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Abstract

The scope of the review is to discuss the current state of knowledge and
lessons learned on biofouling of membrane separators being used for microbial
electrochemical technologies (MET). It is illustrated what crucial membrane features
have to be considered and how these affect the MET performance, paying particular
attention to membrane biofouling. The complexity of the phenomena was
demonstrated and thereby, it is shown that membrane qualities related to its surface
and inherent material features significantly influence (and can be influenced by) the
biofouling process. Applicable methods for assessment of membrane biofouling are
highlighted, followed by the detailed literature evaluation. Finally, an outlook on e.g.

possible mitigation strategies for membrane biofouling in MET is provided.

Keywords: membrane; biofouling; ion transport; mass transfer; microbial

electrochemical technology; microbial fuel cell



1. Introduction

Microbial fuel cells (MFC) are among microbial electrochemical technologies
(MET) that generate electrical energy from the biological decomposition of organic
matter (Logan et al., 2006; Schroder et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2016). MFC resemble
classical chemical fuel cells (FC), for instance, fed with hydrogen and oxygen. In both
types of electrochemical cells, at the anode fuel oxidation and at the cathode oxygen
reduction take place. Both electrodes have to be connected via an external circuit in
order to allow electron transfer and energy harvesting. Consequently, adequate
passage of ions between anode and cathode is necessary to assure charge
balancing (Santoro et al., 2017). Using membranes or other separators divides the
electrochemical cell into an anode and a cathode half-cell and yields a two-chamber
configuration (Du et al., 2007). In many cases, conventional membrane materials for
proton exchange membrane (PEM) FC such as Nafion are employed in MFC, as well
(Harnisch et al., 2008; Kokabian and Gude, 2015). Although there are similarities
between FC and MFC, they are significantly different. The biggest difference is the
catalyst in MFC, i.e. electrochemically active bacteria (EAB) that oxidize organic
compounds and transfer the electrons directly or indirectly to the anode (Pant et al.,
2010). Therefore, MFC compared to FC have to operate at different physical and
chemical conditions, e.g. neutral pH or ambient temperature.

It seems evident that materials are not similarly suitable for MFC and FC. For
instance, the above-mentioned membrane material, Nafion, had been previously
exploited for FC (Kraytsberg and Ein-Eli, 2016; Peighambardoust et al., 2010) and
was thereafter adopted for MFC (seen as a FC-derivative technology) (Harnisch et

al., 2008; Rozendal et al., 2006). Nafion was considered for long time as the primary



reference material for two-chamber MFC (Bakonyi et al., 2018). However, the
deployment of Nafion and other ion exchange membrane materials in MFC has
revealed severe weaknesses, such as low proton selectivity, high gas and substrate
crossover, high fabrication cost (Chae et al., 2014; Park et al., 2017). Furthermore,
membrane fouling both in chemical and biological terms (biofouling) is one of the
most critical issues, although its importance has not yet been sufficiently addressed
in MFC (Choi et al., 2011; Ghasemi et al., 2013; Rahimnejad et al., 2014; Xu et al.,
2012). The definition of fouling according to IUPAC is “loss of performance of
a membrane due to the deposition of suspended or dissolved substances on its
external surfaces, at its pore openings, or within its pores” (IUPAC, 1997).
Nowadays, apart from MFCs, many other potential technologies derived from the
MET platform are being under intense research such microbial electrolysis cell (Zhen
et al., 2017) or microbial desalination cell (Kim and Logan, 2013), where membrane
biofouling could be serious threat, as well.

Consequently, in this review, it will be discussed what membrane properties
should be taken into account and how these can influence the efficiency of MET
operation, with priority given to biofouling. Thereafter, methods for characterization of
membrane biofouling are assessed. This is followed by critical assessment of recent
developments on membranes for various MET. Finally, future considerations
regarding possible mitigation strategies are presented. To our knowledge, this topic

has not yet been specifically reviewed.



2. Role of membranes in microbial electrochemical technologies and the

adverse effect of biofouling

In most cases, membrane separators applied in MET are chemically-
synthetized from polymers (Bakonyi et al., 2018, Kook et al., 2019a). In addition to
those, ceramics (Khalili et al., 2017; Pasternak et al., 2016; Yang et al., 2016a;
Winfield et al., 2016) as well as (more affordable) materials fabricated with the aid of
natural substances (Hernandez-Flores et al., 2016; Kondaveeti et al., 2018; Winfield
et al., 2014) are found as alternatives. Regardless of the material the membrane is
made of, it has to fulfill several key-properties (Bakonyi et al., 2018; Daud et al.,
2015; Yang et al., 2019) in terms of mass transfer between the electrodes, and ionic
conductivity or low membrane resistance (that contributes to the total internal cell
resistance). Even if a membrane shows advantageous initial properties, its stability in
longer-terms remains of concern due to chemical as well as biological fouling,
induced by the interaction of the membrane with certain foulants (Tan et al., 2017).

Chemical fouling: Fouling can be caused by chemicals (e.g. nutrients,
minerals, salts) present in the liquid media (for MFC mostly on the anode facing side
of the membrane). Among these, ionic species play a role in ensuring the good
electrolytic conductivity, however, they can also have an adverse effect by occupying
the oppositely charged functional groups of ion exchange membranes. In this case,
the transport of ionic substances between the electrode compartments is hindered.
This finally causes deterioration of the membrane performance. Additionally, multi-
valent ions i.e. Mg®* and Ca®* and their occasional precipitation (e.g. CaCOs,
Mg(OH),) can cause serious operating issues in MET coupled with desalination and

reverse electrodialysis (Mei and Tang, 2018; Ping et al., 2013; Vermaas et al., 2013;



Yang et al., 2019). For instance, divalent cations can form precipitates with naturally-
occurring organic matter in water resources and thus contribute to the development
of compact fouling layers on the membrane (Luo et al., 2012ab; Zhang et al., 2017b,
2018). Furthermore, they can enhance bio-flocculation, which is one of the key-
mechanisms of membrane fouling. In essence, as explained by Kim and Jang (2006),
multi-valent ions can bridge bacterial extracellular polymeric substances (EPS),
resulting afterwards in the aggregation and stabilization of biopolymers as well as
microbes.

Biological fouling can be defined as: fouling arising from biological processes
(Guo et al., 2012). It has been widely emphasized that microorganisms can attach to
the membrane surface to form a biofilm (Chae et al., 2008; Saeed et al., 2015). The
biofilm layer can make the membrane substantially thicker and consequently,
increase its resistance to mass transfer and ion transport (Sulonen et al., 2016). Both
effects limit the operating efficiency of MET. Depending on the interactions between
biofilm and membrane, the material may be impaired due to biological attacks,
leading also to deterioration of mass- and charge transfer properties. In addition to
membranes, the biofouling can hit hard on other architectural components too, such
as cathodes (Oliot et al., 2016a).

Actually, the mass- and charge transfer in MET with membranes is mainly
governed by (i) diffusion (due to concentration differences in the two compartments)
and (ii) migration, induced by the electric field (Hedbavna et al., 2016; Luo et al,,
2018; Sleutels et al. 2017). For instance, Harnisch et al. (2009a) did modelling of ion
transfer across ion exchange membranes in MET. The ion fluxes associated with
diffusion and migration terms were evaluated based on the 1-D form of Nernst-Planck

equation, whereas the mass transfer via convection was neglected. Nevertheless, in



case of MET combined with membrane processes, e.g. reverse electrodialysis or
forward osmosis, convective flow could be relatively more substantial and taken into
account. For the above reasons, it is needed to pay attention to biofouling issues in
MET and understand what factors influence this process. Here it has to be noted that,
numerous aspects of (bio)fouling mechanisms described for membrane processes
such as membrane bioreactors (MBRs), may be analogous for MET, too (Yuan and
He, 2015) especially in cases when MET are coupled with MBRs (Cheng et al.,
2018). In MBRs, important fouling mechanisms originate from adhesion/deposition
and subsequent rise of mass transport resistance (e.g. leading to increased filtration
resistance). As for adhesion/deposition process, interfacial interactions between
foulants and the membrane can be decisive (Teng et al., 2018a, 2019; Qu et al.,
2018). Further mechanisms linked to mechanisms driven by the electrochemical
potential (linked to foulant/cake layer filtration) also play a role in the build-up of
filtration resistance (Chen et al., 2016a; Teng et al., 2018b; Zhang et al., 2013).
Interestingly on the biofouling aspect, as reviewed by Jia et al. (2016), the integration
of electrochemical cell with MFC-biosensor could be a promising way to monitor
biofouling potential of resources such as seawater based on the availability of

assimilable organic carbon (Quek et al., 2015).

3. Background and mechanism on membrane biofouling in MET

3.1. Membrane-associated aspects

Biofouling is caused by biofilm growth on the membrane surface. This,

however, is affected by certain membrane properties, such as its physical structure,



particularly the surface morphology. From this viewpoint, roughness of membrane
surface is a notable parameter to deal with. As summarized by Williams (2014), this
membrane feature is linked to the measure of surface texture and signifies to what
extent the membrane surface deviates from an ideally smooth one. In fact, surface
roughness will largely influence how the membrane behaves under given
environmental circumstances and basically, with the increment of surface roughness,
more space (area) becomes potentially available for microbes to invade and colonize
the membrane (Zhong et al., 2012). This situation represents a bigger threat for the
occurrence of biofouling and subsequently, membranes with smoother surface
characteristics should be preferred for MET. This is supported by the conclusions of
relevant literature reports, saying that membrane separators with more uniform, flat
surface topology are expected to be more resistant to the development of biofilms
(Dhar and Lee, 2013). Besides that, the porosity and pore size of the membrane can
also matter. It is known from literature that on the top of non-porous membranes,
porous micro- or ultrafiltration ones could be employed in MET. It should be taken
into account that higher porosity — meaning larger pore volume compared to the total
volume of the membrane (Smolders and Franken, 1989) — and larger pore size may
provoke more intense biofilm formation. As a matter of fact, pores could be obvious
places for microorganisms to settle and reproduce themselves, leading to clogging
(Lim et al., 2012). Certainly, pores can be plugged not only by microorganisms but
also by penetration and accumulation of organic/inorganic substances found in the
compartments.

