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B OB W AR RS ) B38BT AT AL ) 2 SRR e S S SR A R LA R, 0 US4 B Y
BB R, AT WA €01 A7 HLBKR AT ILA -5 S (LC-OCD-OND-UVD), 540 i) WO HE | = 4k 500 3% AR
BT B BORZRAE T AN R SO 55 30 2 0 W P AT AL B AL O il o S5-I fE 2 MR B IR A ML,
25 o VA T LR O AR A 8 A T B TR R AR OK 9 R vk /N A AL & 8, HLHCZE 23 L B9 i 3 SRCHE e 36 g
I3 B B2 o 60% 1 28%. AR ERE YR P Y R AR W) 2 WAL 7 (BP) S HdR WA . S S AR AT PR ) A
BP Jf 5 225 WSS BE TR 0 40 7= 4 0 TOC Bk R<10%. X F & AT 4% WIE 2Ny Fig, HHEHS A
A% TR A8 S e ME AT A B AT L) S R RSB B TE o SR AR 3 % . LC-OCD-OND-UVD 254 HoAt 3R AiE J7
IEENE TR AR B BL S B AR TBE . nIoNIRA T A ML AL i e 4R S %

REIE WPOBURW WEANLY R AP S REEAL

T B ORI PR R h e AR KR A IROB IR, KN B A B A A R 2 MR R TS e,
[Fi) Fof i 5 3L (] 9 S, A HL v B s Bl 2 e As , ARMESRBOER (S B, A3 IR Y AL
R T WHE. WA LY (dissolved organic matter, DOM) &R I8 I E LMz —, A Pk
(total organic carbon, - TOC) Y 80% LA -1, MG 5 KW, 4532 U8 P (1) DOM + 40 5 i 5
MR . HLER FSE K PEAT ALY X 3 Fh A4, DOM i i 2545 LK (dissolved organic carbon, DOC) i
H 7F.800~20 000 mg-L™", H:rv i 5 J5T 78 1 G2 U8 W 1 EL A9 T R 5k 709% . B A SELIE A JR] A A
DOM FY 2R it 25 % A8 b 2584k, 38 3R BUA I 9 S 2 A ALY & it A I i

RARBOEUE W Z A ILYE B, RIS . IR S0 B SR 033 o BT VA 45 S TOC B
JEIEHEAT 4 Hr . HUO 4817 2k H XAD-8 il FH i+ 22 45 44 i 3 5 DOM, % 4 i 21 43 9 R PR AT T 1
B, kBB AE S 0, A R 0 LA AT BN ) 45% A A, PR, R B 2R BE H 4 R
RAEMEZ B . T ALY R Z R0 R 265 FT S, 38 i = 482 % DR 28 08 55 5 53 170 8
KE BRAEIEHR 2 REAIY, REHEA] 3 # 2R E A", AFTAB 451 Sk ] = 45280
Wi HER: 2021-04-23; RAHHEA: 2021-05-29
EEHH: HEYIMRHHGHRITH (CYI20180307163205964); |~ 4R i e 48 9 & 50T & FMARHIF H (2018GKTSCX065)
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ST IERA LY, KA NI EZR B RAIY), A5 62%, HaZ HREAAN
Yo G SR AEU SR ] = 4EDE 0 AN 5 S T WO E A 5Y T R A AF R 437 3208 U8 W DOM ) 48 i 28 1L
RIAFER B IOB IR T E A LY & DOM 1 2 7, bifi g SO ()34 hm , 285 58 s LY %
Wi . EMA TR B, A I E R AR 8 5% 5 55 7 (size-exclusion chromatography,
LC) FIAS R 25 45 A, XA ML #EATRAE, vl LC 5 Z4E5 bk #5 ", A Hlimdks il #5146
WA WA LRI RS . RS DOM 73 A [RI 2055, I AT %240 43 19 R AE S EGHE AT S0 3 #r
W AT ARAR R — L AN R R AE T 2 BB 22 55, SEmiRBCE Z A E R

