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Abstract

Using paper sludge as the main raw material, the porous ceramsite (TL530) was prepared by sin-
tering method. Subsequently, the TL530 was modified with NaOH to manufacture the functional
ceramsite (GTL) with promising adsorption performance for heavy metals. In this work, the effi-
ciency and influencing factors of the Cu2+ adsorption in simulated wastewater by the GTL was ex-
plored. The mechanism of the Cu?* adsorption by GTL was revealed through SEM and infrared
spectroscopy. The results showed that the suitable conditions for the preparation of TL530 based
on paper sludge were as follows: the ratio of paper sludge to bentonite, calcium carbonate, and
sodium silicate was 5:3:1:1 under the preheating temperature of 450°C with a preheating time of
25 min. The optimal ceramsite sintering temperature and duration were 1000°C and 25 min, re-
spectively. To manufacture the GTL from TL530, the desirable technical conditions can be summa-
rized as 1 g of TL530 loaded with 30 mL NaOH (2.5 mol/L) for 6 h reaction time. The GTL exhibited
strong adsorption capability for Cu2+. When the dosage of GTL was 0.0025 g/mL simulated waste-
water, the Cu?* removal efficiency reached up to 98.13%. The primary mechanism of Cu2+ removal
by GTL is chemical adsorption.
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PLE SIS TR N EEER, A R4 &2 LRI (TL530), $R/5FINaOHX TL53034T BiclE, BRXE
4B BA RIFR I RE I T BEMRL(GTL) , HE4HT GTLIMEIL B 7K H Cuz+ i B e R SR 53 R 3 . PASEM.
AR R E B GTLIR Ff Cuz+ ML . RINE SIS VR & TLS30E H &M= ERIGESHEL.
BRIRAS . RERR NI HE R 5:3:1: 1, R TRIGE B R 450°C i )2 25 min. BIRIBE4E B R 1000°C
JREERT 2525 min; TL5302 MM & GTLIIE HERARFAMA: 1 g TL530R IR E 2.5 mol/LI¥INaOH 30
mLRF6 h, KB ESBIERETRNGTL; GTLX Cuz- B RIEFHIRMIER, 4GTLEINER0.0025
g/mLBUE KR, Cuz+EBRFEAT498.13%; GTLI 4B RN R ERIUNL R .
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1. 5|

G ARIGYE LG AR LB A= ) [ A5/~ [ A1), e BRI N S A KB, & ELARTE 40%~60%
2, SKE S, BANTEEE, AR MR IR [2] [3] [4]. EFEEEN, G407k
PSR ST H RIE 1.25 42 t (75[5]. 2RI, K32 B H BRI B RHE UL AOR A 6] [7]
[8], AMHE LI KEM LM, B FEOPEM —KisRm A, SHEASAEBIA0]. Kk, dnfseil
AP BRIEAM AL, RIS, SR TR Lo 2B RRI-E .

BEXTHATRS PR SHRA I BOR, BB ORI A BIHEAE . PREGHAL. MR LR RER e s
[10] [11] [12]. 24 P e SR AL X To Je i A R OT IR T Se i R v, R BIE AR5 e i B S 2
Ja AR AR, AEEEN AEBEZ . SLR R s AVE SIS . EAMERE I T I E S TR K,
el e /K AP RS KM 80%J8 /D21 40%, FRATAEMIBUREL PRIEERIT5IeA M HAR[13] [14], &
BERS RS Y A ML TEN Ly, i be st f S ThBER . iR et BN A LIS 9, RILTR R
PAR AR, A g, [ A AN B s e ) R [15] . A LLE AR5 N FZJERE, &
AT R REMRL, RAEPRIS IR MR CuP™ MR FRIE, NiEACiS Ve M RoF F LA B A SR B AR ST,
SeAbE BB 577k,

2. SEIEERSy
2.1, SRR ERIRALER
RRTGYE: JEE )RR, MR KA 33.92%, HEMKEER N T £ 1 s

][l
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Table 1. Industry analysis of sludge
=1 SRS

T4 T % Qnetad!
FE e -
Mag Vag Aad FCa (MJkg )

15Yede it 0.99 46.49 47.28 5.24 4.04

WA RERREN. BRIRAS. EEALEN. OP L. ki, &/KEE, Badrai[14].

