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OE LSRR RIS VR SRR s R Ot v e, T T A A e R A SR (CWPO ) &b EE ]
ISR K, LA S BRI A T 8 B S IR AL R Aot P A B B R e IR BE B ( TPD) X S 2R 56 63 ( XRI) 45
FAE T VRN T U ¢ B PR 27 TR A T 0 2 . 1 5 SR FE R 0 17 75 ( RSMD) AR 15 8 4k CWPO oA fige ) FY i 4 52 )i
Z0t  EBUS R IR 2 R E] B0 hE pH {H i3 AL A (H,0,) Bl B A3 w2 i IR 1, sOA HLER
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Optimization of m-cresol degradation by sludge-derived carbon in
catalytic wet peroxide oxidation using response surface methodology

ZHAO Ying'"? WANG Yamin'* WEI Huangzhao' YU Yang'? SUN Chenglin'*
(1. Dalian Institute of Chemical Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Dalian, 116023, China;

2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100049, China)

Abstract ; In this study, nitric acid modified activated carbon prepared from excess sludge produced
in sewage treatment plant was employed to degrade m-cresol simulated wastewater by catalytic wet
peroxide oxidation ( CWPO ), which helps to recycle and re-utilize the waste sludge. Physical
adsorption, temperature programmed desorption (TPD) and X ray fluorescence spectrometry ( XRF')
were used to determine the physical and chemical characteristics of the sludge-derived activated
carbon, and the response surface methodology ( RSM ) was applied to optimize the reaction
conditions. Reaction temperature, reaction time, initial pH value, hydrogen peroxide ( H,0, )
dosage, catalyst dosage were selected as factors while total organic carbon (TOC) removal rate was
the response. An quadratic polynomial mathematical model between the response and 5 impact factors
was derived using the central composite design ( CCD ), refined using the backward regression
method, and examined through the analysis of variance ( ANOVA ). The optimized reaction

conditions in CWPO process were found out to the reaction temperature of 60 “C, the reaction time of
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120 min, initial pH=3.00, H,0, dosage of 2.03 g-L™", catalyst dosage of 0.78 g-L™'. TOC removal
rate and m-cresol conversion reached their optimal values at 44.6% and 100%, respectively. Under
these conditions, The TOC removal rate in the validation experiment was 46.6%. This experimental
optimal TOC removal rate is only 2.0% more than its theoretical optimum and is within the 95%
confidence interval. The intermediate products from the m-cresol degradation process by sludge
derived activated carbon were also analyzed using GC-MS.

Keywords : catalytic wet peroxide oxidation, m-cresol , response surface methodology, sludge derived

activated carbon.

B ) 2 AR AR FAE T i fb T I 25 K S5 Tk K rh , ELAA T ph b R i 2000 o |, 78 sk
FEAE LTS YRS TG A 1), C S ERME D8 g 11 R e e By 25k & 1 2 — | e i 2 3% [ K 75 Y
e hilis Ye BB 44 B i) — 2 | G GeAb B 5 1 AR Mk ik B BEAR A A0 BRI 3 — R sk &
TR 7 1k A B ) Y B B K I A

PRt A A AR B AR P ( Catalytic wet peroxide oxidation, CWPO) & 1EMRIE# HE T L EiL S
(H,0,) A4 A E T T P AR B i BE (- OH) JReA HLA S8 AL 23 Sl /N3 1R S5 A L) B
CO, \H,0 ZETHLY Ak R i F AR ELAT K T 45 58 B 1) S, IS 4% P TR R ) e o, e — o v ke b
SER2E fifE A2 7K 1) o S AR AR B R AR 00 B 36 R 4L 50 #F Fe .Cu . Min  Zn Ni 5, 5 FH A9 804K Wk 20 1
Gt B PR AR A i 3kt TR B AR T R FLBRZE AL Kk | it R el B
5 PR AR WL A Tz VR AL 700 1 28 Ak [R] s, 2% T L Bt 45 4 R 3 T A 2 35 A D R OIR 4 W A7 AR Al
TR R Z2 A 2 SO A1 ELAT (A 1 . 3T T K AR B 7 A i R s Ul B A R R MEAL B AR A
g ) ST P A, ANASURE B T A 8 (SRS B8 Ak I PR 45 D VR AR B s e IR R IR B LUK R
JBT AR, SRR 4 15 e R R IR AR ) 3 4% 7 Ui 1) o o 8 B SR T TR IR AT L B 1 A LT R
A= AT LA FE AT AR A 6 P (0 SRR Rl V5 e il S — e i e R T R n R
1A AL IE A 2, S HAE CWPO BoR Fh i AR T rT etk BT AR & H s e v H T
R JEK A EL R H 22 TG Y b0 AR A BRI TS Ve T CWPO R 5T .

