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Rk, BAR, AR, R
FRTA KA AESHE SWIFE AR, | AERBUKREMESESBEHESTLRE, M 510006

B E ORMBHEAIY (DOM) 1E 8N () W Ab H 7 ip & 53 M &Rl (CURN CL) KO A= BT 35 8l 7= 4
(DBPs), #EMH2MK R A BEPE R e . AR PRI 9T T S — TG PE S A (Crek CL) SRR IR DOM I A= A
DBPs &L, SRS T DOM 43 T4 54 i DBPs JRE KB . A2, B EAEER ., S5REH. 'y
DOM S i it v = ZEA: il DBPs B mi b oa ik 73 51 = i F e (THMSs) Filixi 1% (HALs). DOM 53T 454 %
DBPs [ Fi Ve B . R Stk 2 Al A e eIk, X AT REVH B F CI5 AR DOM 2 [ AR BL A% 5 0 76 %, T 7E CL, 5
DOM Jx Jif it 2 o HAAs AR E 2 DBPs 43908 8 A s %) DBPs F#E 5imk# . tboh, i DBPs (M STmkE . Fh
K RARRNEES DOM S FIOARIEE . J5&FE . SRE. WHEREAMHE, 5 DOM & N, S, P Hrel&m
AN & R IEAHSE . ABIEHES) T DOM FES— G RN 5 T 420 DBPs BSE, I AmE L T 238k &
R T R R

KHEIR  TEPEEIR EREA VY MR SRR

VAR, AR R LG 25 5 . S AP B e i T S AE N IR A LTS ) (trace
organic contaminants, TrOCs), H k2 58 FBH 2 B0t A= 25 R G0 A S (EERR 1 8 A XU AN 25 2
PPN, AL GE 7K 5 K AL 38 T2 %5 I 2805 e W i 5 BR AR A BR 1 i 2 4R Ak R (advanced oxidation
processes, AOPs) SFIREE KA T 2% IS5 e e B b R fae 1, AT RN FHRTS), Hidr,
FNE M R B A 0 B 1 P S PP (reactive chlorine radicals, RCS), W4 A HJE (CU, S ALd A
E'=2.55V (vs bpifEE L% (standard hydrogen electrode, SHE)) F15 — H Hi%& (Cl,~, E°=2.13 V vs SHE) fig
5ZH TrOCs #E 7 m sOb, XF TrOCs JEBLH R A RBRACRT, FHit, CUAl ClL, fEmd A5 1E
TR T

YER EER H IR, KRR T2 A HL (dissolved organic matter, DOM) 2411 il
CI'fll Cl,%F TrOCs WIS HitFIET, DOM 7 m g E bt S CUM CL i b A= B T 2 8 =4
(disinfection byproducts, DBPs), ¥ EAZ520 H/K W REEFIZ A, DOM & —F iR &6, BA AR
W B RERIMZER, Ho 455 DBPs (BT | PP UIAHE ", ARl £, DOM fHiK
PERR 323 R AR o 24 O Z AR AVEHLE AR S5/ IV i DOM 237 A 21 =K
HEFI K O R2S DBPs. #R1, HETHIBFRE M HRGUKYE . 0 F i . A PLK (dissolved organic
carbon, DOC)., FHEMPKBOCE (U1 254 nm LERIPOLREE) SFHEAIRSRNAE DOM U, X Sgshricikiiit
HIRAR DOM 7 FAHMIE B . Ak, Jeriz& 2801 TiH5% DOM TE25M A (M) Mg b R i
b, SRR RRAFAEZ M A H4E (IFOH, CI', CL7) EFEFEHTT DOM, Xf T 8— 1 i &, JUHJER—
RCS (1 WAL i AR T HARGF 52072, H HAERF#— RCS 43 DOM ik i DBPs HIRFFEARXT 3¢
/B RCS 5 DOM WA=, DBPs FONLEE 788N . T4k, BlE R BRI &R, A E ARk
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BT EHAR B RS (FT-ICR MS) AL 7B BB (Orbitrap MS) Z5E 8 T-#78 DOM EE4HAY /> T-4H
Y, A B TIRAR# S — RCS M- DOM 4341 540, DBPs ZHIHAOE R, #4591 RCS /&
DOM A= i% DBPs HIHLIEL,

