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& FE R — R R A AR K b B N B S RO B M E AL, ABFIEESIT T 20 Fh AR BTk
T AL = LR £ (PT) R /K rh it i FFOB e (SMIX). 45538, Ru(T) % PI W& fRBCR el . A Ru(T/PLAR RS, 4
Ru(1l) F11 PT AY#EE 4330 0.1, 0.1 mmol-L™" iF, S/ 2 min P SMX BB AT 1K 100%. pH %t Ru(I)/PI 4 2 A5
BN, EpH3~9 PN, KW 5 min N A S22 MM SMX., Ru(l/PLR R XS AR A NS YY) (K SVEF ., FHATPE . Hfm:
FH AR RE) Y2l AP0 LRt . /KL Rs2 s 28, S0EF (C1) AR MR 251 (HCO; ) X SMX [EfifsE
M/, TS TE R (HA) 230 SMX (R A . Ru(TI)/PT 4 Z2 7 SEBR K A Hr ot SMX 114 R fif e B35 G 3R o VAR K S
By BRETSCUG AR TIMRE SR A (EPR) 4552, ZAR R i RZEMY IO S0 48 Ru(V)=0 FIHRLESA ('0,).
Ru(IM)/PT & Z FF ) PT nlfk243 R AGEE AL A T 10, .

SRR M mAUERE; Ru(ll); mECEL

Tl i (sulfamethoxazole, SMX) J&—FIBRIRREHASHTAEZR, TH TR 2 H TR
JENE ., BRI AR SR ARG, BRI, BT SMX By RETH RO IAE IR, SMX 7R3
BErh gl Sz A P, FEAR IR IR T A BTV BEM ng- L' Fllpg L AES, RAMEER TR E T,
SMX /3Rl 75 ST A: R 2540 P ST HESE R B =2, AT BB X A g A A 285 ZR el v A Jal i)
PR, ScEBRKAEE R SMX AT EEMST E L.

FEXKIRE T SMX bR, AEG0KARIE 7L (AR ) mimE APk . B SMX A kefiE
%2, BUA BT X EBRRAET; [FR, SMX AR A G B s PE R M, (R, dEkliok
R E D T E AR (advanced oxidation process, AOPs) Xf/KH SMX Z54 HUTE Y a0 5Fx
TE AOPs W, A LGS Ge ¥y nl 38 1o 5 S Ak 57 =5 il iR £ (periodate, PI). i % fb & (hydrogen peroxide,
H,0,). id% LR (peroxyacetic acid, PAA), YKFAMR (hypochlorous acid, HCIO), i #ifREL (persulfate,
PS) S5A: U id I B EFEREARD 1, PLAE R SIS ALTR, RO R A AR P S A T i M A i 4552
P B PIE=+1.6 V) EACA LIS RONMAT IR, PRS2l i o [ sl o N F e R
{6 PL, AR, AR F E S (10,7), 5 (‘OH), FRZREA ('0,) &0, ARk, FFRE R
NTFFRZRIEL P, ARSI (UV)I720 0 RBEDERY | GRAFES AP | A R0 Rk Apt
RO A AR TR P1IRITCTA MBI . BERT SR PLIGARL TR A s e,

AWFFRIRGT T 20 P Jm &5 PLATEAL, & Ru(Il) 361k E AR ER X SMX By it . R
AR, YIERDTT Ru(D/PLIAR S Ru(l) WeRE . PLWREE . ®Ith pH LARKIEFTNT SMX REFRE
M, %287 Ru(I/PIAKZE X TR P (carbamazepine, CBZ)., 3NV A (ciprofloxacin, CIP), Al
M (metronidazole, MNZ) FIH 4 FIE (trimethoprim, TMP) HYREAARLRE. %% T Ru(1)/PI FEAIE SRR
T SMX AR BRACR . I AR SCES . RE SIS AT IR (electron paramagnetic resonance, EPR),
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Bi5E Ru(TY/PT AR PG R R SHLEE, 55 T PLZE Ru( /PR ZR P4 AL.
1 #MRERE
1.1 SEEFH

