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75 VAR S 2006 A WE 58 8 ORI e A b = K 32 4 v R i B 2 — 19 5 7% J (Taiman Peer, TP) J&
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1 #H5FE

1.1 KF SN

TR G E TS 28 2408 9 ) ) 5 DL 3 Gl 10 A0 7= it i i ) 5 BRSO 3 Ak T 5 1, 1- R -
2-=fH K1, 1-diphenyl-2-picr-ylhydrazyl, DPPH) 5 JC 7K % BR 4 ; -1 /K & 5 B& WV 42k s vK G 2 s Tk = &4k
#: ;s Folin-Ciocalteu 377 (1N) #7 R W F Bl i T 40551 (0, 24 % 359 Sk 437 4l

SAM-] WL ISOGTE A, TUL801 AU, b 5t 8 Afr 38 FH AN A 2 w5 #9845, SU8100 AL, H A H 37 8
AR i 2T ANETE AL, Agilent Cary660, 8 K] 7 38 8K & B4R GE Y X G £k fi7 $ 4 SmartLab, Smartlab-
9KW 54, H A H %,

1.2 MR E

TRFI LK R E AR K B AR BRI, TR T R, 60 C R BET L R R
60 H i, B EMREAF LT R (5 BRI (mL) el 1+ 25,48 60 °C F/K¥ 30 min(CHi 2, B R FL
YUY 0.10%.30%6 .50 % .70 % .90 % 100 %) , BUH J5 ¥R 41,8 000 r/min #.0> 10 min, i 3§ , & W& EI
T IR R B IO K R R 3 DL S S IR FH VR TORG L FRKIE VR 3 L AT OKRBE 2 IR, FEH 0.1 mol/L HCI ¥
W1 h rEREAVR. BFHEE TRZRERZ P UTEE T EA T b5 & TR T 60 C
24 ho VR B EE L 140 H 45 USSR K DL e B wI R B T B R 4, 500 °C N MBBE 1 h BIAS A D
1.3 ETRRERIBMNRIEWK
1.3.1 R o g

B 10 mL AFaHmA 100 pL Fi B2 — o B 32 O, N A 6 mL H, O #1 500 pL. Folin-Ciocalteu i
FARAIEHCE 8 min. A 1.5 mL 20 % U 4350 1) Na, CO, B . B4 - 9820 Z I T #FE 30 min J5 il
FHEAM-01 WL Ar YO BETTFE 765 nm A0 A W B L 3 Yk H5 42 52 560 BIOT B 0. HL B 25 1 DL 5 8 P T A5 1
BB TR (mg/g) A if il 28 B & 1 9 5 1 Wk S 1B 0~10 pg/mL, DL 1 IR X W' B 1E 47 2k
W, mHZE 7 R vy =0.098 72 +0.096 7, FHE R EL R* =0.999 7, 78 5T i & i 300 ] P 4 PR A DG 7 R4
1.3.2 DPPH A L35 Frag -

F ZBERCH 0.1 mol/L DPPH % ¥ . OG- A7 4 AL 2 mL MK AE & A1 2 mL DPPH &N A 10 mL
FESR A 5 B 2 mL BRI SRR RE SR VE N X BB 4L 5 i 2 mL Jo/K SRR DPPH ¥ A 0 a8 114 06 3 4 RE
R ST  HEEHCE 30 min J5AE 517 nm &b 435 I LW B L 3 W EE A S I OT B AR SR BRI R
AR ABIEBEREET (X =[1—(A, —A)/A.TX100%. Hrfr A, RS OE A, 2 146,
A RN R A
1.3.3 AR A AL e (Ferric Reducing Antioxidant Property, FRAP)

% BENZIE % 507 B0 8 FRAP TAEW. K 2.4 mL U5 19 FRAP TAEW . T A 100 pL A [R4&
TR B0 2 W O & 43 591 DA G AR T I A B 43 50 2 B 2 AR B IO A S 28 F % R, BT 10 min 5 7E 593 nm 40 U
LW AR 5E T FRAP {8 58 Sk 25 W% B 78 Ar o il & b %t B2 19 FeSO, 1 ¥R B2, A o 1l £&
FeSO, i it ¥ BE {8 0~1 600 pmol/L,100 pL AS[H] Bi ik FeSO, WM A 2.4 mL Hi#J5 ) FRAP
TAEW 25 FHZH L 300 mmol /L R 40 28 whis A0 B FeSO, IR, 3 UK T 52560 BUOP (8. DLW G BF 6 Ak
b, FeSO, i ik B K /NI AL bR A3 B FREM 28 vy =0.549 22 +0.018 2,R*=0.992 0, UF B 7F b ot 5 ¥ B
T L PN e A G R AT
1.4 TP-nZVI # TP-nZV1/S B %l &

