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5 1/ SRR BRI 56 S A TR B L W AR K
1 B K 35 % e L

L', DR, A R A, e, RERY, AL,

2 & #!

LB T T 2B K R UR RS 0, JE 1] 3610245 2. @iyl Tl K2 £ AR TR 2B, B 310014; 3. JE T AKE
WA SR E AL, EI 361024

W E RSN ETR Y (UV/NaCIO) F1 4 4h /it bk iR 41 (UV/SPC) T. 2 MM K ok R (SA), H R AP R H -+
R 1ERPF T bR, A% 5 T S4eMEmE . pH. B8 F (NOy . HCO,) B R (HA) 55 K 2 X SA BRIV
Wi, 254 TOC X LL 17 2 Ff T-20%F SA 19 R BRas R, il ok 68 v () A 7= 0 408150 T SA TTRE 9 B A s 12 . 45 SR 38
B]: UV/NaClO F1 UV/SPC T. 2 SA I L BRFF G B —F N 3l 127, R 58— BN 3l J7 22 5 8 (ky,) 2240
AL . 24 NaClO Al SPC Jii ¥R & 43 5l o4 3 mg'L™' F 12 mg- L' B, 280 T2 W kg, 4390 0.173 2 min™' I
0.258 8 min™', 1M Ruymacio T Ruvspe 27814 9.5 F1 15.9, k., A1 R 8 AL F $m 2 6938 i 7h 5, 5 /9 SPC il
FE77 A 3R 1l B ((OH) 2 3k, (MK . W1 1A pH X SA 2R A B KM, BRMEEREA F) T UV/NaClo T. 22
Bk SA, T UV/SPC T.ZEMI7E pH=7 B A 54519 SA ZBREUR . NO, 5 HCO, % UV/NaCIO 1.2 KB SA H B2 112
EAER L TR 6 UV/SPC T ZAXT SA 1 LBk . HAXT 2 F T2 SA B LB M GI/EH . A Lk UV/NaClO,
UV/SPC T. 2% TOC RBRHE N B 3% . L4341 SA 1% B 12 R BLIS (DFT) 25 & 32 2L 10 A 7= 0 3 0 SA 11 [ /it
HLFE 22k R SE 0 B RNk

KR ST 2 RN N FRREAR; BN

= A AL 1.7 (advanced oxidation processes, AOPs) i i3 7= A= 5 S8 fb P B9 2 36 B B 3& ((OH), iE P
A A H AL (RCS, L 4& ClI-. CIO-%F ) Al & H i 4k (0,) 5 Al X /K 4k b 25 ) 5 A A 7 B
(pharmaceuticals and personal care products, PPCPs) 2875 Je ¥ it 174 2 = Brl

J£F NaClO 19 AOPs & 8 1Z HBIF 5 I W ] T 52 2P, 4240/ SRR B8 (UV/NaClO) T &%} 15 g
WA R 2 BRAE T, FIRSAE T L B AT XS Yl W i R SR s A AOPSPY, AR, A
WL R B, T NaClO (1) AOPs i T 5 19 51 AW RE ™ A4 2 F B A7« =806 09 8 2 &l ™ 9
(disinfection by-products, DBPs), Il fif i £ = 2L 25 B V5 44 ¥ [W] 05 B AIX DBPs (19 245 B8 1 24 il
UV/NaCIO T Z M # W, JE4Ek, iR (SPC) IARE: TS H,0, A Tis iy . Mras i
B AR 5 B K AR BB, 3T 2R AN R A A B ER B (UV/SPC) T2 R~/ -OH . O, FlfiK ik
W HER: 2022-08-06; FEAAHA: 2022-12-10
EGWHE: ERARFEILEYEIIE 15 H (51878582, 41801219); 4 £l AHE MR 51 M ¥ B I B (2021Y0041); #6244 H A F}
AT H (2020001256); ARt S AHTIE L OE TS A A ST R H (JA14227)
T—1EE: N (1996—) , B, B L, 965796669@qq.com; RBIEIEE: ZH M (1979 —), B, W+, xR,

leetsingsong@sina.com
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A H 2 (CO,Y), AIA LRI YT,

