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Abstract In order to remove arsenic (As) from contaminated
water, granular Mn-oxide-doped Al oxide (GMAO) was fab-
ricated using the compression method with the addition of
organic binder. The analysis results of XRD, SEM, and BET
indicated that GMAO was microporous with a large specific
surface area of 54.26 m2/g, and it was formed through the
aggregation of massive Al/Mn oxide nanoparticles with an
amorphous pattern. EDX, mapping, FTIR, and XPS results
showed the uniform distribution of Al/Mn elements and nu-
merous hydroxyl groups on the adsorbent surface.
Compression tests indicated a satisfactory mechanical
strength of GMAO. Batch adsorption results showed that
As(V) adsorption achieved equilibrium faster than As(III),
whereas the maximum adsorption capacity of As(III) estimat-
ed from the Langmuir isotherm at 25 °C (48.52 mg/g) was
greater than that of As(V) (37.94 mg/g). The As removal
efficiency could be maintained in a wide pH range of 3~8.
The presence of phosphate posed a significant adverse effect
on As adsorption due to the competition mechanisms. In con-
trast, Ca2+ and Mg2+ could favor As adsorption via cation-
bridge involvement. A regeneration method was developed
by using sodium hydroxide solution for As elution from satu-
rated adsorbents, which permitted GMAO to keep over 75%
of its As adsorption capacity even after five adsorption–

regeneration cycles. Column experiments showed that the
breakthrough volumes for the treatment of As(III)-spiked
and As(V)-spiked water (As concentration = 100 μg/L) were
2224 and 1952, respectively. Overall, GMAO is a potential
adsorbent for effectively removing As from As-contaminated
groundwater in filter application.
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Introduction

Arsenic (As) contamination, which is mainly caused by geo-
chemical processes or anthropogenic activities, is ubiquitous
in groundwater around the world (Mandal and Suzuki 2002;
Smedley and Kinniburgh 2002). As is classified as one of the
most toxic and carcinogenic chemical elements and thus ex-
erts a significant impact on drinking water security (Hughes
2002). In the aqueous environment, As predominantly exists
in the inorganic forms of arsenite [As(III)] and arsenate
[As(V)], and As(III) is more toxic and more mobile than
As(V) (Smedley and Kinniburgh 2002; Hughes 2002).
According to the World Health Organization (WHO) guide-
lines, the concentration of As in drinking water should be less
than 10μg/L (World Health Organization 2008). Therefore, to
minimize the adverse impacts of As pollution, it is of crucial
importance to develop feasible and economical technologies
for the removal of excess As from drinking water.

Compared with other water treatment technologies, the ad-
sorption process is an efficient and economical method with
respect to removing As from drinking water, and many re-
searches have been conducted on the development of ad-
vanced adsorbents for As removal (Jadhav et al. 2015;
Mohan and Pittman 2007). New types of adsorbents attracting
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much attention in recent years, such as grapheme-based ma-
terials, were used to remove As from aqueous solution. For
example, Yoon et al. used magnetite–graphene oxide and
magnetite-reduced graphene oxide composite for the adsorp-
tion of As(III) and As(V) (Yoon et al. 2016). Roy et al. syn-
thesized europium-doped magnetic graphene oxide and inves-
tigated its performance for the removal of As(III) and As(V)
(Roy et al. 2016). On the other hand, the by-product or waste
materials were also utilized for the removal of As. Ociński
used water treatment residuals containing iron and manganese
oxides for arsenic removal from water (Ociński et al. 2016).
Imyim et al. studied the removal of As(III) and As(V) from
wastewater by using cationic polymer-modified waste tyre
rubber (Imyim et al. 2016). It is noted that metal oxide nano-
particles, which have extremely high surface areas and plenty
of hydroxyl groups, can exhibit remarkable adsorption capac-
ities and play a significant role in the researches concerning
As removal (Lata and Samadder 2016).

In recent years,many researchers usedmetal compositema-
terials (containing two or more metals) as adsorbents to re-
move As from contaminated water. The results showed that
the composite metal oxides can not only inherit the advantages
of parent oxides but also show a synergistic effect of higher
adsorption capacity than that of individual metal oxides (Lata
and Samadder 2016). Various composite metal oxides have
been synthesized and evaluated for As removal, such as Fe–
Ce (Zhang et al. 2005), Fe–Ti (Gupta and Ghosh 2009), Fe–La
(Zhang et al. 2014), Fe–Zr (Ren et al. 2011), Fe–Cr (Basu and
Ghosh 2011), Fe–Mn (Zhang et al. 2007;Wen et al. 2017), Zr–
Mn (Zhang et al. 2013a), Fe–Cu (Peng et al. 2016; Zhang et al.
2013b), Ce–Ti (Li et al. 2010), Mn–Co (Yin et al. 2011), and
Al–Mn (Wu et al. 2012) binary oxides. The introduction of
some transition metals can remarkably improve the capabili-
ties of bare Fe or Al oxides for removing As. Peng et al.
synthesized magnetic Fe3O4@Cu(OH)2 composites for
As(V) removal and obtained a satisfactory adsorption perfor-
mance (Peng et al. 2016). They stated that the coating of
Cu(OH)2 can greatly improve the arsenic adsorption capacity
of bare magnetic particles, and the mechanism for As(V) ad-
sorption was attributed to –OH groups and electrostatic attrac-
tion. Zhang et al. developed Fe–Cu binary oxide via a facile
co-precipitation method, and this novel adsorbent could ex-
hibit a great adsorption capacity for both As(V) and As(III)
(Zhang et al. 2013b). Moreover, some metal composite sor-
bents are characterized by their oxidative activity during the
adsorption of As(III). The Mn-oxide-containing composites
can oxidize As(III) to As(V) successfully and thereby enhanc-
ing the adsorption of As (Zhang et al. 2007; Wen et al. 2017;
Zhang et al. 2013a; Wu et al. 2012). These results showed that
metal composite materials can combine the adsorption char-
acteristics and the extraordinary properties of different metal
oxides, such as large surface areas, uniformly distributed mi-
cropores, and the presence of functional groups on the surface.

The above-mentioned researches provided useful informa-
tion on the improvement of As removal from polluted water
by using metal composite nanoparticles. However, most of
these adsorbents cannot be directly used in practical engineer-
ing processes due to their insufficient mechanical strength and
propensity to aggregate, which inevitably leads to extremely
high pressure drop and poor hydraulic properties in fixed-bed
or other flow-through systems (Lata and Samadder 2016;
Santhosh et al. 2016; Tan et al. 2016). To solve this problem,
it is required to immobilize powdered adsorbents in a granular
form. The methods for immobilization mainly include coat-
ing, loading, impregnation, or entrapment of active compo-
nents in/on certain carriers (Dou et al. 2011). To prepare gran-
ular adsorbents, coating and loading (or impregnating) active
components to a carrier can be easily realized and has been
tried extensively in previous studies (Wang et al. 2014, 2016;
Kumar et al. 2016; Zhu et al. 2016; Dutta et al. 2015). Some
researchers have incorporated Fe–Mn binary oxide into gran-
ular carriers such as diatomite and polystyrene anion exchang-
er (Chang et al. 2009; Li et al. 2012a, b). The resultant sor-
bents showed a satisfactory hydraulic property and a relatively
good arsenic sorption performance. However, the engineering
applications of these adsorbents are restricted by several draw-
backs such as limited active components, low stability, and
poor durability (Zhang et al. 2010). Hence, a compact granule
method is recommended to overcome these drawbacks. This
method can fabricate small-sized particles from powdered
materials without a carrier core and has been successfully
applied in the preparation of particles for food or pharma-
ceutical production on a mass scale (Mangwandi et al.
2016; Hong et al. 2013; Dou et al. 2013; Chen et al.
2011; Zhao et al. 2014).

