

improved with increase of the hydraulic retention 

time. Increasing the hydraulic retention time give 

suficient time to microbes for reducing nitrogen 

and thereby removing it from wastewater. Addy et 

al, concluded that in beds with less hydraulic 

retention times, the nitrate removal (mass per 

volume) was significantly lower. This argues for 

the fact that bed designs incorporate sufficient time 

for nitrate removal 
31

. Similar results were found in 

the study of Christianson et al, who suggested that 

the minimum design retention times (7.5–79 h) 

should be increased to achive sufficient mass 

nitrogen reduction. However, they mentioned that  

caution should be considred in this regard, because 

by increase of the design retention times and 

enlargement of the corresponding bioreactors, the 

detrimental by-products may exacerbate under low 

flow conditions. According to Wang and Chu as 

well as Ovez et al., decrease of HRT to certain 

values increased the effluent nitrate concentrations 
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and nitrite accumulation 
32, 33

. 

Bed designers should optimize the system to 

address the expected flow rates and ensure the 

sufficient time for nitrate removal. Nowadays, 

many denitrifying bed designes incorporate with 

the hydraulic control components and adjust to the 

bypass flow in high flow events. Such design 

features provide the extended HRT and permit the 

flexibility, so that  nitrate removal can be 

examined under different HRT strategies 
34, 35

 . 

The statistical parameteric analysis showed a 

significant difference between the average removal 

percentage of the studied hydraulic retention times 

(p < 0.05). This shows that by increase the 

hydraulic retention time from 1.5 to 3 and 5 h, the 

nitrate removal efficiency increased. Furthermore, 

Wang et al.  studied the efficiency of a laboratory-

scale denitrification reactor packed with 

biodegradable snack ware in a low-temperature 

condition. They found that at a concentration of 50 

mg/L for NO3-N, 5 h of HRT was needed to 

complete the nitrate removal 
36

. 

Meanwhile by increasing of the nitrate removal, 

the acetic acid consumption also augmented and 

the average acetic acid consumption was 1.91 ± 

0.55 mg per each mg of the removed NO3-N in 

HRT of 3 h. Some studies obtained the same 

results; for example, Sukias et al.  found that the 

acetic acid requirement was 3.5 mg acetic acid per 

mg NO3-N removal 
37

. Mohseni and Elliott 

reported that the acetic acid to nitrate nitrogen 

(A/N) ratio was in the range of 4.2 to 4.3 
38

.  

So, we can conclude from these findings that 

another source of organic materials is probably 

available for heterotrophic bacteria in reactors such 

as the organic materials in influent (raw water) and 

the residue of died microorganisms. This source 

causes a decrease of acetic acid consumption and 

consequently lowers the constant of acetic acid 

consumption to the removed NO3-N in comparison 

to the stoichiometry calculation. 

Alkalinity is increased in heterotrophic  

process, unlike the autotrophic denitrification. In 

autotrophic process, a part of the alkalinity is 

consumed as an inorganic carbon source 
39

, but in 

heterotrophic denitrification, the existing organic 

carbon is consumed and changed to inorganic 

carbon; so, the alkalinity is increased in the effluent 
40

. Zhao J. et al. found that the dominant denitrifiers, 

in a woodchip-based solid-phase denitrification  

(W-SPD) bioreactor, were carbonaceous compound 

degrading bacteria and fermentative bacteria. 

Furthermore, this system was able to remove  

92.5% – 96.4% of the nitrate 
41

. 

Conclusion 

The results show  that, at HRTs of 1.5 h, 3 h, 

and 5 h 68.7%, 97%, and 98.5% nitrate removal 

were obtained, respectively. It is clear that by 

increase of the nitrate removal, the acetic acid 

consumption augmented. In the current study, we 

showed that constant rate of the acetic acid 

consumption to remove NO3-N was lower than the 

stoichiometric with a proportion of 2:1 (acetic acid 

to NO3-N). According to the results of this study, 

the autotrophic bacteria can remove nitrate from 

water under heterotrophic condition and high 

efficiency removal of nitrate decreased the 

consumption of organic matter (acetic acid). 

Acknowledgement  

The authors of the present study sincerely 

appreciate Shahid Beheshti University of Medical 

Sciences for funding this project. 

Conflict of Interest 

All authors declare they have no conflict of 

interest regarding the publication of this article. 

Funding 

This study was funded by Shahid Beheshti 

University of Medical Sciences, Tehran. 

 

References 

1. Huang P, Zhang J, Zhu A, et al. Nitrate 

accumulation and leaching potential reduced by 

coupled water and nitrogen management in the 

Huang-Huai-Hai Plain. Sci Total Environ. 

2018;610:1020-8. 

2. Parvizishad M, Dalvand A, Mahvi AH, et al. A 

review of adverse effects and benefits of nitrate and 

nitrite in drinking water and food on human health. 

Health Scope. 2017;6(3):1-9. 

