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2. RITAESIHRERERRATR, iR, 430014)

B E LSTREE(CS) AR H YK (NFeMs ) , JF7ER £ Z 8 (PEG) ZCHEVE I F il % CS-NFeMs-PEG
BERCER 3 1 [ BRHE YR I R R LB BRAEAS [ S5 F X Cu (1) MR BRF 35 SR . CS-NFeMs-PEG, 5 BBk (1) Fe £
B pH (B R 5.5, W B SP- A5 ) 20 b, W% BRFAE R T4 5 50— R B 3l 7 2B s i B R A e IR b i
T2 IR BB 2R A5 Cu( 11) BOM AR 8 133.4 mg- g5 ZEAMNEIS A AT 26 B, CS 2 1 # NFeMs Jf- 5
PEG A2 A U AW A B B R AP UL | CS-NFeMs-PEG HEIEER PN 35 52 = 4 R 45 4. G55 W5 M 742 I 1t
R ORFRAE 70 mg- g™ A2 AT, ATRLELAT B4 A A S0 P 44

XA CS, Mtk Cu( 1), CS-NFeMs-PEG, Wfft.

Adsorption of Cu( II ) by modified chitosan gel ball
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Abstract; CS-NFeMs-PEG gel spheres were prepared by using chitosan (CS) as parent-loaded Fe
(NFeMs) and under crosslinking.of PEG. By intermittent batch test to explore the gel ball under
different conditions of Cu(.ll ) adsorption effect. The optimal adsorption pH of CS-NFeMs-PEG gel
spheres was 5.5. The equilibrium time of adsorption was about 20 h and the adsorption process was
more consistent with the quasi-second-order dynamic model. The adsorption process was
spontaneous, endothermic and entropy increasing. According to the adsorption isotherm fitting,
saturated adsorption capacity of Cu( Il ) was 133.4 mg-g™'. Infrared spectrum analysis showed that
CS loaded NFeMs and reacted with PEG form complex substance. Scanning electron microscopy
analysis showed that CS-PEG-NFeMs had three-dimensional network structure inside.After 5 times of
desorption regeneration, the adsorption capacity remained about 70 mg-g™'and the material had good
recycling property.
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TR A5 KHE RS TE 2 A KA KA R i Cu (D) 23 7™ H1 gl A S e B A AR 22 4 PR X I K vh
Cu( 10 ) B Ak PR, DT B2 RFF 5 400 /s W R A Ak B 7 4 J IR K O T LA BUAR IR L 5 T R 40 B A e
FERWE(CS) R—FTLFE T AW R 0 2B i 4 DR LT 5 4 i 8 kA O RS S AR FH Y
FIH(—NH, ) FIFEFE(—OH) (HFHRIRA A CS SRy AR, B S a8 7155 . R £ W2 (PEG) 1
R —Fh BTN R B T AL EE P ) B VR SC BRI, PEG 5 CS SRR T 5] AR 48 8 7 BA
BB A A AR I —C—O—C—5E M | 11 FL AT RAF AL/ = HE IR S50 TRl i 9ok ob A AT B R
PR T AR LA B R A /N RS0 56 ol HERS e BA 25 R 5 R Tt i ) 6 46 I 2 DL 34 (Rl oK A
BHEAE Sy AR .

BT LA, ASCHE T €S R EREA, DL PEG 1B R S8 B5, I 2R HL AT 0 S W B BV o iy ok gk
(NFeMs) ,if & A3 26 il £ NFeMs 43 HU35) H A& 2 = 4E PR Z5H 1Y) CS-NFeMs-PEG #E i BK, If- LA
Cu( 1) 2 HAR Z: BRI k4 TR B 52 560

