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# E 90K (silver nanoparticle, AgNPs) J BT B Ag WIEEPE S X5 K A W b B R e vb W) i A W & e ), [
RRGXH Y LBRRCR ., BT, X RTE YR 2 Mg e B 19 AgNPs 7E 4K AN T K P JE S . kife
SrAi . RN GEAT T RAE, LUFH R WY (sequencing batch reactor, SBR) BTG IG5 I 5 /K A BL R S8, 1E
AR H A BIEIN 1 mg L', 10 mg- L' AgNPs /103 mg' L', 3.0mg L' Ag'f5, SBR#EZEZETT50d, HE T IEEE
RRGTT YRR RSB, 5L FW . AgNPs 76 N Ti5 K h 5y I B, AgNPs i iy, A R Bl 4 b i
5 #EK PSRN 10 mg L™ AgNPs A i 3 [ % SBR %f COD. NHI-N } PO} fY 2= R 3, HAm bl & F 8k A T
AgNPs A% B i A 2 H B AY Ag™s W il Umg- L' AgNPs #1 0.3 mg-L™', 3.0 mg-L™" Ag™® %75 I8 R 45 22 bk COD &
FHIZL, 1B COD X B AT &+ 60%, 0l LA i /& W45 /K A B )35 e W HE L — 2% A B i (GB 18918-2002);
J 1 mg- L™ AgNPs 1] S 25 410 i 15 M5 U8 R G X PO L BR s dEK A AN 1 mg L. 10 mg- L' AgNPs Fll
0.3 mg-L™", 3.0mgL" Ag¥ SBR HiZKH NO;-N FINO;-N £ B R & A ¥, % F H§T sk A S 15 Kk A B & 4
AgNPs [ AR T 1 mg L™, i AgNPs X 1 1 15 U8 V5 7K b B 28 45 v 5 e ) 1 2 Bk 18 A S 3 00 4 3800 o

KR YUK BT IR AR B V5 e Kbk

PR AAMER PR YRS, M TR RSN i2RY gRad . BT ik
A SE U, AgNPs B 48 il 3k e 2 AR BB Z — . AgNPs 7 b fE A2 7 | 3z A A o e
H R AT ShE B Ml A2 B TR R B A EE T B A AT K AR RS R T R, gK Ok
HEAKAESG . RLFAR YR R . AR . itk . SR i AL A RS ) . AETEARAS (B 1A
KA FIMEIN R (pH, RS TR . A ¥ B LA RKIR R AT o SRR AN
K, AgNPs RiAR R/, X BE L A 0 #E R OR , B S BOR S ARG & A4 Z R Y . BURCHARDT
SOV R, AgNPs KOHUA R BRI Ag W R A TRV . AgNPs RS . Aghia s . SRTH
FL A7 S5 B AR o 1 2 42 5 i LA 7R %) B R T 1 R A R
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L) XFAK A T G g AT W . B AL RRE AR, A AEIR A SRR B, AgNPs i) S B0 R T U8 A
TR A B 3 B 2, AR TS M5 U R G B KK T, DT 2 IR A2 4 2K AR B R R U A g
g LIS R0 gE A M TS U8 15 K Ab B 2 Gt P G AgNPs 5 i B B9 Ag T T R S8R s A W i
PR, DT BRI M5 U8 R GRS B L BRASOR . & T AgNPs 52 I 16 R 15 U8 15 K Ab B R 5t 15 L W)
EERECR IR R A S 2 R Ag i 2, A F . LIANG 58" 4350 & 1 1 mg L' AgNPs
F11 mg- L™ Ag™Xf SBR Hili PET5 R AN AL PR RE A SE M, WA AgNPs X3 P4 15 U8 3 A= W s A s o £ 41 il
YEHI Sk B oA B . WIRTH %517 & B, AgNPs X} Pseudomomas fluorescens 40 Jii i )85 P K T AgNPs
B Y Ag#E1 o Tl RADNIECKI 48 " (9 ifF 58 45 S R B, AgNPs Bl 1 Ag 2 X 75 g h
Nitrosomonas europaea 1= = i AL il i) 3= 7 K . HOQUE 25" By IF 57 45 L& B, 15 /K " AgNPs Jit
W 0.1~02 pg L™, B AL AgNPs (AR 12 N, AgNPs ££75 /K TP W EE A7 vl BB UKL TH &

