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W OE CNSIIURHAY (B IR A, L NaOH JEAT AL B, DL FeSO, MMt A , 38 it P il % 1 ik
PEE A Wk (MBC), R0 AR R . BOME MR EE O ISR | S VR0 LG pH RN 3R AE BT A W e W R g 1 S
Wi, JFifid SEM-EDS. FT-IR, XRD FIJC % 4% % T Bt L W db A7 3040 . &5 SRR, M T AR uob:n & 4
Y5 (BC), MBC i it W BF s SR B 0 35, fF AR TR 2 Oy 673 Ko Bt 50k B2 8 1.0 mol L' i) il /5 9 MBC 1% ¥}
6 W A0 SR B B, e 2 I S R 0 IR 2 1 40 1y 98.48% ., 24.62 mgrg . BRMEJE AR W B R SR K R AR VS
FHE, SR A, L H R T BRI AL FL A IR B I . AR R R SR T A LA, T E L Fe,O, Al
-Fe,0, iR I A7 78 . MBC e AE 80 o4 0.2 gL', HEXF B R 36 A0 W R A7 o R A A5 & o sl Jy 2 il H
Langmuir 55 i W B} A% 50 58 B8 8 174 415 28 MIBC X 8 2 £k 1 W BFHRRAE . MBC X675 7K /K J5t pH ELAT 45 B 11438 10 31 [l -
XoF W T AR 35 - LA e ) 2 426 G
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N ZALGH 5 IR TR B P A AR Y A A8 L 32 BT SR, th T 280 W) e R i
AN, BT m A G DD Re e R A, 0l R AR Y W B R T e 55 E B AR B
SR, T8 Ao 4 Ja U T v T AR v AR W e X B ) W BT RE Y R IR T B S IR R R TR U A 4%
B PTG iR W BT 700 08 5 19 6 ) W BEF SR, & B iR R m 2 SR BE G T H A 45268, JF S
@BIERA Y, —BORUE, R TN SEE, BT RREUN, SO A R T R
WRET4 G FHIREEN RN & =Y s, IF ARSI, BRkot: 5 A= ok 1 B8
T R B S BRCPE R B9 19.4 4% o LIU 85U ) 2R 5 F0RE B o A 0 SRS R W ok BB R RE, TR
pH 4 5.0~11.0 R B 00 5 0 B R £ WL BT RE 7 o PRI, X A= Wy e 6 AT 4 i el MR 41 v 2 W e WO o
YimB A 2021-07-26; RAHEHEA: 2021-10-24

ESWB: HMATRH T RITE (SS202002); 57K AbFH T HE AR X (SR ¥R 5 BFST (ws 03 2020 fw 096); [ FK R I5 Y 45 1 5
1A BB H K LI (20172X07205002)


mailto:wangfengshengcn@163.com
mailto:wangfengshengcn@163.com

3494 ok L B ¥ W 5%

Rk RE 1 2 —Fh AT 2 A 80 7 i,

F & KA A KX KB E b 2B, (H R M AR A 0 2008 i KB BICED A RE S K
TR SR L BR A R AL, WA B R R A 0 R AR R AR AR B s i L . e E LA B AR R H E
Bk YRR SR GRS SR, RO R FE A AR 08 A W e W R SR RT LA R A AR B R Bh . 5
TR GE ML B FIAE LG, 3 0T % A A ) R W B SR B AT BOASAIR . PTFRAE | Ak TR B AU A O A,
A B 5 R WS 00 0 b AR ) S TR A AR W e, EAT oM e R R R A AR A, R R T
RF A AL REAE S5 B R
1 MRS T
1.1 XIEER

B R B RN IS KT N TR, B R OK B S B 2 B Rk, I R WK s Y
A 1~2 em /NBE, BT LA 353~373 K ML T, LB mEdUR 5 80 Hbn T , H115 B Wik, #HHR
e85 o BRIk (FeSO, TH,0) FIE A L4 (NaOH) 43 il W B IR HE T R e Ak 271l 5] T RV 75 ik B
Rt ey A BR A, ¥R Hral.