H | ¢ F 1% 42 1) UV/NaClO F1581 24 %) UV/SPC T. 2 B [% fit PPCPs 1 #F 78 A 4 £ R B, {H
X} 2 TR ff PPCPs X LEIF SR B B /D, BRfg B b 2 Fh T2 sk ie 22 Rl 2k — 2 ot .
KR (salicylic acid, SA) f&—Fh #L7Y ffy PPCP, —I&H X} JH 5% S i F 7K i PPCPs 1 28 3R B SA 17
T A A KD, HESKRERSIAT 20144 pg L™, ASCLISA N HIRY, X% T
UV/NaClO 1 UV/SPC 2 Fff T. 2%t SA (A &8k, 5l AMhREIEFE T (R), HRT AR E . pH, HE
F (NO;". HCO,") FIF 5 R (HA) 55 F ZE XF SA KB, 834381 SA 1% & 1z ok #iE (DFT) H
454 LC-MS 5 GC-MS W% & 7Y, #F— 2273 r vl GE i R A % 42, >R H] ECOSAR F2 )7 X%t 7= ) # 4 7
TEEERL, LA ZBRsK H PPCPs (AN [H] T 20k BRI S %

1 #Rl5E*%
1.1 MR5NEE

K BR (SA, 4E% >99.9%, 18 [E Dr.Ehrenstorfer); i f% 2 41 (SPC, CP); 1o /K fii 18 4 B2 4
(Na,S,0,-5H,0,, AR). &I (C,H;N, HPLC) &5 W T 4 1% 55 56 B e iy A R A 7] . NaClO. H,0,.
NaOH. HCl, NaHCO,. CH,COOH. HA % F [# 245 4 k2R F A R A 7], B NaClO k2 4l 4h
HARY e, 5255 HK R Milli-Q H 4K .

1 RO A 35 (L (HPLC)(LC-20A, H A ) . WA €233 53 i B 1 4 LC-MS(LCMS-1200, %4
R A RS 7). ASOAE 1% 5 3% 05 P A (GCMS-QP2010, H < 55 ). A HLBR 43 #F 4 (TOC-
VCPH, HZARSH), AT (CL200, ¥ =(5103K) ). pH il (ST2100, & MBI
B, G I dkgs (HI-6A, LA IR0 g ). 4ikHl (Milli-Q, 3% [E Milipore).

1.2 LW HE

£ 1R 500 mL B RIATE R 28 88 h HEAT S0 06, A E TR Lo WA ER ARE
AR TR R AT (58 5 FUE 0.18 mWrem 2, I 1K 254 nm), SEIG VAWK 9 300 mL 500 pg'L ™' Y SA I,
SZH FT A 0.1 mol'L™' Y NaOH B¢ HCUK; Ho M 45 pH 2 7. 525 JF 4f B 4 i — 22 ¥ ¥ (1) NaClO 5§,
SPC, [AIBFFFJa RAT S50 1w +E 4%, FE a1, 78 15 8 B ) BORE 28 0.22 pm 8 JBE 2 B 5 26 A
HPLC 4347 o 35 RF I 76 S5 560 T 44 BT 756 A 10 pL ¥ B4 0.01 mol'L™" (1 Na,S,04-5H,0, LA H {4 58 4>
Ve RPN A E AT . FEFLE H, NaClO 5 SPC W 4051 4 3 mg L™ Fl 12 mg' L' i 2 Fp T 4548
FNEIF RBRAOCR , WS 225250 LB & R Bl EAT . BT A SEIRE A 3 DT O ME .

1.3 oA E

SA FlHe BE R FH HPLC BEATA I . W EhAH A 5 0.1% CTRIEW ., Tish B MG, A5 BIAH
bR 65:35, WA | mL'min', SAMGIERIEK N 292 nm, iR 40 °C, #FFHEARFL 20 pL.
14 FEYEERE

SA IR 7= ) R F GC-MS Fll LC-MS #EA7Rz I . Hi i GC-MS 43 #7 i A i 75 28 & S P T ab 34
W SOV LA 1 mLmin”" 3 BOE A EAR RSO, SRR s 42 )5 A 10 mL A9 HBELL 0.5 mL min™'
(Ui AT VR, 56 BUBE S A

