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Abstract: Antibiotics in livestock wastewater are a major source of new pollutants PPCPs. With
the widespread use of antibiotic feed additives in livestock farms, the hazards caused by

antibiotic pollution in the environment have attracted attention. Membrane technology has the
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advantages of large treatment scale, simple operation and high efficiency, and has received wide
attention in the wastewater treatment industry this year. This article outlines the progress of
research on conventional membrane technologies such as nanofiltration, forward osmosis and
reverse osmosis in antibiotic wastewater treatment, highlights the preparation principles of
several modified membranes, and compares their treatment effects, characteristics and
advantages, and looks forward to the future development direction of membrane technology in
livestock antibiotic wastewater treatment.

Keywords: Livestock wastewater; Antibiotics; Membrane technology; Modified membrane.
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BEE KM B B RESNRE, SaWEHRINKEIESR, WiAAE, 20134FKE
AT Z162 HMifiEzR, HA252% 8 ZHTER0LY. &&REKPE LRPAER
FEARFE I (SM). TUIF R 2K (TC). TR (QN). KA ANEEE (MA). AEFERE
(GM) 5. 2 PiERIESNDIGIE TR, 53208 30%~90% PABTA: 2 544 &
U= P 3G B W) AT PRI N FRFA IR K™, I e PR 7K A 4 3 N IR B 7K Ak 5 9t 7K 2B
VRN, FEUES PR A TRl SR IR RN E AR, 1 SO B AN A
EREIAE AR B SE HHo HAE RN 2 PEPE =™ B, XinZExf) AR 18 MR
YRR 155 MRER (BB RIS e R B . Rt A% 28 I DR R ) AT 0, 3%
for th O P AR B 25 BE K] (ARGs), HA DURRgmpuith S A & AR 2500 . Al 8, oK
HOABRT R = 1 R ELM IR G - WS FE & FR (CTC) H ik %] 563.8mg/kg
(F3%), U E (TC) MLFHZ (OTC) i m=iE 737 4 34.8mg/kg 122.7mg/kg, ¢ H 145 rh
) TC FI CTC =l 2r L 2 1 196.7ng/kg A1 477 8pg/kg o ] R T2 sk oy b i 76 7 A
15 11 > AR 37160 ARGs &5 BN A HEAT RAE, UEWI FRFE A8 ARGs )38 38 77 75 Al K B 17
B BRI R AR B SE R KR R K R ERAS I 2 A E A, e T
ARGs 7E DI E IR IE, 8 AR RILT SOMIBTER R 451 P 2414
B ARGs M A S IR BRI N A RAZE BB . BT, TECE I HI14MNT1SYE
(R <IN SK 4T TR T 24 B0k B BB E AR AL, SR A e g g AE 2 A s RS IR BT
2021 5ERAT T CHris Aeymia AT T ), S RSHTs RS 7 IR br.

HAT, PrARBRKMAE V5 B Ak W, SR E ks, m Rk
BUAE IR IR i RAE R T8 8 R G KRB, R & & 5 8 Bl i 2 9
SN b A% % T RE AN 37 b TR SR AR KT, Bao ZELLAEC 1 53.1. 100+ 150.3mg/kg = Fhifk FE 1)
CTC 75 B NS S HE AL A2 P 1 B AR S L, 28d )5 53.1mg/kg [ CTC BV 4 5¢ 4 2Bk, A M
& 42d JE T 6% AR EE™;  Mohring 5070 T ) LM i R i A 370 25 PR AT AL I A2 1 %
fiE s L, Rl FE O (SMZ). filf fid B s e (SM). il i s g (SDZ)~ Tl fie Hh 2% 2% (SDM)
IS AEIE (TMP) 400 34d LT 54 Bk, Ml HERE (ST). ff i 48 B2 (SMIP) Ffis fi%
T HEERE (SMT) IEAE1E 27%~60% NS5 IR, BiAE 22 BIRTA6 R 5 22 S 6 S A 0 1) 7 HR e



MR ATREP LR, MRAER 1 7] WAL Gk AL BE T ZANAFE IG5 4™ B . AL BECRA
BIR 3 SV A A R, AH P 3 U AR AT DLAC BEUAE B IIR P S v, B ACR A
E%o

Table 1 Comparation between traditional water treatment process and conventional membrane technology

Hbx

TEHR = HCARR KR A TR TEAE I 1] 85 Bk

INER 7=25+0.5"C, pH=7.5~8.0 o, T IGERAT L TR

s O PN wmmatosoowM O jum. s 2l

igg SDZ  40mg/L  pH=3, HFEF 10mA/cm® 74.1% WMk E R [13]
XF T KB & 2% 1 52 B

HeE%tk sSDz  10mg/L pH=9 91.7% JE/KFRIE LBRFAN  [14]
N55.7%

FEFFED e 5 o, BB

S TC  20mg/L T=25°C, pH=9 61.98% 5yt [15]

= REERME K

‘\7;%‘ e =054 N y =6.7~6. e y—
JGBENL TC 400mg/L  T=2540.5°C, pH=6.7~6.8 2" 00/ sy

[16]

TMP.