In previous studies, we prepared a composite adsorbent of
Mn-oxide-doped Al oxide (MODAO) for As(III)/As(V) re-
moval. The introduction of Mn oxide can not only improve
the performance of Al oxides for As(III) removal but also
enhance the adsorption of As(V) (Wu et al. 2012; Liu et al.
2015). However, this powdered adsorbent cannot be used in
column reactors, not to mention in engineering application.
Therefore, in consideration of the treatment of practical As-
polluted water, a granular Mn-doped Al oxide adsorbent
(GMAO) was prepared via the compression method by using
cross-linked polyacrylamide (PAM) as the binder. In this
study, a granulation method (with an optimal mass ratio of
MODAO powder/binder and an optimum drying temperature)
was used to prepare a suitable granular adsorbent, namely
GMAO, for the removal of As(III) and As(V). Several surface
characterization methods were used to explore the physico-
chemical properties of this adsorbent. Batch experiments were
conducted to evaluate the performance of the optimized
GMAO for As removal from synthesized As-contaminated
water. The data for adsorption isotherms and kinetics were
fitted with different isotherm and kinetic models to calculate
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the corresponding parameters, which are in relation with the
adsorption rate and adsorption capacity of As. We also inves-
tigated the effects of water quality parameters on the removal
of As, including solution pH and coexisting ions. Moreover, a
desorption study was performed by using alkali solutions as
an effective eluent. Furthermore, dynamic experiments were
carried out to assess the performance of GMAO-packed col-
umns for removing As from simulated As-spiked water.

Materials and methods

Materials

All chemicals are of analytical grade and used without further
purification. All solutions were preparedwith deionized water.
The glass vessels used in the experiments were soaked in a 1%
nitric acid (HNO3) solution and rinsed several times with de-
ionized water before use. The stock solutions of As(III) and
As(V) were prepared with sodium arsenite (NaAsO2) and so-
dium arsenate (NaHAsO4⋅7H2O). Sodium nitrate (NaNO3)
was used to maintain the constant ionic strength of solutions
(0.01 M NaNO3). Sodium hydroxide (NaOH) and HNO3 so-
lutions were used to adjust solution pH. The arsenic working
solutions were freshly prepared by diluting the arsenic stock
solutions with deionized water.

The preparation of GMAO

The preparation of MODAO powders was conducted accord-
ing to a method as described in our previous studies (Wu et al.
2012; Liu et al. 2015). To prepare GMAO, first of all,
MODAO was smashed and sieved, and the particles less than
300 μm were selected and used for the next step.
Subsequently, MODAO powders were mixed with PAM so-
lution (the mass ratio of MODAO/PAM was about 19:1) and
then compressed into tablets (d = 3 mm) by using a tablet
compression machine. After that, these tablets were dried in
an oven at T = 60 °C for 12 h, cooled to room temperature, and
finally stored for the following experiments. Figure 1 shows
the schematic diagram of the preparation process.

Adsorption experiments for As removal by GMAO

For all the batch experiments, 0.05 g adsorbent was added into
150-mL flasks containing 50 mL of As solution, which were
shaken in an orbit shaker at 170 rpm for 24 h at
T = 25 ± 0.5 °C. In the adsorption isotherm experiments, the
concentrations of As(III) and As(V) ranged from 0.1 to
1.6 mM. NaOH and HNO3 solutions were added as needed
tomaintain the solution pH to approximately 7.0. The samples
were collected after 24 h of contact and filtered with a
0.45-μm polycarbonate filter membrane. In the adsorption

kinetic experiments, the initial concentrations of As(V) and
As(III) were 0.2 mM (initial pH = 7.0). The samples were
obtained at designed time intervals from different flasks and
filtered with 0.45 μm membranes. In the pH effect experi-
ments, the solutions of 0.1 M HCl and 0.1 M NaOH were
used for the preadjustment of initial solution pH ranging from
3.0 to 12.0 (initial As = 0.2 mM). In addition, various anions
(chloride, sulfate, carbonate, phosphate, and silicate; 2~4mM)
and cations (calcium (Ca2+) and magnesium (Mg2+);
2~10 mM) were employed to investigate the influences of
coexisting ions on As removal. To evaluate the reuse perfor-
mance of GMAO, the saturated adsorbent was soaked with
alkaline solutions (0.2 M NaOH) as an eluent and reused in
five consecutive cycles for the removal of As from solutions
(C0-As = 5 mg/L). Rapid small-scale column (RSSC) tests
were also carried out to evaluate the performance of GMAO
for As removal in dynamic reactors. A glass column with a 3-
cm inner diameter was packed with 212 cm3 of adsorbent
(about 100 g). The height of the adsorbent was approximately
30 cm. To ensure a good hydraulic condition, a layer of 1 cm
cotton and a layer of 6 cm small glass beads were positioned in
the column at both the top and the bottom of the GMAO layer.
A peristaltic pump (Lange-580, China) was used to maintain a
constant flow rate of 14.13 mL/min, resulting in an empty bed
contact time (EBCT) of 15 min.

Analytical and characterization methods

Total arsenic [As(T) = As(V) + As(III)] and As(III) concen-
trations were determined using spectroscopy equipment (AF-
610A, Beijing Ruili Analytical Instrument Co., Ltd., China)
on the basis of hydride generation atomic fluorescence (HG-
AFS). The total concentrations of Al andMnwere determined
by inductively coupled plasma optical emission spectroscopy
(ICP-OES) (SCIEX Perkin-Elmer Elan mode 5000). Total or-
ganic carbon (TOC) contents were analyzed by using a TOC
analyzer (Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan). Prior to anal-
ysis, the aqueous samples (10 mL for each one) were acidified
by adding 0.1 mL of HNO3 and stored in acid-washed glass-
ware vessels.

The surface area was measured by the BET method with a
Micrometrit ics ASAP 2000 surface area analyzer
(Micrometritics Co., USA). X-ray diffraction (XRD) analysis
was carried out on a D/Max-3A diffractometer (Rigaku Co.,
Japan) by using Ni-filtered copper Kα1 radiation. A particle
strength meter (0–200 N, KQ-2, Jiangyan, China) was used to
measure the compressive strength of GMAO. In addition, a
field emission scanning electron microscope combined with
energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (Quanta FEG 250, FEI
Ltd., USA) was used to obtain its surface characteristics. FTIR
spectra were obtained by using a Nicolet 5700 FTIR spectro-
photometer (Nicolet Co., USA) with a transmission model.
Samples containing 10 mg of the adsorbent were ground
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together with 250 mg of spectral grade potassium bromide
(KBr) in an agate mortar. XPS data were collected by using
an ESCA-lab-220i-XL spectrometer (Shimadzu, Japan) with
monochromatic Al Kα radiation (1486.4 eV). A zeta potential
analyzer (Zetasizer 2000, Malvern, UK) was used to analyze
the zeta potential of GMAO samples. To evaluate the weight
loss ratio of GMAO after adsorption, 0.05 g adsorbent was
added into 150 mL flasks containing 50 mL of NaNO3 solu-
tion (NaNO3 = 0.01 M, pH = 6.0~9.0), and these flasks were
shaken in an orbit shaker at 170 rpm for 24 h at
T = 25 ± 0.5 °C. After that, the solid samples were filtered,
dried, and reweighted.

The weight loss ratio (η) of GMAO after the adsorption
processes was calculated as Eq. (1):

η ¼ m2

m1
� 100% ð1Þ

where η is the weight loss ratio of GMAO; m1 and m2 are the
weight of fresh GMAO and used GMAO, respectively.

Theory

In order to investigate the potential rate-controlling step of the
adsorption process, the kinetics data were fitted with different
kinetic models, which were respectively presented in the fol-
lowing equations (Ho and Mckay 1998a, b; Sparks 1989;
Weber and Morris 1963):

qt ¼ qe 1−e−k1t
� �

pseudo‐first‐order model ð2Þ

qt ¼
k2qe

2t
1þ k2qet

psuedo‐second‐order model ð3Þ

lnqt ¼ ln kqeð Þ þ 1

m
lnt power model ð4Þ

qt ¼ k id0:5 þ C intraparticle diffusion model ð5Þ

where t is the contact time of adsorption experiment (h); qe
(mg/g) and qt (mg/g) are the adsorption capacity at equilibri-
um and at any time t, respectively; k1 (1/h), k2 (g/mg·h), kqe,
kid (mg/g h0.5), m, and C are the rate constants for these
models, respectively.