GC-MS 4. #rREg 1 uL, B IR 230 °C, #ERE DR 280 °C, WA VIR E] 4 min, 5
fH 1000; 2HFB, HHER03s, KMNVEENY 35~450, LC-MS & RH M E T, ke
B 10uL, WM AN 10% 05, A B N 90% W H 0.1% ) L BRIE R, ZFREVEmL, W h 1
mLL™, H# 40 ¢, VIBRHEF 3 min, HIEE 100 C, £HMBEKX, FAMBEREO3s, Ffrlt
(m/z) *H 35~450.,

1.5 SHERGEE
B PEALALAI ] 26 B P08 B JF & 1) ECOSAR B2, TERAFhim A= st =X, Sk o 55
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Yy I B AL B PR ) B A s SR R T T A AR A F M, T DIVEAE X S L K B GRE A Ak L 1B
B
1.6 WhEIEFIHERZE

I AHME T (R) K & B PF Al UV/NaClO Fil UV/SPC & % £ B SA By i [ 2w, =t (1)~=X,
() AR . I HE Ryvnacio 1 Rovispe PEAR A [ PR 25 %65 BIb [a] 250 17 14 52 i)

kU V/NaClO
RUV/NaClO= = 7 (1)
kNaC10+kUV
kUV/SPC
RUV/SPC = (2)
kSPC+ kUV

FH: Rovmacio T Ryyssee 73 51 4 UV/NaCIO H1 UV/SPC AR Z B R I T 5 kyymacio N UV/NaClO [ fift
SA [ — R I 8 F1 25 % KL, min's kyyspe N UV/SPC R SA B4 — 24 B 8 J1 244 80, min';
kxacio 9 NaClO FEfi# SA B0 —Z 2 W 3l 1 2% 8 8, min™'; kg i SPC REME SA YL — 2 S 8l ) 2
WL, min'; kyy B UV B SA IHL— N ) J1 24 H 8L, min '
2 #R518
2.1 UV/NaClO 1 UV/SPC TZ %t SA B KB *tEE

f %% T UV, NaClO, SPC. UV/NaClO Hl UV/SPC % SA (95, S5 RE 1 s, 78R
i 10 min Bf , NaClO Fil SPC Xf SA () % B % AU H 4.5% Fl 2.5%, UV X SA ) % Bk % 4 13%.
UV/NaClO H1 UV/SPC %} SA 14 2 [ 3845 3k 5] 82.2% F1 92.3%, HAM— 2 W 3h 124 % 5 (k) 5359
4 0.173 2 min™' 1 0.258 8 min™', &y NaClO Fil SPC [&f# SA (1) 37.6 f5 #1958 fi5. X vl UV 548 1L
B9 B R K R4 7 T SA B9 £ B % . UV/NaClO F1 UV/SPC B R 43 %Il 3k %] 9.5 1 15.9, J& K &
UV/NaClO T.Z; /= 4= 7 -OH #il RCSE (3)~z (8)', UV/SPC T. 2w =4 T -OH, 0O, il CO, (X
9)~aC (15)™, A i FE Y = A Al IR E B R SA B RBRR

HCIO/OCI™ + hv —» HO - +ClI- 3)
HCIO + HO: — CIO-+H,0 “)
OCIl” +HO- — CIO-+OH" ®)
HCIO + Cl- — H*+CIO - +CI” (6)
O A [ S
—
0.8 - 1k
0.6 Sl
Sy <
[N <)
04F \ En uv k,=0.013 6 min™ R™=0.991 |
SPC k. =0.002 7 min™' R2=0.949 §

ey \\‘ )
—e—SPC
02F o NaClO \i

ob:
ob:
b:
b:

= s
L d S
A NaClO Kk, =0.004 6 min™ R=0.928 6
—v—UV/SPC T, -4F v UV/SPC  k,=0.258 8 min" R=0.999 6
o b —* UV/NaClO & UV/NaClO k,=0.173 2 min™' R2=0.985 0
1 1 1 1 1 1 _5 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
fi5f ) /min f5f ] /min
(a) R TR (b) AR T2 AU — G Bl 725 E