P 7=25+1.0C, pH=9, 0.5mol/L . s

BiE N e s ~1009 ft b

EBE ;ﬁz 500mg/L NaClE R K 100%  TTRERAE IR Z Ak [17]

AR, WO BEHEARREIERME. 2B EBEm SR &2 R, )
Iy B FEARAMAE FLAE /N0 3 A TRGE I (MF). HBIERE (UF). 4881 (NF). &iBiE R (RO)
S, IR PR R i S 2 A T 2 Bk b 1 A B IR AR MR TR S, AR BRI
BB IR A IS T BUN T BA R AR AR AR E a8 Rl AL B
PUAE Z R AR B A AR JE I et M, I8 & P oA R b B R, MR E AR gk —
RS %,

2 R ARAE P AR TR K A B R B 7

H AT BB R AL B GU I B 2224z, HRER I TR E ERFUERK
K, JUHE X AR P 2 R R BT A R BRI FIE LR ke B B IEAKPHERD TE
Z97E 150 £ 5000 2 18], p 9 BEA) LA #R AT ABEAT R B o (E2 78 8 SR /K P A 1 X e i
YRz, WWEK, CODREAJLT LimgL, BFMMAASES, K. KEBIHE
PRI, 3K R IR A PR S P T W AT Bl o

2.1 RO JEFANF &

5% (RO) IRFLIZTE0.5~10nm 2 [1], fEBIE ) ZHes), fetgidd Ko7 IHH 30
ST EKT 100 HNY; 998 (NF) LA — BN 1~2nm, AERE 70 7 & 150 ALK
LT, PIE MR BB RR LT 4E & (CA). FEILERHN (SPS) & T &Y. UM%
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(TO)E & & T8 i W AR I B R A A AR 7, Hoor T8/ IF H B A R IR 1
KA B T 2050 H LB BN A TR . 2598 S5 T M — 244 N H AW (Torray) 2
F] TMN 251 2~ 55 5 e S e 4 AN eI DL S UTCT0UB £241 2~ 05 i S e s 2N U &
MG (AT A AR 0.5m?) % TC (WL R, seinsh R B, NF BRI RO XK H TC
HAWMIER, HWP SR RE, BT R85, Jie. HHESEIKLE T Z RO
JECFINF B A BEACR 3, (R A5 EEAH 2 — BRI (AR AT AR BE, 0] f (A R AR B2t 75 2
IS SIS AT IR T, T ELAG B TC 7 P IR T %) SRR 2 51 e J 7L BH ZE 0t izt A
AT RGeS BB 4

22 BRIEBIE (FO) B

1EBIE (FO) JEANR T iBid, HUF R 3 E LR EGH (draw solution, DS) FllJERNE
(feed solution, FS) [A][RIBIEIE 2 NIKEN J1, ANTHEEANINEJFIEFERE &,  [FI RS Je e
WA XS BEAR, TEWE KR KA R K A BRSNS T2 o 1 38 A7 S5l P52
Aquaporin A/S 23w $E AL 45 A KB TE B BB (IEZE ), L4278 0.6nm, Xf 500pg/L (1) H
SEAELE (TMP). TUIRER (TC) AL HGME (SMZ) HEATHEU B IR, Ko 26 1F R B e
A DLHEIT 100%,  EARIEZR [ A SMZ AH [Rl iy et 2 7= A AR AR, HILARTS B B BE IR
A 3 A B B RS G E RS 80, ik ZE A AR T SMZ 8 RE, (H
BB T G R AR g 8 93> 2 TA) o7 B0 5 RO FIE B F 32 waond TC B, BB 2% A
TEFHEAERSE, PUAERNEE RS SIS 7R SEEREE K I A B 5258 o A AR 1
MR SMZ B tE LR N 91.20%, Tiig il FO IR — it /K iy SMZ, B 2 i
= A T 95% " SR, SR IR E AR BE R /K A P AR 2O T A20E 3K Bhl,  HLSEPR
BEA R A KA NIRZEWRAG R T RE, IS BCELFRAKIERIR/DN,  52 M AL R R0,

