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BA 5 32 30 B 25 4 B FL T A 15 Al R PIVA R [ 28
2B 22 B 25 40 R e ik Ak I

FRBERED Fhm!, T, Wk AL AP B 41, R i ™
LERKY, ZWEXAESHAEAEWESLRE, FEIK 400045; 2. 5/ K4 mBl2g2Abe, IR 400715;
3. T PR K 2 5 2 5 B 5 DS R A sl R Be v AL I Bk, EEER 400030

W B PR RSBV E NG RTIZE, SRS RGN TS Bk, AR
B TR BRI, W TG CEEIRE (PM) XU R R . 2 B 25 KT 23 DL 36 R s Al 2
RAEHALE . #R5E T PM B . IR . 4G pH MCSEFR R FIR IR L) 5t (HA . CI'. HCO,”. HPO,») Xt
ZEM ARG R IGE M. SRR, 2 PM HRENCH 7 pmol- L™, FUFEA N 12.55 mA-cm™., #4h pH K 5 AT,
F, b - e o PR A 2 B I B R B R B8R, RO 15 min I R HF I 2215 3R T 3k 4.92 log, [R] X % 40 B 47 19t
PEREPR BAT W IR, X 5 FhHTERE P SC I E ik 3.89 log MU A F2 IR 3R (99.99%), I HL AT Rl sk 40K rhik
£, A1k 96.4% HERER MU FE LBRE . AR BT TS SIAL B 5 A AN 32 2 P2 EE 4007, A R s 3 M2 BBk IR .
I N R AR —2 & B AR L RRR T A, RIS I N S RO B R . RIBAT R e R s . 1S kR
PR R L S 50 3 A2k 2 ke 3 B T A0S PR R D Mn(T), 0 120K R AE SEBRAK AR s R B A8 57 14 22 T T
2 RIGFT R 2 BREE ST o CIAT 2 B 25 KT 09 J% LR BEA S, HA . HCO, . HPO 2 Xt H R G AF I HfE A . LA
L AFFE S ST X il A R 2K IR R IR LS

KERIE  THZYANEE; TN PUMEIERR; SARERAN; itk

PUAERTEBRST . R DL SR RIS RO SR E R . SR, AR AE 2 03t BEA A ]
SRR EPAERREHEA KM, fEUEHTIEANEE (antibiotic resistance bacteria, ARB) FI47i 143K (antibiotic
resistance genes, ARGs) MfEREAIY H, HETCAEFRE V5 /KA EBET5 K & H B4, K
ARB HJ g SERIRYTA R , AZGmHiA: R ICEARTHIARI Y . ARGs ALl 455 5]
BHETCIE R RRE NI KO BN HS , dF—PnEiEia ARB #7417, HrAE Rt 2tk dic gt 5 1L
AL 21 e NSRRGSR —, PUERmZG M LR E e a R,

RGERKIHTEEOR , WA EE . SOMNHIE R AN RS, BB ABUGRKIAETE ARB, {HX]
ARGs M ZEMRA IR, EEAENTFE S ARGs #EEEMFIZ0, Wik, JFABR ST 5
ARB Fl ARGs Ff- R Rk i R A R E L ARSI R ROR AR E R B . RS Ltk
e ANSZR SN H b T A N 2 O . BRI ST R RO AR H B R T g
7, AR A B S I FEE ) U AR s B SO BERORA A S A B ks e HROW R AERR T %
PN RBRPE 9ok 2R LI REROR T F 2 LS B S s R 3 BN AR T RERI ), (B RE
FEAIBLAT S A PERR A2 i

HLIS AL B RRIR T (PM) BT AEAH S AL AR, PM I T5 05 Al P A v R b R 25
(RMnS), HuErc g 1T LBk ZRa I, SHAMR AR, Bis PM BOREA
AALRET IR . A A AR A pH & PV PR3, (BT LBk ARB Hl ARGs (FHCHFFEIE T
AR IS, BSRZERC BRI LERZ R NG AL, (AR AR AZ T R AR HR R 2 3s8
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JEYHUZ PRGNS, AT, B RS e B AR A AL B8R, BERSSCEL T S
FERLAEU 2, LT Uk, FRATTA B B 28 X S Ry AR & Fi 1% Ak e B R A 2 1T i T LAl i e = A
RMnS iR HERCR, DIARERR/K+ ARB 1 ARGs.

