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Abstract; The microfauna community structure and the diversity mechanism of dominant population during the activated sludge acclimation was
investigated. The results show that 1) both type and genera of the microfauna community increased during the entire process and finally reach to an stable
state. In the microfauna community, only one key type (flagellates) was observed in the initial stage, but then gradually developed into 4 co-dominant
types (flagellates, crawling ciliates, sessile ciliates, and carnivorous ciliates). The dominant genus of microfauna community also increased from one
single genus (Bodo sp.) to 6 genera (Bodo sp., Vorticella sp., Epistylis sp., Aspidisca sp., Chilodonella sp., Hemiophrys sp.). 2). Shannon-Wiener's
diversity index H'of microfauna community dramatically increased in the first stage, later slightly dropped down, and eventually reached a stable level. It
implies that the final species diversity in the microfauna community should stay at a constant level, even though it would increase in the early stage.
Compared to the H' index value before acclimation, the final H'value increased about 75%. 3) Due to the fact that both species and genera in the
microfauna community increased initially and later reached a stable level, the number of species and genera increased largely. They also tended towards
stability in the middle and later periods of activated sludge acclimation, in other words, the stability increased it progressed through each period. 4). The

stability state of the microfauna community lacked the stability of mature activated sludge and the performance of sewage treatment.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

1575 U8 1 (Activated Sludge Process) F T3
HAE TG TSR AT R K B A —E 24T 58, 2
) N R K A AR T2 RO R TR S
PerPAEE R UE Y (AT 2 A 2R A Sh i i
RS A= S A ) S R B 2 0 Il A S e i 2R 42
(5K AZREE, 2000) .3 M5 e 15 57 U0 RS PR TS
RY A SIS AT B SRR WAk S (TS
Je KK BT Ak B8 T 2045 ) 0 (AR W Y 1k A
(TRUKAE, 2012; AREHESE, 2008) , Mgl T4
[ 7K BB AT 250 T s e T5 Je il S R g SR
XGPS TR R SR ML I A & o T, HJE
SR 1 i 7 b R BT e B AR W RV I 1) A R
AR R (T RUREE, 2012).

WS TR GRS e M AE S R G D A E &
BAEM . —J7 i, R B ) (Microfauna ) (245 i A=
) ( Protozoa) AR J5 A= 514 (Micro-metazoa) ) i
SRR , PR 40 TR AV T O, AT ZE R S
T2 2S84 58 (Madoni, 19942011 ; Z8HRIMEE
2001) ; 5 —J5 I, =R BT A AL B ( DOM) AR
W e VS A T BT 1 E 3 A kA TR A 1 B
S5 (RIS, 2001) TEH B IS RIS Je (i 3
Y 515K IBATIROL Z A BTG &, AT AE
S T Ve T K Ak B R R A 4R 8 2B ) ((Canals
et al., 2013; Chen et al., 2004; Lee et al., 2004;
Dos Santos et al., 2014; Ntougias et al., 2011;
Papadimitriou et al., 2011) , Il S W75 P75 e R 40
BITIRES.

AR T W b 22 A T LS R T 1 25 R A
TRE , Z R R AR T o i A HR BOR M 5 (D 5,
1994a; 1994b) AE—7E I P P07 22 B8 R 155 AN A2 1Y
REFEPR N “TEREVE” , AL ) A — ey p 22 2 SR 30
HAR KA HEI& B ol “ AT E BEVR (5K
2010) AMFFEEZETYMB SR B2 EZ HE X
FOREE PR B LA S RE 75 W) i 2 AR PR Y 72 S R L
1) Sh AR AR VR A MDA (P AN B 45, 2011)
SR, E TR 16 PR 15 e 355 75 YAkt 72 vh i 8 2h )
RETRSE A AR TS, OGHEAT T ORI Y34 ( Curds,
1971; Madoni, 1994) X i #1775 I (s 8 2 4y v )
T Z e FaE VESF B = RGBT

AHIFGE LA 7K A W Ak R rb T3z el A 4k X

HMET5 e 1.2 (Sequencing batch reactor, SBR) A~
B, 085 732 Uk i A v 3 T e TR Bl ) R v 4
WA A RS PRI Bt A T 5 28 X 5 e B4k
U R GBS L7 e = 3 TN 3 G ey P T E AN
15 7K A B[] g A3 P T U 9 Ak b AR R S ) B
AR W) R Z R AR E A AR A, LU R
BRAR/ AR 2 B IR BE R T 1 TS e 85 5F IR RO L
P ) WO SR P 55 T VR BT oKk Ak BRARCR
Z IR EOCR , iE ETs Ve R FR UL JE sh Fl R 42
PRI T TERAE S HEHOR LA S .

