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7 OFE AT A 0 R TR R -LR(MC-LR) 23 75 Y IR KR, O XF AN S A s My . S Ah AR R B AR
e AR S B (CL) MR [ i (HOY) 5558 SR M) Bk B i MC-LR. (HiZHE RS Al i, 2
514 S 56 25 AN RE AR (LR 4> S 4, R 1 BUE R RUR B T 2 EEESH. Ik, SR kintecus 1k Bl B
BT S i 45 3k ) S 90 B0 S 6 ARAR A R AT T OB . A5 SRR, R TN (R S S0 56 0 Y AR fh ks A — B
WETE LS ELAN . 7E pH A 6 I, 224k /i SR £ AR X MC-LR [ B it SR fe b, 7 min 22 45 B >R W] 35 21 90%.
HO- 1 Cl- Y RA 25 JE 43 T M 6.59x107% mol L™ 1 1.22x107* mol-L™", 55 JF Sk 286 25 B4 W) 4 (7.89%107* mol- L™,
0.93x107“ mol-L ™). 7F YK 5 B2 VS Il 42 A 4 40 pmol L™ Z )5, MM RCRIE A I AU i . 224 60K B 257.7 nm
B A 301.2 nm [, MC-LR [ & W0 A 3 5 5 Bl 5.07x107 s FIEE] 4.69x10° s, FFET 7.5%. WA KK
257.7nm., pH 1 6 #2712 8 IF, 55 WL AR 3 R A 5.07x107° 57 F R 3.84x1073 57!, FFE T 24%. AL, s
PH X B fifE R385 M KT AR 58 A 6 I K A 15 IO

KR kintecus BEAL; AR EAMR; MEEFHE-LR; BREWE; shh*¥

LA FH MK (harmful algae bloom, HAB) 5| & B KAATS G C &5 1R T 23K A AR TEN,
AU BT R OK R S R G b o A B R 2 — AR ™ W) —— B 9% B R -LR(Microcystin-LR,
MC-LR) 2 B 45 35 R 1 58 T F0 2L 10 KB 2K ), MC-LR J2 s BUR Y BT, AEAE I8 3 3 i 26
TR g 5 PR SR IR AR R IR A M, 51 e A8 . Rk, MC-LR WIFETE S5 52 W iR K K i 4, A
T vl T R A B 0 R

ZERRH K MC-LR 1Y — R i e itk 7 28 2 = L T2 (AOP), MR i PR AL R A0 45 55
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At EALE (UV/H,0,) . 48R & B2 (UV/HCIO), H,0,/0, F13E T Fenton )4k /H,0, 1K £ v £ % % K
MC-LRY, # Lt F UV/H,0, K %, UV/HCIO {& Z 7 pH KT 7 B B BE A RCR T R, BRI 358 40 7K Ak
T2 R A UV/HCIO Z A UVH,0,. b4, T UV/HCIO {4 5 1 43 50T LAAE AR FH K b 3 rp 2 4t
LR B, R AL T2, UV/HCIO & & X MC-LR B [ g & 4245 . 5 HCIO/ClO /Y 1L 4%
JN 5 AT SR AN AR G B B s WEYE A AR (G A R (CL) AR A R R (HOY)) SR S Y ]
Lt . HO-REMS LIHEE Y B R 515 e W I, K BIREAR 0 B . K iy HAb AL & 90 OF R 1)
H ALY (DOM) FIER IR A Eh) Al LA 515 e i35 4 HO-, {H iy T ELA B Ry 1ok, R, AR AT LU
FH T 22 Bh 2 UM % A A6 5 0 i B i )

Kintecus 15 Y GBS AR I = S A AL T2 g, Mar B2 T2 Y. B RS s 2
S A7 et R A g AT AR RS AU A A . — BB AR 0 P AR X s Y ) R A o R R AT AL
R ADLAS 1) 1) B8 AS A T LA O S RE AR IE S0 56 25 5%, 0 mT LA e B 400 S 0 R T 35 Y ) ) o fit A
&, SR ST ) B ARG SE PR K AR BRI R IE R, SR BT S BRI S &
SR A kintecus 5 BB [l BEAR SR E MPF SR B 2, (HE A 858 (OB T 4522 1 5% T UV/HCIO
TR R A5 et A i SE AR (bR, FH LSS IESE 90 45 58 o SR, X T UV/HCIO & &R B/t MC-LR
I R R B RAE AR B AL B B RS . I, AREF g AR pHL R SR H = AR Ak
P KA UV/HCIO 1R R B A MC-LR AR . R © 2 52 0 S50 500 > 36 UE AR ifF 5% 4 57 8l ) 4 A
RIRHERME , IFBUIAR [F] 2548 F UV/HCIO 14 2% MC-LR (& 72, ik UV/HCIO & 2 2%,

