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Preparation of La-humic acid/Al,O; gels composite and its adsorption
performance for fluoride in aqueous solution
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Abstract: A new adsorption material of La-modified humic acid/Al, 05 gels composite for adsorption F~ was developed and prepared by improved sol-gel
and drying process using humic acid sodium and aluminum salt as the raw materials. The phase structure, microstructures and morphology of the materials
were characterized by SEM, XRD and IR. The adsorption performance of the materials for F~ in aqueous solution and the regeneration of saturated LHAGC
were investigated by static adsorption experiment. Our results show that adsorption of LHAGC can be well described by Langmuir adsorption isotherm and
the maximum adsorption capacity of 219.30 mg- g™ was obtained. The adsorption process complies with pseudo-second-order kinetic model and the
absorption rate is determined by the liquid film diffusion and the intra-particle diffusion. The optimum fluoride removal efficiency is reached at the range of
pH of 5~11. Even if the concentrations of CI~, NO;~, SO3™, HCO3 or PO3™ reach up to 15 times of F~ concentration in aqueous solution, the materials
exhibits good stability of absorption performance and the fluoride removal efficiency is higher than 94%. The maximum regeneration rate of 96.08% of the
LHAGC can be obtained by optimizing the concentrations of NaOH and AICl; and the pH value of the solution. Our studies show that the present materials
have a potential application in the defluorination from contaminated water.

Keywords: humic acid sodium; gels composite; water treatment; fluoride; adsorption
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JW» ( Mahramanlioglu et al.,2002) . A A4 A4 A 55 F0
M B T RS Tl 7K R 38 e e R R
WeRESN 10 mg- L' (SRS AN B, 2002) A3k 3] 10t
HEOARAE , V7 225 3 T % 7K R R RV Ry % Ak
FRETT.

WA 6 00 1 32 428 2 R R 925 07 P 850 SR 2 2 1) S .
AR P 0 SR I 980 R 550 W] 43 s bR B
TR BT, TR o1 W B ) B H e R (A i
2009; Zhou et al.,2004) FHrh FIRA B 45+ W it
RIS 12, F R AU, IRBE A A7 1F 32 3 ok
22 10 S, E AL 3 BB R, X 9 170 3 o P A 2.
W KR DL o T G HL 4 | Ak A DL R B oy X
RETIE WA HL-TCHLE A AR, X2 A 41 R
£ PRI BUEE P B AR AT LA 265 o8 1) SR
SRR, Qoks AT La™ | Zo* S5 00 20 TG BEIR AN L 52
R IS5 R ARAT B i 40 b T AR5 A 1 A 75 L
A e 1 WL B (kR AR 45 20095 Huo et al.
2011) AHZ 3R KAR 5 43 T MRk SR A B, 42 B
Dy 2 LA AG e, RTT R ) FH A TR e

I B e - M AU R DUR W Y 3 AT HLAL AT,
FI AR 0% 5 B R R P R A i R A TR RN 1 A 1 R
SCRESR I, H2 BT 32 7 8. 12 S — ol 53 K Pk Al 3 i
A, B A I T2 R T 25 L A BRI R
T BURN 2 T RE. B R o0 1 R S A Rt R IR A T
FW, AT 5K b 4 8 R ac e S A RN R
T W BRFAE (XK 55, 2013 ) ) S 3 A e g B
PR, 25 [ 4540 DL K 5 4 B 1 1 S I Ak
SR S LS B AW E & TR R &
WK T T L T 14 ) B, AT R AR 4 S ] 7 2
il # LA A RE IR D RE Y & A R L

YT, AR SCLL S FE RSN (NaA ) AR R IR} 58 ik
BEIC IR A 1k il 46 La-J FH IR/ AL O, BEIS R &4 (14
PR LHAGC) K A2 WA SR W B0, Xo ASE40L 25 S
IR AT BRI 56, BF 58 9% 5 6 0 1 S B P B, N
B G Tl R K W B Ak B AR A — B b R A0 B
Tk

2 #M#E5AZE (Materials and methods)

2.1 M

2,11 EERA RN AR K, F AL AR 9,
THIRHE AR 2, FUALEN AR 2.