Moreover, among membrane qualities, the wettability also deserves attention.
Wettability refers to the hydrophilicity (or hydrophobicity) of the material, which is a

function of its chemical composition and describes the affinity to water. Obviously,



hydrophilic membrane separators reflect a better potential to withstand biofouling, as
explained by the findings of research studies. As a matter of fact, according to
Elangovan and Dharmalingam (2016), microbes and biological macromolecules, e.g.
EPS ascribed to their relatively hydrophobic features, have less preference to make
connections with hydrophilic membrane surfaces (in comparison with hydrophobic
ones). This can be attributed to the lack of thermodynamic benefit originating from
low interfacial energy between the cells/components and the membrane surface.
Besides that, as deduced by Kim et al. (2014), the adhesion of hydrophobic foulants
to the hydrophilic membrane surface can be suppressed thanks to existing steric
hindrances. For the record, hydrophilic membranes tend to have a lower ohmic
resistance (Oliot et al., 2016b).

In addition to the already evaluated membrane properties, the role of
membrane surface charge needs to be outlined as it is also a factor that influences
the interaction of membranes and (bio)fouling agents (Zinadini et al., 2017). As
reported, highly negative surface charges are considered advantageous to
counteract biofouling (Kim et al., 2014). The key reason seems to be the electrostatic
repulsion force evolving between the biological cells (carrying in general an overall

negative charge) and the negatively charged membrane surface.

3.2. Microbiology-related considerations

Apart from the inherent membrane traits assessed in Section 3.1., a range of
microbiology-associated factors also governs biofouling. First, EPS can be identified
as organic foulant (Lin et al., 2014). As it was outlined by researchers such as Miskan

et al. (2016) and Nguyen et al. (2012), EPS — acting as biological glue (Flemming



and Wingender, 2001; Flemming, 2016) — promote the arrangement of microbes into
aggregates and in that way, take part in the formation of biofiims. Hence, the
determined amounts/concentrations of EPS on the membrane can be seen as
indicators for biofouling. Alternatively, indirect measurement of the microbial activity
on the membrane surface such as dehydrogenase activity (DA) (Reddy et al., 2010)
gives indications concerning the severity of biofouling. As biofilm formation is a
consequence of microbiological growth, methods directly quantifying the cell number
(Heidrich et al., 2016) or the protein mass could be applied (Qiao et al., 2017). Here,
it should be underlined that the growth of microorganisms depends on the
environmental conditions such as the actual redox potentials in the system. Actually,
membranes can be described by quite distinct mass transport properties especially
the diffusion coefficients (D) of ions and other chemicals, e.g. oxygen diffusion (D,),
which is directly proportional to the membrane thickness and the oxygen mass
transfer (Chae et al., 2008; Kim et al., 2007). Therefore, membranes demonstrating
lower D, could be more suitable for MFC in order to maintain anaerobic conditions in
the anodic compartment and preserve EAB, e.g. Geobacter sp. (Logan and Regan,
2006; Kim et al., 2015). In other words, the use of such membrane separators should
therefore enhance the electrochemical performance of the whole MFC (Bakonyi et
al., 2018; Kook et al., 2017a). Apart from the case of EAB, it is reasonable to assume
that the extent of oxygen transfer through the membrane affects microorganisms
growing on the membrane surface (Kokko et al., 2018). Accordingly, a membrane
with higher dissolved oxygen flux can select more aerobic microorganisms on the
membrane (Leong et al., 2013). Thus, advanced molecular biological tools to analyze
microbial community structures can be helpful to investigate what microorganisms

are attached on membranes of MET (Kouzuma et al., 2018; Saratale et al., 2017ab).
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This could facilitate the understanding of plausible cross-effects, in particular
membrane properties and underlying microbial consortia. In addition to oxygen
transport, following the transfer of ions- and protons could also provide
complementary information to evaluate the membrane behavior and its change over
time (Bakonyi et al., 2018).

Thus, studying the impacts of various membrane separators in MET could be
suggested to better elaborate how much the actual type of membrane affects the
system behavior both in electrochemical and microbiological terms (Sotres et al.,
2015). Feasible techniques possibly used for this purpose will be interpreted in the

following section.

4. Methods for the evaluation of membrane biofouling in microbial

electrochemical technologies

This section introduces methods that could be used to investigate membrane
properties, particularly those that are considered to influence its biofouling
resistivity/sensitivity (as detailed in Sections 2 and 3). These parameters could be
helpful to make implications regarding the expected behavior of membranes, e.g. for
a preliminary ranking of the materials. The comparative assessment of new and used
membranes, based on these factors, can assist the explanation of biofouling

phenomena and its effects on MET performance.
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4.1. Methods for assessing membrane surface morphology, roughness,

pore size, porosity, wettability

The surface typology/morphology of a given membrane can be studied by
scanning electron microscopy (SEM). Visualization at different points of cell operation
could reveal the existence of biofouling layer on the membrane surface (Miskan et
al., 2016). In addition, SEM may show the difference in the extent of surface
roughness for various virgin membranes (Ghasemi et al., 2016). Further technologies
for membrane surface image analysis, with different topological resolution, are the
use of non-contact profilometer in the (sub)mm-scale (Elangovan and Dharmalingam,
2016, 2017; Prabhu and Sangeetha, 2014; Venkatesan and Dharmalingam, 2015a)
and Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) for nm-scale (Ghasemi et al., 2012; Leong et
al., 2015; Lim et al., 2012; Mokhtarian et al., 2013; Rahimnejad et al., 2012; Zinadini
et al., 2017).

Other intrinsic traits of a membrane separator for MET, such as mean and
maximum pore size could be measured by filtration velocity and bubble point
methods, while porosity can be examined with gravimetric methods, as demonstrated
by Huang et al. (2017). As mentioned earlier, membrane wettability is an important
factor to influence biofouling. It reflects the ability of a liquid to wet a surface
(Gugliuzza, 2015) and can be associated with the surface tension. To characterize
these measures, the contact angle between a liquid droplet and a solid surface could
be used. This will express whether the solid material — here the membrane — is rather
hydrophilic or hydrophobic (Huang et al., 2017; Jebur et al., 2018) and can be gained

using a goniometer (Kim et al., 2014).
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4.2. Methods for assessing membrane surface charge, ion exchange

capacity, water uptake, thickness

The surface charge of a membrane can be determined by the surface zeta
potential, which can be extracted from electro-kinetic experiments (Hurwitz et al.,
2010).

Actually, zeta potential measurements may derive from electrophoretic light
scattering (ELS) method, as reported by Kim et al. (2014), who characterized the
surface charge for a set of ultrafiltration membranes in MFC. The ion exchange
capacity (IEC), as substantial attribute of (ion exchange) membrane separators is
commonly examined with titration techniques (Hwang and Ohya, 1998; Venkatesan
and Dharmalingam, 2015b; Xu et al., 2012). In the work of Xu et al. (2012), IEC for

membranes was gained by Eq. 1.

IEC=(AxB)M" (1)

where IEC is given in the unit of mmol g, A and B denote the added titrant volume
(dm3) and its molar concentration (mmol dm'3), respectively, while M designates the
dry weight of the membrane sample (g).

The membrane thickness (L), does affect the membrane resistance in a
considerable manner. One approach to determine and monitor this parameter in MET
was presented by Miskan et al. (2016), who observed the change of membrane
samples in different periods of MFC operation (2, 4 and 6 months) by SEM and
evaluated how L was varied. Apart from visualization-based methods, the membrane

thickness is obtainable by using micrometer screw gage, as reported by Wang et al.
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(2015). The water uptake characteristic of a particular membrane material is also a
significant feature. The amount of water absorbed by a membrane separator in the
course of MET operation can result in swelling, consequently, increasing the
thickness and hence the membrane resistance. Moreover, membrane swelling is an
important issue in a membrane electrode assembly (MEA) MET because it may lead
to serious performance deterioration by delaminating electrode from the MEA (Chae
et al., 2014). Water uptake also influences proton conductivity of the membrane,
since water molecules can participate in conveying them across the membrane if it is
properly hydrated (Daud et al., 2019). Therefore, the water uptake property should be
a subject of interest and could be calculated from immersion method, which
considers the weight of membrane before and after hydration (Venkatesan and

Dharmalingam, 2015Db).

4.3. Methods for assessing the membrane resistance

Technical solutions to determine the (ohmic) membrane resistance are based
on electrochemical impedance measurements (EIS). Mostly, EIS is done with a
potentiostat equipped with a frequency response analyzer. In this case the
impedance is examined by applying a constant voltage perturbation signal, typically
with an amplitude of £+10 mV over a defined frequency range, e.g. between 100 Hz
and 1MHz (Elangovan and Dharmalingam, 2016) or 10 kHz to 100 mHz (Zhang et
al., 2009). The impedance Z is determined by measuring the phase shift and the ratio
of the amplitude difference (modulus |Z|) between perturbation (voltage) and

relaxation (current) signal. Alternatively to potentiostat, Choi et al. (2011) applied an
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LCR meter to examine the ohmic resistance of membranes, based on voltage
perturbation measurements.

As described by Zhang et al. (2009), EIS can be used to reveal the ohmic
resistance of the electrolyte in microbial fuel cells assembled (i) with and (ii) without
membrane separator (as solid electrolyte). From the differences of those two values,
membrane resistance could be reported (Zhang et al., 2009). Fig. 1 shows an
exemplary Nyquist Plot for illustration. Apart from that, two-electrode measurements
are widely used for determining the solid + liquid electrolyte resistance, when the
anode is used as working, while the cathode plays the role of both the reference and
counter electrodes (Wei et al. 2013). By analyzing the obtained EIS plots, the total
internal resistance can be separated to solid + liquid electrolyte, charge transfer and

diffusion resistance components (Nam et al. 2010).