ZE LAnd, AWM T B SN A A IR R A R (F B -SRI ), B T
Xt BAM A 2 B2 KAFTEE (AR E. coli) BIRIGRER, FxHARNR LbkbiA:E . ARB M ARGs [H3LHE
AFOKETHREE TIPS, 89T AR E. coli FIKIGHIFELL L PM WP | HELI% ERIA LR pH X AR
E. coli KIGWIREM, DI AT msh B 1 r Ak ~Al BRI FH TR b A 2515 Y D SRR o S
AR

1 MR5REE

L1 ZREMHSER

LA . KA BL21(DE3) Hdtst A ER =1 Z£EFAE NCBL HRFT RS
AR ARA BRI S kR, Ead iR Table 1 Sequences ID of each gene in NCBI
AR S, RIIKE AT 2R A R A W [

P B RFERANT, A TR A e CBIADNBIL 00602
KRFFHN o ASCAd BT A R DU SRR RS G il -
[EI4E NCBI HFF14 S5 B0 1 s, ' GBIAPNBH01930
igﬁ%{& 4%—80 C ﬁ{&ﬂ@(}ﬁﬁk%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ Kpne_OmpK37 GBIAPNBH_03022
VKRR SRR T LB Bisks S sk, 37 C En GBIAPNBH_02504
TR FE 36 h JGPRAFT—4 C UKFIN . ¥ E kA PmrE GBIAPNBH_03040
TF100mL LB RZFEE, T37°C, 220r'min” Yojl GBIAPNBH_04059

T % H 3% 18 h, L 5 000 rmin” .0 10
min, PIREEETE THEKT, TE 3R EGREFREL, BHRLMTTEAET 12 mL LHE/K P53 HE
W MRS I BRI EAR A 107 CEU-mL™ (TG B /K B SE U e
1.2 FEMRSEE

TR EERE (KMnO,). BN (Na,S,0,). Bilikéh (NaSO,). S A L4 (NaOH)., Wiz
(H,80,). fEBFFRN (Na,P,0,) B R /r#r 4l ML BE (PD) M4 [ 11 22 5o kA AL B B 40 5 BR 2N D
SYTO9 Il [ FE8R KHIRBHL 2N il BREF4ERS (B4R 4 om, JEEE 2 mm) W F NS T 24 EATRAE; LB A
R (FAEEN 10 ¢ LY, AN 10 gL, BERREN S g L), LB BRI (EUkEy 10 gL', HEAE
10 gL', BERHEN S gL', BillE 30 g L) HSEm =il

FESLEANES - R E L (TG16-WS, IR I =T E A RA A, i TAES (SW-CI-
IFD, ML ZEESHAGRAT); SHEKEH (DSX-280B, IR ZESF#M) ); fHREFAE (SPX-
250B-G, LR sl A BRA R BRI ) RGIEIRAE (ZWY-103D, IR T AR il A PR A
Al); WHEIRAAL (CY-30S, gL BHE A RAE); ER AR (PS-303DM, HIIT L i A FR
oNHE)); WEENEE (FZI-101K, FPRAMEIE S A TR

NG BRI
1.3 STk R T4t

FEL A - R PR AT AR 2 K 22 I 24 KA BLK
RSB0 BN P 1 T/ o SR TR B B F A B

W, BRI SZEERETAERE B, FMZMRIEE A 2 cm. - s
FiE i 500 mL 5256 1 1 B TG B BB AR R, R ‘ \ o O
50 mmol-L™ Jo/K B R AN FEL I (AT 23 L IR 1%

HL A VAR N ARG AR RRAIG) , (R B s LRI R

FEOMRA . NI, ek s R At s e E1 SWEEREE

B, FIIITEAEIE, SRERON PM, (HSCERKEE Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of experimental device
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MBAR st B . SEgeH, AR E. coli WIGRWEEZ) A 10" CFU-mL™, PM ¥R 7 umol-L™, H
WA 12.55 mA-em™, BWEPILE pH i 5, HURERTEI 0, 3. 5. 8. 10, 15 min, M REE 1 I I
BU1 mL BERINA 30 pL STk R 4% B BRERENA A K 2EA 14307

