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FfEP(humic substances » HS)= for s | LafF ~ L~ IPPBeligs ~ el v [t
Hr(Wu et a., 2010) ﬁﬁﬁf@ﬂﬁwﬁ, SR RS R .arﬁi% & Pl RIS
SE(THMS)Y[IgN [HE> B ERFEE,) F’ﬁ‘% [EP2ET > RIELES T (Imyim and Prapalimrungsi, 2010;
Nagata et al., 1996) » H[ﬂﬂﬁ‘[\gﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘)?@?ﬁ%’iﬂ%%&ﬁg%m. Katsoufidou et a.2008; Zhu et al.
2010) - ﬁfﬁm‘ff;ﬂﬁj %’ﬁgﬁﬁ% [(TEIF B = (Wu et al., 2004) » F = K%’F]?f“f}jm‘iﬂj{ ,
e ?ﬁf}’dfﬂ PBBfﬁﬁ‘[\%ﬁ%i + zeolite(Y anhui Zhan et al.2010, 2010) > microfiltration/UF(K atsumata et
al., 2008; Lowe and Hossain, 2008; Katsoufidou et al. 2010) » {*SMELEE[=H[(Wu et al., 2010;
Wang et a., 2010) - {*== 54 {15l % ( Seredynska-Sobeckaet al., 2006; Chiang et al., 2009, Imai
etal.,2009) - ik =4[ Fenton (Wu et al.,2010, Wu et &, 2010) » UV/TiO, (Selcuk and
Bekbolet, 2008) « {F PUEJHAEAS (3 Hfs » Bl | 7k A bl - A H R
2 [ (131 Fenton e e i = 11H]i% 370> (L1 S0 H 2 [~ % COp (Katsumataet al.,
2008; Wu and Ye, 2010) - 37 s {1 '] Fe/air 3 i PR (Chang et dl. 2009) ~
F(Tsang et al., 2009)=" - Feair 1 T‘iﬂ%‘[‘ﬁiﬁd ’ T&'ﬁ'ﬁfkéf S [T EEpLER o SR TEEL - FR
R fif s S f “%ﬁjﬂﬂﬁ]’ 3 Jip%éf}*aai [ (Roy et al., 2003; Noradoun and Cheng, 2006; Wang et al.,

2010) » HEART | 7 Pt SR R D RIS B2 o (A
%i%ﬁ@&?%@ﬁ?

H,O, % ozone HEE! ﬁq% f“‘”ﬁ?"’i A ] = AR l’“‘ﬁ:’JJTFq o Frl'] UV \iﬁﬁﬁfj’
I LA HpO, % R FIIBL » 0 50 By Poplite (Nieet al., 2010)F1 RIS = IR UV
ﬁﬁéﬁa‘wp?ﬁj[ FEak 4 pPrphigl(Latifoglu and Gurol, 2003; Imai et al., 2009; Rao and Chu, 2009;
Ratpukdi et al., 2010; Wang et al ., 2009)@“@@@&?55[ UV ﬁﬁé}q‘ Fe’ rﬁ@ 4 Fenton-like
Kol U S [ (Deng et dl., 2000; Son et dl., 2009) o SCE EFPIREE [ E 6l R
BSR4 TR SRR W S o SR R (T B (Chang et
2010) = #f) KRR R I T ﬁiﬁ}j&ﬁ%ﬁ FIH > s+ F9 1 THMs (Imyim and
Prapalimrungsi, 2010) - 3 UV [ 55 RS % ~ THMPFE » 2 174, 'l\ﬁﬁfgf H*ﬁei i -

AR I [AISEE % ozonation ~ Fenton % Fe¥fair e AR U
EH SBR[ > B 2 P I QR ) B THM & 2 43« = ol (=L
E@(l)}%t’ﬁ?]‘ ozonation ~ Fenton = Fe%air iﬁf’ﬁfﬁﬁ&? [i= 350 - (2)UV Eﬁéﬁ (b | SEpg R R A R
’ﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬁ[@ﬁ%ﬂ ’ (3??*5%5"&' %, £ THMs % ’?‘??fﬁéjﬁf‘ (DS ) 11 e g e e
] ~ o

2.0 PR+

2L (R

F A E'J’ﬁ?ﬁ}j@é BIE F1 Aldrich-Sigma (purity 60%) » H,0, (30% purity) = oI £
Hayashi Pure Chemical Ind. Ltd. (Japan) and FeSO, (FESO, - 7H20, > 99% purity) £ Showa
Japan) - %’f"ﬁjg@(analytical grade, 99% purity, 300 mesh) = foifE F | Shimakyu Chemical (Osaka,
Japan).



