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A B S T R A C T

A key challenge in recirculating aquaculture systems (RAS) is the accumulation of particulate organic matter,
especially the fine and colloidal fraction due to low removal efficiency of today's technology. The supply of
organic matter is typically the limiting resource determining the carrying capacity (CC) of heterotrophic bacteria
in the system. An appropriate and stable CC is proposed as a strategy for an optimal microbial environment in
RAS with less blooms of opportunistic bacteria and more stable community dynamics. In this study, we in-
vestigated the effects of including a membrane for ultrafiltration in the RAS water treatment loop (treating
10–15% of the total water flow) to reduce the amount of fine and colloidal organic matter. Atlantic salmon parr
(Salmo salar) were reared in two pilot-scale RAS (mRAS: membrane, cRAS: conventional). To evaluate the
bacterial dynamics with and without membrane filtration at different organic loadings, the water exchange rates
of the systems were manipulated equally to create periods with high and low loading of organic matter. The
results showed that in the mRAS water, the level of organic matter was more stable throughout the experiment
for the changing organic matter loadings. As a consequence, water in mRAS had higher microbial diversity,
lower and shorter bacterial blooms and generally lower bacterial densities than in cRAS. All variables indicate a
better microbial environment in the water of the system with membrane filtration. Also, the physicochemical
water quality was better in mRAS in terms of lower turbidity and particulate organic matter (POC), and slightly
lower concentrations of total ammonia nitrogen (TAN). The composition of the microbial communities was
significantly different between the two systems, and temporal variations in the community dynamics were
observed in both systems during the periods with different organic loadings. At high organic loading, the genus
Mycobacterium had high relative abundance in the cRAS water (up to 0.25) compared to mRAS (0.01–0.03). The
fish in mRAS were significantly bigger (14%) than fish in cRAS at the end of the experiment, however it is hard
to conclude whether the better growth in mRAS was due to higher temperatures (caused by membrane opera-
tion) or better water quality, as it was probably a combination of both. We can conclude that membrane fil-
tration gave more stable and better physicochemical and microbial water quality, which will reduce the prob-
ability for microbially related accidents in RAS.
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1. Introduction

Optimization of water treatment to obtain and maintain a healthy
bacterial flora in recirculating aquaculture systems (RAS) is gaining
interest (Attramadal et al., 2012; Wold et al., 2014; Pedersen et al.,
2017; Rud et al., 2017; Rojas-Tirado et al., 2018; de Jesus Gregersen
et al., 2019). Bacteria are necessary for the fluxes and the conversions
of nutrients in RAS to maintain high water quality (Blancheton et al.,
2013). Bacteria also have direct implications for the fish, as they are
highly abundant in the water and in constant contact with the mucosal
surfaces of the skin, gills and gut. This close relationship can be both
beneficial and detrimental for the fish. Bacteria can give positive effects
through metabolic and immunological relations, such as improved
utilization of nutrients in the gut and protection against invasion of
pathogens (Nayak, 2010; Maynard et al., 2012; Gomez et al., 2013). On
the downside, negative interactions with bacteria challenge the fish and
can lead to infections (Llewellyn et al., 2014). The microbial commu-
nity structures in RAS are shaped by physicochemical variables and
competition for nutrients and space, and this selection has con-
sequences for the composition of the microbial communities (De
Schryver and Vadstein, 2014).

Rearing regimes selecting for mature microbial communities in the
water, including RAS, have been shown to be beneficial for the culti-
vation of marine fish larvae (Skjermo et al., 1997; Attramadal et al.,
2014; Attramadal et al., 2016; Vestrum et al., 2018; Vadstein et al.,
2018a). RAS have properties that favour the development of matured
communities dominated by K-strategic bacteria, which are considered
to be beneficial for the fish (Attramadal et al., 2012; Attramadal et al.,
2014). K-selected microbial communities can outcompete opportunistic
r-strategic bacteria and lower the chance of negative bacterial inter-
actions with the fish (Vadstein et al., 2018b). However, systems for
juvenile and ongrowing salmon have not been studied in this context.
There is limited knowledge of the effects of bacterial communities on
salmon fish health and growth. Systems for salmon parr and smolt
production have lower salinity, and substantially higher biomass, or-
ganic load and higher water exchange rate in the fish tanks than the, in
this context, more studied systems for marine larvae. These differences
between systems are expected to affect the microbial dynamics sig-
nificantly.

The availability of nutrients is a key to the selection regime for
microbially matured water. The removal of particulate organic carbon
(POC) originating from feed waste and faeces in RAS is therefore es-
sential to consider, as POC can mineralize and dissolve to become
bacterial substrate. Biodegradable organic matter is the limiting sub-
strate for heterotrophic bacteria in RAS (Blancheton et al., 2013), thus
the accumulation and solubilization of degradable POC increases the
bacterial carrying capacity (CC) of the system. This in turn, increases
bacterial numbers and can alter the microbial community composition
due to changes in the selection pressure in the RAS (Attramadal et al.,
2012; Wold et al., 2014). Efficient removal of POC is also important for
maintaining high physicochemical water quality (Chen et al., 1993;
Cripps and Bergheim, 2000; Michaud et al., 2006; Fernandes et al.,
2015). However, the large variety of particle sizes in RAS (diameters of
nanometres to centimetres), challenges the choice of water treatment
technology. The conventional particle removal systems used in fresh-
water RAS cannot efficiently remove particles smaller than 20 μm
(Chen et al., 1993; Chiam and Sarbatly, 2011). Protein skimmers have
shown to be efficient for fine particle removal in seawater systems
(Rahman et al., 2012), however they are not as efficient in freshwater.
Smaller particles may therefore accumulate and negatively affect the
water quality by increasing the CC, and thus reduce the nitrification
efficiency of the biofilter (Chen et al., 2006; Michaud et al., 2006;
Guerdat et al., 2011), irritate the gills of the fish (Chapman et al.,
1987), shield bacteria from disinfection (Hess-Erga et al., 2008) and
result in formation of anaerobic zones which can yield production of
toxic hydrogen sulphide (H2S) (Tal et al., 2009).

Membrane technology with ultrafiltration (0.001–0.1 μm) or mi-
crofiltration (0.1–10 μm) has been proposed as supplement to existing
particle removal technologies, especially targeting the fraction of fine
and colloidal particle sizes to improve water quality in RAS (Gemende
et al., 2008; Pimentel et al., 2017). By reducing the nutrient supply per
bacterium, a competitive environment favouring K-selection of the
bacteria in the water may be achieved (Attramadal et al., 2014).
Membrane filtration have previously showed increased growth rates
and reduced mortality in cultivation of marine fish larvae due to im-
proved water quality (Holan et al., 2014; Wold et al., 2014). Our hy-
pothesis is that RAS in general selects for microbial matured water of
high stability, and that membrane filtration in RAS increases the sta-
bility even more by keeping the CC lower and more even, which will be
more critical in a system with high biomass and high organic loading.

Membrane filtration in RAS with juvenile and ongrowing salmon is
not well studied, and we lack knowledge on whether microbially ma-
tured water could be achieved in RAS with fresh water, high biomass
and low hydraulic retention time in the rearing tanks. Membrane fil-
tration adds additional costs and complexity to the RAS for the fish
farmers, and it demands frequent cleaning due to fouling (Viadero and
Noblet, 2002; Sharrer et al., 2007). More research is therefore needed to
evaluate if the cost of membrane filtration for improved particle re-
moval can be balanced by better physicochemical and microbial water
quality yielding healthier salmonids. The objective of this study was to
evaluate how the physicochemical and microbial water quality of RAS
with and without membrane filtration were affected by high/increasing
and low/decreasing loads of particles and organic matter. We hy-
pothesized that the water in RAS with improved particle removal by
membrane filtration would 1) result in lower organic loads, lower
numbers of bacteria and a more stable and favourable microbially
matured water, and 2) better general physicochemical water quality
and nitrification efficiency in the biofilter, all of which could contribute
to improved growth and survival of the fish.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Experimental design: system configuration and rearing conditions

The experiment was conducted at Sealab, NTNU's Centre of
Fisheries and Aquaculture in Trondheim, Norway. It included two se-
parate pilot-scale RAS, the conventional RAS (cRAS) and the RAS with a
membrane (mRAS), each with a total volume of 4.2 m3 (Fig. 1). The
water in the systems were from the municipal freshwater distribution
system. Some seawater (pumped in from 70 m sea level depth in the
Trondheim fjord and UV-treated) was mixed into the systems to
maintain 3 ppt salinity to avoid growth of fungus. Both systems in-
cluded six rearing tanks (0.40 m3 each) and a recirculating water
treatment loop containing a mechanical drum screen filter (HEX, CM
Aqua Technologies, Denmark), a moving bed biofilm reactor (MBBR:
Nofitech, Norway) and a water-to-air counter flow CO2-degasser (No-
fitech, Norway). The MBBR included three chambers, each filled with
0.12 m3 of carriers with a specific surface area of 828 m2 m−3 (Table 1).
The membrane in mRAS was a hollow fibre, polymeric X-FLOW Com-
pact 4.0G ultrafiltration membrane (Pentair, Netherlands). Ultrafiltra-
tion was chosen over microfiltration due to less chances of irreversible
fouling (Kimura et al., 2006). The module contained two membranes in
series, each with an area of 4.0 m2 and an average pore size of
20–30 nm. The membrane treated 10–15% of the total water flow and
was backwashed every 60 min (timer controlled) for 50 days, then
every 15 min for the rest of the experiment (22 days). Chemical
cleaning with sodium hydroxide (NaOH) and sodium hypochlorite
(NaOCl) was done every 2nd week manually. The membrane was op-
erated with constant transmembrane pressure (TMP) at 0.7–0.8 bar,
with a crossflow configuration and produced 600–700 L h−1 permeate.
The membrane maintained 98.5% recovery from feed stream on
average through the experiment.
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Each fish tank was stocked with 60 individuals (6 kg m−3) of
Atlantic salmon parr (Salmo salar) with an average weight of 40 ± 4 g
(± SD). After stocking, the systems were run for an acclimatization
period of 70 days where the water was cross run between the systems to
ensure an equal start situation. The fish came from MOWI Slørdal and
had been reared in a flow-through system before arriving at Sealab. The
fish were reared with an artificial winter light regime (7 L: 17D)
throughout the experiment. They were fed commercial pellets (3 mm
Nutra RC, Skretting, Norway) by automatic feeders (Arvo-Tec Oy,
Finland) installed at each fish tank. The fish were fed every 20 min
during the 7-h light period.

