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Research progresses on the quantitative structure—activity relationship
between oxidative reactivity of free radicals and dissolved organic
matter molecule structure

LIU Wenbo WANG Zhen ™ DENG Quandong JIANG Jin ™

(Key Laboratory for City Cluster Environmental Safety and Green Development of the Ministry of Education, School of Ecology,
Environment and Resources, Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou, 510006, China)

Abstract Free radicals play a key role in the advanced oxidation technology—based intensive
oxidative water treatment processes. The decontamination efficiency of the free radicals towards
target compounds is significantly interfered by dissolved organic matter (DOM) involved in water
background components. This work systematically summarized the reaction kinetics of DOM with
hydroxyl radical (HO), sulfate radical (SO, "), carbonate radical (CO;"), and halogen radicals (CI,
Cl,, Br, and Br,"). The comparative analysis of these reaction rate constants highlighted that SO, ",
CO;™, Cl,7, and Br, "~ exhibit superior selective oxidation ability, attributed to their lower reactivity

towards DOM. Moreover, the characteristic spectral parameters that characterize the molecule
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structure feature of DOM were summarized. Furthermore, the quantitative structure-activity
relationships between the oxidative reactivity of free radicals and the characteristic spectral
parameters of DOM established by previous studies were reviewed. This work serves as a theoretical
foundation and practical guidance for precisely evaluating the strong matrix effect caused by DOM in
complex aquatic environments.

Keywords free radicals, dissolved organic matter, effluent organic matter, QSAR model,

advanced oxidation processes.

=B AL F R (advanced oxidation processes, AOPs) & — i ff; Bh /MM AL 6 2 i % ol 18 4 8 15 1L 5
PRAR A R A i de R FEREA T AR B A A SR A M A A B R A X A 0 R A A AL U R K Ak B
AR AR BNz N L WA B TS PR AL R H R AR (HOY) | SRR B B2 (SO, ) | kiR
A 2 (CO; ) M &R [ 3RS 7

FH L P A o X6 B AR LTS G 0 s B S A M IR ATG, DR T A AR mh v e B A 3 I e P e
RN X 125 P AR AR 15 e i R AR T8 100, %5 £ 1 45 1L (dissolved organic matter, DOM) J& 7K & 5&
Farh i EE A R Ay, IS AR KA B B A, BRI . ML BRIE . RITERME AR
oA LA ML R A R GERRNY 2L T4k, S HERG PEA DOM 175 A& 114 AR A4 58 Joit 350y Xo) v 2 AR A 17
ARBRTE G RCRE 1052 ) B, OB 2 B9 8001 THRE DOM 5428 At BTG R4 40 0y v 3l 1122 5
L.

H H X7 DOM 3 H 19 & 1 16 132 21 DOM 4l 735 4544 1 o 1 I 45 5 52 . 58 40T DL o' ik
I TG FRAE 7 A 1 S 1 R AE DOM 4318 K/ o 5 B PR s /K M 55 72 W A0 Ak 1 o R
THOUL 53254 77 TR B i BEAE R . b Ao A A R4 Ak ) 125 5 DOM G iSRS 4L
5] ) 2 2 #4) % 5C & (quantitative structure-activity relationship, QSAR) , IR A f##HT T~ DOM &5 #4 P 5 X H
Fh FE AR AL A S2 i B A, J S B0 B B FEXT DOM (1 AL 6 PE AL T RS ME B Bl A A A,

ARICHE RGN B IR ) X L 2 Fh H i 365 DOM B SO 3 R Hk, BET R 2 #ER
i TARRSCHERE TR I DOM JEiE 3RAE J7 ik, NGB RAE DOM Y14kt i 5 7 T 45 M R IE 6 1S S 44
[FI A, 2538 & 7 1Y H A6 3 J1 7% 5 DOM JGIERHIE S 800 8 RO R BERL, DU A A HEPFAL
524K ARFREE T DOM 7 | A 5t J5 T80 % 1 P B 15 LR B A s i SR (30 2% SRR TR S,

1 BHES DOM &)W 3l /14 (Reaction kinetics of free radicals with DOM)
1.1 B[

HO J2& Ak 1 M fe i I TG R S A 2 —, AR B F A7 (2,72 V) 1 Tl AR R R 40 (2.08 V),
R PAAR R PO RS BB SR B G M 5, M H 5 DOM v 8l 7 2 i o2 4
S 753t 18, Westerhoff 251 ] ] XRD-8 Fl XRD-4 # Ig 4385 55 7 VA HREL T AR 1 16 ## DOM,
FEBERZ AT 5t FIE 73X 16 F DOM 5 HO Y 2% S b 33 R0 L, [RIBT, a5t xd 2 Fhok B
=] B 6 58 5T 3 23 9 DOM AR IERE i 55 HO'BY [ by 3l 22 1 AT 1 llE . Horh, HO 5 (R bR 4 5t b 25 1Y
JEFERRAT AR A N (8.1 10° L-mol . '-s ™) F i FHA DOM A5 ((2.6—4.5)x10° L'mol"-s™").
T J2 PR Shy 2 U85 B T A oA A ot R A T Gt [ 4R U DOM A ok 156 05 B T R L R R R, B S
HOf 2 (4 S A . Zhang 5P 7 pHS 264 T II%E T HO5 3 Flt DOM #Y —2¢ J W 3 44 %8, 7391
4 3.95%x10% L-mol""s™", 4.30x10° L-mol¢"-s™" F1 7.37x10° L-mol""s™, 55 Westerhoff %51 Il 15 %) 18 < 5
Bz

