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T B R RAPERE, ZEPTE R BOK A A AR B Tt P R AAAO R FERT R, SR, Pk
TSR R P B R A E YA B AR P A IRV E T, R 2GR A G K . T5 e AT
fE. HRTEA SRS T A Z0 A Y B AR A mis2 (o227 {HH AnMBR . (52Ma ML AR G
X ) AAS BT, AnMBR FEAN R 2P XU 6 T A LA S5 ok W R GediaE

ARIAERGEEE T AnMBR AMEPUE RIEK IR, 258 T AnMBR febid: R EI7AfE FRleEA b
L2 IEHMAE N, X AnMBR ARFEE R BED U KA = EOK, SEIUEK R RS . Uk R S5
R A TR R DI 20 K sl 2 A B A TV RSE, Sh3R I 2 P XU A s Ak 25 7
NS ES SERE d e =
1 REEEYRNFZOIERE ZERKHRRHR

BRI R I, ARIZGFIEIAEF= T 2T EREKZ S22 AR RN, Horp, Rk
REKEEHAR COD. HAEA . MRiFY. mShid: KRR, A sy R K N F 2
A I PEREE e R KO, AR ZISRINTAE R BK HA TS Yk B i . XERSEAR HLELA A s e e
JEB2 AnMBR 7 B 4 52 10 i he) s (il H LA A B A R K R34 . B R A A e S B T 1 A5 RS s i)
(solid retention time, SRT) FI7K 145 R B[] (hydrolysis retention time, HRT) AUfFEAN, [d S0 axT i AL T5 YL
YA A R BRESCRIG N R E T B R A 2R T 25 5L D A0 B2 A S BR8P, S K
i 253 DK A RO
1.1 REFEEYIRNETEHERIMINE ZHER

T AnMBR [RiF B RAER AR Y s, SAFESMZEE AnMBR X34 R /K i HH R
(1) o EXEEHFEH, AnMBR AAHIRUR 2R B3, FEZEKIA | SRR JrERNinTk
JEE VLK I A BB T T N

MFE 1 ATLLEIL, AnMBR AMHHTAE RBOKANLAMAE 1.3~13 kgm>-d™", COD KBRFEAE 42.5% %
97.0% ZIi], 5 UASB. EGSB Z£4: R KA T 2 AL, AnMBR Frfie&sz A LA B, HAERT
AEZEST R LF COD RBRECRPY, SORPUA R SRT fEE T4 KB i s 40, axeehy
ARG Sh S T XA AL TS P s FEIR SR R R, KRR . S EREY)
A= B e E A L T BB IR E WA, O MR MR AN AR 56 20 F e T A 4 T LA
o M TG RIRE RIS, DA YIEEEA S = e 20, I EAE S A H
FRRAN e

AnMBR XHUBLK FARIR P TE RA R RBRR, XT3 28 Dyt R m r SChr koK,
FBRFIE 34.6% B 79.8% ZIA] (£ 1) o REMEYIEYIRRIEENTAEE AnMBR BERE BRPTE RV EE
JEAH, AnMBR PN R0 7 F e AR IR 2R R AW AL SCHEIR Sh R 2120 I By i A A A B
SN . BRI . BRIRER A R B SR M E WX R AL HE B D S0 A W R
Ah, AnMBR H AL FIIEYS e 2 AW S5 8 B8 2 Se B b A R IR BB 27 5Kk R A
e, KU R A S BN A TS TR M F#0E , WIJEKOON 5% 7E AnMBR [{5e & 38 1 B
KEMEEFK DU R, SR, BRI Z PV E RN meg L' UNRPTAEREK, R
SLEEBAUALK, AnMBR AMH R BEHTA: AR B A0 A RS R A= R KA BB 2 TR

R 1 REREVR RIS REKHARRE

Table 1 Research progress of AnMBR treating antibiotic-containing wastewater

OLR/ MLSS/  #E/kCoD/ COoD WGP R Wik #

PrERIA FAKIEA HRTH , E = DTN
(kgm>d™") (gL (mg'L™) EBRE/% s =¢735:3 LBRAI%
[T N 3.8~109mgL"' 732443
SRS o 29~57mgL" 477422
. SPREK  48.1~23.9 24~45 16.7£0.5 3601~5919  90.3%1.5 [51]
PS LR 0.4~1.0mg'L"  79.4+4.1
RV 4895mg L' 34.6+3.3