2 ##5 7% ( Materials and methods)

2.1 R B #BIEATEF

IR TP XS 2% (SBR) |, SO iy 32 44 1
1 85 em AR 7.5 em B HLBEESAE B, A R AR
h 3.2 LA SRS o B BN AR A L g
SCRIRBE R G TR AU, IR R TR K AR AT 5 3R
TP Bl g 38 A R s RO R R R
(0.2 Lemin™") , ZEFE K R i ¥ i 480 (5,42 %
0.03) mg-L™"). R EFEE IR (20£2.1) CFiaf7T.

FERRS S I [ H e 1L T s K AL B A
W5 IE, WUk 3 i 5 B 2 SBR v % Fef I, 2 d
Je VR B R TR B R e B (MILSS ) A7 1100 mg- L', 75
PVIREEL (SV) 2N 32%.3247 16 d, MLSS ik F] 4000
mg- L7 2 A5 B, 3l 5 A H HEVR 59 7 X e e e 1Y
MLSS, J4& V5 e #s 0 o 20 d 2247

15 IR IR YL SR Kt [ ok K B i T R, 7K 4
n—E & C,H,0, NH,Cl KH, PO, ( L&k
H TR HIK ) ik A& B i 100:5:1. 1
NaHCO,/Na,CO, 2 & Z (pH =9.25) JA 77 i /K pH
% 7.50 +0.05. 8 A 86 5 F b, HE Kk cOD,, K
(1695.28+139.50) mg- L' 2 A M (40.71+£7.83)
mg-L71 VRN (8.25+0.17 ) mg-[f1 LGl w28
0.3 kg-kgd™".

SBR [N B RKs 1T 2 AR, AT 12 b,
I3 A% 2 AB B DI B % 2E K B B B TE] 10 b
QULIEHEK B B, B o8 UG F AR DIVERTE] 2 h, 4R
Je ¥ BN 2 T VR K T HE S HEOK L (i
TRARFR 5 O A AT Z L) S 1/3.2, 3R 5 £k
Nk B K 2 JFOK A, FOoBTE AT — A S 1T,
WG . 30 2 2R G0 v i M s e SR sl ) A
YyFh Z2 Bk B K 7K 5t 45 48 A5 ) 22 ( Nicolau et al.
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2005) 381729 1 N H 6 M5 Ve U8 sh B BV K )
HFGE , YIksE k.
22 WA HRAE LI HE 2 X5

MBI BG5S 4 d JFHREURE & 1~2 d 7
B Bt AT 30 min PN, 3 3 T IR A S
Ho7 ) SRR B (B SN A TR 10 em .40 ¢m 70
em Ab) SRAE 3 A w5 IR A RCOEATRE H T i
B HITTEL 53 A B — 7 e TR A A0S Ve R
B FRIURS I, Y0 VE 25 AR AT 3 VRSO 5 R
Feri].

1 % B W #% ( DRAGON K JE) B2 HL 25 ulL
LAY G 5 VR TR A RS T2 s (PHS0 &51)
(x100 x400) F XF 8L sh Py sE A7 5 51 AR P
T2 FNAT Ry 2 R AE IFAR BB BT 3% | SOk (i 4
20105 PRHRIFEE, 1990) K fa 28 Bl 40 # 5 2 4 o B
e R, A S W 3 2 0 B R, 58 L (rotifers ) | £k
. ( nematodas ) 55 T W J5 AE B B % B K BE
(Madoni, 1994) . %55E TAETE 5 h(R KA RL 8 h)
P58 B, LAk G 8 2 1) Vs 1l 22 RN 3 R

