‘&;DJ_\E_ %iﬁl*ﬂni%‘—;ﬁ %1645 F£ 108 20224 10 A

Eco-Environmental Chinese Journal of Vol. 16, No.10 Oct. 2022
Knowledge Web Environmental Engineering
@ http://www.cjee.ac.cn E-mail: cjee@rcees.ac.cn S (010) 62941074

JER xEEE: kSRS
EE38 DOI  10.12030/).cjce.202205058  WEFEE X703 SCHMRING A

XA, BERUR, W AR 2 R S AR o R O B 1 S BRCR (U], FRBE TR, 2022, 16(10): 3167-3180. [LIU Yunquan,
SHAN Huimei, ZENG Chunya. Heavy metals removal by iron modified graphene oxide chitosan[J]. Chinese Journal of Environmental

Engineering, 2022, 16(10): 3167-3180.]

BRUUIE A AL 280 72 R BB R 1 K BRIk

;‘UJ ﬁ/fl,ZJ, ﬁ%,ﬁ}él,&&@, %@%%{1,2,3

LEEME TR, ISR s e s fl Be S AR E A SR, MK 5410045 2. REMREL T K2, AR X KI5
P 5 K % B R R G, BEAK 541004; 3. BEMKER TR 2:IRERl %5 TR0, B 541004

H E AU ATAMESHEAGRESEE W, FI R K T IE A Bt A kA SR
W re BB A ER, 4> B4 & A Fe-GOCS Fil Fe@GOCS, it #Ht ST 46, XF b 2 # Hfe R Rl K 3R 88 (pH=3. 7 I
1) T3 As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(I) F1 Cd(T) () £BRFCR, F454 FTIR, XRD. SEM Ml BET R AF £ K # /= LB HL
PR, SERIEHE, B pH I, Fe-GOCS Hl Fe@GOCS Xf As(V) M EBR R (r) AR AL E, i Setl )5 k#
%, pH=7 B} £ & r, N 56.74%, T J& % W B Wi &K, pH=3 I} r, fx K, 4 87.99%. % 1F &5 F3F 52 2 F 41 k) %)
As(V) I EBE¥ 5 Fe—O A X, ZBRMPETFAZERNTEEHSHARMBLILESR X (i H I o-Fe,0,, J7
#H N a-FeO(OH)), Bl pH¥EHN, 2 Fbtklxt Cu( D) A1 Po(I1) (Y r, BB B, (B RBRFURTE P& T iR, 2
5k 49.45% 1 23.52%(Fe-GOCS), 68.38% Hll 50.85%(Fe@GOCS), {HF 2 T GOCS; XF Cd(1) & r, to 2 #i 4 kK ,
{8 Fe-GOCS WY K r. fi& T Fe@GOCS, 4354 78.30% H199.16%, Cu(1l) Fl Pb( 1) Y 2= & — 77 i 5 H B 1 /K iR F
A, % —J7H £ Bl i3 8 Fe—O—Cu Hl Fe—O—Pb B &4 £ . 1 Cd(ID) 92 B 12 5K e A
XK. TEAWEH SWIE, Fe@GOCS Xt As(V) By r. I3 #£ 80% L I, 1fii Fe-GOCS i) /L fE i 22 . Bk L,
Fe@GOCS *i T 4x J& H) 2 IR SR W 8 T Fe-GOCS, T Fe-GOCS i& FH &Y pH 38 Bl A X 8 1

KHIE A, Sa B, TR AR AR

HAr, AKisgedid— a5 A S R MERE, Rl 2 E &m0 &K Ts 3 E s
KA RFER RSz =0, 2 P EER T 45gem” WA BRI ESR, W8, 8. 5. 5.
B AN, EAEJE AT (Cu(lD), Pb(Il), Cd(ID). Zn(I) 25) BATEF L 1] R BUEAXE R i 1k
SERRE, 1R KT G B BRI FUOR R RSO T (As) S M SR OT R, fE AR AP
Iz AEEE LRI RAG R . S Tl (A S BLHE R L K i (8 AR AL . A 25 02 B
JEOK ) FEZRPETS, Horb, W) AL T e A R S R K FE S A As. Cu, Pb, Zn, Cd %%
EHEBE TR, EITTER . WG HRER DS BT, oK EE - RNIL T Z T
LIRS, &0 E T (K-S HRE ) (GB 18466-2005) H AL AE Y 0.5 mg L™ Fr e
BRAE, Kk, 72t sbs s A REHE",

BB B, JHT AP G 8 R OK W 7 s R EA W TE L AR UiiE s . B ARk L IR AL
s BHEE: 2022-05-11; FAHHA: 2022-08-31
HEEUR: EREARMFEIESTH 41877194, 42167026); J7 74 HRFH¥ 54T H (2022GXNSFBA035600); “J P4 &5 452 4% T4 th
HAER THONEE X088 W T v sk ot A 208 G005 H (YCSW2022337)

F—1EE: ML (1997—) , B, W5 4E, buddychampion@163.com; DRAUBIEIEE: A EYE (1985—), L&, L, ml#
$2, shanhuimei@glut.edu.cn


