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Abstract Using a pilot-scale UV advanced oxidation plant, this study aimed to investigate the
efficacy of UV/H,0, and UV/H,0,/05 coupled with biological activated carbon (BAC) processes in
removing high levels of geosmin (GSM) and 2-methylisoborneol (2-MIB) from drinking water. The
effects of H,O, dosage, O; dosage, UV dose, and BAC on odour removal were investigated in detail,
along with the degradation products of GSM and 2-MIB during the UV/H,0, process. Results
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showed that the UV/H,0,/0;-BAC coupling process exhibited higher removal rates on GSM
(28.5—34.1 ng'L™") and 2-MIB (83.2—94.1 ng-L™), with removal rates up to 90.1% and 86.0%,
respectively, compared to the UV/H,0,-BAC coupling process. Increasing the H,0,, O3, and UV
doses promoted the removal of GSM and 2-MIB in the UV advanced oxidation process unit;
however, the H,O, dosage should not be excessively high. Based on the degradation products, a
proposed degradation process and mechanism of GSM and 2-MIB by UV/H,0, suggested that
hydroxyl radicals, including demethylation, dehydration, addition, and ring-opening, caused
immediate reactions. This study provides fundamental data and technical support for developing
green and efficient odour removal technologies.

Keywords GSM, 2-MIB, UV/H,0,, UV/H,0,/0;, BAC.
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FRAAKAAR I T T 0 8 25 0 WA 1) LR 40 0 DA ok — LR RO K A7l G 3 1) 32 2 ) il 2,
KA r ELAR ) S5 ) VA T R AE g L Y RPN, L R R G ISR (5 (AR AR, LRy IO 25 M AR FH 7K gk
B, VLA DSTR K AE O A2 B R 4, 4 52K (geosmin, GSM) il 2-H 357 % i (2-methylisobornel,
2-MIB) J&5 | /KSR £ By i, 5 R ZEUK Kb+ | B A 5o F AR TR K B AR
#E(GB 5749—2022) £ 2245 GSM F1 2-MIB 51| A EI [ /K F4E WK S5 ZER I A 300 B , JF e 2o s
AEE T 10 ng- L',

A% 40 A P T 2538 8 AR ME) G 25 R A A A b 7 e AR AT Py PLA ) S . 8 AR 5 T JUL T 2 e
93 A I P e S D B AR AT L 2 [ LA A J 1, I T I PR IAS 47 Jo e B 8 T 5 A 1) S BRASORAIR L i8R
PRI R 5 B A 6 ) RO, e DR BT R FH 7K 75 SR AN BT84 0, 788k o 22 it 92 3000 R e T A 001 ML
YA A B T2 I A Ok, 3 F 3L B i % (hydroxyl radicals, -OH) A9 /5 2% % 4k +% R (advanced
oxidation processes, AOPs) , Kl H A7 6 £ M 1L A s 1 38 B PRI s U, )ik 1 23 B LR ) s AR S e £ 1Y
H AR FEfZ AOPs H1, 841k (ultraviolet light, UV) FIX AR /K (H,0,) il 1 A= 1l -OH 2 BBk Y 5, H.
A T2 R EERIC R ™ 5 S U 38am 32 21732 560, B0 AR FE HyO, R I F ek BE 45 )
RS SR A 5E R B, ) UV/H,0, R R TP I AR O, W ARS IR E i Aas A 3k B, 15
O, 1EH T4 27K A FL ) R fge 1L, ] B, UV/H,0, 5 4= 9136 P 7% (biological activated carbon, BAC)
T2 (UV/H,0,-BAC) W AT A 850U R HyO, Bk B ) 7. H i 5T UV/H,0,-BAC KR I IRIBR YY) 5T 25
B T8 B T 9000 % /MR B s/ NI IR R AT, A R IS T M S BRSOk, N R
K TS A Ak, BOR DA BEre.