The experiment, excluding the 70-day acclimatization period, lasted
for 72 days in total (03.04.17–13.06.17). By manipulation of the make-
up water exchange rate/total hydraulic retention time (HRT) and
feeding, we divided the experiment into three different periods
(Table 2): Period 1 (P1) got an increasing load of organic matter

(accumulating) through the period due to low water exchange rate, P2
got decreasing organic loading due to high water exchange rate (dilu-
tion), and P3 got increasing organic loading (accumulating) due to
lower water exchange rate and higher feeding. At the end of P1 there
was extra addition of water to both systems as one of the outlets of a
fish tank in cRAS clogged, and water ran out of the tank and was lost.
New water was added to both systems at day 12 to 18 to compensate for
the loss in cRAS, and to assure identical conditions in both systems (not
included in Table 2).

2.2. Daily management and water quality variables

The fish were inspected on a daily basis, and any mortality/ab-
normalities were documented. The experiment was carried out within
the Norwegian animal welfare act guidelines, in accordance with the
Animal Welfare Act of 20th December 1974, amended 19th June 2009,
at a facility with permission to conduct experiments on fish (code 93)
provided by the Norwegian Animal Research Authority (NARA) by
FELASA-approved personnel. Large particles of feed waste and faeces
were collected on sieves in the outlet of each fish tank and removed
manually daily. Temperature and dissolved oxygen were measured with
a handheld Pro2030 dissolved oxygen meter (YSI, USA) in the outlet of
the tanks. The concentration of CO2 was measured (Oxyguard,
Denmark) in the pump sump after the CO2-degasser. Total ammonia
nitrogen (TAN), nitrite and nitrate were analysed in water entering the
biofilter with a DR/890 Colorimeter (Hach, USA). The pH was recorded
with a 3210 pH-meter (WTW™ ProfiLine™, Xylem, Germany), and al-
kalinity was measured through acid titration of RAS water with 0.1 M
hydrochloric acid (HCl) until the titration endpoint of pH 4.5. Sodium
bicarbonate (NaHCO3) was added to the systems to maintain an alka-
linity of 50 mg L−1 CaCO3 throughout the experiment. All these mea-
surements were performed either daily or every other day. The tur-
bidity was measured in glass vials using a 2100AN turbidimeter (Hach,
USA) twice a week. Samples for total and dissolved organic carbon
(TOC and DOC) were collected every 2 weeks in glass vials and

Fig. 1. Experimental set-up of the two systems, membrane RAS (mRAS) and conventional RAS (cRAS). FT = fish tank, S = sump, DS = drum screen filter,
MF = membrane filtration, BF = biofilter,
CO2 = CO2-degasser, P = pump.

Table 1
Dimensions of components in mRAS and cRAS.

Location Parameter Unit

Total system Volume m3 4.2
Make-up water flow L h−1 Table 2
HRT (volume (make-up
water flow−1))

days Table 2

Culture tanks Volume m3 0.40
Flow L min−1 17
HRT (volume (flow−1)) min 23

Drum screen filter Mesh μm mRAS: 20
cRAS: 60

CO2 degasser Area m2 6.85
MBBR (3 chambers) Reactor volume empty m3 0.40 × 3 = 1.2

Volume carriers m3 0.12 × 3 = 0.36
Carrier specific surface m2 m−3 828
Biofilter carrier area m2 99 × 3 = 298
Filling fraction (dry) % of volume 30
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conserved with acid until analysis through combustion and carbon di-
oxide detection (Apollo 9000 TOC-analyser, Teledyne Tekmar, USA).
The water for DOC analysis was filtered through 0.45 μm nitrocellulose
membrane filters (MF-Milipore™). The difference between TOC and
DOC was considered to be particulate organic carbon (POC), and the
percentage of the particulate fraction of TOC was calculated.

2.3. Water sampling for microbiology

Water samples for analysis of microbiology were collected at Day 1,
18, 39, 50, 66 and 72 in the outlet of fish tanks 1, 3 and 5, inside the DS
filter, sump 2 and after biofiltration before CO2-degassing (Fig. 1). The
sampling was done at the same time of the day (around 10.00 AM).
Water samples were filtered through a 0.22 μm sterile filter (Sterivex™)
using a 60 mL syringe. The volume filtrated was approximately 200 mL
for mRAS and 100–150 mL for cRAS, depending on amount of particles
in the water. All the samples were stored at −20 °C until further ana-
lysis.

2.4. Sequencing of 16S rRNA gene amplicons

2.4.1. DNA extraction, PCR and Illumina sequencing preparation
DNA extraction was conducted with the QIAamp® DNA Mini Kit

(Qiagen, Germany). The water filters were cut into small pieces with a
sterile scalpel and put into 1.5 mL Eppendorf tubes. The manufacturers'
protocol was followed with minor alterations. An extra lysis step was
added to ensure lysis of Gram-positive bacteria by using an enzymatic
lysis buffer (180 μL) consisting of 2 mM EDTA, 20 mM Tris-HCl (pH 8),
1.2% Triton and lysozyme (20 mg mL-1), following 1 h of incubation at
37 °C. The variable region 4 (V4) of the bacterial 16S rRNA gene
(Marchesi et al., 1998) was targeted for bacterial community analyses
of RAS water and biofilter biofilm. The V4 region was amplified using
the broad coverage primers 515F (5′-tcgtcggcagcgtcagatgtctataagaga-
cagnnnn GTGCCAGCMGC GGTAA-3′), and 805R (5’-
gtctcgtgggctcggagatgtgtataagagacagnnnnACTACNVGGGTATCTAA
KCC-3′). Illumina adapter sequences are in lower case letters and were
included due to subsequent amplicon sequencing. Each PCR reaction
contained 0.02 U/μL Phusion Hot Start II DNA polymerase (Thermo
Scientific), 0.2 mM of each dNTP (VWR), 0.3 μM of each primer
(SIGMA), 2 mM MgCl2 (Thermo Scientific), and reaction buffer
(Thermo Scientific) in a total reaction volume of 25 μL, including 1 μL
of ~1 ng/μL DNA extract as template. The PCR reactions were run with
30 cycles (T100TM Thermal Cycler, BioRad). PCR products were nor-
malized with a SequalPrep Normalization Plate (96) kit (Invitrogen,
USA), following the protocol included in the kit. Unique barcode-se-
quences were added to each PCR product using the Nextera XT Index kit
(Illumina, USA) through an additional PCR run with 8 cycles. The
barcoded PCR products were examined by agarose gel electrophoresis.
The indexed amplicons were normalized again using the Normalization
plate. A total of 96 samples were pooled for each illumina lane and
concentrated with AmiconUltra 0.5 Centrifugal Filter (Merck Millipore,
Ireland) as described by the manufacturer. The concentration and
purity (A260/280 & A260/230) of the sample were measured with
NanoDrop One (Thermo Scientific). The pooled amplicon libraries (96
samples in each) were sequenced on one MiSeq lane each (Illumina,
USA) at the Norwegian Sequencing Centre (NSC, Oslo, Norway).

2.4.2. Processing of sequencing data
The Illumina sequencing data were processed with the USEARCH

pipeline (version 9.2). Paired reads were merged, primer sequences
trimmed and reads shorter than 230 base pairs were filtered out. The
data went through demultiplexing and quality filtering with the
Fastq_filter command with an expected error threshold of 1.0.
Singletons and chimera sequences were removed, and clustering at the
97% similarity level was done, all with the UPARSE-OTU algorithm
(Edgar, 2013). Finally, taxonomy assignment was performed using the
Sintax script (Edgar, 2016) with the RDP reference data set (version 15)
and a confidence value threshold of 0.8. The data were normalized to
lowest read count (20,000) to avoid bias in diversity analyses due to
variable sequencing depth. OTUs representing eukaryotic amplicons
(algae) were removed before further statistical analysis. OTUs of in-
terest were further investigated with the SeqMatch tool for type strains
at the RDP website (Cole et al., 2013).

