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Sulfate radical-based advanced oxidation processes for water
disinfection

LIN Minyi' XIA Dehua* ™

(1. Guangdong Association of Environmental Protection Industry, Guangzhou, 510045, China; 2. School of Environmental

Science and Engineering, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou, 510006, China)

Abstract Sulfate radical (SO, ")-based advanced oxidation processes (AOPs) have emerged as
promising technologies for inactivation of pathogenic microorganisms in water and wastewater, due
to the high oxidation potential of SO, towards different microorganisms, such as chlorine-resistant
bacteria, fungi and viruses; strong oxidation at wide range of pH adaptation, and the negligible
formation of undesired halogenated byproducts, which is suitable to be applied in reclaimed water,
underground water or emergency places. This work provides an overview on the kinetic responses of
various pathogenic/indicator microorganisms in different SO, “-based AOPs (e.g., metal-assisted,
light-assisted, and piezo-catalytic ones) and the mechanisms responsible for the inactivation, mainly
including membrane permeability is first destroyed, which leads to enzyme and genome damage, thus

effectively inhibiting and inactivating pathogenic microorganisms. The effects of water matrix (e.g.,
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pH, temperature, and various water matrix) on the disinfection efficacies have also been reviewed
and discussed. The formation of undesired byproducts in the SO, "-based AOPs was also reviewed
and discussed. Key points from the review are summarized in the conclusive remarks. Knowledge
gaps, research needs, and design requirements of engineering applications of these processes in real-
world practice are proposed as future perspectives.

Keywords sulfate radical, advanced oxidation processes, microorganisms, disinfection.

A= T G (Rl R A A RO K AL 25 22 4 b 9 R PR R, 7 B = 3 AR K T B i i AN 2 R
G FIHb IX 0 A T U AR 8 1R K B T BOFAE— 28R B, E 2R EE AR, W5 A A 1 Rl
P A AN B4 REANUSAS B MERE AR, B R T T, T HL 27 AR 2 R 0T #E R ) (disinfection
byproducts, DBPs) U ZEAMBREAAEE 5B RN, 22K BURILZ ) . 52 AMTFERL 2K, DL R
iy 52 17 N 53 6 R R o S0 8 D T vk K PR R SR U U E 1, T HL s 2R A 2 1 e A i I
Yy 8 TGS A R BRAE AT SR — B e (1T BE R RAE AT s A,

e RS R BE HOR BT AR AR A b Ak (SO, Ji it 1% Ak it — B iR £5 ( peroxymonosulfate |
PMS) ik — 8 iR £k (peroxo-disulfate, PDS) ) Y = 2% % fk T. 2. (advanced oxidation processes, AOPs) H A4
Bl N AT S, R T LUR LR A : (1)S0,~HA %8 pH i M, 75 pH = 3—11 B HA
AL AL (Eg(SO, /SO47) = +2.60 — +3.10 Viyug) , BEUE S AL KK Z R4 W, I HLRE 3 Ak I P4 i K]
SRAM AR DB 0G5 (2) SO, IYIG Ak I 24, Q] LLdE o't . #4 Bell B8 A BB Ak 55035 1k
R EL R ARAT SO, 7, Hid BifREL B IR Tk B & i H ok AT B (3) HnaE MR A T2
A EE, SO, TH R 7= A4 i Bl P= W B 5 /01 (4) SO, HA B m i B0, 7E S A vl . B+
FH S S5 AN [RK AR B v 32 SE i 35/, IF BB PR R = A TH BEOR 1) BUAR L T SO, ") AOPs I T 8
E 287 B 1 SRR 20, (H 21 B 17 A b5 AT FHOC B SCERE R B 25 AL RS T SO, 1) AOPs T
K AN TR A 0 0 803 S Gl FH A

R T SO, AOPs b FH T 20X 2 /K SHE AT I 45 B, AN () K J5 A 58 R A 45 440 % T3P A A
iz TERCEE. UAEMMIRITAS T pH . A7 f# A UL (dissolved organic matter, DOM)
BTS00 R S L B RO R T 3 R RN R Y R e P, R g R AT 4 T AR A R B T
SO, "Wy Ee FETH T T 20444 ko, BRIXS 3T SO, "1 AOPs T T. 25 K i A4 W I ML BEATS A7 A E — 25
1S MR A FE R, K E GR35 2 SO, ", I8 & OH', O, '0,. A S H FHRGFES
W IR W00 £ FE R, A e 48 13 T PR b B S 8 A I A ) i B B, S SO W] i e i 4 40, o
L) J5E ) 36 25 1 R A BRI BT 2wl SRt R R 1 A s A A0 M P R, R S e B
AW R AP, PRI, S T3 T SO, TH R T A S i B R I S RE B AR, I 48
TR SR AUEHS Bh. AR SCERSS T & MIET SO, T 200 K B RN AR 2R S K R ALEE, [RIEH8 T /K i
IRBE 52 0 L K I 7= 0 0 A i, 3E— 25 X2 ) AR 5 5 SR RN AR Ofe SR s Il s e 22