1 UV/HCIO & R [E RS8N 3B X kintecus R B A9 32 37

1.1 UV/HCIO & Z 3 B HLi5 489 b R 12
7 UV/HCIO 1K & v, 4 HCIO W i % T~ <511 nm B, 2377 A B 5L [ il 38 (HO-) FI 4 1 i
(CHEE A, JE R Cl-2 5 HCIO/CIO7 4 WL H I 30 1 O JE i CL (2 ()12,
HCIO/CIO™ 2% HO- /O - +CI- (1)
Cl-+Cl > CI; - k=6.5x10°L-(mol-s)”’ ®)
HO-, CI-FICL,- ¥ J2& 58 S AL, CI-F1CL A5 38 JF HL A7 43 3~ 2.4 VT 2.0 V, 5 HO-AH 41,
HO-, CI-FICL - i 5 iy 754k, S -W B A1 Fn C-C 88 i s 5 A AL & A O o Cl-J& —Fh ik
PevEEALF), e SulE BN H R R T BE R T HO-, {HCL-AY s b M3l e HO-5Y CLIR 75 2P,
WA, AR N M s £ i — A fd UV/HCIO 1k 2 & 24k . 9] Iin HCIO F1 ClO 4: %} CI-Fll
HO- B A AR EMERIMEN, Clas OH & WA i HCIO™, HO-& 5 CI'f bt £ JE i HCIO ™
Horr HO-FILCLZA0] % 1h 2 sz 1 AR v Y s 3R Bk A (B S A AT i, L33 S o Ay i 8
BOR X @)L RAE Cre K BR HO-, {H HCIO 43 i HO-, 2:ff HO-WE BRI m /N, {5
ClMAATE &5 AR 2 N HA | il JE RS vk B A A8 AR U,
HO-+CI” 'k‘: HCIO" - k., =4.3x10°L-(mol-s)" k. =6.1x10° s (3)
T B A4 i 25 5 2 MC-LR R ol R 0 B IG . % A B8 A9 MC-LR %5 7F 254 nm B9 WG B i 2
FAAR U AR K W H AEAE COX FIHCO;, 24 pH i 6~8 If, HCO;AY L] 88 kU, =X (4) Fn=k (5) % W]
WS R A T HOSEBRY, (HSEPRXT THAR S E A H R &R R, HCO XK F it MC-LR 1 R fff 15 A7
1784l T
HO-+HCO;” — CO; - k=8.5x10°L-(mol-s)™ 4)

HO-+CO> — CO; - +OH" k=3.9%10°L-(mol-s)" (5)
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HO-5 CI'AJ fig 4 Je A& Z& v E 20075 Qe Wi BR R, 3K 7 3 100 A mi i 38 5 R 2 VR B2 iy
UV/HCIO & R 2B i15 Y Wy ad B OB B BRI I 2 o Bk, A WROBEAY (% 2 57 £ 2256 1 HO- 5 CLfE
UV/HCIO 14 Z i s vy 5 e 4
1.2 Kkintecus 1& 8 gy E 7

Kintecus 15 %Y = 2 py 455 78U J7 A2 A1 S 3 % 0 B0F) il o B AR Ty #2 B UV/ZHCIO 1R R FER H H 2L 5%
A6 77 B2 UYRD MC-LR 3222 R i 5 RR 2 ™ ™, T O i 232 450 Fh S 30 45 PR e, fE UV/HCIO 1R &
H, 2520 E EEY BN HCIO F ClO-, G &4 Buh =X (6) Y,