2.5. Quantification of bacterial cell densities and growth

2.5.1. Flow cytometry
Bacterial numbers were quantified by flow cytometry of water from

fish tanks, sumps and the CO2-degasser outlet three times a week. The
samples were fixated with glutaraldehyde (final concentration 0.5%),
snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at −20 °C. Prior to analysis,
the samples were diluted 1:10 with 0.2 μm filtered 0.1× TE buffer to
keep the cell counts below 1000 events μl−1 for avoiding overload of
the instrument's max read count. SYBR® Green I (Life Technologies,
Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc.) DNA stain was added to the samples
(final concentration 1%) to stain the bacteria. The samples were ana-
lysed with a BD Accuri™ C6 Flow Cytometer (BD Biosciences, San Jose,
USA). The stained cells were excited with a blue laser (488 nm). The
detector for green fluorescence (533 ± 15 nm) was used to detect the
bacteria present in the sample. Further analysis of the results was
conducted using the BD CSampler™ Software, and bacterial densities
were calculated.

2.5.2. [3H]-thymidine incorporation
Incorporation of [3H]-thymidine into bacterial DNA was performed

according to Fuhrman and Azam (1980) to estimate bacterial cell
growth. Into triplicates of water samples of 1 mL, [3H]-thymidine was
added to a final concentration of 10 nM and total activity of 0.5 μCi
(specific activity of 20 Ci mmol−1) (PerkinElmer, USA). Incubation
period was 30 min at fish tank water temperature with shaking at 200
RPM. The incubations were terminated by addition of 50% tri-
chloroacetic acid (TCA) to a final concentration of 5%. As controls, 50%
TCA was added to 0.22 μm-filtered fish tank water to a final con-
centration of 5% prior to [3H] thymidine additions and run in parallel
to measure abiotic adsorption of radioactivity. Finally, the samples
were centrifuged, and the pellets were washed twice in 5% TCA. After
removal of the supernatant, the pellets were suspended in 1 mL HiSafe®
3 scintillation fluid (PerkinElmer, USA). Radioactivity was counted in a
PerkinElmer Tri-Carb 4910TR scintillation counter. The incorporation
rate was converted to bacterial growth rate using a conversion factor of
1.1 · 1018 cells per mol thymidine (Riemann et al., 1987).

Table 2
Experimental conditions in mRAS and cRAS for the three periods of different organic loading.

Day Period Water exchange rate (% d−1) HRTtot (days) Variation in organic matter load through period Make-up water flow (L h−1)

1–18 P1 10 9.7 Increasing ↑ 18
19–51 P2 60 1.6 Decreasing ↓ 105
52–72 P3 30 3.5 Increasing ↑ 50
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2.6. Analysis and assimilation of dissolved free amino acids

Water samples of 10 mL for analysis of concentrations of dissolved
free amino acids (DFAA) were filtered through 0.2 μm membrane filters
and kept frozen at −20 °C until analysis by HPLC and fluorescence
detection. Analysis of the amino acids followed procedure of Jørgensen
and Middelboe (2006). DFAA were derivatized with o-phthaldialdehyde
and N-isobutyryl-L-cysteine as a chiral agent (Brückner et al., 1995) and
separated on a Waters XTerra RP18 3.5-μm particle column (Waters
Corporation, Milford, USA) at a flow rate of 0.7 mL min−1. Mobile
phases were (A) aqueous solution of 5 mM Na2H2PO4, 45 mM sodium
acetate trihydrate and 7.5% methanol at pH 6.4, and (B) 100% me-
thanol (Mopper and Furton, 1991). The derivatives were eluted with
the following gradient: T0 min (100% A, 0% B), T27 min (50% A, 50%
B), T30 min (10% A, 90% B) and T33 min (100% A, 0% B). The HPLC
equipment consisted of a Waters 2965 autosampler and pump module,
and Waters 2475 fluorescence detector. For calibration, a standard
mixture of 18 L amino acids was enriched with non-protein amino acids
and selected D isomers of amino acids (Glu, Asp, Ser and Ala) and
glucosamine (GluA, component of bacterial cells walls). Individual
amino acids in the chromatograms were identified from retention times
determined from the standard mixture.

Bacterial assimilation of DFAA was measured according to proce-
dure by Jørgensen et al. (1993). A mixture of four [14C] L-amino acids
(Glu, Ser, Gly and Ala) in an equimolar composition at a total activity of
0.01 μCi (PerkinElmer, USA) was added to triplicate 10 mL water
samples and a control with 2% formaldehyde. Addition of the tracers
corresponded to about 5 nmol DFAA L−1. The samples were incubated
for 30 min at fish tank temperature after which the samples were fixed
with formaldehyde (2% final concentration). The fixed samples were
filtered through 0.2 μm membrane filters which were radio assayed by
liquid scintillation counting. Respiration of the assimilated DFAA was
not determined.

2.7. Measures of microbial diversity and statistical analyses

The program package PAST version 3.21 (Hammer et al., 2001) was
used to calculate diversity indices and to perform statistical analyses.
Alpha-diversity measures included estimated species richness Chao-1
(Chao, 1984) and evenness. Beta-diversity was calculated based on the
presence/absence-based Sørensen-Dice similarity and the abundance-
based Bray-Curtis similarity (Chao et al., 2006). Water quality variables
were checked for normality with Shapiro-Wilk test (Shapiro and Wilk,
1965). Two sample paired t-tests were used on data that did follow a
normal distribution, whereas Mann-Whitney-Wilcoxon-tests were used
on samples that did not. Two-Sample t-tests were used to determine
statistical significance between fish end-weights and estimated richness
and evenness. Ordination by Principal Coordinate Analysis (PCoA) with
normalized and square root transformed data based on Bray-Curtis si-
milarities were used to visualize the similarities/dissimilarities and
development of the bacterial communities in mRAS and cRAS. Simi-
larity Percentage (SIMPER) with Bray-Curtis similarities was used for
assessing which OTUs that were mostly responsible for the observed
differences in community composition between groups of samples
(sampling dates and RAS system). One-way permutational multivariate
analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) with Bray-Curtis similarities was
performed to test for statistically significant difference between dif-
ferent groups of samples (Anderson, 2017).

3. Results

3.1. Performance of recirculating systems and fish

There was a significant 1.2 °C higher temperature on average
(p < .0001) in mRAS (Table 3), due to production of heat by the
membrane filtration system during operation. The turbidity of cRAS

was 3 times higher than in mRAS (p < .0001), and the water was also
visually more turbid with a stronger brown colour. Concentrations of
TAN were 16% higher in cRAS, and a paired t-test confirmed that the
difference was statistically significant (p= .04). The mortality was very
low in both systems (< 1%) with only 3 dead fish in each system
through the experiment. The final weights of the fish in mRAS were
14% higher than in cRAS and significant (p < .0001) with averages
(±SD) of 142.6 ± 28.4 g and 125.0 ± 23.2 g, respectively.

3.2. Concentration of organic matter

The concentration of TOC was significantly higher in cRAS for all
sampling dates (p < .01) and correlated with the organic loading
during the different periods (Fig. 2A). The difference in concentration
was particularly large at the beginning of P2 (2× higher in cRAS,
p = .002). The concentration of DOC was slightly higher in cRAS than
mRAS in the beginning of P1 and the beginning of P2 (Day 27: Fig. 2B).
The difference was significant (p < .01), but the concentration was
only 0.5 mg L−1 higher in cRAS. No significant differences in DOC were
found between the systems for the rest of P2 and in P3 (p> .06). In the
beginning of P1, POC constituted around 25% of the total organic
carbon in both systems. Through P2, the amount of particles increased
in cRAS and the particulate fraction of the total organic carbon was 35
to 40% at day 27 and 36, whereas in mRAS it was 15 to 20%. In P3, the
difference between the systems were even more profound, with around
7% particulate organic carbon in mRAS and 30% in cRAS. The mem-
brane had a clear effect on the concentration of particulate organic
carbon, whereas the effect was not as evident for the dissolved organic
carbon.

3.3. Bacterial densities, cell production and DFAA assimilation in RAS
water

The bacterial densities in the RAS water were determined from
water in fish tanks, sumps and CO2-degasser outlet and were similar in
the different compartments of each RAS system (Low SD in Fig. 3). The
trend in the densities of bacteria was negatively correlated to the water
exchange rate and positively correlated to the organic load in both
systems. The densities of bacteria were significantly higher in cRAS for
all sampling dates (p < .0001). Three bacterial blooms were observed
in cRAS, one in each period of the experiment. In mRAS, on the other
hand, it was only tendencies for small blooms. During P1 with increased
organic load the bloom in mRAS increased the bacterial density by a
factor of 3 and in cRAS a factor of 9. This resulted in a 4 times higher
maximum bacterial density in cRAS. The extra water exchange at the
end of P1 (shaded grey) resulted in a quick reduction in the density of
bacteria in both systems. The bloom during P2 was profound for cRAS
and was 2.3 times higher than in mRAS and lasted much longer. The
bacterial densities in cRAS declined a factor 20 from day 25 to the end
of P2 (day 50). This reduction in bacterial numbers happened much

Table 3
Water quality variables through the experiment in mRAS and cRAS.