¥ 0.1 mol/L Fe, SO, « TH,O W H A — & B it 79 D728y (SO i # 5 min J5 4 2 281 B S BOR 5
Fe' " W — 2 R L S BOM A R BOROM A SE 52 J5 , 4k 225 £ 30 min DARIEV P i Fe® 't &350 i oy
Fe' A RN HHE Ny R4 N BEAT . A0 N 58 42 A R 0% ol 0 44l 8, ORIk FH S B L 25 B F K kU 2 WKL 0%
Iy B AF RN ARE SR T A THEAE N 60 °C F T4 24 h, BIFS TP-nZVI1/S B84k
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il & TP-nZVI i FE R In A DL FE b AP 3R MO B iy 5 ik —34.
1.5 BEEXREER MO

B 100 mL — 2 W B MO W T A R BRS2534 4 A 0.1 mol/L HCL A1 0.1 mol/L NaOH ¥ ¥
MO BRI IR pH 2 5, A 250 mL HEIE 80— & a9 2 G ok, 28 B, & T 2 3E iR
JE B IR R % 28 P PR, BERR 30 min BUHETE I, U 1 sl 3 8, FH /K B Sk Dok 2o L s B 28 — 2 o i
WP S AE 464 nm ZbIN 2 FEWE O B AR 28 MO B B YE BI N 0~10 mg/L, KL MO X6 B it 17 26
L EEHZE BN vy =0.0692 +0.013 9, M1 & 2B R* =0.999 7, 7 Uk BE 70 Bl P9 £ 1 AR 56 1 B4 3 0
MO EBRHFEAR LR T (%) =[(C, —C,)H/C, X 100%. Hrh Co (mg/L) A MO %) U B % ¥
C,(mg/L) K ¢ BFZIFE W H MO iR B, 3 4717 55 50 B (.

2 HR5WR

21 ERFREDRYHRENES

FEL 1 o AR ARS8 e e YR ML X 1 ___
W 10 25 W 05 ik 25 ) 4 i B L4018 90 T o MM N o

JE R R 2 SRR BOR B 7000, Z2 B AR T
B RAEL LR A AT BE 5 22 B ) ) B Jo L SR Bz A B 45
WAX MY ZB 5 E T OB EMYZH 5 SHYHR
TREAR YR 2 BT SEYRE S, OR-K
RAEW AT Z WY 5 & A 2 RS 45 &
B AT T 22 W 1) A AL T R O i L e R B A
R KT 3 82T 4k 1] 52 4 52 W 2 B i 3B R 1L 5006

ZEm/ (g gt)

0 10 20 50 70 90 100

e v N N LR B/ %
70 % L BEGS WA Sy B B 791 15 3 04 2 IO T 22 B % 1 0 Hl RRNEmAE
%Uﬁ*j 39.90 mg/g %H 40.51 mg/g, Eé‘%'ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂ Fig.1 The phenolic content of extracts

JIT 4 BUAS B 1) 22 B 5 A 25 A8 K, N B M 28 18 SRR 50 %0 RV AR Oy 1 RO 2 e A ik 4%

SO G  TP-nZV1/S, P M0 B8 2 (0 JFURA JR 3R 22 M 4k 46 230 R 58 T AN TR A4 FR 43 5 2 i 390 o 45
P2 IO 1) PL 4B AL 8 T RE 7 SR R R AT ST 1 B R R B R P SR B v R TR 1 4 RS [ i AL PR
i F 7 R W) B9 5 1 2k R AE HopEBE . DPPH Ml FRAP.DPPH [ by 5 375 15 BE ) 2 2 A 725 0 Wy e 480 A M e g — A
B AR, FLIC R FT TR 0o A 55 0T N B AR A TR 45 G SR el 55 R O 0 1% TR AL D 55 A 22 ) 3R B L
Wi il 7 e L B A M AR AT 2 () JRAR TS TR B A BB IO 19 2 1 7 i 5 DPPH A f 6 7 B g
FRAP (& 10 Bl FHE AL 8 1 0 — A48 4% . FRAP (B # K , $2 BUR (Y 38 J5RE g i ™ & 2 (b) S AS [l (A 1
3R 2 BB IO 22 1 o B 5 N A9 FRAP Bl & 2 o] A1, 32 BUK A9 DPPH [ i 3575 BR fE J1 1 FRAP #kif
JE R 0 R T B 1) 22 1 i AR AR SR B — 30 2 & i 5 AT AR TR ) BLE A DG il DL B 48 0%
PEAR B R, DUF 5250 e 50 90 SV TN PR U
2.2 Fe' ARARERER LT TP-nZVI A B 220

