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W E OMREFEEARSEIERE K Pb.Cu Ml Cd 1K BRE., 7650 F 2 5056 10 Falf L R FH i i
T 2 X MR B 90 5% Jon ik L O B B R R pH M 3 PR E AT Ak . SEER 25 IR AR L P, Cu 1 Cd 43 I 7 B A )
R 2 Bt R i 0. 4 g W B[R] 49. 38 min, pH {7 9. 96 W BRI It 0. 4 g, W& B B[] 49. 91 min,
pH {fi Sk 10. 135 W B 500 £ i 0. 4 g, W B B[] 49. 83 min, pH By 10. 42 W& T . LB E 455Kk
87.42% .73. 49% M1 85. 11% . R I He/ T3k (PLS)XF Pb,Cu Al Cd #8131 4 e W B 19 35 300
E Y IR AT A 00T L3 A5 I B R X P Cu R Cd B 22 BR R 7391 83. 2% .66. 0% F183. 3% .
PLS 5 05 Bt 5 A4S 401 7K AR b AT 3155 40 BT, O A1 445 1 2 LR 58 % Pb.Cd 1 Cu i & BR R A g 57 Pb,
Cd,Cu =21 43 [R] et U 22 1 22 J0 A8 IE 53 BT 5 1%
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Optimization of Adsorption of Pb,Cu and Cd in Wastewater by
Almond Wood Shells and Its Simultaneous Determination by
Response Surface Methodology

JIALIEXI « Manafu, WANG Jianhua, WAN Yue, MA Fudong”

(College of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering of Xinjiang Agricultural University ,Urumqi , Xinjiang 830052 ,China)

Abstract The removal rate of Pb,Cu and Cd in simulated wastewater by discarded almond wood shells was
studied. On the basis of the single factor test,the response surface method was used to optimize the three
factors such as adsorbent dosage,adsorption time and pH value. The experimental results show that the
best adsorption conditions are Pb:the adsorbent dosage is 0. 4 g,the adsorption time is 49. 38 min,and the
pH is 9. 96;Cu:the adsorbent dosage is 0. 4 g,the adsorption time is 49. 91 min,and the pH is 10. 13;Cd:
the adsorbent dosage is 0.4 g, the adsorption time is 49.83 min, and the pH is 10.42, under these
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conditions, the removal rates of Pb,Cu and Cd are 87.42%,73.49% and 85. 11 % ,respectively. Partial least

squares method (PLS) was used to simultaneously determine the solution after adsorption of Pb,Cu and Cd

simulated mixed samples. The calculated removal rates of Pb,Cu and Cd by the adsorbent were 83.2%,

66. 0% and 83.3% . Partial least squares (PLS) was used to calculate and analyze the sample of simulated

wastewater after adsorption,and the removal rate of Pb,Cd and Cu by almond wood shells was obtained

indirectly.
Keywords

partial least squares
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1.1 {XFB5RF
TU-1810 #IL A= UL 435656 BE 1 (b 50 3% Hr @

almond wood shells; waste water; response surface methodology; adsorption; heavy metal;

FHAL 2845 BR B2 4E 2 ®)) » AL204-1C H, 143 1 K °F
MR ) -FE R Z AR A R A A B . DHG-9055A
AR T R AR i — TR A A IR A FD .

T 2 4 A T2 ) A T i P AR 4-C2- 1k B 4 60D
B 28 1 1 DU R B L AR R L AR S R
R A BR 34 o 43 B 2l i)
1.2 EWHE
1.2.1 B HARFEW R iy i 45

Ve AR 5T, FI7KIR I 48 h, & 12 h B4 —
YK, T 60 CHET, IR REHLE . RE T .
12,2 AEALKFE I i

A B 0. 25 mL Pb(10 mg/mL).0.6 mL
Cu(l mg/mL) F1 0. 25 mL Cd(1 mg/mL) & .k
& KRR E 50. 00 mL, VE HELPLIE S RE .
1.2.3  WZR ST

PRI — 7 & 19 I B R FE B 5 4331 & T 50 mL
& Pb.Cu Fl Cd siE & i AE BB K, 897 pH
{EL o 722 39 W B — 2 BsF [0 o 500 o B b 3 VB0 A % o
I 8R0S T A3 O BE I T v B