AW 5T R H 74tk X R B 4% (sequencing batch reactor, SBR) F4DLE M5 eis /K b R 48, FE K
oA 1 mg L', 10 mge L' AgNPs DL S AH [R] 1 & Wk B2 19 AgNPs A 75 7K H 0 30l 35 i B s i 1Y)
Ag', TEHEZELT 50 d )5, WE SBR H /K 14 WK BT 46 bk, DL Sk 450 IF f AgNPs A H: B il i
Ag WG K A W b HR AR G 1 A S R RIS %
1 MRS
1.1 SWRAKSEMSE

S K O N TR b 25 50 B A R Tl 35 7k, AR A 4 A 30 mge L' CgH,,04. 400 mg L
CH,COONa, 150 mg-L™"' NH,Cl, 45 mg-L' KH,PO,. 20 mg-L"' MgSO,-7H,0, 1 mL-L™" f & T R I
W W ICRIERARCN 150 mg-L ™' H;BO;, 150 mg-L™ CoCl,-6H,0, 30 mg-L "' CuSO,-5H,0. 150 mg-L"
FeCl,6H,0., 30mg-L"'KI, 120 mg-L™' MnCl,-2H,0+ 60mg-L™' Na,Mo,0,2H,0, 120mg-L™' ZnSO,-7H,0.
fdi F NaHCO, #45 N T35 /K i pH, i HARHF7E 6.5~7.5. FEM 5 IR BU A B mt 53 i 15 K ab B A1k
b B [l 9 5 U
12 SLWEBEHME

SBRARMAM N 1.6 L, RMABTERHILIES, =K 2.0 L'min~', SEE I [H] SBR & H iz
P24, SR S h, AEPEK 15 min, # % 90 min, BEX 90 min, & 90 min, HE/K 15 min.
B RS N T KRB 122, 847 14d)5, 45N #5875 IR A W& 7 B 1A (mixed liquor
suspended solids, MLSS) Jii & ¥ & & (4 430+148) mg-L™', 75 e & B 45 #X (settling velocity index,
SVI) ik 3] (83+4) mL-g ™', SBRIEATAAE , TEHEIK H 433l I AR Jot i Vi B2 AgNPs Fl Ag”, 3/~ Hf [H]
FAC KRR TITLG, BIZE 1 K. # kK o AgNPs Ji 2 ik 5 43 5 i B4 1 mg- L™ Al 10 mg- L' ARYEAD
75 IO R R I AS AgNPs 78 4l K HR B A Ag ™l AgNPs Ji VR B A9 30%, A T Y5 K e il B R
gfi7k (15 MQ-em), b /K H s in 69 AgNPs 5T i e B2 3 030 1 mg- L™ A1 10 mg- L™ B, 4y Ag' i
RSN 0.3 mg L™ 3.0 mg- L™, Ag' it i B 43 XS W 1 mg- L™ A1 10 mg-L™" AgNPs 7E£li7K
M) Ag R . SBRAM RS, &4l SBRIRE 3ANEE, LUSEKTREIN AgNPs, AN Ag'th
SBR 4 /EJg%t R 4H (CK), 5 H LK AT A 4T, Ag'lh AgNO, it il , 3247 18] K ¥k 20~30 .,
BT RN KRR 50%.
1.3 AgNPs 725 7K P HINIR AR R AE

AgNPs Il [ b 18R B BB A BR A A, P ¥RAR 10~12 nm, SR IE G ZEY R R &0 ik be
il . #f AgNPs 20 51T Ak M T5K, FMBRIIES N 2 mg L', 475 (KQ-700DE, [
Ll T B R AL AR S ) 7E 100 W 40 kHz 544 F B 75 5 min, R A58 40-11 WL 5643 56 06 B i (UV-1800,
Shimadzu, Japan) JGi 49 F A8 X0 A T4 o #5000 43 BL T 2K 69 1 mg L' F1 10 mg-L™' AgNPs,
TE 100 W, 40 kHz 25 4 T # 7 30 min J5 , R H 40 K B0 B H 7 1L (Zs90, Malvern Zetasizer Nano,
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UK) M 2& AgNPs 7E 2l 7K FTN T35 K A1 () B0 A% 53 A Je Zeta B A o SR 3% 59 HL + 2 3UB8 (H-7650,
HITACHI, Japan) W53 80T 47K FLN 195 7K ) AgNPs R B 45
1.4 $B¥R BN E 7 E

