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Fig. 2 The fluorescence spectrum of DOM in several
types of water samples
1, Water supply; 2, Reservoir water; 3, Pond water;

4, Worked wastewater; 5, Unsettled wastewater
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Fig. 3 The fluorescence spectrum of humic acid

at different concentrations
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Fig. 4 The curve of normalized fluorescence intensity

and concentration of humic acid
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Study on Characteristics of Fluorescence Spectra of Dissolved Organic
Matter with Different Water Quality
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Abstract The fluorescence spectra of dissolved organic matter (DOM) in several types of water samples in combination with la-
ser-induced fluorescence(LLIF) measurements were measured in the laboratory, and the spectral characteristics of DOM were ana-
lysed. The curve of normalized fluorescence intensity against corresponding concentration of humic acid is showed. The results demon-

strate the possibilities of water quality monitoring based upon fluorescence spectral characteristics of DOM by means of LIF method.
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