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Preparation of 3-APTES modified clay rock and its
adsorption for U(VI])
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Abstract 3-aminopropyltriethoxysilane (3-APTES) modified clay rock was characterized by X-ray
fluorescence spectrometry (XRF), infrared spectrometer (FT-IR) and scanning electron microscope
(SEM). The characterization results showed that 3-APTES modified clay rock had no fixed surface
structure and was mostly lamellar crystal with irregular polygonal shape. Using 3-APTES modified
clay rock as the adsorption medium, the effect of reaction time, initial concentration, aqueous phase
pH value, solid-liquid ratio, experimental temperature and ionic species on absorption of U(VI) were
explored. The experimental results showed that when the pH was 3, the initial concentration of U(VI)
was 50 ug'mL™", and the solid-liquid ratio was 1 : 200, the adsorption of U(VI) on the 3-APTES
modified clay rock reached equilibrium after 120 minutes. The adsorption effect was the best.
Warming helps to improve its adsorption performance; Ca*", HCO; and CO;™ ions in the solution

greatly inhibited the adsorption performance of 3-APTES modified clay rock.

2020 4= 7 A 9 H Utk (Received: July 9, 2020).
* ERHRFERS (41630646 ) BEHh.
Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (41630646).
* % JBWELZRA Corresponding author, Tel: 0816-6089871, E-mail: leng yc@swust.deu.cn


https://doi.org/10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2020070902
https://doi.org/10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2020070902

11 PRI 3-8 BN B = U Rk (3-APTES ) BUMER 12 i 1 85 B XAl UCVL) f % B 3591

Keywords 3-APTES, modification, clay rock, adsorption, U(VI).

R AL, IS 2258 A PR 2 0 NI AR 25 3 I A B A 3 . R PR B v ) il AR KA R T — LA
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1 SEEHERS) (Experimental section)

1.1 MRS
111 fYes

JI-2 E IR B 1Pk 2% . DZTW 1H I B #445 | DHG-9020-2 5 iR 20 b 446 . UPT-11-10T 4fi K #L .
FA2004A HLF 43 M1 K-, DZS-708L HLF pH 31, L500 &3k &5 0L, UV-3150 S50 K6 JE 1. Axios
X Pk %L . Spectrum One ZLAMEIEAY . Ultra 55 37 % S4B T B4
1.1.2 35

3-FILN I = A SRR 3-APTES)., Jo/K 41 fisR . bR . A A, S Abs . S ALah . iR
L ORALEE . S ER AN . BRER AN . R ER A BN . MR A L SRR L bR HEE W UGV (pH=S, R B
200 mg-L™").
12 Sk
1.2.1 Bt 25 ny il 5

B4 g K LAY, i, DRIt 200 H S, B TERAR T 80 °C HtkE =58 & T, 1 TR 5
FKE 5 FP A 200 mL 958 F/K . 2 mL 1 mol- L™ AYERER A1 2 mL 2 mol- L™ FURS AR, 78 % iR T i FiiE
T 1B PR LA 1000 romin' [5G HEHEFE 6 h, SRS + A HEATER P TG AL B 16 AL S RS 25 A = SR
H, A 200 mL JEoK OB, = SRR AU ER A S5 0F T, i A T I B P R TR A 2 b, (L
e SE MUK % . A G FEE A 2 mL B 3-APTES 17870 52 %, kL0818 # 4 h. [0 58 iR /7
Py A L LS SR A T, 7E 80 °C (W ELAS S5 N A TR T, B 3 h FHIJC/K SBEEHEAT vk 1R,
BEAE 6—8 IR, fEr=Woe & T 5 BD T 15 3 3-APTES sttERS + 7
122 WERFSCER

FRHL 0.04 g 3-APTES BUPE Kl 4 B 8045 T, il A 2 mL 19 200 pg-mL™" 19 UV bRl f 2 45 2
8 mL. K 50 A5 i B E R R T AR T A TR, 4 R A s ) A3 S B B0, IO R R
LA LA 3000 r-min™ A5 3 B0 20 min. B0 )5 3-APTES BUH kG 15 B AR B O IS HE, B 1 mL |
HIRT 10 mL A2 5, )5 I A 0.5 mL 4 0.5 mol-L™ $h iR Al 2 mL JFi 8 4k )& 0.1% AY{EZ M I
R, F2AT T FH 28 A0 o3 6 B I i v B I SRS . A S 63 o0 M B 4 i R B (K () e R AE IR B
R,