V5 KT K i A ML (effluent organic matter, EfOM) J& K 4% A HL % (natural organic matter,
NOM) . 1A= ¥t 7= 4 (soluble microbial products, SMP) 134378 HLIHTE YL W) 1) B A AR -2, Zou &4
XFHEHESE T HO5 EfOM H SMP 1[5 P 56 57 th 2 NOM AR i f (19 2 B2 %, % B HO' 5 SMIP
TG R R B (6.08x10° L-molet-s™) B T NOM AR E FE A ((1.42—2.15) x10° L-molc"s™) .



9 XUSCEAT: A i BTG Pk S VA AT LT3 125 K ) S B A 0O R P ik Je 3173

Zhang S5V Jr B R 4145 3 T 3 Fh EfOM, JFF I 55 4 ) J1 2 W %€ T 3 A0 EfOM 5 HO'f# i I 3 2
(kerompo ) » £ B kerommo- FE (1.27—3.06) x10° L-mol"-s™' Ju [l . L AN, 1 0F 58 76 b FE Rl -, ¢ 55
EfOM R 45 B A P F1 25 B /K Pk 2E— 25 20 5 R 6 R4l 4, TS S5 K M4 40 5 HO B B B % FL i 7K
21 435 10 48, ULEHAE EfOM 5 HO S o B v 2 /K M4 4 J2 =22 0 84 6 A5 TRIFE, Keen 45291 43
BT E] T 28 Fhim KT 9 K EfOM, 45 H 5 HO Sz 1 38 8% B0 (1.6—3.3) x10° L-mol¢ s §i
Rl PN, 5 HAt A 56 SCHR IR E B Keromo - 20 T [F] — B0 4427,
1.2 GRERAR A A%

SO, & & i 1 M E W Fh i AR 2, 38l T A G R R 1 O 20 A, AR SRR AV R 2.52—
3.08 V21, Lei 252 38 3o 35 4 3 2 (75 2 T 19 Fh DOM 5 SO, 9 G4 i 3 % (kpowso; - ) » H
r 3% 2 b EfOM H1 3 Fh5 40 i 4 HLA (algal organic matter, AOM). 3% 19 F DOM 5 SO, #) 2% )2 )i
R H BT JC W W22 5, 9 AE (0.64£0.05) x10'— ( 3.68+0.34) x107 L-molc"-s™ {1 Fl N, F ¥ {5 N
(1.66+0.17) x10” L-mol¢"*s™". Zhou Bl 2 T 4 Fhok A E PR 58 B b 2 19 DOM 5 SO, 1) 9 i
R HL, M kpowso; - 1 (1.84—4.2)x107 L-molc s JE IR, 5 Lei 2527 fyfiF o0 45 5 — 5%

AL, V52N EfOM () H 24 I 43, SMP 5 SO, Y S 51 1) 273 7 52 B G . Gao S5 PY FEXT R A
Wy g £ K SMP X H AR 5 Gk W 2 B 0 T P AL AT OF SRR, AS SMP 5 SO, Y B2 N 3 R
(2.48+0.12) x10* L'mol¢"*s™", tb Lei® Fil Zhou™" £l & 1) SO, 5 DOM Sz b #8555 H 1 DSBS
UL, 5 HOZE{RL, SMP 5 SO, 1 2 1 i 2L B I =5 F DOM 11 HiAth 20 45~

Zhang %520 Xf L BF5E T SO, il HO 5 B /K M DOM A4 S5z i 3 5 A1 s W ML, %% BRI K 7 DOM 5
SO, HI R HEHE((1.20—2.90)x10° L-mol s ) R T 55 HO AW #34((3.95—7.37)x10° L-molc s ™).
M FT A0 $ B 5 AN G TE A it TR R ER R R PR A SO, Ry R R, FERE A HO R R A, DR I A Y
kpowso; - (~10° L-mole"s™) AH L HAWBF ST A5 (143848 (~107 L-mole s ™) i i1 1 MR L.
1.3 HAfth [ 3