mailto:buddychampion@163.com
mailto:shanhuimei@glut.edu.cn

3168 ok L B ¥ W Fl6 &

FNZE I AN o W R B BRE TR B IR i ORI SA IR SRR A, )T N T E AR K
K A BUO 11D B B e B L, B BRCEBORI T [ A R AR A T M R B i RO . kA
2/ (graphene oxide, GO) 1 — Fl g U Aok M4 kL, DI b R mE AR K, &% E #EH (Ih—OH.
—C=0 fMl—COOH) F & 5y R ME M &0 i, 7RI 4 )8 E K th 2532 ", X A i i
& G rE GO, R BIRESE GO 7E pH=2 B Xf 5 mg- L™ (8 Cr(VI) £ 5E 82.9%, 25 & 25029 1,1
il %t GO/SIO, B &4k, 1H GO/SIO, & pH=2.5 I XF 5 mg-L ' Cd(I1) By £ BRRAL N 45.2%., F#H ,
A 2FH R AT e B NaOH X GO #EAT /K A B, %o 5 4 J A9 W Bt b RAc PR TR & 1 3 %, Hik
PEJG ) GO FEK Mg, MELL ISR R, 52 R B (chitosan, CS) J& —F HL A7 5 12 35 R v 1 Pk 24 2k
B KRV REf = o 0k, AR B A RN S48 B T I TR, R A W T A E B B A
BEEELJEAN, CSYE MM B e K=, RIS Z, . SR, HHEEESEE
K Ab B EE Al A R B B, B CS MR T Sk . Ik, K GO 5 CS A A JE il 4
) GO/CS & & M B A AL W] LLBEAIK GO/CS 1 3 /K MR, B i — 25 o35 XK b 8 4 T8 19 25 R sk
B BHEEPIHE K, BN 5% GO B CS XF 48 (Nb) 1Y 22 R 3R AL T €S Bl 7 25 B0 46 % 1Y
TiO,/CS fURL 7 55 4P AL T X5 As(TT) A9 5 R M 78 5 B A 4.97 mgrg ', (HEERCR P in A GO J& ,
W it 725 ik 3 12.43 mgrg™' . ZHANG Z5PY 5 i il 4 EDTA-2Na gk Pk 48 Ak A7 5247 72 BB (GEC) & &4
Bl RIXT Cr(VI) W B 25 1 R /MR i GEC>GOCS>CS.

oAb, H5 GO B CS B A MR A BBk sk i (B) A AL G , REHE— D1 5R 2 & MR RO IR P fE
RS e PE DTS PARASTAR %5 B0 GO Al CS J6 J5 i A 2| Fe,S, 1 H,O, 1R & iF W, il & 1k
GO/FeOOH/CS & & M Bt H T 5k /K 6 Pd(T1) 1 Cd(1), & BAE pH=6 it & & BB 5 mg- L™ A9
PA(I1) A1 Cd( 1) e i 25 B3R5 31 R 29.6% F1 43.07%. AHMAD %559 i) J 370 3 vk il 45 7c B b - 1k
Bk (CS-Fe,0,) Fl F 2 4 /K v 9 Po(IT) F1 Cd(T), & B AE pH=5 i} CS-Fe,0, %} 50 mg-L™" Pb( 1) Fil
Cd( 1) i 2 B 34 7 85% Lk b . SHERLALAC %5 P73 1o I i 3 v i 2% 10 0 1k 7 SR b S Ak £ 28 0
(CMGO) 94K 52 & A RHE pH=7.3 It % 10 mg L™ As(Il) i 2= BR %K 61%., HOSSEINZADEH %51 [a] 4
T U0 B 2 A 09 BE M 5E BB B4R Ak A7 BB 4 (MCGONGS) 49 >k & & 41 BEAE pH=8 i} %} 100 mg L™
Cu(Il) A9 L Bk %R 38%. X8 4K 55 B 38 oo 0 81 2 i 25 R[] 28 2% = 9 GOCS ER JE 41 6 I T Wit Bff
As(I), & 3 As(T) i W% B %5 &5 Bl pH 3% 0 522 F B ¥ #4, 7€ pH=3 B W% fff & 35 %] 3.53 mgg ',
SHAN % PV X} LB 92 T 12 15t 25 &k 1 AL 0 3E 125 i) 45 FeO, A& 11 1 Ak A1 85 0 72 R Wk &2 & 4 B X
Cr(VD) M EBRBUR,, RIMRFZRLIET S NE MR EA T I M rEae. LR RN . gk
PE GO 5 CS B A M BT K A& oK [F) 8 4 i 85 1 A RBRACE , (BE Gk i 8808 8 K& ek 1k
FkaWHBEm AEBRRR . XK AR R R KRB &4 F 0 & 4R BT A As(V).
Cu(Il), Pb(Il) #1 Cd(1)) Ay RBRELA . SR, 3 W58 %) o i 18 2R E 248 sl el v 5 v % 2 6 ¢4
BHEAS R pH X 5 4@ BT 09 BRI .

BRI, AR 98 56 F 3 FH A0 R 10T 28 & v AN R T3 15 43 301 o 8 2 i oAS [ 2 i 1k Sk A 38 0 78 R bl
AR, BTt IF R 2 R 7R RN R K SR BE v (pH 43502 3. 7 A1) X As(V). Cu(Tl),
Pb(11) F1 CA(TL) M BRFSE206, X6 He A 22 B8Ok . [RIEY, 456 F1 4 B 8% (scanning electron microscope,
SEM). {8 H -1 48 % 3% (fourier transform infrared, FTIR)., X ¥} 6477 5 (X-ray diffraction, XRD) #1 k%
[ F (BET surface area) ZAEF ARG /R FIHLE], AN R BN 700 0 T 2 F0 8 4 Js I K iR AR I 5%

1 MRERZE
1.1 X7 S5HR
A A B (GO, 95%) W F o Mk A B a B A BRA R . 72 B M (CS, I L BEEE>90%) 1 F I
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BRI L RARAE . LKA R (Na,HAsO, 7TH,0, AR, Jit #F 01 3 45)., — /K & & 1k 4H
(CuCl,2H,0, AR), fi§ 2t (Pb(NO,),, AR), VUK G fi§ 2 4% (CA(NO,),4H,0, AR), 7S/KA = A fbEk
(FeCl,-6H,0, AR), DUk &5 A4k (FeCl,-4H,0, AR), L2 (HCL, GR), S %A 1b4H (NaOH, GR), vk
fi% (CH,COOH, GR), H [ (CH,OH, AR), Jo7/K £ (C,H,OH, AR), fi§fi2 (HNO,, AR) 1R Il4 F P4 By £k
T A BRA R . L (CHO,, 50 %), TRALHR (KBr, GR) Mg H TRl T30 (i) A RAR . 52
55 FK ¥ R Atk .

