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FEABREiE | ZBEFKPR =

EHEM R o EZARKR AXFT Aip
(P 3K MR FL S S FREE TR . WA, 611756)

M E IR T PR O (Fe'/PAA) R EAIARXK R =54 (TCS) MR %52 T ¥ pH
PAA B . # WIS T (HCO;, CI, Fe*, Cu®) FIRRAIY (NOM) Xt TCS FEf# I m, #R
BT TCS #iZ Mk & P i B S ML AN FL AL iR 12, 53R, TCS 7 Fe?/PAA TR & M BE AT & 1 — BRI
Bl 15, RN R K BN 0.46 min. £E TCS{ZEEjEI 1 pmol-L™', #I4f pHIE A 3.5, Fer ¥ inE N
10 pmol- L™, PAA $Ji& R 1 mmol- L', M IRIE N 25°C, VT E K 20 min B2/ T, TCS ZHBR%RE
ik 95%. 7K H ¥ NOM i@ of [ Hi B 58 4+ 30 TCS myRefig, i A7 [ e %%H /N HO %Ak J& TCS %
fif 0 EEGRAR, (AL A RS FALVE IR AN Z 0. 6T TCS Bt B bk i 4 Fh=4, 42 i
TEMREAERE, BaEER R HI B A,

XER VBT, SHOR, mARk, —F4.

Degradation of triclosan by Fe’*-peracetic acid system in water

WANG Shixiang CHEN Zhuo WANG Zhenran LIU Yiging ™ FU Yongsheng

(Faculty of Geosciences and Environmental Engineering, Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu, 611756, China)

Abstract The degradation of triclosan ( TCS ) by activated peracetic acid ( PAA ) using Fe** was
investigated in this study. The effects of operational parameters such as initial pH, PAA dosage and
common water matrix on the degradation of TCS were investigated. Finally, the degradation
mechanism and transformation pathway of TCS were studied. Results indicated that the TCS
degradation by Fe*/PAA followed the pseudo first-order kinetic model ( k= 0.46 min™") . 95% of
TCS was removed in 20 min under the conditions of TCS initial concentration of 1 umol L™, inital
pH of 3.5, Fe* dosage of 10 umol L', PAA dosage of 1 mmol L™, temperature of 25 °C and
reaction time of 20 min. The presence of NOM inhibited the TCS degradation through radical
competition, while the co-existing inorganic anions and metal cations had no obvious influence on
the removal of TCS. The oxidation of TCS by HO" was the major pathway during its degradation,
while the organic radicals might also be the important active species. According to four identified
intermediates, the transformation pathway of TCS by Fe’'/PAA was proposed including ether bond
cleavage, hydroxylation and dehydrogenation.

Keywords ferrous ion, peracetic acid, advanced oxidation, triclosan.
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25 i A NP B i (PPCPs) VS — R B0 ALOS e, IE AR R 2 8 T AT iz el 2L 1
H, =& (triclosan, TCS) f& —Fl 2 B85 2 i HU g 71, 8% ) 12 T4 284 18 B (A 2 35 3
R VKA ) . MG, B TCS 7™ 5 A K, JLAE A 7= Aifilt B vh A T sk St i A B 4R
TR, WFFE R, 2Bk B M FRK i) TCS W EEE ik ng L' & pg- L™ 9. TCS &y il i A Wy & S A
YICRAE XA E A K A P Rl RN IR L 30 0 38 B N o W TR A s e B4, HLRB OSSP IR S R A ™= A=
FILAE, X AR (g R AR 25 R G0 08 A2 UM AN 25 200, LR 2016 4F, 58 [ & 5 R 25 )48 38R © iR 2%
1E 7% TCS $0 1R B2 IR I 8% 0 85 65, BRI F R ARS8 728 & TCS AW A L. 2R, 3& X
TCS & AR 5.