1.2 E£¥RE&

2[5 L 1:20(g: mL) #4383 4= 5 21 19 NaOH(0.5 mol- L) W, #+EH2) 5 # T 150 rmin™
MYTE AR IR 4R 3 h, #RE S uE s BSOS A B oK BEE, 1E 373 KA rh b G S 4t
THEINA B — % e 1) FeSO, 7TH,O ¥ W (B EL M 1:10) BB RN, #EATHRY . 23, Uk
VLT, AR B A R TR . SN s B, BT S, TR AR RO EE (573
623. 673. 723 f1 773 K, AHNic A MBC573, MBC623, MBC673, MBC723. MBC773) #f# 2h, ¥
HEZE G 100 HARMER &, $i15 NaOH 12751 10 4b BRSO & i A= P ik (MBC). A BCH: il £ &
T 2B W) B (BC) BE f (J& NaOH 12 355 LA K FeSO,-7H,0 ¥ ¥ kb ¥ ) A5 ¥ i 4 BC573. BC623. BC673,
BC723. BC773,

1.3 s AFWRMKE

53 1 EL 0.01 g MBC T 150 mL H#EJE L, KIS0 mL #] 4@ JT £ ¥k B o8 5 mg L™ A Wl V45 W
(pH=7), 7 288, 298 il 308 K, %14 Jy 150 r-min™" [ /K V& F& PR 0 IR 4R35 o 8] B — 2 B[] 43 591 B L
THWE 0.45 pm TEALUEHE, W0 DR OBV BE o SR ME— 28l Iy 2B Rl (X (1) HE 8 ) 2
A (X)) AR O (2 (3)) X MBC (930 J1 22 BUE g T LA

In(g. — q,) = Ing. — kit (D
t 11
—=—+—t 2
9 kg q. )
q: =kt +C 3)

K g ], ming g, B g, R T R ¢ 2R R, meeg s kR UE— S
B, omins k, E RV HEARE L, g (mgrmin) s ky ORI HUR R E L, me(gmin'?)
C AL
1.4 FRRMILIE

435 H0.01 g MBC T 150 mL #EJE L, KK 50 mL AN ) v B2 86 FE (0.5~20 mg-L™") 1Y @545
T (pH=7), 43 5F 288, 298 fil 308 K, FEH%L# J 150 r-min~' FY/KIEHE IR PIEIR IR 24 ho [0 45
Ja B G W 0.45 pm BEFLUE AR, 0 U8R b B vk B2 . >R HH Langmuir £27 (X (4)) #1 Freundlich 152
A1 (X (5)) X MBC W B A 508 E AT 4006
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QmaxKLce
. = Jom i 4
4 1+ KLCS ( )
ge = Kre," (6))

Ko e RO B B AR, mg L g NP AR R, mgg s g N IR W R
mg-g'; K, A Langmuir % %% ; K, & Freundlich # %% .
1.5 ®mEHESLWE

PRI E o 43 U [R5 B T i 4559 0.01 g BC 1 0.01 g MBC T 150 mL 423 4, MR A
50 mL iR R S mg L PUBEVE WK (pH=7), oAl RN 2544 TR) 1.4 15,

PP TR e BE L 4 B 0.01 g BCPERIHEEE A 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0, 1.25, 1.5, 2.0 mol-L™" il £ A9
MBC F 150 mL B #EIEIR A, KU A S0mL 5 & 4K R 5 meg L AR B W (pH=7),  HiAx 2 i 451
7] 1.4 75,

YR, A EC 2.5, 5. 100 20, 30, 40, 50 mg MBC F 150 mL A4 4, 4R m
A S0mL JREWRIE S HIN 0.5, 1, Smg L' BIBRAR (pH=7), HA &MER 1.4 15,

VW W Ih pH. 8 BEVA W pH o 3~11 3R E8 A0 0.01 g MBC T 150 mL A HEE b, HoA 2 I 4%
1R 1.4 75,

HAEE T, WA T ClL NO;. SO¥ ., COY |, HCO;, HEREEE A 0.01 mol-L™" #10.1 mol-L",
MBC il 4 0.01 g, HA N 454 1R] 1.4 15 .