fifi iR 51 2% &3 48 Fe( ) 2Otk SR AL A 550 72 BB & 10K (Fe-GOCS). B Se¥s Ak A 2245 Fn
FERBERY R TR IR —F LR S, AR B 59 200 mL 1.5% HIESFRIAW, @rEidE 2 - H R G
A1, 5% GOCS IR AW ; FHR A WIE A E 2% NaOH IE W, Tl B 1Ak sk, FH 3 4l A8 vk 4%
Wk E v, Juk; i IEIE AR R I A 200 mL 5% [ TS -F B IA VGE B TR IR R 2~
3h, H50% OB RERERBEWS, Suk, GUE 45 C BT P T, 1558 GoCcS B &
K s BRI A 0.1 mol (1Y FeCl,-4H,0 ¥ H, T E T 200 °C By HL AR EInzE T, WA s vk
EHFRMT 25 usem™, HEF, 55| Fe-GOCS & & fBk .l FH I L i % 6l & Fe(M) 2ok A AL A 58
I 7t BAEE A Bk (Fe@GOCS), 7E LR B 479 GOCS 1R A W it A 0.1 mol FeCl,-6H,0, 4k4:itf
PR FE B R A S 2R, 193] Fe@GOCS IR G ; #IZ W A 2 5% NaOH i, i i
24h )5, WEEBM, S, BT 200 mL 5% % R -H EE A RO IRIE D 2~3 hn, H 50% 2
W RO R, oug, HET, 153 Fe@GOCS & & ik .
1.2 LWHE

1) S8 % it . R AL 28 % L WF 58 76 R 1) pH 4614 F GOCS. Fe-GOCS Hl Fe@GOCS 43 5] %
As(V). Cu(Il), Po(Il) #1 Cd( 1) ) L BRER . 43 M FREL 50 mg GOCS. Fe-GOCS Fl Fe@GOCS & T
25T 100 mL .08, 4RI 50 mL 25 mg' L™ As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) Al Cd( ) #4810, -
Fil 1 mol-L™" HCI #1 1 mol-L™" NaOH 5 B 48L& pH 43 ) & 3£0.1, 7+0.1 Fl 1120.1, 2R J5 B A% 0 %
FHEB KBRS, £298.15K, 170 rmin™ &4 F, &% 48 h, s, W RS
0.45 pm Y8 B 5 I 75 4 B TR

TEREE L 1.0 gL' As(V) 9146 B & i o 25 mg- L', IR 4 298.15 K il pH 4351 o4 7 il
3T, W R As(V) J5 #Y Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS, I 50 mL 1.5 mol-L™' NaOH Fl# 4li
KM, ERIVEW R T R E, ARE R S AR RS B T As(V) OB Sk M RN
M B EE SR, B B S AR 0 RN O T As(V) W BE R, 25 5% H T i 2k
RN B X As( V) ZBRACR A RE T, LS W R 570 A P2 P

2) BESRRAE BT . WRERTS As(V). Cu(Il). Po(I1) Al Cd( 1) A4 e & 24 ) FH B 8%l 4 45 8 114
K 434X (ICP-OES, Optima 7000 DV) I3, M350 4 12 22 /N F 5% %+ GOCS Fl W Bt 52 1 i J 19
Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS #EATRAE 417 . Horfr, &G M0kHRY B A8 A A AL 8 e 32 ol 18 5L m 210 4F
JE 3 (FTIR, iS 10, 35 [ FE R QA /R A &) W3l 58 B ;A & 25 49 0 2 SR A X598 AT 34 (XRD,
X'Pert3 Powder, fif == M4 B2 &), MK 74 20 45 K 0.026 26°, 16 K 0.656 5(°)-s ', FHH
20 5°~90°; JESUOWARHIE H1 3% & S5 Fa 4345 W 540 (SEM, JSM-7900F, H A%) I 5 A b (1) bb 2% 1
FRRIFLZE#4 2R FH 4 3l be 3R 1 B LB B 43 7 {X (BET, Micromeritics ASAP 2020, 3 ) il i .

3) P b . GOCS. Fe-GOCS Hll Fe@GOCS X As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) Fl Cd(IT) ~F fi 0 [ &
(q) FIEBEZR () 25t =X (1) A1l ) 115

Cy—-C)V
qe:u (1)

m
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T s g, e IR B 47 IS R B R0 0 B 4 S B i, mgeg s Gy Fl C, 3 il R 4 JE B ) B R
W BV B ) BT R R, me LY VIR EAE S PRI MR, mL; om 2R A B,
mg; r, A2 W BTl B AR B T R, %,
2 #HR512
21 FRIpHEH/HTEEEMNERYR

AF pH %44 F, GOCS. Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS %} As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) F1 Cd( 1) i 2= 5 45
o 1 ME LR, AT UK eERT IS B9 A AR R [R) E 4 R 0 ST A B (g RN 25 BR
R ) HFEWR2ES ., i, GOCS Ml Fe@GOCS Xt As(V) B g, Y BE pH TF &5 1M F Wi b A%, ¢, 278

*1 AEIpHEHTEAMBMNEESRNEREGR
Table 1 Removal results of heavy metals by composite materials under different pH conditions
GOCS Fe-GOCS Fe@GOCS
hE . .
BT Fe -l i Fe - it
J(mg-g! r /(%) J(mg-g™! rJ(% . J(mg-g” rf(%)
q/(mg-g) ( q/(mg-g") ) e me L) ! (mg-g) ( YR HE (me- L)
3 7.72 30.20 7.02 27.40 0.40 22.54 87.99 0.04
As(V) 7 2.01 7.86 14.54 56.74 0 10.38 40.53 0.04
11 0.12 0.47 9.45 36.87 0.08 — — 0.15
3 — — — — 0.26 — — 0.13
Cu(Il) 7 18.59 74.27 12.24 49.45 0 16.92 68.38 0
11 24.97 99.74 24.53 99.09 0 24.71 99.83 0
3 — — — — 0.15 — — 0.06
Pb(Il) 7 11.21 47.15 5.37 23.52 0 11.60 50.85 0
11 23.63 99.38 22.77 99.78 0 22.68 99.39 0
3 — — — — 0.13 — — 0.05
cd(1) 7 0.64 2.57 — — 0.05 — — 0
11 24.65 98.31 19.65 78.30 0 24.89 99.16 0
TE: < R AR o
25 B A 25 ¢
——Cu(ll)
20t 20+ —Pb(I) 20t
~ ~ ——Cd(I0) ~
| o s o)
2 2 2 ——Pb(ID)
=10} < 10} =, 10 } ——Cd(II)
Nl = S
5| st 51
0 0 # ¥ 0L« ¥
3 7 11 3 7 11
pH pH pH
(a) GOCS (b) Fe-GOCS (¢) Fe@GOCS
El1 GOCS. Fe-GOCS F1 Fe@GOCS ¥} As(V). Cu(Il), Pb(Il) #1 Cd(Il) B9 F & M = ks pH BIZT 1k