—eCd
T'Hcio/ocl- = w (6)
K s rucojao N UV G 2 i HCIO 5 CIO I8 1Y %2 ;. @ 2 HCIO/C1O D fiff 1Y & W & 1 7 3¢
mol'E™'; E, RN A ALHE &, mE-(s:em’) s d 2 ABOCHEKE, om; &4 HCIO/CIO #Y BE /R
W &%, L-(mol-cm)'; C & HCIO B CIO A #) 1AM, mol-L ',

Ui 2 O il R 1 25 5 0T DL SRR A8 L HDE - BOR T 1 25 5 (B JR W I R BORN
) KMk, AMIEAS pH MK/NMI K, TLARYE pKa it 1148 . X T F it HCIO(eyci0054 =
58 L-(mol-cm) ") Fl CIO (g1 554 mm = 62 L-(mol-cm) ") A EESR WG UL Z8 HIOAHALEY, 55 bl 5 e Ath i 00
1) S 36 25 B AR — 3 (610054 mn = 60 L-(mol-em) 56607 254 e = 58 L-(mol-cm) )™, A 5¢ th HCIO &5
CIO B /R W Wit 2 £ 34 B 60 L-(mol-ecm) ™'

JRUE V2 5 76 R R HCIO # i & R

F1 EAE/ HCIO K E T HCIO/CIO I8 Fr2
W TR B9 HCIO/CIO Bt T 7% % (4 1), {11 ”

Table 1 Quantum yield of HCIO/CIO™ based on different

HCIO $¢ i &= ¥ £ /N F 71 mg-L™'(1 mmol-L™), initial concentrations of HCIO

HCIO K& 7 7% %k 5 AR 52 76 1.020.1. ClO~ . b HCIOBMIHIE) o

WRELE 3.5~640mg L '(0.05~9.0mmol-LY), -CIO Y (mmol'L™)

T T 7 % g B A 5 7E 0.9+0.1% . AR BT 1.18 1.02 100 [24]

HCIO #& & 5 ClO 722 fk 3445 Fak i Fl Y, - 0.85 ! (25]

ﬂilizliﬁﬂ:%liﬁiﬁ%)i% QDHao:l’ ¢01o':0-9o 1.0£0.1 0.9+0.1 <2 [23]
AN L KR SR S A PR A A 1.06 + 0.01 1.15+0.08 1.41 [26]

SR BH RN S cms B 13 13 0014-0056 1]

30 mL; EIRIRE CABEEKE 4l 4.8 cm; 1.45 +0.06 0.97+0.05 0.01~0.1 [5]

IR R A 6.25 em?; DG URSR BE OGaE ) A
9.31x107° E+s' 'y HCIO # /e &y 42 pmol-L™'; MC-LR ¥ J& 4 1 pmol-L™'; SZIGIE N 25 °C.
2 HREWIE
2.1 HO-5 CI-#EA[E) pH THIRESIKE

pH i 3 52 I HC10/C10™ 4 T 75 of Y i S0 B fff 19 W ' J8 N i 7 7= %, b e F Pl ik 19 A
B2 NS EE, WRETRTE pH N 4.0~6.0 B 3= 2 LI &R (02 A7 A8 5 Btk 54 (pH> 7.0) &
SRR PRI 25 E AL T pH R 1A IR SRR K e Ak S CLMY. JATYY pH I 3 R I LA
HCIO J¥ X A7 76 B & 1 L 1 2%, IS [) (9 320700 25 98 779 pH 2 76 K Al #2 B b 4% HCIO 5 ClO /Y L
i, BAESSRRYESRM T, HCIO ¥ h @AM FEAER AP, AR EE T —F5 pH, JFFRAR (7)~
= (8) i+ A [\l pH F HCIO Hl CIO Wk & (pKa=7.5), JFXf HO-5 Cl-BYRa S JE HEAT T3F58, 45
W2, R3IME 1,

