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Abstract
Recently, among AOPs, photoelectrocatalysis (PEC) on TiO2 is gaining interest. In this study, five different real waters sampled
in four different points of the integrated urban water management (IUWM) system were tested with PEC and UV alone, for
comparison. This work aims to verify the effect of the PEC suggesting the optimal position in IUWM system where the PEC
should be located to obtain the best performance. In groundwaters (GWs), PEC effectively removed atrazine-based compounds
(> 99%), trichloroethylene, and perchloroethylene (96%), after 15 min of reaction time. However, given the low concentrations
of emerging compounds, the synergistic effect of UV radiation with the catalyst and with the polarization of the mesh was not
visible, with very few differences compared with the results obtained with UV alone. Pharmaceutical industrial wastewater
(IWW) showed a significant increase in biodegradability after 2 h, both if subjected to PEC or UV (200%), despite the absence of
COD removal. The PEC applied on IWW from a sewage sludge treatment plant allowed to effectively remove the COD (39.6%)
and increase the biodegradability (300%). Good results in terms of COD removal (33.9%) and biodegradability increase (+900%)
were also achieved testing PEC on wastewater treatment plant effluent. Except for GWs, PEC allowed significant EEO savings
respect to UV alone (76.2–99.1%).
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Introduction

In recent years, the application of advanced oxidation processes
(AOPs) on waters is gaining interest (Vilar et al. 2017). In fact,
the production of highly reactive OH• proved to effectively
remove persistent organic pollutants and recalcitrant substances
(Sorlini et al. 2020). Among the AOPs, the application of
photoelectrocatalysis (PEC) on waters is still at an early stage
of study, but there are several examples of laboratory-scale ap-
plications (Wei et al. 2017; Garcia-Segura and Brillas 2017;
Fernández-Domene et al. 2018; Brugnera et al. 2019).

PEC is based on the adoption of heterogeneous
photocatalysis (PC) combined with the application of a posi-
tive bias to the photoanode (Collivignarelli et al. 2020).
Thanks to UV irradiation of the catalyst; some electrons oc-
cupying the valence band can be excited to the conduction
band producing strongly oxidizing holes, necessary for hy-
droxyl radical production. In PC, the spontaneous electron-
hole recombination generally hinders the OH• production.
On the contrary, in PEC, the use of an electrical bias allows
to reduce this phenomenon increasing the effectiveness of the
process (Daghrir et al. 2012; Garcia-Segura and Brillas 2017).

Generally, in conventional photocatalysis (PC), catalyst
was used in powdered formwith the necessity of a subsequent
phase of settling. In PEC, the immobilization of the catalyst
allows to overcome this problem (Franz et al. 2015).
Supported semi-conductors exhibit a reduced surface area
with respect to powdered catalysts, but the enhancement of
OH• production due to the reduced electron-hole recombina-
tion completely compensates this aspect (Franz et al. 2020a).

In literature, several materials have been tested as
photocatalysts in PEC, among them WO3, ZnO, MgO, Fe2O3,
and SnO2 (Fresno et al. 2014; Fu et al. 2018). However, TiO2

represents one of the most studied due to the high catalytic
activity, the non-toxicity, good photochemical stability, and
the low cost (Komtchou et al. 2016; Franz et al. 2020a). TiO2

can be synthetized by different techniques. In this work, plasma
electrolytic oxidation (PEO) was chosen due to its advantages
such as high growth rates, instantaneous oxide crystallization,
and incorporation of chemical species from the electrolyte
(Bayati et al. 2010; Franz et al. 2016; Murgolo et al. 2019).

There are several points in the integrated urban water
management (IUWM) system where the PEC could poten-
tially be applied. Given the increasingly stringent regula-
tions (Sorlini et al. 2019), some studies have focused on
the application of the PEC on DW to remove emerging
contaminants with very promising results (Ghasemian
et al. 2017; Murgolo et al. 2019; Montenegro-Ayo et al.
2019). In this case, the scope of PEC application is to act
on contaminants that are not effectively removed by con-
ventional processes in drinking water treatment plants
(DWTPs) (e.g., pesticides and PFAS) or to enhance the
removal of microorganism.