Fig. 1

Changes of equilibrium adsorption capacity of GOCS, Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS to As(V),
Cu(I), Pb(Il) and Cd(IT') with pH



5510 R FAREE: BRSPS SR FE IR X o B ) 25 BRAICR 3171

pH=3 B f K, 4358 7.72 mg-g™ F122.54 mg-g”'. 7€ pH=11 i} GOCS X} As(V) [ ¢, 2 H 0.12 mg-g ',
{H Fe@GOCS H1 4 0(F& 1(a) & 1(c)). i Fe-GOCS Xt As(V) B ¢, Bl pH Tt =5 5 5. 25 44 I ) w9 b
o X pH=3 B, g /MK 7.02mgg’; pH=T i, g ikEHK KN 1454 mgg ' (& 1(b)). G5EFR 17T
Hl: BRI, Fe@GOCS X As(V) KB3R5 T GOCS Hl Fe-GOCS, —# X As(V) [y ZBx%
3510 87.99% . 30.20% F127.40%., RN, B& As(V) it #2 i Fe -4 Fi i W BE AN 0.04 mg L', i
F (AR K LA FRHE ) (GB 5749-2022) BT #LE Y 0.3 mg-L™'. il Fe-GOCS ¥ Fe V- Jii & ¥k &
0.4mg- L', fF7E RIS YA, ULIHERYE S F T Fe@GOCS [t Fe-GOCS B A2 5 o H Ik Ak 4 2% 14
T, Fe-GOCS X As(V) 1 r, | it Z 7T GOCS Hl Fe@GOCS, Fe -1 i fa e & 4351 0 F110.08 mg-L™",
WIMET 03 mg L (UBRME. L2 T, Fe@GOCS Wil F FHath &4 T X As(V) B 2Bk, wife s
FAE 2514 T Fe-GOCS ik H . IR, 7EfAEiG M pH &4~ , AFZEBES ) GOCS X As(V) 1Y
EBRRCR LT GOCs.

B LRI, 3 AR REXE Cu() F0 Po(11) (9 5 BR AL AL, g IBEE pH Y3 K2 A,
Hoip, pH=3 i}, GOCS. Fe-GOCS Fll Fe@GOCS ¥ £ Z< [ Cu(Il) #l Pb(Il)., pH=7 i}, GOCS. Fe-
GOCS F1 Fe@GOCS %t Cu(1l) i g, 739 K 18.59. 12.24 F116.92 mg-g ™', XF Pb(I) i ¢, 43 %M 11.21 .,
537 f1 11.60 mg-g ™', i pH=11 i}, 3 FhAF L% Cu(11) F1 Po(IT) 1Y g, AHIT, ¥k & Hok., Hb,
GOCS. Fe-GOCS Fll Fe@GOCS *t Cu(Il) 1 g, 5314 24.97. 24.53 F124.71 mg-g', *f Pb(1l) # g, 47
AR 23.63. 22.77 F122.68 mg-g ' TEHPERIBR L S5AFF BIok KB Fe thi th o AT AT, 3 AP AL ELEY
ANiE T R BRBR S Cu(lD) A1 Po(ID). Hr P44, GOCS B ik H 25 Bk Cu(ll), H ik
Fe@GOCS; xS T £ Fk Po( 1) A45 LW AA B o Bk 2548 & % 83 Cu( 1) A1 Po( 1) A2 7R K fif 5l HL DT
TEAEFICY, 3 FpAL R RS T XF Cu( D) A1 Pb( 1) A9 2Bk o

M1 Cd(I) W ZBRas R b al 71, 3 Bkt kBHE pH=3 R Cd(T1). pH=7 i}, {X GOCS BAY
TS5 B 25 BRI, g AN, 20 5N 0.64 mg-g ' F1 2.57%., 4 pH=11 I}, Fe@GOCS F) % B3 R ¥tk T
GOCS H1 Fe-GOCS, ¢, /3 %7 24.89, 24.65 #119.65 mg-g'. HiM Al 1, GOCS ¥ T & T
bR Cd(ID). MFESME ST, CA(I) 7776 550 A K M sl L U/ FH Y, 0 2 AT R ASE H T
FBk Cd(I).

2.2 RS R R A AFAE

1) FTIR R AE . W AT & A8 FTIR RAESS R AE 2 frs . BB 2 AT AL, GO. CS il GOCS
HAEZMEREA. Hd, GOEEH 1700 cm™ Fff i /&—COOH () C=0 i #ik sh %, 1626 cm™ [ff
KA T O—H ZS iR 8h 04, 1573 em ™ FfF T = —NH, 1 P AS T RRAE 06 R0 1056 cm ™' BT )
C—O—C I h#Rahis, CS KgEH 3434 cm™ [

R N—H {4594, 2919cm ™ f12 874 cm™! Fe@GOCS 63z 3841 073872\92 -
B3I & CH, F1 CH, o C—H i ik shig, 1655 o
em™ i 1 598 om! BT A2 G 1L C=0 B i 4 o

PR, 1432~1322 em™' fff i & CH, #1 CH, A\ 2938287 ! 1062

C—H ZiiRshg, 1158 cm™ fffiT /&2 C—O0—C T 1ess™ 15
9192874 1 423138

5 Ml 4 5 W LA K 1077 oo™ )55 5 25l 4 &gj/////ﬁmwﬁk

WP, K GO 5 CSIRA A, KE /R GOCS 4

E 3430 Cmil I}f{l‘j&%ﬂ(ﬁ?‘tp O_H$U Cs EP 40IOO 35IOO 3(;00 25IOO 20IOO 15IOO 1(;00 S(I)O
N—H M4 IEsh %, 2919 cm ' 12 870 cm™ PE/em!

