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Abstract

The oyster shell was modified through ferric salt and aluminum salt, and the performance of mod-
ified oyster shell for phosphorus removal was examined. Results indicated that the adsorption
processes of phosphorus by modified oyster shell were in conformity with Langmuir isothermal
adsorption equation, while the relevant adsorption followed the second-order kinetic equation.
The theoretical saturated adsorption capacity of the modified oyster shell was 20 - 30 mg P

(POY)/g, which was 5-folds higher than that of original oyster shell. Analysis of KCI-NaOH-HCI

sequential extraction showed that the phosphorus speciation in saturated adsorbents was in the
form of Ca-bound P, Al-bound P or Fe-bound P. More than 90% of phosphorus was removed with
modified oyster shell from artificial wastewater, whereas only 41% was removed with original
oyster shell.
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PR BREONER, SRR TS, BT S e M R Al . SEIOREH, SriEdbin
FR BB R R & Langmuir BB R 52, HIR B 5 R EMNERE. B B
HRHAIR R 520~30 mg P (LA POY i) /g MF, RARBIEMISMEALL . BILKCI-NaOH-HCIZ 52
RIESVEA, RHHAR SR AT USRS & B A B ST SR, S T A
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AR, N EA P AR TR TR AIE B KA B S TR AR KRR ™ H, JU DAY SRR W VR
MARIE, KA B IR ™ A AR S RGP, A1 25 NI AR A7 AR it il R B [1] [2]. Woc &Rt
2 i KR B IR SR N K [3] [4] [B], WMk, ZeRRoKikebod &0 2B A /K s S IR E 2
FB MAKMEREE 72 R R AEE . EERR L. o, ARVRZia T e mieoR, faoe ik
2 WAEDMATTE N T, (H2i5 s, 817 A E6] [7]. WPHERRBER B sk, e, 8179
FARSERE i, BWEBIAAT 2 A o AW BRBEVEREADRLA R ™4 RIRE™ A Lolk &l
PRV, WK R V. R, ALWizeE[8] [9] [10], ER LML S VA A R R B
FRH14] [12] [13] [14].

S 57 2 TR T g AR P AN SR KR FEA[L5], A — Rl LI TENLER IR, A5 T 1R AR
Z LR H A SRR MHE . BEE KA B IR H 2™ 58 & AT T I 3 725 i H &5 A0,
A 7 570 e AU A 5 5 1 K A R B o Tl FAPE 7R T 18 22 [16] [17] 0 ek A 5 A W G B 75104 Sl — b 7
BB RE, BRI BT S T AT RE

ARWFFLLAREL . B EER, SR AR BUEN IR 75 AL WG 5E e AT o, B 5L T ot 5 1 SR R
BERFAEANIR B 20 J) 5 AE 04T T ECPE LW R B BR B, I A TR S B Kb B, BT H
W PR B B P

2. M55 %
2.1 (UBEMH

RS T R X, ¥ T BT 5T 180 H G B T T8 5 o 525 (AL(SO)s-
AI(NO3)3), 4k (Fey(SOs)s. Fe(NOs)s. FeCly) i1 RE T BF 3 WAL 2R PR A FIH 6, /rirad.
TS AT W66 i (AvantiTMI-300),  HL 1K “F-(BSA124S), 4= i FE I IR 1% 75 4R 1% 2%
(ZHWY-2102C), R T4 (601-2), 4= H S FER X (SI) .
2.2, B 5 B R B 7 B 2

(1) Bl pH 218 3.3, FiE 2 HUN 5% Aly(SO4)s . AINOs)s W i pH 18 1.5, JRES
BN 5% ) Fex(SO4)s VAW . Fe(NOs)s iAW . FeCly Vi &HL 50 ml.
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(2) 7 BIFRECE FH 45 572(0S)20 g, N FIRERHFAK ORI 6 hy g, 85 F/KEeskid i (3
R), WETF(105°C, 2h), 731531 Al(SO,)s CPEHE UG 52 BRBENL I FI(OS/IAL) AI(NOg)s B P44 15 5% BRI
B 571 (OSIAL) « Fea(SOy4)s B 4 M7 72 K iAW [ 751 (OS/Fey) « Fe(NOs)s Be P 7 72 B i Wi Bt 771 (OS/Fe,) « FeClg
DS 7 5 54 Tl IR B 7501 (O S/ @) T 4 1 A 5 522 B Tl R o 791

