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Abstract

The sludge biochar (SBC) produced by pyrolysis at 450°C was used to adsorb heavy metal Cd.
Combined with various characterization methods, the adsorption effect and mechanism of SBC on
Cd?* were studied. In this study, batch adsorption experiments were carried out at initial Cd?*
concentration of 20~250 mg/L, contact time of 0~1440 min, different pH values (2~8) and biochar
dose (0.2~0.8 g). The experimental results show that the optimal dosage is 0.3 g, and the pH value
has a significant effect on the adsorption effect. The pseudo second-order Kinetic model and
Langmuir isotherm are more consistent with the experimental data than other models, indicating
that the adsorption of sludge biochar is mainly monolayer chemical adsorption. According to the
adsorption kinetics and isotherm analysis, combined with SEM, BET and FTIR results, it is con-
cluded that the adsorption mechanism of sludge biochar on Cd?+ is mainly electrostatic attraction,
cation-m, surface complexation and precipitation. This study concluded that the biochar prepared
from excess sludge can be used as a low-cost adsorbent to remove heavy metal Cd in wastewater.
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1. 5|8

IR E R, AR AT NSNS A8 %% 07 T (0 75 SRS I, A (A5 48 s AT MR R g . T
Mk IR K 5 s RN SR B2 TS R NOKIREE, 25 NS R DA R AR 2SR B il R BB B < i
W TR K BA AR LY R AN SOEE TS Y2 — (1] BR(Cd)FE e R AL I 25 1A B A B T5 e 2
=, HAE TP ) M SR T SN SR AR B OGO 2% e /[ 2] tHE 57 AR LU0 E ORI K
IS B RN 3 ng/L, R ERLE AR R KRB 5 pg/L [3]. BE&JE BT Cd™ 4K b 35 Fh A ) e 14
B, HIZKPEEEAN AR, AT AR O R B SE  »

F(CAHBIAFA—RNEBUEY), |z oA T TS i oA s rh 4], Hlan, Xz & s
P g JE R DN E R, HR R T i XK A S B E &R Cd 1™ BT R[5 MAh, T
AR B BT R AR — B2 B < AL ™ B 5 4, Cd 19 93 Bt th s A A2 £ S XU 6]
R EEARR R, LR ERURAENIRA B L, B 5200 R RGN RER AR T]. BEAh, HTER S
B RES TR, BENSECE R A B, mtslR BAERIIRE R, NABERGEERAL, ki
BT R R, A BERREHDK ARSI E, IR S RGNS 3 .

H A& 48 K AR BE DT KRB0 9 3 KRR S0k, BV BR8], WA TTTE R L G
BRER T, R R AR 1 SRR K I ARG, KK I E SR CA O T T BRI k.
WA AFIAEE AR EA KU RERAYSE . RERETIEERAAFE M U A msER nl, H2E
FAAEIR A BITR AL BRCR, 15T R AL RIS e85k s [0 MaVME R AW W —Fh 5%
O PR fd il St (R IR R A ZE IR B R KA 4 S DA 3 2 B B AR K A

DOI: 10.12677/wpt.2022.102010 66 IG5 g% Je fb B


https://doi.org/10.12677/wpt.2022.102010
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B, R

1 H BI[10]0 127706 BRI 2 HAERAR R 5, RN REFE — B RE L e AR A3 R o (H R AL B AR AU,
TG s DLV 2L

5 R8BI SR G 7 I e A UK R AR TG YE . WBNEBGA Y2 A e . W IR 4R h i
Jot e T B E A 2 A T OB AE [ R SR T A AE B AR . B TS LT R 3R A (R A
MR B 7510 5K 35 A A S AR B 791096 B 25 4 B K CRIE T RARA R A R RV i ) HL AT R4 R B
PERE, EHETORE S VIR E TR b m R AR 117

