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Abstract: The effects of humic acid (HA) with different

. : . . MIEX resi
molecular weights on the adsorption behavior of bromide A
on magnetic ion exchange (MIEX) resin were = - s
r 100 -
investigated by static adsorption test. The results showed -.':'.;% ﬂ 1 <1000 BOC-95) me)
LI 80 - 2.1000-5000 (DOC=10.08 mg/L)
that four fractions of humic acid with different molecular - ol 00 Do semy

weights (<1000, 1000~5000, 5000~10000, >10000)

Removal of bromide/%

decreased the removal efficiency of bromide by magnetic =

40 H
—z 0]
ion exchange resin from 80.05% to 75.39%, 26.32%, ' ﬂ ol ‘ : S

Without 1

42.67% and 49.03% at pH 7.0, respectively. However, J o HA HA solution
each fraction of humic acid with different molecular

weights mentioned above improved the removal rate of bromide by magnetic ion exchange resin at acidic (pH<5.0)
or alkaline (pH>9.0) condition and the increase of removal efficiency was the most obvious when the pH was 11.0.
The humic acid with molecular weight >10000 shortened the time needed to attain the equilibrium of bromide
adsorbed on magnetic ion exchange resin from 60 min to 20 min, and those with molecular weights 1000~5000, and
5000~10000 reduced the adsorption equilibrium time of bromide to 40 min. The process of bromide adsorbed on
magnetic ion exchange resin followed the pseudo-second-order kinetic equation, regardless of whether humic acid
existed or not. The adsorption equilibrium capacity of bromide on magnetic ion exchange resin was significantly
reduced by various molecular weight humic acid components, which shortened sharply of the humic acid with
molecular weight >10000. But the adsorption equilibrium model type of bromine on magnetic ion exchange resin was
not changed. Both Langmuir isotherm model and Freundlich isotherm models described the equilibrium of bromide
adsorbed on magnetic ion exchange resin well. The effects of humic acids with different molecular weights on the
removal of bromide by magnetic ion exchange resin is closely related to pH of solution, and various humic acid
components accelerated the adsorption process of bromide on magnetic ion exchange resin, but not change the type
of adsorption equilibrium and kinetic models.
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A E D FREMNRIEERNIRE FE MIEX #fs_EIRHMIT RIS

T, At

1. T RS TSR, 2/ S¥il 243032
2. HEWMIRE K T A SR B AR 2O 3 AR Fe o, 2B Bl 243032

1 OE: RAESWREDTIL 7 AR 7758 0 SN IR 1 (Bro)fE MIEX B Jig B BHAT RS2, 45 R3&01, pH Jyh ki,
4 FEEIR (T2 58/ F 1000, 1000~5000, 5000~10000, KT 10000)f#F MIEX HJIEXT Br BRI 80.05%5) Ik 2=
75.39%, 26.32%, 42.67%F1 49.03%, TR PE(pH<5.0)B B L (pH>9.0)i , &Rl FA R W 2L i3k Br-2:K%, pH J9 11.0 I Je Bk R 1
B, 2 T8 KT 10000 (1) J5 5 S ) 45 IR -4 5 6] B 60 min 4546 25 20 min, 2> T & 1000~5000 A1 5000~10000 1] & 5t
TR T K I BP0 T 4 4 2 40 min. ECRSA EIEFERR, MIEX WAt Br AW B i FEM 75 &30 = G I N8 2. AR 41
BN IR Y AE B 2 PRI Br7E MIEX Mg BB BE-FIEAE, 4 FERT 10000 [/ FETR R 5ok, (H 354N SO U Bt~ A5
RURAY, WG BP0 B Langmuir 5 Freundlich f28435 AR IFEIA. AR 4+ B FEIR G MIEX B HE 2368 Bro (5200 515 )
pH EZEVIMZE, JEEMESIE Br7EM AR F IR R, RN SRR P15 Je 5 ) A B2 Y