TE 25 5] 3ok 2 v B0 ZZ ( Dubber et al., 2009; Madoni,
1994) . BB sh Wy RE v b i WS 2T B R 2R R AR )
W43 M B PE LR B B ( Bacterivorous ciliates ) F1 R &
P21 T B ( Carnivorous ciliates) , Fe PR B4 £ B
NGy ) R AF B L (Crawling ciliates ) | [# 5 B £F
FEH (Sessile ciliates ) Fl{iE 3k B £ E H ( Swimming
ciliates ) 45 = KZEHE ( Madoni, 1994) BB sh ¥ %%
i A BT F S -mL
23 WAEDYRBH BB BEEN SEE S RE

iy

W LSRR BO R 1B A8 Y = (/)
Hor n FORES R 2 B (BN BIR B R h i
RIS WREI& T A W R i AR B8 N SRR UL Bl
YIREIE TR IR B Z B o5 o DS FTERE S b
BAITR R Y = 0.02 1 Ff Sk f 34 Rl (L i
45,2011 5 FRA RS, 2014) LA Fh R AL KRS
2[RI RE T 00 A 0 P T Ve R B W BV R 2
PEAEROT R IRE IR 1 Fow.

R1 BEMEEDTHSHEEEHNITEREX

Table 1  The calculation and significance of microfauna community diversity indices

YRR IR Z AR SRS 1B 2~k #E
Margalef a5 PR A DI REIE O Y R AR R=(S-1)/InN S TR YRR N.n; Gl
Pielou $54L W EWREE DRI SIRRE E=H'/InS
N WL R & i
Simpson $8%k [, D = 2‘1 n(n; = 1)/N(N-1)]

SGETMEYREN DS S A AR b R A

s P. 2N 0 \

Shannon-Wiener $§ %4 B SBEE  RIEFE DR H = - —(p;Inp;) ’ﬁT;ﬁ , DRGSRl

KPR Ea E T A W 2 RErE R e Fe R W, 35
TET 5 Ve 1% 5% 9k 3k A v 080 s g ek 7 A i 1.
VIRt e s W= S/N, H S N 6] I SRR
EFRB W, = d/d, o d AR EYIME B B 2R
PEERREZ | d, AR DL B BE Y 22 M 18 19 S 2
CEARBEAE, 2011) . DL B8 KA (BN, B % ik
24 BAEEAHHINE

b2 A (COD) Z A (NH;-N) BV (TP )
P BRI 7 ( E AR R, 2002) I 5 75 T8 0T
FEEL(SV) SR 30 min DR B #2805 I IR &
TR T T AR e B (MILSS ) R FH B 2 v U A 5 Y48 fifk 4
(DO) FIAK L ( 1) SR FH A 485 =37 ik S0 7 A3 (3R

JPBJ-608) M2 ; pH {H R FH %k & pH 11 ( 75 #% PHS-
25) 5E.
2.5 HIEAEEG AT

FA R Y B (bR 538 TS ) 1 3 41T
FERSE AT /0T e Bk 4K F SPSS 19.0
#E4T Spearman BRAH JCHEFN ¢ 45 55 43 H7, 2K 1 Origin
9.0 Fl Excel 2007 5 S AH 5 I R HIE.

3 R (Results)
3.1 FE M RIS B B e )

TS URRENE 5 L Wy R A RRE L AR R AR T
VUG M TS Ve R Ge Pk e A0 E 2R TR (/e
2015) , BUCAHIFFE AR 15 Ve v BE ( MLSS) Flis Je Ui k%
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PEBE(SVI) | HI/K KB (COD,, \NH-N) I 75 T8 %
RIS RV 25 R IE R 275 TR R 7 N AL B B
#8547 10 d i, MLSS 35 2800 mg- L™ (i
EYL R 2000 ~ 4000 mg- L"), SVI {H H1 2 3h B}
250 mL-g '[N 70 mL - g (i ELYE B A 50 ~ 150
mL-g™") (Kl la); COD,, , NH;-N 25 B 3 53 5l ik
94.19% 1 100% , M J5 B AR (W E FRiEZE SD 43
A R2.50%F12.45%) (& 1b) 3817 1~ 14 d, HAE
AHXT 22 B (ORISR B R 7 BT A W R SR Y )
o) 35 95.27%.3817 20 d J& |, $li 5 HOE PRI £
A BEARZE 40% LAF (36.14% ) 3547 23 d G5 E 10%
PIF(2.49%) , G — ELAEHRFTE 10% LA (4.52% +
3.57% ) F& 781G TS U8 94k B i 18 5 A sh i e
E(f&ﬁ&ff 2010) 7 ] b #5328 47 23 d Je A FFER
LR R IR G SR Sh YR T A5 A AR AR T B
ﬁ%m@hmﬁﬁiﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂzﬁ 26 d.[H L, AT
WA 15 72 YAk A2 X0 53 S w0 91 (35 Ve Pk e Ik A
) b CHEE O U ) A I (TS R A ) 3

