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Abstract: In recent years, the potential harm of antibiotics abuse to environment and human health
has triggered wide concern. Biological nitrogen removal is an important process in wastewater
treatment system, and the large amount of antibiotics in the influent of sewage treatment plant may
affect the efficient-removal of total nitrogen in wastewater. In this paper, the effects of antibiotics on
biological nitrogen removal and the degradation of antibiotics were investigated with sulfamethoxazole
(SMX) and trimethoprim (TMP) as representative antibiotics. The results showed that the inhibition
of TMP and SMX on nitrification was enhanced with their concentration under the condition of 48 h
exposure in the nitrification process. Moreover, the inhibition on nitrification by the mixture of SMX
and TMP was significantly enhanced compared to that of the individual one, and the maximum
inhibition rates of ammonia oxidation were 42.1% (TMP), 55.2% (SMX), and 64% (TMP and
SMX) respectively. In the denitrification process, TMP had a significant inhibitory effect via
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inhibiting the process of nitrate reduction to nitrite. In addition, SMX and TMP themselves were
degraded by microorganisms in the process of nitrogen removal. SMX was more susceptible to
degradation in nitrification than TMP. In contrast, TMP was more susceptible to degradation than
SMX in the denitrification process.

Keywords : nitrification, denitrification, SMX, TMP , degradation.

YA FRJE— 2 i G e S5 Sh A ) A Rl A b ™ A i A Hoie S A s R B TR M — 28 Ik
A=Y Re T AR T, B T AKE S B AR &R et bk R
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fitfi i B 21 (sulfamethoxazole , SMX ) F1 B 480 % BE ( trimethoprim , TMP') J& W4 Fjviy UL i) & APt R 7
(e R 380 2 B ATLIE T LA S B BCR X PR 25 W) 7E A 15 2 A SR K A rh i S A S S A
ORGP IR AR R G SN A T A Y A AR B A AR HEH
A 1k, DG TFHi A Fkd A 4 0 R A 5 i ) 41 T 475 8% 45 /0 Huang 55 W75 g b AR 2 98 1 BB M L I
Tl e 22 gt e — H g 45 10 ARt e 2 25 W R M 15 U8 R GE A AL 1 FR (05 M, e IR e 2 25 W xt i Ak
T FE AR VR -5 U 3 0 25 R R AE 25 DDA 6. Ahmiad 2518 %3t R K e A 2 3m h) soms Ak i A A BF
GERBL, G0t 7 d B, B e — P R IE R 4 7 2R RS i At A A4 A () A BE ). H R, R ZH o
THER HhAE SRR AR ZO0T 6 AL B S il Ak R A B |, I 0K 25 28 2 Rt 2E 2R LA I 0 AR W I U R 1Y)
AR

AW B TEBT PRI 1B AR 3R —— el PO e R 460 R BE TR S U7 A FR S VR FH RS T, X
JE K A3 2 G b i VTS Ve A AL RS A It B 52 | DL S AE AR W RS R rh b A R A S R R
B, LI R 2K A B2 S8 i R e A W R B AR R R BRI AR5 J B AR .

1 #ES 7 (Materials and methods)

11 SEG 24 @ AR R

SMX ( CAS#723-46-6,C ,,H,,N,0,S, 4% >99% ) Fil TMP ( CAS#738-70-5,C,,H (N, O, , 2l & >99% ) Il§
T e SC IR A A RN B S PR AE R A B A T LR L O R S OBk
Ry a5 ol A 30 A 22 a0 A X o e Al I T N SCE R AR A BR A .

AL B FR 3 40 R :0.40 g- L7 NH,HCO,,0.40 g-L™' KH,PO, 1 10 ml- L™ (i JC R IF . A
B IR/ R :0.41 g+ L™ NH,HCO,,0.49 g-L™' Na,HPO,12H,0,2.70 g-L™' NaHCO,£1 10 ml-L™"f{
EICRE R o, MR TR IE W R I F:0.55 g+ L' ZnS0,-7H,0,0.40 g+ L™ CoCl,- 6H, 0,
1.275 g-L™' MnCl,-4H,0,0.40 g-L™' CuSO,-5H,0,0.05 g-L™" NaMoO,-2H,0,1.375 g-L™" CaCl,-2H,0,
1.25 gL' FeCl;:6H,0 il 44.4 gL' MgS0,7H,0.