In IUWM, industrial wastewaters (IWWs) could represent
a problem due to the presence of a wide range of pollutants
(Wang and Wang 2016; Burakov et al. 2018; Torres et al.
2019; Collivignarelli et al. 2019b; Ricciardi et al. 2020;
Sözen et al. 2020). Conventional treatments (e.g., convention-
al active sludge (CAS)) are generally unsuitable to remove
recalcitrant pollutants (Al-Momani et al. 2002; Quan et al.
2004). Among AOPs, PEC could be a promising alternative
thanks to the high efficiency in terms of OH• production. So
far, the few studies conducted seem to demonstrate good re-
sults in terms of chemical oxygen demand (COD), dyes, and
personal care product removal (Franz et al. 2015; Cardoso
et al. 2016; Garcia-Segura and Brillas 2017). Moreover, pre-
liminary tests showed a significant increase of the biodegrad-
ability of IWWs by a mesophilic biomass after PEC treatment,
demonstrating a good complementarity with CAS process in
wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) (Collivignarelli et al.
2020).

Due to promising results of PEC on DW andWW, the appli-
cation also as a polishing treatment in WWTPs could represent
an interesting option to enhance effluent quality promoting the
final reuse of water in a circular economy perspective. In fact, the
strong oxidizing power of OH• produced by PEC could play a
key role in the removal of the residual organic substance and
microorganism (Daghrir et al. 2012; Collivignarelli et al. 2021).

Despite the good results present in literature, to date, there
is no full-scale PEC system application, but the process is still
studied at the laboratory scale. In recent years, several studies
focus on application of PEC on polluted water (Garcia-Segura
and Brillas 2017; Murgolo et al. 2019; Brugnera et al. 2019;
Montenegro-Ayo et al. 2019), but most researches focus on
the effect of photoelectrocatalytic treatment only on specific
pollutants present in synthetic matrices.

This work aims to verify the effect of the PEC on real waters
sampled in different points of the IUWM system, suggesting the
optimal position where the PEC should be located to obtain the
best performance. Two groundwaters (GWs) were treated for
trichloroethylene (TCE), perchloroethylene (PCE), and
atrazine-based compounds (ATBC) removal. Moreover, the ef-
fect of PEC on two IWWs and a wastewater treatment plant
effluent (WWTPE) was tested to remove organic substances
and study the effluent biodegradability. Tests with UV alone
were also made for comparison. Finally, the specific energy
consumptions were compared and discussed.

Materials and methods

Water characteristics

In this study, real GWs, IWWs, and WWTPE were used
(Table 1). GWs were collected in two different real DW wells
before any treatment in drinking water treatment plant (DWTP)
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and presented contaminations of TCE and PCE (GW1) and
ATBC (GW2), respectively. The IWW1 and IWW2 were col-
lected from a company that produces chiral materials for the
pharmaceutical industry and from a sewage sludge treatment
plant (SSTP), respectively. The WWTPE was the discharge of
a WWTP authorized to treat both civil WW and IWW (Fig. 1).

Laboratory-scale reactor

Tests were carried out in a laboratory-scale tubular photocata-
lytic reactor equipped with a buffer reservoir working in semi-
batch mode (Fig. 2). An Iwaky Magnet PumpMD-30RZ-220N
with a nominal power of 80Wwas used to recirculate the water
in the system. The reactor was equipped with a 30 W low-
pressure Hg vapor UV-C lamp (Helios Italquartz) emitting at
254 nm. Further details on geometrical characteristics of the
reactor are available in our previous studies (Murgolo et al.
2019; Franz et al. 2020b; Collivignarelli et al. 2020).

The TiO2mesh was prepared by PEO following Franz et al.
(2016) and was kept at a distance of 1 mm from the quartz
sheath. The shielding effect of the mesh against UV radiation
was about 50% (Murgolo et al. 2019). The electrochemical
surface area of the catalyst (ECSA) was 60 cm2 cm−2. The
ECSA per unit mass was about 5.2 m2 g−1 similar than
Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) surface value (6.3 m2 g−1)
(Franz et al. 2020a). Other information about the characteri-
zation of TiO2 catalyst are available in Murgolo et al. (2019),
Franz et al. (2020a), and Collivignarelli et al. (2020) During
the PEC tests, the anodized titanium mesh was anodically
polarized while the reactor body was cathodically polarized,
and a constant cell voltage of 4 V was applied by means of a
potentiostat/galvanostat (AMEL 2549). The same instrument
allowed continuous chronoamperometric monitoring of the
photoelectrochemical activity of the TiO2 mesh.

