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TiO, $ B HALD I HEPE R 52

I Yo by, F0R
F B2 BE BT 22Be . RS = FH 464000)

W OE BT TiO, XA ALY BB AR ST T A R L ] B pH R 4% A X G % A e
RS S 25 IR L THO, XK T B GRAL WA — 2 1 U B R R o A b 2 O R S NaOH., S5 £ W B B[R] 2
5 h, BRI EE S 40 °C T pH b 8, AHE Tl 80 g/L.

KR : TiO, s W B s B AL 5 e 1k

FESES 069 MHEFRERD A

AN, Bl Tl 2 B I PR e L T R K TS G R R AT A A7 SR BT 1) 1) 8 2 — A ) 2 Tl IR
PG f — I AR A R S A ML S HE YR E R A ST KRR Y 4 R 4 A R A L A
R P BOKMAETG G B T IR 8, S E KA Y, " E 2T R E E RS Rk
JEU T ALY — RN AT R S AR K A Ll AT A B KA R T E R R
TV B FAE T R AL g T R T HETR A B AL Tl R K R LTS e — SR T £ 2 o S B Sk i 25 &t
VL B 5 T B 1 Ak 2 O T A A W R ISR B A I B A AR R A T g A Ak B B PR AR
VETRTAE 3 4% ] 50 B AT AR  BUAS AR B L Ah RS0 Wb 38 5 AR T 48 52 AT DR NI B B ) L 8 B 4 L R
2 L8 W BRI T A R O 4l 2k HURI ZL R R SRR L R R R R E ) B S L TIO, R R
fe2ERa e M ORVET 12 BRMY TC 8 S5 10 A R R BT L2 R R R S S U 0 A ST I — R R BRI
oL P L 28 0 R AR R B Rk AR S e DR 3R G T R L R R Y e A S AL B — T Sk AR M A
B IE) R CpH AR A X TiO, W B 5% 1.

1 3£ I§

1.1 #EREFmLY T EKEHE & RNE

FH AT R MR AR 24.018 1 g BRALEN SR (Na, S « 9H, O) R BB AR v, i A A 1 22 85 7K, i 3
il T8 40 i AR JE 5 A5 31 1 000 mL 5 fff b o PR D 9 25 B T K TE VR AR 4~5 WK TR K d 5 B 3
AR A BB B R 0.1 mol/L 9 Bt Ak 8V V. B Ak 4k B A D VR & D TR B R R R R
B AR R AL B AL B4 1 K A T S W R S SR R B 3- N N- 2 36 36 28 e 4316 6 B vk o W B I 79 A 1k
Yy i R AT E
1.2 fRAEHEZNET
1.2.1  RPE N, N- 2 B0 4 s i

FHAR A7 RAEFREX 0,75 g % 2 H-N, N-Z & B X 28 i [ 44, 8] A 50 mL By/NEEFH A 2.7 mL )
H, SO, , FEN /b 5 ZE K SR B U 3] 50 mL (9 28 B0 P o 70 20 B 28 MK VR A B bR 4~5 ¥k, Uk
Je AR LG RS B 28 R, 8 25 L B850 28 R R 00 0 TR B B R R a8 ) 2 SR & BV T €6 AR 4T
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Jof T B ]
1.2.2 AL

FH AR BT RO HERRFRE 100 g FeCly [ A, fin K 7 B CE T e At b, A HE 5 min, FEINA L8 7K &
100 mL £ .
1.2.3  XFEHEE-NLN- T 2 FEXF I e o0 6 B i

7 250 mL O, & AR AL S AR K 0.1.0.5.1.0,2.0,3.0.5.0.8.0 mL, i 2= 85 7K £ %I Lk,
e 18— 22 5 AS ) e B A B AR B VA B I A B 55 (1 mL AR A 20 mL R4 LN, N-— 2 X 26 — o) 4
) HCE 30 min.

