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Abstract

This paper deals with photo-degradation of COD and NH3-N in coking wastewater catalyzed by
TiO2 nanorod arrays and TiO;/Fe;04 composite particles. The particles were characterized by field
emission scanning electron microscope (FE-SEM), transmission electron microscopy (TEM) and
X-ray diffraction (XRD). UV-Vis, chemical oxygen demand analysis and photochemical Kkinetic
analysis have been carried out in order to obtain the details of the photo-catalytic degradation and
mineralization of contaminants. The results showed that these nano catalysts exhibited high pho-
to-catalytic activities in photo-degradation of organic contaminants in coking wastewater. The
degradation efficiencies of COD and NH3-N reach 86.68%/71.96% and 71.23%/60.98%.
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K Bl 7K ik R0 U B - B v ] 4 TiO2 9N K 4R B B (B 2L ) A TiOz/Fes0. B & R F (R B W) ,
SEM/TEM/XRDXRAE, R TEILEKMEESTHEE. £RER, LTREEEFBRS. KIHRKIMT R
FZ T, KK TiIO PRSI FITiIO,/Fe; 048 AR T X /K 22 7% & & (COD) A1 & (NH;3-N) 1) PR 5 43 HiliE
3|7 86.68%- 71.96%F171.23%- 60.98%, ULEABMBENM B EESMEMAIEME, TioPEFIMEE &R
F, RimBEEa®, AN ERTR, ARy LRI S B

K
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1. 5|8

TAvARRERE R 1 KT SRR S B R SRR KA R R R L R A B R AL 7 i IS e
FAAE R RR B A R AR HUROK, S 2RISR E BRI A B H, R R I R TS SR

PEHTE BRI O B TR R AR o v A A P AT AR AL R AOK A T B E . AR
b5 BAEAE GE R AE 1] [2] 5 BRI 2P0 i BE A b, SR AT C A 2E Ay i R0 A 3 5 B4 A o () TRLAL 3 B
BEARECAR, DASEILAT COD. NH,-N S bR IR AR, 18 21 B 500 IHE R v R0 7K 8] FH 22K

AW TR I AP C AL BOR 3] [4] [5], B B B ALK % TiO, 49K AR I #Z Ti0y/Fe;04 B
HRT, CAE PR AR AN MR B bR, FBRYUKK TiO, RN EHEMICIR, FFarxtth
R

2. SEEGER4y
2.1. ELEEKIEKBIRT
JEK: SE FHCE — B IR R SR gk i ek TR R K, KRN R 1 TR

Table 1. Characteristics of coking wastewater

1. IKEERYIK B SY

COD (mg/L) NH;-N (mg/L) pH ERIREES
1840 2527 7.17 s, R BHLESE. 25 Rk

;. — ZRERZ(HN(CH,CH,OH)2) 70 4, BkIRIU T iR([CH3(CH,)30]5 TiY(TBOT) 7 Mk, b5t 2
RS2 A IR AR s TEK LBE(CHsOR) AT 4, AL stk Al A mls =SFABRIE (S 15%TiCly) 4 i
g, bRt EFRENT) s SALBINaC) S Hral, FHERHCH S Hral, Jbsiib T ZH(CH;COOH) /Mt
ali, REWSCEMBEARA T s F3E 2 (CyHyN;00S:Nay),  FHARARR " KB 1K, Hiil JUA
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b =4k(Fe;0,), AL HifERAL T . AELIE, 2 cm x 3.5 cm x 0.05 em, b5 R B a6 A TR A F .
2.2. fEHFFIGIE

TiO, PKFERES . Kk$E. @© 17 ml TBOT A1 5 ml — ZFEREINAN 12 ml 8, Bidse 1 he 18005
I (1.7 ml 217K +34ml OBF +0.13 ml #578), FFEEHHE 30 min, FRfL 20 h, BARER: @ HIK
WZ W INAER A9 b, 3000 r/min 2118 30's, #3350 KeME, T AN 347, 5°C/min FHE % 800°C,
AR 15 min, HELH% TiO, B & 9 g NaCl A 0.05 MTiCl KIFWE+, 1BEHEIHZE] 50 ml x
i, PALERHE R RME N R BRI T, TR TANMEAE, 190 CAKMAEK 3 h, K TFRKREMBEA %
R TR S AT Tio, 9KEERE

K TiOy/FesO04 BEHRLT: WIEURIE. K 2.0 g BREF Fe;Ou AR MAZT1BEIMH, 1 400 mL LK%,
HE 7 HL 5 min, 40°C/K¥HE NI 10 mL H,O, 75 pH = 4.0, JRI 2445 H: N INVE 5 (24 mL TBOT + 24 mL
LIE +24 mL 4FR), BRib 12 h, CBE. ZETKEES, 100CTE, G 5°C/min FHEZ 450°C, &
H3h, AHEER.