1.4 ®NSHTTE

1) E RO BB KSR 1 mL ERH 50 mmol- L BIBRERENIATR LA 10 153 Bk R e LM B
Z3E YRR, B 100 pL J5 TSRS ATER SNG4 TE LB BUIsREFRE (&% 16 pg L WUFAE) |, T 37 °C 1HiR
B aER 24 h ST RIBAT R R BRR ARG (1) 1153

n =1og(No/N) (D
e n ARECERREE, logs N, Al N RN FTAS N R ZAT R, CEU-mL™,

2) qPCR 741, f#iH] Bacteria Genomic DNA Kit il £ (CWBIO, China) B H11 DNA JfE 5L
KP4, 382t 2¢O i PCR X%k 22 5 1 245 K AT B8 B 485405 1.5 AP e CpxA . Kpne_OmpK37 .
Emrd, PmrF. Yojl V4T int I3 47 % A5 . qPCR [ W A& Z K 20 uL, i 2xSYBR qPCR
Mix(ABclonal, China)10 uL, 5% FIR 4 1 pL, DNA % 1 yL, ddH,07 pL, &HEFEG1YFE) W3 2;
qPCR ¥ #8558 95 °C FAEME 1 min J5, 95 °C 281 20s, 55 CiBk 20s, 72 °C #Eff 35 s, L 40 M
W, Pt PCR RMWAE QuantStudio 1 SERZERE T pCR A4 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) Hi17

=2 BEESMFS

Table 2 Primersequence of each gene

A 5% izl PR B/bp  RA(P<0.05) PR/
int I 3-F TGAACAGAGTAAAGCACGAA

int I3 455 0.9962 98.48
int I 3-R GCTCACTGGACCGAATAA
CpxA-F GTGGTGGCGGCGTCTATT

CpxA 425 0.9993 100.67

CpxA-R GGCGGTCGGCGTGGATAAAG

Kpne OmpK37-F. ATTCCAGGATGTGGGTTC
Kpne OmpK37 393 0.9991 89.95
Kpne_OmpK37-R . CGTTGTGGTAAGGCAGGT

AGCGTCTGCTCCTCCTTCTCA
EmrA-F

EmrA C 382 0.9885 91.46
Emrd-R GGCACACGGCGTTGTAGTC
PmrF-F ATTATGGCGGGATTCAGT

PmrF 444 0.9857 106.14
PmrF-R ATGTAAGCAGCGGTGTTC
Yoj I-F CCTGTCAGCGGCGAACAACC

Yoj I 400 0.9975 105.18
Yoj I-R GCTGGCGTAAGTTTCCCT

3) AL REINAE . 3 E OB I (Waters 2 695) ME A PG JLWIERIRIUFR 2 (TCH) BYMRIE ., X
AL COSMOSIL 3C18-MS-11, S84MGINERT-S-h Waters 2487, KalllZ&4 k. A 25 <C, i
IR 20% I ZAEFT 80% 1) 0.5% VKR, Wit h 356 nm. FFERFETH 0.22 um FORGE IE S IE B ki
AN i RIS

4) TEMEARIAE o SRS WOERETT (T6 Britae, Jbat ¥l F RN B F]) e KL A (A7
PERRYIRD . FESCRKAE T S i f AL RN (PP) AR 00 =M, SRS 58 4h-n] WG RETHAE 200~
700 nm FHATAUEKAT, IR 258 nm R Mn(IID)-PP (IEFIENZ 4

5) RN 75 AIAIEASWEE : RAFMBE T RS (Quattro S, SEEIFEER CH/RAF) WEAL T
JE KGR R TIEA . dIMGEEYE . SR SYTO9 F1 PI 2 Fhukbit RMmFF s gL, 7EfElE o8 mis
(IX71-12FL/PH-DP70, HZABAREETA ) NSRG4 RGE SR . A R S B0 5 7 L0
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W, A 50 uL SYTO9 5§ PI Yekl, 7EZIR FEOGYLE 30 min, FHEIEDOERMEWERSE ML 050, 4
OB et A A RIS Y B TR f B P PR R (JY 96-TIN, T HB 2 A RS A F]) H Lk 60% BT
B 1 min, 08 (RlE N T BEMEH A ) (Bt db Y TAEFFTRT) BB S vy i A v oy — sk i
Al AMMER R . R AR S v AR TP S R A B S A b, AN ATP ¥REE . SRIHZIIhRERT
P (SpetraMax i3x, 3£[E Molecular Devices) Il 2R RAMHETFE G ATP . B4t ATP. B ATP ¥k
B, HrpiE s ATP BFFEH 0.22 um BT ERSEIE, 28R BacTiter-Glo™ A=W & GHEAA & CHg 2%
HEYIHAA TR F]) UEAH A il o