SEu R 8 R o Al . LR BN (NalO,, 99%). =&k () KE% (RuCly-2H,0, =
99.9%). L/KEMIRIEK (FeSO, TH,0, =99%). HAb4E (CdCL,, 99.9%). — /KM (BaCl,2H,0, =
99%). TIKBLERH (CuSO,-5H,0, 99%). BilR%s () K& (Cry(SO,), - xH,0, 99%). EAL4H (ALO;,
99.99%) . HilRHE (Ag,S0,, 99.9%). JUKHEEREK (Fe(NO,);-9H,0, 99.9%). L/KHFil%h (CoSO, 7TH,0, =
99%). 7NIKBRERER (NiSO,-6H,0, 99.9%). A4 (YCL,, 99.95%). SALH (LaCl,, =99.9%). F ik
(ZrCl,, 98%). FHIR% (NH,),M00,, 99.98%). —/KEilR%: (MnSO, H,0, 99.9%). S 8 MgCl,, =
98%). —/KEALES (CaCl,-2H,0, 99%). -L/KBRFREE (ZnSO,-7TH,0, =99.95%). FALH" (PaCl,, 99%). fi
JiieH S (SMX, >99%) . REPE¥- (CBZ, >99%). ¥ANTPA (CIP, >99%). HfEME (MNZ, >99%), H4H
WHE (TMP, >99%) . fEHAR (NB, >99%). AfLEN (NaCl, 99%). IkIRZ 4N (NaHCO;, 99.7%). JEFHIR
(humic acid, HA, 99%). HE:H T (methyl phenyl sulfoxide, PMSO, 99%). LI (methyl
phenyl sulfone, PMSO,, 99%). T ¥ (tert-butyl alcohol, TBA, 99%). #f (furfuryl alcohol, FFA,
99%). L-2H&MR (L-Histidine, L-his, 99%). 2,2,6,6-VUH FA4-NRIEREE (TEMP, 99.9%). LA L3540 2=k
I THAACRHE AR A BRA R A Sigma Aldrich A RRAR . MAHBR 48 (NaH,PO,, 99%) FIBIRE
£ (Na,HPO,, 99%) TEMBZIZKHHECH] 10.0 mmol L™ BRELZZ M (PB).

MK A EHEER X A TE L), Ui &1 TBROKEKELRSY
JKHCH _EIERS KAL), e AT, RRIREERIRY Table 1 Actual water quality components

K 0.22 pm JERESE, SREASIRILRHEE N 10 K
pmol L™ 1) SMX sl /KA s an# 1 s,
1.2 SCIG{NER

R RAR B (1260 1, SEEZHER)
Zorbax SB-C18 {Aj%#E (4.6 mmx250 mm, Sum), pH MY (FE28K M, Fut-HMRedidth|L ) | w it
i (84-1A R, LiERIRUERARRAF) . HTRF (AWI120 B, HARRH) | HFIEEILR ML

(A300 &, FEEfE) .

1.3 SCIe75k

JIT A SCRG BB TR E IR (25+2) °C FibAT, (B LK & R A . SMX Ffif ) 112 S 4 7
150 mL FEARNIEAT, RBARIATIA R 100 mL, EEGEARE T 200 r-min™' BMEIRREE I BEHERS 1, DIBAA
N IRA o FERBAK A 0.01 mmol- L™ (% HARG Y LA B — S8 AbE Tt #5 &, FH 10 mmol L™ B fR
5 (PB) ZZ#MBOMT R pH, A PLIERRNZI5 | & N o F— AR R s R 1 mL 285 0.45 pmol L™
PEFE IS IE TIAAE RS, STEDIA 0.1 mL ¥EER 100 mmol-L™' 4 Na,S,0, #HF7/EK, 5T 12h N
i T AR Y (HPLC) A7 S e 38 45 i S2 46 o 1 A8 1 56 R 09 T Ru(TI) W JE
PI ¥ . pH FIZKEET (C1. HCO, Fl HA) 25X S FEFRACR RIS

TRk HIETERIRR, ¥ 3g PIAMEERS 10 mL BAUKIRS, RERRREWEIA 90 mL #ikt
KAt BEFE 3 min J5, FHRAYRHEZEAH. K551 Ru(D/PLRR S 1 RS HH8 e IR
WA, WEHIE,
1.4 SHHEE