HCIO = H*+ClO~ 7
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#* 2 [ pH T HCIO/CIO™ & Z th EZ K R P 4 i EE 451 *3 HO S5 COMRSREMMESKRE
Table 2 Proportions of major hydrolysis products in the Table 3 Comparison of the predicted steady-state
HCIO/CIO™ process at different pH concentrations of HO- and Cl- with experimental values
pH Cucormi/ Chcio/ Ceio™! AWF5 F{E/(mol-L™) SLG(H P /(mol- L")
1! L L H
(mol-L ™) (mol-L™) (mol-L ™) p HO- ar- Ho- cr
4 4.2x107 4.20x10°° 1.24x10°* 4 6.97x107" 1.31x10™ _ _
6 42x10° 4.08x10° 1.20x10°° 6 659x10M 12210 7.89x10%  931x10
7 42x10° 3.24x107 9.56x10°° 7 3.08x10™M 6223105 2.64x107*  829x10°"
8 4.2x107 1.06x107° 3.14x107 8 1.88x107" 4.42x107" 1.24x10™  6.92x107"
9 4.2x10°7° 1.38x10°° 4.06x107° 9  1.52x107 3.50x10°" L17x10  2.72x107"
11 4.2x107 1.42x107° 4.20x107° 11 3.02x107"® 215107 — —
120 ¢ 30
5 ' =~ —— il
: — = T
< 9f %“‘A”H a0l —A— S
g —A— IR E g
.
= 60 =
= = 10
®os0r Tl
z 3
o @)
0+
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ) 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 )
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
pH pH
(a) pHATHO - Faz5Hk 2 5200 (b) pHXSCl - TR I
%1 pH ¥ HO-F1 Cl1- 32 753K E B &2 N
Fig. 1 Effect of pH on HO- and Cl- steady-state concentrations
K.Crciomm
Coo = — 8
o Cy + K, ®)

Kb K, KA 5, BUE N 2.95%107%

FRAE 2 3 M 1 AP BEBl 25 5 5 R O SE R E A X e, fEpH R 6. 7 M9 MM, HO- RSk
JER CLER A IR 22 ¥ I 7E 1.3 A5 54 o 76 pH ol 8 B, HO-F2 A5 v B Ay T g 22 W& A, Tl {0
FLRGAR B VS AF A AT s ClAR AR BE (9 SO0 (8 WIWAEL (Y 1.5 A5 A2 A7 o A 7R T 000 15 R 552 36 {7 1) 1 22
EE%ETH%%ﬁﬁﬁJﬂ”EﬁT AR 5 EOR RO R S BN . A ESME IR MC-

R 7 T & 24 7= tE NH, ™, NH, &0 & 42 0 | v & 4 i — R 50 & J Ak &% (NH,-, NO-, NO;-
%)D(’], HO- &5 &AL & W & A R V-5 80 HO- & 1 B AR, (R 28 O M F 52 H i i Ak 1 S 25 By
By, B, X»THO%E‘IW%Erﬁ:ﬁﬁﬁf#?%/\ﬁ%“” Ak, HCIO/CIO e B 2 il 5 B AR 28 3y
HCIO/CIO WA &M K Foebn & ik, Wik, EMRMEAMT, HO5 Cl R A vk B WA & 55 50
{E . i kA& pH 38, 'ﬁ%Wﬁ*ﬁtt R T ) C AR A W R el /N R 8 B K, X Pl RB S T
CIXf Cl-yE bR VEH X (2)). 7 UV/HCIO 1K & b CI £ 2 il ClO Y6 7= A= (2R (9)), i TR 28 i 0l A1
c1o*B’a@§THb L, BT R SRR T OC & & TRtk 41, Bk, &% &l Criv s

. MIMAEHE CLAY Ak, PBL T Y CL- A AR ZS YR BEFE pH oA 7 1 8 BHIE T 32 564 (& 1(b)).

hv

ClI0~ = O('D)+CI” 9
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AS[A] pH X MC-LR P f# 350 R s m B g o W&l 2(a) i, pH H1 6.0 3431 9.0 B, MC-LR [% i
() — 2] I 7 R B R B AR, 122485 SR 5 D Sk () S 56 245 S — 30770, 156 HH 24 HCI0 Ry = %2 2 W 9
JRIE, A 2R BEAS A B B HO- AN CLZE 0 M I, It ClO™AY S 07 1 1T Z0 M A 3, i 4B 285 2R
SR IR S — 2, TR R VA TR P S R SR 4 i 3 WK R N B % IR AR F Y pHL R T
i, AW T pH A 4 F1pH A 11 444 B9 HO-HT CLER SR B, LAY K pH 5 5 pH 2% 14
Xf MC-LR it BER 2, &I HO AW E S CLAR AW B Y AE pH o 4 BHE 8l d &, fE pH R
1B, HAE st s (- 1); 24 pH A 4 BF, HO-FI Cl-UFR AR E 5 pH R 6 AR 45 5L 3%
AAATE, H 4 pH 6 RS 4 I, 3R R i 3 5 B 5.26x107° s 2T B 530107 s, {42
T 0.76%, T LLZBEASTT o DR AR AR TN 4R (0 S 04 F BE 0T LAHED b #2518 1Y pH A 6.

