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Impovement of sono-oxidation rate by introduction of CO2 under Ar atmosphere.
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Fig.1 Influences of KI concentration and US
sonication time on oxidation rate under Ar-CO2
atmosphere.

Ultrasound: 200 kHz, 100 W and solution
volume: 100 mL
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Fig.2 Influence of reaction atmosphere on
oxidation rate under CO2-Ar atmosphere.
Ultrasound: 200 kHz, 100 W; solution volume:
100 mL; irradiation time: 1.5 h; and
concentration: 0.01 M.
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