B /T UV/H,0,-BAC T. 25 BRI 4 BT A7 78 ROME i, ASBIF 52 A 3G 1 19 AOP e B, 3R 5%
T UV/H,0,-BAC Fll UV/H,0,/05-BAC Wi Flt ki & T 25 %) 11 25 48 KL AR FH /K &b BT (9 10 98 3t 1 oK wp
GSM Hl 2-MIB [ £ BRACR, IF B4 T HyO, T hEE . O3 Bt | SEAMZ 0] 1 e BAC X Al 3803 1 5%
e, DASH Ay i J g €, v 2000 14) ML A 49 Joit 25 o3k A AR i HEBSCH I AN AR 4%

1 #MRLE5 7 (Materials and methods)

L1 i EN A

A E B s E A A 1 T, KT 3.6 mx1.2 mx2.6 m. 2240 A Ak S0 i 2 v a2k
Wt A, HA AL DS #% NS « 648 S RN Ak 2 i iy 45 7 T SE B Ak, B I 7E T 85 KA I 541
S HE IFHE T -OH 45 i PR 4 0T 9 77 22, DTG 42 1 PRLR 4 1 1 L Bk ke B AL A 12 32 87 Wi
UV AT, UV Fl il 2 UV AT 81, H0, B3I i 0% sh 451, 05 i1t 05 K A= 2 il BT
3 2o B A A A5 ) AR 0 i, [ A0 0 R I B R S A A T g T A O i 1 DA DR HL0, FN O5 7
AOPs 14 7 14 it 12 VAR BEFRUE .
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of pilot plant
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AOP JT IV #% 25 (R WELIR B t (4R A6 BE R IR] Sl 34 s), T 25K i i BAC B, A2 BRI R £ H K Fh sk 43 1)
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Fig.2 Workflow diagram of the pilot test by UV/H,0,-BAC and UV/H,0,/03-BAC
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Table 1 The quality and odors concentration of sand filter effluent

- R/ C A/ (mg L) TOC/ GSMik B/ (ng- L") 2-MIB¥ /(ng-L™")
P Temperature Dissolved oxygen (mg'L") GSM concentration 2-MIB concentration
7.6—8.2 5.5—6.8 11.7—13.5 33—42 28.5—34.1 83.2—94.1
13 FEAhcRAE

SRR, TEREZBITEAD | h 5 BB AKEERE S AnE 2 Fow, 20508 ikt K, AOP
A KR BAC B K. SRR T BI/KREZR ST 0.45 um 8 I8 08 5 %47 TA3 (B B R, JF T 4 C 4
P Fi8 % LR E I
1.4 T Z2MA RSzt

P T KR K Hf LR By v B R U B, e v B AR RE R A, TR T A E A T HL0, B
O BN A UV FHE Xt GSM FI 2-MIB 2B AYRZ A . sl B % AS R 06 25 R O B VE an B R i fif
FH I K g B O HE, JFR UV AT EAT BLAA; 43 51385 HyO, F1 Oy F i 5 7K It . 38 i 45
il UV 4T BT K . Hy0, Fil Oy IS E UV/H,0,. UV/H,0,/0; 25 £ Flh AOP S R 2 . HAK 4144
e B ETE UV FIE R 800 m-em 2514F T, #4858 T H,0, iz (0, 1, 2,3, 5,10, 20 mg- L"), 5 05 #
I (0, 0.5, 1, 2. 3. 5 mg-L™") % UV/H,0, Fl UV/H,0,/05 1K & 1y 0. Ak 52 i), k— L85 T
UV #4(0. 200, 400. 600, 800 mJ-cm™2) X} AOP JZ W {4 22 14 5% ).

1.5 AR AR
1A% : GSM 1 2-MIB $& BRI 5 SR F #3408 H1K T8 i # il (SHI-AG6 i, 42 37 X 35 4 3 S KU A
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) RS AR 3 - B I FH A (GC-MS, 6890N-5973C, Agilent).