FERL IR CREAY (R AL A B AR A RS ) _Fidsk. I 1~20 mW AR D %
M1 100 kHz (376, JRIGEEE N 1 G, KA T FIREILIRIE, 54 EPRIEN o H 2 MEH
EasySpin(v5.2.23) #E4THBL R

K RGRAR RS HARG R T s T,  HARS i S8cngk 2 s,

pH TOC /(mg-L™") CI" /(mmol-L™") NO, /(mmol-L™")

HWEK 776 6.95 1.41 0.059
UK 7.53 9.52 243 1.40
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Table 2 Test parameters for each target pollutant

Nroli =N
i

HARTG Y TBHAH HL L -min™) SN mm ERE /UL AR C

SMX 40(ZIERIRIX . R X AEE X | 265 - 35
60(0.1%Z.1R2)

CBZ 30(F ) : 0¢84 K) 1 285 20 35
CIP 20(Z.Ni%):80(0.1% H &) 1 277 20 35
MNZ SO(H %) : 20( A2l 7K) 1 316 10 35
T™MP 30(ZHE):70(0.1% H i) 1 270 20 35
NB 30(H B - 70(RBALK) 1 268 20 35
PMSO 70(ZNE) : 30(#E4lK) 1 225 30 35
PMSO, 70(Z i) 30(EBLEK) 1 225 30 35
K 44(LJ): 56(H4tK) 1 285 30 35
10, /10, 10(Z. 1) 90(0.1% B iR) 1 228 50 35
2-IP/4-IP 44(L M) 56(B2IK) 1 285 30 35

2 #R5R
2.1 AEIEEEK PIFERE SMX

W, WET 20 Méd B Fin bR MmRER DAY SMX IS, SCB-RA T 0.1 mmol-L™' 4
J&ESTH 0.1 mmol-L™' PI 204, SMX FUMEE N 0.01 mmol-L™", 7 pH 43510 3 1 7 (94 FWEE SMX fY
FRARRICR, 25Kl 1 FoR,

B =1 ’ mA
3 — - b —¥§:‘
S o} o}

=
| | |
- 06 - \. -m-Fe(ll) -@- Ru(lll) —A- Cd(IT)
<2 3 -v-Ba(ll) -&— Cu(ll) —€- Cr(IIl)
o —mFe(I) —@— Ru(Il) —A— Cd(IT) O N ba <
0.4 —e—Ba(ll) —« Cu(ll) —p— Cr(IIl) 0.4} \ _::2(1)((11111)) _;_ Iffhg((lll)) _g_ f{‘zgg)
;‘C“(IIIID +§g(111) +§e(ﬁlll) @  ALalll) -y~ Zr(IV) <>~ Mo(VI)
02 —A—Ls((m)) gz;((l\;) Xm(o(\zl) 02} \ ~I-Mn(I) -~ Ms(Il) -O- Ca(ll)
—<Mn(Il) —>-Mg(Il) —O—Ca(ll) ® —%—Zn(ll) -O- Pd(I)
—feZn(ll) -0 Pd(I)
% 50 100 150 200 250 300 005 50 100 150 200 250 300
[fa]/s ] /s
(a) pH=3 (b) pH=7

1 7E£ pH 3§17 4T 20 MEREFEUSHELELIER SMX
Fig. 1 Degradation of SMX by 20 metal ion-activated periodate at pH 3 and 7

A 1) /T 50, 78 pH=3 i}, Cu(Il). Cr(l). Agd). Fe(ll). Ni(Il), Y(II). La(ll). Zr(IV).
Mo(VI), Mn(Il), Zn(I), Mg(Il) F1 Ca(Il) {if f& PI X} SMX [¥) B fift % K v] Z W& AN 31 (5 min N
<10.0% ) , /R4 Cd(1l). Ba(ll). AI(IM). Co(I) 1 Pd(I) i% 4k PI7E 30 s N WLELH 2K T 10.0% HY
SMX F&fif, HAEHAETE] (5 min) WIFAR W20 LB, Fe(ll) 5 PIZ5G AT LB SMX, MR
43.2%.,

