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Abstract

As a new type rural domestic sewage treatment combined process, MBBR-ion exchange phosphorus removal process was introduced

in this paper. The characteristics and advantages of the process in treating rural domestic sewage were described and illustrated with actual en-

gineering cases. Meanwhile, the existing problems in engineering applications and potential solutions were identified. Furthermore, it revealed

that the MBBR-ion exchange phosphorus removal process has a good development and application prospect in domestic sewage treatment.
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Table 1 Advantages and disadvantages of different phosphorus removal technologies
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Fig.1 Flow chart of MBBR-ion exchange phosphorus removal process
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