HTUA MRS 5, AFRILEE T 15 AR RRIER) DOM M4, FfRHE S 985S Orbitrap MS ¥
ASIHT DOM B2 T2 SARIE . FEMIERE |, TI5E DOM 7E8— RCS /-5 F SR Z Hh A= i DBPs 19fh2k4
MR, MG HERE, WA TEM T T DOM 43 T4H 52 i DBPs Rk . #hds. k.
AR, 878 T DOM 20 F4U8x DBPs A iFnattausemt U] . a0k s a b Ao T
BN R R R P A TR B R AR
1 #MR5EE
1.1 BEMEIIRR

ARFFILZEIT 15 ASAFERIER DOM, BAREE R 1 PR, Hd 5 AN B E PR TEY) B2
(IHSS), fufh 2 NRIXAHY) (natural organic matter, NOM), 2 V& B (fulvic acid, FA) 1 1 4NEF5R
(humic acid, HA) 53#5%¥). THSS brifEbh BEHEAEBAUK R, 1958 DOM e . HAY 10 4~ DOM Fi
NG KT 27K (effluent organic matter, EfOM) FlMi /K (surface water DOM, SW) Fr#EHEfS],
FUREEIOT 0 . 5 0.45 pm BEBLFAEIERSSIEKAE, FEH 32% £hiiR (b4l Kk pH A E 2. KK
fdiH] 6 mL FEEH 6 mL B4k #kyET 1L Agilent Bond Elut [EIFHAEHUIME (5 mg/6 mL). Fifif5 ) FHEL2S 504
FESRMIET 40 mL-min ™" (@SR, HURTRES A MU FERE T b KRS et E, MRk fif
FH 12 mL 0.01 mol-L™" £RF8 &2 12 mL ABLI/KIMREREEU: L 2eBRER sy, FEfEEE AT 5 min LASE 4 25BRAE
BURrP K4y, PR 10 mL @9 B e FRCE AR BUR: ERA LR BESR W R B e e T,
T 10 mL B4k, T 4 °C #BLRT, EEMT.

* 1 KHRPERR DOM HREEKER

Table 1 Information of DOM samples used in this work

R AR DOMZ 432541 FES AR

WAL A A HL AR AR b 1T L FA-1
PR JT R B AR ST wER FA-2
WA HE e 2 T T R AE JEAGHR HA-1

I IT ST R WL b o T KRB NOM-1
VUG LT E R AR MUIARAE A KRANY NOM-2
INIE SEy/ s T ZRIKENLY EfOM-1
A IE SEy s T KE LY EfOM-2
WhLL TR T5 K b HR T ZYHAKENY EfOM-3
WL KA ZHLKE LY EfOM-4
G IR SEy/ @' T ZRHAKENY EfOM-5
GBS GRS KA SW-1
b ab ok HRAKA N SW-2
M REAb s K WFAEIY SW-3
JopNTT A b ek KA SW-4
W TR AL 2K KA SW-5

1.2 AA5EE
UCHTRER I . PUARMER . JOKEREREN . 1,2-—IRINKE . BRFREEN . 1 HERREN (peroxydisulfate, PDS).
TOKGBERR SN T KGR E N, AN H Sigma-Aldrich AF] (04l GRER . R A )M
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W (ffgkaty, FHSRCT SEE . A H Thermo Fisher /A F] (HPLC 2%); DBPs fynifidh: — i HGEiRbR (—5&
e, —R G be, —IR—F W ke, —IRPE) . KO (EOikR. R, AR, =F o, A
ROMR, IR, —IR AR, IR—ELMR., =HIR), =AM, 8O, JIRCH. —IRC
. THOEE., SRR, CE MR, TIR—E R, SIRORE. AN =ENERL R = AR
$ille 32 AccuStandard 237 (FRifh).

FEAYRS: SAEIEFUEDTY (GCMS TQ8050 NX, HAEHAR]), MAHERNGEIL (TOC-L, HA
BN, FI R HUE RS (Orbitrap MS)(GEEIZEER R /RBHE A HD), WOGINEBESRIBOEIEYL
(LKS80, BeRERHDEYERAR), pH it GERMSHAR), FAHRERCEE (EEEA F).