2.3. A&

2.3.1. WRMEEE

FH 25 BE T 7K AN KHoPO, i il 72 W< FE & 7KV, IR TIE H pH. B 100 mi 5 8 7K I 5 PR B I
FFNE S, FEfEIRPERS (150 rpm, 25°C)HR%: VeI EiEH, LL0.45 pm [UEMSEIE, e JE ik
T,
2.3.2. RIS

FREX 2 g Wl B T R B 750 F-4E PR, N 1 mol/L 1) KCI ¥ 100 mL, fE I8 82 P (150 rpm, 25°C)
R BB AT S, B EERGE 0.45 pm JEEE, EERTBE SR NS, RO S BRI 2%
B KGR T, FEA 100 mL ¥R A 0.1 mol/L 1) NaOH YA T, I e Feh i) & &5 % b
R AR B B A AT T VR . )5, FH 100 mL ¥R A 0.25%(K) HCI IR AR, I 2 it vk Js i L
TER
2.3.3. R EAK LIRS

F 2 B /KB B E 5 mg/L 1] KHLPO, W&, 17T pH 1B 6.4~7.0, HX 100 mi A48LK /K 5 RRELT)
W B RV 2, ZEAEIR SRR T (150 rpm, 25°C)4R%, 24 h JGE_EIHWGE 0.45 pm ERE,  F4M 6 B 2
TR PRI AR

3. /R 5i11i8
3.1. WMIFREWE

18 S5 T B B o AR [ 4] 4B A 2 (150, 100, 90, 75, 50, 20, 5 mg/L) ) KHLPO, VAW, =% 52 iA 30 fft
P18 B S B (K B SV TR UE IR 2 TR R o SRR EE ] Langmuir ZR 000 &, R RS HUN R

_ quLCe
%=1 K.C,

b KRR Langmuir SRR FETH R e Om 20 0 AT RI T B35 PO~ 4857 B B 2 A0 2R 1
AN B B (mg/L), Ce ARRML BT I VA TR FE

P R SR A 57 70 S50 TR P SIS AP 045 H = 2l 57 S TR PR (1 2 BB 9 B 40 Langmuir 2835 Y 5
T2, MK ARFR®>0.99; it Langmuir S5 W% i 7 F2 Al i B4 W 7 4E 25°CHY g, M 4.51 mg P/g [18]. ¥
LR R II[19] [20] [21], 7EV5KALEATIR Langmuir 235 W B 5 FEAE 2112 I, 76 IR Bk 25 Bis
IKAG G, V2 SR S AR AT
3.1.1. fRERESCIE U 5 PR R OR B 7R B SR IR B it O

DI, AP i 9 B PO R P R A8, BT i 5 OSIAL,  OSIA, MR BB A s NN AL b, 750
T I PR R 2 P 1 s

BI04 Langmuir A1 Freundlich 53R W 5 25 fE, o] LIS U5 FE R 358, FFnl LA R?,

RS RINER 1R,
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Figure 1. Phosphorus adsorption isotherm for OS/Al
1. SRERBSUME A WA BR A IR M7 3 iR i i R IR M SR 2

Table 1. Parameters of Langmuir isotherm adsorption equation

% 1. Langmuir R M S IEMSH

Langmuir
Ko (L/mg'P) am (Mg/g) R?
OS/Al, 0.0957 254 0.999
OS/Al, 0.339 20.1 0.999

W 1 Fios, OS/Al, OS/AL 535 W B i AR L& Langmuir 2535 5 %, A R % R? > 0.99;
M4 77 FA5 5 OS/AlL OSIALL [F) 0m 73 B4 25.4 mg Plg A1 20.1 mg P/g, +2 < SREL 5 72 W% [ g 1116 4~5 5.

3.1.2. BRERESCME MR 7 BRASOR B 77 O SR IR i 06

DA B ~F 467 5 0 R B PRk P A A b, RIS A7 T B OS/Fey, OS/Fe,, OS/Fe W BBl (1) i &
AR, f5 R IR W P 4 R 2 an P 2 T

PG4 R 2 fiion, OS/Fey, OS/Fe;, OS/Fes 45 W Bt a4 45 SR A AT LLEH Langmuir 2535 f 77
TR, B A T gn & Koo HEHE 7 FLE 5 OS/Fe;, OS/Fe,, OS/Fes [ gm 47514 22.3 mg Plg, 20.7 mg
P/g, 23.8mg P/g.