CO; R FE /K A& il 1 HO B = 5 45 A9 6 R 7] (PSens®) 48 AL 5 FR AR B 1 (CO5>) /B TR AR B 7
(HCO; ) J7 4, J&—Fh BA B S AL RE J7 i B i 1 S0 f0 7001 2L 130 28 Al 54348 CLL CL, . Brfil Bry 4%,
A3 Ao 5 AR A R 5 K R ) 1 2 T By e A al P i /RO A AR B AT HO M SO, Ok
i, CO; MK 2 H L5 DOM K 8l 124 A58 A X 388 /0. Larson Fl Zeppt™ Fl H 3 4 51 1 27 e Se
FE T CO; 5 Suwannee A H B K P NOM [ J2 [ 3 %4 4.8x10° L-mol'-s™'. Canonica 255 ff OGN
HIERALI E T CO; 5 Suwannee 1] 71 (1) & HL R FF & 19 S L 18 % (3.36%10° L-mol"-s™") . Yan S5 il
SE T CO3 ™5 17 FfAS [A] S 5 AN 2 780 () DOM B4 57 1 3%, JH: 40 I 7 o 3R s 404 P 7 (0.18—2.86) %
10° L'mol¢"s™ 2Z [A], 3 5 i SCHk b B 4 38 A 3 6 80 100 B A — 3 WP E A, — &
I L% CLL Cly ™. Brfl Bry 5K 20 FiOAS [A] i) DOM [ iz 3 25 il 22, A 45 HH kpomar- 75 10%—
10° L'mol¢"s™ Y [l N, 3X Hkpowcr; - (10—107 L'mole"+s™) &1 2 MBI, 1M kpoms: (~10° L'mole"+s™)
H Koonse; - (~10° L-mole's™) 5 1 3 A Hici 07,
1.4 AN[A H i EEA RIS P XT

1 MG T BHERR T LA IS DOM A 90 50 A E. 18 1R a0 L T IX S
HRE L, 3] [ B LS DOM 1 5 R i 5 BURHET M kpowarr (10°—10° L-mole"s™) >kpowmo =
kpoms: (~10° L-molc"+s™")>kpomso; - (~10” L-molc"*s™)>kpomci; - (10°—107 L-mole"+s™" ) >kpom.co; - “kpoms:; -
(~10° L-mol¢"-s™") . 38 3 48 1) X Le & BH, HO Fl— 2 <1 R [ 3L (C1/Br) 5 DOM 14 52 W i P4 388 /57, PRI T
FLXTF B AR TS Y 1) B F A e B8 ) A2 B K AR 5 543 v DOM [ 5215 1 SO, ™. CO5 Al K i 2 H
F(Cly /Bry ) 5 DOM FY K2 17 A XTSI, PRI 30 6 Y ph 5 06 1 A 40 A B 7 Y aod At v B L S 5 4
fepk.



3174 7N 54 1k

3

44 %

F1 FEILAMIYS DOM MY 5 I 55 4L

Table 1 Second-order reaction rate constants of common free radicals with DOM

A R DOMFFih &t J/(Lomolcs™)
Free radical species DOM sample quantity
2gL261 (1.66—3.33)x10*
1709 (2.6—8.1)x10*
3020) (3.95—7.37)x10°
g% (2.740.1—12.1+1.7) x10*
HO o (139—4.53)x10°
424 (1.42—6.08)x10°
5027) (1.21—10.36) x10*
30231 (1.27—3.06)x10*
19291 (0.64+0.06—3.68+0.34) %107
4050 (1.84—4.2)x107
) 30201 (1.20—2.90)x107
SO 160 (24.8+1.2)x107
1141 (8.16+0.36)x107
NG 2.35%107
104 4.8x10°
COy 169 33.6x10°
17860 (1.8—18.68)x10°
Cr 1987 (3.71£0.34—15.17+1.56) x10°
Cly” 1907 (0.46+0.09—3.57+0.53) 10
Br 1869 (<0.5—4.0+0.4) %10
Br, 2058 (0.940.1—12.442.1)x10°
oL

»e oo o

lg[kpon Radicat/(L-molc's™)]
~

oo

HO® SO; CO~  CI

1 HUL A MBS DOM Y 90 7 b i3 8 Hont [

Fig.1 Comparison of the second-order reaction rate constants of common free radicals with DOM

cly

Br’

Br,~

[43]

2 DOM ¥kt R 5 4 T4 W B L% RAE b ¥ 5 5 1iE S 3 (Spectral characterization methods and

characteristic parameters of DOM physicochemical properties and molecular structure)

2.1 EAh-nl WO

ERHh- Al WSO 231 P O H T B BRI P 7 AR A, BAAOR I, 201 A B T 2 SR A el nT Ok
RS T, F 1 DA AE 28 BRI 31 e BE 2 010 i R o IR A R O B DT 5% b -l LI W O 3 3 R
DOM AN A6 1Y) m-m H40 XU (1 WG, XF DOM (1 Z2 IS5 A4 R AIE (O B ik L ik . RO B
Oy T EEAE) BEATRAL, HAT PR B0 AR AT FE R /N | RABORE e SRR A 0 3 2 R T 54T DLk
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Yk FAE DOM % TR IE 355
R 2 AT RO IS L FAE DOM % WWAERF 280

