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Research Progress of UV-AOPs for DBPs Formation Control

SUN Xumin, LIU Jianguang "
(School of Municipal and Environmental Engineering ,Shandong Jianzhu University, Jinan 250101, China)

Abstract In the process of water treatment and disinfection, the disinfectant reacts with precursors such as organic matter in the water
to produce DBPs. Such substances are " teratogenicity, carcinogenicity, and mutagenicity" , posing potential risks to human health.
Therefore, the generation of DBPs must be effectively controlled, which is of great significance for improving water quality. UV-AOPs
can react quickly with pollutants and produce less pollution. It has become a hot spot in recent years. However, UV-AOPs also has
some problems, such as high operation costs and complicated operation conditions. This article reviews the research progress in the
removal of disinfection by-products ( DBPs) precursors by advanced oxidation processes such as UV/H,0,, UV/TiO,, UV/Fenton,
UV/persulfate (PS) , UV/peracetic acid(PAA), and UV/NH,Cl. The comparison explains the basic principles and removal effects of
each process, and puts forward the main problems of the process and the future research and development direction.
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W I EERN PE W) (disinfection by-products , DBPs ) Jg& i
1 KRR b 5 A I e A DL BT 5 T8 B0 By 7
A WRAKHIZK 5 DBPs, U 23 52 mi A S
Pk, 5 DBPs 14E R DBPs 85— KK
P 1974 4F Rook " ZEM AT 22 15 56 [ A3 T 11 58
KRG, kOB K IR fE R = ) Bk
(trihalomethans, THMs ) ., DBPs #1 K #& HHLY R
(natural organic matter, NOM ) % Y] 4 5¢ , NOM — J#%
B FR (humic acid, HA) Fl'&E B & ( fulvic acid,
FA) 1, (A CTHER 2, —2eHiE KRB ih
DBPs [HTAEY), h TIFZHiE R AT T AA L
Yy, 45 5 B LR R 19 5 L DBPs(N-DBPs) ',
WAL G TSR EE ULTE S, BARBE
2R 8 7 ok B2 R €8, 85 45 | H K0 T g AK AR v Y
ARk, PR, X HLA Y 25 R 3R AR,
IKE A TCEAFEMRIES . 5 Ah, # T 2%t K
NOM 11 ¥ B & R I AN 45, K B 2 AR 20% ~
30%") . WIAE 20 142 80 4EAR, i Glaze 5517 AR
HE & A T4 (advanced oxidation processes,
AOPs) AT A= BUAR AL PEAR B A 2 2 1l 5 (- OH) L i
MEST AR K A3 1A HLBT AL CO, (H,0 B HoAtL 1Y
NFF YIRS, AOPs L5 5 W AR O Ok 5
DBPs HYIE I (1) BRI, DBPs AI7E AOPs [
P B b B A 5 (2) [ 4252 0, 3 4o 52 1w 7K 5 o
A BT DBPs A= i J1 ki DBPs BT
AOPs T AR fe A A mid fE R4
EPEALSE . Hoh R T EEADOL(UV) 1Y AOPs 24
(G Bl vt/ S IR TR L 7] 4 5115 V& S =T K1 3
ZRFFEA B2 1, Chen % ] UV BXH
AOPs 2 B — Fpdt 4= 2 2538 4= (naproxen, NAP ),
NAP 7£ 3 min WT] 562 F#f# . Zhang 55" H UV/ 3t
A LR (peracetic acid, PAA) [ A S W 1Y 48K
FH Tk, b AR HA T 1) A 2880 5 B 38 P i 38 929%, UV/
PAA T 2R LAY /D g AR HY ik ) 5 AN 325 1 £ B
AR, LA H, 3T UV B9 AOPs 16 2 BRki5 e 4
U AT AR S B ERTHT 5. $25] DBPs A2 A
1y 22 g5 =Rl 1 22 B DBPs R (&9 F1 2 A= B
DBPs, H fil, UV-AOPs € 9 18 12 #b 12 HI 16 2% B
DBPs R4 AT P2 2E 1 DBPs Z '™ ASCAIX
WA LA T UV/H,0,  UV/TiO, ,UV/Fenton , UV/
I35 R £ ( persulfate, PS) . UV/PAA  UV/— & %

— 8 —

(NH,C1) AOPs 51| DBPs £E B BF 58 3E | LA 13
W T & T AR EEA R | L BRGCR A B s, IFXT
IRV 3 <R RSV L B=vi I DY
1 HERIFY
1.1 HERFYNTEREE