1 AR SO['I"ZXﬂ‘ﬁEE% B KIS (Microorganism inactivation by various SO, " based processes)
11 BRIEAEALTE 1L PS KIS ULE D)

PS AIEER . Bl L RS 2 Rl A JE I A, b an v A AR R L B G R [ A R A A L N LA A
Ry SEBR BRGS0 SR BRI Rl S PS S5 LA AR T TS e W AR 0 8 He R 2 AR SOk AR 3
Fe e B X R A G ik A T K O [R] R ARG AR M B KGR R 1 BES T AR R S - (Fe™) |
E M8k (ZVI = Zero valent iron) |, £k 8™ ¥ 1 58 AL Bk (Fe,05) 76 N 1 A [R) 8k 3L 3% 1L PS 19 71 73 0%
Wordofa S5 iff 5% T Fe*/PDS & 4t X K W #T 18 O157:H7 # K 3G 4E A, 7£ 3 mmol-L™' S,04* +3 mmol-L™
Fe B 254 T, 130 min 5 K36 F38 5] 95%, K A H £ 0.025 min™ ', 1] Qi 45X Fe*/PDS £
e AT AL, EHN N 40 mmol- L™ S,0¢% + 13.3 mmol-L™" Fe*, Bl 1:0.33 514K, 120 s )5
(7.77£0.57)1g CFU-mL™"' i K@ 0157:H7 F1(7.25 £ 0.36)1g CFU-mL ™" B2 HE 3 43 K 3G BY. Xia
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I R SR BRI 4K PDS SR AT IR K-12 2R3, 1581 1 0.47 Ig CFUmin™" Y 2K 7% 9 R 4 RO 78
15 min N ffi 7 Ig CFU-mL™" 40 il 5¢ 4= %% 7% ). RodriguezChueca %5 . 8¢ T ffi ] Fe**, Fe,05. ZVI iF 1k
PDS Fl PMS LUK IS KIAT B . ZEAR K 04 [ B B[] Y PMS 5 Fe** | Fe, O3 Fll ZVI A HK S5 1 A8 fifi K 7
R ZE 4205, [F, PDS 355 (4 41 B K36 241K T PMSPY,

R 1 BREEAL SO, BUMA W R

Table 1 Microorganism inactivation by SO, "-based processes activated by iron species

[EA HbrfdA:4 SMe s THEERCR 225 30k
Process Target microorganisms Experimental conditions Disinfection efficiency Reference
3 mmol-L™' PDS. 3 mmol-L™' FeSO,. .
2+ : 4 24 k31959 14 K TE %
Fe?/PDS O157:HT R IAHTHi 3 mmol-L" NH,OHAIpHTHI K 29130 minikF95 % I I F [16]
p— O157:HTKIGHT 5 40 mmol-L™' PDS # 120 sJ5(7.77 £ 0.57 )lg CFU-mL™ fI KT )
¢ 2R R 13.3 mmol-L™ Fe** F(7.25 £ 0.36) 1g CFU-mL A2 1R E 2 7 [31]
— JAFFR T 3 mmol L' PDS, . I
VUPDS KiFFEBL2L ZYE%&% i' X%@“ﬁf e 1oy S0 minfTO0% BT E A1 .
FIZS R 08 5 T 12 minfii 75 % B2 ER 505 [11]

PDS. 0.2 g-L™' ZVILL . pH H5.5
0.5 mmol-L™' PDS, 1g-L"' NP L}

KIKFERH /PDS  KIGFFHK-12 15 min/7 lg CFU-mL™ R H e % [33]

pH 45.0
T ! T !
PDSFIPMS omerizt I 1 R 18 52 2 0 [34]

LR gE R E, L RIEMSERES, RIS ERE G, BEM B G A RS PDS of
PMSS A= 3 PR Bl F A 0 0 30 . B R Rl R T PS B TE AL AN B A0 s A0 45 (D RSEH R Rh 2 3=
& H 2 F3k1%; (2) 555 8554 8 A0 b, i IR BHAEXT 22 425 (3) WA ERAR 25 2 AR BT Y 7K v 43
BHRBUE K. SEA-FROTEIL PS KB HLEA SC Y e 2 — & bR T 18 e Fh B2 e A1, 2R Aot H 2
[P A AR 5 T DA SR fl 2 ) 1 G 31« A — BB 0 T RS 1) 5 8 [ A Ak T 3 e L T A1 R X 7 fL 1Y
TR A T R R B A R34, R B o R 3 B 0 05 38 B B P 2 1 i 2 1 3 91,