To provide quantitative information for the isotherms, these
data were fitted with the following four isotherm models
(Langmuir 1918; Freundlich 1906; Gimbert et al. 2008; Sips
1948; Casas et al. 2012), and the calculated parameters for
these isotherm models are listed in Table 2.

qe ¼
qmbCe

1þ bCe
Langmuir model ð6Þ

b is the Langmuir constant (L/mg) related to the affinity of
the binding sites; qm is the maximum monolayer adsorption
capacity (mg/g).

qe ¼ K FlogCe
1
n F Freundlich model ð7Þ

where KF is the Freundlich constant or capacity factor (mg/g);
n is the heterogeneity factor related to adsorption intensity.

qe ¼
RT ln KTCeð Þ

bT
Temkin model ð8Þ

where R is the gas constant, T is the absolute temperature in
Kelvin, bT is the constant related to the heat of adsorption, and
KT is the Temkin isotherm constant.

qe ¼
qSKSCe

nS

1þ KSCe
nS Sips model ð9Þ

where KS (L/mg) is the median association constant, nS is the
heterogeneity factor, and qS is the maximum monolayer ad-
sorption capacity (mg/g).

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the
preparation process for GMAO
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qe ¼
qHCe

nH

KH þ Ce
nH Hill model ð10Þ

where qH (mg/g) is the monolayer adsorbed quantity, nH is the
number of molecules per site, and KH is a Hill isotherm
constant.

The fitting of experimental data with different equilibrium
or kinetic models was carried out by using the software of
MATLAB (R2013b).

Results and discussion

Surface characterization

It can be seen from the photo of GMAO that this granular
adsorbent has a regular shape and an even thickness (Fig. 1).
Figure 2a illustrates an amorphous X-ray diffraction pattern of

GMAO. Two peaks for birnessite phase (δ-MnO2) could be
observed at 37.3° and 66.7° (Lenoble et al. 2004), and one
peak at 18.8° was characteristic of crystalline aluminum hy-
droxides (Masue et al. 2007). Figure 2b shows the XPS all-
scan spectrum of GMAO, and the peaks for Al3p, Mn2p, C1s,
and O1s could be observed. Figure 2c presents the FTIR spec-
tra of GMAO. The broad band at 3427–3503 cm−1 could be
attributed to the stretching vibration of hydroxyl groups on
metal oxides (Me-OH) (Ma et al. 2011), while the absorption
band at 1647 cm−1 was characteristic of Al–O (Li et al. 2013).
The band at 1632 cm−1 indicated the presence of C=O bonds
within carboxyl groups (–COOH) or aromatic C=C (Ulmanu
et al. 2003). The characteristic bands of 1053–1128 cm−1

could be assigned to C–OH and hydrogen bond stretching
vibration (Rahman 2007). In addition, the bands between
400 and 800 cm−1 could be relative toMn–O lattice vibrations
in layered manganese oxide phases (Kang et al. 2007).
Figure 2d shows that the zeta potential values of GMAO

Fig. 2 Surface characterizations
of GMAO adsorbent (a XRD
spectrum of GMAO; b XPS
all-scan spectrum of GMAO; c
FTIR spectrum of GMAO; d zeta
potential values of GMAO at
different pH conditions; e N2

adsorption-desorption isotherms
of GMAO; f compressional
behavior of GMAO under
different compression powers)
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decreased with the increased solution pH, and the pHPZC value
of GMAO was around 8.3. Figure 2e illustrates the nitrogen
adsorption isotherm curve of GMAO. A plateau in the adsorp-
tion curve started from the relative pressure of P/P0 = 0.20,
and the adsorption entered into a sharp increase at the relative
pressure of P/P0 = 0.85. Based on BDDT classification, the
adsorption isotherms followed the type II isotherm (Brunauer
et al. 1940). This result indicated the appearance of capillary
condensation in a mesoporous adsorbent material during the
multilayer adsorption (Fletcher et al. 2005). Additionally, ac-
cording to the BETmethod, GMAO showed a specific surface
area of 54.26 m2/g, a pore volume of 0.31 mL/g, and a mean
pore diameter of 515.5°A. The compressive strength illustrat-
ed in Fig. 2f was as high as 300 N, indicating that the amount
of stabilizer was sufficient for binding the nanoparticles of
MODAO and GMAO exhibited a considerable mechanical
strength. Furthermore, the weight loss ratio of GMAO after
adsorption was less than 0.5% in the pH range of 6.0~9.0,
implying a reliable stability for use.

The SEM image showed regular characteristics and a com-
pact structure of GMAO (Fig. 3a). In addition, the surface of

GMAO was comprised of massive small aggregates that ad-
hered together. The EDS result illustrated the large amounts of
Al andMn on the surface of GMAO (Fig. 3b). The occurrence
of C and S was also observed, which might originate from the
content of PAM and sulfate used in the preparation process.
The elemental mapping analysis is shown in Fig. 3c, d, which
indicated that the elements of Al and Mn were uniformly
distributed on the selected surface of GMAO. The aforemen-
tioned characterization results revealed that GMAO is inher-
ently heterogeneous and represents a defined combination of
chemically and structurally different constituent materials.
This combination produces a synergistic effect and aggregate
properties that are different from those of its constituents
(Ranđelović et al. 2012).

Kinetic and isotherm studies

Adsorption kinetic experiments were conducted to examine
the adsorption rate of As(III) and As(V) at T = 25 °C.
Figure 4 shows the variations of As adsorption amounts as a
function of contact time. It could be seen that the adsorption

Fig. 3 SEM/EDX patterns of GMAO adsorbent (a SEM image of the GMAO surface; b the elemental adequate spectrum of GMAO; cmapping mode
image of Al distribution in the section plane of GMAO; d mapping mode image of Mn distribution in the section plane of GMAO)
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equilibrium was reached after 48 h for both As(III) and As(V).
This equilibrium time was longer than that of As adsorption
onto Al–Mn binary oxide powders. This phenomenon may be
due to the slower mass transfer rate at the surface of particulate
adsorbents than that of powdered adsorbents. Qi et al. fabri-
cated Fe–Mn binary oxide-impregnated chitosan bead for the
adsorption of As(III) and As(V), and they also found that the
equilibrium time of As adsorption for this adsorbent was lon-
ger than that for Fe–Mn binary oxide powders (Qi et al. 2015).
Obviously, the powdered adsorbents with a smaller particle
size are more favorable than particulate adsorbents for fast
arsenic adsorption. In spite of this, the equilibrium time of
As adsorption onto GMAO was much shorter than that of
some other particulate adsorbents, such as hydrous iron
oxide-impregnated alginate beads (148 h) (Sigdel et al.
2016). Consequently, all other batch sorption experiments
were carried out for 48 h, ensuring that the sorption equilibri-
um was reached.

The results of the kinetic analysis are summarized in Table 1.
According to R2 values, the pseudo-second-order model
(R2 = 0.998 for As(III) and 0.983 for As(V)) and the power
model (R2 = 0.983 for As(III) and 0.988 for As(V)) should be
the better-fit models. The presice description of kinetic data with
the pseudo-second-order model suggested that the adsorption of
As(III)/As(V) by GMAO in water is a chemisorption process,
and this finding was consistent with As adsorption studies using
different types of adsorbents (Qi et al. 2015; Ntim and Mitra
2012; Li et al. 2012a, b). The chemisorption occurring between

As and GMAOmay be attributed to the complexation reaction,
which has been proposed in our previous studies (Wu et al.
2012; Liu et al. 2015). In addition, the accuracy of the power
model was in accordance with the moderately heterogeneous
surfaces of GMAO, which could exhibit different activation
energies for the chemisorption on its surfaces (Ho and McKay
1999). The kinetic data were also fitted with the intraparticle
diffusionmodel. Figure 4 illustrates that the fitting curves (a plot
of solute sorbed against square root of contact time) for both
As(III) and As(V) kinetic data could be divided into two por-
tions. As the straight lines did not pass through the origin point,
the intraparticle diffusion played an important role but was not
the only rate-controlling step for the sorption of As(III) or
As(V). In addition to intraparticle diffusion effects, As(III)/
As(V) adsorption may be also affected by diffusional effects
outside the solid phase and the interactions between As(III)/
As(V) and the active sites onto GMAO surfaces.