DBPs = % i 1 3 7 A1 if A ML) (dissolved
organic matter, DOM) Z [A] (4 & Wi JE A . H AT, 7T
LAKH 2] DBPs 4 700 Z /01 54045 THMs
K & MR ( haloacetic acids, HAAs )., X & &
(haloacetonitriles, HANs ) %, 7F DBPs B84 i i3 2
rh, 5 HEE ) BN ) BB AR A DPBs Hif R4, H
H,NOM S G fkid 72 rh A i DBPs 9 3 ZERTIAY),
THMs AU RE L '), 2 5 i R BR I 5L,
AN F o3 0 A2 3 AE B BR A o B Pl 2 AR
DBPs,

7K ) DBPs HA AR & 00 40 i 7 7 B0
ASPERNEUEYE . KVl DBPs 23 385 e s 1) &
W, IF AT BE AR B R R H R A T
R HE , THMs Sy rh 458 | BEAS 165 AR R
M RG FRBE 2 2 25 N HAL 28 5 (4
JF VAR ) iR —E RO G NSRS TEGE Ao P I B
W WA B R B Y = & HF 5E (trichloromethane
TCM) I, TTRE 25| & itk vh B ; HAAs 1Y B0 2500
B TR S 91. 9% , & AT LA 1 ARARIS 2L M 4
FREEFF IS NPT s HANs X6 A8 1A BLA Sioms Al
RAFHIER , — 4 Z N (dichloroacetonitrile, DCAN ) 2=
WRAPURK AL R 38 AR 40 DNA 5
ML, 7 R BB A g . PRI, DPBs Y 23R A
T A A RN AL SIS B s
1.2 HEBEIFWHIFE

YK DBPs RARBKI S S Wik, A HL DBPs il
JeHl DBPs, A HL 25 19 DBPs 15 THMs, HAAs,
HANs ., % 18 fil§ & H 4% ( halogenated nitromethanes ,
HNMs) N-3lV.fil 1% ( N-nitrosamines , NAms ) %5, JGHL
J501 DBPs AL 38 WL £h | SRR +h W SR 5 55
W UL DBPs IR 1 F7R

FALHBE A B T — 25501 DBPs, H P (45
RS AR | kAR | AR B RE (haloacetamide,
HacAm ) 1 ft /£ DBPs (1-DBPs) N e %[22] o
N-DBPs JEJL4E 4 i 52 G TE Y DBPs 22—, B B
i H KT H A DBPs, N-DBPs & #£ T HIZK il
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&1 DBPs [Fh
Tab. 1 Types of DBPs

DBPs i DBPs F2E 44 Bk Yl S wlifl s
THMs =Rk TCM
— IR DBCM
TR BDCM
=R TBM
HANs —A CAN
ZRNE DCAN
=R TBAN
WE LN BCAN
RN DBAN
HAAs —RA LR MCAA
“Ham DCAA
=L’ TCAA
—RLIR MBAA
RO DBAA
=R TBAA
i £ (HALSs) —HA CAL
"R DCAL
=R TCAL
— L BAL
TR DBAL
=W TBAL
HNMs — U R e CNM
AL e DCNM
B R TCNM
— IR REH ot BAL
TR DBAL
=LA e TBAL
NAms N- 3P fiF 5 — 1 iz NDMA
N-E A — 2 NDEA
N-3IF i 5k — P NDPA
N-F A EE T 1 NDBA
N-Ffil§ B H 2 NMEA
TehlEh TRRER BrO;
WA IR L Clo;
ARER Clo;

REI E], X5 T A e 2, NS il 56 R (N-
nitrosodimethylamine , NDMA ) J& £z 3= 22 f Fp 25, i i
WA 45~1 000 ng/L, Xof = Ath 11 S i e 285 481 4

N- IV At 1 % 452 ( N-nitro-sopyrrolidine , NPYR ) 1 N-
Vil B — Z % ( N-nitrosodiethylamine , NDEA ) 4 | 7£
KPR BE KPR AR AK h 1-DBPs f 5 it
WL N pe/L~ng/L, 57 FAME A DBPs A
L, 1-DBPs & 14 5 K, HA AN [R] 14 1 44 ) FOE AL
il I HAZ A H

2 EF UV K AOPs A

2.1 UV/H,0,

H,0, 7E UV By BT 2577 4 BA s i A PE 1Y
-OH, - OH AT B S ALSE B L (B, =2. 8 V) | AT
PEREAR TS YL, F HLJCe R Pk - OH KR Ak
SR BRI (1) ~3(5)