Table 2 Common characteristic parameters of characterizing DOM by ultraviolet-visible absorption spectroscopy

FHIESHL EAVS FALF X
Characteristic parameters Calculation method Representational meaning
SUVA,s, 254 nmib G 5 DOCHY LU E 55 ERIELLY )
SUVA,g 280 nm4k W6 S DOCH] L {H S5 TERACRR B ALK A O
SUVAss5, 350 nmAb WS EE 5 DOCHY LA 55 Mg o0
E,/E;s 254 nm*5365 nmAb UG Y U E 55rFhk . L Be I R TE AR BEAT DG 2052
E,/E, 240 nm5420 nmAb W ERERY AR 535 FDOM A CDOM R 5 HARSEE
E5/E, 300 nm-5400 nmAb WG (1) HeAH 5 IR B AR A O
E,/E, 465 nm 55665 nmAk OGR4 L (H HERCHRENRGBRIERI IR R
Epsy/Eaps 253 nm'5203 nmAbIROGHE Y LU (E 9 fﬁgwg%&g g ;ﬁéﬁiigiggﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ
$275-295 2729 nm{)ﬁ{%&ﬂgjg’(grﬁﬁéﬂlﬁ{ﬁ& A S0y E R Y
S350-400 350400 nm{}itﬁr?*[ijggf?@('ﬁ{}iﬁﬁ’]#ék S = |yl A
Sk 7520527 S350-400H ELAEL 5y UG, SDOMIGIE I ARIEARCE

2.1.1 FFAEZEANR IR SUVA,s,. SUVA,g,. SUVA;s,

RFAIE 48 A 56 (specific ultraviolet absorbance, SUVA) & —4~5 DOM W35 &L LI Moy T B %A
KB CIGTE bR, A WFSE 2 X0 DOM 7E 254 nm., 280 nm A1 350 nm 25 35 K4k 59 W 6 B, Forb i i iy
58 1 SUVA,s T8 4R, SUVAs, 1876 DOM 7E 254 nm 4b i W6 B 5 15 i P G HLBR & i (dissolved
organic carbon, DOC, mgc-L™) i Hu{E, 5 DOM J% F: 52 1EAH J& 56 2213491 1 FIK 19 SUV A5, 1H X 8
TE 1.0—6.0 L-mgc-m™" i FBl U7, A5 BF 98 A5 2 7K B9 SUV AL, (E# T 6.0 L-mge ' -m™, iX 2 H Ry
KA F ) A Bl R R A FE A 254 nm T G BE B R0 R ik, FE AT 9 ek U 4 R TR AR SR 3 A v
PR R (AN 250 KI5 AR 2 ) X DOM W A A I, 073 sk U 4 J 15 A X SUV A, 54 FR AR
SE R 1,

SUV Ay, FFAIES B 0 FH T 5T DOM 7E# 55 4 A Ak M 3R AL BT J5 1 05 - £ 22 Ak, Remucal 551
TEWFFE Oy F1 HO % fk DOM (it i v, & B SUVA,s, KU 25 4804k 770 750 B8 Al 45 T 1 AS W 1 1%, 156
O; Al HO X DOM (1 A AL AL B R AR T DOM )75 75 Pk . Zhang 55 76X LA 5¢ HOFI SO, 5 NOM [
SRS, Wil T SNERG R 254 nm R ARG HUAE (BRI UV,s54/UV sy o) IA5 1K, &30 2 B F HI3E7E 30 min
NIETF NOM B UV,50/UV,s4 o ZHGE A T B, U HOFI SO, A A AL AL 311 2 5 B0 NOM J5 P [
fik. Wang S5 XF HOAHFSE T R AR R EF (Mn(VID) ) . = 8KRRRBF (Fe( V1) ) Fl O3 X EfOM A9 &AL AE H, 1 I )
FENNA 3 AL IS EfOM 19 SUVA, s [E3A BT TR, B 3 B4 (LX) EFOM 05 F L5 A — 21
W RAE . Hou S5 2058 H Y6 X DOM 5640V FH B, [AIAE NI T SUVA s, ZE AR 1, I 21 78
YEEEFH J5 DOM WA €07 fit A HLS (43 FR 85 T, chromophoric dissolved organic matter, CDOM ) ZH 43 #Y
SUVA,s, ZEUFFE T —2F. INitl, ZIAHFFEXF SUVA,s, FHAE S B FEAE 25 T 1 72 1 A Ak 1 7k Ab B4
ARXF DOM 35 B AN S K4 7 p HLAT 1558 119 5 g 4% 1

SUVA g 3 A5 DOM (1S3 FE AL R BE . 05 B DL S b /K 1 A7 B 5 AR DG PEPY. Chin 45149 g 37
T DOM 43 F 1t 5 280 nm AL EE 2 1 C R 2, AT DOM 31 K/NR ML T — A7 SR 5 14 Jr
2. [AAERY, SUVA;zs, 5 DOM Y05 F Pk 2 IEAHSCOC R WL A, Ji 5500 BF5EIA R 350 nm &b W B2 s i)
FHFFAE DOM 1 CDOM 41 43l e Ji .