IR 7. GSM F1 2-MIB #Y b5 4 5 g H 5% [ Sigma-Aldrich 23 7. WFRY) (1, 2-" 5 % -D4) I H
Accustandard 23 7). @ ALEN (NaCD) W 5 A E BT HL T A 7], dHRTZ 450 °C i85 2 h SR )5 A7 F s
7% H.

1.6 Kl Jy ik

GSM #i1 2-MIB il & 2 8 GB/T 32470—2016 (A= 1E R FH /K SR A ot £ 5L N 2- 56 5 Ry 56
7715 ). GSM Al 2-MIB (11 AL B R A AR S A Bk 78 50 mL T 25 i A 30 mL KFE, 7.5 ¢ B8 F
SRR AT 7 NaCl 1 15 pL INARIE 1, 2- 8 E-DA(HJE 2 20 pg-L™), SR B T0U23 30 B T8 7 3k
PEZS T PR H QRLUEE 7 60 C, 3t HE 3 B 4 800 rmin™), I 3% JH A B4 4 (50/30 um DVB/CAR/PDMS,
Supelco) X KA H Y MELIA 49 S5 R AT 2K B, ZEBGRE A 60 °C. AU 30 min J&7, 5 A BT 4L 46 A A
TEFERE R 5 min $E4T 00T, MU IR EE K 250 °C. GC-MS 20 B S A THE R T W0 R« A @34
HP-5MS(30 mx0.25 mmx0.25 um, Agilent) , P& B 4 i 22 2 >R FH 5% 6 25 7RG M55 =X, 0B IR 0
250 °C, B FIRIR R 230 °C, & J1 2R 56.5 kPa, WA IR EH 60 °C f4F 2.5 min, LA 8 C-min™' MR+ 2
250 °C P45 5 ming (S FH o 7 H VR, 42 TR R 280 °C, B FALRE RN 70 eV. B =1 /TR
EEETI S

2 25 59718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 UV/H,0, Fil UV/H,0,/05 1 £ 2 (L4 B A4k

Kl 3(a, b) i HyO, $ N EXF UV/H,0, 748 5 [ fif LR ) o2 i 52 el . 25 SR 3R, S AN H,0, i,
GSM 1 2-MIB 11 25555530 R 2.0% F1 1.2%, 156 BH 4l UV X RRBR A 57 25 BRACR A R 0 H,0, J&, 1R
R R 0 25 R 2 B TE, 24 H0, WEE M 1.0 mg-L ! A& 5.0 mg L' B, GSM Fll 2-MIB 1) 2[5 %4>
I 23.8% Fi1 25.9% I 2 15 & 41.6% F1 45.8%. £E 10 mg-L™' 148 F ik — 4 12 5 5 48.2% F11 52.3%,
R UV/H,0, HAE B - OH 7EREBR Y T 1Y 2 R v A4 T SCHEAE .

(@) r (® _
60} 71 UV/H,0, 60 F UV/H,0,
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= o
£ 40t = 40f
g 30 g 30
8
S 20f 8 201
8 =
10+ S o
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() r (d) ;
60k I UV/H,0, E=IUV/H,0,/0; 60k CIUV/H,0, E=IUV/H,0,/0;
I' 'lO} —} |‘ ’103
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S 40t SIEN RS S 40F
E: E
g 30f g 30f
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20F @ 20F
Z g
&) .
10f & 10k
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B 3 H,0, #MEX UV/H,0, (a, b) Fl UV/H,0,/0; (¢, d) Z=E GSM Hl 2-MIB [ 51
Fig.3 The effect of H,0, dosage on the removal of GSM and 2-MIB by UV/H,0, (a, b) and UV/H,0,/0; (¢, d)
M H,0, A F 20 mg L™ I, GSM F1 2-MIB BB F A L 10 mg- L™ &4 T F K, X 6B #%
It i85 ¥ 2 9 H,0, 22 B0 WELOR W) 1Y 25 B 24 H,0, W PE AR T 10 gL I, S H,0, e JE 77 LA 3
Jin-OH A Bl i, I 2 25 02 1 GSM AT 2-MIB 9 [ A, 1H 24 H,0, i5 3] 20 mg L' B, i & 1) H,0, 5t
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23 1H #E -OH MM AS F] T GSM Al 2-MIB ) 25 B . A L 52 56 28 A5 01 2% 4, S B AR A mp ML i 99y o 7 4l
UV F1 UV/H,0, 14 Z (1) Z3 B 284 i AR RO, 53X 5 SEBRoK AR i (9 28 43 (B an A HLIT, CO5* . HCO; ) Hil
Ik UV 63 AN FE-OH A 5%,

