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Figure S1. Influences of precursor concentration (during catalyst preparation) on MB (a) and CIP
(b) removal.
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Figure S2. Influences of ultrasonic impregnation time (during catalyst preparation) on MB (a) and
CIP (b) removal.
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Figure S3. Influences of reaction temperature on MB (a) and CIP (b) removal.
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Figure S4. Influences of pH values on MB (a) and CIP (b) removal.
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Figure S5. Influences of catalyst dosages on MB (a) and CIP (b) removal.
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Figure S6. Influences of H20:2 concentrations on MB (a) and CIP (b) removal.
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Figure S7. Influences of recycle times of prepared catalyst on MB (a) and CIP (b) removal.



