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B OE Hod AT T R A I, S SR 0 R TG A TS K AR BT, X AT RE 2 R
15K I TRRYAL BRI R o T B K b SR TG MR B SR R B R 5~20 mg- L', RSN 1A TG 10~30 mg-L
15K AL PRI, e i R T R A 19% BE KSR . 24 109%~20% W e AT A 05 ¢ o 8 T 7K e 2 T M5 1Y
T I G, (HHERRER PR 70 7 45 0 2 B AU PR . IR TS DR R AR A5 K, IF 52 i Jid 26 B i 2 0 1) 0%
Y5 R FETG WAL BT 1A, R TA I PR AP XI5 0E R AR | A B AR IE ORI RE (e kTS
PR ACK AL o R, A7 b BEE S0 SR PSRRI . 254 MO R e A AT A B, 3 T ) 3t X 95 7K
Aok P R ) TR 5 0 5 5 K A BT R T, DA R SR T P R NS T e Ak PR AR AR B BRI, L XS K
AP AERENE T 5 N B AT R R R S

REIR  REE N PITESEN  SRAL B ISR SRR, BURBREE; S

A1 V5 KCHR A 2 T R R TR TR . VRV R A N, R e A il fh R K S A 5 SR
IR A T TR BB PR P 5 A AL S Wl 3 T P R R V5 K R AR, SO I LR R RE S 1R
15 KA BRA AL [ E o 2020 A1 T Y Sk R s B %8 I 40 S 00k TR0 R S R T ORI
15 7K HP SR T S P R R R R v Y S A S T NG PR R XS K L T5 Y Ak B G 5 e R 52 Bk AL E AL
20 PR LA R W B RE,  BORT BB S X TG K Ab AR AR 2 e O, R AR A5 TR R i R
T 378 A 791 S 2 X6 ¥ e ot 7K 5 0 Ak B 7 A T T 52 e 1

ARSI T 3 T M A 0 R TR K AR VG K R B A, X e A TS K A W A B R G AR 1 R T
oW VAT THESE . HIbT, DI TRER ST N XISt B e, A9 oA R T S T R A TS e Ak
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TR R K B A 25 F AR B R AL SRR BR L 1Y P PRl R A R S F A, s
T e B TR (2 DL e 1 S R AT Y 3R AR 2 0 Bk RN U B R AR L T M B S A B R
KRR FLIS, N BH B TR S S R AL S R SR R . AR B AR R 9 R T T T A A e A
K, S 56.1% F 36.8%.

A 3 75 7K H 2 T I A ) R M B RO 5~20 mge L', 4B 4R TV R K S B T Bk Y,
SR AT RE RS 300 mg LT, 2020 4F 1—2 A, BRAE T BIEGEOT . E B TR A, A S e
F PR 2019 4F R 39 B IE BE AR T, B AR L2577 3.33x10° td !, BRIER 10%~15%. Hi sk
RN, 7T R A AR N4 80 A TS K AL BT A 2 T 0 PR B M 10%, DAl 45 H A
BT 7K AR B o i o VR B S5 10 mge L'

2 I PR R Y S B AL AT AL M A AR S RIS T A R A ) R T T P R 4 AR S i T
Ve B, JFRETR A T5 U HE I R G, HOA AR D0 53 A A 0 2R TS M A S B AKCHE T (W 23T E A
COD). [Hit, B2 5 56 15 7K v ik ] A By R A 2 T 16 k)

ELBE JE B 2R A B2 £ (linear alkylbenzene sulfonates, LAS) W 12, J&—Fh ML 7Y B 28 7 3 1 15 1
N, FEAETE TG K A B — B 3~20 mg- L, AEFSEERI, FEI5 KA S FE T LAS &9 —
FERE bR, (HS2 H B S5H) ST AL IR 5T (SR s R R0 5, LR g A B R —U0 LAS (94 Y R i =
W LUN &M D) R U E R BE U RIVE A, 5 A T o AT IR L R T ORI B A 3
W25, AR08 A 58 2) BRI i (DO) /K15 3) B /K J1 45 B I 1] (HRT)Y,