1.3 Orbitrap MS 537555

FiA DOM Kb LA 20 pL-min' AECR B3 A Orbitrap MS o1 (FAWEZEHL B IR, fss TR), HAkS
BOXE R SFHETERE 100~1 500, Z3HER 140 000, MWiZ5HLE-2.00 kV, EEEEEKT 5 1OE S0, Fa
4 MATLAB R E A RIEIAICEL DOM 43138, 73 FIRHIZE C\_soH,-1200,-50No-sS03Pon HIZL GG
Ij\][zz]o

315 DOM #1305, #EaFIuRIEAKHS - CHO, CHON, CHOP, CHOS. CHONP,
CHONS ., CHOSP % 7 MY, XECAHHUIAIANS = BEE A A HLA o0 F = W (A R B 2 R ARE o3
T2 AR I B AR 1B 454 F X B A X IR B R 18 DOM fk2# P s bR anoc &t (BP &k e
(H/C). %Mkt (0/C). AWkt (N/C). Hibk L (S/C). Wittt (P/C)). FeTSE4 XUk 24+ i) S % (DBE .
DBE/C)., BIEFSEFIREL (AL, FIRRAY4 SCRAAREE (NOSC) AUMIAUE, 1A= (1)~ (10) s,

Ay, = (nx/ncM;), X=H, O, N, SziP )
b=1/2XQ2nc+ny—ny+2) 2)

by = Z(a;M;) 3)

c=b/nc “)

Cya = Z(D;M;)[nc %
d=(1+4+nc—0.5n6—ng—0.5n4 —0.5ny)/(nc — 0.5n0 — ng — ny) (6)
dy, = Z(d:M;) 7
e=4—(4nc+ny—3ny—2no +5np —2ng) /nc ®)

ewa = X(e:M) )

M, =1/3]; (10)

K T wa RoRMABUE, a. b, c. dFlesillhocE L, DBE, DBE/C, Al il NOSC; a,. by,-
Coar dua M e, 0N ay by ¢ dFl e BIIMBUE; ne. ng. ng. ng. ngy mp FHINEA 20k . &L
AL AL B BEE TR MIIERE (M) BT R NS | A R AR R (1) BRLA
i BIE(E (1)
1.4 BRI

RGN CARBOAR B I ] ROBEAR T (AFRD-E2 RbG0) B RO B P ER R AR, K
FREE [okk b T F R IR B N B A IR R T, R, AR O Gk ™ A B —
TEPEEYRN . 76 266 nm BOG T, CI'H1 5 mmol-L™' PDS Y&f#r=4: 1 SO, S5{KHE (0.2 mmol-L ™) iy CI'
RiA S, ClL i 5 mmol-L™' PDS J&ff /= SO, il #t CI (0.5 mol-L™) i AE AL, Szt (1)~
(13) . HHZERER I (1 H AR < i) S st R B, SO RS CIFT CL 1Y
B 1.0x107"% mol-s- L™ A1 2.7x107" mol-s' L™, H HHEAY 2555 il i oG IS B ekl . Ask
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ISR N AR R R T T, JEAH S mmol- L™ BERRSE MR SO R pH P2 7.040.3, DOM Hinfii iz
WHE R 5 mg- L' SEPRA A, CURT CL 2SN (1) . AN s fad Fe b A, 15 5e4h
FRATIHE R 30~60 s, CIHI CL ZEIR R IR S 43510 107'°~107" mol-L™" A1 10 ~10"" mol-L™", F
LI CIFI CL AR R 929K 3.0x109~6.0x1072 mols-L ™" 1 3.0x10 3~6.0x10""° mol-s-L '+ JEF
I, ARAEZE A O RSB E O 6 YK, CIA CL A #5285 ) 6.0x107"2 mol-s- L™ Al 1.62x
107" mol-s'L ™", FERFRIMOCIRSS Z [ M skt i, (R #5315 I LT AHEE RG9S CIO 22
HIEE IR Z —, (HAHT CUAT CL-, Hy= Al AR . ok, st =k ClO TR IR
gkt HIE SRSt ot AR I 32 2 A A7 B e BEAgs2ma ™, Rk, ASOFRHE Cloy
F DOM ERGHEERI IR S .