Variable mRAS cRAS

Temperature (°C) 13.7 ± 0.6b 12.5 ± 0.4b

CO2 (mg L−1) 1.83 ± 0.9 1.34 ± 0.9
Salinity (ppt) 3.5 ± 0.2 3.6 ± 0.2
pH 7.75 ± 0.02 7.74 ± 0.01
Alkalinity (mg L−1 as CaCO3) 50.1 ± 1.5 50.7 ± 0.8
TAN (mg L−1)a 0.079 ± 0.03b 0.092 ± 0.03b

NO2 – N (mg L−1)a 0.051 ± 0.1 0.055 ± 0.1
NO3 – N (mg L−1)a 21.2 ± 1.3 18.8 ± 1.3
Turbidity (NTU) 1.18 ± 1.03b 3.52 ± 2.91b

a measured in water entering the biofilter.
b significant difference between systems.
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quicker in mRAS where it declined a factor 10 in only 2 days. During
the overfeeding in P3 the bacterial densities increased by a factor 3 and
13 for mRAS and cRAS, respectively. At the end of the experiment, the
density of bacteria was 7 times higher in cRAS than in mRAS. It is clear
that membrane filtration reduced bacterial numbers.

The bacterial production showed minor variations in mRAS and
varied significantly in cRAS during the experiment. In mRAS, the pro-
duction ranged from 36 to 65 · 106 cells L−1 h−1, while in cRAS the
range was 27 to 915 · 106 cells L−1 h−1 (Fig. 4A). On three out of five
sampling days (Day 1, 18 and 72) the cell production was 3.1, 16.4 and
2.2 times higher in cRAS than in mRAS and was slightly lower on the
other two days. The high bacterial production at Day 18 agrees with a
high increase in cell density in cRAS the following days. The bacterial
assimilation of DFAA (Fig. 4B) was less variable in mRAS than in cRAS
and showed the same trend as observed for the cell production. In
mRAS, the assimilation ranged from 0.77 to 2.19 μg L−1 h−1, as
compared to 1.1 to 13.3 μg L−1 h−1 in cRAS. The assimilation was 2.7
to 6.1 higher in cRAS than in mRAS, except for Day 50 when the

assimilation was 2× higher in mRAS. When relating assimilation of C
from DFAA to C required for the measured cell production, DFAA-C was
determined to sustain from 34.5 to 90.9% of the microbial C demand in
mRAS and 23.5 to 80.7% in cRAS. The lowest C contribution from
DFAA in cRAS occurred when the peak in cell production occurred,
suggesting that DFAA were not a major C source to the cells during that
period.

3.4. Microbial diversity of system water

Illumina sequencing yielded a sequencing depth of on average
80,000 reads per sample, and in 400–800 observed OTUs per sample.
Before further analysis the dataset was normalized to equal sequencing
depth per sample (20,000 reads), to avoid bias in the further analysis.

3.4.1. Alpha diversity of water microbiota
Estimated species richness (Chao-1) for the water samples (Fig. 5A)

was significantly higher in mRAS at all samplings in P2 and P3
(p< .001). The difference was especially evident at Day 39, which was
approximately three weeks after the systems had gone from high to low
organic loading. At this sampling, estimated richness in mRAS was
approximately twice that in cRAS (p < .0001). The evenness (Fig. 5B)
of the water microbiota was higher for mRAS than cRAS during P2 and
P3 (Day 39, 66 and 72; p < .001). The difference was especially clear at
Day 39 and Day 72 when evenness was about 2× higher in mRAS than
in cRAS.

3.4.2. Beta diversity of water microbiota
To examine the temporal development within and between systems

of the microbial communities, we used ordination by Principal
Coordinate Analysis (PCoA) based on similarity indices. Bray-Curtis and
Sørensen-Dice similarities were used to quantify whether differences in
microbial communities were due to differences in relative abundance or
change in OTU inventory. The first two coordinates (axes) of the or-
dination based on Bray-Curtis similarity explained 30.1 and 16.0% of
the variation in community composition between samples, respectively

Fig. 2. A) TOC (black symbols) and %POC (brown
symbols). B) DOC (black symbols) throughout the
experiment. Data are the mean (±SD) from all
samples in the same system (both sumps and CO2-
degasser outlet) each sampling day. Periods with
different organic loading showed. Grey shading (day
12–18) shows extra addition of water due to tech-
nical problems.

Fig. 3. Bacterial densities in RAS water through the experiment. Data are the
mean (±SD) from all samples in the same system (fish tanks, sumps and CO2-
degasser outlet) each sampling day. Grey shading (day 12–18) shows extra
addition of new water due to technical problems.

Fig. 4. A) Bacterial cell production. Data are the
mean (±SD) from all samples in the same system
(both sumps and CO2-degasser outlet) each sampling
day. B) Net incorporation of dissolved free amino
acids (DFAA) into bacterial biomass. Contribution of
DFAA-C to the bacterial C demand (%) is shown on
the right (brown) y-axis in B.
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Fig. 5. A) Estimated richness (Chao-1) and B) Evenness for water samples through the experiment. Data are mean ± SD of all samples in the same system (fish tanks,
sumps and CO2-degasser outlet) at each sampling date.

Fig. 6. A) PCoA of water samples based on Bray-Curtis similarities. m = mRAS and empty circles, c = cRAS and filled circles, following day of sampling (same
colour). B) Bray-Curtis and Sørensen-Dice similarities between mRAS and cRAS. Data are mean ± SD of all values in the similarity-matrix comparing all samples
within each sampling date. C) Succession of microbial communities through the experiment within each system analysed with Bray-Curtis (black symbols/lines) and
Sørensen-Dice (brown symbols/lines) similarities. Data are the mean ± SD of all values in the similarity-matrix comparing water microbiota between two succeeding
sampling dates within mRAS and cRAS.
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(sum 46.1%: Fig. 6A). The PCoA plot shows that through P1, with in-
creasing organic loading (Day 1 to 18), the communities of both sys-
tems developed in the same direction. The microbial community com-
position of the two systems were relatively similar on Day 18 following
the first bacterial bloom (Fig. 3). In P2 on Day 39 (decreasing organic
load), the communities of the two systems showed different succession
pattern and continued to diverge until the end of the experiment. The
samples from mRAS at Day 66 and 72 overlap, which is not the case for
cRAS in P3. This indicates higher stability in mRAS than cRAS at the
end of this period with increasing organic load. When comparing the
two systems, the Sørensen-Dice similarity was higher than the Bray-
Curtis similarity at all sampling dates (Fig. 6B). This indicates that
variations in the relative abundances of the OTUs contributed more to
the observed differences between the systems than the presence or
absence of OTUs. The Bray-Curtis similarity decreased by a factor of 2
throughout the experiment, indicating that the cRAS and mRAS water
microbiota developed to become increasingly dissimilar. Once the
water microbiota of the systems diverged after Day 18 (Fig. 6A & B), the
Bray-Curtis similarities decreased with 40% by Day 50 and stayed at the
low similarity throughout the rest the experiment (Fig. 6B). Thus, when
the environmental shift (change in organic loading) induced the change
in the microbial communities, they never returned to become more
similar to each other again. In the succession plot within each system
(Fig. 6C), the Sørensen-Dice is generally higher than Bray-Curtis simi-
larities for all sampling dates. This shows that the change in abundance
of OTUs present within each RAS contributed more to the succession
than contribution from new OTUs. Bray-Curtis was only notably higher
in mRAS from Day 39 to 50 with values of 0.3 and 0.5 in mRAS and
cRAS, respectively. From Day 66–72 the Bray-Curtis similarity was 0.05
higher in mRAS than cRAS, again supporting that mRAS could be
slightly more stable at the end of the experiment with increasing or-
ganic load than cRAS. A PERMANOVA test based on with Bray-Curtis
similarities confirmed that the microbial community compositions from
all samplings both within and between systems were significantly dif-
ferent (p < .05). Both systems underwent succession through the ex-
periment, and the water microbiota changed slightly more in cRAS than
in mRAS (lower Bray-Curtis similarities for between-day comparisons).

3.5. Microbial community compositions in mRAS and cRAS

The taxa summary (Fig. 7) shows the development of the microbial
community composition at the class level. The data are presented as
relative abundances where the shown taxa are the relative share (values
from 0 to 1) of reads in the sample. The most abundant bacterial classes
in the water were Alphaproteobacteria, Betaproteobacteria, Gamma-
proteobacteria and Actinobacteria. During P1 with increasing organic
load in the systems, the relative abundance of Betaproteobacteria in-
creased from approximately 0.12 to 0.3 in both systems. The opposite
was observed for Gammaproteobacteria, which decreased a factor 5
from 0.25–0.3 (Day 1) to 0.05–0.07 (Day 18). In cRAS there was a
transitory peak in the abundance of Alphaproteobacteria from Day 18
to 39 from 0.25 to 0.4, but the abundance remained at 0.25 in mRAS. At
the end of P2 (Day 50) cRAS had a relative abundance of 0.15 of Ac-
tinobacteria, whereas it was only 0.02 in mRAS.

