$35% s E7 R = Vol. 35, No. 8
2016 4F 8 H ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY August 2016

DOI:10.7524/j.issn.0254- 6108.2016.08.2015121101
TREE, FR2AME, BELLRR S AW BT IR XK Cu A RS [0] FRIEAE 4, 2016,35(8) 1 1642- 1648
XU Lei, ZHENG Xuebo, CUI Hongbiao, et al. Adsorption of Cu>* in water by biomass ash|[ J].Environmental Chemistry,2016,35(8) : 1642-1648

EYRBT RBEXKBRT Co® BT T

P BIRIAS grepgl 2345 Rupaze mmoorapl2 o ko
FUIRIRI234S xlvkok! B #l2sase

(1. ERER R ot RIS, Fat, 210008; 2. ERLEBE + EREE 515 Y B B T A A, B AT, 210008 ;
3. PEBFEE R, JERT, 100049;  47TPE E&E G ERBE TREABR B0, E 3300965
5. B RN R TR L, P ER B R A RS, BT, 335211; 6. BROLT R¥FHBR 5GP, HER, 232001)

W B AR AR & R BRI 3 1 T 5 R R A R R | W B R LA B R S i A
W R pH KR 4 RO W Cu® USSR, LURR 8 R AR M rf o™ (R B k. 45 SR 28 I, Cu™ R0 o ik B A
50—100 mg- L™y FEI P, Langmuir 45575 GEAR U Al i A 0 o bl T RS T8 X o™ 194 25 3 R R 00 A, EC B i i
Bty 20 mg-g ™", AR HE I SEBRR AN B 19.45 mg- g VATRPI I pH (B 1E 2—6 5 T, Cu® 9 LB R B pH
EAGFHR MHE I, 24 pH #E 6 FFHIT A 22 I 3R e, 230 100% 78 Cu™ M HR ¥R FE A 100 mg- 17", FRFLA 50 mL
B Bt A 9 o R RS I I i, O Cu™ B R BRER LT H R BRECRE R, 0.2 ¢ 2o AT RE SR as B A A 2 Bk
SRR R FH i R Cu™ 1) 255 3 b BT [0 (0398 o i v PR 3 380 O Y 4687 % Bk i) ek e,
90 min A2 47 B4 A i 1Y R BRI B TR,

KR R, Cu®, pH, fRANE:, WK E].

Adsorption of Cu™ in water by biomass ash
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Abstract: In the experiment, biomass ash was selected as an adsorbent to investigate the effects of
time, dosage and initial pH on the adsorption for Cu. Results showed that the Langmuir model could
well fit the isothermal adsorption of Cu by biomass ash, and its calculated adsorption capacity
(20 mg+g™") was close to the experimental value (19.45mg-g™'). The removal rate of Cu®*

increased with the increase of initial pH value (2—8) , and the removal rate ( ~100%) of Cu was
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the highest at pH ~6. The removal rate of Cu™ increased with the increase of the dosage, and the
best removal efficiency for Cu was obtained with 0.2 g biomass ash. The removal rate of Cu’*
increased over time and adsorption reached equilibrium after 90 mins. Our results indicated biomass
ash has strong adsorption capacity for Cu and could be used to remediating wastewater treatment.

Keywords : biomass ash, Cu®*, pH, dosage, adsorption time.

BER HLYE A4 AL TS Tl A4 RN & JR AR Cu® (Y5 Y2 ) B0 B 2 i Y i 3 ) 475 1o B0
TR B sT et R TR E 7 KK R Co™ B BUR R RR B OB AR R G ) e R A KR Iz A,
S NARDANT] D [ i T 2 Hd 8 A 2 X R BT A0 A ™= 2 B K I e PR 45 R o, 247K Co™
WHEIR 0.01 mg- LA, KR B 68 J1K 32 2B 2 Al ; 153 3.0 mg- L7, KRS 7= AR B I 1) 57
b PO Co® 85T 15 mg- L' /K & SHUFREAL . B ET, %340 R K B9 Ak B 3 5205 5 W2 | e fi
B UIETE VRIS Rk oy B A B, H TR R E A B A 800 8 T A A UUNE B3 7388 b2
ALBE R AR 78 K VR [ A | (LI B0 AR A 107 FH A2 20 R 22 5 49 PR i o e o 3 A1 A BRASR p BERAE FRT 6
BAIR B M A5 22 g A

