F185ETHI202457H

;/T‘ f@ — gi é jﬁ Vol. 18, No.7  Jul. 2024

CHINESE JOURNAL OF ENVIROMENTAL ENGINEERING

@ http://www.cjee.ac.cn @ E-mail: cjee@rcees.ac.cn GRS (010) 62941074

DOI 10.12030/j.cjee.202403153  HEs2E X703 SCHkAREES A

PAC fReHE B 1153 58 A0 IR S TH AL AL P2
SMX J& 7K By AL

AR RF KRN E, F R, SRE
LB 2l e Je B AR 9T B2, AR 4500015 2. o E R 22 BE AR SR 0, EEK R 2F E R E S SLE
%, Jbat 100085; 3. EFBF2=BE K, dLET 100049

W B YRS REMSIRAEL, WREESTIRIEF R FRBEN I, TR . 255K b2
5RFEAEAEER L, RICEZE T HAENES (powdered activated carbon, PAC) i Ak R 480 TH A A P 5 e o fsf frig HH ke
(sulfamethoxazole, SMX) JZ/K IRLRE SHLH . =5k BE SMX ] T IREH AL, (1R KM e S REAR 13%, 1 0] RATS
THE 4 g-g (UL COD i) 2k 8 g-g! PAC HHEIE T X FARFIEM, HHELT SMX BFBIEHAIRT T 22.4%, BEUEE
THEEAR, PAC X RAAENE = A 1E M, & TI50 T ATP, Cyt C F4HAET F,,, X LE7E feH 7 et fE v (i
ERYT, EFF THAERFE BB T %% (DIET) WH I SMX FEMEAH R IE . PAC &AL & M8 i iR
(Volatile Fatty Acids,VFAs) & AL 4B (Syntrophobacter I Syntrophomonas 55 7= B S¢ & (Methanosarcina) i DIET i3
e, et VFAs Ak ke

KHRIE R HOG DREVEVIREG; FoRbEs RhiE SR R

IR 2%, RIS A B E R E AN (COD T3k 4 450~32 500 mg L"), JeHlih
&, B TMEAEE SR TR K. Ak, A teBr= Azl 25 K i 408 — 2 ARG RFIR A B B HEAL ™,
Horf mg L™ K i i MR B 25 i AL B ) i U™ B KI5 G, R X PREE AR B R g . FREE
2008 FRLCZHIE T SSHIZ5 oK BHERbRE, BTk FE R LA R A PR R SEPR TAE
AR B S AP E AR RE . Hor, DUREATHE I SR A A B A E AT A B A BRI K Y
155, WRERIPRA MU RS 0E R, B Toler=ml, BRGSOt RISl 24 R K ik
k. TTFEATHRAL R AR SR, W2k S A RENAEY R, SREY RARE
YER, F=Es2mm TG THERCE IR IE R DIRE . Rl &R ERAES AT 2000 J7 0 S AR R0 20
K, T IR (sulfamethoxazole, SMX) S fi FifR) V2 IR R 22—, Hofemme iR 5
MTEAHANEIR], TP EIIEF R A, e A= R e, IERIE IR A s Y, &
 VFAs WRRR, HIIRARG G LRTRe L, Wfaffshl sk SMX 2ok eat:, saibREA
YRR A AT RE AR e P O

ARG PE R (powdered activated carbon, PAC) J2 5 b 15 ¥k B A5 HILIK 7K R S0 7H A Ab B 1) 71 22 TR W
PAC {ER—F 25, HABAEA LRI, 3= R R LI — 5 T8 AT LA R i ek
HA NI AIA T, S m MR AR A ] AR A 55—, 3 Rl LU IR A MR R A K i Y
T, FBIREMAEIR AR R S, SRR ATH LN A I g LR, PAC YEN RAFH
AT, B R A T DAE BRI AR RS NBE, 5% VEAs LRI ™ H BE R Y
Fla] E4EH Ff&1% (direct interspecies electron transfer, DIET) Kb = H fiid #2, 2 REHMSCE, H
eI UL, PAC A EESCIAY s . UE YR ATE LR, S DA R A AR K IR e