2.2. ’ﬁ?ﬁﬁ&&‘i}@
2.2.1 Ozone and UV/ozone

ik Fﬁ@[@%@ £ 50 mg/L > E = Rl E e :%z?rf]@ Ty HEARET 275 mL(5 T
R 13 5 ﬁ,'J) » [‘Jﬁ 100 ml ’ﬁ@&iﬁ?fﬁ » PR TR E 2 ES(CHYF-3A, Company,
Ltd, Taiwan) » ¥ 5Bt b1 5% 2 L min £ GLE0R(E G 7 mg min {1 R4 NaOH %}gﬁ:
pH fifi » B U R % IR (20 + 2°C)E - R0 '] pH meter £13fY] (Cyberscan 510, Taiwan).
BRI £ 254 nm % 400nm o BRI BRI UM R AR PR R
~ k% 254 nm % 400nm > [ﬁJE\ﬂj‘ ffi™] UV-visible -k %7’} iz (Shimadzu, UV-mini 1240, Japan)
ﬁ%iﬁﬂi’ﬁ?r&% %ﬂ W= 7% 200 = 800 nm - jg'ﬂ?«ﬂfﬁ%ii ik S f@%&[ﬁffﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬁﬁ@l » HIT ] distilled
water 7% 145 - COD &% = fol {# Standard Methods for Examination of Water and
Wastewater (American Public Health Association, 1995):% /= o

2.2.2 Fenton and photo-Fenton ;!

[{™1 300 mL A7 5 100 mL A - H B EEIRE £ SOmglL - & H,0,:Fe*
PR RS 1001 7 PR R . NaOH Fﬂﬁiﬁﬁ PH > st R IRV R » At B
S fifi ~ LS R COD -

il
2.2.3 Fe%air and Feair/uv
Fe%/air Freif ™ I3 g £ 5 Limin > Fggjiuﬁgiﬁ% EIRER] FIFESRTS iR R

NaOH FE#e-pH i + Felair/UV i UV /515 UVC (254 nm, O W, Philip) « 715 Ry
VR » A EENPL i - LR COD -

2.3 THMPF =& £
THMPF Eﬁﬂv}jp&q; f FE R ﬁﬁ"{lﬁ? PRESGE =~ i > TR A PRIR N 7 B B
Fl-< COD IV = fﬁ o T 25°C Pl i T > THMS VR HI] GC-MS 3 = £H -

2.4 3 0 i
7 FHE A E i £ Mibrio fischeri light inhibition test » < % #3435 £ Mirotox
analyzer model 500

3.1 REREIF/UV &*&Eﬁ“ﬁ?ﬁﬁ&

BLER S EER . 1 (Agoo) 5 > AR EIEPRIRE KL 50 mo/L, pL 38 BT £ 2 Limin, fl 38
HIEIEL 8 mg/L > 1 pH fifissfRd & %%‘Tﬁ}ﬂ@?%{é 2 PR 2 @ﬁfi?ﬁ‘?[ﬁ pH 3 [ >
H 10 5548 > F [ 33% > Rl S [ - i UV IS 60 535, F0 128 T7% % - 3]
"JD@i!fﬁ’ﬁifﬁ PH i I JSeTrEL IR < fTAT: i pH RS 1L - 1 O 53 S PLAA RS T 2 B2
39%<" 11 > RN J*&”%%E%J-i%% 60 53 &, £ 2 <1gTEL 81% o UV JHiiEF ozone 2 [ 5Y4% (Rl
?II'F‘[ ° [ 2 5 HPRIED A OV ?T’ﬁ@[‘éﬁfﬁ‘ﬁf PRSI 9 Sy s A i 8-1%’%7@[‘?2 AN
o TERR i ﬂﬁéﬁ 60 53 &[5 18.1%, k! 5 (F L & alone %’ﬁ?ﬁﬁ[@j S [EH] o F i ffi= ] UV/ozone
[ o I RS FU(0-3 55 ) o e 2 Eﬁfj‘l‘?{(ﬂ%) v VS SRS %ﬁﬁ?i‘ﬁﬁj H|= 60
S3E > 3 1k 88% » i ozone alone 2 €1 (81%) -
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3.2 Fenton & photo-Fenton
Fenton +TF 7}?};&9‘ Bé?&]%«ﬁ]‘ ' HoO, 1 Fe? il 7 10:1, 814 ,2%& pH [ifik% 3 o [f;ﬂ[ 3a
Hir H20p 1% £ 2x10° M 1> Jik ¥ 3 55 et 2 T %qﬁiarﬂ SR 'g,;;aﬂ HO;

