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B FE LIfrae s, K,C,0, ATEALT], Fe(NO,), A MKHEH % T EvE L AT 7e ik o 48T il 4 2 AF X5 i Ay
SERIALPEF A W, FHEEITH KR P ABRE WM ERE. 45 REX, BEE K,C,0, & 5 s b 5 B 1
TrE, REE AT SE B R T AL AN, (H Fe,0, 12 87 938 J5 0 B R Feo 44 1L A7 5€ ¢ PGC-4-900 5 i1
H/HN03g L™, WIRBEWKEN 125 mg L7 [, XE&mRWM AR RKRTIL 3163 mgg ' WM B K., Tk
FITCFE B3 0 A 72 o W B Bl T 2 A5 B U sl 248 A, AR IR R AT Langmuir 77 B2 Hf b o #EVE AT 52 T
W i S 2R I EL A T2 B pHUE R M, B VR AR R L AT T R A R S E LR, LA n—n fE
FHAE AT R W R e = SR

KHEIR mEMELATSe e AER WEHT N WAL

H 7 Y0 R A 25 K AR e v I ) B ke R ROk B, P AR RS G o — A A R R)
Xof PR RN 2 A B i R FE KU U, FEARZ A R, S E K (chloramphenicol, CAP) /& —#i 7 1i%
PrAR R, I TIRYT A 22 TROBH M R 22 (B T 5 R A JEk e o R R AN R 7E s e 2 b
MAER, Bl THS TR . O8I . STRSCREEE . MW AR, A AESh Y IR &
A b i LA NP, SR R TR KR P A TE S X AR B R GG U H Rl B XU

H AR K AR S e A 300 25 B O 1k A R BRE T A B R AT AR T R AL S A AL
AR W R T O IRE S | W B RE R DL R R B AR, R — R A RO R BR BT A R 7
Bio AW — RS AW SR, R AR W BT AR FE ) TR SR E SRR T IE L, B R
Bl . FLAER . A Bom S U0BRR T, B8 A S50 52 30 4 302 BEE A A 2% W BEE L DTG 3K 3] I K
G LTS Gk B Y H R AT R A B LAY R R — R Bl = R, TR E A
REMM, BT ITRA ™8 0.6 kg Roc!™, BT HARPCRIIT KM HE, & AFEA KR
AT RS VERO R Y) 23, X BRI I8 A i A, )R A O =X e 3 LA e o o 4
Yy —MARA AT R TR F LN B4R . AR KRR ARES, S0
REBESG, H R LA FIR 0 E RE A4 & 2B T AR5, B R b3 1 FRURD 2 L2544 L)
K EE R IE BE A R T XF Cr(V). Ni(IT). Po( 1) %5 5 43 J@ A W BT, oy R L AT 76 e
s BHEE: 2023-02-14; FAHHEA: 2023-06-06
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F—1EH: B K (1986—) , FB, i, SmHL TN, huochaofei@ahpu.edu.cn; BBIEIEE : X1 (1990—), B, 1, ml#
$2, huanhuan_|l@126.com


mailto:huochaofei@ahpu.edu.cn
mailto:huanhuan_l@126.com

2146 ok L B ¥ W 175

BRI A R ICH R A G R T A RE

LB A A 0 0 2 ) o LA A B R A v 1 b B TR VRN FL A, 2 0 b 1 O T LA
S UCE A Y R LRSS R . B AR S AR D sE B (KOH . NaOH)., #: (Na,CO,. K,CO, fil1K,C,0,)
H5E R (H,PO, Fll H,SO,) 551, Horh, K,C,0, PN 4% I B B ol 4 55 HL Y& A 14 RE AL 5 52 21 G 1
CUI %" X T K,C,0,. KOH 1 K,CO; X FBURSFF 116 L RCR KXt He 1Mt RE Jisgmi, &3 K,C,0,
TG AT 31 0 JHURURS FT 2 L 3R T AR LA B K, WO e f: o

A 9 e W B R O A EL AN A AR, (EFE ST B iy P H L ) RS G 14 2ok 38 4 5 1 G o s A
RO LA B0 X (2 2, o B IO IR ME . Dok, K REME A TR L B RER SR A AEY R I, il
B — @ WV Ay e, DT AT R G P 5 B 23 2 R AR A W o 3R AT 43 85 L TRTSCS ¥ 1l A B 9 1)
;j:/iL ‘{—f’;[lx]o