1.2 {5l ki X9l
1.2.1  fHfkisiedife

ABFFE T A A TS DR B )N T AR T TS KA B B i, e s Ve R RTE AL THAEK T Y
AU ARG RIS TR E T 8 LY SBR SO #% 1, Il Ak 15 72 VR R S 1 i v v e v B R 3.0 g L7 E
FUMBRAR 28 (NH;-N, 300 mg-L™") FICHLER I (NaHCO, ,2.6 g+ L7") A4 1F T 2E47 91 1L. I AL 9 1a] i) #52
VERERF 9 : #E7K (2 min) AR (22 h) 8 E (116 min) , £k EVER (2 min) , B4R 2170 1) Y
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24 h i R R A RS
2NH}+30,——2NO0; +4H"+2H,0 (1)
2NO,+0,——2NO; (2)
Hop (D) BT X (2) 2 g1 .

R 1 SMX HITMP (PR ~E 4 B
Table 1 Physical and chemical properties of SMX and TMP

. T . K o i E
ok % b TN i
o Molecular . 1gK,, pK, Solubility
Antibiotic . Structure . .
weight in water/(g-L™")
N (0]
A)_
SMX 253.28 NIII 0.89 1.7/5.6 0.6
NH, 8=0
O
~o0
0 _N._NH,
TMP 290.32 | 0.91 1.3/74 0.3—0.4
~ N
O
NH,

283 45 d IMK 24 h WA REE 2R AL A AL JF H PR S EL T IRA R R R TR YL
FE .

1.2.2 Aatkis etk

AHIGE T O AR TS PR B A AR TR VS K AL IR B K IR A A UTUE 1 h 5 B B W, F A
BEIRZE vl (pH=7) V¥ 3 IR, 2k 50 B A W, ZeBys Jes i 5 7K ) i 75 G Lh BAOREIR 1) 2% . o
VR TTIE Ry B V5 e ULV, B BV RS R 22 vh i, R TR A TS PR B UOTE, B AR
3k

HUHALH S 1975 U8 600 mL, il ACL. 4 LR RS AL K 3520, o & A9 FHAE 6 A0 20 mg - L' (1) il R 44
(NO3-N) T2 L i s BEAUS 5 min ZBRK b A0 A S80S, 28 PRI TE TR 35 IR h IR 3% | T30 %
150 r-min”" RN 30 °C. U S5 HOR AR B9 RN A

6NO; +5S8+2H,0 ——5S0% +3N, +4H*

B SO0 JR 45 R, fF ARG 58 A SR BT T HAS IS BT A S AL, I A ATE R IR R B T
VEFFEDIE 3 h, BUR L L5, 585 I AT B 09 RS AL 55 2 W S S A A (MR EE R 20 mg - L' B W42 /&
F 50 mg- L™V JAREER U & A5G FF A SR RO AR A 9 0 Bt 2 B D) B 34K DR G Y5 VR 1Y 3R BORY
TLBE Sy e | &5t 45 d R YIML AR LA M N 50 mg- L RS A ATE 2 d W] LIFAE S22 2%, F H
B WAE AR BB, WIERIR RAE AT Je 9k 58 1.

1.3 IR A FIAE S )R AR

ARG 0 I SR A S 5 AR v, 5 7R) pH = 7.0+0.5 (43 5 5% R S AN AN Eh B HEA T T8 %% ) |, DO =
3.8—4.2 mg L' (GBI AE TR IR N 30 C GEt KRR ) | RA SR AL 5256 12 15 v i i g
Sl R T RN A R B IR IR A

FE B RAE BB e /KIE A 10 mL, B T B T, 78 5000 remin™' Y HTF 5.0 5 min, FTE
SR ICH ISR AT R A A A RS A Z AR S S DT 0.45 wm 7K ARDE L T b AE R W
BESRALADIE 0.22 pm BKAANESL BT 4 CRZMTFRE.