1.6 YRR EERIE

K HICE Y (vario PYRO cube %, % [¥] Elementar 2\ ) ) i 5 A= ¥y ik SCVERT IS AL 22 e R0
Oy Ry KA A B H 2 T AR AE I (Micromeritics Y, 28 [ 42 FAXAS) W E AR W R L R AR . AL
RS, RINHER BT M5 (SEM-EDS, Quanta FEG 250, 3% [ FEI 2\ #)) W82 Ak ¥ ¢ e Ve i
J& W AR B0 RR AR 55 R R SR TR O 2R 0 A RN B i SR XS AT 94X (XRD, Rigaku TTRAX 1T, H
A2z RS At M W B AT | S Rt A b R A L2 Y s R F AR B 2T AR Y (FT-IR,
Nicolet iS50 % , 3 [&] TthermoFisher 4% w1 )M 22 B A= ¥ e A Bk e VE R . 5 R AR IE B REHT; R A
Zeta B Y (Zetasizer Nano ZS 907!, J< & Malvern 23 w]) X it A= 9 s 19 4 1 e PR EA T 52
1.7 HIELE

MR b BRG] Bxcel 2019, XRD %3 i jade 6.0 HEAT WK R, KIIELH S50 f2@min | 4
T W B A A 481 & fif A Orrigin 2021
2 #HR518
2.1 YRR AT &

1) FACAEE 05 X W RS o Ml 5 S A B ) o L 1 R S ) S L B T A 1 A W e b Ak R T Ik gl
fig. £ 573 K1 623 K #2055 19 BC X 3% AT W B S BR A8 1, H 2 AW RN 1B & R
RN W, BB TG YR BEE IVRIRE T, AR R NI R E, Ak LR TR
B IR B RE S T8 i, AT B 55 O 2 S AW 4 A S A, (H i TR R A s S, AU A
i AL U SR R, B BN RE D AR AR, ARSI, FE ARG R 773 KB BE 2SR R AL
K 3.55%. MBC B i I B2 0 FH i, W B BRS80S T S AR, 673 KB MBC Xl 14 1 J 25
RORIRF] 79.18%. 1E A 4 @ ot 2 W e 1) W BEEBIE 2 et R B S ARURR A, R UL A v R IR 8
ANl 1 W B0 A R o IS 2 s e A ) i FLBRZS A I LS -, S BUE Y sk R AR AR
ANEU B i i R e v S SR AR W R FLBR A AL TR S 1A 0 A= 4 e B Bk, A i R R R R TR
RR ALY, 2 LR B BRBEGE 01 o ZEAH R AAR B T, MBC W B BR 85 Ak 58 T BC. R
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o 7y T ] B A M 2 NaOH Ab 39 Py 100 T = 100
HRFL A Z BB R, I T A R A T SR Wl oEmsc TE oy 1w
B B — 7T, 2 NaOH AMNERJS , AWy i 3 i 70 70
T A1 3 5% B OH 5 Fe> Bt 4 1) 4 1, Fe(OH), 14 N N
5 57 AR A P 0 R T B R 2w 0
R R AR R A R A S T 2 7 0
WA A EE AR, mE A, BC ﬁ o
MBC 1 77 3 5 P 5 B R S e, P 7 R 4y 0 —— 0
W 31.3%~41.2% Fl 44.5%~68.5%, %4 % & 523 573 623 673 723, 773 823
W IR B 7 AR SR, B 673 K BV IR CARIRELR
B R 4 4% 19 MBC #5475 G258 1 ARIR RS X A 4 7 A ek R AT B T 1 B8 B 22 T

