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W E RS (FeCly) Hil4 TRUCMEREREN , MW B ER (Sb (V) ) IR BE,
FHLT FeCly W . IR pH VU S B RE Ry 842 %5 Sb (V) EBRAYEM, BF5E T Sb (V) 7ERKBUEBEH):
BRI BRI SN S . AR LR RAE, 31/ SEM-EDS. ATR-FTIR. XRD. XPS 4575 15wt e £ %
HEAT RAE ASRGT SEWE S DILER. 2558300, wOhEBERE R B Sb (V) SRSk . FeCly ¥EJE 0.5 mol L'
T RERY O 2 gL' pH 3. 0.5 mol-L™" FeCly MU PEEE LR (0.5 Fe-Y ) X+ Sb (V) MK EBRE
A 91.2%, WA R A 68.15 mg-g . 0.5 Fe-Y Xt Sb (V) MR KHF &P —- 2 3h 1124 F Langmuir 25 i 2645
B, W R R TSR, PP 2 SO AN B FeCly O Al 0 2 3R BE R R X Sb (V) 1
BHRE T, BeRRR RS EREH 2 . BN . SRS INTE T A K R TR IS Sb (V) JE
WELAYEH Sb (V) WZIFRE Sy 358 i JE A .
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Adsorption mechanism of antimonate by iron modified yeast powder

TANG Linxi' ZHANG Chunhua’ GE Ying' ™

(1. College of Resources and Environmental Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing, 210095, China; 2. Laboratory
Centre of Life Science, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing, 210095, China)

Abstract Iron modified yeast powder was synthesized and tested for its ability to adsorb
antimonate (Sb(V)) from aqueous solution. Batch experiments were performed to investigate the
effects of various parameters, including FeCl; concentration, pH, and dosage of yeast powder on the
Sb(V) removal. Antimonate adsorption kinetics and isotherm characteristics were investigated and
the Sb(V) adsorption mechanism was explored by scanning electron microscopy-energy dispersive
X-ray spectroscopy (SEM-EDS), attenuated total reflectance-Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy
(ATR-FTIR), X-ray diffraction (XRD) and X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS). The optimal
conditions for Sb(V) adsorption by the modified yeast powder were as follows: FeCl; concentration
0.5 mol-L™", dosage 2 g'L™', and pH 3. The maximum Sb(V) removal rate and adsorption capacity of
0.5 mol-L™"' FeCly modified yeast powder (0.5 Fe-Y) were 91.2% and 68.15 mg-g "', respectively. The
adsorption data well fitted the pseudo-second-order kinetic model and Langmuir isotherm model. The
Sb(V) adsorption process showed chemical nature, involving complexation and electrostatic
adsorption. The FeCl; modification significantly enhanced the Sb(V) adsorption capacity of yeast

powder. This could be attributed to increase of hydroxyl and other functional groups, zeta potential,
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more disordered crystal structure on the surface of iron modified yeast powder and formation of
inner-sphere complexes between surface hydroxyl iron and Sb(V).

Keywords iron modified, yeast, Sb(V), adsorption.

B (Sb) B— R KRR TT R, L TOUR FMIERE VAR, A LU 4 4. Sb(-11), Sb(0), Sb(1ll)
I Sb( V), 78 H AR IS EZE LA SOOI A1 Sb(V ) AF7EN. Sb K HAL &4 8 7E R FR 4T 4 . FHARF . Hidth
A R R LR, A Sb AR BE AT IR B TR R 20 | I B | O SEE 4 Sb Y
PSS BAEAR, RZ 5 Y KRR Y Sb & /INT 1 pg L0, SR BAHT TF S 12 B 7 i 1 2 72 ol (75
BT Sb & i T H T R E, fE ARG K KK Sh L B H S 7 mg L L
SbAE N —F A B R 4B TR, O SE E BRI P2 (USEPA) FIER B (BU) 81 A 5615 44, TR IR #1
TER K Sb W E AT 5 pg L, Tolk B /K HEBCRRAE S 1 mg- L™, (H L, #8% K Sb kit
HEARRAREKE L.