FEGET5 K A YA BT 25X TCS 9 R BRACEAE, H A H AN v 5 7= A= fe 35 1 B K Y 5% s
PR EATT A 1. W B e AR AR K i TCS B REFEAR . SO ixh B AN A6 1A #5490 BT i D0 A, (LA 2 5%
5 B, JFAATE MR PR S AR G YRR T 2 R, MR R s L. w bR . ks
YU /N3 R % AT 5T B G . T, B R TCS K A B 2 AL AL B T A B 24k, T AR
B, 2 b it S A R, SR b A B R O LA R A A AR AT AR R R BB R S AT A R 9K T Y
TCS.

i % £ R (peracetic acid, PAA) il H A 8 — P SRS H . BREFIE 2 T & T, BEIr 2.
K= FRFE ARG, A TG pH HOBMER . FALRE 15k . A=A A FE BRI ARG E N
IEAAR AR 0. 5 A AL S AR L, PAA S — R AW 036 P el BT ORAA, AR b I S5 7 R ik
1.96 VI, {H i3} % B fiE (38 keal-mol ™) ZIIE AR T~ ik 44k 0 (51 keal-mol ) "), Fi& |- 01 %) 9 % Ak 3 W 4F,
B MR IT e LAk | iU 48 (Fe*, Co* . Mn®") Il 1E) 17 pH 514 Fiifk PAA, IR F R K
T PR Rl (AN 25 8 38 HO- . A HL A i 3L CH3C(=0)0- . CH;C(=0)00-45 ) 19, 44 1t 2K 4 AR T K
TCS ZBRAIBFIE LA WLHRIE.

RV PAA B AR R L BRaK AR R TCS T 470, ARBFFE R - AR IR . SRR 72 H k5
YL 4B B Fe' 5 PAA WA A AR 3R (Fe*/PAA), B NP1 UG pH. PAA Bt | 2t
A7 BH 7 AR SR A LAY (NOM) X TCS EBRFCR M. LAh, it At JE k88 bRl i 4 5l ik &R
(4 22 1 R, JF 1 RS o RO A G - DO AR AT AT B ] BT 354 (UPLC-Q-TOF-MS ) Xif &2 7 i i
FEAE B ] PR R AT A0 M, BE T HERT TCS 7 Fe?'/PAA 1R & i 544k ik 4%,

1 SEEER A ( Experimental section )

1.1 S5

iR77: TCS(HPLC 2%, 4liJ%>99%) . PAA ¥ (15% 4L, H,O./PAA ¥ i He=1.4) . (4l >
99.8%) . A T W (4l JF >99.8%) ; Ji& 5 R . NaOH, NaHCO;. NaCl, FeSO,. CuSO,. FeCl;, H,SO,.
Nazszo3 i/’quéj\*ﬁ@ﬁ

XA AR B LT AT RF- (FA224) , fHIR K IR 3 s (HH-2) , B IR X146 (101-3AB), pH 31
(5 & PHS-3C) , Wi #H (4, 1% {X ( HPLC, Ultimate 3000) , UPLC-Q-TOF-MS & ¥ & 1 Ji {% ( ACQUITY
UPLC, Quattro Premier XE, Waters ), # £{i /K . (UPHW-H-90T).
1.2 SEE

SIS B FE LR TP RE K VAR BB AR (250 mL) HHEAT, SZI IR BE R (2542)°C. TCS Fr v i
VR B, SR 0.5 mol-L™'NaOH ¥ W AE A BhA I, LA 500 r-min' (R AL 12 h fff TCS 78501,
H,SO, # ¥ pH 1A 28 7.0 J5 E 52 1 L. PAA BEMEFG BE 50 A5 4F A1 FHW, AT 04 B4 0.039 mol L™
SEHS I — 5 f TCS Fp ifk #5981 umol- L™ B9 FHE, B 100 mL /K {48 Al B, L
Ja ARPELE 19 PAA B IMA PAA i W, R W EE ) 1 mol- L™ i H,SO, Fl NaOH 715 pH(/E K]
I pH) , P40 FeSO, ¥ W 5, 0 B FF 4f 1+ I 7E 46 28 09 BF R HCH 1 mL #5075 A 0.5 mL
Na,S,05 ¥ W (M 24 0.1 mol- L) A AR /N Hh I s 3. B 7= 9 o B S8 50, B g SC ey 2 /b 5
3K, AR BCEA.
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1.3 4rbririk

¥ Fl HPLC il UPLC-Q-TOF-MS X} TCS S H [ it 7= ¥y i 1753 M7 HPLC %1% 154 4 Waters
C18 # (4.6 mm=150 mm, 5 um), Ji 8IAH A 0.1% vK LR/ W BE=23/77(V/V), i A 1.2 mL-min™", K I 3
K8 221 nm, H:E N 30 °C, FEFEIRFR N 20 uL. UPLC-Q-TOF-MS £ 4 (A3 4% &y C18 £ (2.1 mmx
100 mm, 1.7 pm) , 2SR H 2150, 90 kPa; sl Al A(0.1% B9 H R ) A1 B(Z ) 4 A%, R FH B 3 Uk
1772, B SE B A 10%, 542 0.2 min; 2R 5 0.2—4.5 min, B £ ¥t T 2] 95%, £+ 0.5 min; & )5
5.0—7.0 min, B F % 10%, #iE N 0.5 mL-min'. PERERFN 5 ul. % o 8555 B B (ESD), 78 1 B+
LU BT, HITEETE m/z 50—800. %k pH {E A A pH 1 (B #k PHS-3C) #E4 7 % .