7 % % (dissolved oxygen, DO) & F 18 #% =0 1% it % 1L (JPB-607A, I i 85 #5) M & 3 pH R
pH M2 4% (PB-10, &2 AR #AUES dbat) A R ) W ; {b5 75 %4t (chemical oxygen demand,
COD) % ] HACH COD e # il 5 1% (DR1010, HACH, USA) il ; NH!-N. NO;-N. NO;-N. PO} ¥
FH B F %Y (ICS-600, FEER CHEIR (L) (LR A R A ) U E .
1.5 BEHKITESH

K F Microsoft Excel 2016 X 55 55 £ 85 i 47 S 1F 43 1, 45 3 V34 (8 445 1 1% 25 (Mean+SE) %

, JH SPSS Statistics 25 # {4 i B R 2 07 22 43 i T K 0 b 25 1, P<0.05 AR R i 2 (m) A b 2 1 2
S5 R Origing.1 2K
2 H#BR51E
2.1 AgNPs #1324 AR B R AE

1) AgNPs (1) 5850 -7] WSO 1S RAE o BT RPN, gAKOR 5 A JURe (4 AR 2k D 27 3%
N, R RST MR AR e 25 X Pl AR Ltk e 00 . A 5835 K B, AgNPs 7E 390~450 nm Kb A7 7E
HH 2 A1 A5 25 IR TR R 51 6 Y R A WG g e B2 R 25 A0 - AT UL 4306 0l BE T X AgNPss iR 2E A7 A
ER UL 1. SR AR T35 KR B 1) AgNPs 3 T W I 15 Y BR7E 410 nm &b, 53X 5 SCRk A
AgNPs FHAIE W YL 06 1) 4 AR ] 212

|

m\

2) AgNPs £ 4l K FLA T35 7K /B K 8l Jy 2 04r — 4k
R4S H Zeta HL A7 . SR 301 25 6 BCH AR 2 T ALK
AgNPs £ 45 7K AN T35 K i kL AR 43 i e Zeta 03¢
B, ZERILE 1, 24 AgNPs ik /E 1 mg L 0
if, 4lisk th AgNPs - R0 2 2 Oy (48.88413.34) 3 02

nm, A T.I5/K A 43.70% 1) AgNPs - 2k 1%
9 (170.23+£36.03) nm; >4 AgNPs Jfi & ¥ J&F N
10 mg- L' BF, 4li7Kd AgNPs “FH00i48 hy (52.25+ . . . . .
6.67) nm, A T.V57KH A 18.18% i) AgNPs *F-1 200 300 400 500 600
$i 42 4 (309.30+25.28) nme. HI UL H] WL, AgNPs B [/nm

16N T 05K i 5 e E LB, D B ok 42 1 AgNPs ZE4sk . AT BE 7k b 0 5 Sh - L IR UK o i
Jo, RHRAED gy oK rh s T EE R R 4 Fig. 1 UV-Visaert)ic;fg:lo‘i gtgeljvlz ;1 pure water and

i HE 94 5Kk UKL A 2R 4 . MUKHERIJEE 454 1) Bff

0.1F

FREERWERE, “MHE W Ca v BEFS F 1 AgNPs FE4I/KFIA TSk iy
YK TiO,. AgNPs ZF 4K Jiokr i) A1 2 . SC56 R FIJRIR R Zeta BLAT

M ANTIEKPEEEEN Mgﬂﬂl Na*, Xk Table 1 Average size and Zeta potential of AgNPs in pure
3 t d artificial wastewat
BT 7T R S A AgNPs PR 19 £ BRI . % 1 water and artificial wastewater

K AERI RO o, AeNPs vk P ORI mel ) PRSI zeahiumy

B, AgNPs BUR K 3 1 sobi e ok . x5 3 Ak 1 4888+ 1334 —8.73+0.70
WBFIE RG2S L. BB AR bR s K 1 2258661 8242074
T, 9 S0k B A R~ il =2 48 i 2529 4y ANTA5K 1 96.26 +18.23 —11.16+0.48

