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Abstract This paper focused on the recycling and reuse of the spent granular activated carbon (SGAC) during the biological activated
carbon (BAC) process, aiming to remove heavy metals and radionuclides. Taking Pb( Il ) and Sr( Il ) as examples, the experiment
collected 10 SGAC samples from 8 BAC water treatment plants (WTPs) , and these samples were used for 0. 75~ 10. 00 years, repre-
senting different stages of the full life cycle of the BAC process. The heavy metal adsorption test showed that SGAC had good adsorption
capacity (>95.00%) for both high mass concentration (5.0 mg/L) and low mass concentration ( <0.2 mg/L) of Ph( I ), and the
removal rate of Sr( Il ) at high mass concentration (5.0 mg/L) and low mass concentration ( < 0.5 mg/L) were 89.00% and
80. 00%, respectively. The adsorption performance of SGACs used for 0. 75~ 10. 00 years for Pb( Il ) generally increased with the ex-
tension of operating time. The adsorption capacity of SGAC from HY WTP used for 10. 00 years was as high as 420. 00 mg/g. The
actual water application experiment showed that the organic matter and metal ions on the SGAC hardly dissolved in the real river water,
and still maintained more than 80. 00% of the Pb( Il ) removal capacity. The above conclusions provide a theoretical and practical
basis for the recycling and reuse of SGAC.

Keywords biological activated carbon (BAC) spent granular activated carbon(SGAC) heavy metal removal in-situ reuse re-
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PR 20 A0 55 A5 W 1 14 7 ( biological activated car-
bon, BAC) T Z AR, Hih BAC T2 M e h
ek, H AT 4 E A 134 K RAZ T K
ALFRRE ST EL 3K 3 580 1 m’/d, it H K EE T 35%
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AR B DU R i VTR A
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ehngs, SR, BAC T. 20817 3 — & B[] i, 3
HKAK R A b bR, IR BAC T2 P 8 i i ) e
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RRBR , 2017 4511 H BT CA TG AR KoK
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PRI, BT RA By K ) #5177 SGAC 1
FEAE I, ot K T SGAC MR A5 514 B FE A
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AR BRI )N — 5 G XU [] At W s ) LR
TR DY, BT XTI — 30 DI A e i ) | AR PRS0 AN

[ FHAFR PR SCAC #EA 7 RAE R AFFIHR R HITFST
ARG A SGAC 4k2k[n] FIF /KT 8 & PR AY 5-07
A B I8 BAC T2k — 4 & Rt
SR AR S

1 RIEHRF %

1.1 g s
L1 g

TEMREY [ Pb (NO, ), | 757K & s AL 38 (SeCl, -
6H,0) SEX M2l W A T R i 2R ik T
5T
1.1.2 BAC T.Z/K) Rkt

AT 8 4 BAC T2k Y 10 Fh SGAC
Fedh, Horh4E ZZ WX oK (BM SY \HZ /K) ) ,JX
XK (SJY HY .\ TX 7K) ) \PH 7K)~ K SH /K~
T 5.00.6.00,7.00 4E 1Y BAC T2 w5 (4399
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Tab. 1 Technological Indices of Virgin Activated Carbon in 8 WTPs

KI™ it P R] /47 FH BRI KEE/H BURHE (mg-g™") W LM/ (mg-g ") B
77X BM 6.90 JEBeriei o 8%30 848 171 97%
SY 7.25 FEHRBERE AR 20%50 923 179 97%

HZ 0.75 FEHRBRE IR 8%30 983 188 96%

X HlX SJY 2.00 FEBRRBRE AR 8x30 =950 =180 =90%
HY 10. 00 KA 2 G S RERE e 7 8x30 =950 =180 =90%

TX 7.50 IR/ - 950 180 =90%

PH#X  PH 8.00 IR A PR ¢ 8x20 =850 =170 96%
SH#X SH  5.00.6.00.7.00 FE e 8x30 =950 =180 =90%

8 K H BAC T2 WK 4346 1E ZZ JX .PH |
SH Hi X, &K B T ESE K IR A ik 2

Tab.2 BAC Process Parameters of 8 WTPs

Fim o 8 KT B 1] i 1F K 38 AR 45 A (R
ETK TAFRAEY (GB 5749—2006) MR

*£2 84K B BAC TZAESH

K KR %fﬁf; w3 %ffﬁf/ AR ey 02 <f%@
BM FEZRALIEIK 30 7 Tl 0.8 15 12.9 - 9.8
SY FEZKALIEIK 30 7 b 0.5~1.0 15 12.5 - 12
HZ H 7K 1077 T ml i 1.2 20 12.2 - 8.86
SIY M 1775 T i 2 - 11.3 2.2 -
HY PR AT Y] ] 1577 T i 2~3 10~12 - 2 -
X KR 87 TR 2 15 14. 4 1.8 7.5
PH Ik 2.577 TR - 12 12 2 10
SH BT 2077 - [ 2.0~2.5 24 14 2 8.6

