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Figure S1. XRD spectra before and after electrooxidation reaction.

Table S1. The weight percentage and atomic percentage of each element on the surface of titanium
suboxide before and after the reaction.

L. . Weight Percentage Atomic Percentage
Tit: boxide Anod
itanium Suboxide Anodes 0(%) Ti(%) 0(%) Ti(%)
Titanium 0x1de.an0de before 4635 5365 712 2788
reaction
Titanium 0x1d§ anode after 43.50 56.50 69.74 3026
reaction
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Figure S2. EDS spectrum of the titanium suboxide electrode before (a), (b), (c) and after (d), (e), (f)

the electrooxidation reaction.
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Figure S3. Titanium Suboxide Electrode (a) cyclic voltammetry (CV) curve of titanium suboxide electrode in 100ppm
levofloxacin, 1mol/L Na25Oa solution, scanning rate: 50mV/S (b) linear sweep voltammetry (LSV) curve of ruthenium
titanium electrode and titanium suboxide electrode in 10 mmol/L potassium ferricyanide, 1mol/L Na250s solution, scan-
ning rate: 50mV/S.
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Figure S4. XPS spectrum of the titanium suboxide (a) full-scan spectrum (b) Ti 2p.