BRI A HLY X LA R, BRI, AR I T 2 B IR A LY PR B
o BLAREE AR T Bl AR B DR R T oME IR R AT HLYD 0 o T A5, OB R KA L oy R R SR KA N gy
., FEAREBEE . AV A S AR E NG, s R, R A E
AV 3 A G oA, XTB R A A 3B A H L L, ARMTSCREN R B IE W, A
AR TS - HLRR - HLA -SSP UK (size-exclusion chromatography-organic carbon detection-organic nitrogen
detection-ultraviolet visible detection, LC-OCD-OND-UVD), F-25& WG4 5 . =4E 5 6 ML shn] Wog
TEXTB IR A ALY AT T RIEF AT, WF5E T AN [FAF FR b7 932 I8 DOM 19 AT ML 20 U 1iE B 5
AAALXT A YL Sy B sE ), BIFFE S5 SR 0] S B OB UE R P A B RS
1 AR
L1 SERKHE

B UE W Y DR [ R IR Y, VTR T 25 a i EY, HEiC #HmA 9a, 2 W11
BT 2012 F B AMA, HArIfEE 9. 1301 2 3 57 B U8 W 0 A LA B UE W 1 B I8 2 /R .
2 FBIE W Y FE K BRI DL 1,

F1 NRERBEEKBEIERR
Table 1  Characteristics of the landfill leachates

B COD/ TOC/ UVas/ o SUVA/ Ss/ - L5/
Z the oS

(mg'L™) (mgL") cm’! (L-(mg'm) ") (mgL™) p (mS-cm™)
BB 1030 258 555 029 1000 226 97  8.44 13.51
B2 6925 2211 29.5 0.24 8000 1.57 167  8.26 48.11

12 KHERFEWL

IR B il B 0 i i 45 B4 K, B 500 mL — gV BE A SLEUK , B T hedidr, Bom/b iz g
WREW, (O TOC(w:w) 4331k 3 Fl 6. FARE 1 FEARHEFE (300 rmin™) (IR A5, 7 1 min
F1 30 min B 235 BOUKFEMA 0.5 mL 1 mol' L™ WY GRACHR AR 4, T BR AR A S &Rl . 5250 o A8 3% 8 X
HEZH HE7E 1 min F1°30 min A FH e 55 20 0 5 R0
1.3 BHYIWESS

B B e WU R 2 1 pm JEJE (GF/B, Whatman) i3 7€, % pH Ji5 i iF XAD-8 il XAD-4 # I 4
B G L4 B ok 2B KA WL (hydrophilic, HPI), % 7K P4 H 4 45 HL 4 (hydrophobic neutral, HPO-
N). 59 1 K H 48 ML) (transphilic neutral, TPI-N), %7K PR (hydrophobic acid, HPO-A) F155 1t 7K
P iR (transphilic acid, TPO-A)', 4143 ) TOC ¥ & R I #A B2 A Ak -E 4 #£ S W Wi i (TOC-L CPH/
CPN, &9t Ml o
1.4 LC-OCD-OND-UVD 43

3% B DOC He (93 08 W , ] LC-OCD-OND-UVD 43 #F (Model 9, DOC-Labor), 3 /™ il 5 A]
SR XA LY AT R A R AE . Horp OCD & XA ALER B B, UVD & X 254 nm A&k (#9555 i 41
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4y OF B RS AN ZE44) /i 7, OND J2 5§ A HLA (5 DOM 454 BYA HLE) MICHL A (il iR £ A4
R BIME N . FELR AR S0 A B A5 SR sk B ARk, Ak RNERRERE R SR, AT
0.45 um 3T JERE . A NE . BERERE 1000 uL, ViE N 2.0 mL-min ', {488 i E] 70 min, A HLY)
RS P gy AW R A ) (biopolymer, BP), JEFE%) 5 (humic substance, HS), J& 45 43 i A% 1Y
& 43 F o & 28 )8 5l B ) I (building block, BB), K4 7 WA HLY AR VA HLY (low molecular
weight neutral/acid, LMWN/A), A HL44L 45 v] 8 1 P & 5 ChromCALC #4728 PEfe &1
1.5 FiEnE