Wi 17 T 43732 ( Response surface methodology , RSM ) ' & — Rl $ip S e 24 A0S &, F LA
A A2 R 2R 5 N 22 TR pRASOG FR B R A T B A S50 11 vk 3l ek S 50 45 31— 2 B
K22 70 R B H 5 R AU PR 2R 5 00 1 22 [R] 1% PR ESOG 2R 388 XoF 0] U 7 R 09 43 Mk R T 28
SHCATAER RSM 20 H T KA B A AL i o v )

AR R R % T SR T s K A B B0 K s 5 e il 48 5 Ve e, ol A B R o R P I i B
(TPD) X ST (XRF) 48 RAE 7 75X 15 e e i BRAL 24 M I A il o2 oK 15 U8 e B 7 CWPO %
AR figk (] H B AR ADL B K R RO BE OB [B] B4R pH (B HL, O, B et K A Ak 77045 in £ %) J2 7K v
TOC ZBRFR AR KA H 0253714 ( Central composite design, CCD) BHH5250 75 %€, 48 RSM X K
AT AT IR, F IR S EAL G, R SN 9 = R0 RN 2 B . R FH GC-MS J7 %015 Je sk 7
CWPO ik [|) I 3 b A v = AR 8 v 8] P ) 64 7 0 A

1 #B5S 5 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 MR RANES

V5V A T DA 5 KAL) SR (65.0% wt—68.0% wt ) W [ % HE T R WAk 2438770 A PR 2
w5 (A1 3 (99.8%wt ) W F H RS ALF B ARG BRA 7] 3 H,0,(30%wt) 14 F R E & TR 4010 TABRA
) 5 TCAKBR R I B R T i Ak T BR 2 7 5 oK BR R B A R i Rk 235 BR Ak 22350 A BR A w5
W 1 R TR Ak 2 A B A A s S H B 1 R T R 8 R Ak 2 0 A RS ) 5 R R 5 5 1
HONEAE A BR A F], #5 hy SHZ-82A ;pH THIW H RS B R A BR A\, 895 2h PHSJ-3F.
1.2 {5l il &

Fi50e7E 60 °CF T4 96 h, BFEE & 200 H . 28 5 K 5 85 LA 5% 09 He ] 5 580 IR & A 1%
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HNO, IR A TR AR, Hr 48, =R FBT)E, T 110 C T4 3 holtB )5, 78 N, A B, Fark
FY L3 Comin™ T2 600 °C K55 4 h. il #5175 R FE 6 mol- L™ A HNO, AR H 0 CAbHH 24 h, [
FEFTOKPEE P, B R T 110 °C T 3 h, BE 2 %R 5 WIS s AR, 15 20 RS R et 15 e ik (e hy
HNO,-T508%5%) .
1.3 V5 S S vk

SRR /K R 100 mL ¥k 100 mg - L' 8] F AL /K, FHE IR /K IR IR 4 P LA 150 remin™
Pe 7. S EARERAE AL R A KV T R 1 5 B e i A — 8 T3 YR 2%, PRI AR R i H, O, IR FF AR T, i
NEEE SR ST BV Na, SO ] 5 B 4T A b 268 0.45 pom SR I U8 5 HEA T 43 Bk .
1.4 FIETTE:

FE S 2R AR FLBRZE#9 (] Quanta chrome 23 7] 42 72 ) QUADRASORB ST %47 B % ft /S 5 .
W RE SR T SEAE B 25 Z40FF T 90 °C 1300 °C A3l AbEE 0.5 h A5 h, DL N, AW T 77 K 8 0% B i 1
Z 55 BET Jr B A LR TR, SR e-plot WA AL L R AL

T T R 3 T A 7 AR R T R T TPD-MS 33 2 ) 0 50 mg BE 5 B T4 SRR i v, 38 T
50 mL-min"' fIZS, L 10 K-min™" @9 T I n#AE] 1173 KI5 IR 7EA [FHEE T 40 % 7= A2 19 CO
i Cozﬁﬂij Pfeiffer Vacuum thermoStar GSD 301 02 B G gE47 4.

K WRT-1D BUAAEE 43 H7 (TG ) A A ik & i, LA 3 °Cemin™ A ZE 800 °C 5 1 Ji SR FH A 22
Philips 23 ] Magix X % X 9643 Hr {00 5 RS G 9 LG R 24
1.5 Mk

Vi) FHY P 9 5 400 2 SR FH v O €835 AR B . R MR R 43 BT A 25 A B2 B] HPLC-P1201 %4
1 A AR 3 0 A A 58 AR #% . UV-1201 5 (835 45 . C18 2 #H €2 3% 4% ( SinoChrom ODS-BP 5 pm,
4.6 mmx250 mm) ; FEBIAH ; Vit Vo = 80:20 M5 K - 272 nm.

TOC K F H AR B HA T PR TOC-V oy con AT .

] PR A BT GC-MS 325 , A3 . FFAP 30 mx0.25 mm. W J5 /K BEHEA T H IS AL A B . ) i v
T 5% (RFUE 2080 B R 501 09 F B SOk SRR TR A 7 W, TR AT Ja Fm#kae v 70 “C a2 h,
fift FA I Na, CO, VR T 0146 pH 2 bk, FH S H e 22 B, IF FJOK BRI K IS #5147 GC-MS 24T,

2 ZEHL 59598 (Results and discussion)

2.1 A R RS2 T

PR AT AR T TOC BRI 8 T 5 AN ST Y SZ I R T IO IR S R IsHE) 408 pH
{8 H, O, B K AAL TN . A AR IE CWPO 3 72 1 28 B M, BIR ) S iz 9 B | e o st 1) 0 4 pHL
H, O, B i K At A 0 B0 78— R Y BBl Y. U0 H, O, N AR R R, DA IE 4 5 A0 R R DA R 28 35
PE. 4500 37 PR 1 HA S [ 8 B RS S L, R4 7 [ 400 2 BT i S 80— A i e SE g 7
IRV A ST PRl 18 52 30 9 TR S KPS 3R L3R 1.

FESEHR T, SRS e S A (E A e R R ().

a[le - <xmax + xmin>:|

(1)

xmax xmin

Forb X BOBEREE SR T] B0 4R pH AR H, O, B S AR B A, i=1.2.3 4.5 ;2,4 %)
IO PR ) ST BRAEL 3 0,0 1 0,5, 73000 DA i 1) S22 P2 4L R R BR 5 0 O 250, AR SCAE T 2.378.

K CCD ki i 52 580 77 58, 36 50 415259 BT A X 7 19 2 K P b B b O a5 B0 D1 19 B v
(+2.378) B AR ( =2.378 ) K55 HAW A 1 Aok (0) KA s 1 i, 26 10 AN s A 1 i
H, H, 0, Z 7K s A 18] 3 58 A AR A BRI I A R
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Table 1 Levels and codes of experimental factors

ST E if e I 55 4% Level and code

Factor Unit Symbol -2.378 -1 0 1 2.378
SV EE Reaction temperature C T 26 40 50 60 74
S B [B] Reaction time min t 19 60 90 120 161
WIlE pH {H Initial pH ) 0.9 3.0 4.5 6.0 8.1
H,0, & H,0, dose g L7 H 0.4 1.2 1.8 2.4 3.2
1AL A Catalyst dose g L™ C 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.1