EHEE=(c,—c)/ ¢, X100%

co— W B 7T 4 )8 Wk BE, mg/mL; c— Wt e
& B E . mg/mL,
1.2.4 B HARFEWRE 58 R S5

LA [+] 9 5 B 5500 438 n e CAD L W B Bsf ] (B
pH{H (O PR R A7 5050, B2 & KR X H R
7 W B 4 R A S e
1.3 HREMERLH

F 25.00 mL B HANA 2 mL B #-0 R 2% b
W1 mL PAR-Z B3 W 7430 51 8% B 0. 80, 1. 00,
1.20,1.40, 1.60 #1 1.80 mL Pb (50 pg/mL),
Cu(5 pg/ml) Ml Cd (5 pg/mL), K E %, #5),
S 20 min, AR FIMEZS [ . 1F 522,495 1 496 nm
Ab I e G RE . TS P Cu F1 Cd ()45 #E it £ 7]
H77 #2 4> % K. y = 0.12536x — 0. 08657, R? =
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0.9949;y=0.509432x — 0. 0871, R* = 0. 9993; y =
1.63571x—0.07405,R*=0. 99767,

2 HR5UE

2.1 R BB 3 K BR R0

UL Pb.Cu Al Cd & KA 50. 00 mL, 43 51 &
T 150 mL HETR A, I AW B 5] 0. 2 g, 8 pH {H
N 9.0, 20,40,60,80,100 min, B0, /0 B E
W& 3.0 mL, A Z2 pi BRI € 700 B 2 25. 00 mL,
D LW B 28 BN [ W B B[] X Ph, Cu Fit Cd &
BRAASER A5 R UL 1, 2 MR R[] 384 fn %) 40 min
f, Pb*" L Cu*™ fil Cd™" W B R 5N 76.5% .
68. 4 Y0 H1 78. 406 5 2Z J5 AS P3G 0, i B W B R ] A
N ERLE.

80

60 -
55+
50 1 | | 1 |
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CI*EZHRENTM

Figure 1 The effect of adsorption time

on the removal rate of Pb*" ,Cu’" and Cd**.

2.2 BEARERMENNEBRERHZMN

B HE Pb,Cu f1 Cd & /KR KL 50.00 mL, & F
150 mL #EFEH 40300 0.1,0.2.0.3.0.4 f1 0.5 g
EEHARSEHE S 8 pHAE N 9.0, % 40 min, &
s S U ETE R 3. 00 mL, A2 wh i F i €5 550 7
£ 25.00 mL, W52 WG EE B AR L BOR SE480m
X Pb.Cu il Cd LBRBAYm, 45 R IWKE 2. 4
W B 700 S B E) 0. 3 g B K BRF 4 HITE 85. 104,
71.3%0 M 82. 9%, Z J5 L TH A &,
2.3 pHEXNEBERHZN

FHHL Pb,Cu Al Cd B4 /KA 50. 00 mL, #
F 150 mL #EJE . A 0.3 g W R0, 34 pH {E
3.0.5.0.7.0.9.0 il 11. 0,52 ¥ 40 min, & .0, 4B
i W 3.00 mL, oA 22 vpE A R OB =
25.00 mL, I % W& O B, % % A Al pH {E XF Pb*" |

Cu’" Fl Cd*" LBRAR ML SR WK 3, 4 pH fH
HEANE] 9. 0 I Ph*T L Cu®" A Cd*™ 19 25 B R 0 ) 1
85.14 % .68. 19 % 1 84. 70 % , 2 J& B W i/ pH
99,0 Bk B A .

90

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
W5 /g
2 REF AEX Pyt Co’t
Cd* ZHENIM
Figure 2 The influence of the amount of adsorbent on

the removal rate of Pb*" ,Cu®>" and Cd**.

pHE

B3 pH{ES PV'" Cu*" 1 C&* EHREMNF I
Figure 3 The effect of pH value on the removal rate of

Pb’* ,Cu*t and Cd**.

2.4 WRULSiE oA
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i JE S . (HORBEXT Z IR A R R iE AT
[ A 5 2R R N & A 2410 A T, 2 ek
70088 . N% %5 Pb.Cu F1 Cd 1 W Y6 3% 1 . e
il 4% B ZH 43 1 bR ME IR . 221 P Cu F1 Cd il W i
SEIEMNE 4 TR . EATAE 520,494 F1 497 nm K 4b
A R W HLWORO 3 B S ™ L 3 4 Bk A
B G B 5 0606 B 2k DL EAT B — 4 A 1

