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B OFE LB IeURE, R R AL A AR AR AN BHAE W e (PBC), K HC T I B 25 B KA e e e F R
(SMX). 7375 % 7 HehnsE . pH. WBFIEa] | BB 5 v B2 55 D 3R X PBC WG B VERE A2, SR JH I B 5l g 2 A5 Y
R IRE I 255 305 A 80 S 87 O 2k R R AT T LA 40 7. FT-IR. SEM Al BET RAEZERUEW] , SRR TG L5 MAR £ L ¥y ok
KRG Z AL, A RIEMRILG G TN . WH S R LY 2 PBCHINE N 0.4 gL 1,0 M 60 min
J& SMX £ B Al 35 97.1%; 4 pH y 4.0~8.0 i, BEZE pH T+, PBC Xt SMX WY £ R T [E; COX FIHCO; % fit
F R AR, COT M/ B 3, SO; X Mg Bt o B2 52 M ¢ /0N s PBC AT SMIX 1 Wi BRI FH ok — 9 5y g 2 O B ok
ik, 5 Freundlich %53 J5 F2 30445 BE B 4 (R*>0.98); )~ $ic 4l 32 BT PBC X% SMIX A W i 5 2 2 F & 19 I
N5 5 WSS PBC X SMX Y £ BRFANLE 40% LA . % 18 3) PBC WM RBOCR &, W HEF M, $iH] PBC A R
G N TS, BIFGE AT R K TS Y B RS %

KERIE ANEREW s R s R P e

AR, MEKREEST . B8 MK™FREE T RE LR, brAERNAEH g m. g P
Ik (sulfamethoxazole, SMX) YE AN —Fh N T. & R T IS PU R 259, A0 B ok A/ zy . 5255 Kam HE
A FREE K A 031 G DG it i PP s el 7 S ) A AR B 53 v X6 S [) o G 3 i ) 5% 0 8 R A DGR 1, K
B SMX S iHUIASGEE ) . Emsh YRR « X HEFR KR N K= AR B G R, e E i
87 NEER S 1327 8

ARFRED], TER KL, AL R KA BRE AR G0 RAEGED B 738 e k™ Xf SMX 1 K BRak
RIFARBAL, SCMLREMm . AR YRR S5 A0 31 5 48 CWOIE SERB 05 A R L BR SMX,  (H AN 4% & 5t
Ho2s B ] 4 P10 g R 2 — o i K A B, R SR B A R Rk . AT A ER A2 R
SRR, WCHOW AR Tz, Bk SR BB A AL R SMX 1Y U7 e 2z — U DL W B R AT
B A s BRAUKE S, X5 Q) B R I I B 2 BRAOCR Y, NAM GRS F 28 0ok it 75 A B
AR S A B8 0 TR e e PR R e | 5 BRER 2R 30% . MOUNT 2605 F it 2 480 Ak el 1 785 576 908 2 e Wi o 7K
W PO, e KB 2138 mgrg o (HIME MR BF P . BROR P2 5 Lz N Y B AR
fF, I, KA 5 15 10 A W o il 2 A ) e b BRI AR R T 32 KR T
ks HEA: 2019-08-01; FEABEH: 2019-10-18
HETE: M RFT R % B0 H (SS201722); E XK A SRl 5 4 % BhI H (51778391)
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WNEEVE R AW e A RE Y — B, B AT IO SR = R L, R R S A S T
O 1 25 B, BE A K b BREE AR SR AL T —Fh B U, SRR TR s AR B R Ak 55 L . AHMAD
U R AE 300, 500, 700 °C T il A5 A5 2 (1 A BT A= Wy W B =R S0, A5 RFRBT, 700 C 1R
PR EEAEY ok R T KM R LRI . AR TR, X S O BB R . S
iAWy e M FLBR 254 . LR TR S R A AR, A3l 1 e T 1 X B K b T G W Y 2 R A S B v
B, R EATZ, B354 0 rE L SR AR A R . R . AR
fedh . i SEA LR S . ZHANG 60 BB R £ ook IS B9 s Ak i e, R Cd( 1) 8 7 B 4 A7 i
PRI 10 %, X Cd( 1) A Z3BRR AT IR 85.78% . 5K VT AE RO i 1 v 35 1R 4k R G Ak A W Tl % A 1 A 2
I A0 o B2 Rk R R i e i g, ST T R R B R AE 20 mgrkg ! DA B o ASHIFSY LLE UL A A R TR
BE, R ER R G AN ST AWy o, WBRE S BR KA rh g il e R e | Gf ik FT-IR . SEM. BET X H i
T TIOWERIE, 200l %4 T PBC i . pH. BHE 75X SMX KBRECRI M, IR H W45
T TR R B} 3h 7 2E AR AT A ME IS, MRS T LR R BL , Sk A W e ) SE PR I FH AR S %
1 MB5RF*®
1.1 LR

