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Formation of bromate in aqueous solution in the presence of

Br™ under ultrasonic irradiation

YAO Juanjuan, LIU Wei, ZHOU Lingxi
(Urban Construction andEnvironmental Engineering, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400045, P.R.China)

Abstract: Formation of bromate (BrOj ) in aqueous solution in the presence of Br~ under ultrasonic
irradiation was investigated. The results show that BrO; formed by a series of reactions between hydroxyl
free radical ( + OH) generated by ultrasonic cavitation and Br~. The total BrO3 yield increases with the
increase of the initial concentration of Br . While the yield ratio of BrO; to Br  decreases with the
increased initial concentration of Br™. The yield of BrOj at different frequencies follows the order 400>
600>800>200 kHz. When the ultrasonic energy density increases from 0.06 W / mL to 0.19 W / mL, the
formation rate of BrO; increases first and then decreases. BrO; formation rate decreases with the increase
of pH.
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BrO, HHEA SUE SN &2 0. FEFRME 7 LA (TARC AR K BrO, & & b i
/T KOE R4 e A — s ORI TARC % BrO; T A 2B KA S 8UE Y™ . B0 BrO;
BARES R S B /NS i 40, m A Y BrO, S R st AL B v . v R 6 AROR K T A AR D)
(GB 5749-—2006) )k 2007 4F 7 A 1 H It X7, o BB HLE BrO; (9 R E R L 10 pg/LYY,
IR R . Br W& & —BED HIK5RKMIES X, Br (g ESis. Hiagit.
B KT R EK T Br @RS KT 0.2 me/L, B Rk Br AR A 0.11~0.2 mg/L Z ",
KEHFFUEI 2 O, Ak B b, O 88K Br BN BrO; P78 O, W dad e, Bk O, B3k Br &k
i BrO, 4, « OH FI#EAE BrO, AN T HEEMAG ., £ O, A /MW R B .BrO, A K %
JEW T« OH M/ER . L BrO, () 538 5 388 b B i 7 O AL 8 A B, BrOs 1 2 £ %
T - OH A O, 3L FA/E A, it BrO;, S @ ge; AN &SR0, Bro;, hkdh iy
HCIO 5 Br #ff7— R IR A B A A 76 SO, A LR R P 244 Br f£#E#, SO, « A« OH fEfg 5
Br R, A 8% Br + \Br, « ~ fl HBrO 25— R30S B =9 . Wik, 784 « OH 2 5@ %A fhid 7
o, MK R P AEAE Bro B, BrOs 94 iR % &

7 23 Al SR L AR S — Bl 24 0 R B8 AU 0 3 G SR A B R TE B COR 6 ) 88 2T R [ figk K v wf I fig
ARG YA D5 R R T R AT R a8 Ak S Ak B AR R R A Dk S K AR B AR K R v e R
() 15 Il AR AL . » OH B i FE AR L 25 Ab 76 e 4R 3000 K2 Bl 5 9 B D&% 7 S B0 3 21 1) K3 LA A ALY
AR AR R, MK AR 7R Br B8 A K AR B R A AE S AR BrOy RO . 1 H R 1 OC TR R A
RS AL AR P AR B BrO, A9 R GERE 58 41 GH 7™ 552 0 2] T R 7 K Ak BB R R A OK R etk Y B E AT
Xt K A BT AR P BrOy AR Bl e M LB R T T A 5Y

1 #R5HE

1.1 FERXFNENHFEE

TRACER (O3 ral . LU BTHn T AR AL R B A BR 2 1D s TR IR B (3 Hr 4l g BT R T A AL B 42 I A BR A
A s B AR TE IR K VA AE (77 P T 2 DC-0510, v [ W V1) 5 #8875 i & 2B 2% (1543 51 S F200 (200 kHz) , SF400
(400 kHz) .SF600(600 kHz) il SF800(800 kHz)) , Hi R} e 7 24 AF 52 T 2R g 3 » o [ L2 96g) 5 388 1~ (i AN (B i
ol R ED 4K HL(HITECH) .

S v i A4 3 o S 2 A A A I U A I TR R A R P R O Al K e A R
1.2 ZWERE

T 5% 2R FH %) 52 565 2% 0 Pl R P U0 2 2 2 DA SORE P i R RE AR A B . AR R SE IR B (] S A POIA 200 mL
F—EREWE Br (RN 1 mol/L AYERERFI 1 mol/L i & E AL 8 5 I W 90 4k pH 4 3.00.7.00
F 11,00, 3T 588 75 8 & 2B 2% . 4% SO I ] AN TR (0, 10,20,30,40,50, 60 min) 433t &b B K KE , £ &b BE T ] 45 o
J& B 50 mL AKAE SR B 835 0 He b i TE AL A IR RN 7 (BrO ) SEAT A 2 o S s o 9 TR RE 58 i
BRI E 20 C,
1.3 ZHLEREI =Y (BrO; ) BN 7 %

WFFE R B 4 4% (B 5. 861 Advasnced Compact 1C) 43 #fr Jo HL & W & 7™ ¥ : BrOy o 43 1 5% 4
Metrosep A Supp7-250 BI#] T 7 B HE ; RP 2Gard fR#P4E s HEIRL 45 °C s R BEWL - 3.6 mmol/L B Na, CO, % »
P 0.7 mL/min; #FAE R 100 pL. BrO; BytRfEZ r BILE 1.

