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Abstract

Many types of dyes are toxic, carcinogenic, non-biodegradable due to their complex
aromatic structures and their water solubility and accordingly, they should be removed
from wastewaters. In the present research, hexagonal mesoporous silicate HMS was
synthesized by sol-gel method and after modification by natural polymer chitosan (Ch-
HMS), it was applied for the removal of direct yellow 86 from aqueous media. The
characterization of synthesized HMS and chitosan modified HMS were analyzed by
some basic analyses such as SEM, FTIR, XRD and BET. The effects of pH, adsorbent
dosage and contact time on the removal of direct yellow 86 were investigated. The
results revealed that the maximum adsorption of dye was about 92% which was
obtained by 0.075 g of Ch-HMS composite at the pH of 2 and for 60 min contact time.
The equilibrium data of experiments were studied by Langmuir, Freundlich, Elovich
and Temkin isotherm models using linear regression. The Langmuir model with the
maximum adsorption capacity of 71.43 mg/g was the predominant model. Kinetic study
was also performed using pseudo first and pseudo second order kinetic models where
the second order model had the best agreement with the experimental data. The
experimental data showed that surface modification of HMS by chitosan and formation
of Ch-HMS nanocomposite enhanced the adsorption capacity of HMS and changed it
into a useful and powerful adsorbent for the removal of pollutants from aqueous
solutions.

Keywords: Hexagonal Mesoporous Silicate (HMS), Chitosan, Adsorption, Isotherm,
Direct Yellow 86.
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Fig. 1. Scan of direct yellow 86 in different wavelengths
gﬂ:ipdbch}b):A? {.:.E:..M:J)‘&SJC)&.,\—\ J&J;

slos poaids Yo e Jpbl o SYY 5 8w sl st |
VoS5t ol il on VA s 035 o o
Blol ol o ol 0,59 ol en 4 ool Jows 530 SV 5 ¥ 0
U st 35 on Sl P gy U1 slos s ool bl a3
VA Santy bslia cals o ol 51 g o558 Lol asile J5 J sl
ool U5 o i €338 555 s 4 361 slas s sl
b ad )l cpay Shie O basal Gy gy 5002 Glo
RSN ISV PUSYS PRI IV Y
les 53 (SN e5 58 0 0ad i gy iy o o 55 0l

UL LSLI W CIR VYRSV U WA LI

Ch-HMS ()5 sS-s ji s S 5 s Y=Y
ant HMS 5y 050 1005558 L HMS 05,8 s luls sl
5ot a5 (6 dgon YO ) G 5 e O 2 e Y
o) 53 et o33 e s T ety il (635 e (glas s
Ad e VoL 0l35m8 e Y 00 8 U b ols S Joloe K0
Santy il 35 01 025 0 9 o3 ¥ Szl sl J sl
O gl s 40 015528 U sdmn ] G 105 495 a5 Y
G0 4B Ve Dacea o5lgs ol Jsls 5 0ulos g 33l HMS
S YO 1y 5 sl Csay (oS3 a0 o el
e Sl s s Sl ) Doy 5 0t 4y
T o) 3 o s 6T e o gk 4253 0 slas s ol

8 .
Ultrasonic

Journal of Water and Wastewater

5ot b ,e Jlasl s slpe b aaadle s e T 618 wsle
« (Gao et al., 2014) 555 cors S 550530 4L 655
Cir b s bl ead e le Co el o 5
s anl s gal b s g i
=S5 S gl S s gl 2 e s
$lossS 53l o35S by T s (25 Sk i ol
Sl a b5l ey 5t (S S a5 el
5SEM BET XRD (sLa 3 JUT bv s sucd asln &y 3 5alS
= slad sl 5ITAS i 3,3 S35 Bi> 51 FTIR
Shacia o) plons PH & g shol e U5 s it sl
slesb o g L85 )13 ) n sy mles 0oy 5 3L
$ladacs sy 5l ir w5l e el cosey Jsla
G 4 0 ed (St Jio 53 005 gy i iliss glase
o i (St 5l (oLl skteds 53 9 4 e 4