1.2 e SiE1k PS KiGEHAEY

B T BRI T 0 BT AR AR A0, 38 1T LUE o SRR L v ISR T A BB EL IR PS, W€ 2 BT
1720260 Qun S4TSR F UV/PDS Xt KT B . MS2 Ik T R R A 35 25 A0 AT T 00 1 4 K35, 24 PDS 7
4 0.3 mmol-L ' i}, i 4 1g CFU-mL ™" f AT B . MS2 I T A VRS 55 25 SR B 100 7 2 06 T g 2R Ak
243 5k 8.8, 30, 30 mJ-cm 2P UV/PDS X KW #F 18 A1 MS2 i KIGRCH =5 T 5l UV, HAE KiG 18
FAE AN 2 O AT 1 B 2, T 5 T 19 58 SN 3R] it Je 1K T B A ML e ) T it R 7 i, X 3R IR
FH UV/PDS #EATIH 5 & SEPR AT AT 9. Wen 85438 T H UV/PMS T. X B T (T harzianum) #5417
I o d ) UV 3R S 4T, 24 PMS & 0.1 mmol-L™' B, f# 2 Ilg CFU-mL™" 19 T. harzianum {4
TG T R AR A 35 mL-em 27 BR T RE R A X B R 5 S A, T et g 1 H TS R
PDS #EAT R B 8. Wang SR8 T FAE A B R 25040 5 T DB IE 4k PS K& K h R IG AT 17, 24
PDS | & 4 2.0 mmol-L ', K [ W IR T 2 7% T H7 A 420 nm 4% 113856 A 19 K FHALLL 8 , 7E 40 min N2
6 1lg CFU-mL™" KA HT B 4l fd 9k KIE s 51 A FesO, F (A4 P /K #4576 K BH Y6 /PDS & & v mf ik — 24 1
PRIZGE R, TEA R A SC IR S T, KRR M 6 1g CFU-mL™ 42 15 2 8 Ig CFU-mL ™2, 75 K 1 88 kL
KBHBETT LA$E = PMS F1 PMS/Fe? {4 2 X KM FF 1 14 K36 %5, 24 PMS Fil Fe? 51l #4351 24 36 pmol L™ Fl
18 umol-L " B, K FHYE/PMS T. 75 K3 5 1g CFU-mL™" {4 K a #T 3 Fr 75 K FHBE A 650 Whem 2, T ZE 78 i
T Fer'fa, KIHGREFERFALE] 450 Whem 205,

DL B2 SRR, S F:06 1k PDS/PMS Al A RUR K Z R UE Y. A S 0 B JLA R 4. 4l
mn, Ye5R S JE— R IE A A RE A, B 1T A /D W e £ FH Ak A AR R e A kT e A I
Wy, SCBR b, W RABER 25 5 MR 55 AN AT W GAT e B IAT KA BEAL AL, I HAR S S AR 2 2
[E]. bbb, T K BHAE = — B A 2R BT U5 i HL25 5 4545, R K BB o 2L nT R4 . KBHBEA 3 1)
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PDS/PMS {ifi A A 7K TR I T8 75 J7 AR AT I 55, S AR B h AN 5t B & SR Ak i T R A IR IR S,
S Je e E K A T e HE R AL T Bl
&2 AT SO BUMAE IR

Table 2 Microorganism inactivation by SO, "-based processes activated by light

(LS HARMAY ST HEEZAES ES PN
Process Target microorganisms Experimental conditions Disinfection disinfection Reference

0.3 mmol-L™' PDS, KT .

KIHFT TR . MS2I B ST YITE30 min 33k 5]

UVIPDS i b T s BT 41g CFU-mL 3% 361
UvpPDS T harziamumfi T 01 mmOI'L;SP Iﬁscff PR KFN2 Ig CFU mL i [37]
1] IL6/PDS KIGHT 2 mmol-L™' PDS, 30°C, pH 6.0, 2>420nm 40 minN6 Ig CFU-mL' KA i 23 [17]
b pg AR 20mELT MG A mmOL (SIS0 g minfes 1g CRUmL KIBHTEATE 4
ﬂg()'[gn/g}gds; - s ﬁffﬁz ’fﬁ’ﬁ*ﬂj‘?ﬁﬁz 0, 050 Whm KHDEPMSIKFFI4S0 Whm*
IR /PMS 136 m’nol, L PMS » KPHYG/Fe? /PMSIR R 555 1g CFU-mL 2k

1.3 BfEIG AL PS KiGiA 4

P 438, PS L REAS A S AL # (NaOH) 16 1k, H T K76 KA AT B O157:H7°. W58 47 T W 415K
5, 4 {fi ] 40 mmol-L™' PS 1 30 mmol-L™' NaOH K, 120 s J5 1 6.21 1g CFU-mL™" KA FT 56 276 Y5 24
A2 BB E 500 mmol-L™' PS #1350 mmol-L™ NaOH I}, 120 s J5 8.64 1g CFU-mL™" 1R T i 2 1§01,
5 Z AT 5O 4 B i R A H, SIS S A9 A/, JHE 3 I PR AT BB R RV R pHL TR Sy
B PR AT A PR T PR pH RS (13K, X AE S Bris F AT BRI AS AT AT Y. SR, 1% 1. 20 0] RE sl FH T3
SRR Tl 7K Bl AR iR b DX i T 7K b 3L
1.4 JREAETE L PS KIGERUEY)

