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Fig. 1. Decrease of absorbance with various TiO; weight
(initial TiOz=6g/l. [HA1=20ppm, pH:720.1. DO=6.0£05mg/1)
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Fig. 2. Decrease of absorbance after addition of cation
(initial TiOz=6g/l, [HA1=20ppm, pH:7%0.1, DO =6.0+0.5mg/1)
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Fig. 3. Decrease of absorbance with various carbonate concentration
(initial TiO;=6g/1. [HAJ=20ppm. pH:7+0.1. DO =6.020.5mg/1)
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