HRR bR 30.6 13.0£0.6  9.5~10.2 16249+714  60.3+2.8 — — [52]
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&R 1
. , e OLR/ MLSS/  #/kCOD/ COoD WIRPUAER hiAE s
POEERW  POKEH  HRT/A N o " T =5
(kgm3d") (gL (mg-L™) KBRRI% |pigerdis KBRE/%
HER SRREK 4206 7.7~9.2 11.0 153651214 42.5+4.3 — — [53]
FISCPERk  SCBRIEK 200 — — 1 800~8 000 88.9 19.7~214.7 mg-L""' 79.8 [15]
it e FR s 10~250 pg-L™! 71.0~85.0
FARE [EXNTWIN 16.0 — 8.240.5 400-600 9343.1 10~250 pg-L™ 67.0~88.0 [54]
R 10~250 pg-L™! 94.0~98.0
PUSRIE  BLBIELK 480 3.9~4.1 165  8014~22077 96.7 1709~3 057 mg-L™* 98.0 [55]
RERE 1~4 pg L 94.2+5.5
o BEUEOK 24.0~6.0 2.0 5.8~8.1 500 93.9+1.8 [56]
i fig FRY SR 1~3 pg-L™ 67.8+13.9
LM BECK 120 13 4.9-6.8 400+10 97.0 10~20 pg'L™! 98.0 [57]
ApwEme  BEHUEK 240 3.1 72 2961~3337  90.9~93.6 50 mg-L! 97.6+0.5 [58]
T e e 189 ng'L! 93.7
B, 312ng'L” 89.1
FEREK 1.3 5.7 30.0 250 95.0 [59]
FAR:E 3 319 ng-L™ 86.3
TRIEEE S 324 ng'L”! 89.0

1.2 [REBEEYIR 883 K il 2B BE R

HHETEXT AnMBR BN 25 5K 5T AR, HEAWFFRUESE TR ZBR oK TR 2 TR 24
FEH AR EEAEA]. I, SHEMTESIRAEEAR L, SRR SO a8 T LA A o 2 B i 5 7K v
T2, BRI 2 D 1 2 B0 JEALAR LA N A R 5 2L A7 ] ) A A P S e S R B 2
B 7K Hr i 24 25 DR Yy EEE PR R 0 3l Y A RS e T DU RR A A R LAR AR /N, A Bl T R oA 2 R 2
621 Jg 43 &%) (extracellular polymeric substance, EPS) £l 1] % ¥ i 4= #) 7= ¥ (soluble microbial
product, SMP) YENETGYLRM FZIMSY, PUHAR B REATRACHRES MR, W] LA K A 24 B R AR
VERID RPN 10 ST bk i 2 BRI ), PRI,  AnMBR 8 AT FEEZE 1 st A
AR SR N, AP IET 25 T S 25 R i AR a7k . WANG 487 R AnMBR Ab# A
ARV R, RIG YA YT A R 2555 ] (gnrS 1 gnrd) BIMERE . SR, BRT5 JeAThoR 2RH S
LR N A )2 I ) ORI, SR s Y Sl 2 B DR i =2 (e P e e e — 2 i
2 MERMNREEEYIR M RIE TR AE T 251 RS2

XA BEBUAE R K, AnMBR A H AR G0 PR S80SO a2 48 T84 B Qe ) K BRARCR s Rl
AnMBR AT D3 b SRR 12 K Hh A= RN 25 560K, SR, AnMBR FIHABA AL BRE AN K Hdi Ak
RAMFAE—E I SZFRME, MK R ST, AnMBR WMELLSCE SRR g 81T, Mt RED
Wit AnMBR XiHiA: RIEK P ITs G 2385, (RIS S05 U8 A 4H R 24P U )t
2.1 IERNREREIR NG TR EERIRN