1.4 Wik

A ST A L A A AR 2 0 R FH ARV A i g TQaRGR A e B VL N-1 28 (3
A3 TGRSR SN S B R A TN R SR A pHS-3C R B 11 5 A ) pHL.

St R SMX R TMP SR i 80RO 354 (HPLC) #EA TR, #9524 By HE LC-20AT, 35+
4 Syncronis C18 #1:( 150 mmx4.6 mmx5 wm) . Ji S AH LAk F B 7K vK S R: — £ = 25:75:0.5:0.3, i



474 B2 5% 1k 2 37 %

1.0 mL-min™ ¥R 8 35 °C, KK 270 nm, gERER R 20 WL, AR TMP £ HY e i 18]
5.3 min, SMX B IR E]A 11.7 min.
1.5 gkt
1.5.1  SMX Al TMP X fil§ £ 52 17 () 5% i)

ARSI R I SN 254 10 AN 5E4 IR Y 500 mL B94EFE R, BUOIIL i 59 75 8 , I R 2% vhifk ( pH =
7) MG Pe AT Ve LA 22 BRI R o i A i &AL AN S RS S R I3 J5 e K IR & Wik
F395 VU FE TR 1 MLSS 28 3.0 - L7, I B THEI SO0 5 . 15 B e Uf 1) 2 R0k B 280 mg- L7,
A S RS R EE A 0.78 %8¢ SMX F1 TMP it 7 AF -5 377 S 06 i 195 34 1 e B 06 5 449 43 331
7 0.1.1.10 mg- L™ DRSS INHTAE 2 B SE 302 AR Ry 23 6 BRSO, W B 8] Sy 48 h, i s BURE.
1.5.2  SMX Al TMP X 5 filf £k 51 A 52 0

(1) SMX 1 TMP fE7E B 451F T AR LRI O

ELR M AHAS FIREE N 50 mg- L™, WASASEMREE N 0. ) i i BAE MR . T JohidE 1925 F6 R
2 1AL SMX FAFE Uk BE AR BE SR 20, 3 25 BE 43128 0.1 1.0 .10 mg-L7" 5 T TMP 775 ¥k B
o B S2IG4H |3 A2 MM 2919 0.1 1.0 .10 mg- L™ 5 IV SMX 1 TMP 77 v J 46 1 5200 41 |, 25 e 1
435010 0.1,1.0 .10 mg- L™ (AN B # H SMX FT TMP 93 FE AR ) L s BURE.

(2) 15X SMX Fl TMP Fi4 18 [ 1 [ fit

BRI B E K (121 °C, KTE 30 min) B 5 275 e 2547 K . Ml 32 560 78 250 mlL A9 i rp
PEAT , I TR i A e o 4 ) O 9 3K K B 28 e e 35 R W R G A5 E S pH = 7.0, R A 30 °C, SMX ATl
TMP RIS 10 mg- L™ A S R TSR IR e 5 3 150 r-min™' 4%k 72 b, 5 B BURE. [
i ST 6 [R5 A R S 1 5 Wi 52 2 ] Fof 1A 7

2 R 51718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 SMX Fl TMP XAk S5 15

ARHFFE TR S ERIE T SMX Al TMPAH Ao 22 0 2 AU AL R A ma R | 25 S an &l 1 s,

WE 1 T s, TMP 1 SMX X 75 e 2 &gl Ak 1) 410 il 250 R I Gk B iy 4 R i kg o, ) W, SMX A1 TMP
6 T 2 AL i (ammonia-oxidizing bacteria, AOB) BRI 78 i 50 vk 2 75 Bl N Y7 B KM 10 mg - L7
TPHRIVE P B, SMX Bl 4 T ) e R 38y 42.1% , TMP Fpoph VR FH 0 B Ko ikl 56y 55.2% , W 3% LA F
(A e AN N 6420% . %5 1 ZH RS AU AL A8 /UM HOR B 8 i T H e 380 T Hi A RS2, ix
2B SMX HI TMP 400 ] 734K FR £ 48 AL T ( nitrite-oxidizing bacteria, NOB) X . X tb & 1 11 Al
B 1 AT LA s 2 R A2 0 5B, WA RR R A R 24 B A R4, I B4 1) S R T e S
15 8 5Pk Z M RIS T AOB BRI NOB B A1, (Hi5 e AOB B MRS E %55 T NOB B
AR 5 DR G A S0 T2 8 ) B PR PN, 5 AU A A A 25 ZR P R ] L, i 2 U Ak o i
AR R B 251U P8 1) T o 1778 T e AR s AT S W J . 5 — D D, TP XAl A g 41 il B b 35 1
SMX, A& 1 1 s, Y2580 B 1 mg- L7 F, SMX I TMP StV FH 0 44T, Gt 48 h (48 fils 4
R E ST N 4.6 mg- L' F142.9 mg-L™".