R AR, LAS KA T S50 R A% ARl RBO2 1S i B #E 58 17 A o B3 2 B 3k 2%
fF, #EoK LAS 1 H A 80%~90% 7] LARE il . Fody JOWE o # 5k B T 95 e Z v (1% Bt 7K HE )
LAS £ 15 7K 4b B3k B vp i [ -3 40 P 2R 500 (K, 287 PR Jof it [ 4 V5 e W B LAS 19 i 2 (mgkg ) 5
TRAHZK S W T 5% B 1) LAS W BT (mg L) M EUfE, Sk L-kg™) R #ITCT5 e K=13 211 L-kg';
P 4578 K=13 316 L-kg ¥,

EABFFE RN KB, LAS Bt Ik B3 s AL £ COo,, B 20— & By i FEPOLIE 1),
LAS A YR fift 2 AR Bl e 56 55 o EU T iR, B R REE w20 Ak, AR H L b i 3k, i 34 4
S 2 A R T BUR R A BAEAL (e EEREAR ) o M B AAAL AT R s AR R R JE R R £ (SPCs), X
— R EOE ER FE S M S IR, M E AL A WS, SPCs 5 A IR ARLL AR, )
JIEH 1L CO, F1 H,O,

SR, I -2 TS P 59 18 A4 0 o it s R

IR W LAS, T i £ 4 S 2 £k (NPEO). A s
AT LWL, AT HE (Bacillus sp. LY) 1E 3 d N@A _osde o
A AT 25 45 60% (1) NPEO(H] 4 it £ ¥¢ % A 100 LAS
mg- L"), 4 AT HE BE, NPEO o ] 4 T- 2 i
(nonyl phenol, 'NP) A< & s £ b fig . H I 7% ‘ Pt
PE R EREAR NPEO 19 10 £ 53X 26 b [A] fR 34 o
SV 5% S AL T UE NPEO 547 2 W 9 i o Con
I S5 NPEO A WA 11, €O, 10,0, il
Zr bk, RO AT A ) R A R T T ‘ S0,Na
i, ﬁﬁi%ﬁifﬂiﬁ?%ﬁqﬂﬁﬁgﬁ%%%ﬁﬁm% B 1 LAS 440 AR e
Ao d, AU RUREFE S BUA S I, il HL2 Fig. 1 Biological degradation process of linear
BAFO Tl B R kB R 4, HAT alkylbenzene sulfonates (LAS)

SO,Na SO,Na
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R R 2 VT BE L B IA R
2 FREEMFIXSAKACIE R O #2000 K BT 5k B

FRMTEHER AT KRG, FEIGKAEY IR SXTEEA . YN 5= 2, Hifk
JE B L M RO, PRI, A A DG T 2 R I S T 9 P R AL P R G 0, R T 4 75 K Ak B
F G A 1 57T S

B MGET SBR N w1 B B 1% 1 6 P 0] -+ o8 B R £ (sodium-laurylsulfonate, SDS) Xif
15K AL AT FR S, A I SDS W AL SR B 34 A W S e . 24 SDS=5 mg- L™ B, TP BR F
85.8%; {H4 SDS=10mg-L' i, TP LFRFM B T, M 73.2% B % 50.8%; [N, NH;ZEPR%E
TREE IR, M 83.6% ELHFE R 39.5%, FElRE 50%. INA 2 E IR, SDS 5+ gk oR
fiffi ik &l (sodium dodecyl benzene sulfonate, SDBS) 7 5 £h J& 7K b B Ha 25 52 U A= W 1t 2 Bk W 2050 S
SDS HJ TN B TP Z: B M 55.6% [ % 41.3%; SDBS FY A7 7 (L REM R B A0 ) TP A £ B2, H
LY F S, TP KBRFEATKE W] (55.1%); 1E SDS F1 SDBS 45 H B AA7EIE LT, NHyARR =
GBI 63.4% B % 42.6% 1 59.8%!,

