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W E X KFeO, Fil MIEX P fl £ 32 S IE KRR, RGEWFR T F 785Kk Jr 18 1) 22 5 UL % 7T ReAF 7
BR8P 82 T KFeO,. MIEX, LA K,FeO,-MIEX k& A4bHN; DOC Fil UV,,, B EBRCE; Mt =485%
e . EFK R G M, R T PR EARXT AR ANZE . R R K M LA TR 43 A AL R &
BrAiA:, 2552, MIEX A5 KPR F B ARH B0 T K FeO,, K,FeO,-MIEX & 4b# #H, K,FeO, T4
L REAE A U B K 2 43 1) SE K 4y . KA Tl /Nr T4k, 3008 38 76 38R R K MR 35 B K PR P4, T Al o 2
MAELEMRBEEATT, VXS F RN 0.2~LkDa A HLY JLJ5 1HFRF 30 11 B W 09 M IR &80 o B0 5 A 31 T 25 %) 8
H ML DT B R A ALY 0 P [ 2 B AN B S ik B 2.08 A 1.22, DL SR EE SRR, K FeO, T A fL AN
MIEX % B 1 b 5 AN B 76 1 7K O TG 000 S5 A7 AE AR B 19 T [R]85 1 o

KR ERM; WMEE TS HM IS MIEX); PhEIREN ; RARAEHLY ; HRH KA B

TEYSHR AL PET 25, ) (utrafiltration, 'UF) £ A PR IG5 B4 181 73 75 1 BE R HE 7K A2 49 2 4
PE, B = AREK T2 092 O BOR S, E 8 X A BIL A AR 25 R e ) ol S 200 0 At K e
ARG FH A BE CRUE HE KK BT, W B A 19 48 Ak 2 1y e )32z i IS i T4 BB R U, — O oD, AE
AR 22 W B 550 R, B S S 4 IR (magnetic anion exchange resin, MIEX) J& i 4F >k b & X 7K i K
SR HLY) (natural organic matter, NOM) 25 BR 11 &[] FF & f) — B B A BR U, MIEX 4 5 JURL A8 k7 45
2978 150~180 um, e MBS R Je AL AR Y 1/5~1/2 4%, DR 2 AT 5 i b 3% T AR SRR 17 361 AR 4% 57 BHL
J1, AT DL B 2 W o s Y 5 K A B A B H B R SRR R 3 P B (powder activated
carbon, PAC) I, MIEX XA ALY Y £ B 302 PAC 19 40 %, 1 ELZBRA HLAY 73 ¥ o 12 Y
g PACTH iz, B KERFFZEIEN], MIEX X NOM. 147 &l 7= 4 LA & 8 1 A1y e M A 1R
U 1 R BRI A Ry — TR 24 A W B K R, MIEX IEAE 52 B8R 82 i ¢ it 55 —Jr
T, TERZ W IEAER T, mERIRER (FeOin) VE b — i B 4 €0, iRy s8R AR RIS, AR 484k IR MY
FVEBET — K, REHEAROH K th 2 G W5 Gt m R R B L% 50 A A0 T i i S A e
PO ERTESRM T R E=220 V, ERESAME T R E=0.72 V), i HLEAT 2 & 7= 9 A 52 TRl v
Y B AR 2020-02-20; RAHEHEA: 2020-05-07

EEWE: EZEARBFIEL T LI H (51678408, 51978465); [ H s F & i1 XI5 H (2016YFC0400506); KT [H AR 5k 4
A R4 H (19JCZDIC39800)
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BRIREH I HA R BN, HAAAA VLY G SAE K I8 OB A S S S bR ik, gefgiE—20 KBk
K B R A MU AR S TS e ™, B, mARRER C 8T I s K L TR KRGS K R K B Ak 4
Qj—j iEﬁ [24-27] R