PRIt , A ST DU 58 LA 72 2 S5kt 38 o 45 i 2 R i R 2k (Fe(NO,),) FITE AL T LR B (K,C,0,)
A, X AR R LA e e BRAR M RE AT IO, I i — 25 25 4% Ll A e i vt I K v R R 1 TR
B4R, DA 4R s S 25 25 B A GOUR AL T, oA 2 3 LAY 58 B9 B A R B K b U 8 3R 1 B 4
5%
1 MB5ERE
1.1 KM

ST 720 T LA e 5T, ABR USSP, WET LBESAY; HaAREh
Grial, WSE T2 s MR AE LR A D
1.2 MWL RRAE&

B & 09 1 A7 52 BF R 29 5 mmxS mm fiF z1 WIERHERAEEEG

R, FHZEMWKkMmEREE T8, B, o Table 1 Preparing condition of mangosteen shell biochar
N 1

80 H i 7 Fl o 1 B0 AR BL 2.0 g K,C,0, 1 1.5 g sampes

Fe(NO,), il i 30 mLi& & ¥, A 5 g 4T e e K,C,0,/g Fe(NO,),/g HAIREES °C

¥y, HE6hG 80 CHT 24Ky, TG C-850 0 0 850

BE R A5 20 850 € sk 2 h, TR R PC-850 2 0 850

5 C-min", BALJE IT5E2E 80 “C K 6 h 5 0830 0 b3 830

IR VeV P bE, R4 PGe4- PO - 0
P "~ CH e O PGC-4-850 2 1.5 850

850, &% 12 Hl 45 &, 15K 5 PGC-4-

800. PGC-4-900. PGC-3-850. PGC-5-850, 'O 23 13 830

PC-850. GC-850 I C-850., POC-4-800 2 L3 800

PGC-4-900 2 1.5 900

1.3 #MLMTRRBRE

Ll 2w ARUR AL AR SR 4 H 3l L 3R AR
B X (NOVA4200E, Quantachrome, USA) 7£ 77 K il & ; 4 i 2 I T 55 A1 0T 3R 434 >R F 4 4 b 7 b 1
i (S-3400N, Hitachi, Japan) #E 47 i WL %€ ; 2 T B RE 141 >R HTH B i 2 48 21 A0 5l 1% A (Nicolet iS 50,
Thermo Fisher, USA) 43 #1 ; # i [0 15 28 % FH 3% 8l FE 5 #0555 1 (Lake Shore 7404, Lake Shore Cryotronics,
Inc, USA) 43815 #0AH 43 M7 i X B4 fi7 531 (Bruker D8 ADVANCE, Germany) 7347 ; R X B2 H
T8 3% (Perkin-Elmer PHI 550 ESCA/SAM, USA) X i 1 s A iy 2 11 o6 R AL 22 B A R A7 R AE s AR5
Zeta L0/ 1 Zeta Hi 1V SORLFE 43 14X (NanoBrook 90PlusPALS, USA) 43#7, & HEW b A 1 gL',
14 ZHHFLE

3 MR EUAS [F) 25 28 F il & B9 AT 52 ¢ 0.03 g, BCE E] 100 mL #) 47 BT & W FE 8 125 mg L™ A9 5
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BREW P, 30 CHEEAKR . 300 rmin ' 20 F AT, KKEIR S, 10, 15, 25, 30, 60,
60, 60, 60, 60, 60. 120 min Bt |2 % 1 mL i 0.45 pm MR, 38 H £ 40 -7] W23 66 i T
278 nm Kb IR .l (1) TR AR R W . R B SRR L), Bl
e zh J12¢ 07 #E (3R (3)) # Bangham 75 F& (32X (4)) X W Bt AL oEAT 004
(Co-C)V
ge = ——— (1)

m
Ao GO AT SR R IR WA Mk, mg L CONMWM G @B R WA B, mgL';
VRIABRHEROAER, L mA YRR, g

In(g. — q,) = Ing. — kit @)
t 1 1

LA 3

q gt kq? )
1

lgq, = 1gk; + —1gt 4)
m

K g NPT, meg's g WEFE e I R, mg-g s ¢ BT R, ming & oh L— 2%
Bl 75 W R AR B, min' kLTS T 2 MR R B, g (mgrmin) s m HITESEL, kN
ARH L
1.5 R M KL