2 HER5VHS

2.1 TEHEZST AR E. coli FIRGERR

£ AR E. coli W20 107 CFU'mL™", PM O e phogherbema s
PRy 7 pmol L™, HLRAEEH 12.55 mA-cm”?, s} o
Bk pH K 5, SLIRIED 15 min (9Z%0F T, B9 o e S
THUR . BREL. R EERRRE . R o | e
B BB R R A B P R e S R R = [ >
AR E. coli BIHRIFARUE, HoP ARk z hyimg =2
k. I 2 B, . TREIE AR |
X} AR E. coli JWFTRERRGR, RWBKEXT ARE. . | /= T gt
coli TMEMT IR L B R R ST e P .
S 7RG R TR 0 A L B B RS RR R B XT AR B ooz A e B0 e

S Hsf ] /min

2 TEWAR. REZRXSEMARGITERI AR
Fig. 2 Inactivation of AR E. coli by different
processes and reactors

coli FIRTER L BRZR51 0 2.03 . 2.44 F1 4.92 log,
FL A B - B PR A T B S A R B = T 2:89
log, FUIMBREAERABAMET, BiGk PM BEBH
PR THE RO . X —J7 1 ] g B TRk
PM 7= A HAG 35 i SR A SR L 7 s PR ST, REISIGE KR AR E. coliy 53— 5, WRHBIEA
F & LB F AR LR AR, 315 AR E. coli (OHERTIRR, MIMAR G RIERS, Shmise 7 ik
RIBTRCR,

AN, X HE T AR AR S g SR 2B U R 25 AR E. coli BIIGRRER . HPAaC R pe S v 4%
(AR AL . WA RIE -5 B 2R U DR se ], FR IR R IR 2 v, A ssd R A
(FE-TRH-TRARRET) XF AR E. coli FXPELEBRR IO R 1.24 log. X RTRERH TRAM ZEB R A
NV AIESE T SR T PM [rl B FAL AT RO, S AR R, ITEA R SE RMnS A=k, FFsim
5 AR E. coli Wi, weoh, A5 KRB, R AR LBR SRR N PR, TR, B EE
BRSNS T A Y2 SRR FLA L N R A TR
2.2 HREREEEBFIERARB & ARGs BIEE

HE—AAR5E T B R PR AR R A T, RIS BN RIR B ERRIUIA 2 (TCH) . AR E. coli
HAErs ARGs 1siig. WE 3(a) Fin, TCH #ANMKEEH 1 pmol- L™ B, I 5 min B, TCH ABRFHGHA
#| 86.2%, W 15 min FHHEE 2 96.4%, HXt AR E. coli WIRHEL 5 B R A AT 445 4.61 log 247, iK%
99.99% MY 2BRF . 24 TCH BNk N 5 pmol-L™ i, Hi B - 4R FREF A 226 TCH {ThREIAE 89.5% HY2=
g%, xR L B - AR R AMA % TCH il AR E. coli HA RAFAI IR EBRE0R .

SKH qPCR HARIAS TiZIA R HIIH ARGs FIRLAE. H1TF DNA Hiffi it ARB K 02 H 5 R
VISR T ARGs BT, 305 A3 s A AR B I R A s i s ()24 PRI, ASBiFSHs PM
JiE 7 pmol L™ $2/5 % 140 pmol-L™, JWEFHIAER 2 90 min, X%tk AR E. coli #5171 5 MUtEEER 2
Mt 25 5L K Kpne OmpK37. CpxA, WVEHINIPIAE R Emrd, IKERBUER PmrF ., Yojl FIEA T
int 13 BEBRIGOLHEAT AT, QKL 3(b) Pz, iR R e [a] 3 R AT SRR 359 ARGs RBRAICE, [
5 min i}, BIXT ARGs ikF] 2.56~2.89 log Ay EHIACR , SN ITH] 90 min I X4 L BRFH — Pt m 2