S 3h 2 3 R T MG B R LA 1 R BRI, BRI LLA, 3 Ak — e B A i PDS T Ak
W AR IE F T K TR B TE 5. Xia S HGE T 6 F b R £6 76 AL AR R UEATIH 3, b i1 0 T 4R et
IR TR 1 (Ag-BTO) - L HIAE i A AR, 78 8 75 4R 3l (US) T 30% PDS DL KR KB HFF A #i &
f) US/Ag-BTO/PDS T. 2 1] LLAE 5 min N 6.2 1g CFU-mL™ Y K % #F 18 58 4 7F AAF 6 (5 A 0] 15 35
(VBNC = viable but non-culturable ) IR 2%, 3-7£ 20 min & H 5 B K i VBNC RSN WnE 1 R,
US/Ag-BTO/PDS 14 Z 1114 B 14 8 H JH b X BE 20 A5 57 4 9 1 B A5 L iR & v, i FL bl R 75 3K 3,
A 3 A A R A0 0 A T e £ T P A o, T LR R E R AR A AR R L, S B A R
B A 1 5OR) P AL K T T

@
7

— %
=~ 6 - 6
- il L
|

£s _ i
&) | o US+Ag+PS- E [ —a— Total cell count
A —=—Us oAl —e— Viable cell counts
= 3t *— US+PS =4 3 b —4A— Culturable cell counts
a —A—US+BTO Z 7L
s L —<— US+BTO+PS 5 [
5 2 —v—US+Ag-BTO = 2
© i —»— US+Ag-BTO+PS S F

ok L 1 L 1 L | L 1 .\\sl ok N . N 1 L L p I}

0 1 2 3 4 5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

{/min {/min

B 1 US/Ag-BTO/PS & A1 & Kid K AT LAY 18 1[5
Fig.1 Proposed mechanisms of E. coli inactivation by the US/Ag-BTO/PS combined system"”!

2 PELKMAS5IHE LA (Effects of operational andenvironmental conditions)
HT SO, AOPs T. 2 I TERURAZ AL A1 PDS/PMS Ay & . 432 fl it 1] . 89K pH. A7 B9 B 25
ol PH - SRR IR S5 B R 33K 6 PR 28 X FERICR IS M AE AN [R] (8 T 20 2 vp KB AR R 1Y
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A FA, BV 2 70 2 RN A o] f 8 i B4, (A Qi 2 35 £k PDS 1A R B RIR (1) 1 B v 2 — L5 S
AR LIRS B IS A7 AR DG R AR i AT TS
2.1 CT{HM M

#£ Wordofa 55 Ff| Fe'/PDS A& Z X} KM FF iR A7 ICE (U980 R 5 40 &k LTl o i iR &k
149 P 338 00T S5 e PR 2, T B ) 5 o A R 1) FH 2 I 2 S R SR I OC RO R ARk TR
RE T B Fe® FH f: 110 14 T T80 588, 1075 S B () D B Fe e B ) 385 M i 2 48 50k O #F Xia S50
KIRWE BB /PDS A Z8 K G K AT W A B 52 o, Bl PDS A 0.2 mmol- L™ H{ /%) 1.0 mmol-L™, NP 5|
AN 0.15 g L7 B4 1.0 g L', KIGRCREAT BIBE 5. 7 b T3k 5 A R0 35 PR 42 J3T A R, s A B ) K
SN #ERCR . R, 78 Sun S8 H 3 7 2 LR ALLIE B v, [ %5 PDS 51l 4 A 0 mmol-L™" 3 il 5
10 mmol- L', MS2 W A (1% 2K T35 2503838 hin, SR KA AT 8 AT R A6 19 2R 15 &80 3 32 PDS F1l 2 1 52 1A 458
/Bl B CT (B AR 2 A (5 FGH B 1 AL T 20T, JOTE SR AL R 2 55 40 sk vl DL 5'6 38 8 (7% 335 Jon g 384
(O30 =05 35 < R[] ).
2.2 pHEMF N

