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Table 1: Monitored Concentration of Suspected Endocrine Disrupting Chemicals in Wastewater Treatment Plant Effluent in Japan
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Fig.10: Distribution of Dissolved 17B-estradiol Concentration
in Wastewater Treatment Process
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Abstract

Removal efficiency of estrogens (i.e. 175-estradiol and estrone) in an aerobic biofilm process
added to a conventional wastewater treatment process was studied. Dissolved 175-estradiol and
dissolved estrone were efficiently eliminated during the aerobic biofilm process and the concentration
in the effluent was under the PNEC value proposed by UK Environment Agency.
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