AR

b iy 9ole-Y

Sobesl sl ge V-

sl s T s o T S 5 il
X SE- 5 IV T U NE SRV VN PR SPEX SUE I L7 peen
331 53 SS) M it 55 S0, it g olan 5 S
CAS Registry s (Amax= 384 nm) codsb Al b Sl
L5 sslupalls ollee s o5 (Number: 50925-42-3
sasm Sl sls S5 St ol 5 sl o s oles
b se g sb et 1 S5 Sl b S 15 el
e s ool gli ) S s Sy i Slas

HMS -5 2> lee S poae =YY
ol Lol 5 J b b oad 611 (255 L 3ol HMS e
¢ SY+ HMS «.g ! » (Pauly and Pinnavaia, 2001) .3

Glutaraldehyde

Hexagonal mesoporous silicate (HMS)
Direct yellow 86

TEOS

Dodecylamine

Merck

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
Dyestar

Vol.30, No. 1, 2019

VWAA Jl ) ol Fe o pps &



dx.doi.org/10.22093/ww;j.2018.97745.2486

ks 53 el 3ol 5 i

S eyl eaids £o 5l anadasls oS5 iaids £ o Susay 5 4ids
s 51 3 w3l sy liieay bosa 5 a2 2o S
3,9 ¥e e ce U (Kokusan, H-11n, Japan) 5,4 sl
load s iz sae ud 5 mle i ds Ve See s
s 3l aslial b ols gaclile oo gl Jols K,
g sk sSla s JENWAY L6310, UK) ™ 2o 5 58 5 25
by S5, Il gbackle 5 asanls sl YAY K,
il it aalone AP s 555 K5 0 gl 1S g
5 HMS 5l Gilone slie Ly osls jlaie 5| o
(oS /N0 5 /N /+¥O ¢/ +/++¥0/+\ ) Ch-HMS
s 1o s ol e PH L 5 8 (b3 sl ploa L
Sl sks 4 Ch-HMS sl 5l angy e lanl e ules olaj 3!
SRR R P PRV X S U CRP A EA R 3
S50 5 4 Lol s g o b5 g PH Jlaie 55 &S 2]
e FO X N0 Slay Lol s egrade 4255 YO clos s
iy S5 0l bt bosT S s i olnil i VY 54
SVslae gk Jslw Gl Sd b s 5 ol Lo oud

B e 3

S, B MJ°:qe=(C0_Ce)x%

)

100
(<, —CE)XC— (*)
EYslas ol s &S
e 3l ple s O3ls g sud O K55 0l 520 Qe
5 Ces Co il o8 Ol SO, 0,5 oo
J:La.’v'ol_n)‘): Q—Uﬁ S92 90 &_’U LA;\&?} 4.:.!3\ LSL"C"'E'LE‘

e ) 93 K55 o e V2 s 0 Siles s
w\r)fwjeﬁwm‘uabryW}jl:J

i lales ==Y
s oiz anl b See o i sbles - aadllas 5 s
Jsde 3l 51 85, Qi gl o saci st slaosls @ud

6
Spectrophotometer

Journal of Water and Wastewater

R Ry ) @T 44053 0 4l IS 2 ke
Sos el ¥ a4 5 ad 4y, oS5 opl s 0l 0ks L
omie Sl VY Ququcma:g%S;.mn)rmm:m\
Ahie Ol L L cpaisy 4 8 IS8 S 0lS U5 0l 5o s
g 4253 00 glos jo Sl VY ooty 5wl sl gl

NI CEIN IN

Ch-HMS 3 HMS 03l gl So 5 o lulid —f-
s a5 Ch-HMS 5 HMS (gl o oSol ansl sl 5JUT
31 Y0 55 5a=a 53 (S-4160, Hitachi, Japan) . <G sl o
ks i 5 BET w5 o i (S5l s Ar b Lo
RS JTNNPS A PPN
o0 Sl ealizal by b o Qo iy Sl Ol i sl 5 5
(Micrometrics ASAP 2000, USA) a3 s55 oo | BJH
Sy Sn s glad ool dels P/P=0.99 55 &l i Jsr.‘{o
&) Lads a5 51 (S-4160, HITACHD) " sl 55,50
ol ea ol3sS laled (sl vt 4 6T s Jlsla (o
P ol i LT HMS s g5, Jlole o35
45 (FTIR, 8400S, SHIMADZU, Japan) T b by

