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Abstract: Aiming at the shortcomings of traditional adsorption materials, such as low adsorption
capacity, difficulty in solid-liquid separation, and easy to lead to secondary pollution, carboxymethyl
cellulose (CMC), polyvinyl alcohol (PVA), acrylic acid (AA), and zinc ferrite (ZnFe, O,) were used
as monomers to prepare CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, cellulose based magnetic hydrogels that was easy
to form, low toxicity, large adsorption capacity, and could be separated by magnetic remote control
through aqueous solution polymerization. Their morphological structure and structural performance
were characterized by scanning electron microscopy (SEM), Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy
(FT-IR), X-ray diffraction (XRD), and vibrating sample magnetometer (VSM). The adsorption
kinetics and thermodynamics were used to investigate their adsorption performance on levofloxacin

(LEV) in water and adsorption mechanism. The results show that loaded ZnFe, O, magnetic
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nanoparticles can increase the magnetic remote separation ability and adsorption ability of hydrogels.
The maximum adsorption capacity of the hydrogel for LEV can reach 405 mg/g at 25 °C, pH=5 and
4 h of adsorption, and its adsorption capacity can still reach 84% of the original adsorption capacity
after five adsorption and desorption experiments. The adsorption process of hydrogel for LEV is more
in line with the quasi second order reaction kinetics and intraparticle diffusion model, and follows the
Freundlich isotherm model.

Keywords: carboxymethylcellulose; zinc ferrite; magnetic hydrogel; levofloxacin; adsorption
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(CH; O T R ZEARL THR AR ; 28 (CH,COOH), Z ZE(EG), ZMM (NaAc) FM K Z
i (CH, CH, OFD Il T 25 S Ak 22 iR A BR A B s S AN (NaOD I AL Ak T DL iR 3424
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SA31000 % by 22 1 FH/FL A% 43 A FFLBR 43 #T (BET) X (26 E Bechman Coulter 23 5]); XL-30 493
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HURBUIIEY) , 4585y TG 158 ZnFe, O, B PE 90K R T

CMC/PVA/PAA /KEEW Bl & . MEBFRI 1.0 g CMC, T 100 mL K8 57K 58 2% i s HERRFR
B 10.0 g AA F 50 mL B F/KF, A NaOH JH AA BFER P AE R 70%; WEHFIFREL 2.0 g PVA T
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BT, LU, T 60 CRUIRY AR T R 2 IR RO et BB RCIR S k. T 75 CHER
AW 12 hy AT CHy OH 8RN 2 85 1K SOV = W) v e i, 75 31 2645 CMC/PVA /PAA JKBEIK

CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K BEIE B 45 . LL_E 3R R 7 0 i e A CMC, AALPVA J5, i3k
RIKZRPIA 0.8 g ZnFe, O, , il IR AW # 5, 4% FiR AR TR D 3845 3] CMC/PVA/PAA/
ZnFe, O, K EEIZ.
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Fig. 1 SEM images of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, 0, hydrogel (A),(B) and CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe,0,
hydrogel after adsorption of LEV (C), (D)
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BERE BRI 45, CMC/PVA/PAA JKEE A CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, K EEIE #9530 B 45 1 51 T 3% 1.
M 1AL, AT CMC/PVA/PAA JREERE N BT ZnFe, O, il P94 AL 115 K07 2 [ i 1 B B0
8 AR SZ BR S5 4 o i 97 48 ZnFe, O, BETE DN KL T 5 MK BEIRC Y L R T AR L AL AR L 28 28 A 1Y .
%1 CMC/PVA/PAA KBTI CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K EE B BY 53 1 45 R
Table 1  Analysis results of CMC/PVA/PAA hydrogel and CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, 0, hydrogel

TR EE g 2 A WEREA/(m? - g™ fL4&/nm BALE/(em® - g D)
CMC/PVA/PAA 7K #E B 16. 503 3.407 0.030
CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /K EE K 19. 524 3. 408 0.036