FAET WA F 90 M R 2N Bl P, i i FR B R (C H, N,O,S) I T Sigma-Aldrich, kB2 (HCl). #iFR
(H,S0,). S b4k (NaOH) ¥ 0 40 #r4li, 525 v /K A aligk .

1.2 HIEHE

WEAREF DT & 3 em 247, EEA MR BEERE Fokdt s, Ao £ s ik, £ LIER
WKW, 7E 100 C R TH S B 2 FH o % T8RS MR 5 28 109% HCLIR U 12 h fE 47 e P 4b
B, OB OB PR S UE 15 min, FERLOBSEK R IEVEE P, B TR 00 PA BT BT 1E R S XL A
B, 200 °C F AL 2 h, B&JE TAER A 700 °C &4 R 5 AL 60 min, 35 Ak AN DL
o REEFRE, KBHBOEIENE, fiit>100 HhR, KILHERAE, 108 PBC,

1.3 L HE

FESEAT W SR, =R, 19 100 mL ¥ B Ok 0.04 mmol-L™' () SMX ¥ i Hr 3L in A 0.04 ¢
PBC, 7ERESIHEFEER LIRS, JFic A B FF ARt Ia), 76 7 i ) P s BORE . 28 0.22 pum JE i
UE o 2o UE VR i AR 8 RS A (HPLC) I 2 Hovk i o SR I NaOH A1 H,SO, 1 ¥ W4 I pH.o

FEFEATE R A SRR, AR 0.2 ¢ PBC, fINAVEEE N 0.2 mmol- L™ () SMX IFW H, L6
SR EM R, BT ARE . RYECE S PBC Fr i, M PBC 5 SMX it [t 4:1 i@ T —K 5K
o SMX e fE, HAE WML, StEe AT 5 IR
1.4 SthEE

SMX e i F1| FH 26 [ Agilent 24 7] 1260 Y &5 850 AH 3% AN E o S A -l R (1%0) FH g, H
IAEC LN 60:40, JiE M 1.0 mL-min', %4k C18 A (4.6 mm=x250 mm, 5 pm), ik K & 225 nm,
HERE R R 40 pLo R A 92 [# FEI Quanta 250 459 4 H1L 7 . i 8% (SEM) I 5 44 A6k 28 11 JE S R AiE 5 FH & 1)
Micromeritics ASAP2020 4> [ i [t 2 T AL 5 {X (BET) Z3 A7 A4 4 b 2 10 AR S LB 454 5 >Rk F 36 1
Thermo /A ] Nicolet 6700 %I e B i A5 460 2T 4P AY (FT-IR) W 2 PBC 2 11 1% 14 7 RE M1 .

2 #HR5TE
2.1 MEEYIRBFIE

1) 21 M6 (FT-IR) 208 . PBC BCHERT G AL AMEIE an &l 1 iR . ATLAE Y, PBC 7E L
PRI 5 AR W A U F 43 R A AH W] . 7 3 435 em ! Ab Y WU U4 Sl O—H 4 A 45 U S W g e fr T
1632 e Ak fty W2 g U A T R R A Bl 450 LR (C==0) 7= A4E Y 5 7E 1106 cm™' Ab 2l C—O X Bk il 4 3
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g, SRS AE 3435, 1632 11106 cm™ 4b 1%
Wi 0 B B A A T A B, K U B e A A
PBC WG HEHREA T EM L. MLl W,
PBC "h EZ & A BRI MBI FE T A FRRA,
Al LLS SMX B R 3 i TR i A B, A A
T B Y A

2) FH 4 B BT (SEM) 43T . &l 2(a) FHE] 2(b)
439k PBC Bt PE AT J5 9 SEM B . H El 2(a) AT
U, SCHERT RS SR kR DRI, JTE AL
BRAE G 5 ROV IS A T A W e 2 T R N B A
M AN (B 2(b)), 0B e A B i, L
PREEF TN A, X SEHRRAE 594 ) W B 2 R
AT o