Analytical methods

TCE and PCE in GW1 were determined by means of gas chro-
matography coupled with static and dynamic headspace.
Instead, ATBC were determined in gas chromatography with
NPD detector, according to Italian standards (APAT-IRSA/
CNR 2003). Atrazine (AT), desethylatrazine (DAT), atrazine-
desisopropyl (ATD), desethyl terbuthylatrazine (DEAT), and
desethyl-desisopropylatrazine (DACT) in GW2 were moni-
tored by HPLC-DAD (Waters 2695) using a WatersTM
Spherisorb 5-mm ODS2 column (4.6-mm i.d. and 250-mm
length). ATBC was calculated as the sum of AT, DAT, ATD,
DEAT, and DACT.

COD in IWW and WWTPE was measured according to the
Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and
Wastewater (APHA 2012). For the analysis, kits purchased
from Hach Company were used. Before the COD analysis, the
interference from chlorides was ruled out by verifying that the
chloride concentration was lower than the maximum accepted
by the method. pH and electrical conductivity (EC) of the un-
treated waters were measured using a portable multiparameter
instrument (WTW 3410 SET4). pH was measured using the
probe WTW-IDS, Model SenTix® 940, and EC was measured
using the probe WTW-IDS, model TetraCon® 925.

The specific oxygen uptake rate (SOUR) tests were carried
out at 20 °C adopting the ISO 8192 procedure (ISO 8192
2007), using a mesophilic biomass taken from a WWTP (au-
thorized to treat both municipal and industrial WW), the same
in which the WWTPE was collected.

Experimental procedure and data processing

Two different working conditions were tested:
(A) UV: photolysis (PL)

Table 1 Chemical and
biochemical properties of the
waters

Groundwater Industrial wastewater Wastewater treatment
plant effluent

Parameter GW1 GW2 IWW1 IWW2 WWTPE

TCE+PCE (μg L−1) 25–30 < 0.5 n.a. n.a. n.a.

AT (μg L−1) < 0.01 0.15–0.16 n.a. n.a. n.a.

DAT (μg L−1) < 0.01 0.12–0.15 n.a. n.a. n.a.

ATD (μg L−1) < 0.01 0.04–0.1 n.a. n.a. n.a.

DEAT (μg L−1) < 0.01 0.07–0.1 n.a. n.a. n.a.

DACT (μg L−1) < 0.01 0.22–0.30 n.a. n.a. n.a.

COD (mg L−1) 0.2–0.4 0.1–0.5 1700–2000 1750–1950 123–127

Turbidity (NTU) < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0

pH (−) 7.0–7.5 7.2–7.9 7.8–8.0 7.1–7.5 7.9–8.0

EC(b) (mS cm−1) 0.6–0.70 0.65–0.7 10.9–11.2 9.5–10.5 0.05–1.33

TCE, trichloroethylene; PCE, perchloroethylene; AT, atrazine; DAT, desethylatrazine; ATD, atrazine-
desisopropyl; DEAT, desethyl terbuthylatrazine; DACT, desethyl-desisopropylatrazine; EC, electrical conductiv-
ity; n.a., not available

59454 Environ Sci Pollut Res  (2021) 28:59452–59461



(B) UV/TiO2/bias 4V: photoelectrocatalysis (PEC)
In order to eliminate the volatilization phenomena, the wa-

ter supply tank was hermetically sealed by means of a poly-
meric cap. The tests on GWs lasted 15 min while tests on
IWWs and WWTPE were carried out for 2 h of reaction time.

During the treatment, several samples were collected using
glass vials.

The processes efficiency was calculated as (Eq. 1):

Removal yield %½ � ¼ L0−Li
L0

*100 ð1Þ

Fig. 1 Sampling points of the waters tested in different parts of the IUWM system

Fig. 2 Scheme of the laboratory-
scale electrochemical reactor
working in up-flow condition and
semi-batch mode
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where L0 and Li represent the initial and the currently i-th load
of pollutant, respectively.