#: [NaClO] =3 mg - L', [SPC] =12 mg - L', pH=7.0+0.2, UV5# & 40.18 mW - cm2,

El1 TREIIZREME SA BITLE
Fig. 1 Comparison of SA degradation by different processes
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OCI” +Cl- — CI” +CIO- (7)
ClI'+Cl- + &Cl, - ®)
2Na,CO; - 3H,0, — 2Na,CO; + 3H,0, )
H,0, +hv — 2 + HO- (10)
HCO; +OH™ « CO: +H,0 (11)
CO;” +HO- — CO; +OH~ (12)
HCO; + HO- — CO; +H,0 (13)
H,0, +CO; — HCOj + HO, (14)
HO, — O; +H* (15)

22 A

[E1 828 & F %t UV/NaClO 1 UV/SPC T2 %[ SA Y20

1) S AR B0 1 %) B A SA FYSZ I o BT UV 1 AOP Hh 480 Al 77 ik J32 0 A #1175 e Wy e fip A7 o 2L

ot

k, /min~!
obs

/min~!
obs’

k

Fig. 2 Effect of oxidant dosage on the &,  and R during the SA degradation by UV/NaClO and UV/SPC processes

#8217 NaClO Fll SPC ¥ £ X+ SA R fifk 1) 52 il

0.5 25
0.4+ 20
0.3}
« 15F

021 10 |
o1l /.-/

|} 5k ./

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

NaClO#% Jiii+:/(mg - L) NaClO# fin+/(mg - L)
(a) UV/NaCIOf4 & HrkBififi fin it iy A5 1k (b) UV/NaCIOfA& Z H REfF N it iy 25 £k

0.4 25 -

0.2+
10
0.1F st
:1 glg 1I2 1I6 QI() 4 8 12 16 20
SPCH N H/(mg - L) SPCHn#/(mg - L)
(c) UV/SPCAZ kB (1975 1k (d) UV/SPCIRZ HREEBIN LI AL 1L

¥ pH=7.0£0.2, UV $70.18 mW - cm2,
2 SHFRMEX UV/NaClO, UV/SPC TR SA 1Y k,,, F1 R HI52 1

k.. F11 R [ NaClO £ SPC ¥ i 19 28 fb an /& 2
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fiise HE 2 AT, UV/NaClO T. 20 NaClO 4 A 1 mg' L /% Smg L', kg, M 0.084 2 min
HEAN 2 0.437 8 min™', Ryymacio A 4.6 3 /i1 & 24; UV/SPC T. 25 v SPC i £ & M 4 mg L™ 84 fn &=
20 mgL™", ky M 0.123 9 min ' B AN 0379 4 min™', Ryyepe M 7.6 BEANZE 232, 28 T2 55 SA Y
ks 5 R Y4Bt G S AT 000 B B B TG O o X RO AR B S8R AR T 2 o R, TR
ko 5 R¥o R kg Bl NaClO 1 SPC 5 i it 9 38 hin 22 46 [7] 19 22 fb & %5, B T NaClO F1 SPC Xk LA
35!&% SA, XWRWT SA WEERELEHHN T UEAEM .
HAFE A, UV/ISPC T2 WY k,, 15k 100 - S

" N

b5 SPC H M BRI AR 28 . iE— 5K SPC Y o5 i
B (2028 mg L"), SA K EFRFE 97.8% o %r
$EF+ 2 99.1%, >4 SPC Y& KT 28 mgL™ 8 5[
T, SA M EMREIFI TR, FRARSEY & wf
95%(1%] 3). X J& Ay ad B #Y SPC AR Bl T K 5k
) CO,™, T CO;™ 23 1M #E 1 W 1Y -OH M 1T [ 0F
fIf k(oL (9)~(13)). - GUO 5 T 52 O, 7 £ OS2 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 a4
SPC [ fift 7K v it g F Sk (SMIX) B[] B & 8t i UV/SPC T % siSPCH I it /(mg - L)
Y SPC 2[5k SMX 1 L FR % UE: pH=7.0£0.2, UVERE40.18 mW - cm 2,

2) ¥tk pH X} (% SA B . pH J& AOPs El 3 SPCiZmExt SA XBME M
I R ZED, B, BWR T AN pH Fig. 3 Effect of SPC dosage on SA degradation