1 #BF1 7 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 525t

SEERME[ (CH, NO, ) n, 53 ¥ 70—80 J7 , I L BEJE =90.0% | W H (1 i Rk R e A IR 3 ), 3R
Z P EART R S K A ARk IR IR EE | KA EALE UKLl BN A AL AN T B
4l SIS K N 251K
1.2 SEERfYEs

e S BEFE 2% (MPLR-702) ; 7K ¥ 18 3L 41 7 #% ( HZS-H ) B 7 K - ( BSA224S) ; L #6146
(WHL-25A) ; EZSIEHL(AP-019) 5 2240 AT WL 23 Y6 AT (TUZ1810) 5 pH 1 ( PHB-4 AU ) 5 AR 4G 56 i
(100 H ,fL42 0.15 mm) ;{8 B 20 MG ( WQP-510A)s 25 18 %R T4 ( EYELAFDU-2100) ; 4
F BT (SU-8020) .

1.3 NFeMs B4

FREL FeCl,y4H,0/FeCly6H,0/MgGOy+ Mg (OH ) - 5H,0 =1.2:1.8:1.5 " (EE/R L) 4 FeCl,-4H,0 il
FeCly 6H,0 FE/3H% T 100 mL ZE1 /K o R4+ 30 min J5 A MgCO, Mg(OH) ;- 5H,0, 4k 2L 45 HE
PR ZR T8 53 SN K 77 A 1 [ Al e R T (BRES Sh AGr 0 7, A5 B L TUE VA 45 1Y NFeMs.

1.4 CS-NFeMs-PEG BEFERAY H 4

FREL 3 ¢ CS ¥ # T 100 mbu i 26 82 (ARFL 80 1% ) W w71 BE+E 3 h, 33 CS ;8 1 ¢
NFeMs 2248 43 R I AE CS W I o, 4k S 10 L3 5] 73 B TR R FEARIL 3 ¢ PEG A iR
CS-NFeMs{AR R | FF3c Bk 784 5 15 81 CS-NFeMs-PEG %K.

W b2 TR A RS 2 R B 45 (0.9—1.2 mm) , % % 200 mL .1 mol- L™ 5] #i$i+E ) NaOH
VT T E SE I, 7 CS-NFeMs-PEG BEMEEK (2.8—3.0 mm) , BRAL 3 h J5 U I FHZ8 1R ACK BERTBR T
Ve 28 P A T B RS BR T 25 PR T 0, ) B R R T MR T, A g T Tl Ak A el L B R AR
e .

CS-NFeMs-PEG¥E iR ER
Cs-NFeMs-PEG gel ball

RN St
Unmodjﬁedg’o'djgéd

1 CS-NFeMs-PEG &ERER ) i) # i 1
Fig.1 Preparation process of CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls
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1.5 WRRMSEE:

B CS-NFeMs-PEG #ERZER 100 0 ( XA T H 248 0.144 ) , BINF%E4 200 mL, 100 mg- L™ Cu( 1)
W HEE T, 7E 25 °C ,pH=5.5 150 r-min~' 554 FHERE/KEIRS 24 h, #E 30 min J5 L BCER
2,9- L1, 10-FEMMR AT B B B Cu (1) 1.

2 5 51718 (Results and discussion)
2.1 ZLAMAEE ST

A RN BT FE BN Cu (11) WERFHLER, AW R KBr R i, % CS Fl CS-NFeMs-PEG
W FCu (1) BT A9 FTIR [, [ 2 M1 h R,

CS-NFeMs-PEG #EfZER
CS-NFeMs-PEG gel b:

CS-NFeMs-PEG #EEERW fif Cu(1l) J&
S-NFeMs-PEG gel ball adsorption Cu(II)

CS BERBR
CS gel ball

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
Wavenumber/cm ™!

