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B AR I % 37 A 1o — 7 2 i e 2 30 v 96 ek 7R K
i =R SRR 5 AL

! T S ARGESS 2] 5E A&!
LAtk des) b TR AR AR, 65T 100013; 2. 2RI TR FRIR 5358 TRk, ERFEEP L
T R ERHE KUBG PN 5 4 ol s S0 =, T 200237

W E R (FeS) 14k i — B 1R £F (PMS) [ i & 2 1 115 4 7 it R -80(TW-80) 7K ¥ L H 1Y = S & 4
(TCE), %5%¢7T PMS Ml FeS # it . TW-80 ¥k & . W WA 46 pH. JCHLBH = 7 (CI 1 HCO;) % TCE B fiff i 5% il
i T PMS/FeS IR & () 3= 5 H i & & TCE F& M AL BE, S 3E T PMS/FeS 14 5 Ab 21 5 P b F 7K b 45 TW-80 11
TCE &R . S5 T . 30 PMS =X FeS #0184 F T TCE A9 A%, 5 24 851 & 4 3 52 0.8 mmol- L' Al
0.6 gL' i}, TCE Ffit i =Z 21, H TCE [ F% M SR B TW-80 ¥ BE (9 34 I i T B ; PMS/FeS 1k R %} pH A 4 5%
FOE T L, 78 pH=11 W32 240, CU A HCO, X TCE B g A Ml /5 A 8 ad [ i 3% K S 06 A 1 I g AL 4R
SEEYfE T SO, - HO-F1 O, -J& PMS/FeS WA A A& T At 56 AHLL T HAD AL, 124K R X0 DU &l 20 F DU 4
A B A AT BEAT I R 5 L 5 SRR b R 7K 9 Ak B 25 SR UESE PMS/FeS 148 2 7 5 [ i FH A B A ¥ 0 AR 35

KR CE O REIEER R Mk M KBE

VRN HZH AL TIE MR, =M (trichloroethylene) W H T @ BLAR . Ut L T fh J5URLLA
R 24 A 7 4 ok A RV ol A% 5 il TCE B fdi P AAL &, (B AT AE iy T 1 45 BN R 9
HERAS 2 ol 75 25 it 5 55 5 1 5 | IR R OK B9 T5 4 . TCE HA RN BEAR . K Pk 25 s B R S5 4
PEP, BRHEER D) 2F i T HE T B M T K, AR AT K R IR, I PR RO 2
& R fE D

VAR, R I PR R U Al SR AR G B BRI N T S2 A L TS G 0 T KA B
rh, HL i P T RN R T I M R AT G DX, R A R A SIS AR, A LTS e i
FAKAH 2 Ja e s A shh 2 T b A e S R BT e 0 T T T R A A U B TR
JE T LI HU e SR & (critical micellar concentration) B, 3% 7 1% 14 77 & TE B SR A0 5895 e Wy, K&
HI S RGP R F 25 TR . BB AEE R A8, FESCPR T, AR R R E
PE 5 1 3 -80(Tween-80) fiff A A8 w5y, PRI, A SE 2 £ TW-80 /F Rl G PRI g% . B ET7E
15 G MR K AL 22 A B 2 B R Hr i ) SR R R 2 o — AR R £ (peroxymonosulfate) . i AR R 1R
(persulfate) Flid 4 fL & (hydrogen peroxide) 55 . H:iHp, PMS LA HA X FR 45 44 A& F PDS 1 H,0, i
ks A 2022-10-31; FEABH: 2022-12-26
HEWE: ERESTEIWHE 2018YFC1803304); 1 E Ak T A MR\l R &5 H (321093)
HE—{EE: £4% (1976—) , B, WL, wangdong02.bjhy@sinopec.com; BRBIEIEE: B ML (1965—), F, i1, #HiZ,