KRR BVER TS R T A TR W W

FESES: X131.2 XHAFRIRTS: A NEMRS: 1009-606X(2018)06—1332-08

RS RIR L Br i RARAKAE, B T K Fh R TEER R Br

2% = 1
T &, & M,

1 ® &

IKUPFEHR B 7 (Br) 3 2R B 3 A Z 0 K
NIZ FHIER . SIRNERL KR HURIME S TR /K HE
A AR A FRN 2, Gl AR Br AR S AN Ak
FEAESEE, B HKPEA B BT, Bral s
R &AL SRR A B0 BRI EER, AR
NG EEEMEH M RER L B B AR E BRI~
VB AL SRR R KR BT —1d - SRR A T
T Bro L&A £, Bk, FRE&EMTTEER
IKUEH Bro DA G 7K AL B IA T 7 A2 JRAL R P2 00t DR B X
K22 HA R E R

WP AT LB K R Br, O E TR A
IR B 55, E MR 2S00, KA UT81, Bt 7 SR pED10
BARAPRHSI, R PRS0 BrA £ BRECR. Wit
B F A (Magnetic Ton Exchange, MIEX)# fIg /& —Fh5i
BB B B P A4 i, DRUREAR /NG R 180 pum, Atk
G RRRIARIG 1/5~1/2) ELRMAR. MR PR R AP
HAWNE GulE s S s EE AT 2K RRA
LIS MIEX AN —Fh B 122 s g, HBHA |
1) CIAT 5K ) Brk ARS8 MR K Br2spRlie1),
ERRA N E TR BN Br7£ MIEX B AR L1
Fo B 2k e B R B AR U821, S [R] KU R IR R AR AL R
SAE, WayFREARE, IEEaX BrfE MIEX )
W BEAT = AR, H AR DAH SGHRIE

A 5T K PR DR A JB B R 73 B R W o 1 i
/INF 1000, 1000~5000, 5000~10000, kT 10000 PUFf,

£ MIEX B lig E IR BT N 52, LUOA MIEX 4 E 2%
FroK b B2 (B g S Aif.

2.1 5

MIEX i Jlig (A0 5% Hhis B /K b 22 1 4% B A TR A
), HERE W OCHERPY; JRTERZ(HA, S51E SIGMA A F]),
KBr(Fi 47 T3R5 PR 2 &), NaOH([E 254 H 4k 24351
HIRAHE], W HCIERFE AR 7 22l A R A A,
Milli-Q #EE4fi/K.
22 KBS SIS

HG101-378-1 % /3 N #4i & (M I 52 56 53 B
1X28)7), MY3000-6B B VR AE S0 H FEAX (BT M T 3%
AR A7), MSC300 FEyEA( il BEER 2 S AR A
]), FA2004N B4RV (B A RHAER ), AT
REZK IR TEL IR R 3 28 (VL% & InZ @ P A BR A #] ),
SHB-3 fE¥ /K2 HETIREBM KA THARA
F]), pHS-3C #§% pH 1H( LI FRHAA A B IR A
A]), 1CS-2100 #i% B F ik A (FEk KRB AR A
F]), TOC-L MPRA(H AR A A)).
23 LW
2.3.1 A[EGF & IR 5 28

K MSC300 #EIEF, B 731543 %4 10000,
5000 A1 1000 (15 BEAR(PES ) 8 MEKE 165 5 R 43 B3 AN
7] 7 5 AR RER, FH B Sl AR BRI B 21 S 56 B 75 VR
AR (1) R ERECH]. PRI 1.000 g fE5H
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iR, HBaiKesT 1 L &=t ETHEEQ3 K)
W1tk 2s BRI AR 48 hy 1T 0.45 pum TRIERRE,
VEONETEIR F O (2) PES EIEME AL, ¥ PES #
VENE R 75% IR HEAL 1 d, PGB A KRG E T4
gk, AN 4CUKFER S (3) ARG TREIEHEK
BERI AR, 75 Ny AU TR0 FE R S Ak o i R
JyFE:24 10000, 5000 F1 1000 ) PES #BUEE, F 0.1
mol/L NaOH W& IENE ARy, 15918/
F 1000, 1000~5000, 5000~10000 F1 AT 10000 PYF &
VERRBER, A 0.1 mol/L NaOH ¥+ 0.1 mol/L HCI i#
i+ 1 mol/L NaOH &A1 1 mol/L HCI ¥V 1 B 5l 55
VARR AR pH BN 7.0£0.1, ARAF T Uk 4% .