F A= b ) 2 F L 28 B A 4 3 T 50 0 e v [ % gk e RE VRS ML G SR 2 — 1L [ 2005 4F
WL AT AR RRIR TR ) Z 5, A R R RAE TR EAS 2 T 7 Iz ) SR I AE AR 0 & H A R R A i
TR I A Ao 7 A TR R ) R A b 5 | 4 B I e R A AR fdt B s A 1 97 TR R W) T AR R T
FE BB AR TR B B T — W R RE T DG T AR A TR UK TS A R B £ T fef
B A= P LT RS T RO I AE B L AFAE AL | L R A KA Si AL AL, #BA — e 1)
B PRI X 4 i T [ T R LA — i .

ARSCGHERE T LAY R R, R T X KR Co® MM B ReE , LU A 4 5
FL )RS I AR Vo 7K A B B4 18 P B4 5 B SR,

1 #ES 77 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 YR

VIR R 2 BUE F B T R i) R I 2B R R ) LA R 3 B 65 t-hT AR
JRERIILAS 2 /12 MW JEe A HALAL AR 4 ks 8k 19000 J7 T FUR I35 40 T3 % & ) 220
INFE KR K FRAESE RS FFEAE AR 7 850 °C S FIRGE KR AR W R R I, 76 = IR T it
Fat 1 mm .
1.2 Wy B Al RS ek i R AiF

AR ICP-OES ( Perkin Elmer Optima 2000) H & I % A= 9 5 K 19 7 28 41 5. 39 41 FL 3% ( SEM
Hitachi S-4800) FH 24 I 5 A= 4 Jo JK 11 3 1 9% S50 ) FH {8 BE o 228 46 21 A0 D 3% (FTIR, Spectrum Two IR
Spectrometers, Perkin Elmer) 7E 4000—5000 cm™' f 4341 , I 5E A= 90 BOK ) B e AT 4 6, BET B3 158 R
iy L ATRR, pH U fifF P AR AR 8 FER 22 pH 31 (S40 SevenMulti™ ) ([ LR 1:5).
1.3 WERASEES

J T VR AR BRI XT Cu™ WL RE 0, SR AT TS O B S5, ) 4 A R N B S5 R U pH
S SIZ 06 LA K 8% o6 570 T R B ) 52 565 2 06 R o i R0 349 R 4 M 4l R 92 40 B 1000 mg - L' )
Cu” PRUEF R IEC ] 100 mg- L™ Co®™ R, A VKA F1, 1 0.1 mol - L™ NaOH F1 HNO, 45 pH.
131 S5 B SE 50

FH Cu A8 £ WUBC ) A Cu® Y JE 50 .60 .70 .80 .90 100 mg - L™ B9V, 1 pH 81 W pH 18 % 5.4
WAFRER 0.1 g AR IKIET 50 mL B0 T, A 25 mL FARFEREE Co™ W, B THIRIRZ 4%
H¥R% 24 h (25+1 °C,150 remin~"),3000 r-min~' &[> 10 min,0.45 pwm JEMTIE , F IO T I ik
(SpectrAA-220) M 5E JEIK ' Cu™ HRFE.
1.3.2  HIR pH S0 SL5

pH 1A A6 T B 23 078 A= Wy JoIK 1 2 1T FEL AT, AT 5 AR W B 1B T A28 4k 8 T I w0 46 pH RS2,



1644 B2 5% 1k 2 35 %

FEH0 R T LR R IR pH, HEFRFR A 0.1 ¢ BV I T 50 mL B0 T ARG 4 BN 25 mL ik
£ 50 mg- L™, pH {4 2.0—8.0 1Y Cu™ &M, & TG4 H 3% 2 h, B0 U8 m I Ew il Co™
1.3.3 W s 5500 FH 2 ARz o s )

Sk TS T B R P A B S [RD X Cu®* ZSBRSR IS K 0.1,0.2,0.5 ¢ AEW BT R A
100 mLES LA, 43 5IA 50 mL 100 mg- L™ Co™ W, IR 0146 pH (E28 5, fEE R ARG a8 iR
% 2 h,J-1E 5.10,15.20.30.60.90 120 min BPE BB, B0 10 min, ABBABHERFLH 5 mL, 1T
PEJE A Cu™ VRS, AR IRAAR AR SR , S B0 3R 1T 8 k.

