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1 E: AUSEE B RS YR N Y mZVD) TR B S £ (MMT) #7520+ AR M R MMTMZVI), HIER T
HFBRAK W P S SR SR S (PFOS) WAL ML, RIS ZE TR . nZVI Btk B 82 T MMT XK PFOS MK
B RBRACER . MMT/MZVI X PFOS WM B R4S B 1 — 2R 8l ) AR R Langmuir S53R 0% FRHEAY, SIS ARIR M 4 0.34 me/g, J&
MMT(0.08 mg/g)i 4.25 5. A[E pH T MMT/nZVI FIH b MMT B {AS PFOS 2R304, 76 pH A 3 B}, PFOS £BEFATIA 74.97%.
Cl Fl SO; MUFF{ERT PFOS M MRl , i COs %t PROS I MAURA B MHIE] . 76 CO3 77E K, MMT/mZVI &t
PFOS M R EBRFRALH 15.87%, T MMT JLT-TCik 2Bk PFOS, ZBRSCRIEEEZE, X £ MMT/MZVI LT MMT A 44T
BT THAES . XRD. FTIR Fl XPS FAE 45 R K FHAIE LS R, MMT/mZVI X PFOS AYEER BRI T 205 . 454 LA XK
FEFIMENRIVE o nZVI 5 ARG T MMT WBKHE, B2 T PFOS S54RI Z R4S A RN, XSRS MMT/mZVI
A% B REAS 2 2 BT, RBLH L MMT 555 PFOS MRFFHEE T .
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PFOS Removal from Aqueous Solutions by Montmorillonite-Loaded Nano Zero-Valent Iron:

Performance and Mechanisms
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(1 College of Materials and Advanced Manufacturing, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou, Hunan 412007, China;
2 State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable Agriculture, Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing
211135, China; 3 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Montmorillonite-loaded nano zero-valent iron (MMT/nZVI) was prepared from montmorillonite (MMT)by
liquid-phase reduction using nano zero-valent iron (nZVI). The experimental results showed that the adsorption process of
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid(PFOS) by MMT/nZVI followed the pseudo-first-order kinetic model and Langmuir isotherm model.
The theoretical maximum adsorption amount was 0.34 mg/g, which was 4.25 times higher than that of MMT (0.08 mg/g).
MMT/mZVI exhibited better removal efficiency than MMT under different pH conditions, with the highest removal efficiency
reaching 74.97% at pH 3. Additionally, the presence of CI” and SOzzf had minimal effects on PFOS removal, while CO?
significantly inhibited the removal efficiency. In the presence of CO; , MMT showed almost no PFOS removal efficiency,
whereas MMT/nZVI exhibited the maximum removal efficiency of 15.87%, suggesting that MMT/nZVI performed better than
MMT under the interference of ions in solutions. The surface characterization results of XRD, FTIR and XPS, in combination
with the results from sorption performance, demonstrated that MMT/nZVI mainly relied on hydrogen bonding, complexation and
hydrophobic interactions for the adsorption removal of PFOS. The integration of nZVI enhanced the hydrophobicity of MMT and
promoted the complexation reaction between PFOS and iron oxide minerals, which synergistically improved the adsorption

performance of MMT/nZVI, resulting in the higher adsorption capacity for PFOS than that of MMT.
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AP e R I H 3R 25 (Perfluorooctane sulfonic
acid, PFOS), fEN—RMIEGM2HME b
¥J(Per- and polyfluoroalkyl compounds, PFAS), '@
HI9EHE 3M 23 1) T 1950 SEFF IR AL . th T
BA S T S IR gk v B T T e iz
TYi g . Atldh . THBIIR . B a5 TRk
SR, PFOS ()12 B B AR FREE v (i A
PE, BOEAERE KK BRL BY . IR K
WEIBEZ R T BESEERIT, PFAS XA fAfERE A
A Z IR AT, A R . R . BUR
P, DAEOW BB A A e E S, B,
PREEDTTEHUIARC) LR PFOS 51 2B 2680,
ITF 2009 4R HAIA (HrERRRIEEA 2 ) U, FErh
[, £ HZK ) PROS, B FRIE AT 40 ng/L "),
SR, FESERRHL T /KH, PFOS Vi BE 5 4 H X —BR
., JEHAE T X | WL N A= B0t S5 5 e X S b
Tk, PFOS T5 il e m i, Hik, Ak
BR7KAA& ) PFOS , J& iR R i R i PR B v B R —

