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Fig. 1. Degradation of dissolved organic carbon by biodegradation.
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Fig. 2. DOC removal efficiency of weathered oil contaminated seawater by coagulation(with PAC).
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Fig. 3. Removal efficiency of DOC and Ezo by ultrafiltration.
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Fig. 4. Removal efficiency of DOC by advanced oxidation processes.
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Fig. 5. Removal efficiency of DOC by GAC filtration.
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