1 EBCT Ry a8 A3 M st [i1]
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g5 b AR SO E R 8 A4S BAC 122K Y 10 Fi
SGAC #f4h T T BAC T A A AR
W T AL AR 24T E] (0. 75 ~10. 00 4F) |
AR KT AR T 22880 SGAC, PRt AL
WA B SGAC HE AR RERZ IR BAC T2 SGAC 1
SMATFL
1.2 SGAC ZHREERARKR ST X
1201 St R B ik
K ASTM AR 5 E6 AT W R S81  of—
SEFURY Ph(NO, ), SrCl, -6H,0 W TE—E R R
4li7K /F (Elix Advantage 10, FLBH>2 4 15. 0 MQ-cm) 1l
# Ph( 1) Se( D) W, RERSHIAR R 19 SCAC L
FE T —EWIIA A 1 4w B KO, SRR
ARG E.OEE THIRIR S & (HT-2102C,
Herrytech) P AEFFE I E TR, S THRFT SGAC
3 SIS A RIAR I 7K A B %) T BB, 4% S 43 331)
AT T B W (5.0 mg/L) ARk B (<
0.5 mg/L) IR IR
IR B U B I RHIR SR T 0. 45 pum U8
J5% (Ultra-strong 7, Mili ) 23 €, U8 J5 W R AR B0
R 1% vk HNO, WAL IRAF, S8 J5 >k ] ICP-OES
(Thermo iCAP 7000) il & 4 J& 8 v~ g, Hovb, %
VA J32 1) o S R DN YR R 0 A R R AL, 1) o 42 )
PRUEZE R (1 000 pg/ml.) HEATHC &, If R ICP-MS
(X Series II, Thermo Electron Corporation ) il & 7 ¥
g Jm B TR P R A W) SR
TEE 2 WA 2 Yl T HIERR
W B R X (1) .
(Co - Cp) V
q. = T
Ho s g, ——F B 28 5, mg/ g5
Co— MW IG BT KT, mg/L;
C —— P85 S5 ¥R BE , mg/ L
V—I AR, L;
W——MR 550 i b, g
1.2.2 WEPNAEIRZ S W B 3l 1 553 Br
Langmuir Fl Freundlich W% Bff 45 & = (1) 3 15
A (2) fk(3) .
7.K.C,
T KC) @
q. =K.C."" 1 Ing, =1/nInC, + InK, (3)
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q.

Hrr G, Eaijt/f@ﬂlnﬁl}ﬁ%,mg/g;
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E— Mk GRURL A HBEh ) SRR Sy

A= (4) K (5) 1 (6) .

dq,

E=kl(qe -q,) (4)

dq,

E=kz(qe -q,)° (5)
q, =kt (6)

Horr, g —— W2 25 08, me/ g
— 2 W B [E] ,min;
ke, —HE— AR E L, min ™
b, ——UE "R E, ¢/ (mg-min) ;
ke, —— K- HIGAEH AL me/ (g-min™®)
1.3 SR IERRIER E
1.3.1  SGAC H i B R 4 S TiAb B 77 vk
ARIFERFER BAC T 2K ¥4 FA YR E
RZ G R IFE 9 A UL L), ik, iR 4ER
SGAC FEFHBEFE/r I BAC T. 25 (R A AL Wt
FEYIRERRAE D) XSV SRR 2, AT SR 4R
(1 SGAC Ff AN TF H SR KT, & JE A7 H: A 791 4 3
FEMR B S 2 /T, B SRR TR S OB AL
TS, B 95% MO RE Sh il i 325 HF, SR
WS I AR T & T B2 TR, 80 CHEIE T 3
h TS5 8 T e b R H
1.3.2  IGPERARIE I E
FR4E ASTM F I 38 77 75 ( Standard Test Meth-
od for pH of Activated Carbon) [ D 3838—2005
(2017 ) ] & SGAC 1% pH; fifi il Delsa Nano C
(Beckman Coulter Co., Ltd. ) FT-IR Y&i&{¥ ( Fou-
rier-870 FT-IR, America) \X $1£& 6 H T HETE (XPS)
( Thermo Scientific ESCALAB 250 S REAY ) 43 511
SGAC PYAFHL AL R IM'H REH] L SGAC F i Y FR 1 JT
E N WIEATE 5 /N7
2 HRMITIE
2.1 SGAC HIZRIE
2.1.1 SGAC 1y pH 55 HL 52451k
BAC T.ZHARIK) ™ ARIZEATH A SGAC 1)
pH B %5 i s R 3 iR,
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3 8K SGAC 1 pH fH LA
Tab.3 pH Value and Isoelectric Point of SGACs from 8 WTPs