A 1(b) AT, 78 pH=7 B, Cd(I), Ba(Il). Cu(Il). Cr(IM), AI(M). Fe(l). Co(Il). Ni(Il).
Y(IT). La(l), Zr(IV), Mo(VI), Mn(1), Mg(Il). Ca(Il) F1 Zn( 1) 751k PI F&# SMX AZCRATZ0% (5 min



453 1

PN AR S PR R ) fHE A TG o e B R e g s e S ) P 649

N<5.0%) . Ag(l) F1 Pd( 1) i%4k PI7E 30 s NFE
fitt SMX 1L 10.0%, {HA WL — 2P B f# SMX.
[FkE, Fe(I) AT LLIGAL P >Ff# SMX, it
FHN 32.5%.

FE pH 4 3 1 7 B9Z4 T, Ru(I/PI Xt SMX
HIRERAE 2 min N ATK 100%. X R 20 Fh 48
B, Ru() xF PLEA fem iEARE . A0F
REYW, £EE Y PLMHE/ERERE S,
Pt TR RIS (S &8 -A s
PR ) B3N MR bR, A B I e
iRe S S BT Z MR YIRR, SR T
RN, SEANEAEE ., Nk 3R,
Ru(1ll) 2EARARXS /N, 3 R 25 r A B8 Jin 42
o, BRI PTABCOAE G .

Fe( 1) Fil Ru(lll) ¥77 LAiG 4k PI F#f# SMX,
SR Fe( 1) FERUAS FREEALH . B, #R9¢ 13t
5 Fe(Il) (0.5 mmol-L™") 7if 4k PI [F%f# SMX Ay 5L
¥, Z5RE 2 R . KA Fe(Il) ¥ BE RN,
SMX ) [ fiff 5 SR AT & B8 2o IRk B2 Ru(TIT) (0.1
mmol-L™") i fb PLI& 2 19 % Ml R o o & 1
Fe(Il) AIES3L Fe(I) 5 SMX A EARFI 74
FWE TREI SMX HIREARCR . Ru(lll) AT
BRI TR RE I FIRE LR, FEfifl
M AP R RUbiE 1L PL. 1EAh, Ru(M) AYf#
e, Wnlhefeh THARSERRE MR
FRa LG v, i Fe( 1) DU AT R BAL R Y
WA REIRBIABIRER . B, 48 Fe(1) 19
BUAEAR, (3SR FIREARBOR 1 R
Ru( ) 7E = MR Eh 76 LR SMX 3 B AR SR
T T B AP
2.2 AERRFNEHEXT SMX RSN

1) Ru(lll) ¥R, %48 1A Ru(1lh) #
B (0.025. 0.05. 0.1. 0.2 mmol-L™") X} Ru(1l)/PI
R R R SMX sgm, Z5RaE 3w, 4
Ru( Il #&ZH 0.025 mmol-L™" #4/1%] 0.1 mmol-L™
i, 7E 5 min N SMX [ [ f# 2 i 41.8% T+ &
100%, %2/ T4 Ru(ll) Mk EER M, 761%
b PI i 8 25 77 AR BB Z 3G Rl Ru(V)=0. &
MM, 24 Ru(M) ¥ EE4RSE N 0.2 mmol-L ' I,
Ru(1) %F SMX R e sEE A R, X T hE 2
St ) Ru(1) JHAE T & PEA R rh Al A
TRR T AR s P B A

2) PLU BE (52 o -3 T A [A] PLVR JiE
(0.025. 0.05. 0.1, 0.2 mmol-L™") X} Ru(1ll/PI A&
FXT SMX FEFFAsZN, Z55RaE 4 fis. i,

*3 ERBTHENSRBTHRE

Table 3 Oxidation states and ionic radii of metal ions

SIRET A BT /pm™
Fe(Il) +2 61LS, 78 HS
Ru(TIl) +3 68
Cd(In) ) 95
Ba(Il) +2 136
Cu(Il) ) 73
cr(lh +3 61.5
Al(T +3 53.5
Ag(l) +1 115
Fe(1ll) +3 55LS, 64.5 HS
Co(Il) +2 55LS, 64.5 HS
Ni(TT) +2 69
Y(II) +3 90
La(Tl) +3 103.2
Zr(1V) +4 72
Mo(IV) +4 59
Mn( 1) +2 67LS
Mg(Il) ) 72
Ca(T) +2 100
Zn(1l) +2 74
Pd(1I) +2 86

