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(HRAs) [WBEf#, JFEEH HRAs th g SR B PG RRE T (CMTD) i HARTS Ye¥). SR 36 4 3h 124 )5 i
#+2] T HRAs Fil-OH K SO - N i) — G i# W EL, kopmras N (2.8—14.6)x10° L'mol™"s™", kso-.juras 4
(0.81—8.10)x10° L-mol s . A I FE LY Femli B @S2 T UV/PDS 1Y H LR SR AL, Bl SR,
UV/PDS Xf 15 Y Wy i R i, FLIm 26kt = B 4E M, 7K & b -OH MISO, & Bl B % i) 5 A th 5. 76
(0.1—0.5) mmol-L™' PDS & i & F, -OH A1SO;-AY ¥k & /3 % & (3.85—5.16) x107'° mol-L, (1.21—
1.68) x107" mol-L™", SO, X 5 Y 1ty B Al 3= 3 AE . BRI A5 P8 ol BE R AR X B g, DT 2 17
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B FR K (SW) FISZPREEK (WW) iy CMTD, EA B 44 7 FH B 5

KEI  AME H, RSO, FERET, UV/PDS, H AL

Degradation of histamine H,-receptor antagonists by UV/PDS: Kinetics
and radical modeling

ZHOU Zilin HUANG Jinjing SHANG Weiwei QIAN Yajie ™
(College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Donghua University, Shanghai, 201620, China)

Abstract The degradation of histamine H,-receptor antagonist (HRAs) by sulfate radical based
advanced oxidation processes (SR-AOPs) of UV/peroxydisulfate (UV/PDS) was investigated in this
study. Cimetidine (CMTD), a typical compound of HRAs, was selected as the target pollutant. The
second-order rate constants between HRAs with -OH and SO; - were obtained by competition kinetic
approaches, with k;opuras in the range of (2.8—14.6)x10” L-mol s and kso,.juras in the range of
(0.81 —8.10)x10° L-mol'-s™', respectively. Based on experimental results, a pseudo steady-state
kinetic model was developed to calculate the radical concentration. The modeling results showed that
CMTD degradation was mainly caused by indirect photolysis, which dominated by -OH and SO;-.
With the dosage of (0.1—0.5) mmol-L™' PDS, the ‘OH and SO;- concentrations were in the range of
(3.85 —5.16) x107'° mol-L™ and (1.21 —1.68) x10™"” mol-L™', respectively. Thereby, SO;- was
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deemed as the major contributor to CMTD degradation. The radical concentration was relatively
higher under acidic conditions, which promoted the degradation of CMTD. In the presence of water
matrices, i.e., CI', HCO; and NOM, the degradation of CMTD was inhibited to some extent.
Modeling results confirmed that the radical concentration decreased significantly. However, a certain
deviation between modeling and experimental results was observed in the presence of water matrices,
which might be caused by the secondary radicals derived from -OH and SO;- reacting with water
matrices. Due to the complexity of secondary radicals, the reactions of derived radicals were not
included in the model. The application of UV/PDS in real water samples showed that CMTD could
be effectively degraded by UV/PDS in surface water (SW) and wastewater (WW), which is
promising in water treatment.

Keywords histamine H,-receptor antagonist, Cimetidine, UV/PDS, radical modeling.

T FE 25 A = Al K L 25 2 B O TR FyA T NS L s RE A AR, IR A B RE, PR
SHURIEF S5, AR, T2 A4 =, AT HERCE Z 3008 200 WS DL, B AR VB 4
R K K E AR AR IR A A I T 25 AEAED 2, BRI, 7E ng L A pge L
Z N8, AEXT AR KA i 4T 7 A PR XU AR 2 2000 4, 25 W B g SR o A A i P AR 4
R TEE, AN IR S 2 G i R K 2 R AR I P 530 2R G, KRR AT S U E AR RS

o AL H AR (AOPs) J2& B R 25 PR /AK AR Hh R s MLTS Yo R, H SR 2t 1 3 Al A il 3
ARG TS Y A AL AR T ARk, SETRRIRAR A 319 = L E AL H R (SR-AOPs) 52 3|72 K i,
iR i S AN = R AN R YA R Ty 2 i 1 W OAVAR L v - = I Dl 7 DAl E R0 S 2 N U |
B, A FAEG R LL-OH A i % (E°=1.9—2.7 V) £ S & A L A (HR-AOPs) , SO, - i %
(E'=2.5—3.1V)" DI S AL L A7 | pH 38 I3 BB A o, X5 e R A ELA B ) Il 1 oy FH iy 5.

ARG SCHE O] 5 A Hy Z R G, 7 AR E F L BT 36 97 T Ak M 15 9 A5 590 1Y) 32 R 35 b
(HRAs) "9( F5 J& 2 T ( Ranitidine, RNTD) . J& #L. 3 T ( Nizatidine, NZTD) . { % # T ( Famotidine,
FMTD) , P§IK# T (Cimetidine, CMTD) . & 70 T (Roxatidine, RXTD) ) W5 X 4. TR EELRZ
JE AR R —FR45> HRAs LA 25 A HE ) 2 EREE v, (55575 K Ab B T 20 T vA 7 #1025 Bk HRAS™ ~ %, 78 b K
ks U 2] CMTD ¥ B2 35 580 ng L', ZE 5 7K )t K H &G I ) CMTD. FMTD il RNTD [ ¥ B 5 i5
0—5.38 pug-L ' HRAs 7E KA H 075 G 25 X6 A 25 2R G0 RN 6 10 AR 7 SR v e JXURS: ), 3 T A Ab B AY
1RG5 K AL BE T 2% HRAs [ RBRSCRA IR = RN R 225K i B0 YA sl R e,
HJ2 X HRAs 2475 Je 1) () 2= A ME T 52 E A 38 . CMTD 245 —1% HRAs, 15K ) K e i L 2 55
ik 5380 ng L', %5 CMTD 1 e {f FH s FHE I, B AR SRR 5, 3 ik e a7 DR AR Bl ) 2 4558,
9% UV/PDS 1k & [%f# HRAs FYMLEL, PDS # i | Rl pH &4 . KR EE 5 (CI. HCO; Al NOM) X
UV/PDS & R By 520, I PFAG7E SEPR KA (M 3R7K (SW) L SEBRIEZK (WW) ) H 8 g . 8 5k bE X 52 36
SR AYNAE Y 25 57, 3F— 25 1P Al UV/PDS (K R AR 1938 FH 1, WIH% UV/PDS R fif HRAs (19 1
HLER AR A 5