I 1CC) , (DYRT UL, W LEV S5 By 7K &8 1 38 T B0 OO0 1 28 WL A% 25 14 1 32 TH W B i o7 8 5
AW LEV (I, BOKJR i SEM B F (& 1)) AT 57 B b 00 2 21 H: R IR 25 0 B S S FE AL, ZnFe, O,
Fle P A KoK T B BRI AR S I . 1E— 25 3R W ZnFe, O, #E P40 KR AT I 25 358 Jin 7K #6826 1
FERTE A SO g, i LEV VB A KBRS N EB . 25 50 W BT B TR] 3 10 A 2B T 7K R i Wi e

Kl 2 MR FT-IR,XRD, VSM #1 TGA #hZk. HE 2(A) AL, 7 ZnFe, O, ) FT-IR § . i
T 561.33,447.26 cm A HIE N ZnFe, O, th Fe—O MARIE L g . 78 CMC/PVA/PAA 7K 5 5 (1)
FT-IR %, £ T 3 557.96 ,1 727.70 cm 'AbiyIgR CMC F1 O—H 1 C = O LI AMERME g, {7 T
2 929,1 256. 65 cm™ ' AbAYIE SR CMC H CH, A9 AN FR A 45 41 3h A i 20 B2 42 9% g™, 2 F1 551. 80,
1436.31 em "AbAYIE K PAA h—COOH FI—COO—3: [ A9 21 4 45 fiF 1612 #E CMC/PVA/PAA/
ZnFe, O, 7K ¥t B B FT-IR & . i T 3 469. 81 cm ' &b Ay 1% 3y CMC/PVA/PAA K % & 1
3557.96 cm A ERI O—H AR NIEN B s AL, H AR b AIG5E g, X% T CMC 1 PVA
PEEARFSRER O—H M4k, % O HMWAEEREXMZ, f O H FRIEGEZ% . WE; F,
SRR H O—H AR WBiiE #E 02 0% 06 A8 8 A8 55 19 R 5 7 F 1 166, 08 em ™' 4b 1§ R ZnFe, O, 1Y
Fe—O—C iR ans; (7T 509.71,417. 26 em "AbAYIE N Fe—O MILLAMNSIEIE, 5 ZnFe, O, H X}
N UEAR L AR T RS, Z5 LT UL, ZnFe, O, Y 12 T CMC/PVA/PAA KEERE KT, 5 SEM RAE
R JEW M LEV 5 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, KEEE FT-IR 3% 78 3 300 em "AbH B T
K H LEV B—NH 2L 4M it s 78 1 721, 64 cm A JFJE T PAA v COOH ) C — O HRAF W g i
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Fig.2 FT-IR spectra (A), XRD patterns (B), VSM curves (C), and TGA curves (D) of materials
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B G S, U AE R R v, R R AR AR K B I R R A3 COO— BB C & A #% b h COOHM™, HiE
B LEV & 3 [t T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K & 1 #55.

i E 2(B) A WL, 7E ZnFe, O, # XRD 3 1, 7E 20=35°,43°,53°,56°,62°, 74° &b A7 W] 5 4% 1F 137 5 e
X5 ZnFe, O, 1 PDF #rifi K h (PDF £ 22-1012)M£F. £ CMC i) XRD 31, 1T CMC By=F45 Pk,
K AE 20=22°40 H B0 B W A AR AE AT 5560 . fE CMC/PVA /PAA JKEEIE il CMC/PVA /PAA/ ZnFe, O, 7K
BERZAY XRD R, 78 20=22"4b Y Bk B CMC B A8 58 A8 55 B9 5 AF fi7 5%, 380 CMC 5 PVA Ml
PAA KA T ACHR I, BOL R RIRE I FEAK, T i SR P25 FH7 [FIET, 78 CMC/PVA/PAA/
ZnFe, O, /KEE LA XRD i H, 78 20=235. 2°~T74° A B Al ML F| 5 ZnFe, O, 1Y XRD i 4 Eb B & 48 55 (1)
FROEAT 0. MG R W ZnFe, O, #EME 9K KL T 315188 44 T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /K BE i W 2%
i, 5 SEM 1 FT-IR 4518 — 3.