AW B E SO IR BIFAEE T, KT 900°CHUREE T, AW BT AR 2 A 7 2R 1) e 2 ok ) [
AR 12]. HTAMREABRM LRI 2450, RN T RIS Sy Y& &, AV Rmix
REAE A8 P SR B A8 v e 13 )0 A2 ¢ RO VRE B AE P B T A 7 A e i PR BRSO o ) 5 A 00 ¢ )
JEURM AR A A S8 T [ A PR A L K5 K ) R AR5 8 2511

RWFFONERE LN, S M ERE T CE NESE BTG R K P A5 ). DR R T5YE
HNER R 5 e B R . AT AR RBOINE . WIUGVE T pH S5m0 K 3K R It ke, A 2h
o WA IR R AR AT BRI A, 454 SEM. BET. FTIR S5RIEFB, WHFL T 450°C % AF T #iEfs
B 75 P LE PR (SBC)KT Cd™ IR P8R KA FAHLER, e JL bR VS 77, A 3 B 4 PR /K 4 it
HieZ%.

2. KBS
2.1. iR

AR VY 7K A TR B8 (CA(NO3)y 4H,0) AR HAA 27 2557 B 73 i 4 JF T B [ 2545 . SR IR
R K.

2.2. E¥RElE

Red5KARER T HUAS AR TS e /E 80 CHERE A TH8, JRJGTE 450 CHYE 2P BN Z SR 1 h il
TSURAEIR . 15 URAEY R Bk K, i8I 0.15 mm 7100 H), TR AT 5 8ERAE 70T SR
BYsess . J5ieA R G 44N SBC.

2.3. EWRAVRIE

ASCAE 3 % 5 A4 85 (ESEM Quanta FEG 250) K0 5 AE Wk i R R T S . A2 400% 1) L R T AR
LB 25 K FH 4= B 3l B2 T AR K FL B 40 BT A (TriStar 11 3020)MU15 . AR AL 1) Zeta HLALAEH Zeta
HLAV 7 M43 (Zetasizer Nano Z )il 75 . S Nicolet 5700 HY 2 GEAH N7 21 41 6 WA A 420 75 W B 1 ) 1412
[ Be AT 4 o
2.4, HERIR B REE

18 F DY 7K A5 B R 45 d AR (CA(NO3),- 4HL0) il % Cd> il £ W(1000 mg/L),  Jim 6L 5206 AR BIAH R .
TG Sz56 v CA* VAW pH B 94# H] 0.1mol/L ff] NaOH A1 0.1 mol/L Y HCI #4775 . 7£ 250 mL ) ZE4f
TERIMARIEEK N 100 mg/L CA* L 20 BIARIN 0.2~0.8 g AW LI 78 AL W 3 B S FO R o 15
pH (B354 2~8, RV pH E T . 43 AN 0~1440 min, AR TR PR 20 172%. WRBf 2R iR 2%
SEAEYIUG CA™ RN 20~250 mg/L G WHEATHI. LLESZIGITE 25 CHIFEIARH LA 180 rpm AL IEIR %
A SIS Ao FE R RIS 25 AR, B ETEWGE 0.45 pm AR ERS, R BB A S B TR R SHGIE
(ICP-OES-5110) 3 H7 F- 1 i v _E B Cd> ik
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2.5. HIEAE
AR DA T A 2k B0 b R 22 R 14]:
_ VX(CO _Ct)
0, _T )]
R=5"C 100% )

0

PGz g AR AN B 77 A AR 5l 25 NG A ()R [15]

0,=0.(1-¢*) (3)
_ Qezkzt 4
= 1+ Q,k,t ®
Langmuir A1 Freundlich 55 i 24524 73 531l FH 55 2U(5) F1(6) K 7 [ 16]:

_ QmKLCe
Q= 1+K,C, )
0, =K.C" (6)

1

s K,C, 2

KA, O N t BEZIED RIS F IR &, meg/gs C,F Co 7 MARERTS R ARV ¢ B Z0R B FNHT 4R
WRE, mg/L: VREHIAR, Ly M2 EYIREM IR, g R RAEMRIG I LERE, %.
ky BT R EL min's kB R EE R, g/(mg'min). O.(mg/g)F C.(mg/L)7 5N
A 5 OB BT e )T B RS G TR s O, NZEMIRA 15 BT B KM i, mg/gs K 2 HEA
W B BE 5 1 Langmuir %40, L/mg; Kr (mg/g)Fl n 73l & AR B 25 5 AW Bt 58 F (1) Freundlich 2%, %f
SrEET R AT /R 7). DAR e W FE 2 5 R T Langmuir B0 P FE[17] .

