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Electro-catalytic degradation of methyl orange in wastewater by Co-La/Ti electrode

ZHENG Zhigong, ZHANG Zhigang, CHEN Yangqing, JIANG Xiaoyu, SHI Ronghui, NIU Jia

(School of Ecological Environment and Urban Construction, Fujian University of Technology , Fuzhou 350118)

Abstract ; Ti-based coated electrodes were made with Co-La as active coatings. The effects of different factors,

such as electrolyte mass concentration, initial solution pH and voltage, on the removal rate of methyl orange in

wastewater were investigated by electrocatalytic degradation of methyl orange in simulated wastewater.

Keywords: Co-La/Ti electrode; methyl orange; electro-catalytic degradation
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