1 M5 77 (Materials and methods)

1.1 Sk R

RNTD, NZTD, RXTD, CMTD. FMTD( ~ 99.8%) (Z5#5a15& 1 fr/x), & Z R84 (PDS, 99.9%) .
WA K (HY0,, 5T 0 5 30%) . & Ak 411 (NaCl, 99%) . B 2 & 41 (NaHCO;, 99.7%) | i R & — 4l
( Na,HPO,, 99.9%) . #§ B2 — & 4 ( NaH,PO,, 99.9%) . B 1 5 2 M ( Na,S,05, 99.99%) . & & #%
(CH;COONH,, 99.9%) . Z P& 4l ( CH;COONa, 99.9%) . J& 5 2 (HA) . ¥ #i FR (H,S0y, 98%) . & i
(CH3CH,0H, 99.5%) . # T & (C4H,40, 99.5%) %5 1 I #4111 F Sigma-Aldrich 5, ANPEL 3L 5 & 4 K
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(W) ARAR. BB, CNE%E R AR, 5250 % W B B S R v 7K #°% H Milli-Q 46 ik & 48
(18.2 mQ-cm) il £ (1B LK.

#F 1 HRAs fb2E45H
Table 1 Chemical Structures of HRAs

1Y) Iy VSR (a2t by
Contaminants Molecular weight Molecular formula Chemlcal structural formula
H
H"C\ S/\/N F o
ERET 314.40 Ci3HnN,058 \ 7/ 2
HN

e,

HC\ 5/\/
JeSLEET 331.46 CoHy N5O,S, /\(JA Y\N
H)N
BT 33745 CsHsN-0,S;3 j/ \/j/\ M !/

\S/\/H e
VbR T 252.34 CioH 6NgS \’/
HN
WYbEET 306.19 C17H6N,05 O VQ\
/\/\N

1.2 LR RS

AR S 1ok A v 32 BRI A AR A R s RO A €235 (HPLC, 1260, Agilent Technology, USA), 454k
Y6 T (UV-1600PC, Shanghai Mapada Instruments ), ¥ {4, {54 ( Thermo Dionex Aquion, %2k &
IRBHEAT R 7] ), pH 3 (FE28K, Mettler Toledo) , 541N 4% ( N B — 1> 4 W HYMR SRR AT, i i
KA 254 nm) 4.
1.3 SEE Tk
1.3.1 sl E S5

A S 06 R 0 I A T A 95 SN A8 R — A 4 WK 58 A0 SR AT, H G i AR 4 A R Bk A
(K;3Fe(C,0,)5-3H,0) 307 il 72 °A 3.2x10°® Einstein-L ™5™
1.3.2 HRAs [&fft 8l 1124525

HRAs [ fiff 8l 1“7 52 50 78 R AL A 58 RO P EAT , RO W T e birh, 1) Bt a4 i
JO7 VW 24 A0 IR A R B R 100 mL, 10 mmol- L™ 4 R £k 2% vl i i 4k F57 1A & pH 7, 1
0.01 mmol-L'"HRAs ¥ 1IN A 0.2 mmol-L'PDS, JfF R[FEF ZI B 1 mL 3 0.45 pm JERE/S A &
A 300 mmol-L ™' Na,S,0; I AH/INIL . FESLTE 4 °C T VKA IRAE, 24 h WA 5007, Bir A S e 1
AT E.
1.3.3 SO, -fl-OH H H #3545 1245050

UV/PDS & % H HRAs 1Y 5l 32 2002 i B CAR A 206 E RS, X (D R, kops HAA—Z0F%
fiff T AH R () L kg Rk 43900 Ry B RN RO R A (s7) . g AT H ks 5 kg IO ZE(EITEL. INX(2)
A 7, UV/PDS & & SOZ'*H -OH Wi A i 3& £ 5 T [ 36 1, k.ommras 1 kSO;»/HRAs% 5 /& HRAs
H1-OH 5 SO; 1Y — 283 3 . okt i 36 2 S5 [F I TE Kk opmras Fksoy mrass BCASBIFFE G AR HEG
fi# LL-OH 3319 UV/H,0, 1K R U8, K % Fh HRAs (1[5 A X (3) fiw.

kops = kg +k; QD)

ki = kso;-/HRAs [SO; ‘Iss + kommras[ - OH] 2)

_ d[HRAS]

ar = kobs iras[HRAS] =kg pras[HRAS]+k; pra[HRAS] = kg iras[HRAS]Hk o piras| - OH][HRAs] (3)
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£ UV/H,0, 1K 2 1, SR JH AN 55 (NB, kyopnp=3.0x10° L-mol™"s™) ¥ 4 -OH 1 35 4+ Ak 4 W15k 1 5
k.owmras: 75 UV/PDS 1 F 1, 5% HIA Bk (AS, kso,.as=4.9%10° L-mol '-s™) 1 2y SO -4 36 4+ 4k & 4 2k T
Xﬁékso;/HRAs[I%ZIL

1£ UV/ H,0, 1K & /1, NB R f# T LU (4) F2oR.