BA BT PFOS 15 e i 2 b Jy T AL 45 )
BREUST ARl VR AT, Horh, IR AL
BRI IS VORI . M. PRI . SERTHY
WFFERT, A BRI R i v . B . Fietk
AW B ARG ) AT B K BR K T PFAS A RO
U820 22105 + (Montmorillonite, MMT)fER—FhK
KRBT, AR, KRR F e, BABRKML
FIBURA ARG IOl IE , HASE R ki,
ME/K Y5 G S A 3 T 112 iR SR 22200 it
Hh, MMT BA R ZAR G LU SR 1 2 T A2
(4R 2 A2 T, S (A B R A ket 0 Y
SR, MMT F 27K MR T 7 7K A B H A 9 5 1
BRI T HXS TR g K M LIS Je i K BR . I,
FEXF PFOS Hik Uik i /K P A B RET A S8k M,
HAe 5 Z M EREW K A A [FAH EAE FHRPEST , % MMT
PR, A RSN PFOS 1A RLRBRE,

MMT AYHCPE T B A FRIRTE AL . AAAE A
2o b, A2 AT LUA R AR S - S5 R R R
JEHAEFR TN RE T . R fs e v . BGE S A PR
HAEAE FHAE 5 T B A B BOR . AR E M 8 (Zero-
valent iron nanoparticle, nZVI)J&—Ff AL . 5 il
7 B R He SR T AR5 A S RE 1 1) B 45 A A Y
R, B T EARA LY . AR R R AR

BB E RS0, AR, BEEXT PFAS Y5 YLl
KIEARWIHEIN, nZVI WIF RN T PFAS 1 RS
FBRIEEL 2, SR, nZVI SRR R AT R I
FF PR, WK, RFEERAES T e
HHEEE R nZVI GGG, T4 s a0 it
Ah, nZVI ki RE S A, TR
RN LA 2% fE MMT Fl nZVI F 1 e AR
S8 nZVUERZ ] MMT b AT 4R 5 nZ VI 23R,
FETE—E L FIRAL MMT 1 352 7K 1 2 T £ P 7
W, $EE MMT X} PFOS = PERE. SR, HRT
i oM MMT 138 nZVI(MMT/nZ V1) % B PFOS )
5% .

K, AHFFEEIE S MMT/IZVI 4588, 2
PrHEAR e, HRZT X PROS BYZ:BRTERE, IEfRbT
W pH . A7 OB 5 FE (A8 46X MMT/nZ VI
2% PFOS M52, LMER MMT/mZVI £Bf PFOS
(R AP AILHE

1 MR

1.1 ik =i 7

42 JR O e TR £6 (CsF 17K O5S) Fll S 7K & Ak 2%k
(FeCly 6H,0) Hi [E 25 42 A fb 2730 A BR A Rl F 4t . 6
AL EI(NaBH)I [ _EifF g b2 A BRA Al . 52
B £ (MMT, 25 85%) vt U B B A iE e 7= i A
PR FIRMAL, 2 2% (CH;COONH,) 1 H! i (CH;0H,
Al 3 I [V Bl Ak T A BRA w7 [ R v
T HARCEEARATF . B MMT FfIHEESN, HAy
A 270035 A A4
1.2 MMT/nZVI #|&