XA 101 B ARG A TFRAR : JUJEAT 2100 ZU 406 e Tt SHA-B fHIRIR Y #%: STM-3-14 =il sl
CHLFEAP[14]: Nicolet 6700 HUd B AR 4 LT 4R 61X ISM-6380LV Y414 Hi ¥ 2. 448E:  Thermo escalab
250Xi 2 X~ 26 FL T RE IR

2.2. IELRISTEHIFTIREMAL(GTL)R S &

B, KGNS TR R RIE /N T 200 H, S5E L. BRIRES . RERREME — E N LR A Y
&), NTIERLEAAE A 50 £ 5 mm FIERRL; SR 5 I8 IR A4 16 N AE IR X T 15A8 b T8 27K 53/ T 5%
R TR 2 J5 BN B T 5 IR AT AR, i 4515 B 2 LM RL(TL530);s i FH A LBt
FECA:,  FRAT H < i A R S RO I GTL.

2.3. & CUEHIRKMESIR Cu” RERMET %

BEADL R K T 75 B — g B ) Cu®, Cu® iR 2 100 mg/L, 6 i R FhARHE 5 BHEATFRRE, SRH T
WL 66 RE T B CuPt (RSB B, 3R HRBRRE X T Cu? il 22 38 DA K W B 25 B AR K/, SR GTL
Xt Cu® (10 23 256 LA B MR B 725 2 R /N DR AY L S BRI B /KT [ 14]

CU bRUER I ] . SRR ) 0.3765 g CuNOz-3H,O [ A5 B R P S ILIEHR, 1 A
1000 mL BEMALIER, IRGIES], 73845 100 mo/LCu® brikiwi, FLpHE = 5.23, WE T %4
Hh 77 R

CUP R FE I 52 « B56Ks— & B RIMVA B AE 25 mL EL & i, 17520 S0 5 mL pH = 9 fl145—
ST . 1 mL 2% OP FL4kifl. 13 mL 1 g/L 47, fER—IRIINE R 5, #ERITEERY
BAE. BINERZH TR, FHSZELMEATT, BAZE, BT %@ EHE 18 min).
KA IR T 443 nm P, PAEEFRIENS B, EZERIIROGRE, I8 Cu” brifk fiZk R

TEAEKF[14]
0.7 4
06 y=0.20021x+0.04953
’ R?=0.99999
0.5+
(_E) 04—
"o
< 034
S
R
=X 024
0.14
0.0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0 3.5

Cu”' ¥/ (mg-L™)

Figure 1. Cu® standard curve
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Cu®FrikHi 2k 2. o) 20 mg/L () Cu brdEdai, 207H 0.5, 1. 1.5. 2. 25 mL T 25 mL ks
BN, % CUPIREENE AR, B3 CuPFrtthsk, HOARFRZEWOCREE, AR E Cu?ikE. WK 1.

3. LWHERSTTR
3.1 BRTRIE GTL NREIZEH

3.11. BT eMRR S FLMRR(TLS30)MRETL Z &M

ISR & TL530 foC Rz K 200 R G 4Ri5 e « It BRIRES . REFREN)ACLL . T8 T
TRFH t. gl To bedh to DAMgRL LR A RN B, SR IEASSEE T, 2R 1G4k e il &
ZALFIRI B T 25 5. . BRIRES . FERRENLLAE 5:3:11, TIAGRAEE 450°C. Tk
KL 25 min, BE4E IR L 1000°C B4 K& 25 min, BT3Pk LR RS 1143 mPg .

3.1.2. TL530 Bl & GTL MBARFH

Fi NaOH X} TL530 et P il % GTL I SCHE s Mi K 25 2 NaOH ¥ FE . NaOH [ il & . NaOH 5 TL530
VR IEL. DL GTL WRBHBSLE K A ) Cu e KA A HAs, SRAIIEACSEBG 5%, 795 TL530 o il #
GTL & B ARSAE N 1.9 TL530 ¥R Nk /2 2.5 mol/L f) NaOH 30 mL, (& N 6 h, 7530} 5 4
JEPERE R AP GTL.