_dNB]
dr
H, kegbs.ras 1 kobs N F2 S 50 T A5 (0 100 — 2 B8 A o SR B0 (571D 5 e miras AT Kg g J2 S 560 ST A5 (4 00— 2%
EAEOG R R H B (7)) 5 ki pras M kg 8 TE] 422 0 A 3 R 5 80 (s™) 5 ksommras 1 ksonne & HRAs F
NB 43915 -OH i #2450 (L-mol 'zs™") .
EE TG ()R TTFE(S):

= kovs s [NB] = kqnp[NBJ+ki s [NB]=kqxn[NB]+konns[ - OH][NB] 4

K (5) Al Phgk— 2R A= (6):
Kisins = oy 20 (6)
konng
Fo, ki pras A1 kg PTEAMER(7) () gk A5
kinras = Kopsras = Kanras (7
king = Kobsng — kaxg (8)

W ki pras F1 kg BITHSRAE LA R E R kyonns AT (6) Y, BIRTHES ) HRAs FI-OH (1) — g i 5
’J'%L'ﬁ k~OH/HRAs-

UV/PDS K, Bt AR ZR A 200 mmol- L™ AU T BE(TBA, k.oprpa=(3.8—7.6)x108 L-mol '-s™")
DLV R AR & H 1 -OH, 22 J5 o] B 3 7 32 90 52 SO -5 HRAs 1 Jz o 3 >R & % . UV/PDS f& & h
HRAs (1) nl X (9) /R, NB B Fril 454 -OH ¥R v] F=X(10) %7K, SO, -F1-OH 5K AS B fi#
JIF A5 SO He FE AT R (1) Foi, KX (10) A (1) 3 A (9) H, AT 354 H SO, -5 HRAs [ 4% i K
'ﬂl%éﬁkso;/HRAy

ln( {gﬁi;] ) = Komnmas | [OHdr + ksop peas | [SO; ] drtkyt (9)
0
j['OH] dr = ln([NB];C/[NB]())'kd,NB (10)
! -OH/NB
I[SOZ'] df = ln([AS]t/[AS]O)_IZd,ASt —komwas | [-OH] dt (D
t S0; /AS
134 ARk
(1) B A S g
SO, -y AE R AT I (12) o
rSO;- — 2¢PSPU_Vﬁ)S(1_e-24303(a(/1)+e(/l)C)1) ( 12)

1, rso; SO -HYHHAE LR (mol-s™) ; Pps A PS I F 7754 Pyy 4 254 nm T (58 APL R (3.2¢10°°
Einstein'L's™') ; fps & PS W Y 6 19 20 555 e(4) J& PS 7E 254 nm &b (1) BE IR T8 06 R 80 C M PS A e
(mol-L™); a(4) 2 HAb A B 7E 254 nm AL RIS (em™) ; 1 2 W £ 0GR

UV/PDS F&f# HRAs i 7 i 40 & K BTV, -OH F1SO; i F2 o i 288 2 i o, — 4% 1 i 3
WO;-. HO, . SO; 45 i Tk BEMAIG, A74E At 3L Cl-, CIOH-~, CO; -4 i FreE LB A Jy 5 2%, RNl &
£ UV/PDS P fif HRAs 9 SR T v AR AY b K 1 AR 2 07 R R 40 26 2 Fiom.
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Table 2 Reactions and rate constants involved in the pseudo steady-state model

Tk R ESBUN

Equations Rate constants References

1 Szng‘+hv—>ZSOZ- @** = (.70 mol-einstein™' 6;540827: 22.07 mol'-cm™
2 [22 -23]

2 HRAs+hv—products ruv. Hras = ~Prras T firas (1-6 fiiras = 2.303 b eppas Criray/d
3 SO, -+8,03—$,0; - +S03" ky=6.62x10° L-mol s [24]
4 AlkalinepHSOj - +HO™—HO-+S03" ky=6.25x10" L'mol s [25]
5 All pHsSOj, -+(H20) —HO -+ HSO, ky [H,0] =4.6x10* 5™ [26]
6 SOy -+ 80y ~HSZO§’ k3 =8.1x10* L'mol s [24]
7 HO-+HO-—H,0; ky =5%10° L-mol "s™ [27]
8  $,03"+HO-—HSO; + SO - +0.50, ks=1.2x10"L-mol "5 (28]
9 SO, -+ HO-—HS0,+0.50, ke =1.0x10" L-mol "-s! 28]