A Ay feororem' G ¥ 03 940

L U s 53 Sl (gla 2o 3T -0-Y
3 S HMS Lo g AP it 5 )5 K55 o e om0
PH 21y 61t a8 g b s 3 ChHMS
5| Al ske 00 ¢ Ch-HMS S HMS slocsls 51 8 /) T
YO slag il ss 5o o Sl Fr e Ble U ) J sl
e PH s b o 5 a8 LS () (o
Vo B Y oL s B8 sl sle pH « (Jenway Model 3510)
o Y g ) e sl b SV 50V S S50 wl o
o3 S h CKM65 Jus) S s8s s Loyl s 3
33333 A o Uy e 455 YO (glos s (ST

! X-ray Diffraction (XRD)

* BET

3 Barret-Joyner-Halenda

4Scaning Electon Microscop (SEM)
*FTIR

Vol.30, No. 1, 2019

VWAA Jlo ) syl e oyps &

q.



9

dx.doi.org/10.22093/ww;j.2018.97745.2486

Ohlen 5 4508 Lugo

. SEM images of HM (a) and Ch-HMS (b)
(b)Ch-HMS 5 (a) HMS « L g o SEM ; i - ¥ S

@58 s 508 0l (i b Y-V
J\y HMS (5\J4 .5}.36«: [EVR ASJ)L‘_)LQ.% ) s 05l UL.L.'
ooy, S lsle o by e YEFA/AY Cm’lj.suéi,cjo.ﬁ

.(Liu et al., 2013, <—.I(Si-OH) ('Ja_w J SR PR
Asouhidou et al. 2009, Qin et al. 2009)
A PRI WA “AY/#Y e’ 23 8 Sy 9 il
o0 sle 53 oLuS il slaey ,5) Si-0-8i o, Lazsls
50 35 A Y/Y0em! 5 $20/YF em™ s S (HMS
Sl-o-sl 44' ‘b)_ujwl_a.:.n Jbﬁjaw Jb‘l‘;sg.\.’\.h: uL..’.L.v
.(Liu et al., 2013, Asouhidou et al., 2009, Qin et al., <.l

2009)

i Ll g YaYeem! 50 Coxdse 53 C-Hy s 55> 0
S8 YAYO em™ cxbge ;s CH; 43 35> e C-H s by o
i8S il 4 by e VYO e s 5 g ge Sy e 4 S
5333250 ((CONHy) el sy .S i S sloasisy
(Cho et al., 2015, Rafiei and Shirvani, 2016) ol o)l 525
=S gl ila ) an by e VOF em s i s S
(Cho et al., 2015, Gao et al., 2014, Zeul sl slasy, S

Rafiei and Shirvani, 2016)
C-N .,\—Ij.:.L u_.r.‘r.suzl_ﬁ)‘ a \f’ ’Cm’l é}d—’)b&.i—:.;

U,L.I.Scu O\j@b\‘?”cn’fl ebj.,\m)bog_é)‘jﬁ)wﬁ Lﬁ‘,a
Sy Lo pa oo )ls Sligen OH s b gy o (228U S N-H
ged 53 Le Sy ol (Cho et al,, 2015, Gao et al., 2014)

Sglite Gui bsgrs Syso 3 55,5 s HMS & bgs 1o

5 . .
Bending stretching
Symmetric stretching

Journal of Water and Wastewater

Sy i slles oa e cnl 53 skite ol sl o
oY Gy daly it o sl s oSS i
sl Ol 5 &0t Ol g )

_ dmkiCe
Qe = 1+k;Ce (\‘)

dsles opl 5 oS
NOUREN N P TR P O PRV R CRE SR T
&J&bumceeuébrﬁxaﬁu;\’&)rﬁw
Colikis ad s ¢ Sibes o slas glos s ) s 5 g2 0
(Kumar et al., ol ¢, 8 oo o 2 oo o 2 aSOY
2010)