3) LR M A (BET) 40#r. LR AR LA
Zitgm e R UL 1. & 1 AlAE, PBC YL
2 0 BRULE T R R A 391.0 mP-g !, R B A R FfE
HIFEAR T 30.1%, PBC W Fff Je A9 1o FL AR B R 37
B FL IR W B A 20 BT R A o i BRI T i 2 I
W) () SMX [ff % 78 PBC %18, 5 ¥& T PBC Y
W ik 5437, 3% %E T PBC f—2E i fL .
2.2 RN =X SMX 25 BR %R #9821

[ 3 Sk PBC # i XF SMX 25 BRI 1 52
Wi 45 S, A I BEEC 0.1, 02, 0.3, 04, 0.5,
0.6 g'L™' PBC, JZ L ik £ Ji5 I 5 SMX ~F- 16 1l
B e SMIX L BRR . 255 R, 78R BN
B4R, PBC X SMX 1 2 [ 34 fr A [A] .
B PBC & i 3, X SMX (1) LB F 2
el FIG KIS B TP A s, S8
0.5 gL' B, EBREAIEE 99.5%; £ &
ey g 0.6 g L', KBRFE A E I 100%,
JERE I P Rl SR AL Q= T 3L TR A Y|
FIAESE, H 5 PBC 5 inag m e {1 IR ok 5] A0 8 B
Jo 22 [61) f e B Ao 20 A PBC 4% i i B I A
PBC 2 1 1) W B 5 7 15 2 5253 F A, PBC X
SMX A ¢ =5 1Y W B o o Bl B0 0% 14
KR A W B A SMIX R T W% B £ PBC T
S B0 W TR SMX Uk B R, BRI B A
R, i, wE# 04 gL' 1E N PBC HiE K
I AT 5 SR S5
2.3 #14 pH X SMX X & 3UR A2 M

BgEai]

3435

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
W k/em™!
1 PBC i8I /G 18 B LIS (FT-IR)
Fourier transform-infrared (FT-IR) spectra of PBC
before and after the modification

Fig. 1

(a) PBCEERTSEMIE|

(b) PBCH )7 SEMIA
& 2 PBC HJ SEM [
Fig.2 SEM images of PBC

#1 PBCHILLRERSILELEWN

Table 1  Analysis of specific surface area and
pore structure of PBC

B Sge/(m’g)  Vfem’g)  Vdemg!)  d/nm
W% BT 391.0 0.194 6 0.113 1 1.990 7
W B FE 2732 0.104 7 0.098 0 1.963 8

45
40 /._’—o——a 4100
T 35F e MG 180
&0 . &
E 30t 160 *fg
i g
§ 251 @ 140
20+ 120
15 L—s , , , , o
0.1 02 03 04 05 06
Behn/g - L)
% : ¢(SMX)=0.04 mmol - L', m(BC)=m(PBC)=0.4 g - L',
pH=7.0, T=25C,

B3 PBCRMEX SMX KREIF T
Fig. 3 Effect of PBC dosage on SMX removal

#4527 W] IR pH(4.0~8.0) X} PBC W fff SMX (52 my, 25k 4 pras. hE 40 7. 24 pH A
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4.0~8.0 W, FfiE pH Ftm, SMX EBRFETRE; 4 pH N 4.0, FERFIX 96.5%; 4 pH K 8.0 i},
EBRRBERE 76%., X HES SMX [ pK, %, A5 R, SMX M pK,, ~ 1.7, pK, 756, 4
W pH /N T pK,, B, SMX KT IE LA 5 24 pK, <pH<pK,, I, SMX 3K il 1E H ff ol b 5 247
W pH>pK,, 1, SMX LA & F IR AFTE . PBC 192 1 H 47 I 58 (B4 pHL,=2.09(1N [l 5 i 7R), 4%
W pH>pH,,. i, PBC 3K fi 7 i L far ; ¥ pH K 6.0, 7.0 Fl 8.0 Bf, pH>pK,,, Ui SMX 43 F 4%
5 PBC KA #HHERAEH, AR TUH . KUk, %W pH 4 4.0 B}, PBC X} SMX iy Mg B 25 SR
o BEE pH BUBGIN, Fre AR ARG R, WA RS, LKERFWHZ IR, AP sk
W1, VW pH 3G 0 25 R A R B 0T sk e S 0 2E 2% 0 W FFF g