FREL 30 mg #1447 76 5k PGC-3-850 F 50 mL &0 H, 403l il A0 4 st W 25, 50, 75,
100, 125, 150 mg-L™" 1Y 50 mL &% R, FH1E IR 4 )8 2 2 4UA7E 300 rmin', 20 C TR 24 h
Je, W )RV 1 mL it 0.45 um SRR, UER R AN -] WA R BETE T 278 nm A0 I OB, THE
5 20 0 R . ol R 4 R R A XY R B A5 3] 30 °C T 40 °C R S5 R W M RS . 43 ) Langmuir
J5 7 (2N (5)). Freundlich 7 2 (X (6)). D-R Ji & (X (7)) F1 Temkin J7 2 (X (8)) $L & SL 80 £l . AR5
K 9~ (11) THEE 0 B ok BT 240

% - KLémax ¥ QCm:x ©)
Ing. = Ke + %mce ©)
Ing, = InQ,, — B€® (7

¢ = ’%1na, + IZ—rTlnCe ®)

RKF, Qua WA RWM A E, mgg'; KW Langmuir J7 F2 V£ 5 %0 ; Ke W Freundlich 7 %% ;
n HEAREEG ROVTERT; Qu MMM 4 &, mgg'; B e D-RJ7FEH AW B 58 = B
e SE; oMby H)JE Temkin T FEAL RIS HL, L-g”' A1 J'mol ™.
CO_Ce
K=—— 9
= ©)
AG = AH - TAS (10)

A AH A
mK, =20 _ _AH  AS (11)
RT RT R

K, KAFEHECRECE R TRHAEXEE, K; R AMHEHBSIKEE, H8314J (mol'K)',
1.6 pH L% 5% 7k IR B 52 1
DL PGC-3-850 AW BfE 5, DL 125 mg L™ @& R IE WO WM BT, FHH NaOH F1Eh R 4 R 77 1 T
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pH=3~11, HAR &M 1.4, 50 pH XF LLAT 72 B¢ W B S8 8 52 Il o
1.7 BHEMEITHXE

WEREA s 43 L 50% T3 1 A0 7K kg IOt RS 500 i 25 W B 7E PGC-3-850 AT R, T #4T 5
U P -figf Wi S2 6, LAVPAL PGC-3-850 [ I A PR fiE s #OE R4 . WM Y PGC-3-850 # T 300 °C
HEAR, THIR 2 h DU R, TR IEAT 5 R B - W 5058, LATFAS PGC-3-850 1 #A 7L A= g .
2 ZFBR5E
2.1 FTIR RIESH

K H FTIR J7 3 5 AR A [R] 1 & 2514 NF v—lfg:;g
LAY 76 e 2 T8I g A1 B AR DL A 22 Sk, /T L v
R FEG B S EE . AT 0L, £ KRG FTIR 3%
AL, W0 S 00 3 670 om ! X i £ 35 2K Ny poe
O—H 45 s . 2987 cm™ F12 901 cm ™' %} ——\— PGC-5850
% B C—H(—CH, Fl—CH,—) B 45 4% 5 0% , /«m
1280~1410 cm™ 2 O—H AYW WU, 1050 cm™ o
11230 em™ 23 331 4 {7 B Y B9 C—O W ik e
I, 1 900 cm™ EEE’»J%@EW%%ﬁmj@—'?%ﬁéﬁ B 1 R4 & L 2 5 6 FTIR [
A K. 11 500~600 cm™ B A7 i B Fe,0, g Fig. 1 FTIR spectra of mangosteen shell biochar under
Fe—O FRAEWE, AT S P FF b o 9 2k 4601k different preparation conditions
Y EERALE R, B kUL, it RS
N Fe(NO,), 8¢ K,C,0,, W5t & A £ & MR LR E e M5 F 454, BefE A5 Y m
W2 86 % AL A i 1) 2 A7
22 HEMERERESH

38 3 A L I U AT LUOWLE H R N K,C,0, Al Fe(NO,), XT LAY 76 ¢ A4 AL R I 35 1 285 4 1) 52
. G0 2(a) FT7s, LRI Fe(NO,), i, B4R Fe(NO,), 7 fft i F2 v & 77 A AUk, (B B RS FE