WisBE: 2024-03-25; FRAHEHE: 2024-05-27
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KRR S IR 25K R AT AL BRI AT RE . IR R, PAC BYMSIN—5TH i) AR K ERR
TR SRR . R e R AR AR IS, 5 — Ty TR AT B A IR AN L 5Bk COD., B g
RFHTAERIIRE SN, SR, PAC JE75 AT LIFERHE SMX FEAEREIL T B E N . e ik
WA YRR R E A T . S5 I, AWFGE 7R R AATE L R P 5 I PAC 1E R sl 1%k
A, BRI PAC XH3AEE TRV SMX /KR EIH LN . FaA AT T PAC, SMX X7~ HHbesdes
H VEAs FIFREGEN, IEEHAFFE T PAC B #s IR Mrn et iR S e o
1 #RERE
1.1 S EFNE

Heppimiek B At s s V5K B HOK R R DA AL TS5 e, SR 1 mm FLARMIEMIE)E, AT
EERRBR G AT ISR . BOKBHLIL ARG R 25 A Rl Sk SMX BoKM, i omeh. Weh. T
1. NH,C1 fl KH,PO, #R#& C:N:P = 100:5:1 f4lkfic e, H SMX FiEE A 100 mg- L', SMX ik
JEE R — 5 T PR IR OBFE 4R SMX 3AF] 40 mg- L' DL B a] fe2s bR A b ez, 55—
T AL T F R RIZE K b B B BE (2.5~155 mg'L ™). IAh, A 2 mL BYcRTCERRY, Mt
RIEW T EA 30 mg'L™' MgSO,. 50 mg-L™' MnSO,-7H,0. 100 mg-L™" NaCl, 15 mg-L™" FeSO,-7H,0.
1 mg-L™" FeCl,-3H,0. 20 mg-L™' CaCl,-2H,0. 1 mg-L™" CoCl,-6H,0, 0.5 mg-L™" ZnCl,, 0.5 mg-L™"
CuCl,, 100 mg-L™' H,BO,. 0.5 mg-L" AICL, 0.2 mg-L™" (NH,)Mo,0,,4H,0. 0.5 mg-L™" NiCl,-2H,0.,
0.2 mg-L™' Na,WO, 2H,0 1 0.2 mg-L™" KI, BFABUKHIMA 2 mL FRMEICRFEWR . FH HCI F1 NaOH %
Wt pH AT 2 6.8, ATk FHATEHERABAS Ty 47-80 pm, LR 853.42 m>g !, fdi 258 Tk bk
3K, FE 60 °C P2 EE, IARIRAS T

L4 B s bets K RS (AMPTS® 11, Bioprocess Control AB, Filll) 747, AL RS h
HTRREIHAL TG . CO, WS AT A F e SR FRoCALR Y, AT USRS W =i, HA bR T R AG:
W, FEARSC 1.2, BN S 200 mL E2RFT 200 mL YIRS, BRI G A MR
(MLSS) 24 28.03 gL', R4 W% KBTI (MLVSS) } 9.98 gL', COD %y} 28 000 mg-L™',
PAC BMRS AT, 1 g-g (WA COD i) LA T R AT AL s Ao 22, Sk
)25 g BF, HEEAET 8 gg ZEHIAK, MEEMIRITER T 4 g-g7 A1 8 g PAC, #tEIRA/ESL
F5Ei% 73R (biochemical methane potential, BMP) FSCEGZ&FEZ 00 4 25 1) VE XS BB AT Hi/ IR
FIHAL: 2) BN 4 gt RN 8 g g ! BIRIEE R (PAC) RURAEINAL; 3) Ui SMX FUPREEIHAL; 4) R
T PAC 5 SMX RURAIHTL (4 g-g PAC-SMX Al 8 g-g”! PAC-SMX)., AF4HSEH 128 2 103, KRR
TE (37+2) °C, W 150 rmin ' [AIHdEFE, 5 min BPEFT 5 min # SR H1T.
1.2 BRI o