FR 8 AH SCAE 5% 48, T B 3008 &2 B pH A 1Y 10 3 52 . ) QN 7E Xia S5 445 b, RARWE B8k m/
PDS Z Gt KT B 1 KOG SR BEE pH (E 1 3.0 B85 9.0 117 32 #7 FEAKCY; 78 Wang 25 (145, Bl
% pH{E M 4.0 39 2 9.0, AT WO /PDS A £ 14 1 75 25 % 3 i B3 A% 7); 78 Wordofa 55 i) T 52 1, 7
Fe?'/PDS {4 2 H i K I A 1R K3 R Bl 47 pH (B 5.0 35151 9.0 17 BEAIK, i 3 B2 KR ik 4544
Fe? TP BUZR A i A DT 5 300D 0 IR 6 35 A SSOR R AT AT 34 2 B VR pHL (LR 2 3% 33K 3 501 2 il L
I A PR BT A 20,

pH (B 1 2 2t P2 09 %2 A LR JLASJ7 e (1) pH RS2 Wil 35 Wh 2k B 1 19 JE 25 (2) pH (B3 Wi
PDS/PMS i Ak 1o 72 i 1 PR A 09 A 1 (3) pHL (A 2 5% 1) ff A 9 19%) 3 T PR fap S HXoF 355 P 0 o ) 53 A
J1. REFCRRK A A KT pH H— M AE 6.5—8.5 Z 0], 723X [l kA T 10 2 72 vT e e LR 4
AT, 10 B A A RN 35 B R A AL 7R X 1 pHL Y T P A4 L0 LA A9 O 35, DA B 7 B SO il 1k 452
5 A T PR K B S 25 A4 T, Bl AL Y PDS/PMS AR 22 1] fiE 2 1l A T 8 T 745 1) R S e %
2.3 JKJBAY S

%48 (DO = dissolved oxygen) . DOM(dissolved organic matter) . JCALFH 21 A1 BH S+ DL M &7
A (SS = suspended solid) 25 7K F i & 7E AR FE B 25200 SO, AUTH FERCR. 41 1—20 mg L' MIARR &
AR B8 R (X K A TR A T T R0%, TR R IR I A 3 e I S R IR R SRR k™ /PDIS 44K 2 TN I T 54K
B AER ZHAF S HE H DOM SR AIRAR 2 9 T B2 880%, (H7E R SR 1 ¥ 2k /PDS & & 1 DOM X}
KM ¥ w1 04 T8 2 A8CR B A SR AR, A58 3R, 7E 45 1 mg-L™' 19 DOM J&, K AT I 1Y KT 2R 48
=, (H B DOM #E— N2 5 mg- L™ A1 20 mg L', KM AT TR 1) K36 2R I 2 B CY. (IR IR EF DOM 1)
HER LN A R DOM H I X6 28 B AT 5L AT AT LE PDS A= % SO, Al HO 45 1 M AP ). 5 %4k
ALY, BB Aok 7K e o B 43 AEDO B BURR, R A Bk W o 2598 BRI 22 5 31 S8 i R 0L A28 U
IR S B by FH vz 22 3] B A K BRI R e 8 il i A 3T B

3 SO, B4 K iEWLEE(Mechanisms of microorganism inactivation by SO, based processes)

HHTC 24 SCHE T SO, I AR Wy LB, (H B0 SCHR v W0 S AT A A s R . A B
B NI AR BE G5 K HLEE: (1) OB R A 3, E G i 1 s R Al Ande] 7 A= 9, S 52 Sl ) K
5 1Y T EE R0 DL R R AR IR 4 (2) NRUZE A B8, B 20 1 I A IR S 3 o (T 4 R T
LR A 45 ) 52 03 P A ) ek T BRI
3.0 IEVEMIR B A S DK

TE A6 W WOG TR AL Y PDS 5 PMS 119 3 F2 v, 37 P b i) 2B RS0 AR X 17 RV BT Y . A AR
UV/PDS {AZ 1, Sun ZEH5 T SRS MR P) B X TR AT B . MS2 FAF 119 CT H, 45 R LW
FRHCR N HO > S04~ > COy ™~ 2 O, P {H 5 Z MY S, 78 Wang 25 BB 5E 1, SO~ X 38 1o 7] WL o't/
PDS {4 Z A i FF B 2% 16 119 BTk AR B S 3 K HO' M O, 17, O B 5 [ i 364 He, SO, HAT # Xt
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B 1) 5 A R SR 1 AR RE T R [RIAR 9 45 SR R — B0 S ph T T 4 AN [ ) sk v, 49
UNTE Sun & BIWFFE A {8 FH 3l g A A0 ke 19000 43 A 3% 4 40 Jo 1) BT R0, i 7E. Wang S5 A5 U A
P 30 1570 3 2[RI RE 4 H 8.