32 AR BFHAGYBAEEMISEY
LT

32,1 YA HBFHAG LS MABELL BHIE
VRS VR 1 78 Bl 0 00 35 ol B X g 1 08 348 B T (%
2) E T e s R YA A S R o — R S
(Y=0.02) , HARFEEE R ik 0.989. 2| Y1k v 1A, i E
PR EE R R Z 0.509, L35 78 WAL 0 REAR T
48.5% , ) &) B £ oL [ 2 R4 B B LAk
ULk 0.133 A1 0.322. 94k 5 311, S AL 3
YIREE L R 3] 4 A, o 2 ) B AL 4F B il
(Y=0.144) [EFZERLTETHR(Y=0.275) HEHELTE
H(Y=0.533) FHEEHR(Y=0.044).

®2 FRARIMEHRBEMABHBARRRBEY
Table 2 The dominant microfauna populations and their dominance (Y)

in the different stages of the domestication process

B AR BEAY R 1~10 d 11~25 d.26~31 d.

ERY BRI BRI
HLRELASE (Fh) T8 e 9z
(1~10d) (11~25d) (26~31d)

MREMA T Crawling ciliates — 0.133 0.144
RS Chilodonella sp. — 0.020 0.039
FEAME I Chilodonella caudata — - 0.039
WEEF g Aspidisca sp. — 0.032 0.104
A ARE 1, Aspidisca costata — 0.027 0.103
AHERIAFEH Sessile ciliates — 0.322 0.275
bR Vorticella sp. — 0.216 0.247
Wl L Vorticella convallaria — 0.024 —
INEVR Vorticella microstoma - 0.135 0.229
SRR Episylis sp. — 0.071 0.027
WK Epistylis lacustris — 0.061 0.027
REHESFE

oo e - o
2 JE B Hemiophrys sp. — — 0.524
B JE . Hemiophrys agilis — — 0.524
HiEH Flagellates 0.989 0.509 0.044
W HUE Bodo sp. 0.989 0.503 0.025
FEEE B Bodo caudatus 0.160 0.080 -
BT EG 3% 52 3L Bodo alexeieffii 0.021 — -
BRI F . Bodo globosus 0.112 0.072 —
INJ . Bodo minimus 0.643 0.216 —

" FR ¥<0.020.
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Fig.1  Dynamics of the sludge characteristics (a) and efficiency of

wastewater treatment ( b ) during the cultivation and

domestication process

YfkAiy, i S HUE (Bodo sp.) N ME—1L &
(Y=0.989) ,fuff 4 A AYHEE SR . Rk T2
W (B. caudatus) (Y = 0. 160 ) B [& 3 & &
(B. alexeieffii) (Y=0.021) Bk & H (B. globosus)
(Y=0.112) /N & (B, minimus) (Y=0.643) .9
fer 00 e F g 3 2= 5 A, 43l BHE R s
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( Chilodonella sp.) (Y=0.020) HH£F HJE (Aspidisca
sp.) (Y=0.032) b HuJ&E (Vorticella sp.) (Y=0.216) .
Bk HUE (Epistylis sp.) (Y =0.071) Flik & 0 g
(Bodo sp.) (Y=0.503) , &4 7 MEEF, 50 )2 H
G £F 31 (A, costata) (Y = 0.027) , ¥ & &t
(V. convallaria ) (Y = 0. 024 ), /N 0 B &
(V.microstoma) (Y =0.135) ] B H (E. lacustris)
(Y=0.061) B 5 H (B. caudatus) (Y=0.080) Bk
B G M (B. globosus) (Y = 0.072) Fl /N & H
(B. minimus) (Y=0.216) , 307 4 N8 EEEHRN
Eb iR GRCTRVES B SY: E T A A W . /8 (A 3 QI ]
B YIS, R S HUR (Bodo sp. ) PLHEFE =
BUARAKF-(Y=0.025) S, HoAlc 3 Ja 1) 00 353 34 47
Jirde s A, 2 JE BB (Hemiophrys sp.) 75 J& W
WA RN, HAR B &35 0.524 B Bl #4
A5, BB SFE R R A Y, C AR AR5
PR S LA (¥<0.02) .