F PR, 58 B BRI AeNPs [ Zeta ANTA5K 10 96.52+5.41  —10.26 +0.62
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MG T2 L 22 5, (AORI 00 R B 1Y) AgNPs [R] 11 Zeta FiLV 25 55 1 2

3) AgNPs [ 3% G AR RAE . F 3 5 B 7 1 B8 8% AgNPs ZE 4K RN Ti5 K higig s .
& 2(a) F11& 2(b) 7R, 1 mg-L™' H1 10 mg- L™ AgNPs 7E 4l 7K o 2 LA 23 8 WOk XA 7, R s
KA R, 40E 2(c) Frox, 1 mg L™ AgNPs 76 A 175 7K H R 4475 A4 80 WUk JE 2047 7 5 R IE 2(d)
AL, 10 mgL™ AgNPs 76 A\ TG 7K i U/ AL SRR IR A7 7, H AT R IRRL A2 8 43K 1300 nm. A
WFR S5 RO R, GORBURL R ST/, REARK, HEBCIARER R, 12 ok ] 184 T 1
EH, Bk Z B %55 REHMA RIS

6.0

5.5

5.0

4.5

4.0

HH 7K DO ¢ i (mg - L)

3.5

(a) 1 mg- L AgNPs #lizk

(b) 10 mg - L' AgNPs #fi/k

(¢) I mg+=L"AgNPs A Ti5/k
& 2 AgNPs7E4E7K 0 A LISk R HiE ST R E

Fig. 2° TEM images of AgNPs in pure water and artificial wastewater

2.2 SBR i’k DO #pH 1L

SBR 7E 50 d (WiELLE T HIA], #Kh 337 1 mg L', 10mg-L™' AgNPs #10.3mg'L"', 3.0mgL"

Ag%F SBR Hi 7k DO Fll pH By 52 M 25 S 4n &l 3 i 7n . #F SBR 50 d Wiz f7 P9, 10 mg- L™ AgNPs 4b 3

—= CK —v-1mg-L'Ag
. e 1. mg: L' AgNPs ——10mg-L"'Ag"
—4—10mg - L' AgNPs

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

i1 e /d
(a) DO

H7kpH

(d) 10 mg - L' AgNPs A T.y57k

9.0
8.8
8.6

8.4 I

8.2
8.0

78|
7.6
741
720

—=— CK
—o— 1 mg- L' AgNPs
—A— 10 mg - L' AgNPs
-v—03mg-L'TAg"
——30mg-L'Ag"

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

17t e /d
(b) pH

& 3 AgNPs & Ag'xt SBR W7k DO 0 pH BI#F £ 520 (0~50 d)
Fig. 3 DO and pH evolution of activated sludge mixed liquor as a function of AgNPs and Ag" concentration(0~50 d)
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T A SBR 17K DO ¥ T Hifd b 38, {H T 3.0 mg L' AUAL B, SBR /K pH 7E 50 d (915 47 Hi ] 1
FRETE 7.73~8.71, XEMH 1mgL"'. 10 mg-L*' AgNPs fl1 0.3 mg-L™"', 3.0 mg L' AgXFifitEi5 R R4
K pH A 3520 (P>0.05), TEHANE 7], SBR 17K DO, pH Y454 W 15 /K Kb B T 75 44
YIHEbRE (GB 18918-2002),
2.3 AgNPs & Ag' 3 iEMISIR A G AR COD S0

TS R & Gy BE K COD {4 4% 7E (335.0£1.0) mg-L™', #/K P BIEI 1 mg L', 10 mgL™
AgNPs f1 0.3 mg-L™", 3.0 mg-L"' Ag'hb# )5, SBR 7K COD ZfL W& 4 fif /R o 7E 50 d Wiz 173019,
5 CK A, #KP MM mg L', 10mg L' AgNPs F1 0.3 mg-L™", 3.0 mg:L "Ag X i M5 g £
Kk COD 1y ¥ BE 241 A7 i 25 il 2% 1 (P<0.05). # 7K 70 5l % i 1 mgi L' AgNPs. 0.3 mg-L™' Ag'lif,
SBR 7k COD TG . M2 %, (HkK Fha M 10 mg- L™ AgNPs i, Hi 7k COD & 35 & T # /K dr 78
3.0 mg L' Ag'f S o 3 U B FE 7K FR s AR B 1 MR BE (1 mg L )AgNPs, 04 M 15 Jg 25 Bk COD 1Y
0 T REAE T H B Ag'e JEMEC 55 PR 1T 8 V5 AR SRRSO 32 20 i I 2 1 40 WA Al K
AgNPs P25 W (b E o SV B2 40 g L )RR Ag', 4300l ol AgNPs ¥R FE 1. 68% Fll 46%, JF #1755
fi, R MEEER SR FE RS, KB AgNPs B ORI TR Ag T AN & AgNPs H £ .