B2 CSHERERA CS-NFeMs-PEG BEBRIR UM Cu( 1) B/S A9 FTIR [
Fig.2 FTIR spectra of CS and CS-NFeMs<PEG gel ball before and after Cu ( I ) adsorption

CS FAY 1030 em™ i —%% C,—OH 44k, 1080 em™' i — %% C,—OH i1 45 ¥% 3 ; 1323 1599 ,
1640 cm™' 23 FIR%F R —CN . —NH, .C =0 fH4a8E3h , 1381 em™ &b ATk 1345 (N—H 1N 25 fhi3gsh) 1y
IR S0 OIS, 1080 em ™ BT 19 95 146k O—H Il N—H 1% v 45 9% 5 18 g 0 o0 78 177 0 4100 22 T I
U 7E 565 cm™ BT IER B &, I JE 8 Fe—O TR, B NFeMs I3 %] CS 152878 em™ BT Hl
BRFEAR B b F R w0 R Y C—H 04 41 2 RO 06 43 2458 AN /NI, 1142 em™ BRI 2 2R 2 B
—C—O—C— 4 Hic s il , WEBH PEG 5 CS it zeik, LA L1t CS \PEG il NFeMs i A il 2 &
Y. Cu( 1) S5, 565 cm™ B ilr Fe—O i ol i B @ 0 55 , LAV AE T Fe—O %, 1381 em™' &b Y BEfE
I 347 (N—H o s iR sh ) i IR 2, — 49 C,—OH , 2% C,—OH FI—CN (1) 45 i 3 14 74
2 IESE CS-NFeMs-PEGf1)—NH, .—OH Fl—C—0—C—251 5 5 W Bk 7 4 = B2 0 B2 15 520 Bl
PRSI | J2: CS-NFeMs-PEG BECER [ f—NH, FI—OH 2535 4 5L A i 5 B 23 BB i Cu (1) B g
Pt RIS T 5 Ca (1) B A R A RN, 1E I A iR 265 4 i [ s L0
2.2 SEM FEAE

X} CS/CS-NFeMs-PEG &ECERYS VR T J5 AT Rl 8%, 3RAFJ5 BT A3 S W B 3 B s AR IR 43501 Ky
CS Fll CS-NFeMs-PEG BEEERAE 5000 20000 F1 50000 Jl AAEL T (022 1HE 51 K.

HIE 3 F i, CS BERCERTE AR RSB T IR A0 R, Ri6H HBU% R WERIFLIR S5, b3
THIFRARXT /0N 5 [FIWE CS-NFeMs-PEG BERCIRAHH L BT IE 50 K & B, CS-NFeMs-PEG &8 e 35k N 25 # 43%
Py HLALTE LA ] Ao 2 TR MRS 3 0 2 o B SR R A8 5 A 1, T 1Y U 5 381 iy 8 22 LA R AL X
) = HERRIRZEHE X AT RBJZ R R PEG 5 CS KA B 7 28 EAE T8, X PR &5 4 45 R F Cu( 1) § 612
CS-NFeMs-PEG HEBCER IS , I T R AR B o ek 30 St weg g i1 1°7
2.3 (CS/CS-NFeMs-PEG i BRI -2 %

53 HIHL 0.144 ¢ CS CS-NFeMs-PEG BERCER , #2124 200 mL 100 mg- L™ Cu( 11 ) W HEE IR
1 #E 25 °C .pH=5.5,150 r-min™ 55 FEIE/KIEIRT 24 h, B 4 h BRI Ca( 1) 255 A 4
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% 4 LA, 4530 % P T CS-NFeMs-PEG SEBEHR A Cu( 1) Bt 3 5 T CS BEsk, T
S NFeMs 295 106155 E CS VIR, NFeMs LK i) TR ST A FUN, Cu( 1) 55 NFeMs 1K
BRI IEFEAM LR BRI 205 5551 PEG 5 CS SEIRAEECR I 3 5 AR ALY = A DR S 1
SR B 10 Y I BLAE 77 ELSI A T ACREAE S Cu (1) A SRAUES 29— C—0—C— 38

CSEEHEER(X 5000)

10.0 pm i
55

CS-NFeMs-PEGEEBEER( X 5000) CS-NFeMs-PEGEERER( X 20000) CS-NFeMs-PEGHEEER( X 50000)

3 CS/CS-NFeMs-PEG SEBEK i 4 i B2 51 4]
Fig.3 Scanning electron microscopic morphology of CS gel ball and CS-NFeMs-PEG gel ball