10 805 -+ R—productsHO - + R—products ks =kso;.parask7” = k.onmras
;-/HRAs

11 HSO; -H'+803" pK, =192 [29]
HECIAFAERRMT T
12 SO; -+ CI"—S03 +Cl- kg =4.7x10° L-mol"-s™ 30
4 4
72— _ - — 8T . -1, o1
9 .
13 SO2™+Cl-—80; -+ Cl kg =2.5%x10° L-mol 's [26]
14 OH -+ ClI"—CIOH * - kyo=4.3x10° L'mol s [31]
15 CIOH * ~—OH-+ CI~ kip=6.1x10°s™ [31]
16 Cl-+H,O—CIOH * ~+H* ki,[H,0] = 1.3x10%s”! [32]
17 CIOH * ~+H"—Cl-+H,0 ki3 =2.1x10" L-mol '-s™ [31]
TEHCOZ fFIERAT T
18 SO, - +HCO3™—CO;3 - +H +S0%~ ki4=3.6x10°L-mol s [22]
19 SO, -+C03*"—CO; -+803~ ky5=6.5x10° L-mol "-s™" [33]
20 HO-+HCO; —COj - +H,0 ki =8.5%10° L-mol ™5™ (8]
21 HO-+C03~—COj -+ OH~ ky7=4.2x10° L-mol"-s™ [8]
22 H,CO3™ -H +HCO; pK,,=6.3 [34]
23 HCO; -H'+C0%" pK,;3=103 [31]
TENOMAFAESRMF T
24 SO; - +NOM—products kg =2.35%10" L'mol"s™ [35]
25 HO - +NOM—products k19 =3.0x10° L-mol¢"s™ [20]

(2)[SO; Jss 0 F1 [OH]q o MBI VR B2 A S A Hh 3407
UV/PDS [ fift HRAs fUF3 AR 2 7 R A sk it b7, R SO; - (rso;.) Fl-OH (7o) F 15+ E
G R T, AR AR AL, SRR A B R B [SO; I ['OHg 55 T E AT 9] 1R e BE [SO; 10 AN
[-OHlys 0, 75 A7 RE(13) F(14) . 3 3k SE6 AT 1, Sz B3 A2 1 PDS ik B2 JLP- AR (AL TE 10% LAY
WAL, HAB b i FU0 R A5 B 12 kg HoA) B vk 2
_ 20ps (Pywy) frs(1-€22W ) i [8,05” ], [HO - Iy
S0 1 [S,057 ]y + ko [OH | + ko' [H,0]+k6 [HO - 1 o+, [HR As], + X ki[Si],

[SO; -] (13)
ka[SO; - 14, o[HO Jy+k, [H,01[SO, ™ - 1,

QL)
ks[S205 1o + ks[SO; - 1is + k7’ [HRAS]+3k[Si],

[HO ]ss 0

A, [Si]o FE AR IE ST R LR e I 5 &, 2 /K AR L 5 5 -OH TS O -1 33 585 44
1.4 SEPR/KFEREE K RAE
ARSI R T HRFE UV/PDS R 2 78 52 bR KRR TR 1 R RS, DOV KT (N31°6'36”, E120°23'3") &%
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S F K (SW), I EHETTBUG KA PR 1) — 2% K RAESLPRTG5 K (WW) . IKEERELET 4 °C BB
SCHG TGS 0.45 pm 8 AR A B B A0 S0 Foh 908 256 Ao Ui KRR DA 2 BRIBURI ) . SR FH 5 B AT MILER 43 BT A0
FE A P A (TOC). B F gl T Cl, NO;., PO] & T-¥k B, FH B A 55 5 7R s I
T Fe. Mn JTE U, IN3k 3 fiis.

£3 SRR

Table 3 Characteristics of the water samples

KHE pH TOC/(mg-L™") CI/(mmol'L") NOj/(mmol'L") PO, /(mmol-L™") Fe/(mmol'L™") Mn/(mmol-L™")
Water samples

SW 6.57 0.79 0.39 0.0276 ND 3.35x10°° 6.74x107°

WwW 6.86 0.67 2.27 0.8009 ND ND 2.45x107°

1.5 il gy ik

S 45 o RNTD, NZTD, FMTD, CMTD. RXTD, NB. AS & & % H it % Agilent 1260 {7 ji% 43
(ZORBAX SB-C18, 2.4 mmx150 mm, 5 pm) [ = 20 AH (4,38 (HPLC, 1260, Agilent Technology, USA) i&
404, Horh RNTD. NZTD. RXTD: Vi 8l AH K & i Fl B8 % (50 mmol) WK, Vi 25/ V( 2 ) =20/80;
FMTD: 3 sl AH R HBE RN K, Ve /V ) =40/60; CMTD: i sh AH A HBEFN K, Vg /Vi k) =45/55; NB,
AS: WA 0.1%V/v) H R AV BE, Vo 1o v ma)/Vm s =45/55. RNTD, NZTD, FMTD, CMTD,
RXTD. NB. AS BRI % 4 50 5114 242, 315, 208, 270, 218 | 270, 220 nm. HEEIIRFFTE 35 C, 5
BEML.

2 5B 59718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 HRAs [&f#sh Ji2%

FH S50 T AT, HRAs W VRTE SRl PDS AbFRACPF T JC B S R A, 77 SR 28 AR U T A — 2 1Y) i
2 HNE BRI A FF in A PDS J&, HRAs B [ fif & 2% 3% i, &2 1 20 min J5, FMTD, RNTD, RXTD,
NZTD F1 CMTD AR F 45351 A 87.96%. 99.36%. 93.13%. 97.42% F1 99.27%. HRAs [ B f# N 1 fr
7R, 1E UV/PDS 14 & 11, HRAs F R f# In( [HRAs)/[HRAs] o) {E 1S 8] ¢ 8 B0 RGP e 6 2R (R >
0.95), Ui Bl S N B AE 0L — 2 5 ) 2.