F e e A SR R0 AMPTS 11 A bl XA s THORE, Horp MLSS F1 MLVSS #%
WEARETE R, FH pH 11 (H198103, HANNA, Italy) illfe pH. $RJ5iEid 0.45 um NI IET5ERES,,
AT 0T1. SCOD fliiA A TH 4% (DRB 200, M7y, JE[E) MEEIMMEEETT (DR 3 900, B, 5
B M . 3 SAH 3% (X (FID+FPD)(2010Plus, H AR Fl1 Agilent DB-FFAP 123-3232 A H: (30 m,
0.32 mm, 25 pum) Kl VFAs (BT, SCRahl)s, AW A LR A B AR BRA FRY ELISA 7]
EE ATP., (22 C(cytochrome c, Cyt C) FIH F o
1.3 EYESENR 54

SCEGEERT, AL SN g P TS TRk, FEAE-80 °C FRAF, FIT DNA $RHCRIE—H 004, 4
E.Z.N.A.® soil DNA kit(Omega Bio-tek, Norcross, GA, J5[H) Ui Al ik i DNA $2H. 40pafd
FH 338F(5' -ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") I 806R(5' -GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") X} 16S
RNA FE[H V4-V5 ] A8 X #E17 PCR P34 . R H 524F10extF(5'-TGYCAGCCGCCGCGGTAA-3") Fll
Arch958RmodR(5'-YCCGGCGTTGAVTCCAATT-3") %f 16S rRNA FE[K V4-V5 A28 X i 47 PCR § 3421
fifiF] ABI GeneAmp®PCR #EAY (ABI, CA, USA) ¥"#, Illumina Miseq-PE300 ¥ 55 1 _FifE 952
BRZRHE AT PR A R AL
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1.4 HEBRSH
FIHEIER Gompertz £7Y ( (1)) fUASZERULNR CH, 2R, VFAs B84k 5 —2sh 12+ G&
JrREn= ()™ Fin.
G.= Gy -exp {-exp [R‘“ © } (1)
Gm

A G R EH R R, mL-g (L VSih); G, Bk ber=&, mL-g' (VA VS ih); R, BEHEK
HBEr=#, mL-(g-d)'(VA VS 11); e=2.718 3; A BHi/ai, do #EAIRZeth:ma s LML 2 2= 54 (2 fn
R,) WM. ARYE BMP WA H e =&, M ARIaa A HER A SR R A A

InC,
InC, k 2)

K. Cp. C NFFENRYINRIE TR EE AR Z] ¢ YBTEREE (mg L") , & BT A—Msh 2= 54 (b)) o
X 7S EH S BT RS S5 T SR L4353 HT (principal component analysis, PCA)7, Jf4fiF Canoco 5 #47
TICAMT (redundancy analysis, RDA)Z,

2 BRSWR

2.1 SMX FET PAC BTSRRI SIF RIS

(A-0+1

WA 1P, 38 AN R S s ) SRR 30r o s
SoEre e fhe T LUG B . X BB A8 I sl r=A: 1 300 - SMX
s, WIRIEARUIR, SR EAE 5 T D Lol sh Eiac
FUHIZ T4 ™), PAC I A4 T 3 [de oo
VI e R, BT PAC RERSAHES: 5K & 0T
EOMLETBUE TR, M2 T, SMX 3| B 150f
PNE 2l T T LIS W 1 i £ 100}
LU S AOHEERON . 285 13 d BOSRE, X * Ll
HEZH ) ZRH e i 248.56 mL-g™'s TARINT
49g" PAC FI 8 g-g' PAC I 2 2L I 4 th g 22 B S e
i‘FEﬁ%FEE% 13 %Hd‘%%uﬁ@]T 279.40 mL'gfl Fis ) /d
127982 mLog™, SHMHARALIER T 12.4% Al @y sy sMx i PAC-SMX BRI BTN BT
12.5%, XuiH] PAC 5| AREREHE HEDR ST LAY Fig. 1 Cumulative methane production in control, SMX, and
P kA, PR REATH AR TR FRCE. PAC-SMX systems