2.1.2 EEQE FEETEBEEBEM(PF-1-01, &
AR R 22 ey A BR A R 5 pH 31 (PHS-3C",

BCHR HE 208 J7 S+ B A BR A H) ) 5 B ) 3 4 ( DF-
101B, JLL T T AU A R THAE AR ;s BT RF
(TE124S , FEZ R i BHMY A A R A 7] ) 5 97 3 2 iR
it (SNAA-C VTR & 34T 4 0 B R 0 AN 38 ) 5
BLOHL(LD4-2A b R B O HLA BRA A .
2.1.3 KRR BEABLEZ K FR Rk B 2 R K B
B, PR 10~250 mg- L7
2.2 WA &5 RAT
2.2.1 LHAGC ##|%& %3 g SALEEMT 70 mL
ZEMRZK A, A 60 mL ¥ BE Ry 50 g« L™ (14 fir 75 S0 V%5
W, IR 60 °C, 7F T B4 FE R i A E
30 g- L7 BB AR T 100 mL, FH & R AL B Fn
PR VRV ) pH B 7, F H s 3 48 22 12 i 4
60 min, B/043 55 (B0 R A 4000 remin') B [HE
TR FHZEBK TR G AR 69 C BIMEAS P T4 24 h
BIAR15 LHAGC [ SR 2 i 541
2.2.2 LHAGC B % A4E  FH N, W& Bff/ it W 7 ik
( Micromeritics TriStar Surface Area and Pority
Analyzer , B W Uk &, 56 ) X6 W 00 9% 1 25 i AR
LA AT HEAT 50 M7 5 30 3 5 4% 7 S 3B (SEM,
JSM.5900LV, Hitech, H 7<), i 57 i 21 4h % ¥ 4L
(FTIR, VERTEX 70, #8 &) F1 X $} £ fii 9 (XRD,
XD-2 % ) X LHAGC 1 NaA W BfF 55 47 1.
2.3 BARMRE

¥ LHAGC DA— & Y45 it Ab B — @ W B2 1Y -
BUE K 7 25 C RIS % LR 6 h, [E 5
BR B IR PR B A I R K R AR AR B
YR (K IR S (ROR R K W 43 A 7 k) 4 2%
£3,1998) MRAEAF(1) L (2) 7355 F i bt i
IR B %

(CO—C) v
q.(q,) = X 1000 (1)
R = (600_ ) 100% (2)

Kb, g, 0 FIOPHEBR  (mg-g ™) 5q, W ¢ 1
I F AR (mg g™ ) s R N F IR R m
BERIBERE () 5 c0,c 2P BRI RT ARG F- ik
FE (mg- L") s0 J/KAREI AR (mLL) .

2.4 K F 04T %

R 75 2 R ) 4 Y BE 4 B0 107,107,
107,107 g L7 (9 NaF Frifl i, 38 0 Bt i
3 Y TISAB VAR, FH R BS - 1 Fh B 0
Y FEL A7 2 SR A BT S TR N F R B
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P Z A BRI IE R et .y = 59.700x-
76.98, HL.r[ e 240 R* =0.9999.

3 R 51318 (Results and discussion)

3.1 LHAGC Wy &1L

3.1.1 N, RHE-FLMeh & i@t BET W1 R45 815
il LHAGC 1 NaA (W LR SFEHLEE CPHfLR
SR 3.770%10 m* ¢! [ 7.281x107° m> g ™' 3.862
nm 1 6.319 m* g 1.228x107° m’+¢™'  3.887 nm.
LHAGC (1) N, W Ff-Ji B th Zean &l 1 s,

9~

8 L
/

6 /
= *’**/
\w 5 - *x
: ool
£ B ete

R */(
3F *’*,w
*,*/

2 /

1F x

S I T T SR T MR N (Y S M N B

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

HERF RS /(P/Po)