WG TE I UV, 8408 A] W43 0606 BE 3 (UV2600, & Ht); = 4k %6 5% 6% (Lumina, Thermo
Scientific): i DOC ¥ BERG B 2 Gridi yi [l , WO FUR B 48 58 0 Sam, 0K 24 200~450 nm,
RGP N 250~550 nm, LN 1200 nmomin', PMT 24 700V, 4 5 60 35 Ul 25 88 21 7K 7Y
DEEHGTE L BB S B 5 . R A A EFC #1347 5047 o
1.6 Hfhigtr

BOD R I W W & 22 7% (BOD Trak 1T, M4 %) %€ ; COD 2R F P 3 i 4 6 o6 J 1 (DR1010+
DRB200, M5y) Ml ; pH R HIH L (FE28, HMgf4e i) WE 5 Fe -5 580R F F A% (FE38, ki) il
A Rk (HI96727, MA4N) M s R ROR CHEBEFR M (4r it 73 %4 210 Da, 4.3 kDa.
6.8 kDa, 10kDa, 17 kDa, Polymer Standards Service GmbH, Germany) 17K (138 Da, Bl 1) 1E
JFRUESL, #F LC-OCD, LA OCD fE Rt ¢, OB BS540 F i SR PE R
2 #ER5iTE
2.1 A[EH4 878 Y LC-OCD-OND-UVD 4¥{iF

&1 2 2 Pk B iE M 4H 43 % A LC-OCD-OND-UVD 4358, 7610, 20, 30, 40, 50 F160 min
%) 2 WA X 23 7 B 43 S 19 3290 43270969, 217, 49 1 11, i OCD %Al A1, 4FiRB e
Y BP 414> B 3 = T 2B IR (K 2), 454 & 1 # UVD FI OND KIS ] 0L, 4F 482 B3B8 i T Y
BP 41 433 90 10 A v A AL AL S AN AR 1Y UV s, WRICRAAE , 158 WY 0 20 3 5 80 L SUBEE Bl 3 0 45 1 4%
A KA BE e I SO S A B ) A S S 3, REHTIY BP 28 ML) I A A A T R

WY B IR BP A4 S BAE R B IR AR, EXT N A UV I HI A 22 R K, B4 —E 4R
WS, BP AL 5 A WL 2 Wi o g, (HH P UV RIS LY (% 95 & RS 1R g
F) ToE R . 1 OND IS ] 1L, 28 U8R BP 2073 10 & B FRA%, (B A4 43 44 s s fin, 4%

BN BP EEHS MNBB EELMWA LMWN BN BP EEHS BB M LMWA LMWN
160 OND —OCD — JUK2HMUVD 160 OND —OCD — JUJ2fFMUVD
80 80
18 F 15t
\‘ 16 - A._ \‘ 16 =
L_; 14} L‘; 14}
o> 12 o 12
&0t & ot
= =
BN E o8
6 6k
41 4f
2 L 3 Fom — 2 L
0 1 1 L L 1 L 1 0 L 1 L L 1 L 1
0 10 20 3 40 50 60 70 0 10 20 3 40 50 60 70
[} [E] /min [ [E] /min
(a) BUEW1 (b) BUEM2

B 1 [REIERNEEE
Fig. 1 Chromatogram of landfill leachate
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) 2 6 A 26 /Y HS. BB Fil LMWA 4H 43 i & 0r T
SR BT BRI . BEET BP 44 43 IS A AR 7 NNE
Sy F B E R A B Y Y, H R R or N v N
HNRGEK RN . L, RIEETTRNEG e Br N

R IR S R A A AR, T AR BP 4143 g7

S T, AAAR T R I 439 0 - A B B8 7 3% Br

B RS, HRFA A 0 AR A A 4 o 7

BT, FERZRIEEBEAIY . Si4h, 4 UVD 1 7N
%H OND E%%Hd‘ lEﬂj‘T] 11 min Hd‘ E]/‘J {%"?ﬂpl , Ef 0 HS LMWN BB BP LMWA
DIHEMN S U8 T e AR AE — R A, Hosy GLIETEY

TR KT BPA Sy, AEMEN UV, B2 SsRiis 2 FaBNTEAHE S L5
18 R LA e s 3G, OCD A ) 28 % H 3 A 1R Fig. 2 Proportions of different components in the DOM based
B on organic carbon in landfill leachate