S,0; +hv — 2S0;, (11)
SO; +CI” — SO} +CI (12)
Cl'+CI" =Cl; (13)

1.5 DBPs REKENE

RO BN AR R N SE RS, AR SE MR ik 551.1 F1 552 3 & AR 1,2- IRITRERY
FHELRUT S48k (methyl tert butyl ether, MtBE) ZEBURES, FHRASM @3 FRISIBHGE T/00 0. (it s
S H A S HEA R AY SHAT-5i1 MS (0.25 mmx30 m), JERETREBIE R 170 °C, KSR E A 230 °C,
WERETT AR, SRR 2 uL, BN 1.0 mL-min' . HAHER R (XDBPs) 25 DBPs [
THEAEFE NEIRIREE 35 °C IHF4F 20 min, % 4 °C-min AUECRTHEZR 120 °C, F#% 59 °C-min™ (3%
FHEZ 280 °C, J4F4E 2 min, K22 (HAAs) 25 DBPs [WFHRFLT HE AR 35 °C IH#5F 10 min, 7
2 5 °C-min™ ATHEHRZE 120 °C, 4% 59 °C-min™' [IFHEHERZE 280 °C, FHHF4E 4 min,
1.6 kSIS

DBPs MRV E A LT DBPs FRUAH EG RIS (CHO) 4l 4iii et (LCy, 1H) 35 50% myZE
SR DRSS HE AR G MR B (LECRG, {8 AR IMERASFE ) XA A2 DBPs BYEEPERUN (R FIAS 27K FE
SRRV AR

2 @RS

2.1 DOM 7 FLHRLA#HT
W 1 PR, FERST8T (principal component analysis, PCA) 7] LI T DOM #4445 DOM 431

ar
04 F m FA
P BT A HA
i - e, ¢ NOM
P ~ ® EfOM
02t ~ v N * SW
S g / .- - -95%
‘f: . /
a a f \
< o S0 - . ;
2 @ \ I 1
H oo H R ke Pl
2F el /,
CHO,_ S~ T
~041 N ke
. . . 4 . . . . .
~04 ~02 0 02 0.4 3 2 - 0 1 2 3
ERAM (54.0%) ERA (54.0%)
(a) #ff & (b) f35rH

El1 DOM Hah s FLERIERS 57

Fig. 1 Principal component analysis of the DOM molecular composition among DOM samples
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HWMSEZMPRR . BASKUL, PCAERT 2 NFWsr, EMS 1(PCL) FEKS 2(PC2) M5l fdke T
54.0% 1 35.4% W52, RUX 2 DERSXT DOM 43 TR0 BAFRREE . s e siae, i
WZAS R XTAEAR 7 ZE R RE MR, TR AR SRR I 2 e v Py Sk 2z T g B 2 DU B e 1 A AR 5 i s AR e A O
%[28]0

FEERGY 1 AIERE L, 2SR SEEEr P SEUE 0/C,,. NOSC,,. DBE,,. DBE/C,,. Al .. I
H/C,, fEERS 1 T B RS (B 1(a)). XEESHCS I &4 (0/C,,) . AMUFIREE (H/C,,.
DBE,,. DBE/C,,). Mk (NOSC,,). F5HE (Aloqa) FHEE20 SCULIA M5 | &4 . bk, AN
HIEE . R DOM TR SE R, Hdh, HA. FA. NOM 5 SW-2 %507 £y 1 B9IERD
(B 1(b)), F£HXLE DOM FEFEA RS AR . WbE . AR SISERE, mameERmss 1 fhbn
EfOM 5 HAl SW A LEATHH R S5 RFAE .

FRE, T80 2 Wi 4= R 7 Seead e (B PiC,,. S/IC,,. N/C,). 72T DOM 431X (H]
CHONSP,,. CHOSP,,. CHOP, ) 5 CHO,, 415, FA. NOM 5 SW-2 JpAife sy 2 ffafl b, R
SERE SR AR R B, 2 CHO 43 F X4k, SRt Ao R MI7E FA 5 NOM Hon R 4L,
CHO 73705 =S, 1] HA . EfOM 5 HAth SW REFIU L AR T2, X ] At i Tkt
S ATEZE N, S H P, N EfOM iy S, P N AIRESRIA TG /K PG IER] . BRI . 2h5hAE
FLFRAEDT, SW R 24T 0l RE i TG SRS [P, 28 LRTIR, TR el SRR, APkl
DOM FE S i jl T — A RERIER P FEAEA, FTHIT /5% DOM Fl RCS Z 8] 9 5 i Pk B H S g 3 A v
DBPs AERUIEIL AT

