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WARFRAEB/ME

*IRSAd 0 FREREL > FRURBEW
S R ***Tﬁr*’:ﬂiﬂﬁmi

R RBBEH LR

7 &

AR ESR B AR KB P RER
WHE o s ERETRABESHAEE
REMEREREMZMG BEAZEAR
AR REANEH R E L AR ER
B HEEFEHNEDERRBTRESEZE
b o ) BB A R AR VB M AR 3R ‘”J‘ﬁ'—ifi‘?:ﬂ%
W E 2RI RARMBE T ETRE
R ] }%ﬂ'/_ _ .

TR G EY RFARGHEARDRAK
EEH XAD-8 BiRs 4B R AK Y REH
Mt & o8 R B AR R R R BRIE R Bl
B 0 EMEEE - F8 kT
oK P H R B S o B
PR M E A4k 442 % 0 BMAKM R
M E R 445 555 % - HE S EMARE

My BHEBREARSZZE FRAER
/AR A 4 (THMFP/DOC) @ &4t
B A RE ﬂﬁ//&ﬁ?fiﬁfr&zf
(HAAFP/DOC) 2z & R E L F &K & -

BA - REABHBRAZARBERH

o BB R AT A R 3 A AR

BB Mt 2 PG TE - BoKESE
EEARBEHEEFR THRAMIL, « B
FHAE (CACO)RM TR 7134 BREM®
B X B ORI B
carboxylic/carbonyl #8it6#A& x> B 4R

aromatic

AR 3 AT &
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& B,/ AR E M ROE M

MaFERADZ M - BT kR E
Mg ¥ B R AR K MEfu i F 28 B
* o

X Bt EEE

KRR T NOMs 4% Kidbfg F - f2
SALR B FEH B o FRFKERE P
HEAE EEEATHAREBBREE8)

EY o BEFRHBHHHARER B

A GERBNL  RAE RS T ELE
PEEAkE - BRCBE - BAKAKT
MEMBELEER BELBRABRARELF
FiAE - K3 4 51464 > 4 amino acids
FTERGHNEARE  HFKBRETERT
MfE AT ENES 6 NOMs B0 &
A R B 2 A FE  SLRR K
PRASP A, [E) B B e — b AE B 38 B R ERE AT
A4 ey % (Bjomar, 1999) - 32X NOMs
BABE T RRAME,YE -2 THEdG 0]
B #0382 840 SUVA (Ays4/DOC) T 22 85
#E k945 & NOMs #7 BALE| & 7FH
(Westerhoff et al., 1999) » & F} g4 /i GPC
(gel permeation chromatography)#e UF
(ultrafiltration) % 7 &, & H| #7 K 52 + NOMs
S FEHNHFEMR (Amyeral, 1987) -

A A EAAILA KK £ E LIRS
FTEZAHBACE  BRBRERRAR



Mt (Odegaard et al., 1986) » 123 B.2F #& M
B E MAEd 0 £ R RABE P
HBE GAC sy R Z R Mm% 1& (Joost et
al., 1995)» f 14 O5/GAC ek 2 F 2
A4 HnES>DOC EFRIFHEX > &
RABEZAEILBEFELERSTFEZ
{44 (aldehydes #« carboxylic acids)*
B Es FE2bh HHFRBER
B A% whis ik ¥8 M2 (Takahashi et al.,
1995) » Jammes et al. (1994)4F 33 & £ R 2
HHEMRBERARE  MALREARESR
LR R FEL K F oy aldehydes 4 F 3 o -
3t B 4&i1® GAC K324 » 2 aldehydes T4
* 1 60~75% - Dussert and Tramposch
(1996)#1 %545 it > B SR TEHER A RIT
#E 4% BDOC ~ disinfection precursor »
ozonation by-products - synthetic organic
compounds (e.g. pesticides) ~ taste and odor
compounds #v ammonia %% : Huetal
(1999)#7F 7 45 i 481 & R A1k 2 KAk -
HERgRHRESL » £RE e AOC
F£ & K7 80% - Langlais ef al. (1991)35
d 0 RN kTSR R
(BDOC)E » A A4 842 A GAC
(granular activated carbon){k 4 ¥y & ¥ & >
AR T KB 469 BDOC £74 -