B 35 T BT L Y5 1 A0 1) 3R AT A W R BR i 1 sl i B, M KB IR 50% TS T KR, &
GENGEAL I 32 B s DA A SR OK BCK B H K BFINH #2300 KA FH &2 S me L' MR A PO, If
REEN A, 50 DO K &3, Joie BAEHE KB, WXELIEE R DO, 4 SCHR IR BT e 4
el ARy, Al REE FEK Uk U s RIS R 2, S T X 4R, W
I, R KSR AR A K = T AR

FTF ERERE, DURREMNEALTT . SIS AW I AE 3 T Tk — 25 4 2% 1 MR
SEm S LB
2.1 XEERAENF

2 A1 T TR R GO KA WL W o, EL 5 23 7K i RN B K G U W 05 A it . MR AR, B
7K i W R A SV AV TRT L T S K i DU A e 28 AR W, IIRDE A ¥ 57 T2 . o PR &
Jite o BH ZE A5ONE L HG 0 TR R, O TR AR 25 RS WA 2 1) RS BT RICR M, (H A 25 A e ) AT
FEAEH, FUIRME TR0 F A 45 1 & RS S E 1, S BURAREAE /N, i R AR SR 1w
sy, A A ARG, SRR S AR S, RV ECE AR R A 2 R AR A
PIVEFT, T2 6 IR A JoT 1) 70 T A8 G 3 2 T J5 o, A RN BRI E AL AR . IRA S &
P, (EEKT5 8% (sludge retention time, SRT) F, FE(KAE LTRARZ M mEME bt X2
M FAERK SRTZBATARATT . AT AR KRR B b e A 2 T35 14 300, DA o3 R X &A% ot Ay A AR s i 1

A 2 AR A PR R SDS W 9 G- ST 5 Ve X AR T Y R Bk B, SDS A BRI R AR AR
A 50K (oxygen transfer efficiency, OTE), iX Al fgJ& i T SDS #E A S W #% Ji 23 3 45 15 e 22 A% B
FE Bt 5 A, BB v SDS ¥R BERA, AT X VM B AL TR AR 55 . AE G Ak, R
PR B AR OTE 1111 Z 0% T A= W (AR By X 26 16 PR 7 A B A e 0, 3K TR Wk 25 IR R 8 %) 2 T 90 1 5+
FEAERT, i OTE W] fE 23 PR A= 40 96 fff 2% 1 M 70 sl L 24 1) EPS, AT PR SR i ™, it — 201
MR, TEm W RIS MR AR O T, R (u,,,) 5 A0 HE F 3% AR v] fE & OTE FEAKAY
JEPEL [R5 Y8 S R e B 1 R IR TS R B S S8, M MLSS. SV, BAREARH u,,, 55, 1
5 3E AR R ) O R A K,

22 XiSREFFEI

e R 5 REIFEHER GG SEMEERPIERY, SECR KD LS A EPS(LB-EPS) i %,

M52 e %5 % 19 EPS(TB-EPS) . £& 2 M Mu 5491, A7 A 98 35 il 1 210 05 1 1) 2 9l A ) 2R T 1k



1834 ok L B ¥ W 5%

R A P A A, R A T R T e B A AR R 4 WG BEERE T (B e MLSS 23 W B 70 mg LAS)!'Y, 43K
o LAS it i BE <25 mg- L' F, 3R T I R R DU M U R E B, AE 15 min S5 OR 47 7E 0.1 mg L
AN WA B EE R TGIESE W A W R A AR AR A Ak s R b R TR R R R B R
23 XREVIEMERSZ I
231 AR AR & 0 H)AE R