ELRT 5, E45 Ve H#% GTL M7y R : FIRiAR /N T 200 H K 485 YR (T-4E) 50 g 529 1= 30 g+
WRERES 10 g EERREN 10 g IR A 5], IMA—Z &K, Fahflpekife N 50 £ 5 mm FERKL, SR 5K EkR
£ 450°C (FHEIE F4EHILE 15°C/min) FEIRHEAT I, B [E$EHI4E 25 min 5. BEfE, £ 1000°C THR
HEAT B4l , I % HIAE 20min Zo o F5 , A8 B T 0 s L BRI 21 = 0, 3R 15 2 FLM AL TL530; #REX 50 g TL530,
TN BE SRR FE 2R 2.5 mol/L 1) NaOH ¥ 1500 mL, BN 30°C1H iR #2 K Bt A7 4R, [N ()45 HI7E 6 h.
EHAHB =R, RS FACK LR, BT 105 CHFE N AT T, 18 2I8ERRL 41.3 g.

3.2. GTL %} Cu®* OB B4k

3.2.1. GTL W hNERT GTL IRM Cu” BRI

NT T AR B K AT BRI B CuP* KPR P FE SR B, 7E 4R pH 4+, ¥ 40 mL100 mg/L {5 Cu™*
BLALLPE /K TBCE 31 100 mL Bebh A, W H0 0.1 g Fgki, FHSE 3 30° CIEIRFEIR N BEATIRG , K AR S,
U AR R 0.5 1. 1.54 2. 251 4. 6. 8. 12. 14 h I, WIE B BA K Cu® £fR%, A

IR 2.
100 4 R X N
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90 4 VZ e
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)
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Figure 2. Relationship between adsorption time and GTL adsorption of Cu®*

2. GTL HI¥%MEF1 GTL KMt CU I RIIXFH

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.103038 335 BRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.103038

FHER, IV

PRI R, Cu* BBk BN, HB R AWARE.

HWHAFOUT,  AURER N 5

BCCA R UANER Sy 1) 4 h 28 FEGRAMEENEIE AL SR TR, BRI 2) 4~6 h, XABTEL
MR RL SRR 7345 L2 78 70 WM, B A8 pl N IS S, B A P2 TS, R ARAE 2218 1 95 300 3) 6~12 h,
Cu”* ZRM BB IR N AL AR, WA FTNEE: 4) 12~18 h, KB CLHRTH, Cu®

KRR 99%. 5 A CU IR RIAELL, BAWREH

o B S A

A A

S, Wk 2 Fis.

Table 2. Comparison of GTL adsorbability for copper with other adsorbents in the literature

= 2. GTL XH$RBIUR HE /1 5 H fthSTHERE R B 5FIRD EL 3R

MR, i 75) M fft % 5 (gl g) P
GTL 44.30 A

Pl 2150 32.40 [16]
R/ S 327 [17]
e I B kL 11.29 [18]
sz 10.56 [19]

AS 30.59 [20]
ERAR AN 17.3 [21]

3.2.2. IRBEfiEIRT GTL IRF Cu® ¥ SREIRNE

NT T AR B R AT BRI B CuP* KR P FE SR BRI, 78 4R pH 2+, ¥ 40 mL100 mg/L {5 Cu™*
B 7K TBCE 21 100 mL BEdt B, ¥R 0.1 g Bk, 1M Ji5 i B ) 30 CHEIRRR IR N EATHRY » K AE IR B I R
RIL, WKL 0.5, 1. 1.5, 2. 2.5, 4. 6. 8. 12. 14 h i, @B AL KK Cu® 2R aT

WK 3 iR

Cu® B 2/%
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Figure 3. Relationship between adsorption time and GTL adsorption of Cu®*

& 3. DRHIRTEFD GTL IR Cu* SRR &

PRI R, Cu* BRI N, HB R AWARE.