LB Sb R KA BRE AR AL FE LR BETTE W, b MR U8 STy ik, H I BRI ol TR R
MG A D AR KRR A DL ST A2 B T SR, A R R (A B L B R AR ) R TR
J7L ARG, Bz BIUE S E TR T R R A B WA 2 —, B KRR IR B
Fri e, AR Rk B 245 Tk A R i m = (AR E . T E AT 1R 20 58 R R SR R R R 2
B /K ) EE 4 JE B 7 (AN Cu®', Pb?, Cd*, Hg? % )12 M, SR M 2 B o0 46 b 1 BH B 7 3 4w i W B, X
TANETESEN TR, HEEREXT Sb(V ) iYW B 25 bR A 38, SR SCHERR I R R VR S W B+
BRI HST A R Sb(V ) Ak A 2 % 1 T 7.

— JBe St Tk, A R R A R Y B E A 1 A AT, HL BH S T W R ) A i T 9 o I R RE O 4K
55U, R, A8 S — FR G Y 2 R PR A R AR v T AT B B A R B RE . B SR B, kT e AR
e IR o 550 6 7K Hp S SR (N R AR . AR AR . BEBRAR S5 ) (1 22 BRAE J1 10 %, 1) Gk 2 S0 200 3 ok
FeCly o f AR M1 ™ i 4 LR & il A %) Sb(V ) (W B RE 1427 T 8 A% LA 1. B A SR FeCls X
PRy AT RO PE, B R B = B RE R X Sb(V ) A IR R RE, B 5T FeCly e BE | W B 700 4% i i LA K2 pH Xof
Sb(V) Z BRI 5Z M, 7 fie A B A5 14 BEA TR e M B B R X Sb(V ) B W2 i 8l 77 2% . I I 48 3 4 52
55, >R B 2 R -RE 1S {X (SEM-EDS) . X ST i (XRD) . X SO H FRETE (XPS) . i 4
S B AR B 2T A3 7 BT (ATR-FTIR ) 55 - BEXHRE i 3R AT 3R 10E, #R 5T 2t BB R X Sb(V) g iz B
HLEE, g Sb(V ) By B 2 B £ 3T Ay JEL B 5 7 vk

1 MBS (Materials and methods)

1.1 SRk A

S BT A FH LK (yeast) 2y KTE BT WERE. =G0 A0LEK (FeCly- 6 HyO) . 7S AL B R 1 (KSbHOy)
A EI(NaOH) . R iR (HC) 4512l 21 B2 1128 43 #r 21E, W4 T Sigma-Aldrich 23 F]; 1000 mg L™ BEAR1ER
W (GB04-1748-2004) 1 [ [E A (44 J& S ARk Al i s
1.2 SRk
1.2.1  FeCly Bl B3 i) il £

FRE 10 g T EEEERY, 43500 A 100 mL 0.01, 0.02, 0.05. 0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5 mol-L™" FeCl; %W 1, 1
30 °C., 200 r-min"' £ TR 24 h, BOUEREOR 2 LI R B, BTGS2 R E FeCly Btk
e RERS (4351384 0.01 Fe-Y . 0.02 Fe-Y. 0.05 Fe-Y. 0.1 Fe-Y. 0.5 Fe-Y. 1.0 Fe-Y. 1.5 Fe-Y).
1.2.2 FeCly it X i B1 43 i Sb('V ) W B4 BE A 52 i

TERA AR 0.2 g MO /A 501 P B A (A S0 P BB e i CKO) F 50 mL ¥k 10 mg L™ Sb( V) ¥
W, FH HCL 5% pH=3, 7£ 30 °C. 200 rmin”" 55F N ¥R 24 h J5 2500 Bl H 0.22 pm 7K
FRUESL AT UE, FR.
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1.2.3 W BRFF0 8 fin s o R A0 1) Sb(V ) W2 BFH2: B 14 52 il

Y R L — € A 0.5 Fe-Y T 50 mL ¢ & 4 10 mg-L™' Sb('V ) & ¥ v, i [81 & L (S/L) 43 %1 Ky
0.05. 0.1, 0.2, 05, 1,2, 4,8, 10gL", £ pH=3, 30 °C. 200 rrmin"' 54 F &% 24 h 5 & OWE i
W, A 0.22 pm 7K R P8k AL g, FF.
1.2.4 pH XTEEEER A Sb(V ) W B At (152 11

YHERAFREL 0.1 g 0.5 Fe-Y F 50 mL ¥ £ >4 10 mg-L ™' Sb(V )% & ', /il HC1 Al NaOH 14 5 I &
pH fH % 2.0—10.0, 7£ 30 °C., 200 r'min"" Z5F T &3 W B 24 h /5850 U8 EIEW, F 0.22 pm 7K Rk
g, R
1.2.5  WRRah 1 sc