H,0,+hv—2-0H (1)
H,0,+-0H—-HO,+ H,0 (2)
-OH +-HO,—H,0+0, (3)
OH-+-0H—H,0, (4)
-OH +RH—R-+H,0 (5)

SR B UV/H,0, T 2558 i NOM 43 fift
BN FA B, 03 NOM 1Y 43 T 45 My F Ak e
FEE, fff NOM A2 15 05 25 5 Bl B fife . X ffi 1% UV/
H,0, T. 220 LA 2L 2Bk DBPs Hi&R%, M ifi 4% i
DBPs 4, Hsing %l i UV/H,0, Efbk %
Ik THMs AE 8 45538 W1, UV B1%5h 13 W H,0,
JEHE M 50 mg/L B, XF T THMs A= i3l 138
pe/L 7K, THM 2B B#AE 180 min LT 58 8%
RSt , PR AT BILER (DOC) 2 BR3AE 56 min P AT
5 90% , B FT WL, UV/H,0, % DBPs B9 254
ARG HRR  HF HLBEE UV 48 5F5m B ag s hn, ml
AR = RBRECR

B TGS UV/H,0, T2 HITERE, Yin 212
HUCK UV 5 Cl i H,0, 1Y A2 34 (UV/E-
Cl & H,0,) H T+ & PG ( carbamazepine , CBZ) HY
Fff M T UV/E-Cl A1 UV/E-Cl & H,0, AbHEFE
W DBPs [V B, 7E H,0, EE/RVE A 50 mmol/L,
NaCl B /R ¥ £ 7 15 mmol/L  CBZ Jf ¥ & H 15
mg/L B A 600 mA . pH {H A 7 .UV TR N 5 W )
RS ETF , UV/E-Cl & H,0, K% (132 pg/L)
JE L DBPs HE UV/E-Cl /K % (168 pe/L) /b T
21. 4% X Al GEJE K UV/E-Cl & H,0, T. 2241y
Cl /03t HIE 8 CBZ m L ECR T e 2 A ik
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HrlajA DT B AR T DBPs (0248 i3, 25 b, B Al
UV/E-Cl & H,0, T2 7 LIA 08/ DBPs 14 AL,
7 DBPs (AR T — A R SCIIRAR

UV/H,0, T.Z A L8 J1 5, Al LA B R Hh 4 4l
DBPs 194 1, Hil % H,0, ARaE, &5 5k, [H
I H,0, £33 —0cis e, wFse Y il 1
UV/H,0, Afbit # v WA R &35 9% il i £k 5%
bR WARIR T 200 FR 5 5T = M 0.2 mg/L,
It HVASFR R BE R UV D28 H pH B3 hnmi s i
UV/H,0, T.ATER s gt R v, P= A A e
FE AT REME R 81% , HLP W bb H AR TS e a5 M 51K
I REME N 509% Y HI, fE3E$E UV/H,0, T2
i, N % R T R
2.2 UV/TO,

Mk QAL UV BRSO i W i (i
FFE T M I RS 2 3y, T 7™ A BT =28 7Ok
[(6) ], B, el K R (7)] BT
[ (8) 18y A DL ™

TiO,+ hv — e + h* (6)
h*+ H,0—-OH+H" (7)
h*+ OH — -OH (8)

UV/TiO, 1Eh—FhBE =2 B NOM IEAR ,
PR WEECY R, AR R R R, Y
NOM 56 F3E 35 & % NOM % 2 Bk, pH XF Ti0, M
Hu K 2Bk NOM A AR K52, 4% pH T HA
TR BRHE . Stephanie 25 BF5E T —FlH 7 TiO,
gkt R, IR UV 454 1 T-2:B% DBPs BifkY),
UV/TiO, T. 25BN UV,,, DOC B ERRBORE % H
AT LARR I Mo 1) DBPs 9 42 s34, &8 /K TR K i
THMs A= BEFEAR T 40% , HAAs B AR T k2
50%. FfHAE UV, BIRRISR , TiO, KR ] FAE
XPEAR KRR FHEE T Tio, BRI,