2.3. HRFIE

K H Rigaku DMAX-RB #! X SFZEATH{(Cu $8) 734 énAH, KA ZEISS SUPRATMSS Y37k 5 434
H15%(FE-SEM, 10 keV). PHILIPS-FEI TECNAI20 %1% §f B 55 (TEM) WL EERE T T 50 20 BT e AR 45 4

2.4. FeELPERESEIE
g 1) Afsa A0 R BRR (GRS E, BSEE v="5L/min); 2) HXEIMNTEW,
FEW K 254 nm); 3) HA AT AR E T, UV-7502PCS (K5 Fl 200~1000 nm); 4) TR-420 COD Jiil

HOB 2% 5) NOVA-60 KB40 6) KDY-9810 YL EEUL. 1 1y B il RO A S SR AL R
HHE, BETFTHAERE, WHIVKRRIES, [E FTEEREEAEE, SSPRmEARETLINT .

)

L] == @)

— == 3)
.

)

Figure 1. Photochemical reactor for coking wastewater degradation:
(1) the main part of photocatalysis eactor; (2) quartz tube; (3) low
pressure Hg UV lamp (254 nm); (4) micro-pore tita-nium plate
E 1. BRsCeCtENR RCKTER: (1) ERMZF; (2
AREE; (3)4 W RIMNT(FEHKK 254 nm); (4) WFLEIR
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TR RHT, FRREEAMT R E — BB E, REER, © K &R H AR 10 min,
N RILARTAT RN, TiO, BEFIRE AL E (/KR Z) L= 0 (Bl Kk iR 2, 80— 2 i IR EH bR,
AN AT WL I E RO B (PR R R ), B IRE SR IE I E COD & (L IEK), THE Tio, 44
KEEREFN B AR R R @ W —E BIFEE B AR5 E R TiOy/Fe;04 E &R TIRA, FFELH+E 10 min,
NIRRT RN, BERS — B MV H AR, WS> B UTRE ML), 5 AN AT W2 ool B v s
WPOCRE (AR, BRI AMENIE COD FEENIEK), THEHK TiOy/Fe;04 B A KT 5 H AR
POGHEAERRR . SEER DL 0.2 g/L W 2 IO B AR 6 3K BRI, ST ELA3AT TiO, BEFIAT TiO,/Fe;04 B &
R ek fE . FIE SR ARIREICN Co, ANTRII TR 52 AL 22 AT FEIE N C.

HRHE LU R e 1
A=Kc
W G B R R 2L VRO P B T, R
C 4
C()_AD

3. FR511R
3.1. ZAKE TiO, FEFIA TiO,/Fe;0, E &R TRIES WA

Figure 2. SEM images of TiO, nanorod arrays: (a) top view; (b) side view

2. TiO, ZMK4EMES| SEM Bl: (a) 1FHLE; (b) MHLE

B 2 BI%1, TiO, 9Kk B —4E 2R A KA. ARHE ST 745 R [6], &N TiO, 4KaEFES1[001]
TR ALK, BHAZN 100 nm, KEEZH 1500 nm, K42 15:1, BAHERBALSE. E 3 N Tio, 4
KBEFEFRT L) XRD K. 45 R EoR, FEFIATRREE TR &, SRR EELS, TiO, KB STt iE S
PR F (JCPDS No. 04-055D)MMI &, @8N &40 AR XRD G EEZELM %, BonfEmH A METL e’
YIRATAE[T], GAFSZIRI0AE, JERK KA, w2 LR .