Mz T CSHh iy C—HMAIRah g, 7F 2 GOCS. Fe-GOCS #1 Fe@GOCS KJ FTIR [EiZ
1062 e Mt T A% R iU R 483 C—O0—C 1 Fig.2 FTIR spectra of GOCS, Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS
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C—O RN, A, GOCSTEL 656 cm ' Wil JE A% ki 5 — CONH—, iZFFFIE UL GO 1)
—COOH 5 CS iy —NH, 23 s, #E & R JE . GOCS B H B R FRAE . Hor,
Fe@GOCS 7E 1 070 cm ™' B 3 tF B Ak PR 25 i iR 2 e, 7E 1 384 em ' B i th B C—OH &' ih 4% 2 0 .
882 cm ! Al 792 cm™! Fff ¥ i B a-FeO(OH) H O—H [ 1hj PN AT 725 fi PR B 06, 2 H 4™ i 4 AiF i i
I, 614 cm™ i Fe—O BY4FAEIE . 1] Fe-GOCS 7 3 421 cm™' 4 3 ) 58 I 2 H K 1/ —OH 5k 73 7%
R E A ) 1063 em ™' AT 1031 em™ BTS2 C—O R34, 1555 cm™ B30T by 06 {1 14 5 1)
—NH, M N FRHEIE, 7E 581 cm™ FIEIE AR ERTT 1Y Fe—O 25 4k sh 1™, b, Fe@GOCS F
Fe-GOCS 7£ 1 632 cm™" BT 444 F T GOCS AYMERL #E—CONH—, X 5% #84R %07 fZsth 2 %1 1
W4 R —3 .

Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS 7t fie It 245 11 T~ LBk As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) #1 Cd(II) J& 4 FTIR [&] 3% 41
3 fFin. HIE 3(a) 1T 0L, Fe-GOCS 7EZB% As(V) &, 1063 cm™ Fl1031 cm ™' B #9 C—O 25 il Ik
BWERG TR, 1M 581 em™ A X ) Fe—O FRAEWE ML 2 561 em ™. X Ui C—H. C—O Ml Fe—O %
AfES 53] As(V) 8. £ LR Cu(ID) 1 Pb(I1) J&, Fe-GOCS H ) Fe—O 43 5l #% & 548 cm™
1568 cm ™' H IR TS, X W] Fe—O A gES 5 LBR . Fe-GOCS-Cd B3 ik 7k, Fe-GOCS 7E 1 456~
1379 cm™ () C—H Z 4 M 45 Iz e B />, {UAE 1384 em™' Zb #4974 C—H Hulg . [[IRT, 78 X%BR
As(V). Cu(Il) A1 Po(T) J&, AL C—H WE(ER, UL C—H I ES 53] As(V). Cu(Il) Al
Pb(Il) £k,

Fe-GOCS-Cd
W
1066 1030

Fe-GOCS-Pb e@GOCS-Pb
reLEE o Fe@GOCS-As 1632138 10593792618
Fe-GOCS-Cu 10661031 06075 O sssb 653
16361381 901 538 Fe@GOCS-Cd

10667 28

Fe-GOCS-As
897
W
1067 1030
Fe-GOCS
% %95
1632 1379 { 581
| 063l 031
. . )

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500 4000 3300 2 600 1900 1200 500

1630 1372 \ /s

Fe@GOCS-Cu

Wi%/em™! e /em!
(a) Fe-GOCS (b) Fe@GOCS

3 Fe-GOCS #1 Fe@GOCS X E L EFH FTIR &g
Fig. 3 FTIR spectra of Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS after removal of heavy metals

Y5 Fe-GOCS W¢ B 1ij J5 RAELE 2K L, Fe@GOCS 7 LBRE ARG, BHieH kA RFEER
Al ( 3(b)). Howr, 7EE B As(V) # Po(ID) J5 ., 614 cm ' [ 32 %F W 9 Fe— O 45 1iF I f 72 &
638 e, ULAh, £ 4LE fig FREE W B R B0 AS W) RR B ek 55, A4 882 em ! A1 792 em™ [ i Y o-
FeO(OH) H O—H f4 1 N AT A8 25 3R sh i . 1070 em ' BT A9 B 2R 25 f R 3006 . 1384 cm ™' B 3T Y
C—OH TR aNI&E LI I 1632 cm™ f)—CONH—., LA A, Fe@GOCS Bk As(V) Al Pb(1l) &£
FhE REIILRIVE OSSR . 528k As(V) A Pb(IT) &5 - A 2, Fe@GOCS 1Bk Ccu(ll) J5, Z41H
Al A 5 0 W 24 . 2158 L X AT RE S A ) Fe@GOCS H1 Y Fe 43 #r, Fe—O 1K & i i & A i dy
fif , Wi Cu( 1) Ay B PR H M 3 A & )@ &8 ™, 5 Fe—O LM% L& O—H. C—OH Al
—CONH—2 0] f AH B AE A58, PRIGXE43 0 (%) B S8 4 sh el 28 48 B i . Fe@GOCS 5 Cd(T) Jx
B JE, AR AE WA B R B B A 4k, W Fe@GOCS % B Cd(I) Jafb 45 e A oAz, £
Fe@GOCS W EE HHeHIIF A S Cd() B4 B FEEH . X —25 R 505" [f AL R 43107 m
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13 25 Bk Cu( 1) AT CA(I) 45 R AB L (021)

Fe@GOCS (1301111
2) XRD #4E . i 47 LA i, GO Fi b/ﬁ%MWWMMWWWW
CS 43 BITE 20 2 12°F01 42°/F 35 LA K2 20°K it A @21)

(9250) RN PDF 81-0462
WA AT, b G E L 45 H, GOCS Y fE B
20=20°M I AFAERT S e, HOEARLARZS | DT AR
/N o X BT GO Il CS B Ty 2 %6 7 Fe- -
GOCS £ 20 g 33°F1 359U Tt BHF A 77 57 0 . “
{1 3596 3 107 S 0 58 T 2 0 N
MR R — B R RS2 . 5 AR fE PDF K R @LM : : ,
(ICDD PDF 72-0469) 1 17 X} B He %5, 8 H B > 22 39 2000) 36 73 90
fr AW AR RO, UL oFe,0, 5 )P 4547 15 B4 GOCS. Fe-GOCS F1 Fe@GOCS #J XRD [
I i 412 S BR 4 FeCl, I GOCS PR W1 g 4 XRD patterns of GOCS, Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS
Fe@GOCS 7E 20 & 17°, 21°, 33°, 34°, 36°LI
Ko 53/} T ¥4 B8 i AT 5 0%, XF L FR E PDF K A (ICDD PDF 81-0462) Jii i i M &H 25, Ll a-
FeO(OH) #" W JE A7 £,