ALITO %™V % #7£ SBR H 43 51 il A 0.2 mg-L™ 280 }\{_
99% 43 uuTV@ 71% Al 90%, H3d F COD % g mof :::iomrﬁgLL‘ f‘ﬁ?ﬁ;
BRI E BRI 92%. 28R BB 5T 4G S 0L Joame-tine

SRR, B REWE AgNPs (10mg- L") X%f SBR E

[ COD 52 I 3¢ T RUE WEAIE 2 70%. 416l 4 B g /fésgzi§§F2i4
R, ARSE K SN 10 mg L' AgNPs it 5 2

SBR 17k COD .3/ Tk P A0 3.0 mg-L! . o \i\i/'
Ag 1Y S A 7K, R B 10 mge L AgNPs X i 05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

BT ad

Bl 4 AgNPs B Ag'fHi7k COD BY35 425209 (0~50 d)
Fig. 4 COD evolution of effluent as a function of AgNPs and

P 5 e 25 B COD By il ANk A T L5 fif B
R Agt, B FEERK H AgNPs H & .

2.4 AgNPs B Ag'stiE 5 e X FRNH-N B 520 Ag" concentration(0~50 d)
SBR i 1475 6 R4 1Y i /K NH;-N 2h (42.69+
1.85)mg-L™", #KF 5 5Es M 1 mg- L™, 10mg-L™' -=CK
AgNPs f10.3mg-L". 3.0mg'L' Ag", H/KNH-N s DE S
BB AL M0 ) S R . CK. 0.3 gL 2ol e omeLiae

F13.0 mg L™ Ag" b FER , SBR /K H AU NHS-N
Ja sV BEAE 50 d AT i m N e 3 AR AR,
JKNH;-N Jii ¥ % 4 0.01~0.09 mg-L™"', 1 mg-L"
AgNPs ZbFEF 1) SBR H} K NH;-N JiT 1 ¥ & 3% 7
Bk, 1247 20d 5, 1 mgL ' AgNPs AbFEf#%) SBR
HY K NHE-N 5 5 6 B 5 CKOH Ee TG 3% 22 i) 0
(P>0-05)o Lﬁ%%%\%ﬁﬁ , 5&7]( qj{ﬁjm 1 mg'L_l 0 5 10 15 22ﬁ2ﬂ;ﬂj/3§) 35 40 45 50
AgNPsHl 0.3 mg-L™'. 3.0 mgL" Ag'y SBR X}

NH;-N £ FR%TC 8 2 50 (P>0.05). ALITO %5 Ny

K NH,-NJBT 3 JiE/(mg - L)

E 5 AgNPs & Ag'xt ik NH,-N F &K E 8
L5200 (0~50 d)

KB, SBR K H 43 5 fin 0.2 mg~L_1 Ag'Hl Fig. 5 NH;-N evolution of effluent as a function of AgNPs
0.2 mg-L™" AgNPs, #]4fiz 17 X NH]-N 2= FR % and Ag" concentration(0~50 d)
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AR, (B3 dEHEREKE . 5K T 7B 1 mg L™ AgNPs 1 0.3 mg-L™', 3.0mgL" Ag’
) SBRAHLL, #E/K AN 10 mg L' AgNPs Bl #lli] T SBR XINH;-N iy ZBr. 7E50d iysfTihl, #F
JKH RN 10 mg L™ AgNPs [ SBR 7K NH}-N T 5t ¢ B 18 2 /5 T CK A& 1 mg-L™' AgNPs F1 0.3 mg-L™',
3.0 mg L' AgZb B SBR, 10 mg-L™" AgNPs X i P4 75 Jé 2% bR NH-N (%) 31 il 24 57 3= 225 T AgNPs
B, X5 JEONG &P iy fF 5 46 3 —%k .