Fedse SMX TMP 43 51l bV F TP 245 W TR -G A FHORT 220 280 Bk A 280 SR 0 5 Ml Bt 26 3R B0 ik B 340
0.1 mg-L™'if 48 h J5 & A BT 519 0.12.1 .80.0 mg- L7 ik ZHANMEE N 1 mg-L7'IF,48 h
JE R ARUSE TN 0.,42.87 85.7 mg- L' s i A RBIME LI A 10 mg- LI, 48 h J5 2 A 19k EE /)
19 120,158.1 ,183.4 mg- L™ S2EGAE LW | 24 SMX FI TMP Szt | %28 S84k A3 i 4 1 s T 04301
BARAEAE IS () 5
2.2 SMX F1 TMP XJ SR A, i 5% i
2.2.1 SMX Fil TMP il 25 &L AL i 52

FERAEAE TR, 28 LA AN [R1 VR B SMIX. 1 SE2 56 2 v i st i 285 20 3 7 45 HURE B B I A
W2 (AN 2a PR ), BIZS FLA RS AR 2100 A A8 A A A R S 30 20 180 L S 0 9 25 5%, SMIX. AR X
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il 285 2B A A S 25 R S P e R 7 A B S SR S ). Ahmad 558 HEAT YOG T il — P R s 0
g ZON SR AL RIS DT ST, KA AR [R) R AT X AR B A= 28 8 A ] ) S Rr A RE X0 AR A
A BRI IE N PE. AE TMP SRR I 250 B TMP R BE I T i, i A8 UG A0 WAl 2 R e R Az 4
AR S W . A 2b i, 52 LRI A S R BE AR EL, S A A A A R He A LAY, 72 h
J5 A AL RS R SE A0, 1 TMP BV 0.1, 1,10 mg - L™ A S 56 21 Al 25 200 80 4 vk B 43 0 o0
10.6.,10.8 ,13.4 mg-L™".SMX Il TMP JLAFSI A5 RANIE 2¢ FT7R , DI A4 [a] IR A7 10 X0 A 25 52U A6 o 0. il
SRR VE TS AR TR L AT ] 3.

—&—01mglL! —@—10mgL"! —&— 10 mg-L! —¥— Blank
300 - Ta - Ib — Ic

250
200
150

100

NH;-N concentration/(mg-L™!)

50

0 | T NS N N N S LA 1 ) 1 1 1 1 L 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
t/h t/h t/h

120 Ia C 1b [ Ic
100:
80:
60:
40:

20

NO;3-N concentration/(mg-L™")

NO3-N concentration/(mg-L ™)

1 SMX Hil TMP P Fi A 2% 2 AU bt 72 i 5%
I. NH;-N; IT. NO3-N; Il. NO3-N BERFHR I .a. SMX BASHFFEAE b, TMP BAAATFAE . SMX H1 TMP [R] 778
Fig.1 Effect of SMX and TMP on nitrification process

I . Instantaneous NH}-N concentration; Il . Instantaneous NO3-N concentration;