Pl =N
FEH .
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Figure 4 Absorption spectrum.
2.5 REFMGHBMRL
T LG R WL B PAR Cli 65 50D 19 1 & oh
L mL RS -B R 2 o UM B0 2 mL S (8 I ]
20 min I AR R A BOEE i K HARE . Pb.Cu Hl
Cd e B4 IAE 1. 40~8.00,0. 24~1. 30 1 0. 10~
0. 50 pg/ml. P HIA- FLHERE BA RAFRIZMCR .
2.6 MREEMRLHEZEFH
2.6.1 Box-Behnken % if3C56
TEFRLIR R 230 0 il b o LW BRF 50 45 o VR A
A pH {H 3 R [ A8 & 25 B3 (YD D i i
fH. 3T 3 R 3 KPR, Lt kFIL% 1,
LE BT KRR 2,
F1 MEBEBSHEZSKE

Table 1 Response surface analysis factors and levels

225. 375A* —0. 011737B* — 3. 30219C*

K2 MEESWTAREIBRER

Table 2 Response surface analysis plan and test results

%% A B C PbEBRER/Y% CukbrR/% CdEERER/%
1 1 —1 o 82. 62 69. 55 80. 80
2 —1 1 0 83. 00 68. 19 80. 60
3 —1 0 1 73.02 66.21 68. 60
4 0 —1 1 75.63 55.13 67.67
5 0 1 1 76.69 62. 85 76.49
6 0o 0 0 86. 48 75. 81 84. 90
7 0o 0 0 85.75 72.22 84. 39
8 0 —1 —1 73.20 52.09 66. 70
9 0 1 —1 70. 54 56. 77 68.21
0 —1 0 -1 71. 32 47. 37 60. 76
1 0 0 0 88. 89 73.36 82. 60
12 1 0 1 79. 24 60.57 79. 49
13 1 0 —1 78. 36 55.77 65. 90
“4 0 0 0 87.16 73.49 86. 11
15 0 0 0 84. 42 75.54 87.00
6 1 1 0 86. 49 73.09 84.29
17 —1 —1 0 76. 61 68. 05 78.19

K
= —1 0 1
% B 5] 4/ @ 0.2 0.3 0.4
0% B} Bsf 18] / min 30 40 50
pH i 7.0 9.0 11.0

2.6.2 BAVFRRMES S5 ZE5

W Design-Expert 8. 0. 6 4%} 3£ 2 #) 3L 56
G5 LA TR A3 A SRS AR A Ny A5 B R R
W Bt pH {E 5 Pb.Cu Fl Cd 1y 2 BR % Z 8] 1
TR Z IR

Y (Pb) =-180. 46469 + 149. 7375A + 2. 21237B +
42.38438C—0.63250AB— 1. 025AC+ 0. 0465BC —
144. 625A% —0. 029162B* —2. 40219C*

Y(Cu) = —336. 41025+ 243. 22A+ 1. 65760B+
72.424C + 0.85AB — 17.55AC + 0.038BC —
179. 7A*—0. 02567B* —3. 70175C*

Y(Cd)=—270. 57469+ 97. 5625A+ 1. 86287B+
64.67063C+0.2725AB+5. 9375AC—0.12113BC—

2 3~5 4 Pb.Cu Ml Cd Ay [l S 457 5 22 43 #r 45 51
Horp g ) 220514 0. 166 5.0.070 6.,0. 113 1 KT
0. 05, RN EE ;R 43514 0. 940 6.0. 963 3.0. 961 4,
W 1] 0 5 A 5 S g A SR s AN AR S i . Horh
Pb B)—RIith A Stk 3, —kuirh C 25 i i
B A E AHIUR . ; Ca iY— R C ik i
LTI C 22 Rl B RIS i3 Cd 1)
— I C AR A SR, ZkIirh C 2 5
W ACHBUAARE ., U Pb.Cu fil Cd B4R 5
SRS AR R OE R

2.7 PLISHEEHENEZHNHAE

2.7. 1 WROGRE T A Y 5 5%

Be il Pb,Cu Fl Cd fE G ¥ 1R B2 A 7] 1Y) 5
A3 B METS W A B R A b DU 52 B — 21 4 R AR 4L
RAE WA ARIEALNT—1 | /T RN, 43
B R B IAE . SRR T 0.1 RO AT A
I /NF 00T AR . S T RARBEBIR A KR
WG RE T 7R 3 i FRL2H 43 s o 9 0 W O'6 32 1) A
. HEARRES KRG MR,