Kl 3(c, d) N HyO, # i %t UV/H,0,/05 1K 5 K fif LR ) J5T (1) 52 1) . 45 SRR B, 4l Oy YR BE RN Ay
3.0 mg-L™" B, J& UV S IR GSM F1 2-MIB 1 2 BR #8535 4 21.0% Fl 21.6%, 1% £ 48 W 1 A1 T 5 R 45 1
T O3 LBRWBRY) A 5CR0220 EIRIR T O3 1 SN RCRAK, 5 58 Fi SCHER 4l — 20, L #@ 51 A
UV Fll HyO, IR #EHE T O3 (7 AOPs 14 5 XJ ML ) 02 1) 25 Bk s A7 UV O B GSM R 2-MIB (19 25 B2
30.7% F1 30.1%, UiBH UV/O; BEAE - OH 9 A5 BRI 5t 19 5 B 17 UV/H,0, 1R R I O3 REMSf
FETFIRRA)  F 22 5R, Ho0, FHNHE X UV/H,0,/0; 7K & 22 BRI Y) B A 5200 5 UV/H,0, 1K Z AR

Kl 4 2 HyO, B AR 454 5.0 mg L™ B, O3 BHN X UV/H,0,/05 14 7 25 Fr WL ) 5 (4 52 1) . 45
R, Y Oy M 0.5 mg- L™ BT+ 2 5.0 mg- L™ B, UV/H,0,/0; T. 2. % GSM Hll 2-MIB 1) 2 B
RYEFFTE 40%—50% Z [8], % F UV/H,0,( GSM: 41.6% F1 2-MIB: 45.8% ) {i #F2 I AS B 5. #hm
O W JE BN & T BRI T L BRoR TR, X 0T RE S O5 M RONAFPEAC, 05 & 7e 5 HLE Al
FNEEA K Az RN I 5 8O BT o3 SR AR /o7, DN 5% - OH 5| A RRBR ) T 25 B R 119 R 24, 24
O, Fe &) 3.0 mg- L™ i, A &4 4c & Oy 42 7F-OH Y 7= 25 FI WLk 4 5 4 B % . E UV/O5 1K & i,
GSM Fi1 2-MIB 1 2 b5 R 73 S TE 19.7%—35.1% 1 25.4%—33.4% Z [8], ¥t W H,0, 117 15 fE i 5 12
-OH Y 77 A FISLIAR A7) o1 1) 25 B 256 AR R IRBR ) 3t 25 BRASCR, i UV/H,0, il UV/H,0,/05 1.2
H,0, 1 O3 B4 43 0 5.0 mg- L™ #1 3.0 mg'L™".

60 | Juv/o, UV/H,0,/0; 60 Cduvio;, B UV/H,0,/0,
UV/H,0, removal rate UV/H,0, removal rate
50 50 +
© / ?k - /
e s 0T ‘E _______ =] TR
Eg0f T TE"‘{"" RS e N N 2 a0}
T‘“ -
S =
2 3
£ 30} g 30
E 2
gl 2 20}l
&
10 | 10
oL = | 0l I
0 0.5 1 2 3 5 0 0.5 1 2 3 5
0, dosage/(mg-L™") 0, dosage/(mg-L™")

B4 O, X UV/H,0,/05 5 GSM Fl 2-MIB (151
Fig.4 The effect of O; dosage on the removal of GSM and 2-MIB by UV/H,0,/04
K5 2 UV FIEXTHEET UV B AOPs 1. 2L LBRIBRY BT 52 . 25 R KW, UV, UV/H,0,. UV/H,0,/
O; 25X GSM F1 2-MIB (1 £ Bk 3k UV 7 & TH = g .