AR GE B £ 37 R mE O RS o 5 22 A T P A A (R B, X A 3 R S
AR T e, SRR ], 45 245 S X SR R A RO R, IA(2)

5 5 4 5
y =X, X, X X X)) =a + D (a0, X) + Y (a X)) + Y, Y (g, X, X) (2)
i=1 i=1

Foerbry W RE(EL, B TOC A RBRF X, X, X,y X, X705l o8 S B BE | SR 8] B W 40k pH {HL H, 0,
B B AL BN A s a0 0, a; a, 70 DRI B RIER B P07 R S H R280 AR
%A% TRUNE W) o (L 14 55 M R 5 0 1y ] f) /N

ARAEASTRY LE R AE HAE IR 7% TOC 23 SR A5 00l 14 = 4k ] e 55 2 2k & i i 1 BRI 1 S 60 2% A O
TR Y Y AT 5.
2.2 RALLS
2.2.1  YyEmg R

V5 e R R ISP Y] T3 2 h. i 3 2 ATAHL HNO, -5 Je s 19 e R 1 AR 102.2 m™ o7 1 A ek
TG HE R TN 47.0 m g™ Ui W AR SO VA ) T34 s Je e ity e R T AR e Ak 35 e e %8 Ry v
FLEEHE , LA RR U AL FE AL LS YA BT BT ) 322 J5 R A R A M B b B 1 3B £L
B o3 (LA AL LE B 3% 22, S 25 FLAR R K ) IR 3 O 1 b 2 T AR AL 2, 3 B A5 A0 T 4 1 B T Y
HEAT.

F2 PRI
Table 2 Physical adsorption test

N e iR AL R T AR RALE P LA
[l .
Catalvst Sper/ Micropore surface Total pore volume/ Average pore
e (m>g™) area/(m>g™!') (em>g™) diameter/nm

REMETT IR

47.0 17.8 0.07 5.7
Untreated sludge derived activated carbon
HNO,-15 e 5

102.2 48.5 0.11 4.3

HNO; modified sludge derived activated carbon

222 BFFHRIAE(TPD)

HNO,-T5 e 5 1 1Y & S SE AN e 25 5 an i 1 BT s NEL 1 HaT LUE H, CO 55 2R A B
(1061 K) ' Tk B RS FE (998 K) UMY ME B, CO, 1R B TR A R 3 (505 K) T R T
(707 K) "2 DB AR AR R R I /KT B A AR 2 (923 K) 20 {5 516 i3k S 3R 1T B RE AT 4 ¥ e e K
B 58P AT 5 S0 -5 AR AR AR DG 2R b KR I R EE RN R W] b | PR R 0 A i, A
F T4 AL T LY AR SR T ) e R AR R TG R A RIS L A S I AT R E BB, MiA SR
AS R AR AR (0 °C) HLARFR & mr /D, Ml [ PR A IR e 106 T axd R v i) 32 2R 1k 3 i 006 1k e
rhER o4 I A A, DT v PR AT e SR 5 A S R SR AR 235 SRAG: H %) T eSO I A T LB AR
eI —2L
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o CO
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/K
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Fig.1 TPD spectra for sludge derived activated carbon

2.2.3 {5l mIGR T

HNO, -5 e % H B B AL 22 e R A & 1 UL 3 3.0 TG 2 B #5375 8 Bic & Bk 4 19.15%. 28 XRF
ST TG IR R A KR Si AL SR O AT V5 R IR Fe Zn Z5id I 4 )8 G R LU KRG 10K Ce I
TN 3.66%wt ,0.05%wt ,0.05%wt. 32 43 J& H B AR 7 B 7 PR 4 4, e Fe J2 CWPO 4L
Hrdse B UL TG PR 44 7 T LU PR Ak 4 OB B EA T, A £ 003 Ce ELA BIALVERT" ol AR o fi Ak %
PE ESE T V5 5c/E A CWPO MR A rT A5 1275 T e A R AR S AR AL 8 T CWPO el H, H
IREE R T 2 FUE BE 5 TCHLS o i ) A5 P 8 4 T A7 A2 240 I LA AL R A K oA 114