HIE 2O W, WM LEV RiJ5 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K & B i) 1% i 1] 28 56 T J5 5 % FR . G
Tl i, RV T T, U B S Y K R EL A B IR M . TR IS . BIVKEE S AE SN INRE M R B R
WYy, REVETS R, SRR R T K BRI A 43 T AC. /KO8 e 1 e DR R A R 8 B o S R 1 385 I
A, e RREM AR R 5,89 A/m; WEHF LEV J& . ZKEERE A e KB ANSREFEARE 1. 91 A/m. X2
TR S 3 LEV 5 ZnFe, O, KAEBCA . KEEN R T H ZnFe, O, KL 7 Az 1 W B i s b, Al
7K R GG R A R IS

ME 2 (D) Al W, CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /K #E & B9 # o ff v] 50 3 A B BE. 26 — B B
(34~311 “C), KEER IR LI P, ik F R 28.29% , XJ&h THIE RE T, KEEK HHR
BREEAIKITEG BB (311~537 “C), KEERK RGN R, LR KE S A E R L ER
Bt 300 B T 0 R AT GK 37,02 %05 B8 = M BE(537~800 °C), /K EE M P9 #4347 7E — 5 B /D
Oy FHERAYEF=Y) . O R R I R A 11, 75 %6, A K B M PN K 0 B 6 AR T I AR . K
2 326 W sk Ak
2.2 WRMHESE . BE . pH {ENE T 58 T IR B 9 5 0

TE 20~240 min P, % Z W B E] 5T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K ¥ e W B 58 (0 52 . 45 3 4
K3 s, R 3 A0, eI 40 min PN, JKEEIR X LEV A W B o 3R 05 388 K, 1 i i o
(Q.) AT 35 W B B0 5 11 80 %6, X Rk 1) 2y 1y 2 aod At 0 B U PR K 98 i 3 T K 1 3 1 s 7 DA R v TR
JELEV (WS sh J3 0 L BE 2 0 B R R R AT . K R A v e B S R Sl FAR R P LEV ik
JE WRATG 2 S5O B BEL 7 385 s AT 2 6 8 48 i 2 B AR, 7E 200 min B A 8 1) WG o Y- o Y- W o
2)24 405 mg/g, LEV KERF(ROA Ny 81%. AR AR XS LEV B W B PE e L B8 T3 2. d& 2
AL, S5HABM R, CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K &E 1 1) W% FHE BE AL B 5.

F2 RHHRXT LEV 8 TR B 68 L &

Table 2 Comparison of adsorption performance of adsorption materials for LEV

W [ 551) 44 Bk W o P 4 HsF i) KWK/ (mg - g~ ")
NiFe, O, /4= ¥ 5 5 A5 b L 18 h 172. 000
B-IRIHE /B 2 T / 3R TR 07 R 7K g fie T 16 h 247. 610
B a0l 6 h 33. 900
FeCllD-W5 A 2/ #8 J5U e / A B8 07 / 5% TR s Tk Je 7K 68 fe ™ 2 min 154. 830
RAB A4 i A W R 2 h 252. 000
X ZE 5T /A BT A A R 1.5 h 45. 000
A et 72 h 159. 260
i BR B 1l T 2 h 1. 930
TEE Fey O, 40K ik 120 4 h 6.848
CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /K EE B 4 h 405. 000

TE 15~55 C FZ LM R X CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K 5 5 W M 6E I 52 . 45 SR 1/ 4 F
N, HE 4 AW SRR N 15 °C~25 CH, KERXT LEV B IR T e, 76 25 ChiA %
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AW ACR , JEOR R 2R 405 me/g; AL KT 25 CHY, SN LEV Y Fff 38 32 14 20 f¢
I, 32 BN Y T = B R AR R LEV ﬁ%&{ﬁ@iﬁiﬂﬁﬁmgzﬁjﬂﬁibu,ﬁ\iﬁmé@ﬂ&ﬁxﬁzﬁﬁﬁlﬂﬁ
Tk JLR L DT $E pen 7K B e ) I B RE 0 T (R R A R I B A B BOUK B N A M S . R migk
VT . B S, HLES A B FE K B R A LEV HEUE B . MK EE X LEV (4 W% B
AT RESS L T BT TR AR T T K B R W R R Y S M AN S AL IR R K R R A 1 R
AERT A58 5 AR G0 B 3k R AT AT SCA RO RN FE i 5% Tk 8 AN ) 1 W o s oz 2R 4T
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Fig.3 Effects of adsorption time on adsorption Fig. 4 Effects of adsorption temperature on adsorption

