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Abstract The advanced treament of landfill leachate was investigated by the combined use of photocataly-
sis and oznation (UV /O, /TiO,). In landfill leachate, themain factorsof UV /O, /TiO, were optimized, and the
indexes of outlet at time intervalswere al canpared under the optimum process condition W ith the ramoval of
COD and UV, being over 60%, UV /O, /TIO, had best ranoval efficiency under the condition with TiO, dosage
of 0.5 g/L, pH value of about 8. 45, ozne concentration of 16. 8 mg/L when the flov ratewasO. 4L /min, and
original COD value of 430 mg/L. Under the optmum process condition, the BOD;s value was mproved by
75.42% at1 h, and the BODs /COD value was increased from 0. 05 o 0. 23 after 2 h treament The reaults
shawed that UV /O; /P25 notonly mproved the ranoval of COD and UV, , but al bettered the biodegradability
of landfill leachate efficiently.
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