3. Lee BH, Mohr C, Lopez-Hilfiker FD, et al. Highly 

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 je
hs

d.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 a

t 2
0:

02
 IR

S
T

 o
n 

W
ed

ne
sd

ay
 D

ec
em

be
r 

9t
h 

20
20

   
   

   
 [ 

D
O

I: 
10

.1
85

02
/je

hs
d.

v4
i3

.1
50

2 
]  

http://jehsd.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-199-en.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.18502/jehsd.v4i3.1502


Neshat AA, et al.         Denitrification Efficacy in Up-flow Packed Bed Bioreactor 

JEHSD, Vol (4), Issue (3), September 2019, 851-8 

8

Je
h

sd
.s

su
.a

c.
ir

 

 

857 

J
eh

sd
.s

su
.a

c.
ir

 

functionalized organic nitrates in the southeast 

United States: Contribution to secondary organic 

aerosol and reactive nitrogen budgets. Proceedings 

of the National Academy of Sciences. 2016; 

113(6):1516-21. 

4. Gelberg KH, Church L, Casey G, et al. Nitrate 

levels in drinking water in rural New York State. 

Environ Res. 1999;80(1):34-40. 

5. Suthar S, Bishnoi P, Singh S, et al. Nitrate 

contamination in groundwater of some rural areas 

of Rajasthan, India. J Hazard Mater. 2009;171(1-

3): 189-99. 

6. Ju XT, Kou CL, Zhang F, et al. Nitrogen balance 

and groundwater nitrate contamination: comparison 

among three intensive cropping systems on the 

North China Plain. Environ Pollut. 2006;143(1): 

117-25. 

7. Kim H, Kaown D, Mayer B, et al. Identifying the 

sources of nitrate contamination of groundwater in 

an agricultural area (Haean basin, Korea) using 

isotope and microbial community analyses. Sci 

Total Environ. 2015;533:566-75. 

8. Puig R, Soler A, Widory D, et al. Characterizing 

sources and natural attenuation of nitrate 

contamination in the Baix Ter aquifer system (NE 

Spain) using a multi-isotope approach. Sci Total 

Environ. 2017;580:518-32. 

9. Tarafder P, Roychowdhaury S. A novel  

method for the extraction spectrophotometric 

determination of nitrate and nitrite in water, waste 

water and effluent. Int J Anal Bioanal Tech. 2018. 

10. Xu J, Pu Y, Qi W-K, et al. Chemical removal of 

nitrate from water by aluminum-iron alloys. 

Chemosphere. 2017;166:197-202. 

11. Lord EI, Anthony SG, Goodlass G. Agricultural 

nitrogen balance and water quality in the UK. Soil 

Use Manage. 2002;18(4):363-9. 

12. Sevda S, Sreekishnan T, Pous N, et al. 

Bioelectroremediation of perchlorate and nitrate 

contaminated water: A review. Bioresour Technol. 

2018;255:331-9. 

13. Espejo-Herrera N, Cantor KP, Malats N, et al. 

Nitrate in drinking water and bladder cancer risk in 

Spain. Environ Res. 2015;137:299-307. 

14. Kalaruban M, Loganathan P, Kandasamy J, et al. 

Submerged membrane adsorption hybrid system 

using four adsorbents to remove nitrate from water. 

Environ Sci Pollut Res Int. 2017. 

15. Choi JH, Maruthamuthu S, Lee HG, et al. 

Nitrate removal by electro-bioremediation 

technology in Korean soil. J Hazard Mater. 

2009;168(2-3):1208-16. 

16. Rivett MO, Buss SR, Morgan P, et al. Nitrate 

attenuation in groundwater: a review of 

biogeochemical controlling processes. Water Res. 

2008; 42(16):4215-32. 

17. Tang W, Kovalsky P, He D, et al. Fluoride and 

nitrate removal from brackish groundwaters by 

batch-mode capacitive deionization. Water Res. 

2015;84:342-9. 

18. Addy K, Gold AJ, Christianson LE, et al. 

Denitrifying bioreactors for nitrate removal: A 

meta-analysis. J Environ Qual. 2016;45(3):873-81. 

19. Zhao Y, Feng C, Wang Q, et al. Nitrate removal 

from groundwater by cooperating heterotrophic 

with autotrophic denitrification in a biofilm–

electrode reactor. J Hazard Mater. 2011;192(3): 

1033-9. 

20. Zhao Y, Zhang B, Feng C, et al. Behavior of 

autotrophic denitrification and heterotrophic 

denitrification in an intensified biofilm-electrode 

reactor for nitrate-contaminated drinking water 

treatment. Bioresour Technol. 2012;107:159-65. 

21. Nancharaiah YV, Krishna Mohan TV, Satya Sai 

PM, et al. Denitrification of high strength nitrate 

bearing acidic waters in granular sludge sequencing 

batch reactors. Int Biodeterior Biodegradation. 

2017;119:28-36. 

22. Fernández-Nava Y, Marañón E, Soons J, et al. 

Denitrification of high nitrate concentration 

wastewater using alternative carbon sources. J 

Hazard Mater. 2010;173(1):682-8. 