Wi H HZ K)”  SIY KT SHOKT BMJKJT  SYUKJ]T  TXJKJT  PHJKJT  HY KT
SGAC-5 SGAC-6 SGAC-7
B AT/ A 0.75 2.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 6.90 7.25 7.50 8. 00 10. 00
pH {& 6.03 5.86 6.00 6.50 5.70 5.81 5.66 5.81 6. 69 5.98
SFHL 4.92 1.64 2.86 1.69 1.61 <0.51 1.61 <0.76 <0. 89 <0.92

2% 3 FI A, AS[FEE T TR a4 SGAC 1 pH {E3%)
TE6.0 Zidy, BRI RYE . 4517K) SGAC # i
1Y pH 22 5 AT R /K UK BB O K is 47 Tk it
IKOK T U 3l 45 28 B 8, X T A5 L s T 7, Bl
BAC T Ziafr iy [\l 4, 7 [\ i 17 B [8] Y SGAC
AT S BRI N R 5, X BM L TX  PH
HY 7K AR i HE R T 1. 00, KBS N 2 0
DRI E] AU, R T A TR D A
FUEE 1) pH i R T, A A T AR B T
BT

ZE 1, BAC T 200G PER AY pH | 55 L 38 S B
HAAR L R & FRETE 6. 0 BFHT ; J5 & Bz 17 [a]
FER B ETREAR B AR AT
2.1.2 SGAC HIZLAMGIER

ANFEK T ANEZ AT ] SGAC |1 FT-IR 45
BN 1 iR,

Bl 1 84KJ H SGAC [ FT-IR il IA]
Fig. 1 FT-IR Spectrum of SGACs from 8§ WTPs

f 1 AT, AN RS AT (R A SGAC b3 H 3
TIUAMEFIEIE A0 FETE 1 565 ~1 665 em™ FEAE IR
TR ER (0 ] WL eI 7E 1 .020~1 300 em™ Y
C-O H4EHE 3N ieié 3 200~3 600 em™ AY O-H
PSS e K 1385 em™" b H B NO; 1B

20 B A A AR B, SCAC 2 T Y R
HEE BB —R IR R L A7 e Ee A F
T 4 T B T I

2.1.3 SGAC Wy TR AT

AP ASRIFR PR TG % (AC-1 AC-2) S
BEOXIARIK WO [ 47 I [ ) SGAC WIoC &R A
AT TR, 25 R ANEE 4 FFR, AC-1,AC-2 3k
BT A T AR K K T I 5 S ) (CI/T
345—2010) (EESR , AC-2 1) BILIR BRFEL | IV FF 36 5
RRHELH =5 T AC-1,

F2 4 N, B KT 3247 B [a] A ZE K, SGAC
O 1s T EBHIE L C 1s FTEIBHIEC, B
TR O 1s.C 1s &80 5 7% .92% 2247 5 i
547 0.75~10.00 41 SGAC, HiZ6MH O 1s &=
3N 2 9.24% ~ 25.22%, 3 K & H15 M R W
1.36~3. 73 f%; FHXT i, C 1s & B M 92% 2245 1
RZE 5% VIR,

54 FT-IR (253 ISR O 1s #1716
FUMIE 25K SCGAC E O 1s p g FEEALE 3
Fh & %0 B ikl . C-OH/C-0-C  HO-C=0 Il C=0,
R, B4 BAC T. 2021 THTHIARE R , SGAC FKIAI &
U REA BRI kB 1 B B TR
PEEREM] HO-C =0 F1 C-OH/C-0-C 3, Cc=0
AR AEAR /N

& 4 BT LA, X TR 4B o R S =i
5, 5EE R L, A SCGAC RESL Y, Ca Y& 1Y
A, B IEYE AL 0.19% ~ 0.21%, 1 i& 17
8.00~10. 00 -1 SGAC H: Ca FEIGK 2 2. 20% 4
A, RGPS K29 10 75 ; Mg 7T A 1Y SGAC #
i PR TR ARG I 2] 5 KA 16 R R T T %, X T RE S F
F K WAL 8wk Il 4 R B T S, SGAC-5,
SGAC-6,SGAC-7 B T LA LS ok, Hogkmiid Bl T
B N JCE 3 T BE S HAZ 17 30 a] A8 A VR K 5 251
SE, B AT IR ST Y R I e L B
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F4 8K I SGAC WICEH ML