Ivshuguang@ecust.edu..com
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A nem R R p A kRe T, AER . AN WS R e E AL T, PMS fgfg A
BB R AR 3L (SO, ). FAE A th 3k (HO) A4 Bt 5 (0, ), i i A AL f AR IS Fn 2 34 05 1%
SR AT Y RAE D BN 3 U 4 R B RIS AR Y, Forh Fe(T) BB TR /L PMS, 7B K
B A M BREE RFETT, Fe(1D) ANWIBIHFEI 540 R Fe(T), H UL E LD IE 2 003E Bt
U SRR AR R EAERE TR b T~ PR SRR AR, W BN Fe(Th) B A 6 T K
Fe(I), fi&#F 5 ny i #2 H Fe( 1T y/Fe(lD) 953 . Rk, ASHF 5% 48 FH 6 AL 22k (ferrous sulfide) 1E 2k 18 1k
PMS () F-Bt, Hh FeS ANLREM ML Fe( 1), 11 H v LLKE I iy v Az il Fe(TID) a8 J5A Fe( M), i
A ()~4) Frasti,

FeS+H" — Fe(Il)+HS™ 1)
2Fe(Il +HS™ — 2Fe(I)+H" +8° )
FeS +S” — FeS, (3)

FeS, +H* — Fe(Il)+HS +S’ “)

Hui A1k, 5T FeS ik PMS [ 2 36 P FIK % 0 TCE AU 58 i 6 FiE o AR5 ik
: PMS 1E %A AL 7 . FeSHE MG ALK . TCEAE M54 ¥ . TW-80/E N R MG M7, W5 T
PMS/FeS & 5 Xf % A TW-80 /K i ¥ 1 TCE Y B M &4 R . % %61 PMS I FeS # it . ¥ WK ) th
pH FITEHL I 2 F %+ PMS/FeS 14 & H TCE B MR A2, 898 T PMS/FeS {4 & 78 2 1 1 A& Hh = A=
() H SRR DL K TCE FEff AL, I 76 SEPRH R 2K HH B UE PMS/FeS {& & X TCE BB ff R, LA
W ARAE I bR TR i N 4R IS %
1 MBE5ERE
1.1 RS

SEER F A IE o B R AU 0 FeS. TCE. TW-80. S#NMEE (IPA). 4T I (TBA)., ZAb%h. Ak
WYL OWEERAN . BRER AN . BLER . A A AL N . 5.5- B 3L -1 Ak ik 1E Mk (DMPO). DU & 2 K
(perchlorethylene), 1,1,1-= 54 Z %t (trichloroethane), DU % fk #% (tetrachloromethane), 1,2-— & & %i
(dichloroethane), — 54 H! %t (trichloromethane) F1 — 54 H! %t (dichloromethane), DA I3t 51 ¥4 K 43 Hr 411 .
SEPRHL R KB E _EI T AT X R DA 20 m B9

S0 AN AS AL 15 AR €833 43 AT X (7890A, HEAS BL A BR A | ). H R S IR A (EMIX-
8/2.7C, %[ Burker), B F{4ii{% (ICS-1000, 2[E Dionex). 484k aJ WG 43 6% #E 1 (DR-6000, 2
HACH) F1 pH il %€ % (AL204, i1 Metter-Toledo £ [41).
1.2 LW HE

] 250 mL &2 il % 55 5 7 #% O A TGS BE L AF Y 13 g L7 TW-80 W W o FF — a2 AR R 174 8 4l /K i
il i TCE fiff % W A 2 2 b 2w, S8 4li 7K 2= 250 mL, i TW-80 F1 TCE 43 % #i B¢ 2 1.3 gL' Al
0.15 mmol-L-', FFMKIK NN A FeS Fl PMS J&G JF IR TFIT, 5 o B2 b (IR A& W e o e+, 76 1000 B[]
SRR ARHT o A3 S NS [R) e B 1) S0 Ak 0 R ik R R B 9T CL R HC O, X R A 1 52 . 5256 v
0.1 mol L™ i iR 3k & 2L Ak 4M W 15 73 pH B4 SEE0 3R AT 3 W, BUHE31ME .