2 5 51718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 AR I Ak A R R I RRAE

AP TR ) R A BT R S SiLCa K, B4 120.40,43.14 33,11 mg-g”' (£ 1).Mn,
Zn Fe Cu Cd 5 IC R A B AR, A LA I X Cu™ AW B A= W 0 T IS B9 BET e 2 i AL
21.38 m*g™",pH {H}y 10.40 , fifisitth. SEM (¥ I 4 Ar 45 S22 B, A= My o el | JiC 1 = 4, 35 Bk IR A5
g1 FRBURE UKL R AR TE 10—60 pm Z 8], 43t B 45 (Bl 1a) FTIR JGik o Mrah KU, AW B i 78
3429 em™ b A — A 55 1A WSO 33X TR dC 06 TR R 2B W JTIC I R i O—H JE AL #E 830 em ! A
1044 cm™" kb T B PTA- B 00  WIACI | 3X AT AR S A W TR s T Y Si—O—Si ik P (9 W5 (] 1b) L3
3 AW TR AR 2 1) AT T R AN AR ) B KT 4 B I B A G

R AR RE R HrE R

Table 1 The composition of the biomass ash

IvE Si Ca K Al Fe Mg Na P S Mn Ni Zn Cu Cr Pb Cd

i/ (mg-kg™) 120.40 43.14 33.11 21.12 10.78 6.54 4.23 4.10 0.73 0.34 0.18 0.15 0.035 0.022 0.005 0.002

100 |- 830.89

80 - N
342938

s0r 1044.5/

40 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
Wavenumbers/cm ™!

—————————
S4800 20.0 kV X500 SE(M) 100 um

1 EYIBUE )RR R AE 3 (2. SEM FIRERAE b, FTIR FIRERAE)
Fig.1 (a) SEM of biomass ash at 20 keV, magnification 500.(b) FT-IR spectra of biomass ash

2.2 WS
2.2.1 SRR AT

AT X T Ca® A R B it B BB R T Cu® P AR AL AN 2 PR H 1R 2
FIHT B T Ca® S v B 10 8 o, W B T G S RGN 5 R R T A, R i i R
19.45 mg- g™ VAW T Cu® VB NIFF A FH R B W P B R FR Y Cu™ GRS, B0 B TR] P Cu™ 2B )
ORI TS 2 Ak ) TL 38 TR, DT 0 24 400 i s 7 R o 1% AL O 38, 107 24 Cu™ 38 81— B MR R, B 2 Cu™ T
B A= P RG22 10T, 3626 T AR W OIS i ) FLE , I 5 350 A 00 O VS Ve T I BB R R R s 1 A R AH
BT Cu™ 1Y 2 [ 2 il JHG 1 A e B 04 DR /)N, fR AR B D 0 B Y 1009% I B 22 31 A v B oy
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22.2 mg- L I 77% , 33 2 PRUA 2 A W OI it — s I, USRI B i — 5 , B Cu® YR BEIE N, ¥k
R BB Cu® B et AR R 38 .

201

qe/(mg-g")

—&— It [ft & Adsorption capacity
—— F: 3 Removal ratio

195

4180

75

1 1
10 15 20
C/(mg-L7h

25

B2 AWme) R Cu® i 2 R

(R R .0.1 g, IFfE] .24 h, ¥)E pH 5)

Fig.2 Adsorption mass and removal rate of Cd** by biomass ash

(Biomass ash:0.1 g,time:24 h,initial pH 5)

VEFHELH U Freundlich #57 (3) Fl Langmuir 5% (4) %t FRZEE W fHt FRsEAT #1400 Hik S

B 2.