OF 3l 0l S 05y 5 dalon G i b slosen
(Sanchez-Martin et S sslazul (59 2 bt 0l 12
al., 2011, Kang et al., 2016)

= ke.c/n f
de f- Le ( )

YU dslas s &S
ol 1/n 5 03l g5 axly 53 ead i K lade Slus Ky
G 35 s 31Ol Jladen 5 cul Ol Dud saas

il o0

S 5l -

s i 23l 3l edas ) (59 S S5 S slad V-
Y JS& 55 Ch-HMS 4 HMS &5 56 4 b gy 0 SEM ;s plas
g g0 sanlin (a-Y) JS& s oS shailen Lol sad sals olis
W ol Sl 658 5 oy Ly i ol s S 5 051)
SEM ;55 (b-Y) JSCi o5l sus LSis HMS &l s 630
55 sl S s e oLis |, Ch-HMS &l s 56 4 by o
ms@pquobsgm}@\cﬁ”&uClg.“
el osd 585 0l S L

Langmuir Isotherm
Freundlich

Temkin

Elovich

N N

Vol.30, No. 1, 2019

VWAA Jlo ) sl e oyps B



dx.doi.org/10.22093/ww;j.2018.97745.2486

s 2557 gl ol 5 20

Ch-HMS

Transmittance (%)

HMS

4000 3800 3600 3400 3200 3000 2800 2600 2400 2200 2000 1800 1600 1400 1200 1000 800 600 4000 3600 3200 2800 2400 2000 1600 1200 $00 400

Wavenumber(cm™)

Wavenumber(cm™)

Fig.3. FTIR spectra of HMS and Ch-HMS
Ch-HMS ;HMS 4 L, »FTIR ab-Y |

o3lr 35T o 5JUT-F-Y
) a5 e s 23l JW L S50 oh e )
BJH g_fr‘ﬁ) }BET )‘.)j_a.; j‘ ol ):.‘_w t..):)[_> 6\-&4_;)'))
o8 I Ui s ol s s wsli
Ch-HMS sls sHMS (gl 5 o550 cé;—s.:).lq 6L’°L°>\-°’
LS‘J_’ «b}fc@ ol 45))20[4&: ..,\.;‘b.,\..i b.>‘.> uLL’..; O Ji.:: BL)
03 gdx0 3 (p/po) L;:.m..; JL:."..ZJ J‘.,\_aa BE "\'.’."\"; &"Jé‘ . HMS
LSLA)H s))_.iw LEJ)AA CA...:‘ cbl_‘.‘..él éLﬂS‘ ‘/f G ‘/\
st 53l oo 5 LBHMS gl IV 55 i

S /AY 51 5S35 i

Ch-HMS

Intensity (arb. unit)

26 (degree)

Fig.4. XRD pattern of HMS and Ch-HMS
Ch-HMS s HMS 4 Ly« XRD ¢ SI-¥ s

Journal of Water and Wastewater

6})0\)#J3¢Jﬂd))‘ééj_>jch-ms @)Aﬁj‘

Ch-HMS ;HMS 4 b 5 0 XRD (¢ SJI-Y-¥
a3 oo olis |, Ch-HMS 5 HMS | s XRD &I F IS
aside 5 Shy 20<5 4ol eSS WSl S

&l HMS

Y B Y 20 el s endsanlin g Leas Iy
SIS 5 Sy 33l spdm i 0y Dl i S
el HMS LSCis saims ol o uSS) andl 5l 581 6l
o 5l S0 Bis gl S sy 00 O Ses 5 0ol s>
51 s i g Polyaniline-HMS & 5.8 L @l_n
S5 dmansmel Lot s Jale HMS L wle Jylna
il sl 3 S 0

Yol Ve 0m20 4l 55 520<5° 4l 5o S s
S8, el HMS Jlews S ksl slo S5 5l S ax s
Ch 3L 4 by XRD (65 gl b el ol 55
sl v o3la 55 o (sl S 55500 ¢ 5lae HMS 5 HMS
Ch- O3ls [l lu jsams e ol aS 55l 55 >3 wlie
b 690 0358 s> 52005 5525 HMS s 5L HMS
Sl 03, S5 sl o) s S 5ls 5 JIC il HMS
.(Javadian et al., 2013, 2014)