BT BRI IEER, N THRARIZET DOM W53 FARUFIE, dE— WA Tl ACE{E S
B, T IOCRGEWA AT T 0, S5RmE 2 fE 3 k. BRI, F 1SR BoR HIC,, .
O/C,,. NOSC,,. DBE,,. DBE/C,, } Al .. &AKW1, Hd DOM B-F-¥ H/C,, (A EE
SW>EfOM>NOM>FA>LL i3, ¥ O/C,, {E ] %45 HASNOM>FA>EfOM>SW [ 7, 1 ¥4 {4
Al 4.+ DBE,,. DBE/C,, #il NOSC,, I HE/¥ ) HA>SFA>NOM>SW>EfOM, X $e25 3R H], 5 SW Al
EfOM AL, HA. FA F1 NOM HOAMIFN . D5 &A1 S 4l 7 i LU B s, S 5B RTAAIF ST — 305200, Ak,

wa >

L8 1 25%~75% 0.8 C125%~75% 0.61 C125%~75%
I 1.5xIQR I 1.5xIQR —— T 1.5xIQR
Lo gy = 07} — s 0.4} — sk
o ¥H . o ¥H
LT o S , 02 o SEH
S . L 06f .
Q 1.2+ NN ) 8 ot
T © 05}t Z
1.0} -0.2
o.s-B e 0.4r -0.4| I
0.6 b——— ) J S ] —)
FA HA NOM EfOM SW FA HA NOM EfOM SW FA HA NOM EfOM SW
(a) HIC_, (b orc,, (¢) NOSC, |
1y [C125%~75% 0.9 [C125%~75% 11 C125%~75%
T 1.5xIQR e I 1.5xIQR T 1.5xIQR
10 —— — Pk 081 — sk 10¢ —— — Pk
9+t o BHA ;07T o SFHEA 9r o FHE
B El o o’ El
g gl Eral 0.6 m 8
A a —— /
7F 05F 7t
of - = - of -
== ==
. . . : . 0.3 . . . . ) 5 . . . : .
FA HA NOM EfOM SW FA HA NOM EfOM SW FA HA NOM EfOM SW
(d) DBE_, (¢) DBE/C,, (f) AL

2 DOM o F I FAESHRIFEEE

Fig. 2 Box plot of weighted average molecular parameters for DOM samples
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EfOM fil SW f) NOSC,,, Nfif, ifii HA, FA fil 120

NOM 1 NOSC,,, HIEfH, KW EfOM 1 SW [

BRI (M HK), FRFFRAERIC ) ==

T FA HINOM. fHASERHYE, EFOM il SW Y M= — =5 sy

SIS, WA AR — = == crosp

HURKHE, PCA (FHE L EFOM A1 SW RS & ofl - NN cxons

—ie, I T B [ crone
{442 Orbitrap MS 7575 DOM FEL 04 F2t, 4o DS cros

¥ DOM [ 41 i 4> ¥ CHO. CHON. CHOP, = (A cnor

CHOS. CHONP, CHONS. CHOSP % 7 Kik& 20r 1| L %EEEN

Y, i 3 R FERTA 255 DOM KRS, J TEH1 , L

NOM #F1 FA M2 AR i B, F 2 CHO 264k FA HA  NOM EfOM  SW

YU, BAR Y IR 70% Ll L, Ti#E HA L E3 DOM HFRIEMEEEHLL

EfOM i1 SW 1, MEFEHS N. S. P LEY Fig. 3 The relative abundance percentages of DOM samples
Rk, HIHFEFARAAR ., HA 19 CHONSP,
CHOSP kA Wi THABZEA DOM, H itk 30% . 22%, 1fii EfOM Fil SW ALz bt 5 A
iT, FZH CHOP, CHO. CHONS iX 3 ZbEWding, HbHarBlik 33%. 17% K& 9% LU b iEl 3 fif
TR, MNTCZLH 0 AA BT I bR R T 4R DOM 4 Al i 25 5 N5 4E, DOM 44185
DBPs Z [ FRIOC R AL TSR
2.2 CIEk Cl,”5 DOM REd#2+ DBPs M4 AL R E HMHTE