Considering that the SOUR value is a function of the quan-
tity of organic substance present in the tested water (Zheng
et al. 2016; Inglezakis et al. 2017), a specific biodegradation
rate (SBR) was calculated relating the SOUR value (mgO2

gVSS
-1 h-1) to the COD (gCOD) tested, in order to compare

different matrices (Eq. 2):

SBR mgO2
g−1COD g−1VSS h

−1� � ¼ SOUR
COD

ð2Þ

Moreover, for all tested waters, the energy consumption
was correlated with the pollutants removal as electrical energy
per order (EEO) in (kW m−3 order−1), according to Eq. 3
(Bolton et al. 2001; Bessegato et al. 2018):

EEO kW h m−3 order−1
� � ¼ P*t*103

V*log10
Ci

C f

� � ð3Þ

where P is the nominal power (kW) of the system, t (h) is the
processing time, V (L) is the volume of water treated, and C
represents the concentration of COD. The nominal power (P)
was assumed equal to the energy consumption of the UV
lamp. In GW1 and GW2, the energy consumption was corre-
lated with TCE+PCE and ATBC removal, respectively.
Instead, in IWW and WWTPE, the energy consumption was
related with COD removal using the same equation (Eq. 3).

For comparative purposes, the EEO saved using PEC de-
spite the UV alone was calculated as reported in the following
equation (Eq. 4):

EEO saved %½ � ¼ 1−
EEO PEC

EEO UV

� �
*100 ð4Þ

Results and discussion

Application on groundwater

Two real GWs were treated with PEC in order to study the
effectiveness of the process on TCE+PCE and atrazine-based
herbicide compound (as sum of AT, DAT, ATD, DEAT, and
DACT) removal. The results were compared with those ob-
tained with UV process (Fig. 3).

Regarding the removal of TCE and PCE, faster kinetics
were observed in PEC, however, without great difference
compared with photolysis alone. In fact, the removal yields
of TCE+PCE were 88% and 96% after just 15 min of reaction
time with UV and PEC, respectively. The literature confirms
these results reporting that photolytic process is effective on
the removal of TCE and PCE (Rashid and Sato 2011), and the

addition of the TiO2 catalyst in immobilized form increases
the efficiency of the process (Grzechulska-Damszel et al.
2014; Franz et al. 2020b).

Atrazine-based herbicide compounds were effectively re-
moved by UV and PEC with similar results (Fig. 3). AT and
DATwere completely removed by both processes after 12–15
min of reaction time. At the same time, UV showed a slightly
better removal yield of DACT (95%) with respect to the PEC
(90%). Due to the low initial concentration, ATD and DEAT
were measured during the tests, but their removal yields are
not shown. Considering also these two compounds, after
15 min of reaction time, both PEC and UV showed the total
removal of ATBC. No significant differences in term of kinet-
ics using photolysis or PEC for ATBC removal were
highlighted.

The main reason for this result could be due to the initial
concentrations of ATBC. Given the low concentrations in
which the atrazine-based herbicide compounds found in
GW2 (in the order of μg L−1, typical of a real GW (Almberg
et al. 2018)), the synergistic effect of UV radiation with the
catalyst and with the polarization of the mesh was not visible.
Therefore, the use of PEC onDW is recommended only with a
higher concentration of ATBC (e.g., in surface water). As a
comparison, the literature confirms the possible removal of
atrazine both by photolysis and by PEC with TiO2 (Moreira
et al. 2017; Komtchou et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2019).

Application on industrial wastewater and WWTP
effluent

The PEC has been tested on two IWWs and a WWTPE. After
2 h of reaction time, both PEC and UV did not produce COD
removal on the pharmaceutical WW (Fig. 4). This result was
confirmed by the literature that classified these waters as par-
ticularly recalcitrant and treatable effectively with PEC and
UV but only with much longer contact times unless adding
other oxidants such as hydrogen peroxide (Collivignarelli
et al. 2020). On the contrary, with IWW2 and WWTPE, the
PEC showed a greater ability to remove the COD compared
with UV alone. In fact, 39.6% and 33.9% of the COD IWW2
and WWTPE, respectively, were removed (Fig. 4).

Considering that the SOURvaluewhich indicates the bio-
degradability of a matrix by a biomass is a function of the
quantity of organic substance present in the tested water
(Zheng et al. 2016; Inglezakis et al. 2017), a specific rate
has been calculated relating the SOUR value to the COD
(please, refer to “Materials and methods” for further details
on SBRcalculation). Regarding IWW1, both processeswere
able to increase the biodegradability of the wastewater by
tripling the SBR value despite the absence of COD removal
(Fig. 5). This result can be related with the ability of the
photolysis and PEC processes to split long-chain organic
molecules and make them more degradable by biomass.
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However, despite a significant increase in SBR value with
respect to untreatedmatrixwas observed, thePECprocess on
pharmaceutical IWW after 120 min of reaction time was not
able to guarantee better performance than the photolysis pro-
cess alone.