212 FFRIEEINRICEE AR Ey/Ey. EyEy. E5/Ey. EyEg. Eysy/Ess

FRIE S8 E,/E; 78 DOM 7E 254 nm 1 365 nm &b W' B /Y HLAE . 0F 28 I\ K Bl 5 43 F 1 10 38 K,
DOM 275 3K 4 il KA A S AW G R, DR 365 nm AR G 5 DOM 431 52 TEAH G 56 R 6,
., Eo/E; 5 DOM By 53 F it R/N R ARG OC R, WAh, Ey/E; FRiES BN 5 DOM Mk +
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HREA & R R AR P, EyE, BN N 5 DOM JEFEALFR LA K, Y Ey/E;< 3.5 B, DOM H?
JEF R B SRR T & MR A& i, )22, 24 Ey/Es> 3.5 if, U] DOM H & HLR (0 7 28 K T IS A R 19 &%
P2 Wang S5 &3 Fe( V) . Mn(VID) Fil O, #)fi15 EfOM B Eo/E; FRIESEUE L F-, iz g RAE
EfOM £ 3 S AL AL B 5 19 3 F i AVt fe BB 0 T %, X 22 Kl 3 Fh {71 0y DOM Y & H 5
P (55 IR G5 A RV SR 2548 ), (75 DOM 43 F 45 F A R RR B B9/, Yan S50 4341 T CO5 I AL R 5
DOM 1] Eo/Es FFES B LR, R IAAE F kpowco:- T Eo/Es AR FAAAK IR, Bl CO; X
DOM 1 & L0 i HA B g 1 S

5 E,)JEs Mk, EyJE,. E5/E,. EJEg N Eys3/Eqgy SEWOEEE HUIEFRIE S0 DOM 540 1T WL SO 1
T RAE O BE A X BAR. Ey/Ey. E5/E4. EJEg 73 X 3% 240 nm 5 420 nm. 300 nm &5 400 nm LA K&
465 nm 5 665 nm KA DOM (KW EE 1Y F AR . Eo/E, FREZ%0S DOM 175 Ttk G B 5 s, a8
7 DOM 1 CDOM #1431 4 b, LA K DOM H HAT W SE R i A7 (0 B BB AT i) & 515 ©L ES/E, FRIE S5
55 DOM B JE FE AL AR BE 5t 67 A DG 6 R 154 %), E/Eg FFIES 405 DOM 435 C i 2L A TR Moy & kA
BT T AH S 5, Eyss/Egs 18 253 nm 5 203 nm % KA DOM FW G RE () FL AR, BFSE N N IZ 4R 1E 2
BG5H I L BRI SR RIE L, B Eysy/Epos #5 U) DOM H 35 BREE 44 1 (R 3L | iR 3L . FRIL 5%
WA IR iR 22, [R) B B 52 20 At sk vy e,
2.1.3 JEIERER (Sy752055 S350-400) FIEFR L (SRt S275295/S350-400)

IR G — E WK JE N (H) 275—295 nm 1 350—400 nm 78 Bl ) B98O BE A AR LR LA 4
8 POA 5 DOM 143 i 15 B Pk 2 U OCOC R, 15 DOM 9 J3T 2 ¥ B T8 U7 i At 32
S i) P RFEEOTERA SR, (D), 2 RIEK (nm), s WS F WK, 85 4 355 nm, 4, ~
WA 2 A WOGEE, L A CRR AR (m) | a; Flla, W 4 Aep A0 B AN B2 ZR WO R B (m ) 7 S8 R
It Sg 2 DOM TE4FE P AT N B GTE RHR Syr5-005 T S350-400 HY HLA, BIL(3)15,

a,=2.3034,/L (D
a,=a,,e (2)
SR:S2757295/S3507400 ( 3 )

W H G RRR S HOGIHERNR L Sq 5 Ey/E; FrIESEUEA R AL L. Fu S50 2651 53 A 9 i
TR 114 75 At M 2R (dissolved black carbon, DBC) i Y6 Ak 24 R4 i, Xt K BH G DBC 1 Sk FF1E S5
B ' IR s [] B AR AR HEAT T E, % BRAE 169 h B BEIS 8] 9, S3s0-a00 I BN T AT Shrsn0s 3B HT_ETF, A
AR Sg A W B T a3, [FES, Ey/Es FRAESEUE WM EF-. 3 S bn 09 28 (b 2L [R] S e s Bt o5 O
HE B[] (384 1, DBC B4 F B A/, 75 B PE B A 55 . 6 LA it R O MR s E ALk &=,
DOM K Sg il E,/E; FRAF SHUTE EALAL B S Y94 BT L7, Bil] DOM 43+ ik B - 1 2y R e,
22 TOEIEE
22.1  FHEZOOGIERIEE