B 7% 78 W T e B ok S 6 4 R A0 S 0 RS PR M R K SEBR A, H A SR PMS, FeS. TW-
80 Fl TCE %) I v i Y943 9% 5E K 0.8 mmol'L™", 0.6 gL, 1.3 gL' #10.15 mmol-L™",

VRSB e PEAUT B (K HOY) . SRR (B K HO-Ml SO, ) Ml = & W bt (K O, ) fE I K
o M TCE Ml 72 b & F B nS , ZEASTRII ] 2ok 4 S mL AR, A 1 mL I EEZX 0k
N, JCE 12 h #ER RN TCE, R T O &8 Tk E . BREChR Tk SCm 5, HAh
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S Y f R B 4K .
1.3 SthaE

K HIE C e A BUE I E TCE ¥ o B 0.2 mL S AE 5L A B TSe 24 2.8 mL iF & By ki (i
i, ﬁE{%%/ﬁSmlnFﬁ%ESmm HRE S W EZ A VA E P P & B, S A% b
BT o W Fe( ) NS Bk e B R FH 208 3 W8 bk 0 D' o' JBE 3 0 s U2 mm%ﬁ%%%%%ﬂ%%
JQ%WW%Twmﬂfxmmﬁk%%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁfﬁwﬁm S F R R AR 2 1 e i
BT A
2 ZER57
2.1 FRERNIKEEIT TCE HIFE B R

1 R 1 A [R] S W A4 2 X5 TCE 1 il 55 100 e N\ o\ o+
. HrhPMS, FeS. Fe(Il). TW-80 #l TCE [ wl !uﬁi v
B0 e 2 53 S BEAE D 0.8 mmol L, 0.6 gL Ziim/mm
nosL’. LisL Mot mmatl . mEAR g L i
M T % &% 5 3 TCE ££ 60 min N I& 2> T 5.7%. o) A o
A PMS I, TCE BN 14.7%, %
WITE B AT M A R Z&AF T, PMS 94 f o .
BE B A A5 2 58 0 A . SRR A oot
Fe(Il) 5% FeS J& , TCE [ [ fift R h 14.7% 43 %) 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
i 25 R T B 44.7% F1 90.0%. X # B Fe( 1) A S il /min
FeS 1 A A 40T 1k PMS, 7 A2 1k 11 o 4 T e 1 TCE &7 R4 5 b By B R R L 5

Fig. 1 Comparison of TCE degradation performance in
different systems

fi#t TW-80 F1 TCE(ZX (5) A1 2% (6)). 5 Fe(1l) #H
b, FeS i bt a8 B b i 3 o 4 A Fe(Il)
J& . Fe(Il) #£ 5 min N8P IH#E, 78 25 09 S o B2 W R Fe( 1) #% 468 Fe() I LA S E AL P (T2
AKUCTENTH, 161k PMS B 2R R, & 580 TCE [R5 5 [ 60 min 5, PMS/Fe(Il) /& &
o Fe(IT) 1 ffe 1 4 W B2 7910 0.02 mmol-L™" A1 1.86 mmol-L™'. 1fij 7E TW-80 377 1Y) PMS/FeS 14
Zrh, I FeSHbJFAEH . & & Fe(ll) 5 Fe(Il) A Wi ff 8, TCE % f# K 7E 60 min N 32 I &
90.0%", 547G TW-80 f-7ERT, TCE 7E 10 min PR 99.4%, 2% 1 17 M 500 A9 I A B S8 il T TCE 1Y
Feff . BT TW-80 W3S IE4EH, TCE ¢ F9 A2, RO ™A iy iE M A i B 78 ol TCE 40 1

e rd TW-80 43 F, NIk, $3 TCE M ACRA I T [,
HSO, +Fe(1l) — SO - +Fe(1l) + HO (5)
HSO; +FeS+H" — SO; +Fe(Il ) + HS™ + HO- (6)