B RGN 0 I, (KRR T iR DBPs, R RESAET 0.5 pg L', FIERTT 5 DBPs 4=
MifE, K4 J8RT CIAI CL™5 DOM VR (4l fFR“CIR R HI“CL R R ) A DBPs ik
B RHAREEAL . ] 4 2553600 DOM 1 Il CL, - Z [BIAHEAEH 2 r=4: DBPs, HAMS, FiEmilkEask
M2, I THOEIKP R R (AR, ORGSR DBPs W EHEDEM AT HEXT DBPs M RI1ER
RN N 4(a) Uis, CURZRHA R DBPs B 0.88~2.70 ug L™, FHEHN 1.91 pg- L' BAY
Kvh, CIAZRT 5 AFZEA DOM i DBPs ¥ 5t & ¥ HE /¥ 8 FA(2.40 pg-L™)>SW(1.99 pg-L™')>
EfOM(1.97 pg-L™"y>NOM(1.60 pg-L " )>HA(0.88 pg-L ™). 7E4-25%5 DOM H, AR THMs i fe i
(FA &A1), B2k 1.00 pg L™, HIJAREMH HNMs 2% DBPs, XA HEEF R CI'5425 DOM [
AR HNMs i R TS R (0.1 pg-L ") 5 DOM Al ARR i Wifii 5. FA. HA Fll NOM X
=2k DOM "4 i) DBPs 41 AH LT EfOM Fil SW SR Ui M fai 8, {4 T 2~3 25 DBPs., 7F FA fll
NOM 1, #J2EL T THMs. HAAs fil HALs 2% DBPs, [fifE EfOM Fl SW X #2% DOM Hr 43 SilA 461 i
HKs I/ HANs 2% DBPs. XA A e 4 EfOM fil SW FRFAER 2, A BELZHZETF, N
I A B K 9% 1 42 i HKs A1 HANs 2§ DBPs 9 /i /&9 5t (&1 3). iX 2% DBPs ' CHON, CHOS,
CHONS f95 LA 3R 55.8% . 54.2%, ZFHAh 3 2% DBPs(10.5%~31.0%), BCRTAIHFFEZERIA, CIm]L
WP TR 5o N 5 S BHEM (I NO, F1 NH, Siaifbd) Koni, 17 C-H SR+, JEHmR CI'fY
AN, M AE R 2 DBPs®), JR4E HA (4 FALR P & A KRE N, SHET, HS ardmm
DBPs A2, FIRERIIERATIAS, — AR5 P AP HA SRR DOM, HEREERNE, RAESH
b4 % DBPs!' s Ui A HA RIUG Z28 kit e (A a8 55 Bk S P 52 2 % I 12544 i ST AR B AR A AR
i1, NIRRT S0 TR CIRIAHEAE, RS AER, DBPs™, F4h, (E1S3 2 FA AR HAAs 294
A% DBPs 1) 50%, 1T HAM2EA DBPs A i) HAAs, XA RTRESER FA Fa 32 L SUs Ay
W (N 2(d)~2(e) ZEHRFTR), Cl Bt X et = LR A%, MRS & HAAs BIRTIA
%Eﬁ[ﬂ-n]o

WA 4b) fras, %T CLIRZR KB, A8 DBPs Fi e F N 4.69~12.77 pg- L', FXE N 9.75
ug'L™, ZMEET CIAR, TREEFHAR T CL, B molid CL PR, AF2EH DOM AL
DBPs ) Jii & i & HE % 0« EfOM(12.41 pg-L)>SW(9.84 pg-L)>HA(7.69 pg-L)>NOM(7.11 pg-L™")>
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3.0 15 ;
2.5 7] HKs
== 12 HALs
20 N = L] HAN
_ — = ) % ] naAs
: T : [ taMs
2 E:
il B
£ 10 ®
osfi 1 3
0 o L— . . . .
FA HA NOM EfOM SW FA HA NOM EfOM SW
(a) CIAZRDBPsA: i H L (b) CL-1&<ZDBPs
700 HALs 1400 HALs
T
HAAs - HAAs
. 500 |:|THMS 1000 THMs
5 5
i 400 T 800
gl am [
#H 300 #H o600
= i =
200 400
100 200 % &,
O L 0 L ::l:
FA HA NOM EfOM SW FA HA NOM EfOM SW
(¢) CI{&RRFMEIEAL (d) CL{RFRAMEIEA