PGC-3-850
PGC-4-850

5 umzZE s

10 pm

(g) PGC-850 (10 000f%) (h) PGC-850 (20 0001) (i) PGC-850 (40 0001%)
2 WLWMER GC-850. PC-850 1 PGC-3-850 Y SEM
Fig.2 SEM images of GC-850, PC-850 and PGC-3-850
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PC-850 J B A W A9 FLBRZEHY o 4] 2(b) AN K,C,0, BURERS , 7T RUF H K,C,0, 5 b i FLACR B
i, 13 GC-850 EE M £ AL, M IFIHHA N K,C,0, Al Fe(NO,), i, PGC-3-850 LA 5% ¢ 7 I ] A 18
BCEMOR, AW AILAS TR, LS Ak, AR TR

i 121 3 ¥ Mapping [ A Fil EDS FRAESE AT LI i, PGC-3-850 EE &4 C. O, Fer®, Hrh
C. Fe. OJUER ML A7 LMK 63.92% . 9.15% 1 17.91%. F1 AL AT UL, 32 W R4 A8k 2y R B T 4
C IG5 MG PERTRLHT IR Fe TR AN, KIS BEHIG A IR B R0 Fe SR, AT O JL R WAy +
B, XN A S H AR B B R A 5.t Mapping £ T LAE i, Fe JTRIF ARSI 70
fife il sene, Ao Fe oo 3 UBURCIR & SR AR 1L AT 2 B¢ e 1hl o Xt EE Fe JU 3R A O J0 3% 19 3 i
K, KB O LR IR IF] Fe JU2R S BUAH Y 19 & 48— 2. X% PGC-3-850 1l (19 FURCIR Fe o0
FOFAE VR T A e, T B LU Fe TR AP TE

o
~5{m

(a) SEMI&| (b) OJLE A i (¢) FesuR o i
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(d) EDS/M i [8 e A4 e i ik
3 PGC-3-850 fJ SEM-EDS 73 #r
Fig.3 SEM-EDS analysis of PGC-3-850

S

23 @B S HTRIBE 47 * Feo,
Hi 1€ 4 77 LLE T8 I Fe(NO,), 19 4 k¢ ,wii_g o a #oPOCLES0
A FE AT 55 1 30.1°, 35.4°, 43.1°, 56.9°, 62.5° 2
AL BH 5 ) G AR T Fe,O, BUAT ST RFAE I, X 2 _’\LL_J o & & PGC-4-850
.y >, M A
A Fe(NO,), = T o fi e A Fe,O, IR /\_‘__—J_ PGC-5-850
>, > ‘
f ik B 7 R [ CO 3% 25 3E J A Fe,O,. VR N T, :
- w s & &, PGCA800
K,C,0, )5 , H T K,C,0, 7l 71 fift 1 K,CO, Al n: : »t s ﬁ)(}c_4_9oo
CO, CO ¥4 Fe,0, 45 I it il FeO, 4k 4% :::t*L 22 £ OG0
. g A C NSN—— ___PC850
K K,C0, Tk, Fe J0 50 42 B A A 1G5 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85
Fell. 76741 £ 5 44.7°F0 65.0°4b 1 B 19 BT 20)
Fe FRAF MW UL T 3X — 55 . SR, 168 AE 4 E# S XRD iz (4Fe,0, ®Fe¢)
B XRD K% 35 ok % BL FeO 19 1 W il Fig. 4 XRD patterns of mangosteen shell biochar samples

KT 4B AR R K,C,0,/ Fe(NO), FiE K 1t T (#Fe;,0, #Fe)
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Fe JUR BIAH 72, F ] Aspen plus #2, 2% JH Rstoic J i #4481 K,C,0, 5 C £ i CO I K 4 [z
B, LA K Fe(NO,), #5 fift LI, SR 1 Gibbs [ N #% A5 01 45 7= 9 75 #4 F7 22 - ik, LA Fe. FeO.
Fe,0, of Fe,0, X XA E BT R S BB Rl t, BRI RILE 5. HIE S TULE N, FEE
VR Py, Bkt R 3B LL LT Fe Ml Fe,O, MIE X AFFE, BT Fe (19 i & 7 1L K F LA Fe,0, JE X A7
FERE S R B K,.C0, F AN, Fe,0, 1% M # U B IR Fe, 4 K,C,0, 5 Fe(NO,), & /K
FLi%iE 2.7 B, Fe,O, HEUT Tk . HIE S(b) \TLAE Y, BEE AL E -, Fe,0, Ui & Lz Wi k%
ik, PAJR Fe Sl & 5 LB #iThmr . R 45 SR E M, PGC-3-850 H Fe J0 % £ % LA ¥ Jf Fe Ail Fe,0, JE X