TS 1T 8x10°M [ - i 60 53 G i ésl%ltr&p&# € o [qui 3b fit ,irg UV RS TR
‘rg 79[ Fenton +T’F MRS, <1 Fh H,O, % £l t';, 4x10*M EJJ‘ J E fﬁT‘i&iEEE\ﬂj‘Fé? 155 60 73
SHER 5T I F 48% 1 T0% = [ HoOp 71! T 4107 M [ EEL UV B E A ST

51%7v 93% -

3.3 %E%w Fe%air/uv
'FL' Fe°/a|r+ﬂi"? fiEfkd %, 7 pH ]Eﬂﬁg?&%rﬁ > Bl BT 20 gL > 2 Sk
5L/m|n’ Fh (=] pH £ 11Ef  FIUF 353 1 15% IR PRI T A -
pH7E e c@w o7 S El 3 55 %1&.@21%0@’5 PH ffi ™ [ = 3 [ H S iR 5T 0,3 53 £
W Qo STl T2 [ 50% K >09%¢ 1, - 1 T [ﬂWJEi = j;@fﬂf MEPERA. [ Bl 2 15 (5 1%
pH 3> 4%l tLr,SL/mln Fig. 4bf’[t"?[zr| 1 EI EL 10g/L [ > £ 3 9 ST ST
I3 & 41%% YO%I& MR 1Y o 'EF{IFIFJI@W [ £% 20g/L » F*?FEE%ZE"’IF‘*"# K?rj 375K 9
YA = 50% % >99% - E! g[ FePfEl -] = 30g/L [ B sk 2 R R A
UV kR FeYair 327 B E&WF/J?&*E‘[ Fig. 4c il pH 4 [ - FUEPHH UV ‘J
% 38%¢<17% > I i ST iﬂéﬁ%*@ A e ﬁr Fe/air = UV [fil IR > 1
SRR UV T R Fetair 1A ﬁ? TR 3 g - HHTPE 79%6-8% - Hi 3 @%“Jgfgﬂp
i Eﬂj‘?ﬁﬁf 7}?};&9‘ P> S

3.4COD # [54373’/@%1@@]’*'*3?&,

Tl E‘z‘fﬂ%ﬁﬁ’r Mipk COD & [ 7 [RAd N 1 7~ ik f”‘ﬂiﬁé["ﬁl"fﬁrﬂ ozonation:
pHo 11 » £l &V El 8 mg/min » &?,L%EJJ‘F | 60 min - Fenton: H,O, £% 8 x 10*M > pH3 &a@ﬁﬂjf
60 min- Fe’/air £5# Fedose £% 20 g/L > 2 % & 5L/m|n’&;—u,fﬂﬁfr'§t 9min- UV light 8W -
q*aﬂ Sa i’ I') £ HTAC{EI 2| ozone » Fenton +T? Pk COD 2 [= £l 34% - 50%: {E!» £ f[1 Fe/air
i ?Uﬁq 91% COD . [E&k - F{ i UV BT R T HEEHEF] ozonation > Fenton oxidation 354
’Ffﬂ“}:[@ COD . i -

A R P KB < 6o AT UV
Ay ¥ Ao I/’FFJJ%E (L1 lEﬁj—i%n 30 75 0 E Agss B Aggo 73 H[JEI 1.983 > 0.539 [ = 1.342
+0.304 - HIZCT{i ] ozone Eﬂj‘ f&&ﬁ%ﬁ%pﬁf‘dﬂﬁ b 2 60 S3 8 Agoo i) 15 0.539
6% 0.146 » [F1E1 T UV IG5 11 Aasa « BT FIRCIBESR 60 538114 » HA 1
el % | R BUFPRL  T o ozone/UV RIS B0 /35 » HA i Aaoo ')} 15 0,082 »
Agsy 1 IHS 0406 » E13=. UV/ozone f’ i iﬁ’ﬁ@%Am, = Rl ozone/UV 'l % &
FIFNERLE LR SRR « [ > [ 60 91Tt HaOp 1 8x 10*M ffi "] 5 Aaoo > Agsa it 4 F]
60 j}%%ﬁl‘ J‘Hifj%‘ 0.229 > 1.018 = JRjf) fﬁl H'] photo-Fenton fiEfi’ I') 5 AT Azsa > Ao fi' 73 ]
™ Bﬁﬁl 0.088 = 0.008 - %.=1- photo-Fenton F’?F} VPR EE iﬁi@%l@ﬁﬁ "J*‘J ¥
LR B - [ 6d BT () ] Felair BT TR Y 2 B vis 2 UV R R
FIF Ve D o 7 9 oyl UV-wsPTseL[SijFF, 7§1+9‘ K%Tf%\' (<0.01) -