2.7.2 WA B A a] B ) 1

I AR Y BT B A ) o ) 32 B R AT R AN 5
M OCHED IR, HIEAR TR L (3°) HLiil 9 AN A
WRER P Cu F1 Cd BEHITE Gl (38 6) L ML 400~
650 nm, & f7 1 nm, 250 4> 8 E 5 TR & 4155
PR A (R AR e 2 A ity £, 7 AR [R]85 4 ] B AN
[F) g K 328 5 90 1L Ox ] — B UL 5 ke L SR PLS
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S BRI AT LA T S5 R B K e TG 0 R — B & B 43 4007 e 2 nm ]
400~650 nm B . (REFHIFIIGUEK A B WA R IE MR A2 A S £
#3 PhWEIEFEREFESH

Table 3 Pb regression model analysis of variance

I H R A B ¥ FA{d P {H BEM
Y 552.469 598 5 9 61.385 510 95 12. 326 964 76 0.001 6 *%
A 64.695 312 5 1 64.695 312 5 12.991 613 58 0.008 7 *%
B 9.352 812 5 1 9.352 812 5 1. 878 159 656 0.212 9
C 15.568 2 1 15.568 2 3.126 285 826 0.120 4
AB 1. 600 225 1 1. 600 225 0.321 344 84 0.588 5
AC 0.168 1 1 0.168 1 0.033 756 545 0.859 4
BC 3.459 6 1 3.459 6 0.694 730 184 0.432 1
A? 8. 806 901 316 1 8.806 901 316 1. 768 533 983 0.2253
B? 35. 808 480 26 1 35. 808 480 26 7.190 7827 69 0.031 5 *
C? 388.749 796 1 1 388.749 796 1 78.065 735 11 <20.000 1 XK K
iR 34. 858 425 7 4.979 775
Je ) 2% 23.829 425 3 7.943 141 667 2. 880 820 262 0.166 5
afi iR % 11. 029 4 2. 757 25
SR 2 587.328 023 5 16
R?2=0.940 6
F4 CuHFERFESH
Table 4 Cu regression model analysis of variance
i H R A ¥ F{H P {H i
Y 1234.182 786 9 137.131 420 7 20. 438 909 91 0. 000 3 * %
A 10. 488 2 1 10. 488 2 1.563 225 802 0.251 4
B 32.320 8 1 32.320 8 4.817 290 716 0.064 2
C 134.152 2 1 134.152 2 19. 994 868 55 0.002 9 * %
AB 2. 89 1 2. 89 0.430 743 366 0.532 6
AC 49. 280 4 1 49. 280 4 7.345 053 755 0.030 2
BC 2.310 4 1 2.310 4 0. 344 356 219 0.575 8
A? 13.596 669 47 1 13.596 669 47 2.026 531 2 0.197 6
B? 27.745 216 84 1 27.745 216 84 4.135 317 675 0.081 5
C? 923.146 311 6 1 923.146 311 6 137.591 401 1 <C0. 000 1 P
iR 46. 965 32 7 6.709 331 429
g 37.514 8 3 12.504 933 33 5.292 802 23 0.0706
afiiR & 9.450 52 4 2.362 63
IR 2 1281. 148 106 16
R?=0.963 3
x5 CAENPAEBFESWN
Table 5 Cd regression model analysis of variance
I H F-Jr fil H H B ¥y F {8 P18 T
[ 1 101.3537 9 122.372 633 3 19. 393 400 36 0. 000 4 *%
A 62.384 45 1 62.384 45 9. 886 578 251 0.016 3 *
B 32.967 2 1 32.967 2 5.224 584 051 0. 056 2
C 117.657 8 1 117.657 8 18. 646 201 84 0.003 5 *%
AB 0.297 025 1 0.297 025 0.047 072 001 0.834 4
AC 8. 265 625 1 8. 265 625 1. 309 921 757 0.290 0
BC 13.359 025 1 13.359 025 2.117 114 858 0.189 0
A? 27.459 532 89 1 27.459 532 89 4.351 738 626 0.075 4
B? 9. 145 006 579 1 9. 145 006 579 1. 449 284 608 0.267 8
C? 797.066 111 8 1 797.066 111 8 126.317 639 8 <C0.000 1 KKK
s 44.170 1 7 6.310 014 286
EZiIE= 32.795 9 3 10. 931 966 67 3. 844 478 44 0.1131
afi iR % 11.374 2 4 2. 843 55
SR 22 1145.523 8 16
R?=0.961 4