3. ER518
3.1. YR 2/

W R 7R 450 R B s 2 v P B R DR 3R, TR T VYRR R (TR B 7] — R BRSSP 18] AR IR R
JnEXT SBC W CA* It 1 fias. BRI, SBC X Cd™ ft WK bt & il 45 A 420 ¢ F5m 42 R 488 i i
BN, TR R HREER . SR 0.1 g BIINE 0.4 g, MBI CATWRITE M 37.5 ¢ FEKEI 31.1 ¢,
LRI 33%I %] 98%, TfiJEika T i K{H. SBC XF Cd™ W B & R IR, AT B2 5 f 3 &= A6 13
VR bR W AL s B B AN IR AR, DRI LR BRI — R o IR AL AN A A, S B0 B S AR B
5o R AT, R B 2 R AR AL AR R AR MR BN B K BN 0.3 g 724, BERS IR B 5k 31.8 mg/gs
PR E N R AN R, BT BE AT DAORIER B8R, SCRET 29 W B 7 A
3.2. IR pH BRI

W B SR 6 H I AT G pHL B B 4 )@ B T I B R A R KM . Y pH > 8 B, Cd(OH)a(aq)~
Cd(OH), S A4kt BL[19], 4 1 i8S UTie xR RN, 164 pH RIBTFEVERDN 2~8. WIMRVA R pH
Xt SBC Wi B CA* fsemitnlsl 2 fizn. B pH MBI, SBC X Cd* HIWK &4k F &3 inft. SBC i
Zeta AL 2 7R, SBC M HLf &1 pHpze KECH 2.8 7247, X ULHH Y pH /T pHpze I, SBC #[i
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TR, R

A IE, WA RENEAE T, &5 Cd PEfd R, Mimfls] SBC Xt Cd™ MMk 2015 124
pH KT pHpze i, SBC KA AL, H Zeta ALK, R b ML, WEHS SBC %t Cd**
OB . P 2 ATCLEH, 24 pH A 2 3803 4 B, 1E4FA Zeta HALAIE B FURIRERE, 1M ot IR B
SURIE N, JF FLEEE pH MM, Zeta HAATS CA™ PR E RIARGANI B ShE S, XE— e fRE U5
HLE 2 SBC WP Cd> Ik 2 v (1 B B2 ma LA [ 217

120
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Figure 1. Effect of biochar dosage on SBC adsorption of Cd*"
1. EYRIgIEXT SBC WM Cd* HIFZNT

Zeta Potential (mV)

165 = :pH =2.8 . 1-20

pzc

Initial pH

Figure 2. Effect of initial solution pH value on on SBC adsorption of Cd*"
& 2. #19A7AR pH {EXF SBC WL Cd* B2

3.3. lHiEhhE

VR Bt )y 7 238 FH T VPG IR PR R S R s B 262 . 76 pH 43 5 2.4 4. 6. 8 % AF T, SBC Xt Cd**
HIh A G 2 MRS RO 3 535 1.