Adsorption isotherm curves, which play a significant role
in evaluating the practical applicability of an adsorbent, can
illustrate the relationship between the equilibrium amount of
adsorbate adsorbed onto the adsorbent and its residual con-
centration in the solution. The positive relationship between qe
and Ce is graphically shown in Fig. 5, in which the adsorption
capacity finally flattens to the value of an equilibrium satura-
tion point. The equilibrium data were fitted with different
adsorption isotherm models, and the corresponding parame-
ters were listed in Table 2.

The Langmuir isotherm model assumes that the adsorption
process happens on a homogeneous sorbent surface composed
of a finite number of identical sites with equal sorption activa-
tion energies (Gimbert et al. 2008). The equilibrium data for As
adsorption in most previous studies may not be explicitly
expressed in this form. However, many researchers preferred
to use the parameter qm calculated by the Langmuir model to
represent the maximum sorption capacity for As(III) or As(V)
(Kumar et al. 2014). In this study, the Langmuir qm values for
As(III) and As(V) were calculated as 48.52 and 37.94 mg/g,
respectively (Table 2). To compare the maximum adsorption
capacities of As(III)/As(V) between GMAO and some other
adsorbents, their qm values are listed in Table 3. It is interesting
to observe that the qm values of GMAO for As(III) and As(V)
were higher than those of other adsorbents, indicating that
GMAO has an advantage in As adsorption capacities. The
Freundlich model is an empirical equation which describes a
simple relation between the adsorbed amount and the

Fig. 4 Kinetic curves for As(III)/As(V) adsorption onto GMAO

Table 1 Parameters of kinetic
models for fitting kinetic data of
As(III)/As(V) adsorption on
GMAO

Adsorbate Pseudo-first-order model Pseudo-second-order model Power model

qe (mg/g) k1 (1/h) R2 qe (mg/g) k2 (g/mg·h) R2 k·qe m R2

As(III) 14.16 0.035 0.998 20.11 0.027 0.998 0.96 0.63 0.983

As(V) 12.68 0.042 0.955 16.04 0.041 0.983 1.50 0.49 0.988
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equilibrium concentration. It also can reflect not only the het-
erogeneity of the surface but the different interactions between
themolecules existing in the adsorbed layer. This isothermmod-
el could also fit the data fairly well (R2 = 0.96 and 0.99), thereby
indicating that the adsorption of As(III)/As(V) onto GMAO is a
chemisorption process. The Freundlich constants, KF and 1/nF,
are 4.81mg1–1/nL1/n/g and 0.49 for As(III) and 1.55mg1–1/nL1/n/
g and 0.66 for As(V), respectively. Being similar to qm, KF is a
comparative measure of the total adsorption capacity under
specified conditions. The KF values were in agreement with
the finding that GMAO exhibited a greater capacity for As(III)
than for As(V). The values of 1/nF were less than unity, indicat-
ing that As(III) or As(V) could be favorably adsorbed by
GMAO (Belhachemi and Addoun 2011). The Temkin isotherm
model, which is also an empirical equation and can be used to
describe adsorption of various adsorbates in chemisorption sys-
tems, is often used to explore the energy distribution of the
sorption process (Samarghandi et al. 2009). The constants KT

and bTwere 0.436 and 0.237 J/mmol for As(III) and 0.326 and
0.410 J/mmol for As(V), respectively. The Sips isothermmodel,
which is a combination of the Langmuir and Freundlich iso-
therm models, is expected to describe the adsorption system at
a heterogeneous surface (Casas et al. 2012). The R2 values
(0.981 and 0.977) indicated that the Sips model could also de-
scribe the isotherm data very well for both As(III) and As(V)

adsorption. For the Sips isothermmodel, the constantKS (L/mg)
represents the energy of adsorption. If the value of nS is closer to
1 or even equal to 1, the Sips model equation will approach the
Langmuir model.When the value ofKS becomes closer to 0, the
Sips model will approach the Freundlich model. The constants
KS and nS were 0.027 L/mg and 1.258 for As(III) and 0.017 L/
mg and 1.052 for As(V), respectively. The parameter nS, which
could be regarded as the parameter characterizing the system
heterogeneity, is usually greater than unity, and therefore, the
larger is this parameter, the more heterogeneous is the system.
Thus, it is indicated that this adsorbent has active sites with
different binding energies, and the adsorption of As(III) or
As(V) takes place on a heterogeneous surface (Foo and
Hameed 2010; Umpleby et al. 2004). The qS values calculated
by the Sips model (qS-As(III) = 41.78 mg/g, qS-As(V) = 32.69 mg/
g) could correspond to the adsorbed As concentrations obtained
experimentally and might be more realistic than that estimated
by the Langmuir model. The Hill equation was postulated to
describe the binding of different species onto homogeneous
substrates. The model assumes that adsorption is a cooperative
phenomenon, with the ligand-binding ability at one site on the
macromolecule, andmay influence different binding sites on the
samemacromolecule (Ringot et al. 2007). The constantsKH and
nH were 37.04 and 1.258 for As(III) and 58.82 and 1.052 for
As(V), respectively. The qH values were determined to be
41.78 mg/g for As(III) and 32.69 mg/g for As(V), respectively.
However, considering the applicability of the Sips and Hill
models under different conditions, we supposed that the former
one should be more suitable for As adsorption onto GMAO.

The influences of pH and coexisting ions

The existing literature reported that the changes in the solution
pH can noticeably affect the adsorption of As(V) and As(III)
by Al (hydr)oxides (Masue et al. 2007). Thus, we investigated
the pH effects on As adsorption. In aqueous solutions, the
predominant As species are negatively charged As(V) species
(H2AsO4

− and or HAsO4
2−) and uncharged As(III) species

(As(OH)3) at pH 3~9 (Smedley and Kinniburgh 2002). Arai
et al. (2001) found that the solution pH posed different influ-
ences on the adsorption of As(III) and As(V) by pure Al ox-
ides. The adsorption amounts of As(V) onto Al oxides

Fig. 5 Isotherm curves for As(III)/As(V) adsorption onto GMAO

Table 2 Parameters of isotherm models for fitting the isotherm data of As(III)/As(V) adsorption on GMAO

Adsorbates Langmuir model Freundlich model Sips model Temkin model Hill model

qm
(mg/g)

b
(L/g)

R2 KF

(mg1–1/n

L1/n/g)

1/nF R2 KS

(L/mg)
qS
(mg/g)

nS R2 KT bT
(J/mmol)

R2 qH
(mg/g)

KH nH R2

As(III) 48.52 0.042 0.988 4.812 0.486 0.960 0.027 41.78 1.258 0.981 0.436 0.237 0.962 41.78 37.04 1.258 0.981

As(V) 37.94 0.016 0.990 1.554 0.602 0.994 0.017 32.69 1.052 0.977 0.326 0.410 0.902 32.69 58.82 1.052 0.977
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increased with pH increasing from 3 to 5 and then decreased
as pH increased from 5 to 10. In contrast, the uptake of As(III)
by Al oxides was kept increasing with the elevated pH and
reached the plateau at a pH of 8.5, and the further increase of
pH led to the decrease in As(III) removal. However, in our
study, the curves for As(V) and As(III) adsorption amounts
exhibited a similar trend as a function of pH change. Figure 6a
shows that the adsorption amounts of both As(III) and As(V)
were regardless of pH in the range of 3~7, and then dropped as
the solution pH increased from 7 to 10. As the pHPZC value of
GMAO was around 8.0, its surface was positively charged at
pH < 8.0 and negatively charged at pH > 8.0 due to the pro-
tonated and deprotonated reactions. Because As(V) mainly
exists as the species of H2AsO4

− and HAsO4
2− in the pH range

of 6.0~9.0 (Smedley and Kinniburgh 2002), the consistently
weakened capability of GMAO for As(V) adsorption from pH
7.0 to 9.0 could not be attributed to the electrostatic repulsion
effects. A similar phenomenon was also observed by Han and
coworkers in their research concerning on the removal of
As(V) by Al2O3 (Han et al. 2013). When the solution pH
was increased from 6.0 to 10.0, more OH− would compete
with H2AsO4

−/HAsO4
2− in binding at the active sites on the

surface of GMAO. This may explain the decrease in As(V)
adsorption amounts at high pH conditions. In addition, the
deprotonated reactions at a higher pH could bring adverse
effects on the ion exchange between H2AsO4

−/HAsO4
2− and

OH−, and this also accounted for the inhibition of As(V)
removal.