60 | <l UV 60 L <l UV
—o— UV/H,0, —— UV/H,0,
- —A— UV/H,0,/0, _sob A UvH,0,0,
8 EN
S L
[} -
E a0} E ot
5 2
2 a0t £ 30}
oM
s a
=
Z2 20} Z 2
10 - 10
0 r n L 1 0 | TRl i L L L 1
0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800
UV dosage/(mJ-cm2) UV dosage/(mJ-cm2)

B 5 ARREEIMEFIEST UV/H,0, Fl UV/H,0,/0; £ GSM Fl 2-MIB 1540
Fig.5 The effect of different UV dose on the removal of GSM and 2-MIB by UV/H,0, and UV/H,0,/04
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MUV F A 200 mJ-em? 32 55 % 800 mJ-em B, X T2 GSM 4> Bl A 3.0%. 19.8%.
23.4% PR E T 5.7%. 40.1% Fl 41.3%; 2-MIB 2[5 40 HI M\ 2.4%. 20.8%. 21.6% H2 /& & 9.5%. 43.6% F
45.6%. T JC UV B, Boph £ 1 Hy0, %F GSM il 2-MIB B 2= [ FAUAT 3.4% 1 6.8%, 1% /il H,0,/0; %
GSM F1 2-MIB ()25 4 M AR 5 2 10.2% Fl 7.5%, B UV & H,0, Fil 05 7225 it -OH X iR Bk ) i
() 2= B EEMME R ZEAHFAY UV #li T, UV/H,0,/05 %7 GSM F1 2-MIB 12 & T UV/H,0,, i
W1 O MBUINAERE T -OH MAE I, IT5 O3 BG AT 25 Bk v (4 RR 4 Jot A EL A A 1L
2.2 BAC XML o R4 i (1) 5% T

UV/H,0, Fll UV/H,0,/05 1k ZIFFTE H,0,. O5 S55% B 0] /81, 5200 Ji5 223 2 S5 0 12, 75 38 2 16 1 e
iE—2 2B, [R5 16 R B J5 , AL BB A 0 #5305 M e (%) W o e A= e gV L, 1 — 25 B T L 4 ol
M EERECR. K, T 283l AOP 5 BAC #6 DL EBRER AR Hy0,, I BAC 19 W BRI A= B4
FHE— 25 L BRMAR Y . W& 6 FioR, HA BAC & 42 7F T GSM Al 2-MIB 1 % Bx %, UV, UV/O;,
UV/H,0, 1 UV/H,0,/05 % GSM 1) 2[5 M 5.7%. 30.7%. 40.6%. 45.8% 43 5 = & 61.3%. 70.8%.
71.9%. 90.1%, XF 2-MIB ¥ 2 B3R I\ 9.5%., 30.7%. 43.6%. 47.7% 53 5| #& & & 58.0%. 71.5%. 73.0%.
86.0%. BAC 2% bR R4 Jit 3 2 5 T W BRI s A= W B8 eV - 1 56 BAC 3 ik 4 3Tk R 64 PR ke
) IV 00 3% e T AT LB PN, (ELIR R 2 78 BAC W Bk 2100 A1 I 720 387 R AT 250 Bt s, 4 e o i)
ML) T 229k BAC b W SR W R, 42 BAC W BRHARURT S, BAC Xof MR B [ 118 WA A R 548 A 5 |62 14 i L
ik B R4S UV/H,0,/05 H H UV/H,0, XF GSM Fl 2-MIB 2 71 A Kk, {H 835k BAC W R [ i b 33
J& . B 5 BAC # 4 % IR R H i 25 B R (GSM: 90.1%, 2-MIB: 86.0%) i % & T J5 % 5 BAC #i &
(GSM: 71.9%, 2-MIB: 73.0%), 3% i3 B /KK 2 UV/H,0,/05 AbFR IS, BLBRM) B 7E BAC | 4 W% JhF 4 fift 28 15
T UV/H,0, kb BB 59 W% fff . H AT BE R I 7E T UV/H,0,/0; A F T A LR AL /N1 a1k, 3
M 5825 57 72 BAC W@ S A W Rk, DT A S8 22 09 305 M A7 a5 P TR A I I i ML 40 I . Ay ik S 4
SPKREFEAT T TOC 23087, 3 2 fros, & 3 UV/H,0,/0; 4b 38 H /K i TOC B BAR T Hifts T 25, #84
BAC J5 TOC 2K £ 1.04 mg-L™, it fk T UV/H,0, Fl UV/O; #i4 BAC Hi7K i) TOC £ . BAC
JK TOC 5 MR [ e J3E 16 [ R {2 I, M BAC 38 o W Bt AN fd 2 W e i S5/ o — 2 5B T
BUTT . LAy o K R it 400, 3 XoF T B AP 5 A1 7 400 1) 2 I R OR e TR FH 7K 2 4 B B R 3L

