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Table S1.

Percentage
Light Pollutant Time
Photocatalyst Dosage of Ref
Source (min)
degradation
300W-Xe
TC
TCPP/Bi;MoQg | lamp > 420 10 mg 60 85.7% 1
(20 mg/L)
nm
) 300W-Xe
B128n207/ TC
lamp > 400 35 mg 100 98.7% 2
Bi,MoOg (20 mg/L)
nm
300W-Xe
Ag/Ag,S/ TC
_ lamp > 400 30 mg 100 92.8% 3
Bi1,Mo0Og (20mg/L)
nm
C-doped
_ 500W-Xe DOX
B12M006/Il'1203- 50 mg 40 99.7% 4
lamp (20mg/L)
ZnO
300W-Xe
DOX
BiOBr/FeWO, | lamp> 400 100 mg 60 90.4% 5
(10mg/L)
nm
150W-Xe
DOX
a-Bi,03/g-C3Ny | lamp > 420 25 mg 120 80.5% 6
(10mg/L)
nm
300W-
tungsten TC
NiNb,Os/RGO 50 mg 80 94.1 % This work
lamp> 420 | (10mg/L)
nm
300W-
tungsten DOX (10
NiNb,O¢/RGO 50 mg 80 89.2 % This work
lamp> 420 | mg/L)

nm
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