ERAN R, B TERYF NS5, B 3004k o B AT 30 & 2%, 78 Fe?/PDS (K R+,
Wordofa %5 18 iz 52 46 A1 F4 A AU 1 5 325 3E B SO, S BRI AT 18 O157:H7 41 i 2K 1% 4 3 & [k HO" [k
5450, HFI R SO, RIS AT g 5 5 KA AT B O157:H7 21 Jfd B 3% 1 1) & H ik AT 1) o BB 2 %
PEA 0O R AR R /PDS R 2 v, AR HEA0 i 70 5256 A A7 ROS AN A, K36 K AT B 9 16 M
JEBT#k A SO, > HO™ >H,0,™, W55 PDS REAS A R 25 A 8 K AR WG # 4w R1m, JE S far 4 45 &
AW DA G AR A P74 fFE Wang 2548 1] W )'6/PDS/hydro-char {4 28 I 6 KM AT B 1) TAE 1,
SO, # A Ry S FECK A AT 18 6 1 E B R, AE %R &R b, SO, EE @ 3 ke = A (138
1 7] UG PDS; (2) 3 3 2 Fe( 1) #3% PDS; (3) 3 i Y64k 7= A (1 ¥ I35 PDS. 7656 T84
(1% PDS/PMS AR R ) —AS B SR, S SRR 62 5 B IR KA W 2, e R R
PERY pH R . FEXT A HLTS Y Py 0% [0 fife 2ok A v sk 26 3 M AR BK 5 ) |l R — AR AR AT 2200 B DTk 4. )
w, — ST Fe(IV) 7 RE 2 2 5 234 W 19 2 BR AL FR 2, (HY2 A0 1k WA ELHEIEHE UE B, PR s
A [ AR — Y.

FEFT R R AL R e, Xia SF4RGE T 38 o AR A A H DR AU RS Ak PDS i 22 A AR
SO, Fl HO Xt KW AT B AT R R G B /] 2 SR T 36 PR Fl i 7= A i A2 0, HE (B A5 D6 T 1Y) 2l ok
fifi H US/Ag-BTO/PS 1A 2 K36 KM AT B 9 b A v 2% 078 75 50 R F eh 36 S0Pk 22 T i B R0 T, n e vl
HL P AR P AR B ] DL BTG b i R R ke s ik ) ph 32 .

Reactive
. h* H,O .
Ultrasqmc - ‘OH species
vibration \\\\ o 02 OH )

»)l_’ > 10: |0,
N
O2 ) ¥ E.coli
0/ HzO 10,

Ag-BTO = /\52082 H,0,
ng\e\ 0, \c
& +
O 'H,0/OH; O” h" | e o a»

Culturable VBNC Dead
Piezoelectric process Reactive species formation Bacterial disinfection

2 US/Ag-BTO/PS & &1 R K KA B HLEL I £ 1 )
Fig.2 Proposed mechanisms of E. coli inactivation by the US/Ag-BTO/PS combined system!

3.2 BREEMIRHAR A K

AR A ER AL T — 26 50 TR W R AN g i SR RO TR 1945 B, TR T SO, iHEE T2 AL
BRI G0 2 DA SO0 S AROUR P AR AT T 75 4. £ 600 Wang SE4RGE T AT TR 1) 240 B 32 ) 1 i mT IOk
B PDS B r= A TG PEW) R O B IR, B 5 CAT (catalase) A1 SOD (superoxide dismutase ) 55— 2641 E AL il
P T I 5L K 21 DNA 32400, B SE 07, ZEAD AT T ok A AR rhfidt K JA i G 58 120 72,
FEAR 2] T ARRURI AL, R4 D& 3 o TR 45 00 oA DA A RS i B 26 38 48 A B 4 [ e 4. Xiao SEAF 5% T
T RKIHFFE KGR ZVUPDS 1K R, 38 3 5345 L 1833088 (SEMD) 448 1 32 104 18 T S BIE, R W
SO, 7 2t Jid BE B3 41 i B5E 1 5| S A SO iz, 5% Wil JBE 1) 3 35 M 0 AR B ) i, e ¢ T BROCHDAS ATl 45 407
Xia S5 F I R IR W 82 /PDS T2 RGN 1 KW o i MO e oR 2k /8, el SIE ok SR J2 /01 200 i o
JIEE 2 S0 0 240 TR A M 56 52 B R 4 v A i M) B B B0 Y. R BacLight kit i f98 G TE B WSS
ARG R /PS A 2 v 20 o I A 388 25 PR A8 Ak, RIS B 1 ATP /K 2080 T [, 20 A LT 76 ik 1) PR
T AT . AR, AT A A 5 30 4 1) S5 1y M 00 o 3 ok 9 B Ay BT 8 A S 400 o) R 5 v ) R

[39]
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il ATP (I B, 1 PRI 7E 28 33 2 AL s, Jl ek 5 A B a1 . SR DRI A5 2 AP AR W) 0 2B I 4
Vi, f5 5 1 WLEE 2] DNA 2571 1928 S5 B 32 W08 55 AT H1 L PR 2 DNA B 38 B (H/E 5 [R] T 4E H
Ak B S ) 40 AT BB AL T — ] AT AR AT K5 3R (VBNC) (AR ZS, 33X Atk 2547 vT BB X K (R it e At e XL
BB Xia SR T — 0BT 09 B A AL R AL T 3 T 2R AL TR VBNC RS AR 7. i 58 N Bl 4o
PR R ATP(adenosine triphosphate ) 7K 1 AT 855 72 R3S 09 KT 5 DL K VBNC K7 T B8 4 A i 4 5
T M, I8 o 2T AR I K W A T A9 i 4 A8 A IE BH KB A TR A AT 35 2 RS FN VBNC RS 8 A
ROK G P, B2 T SO, AOPs RE A% 38 if 4801k b [7] At A1 e 52t 40 O, 8 P S5 4 H S 30X ik A 4
I 5% 380 L A 2 o %) 28 ik 4 AL