T UV/NaClIO Hl UV/SPC L. 20X SA (2585 (B 4). WK 4, ¥14h pH X SA zfé‘f‘ﬁﬁ%mﬁ; . B2
pH M 11 FFEZE 3, UV/NaCIO T. 2 H kM 0.101 7 min ' 3% T+ 2 0.287 6 min™', Ryypnecio M 5.6 B &
15.8. 1M UV/SPC T 22 kg, F1 Ryyyspe £ pH A 7 BF e K, 5 2] 0.288 9 min™' 1 17.5, ky, 5 Ryysspe W
BE & pH Y38 B0/ I8/ o 24 pH R 11, kg B Ryyspe 23 51 BEAR R 0.150 2 min™" 1 9.4; 24
pH A 3 B, ks 5 Ruvispe 7 AP 0.083 4 min™' 1 5.2;

035 20 > 20
DZAUV/NaCIO k 030 | . v UV/SPCk,,
0.30 - BFEEFR) - DRI T(R)
116 025 F . 116
025 H 3
T T 020f %
£ 020 H 112 R= 4
£ 7 T £ 112
% 7 < £ 015} 7 =
= 015 = N = v
18
0.10 . 010F g
0.05 1 % A 0.05 /
0 I
N0 07097 NN 7.7 %
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
HhpHH HhpHIH
(a) UV/NaCIO (b) UV/SPC

e [NaClO] =3mg-L", [SPC],=12 mg - L, pH=7.0+0.2, UV & >40.18 mW - cm™,
4 #¥4 pH X} UV/NaClO. UV/SPC TZF&f% SA B k,,, A1 R BI S0
Fig. 4 Effect of initial pH on the &, and R in SA degradation by UV/NaClO and UV/SPC processes
pH ] 5# i 5 1 NaClO ¥ T 7K 5 HOC1 1 ClO™ ) A AE TE 28 gk hi 52 ur] UV/NaClO T.Z %) SA A2
%, HOCI #1 Cl0 7t 254 nm &b i FE IR WG R EOHIF], pH /T 7.5 1), Wb 2 UL HOCI 8 A7
e, MpH KT 750, FELL CIORIERXAFAE" . SA R MR, ¥ T/Kpmfal LI B HY,
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[l SAZE A SA™., NILIATR pH #k K ClO™ 5 SA S8 n, Wi d g Al IR = A R S 3Kk, T
F% . CAO ZESIIF5Y UV/NaClO 1. 7; [ ff X £ Bk 2 2 i (AAP) B[Rl A4S T %5 pH 38 K ik AAP™ 5
CIO Y HESF S50 AAP B At R R I A 2538 .

Bt pH A3 N, -OH A ALE A 2.62 V FREE 2,15V, [AAf-OH 5 % W TF A7 76 /Y OH J i A=
BEACHA N 178V (1 O 2 pH /NTF 7B, ko, 5 Ryyispe BEZE pH AU/ BEAG , T PR iR 1 1
2 SA EEUS T RAF4E, B — @Bk, 8k, B pH 8RR A%, PANDA %507

5 75 e Ak SPC i S VD &L (OFX) I & SRR pH 5 YW i 2B | B H0R 575 Y W) 1 5%
7J< Bk A K. Ak, HPESHI %M L SPC 1R A A AL I B A OFX o [FIAE A T 7€ pH R ih PR

HOR S LR RN SS .

3) NO, Xt B Mt SA HURZ I . RAR/KIREE b3 &4 NO,, H i E Ik IE K 03 mgL ', AR5
HF W, ST R T IR WG NO, 1R EXT SA EBRAYR A (1A 5).

12
i 0.30 % k »
025 | -~ R Sor 7z a
110 18
. T . s / T T 16

k, /min!