2 5B 5308 (Results and discussion)

2.1 TCS fEARI[RMA Z i R fit

iff 5% 2 B, Fe' i 1k PAA A 7 A= HO-F 2 #  HL H B 2 (41 CHy . CH30,'. CH;C(=0)0O- il
CH,C(=0)00-4 ), HJZ i =k (1)—(6) fii . Hrf1, HO-, CH;C(=0)0- il CHyC(=0)00- H. A i % 1k
Ve, EBOIESERE IS A 8 25 BROUH IR IR | iz PR e | FNAUEURG %5 PPCPs 15 YL 20, CH;-5) Fl O, IV
P 7= 42 CH30,-, {3 CH30, S8 AL P 55, M58 AL & 28 S i UL S5 F I, MR 1) Fe? /PAA & R Xf
TCS MR fRRCE AL, ARFFRAEAR RIS AT T 4 41 TCS R fi ) B SL 55

Fe** + CH;C(= 0)OOH — Fe** + CH;C(= 0)O - +OH~ (D
Fe’* + CH;C(= O)OOH — Fe** + CH;C(= 0)O™ + HO- (2
Fe** + CH;C(= 0)OOH — Fe** + CH;C(= 0)00 - +H* &))
CH;C(= O)OOH + HO- — CH;C(= 0)00 - +H,0 (4
CH;C(= 0)0- — -CH; + CO, (5)

.CH; + O, — CH;0,- (6)

i 1 ATAL, TCS 7E 4 AN 28 A0 0 R A X5 308 0 o — 2 2 g 30 1 2% e, TCS AT 8 PAA B AL &
B, SN 25 E0Ch 0.04 min™'. AHELZ T, Fe?/PAA 1 R E {0 M B 2 B 5%, 42 5 min BIAT 2565 90.7% 19
TCS, N5 FUR 5 0.46 min', X 45 R R H th 3L A b2 Fe*/PAA 1R &R 2Bk TCS I E k%,
HE— R Fe*/PAA 1R Z b H 4T TCS R4 Bk, AHIF5 2R TBA Fl MeOH 43 HIXHA R A
FEVEATIE B o, TBA J2—Fh R 159 HO- ¥ K 5 (k=7.6x10° L-(mol-s) ") !*); 1] MeOH X 1] LA 5k 14
K HO-, DI 1 9 J o 38 A5 K 9.7x10° L-(mol-s) ™', H & #UE 5% Al LUAT K Bk CH3C(=0)O-Hl
CH;C(=0)00-?,

- PAA McOH TBA

—O— Fe?* /PAA/MeOH
—w— Fe?'/PAA/TBA
—O0— Fe¥'/PAA

0 5 10 is 2
t/min
1 TCS TEA[RIAF it £ BRACR
SIS S [PAA]) = 1 mmol-L", [Fe*]y = 10 umol-L™, [TCS]y = 1 umol-L", [TBA], = [MeOH], = 100 mmol-L", ¥ pH = 3.5, T=25 °C
Fig.1 Removal of TCS in different systems
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Wi 1R, 24 TBA 77 76 F, Fe*/PAA XF TCS AY [ it B W A2 2 30 1, 2 W 3 30 B % 2
0.05 min'; MeOH A IMAME TCS 1 B fif i i — 2L 2 0.04 min™', 5 PAA HUph %A {k TCS (3 ZEAH T
LR E5 B IE B, HO 2 Fe/PAA TR RZ P i R Z WG MW Fh, (B4 ML A i 2 (2 & CH;C(=0)0-F
CH;C(=0)00-) X} TCS [ it sk th AN 25 Z 1.