HWHAFOUT,  AURER 5

BBA R JUANER Sy 1) 4 h 28 FEORAMEHENEIE AL A RE TR, RO R 2) 4~6 h, XABTEL
AT GL SRR 734 L2 78 70 WM, A pl N I S, B A P2 TS, R ARAE 2218 1 95300 3) 6~12 h,
Cu”* R B BUE RN AL AR, SHEERA FTIEE(4) 12~18 h, K¥SHCLMMTH, Ccu®

LRI 99%.
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3.2.3. CU" MM EEXT GTL Mt Cu” fER IS

N T SRAUFBH K B CuP WIUGH FE X T BRI Cu”* KT, AR 83T B4R pH {E 4 1F PRI,
] 9 /> P4 2K 40 mL Cu** MI%A i B IR EEAR /2 604 80+ 100. 120, 140. 160. 180. 200. 220 mg/L fry4fE
TN SHRN 0.1 g FgkL, BT 30°CIIRIERTHATIRG WA, JEIRTE 12 h 2245, KIS 9 MER
B cu* LbrE, BAARLEN T 4.

100 ]

. \

80 - \

CU** EB%/%

704 \

" \

1 ——
40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240
2- -1
Cu™ A E/(mg-L")

Figure 4. Effect of Cu®" initial concentration on Cu®* removal rate

4. Cu” MIEIRE 3 Cu” K IRFEMIER

FE CUPHIHRIR <120 mg/L, Cu**EBRHFEHT T 99%; fHiE, WiH Cu? ik EF>100 mg/L, Cu®* %k
AL BEASE SR TET N Mo 3 FH TR IR [ e B, W B AR R AN, IR R R, $2 7t
CUPIRFE, M5 sy BB BRI IR Cur i, MIMHRE PR, Cu™ BB T, Xt Cu” W2
B L, 76 CuPWIUAIR ¥ B A 120 mo/L I, 39012 4% T 0.0025 g/mL FW B FH B & .

3.2.4. pH Xt GTL XM Cu™ & A BIENT

T SRIERA K B pH Xt GTL WRPH Cu® IIFE AR, MK IKEL 40 mL 100 mg/LCu* Bl 7K 7 4k
NHETZIAN, A% pH B AR KAE 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7, #BIIA GTL & A& 0.0025 g/mL, &-T 40°CHEE
RIRWEHTIRY, I 120 A, BRGE R T S5,

100 — /- — .
u
80 — /
[ |
/
R 604
%
&
R 40 4
&
3
o
20
J
/
—
0
T T T T T T T T
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Figure 5. Effect of pH of Cu®* simulated wastewater on Cu®* removal rate

5. CU R 7K pH 3 Cu”* KRR MM
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PEBE pH (B MIRTE, Cu® kR IZ AN, fEBARM pH (I, JLRRPERGE, HR GTL B kirst
MIVER, ¥e2% T VFZRIENI A, %] GTL X Cu™ HIWLITARE /15 FEBE pH MEISRTE, BRYEISEIRGT, HOK
JE R, RTINS AR, GTL X Cu MWL e Al T 2= L, Cu™ LBRF . 24 pH{H = 5~6,
Cu* Lk Bmmtas . Kk, P pH=5-6 I, Cu” LFRFIEFIRAEN 98.74%.

3.3. GTL &M} Cu* KM EBIR T

3.3.1. GTL ¥t Cu®* B pi{5 8y
N EUFHLER GTL XF Cu Wk fh b2, 7Rt A BT Langmuir W PRS0 A 400 & th 28 R J8 I 33k —
A gT, KB E(L) [14]:
G__1 .G
Q QxK, Q
Hor: Co &P ik, mo/l; Qe & TP &, mg/g: Qe K&, mglg: K. 2%, Limg.
i) 8 NP2 40 mLCu® I MK 2% 60, 80. 100. 120. 140. 160. 180. 200. 220 mg/L IR K
B, ¥hn GTL i&E 2 0.0025 g/mL, #HE T 40 CIHEIRREIR NRATIRG , KAWL TH 4 HI17E 12 he
Ce RMEALNR, CAQeEMALER, TI1FE 6, AT FERI(Q) [14], TTAELMEAISCEE R? = 0.998 19. k%,
Langmuir 2545 =CAT SRR GTL X Cu® MR R 2.
C,/Q, =0.02348C, +0.06068 R® =0.998 19 (2)

1)

g
©
1

y=0.02348x+0.06068 -
R?=0.99819

N\

AN

c/Q /gL
>

o =
™ N
1 1

| =

T T T T T T T T T T T
20 40 60 80 100 120
C /(mg-L")

Figure 6. Langmuir adsorption isothermal model fitting curve

6. Langmuir I M= RAR B S #hEk

3.3.2. HIEB#RI

INIEAR i i

K F 2% 18 Nicolet 23] 4E 7™ 1) Nicolet6 700 B £LAM Gk AT TLE30. GTL #k4T B B HIRAE, %
HAm W T 7. 2K 7, IWFBEAROR GTL (2t k). TL530 (AR etk Far).