4.4. Proton conductivity of membranes

The efficient charge balancing (ion and proton transfer) of the membrane is
one of the most essential requirements to achieve good operational performance in
MET (Bakonyi et al., 2018). In real applications, the widely used PEMs are not ideally
selective to proton as they allow the passage of various ions at the same time.
Related to this, it was shown that the transport of H* in MFC plays a minor role at this
charge balancing process, because of their significantly (4 - 5 orders of magnitude)
lower concentration compared to other ions in the systems (Rozendal et al., 2006;
Zhao et al., 2006). Although, once the amount of cations in the cathode chamber is
high enough, transport of protons becomes energetically more favorable (Sleutels et

al., 2017). In case of the occurrence of membrane biofouling, meaning that the
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movement of ions and protons is getting physically obstructed, the membrane can
lose some of its attractiveness (Kim et al., 2016). Therefore, the ion and proton
conductivity of a particular membrane is a quality that is worthy to be monitored.

For instance, specific ionic conductivity measurements can be performed by

experimental arrangement following Eq. 2 (Xu et al., 2012):

o=L(RxS)’ (2)

where o, L, R and S are assigned for the conductivity (S cm™), the distance between
the electrodes (cm), the membrane resistance (Q) and the area of the membrane

(cm?), respectively.

4.5. Mass transport properties

4.5.1. Proton mass transfer

It is important to complement the characterization of a membrane with proton
mass transfer properties, since these are significantly related to the pH-splitting
phenomena. The pH-splitting does refer to the accumulation of protons in the anode
chamber and hydroxides in the cathode chamber, as charge balancing ion transfer is
realized by other ions than H*/ OH (Li et al., 2011; Sleutels et al., 2017). In order to
describe H* mass transfer, the methodology detailed by Zhang et al. (2009) seems to
be applicable. In brief, the tests should be carried out in an abiotic, dual-chambered

cell with a pH sensor installed into one side to be able to record the pattern of pH
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changes between the two compartments adjusted to different initial pH values, as

described by Eq. 3.

kHz—L-ln[

(C110+C2’0—2'C2)
2At

C1,0—C20
where V is the liquid volume, A is the membrane surface area, Csp and C, are the
initial proton concentrations in the chambers with neutral and elevated pH
(considered as cathode and anode chambers, respectively), while C, is the proton
concentration in the anode solution at time t. After multiplying ky with the membrane
thickness, the proton diffusion coefficient of a particular membrane can be displayed
(Bakonyi et al., 2018). Alternative to Eq. 3., the so-called transport number (or
transference number) can be derived (Harnisch et al., 2008), which shows the “the
part of the current that is transported through the electrolyte due to the motion of the
ionic species” according to Oliot et al. (2016b). Such an approach was applied by
Park et al. (2017) to characterize the proton transport through membrane in two-

chambered bioelectrochemical reactors.
4.5.2. Bulk ions and substrates

The characterization of ions that also contribute to the electro-neutralizing
charge transfer can be done by calculating their mass transfer coefficients (k; )
based on the ion concentration in the compartment with high ion activity (Cs ) and in
the receiving compartment with low ion activity (Cs), according to Eq. 4 (Xu et al.,

2012).
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v (Cs0—2Cs)

This method can be used for quantifying the mass transfer of any ionic species
present in the system. In two-chamber MFC where EAB are present and fed in the
anode compartment, the transfer of (biodegradable) substrate from the anode to the
cathode compartment because of concentration differences will result in loss and
therefore, in a decreasing activity of the EAB in the anode half-cell. Substrate
leakage may promote microbiological proliferation and hence, the contamination of
the cathode-side by biological agents, leading to increased biofouling on the cathode-
facing surface of the membrane and the cathode electrode too, as well as mixed
potential formation and internal currents (Harnisch et al., 2009b). Analogously, this
applies to MET where EAB are located at the cathode (systems with biocathode) and
materials are lost to the anode side across the membrane. For instance, Ping et al.
(2013) investigated microbial desalination cells (containing a pair of AEM and CEM
as well as seawater in between those) during long-time operation (8 months). It was
found that in addition to deposited particles, some amount of microbes could be even
found attached to the CEM’s cathode-facing side (tap-water catholyte), as well, while
the middle-chamber facing side of the CEM was also biofouled, and even the
presence of fungi could be observed. Meanwhile, the anode was strongly biofouled.
Hence, it is a possible scenario that biofouling also occurs on the membrane surface

that is not in direct contact with the EAB- and substrate-rich compartment.
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4.5.3. Oxygen mass transfer

The capability of a membrane to transport oxygen affects the dissolved
oxygen concentration in the anode chamber of a MFC (Mohamed et al., 2016).
Therefore, membranes being more permeable to (dissolved) oxygen will promote the
growth of aerobic strains on its surface. These types of bacteria, in general, can be
attributed with shorter duplication time and greater biomass yield in comparison with
less oxygen-tolerant/more anaerobic ones. Hence, it might be assumed that
membranes leading to larger oxygen fluxes (from the aerated cathode to the non-
aerated anode) are more prone to biofouling and accumulate more biomass on the
surface.

To determine the oxygen mass transfer coefficient (ko) of a separator, the
procedures suggested by Kim et al. (2007) and Chae et al. (2008) could be followed.

Basically, ko is produced by experimental data fitted into Eq. 5.

ko = ——1n [2=] (5)

At Co
where V is the liquid volume, A is the membrane surface area, Cyp and C are the
dissolved oxygen concentrations (i) in the oxygen saturated cathode half-cell and (ii)

in the anode chamber at time {, respectively. Afterwards, by combining membrane

thickness (L) with ko (Eqg. 6), the oxygen diffusion coefficient is obtained.

DO = koL (6)
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4.6. Membrane biofouling characterization

4.6.1. Chemical composition

Various authors, for example Miskan et al. (2016), Mohamed et al. (2016),
Kondaveeti et al. (2018) and Xu et al. (2012) communicated that Fourier-Transform
Infrared Spectroscopy (FT-IR) can be used to follow the biofouling process in MET.
Analyzing the FT-IR spectra can help to (i) evaluate some of the main biopolymers in
the biofouling layer (Miskan et al., 2016), (ii) reveal the potential modifications of
membrane’s chemical structure (Mohamed et al., 2016) and (iii) describe the
characteristics of contaminants found on the membrane surface (Kondaveeti et al.,
2018) or in other words, characterize the fouling layer (Xu et al., 2012). Moreover,
Energy Dispersive X-ray spectrometry (EDX) is a measurement technology to get
insight regarding the microscopic structure and inorganic elemental composition of a
membrane, e.g. its cation content after use in MET (Choi et al., 2011; Rozendal et al.,

2006; Xu et al., 2012).

4.6.2. Quantification of EPS

As noted above, EPS play a key-role in the membrane biofouling process.
EPS, in accordance with Jiang et al. (2010), can cover a range of constituents, in
particular high molecular-weight polymers, e.g. saccharides and proteins. Therefore,
the carbohydrate and protein portions of EPS are distinguished and analyzed
separately. Determination of EPS on the membrane requires their extraction first
(Kim et al., 2014). Thereafter, carbohydrates can be quantified by phenol/sulfuric-acid

method, while proteins can be measured for example via the Lowry method based on
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bovine serum albumin (BSA) standard or other ready-made test kits i.e. micro BCA

protein assay (Jiang et al., 2010; Kim et al., 2014).

4.6.3. Evaluation of the microbial community

Biofouling is a consequence of biofilm formation on the membrane, which can
be depicted as a mass of microorganisms in an adhered, consistent structure. For
instance, Heidrich et al. (2016) underlined that methods for quantification of selected
microbes include (i) quantitative polymerase chain reaction (QPCR) as well as (ii)
fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH). In addition, Kim et al. (2014) did total cell
counting in MFC with Confocal Laser Scanning Microscopy (CLSM) and DAPI (4'6-
diamidino-2-phenylindole) staining. CLSM could also be applied to study biofilm
structure (Xu et al., 2012), for instance, living and dead cells in anode biofilms of
microbial electrochemical devices (Sun et al., 2015).

Biomass/cell quantity can be related with the total protein content, e.g. in
samples drawn from a surface of a membrane. As reported by Qiao et al. (2017), the
procedure to determine proteins can rely on the colorimetric Bradford Protein Assay
and the Lowry method (Xu et al., 2012).

To enrich the information about biofilms on membranes in MET, it is also
worthy to address who they are. For instance, works of Zhi et al. (2014) and Saratale
et al. (2017ab) provide details of the microbiological and molecular biological tools for
studying microbial communities, particularly species abundance and population
dynamics. For imaging and analyzing microbes and their properties, the use of (laser-
based) flow-cytometry technique can be a feasible approach. Mainly, it can

characterize samples (wastewaters, electrode-surface biofilms) in the aspects of
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physiological heterogeneity and population dynamics (Harnisch et al., 2011). It
evaluates the microbial community structures and activity (both qualitatively and
quantitatively) in using almost real-time. The summary of the mentioned methods for
(bio)fouled membrane as well as fouling layer characterization is provided in form of

Fig. 2.

5. Biofouling experiences with membrane separators

Biofouling normally occurs on the side of the membrane that is in touch with
the compartment containing the biological catalysts. Accordingly, research strategies
should focus on the (i) development of new materials and/or (ii) the improvement of
existing ones to withstand against such effects thanks to better surface properties.
Particular examples are listed in Table 1. Accordingly, one plausible direction could
be seen in the preparation of organic-inorganic combined materials. As concluded by
Venkatesan and Dharmalingam (2015b), hydrophilic inorganic composite particles,
e.g. TiO2 incorporated in PEM could be useful to improve resistance of the
membranes against biofouling. In their study (Venkatesan and Dharmalingam,
2015b), it was observed that sulfonated poly-ether-ether-ketone (SPEEK)
membranes made with TiO, metal oxide (7.5 %) enhanced the hydrophilic feature of
the resulting membrane and consequently, reduced the adhesion of bacteria to its
surface. This was confirmed by counting the E. coli cells (used as indicator for
biofouling) on the membranes. SPEEK — TiO, membranes showed an order of
magnitude lower E. coli absorption than simple SPEEK or Nafion membranes. The
hybrid membranes also exhibited less significant cation transfer and in that way, were

considered to decrease the threat of salt precipitation, which is also advantageous
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from a biofouling aspect (Venkatesan and Dharmalingam, 2015b). Interestingly, for
SPEEK membranes, Ghasemi et al. (2016) found that the degree of sulfonation (DS)
may have an influence on the type of fouling that the membrane suffers from. It
seemed from SEM image analysis that lower DS (20.8 %) caused mineral, while
higher DS (63.6 %) rather microbiological fouling. However, Lim et al. (2012)
experienced certain adverse effect of mixing SPEEK (3 %) with poly(ether sulfone)
(PES) due to higher surface roughness, which has made this material to be a
potential target for microbial adhesion and consecutive biofilm formation.