Ag—A)XV

K, = %

o, A—UVD) BRI, ug-mL s A— P J5 /KA UV B9 EZ, pg-mL™s V — WA Bt ) S A

(D
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T, mL; M—JIN A 3-APTES ek Pkt + 41 i, g
2 LEE 551G (Results and discussion)

2.1 ORGSR, e B SR AR
2.1.1 XRF 5

R 55 I 3-APTES B PEAS +55 19 XRF 0 A &5 2R 03k 1 s, i3 1 nl i, Al 24 K& 3-APTES 4
PERG oAt AR 2%, Siy Ca, ALJTER BT &7 LEHBOR, Herp Si0, A& 2 7E Rl i Kookt £ 5 v i
1 50.00%, if & A /DY Feo K, Mg, Na 550K, HASLATS & S AW AL X AFAE T 3-APTES BiCPEHS £
A

R 1 KitE. 3-APTES SRR+ 8 8RS (%)
Table 1 Main components of claystone, 3-APTES modified claystone(%)

%y AL A2 HHCEIH AR Eiéwey i) A IAE
Composition Claystonel  Claystone2 Average value Modified claystone 1 Modified claystone 2 Average value
Si0, 52.92 49.08 51.00 49.67 52.88 51.28
CaO 21.84 18.53 20.19 21.68 17.69 19.69
AL)O, 14.71 15.20 14.96 14.86 15.23 15.04
Fe,0, 5.82 5.93 5.88 5.66 5.98 5.82
K,0 3.09 2.56 2.83 2.70 2.88 2.79
MgO 2.75 2.88 2.82 2.82 2.68 2.75
Na,O 0.87 0.95 091 0.87 0.94 0.90
TiO, 0.63 0.68 0.66 0.63 0.67 0.65

2,12 LAMERERIES 48T

HCPERT T R T A LA ERE VLR 1. f & 1 AT%1, 3415.31 em™ Abh Si—OH #H4i R4, 2917.77 cm™
Ak Shy C—H B ) A 4 BR sl g (U FR ), 1644.98 em ™ 4b ok H,O—OH #2541 sh 0, ek A Je B R 3 4>
W 5% 4 — A, UEHTHEA T 2Rk J5 , X BB S5 M JF R & R U 1454.06 em ! kS C—O—H B4R R 2
W, AT i i 0 REAR T O, 1 I K + A i C—O—H #E Wk 3-APRES H [ —NH, %38, 1031.73 cm
by Si—O B T P A 47 B sl e, el S5 a2 e Y T AR B S 3 O, U Si—O BRI N, iX 5 3-APTES
k22 LA AT . 873.59 em™ Ab Y C—H #3454k 21K 25 . 7€ 470.54 em™ 40 1Y Si—O—Al #2454k 51y
A TE RRLRE o, 30 Y 32 ) K 3 A, 3X 2 T 3-APTES WS4 Si—O 8 S5k5 - 5 h i ALJR F4 &
JHT Y Si—O—Al#E. i LT 1 3-APTES BUM K 24 W eie ik s Fe R 2 & A fF C—O—H 4. Si—O fi:
H1 Si—O—Al githb. I 3224 R B AR, 5 MR FLA 55K 071

80

PJE Aff ificati
% Mol Affer modification
e 60T 291777 1644.98 2 60
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g g Bt AT
g 40 5} | Before
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Fig.1 FT-IR spectrum analysis of laystone
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2.1.3  SEM EAE 5437

3-APTES e tEAl 4 0y m i Be a5 SR an 1 2 Fras. i &l 2 i RUE ), 3-APTES BUHE K 1A 1% A [
FE RIS, 220 B AN 2230 50 03 Rt s AR, TR 848 S A FURE, 28 [RI S5 40 4 A1 43 8, 45 i A
[EFLBR K, 25 2. X HE R 5 (45 3-APTES BCME Kl 25 04 T KA LU R TETFR . B8 22 i I A7 e, BIVIEG
LA A8 ) % 1T T g

e FirBefore modification Yo J& After modification

B 2 3-APTES sttt 2 41 A B ]
Fig.2 SEM chart of 3-APTES Modified Claystone(a before modification,b after modification)
2.2 BCMERE AR UV W% B e 5T
2.2.1 IS RDXS R R FE Y 52 0
ZFIR T, FREL0.04 g 3-APTES BCPEAS 125 2L, LA 2 mL () 200 pg-mL™" (% UV A3
SEASZE 8 mL. 75 pH 5 BYZET, 2542 W RF s (B X Se o 4= 2 %k U(VD) B s, 25 - 3 B, t &l 3
AT, 3-APTES Bl A5 %t U(VE) 0 W B ek Bt s I Fsf T 1140 485 Jor 1T 6 4, W05 o 38 4 i s [ ) 385 o g A
DT /)N 120 mmvin Hsf 18 68 8 381 5 A, R B 3k 381 - £
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Fig.3 Effect of adsorption duration on U(VI) removal