22 RWHIEG pH E 500

2 4 Fe'/PAA TR & 1t pH {EXT TCS B (5200 . 78 pH 3.5—11.0 AYLHE N, TCS 7E 20 min
I Y 25 52 R B pH B TH T B 94.9% FEAR & 61.9%. HJE AT REJE7E IR YE 451 7, Fe SR R b iy
H,0, & 4= Fenton JZ I, % i # 5 PAA WG AL UR IR 24T, S80™ 4 T HO; %W pHH L7+ % 5.0 /5,
Fenton [ i 32 £ #0, HO- 7 &t F %, {H PAA {E AL B T R REEAL R 8 1Y B i 5L W pH E—25
TH2E 8.5 Bif, A PAA (1) pK, {E 4 8.2, BLATH4> PAA LA R FALIESA7AE, 5 & Ak A e v (38(7) )2,
[ BF Fe PRIK fiff A B &R AR P T 2 23 3& A Re J, ikl T A R BR 07 AR BRJS, CHV TR pH GA F) 11.0 B,
PAA H it B G5, HIHFEMR RN Hy0,(3R(8)), ik R Lk — 4 TR,

CH,;C(= O)OOH + CH;C(= O)00™ — CH;C(= O)OH + CH;C(= 0)O™ + O, 7
CH,C(= 0)00™ +H,0, — CH;C(= 0)0™ + 0, + H,0 (8)

10 __ —a—pH3.5

' —O0—pH 5.0

—A—pH7.0

08| ® ——pH 85
S ——pH 110

0 5 10 5 20
t/min
2 WG pHAEX TCS 2= BRI
SZI 244 [PAA]y = 1 mmol-L™, [Fe**], = 10 pmol-L™", [TCS], = 1 umol-L™", T=25 C

Fig.2 Effect of initial pH on TCS removal

2.3 PAA FhnE iy
WAl 3 i, PAA #OMiEHT 135 % 10 mmol- L™ I, TCS FEf#H 5%l 0.46 min™' #2722 0.74 min ™.

U RSB PAA VAN G AR T, R i 1 R JEHTIR I PAA 1 H,0, A3 BE M THE7, e BT
o=t 2 H . B8R Hy0, 2 HO- AR5, W03 19 20 5 0 3 328 200 38 2.7%107 L-(mol-s) ',
{HREE R 2R N i JER AR A R IRHR 5, & A PAA X HO- 35 B 18 F - B B 520 TCS 1 A2

10+ ——1 mmol~L:l Ezz /-
—O0—3 mmol-L™!
—A-5Smmol-L! - %%
0.8 ——10mmol-L™" 060
=055
050
061 045 ) . . L
S 25 50 75 100
S 04 PAA dosage/(mmol'L™")
02}
0f * H
! L L L M|
0 5 10 15 20
t/min

B 3 PAA XS TCS 2 KRS0 10 52 )

56 5 Ak [Fe*]p = 10 umol-L™', [TCS]y = 1 pumol-L™', ¥4 pH = 3.5, T=25 °C

Fig.3 Effect of PAA dosage on TCS removal
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YT PAA BANEAE 1 2 5 mmol-L™' JLFEI P, TCS B0 7E 20 min N5 230 B8, L6 % 1R 25 7k
A IR TG e B, AHFZE PR 1 mmol- L /g PAA BB & .
2.4 NOM KI5

IR RARAG LI 25 ) o AR A AR R B2 3R WF 9T e B, AT 10 5 AL o) 6 55 I L 3 i
HL P 1 A P LA AR 512 7E NOM H, JE AR R & 2 i 50%, 1 H: Hp s A 245 i S A R (HA) 4100 )12
TEAET H SR AR R0, S5 1, AR5 2R FH HA B A B8 NOM, #R1 HXT Fe? /PAA 1R R [ TCS 15
M. 4N &l 4 FAL, HA W AEFE S5 06 TCS B RE g, ELBEFL e B2 i 388 i, 300540 VE FH B B 5824 HA WA 5
10 mg-L™" i}, TCS 7E 20 min I ) 25 (R R % 2 81%. HF 57K W, NOM 5 HO- B — 9% J2 b7 3 2K # 50
2.23x10° L-(mol C-s) ' . Kl iHt, A & i) NOM Al fig 5 TCS H:[F5e4+ HO-, MIMFEAR T TCS 1 KBRACE.

—=&—0 mmol-L!