3 HCPERAE DA Z R K R

HETRAT W, W&/, MHAEFR. Fafi. EOMBEFERRA, S TIA R
28 N A B 8 R /K R S s L Y R 22 (I 9 AT T G Dy AP TS () bl 2% 5 S

PSR o T RN T RIBIERAGEIEL 2 7], £1°5100~2000Da, #E# H
ZRPUAE RGOS G, B SEBREAE A g8 I i I E B RS AR, R MLV A
WA Bt AR AT, OB SR I R B = AP g E i (LES-90. NF-SH. Desal-
DK) fEE AR (FEE. 8. LR OB PER) Fi2 i 5 B3R 1 3R A 85 5 & AR 4 sGE
¥, SEUBEFLA ML AR AR H e R A R A B s I ER, DU BRI
IR (R 90 S A 40 7K B AE 5~25 L/(m?-h-bar) 2 [8]2Y) #i4x S 3L 4T A RE
FEMBGE N, R G ZENG Y.

FEL P 14 B o R H T A8 TR 2 A4S, Sof AT SO AN PT DABR IS SR T i fy . $2
PR S K AT 3E — 25 8 v L i A AR %, IR AT DLt — itk is AT i, T PUK R
FaE VER R 5E R0 ot , AT AR R 00 I Ak 345 A v ¥ Lo B (1 ) R o 3l i A Ak ek R T
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Btk ORBESE ST, BRI A BB, B A S R K Ab B AR
SAFEIE .
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qE
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Fig.1 Common membrane modification technology paths
3.1 AR
AAA U G T A S B — L Th e SE ] SN B R G Y T, Tk 2 A Y
JEENR B 1 BE . R E Ak & R B i 3R £ i T 5 R = B (TMC) Sl A2 &

T2 &R O AT A NN, I U S R A N AL v S B R Ry
NTEWESH, RRBEE BRI RNESPIERD, 2, FHS> 7=
600g/mol I3 3L 5 20—l 57 189 2000g/mol {4 VU B 3if 52 I B 2. WA Ay 7K B A i 1
HINR O R A O E I EAT LR R K BE,  AlKiB I I ] 453k 13.210/(m? h-bar)
5 9.4L/(m*h-bar), JSEAfES0IAI 2K P 5 SR S S A 3 £ LA B, R IFLAR A
N 0.42nm A10.38nm, %% B 4> T2 5 A 677.8g/mol 5 496.2g/mol,  H1 T 45 1L A1 (1 ik 42 F%
W, 1% b g 8 Bk B R 5 I 5 G M e S I U BE S5 MPDA/TMC 4 44 JE B A L
(Sbar %) 7.8L/(m*h-bar)), AHIFEE TR L ZEEE GIERETEE S 45650 5,
X 100mg/L 2 A1 8 2 (RIEMEH 2R IE BT R) B 92.4% DL B %K.

3.2 FEXM

FE 1) 29 THT o M R TR L SR T 5 N TR R B e B RE ], B A R SR B AR
BRI LR, AT DL (PSF) AEIEE MRS, 4% 7 DL IR (TA) M R-2,4 =5
TR (TDI) AU REJZ I ANUENE, il 22 BRIV LR I 1 S5 AL AR K Ag,PO, L AL )=
B3] 7 BA W WAL 1) Ag,PO, B A g e, BRI fakIy s, dikKEEN
4.5L/(m*h-bar)*. 1% BA REF DGR RS, X a] WOGIOSCR R, FAL A= BB,
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Wk 25 O FELIRT I N R . 12 T i i R STR I (SMIZ) R R VD L (CIP) W RS ek B k8
i 90%. 7 pH=7 21T, A WO NIZ4T 300min N, A ALHA A 16cm®, R JE )y 10mg/L
(1) SMZ F1 CIP & &5 B ff 3 KT 90%.

EEAR AR O S A IENR T I 2 BT IR E Sk, v —P ik
LA, 0 2 A AT R RE MPDA/TMC & A 40 S8 M5 1 3 4% LA B0, S8l i 5 bRl R
AL 77 R R LA AT DA SO B A T FE SR AL G, AT 1% 4 R
BMERE. — &AM, EME G RN S AT M R R EIA 93.1%, BIE W R
20.5L/(m*h-bar). 4N 800mg/L Iy, VI RA LTI B ItkRe: Gid KA H % Fh g
WOR BT E, WEHEEREE SRS, 1iL90% A L. RAEE TR (GA). KL
W J (PEL) 34 78 i) & 8 B i A A 9N IE M, ~FIFL12 2075 0.53nm, &> TEL N
950.0g/mol, #li/KiZiEiHEIA 18.0L/(m>-h-bar), /N T 40", KL EA BIFHSEKMERE
AR S (5 G PE e o PP IRAERE S . DUE R IA R R Re AR e, VAR R . 4
HERNEREE N 25°C, HERLE 38 Sbar, #ERHATE A TOL/M I, %R B B 75 8 2 (KIF TS
25) (13535 5 Al w7k 8.26L/(m*-h-bar), B X 96.3%.