PENCIE—FIOEECE G, YR 6T 5 A T IR 2, Bl 8 1 4 5 BR AT AR & 3
B, IFEREYEF & 7= A 9. i TSR S5 44 231X A S 6T e B P L, 4 e B SOR: /& BTG
WA N e ELAT “<dig GOHRAE, A B A9 638 B 0] AR AE DOM 4345 KA 4R A1F i a2 40 2 0. 8 ok
FAE DOM % M Re P 1) 5 A R/ B Y K X8 bR i 25 1 3% 3 v, R B 4E: 28 648 4K (fluorescence
index, FI) . J& 71 1k #8 £ (humification index, HIX) . H 4 i 4§ % (biological index, BIX) I & i 48 %
(B:a) 5.

FIEE 280038 )5 550 370 nm B0R KT 470 nm #1520 nm & 5K A 958 608 B 22 1L, 3%
FEECT TR AE DOM Hp Bl YRR PR IR 4L 20 9 o EE TS 70T SR AROK AR Y FT 48 B0GE #7E 1.2—1.8 Z [A]97,
4 FI>1.8 i, FHA P IE DOM by 22414y, B 2 BRIE T6 AV /52 7% 25 4 0 AR 7= 9 RO R P
VAR AT HLITE; 24 FI<1.2 iF, ZW 4K DOM Sy =82 43, B 32 Bk Y5 TAR W 20 F 384 B % LR Y,
Wan %57V BF 5% K BIL v i 12 A0 191 48 AL 1 75 /K B 7B EFOM Il NOM 1Y FI {8 A 3%—27%, % W A AL 5
DOM H PR ZH 43 HL 1 41K
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F 3 JOLEIHERIE DOM 15 WAFIESR bR

Table 3 Common characteristic indicators of DOM characterized by fluorescence spectroscopy

FHIEREER Tk FAEE X
Characteristic indicators Calculation method Representational meaning
JOLI 370 iR KT 470 1520 nm 31 K AL FBHRFE He DOMHTAMIL PR 5 H™
T AL AL 254 nmiff K T 435—480 nm & T I Y 9 i B 14 (H 55 300— - —
(HIX) 345 nm 1435480 nm RSP K P IOGRIEEILZ gty DOMARRICRET
S HE K
S 310 nm K F380 nm 5430 nm % SHHE K AL FEOLIRIE 2 1 DOMHBE I A ¢ 7
it ETE AL 310 nmi & P K T 380 nm & S K AL IFEEHE I 5420—435 nm& K DOMAETAE B L4 i 1k Y
(B:a) T N 9O B W Y HU Y

HIX FAE S 50003575 8 254 nm Bk K T 435—480 nm & 55k 1 70 BBl P Y 9¢ S 5 2 0 {1
(Frnax.435-480) 3 300—345 nm 1 435—480 nm P4 A 5 I 4 0 B P 18 298 16 38 5 W41 22 1 ( F o 300345
F max,435—480) A LLAE, B HIX = F, max,435—480/ (F, max,300-345 T £ max,435—480) 7 HIX 5 DOM JE FE AL T2 | ORI
W B B T R R A8 A 1. 2 DOM 11 J65 4 Ak R B A W7 T o B, G 0 LU ALK AS IR B A, DOM %4
T Y U X 7 P e S A 1 B R K T I B8 2, PR HIX (R = 7 BIX R IiE S 405 F1 244,
A FHT-24E DOM 5 AP I 2H 43 5 b, 24 BIX > 1.0 BF, AR E LI IR 32, 124 BIX < 0.6 B, B2
PUBE VR A 215080, Bra FRAE S B0 TR ) 205 BIX L (3 3), 7 I F £ AE DOM g A= il 4 43 1) i L,
R fz it DOM [ 55 ff Fi BE17 7). Milstead 2615 FEXT 16 FiAS TR DOM MGk 2250 I IF I v, K BRAE
J6 IR TS BT A DOM FE 5 (1 BIX (E Y B, 11 HIX {E3 75, U606 IR 6E 455177 DOM @ s fb #2 )% b
Tt PIIRZH 43 He i %

222 SHESOLCIE-TFAT A Mk

R G T T R i BRI R TR A RN & S I K 22 TR A [ A AR R TR S — A X P X
DOM ZKAE AT 7 22441, 155 DOM [ 58 3858 6% EME 8., #%) 1212 i T DOM W25 #4 2 i 5 oK 5 43
M, AR EEFE . R R . AEBEIRE SRR 5 5 58 o i RS- A T P o Wb T B e A
L & WU 5 Y DOM = 4258 NGk k17 3E — 20 9 68 43 B, DOM =4k 5 ik 8 =273 R 5 K IX I,
(1l 2)t 3k T An X 1T (3% i K 200—250 nm, & 55 K 280—380 nm) F A28 14l 435 XTI
(PR WK 200—250 nm, & ST 380—550 nm) AL & H IR 555 KBV (A P 250—400 nm,
R 280—380 nm) FAF AT VA PEGCAE AR = P 20 435 X8V (BUR B2 250—400 nm, A& 5K
380—550 nm ) FEAIF 2 5 iR 41 431059,