Tab.4 Elemental Percentage of SGACs from 8 WTPs

; EAT I/ JLR AL
TR
A 0 ls Cls K 2p Ca 2p Na 1s Mg Is Al 2p N Is
AC-1 0 6.79% 92.78% 0.24% 0.19% - - - -
AC-2 0 7.30% 92.05% 0.31% 0.21% 0.13% - - -
HZ K]~ 0.75 9.24% 89. 73% - 0. 62% 0.16% 0.25% - -
SIY k)~ 2.00  13.82% 84. 94% - 0.71% 0.23% 0.30% - -
SH K™ SGAC-5 5.00 17.08% 76.36% - 0. 62% - 0. 15% 2.63% 3.16%
SHKJ™ SGAC-6 6.00  14.59% 80. 06% - 0. 70% - 0.21% 2.50% 1.94%
BM 7k/)” 6.90  18.26% 79. 65% - 1.39% 0.23% 0.47% - -
SH K™ SGAC-7 7.00  17.88% 76.21% - 0.79% - 0.24% 2.21% 2.67%
SY KT 7.25  16.91% 80. 89% - 1. 54% 0.21% 0.45% - -
TX KJ™ 7.50  20.30% 76.92% - 2.22% 0.28% 0.28% - -
PH K™ 8.00  25.22% 71.96% - 2.27% 0.16% 0.39% - -
HY K™ 10.00  23.31% 74.05% - 2.17% 0.15% 0.32% - -

Ca Mg 5T SR Ph( ) Cd( ) LA
A, Al BT R E e A R AR IR R AL S 5
PR 7K H 4 S8 B 255

25 1 BAC T2 Hp i P e i) 2R 1 R M BE AT
DI Ca 554 8 & 1 BRI K3 W AEBEie
it % 1 e HA B A 25k Ph (1) B9RE T .
2.2 SGAC xf Pb( 1) B W B4 &
2.2.1 [Al—/KJ (SH) A [Aliz 17 4F FR SGAC Xt
Ph( 1) (AW B4k

(1) W FfHPERE

B2 Sy SH 7K~ A [al fff 4T 4F R 19 SGAC-5,
SGAC-6 SGAC-7 X} Pb ( 11 ) 2= B fE (H00 4f o i

B2 SGAC-5.SGAC-6,SGAC-7 Xt Ph( I ) AMR bt fiE
Fig.2 Adsorption Performance of SGAC-5, SGAC-6,
SGAC-7 for Pb( 1)

WL 5 mg/L) , MK 2 AT BE#E SGAC HlH
MO HEME] 0. 05 ¢/ L, A[RME AR SGAC X} Pb
(D) MR 20 ETHE 90.00% L I ; Bt 3 W
FIHEFE—A M%) 0. 10 /L, Ph( 1) I EERERZ
W nE] 99. 00% 2o A7, I H A IR B W B AR A
BIZERIas P ( 11) Bt vk BE 290 5.0 mg/L 1Y 551
T,99. 00% 1 =B L35 0. 10 o/L YL &E, 1K
T SGAC BRI B FH = AL, 785 22 il 5
WO T SR 9T SGAC Wt Ph( 1) By HA R & 5%
Wi, SGAC AN E N 0. 20 o/L, I 3 FhA Rl
JHAE PRI SGAC W Fff 2B I4 HEIRF] 98. 60% , Horh
SGAC-6 FFRZEHEILF] 99. 80%

(2) Wt S AU A

BT PAR g Ph (D) VR BERN P (1) P Wi B
A 53 90>k H Langmuir W [} #5259 Fl Freundlich
W B A B X SGAC 1) W B 45 I £k 33F 17 W A
SGAC-5.SGAC-6 Il SGAC-7 X Pb (11 ) By B 253
LREE AN 3 FaR , A I A W B S TR AR LA S8
m= s fimns,

M5 1 R BEdE T LIE ), SCGAC-5,.SGAC-6
SGAC-7 Xf Ph( 1) iz B S5 R Rk B SGAC
A RR R 88 o & A= B B ARk, X SGAC-5 I
SGAC-6, HW f 45 IR 2 AT A Freundlich 7572 , {HX}
T FH B ] f K ) SGAC-7 1 7, Langmiur #5AY)
F Freundlich #58Y _ Ax ffr J&] 01 , Langmuir 5 70 4 AR



weook HoR
WATER PURIFICATION TECHNOLOGY

Vol. 41,No. 12,2022
December 25th, 2022

B3 SGAC-5.SGAC-6.SGAC-7 % Ph( II) Ay 45 5 £k
Fig.3  Adsorption Isotherms of SGAC-5, SGAC-6, SGAC-7 for Pb( II)

®5 SGAC-5.SGAC-6 SGAC-T MM BiH 4Rk U A5 240
Tab.5 Fitting Parameters of Adsorption Isotherms for SGAC-5, SGAC-6, SGAC-7

. Langmuir Freundlich
TR . o N -0)/n p Vn | -1

K/(Lomg) g/ (mgg) R Ky/[mgt™D/" L/ g1 n K
SGAC-5 3.635 164. 43 0.657 3 119.20 2.647 3 0.843 9
SGAC-6 12. 953 139. 83 0.862 4 114. 46 3.9200 0.898 2
SGAC-7 5.511 142. 60 0.903 8 105.28 3.240 2 0.890 6