RZ R, AACE R BIR K o ISt SRR LR A /N AR B, R BTG P 25 B
INFAANLY . UL, KA R RS A VE S UF B TAL B0 T 25, W] {45 9 5 75 1K 7 TRAE A6 54T
PN RIACR o HJR, R AR R h T A A AN MIEX W B 6 v K O T A P B 22 S xd e, DA R 3 flR A 2
AL B P R OK RN, AR WA RFRMRGE . STk, AWF5T DL R KRB R0E Y K 5K
R G R H AT T MIEX W B s 2k R 41 (K FeO,) TR AL TE A WL 2B MERE T Y 22 5%, 1R T
PR R K PR BE D7 THIAEAE B R8O i ml BE 4, DU MK B ¥4k £ 152 o UF T4k 3T 224 i e 0 Ak 4 it
5%,
1 MRER*%
1.1 SSIEME

SE 89 BT A MIEX H 8 KR ORICA 2 ®) AR 77 JF 4 it - P34 ki 42 8 180 um. A PR FEMERE
MIEX 7 fiff JH i jift & 7% 16 F1 NaCl v £k 7K S (R 47 o BRI, B & & MIEX & T Redrr,
FH R 27K Z2 U035 Uk 2813 VR F S S5 RN i K S A AR (] 5 5 FHCS S AR 180 i e 38 43 UL R I 1 0 1A R
T SCE0 R H K FeO, W A R — VL RME A BRA |l (4l R 99%, FE 24 Fi A NaCl<0.46%. Pb<
0.001%. As<0.000 1% . KAHEY) <02%. FTHRE (150 €C)<1.0%), EARTLE T, &R YK
oy A A R B

S el By JROKCR B T IR B Tl R = W, R AR WK R 24 h RBRECK PR Y AR R
BIEW . R LSRR AR SER K, ABSHLGITS YK 5K o SCBR K 28 G K R AE Ry . SE 0 iR
JKEY) pH 4 8.31~8.37, 14 1.93~1.96 NTU | UV,5, 4 0.187 1~0.190 0 cm™ . DOC 4 8.51~8.55 mg-L™"
HL SN 1716~1 718 mS-em ™', SO, 4 140.2~143.4 mg-L ™',
1.2 LWRE

K,FeO, Tl 4 b 52 56 Fll MIEX W B S 56 ¥ 78 ZR4-6 R IR ¥k S 06 B $E AL A b 47 o B FE s B h
100 r-min ", W kA 75 48 AL BT 1134 60 min, S 7 45 5 UTHE 30 min, B i K4 0.45 pm JEE i g
Je, BRHEAT K S AE AT
1.3 SthiEE

pH i F§ HACH 2100AN 74 i) 5 4 I 72 5 3 B SR Al HACH 2100Q 7 i 485 5K it 88 45 0 S0 =&
UV,,, K H Agilent Craay60 UV-Vis 54053606 BE 11 #E 4700 % 5 DOC R H &t TOC-Veph il 2 i 17
W 5E 5 A P4 158 A0 SR FH e S0E I €63 4 B, i FH 52 [ Waters 28 /] 4 77 19 Waters 1515-
2414 T S BE IS (0 154, K 2% 0 Waters 2414 /R 2247 GG 8%, bREYI AR £ 8 . LK R K
H2E L BiZK NOM 4143 119 il #5 AR 95 T JE 0 B2 S i 7 ik itk A 7

IK BER = 4 2% Y 6 1% (three-dimensional fluorescence spectrum, 3D-EEM) 43 #7 & i Perkin Elmer
LS50B %% 3643 6 6 1 (Perkin Elmer, New Jersey, USA) 78 % i (25 °C) F#EAT. B & I K (excitation
wavelength, Ex) & 200~500 nm, #1##i K 5 nm, & 4% K (emission wavelength, Em) & 200~600 nm,
LK R 1 nm, B AR ST A B 4% 58 B ¥ 8 ) 5 nm, A 1200 nmmin™', R
¢ X I8 B 4 (fluorescence regional integration, FRI) 4% AR X} 3D-EEM Y63 B4 #k 47 0 A . 1% 05 2% 56 %t
3D-EEM MG B B Hm R A7 3 X, 3% -2 S 9 S v ey o {8 66 B 43 X 55 A AL A 2] 1 O &R B I 5% 1
Fios o AR A 2 DT AR B AR Y L B B R Xy ek L 7 F, o BEARE R (D) A (2) 1A
prifE Ak 3D-EEM X sk i R o, ,, 45 H A AL R B 1LY
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Table 1 Corresponding relationship between the matrix