BR BP 2051, 2 R LIS BRI B B A A AL AR (151 2) 1 1A 2 1B DR U B R A
BLY B LE 5173500 S 609% FiT 48% , 41 53 LA /NP 2 & HS>LMWN>BB>LMWA . i % B 4F R
A, BUEW PR E PR A ML LB E R L X O A3 SCHR AR E B9 25 SR AT

HIE 2 AT, 2 P iR WO 3 A ML AL o3 e AR AL, DERAE S, BP H o PRl o0, B
JT AR R E R AR 01 v AT AL R FELBUER A HLA o EMWN AT BE 2 32 U8 W P AT BIL 2H 0 1 e ¢
A, AHAWAE R T 6, X 2 FB Bl B/CAIE R 03 724 (R DM EZERK. 54,
HIE LAl o3 B A [ 64 3 i 5 B 26 A L 44, WIREEAE HS-BB-LMWA 173 it L3R . H.
EARE AL, HEAE ) fif 8 25 fe )5, DOCA HE N A 3%~4% (151 2) 1) LMWA, 3 Al g2 B i 5 6 R
O TR LY R BE R Y, s SR B UV IR ISR & RURRE o X SR AL AT RE S R IR A L
Y. &R HA TS SONEFISS F R Y B R, ME LA YR . DRI, b3R8 R A Ak i AR
HhOR S DGR EA HLY , IX AL RE SR AR W Ak BRI S Y PRI AR A

2.2 R[EIEIE IR R = 4 R A SAEHFIE
BUEWE B = 42O GTE WL 3 FR o 2 Fis OB i B T RR AR A WO X B A
AXS DGR FAXT SR
450 5 450 5
400 4 400 4
£ 350 |3 £ 350 3
NS N
% 300 2 § 300 p 2
250 1 250 P4 1
200 0 200 0
250 300 350 400 450 500 550 250 300 350 400 450 500 550
KA mm RSP /nm
(a) BRI (b) BIEW2

TE: P1I~P443 51 4] UL IX 2 ' HURR S8 AP X AR AR | Uk X (A BRI A X R (R
B3 wiRiSRiR=HREE
Fig. 3 Three-dimensional fluorescence spectra of DOM in landfill leachate
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LA P1 U (Ex 320 nm/Em 410 nm) FIf GRS X R FTHIRA ALY H P2 1§ (Ex 250 nm/Em 460 nm)!'*'**%
7R A LA AR i ) 28 A AR T R B R 1 TG B B = TR R 2, B A LY
%) J 5 o P B iR, T 2 ) BB A DS R AR A, X5 R 2 b — B DR U B R A ML Y L
5] B v T 485 SR A — B

BUEH Y 53 Ah 2 i AR R R A E R A HLY 1Y P3(Ex 280 nm/Em 340 nm) Fl P4(Ex 230 nm/Em
340 nm), XY TG Y 25 DOM & JF M2 FE R 45 1 2 B LA ALY A G AR
BRI T 5 R R R B A ML & e BGE BT OB IR 2 1Y P3 I PARRIESE WA o ) 5T id
WHABRRWSFHE, X532 D& A KEMN BP 4504 X (& 2).. P3 Fl P4 I 158 FE 78 —
5 U A VR U B A AT e o i T R4 B A W BRI A AL, R R B RIS LY A
M TAERBIEW A BIC T AR B MM IS (& Do HREZMNE, LCaM b i &
LMWN 2043 (] 2) 76985006185 8 T 5 28 W S8 AL B i 00 /N oA DL X0 (HL Ik X0 T8 WY 26
g 34k, PLJE FIE A A [F) A% R A 4 A 0, 330 A FE A BOAH I A LY, X 5 LC Bk A
LY 56 400 B I 25 308 — 30 (B 1) X RIS IEM A VL 24k, BWE A LERHZF Tk
PEATAHELEDIE BT, A BB AR BUET C M5 B .
2.3 RIS TR RAY K IN AT DL IR YT e T 4 AE