# 500 g MMT 5 1 L ¥R 0.1 mol/L 1
FeCly-6H,O IR AHEF: 6 h, W5, F@AE. BT
Btk MMT (4 BHE F A5 8% Fe'' e, =
B LRPER 6 IR, #:d5, HAB T RKEZRBEKE LG
MR, B Cl PE kbR, RIG, BRI SRR
EBTKIRA, IFHERE 500 mL =B . Bl
Hh ] 11 S R -, A 40 S R RS R
S, HEOSHOR B B, FEFRE 4 g NaBH, 3%
T 50 mL BRAA B K 7 AR 2, A 1 mL/min
T RGNS T AR RIS, 7E 400 r/min A9 14
PEN AT o TR S UE . OGP W s - 15 2E
B 125 Sk A, JFAREatE | h, BRI 785
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AT AT, TSR ARSR, RIEER
WA, AT IEA G AR Fe® RO LEITL . BT,
FHBR 8 Tk RN B PR A B VR 3 WK, i B804
BRI E A, IR E A TR 48 h, &5 3]
MMT/mZVI Z& %k
1.3 MRIRAE

KT B0 {U(SEM-EDS, Thermo
Scientific Apreo 28, FEE)WEL MMT Fl MMT/mZVI K
FITEHMEEH . PRI R MMT @ RZ5 R 5%
Wi, LAHTHE(40 kV/40 mA, Ko A=0.154 053 8 nm)fE
RERGHE, R X AT (XRD, Bruker D8
ADVANCE, f&[E)X} MMT Hl MMT/MmZVI 435)7E
3°~10°F1 10°~85° 1Y 20 JuFE N HFATINE o E T X 5
ZGHL THETS(XPS, Thermo Scientific Nexsa, J2[),
£ Al-Ko DGR T X W BfE 2 A J5 /9 MMT i
MMT/nZVI F TG AR S AT 08T o R
2L AN (FTIR,, Thermo Fisher -Nicolet is20, 3¢
FENTE S BE A 400~4 000 e 43 BBl PR X6 18 B 52 07 i
J& ) MMT F1 MMT/nZ VI #5788, S 32 1%,
SYHER R 4 em o (o o /3% DK 04X
(Dataphysics DCAT21, 7 =)y A4 Rk B K 42 fish £
{81 J1] Zeta Hi{57 {1 (BeNano 180 Zeta Pro, H )il &4
k) 2R T8 HL AT
1.4 #ik5E

£ 50.0 mL REKEOEPIMA 20.0 mL
PFOS %, FEmIA A 20.0 mg A4 Rk (F &k
1.0 g/L), #EATWERERBRALREE . ¥ PFOS AUfE&TE
WA R SOV FR v iR 2O 2 1.0 mg/L(I%
e BE 0T 8l 1230 K A B IR R i 5 S5
B30 BB R TR B S AT B ) o AR S B,
FH 0.1 mol/L HCI %, NaOH J&35 Wk (w146 pH, i
F NaCl, Na,CO;. Na,SO, a7 i 45 i b 1 S A7 8
TRIE R BfE, FE 08 ST MQL-61R A4
EREIR (B g RAUGS AR AR ERIE 6 h, &%
FEFEIRIREE Jy 25°C, R H 200 r/min, FFS
G E, BRI, ArHTETE 0.02 pm JEARUE B
W AR ERL 3K, BRAESA WY, A ik
HIRRFFAAE

9T WFFE MMT Fl MMT/nZVI X PFOS £ fff
A28, 5 XS PRI DR AT T W R 3l 727 R B 25
SRR . MR Bl 2 8 BURE B [E) 43 31l R 0
2.5.10, 20, 30, 60 min; " MEEEZ IR PFOS
) hE v B 43 A 4 0.01 ., 0.02., 0.04., 0.08., 0.12,
0.16, 0. 60 F1 1.0 mg/L. N THHIE AR FREZ H R X}