H=6
10 -w pH=6, k=5.26x10" 57, R?*=0.999 w0, T
o pH=7, k=3.98x107 s, R*=0.999
A pH=8, k=1.58x107 57!, R>=0.999
8 v pH=9, k=5.77x10* s, R*=0.999 80 -
« pH=11, k=3.20x10 57!, R*=0.999
S
S ¥
=]
ToAr 50
O
=
2r 20
0 0
0 600 1200 1 800 0 1200 2400 3600
AR IR E]/s 4 BRI A] /s
(a) AlHpH FMC-LRI R s F12¢ (b) RFIpH FMC-LR {1 %

2 pH ¥ MC-LR [ 2 115 A% % 3 40 22 1
Fig. 2 Effect of pH on the degradation kinetics and degradation rate of MC-LR

22 RSB MMEX BHRERSKEM MC-LR (EREENF N

HCIO 5 MC-LR 4 BE /K Lt (o0 *iycan) N 1211 BF, MC-LR 09 586 52 0 AF & B — B s i B2, 78
pH i 7.78 [ 2T, 4 HCIO 55 MC-LR (Y BE/R [E ol 1:1, 2:1 1 521 (R ik 't 54k 180 min Ji5 14
FZH A B AT HIE AR S, UL HCIO N 25 XF MC-LR % [ fff 7= A i 25 i 52 ), 78 pH ol
7.78 I, 1545 ) HCIO Il CIOTY &% 4 43 %31 4 2.69%107° mol- L™ I 1.51x107° mol- L™, HALZ45 L
BVHE PR — B, T ROEIR R W BUS K S EACABT R Al SRS (R 4).

*4 TEHCIOKRMET HO-F CIETSIRENE K
Table 4. Changes of HO- and ClI- steady-state concentrations at different chlorine doses

HCIO& e/ A M EAR AU (mol - L) HCIO® i/ FI B AR A M BE /(mol L)
(wmol-L™) HO: cl- (umol-L™") HO: cl-

1 3.41x1077 2.00x107"7 20 1.06x107" 2.30x107"°

2 1.32x107"° 6.92x107"7 30 1.62x107" 3.45x107°

5 1.12x107" 3.31x107" 42 2.24x107" 4.94x107"

12 426x10°5 1.07x10°"% 60 3.05x10°™ 7.43x107"°

24 MC-LR #J IR W FE IR 2% A 1 umol- L' B, 25 HCIO AU i, HCIO OGS R 5. A %
B 25 Tk B RN R At SR A48 A0 T, H HO-HE FBE B9 T 5 8 KT (& 3(a). & 3(b) ATE 4(a)), X HE
AT I5 Y W B9 B . 24 HCIO F I EHK T 12 pmol- L7 B, 7E #E4T 60 min %8 4P IR 5 MC-LR {5 ¢
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g W BB E HCIO £ hn 2 $2 T, MC-LR (9 [ fi R 1 48 & (| 5(b)), fE &R h
20 pmol-L™" i}, 73t 60 min [ )5 BERS K MC-LR 58 2 B f# (151 4(b)).

MC-LR [ fif i & U 2 8 405 78 Jin 9 HCIO & & 1F b Y 56 R (B 5(a)). 76 {K HCIO ¥k i T~
(<20 pmol-L™"), 5 BN & 39 0 58 . 3 $2 TH B i 8 (181 5(b)), A AL 12 pmol- L7 38 im 3
20 pmol-L™ B, K& i %235 5] 90% FIT 75 0 B 18] 43 51 i 42.9 min 98 /0 %] 25.2 min, 7£ HCIO & Jin &
30 pmol-L™" B, MC-LR % fi# 2 ik £ 90% (1) B} [8] 24 16.4 min, HCIO & il i 1 42 pmol-L™" 42 J £
60 pumol-L™" Ff , MC-LR F¥ fi 22 ik $] 90% (1) B [8] {L By 11.5 min 4% 24 8.5 min, HCIO & I & K F
40 pmol- L™ 2 J5 M fi a0 T a5 o % 1 5] HCIO 5% i1t 5 5 i JIr 70 I I 5 MR 415 A58 750 2% 5 4 )
HCIO i& B A M2 % A 30~42 pmol L',