120 - EE=3 CS ##ficEk CS gel ball
. [ CS-NFeMs-PEG #EiBk CS-NFeMs-PEG gel ball
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(=}
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4 CS Il CS-NFeMs-PEG HEEER I Bt x Lt
Fig.4 Adsorption capacity comparison of CS and CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls

2.4 CS-NFeMs-PEG BERZERB M XT Cu ( 1) M BFHALCR (152 1

43 HL 0.072.,0.108 ,0.144 .0.180,0.216 ¢ BBk %244 200 mL /9 50 mg- L™ A1 100 mg- L™
Cu( I1) WA, 7E 25 € .pH =5.5 150 r-min™' £/ FIHE/KBIRD 24 h. 457 0K 5 iR,
Cu (1) Py W B ek i o WO I 700 43¢ o 1 185 2 i 398 i, = 2 3 A1 2 i o O o 50 88 m k) 348 o, WO A7
(—NH, .—OH Fl—C—0—C—) ¥4 2 | K I B SCR b & 1G5 0 75 B I 2, BE IS BRAR N i 7E 0.144—
0.216 g JEIEP, W R AN SR 0 38N, % lE 25 1 | I 1 S50 T FHEE A BRI 252 1 0.144 ¢
2.5 VAW pH XFCu( 1) W B A 52

51 IHL 0.144 g () CS/CS-NFeMs-PEG BEEEK, #N%] 200 mL 100 mg- L™ A Cu( 11 ) ¥ .24 pH>
5.5 B, Ca( I0) 7RV A W S8 AOAT BRGS0 8 SR v B ), BSOAR SO B9 AR U Y ¥ TR
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i pH=3.5.4 4.5.5.5.5,7E 25 C,150 r-min” 5/ FEEAKBIRS 24 h, & FERPCa( 1) & &,
53R ANIE 6 7, CS/CS-NFeMs-PEG SR W B & AR5 pH B9 - 3 0, 3528 I R pH BRI
SR, K& HORICu( ) S5 W B A5, 17 HL CS 475 119 C,—NH, 5 i FAbIE A C,—NH; , 5Cu( )
PR LR ) R BB BRI B A B AT B pH BYSE N, HOVR T %, CS 231 Hh—NH, I 9 ik, BRI Bk
cou( 1) BECALAE Jy 3458 ) [w]f &2 B8 pH =5.5 I CS/CS-NFeMs-PEG #E i BR i) W it 45 08 B e ok, 43
I8 46.23 mg-g ™ F1101.39 mg-g ™', BUARBFFEBE e fd: pH {0 5.5. [FWSCE4F T CS-NFeMs-PEG BEE
BRI SRR DL T CS BERSEK , FRREDIE 2.3 ik,

100 [ CS %ERER CS gel ball
1201 CS-NFeMs-PEG $EfcHk CS-NFeMs-PEG gel ball

~ 100}

T 80| :
¥ 2
< ;
B —*— 100 mg-L! s
g 60 k- —a— 50 mg-L7! g
S =
£ £
§ 40 b g
<
20 L L 1 L 1 L 1 s J Hif filfi
0.072 0.108 0.144 0.180 0.216 . 4.0 45
The addition of CS-NFeMs-PEG gel ball/g pH
Bl 5 CS-NFeMs-PEG H$EBEREE TN 12k X7 1082 B 04 5 i B 6 CS fll CS-NFeMs-PEG BEERTEAIR] pH
Fig.5 Effect of CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls TRFCu( 1) BB
dosage on adsorption Fig.6Adsorption of Cu ( II ) by CS and CS-NFeMs-PEG