FAE .
100 /./,_/.__—- 100
- "
80 - 80 F —=— Fe
—=—Fe —e— FeO
§ 60 - —e FcO & 60} —4 Fe0,
J._E[\ - Fezos j‘g -~ FeSO4
s 40 -v-Fe,0, s 40
IR I
= 20 I \\r_\_.i [}: N
e (e
o = . )4 - oF e M M4
12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 238 800 820 840 860 880 900 920
K,C,0,:Fe(NO,) JBE/R Lt Pt/ C
(a) AlAHI#EK,C,0,Fe(NO,) FE /R H (B AL EE850°C) (b) A[F AR (K,C,0,Fe(NO,),=1.66)

5 FRBEFHTEIRPHETRESH

Fig. 5 Fe element distribution under different preparing conditions

Kl 6 & i (25°C) T 3K45 1 PGC-3-850 30r
Wk . nTLIE H, PGC-3-850 A4 Al i 1k 5k 20}
BEL N 22 emu-gt, HBF WL BN, wEALEE S
A Z 0% o X AT AR (kA SR R ARG AR, AR
THE G AR WA AN W B O B R
ME 6T LA, TESMMBESMIERT, W
B 71 3R 4 B G 1 — A, 3R W] PGC-3-850 A ] 0l
b 0 e R 2R A I R R AE A - . . . . . .
JE R Y, Fik, | LLIE B Fe(NO,), T ~15000 =10 000 <5000 0 5000 10000 15000
3 5 o B B Al Ay S SRR T A L AR R T
0 R 3 (/N T SCHR P R B 1 4 K Fe,0, 6 ITT5E5 PGC-3-850 Kyt 1 4%

RS 1 89.0 emu~g’1 ’ {E’ﬁ‘{ﬁﬁ BB ST K 5 Fig. 6 Magnetic hysteresis loops of PGC-3-850
WATFE B 53 o
24 BET &o#h

SR FH R0 R /58 B 03 5 5 5 %) B 2 T AR FL AR A0 A R AT b . WNIRL 7 iR, SRRSO A
SRR/ BN SRR LR Y JE T EL HA WS PR T AU o 1YY A TR 4 R Dk SR BCFL W B B AR R
H4 AU 5 PR BUE BT B /NS RS IR AL o 25 G FLAR 5345 AT LU M 48 K38 43 SR S AL A A
fL, fLARAE 0.8~10 nm, FIJFLIEHN 4~6 nm. &l 7(b) F1E 7(c) /T LLFE i, £ AL IR EEh 850 °C
T, REME LTSS R RO i B A KL,CL,O, FH B A3 I G N e fh i BE A 52 ) R B 1Y
B ANHEERE, MEALIRE 800 °C F1F] 900 °C, &L W 2 B W .

10 -

AL E/(emp - g™)
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] 500 " 500
- o 400 oo 400 |
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= =
] < i < 200}
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U F1(PIP,) AEXTE I (PIP,) ABXS I (P/P,)
(a) BMIK,C,0, FIFe(NO,) Xf 2T fff (b) A[HK,C,O A% A () R TR FAGHTFR R XoF 280 /< R e
TG it £k 52 0 R B Py 2 52 1 itk
2 0% 2 0 = 0107 PGC-4-900
@ 005} PG 0 0.04} & 08t ZPGC4-800
Eo04f] =8GHO e ; ZPGCTA850
5o C- 5 o003t 5 006t
i 003} P =
pa K 0.02f & 0.04f
= 0.02f = =
£ ool £ 001t 2 002t
= k=3 =
&;0p U =0
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(d) MK, C,0, FFe(NO,) X FL {4 () K,C.O, A RRHTLE A B0 () SRR L T

7 BB N, WM FREMFLE S MLk
Fig. 7 Nitrogen adsorption/desorption isotherms and pore size distribution of the prepared samples