322 HRIMIBRFHAGYBHEEMDS
TEVETS TR YIRS O R R/ (R 2)
HARXT Z B34 99.0% +1.6% (& 2b, TR , #Fh
T 4 B (&3, R 1R A IR 73.3% +
17.4% 94k b 151, $E =6 e 22 2 A8 A R, 7 P 1Y
14 d K F I H (19587+792) 4 -mL™ (E 2a, F
i) , HAHXT Z ik 96.1% , B 5 2 @i /N Z Y14k 5
WY 5.3%+3.6% ,FIEORZE 1~2 i, 3517 20 d HEE
#1815 AU 2F B HURAR.

A )G, [ E B 2F T B G R R
i, % 21 d [ B R 22 Bk B (9289+51)
A emL™ HAAXT 2R IL 66.6%.3817 15 d, [ 25 R4
EHRAEOT IR 2, 255 20 d KERME (7T F) , 4
Wi S B 58.3% , LA T o5 LE i R A5 AR X AR E
(SD:+9.8%) H E BT B AL AvisfT 12 d J5
AL, BAEATER 21 d, WA SR 25.2% +
7.9% ,JF G KB5S 25 d IR KA (10911+533)
A emL AR Z A R OE 71.7%. R B
BAEBATHIEA ML, 847 25 d e A TG RE S
B, HOR R AR R A Z (1~3 7)), i Fh S 2y
30% ,H 22 FE AR FF7E 58 8 K (25 4500 4~ -mL "),
X Z 2 63%.30 d It , A BPEAT BZ AT A
{H(69332617) /> ~mL™", HARXS 2 L35 B e K AH
67.2%. BRI #E b, A 58 AR T SO TE R
F  FOMEREN T 1 ~2 Fp A 5228 B U7 356 ) 10
A I, BRI e 5 D B L, B2

FEX/NF 100 A~ - mL 7 M Z EHTE 1% EF

T 5 A= e (AR I N 2532847 23 d Je B,
HZEB/NZ50 4 -mL™") BTG ETS R IF U6 2
W T (DA, 2010) AR S R, R
WLEE B R B MK R ZE B R, X 5 R R 458
(Curds 1971; Madoni, 1994) 45 FFA[A], o] g2 K K
LRI AERT AR (0.3 kg-kg™d™") | ITE &
#1435 (0.6~0.9 kg BOD - kg ' MLSS™'-d™") i P15
FRGE Pl Uk BT R A 2 il R A BB (Curds
et al., 1970b).

25000 a —=— FERAE R
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Fig.2 Microfauna community structure shifted in the SBR during the

domestication process (Fig. a Values are presented as mean+

SD)

PRI, SBR T 203 M5 e 3 3 Ak 7 vh, 3
PETS PO S W) SR S UT A G i — [ 45 1Y
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Fig.3 The change of species distribution of different groups of

protozoa community in the SBR during the domestication

process

ER+EERS B R+ A BT B R B RS E
Hu+ [ A EF T d + PR LT B R+ O S AR 3h
B b5 BRI 80 SR A 5 Y P i s A
iz

TGl FR Yk # v TR TS PR AL S W B Tk
JERE B b3 TR LA 0 SR AT BB« RO A ) B
W A TR 55, X s e 2UA i BE SR sE AR, 15
Ve ARANERLAE /N (Leong et al., 2011) , PRI 1A F)
TICATEC B T T U6 22 1A 3 Ti 4 £ 40 T ) ) ) AL
T 25 BILF T HLU( Zhou et al. , 2008) A= KB4, i
I T 1 R A /)N 2R 3R TR TR 3 1) HE R AR T Ut
Hb REXT AR RN KA 25 6 d s A 3l i R (O
U5 R L (HINAN) ) o 25 40 B 110 9 2k
SRH S (Johanna et al., 1999) , B4 54 S R LIHR
B W 1 SR YA AT A TR T A B O
HBER T HGIN, 1508 R UORLAR 1 K, IRAT 5L M T
15 U8 SR A 3R T A £ 00 A ) o) ) U R [ A R AR R ol
ROz O AL ZEE (Madoni, 1994) B 1572
SR Y ik — 20 i Ak Bl B O ) B B A [
RGFEHNNEES ERRA T Y, NEtEEE
HOR R BFH o L 2R, W A B A O R
BB s s it 7 EE Y, SR
A B R T R R B R S A S RS
3.2.3 R AR A AL s A AR KA AR S R
A V5l Yk T b O Bl W v ) il 22 R
AL 4 B B SR AR R Sh e s Y
Shannon-Wiener $5 %4 H' 5 P« Jo i J5 0" 28 4L iz 17
4 d W, H R 0.63£0.09,6 d k4] MR K AE 1