Fe-GOCS Fll Fe@GOCS 7Ef Al 4144 F 26 As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) Al Cd(IT) J& 1Y XRD &5 5 43 51
mE 5) FE 50b) Bra. HE S e H, VAT Fe-GOCS Hl Fe@GOCS 1) 17 5 4 {37 B A & A= I &
WA R H B AT ST L X W] Fe-GOCS Fl Fe@GOCS %4 5 1 B i, 7E 2B E & )8 i h IF %
ARG A . AN, B R S(a) AT, Fe-GOCS i T 20=33°F1 35° 4 A 5 16 HH PR [) B2 J3E A 434 58
X i B Fe-GOCS L1 a-Fe,0, 25 As(V). Cu(Il) #1 Pb(Il) B9 LB, WX+ Cd(Il), a-Fe,0, 751
IR B B A8, U a-Fe,0, IR 2 5 £ Cd(1), XL645 5 5 2.1.1 FTIR 43 #7 (9 45 R — 3%,
W R R WM 25 R CA(IT) /9 25 Br 25 B /K A sl 2R T vE 15 A S *9, fiy 181 5(b) Hhde mT LA
FE i, Fe@GOCS fi7 Wb i i Hh BUAS [ R (9 A8 b . Hovh Fe@GOCS 7E M B As(V) 1 Pb(11) J5, £
T20=17°, 21°, 36°H1 53°4L ) a-FeO(OH) 17 5 U4 s 1 B Wb 3 5 o 3k 7 8 52 ) 1 Wi B 551 v HC At B i
M50, 4 O—H. C—OH M—CONH—%, TEM M Cu(ll) J5, o-FeO(OH) 177 5 0 U (B B fb e
%, ¥E8] a-FeO(OH) % 5 % Cu(1ll). 5 Fe-GOCS %4 Cd(I) J&5 45 5258l , Fe@GOCS-Cd HIAif
SR I AR 4k, F W] Fe@GOCS H1#Y o-FeO(OH) A £ 5 KU .
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Fig. 5 XRD patterns of Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS after removal of heavy metals
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3) SEM # A, GOCS. Fe-GOCS Fil Fe@GOCS 1] SEM £ 45 K unf& 6 frm . nTLAFE H, stk
[l GOCS E G H B A GEE (Bl 6(a)), HEEHTFZ R ARG (& 6(b)). 4 FeCl, R e 5, Fe-
GOCS & A8 15 Bk H A 2400 B (E 6(c)), HEM‘ GOCS 1y | R )2 45 # wk HE 51 5 2% 3k 4 o e AR
BHARERFI R L (B 6(d)), 4565 2.1.2 715 XRD ¥ A0 53 M 1 8 1% 35K R 9 52 ok o K
W5 2 FeCl, Bttt )5, Fe@GOCS i H B AR i HJZ R 4 B AR 4% (K 6(e)) TRIAE, %8 4% =[] 7o 04
B PR s HUR P T (B 6(D), 4545 2.1.2 719 (1) XRD W AH 20 B 8 8 12 1 RER 4 52k 4k Elalkﬂ
HI, GOCS Ze AR 2k 7 X Ja O 2 R 40 kA 84k, [FIRFUESE GOCS #pk i ieho M . ax — 2%
M5 FTIR #1 XRD 434 —3% .

L—1 100 pm |, 4 ey
(a) GOCS(60f%) (b) GOCS(1 8001%)

() Fe-GOCS(120ff) (f) Fe-GOCS(5 000ff)

B 6 GOCS. Fe-GOCS #1 Fe@GOCS HJ SEM &
Fig. 6 SEM images of GOCS, Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS
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Fe-GOCS 1 Fe@GOCS 43 H W B As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) F1 Cd( 1) Ji5 A8 43 WL TE 55 4 1 7 i s
Fe-GOCS Wt As(V') J&5 2 11 55 A W B = Ay BRI 9 7 B ¥ A W A8 Ak, (H Rl i AR > (] 7(a));
W B Ca(l) J5, R B BRR 0 5 B B 0d > B A ANy, B Es B R E 8 HPR Y B (& 7(b)); W Bt

(g) Fe@GOCS-Pb (5 000{)

& 7 Fe-GOCS F Fe@GOCS 4 3l &% As(V). Cu(Il). Pb(Il) 1 Cd(Il) ;5 #J SEM [&
Fig. 7 SEM images of Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS after removing As( V), Cu(Il ), Pb(Il') and Cd( ), respectively
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Pb(1I) /&5 #¥) Fe-GOCS 2 I BRAR W T I S0 & A2 el A48, BEBCR 9y o 1 ARG i, /D10 A0 1 SRR 4 o 48 42
Hor (] 7(c)); Fe-GOCS 75 CA(I1) S vz J B Btk 9y o 1o AR5 oK B i /i 9 o & A B S AR 4k, A3
PR o3 R o i (B 7(d)). X R B Fe-GOCS B R RE#S K Fr CA(1), {H Cd( 1) v] LIAE i 44 K} 3 11 JE

$i. Fe@GOCS 7E 2 % As(V) Ji, B 5 i #8 48 A

RO, HAWREHTRHERRLILY (W

7(e)); WKt Cu() 5 A9 Fe@GOCS 2 11 48 #7312, A2 # R HL 1™ A F (181 7();  £E 2Bk Po(ID)
Ji s A ] ) AAPER DR Ay o B e /L, R A T IR/ INAS S B MR (181 7(2))s 5 Cd(IT) B
J5 i) Fe@GOCS 2 i #8 4 L-F- T R 5L, AL — L4 JPR Yy B 5k BE A R 1 (4] 7(h))-

4)BET #fE, GOCS. Fe-GOCS FIFe@GOCS
() BET LR FURFLES S HEN TR 2, h&2
A UL, GOCS Lt 2 1w BRI AL AR FR 43501 oy 4.22
m>g ' Fl 2.25%107* em’g”'. 4 FeCl, 2k 7 J5
Fe@GOCS [t 2 I B4 5 42.27 m*-g™!, fLIKFH
1% 6.58x107 em® g™, X i 15 R P A& (pH=3)
T Fe@GOCS Xf As(V) B9 W% B = b GOCS &
14.82 mg-g'. [A W, 454 SEM % 1 45 F ,
Fe@GOCS FK 1 i # K 1 HJZ R 53 W 1 #8 9