3.5 Fi Emilif-ﬁ THMFP

F 1R R AR AP D = P GRIES o HiE UV RIS - 1) ozone =
PV ) (499 pg /L) - %?E Fenton 72BNk (226 pg /L) » it (S £ Felair 3 Rk
(% (114ug/L) - [’J;I;gf[’“é | UV Hi - BEIRE 1] iR ozone %f COD I H [ (UV alone : 43% »
UV/ozone: 83%) - [ UV/ozone 5Nk THMFP | ﬁ 3% 650 pg /L - [Hjmu » UV ' iRLE
Fenton *ﬁ’f@@fﬂ/ COD # [Sé?(Fenton' 50% > photo-Fenton : 87%) > =" photo-Fenton & Elifk
THMFP R & 210 g /L = 7 €205 UV il > Fellair i 5 ﬁ;@f I COD . [ i
90%-91% » Fe’/air ¥ By EhkH THM FPs f& £ 114 mg/L - {f! Fe°/a|r/UV BRI THMFP -
% 502 pg/L -

Fhﬂ' =] UV Eﬂj‘ » ozone ;7' F= Fenton & FeYair 1% 5 “”ﬁj EUR S RUNEY (DR B SR
% E &k;g@ﬁ' » pl— 1% (2)ozone +ﬁuﬁ[ 7}%]"? jﬁE e o E b TE P s L g
THMPF ffi-#] oFeolar??rTF FRPRPNE R BT PRy o S BRESHIRELT TR - Fe Ulair
LR O R Elf fot FJ%I; THMFP 3@@3@% o {Hl FeYarlUV mzkhik
THMFP - F‘[ 4[@ FLGH - H 2 RURPY Fellair i UV IR SRR i 2 155)
= EVE B BT THMFP'F“[HF' ° E'lii”ifmt RES e S L R R ReCh FE AR I
I'Jé”rE‘Fﬁ%TM At YR THMPP SRS #) = i 457 U - ﬁl’? PR 07 =7 RSP,
(E! [iqii:ﬂ[ : Flg 6e ?”,L[' Fe/air/uV xﬁ%’ﬁzq&ﬂ'@ uv PM[SFE“EJ[E;IPI%? ELJ o ELRE L]k P 2B
JJJ ﬁlr,gl YR F’?, IS HﬁTu ' Fe /alr/UV BN l/ﬁ' THMFP?f?ﬂ*—}} fol S F IR
el 197773 (557 4 g el 2 -

2y R = P i | U

ARG B R A T [ Rl M e - e S 1R - 2 P 1t
[N A Vbr|of|scher| light inhibition test - PNAEA = 01384 1% 52 1, 495 nm - Fig. 4 4711
% Fenton Bkt 495 nm & IEEPWL (1 (010)9F » 1k 4 BT A+ AAOS5 &7 [ 4 004, ,
T ﬁﬁuﬁ? FEA A 1 (T - FhalERd Fenton R ENR = E H2027§73»EJ[%I§ 1% > A PRI

3=J< [ NapS,03 7. [ HL0; | ‘Jéjﬁaﬁ&%‘ = 4T & - Fig. 7af’ﬁl” b SHEJT » 0zone ~ Fenton
o Feair FEERNRETIN [l 53 ]I 5D 44% ~ 32% % 11% - Fenton &a@if&?‘ﬁf Jp Nazszog, AEGR
M [HEEP SR [5E) 31% 0 A ozone ~ Fenton Gk 2! P o | TEE 1 UV i
«H*JIQP‘%‘%%" BT3ROV S 1) 0 ozone and Fenton 5 i J‘f:l‘ If&EP‘lEWk i
r HETSEET ) Fedlair 2 2 1 2 Uiy 2 -

et IR T 1 iR PR s e e d, 1 3 Béﬁz%ﬁ"&):’r% LR
T H%ﬂ' 7b f’[LI ,?ﬂjgi&u}g g e [ﬂ:fjr{ Jpgﬁrﬁfﬁﬁ = I RIVER ERE
H‘FEI%’:?J”’TW% Fig. 7b R8T 7 ) NapS0s 7 [ et i - &z@lﬂ (%[ 24% - 43%4T10
> R A o i PR Ffﬁ?é@@ > & S F P FUR D PR N
K THMPF (2 1) Pk > it Jaﬁ‘iﬁ&?‘ﬂﬂ (== THMPF 22 28, A1 (r=0.128 -
p>0.05) » H A & " g [ (chloroform)yt » J&le | 1 Papl it Prpophd Pody 14 > JEA Tp' T
B