W pH=1~11 I, ZEHEW pH X CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7KW B PEBEFI Zeta HL AL 1Y
S, SR E S Fras. IS AT UL . K 3R T H A RS W p HE Y T N, R pH > 1
S PR L N, LR TR AR A A A LT s K EEIR AT LEV 4 W B B v v p LA 1 v 2 e 14 K
M kass, 8 pH=>5 I HA AW B aE, WM& 208 365 me/g, RBRFEL R 73%. LEV [ pK,, Fl
pK . 430k 5.97 F1 8. 28" . MW pH=1 i, /KEEM SCHE M & i)—COO ™ Fl—NH, & & i 71k,
A3 EEAE —COOH FI—NH*" , BLHF A 1E # A i 7K B i 2 11 5 3 WP A IE s A 9 LEV T &4 HEF I
I, DTS SROKBE T LEV (0 W B AH AR i ik pH>1 B, H Y 38 44 Bl L4800 1) s
T R 7K 3R T A R 0 A5 P T A B R AT I B R T T K R R A R T R I R A Y
LEV " & A oW 5], /K SEI W i 3 08 K, 78 pH =5 Wi 51 48 FH Ok 80 45 ke, IH st g R 200 R de
YL M 5<<pH<9 If, LEV IR FIERAEE . LEV T St i, K EBER W & T, (H—COO
i —COOH 516 19 9% vh 47 4 5 S0 W B 5 0 R BB S5O0 AN I 507, 24 pH > 9 B, /K % i 3 1
—COOHM—NH, k4EEF T, #h—COO M—NH,. it LEV EE L LEV 778, 5H4
T B0 R A 1) 7K O JBE 7 26 L HE IR, S B0 T R

20
400 100 B) oz
a0 -0- Zetalflfi | 10
~ 300
L 60 - 10 E
g -4 -10
é’ 200 40 g
420 N
20 -
100
- =30
0 | Il Il ] | |
1 3 5 7 9 11

5 @ik pH fE X IR M EI R 00
Fig. 5 Effects of pH values of solution on adsorption
8 S PRI SR KRR 1 1 B R 1 S AR E B iﬁLi%fﬁL?fﬁ%?Bﬁzﬂ(*%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@%ﬁ-ﬁ%%,
PPAG R BEXT CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O /K BE W M PERE RO FZ R . 45 R WA 6 Bron. FEA7 8 7 5%
IR ERE i R R RS M R S R BCR B Mg &~ Ca®" >Na ', %%EU% LA TOK G 2P AR O, XK B
Bt e s R (HBEE LA BT (Na ™ Mg ,Ca™ I ESF iR BERG I, /KEER XS LEV A U B 42t Al
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KRBTSR, WISk BB XK BE W B LEV B A W 580 BELASAE . 3 2 PR A 0 B ot 2
TEV W pH=>5 B k4T, My LEV F8 UL LEV f27E, A HE F45 LEVT 384K eI R 1m n A FR
W BRE A s AT LEV T 55 7K B 2 14 42 fik JL R B AR 5 TRI A, 38 R R A7 88 1 1) B 7 5 38 2 (1 /K O i 36
TS HL 2 AR, 5 LEV Z 8= R # s R/ Y . I R BOKEER T LEV /0 BHEOR TR, 31
Gt — 2RI T O XS K B S LEV Z B 32 S W HE . 5 FT-IR AR pH A X 7K B 5 %
RSP BB 52 i) 119 245 38— 3K