4 CIE Cl, 5 DOM R4 DBPs 155 K& &4TH4
Fig. 4 DBPs formation from the reaction of DOM mediated by Cl" or Cl,” and toxicity assessment

FA(6.56 pg-L "), 2% DOM 1E CL K& ih il DBPs Fis . FRlkIE s CIMARA B XA, 78 CL &
Zh, 25 DOM 4 iR Z 142 HAAs i THMs, XAl AER T CL i Xk s 5 & B, i
HAAs RIAY A L THMs HA & 005 & & 20 5 CIHERRAFZ, CL R R ARk
HNMs Fl HKs 28 DBPs. Akl HKs 2& DBPs [ E AT R ZIA M T B2 G S CL
Ik T—FIE iU, PREKETER, AlZEAZL, EHIER T RS T LRIy
T, MTIXMELL S CL R W AR i HKs™, HA 71 DBPs (4Lt CIA R iR BE & 2%, 2B T HAAs &
HANs 2% DBPs, 1fif NOM, EfOM Fil SW #, HANs 2% DBPs 45 H b CIR R AP &, SR AW
EER, FIEAR . AHEET) J& HANs FUE BRI, M Cl, 20l il TR S sy, HI
PR, BTLA CL R R A A % T i S B RS ) HANS .

CIAZRAN CL ARG SR WA 4(c)~(d). Herf HKs AUBEMHSCIESRJS , 11 HNMs 2 DBPs A
TEPINBA— RCS IR Z PG, S rpoR i X P26 DBPs B . 78 CIAZ T, A[F DOM RYEEM: Y &
HEF k. FASEfOM>SW>NOM>>HA, M EETTHkH 30 HALs. RETE CI'/ 5 EfOM fil SW A i,
DBPs (it FEH, XA RO A R A ) DBPs e BEHET, (Hi T4 5 DBPs F2SAARIR, HERrEAH2
R, 1E CLARZRS, AR DOM Rt i e N : EfOM>SW>HA>NOM>FA, Bptkouikd 47 w2
5, 7 FA ' HAAs #1E K, 75 HA fil NOM i, Btk KAYJE HALs, TM7E EfOM Fl SW 1, HANs
Fl HALs J& FZREE 5Tk
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The influencing mechanism of molecular composition of dissolved organic
matter on the formation of disinfection byproducts mediated by reactive
chlorine species
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Abstract  Dissolved organic matter (DOM) reacts with reactive chlorine species (Cl° and Cl,’") during
UV/chlor ine(amine) advanced oxidation processes to form disinfection byproducts (DBPs), which affect the
toxicity and safety of water quality. In this study, the formation and toxicity of DBPs during the reaction
between CI' or Cl,~ and DOM with different origins were investigated, and the relationship between the
molecular composition of DOM and the properties of formed DBPs such as concentration, species and toxicity
was explored. The results showed that the main contributors to DBPs formation and toxicity were
trihalomethanes (THMs) and haloacetaldehydes (HALs) during the reaction between ClI' and DOM. The poor
correlation between the molecular composition of DOM and the mass concentrations, species, and toxicity of
DBPs may be attributed to the similar reactivity between CI' and different DOMs. In contrast, HAAs were the
main contributors to the generation of DBPs and non-regulated DBPs were the main contributors to toxicity of
DBPs during the reaction between Cl,” and DOM. In addition, the mass concentration, species and toxicity of
DBPs were negatively correlated with the unsaturation, aromaticity, oxygen content and polarity of DOM, and
positively correlated with the relative content of N, S and P compounds in DOM. This study promotes the
research on the formation of DBPs caused by DOM reacting with a single reactive chlorine species, and provides
reference for parameter optimization of AOP and the reduction of DBPs formation and toxicity.

Keywords reactive chlorine species; dissolved organic matter; disinfection byproducts; molecular
composition
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