K I (Aexhem) H = éﬁ 7 % R IVRER S partition of excitation-emission fluorescence spectra response
F, 4 3D-EEM A~ X A R B 1 F 5 Ad, WK values and the types of organic matters
SPEIEFAL K, nms A4 ECROLIG D X% En/nm Ex/nm ALY
K, nm; &, &y 3D-EEM IX 3 i Ji (A FH I 250~325 200-250 ES e E)
14 WHhEHEZEH I 325380 200~250 KO EMIE

HVEAN K, FeO, Tl & 1k Al MIEX W b P 5 2 1 380~500 200~250 S R
() A I R 250, SR FH PR [R) R0 38 5 P4Vt 1 2 o v 250~380 250400 FIVEBCEMIRISTY
SRR PR IR BRI O, P IR R0 R 500 AR v 380~500 250~400 KRR

=X (3) HATIHH

1=n. =1 —
S = A — 18 —1]AllB

1 —7ap
A SHUREZEN R B n, i MIEX XA ML B9 L BRF ;5 A K FeO, W AIIHIERR; e N
MIEX il K,FeO, B & XT A AL B LB, 24 S>1 0, R EH FEER.

2 ZER5THL

2.1 MIEX # K,FeO, 47K 3 R Xt Eb 45 47

1) MIEX #1 K,FeO, %A WL B 1922 5x . & 1(a) 1AL 1(b) 4351 4 MIEX F1 K,FeO, $ i+ *%f DOC
H UV, 25 8 SCR 0052 M, T 25 A9 25 [ 2R i MIEX F K,FeO, 5% /i 77 & i 25 fk B S M W) . 24
MIEX 8 £ hn i 5 mL-L™" 38 & 20 mE-L™" B, MIEX %} DOC () % B R 1 17.7% ¥ & 50.9%, Z )5
DOC f 2 [ 2 B B A7 BT s 2% . MIEX MUEETE UV, M EBRR TR E M B, EBRiH 5mL-L!
BT 1 48.7% 1 2 20 mL-L 7 A& R K 71.9%, ZJ5 EBRAHAH B2k, 24 K FeO, &
(UL Feit) i 423 mg-L " #/2E 16,92 mg' L' B}, DOC 1B i 12.8% 1 & 353%, UV,,, 5K
R 14.4% 5 % 53.0%. 5, DOC Fll UV, 1Y 2B 338 K i B 2 bl K FeO, 43 i &t i 2F — 25 3 i i
BRIk 2% . #F MIEX Ml K,FeO, 952 56 5 Jin Y5 Fl N, MIEX X DOC H1 UV,s, B9 25 B R B i & F
K,FeO, 4k, X 16 H] MIEX %F S LAY F D5 5 16 266 ML I 25 BRBCR B0 T K, FeO, Tl L T. 22,

2) MIEX #1 K,FeO, Xf A K FE B K 4 3 A WL LB . 18l 2 2 MIEX F1 K,FeO, i 4 Ak X AN [7] 5%

©)

80 80 80 80
- DOC s —=—DOC
70 | UV, '}__——‘} """ {70 70F " Uiy 470
60 25 160 60 160
Q L S ® < T §
J;%r SOF 3 /'}""i 150 2 §_ s0f J{ C R S P &
éi & & ’,f' &
'H440- 140 g +M40- e 140
&) A ¥ /{/i——‘ K
R 30t 130 3 R 30t /i 130 2
20 F {20 20 ;/. {20
0} {10 10} {10
0 . . . . . . 0 0 . . . . . 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
MIEX/(mL-L") K FeO, /(mg-L™")
(a) MIEXXHA WL B (b) K, FeO XA P4 BRACER