BRI LB

AR

ARBMERTEATHERFAREZ
Buoka gk o AR B E e IE A KRR A 4
Mo BRI KY > AMAERE N
BESTRARBRA MM E TrRAER » 7
WMEARENE R ETRANLBEN
FER B ERBEIREA MG - BT

69

RITRFHNYRBRBR A~ F K
HARTRABRSHNRIRERS R ZH
ﬂu

=]

TREEayE

790 £3-12 ARES PHRESK
Rk #B K 60 A9 > AT RAKE 247
ARG SV AE 045 i~ B MIEARE
B-ABPLETE - HWNFTAKRES
PR B S AR K 60 g AR

BN nHABEEPE#H  RiATAR LN

HCl & ~ T 47 R Bl fo b AR AR L
Fo IR B B R B KRR SR
AWK T E BT B AR E & L
BRE - REEEBREHRAMA 0 A
AR ENKTREAE  RENMEBE 4T
T o A RBRE KR LH XAD-8 #
BE o rEEARRALER - FEE - BRARM Y
Y~ gkt R AKEF RN ER
BEBY - REBRNTRIRBERET R
EHEZHLE L FRALSERATZSE
A4 BH B8 E4MH (ROX-5, Ozonair
Internation Co., San Francisco, USA)
2 hEh 14 g/hr ALEABERAESE S
L/min» @B EREE SR 46.6
mg/L > F AT AR E BN 20°CAE
B B2 % 200 rpn e KB F FIEFA Lab
View #: 3% B 2] ORP & pH #4b - it
% % F B B2 3% 2 bituminous coal # A%
# F-400 (Calgon Carbon Co., )& M5 »

E A AN B 8%30 mesh o

DT

AERAKE oW T ERELRBRENE
Z K€ ¥ B & (NIEA) & Standard
Methods, 19" Ed., (1998), APHA sf3=



£BIBHE BIBF R4 Tablel., = 8
iz (TIMS)Z 5 #f, = & FIRZ 24714 %
# Standard Method 6232D - # A GC/ECD
4T TMs 2 R E B 5 #H - LT 2
7k 44 Standard Method 6233B @ #&%
s #1 A &k 488 Bl (Methyl-Tert Butyl

- Ether, MIBE)# K4k ¥ 2 HAAs BR i Rz

%o BUREATRAE Fas Birs
$HEN GC/ECD & 47 HAAs Z iR E - &
oA B 8 1t P (A0X) = &

7l

%~113%~75%& 14%-

BkR EIEAE Mz SUVA &

AR B 2 AR B 2 Rk
B8 (A2s¢/DOC, SUVA) » 4 R 77 4o Figure
1o Agsy REBEREAKB T HFBBATEZ
Rioidt 5 % & A REE G HH - K&
kAR PERMz C=C 842 - C=C =4
R BFHEBPILAYZ L FMSIARERS

# 4 # Standard Method 19" Ed (APHA and AWioell&98),2995) - & Figure 3.45 40 » W &

Adsorption-Pyrolysis-Titrimetric
Method © A RAE AR 2L ET
(U-2000, Hitachi Co) - #2 1 cm k&2
Quartz cell #AFZ o MIEARMEE e o)
¥ FE4# Standard Method 5310D -
# R TOC w4tk o ERERS 0.1
Analytical Model 1010, USA - “C-NMR &
#r 0 FI R A 4R %R (Bruker Avance
- 400 spectrometer, USA) - f§ 42184 R
ey kiR AT 0.3~0.5 B iTanat
O AAEEBREELI0KEAETE
A7 °

MR

BB AR T R ) A A% B -4 B

W B F KR K& XAD-8 #iAs ok
% BERE A MR 2K P ATl e tr] 4 3]
# hydrophobic fractions 45 44.2% »
hydrophilic fractions #) % 55.5% B KM
PR 45 o te {5l 48 3 > hydrophobic fractions
X Akt P (hydrophobic
neutrals) + % & (fulvic acids) ~ & 44 &
(humic acids) & B K # & M 4
(hydrophobic bases) » Fr4b tb 4] 530 & 24
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7 KBk P 4 8 i 2 hydrophobic fractions
H b st 2 48 & A hydrophilic fractions »
£ ¥ - humic acids RS WL RAEE
(0.019 abs/mg) » ##k k== % fulvic acids
(0.014 abs/mg) > hydrophobic neutrals (0.006
abs/mg) ° #v hydrophobic bases (0.004
abs/mg)’ f hydrophilic fractions 8.4 0.005
abs/mg BAF ¢ & LEEF B AT A 2 R4
Fabt S ERD -