YERAFRIL 0.3 g 0.5 Fe-Y T 150 mL )&~ 10 mg-L™' Sb( V)W, 76 pH=3. 30 °C . 200 r'min"' 5%
PETR R W, 4390 F 0. 1, 2. 4, 8. 12, 24, 48, 72, 96 h Jit 2 mL F %Wk, ] 0.22 pm 7K 2 € 3k 3 g,
BRI
12.6 W RMAFIR 2S00

Iy MFREL 0.1g 0.5 Fe-Y T 50 mL #¢J¥ 4 0.01, 0.2, 1, 10, 20, 50. 100, 500 mg-L™" Sb( V)&,
TE pH=3. 30 °C. 200 rmin"' Z50F F 3% Wt 24 b J5 250U & W, 0.22 pm /K R EL i uE, 1R
1.3 43 B ZRAF 5

%W pH {5 F pH 11 (Sartorius PB-21, Germany ) ll & , ¥ ¥ Sb 7% £ R FH H I8 & 45 B TR i (Y
(NexION 2000, PerkinElmer, USA) Il 2, 1 22 i A 1000 mg-L™" 86 b 1 15 W 16 152 i B 1T 1 A o il 8
(R*>0.999) . K FH 14 B8 1 13 8% ( Carl Zeiss Supra 55 system, Germany) fi£ i 53 #T Fll Zeta H {37 43 BT 4%
(Zetasizer Nano ZS90, England Malvern) 43 7l i %2 B2 B3 K3 22 1RITE 30 /00 K 4370 FIE% 17 B AN 5 504 S 1o
H A28 02T 48 563% 4% ( Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., Madison, USA )2 % BERy B LT AN GHE K], LA ERE 5
FETE REHI 2L X HHERAT S (XRD, SmartLab(3KW), Japan Rigaku ) il 52 B2 R 63 4 X SR A7 51 ],
DL SE R G AR S5 4 5 X B4 L T RE 15X ( Thermo ESCALAB 250X1, USA) 434 Sb('V ) W B i J&
FER TR AL T S 5 B
1.4 F¥aabs

PR A9 I B 4% A 3 (1D 35

g=Q=V (1

m
Horpr, g, 327 ¢ I 20 R by ok 6 W B et (mgrg ™) 5 ¢ 1 ¢, 3RS W0 46 VA MR ¢ IR 2210 3 9 v 1 6 ke B2
(mg-L™); V R WIABU(L); m HEER IR I (g).
SCE AT 3 A, B R H Origin 2021, XPSPeakd41 #4474 & 4347

2 ZER 54718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 bR eL s
2.1.1 FeCly ol i iy 2

& 1 AT AL, FeCly B0 ME REUZ 45 s W2 RE Ry 19 Sb(V ) R BRAE S, HIRERUR S FeCLIRIEAR L, 5
CK #H Lk, 28 FeCly B PE BT BE# X Sb (V) Y M B £ 55 s T 4 1 8 A5, BifiE FeCly YR B2 A4 &1, e PERE
BERI X Sb(V ) 1Y FBR 38R 5, Fe =ik 95.9%. Jit PR ] GE 2 T 1 6 2 £ 5 DU RRTE T B A 28 T A9 40 0F B
ML A, IITEE Sb(V) POKEE R H R BRE 22, IRt FeCly BCPEREAS W 3 P2 = BE Ry X Sb(V ) Y
LBRAEST. M F W BE KT 0.5 mol- L' B, BCPEEERERY XT 1 Sb( V) W B fiE 1 ¥ TH2 €, BT FeCls #/M
I Sb( V) EBRAE LA %5, K2 0.5 mol-L™' FeCly st BERERS (0.5 Fe-Y) AT 5 225256
2,12 BERERFEINER XS 0.5 Fe-Y 1 Sb(V ) W Btk AE At 52 i

R P 2 ] R0, o R R 55 48 in A R TR Sb(V ) R BRR, 24 S/L ) 0.05 g L N E 2 gL' Y,
Sh( V) EBEREZFRE, 7E S/L R 2 gL' B ik 93%, 4kLe s in B hn i, WAL AN B &, WiBfi# 0.5 Fe-
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Y B i3, S Sb(V ) I BRI TR A 3R TSR Sb(V ) —E BT, 0.5 Fe-Y £
Sb (V') Fg R B i i 22, Wi BRF 5910 2 T B RO, IR 3 T Sb( V) K BRI {HEf 25 0.5 Fe-Y 7 Jaﬂﬁ
Hahm, Sb( V)M JE 5 0.5 Fe-Y Ji 19 L6 R B, T LB L& 0.5 Fe-Y X} Sb(V ) [ 0% BFf 5 [ AR 2. 24
0.5 Fe-Y £ RKF 2 gL' B, Sb( V) EBRRifaTHaue, Wik, 8 2 ¢ L 1E R G25L 5% 0.5 Fe-Y %
i