SIMPER analysis based on Bray-Curtis similarities was performed to
determine which OTUs that contributed most to the difference between
systems and sampling date (samples from the same system and sam-
pling date were grouped: Fig. 8). An OTU representing Gemmobacter
(Alphaproteobacteria: OTU_196) was the dominating OTU in cRAS at
Day 39, with a relative abundance of 0.4. This is the highest relative
abundance of any OTU at one sampling date in the whole dataset, and it
contributed most to the difference between systems and sampling dates
(6.3%). The relative abundance in mRAS was considerably lower (0.1)
at Day 39, and in both systems the relative abundance dropped to less
than 0.01 by Day 50. OTU_4 (Sphaerotilus, Betaproteobacteria) was
more relative abundant in mRAS in P2 and P3 (0.2 and 0.1) than in

cRAS (0.1 and 0.05). OTU_5 (Legionella, Gammaproteobacteria) was
highly abundant only in the beginning of the experiment at Day 1, with
relative abundance of 0.27 in cRAS and 0.20 in mRAS. After Day 1 the
relative abundance dropped to less than 0.01 and remained low
through the rest of the experiment. The OTU table contained 57 dif-
ferent OTUs that belonged to the Legionella genus, and those OTUs were
more abundant during P2 and P3 as well (Supplementary Fig. S1). An
OTU representing Mycobacterium (Actinobacteria: OTU_7) was highly
relative abundant in cRAS water towards the end of the experiment (up
to around 0.25), while it had a relative abundance of <0.03 in mRAS
through the whole experiment. Another group of bacteria that have
been related to high particle environments in RAS which can create
anaerobic zones, are sulphate reducing bacteria (SRB). In this study the
relative abundance of SRBs (Supplementary Fig. S2) was higher in
mRAS (0.12–0.16) than cRAS (0.01–0.06) in P2 and P3.

4. Discussion

4.1. Membrane filtration reduces the microbial CC by removal of small
organic particles

The membrane treated a side stream of 10–15% of the total water
flow, which significantly lowered organic carbon build-up (up to 50%
lower) and consequently the density of bacteria in mRAS. This effect
was especially strong when the organic loading was high. The effect of
membrane filtration was evident for POC (Fig. 2A), but not for DOC
(Fig. 2B). DOC is the most easily biologically degradable fraction of
organic carbon, and 10–30% has typically been shown to be easily
biologically degradable, depending on the water source (Søndergaard
and Worm, 2001; Piech et al., 2019). In this experiment, organic matter
was added to the systems every day through fish feed and production of
faeces, and the reduction in POC through membrane filtration resulted
in less solubilization and hydrolyzation of particles that eventually
could become DOC. As more particles accumulated in cRAS, there was
probably more DOC production in this system. The typically 2–6%
higher DOC concentration in cRAS than in mRAS (Fig. 2B) indicate that
the extra DOC produced was quickly consumed by the bacteria. In P2
the densities of bacteria decreased more rapidly after the bloom in
mRAS than in cRAS (Fig. 3). In mRAS the membrane removed both
bacteria and the bacterial substrate. In cRAS the bacteria and bacterial
substrate were primarily removed through dilution due to water ex-
change. Bacteria can grow faster than the systems' HRTs (Since the
HRTs were in the order of days: Table 2), causing the bacterial densities
to decrease much slower in cRAS. The membrane showed a stabilizing
effect on the bacterial CC during the experiment when the loading of
organic matter changed. Such stabilization is thought to be beneficial
for commercial fish production in RAS, which are subject to changes in
organic loading due to introduction of new fish groups, weighing,
vaccination, change of feed etc. through the production cycle. The level
of the removal of organic matter is easy to control by deciding the size
of the side stream that goes through the membrane, and one can thus
avoid lowering the CC below a critical level (Holan et al., 2013;
Vadstein et al., 2018b).

4.2. Membrane filtration in RAS increase the diversity of the microbial
communities

The water microbiota of mRAS developed and maintained its higher
diversity (i.e. richness and evenness: Fig. 5A and B), whereas cRAS
microbiota developed into communities with lower diversity. It was the
abundance of the different OTUs present in each RAS that changed the
most, rather than the contribution from new OTUs throughout the ex-
periment (Fig. 6B and C). Both systems were initially colonized by
bacteria from the same fish and inlet water, and 70–80% of all OTUs
identified were found in all samples between and within the systems.
This shows that both RAS had a similar microbiome with respect to

R.O. Fossmark, et al. Aquaculture 524 (2020) 735268

8



OTUs present, but that the differences in organic loading in each RAS
created a selection pressure where the different bacteria succeeded to
different degrees. When the organic matter loadings changed (between
periods), the change in the microbial CC was not as profound in mRAS
as in cRAS. This temporal destabilization in the environment caused the
diversity to drop and specific bacteria became dominant, especially in
cRAS, likely due to higher substrate availability. One example is
OTU_196 (Gemmobacter, Alphaproteobacteria), which was four times
more relative abundant in cRAS than mRAS on Day 39 (Fig. 8). Day 39
was approximately two weeks following the peak bacterial bloom and
the organic load was decreasing. OTU_196 was not identical to any of
the 16S type strains for Gemmobacter in the RDP database. The highest

match of 97.9% was with Gemmobacter tilapiae (Sheu et al., 2013), a
strain isolated from a freshwater pond with Tilapia fish (Tilapia re-
ndalli). Sheu et al., 2013 did not report any disease of the fish and little
information can be found about this genus. OTU_7 in theMycobacterium
genus was found in high relative abundance in cRAS. This genus in-
cludes several human pathogens (Gupta et al., 2018), and the SeqMatch
tool showed that OTU_7 was not identical to any of the 16S type strains.
The known species Mycobacterium salmoniphilum which cause myco-
bacteriosis in salmon farming (Aro et al., 2014) was not found to match
the OTU_7 representative sequence. There were 57 different OTUs that
belonged to the genus of Legionella (Gammaproteobacteria), and this
genus was highly abundant throughout the experiment in both systems
(Supplementary Fig. S1). Legionella is common in freshwater and soil
environments, and around 50% of the species have been associated
with disease in humans (Llewellyn et al., 2017). OTU_5 (Fig. 8) and the
other most abundant Legionella OTUs (Supplementary Fig. S1) re-
presentative sequences had generally low sequence match to the dif-
ferent Legionella species in the RDP database, and Legionella is not
known for causing losses in salmon farming. Amoeba are known to be
hosts for Legionella as these bacteria commonly replicate intracellularly
in eukaryotic hosts (Thomas et al., 2004). Thus, this high abundance of
Legionella throughout the experiment could indicate high abundance of
amoeba. Protozoan organisms were not targeted in this study, it could
be interesting to focus more on the protozoa in RAS in the future. Both
Mycobacterium and Legionella are commonly found in low amounts in
municipal drinking water distribution systems (Waak et al., 2018; Waak
et al., 2019), and the intake water for both RAS systems was municipal
drinking water. The high relative abundance of Mycobacterium and
Legionella in this study is probably due to the environment with high
concentrations of nutrients. SRBs have received much attention re-
cently in the commercial salmon RAS industry in Norway, as there have
been reported several incidents with high salmon mortalities where
production of toxic hydrogen sulphide (H2S) is thought to have been the
cause (Åtland and Stenberg, 2019). SRBs are part of the natural mi-
crobiota and are omnipresent (Vigneron et al., 2018). The relative
abundance of SRBs was higher in mRAS (Supplementary Fig S2), even

Fig. 7. Composition of water microbiota at class level showing relative abundance at the different sampling dates in mRAS and cRAS. Only taxa with >0.01 relative
abundance in minimum one sample is included in this fig. F = fish tanks, D = drum screen filter, Bi = biofilter in, Bo = biofilter out.

Fig. 8. Top four OTUs contributing to the difference between sampling dates
and systems. All OTUs are classified for the genus (different colors) with a
confidence threshold of 0.8. Relative abundance on y-axis and contribution to
difference (%) from SIMPER analysis is shown below OTU IDs.

R.O. Fossmark, et al. Aquaculture 524 (2020) 735268

9



though it had lower turbidity and POC than cRAS. It could be that in
cRAS the higher concentrations of organic carbon caused methanogenic
bacteria to compete with the SRBs in anaerobic spots (Tal et al., 2009).
However, measurements to investigate this were not undertaken.

4.3. Did membrane filtration result in better water quality and performance
of fish?

The membrane filtration resulted in better physicochemical water
quality in terms of less particles/lower turbidity, less accumulation of
organic carbon and slightly lower concentrations of TAN (Table 3).
Both systems were RAS, which are considered to select for a more
beneficial microbial water quality compared to traditional flow through
systems (Attramadal et al., 2014; Vestrum et al., 2018). The con-
centrations of TOC and DOC were not noticeably higher than con-
centrations found in other RAS, ranging from 10 to 25 mg C L−1

(Krumins et al., 2001; Hambly et al., 2015). Known salmon pathogenic
genera were not found in high relative abundance in either of the
systems and were not studied further. However, mRAS had significantly
lower bacterial densities and higher bacterial diversity. This could in-
dicate that mRAS developed a better microbial water quality than cRAS
by providing more stable conditions for K-selection, namely lower and
more stable concentrations of available organic matter, supporting the
hypothesis for the experiment. Mature microbial communities domi-
nated by K-strategists are predicted to have higher stability to pertur-
bations (De Schryver and Vadstein, 2014; Vadstein et al., 2018b), which
was more seen in mRAS than in cRAS. This further supports the hy-
pothesis that a more microbially matured water can be achieved in RAS
for juvenile salmon with appropriate use of membrane filtration.
Membrane filtration will reduce the probability for microbially related
accidents such as blooms of pathogens and potential anaerobic condi-
tions that can lead to production of H2S.