1.0
08} 0-5
s 06
% 05
%} 04r _a_ pH=4.0 T
—e—pH=5.0 a 10}
02F —a— pH=6.0
—v—pH=7.0
—<pH=8.0 -L5}
O -
0 0 20 30 40 50 0 20
W B ] /min - s . . . .
7 : e(SMX)=0.04 mmol - L', m(PBC)=0.4 g - L, 2 4 6 8 10 12
pH=7.0, T=25 C,, HhfpH
4 pH X% SMX 220 T /R 7R 2R A A T A
Fig. 4 Effect of pH on SMX removal 5 PBC #J pH,, M E
Fig.5 pH t of PBC
24 DRFHETEI S SMX % 23 R0 87 Py TIERHIERER
PBC %t SMX (1 2 B sk 5% 5 W Bt isf [ A5 30 1o
Ko N TR RN, SCERZ0 AT 240 min, 25t
LRI 6 FTR , AE 0~60 min P, I B 25 4t 7 20f 1%%
25 B SR AR ) [) 354 B S G G, L B R AR g’ 5l 10.6 +§r
Peo 4% B 60 min B, PBC Xt SMX 25 Bk R ik % +§f§ los &
10 F —a- LR E
97.1%, WM %5 A 24.73 mg-g'. 24 60 min ) B
> P N 4 o 10.2
J&, PBC KRR FILA, TEHMMES. 4 >
MK RS BT ] 2 180 min B, 87 B 225 6 25 B R 2 0 T e O
Tk, VLB RA P4 . AT AR ) PBC W B ] /min
; v 4 i :(SMX)=0.04 mmol - L', m(BC)=m(PBC)= 0.4 g - L',
F VS A % L (543 SMX 7] PBC [ A
O R R B R B 6 TRMIETIEIR % SMIX B
FL B (4 3 PR 5 B SMIX i 8 R o2, i Fig. 6 Effect of adsorption time on SMX removal by
BT R N N E (4 I BU R Y S AR T BC and PBC

2.5 BAESFX SMX £ R A 2200

FESZBR IR, R & A 9 COT . SOF . HCO; 35 B B RIS bk iy W B 1 B et AN [
FEPEAYRZR . ASHIFSE % FH Na,CO,. Na,SO, #il NaHCO,, %<7 HAE AR B T B T X4} PBC W fff SMX
MR, SRWME 7R, mE 7 AHE, 2 CoX MHCO M FE M 0 mol-L™" FF 5 £ 0.1 mol-L™
N, SMX ZBR R FIFEAE T 9.57% 1 8.56%, FECO> FIHCOTHE FE A4 fin, PBC Xf SMX ft 22 (5 R %
WA, X 156 W] COT FTHCO MR 3 T i 2 4 il W B S 1 i 14647, O 9l FH g 5 T-HCO; . il 5t
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RATREVE A 2 A5 1 . — 5 1, COX FATHCO; B
B T2 i U6 PBC T M35 4 S, BHAS R
N HEAT s B —J5 T, COY MIHCO;7E /K % i
SR A REEET RWT, B IR AN R T
Jie R0 A 2 LR, SOk BE 35 i v 2 I R
Wi AR A AN A, 3% AT AE RN SO 78 K I i 2 v
PERY, OB AN W B AR R, O R BR R

A RN
2.6 BB HZESH

w20 mol - L!

100

X

80 1

SRR

020

a%.0.8

XX

60

XXX

LBREE%

40t

KX XX XX KR KKK KK KR LR KR KRIXA
R

20

.

X

7,
B

0 /é\'

x4

w20.01 mol - L' N 0.02 mol - L™!

B 0.04 mol - L' E30.08 mol - L' EEEEO0.1 mol - L'

3
oo

XA

NS N\
NF NS
= N\
= n
VE B ¢
B
= m
VEm ¢
N= N
= n
)= B \:E

[72)
o

HCO,

3

1 : ¢«(SMX)=0.04 mmol - L', m(BC)=m(PBC)=0.4 g - L,

HIF5E W BT 2l g 2 2 1 fifk g B AL o ) R
o A T W5 PBC X SMX W B (4 3 7
SR, 3 R o — SR E G Bl T 2 AR R S
0 AR AT Y W B SCHE AT 3D ) 2E LB A BT (K1 8),
HE— RN 9 g Iy 2 ARG S5 R AN 5] 8(a) FTIE] 8(b) s o 3 2 91 th T A FH i — N — 4 3
. HEZ G Iy AR AR SMX 1Y S5 56 5508 100 1 T e 3R O