4.;I?-Im— H#E

iﬁmlﬁ?%%)\‘ ?’F’ILLH UV [T Y[ ozone » Fenton +T’|_L: ML <1 > UV/ozone &
photo-Fenton &?Z?E 60 Jj & T |4 % 88% > 93%:" 11 » & 83% K 87%COD - Fe’/air 1 ﬁ’F ]
st 2 {1 5 20g/L > pHo of 3, ') O ST #E #5213 100%41"% 1 90%COD - UV fif
S BT JD Fe/air +TJF @&j %
Fi BNk UV-vis q%ﬁ@@ﬁ L EVEEL 60 s e | JEJ UV = [5e qa@f-l%ﬁo (E'I"] UV/ozone:
Fenton » photo- Fenton Fe"air % UV/ Fe'lair i 1) £ 35 i UV-VIS - T R,
T Fenton>photo—Fenton ~ozone>ozone/UV> Fe¥air i » Fe/air/UV - ‘J[lﬁn’af Eix o R RNk S
=T [fk’g“ [HBFIET 71 720 UV BTN ™ - SRk THMPF ') ozonation %2 f(499 pg /L)
(A~ E, Fenton (226 ug /L) » Feolalrii (114 ug/L) - [J;l’g E[ UV JEHEJT » ¥f ozone » Fenton
B BNk THM PR JEL A fh [~ s{éﬁgﬁ f' o (I Fe Olair/UV Bl THM FP FH&er= 502 ng /L - I'
Vibrio fishcheri light inhibition t&et*[ﬁ[‘ﬁ&zﬁgﬁz%‘ A1k F T AT ) FeYair i > FeYlair/UV g
BN 5 P [ % (20% - 11%) 1?[ ﬁ%ﬁ% FECENRAA 3 23% - 44% - H&ﬁﬁ'?fﬁi i
e+ #  $o FETE) 1 S0 - T NaeSOs 2 IRt 490 e s b
A BRIt o [9F 3 PP o 1 - iﬁmlt’#gm") Fe/air 3 &“Efﬁl%jfﬁ}ﬂ&ﬁ Pl L
1%, 1 COD o Rl £ 1 % a1 THMFP IS (% - (FE30 T (6T ) UV [ - 1)
lﬁﬁ‘y THMFP 5L FHEE | -
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[H,0,] molar ratio 1:10, air gas flow rate 5 L min™, UV 9 W, pH=3 - (d) Fe’/air: Fe" 20 g
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L min?> ; Os¥fEl 2L min' > 60 min; Fenton: Fe**:H,0, molar ration 1:10, 73kl 5
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Z< 1HA 5Bl THMFP - # (=f5: HAS0mg L™ » UV 9W - Ozonation: pHo 11 ~ O3 dose7 mg L™
mint > ; Ozflowrate2 L min™ > 60 min; Fenton: Fe**:H,O, molar ration 1:10, air flow rate 5 L
min™, pHo 3, 60 min; Feair: Fe° 20 g L™, gasflow rate 5L min™, pHo 3, 9 min.

Color COD Axss | Ao CHC|3 CHBfC'z CHszC' CHBr3

removal |removal (mg ™) | (rg1™) | (ug!™ |(ugl™

(%) (%)

Without UV |O3 81 43 [1.096|0.146| 499 ND ND ND
Fenton 70 50 1.018 | 0.229| 226 ND ND ND

Fe’ 99 90 |0.067|0.029| 114 ND ND ND

WithUV  |[Os+UV 88 83 |0.406|0.052| 650 ND ND ND
Fenton+UV | 90 87 [0.088|0.008| 211 ND ND ND

Fe’+UV 99 91 [0.074|0.024| 502 ND ND ND
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influence the THMFP in ozonation- and Fenton-treated solution. However, UV

irradiation greatly increased THMFP of FeO/air-treated solution (502 ug/L).
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