3.2. BMMIBIHEHR

HL 200 ml JSUEEAR 9 150 mg/L BIZKIEIR,  A3Re — B[R] ORS00 e iR 52, R R B 3 7
W BRI R R B S R R HL R R . Lagergren #E— 250U R 2 g 2 A 70 TG v Afl 5 W B S R ik BT 45 1)
i a],  HUE IR B SRR AN NI 2 A BT R 2 A S, ARSI YU P S v ) 10V B 20 77 2 A 7
Foh IR W Bt R ) 5 Ay A A

5]\ Lagergren #: 2% 5 JiA R .

t 1 1
6 k& o

R ko AR R R qu AR I IR B R B R, g MUARER P IR B . @I X gt

At RIS, AR AR E] K 1 ge.
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Figure 2. Phosphate adsorption isotherm for OS/Fe
2. SRER DS W5 U B SR R R R IR Y IR 2k

Table 2. Parameters of Langmuir isotherm adsorption equation
R 2. Langmuir FBRM A IES

Langmuir
KL (L/mg P) A (Mg/g) R®
OS/Fe; 0.171 223 0.986
OS/Fe, 0.175 211 0.999
OS/Fe;3 0.194 23.8 0.998

3.2.1. BRI R AR R M Eh I E AR

AR R i A bR, SR BT OS/AL, OSIAI, W B (1 BT & 9 Ak AR, Wl 3 Fivw: WA ER Shok et
W75 72 PR R BRI TE 20 h 22 J5 FE AR B BE-F17,  ge #8320 mg P/L.

H1 B b R [T GE A R Bt 3k A P Lagergren #E — 24 5h )12 BRI BEAT I, 45 B ngR 3 Fion, (ESEI
ST S TR s T oA A B 7 Pl 3t 2 P M — 28 7 2 W B D R A 3, AF DG R B34 %1 0.99 B E
At R AT LAE ) OS/AL Y q. 1 = T OS/Al.

3.2.2. SREREUMEHIRF Mz W EMR

DA () RS A AR,  BAL7 )& OS/Fey, OS/IFe,, OS/Fes W BT M5 & b5, & 4 Fios.

4 B 4 AR [RIRTAG VA FE I B o A P HE 2 3l ) S B AT 05, 45 RN 4 PR fESEIR 261 T
Ak S S A 5 Tl R A )Xo P R ISR R FH R R B T R R, AH O R A E] 0.99
PL L. it ERATLLE H OS/Fes 1 q. % 55 T OS/Fe, Al OS/Fe;.

3.3. B ARF IR MR AR T

3 56 25 TS W B R S 1) 50 e 7 B e R B 77— 8 25 B KR TR & o SEBRSR A
KCI-NaOH-HCI 2432 #21:[23] [24] [25] [26]. KCI V&I B MWL B L AT VA it P, NaOH 1A AT iR
W I & Fe B AL 5 POY 45 & 25 (I (Fe-P, AI-P), HCI VA WAL Y A& Ca il Mg 55 POS &5 & & I (Ca-P,

Mg-P) [27] [28]-
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Figure 3. The equilibrium curves of phosphorus adsorption onto OS/Al
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Figure 4. The equilibrium curves of phosphorus adsorption of OS/Fe

[ 4. OS/Fe IR BIRR S phLk

Table 3. Pseudo second-order equation parameter for phosphate adsorption of OS/Al

R 3. BRI R T AR IR MR IR MR E — RN NFEHIESH

de (Mg/g) k (g/(mg-h)) R?
OS/Aly 26.60 0.0074 0.9982
OS/Al, 20.16 0.0138 0.9984
Table 4. Pseudo second-order equation parameter for phosphorus adsorption of OS/Fe
R 4. SRERDUMEA AR BRI MR R BB E — RN FH RS
de (Mg/g) k (g/(mg-h)) R?
OS/Fe; 21.6 0.0089 0.998
OS/Fe, 229 0.0074 0.997
OS/Fe; 24.7 0.0086 0.997
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3.3.1. SaEhEc AT T P BR R AT IR AT 5T

N 5 FioR, B8RSO T BR BT IR 7FI(OS/ALL, OS/AL)Z NaOH VAR A1 HCI F IR B2 /5 ik
AL, UL HILER B OS/AL 1 OS/AL, H, 2R LA Fe-P 2 Al-P fil Ca-P 5 Mg-P JEAUA24E, T
PR R B R A TP AN S Bk AR, DRI T BT HH B 2 2B AL-P I Ca-P JB A7 AE