As a new attempt to substitute expensive fluorine-based Nafion membranes,
sulfonated hydrocarbon-based ion-conducting polymers have been actively studied.
Leveraged by such characteristics, Chae et al. (2014) developed sulfonated
polyether ether ketone (SPEEK)-based composite PEM with polyimide nanofiber
supporter. Although SPEEK exhibits higher proton exchange capacity than Nafion, it
has several physically instability (e.g. high swelling, dimensional change). This
problem was solved by embedding the polyimide nanofiber in the center of SPEEK
as a supporting structure to reinforce the dimensional stability (Chae et al., 2014). In
addition to SPEEK, sulfonated poly(arylene ether sulfone) (SPAES) has been
considered as an efficient hydrocarbon-based proton-conducting block copolymer
(Park et al.,, 2017). These SPEEK- and SPAES composite PEMs exhibited an
improved proton selectivity while excluding other competing cations (Ca**, Mg*,
NH4*, etc.), and less substrate crossover through PEM as well. Such enhanced
performance was attributed to a well-defined microstructure that has narrow,
branched, tortuous ion-conducting hydrophilic channels, compared to that of Nafion.
These reduced crossovers for both substrate and divalent cations can lead to

conditions that are more favorable to mitigate biofouling.
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Another approach was demonstrated by Choi et al. (2013), who fabricated
membrane separators from nonwowen fabric and poly[2,5-benzimidazole] (ABPBI). It
turned out from the experiments that in comparison with Nafion, the nonwoven fabric-
based material showed better resistance against biofouling in an MFC for a period of
more than 300 days.

Furthermore, Kim et al. (2014) have revealed that coverage of ultrafiltration
membrane (UF) by polydopamine led to substantial increase of biofouling resistance.
The authors showed that the reason was primarily linked to the alteration of
membrane surface charge, resulting in the increment of electrostatic repulsion forces
between the membrane surface and the bacteria. Similarly, beneficial impact
ascribed to enhanced electrostatic repulsion forces was reported by Huang et al.
(2017) employing a conductive flat microfiltration membrane comprising of
polyvinylidene fluoride, N-methyl- 2-pyrrolidone, polyvinyl pyrrolidone and reduced
graphene oxide (RGO) on stainless steel mesh base. In addition, the authors noted
the advantage of membrane’s more hydrophilic nature, which had contributed to the
biofouling mitigation as well (Huang et al., 2017).

In another work by Angioni et al. (2016), the modification of Nafion polymer
turned also out to be efficient for improving the membrane material and reduce
biofouling in MFC. As it was elaborated, the silica-based, functionalized fillers added
to Nafion helped to achieve more negative membrane surface charges and hence
the composite membranes were more successful to tackle the biofouling phenomena
in MFC. Mokhtarian et al. (2013) demonstrated that the proper combination of Nafion
with polyaniline could actually decrease the surface roughness of the membranes
attained and accordingly, this material was more resistive to biofouling due to the less

available surface area for bacterial attachment.
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Apart from these, authors such as Chen et al. (2012) and Tao et al. (2015)
emphasized that polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) is sufficiently hydrophilic, relatively easy to
be film casted, cost effective, environmentally gentle and therefore, assumed to
increase biofouling resistance of membranes. Moreover, Hou et al. (2014) explained
that PVA membranes can be made proton conductive by attaching negatively
charged functional groups into its structure. Results in MFCs operated with PVA-
based membrane separators have been published by Khilari et al. (2013) and Zhang
et al. (2017a). The authors added graphene oxide (GO) to the polymer matrix
comprising of PVA and silicotungstic acid. By optimizing the membrane recipe, the
power production in MFCs could be significantly enhanced and at the same time,
biofouling was suppressed. Zhang et al. (2017a) also mentioned certain self-cleaning
effect of membranes prepared with PVA, polyvinylidene fluoride and cotton fabric
(referred originally as PVAc-g-PVDF coated cotton fabric), which may have
contributed to the anti-biofouling property of the material in microbial fuel cell.

As for experiences with various kinds of membrane-equipped MET, results
from osmotic MFCs can be highlighted. This system combines the benefits of MFCs
(in terms of electricity production) and the osmotic pressure-driven water purification
technologies reported data for fouling (mostly inorganic, but containing biopolymers
as well) in osmotic MFCs equipped with forward osmosis membranes (FO) (Zhang et
al., 2011; Zhu et al., 2016). Actually, it was found that fouling — in addition that water
flux across the fouled membrane was close to zero — promoted the power generation
efficiency of osmotic MFC compared to the outcomes of pristine membranes. At a
first glance, this could be quite unexpected considering the usual feedback related to
biofouling in MET. Nevertheless, it has been turned out by measuring the flux of

charge carriers across the membrane that fouling enhanced the ion diffusion and ion
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exchange mechanisms, resulting in accelerated flux of protons and ions (Zhu et al.
2016).

Yang et al. (2016b) also communicated that the water flux via cellulose
acetate-based FO membrane was decreased by 50 %. In the same study, it was
demonstrated that the use of silver nanoparticle — polydopamine coating (to modify
the FO membrane) was effective to retard biofouling. The mechanism was explained
by the anti-microbial effect of silver and the negatively-charged, hydrophilic
environment of the membrane caused by polydopamine (Yang et al., 2016b). It is
worth to mention that although the surface roughness of the modified FO membrane
was considered theoretically more favorable for cell attachment, it seemed to be
diminished by the surface charge, hydrophilicity and anti-microbial effect of the silver
nanoparticles. In accordance with the conclusion of the authors two particular
questions should be addressed: (i) the effectiveness of anti-microbial effect related
with the silver content of the membrane in long term studies and (ii) the stability of
silver-containing FO membrane such as silver loss during application. The positive
influence of Ag content in membranes towards better anti-(bio)fouling was also
reported by Zhang et al. (2019) in an electrically-assisted membrane filtration
process. In the context of such membranes, the release of silver nanoparticles (SiNP)
from membranes could be a concern since this may affect EAB. Though the exact
mechanism behind the anti-microbial action of SiNP is not yet clarified, proposed

theories were outlined by Prabhu and Poulose (2012).
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6. Outlook on possible approaches to mitigate membrane biofouling in

microbial electrochemical technologies

Although in some applications such as microbial recycling cells the deposition
of salt and biofouling in microporous layers are viewed as advantages (Goglio et al.,
2019), membrane biofouling in MET represents mostly a remarkable issue for long-
term, efficient system performance (Aryal et al., 2018; Chen et al., 2016b; Liu et al.,
2017). Therefore, the used membranes have to be engineered towards more
convincing anti-fouling characteristics. In summary, to increase the chance of
counteracting membrane biofouling in MET, membrane separators should have (i)
smoother surface, (ii) negative surface charge (to aid electrostatic repulsion force),
(i) advantageous inner structure (in terms of the presence/absence of pores and
their size/volume) and (iv) hydrophilic character (as implied in Fig. 3). Certainly, the
efficiency of a membrane from a biofouling-resistance viewpoint will be determined
together by these inner qualities of the material. To make a confidential ranking
among different membranes, experiments will be required under identical
experimental settings in MET.

In order to create membranes — typically made of polymer materials that are
the most widespread in MET (Bakonyi et al., 2018) — with better potential to
overcome biofouling, Leong et al. (2013) have introduced some possible directions to
improve anti-microbial as well as anti-adhesion routes. These include mean specific
chemical modifications to reduce bacterial proliferation or to suppress the attachment
of foulants to the membrane surface, respectively (Leong et al., 2013).

So far, as evaluated in Section 5, several research strategies have been

communicated to make membranes in MET more effective against biofouling. These
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attempts resulted in (i) the use of hydrocarbon-based ion conducting materials
prepared with SPEEK and SPAES (Venkatesan and Dharmalingam, 2015b; Ghasemi
et al., 2016; Lim et al., 2012; Chae et al., 2014; Park et al., 2017), (ii) the modification
of Nafion (Angioni et al., 2016; Mokhtarian et al., 2013), (iii) the support of cheap
material with ion-specific conductor (Choi et al., 2013; Chae et a., 2014), (iv) the
improvement of micro- and ultrafiltration membranes (Huang et al., 2017; Kim et al.,
2014) and (v) the fabrication of membranes containing silver nanoparticles (Yang et
al., 2016b).

