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Abstract: Antibiotic resistance genes (ARGs) as one of the emerging environmental pollutants, pose significant potential
risks to human health and ecosystems. The distribution and detection methods of ARGs in wastewater are system-
atically summarized, with a focus on introducing direct and indirect ARG removal processes. These processes in-
clude biological treatment methods such as constructed wetlands and membrane bioreactors, advanced oxidation
technologies, membrane separation technologies, and indirect disinfection removal technologies. The removal
mechanisms, performance, advantages and disadvantages of various processes are analyzed, and suggestions are
put forward ; regular detection should be carried out for common ARGs such as macrolides, sulfonamides and te-
tracyclines; composite technologies should be adopted for efficient removal of ARGs.
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PN E AR HE T ARGs 4K, SEUEmR 251
TSGR, TSKAL BT W T ARGs 1Y
BRI P 30 VI 2 T RSk ARGs By 1
O, IS A AR LBRTGK Y ARG

1 57kd ARGs B9 15N

15K H UL ARGs A B - PN IBE I 2K (blaCo.
blamy «blaoxa-a - blagy meCA) N @VE@@;@ ( anS \anC N
gnrD) it Bk % 25 Gsull osul2 (dhfrl) DY 35 2K 2 (tetA |
tetB tetE tetG .tetH .tetS \tetT |tettetX ) . K IR P fig 2K
(ereA .ermB .ermC .ermd43) 1 1 2544 F (it )T ERE
o Hort blaCoxy blagey vsull \sul2 .tetO tetQ tetW Fl
ermB I A ULH, Pires SFEIM 5 N T5 7K A0 BT A6 )
blacyy F1 blamy W% T8 5 , T35 4.7 x 10* copies/Lo 15
KH ARGs 434 52797 N AR A O, IS B B
PR 233 2 S0 (i K ) M R 202 IX el 26 220
TEO0, A& DX S TAE RANE], 757K ARGs Fh2els
HFEANTE, Zhuang 5845 T 1990 4E—2020 4E 75k
VAR XCERY) ARGs Jp AL, A IBE RS AU R R
2% ARGs TET15 KA B Wi A UL o Parndnen S5
FEV A T RN K 12 DTG KA B ARGs 153
i 175 00, 45 R E W, blages blao  blav ere A LermF |
sull tetM \terQ . B FE M T 2 (aad A s1rB) Fl 22 24 it 24§
(gacEdeltal .gacH )l A7 7E o Yin S5 2 B K 20
DUE X AW M X 3 A5 K AL BT (8 3 7KCRD R 7K R4 T
i, B5 R SR, K PARIRAATE 21 B ARGs 2R84, H;
HETTIZS B N IBERG AR IS ARGs il 77 ; XA
TF 5% 5 ) E AR BB A A HL X (1) 6 A~ T5 K Ab 3 ) v it
JKFIH K ARGs HEAT o0 kil , 5 R A kK b 45
H T 66 Fit ARGs, FZALAHFF K PUFR R LA
FERK ARGs, 1EHK R SEE ) 64 B ARGS™M,

M T B BE R FR il i A R R R, il 25 % K
MFRFAE K PR T 228 | Bk ARGs.
Guo SFHIN5E TR A E AR ARG 6 A1l 25 K Ak 3
J7H ) ARGs RS R AR, A I 1R s i 2
MR NEEZE ARGs, fig 5 FBE AT 3K 107 copies /mL; Rui
SR 4 ASFRFE KA BT R It e F BE T R
2 ARGs, HIILATHL, 15K R G Y ARGs BLANSE
AR BRI R

2 ARGs #&MlFi%x

Kl ARGs B 7795 0] LA 32200 AR G AR Uy i 57

BRI T I

Fe G A Wy B I 06 AR BR AT 2R, 9 28 5 Bt
PR IR E I T f# ARGs AOTE BRI AL T 3L
N Li SFME LB BRI IR A AR N 50.4 mg/L B i
B 32 mg/L AT E (16 mg/L PUERE , F LA B fic
FHOMM IR T SRR RIS AN DU PR R M A