1 LHAGC Ky N, U Bt - B3 Bt h 2%
Fig.1 N, adsorption-desorption isotherms of LHAGC sample

& 1 A LA LHAGC N, W% FfF-Jid B it 2
J& TN A8 P/Py A 0.30 ~0.99 H B 5 3. 15 B
LHAGC HATA 454 , 7 A5 i J5 20 0] e Fh i (ks
T 2Z 0] B MERIT = A B B N2 T4 5 | /.
3.1.2  LHAGC R 244 ¥ 2.2.1 il 45 iy
LHAGC #A TR 5 I % H v 45 A8l 1) B2 522 FH 1CP 43
Br, 45 SRR T3S LHAGC 2545 4 o, BE 5L 4R
TR B R E 0 B0 590 R 15.23% F1 24.08% , JFUR}
BRFNEE 4 AR 3200 51 99.99% F1 91.97% .
3.1.3 XRD 4 # LHAGC HI NaA ) XRD i [l 4
2 frzs. & 2 AT LIE H NaA Fi LHAGC §#% & Fh ok
ZHURBIM S AL R TR G, 2] NaA A1 LHAGC H &
F R E SR 54 78 LHAGC 3% & 20 2 22.10°
24.94° 31.77° 45.00°4b AT 5F 06 , 55 LaCl» 7TH, OFR 1
%€ (PDF00- 003- 0069 ) v/ B Fl5i & A W) &, I
VLA ER A2 L LaClys TH, O (25 25 A A7 A 3 e
A &AL A AT i, v RE = R AR L &
PATG e B S AFTE T AR .

e LaCl;-7H,0

30 40 50 60 70 80
200(°)

El2 NaA #l LHAGC & XRD i
Fig.2 XRD patterns of NaA and LHAGC

3.1.4 SEM 241 K3 5 LHAGC 5 NaA Ry434fH
Bl 3a W RAY LHAGC 2 15 30 MY A | SiAs
ZAL.ME 3b NaA R R % OLH, LR AR X
Ul I I 3R 5 8 o5 722 I8 40 I A ) R 30, A 0 G
BE WA 241, R H SR E AR B — 25 K.

ﬁmcﬁ W e

3 NaA F1 LHAGC #J SEM [ (x5000)
Fig.3 SEM images of LHAGC and NaA (x5000)

3.1.5 IR 44 KW 4l T 3 FrsURR4 A NaA
NaA+AICl,, NaA+AICl,+La(NO,),( LHAGC) 435I
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A %) W B 590 %) FTIR 3% 1. N R 4 BT 0, NaA Fil
NaA+AICL, hy JFRH A9 152 B 500 1) 1% A B J iy A
1k, A" 55 NaA 2 [813 A5 2 A B R G 07 B 9 4 . AE
LHAGC FIZLAMERE R, 3675 em™ (O—H {45 ¥k
Bl ) LRI 2R , 2 La™ 5 NaA L) O—H
R T S RN TE 1424 em™ (BT £8 19 % FR (6 45
PRBNIE) AT 1610 em™ ( FRFR T 5T Bk A 45 41 3 1)
Ab R AREAE DS 5 B D557 , 1T BB PR R AR B RS B T
H#E 1012 em™' (C—OH fifi 4 4ig 2 g ) 1 872 em™
(CRIRIBA I Wi ) A2 o AR 0 5 35 344 5 | T e 2 [
K La™ 5 NaA JE A% 1 BCAv 45 | 2.

LHAGC
NaA+AICl,
NaA
V\/‘N\i\{f\/\ 1
g2 | 3675
1424
101277410

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500

WeH/om™!

B4 LHAGC 5 NaA i) FTIR 3ti%
Fig.4 FTIR spectrums of NaA and LHAGC

3.2 LHAGC #y & % b g

32,1 WMHERZL TERERN25 CHWEMT,
LHAGC LA 10 g+ L™ A8 i 433 Ab 3HAS [7) Joft 2t v
FERY FBIE K (12~ 250 mg- L") #F47 IR B S
JITAS 1 W B S5 R 2 W R S T, R R 56 B e

27.5

qe/(mg-g ")

25.0
225
20.0
17.5
15.0
12.5
10.0

7.5

5.0

Langmuir f1 Freundlich 5 i W B A% 74 35 47 4b B, B
BRI 1 Fios.