1.24+0.00, % 3 Shit 8 K 24 96.8% , 5 &K =4 10
d 1 0.96+0.06. 9 {L#] I Shannon-Wiener 541 H'
5 Simpson $8%% D .32 HAH I (r=-0.829, p<0.05)
(2R3, TR, LU I i UL A b P R B St
INJE IR SR VR W) R 22 R e a0 Y
R A YL HA )5 , Shannon-Wiener $84% H' &2
MB LRI EREGBIT 25 19 d B B 35 s KE
(1.870.18) , LYIMEIT AR I HE K 24 1.97 455,20 d )5
H' A /INEREAR, B 35X — B Be 45 R TRy 1.33+0.00.
TEX—BrBe (ONfe ) | i PE TS Ve sh W B v )
Fh Shannon-Wiener 38 %t H' 5 H Margalef 85 R,
Pielou 840 E Simpson 845D i’«]ﬁ%*ﬁ?é(p<0
05) , BaHH I M 15 V8 5% 7 94k v 30 G280 3 0 3 0
(RS i el I SRR i S PSS Al i 2]
FhZFErE AR A A s 22 DR 2R 9IRS 9, R 3
HEZ&Y) Fh Shannon-Wiener 45 8 b 94k 01 B T
K (HARETE 1.10 247, B YIAL R IE K2 75% . KR8k
S (2008) BT A 2SR 4518, BB & 946 2%
AW AL , 3P VeI W 1 22 P e 30 ) 3 Dk
PR

2.00 - HHYULTI;

175+ ] % T %

Lsof t Tis

125 ] % % - $ e
: ¢

i‘c‘?%‘?EJllﬂ:Tﬁéﬁ F HEFEYIL R

Ul EEAE
8

0 4; I5 l6 I7 9I 1‘01I1 112 ll3 1I41I61I81[92102IIZI32I42ISZI7£03II l
BT )/
B4 SERUMLAZh RS BEE M 5 HE I RSB 1
T CHAR AP 23 T OB 22)

Fig.4 The variation of community diversity indices at different

stages of the cultivation and domestication process ( Values

are presented as mean+SD)

RIS E AR AT ¢ A I8 o3 A el A, 5 3R W1k
15 vh A LG RE 7 W) Bl Shannon-Wiener 45 %1 il
Margalef $8 BIAFAE B3 25 5% (p<0.05) , 1 Pielou
FEELA Simpson 52 FHEAN B E (p>0.05) ; H55¢
YA H AN S AR L, 3 S8 A W R 4 B s RS
AW (p>0.05) , VEHITE TS e 91k b 5 R )
b TR,
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Table 3 Spearman correlation (r) between the different indexes of microfauna community
PRI (m=6) YL (m=12) YL (m=3)
H' R E H' R E H' R E

R 0.429 0.615* 0.500

E 0.429 -0.371 0.601 0.175 1.000 ** 0.500

D -0.829" -0.143 -0.371 =0.937 -0.448 =0.720 = -1.000 *=*  -0.500 —=1.000 =

Hom REEARFE IR ; * p<0.05; * * p<0.01.

&M T R IN A IE AE A B A AR AR T M
WG R R YL A YR R e FR U £
FEMERS E T8 b 12 17 B[R] B A AL an 1] S 7. 47 Fol
FRUETRBUR « URAR N B A K - BRI 1
AR R HLAAR b S0 2 s, P Rh AR FE 4 W
K 7.14x107° IR IIZE SRATAY S 9 d R s
2 0.5x 1077, Ui B 5 M5 U 55 77 Uk Ao 30 2 f o s
YR TE DA e FR 2RI R AR 1 o 72, o Rz B B
SE G TS VR SUOR) B W B I A Pk 2 R s Y o AR
PEAYIE R 5, W 2 BRI BN A9 3h (5 2k
2.386x107) , UL HA TG E 5 Ve 946 H 01 AL sh A e v
KR E SIMLIE IR, W (B 0% i 2 5 S A Ee s
INTT2EHR 0.303x107°) , Ul BZ B B fF IS B TR
U\ﬁifﬁ%ﬁaé&%ﬁ ] A5 AR 2538, B
T MR B 8510 0.226) s K T Ik b) i £k
'fﬁ%%%‘é%&(o.zm) , MY 5 11 2 A M A e 48 2K
(0.155) AEEA KL SR Ik e v 0 e I, 9k )
WIFEAR 28.29% , 5W] SBR T2 MEI5 e 37 9k d 72