HIE 4 /&, BREWIZIK TiO)/FeO H AR T bR B G ROREF, K208 100 nm, S B,
EATEE, A7 ERE P A% FesOq RRAEVENT MR UG M, TiO, MHXTHSS, #LHH Tio, &N AZ. &
A R RAE I 5 5 T RO 2R 2 L4 2.
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Figure 3. XRD patterns of TiO, nanorod arrays
3. AEEKLHIF Tio, 492K IR XRD

Figure 4. Morphology and SAED electron diffraction pattern of TiO,/Fe;0, composite
particles: (a) TEM image; (b) polycrystalline diffraction rings

B 4. TREHAZNAK TiO,/Fe;0, EARITRERS SAED EFITH74T: (a) TEM
5 (b) SRITHTHE

Table 2. Diffraction characteristic peak and the crystallographic plane (PCPDF)
= 2. (TSHFEIE S M E AR K B (PCPDF)

T102 Fe304
5T =58 (A) 3.51 1.89 2.38 297 2.53 1.48
AR 7 T (101) (004) (200) (220) 311 (440)

MBS (R 4(b))
k4% LA =RD

;ﬁD:Lﬂ,
R

R fti(mm), BJZ S3RA2, S
D NS AR, BPATEHASAEIE(A)
20 TS 2R B (2 SR N AL 1~6 38), DLA D EiTFESE R, ki 3.

, Hr, LA =23.60 mm-A (FHHLH %L 0.8 m, B HE 150 kV);
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FEE, =B

Table 3. Diffraction characteristic peak of TiO,/Fe;0, composite particles
3. EANFIISHHEESTER

T102/ F6304

2R {E(mm) 13.4 15.9 18.8 19.9 25.0 31.7
Fr it = 5RiE(A) 3.52 2.97 251 2.37 1.89 1.49

HE 4b)RAETEDL, LR H, 99K TiOy/Fe;0, E &R T, HE A TiO, 5 Fe;0, % H TS =
3 U%(3.52/1.89/2.37) (2.97/2.51/1.49) 2B, JF5 PCPDF HH45#E(3.51/1.89/2.38) (2.97/2.53/1.48)Y1%,
I3 %5 N B Ti0, ST ((101)/(004)/(200)) A1 FesO4 fi T ((220)/(311)/(440)).

B PA B 45 5T 51, 992K TiOy/Fes0y B A KL AT L S48, KK EB % . EEMEH TiO, #4415 Fe;0,
FAREAEAE, AR UR K AR, SAED T4 —sRIEER S B HIMAEE G R4, X RNAKRE TEM HE
FAAER] EiR 2518 . 75 TEM BUEH, BT Fe;O4 s WAVEM B, X HLFIRISRE 773 KT TiO,, FrHiRf
95N Fe;O4 HAK, RN TiO KT, PFARTE TiOy/Fe;04 H AR T FaEAE1E

3.2. BEZSAELERUIR AL

PRAHE AL TN B A R i R T A ER R AR [6] [8], TiO, GK#EFEF | 492K TiOy/Fe;04 B KL
FHIIANES N 0.052 g/L 2.6 g/L, Hrr, XJ TiO, BEAIH 4 Bl 5 B4 o€ [ 307 AT e FR &, nI1SFE
FHE FAKK Tio, FEH 2. AN A 60 min, 7E/MNAFE] t Y 0 min, 5 min, 10 min, 15 min, 25
min, 35 min, 45 min F1 60 min U, 600 nm AT E AN [FIE (] ¢ X REE ARG R, Ziii C/CO0—t
Pz, i s fos.

1.0¢ —=— TiO, nanorod arrays
—*—TiO/Fe,0, particles

0.8

0.619 ‘m

cre,
»
/

0.4 *— o
o‘_l_.\.
T
0.21
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Figure 5. Methyl blue degradation rates of TiO, nanorod ar-
rays and TiO,/Fe;0, composite particles