PUAEZM IR B A e 2RI E R, DI PIRRAR R . GRS . TR R A 2570,
AnMBR TEALIRGTAE R K A R P FREAAAE L LR, S REANERE AR L, AnMBR A Bl
AR AR RS DR RE 1 R DA AR R A A F et R, E A S0 T E A A A AR
TR TR A AN R AT, SO i YR AT 2, e Rl 2z Rl A E AR Y,
FIHES: T3 AnMBR RGEHIAEIRALRERER. SR, HETERRTA-Z= X AnMBR SRR

2 R TR WAHTAE ZPAEIH A R B R, TSR AN RIS (R B2 AT A 2= 0 IR
ARG A AR MEER AR, ARIEEBEA | AR LL S E A s 2 x R
SR RREE PR AR . i R A E S A RS A PERBITIIR (volatile fatty acids, VFAs) BYFIH]. 4
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Table 2 The inhibition of antibiotics on anaerobic digestion process

Bk % kR S B3k
(mg'L™)
TSI 50 T DA AL K AL 72 [76]
FARES [FEDNIYI 200 YEZ HERR TR In [77]
SRR 5 SHFI PR PLL R RA SN (R TE) ARG BsE 2 [78]
] (EDIIYIS 100 FiH bR, 500 mg- L SE 3l = B [79]
I P e B -
FaT5 U 0.24 PR TR %, JIHERRITR X BRI 1,734 [80]
(REDIIYIS 500 SEA I F et [79]
VU PNV 0.25 BE TR T 39.23%, PS80 B [81]
(REDIIYIS 8.5 IREARGL G, 15 1L FE Ik [75]
EE SIS 150 UASBIUS# A, 200mg-L i B2 i i — 2534k [82]
PN 500 Hge =t e, 550 BREEAR LL R AR 64.6% [83]
E— 5K 1024 P e R e AR R, VAR R A AR [84]
15KIER 1024 RS R E44%, BRI T RRUESE [85]

TR R TR S W PUFR R i, 774 VEAs BOZNPE 5 B30, SEGEREIRIRRAGELE, JEmim
HlA = R Gad >, PIER S VFAs B R Z R A TGO R, i ZRid ] D &0
FEUP FBE TR R o LR R = e PR R T 28580, ks PR Ge = 1 7 71,

JEAK HR A Z R BE S N [FIFE 252028 AnMBR NZEYIRETE VA, SO N A BRE NI, 5
AnMBR ACFEARNEHUEREAMEL, TERVARNERIN 100 ng L BT Z G, 76 2 AN COD Bk
F 98.7%+0.91% F R 92.0%+0.08%""; WEI %457 % 24 AnMBR N A fif e B Mk BEFE 10 pg L
F] 1000 pg-L™" B, COD ZBRRELEFFIE 96% LU L ANZ 5, {H ki FF B me ik B2 T 2 100 mg L' B,
COD AR TFFEZE 86.2%; (1] AnMBR ANV EUEKET A, 4.7 mg-L™' SN TS B YFhe
RGERBEN ., FEESLHME, $3 COD ZERFRMP b= a5at 28y P,

B RB IR RIS g oL, BRI A AL B . b2 BhiA: RAEF Y B
i, NEREUARLE G BAEAR, BRI/, XA TS5 Y0 FEdr A E R A, 1 pg L R
PO-2 SEEE R E TS IR ZUARRTEPRAZ I 85 um /A 75 umY . Fipd: ZRREB AT AnMBR Y5
VLRI PR s, (AR 2 HEAEE . Ak, B RfEAEL 1 AnMBR IJEEER T, $UFF
W TRVR TR AT 1A 0 o gt 2, S s e A KA R, H 515 PN G A L
SEIFAESEM, X THiA R SE] AnMBR BTG YL
22 IAERERNREEEYIR NSRRI AEE R