TE: LSFRUIE; HSFEREE.
1.0m
0.8 —m— Fe(IT)/PI
—@— Ru(III)/PI
_ 06}
£
S o4l
A [ ] [ ]
02+ %
0 \'

rQ—— @@ @ L °
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
B a] /s
¥ Fe(I/PUAZ : C(Fe(I1))=0.5 mmol + L-'; C,(P1)=0.5 mmol - L"';
C,(SMX)=0.01 mmol - L*'; pH=3;
Ru(IIY/PUAZ: Cy(Ru(llD))=0.1 mmol - L-';
C,(P)=0.1 mmol - L™'; C (SMX)=0.01 mmol - L™'; pH=3,

2 Fe(11)/PI #1 Ru(Ill)/PI F&fR SMX 3ERA0%TEL

Fig. 2 Comparison of the effects of Fe( Il )/PI and Ru(1ll)/PI in

degrading SMX.
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1o 1.0 0.025 mmol - L' PI
—#—0.025 mmol - L™ Ru(III) —&—0.025 mmo
—e—0.05 mmol - L' Ru(IIl) ——0.05 mmol - L' PI
08 | —A—0.1 mmol - L' Ru(IT) 08 —A— 0.1 mmol - L Pl
—w— 0.2 mmol - L' Ru(1II) —w— 0.2 mmol - L' PI
- 0.6 0.6
S o
O 53
0.4 © o4l
0.2 0.2
0 0 Y L A

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
I [ /s
1 C(SMX)=0.01 mmol - L'; C(P)=0.1 mmol - L™'; pH=7,

0 50 1000 150 200 250
S/
7 C,(SMX)=0.01 mmol - L' ; C,(Ru(Il)=0.1 mmol - L' ; pH=7.,

(3

00

3 Ru(lll) JREX Ru(ll)/PL {FZ SMX BRIV E 4  pIREST Ru(ll)/PI AR SMX FEAESERAISN

Fig. 3 Effect of Ru(1ll) concentration on the degradation effect Fig 4 Effect of PI concentration on the degradation of SMX
in Ru(Ill)/PI system

of SMX in Ru(1ll)/PI system

4 PLIREE M 0.025 mmol-L™! B4H1% 0.1 mmol-L™
i, SMX MIFEfRZEM 42.3% BFHE 100%, X
DRI R PT Ve BERG N, 44 28 v (%) 356 14 4y Joitho A o 34
Jne SR, X4 PIYWEEEHREE £ 0.2 mmol- L™ A,
SMX IR A 2 R R, A 100% B2 91.4%.
XA RE S Ty PLIMAE T R R P i o
YIIEPS, T3 SMX IIRRFHR TR

3) A[E pH 5. A THSS Ru(T/PT AR
TEARTR] pH 400 F SMX RYRfiEn, fdif pH 43
WA 3.5, 7. 9 9 10 mmol L' BERRZE MR kI
RN WP pH, %5 %% Ru(I/PLKR &R Xf
SMX [ B2, 25 SR 5 R . FE AR
pH 2T, K 5 min N SMX 4858 5L [
SMX 1 L BRBAERL TR pH YU N RFFER e, (H
TEBTE (pH=9) 510 N SMX [ fife ik KA I el 12
X FEY PIHRMAIEA LK Ru LS A
Xo PIHLIEAS SREE pH B LIARfE, 24
pH<§ i}, 10, /i £, Y pH>8 i R {bny
H,L,0,,* 5 ES. PI AL S HAE A
UMK, pH MIRMETF ZEiERT, AL B
SRl IEHNCST, (H pH B3I A et
Ru(OH),®*, MIMFAE SMX FEffsA, %IELET
PEAA T Rf TS e e HLSPRn A X, e Zmitoe
FEAE pH=7 WIS FilAT.
2.3 Ru(Il)/PI AR EHTLAIRIBERE