400 Tca) Na 50 M(®) . o Na_

wl ot 40 - \,\o B
o - 8 o °
- . .
g R
) ;’
- 100 %, T

0 ] 4 %é 1 ~10 I I 1 1 1
001 002 003 004 005 001 002 003 004 005
B FaRE/(mol - L) B O/ (mol - L)

B 6 i&ikE T8 E X R R
Fig. 6 Effects of ionic strength of solution on adsorption
2.3 JkEERX LEV B9 B 3h 512
KIME— BRI S5 . W G R R 8l ) o RO RO B RDRL 5 A T OB T X CMC/PV A/
PAA/ZnFe, O, K BERER M LEV (93 BESEAT UG, W8 1 2= 045 25 1 iEl 7 Fisk 3 iR,

(A) ME—2H 8 T R 08 I"B) W23 T2 B
5+ 9 .
> 06 |
g
S Rl
E | =
Son b
e =
1 1 1 1 1 0 Il Il 1 Il Il
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
#/min t/min
0 e [ e e Jebte 0y T AT
(C) WML A 7Y (D) R P4 A7 o
gL 350 - -3
o
SR ) o
Q! 2300 -
g o 2
=4 -3 r [ =Y 9 §T
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-4 +
_5 1 1 1 ? 1 200 1 1 1 Il
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B 7 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, K EAEXT LEV WM Zh N 2R B MG S
Fig.7 Fitting parameters of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV adsorption kinetic model
LA SRR KRR LEV M~ 9 b — 9 3 1 % BB 4 M6 B O FLoE 2
51 30 J0 2% MR 0L 278 0 0 B8 R B (377, 36 /) 5 S I (105 me/e) S HEIE . 5691 2k B e
X LEV A W B S 848 o — 9% S 0 g g S i R, R R ok R O Al s Y. Hl T R R R RE
— A AR, HEME— G TGN Bl g R T TG 1 56 B S W A W B R DAY O e
TR TBOFORL - N 9 O & 3k — 20 20 A LEV 5K BRI 2 18] 79 W B AL AR K BEEXT LEV S8 ™
FRLF~ A4 HIORE L 4005 508 » K BRI X LEV B4 W B 20 g R 26 1 182 B RAE A 97 I % TR RS i B B
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frsh & 3 DB, BABBAUA S BIM M Q5 " B R SC, il FE Y B R AL Ry
FIURE PN 3 HICHE 38 5 K0 e 228 T WS 71 50 o 1 4687 50 285 3 3 0 o PR D™ B8 K & HLAS A ULB A
KAFWATE ERGER, BLUI LI L2 1Ok 3 00 P 2 T 0 R A ASURE P 7 B R O K B i R
LEV FZ M4 80P R, (HE— R 3 J1 2 Ik — 90 3h 1177 W40 G il 4 34 R o A B I i PR HOA 7 78 B
FS 1 2 A IR AR [ B 0 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, K BEIE 5 LEV 22 Jil B A 17 .
& 3 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, 0, 7K 5EEE 3T LEV IR Eh W F M EER
Table 3 Fitting results of adsorption kinetics of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV

A AY W& S B EE
W — G gl Jy 2 il Q.=111.07 mg/g ky=0.001 3 R?*=0.840 6
g g Sy 2 Q.=377.36 mg/g ky=0.000 2 R?>=0.997 7
TG B S R ki=0.116 5 C,;=—0.193 6 R*=0.698 6
kiy=231.655 9 C,=71.708 7 R*=0.992 1
BT P B R kig=9.061 4 C,=248.718 9 R?*=0.988 9
kia=1.156 3 C,=337.674 6 R?*=0.094 0