2.3.2 By i i)

THERIFREL 105 °C LT 2 15 5 1) KBro#y K 0.1489 g,
WE#diK, EFT 1 LEEMY, BIKEL gL
BrbrifE I &I, 3 I R KRR AN AR S
2.3.3 WP s

W58 5 BrArdEVE ORI AN [F) 431 5 10 J6 B I B
Sr5E T 500 mL A&, FHZAMKERTZIRL,
i BrilFEoN 0.05 mg/L, JEFERRIRFE (LA MM HLIK
DOC & 811214 10.0 mg/L(LL DOC J5E &5 5 i),
VA S pH BN 7.0£0.1.

BBV 400 mL 4350 B TRt ralimA 0.1
mL MIEX B i (H2: DL SRS, 25291 K) T e TR &R
PEAX R REARRERE 120 v/min) B 2 h, B RIS
0.22 um fPEAE, BT i S0 Y 5 R Br
WEE, YRR AT G Brok AL THE Br &R, A
[ 73 7B ) S B R 6 MIEX A4 i 22 B Br 200 SR AR 5.

B & vIaE pH 23l % 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 9.0, 11.0
(£0.1), BFFAFEFEBRAFTERS, ¥ pH X MIEX # fii
F: 5% Broffism.

B il JES VE R MK E 2904 10.0 mg/L K Brik JE 435l
0.1,0.15, 0.20 F1 0.25 mg/L [ E &, #£ 298 K 5%
NIEATIR B SEG, RN R PR R R X Br
TE MIEX B g 15 B~ 467 1) 5

F Brf £ 0.05 mg/L. JEFARRHKEEZ) 10.0 mg/L 1)
TRA AT 5250, 42 HIAE 5, 10, 20 , 30, 40, 50,
60 , 90 1 120 min BFHURE, ME7KH Bk g, B
6] 93 7R JE FEER X Br7E MIEX B g B 5h f1 241
A

DA b A SB35 AN 55 R BE IR (R i B, 2
SR E R 3K, BCFIIME.

2.4 STk
Brk & & F 1% Il 2, DIONEX Ionpac

AS11-HCI 4 mm B &5k, AG11-HCI 4 mm %Y
B FORPm A, RPN 25 mmol/L KOH V&, Z5kf
BEWRSE, MESN 1.0 mL/L, FEiR 30°C, SR 75
mA, HFEATR 25 L, |45 ASRS ULTRA 114
mm, HEHE.

JERERRIR 3 LA DOC & RAE, FH A LB AT
A E , MHETEFE 4 pg/L~30000 mg/L, K 680°CH#AKE
AL E LRI 2, OCT-L )\l i HEFE 2.

3 AR5t

3.1 AEISFEBFEEX MIEX R85 %5 BrivE i

4 AN 2y B R B A R 6 MIEX M4 AR 23 Bk Broak
Rroszm W 1 BRI, AINEEEER R, MIEX A5
AT RERRKY Br, ERRFIE 80%LA F, 5 ICHRIS0
ZERAAL. AR TE T E R Br LA
FEFEBRAR, 20 T2/ T 1000 FR 6 5 R X 2Bk Br5mi i
AN, EBREBEMNFFEK 5% 1o & KT 10000
5000~10000 FIEFEIRME Br2BRZM 80.05%7) P4 2
%) 49.03%AH1 42.67%; 43T 1000~5000 K5 IR0
Br A BRI SRR IR ™, (f Br RRREKNIEEFE
26.32%.

100
| HA molecular weight
o 1. <1000 (DOC=9.93 mg/L)
s %0 2. 1000~5000 (DOC=10.08 mg/L)
g , 3. 5000~10000 (DOC=10.02 mg/L)
2 e 4.>10000 (DOC=9.96 mg/L)
[
= I
g 40
5 T =
M20
| | | | |
Without 1 2 3 4

HA solution

K1 ANIR o8 A JE BE R 0 MIEX A4 IR 25 % Br (520
Fig.1 Effects of humic acids with different molecular weights
on removal of bromide by MIEX resin