Oy TR 5 s — PR AR R G % XSV (poly—
merase chain reaction, PCR )} | 72 FE PRI 41 247255 . PCR
Je e M f TR ARGs R 5 , (H% 38 PCR £
AR ARGs FEGRE AR, AR5 # S 9Ot
i PCR(real-time quantitative PCR, qPCR )+ AR K %€ 1=
JrHT ARGs, MTATAT LMK b EDULHIEE ARGs 1Y
K- Keenum ZEHE 1 qPCR FARE A sull tetA
vanA blaCTX-M %5 JL2E ARGs; Wang 5% i PCR 4%
RAPHT T qnrD .qnrS .ermA .ermB %5 JLFf ARGs, 753
DRl Ak d e B R IO e B A= 9 7P B DNA iR AT
BRI 307 EARAS R BR T E T8 ARGs , A7
By Al BRI, d A A B — I F RO,
] AR IUET LR ARGS!, Hendriksen 25858 F 22 3%
BRIZH 73BT 7ok H 60 A EIZE0 79 A>3 5 K b iy 4
TS 2k 5 930 35 [ A5 R FH 2 B PR AL B3 AR AN [ 5 7K
PR RS H ) ARGs 4T T 737 .

3 ARGs HBEIEBRHAR HEERRRR

31 H#EER

HE LTS BT ARGs, Ml & 4R
FAR AL SIS ARGs Y EBR . A U/ A B 25 bR
TES A A B B
3.1.1 AR BEFAK

AP BREL AR5 7K H ARGs B — 8 ZBRACE ,
AL F LA N TR M S A= Py [ ) A% (membrane
bio—reactor, MBR ).

N TR AL 35 K RS A . (IRBEAE il
TYEP A 5, 22 ARGs BUPLEE = 52 A i
Yy PR B AN AR PR, ELA P OB RN 0 AR AEAE AR B
(A= AT AR B R ARGS™)

N TR AR Z BRI 7K T ARGs (5200 R 2=
RZ GG N IR S5 Y (ARGs 2RALLL KoK )
SRR TR] K ) A S B E SR, USRI 53, T4y
WO E LN W IRLTS: (A N IRLTS: (| B = R TN
AL 3 AR, L I O B b T
FUIN A ERCR B AR 5 XG5 K ARGs 1Y 22 BRak %
e TR 7 b TR FUK H ARGs &) 2R
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MBR K HBA B & B 5 s A 5k
155 R I (R 75 7 IR A IR 3, TE T /K A 340
Wz N . R BRA LR I Uk S A b B
TSGR0 3 AR PR A= A 5 g 3t 7 3%
PEVS PTG YA B e,

MBR HAR 2% ARGs 0852 Z R Z 5, 5
TEYIREVE REE KT K 45 B B T 45 R
[i] A R 3 E SR WF SR I - V5 e s B8 i ) J2 5 i
ARGs 2 BRACR 1 I 5 R D 95 Y 458 B 1l A 5
ARGs EFRFEIEAE; BRi5 IRIs BRI Sh, s Yefe
FEAL 5 ARGs LBRZBHUIAHOC, MET5 YL fe B dk o

ARGs EFRFi#E . MBR B 0] B8 K H ARGs
ML, (FJ&X e ARGs HoS2 2 2R V5 e sl K A st
TR R, I AN REFLIE LBR ARGs.

BT YRR B ARGs FURR. A4
Yy Rb BB A =0 W R 2 BRT5 K H ARGs, % ARGs
H—E M EBRR, (HIHBEA BN ARGs 58435
Bio S JE o sl X N T, 45 A SE bR
A N7 AS ] 0k e U AR A AR TE S BOR  ,  RE
(4T 7 2 A 4 T MBR HR , AR FE S H0AN
s IeAb BT TR ABESE, Rttt ARGs 1Y Ik
15,

F1 EPLERAI ARGs BEBRIR
Tab.1 Removal efficiency of ARGs by biological treatment technology
T A PHE AR HY ARGs 2% ERUIES E = DU

| N A T sull,sul2,sul3,tetG,tetM , tetO ,tetX ,ermB,ermC,cmlA ,floR 63.9%~84% [21]

sull ,qnrS, blacxwz 1~3 log [26]
2 TR R DN RITS: tetO,tetC ,tetW ,tetX ,sull ,sul2 82.1%~90.65% [27]
3 IRFVE R T i qepA,qnrA ,qnrB qnrD ,sull ,sul3,1et(34) ,1etB ,tetM , tetV 36.5%~58.2% [28]
4 PAR/IH4R MBR blagec, blaxpy, blasyy ,ermB ,intI1 ,sull ,tetO 3 log [29]
5 JRAUV/IF40 MBR tetA ,tetE , tetM ,tetQ , tetW , tetX ,sull ,sul2 87.91% [30]
6 R4 MBR ermB,tetO,sull ,intl1 3.3~3.6 log [31]
7 R4 MBR blary,intl1 ,1et0 ,1etW ,ermB SAMIAHCH ARGs T/ T 95.97% [32]
8 IRV R/ 5 MBR tetA ,tetQ ,tetW ,sull,sul2 ,intl1 1.37 log [33]