100 a a

0
7

I =N %
O (=] (=)
T T

Sb(V) removal rate/%

553
O

0%%%%

Nt S S
QQ\Q Q@? 5@ RS A0S CARS e

Modlﬁcatlon method

Bl 1 FeCly ¥ EEXIERERY Sb(V ) L BRA RN
TE: AF/NG FRFIR S A2 ) 25 57 .3 (P<0.05).
Fig.1 Effect of FeCl; concentration on the Sb( V) removal rate by the yeast powder
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B 2 0.5Fe-Y $&MEXS Sb( V)2 BR 3R AL i 1 52 i
Fig.2 Effect of 0.5 Fe-Y dosage on the Sb( 'V ) removal rate and adsorption capacity

2.1.3  pH X} 0.5 Fe-Y 1% Sb( 'V ) W B} G fr) 52 i

0.5 Fe-Y X Sb( V) i B 25 B Ze Bl Wi pH A28 4k an 151 3 it/ 24 pH=3 B, 0.5 Fe-Y %I Sb( V) Y
FBRAIR R KAE (91.2%), WS FEE pH (H T, FBRABEB WAL, X 517 AR PFE—3 > L pH 23
0 Sb( V) 7EIR W P A AEIE 2, YV pH=2—2.7 i}, Sb( V) LLH ¥ Y HySbO, 7 7E, pH>2.7 i,
Sb( V) FZ LU L7 i Sb(OH) ¢ £77E, I 7E pH oA 3 ZE A7, 0.5 Fe-Y Ji AL AR BE 5 i, 4 B Hi faf A1)
Sb(OH) ¢ 1 FH#rHL 5| )1 25 5 B W B, bEHAYS Sb( V) Z2 B K F pH=2 1) Sb( V) ZLBE3K. 24 pH>3 i,
Sb('V) 2B KE pH T 5 17 28 357 B AR U AT 051 B F 3 b 1 OH 5 IR £ HL i (19 Sb(OHD) ™ 5 4 W Ff
{7 55249, B FA7F pH=3 B, 0.5 Fe-Y A % e i 19 Sb( V) LBrfe Ty, ik # pH=3 1E M J5 L2 5 5 25 4.
2.1.4 0.5 Fe-Y %f Sb( V) B b 50 /12

FE G i 20 F7 25 5250 v H SR AR B AR A 5 4 15 W BR300 22 ) A A B, AR 9% e 4
th—2 2h J1 2405 BRI 480 J1 2407 BRI A Sb(V ) 1E 0.5 Fe-Y I (W [ 3h J1 2. th— 2k 3h 112
J5 R TR Y B B, O 2 8h 02 07 AR 5 A2 B A G, BT R R an=X(2) AN (3):
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h—%: q,=q.(1-€e") (2
2kt

Wt g = L2

th—%: q, gkt (3)

Hrh, g, &R ¢ ) Sb(V ) &, mgg™; g, K WP AT Sb(V ) I &, mg-g s k; Fmth— iR
WHL N by R PO, g mg-h!

Kl 4 &R T PR Bl g 27 455 A8 X6 AN ) B 1] W B s 09 LG O, BUE S 808 T4 1. 0.5 Fe-Y X
Sb( V) By B AT 23 Ry AN SR, 45 0—4 h A PR I BTk 72, DL M 4—24 h B2l W It 72, 24 h f5
FF 2K 1) -4, i 28 )P B W BFih 2.4 mg-g ! ARG 25 SR (36 1) R, Th — G sh 1 2E A5 AL e O 4y
4 0.5 Fe-Y XF Sb( V) AW ff ik 72, HiAH 5& 280 R*=0.998, H5 1 F5 00 At W% ofF P2 H: ¢, =2.37 mg-g ™, 55K
YR 2.4 mg-g” AAT A sh 12843 T W Sb(V ) 7E 0.5 Fe-Y - A W Bk ask 75 52 Ak =7 Wi B e 2 42 i, 4%
GG sh Sy O AL, BRI R AT REM & Sb(V ) 55 0.5 Fe-Y 22 [8] it L F 38 ffle 15 FL 520260,