T ARSI A ST E W B, mT A B
BAC T 253247 B[R] (R 14 I, W B4 1 32 7 44 0 Hb 43
HU7E SGAC BOZ%TH [, Ph( 11 ) 7E SGAC 1 I &4
BT IZWCI . SRR RE 1T, SGAC-5 MR KA
FIZ i B K, R 164. 43 mg/g, SGAC-6 Fll SGAC-7
{14 Foe K I B WA [, 3X AT BBJEFE BAC 1.2
BT SGAC 3R THI W A7 55 2 289k o 4l
U, 52 30 S T P B ) ) S T i i

(3)SGAC XHIK 5 vk i 4 J& ( <0.2 mg/L)
12 R B

Ph( I1) 1 b e K R 7K v BB 1 75 G
Yy, BRLHOGT S AR ARG 8 AR R 0 1 T A2 3 4 B

72 2 (AR TR R K A AR EY (GB
5749—2022) o Ph( 1) A5 K AT 42 37 ot i vk B
10 wg/L, W BAC T2 B SGAC 7] 45 8% 2 B
MkEEESEE T, LEE O LT Z MM
BAC TAMOCIHE . 256 7% BB IR 7KK bR ifE
DA KRR B, A 50K Ph (1) f4 40 46 Joi o e
WEN<0.2 mg/L, L SGAC-5 J 4T T SGAC
XA v B B 4 Jm i W MR e E AR, A R R 6
Fis

W 6 Fi7R, SGAC-5 XMW Ph( 1T) FM
HE R 0 W B BE 7o 24 PR R A B B R < 0. 2
mg/L B, SGAC-5 P A &K Ph( 1), Hifm R KBR

F6 SGAC-5 XL Ph( 1) A9 fE
Tab. 6  Adsorption Capacity of SGAC-5 for Low Concentration Pb( 1T )

IR T Co/(pg L") C./(pg L") SGAC #H/(mg-g™") q./(pg-mg™) ERURES
No. 1 51.020. 09 6.35+0. 05 50. 00 0. 89 87.55%
No. 2 52.46+0. 12 2.2620. 12 62.90 0. 80 95. 69%
No. 3 183. 10+0. 05 42.4320. 15 56. 50 2.49 76. 83%
No. 4 194. 24+0. 08 25.54+0. 11 99. 50 1.70 86. 85%
No. 5 194. 2420. 11 9. 46+0. 09 152.50 1.21 95. 13%
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%4 95.13%,

REER R SGAC IR H A BRI E H 4
JE@ LB E fiE , 3085 BAC T2 SGAC (&4 %
W) (A Ak B CH S T I e 1 4 A BRI AR LR i
FSEERAHE , BP, 7E 36 P 2 b P o B — 28 SGAC, ¢
115 BAC T ZIBR 1 HA 15 58 0 W R0 A= 49 19 i
AESN , B B LR ESREE T, RER, 5 ik
MR TE PR AR L, 12 B A 5] AfRFR] R 4
B RIG Y EE AR K BN SR
RGERY A, R 2 3 F K 0 A L B IR
PEAh, NS SGAC AT LA B 42 5 4 i UG 75 P A 1
AR ASASURT DL SE K 5 1 1 4 T 5, 26 T AT 45
IR AT 5 XU R R
2.2.2 ARREKTHARREZEITAERR SGAC XF Ph( 1T )
F14 A o 1

XANE K T WA [a) 35 47 B[R] Y9 SGAC (0. 75 ~
10.00 4F) ¥E47 T Pb ( 11 ) WG B 45 iR <k 3K 56,
Frendlich fEHLA W I i g, WAL 4 BT

B4 AREEBFTHE SGAC XF Ph( 11 ) B ik
Fig. 4 Adsorption Performance of Pb( Il ) by SGACs

from Different Operation Times

H ] 4 v ERR IR A B i 2540, R BM K
J=4h Bt 1 AT I ] A 3G 0, SGAC XF Ph (1) Ay
B ot A b 2 B ka3 e 384T 10. 00 4R Y
HY 7K J7 8 SGAC % Pb ( 11 ) By WE Bt & &5 ik 24
420.00 mg/g, FIRZRMEER T BAC T2 A A JA I
FREREAT I B SGAC F Ph( 1) ByMWZ FFHEfE .
2.2.3 SGAC XfHE4 )& Ph( 1) MeRHPERE 2

(1) A=K A FEd AR Y SGAC-5.SGAC-6,
SGAC-7 %F Ph( I1) (5.0 mg/L) ¥ Bl i 2 5E A WL
FHRE 1 (>99.00% ) , Fe KW R 164. 43 mg/g; Ik

W T4 J& AL SGAC Ffl i T ,SGAC X Ph( I ) fi%
KEBRRIRLE] 95.00% LA I,

(2) AJRBATHEE] (0. 75 ~ 10. 00 4E) Y SGAC,
X Ph( T0) (1o R o 2 A I 52 BBt 25 3 1 7 I (1] 1) 384
hniisE e is 4T 10,00 4R HY 7K) Y SGAC
XF Ph( I ) W B ik 29 420. 00 mg/g.