MMT Fl MMT/nZ VI BRI 5200, 43 53 78 AS ] )
VIt pH . A7 KRB SR A TR A
Wk pH 43 5% E 4 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 9.0, 11.0, 37
BTBREE R CI, COs L SOF , B T340 %
BH1. 5,10, 20, 50 mmol/L,
1.5 PFOS MEFHi%

fdi FHIC 4 AB SCIEX API3200 JF 3% Shimadzu
LC-20A & S0 AH £ 3% — 52 B 5 1% (HPLC-MS/MS) &
SR Y PFOS MR, X R Go R 2 sy W
(MRM) A fa LB %5 25 F AL (ESDRE X . (i 4330 %
Agilent YMC-Triart C18 {A,i{4£(150.0 mm x 4.6 mm,
5.0 um KIER), ZFENEEE R 40 °C. WBHAHAN 10 mmol/L
i SRR (A TS EE(B), FEFERE Ty 10.0 uL, Ui
4 0.8 mL/min, HPLC-MS/MS HJE RPN 0.2 pg/L.
1.6 HIERESHHR

539 R HIHE — 8l g 27 7 FE (R (D) A — 2 )
J17 R (2))% MMT #1 MMT/nZV1 2% PFOS 1Y
RIS S TILE , DEFEA BT PRFOS (Mt it A2
BEIT B J1 FHFAERY

0,=0.(1-¢ ™) (1)

0,=K,Q21/(1+K,0.1) @)
K ¢ HWEEHETE, ming O,k ¢ B ZIB BT PFOS
Mz R, me/g; O M BHF-T AR T PFOS B
W, me/gs ky NUE—S OV R F R, min;
ky RUE N R E R, g/(mg-min),

W B 25 R 28 % . Langmuir(zX(3))#1 Freundlich
@B PATIIAPY, R .

O =(OnaxbC/(1+5C,) 3)

0.=K:C}" 4
s Co Ay W RS s 25 98 70 4% %) A 4 O B 1)
BB L, mg/L; Omax NIRRT AR, mg/g; b
MW ERIE, Limg; Ke WWRHHAR, (mg'""L"")/g;
n HWMFERL, 24 n>1 BF, FEUII R A
n BB, Wi R A

ffiF Excel 2021 #4780iR1TA 5408, RH
Origin 2025 #ATHIIC BT FIZ: K] .

2 GRS

2.1 MMT #1 MMT/nZVI L 14 R R

ME 1A ATIELE], MMT 5 B8 5 Bk 454,
HERBRZHE%4A; MMWE 1B ol LA H,
MMT/MZVI B2 BRI BT K A5 Bk
B, X F nZVI B3 MMT ., 5D
WFFE T nZVE LU A BRI 4 IR 45 F H B [
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MMT/mZVI F# nZVI Bk HUrEESF, B MMT  MMT/nZVI i, Bl bl 34.8%., X —45 ik
BB AT ST 1R T nZVI BRI AE , A, B IF —HIESE MMT s T nzvI, JHEE T nzVI
Rl LA Y, Fe JGETE MMT/nZVI R/ 4] Ao e, H MMT 18 8k 5 A 5501 £ 26
XFEL Al FSi JTZE (Kl ID~1E)R B, Fe SUESHA GBS nZVI H2 L F & 1 S gk i A

o)

TCH S H (%)
Si [ Al [ Fe
51.06[14.13[ 348

det mode HV curr  spot HFW  mag WD 500nm det mode HV curr  spot HFW  mag WD 500nm
T2 A+B 100KV 5 7.0 2.07um 200000x 9.28mm T2 A+B 100KV 50pA 7.0 2.07um 200000x 9.32mm

4 6
ikt (keV)

(E) MMT/mZVI (E) MMI/MZV1

E1 MMT(A)F1 MMT/nZVI(B)& 500 nm SEM E & % MMT/nZVI ] EDS T Z k5 E (C~F)
Fig. 1 500 nm SEM images of MMT(A)and MMT/nZVI(B), and EDS elemental mappings of MMT/nZVI(C-F)