RO T AEFEMALIES R = F4H C-850 ML KT Hy 550.95 m™ g™, HAAIR NN Fe(NO,), Y
B b GC-850, LR MBS A FEAL, y 493.94 m> g™, T A0 I K,C,0, Ji5 3 3] PC-850 £ iy, L&
IR E] 1208.88 m™g s Wil 5 W, K,C,0, =& —FiE& ifLi, i K.Co, HiMm, ki
ML B AA B R8T, B HAm 2500 L. [FBFE I K,C,0, Fl Fe(NOs), B FE i PGC-4-
850 5 PC-850 ALk, LR MMM, HESLAII T 47.7%, Hp UL E. 454 Fe (LR
MO, FIRER NN Fe BUMMATE M T — B8 5245, BHAE Tif b B L3R 4e . Rk, i’ 7(h
AL, B B b IR B AL R S LR Y W R, B AB IR EE 900 “C i, MALAL A R m . ATk F)
0.483m’g ',

®2 BHEMEFLMERESSEE

Table 2 Textural properties of the prepared samples

FEfgms  BETHEMA/(m>g") MRV m?g") WAL AE/(ecm®g")  BfLAE/(ecm®g") I/ EFLE/% FHFL4E/nm

C-850 550.95 546.85 0.191 0.204 93.6 1.48
GC-850 493.94 469.92 0.161 0.186 86.6 10.06
PC-850 1208.88 1128.70 0.381 0.493 779 4.15
PGC-4-900 1321.41 961.20 0.483 0.636 759 3.89
PGC-4-800 969.81 859.68 0.284 0.431 65.9 5.95
PGC-4-850 1219.08 999.27 0.309 0.576 53.6 4.55
PGC-5-850 1333.52 998.11 0.295 0.649 45.4 4.93
PGC-3-850 1218.61 916.96 0.274 0.566 48.1 4.09

2.5 IRMMERETEAN
A i NIRRT 125 mg- LA S0 2R I R T BRI 0 UL P 8 A T B A AT 20 min, I
BF SR AP, LA 5 R R TR B TG PR AL LR o B B, I AT Se e R TR S S R D
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P EERRLK, KREMNAER T TMIKE 350 ¢
W rh R B LT 7e e R, Bl A W R RS TE] A 300 ¢ == i
Haom, SRR A Y s SR T KER A T o 250 1
Ly W BR300 i 3k A0 AR S, 06 7 A5 Dk g_ﬂ 200
B WM REEAN . W SR UAE =] G
= S i - e
i, C-850 Fll GC-850 H. A e 1% 1Y 5 55 & W B = 100l - PGC-4-800
%, PC-850 Fil PGC-4-800 H. A5 A 1T (¥ W fft DElCrowe
2 — , . 50 - PGC-3-850
BE 71, /T HAARE S, OB R AR T
HoAbAE 5 . PGC-4-900 B f5% i3 1Y W B 25 &, 00 100 200 300 400 300 600
Al 3k 3163 mg-g'. 5 K F RS FF ok PP(127.56 R A Aot [ /min
mgg'). FKFEF%P32.3 mgg!). A K El8 HEHMNMBERERER125mg L 89
BERIY3.104mg-g 1) . FEEAMIB2(60.2me ¢ ). SE TR RA IR M Hh 2

Fig. 8 CAP adsorption curve on samples at intinal

F I RPN(137 mg-g ") FfeA e R (423.7 mg-g ™)
FRMIEFYM L, #EYE AT e B
(I B RE 7, S — el AR A% TR B A 6

P — s S5 . L2 5h ) 2% 7 B M Bangham 7 R LA S S B E 3, TN, BRE S
F%) 8% B 38 %R 2 B 4 40 R T 3 5 R (R2>0.98),  HL FH R TR 4D H 610 S A4 1 B 2 6 (i
AHIT o 3 Ui W1 AS BIF 5 ) 45 19 4 1 LAY 7 e 0T G208 2% 0% W R ok 1 A 40 B A 55 A 2 I B 1 S et
T, HZb W . Bangham fL3E $ OB ALY AT P 280 R® 30K, 3 B UKL P FL B B B0 2 %
FF It 2 1) 4 1 A0 3R