2.5 AgNPs & Ag"X1 &M TR EBRNO,-N F1 NO,-N SR I 52 1)

SBR % 4t i#f /K NO-N FIl NO,-N 1Y it £ ¥k F£ 43 %1 & (1.13£0.03) mg-L™" 1 (10.57+0.13) mg'L™", 7E
BEAK PRSI0 1 mg L™, 10 mg-L™" AgNPs #1103 mg- L™, 3.0mg-L"' Ag'/i7, SBR H/KNO;-N, NO,-N
T AL E 6 Bran . IR 6(a) AT, 1 mg L', 10 mg-L™" AgNPs #10.3 mg-L™"', 3.0 mg-L"
Ag" %t SBR 7K NO,-N Ji & ¥k B 24 6 1 % 5% 1 (P>0.05), 7K NO£N i ik BE A% T 0.1 mg' L',
& 6(b) T HI, 7F 1 mgL'. 10 mg'L"' AgNPs #1 0.3 mg-L™', 3.0 mg L' Agib3F, 47 15d)5, &
SBR i 7K NO3-N ¥ & TG . 3 25 5+ (P<0.05), % 50 K H 7K NO,-N i i £ 4 0.65~0.85 mg- L', ik
ZERELH, 1mg L', 10mg- L™ AgNPs fll 0.3 mg-L™". 3.0 mg-L ™" Ag" X 16 M5 e il 2 W S i Ak add A2 52
M4/, X5 YANG %50 gk i 5% B2 38 1w 58 45 5250

0.12 - 3.5 -
—== CK L —m- CK
fo —eo— 1 mg - L' AgNPs = 30 —eo— 1 mg - L' AgNPs
o 010 —A- 10 mg - L' AgNPs A —A- 10 mg - L' AgNPs
on r -v—03mg-L"'Ag" e -v-03mg-L"'Ag"
Sf 0.08 —-30mg-L'Ag" \é . —4-30mg-L'Ag"
i i
® 2 2.0
= 0.06 it :
£= = 1.5
% “
'ON 0.04 E bm 10
z 4 z
2 2
e 0.02 3 05
A \ I
0 1 1 1 l 1 o 1 1 J 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
&4 7 E)/d 1B47[E)/d
(a) H/KNO;-NJGTE (b) HI/KNO, Nk i

6 AgNPs K Ag'sf i 7k NO,-N FINO;-N R #5280 (0~50 d)
Fig. 6 NO;-Nand NO;-N evolution of effluent as a function of AgNPs and Ag" concentration(0~50 d)

2.6 AgNPs & Ag' 3 5E M I5REAFRPO; BIS2 M

SBR Gt /KPO; 4 (10.64+0.63) mg-L™", #/KH/35EsM I mg' L', 10mg- L™ AgNPs #10.3mg-L™",
3.0mg- L' Ag'iy SBR H /K H PO IR ALK 7 i . BT 2 10 X5, #EKHPEN 10 mg L™
AgNPs 1. SBR {1 7K w1 PO} JiT 1t ¥k i I 35 & T A Ab 38 (P<0.05), iz 17 &% 38 K, #F/KTEn
1 mg-L™" AgNPs ] SBR {7k th PO} Jiz &t ¥k Ji fib 35 /& T-%F R (P<0.05), X A fE/EEZia1TH, AgNPs
R BRI AW RE ), RA PR RSO ES Y, HE K AgNPs BT vk BE R, 1 K PO
R, X SRS AR —8. 7 SBR 50d izt AR, #EKH BRI 0.3 mg L
3.0mg'L" Ag'fy SBR i 7K H1 POLTT i ¥k JiE 55 X MRAH LU 35 TG 1 25 1 25 % (P<0.05). 1 mg'L™' AgNPs,
10 mg-L™" AgNPs XJ i 14 75 J& 2 BR PO, it #7524 v = FLRE Al 1 A BV FH 30 4 75 e ) Ay 10
IR, X B AgNPs X3 P15 e 25 BR PO i 3 il 4 FH SR U T AgNPs H & .