Mt — X MMT 2RI AR RZE ) AT — SRR Rl 40 X e 28 SR | 613K nZVI
HISZIR , KA XRD R MMT Fl MMT/mZVI #47 JFREAE MMT B iRg5 1, Ui MMT f254 54
THREM AT, KL 2A AT AR 2], KRR MMT RIFmiaErE. teah, 7 30.1° Fil 35.68° AbifWigE
(2 EHE R 1.24 nm, 1125 nZVIBE A EIMMT BJE, 315 a-Fe,05 AHSCHITES AT G112, 08 Fe i3
MMT BRI /N 1.17 nm, X —254k 5 Xu 259 mafhe Rk Taifk M T UL Fe® Wb B ss 2k 4
PIBFFREE A — 2, MR R, 5 MMT AL, NI AT AR 1E Fe® PR 44614 (AR 2
MMT/ZVI {2 AR/, WE 2B Il 78 MMT/nZVI f XRD % & 1 5f- KA 2] Fe® AY4FAE
£25], MMT/nZVI 19 XRD B354 9I7E 20 H 19.9°, R0, X R AR AR AR P,
26.7°, 35.1°, 54.1° Fl1 62.0° B} H 5 MMT $H7 nZVI 7 MMT b 23 Bt

(A) (B) « MMT * FCZO3
. *
d=1.17nm
MMT/nZ VI :
E) | E) 'MMT/mzVI
i i
=S d=1.24nm =S :
| 1
MMT | | |
| | 1
1 1 1 l Il “I II II 1 1
4 6 8 10 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
26(°) 20(°)

2 MMT #1 MMT/nZVI # X S AT5 EIE(A: 205EE A 4°~10°; B: 203EE A 10°~85°)
Fig.2 XRD spectra of MMT and MMT/nZVI: (A) 26 range of 4°-10°; (B) 26 range of 10°-85°
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AR A T R 2 ) S PR B B Y DG B
FetE 2z —, ORI 575 ey 22 18] B0 1 B 25 ) R
T AW E R K A A R AR AR TR
MERZE R 3 iR, A 3 el IEE], MMT B
KM ILT A 00, RFLEA BRI FEAKME. 2R
i, 7127 nZVIJG, MMT/nZVI 7K b /B 8 1
Fr, RBIT 25.7°, RUIMERBK MG B X
FPAS A AT BE 23 (H MMT/nZVI X5 K15 44 64 W fh
FMNAFEE R

(A) MMT (B) MMT/nZVI
TR A 0° KA 25.7°1°
pr— =

 —————————
3 MMT(A)F1 MMT/nZVI(B)H 7k 35l F
Fig. 3 Water contact angles of MMT(A) and MMT/nZVI(B)

TEANIA] pH BB T, M4 R4 2 18 . fof W] B 2332 pH
AIRZ IR T & AR ARk, DA TS Wi EEGT 35 e g i 471
PR AE 3 .0.01 mol/L A PR B 1H & & FoREH = T,
181 FH Zeta AL HHXTE pH M 3.0~11.0 (38 [ P9 43 51
KT MMT Al MMT/mZVI R 1Y Zeta LA AL
M, GEEANE 4 iR, 7E pH R 3.0~11.0 BIFEREIN,
MMT F1 MMT/nZVI ) Zeta HAEIAZ T, FW
AR T 67 P 7, 3K 2667 P fep 220K H T MMIT (1)
TGk Ha ff FIVE A4 R A 87 0, o T 5 LA 2 PR T A 22
Ak, TS5 R AT e B O AR (SiY g ALY
BUR) RN AR Z (AP 8 Mg™™ s HAB A FHE 7
B LT S 2 e g 4, AT P A K A
PR  BRAh, Bl pH ARG, PERRATRL
Zeta HIN{HIREGES, HAERA pH JuHN,
MMT/ZVI 1) Zeta HL IR 248 F MMT ., i 52 R R 78