1 FEF 2 MIEX # K,FeO, 3t GHl X R R
Fig. 1 Removal of organic matters by MIEX adsorption and K,FeO, oxidation at different dosages
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BK A A WL R R BRBOR . T ZRERHE h i
&, TR SRR, FE2 &5
grseiy o, K,FeO, Fl MIEX 89300 & 43 5% &
TF 16.92 mg- L™ #1 20 mL-L™', FEARSLIG W,
L W B 43 G & K B K T NOMZE 43 43 i
B K TR PR 41 4 (HoA). i /K Bk 14 41 43 (HoB).
B K H M2 4 (HoN). 55 i 7K 2H 43 (WHo) Fil 3%
KM 7 HiM), JEoK R B 7K &3 (THo) &

FEBRAR %

FHK AL E I Z A X H MIEX WK BRI K FeO, R KO,
1 48 A, Yo 350 6 2 43 1 25 I 2 AT L & B, MIEX E 2 MIEX #1K,FeO, X 5 Fi /KA 5 KRR

W oY %o 4 o B — 1558 7K 2 43 F B 7K P NOM 2 Fig. 2 Removal of hydrop}‘1i1i0 and hydroph.obi? components
(THo) 32 B 2 2 R e 44.9%-51.6%. by MIEX adsorption or K,FeO, oxidation
R SR K P4 o3 0 2B R WL s T KM 5, RBRFEFT =ik 76.9%. MHELZ T, K FeO, Fil % b X
XoF ik 7K PR M R B K B 4 ) S PR A, R BRFE A1 47.3% TN 50.5%, 5 MIEX 1Y 2 B R AH 22
RIS, WP K R 20 43 19 22 B R g &5 T MIEX ., fH. K FeOy T4 Ak % i 7K v 28 43 19 25 B3 R AY
K 27.5%, XFE5EL KA G LT 2B (LBRRAUH 7.8%), LT 55 T MIEX 1Y 25 BRACE .
K,FeO, T AL X 3 K ML i ANEE A Kbk, BB K Sz KM oy RO N T 21.5%, [FEE %5 &
F WAL X B NOM [ 25 BR R 33.8%, X FRUCIESE T-Hil 42 £k E % 4 (i 55 2B 5 /K P NOM 41 43 [#) 2%
K NOM #4613,

3) MIEX Hll K,FeO, X} A~ [l Fl 2245 ML AY 25 BRZCE 43 M o >R FH 3D-EEM 28 66 % 28 T MIEX
W% B A1 K,FeO, T4 Ak X 7K HooAS W) 28 BU G B4 9 S BR A o 81 3 = 456 43 X ] FRI 3B 45
W B 3(a) K B9 = 4EDEEERE A& 3(0) FE 3(c) 435I MIEX W Ffit 11 K FeO, T 484k Hi /K i =
e . KRS ik 2R AN BR)S 45 0 B ALY W 28 s B I A W E K, Ho,
MIEX W Bt X5f 4% 2H 4345 B0 79305 o6k W 5 L K FeO, T 48040 B8 B S 3 o F = 4E 2% S 63 347 9¢ %
IR T il LA, SRS Bl AL 53 B o B3 40 03] Sk 2R i S R R B 1 T (1)6.30% . 25
R K E AR (11)8.56% ., 25 & H R ()19.08% . 1T % i A 91183 7= ¥ (IV)33.519% i1 2 JiF 5 i@
(V)32.55%. BARIFEARH IV A VALY S EZ NS, B Akl 66.06%. MIEX X I F1lVIEAEHL
Y 2R R, AU 20.0% F126.2%; BT . ATV 2EH LY 0 25 R 58w, 2098 52.5%.
54.0% 1 56.7%. K,FeO, X' 1. VIV A UL I 2 B R 48K, PR 51 R 16.6% . 14.4%
17.7%; X128 B PR REE, N 462%, HR AMEY T, EFREHN393%, LREEREN,
MIEX X KL T, VAP A BB RBRE, i K.FeO, fLe LK URAY . W
Fxr MY B A B m i L bR, (HXT 1 269 B iy L BR R IR