LRSS ¥ N BAC T2 1) SGAC ([ 1A &
Y1) B4 BEFLA) % SGAC 5397 17 M 7% 14 2H 4 75 )
FHIREHE R S AR . RIAT LA P A B R
FHAK, 5CF T K AL B
2.3 SGAC xf Sr( I ) By Bt i 8E o4

ST IO R Se (1) X ARAY I 7E &
E 0 AE R FESME T, 98 T SGAC-5,SGAC-6,
SGAC-7 XF Sr( 1) WM BH v BE . 356 T Ay ALl Fn %2
P AR BUR PRI 2 (P Sr) AR R il G 1 4R
JCE (™Sr) #AT TIREHRSE e A T e
(0.5 mg/L) I Bt MR E T (5.0 mg/L) F#fT 1
Sr( 1) W fHEs , i g 25 Rl 5 fs

HE 5 (a) AT, Sr( 1) ¥ W00 46 o i R 2 Oy
0.5 mg/L i, 4 SGAC FH M 0 M3 0.2 mg/L,
SGAC-5 .SGAC-6 FIl SGAC-7 X} Sr( ) iy Z= k%
IKF 75.00% 247, B AR LN E 0.5 me/L,
Sr( 1) W& [ Jz R % i 35 2] S i, H 25 Bk % 0l 3k
80.00% /A7 o 124 Sr( 1) PTG BTt e BE Sl 5. 0
mg/L B}, Bl & SGAC 7 & A 0 35 %] 2.0 mg/L,
SGAC-5 .SGAC-6 SGAC-7 X} Sr( I1) By 2=k R 13k
1| 85.00% /= 47 ; SGAC F| w4k LL 3 Jin %= 8.0 mg/L
i, SGAC-5 .SGAC-6 .SGAC-7 Xf Sr( I ) il % 2%
PG E) 89. 00% A Ay, I ik B P-4, AHEL T 24 Hi
FHFBE Se( 1) A H AT P AR Bk 701 SGAC-5
SGAC-6 SGAC-7 % Sr( 11 ) 4 J/& BR 7 %5 i 1t W ot i
J1 o SR A H B AL 1587 (% 0 3 5%, 2R
ATRERY Sr( 1) FBCH PR TS Ye gL 1o LG
2.4 BAC TZH# SGAC 7ELBR/K{EHAY
W FA

L SGAC-5 . SGAC-6.,SGAC-7 4 il k47 52 b 7k
PR RS . SGAC FHF SRk iR b L bk 4R 5
T R EAR G IR Y E B SR H
i A Y, 4K B —kIs g, L, SEBR I
i, S5 % SGAC-5,SGAC-6 . SGAC-7 A HL Wy 1Y %
AR BT IR, DL W B 4 S R I 1
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5 SGACXIAIFREE Se( 1) HMe R
Fig. 5 Adsorption Performance of SGACs for Sr( I ) of Different Concentrations

BLIEA AT
2.4.1 SGAC &I W B H e /K A v g 5 1

RIS B (SGAC-5 SCAC-6 SGAC-7) A ZATAfr]
AL DRIt LT I B B4 BT e e R I

A AR ER 23 BI7E 5 B FK A SRAKA
SEFRIATZK (B R EER A A Bl A% DX AT K ) o ik
1 T AP s, SRR AR 2K e iR
WMk 7 fis,

R7  AFRURAE) FZOKBHER
Tab.7 Main Water Quality Indices of Different Water Bodies

TKEE K*/(mg-L™") Na'/(mg-L™") Ca*/(mg-L™") Mg* /(mg-L™") AP/ (mg-L™")

A kK 3. 60 21.76 36. 30 12.32 0.128
GATREYIN 14.73 211. 80 82. 45 44.85 0. 160
FET AT M IR 25 R, % i 5 7E SGAC i %8 NPOC f£ SGAC Ly

HREEN 0.20 o/L 451, 4 5 W B 45 a4 AH W]
)51, 3 TOC-L CPN ( Shimadzu, Co. , Ltd. ) %
Wi SGAC W Bt wi J& 7K M v O W]k 45 A AL ik
(NPOC) 9724k, G HEHFEE T 1 320 min, 4351
TERE Y 60,480 .1 320 min B AT HURE DN, HL4%
m 8 iR,

