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Estimation of relative reaction rate of hydroxyl radical using spin-trapping ESR
combined with wavelength-selected photolysis
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#1. OHFPHNERY 7 = ) — )VIEOF RO L

scavenger apparent relative vrelative ratio® rate constant relative ratiod

rate constant # (1010 M1sec?) ©

hydroquinone 27.7 1.00 2.1 ef 1.00
catechol 13.1 0.47 1.1¢ 0.52
resorcinol 12.5 0.45 1.2f 0.57
pyrogallol 9.5 0.34 - -

thymidine 7.3 0.26 0.46 ef 0.22
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