F1 BrOy MtrEmMEFIE
Table 1 The standard curve equation of BrOj

i 3 B2 16} 8] / min e h £ KL R/ (mg « L 1) R?

10.7 0.064 067 6X —0.000 140 874 0.005~0.1 0.999 9

i
£
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2 TWER ST

2.1 BrOy #IREF=EHE
TE B 5 A 600 kHz, P RERE N 0.19 W/ mL R B 20 “CZ&AF T X% Br HILGRKEZ 1 mmol /4200 mL
JKFEJEAT R AR B 60 min, Az LAY BrO, ¥ B BE I 8] 19 22 AL 175 00 LI 1

025

—— Br()a‘

0.20
2
g 015
S
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Fig.1 Time-dependent evolution of BrO; concentration upon ultrasonic irradiation

£ 60 min H P 8FEAR B, BrOy (09 5 Bl [A] 52 87 4 . 946 60 min I 3AF] T 0.22 pmol. Br # 4k
2 BrOs AR 0.02200 X BT AL B Br K B8 75 28 A S AL B2 0T LAP2 AR BrOy L B0E T 2 1 19 5§
AL ) B R —FHORT A BrO, 7 AR IR AR . KRR — 2 SR R A R AR R 2 AR R S . T
B T P A A B A B S A TR 2 A U 7 R R B 2R R0 P 28 P A R AR5 L A L T 4 R B KA i
i« DT AE 7K 8 v 77 A J 8 ) e L e T SR PR 458 CIRLBE AT 38 5 000 Kk ] 3k 1X10° Pa) o fE 25 AR K Y
B[] 12 23 A U0 09 7K 23 5 2 10 A o 9 8 L e T 25 1 R B 2 i M0 Al ik (R O D R AR Bl B
COHDM . FrLAEAE B BrO, kA T« OH S bigfe . BAR g 5 M ALER e S 40 (e iz 2 (1D ~ X
(1D frp)-,

HZ()M' OH+H', (D
Br +« OH— HOBr™ .2 =1.06 X 10" mol™" s, (2)
«BrOH - Br+ OH .,k =4.2 X 10° mol " s', (3)
Br + Br «— Bry,£ =10" mol ' s', 4)
Br;” ++« OH —> HOBr+ Br ,£ =1.0 X 10° mol ' s, (5)
HOBr++ OH — BrO «+ H,0,k =2.0 X 10’ mol ™" s', (6)
BrO™ 4+« OH — BrO «+ OH ,k =4.5 X 10° mol ' s ', 7
2BrO «+ H,O - BrO +BrO, +2H",k =4.9 X 10° mol 's ', (8)
BrO , ++ OH — BrO, «+ OH ,k =2 X 10’ mol's™", 9
2 BrO, «+— Br,0,,k =1.4 X 10’ mol's', (10)
Br,O,+ OH — BrO; + BrO; + H" ., =7 X 10* mol's™', (1)

2.2 RMEMEX BrO; 4 AT
2.2.1 Br ¥ RJE BrO; AR

TEB BB N 0.19 W/mL iRk 600 kHz, RN 20 CH&AMT  HE A X 200 mL AN[E Br 47
B HkJE (0.2,1,5,10 mmol) BY/KEELL B 60 min, Hrp BrO, ¥ 8 Bifi i ] 9 28 AL 15 00 an 18 2 B

S5 IR AE OB I [E] R 60 min B, BE Bro W) 4R W EE 3G 0, BrOs (9 A2 BB WS i, Br 54k ok
BrO; ) Ho 5 328 8 FEAIG 3 5 10 6 F 5 AU Ak 2 A8 19 4 DG F 95 4518 02 — B0 < Tyrovola S5 & 3, 76 5L 4
BT B 2 mg/ L AR AL, 30 min 2504 F . Br BiE WM 0.16 mg/L EF+2 4.08 mg/L B, BrO; BT
WM 23 pg/L BT 307 pg/L AHRLE Br #4k R BrOy B9 LB 8.98%0 F &I 4.70% . X F &K
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Fig.2 The effects of Br™ initial concentration on BrO; generation

H S Br MR MR O B A A B E N Br 25 RN AR BrO; L TRk BrOy A sl 2B Br #11R
R B 3 T B R kL BrOs & iy« OH & 25 &0 Ak Br i 28 sl 9, 2 a0 7 25 2 AR 22 85 VL 04 o (] 7= )
(Br; \HBrO.BrO # BrO, %), BrO, 24 BrO, HHEZMEIARY) M0 Br kB K 3] — @ K
ST AR A AR B BrO; B2 T L H 5 A A A Y — 0 Br AU 4k T A4 Bry o CHBrO Al
BrO~ &g rfr(al /=4y, iax Lo (] ;= 4 X K9 Br #1435 BrO, 435 « OH, )T IE B — Fh 5 4R A8 2 3%
Br # 4k BrOs ] FEAK .
2.2.2 RERES BrO; AR Ha