2.2.2 HoIHf e X W BRHE BE A5

T, FRE0.04 g 3-APTES e MEAS + 24 BB T, IIA 2 mL A [0 45 BE ) UV FRi T
ERZE 8mL. 7 pH S 4F T, W FF 120 min, 25 28 AN [R] ¥ B2 X S0 Kl 424 X UCVD) B9 52, 245 5 4
4 fi7n. B & 4 AT, 3-APTES BR324 %5 UV iYW BfH: BE BE & U(VI) 7053 B2 110 15 O 51 14 558 )5 Uk
55, o TROE . S HTIA 2 T 3-APTES BUMERS 155 & A K i &5 | Rk | Bl SURE S5 BILIG
PRI, R 5 W ) UV DAk 2e s B X456, [FII 3-APTES BUPEARS A A FLI TR S s i 2
FLAGFR LSS, TR UV AW BB S (R IR RS A, B2 R B 24 UV WILAHREN 50 pgrmL!
i, 3-APTES BVl 25 v By W B e 67 2 36 A B UV BT o 4, A 224 B 60 s T T Ak 20 BEH
i UCVD, UCVD) 2 5 8 Wb i H A 25 145 5, DUahme Ak & 4 008 i 25 A2 7, LSO Wb i
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U(VD) e B2 BEAR, T W B A UV B i R — 0, SR IR R TREBH, B2 K EBE T —E.
50 pg'mL™' 2 3-APTES Bttt LA W U(VI) fh fe vk
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Fig.4 Effect of U(VI) initial concentrations on U( V) adsorption
2.2.3 [T XS R B FE 52 T
R, FREC—E B2 19 3-APTES B A + 24 B 204, A 2 mL (9 50 pg-mL™" 19 U(VD) 4R80T
FEZSZE 8 mL. 7E pH 5 BYZAF T, B 120 min, 25 4[] BT 0 B HRG A % UCVD) B2, 25580
K5 ez, &S al g, BEE [ LE A3 730 R 880 K AR 5688 K5 /. i 2] 0 24 3-APTES Bkl
LA BN, 3-APTES BUHR 1A 2 11 A W A7 s A 2 LLKE UV 58 2B, UV PUB 5 25 1
AR XU B A A TV IR D s R B B BB, W B 57 s AN 38 22, o0 150 29 8088 R A e T
KB —REAE G, W BRF IR B0 00 AN, Ak Sl 38 48 A UV e AS T8 0 B, 57 T AR o O i ik >, K 1E
TR T2 200 Ay sk A A g A [ A L LI 20 C AR B R, e AR K 9.969 mgrg . [ A SRR R
PR A A R AW B 2.352 mg-g !, oMk - A W R RE R .
30000F
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Fig.5 Effect of solid-liquid ratio on U(VI) adsorption

2.2.4  pH W FFFE BB A 5 e

=il 1, FREL0.04 g 3-APTES 2Pl 455 FI B0 A&, A 2 mL 9 50 pg-mL™" #9 U(VI) #5852
7252 8 mL. W 120 min, % ZEAR A pH XS 2evEKG A% UCVD) 20, 25 Rk 6 s, mi &l 6 al i,
4 pH {H/NT 5 1), 3-APTES BUHEAS 138 X5 U(VE) #09W BR23 BiC 2 £ Bl pH A% 35 DR 4 Ok 24 pH (45 T
5, Ky (IR B 5K, S AW R pH {E 24 pH KT 5 0, 20 P 22 8066 pH R3S R Mo/ 102 i TR
PEZAETR, UCVD) LRV WD LA B U0 I A A, UV IR 32 22 5 U0 5 EAER A A MLIEHEE
REM LR ZE A, MNAWP &8 B2 1Y, 25 3-APTES Stk 124 I —NH, fl—OH 454, 5U0; 5% 4
M W6 2 A5, B 6 T UV BB 5 BE S pH LAY 3 R, UO,CO; 5 9 OH 4% 5 2R i
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U0, (COs)>, W5 T R, B OH BYFFLEIE N, U0, (COs)> 2 it i OH U A i UOL(CO5)5+, H
WMERE 3-APTES Stk A W B, Ml %t UV B RFF. R ki 8 19 OH b 2 5 +RE v A A HLIG
PESEABCAL, o 5 R W B BC A7 5, UV i A e S i, Dm0 id 2280 K, (ELREAIK.