On the contrary, in IWW2 and WWTPE, a higher increase
of SBR (Fig. 5) can be highlighted after PEC (+300% and
+900%, respectively) rather compared with that obtained with
UV alone (+100% and +200%, respectively). In the case of
IWW2, a good biodegradability of the organic substance
means a better acceptability of the WW from a hypothetical
CAS system present in a WWTP and therefore a better treat-
ment capacity. This result was due to the higher oxidizing
redox potential of OH● hydroxyl radicals (2.60 V), produced
during the PEC, with respect to the photolytic activity of UV
rays alone (Eqs. 5, 6, and 7) (Kistan et al. 2018; Collivignarelli
et al. 2019a):

TiO2 þ UV→e−cb þ hþvb→ΔT ð5Þ
hþvb þ OH−→OH • ð6Þ

hþvb þ H2O→OH • þ Hþ ð7Þ

This aspect was even more evident in the case of WWTPE
treated with PEC on TiO2 mesh and has a significant impor-
tance. In fact, the increase in the biodegradability of the efflu-
ent involves a lower impact on the ecosystem as the organic
substance contained in the effluent becomes more easily bio-
logically removable in mesophilic conditions by microorgan-
isms naturally present in water.

Energy consumption

In all PEC tests, the impact of the bias on the total energy
consumption can be considered negligible (around 2% of the
total energy required) due to the low electric current (200–300
mA) and the low voltage (4 V) required. This result was con-
firmed by our previous studies. In fact, Collivignarelli et al.
(2020) found that the impact of the bias was almost the 0.3%
of the total energy required. For this reason, in this work, the
energy consumption due to the usage of bias was neglected.

Fig. 3 TCE+PCE, AT, DAT, DACT, and ATBC removal yields after a
UV process or b PEC process. The red bars represent the 95% confidence
interval. AT, atrazine; ATBCs, atrazine-based compounds; DACT,

desethyl-desisopropylatrazine; DAT, desethylatrazine; PCE, perchloro-
ethylene; TCE, trichloroethylene

Fig. 4 COD removal yields after a UV process or b PEC process. The red bars represent the 95% confidence interval
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The values of EEO after 2 h of treatment and the EEO saved
using PEC with respect to photolysis are reported in Table 2.
Based on the results, it can generally be concluded that the
photoelectrocatalytic reaction was more efficient in terms of
energy consumption than photolysis for all waters excluding
GW2. By applying a photoelectrocatalytic process on GW
containing TCE and PCE with respect to photolysis, the EEO
saved was equals to 34.1%. Instead, when GW containing
ATBC was treated by PEC, the EEO required was 20% higher
if compared with photolysis. These results were due to the
absence of the synergistic effect of UV radiation with the
catalyst and with the polarization of the mesh. The application
of the PEC on IWW1, IWW2, and WWTPE ensured a very
high specific energy consumption savings compared with
those necessary for the treatment of these same matrices with
UV alone (99.1%, 90.9%, and 76.2%, respectively).

However, the EEO values were higher in the treatment of
IWW (274.1–296.9 kW h m−3 order−1) and WWTPE
(297.6 kW h m−3 order−1) than in GW (5.1–5.4 kW h m−3

order−1) as longer contact times were required.

Conclusions and future outlooks

A laboratory-scale plant was used to test the PEC on TiO2

meshes on five real waters of different origins (GW, IWW, and
WWTPE) sampled in four different points of the IUWM. This
work aims to verify the effect of the PEC suggesting the optimal
position in IUWM system where the PEC should be located in

order to obtain the best performance. The results were compared
with those obtained with the use of UV alone. The results
highlighted that the PEC effectively removed the ATBC (>
99%), TCE, and PCE (96%) present in the GW after 15 min of
reaction time. Pharmaceutical industrial wastewater (IWW1)
showed a significant increase in biodegradability after 2 h, both
if subjected to PEC or UV (200%), despite the absence of COD
removal. The PEC applied on IWW from SSTP allowed to ef-
fectively remove the COD (39.6%) and increase the biodegrad-
ability (300%). Good results in terms of COD removal (33.9%)
and biodegradability increase (+900%) were also achieved test-
ing PEC on WWTPE.