3.1.2 fLFamFE R

15 A AL B R (advanced oxidation process , AOP)
FETGIKAL BRIFFE SR () A 2 AR PR R, AOP {2 457
Az iR SE AP E RN TC PR A PR 2 A B (- O, 3R TS
YW 4l b Il AL R A U R BUE R /N T
LA A AR,

LA AL R Pk ARGs N FskR . Rk
FEPEERR SR TIZ BESE I HOR R DGR, Wk
A] IS 8548 ZM % (Ultraviolet , UV ) 3 77 A2 36 P 48, 4
0%, - OH, T &AL 2B ARG, AXHF B 4lif) UV
THEEOEL R LR ARGs HRCR LS, 7F Das %1
IBFSE T, UVIH0, ARG 1 ARGs EFRFLL UV AL 2R
P LS AP SR, AR A A e LA B Al
FHFR R — R Pk

Fenton 8L ARTE ARGs 2B R HY) 25T,
FEFRYE %A T, H0, T3 Fe i fb o7 A5 - OH, 351
RS, AL LR ARGs o A WS AL
T Fe*/H,0, Ml UV/H,0, i B XS {5 7K H A5 ARGs 1Y
FBRR, G RR B  Fenton I AR T UV/HLO0,
1, BBRER N 2.58~3.79 log™®!, Fenton T.2.%f ARGs 2=
R 3 1 5% ] PR R A4 Fenton 1 VR BE Fe?/H,0, 1
JEE IR L pH BN S W s T S840 3 5 (1) Fenton §077 25

Hil8 - OH YA Wi, NTTTREAIR ARGs 114 25 R 321405 Y
pH (ETHE B, W Fe ULTE AL TG M &8 Wik
25102 pH EREARET, W P ) Fe* MELLR R Fe?,
-OH {77 HE ORI S AH N HU B IR, Fenton 4804k 5K
BT X ARGs BA 8265, {H Fenton 48 Ak 237 A4 K it
B Fe, i i k15494, H. Fenton EALid 2 H VLY
MY EA 2 B TR A DL, G0 S S b B AR
FIMERE

2 BT MR R K BR ARGs AL
o AL2EAb B T A5 ARGs BRI, AbBRSUR 47 1
BUASKEE 15, Ann] g e AR ) R Ak 2 A B T 28 R Y —

A SRS M IR ODET T & M Ak ae A
PEALT ;X5 T Fenton A LEA , N 45l 4F pH A \H,0,
A, BRSOV ST ARGs BRI FEIRL
A WD ZIRTG YR A
3.1.3 #prEamEig K

TEH T iE /KB Y B AL PR R, B4 B R R
PRI L = A BRI 8 A TCAR AR S R b 2
B, BB R AR LB ARGs UBLH] =23 T RHE
FHAFRHLAON . 2 3 045 T YR HE ARXT ARGs 1)
EBRACR .
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Tab.2 Removal efficiency of ARGs by chemical treatment technology
P AR ARGs 257! EKBRECR S50
1 UV/H,0, sull ,tetX , tetG 1.55~2.32 log [39]
2 Fe*/H,0, sull ,tetX, tetG 2.58~3.79 log [39]
3 UV/Ag/AgBr/g-C;N, tetA ,tetM , tetQ 49%~86% [44]
4 Solar-Fenton katAl,katA2 katMn,katE,ahpCF, gpxl, gpa2 , gpxt3 44% [45]
5 Solar—Fenton sull,sul2,erm(F) ,mph(A) ,mph(E),msr(E),tetA tetB, tetO,tetW ,aadA ,aph(3") ,aph(6) ,strA 55%-~99% [46]
6 Photo—Fenton i—tetA ,i—blamy, 4.18 log,4.14 log [47]
7 Photo—Fenton e—tetA , e—blamy, 4.85 log,5.80 log [48]
=3 YELEFAIT ARGs IEBRYRE
Tab.3 Removal efficiency of ARGs by physical treatment technology
5 AbFH AR ARGs 2571 LBRECR E= BT
1 NF,RO sull,sul2 ,tetA ,tetM ,tetW 4.98~8.12 log,5.28~9.52 log [49]
2 100 kDaU¥F, 10 kDaU¥F, 1 kDaUF vanA ,blaTEM 0.9 log,3.6 log,4.2 log [50]
3 MF tet ,sul ,erm,qnr 1.0~4.3 log [51]
4 NF tetA,tetW,sull, sulll 4.83~5.67 log [52]
5 PAC-UF tetA,tetW,sull, sulll 1.35~3.35 log [53]
6 MAC-UF sull,sul2 ,sul3,tetM,tetQ ,tetW 1.96~4.33 log [54]
tetM , tetO , tetW , sull ,sul2 ,ermB,ermF ,aac (6’ )-Ib-cr, qnrs,
7 Fe(VD)-UF intl1 165 RNA 3.26~5.01 log [55]