H LU A F 0.1 mol/L FeSO, H, ¥ Vi 5 2 (0 A8 i B € UESE T nZ VI 2R B R e B AR 1Y)
RBUH R 80A W nZVLL7E 35 “C R L[ 3 AN 100 mL #I GG R EE R 400 mg/ L MO ¥ W8 4 T 43 51 4% Jin
2 mLA B R AR R BOR RN Fe* ' I UARULL ) TPnZVI B (Vg 2V, =1:1,1:2,1:3).1 hJ5,=
HXTF MO B ZBRF5 58 49.53% .36.67 % A1 2912 % MRBIHE A 1+ 1 A WA TP-nZVI X F MO 2% B R
e X e BIFRPS AW nZVIERI R 1 2 F1 1 2 3EEE L, 5 MO s r S F 2, B4 M T %
B MO. R FH UV-Vis 7€ 200~500 nm 8 [ I 3 Bl L6416 5000 8 7 VORI 65 05 Bz £ 0O HE A7 D 35 4 4.4 ol
R it R0 2 S P P 28 3 BRSO3 (181 3) , 72 R R AR B R 253 ~300 nm 22 ] T I 8 1Y) 9 R AT e g 25 1Y
2 Py 2 e SR | P R B AT AR A AR S 0 R TR AR LG A Y TP-nZ VI BRI AE 275 nm AL AR
JEE 1 IR MAC U, Sy SRS Bz B LI rh A LA W s 0 L A A LA ) 3 A WA SR S L T RE R R TR S S
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VS0 BLA I 2 R Ll 15 1 I ot S0 S 0 T PR RELEL 1 5 1 AR o o e 1
SRR PR 51 T 268 nm W B4 BT 5 nZV (69 W2 0K 56 1Tl 5 8 K B 6 .5 60 4 DL
KA A 325~500 nm A Y L S R SR BORCEEAS A IS 1 A U TP-nZ VT B iR 45 A5 S T Rt 1 1t
W ARFREE R 1 s 1 AR TRBOWRSR R T 12 2 KT 1 3, AT RBAZ 1+ 1 P I L 4k 4 oKL 7 545 ILTE 1
W8GR 22 S IR B2 L B8R Fe' T IR BORIRRULL ] 1+ 1 A 0 nZVI 2t — 55 U A 4R
BALHY £,

55 100 50
@ , ] 1.
~ 50 F DIP[IF;['%]%@;"E/;/V% _9(] = . ] 10 ~
sl — FERRE 180 ?: "m 10 =
® 40l 1 & 2 {20 ¢
< EZ i 160 & =~ 1 =
i o35 1., = . 1 =
4o 150 = pu i ]
& 30f Jo b 10 %
25 130 & 25 -10
90 L1 . . " A A i P 200, A A . A g
0 10 30 50 70 90 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
LA /% LEERF /%
K2 SRR ZBER SO DPPH E HIBETERREE ST () FIFRAPERIEELAE 77 (b) (R
Fig.2 The DPPH free radical scavenging ability(a) and ferric reducing antioxidant property(b) of different extracts
2.3 AEHRELA TP-nZVI/S 3t MO HEB IR
YE4F 35 C. W 5 AN 100 mL W) 1A = Wkl 4
400 mg/L MO ¥ 250 mL HEIE 4 AL 0.2 g & o RN
N - - 3 9
B R AN G b Gme * =3 3 1,28 1,15 1,
1:2,1:3)19 TP-nZVI/S.J& 4 855 E W] A6 BT iy e

A MEHE 240 min J5 X MO 122 %64 5124 30.65 % .
38.38%.42.28 % .55.57 % Fl 56.99 % , MO 14 2= 4 5 S ii
FHOKREM & B en M ek 3 1748 0