Kz 15 1 G 5 41 5T LG A L 4 R o .
. . . y — BIEW
2 i B 355 U 1 B VR AE W, G B - i

B I G SR EREAR, UAE 250~300 nm 424
TS AW . b7 0B U DOM B 3 &2 4,
B HLYIAE 58 A0 X A WO s 3R BB DR i h
JERERR ALY & B WH, BEA S
] S, X A A A HIL 0 A e 2 1 75 0 A PL
Yys [, R RE T R R A BT 2 A A R . . .
KAEIY, ALY EE SN Wm0 . 250 300 350 400 450 500
195 BB ROAT IR BT B AL B el
BALFREE L B0 2u1 i S B T e . 4 igt&i%it&\iﬁﬂﬁ%%9l\ﬂm%i%
TR AT WL S B T 5 2 AR 2 Fig. 4 Ultraviolet visible spectrum of landfill leachate
W R A B A LAY FE AR e G SR 98 B D 2 50 .
GO SRR B AT M N i
24 RSB IERA BN GE5 BHHE TON O
1 5 915 W O R [ 413 7 o 9 e ol \
2 Pl UE W A ML 2 B0 v g 1 i 3 8
U VRS 5 1) 2 A SURRAE R OK A AL 43 5 20k
5745919 F1.56.3% . X5 2 D HUR I B 17 4R ol %§
BRI KA O, Bk 2 WIS S 0 78 $2 ORI l%%
B, AR RS 4 B 3007 AR B IR S AR o Lz Z Al
TR R R B TR, 0 e o B0 kool
IR IR MR AE . 3o, 5 He Bl i) SR K DOMZ14>
PEA LY, L2 T B S 3 0 A ML R IR 2 Bl 5 $i3R8 K H DOM A5
—, WESAE Y FEAFE /N TIsTE . R Fig. 5 DOM components in landfill leachate
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K. OB S YL LC I IR 2 B R RE R X — A HL AL, HLAR I AR R A AR AL R . (B
2B G 53 B 1A DL IE AR A H LC oMb B BLAY BP A4y . i HL, AR 20 B 1 B K MR R b AT
BLY R AR P, 5 LC 43 B9 HS . BB Al LMWA M AR, H H Gl AS (b LA A R, aX FTfE S
MR BITIE IR WL | AR E VA K
2.5 BIRRP AR AHIE T =40 IEFHE

K 6 S B2 g DOM 45 4173 1) = 4EFOE KT . 1 W18 D80 B9 R4 K YERR 4173 9 = -0t
BT B IR (K] 3(a)), MK PSS BERA HLY (P1) MIZE A TRA VLY (P3, P4) 2Kk
R B B o Gl ARG K P A LY XE DL AR W A%, (HL D) AR AR R R R SO A HLY (3
P4) KGR B AR K MEA B R o 454 LC ARl A, 58 A BERA LIRS B2 BP 4173, HExh
Oy T BT 20 kDa(P 1), AN KA 3 R LA LY BA B RO B BE B R, S BOHOKIE PR
%, Ao PGB 2IR R PERR A 70 b o 78 2 B2 BB A 1 AR R T, PLAIP3 A S I 56 B e il A
UL T AN [ SEC I ESF S8 5 63 ik R g A AL 22 1) D 9 0 I A AR AR R

AR B 4 AR FEOLRIE 4 AR HEOLERIE

450 50 50
5 k) 5
400
' 4 4
2 £ s P
/) 1 250 1
0 0 0 0 0

400 400
g g g i
i 350 i 350 § 350 i
= = =
§ 300 § 300 ) ﬁ 300 5

N
w
(=3
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N
w
(=1

200 201 20
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K5 /mm S K /mm K5 K /nm
(a) Bk PR (b) KA ML (c) FaMKk MRz
AR R HARS SR AR DR
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400 35 400 |3‘5
: ;.o : :Z.o
lTﬁ 350 5 Q 350 | )
= 20 4% |2.0
4% 300 4 300 ‘ |
| 1.5 = 1.5
250 L0 95 1.0
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200 0 200 0 201
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(d) AR P2 (e) FEAKMA L2 (f) 351K P2
4 PL~PAS 51 B UL IX 2 LR SR A1 X R FH IR o IX o SR A i e IX 2 (0 R
B 6 1IiiSiEAE DOM LB 5 AN = 4T L EIE