M2 1 TRl DU #E a0 B ok Y DY
Langmuir 55 i W B AR Y AT Freundlich 55 i W BRFA% 7Y
YIfe s i s LHAGC X F~ 89 W i 47 4, Hop
Langmuir 55l W% A5 Y 4815 208 B 4. - Langmuir
SR B O R T H Y Q, {E -~ 219.30 mg-g_1 , 1
7 1y R SC AR T 41 T A — £ 8 R 5 ) e A i
W75t e Ah , Freundlich %% 1/n 7 0.94<1, B
W RfFash o Ay A 70 R B, TR o S R A iR AT (BT
&% 2011 ; McKay et al.,1998).3X J& [F iy LHAGC A~
AR DAXE F~ A7 1 W B, SURT AR 3 3t
X FHEAT S B AN, LHAGC 5 K 48 A
B, FTXFAK  FE T AR A R, T2 2 LHAGC
XF F I B %) B AR

£ 1 LHAGC 3t F-RM&REERI S

Table 1 Isotherm model parameters for the adsorption of fluoride on
LHAGC sample
Langmuir 77 24 Freundlich 77 54
Qo b R? Ky n R
219.30 0.11 0.9993 2.46 1.06 0.9881

H: Qp#2 Langmuir 25 I8 20 59 W 245 i (mg.g™' ) ;6 & Langmuir
SRR IVERAEH L KA n 2350 S BR Freundlich WY B 22 14 5 B50RN
R K A ek 37 53,2313 49 B B 48 5 ( Sie, 2001 ) .

3.22 WM A PSR FA AT
R AR 25 CRISME T ,LHAGC DL 10 g- L'
PN AL BRI IR BT I W R 20 mg - L7 Y FRBLRLUE
7K R I B ek R A 2l g 2 AT e A AR A IE 6
JIi7R.

q/(mg-g")

1.65 | | | | | | | | | |

251

0 | 1 1 1 | | 1 |
0 25 5.0 75 100 125 150 175 200
Co/(mg-L7h

5 LHAGC 3 F IR M iR 2k
Fig.5 Adsorption isotherm of LHAGC for different initial fluoride

concentrations

50 100

150 200 250 300 350 400 450
t/min

E 6

WE% Bt B 1) %o F~ IR B 75 22 0 22 01

500

Fig.6 Influence of contact time on fluoride adsorption by LHAGC

M 6 AfLIFE H, BT 50 min LHAGC *f F~ iy 1%
R 3 % 2 Ja) 354, 1k B %) R I BE 38 A AR W R
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35 %

97% .5 & T V-1 s I, W B 4R el 1 . S Xl R 42
JE DR R 7E W B R0 B B B W TR R PR B e, HL
LHAGC HA i A0 375 P W B 7 o, W BREE 30 0 K
SO B AR B R TR Bk R R AR [
LHAGC P97 4 W2 7 50 o 38, W B4 3 /)N
PR T PR o 3k < 18 (X AR AR 4K 2012)

F S HE— A T LHAGC % F™ (7 W Ff 3o 52425 4
AR PRI B AT M — B D R R
Bl )24 07 BERORL N 8O R BLG

WE—ZRah 125 7 R FE — G sl 12 R R ik
# M (Ho,2004 ; Ho and McKay,1999) .

log(q, —q,) =logg, - (3)

2.303"
t 1 t
9, kyq T )
K, g, F g, 53531 52 W BT A7 55 02 BEFEF DS ¢ ('min )
AR B 255 (mg - g ) Lk, R E— 2B S 2R AR
W2 o 0 2R U (min ™" ) ke, I Bl ) 2R AR Y
I}ﬁﬁ$ﬁ'§&( g-minfl- mgﬂ ).
ORE S HIGH R 7 72
q, =Kpt0‘5 (5)
A, K, AR N HIGHE A 2 (mg - g~ min ™).
HE—R 3N 24 07 B 5 W 90 8l g 2% 07 R i U
AL 2. W3 2 T LUE LA B s )
FRER RPIKF] 0.9999, i — K o J1 2= I BRI R AY
0. 9026.3X Ui B , fE — 9 5 12 J7 T HE B - b 47 R
AT B AL R T 52 e o 9 B ) 2 R R 2R
24 19 2 B ( Gupota and Bhattacharyya, 2011 ; Bai
et al.,2011) , UL LHAGC XF F~ WG Bt DAk 2

&2 LHAGC B F-HIRM 3 2 EBSH
Table 2 Kinetic models parameters for the adsorpion of fluoride on
LHAGC sample
HE—8) 0T B
k,/min”"! R?

iR DAL o
ky/ (107 g-mg e min™") R?