Although these approaches are highly promising and show how membranes
have been upgraded to diminish biologically-induced fouling in MET, establishment of
further concepts can be suggested to broaden this field and provide more options for
anti-fouling membrane construction. To facilitate this progress, lessons and
experiences with biofouling from other membrane-related areas might be taken into
account. An interesting and quite new approach is the deployment of ionic liquid-
containing membranes (Fig. 4). It has been proved that certain supported ionic liquid
membranes (prepared with imidazolium and methyl trioctylammonium cations and
with [PFe], [BF4], [CI] and [NTf;]" anions, by using polyamide supporting layer)
(ILMs) were applicable in MFCs to substitute Nafion PEM (Hernandez-Fernandez et
al. 2015; Kook et al., 2017ab, 2019b). On that matter, Jebur et al. (2018) found
notable anti-microbial effect of imidazolium cation-based hydrophilic (with [CI]" and
[Br]” anions) and hydrophobic (with [NTf,]" anion) ILMs using PTFE supporting layer
and various test microorganisms. Hence, proper selection of ionic liquids and their
use may be a feasible way to fabricate membranes with adequate antimicrobial
properties. Accordingly, more work is encouraged in this topic to get more information

about the feasibility of ILM in MET.
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However, it is presumable for most strategies aiming to overcome biofouling
that they are unable to ensure full success over longer time. In other words, adhesion
and accumulation of biofoulants on the membrane are only a question of time and
therefore, it may rather be the question how to increase the lifetime of membranes in
MET. For instance, Kim et al. (2014) studied polydopamine coated ultrafiltration
membranes in microbial fuel cells and showed that longer-term suppression of
biofouling in such systems was rather unlikely. Thus, apart from the development of
new, high-performance membranes, attention could also be paid to end-of-pipe
solutions e.g. membrane cleaning. Though the specific topic of membrane cleaning
for MET is currently underdeveloped, approaches demonstrated in membrane
bioreactors (Lin et al. 2013; Wang et al., 2014) may be adapted to two-chambered
MET to recover (bio)fouled membranes. This step may need case specific
optimization according to the actual material properties in order to find a procedure
that does not attack the chemical structure of the membrane but at the same time, is
effective enough to play its part in membrane regeneration (Aslam et al., 2018).
However, if cleaning is proven insufficient, then from time to time, membrane
replacement is inevitable, adding an extra cost to the process (Ho et al., 2017).

Under any conditions, the assessment of MET operation in the light of
relationships between the actual membrane type and the microbial community

growing on it can be important to manage the biofouling problem Sanchez (2018).

7. Conclusions

We have illustrated that membrane biofouling is a crucial issue in MET. It was

overviewed what membrane properties (e.g. mechanical stability or mass transfer)
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are influenced by biofouling phenomena. Conversely, we deduced how certain
membrane features (mainly surface morphology, charge, structure and hydrophilicity)
affect the formation of biofouling layers. Accordingly, two-sided approach -
considering the interrelation of membrane properties and biofouling — was suggested
to address its complexity. Biofouling monitoring methods (in terms of fouling layer
chemical composition, microbial community) were presented and possible directions
in membrane development (such as the promising employment of ionic liquids) to

counteract biofouling were demonstrated.

Acknowledgement

The “GINOP-2.3.2-15 — Excellence of strategic R+D workshops (Development
of modular, mobile water treatment systems and waste water treatment technologies
based on University of Pannonia to enhance growing dynamic export of Hungary
(2016-2020))” is thanked for supporting this work. The Janos Bolyai Research
Scholarship of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences is acknowledged for supporting
this work. Laszlé Kodk was supported by the UNKP-18-3 “New National Excellence
Program of the Ministry of Human Capacities”. Falk Harnisch acknowledges support
by the BMBF (Research Award “Next generation biotechnological Processes—
Biotechnology 2020+”) and the Helmholtz-Association (Young Investigators Group).
This work was supported by the Helmholtz-Association within the Research
Programme Renewable Energies. Joerg Kretzschmar acknowledges funding by the
federal ministry for economic affairs and energy (funding program biomass energy

use, funding code 03KB115).

30



References

1. Angioni, S., Millia, L., Bruni, G., Tealdi, C., Mustarelli, P., Quartarone, E.,
2016. Improving the performances of Nafion™-based membranes for
microbial fuel cells with silica-based, organically-functionalized mesostructured
fillers. J. Power Sources 334, 120-127.

2. Aryal, N., Kvist, T., Ammam, F., Pant, D., Ottosen, L.D.M., 2018. An overview
of microbial biogas enrichment. Bioresour. Technol. 264, 359-369.

3. Aslam, M., Ahmad, R., Kim, J., 2018. Recent developments in biofouling
control in membrane bioreactors for domestic wastewater treatment. Sep.
Purif. Technol. 206, 297-315.

4. Bakonyi, P., Kook, L., Kumar, G., Toth, G., Rézsenberszki, T., Nguyen, D.D.,
et al., 2018. Architectural engineering of bioelectrochemical systems from the
perspective of polymeric membrane separators: A comprehensive update on
recent progress and future prospects. J. Membr. Sci. 564, 508-522.

5. Chae, K.J., Choi, M., Ajayi, F.F., Park, W., Chang, |.S., Kim, |.S., 2008. Mass
transport through a proton exchange membrane (Nafion) in microbial fuel
cells. Energy Fuels 22, 169-176.

6. Chae, K.J., Kim, K.Y., Choi, M.J., Yang, E., Kim, I.S., Ren, X, et al., 2014.
Sulfonated polyether ether ketone (SPEEK)-based composite proton
exchange membrane reinforced with nanofibers for microbial electrolysis cells.
Chem. Eng. J. 254, 393-398.

7. Chen, G., Wei, B., Luo, Y., Logan, B.E., Hickner, M.A., 2012. Polymer
separators for high-power, high-efficiency microbial fuel cells. ACS Appl.

Mater. Interfaces 4, 6454-6457 .

31



8. Chen, J., Zhang, M., Li, F., Qian, L., Lin, H., Yang, L., et al., 2016a. Membrane
fouling in a membrane bioreactor: High filtration resistance of gel layer and its
underlying mechanism. Water Res. 102, 82-89.

9. Chen, X., Liang, P., Zhang, X., Huang, X., 2016b. Bioelectrochemical
systems-driven directional ion transport enables low-energy water
desalination, pollutant removal, and resource recovery. Bioresour. Technol.
215, 274-284.

10.Cheng, D., Ngo, H.H., Guo, W., Liu, Y., Chang, S.W., Nguyen, D.D., et al.,
2018. Anaerobic membrane bioreactors for antibiotic wastewater treatment:
Performance and membrane fouling issues. Bioresour. Technol. 267, 714-724.

11.Choi, M.J., Chae, K.J., Ajayi, F.F., Kim, K.Y., Yu, HW., Kim, CW., et al,
2011. Effects of biofouling on ion transport through cation exchange
membranes and microbial fuel cell performance. Bioresour. Technol. 102, 298-
303.

12.Choi, S., Kim, J.R., Cha, J., Kim, Y., Premier, G.C., Kim, C., 2013. Enhanced
power production of a membrane electrode assembly microbial fuel cell (MFC)
using a cost effective poly [2,5-benzimidazole] (ABPBI) impregnated non-
woven fabric filter. Bioresour. Technol. 128, 14-21.

13.Daud, S.M., Kim, B.H., Ghasemi, M., Daud, W.R.W., 2015. Separators used in
microbial electrochemical technologies: Current status and future prospects.
Bioresour. Technol. 195, 170-179.

14.Daud, S.M., Daud, W.R.W., Bakar, M.H.A., Kim, B.H., Somalu, M.R., Jahim,
J.M.,, et al., 2019. A comparison of long-term fouling performance by zirconia
ceramic filter and cation exchange in microbial fuel cells. Int. Biodeterior.

Biodegradation 136, 63-70.

32



15.Dhar, B.R., Lee, H.S., 2013. Membranes for bioelectrochemical systems:
challenges and research advances. Environ. Technol. 34, 1751-1764.

16.Du, Z., Li, H., Gu, T., 2007. A state of the art review on microbial fuel cells: A
promising technology for wastewater treatment and bioenergy. Biotechnol.
Adv. 25, 464-482.

17.Elangovan, M., Dharmalingam, S., 2016. Preparation and performance
evaluation of poly (ether-imide) based anion exchange polymer membrane
electrolyte for microbial fuel cell. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 41, 8595-8606.

18.Flemming, H.C., Wingender, J., 2001. Relevance of microbial extracellular
polymeric substances (EPSs) — Part Il: Technical aspects. Water Sci. Technol.
43, 9-16.

19.Flemming, H.C., 2016. EPS - Then and now. Microorganisms 4, 41. doi:
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms4040041

20.Ghasemi, M., Shahgaldi, S., Ismail, M., Yaakob, Z., Daud, W.R.W., 2012. New
generation of carbon nanocomposite proton exchange membranes in
microbial fuel cell systems. Chem. Eng. J. 184, 82-89.

21.Ghasemi, M., Daud, W. R. W., Ismail, M., Rahimnejad, M., Ismail, A. F.,
Leong, J. X., et al., 2013. Effect of pre-treatment and biofouling of proton
exchange membrane on microbial fuel cell performance. Int. J. Hydrogen
Energy 38, 5480-5484.

22.Ghasemi, M., Daud, W.R.W., Alam, J., Jafari, Y., Sedighi, M., Aljlil, S.A., et al.,
2016. Sulfonated poly ether ether ketone with different degree of sulphonation
in microbial fuel cell: Application study and economical analysis. Int. J.

Hydrogen Energy 41, 4862-4871.

33



23.Goglio, A., Marzorati, S., Rago, L., Pant, D., Cristiani, P., Schievano, A., 2019.
Microbial recycling cells: First steps into a new type of microbial
electrochemical technologies, aimed at recovering nutrients from wastewater.
Bioresour. Technol. 277, 117-127.

24 .Gugliuzza, A., 2015. Membrane wettability, In: Drioli E., Giorno L. (eds)
Encyclopedia of membranes. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-40872-4

25.Guo, W., Ngo, H.H., Li, J., 2012. A mini-review on membrane fouling.
Bioresour. Technol. 122, 27-34.

26.Hamann, C.H., Hamnett, A., Vielstich, W., 2007. Electrochemistry, 2nd ed.
Wiley-VCH, ISBN: 978-3-527-31069-2

27.Harnisch, F., Schroder, U., Scholz, F., 2008. The suitability of monopolar and
bipolar ion exchange membranes as separators for biological fuel cells.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 42, 1740-1746.

28.Harnisch, F., Warmbier, R., Schneider, R., Schroder, U., 2009a. Modeling the
ion transfer and polarization of ion exchange membranes in
bioelectrochemical systems. Bioelectrochemistry 75,136-141.

