Journal of Water and Soil
Vol. 31, No. 1, Mar.-Apr. 2017, p. 179-191

s e b
LA GiAy

(5591 Zoluo 9 pole) S 9 O & 2
IWA-1RY .o AFRS Coiigems 3 — (525958 o) 0lons F) >

Qu}ﬁ}:@" SO g e Ol SaS Chw s Gl g8 sladde S eslaal

ol el Sy,

2 Y gz *Y AN
‘5;‘9‘9|aw.kw—‘)5&9\.«*»|— &L@‘Jd}wj—dy“ﬁjw@

AR ZANACNEYR G

LXVOCS

O 5y 8 ol ad el o lerd slatiSTy o] 50 o attd olerd (S5 odm bl (b (lalaos

S et ol e g el slaigy i g S0 CllE 5 lasee bulpdjl Slie jhud dlax | olie jolie anl Can (bt
ooy am oo s ) (ylol Ol o o cdale s Gl 8] laaidly g coslSal (Sl S Jolxe 5 Ll O o e glagygsls )
e i im0 o 8 e COlS jdaie 4 5 S Jslowe 53 oy ol Sl 15550 oberd sl 1Sy S ool
Lzl 5 4d 6 S0jlul (s oloj 9 PH I (i cobgS SIS 2 (g 93 ol (Ao der SGiiS” Jinghy ol 3 «lind 5 mjsie slagyn
il (R2~0.99) £9d Ay dd o o sl SIS gl Jde lo jd a8 3l LS s o Chsg (rdaw ls SS9 o e
Lavosly aiiS' o (w9340 |y (bl (slaosl (R2~0.7-0.9) Ol eyd & (Saisy g gl s (Sauicy 4l p b i
s PH i by o) oo o St o oo PH 5l ol i 5 o e (5l s sondans ol St o8 0l Ui e
Ol oMol STy s pos 018 39000 ole Sy S (sla S en p domit 53 9 SIS (e )L L G2 L g 0 gl oS > e
e Ol e (I Cage w g pgd (i (Prlaw Ll ATy 53 @S cage b G2 90 ol Sl o (rlaw Qo a5l LS Beesl

0 WPT 9 u_:zj (o2 a0 ‘MAAK 0)49) iz dl.&auy Lv Olawsd
i eIl (o 58 mise 9 medS Slag ) 392 SB-
S u—” Slgo Yloisl g ) sla S aaw (59, 0 o
ojr9- il (glacgw) 5 La LS JSb 4 plajon g Aitn
‘51)_’ \jw ...\_3)].) Jga> SLs JERISRT I W‘J{ LnguLu)f
Lgl_m‘_”_;_ alos )‘\ gl.mo% Cudld saiss J)“'SB e ui}.:fls Oy
Lncals o) 2,51133,5 o sl S350 U i 3190 (10 i
(Bl balys ) o ptiSly cdpiy Glies Sl (A3> sy
555l S gl olusl 2 oy Colleb iy g Lol 48 0
u.%)_m.u Sy sJ.)Lv C«;L: I)J) ‘.L»L.» leuy u.sﬁb u.».n:.‘% 0dS
Ol 2pS o0 2 ) Pl Sl iy olej e g o ST
A5l Lagiun cpl 5 el cuonl bl obyd slalae
6).) dl)_: 9) d—’l )l S VY. Y J.)l_u—w el )2 u.l.f—‘ U,LA...»

g oo ColigS S (g9, ol

it 1St ol o dan Gl (Sboly S 158 Lol

doddo

Lo el 31 oms (bl (s ol polic (usytand bl
3 el s Jalomo 56 )3 lagysy clled sl ST Jgloma 516
09,5 93 5 el a8 col (gl ot 5 Al sla ST
M8 gy g Al 5 jlsls) 5 (o Cia sl STy
36 53 g el ouisS S g e (iSly «g) ol 125 o
s (s g gl BB (Solws dagygr el (gl ¢ Jgloce
e ol el g Gl g (6))liS ek
prizegll g ool loruS g un maw 5 o) oS 4l g, 008
lnguy 5 1S 51 eisio gl oo e 15 (VA § VF)