—O—1 mmol-L™!
—&—3 mmol-L™!
08 ¥ ——5 mmol-L™!
¥ —¢—10mmol-L!
0.6
C o4f
0.2F

(I) I5 1IO 1I5 2I0
t/min

B4 NOM Xt TCS Z:BRACR 15

SES 2544 [PAA]p = 1 mmol-L", [Fe*'], = 10 umol-L"', [TCS], =1 umol-L", ¥ & pH=3.5, T=25°C

Fig.4 Effect of NOM on TCS removal

2.5 HAFBAE TR

HCO; Ml CI 2 IZAA7E T A SRKER T TR 7. i FEN 5 HO- B4 R, 7 m P bk &
AT BB X H Ar 5 Yo P i R g 7= A 5 i 2425~ 20 R L, BRI E AT TR Fe?' /PAA R Z (52 X F iz B AR
b 3RS BR K AR P TCS 1 B 8 L. HCO, & —Fh i LAY HO- Y K5, Hi 5 HO- [z i (k=8.5%
10° L-(mol-s)™") 2E iU AR AR F FH 55 (CO5™) CEALIR I HL A 1.59 V) (WL (9) ) B4 Ak, HCO5 HY /K fif 2
N BOEW T OH 1S £, 2 HIRFEE 20 mmol-L™' B, W) 4 pHAE 2 7.8. B 2.2 1Tk, &) 1R
pH {EAF]F TCS [ FEAR. SR, ARBFFE IR & B HCO; X} Fe* /PAA 1R 245 W B J 1, BE vk 5 i
0 3 % 20 mmol-L™, TCS 7E 20 min B i Z<BRFAUT R T 8%, Uil 5(a) s,

r @ r ®
10k . 10f L
—&— 0 mmol-L —a— 0 mmol-L
—O—2 mmol-L! —0— 1 mmol-L™!
08 & —A—6 mmol-L™! 0.8 —A— 5 mmol-L!
——10 mmol-L™! ¥ —v— 10 mmol-L!
06 —€—20 mmol-L™! 06F 1\ —— 20 mmol-L!
< <
04+ 04r
02+ 02F
0F OF
1 1 1 1 (| 1 1 1 1 1L
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
{/min t/min

B 5 BIEF HCOs(a), Cl(b)Xf TCS £BRFCR AT
SH 55 [PAA]) = 1 mmol-L", [Fe*], = 10 umol-L"', [TCS]y = 1 umol-L", A pH = 3.5(HCO; 1K R A #9144 pH ), T=25°C
Fig.5 Effect of HCO5 (a)and CI'(b)on TCS removal
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HIFEFIRRR A0 COy AT #E X TCS Ha & LTI Br 2451, AR T A TR R WL i —
9 R H U 4.2x107 L-(mol-s) "B, K T TCS 5 HO- Y 50 33 R (k=5.4x10° L-(mol-s) ") B, {H
FARRN CO;y R BB &, e &2 TCS M &L LBk, Bl 5(b) Ry CUXF TCS A i) 5% i .CI R B ]
5 HO KA K [ g, FE =90 5 o7 R 3 Kk (4.3 £ 0.4) x10° L (mol-s) "B, 4K 1fii, TCS (19225 A 32 5|
CUHIH 4. HE R AT e S MR ME SUH b CI5 HO- S A A CIOH X it — 2564k C1-F1 Cl, 45
SR (WX (10)—(12)). CI-F ClL W &AL IR A 40 ik 2.4 V 2.0 V, ENTATREL S5 T
TCS %L

HO - +HCO; — CO;-~ +H,0 (9
Cl" +HO — CIOH. (10)
CIOH-" +H* - Cl-+H,0 (1
Cl-+CI” > Cl; (12)

2.6 HAFBHES TR 5

Fe Fil Cu® &2 Fenton I Y 5 FAE AL 49, BT TR AE 7T REXS Fe?'/PAA R R FEff TCS 1 %
Wi . 38 %, Fe*'7E pH 2.5—4.0 (1 5 [ N 7] 4k H,0, 7= £ Fe Ml HO,:, &40 7= £k (1) Fe? m] L[] i % 4k
PAA Fll HyO, 7= AE T 2 [ iR 3, B8 b Fe' Nz AR i TCS M B A SR 1M1, Wil 6(a) firs, K RN
Fe* S 2ol 7 TCS AR f#, 24 Fe™ W BE 0 35 28 10 mg L' B, TCS 7 20 min B 1 25 R R A%
9%. HJF R A figj& TCS B 5E 5 Fe¥ kAL T4 & NP, iz = ¥yxt B i JE R W i) OB 34K an &
6(b) 7R, Cu % TCS W& ff JL-T- A 52, FRFE pHAE N 3.5 4140 T, Cu> Al R JC I A Rk
PAA Fll H,0, /24 F H 3, 2455 5 Peng ST Cu?/H,0, 1A R [ TCS 15 H 4518251,