gel ball at different pH value
2.6 W3 T2
HUH {7y 0.144 g 1Y CS-NFeMs-PEG BEEER #4015 200 mL 4 50 mg- L™ #1100 mg-L ™' Cu( I ) fO4EIE
T, #E 25 C .pH =5.5.150 r-min~' F5 4 T E K EIR G 24 h, W RO AE 7 Fros, W B & BE 5
Cu (1) BI a2 R 388 I Ir 386 o, o] B0 Jonn I FRF I vk 38 2 1 i A% 0k 80 7, R o AR T DA SR 1) 361 A
PR SBT3, 88 Jorn g o 50 AR08 o 5 140 4 A2 5 7R TR e B B, W Bt = A PR 33X T B L B B AH
22 R I e 2R A, W B R DA SR T 0k 3 Bl B A AT, Cu (T ) S22 1) 955 8, BHL 3 Jin
K, DR HIRE 638 55 P i 220 h A Ak 8 W% RS- 18
120
100

80

60

qe/(mg-g ")

O 50 mg-L7!
A 100 mg-L™!

40

0HF e W— R 3 AR
Vi Quasi-first-order dynamic model
N — = R

Dl 41 (I)ua}si-Isec?ndl-orflerldyrllanllic fnoldel |
0 150 300 450 600 750 900 1050 1200 1350 1500
t/min

B 7 CS-NFeMs-PEG &EERIE 2l )27 A 0L 5
Fig.7 Kinetics model fitting results for CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls

B —2eah J2 (3K 1) sl I (3K 2) FUBDRL N OB R (5 3) X e g AR A T 45
qtzqc(l_e_kll) (1)

2kt
q.r (2)

%= 1+ qkyt



2018 B2 53 1k 2 39 &

q =k, 1" +C (3)
g, ¢ B 20 B R0 AR I B 25 0 (g e g™ ) 5., o WO RF P 87 e O R 5500 %) W B 25 B (mg - g7 ) 52 SR WG B AT
6] (min) 3k, A—ZGH A E (min™" ) o, AL AR EL g+ (mg-min) ' ] 5k, R ORI HIGHE R R
[ mg- (g-min®) ' ];C A HHFEAXRMFEE (mg-g™ ) s MAESEILE 1, R 1 ATHICu( 1) Wk ETE
50 mg-L7'H1 100 mg - L7 &4 N, WL =9 8h Ji 220 RR K T —H%8h Ji B #H R Hk, Ui
CS-NFeMs-PEGHEREERAT Cu (1) A M B2k 72 DA AN BC A S TR A4k 2 M B Sk 32 [l s Sife EL A 3L

=3 WS PAE Y EPE 2 e
Table 1 Kinetics parameter for Cu( II ) adsorption onto CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls
Cu( I) WIlRHR

B 2R The initial concentration of Cu( II )/ (mg-L™")
Model Parameter
50 100
q./(mg-g™") 45.15 105.96
o CIVIE i ky(x107)/min”"! 4.53 3.28
R? 0.9926 0.9894
q./(mg-g™") 61.96 132.9
T ) ky(x107) /[ g+ (mg-min) '] 7.702 2.439
R? 0.9949 0.9937
0.5y -1
k,/[ mg- (g min®*) "] 3.909 1.077
UKL 4 RO A C/(mg-g™") 1.104 4.881
R? 0.989 0.955

1 8 Sy g, F 1™ B RURL A B IR LA 5 — B I AR A B R RS B A PEG UMM EXF CS
SEHR AT ARAF R R AL = HERUIR Z5 4, T REA FLAE Y B SR , 2% Cu (1) 149 WRZ 3 25 kg o A A
ST R IHG R) AR P 3 RO 8 ok 52 36 R i — 2B AU 5, SR T 5 0 IS ok AL T2 5 g 582 i R o 2 % ) 22

% PP B AR R, LR = 0.95550.95  FRLITUR 37 HOR SR BRL  Hese rgofe — B 00

120

| m 50 mg-L™!
b -1
100 A 100 mg:L M

80
& 60 |
£ L
= 40 F
20
o b

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 )

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

£*5/min

B8 Cu( I)MeRihid A A0 N I R R &

Fig.8 Cu ( II) adsorption process of fitting results by intra-particle diffusion model

2.7 R EE R W B S 5 ) 5

X 0.144 g i) CS-NFeMs-PEG BEERI AN 200 mL 100 mg-L ™' Cu( I ) % B4, 76 25 35,
45.55 °C,pH=5.5 150 r-min ' Z504 FEIRKVEIR 20 h, B8 m5 D0 EyEW A Ca( 1) M.