(e Cow b o8l o wliiSB 05,5 Ll 5 (58> (gomuiild =Y g )
ol
(Email: Rasoul.Rahnemaie@modares.ac.ir = :Jgtus ot g —#)
Jodyl e (Jus ) Basee ol&uisly o wliiSE 05,5 Hbkiwl -V
oS «SB g O Cliing dusge «SB g jxlols sy Lokl ¥
DOI: 10.22067/jsw.v3111.50556


www.SID.ir

VAP g0yl — (12939,9 o oylous FY uls (S g 0T aypis VA

L ol Jlan] jiSen s o 335 gy ol g5y b g SB
3ol 15 98 )3 (g 0590 305 ey plo b g SB (o
Sl ypas dex jl alej Joloe cond I Sl (o Qo
el Lo iisly ool o lagyg: lojon jpan (V) adl o ilisee
9 (solyd Canj g ok bl (g ) 6y b oy 105 e
B oyl )3 (bl opl o dmd e )13 86 o ) Ll e
S 89y e 9 Sland glag lojen (aw Cla S
658 sloa S g )an il e plgis 4 oligS ol 1Sy 1n
22 LaiiSly jolate (pa 5,5 oo 518 (w350 S
(592 90 i 53 ob g (o2 jeke b Slaud) gy ST ool pliaas
9 o e PH g DL Lo 5l (ol (w25t 9 laund)
e ilen S sl Jto 31 oozl b iolej] (slmodls
SRSy «pgd Aye dd (Sl A5 pe 4ud pod S ye ¢ Jl 4y

Do oo Lo guolgl g BBl (9,0 il

L9 9 3lge
I8 9y90 sladglas 5 culiBhS SIS (5 luoulel

9 0SSl U9yl 0dd g SIS Wiges jl eBadod pl
Olyid Voo /0 Jodoe jolaie paudyd )5 oslatwl (V) o) Ken
Sd ;5 WY ol PH 4 ey U5 Ye o Y/0 390 Ly oy 2l
S350 lod 55 ol o el MY+ Dot ¢ Jols mniliwgun
(Spectra pore 7) sLie jl eolaiuwl U gl (g 285
ey sl I EC & (bl Joloxo ECS o b 155 3
420 4035 RSS Sl 3 g (Gl (b ik 5> gslige
A58 (XRD) oSl ant] il oy s SIS ol 5 sl
= @yosie W Joleo BET (b, (pslusly o o b 5 (V JS3)
o LS (PHp) oS0 Sy o Al (¥) 25 (5 Seilal .5
sotaiodn (F) ad (e AN 3l JLo g Sl (yoml a5 2,
S PR Ny FESSRC AW PO VR PP AN
smaadl 3 o ialojl ales Bl S 0 g SliS (slagg 4 ladiges
S Ogrmilige g ylaie O 5l plosl jalls 59y 58
ool Lo zolo] plosl 5 ledglone ags (sl o0 sy oS o
NaH,PO, (elacSoi §| iy 4 mpsio 5 Slind (sla Joloxs .05
s HCI )¥g o +/V slo Jotone 3l pioron ad 4y MgCl, 4
8 pulas (gl NaCl el Joloxo 51 g pH puas (51,0 NaOH
W 0dlatwl (Jey

ogde odomn (laptu 455 (pl )3 (olerd sl 28Ty Zuno
Lo Sy €y Sitias Lk o ol o 5 oSy (y 2
(Y8 9 W &) 33,5 oy 30

S-Sy Sl Spgpe pmolis dlar jl mjiie 5 Olnd clagys
oS SLS Jobore L3 )3 gl culled asliz W g stz jlalS
s3eaS <yl ol 5 bitls LS L5 (gsS5usly al Sao A5l
ohalS a3 g s Gl (slas,lxial 9, corge lag]
Yo axe aS el Sy C)ﬁl Do oo OY guase CuS 9 CauaS
dyly B 468l ol b SB 0 p e g Glawd S clale
g Paw Ol bl g ilule) STy Copw Yoo
(F) ol 0158 g0 Lale Inisges, i SIS Mool ey b

ol Loy iluls, g (daw Cdo Sl STy (o) 5
e (gl Sy odle odle g okisd Ol (92 s SRy 2
Lo Sy ol adon el (03b Jlas Comal (gl 3 0l
Jodoe (PH) (55 lg e Jslne (G2 038 )l a3 4 (lgie
Bblie SE Jolows 135,505l 1505 slagg clalé 5 g9 5
slapslS oloysitS GaSB Lol b (SUiS de g SuiS
ol yolie Sl S o g 1,05 clapissl 5 peisio 5 prdS ot
290 42 (9= S 5 Ol i ol SB (S a8 0ki5le
23S e JSb adhate pn (ool Ga Shg b Jol 3 5 oo
o Solel Ol G Sy @35 ol SB aoslix (ol pogdle
PLS L o S o 3 9 SB Jsle S0 5
i ol OF G S 5 53 aeliz ) ol 5088 e 3 S8
S 5 Jglore 1 o (s 25 (59 juS (il 05 ©jg0 (5ot
(F) 2 )8 o 1 ol 5 Slas g Ay colps o 9 Jols