Fig. 6 Three-dimensional fluorescence spectra of DOM components in landfill leachate comprises

FOKAPEA HLY) AR B B A R P1 I, {H LC AR UVD i W (E 2 W1 SR K P A AL 5
ARG RIR . HATREAY I O, W 20 88 0 I 8 2 R o0 26 50 TR A WL s A TR K IR R
XS4 i 0 A B [ A Bk . SRR YRR ALY o5 R (K] 5), (HICRFE RO B, IR R
Y B REAKEA L ZOCHM UV R RARSS , nlRE&mE . B AN TR SIS .

2 BB DB WAL 43 B M 159% oA i 58 IR PERR , IS W) ot 32 B4R — SE A X 43 7 B B B Y B
i ML s S PR G A=Y, e, LB IR PO SR, X5 LC AR A oy
A AL ML AR AL

7/
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26 RESUTENIFENEN

1) TOC. UV, I SR, K 7 A A MG ALY, ah OyTOC(w:w)=3, bH
O,/TOC(w:w)=6 Bf Y45 o IV 30 min Ji§, TOC. UV, M HLFRIGFEAL . RS B A VLK H 6
3WEREF] 6 B, 1A B BRI AN 2 W4 B BRI 1 TOC 2 B R 43 il B 1% DL T £ & 1 10.24% Fil
3.55%, TEMLFRASLIAMNT, — R AFE AT H, SRS SRR ER; 5 —H Bk
WA R IR, W REAAAE AT AR R A MY T, X AR 5 A ML s i R R D, BRREAR
o R SRR SR AT, (RS ALK S AT fR AR S R M, &5 SRS K98 b TOC B3R
AN —3 . XWERE U R AT LA LY 2 AR A Y = i A F A

5 1.8
1 min 12F 7 1 min
30 min 7 % 30 min
4F N 0.6}
N 05t
= 3t 7 7
g § 7§ Eq 0.4
8 2t 3 03
[_‘
02t
1+
0.1} §
Bk la  BIEMKIb  BIEH2a BRI Bk la BB  BIER2a  BIRK2b
IKAE RN IKFEFPE
(a) TOC (b)) UV,,,
3000 , 24 ¢ PZA % IRZ L mi
2000 f 7 1 min iyﬁggl min
1200T % 30 min XFIA4{30 min
- 0r N 5444130 min RS
z g N
5 900} o 16
: £
S =
< = ot
3 600t =
oF I
B2 %—é 8|
300 f % -
§ § | & %‘
O Y Y Y Y 0 5 Y Y 5
B la  BIEMb BUEH2a  BIRK2D BUkla BIEWI1b  BUER2a  BIRWK2b
KRN IKFEFP
(c) PR (d) RS

T :aH0 [TOC(w:w)=3 ;b KO /TOC(w:w)=6 .

E7 REXMWKSREFHENINFNT
Fig. 7 Effect of ozonation on the organics in landfill leachate

AUV, I EBRSE 8 h UV B BRI U 532 AR &, OB R 40 n] 23k b7 508 I8 W
HAG RUREEH ALY, B SRAE T HEMY, Hlie, SdERSREMRES
UV, BZZRAE I 0 AL o S SR IO TV R B0 88 1 AL ORI 8 1 1 %, LI 5 R R A
KLF- 80980 . —J7 I, A REN B B SR B, VA TR P RS A R T AL T REIE B A
IR MER S 2R S ALY, 0 Fe il A Fe(OH), FEUATR A SR M. H—m, REAMLE
A EER LR, SRS T SAIYNE ST RERE 2 i, JF i SRR R, B
FE P ARAT A A S IR IR

2) RAEST AN 53152 . Oy TOC(w: w)=6 I} ) )i {ij 5 7K A ) LC-OCD-OND-UVD 45 S 411 5] 8
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1 2y —— OCD ,A . —O0CD
160 L L — S EL 2B __UvD
80 L OND 160 - OND
T BB WA 80 BB
HS h | [LMwA
= 07 = 40
E BP LMWN = I + I
E ) = BP LMWN \
o 30t \ N\ 1 min ajp f 1 i
iz T {ix 30 _ A mm
=z = 1
B 20 Z 20 ,
M ¢{ o v/%\ |
. \ .
0 _ZIL.A ‘ML_.__,_,_/-‘¥ ‘30 min 0 SA&%_’T/\_‘ . U 30 min;
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
[+ [A]/min 5[] /min
(a) BB (b) BUkIK2