250 300 350 400 450 500

1B, EBRRINT 11.63% . AT GE 2 Fifi & DL 52 A/
GRS &, 5K d MO $22 fi 18 35 P L s 1 I3 ARIRIFe - SR AR LR R V-V s

%a?}%%T MO E@%I@%Jﬂiﬁﬂﬁﬁx%ﬁﬁjﬁaﬂﬁ?% Fig.3 UV-Vis spectra of various Fe®" solution-volume ratio
BRI A s B YR EL R 12 1A% 10 2 B, RBRERIIN T 13,2920, BE- KRR 0y 183, BL A AT A Ry 2%
YRR AR S DL ST b B O R TS L S DL SE R 5 R AN KR X T PR AR 1 I A A 3k B i R AR
AsmiahEFE R 1 2 485 1+ 3 BF, RERBAUNIE N 1.42%6 , 7T BEJ& PR oA — 5 ik DL A by LR b W B 437 5
A B 25 AR o i 2 T 42 7 SRS R A KO 1 B L K SRS R I T G T AR AT T Ak
B BA SR A SRR 1 2 A TP-nZV1/S A RCR R AER.
24 AEHENFREEHEZBRUR

1E 35 °C, 1] 3 33 A 100 mL 400 mg/L B MO ¥ W 43 5l #hn 0.067 g 1Y S.0.133 g 19 TP-nZVI Al
0.200 gf) TP-nZV1/S SRR FEA R AR T MO 1 2Bk 8 5 B .3 MATRFERT 30 min X MO B R JE # Uk
ifi 30 min ZJ5 »S X F MO K BRRAZE 1] TP-nZV1 5 TP-nZV1/S £ 30 min J5J8%% . 7£ 180 min 72 47 ik 2
. VA S, TP-nZVI Al TP-nZVI/S Xt MO 9 2B 4853 51 24 3.90 % ,46.36 26 Fll 62.88% » £ Fr % n(TP-nZV1/
S>> (n(TP-nZVD + () 5 ZERPE LUK 20 [6] 1y 3 22 i K AT e =38 X T MO 1 K BRALEI A [A].S X
TR MO 125 BRAUE F il sk & A/ 2 i F LR 2549 % MO (W BHE R 24 S BT LA 14 08 B A7 85 1 A
Jei s RO ASE 1 1 TP-nZVI KB MO 2 B A7 2 BRI R AR TP-nZ VI ZE /KIS B T4 T 1Y)
YR 5 TR S L R B MR B W/ 0 P 67 A8/ 77 E S e LR 1 5 o TP-nZVI fidkF S Z )5, S AR i
PR FAN R, BAE L BRAE B, TP-nZVI/S FIHT S By W HI3E 58 TP-nZ VI BEIT (4 Jay o B R 44 98 nZVI K BR
MO (18K 2l 3% AR BE R RS HEAT nZ VT 4 S AR iy, JHL 3R 1T A7 76 1) S AR 2 23 008 R 17 1) 1A T 0ok 38 5% ¥
N, TP-nZVI/S Bk MO B B2 0E TP-nZ VI 38 1 0 BE 348 J5 R 28 968 25 2 [ 4 AR o 38 S T DL & DL 3%
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W B B R B P RV E G RIS T — A nZVI 8 SR R i — S W BRHS Sm ML, S B T MO LBR A K42
FECE T SO # T TP-nZVI/S LBk MO B &S5

70
60 |
60
50
50 F
40 F 40 -
< <
= 30 s 30t —=— TP-nZV1/S
3l —— TP-nZVI
20F —— 2.1 20 F .
—— 11 —— S
10H - 1:2 |
— 113 10 . -
0 . . L . L 0 L 1 | 1 |
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
t/min t/min
El4  SEnzVIF & LMo 2 Br R sz F5 S, TP-nZVI. TP-nZVI/SXMOM k%
Fig.4 Effect of mass ratio of S-nZVI on the Fig.5 Removal efficiency of S, TP-nZVI and
removal efficiency of MO TP-nZV1/S on MO
25 X fE
2.5.1 SEM