R 3 IHIRE B OTRA MG (%owt)

Table 3 The element composition of sludge derived activated carbon( %wt)

C [0} Si Al Fe K Mg Ca Ti Na Ba Zn Ce

HNO, -5 %
HNO, modified sludge 19.15 38.96 24.04 7.87 3.66 2.63 097 0.68 0.61 040 0.12 0.05 0.05

derived activated carbon

2.3 VglescAEib i Rt A A SR A S I B AL S T

R INAS AT AR DR 2R R S e 0 5 3 500 T LA AR R, S5 LR AL 247 75 e s A4k 57 CWPO
R ffe 1] FH B 1) TOC 2 BR A5 R UNFR 4 o X mm 7 {E AR R BOR 2 oo Ak [ 4, FL 5 25 70 A &%
AR 5 R LB FAER 7.22, FRIBIAILE 95% EAR X ] N2 0 3 1% (P<0.05) , UE B T BRI 9 38 P
R M. DR G2 AR R TE A HL B3l R TR M R A R s R P AR i X X y A REAR B AQ SR
UG A 5L 5 R 0.8328, BEHA 4% MIE TR R 1 83.28% MM N (HASE ) AH R, 5 R}, AiHH 2248
K, X R IABIRY O] GEAEAE TR | 75 7% JEAR A 17 1k,

PAEH TR IR AT R 500 B E M, PSRN 0 R 5 | 2% PR X A AR A ) T kiR 3 5 T
HLX X, Xy XA R T, X X X, XS XN BT (P<0. 1), LA IO S AN 35 T O A B 0
o ZERTE AL TAF 8.

Adeq Precision {CFRAEME L, HAE KT 4 R ATHAY . AR R (E R L R 10,565, 2 IHA 78 2 1915 5, 1
U ELAT 558 1o K 5 B

R4 TR A F AR B R K S A

Table 4 Experimental results for catalytic wet peroxide oxidation degradation of m-cresol simulated wastewater