0.9999

0.0086 0.9026 0.39

g, %F AR B, G 2R Ge A5 21— 4538 i e A
A T BURL N 47 HICR: 42 ) W82 R 3 3 g e — 20
TR JTURLA) 30 8 5 AR % R B 54 400 1 5 SR 1%
7.t 7 AT, LHAGC W B 7 4 500 P 3 15 il 26 9
VA 3E L J A 10 HH JURE PN A7 HECAS 2 10 BfF 38 23R 4 1)
FPE— 2D IR, RIS Bh 3 232 52 W BN 1S5 22 O T 1Y
F20 ( Ayoob et al. ,2008).

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250
*3/min®3

7 LHAGC WRHHERE A BEEME
Fig.7 Fitting cure of intra-particle diffusion modeling for LHAGC

adsorption ratio

3.3 % LHAGC & 'K M4 gty B &

3.3.1 pH TEARIE pH 441, ¥ LHAGC L 10
g L7 B XS RIA R BE A 20 mg - LY F R K
HEAT W B S  [R1 o T3 — 2B 3 LHAGC X F~
AR BFEVE FHATLBERL , Xof B 1T/ 1 B VR pHL (ELifEA T
TE 25 RN 8 FrR. aniEl 8 I L, fEAN[F] pH 4%
T, LHAGC X F~ A B 28 52 30 A [] /) 22 Ak, >
pH 1 3 K% 5, F WM 2 i 63.87% 1 fin 5
93.03% ;>4 pH 11 B5m 3] 13, W3 M 84.73% T
R 3 14.49% ; 3 BLX Fh L4 1T BEJ2 R Oy« 7R AR
pH 2T 4 8 2 o il 502 pH %, K iy
Foin T 5 88 AR R AL, S 3P AR REIIR A
Kk LR BEE pH M T R OH 3 2
1™ S 25 B0 7] 3 TR 1949 WA BRF A7 1 17 - B0 o 4 A
B pH s SO IR B R 2R E A BT SR e, X F

100%

80%

60% |

LTES

L 40%

20%

6 8
¥t pH

B8 pH Xf U B 2= B % 0 A R BB B BT /S B pHL 224K
Fig.8 Effect of pH on fluoride adsorption efficiency and the
variation of pH value of the F~ solution before and after

adsorption
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PR E I FEEVE P 855 . 24 pHL 7E 5~ 11 38 B PN, W% Fff
FHRE T 93% , I figis £ 96.69%. 7] LHAGC
FRFFRIE 7 (9 pH A9 98 ] 58 32, 44 B i 5 A 9
HrE.

MNP 8 XL B AT Je pH 4928 AL RT 0, W B g
FRLRIE K pH =1, WM 5 pH AR B A8 1k 5 W B i
FRE K pH=3~ 11, W M5 pH JEA4EFR3] 5.5
ZeA W R AR AR B 5 MR BT B ARSEABLR K pH R
F 11 B WIS pH B A AKX UL, 78 pH 35 2]
5.5 I, LHAGC X H* 8¢ OH™ JL-F- 7% 45 W it i 11, 1tk
B, W B RS 2 5 8 HUZ A A d L 0, IR
FNFEAVT pH Y zeta ZHLL . Z2 ], LHAGC A9 zeta &
HLAZ 8 pH Ol 5.5 AR ARG MR y-AL O, I E
fi15. 9.2, zeta ZHLAL pH AYREA, A3 1 T $2 5 g B
FRXF BA B 7 1 W B R 0, 1 o 6 2 o 3t w4
M, 4k R pH KT 5.5 B, LHAGC XF F~ 4 W B A
L IO O sl S B T B R 32, AR R pH = T 9 B
LHAGC 22552 3% 1 W BE A1k 2 W Ff A 3=
332 #£HFBET FETLEHEEKS, EETHER
ZH A B &7, tkin, ¢l NO;, HCO; ., PO} H
SO, I SEHAF B 1] B 2 XoF W B 751 A0 1R S o R
RE” A S AE F R IR By 20 mg- L', BRI ES
FURIEHSH 300 mg- L™ BIZAF T, LHAGC A [ BR
FACREE R A 9 iR & 9 "I LLE H, FE iR 50 1)
WREESE Y, CU AR AERT B I B 3 0 A 5 . At
HAF BT NO;, HCO;,POS Il SO HYAEAEMH 15X
FIR B R B Hod NOS ,SO% A A iRz i =%
TREART] 1%, A KL X F 0 B 52 i AR /)
HCO; #1 POY MIAAAEMIM I R R T 2%, % F 1Y
W R A T — i Y SRV T o B ol 2 5 1T R A