JETEIR 5 Br 3 4 MIEX A4 I _E A9 WE BV /2 51 32 Br-
FBRARFEARA I B A . 7K o FE R W 4ty 7 e A 23241,
MIEX #4 i 5] (4 v v 2 25 A H K IR R AR LAY
50 g BEAAR BT A2 e i) Crt AT B 1 a2 et £ B
B2, ARSI 7 HIE T 4% 5 BRI IR K Zeta
AL, SRR 1, WIOL 4 PRI S, RS
B HLA (1) Br A7 T I, JRIHIR 70115 Brsa
Ji 2 T AR PR 3 B8 Br25 B PR K

AT R EHERINE BrEBROFEEEARE, AT
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®1 TESFEREFERR Zeta BAL

Table 1 Zeta potentials of HA solution with different molecular

weights
Molecular weight <1000 1000~5000  5000~10000  >10000
Zeta potential/mV ~ —15.067 —7.713 —21.833 —37.267

M MIEX A% Ji 25 B AN [ 43— 520 5 5 I PO M 2 8 A e
RIA i 2 W B PRI B B R, | TS S+ X Br &R
BT AOR. W FT7202T138 B, MIEX #4 I 5 25 B /K IR
W2 T8 1000~5000 [FIRIRE WL, X o F &8 KT
5000 /T 1000 FIAENIZBRBENAIR. T &
1000~5000 [ JEFEIR % 3t N MIEX B AR FLiE P, 785
FHRRE I 2 T D3 A B A5 T e A R 25 R 28290, % B2
I FR) 70 THD 52 0 P BT 43 B KOG HZ KT 10000
AHWIHE T H 7 RESPBOR,  FERBRAER g2 i B,
—J7 S Br A se gl t, 5—7J7 s M NEfLIE,
i BrodE LAY B ALIE N IR, FRAS T Br2efRE.
SFEANT 1000 HEHEER, REHSTRSEBUN, 5
T BRI S FLE PSSR AL, AR5 & U NA S
ZERBY, 5 BrJ L PR A TSR, 6 Br 2Rz
/.

AN FEIETERE Zeta B ZER T REH
M) Br 2 BRARBE IR R (KR & A0 #2118, MIEX #4 /1
A CIrF B NS, B B4R T 35 1F AT
DRI R G| JVE R, R R it S FL AT P T B R I P 7
TEPERL b, Zeta FRAL A X ELER K (1) 65 5 R 5 W0 g BEAA 1)
FrE G| ko, FUBRAS O w R R AE R e R, AT NS
Br 2R A oK. 3R 1 BoR, BEor TR
JEFERR ) Zeta FLATZEXHEIG N, (X Br2:BRFM
MEEARE 1), 5878 Airg, JEE RS
R E SR A IS MIEX WHEE S A E) pH A
4.958%, pH<4.95 IR G (EFAT, pH>4.95 I
MR St FL . AL pH~7.0>4.95, KA g
7 SRR, 5 VA R B FELAT (1) GRS P A A R A
F, JRBEHER AT HLAH 2 (Zeta FEAZXHEARK), T
VERIREOS, A Ml I B2 B A R, IR RS Br 25 Bk
S ER /), 1K AT B8 A S FE R 4 T A 1000~5000 3 42K
T 10000 B XF BroZk BR 2w gk 55 0 5 — 1AL &
/NTF 1000 S FEBR I Zeta HAL 44 XHE A 15.067 mV,
B /N T 208 1000~5000 KT 10000 FJE FEFR 1)
Zeta FALIIZa0HE, o6t Br2: R msemis ), wREE
RN IR 7> T2/ T 1000 B, 55 7 B 152 i i
Zeta AL SR E 20 m R 8, SR R e idE— PR
NI

BT FE/NT 1000 FEBEERYT Br 2 bRz mi4s

N, SRS R I 3 PR R,
3.2 A% pH ERFIN

Xof [ R B R R, VAR pHL AR 520 R B 791
W B IR S SEAF ) AP AE T AS I B R 33, ANF pH {H
FREFERRS MIEX M JIE 288 Brriszm i 2 . A
BRI AR, A0S s R I, 9 pH (i 3 3 & 7,
Br 7 MIEX #JIE I AW Bt & HH 0.054 mg/mL ek 3
% 0.275 mg/mL, pH {HIEZ 11, BrW b= U K 0E B
2% 0.023 mg/mL, 53CERISIZER—5L ANF pH T,
ARG TREIEERY Br BRI AR, ik
T, 3 P FRMEERRMG Brkkk, MHIFEER
SRS, (RZERA R, TR (pH<S) B
PE(PH>9) 2% T, 3 FRIEGFHRRAT B 2: B I SR 30 Hi B
RRIGEREAE, TGRS e e g FH B B
JoH R SRR (pH=11), Br A2 B8R 1 T 5 9 .