AHEZHL, I SMX ) SR 7 F BE - e
% 21695 mL-g™", XA T 13%, P # 1 {EFRIEER Gompertz EEUEHHIENHFSH
SMX X FIRE AL 2 fﬁgz T B B PR R R Table 1 Kinetic parameters estimated using the modified
SEEAIA PAC, SMX XPPEA it BRI R Gompertz model
2Tk, W 1 FR, PAC BEINE S P G L
4gg 8 g I, HIE A X HRZ S 4R (mLgh) (ml(ed)") (ml-g™)
BT 6.2% 1 9.4%. pAT L, Bl A PAC ATRE X BR2H 259.53 36.74 2.87 0.9953 248.56
WL T SMX EEYIRTHE, Mmisetl TIREH SMX 26294 3126 3.86 09952 240.48
AR A3 4g-g' PAC 294.53 38.58 2.68 09946 279.4

B Gompertz £ R AFAIHIA T 45555020 8gg'PAC  297.06 3795  1.64 09810 279.8
AETHHLE ™ 5, W T PAC, SMX SFMIILAF 4407 PACSMX 27828 3839 282 09922 26388
KM TPEAHUERINATIFZE (R Do —T7 gag'pACSMX 28268 4353 293 09912 27204
I, TEANIN PAC R NAsH, A K H bR
FlE K e~ B35 TXT AL, H PAC 8 g-g™' MMJE ] (A=1.64 d) AHXT TXT R4 (A=2.87 d) 4% T 43%,
Fi H B R b= 2R % IRZH Y 36.74 mL-(g-d) ' #8271 % 38.58 mL-(g-d) '(4-g-g "' PAC) H137.95 mL-(g-d) "
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(8'g'g' PAC). fHK, SMX yhi/E i (4=3.86 d) SXTREAALLIER T 34%, B HEKHBE R T2
31.26 mL+(gd)”'c PAC 5| AMIIE T SMX 1 A E 80 : 4-g'g™ PAC -SMX(4=2.82 d) fil 8-g'g™
PAC -SMX it (4=2.93 d) SRR 6L, SR, PAC AREETE T SMX ##E T4 HERH
Birm 3. 4gg! M8 g g 1Y PAC-SMX A0l LUK R, #i5% 38.39 mL-(g-d)”' A143.53 mL(g'd)", &
TR AL 4 g-g ' PAC, 8 g-g ' PAC WIIAR—EL. HIt, Mshtizt bE, SMX GFH ke i E
AR EHEIVER, 1 PAC ATLLSEE SMX BOIIHRIVERT, $es e s =,
2.2 SMX 5 PAC X RSEEILEYIFI ST

pH. SCOD. VFAs j&R&EH bt fE b () EEHLAE bR, R T Dt R p AR ik
RECY. et firh, R . WIS/ N FAENSEACH T GE . A8k, XA-RREFE T AR, &
 pH . WK 2(a) B, £ RNASHT pH HATERET 6.6 BT, SMX MIIMAFEWIE pH L
AHELXT HRZ B Skt , ELBEE 4~5 KA PR FFF X ses X it T 2(b) TR SMX 765 4~5 KA BE T
2 40 mg- L' AUZEE, XTREMRAMTIRE AR P&, HHHLZ R, B3 TIA PAC BRI EYIRY
[P, SMX TEIR RN AR 2~3 RAE FFEZE 40 mg- L™ B Xthih, JA PAC MIFTAZ
TEVILRIE: pH #FPGE LT 3 PAC FTLRLG E R SMX X T IRAN AL R ma

WE 2(c) s, 7E55 1 K, XHHEZ i) SCOD(29 215 mg-L™Y) & T PAC 4 (28 215~28 369
mg-L™"). BJEFE R PAC REMEA WM nIE A AL, X S MLt il LAVE Sk B35 L i 1) 7™ R o AT 1 e
UR, PRI H G R R AR R AR, AT POHFE IR PN VEAs, e, fEXTRd], SMX. 4 g-g ' PAC.
4 gg' PAC-SMX. 8 g'g' PAC. 8 g'g”' PAC-SMX 1, J5ZEH) SCOD HITHAELLHI /514 89.4% . 89.7% .