The average weight of the fish at the end of the experiment in mRAS
was 14% and significantly higher than in cRAS, and mRAS produced
more biomass in total. The better growth in mRAS can be attributed to a
combination of higher temperature and better conditions. On average
the temperature was 1.2 °C higher in mRAS than in cRAS (Table 3)
caused by the membrane operation. Even though the temperature range
in this experiment has shown little effect on the growth of salmon
(Handeland et al., 2008), it is hard to conclude exactly how much of the
improved growth of the fish that can be attributed to the higher tem-
perature compared to the better water quality. Nevertheless, both the
better water quality and the higher temperature should be weighed as a
positive effect of the membrane, as heating of water is considered to be
a large energy cost in RAS (Badiola et al., 2017). The estimated energy
operating expenses (OPEX) for salmonids in RAS varies from 5.46 to 26
kWh kg−1 of fish produced (Ayer and Tyedmers, 2009; d'Orbcastel
et al., 2009; Summerfelt et al., 2009; Samuel-Fitwi et al., 2013; Liu
et al., 2016; Song et al., 2019). The energy OPEX for membrane ul-
trafiltration is estimated to be 0.1–0.15 kWh m−3 of treated water
(Pearce, 2008; Verrecht et al., 2010; Maere et al., 2011). Liu et al.
(2016) reports a RAS OPEX cost of 5.4 kWh kg−1, including the whole
production cycle from hatching to market size salmon of 5 kg. Using the
data provided by Liu et al. (2016) and adding membrane ultrafiltration
(treating a side stream of 10% of the water flow) in all production
stages, the energy OPEX of the membrane would equal 1.5 kWh kg−1

fish, which equal 27% of the total energy OPEX cost of the RAS. Song
et al. (2019) reports a cost of 7.5 kWh kg−1 market size salmon pro-
duced. Estimating the cost of membrane filtration in that study, the
membrane filtration OPEX constitutes 5.6% of the total RAS OPEX cost.
Due to the high variability in estimated energy use in RAS, it is hard to
conclude whether the cost of membrane filtration can be balanced by
better water quality and fish growth. Moreover, inclusion of membrane
filtration probably has a changing cost-benefit situation through the
production cycle. It can for example, be more beneficial in stages and
periods where the fish is more vulnerable to particles and the water

flow is relatively low, compared to production stages with more robust
fish and high water flows. More research is therefore needed with
membrane filtration in RAS at the different production stages of salmon
to study the cost and the benefits. What we can conclude from our study
is that the higher stability in physical, chemical and microbial water
quality variables, indicate that the membrane had a stabilizing effect
and reduce the carrying capacity for bacteria. If the RAS and fish had
been challenged, we expect that the system with membrane filtration
would have managed better. The better water quality and higher tem-
perature led to better fish growth, and illustrates the potential of in-
cluding membrane filtration in RAS for salmon smolt production.

5. Conclusions

• For microbial water quality, the system with membrane filtration
had smaller and shorter bacterial blooms, generally lower densities
of bacteria, and more diverse microbial communities. Microbially
matured water was achieved in production of Atlantic Salmon parr
in RAS, and the water seemed to be more mature with membrane
filtration.
• For physicochemical water quality the system with membrane fil-
tration had lower concentrations of particles/lower turbidity, less
accumulation of organic carbon and slightly lower concentrations of
TAN. In general, the variability of these measurements was lower in
mRAS.
• The survival of the fish was the same in both systems, and a com-
bination of better water quality and higher temperatures resulted in
better growth of fish in mRAS than in cRAS.

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.735268.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influ-
ence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgement

The work was funded by the ERA-NET COFASP (Europe 2020
strategy), the Norwegian Research Council project “Water treatment
technology for recirculating aquaculture systems to increase efficiency
by reducing the negative effects of organic matter (RAS-ORGMAT)
(260872/E40)”, NTNU Faculty of Engineering with Strategiske
Omstillingsmidler (SO) and the NTNU Oceans pilot program on
“Aquaculture & Environmental Interactions”. The authors wish to thank
the staff at NTNU Sealab for their help during the experiment, espe-
cially Arne Kjøsnes for all the technical and practical support.

References

Anderson, M.J., Balakrishnan, N., Colton, T., Everitt, W., Piegorch, F., Ruggeri, F.,
Teugels, J.L., 2017. Permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA).
In: Wiley StatsRef: Statistics Reference Online.

Aro, L., Correa, K., Martínez, A., Ildefonso, R., Yáñez, J.M., 2014. Characterization of
Mycobacterium salmoniphilum as causal agent of mycobacteriosis in Atlantic salmon,
Salmo salar L., from a freshwater recirculation system. J. Fish Dis. 37 (4), 341–348.
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfd.12108.

Åtland, Å., Stenberg, S.K., 2019. 8.2 Water Quality. In: Hjeltnes, B., Jensen, B.B., Bornø,
G., Haukaas, A., Walde, C.S. (Eds.), Fish Health Report 2018, www.vetinst.no:
Norwegian Veterinary Institution.

Attramadal, K.J.K., Salvesen, I., Xue, R., Øie, G., Størseth, T.R., Vadstein, O., Olsen, Y.,
2012. Recirculation as a possible microbial control strategy in the production of
marine larvae. Aquac. Eng. 46, 27–39. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2011.10.
003.

Attramadal, K.J.K., Thi My Hanh, T., Bakke, I., Skjermo, J., Olsen, Y., Vadstein, O., 2014.
RAS and microbial maturation as tools for K-selection of microbial communities
improve survival in cod larvae. Aquaculture 432, 483–490. https://doi.org/10.1016/

R.O. Fossmark, et al. Aquaculture 524 (2020) 735268

10

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.735268
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2020.735268
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0005
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfd.12108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2011.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2011.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.05.052


j.aquaculture.2014.05.052.
Attramadal, K.J.K., Minniti, G., Oie, G., Kjorsvik, E., Ostensen, M.A., Bakke, I., Vadstein,

O., 2016. Microbial maturation of intake water at different carrying capacities affects
microbial control in rearing tanks for marine fish larvae. Aquaculture 457, 68–72.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2016.02.015.

Ayer, N.W., Tyedmers, P.H., 2009. Assessing alternative aquaculture technologies: life
cycle assessment of salmonid culture systems in Canada. J. Clean. Prod. 17 (3),
362–373. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.002.

Badiola, M., Basurko, O.C., Gabiña, G., Mendiola, D., 2017. Integration of energy audits in
the life cycle assessment methodology to improve the environmental performance
assessment of recirculating aquaculture systems. J. Clean. Prod. 157, 155–166.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.04.139.

Blancheton, J.P., Attramadal, K.J.K., Michaud, L., d’Orbcastel, E.R., Vadstein, O., 2013.
Insight into bacterial population in aquaculture systems and its implication. Aquac.
Eng. 53, 30–39. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2012.11.009.

Brückner, H., Westhauser, T., Godel, H., 1995. Liquid chromatographic determination of
d- and l-amino acids by derivatization with o-phthaldialdehyde and N-isobutyryl-l-
cysteine applications with reference to the analysis of peptidic antibiotics, toxins,
drugs and pharmaceutically used amino acids. J. Chromatogr. A 711 (1), 201–215.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9673(95)00158-J.

Chao, A., 1984. Nonparametric estimation of the number of classes in a population.
Scand. J. Stat. 11 (4), 265–270.

Chao, A., Chazdon, R.L., Colwell, R.K., Shen, T.J., 2006. Abundance-based similarity
indices and their estimation when there are unseen species in samples. Biometrics 62
(2), 361–371. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0420.2005.00489.x.

Chapman, P.M., Popham, J.D., Griffin, J., Leslie, D., Michaelson, J., 1987. Differentiation
of physical from chemical toxicity in solid waste fish bioassays. Water Air Soil Pollut.
33 (3), 295–308. https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00294198.

Chen, S.L., Timmons, M.B., Aneshansley, D.J., Bisogni, J.J., 1993. Suspended-solids
characteristics from recirculating aquacultural systems and design implications.
Aquaculture 112 (2–3), 143–155. https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(93)90440-a.

Chen, S.L., Ling, J., Blancheton, J.P., 2006. Nitrification kinetics of biofilm as affected by
water quality factors. Aquac. Eng. 34 (3), 179–197. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
aquaeng.2005.09.004.

Chiam, C.-K., Sarbatly, R., 2011. Purification of aquacultural water: conventional and
new membrane-based techniques. Sep. Purif. Rev. 40 (2), 126–160. https://doi.org/
10.1080/15422119.2010.549766.

Cole, J.R., Wang, Q., Fish, J.A., Chai, B., McGarrell, D.M., Sun, Y., Brown, C.T., Porras-
Alfaro, A., Kuske, C.R., Tiedje, J.M., 2013. Ribosomal database project: data and tools
for high throughput rRNA analysis. Nucleic Acids Res. 42 (D1), D633–D642. https://
doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1244.