100
a a
80 | 2 ;
ab
60F b %Y

7 / be be

. be
7 8 9 10
B3 AFpH F 0.5 Fe-Y % Sb( V) k=

T AR NG FHRFR A 1) 25 5 5.3 (p < 0.05).
Fig.3 Removal rate of Sb( V) by 0.5 Fe-Y under various pH

&
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201 F- =R R Dh— g ) AR

Pseudo-second-order  Pseudo-first-order

151
e =R
2 Experimental data
< 1o0r
o
051

0 20 40 60 80 100
t/h

4 0.5Fe-Y WFf Sb(V ) i B 5l g 25 A R0
Fig.4 Sb( V) adsorption kinetics of Sb( V') by 0.5 Fe-Y simulated with pseudo-first order and pseudo-second order models

F® 1 0.5Fe-Y B Sb(V) 3l ) BRI A S5
Table 1 Kinetic model parameters for the Sb( V') adsorption by 0.5 Fe-Y

h— 8l A th = s A
pseudo-first-order kinetics model pseudo-second-order kinetics model
q./(mg-g™") k,/ ! R’ q./(mg-g™") k,/(g'mg-h™) R’

2.32 2.02 091 237 2.39 0.998
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2.1.5 0.5 Fe-Y Xf Sb( V) ity 45 iR 2%

W o 5 ik 25 A 7 5 i 3 O oY, S 00 2 o 5700 %o ¥ G 40 %) T B R g, AR AF 5 SR Langmuir
Al Freundlich 1 Fh A% 75 Sf $0L A 52 56 55080 . Langmuir A58 2 35 530 B AR5 - 18 BFF 500 L %) W2 oA 8 2 24 )
(1), W B 5 2 1800 A AH BLAE L, & T B3 )2 W B, 177 Freundlich D) B 158 W 70 3 1o B4 336 14 062 i LA AS
Ii] F) i 4200, P AR AR g e 3R 20 X (4) (5)

. e qulce
L I g = —~ 4
angmuirf& 7l : g, ke
1
Freundlicht%%!: g, = ksc; (5

Ho, e, 2R AT Sb(V ) B, mg-L'; g, 3275 W M- i Sb( V) I ik, mg-g s ¢,, %7 Sb(V ) it
U Bk (80, meeg's ky #0r% Langmuir 3 50, Lomg™s ky 475 15 1 B 25 A7 % 19 Freundlich 3 4K
mg! LV g 1 R W B I A

1630 . pH=3 4 F, 0.5 Fe-Y XF Sb( V) AW BF 4535 £k 1141 5 BT, U4 B4 T4 2. 451 8
7R, 0.5 Fe-Y 19 Sb( V) W Bt /5 A e 55 905 Pl ph LS 394 0, 22 J5 5 e 38 PO 4 K TS M 80 1/ T Ay
FE TS A I V57 A O FE A, FH T 28 30 it 3 A TR 4 50 M, A R 2 1/n<0.5 BHR A5
He W B 2 37 9 AT 5 4004 15 BB IR 9 1/ f8.(0.28, 32 2), BAM Sb(V ) AR %55 Bk 0.5 Fe-Y L. 5
Freundlich #5% # H., Langmuir £55 GE 55 4 (9 1145 0.5 Fe-Y b Sb( V) 1 BrFek A, 35 22 W2 0% B 2o
ST A5 T % T Y BRI B, 15 Sb(V ) 7E 0.5 Fe-Y 2% [ 4 W B 2 1 BB 2 — b2 o A i IR 4 1 ot
I RARE] 0.5 Fe-y XF Sb( V) (KM B i 4 68.15 mgeg ™, WL BHRE 3 95 T SCHRHRAE 11 22 B0W W1 e
(%2 3), UEW 0.5 Fe-Y J—Fibi ELigk J1 iy Sb( V) 0 B,

80

nr Langmuir

60

50 F

Freundlich n SRR

Experimental data

40|

q/(mg-g™")

30

20

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Co/(mg-L™h
Bl 5 0.5Fe-Y WL Sb( V) Ay B 5 I LR AR L5
Fig.5 Adsorption isotherm models of Sb( V) by 0.5 Fe-Y simulated with nonlinear form of the Langmuir and Freundlich

models

R 2 0.5Fe-Y X Sb(V) W B 45 2R R 280
Table 2 Isotherm model parameters of Sb( V') adsorption by 0.5 Fe-Y

Langmuir Freundlich

g, /(mg-g™) K /(L-mg™) R k/_/(mgl—u/u)_le_g—l) Un R
68.15 0.14 0.995 13.52 0.28 0.911