LR LREEH AT AL, 1 mg L™ AgNPs X SBR Hi K 1 NH;-N. NO;-N il NO,-N Jii & ¥k J&£ Jo ]
2, X COD MIPO, iy B B Al 25, {H 7K COD KT 50 mg L', £F&IRE5 /KA 15
Je W1 HE L — 9% A bR ifE (GB 18918-2002), {H Z 4t i /K o PO} i 12 ¥k J3 AR Mk 15 215 Y W HE ik 1) — 2%
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A Frif (GB 18918-2002)., AgNPs 18 i 5 Wil iif P :fﬁg L AGNPs
15 U8 A WA O A5 R RV A e, K 7 ~A-10mg- L' AgNPs

/
T

\;l;
S
4\‘

kPO K i f(mg - L)

. -v-03mg-L'Ag’
T ARG PR TS U8 R GE ATk . &L WY 25 R Ak 6 —0—3.0mg-L1A%\
R, 2RO R R T R B, AgNPs R ol b
VR EGE, B AR DA TR RN 2R 4
Wi /> . LIANG U iR 45 W1, AgNPs s /
X5 7K Ak B 2R 455 v A Ak A R T A R AE
B KA N 46.5%, Ml T 80K 7K o NH;-N
FINO,-N it ik BE 3 N . AgNPs 38 8 35 3 1 P ]
S A AR LR T ALY, R TS TS e iR S S VIRETh TR e A
Py %) 18 SR Wl P B iZ i/

AgNPs 7E 75 K 8 F K kb B R & 7 AgNPs K Ag'St i 7k POy 545210 (0~50 d)
R, % AgNPs F Ang\ , Ag+2§§ Witk . At )E Fig. 7 PO?{ evolution of effluent as a function of AgNPs and
5 SR CIEE 4 T fEZE L Ag,S . AgCl Lo iz g’ Concentration(0~50 d)
& AgCLe™ s Ag i AT L 5 S0, COX 45 & 4k 1l Ag,SO,. Ag,CO, ¥ [Fi, % 2L ¥) Jifi £ 5% I AgNPs
K Ag 3t A i i . CHOL %509 % 31, AgNPs T JE il Ag,SULTEY) , T 50 AgNPs Xt fitj 16 A& 9 (1
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Effects of silver nanoparticle and silver ions on pollutants removal efficiency of
activated sludge system
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Abstract The toxicity of silver nanoparticle (AgNPs) and the silver ions released from AgNPs have inhibitory
effects on the microorganisms in wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) and reduce the pollutants removal
efficiency of activated sludge system. The morphology, particle size distribution and surface charge of polyvinyl
pyrrolidone-coated AgNPs dispersed in pure water and artificial wastewater were characterized, respectively.
AgNPs significantly agglomerated in artificial wastewater. The result showed that the higher concentration of
AgNPs, the easier agglomeration. The sequencing batch reactor (SBR) was used as a simulated activated sludge
system and run for 50 days. The effects of 1 mg-L™" and 10 mg-L ' AgNPs, 0.3 mg-L ™' and 3.0 mg-L™"' Ag"
added in influent on pollutants removal efficiencies of activated sludge system were investigated, respectively.
10 mg-L™" AgNPs could significantly reduce the removal efficiencies of COD, NH;-N and PO;™ in SBR. The
inhibition effect was mainly induced by AgNPs, while was not induced by the released silver ions from AgNPs.
1 mg-L™" AgNPs or 0.3 mg-L™", 3.0 mg-L™" Ag" had inhibitory effect on the COD removal of activated sludge
system. However, the COD removal rate was above 60% and meet the first level A class criteria specified in the
discharge standard of pollutants for municipal wastewater treatment plant (GB 18918-2002). 1 mg-L™' AgNPs
had significant inhibitory effect on the PO, removal efficiencies of activated sludge system. 1 mg-L™" AgNPs,
10 mg-L™" AgNPs, 0.3 mg-L™" Ag" or 3.0 mg:L™' Ag" fed into SBR had no effects on NO,-N and NO;-N
removal efficiencies. At present, AgNPs concentration in WWTP is far lower than 1 mg-L™'. This study
demonstrated that AgNPs released into sewage had no significant effects on pollutants removal efficiency of
activated sludge system.

Keywords silver nanoparticles; silver ions; activated sludge; sequencing batch reactor; pollutants removal
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