FE 665 nm PR T H 1 em WAL, LLLE /KNS M, H 722 TR 08435006 B 11D o5 G Lo ¥ W09 Tl
JE LSRG DAV BE (mol /L) RS AR bR WG EE A i N AR AR 222 il B8 £ 80 b5 o 1 42 DR o i 26 1 R 10 & v it 4k
YR
1.3 XFERAL 490 B IR Bt SE 36

FH 0.1 mol/L 1§ Na,S « 9H, O % 50 mL, 1 A B 8L & 8 469 19 % K L J80CE F Bek . im A — & & 1)
TiO, (BEEE 99 %6, Kt i Ak TR AR A PR R B S # 8 5 h Sk FE B E 20 WO A B 650 885, il
30 min SR 5 LA B oK S 2 IR T 4300 006 BE T D0 o W0l B2 AR A o it 4 0y R v 4 3 0 B S R AR Ak
Y v B 4 T 5 4 S N 2R 5 (Vo) B i Q. (mg/@) : = [(C, —C)/C, 1X100%,Q. (mg/g) =
[(Co —C)/m 11X (V/1000) .3 :Co AERAGY 9] b5 BT e BE 24.018 g/ L, C AW B I 7K A i i Ak 4 1) o2
HIRIE (/L) sm A TiO, A (g) .V R H AL a B AR (mL) R H B R Bk, 828 TiO, seik 7 i F
Z5 I IE] R pH BB R SR ZORIE ST Ti0, W B 1) fe A 5%

2 ZRLERSITR

2.1 tRAEHZ EIRFGE
WAL BAPR TR AT A=Kce GE D HIAF LT IH )5 f2 y =46.041 752 +0.042, RPEMIH RE R =
0.999 16, LML MR UF 2 AR vt A&l 1 PR,
1 NEE-NN-ZZEWNEZRSEEEENELE
Tab.1 Spectrophotometric determination of N, N-diethyl-p-phenylenediamine

B AL AN AR VS W/ mL 0.1 0.5 1.0 2.0 3.0 5.0 8.0
ALK E ¢ /(mol « L™ 1) 0.000 2 0.001 0 0.002 0 0.004 0 0.006 0 0.010 0 0.016 0
WG A 0.043 0.097 0.129 0.235 0.315 0.505 0.777

2.2 TiO, WK MR
X NaOH,C, H; OH 454k 2= oo 7 A0 B 5 AR 3647 T 53 b, B BUH 0.5 mol/L,0.5 mL A9k P57, i
BHEFT 0.1 mol/L Na,S« 9H, O ¥ 50 mL .45 58 L& 2.

0.8 100
0.7F 9%
0.6 90 +
0.5 g
= 0.4f £ 7
0.5} T80
0.2 5
0.1F 70 F
(). () L 1 1 1 1 1 6" 1 1 1 1 1
1]
0.003 0.006 0.009 0.012 0.015 0.018 AP NaCl NaOH  KOH C,HOH H,S0,
¢/ (mol = L) el
Pl 1 0PEIE N, N LR IR G e BE I B B I bt st 2 B2 LSRR T10, W B R 5
Fig. 1 The standard curve for determination of sulfide by amino-N, Fig.2 The influence of different chemical

N-diethyl-p-phenylenediamine spectrophotometry modifiers on adsorption of TiO,
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S A5 L F W b2 WO RN S X W BRSO A B R IS Na VR0 BT S I R R e A
TR PR Dy (R S o AN i R 1) A R Nao S 19 75 Il #EAT, B USRI S B S, KOH Al
C.H; OH A5 Na, S &I . # H. SO, ANEER L S* Sl & A i A6 &0, It LA B >R R B R itk , NaOH 2ot J5
1) TiO, X 7K A6 4 00 W B 35 R 84, T NaOH X Ti0, 20 £ 55 0 Fff 5.