. 11 C

q. q. K. q;

In(q.)=In(Ky)+In(C,)
K, €0 Cu™ PR BE (mg- L), g N RBPAFET Cu® IR (mg-g™') , g, B0 T J2 I AR AT
I}ﬁ%(mg-gﬂ) s KLﬂSI Langmuir ']ﬁlg'fﬂkﬁ'ﬁ(]_nmgfl) ,Kfji] Freundlich 'J.%L'@I,n SR EEFS S,

(3)
(4)

T2 Cu” TEAEW BRI B A P 45 LA R 25

Table 2 Values of the fitting parameters of the adjusted adsorption models

Langmuir Model

Freundlich Model

q,/(mg-g™")

K, /(L-emg™)

R? n

Ke/[(mg-g™") -« (mg-L")]"" R

20

2.08

0.999 2.67

37.52 0.9657

¢ 2 W1, Langmuir £ 38L& e A OC 220 R7(0.999) K F Freundlich FEAIf R*(0.9657) , H.
i Langmuir A5 %Y 450 & 15 21 (4 298 10 A B & (20 mg - ¢7') 5 5050 BT 45 09 S B AR R 0 BT
(19.45 mg- g™ ) AT, UEBHAE Y B HL ) X Cu™ (W S IR BT o0 3858 A H Langmuir B8 Bl Cu™ 76/
YK AT N8 T 2000 T 20, 5 Bourliva 25 BYRIFFE45 ALY .26 3 Hod 7 SCiik th 438 19
JUFPIE SRR Cu™ IR RE 7, vT LA VA RT 4G pH (B7E 5 MR, ZE W B | I X Cu™
A 2 86 68 7 D0 T R 43 W B A L
K3 OARFE BRI T Cu® B S

Table 3 The comparison of Cu®* adsorption capacity by different adsorbents

W i1 W B ¥tk pH SCik
Adsorption material Adsorption capacity/(mg-g™") Initial pH Reference
YIRS 19.45 5 AL
A 7.83 4 [12]
i e 3.2 5 [13]
FE R A0 /R 7.6 5 [13]
IR 9.44 5 (6]
TR 20.36 5 [6]
THK 6.8 6. [14]
W5 20.00 7 [15]
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2.2.2  WIHA pH X Cu® WM RE 1 5%

AT R EANTE pH A0F R XA Co™ MBS I 3 . i &L 3 R AR s
JEHRXT Cu® 2B R 204G pH ISR AR R B 8. 2% pH<4 B, £ 8 FUR AT Cu® (M RHRE 1R R, X
A BEE TR pH B Co™ il H, O 7 7E5e 4 IR B A 45 5107 24 pH FH i, Cu™ A9 i Bl 7t 3
A RESE TR pH I W Y Hy O MR FE I /& T Co® AR BT ) I R T JL-F- 4% H 0" B3,
Cu™ & Z W B 507, W B 354K Y pH T i A, R B2 19 HL, O B8 B JF A= W JBUIC i R 1D, Cu™ AT AW
R e R T AT M AL 7 2 pH (E KT 4 B, Co™ I B R G . 3R] BE VA 45 T AR S
Si0, ., AL O, Fe,0, 58147, EATT AR 1H F A 23 Bl pH (9 2l 28 T AR fb. 53X — G T LU LR B 7 R s

—XOH+H,0"——XOH}+H,0
—XOH+OH —XO0 +H,0
2(—X0") +M*——(—X0),M
X: Si Al Fe

2 pH TR 2 4 5 R 2 1 ) 67 FL AT 3, DT B2 5 1 Cu™ RN BRE 391 22 i) ) e e, O R TS
AR X Cu® AR R B0 R BRAE pH5—5.8 Z [l ; 24 pH>6 I, BIR BRI 5 H EBRBUR %
%, 3 AT BEJE 1 T7E pH BRI, Cu® 23 A iU A AP Sl IR R TTUUE (18] 3) |, (ELIHG Ik A= 4 B K 35 T B 1Y)
Cu FE R LML A7 o — 4538 5 XRD SEM - FBERIEM TG e

120
100

80

1%

601

401
e

073 4 s 6 1 8 9
pH
B3 W pH XFAEBTHLT R Cu® 52
(W) IR 0.1 g MIAR Cu™ MR EE ;50 mg- L' WEKfFATIR] ;2 h)
Fig.3 Effect of solution pH on Cu®* adsorption on biomass ash

(Biomass ash;0.1 g, initial Cu®" concentration , time:2 h)