KH AnMBR AR EHUAERMEIK, B TREEEEIIRE, oK P2y BRI KA 2 s, (RN
#E IR AT e AR AR 253 1 AnMBR HA R AT5IRIRIERN SRT, T LS b RENE
AR K P T AR R S0, B I 25 56 PR 9 A Bt 253l o 0y B 2 B2 BA fF AnMBR HP ) R
AnMBR ST EL R ARSI, RIS T oK eP i 2 R 1 25, (I By A=) o 322
PREABR R T2 REA™ R K il FOGR B sy, AnMBR HORSIFRIVEGER N, 1245 RS
ANBIFF R E AR 25 5 R 1 30 AR AR BAER A TG TS K TP s 10 pg L' VLT8R,
AnMBR RGAEYFTHTZGIER ermF FN sull W WEIN, BEEDUAZWRER N, A=4mh ik 8k
SEAREIG INES, X0 RE SR YRR S5 A R 24 3 PR A MR SE A 25 AN A 8 Bl FRIED S 8
FERALA TR B 233K, 15U BT A Ad B e R rp G 2 3 R sl sz 232 el BRIk, TR
IKIEA SN # Z BT AR R, DR SK BHIT 22 2 R (R A6
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3 FRAREEEYR MR R R KA IERRE R B 25 E E R RR AR A R

AnMBR (&G R AL P ARG Y RBRECRIR . 15leZy ik . RONAs H /K ARG 24 R R 245 B
LA B R, (EAEAN IR & e BT A R KT AT SR AEAE BRI, T5 U rhii 25 5L & AR i B o6
To M, BEeTsga il ZWA P AR+AnMBR AR T 2, Bk itk 275 A AnMBR 2
FIA0R R0, BT LA AnMBR SUS SRS HEE T 2 - T iAb i, Diak—AR m A PR RE N
GG N E
3.1 MEZRTIEREARSREBEEYIRNFAETE

A FHUAEZ R AnMBR A9AEPIRLEE KT e 5 TR AU 251 XU, RIEEDTA: B KIE AR N #8 2 i
K FH A BT BEpe B VE Je BB R T LAGRES AR (LA BERCR, R AN i 250k & R i il . WA
ST BAU G AR . BRI BRI LK i AR AT

e A [N IR DO I e I SR [17 i e A S W S & R B O 570 71 e - 3 o ol B i 1 i 1 RA B3
B MSRA KRR, FERIKIE AL YA R 22 50 2 il V815 pH ., IR I BHABIAEAL RIS, Pl LARERST
A ZKARAETE], BT P R A (RS TE) A S BRI 2 B R RSk sl 7 1001021 HEE 450030 5
TR K AN IR S B R, ST E R 99.7% BER, B EHZER SEG R A Y P TR
A, YIAENTEST T 9K iR-UASB A i il ai s, & BRI K iR AR T iR+ 2 2 DR AR b B
BrBErgindgl, 38R ZBRR KT 99.9%, KA KGAMIMN 1.5 kgm?-d" 2T+ 2430 6 kgm>-d ™,
COD B[k 3] 83.2%, UASB RGE{5 IR M VIR E (ter) M 2 35 KA XS 3= B AT A >R FH T Ak BRI
UASB M/ T 60%., b, BamAb K i mab BN AT dba b 20 10 5 R AR P2 KA T 25
T e b, AR FEOK Bl 420 mPd, EK T B R AU 727~1 001 mg'L™', COD Jy 9 800~
12 000 mg-L™', TRESCtG + 8RB BN 99% L) |, REAFHZRSGH COD LERFEH 60-70%, Fk
HHRBRPRA R G, THZGRERRRAR T 83% L L, MIMSEEl T +&ERA Bkt R . M2
SR PRI R0 et 5 A K AL B AS A 10~20 TC, AR ARSI BRI 252 4 (AT A
fbo AR TRER B A T A 20 SR A il 245 K e s RS i 24 e XU il A AR 22 )7 S, H
PUOT S /IR AAR ST T SR A K i+ AnMBR N FH T+ B2 A RK T 1 7, &8 AnMBR ZEA L
ffr 10 kg'm™-d™' 1 FREMAAEZTT, COD LPRFATIAF] 65.0%£1.0%, & AnMBR W FHFHiEEA:
FERIK) TR AL T BB At

B 1SS TR b XU A K15 Yy BRI 2 H A RER , SR AE R N AR TE

FEGR ALY V% A2 3 A\
> .. (UAsf? EGSB_%) - § k k HiK @
Qi¢ #Hr
sk JRAUBEAE )R B 2% .
sk | ‘. ,