HA molecular weight

—v— Without HA

—a— >10000 (DOC=9.13 mg/L)
r —e— 5000~10000 (DOC=9.01 mg/L)

0.00 - —a 10?O~5000 (D9C=9.38 mg/L)

2 4 6 8 10 12
pH

B2 A pH{E T E5ERXT MIEX B fIE 22 % BroifI s
Fig.2 Effects of humic acids with different molecular weights
on removal of bromide by MIEX resin at different pH values

TCIEHEIR . W pH=7 I, Br LB hm, it
P Br LB B TR /A7EKE OH, 5 Brr
To4r MIEX g (R BT AT, T BR PR AR T IR &
FR VAT ER FE I 5] N K& CL-, 31 T Br-5 MIEX 4 fig I
() CImHE T 28 e e DS, T pH=7 I JEE S R Br 22 Bk
M FE RN FEER 70 75 Br3e 4+ AR R 1 (1035
PERL, FE BrRBREME, HbTRERIKELE 15
N, AR, WOV RRYERT, RS A
REH 5P I HY 454 Ty IE B BL, XEE R
Br=EE AR, WTRERERIE S IE T I R i Br2:
BRAIJE R, (5 Br2 bR 32 BA & MIEX A4 i 1R W A A 5
UbAh, WFFTROSIRET, AT Rk 1 T RR L A M T
I, SHEERABZ, BEXGTE5ERRN B4 S
FEAE R E AR 2, X AT BE R RIS IE T TR 1)
JEFARR AR 12 Br 2 bR AR PO SR BT Al ) v

Adsorption capacity/(mg/g)
[=]
o
T
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OH 5 Ja I IR Ve B BRI AR R AR B, A
Broa S B AL OH- A0 T R FER IR IR & 700, H
JSFE Br K32, fi BrZy it AR HE PO 25 bk, X
A REAE BRIV VR Bro 2 B MR EEHR A1 S IR R,
TEKIEH W pH JEFE N (6~9), ANIFI4rF 58 TR 18
MIEX # JE % Br i) 25 b R ek e.
3.3 JEFERRYT Br7E MIEX #iB§ LRI HZ RN
SN2 R ST e R B . R Ry TR
JEFERR AT BrfE MIEX 4 ig EWR B3l J 2= sgma an & 3
B, WEIRTLLE H, WA RFEIRES, BrfE MIEX W fig
IR EN 3T 4 3 AN B BT BRI B
SRAB B 5 AR P Rk BVEAE 5 I R FEARAE. 0~40
min B MIEX B g Br-%£FrAEH IR, RIERATH
RS TR AL s 78 2, KIEH Br5WARRE Br
(R BE B FE R, IR, A MIEX A% lE XS Brfy
W BB BRI 0. 40~60 min B MIEX B4 flig 2 TH 45 43 T
B R E WD, B ER IR SR T Br S5 i
Br oA —E x /1, MW BrAS 5 Wb 212 R
PRHAE R, WP R, R PR AR 2. 60 min f5
MIEX 4 Jig AT I FH (0 B A LA o5 3k
Bk E 5 WK M BrikFEAHZEA KR, AR ZhAF
fir, BrfE MIEX AR LW pE TAaE, 5 SCERis)
SERAAARL. A 7T 2 AR TR Br/E MIEX 4
L TS R R AT 48T PO B ) B SR A R, AT BB RN A
TR R B 5 4 o ), 7 2558 66 PR ) A9 I8 38R PR AR S
AN 431 5 () B LR A B I8 21| W PSP 1887 PO e D s 5 22
i, TR RO, A B PRSP PR R (DR, R B R 43
T E KT 10000 B Br W P4 i 7] 29°4 20 min, 17143
THN 1000~5000 A1 5000~10000 Hf , W BH~F-46 A 1] £4)
N 40 min. X A] RESE R K 43 )R BE R 7E 5 AR IR
ARTE, A BrGyky B AR P 32 B TN R
i, 1fi Bra]5/NgFEANY—EY BN S
PEAL, (EUR BT, thah, SRARERMLL, H
FAPRASE BrfEM G EATIATRIGIR B GBI )5

PR B 3 AN BARAS ANE R

0.40

B 035| g u B . .