H1 2 8 AT, B[R KA 7, SGAC HH A HLY)
i A B S DX P A E B K R g A
(BEINT 5 554, HRAKRZ  FEW K H i i
&/, B SGAC I T 52 bRk A4 rh 43 J 1) 25 R i
A HLIE S0 ] 20 E ] Hi R AT
YIS DA HERR T RE Y25 -G 5200

S 3 Pl TR FH AR BR 1) SGAC % Hh 285 SR ok
B, AR EA K, B R X, s e
(B8] 75, 60,480 .1 320 min (K45 St JCHH X ), B
SGAC Jir W A LA B 0 IR AN 23 Bt 2 felt FH s 1] f
FEA AT B AR A

Tab. 8 Dissolution of NPOC on SGACs

- TV SRR 5 % NPOC TR/ (mg- L")
o Sk R
(0.2 ¢/1L) 60 min 480 min 1 320 min
EBETIK ZH 1.109 1.109 1.109
SGAC-5 4.793 6. 830 6. 630
SGAC-6 4. 459 7.887 4.876
SGAC-7 5. 500 8.725 6. 863
EP N ZH 25. 68 25. 68 25.68
SGAC-5 31.00 33.76 32.52
SGAC-6 31.32 31.46 30. 68
SGAC-7 31.02 32.77 34.58
LiATREPIN ZH 50. 42 50. 42 50. 42
SGAC-5 52.42 52.38 48.97
SGAC-6 54,36 52.83 51.30
SGAC-7 55.12 57.27 50.73

2.4.2 SGAC & & &+ rE
1E 50 mL £ B F /K400 0. 20 ¢/L 1Y SGAC,
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PR 12 b JE B 3 ORI 42 8 o T VR B, B L
BB OL, SRR 9 R, o RN R Y 4 )m =
TEER Ca® Mg™ A, KA 2 A FE 4R E
o 53R T P ERK(Ca™ Mg™ AP R R 435
4 36.30,12.32.0.128 mg/L) . /K ( Ca®> , Mg> .
AT BRI B 43 901K 82. 45 . 44. 85 .0. 160 mg/L) 1Y
ARJEHREEA L, 75 0 & B R EE /N, 24 SGAC H
TR A A R b B = A B R - s
SR BRI R 25 1 SGAC 4
& R H AN 23 S e A SEBR AR i g H

£9 SGAC F&JEBE TN
Tab.9 Dissolution of Metal Ions on SGACs

it/ P W RAERE/ (mg- L")
(g'L™h) R Ca2* Mg A
SGAC-5 0.588 8 0.0983  0.018 4
0.2 SGAC-6 0.867 7 0.0647  0.0169
SGAC-7 0.765 0 0.1150  0.0339

2.4.3  SGAC W fh 4 Jm B+ J5 1 i it

B E Ph( 1) 19 SGAC £ 4 SGAC-Pb ¥ fif 78
FETKT (2.0 /L), I 12 h #4740 D 1 ¢
B85, Ph( 1) WARTRANFE 10 FR,

R 10 SGAC MEHF Ph( 1) J Y ffk i
Tab. 10  Desorption of Pb( I ) from SGACs

FE 5 W/ (mg-g™') R/ (mgeg ") AV
SGAC-5-Pb 21.91 0.047 0.21%
SGAC-6-Pb 21.87 0. 053 0.24%
SGAC-7-Pb 21.74 0. 069 0.32%

H1# 10 AT %0, Ph( 11 ) 7£ SGAC b f ik R AR
%, LT AZB AT, X R Ph( 1) ZE [ AN
A3 AR SGAC |

25 I, SGAC T JIr i B 1 5 BIL A A 4 ) B 1
FRs e DA KR o6 i e e 56 1 0 36 B SGAC FH 52
BroK R o B 4 i A 2 B e 28 4 PR RS e T Y
HA 1T,
2.4.4 SGAC W4 B 17 SE Bk A4 i 1z

FHTAKASAU B 32 Ph( 1) V5 4 A SRk A4 i
IKFEAEHIATZE 0. 22 pum B 8 B0 306 L ok 25 B 7 [
PRFERSE 2R FH 5 A A W B 45 1 2 3 50 A6 [R] 1 7
%, %88 SGAC XF L PRk A Ph( 1) A K B A
Fe A R BT S Ph( ) ROV, TH 25 BR Ak