concentrion of 125mg-L™

x3 ZHRRMIERDINFESH

Table 3 Kinetics parameters for CAP adsorption on mangosteen shell biochars

e W B A/ W—GEh 1 ) WGB3 Bangham /7 1%
" (mg-g " k, q. R k, q. R kk m R

GC-850 26.95 0.02175 2234 0.7387 0.1175 262 0.8156 3.371 3.119 04871

PC-850 241.14 0.0322 2148 0.8968 420.7 2287 09834 5559 4.172 0.9830
PGC-4-900  316.34 02229 3065 09711 1423 3155 09998 213.1 143 0.8478
PGC-4-800 21933 0.055987 197.5 0.8839 -0.2221 223.1 0.9982 74.69 5.633 0.9823
PGC-4-850  307.94 0.1782 2927 09507 04138 310.5 1 182.9 11.09 0.909 6
PGC-5-850  313.08 03004 305.1 09813 1359 3125 09999 236.7 20.21 0.8590
PGC-3-850  311.08 0.1231 303.1 09835 1079 310.1 09997 1654 8.824 0.7562
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W] PGC-3-850 ¢ [ff 5 25 R 9ot 02 A R #E 175 AS>0, FHAMZ Rt FE v, R RE G R, BN
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Fig. 9 Isotherm parameters for CAP adsorption on the mangosteen shell biochar PGC-3-850
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Table 4 Isotherm parameters for CAP adsorption onto PGC-3-850

Langmuir /5 2 Freundlich /5 2

iﬁl}_g/l( -1 -1 —1

Imax (') K, /(L'mg™) R n Ky/(mg'g™) R
293.15 228 1.26 0.999 2 3.27 112.96 0.8158
303.15 232.6 1.35 0.999 5 2.943 108.2 0.826 0
313.15 271 0.666 7 0.981 6 2.343 93.22 9.784 3

D-RT 2 Temkin /7 2

/K

O,/(mg-g™) B R a/(L-mg™) BJ/(J-mol ™) R
293.15 200.36 6.30E-08 0.982 8 37.63 67.52 0.951 6
303.15 198.34 7.44E-08 0.9813 23.34 62.89 0.953 4
313.15 199.14 1.30E-07 0.853 6 8.77 51.65 0.867 2

R, BAKE AR ROR G RN AH>0, WS R, Fh e A R T bt 2, 50 R
SR LB AW
2.7 pH xR LA 7 o R B 1 BE 52010

W5 pH 2 5% ) A5 ) 1 W R BB Y Je FE B S 402 — i R R e R A 0 i TR T R B R
MRBE S A A ) e 3 T E RE TR BT A - 5 BT R AR, DTS e A 1k i R PR BE . Fl BT 10() BT LA
Fill, A5 PGC-3-850 X F %5 3= MY W B 75 1 52 pH 52 W JF A B R . H 8] 10(b) PGC-3-850 114 ¢ L
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Table 5 Thermodynamic parameters for CAP adsorption onto

PGC-3-850
IR AH/ AS'/ AG™/(kJ-mol ™)
W (mg L) (kJ'mol™) (J-(mol'K)™) 293.15 K 303.15 K 313.15K
100 3.68 44.56 -938  -9.83 -10.27
125 8.38 53.84 -7.40 -7.94 -848
150 24.89 101.17 477 -578  —6.79
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Fig. 10 Effect of pH on adsorption curve and zeta potential of PGC-3-850
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Fig. 13 XPS spectra of survey spectra and C1s peaks for magnetic mangosteen shell biochar PGC-3-850
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Preparation of biochar based on magnetic mangosteen shell and its adsorption
towards chloramphenicol
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Abstract Mangosteen shell were chosen as raw material for preparing magnetic biochar via K,C,0, activation
and Fe(NO,), magnetization. The influences of preparation conditions on the physical and chemical properties of
biochar were investigated, and its adsorption performance towards chloramphenicol(CAP) was also studied.
Results showed that the specific surface area and pore volume of magnetic activated biochar increased with the
increase of Carbonization temperature and dosage of K,C,0,, but Fe,O, was gradually reduced to elemental Fe.
When the dosage of PGC-4-900 was 0.3 g-L', and the CAP solution concentration was 125 mg-L™, the
adsorption capacity towards CAP could reach 316.3 mg-g'. The CAP adsorption process by the biochar was a
spontaneous, endothermic, and randomness increase one. CAP adsorption process on the biochar could be well
fitted with pseudo-second order kinetics and Langmuir models. Magnetic mangosteen shell biochar had a wide
pH adaptability during CAP adsorption. Pore filling and n-n interaction were the main mechanisms for CAP
removal by magnetic biochar of mangosteen shell, while electrostatic effect could be ignored.

Keywords magnetic mangosteen shell biochar; chloramphenicol; adsorption behavior; adsorption

mechanism
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