3.3 HIEXM

VR AR AT DL R R 4 A HLEAAR R SRR e 3, 3R & BRI RE . R T 5
K MERHLIRE RS, AR TL VR R AP B AT 20 9 T AL TR RS AN ML VR AR, i s
(R~ 2 FL4% 4 3~100nm,  PAR J) 9 #ESh 7y, 8 N T80 B IR AR G ok AR 4y 1+, T IEA
& T REAR S TR RZAGII R, FR S KREN —H K (TIO,) 1T A
BAIF S EEM A =G (RGO) A, 32 EA W W6 B (1) &35 4 TIO/RGO H A ik
177 (N-TiO,-RGO & & Ya AL, IR B -UTIE AR F A0 E (L—S AL A0IE) X SR <
J# (PVDF) #E47 R e, K78 N-TiO,-RGO FLiR it PVDF #E € P W i, R A H 2% 1 H
A Ti—N. Mg N(C—N—C) f1O0—Ti—N AL E N (C—N=C) % N-TiO,-RGO E &t
TR S M2 A,  IX B S5 F{ N-TiO,-RGO & & Y AL 5 PVDF JR AR5 & 5%, ATl
A RGP R B R M) 78 0T WG RS 90min f&, X M TR I KA R il
S0 (NOR) [ P& 115 93.6%. N-TiO,-RGO LR Mt UF B8 8 95 43 i 5 2 T WK B 1)
AHE RN, FRANTE 0 AL RIE 5, Fopiis etk th Rt RE1S 21 s

ZEEH AR A SR K AR 4ER YR APT AF 0 — R ads sl in N 86 s, @ i A 54k
£ B AW £ )% PVDF/APT 2 G I, FI A APT W B A B JE A & 120 K Bk i
TC™, APT ¥R & N 6wi% by, BLEAEIF L&, FEBMHEL, 26 EAFE
AN, SRR KIEE . AR A buS Jere 48 =, 8 & B 104.1L/(m* h-bar) 3 i1 2]
232.4L/(m’-h-bar); FIEEA (BSA) 55, EAEEEKEFH37.9% EF-3159.4%,
VUM (TC) LFRFAIA 90%~98%. APT WM TC J5 &5 A S B IR AN 2 52 1) J2 (1] 2 25
AT RIVE B S, HAER G RGPS Y2 nl iy, @ BT Rk vl DAS 3 &
[ETA o



o Lad gk 3R T 2R F R UTE A 3L A28 B A FLAs /) I 46 7 g-CoN, (MCN)
HIMOF #1 £} U10-66 11 3% £ PVDF H il £ T MCN,-MOF -PVDF Z= {05, St fb 1 5 5t
iff MCN,,-MOF,-PVDF £ i 140min J& %} 2mg/L 38 8 70 & (CFX) # B AR 15 100%E7,  AH
tt T PVDF Ji2, MCN,-MOF,-PVDF JE4Z fish /1 BFAIK 1 32.5%, SE/KPETEAE, #4624l /Kl &
Tt T 44%, WA 317LAm’-h-bar), 1075 G080 1 ae A R R, R T UTI0-66
I, EEWKE R (FRR) $2 540 28%, SR/KMERRH E 5 5 /K0 FESEIERH T
KA E S B IR HLYS Pl B W b, o B O B AT 3 5 e 15 DL et 1 5 07 30 2%
bR, BRIPTS Jetkpe KRS m, BT AT AR R, 1B AT AR B T 2K

Table 2 Application performance of common modified membranes

BORW EiiE HRERM RiKkE EBE jfnfif?i) %ﬁ

13.2L/(m*-h-bar)

S BB J 57 == %
PRPERE AARCRME BAEER 100mg/L >92.4% 9.4L /(- h-bar) [23]
- XA AR 70%-+ 81% 22.8L/(m*h-bar)
g3k A -
MR REVE o e 300ng/L F196% 18.0L/(m? h-bar) 201
FEbrcy S TS N 1 G R L 10mg/L >90% 4.5L/(m*-h-bar) [24]
- KABER 93.1%-
3k 1 } 2
PhPERE Rk 5% 06.3% 18.0L/(m’-h-bar) [23]
91 6% 152.8L/(m*-h-bar)
- FmSrE  TURE, WA 30mg/L 90 30;‘ L/(m*h-bar) [28]
= L/(m’-h-bar)L/(m* h-bar)
WHWE. 3%
PUERE RESE R, EER. £E 0 50mg/L >90% 22.5L/(m*-h-bar) [29]
R EMOEER
BIERE RS R A 10mg/L 93.6% - [25]