L Qe B e

7S T P 1 L
y ¥ * HiK @
cdhde ¥ 411 e e ©

R MEME R CbiER ¢ A
El1 FEAMETZ3HE REKI SR EIRMM R R ATHR

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the effect of different treatment process on pollutant removal and antibiotic
resistance reduction in antibiotics-containing wastewater
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A B R BB A 2R A R HRASSOME LA R K HR 5 e AR bR, AR DARE G 2 32 DR A A4 45 1 Rt
PRAA AW SN s T SEERAH S Y b B, (R RE Az b E AR AR 52 . TRl SN as s
PP AR = ME S, Kk, 76 AnMBR A insa oK b AT, Wby E R EYA BT
R 7RSI RS Y s R R IRIRT A R 2 P pr A 2K A 2 i R AR
B, A B TSCBTA: R IR A i s b B S AR B 2 XU A 42

FAEPINFTERRI, P R AR R = A A = T R HA SRR S WA U254, PRt
AIRETTRRALMY . B B IS MU DU E IS U E R A=A E—E B, R HBU 55 TR
A, (AR AT RESE BN 25 L PR Y AR, ZE B BRI TAEXT I B R A = Kb &R A I
AR TN 00T, RIUGRHASN, 2IF5R A B 2 B =B~ 3 FEEAL Y5t K it 250
[FIREEA FZ DY .+ B8R AR EEOK = TG, H R REE E & RIEK PR AR HL
WIS, AT SR K - AnMBR T 25— R R b B T2, AR K
3.2 PEAEMRNSRHTCSEE

BRI AE RS L2 5, N TS AOK BT, RS gy, mTLGE
A K AnMBR SEERA . BALFEREARRS, S TREBAY RN T 20k % WAk AnMBR £ 15
TR SERRA Y N . PRAETAC PRI A= P SOy 2 AR S HA 22 A W R 5. o, iR R A= sy
IE—E MR TRESME N ARG N RS, HE5 G T EMA IR IERY, $Em T AR
BE, RIS R FREAAEAE, D T RE AR SR BRI RE D22, R R s ek s . THEA R Fhit
ROKRE, SRR PG E RSB RES IS (e AR R AR O R At B bR
T2 R A S F2 08, AR R R S S g A B 5 e ik - R R ARHRK, 15U HP AT 25 3L R 15 3
FREG U 41.74%2.60% TR 12.08%+1.02%"" EiR IR AR N i A A B S A BT Y S R
K, oApmAE F IR NUR K . TR S R S YRRt e A A, S e =
TCHUEEA SR A AR ), 2 AR e P AR A B A P S A 2 v YR DR S A ) e 1y 25 & e I 9 vl
Z—

IRAERACTRIEAE ) SN 25 E7E AnMBR AY3ERE_ e B as oA P A (anis vk . A& .
TARAT) ERAHTR T2, RGNS Y A LS. AR BN ReS RIS e Bk ikifs . 2
BRI, WK AN AR, IR A R A KA S N e Y R R A s
oA, — 7T nT LUGE 2 I AR BRI AT, RGN N EPS Fll SMP S84 (1) B R Ik R sy 5
YeRIE R, S5 — T AT LA ARG i P BS503R S AR (A= P SO b B S AR R Y
EEBEK, XERIE . VDR . RRTE . TUIAER . FANEShUAER B B AR, HRN
R IE TR, AR RE B ST RE R AR, TS S Y T R AR SR
A e, SRR S TR AR T AR [