2.3 WR R EIXT SPT 0K B 2R A F 0

i W B 5256 1 773 L 7E 0.1 mol/L Na, S« 9H, O ¥ W 50 mL.pH {EN 8. JRE N 20 CHEMHT. H 1 ¢
1) TiO, HEAT MR, 298 O BB ) 24 1.2.3.5.6 h I o FL W O B 3 530 LW B S8 IF AR &1, an i) 3 B . SE 5 45
R 2 B . WO R EsF ) XoF WA I 45 SR 5 o A1 . B 25 W SR EF R0 18 354 o, 02 BRE SR SE T L #E 5 oAb ST IR IR B SR AT L W
IR BN e KAA 90.46 %0 .5 h J5 A SR AIR — s o 330 A2 PRI Ay WG P 3K 380 40 R/ A e W ) 5 5. DRt Sy 7 3k 38 e A
W o 25 S o 7 356 FH R A B5F 1) A 5 .

24 BEXN ST RMEAZE

#£ 0.1 mol/L Na,S « 9H, O ¥ 50 mL,pH {H4 8, WHtifH] 5 h &4 T . H 1 g 19 TiO, 47,
i DK-98- 11 2 A A PE i 7K 78 A el 28 U B, 16 B B B2 2 20.30,40,50 .60 °C il 5t LM 5% BE 11430 0 0% B
RIFAVEIE W 4 B 52 90 25 L 3 WY . W OO Tk P8 XoF 1 6 20 R 5 il 2658 . I o O R I R D o, VR R S R IR
J& T #E 40 “CAb S M UR BE S5 fIK . W B3 3K 3 B KM 90.3 %6, 1 40 °C 5 W B R A T B L 40 °C 5 ik B¢
RSP . 3 AT 8 2 DR Sy W B i Sk 7 8 3 40— R 5 L BE hns  R) T  BR AR R R — A A Y 5
T, Y W B 3 3805 5P s T R A T S R T R DR R R AR R AR 40 CC A RS ST Rk
JRE B AR S5 50 W R AACR B A
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Fig.3 The influence of adsorption time on S%° Fig.4 The influence of temperature on S°
adsorption rate adsorption rate

2.5 pHX S WM ZRAF M

pH 245 1 W R ROR 1 B 2 22— . 7F 0.1 mol/L Na, S+ 9H, O & 50 mL, & JE K 20 °C , W& B B[]
5h&rE T 01 g i TiO, HEATWH it 0.5 mol/L NaOH IE WMl H, SO, Kok 2 pH 18, H H AT
(4 RO L S 7~ 11, B DA OB pH (R 7.8.9.10 11 2504 T Wl kLW ' B, 31350 L W BRS04, 4%
RUNE 5 FroR. S5m0 25 R B WM pH (EAE 7~9 M9 BP9 FEM TR JE R 4F. 7E pH b 8 B ST IR I
G S W BT 38 3K B d5e KB 96.62 060 B pH B3 I , WL BE 3R 7 T B X 2 R pH (B BOR , 23 9 S SR B B
2 AN 50 A TETE RN G FR 52 e W B RICR o T AR R A R AT BTt IR p L R 45 O AE 8
FeAn s WL BE e ST B B SR AR W B A0SR S e
2.6 TiO, MANEXT S*7 Rt Z /9 & i

1£ 0.1 mol/L Na,S « 9H, O & 50 mL,pH {H°8 8, i A 20 CH &M T . B E TiO, A& KR 20,40,
60.80,100 g/L 5 W& WO BE 53 LW B R I AE 181 45 R A1l 6 7k TiO, $8 A 2 A [6] X W B 2021 5%
me) L4 K BEE T10, 3k 038 00, W2 B 25 5 7t i FEBE AR, 78 80 g/ L &b S* A vk J3E S IR, W R 36 38 3] e KM
91.61 % , Ak Z 38 Im TiO, FH W B 238 5 B3k AT B 2 f T W2 BRF 500 55 3 hn s, 3R 1o ARG R mT DA B B8 22 19 5
BT MR W B R b SR B 2 T i 28 B0 RS A I SR A BT £, TiO, ) R
FRAE R » A8 — 8 B2 BE b s e JL W 28028 L e A4 A 2 100 g/ L W B 58l A5 T B IR UL, 80 g/ L s B A
L SCI R R T IR B BT W R ROCR L i T 80 g/L A TiO. A .
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Fig.5 The influence of pH on S* adsorption rate I'ig.6 The influence of TiO, input ratio on S

adsorption rate
2.7 TiO, KM EiRE
TE 40 “CHER B &A1, S* W46 ot 5 vk BE 43 5 A

5.0.7.5.10.0,15.0.25.0 g/L ammuzeww 5hia S KK T

B L0 . SCTRk R TIO, W4 R B T Za (DD M

CACID) BL K I fib BT 85 %HTE?”A Langmmr it | '