3 2 R Xk S 36 B HEA T P B 25

v

AT

pH=7.0, =25 C,,

7 FABF X EFR SMX BIF AT

Fig. 7 Effect of coexistence anions on

SMX removal

(R*>0.99), H.I FHE 28l J1 205 T A5 0 g, A9 A(E 5 0 A5 45 SR 0 S 230, 3k 1 I 0 ofE 4%
By 1 2 AR AT DL M A O R RR . P 2 AT, PBC X SMIX B WK B iR R 24.79 mgrg !, ZH
SCPERT Y 2 A5 o JBORE I P EBORE B 25 SR UL R 8(c)o H B 8(c) MT LAE i, MR B FE ok 2 BB 2R
1 BB R, 0 B W B A b, B S SMIX 431 B HE7E PBC % 11 o 98 LG R 057 55 %5 2 v Bk
H&ZE LT, nIReSE T PBC 2% MM W B S gk i 4%, (A5 SMX 43 F H BB AT 98 5VE
T HEAE] PBC IS & 5 AL S AP, A i AN RS, R B R O kL N AR O ]

o A A

0 50
W Bt ) /min
(a) PBCH i SMXUE— B J1 2504

100 150 200 250 300

= BC
* PBC

0

160 1.50 2b0 2.50 3b0
A B ] /min
(b) PBCHZFFFSMXifE — 23 J12# 404

50

24 "
21} .
] L)
o 18t
2 15t
= .___J_—I—"-
g 12
=
= 9.
B 6 = BC
* PBC
3- 1 1 1 1 1 3
3 6 9 12 15 18

tl/2/m]'n]/2

(c) PBCI B SMX Bk A 4™ RS 7

7 : c(SMX)=0.04 mmol - L', m(BC)=m(PBC)= 0.4 g-L"', pH=7.0, T=25 °C,,

& 8 PBC % SMX B Mizh 1 F &R

Fig. 8 Kinetic model for SMX adsorption on PBC

&2 PBC X SMX Rz hFEMESH
Table 2 Kinetics parameters for SMX adsorption on PBC

N IR W2 )y Wk O
Ygdmgg) kit R klmge)  a(gmgmin)’) R kfmgemin'd) R
BC 7.55 2.72x1072  0.956 6 13.87 7.21x1072 0.999 1 1.23 0.992 4

PBC 11.69 1.56x1072 0.861 0 24.79 4.03x1072 0.9977 2.83 0.972 1
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2.7 WMMFRZEME T

AR I 5 it 20 A TR S R IR R Y 457 F 0 RF T 73 YR R TR ) ) PR 00, R A 3 A R R 4

AERYE 24845 . PBC Xt SMX 1Y W Fff ik 7 m P 2 Fof A2 oY 5% 3R A 20 4 3 o

R 45 1 B B S5 56 A0 il

5 Langmuir A Fl Freundlish 88 AT G, FrASAHCS BN 3 7R . B3 3W] A1, Freundlish 5

AU AT e 280 (R*>0.98) & T Langmuir £ AU /)
IR B (R™>0.87), HULAI L, PBC X SMX i
W [ff 3k A2 FH Freundlish #5 Y 481 & %% SR 8 4
Freundlish 5% 7Y 8 & 1 W B 5 W B Wi ot 551 &
T AE A 2 R W R, BAL S8 n>10,
ﬁ%mcﬁwm@ﬁ&ﬁ%%%ﬁ K, Fifi i
JEE T R i G, B ok o A A A ARG A
2.8 MR FIZESH
TEAN[A R EE R PBC X SMX 6 1 ji 4 g 2%
SR 4 s & 4R, 3R A&
AR A A (AG) ¥/NTE, HEE
RER TR, AG R4 XHEE K. X PBC
XF SMX W B B2 A R iEAT R, HOR R T
L, HRBHMK., B QAR KTFE, £
mcﬁ%m%%%& Jy g A N, HTE
U B AR T B SO AT . AR (AS) KT,
ﬁ%%%%%%%@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂu&%&@k
A A A AT L
29 ESFAMER
W2 56 5510 ) o A ) FH P e R A e 8 R
M EE R ARCY, A SRS % %¢ T PBC I H
BAHMFR . HE 9 A, PBCTES 1. 2/
3T, XF SMX [ 22 BR R 535l H 96.9% .
91.3% 1 77.1%., 9% PBCXT SMX [y W B & 1
3 2 1 W A0 TR B 1 I AE B e b, H
AP HA AP R R . NS 4 IJF LR, PBC
W Btk e BA S A T T R, TR AR BB & PBC R T
1) W B 5507 B SMIX 328 37 o5 B =i A r s, (B
SRS SRS, PBC WM AN 1445 mg-g ',
FBERN 43.4%,
3 %ig
1) S Eh W2 ek Pk 5 PBC 26 1 B A HELBE B4 .
ORI 2 A%
2) 1£ pH N 4.0 i,
COX i VE FH B 58 5 SO X6 W i 52 o7 5 i 45708
3) PBC Xf SMX A4 W Bff 2ok 72 B 4 5 o —