Figure 6b illustrates the residual concentrations of As(III)
and As(V) at different pH conditions after the removal of
As(III) by GMAO. The existence of As(V) indicated that the
transformation of As species occurred in the process of As(III)
removal. The residual As(V) concentrations dropped consis-
tently as pH increased from 3 to 10. Considering the decreased
As(V) uptake at a higher pH, this result suggested that the
oxidation of As(III) was inhibited due to the elevated pH

value. That is to say, the oxidative reactivity of GMAO was
suppressed at high pH conditions. Driehaus et al. (1995) stated
that the pH change has no influence (pH 5~10) on the oxida-
tion of As(III) by pure Mn oxides. The different oxidative
capability of GMAO from that ofMn oxides may be attributed
to the interaction between Al and Mn oxides, which could
make the oxidation system become more complex. On the
other hand, the residual As(III) concentrations were elevated
consistently with increased pH. This phenomenon seemed to
be different from the results for As(III) adsorption onto pure
Al oxides, in which the As(III) removal was promoted with an
increasing pH until the solution pH reached 8 or 9. Because
the As(V) removal by GMAO was improved at a lower pH,
the decreased As(III) uptake at the same condition could be
attributed to the competition between As(V) and As(III) for
the active sites onto adsorbent surfaces. Kanematsu et al.
(2013) reported that As(III) adsorption can be strongly re-
duced at acidic to neutral pH conditions in the presence of
As(V) due to the strong suppression of the two inner-sphere
bidentate surface complexes. In addition, it has been proved
that As(III) surface complex speciation would be changed
significantly in the presence of As(V) (Jang and Dempsey
2008). Hence, the decline in the As(III) removal at high pH
conditions could be explained by two reasons: (1) the inhibi-
tion of As(III) oxidation caused by the reduction of oxidative
capability of GMAO and (2) the depression of As(V) capture
due to the strengthened competition between As(V) and OH−.
According to the aforementioned results, though the pH
change posed a similar effect on the removal of As(III) and
As(V) by GMAO, the removal mechanisms for As(III) and
As(V) were quite different. Furthermore, it is shown in Fig. 6c
that the residual concentrations of Al and Mn ions were at
extremely low levels in the pH range of 4~10, and a slight
release of Al and Mn ions occurred in acidic conditions
(pH = 3). Meanwhile, TOC was never detected in the solution
from pH 3 to 9 (data not shown). It means that no organic

Table 3 Maximum adsorption capacities of GMAO and other granular adsorbents

Adsorbents Maximum adsorption capacity (mg/g) pH References

As(V) As(III)

Magnetic nanoparticle-impregnated chitosan beads 35.7 35.3 6.8 Wang et al. (2014)

Macroporous anion exchanger-supported Fe–Mn binary oxide 13.2 44.9 7.0 ± 0.1 Li et al. (2012a, b)

Granular Fe–Ce oxide adsorbent 20.1 N.A. 5.0 Zhang et al. (2010)

Irregular shape granules of schwertmannite 31.7 N.A. 7.0 Dou et al. (2013)

Modified granular natural siderite N.A. 9.4 7.3 Zhao et al. (2014)

Iron-impregnated biochar 2.16 N.A. 5.8 ± 0.2 Hu et al. (2015)

Nickel boride nanoparticle-coated resin 17.8 23.4 6.0 Çiftçi and Henden (2015)

Zinc peroxide-functionalized synthetic graphite 19.1 18.8 6.5 Uppal et al. (2016)

Granular Mn-oxide-doped Al oxides 37.94 48.52 7.0 This study
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matter was released from this adsorbent. Hence, GMAO can
be used in a wide pH range without side effect or second
pollution.

Due to the complexity of natural water contents, the
coexisting anions (such as chloride ion, sulfate, carbonate,
silicate, and phosphate) and cations (such as Ca2+ and Mg2+)
are generally present in underground water and may interfere
with the removal of As(III)/As(V) by GMAO through com-
petitive adsorptions. Herein, we examined the effects of these
coexisting anions/cations at different concentrations (2~4 mM
and 2~10 mM) on the removal of As, and the results were
demonstrated in Fig. 7a, b. The presence of chloride, carbon-
ate, sulfate, and silicate anions at a concentration (2 mM) 10

times higher than that of arsenic (0.2 mM) did not exhibit an
obvious interfering effect on As(III) removal. By contrast, an
obvious decrease in the adsorption amounts of As(V) was
observed in the presence of sulfate and silicate anions, even
at low concentrations. Noticeably, phosphate exhibited a more
significant effect on the removal of As(III) and As(V). The
decreased arsenic adsorption capacity of GMAO in the pres-
ence of phosphate/sulfate should be due to the competition
between arsenic and the coexisting anions for the active sites
onto this adsorbent. It is noted that phosphate exhibited the
most fiercely interfering effect among these anions. It means
that phosphate could form a more stable binding with the
active sites onto GMAO surfaces, which could be attributed
to its similar chemical structure with that of arsenate. Arco-
Lazaro et al. (2016) reported that the strong competition be-
tween phosphate and As for adsorption sites could result in the
monolayer adsorption of arsenic, and the competition
occurred mainly at low As equilibrium concentrations.
Stachowicz and Hiemstra (2008) stated that phosphate may
have a more significant effect on the removal of As(V) than
that of As(III) due to a different electrostatic interaction.
However, the As(III) adsorption by GMAO responded more
strongly to the change in phosphate concentration in compar-
ison with As(V) adsorption. One explanation is that the phos-
phate would not only occupy the adsorption sites for As but
also suppress the reactivity of Mn oxides. Hence, the presence
of phosphate can pose a dual inhibition effect on the removal
of As(III).

On the other hand, the existence of calcium or magnesium
cations (from 2 to 10 mM) was beneficial to the adsorption of
As(III) and As(V) (Fig. 7c, d). Guan et al. (2009) reported that
the presence of Ca2+ ion could promote the adsorption of
As(V) in the neutral or alkaline conditions. They explained
that the calcium–arsenate hydroxide precipitates formed after
the addition of calcium salt into an alkaline solution. In addi-
tion, Ca2+ ions could compress the double layer and make the
internal pores more accessible, enhancing the adsorption of
arsenic accordingly. Magnesium ion has similar chemical be-
haviors with calcium ion, and its beneficial effects on As re-
moval could also be attributed to cation-bridging interactions.

