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Introduction

The use of a commercial photoelectrochemical chemical oxygen demand analyzer, the PeCOD, is gaining significant interest in
the drinking water industry. The instrument enables rapid (5~10 min), low level (down to~0.5 mg/L) detection of oxygen demand
without the use of hazardous potassium dichromate. For the drinking water industry this means rapid determination of oxygen
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Analysis based on photocurrent
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