DOI: 10.12677/wpt.2022.102010 69 IG5 g% Je fb B


https://doi.org/10.12677/wpt.2022.102010

&
%

R
30
2
_:._-;—_—_—_-=:::::=‘
25 —_—
20
c
)
Ewisp (4w --—--=-= L
o
10
m pH=2 e pH=4
5+ A pH=6 & pH=8
Pseudo-first-order
ol - — = Pseudo-second-order
1 1 1 " 1 1 1 L 1 " 1 1 1 L 1

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
t (min)

Figure 3. Adsorption kinetics of Cd*" on SBC
B 3. SBC X} Cd* HINR PN 15

ERFRTEE MBI FTE pH R, AR Cd> (7 & /E 1T 300 min PYRILH B L BRACR, 1624 h
PN IE B BT . ZEAR AT %) SBC X Cd™ W PR R4 LA pH BB N . HH— R [ 3 J3 2 5 R 5
ZERAEIEE 1), AR pH N, 2T Z3h /)R S [ R 50(R” = 0.933~0.978)3) KTl — 25
J12ERERL(R? = 0.980~0.992), X 3 BA ML — 2 5l J3 A5 R w] DUKE S iy F R AHIE 70 b SBC % Cd™ Wi b ik 22
BT AU, SBC X CA> WM LI 52 3] — 3 2 7] 3 1h 2% 5 B F I 5] 254k 28 B I BRI [22]
T — 28 Bl 7 AR W B R O B SRR S . 45 b, AR R AT B Cd™ R Bt A i g PR
LI,

Table 1. Parameters of Cd>* adsorption kinetics on SBC
# 1. Cd*'7E SBC LHIRMIzN HESH

Pseudo-first-order Pseudo-second-order
ot K (min) 0O, (mglg) R K, [10* g/(mg-min)] 0. (mg/g) R
2 0.0083 14.646 0.978 6.553 16.540 0.992
4 0.0152 23.449 0.933 8.619 25774 0.980
6 0.0173 24.869 0.944 9.669 27.088 0.984
8 0.0174 25.177 0.946 9.714 27.391 0.985

3.4. MFRE

N BE B R CdP AR R L W ALEE, A Langmuir A1 Freundlich %%} SBC Wit Cd**
MR R TS, AR 4 Ak 2 . WERRTULE I, BEEYIME CAPWRERIE N, SBC
X CA™ W S B K, 2 G ARG . SWIMRIRIE N 250 me/L i, WRFH S B HAME 27.8 mg/g.
WAL R EY, Langmuir #AI(R? = 0.991)EL Freundlich fAY(R* = 0.942) ¥ £ &2 ib Kids, X E B Cd*
2R B A AEAE APk I AR 3R T |, I HLAL AR B 2 B 2R B 23]

DOI: 10.12677/wpt.2022.102010 70 IG5 g% Je fb B


https://doi.org/10.12677/wpt.2022.102010

35
30 |
25 |
20+t
an
ED L
— 15 |
O 3
10
/
/ m SBC
Sr Langmuir fit
- - - Frendlich fit
0F
1 L 1 N 1 L 1 " 1 L 1
0 50 100 150 200 250

C.(mg/L)

Figure 4. Adsorption isotherms model of Cd*" on SBC
4. Cd*'7E SBC LHIIR MR LARE

BeAl, T Langmuir #78, R, & — DN TERENEE, HAERREIRLSEAL, 0] DU R 5 W b i A2 A
AR, 0<R, <1, FmNEREIER: R, > 1, AFTWH: R, =0, AHATIF[24]. SBC
W BfE CA* ) R, AHAE 0~1 2 08], R MATSLIR &M N, Cd*7E SBC LW I A4 FIH o

Table 2. Parameters of Cd** adsorption isotherm on SBC
# 2. Cd*'f£ SBC LR MEFR&SH

Langmuir Freundlich
Biochar > P >
Q. (mg/g) K (L/mg) R Kp(mg "L'g ") l/n R
SBC 30.412 0.0014 0.991 2.300 0.469 0.942

3.5. IRBIMIE S i

THREPIR AR 10,000 £i5 LA K 40,000 £i51) SEM &1 5 fror. JATATLAMER R, i5RAEYR 2
FORLR, RMRATHE, HREAEL. (2 SBC BAMBUNZILEE M, FLBRZIIMIE AT B 5 i 4 AR PR 74
it FE P LAY IE R A, ZILG WA 0 T AR LR EAL, W FIT SBC Xt CA™ AN . %45
W53 3 SRR R MFLBR I E 45 R —2.