8.0 1
- IR 100 -
7.8 | @ SMX —e— SMX
—A- 4g-g'PAC —«—4g- g PAC-SMX
7.6 v 8g-g'PAC ~ 80 8 g - g PAC-SMX
—¢ 4g-g'PAC-SMX 0 —»>—3g-g -
7.4 L 8g-g' PAC-SMX %0
E g0l g
isg
7.0 + &
=
6.8 I
6.6 L
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
i [)/d Hsf i) /d
(a) pHZEfL (b) Tl PP s Jo e e AR A
14 000
< -8 SMX 12 000 - SMX
25000 | —A— 4g-g"'PAC —A— 4g-g'PAC
-v- 8g-g'PAC 10 000 + -v- 8g-g'PAC
N —¢ 4g- g PAC-SMX o 4 4g- g PAC-SMX
= 20000 | - 8g-g' PAC-SMX ~ 8000 F —— 8g-g!' PAC-SMX
on
£ g
a 15000 g 6000 -
S N
10000 | 4000
5000 | 2000
O L
0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
[ fal/d [ [a]/d

(¢) SCODAs k. (d) ZERFRHSE AR
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5000 | | - XA
—m— XA 4000 - e SMX
4000 o~ SMX A 4g-g'PAC
00 - —A—4g-g_lPAC 30001 -v- 8g-g'PAC
N v 8e-g PAC =~ —¢ 4g-g' PAC-SMX
= 3000 | ~4 4g-g" PAC-SMX n > 8g-g' PAC-SMX
%1) —— 8g-g'PAC-SMX o
s £ 2000}
= 2000} &
e =
Looo 1000 b
or or

M) /d
(&) INBR BT 721k

i a)/d
() TRk 21k

2 FHERNEER pH TREEIRZEEM, SCOD FHEL MAERAERARERE T Fig. 2 Changes in pH and mass

concentrations of sulfamethoxazole, SCOD and volatile fatty acids in each group of reactors

95.8% . 92.6% . 94.7% F194.1%., HMififE SMX,
PAC BN AR AT ISR B34 %) VEASs (A
PEEHRZ R LB, i, PAC BERSIEUERL

R 2 R 2 FELMERBRFIRERN—RENNFUE
Table 2
Table 2 First-order kinetics of volatile fatty acids degradation

I R EMEE Y IIRTHAE, B R TS e i i 2.8 s T
VE TR " P Y

Eﬁ?ﬂ“%mﬁi%éﬂXd‘ﬂ: VFAs JEG%E(J%IJ}EH X HRZH 0.006 77 0.948 0.007 96 0.982 0.007 39 0.971
RO A . 3 A <A Y
%Kﬁ[l{l%}i S¥X E?ﬁz%zjﬁ?ﬂﬂ%ﬂ(ﬁﬂﬁqja SMX 0.00502 0.919 0.004 17 0.978 0.007 48 0.970
Mﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂg{kﬁj" Kj]jj?#@ (k) *H tt:J:Xd‘ﬁﬁ 490" PAC 0.007 27 0.954 0.01041 0.990 0.010 12 0.989
LIV T 15.8% F147.6%(1 2(d). (¢), % 2). e ' o M '

8 g‘gl PAC 0.007 81 0.929 0.01166 0.978 0.01122 0.971

PRIFRAA A P R AR AT RE S FH T SMX X P RR A b
MR AR A T, R R A KM
DNA & EEY R, MR T 5e 2
X PR AN B ARG = A AR i 2R
FIF A T SMX X7 e G MR OS5 SR, TEIEE 4~5 K, ZRRERFTARRER AUAI I EER A
B, SO SMX IR R IR ZE~40 mg L' (8] 2(b)). THFRLETRIN PAC ARNEE T ZFREVFIN
FRER ORI, HBhJ12F %80 ke M BRI 2 nT 43T 15.4% Fi1 46.5% . RMETE SMX AFAEIPR R RO
PAC L] LA S P IE SMX (3HI%08 , 8 grg' PAC -SMX ZH X 2 1% £5 F1 TN 12 £5 (149 3 77 7 5L k A%
SMX ] 53 BIE T 40.8% F1190.9%, HIJmTXIE4 . X ZH T PAC VENFaHE TR, #RE T 7R
AR I 5= e R I F FHEZR0R, IIHETE T3 Z Rt M RRER R AR . KIS, SMX Xt
TRRER A I ICRA B H0H] (A& 2(6), XM T T RRERA LY TR RER L CBRATN R ER S, Tl ife
PRARTH AT Je R FH SRR RN RERE TS BT AR EE FRIIALH, TGS RTIA SMX, T ERERFIFHEERIC