[ NN AR O = LT B =R | e R A
(halophenols , HPs) , 5 HAth DBPs #H b, HPs 1) IR Ik
GO 1 I, 53 K K 288 DBPs 8 1 K,
Ding %% SR I TiO, Jefi b5 6l HPs (TE B, 4
TiO, 4 4.0 ¢/L UV FREF 30 min J&, 4-75 4 1 Fl
2,4,6-—FOREPLE 2 F PR, 2,4, 6- =R M 400
pe/L BEACE] 1 we/L AR, B8] UV/TiO, T.Z%f
DBPs #1452 A VEH

T HR R TIO, A Ak AR K Ak 2 8 4 Ak T
FFR ORI T 25 A4 FE Y TiO, T b Rt
(AN v A SR ) o B 3R AR B Ak 50 B F
KAE—ERE LS T Tio, AL AR A /K 4b B
AR O N FH Y R {EL ] st B T A ) A AR
PRI, 3263075 P A T R AR A B X F iz R 3
R,

2.3 UV/Fenton

UV/Fenton 1k 2 b ) FEAS R BR AN (9) ~ =K

(1),

Fe’* +H,0,+hv—Fe™ +OH ™ +-OH (9)
H,0,+hv—2-OH (10)
Fe** +H,0+hv—Fe* +H" ++OH (11)

NDMA J&— s 55 1 SO 9 5, 27K 1k
AR 2 B B A IS DBPs 7R K B v
AR RS Seid 21 7E UV/Fenton T. 25K
W5, KIAE UV 55806388 2. 1 mW/em® FeSO,
FEJR e & 9 0.2 mmol/L, H,0, FEJRIKE N 4.0
mmol/L .pH {E°4 3 i, S ¥ 30 min, NDMA A= 5 3
FEAR T 85%., ULAh, RBEHE W58 & 81 H %5 224
(VUV)/Fenton tt UV/Fenton R4, pH {E°~ 3, %]

A THMs A& 3 h 225.3 pe/L I}, £ 58 5l VUV
b F S, THMs A= i 31 5 BR AT ik 68.7%, 5
Fenton £ J5 , THMs A= Bl #4522 B R B i, I 2 h
RN 86. 3% , I 4 h EERFEIA 96. 6%,

W5 G, Y pH (H = T 4 B, Fe™ R22 5 %
R Fe™ \ULTE BRI 59, AL, UV/Fenton
T A ERYESRME T84T, MR % T2, Y
FEIER) pH B XKpE A E
2.4 UV/PS

UV/PS J& — 2K /=4 SO, (E, =2.60 V) )
AOPs,S,0; 1£ UV YIRS F A% SO,, SO, il i 4
1k H,0 2% OH™, ¥ =4 - OH, Wp Rl S Ak i5 Y4,
A(12) ~x(14) ™,

S,02 +hv—250;" (12)
SO; + H,0 — SO> +-OH +H* (13)
SO; + OH —S0%> + -OH (14)

UV/PS ANMUAT LLA 302 B — e g A5 e W), b
Al L DBPs FUTE R, & — 1 B &R J1 K
SEFRFE AR HA Bk K S At FE T DBPs 1 3
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SRS, Ji 251 ] UV/PS T2 K6 HA, 25 3%
B, PS #4 4 0.4 mmol/L . pH {E4 7. 12 UV R4
160 min 5, HA 9% W] & [ f%, UV, 2B 33k 3
89% , IR HA B4k, 24909 62. 5% , THMs 4 i 3
AL R 85. 4%,

SCHR™ 438, HacAm 24k B 7K v — 258 31
) N-DBPs, H. A = 40 i 8 ¥4 1 3t 1% % %, Chu
SESIAE pH HON 7.5 B T UV/PS X
HacAm B G E 6, HLAL T 54l PS B0 UV )l
fif 1 UV/PS BA VR H B RUR , 78 UV Bl IS T
DOC JL %A ZE 4k, X HacAm BT B A W i 52
M, 7£ PS4 0.5 mmol/L SN 30 min B}, IR B 3%
AE HacAm FYTE RRE 2% L BH B0 PS FT UV St
fEIFA TR B AEH HacAm WA, MHELZ T, PS
0.5 mmol/L, JZ i 30 min, UV % 59 %8 B Jy 585
mJ/cm’ , HacAm ¥ B i 25 [AIG, LBRREE] 91. 1%,
{2 DOC I AR AR 11% ,iX W] UV/PS 1
W/ HacAm (I U i T DL B AR 4k, TR
AN E 2Tk,