AR B LR A R 2 R R O™ DR R T HICR P9 3B (AR il %, 32 3 R 1544 SBC [HHLE
AL AL UL P LRI E 45 1. SBC LR AN 32.370 m¥g, SSLEARN 0.068 cm’/g,
Kl R V5 Ve LE R & — AR IR . SBC HISFIFLAA N 8.231 nm,  #RHE E BRalikE 5 0 AL B A
4> TUPAC HIFE, SBC A FLATEN2~50 nm) [25] [26]. %45 K945 FIl T X6} 554 J& W Bf

SBC %} CA* W ff Bl 5 9 FTIR Yl tn [ 6 Fizs « MBI FFaf A L 7E 3428 em ™', 1610 em ™', 1420 em '
1039 cm ' BAK 876 cm ' P K ALY B B ARSI . 3428 om ! Ab AW IE R BE R AR MR OK G FR R R
A RI27]. 1610 cm™ ARG IH AT C=0 % C=C FIh4aiRzh[28], HARK AR BA 75 F M L
FE 1420 cm™' A MEBIAREN ] BE SRR LI C=0 5. 1039 4k em ' B IH AT C-O MIHRED, #
T2, 75 K%) 876 em ' AW FIFIREH BT COT , FRoREM) B R A7 (LB BRES 5 FHK[29]
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Figure 5. The SEM images of SBC
[ 5. SBC # SEM [Elf%

Table 3. The specific surface area and pore structure of SBC

%z 3. SBC Htt R SR

Biochar BET LR A (m%/g) HILBRAR R (cm’/g) P35 4L4%(nm)
SBC 32.370 0.068 8.231

Transmittance

SBC+Cd

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500

Wavenumbers (cm™)

Figure 6. The FTIR spectrum of SBC before and after adsorption of Cd*"
6. SBC WRHf Cd* BiI/EHY FTIR ki%

SBC Wi fff Cd*'J&, 7£ 1610 cm™' PR 1039 cm™' b FWsA HI 55, d B AR 45 26 10 1) 95 7 45 4 vl g i@ it
BB --m A FHARBE 1 % CA* MR 30]. 7E 1420 ecm ' AL HIIIEIRIIFEE RN, TS T Aok 2 1 (1 3R
REHELE CRAETHEER . ok, 7 876 cm A KA T A8k, X AT RS R V5 IR AR W R T
CO; MR HE T CACOs YLiE FITERL[29] -

4. &g

ARSOE I AR R R 2N O, BEAL T 450°C AT T VRS BIITS Ve AR A R Cd I
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B, R

By HEVRSRIRSE R, SBC X CA™ B AEIINE N 0.3 g, MhFE TR EIL 31.8 mg/g. pH &5
ne) 5 4 Ja8 N B B 2[R 25, SBC X CA* BRI 55 Zeta FEAE BOAZ AL A 5, 158 B i mi A P 2 3 S A0 4 FE LA
SBC X} Cd* FIMR Bt 47 A 30 e 3 Fy M, 3R WA S B i P2 P R Cd™ W B ok 2 v O PR SEAD B o 45
BRI G 45 R RN Langmuir A8 5 54 5050045, R W) Cd™ 0220 B R A2 78 AR R (R 38 s 2R T I,
I HLAE B Z R o R, (ESE TRR I Cd™ 7 SBC MR T A5 I ) o X6 SE 36T J A5 M AT R AE LA 7T SBC
WL CA™ (M AENLEE . RAFLE U, V5 IRAEYIR B A RIEIIFLBR S S K L R THA . SBC Xt Cd*
(IR AL T RE VAR T 5 05 & ik C=C A RIS F-n /EH, S5 & T RIBRER RS EEHUKLEAR
EYEACEY) CACOs TE A KMPUEIER . ANSCHE 115 Y8 ARV RIEW I 48 Cd 7T N 1, R
BRERREAKS Cd 12 4EH IS %

SE
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