4) MIEX il K,FeO, X A [7] #1 X} 43 F i /A3 AL A0 22 BRSO o X S 56 IR K HEA T i A0 e i € 33 4
M8, ok ALY EE 2 . N FIRENA LY, HEEEPLE 10~15, 1.7~2.7 #10.2~1 kDa
(1 4)o 38X X3 AN 43 Jo 6 DX )% g 1) 06 T RR A T AR 3 3 H 3R] 6T, MIEX XX 3 AN 40 F Il i A
BL ) 357 A5 AR G 0 W BEE A 2 B L fR o O Rl B AR A 3 A4S U T X R 1 R BR SRAK IR 60.7%
65.7%. 74.9%., BIK, MIEX X 2r F il 0.2~1 kDa A WL £ R, X5 YU &0 ([@BF5t 45
Wi,

K,FeO, Tl Ak XF 3 4> 43 F ot i A3 AL 19 25 6% 2% W 43 2 it /i o BRIl 31.3% . 74.4% i
34.8%, M EBRFEKFE, KFeO, AKX 0 F &N 1.7~2.7 kDa F ALY 1) LR wm, BT
MIEX. Xt 10~15 kDa A3 #L#¥ Z<BRGE 155 T MIEX. i I, K,FeO, il & fL Xt 7 F i i A 10~15 kDa
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(a) JEik (b) MIEX b # 1 7K
400 40x107 [ \
A1 Y

375 3.5%107

350 0 3.0x107f
E 325 1000 5 sxqomt
Z 2000
2 300 3000 S 2.0x107
% 275 4 0% 15%107
o Sx F

5.000
250 4 - .6 000. ' 1.0x107f
7000 '
225 7 5.0x10°1 7
.1'67
200 0
250 275 300 325 350 375 400 425 450475500 ok MIEX K FeO,
RGP /mm
(c) K,FeO, Hi Ltk (d) kKA LA PRI

B3 =#HRAKES XK FRI FH

Fig. 3 . Three-dimensional fluorescence spectra and FRI analysis

30 : 90 [ R —
—J5UK - --- MIEX e K,FeO, D 10~15 kDa N 1.7~2.7 kDa BB 0.2~1 kDa
80
25t
70 -
20 I 60 F
S 50
N a S0r
= 15 f
= & 4l
H
10 F 30 b
f 20
5+ .
10
0 1 ’l 1 ~~l 1 1 1 - J 0
20.0 175 150 12,5 100 7.5 50 25 0 MIEX KZFeOA
4 ¥ i /kDa
(a) #EHIKPE VY 7oA (b) HLTRIS» T X A 4 WL 2B R

4 KBNS TFREDH

Fig.4 Molecular weight distribution of organic matters in water
AL EBRFRNGZ T 1.7~2.7 kDa B LY, EIELRIERY], BEAMAN X —/Nr T ALY

1 25 B ARARAER 300 W32 PR Ay v R TR 40 S g 20 B O AT L) 25 RO F A IR B e e Ak, T
B K> T AU R /N T ALY, & S EIUR A KN A B L BR R IEA R,
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2.2 K,FeO, #1 MIEX 1[5/ 7K B R

1) K,FeO, A1 MIEX 7& A AL &l i 2 55 77 T 049 B0 [) 2802 23 B o E XS B T K FeO, Tl 4046 Fl MIEX
W Rt K ORI 22 R 2, SEEHE— B T K FeO, Tl S AL H & MIEX W b 75 ¥4 2K PE BE 7 1 F4 B
AR . ]S Bl T 7 35 A6 A ALY B a5 B 7 1 B DR R RN . K,FeO,-MIEX HX A& Ab BEX DOC i) &
B R Al 55 84.7%, LB MIEX WL 32 & T 33.8%, [ EAph K FeO, T AL 32 & T 49.4%, Wi %t
DOC B AP A R 50h 2.08, 33X Ui B 1 25 16 78 ALY B i 08y 10 LA 0 3% 0 P Tl 25 BR A% 00 72 X
F5 /AL G W (UV,s) B9 B8 7 1, K,FeO,-MIEX B 45 4b BE T UV, B 22 B3 7.89.2%, 1 #aph
MIEX #£ % T 17.3%, 8l K,FeO, B4R LR T 36.2%, Wi Xt UV, ZBRMERECH 1.22, @
FHH — 2 W PR IR] 25 BR A