Zhang AL TR DCAN R E A 2 pmol /L
PMS JEE JR ¥ & 9 200 wmol/L AU T B BE /R He BE Ky
0.1 mol/L .pH {H & 7.0 UV 3 K 10. 25 mW/ cm?
M4 A T H#EAT PR ORI, K BRAE UV/ 53 6 R &k
(PMS) [%f# DCAN Ryt 2, - OH B EZ 1 A H
B OWHRCT B2, DCAN B [ it 58 M 97. 6% % %
14. 4% ,F-5e )5 & 2 10. 5%, 3 HAE 2B HANs Jf
i, UV/PMS T. 25t UV/H,0, T AW AR, J5 Al
B H,0, M43 fif MR8 /N T PMS, UV/PMS K &
H,-OH &t T UV/H,0, IR &R

FESEBR K Ab B B 3 R R S AR A NOM. 2
FEW A o H BRI, 0T LA 8 T AE - OH AN
SO, , - HXT-OH M5z kb SO, B &, ik,
EAIAER, S5e F I AE R R TP Y SO, Fil-OH, &
| UV/PS T.2%F DBPs (L BRRMEAR, Fo8 15
Br 7K ,UV/PS T A7 A1 A R 28 Br %
PRI ER SR, 7= A R R A T8 DBPs'Y
2.5 UV/PAA

PEAER  PAA AR R I 35 500 B MOk B 22 4tb v T
KA ET N RE , O E B AR S IHEERE T, OF
HP=A: A Rl = PAA B RN E
fefie 1, EAL AL R 1.96 V, H 0-OH HEfiEH 159

kJ/mol , Ltid & FHAE AL/ H,0,(213 kJ/mol ) il
PMS(317 kJ/mol) 55, Ktk , PAA 7] LLLIER /D 9 RE 12
BT e P2 A [ SR UV/PAA & — P B
AOPs, |47 - OH, UV/PAA ¥ 0] LB A BLR E i
H(R-C-) , 48 WA KL (CH,CO, ) A H 2
(CH;) M B3 (CH,CO; ) 45 ik e { 3L A
L iR YL L AR Y DA U E R ik e AR i
FEYIEHT, PAA BEREIR 3k 349% Y DBPs( THMs Al
HAAs) HifA, H PAA &85, DBPs & i/

YERTG /KA BE 1) =4 Ab 3, C1 F1 UV/CL T2
HfN T BEK ) DBPs( THMs 1 HAAs) FITCHLEN =
YRR ERAEAE . X T HAAs BB, 15 K AL B
(27K A BEER B, TCR 2 BB i i C1 i 2 5 UV 45
A, HAAs VR EFR3EIN, #E48 CLARFR R K,
HAAs ™ H 3G I, & ik T 3k 2 600 pe/L, IE
K UV/PAA KBRS HAAs MR JEKE 338 T 1%, H
TH R KT 22 [ RO 28 FRR A ) 2 A Ak R 7K B A
(60 pg/L) >,

SCHRDO H I 45 NDMA B B0 B A s
JE O ouE W R R Ao X BR, £ &R
(oxytetracycline, OTC) JE—RHEE R E YA K, B
JEA B DBPs WU FTAY) , 7600 F 45 h & H — 4=
H B AR, BRI E , 4% 45 5 7 NDMA Y S ZHTRY)
Yan 257 FE pH AH N 7. 10 B &1 F RS R UV/
PAA SRR L BR BT B 5 mg/L /9 OTC 1Y
Refigt , FE AR NDMA 1 2E i 398 10 77, UV/PAA
XFOTC By 2B A L HA U E VR PAA BT s vk FE
A5 mg/L i, OTC 7 45 min ] LG58 5B, I
H OTC #fL%H 50. 9% , [ J5 NDMA A 34 R %
T 65.8% , A KIAE KM, - OH & Bk OTC 1) F 2
H 3L, B TTER R S OTC LB AR 57.3%),
R-C- Xt OTC ) LBRDTBRER D AL h 4. 8%,

UV/PAA AER—FB 2% 19 AOPs, &r AR, JF:
Hy=H: 1) DBPs /0 838 N #5832 1) pH i [H 5
PAA 25 Gy il kg , 26 IR R Y e 4
2.6 UV/NH,CI

UV/NH,Cl & —FhHr 84/ AOPs, NH,Cl 7] LA
RE Cl,, DLk >t Cl, 7= 4 19 DBPs 1% 42 5%, 4n
THMs 1 HAAs 2578 | UV/NH,Cl 0] 72 A 48 Ff 3 1
Y, g (RCS) (76 HE AL (RNS) #l- OH, HiA:
A (15) ~ K (19) 7,
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NH,Cl +ho—>+NH,+Cl- (15)
Cl-+ NH,Cl —NHCI-+H"+CI (16)
Cl-+OH —CIOH "~ (17)
Cl-+H,0—CIOH "+ H* (18)
CIOH ~—-OH +CI° (19)