4 gg" PAC-SMX 0.006 35 0.974 0.01029 0.972 0.010 11 0.968
8 g'g” PAC-SMX 0.007 07 0.950 0.01213 0.967 0.01191 0.962

P22 SR, N PAC E— 23858 T TIRENIAIA, 8 g-g' PAC 1Y k MHEXT BRAHIETH T 51.8%, 8
g-g ' PAC-SMX ) k ##: SMX HEETHT 59.2%, HimTXE . 4562 Rindasa (&1 2(c)) ATLAER, it

NN PAC, PAC FIEnT AR &AW (45 T BaEhsr) IRt RS ILAN G (/T BRER S AL A A
FEHE B EREDCY, (BRI B AL BT, T DA i IS M S = e B 2 [ IR R, BT n
T VFAs AOF AN FR el r%
2.3 SMX 5 PAC M REMEMMEIEMERIF D

VFAs FIFHERIIETH 5 REACENGTESYIAE, ATP WRERGEAERISHYIT, T Cyt C FUHEE F,,, 175
REfR A R s A A0 MERERIEA TR PACPY (2 T 4N ATP Sk, WIRAEM N
HEE Z R, WE 3(a) i, WHRZH. SMX. 4 g'g ' PAC. 4gg'PAC-SMX. 8¢g'g'PAC. 8gg'
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Fig. 3 Changes in anaerobic metabolic activity indices in each group of reactors

PAC-SMX 6 MW 2P ATP HRBE/351 4 43.8. 39.7, 492, 47.2, 52.3 F153.9 nmol-L™', X—45 5%
B PAC B8 1 AN e B A A SIS YE . PAC W] LU E IR (i B e ek,
TPl L E B AL A ATP, 7RG R PRI EE RS, SN PAC AT ST Ye sl s i FEL A7
25, PRSI IE RO ATPU, S34h, Bir-EsRi s i s P RS e B, IRk, ATP &%
1] DU AL AR, X2 PAC 4URYAHSCR E Ep d s R A

—J7H, ATP [UEHNA Cyt C SFE A A et T AERIRER, XA BITH S PAC R4H Cyt C XfF
DIET MIE AR, Cyt C LB FEAR G WIS 550, 7728 ATP, Cyt C i el n Nk k711
WA, TSI FER A UMARISZ R Z [ 0 AT 5678 . FEDREAITI Y, Cyt C FEM TR INE SR INE
WEEAGERN,, S 5RE TG B T S AR, 5B 2 B AR S N
FISMEERY Cyt C . Bk, & 3(b) Fon, XTHRZH SMX. 4 g-g' PAC, 8 g'g”' PAC. 4 g'g' PAC-
SMX. 8g'g ' PAC-SMX6 NiasH) Cyt C WIMKEESIN 34.3, 34.5, 41.4, 38.4, 34.4 F139.1lnmol-L™",

Ji—JiTH, ATP Saris ] Dk &8 S A et R F 1538 (F o0 HL/F o 7)Y
PEALHF CO, MR, SETHHMG F oo 2y HBER R, S 5I0EEIFE R A T H ™A A Py 1
%, Wi F o WEARDAIHMARS T, 8% H TR E iR Kk, W 75t hing F,,, 0
T (K 3(c)), XFR4l. SMX, 4gg' PAC, 8gg ' PAC. 4gg' PAC-SMX. 8 gg"' PAC-SMX {54
4 60.0, 54.3, 70.8. 71.7. 67.8. 72.4 U-L™'. 4 40 PAC WS s il F,,, MM A I m, 5ix
4 LR e R IR —200 , RIRHE R A58 T hnss . SSRGS PAC bR H BE
B RE EARHEZ R A PRI e AN HY, (48 F o, MBS FuH, #1k, 5% CHO-H,MPT iff )5 K
CH;-H,MPT, DIIKshfEZER M R 5348, PAC AE M ERMA AT DUESE = B i A T i, M
MHE—2L AR R BE R a3z SMX ], 15 PAC-SMX 27 e B Ts 14 B0 1
2.4 SMX 5 PAC MR ELEMIRRNT