Vol.30, No. 1, 2019

VA Jlo ) plad Yo opn

ay



ar

dx.doi.org/10.22093/ww;j.2018.97745.2486 O lKan 5 45l57 Lugeo
Jb o U 51 Jols =Y o
Table 1. BET parameters for HMS and Ch-HMS
Sample Specific surface area The pore diameter Using the BJH Total
(m*/g) calculated from the pore volume (cm®/g)
using the BJH (nm)
HMS 885 3.29 1.19
Ch-HMS 184.11 242 0.1183
120
HMS Ch-HMS
800 | —*—Adsorption - ——Adsorption - =
- - = -Desorption . ’
—"w - = -Desorption
g
n: 80
0 0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 ° 02 04 0.6 08 !

Relative Pressure , P/Po

Relative Pressure , P/Po

Fig.5. N, adsorption—desorption isotherms for HMS and Ch-HMS
Ch-HMS 9 HMS 6‘)‘.’ 05958 ceru.x; 6\»\»:{.&—0 JS.J:

Sl Jsb s 3l (i s 5 3l el oy S e
G HMS 58 0 dasMa £ S s oS shilen 15,138 e LSl
9SN35 S5 i s b el ol
L sl Sen o HMS o b5 50 Si-OH (b (5losy S
S i S Cul [amda faizmen 15405 K5 a5 50
PH (21531 L a8 (g5 5ba ol wansl s pH & o3 5alS (655
i ol S 5wl talS O3l 64, K55 s oliee
il 581 el Jpoa pH a8 sl Uisl Y L ol pH
NH slasy S Jous 5 osly Jlab glacule 55 St slasl
el 355 Sl S5 sbos iz 5 sad NHy 4 o3 528
5 33un s (Lit et al., 2013) ans o 5508 |y odls 555 AF
HMS Cils bwgs 1,3BS Ussles s o3 o5, G o s
L 5 055,58 st 0o (oS5 it sl Lo s el
g PH ol 15 Y il sl PH oS5 0352 G355 4 2 5
NH; slasy S 5o Cleas sads Sls Jale HMS .65 503 s
i s e >N NH ¢ 6l a2 6555 5 b s
ozxed ((Asouhidou et al., 2009) cils HMS & s K5

Journal of Water and Wastewater

Sl slaasss, Hsmd> @ b 5005 HMS Dlos a5
.(Asouhidou et al., 2009, Qin et ol 4l Szl 55 5 Sb
al., 2009)

03928 i glosed oLl jasin 0SS 53 &S shilen
2 5 L LIV g5 sles oo Jao . Ch-HMS &y 55018 61
it e ) Sde 1 Ses S Bis 59,00 Qlr o
S Dl 039,00 v 3 el Ol S i L5y 950
HMS | 4uslia ;3 Ch-HMS & 50 gl 50 (oo s Lid (L.:);
L Sl et HMS (sladiss, g oS sans ol
5 g S s (e LS rizen N sz s Ol S
iAo oS L pad s dale 5l ey HMS (slodiss, oo
IS 5 by Sl S Cad il alS s s 80 5 VA/Y
el 352 LHMS 55

i Ol e 2 PH S| gy -0
Al s oS J xS sl el o e 51 (S J e pH
S9s 0= bl wuiss o el el e el Gl

Vol.30, No. 1, 2019

Q

\YaA Jst\ :)L«J A 592



dx.doi.org/10.22093/wwj. 2018.97745.2486

il 53 o ol 5 i QP

100 A
90 -
_ 30 4 Chitosan/HMS
X i
E 70
£ o0
—
£ 50 - /x/"/‘\‘
s HMS
S 40
=
£ 30
=7
20 A
10 +
0 . ' ' '
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Adsorbent dosage(g)