So far, most studies have involved synthetic waters con-
taining only one single organic pollutant. The present study
demonstrates the feasibility of using the PEC also on certain
types of real IWWs (e.g., from SSTPs) and WWTPE. On the
contrary, photoelectrocatalytitc treatment of GWs seems to be
no more effective than UV alone due to the low initial con-
centration of pollutants that makes the synergistic effect of UV
radiation with the catalyst and with the polarization of the
mesh hardly visible. However, if it seems that with ATBC
concentrations on the order of μg L−1, the adoption of an
electrochemical process is not justified, several studies
showed that photolysis alone was not able to completely re-
move intermediate compounds caused by degradation by
ATBC (Moreira et al. 2017; Rózsa et al. 2019). Instead,
Komtchou et al. (2016) reported that PEC seems to be able
to remove intermediate degradation compounds in a shorter
time. Therefore, other studies on ATBC and other emerging

Fig. 5 Specific biodegradation rate (SBR) for a IWW1, b IWW2, and c WWTPE of the untreated waters and after 2 h treatment with UV or PEC

Table 2 Values of electrical
energy per order (EEO kW m−3

order−1) after 2 h of PEC and
ratios between EEO required in
PEC and correspondent values for
UV process

Water tested Pollutants removed EEO PEC (kW h m−3 order−1) EEO saved (%)

GW1 TCE + PCE 5.4 34.1

GW2 ATBC 5.1 −20.2
IWW1 COD 296.9 99.1

IWW2 COD 274.1 90.9

WWTPE COD 297.6 76.2

TCE, trichloroethylene; PCE, perchloroethylene; ATBC, atrazine-based compounds
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pollutants degradation by-products are strongly suggested be-
fore application of PEC on real-scale DWTPs.

PEC could be also applied on surface waters, generally
characterized by a higher concentration of pollutants.
However, since DW from surface water body is generally rich
in organic substances, ad hoc studies are suggested to evaluate
the effect of the initial concentration of organic substances on
the loss of efficiency of the mesh. A possible future outlook
could be the study of the possible competition and entrain-
ment effects in the treatment of waters with two or more dif-
ferent organic pollutants in order to optimize the efficiency of
the process, and understand the complex reactions of the or-
ganic compounds during the PEC.

Except forGWs, PEC allowed significantEEO savings respect
to UV alone (76.2–99.1%). However, the EEO values were
higher in the treatment of IWW (269.9–274.1 kWhm−3 order−1)
and WWTPE (297.6 kW h m−3 order−1) than in GW (5.1–
5.4 kW h m−3 order−1) as longer contact times were required.
The efficiency of the process from an energy point of view is an
aspect that requires further studies in view of a hypothetical full-
scale application. Recently, the use of solar energy has been
proposed as an alternative to UV lamps in PEC technology
(Kushwaha et al. 2016; Orimolade et al. 2019; Zhou et al.
2020; Adak et al. 2020). Although this solution would require
longer irradiation times (and therefore a greater volume of reac-
tors), it would considerably limit the costs of water treatment
thanks to the exploitation of the energy naturally present. To date,
studies are in progress to overcome two main problems of this
solution: (i) difficulty in obtaining catalysts with a band gap
compatible with the spectrum of solar radiation and (ii) the need
for large surfaces to allow a sufficiently lowwater head such as to
allow sunlight to penetrate uniformly.
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desethylatrazine; DEAT, desethyl terbuthylatrazine; DW, drinking water;
DWTP, drinking water treatment plant; EC, electrical conductivity;
ECSA, electrochemical surface area; EEO, electrical energy per order;
GW, groundwater; IUWM, integrated urban water management; IWW,
industrial wastewater; PCE, perchloroethylene; PEC, photoelectrocatalysis;
SBR, specific biodegradation rate; SOUR, specific oxygen uptake rate;
SSTP, sewage sludge treatment plant; TCE, trichloroethylene; TiO2, titanium
dioxide; UV, photolysis; WW, wastewater; WWTP, wastewater treatment
plant; WWTPE, wastewater treatment plant effluent
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