%5 8 4 SRIGERESS . MR 2 s xS R A A R TG AL R A PR AT A % () A0 L R 22 T 24 2 1 S et 2193

100 [TCH],=5 pmol - L~ s 3 o

B3 [TCH] =1 pmol - L'
80 —=— ARE.coli 5

int I3

] cpxA

% Kpne OmpK37
EmrA

V) PmrF

60

40t

TCHZ:5:%/%

AR E.coli Log(N,/N)
Log (ARGs¥5 11 )

20

N

0 3 5 10 15 o s NZ a5 | 90
SN Hif [A]/min SN [A]/min

(a) TCHAHIAR E.coliZ: 4§ (b) ARGsEBRZHR
E3 BiAR-=EEEA RS TCH. AR E. coli 1 ARGs HIEIRTERIER

Fig. 3 Simultaneous removal of TCH, AR E. coli and ARGs by electric cathode-permanganate process

3.39~3.89 log, FMIZIKZR =419 RMnS X ARGs #i1iA mE vk, Ba&FR—RKEE iRt
f, B T, T, MAMESTN3A9 ARGs KRS CIES I i A E 2GR I 2R, H
l 3(b) AT A, IZAR R XY ine T3 01 ik 3.87 log MM R0HI8, 3551 99.99% 1 25 Bk%, X Ui RMnS X}
ARGs K FAT I E IR
ZIRZENT ARGs BB AIHIIEAT REfR: . FIGAL PM 24209 RMnS 5S4l & A= S AL I s 0, T
AR ATEMAA (ROS), WEBEITEF . A& E, MAIiEHERIREIL, RMnS 15 LASE AL,
5Py ROS e [r] Ak ity ARGs i % 22 8] 1) 2088 sl IR % ARGs 1) DNA J B2, D47 8% 25 B
ARGs. DI IFZ5HRFRY, ZAKRZXT ARGs HAT W E M ABRACE, AWl ARGs WK AL Fbi A Rt
BFEREIXS: . 25 LR, s IR - A R A R AENE R AL B /K A= 2 . ARB Ml ARGs, 0B 502
2.3 AR E. coli BYRGENIE
1) FEGEEY RGN, BFSERE, TEHE AL PMARR S, Mn(I),, R FEMTEEDRD, FoAk A ik
(‘OH) FIHRIRAR H B 3E (SO, ) JL AR FFEAE I, BUT BEH A R -OH AV IR (S 3 28 BUR 6%
10° mol™ s HEEHAEA-OH F1 SO, B KH] (NERFHCN 9.7x10° mol™ s F1 2.5%10" mol™ s7)P%,
P S2 e AR AR, TR R RN 0.1. 1 mmol-L™ AR T ESFN FF G -OH 1l SO, S S 77EAE 45 A
Kl 4(a) s, BOMEEKFISHAZRH AR E. coli (KIETCREM, RINZIAZRS, -OH f1 SO, I AZ5 AR E.
coli (3G o PRI, Hi B - A P A 3 3% AR E. coli 1 SN Hh 2 £ B4 FH A2 16 4 Min(TD),,, 1/
4k-OH H1 SO, 115281
DIEZA R FEAE ST Mo(D),,, 547 Mn(ID),, 2855286, SEREREN (PP) 5 Mn(1ll),, #9
FaEL A Mn(IlD), -PP 7EHK 258 nm Ab2x B RFHEMIERY . BORASCIHBINA PM WRIERUR, 2335
PG BIREAE s AH i TOCRERR T REAAEDR2E, PIZE 4TSI Mn(1lD),-PP 15, Fr4ihn PM ¥
JE R 100 pmol-L ™', A5 R ANE 4(c) FE 4(d) Wirn, WBRIRAIINIE , #£ 258 nm Abs7 R H BURFAETRZ I
U BB 2L I3 T, e P AR AR WS WA N T3 5, 3 6 B P A - R PR AR ZR i S A T
Mn(1ll),, H Mn(Il),, s2&H1 PM FEFIGL)7 Az . itt—E 500k Mn(ID),, BYEAAERT, 1R &R oA mlik
FERY PP, MK 4(b) nTLIEH, BEEHIIAARY PP #BEEM 7 pmol-L™ F] 700 umol-L™, AR E. coli K IEHER &
FREAR S X RW] Mn(Ih),, & AR E. coli KIG I FEGMER R, &5 ERTIR, H B -2 0 MR 91 1K 3% A= i
Mn(Il),, AN (2)~(4) s,
MnO;+8H"+5¢"—Mn*"+4H,0 )
3Mn*'+2MnO; +16H +5¢"—5Mn (1ll),,, +8H,0 3)

