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RWE SYRHER—MITHEKLETE, SUENEDRHFNHEREDBRHEARAMRNXEZ—, UHSREFTE
BEF= ZFE7% 8 (FSSR) A MR MF , §F 58 7 H X4 Po(I) IR B 45 1E . W45 R %KEA, FSSR X Ph(1l) MR HHd B2 &L —Rsh 1%
HE R RN ERMIERE, EBEME Pb(I)MEHEZEEEERS, FERRHMEEH 3.32 mg/giEE216.92 mg/
go YHiBEH 10CHSEI40CH, FSSRX Pb (1) Sz X WK A= H 5.92 mg/giR= 2 7.23 mg/g, &R W ML 2 & Langmuir
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1.2 WRMBEh HZE5HR

YR ONEIR A IR E S 100 mg/L( L PhCLACH]) , %16
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SN VAL A 4 b, AN DR EE (10,2030 ,40°C) E AL T

M AS B H1:2016-11-15 ;15= B £1:2017-08-04

RATE . PEAEEEAFEAT A (2015M581018) ; b % ¥ #4585 F A F B (201500001733G171)
A WAk T, BF R G A IR F R R, BT 1548 : dongjing1098@sina.com; TR GRASAE L) , 2 , FF R 7 @1 A K5 e dahl dadt i 5

FBLARY, B 45 4 : wangjl@tsinghua.edu.cn

FURRK 4, IMKRIL, AR, 5. L BAEAFR MK T T2 B TR AT 5[], FHL54R, 2017, 35(18): 80-85; doi: 10.3981/j.issn.1000-7857.2017.18.010

B 380



—t

#% S 2017,35(18)

www.kjdb.org

FSSR X Ph(IT) A 45T BFFit 2 , S B e () 48 7 W BREATLERL , 18]
W2 o 70 TR0 o 52 17 P e | R o S e e A 2t Langmuir™
Freundlich™, Tempkin™’ 2 v W BRE A Y A 3E 2k P 7Y Redlich—
Peterson 25 W AR SEA T4 o
1.4 BEEERMOH

S A RS AR B VRS O TR L B8 T
NI RTW S o N N 7 = DO LU R A s B L W e = |
[fi] Jo 2 ¢ 2 1Y) Ph—Zn . Zn—Cu I Cu—Pb~Zn 43 J& B T W, &
JE 435114 75,100, 150,200, 250,300,350 mg/L( 12 CuCL . Pb-
CL A1 ZnCLECHD #7146 pH B340 5.0, 52N il Bk 30°C. FREX
0.1 gWeRFHAARE, IAE] 15 mL R BiA R b, B T2 aiR
YRR, 150 v/min FHRTZHW 4 h 2= P47, LUTEIE /> B I F ik s
TER DU IR A N _E R T A SR OT R R
1.5 LMK

I 1 19 SSR . FSSR FI [ Ph(IT) 25 ¥ FSSR #3 K , 53
S5 KBrAFEE R R, DA B AR 4217 S35 (X (Perkin—El-
mer GX)IMELLAMNERE , AL AMETE /3 HEE R 4 em ™, SEiEE
FEl 7 400~4000 cm™,
1.6 WM

W58 R BN A 15 mL PhCLIAWE , B TR IR
G N 150 v/ming 25 FIRE LA SEATRE3 AN, DLTEAK
Ay B BVEW, AR W o e BE IS b
BITUREE o WBFITRS FF B H e T B s Xof e 700 4 i - 1
PR EA TR RS 50 . TR BRI TA

q,= WV (1)

U, g o W 0 4 R I A i, medg s C o W B IS
VWP 4 R B TR, mg/L; Co g W B T R 4 R VA TR 1
IR R, mg/Ls W R W L0 B, o VoA B 4 o TV T
AF, mL,

2 ZBRE52H
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48 (0 Bl 1 AR A — sl 2R 0l =5 g ) 2
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SSR ) FSSR 1) Ph(ID)W B 8h J1 2425 5 anfel 1 7R . FSSR
X Ph(LT) W B 4 0 b S BE AR PR, ZE I B 60 min J& SEA PR FEAS
5 SPAE SSR AR 25 9 3.32 mg/g, FSSR F-F- A7 i 25
1 6.92 me/g. HAA: Py BAFRIXT Ph(LL) A4 IR [ 55 k2L