A 2B 1E R 57 BB Wi 1 (phosphorus-accumulating bacteria, PAOs) B & B, 24 SDS=0.6~2.3 mg-L™"
it BEFNH] PAOs ()1 ¥ (CFUs) ik 50%; 4 SDS=300 mg-L™" i, X CFUSs & K¢ 100% 10 #i 1 A ;
XJ CFUs (4 il 3 it — 20 BE AR PAOs X 1 $5 000, H — 38 B APEMOR R (=0.828, p<0.05).
[ ) % B0, >4 BH B - 38 3 1 )+ 7S e 28 — B 56 R fb 2% (hexadecyl trimethyl ammonium bromide,
HDTMA) i 5 ¥ i >3.65 mg L' i, @7 R 351 , XF CFUSs A8 55 A< 2497 A2 1009 410 14 4
FHo SR, SEBRiG K ol AEAE R B L BH B 3 T 3% M R o vk B 43 oA 10 mg L AT 5 mg LY,
X LR A 2% T 1 0065 5 7K A ) B ol R e ) B TR S e S 25 /N B 0 45 SRR T, RIS MRS XT PAOs
5 R £ O AE A AR T, X PAOSs 38 B i 41 i A5 HH 58 A W ot — 20 43 AT 2 T I R R
PAOs SR BEVE sz B, 28 1 36 14 55 & ) PAOs X Pt AT AR R ee 1, RN U | W w3k
FART, AIFEAR EBPR RGFRBERCE , I HLAE & ik B 3R T PR A6 T B3 S 800 i BE | IR 254
ke 4 i A I 2 I K M e, 3 380S0 1 0 AT SR W o s K TPl R AR AR L BHES T ER T
T P 590 5T VR B 4350 R 10 mg L R S mge L'URL S RIS ke B SR T I R ) BRAR S X RUAE W R A —
FHIERT, AEBRE PR TS U8 22K EPS S5 4544 25 4 i 4 5 T R OB, 5 305 B W D0 v JH 71 T e 7T
RE#E Z A", DERESZEWSKA “5UV e 9L, 4% 5E DS H1 LAS (19 57 it <3 mg W], H X5 7K 4b B EE A
B OB SZ e, H T DR S TS U R AR s (A2 B0 DS P LAS 19 5 >15 mg B, T AT WL 3]
T W R R A T A o855 . EL B IR il s i IR, 2 A s RS e B A, B IRE
SRR A B ) A0 B S0 5 BE ST A SRR IRV B LAS A R IR AR AR T By PRI, 1T e MR R
LAS W-2xBHL A% P BRI {H LAS JCI& ik B2 i faf 14 2 BEL A 4S80l W W 72 o
2.3.2 A LR AR K a0 8 69 A7) 4E R

S THT % P 790 A, 25 X5 15 7R Ak B8 ZEURH DG 40 B 7 A P s e B0, R SR R B, kUK P Bl LAS i
HWREER N, AL PR W A2 B E ;Y LAS PR N 2 mg- L' il 6 mg- L' B, XAl Ak 40 T
P61 F 538 50% F1100%, X —S5 SRR, R FF K A A2 AE ARk B 3R T T R, e S X Ak
AT, X LR N, NHHE S A T A, SR A R R AR, WS X AMO R AR
FEEMEM, IS NE A 2P, LUSSIER S5 3 H T 59 A — il ML, B2 i i 4 77 AL
W ] PR (i Jod Ry £ SR £ (alkyl phenol ethoxylate, APE) 3£} (nonyl phenol, NP)) & —F 455
B3 T4, NP Bt R 292 RSB0 10 f5, SXINHEAL = A B RIEIER , Bdie
BRI B2 B e 2 S A B A W i R AR ST 3 B2 . OTHMAN 2629 MUA A, LAS BAPR W] 55 41 it BE 2% 44 | 42
N, A DL I RRAE AR L R 3 i, AT B A R OB P 7 Rl A A it O