100% -
80% |-
s 60%
=
=
e 40%1-
20% |-
0 ]
2 cr NOj; HCO; PO}  SOF"

BT
O R S R

Fig.9 Effect of co-existing anions on fluoride adsorption efficiency

HoN AR 7 POy S8 EA —EWEml, sl
F~ 38 4 45 & HLAGC W B 5510 2% 10 B W B A7 2535
HCOY B A FEfEKH OH 4 )m, OH 5 F~ &/
T R4 E B Nt HCOS 8% PO LA F B ik
1) 15 fEAEAERT, FIRBE A5 REIA 5] 949% LA -, i
B LHAGC $it T4 fE 1 i, 76 Ab 38 5 5% K iy
I FHELA R SR04 07 FH i 5
3.4 IR BT A

— T LA S A T I VR R R I TR B AT
W H A A A 1 g WA P
LHAGC &4 (W Bt A 201.5 mg-g™") , 20 S A
WePE Y NaOH FAE 1A 50 mL J2 6 h, 43 5130 % 1
AT FOHREE TR RS R R 3 R,

£3 BEFAM LHAGC BEmBRNHM
Table 3 Effects of desorption reagent on desorption of F~ from LHAGC
LR/

AR (mol-L) JBE
NaOH 10702 83.87%
10703 80.23%
107! 84.02%
1072 28.53%
1073 17.95%

M3 WA H, HEN 107 mol - L' 1Y
NaOH ¥ W A 1 60500, 06 B 280 R e 4, 4 NaOH
VR 107" mol - L7, 55 JE T R AN T 1Y
ISP 2t B A 0 ) AN ) R R 50 iy T e ) .
I BRI EE R 107" mol - L™ % NaOH 1A WAE A 1 8L
WL B R B, A 2858 107" mol - L™ NaOH %
IR MO 38U 1 LHAGC BB ER 8L, JLF 1% A B R
SR RN FE T AU 9 LHAGC 1\ 5% B A K
OH™, FHT BRI, AR ES 40 OH R MW, K
B4 ERAT BR T W R0 R T, BELAS T A R I I
PRI , W B R 22 1T pHL s8Ry P AR 2 75 A A5 DG . 28
T AICLAEA pH 35 5810, K5 5t 3605 70 W BRF 551) 3 Ie
pH B H 5 21538 A B, PR UE P2 5 MR B 7] B4 B 96
RE 7.

B 6 g W B A AY LHAGC 92 UKL, F 100 mL
107" mol - L™ NaOH 7KW ¥ 6 h, % Uk, $Jn
F] 100 mL Z&1 /KW, B AICL A K F g pH, 247K
H pH 43S E N 1.3.5.7.9 11 I, i 3 B0k, At
T a7 BR AR, 50 45 R LA 10. AEl 10 7] L)
F YA pH g 5 I P AR W R 50 %400 1 vk
FEN 25 mg- L™ WY& BUR K F I %K 96.08% , 1fii
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pH S AR B B P A R R 5 4 3% 98U e 0 8 2 el o
R EAE T, S AR B ) 2R 1w pH 3K (<5) , &
BB, PR R R B AR TS, B8
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Fig.10  Effect of pH on the fluoride adsorption efficiency of LHAGC

during the regeneration process
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Fig.11  Chemical mechanism about the formation of La-Humic Acid / Al,O; gels complex
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