35 450
2 30F T HO-
7 ——Cl- N
S 25f i
E = 300
S 20F =
S i
15 B
¥ oot E 150
W 2
= I T
{0
O L
1 1 1 1 1 1 J O
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
HCIO# il #2:/(umol « L) HCIOF A/ (pmol - L)
(a) B ISR (b) HCIOR i 5 s Ak

3 HCIO I MEX i R o B HERE N HCIO X MR R E AR
Fig. 3 Effect of HCIO dosage on the concentration of radicals in the system and the rate constant of HCIO photolysis

m 1 pmol - L', £=6.753%107°; R*>=0.999

o 2 pumol - L', k=1.408x107, R*=0.999 60 pmol - L™ _, 30 pmol - L
A 5pmol - L, k=3.701x10"*, R*=0.999 42 pmol - L
10 v 12 pmol - L, k=9.270x 104, R?=0.999 100
* 20 umol - L', k=1.570x10", R*=0,999
<30 pmol - L', k=2.370%10-, R>=0.999
8 | » 42 pmol - L', 4=3.310x103, R*=0.999 80
o 60 pmol - L | k=4.690x103, R?=0.999 <
~ Jzé 60
$
S &
g ~
= =
T & 40
=
20
0
0 600 1200 1800 0 1200 2400 3600
i R R]/s LA T
(a) MC-LRIV A sl J1 24 Bh 4R (b) MC-LR¥ R fig e i 28

4 BZ HCIO #& /2 3 MC-LR P& 21 12 B $20
Fig. 4 Effect of HCIO dosage on the degradation process of MC-LR
2.3 ZSMERICIT B AT SIRE 1 MC-LR P& R0
D Y5 A Jo i S R OGO IR R B R SR I, A [ 1 5 A D' R RT LA ) MC-LR B A ROCR
AN Ta] 8 K 2352 i MC-LR X 6 iy W iR 2 DA AR = SRR B9 77 32, O e T RO s &
WH, WARIE G IR R B — B0 T R T HCIO/ClO 7 X I 48 AR I TR 1 188 JR W i 3R B LA B i
FEER . ARBFFESI% T HCIO/CIO 7 I K 257.7. 268, 282.3 1 301.2 nm F {14 8 /R W Wit 32 BRI 2 7 7=
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500 45
S 400t
< y=7.842x, R™=0.999
= = 30Ff
= 300 £
5 E '
2 z
& =
& 200 &
= 15+
£
%100
Q
=
O J 0 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 10 20 30 40 50 60

HCIO# 42/ (umol - L)
(a) MC-LRFE WL A 56 5 B A5 1k

HCIO# in+t/(umol - L)
(b) MC-LRFfiff 4585 909 it i i [l ) A5 4k,

[E 5 HCIO #2 /il & % MC-LR P& f# 30 0 #210
Fig. 5 Effect of HCIO dosage on the degradation efficiency of MC-LR

(2 5)o il B o R 5 B T ALK ] 45
AN XS Y W B fif 1 R )

R . PHEMEMEINRET
(pH=6. 7 Fl 8) X} 4 4~ A [A] I £ (257.7. 268.
282.3 1 301.2 nm) Y6 J8 4 148 T Xt 91 4 Wk A
1 pmol-L™" i MC-LR #EA7 T MBI, 45 %
B, 7€ pH b 6 FF MC-LR H 75 55 1 % W% i 4%
H, H pH 0938 fdt MC-LR 1 2 Wi 4 ik 3 38
AL (B 6(a)), 34 K AT DL MC-LR /93
L e ik 3 38 BT B (181 6(b)), X ] fE e th T
P A 3T B 7 RN S, 24 pH

5 AREIRKLIFET HCIO/CIO W& F /=%
EE IR IR UG R B
Table 5 ‘Quantum yield and molar absorption coefficient of
HCIO/CIO™ under different wavelength light sources

PRMm ey a0 Do Do E,
257.7 48.35 83.32 1.18 100 1.49x10°
268 30.82 175.47 1.11 0.97  1.49x10°
2823 26.69 305.21 0.98 0.82  1.49x10°
301.2 25.21 316.15 0.96 0.77  1.49x10°

T JEEERI R (L -(mol-em) '); D FF=3(mol-E™);

E 4R (mE-(em®s) ).