2.2 PMS 70 FeS #% i1 =%F TCE MR R

5 il FeS., TW-80 Fil TCE RYH) U5 M BE 439~ 0.6 g' L', 1.3 g-L ™' A1 0.15 mmol-L™", # %< PMS #%
i %) PMS/FeS & & [ TCE M52 . Qnl&l 2 iR, SAINA PMS B, A~ i of #2 1 TCE B fift
FANRN 5.5%. Bl HEm PMS $intk, TCE BEffFFR 0 T m. 2 PMS ¥4 0.2, 0.4 F10.8 mmol-L™
imf, B2 60 min I TCE F#MER53 914 57.8% . 82.1% F193.1%; {H#E— L4/ PMS ¥ % 1.2 mmol-L™!
A1 1.6 mmol-L™" B}, TCE F#fEZ 93.1% 435 T [ 2 90.2% M1 81.1%, FIAHE & PMS ik I A& —
ELAE#E TCE B FEfE . MR R PMS R EE m BT, AMTEMN A RS 5280 PMS k4R,
AR SO, (3 (7) MK (8)), 1T SO, - %A LAE ST (E°=1.10 eV) {K T SO, (E"=2.50-3.10 eV) Al HO-(E" =
2.76 eV), BLAh, W=k (9) A=K (10) frn, PMS WREERS I, R & b= 19 = vk B SO, - Fll SO, -l £
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KAEAIEFEY, A, mE 3 AU, 7 TCE 100 -
(R ff L B2 b, PMS B2 I AE, 7F 60 min N
HO Rk 95%. UL 250 PMS 9 7t 5
FIH 5
HSO; +S0;- — SO; - +S0; + H* 7 : 2 EIN /.
HSO; + HO- — SO; - +H,0 ®) E;%;%%%&
SO; - +S0; - — S,0> 9) c-*-kzmmbt*o
SO; - +S05- — S,02 +0, (10) 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
FEAH R S0 25, 5T FeS 2 %t FZ 7 Ta)fmin
PMS/FeS 1A Z [ fi# TCE (520 . 0 & 4 fr 7 B2 PMS &3t TCE &R KM
ORI FeS B, TCEAL & f# T 143%. 4 FeS Fig. 2 Effect of PMS dose on TCE degradation
303 gL F10.6 gL' i, TCE F&f#FH 14.3% e
I3 b TF & 53.4% Fl 91.2%., B2 FeS $& & ///t;#ﬁ
FOR N, PMS #3814 05 AL, TCE Wefi <0 B ey T
ZARR . AR, FeS Y i) =l /
0.9, 1.2F1 1.5 gL"#, TCE [% % & 5 5k é
92.1%. 90.0% #190.1%, SHIA 0.6 gL' i FeS &% 40 / s
FIEXT L, TCE By B A O B s £, R TE £l —e— TCE
FeS 7t 0.6 gL' 4/ T, PMS #5551k &
I FE, 4k 22 58 i FeS 7l & A & A AR & 0; TR EEre——,
TCE [ % % 70 il /min
T i P e S S B el e I 22 A1 L B3 PMS/FeS {£ & TCE M E 5 PMS HRE
B S prs . W& R T AR Fe(1l) Al Fig. 3 TCE degradation and PMS decomposition
Vs A R B NI T A 60 min Y AW B in PMS/FeS system
B0 I 2 0.35 mmol- L' #1.0.90 mmol-L™, 100 ¢
) 2 AE 15 min J5 Fe(Il) #e S48 I ok o i
Fe(Il) ¥ B A 28 AL AN [} 3 P #, Fe(I) & & (%
file v Sk S Bl 2s Fe(Iy & ) 7E 0. 2. 5, §
10, 15, 30, 45 1 60 min i %1735 4 0, 0.24 E
042, 0.54.-0.65. 0.61, 0.55Fll 0.55 mmol-L™". N
Al LLE o Fe(lll) & 4 78 {1 15 min X 0§ B 34
i, ZIEmERI S R RS, dnr
B 12 0 Wi e J 7 i 1358 43 Fe(T %% 7% R Fe(1D), 0 0 20 30 40 50 e
i H B 40T PMS/Fe(T) K& . [RIRE, 2 46 F iz} [al/min
HJR R F  Fe(ID) % £ 9 0.35 mmol-L7'(19.6 [El 4 FeS &% TCE f& A RAIS MM
mg Lfl) AR (LR KR AR ) (GB/T 14848- Fig. 4 Effect of FeS dose on TCE degradation

2017), B FaR M IV K RFRENER 2 mg L, B0 il ks gy, AR RS EE W
Ff K Fe(I) B/ A MEE T, BREE DA, FRgid 384 35 K 2 G T K Pk
BrFaaErnEmN.
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2.3 TW-80 K E X} TCE P& ##35 R H9 SN