Bifi 2 W B S N2 A HEA T, RNV pH (B B AIG . FSSR 7E
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Fig. 1 Effects of contact time on lead adsorption
by SSR and FSSR
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Fig. 2 Pseudo—second-order Kinetics curve
fitting of lead adsorption by SSR and FSSR
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Table 1 Parameters of kinetics models for lead adsorption
on to SSR and FSSR

G SR

kz qe. Rz
SSR 0.052 0.65 0.998
FSSR 0.027 1.33 0.999

2.2 FEiRWH

FSSR X} Ph(IT)7E 10,20 ,30 F1 40°C 45 I W 25 5 4l 3 17
I A I B 75 2 .43 5 R 5.93.6.09.6.98 L) K 7.23 mg/g.
SRR, YR i 10°CHE 5 2 40°CHT , FSSR Xt Ph(IN ) ¢.
ST o A v P B S T A R T FSSR X Ph(L) W B2 iz
B %A, Ph(IA IR H 25 me/L 42 %] 250 mg/L, ¢ 3259
IKF VA7, Rafatullah DA E AW B 57, 45 Bl 10°CHE
F1] 40°CXT Ph (LT F4) V-1 152 5 25 o th A T 8 s, DT e 7 it
RRF 2 FEEE R 2 T YW ER R EE P (1D H 50 mg/L 4%
15 5200 mg/L Y, g RGHHE = IR B

8
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Fig. 3 Isotherms for the adsorption of Pb(IT) at
different temperature

FSSR & Ph(IT) 4 45 it W2 BFE5cah DA FH B9 267 Langmuir |
Freundlich . Tempkin ST AR R D AR £R M 19 Redlich—Peter-
son ZE IR BRI G o DLAEZR P AY Redlich—Peterson 2535 I
FRFASE AU FZE PR 1Y Langmuir 55 7 W BB AP0 5 350 R e b, 44>
T LA B AR G R BRI T 0.99 (£ 2) 5 1fif A Freun-
dlich . Tempkin %5 Ji W B 452 78 451 &5 9 40 DG R 8 RP 35/ F
0.98,, [K 1t FSSR % Ph(IT) B S5 W B2 FEAAF A Freundlich 1
Tempkin % I W BT 45k 10,20, 30 F1 40°CHT , FH

I 82

Redlich—Peterson 25 i W B4 5481 & A BR {E 43551 24 0.984 .
0.916, 0.960 il 0.912, ¥ 7£ 0~1.0 = [6] , H # i 1.0, ffi 15
Redlich—Peterson %5 i I ffH A5 Y4 3T T Langmuir B, 475
FE4 10,2030 F40°CHT , AL Langmuir 55 W A 51
A 1 Ph(IL) ) f KW B 25 4t g, 23 00 5.921.5.988 .6.515 Fil
7.225 mglg, 5L IAE S M A AT . ZFRRARK
T £F 4 2 bR X B 4 TR A W B i AR A S Langmuir X
RIS Langmuir AR T 5512 W BT, W BA ) 2R i 2
B B 53 TR A AR AR T AR . R, FSSR A5 TR
R A 005 R S W LR 1w 440, S L0 — 41 4 Jad PH S 7 B W
FRAILEE Ry B3 S22 A

%2 FSSRKH Ph(I) M &R R MEEI G SH
Table 2 Isotherm parameters of two isotherm models for
lead adsorption on to FSSR

TR/
10 20 30 40

n 5921 5988 6.515 7.225
Langmuir K. 0.275  3.098 1.601 0.994
R 0.997  0.997 0.994 1.000

Kk 2.159  1.035 1.072 4.690
ax 0.398  0.092 0.070 0.607
Br 0984 00916 0.960 0.912
R 099  0.998 0.995 1.000