& 6 A FHHE B 8 X TP-nZVI, S, TP-nZVI/S &5 MO &N J5 ) TP-nZV1/S & & b kL R AIE 45 5. 6
(W A1 KA B TP-nZVI, N SEM B rfa] i i 19 & th & 15 KA BUH nZVI B AR LT 349 5 BRE Rk 157 E
KA B 19~34 nm, HRBIR R N ERIE MG IRE . nZ VI & B BAG i vk B H RE7E 4 R 0 B A T R T %8¢
RASKL IO 5 42 k. A 28 Ak 3 1 5 S 08 DL 5 I b, 5 %85, 45 40 Oy S22 R 5 4 o b 3R T ARV /NS i 28 3 1 R
500 C N Brbe A SRR D1 52 (& 6. (b)) 1 52 2 el EL A 2 FL AR A= Bl A A 110 36 1o B Ry 48k 48 Ak 1) B
AL RAFIIAEE. B 6(o) 2 TP-nZVI/S B &bk, 8 it DU5e i 40 BOVE A DOtk SR A2 0 i Bt B b ki b, /D i 3R
SR AR Ll 48~100 nm, K 47 Hu B 25 76 DUSE R i) 26 10 L X g g T 18l 5 TP-nZ V1 %t H LR 11 25 PR AR
a5 T TP-nZVI/S.K 6(d) N5 MO 42/l [ 8 5 i TP-nZV1/S 52 Ak RE, BAAS 5 9 Kk 1Kk ] 20, 3
KR O EIAE 38~60 nm, [7] i SR AL (AR A1 B 3 2, 3 910 1A 19 0 42 3 BT AE 129 ~ 200 nm 22 [1] , 15 B % W
MO (1 B i 258 iF TP-nZVI/S & & BBk 999 2K 8k 09 J6 il A A Ak 7R S, 8 Rl OB B Fe, O,
Fe, O, ,Fe(OH), Ml FeOOH 1 % 1k J22 7 55 78 44 K ki 7 2 1w i 45 k0 7 18 K BB &2 & A1 kL5 B 2648 1Y
ik — 25 R .

Fl6  TP-nZVI (), S (b) SMO ML (¢) J& (d) FITP-nZV1/SHISEMP
Fig.6 SEM images of TP-nZVI(a), S(b) and TP-nZVI1/S before(c) and after(d) MO removal

2.5.2 XRD

Kl 7 J& TP-nZVI/S 5 W HAE W HTJE 19 XRD B4 B TP-nZVI/S MEHE 20 =44.75° K B Fe' 1
FRAE I , 7] BB 2P0 A U Fe' S J0 g A SUH 15 3L B2 32 Y v A ILIAE Fe BB i 35 )2 ¥ SRR AIR
T s gL s TP-nZVI/S 7 20=23.04°,29.48°,31.13°,35.94°,39.40°,43.20°,48.51°,50.21°,57.37° ,64.68°,
65.10°4b H BL CaCO5 B AT 516, 7 20 = 23.42° 47 10° LB ALY AT 5%, X 500 F% & h 5% 1y
CaCO; I 5% (197G HLITT 20 B0 5 S2AHAE S 5 Ah  7E 20 = 37.38° 4k HY IR A 55 119 CaO FY A7 5k e L B D1 5% 28 #h4b
PR R 1485 T CaCO, FEA R A3 s 78 20 = 36.63°F1 43.17° [ 17 S 643 B )8 T FeOOH il Fe, O, , 7]
AE SRR H] f B b TP-nZVI K4 T3 E k. 5 MO KRG » CaCO; i KB 43 AT 5 04 58 58 5 L K22 5,
IXAE 20=23.04°.35.95° 40 A7 G 0 3 & Uk 55 , 7T BB J& TP-nZVI/S 5 MO [ RV =9y o T DL s & m e ; [\
Bf 7E 20=17.78 °.23.57° . 27.07 % ¥4 T &k L E ALY AT 90 .t IR AT IS 9 XRD 7], TP-nZVI £ &
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Fr MO A9 e i & A 1 3 JEUBCOE T B # 4R Ak

2.5.3 FTIR

8§ A W 5 M TP-nZVI/S 5
MO K BiJ5 7E 400~4 000 cm ™ ' {1 " i
BN AL A i LB 8 a, b &k h #Ca0

¥ FeOOH

1 426,883,742 cm™ " AbXRIN £1) D1 52 2 *1e,0,

WA CaCO, Hh C— O By 45 25 il
PR ARG ; 55 a £R 1 Be, 3 )
b 4 H BB 1 3%, 3 396.3 266 cm !
BT A W 0 8 T O— HON—H B fig
VAT o DR 322 W% WA 06 52 5 o b Rk v ] e B A7

[ntensity/ (a. u.)

