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Abstract : By reviewing the basic principle , advantages and disadvantages of different swine wastewater treat-

ment technologies, it was found out that traditional treatment technologies mainly focused on the removal of pol-

lutants from wastewater,but did not consider the control of total nitrogen,which was difficult to achieve energy

saving and resource recycling. New treatment technologies not only reduced the energy and material consump-

tion in the process of total nitrogen removal ,but also realized the recycling of resources. So these technologies

had a broad application prospect in the future swine wastewater treatment. In order to realize sustainable devel-

opment strategy and achieve higher effluent discharge standards in the future, existing treatment technologies

can be improved in optimizing operating conditions, adding pretreatment measures, and combining multi-tech-

nology treatment. In the future,new technologies of swine wastewater treatment will develop towards low con-

sumption , high efficiency and high quality.
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