Regeneration and reusability

In order to assess the cost-effectiveness of this adsorbent, de-
sorption and regeneration studies on saturated GMAO were
also carried out. Several different eluents were used to desorb
As(III)-reacted or As(V)-reacted GMAO samples, respective-
ly. Generally, alkaline solutions can be used for the regenera-
tion of adsorbents, and the As desorption mechanism is ex-
pected to be the displacement of anions with hydroxyl ions
(Chen et al. 2015). The NaOH solution was found to be the
best eluent in this study, and the optimum concentration was
0.2 M (data not shown). Moreover, arsenic adsorption/

Fig. 6 Effect of solution pH on As(III)/As(V) removal by GMAO (a As
adsorption amounts for As(III)/As(V) removal; b As speciation
distributions for the residual As after As(III) removal by GMAO; c the
concentrations of released Al and Mn ions)
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desorption cycles were studied to estimate the adsorbent life-
time. Figure 8 shows that the As desorption ratios for As(III)-
reacted samples were maintained in the range of 93.4~81.6%
from the first to the fourth regeneration time. The As uptake
decreased from 4.15 to 3.53 mg/g and then to 3.28 mg/g in the
third and fifth time for use, which means that GMAO can be
used for at least three cycles of As(III) adsorption without
significant changes in adsorption capacities (less than 15%
loss). Similar results were achieved for As(V)-reacted sam-
ples. The percentages of As desorbed from the As-loaded
adsorbent were in the range of 91.4~80.4% in the four regen-
eration times, and the As(V) uptake of GMAO decreased
slightly after each cycle and 76.8% of the initial adsorption
capacity could be maintained after five adsorption/desorption
cycles. Chen et al. (2015) investigated the regeneration of
several iron-based adsorptive media used for removing arse-
nic from groundwater, and found that the restored arsenic
removal efficiencies ranged from a low of 30% to a high of
95%. They pointed it out that if an adsorbent can be regener-
ated and reused with little loss of removal capacity and no
major particle degradation, regeneration can be used as an
economical option for the operation of the adsorptive media

process. Hence, the regeneration results indicated that GMAO
can be regenerated and reused for the adsorption process de-
spite some loss of As adsorption capacity. Overall, GMAO is
an efficient and renewable adsorbent for the removal of
As(III)/As(V) from water.

Column studies

To further investigate the applicability of GMAO in water
treatment processes, a small-scale column experiment was
conducted to remove As(V)/As(III) from simulated under-
ground water. The water quality parameters were selected as
follows: As(III)/As(V) = 100 μg/L, KCl = 20 mg/L,
NaNO3 = 10 mg/L, Na2SO4 = 20 mg/L, CaCl2 = 10 mg/L,
MgSO4 = 10 mg/L, pH = 7.7~8.3. According to the drinking
water standards of the WHO, the maximum concentration
level (MCL) for As is 10μg/L. As shown in Fig. 9, the column
for As(V) removal treated over 1952 BVof 100 μg/L As(V)
solutions before the drinking water standard (10 μg/L As) was
broken through. This result indicated that the breakthrough
time for As(V) removal (tb-As(V)) was 488 h. On the other
hand, for the treatment of As(III)-spiked water, the As

Fig. 7 Effects of coexisting ions on As(III)/As(V) removal by GMAO (a
As adsorption amounts for As(III) removal in the presence of different
anions; b As adsorption amounts for As(V) removal in the presence of

different anions; c As adsorption amounts for As(III) removal in the
presence of Ca/Mg cations; d As adsorption amounts for As(V) removal
in the presence of Ca/Mg cations)
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concentration in the effluent surpassed 10 μg/L after a bed
volume of 2224 was trea ted by the column ( tb -
As(III) = 556 h). The mass balance calculations indicated that
the total concentrations for As(V) and As(III) loaded onto the
packed GMAO were 407.6 and 464.4 μg/g, respectively. In
contrast to the batch adsorption results, similar As loads were
observed in columns for the removal of As(III) and As(V).
This phenomenon may be attributed to the shortened reaction
time in the column experiments, which might bring side ef-
fects on the oxidation of As(III) and thus inhibited the removal
of As(tot). Therefore, efforts need be made to further optimize
GMAO in the future study. In order to ensure the requirement
of adsorbent reuse in dynamic experiments, the in-situ regen-
eration of the adsorption column was carried out as follows:
At first, a peristaltic pump was used for pumping 5 L of
regenerant (0.2 M NaOH), which flowed through the column
at 7.0 mL/min. After that, the column was washed with tap
water and deionized water for three times, respectively.
Finally, the residual solution in the column was discharged
and the column was air-dried for use. In the regeneration cy-
cle, a decrease in breakthrough bed volumes was observed for
the treatment of both As(III)-spiked and As(V)-spiked water.
Though there was a loss in the adsorption capacity of GMAO
after the in situ regeneration, more than 1500 bed volumes of

As(III/V)-spiked water could still be successfully treated by
the GMAO-packed column. Hence, the elution method with
0.2 M NaOH solution can be used efficiently for GMAO
regeneration in the continuous treatment of As-contaminated
water. Furthermore, the concentrations of Al (below 0.2 mg/L)
and Mn (below 0.1 mg/L) in the effluent could completely
meet the drinking water safety standards promulgated by the
WHO. This result suggested that GMAO can be a promising
candidate for removing As(V) and As(III) from underground
water.

Conclusions

This study demonstrated that the granular Mn-oxide-doped Al
oxide adsorbent could be prepared via a compression method.
This material could exhibit a great potential for the removal of
As(III) and As(V) because of its reasonably good physio-
chemical characteristics, such as a large surface area, consid-
erable stability, and numerous hydroxyl groups on the surface.
The adsorption kinetics followed the pseudo-second-order
and the power kinetic models, which indicated that the remov-
al of As is a chemisorption process on heterogeneous surfaces.
The Langmuir maximum capacities for As(III) and As(V)
were calculated to be 48.52 and 37.94 mg/g at pH 7.0, respec-
tively, thereby indicating a satisfactory performance of
GMAO compared with that of other granular adsorbents re-
ported previously. The adsorption efficiencies of both As(III)
and As(V) could be maintained in a wide pH range of 3~8 and
were depressed at higher pH conditions. Some anions, espe-
cially phosphate, could cause side effects on the removal of
As(III) and As(V) by GMAO due to the competition for active
sites. By contrast, the coexistence of Ca2+ and Mg2+ could
promote As adsorption through the cation-bridge involve-
ment. In addition, the original adsorption capacity of GMAO

Fig. 9 Breakthrough curves for As removal from simulated As(III)/
As(V)-spiked groundwater by using GMAO-packed columns

Fig. 8 Regeneration performances of GMAO in the removal of aAs(III)
and b As(V)
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could be retained as 79.0 and 76.8% after 5 cycles of reuse for
As(III) and As(V) removal, respectively. Furthermore, a
small-scale column experiment for the treatment of As-
spiked water demonstrated that GMAO is a promising adsor-
bent for practical drinking water treatment.

Acknowledgements This work was supported by the Natural Science
Foundation of China (Grant No. 51578440/51208415), Program for
Innovative Research Team (PIRT) in Shaanxi Province (Grant No.
2013KCT-13), Key Laboratory Project of Education Department of
Shaanxi Province (Grant No. 14JS042), the Research Fund of Tianjin
Key Laboratory of Aquatic Science and Technology (Grant No.
TJKLAST-ZD-2016-08), and Major Science and Technology Program
for Water Pollution Control and Treatment (Grant No. 2013ZX07310-
001).

References

Arai Y, Elzinga EJ, Sparks DL (2001) X-ray absorption spectroscopic
investigation of arsenite and arsenate adsorption at the aluminum
oxide–water interface. J Colloid Interface Sci 235(1):80–88

Arco-Lazaro E, Agudo I, Clemente R, Bernal MP (2016) Arsenic(V)
adsorption-desorption in agricultural and mine soils: effects of or-
ganic matter addition and phosphate competition. Environ Pollut
216:71–79

Basu T, Ghosh UC (2011) Influence of groundwater occurring ions on the
kinetics of As (III) adsorption reaction with synthetic nanostructured
Fe(III)–Cr(III) mixed oxide. Desalination 266:25–32

Belhachemi M, Addoun F (2011) Comparative adsorption isotherms and
modeling of methylene blue onto activated carbons. Appl Water Sci
1:111–117

Brunauer S, Deming LS, Deming WE, Teller E (1940) On a theory of the
van der Waals adsorption of gases. J Am Chem Soc 62(7):1723–
1732

Casas N, Schell J, Pini R, Mazzotti M (2012) Fixed bed adsorption of
CO2/H2 mixtures on activated carbon: experiments and modeling.
Adsorption 18:143–161

Chang FF, Qu JH, Liu HJ, Liu RP, Zhao X (2009) Fe–Mn binary oxide
incorporated into diatomite as an adsorbent for arsenite removal:
preparation and evaluation. J Colloid Interface Sci 338(2):353–358

Chen L,Wang TJ,WuHX, Jin Y, ZhangY, DouXM (2011) Optimization
of a Fe–Al–Ce nano-adsorbent granulation process that used spray
coating in a fluidized bed for fluoride removal from drinking water.
Powder Technol 206(3):291–296

