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Conclusions

d Fail safe implementation of mainstream deammonification

o . T IS crucial for meeting effluent permit limits.
 Capital investment requirements because of the limitation o— O Improved aeration control (intermittent) leads to greater

Of‘ existi.ng infrastruc_ture. iolati imi Aerobic DO concentration: 1.5 mg O,/L treatment and cost efficiency.
d Risk of implementation and violation of effluent limits, - 1.0 Mg Yy 0 PdN-AnAOB application in conjunction leads to 74%
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1 Challenge and unreliability of NOB out-selection due to
system and seasonal dynamics. T T

- MeOH based full DN zone maintained
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oxidixing bacteria (AnAOB) contribution. Continuous Aeration —s 2O concer(;trstéo;gagy}rcg between solely intermittent and full denitrification with MeOH.
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