29.Harnisch, F., Wirth, S., Schroder, U., 2009b. Effects of substrate and
metabolite crossover on the cathodic oxygen reduction reaction in microbial
fuel cells: platinum vs. iron (ll) phthalocyanine based electrodes. Electrochem.
Commun. 11, 2253-2256.

30.Harnisch, F., Koch, C., Patil, S.A., Hibschmann, T., Muller, S., Schroder, U.,
2011. Revealing the electrochemically driven selection in natural community
derived microbial biofilms using flow-cytometry. Energy Environ. Sci. 4, 1265-

1267.

34



31.Hedbavna, P., Rolfe, S.A., Huang, W.E., Thornton, S.F., 2016. Biodegradation
of phenolic compounds and their metabolites in contaminated groundwater
using microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 200, 426-434.

32.Heidrich, E.S., Curtis, T.P., Woodcock, S., Dolfing, J., 2016. Quantification of
effective exoelectrogens by most probable number (MPN) in a microbial fuel
cell. Bioresour. Technol. 218, 27-30.

33.Hernandez-Fernandez, F.J., de los Rios, A.P., Mateo-Ramirez, F., Godinez,
C., Lozano-Blanco, L.J., Moreno, J.l., et al., 2015. New application of
supported ionic liquids membranes as proton exchange membranes in
microbial fuel cell for waste water treatment. Chem. Eng. J. 279, 115-119.

34.Hernandez-Flores, G., Poggi-Varaldo, H.M., Solorza-Feria, O., 2016.
Comparison of alternative membranes to replace high cost Nafion ones in
microbial fuel cells. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 41, 23354-23362.

35.Ho, N.A.D., Babel, S., Kurisu, F., 2017. Bio-electrochemical reactors using
AMI-7001S and CMI-7000S membranes as separators for silver recovery and
power generation. Bioresour. Technol. 244, 1006-1014.

36.Hou, Y., Li, K., Luo, H., Liu, G., Zhang, R., Qin, B., et al., 2014. Using
crosslinked polyvinyl alcohol polymer membrane as a separator in the
microbial fuel cell. Front. Environ. Sci. Eng. 8, 137-143.

37.Huang, L., Li, X., Ren, Y., Wang, X., 2017. Preparation of conductive
microfiltration membrane and its performance in a coupled configuration of
membrane bioreactor with microbial fuel cell. RSC Adv. 7, 20824-20832.

38.Hurwitz, G., Guillen, G.R., Hoek, E.M.V., 2010. Probing polyamide membrane
surface charge, zeta potential, wettability, and hydrophilicity with contact angle

measurements. J. Membr. Sci. 349, 349-357.

35



39.Hwang, G.J., Ohya, H., 1998. Preparation of anion-exchange membrane
based on block copolymers: Part 1. Amination of the chloromethylated
copolymers. J. Membr. Sci 140,195-203.

40.IUPAC. Compendium of Chemical Terminology, 2nd ed. (the "Gold Book").
Compiled by A. D. McNaught and A. Wilkinson. Blackwell Scientific
Publications, Oxford (1997). https://doi.org/10.1351/goldbook.FT06876

41.Jebur, M., Sengupta, A., Chiao, Y.H., Kamaz, M., Qian, X., Wickramasinghe,
R., 2018. Pi electron cloud mediated separation of aromatics using supported
ionic liquid (SIL) membrane having antibacterial activity. J. Membr. Sci. 556, 1-
11.

42.Jia, H., Yang, G., Wang, J., Ngo, H.H., Guo, W., Zhang, H., et al., 2016.
Performance of a microbial fuel cell-based biosensor for online monitoring in
an integrated system combining microbial fuel cell and upflow anaerobic
sludge bed reactor. Bioresour. Technol. 218, 286-293.

43.Jiang, J., Zhao, Q., Wei, L., Wang, K., 2010. Extracellular biological organic
matters in microbial fuel cell using sewage sludge as fuel. Water Res. 44,
2163-2170.

44 .Khalili, H.B., Mohebbi-Kalhori, D., Afarani, M.S., 2017. Microbial fuel cell
(MFC) using commercially available unglazed ceramic wares: Low-cost
ceramic separators suitable for scale-up. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 42, 8233-
8241.

45.Khilari, S., Pandit, S., Ghangrekar, M.M., Pradhan, D., Das, D., 2013.
Graphene oxide-impregnated PVA-STA composite polymer electrolyte
membrane separator for power generation in a single-chambered microbial

fuel cell. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 52, 11597-11606.

36



46.Kim, |.S., Jang, N., 2006. The effect of calcium on the membrane biofouling in
the membrane bioreactor (MBR). Water Res. 40, 2756-2764.

47.Kim, J.R., Cheng, S., Oh, S.E., Logan, B.E., 2007. Power generation using
different cation, anion, and ultrafiltration membranes in microbial fuel cells.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 41, 1004-1009.

48.Kim, Y., Logan, B.E., 2013. Microbial desalination cells for energy production
and desalination. Desalination 308, 122-130.

49.Kim, K.Y., Yang, E., Lee, M.Y., Chae, K.J., Kim, C.M., Kim, I.S., 2014.
Polydopamine coating effects on ultrafiltration membrane to enhance power
density and mitigate biofouling of ultrafiltration microbial fuel cells (UF-MFCs).
Water Res. 54, 62-68.

50.Kim, B.K., An, J., Fapyane, D., Chang, |.S., 2015. Bioelectronic platforms for
optimal bio-anode of bio-electrochemical systems: From nano- to macro
scopes. Bioresour. Technol. 195, 2-13.

51.Kim, J., Kim, B., An, J., Lee, Y.S., Chang, I.S., 2016. Development of anode
zone using dual-anode system to reduce organic matter crossover in
membraneless microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 213, 140-145.

52.Kokabian, B., Gude, V.G., 2015. Role of membranes in bioelectrochemical
systems. Membr. Water Treat. 6, 53-75.

53.Kokko, M., Epple, S., Gescher, J., Kerzenmacher, S., 2018. Effects of
wastewater constituents and operational conditions on the composition and
dynamics of anodic microbial communities in bioelectrochemical systems.

Bioresour. Technol. 258, 376-389.

37



54 Kondaveeti, S., Kakarla, R., Kim, H.S., Kim, B.G., Min, B., 2018. The
performance and long-term stability of low-cost separators in single-chamber
bottle-type microbial fuel cells. Environ. Technol. 39, 288-297.

55.Ko0dk, L., Nemestothy, N., Bakonyi, P., Gollei, A., Rbézsenberszki, T., Takacs,
P., et al, 2017a. On the efficiency of dual-chamber biocatalytic
electrochemical cells applying membrane separators prepared with
imidazolium-type ionic liquids containing [NTf,] and [PFe] anions. Chem.
Eng. J. 324, 296-302.

56.Kook, L., Nemestothy, N., Bakonyi, P., Zhen, G., Kumar, G., Lu, X, et al,,
2017b. Performance evaluation of microbial electrochemical systems operated
with Nafion and supported ionic liquid membranes. Chemosphere 175, 350-
355.

57.Kook, L., Quéméner, E.D.L., Bakonyi, P., Zitka, J., Trably, E., Téth, G., et al,,
2019a. Behavior of two-chamber microbial electrochemical systems started-up
with different ion-exchange membrane separators. Bioresour. Technol.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2019.01.097

58.Kook, L., Kaufer, B., Bakonyi, P., Rézsenberszki, T., Rivera, I., Buitron, G., et
al., 2019b. Supported ionic liquid membrane based on [bmim][PFg] can be a
promising separator to replace Nafion in microbial fuel cells and improve
energy recovery: A comparative process evaluation. J. Membr. Sci. 5§70-571,
215-225.

59.Kouzuma, A., Ishii, S., Watanabe, K., 2018. Metagenomic insights into the
ecology and physiology of microbes in bioelectrochemical systems. Bioresour.

Technol. 255, 302-307.

38



60.Kraytsberg, A., Ein-Eli, Y., 2014. Review of advanced materials for proton
exchange membrane fuel cells. Energy Fuels 28, 7303-7330.

61.Leong, J.X., Daud, W.R.W., Ghasemi, M., Liew, K.B., Ismail, M., 2013. lon
exchange membranes as separators in microbial fuel cells for bioenergy
conversion: A comprehensive review. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 28, 575-
587.

62.Leong, J.X., Daud, W.R.W., Ghasemi, M., Ahmad, A., Ismail, M., Liew, K.B.,
2015. Composite membrane containing graphene oxide in sulfonated
polyether ether ketone in microbial fuel cell applications. Int. J. Hydrogen
Energy 40, 11604-11614.

63.Li, W.W., Sheng, G.P., Liu, XW., Yu, H.Q., 2011. Recent advances in the
separators for microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 102, 244-252.

64.Lim, S.S., Daud, W.R.W., Jahim, J.M., Ghasemi, M., Chong, P.S., Ismail, M.,
2012. Sulfonated poly(ether ether ketone)/poly(ether sulfone) composite
membranes as an alternative proton exchange membrane in microbial fuel
cells. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 37, 11409-11424.

65.Lin, H., Peng, W., Zhang, M., Chen, J., Hong, H., Zhang, Y., 2013. A review
on anaerobic membrane bioreactors: Applications, membrane fouling and
future perspectives. Desalination 314,169-188.

66.Lin, H., Zhang, M., Wang, F., Meng, F., Liao, B.Q., Hong, H., et al., 2014. A
critical review of extracellular polymeric substances (EPSs) in membrane
bioreactors: Characteristics, roles in membrane fouling and control strategies.

J. Membr. Sci. 460, 110-125.

39



67.Liu, R., Tursun, H., Hou, X., Odey, F., Li, Y., Wang, X., et al., 2017. Microbial
community dynamics in a pilot-scale MFC-AA/O system treating domestic
sewage. Bioresour. Technol. 241, 439-447.

68.Logan, B.E., Regan, J.M., 2006. Electricity-producing bacterial communities in
microbial fuel cells. Trends Microbiol. 14, 512-518.