%2 GOCS F Fe-GOCS 1 Fe@GOCS HJ
L RERMILEHSHK

Table 2 Specific surface area and pore structure parameters of

GOCS, Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS

W2 BEEAA R WA/ (m* g™ FLAEBY(em®g ™)
GOCS 4.22 2.25%10°*

Fe-GOCS 2.10 1.87x10™

Fe@GOCS 42.27 6.58x107*

T — BB W . 28 FeClL MUPEST ., MIELT GOCS, Fe-GOCS HY L F M ARFEAK 2.12 m> g !, 4L
RFUREAK 0.38x107 em®g ', X i 5 Fe-GOCS 7E R PE 2 7F T X+ As(V) By W& B 29820 0.70 mg-g™'. 1H
TR BPE ST, 3 AR T As(V). Cu(ll). Po(Il) #1 CA(Il) B9 E BB WAEELZE R, X
UEHABR BB AR B A 2s 1S54 41, APRLR T A LT . ZREIE S DL LGS FIR S W 25 i L BRACR P4,

23 BAEXK

As(V) 43 HI{E Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS I H
SRR S R, A R B A (g,) PR
1 & 8 T 7k . Fe-GOCS 75 X As(V) B %]
q. A 1319 mg-g™, HAENE AWK 1K,
Fe-GOCS Jf A J& 88 i B 4F 09 W By 2 2R o i
Fe@GOCS Xf As( V) 1 g, Fifi % fiff W F1 W B 178 24
YIS T e wg A Rk, 53X AT RE 5 408t
T BRI R A e . RS S RIS
Fe@GOCS Xf As(V) i g, 1} & ik 22.02 mg-g ',
AL W)t g, 982> 031 mg-g™, B Fe@GOCS
FAEMERLE, ATEE M TRES R AT, [FE
TEREA S o R, AR Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS
H R 43 Fe W R AE KIS, {H Fe V-4 7 &
We FE 4y ) A 0~0.22 mg-L ™' F1 0~0.04 mg-L™", 1/}

- 7
25 . V7 Fe-GOCS
R
g::: m Fe@GOCS
XX RXS S il
R ] <] ]
XX %6% \So% ] %% XX
oo RS KX R RS R
RS ] S0y o o R
20 KX RS KX KX RS R
S B b B B 5
kXS ] (R Y] B (S
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o K] 9%y oo 0% 2%
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2! K 0% oo o S0y
IXX] 9% K&L K& 9% K&
8 B K - -~ B
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z oo RS KX RS o X
w15 B B b B ) %o
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Fig. 8 Variation of equilibrium adsorption capacity to As(V)

during five repeated desorption-adsorption processes

A CHEMEKHK DAFRRE) (GB 5749-2022) 2k 0.3 mg L' BYARERRE . 13X A AL — A Pl A
F 7% i £ 1 Fe@GOCS b Fe-GOCS EL A H hinfa i H B4 iR iR 68 1, i Fe@GOCS nl gk — 2
FHT W B A 2R As(V ) B (Cp=0.95~17.16 mg-L™"), AR M W ¥ X6 PR 85 19 — 1 75 G XU o

2.4 MRETEMN

¥ i il % 1Y) Fe-GOCS 1 Fe@GOCS 5 H Hii ir il & W & A MBS As(V). Cu(ID) #1 Pb( ) Z:BR%L
WibFrxt e, HERWME 3 fran., — i, 7 pH=3 if Fe@GOCS X} As(V) i) r, N 87.99%, ¥j& T
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Table 3 Comparison of material removal performance

o 37 #T  pH IR B (mg L) B /(e L") q/mgg?)  r/% BFCHk
Fe-GOCS As(V) 7 1454  56.74
25 1.0 ENTIEN

Fe@GOCS As(V) 3 22,54 87.99
YORREETE MR A B0 cu(ll) 8 100 0.2 200 38 [36]
AMD-157 As(V) 3 40 0.5 30 85 [49]
B PSR TS e ST - TR As(V) 3 10 1.0 8.5 85 [50]
5 AL AN AR Pb(Il) 7 60 7.5 7.85 97.07 [51]
DIRERERL Pb(ll) 6 50 10 4.94 98.78  [52]

AMD 15 6 & & MR F S 8k 4 15 U8 5T 3R OB -1 956 1R I B R O A L GO R CS Sk TR T v LAY A% AR
Bl 221 6] i) Fe@GOCS il £ 7 v i H B A RAF MR- 5 2EBE 1, Xt Fe@GOCS 7E As(V)
EBRARAE S R BB AT S . A, Fe-GOCS il Fe@GOCS 43 I 76 pH=7 F1 3 i %} 25 mg-L ™" As(V) &
Bk B S, IR A4 11.08 mg L A1 3.08 mg L 19 As(V), M (75K L84 HEbr e )
(GB 18466-2005) H it () A5 o FR %2 5 0.5 mg- L™ Bk, Al F Fe@GOCS X iR 1t J5 15 A5 1 As(V)
TR W — AW AL, 55— 5T, AE pH=7 I}, Fe-GOCS Hl Fe@GOCS Xf Cu(1Il) Y r, 4351~ 49.45%
1 68.38%, HwEn TR GOCS &2 A4 A kA1 4E CS, LB Fe-GOCS Hll Fe@GOCS % Cu( 1) EFR&UR B
U, iXFF Po(I) A Cd( 1) A9 255, Fe-GOCS Fll Fe@GOCS HIBEA P H B 47 19 L BREUR

SR UL, Fe@GOCS REHE I £ Fh 3 4 & B 1 = 0% L Bk R S RM B Fe fii 3 R 358
TORTG YA, — R R A AT A W R R . X T Fe-GOCS,  RETE AN Rl B I A B AT 5k F bR 2 Fh
\EEE T, AN BRI KRR
25 EBRRALE