Fig.7. The effect of adsorbent dosage
on dye removal

&JJJ}MJ:L;;’JS\;J‘:;\—VJ&Z

aeo s ol Coll L SO, i S b enl by 58 e 5 e
(Kumar et al., s oo SialS (o3l jlade il 58l 3 K, Bl
2010, Rezaei Kahkha and Piri, 2016)
1055 5 556 HMS Sluie Ol et o 48 oD pimon
Sl sicel sty s yad 45 4 57 b L ails K5 Gl
oy 5 b b S ks s 0 S0/ 0 V0 L Ch-HMS s 5500l wigy

SO S T I PR IS

ol ooy sb-v-y
Jeolss 53 O3l (55, S5, i ol e s 6l
Al e Ble plas s o ol 423> VY0 b calises Sl
ol oo g i o) 5l ey 5 0 JalS7e 235 bl
a3V Y B 5l el gl il 31 &S sl ol e
5 3l 5, Koy i 3l G

A s Jslw olas ol ey s 7o elad oo onlnly
ot 45518 s as S Galtse sla i besT gl 5 0t 4 S
0 S 5 e 35« el 0l 131 L S5 slad S e
Son s 5L slogss il L bl s 3ls Skl J51s
.(Kumar et al., 2010, Zarrinkamar and Gharbani, s )L..;G«
2016)

Journal of Water and Wastewater

100 A
90 A
80 1 Chitosan/HMS
X 70
4
g 60
2
S 50 A
&5 N
3 40 1 HMS
e 30 A
£
g 20 -
10 A
0 T T )
0 5 10 15

pH

Fig.6. The effect of pH on the adsorption of DY 86 onto
HMS and Ch-HMS

jHMS63Jﬁ/\9{~;—tﬂwb;}&)_j_k>‘)_ngij_; ’s.
Ch-HMS

S Sl e b el S S5, Bl s il s
MCM-41 s i gl 3la b 5 il Joie 5 IV (23,0
Jete S5, Bis s (NH-MCM-41) i ol Lot s ol
essal s Loac s Joale Wl 0l 55 e il
(Qin et al., 2009, Liu et al., Coul sud sanlin el Ll L

2013)

Ky @iz g dle e 3l )y -F-F
s eals oLis K, Bis oliee o odls lade L 3G Y S8 s
L S, Bl s s 358 0 sl S 55 &S sbles .l
Do Ueosls e (2l 5381L 505 S eds O3l Ol oS
Slacie il 58l L asle e Sl e 5 bl 201580 casiis
S el 5wl G155, 5 iy s e el
S /YO S 3l ke iy 5Ll e )5
JLed glaplSe 5 Dlix 2alS 5 Ch-HMS b 5Lt clew
s lie S5 Bis pleasly js iy Jiul 58l ‘CJa_“wJ
o= | .(Rezaei Kahkha and Piri, 2016, Abbasi, 2017) s_is
G355 051 Sl bl o G| 3l 5l 5 med Cleas sy
Colb Ly sl e s 53 LS (S5, chili) oS e

Vol.30, No. 1, 2019

VWAA b ) syled Fe oyps S



14

dx.doi.org/10.22093/ww;j.2018.97745.2486

Ohlen 5 4508 Lugo

e slass plipes oY (slasen 5 wslsil Gl 4 Y
Jioo 4 o (55 0mly (Staed g 5 o2 g ssll Jo L
sshied a8 an U eSO o5l 555 o Cutls oSy
LobsasS el - cidone glosly s Sles waslin 5 o)
Pl Cod b i ol Lol (Resg 5o sad e 3L
Sai a8 ks il ol gay diliie by 4Y
el aai S g s
sad i O3l 58 e saaline Jouxr cp 05 S 5sbples
sl b s lis 5o clio 5 VL Cds b b Ch-HMS
olie gl Clew iz sl b bl s glacsls
o s g3 5alS sl 5 g se 5 el (slas Sl
o il K, B 51 S it Slallan 281 55
Sos iz 005 0¥ SO Sk Sang LB Gloses SV