Ui IR BFRICR , S5 R aniE 6 R,

B 6 SGAC XK Ph( L) M B
Fig. 6 Adsorption of Pb( Il ) in River by SGAC

&L 6 AT, SRR & B ok i KRR L,
SGAC-5.SGAC-6 Fll SGAC-7 Xf Haz /K Hp Ph( 1)
LBRFHA —E BB N, X Ph( 1) AR LER
Rl 2B KA 99.00% 2247 T B ] /K i)
80. 00% ~90. 00% , X J&H THZK A Ca®™ Mg™ 55
PHES F A KA AP RS2 T SGAC YW B, ikt A0 3T 7k
AL (NPOC it ik 2l 50. 42 mg/L) WK &
TEAE AT RE SRR SCAC WM & R B Frifie 1, &
SR SGAC FETRIZK o B bR i) W B e 14 BT T R
X5 P ( 11 ) 5 BA B4 () W B 8 77, B itk , SGAC
L2 T SEBrk i b 4 i B 1 R BRI g
2.4.5 SGAC WZBf 4 JE e+ ) A

R T ERFE SGAC W B 46 J I 1) FA FH T T A S
JI W 6 4 Ja 0 T [ L SGAC-7 SR, 0.1
mol/L Y HCI % % & 22 W B Ph( 1) A9 SGAC #%
a7 AR, AR S R T w e
0. 1 mol/L Y HC1 # KW Fff Ph( 11 ) 1Y SGAC H iy
VIR Z )5 B A R 1 SGAC BRI 25 8 7oK
Wk, HE pH L B A 2 )5, 7F 80 CIWHEZE T
TR RO AR ST, Ak e TR 4 )R B T
Ph( 1) IF i e B PE e, A LI E BR 3 K, K
MZERANFR 11 iR,

¢ 11 A 51, SGAC-7 %} Pb( IT') A W& Fff 4 Ay
26.317 mg/g, 55 1 ARMRERL Y 22. 540 mg/ g, fift
RN 85.65%, 5 1 YK AE I P A= W B o 25. 264
mg/ g, W[ BE 1 200 K1 96. 00% ; 55 2 URTE A it
W3Ry 82.29% , W M RE J1 555 1 IRDE A AH 5 5 3
WA B8 555 2 A ARL, SGAC PERE R WL T %
B SGAC AMUFTHE & H THE 4 & 1) X B, BT se st
& JE g Al
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F 11 SGAC WK Ph( 1) 5 Ay 4=
Tab. 11  Regeneration of SGAC after Pb( Il ) Adsorption by SGACs
F1K H2 W 3K
Ty WHR, WH, Wit/
(mg-g™") -l &S - o A ES o = e "
(mg-g™) (mg-g™) (mg-g™) (mg-g™) (mg-g™) (mg-g™")
Pb( 1) 26.317 22.540 85. 65% 25.264 20. 790 82.29% 25. 636 20. 250 78.99% 25.617
sE
3 ZFie o S 3Tk
(1) B4 BAC T.Z0Mis17,SGAC ¥ pH 55 L
[1] LUZD, LIC, JING Z B, et al. Implication on selection and

MBI RIBEGE S BT FREAE 6. 0 fii ; J5 # bl
FrBF IR E , R AR B BRI R AR ; SGAC 3%
TR TR B REIAT, LA Ca 55 4@ & LN 3 K 3

(2) [k AFEE 4R Y SGAC-5 .SGAC-6
SGAC-7, %1%} Ph( 1) (5.0 mg/L) 30 Hi K& & ) 1%
FNEETT (> 99.00% ) , e RIS E A 164. 43 mg/g; ik
FEWE (< 0.2 mg/L) Ak SGAC Fl# T, SCGAC
XFPh( 1) e K EBRFTRIE ] 95. 00% LA L XK 5T
HEUREE (0.5 mg/L) Flfm BUit v B R (5.0 mg/L) i
SR A Sc (1) 1Y 22 B R 435 35 80. 00% Al
89. 00% Zi A o

(3) N[z 7H}HE] (0. 75 ~ 10. 00 4F) A SGAC,
X Ph (1) A iz o e 4 R I 52 IR 3 328 47 s ] %) 34
FNT S A BT 10. 00 4EH9 HY 7K)H SGAC
Xt Ph( 1) P B 35 24 420. 00 mg/g.,

(4)SGAC N HF S bRK AT, HA B s th ) A
ML 4R F ol Zm AT, X Ph( 1) iK%
B 228 oK H Y 99. 00% 2645 T B STl K Y
80. 00% ~90. 00% , H. SGAC %t Pb( I ) 4 W& f JL T
ANAL 3 SRR AR, BRI R W], SCAC 44 3
UGG XF Ph( ) B B BEAT A L R

Z5 I, SGAC AMY AT H AR A T, Honl 815
FoLBrok i rh i 4w i L BRI SE3E T BAC
T4 SGAC FIEIRFLAFI

gt

Bt RSP E b AHI AW 9 FIEIEHK
W BT AR K Ay 3, B BT o B E R AT
KB A A AT A B P B
RAEKRS EW R LA KT P A AR 3 KRB
R, B (B AR BR) 3 ABE R RR G K IEAGAT,
XA A F AT L IR NI B KB R 89 R AT B A
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