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Research progress in the reaction of soluble microbial products with silver nanoparticles
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Abstract: Silver nanoparticles (AgNPs) with nanoparticles cannot be removed effectively in sewage treatment plants pose a threat to
human health. Soluble microbial products (SMP) in the sludge can be formed as organo-metallic compounds with AgNPs, as possible
to reduce the toxicity of AgNPs to the environment. However, the mechanism of interaction between SMP and AgNPs remains unclear.

Therefore, this paper systematically discusses the mechanism of action between SMP and AgNPs in sewage treatment plants, to

provide further reference for the subsequent in-situ treatment of AgNPs.
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