LM AN ERE ER L, Bk oo JE MR E B K 922, 1012, 3432 cm M AbERAT IR Mg, (H R
RAEMVEFERA—. BATE, T 3432com b2 %0E, T 1012 cm ™ 4bJ@ T o, #oRFRiE. H
BRI S, SOMERT < MRS, SRS R R T R AR 2 TR . RIE RO EAATER
BRI T AR, Cu® al LURRIEEAS N A, Fe T 0 P [ 2, i Se Bl 25 R 58 11 H b
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Figure 7. Infrared spectrum of TL530 and GTL
7. TL5300 & GTL RILT Atk (&l

2) AR RAEIEE

LA JSM-6 380LV/ 704 5 fale ot ek A RN B CuP* e vk P R T TR AS BT RAE, RTUL R 8. @it it
SN 8() I, WRPHATRE R IR 2 HIL R AR AU/ INIRL, 45 AR AR BV, FEAEL A,
8(b) AL S, FE R T VT ZECRBR 45, 1% BT o fa IR S AR B 1P AR R B B, TR
WESFUUENI, it SEHER, HARRMAFBRIITTE A, T2 sl [ e Wb TR i & LK

Figure 8. Scanning electron micrograph of GTL (a) and GTL (b) Adsorbing Cu®*
8. GTL (a) &I MT Cu®* (b)&Y GTL FA¥FR EE

Gi5b, IR BRLRIUR B Cu* BRI BERS L I 9, & 3 Rt TR E R E . AR L
3 AT, ePERaR S VR 2 TR, HAEUTR & BN, Bl 1 otk a RSN (vl e S e & A2k R]),
FRIT CUP MRt . b TR MR B S L PR B DR RE ], UG R I 25 i mT LA A B B [ 2 B L
1, G R R oy HUER R AR Z T 0%4R 8 3.39%, AT HE—AIESE Cu® I B 18 & T s «

Table 3. Element weight percentage of GTL and GTL adsorbing Cu?*
# 3. GTL 5Mf Ci'H) GTL T REEAENLL

HEEH % ‘
FE RE%
oK Al K Si K CaK Fe K CukK
et F 45.72 6.44 14.39 30.25 32 0 100
% Bt Cu?* [y ek 36.42 10.88 20.17 25.08 4.06 3.39 100
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Figure 9. Energy spectrum of GTL (a) and GTL (b) adsorption Cu?*
9. GTL (a) WMt Cu?" 9 GTL (b)BEILE

4, &g

1) FRAR/NT 200 H BELTs e (F45) 50 g 5z + 30 g« BkEEA 10 g FERREA 10 g TRA AT, N
AN—ERIIK, FahERRZ A 50 £ 5 mm [ERL, SREEERRIE 450°C RIEE T 25 min, BEfE, 7
1000°C £ N EATIH IR LRSS, A2 HI7E 20min. 17 f5, £ Bh T4 L B2 5, 313 2 LM kL TL530;
1 50 g TL530, JIAJBE/R¥KE A 2.5 mol/L ft NaOH ¥ 1500 mL, T 30°CIEIR#EIAR Nt TR, I H
FEHIAE 6 h, T EHHRRRI =R, UEE TR, & 105°CHUE AT T, nI15 200k
Bib B R 4T GTL 41.3 g

2) GTL XFF Cu”* A HGRM R, WSk GTL Asin & HI7E 0.0025 g/mL KK, N Cu**
FPBrEET 98.13%.

3) GTL T Cu HIMR IR B, 15 Langmuir MR &SR BERIARZSML, $2TF GTL XFT Cu* i b .

4) GTL W 4 85 T I LB AL W b, i GTL B g S eae i, Cu vl LAFISRIE L [F4E Al 4%
WNEEY), FET AR E T GTL MR B AL, T SEIAL BRI K P4 25714 H A o

E&WHE

[ % H AR 564 BT Bh I H (No. 51478182)
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