100 100

90 [ . 90 [ z

80 /‘ 80 /
s 70} s T0f /
S ol P! ~
S 40f 40 f /
S 30t / = 30

20 20 F

10} 10}

0
MIEX K,FeO,  K,FeO,-MIEX MIEX KFeO,  KFeO -MIEX
(a) DOCHY % (b) MUV, 565

E 5 MIEX # K,FeO, 3 G H47E R HR
Fig. 5 Removal of organic matters by MIEX adsorption and K,FeO,oxidation

2) K,FeO, F MIEX 7E 5% B /K 2H 73 2585 5 Tl (9 o [ 14 o &1 6 S ik T K, FeO,-MIEX ¥k 45 T4 Zb F %
KR KA LA A T R 25 Bk R . 4d K FeO, Tl A AL Uh [R] MIEX W B A BR LSS, X & —Fp
—BKA Gy . R KA ML SR K A WL L R AR A B R B T, SR B I R X R K
PEA B F B8R0 . A4 PR % Hy 87.6%, HL Bt MIEX W2 B4 25 11.1%, Bl K FeO, T
AR R 109.1%, X A PR I S00 2250 R 3K 2.340 X2 R oA MIEXOW 25 7K 20 43 () 25 B 3R BH I 3 T 4
B K A5 1) K BR A, AT K,FeO, Fl %Ak ) B 42 fift— 348 43 i /K 41 43 Ak R S K L 4y (K1 2), A FT
MIEX (W B 2B o bAh, KA Al b 30T 55 81 7K P A ML o e B — 2 B9 DR IR) 5 BRAKONE , X6 g A9 B
[F) 3500 R A 130, 3X AT g K, FeO, T AL A fiff — 8 40 i K Pk 24 43 ) 55 i /K PR 20 43 % 4k, T MIEX
XoF 55 B 7K P 4 Y 25 B R I 5 T K FeO, Y45

3) K,FeO, Fil MIEX 7E AN [A RS A ALY 22 br T g B Rl v o aniEl 7 o, = 4E 9 0003 43 B 46
HRFEW, K, FeO,-MIEX kA b 3G 34 HLY) T 19 25 R 80CR AR 8 SR A BT — g ol sg, P o2& X
SRk EZE NS VEA LY G LR R UCE R W R, B BRI IS 77.3%, T MIEX I
B 20.6%, LB K FeO, T ML HE 5 59.6% , X i BB R 0 R B0k 1,57, Hak, BEA Wikk
FEXF MIEX Fil K,FeO, #i AN K F:Br iy T8 A MLt 8 B0 — 5 i B[] 25 BRA0 , P IR 3000 R 3k
129 MIEX Fll K,FeO, %I VA1 | ZEA ALY A0 I B[R] 25 B iy I T e 2 s — i, 28
Ji& FEL N 2R R R R A AR R T Ko F B A WL, MIEX X H /N o+ B A WL LB R 5,
{HXF Ko F A LY L Br R 220 1 K FeO, 148 4k AT LB K+ I & A I o0 i 1R /N o3 F
P AN, HARMEE 2w, FTLARBRFIFAED; (MW E KA 8, K,FeO, AT LA 4% 38 i il
AR 3 B8 R oy o T W) 5 A3 R RN R AR S Y, SR LR MIEX IR BT 2 B, DLEK
A PAb B A RCR e 2 AR T AL B O A W B . O3 — O, K, FeO, TR B I 2 R
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100 r Z2 THo HoB

3.5%107 ¢
80 |

3.0x107
60
2.5%107

2.0x107 |

S
1.5x107

A

1.0x107

5.0x10° 7

%
N

\
J5k MIEX. ~ KJFeO, K,FeO, MIEX

MIEX KFeO,  K,FeO,-MIEX 0

6 MIEX #1 K,FeO, 3t E Bk H 3 EEBRER

Fig. 6 Synergistic removals of hydrophilic and hydrophobic
components by MIEX and K,FeO,