B KB & #EH #4h DBPEP &

Figure 2.5 % R ¥ KR KR L BH
M 2 %48 DBPFP/DOC 4 R E%H > T&%
& 2 B 5~ humic acids & fulvic acids # B4
DOC # = & F K &£ & B
(TTHMFP/DOC):E % 7> H 467 4% 4 - humic
acids z TTHMFP/DOC & f7K H MM ¥ &
& PR oA R humic acids BB & 4 R4 =
B (TTHM)Z EZ5EmE - £Rk5
fulvic acids ~ hydrophobic neutrals -~
hydrophobic  bases &  hydrophilic
fractions ; B KR LA B T £
HAAFP/DOC # sk &8 4~ » fulvic acids =
HAAFP/DOC 4 i &S RARREALH
4 » £ HAAFP/DOC % 67.45 pg/mg > &
= # humic acids ~ hydrophobic bases ~



hydrophobic  neutrals &  hydrophilic
fractions * H HAAFP/DOC 4& 4 % %
35.78 ~28.91 ~ 22.64 B 10.28 pg/mg > R K
Z HAAFP/DOC % 45.7 pg/mg » &4 4 L
# R - hydrophobic fractions % 4%z
TTHMFP/DOC & HAAFP/DOC Z * £ 77

BMERBESTEHILRLEFEIL

> F % & 4 (molecular weight
distribution, MWD) % & ¥4 2 & B 45k 2
— » Figure 3. & Figured. s 5] 2 % R $ K 5
BARBRRBAESESR ZEREBEF 5T
FRACE > & B P TR R YR F R
BABBHB IS FETNE 1,549
15,647 Da> L AR B BET » P35
FEMZRARREMGA S A BME
&) % > Becker and O’Melia (1996)57F % 15
B RREFERMEBERT > FRFRE
whaFE - '

AR SBREREH M BERL

8 % K R K A humic acids $ 2
AR B T RIE AR ORP EHF#ATIF
Z sk #4T DOC 447 > Figure 5. % ¥ & /%

. IRk B AR humic acids $1 2 A R BB
% DOC # ORP = M4 B - Galapate et al.
(2001)8 8 A 3% g Managa Reservoir » #£ 3¢
FEAEBHEREEREBEZT » LIERE
WE BB TR ICHE S AN L RER
2HE > MESERE D LERF BRI AR
Z 15 R 24~46% = B F A RBAE
Fl ZRHDEBREARBDT £
10~16% - G BE ¥ & A R B} » ORP &
650~950 mV Z [ fE &k A 3% 489 DOC -
BrRAAREBEEEXFRARE M

% mBASEZERES - ORP i 2] 520
mV SFHAESEREARHER IS % @
BERMBK BHEBER  EEAEEE
YR E 53 TR 510 30.5% -

A2 S RJE PC-NMR k3

W B B KR AR 82 % $UEJE 20min 7
BC.NMR B 4o Figure 6.7 34 165~190 ppm
ZoRERF S BEESE 100%8 8B REA
£ B 2 4 »165~190 ppm 2 Carboxylic acid
cartbons H M  EROBRNERA
68.9% ¢ f£ 0~60 ppm 4 4 & Aliphatic F 2
o ERBREHEREESEE W K
ML 598% 0 H 44 60~90 ppm
90~165 ppm 4¢ # & Carbohydrate -
Aromatic k9755 > 4238 R FEE e E 1L E R
BREE B E T4 EA4ELRLH
A -