Vo] AR 4 2 T % A ) 40 ) R G e 2 e AR AR R AR S B AL R b . SDIS MR B i 25 T B TS M A2
S, TR e SR A Y (E AR, v R R TR R S AT A A e R e S A Ak TR T )
FH DT s 1 R 0 i i AV E R, LU &80 e B, R B8 TS 1 R T3 £ SRR IR R AE S
i T 240 T e D T S A A B R R, (HCS A LA AE RGO T, LR A ook R Wl A 2 B 45
1k. JIMENEZ-GONZALEZ %P Ay, - Hefy £ S HE MR Eh 23 5 W SR AL UKL TS 8 EPS, 24 44 Jfd B
V2 RSB I A, (B E O A R R AR R U R A K I, A, R TE I P A 25
M S 1, AT PR 4R A AL (ANAMMOX) a3 5 7 A= 671 T8 5 0 129

ZE LT, SR R R TG K AL B EE KA W s e A4S 4 D7 T . 1) ARV BE AT AR AR A
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FE— o T B AT Bl DR AR Rl ml B i Ak 5 T R e B R TR A ) U0 2 X 2 4 A mE A T U2, 2) X
Tl A 0y A0 R S5 25 R = AR I IR VE R, i X S A7 5 ) T B AR AR ], B T RE S 40 i A A
AR, SECAM R, S5 5 O 340 T 200 D R TR AR X T BE RO, 3) Ao i K AR
AR SME ORI S, BTG TEREARP, 4) R EPERIAE y —Fhid PE R A, A 52
Ko+ GER . B, KA DNA ) 454G, ™ 8 i) 2 3 A & Fh Al i 25 44 7 B (An 4 i 5w g
XorFI2), #EmEne s imt,
24 RIXTREG

MEEAT, T8 AR UL B T5 K AL PR T A2 3% I MR 5 i S 2 B AT T B e . R Fb
S 0 R BB NE Q0 T I R R i T B AR B RCR B IRAR 75 5 5 kK COD. FINH 1 i 1 e 3 3
DO FREIR A —iR . WX n) 8, HACHFTd %A B A 17 R 4% RSt , R A — S S G 4%
TS bR T B, Bl an e B . WK A Bk L TR EE TR A TR R G MK A B 2, T
fif S A Ak ST vk TSI R T TR M R 1) R A DTS S BR Y, SR, RO v B S5 5 vk H R IR SR K LA
TESEBRs AT gt R, SEBRAA R 7 ik 2 e B S B R R B A T S BOR S AT e HKTH 2 T I 1 )
R W BT S R o AR S T A A Rl A, T DL S R R A R R AR B — o TR M XI5 e R
A B 52 e T LASE 2 i T 0 T 3 e R DR E 2R 48 9 A A A R A a5 X AR A W 1 S e D) R
HE— PR E B T (AN PR IE RS IR . pH RN PR BT IR 45, LASE B AR W RS e 1 B AN R R
AL
3 REEMFIXSELENEAZMEBEREX

BB OR F TG PE R P AR AE 23 X0 TG K A 3™ AR T e e, (B SCRRIEAN A B0, HOW TS Je db B . Ak
HREHN REE IEEAE Y, BEEIATIE (10%~20%) )R G FIE R —F B NS, S5i5RAE
MLBAH O il . 52 b, ARZHETISRAATE . 4B AIMFSY, # R N 2= w6 5700 B9 VR 7
e P v A FRASCR BB A, AR AR SR IAE 3 D) I RBK IR B 2) PRAATH
s 3) 5B
3.1 XS RR K AL IR Y S0

Pl 545 e B KRS R 99%, HARFRPE I, O K B S i — a2 2 110 3 18 37 M R0 DA S e A
THERRR . AR, RIEEMEREA S5 RNEEI AR Diae, w7 LLHEBKBIR, fe
KR BE B AR DR D KA S, R PR A N A PERE S B S kA, T 305 U8 E AR 5 AR P
AN, T RE I RSN BAARR B, RETE MR KB S 5 EA LS, WM F ARG
PER SR B K A SRS &, AT S BORE WAL . FE R RS SRR, R R
) (S de e = AR AL 87 (cetyltrimethylammonium bromide, CTAB)) #5H7 1Y B, faf R W 23 7 — <& 72
i e S R S T SR T o R el STI: S SN AN IR (BRI - NG AR S 3 VNS -/ QP T AR G S KT I
i O i 2 1 ST Ol TS S M (922 I S 7 7R SRR R 1 YN S e % i R Rl S S N1 7+
UL AN B K PERE ., TS IR B, SDS Al il 3738 (TritonX-100) Xf 75 J& EPS M3 EHI & S
HIGISE R, (25l NE RSB, SRR, ROm 2 A5 e i K e,
32 WREHEUHNE MW