223 WRZRRESR) 4 5 A BB ) X 25 BR SRR 1) 52 il

Pl 4 7R 1 Cu® BRI B B FH 12 R B IRE 1] () A2 A5 0. i T 4 AT Bt A= B T i i
FHEE B RGN 35 3 08 B SP- 7 Bt TR0 /N, 2435 81 0.5 ¢ BF, 30 min BJVAT 2k 21 05 B 7. 24 FH B 0.1 g I
0.2 g, Cu® B 3 BT [] 9 S A 175 AS W74 o, A8 25 BR A0 2 i AR, e K 2K BR AR HH BLTE 60 min /2
A, MBS 22 BR A 531H 49.93% F1 79.04% it Bifi 255 B[] A9 A4, Cu® 19 2 B 23 SR A BT 18 n, {EL 35 in
) A ARSI 33K 7] BB ph T B W R I AR B R AT A ) SO U TS SR T ) 3 1 S B MR D A i — 2 R
Rt AR o J5 B HICE AR ) R R AL B b MIZE S BRI Cu® 43 A0 7E 553 R 10 A9 TG R 47 | 5
EHE— BB E T Cu® ) HE AR AT R A A A AR R R e R0 AR A R I A B X Cu®t R
FRBA RIS, SN M 0.1 g 427553 0.5 g I, 7E 120 min YW INFE] A, Cu®* BRI 89.14% 2
FE T 99.60% fHM 0.2 g £ 0.5 g I, EERFRARES T 1% 754, 3X I PR A BEAE W B 550 P 0 A 88, A %8¢
22 B WL B A X Cu® Ao B S 185 0 S 2 BRI B T 0.2 g B, E A FE 08 1) MR BE R AT 2 e v o )
Cu™ , Cu™ WL RRE TRE.

5 R TR BT IGHE RS Cu®* A W B e B A AN A B B[] 10 22 A 15 0. 1] 5 F el LA
DA, BEE YT SO AR, T AW B (] P, B ) BIGE X Cu® R 2 B
WREAIRAY 75 0.2 ¢,90 min A —N B A48 60, BEBITE A W o i s #5 i e 2 W b iy ik v 0.2 ¢ 1)
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REJE: JFC R R 280 5 T e A B 45 DB 25 R ORI 25 R BCR A A5 SR AT LLBER Cu™ 0 06 kI Oy
100 mg- LB, 801 0.2 g A= ¥ BT , #2735 90 min A REJEHEHL LBR AN L RO 1 55T

100 | v
. Cu®/(mg-L7h)
T - ()
L 20 -5
80 b =0
= 15
o g =20
< 60 g )5
—-—01¢g E
40 + —-02g 2
v 05¢g g 05
20 H :g 4 5%
=
&)
0 I L L 1 I I 6 &
20 40 60 80 100 120 2o ‘
t/min QB
4 YO P R BB PR Cu® 25 bR Y R B 5 A AR P A RO s (R % A 4 AR
(91U pH.:S  FIlA Cu™ VRS :100 mg-1.7) Upesib Al
Fig.4 The effect of biomass ash dosage and (FI14h pH:5, 904k Cu® ¥RJ¥ 100 mg-L™")
adsorption time on the removal rate of Cu** Fig.5 The influence of biomass ash dosage and
(Initial pH 5, initial Cu®* concentration ; adsorption time on the adsorption efficiency of biomass ash
100 mg-L™") Time( min) (Initial pH:5, initial Cu®* concentration;100 mg+L™")

Cu®* adsorption capacity(mg-g™")
3 %512 ( Conclusion)

(1) BB XK Cu® I B Bl Cu™ ) R v B M B i e Dt 1 K 5 8 1722, it
FIZRE > 19.45 mg-g™", i T SCHR T4 19 KRS0 BT BARE T Cu® 23 BR AR A I 22 R R 3, i
M BE S 0 B Y 100% F B 2 A5 W B 22.2 mg - L™ I B 77% , FEXE Cu® Y W B 38 7 2 0 ] )
Langmuir 8R4 HiABE 4]

(2) MR RS AR R Cu® IR R iR pH <4 INHAIR, Bl BE pH YT T3 K, 97 pH
{Eh 6 B ik 2 oK.

(3) 414 Cu® WeBEH 100 mg- L™ pH (B Ry 5 B, W6 71) FH 2k A 485 Do o0 R 6 s ] ) S 34 7T DL g
AR Cu™ () 2R3 AEPITOR IR 4 g+ L7 R 90 min SRR fEf) 2 BR 21T,
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