(a)

®)

0 i A A R 0 A " N
3=-0.0915x-0.1207
R=09714
-0.5 Sl
= y=—0.0361x+0.0287 =
= R=0.9935 =
< -10 — : =
o “30F  R2=09799
-15} .
A PDSHERE T PDSFMTD A PDS+45 g # T PDS-RNTD
u UVHEEL# T UV+FMTD a5l TUVIERET UVSRNID
oo} e UV/IPDS+HEE# T UV/PDS+FMTD : * UV/PDSE JE 24 T UV/PDS+RNTD
I I * " N [
0 10 20 0 10 20
{/min {/min

@ y=—0.0279x-0.0436
R*=0.9647

-15F

I0(C,/Cy)
In(C,/Cy)

y=—0.1268x+0.0413
R?=0.9572

y=—0.0734x-0.1058

24 2_
a0} R=0.9500 R*~0.9495

*
30 A PDS+Byp## T PDS+RXTD
» UV+B ¥ T UVIRXTD

o UV/PDS+® yb#: T UV/PDS+RXTD

A PDSHEH T PDSNZT®
m UVHEFLE T UVHNZTD
| @ UV/PDS+EiL# T UV/PDS+NZTD

0 15 30 0 15 30
t/min t/min
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y=—0.0179x-0.0194
R?=0.9845

|
w

3=02116x+0.0725
R*=0.9772

n(C/Cy)
|

|
R
n

A PDS+HABKE T PDS+CMWD
u UV+EBRE T UV+CMTD
6.0 } ® UV/PDS+FBRET UV/PDS+CMTD
0 15 30
{/min

B 1 HRAs (KR
FMTD(a), RNTD(b) . RXTD(c) . NZTD(d) Fl CMTD(e)
[ 401 H, ZR358H075 (HRAs) ] = 0.01 mmol-L™, [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™, Py_y = 3.2x10°® Einstein-L'-s™'

Fig.1 Degradation of HRAs

SRR W] HRAs RIREff Hh B G REOG AL RIVE T, BEHEOLME UV B4 L HRASs, [HH0
fi# AT RESE F H RS E AR R Y. B8 HCHF S R 7E UV/PDS R &, Bl 4n-OH 1 SO, 1T fE & (] 426
fiff ) 2 A E RS 22, ] s Y G
2.2 HRAs [ R 8 k. OH/HRASs ﬂ]kso -/HRAs

AN SZIGR 5 4 3l 11 2% 7 00 i HRAs 19 2% [ o T R0 8 K. OH/HRAS %nkso /JHRAs» gE RNk 4 By
/K. FMTD, RNTD, RXTD, NZTD il CMTD 5 -OH F1SO; A4 %% & 1) —- %% S 3 R 8 L, kommras M
(2.8—14.6)x10° L'mol s, kso../uras 4 (0.81—8.10) x10° L-mol™-s™". HRAs [ & HL T 43, il fnfiie . WU
FR Bk 5 1 DA Ry 2 5 3% -OH F1SO; Bt (1) J i v 45 1) CMTD 19 k; fELAH B A HRAs 32115, J5 2258
UL CMTD W AHFAE TG Y A T UL

& 4 HRAs 5 -OH HIS0; iy S I 3 5 4L
Table 4 The second-order rate constants of -OH and SO} - with HRAs
L, Z RSB

HRAs kowmras /(L-mol *-s™) ksoj /HrAs /(L'mol "s™)
FMTD 7.31x10° 7.07x10°
RNTD 2.80%10° 2.46x10°
RXTD 3.12x10° 0.81x10°
NZTD 3.54x10° 0.85%10°
CMTD 1.46x10" 8.10x10°

2.3 PDS # AN Xt HRAs S 1Y 5 i
CMTD 7 A 6] PDS ¥ A& i [ i 24 BF % 5 728 . 78 (0.1—0.5) mmol-L™' PDS # fill &
T, -OH FISO; -9 43 5 4 (3.85—5.16) x107"* mol-L™! A1(1.21—1.68) x107" mol-L".

x5 A PDS #fnit T UV/PDS 58 (A 7 v -OH Flso, Hg ik 43 1ii
Table 5 Concentration distribution of -OH and SO} - under different PDS dosage

[PDS]/(mmol-L ™) [[OH}/(mol-L™") [SO; J/(mol-L™")
0.1 3.85x 107 1.21 %107
0.2 420 x 107 1.34x 107
0.3 4.54 x 107 1.45x 107"
0.4 4.86 x 1076 1.57 x 107"
0.5 5.16x 107 1.68 x 107"

#:: ([CMTD] = 0.01 mmol-L™", Py = 3.2x10°® Einstein-L™"-s™").

7 1) 114 00— 0 OB 28 R s BB S AR K ey TR A 30 5 5 ey RSB T 114 K
W 2 fiR. B 2(a) Fos B PDS Bk i 8, (R4 0 A o 55 250 &, 0. 1] 2(b) s Bl
SO, -#1-OH H HZEFEf# CMTD Y STRR{A.
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0.004 - 0.18
@ ks N (b) & HO-(CMTD)
® ki . 015 F ® SO, (CMTD)
0.003 - A Kovs N o
—o— BEHUE ° 0.12 F . L
Modeling results Ton .
- 2 .
' 0002} L 009
< A X
" T}
0.001 L L4
L 0.03 |
" » u . u ol = " n = u
0L L L L L L L ! L 1
0.1 0.2 03 04 05 0.1 02 03 04 0.5
PDS dosage/(mmol-L™") PDS dosage/(mmol-L™")

B 2 PDS £/t x; HRAs P fig (1 5% i
(a) 528 BATAURY FAR R SR 4G (b) SO, -F1-OH A F 2L WM ik
([ PEWKE T (CMTD)] = 0.01 mmol-L™, Py.y = 3.2x10° Einstein-L™"-s™!, pH =7)
Fig.2 Effect of PDS dosage on HRAs degradation