23. Shen Z, Zhou Y, Hu J, et al. Denitrification 

performance and microbial diversity in a packed-

bed bioreactor using biodegradable polymer as 

carbon source and biofilm support. J Hazard Mater. 

2013;250-251:431-8. 

24. Gholizadeh A, Ebrahimi AA, Salmani MH, et al. 

Ozone-cathode microbial desalination cell; An 

innovative option to bioelectricity generation and 

water desalination. Chemosphere. 2017;188: 470-7. 

25. Sharma SK, Sobti RC. Nitrate removal  

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 je
hs

d.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 a

t 2
0:

02
 IR

S
T

 o
n 

W
ed

ne
sd

ay
 D

ec
em

be
r 

9t
h 

20
20

   
   

   
 [ 

D
O

I: 
10

.1
85

02
/je

hs
d.

v4
i3

.1
50

2 
]  

http://jehsd.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-199-en.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.18502/jehsd.v4i3.1502


 Denitrification Efficacy in Up-flow Packed Bed Bioreactor Neshat AA, et al. 

JEHSD, Vol (4), Issue (3), September 2019, 851-8 

J
eh

sd
.ssu

.a
c.ir 

858 

from ground water: a review. J Chem. 2012; 

9(4):1667-75. 

26. Metcalf E, Eddy M. Wastewater engineering: 

treatment and Resource recovery. Mic Graw-Hill, 

USA. 2014. 

27. Mohseni-Bandpi A, Elliott DJ, Zazouli MA. 

Biological nitrate removal processes from drinking 

water supply-a review. J environ health sci eng. 

2013; 11(1):35. 

28. Si Z, Song X, Wang Y, et al. Intensified 

heterotrophic denitrification in constructed 

wetlands using four solid carbon sources: 

Denitrification efficiency and bacterial community 

structure. Bioresour Technol. 2018;267:416-25. 

29. APHA. Standard methods for the examination of 

water and wastewater. Washington, DC, USA: 

American Public Health Association; 2005. 

30. Qasim SR. Wastewater treatment plants: 

planning, design, and operation: Routledge; 2017. 

31. Addy K, Gold AJ, Christianson LE, et al. 

Denitrifying Bioreactors for Nitrate Removal: A 

Meta-Analysis. J Environ Qual. 2016;45(3):873-

81. 

32. Ovez B, Ozgen S, Yuksel M. Biological 

denitrification in drinking water using Glycyrrhiza 

glabra and Arunda Donax as the carbon source. 

Process Biochem. 2006;41(7):1539-44. 

33. Wang J, Chu LJBa. Biological nitrate removal 

from water and wastewater by solid-phase 

denitrification process. Biotechnol Adv. 2016; 

34(6): 1103-12. 

34. Christianson LE, Schipper LA. Moving 

denitrifying bioreactors beyond proof of concept: 

Introduction to the special section. J Environ Quel. 

2016;45(3):757-61. 

35. Huno SK, Rene ER, van Hullebusch ED, et al. 

Nitrate removal from groundwater: a review of 

natural and engineered processes. Journal of Water 

Supply: Research and Technology-Aqua. 2018; 

67(8):885-902. 

36. Wang X, Wang J. Denitrification of nitrate-

contaminated groundwater using biodegradable 

snack ware as carbon source under low-

temperature condition. Int J Environ Sci Te. 2012; 

9(1):113-8. 

37. Sukias JP, Park JB, Stott R, et al. Quantifying 

treatment system resilience to shock loadings in 

constructed wetlands and denitrification 

bioreactors. Water Res. 2018;139:450-61. 

38. Mohseni-Bandpi A, Elliott D, Momeny-Mazdeh 

AJWS, et al. Denitrification of groundwater using 

acetic acid as a carbon source. Water Sci Technol. 

1999;40(2):53-9. 

39. Austin D, Vazquez-Burney R, Dyke G, et al. 

Nitrification and total nitrogen removal in a super-

oxygenated wetland. Sci Total Environ. 

2019;652:307-13. 

40. Vijay A, Chhabra M, Vincent T. Microbial 

community modulates electrochemical 

performance and denitrification rate in a 

biocathodic autotrophic and heterotrophic 

denitrifying microbial fuel cell. Bioresour Technol. 

2019; 272:217-25. 

41. Zhao J, Feng C, Tong S, et al. Denitrification 

behavior and microbial community spatial 

distribution inside woodchip-based solid-phase 

denitrification (W-SPD) bioreactor for nitrate-

contaminated water treatment. Bioresour Technol. 

2018;249:869-79. 

 

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 je
hs

d.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 a

t 2
0:

02
 IR

S
T

 o
n 

W
ed

ne
sd

ay
 D

ec
em

be
r 

9t
h 

20
20

   
   

   
 [ 

D
O

I: 
10

.1
85

02
/je

hs
d.

v4
i3

.1
50

2 
]  

http://jehsd.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-199-en.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.18502/jehsd.v4i3.1502