Il Tnstantaneous NO3-N concentration: a. SMX alone, b. TMP alone, c. SMX and TMP

2.2.2  SMX A1 TMP X}V fil§ 25 A 55 AL 1Y 52 0
SR FAC RS EA L, SMX A1 TMP BYAFFEXT A S A 5L A i B 7= A 1R [R5 ), 52
IGZE RN 3 Fras. 24 SMX BAIAEAE RS, OGP Al A0 5 AL H B0 T O TR) R B A 4 il 4 ], 9 HLAE 96 h Bt
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HIE PR B d 5, A SMX 25 1 S0 2H S Al 220D B 1 TS 0 2R, 3R ] SMIX X S Al U e A SR B
BRI HIER] AN 3b BT, TMP B/ HTES , WAKZS EAE 96 h Al 525 I SE S 41 AR H IR A 3]
9 RBUERT L ERAE 96 h J5 AN S0 B 1T BT B BB X W] TMP A9 47 £t R LA A ST i 25 Y
et

41 3c fr7R 24 SMX H TMP [R]FAFELE I 7 A 520 04 2R AR LU 9 b 24 ) Bt A A IR g | X 7E —
FEIE LUERA T, SMX T TMP 7400 il 37l S0 10 % At A ol 210 1 #H E B IR A4 .

MELEGEE RO TR, SMX FI TMP X Sz At A e i v SVl 285 2600 2 A 2403 A [ 72 B2 1 44 0 . SMIX 41
o] IV 25 R ) e P B A 24 0 B P T e o 2 I it Py 3 0 TP 0 ol I i 25 R B AL I By
W e 2 1) T v i S B SR P

[IBlank 7201 mg L' Y 1.0mg- L' ] 10mgL!

60 a [~ b c

N A o
T NE

w
f=3
T T

&~

=)
T
|
2
il

NO3-N concentration/(mg-L™")
)
(=)
1

B
% A
I AN N
H N
20 N " i\ \E
N N i \:
- N N ANE \E
N N A HH
N N e 7
101 INE N N HH
hNE N " i
AH N A H
- N N HH i
0 N - . H| N N N: H | HH | N8 L
24 48 72 96 0 24 48 72 96 0 24 48 72 96
t/h t/h t/h
B2 fffhid RS En 2R
a. SMX HUMAFAE b, TMP SARAFTE e SMX HI TMP [R]I 775
Fig.2 Change of NO;-N concentration in the denitrification process
a. SMX alone, b. TMP alone, ¢. SMX and TMP
[ Blank 2201 mgL”! XY 1.0mg L' E=F10mgL™!
5 - -
a b ¢
L -
T, ¢
20
g B a
S5t H M
5] i L
St i ! a
s 10 H i i
ot i I i fi i
) A H ' H T
S \E B g AH i
ST [ 5 i i i
NH H I H U
NS H H e I
0 N H I HH i H f P |
0 24 48 72 96 120 0 24 48 72 96 120 0 24 48 72 96 120
t/h t/h t/h

B3 it RS A AR
a. SMX HLUIAFAE b, TMP SAFLE  c. SMX Al TMP [F)ff 47 18
Fig.3 Change of NO;-N concentration in the denitrification process

a. SMX alone, b. TMP alone, ¢. SMX and TMP

2.3 SMX Al TMP 7 it Uit 72 o R fi
2.3.1 SMX Al TMP 775 J¢ 7 i W Bk

S T HEBR W RFVE P R it R AR R B R R 0 B R AR AR B e B R T TG X SMX AN
TMP WGBS, 25 SR AN 4 firzs. AL da b HAT DLE H, SMX B0 A7 78 5 Je T SMX 1 5 A I fE %
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H 9% , 5 TMP FEAFEF W 2R 4% ; K] 4e d AT LA ), TMP SUEELE I V5 Y X TMP 1) 5 K
FH 26% , 5 SMX HAEIFEI W FF 3 229%.SMX FI TMP 1E 285 24 h 4% R 157 A TR 3 28] 057 BfFSP- £657
AR ST KA BT ] HUAE R U BT S AAL TP SRR A X Ui 480 72 h 4% Ak, V5 e v i LB e R
2: 5 SMX Hl TMP & A Ak K0

—a— Solid —=&— Total —¥— Aqueous

IOO—W 100 |- ey &—a—— &

50+ 50

SMX percentage/%
SMX percentage/%

0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80
t/h t/h
c d
100 0000
BN BN
Ko ko)
g g
g8 5 50
o o
2 2
e e
= =
©n x
0
| 1 | 1 | | | | | | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 |
0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80
t/h t/h