Cripps, S.J., Bergheim, A., 2000. Solids management and removal for intensive land-
based aquaculture production systems. Aquac. Eng. 22 (1–2), 33–56. https://doi.org/
10.1016/s0144-8609(00)00031-5.

de Jesus Gregersen, K.J., Pedersen, P.B., Pedersen, L.-F., Dalsgaard, J., 2019. Micro
particles and microbial activity in Danish recirculating rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus
mykiss) farms. Aquac. Eng. 84, 60–66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2018.12.
001.

De Schryver, P., Vadstein, O., 2014. Ecological theory as a foundation to control patho-
genic invasion in aquaculture. ISME J. 8 (12), 2360–2368. https://doi.org/10.1038/
ismej.2014.84.

d’Orbcastel, E.R., Blancheton, J.-P., Aubin, J., 2009. Towards environmentally sustain-
able aquaculture: comparison between two trout farming systems using life cycle
assessment. Aquac. Eng. 40 (3), 113–119. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2008.
12.002.

Edgar, R.C., 2013. UPARSE: highly accurate OTU sequences from microbial amplicon
reads. Nat. Methods 10 (10), 996–998. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2604.

Edgar, R.C., 2016. SINTAX: a simple non-Bayesian taxonomy classifier for 16S and ITS
sequences. bioRxiv 74161. https://doi.org/10.1101/074161.

Fernandes, P., Pedersen, L.-F., Pedersen, P.B., 2015. Microscreen effects on water quality
in replicated recirculating aquaculture systems. Aquac. Eng. 65, 17–26. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2014.10.007.

Fuhrman, J.A., Azam, F., 1980. Bacterioplankton secondary production estimates for
coastal waters of British Columbia, Antarctica, and California. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 39 (6), 1085–1095.

Gemende, B., Gerbeth, A., Pausch, N., von Bresinsky, A., 2008. Tests for the application of
membrane technology in a new method for intensive aquaculture. Desalination 224
(1), 57–63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.04.080.

Gomez, D., Sunyer, J.O., Salinas, I., 2013. The mucosal immune system of fish: the
evolution of tolerating commensals while fighting pathogens. Fish Shellfish Immunol.
35 (6), 1729–1739. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2013.09.032.

Guerdat, T.C., Losordo, T.M., Classen, J.J., Osborne, J.A., DeLong, D., 2011. Evaluating
the effects of organic carbon on biological filtration performance in a large scale
recirculating aquaculture system. Aquac. Eng. 44 (1), 10–18. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.aquaeng.2010.10.002.

Gupta, R.S., Lo, B., Son, J., 2018. Phylogenomics and comparative genomic studies ro-
bustly support division of the genus Mycobacterium into an emended genus
Mycobacterium and four novel genera. Front. Microbiol. 9, 67. https://doi.org/10.
3389/fmicb.2018.00067.

Hambly, A.C., Arvin, E., Pedersen, L.F., Pedersen, P.B., Seredyńska-Sobecka, B., Stedmon,
C.A., 2015. Characterising organic matter in recirculating aquaculture systems with
fluorescence EEM spectroscopy. Water Res. 83, 112–120. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
watres.2015.06.037.

Hammer, Ø., Harper, D.A.T., Ryan, P.D., 2001. PAST: paleontological statistics software
package for eduaction and data analysis. Palaeontol. Electron. 4, 1–9.

Handeland, S.O., Imsland, A.K., Stefansson, S.O., 2008. The effect of temperature and fish

size on growth, feed intake, food conversion efficiency and stomach evacuation rate
of Atlantic salmon post-smolts. Aquaculture 283 (1), 36–42. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.aquaculture.2008.06.042.

Hess-Erga, O.-K., Attramadal, K.J.K., Vadstein, O., 2008. Biotic and abiotic particles
protect marine heterotrophic bacteria during UV and ozone disinfection. Aquat. Biol.
4 (2), 147–154. https://doi.org/10.3354/ab00105.

Holan, A., Wold, P.-A., Øie, G., Leiknes, T., 2013. Integrated membrane bioreactor for
water quality control in marine recirculating aquaculture systems. Sep. Sci. Technol.
48, 1758–1767. https://doi.org/10.1080/01496395.2013.774818.

Holan, A.B., Wold, P.A., Leiknes, T.O., 2014. Intensive rearing of cod larvae (Gadus
morhua) in recirculating aquaculture systems (RAS) implementing a membrane
bioreactor (MBR) for enhanced colloidal particle and fine suspended solids removal.
Aquac. Eng. 58, 52–58. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2013.10.001.

Jørgensen, N.O.G., Middelboe, M., 2006. Occurrence and bacterial cycling of D amino
acid isomers in an estuarine environment. Biogeochemistry 81 (1), 77–94. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10533-006-9031-9.

Jørgensen, N.O.G., Kroer, N., Coffin, R.B., Yang, X.H., Lee, C., 1993. Dissolved free amino-
acids, combined amino-acids, and DNA as sources of carbon and nitrogen to marine-
bacteria. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 98 (1–2), 135–148. https://doi.org/10.3354/
meps098135.

Kimura, K., Yamamura, H., Watanabe, Y., 2006. Irreversible fouling in MF/UF mem-
branes caused by natural organic matters (NOMs) isolated from different origins. Sep.
Sci. Technol. 41 (7), 1331–1344. https://doi.org/10.1080/01496390600634665.

Krumins, V., Ebeling, J., Wheaton, F., 2001. Part-day ozonation for nitrogen and organic
carbon control in recirculating aquaculture systems. Aquac. Eng. 24 (3), 231–241.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0144-8609(01)00061-9.

Liu, Y., Rosten, T.W., Henriksen, K., Hognes, E.S., Summerfelt, S., Vinci, B., 2016.
Comparative economic performance and carbon footprint of two farming models for
producing Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar): land-based closed containment system in
freshwater and open net pen in seawater. Aquac. Eng. 71, 1–12. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.aquaeng.2016.01.001.

Llewellyn, M.S., Boutin, S., Hoseinifar, S.H., Derome, N., 2014. Teleost microbiomes: the
state of the art in their characterization, manipulation and importance in aquaculture
and fisheries. Front. Microbiol. 5. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00207.

Llewellyn, A.C., Lucas, C.E., Roberts, S.E., Brown, E.W., Nayak, B.S., Raphael, B.H.,
Winchell, J.M., 2017. Distribution of Legionella and bacterial community composition
among regionally diverse US cooling towers. PLoS One 12 (12), e0189937. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189937.

Maere, T., Verrecht, B., Moerenhout, S., Judd, S., Nopens, I., 2011. BSM-MBR: a bench-
mark simulation model to compare control and operational strategies for membrane
bioreactors. Water Res. 45 (6), 2181–2190. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.
01.006.

Marchesi, J.R., Sato, T., Weightman, A.J., Martin, T.A., Fry, J.C., Hiom, S.J., Dymock, D.,
Wade, W.G., 1998. Design and evaluation of useful bacterium-specific PCR primers
that amplify genes coding for bacterial 16S rRNA. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 64 (2),
795–799.

Maynard, C.L., Elson, C.O., Hatton, R.D., Weaver, C.T., 2012. Reciprocal interactions of
the intestinal microbiota and immune system. Nature 489 (7415), 231–241.

Michaud, L., Blancheton, J.P., Bruni, V., Piedrahita, R., 2006. Effect of particulate organic
carbon on heterotrophic bacterial populations and nitrification efficiency in biolo-
gical filters. Aquac. Eng. 34 (3), 224–233. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2005.
07.005.

Mopper, K., Furton, K.G., 1991. Extraction and analysis of polysaccharides, chiral amino-
acids, and SFE-extractable lipids from marine POM. In: Hurd, D.C., Spencer, D.W.
(Eds.), Marine Particles: Analysis and Characterization. Geophysical Monograph
Series.

Nayak, S.K., 2010. Role of gastrointestinal microbiota in fish. Aquac. Res. 41 (11),
1553–1573. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2109.2010.02546.x.

Pearce, G.K., 2008. UF/MF pre-treatment to RO in seawater and wastewater reuse ap-
plications: a comparison of energy costs. Desalination 222 (1), 66–73. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.05.029.

Pedersen, P.B., von Ahnen, M., Fernandes, P., Naas, C., Pedersen, L.-F., Dalsgaard, J.,
2017. Particle surface area and bacterial activity in recirculating aquaculture sys-
tems. Aquac. Eng. 78, 18–23. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2017.04.005.

Piech, A., Trzyna, K., Skwarczynska, A., Douglas, T., 2019. Dissolved Organic Carbon and
Biodegradable Dissolved Organic Carbon Determination in River Water of the Strug
Basin. https://doi.org/10.7862/rb.2019.3.

Pimentel, G.A., Almeida, P., Hantson, A.-L., Rapaport, A., Vande Wouwer, A., 2017.
Experimental validation of a simple dynamic model of a laboratory scale recirculating
aquaculture system fitted with a submerged membrane bioreactor. Biochem. Eng. J.
122, 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2017.02.005.

Rahman, M.M., Kadowaki, S., Linn, S.M., Yamada, Y., 2012. Effects of protein skimming
on water quality, bacterial abundance and abalone growth in landbased recirculating
aquaculture systems. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 7, 150–161. https://doi.org/10.3923/jfas.
2012.150.161.