> T 7 // // 020 | 1
é 0.15 / / / H6 o . . ous | / / // H14
<" 0.10 H 14 o0 L ] -~ | 12
0.05 H 12 0.05 1 H 10
75 Vi

N A 7 7 A, NV

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
A TERAR A (mmol - L) P RER AR (mmol - L)
(a) UV/NaClO (b) UV/SPC

#:: [NaClO],=3 mg - L, [SPC] =12 mg - L, pH=7.00.2, UV 0.18 mW - cm=,

Bl 5 NO, %t UV/NaClO. UV/SPC TZ A& SA B k,,, #1 R 89520
Fig. 5 Effect of NO; on the &, and R in SA degradation by UV/NaClO and UV/SPC processes

WK 5 iR, NO, %t UV/NaClO Izﬁg%‘ SA A RMAEHEVER, NO, MM 0 341 % 20 mmol - L™,
koo MHT 0.174 2 min™' 8 K 0.181 3min™', RH1 95 E 9.9, k. 5 Ryvmeco KA T FH . UVIRER
NO; A A Al R AR [ FH 2% (NO, ) AL RS R AR F F & (NO,Y), sk (16~17) Frnt™l. Hd NO; ) A1k
Hi {7 2.3~2.5V ik T -OH, NO, W] 5 -OH ] LA # — 25 S i 1 #& -OH(=X (18))”, ik, UV/NaClO £ %
/b B AR Y -OH 5 1 WP B NO, I I AR -OH AR B, (HJ2 6 il A2 B A NO, R NO, 415 X 25 B
SAA T TTHR , B kg 5 BUIE LAY Y K o B E NO, ¥R i 0 4% /il 2 20 mmol'L™', UV/SPC T. 2 th
Kyps 1 0.281 7 min ' PEZ 0.177 2 min™", Ryyspc B 17.3 FEAEE 10.8, NO, X SA By EBRAMHIMEH, 0l
AE M I & UV/SPC T 204k & o -OH X B fift e 3 £ 22 5Tk, 1M NO, A i ACKE K = A 9 -OH #44k
S E AL PE R 55 A9 NO, K Hifth 7= (X (16)~2X (18)), [H It UV/SPC T. 25 il 25 bk % 5 I f i 2R 34 3% %]
T AR A

NO; +hy — NO; (16)
NO; — NO, +0" (17)
NO, + + HO- — HO,NO (18)

4) HCO; X [ fift SA FUs2 M . HCO, J IZ A1 THiRK T, "R My Ak T2 M5y
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MR, R, B8 TR HCO, W BEXT SA £ BRIKFE I (& 6).

WE 678, UV/NaCIO T. 20 1 ko, 1 Ryymacio W8 HCO, ¥ B 114 14 Jin ifif 34 <, HCO, 1) ¥k Ji i
03 M % 5 mmol-L™" B}, Ky, FH 0.173 2 min~" 3 M2 0.181 3 min™', Ryypncio 1 9.5 I 9.9, HMH
B0 B AN B . HCO, Ml CO,™ #4885 -OH S hy Ak % CO, (3 (11)~X (13)), UV/NaClO T.Z & & i
HCO, JH#E T /=41 -OH, {H UV/NaClO T.Z e EZ 5Tk 4 RCS, # HCO, X -OH M{H#EIF A
FEAR koo BEAR, B ALZE L COX S A RS E R F s e R A w8, XaTaefist T
SA HIREARP, 255 -OH MIIHAE S CO, MAERL, LI SA KBRFEARAE, ko Al Ryymacio 1A B
IS . ZHU 552 B8 UV/NaClO T. 2 B ff R 5 95 °F (CBZ) A FE A3 T HCO; %t CBZ 2 [k 5% i ¢
AN OE

12 0.30 18
2k, -
025 F —— R T U Ky
I——‘}—{/I—_{ 10 025 R 15
0.20
T 8 0.20

112

. E
g 0T 16 ~ £ o015t % ~
R = 2 1
= o010t 14 ool % ) 9
0.05 12 0.05 %\% 18
2 % 2
1 3

0 / / / / ! / 0 0 / / 1 3
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 2 4 5
FIUATRIR AR/ (mmol - L) WAL F AR (mmol - L)
(a) UV/NaClO (b) UV/SPC

#:: [NaClO],=3 mg - L', [SPC] =12 mg - L', pH=7.0+0.2, UV #/0.18 mW - cm™2,

6 HCO,%f UV/NaClO. UV/SPC TEM AR SA B k,,, #1 R BYEZ MR
Fig. 6 Effect of HCO; on the £,  and R in SA degradation by UV/NaClO and UV/SPC processes