6 $2TF % 8 B, MC-LR ¥ FSWLFE AR S 2 i 5.07x1073 s FREF] 3.84x107 s, Wi/ T 24%, 4K i
257.7 nm # 7+ F] 301.2 nm B, 5 W A R 5.07x107° s F B E] 4.69x107° s, R T 7.5%,
pH ZE L5 1 MC-LR 1) & W 5 A 2 3 48 T be i K A8 AR i 5w S0 5. 3%, ] LAED pH A& MC-LR
S0 v B A ST PR R VE D R o T AR A 5 R 1 By R R B AR AR B B, AT R TR
YA T 326 B 174 U0 K A28 A3 B 8 78 AR 43.5 nm FIT 8 A1

10 2257,7 nm, pH=6, k=5.07x10- 5!, R=1
e 2577 nm, pH=7. k=3.98x10" s, R*=1
| 42577 nm, pH=8, k=3.84x10° s, R>=1

-In(CIC,)
N

1200 1 800
B IR/

(a) pHXSMC-LRIEA#Z) 124 ) 5

0 600

10 = 257.7 nm, pH=6, k=5.07x10" 57!, R*=1
© 268 nm, pH=6, k=4.80x107 s, R>=

42823 nm, pH=6, k=4.71x107 s, R=1
L v 301.2 nm, pH=6, k=4.69x107 s, R>=1

oo

-In(C/C,)
N

0 600 1200 1 800
R R IRl /s

(b) B HMC-LRIFEAR 3} J1 27 (¥ 50

6 1ZFIZELUAR pH 5 IFK KX MC-LR 31 1 F R0
Fig. 6 Control variables to study the effects of pH and light source wavelength on the degradation kinetics of MC-LR
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Simulation of steady-state radical concentration and reaction kinetics of MC-
LR degradation by UV/hypochlorous acid based on kintecus model
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Abstract Microcystin-LR (MC-LR) produced by the metabolism of cyanobacteria will contaminate drinking
water sources and threaten the human health. UV/Hypochlorous acid technology can generate strong oxidizing
substances such as chlorine radicals (Cl-) and hydroxyl radicals (HO-) to degrade MC-LR. However, the optimal
parameters of this technology have not yet been known, and the reported experimental results can only provide
some parameters. Thus, numerical simulation is urgently needed to determine more important parameters.
Therefore, the kintecus chemical kinetic model was used to simulate the previously reported experimental data
and predict the unreported data. The results showed that the predicted values of the model were consistent with
the experimental values, and the errors were within 1.5 times.- When the pH was 6, the UV/hypochlorous acid
technology had the best performance on MC-LR degradation; and the degradation rate could reach 90% within
7 minutes. The steady-state concentrations of HO- and Cl- were 6.59x107"* mol-L™" and 1.22x10™"* mol-L™",
respectively, which were in accordance with the experimental results of the original literatures (7.89x10 "
mol-L™", 0.93x10"* mol-L™"). After the concentration of hypochlorous acid exceeded 40 umol-L™', the
degradation rate remained constant. When the wavelength of ultraviolet light increased from 257.7 nm to
301.2 nm, the apparent degradation rate constant of MC-LR decreased from 5.07x107° s™' to 4.69x107 s', a
decrease of 7.5%. When the wavelength was 257.7 nm and the pH increased from 6 to 8, the apparent
degradation rate dropped from 5.07%107 s ' to 3.84x107 s™' with a decrease rate of 24%. Therefore, the effect
of pH on the degradation efficiency was greater than that of ultraviolet light wavelength.

Keywords  kintecus' model; ultraviolet/hypochlorous acid; microcystin-LR; steady-state concentration;
kinetics
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