454 pH. FTIR. XRD #l BET 43 #r 45 £, #Ell T Fe-GOCS #l Fe@GOCS X As(V). Cu(Il).
Pb(IT) A1 Cd(TT) iy L BRHLEE . Fe-GOCS Ml Fe@GOCS 1% f i fif pH,,, 439 & 7.5%7 Fl 8.287, i
W B 5B TE (pH=3) i}, As(V) T % Ll HAsOFE1EM, Fe-GOCS 1 iy a-Fe,0, 1E /K & W h nl IE
W FE AL F i (Fe—OH™,, Fe—OH. FeO )™, b8} 5 i 3L A i 74k, 7E& W s /EH T 25k
HAsO 2 TE 2519 As(V). 1l Fe@GOCS H1 Y a-FeO(OH) A & LA K& f-OH, 7E pH=3 i}, Fe—OH Ji
TALIE W Fe—OH",, 7R SI/ER T &5 As(V)o BARALBRHLHE ] i B R 20 X 3) ik (4) &
SRR (5)-

Fe—OH+H" — Fe - OH;} (3)
2Fe — OH} + HAsO;™ — (Fe — 0),As(OH) 4)
2Fe — OH} +2H,0 + HAsO}™ — (Fe — 0),As(OH) + 20H" (5)

M WAL R PRy, Cu(ID) 1 Pb(T) ¥ & & AR R AR BE K g . o, Cu(ID) A9 7K R 3 2L
PK (DKo .1 1 DK g5 73 90 4 6.5 F1 7.0) /N T Po(IL) B 7K it 5 K0 (DKoo gy 1o B Ky 0 23 9 7.2 711
11.7)5%, 8 Cu(I1) B9 K M AR 2 K T Po(11), Cu(Il) f o 44k 8 422 52 48 B9 I 5 v, 7 X A0 i 1 B
i, JE R Cu-OH FC 8 A SR AETE KB, Xk BIAE P PR 451 T, 2 FobE B4 Cu( D) A9 25 BRAICR &
4. B Cu(I) #1Po(IT) B B /KfAN, 454 FTIR F1 XRD 43 7 45 5%, 78 HAb B BE 4] (Fe-GOCS H i1y
C—H Fil Fe@GOCS 1) C—OH, O—H —CONH—) 2t s RE A B, Fe-GOCS Hl Fe@GOCS
i) Fe—O 43 93 1 5 Cu( 1) A1 Pb( 1) JE i, Fe—O—Cu Fll Fe—O—Pb 2 I 4% & ¥ 52 B0 % Ho iy 2=
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B o 1 CA( TN )Y (PKeeyn B DK g 073 94 9.7 F1 9,558 32 8230 5 [ B /K R 25 B
3 Z5ip

1) Fe-GOCS X} As( V) B L BR %7 pH=7 B 5 B K, N 56.74%. i Fe@GOCS X T As(V) [ %
B FAE pH=3 Bf ik Bl K, N 87.99%. BRMESRMET, WALJE% & Fe@GOCS.

2) TR pH By e A8 X5 Cu( D) A1 Po( 1) A9 L BRBUR MK . Fe-GOCS. Fe@GOCS X Cu(Il) Fll
Pb( 1) i 25 B R AE pH=11 B} $ 1k B F K o 4 GOCS 4, 1E 55 BR PE~Hh 1k & F, % F Cu(ll) Fl
Pb( 1) 192 B WAL 56 7% J& Fe@GOCS.

3) Fe-GOCS H1 Fe@GOCS *f Cd(]]) F14) W 56 T A R e o B AR R A 2 o B SRR 2 R R A M
BEXFCAd(l) B r kB K, HXS5EEMETERNERALE, TES5 cd(l) A SKMEA
Ko

4) T A W B 6 3R SR G, Fe@GOCS Xt As(V) B g 45 i ik 22.02 mg-g™, UK F ¥ iR q. 1
031 mgg', UL Fe@GOCS fFAEYE R 4F, nldE & M TRk & &K, 1 Fe-GOCS Y F- A 1

5) Fe-GOCS i) C—H. Fe—O il C—O “¥'H HEH], Fe@GOCS 1) Fe—O. O—H. C—OH
Al—CONH—% B REHIE As(V)., Cu(Il) Fl Cd(Il) ZBrid i k#EE EEAEH; S 5WHHEZEY
7358 Fe-GOCS H 1 #7464 (a-Fe,0,), Fe@GOCS 4851 [0-FeO(OH)].
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Heavy metals removal by iron modified graphene oxide chitosan
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Abstract To reveal the influence of modification methods on heavy metal ions removal by composites, Fe-
modified graphene oxide chitosan composite microspheres were prepared by immersion evaporation and
coprecipitation, which were named Fe-GOCS and Fe@GOCS, respectively. Batch experiments were conducted
to investigate the removal effects of As (V), Cu (II), Pb (I) and Cd (II) in different water environments (pH=3, 7
and 11), and the removal mechanism was revealed by FTIR, XRD, SEM and BET characterization techniques.
Results showed that: with the increase of pH value, the removal efficiency (7,) of As(V) by Fe-GOCS and
Fe@GOCS showed different trends. The former increased first and then decreased, and the r, reached the
maximum value of 56.74% at pH=7, while the latter gradually decreased, and the r, reached the maximum value
of 87.99% at pH=3. The characterization results showed that As(V)removal by the two materials was related to
the Fe-O bond, and the main reason for the difference in the removal effect was related to the different
morphology of the iron carrier (a-Fe,O, in the former and a-FeO(OH) in the latter). With the increase of pH, the
r, of Cu(Il) and Pb(Il) increased gradually, but the removal effect was the best under neutral conditions, which
was 49.45% and 23.52% (Fe-GOCS), 68.38% and 50.85% (Fe@GOCS), respectively, while they were slightly
worse than those of GOCS. The r, of Cd(Il) also increased gradually, but the maximum r, of Fe-GOCS was
lower than Fe@GOCS, which was 78.30% and 99.16%, respectively. The removal of Cu(Il) and Pb(Il) was
related to ionic hydrolysis on the one hand and mainly through the formation of Fe-O-Cu and Fe-O-Pb complex
on the other hand. The removal of Cd(II) was mainly related to hydrolysis. After five cycles of adsorption, the 7,
of As(V) by Fe@GOCS was still above 80%, but the regeneration ability of Fe-GOCS was poor. On the whole,
the removal effect of Fe@GOCS was slightly better than that of Fe-GOCS, and Fe-GOCS was suitable for a
relatively wide pH range.

Keywords iron form; graphene oxide; chitosan; heavy metals; removal
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