2) e 3] e R SO R o [ B AR O B L S Fig. 1 Effect of pyrolysis temperature on the phosphorus

adsorption and removal performance by biochar

] ¥ &£ FeSO,- 7TH,O 5 W 1= 15t il %% 1) MBC X
B BfE 2= BR R H an P 2 BT s o 7E Fe el 57 vk
P 0.5 mol- L™ #4 i & 0.75 mol-L™" #y 1 #2 Hp,
1 25 B S5 A 8 W 2 kg WD S, O O 2 A e A 5
21.35mg-g s 24 Fe? Bie I BERE TN 1.0 mol-L™!
i, XA S BRACR e, 2BRF A H] 98.48%,
S e X £ R B 75 1 24.62 mgrg . HGJE DR T
REE: AW R Tt R A — 5, Fe'i
PR A RS0, AR R I 4R B T Ak
TR, JRAE Fer Bk 7 e B 4 1.0.mol L it

W Bff 4t/ (mg - g)

0 025 050 075 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00

KRB R WIS, AW o 3R a0 & Jm R T WA (mol - L)

TFURHERL, 35 5 =Wy e LB, At e 3% i FR B 2 MR EE 5 MBC IR M B2 B 35 2 B B2 1
W I, S5 22 S5 BEPE 1.0 mol-L! e 5 Fig. 2 Effect of modifier concentration on phosphorus
#)45 MBC, adsorption and removal by MBC

22 BMAIREYVRMBNRIELSER

1) SEM-EDS 43 #7 . [& 3(a). & 3(b) 4354 BC 1 MBC fiJ SEM RAEL5 R, rILIAH, BC F£fi
TETE SRR A 0, B A5 —S6kr s 1 MBC I B oM RLRE, 5% — 2 R Peeik ik, H
TETE R Z ALEE R (<2 nm). [ 4 AW ARG EDS Bl X ek i Az 40 ¢ 35 1 1) o6 2 43 #7 nl L
K, BCHC, O, Fe lF/HN 62.8% .. 22.4% F10.5%, MBC H C, O, Fe FFH /340N 31.0%.

(a) BCHJSEM| (b) MBCHJSEM[|

3 AEIRMEE SEM [E (25 000 Z)
Fig. 3 SEM image of biochar material(25 000 £%)
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Fig. 4 EDS spectra of biochar material

21.9% F1 26.9%, = W18k o0 & 8 8 2t 4% )
BC £ o Wi p 5, MBCH iR TR By
JFHE AT 05 ) A 20.0% . 34.4% Fil 27.5%. X EE
WP HT . f5 MBC it r BT F, BROTR =
JLFAAE, LI AR AL B A S ik
oo PR AT

2) FT-IR & 3% 43 #f . BC Ml MBC fJ FT-IR
FFAELE R NE 5 FiR . BC MIMBC 7£ 1622 cm™
B Y AEAE R L, W] RESH C=C Bl |2 R
C=0 M4 HEshE, BC 73418, 1531, 1423
1875 e BiF I IR WL WA U, R R R M kR AR

(—OH)., C=C. FHHEHM C—C 4 KI5 C—H IS5 AP, MBC 78 1 147 em ™ 3z 4 1
Wb, AT RE R T C—OH Al C—O MM IR sl 51 d2 i . iX Ui B MBC g il 4l 7 i 224, 1
Fk, MBC 7E 400~900 cm ™" PR B GR BE AN [R] A9 W e 0, D PR 7R by Bl AT R L . ek . MR AR E e
IAFEAE o XSO a5 A2 9 o 19 FT-IR B #EAT X0 oy i e R B, etk e 5 & & R 4%

531
423
875

[ov]}
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1622 1
1
48T
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B 5 S¥RECMBTEN FT-IR B

&, WEEZE . MR, IR RIS WAL, LIRS E i 05 & B R AR SRR TE .

3) X-HF AT > Hre. 6 o MBC W B B AT . )5 A9 XRD R AE K 3% . AT LE i, 122008

24.28°, 43.18°4b i #1177 S 0 PO, S BH Fe JT
F OO R A Y ok Fm, B
Fe,O,(b5 #fE 5 01-072-2303) Fl a-Fe,0,(br 1 F
5 00-024-0073) B4 P S AR 2 A, AR W b R
I &K X Fe,0, F1 a-Fe,0, & 7= A= 35 K52 W
MBC fEM i # 5 , Fe,O, F1 a-Fe,O, 1Y 14 5% i 1
IR, AEAT B w0 I R & AR B AW .
gE A o AR W) AR T S FT-IR 20 A 45 51, nlRE 2
Fe,0,. o-Fe,O, FI/KHE {7 JE Wi Stk Fe i,
TRAR BT 5 Bk AR B S B, oM
7% BB R 46 2 A8 UL VE , R ke
EN PN