1) fR K A R Ak o 2 TRV 1 ) 2 Xk ¥ 08 DR AEL T Ak 7 2 — g 2 ), S [] IR 48T A B B A 1
il /5 AN S AH TR o AT RV, 5 e DR 0T Ak 8 T8 7 Ak 38038 A 1y 1) 32 B2 i PR A T 15 e 7K e 3l 7 TR ¥
M2, AR, RGN T Ui e K, HAEHVLEES a4s . 1) 89%; 2) BBk (an
B 2 Fr 7)o 2% T P 50 AT 38 o R A0 32 T ok 00 BO0E e TR ke 3 s WO Y S A B, SRS .Y L
fift, HF¢JE EPS SR Z 8 BB K AL G, RN RES K F AL N oy F 305
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Fig. 2 Mechanisms of surfactants influencing the sludge hydrolysis process
f S BT, BN DA A F e B BeaT AT IRk B2 3 = Jr T, W EPS ZZ [8] Hh T AE AR
MEAEH, B A E 1Y EPS-JE A2 &1, EPS BTt 58 DR 45 7K A i il LAMTS e BT i ok, AT
A KR RCE . WABFSE R, SDS M SDBS X m] LIl sl kg in 2 o 1 A0 GE R S 1, (HIE
5 THT T35 P 1) 2 705 A 7 0 Tl 15 4 55 52 i B B AT T T i — 2R P9

]G RS8P AR E R AL o B3k b 368 T A 265 0 A R R MI S K 3 ) 2 TR AL 48 v A
T Y HUE AR TR b R A R A L TR, N HERR Tk . O3 A IS R P,
SDS A $& /5 SCFA ;=% SCHk [29] IR — 047K o 455 DS i & 47 SDS it 4 100 mg if, SCFA
Bt B (UL COD i) #3 2 243 mg- L', 11 %5 FUA FREH AR 191 mg Lo 4RTAT, 2 i 9 SDS & 4%
LA, 3] B T R A RS OB SR R T R R

2) A HE o A BRI AE R R, ARG PR R L 2 1 A R S A e T . BT O A R
PRAR GG F 609 1 {5 M 79 (40 SDBS) BN g 2 IR S AL it B v Vg 21 ™ R be AT B FE B i A & 95 T L
5k SDS W2 7 Y e T8 B 1 e /NG R T PE R 2 — P R SE A R, B SDS i N4 5 DS
20 mg 4 /& 2 300 mg, 7 I ) AT K 3% $ iR & 10097 DA A 7 48 Hh 2 T 1 R4 ) 7
BErl e 2 AR DIAROC 1) B il = W e, BT bRt 2) 3= W B i i, AR AN IR
PRAMEZ MAAERILE SRR, FERGEKMEE,

3.3 SRFIRK

Rl 4335 U8 EPS BAT e (G Mgk ), i v P00 A7 B T EPS 54073 5, 7E EPS $2 05 Rl
TR TSR IME R RCR . CATENRESE BRI B O B, 5 BT ¥R I AN BB R I 1 1 X b 45
PG W0 ARTEREE 25 A 8N4 0.19% 1% SDS {5 AT 5 L [ 1A UKL 56 2 5 e, e 26 DA ImT IR A8 B
W) (B 45K VBT AR (VSS)) 4R EUH (480+90) mg EPSP, 431 ik Fh ¥ A 4% 2 11 Jo i LA 76 385 3 4%
PETRr B i s, R SR 2 AR E P AR o, B 7 58 28 PR 1R] (2 mol- L™ A 87t IR +8 mol- L™
PR R +3% (14 SDS) 2 il 60 min L L AE M 070 2K 1 00, 1 3 1 7 1 57 1) 2 5 RE R o S 2 1 o
VU2 =2 454, WIS 8L EPS 73 B4R 1.