2.2 Sb('V )W B ip J= e B 1) Ak
2.2.1 SEM-EDS

ik SEM-EDS M2 Sb('V ) W B 117 J Bt b (0 o0 35 (&1 6) A Sb(V ) W i f iR 493 3 i o
Oy A (7). B 6 al i, ook iR 6 OGS, 28 FeCly Bl I 1 45 2 1 40 L B 2 588 hm, 3x ] A
Sk SbOV ) 1) W B AL B R 174 42 f 1 ARURIT B 22 () W B 57 SbC V) I B (0.5 Fe-Y-Sb) 5 S R 8% B By
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FTDHLRE BE E— A0k, HLH BT 0 FLAR A, Sk i 181 (151 7) % W] Fe 1 Sb 24950 7 56 76 2 1k
PRERRRY 2 10T, SRS MR AR ROR R 47, I H 0.5 Fe-Y RERSIR AR T Sb(V).

R3 0.5 Fe-Y 5 HABMBFRI Y SbCV ) W FE 21X 1L
Table 3 Comparisons of Sb( 'V ) adsorption capacity between 0.5 Fe-Y and other adsorbents

W 751 Sb(V)¥JE/(mg-L™") . W Bt 25/ (mg-g ™) SCHik
Adsorbent Sb('V) concentration pH S (L) Adsorption capacity Reference
fezig + 0.05—4 6.0 25 0.556 [27]
YORFM K 0—20 4—10 2 1.65 [28]
KAULRBE 25 2.0 0.25 3.1 [29]
L 02—10 2.8 50 7.34 [11]
paliay 1 6.0 25 12 [30]
B A EA P e 10 — 100 75 1 25 [31]
vt fz 4 ) 20 2 0.5 27 [32]
R 10 — 600 25 50 38.2 [33]
TiO, 0.5— 150 7.0 1 43 [34]
HRE A 0—25 7.0 0.2 51 [35]
ZrO,- TN K £ 4k 10 — 500 7.0 1 57.17 [36]
B 0.5—98 3.0 0.6 95 [37]
0.5 Fe-Y 10 3.0 2 68.15 ABFFY

B 6 XfHf(a). 0.5Fe-Y(b)F 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb(c)EEEEH} ) SEM K4
Fig.6 SEM images of (a) control yeast, (b) 0.5 Fe-Y and (¢) 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb

-18

-12

B 7 0.5Fe-Y-Sb ) SEM(a)Fl1 O, Fe. Sb mE M E (b c. d)
Fig.7 SEM(a) and elemental mappings of O, Fe, Sb (b, ¢, d) of 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb
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i

ke

3

2%

222 Zeta HLf}

Kl 8 MR TEANTR] pH 4518 T Y Zeta HL A7 ], CK., 0.5 Fe-Y F1 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb A Zeta Hi {3 i pH ()
B4R AN B8 /IN. FeCly SIS INT 0.5 Fe-Y R 1A FLA7, 2 HLA7 s NBSCHETT Y 6.06 2828 7.29, iX F 22
T B RE A 2R I DR FeP i A7 95 22 0 1F H Ay B, 58 A FL LR T Sb( V) (FE22J2& Sb(OH) ¢ ) 19
B, 3X 2 E 0.5 Fe-Y [ CK A6 41 Sb(V) B RE ). BEE pH M54, 0.5 Fe-Y 1Y Zeta FLAZI8/]N, 1
W Z AT, 5 Sb(OH) ¢ Z I P AR L i 77, 3X AT LA B 0.5 Fe-Y X Sb('V ) (W BBl pH 3 K1
BN 3), il G AT Y Sb(OH) ¢ FY I 45 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb 2R 17 HEL A FEAIK (51 8).

10
Sk F 3 pH,,=7.29
[ pH =7. 17
\\ pzc
ob S\
>
§ 5L pH,,, c,(, 06
8
g
s -10F
a
G}
Q
N -5t —a—CK
——(.5Fe-Y
-20L —A— (.5 Fe-Y-Sb
-25 1
4 5 6 7 8
pH

8 XFHH. 0.5 Fe-Y Fil 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb BEREH}Y Zeta HL(E
Fig.8 Zeta potential of control yeast, 0.5 Fe-Y and 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb

2.23 ATR-FTIR

K19 iy CK. 0.5 Fe-Y #l 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb B ZL At 8], CK ) ATR-FTIR i &l H1, 3000—3500 cm™ (1
FEiGH R T —OH/N—H R IR 3, 2855—2960 cm™ 1 J& T C—H 145k 31, 1600—1800 cm™ I
J& T C=0 hiffi ¥k 3, 1514 em™ B} 3T A9 3% 06 9 J& T N—H 25 il 9= 21, 1000—1300 em™ 3% 45 15 )& T
C—O PR s> *. 5 CK fHI, 0.5 Fe-Y 1) ATR-FTIR i &I 7E 700—1000 cm ™" ( 2 Jfd B v 4 S b A H
e FRMEW G ) Fl 1300—1480 em (BB 5T . £ 15T CH, B AR AR S AT AR ) 5 2500 Rl P 1 3 0 T ol i
S5EL AR, U FeCly BCME R IR T e B 200 i 11 41 i BE 25 #9591, 3000—3500 om ' (IR s 3558 | AR 154
Bi, nTREZEH T FeCly AbPRRBMEHIMNTRAG A 1UFREE, 225 Sb( V)WL, Sb( V) IKFFHTE Y ATR-FTIR
Tk AR AN, BB Sb(V ) W ik i v el P R 2% 1T E BB PR FP A B AR 2R Sh(V ) TR B )
3277 em™ 4b ) —OH/N—H B’Jﬁﬁﬂﬂéﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%i 3274 cm™, YEH]—OH/N—H £ 5 7 Sb(V ) (1% Jf,
0.5 Fe-Y RIMMZILEFREHI M AE S Sb( V) &AL A 1E M.

CK

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000

Wavenumber/cm ™!

B9 XIH. 0.5 Fe-Y il 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb F:Hl# ATR-FTIR 14|
Fig.9 ATR-FTIR spectra of control yeast, 0.5 Fe-Y and 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb
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224 XRD

R T AR R ) 2 v L A, o R PR RS B BEER R XRD 3% () 10) $EAT 40T, b RS A 18R
K I4HE 19.3 °kb Hh B 5R 1TT Fa i Ve, 3X U B T BRI T E JE AR, CK 7E 19.3 °, 322 °, 37.4 °, 40.2 °fig WL
L3 B I (1) 3% 16, 1X 5 De Rossi 551 WAL F (145 5201, SR 1M 0.5 Fe-Y RAFTE 193 *Abiy—AN g, H S
CK M, 0.5 Fe-Y £ 19.3 &b i3 58 5, H I JE 1 o 5 fin 28 14, 53X 6 B FeCly 0P 2 B IR B 3
FET 25 BT, (BB 1 250 TN T ). E 0.5 Fe-Y 32 I VA WSS ] W iy 2k AL i S 0, X 5
Wang 2569 [R5 45 AR, HEI Fe DG FEHE X UUAR S Ry 1

1 1 1 1 1 ]

10 20 30 40 50 60
20/(°)

B 10 XFHEF 0.5 Fe-Y BEEEH A XRD 1% ]
Fig.10 XRD spectra of control yeast and 0.5 Fe-Y

225 XPS

1 0.5 Fe-Y W Sb( 'V ) i J5 /9 XPS 3% & (&l 11) AT A1, 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb 7 540.15 eV 4b 38 T B 5 19
Sb 3d3/2 W (& 11(a) ), & 11(b) H1 0.5 Fe-Y- Sb .4 B i f% Sb 3d3/2 Il Sb 3d5/2 %, Sb 3d3/2 Fil Sb
3d5/2 J& Sb YA 0, WG 2 1A] B FE B K2 9.3 eV, K H L5 KSb(OH) ¢ JLIE A 5 By I . i
55220, Sb(TM ) A 24 19 Sb 3d3/2 454 fEM 539.7 eV, I T Sb( V) ¥ Sb 3d3/2 454 fE, il Sb( V) 1E
0.5 Fe-Y A KA I 11(c) /T WL, C 1s WEn] 40 i =35B4), 454 BE7E 284.8 eV 4 5 C.,
H45A 1 C, £ 286.2 eV AL 5 N, O 45/ 1 C LL K AE 287.7 eV 5 O 45 A ¥ il C=0 5, 0—C=0 ¥ C,
287.7 eV b1 C=0 5 O—C=0 FE R FH eIk, FRILFNEE L W HTIS C 1s 1 O 1s WEnm A & AFfk
AN, 15 B % BRF T S R 8 6 ) A W S AR KB, 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb Y Fe 2p W7 1] 1 45 4 BE 7 17 i 7% (&
11(b)), HUER W] G55, Uil Fe 5 Sb ZBUE MG Y, H SEEEEM NS G )8 THae a5 60> 0 il
o 0 5 R B, W B S BT Fe S AR (<1 mg- L), DRI ok I oh s A v ke I R R R B A M R
SE, AN G AP REL Fe 7, PRI Fe 2p W45 (408055 1] AE 2484 Fe B FHUE M S AW HEDE, N5
B ARSI ),
2.3 WERHHLE 5B