¢ Fe O,
¢ a-Fe,O
vcC

3

MBCH ff i)

MBCH i iy

l.O 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0
20/(°)
E 6 MBC IRMi#AT. /EH) XRD &%
Fig. 6 XRD patterns of MBC before and
after phosphorus adsorption

2o sy

B He

Fig. 5 FT-IR spectra of biochar before and after modification
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4) L E A WA Mo BTG AR W R R A A T WL AR (0 B A 4 ). MBC 5 BC M
b, o(N). o(C) Fl o) L, o) Fl o(Fe) BN, FHER 26 TR T8RN E /Y . MBC
1 o(H)/o(C) AEEAR, 160 H ik b F2 B8 m , T B A7 B T 05 B 25/ 92 175 @(0)/w(C)
Pl e, Uil H SR KIER R . (o(N)+w(0))/o(C) HIEMR, R BB fER %, YRy
WetE B . B, 28 NaOH i Ab B 5 4% oM B il A W e S 5 48 = T A RH R SR K AR A% A )
T 1 W) A R X Tl 1 R F o

%1 BC M MBC TRAM S
Table 1 Element composition analysis of BC and MBC

w/%
. N)+w(0))/
B oMH/oC)  O)o(C) (o(N)+a(0))
N C H O S Fe S HAhA 53 o(C)
BC 1.76 6591 2.77 2022 0.87 8.47 0.042 0.307 0.333
MBC 029 9.89 036 32.57 18.66 38.23 0.036 3.293 3.323

S) LR S FLB M . SCPERT . S5 EE Y Rt E A . LIRSS B R AR LS Rk 2
Fiis o et AR e h R ARSI T 8.5 4%, MFLAERGIN T 5.8 £ SCMERT . S5 AL SR m R S
SR TR I B 44.9% 38 & 69.4%, THALFLAS 5 LLH 5.7% 5N % 12.2%; BC Fl MBC (%134 4L
#I/NT 20 nm, ] BC #l MBC FL B DL FL(<2 nm) #1571 $0 (2~50 nm) 2 F . MBC H 3 1 £ fin
() s R AT BB 2 NaOH =95t i il 1 A4 LB 4540 , R af e L s FL D ae Y, 2] T R 4F 9 R AL
s 34, AR MFLBR N 7 2k T 48 Sk B T AL A FLALBRSE A, R L R i
L AL Fe 2 T ARG AL AL R R I, n A W B A o A b R AR BT S W B A, B R K BR
e

%2 BCH MBCHILbRE., FLEMALRER

Table 2 Specific surface area, pore volume and pore diameter of BC and MBC

I R (m’ g ) WALRERYm> g ) EALAem’ g ) HALILAem’ g ) FHIFLE/m
BC 3.825 1.718 0.017 4 0.001 0 18.17