FERRAE RN A s | AGE B i g o] LIS e b, s e sm i fr, MM S 2
PR EPERRAR, ARG Y. SR DA H A=A W S A A RS DU R R K, s B ik i
FAVUIARZE (45 mg-L ") RIS H 7K i 25 2 DR A o) (R InANTS L RS, & BTS Ie Hh DU 2 R
[ tetX FEEEISTESER (mphA-01 F1 difA12) &5, SMINEIZ 0T 68 S 800 25 3L KRS A A Yk i s
R H K/ INKE S IV A B e il T ARGs AR AR O SE AR 75 B E— 20 F 98 . DING 268 iR 0.6
V A ERE R T I B R, ERAE (KT 0.8 V) S E IS, i COD Z:BRaRMIr= kel
PE. BEISETE AnMBR ZbFHTA: RIEK ST IR ANTE T A TR S R R B, FEBIEXT T IRE AR
FE A= 40 S 0 MR AR A A BB A W Sy i ) TR IR T B — AR R, o A A AR b b B
PR EKAGE I THLE] . AbBRRCR SR R 2R At T B TR A ROISE
4 HFitER=E

1) AnMBR 7EARFHTA: 2P K Dy T IR AN RS, DB S DA N AR A, SN

RN R E AR, At T BOK R A DL AT E SR SRR, ST HIK A SO e i, (R
TR P PR A FMHE T 2 R DR X A0 PR E SV e N
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2) PUHER SN AnMBR HRUEYIRIR AR BT R A5, SRR MR R i i 5 e h A R
FI SR A BB A BRARIEFIRRE | BOKLLML . AEH T 2R AN FI#R 2 S B4 F PR A B i
2E5t . PUERITFAES IR R A AT Gk

3) 7E AnMBR ZRPREE K AR IHTAE SR JBRE RIS E R BOK R . P A 25 ] ]
T B LERE DR B XA BRI DU B A R R P BE-AnMBR 5 T2, Al A AlsR Ak
IR AR A PR SR BR K PR ZBUN AR A, WRERS A RIS YE rP BT AE AN 25 KN, SEELOK
AR SRR AL

H AT AnMBR ACPEBTAE SRIBIR BIFHSEHIFATIR U IR, ZRG NSNS BT R B A SER A T
FER A REARDL,  ARACAT LA LL R A7 T RIS .

1) HUER SLHFAL Y% AnMBR A BRLREFIAH AT 2451 A SIS o AR Z T S 2 R
BRI, WARGUEZK AR TR BERARIDTSE,  t et PR SO A BEFIA S PR R R
AN, TR AR AL WA —E RS, SOHERERE COD HA TRk, Bk, — il 2ol R
B PR AR 25 PR SR B R STk s 73— 7 TR ARSE B T A BRAAS R R 0T A, (bt
HERIARIH S . ) A= i = I E e 54 AL

2) DREENEA W0 A PR Rk 5 A RIBOK BRI TS AN TRARER . MY AnMBR AbHR ik BEHTA- R
R BRI R R BOK TS, LR it 35800 BR AL B+ AnMBR 45 T 2 E AR I E SEBRIEK
AIRLHIBEE o xR R A P S NS A B S A RBOK s TRCR . IR s R A R R 20T RS, 1l
A FA AR HERE AnMBR 1ERIZ55 Dl AR R BRI TR

2 £ x #
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Abstract China is a major producer of antibiotics in the world, and the production process of antibiotics is
accompanied by a large amount of wastewater containing high concentration of antibiotics. However, it is
difficult to simultaneously remove conventional pollutants, antibiotics, and antibiotic resistance genes from
antibiotic production wastewater by traditional anaerobic biological treatment technology. Anaerobic membrane
bioreactor (AnMBR) combines the advantages of anaerobic treatment and membrane technology, and exhibits
potential for treating antibiotics-containing wastewater. Based on the literature review, this paper summarized
the current progress of antibiotics wastewater treatment using AnMBR, which showed the advantages on
pollutant removal and reduction of antibiotic resistance genes. The impacts of antibiotics on microbial inhibition
and enrichment of antibiotic resistance genes were focused. Moreover, this study proposed that technique
integration of “enhanced hydrolysis pretreatment to remove antibiotic ~-AnMBR” was optimal short-flow
treatment approach for antibiotic production wastewater. This technique integration could simultaneously
improve wastewater treatment efficiency and antibiotic resistance control, which is the reference for green,
efficient and safe treatment of pharmaceutical wastewater.

Keywords  anaerobic treatment; pharmaceutical wastewater; antibiotic resistance genes; pretreatment
technology; enhanced hydrolysis
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