FRAR LA K/ INAS R 9 43 R 51 (microfiltration,
MF) . #83E (ultrafiltration, UF ) . 44 & (nanofiltration, NF) .
J2 %1% (reverse osmosis, RO ) . IE/BS £ AR X ARGs
1) LR 33Z Z PG DL, A HE 2T A BT ARGs
FH RS PR E SRS PR W] ARGs 1) ABR %
BEREFLAR I KM/, UF J0EAA 3025 ARGSP, 1’
g FIRE/NT 5 ku Bt ERE AT DI ER 99.80% LA %
A ARGs HY&li R 2tk B B, A3 T MF 1 UF,
NF 1 RO HUBEFLAZE/IN, X ARGs 7 WAt 1) 22 BRak
Mo Lan SR — RN B B LSS MFUF \NF F1
RO #ZbFH7KH ARGs, &L NF F1 RO 2 E X% ARGs [
FBRRAE T A AL P e, NF RO X ARGs AYEL
{5435 M 4.98~8.12 log .5.28~9.52 log.,

YIBRAL PHEE AR 5 ARGs [0SR BARICT, (B
TCESINT ARGs 584 BRI, 1T RESAEAE & 4
ML, XTI B A, 78 ot B Rl 5
B ARME LSS, SEPXT ARGs BITWSBRIEA, Infksy
B/AOP, BEARIIE T ARGs W=k B8 , WS BL T X ARGs
R o
3.2 [EEER

)3 LB RN 5 ARGs $efih, i 342 1l 40 i A=
K, ST ARGs ZBRAY 15 o A SO 4 G 1] 42
FBRTT ORISR T T BE L 200 AT o 4 o 20 B A
i, (A BR ARGs, HEE T 20 ZHFiEKAe

MR ILPE R TS EEA AL RA KL UV,

FACTH RS PRI BB IH R T AL —.
FAIHTE LR ARGs BHL o3 P 5 T — 7 T, 2
T VR A B - e A A U R s M, 523k DNA FEE 1
O 55 248 L 3 ik R 5 O — T, ZEOK S ST R R
A AR 2 RO A A R AR (OC1-) ATk S iR (HOCL)
HOCL (i PE /N AT AZEE T AE Y, 0 40 o 1 1
PRI SRS, XA 2 SO A B S
MG & MEFET- I 225k ARGs™), Stange FF“ER H
0.5 mg/L Cl, 7E 30 min N A] £ & 0.8~2.8 log ARGs;
Zhang Z5°RFH 4 mg/L Cl, 7£ 30 min N A 2% 3.59 log
tetA, AR, PSINEKFEL Y CL, 7T LI R ARGs 2B
H AR B[R, 240 AR SRR P 1 23 0] BR s 7
AR . SRR T BE A Ay S AT RE s
HPUAE R 25 LR, AL B AE K ) ARGs
A 3 A S A A X N S M R B 7 XU 75
IR Z a0 A IR AN L) 2 2 i ARGs 1Y7K-F
R,

S (O)E R AR 2257) , HAH 2L A
O 5AEVGTRINIT R AT KA, A A AL RE
T5RAY-OH, 05 Mz - OH 3# i 5 AR ME . &R B Ml
PR SN T D 200 R, o7 4 R 20 R 1) 3
P, RS IR B LR ARGs B HIW®L, 05 1HEE
X ARGs I EBRECR S 05 &t WA L ARGs 25
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ZERDE TE O, RN 2 mg/L I}, X PUBRZKZEARGs
TR ERARN 49.2%, (HXFEEIEZE ARGs A
BIRBRFE N 34.5%%, BFIERIA O &8 5, 41 i
FESHE PR R B R, IRk, 5 2 B R AR 19 O A BB IR H]
FHAR) IE RN, SR, il FH R i Os AT TN BT
SRR, TR St — D R
A RS o