60

(A)

40+
S
I
Foao
@]
(&)
(=W

@ MMT
oL —o- MMT/nZVI

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
#(min)

0, (mg/g)

ik pH 500 F , IWWh i H' 5 MMT 21 R4
R FL(M-OHy), i Hi 3k i I i fardoim , i fii 5
pH Z#iTHE, MMT RREWHILSKE—-AH, &
AR FAM-0), AT B 47 T H oy 9 28U i 1
S8 Zeta W7 FFEPY, SR 4% nZVI J5, nZVI i
KA DL MMT R E BEAT (AN 5L . RS &
AEMEAER, M AR A i far, fH MMT/nZVI
HEAAY B H ar 2 B AT o B F fr 2 B2 P AT P LA 55
MRS B i Y Z Rl s HER VR R X TR
5 L i e B A R o

0 -
—- MMT
~@ MMT/nZVI
_10 -
S ok
z 20
’§ 30+
(]
N
—40
_50 L 1 1 1 1 ]
2 4 6 8 10 12

4 MMT 1 MMT/nZVI # Zeta BT L E
Fig. 4 Zeta potential changes of MMT and MMT/nZVI

2.2 MMT #1 MMT/nZVI % PFOS B B30 5
FHRMERLE

220 WERHEh 2 B S BOR TORERVEE R,

MMT FI MMT/nZVI X§ PFOS 42553 UL K 5 F1 248

G, B 5A Al LIE L, MMT X PFOS )%

0.6
®)
° R

0.4+
0.2

= MMT

© MMT/nZVI

— - WE— B
0.0 — B R

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
#(min)

5 MMT #1 MMT/nZVI 3F PFOS 892 B Z [ A 18] B9 35 18 Bh £k (A)FN IR BT 3 71 F 3 & B £k (B)
Fig. 5 Removal rates versus time (A) and adsorption kinetics fitting curves (B) of MMT and MMT/nZVI for PFOS
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Frd U 21.6%, JFAERN 30 min Ji ik 2 -
i, FBREcRE 2z XM T MMT EiH iy, i
PFOS TE/KE P LA B A, W Z HAfE
FERFHET , TS EOR RO 2 M3 nZV1 )5,
MMT/nZVI X PFOS () ARBRESE FTHE FREREE i
JEFER 30 min JE ik EIWRTAT, HERLRREN
41.0%. MMT/ZVI % MMT (KL 2 THRT).
K FHHE— G RHE 98 J) 2 BERNE MMT  Fil
MMT/nZVI Wt PFOS B3l 11+ &l &, e
4R R BHOLIE 5B A 1, Hid, MMT o E—2 i

WE 0B A RIS H OC R B R 435914 0.960 6 Fil
0.967 3, MR G S8 K, WYL
LA BEE MMT 254 PFOS ()5 i i B2 H 1) %
THEBMEM, M MMT/MZVI % PFOS 1425 53 ) 5
A1 — G 8l ) 245 R | e B i o 2o 7 v 4 SRR o
07 G o ARYEE— R B )2 RN R R R ky Al
M1, MMT/nZVI 2[4 PFOS 138 % & MMT 1% 1.8 £%;
FRIEF AW B Q. AT %1, MMT/nZ VI W PFOS i)
HE MMT 19 2 %, 28 Eal L, MMT/mzZVI 54 FF
PFOS FY W B 255

&1 MMT 1 MMT/nZVI 3 PFOS R i B9 —RFEZ R H FEEUE S
Table 1 Pseudo-first-order and pseudo-second-order kinetics parameters for PFOS adsorption by MMT and MMT/nZVI

L WE— 203 ) BRI A S8 e 203 ) R A S8
ky(min™") Qd(mg/g) R ka(g/(mg-min)) Oc(mg/g) R
MMT 0.08 0.21 0.960 6 0.34 0.26 0.967 3
MMT/nZVI 0.15 0.43 0.936 1 0.35 0.50 0.890 0