3.3

RO S WIAE T A S 1 /NI by A Hh 53 /N T
39, MG ST TR A 0, B R 94
B FRYIMEHRI HFRYME YL R
0250 : 3 18
0.225F = 15
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Fig.5 Dynamic (:hange of species stability index and bio-diversity

stability index of microfauna community during the

domestication process

S SRS IR S R ER ISV R
eI )2 AN BE 1 BIVAE V& W) b 22 32 02 TR B v
FRE PEROCHER X, H A Fh A1 i 165 I 2 3 s A
TEFE MY B 2R R (KL RS, 2010) , T Al AR
FRBOR Z MRS fe BUE & 3 TR R Y Fh 2 7
PIFNEORN ) T 22 B VE 8 B0 T 0% B VR B TR RRAE
(. A PTG Ve WIS B T R S RS 2 T2 59
FIEL B iz 17 B 18] A2 46 19 Bz 7y Z € 5 ( The least
square method ) A5 ML T HI (K 6) , RELi= T4
Frd ], O By 2 B R AP O B R R, B 5
Ytk 2z 5 B Yk TRRE . LA e R e g SRR
Yy AR B TR 22 B R Rl R A A A
255 (p<0.05) , 1 v RS WIAH Lo, B % 2 2 L)
PP EE SRR 2 (p>0.05) , Ul 94k 5 A
SR SRR TEZ 2 MR R L e g T
AT o ] 6 M R B R UL T R ep BEVE Y

T Z2 B R o 852 T 1 R e S U B W) B %
THRER A,
25000 o N 14
[ o S ) . '
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Fig.6 The variation of the species number and richness of
microfauna community relative to time in the process

of domestication

4 £5i2 (Discussion)

4.1 SBR L ZiE M5 RAA 20 4 % # 21 E T
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TR EwFTRIZ

& 45 3% 1 75 ¢ & 4t ( Conventional activated
sludge system,CAS) 1 TR S W) HiF I 25 F4 B )
FEZNAASAK (Hu et al., 2013a; 2013b) ,{H—f LT
EHZEFEA Y A F (Curds et al., 1970a) , 1 H
BB dc e (>50% ) Flde AT AR ALY IR S ) 2
GEXREEMTERMEERLEAEHAL £ R
(Madoni et al., 1981) , P& AL #2548 ( Madoni,
1994 ; Zhou et al., 2006;2008 ) , Ju H J& [ % HI£F
U H 2 5 K (Martin-Cereceda et al. ,1996) , 7£ [F]
—AN5K ) [ 25 B ZF T B A Shannon -Wiener £
FEVERR Bt AR m (A DR S, 2007 ) NJE A= S Fh
KE, AMELF B (A costata) . M 5% Hf £F 1
(A sulcata ) . UiE Ab B (E. affinis ). & B K
(V. convallaria) F8 B H (E. plicatilis) F12¥ R F 7
HU(A. hemisphaerica) i BUITRBE K, A B 4% K&
HE KR AE S R (Madoni et al., 1981 ; Chen
et al., 2004 ; Zhou et al., 2006;2008) ; % H1 25 1
BB 4 5 AR K P, D AR 242 34 (Chen
et al., 2004;Hu et al., 2013a; 2013b). 2R iAW 5%
5B, YA TN O 8P B (V. microstoma ) 15
Bhl (V. convallaria) ¥ RPEEF (Y=0.02) , FYI4k
JEEEE (V. convallaria) B S (Y<0.02) ,
/N (V. microstoma ) S 35175 3] 3#E — A 30 5%
(#2), AT HEJE SBR I PET5 U8 T S AETERY Bo il 48
IREE (UITEHE K B B ) |, 17N 1 80 B (V. micerostoma )
SRR AR BN RV A S PR A5 AR A AR SR 1 T
%% 71 ( Madoni, 1994; Drzewicki et al., 2011; Dos
Santos et al., 2014) AR5 H SBR 1G5 e T2,
WAL IR L2 LM [6) T AL SE T TS
e, TGt Ts e R G bR RS n A & LR
Bl NOERH (V. microstoma ) S TEIL R G K
(e g s A v VA I N i 5 R <3 B2 R i B
Ytk ot B I Y 22 5, X 5 T AWFSE 45 18 A
—Z(Chen et al., 2004;Liu et al.,2008).
42 EWEFRMAE A ERENE T HALE