R TV Ru(T/PL AR R XA RIS G kA
RO, BEHCT I O M (SMX), K ST
(CBZ). #HYPE (CIP), HfiME (MNZ) FIH AR
BE (TMP) 1E R BARTG Uit A TR AR S50 . 45540
& 6 fizn, £ 5 min PN, SMX il CIP 52 4[5 ,

1.0

c/c,

0 50 100~ 150 200 250 300
B /s

#: C(SMX)=0.01 mmol - L™'; C,(Ru(I11))=0.1 mmol - L';
C,(P)=0.1 mmol - L',

5 7[E pH Xt Ru(l)/PI {&Z+ SMX FERESUIR RIS
Fig. 5 Effect of different pH on the degradation of SMX in
Ru(1lN)/PI system

1 1 ‘ 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

[ /s
e CD(‘E‘Z{E%FOAOI mmol - L C,(Ru(1lD))= 0.1 mmol - L',
C,(P)=0.1 mmol - L-';pH=7,
&6 Ru(ll)/PI {xRERBAETE
Degradation of different pollutants by Ru(Ill)/PI system

Fig. 6
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i CBZ. MNZ Fl TMP [ [ 3R 1,53 ik 5] 1 1.0g

97.4% . 60.8% H182.6%. XLLLEFFKM, Ru(1l)/PI —m— P

AR A LIS Y FA B R " —e—lmmol L CF

24 AKEFES SMX MREE R ol Ty ool LiH
T‘FQ;B/%ﬂ(ﬁ:EP s ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬂlﬁ%?%ﬂi% Qf —4— 50 mmol - L' CI-

O, BCATRETHE PYAIGILPERE, W% 7 o4l

F LTS Y W) Y B i 28R B, SEEG RS T CL

HCO, #1 Ji& 4 2 (HA) %} Ru(Il)/PI{& 2 F% fit 027

SMX 52, SEFANIE 7 Fis. . . .
tild 7(a) A1, BEE ClUAYHEEM 1 mmol- L™ 0 50 N0t 150 ®a00 250 0

BEINZE 50 mmol- L™, SMX A JC I i 281k, iHTELs

(a) CI

FH CIUXT SMX R fif 3503 1 52 ) 1 200 AN
CUXHFLAA 3L (-OH M SO, ") i FEEAER AR
ZAWBAMEERC, XHEA R0, hEEAL
YER RS REERA R, R, CrS5Ehé
J& Ru(V)=0 1484k Ji S 07 % AR, PR e Xt
Ru( Il )/PT R F4fi SMX A R

H & 7(b) AT AT, 7E 1~50 mmol-L™' HCO, 4
WIER, SMX 7E 2 min N5, ARk
JE HCO, J, 4% pH JF &8, JfH HCO,
AIIMAXT SMX 1 A AT A HEAE T o AR T

—— 75 X

—@— 1 mmol - L' HCO,
—&— 5 mmol - L"' HCO,
—%— 10 mmol - L' HCO,
—— 50 mmol - L' HCO,”

H, HCO, & —Fh A ARG, (HRTE—E Wk 50 *30 250 30
T, BT BRI, XN HCO, s
%§5102 E/‘Jﬂzﬁﬁi (it (I)N—t (8))[43-44]O y (b) HCO,
10, + HCO; + H,0—I10; - +HCO; - +20H™ €)) —— 75 R R
08 H —@—5mg-L'HA
HCO; - —CO;-~ +H" ) —A— 10mg - L' HA
—¥—20mg-L'HA
‘OH +-OH—H,0, 3) 06T ——50mg- L' HA
H02 . —>H+ + 02‘_ (5)
0, +-OH—OH +'0, 6)
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
HOZ . +02_—)HO; +1 Oz (7) B [a)/s
(¢) HA
HO, - +HO, - —H,0, +' O, (®) ¥+ C(SMX)=0.01 mmol + L; C,(Ru(IIT))=0.1 mmol - L;
. _ C,(PD)=0.1 mmol - L~'; pH=7.,
P 7(c) AL, ST RIS mgL (ot mmelr i
B E 50 mg L' B, SMX RIREMEZR 100% 7 7kEFEX Ru(ll)/PI fkZh SMX PEAEHISEN
F%Z 80.5%, FSHHJEHFHBRNITEAEINH] T SMX Mm% Fig. 7 Effect of aqueous matrix on SMX degradation in
fiho SRR FEE S TAHALR, X Ru({LYPI systemn