75 No. X, X, Xs X4 Xs ¥/ % J¥% No. X, X, X Xy Xs ¥/ %
1 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 17.8 26 1.000  -1.000 -1.000 1.000 1.000 41.7
2 1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 31.4 27 -1.000 1.000 -1.000 1.000 1.000 29.7
3 -1.000 1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 24.4 28 1.000 1.000 -1.000 1.000 1.000 48.9
4 1.000 1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 40.7 29 -1.000 -1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000 6.7
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Li3k4
J¥ % No X, X, X, X, X ¥/% || % No. X, X, X, X, X ¥/ %
5 -1.000 -1.000  1.000 -1.000 -1.000 5.4 30 1.000  -1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000  18.5
6 1.000 -1.000  1.000 =-1.000 -1.000 6.1 31 -1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000 7.5
7 -1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 -1.000 4.4 32 1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000  40.5
8 1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 -1.000 25.4 33 -2.378  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 4.1
9 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000  1.000 -1.000 14.8 34 2.378  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000  48.9
10 1.000 -1.000 -1.000  1.000 -1.000  27.9 35 0.000 -2.378  0.000 0.000  0.000 4.5
11 -1.000  1.000 -1.000  1.000 -1.000 22.6 36 0.000  2.378  0.000 0.000 0.000  28.2
12 1.000  1.000 -1.000  1.000 -1.000  39.2 37 0.000  0.000 -2.378 0.000 0.000  13.1
13 -1.000 -1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 4.9 38 0.000  0.000 2.378 0.000  0.000 9.9
14 1.000 -1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 13.3 39 0.000  0.000 0.000 -2.378  0.000 9.8
15 -1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 4.4 40 0.000  0.000 0.000 2.378  0.000 9.3
16 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 34.6 41 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 -2.378 4.0
17 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 1.000  28.5 42 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 2378  16.4
18 1.000 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 1.000 39.7 43 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000 7.3
19 -1.000  1.000 -1.000 -1.000 1.000  37.0 44 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 7.7
20 1.000  1.000 -1.000 -1.000 1.000  48.2 45 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 8.2
21 -1.000 -1.000 1.000 -1.000 1.000 4.4 46 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 6.5
22 1.000 -1.000 1.000 =-1.000 1.000 11.6 47 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 7.7
23 -1.000  1.000  1.000 -1.000 1.000  10.5 48 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 7.8
24 1.000  1.000 1.000 -1.000 1.000 20.6 49 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000 6.3
25 -1.000 -1.000 -1.000 1.000 1.000 25.4 50 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000 7.0
x5 BRI ESN
Table 5 ANOVA analysis for model
8 Sk IR E 4 R ER:]; 3 Y5 % F{E PE
Source Coefficient Sum of squares Df Mean square F-Value P-Value Prob > F
B Model 8.5 8211.17 20 410.56 7.22 < 0.0001
X, 8.0 2773.96 1 2773.96 48.81 < 0.0001
X, 4.6 896.93 1 896.93 15.78 0.0004
X3 -7.1 2173.24 1 2173.24 38.24 < 0.0001
X, 0.5 12.88 1 12.88 0.23 0.6376
X 3.0 400.33 1 400.33 7.04 0.0128
XX, 2.4 178.05 1 178.05 3.13 0.0872
X, X, 0.2 0.79 1 0.79 1.4x1072 0.9068
XX, 1.8 102.56 1 102.56 1.80 0.1896
X, X5 -2.7x107? 2.3x107* 1 2.3x107* 4.1x107¢ 0.9984
X,X, 0.4 5.67 1 5.67 0.10 0.7543
XX, 0.2 1.79 1 1.79 3.2x1072 0.8603
X, X5 -0.2 1.92 1 1.92 3.4x1072 0.8556
XX, 1.9 110.33 1 110.33 1.94 0.1741
X, X5 -1.8 107.25 1 107.25 1.89 0.1800
X, X5 0.4 4.66 1 4.66 8.2x1072 0.7767
X3 4.5 1105.53 1 1105.53 19.45 0.0001
X2 2.7 393.96 1 393.96 6.93 0.0134
X3 1.8 181.32 1 181.32 3.19 0.0845
X2 1.5 118.50 1 118.50 2.09 0.1594
X2 1.6 138.26 1 138.26 2.43 0.1297
5%2% Residual 1648.06 29 56.83
R*=0.8328; R34=0.7176; R}, =0.2573; Adeq Precision =10.565
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i

1k 35 %

g3

2.4 AU

SR FH AR [ A XA RS A TR fT 7 2 R T (P<0.1) AR RSB ISR AN 5 0, SR )
B SR E I (X, ) TR AR v L R AL 20Kk 3% 6 44 HORS TR IS L 1) T 25 3 W4 SR 36 6 TT LU
B, o TSR BT IR A A BR AR AL, P AR BB AT . R AE T 0.7636, 4% 81U U R T
76.36% [ N (H Ak, Ry F23E Ry 0 X X, X, X X0 B MR BT 080, X, X, A S 35 00 kB,
Adeq Precision 3§ K2 18.210 , 1R BAT 455 AR 2 5.

R 6 TR I U ZAR AL 5 22 53 e
Table 6 ANOVA for response surface reduced quadratic model