K b5 W B 0% ok BB KBS M R

it R 4R 5T

H& W B sk B R K A humic acids &
RAEBEER B Z AFAREG F—
B3P E > rdo Table2. - RABBEARE
#% /& NMR B#4E2F  LEas
165~190 ppm X & Carboxylic/Carbonyl
carbons £ 48 i 0 » £ 1L 24 % 0~60 ppm
Aliphatic carbons &) 2F 587 75 35 /v &9 A8
# A% @ 60~90 ppm X %k
Carbohydrate 42X F AL AR
HBAEEBLEAKRERE  LELH

© 165~190 ppm 4% & Carboxylic/Carbonyl
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carbons H 4 & 3 v | Carey (1996)4& H
Carboxylate group & # K % #
(water-loving) 36 % & #% 4 f2 K A8 F 691K A%
P& B £4LZ2 4 # 0~60 ppm Aliphatic



carbons & 5ApH Rk VAR BB
60~90 ppm 4% & carbohydrate 4% 9 B &)
HAHEEHREMMBRY » & LT Ho o
Carboxylic/Carbonyl carbons & Aliphatic
cartbons & B ERkFMNBRZ EEETH
A BAEBBERREZE HRALE
ARPE A M58 B Agsa FEAB + 2R AR T 84 7B ARIE
HRBRE ~ Aoss BB BRI B %
TSR FERFKER B &S DOC RKE
B Agss 0 WA S H AL E F-400 AR E
Mg R P B A ST

&

1. R F KR AREH MR AKF
P4k tofs] » hydrophobic fractions %945
45.1% » # hydrophilic fractions # %
55.5% » hydrophobic fractions X =] 4~ 2
#]oAk P 4  (hydrophobic
neutrals) ~ & (fulvic acids) ~ g # &k
(humic acids) ~ B K 1 & P 4
(hydrophobic bases) » A4k to4l 5] &
24%~113%~75%~1.4% -

2. Humic acids = TTHMFP/DOC &FArH

H MY ¥ & & & 0 Fulvic acid %

HAAFP/DOC 4 R E /7B AR EA
# H#r > £ HAAFP/DOC % 67.45 pg/Le

3. BREFABORKABHABLEZAR
BT FHHaFE > Apse 32 DOC

% SALR B T A W IER 58

Bi%Z 900 & 14,590 Da» Agss i
50.0% ~ 64.8% «
4, FEMBRBHY R FAKEEKBRESR S
§ L 29 7 k0 £ & LR N aromatic
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Carboxylic/Carbonyl carbons ¥ 7K4E
ot B £ 838 LA AR ZE B
T BEBEA > TAHMRY &
PC-NMR BT mER - Ratsk
ZREH R LA ERD ILHER
1538 2 AR 5 W BIE MR R AR
BHEBRMAE -

RBTHEARHE LA GXEEHY
(3t & 4 3E NSC-90-2211-E-029-006)
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Items Methods and Instrument
pH Electrode method (NIEA W424.50A) ; pH meter, (Suntex, TS-1)
Temperature Thermometer method (NIEA W217.50A)
‘Specific conductivity Specific COnductiVity meter (WT'\N;'Condﬁb'tivity' Meter, LF 95)
TDS Conductivity Meter (WTW, Conductivity Meter, LF 95')
DO DO meter (WTW, Microprocessor, Oximeter)
Alkalinity Titration Method (Standard Methods 12320 B, 19'h
Hardness EDTA Titration Method (Standard Methods 2340 C, 19")

Free residual chlorine DPD/ 43656 & 3k (NIEA W408.50A)

£2 BME2EAGRERE

Chemical shift
- DOC Ay AMW 165~190
0~60 ppm 60~90 ppm  90~165 ppm -
Water ' ppm
sample Carboxylic/
P 4 Aliphatic Aromatic oxyhe
mg/lL. cm Da Carbohydrate Carbonyl
carbons carbons
_ carbons
RwW*  1.00 0.004 1,549 52.18 28.63 69.29 100.00
RWO3*
" 0.49 0.002 900 59.77 27.45 70.63 68.88
HA? 1.00  0.0037 15,647 81.26 165.97 277.23 100.00
HAO;® 069 00013 14,590 66.37 60.95 255.65 134.01
* Feng Yuan waterworks raw water
ok Feng Yuan waterworks raw water after ozonation
* Humic acids extracted from Feng Yuan waterworks raw water
##

Humic acids extracted from Feng Yuan waterworks raw water after ozonation
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