MR

SR 25 1 T, SVI His 4755 5 d fY 248
mL-g  ZEHIEMCE] 11 d 9 69 mL-g™", fEiB1T 12~
31 d N, RAFTEIE BE N (50~ 150 mL-g™") (#7)K
4%, 2010; 7K A ASSF 2000) , ZEfL 5L /N (SD: £10.3
mL-g™") (¥ 1a) , 5 MIVTIE L SV 26.1%+5.8% 1
HEFFAEE LU RN (15% ~30% ) (1 K55, 2010) ,

Wi TR 3 W 7 3 ) A I ot I [8] O T 45 Y A
AR 5 TS 7K AL BACRE SR, SO #3547 10 d 5,
COD, NH;-N fJ 2B 253 51l 35 94.29% F1 100% , H.
RS 45 F PR (COD, \NH;-N) F 45 T A
R, 40 3k 95.12% +2.50% ,99.23% +2.31% (
Ib) , BIE 1 75 8 5 Y W) 5 Ak 11 B 15 A2 5 A 00 48 By
B AT 10 d Ay mf(a], i 55 R WIS 8 (847 25 d
J& ) WIS Ve R Sh YR Ak T AR E (&15)
RN, TE TS PR S RV 2k B AR I i 1 )
W IR AE BAK RE IR A E I I [1).

TEPETS VIR IR Nk i A v | (08 ) B U A i
Ja TG TR K AL BRPERERR E . FLISL A A] RE S 1 1
IR E S RGN A E FR AT | =S SRR Tl
RIZhY) AP AL B A, EAT R A S WA
Ki Pk 19 ML A B & ) ( Extracellular  polymeric
substance, EPS) #¢ % W75 I8 24K ( Nwyenys et al. ,
2004 ) . 111 240 T 2 I AR A A W A A e AR, 7 AR R
TRIIIANR G W= T5 U R A A R BEREAIR SVLL f
PSP AN ()L A0 TR 2 5 A7 S REAR PR i
PR IREE P A T AR g 0 e, BRI v R 1Y
ORI IR S G BT, A5 T 7K A BRASCR AR E BT
FRF ) JR6E 5 T AL T 2 28 O e TOU o P A 262 0 00 ) A
KB AR T A0, 7e 75 e B R Yt #e b, &
Az AT 55 38 17 25 1) D0 SR A R 84k (3.2.1 4Y)
A BEIRBIRE v FOAERE , D I, ol 2 3l ) A v s 7
it I [A] A G

5 &5 (Conclusions)

1) 7 SBR L2 tETs e Yt # vp, PL 3
JE UL S (Bodo sp.) b —Fh g ) 4 R
(Vorticella sp.) . RBHEL K& ( Epistylis sp.) Mi4F K&
(Aspidisca sp.) FVi& B )& ( Chilodonella sp.) 28 H
J& (Hemiophrys sp.) %5 Z ML HM g & ; i EL 3h )
FE7 1 LU 6 o R B0 — O AR 2 Wi ) ) ) U &
Bl EEMEE R AEESERFEZ DR
HEEZ.

2) ¥R YAt B v, SRR sh W B T W R 2 R
Se BRI RS /iR 01 P4 B 2 AR RS, (H AR
SE R TROE M HE, i Shannon-Wiener £
FEPEFE R LW ShEt g K 2y 75.

3)SBR T2 TEMETG IR YL FE vh T AU 2
W A AR AL AR A . 9k A B 3 v B B
A B IR B A BRI i TR E , X
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SEEY B Y I v 5 22 T TN ) o 502 i T R E 1Y
45

4) SEGEETG I T2 L, SBR T 2% RS
VETIRL Bl W AE v v S DG B S A AN I 4 o A A
a5

5) R Bl A K A R 5 9 R T DA E SR
VEYIIPZ TR AR E PR ) B S R AT AT R
FEVR A 2 HiF IS T IR 75 98 i3 15§75 7K Ab 31K g

BRALEER T 90 % (1966—) , 7, Bl #%, £ £ 7,
FENETREMLEHFRT T EHE ZANHM 1
HEEBNSEEHF EREFRBX20 4K, EF SCI K
E3R.
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