100 — 100

[ AOP effluent " [JAOPeffluent
90 4 BAC tank effluent %0 RSN BAC tank effluent
80 F § 80 | §
. 2
é 70 E 70 b
2 £
g 60 % = 60}
] 3
g sof g sof S
= 40t 8 40|
= = S
%! T d
O 30r o 30 F
20F 20 F
10F \ 10 |—I—
0 | 0 |
116 UV/O, UV/H,0,  UV/H,0,/0; UV UV/O, UV/H,0,  UV/H,0,/0;

B 6 UV/H,0, fil UV/H,0,/0; #i& BAC Z % GSM Fl 2-MIB
Fig.6 The removal of GSM and 2-MIB by UV/H,0,-BAC and UV/H,0,/0;-BAC
* 2 UV/H,0,-BAC HIl UV/H,0,/05-BAC T. 2 i3 K TOC He
Table 2 TOC concentration of inlet and outlet water of UV/H,0,-BAC and UV/H,0,/0;-BAC

S o rrikiE K/ (mg L) AOPH 7K /(mg-L™) BACH7K/(mg-L™)
Pilot test process Pilot test influent AOP effluent BAC effluent
UV+BAC 3.4+0.1 3.1+0.1 2.6+0.2
UV/H,0,+BAC 3.6£0.1 3.4+0.1 2.5+0.1
UV/O5;+BAC 3.2+0.2 3.0£0.1 2.240.2

UV/H,0,/05+BAC 3.3+0.2 3.14£0.3 1.0+£0.2
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2.3 GSM #l1 2-MIB 7E UV/H,0, T. 25 F il e iy B Al iR 44

HRFE GSM Fl 2-MIB 1 UV/H,0, T 20 v i B figg i A A b ] 749y, ) A0S FHASOS rhia ik 7K
UV/H,0, H/K#4T T 283450, TZEZSH0 Hy0, i 10 mg L', 54M5H 5 800 mI-cm ™, HUFE /S
JA 0.1 mol-L™" Na,S,0; % KFk Ay HyO,. 46 H A GSM Fil 2-MIB F&fi r=#yin e 3 T3 4 FioR, 454 W s
FE A SCRR RS 24 T UV/H,0, 1 GSM Al 2-MIB () it i £, Hf% A 3222 i -OH 512, &/
(1) 5 B AL I R L KL IR, ST AT,

3 UV/H,0, F#fif GSM (14 Hha] 74y S AR B2 B[] 0 5 3% AR AL
Table 3 Retention time (#z) and mass spectral characteristics (M, m/z) of GMS degradation products in UV/H,0,

[T \min ST AT (i) ZITEN
Detected substances Molecular weight Qualitative ions Structure