TW-80 I Iifi F¢ ik 3 ¥ & (CMC) R 13
mg-L™, FIRHLETS YL b i SL PR g &2 b ff
B MR R T O M R U8 g ) PMS
FeS F TCE 1Y ] 4 ¥ B 43 %1 2 0.8 mmol-L™",
0.6 gL' Fl 0.15 mmol-L™', % B A [F % & i
TW-80(0. 0.013, 1.3, 2.6 f1 52 gL ") IR 5T
HXF TCE B ff R s . & 6 i, M
B 0.013 g-'L'(1 CMC) i) TW-80 i}, TCE ¥ [
fif R i 99.3% (%5 H) TR 97.3%, TCE KR fiF
FAUNBET 2%, W HCHfERr 0.013 g L7 LAY
TW-80 X TCE P& fif: (1) 5% il v] Z W6 A1t . >4 TW-
SO MEEERA TN 1.3, 2.6 f152 gL'}, TCE &
fiff 43 R B2 90.0% . 74.1% M 59.7%. w1 L
WIS R AT, Y T T R TW-80 ¥ B
i 0.013 g L7 B, FL2 7R KV W R BB R AL
# TCE 43+, RN #2 v = A= (% SO, -l HO:
WM R, 25 Yk TCE v+, Wik,
22V #E—HB4> SO, A1 HO-, B 5% 1 TCE )
3

J U S TW-80 £ T AEA Z FH iy H i
3, f45 HO- . SO, -H1 O, -, S eFAL T i
(TBA) 1E 4 HO-I ¥ K, S NEE (IPA)TEH
SO, Al HO-f ¥ K ], = & H J¢ (trichlorome-
thane) E & O, A9 ¥ K 57 B9 1% ¥ PMS. FeS,
TW-80 11 TCE [ %] 4 & &£ 43 i) >4 0.8 mmol- L™
0.6gL"'. 1.3gL"'H0.15mmol'L", 7EAEM
VX LA K 43 51 S JiT100 mmol-L™' TBA, 100
mmol-L™" TPA 8 50 mmol-L™* CF i} , K% TW-
80 7E AN ] 25 1 T Wy o fg 4B 0, 45 R &l 7 B
N o CYATSIEEIGRE, TW-80 7E 60 min P 73
fif T 51.5%; 4%y 3135 m TBA. IPA il CF J& ,
TW-80 43 it M 51.5% 43 5| B &5 44.6% . 16.2%
M37.7%- 45 R FK W, HO-FI SO, -4 H #HE W oy
TW-80 4 73 i, 5 A T A M LA TH #6, T
0, -~ 2l of 5 e i & 5 HO-fil SO, - H Hi 3
AR, fEHE TW-80 (940, HLAH HL T HO- I
0, -, SO, %t TW-80 )43 fift it 3 ZAE A .
2.4 IKREMHXT TCE &R RIS

10 -
—

0.8 -
0/

0.6 -

—o— Fe(Il)

Fe(I)ak 7t A kv i /(mmol - L)

04 —a— Fe(IIT)

—o— ViR 2
02+
0 -I 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
SN A [A]/min
5 PMS/FeS A& th Fe(Il), Fe(Ill) XA 14
BERETK

Fig. 5 'Changes of Fe(Il), Fe(IIl), and total soluble iron
concentrations in PMS/FeS system

100 o g )
/O/4
{0}
o / /
i/i
% 40 /
e L e
—0— 0013 g-L""
20 - 13g-L"
—v—26¢g-L"!
0 ——52g-L"!
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
2 o7 Bsf ] /min

6 TW-80 ;K & % TCE P& EIR #0%2M
Fig. 6 Effect of TW-80 concentration on TCE degradation

100 ¢
80 | —o— TW-80
—o— TW-80 (51PA)
—A— TW-80 (4 TBA)
s 60 ¢ —=— TW-80 (%4 CF)
H a
& e
& 40} . /
-
20 | - . .
e N N
0 -I 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