TEWF B XA 45 1) O—H N—H; . REE
“LRREIF I 5| Vi L L L I 1 1

2 816.1 477 cm Bﬁﬁ KH&IHiJﬂ:FL@‘ 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

I C—H Y 45 P 3h A2 lh ik 3l L BR 20/(")

R R A7 4 CHL CH, , CH; & &7 EMOR R EITP-nZV T/SIKIXRDE]

m ;1 547 cm ! ﬁi{cﬁﬁ %ﬁl«l& Ill%}% :J:"fE] Fig. 7 XRD images of TP-nZVI/S before and after MO removal

Jierft N—H (1925 il PR gh e s 1 281.1 211 em AR IOIE IH R T By b A C— O 19 1 46 B 3l Wl
1059 ecm ™' B )8 T C— O—C My M3k sh g b Ak, 985,464 cm ™' AR IR IE T J& - Fe— O By 45
PRh = 4 X ] e S AR B AEAE Fe, O, . Fe, O, Ml FeOOH, 3% HFE 52 T T-nZVI B30l 45 B 7 203 11 5% |,
B W 0 4 R I, F W] T-nZVI/S LS A NFEF T-nZVIL, 8 A B2 ek B SG HLY  HOR (LR ik
JE DK Fe? ™ i85 nZ VL [ B4 B 35 F R 458 nZVIFNY 5 MO KW JE I TP-nZVI/S & & Mk (c )
FEF b R AYTEAFAE 3 396 cm ' AL AR AR I AR 5 R B 2,679,560 cm BT Fe— O i 4 4 3 Wity 3 &, %
AH BN J 290 KR -2 T B 1 5, nZ VT (9 JE ol R 3 5 L R 9 AR R SRR AR R N, i 5 SEML R AIE 45
R

g I
2 987
2 871 |
2 513
3 b I
g 2 816
et |
= 3396 |
2 o
g . 3 266
1 280 902
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4 000 3 500 3000 2 500 2 000 1 500 1 000 500

Wavenumber/cm!

K8 S(a), EMORIEHT (b) J5 (¢) FTP-nZVI/SILLAMEIE K
Fig.8 FTIR spectra of S(a) and TP-nZVI/S before(b) and after(c) MO removal
2.6 TP-nZVI/S E&#RI MO BEBRBRWHAR
2.6.1  Fna 1
16 35 CHYL ) 5 B 100 mL FEAHIE N 400 mg/L MO B A 250 mL HEFEH P2 514%0m 1 /L.
2 g/L.3 g/L.4 g/L.5g/L Za MBS A0 E 9 Frm . MO 22 B 2 5 2 35000 42 50 189 00 0 58 b 32 w5 R A 4%
TR, MO H235 - B 0 25 B8 50 51k 44.47 % .57.23 % .62.74 % .67.26 Y0 A1 70.29 % » 22 B JL-F- & A= #E il
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Green synthesis of shell-supported nano zero-valent iron using
mango peer extract and the application for removal of methyl orange

Deng Qin,LLuo Shengxu,Tong Zhuang, Wang Yanshi, Wang Zheng,Fan Chunlei

(Key Laboratory of Ministry of Education of Advanced Materials of Tropical Island

Resources; School of Science, Hainan University, Haikou 570228, China)

Abstract: In order to utilize waste resources as mango peel and shell rationally and alleviate the pollution of methyl or-
ange waste water effectively,the shell-supported nano zero-valent iron were synthesized by mango peel extracts and shells. The
preparation process was optimized by Folin-Ciocalteu method, 1,1-diphenyl-2-trinitr-ophenylhydrazine radical scavenging capac-
ity.iron reducing capacity and UV-Visible spectrophotometer(UV-Vis).Characterization of the synthesized materials was done
by scanning electron microscopy(SEM) , X-ray diffractometer(XRD)and Fourier Transform Infrared spectroscopy(FTIR) ,and
its potential for treating methyl orange waste water was also studied.The results revealed that iron nanoparticles, mostly spheri-
cal and elliptical particles,were prepared successfully by mango peel extracts and its aggregation degree was effectively reduced
by shell after being supported. The removal efficiency of methyl orange by shell-based nano zero-valent iron reached 93.66 % un-
der the condition of reaction temperature of 45 °C ,dosage of 4 g/L and initial concentration of MO of 800 mg/L.

Keywords: mango peer;shell;nano zero-valent iron; methyl orange

[FRERKR BEL BKHEKR]