#*3 PBC X SMX HRMIFREIMAESH
Table 3 Isotherms parameters for SMX adsorption on PBC

Langumuief& 7l Freundlichf& 7l

7/C

q,/(mgg") k/Lmg') R Kdmggh) g R

283 43.43 2.03 0.874 7 19.44 428 0.9802
298 44.59 2.28 0.893 2 22.62 4.15 09832
313 45.79 2.41 0.8743 24.57 4.03 0.9806

3 4 PBC ¥ SMX HIRMi AN F S
Table 4 Thermodynamic parameters of SMX
adsorption on PBC

P h F1 o R A AR

EU-§§ %% %% %% 77 60 =
g 1111

TEFRUCEL
7E : ¢(SMX)=0.04 mmol - L', m(PBC)=0.4 g - L, pH=7.0, T=25 C.,
B9 PBC EE £ xR SMX IS0
Fig. 9 Effect of the regeneration of PBC on SMX removal

HARFFRE . e rT UL, PBC & — A al [mlie s 4600 W B 5510

22 EL R OCME T BRSNS BT AR W) ok X SMIX 1) W B o 24 A
. B0 B EL R vk Pk SS9 PBC X SMIX 14 % [ g B AT B B R T
W 65 500 X6F SMIXC ) W R 385 R e B 5 CO2 FTHC O % SMIX A4 25 B3k e 10 4 76 1

I F1 Freundlish 2575 2 W5 MRS AU, 1%
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Bt T 2 S 403 B PBC X SMIX I W2 B > 19 2% 1 I A R i

4) PBC fE R EA I 5 U, X SMX 92 B AR AN AE 40% UL E, HOOR A5 R4F 9 B 25 B Ak
o WIAAWMBCRE: . AR, AT mISCSEOE R, PG, al RUA Ok 22 35 R 16 1b )5 A &1 2% i) fig
JEEBRIK T SMX f5c £ AW R ) 2 —

2 % X M
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Abstract The pine needle biochar (PBC) was prepared with resource of pine needles and activation agent of
hydrochloric acid, and was used to adsorb and remove sulfamethoxazole (SMX). The effects of dosage, pH
value, initial pH, adsorption time and concentration of coexistence anions on the adsorption performance of PBC
were investigated. The adsorption kinetics model and adsorption isotherm model were used to conduct the fitting
analysis. The characterization results of scanning electron microscopy (SEM), Surface area analysis (BET) and
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) demonstrated that the pine needle biochar activated by
hydrochloric acid had loose and porous surface and contained oxygen functional groups such as carboxyl groups
and hydroxyl groups. The removal rate of SMX reached 97.1% after 60min adsorption at PBC dosage of
0.4 g-L™'. Within the pH range from 4.0 to 8.0, SMX removal rate by PBC decreased as pH increased. Both
CO;” and HCO; inhibited the adsorption reaction and the former was stronger. SO;  had slight effect on the
adsorption process. The SMX adsorption by PBC could be described by quasi-second-order kinetic equation,
and be better fitted by Freundlich isotherm equation (R*>0.98). The thermodynamic parameters indicated that
the adsorption process of PBC to SMX was a spontaneous endothermic reaction. The SMX removal rate by PBC
was still above 40% after five recycles. Considering the good adsorption and recycle effects, PBC has a good
application prospect. This study can provide reference for its application in water pollution control.

Keywords pine needle biochar; adsorption; sulfamethoxazole
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