GSM 14.37 182.30 112,125 (;t)
OH

Trans-1,10-dimethyl-frans-9-decalinol 13.34 182.30 126, 112,43 q;
OH
O
4a-Methyl-4,4a,5,6,7,8-hexahydro-2(3H ) -naphthalenone ~ 12.44 164.24 164, 122, 107 m

2-Ethyl-2-hexenal 11.96 126.20 126, 97, 55 O)\ﬁ\/\
OH
(1,2-Dimethylcyclopentyl)-methanol 11.83 128.21 97,55
(0]

Cyclohexanone 8.14 5.27 112, 98, 55

H
Octanoic acid 7.98 14421 101,73, 60 W
(6]
(¢}
Pentanal 7.48 86.13 58, 44,29 /\/Y
H

R4 UV/H0, FEME 2-MIB 11971 K HLAR B s 18] A5 45 Al
Table 4 Retention time (tz) and mass spectral characteristics (M, m/z) of 2-MIB degradation products in UV/H,0,

Fe B /it SFhDa R T (miz) P
Detection of substances Molecular weight Qualitative ions Structure
H
2-MIB 10.38 168.28 135, 95, 107 =
OH
(2,2,3-Trimethyl-cyclopent-3-enyl)-acetaldehyde 11.34 152.23 108, 95, 93 o#\é/
Ii_I
(4Z)-4-chloro-6-ethoxy-2,6-dimethylhepta-2,4-diene 10.81 202.72 124, 109 /\)\/\
/
H,
2,3.,4,5-Tetramethyl-2-cyclopentenone 8.77 138.21 138, 123,95 o
oy
H
2,6-Dimethyl-2,4-heptadiene 8.09 12422 112, 69, 55 M
H
$H
D-camphor 7.80 152.23 95, 81, 69 =
O
O
Bornane-2,5-dione 7.48 166.22 108, 93
O
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GSM RYFEMEIEAR T : 15, -OH Hiily GSM 5 A4 2 B Y LA 7 S8 A S 25 FH R Bz, FE
HATPRARGEH FI XU 400 S Kt A 7). SR, WO 7= ) 5 - O B AR IS B, P 5 A A= e A%, W23
C—C HEIFATIT RUIRGE M, A5 AR UG A AL i 7 W) . i, -OHL 5 R 0™ Wy 4k 5 e A TN s v, i
C—C Al C=C K ¢, Az /N 70 1 T I 45 = 2% [ it ™ ). 2-MIB R i i 42 40 °F ¥ %8, -OH Mify
2-MIB M Ff) 35 R FFY 68 2 A i A R ISE Y 26 Bz, AT RS OR 2-MIB 2544 T2 Bl 35 A i 5 X W 9 ), o
G 2 T2 A it ), 3k 5 S SRR — B0 SRS, - O T 3 Sz v I T R 45 4 I
GAIRRE AN /N1 B, -OH 55 G Wt A7 BRI USRI 4% L 7, (ol BRAR S5 4 14 fo = B iy
o, M =GN THE L B RRAE ).

3 2512 (Conclusion)

(1) 32Priz 17444 F UV/H,0, Fl UV/H,0,/05 T.25%F GSM il 2-MIB ¥4 R4 1 2R 80R, Hib e
I RBRECR 4. $2 5 Hy0, 1 O #ind . DA SRAME R A I F AOPs T. 22X GSM 1 2-MIB 1
FeB, (H T 5 HyO, S il IR 5 i) 2B

(2) UV/H,0, F1 UV/H,0,/05 #i45 BAC i#f — 20415 T GSM 1 2-MIB Y £ bR 3, J5 # B4 F] T 1R
R S5 R MILJSR B 25 %5

(3) I GC-MS 2 H % UV/H,0, 1k £ h GSM 1 2-MIB 4 [ S P2 0 64T T 20 b7, Ho Wi £ 52
H1 -OH B M BE 5 /e, & A A S iy A 38 o AR BE L BE7K L i, SR 5446
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