69.Logan, B.E., Hamelers, B., Rozendal, R., Schroder, U., Keller, J., Freguia, S.,
et al., 2006. Microbial fuel cells: methodology and technology. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 40, 5181-5192.

70.Luo, H., Xu, P., Jenkins, P.E., Ren, Z., 2012a. lonic composition and transport
mechanisms in microbial desalination cells. J. Membr. Sci. 409-410, 16-23.

71.Luo, H., Xu, P., Ren, Z., 2012b. Long-term performance and characterization
of microbial desalination cells in treating domestic wastewater. Bioresour.
Technol. 120, 187-193.

72.Luo, T., Abdu, S., Wessling, M., 2018. Selectivity of ion exchange membranes:
A review. J. Membr. Sci. 555, 429-454.

73.Mei, Y., Tang, C.Y., 2018. Recent developments and future perspectives of
reverse electrodialysis technology: A review. Desalination 425, 156-174.

74 .Miskan, M., Ismail, M., Ghasemi, M., Jahim, J.M., Nordin, D., Bakar, M.H.A.,
2016. Characterization of membrane biofouling and its effect on the
performance of microbial fuel cell. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 41, 543-552.

75.Mohamed, H.O., Obaid, M., Khalil, K.A., Barakat, N.A.M., 2016. Power
generation from unconditioned industrial wastewaters using commercial
membranes-based microbial fuel cells. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 41, 4251-

4263.

40



76.Mokhtarian, N., Ghasemi, M., Daud, W.R.W., Ismail, M., Najafpour, G., Alam,
J., 2013. Improvement of microbial fuel cell performance by using nafion
polyaniline composite membranes as a separator. J. Fuel Cell Sci. Technol 10,
041008. doi: https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4024866

77.Nam, J.Y., Kim, HW., Lim, K.H., Shin, H.S., Logan, B.E., 2010. Variation of
power generation at different buffer types and conductivities in single chamber
microbial fuel cells. Biosens. Bioelectron. 25, 1155-1159.

78.Nguyen, T., Roddick, F.A., Fan, L., 2012. Biofouling of water treatment
membranes: A review of the underlying causes, monitoring techniques and
control measures. Membranes 2, 804-840.

79.0liot, M., Etcheverry, L., Bergel, A., 2016a. Removable air-cathode to
overcome cathode biofouling in microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 221,
691-696.

80.0liot, M., Galier, S., Roux de Balmann, H., Bergel, A., 2016b. lon transport in
microbial fuel cells: Key roles, theory and critical review. Appl. Energy 183,
1682-1704.

81.Pant, D., Van Bogaert, G., Diels, L., Vanbroekhoven, K., 2010. A review of the
substrates used in microbial fuel cells (MFCs) for sustainable energy
production. Bioresour. Technol. 101, 1533-1543.

82.Park, S.G., Chae, K.J., Lee, M., 2017. A sulfonated poly(arylene ether
sulfone)/polyimide nanofiber composite proton exchange membrane for
microbial electrolysis cell application under the coexistence of diverse
competitive cations and protons. J. Membr. Sci. 540,165-173.

83.Pasternak, G., Greenman, J., leropoulos, I., 2016. Comprehensive study on

ceramic membranes for low-cost microbial fuel cells. ChemSusChem 9, 88-96.

41



84.Peighambardoust, S.J., Rowshanzamir, S., Amjadi, M., 2010. Review of the
proton exchange membranes for fuel cell applications. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy
35, 9349-9384.

85.Ping, Q., Cohen, B., Dosoretz, C., He, Z., 2013. Long-term investigation of
fouling of cation and anion exchange membranes in microbial desalination
cells. Desalination 325, 48-55.

86.Prabhu, S., Poulose, E.K., 2012. Silver nanoparticles: mechanism of
antimicrobial action, synthesis, medical applications, and toxicity effects. Int.
Nano. Lett. 2, 32. https://doi.org/10.1186/2228-5326-2-32

87.Prabhu, N.V., Sangeetha, D., 2014. Characterization and performance study
of sulfonated poly ether ether ketone/Fe;O4 nano composite membrane as
electrolyte for microbial fuel cell. Chem. Eng. J. 243, 564-571.

88.Qiao, Y.J., Qiao, Y., Zou, L., Wu, X.S., Liu, J.H., 2017. Biofilm promoted
current generation of Pseudomonas aeruginosa microbial fuel cell via
improving the interfacial redox reaction of phenazines. Bioelectrochemistry
117, 34-39.

89.Qu, X., Cai, X., Zhang, M., Lin, H., Leihong, Z., Liao, B.Q., 2018. A facile
method for simulating randomly rough membrane surface associated with
interface behaviors. Appl. Surf. Sci. 427, 915-921.

90.Quek, S.B., Cheng, L., Cord-Ruwisch, R., 2015. In-line deoxygenation for
organic carbon detections in seawater using a marine microbial fuel cell-
biosensor. Bioresour. Technol. 182, 34-40.

91.Rahimnejad, M., Ghasemi, M., Najafpour, G.D., Ismail, M.. Mohammad, A.W .,

Ghoreyshi, A.A., et al., 2012. Synthesis, characterization and application

42



studies of self-made Fe3;O04/PES nanocomposite membranes in microbial fuel
cell. Electrochim. Acta 85, 700-706.

92.Rahimnejad, M., Bakeri, G., Ghasemi, M., Zirepour, A., 2014. A review on the
role of proton exchange membrane on the performance of microbial fuel
cell. Polym. Adv. Technol. 25, 1426-1432.

93.Reddy, M.V., Srikanth, S., Mohan, S.V., Sarma, P.N., 2010. Phosphatase and
dehydrogenase activities in anodic chamber of single chamber microbial fuel
cell (MFC) at variable substrate loading conditions. Bioelectrochemistry 77,
125-132.

94.Rozendal, R.A., Hamelers, H.V.M., Buisman, C.J.N., 2006. Effects of
membrane cation transport on pH and microbial fuel cell performance.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 40, 5206-5211.

95.Saeed, H.M., Husseini, G.A., Yousef, S., Saif, J., Al-Asheh, S., Fara, A A., et
al., 2015. Microbial desalination cell technology: A review and a case study.
Desalination 359, 1-13.

96.Sanchez, O., 2018. Microbial diversity in biofilms from reverse osmosis
membranes: A short review. J. Membr. Sci. 545, 240-249.

97.Santoro, C., Arbizzani, C., Erable, B., leropoulos, 1., 2017. Microbial fuel cells:
From fundamentals to applications. A review. J. Power Sources 356, 225-244.

98.Saratale, G.D., Saratale, R.G., Shahid, M.K., Zhen, G., Kumar, G., Shin, H.S.,
et al., 2017a. A comprehensive overview on electro-active biofilms, role of
exoelectrogens and their microbial niches in microbial fuel cells (MFCs).

Chemosphere 178, 534-547.

43



99.Saratale, R.G., Saratale, G.D., Pugazhendhi, A., Zhen, G., Kumar, G., Kadier,
A., et al., 2017b. Microbiome involved in microbial electrochemical systems
(MESs): A review. Chemosphere 177, 176-188.

100. Sleutels, T.H.J.A., ter Heijne, A., Kuntke, P., Buisman, C.J.N,
Hamelers, H.V.M., 2017. Membrane selectivity determines energetic losses for
ion transport in bioelectrochemical systems. ChemistrySelect 2, 3462-3470.

101. Smolders, K., Franken, A.C.M., 1989. Terminology for membrane
distillation. Desalination 72, 249-262.

102. Sotres, A., Diaz-Marcos, J., Guivernau, M., llla, J., Magri, A., Prenafeta-
Boldu, F.X., et al., 2015. Microbial community dynamics in two-chambered
microbial fuel cells: effect of different ion exchange membranes. J. Chem.
Technol. Biotechnol. 90, 1497-1506.

103. Sulonen, M.L.K., Lakaniemi, A.M., Kokko, M.E., Puhakka, J.A., 2016.
Long-term stability of bioelectricity generation coupled with tetrathionate
disproportionation. Bioresour. Technol. 216, 876-882.

104. Sun, D., Cheng, S., Wang, A, Li, F., Logan, B.E., Cen, K., 2015.
Temporal-spatial changes in viabilities and electrochemical properties of
anode biofilms. Environ. Sci. Technol. 49, 5227-5235.

105. Tan, Sz.P., Kong, H.F., Bashir, M.J.K., Lo, P.K., Ho, C.D., Ng, C.A,,
2017. Treatment of palm oil mill effluent using combination system of microbial
fuel cell and anaerobic membrane bioreactor. Bioresour. Technol. 245, 916-
924.

106. Tao, H.C., Sun, X.N., Xiong, Y., 2015. A novel hybrid anion exchange

membrane for high performance microbial fuel cells. RSC Adv. 5, 4659-4663.

44



107. Teng, J., Shen, L., He, Y., Liao, B.Q., Wu, G., Lin, H., 2018a. Novel
insights into membrane fouling in a membrane bioreactor: Elucidating
interfacial interactions with real membrane surface. Chemosphere 210, 769-
778.

108. Teng, J., Shen, L., Yu, G., Wang, F., Li, F., Zhou, X,, et al., 2018b.
Mechanism analyses of high specific filtration resistance of gel and roles of gel
elasticity related with membrane fouling in a membrane bioreactor. Bioresour.
Technol. 257, 39-46.

109. Teng, J., Zhang, M., Leung, K.T., Chen, J., Hong, H., Lin, H., et al,,
2019. A unified thermodynamic mechanism underlying fouling behaviors of
soluble microbial products (SMPs) in a membrane bioreactor. Water Res. 149,
477-487.

110. Venkatesan, P.N., Dharmalingam, S., 2015a. Development of cation
exchange resin-polymer electrolyte membranes for microbial fuel cell
application, J. Mater. Sci. 50, 6302-6312.