4 HEEBIT=YWHIE B (Formation of disinfection by—products)

FT SO, W T AT AR T /KR BE AN B, (R s A2 b 7= AR iV B2 R = P JAR A w4 .
S AEATAT Y SO R R Ak 2A B, AR ATk e 25 B B DBPs( disinfection by-products) , 4% 5 F
SO, M T2 FBerh £ 1) DBPs Al fig 5 . UGB — 1 S0 55 01 B2 i B2 OB iy DBPs A ], (HEAT]
U [F) R 2 B — i A A R XU, . A 19 X T SO AR B2 7K T B Ak B 2 O i T 7 DBPs B4 T
gk
4.1 ToHLE= PRI

i LT SO, TR B /K A B A vh 2 UTC LR 7 0, SRS % T LR 7 90 2 th PDS B¢ PMSS 73+ fiff
AR B R L. 48 PDS B H1 T 1 mol A PDS A ™A= 2 mol B2k, JCHLEN Wy W L ™ 8.
TR G A BB RRER O 50 IR K S0 8 W1 7= Az s e, e T 20 2V ) T AR >0 Jm 38 it 1R 6 ok 1
it 500 mg L™ 9 4R K U SR T AR R R 7R 98 B BR OR R b 4 iR RS B W) K - (secondary
maximum contaminant level = SMCL) #5532, IR H /K R IR £: B9 SMCL & 250 mg-L ™" ™1, (BRI fr 5
R ) PDS B PMS fie & & # 43 ff A R R R, JF LA 250 mg- L™ 814, 1] PDS F1 PMS (14 5 K A Ky
1.3 mmol-L™ 1 2.6 mmol-L™. {H7E¥F 2 B 18 A9 SCHk f, PDS/PMS Ay 77 i By it 1 %3+ 50, X & W]
TESEBR N IS BRI, a2 B R h 1Y I8 AT RE 23 OB AT T 2 00 IR

MR 7B AR ER, H T F PR AR AR 1A i Ak R o T RE Rk S B B B 4. B 1 b SCH 3 py gk sk, H:
b4 8 SR G B AT B AT BB B A FH R ). I AnTE PDS/PMS T Ak, &l 230 1 Ak S P08 iy e A
e, A4 5 8 A 7, A8 B 7R AR AT b BT A IR FH /K . 7 SE BRI T, 4 )8 5E 4 Ja@ A RHI IR Hh iR 202
— > F ]

WAk, 240 SO, #EAT /K AR B Ab BRINF, SR R B9 I AT BB N 75 — > T . G881 /K rh 38 ik
FEAE, ALY REAE 1 SO, UMb MU SRR ER , 3O UR PH Ak LK 118 AHE 38 8 17 R R ) gt BFe ) R, i T34
ZURN SR RO SR UK v Sl IR R 1K B e 2 25 K P AR 3 52 0 0.7 mg- L™ A1 0.21 mg- L™ 1,
PRHTEAT FH RS T SO, 1 20 AR B 5 v vk J3E S8 A ) () 7K IR A5 2 X0 SR R B9 TE UL 7 DA DG TE.

42 AHLE= PRI R

TEHET SO, 1Y L2 T /K (A ¥R J32 T B A BRIN 38 23 7 LR A HILEI 72 ). SO, HEN Ry i — i (8, 31
1Y A 2, 5 A PR SRS PRI A R pd R A FRBEAR LG, SO, AR BAA HLRN - Bl A R 4RI, B i)
— WG 5E R WIFE ] SO, A B /K i HL TS Y My RN K T 1 b v 23 ol 77 A A AL IR AR 7). Horp— sy
MLBRER R, 141 4N 2 %5 B (phenyl sulfate ) FIT R %] H 3 i (p-cresyl sulfate) #2124 F IR FFAE R = . KL
TR LT SO, /K TR BETH B AL BRI S A b, 1 — 20 ) A DG A AL R ER IR 1 2 1) B s

) ASS, 7K Hh i A7 7 9 S AP AT A SO, 8 A N TG S AT, 4 CI, CLyFil CLO™, 53k 637 1 5
Wy oo 308 3 BB I AR 8 55 7K Hh s it AR LA SO B = e FRBE L T TR L /K S A ) AL
R Py, 3 e AR 77 o 2 X N 2 Mt R ™ T R B . T R T R R AR, B T RESSIE
BCIRACFORAL N 7. PR E XS 7K 38T SO, (1 TR JBE T B A BRLIN 55 2256 b AL BI 7 W) 9 TE WL . 3B+ il
BEPEHEATITAR.
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5 B4 5RBH¥E (Conclusions and future perspectives)