HCO, X UV/SPC T.2Z. SA [ KB MG /EH o 4 HCO, My BE M 03 N & 5 mmol' L™, k&, H
0.258 8 min ' [ £ 0.078 0 min', MW (8 Ryygpey 158 E 47, PiZ FHWEMWE . AT
UV/NaClO T. 2, UV/SPC T. 2% W H A B 17 78 HCO, 5 CO,», ik R v & /= Co,~, 4Rl
UV/SPC T. 2 H iy A 2584 o H,0,, CO, 7] LI5S H,0, &N I I #E H,0,(8 (19)P. Ak, #i
HCO, 5 CO*5 & [ A= i 19 -OHGEN (11)~3X (13)) | i, A= i i) CO, i — 25 W #& H,0,, bl &
HCO, e FE BN, ke, T Ry e YW B R R

H,0, +CO; — HCO; +HO, (19)

5) JB5 FE R X B A SA B RZ I . NOM J2& K SR /K 34 58 v 3 3 A7 76 1Y — g ALl 43, SC 5 R IS
FETR (HA) BELE LY, 5T HA X SA LBRmsm (& 7).

WE 7 Fr, HAX 28 T2 5Bk SA XA B8 Al /6 . 24 HA A9 BTG 3 i o 3 =
9 mg'L™", UV/NaClO T. 2 i) k, M 0.437 8 min™ T [ % 0.044 3 min', Ryymacio W M 24 [ = 2.4;
UV/SPC T. 2 Y ky A 0379 4 min' F B 2 0.098 7 min™', Ryyepee M 232 % 6. HA & RARAG LY
(NOM) [y ML AUARER , HXF 2 Fp T2 ke MG AR IR B IR . (1) UV P2 2R % F 76 A 5T B 8 HA T
KT, F3SA BEREBACEREAL . AR RS LRG> (2) HA B WERIER, IHFERTR
R PR AR A 3R, FRAR A LAY Tk EE RO, LI ZE Y 5E UV/NaCIO [ i 7K b XS 25 R oM
(DS) B #£5% NOM X DS [FEf# 52, [FAEAS 1 T NOM 24 il DS B i 4518 .
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Table 1 Natural population analysis (NPA) charge distribution and Fukui index of SA

JiF q(N) q(N+1) q(N-1) s fr /0

1(C) 0.203 8 0.108 0 0.222 4 0.018 6 0.095 8 0.057 2
2(C) -0.033 -0.100 8 0.042 1 0.0751 0.067 8 0.071 4
3(0) 0.090 6 0.0390 0.1789 0.088 4 0.0516 0.070 0
4(0) -0.1753 -0.216 1 —0.040 0 0.1353 0.040 8 0.088 0
5(C) -0.069 5 -0.1379 0.009 5 0.079 1 0.068 4 0.073 7
6(C) -0.026 2 -0.143 5 0.037 4 0.063 6 0.117 2 0.090 4
7(C) -0.052 3 -0.1059 0.083 9 0.136 2 0.053 6 0.094 9
8(C) -0.021 4 -0.1012 0.036 1 0.057 5 0.0799 0.068 7
9(0) -0.2919 -0.405 3 -0.220 4 0.0715 0.113 4 0.092 5
10(H) 0.180 7 0.1509 0.228 3 0.047 5 0.0299 0.038 7
11(H) 0.040 7 -0.002 5 0.084 5 0.043 8 0.0433 0.043 5
12(H) 0.048 6 —0.008 4 0.0919 0.043 2 0.0570 0.050 1
13(H) 0.0457 0.005 2 0.100 2 0.054 5 0.040 5 0.047 5
14(H) 0.049 5 0.009 9 0.086 4 0.036 9 0.039 5 0.038 2
15(0) -0.173 5 -0.233 8 -0.1529 0.020 6 0.060 2 0.040 4
16(H) 0.183 6 0.1423 0.2117 0.028 2 0.041 2 0.0347

FMHE, 04, Co 109 53z H K., W LIEH S 2 A FEAEPLE SA R . Rt
AR MR, DFT (455 R 0 B SA B 7= 1 5 B AR S AL B AR IR .