7 K, FeO-MIEX 7Kk FRI %3 #f
Fig. 7 FRI analysis of effluent after K,FeO,-MIEX treatment

AEAER, AR EERON, B AR AR REAR /N, SR 855 P B4 b K R AR R N
5 MIEX IRA G, AL B R TE MIEX W SRESA 1R T 4 & AR RE 2L BE RN, BRLAE R B &
AR, XSl R BEAR X R A3 BT ) AR DO UE BSCR i 2D s el

4) K,FeO, Fl MIEX X AN [] 43 1 15 A ML) A0 B[] 2 BRAKOBE o 141 8 Je B T K, FeO, Fil MIEX BX &
Ak B X AN [R] 437 o A WL 2 BR AR o BRA TALEEXT 3400 F 0 £ 9 AT ML A X g B T Ak B
AR, BA LB I i S SRR R T 72.0% . 90.2% 1 86.2%. T[RRI 45 2R
F W], K,FeO, il MIEX 7E 2 44 T Bt 4 0.2<1 kDa AHLY) I 22 B T B S5 9 O D 2% 10, %sF 7 1)
) 35 0 22 80h 1,20, ARE R 4 OSSRl i, K FeO, TAR AL K43 F & A LW i AL N 0.2~1 kDa )
INGYTFA B, T MIEX X 4 7 & 0.2~1 kDa 09 A ALY 0 £ B s R fe s, Bk, K FeO, #il
MIEX X 33X — 43F ot 12t (9 45 L4 22 B0 B 01 B0 TR) 28807 o A S 365 i FH I K b 43 F Bt &5 15 kDa
A WL L8, dEK A ML 53 F s e A B AR AR, X Bl K FeO, TAALKF Ko F i A
BLP % A0 R /N a3 7 0 A AL R R 2 R i B B, 53K K FeO, F1 MIEX 2 [ 119 Hb [) 850 7 R 4K
Fb TR AR, E 33 ol Bip [0 2 R A5 1 4 A 2 B B 1

301 — K --- IMIEX ---K,FeO, <K FeO,-MIEX 100 p77210~15 kDa NN1.7~2.7 kDa [
25 80 -
201 . )
s 60fF 7 %
m ol % %
- W40t %
i} Y I T -
L
,. /
20.0 175150 125 100 75 50 25 O MIEX K,FeO, K,FeO,-MIEX
43T JEiH/kDa
(a) HHLY TR o34 (b) SALI T T X B A LY 22 B
8 K,FeO, MIEX &BRIGKHD AN FREN
Fig. 8 Molecular weight distribution of organic matters before and after K,FeO,-MIEX treatment
3 &g
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Abstract In this study, for .the two concerned water purification technologies: K,FeO, pre-oxidation and
MIEX adsorption, their difference and possible synergistic effects of water purification were systematically
explored. The removal efficiencies of DOC and UV,,, by K,FeO, pre-oxidation, MIEX adsorption and the
combined process of K,FeO,-MIEX were investigated, respectively. Through three-dimensional fluorescence
spectrum, hydrophilicity and hydrophobicity, and gel chromatography analysis, the removal of organics with
different species, hydrophilic and hydrophobic properties and molecular scales were studied. The results showed
that on the whole, the water purification performance of MIEX adsorption was significantly better than K,FeO,
pre-oxidation. During the combined treatment of K,FeO,-MIEX, K,FeO, pre-oxidation could promote the
conversion of hydrophobic components to hydrophilic ones, macro-molecules to micro-molecules. As a result,
K, FeO, and MIEX showed significant synergistic effects on removing hydrophilic and weakly hydrophobic
components, humic-like substances and tyrosine-like proteins, and organic matters with a molecular weight
range of 0.2 to 1 kDa. The synergistic coefficients of the combined process on removing total organic matters
and aromatic organic matters were 2.08 and 1.22, respectively. These experimental results showed that the
coupling of K,FeO, pre-oxidation and MIEX adsorption does have a good synergistic effect on water
purification.

Keywords K,FeO,; magnetic anion exchange resin (MIEX); synergetic effects; natural organic matters;
drinking water treatment
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