I R AR T 2 0 R R 20 ALy TR T X R o b AR A s, L (4) L (5) FI(6) -

q()
K =— 4
“TC (4)
AG =- RTInK, (5)

AG = AH - TAS (6)
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K, g REEA B (mg - g™ ) 5 €, AR BT e BE (mg - L71) 5 AG R 35 1 7 A H g A2
(kJ-mol™) ;R FE/RHAH S AR HHL (M 8.314 J+ (mol -K) ™, T Fm S # I (K) ; K Fon AR E T
B P 5 K0 (Lomol ') s AH FR/RKEAE (kI »mol ™) ;AS F/RMHAE [T+ (mol - K) ™' |, WL 2. i 2 7l
1, 7E 298.15—328.15 K 1 Bl P, -8 1082 56 B 25 0 B8 0 FH s T FHES L AG < 0, AH=7.466 > 0 1d I W fff
N A2 A R ST WG R A — MR S P, T i B A B TR T s AS =0.0353 > 0, BEHABE
BRI B Cu ( 1) 352 W BRSP4 22 09 B bl B2 BT, R g ad &, DL 1B CS-NFeMs-PEG #E i Bk
X Cu( I1) A5 555 W SRR At

2 CS-NFeMs-PEG BERCERMHCu( 1) ) 2 240k
Table 2 Thermodynamic parameter of Cu ( Il ) adsorption by CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls

q./ AG/ AH/ AS/
/K InK(. » o -1 R?
(mg'g_]) (kJ+mol™") (KJ+mol™) [J(mol-K)™"]
298.15 100.4 1.217 -3.017
308.15 104.4 1.354 -3.470 7.466 0.0353 0.986
318.15 106.3 1.426 -3.772
328.15 108.3 1.501 -4.093

2.8 Cu( IT) 00y e J3 X g B it 752 4 52 i

S BIEEH 200 mL BIEAHEE K 50,100,200,300,400,500 mg- L By Cu( ) ¥, 7£ 25 °C .pH=5.5
150 remin™ Z5 P8 FHEIRAKIAHR 20 h, WEBH 58 BRI E I Cu (IL) W

M 9 AT, Cu( I1) BRI AR BETE 50—200 mg- L™ JE R P, BRI BR 00 W i 5 Cu ( 11 ) W HA e ) L
TR R, AT RER B Cu( I1) W0 A T B A By BE I BR 5 Cu( 1) 9 A 80 B 48 4 3 ; 200—
400 mg- L™ A, W B S 5 BT 2% , T RE S BB Cu( I1 ) 0 vl B2 AR08 0, A3 200l 43k 328 i T -
T2 PR Ay R o 50 0 3 A7 e 8 — i 1Y), TS 23 BIX 8l g R T T AR R VA o 2 T < J e 8 2 AR 3 P
B A FE R, BRI T B L v i BE B, 5 e R BASE 5 TR, VR 22 5 IR 400—500 mg- L7
FEL P, T B R A TRAE , 76 500 mg- L BRI B Kl 124.2 mg-g ™.