3.3.2. BRERESIE AR 7T BRAE AR B 77 WS B BR B IR A 52

IR SE R AR 6 P, = Ak SR ol VEAL WA e R BB B 7RI AR R A ZE AN K. AL ARG5S, =Fhek
R CSVE A5 5 R B R RUAE KC e AR Hh P B3 2 S, 36 B9 5P J VR PR 70 PO W B R RS 0 A T v
R R VA 7 7 B BRI B 77 28 NaOH I8N HCI I RUR B2 ) MR R0 v i P W PR PR 0k 2 ek
R SEBRBE R R R, B3 A DL Fe-P 5 AI-P Rl Ca-P 5 Mg-P FE AP AE o I =ik Bk cdo vk A 572 B
WRBR R R LA S AR AN, Bk T SR Y 2 2 22 DL Fe-P Al Ca-P A7 AE .

3.4, BMEH LIRS BE KRR IEHR

AER B R TR AL ERAR FA R 7K AR I
I3 50% 0.5 g BB i 771 (0S, OS/Aly, OS/Al,, OS/Fe;, OS/Fe,, OS/Fes) IR & ik K, LLREE R
Wi 5 frox, OSIAlL BRBEFRZ)y 84.7%, OSIAL RIEZRZ)y 97.0%, RIRAEGFRBERL N 41%.
234 OS/AI, K JE B8R /K Hr ik B A 0.15 mg P/L; F = Fh ik £ sk 4 W B 71) (O'S/Fey, OS/Fe,, OS/Fes)
A FRRE S IR K, OS/Fe; (R L1 94.1%, OS/Fe, BREHRZ1N 96.7%, OS/Fe; Rti%E A 97.4%. i
OS/Fe, £l OS/Fe; AbHE Ji5, MR /K FRBI FE 43 1 0.17 mg P/L F10.13 mg P/L . 3k oo A4 5 572 B i i Bf
TR BRI R A B LT T R ARG 5% o
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Figure 5. The result of treating simulation wastewater by OS/Al and OS/Fe
5. OS/Al. OS/Fe AbIRFRHBE 7K BIR

Table 5. Desorption efficiency of the OS and OS/Al
& 5. IRFITAFNRY IR M R R R T AR

FEA AR AT I RO AR VLR (%)

KCI (A it P) NaOH (Fe-P 5% Al-P) HCI (Ca-P B¢ Mg-P) RET(%)
0s 0.87 0.62 18.12 19.61
OS/Al, 1.27 14.88 12.10 28.25
OS/Al, 1.45 13.63 11.35 26.43

Q



Table 6. Desorption efficiency of the OS and OS/Fe
= 6. IR B e R0 A IR B 551 72 A (51 S R P B R IR 3

R R ORI (%)

S (%)
KCI (AT P) NaOH (Fe-P 5 Al-P) HCI (Ca-P 5 Mg-P)
0s 0.87 0.62 18.12 19.61
OS/Fe, 2.05 15.21 10.07 27.33
OS/Fe, 1.85 14.96 7.35 24.16
OS/Fe; 1.18 15.75 6.25 23.18

4, g5ig

AHFFELL Aly(SOs)3 AI(NO3)s Fex(SOs)s. Fe(NOs)s FeCly WAt aiFedbar oiott, il 4 me b7l %52
CSC: A 7 5 R o o e 0 AN BRI, R B 7 S T A BRSO 7K o 518 0T

1) BRI FEAE 25°C A AR A5 IR R I6 B a7 B Langmuir 2535 0% B 7 R, SE AH S R BN R? > 0.99.
I Langmuir 257595 B 5 FE 580 H B 5 7S 7 25°C R AN g oA 20~30 mg P(LL POY i)/g W Bt 71
Je RIRHWGFEIY 4~5 i

2) 5 F e A G ST R B B 77 2 KR 6 45 SR v B HE s D2 RIS, AR R EAE 0.99 LA E. H
UERRIR N 150 mo/L B, Bt 55E g IAF) 20~30 mg P(LL POY it)/g MRt 771

3) it KCI-NaOH-HCI 1 12 $72: 40 AT W B R (14 R SR A5 5 R e P A 370 R i R B 7 R B RIS
FARHMG 7 i £ LA Ca-P I AEAE s SRR EHE Wi 7o rR i L AI-P A Ca-P 3 2k 3k ok A s 5 rh i
LA Fe-P Fl Ca-P Sy ARG 70 FH 5t A 5 5 o3 Bt R B 790 FH T A0 25 Tl PR /K A B, e Pt e B il e
7E 90% LA b, RIRFtHFE R A 41%.
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