HIT A FeCly UM 4458005 Y WUkL I, Fe*' A ¥ L4k (=Fe-OH) ML X A7 16 T 0k: 22 1. A5 A 58I
H=Fe-OH 5 Sb( V) Z [a]n] LA i LA F 4L (X (6) ) JE N 2 R 1 45 &7

=FeOH"+Sb(OH),==FeOSb(OH); +H,0 (6)

Abt5RiE iE SEM-EDS Fl XRD 43 A1 UESE Fe DL JGE T4 BT UURR T oo M e B by 26 1T, AP FE pH=3,
25 C I AMF,0.5Fe-Y 5 10mg' L Sb(V) IR G 24 h )5, K5 pH WA T 1%, BRIRE 2.8 &£ 47,
B S 8 AT A BF IR 0] DLW, B FeCly ) 2 A1 W5 35 4T ol eI, Fe® 78 7 W P /K S I i
Fe(OH) 3, 4R J5 R A 1 B 25 70 B 493 2 10, (75 2000 J5 (1 B Bty 5 K i =Fe-OH. 7E pH=3 YRtk 5556
%A F, 0.5 Fe-Y 2T [1J=Fe-OH J5i 11t h=Fe-OH," (RX:(7) ), 45 7 o i (4 ol T s VE e 51 &
UK 2% 1T, W05 38 1 T SS HB JAM 2 4% WI=Fe-OH, - Sb(OH)  (X(8) ), 4R 5 Bt HIE ke i 11k
225 (Fe-O-Sb), IleZIE N 24591 (5X(9)).



250 woooBE b % 2%
Fe—OH+H" — Fe—OH; @D)
Fe — OH; + Sb(OH); —> Fe — OH? - Sb(OH); (8)
Fe — OH; - Sb(OH); — Fe—0O-Sb(OH); + H* + H,0 9
@ Ols s (b) O 15+5b 3d
MMM 0.5Fe-Y 0.5Fe-Y
0 1s+5b 3d )
Cls
Sb 3ds),
il e W' osFevsb  S3m 0.5 Fe-¥-Sb
200 1000 800S00 400 200 0 sS40 53 336 s34 52 530 528 526
Binding energy/eV Binding energy/eV
(©)Cls C-(N.O) C—HCH) (d)Fe2p

304% A\ 61.6% Fe 2p3n

C—(C.H)
A\ 55.2%

0.5 Fe-Y-Sb

0.5 Fe-Y-Sb

1 1 1 1 1 1 s
290 288 286 284 282 280 740 735 730 725 720 715 710 705 700
Binding energy/eV Binding energy/eV

B 11 Sb(V)WHAT(0.5 Fe-Y) 55 MRS (0.5 Fe-Y-Sb) Bk ML R A ) XPS 24148 (a), O 1s + Sb 3d #51&1 (b)
C1s %K (c). Fe2p if&l(d)
Fig.11 XPS characterization of 0.5 Fe-Y and 0.5 Fe-Y-Sb. (a) XPS survey spectrum along with the spectra of (b) O 1s + Sb
3d spectrum, (c¢) C 1s 3d spectrum and (d) Fe 2p spectrum

3 4518 (Conclusions)

(1) FeCly iV e i 2 $2 = T BB XF Sb(V ) YW B PEBE, ZERT 4R Sb(V )R 10 mg-L™' | pH=3,
S/L=2 gL i}, 0.5 Fe-Y X Sb( V') iy M S8R fe £, W B 75 ek e RAELI 68.15 mg-g ™.

(2)0.5 Fe-Y X} Sb( V) W B 45 A Th — 2 8 1 24 R Langmuir #5078, 32 0% B & T 1L 24 W B, &
BRI R 255 T A HL A R

(3)FeCly B 2 U3 I b by 2 ThT M Jo, T by R THD PR e 55 RE TG 22 | RS2 G iR 54 B A
oI LA GRTE R EE RS Sb( V) IE BN 2485 VR T ERA Sb(V ) W BERE 3 5 1 Ji A1
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