5. TiO, B FUFA TiO,/Fe;0, B &R T X R E Z L PERR
HhZk

MRS, BEAR 60 min, TiO, KFEFEFFT TiO,/Fey04 5 A0 T HI 3L W IR B AR 270 N 61%
M 75%, BEFIEHEAZCRAR TR ARCF, (B H AR Tio, 9K FEFE51 1Y 0.052 g, 1M 2.6 g &
A TiO, BN 1.898 g, £124 TiO, FEFI 36.5 fif, XFFHIMEMACRT AU, TiO, KRS HA
R CEATE T TiO, 9K B LA, 52 MUK TiOy/Fe,0, E AR F45MAHEL, BN AIETE
e e, AR TORA BT/ A B AR, BNE LR, ETRRSEES, BRI s
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Mo A, TiO, GUKFRFESI NG AR, T TiO,/Fe;04 AR Hh TiO, NBIERT 1, Biekn R4k 50
H32eV, LA EN3.0eV, BN BRAEEIEIEES, HAREPBA/NT 387.5 nm D8
WOR, &40 A g NG nT i R #) 413.3 nm MR WOBIX, ik, BRSO AR Tio, EAIE R E /I
55, AHATEEAF R ORBH S, BB RN

3.3. &Lk COD PEREIRITLE RERHFE DT

AL 5 TR A B (COD)BE KSR A an 1] 6(a) B, PIFREAL I E B A 2.6 g/L. 455K, Tio,
YK FERE ST TiO,/Fes0, B Ak 70 S ALK /K COD AbHERE 7758, 7638 24 R Th 3R 5 AT 10 5 2614
N, 60 min KN JEHIA, COD FERZFHIER] T 86.68%F1 71.96%, HiEL Degussa P25 ¥i¥[9], _FidpH
FhEK AT AR R AT HEAIE T, H TiO, FEFIL T TiOy/Fe;04 HEK T, I H 3 = G
TEPE, XSRS, BRI R, R Rk e N A E VIR R

2000

(@), ' 2.04(b) .
1800+ —=—Ti0,-Fe,0, 184 " TiO,-Fe,0,
16001 \ —4=TiO, el ° TO,

A,

1400- § 1.4
%1200- A\

E . g 1.21
.
210 \\_ < 10]
O 8001 2 = 084 .
S :
\A

200+ 0.2

0 T T T T T T T T T T T T 0.0 T T T T T T T T T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
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6001 \ 0.6-
a0, \ 0.4 (]
A *
T

Figure 6. COD removal rates with different catalysts (a) and kinetic analyses (b)
6. FEALFEIK COD PEARZENTEL BhZk Bl (a) FNEh SIS B 7R (b)

W 6B R EIR, FAEK COD BEMERNIF&—Hah 15 He, siRairink
4 FiRe A 4 /AL In(Cy/C)5 SN E] t 2R EFIILe MR M. X 5TV 2078 TARZ 1A — 5
(107 [11], HLIE 6(b) 7w (R A7 6 A 45 SR A Ak 913 R 0 R, > 0,99, oAl R LA

Table 4. Kinetic equations of COD removal
F 4. COD MR NF 512

fi Ak B2 E TR FAHEZH A k (min) R’
TiO/Fe;04 —%: In(C,/C,)=0.0208t+0.0292 0.0208 0.9969
TiO, —#%: In(C,/C,)=0.0328t+0.0006 0.0328 0.9974

3.4. FRALEK NHa-N FEREHRI L R E N HFE S

ZR(NH;-N) B s B TR AR AN 1] 7 JToR, TiO, KBRS FIZNK TiOy/Fe; O, &KL HE BN 2.6
g/L. TEIEFERE AT 2R AMT I 54 T, —/NRBIAMIN, NH3-N M 252.7 mg/L 4 5IF2] T 72.7
F198.6, FEMEZEN 71.23%H 60.98%. 45 FULHH, T AR R K H ) NH3-N A 85 IR B AR 80U
H TiO, FEFIRILH B = A s . F R 1) B 3 128 43 B 2 LA 8 .
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Figure 7. NH3-N removal rate curves with different catalysts

B 7. L&k NHa-N PR 3 EL Bk E

I 8 AR, ZWWEMET, — NRMNMAMA, In(Cy/Cha)s (Co-Co(b)5 [ i [a] t ZEPEAH
FMEAFE, BHIMFRBR® < 094, —HMHFKEARE R < 0.98, T8 TiO, PUKEEREFIFIZK TiOy/Fe;04

HERT RN BK T NH-N Bl 72, BEA S &7 & TR 1 AR A 58 4

FEE— UM B)

TR, 2 RO e T ALK S R R R 2k . 26 5 o NH-N BB /157 S 4.