400

%)

3

[}
T

Excitation wavelength/nm
o
(=2
(=]
T

1
1
1
! XV
XV 1 Region V
Region IV | HNETIR
R A Humic acid-like
LN T
Soluble microbial |
250 - — — _”L;l’ﬁ’d“_c“ﬂkﬁ e R
X 1 X I e
Region I cgion IL ! RIX_)I}& m}]l
#&Aﬁz FURT | %A’_'E PRI 9?«'9,‘;, -
romatic romatic gl
200 protein 1 : protein II : FI"]“C “C'd']'kcl )
280 330 380 430 480 530

Emission wavelength/nm
2 SHEROLIE IR o X
Fig.2 Partition range of the three-dimensional fluorescence spectrum
FH =2 5638 AT B 43 7 12 43 B DOM B i 25 0 21 B w] A0 ol — Fif o B R 65 0 1 o 72
Zou S5 F HIZ 7 % A BT U5 75K T K EfOM BR EAT 1 o3BT, e B AT VR PR 7
Y. B R AN B HLRR O FE 5173 Hou 6™ [RIRE M HIZOT i 9E 1 R A/ F Re AL & T 220 EfOM Y
FRARAE R, e IR S T 200 3K P EFOM /Y 25 BR A% 3 g, T A B 88 JIE T 25 % i /K 1 DOML 21 73 ) 2%
BRI T Ag, I AS [R] 75 7K A BT 2R BT X DOM AN [R] 40 43 19 S8 A0 A T LA 25 531 . Zhong 450



3178 B78 5% 1k 2 44 3%

SHETOCICTE AT I T2k T W 58 25 0 e S AR A A B0 B OB BRI DOM B AR AVE T, R B
B35 DR DOM 1) 3= 24 3 5 HLR A IS BH 9 A 280 25 i A A Ak B 147 4 25 Dk 20>

3 HHES/LAEERS DOMAEEEMESHERNEEBHAMRER (Quantitative structure—activity
relationship between free radical oxidation activity and DOM spectral characteristic parameters)
RARAARFNTT BT 7K Hh DOM BRI % | 43 45 B2 20, Mt F i B 5 DOM 1y 4k 3l
% 5 DOM JGIEHHIE S A1 QSAR FAL, K R PEAl DOM K& 5T Xf F ph i S8 L AL HE 14 52 e 42 41 7] 2 119 45
SRR AL G PP AR, [, QSAR AU A B T 7R H Hi A5 DOM (14 5 A7 s 5 B i AL
#25 A M35 DOM (1 W # 3 5 DOM FRAE S ALY QSAR BN 4 T /K.
®4 AFKAMIES DOM By SN # A 5 DOM FFAEZ 0 1 E S A ROC R

Table 4 Quantitative structure-activity relationship between the reaction rates of various free radicals and DOM and the
characteristic parameters of DOM

s AR
Serial number Formula
4-169 kefom o (x10° Lmolc+s™) = 1.13 X SUVA,s4 +1.22 x RCyp, +2.31 X FI- 1.82 x RC¢y5 — 0.0018 X Mw +4.12 d — 8.90
1
4-28) 1=0.00830 x COD + 0.0455 x RCnn, + 0.208 x FI-0.00289 x TOC — 0.196

KEfOM,HO x 1078L- mol'Cl ey
—(0.2510.02)><(%)

4-304 kpowco; (L'mge s = (17384 1.3)x 10

4-427 kpom,so; (¥107 L'molc™s™") = 0.398UVAys, +0.44 (R = 0.78)

4-521 kpom,so; (X107 L-molc'-s™) =9.00TAC +0.16 (R* = 0.78)

462" kpom,cr (x10° L-molc"-s™) = 5.8 + 166.98¢ ™ (R* = 0.62)

4-767 kpowci; (x107 L'mol"+s™") = 0.174 + 0.412SUVA,s, (R*=0.71)

4-887 kpowm,cr; (X107 L-molc'-s™) =—0.32 + 6¢ *# (R* = 0.63)

4-957 kpomci; (10 L-molc*s') = 0.435 + 6.154TAC (R*=0.52)

4-1087 kpowm,ct; (X107 L'molc's™) =-0.079 +0.00IMy (R* = 0.60)

4-1189 kpom,sr (x10° L'molc ™) = (0.266 + 0.079) x SUVA,s, + (4.447 £ 1.514) x TAC + (0.624 +0.172) (R*=0.877)
4-1289 kpompr- (x10° L'molc"'s™) = (0.899 +0.189) x SUVA,s5, + (15.559 +3.704) x TAC + (0.324 + 0.444) (R*=0.931)

{E: RCpp INH, 2 B Z 88, AURDOMAY K MR/ BTES T451%; RCo s C180R B 8%, AURDOMMBIK ;s & 7 B,
Note: RCyyy, is the NH, retention coefficient, which represents the hydrophilicity/anionic properties of DOM; RC g is the C18 retention
coefficient, which represents the hydrophobicity of DOM; d is the dispersion.