R R B Langmuir BEALEFT L4 Langmuir B ; jj .

MHAFRZ TR C./Q.=C./Qu+1/kQ.» X7.C. K =l

MW o <P~ 5 F 925 98 A ) o i TR R (mg /1) 5 Q. WK N , , . .

W7 B (me/g) s N Langmuir 3 % H 48 S @ 7 fF 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500
AR C./Q.=0.003 1C, 41634 6. fi% 1% Bff 4 0/ (ng - 17

Q. # 322.58 mg/g. k=0.001 896, A& R ¥ R* = FIT IO, WRHH S° I Languuir B 2
0.990 32;5%%% Tl()z Xﬂ.ﬁﬂz%ﬂgww%ia ?32111%‘% Fig. 7 Langmuir fitting curve of S* adsorbed by TiO,

Langmuir £ %1, J& T 555 ff.
2.8 TiO, WM EKFERALIEI B S EFH R

1£ 0.1 mol/L Na,S « 9H, O ¥ 50 mL.pH {H~ 8. IR E R 20 ‘CHZMAFT JH 1 g 19 TiO, 47, 2k
B BRFERF 1] R 2.3 040506 b s LW 56 B L SR T v — 2 L vk 4 3 g 2 O R o BN R AT B oE — SR
ZHEh I RENERERXM TR In(Q. —Q) =In Q. —kit,t/Q, =1/(k,Q ) +1/Q., :Q, HJyt i
ZIH) W B i (mg/ ) sk RUE—BN 15 UG B R W B (h) sk, RUE 8 1271006 13 255 (g/ (mg -
h)) S A RN 8L 9 B n LA RN R 2 FioR. TiO, X K Hh i Ak 9 00 W Bf Bb 358 75 & o — 9% [ 3
FIEERE RN SR 2 A5 o T BB A e R RY I SR T — LA A U P o T [ 3 2 R
AT DL SR AR TiO, X6 K o £k 42 1 W Bt sh 1 2%

F£2 TiO, X STHRMI HFESE
Tab.2 The adsorption kinetic parameters of S~ by TiO,

WAL Wy BE / W — P Bh Jy 2 AR A W 208 )RR
(mol « L™1) Q. R?% ki Q. R} ks
0.1 0.582 8 0.514 4 0.123 7 2.893 7 0.999 7 1.699 8

TiO, X A 1y B A7 AR G 19 W8 BRE R P OB A e R A% 5 o — G W BfF 3l g 2 D7 R R Langmuir 55 i W 7
P J& T 507 W B AT AR THO, #E47 S 52 22 Uk I W B 228 310 7 1 400 194 6] 5 HE b v . 52 BRI B 7K v
Wi B B BT R G B0 0 TR S
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Study on the adsorption performance of sulfide in wastewater by TiO,

Ma Yanmei,Li Xiaoyan

(School of Science and Technology,Xinyang University, Xinyang 464000, China)

Abstract : The adsorption of sulfide in waste water by TiO, was studied. The effects of different substances,time, solu-

tion pH and input ratio on the adsorption of sulfide from aqueous solution were investigated. The experimental results showed

that TiO, has a certain adsorption effect on sulfide in wastewater. The optimum modifier was NaOH, the optimum time was

5 h, the optimum temperature was 40 ‘C, the optimum solution pH was 8 and the optimum input ratio was 80 g/L.

Keywords: titanium dioxide;adsorption;sulfide; modified
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