Riemann, B., Bjornsen, P.K., Newell, S., Fallon, R., 1987. Calculation of cell production of
coastal marine-bacteria based on measured incorporation of [3-H] thymidine.
Limnol. Oceanogr. 32 (2), 471–476. https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1987.32.2.0471.

Rojas-Tirado, P., Pedersen, P.B., Vadstein, O., Pedersen, L.F., 2018. Changes in microbial
water quality in RAS following altered feed loading. Aquac. Eng. 81, 80–88. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2018.03.002.

Rud, I., Kolarevic, J., Holan, A.B., Berget, I., Calabrese, S., Terjesen, B.F., 2017. Deep-
sequencing of the bacterial microbiota in commercial-scale recirculating and semi-
closed aquaculture systems for Atlantic salmon post-smolt production. Aquac. Eng.
78, 50–62. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2016.10.003.

Samuel-Fitwi, B., Nagel, F., Meyer, S., Schroeder, J.P., Schulz, C., 2013. Comparative life

R.O. Fossmark, et al. Aquaculture 524 (2020) 735268

11

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2014.05.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2016.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.04.139
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2012.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9673(95)00158-J
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0055
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0420.2005.00489.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00294198
https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(93)90440-a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2005.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2005.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/15422119.2010.549766
https://doi.org/10.1080/15422119.2010.549766
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1244
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkt1244
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0144-8609(00)00031-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0144-8609(00)00031-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2018.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2018.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2014.84
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2014.84
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2008.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2008.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2604
https://doi.org/10.1101/074161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2014.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2014.10.007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.04.080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2013.09.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00067
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2015.06.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2015.06.037
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0155
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.06.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.06.042
https://doi.org/10.3354/ab00105
https://doi.org/10.1080/01496395.2013.774818
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2013.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-006-9031-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-006-9031-9
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps098135
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps098135
https://doi.org/10.1080/01496390600634665
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0144-8609(01)00061-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2016.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2016.01.001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00207
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189937
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0189937
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2011.01.006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2005.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2005.07.005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0044-8486(20)30309-4/rf0235
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2109.2010.02546.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2007.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2017.04.005
https://doi.org/10.7862/rb.2019.3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2017.02.005
https://doi.org/10.3923/jfas.2012.150.161
https://doi.org/10.3923/jfas.2012.150.161
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.1987.32.2.0471
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2018.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2018.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2016.10.003


cycle assessment (LCA) of raising rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) in different
production systems. Aquac. Eng. 54, 85–92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.
2012.12.002.

Shapiro, S.S., Wilk, M.B., 1965. An analysis of variance test for normality (complete
samples). Biometrika 52 (3/4), 591–611. https://doi.org/10.2307/2333709.

Sharrer, M.J., Tal, Y., Ferrier, D., Hankins, J.A., Summerfelt, S.T., 2007. Membrane
biological reactor treatment of a saline backwash flow from a recirculating aqua-
culture system. Aquac. Eng. 36 (2), 159–176. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.
2006.10.003.

Sheu, S.-Y., Sheu, D.-S., Sheu, F.-S., Chen, W.-M., 2013. Gemmobacter tilapiae sp. nov., a
poly-β-hydroxybutyrate-accumulating bacterium isolated from a freshwater pond.
Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 63 (4), 1550–1556. https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.
044735-0.

Skjermo, J., Salvesen, I., Øie, G., Olsen, Y., Vadstein, O., 1997. Microbially matured
water: a technique for selection of a non-opportunistic bacterial flora in water that
may improve performance of marine larvae. Aquac. Int. 5 (1), 13–28. https://doi.
org/10.1007/bf02764784.

Søndergaard, M., Worm, J., 2001. Measurement of biodegradable dissolved organic
carbon (BDOC) in lake water with a bioreactor. Water Res. 35, 2505–2513. https://
doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(00)00532-7.

Song, X., Liu, Y., Pettersen, J.B., Brandão, M., Ma, X., Røberg, S., Frostell, B., 2019. Life
cycle assessment of recirculating aquaculture systems: a case of Atlantic salmon
farming in China. J. Ind. Ecol. 23 (5), 1077–1086. https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.
12845.

Summerfelt, S.T., Sharrer, M., Gearheart, M., Gillette, K., Vinci, B.J., 2009. Evaluation of
partial water reuse systems used for Atlantic salmon smolt production at the White
River National Fish Hatchery. Aquac. Eng. 41 (2), 78–84. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
aquaeng.2009.06.003.

Tal, Y., Schreier, H.J., Sowers, K.R., Stubblefield, J.D., Place, A.R., Zohar, Y., 2009.
Environmentally sustainable land-based marine aquaculture. Aquaculture 286 (1–2),
28–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.08.043.

Thomas, V., Bouchez, T., Nicolas, V., Robert, S., Loret, J.F., Levi, Y., 2004. Amoebae in
domestic water systems: resistance to disinfection treatments and implication in
Legionella persistence. J. Appl. Microbiol. 97 (5), 950–963. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1365-2672.2004.02391.x.

Vadstein, O., Attramadal, K.J.K., Bakke, I., Forberg, T., Olsen, Y., Verdegem, M., Giatsis,
C., Skjermo, J., Aasen, I.M., Gatesoupe, F.-J., Dierckens, K., Sorgeloos, P., Bossier, P.,
2018a. Managing the microbial community of marine fish larvae: a holistic per-
spective for larviculture. Front. Microbiol. 9, 1820. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.
2018.01820.

Vadstein, O., Attramadal, K.J.K., Bakke, I., Olsen, Y., 2018b. K-selection as microbial
community management strategy: a method for improved viability of larvae in
aquaculture. Front. Microbiol. 9, 2730. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.02730.

Verrecht, B., Maere, T., Nopens, I., Brepols, C., Judd, S., 2010. The cost of a large-scale
hollow fibre MBR. Water Res. 44 (18), 5274–5283. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.
2010.06.054.

Vestrum, R.I., Attramadal, K.J.K., Winge, P., Li, K.S., Olsen, Y., Bones, A.M., Vadstein, O.,
Bakke, I., 2018. Rearing water treatment induces microbial selection influencing the
microbiota and pathogen associated transcripts of cod (Gadus morhua) larvae. Front.
Microbiol. 9, 851. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00851.

Viadero, R.C., Noblet, J.A., 2002. Membrane filtration for removal of fine solids from
aquaculture process water. Aquac. Eng. 26 (3), 151–169. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0144-8609(02)00011-0.

Vigneron, A., Cruaud, P., Alsop, E., de Rezende, J.R., Head, I.M., Tsesmetzis, N., 2018.
Beyond the tip of the iceberg; a new view of the diversity of sulfite- and sulfate-
reducing microorganisms. ISME J. 12 (8), 2096–2099. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41396-018-0155-4.

Waak, M.B., LaPara, T.M., Halle, C., Hozalski, R.M., 2018. Occurrence of Legionella spp. in
water-main biofilms from two drinking water distribution systems. Environ.
Sci.Technol. 52 (14), 7630–7639. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b01170.

Waak, M.B., LaPara, T.M., Halle, C., Hozalski, R.M., 2019. Nontuberculous mycobacteria
in two drinking water distribution systems and the role of residual disinfection.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 53 (15), 8563–8573. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.
9b01945.

Wold, P.-A., Holan, A.B., Oie, G., Attramadal, K., Bakke, I., Vadstein, O., Leiknes, T.O.,
2014. Effects of membrane filtration on bacterial number and microbial diversity in
marine recirculating aquaculture system (RAS) for Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua L.)
production. Aquaculture 422, 69–77. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.
11.019.

R.O. Fossmark, et al. Aquaculture 524 (2020) 735268

12

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2012.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2012.12.002
https://doi.org/10.2307/2333709
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2006.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2006.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.044735-0
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.044735-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02764784
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02764784
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(00)00532-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(00)00532-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.12845
https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.12845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2009.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaeng.2009.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.08.043
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2004.02391.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2004.02391.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.01820
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.01820
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.02730
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2010.06.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2010.06.054
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00851
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0144-8609(02)00011-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0144-8609(02)00011-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-018-0155-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-018-0155-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.8b01170
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b01945
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b01945
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.11.019

	Effects of reduced organic matter loading through membrane filtration on the microbial community dynamics in recirculating aquaculture systems (RAS) with Atlantic salmon parr (Salmo salar)
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Experimental design: system configuration and rearing conditions
	Daily management and water quality variables
	Water sampling for microbiology
	Sequencing of 16S rRNA gene amplicons
	DNA extraction, PCR and Illumina sequencing preparation
	Processing of sequencing data

	Quantification of bacterial cell densities and growth
	Flow cytometry
	[3H]-thymidine incorporation

	Analysis and assimilation of dissolved free amino acids
	Measures of microbial diversity and statistical analyses

	Results
	Performance of recirculating systems and fish
	Concentration of organic matter
	Bacterial densities, cell production and DFAA assimilation in RAS water
	Microbial diversity of system water
	Alpha diversity of water microbiota
	Beta diversity of water microbiota

	Microbial community compositions in mRAS and cRAS

	Discussion
	Membrane filtration reduces the microbial CC by removal of small organic particles
	Membrane filtration in RAS increase the diversity of the microbial communities
	Did membrane filtration result in better water quality and performance of fish?

	Conclusions
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Acknowledgement
	mk:H1_30
	References