Ll O3 (555 2

i ol Slalias AT

Gl s A it 5,55 S5 e 5 sl

5 e gliis b Y slabasa 51 s IS5 L ChoHMS
Sl s G5l s cpl ot s S5 5l eslizal b 5
l&al Sadesy e s g5 S, ¢5olex eSSy loses
2 e e 5 i (025 B L e gl )
sbolen (il Ko b5 e & S 35 (55 S0 (Sten
oS5V (slas o syt naslia A US55 Y S 5
LY SO i s e plis Sl |y (Sacen g 5 0 SV
sk 55 i sl sas pdy laey S 5 eslidl Bt O3lr (s,
Gl aiload w55 3l e 695 Sen § SH S O pon
oy s 8 el sy ¥ Ll Jlaie  gdaip 3 sloses
gloser Y az (mhao Clo adlllas gl ol o sllae Qi
JAOF (St slard (Koo s 5 s 55 Sl

Gl ol S ez s 4 Y wy ols S wl cse

@l s oS i eSS Gbaleses sl el olie =Y o
Table.2. The parameters of Langmuir, Freundlich, Temkin and Elovich isotherms

Isotherm Non linear equation Linear form Parameter R’
C/q=1/k qut (1/qm) Ce

. Ce/qe vs. C, qm=71.43 mg/g

Langmuir 1 K=0.7 L/mg 0.999
l/qe= 1/k qnCe + 1/qp,
Langmuir 2 1/ge vs.1/Ce qu=:6161656LI/ng/ & 0.994
qe = K Ce/(1 + K. C,) = mg
gde=qm — qe/ k. Ce

i qevs. q/Ce qm=05.95 mg/g

Langmuir 3 Ki=1.07 L/mg 0.967
qe/ Ce: qm/ kl_ qe/ kl

i qe/Cevs. qe qm=66.47 mg/g

Langmuir 4 Ki=0.96 L/mg 0.967
qe-KC.'" I n=14.16

Freundlich In qinlr; Kot i e K=29.84 0.911

e (mg/g).(L/mg)""

, Qe vs. In Ce B=9.84 J/mole
Temkin q.=Bln (AC,) A=27.16 Lig 0.953

. — qe/qm qm=1353 mg/g
Elovich qe/qm= KgCe Ln (q/Ce) vs. Qe K= 23.60 0.934
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Table 3. Comparison of maximum adsorption capacity of different chitosan based adsorbents for the dye removal from
aqueous solution

Dye Adsorbent Maximum Ref.
adsorption
capacity (mg/g)
. SBA-15/Chitosan(5%) 40.3
Acid red 18 (AR18) SBA-15/ Chitosan (10%) 96.6 Gao et al. 2014
Methylene blue (MB)  chitosan/heulandite/Fe;O4 composites 45.1 Choet al. 2015
. L . . Darvishi Cheshme
Acid Red 88 (AR88)  bio-silica/chitosan nanocomposite 25.84 Soltgani, ct al., 2013
Reactive Black 5 80.28
Acid Red 51 Chitosan hydrogel/SiO, 70.4 Copello et al., 2011
Basic Violet 3 69.36
methylene blue Cross-linked chitosan/sepiolite composite 40.98 Marrakchi et al. 2016
Reactive Red 152 Chitosan/coffee residue composite beads 4.274 Nitayaphat 2017
Direct Yellow 86 Chitosan modified HMS (Ch-HMS) 71.43 This Study

AP pditen 3,5 S5 Cilzen s (o bale s 55 a0 4d 5 G 40 4 (St gladas o 2l eglio - F i

Table 4. Comparison of pseudo first and second kinetic models for the adsorption of DY86 onto Ch-HMS
nanocomposite

Initial First order model Second order model

conc. R’ Qescal. (Mg/g) ky(1/min) kn(g/mg.min) (e,ca(mg/g) R’

(mg/L)
20 0.07 31.18 0.933 0.983 29.41 0.0009
40 0.05 47.94 0.967 0.988 71.43 0.0003
60 0.067 70.80 0.945 0.986 71.43 0.0004
80 0.081 106.80 0.932 0.978 83.33 0.0003
100 0.035 26 1 0.987 52.63 0.0012
120 0.046 36 0.966 0.991 58.82 0.001
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