ARICLER T I T SO, 9 AOPs W 11 B 09 WF 58 HE J§& . AR SO S Il Bt 1 5 A1 k50 v 4% Fh Ak T
SO, ZOM AN R s A= 1 i K A T, 3ok 28 T DR A L8R 2y 32 030 =R 2 kA DAl B A 2
b B R ER 1 A (N T HL AR ), B X0 2% 288 2 i 1 WIS 2 Je A 2 Bk BEAT 4, JF e T4 28 20
TR THTEA R O bl s 6 AR SCHER 1 AN ) # DR 3R AN ER 5 S5 M XM T PR RE A 520, (45 2 B RR 3k
A AL TR B0 T o | B R 8] G HRGE | pH R, ¥ A SRR A K JE T80 0 5, 0 B 3R [) PR 3R 3 s
We ) SR EAT T e E— 2P IR T LT SO, T AT W TG AILEE, I DA f B0 i Se I B R Ay
TERIR, BN B B R A B S TG PR A AT T I, AR A A 3 A A o Gl 2 S T Y TR, O
HONTRA: 0 £ B2 6 T SR B S OGBS, AS SR 75T SO, T2 W F h AL A
PLIHRE R ™) BT 1, J8 AL AR BRI 48 1 5 B W8 AT O 19— LE 9 2L Y 1) . i 7 0 ik
NFIET SO, T AR IR AL B A vp TR AT 4R 44 1 2L

(1) H A58 A Sy BR T 505 2 B0 A= 10 00 R 0%, B0 DR B A T . MIS2 WG T 4 R A 77 96 -, 3k %o Bk 1
SO, HYTH T 7 EEAE T 35 B0 TR W K3 I T A0 3 P A s 4R R 5 B8O A R I 2 5 A
A AR S B A Wy R AT 8 A A R [ S B AT 1 LA 2D, 25 TR B SO, ik Rk, AR Sy
TR B B —Se i A W o TR [ A ) ) R 3 AT LU DA R AT 5T

(2)TEWS SR A s AL iy b A2 b, & ik (Can Fe(IV) R Fe( V) ) X G2k #2355 B AR T it ANV 2. 1A
I, HAETFERRAN S8 mXEA R T 204 T S0, . HO LA H,0,. O, 'O, S H A g M9 i
AEGT BT R 0 ) T R RS A . DR R 4k (AN Fe(IV ) A Fe(' V) ) A5 5% 26 W 2% 37 1) TR AR A7 2 1
E B AR .

(3) B, BT SO, L 20 B2 B 7 W) 9 E AT AT 1 2 0, 75 B0 i A= 0 A B s A7 0 BL)
A= A HLE] = D A TCHLRD = W) 24T 58 2 A5, DL TR I 2 6 T T SO, 1 AL B J5 /K Y
B AR ALY BRI TR

(4) 57 SO, "y AOP A FRFL AR, F AR SCRRHR TE AT L3 3k 5500 S 07 49 ik 8 4 T F 808, (B A g s
S| R — SRR IR, Al 7K b 2R 9% 2t v 7 UV MG, BRI EL 25 T 45 K i if, #t
2 SRR K 2248 9 JE b 575 /K HE AT S BUR U8 A I HoS AR SR, B3 22 13 ] R BRA%E, AT
DA 5 | AT SR ERSS & UV R DR w5 o i 6 A 16 AL 2803 B R T R R, — 5 T REAT 3R A S
PIR BN B, 55— J5 T AT DA 80 il G Ak 4 0 2305

(5 EGEIZ T A B R, HET SO, i AOPs SR TE A=K | 3T /K = 0 237 B b i1 7 00
AR RS — 2R, TR A K IR S A R AT G W), SO, TT LATR] o B il 265 e ), IF
HoaT LUK Z2 B0 I A= 105 — 02 Rk, ISR SRR S J0 vk 20 38 338, T R 6 02 1l LAV i 2 i
5 HLad BRI R 2 v] LA RO TG AR B BAT ST AY TR S PR B S5 A W = SR Be R R I 2137 BT A7
AT REAL T 2% pH YL, 1 SO, HAT [ 1Z pH i v 11 .

% BB XS BRI ER ) A pH S5 H 0™ A% I ER, TR AN T B 11 K ik R S5 — 2/ N R AE
PG E P E T SO, AY TR HE T 75 7K A B T 20 A8 O AL L A R R 7K A BT 18 17 T B A i 5 63X Aol
LT, AR BHAESE A AR T IR N8 AL T SO, BT T R vl RE LKy 52 B T R % e H bp—— W i 1Y
TR T A SR i B e Sk A2
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