2Mn (1), +2H,0-Mn* +MnO,,+4H" 4)
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6r 6 r—=—PP=0 pmol - L'
—e— PP=7 umol - L'

5 p—a—PP=70 pmol - L'
—v— PP=350 pumol - L'

4+ % s & i 4t o PP=700 pmol - L
g L %
z 3 23
o YRR K )
3 )l /4 —e— TRV 3 2l

- - - U T #=0.1 mmol - L'
- & - BT FE=1 mmol - L-!
- v H#E=0.1 mmol - L'

ol ¢ =1 mmol - L' ot
02 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 0 2 4 6 .8 10 12 14 16
52 il /i 5 1 i
(a) HE BUT WESTAR E.coliX B 2B 3R A5 10 (b) HEERHINTAR E.colix #i 2B 15 M

200 300 400 500 600 700 200 300 400 500 600 700

i K/nm P K /mm
(c) B H 7K Mn(IID)-PPiY 443 il 4] 1% (d) SR N Mn(IID)-PP Y 2 4 il Pl i

4 PREIFERFVEETIST AR E. coli 3 ABRZFRINFN K K RIFZ AR LK FIEAA Mn ()PP B2 1IEERE
Fig. 4 Effect of various quenching and complexing agents on the inactivation of AR E. coli and UV—vis spectra of
Mn( Il )-PP in cathode effluent and beaker

2) AR E. coli KiFidFEFTR . NRFTNHFER AR E. coli MMIERGEBIEEL, R SYTO9 il PI 4
BTN HTE AR E. coli Y05 RO R0 F WS, SYTO9 & —F ] LLZEgE A i 4% (0 AL R YL B,
REIRIRT AR CIG AN FIAEAN T, PTE—Fhnl LA Z5B BARANIEILT (o iR ek, HEERRICAEANFTY ., I,
LA AR F AN B B A S KT R, T4k (9 U A SE R AR A AT R . AnIEl S(a)~
(c) i, ROHET, Pt e, sesotaRFREL; NV 8 min 5, ZLAFOGEEHNZ; [V 15 min
J&, JUPERiEA R AT 5, FRHH B - R R A R RENS A B N M s 1, DT et
XTI T

it — IR NIRRT AR E. coli JEAZEAL, RAFHFEFINE VAT AR E. coli FZRETEA. N
E 5(d)~(0) I, JSOWET, KIFGFFEZEMoEE . R BEFPR; RV 8 min J&5, F0 KA BE4s R
WK, REJFARH B . s, EA TR R sCt; [ 15 min J5, KIGFFREREHI“EHIREG . 25
A, BEIARRRE, AN o B AR - R R A 2R AR B Min(TIT),, AT LA RUBIR AR E. coli 45
FIEES, R, IIMEETR 296, X520 B RIEas e —k.

MR B TG IR R, SR AEIRFGS AR, N8 (MDA) &Rt A b ry B2 ™=
PR R, E T RNV AR MDA M EAS L, ANIE 6(a) Fis, MDA RS EFHAR#E. MDA #
JETH & — Iyt T RO AR A Mn(ID),, NSMRBIAAIR AR BB F2 5 5 —JrTi, Mn(Ill),, ¥k
YN AR, BRI ROS S8 THE, ML AR (4 B 43, 0 8 min J&, T
MDA #E IR AL, BB

AN, RE T RN R R R R R AR L, A 6(b) R, EEE R R RS BT, DR
PRI e 25 A [1B302 1 2 W10 93 G452 B A N s o W10 3 545 O | S = V0 19 S 1 1 (AN ZN 1]
RN 5 min J5, HFEARFERER, MR/ NFREGER, SO ERE R, LY
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(a) 0 min SYTO9%¢):