S TFHENS SMX SEG N HITEEYIBT Ru(V)=0", MM F:30 SMX B TR,
2.5 SERRkifRd SMX RIPERE

SEBRAKAR A AT S S TR E AN RIFREE 25 SMX HIRRFEICR, ASBIFST et 1 Hi 2K FISEhr — 3t
A SOKRE, HOKRA 422 1 i, %557 Ru(/PLZEAESZBRAKA TN SMX i, 45
e 8 s, FHELFRELEK, FEHIZRAKA Ui 7K Ru(T/PT X SMX YR f2Z B2 GRS, SR,
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T

£ 5 min N SMX PFEFERITIRE] 100%. SCEZs
3, Ru(D/PTARRTESE KA HIREEXT SMX
RN R BRER
2.6 HERRTEMHYIRIVERE

1) HHEMER. b TESEAE Ru(lH/PI KRR
WAL H 2L ((OH) MIBLERAR A 3t (105°) OFE
FH, 0 R FEE K S AR S0 R AT T IR, L
TEEVER-OH MK H], 5-OH K i) 5 8 4L
7 3.8x108~7.6x10° L-(mol-s) '™, i1t P4 K 5216
ZE BT X SMX FERAsCnisenm . anf&l 9 iy
N, YR T EEEM 1 mmol L #£ 5 £ 100
mmol-L™", SMX P A HI/EF il 28 A1t
I, -OH A2 Ru(1l)/PIIAFRFEE SMX idferf 3
BLRTEHEYI

LEE %524 WF 5% 3 W il 3£ 28 (nitrobenzene,
NB) A] LA#k 10, AR 5B%, ok, AFsRE],
TEEEAMEIRET T . 54k P2 A i R )
J&-OH A1 10,7740 Rk, X Ru(M/PL AR E
UV/PLRZIEATH ST, F NB /A ERE KR
1 Ru(T)/PL AR Z w10, (IFEFT . dnlEd 10 s,
16 UV/PL 1A Z % NB 75 5 min NIERE N 82.8%,
i Ru(1M)/PI & £ F NB 1 [ fi# v 20 A1,
I, 10, A2 Ru(ll)/PT AR M SMX (3255
PEPII

) AEAMIEER. ik, ETFRNERAY
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The degradation performance of sulfamethoxazole by Ru(lll) activated
periodate of periodate

SUN Yanzhuo', QIAO Junlian®, QIAN Yajie"*, ZHOU Xuefei’

1. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Donghua University, Shanghai 201620, China; 2. College of
Environmental Science and Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China
*Corresponding author, E-mail: yqian@dhu.edu.cn

Abstract  This study investigated the homogeneous activation of periodate (PI) by 20 metal ions for the
degradation of sulfamethoxazole (SMX) in water. Ru(Ill) exhibited the optimal activation efficiency. In the
Ru(1ll)/PI system, with both Ru(Ill') and PI concentrations at 0.1 mmol-L™, the degradation rate of SMX reached
to 100% within 2 min. Experimental results indicated that the Ru(Ill )/PI system could completely degrade SMX
within 5 min across a wide pH range from 3 to 9. The Ru(Ill)/PI system showed well efficiency in removing
various organic pollutants, including carbamazepine, ciprofloxacin, metronidazole, and methapyrilene. In
aqueous matrix, chloride ions (CI") and bicarbonate ions (HCO; ) had minimal impact on SMX degradation,
while humic acid (HA) inhibited SMX degradation. The Ru(Il)/PI system showed better effect on the
degradation of SMX in actual water samples. Quenching experiment, probe test combined with electron
paramagnetic resonance (EPR) detection indicated that the dominant reactive species in this system were the
high-valent metal-oxo Ru(V)=0 and singlet oxygen ('O,). PI in the Ru(Ill)/PI system was stoichiometrically
converted to 10, .

Keywords sulfamethoxazole; periodate; Ru(Ill); advanced oxidation
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