56.1%+ 95.3+

CODCr. PU¥Fa.  123.7wg/ll 0" g0 7. 232.4L/(m>h-bar)  [26]

U

oF

=
e

e

h (TO) 0.2%
- R kel 2mg/L 100% 317L/(m*h-bar) [27]
ARPEME R E R 100mg/L 92.63% - [30]

3.4 MRRFEIAE REKCIEF AR AR

RAE AN, A A 7T R R A 3 S bR & & 2R R KRR AS T — Ak
PR . LARS 55 R H [ W 40 B A B 3B T R AL BRI 4R 3 R SR 6 3 K, b B )
COD.,~ TN. TP #k/K¥ 451 i1 8850, 1050, 60mg/L fF % 39.0. 42.0. 0.02mg/L, ik
FBRFIL 94% UL 1P, PIETERS %5 3% FH [ ¥ 73 B9 A1 P 8 58 s 95 13 A B R M8 TR K, G o
2 5 COD ¥ 1 15000mg/L B4 %5 198mg/L, HAfahr LR MIAE1% L L, XFCOD. &
% SS. TPEEAIRIFHI LR, = UL SRy 4F 3% — gk K 7K itk /K i@ it PVDF/
APT & G HBUENS, BfEM L E4M T COD,« TC AP ZBRF 4358 56.1% 95.3+0.4%
F199.7£0.2%> . B i 25 R 1 LA R S £ (PVDF). 5 0@ L& el (PVP). 49K
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TiO,. = SALEE (FeCly) S M4 RHE s Insn, 4 B L VR 5 Ak ) ol P R i i, B 46 =
PPTFe (MR JEME . — Fh PVDF SU M AB JE I . PVDE-PVP (PP) £ 4 #8 Ji¢ i f1 PVDF-PVP-
TiO, (PPT) e B IEECY . W JURR B R i i (SDZ) £ BREA REF IR, Wk
F PPTFe i 5 UV LRI 45 & £BR SDZ, EFRFHN92.63%. XL MAEHRAIIHEE
JEAK AL e, R O RN T B SRR K rh B A 3 AL B 1 R S AT A i R R
T AE TV AR 7= AN 245775 PR /K A BRAE U N 2 Wo (RIS 45 S5 B 0 0 AF 3% 16 B s D7 V2
AR — PR,

NTRREEEK, AAEKERELIHREPEESE, HETISaE5E8E
SRR AL, PRSI RN LR R R KA S R, BB
7 T By i P (1) BT DhRe A Ak A F 0TS Qo) 2 R R R — e K D045 RE N TE), I8
WS A RIS G2 M R AR N e 5 M 5 T (1 42 i [ (2) 6 5 B i e e R R A )
BUDNREEE I I N, BREALAS R, WP GRS, DhRe gk A R AALRH S, NI S 3 1t
REFEAIC:  (3) AT+ 25 b e L R Bt Dy e Py e ek e, P A 2 3R R FH ) SG BB 3R, 1 H iR i
Bt 2 %) P A 7 A7) R FH 2 0 B B A 2 T A, R AR G ) 22 B o R ] B
17 G HTEBROKMERME, KEESESHAERTR A% SRR, 55
JELFTRT, T AR B ASE FH A 3

4 7t 15

AR H AT EDS & & K LA R IR I B MR R E PR, (SR DU
TR B s BV B2 AL, PUAR ARSI fa 3 AR SR E 2 AR RuE, H
WA B &R PUAE B R K T FE MR , BEEOR B 1R oROBOR B E3E,  E28 ok
ARRFRRANBENNL I, 75 B0 2 10 S B BRI G R AR B e 1) A B A 2%

T R R 2 A R, NP PR REAT IR B, LR BB v BE R i 42 B A i (K g
FEER R R TR K A% . BTG, BB H & T2 AR, ARRSEBEAR
BNSEBR LR R R (1) ST S Yeth, B — B AT P A7 i A1 BRI BA i ok
PR TS VAR E R (2) PSR A 2, LA BB 0Y = b &t &
A LRI B it B % 1 583, ESCPRN s T8 Refe . EmifL
(3) Ml ik R B H AR 22 T 5 9 (K 45 6 50 ) A ME BB R IO 90 e 06 AN (R IR AR K 1) SE B
TR DU E SR AL B BOA o
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