Chen ASC, Sorg TJ,Wang LL (2015) Regeneration of iron-based adsorp-
tive media used for removing arsenic from groundwater. Water Res
77:85–97

Çiftçi TD, Henden E (2015) Nickel/nickel boride nanoparticles coated
resin: a novel adsorbent for arsenic(III) and arsenic(V) removal.
Powder Technol 269:470–480

Dou XM, Zhang YS, Wang HJ, Wang TJ, Wang YL (2011) Performance
of granular zirconium-iron oxide in the removal of fluoride from
drinking water. Water Res 45:3571–3578

Dou XM, Mohan D, Pittman CU Jr (2013) Arsenate adsorption on three
types of granular schwertmannite. Water Res 47(9):2938–2948

Driehaus W, Seith R, Jekel M (1995) Oxidation of arsenate(III) with
manganese oxides in water treatment. Water Res 29(1):297–305

Dutta D, Thakur D, Bahadur D (2015) SnO2 quantum dots decorated
silica nanoparticles for fast removal of cationic dye (methylene blue)
from wastewater. Chem Eng J 281:482–490

Fletcher AJ, Thomas KM, Rosseinsky MJ (2005) Flexibility in metal-
organic framework materials: impact on sorption properties. J Solid
State Chem 178(8):2491–2510

Foo KY, Hameed BH (2010) Insights into the modeling of adsorption
isotherm systems. Chem Eng J 156:2–10

Freundlich HMF (1906) Ünber die adsorption in lösungen. Z Phys Chem
(Leipzig) 19(57A):385–470

Gimbert F, Crini NM, Renault F, Badot PM, Crini G (2008) Adsorption
isotherm models for dye removal by cationized starch-based mate-
rial in a single component system: error analysis. J Hazard Mater
157:34–46

Guan X, Ma J, Dong H, Jiang L (2009) Removal of arsenic from water:
effect of calcium ions on As(III) removal in the KMnO4–Fe(II)
process. Water Res 43(20):5119–5128

Gupta K, Ghosh UC (2009) Arsenic removal using hydrous nanostruc-
ture iron(III)–titanium(IV) binary mixed oxide from aqueous solu-
tion. J Hazard Mater 161(2–3):884–892

Han CY, Pu HP, Li HY, Deng L, Huang S, He SF, Luo YM (2013) The
optimization of As(V) removal over mesoporous alumina by using
response surface methodology and adsorption mechanism. J Hazard
Mater 254–255:301–309

HoYS, Mckay G (1998a) Sorption of dye from aqueous solution by peat.
Chem Eng J 70:115–124

Ho YS, Mckay G (1998b) Kinetic models for the sorption of dye from
aqueous solution by wood. J Environ Sci Health B Process Saf
Environ Prot 76(B):184–185

Ho YS, McKay G (1999) Pseudo-second order model for sorption pro-
cesses. Process Biochem 34:451–465

Hong HJ, Park IS, Ryu T, Ryu J, Kim BG, Chung KS (2013) Granulation
of Li1.33Mn1.67O4(LMO) through the use of cross-linked chitosan
for the effective recovery of Li+ from seawater. ChemEng J 234:16–
22

Hu X, Ding ZH, Zimmerman AR, Wang SS, Gao B (2015) Batch and
column sorption of arsenic onto iron-impregnated biochar synthe-
sized through hydrolysis. Water Res 68:206–216

Hughes MF (2002) Arsenic toxicity and potential mechanisms of action.
Toxicol Lett 133(1):1–16

Imyim A, Sirithaweesit T, Ruangpornvisuti V (2016) Arsenite and arse-
nate removal from wastewater using cationic polymer-modified
waste tyre rubber. J Environ Manag 166:574–578

Jadhav SV, Bringas E, Yadav GD, Rathod VK, Ortiz I, Marathe KV
(2015) Arsenic and fluoride contaminated groundwaters: a review
of current technologies for contaminants removal. J Environ Manag
162(1):306–325

Jang JH, Dempsey BA (2008) Coadsorption of arsenic(III) and
arsenic(V) onto hydrous ferric oxide: effects on abiotic oxidation
of arsenic(III), extraction efficiency, and model accuracy. Environ
Sci Technol 42:2893–2898

Kanematsu M, Young TM, Fukushi K, Green PG, Darby JL (2013)
Arsenic(III, V) adsorption on a goethite-based adsorbent in the pres-
ence of major co-existing ions: modeling competitive adsorption
consistent with spectroscopic and molecular evidence. Geochim
Cosmochim Acta 106:404–428

Kang L, ZhangM, Liu ZH, Ooi K (2007) IR spectra of manganese oxides
with either layered or tunnel structures. Spectrochim Acta A Mol
Biomol Spectrosc 67:864–869

Kumar E, Bhatnagar A, Hogland W, Marques M, Sillanpää M (2014)
Interaction of anionic pollutants with Al-based adsorbents in aque-
ous media—a review. Chem Eng J 241:443–456

Kumar PS, Flores RQ, Sjöstedt C, Önnby L (2016) Arsenic adsorption by
iron–aluminium hydroxide coated onto macroporous supports: in-
sights from X-ray absorption spectroscopy and comparison with
granular ferric hydroxides. J Hazard Mater 302:166–174

Langmuir I (1918) The adsorption of gases on plane surfaces of glass,
mica and platinum. J Am Chem Soc 40:1361–1403

Environ Sci Pollut Res



Lata S, Samadder SR (2016) Removal of arsenic from water using nano
adsorbents and challenges: a review. J Environ Manag 166:387–406

Lenoble V, Laclautre C, Serpaud B, Deluchat V, Bollinger JC (2004)
As(V) retention and As(III) simultaneous oxidation and removal
on a MnO2-loaded polystyrene resin. Sci Total Environ 326:197–
207

Li Z, Deng S, Yu G, Huang J, Lim VC (2010) As(V) and As(III) removal
from water by a Ce–Ti oxide adsorbent: behavior and mechanism.
Chem Eng J 161:106–113

Li X, He K, Pan BC, Zhang SJ, Lu L, Zhang WM (2012a) Efficient
As(III) removal by macroporous anion exchanger-supported Fe–
Mn binary oxide: behavior and mechanism. Chem Eng J 193–194:
131–138

Li Y, Liu JR, Jia SY, Guo JW, Zhuo J, Na P (2012b) TiO2 pillared
montmorillonite as a photoactive adsorbent of arsenic under UV
irradiation. Chem Eng J 191:66–74

Li WY, Liu J, Chen H, Deng Y, Zhang B, Wang Z, Zhang X, Hong S
(2013) Application of oxalic acid cross-linking activated alumina/
chitosan biocomposites in defluoridation from aqueous solution.
Investigation of adsorption mechanism. Chem Eng J 225:865–872

Liu T, Wu K, Xue W, Ma C (2015) Characteristics and mechanisms of
arsenate adsorption onto manganese oxide-doped aluminum oxide.
Environ Prog Sustain Energy 34(4):1009–1018

Ma Y, Zheng YM, Chen JP (2011) A zirconium based nanoparticle for
significantly enhanced adsorption of arsenate: synthesis, characteri-
zation and performance. J Colloid Interface Sci 354:785–792

Mandal BK, Suzuki KT (2002) Arsenic round the world: a review.
Talanta 58(1):201–235

Mangwandi C, Suhaimi SNA, Liu JT, Dhenge RM, Albadarin AB (2016)
Design, production and characterisation of granular adsorbent ma-
terial for arsenic removal from contaminated wastewater. Chem Eng
Res Des 110:70–81

Masue Y, Loeppert RH, Kramer TA (2007) Arsenate and arsenite adsorp-
tion and desorption behavior on coprecipitated aluminum: iron hy-
droxides. Environ Sci Technol 41:837–842

Mohan D, Pittman CU Jr (2007) Arsenic removal from water/wastewater
using adsorbents—a critical review. J Hazard Mater 142(1–2):1–53

Ntim SA, Mitra S (2012) Adsorption of arsenic on multiwall carbon
nanotube-zirconia nanohybrid for potential drinking water purifica-
tion. J Colloid Interf Sci 375:154–159