T AB1H B BP HS . BBFHILMWA ; 252 B¢ N LMWN
E 8 wiERANEILE
Fig. 8 Chromatogram of landfill leachate
FioR o BT 5L AR S A RE DT AR RLAY Y S5 0 48 A6 AT LA A B4 LMWNEY B LLFE 30 min Ji5
2 F 5 U8 W DOC 1A W S B I . Ak 5 B4k DOC 8L R, (BT 40K UV, HEET
Ke, S5 7 TOC F UV, AL —2, SEUARP R ABUNE T, RAFERE T HIDEH .

S5E 1A, %46 1 min B A {6 BP 2043 19 OCDAMi 7 B 35 AR, 30 min J5 AT 28, L] R4
AV 3 i BP 253 o Bl SEAL I (A E K, BB (E W & T B 45 B8 I [A) B G ZE 4 (30 min, &1 8),
X U B G B i 1Y) BP FIUHE R i 1 20 i HS e A Ak N o T RN R B ALY, XS
AFTAB 551" 7 S 4035 UE W I & 30 AR BB A Ak r= ) i 245 2R — 3.

UV WU 1) A8 Ak 38 WA A AL 7 et B () o 42 ol B 40, 7= 2 T B AR I UV I SRR 1 1 A BL
Yy, AL AEE . R LAE 8 XA WL, A /S LMWA (%) UVD Wi R B, 36 24 354 L
Wb N RIS A B IR (HAROT R A IHAEAE . S fL)5 BP Al LMWA 21 43 () OND i Jif U6 i, 75
&, {HAE LMWA W5 1 30 78 i OND Il i 0% . —J5 1, 16 W] LMWA (U2 A AL 25 14 18 1) i
W, KRESAIY R 5 B R, B, L OCD mmp £ A4 Te A8 fk . OND i [ (1) 4E J5 B R &
TESS RN b R v, ZE T 43 Bod B/ H & A 89 LMWA F LMWN, 55 —J7 I, Al fEJ& BP 4
I3 B3 AR R T N S AA DL -

3 4%Hig

1) FEAVEIE B 51 5E (60%) FIZEAKAE /NGy 5L (28%) S+ B 57 SR 2 08 W B A LY Y
FEH s, KBRS IR S A 85 (28%) W BP 415y ZBIRRAIY BB AN N/C L, HE
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Characteristics of organic matter in landfill leachate and the effect of
ozonation on its structure
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Abstract The mature and young landfill leachates were selected to analyze the characteristics of organic
matters and the effect’ of ozonation on its structure. The size-exclusion with organic carbon detection, organic
nitrogen detection and ultraviolet visible detection (LC-OCD-OND-UVD), UV-vis spectrum, three-dimensional
fluorescence spectrum and resin separation technology were used to investigate the characteristics of the organic
matters in different landfill leachate. The results showed that the hydrophobic humics represented by fulvic-like
substances and the hydrophilic low molecular neutral organics were the main components of the organic matters
in two types of landfill leachate. The proportions of the components increased to 60% and 28% with the increase
of landfill age, respectively. The significant characteristic of the organic matter in the young leachate was the
high content (28%) of biopolymer (BP) component. Most of the BP could be decomposed by ozonation and
some of humic-like organic matter was generated simultaneously. However, only low removal rates (<10%) of
the total organic carbon (TOC) occurred. The small molecular weight humics-like acid (LMWA) with
heterocyclic structure containing nitrogen was the most difficult to be mineralized, thus it cannot be decomposed
at low ozone dosage. The combination of LC-OCD-OND-UVD with other methods is an effective strategy for
the characterization of the complicated organic components in landfill leachate. This provides a new perspective
for the further understanding of 0zonation process of organic matter.

Keywords landfill leachate; dissolved organic matter; humics; organic component; ozonation
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