(d) 0 min AR E. colifZmiiE 24

(b) 8 min PIZ¢

(e) 8 min AR E. coligg i

(¢)-15 min PIZ&5

(f) 15 min AR E. colifE i JE 7%

5 EEAR-SIEERIMAR T AR E. coli FIRK BEEI R RE

Fig. 5 Fluorescence microscope and SEM images of AR E. coli in electric cathode-permanganate process

MDA J%/(nmol - L)

JZ i l/min
(@) R P MDA AR AL,
6 FAMAR-SHIIMARR ROIIIEHH) MDA MEBERRRERELKL

Fig. 6 The change in MDA and total protein concentration during the electric cathode-permanganate process

2L H IR - B R P 24 1 Min(I),,
FECKIHFF RA RSB EZ 40, BT

ATP JE iy s 0AEIG PEAYFE AR, R BRI
E— 20 2 RN G AR ATP Ik AR AL . B
ATP JZHIPN ATP FIjES ATP G, & 7 B
7, RN IFG ZE RV 5 min BF, 3 ATP #REE I
NATP ¥ B2 & il il R %, BSh ATP W E -
Tt XRWI R NETH, 75 Ma(ID),, BRI,
ATP A A2 2 (B 2 a B HIY, A s o 2%
TR, FEE, BTz, P ATP B
W, S 8 min J5, & ATP Fffi4h ATP ¥ JL
TAHSE HRREE TR, FeBH RO B v 20 i i ot
T, AT ATP 3 H A ATP RSHH A
FRRRARD)

Sol

(=]
w

5 8 10 15
Sz 8] /min

(b) F g aad e v A 1 ik e AR Ak

25000
—eo— HATP
_ 20 000 —a— JHNATP
= —— JfuNATP
S 15000
g
<
=
& 10000
A
[_'
<
5000 |

0

0 é élt 6. 8 10 1.2 14 1.6
o Bt ] /min
7 EERAR-SERR R R RO IETR) ATP JREEL
Fig. 7 The change in ATP concentration during the electric
cathode-permanganate process
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AR EARSRER, Gl 8 JAgN T R I - ERIRFIMAR R L BR AR E. coli XH: ARGs BIHLIFIII L .
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Fig. 8 Schematic representation of the disinfection mechanism of electric cathode-permanganate process
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Simultaneous removal of ARB and ARGs by cathode flow-through reactor
coupled with electro-activated permanganate process
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Abstract The issue of antibiotic resistance has received worldwide attention, especially its spread in water
environment. To address this challenge, a cathode flow-through reactor was. established in this study, then the
effects and mechanisms of electro-activated permanganate on antibiotic removal, inactivation of antibiotic
resistant Escherichia coli (AR E. coli), and reduction of resistance genes (ARGs) were investigated. The effects
of permanganate dosage, current density, initial pH value, actual water bodies and water matrices, including
humic acid (HA), chloride ion (CI), bicarbonate (HCO,"), hydrogen phosphate (HPO,*), on the inactivation of
AR E. coli were investigated. The results showed electric cathode-permanganate process had significant
synergistic disinfection effects at the permanganate concentration of only 7 umol-L™', the current density of
12.55 mA-cm 2, and the initial pH 5, achieving 4.92 log removal rate after 15 minutes. Meanwhile, the process
exhibited a significant removal effect on the ARGs carried by the bacteria, resulting in a 3.89 log reduction
(99.99%) in five ARGs. In addition, this process can also-efficiently remove antibiotics, and could remove
96.4% tetracycline. Scanning electron microscopy images. revealed that the treated bacteria were severely
damaged and their cell membrane integrity was disrupted. Through further confirmation, it was found that lipid
on the cell membrane were oxidized, while intracellular substances were gradually released and degraded,
resulting in complete inactivation of AR . coli; Detection of reactive manganese species and masking
experiments identified Mn(IIl),, as the primary disinfecting active species. In actual water, the process showed
an excellent removal ability of AR E. coli. The presence of Cl” had no effect on the inactivation of AR E. coli,
while HA, HCO, and HPO,> all inhibited the inactivation process. The above result provides a reference for
inhibit the spread of antibiotic resistance in aquatic environments.

Keywords AR E. coli; disinfection; ARGs; permanganate; electrochemistry
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