A AR Source Z AU Coefficient F i F-Value P {H P-Value

FH#I Model 13.6 16.55 < 0.0001
X, 8.0 48.79 < 0.0001

X, 4.6 15.78 0.0003
X, -7.1 38.22 < 0.0001

X, 0.5 0.2265 0.6367

X 3.0 7.04 0.0113

XX, 2.4 3.13 0.0842

X2 4.0 15.95 0.0003

X3 2.2 4.75 0.0352

R*=0.7636; R34=0.7174; R},..=0.5355; Adeq Precision=18.210

2.5 RIS
[ 23 B 2R AR A e A T BRG], et B R AP A B E IR R e A2 s R & B3
P Z i a5 7 Hegm s R A= (3) Fin

y=13.6+8.0X,+4.6X,-7.1X,+0.5X,+3.0X,+2.4X, X, +4.0X; +2.2X; (3)
FRAE A0 (1) 8 X FEH R A R ZE XS TOC ZLBRR 2 ) SE bRy e, WAt (4) .
y=124.1-3.9x,-0.7x,-4.7x,+0.9x,+15.2x,+7.9x10 2, +4.0x 10 *x] +2.4x 10 x] (4)

Py b AT AT Y S 007 R S NE IR % TOC: 2% Bk 58 18 52 M AT 52 FLAE FH 5 B3k S 2 e I 60 2 o it P

G, 25 AR BE IR/ x5 >0, >0, H, O, FHBEALTI B (938 224 F1 T4 55 TOC £ BRI 0) iR

pH (BRI, XS I S A R B A5 1 H, 0, 8 55 515 Y i B R MG M2 43 (10 Fe) KA I

B -OH (30 5.6) 2 HAA IR I L (LA B P PRI T s, BB pHL T, - OHAUAL B 7 Bl 2 ik

552 MAEBE A AF R H, 0,5 R AR (X 7) 7 A HOO™ 5 - OHR A IOM A A 05 (X 8) ) #f 43
- OHBEIHAE, FEAS 1 1R 2R PP S AL BE ) BT R 4538 15 15 D e AL S I 4 SRAR 7S

Fe +H,0,—Fe* +OH + -OH (5)
AC+H,0,—AC"+OH + -OH (6)
H,0,<>H*+HOO" (7)
HOO + -OH—0;+H,0 (8)

2.6 WL AT O I R]E HAE X TOC £ BR 3R A 500
JS N7 5 88 T I 7 s [) 58 CE AR FRDRT i S {118 5 i AL L 2, T 2 Ay o 7 T g T ] R 45 v 2 1R 4 PR T
I T RIS W56 pH=4.5 H,0, I AFE=1.8 mL-L™" JEALFIMARE=0.60 g- L' i1 [& 2 o] LAF H,
= B A BRI M, S e A R RDE | 1 S i BE 5 R s ] A B FH T, S A (4)
A5 18 A% J52 17 S T8 RS2 ik 88 ko 7 A 52 i R (9) — 3K, 84 TOC Z:BRF EA hRIVER .
y=113.6-3.9x,-0.7x,+7.9x10 " x,x,+4.0x 104 +2.4X 10’ x; (9)
4 R L B[R] 2R S X S PN, TOC 2B Z Bl A SN il 3 ( T>46.9 °C) T = i g, bl O i B 7
e TE A PRSI A AT H,0, 5077 A - OH, MNIMTER &5 TOC 23R, l TG S2 80 w70, 2 T<
46.9 °C I, AN BETHEA S e 52 3 AR >4 S e BE 7 52 96 X ( T>46.9 °C) NI, Bl S0z B[] A9 2 <
- OHFFLL Yt I L4 B 17740, O A 745 AN, TOC 2 BR3EBE 2 T . IR IR A 8% /& TOC 25
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Fig.2 Effect of reaction temperature and reaction time on TOC removal rate (a) response surface plot (b) contour plot
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2.03 g- L7 ALK 0.78 g- L™ A SEI0 S5 A TR BB UE. (e 203K (4) FT(9) FIAL, 4 S2 00 S 501
VEPEITEXT TOC KBRAR 7= AL IE R M A S50 28 (B P, R I, 1P S 360 2% A S e A S 30 45 1 2 — AR AU B IE 512
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Table 7 Model validation the experiment

~ SV T \ " % [12] P
IFETE B A % TOC Eh%
gﬁ.ﬁEfE & Reaction J )iz j“] PG pH (& H,0,dose/ HEALH) Bl
Validation of Reaction o o Catalyst dose/ e ——
indicators temperature/ time/min Initial pH (g:L7) (gL g SR m-cres'ol
« Theory Actual conversion
TOC 60 120 3.00 2.03 0.78 44.6% 46.6% 100%