(a) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants; (b) Degradation contribution value of SO} - and -OH

PDS M EEAE 0.1—0.3 mmol-L " i [ N B, BTN 25 2 5 SEPRE AT B Ar W) 4, BB A7
PDS F ISV B 115 ] P9 A 340 B9 0 . 17T 24 PDS (¥ B384 in 22 0.4 mmol- L i), RS4RI TN 25 51 5 S PR B
A —E W 22, FRoRBAL TR, T SEBR IR 5 00, X FTRE T UV/PDS FEf# CMTD FUAHF AN E 4>
AT, — 63T I N AL AE AR AR BIr g SO, T 5 OH/H,0 S I A i -OHP- 7, FiF L -OH ¥ i 2>
Fiti#5 PDS ¥ FE (8 K hn, an=C(15) F(16). 24 PDS B9 EEAE 0.1—0.5 mmol-L ™' L HI P, CMTD
ZEih M BOLAE 2 BR, -OH BYMEZ L HESO K 3 MR, H. kowemrp T kso; jonmn A [A]— B 94 M 1Y
FTHEWT kops 1Y E B4 HSO; -BIRkAY ki, CMTD £ Z 9SO, [ fif.

SO; - +H,0 — -HO + HSO; (15)

SO; - +OH™ — -OH + SO (16

2.4 pH X HRAs [ i 5
CMTD 7EAR[A] pH 4544 T 1 F B SE0R B2 Qi 6 /R,

% 6 AFl pH %4 T UV/PDS BLALAK Z 1 -OH FISO2-H vk B 43 A
Table 6 Concentration distribution of -OH and SO2~ under different pH condition

pH [-OH]/(mol-L™") [SO3)/(mol' L")
3 4.14 x 10" 1.35x 10"
5 4.14 x 10" 1.35x 10"
7 4.20 % 107 1.34 x 10"
9 1.03 x 10 1.34 % 10"

7E: ([CMTD] = 0.01 mmol-L™, [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™, Py = 3.2x10°® Einstein-L's™).

&l 3(a) WY s R R SIS 1Y kg ki FIT kg, SEER R RBETLTII Y kgps. &1 3(b) FR75SO; F1-OH £
UL 1 % gt T3 kAL TR M 25 R T A S 560 A e 245 SR T B o T P R R P AR, SRR SRR R T
CMTD [ [%f#. CMTD 1 pK, {E°A 7.15%, 52 pH 204 /N, LAk, FERR T 4514 T, PDS Bk fiEfk, (& &
SO 7= Az BN C, TR HE T CMTD R4 . T PDS R 1 Ak T 1 i SO R LIS Bl 1 400 1l 1, il
AL AERIRL Y LT O, BT S S RRE A 2. 7E pH 5—9 & T, -OH FISO; Y ik 4 i
s, 0 k JCH B ARk, B/ (b) B TEARE pH 26440 T, SO H 0 & 15— B ko 19 E 23R4,
CMTD B R fif 3225 SO [ Hi S vk,
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0004 (@ . iy 0150 = HO-(CMTD)
. : llz o SO, (CMTD)
abs 012}
0.003 F —— BUUE ° ° . .
Modeling results -
T . @ 0.09F
Z oo02f A A N =
) ) X 006+
. . * * ~
0.001 0.03F
n | L] - n n n
0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
3 5 7 9 3 5 7 9
pH pH

B 3 pH X} HRAs [ it 52 e
(a) S AL W A W 45 (b) SOFFI-OH [ iy B Rk Ak STk (B
([ P§B#E T(CMTD)] = 0.01 mmol-L™, [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L", Py = 3.2x10°® Einstein-L"-s)
Fig.3 Effect of pH on HRAs degradation

(a) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants; (b) Degradation contribution value of SO3~ and -OH

2.5 JKPRIET AR
SZESERIY T CMTD 1E A 6] K 3
SEYREE RN 4.5, 6 TR,

(CI', HCO; #1 NOM) {1t 00, F i JEvk BE ANk 7. 8. 9 PR,

R T CUAFFEAE T UV/PDS FEAA 2 -OH SO BB VR I 4 A
Table 7 Concentration distribution of OH and SO3~ in the presence of CI”
[CI')/(mmol-L™)

[-OH)/(mol-L™) [SO7 1/(mol- L)

0.5 8.48 x 101¢ 3.44 x 10"
1.0 2.95x 10" 1.98 x 10"
1.5 1.60 x 107 1.39 x 10
2.0 1.05 x 107 1.07 x 10
##: ([CMTD] = 0.01 mmol-L™", [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™", Py_y = 3.2x10® Einstein'L™"-s™, pH = 7).
0.0020 k,
@ . K 036} Mo ® HO-(CMTD)
N ® SO, (CMTD)
0.0016 - obs. )
A —e— 11l {HModeling results
T, 024+
— 0.0012 - £
Y * s s s =
£ S
™~ 0.0008 | . o o X ¢
=012t .
0.0004 L
89— —»
0 . . . . oL = ] ] | }
0.5 1.0 15 2.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

ClI/(mmol-L™")

4 CI% HRAs [Bf i 520
(@) S50 K ALAUL I KA 3 45 (b) SOZRI-OH. [ H B R Ak sk
([ 74Pk T (CTMD)] = 0.01 mmol-L™', [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™, Py = 3.2x10°® Einstein-L"s™, pH = 7)
Fig.4 Effect of CI" on HRAs degradation