MBC 36.327 25.204 0.117 8 0.014 4 12.97

2.3 BSR4

1) A= 49 5 % om0 RIS e R SR AR S 0 . 24 MIBC B0 0.05 g L I, B 0 25 BR R4 51
97.60% . 82:70% H129.48%, Wi %75 w4350 9.76, 16.54 F129.48 mg-g'; 4 MBC >~ 02 gL
W, WA 25 B RN A 98.80% . 97.1% F1 96.0%, 1 W Mt 725 B F ly 2.46. 4.86 F1 24.0 mg-g'; Y4
MBC il 48 ZE3G i, MBC X 8 1Y 5 PR AR ARG A AL, MM B 28 452 T e, HIFERE . il
T4 MBC #3238 in B, MBC X 8 9 W B 67 A5 B 2 35, 9 5 MBC 5 7K 4 11 422 file 17 A A
TR TR h B ) S A 4 S, T MBC X BERY EBR R B W R . AR, 24 MBC % i
FREE I 22 6 Wl 0 W BTSSR TR e, W R0 B ARk %) R B 7 5ot T B, R R R W R A T
B 53 4h, MBC ¥y RE it i 5 kA E R, S 80T HEM B A R 508, NRIF R LB, %
AT R S RBRECR, ARSI 0.2 g L7 BRI . AWk O BIESE R 8 ko
T HESEK, hnsR 4 HEXS IR R AFRE ST, PEEEEM IR R S AR, B ISR A A R
[, BERRER MY 3 F R —, R FZAOSORGr, SOR B B A 9k fE A%t £ 1 e
R BT B AREUA TR, BRI RS, Wm R gerh g gRsr . Bk, WS B9 MBC B KRR
WEALRI 07, X el H IR AT . R R AE R B — 2 SR
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2) Wit gh J12% . ERERREE T X PL kil £ T2 T fil 45 %) MBC #E47T SR AR M R 5256, I X S0 58
ok B R AT W B Bl Sy 2 R LA (B 7). BB 7(a) BT A H, MBC 7E B 60 min X 8 1Y W B 3 R 5
P, TE RN IR B 288, 298 F1 308 K I, i W BF 2 BR 3R 43 SR B 61% . 73.32% H1 83:4%, W Ff 75
T3 3k B 4 0% A Y 74.35% . 77.97% F 83.57%. 1E L% 60 min J5 W i K22 . 480 min
I IR T Jsz 17 R AR 38 B F-A , 2 B 25 a0 ) 2k 38 1 8 W B A AR 1Y 96.78% . 98.46% Fl 99.28%¢ 453 it
AT T 60 min A= 49 0% W BV o 70 R LI TR B vk BE A R, MIBC 2 1T -5 I TR P A0 9 R SR vk B A
ZERER, AT BT HE Sy, DRI R B R R 5 FE 60~480 min, MBC K TH 2 ¥ P W B 63
B, VR T R A B R R O W BT B 55 R B R A S T 52, IR 4 R AE 480 min B Y
o2 2 S W T 2 R PO

251 — 30
20} h e T 251 ’,g:::g;:i:::::f'-'-'-'—g:::%::;
% : % 20} 2w g geEeEedd
w 15 2 .20 ol
£ £ 15 L4 ‘ 288 K
i ul:] L’
© 10 « 208K
= ; E 107 B
I~ G = N
= o A =3 - - gﬁzlglf)(
5 *I}U\u sl ____%31%\55:
0 0
300 600 900 1200 1500 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
18z 56 Bis} 1] /min £2/min'?
(a) WE—ANE sl 1A & i £ (b) JoURL 99 MU R & il 2

7 MBC X BB E AR M ah D F B R BURL A BUAR B &
Fig. 7 Kinetic model of phosphate adsorption by MBC and the fitting of intra-particle diffusion model
W B 2l g S BT UL 5 S5 R ILFE 3, ME Tl e B S B RP EHE T 1, , HE T4
T2 15 R B T AT ) 8 38 MBC R Wi RRER B B AT S AL B . ph b Ud B MIBC e i F) 187 B 3= 2 ey A~ T
BE A 22 0 HAR S SCHR R ) 85 AR A AR W BT 2, SR s SR A BR O AR AT AR % (0.963 mg-g )P
il O K AR P R (35 mgeg Y RLET SRSE RS Fe/lC E A MR (1.62 mgg )P 45, AHIFSE P ik
P A= 1 5 R R BE AL

3 MBC XMzt hFEEEMESH
Table 3 - Fitting parameters of phosphorus adsorption kinetics model on MBC

i HE—FB 1T B 1
i JBE/K : -
q/(mgg’)  ky/min’ R q/(mg-g’) /(g (mg-min) ") R
288 19.75 0.0310  0.9875 20.97 0.0418 0.997 1
298 2321 0.0396 09709 24.50 0.055 2 0.996 9
308 24.14 0.0492 09854 2531 0.0712 0.994 8

i & 7(b) AN 4 ] LUE H, B SRRSO 3 AN BE . 7EURL N B EORE R Dy R e, R BT A
q, SWH TR AP R R, BB St A bR IF S, U8 B SURL N T U MBC W B R £ 1) I
B o SR s il A T, A E AR SR — AR R RLA , 38 mT B9 K id L2 AR B