£ 030 - ®

£ o2sF ™ i i

5 i o

o . ¢y V Y

& oo0F yrl L e ) 4 ]

° i

2 0.15 r os o HA molecular weight

£ o010r ®  Without HA

2 oo0sh v >10000 (DOC=9.89 mg/L)

< 007 ® 5000~10000 (DOC=9.79 mg/L)
0.00 - ® A 1000~5000 (DOC=9,65 mg/L)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Adsorption time/min

B3 AT R IR MIEX 545U K Br (Wb sh 7
ESA
Fig.3 Effects of humic acids with different molecular weights
on the adsorption kinetic of bromide by MIEX resin

K WL — BN ) AR R 3 ) A
AU BrofE MIEX W JIE 0 Bt #m itk 47 2 200G, 0
— R B )RR AR Y B AL B BT, R
L/

In(q, —q,) =Ing, -k, (1)

AL G Qe B IR T AR Brof i i
(mg/mL), ki Fh— % B 3 e (min ).

3007 B ) S R R T S R e 2 Ak
S LB R0, JLFA R

g = kijt/(l + kzqé)a

SR, Ko 90 R P28 K (min ).

WA RAIT R 2. NETH, B2
S 4 BB 1 S0 B S0, e, R R A
TERIG, LB 25 T A S AL 2 R IOS), i A,
Ko LA JG AR B S, L R 4 T i
B, ISR A TR R A BrE
MIEX B L S0 Tt ], A, 4 7R
B, i BT BT i et

2)

3 2 MIEX RIBEIRH Br s F B AL
Table 2 Kinetic parameters for bromide removal by MIEX

Pseudo-first order kinetic model

Pseudo-second order kinetic model

Molecular T

weight of Equ‘lhbrlum . Pseudo-first-order Correlation Standard  Equilibrium adsorption Pseudo-second-order Correlation Standard
HA solution adsorption capacity,  rate constant, coefficient, R? error capacity, ¢/(mg/mL) rate constant, coefficient, R? error

(/(mg/mL) ki/(min") ’ > ko/(min") ’
Without HA 0.34 0.1694 0.9669 0.0079 0.37 0.7098 0.9947 0.0046
1000~5 000 0.19 0.2656 0.8705 0.0085 0.20 1.8380 0.9261 0.0091
5000~10000 0.20 0.3480 0.9286 0.0065 0.21 3.0127 0.9536 0.0070
>10000 0.22 0.4215 0.9851 0.0031 0.23 4.8892 0.9948 0.0024

3.4 [EVERRXT BrfE MIEX 4 BE _ IRkt F&rH0 220
25 05 I A T T 25 R A A I B R 6 S G )

KERAEST, RPN FE B AT B R L. K42 298K
BET, AFEDTRAEHERAAER, Brff MIEX #
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g BRI P T . BRI LAE H, TEE R AL
i, BrfE MIEX g b [ P47 i 25 S B 46 Brik
RGN KRG . X2 R BroREROK, IR
5 A SR T () BryR BERR BEER K, Brml 4™ B S 5 1L
R, 7875 I FH A 8 FLIE PR B2 2390, 1A J B R
B, BrfEAHE b - B B By B2 19 n ok B 2 4
i, FERFAEERS Britse s HarEL B 4 &
o, 5TEERRARLG, RTERR P WK T Br/E MIEX
PG LIRS, T EKT 10000 [ 5 I X
MIEX B EW B 2B BrRsZmai /N, F=4 1000~
5000 [ FEFR 52 B K, HARAZE 735 5000~10000 [
JE AR,

3 0.6

% ®  HA molecular weight
E o5l ® Without HA

o ® 1000~5000

é . (DOC=9.97 mg/L)
S 04r A 5000~10000

& (DOC=10.02 mg/L)
5 - v >10000

S 03 —

& (DOC=10.09 mg/L)
2 % < v »

g 02 4 % %

g | . | . | . | . |

2 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16 0.20
u% Equilibrium concentration, C /(mg/L)