Fernando 55 #1577 HO AL % 5 EfOM 24 GIEHRHIE S5 (SUVA,s, Fl FD) LUK 43 F i (Mw)
ZAEARZ [ Y QSAR BEAL (3 4 1y 4-1), I THifh HO 5 EfOM fil) —- 4% 52 i 7 5 . Keen 2529 1 4
T HO % fL # %55 EfOM 11 FI F#AE S EURLEA B % 1 (TOC) S548 bR ] 1Y QSAR BEA (58 4 (1) 4-2).
Yan %5 BB 55 T CO3 4 Ak 3 K kpow.co; - 5 DOM S i 45 iE 2 810 9 K R, & B koowco; -5 DOM £y
Eo/Es HEARAFAE B M TG R (R 419 4-3), W] CO; H 55 5 DOM H i & HL T o7 S 2F A7 I
Lei %20 5007 T SO, B AT kpowso; - -5 DOM [ SUVA,s4. Eo/Es Fil FI S NGTERFE S K R &
(TAC) FFFEARE] AU A E KR, B G5 R IR kpowso, - 15 SUVA,s, il TAC ZE§H] i AH O fie s (36 4 14
4-4 F1 4-5) , Ut kpomso, - 5 DOM 7 Bt LA K & HL 1~ HE W 2 i B4 AH OC . X CFT DOM i 8l g ¢
HEATWF 5% B, Lei 5557 & B kpowe- 5 DOM Y )6 i 2% 38 b5 A & M IF R 1, 11 5 Mw A 56 1 38 9
(£ 419 4-6), X5 HOM SO, By P i A K 2 5. M X T Cly”, kpowc; -5 DOM B G 3% 2% 35 b
(SUVA,s, #l Ey/E5) A HAF5 AR (TAC 1 Mw) K145 80 19 A G (55 4 1) 4-7 & 4-10) 5507, Lei 4509
[ B4 T Brfll Br, & 1L 1% PE 5 DOM ) SUVA,s, 55 fiF 2 KR HA 35 A5 ( TAC) 2 18] /Y #E 15 1
QSAR A (5 4 1Y 4-11).

4 %515 53 (Conclusion and prospect)
ALER T BB EAR R P UL A h 35 DOM R 3h 112, il T iEfsE $ER1E DOM 43
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SRR R RRIE IS S8, JF i — 0 B85 T A AR TG PE S DOM FRIEGIE S 800 E A ROC R
R Mg HORS U 0 2 I ROE 2R RS HETEA DOM 5 |36 1 58 2 58 5 34w X | ik 48 AL 3L e Y 52 i)
FEULEIS AR, I B IR A A ST DOM 1 £ AL L.

BEXT E R AT R 5 DOM FHIE G 3% S 55 ) 2 i 4 300G 2 A58 80 Ay s YDA AN ey L 3 PR R
TRAIBFFE IR, 46 DL s S R .

(1) B E A ARAE V5 /K Ak B 3 R v B mT A Sk 1904 BB G 3 w3 5 7K Tl A At ml 4 A VR 3 Ak B
BAITA R XEA YRR A HL. A R 2R IR TIRR A AR 5 i BE K 407K v EfOM 1 2 3
J122 5 RONAILEL, 4 e 9T B AR S A 3R B B s 7K T DOM (1) S i HLE.

(2) Fr B 52 1 X0 45 255 U A R 3% 5 DOM Z [a] 9 [ 1 81 7 2 M LA B8R T 32 FINR A 4R,
R DL (R0 25 0 1 42 T8 R AR R W AR Al 205 PR (R (Fe(IV) L Mn( V) #l Co( ) %) - 5
DOM [ gl Jy 2o fe ke = . PR, insidl [ i 28306 M [ 7R 5 DOM 1% [ I gl J1 241 5%, KA Bh F
E— R E PR AR R PTG Y R S DOM (1 s AILER.

(3)E R KR KRS o B FEZL A R4, DOM R 23R B 5 &8 B 7 . A HLT5 Y55 10 W f 4%
HRE ST, X BLHR T GE R MR ERAE D61 S B FAF S I Ny 3 PR A7 A5 PRI AR T 05 A A K A5 SR A X A
RUF A R0 A 5%, A P A 27K R o 22 15 DOM 51 A Aty 58 32 S s30 Xof v 0 A8 P B AR B T el g 1) 3%

) B4 5 PRI LA
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