200
12{@ : 150l ® .
" TiO,-Fe,0, ® TiO,-Fe,0, ) i
Lod e TiO, . T 107 e o, . / .
/ 6 140 .
087 //// 120 /j://////
bo & |©)] 1 /
<C 067 r 100 i
= O 80 3
0.4] . 60 1 //
1 = = 40 1
02 2]
EL
0n
0.0 T T T T T T T T T T Ty T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Time (min) Time (min)
Figure 8. Kinetic analyses of NH;3-N removal
8. FRILEE7K NHy-N PERERN N 4R
Table 5. Kinetic equations of NH3-N removal
& 5. NHy-N s hE 512
TEALF VAL yrp = FH AT k R’
FH: C,-C, =2.4853t+24.261 2.4853 mg-L " 'min"" 0.9325
TiOZ/FC304
—%: In(C,/C,)=0.0157t+0.0973 0.0157 min ' 0.9593
FH: C,-C, =2.8821t+28.719 2.8821 mg-L " 'min"" 0.9337
TiO,
—%: In(C,/C,)=0.0208t+0.1091 0.0208 min "' 0.9702
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BB AR K NH,-N BEARIE AR, 18] 9 53 6 JuAN[E] S A 3H 43 20 sCEURE Bl 2 o i s 2R
FARCERE AT 0, OB JEHR 35 min B, TiO, PRSI FIGNK TiOy/Fe;04 & KL T F#f# NHy-N 76
— BB SIFREA, LRSS R B R2 400N 0.9973 F10.9966. 454 1E 8 A1 5 — 2R sh 1R M B
RISONE JE EAEE N3 60 min, 277507 R RV ZEHHL k W18/, Rl 40K TiOy/Fe;04 B A KL
TR f S, 28 WL T8 22 B0k s 30%, Bt AHSGMEAR 22 0 UERH 60 min PR R G AR, 15 W) B EFRK,
AL NS RS, 992K TiOy/Fes04 H KL 1L TiO, FEFRIEREE R, [NV IEZ N E, NHy-N BA
FEAR SR, S5 7t TR — 8

1.0 P
= TiO,-Fe,0, @
084 * TiO, // /.r
//
=~ 06
) j;;/
z 3

T — T .
10 15 20 25 30 35
Time (min)

Figure 9. Kinetic analyses of NH;-N removal (Reaction Time:
35 min)
9. FEE K NH,-N BN 122 547 (R 2B B 79 35 min)

Table 6. Kinetic equations of NH3-N removal (Reaction Time: 35 min)

= 6. NH;-N FEfRaN F 512 (R B EHERA 35 min)

AL B IRE FAE R H K (min™") R?
TiO,/Fe;04 —%: In(C,/C,)=0.0226t+0.0270 0.0226 0.9966
TiO, —%: In(C,/C,)=0.0286t—0.0301 0.0286 0.9973

4. &g

TiO, HTMANAL, BPH]%& 7 BOES GKRRL T BUE R A R R S M I BE S, 3G R fE A R EE R TR i
BECA T/ B SON A R B EERAR . SRIR K RGE, DL ERIE AL PRI A e R o B, [ ERAE
KEGEFE, IR FEF S50 TiO, KB RL, PR R K AR BEINE @ TiO, BRI EY . %)
TR 57 RHIBIER S, LK Fe;04 EH TiO,, 3Y9K TiOy/Fe;04 WM KL, BELRA BF
25 TiO, M ALIE T, XAE T RE MU R - 835 SEM/TEM/XRD 73 5l Bl AL R HEAT AL, 2550 &
7~ TiO2 PIKEEREFIFIZK TiOo/Fes04 EA K FPFOGHEAMT, TEHLF. dftE, FEFIT Tio, R840 A
B, SHEKTH TIO, RN A, &L ARBIRMEFKARIL R, FREEK T LR, Hoaibmm e
RALH, ARKn] B T 0] WG R .

TiO, PIAKFEFEFIFIGK TiOy/Fe;04 H G R TR EELE K COD 1 NH3-N BARZR 73 B E] T 86.68%-
71.96%F1 71.23%- 60.98%, Wi EALTITE LR KRN thrf, #R IR & s, HREpE R
. BAk, BT TiO, GUKFERES g AL, Fir LARINBE B R AL R KRR VA v B, AR T6m
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