3) BEfR A2 BT o 256 GC-MS Hil LC-MS 25 R I1-45 G L HT DFT (940 BT 5%, il SA 76 2 Fh T
ZAE R AT fE Y A% B A2 I 10 fif R . UV/NaCIO T 20 SA E 5 = WA A8 (m/z 172,90,
178.98., 197.94), H. RCS F1 NaClO WAL 45 . £ 2 4 T2 i 34 H 30y 52 56 (-OH) A9 BRLAR AT 4R
b, FE&YA 23- P EKF R (2,3-DHBA, m/kz 153.89), 2.4- % B R 78 H iR (2,4-DHBA).
2,5- "R REH R (2,5-DHBA)., 2,6- - H B H R (2,6-DHBA). KM (m/z 93.9). 48 1 (m/z
110), XK =W (m/z 126) %, M9 2 T-OH %5 H h B a0 S L= R0 . 1245 1 5 TR 8 i
SA 5 -OH My R W 7= W) AH— B0, X7 W 7E H i 50 EARPE T S — 20w DLor i W . .
LR HRREA NN T BeAh, EAREENE, 76 UV/NaCIO T 2R RKEAR SA 14779y b il
T =W ke (TCM), Hoy Rl DBPs, EA =#/EH, Wik, FolEHEMN,

4) ;Y BEPE 4 M o 38 i ECOSAR A4 %) C % = W) b A7 T 8 HERTUCY, 22 M 1 3P4k 45 9y
4. LCy. ECy 3 ChV >100 mg L' T HE; 100 mg'L'= LC,,. ECs 3 ChV >10 mg'L™" I H A
% 10mgL"' = LCy. ECy 8, ChV > 1 mg L' i A 7; LCy. EC,, 8 ChV < 1 mg'L™ i} Ky il 55 .
Horp Chv RFB TR ; LCy IR BOLIRE, M7EhY 2t st sh, Hzilsh ¥ f 5t
TR s EC, 8P BN W, 38 30 5 Tl R 7K R0 HoAth Ak 2 4y R % #0285 7K AR AR W 1Y) 2,
PEREVE LI ik, DATE — 8 2 BE i [a] N P 29T 52 B (TLm) 378 5 TLm AQSR7E vk s 1k SC e rp fiff
ZARK A Y B A SRR T I B, B TLm [A] EC4,P',

SA M 7K & FILREE H) ChV (43 5k 12.98 . 7.06 F1 25.55 mg'L™", HRI& AL 25 43 5 40 € hy
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Fig. 11

Acute toxicity and Chronic toxicity of SA and its degradation products
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Abstract The UV/NaClO and UV/SPC processes were used to degrade salicylic acid (SA) in water. Based on
the synergy factor (R) as the evaluation index, the effects of oxidant dosage, pH, anions (NO,, HCO;") and
humic acid (HA) on SA removal were investigated. Combined with TOC, the SA removal during UV/NaClO
process and UV/SPC process was compared, the degradation path of SA and the possible intermediate products
were also discussed. The results showed that SA removal in UV/NaClO and UV/SPC processes fitted well with
the pseudo- first-order reaction kinetics model, and R and pseudo-first-order reaction kinetical constant (k)
presented the similar variation trend. When the concentrations of NaClO and SPC were 3 mg-L™" and 12 mg-L™,
respectively, the k. values of the two processes were 0.1732 min ' and 0.258 8 min™', respectively, the Rynacio
and Ryyspe Were 9.5 and 15.9, respectively. k,, and R increased with the increase of oxidant dosage, but the
excessive SPC would consume the generated hydroxyl radicals (-OH), resulting in the decrease of k.. The
initial pH had a distinctly influence on both processes, the UV/NaClO process was more effective in an acidic
environment than in an alkaline one, and the UV/SPC process demonstrated an excellent removal performance
in a neutral environment (pH=7). NO,” and HCO,™ could slightly promote SA degradation by the UV/NaClO
process, but significantly inhibit SA degradation by the UV/SPC process. HA inhibited SA removal by both
processes. UV/SPC process was superior to UV/NaClO process in TOC removal. Based on the density
functional theory (DFT) analysis of SA and the main intermediate products, the main mechanism of SA
degradation was the substitution and oxidation of radicals.

Keywords advanced oxidation processes; synergistic effect; influencing factors; degradation pathways;

simulated toxicity
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