— BSR4 He A T UV/NH,CL T2 5 Hofth 5
T UV B AOPs # DBPs JE RGO, A8 LE 15 1
T,UV/NH,Cl T. 2 bt H At £ AR Ak 31 fig 22, Tian
2100 1] 5 HABIE T UV (9 AOP[ B UV (5.24%) .
UV/CL, ( 3.87%) . UV/ClO, (0.10%) 1 UV/H,0,
(0.04% ) 1ML, UV/NH,Cl A PR ] 1-THMs 4t
h3(6.50%) i, SR, FEHELLAE AL T, UV/NH, Cl
AR 9 ) B 86 5 W DBPs T 0 SR B A, i
UV/NH, Cl T2 [ i A5 ¥ 55 (ibuprofen , IBP ) £l NAP
WlH], 5 UV/NaClO A, UV/NH,Cl P24 ) THMs 1
HAAs 1 N-DBPs /0 % F fr 7= A4 () DBPs e i, H
IR ER AR T UV/NaClo T. 251

SR UL, — 5T, UV/NH,Cl T2 598 FH nT &g
23U/ H UL DBP WYIE A, 93— J7 T, UV/NH,Cl T

ZHA I K & 2 1-DBPs A1 N-DBPs 11 & KU
FNHATH 1k, 6T Fhosg i X 2 K& LR 2t
UV/NH,Cl Zb #3372 if DBPs T 1 0 5% i (8 BF 55 346
FYA B, B, 8 T 45 6] MRS DBPs T8 B X
5, A e T BT ARG 5T
3 UV-AOPs £ DBPs & R A LL %
WX FEEET UV 19 AOPs 45571 DBPs 2k i (3
2) AT LALLM B T AR S T2, UV-AOPs A] LI A
BE ] DBPs AR, 32 5 A ILY i A Ak X E A
BUAY DBPs K BRACR W2, BA R AF A& & FT 5t
[E]f, &4 T2 WAFfE—Em %%, UV/H,0, UV/
PAA XA DBPs A A 2L LB, I H =i 1
DBPs, &t Jei5 s /I 92 W ; UV/Tio, W a4
BBk DBPs, [ GHE R FREAI, PRt , R 7 70 A
PR — A 20T fif YL 7] BT, UV/Fenton T. 25 4R
fRRE 158 0 H IS SRR YE 25 F T i#£47; UV/NH, CI
Wb T H UL DBPs BB B, {0 & i T2 2 R it
NDMA BJIE i ; UV/PS T2 [R) ik 77 78 48 Ak M 5 1
SO, 5 - OH, A IRAMFE .

F2 A UV-AOPs 51l DBPs 1 L4
Tab.2  Comparison of Different UV-AOPs for DBPs Control

5%
T HASH I BRI R e 2y j/cﬁﬁ:
UV/H,0, UV S8 J¥ %y 30 ~ 220 m)/em?, HANs ZEl#A 2 49% FALYER , OIS H,0, FUME K, 50 & [62]

H,0, £ K 10 mg/L, M
IHE 2 40 min

UV/TiO, UV IIRN 15 W, Ti0, B THMs EBREN 50.5% NIRRT, AALRE UV IOIE L BE %8, O IR [63]
J¥4 15 mg/L, SR 72 h T REFI IR AR
UV/Fenton 5 mmol/L H,0,,0.1 mmol/L THMs 4 #H M LA A S HARE 7, WA T MREEHEms e [64]
Fe* pH i} 4.5 70% H,0, Ml & FE— BB 1R K
s
UV/PS UV 3% 4 97.5 mJ/em?, T HANs /b 47% SO Akt Ttk EK, B Rk . [65]
5 min, FiAY) T PS/N (JEE /R NO5 \BrO3
k) 10
UV/PAA  PAAFIE N2 mg/L, S 3 h  HANs EBRREFIT 1000 JLFEAR74: DBPs PAA Syl BoE o [66]
UV/NH,Cl UV #8 B R 0.16 mW/em?, * HANs, R Z WM = BbiEml# 0L DBPs 5 B i = % M i & [67]

NH, Cl FE/RHEH7 200 wmol/L, 2 e MM 9 A= I A i i AOIE L
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