130
- P ’I
120
__110f
‘e L
& 100 ,
= | —— Langmuir %!
= 90 Langmuir model
-------- Freundlich f£%
i Frenudlich model
80
70 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Co/(mg-L™")

9 CS-NFeMs-PEG HERLER I B Cu (1) 08 B 452 2k
Fig.9 Adsorption isotherm of Cu ( I ) onto CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls

MR CS-NFeMs-PEG &k i3k Cu( 11) 19 AH H.AE T, XF 52 36 5040 43 5] #6417 Langmuir (X 7) F
Freundlich ( 3\ 8 ) 2R M BT AU A5

qul, C(= (,7
=k C )
qcsz Vn Cc (8>

A, g RN R (mg - g7 ) 5 g, s B Z AR M i (mg - g7 ) s K, 78 Langmuir W FfF 45 I H 4%
(Lemg™) ;C, FmMgBih A BE (mg- L") K, %R Freundlich W B 4538 50 (L-mg™) ;n FRIEAY
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W B SE A0 77.5% 3 4 Langmuir F1 Freundlich 257 W AR IR LR MEILG T S48

&3 CS-NFeMs-PEG BEERWEFFCu( 11 ) 1) Langmuir 1 Freundlish 23R8 AH 251
Table 3  The isotherm parameters for Cu( Il ) adsorption onto CS-NFeMs-PEG gel balls

Langnuir Freundlish
Gl
Heavy metal In’ ki (x1072)/ R2 ke/ 1/n R2
(mg-g™) (L-mg™") (L-mg™)
Cu(Il) 133.4 2.309 0.979 32.8 4.577 0.982

i 2 3 A] A Langmuir LS 1 R*/NT Freundlish S5 09 R®, W Freundlish 5 A48 I H
IR E AR % Cu (1) AR LA Z2 J2 IR R 3 (R B R 25 BN, 100 BH R o o P e L 22 )2 W0
PO B I AP S B0 B O A B KA AR R R 133.4 mg- g™, A T R 43 SRR A0 et 5T SR I o
FR P BRI BT S, 1 L3R 4.

R4 TR Cu (D) AW
Table 4 Comparison of adsorption capacity for Cu( Il ) onto different CS-based adsorbents

S e 551 g B ik E =BT
Adsorbent Adsorptive capacity/ (mg-g™") Reference documentation
KR A T B R 39.1 [16]

KRS 70 R 60.60 [17]

BRI RMEREPE R 48.3 [18]
CTS-IA-AA BEY) 124 [19]

A AN B e R 81.75 [20]

B R A AN B e R R G 99,93 [20]
CS-NFeMs-PEG BEIRER 133.4 piN

2.9 CS-NFeMs-PEG B BR (1) i i A6 21 AL

FESER ) TR FH 2R 3% FH AN A BRASR HBRE 15 2] d5e 4, 17 W82 6 390 194 T Sc P 1) mT DA A AR R A
R A NFeMs 75 45 J@ ZE 0 (A RIR AL T CS-NFeMs-PEG B ER 0 PN 3B 2R 450 | 52 B 3500 1Y)
MUBRR B, 5O lR T CS BEREER 5 i (A i B T Ao 3otk 1 52 o 5510 52 = DA ¥ b 4 B WA | TR 1 25 R 6 e
BRIEAT I BRI BRI .

ARSI W R A ARG 0.144 o BECER I B g, 6 1% 9% HCL X CS-NFeMs-PEG #E i
BRIGEE 24 h, BB Z )5 (Y CS-NFeMs-PEG #E £k FH 28 187K 18 U8 T3, 101 J5 64T P I B S 6, S 70 240
5 IK.CS-NFeMs-PEG BBk B 1E A FHERE AN & 10 FrR. B Aot s

Fi4: CS-NEeMs-PEG #Ei Bk i) W [ 52 %8 i vk fa 100 [~ Em [ % Desorption rate
FHFEAT, T RE R R 4t B 19 19 HC 375 9805 18 58 i '
BF, 2D AR B0 PR Cu (1) e LA B DR MGG , [ el
Wi 5 Y 8 BT 385 B S kA /N s ik Bt O AL 2
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(2) B¢ CS-NFeMs-PEG BEREEKXT Cu( 1) YWz BHPERE , IR0 pH IR BA B[] R EEFICu( 1) 9146k
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(3) XF CS-NFeMs-PEG it BR (% it B A 2 ef FH A 5%, CS-NFeMs-PEG % B BR i B8 K. 4 (19 545 Fn i
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