r (@ r®
10 10k
—a— 0mg-L™! —a— Omg-L™!
038 . 08F o
—O0— 1 mg-L —0— 0.1 mg-L
—A— 3mg-L™! —A— 05mg-L!
- 06 —v— 5mg-L7! - 0.6 —— 1.0mg-L7!
S —6—10mg-L"! S ——20mg-L!
) o
04T 041
0.2 02
0 0
1 1 1 1 L1 1 1 1 1 Ll
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20

{/min f/min

Bl 6 FHEF Fe'(a), Cu*(b)Xf TCS Z:FRBUR 15
LI ZA: [PAA]) = 1 mmol-L™, [Fe*]y = 10 umol-L", [TCS]y = 1 umol-L", ¥4 pH = 3.5, T=25°C
Fig.6 Effect of Fe*"(a)and Cu*(b)on TCS removal

2.7 TCS 7E Fe*'/PAA 1A Z iy P& it ik 4%

FF TCS MEff I FErP R A 4 Fh =220 (3% 1), $2H T TCS 7F Fe?'/PAA {R & Rt 12, o
SR (1) BEEEWT L . (2) BRBLAL AN (3) LA, W&l 7 B /i . ik ek DT 28 A 3 ik A 2 w8 0 SR A B3 R R it
TCS M Wik A2, O R UESEE 3, Horhr, TCS ks B 24 32202t T HO- X kg (1) #F g, &
H m/z 143 Fl m/z 161 17748 5 T 54k F 3 a HO MR 2 TCS A AT S2 ey, A= i m/z 303. BR
AR SCAK M FZ W) B, (E B 0 S S B AL P ) iz 319 B A, BRI AS B Z 00 HAEE I il RE. I, m/z
319 33 Mo SR A i m/z 317.
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R 1 TCS 7 Fe*/PAA TR R PR =4
Table 1 Degradation products of TCS in Fe**/PAA system

e Joias b (m/z) s St
Serial number Mass to charge ratio Formula Structure
Cl OH
O.
TCS 287 C,,H,CL;0, /@/ \©\
Cl Cl
OH
1 143 CH5CIO, HO\@\
Cl
Cl
2 161 C¢H,CLO OH
Cl
1 O
3 317 C,HsCL30,
Cl Cl
OH (6]
Cl OH
O.
4 319 C,H;,CL,0,4
Cl Cl
OH OH
Cl OH
O,
Cl Cl

m/z 287: C,,H,C150,

2)
)]
OH al cl OH
HO f i _OH O\@\
cl cl Cl cl
H

m/z 143: CgH5ClO, m/z 161: CsH,ClLO m/z 303: C;,H,Cl;0,4

<2>l

1 OH

Cr i i Cl
OH OH

m/z 319: C,H;C1;0,

(?)

@ﬁi

m/z 117 C12H5CI 0,

Bl 7 TCS £ Fe*/PAA VK [l Ak 1%
TE: 365 AR ARG IR =1, (DBEERMIA, (2)3254k. GIA
Fig.7 Proposed degradation pathways of TCS by Fe*/PAA

3 %515 (Conclusion)

(1)Fe*/PAA 1R R EWS B R L BR/K o TCS, #£ TCS e R 1 pumol- L™, %14 pH {4 3.5, Fe* Bl
4 10 pmol-L™"', PAA &4 1 mmol-L™', N & K 25 °C. W I ] 2A 20 min (2514 T, TCS B
R 94.9%.

(2) HO-F1 A HLi% v ¥ Fh ( 32 F 4 CH,C(=0)0- 1 CH;C(=0)00-) #4125 T TCS [ F& it , {H LI
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HO- X} TCS AR g R .

(3) 7k H NOM A [ H 355 4+ W W30 il 1 TCS 7E Fe*/PAA TR & Hf (1) B i 5 i 3 47 BH BH 2 1 %
TCS B A2 /)N,

(4)TCS 7E Fe*'/PAA 1R R AL IEAR B S Tk T 8L . R 3 A &
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