ARSI A I A AT R A R AT 1009% 19 75 5 A ABLRE AR BRELR 3 L5198 15 )7 51 284K (amplicon
sequence variant, H) ASV, HJZ—FPTE 16S rRNA R FEH DS 7 s il i Ry 9 AR (e SO
) MR 3 WUEH, Sd4naEleh i SR E 7% (coverage) 3iA% 99.8% VUL, 1BHILIREE
il ASV IFZRBO AR, AT SR R N A P IE PR ETE SRS 0 . AT TR ) FE R AT DA
T FAREA Y AN (Alpha ZFEME) feil, HABEAFEEE (community richness) $8%0 EZALHE Ace $550HI
Chao 1 5%, BEEZAHEME (community diversity) $540f4% Shannon F§%A1 Simpson F54(*, Hrp, X410
WIS, HF SMX BEI, SMX 41H1 PAC-SMX 41 A SR F 5 YA AR T, JoHEL
SMX 41 FR&E AW, 1 PAC FOTSINEGE T SMX X 40 R 1 & R A A0 . 33— IS e A 25
HIEIL, TERGET SMX AR, HEMEZHEER S PAC BHINMMGE . X518 380, PAC sl
ABME SMX N A4 R T T 20
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*® 3 WEAEENMEIEE SN

Table 3 Analysis of microbial community diversity in bacteria and archaea

T FAS ACE Chaol Shannon Simpson B %
XJHRZH 20.33 20.00 0.65 0.72 99.99
SMX 20.00 20.00 0.49 0.79 100.00
4g-g' PAC 21.00 21.00 0.75 0.68 100.00
W
8 g-g' PAC 26.00 26.00 0.87 0.59 100.00
4 g-g"' PAC-SMX 20.00 19.33 0.34 0.86 99.99%
8 g'g' PAC-SMX 20.00 20.00 0.63 0.74 100.00
Xof BEZH 848.02 828.75 4.53 0.03 99.80
SMX 508 508 4.12 0.05 100.00
e 4g-g'PAC 782.54 764.4 3.85 0.09 99.70
AN
8g'g' PAC 699.37 689.5 4.43 0.04 99.90
4 g-g”' PAC-SMX 658.79 643.27 3.65 0.11 99.80
8 g'g ' PAC-SMX 639.55 632.06 4.02 0.04 99.90
ﬂn IZ;{I 4 Fﬁi\‘ , X‘T%éﬂfi m%gﬁ%[‘ ﬁ%éﬁ*@?{ = Mezhanosarcinq R Methanomassiliicoccus
Pl N B Methanobacterium [ others
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Mechanism of enhanced anaerobic digestion by PAC promoting direct electron
transfer for SMX wastewater treatment
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Abstract Antibiotics significantly inhibit anaerobic digestion, and it is important to optimize the treatment and
resource recovery of pharmaceutical wastewater by exploring simple and easy methods for promoting
interspecies electron transfer. Herein, the efficacy and mechanism of powdered activated carbon (PAC)-
enhanced anaerobic digestion for the treatment of high-concentration sulfamethoxazole (SMX) wastewater were
investigated. SMX with high concentration hindered anaerobic digestion, resulting in a 13% reduction in
maximum methane production. The addition of either 4 g-g”'(as COD) or 8 g-g”' PAC to the anaerobic digested
sludge could avoid the inhibition and significantly improve methanogenesis by 22.4% compared to the SMX-
exposed control group. In addition, PAC boosted anaerobic metabolic activity, enriching sludge with ATP, Cyt
C, and coenzyme F,,,, which were important energy storage and transport substances for microorganisms, as
well as direct interspecies electron transfer (DIET) flora and dominant genera associated with SMX degradation.
PAC could strengthen the DIET between the oxidizing bacteria in VFAs (Syntrophobacter and Syntrophomonas,
etc.) and methanogenic bacteria (Methanosarcina), facilitating the conversion of VFAs to methane.

Keywords sulfamethoxazole; anaerobic biodegradation; methane production; direct interspecies electron
transfer
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