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* Antibiotic resistance (AR) is a “silent’ pandemic!. “ 50,7 AQP resulted in higher ARGs degradation than

“«* Wastewater treatment plants (WW'Ps) are identified HO- AOP and conventional UV treatment.
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This study addresses the following questions: PH5 ~ pH6  pH7 ~ pH8  pH3I

» What is the rate of extracellular ARGs degradation z | B it tioziel | Figure 2: ARG degradation kinetics using 0.2 mM oxidant (pH 7) ‘8
during HO" and SO, treatments? E:%:B . “* ARG degradation by S0,  decreases as pH This study was funded by NC & .““ ‘.
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measure of the loss of biological activities of ARGs ? (UV =500 m]/cm?) regardless of oxidant concentration (Figure 3). used for this work. INNOVATIONS