3) W FfF 2592k . 2R ] Langmuir #5259 71 Freundlich #5147 MBC W B i (19 55008 2R A7 4004 (81 8), B
EASBEER W 5, Langmuir 25 15 W FEBR A 00 R? BB 3230 1, R, f ] Langmuir 25 35 0% iR Y
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&4 MBC MM AT HRENESH
Table 4 Fitting parameters of intraparticle diffusion model for phosphorus adsorption on MBC
SBIBTE S B SF3B
TE/K
ky/(mg-(g-min'?)™) C R ky/(mg-(g-min'?)™) G R ky/(mg:(g-min'?)™) G R
288 2.696 4 —2.7217 0.9818 0.708 7 9.0103 0.8832 0.067 8 18.266 0 0.9723
298 32147 -1.5302 0.9992 0.666 7 12.709 8 0.967 3 0.069 1 21.9875 0.8972
308 3.846 4 —2.3224 0.9949 0.497 8 16.3812 0.902 8 0.063 5 228612 0.9272

5 18 MBC X 8 iR 5 %) W B 48 AF B8 A, R B
MBC X 112 5 A W B ook i 2 Sy B )23 TR o O
NN ER Y RO A RN LA I S < <o
288, 298 Fil 308 K Hf fz A W Fff 2 4351 Ky 51.82.,
56.69. 76.34 mg-g ', V- fif W B R I A0 4 i o
W 0 TR R B e B KR TR R ) R,
X 5 MBC 2 [ o] W B a5 50i A G, il
HPE IR T R R A I, O B SE A,
BRE7 A 0 S PR O R TR . [RIET, B i
R W B} 25 8 Bt Iz o7 ik B A T v T K, 3R
FRF 3k 2 A W A R 3 R PO

4) VS W pH XF W2 B R i A0SR A S R o
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Fig:8 Fitting of Langmuir and Freundlich isotherm adsorption
models for modified biochar
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Table 5 Fitting parameters of adsorption
isotherm model on MBC

Langmuirf# i Freundlichf5%)
/K
4u/(mggh) K, R K 1/n R
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Preparation of Fe** modified calamus  biochar and its adsorption
characteristics towards phosphorus from aqueous solutions

WANG Fengsheng', XU Xiaoyi"", SHI Hemin', WEN Yan', HUANG Tianyin', DING Fei®

1. School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, China
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Abstract In order to realize the resource utilization of the wetland plant(calamus), calamus biochar (MBC)
was prepared with FeSO, modifier by pyrolysis of NaOH pretreated calamus. The effects of pyrolysis
temperature, modifier concentration, additive amount, initial solution pH and coexisting ions on phosphorus
adsorption by biochar were investigated. Biochar was characterized by SEM-EDS, FT-IR, XRD and elemental
composition analysis. The results showed that, compared with unmodified calamus biochar (BC), the adsorption
effect of phosphorus on MBC was significantly enhanced. the MBC prepared at pyrolysis temperature of 673 K
and 1.0 mol-L ™" modifier concentration had the best phosphorus removal effect, the removal rate and equilibrium
adsorption capacity were 98.48% and 24.62 mg-g ', respectively. After modification, the hydrophilicity and
polarity of biochar materials increased, and the total specific surface area, specific surface area and micropore
volume increased significantly. Iron oxides were successfully loaded on the surface of the material, which
mainly existed in the form of Fe,O, and -Fe,O, crystals. The optimal dosage of MBC was 0.2 g-L™', and the
adsorption behavior of MBC was in good agreement with the pseudo-second order model. Langmuir isothermal
adsorption model could more accurately describe the phosphate adsorption characteristics on MBC. MBC had a
wide range of pH adaptability and strong selective adsorption to phosphate anions.

Keywords biochar; Fe** modification; calamus; phosphorus; adsorption
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