60000

50000 l\

40000 F \

30000 \
[
20000 \

10000 [

!

Ky/(mL-g

[
4 5 6 7 8 9 10
pH

0

B 6 AN pH Xtk B RE ) 2
Fig.6 Effect of pH on U(VI) adsorption

2.2.5 I EE XTI R BE B9 5 0

FRUL 0.04 g 3-APTES 2ttt 75 2080 H, A 2 mL (89 50 pg-mL™ (9 U(VD) bR dfE 45 2 8 mL.
TE pH 5 BYARAFT, WeFfF 120 min, 252 [a] 3 B2 X o Mpl 8 x5k UCVD) By 52, 25 R aniEl 7 fieoos. i 7
AL, 430 3RS R S M AR, I o TR %) 3 v WS T 2R S0 R o, R R 2 R R 156 ke
LR W N, FHIRIE K 3-APTES Bt RG 124 6 UV YW B &t i & 7 AT, JEE 20 °C B4 IE &
B, ©Ik 15800 mL g™, W FHAICR RAT, 25 FE S 2544, W B T 765 R T 2R AT

120000 (- .
100000 |

80000

60000 -

40000 -

20000 [ _/
L ./

10 20 30 40 50

Temperature/ C
B 7l T R B FE 52 )
Fig.7 Effect of temperature on U(VI) adsorption

Kg/(mL-g™")

0

2.2.6  ANIRIES T 4T W B BE Y52
FREL 0.04 g 3-APTES Bt + 4 B B0, A 2 mL 9 50 pg-mL™ #9 UV bR 2 2% 8 mL.
TE pH 5 24T, WBH 120 min, 25 28N [R5 15X Al =% UCVD) 52, g5 5 anfel 8 s, i &l 8
AT, Na % 05 B 280 R AR TE 52 ma), K Mg X6 W B % 30 i 7 18 55, Ca Sl ROR i 10 3. 302 i Tl
F BT 9 B8 -2 76 PE G 1 B9AVE JH R 35 7E 3-APTES BCPERS 1 2 (19 2% 187, o1 32 11 ] T W BFF 104 7 45
b, TR 3-APTES B MG 5% UV BBt [R]i Ca*' it 2 S b Y BB IR s 510, 3%
3E 3-APTES BUME M 55 2R 11 i W BFEFL A6z, FORRERAIR T W AR . B2 F-HNO; . SOF X W A7k Fe A 1%
R, HCO;. COY 1Y il % 5 B &, X 02 i F COT K fift 25 7= 4 OH, Hi Ak 5 U0,CO; L 17 A= 1
U0, (CO,); %, [FIFTCOT iR RS U(VI) 454, T i 22 Ao LA W Bf %) £ 2 0 J5, DA 5 350 U(VI) 1 1R A
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TR MTHCO; AE HL B 7= A= co, HAM il Wi Bt A AL EL 5 CO A [, {HJEHCO; A /K fif e J1 5855, 7= A /)
OH #/b>, Jr LG W B 4 100 1l 24 2R 55 F oy

60000-7 7
50000F / 7
40000f /

30000f 7

200001

10000f /

0 TrrrITn ) |

Na* K* Mg Ca?* SO} NO; HCO; COY
B 8 [ X W B A A S
Fig.8 Effect of different ions on U(VI) adsorption

=

Kg/(mL-g™")

3 %512 (Conclusion)

AL 3-APTES BUPE K A 1E M58 X3 42, il i XRF, FT-IR Fl SEM Fl45 (Y #% X} 3-APTES # 1
R 2 A 22 o3 S S5 R AT RAE, DAFRAS IR N 19 77 2, 4R 98 T 7R AN 6] S50 o UV 1 5 B 52 g
LA A3 LU 4598

(1)3-APTES MUK+ A fb=A s 4%, Si. Ca, ALJCE T LB K, Hip Sio, Fa ok, HE
11 453 22, G5 A AR, A TR 3-APTES sCtk kG + 24 A el vk ad f 2 2 & A 7F C—O—H ., Si—O ##
Nl Si—O—Al H4b.

(2) 3-APTES &t P4 Kl £ 4 W Bt 7K AH UV 19 745 B 18] 24 120 min, e 48 B HR 1:200, 4
U(VD) BI85 4 %A 50 pg-mL . 3-APTES BUH: Kl 424 %5 U(VI) W B BE 1 Bl pH (438 K Se 3% i Js 0l 55 , ¢
B 1% 5 A pH BN 55 Ca?', COY FTHCO: X W B it 2 () 90 il 4 FH A B2 KL Na*, NO;., SO; % U(VI) A
iR (A R EE
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