111. Venkatesan, P.N., Dharmalingam, S., 2015b. Effect of cation transport
of SPEEK — Rutile TiO, electrolyte on microbial fuel cell performance. J.
Membr. Sci. 492, 518-527.

112. Vermaas, D.A., Kunteng, D., Saakes, M., Nijmeijer, K., 2013. Fouling in
reverse electrodialysis under natural conditions. Water Res. 47, 1289-1298.
113. Wang, Z., Ma, J., Tang, C.Y., Kimura, K., Wang, Q., Han, X., 2014.

Membrane cleaning in membrane bioreactors: A review. J. Membr. Sci. 468,
276-307.
114. Wang, F., Zhu, H., Zhang, H., Tang, H., Chen, J., Guo, Y., 2015. Effect

of surface hydrophilic modification on the wettability, surface charge property

45



and separation performance of PTFE membrane. J. Water Process Eng. 8,
11-18.

115. Wei, B., Tokash, J.C., Zhang, F., Kim, Y., Logan, B.E., 2013.
Electrochemical analysis of separators used in single-chamber, air-cathode
microbial fuel cells. Electrochim. Acta 89, 45-51.

116. Williams, P.M., 2014. Membrane roughness, In: E. Drioli, L. Giorno
(eds) Encyclopedia of membranes. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-40872-4_999-1

117. Winfield, J., Chambers, L.D., Rossiter, J., Greenman, J., leropoulos, I.,
2014. Towards disposable microbial fuel cells: Natural rubber glove
membranes. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 39, 21803-21810.

118. Winfield, J., Gajda, |., Greenman, J., leropoulos, |., 2016. A review into
the use of ceramics in microbial fuel cells. Bioresour. Technol. 215, 296-303.
119. Xu, J., Sheng, G.P., Luo, HW., Li, W.W., Wang, L.F., Yu, H.Q., 2012.
Fouling of proton exchange membrane (PEM) deteriorates the performance of

microbial fuel cell. Water Res. 46, 1817-1824.

120. Yang, E., Chae, K.J., Kim, |.S., 2016a. Assessment of different ceramic
filtration membranes as a separator in microbial fuel cells. Desalin. Water
Treat. 57, 28077-28085.

121. Yang, E., Chae, K.J., Alayande, A.B., Kim, K.Y., Kim, |.S., 2016b.
Concurrent performance improvement and biofouling mitigation in osmotic
microbial fuel cells using a silver nanoparticle-polydopamine coated forward
osmosis membrane. J. Membr. Sci. 513, 217-225.

122. Yang, E., Chae, K.J., Cho, M.J., He, Z., Kim, |.S., 2019. Critical review

of bioelectrochemical systems integrated with membrane based technologies

46



for desalination, energy self-sufficiency, and high efficiency water and
wastewater treatment. Desalination 452, 40-67.

123. Yuan, H., He, Z., 2015. Integrating membrane filtration into
bioelectrochemical systems as next generation energy-efficient wastewater
treatment technologies for water reclamation: A review. Bioresour. Technol.
195, 202-209.

124. Zhang, H., Cheng, S., Wang, X., Huang, X., Logan, B.E., 20089.
Separator characteristics for increasing performance of microbial fuel cells.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 43, 8456-8461.

125. Zhang, F., Brastad, K.S., He, Z., 2011. Integrating forward osmosis into
microbial fuel cells for wastewater treatment, water extraction and bioelectricity
generation. Environ. Sci. Technol. 45, 6690-6696.

126. Zhang, M., Peng, W., Chen, J., He, Y., Ding, X., Wang, A, et al., 2013.
A new insight into membrane fouling mechanism in submerged membrane
bioreactor: Osmotic pressure during cake layer filtration. Water Res. 47, 2777-
2786.

127. Zhang, Q., Hu, J., Lee, D.J., 2016. Microbial fuel cells as pollutant
treatment units: Research updates. Bioresour. Technol. 217, 121-128.

128. Zhang, B., Jiang, Y., Han, J., 2017a. A flexible nanocomposite
membrane based on traditional cotton fabric to enhance performance of
microbial fuel cell. Fiber Polym. 18, 1296-1303.

129. Zhang, M., Lin, H., Shen, L., Liao, B.Q., Wu, X., Li, R., 2017b. Effect of
calcium ions on fouling properties of alginate solution and its mechanisms. J.

Membr. Sci. 525, 320-329.

47



130. Zhang, M., Hong, H., Lin, H., Shen L., Yu, H., Ma, G., et al., 2018.
Mechanistic insights into alginate fouling caused by calcium ions based on
terahertz time-domain spectra analyses and DFT calculations. Water Res.
129, 337-346.

131. Zhang, Y., Yu, W, Li, R,, Xu, Y., Shen, L., Lin, H., et al., 2019. Novel
conductive membranes breaking through the selectivity-permeability trade-off
for Congo red removal. Sep. Purif. Technol. 211, 368-376.

132. Zhao, F., Harnisch, F., Schroder, U., Scholz, F, Bogdanoff, P.,
Herrmann, ., 2006. Constraints and challenges of using oxygen cathodes in
microbial fuel cells. Environ. Sci. Technol. 40, 5191-5199.

133. Zhen, G., Lu, X., Kumar, G., Bakonyi, P., Kaiqin, X., Youcai, Z., 2017.
Microbial electrolysis cell platform for simultaneous waste biorefinery and
clean electrofuels generation: Current situation, challenges and future
perspectives. Prog. Energy Combust. Sci. 63, 119-145

134. Zhi, W., Ge, Z., He, Z., Zhang, H., 2014. Methods for understanding
microbial community structures and functions in microbial fuel cells: A review.
Bioresour. Technol. 171, 461-468.

135. Zhong, Z., Li, D., Zhang, B., Xing, W., 2012. Membrane surface
roughness characterization and its influence on ultrafine particle adhesion.
Sep. Purif. Technol. 90, 140-146.

136. Zhu, X.Z., Zhang, F., Li, W.W., Li, J., Li, L.L., Yu, H.Q., et al., 2016.
Insights into enhanced current generation of an osmotic microbial fuel cell
under membrane fouling condition. J. Membr. Sci. 504, 40-46.

137. Zinadini, S., Zinatizadeh, A.A., Rahimi, M., Vatanpour, V., Rahimi, Z.,

2017. High power generation and COD removal in a microbial fuel cell

48



operated by a novel sulfonated PES/PES blend proton exchange membrane.

Energy 125, 427-438.

49



1

2

Table 1 — Biofouling experiences with membranes/separators applied in MET.

Type of MET Membrane/Separator Inoculum Assessm(f,-nt Of. Reasop.behlnd biofouling Reference
membrane biofouling mitigation effect
The number of cells . - ydition of TiO, to
on membrane surface SPEEK polvmer enhanced Venkatesan and
MFC SPEEK/TiO; composite E. coli was evaluated by polymer Dharmalingam
the hydrophilicity of the
hemocytometer- . (2015b)
material
method
Lower degree of polymer
. . sulfonation seemed to :
MEC SPEEK with various Anaerobic Sludge The membranes were influence positivetly the Ghasemi et al.

MFC

MFC

degree of sulfonation examined by SEM

membrane resistivity against
biofouling

Polymers with smaller pore
size, lower porosity and
smoother surface are
favorable to deal with
biofouling.

The membranes were

SPEEK/PES composite Anaerobic Sludge observed by SEM

NWF was not effective to
withstand biofouling (>300
days), but still maintained
ion transport in its fouled
form thanks to existing
microscale interstitial access
paths

Non-woven fabric filter Wastewater NWF was studied by
(NWF) Sludge SEM
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(2016)

Lim et al. (2012)

Choi et al. (2013)



MFC

MFC

MFC

MFC

MFC

PD-coated UF-M can more
effectively retain EPSs and

Anaerobic Sludge numbers were bacterial cells because of Choi et al. (2013)

EPS concentrations

Polydopamine coated and total cell

UF-M determined from the increased hydrophilicity- and
membranes more negative surface
charge
The biofouling layer
conductive, flat attached to the . Rgduced membrane
o biofuling was observed as a
microfiltration Effluent of membrane was result of enhanced Huang et al. (2017)
membrane established-MFC observed by confocal hvdrophilicity and areater 9 '
(PVDF/NMP/PVP/RGO) laser scanning | yarophilicity | 9 ;
microscopy (CLSM) electrostatic repulsion forces
Naﬂ;ﬂcrg?bd;;ﬁg with Higher electrostatic
oraanicall " Wastewater The membranes were repulsion forces led to Angioni et al.
9 y Sludge analyzed by SEM decreased membrane (2016)

functionalized biofuling
mesostructured fillers
Smoother membrane
The membranes were surface was accompanied Mokhtarian et al.
subjected to SEM by weaker biofouling (2013)
compared to plain Nafion

Nafion/PANI composite Anaerobic Sludge

"Self-cleaning" property of
MFC with various  PVAc-g-PVDF-coated cotton

PVAc-g-PVDF-coated , membranes were fabric maintained the pores
cotton fabric Anaerobic Sludge assessed based on unblocked and thus, Zhang etal. (2017)
power generation defended the membrane

from biofouling
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Total direct cell count Mitigated membrane
as well as EPS biofouling was associated
Anaerobic Sludge analysis on the fouled with the antibacterial impact Yang et al. (2016b)
membrane surfaces of silver nanoparticles (+
were performed enhanced hydrophilicity)

Silver nanoparticle-
Osmotic polydopamine coated
MFC forward osmosis
membrane
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H

Fig. 1 — Exemplary Nyquist plot of an electrode immersed in an electrolyte (R||C
Element + electrolyte resistance) with Ry polarization resistance, Cq: double layer

capacity, Re: electrolyte resistance, adapted from Hamann et al. (2007)
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10 Fig. 2 — Summary of membrane and fouling layer characterization methods.
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14 Fig. 3 — The formation process of chemical and biofouling highlighting the main
15 causes and effects, and the crucial membrane features affecting the resistance of the

16 membrane against fouling.
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20 Fig. 4 — Scheme of the structure of supported ionic liquid membranes (SILM).
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