222 WERRHAEIRZ K 6 R T RIR] PFOS Wltfhvk
JETF, MMT Fl MMT/nZVI %} PFOS W Jh it 5 0 K 1%
BRI A4S, HIE 6A Fil 6B W1, 24 PFOS
TG E M 0.01 mg/L 3471 2% 0.60 mg/L i, MMT il
MMT/nZVI X} PFOS A4 W Bt bl 22 38 fim o 332 P R
PFOS WAk BE s, 2305041 T IR B A4 L& Bl i
PFOS 73 FHC AR 3G N, Ve AR BE ) 14 R Af 7545 T
B AR, DA R A R AT AR S A i Y
PFOS ¥ M 0.6 mg/L 34 A2 1.0 mg/L i, MMT Fi
MMT/nZVI1 %} PFOS (%W it AFHE A0, iy MMT
F MMT/nZV1 %f PFOS B 535114 0.05 mg/g i
0.21 mg/g. iXJ&H T A BN —Enf, HH
REFL A [ B (W R 4, B PFOS YR Y3
0, R BRSO T TR, M L bk S O P A
PFOS, I 55500 B AR P 2, (EAS 1 R 2
PFOS 7F F ARINSE i H AN 5 M (ng/L) VR EAFAE
PR B MMT/mZ VI X PFOS B il HA 0.21 mg/g,
EXFFEHEE A PFOS, %W MG, H
MMT/MZVI Mk IKHE . 5 il 4, S A5 AT ] fE A
N —F A R AL RL 5 PFOS W B 5]

SR Langmuir #5515 Freundlich A% %
MMT Fl MMT/nZVI <[5 PFOS W B il 2 2k 15 404
(&l 6C. 6D), ASHANE 2 Fia. I 2 gl
BHERE R TUE N, MMT fil MMT/mZVI %f
PFOS [\ B 5 BR B INAT 4 Langmuir £88, R* 5351
4 0.98 F10.96, X MR it A AR AT 1 5022
B R =P oy Langmuir AR AYHLASH0T R, MMT/

nZVI %f PFOS H IS i K25 54 0.34 mg/g, 1M
MMT A5 R Z AR 0.08 mg/g, MMT/nZVI
(A B i MMIT (1) 4.25 %, XK nZVI 152k,

£ MMT/nZVI [t PFOS A b & 45 T HEAEH
Langmuir W FFP-5 50 b BRI 325 W Bk AR
S FIRCRA G, b (BB, 2% B A ) ) R o I 11
SEMU R, AR S A AR MMT #il
MMT/nZVI W[ PFOS &) b (B4R 2.59 Fil 2.73,

FH MMT/nZVI X PFOS EA 5 i 1 W B g S35

2.3 MMT #1 MMT/nZVI it £ PFOS HIS

F3E

230 WIUG pH VAR pH R A A R B i
FIHE R Z —. pH AYZASTb 23 i W B A Ak 2 1 Sk ]
(R HL B L, DT O HL R 1T LA o0 A o 181 7 JRBR T
1E pH 3~11 35 FBl A MMT F1 MMT/nZVI X} PFOS #) 2%
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Fig. 6 Adsorption isotherms (A, B) of PFOS on MMT and MMT/nZ V1, and model fittings (C, D)
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Table 2 Isotherm model fitting parameters of PFOS adsorption by MMT and MMT/nZVI
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Fig. 8 Effects of different ions and ionic strengths on removal of PFOS by MMT(A) and MMT/nZVI(B)
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Fig. 9 FTIR spectra(A, B), Ols orbital scan spectra (C, D), and X-ray diffraction patterns(E) of MMT and MMT/nZVI before and after reaction
of adsorbed PFOS
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Table 4 Ols binding energies calculated from XPS data
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