Redlich—Peterson

2.3 EBERZERHSH

& 4 18 5[5 6 43 51 A1 RE FSSR % — 04K £ Pb—Zn . Ph—
Cu Fl =JTAK F& Pb—Zn—Cu FF IR W 4k . AT LA 1, Pb—Zn
1A Z RS- 5 FSSR %) Ph(IT) . Zn(TT) 149 W% BR 25 443 51 K 5.60
mg/g(Ph(IL)) . 1.49 mg/g(Zn(11)) , FAEEXT Ph(LL) A F 25 H e K
F Zn(11); Ph—Cu 4 2 Hp P FSSR X Ph(IT)  Cu(L1) A4 1 B 7%
390 6.29 mg/g(Pb(I1)). 1.53 mg/g(Cu(Il)), [F AL KL% Ph
(ID) AR W B 253 KT Cu(Il), Ph—Zn—Cu = JCHR & P i Ph
(I1) . Zn(11) . Cu(11) 4 W2 B 25 1 3 31 R 5.67 mg/g (Ph(11))) . 1.36
me/g(Cu(Il)) . 1.17 me/g(Zn(1)) o 444 2 I AE7E P, FSSR
XiF Ph(I) fA 1 255 i 25 785 T Cu(I) A1 Zn(11) . FSSR X} H— 14
Z 1Y Ph(ID) AW FF 2558 6.51 mg/g. ZICik &, #1K FSSR
XF Ph(LL) W A FEATG , {ELAR SR o T Al 79 o <53 g 25— 1) W 5
i o MOBEFSSR Y R M REF D —-OH, Be A7 Ji 1 AU iR
To B TR TR R A BT ST LA KO R
RRE PR R EE SR, BT i b R B 2 F T
Cu(IT) . Ph(IT) . Zn(IT) 4 HL 47 P4 /NI 2 Ph(2.33)>Cu(1.90)>
Zn(1.65), B T2EAR K/ NIFF K Ph>Cu= Zn, K, ZEL TCIK £
i R REXT 3 S - B2 S A /NI R Ph(IT)>Cu(1T)>
Zn(1l),
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Fig. 4 Isotherms for the adsorption of Pb(IT) and Zn(II) in
Pb—-Zn system
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Fig. 5 Isotherms for the adsorption of Pb(II) and Cu(II) in
Pb—Cu system
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Fig. 6 Isotherms for the adsorption of Pb(II), Zn(Il) and Cu
(IT) in Pb—Zn—Cu system
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DL A W) 26 PE Langmuir #5780 284 Freundlich 455 71 F1 2k
PE 35 4 Langmuir 5188 (LCM) ™%} FSSR —JG , = G R M
Foa G AR S TS B A R 3R 3 R, R
Freundlich f 8 (L5 45 R 25 FHOCHE R B R /T 0.9,
I AR B FRAS AT A Freundlich 25 15 W FRASORY 455 i [t
ol L2t Langmuir B8 8RN Z 1 19 55 4 Langmuir £ 84015
BYAH M R BEAE KT 0.98, Hoih 58 4+ (1) Langmuir #5751 41
A A BRI 25 4 ¢, JFASSE 24T B 5200 55 . Zn—Pb —JT
R PELE H Zn() K ¢.°8 0.9276 mg/g, /N T SEFR N &
{8, HWE I KoK (B R TR . R, Zn—Ph IR B £ AN
FFE LCM LAY, DLE AR ) 2t Langmuir B2 51400 & RO i
2 AU EME R BRI KT 0.98, H A B9 i KW [ 25
it g, G SZEG A5 AT, DRI FSSR %22 784K 2 7 Cu(I) . Ph(IT) |
Zn(I0) AW 25 RAT 5 TR AR 1Y Langmuir 557

£33 LT FEP FSSR ¥ Cu(ll).Pb(IT). Zn(IT) B %58 IR fi 1 Y
MAESH

Isotherm parameters for Cu(II), Pb(IT) and Zn(II)

adsorption by FSSR in ternary system

Table 3

LCM
KI,.Z/K[..I Rz

Langmuir

ERET

G R Gn

Cu(Cu—-Pb)
Ph(Cu-Pb)

2.2233 1.5314 0.9994 1.6008 0.0525 0.9913
0.5054 6.3412 0.9990 6.3091 0.0076 0.9818

Zn(Zn-Pb)  0.0741 1.5375 0.9966 0.9276 -0.4242 0.9879

Pb(Zn-Pb)  1.3377 5.7372 0.9992 5.6402 -0.0186 0.99
Zn(Zn-Pb-Cu) 0.0774 1.2724 0.9954 0.5967 0.5191 0.9819
Pb(Zn—-Pb-Cu) 0.2684 5.8377 0.9985 6.5274 0.9428 0.9818
Cu(Zn-Pb—Cu) 0.0382 1.5302 0.9908 0.6540 0.5930 0.9748