UV HERASIE A ERAENRES . 5T
FVE ES IS A O TS5 K AL B AR . UV TH
BEBR ARGs MMLHEZ AN DNA AT RNA WIS
MWK E UV G, A TFEmemin, ok, kKl
315~400 nm Y UV RS B rhal ge = BG4, &
2 DNA R[S A kB4, T &B% ARGs, UV
THEEXT ARGs ) L BREBCRBEE UV /Y50 52 5 0 iy 38
I, Zheng SECAF LRI Y UV & KT 40 mJ/em?
Bf, XU R 2 ARGs [ R FRACRTE 52.0% ~73.5% Z
], 524 UV FEIRE 160 ml/em? B, HE R AR &
2 .79.7% ~92.0% . WA, KH UV IHE LRI KT
ARGs T ZARSRIY UV BRI, (Hs0 T3 M5 K
AbFREANBLSLIR o

AR T FEAYIERE T 25X ARGs 1Y 2 BRAK
Feo THIFHAR BAREHE IR T 15K ARGs, [HETE
b B T L R T R R A RE S IR B RUR X
X T SR G KA B — MR R A, HIAE S
JE g, K ZREBERORARSE G, W UV
UV/EARSE, S8 UV I B0 20 53 2540 1 i 1
Je, PR R SR T A B IR AN TR R T A5 4, DA
TASIRE G A B, SX PP T B 7 1% T AZE % SR S B
A [EI, SR I RERR AN o T34, i —20
TF R =8 Re ARBLAS , X FRBE AU TS 5, I 0
BRI WIRIE ML SRR, 56 ARGs #—20
1eH% .

Fz 4 HEHAI ARGs HEBRHRE

Tab.4 Removal efficiency of ARGs by disinfection technology

L THEE ; N %
5 Sm ARGs ZH) ENZRVES i
1 tetA,ampC,vanA ,ermB 0.8~2.8 log [60]

2 Ak tetA 3.59 log [61]

L =k
& korA ,korB,trbA ,trbBp,irfAp,

3
tral",tra] ,omp A ,ompF ,ompC

85%~99% [69]

sull,sul2,tetW ,tetM ,amp 5.44~7.13 log [70]

34.5%~49.2%  [66]

4 RE
R tetA ,tetM, tetO,tetW ,sull, sulll

1.91 log, 1.71 log,

tetA,catl ,ampC 1.45 log

[71]

7 sull

TRFLL (72

4 HESRE

IR IREE R HUAE Z T 2 VAL AR I OGS A0, WIS
K ARGs T LA R HII 25 5 e 5164 . 25k
ARGs MYHAR LS A Pl s, (R SR UL, ER B LT
ARGs MY5E 4Bk WAL BEAE N5 /K AL B H L T
Lz — AR SEPR R ARGs i 2551, (HHAE
TR SEIG Itk ARGs A=A ; fh2p Ab B}
ARGs M EBRBCRIT AR K5 B ARSI = B B, G
PR  WFALFEXS ARGs 8R4 B AR
SEPAT ARGs IS8 4 2Bk IHFEREMS SN ARGs 1Y
()42 25 B, AR R T 100 A R 2 S BRTR ok . X T
1 T PO T ) ) BT, 0S4 s AR 5 DA A 7 T %5 1

(1) XH5 R A | 5IeAE iETF Rt —2
W, AL B BARSH 15 R R I R) 5 ARGs 2555
L E A, AT RO N5 Yef5t B s a] IR A TR
[P A i 5 )7 I X ARGs B9 IRSICR

(2) FF A e, AR 18 91 35590 1S B ds 7k Ak
B ZMH BRI A, a0 UV/E 4k UV 3
583 25 AR BRAR  [T S Us NJRAS B

(3) PEAREE T 20 B, Wb sE R T, ik
T PR A RS TR TR R | L TR ST 4 B/ N
ARG, WSk EEsHl ARGs 1) 004

(4) iz A G T AT RS, Qi3 25/A0P,
o B FAR X ARGs SEHL T =5 BB %, AOP X} ARGs
SCPL T AR R B, AT ASRAS B 0 R R R
IR IR T5 3L

(5) XFi5 K H WA R IR N R RIS s T
25 DUFR RIS TLE ARGs BEFTE I Wi , M DA -
TV AE 1) XU

(6) WP AERMM A, W7EEHOL PxHTE R
TR e Y et A I XTS5 M A 1) ) ST EA TR L A0
YIREE ™ A R4S

A I, AT AT ARGs ZbBR AR BIBFSE, el
ARGs ZBREICR I [ GTE ARGs 7E /KI5 P A5 4%
BILH 52 m R 28 45, P RO A S F Ji 52 o o7 FH
5%, PR TR A, FUEME K TP ) ARGs KU
[
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