TR BB N 0.19 W/mL, Br 1R EH 1 mmol, /BN 20 C &4~ AR 3 (200, 400,
600,800 kHz) {1 48 75 I % 200 mL ZKAEALFE 60 min, Horft BrO; v B B i i) (49 25 Ak A% B W & 3 T 7

03 -
—4—400 kHz
——600 kHz
_ 02+ —A— 800 kHz
g —>—200 kHz
ER
=
i
® 0.1
0.0
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t/min

B3 EBASFEI BrO; W

Fig. 3 The effects of ultrasonic frequency on BrO; generation

S5 R, 200 kHz i BrO, Az s % . 400 kHz i BrO; A= 8 i . Yang 255 B 0F 5% % B 16 )
R 7 5 N [ P A I A G A R L KR AR B OH MR BE (W IR A < 354>>620>>803>>206>1 062 kHz,
X G5ABFEH BrO; B4 M 400=>600>>800>> 200 kHz H4F. LB 7E BrO; M4 it B2 vh « OH #5337 1%
S0, 33 L — AU 7R A s AL E A FR b BrOy AR I E S 2 Br &0t « OH ALk,

2.2.3 M FFa%E BrO, AR %HH

PR AN 600 kHz, Br #1UA R 4 1 mmol, i B2 20 °C 5 FF . F R R 7 B % & (0.06,0.12,
0.16,0.19 W/mL) 5 # 75 J %f 200 mL /KEELLBE 50 min, Hirp BrO, ¥ B8 B ] i 28 4015 00 4n 18 4 Firow

SEUL R B2 R SRR B R, BrOs A iR JE B KR . Ho B SRR O 1 R A 3
A7 A 1 2 A o 5 B 0, 2 A v i 2 B A TR AR R e A 20 - OHL X R HET BrO; M4
B K, YRR AR K F) 0.19 W/mL B, 2B/ « OH &8 £, S kA J1 & 358, (13— 4 BrO;
Bt — A BrO, (2 (12) B » T BrOs 28 WA £E B FR A
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Fig.4 The effects of power density on BrO; generation

BrO; + 2+« OH - BrO; + H,0. (12)
2.2.4 pH st BrO; A &%
FEMFE PR RE B 0.19 W/mL, M5l %2 600 kHz, Br %] & ¥k B 24 1 mmol, il K 20 C R IF pH
(3.00,7.00,11.00) 4 F , %} 200 mL /K#ELEFE 60 min, Horp BrO; e B Fifi i ] (4 28 A6 55 Bl 4 1 5 s
0.30
0.25
0.20

0.15

¥ BE /mmol
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5 pH{EX BrOy HI&IE
Fig.5 The effects of pH on BrO; generation

iR WoR , pH=3 i}, BrO; WAMER K. pH=11 B .BrO; WA K ETR/N. AT BREZETEES
HRE BrOs o XJER N Br « 5 Br B W AR R Bry ™ O X (D), B A L HOBr/OBr ™ ; 1l 5 it [A] A
Br « 5 OH b s i 4= i BrOH « — (ot (14) ™ 5 Br A li3e 4 2% BrOH « ~ 5 Br K24 Al
Br (i (15)) AHIZ N R LG Br 5 Br « O i #0218 50 £, B 7E m pH B, HOBr/OBr (14
RS, TS BrO, (9 4z il it FEAIR .

Br + Br «— Br; ,£ =10 mol's', (13)
Bret+ OH —-BrOH .« .,k =1.3X10"Y mol's™, (14)
BrOH+« +Br - Br;, + OH ,k=2X10® mol's', (15)

3 & i

ARSI Br A2 S0 T M5 2 b Akt e BrO, 194 MLEE K2 2 7 45 48 %F BrOs A= 1% 1 5% i) 5
RIS Y &

1) BrOy Az it B Br ) 46 W B 9 38 It 384 it Br— #5 4L S8 0B Br 40 46 1 5 04 38 in it 9 /s 3 S 1A
HERE Z W Br ffifg BrO; A EM L, 420 Br & 548 BrO; & BrO™ (BrO, 4 [a] j= 4 4+
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ZF « OH,

2)BrO; 44 B bl R 75 99 2 1 A8 6 19 K/ 56 & R 400 kHZz>>600 kHz>800 kHz>>200 kHz, % 5 #H
AR R o OH AR i BEARUR AR A0 19 R/ — B0, BB A o f b BrOy 94 i 3 24K EE - OH %fk.

DB REE LM 0.06 W/mL 86K K 0.19 W/mL i, BrO, A i e K5k . i BrO, A il 7
0.19 W/mL i Sz il /)y 32 & Py 75 e 2 FE 3G Rk &by « OH 88 2 SR RE 138 % BrOy #E— 2D Mk
T BrO, .

DRRYELNET BrOy M9 s s i K, it 2 F BrOs B piEie/h, X EEEHNA OH 5 Br 5%
4 Br e i1 HOBr/OBr 4 A28, 33 BrO, A limEh,

5)A A L FE P A LAY A - OH &btz .
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