S 8] /min

7 REIE-80 EARE B HRERREMGTH O #E
Fig. 7 Decomposition of TW-80 under different radical
scavenging conditions

1) ¥ W) 4R pHo ¥ W 0] Uk pH X PMS/FeS K 2 [ f# TCE A R K2, R I 7E 0] 0f 2 56 45 14
T, #R5E pH HXT TCE P (95208 . KIS 60 min J& ¥ W pH A2 1k & TCE F#fift RN 1 Pios .
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Wt pH N 3. 5. 7H1 90, 60 min P TCE [#
fift x5 o 91.5%., 90.0%. 89.5% Fil 90.7%,
JoHl ARk 24 pH b 11 B, TCE [ 54 fr
T, N T798%. Z&5F KW, PMS/FeS ik &
1 5 & TW-80 () TCE I X ¥4 Wi pH 45 4% 9 1
WA, RN REHEW pHEI LT,
X5 PMS TE KR IR h R M A X. ERRMER
£ F, PMSEERE ™A 2 A AL, B TW-
80 F1 TCE 4+, A #IF TCE MR i,

2) THLBHE F . FE bR T K P A7 45 Fh
TEHLBI B F, o CIUFI HCO, X i 4 S Ak 52 i)
AR W IMASNRRE 1) CUFHCO,, 5T
HXF TCE Mg ORI . el 8 iR, 545
FA L, 2400 A 1 mmol- L' 9 CI'J5, TCE [%
il N 90.0% % & 83.9%, W CI e B 14,
X} TCE [ i 16 9 1 VE FH b ke i, 76 m A
51 10 mmol-L™ CI % 4 F , TCE F#% fi% % M
90.0% 43 I F% & 61.3% F1 58.7%. 1k WX F #0 4
AIREA M E R R A L, E e, m () AT,
PMS &5 Cl k4 i, A B Cl, Jf- 78 #E PMS,
it 52 07 2 B2 G 202 5 TCE B i (1) AL 570 U8
22 HYk, HO-MI SO, W4 5 CIe i 2k il
CI- A1 CIOH (X (12) A1k (13)), @R H Hr#E
THFEP, & 9 fifzn, HCO, %f TCE [ fif 1y 4
WAEM K CriEsg . 5, HimA L,
51 10 mmol-L™" HCOy J5 , TCE [# it & M
90.0% 43 | F% & 65.3% . 18.2% M 18.1%., — 7
I, HCO, WA & pH -5, H HCO;
HA—EZhEe); J—Jjii, HCO;y 43 ¥
K HO-Fll SO, Ff A= iU AA APk 8 55 H BE B8 1ok
1 Cco, - Ak & as M= (15)), AR T
HO- 1 SO, [ iH#E. FrLA, 4 PMS/FeS{AR N
FEAE TS M HCO, I, TCE Ay [ fift 23 %2 B #5¢5im
AR il 40

#1 TREB&YE pH X TCE BEENFIN
Table 1 Effect of different initial solution pH on TCE

degradation
SN HiTpH S e pH TCEF#2/%
3.06 2.69 91.5
5.02 2.76 90.0
7.01 2.86 89.5
9.05 2.88 90.7
11.03 2.93 79.8
100
/Q g
o—0
80
Q/
s 60 / /q
ki3
% 40 F
20 + —o— | mmol - L' CI-

—A— 5mmol - L' CI-
—v— 10 mmol - L' CI-

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Sz ) /min

B8 CIikEExf TCE &R AF M
Fig. 8 Effect of CI" concentration on TCE degradation

—o-

—0— 1 mmol -L~' HCO, =
80 —

/0———0
(o}

—A— 5mmol -L" HCO;
o —v— 10mmol - L HCO;

20 e ——
0 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
S NEI [fl/min

9 HCO, K ¥ TCE &R RSN
Fig. 9 Effect of HCO; concentration on TCE degradation

Cl” +HSO; +H* - SO +H,0+Cl, (11)
Cl” +S0;- — Cl-+S0%" (12)

Cl” + HO- — CIOH" (13)

HCO; +S0;- — COj - +HSO; (14)

HCO; +HO- — CO; - +H,0 (15)