2.8 CWPO H[a] =¥/ #r
FESVIRE R 60 °C WA 120 min #1846 pH =3.00 H, 0, B4 2.03 g- L™ K AEAL I $0m
BN 0.78 g L7 BB AESZ I 2 0F T, 8] Y B 2 At = 1) e 5 - (e 1k I L I 3.
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Fig.3 The total ion chromatogram of the degradation intermediates
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I 3 B, HEL S IR S 28 GC-MS Rl AR 2 ™= M0 . B 3-HH 5E-1,5- I — 0% . & I HIlE |
IR R 2-HA3E T MR RN ER R . T B H R 20 W1, 28 CWPO AR AL BS 1 F= 4 60 45 . 7L
R 3-F3E-1, 5 TFE N R . T R 4R SE TR | L BEIN L.

£ CWPO it B H, 0, FEV5 Ve A IOVE R T = Az s S8 AL P 1 - OHL, 1 5600 Tl Y M 7 A o 2% — 1 R
TR AR AR AR A 3-F L1 5o Tl A- SR -0 YR T R IR IR I AL A W AN EE R T
TR T R LR BN TR, S 2GS AL CO, AT H, 0. /N T IR IR IR 2K W B AL A R,
P4y, B E) F Iy SRSk PR B AR () FH B (R T3k 100% , 10 TOC 3B HA 50% 72 47.GC-MS ki
W= IE 55 B AW T, K 2 R/ N TR S, Ul B U e LA B Ak T 12

3 %5 ( Conclusion)

(D) ARSCLAT5 KA BE T F 4375 U8 M URE, a0 R BF 2% AL RS 8 RIS TR 1k 5520 JR il 45 15
# T CWPO 340 F 18] Y g 1 /K B2 v i 1k e AE T80 T5 e ¢ e T A7 A R R LR 3 | ] LA 6
TR , 5 1 V5 Ve A AL 5 1 5 MR S0P 14 K T V5 e e I FLZS A L R AR, A 1 T A Ak B g B A 7. [R] s
HRR T EH LM SR ITE, P &H 3.66%wt 1 Fe TTE I 0.05%wt 1) Ce TTE , il VE TGI8 5 Y
AL TE CWPO N P & A AL .

(2) VIR DBE R BE S W B[] BT 4G pH (E  H, O, 5t L R A AL B & A5 i R 7, TOC 25BN
Wi 7 AL, O FH RSMH ) CCD 3 33 7 1) oy 1 5 4552 0] PR 19 — R 2 I OB A A H | sz o B 1] 45 2 i
TEEXT TOC bR EA M FEER , HAESEI 25 RN B0 TOC bR 3RA (R HEVE A, Jo I 5 I i B 52 ) 5
82 At 3 AN FXF TOC 2 B 38 0 52 1 2 B DK/ N S Ak AR TR BN >4 4 pHL (B> H, O, 8l .

(3) BB R LAk 5 i) B A R L 45, BIE SO BE R 60 °C, OBz B[] 4 120 min, ¥14f pH =3.00,
H,0,# 8 2.03 g- L7 AL FIHEINE ] 0.78 g+ L' AT BAITN TOC Z2 4R K 44.6% , 8] FF 1}
AR A 100% .38 i A TR UE , S5 5] TOC RBRFN 46.6% A5 FRIS(EHANZE 2.0% , 7E 95% 1 &
{5 DX AT Py, 1 AR R HL A R Sk

(4) @3t GC-MS 43, HeMT5 U s e CWPO R A (1] HH I3 S 7 r A 86 e a4 Sy 1] Y I 17 Sl e Ak R R
TR YRR FEOT R AR N 3-H L1, 5o Tl 4-FR - F AR T R AN TR AN RE R TR
iz T R LR /Ny TR, e &S 4304k CO, A HL O, BB 1 V5 ek ELAT 55 i B AL 1.
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