Ociński D, Jacukowicz-Sobala I, Mazur P, Raczyk J, Kociołek-
Balawejder E (2016) Water treatment residuals containing iron and
manganese oxides for arsenic removal fromwater—characterization
of physicochemical properties and adsorption studies. Chem Eng J
294:210–221

Peng B, Song TT, Wang T, Chai LY, Yang WC, Li XR, Li CF, Wang HY
(2016) Facile synthesis of Fe3O4@Cu(OH)2 composites and their
arsenic adsorption application. Chem Eng J 299:15–22

Qi JY, Zhang GS, Li HN (2015) Efficient removal of arsenic from water
using a granular adsorbent: Fe–Mn binary oxide impregnated chito-
san bead. Bioresour Technol 193:243–249

Rahman MS (2007) The prospect of natural additives in enhanced oil
recovery and water purification operations. M.A.Sc. thesis,
Dalhousie University, Canada

Ranđelović MS, Zarubica AR, Purenović MM (2012) New composite
materials in the technology for drinking water purification from
ionic and colloidal pollutants. In: Hu N (ed) Composites and their
applications. InTech, Rijeka, pp 273–300

Ren Z, Zhang G, Chen JP (2011) Adsorptive removal of arsenic from
water by an iron–zirconium binary oxide adsorbent. J Colloid
Interface Sci 358:230–237

Ringot D, Lerzy B, Chaplain K, Bonhoure JP, Auclair E, Laron-delle Y
(2007) In vitro biosorption of ochratoxin A on the yeast industry by-
products: comparison of isotherm models. Bioresour Technol 98:
1812–1821

Roy E, Patra S,Madhuri R, Sharma PK (2016) Europium dopedmagnetic
graphene oxide-MWCNT nanohybrid for estimation and removal of
arsenate and arsenite from real water samples. Chem Eng J 299:
244–254

SamarghandiMR, Hadi M, Moayedi S, Askari FB (2009) Two parameter
isotherms of methyl orange sorption by pinecone derived activated
carbon. Iran J Environ Health Sci Eng 6(4):285–294

Santhosh C, Velmurugan V, Jacob G, Jeong SK, Grace AN, Bhatnagar A
(2016) Role of nanomaterials in water treatment applications: a re-
view. Chem Eng J 306(15):1116–1137

Sigdel A, Park J, Kwak H, Park PK (2016) Arsenic removal from aque-
ous solutions by adsorption onto hydrous iron oxide-impregnated
alginate beads. J Ind Eng Chem 35:277–286

Sips R (1948)On the structure of a catalyst surface. J ChemPhys 16:490–495
Smedley PL, Kinniburgh DG (2002) A review of source, behaviors and

distribution of arsenic in natural waters. Appl Geochem 17(5):517–568
Sparks DL (1989) Kinetics of soil chemical processes. Academic, New

York
Stachowicz M, Hiemstra T, van Riemsdijk WH (2008) Multi-competitive

interaction of As(III) and As(V) oxyanions with Ca2+, Mg2+, PO4
3−,

and CO3
2− ions on goethite. J Colloid Interface Sci 320(2):400–414

Tan XF, Liu YG, Gu YL, Xu Y, Zeng GM, Hu XJ, Liu SB, Wang X, Liu
SM, Li J (2016) Biochar-based nano-composites for the decontam-
ination of wastewater: a review. Bioresour Technol 212:318–333

Ulmanu M, Marañón E, Fernández Y, Castrillón L, Anger I, Dumitriu D
(2003) Removal of copper and cadmium ions from diluted aqueous
solutions by low cost and waste material adsorbents. Water Air Soil
Pollut 142:357–373

Umpleby RJ, Baxter S, Rampey AM, Shimizu KD (2004)
Characterization of the heterogeneous binding site affinity distribu-
tions in molecularly imprinted polymers. J Chromatogr B 804(1):
141–149

Uppal H, Hemlata, Tawale J, Singh N (2016) Zinc peroxide functional-
ized synthetic graphite: an economical and efficient adsorbent for
adsorption of arsenic(III) and(V). J Environ Chem Eng 4:2964–
2975

Wang J, Xu WH, Chen L, Huang XJ, Liu JH (2014) Preparation and
evaluation of magnetic nanoparticles impregnated chitosan beads
for arsenic removal from water. Chem Eng J 251:25–34

Wang LL, Han C, Nadagouda MN, Dionysiou DD (2016) An innovative
zinc oxide-coated zeolite adsorbent for removal of humic acid. J
Hazard Mater 313:283–290

Weber WJ Jr, Morris JC (1963) Kinetics of adsorption on carbon from
solution. J Sanit Eng Div 89(2):31–60

Wen ZP, Zhang YL, Guo S, Chen R (2017) Facile template-free fabrica-
tion of iron manganese bimetal oxides nanospheres with excellent
capability for heavy metals removal. J Colloid Interface Sci 486:
211–218

World Health Organization (2008) Guidelines for drinking water quality,
vol Volume 1, 3rd edn. World Health Organization, Geneva, p 306

Wu K, Liu T, XueW, Wang XC (2012) Arsenic(III) oxidation/adsorption
behaviors on a new bimetal adsorbent of Mn-oxide-doped Al oxide.
Chem Eng J 192:343–349

Yin H, Feng XH, Qiu GH, Tan WF, Liu F (2011) Characterization of Co-
doped birnessites and application for removal of lead and arsenite. J
Hazard Mater 188(1–3):341–349

Yoon Y, Park WK, Hwang TM, Yoon DH, Yang WS, Kang JW (2016)
Comparative evaluation of magnetite–graphene oxide
andmagnetite-reduced graphene oxide composite for As(III) and
As(V) removal. J Hazard Mater 304:196–204

Zhang Y, YangM, DouXM, He H,Wang DS (2005) Arsenate adsorption
on an Fe–Ce bimetal oxide adsorbent: role of surface properties.
Environ Sci Technol 39(18):7246–7253

Zhang GS, Qu JH, Liu HJ, Liu RP, Wu RC (2007) Preparation and
evaluation of a novel Fe–Mn binary oxide adsorbent for effective
arsenite removal. Water Res 41(9):1921–1928

Environ Sci Pollut Res



Zhang Y, Dou XM, Zhao B, Yang M, Takayama T, Kato S (2010)
Removal of arsenic by a granular Fe–Ce oxide adsorbent: fabrica-
tion conditions and performance. Chem Eng J 162(1):164–170

Zhang GS, Khorshed A, Chen JP (2013a) Simultaneous removal of arse-
nate and arsenite by a nanostructured zirconium–manganese binary
hydrous oxide: behavior and mechanism. J Colloid Interface Sci
397:137–143

Zhang G, Ren Z, Zhang X, Chen J (2013b) Nanostructured iron(III)-
copper(II) binary oxide: a novel adsorbent for enhanced arsenic
removal from aqueous solutions. Water Res 47(12):4022–4031

ZhangW, Fu J, ZhangGS, ZhangXW (2014) Enhanced arsenate removal
by novel Fe–La composite (hydr)oxides synthesized via
coprecipitation. Chem Eng J 251:69–79

Zhao K, Guo HM, Zhou XQ (2014) Adsorption and heterogeneous oxi-
dation of arsenite on modified granular natural siderite: characteri-
zation and behaviors. Appl Geochem 48:184–192

Zhu NY, Yan TM, Qiao J, Cao HL (2016) Adsorption of arsenic, phos-
phorus and chromium by bismuth impregnated biochar: adsorption
mechanism and depleted adsorbent utilization. Chemosphere 164:
32–40

Environ Sci Pollut Res


	Removal of arsenic(III,V) by a granular Mn-oxide-doped Al oxide adsorbent: surface characterization and performance
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Materials
	The preparation of GMAO
	Adsorption experiments for As removal by GMAO
	Analytical and characterization methods
	Theory

	Results and discussion
	Surface characterization
	Kinetic and isotherm studies
	The influences of pH and coexisting ions
	Regeneration and reusability
	Column studies

	Conclusions
	References