2 TR BRI it —BRR R M AR 5 2 1 I PRI b — A LI R S HLR

2.5 PMS/FeS & Z H TCE HIFEREHLHI

1) A BRSSO T fi PMS/FeS £ &
AR RS AR IEERYE, JFRT A B EEEK
STy . YRR T BE (TBA) 1 HO-f9 VK 5,
SN EE (IPA) /E 24 SO, - Fl HO- Ry K5, =&
H 5t (CF)1E Sl O, A9 T K 1P, 25 B[ 10
B 7R o AN K K BF, 60 min N TCE B fi#
90.0%, 4H A 10 F1 100 mmol-L™' f) TBA J5 ,
TCE & fit 28 43 5 [ 2 84.4% M 69.3%, % W]
HO-J& PMS/FeS 1A & [ fift TCE (1) -5 H Hi 3
Z—; FIEH| CF fE/K il B3 Ak, Bt
AW CF % i M 9 50 mmol-L™', 24 A 10 Fl
50 mmol'L™' () CF 5, TCE [ fitt % 4% W B¢ &
79.3% M 67.4%, %W O, -t & 5% i TCE [ fi#
ESAHREZ—; 2mA 10 1 100 mmol- L™
) IPA J5 , TCE F¥ fift 2 4 7l B¢ %2 31.1% F
24.7%, 3 W SO, -t & PMS/FeS & & 1 [# fi#
TCEW ESFAMIEZ—, H SO, -Hsilk g
[k HO-f O, K. Jibh, X —45Rd5 SO, X
TW-80 43 fiff i/ F A2 B b HO- A O, - KA — 2.

2) LTI E LR SC 8 . b T E— 2P IR
PMS/FeS & & ih = A4E 1 A 3k, ¥ £ DMPO fE
A EE R, I H T A R (EPR) #4571
AR A RS 15 min J5 ;- Qi 11
JF 7%, 7 EPR % &t £ W #| DMPO-HO- 1
DMPO-SO, il 5 ¥ B ¢ AiF W o 5 3iE W] HO-F1
SO, *J& PMS/FeS 1A F iy 2 1 iy 209,

3) TCE Bt & & S TS M EE ik . HIRR &
TW-80 (1) TCE ¥ i it & i 5016 ol . #I A
IC #f — 2 2 T TCE B#fif o 72 v CU ¥k i A%
b, S5 AanE 12 fias. Fi%E TCE YRR, CI
B 2 T o 60 min J5 1k 5 66.6%, % &
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Degradation of trichloroethene in water solution containing surfactant by
peroxymonosulfate activated by ferrous sulfide

WANG Dong', WANG Peng’, LYU Shuguang™’, LIU Jingjie'

1. SINOPEC Beijing Research Institute of Chemical Industry, Beijing 100013; 2. State Environmental Protection Key
Laboratory of Environmental Risk Assessment and Control on Chemical Process, East China University of Science and
Technology, Shanghai 200237

*Corresponding author, E-mail: lvshuguang@ecust.edu.cn

Abstract  Ferrous sulfide (FeS) was used to activate peroxymonosulfate (PMS) for trichloroethylene (TCE)
degradation in solution containing Tween-80 (TW-80). The effects of PMS and FeS doses, the initial solution
pH, inorganic anions (CI" and HCO; ) on TCE degradation were investigated. The main reactive radicals
generated in PMS/FeS system were determined. and ‘TCE- degradation mechanisms were revealed. The
degradation performance of TCE in actual groundwater containing TW-80 was verified by PMS/FeS process.
The experimental results showed that the increase of PMS or FeS dosage was favorable to TCE removal, while
TCE degradation was inhibited at PMS dose over 0.8 mmol-L™" or FeS dose over 0.6 g-L". In addition, TCE
degradation rate decreased with the increase of TW-80 concentration. PMS/FeS system performed well in a wide
pH range, but its effect was seriously inhibited at pH = 11. Both CI" and HCO;™ had inhibitive effects on TCE
removal. SO, -, HO- and O, - were identified as the main reactive radicals in PMS/FeS system by radical
scavenging tests and electron paramagnetic resonance detection. Compared with other chlorinated hydrocarbons,
PMS/FeS had a better performance on perchloroethylene and carbon tetrachloride degradation. Finally, the test
results using actual groundwater demonstrated that PMS/FeS system had a great application potential in actual
groundwater remediation.

Keywords trichloroethylene; surfactants; peroxymonosulfate; ferrous sulfide; groundwater remediation
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