(a) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants; (b) Degradation contribution value of SO3~ and -OH
(1) CIifsm
CMTD 7t CIAFTESMF T A M B ANk 7 Fiezs . An1&] 4 7R, CLXE CMTD R fifk 1) 52 i 2 R .
F WAL, CUHk AL 0.5—1.0 mmol-L™' Y [l N, B CUH B 938 I, kops.omrp B R CLK FZ 1E
1.0—2.0 mmol-L™ ﬁil%“j;l Fﬁ% Ccr //(Q ’Ji‘ﬁ[l kobs CMTD %Eﬁﬁ#ﬂg kobs CMTD E/J*%?J\{EE@E/ ﬂ:%

ClI/(mmol-L™")
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Brfl, X ] figJ& K &y CITAl 5 SO; - H1-OH 43 3| LA 4.7 x 10° L-mol™"-s™ 1 4.3 x 10° L-mol™-s™ Ay # K % %
R, WX (17)—(19) fr /R 233040 C1- | CIOH-~, CI; 253 M 5% it (RCS) 5 V5 Ye Wy b 47 1 I g, Hor
Cl-FICL; #B &30 A AL, B AR B AL 5 1k 2.4 VAl 2.0 VI, RCS 5l i 8y 748 Ak . 4 S s AR i
I C—C 8T LS & 15 44 CMTD &A= i 0. X 88 [ f 35 CMTD A9 51 A 56 4 A B 7 A Al
o, BT BRME S SCI(E 22 5. B (b) JBAR T BEA CUMREE MBS, SO, K ik o ik i a2 A oy B 2,
X Al g2 i T S0; - iR -OH 5, CI 5 S0; - i i T #6528

SO; +Cl” = SO* +Cl- (7
.OH+Cl- - CIOH-~ )
Cl-+CI" - Cl;- (19)
k 0147
00025 () . K (b) . OO
A fe 0.12 e SO;(CMTD)
0.0020¢ —— UM . .
A . Modeling results - 0.10 | ° .
- 00015 e A . 2 o8l
<z [ ] o é
¢ ¢ X 0.06F
= 00010} \\ %
0.04
0.0005 ol
[ n - . .
0 . . , . of = . . .
05 1.0 15 2.0 05 1.0 15 20

HCO3/(mmol-L™1)
B 5 HCo; Xt HRAs Ffif i 5 i
(a) SEI0 KA REM A 4L (b) SO; FI-OH [ Hi B RE AR sTRk(E
[ FEBE T (CMTD)]=0.01 mmol-L™', [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™, Py.y = 3.2x10"* Einstein-L'-s', pH =7
Fig.5 Effect of HCO; on HRAs degradation

(a) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants; (b) Degradation contribution value of SO} - and -OH

HCO3/(mmol-L™")

(2) HCO; 5%

CMTD TEHCO;FFAEARAT T A H AR BE Qe 8 . WAl 5 7R, BEEHCO M EE M 0.5—2.0 mmol L™,
Kops.omrp 12 B AR, 13X 4 i T'HCO; . CO2 2 -OH F1S0; - B B i B 77 1“2, HCO; LA 3.6 x 10° L-mol '*s™!
F18.5% 10°L-mol s IHCREEMIESO, HI-OH fii**,CO5 Lk 6.5 10°L-mol s F14.2x 10*L-mol '-s™
5351155 SO, Fl-OH Jz 1 ™ 1, AT SO -Fil-OH BT #ik 8 T B, H. k; (ELRFEAR. {H 2 781X BLABCHUE 1 30 T i 2
FIAE I O, HATME LG 28 TS0 5 d. X & i TRRH B HCOS . CO 2R A i 57 % &,
M 76 55 bR S g H, HCO; . CO5 5 -OH F1SO; - i A= . CO;-H 2 (E°=1.59 V) P4, Sk ik J5t i 4o Ik T
SO, -Fl-OH, {H X} & HLFEE A — 8 e FE, WIFE o404k CMTD, i Al 1 55 46 (- S5 AR UL AR 174 O 25

& 8 HCO;fFAESRA T UV/PDS BLALA Z i -OH iSOy Bk 431
Table 8 Concentration distribution of -OH and SOy - in the presence of HCO;

[HCO31/(mmol-L™) [OH]}/(mol-L™") [SO; J/(mol-L™")

0.5 4.10 x 107 1.31 x 10"
1.0 3.81 x 107 1.28 x 10
L5 3.64 x 107 1.25x 10"
2.0 3.47 x 10" 1.22 x 10"

H#: ([CMTD] = 0.01 mmol-L™', [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™, Py = 3.2x10® Einstein-L™'-s™!, pH = 7).

(3) NOM [R50
HAEN HARF ) 2 AR R T ALY, ARSZEH ] HA SRBFFE NOM X HRAs [ fiff 35 2 1)
2. CMTD 78 HA AA7E 55 Bt 38R E a3 9 iR,
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6 7R CMTD HY koy B HA ¥ JEE B SENTITTZE B R, BEDLTIN (A o AH R B, HA X A S 1
AR ) £ FH AT DA AR 5 125, — 7 T HA WS i 1 55506, INTFEAR 1 PDS BTG AL 55— J7 1,
HA 1§25 A 25K BRI, 15 CMTD 35 4+SO; ) i -OH™! [ iy 2, MIFEAR T CMTD BYREARACR. SR M
FATTI LA T 52 B, X AT BEJE 1T NOM HP 9 21 IR 7 255 S RE T n] LIS PDS L™
H:S0;-, X LR S R RE STHR T CMTD F RS SR 1 i T NOM 77 T [ i B i &2 b, A 7Y
AL HIETC RN, S ECT AU BINE AR T 52 PR .