B4 SMX I TMP 7575 e i i B e
agC BB SMX 5L TMP b d IR 4B SMX Fi TMP
Fig.4 Adsorption characteristics of SMX and TMP in sludge
a, c; add SMX or TMP separately, b, d: mixed adding SMX and TMP

2.3.2  SMX Fil TMP 7EAf4L L 72 i B A

R T BRI TR SMX FT TMP 4 [ Fff 17 0, AR 9Y %5 %8 T A2 2 A B 280 mg - L' B, SMX FlI
TMP B A7 AR AR A A7 i AR B (R 00, AL S B s, 24 SMX Ui fE /e s 5 5 TMP 1R A 17
I, e S S Ak A P A R 8 B R R, T 240 h 5B 58 2 A% 5 T TMP 7E7E B SE 4, 15 e 1y %
BEHE 5 RS A A 3] TMP (130 BE G 6. T 1 4 s, e W B S 36 vh 22 6 1 Bo 2k 2O LA 5 K I
TG YRR TMP 85 KR B3 229%—26% 3% 5 Li 2517 56 TMP 76158 H W B B0 O BIF 55 AR AT A . TMP
TE 144 h JE TP IR R, 2600 336 h I3, TMP Z:BRZAIRILLI N 50% , X KB TMP M EL, 766 Al
A3 i SMX BT 25 5 9k 4 i
2.3.3  SMX Fl TMP 7 i Ak 72 H i) o fig

J T HESE SMX A TMP 75 A Ak ad B2 r= A s ma (s A vp X P FR 254 B B R i O, AR 92 %
BT AERS AR R 50 mg- L7 B, SMX Fll TMP Bl 77 A6 AR & S A7 B (9 B A 1 50, an &1 6 iz, TMP
BAMAEAE S TMP IR G A 7E I, 76 SN ) 30 RO e B KA, T 7F 288 h J5 58 2 B ik (T 15 e b
SMX I B 2 B R A, SMX. FE S W3] HUA ol (9 25 B AN T 4 7, FE W BRE S 36 v 5B T B2k 206
13 LA KA R, SMX TET5 I8 B e K R 4%—9% , 3% 55 Nielsen 2521 75 Y 1 Bt SMX A BIF 5T 4%
HAHFT A .SMX 7E 144 h P FFERBE AR , 2800 336 h M, J<BR A58 HUOA R 60% 2247, X 3 W 7E I il
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feat R TMP 5825 5 9 b .
- SMX [ ——smx
100 | T NP 100F e tvp
r —A— Mixture SMX - —4— Mixture SMX
80 —¥— Mixture TMP 80 —¥—Mixture TMP
g oo g o0}
£ 40 |- g 40F
g | 2 1
20 | 20
0 PR N TN SN TR [N SO N SR SN S N S B 0 P Y T SR I |
0 48 96 144 192 240 288 336 0 48 96 144 192 240 288 336
t/h t/h
B 5 fifkid b SMX FI TMP (A1 B 6 SMX il TMP 7£ S P i 7 14 it
Fig.5 Degradation of SMX and TMP during nitrification Fig.6 Degradation of SMX and TMP during denitrification

3 4518 ( Conclusion)

(1) 7E5 (48 h) BT ,10 mg- L' () TMP 1 SMX S A4k 3=F 5 it 300 1 V6 FH e B TMP
I SMX TR A1 FH At ot i fhoask 2 A o 1 B Bt R D St 38458, SMIXC AT TMP 43 1) B A FH AR & A7
B, X5 8 1) 2 S A KA 285351y 42.1% 55.2% F1 64.0%.

(2) TMP % Bz filg A ast A B S A3 i VE P, 1T SMIX X R A A B4 sV FHAR GG , B TMP 3235 520
B SR il A 2R Sk A A R A o

(3) FEBL AT FE T, SMX A1 TMP [ B S Wil E i AE i AL FE v SMX HE TMP 3 25 5 9l R i |
MR AT B TMP Lt SMX B 25 5 i [ e
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