2.4 LIRS

W 50 g 28 SR 2 W PSSR W B Ph(IT) st A e Ak 2 W o
SRR R I S Bt FE . PRI, FSSR W B Ph(IT) ()
TR SRAA UG PR BE A R FEVE R o ik, XF SSRUFSSR
FSSR W B Ph(I1) 5 I I £ AT (2R A 143 BT , SRR fiE I
ST 4 R o FTLLE Y, 5 SSR AH L, FSSR v T 3424
13761054 F1668 em™ W Wl 54 WA &t i385, i e 0—
H I C—H IR A B R T — 2 W%, 435 M 3339 em™

x4 EERBUERILIIMEE ST
Table 4 The spectra of the main absorption peaks

e _— %T
em” SSR  FSSR®! FSSR-Ph
3424 —OH f/EYRsh 7447  59.60  60.21
2919 C—H )RR 5N 78.15  73.71 75.48
1515 PN 82.50  77.01 76.87
1376 Ty R HL ) A 4z 3h 7728 7136  73.16
1054  SFHENC—OHZ RS 55.08  68.06  59.08
668  FmsrC—OHZ MRS  78.63  82.07  80.13
83 W
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T E 3424 em ' F12922 em ' I E 2919 em™' o X FPAEfLT]
BEAE 1 A e LI, 72 R B R P S, cerevisiae AR FHIAR
B, 323X AR 4T 4 28 0 4504 15 L IR, AT W 1 43 1|) S 43
TN I SRR T (A5 T 22 14 16 1 B A R TR A R
AT, 30 S8 Ay W2 o S5z 07 1 A Bt T A R R 4508, At il DL i
FR2E 2 e e MR W B 25 it A SR AR RS AT A T4 i B2, 10
W K i (AR B3 5 A Ay o 4 T - P I B 5D

FSSR W[ Ph(IT) & F I , FAF 12 35 119 e 405 I 0 0 i) G A3
Jr A shF] 3432 em 7 B, AR TR T REH S 5
TR BRI, AT | R A I Sl A AR, DR —OH 7E A4
FSSR W[ Ph(I)id R rh Al Be & 45 TAEH . 1376 em™ o # (1
g 0 AR % My 3 5 ) A R HR 3™, FSSR 7E W B Ph(ID) 5 1376
em’ (7 EE WG SO ] 0 A, SRIT I e 2 55 T IR s 0z [+
-, 15 FH P 35 35 R AT A TR B S 7 1) 2 AR AT, 1054
em’ B I IR 3R TR 1Y C—O—H M 4R R 2™, 78
W2 B Ph(IT)JE A% R 1053 em", W STt A7 i FAARR , 33k 2 IR
Pih C—0—HZ 5 TN . LI5S Es R F I, i
FRELFNE PRI B RE A2 FSSR X R BFF P =5 B4 FH 0 15
B . LR EES W KRS FE B Cu(ID) 25 B, AR
FEE—OH .C=0,—C=0FEHEH,

3 #ig

e SRS A A BRI A S — R A R 52, s 2 %
PEAEAN 7 0] LS8R A AR R . BREZ IS
PR o SRR T AR 1% AL B 2 s B D A il 3 ey, 3K ol
BHE TSR AN BAS 17 00 T S sk A o

1) it SR AT IRl B e 3 %ok Ph(L) (1 W B S B2 A
PG Iy AR W R A B AR . RS R
XF Ph(LT) Y WS B 25 i J 25 i v, P A I O B 25 4t 1 3.32 mg/g
#5%6.92 mg/g.

2) YR H 10°CHE = 3 40°CHT , Bt i SRS AT & e ok e o)
Ph(IT) 5 KW i 254 1 5.92 mg/g 32755 51 7.23 mg/g, [H I IR
SR B B o A R R SRR B SRR AT Langmuir B
i,

3) RIEIE MR B Z T E Re R e R R
SRR R BN 1) e AR BRI T A R B AR B TR 4 S
T B 7 A
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Abstract The biosorption is a new technology, which can be widely applied for the removal of heavy metals from wastewater. The
development of an efficient and low—cost adsorbent is a key in the biosorption technology. The adsorption performance of Ph(Il) by the
fermented sweet sorghum stalks (FSSR) is discussed in this paper. The adsorption process is a chemical one and follows the pseudo—second
order kinetics. After fermented, the equilibrium adsorption capacity of the material is increased from 3.32 mg/g to 6.92 mg/g. The isotherm
adsorption is fitted well with the linear Langmuir model. When the temperature rises from 10°C to 40°C, the maximum adsorption capacity
of Pb (II) is increased from 5.92 mg/g to 7.23 mg/g. In binary and ternary systems, the adsorption capacities are in the order of Ph(II)>Cu
(IN)>Zn(II). There are more active functional groups on the surface of the stalk after fermentation, and these changes will be beneficial to the
adsorption reaction and can improve the adsorption capacity.

Keywords sweet sorghum stalk; fermentation; adsorption; heavy metal
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