Bl 4 AFETRNBEERS BrfE MIEX W5 1 b4
o} Al
Fig.4 Effects of humic acids with different molecular weights
on the adsorption isotherm of bromide by MIEX resin

W e 5 18 2 VT Bt R I PRS- 5 SR, R R B S
SHBOT AR HEE . AHTFRA Freundlich™O b
TATEERAR TGS Langmuirl7I0 P iy 25 5 AR 7Y
[X(4) IR Br££ MIEX B A5 (1 B~ Eicdfs b A T 400 &

— Qo K.C (3)

%=y K.C,’

g =KC.", (4)

AH,  Quax AT & (mg/L), Kp N Langmuir 53R AR
A H(L/mg), Ce N BrP#i9 f£(mg/L), Kr A Freundlich
R B (mg/mL(L/mg)'™), 1/n NFFHRE, HAaw
SRR R 7505 W0 o 1] P S B 12 5 VB PR 2

XK FIIILA S RER 3) M LEH, Tikz
TAFAEGHERR , PGS RE R, A2 SE K&
ik 5 s ae S+ 8k, R Langmuir A5
Freundlich A5 71 1] BE 1R 47 43R MIEX #4 i % Br 15 b
ST, AR B RRAS SR B AT, AN U AR S K
/N TG A TR B PRI P 75 B Qan=13.41 mg/L, B2 55
TAH IR 1 0.23 mg/L, 3RS ER XS Br 25 #0
HIER, 5K 4 4559 —%. Freundlich #8454 Kp 7] 2
e W B 5T 5 PR R P R B A R R, G S B TR B
Kr=4.4907 (mg/mL)(L/mg)"™, B & KT 45 Ji Ja e i 1)
0.25 (mg/mL)(L/mg)"", U JRETERR 35 4+4F -4 Br1E
W R THT ) PR BRI

& 3 298K T MIEX WAEUR I Br FR FEMEESH
Table 3 Adsorption isotherm parameters for bromide removal by MIEX at 298 K

Langmuir model

Freundlich model

Molecular

weight of Maximum a‘dsorption Langmuir Correla‘tion Standard Freundlich Heterogeneity CorrelaAtion Standard
HA solution capacity, constant, coefficient, error constant, factor, coefficient, error
Qmay/(mg/mL) Ki/(L/mg) R? Kg 1/n R?
Without HA 13.41 0.0035 0.9739 2.0525 4.4907 0.9859 0.9740 1.7167
1000~5000 0.22 195.82 0.9885 0.0115 0.2462 0.0655 0.9908 0.0234
5000~10000 0.23 169.42 0.9973 0.0059 0.2559 0.0688 0.9986 0.0096
>10000 0.24 362.80 0.9986 0.0040 0.2513 0.0371 0.9992 0.0069
4 é]:}j: ‘L’% ‘ﬁ(pH<5)EZW‘L&L(pH>9)%ﬁ:T ’ J’%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ?m\ﬂ {Eﬁ Bl'_éi

K B A TR B 7 VR IS T AR 431 5 R B R
Br7E MIEX 4 lig B PHAT 9 sgme, 1331 0LF 4518

(1) pH AHYER, ANFESF 2B EERA MIEX
Jig 2% BrA AL RIHIER, 4> F = 1000~5000
) S B R ) S T e B oK, HL G2 4r & 5000~10000
MR FERR, FGORFE KT 10000 [IJEHERR, 15T
H/NT 1000 ) FEBR A EL/)N.

(2) HPEFAET, JETEHIRN Br BRAIHIEA, T

1%
B, JCHRSRERE(pH=11)F, Br ()2 MRRCR 32T i W

(3) AR FEEERI T4 5L BrE MIEX #
JE R BRI 3P PR (8], s R B, RSB R 4 T R
K, AR B FPA R  RlERR . To R R AR TE R TE IR,
LGB )% 7 R TR IF iR Br7E MIEX g b1
W B B0 25 R

(4) JEBEER v] B B PR A Br7E MIEX M fig L H°F
1 R B 25 5, RLAS R T PRSP T B B R A, Langmuir
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