R 9 HAfFEZRAT T UV/PDS #R {4 Z v -OH Flso; g ik i 431
Table 9 Concentration distribution of -OH and SO - in the presence of HA

[HA)/(mg-L™) [-OH]/(mol-L™) [SO; J/(mol-L™)
0.5 3.84 x 10 132 x 10"
1.0 3.53 x 10" 131 x 10"
1.5 3.25x 10" 129 x 10
2.0 3.05 x 10" 128 x 10

##: ([CMTD] = 0.01 mmol-L™, [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™', Py_y = 3.2x10®* Einstein-L™"s™, pH= 7).

0.004 0.141
@ . ’;d ®)  HO-(CMTD)
: b 012} SO, (CMTD)
L obs ° P
0.003 —— B _olof . .
Modeling results ln
o & 008
& 0002 A A A =
£ ° o . 4 X 006}
L ] =
0.04]
0.001} ‘\‘\o\,
0.02}
oLt . : . of = . . .
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 05 1.0 1.5 2.0
HA/(mg-L™) HA/(mg-L™)

B 6 HA X HRAs [ BI52 0
(a) SEI0 MBAURIREME 4G (b) SOF FI-OH [ Hi A FEAF SRR (E
[ FiBkE T (CMTD)] = 0.01 mmol-L™', [PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™', Py = 3.2x10® Einstein-L s, pH = 7
Fig.6 Effect of HA on HRAs degradation

(a) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants; (b) Degradation contribution value of SOj-and -OH

Zi bk, CMTD 7E A [A] 7K 3 B (Cl, HCO; Al NOM) 8 i F , HRAs f4 [8] 32 [ fif 52 2 310 441,
SO; -1t -OH BA B i A i EEWKE, H kowemrp 3 ksorjewmn A Al — RS, FT ASO; = [RIFLAR Y 32 5
FI 2.
2.6 SPRKHE

ARSLIGFRIT T CMTD FEA[RIZKEE T BRI O, W 7 Frs. K& 7(a) FE 7(0) 43500 8 15 Y Y7 Ho
FEIK (SW) FISZBRIE K (WW) B Hoas FURE v R e . 28 0 143 50128 7R KRR v CMITID [ i 40 455 280 5 0
FSZIAA ks

SW Hl WW ZKFE 145 800 U 2% 3 /R, 4045 TOC, CI', NOJMIPO. N T A 7E SW Hl WW 7Kk
UV/PDS X} HRAs [ 2Bk, TS %8 T CL, 5%, NOM AU . FAId 05 T SW Al WW 7£ 254 nm Ak
(7K J S5 W ff 22 %%, 439924 0.051 cm™" i1 0.086 cm™.

S A5 ) CMTD [ A 40— 2 3 568 H0AN T 2 Ao, blank™ Kobs, sw > Kabs, wws 3 AT BE 5 7K 3 5 o &2
F TGRSR [ FR LT BR RN A 6. AR AR TN I A T S PR KRR A B, X R R 2
i 5 PDS W = A AT AL F R A 2, R i AL & 2E AR rp | T 0T AR SN A - S R (R
£
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DME (52 Modeli lts (blank HHUME (%2 54F) Modeling results (blank)
gg‘f&ﬁ E? Eﬁg EX%eeriiEgrffasluresséltsa?bl)ank) SEIGE (2% %) Experimental results (blank)
— HEHUE (h#7K) Calculated results (SW) — RRUE (3:BRIEAK) Calculated results (WW)
v REGE (%K) Modeling results (SW) v EE (SERRIEZK) Modeling results (WW)
(a) (®)
0F OF
T
03 ‘N -03F Ty
4
-0.6r ~0.6 ¥ ¥
g : 9
SR ' < -09f 1
12+ ¥ -1.2F
—15¢ -1.5F
-13p 1 1 1 1 1 -1.8¢ 1 L L L 1 1 L
0 300 600 900 1200 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
/s /s
7 SEPR/KEEXT HRAs [ 05200
(a) HbFRIK PS50 TN R AR 38 45 (b) SEBRIR K r 288 T AR (4 e i S 3845 [ 7Y WK T (CMTD)] = 0.01 mmol L™,

[PDS] = 0.2 mmol-L™, Py_y =3.2x107® Einstein'L™'*s™, pHgy = 6.57, pHyw = 6.86

Fig.7 Effect of water samples on HRAs degradation

(a) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants in SW; (b) Experimental and modeling degradation rate constants in WW
2£38 (Conclusion )

(1)UV/PDS 1k & "] A % 2% HRAs, JZ W 20 min Ji7, FMTD. RNTD. RXTD. NZTD #il CMTD /] 2=

LR 87.96%. 99.36%. 93.13%. 97.42% 1 99.27%. CMTD [1) F& A 23 g B B2 06 ] B2 e fe, L
EPIEHT%‘@%’%EE'FT CMTD 1[4 fi#.

(2)UFE B ) # BRI T sh e L CMTD S WF 58X 4, B PDS A B35, 1] 42 6 Ak 1) STk 4

K, SO, J&:F#ff HRAs 1) £ 5 H i 2.

BB AU T 5 G R S (O 2 R A B X i TR R A 2

SO,

) IRYEZRAFAFIT CMTD (O FEAR, AR LR P RBRE 2% 8 R ol ABCAF AR S B .

(4) K PRIE 5T (CI, HCO; Fl1 NOM) #3 Il 7 2 /K FISEBRIBE K Hh, CMTD 14 [ fige 3% 32 31— 7 A 4
2, —J7 AR AR 2R 10
B-OH H i %, —J7 A AT AR B i 5 Bh 195 G P KA.
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