2.4 KERI LEVHRMEREZ SR NFESH

K H Langmuir,Freundlich Al Temkin A& 78 %F A [\ 9 4R 57 & 4 B ) LEV (20, 30,40,50,60,100,
200,300,400 mg/L)fE CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /K EEKE I W 578 Ak 1) 52 56 b #e AT L &0, G
SEARLINE 8 MK A~FK 6 . I 8 AT UL, KEEXT LEV (WK B & 76 LEV J5 2 ik B 55 AR I 38 i 4%
W, ZJEHE LEV 9146 BT ik B2 3G O, W B e 35 i 3548 57 51 38 7 1 380 1 4 W BT, 6 B0 4 o i
WAL XS LEV FIKEE e =2 0] /) 4% BT 9K 2l I3 — 2 f2 s AE FH . N3G 7 LEV R /K &8 i (9 48 B AR
FH s 27K 0TI ANAS L W4 T MR R S B K ) LEV il e K 5 i 3% 1w 0 7 5 R KL S EUA TP
TF S LEV ] 7K &8 e 30 38 IR LA 1 4% 0032 B BH g Tk 2637 B9 1) LEV M DB 7K B B IR 4 45 A
1175 BOKEE BT LEV (8 W B Sk 52 5 Pk 39 in 5 il 22 itk 20

1000 - (A) Langmuirf$i#l 1000 - (B) Freundlichf&#! 1000 | (C) Temkinfbi#l
° ° °
. 800 - s - 800 -~ R 800 - ®
T T )
« 600 |- - 600 |- - 600
o0 o0 o0
g £ g
=, 400 =, 400 - =, 400 -
Qi Qi Qi
9 288 K 9@ 288K 9 288K
200 @ 298 K 200 @ 298 K 200 @ 298 K
9 308 K 9 308 K 9 308 K
0 1 1 1 1 | O 1 1 1 1 1 0 il 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
pl(mg - L) p/(mg - L) pl(mg - L)

8 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe,0, 7K X LEV B Langmuir, Freundlich #1 Temkin 4 8 )l & #h &
Fig. 8 Fitting curves of Langmuir. Freundlich and Temkin models of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV
# 4 Langmuir # & T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7k I3 LEV IR B &L INE E R
Table 4 Fitting results of adsorption isotherm of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV under Langmuir model

ATk
L /K LA S5 ,
Q./(mg-g D ki/(mgeg ') R?

288 916. 00 0.026 8 0.975 5

298 940. 01 0.025 5 0.937 0

308 955. 69 0.020 3 0.980 9

3 4~ 6 AT 0L, 76 A AR (288,289,308 KD N, /KEE X LEV 4 Freundlich W B 45 i A& 7
WAEF Langmuir 1 Temkin WY Jif S5 MR AR A9 -G 40 56 R0 R*, W Freundlich W Ff &5 iR BRI 01 5 &
fift B K BE e X LEV B 0 B Ik R, RO B o R R 2 A 2 0 1 2B, o, Freundlich BRI 75 5]
9 o R O] 7 O T 5 R A VR R 30 g RO RS2 L 1/ (BN o 5 D KO TR R S e i A R A S oE
FrU0, AR E T KB X LEV BIA 455 1/n /N T 1, W% N fE [ 00475 Bl Wt
TR TE s 1/ n (HIZ W, I 560 T 555 I 8 Xt 7K 6 5 W B BE 5% i 1) 453, B T v 3R 3 2
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8 R o X 2
& 5 Freundlich #E T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K ER X LEV RSB E M S ER
Table 5 Fitting results of adsorption isotherm of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV under Freundlich model

/K WESH
kg 1/n R?
288 82.062 4 0.430 6 0.970 8
298 77.240 7 0.449 2 0.981 9
308 66.293 2 0.467 5 0.987 3

% 6 Temkin #E T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, 7K B3t LEV IR M E B LA ER
Table 6 Fitting results of adsorption isotherm of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV under Temkin model

; ME S

/K ke A R’
288 0.365 2 174. 903 4 0.962 3
298 0.418 6 169.379 3 0.925 5
308 0.285 7 181.116 8 0.961 8

CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O KEEMXT LEV W2 2 BAN G AR TR 7. MR 7 ol f¢
AT JE (288,289,308 KO & o /KBERCICHE LEV 1) AG ¥y S {i, R UIKEERT LEV 90 fff 2 —F {
W AT A MIREE R 288 K FHE 2 308 K B AG Y 46 X 5 26 38 K5 i/ i a3, I8
"L BRI I B T R W B A Sl g, 4 K BRI LEV B B A g, (H IR EE G i 2 BE A IR B S N ik
15 AH R KEERA LEV % Az W B 52 07 e if JA A8 » 2 i B S 18 2 AH R i(E . R IIKBER
W B LEV S s i, BT i BE AR T RO R AT 5 VG 15 BIHY AS S TEAR 2 W] W B ik 7 20T
U T RN, W B LEV IS K BER TR A5 H AR AL W] B, OV R R A H A R

&R 7 CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe,0, 7K BT LEV R M N 2B &R
Table 7 Fitting results of adsorption thermodynamics of CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel for LEV

/K : — mﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁf —
AG/(Kk] + mol™) AH/(k] * mol™ ") AS/ (k] + (mol - K1)
288 —10.553 4
298 —10.768 6 —7.836 0 12.674 6
308 —10.739 8

M T AR E] AG=0~—20 k]/mol, H AH<84 kJ/mol i}, FEHIZHR It FLfEtEdY)
PRI RS, BRI A B AT A 24518, TE 2.3 A BB 2 40 G Rt UE W A 0 R A
XPLEV By E# 0 23R, B K BEREXT LEV (9 02 B2 DL A2 W B o 3 W BRI BN S 4, e =3 3k (]
2 ] 11 W R ATL )

2.5 JKERX LEV BB B 4

LEV £ CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /K #E B F
4 0 A P AR AR B 9 BT AR, H B 9 Wl DL, KB A
X LEV 1 W B B Rt BF v 250 1% 38 i 328 9 B 1K, X
A RE S i TR W B A B . B CHL OH ZE ALY
HCOOH J& i % W B o A W 56 4= DT 3 35088
W R A7 o B 2 T L, fR T AR S VO 1 NaOH 200
BER TR RRE ., S8 H Bomudib, ik g N
o NH, o0 fb /8 B sl 55 . PRI 0k vk A B2 o 1

400

O/(mg - g™)
(o8]
=3
RI%

ARV €S
—NH{ 5% LEVY &R0 HER B, 2 @m9o CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, 0, 7K BB Xt LEV i) 0% Bt & 0%

5 IR Kﬂ‘ﬁﬁé 54 i L= 7J({§%ﬂ§f X7 LEV ) W%}J\ Fig.9 Adsorption and desorption of LEV by
405 mg/g M2 343. 96 mg/g, {H H W fH %A ] CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, hydrogel
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IR BNV R R AR 84 00, W] 4 1) £F 4 3R S ME /K B BAT R4 10 S A IR fE . R — b H AT 52
s 107 FH T S5t 40 Ak BT A 3R 8 7K I 7).

3 4 i

ZEERTR, ARSCRAKIBERE S E M IIH % T CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, K&, T4 LEV
(W B 5 . A5 B0 45 e

1) MR RAESE R £ B, CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, K EEIR G5 Fa 5, BA B I A B IRE e, 24
CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, K EE WL AE Fe £ W B 5% 14 (I BEBsF 1) 4 hy PRBEIREE 25 C L W pH="5) i,
XF LEV S KW Fff & AT 3k 405 mg/g. LA+ (Na™ ,Mg™" ,Ca® ) XK EER WM LEV B A B &
P BELASVE T . g i Rk B Mg®  ~Ca”" >Na".

2) CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /KEEREXT LEV 1 W Fff 3= B2 LAk 2% W B Sy 3=, 300 S0 J2 97 HIORD JB0kE 9
PHUR FEEBUP IR, BRI B R SET I A0 2 5 2 W B R R . A B AR R SR
CMC/PVA/PAA/ZnFe, O, /KEERL L 5 UKW A A W2 i 5 5 B 2080 23475 mT 3 81 it R o 8 3 19 84 %6, Ui ]
FCEA BT B8 20 154 R fE.

3 ARSCHT G Y ol S0 w T A P — BT Yok, LD MR R T SRR K AR, O DU T R
S BR K AR 5T B 4L T IS AR .
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