G M RN R] SE I B A B, T DL S BB O R . KB S R i CTAB Al
SDS #ff Bl i 75 i vk S HUEPS, S5 LERW, B — B A PO AR BOR 73R & T 76.5% I 53.1%. 225y
Prig B o & B, EPS 417y Z WEFI 8 B BOF R AR W A2 4 s i EPS RiAe A B, S I = v 1%
PEF 5 EPS AR B2 I/ )y o 3 R R A 2 T 1 AR AT BE AL OUR B AR E 1 EPS % Hh sl i R, T
P 7 EPS DY TR B 2 R I R R A SR AORAN TR, X SR B WS PR R ) E B S5 R A [R] R
SRR RGP LB, A CTAB [ SpZ MR B UK, 8 B9 i R RE fin 38 EPS BE ALY,
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1) Frb e 18 s AL T AT T A A5, [R) Ao e s s 7K Ak B K Hp e T I 1 R A T (10~
30 mg L") %I I PR A6 V5 K AR Ak PG R A R ) B SR AR 2, FEAIR VR I B R LAAE D R R A
T A v VA B B 2 5 M B A, 32 T 5 i OB BRI

2) TG PR AE AR P b B R S BRI ARG T L W IR Ul 2R AR 5 A L R i) oG R B Wl A 0 1
PSFEE, HAmmmm AR/ RS — w8k, B bl DLRLT Ak B 7 5K 25 B 2 i i P
R, Gy EEOE R REED, A ROR R L AL ERIE S, X E A T K b B T Sk BT
R ER s, BACH, R A IE R s T SR O R RS [l ) MRS LA A, MG
Kz it B, 55k T A L 1T

3) FMTE RN 2 1% B KR, A 10%~20% #E AT 518, SR, #E A5 IR0 K
T PE R G Je A B | AbE T IE R, X R OB TR T e B AR K | AR
FEAIE TR o BRAE TS IR BK RSN, SR M R 0] AR o DA AL K R R A A B, EX
ft L BRI RIAE .
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Effects and associated mechanisms of surfactants on wastewater treatment in

the context of Covid-19
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Abstract Hand washing enhanced by the Covid-19 has caused more surfactants to flow into wastewater
treatment plants (WWTPs), which might affect both wastewater treatment and sludge disposal. Surfactants in
municipal wastewater are usually at 5~20 mg-L™', but it could climb to 10~30 mg-L™" during the pandemic. Only
about 1% of the influent surfactants generally remains in the effluent, and approximately 10%~20% is adsorbed
into excess sludge. Although the content of surfactants in wastewater is not so high, their special amphiphilic
molecular structures could reduce oxygen transfer efficiency, destroy sludge flocs, and affect the activity and
abundance of microorganisms -associated with nitrogen and phosphorus removal. As for sludge treatment,
however, surfactants seem positive on dehydration, cell disintegration, solubilizing sludge flocs, and even
anaerobic digestion like hydrolysis and acidification. Thus, it is a high priority to address the source, structure
and migration & transformation of surfactants first, then to elucidate their influences and associated
countermeasures. on wastewater treatment, and finally to demonstrate their positive impacts on sludge
treatment/disposal. The review is proposed to pay attention to the long-term effect of surfactants at a high
content due'to the pandemic, so as to study future operational measures that could alleviate the negative effects
on wastewater treatment and simultaneously utilizes the positive effects on sludge treatment.

Keywords surfactants; amphoteric groups; oxygen transfer; sludge flocs; nitrogen and phosphorus removal;

dispersion-and solubilization
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