% S P<C0.05 B3, xSy P<0. 01 52, %xx ) P<C0. 0001 22 5 4% i &
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Table 6 The mass concentration composition

of the simulated mixed sample calibration group

* 8 WMIFIXEEIKXHE R E PLS MERE
Table 8 The determined concentration of PLS

after the adsorbent adsorbs the mixed sample

/(pg s mL™") /(pg+ mL™")
K5 Pb Cu Cd RAaiH ’EEH
o=} 4 (| f ¥ 'y ‘/;>§1) A/g;gl)
1 200 0,20 010 il B W MR R 2 BR R %ﬂtﬁ?ﬁ@f%ﬁﬁ#}ﬁiﬁfgzw}?
2 2.00 0.16 0. 50 Pb 6 0. 89 85.1 6 1.01 83.2
3 2.00 0. 14 0. 60 Cu  1.44 0.46 68. 2 1. 44 0. 49 66.0
4 2.40 0. 20 0. 50 Cd 0.6 0. 09 85.7 0.6 0.1 83.3
5 2. 40 0.16 0. 60 ERRRl X (v 7
6 2.40 0. 14 0. 40
7 2. 60 0. 20 0. 60 A
3 HFig
8 2. 60 0.16 0. 40
9 2. 60 0.14 0. 50

2.7.3 KR A BRI E
IR IEAC Bt Lo (3P BL 9 dLA Rk BE 1 3
MR A BEAURE A S 1 T 41 i 5 Ol 3 45 R ST
BERY P R 8 901 S T B I 1 e X 9 ZH A [] o
JEE S FDURE il TN 4 BE A5 20 A o PLS 3150 iR
2 MR Pl iR 22 (R 7).
£7 BMEARSTRARERE
40 A PLS BB IR £ 57 47
Table 7 The mass concentration composition,
PLS prediction value and error analysis of
the simulated mixed sample forecast group

/(pg+mL™")

o O 20 vk PLS i {i

Pb Cu Cd Pb Cu cd

1 2. 40 0.16 0. 44 2.41 0.16 0.45
2 2. 40 0. 20 0. 48 2. 37 0. 22 0. 50
3 2. 40 0.18 0.52 2.41 0.18 0.54
4 2. 80 0.16 0.48 2.81 0.15 0. 49
5 2. 80 0. 20 0.52 2. 85 0. 20 0.51
6 2. 80 0.18 0. 44 2.84 0.19 0. 45
7 2. 20 0.16 0.52 2.17 0.17 0.52
8 2. 20 0. 20 0. 44 2.21 0.19 0. 44
9 2. 20 0.18 0. 48 2.24 0.17 0. 49
T2/ % 1.03 4.29 2.07
[l 3/ % 100.4  100.6  101.6

2.7.4 BEEHT

535 #% B 0. 25.0. 60.,0. 25 mL Pb(10 pg/mL) .
Cu(l pg/mL) .Cd(1 pg/mL) IR A . KW FE
% 50.00 mL, il A 0.3 g W B 5, 95 pH {H K
9.0,7% 40 min, &0, B EE R 3. 00 mL, il A
2 mL ZZoPsii 1 mL S5, /KRG B 2 25. 00 mL,
R2). TE 450~570 nm, [A]fF 1 nm, I & 305t B
{H. R PLS IHRBIIE A FE & R S Pb.Cu Al
Cd W5t IR 1 B B AR FEXT Ph.Cu F1 Cd Y

U AR 5 X AR e B 4 Je VA R EL A R A O R
AEJT . 7E DN 2 S0 00 Ay S At b, SR FH o 1 1T 3 6T S8
B SR A AT AR, » S5 AR W B 25 1 S P 2 W i 550 45
0.4 g WA E 49. 38 min.pH {H H# 9. 96;Cu:
W BRE B it 0. 4 g W BB R] 49. 91 min,pH {H 4
10. 135 Cd: W B FI £ hm 4 0. 4 g Wz BB fa] 49. 83 min,
pH N 10. 42, #EM5FF . Pb.Cu fil Cd 19 21
TN 87.42% .73. 49 % F1 85. 11 %,

K F O B /s — -4 6 Ok BE i % Pb, Cu Al Cd
W B F 4 A UM G R R AT ) R S L il e T IR 22
2 4 W 15 B & AR BT PR AS BB 2R A7 [ B 3 7 19
Mm@, BB SR H PLS BE 6% 15 51 &8 ok i i 19 45 2R .
B HRFEAE g —Ffoin AU B 5] BAT — s B9 S

%% Xk
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