ey 00l e ) a4 amd e Lty Lla )
G eloygdS St o 9 Sits 3blio o)l Ol (slodigas
Lo god (B) Coul 0as Sl ;TS s w3k 4 oS
iyt o] ] 5 ookl & sl 0 0313 it 5 (SIS
9o Ay S Jles A SS9 Sl )lxinl g
Sl Sae mjste (g ChalE (o (Rl G )b 51(7)
o a9 SB (S5 g (aliond S Shg ) e 4 poie
Cowl o 03 lis ales .l 48,5 )18 an g5 350 4iaS 940l
S gl )l (Rl case mse (g dbj cdalé oS
G Gl ey case (g SB Ol pides Jials
Hlmoia Sl el 1T 9 VY A7 AY) 39500 e (2
ot 58 Gl S iy 2 miste O S (s S8l


www.SID.ir

VAN slapg (el i S diogi g1y (02525 S 3l eolii!

o [ ] ]

IR EEEERN

TMB G.SD
2000

1000

sl
0

At i

x .“J__}_..ILL J_ s

T 2 P I
10 20 30

T . 0
80 60 70

Position [*2Theta]

Bdod 1> 03wl 350 CulighS SIS XRD - S
Figure 1- XRD pattern of Goethite (in this study)
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Tablel. Applied kinetic models in this study
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Figure 2-Kinetic of phosphate adsorption (0.4 mM) on goethite (3g L™) as a function of pH and equilibration time in 0.1 M
NaCl background electrolyte a) in single ion system and b) in the presence of magnesium (0.2 mM)

200 200
¢ pH=11.5 ;
] F1)0 5 l N pH=10.5 <
150 | 4 95 150 - 9.5
O 85 O 85
A 75 4
100 | o 65 100 { ©
.
g g
50 - 50 -
0.4 mM PO, no Mg 0.4 mMPO,3, 0.2 mM Mg
0 . 0 ‘ T ‘
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
t t
0.1 0.1
0.05 0.4 mM PO,3,no Mg z 0.05 | 0-4mM PO,3,0.2 mM Mg

2.5
logt logt
w53 (Z 9 W) Cliwd daw Cds SieS wbolo] (gLodId 3 ©i1)3 (49,5 a1 (Saaidy 9 995 dd po dd (g0 (W51, —F UKW
e O y9i (592 )9 S S
Figure 3- Description of phosphate adsorption experimental data by pseudo-second order and parabolic diffusion kinetic
models in a&c) single ion systems and b&d) in the presence of Mg
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Figure 4-Kinetic of magnesium adsorption (0.2 mM) on goethite (3 g L") as function of pH and equilibration time in 0.1 M
NaCl background electrolyte, a) in single ion system and b) in the presence of phosphate (0.4 mM)
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Figure 5- Description of magnesium adsorption experimental data by pseudo-second order and parabolic diffusion kinetic
models in a&c) single ion systems and b&d) the presence of phosphate
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Table 2- Model parameters derived from fitting the pseudo-second order model on experimental data

. . n i Codyb
] s K iisly g5 ol ho 519 adgl fda: sl ,
Experimental system pH Reaction rate Initial rate of Eauli .e . SE R
constant reaction qulibrium a.(tlsorptlon
capacity
6.5 425.797 769.231 1.344 0.99 7.0%10°°
olind 7.5 212.041 384.615 1.347 0.99 6.9%10™
(g <S5) 8.5 13.854 24.814 1.338 0.99 1.8%1072
Phosphate 9.5 10.938 17.606 1.269 0.99 2.5%1072
(Single ion) 10.5 9.178 12.151 1.151 0.99 1.3*10
11.5 9.896 9.149 0.962 0.99 1.8%10
5.5 488.178 909.091 1.365 0.99 1.0%10-4
oliwd 6.5 414.541 769.231 1.362 0.99 1.7*%10-4
(Ss 9) 7.5 217.858 400.000 1.355 0.99 8.0%10-6
Phosphate 8.5 31.743 58.140 1.353 0.99 1.4*10-2
(binary) 9.5 28.516 48.309 1.302 0.99 6.9%10-3
10.5 19.785 30.960 1.251 0.99 6.8%10-3
5.5 0.499 0.002 0.065 0.98 5.3*10-3
o e 6.5 0.475 0.003 0.081 0.90 1.4*10-2
(S S5) 7.5 6.275 0.252 0.201 0.99 2.6%10-2
Magnesium 8.5 12.618 2.130 0.411 0.90 1.7%10-2
(Single ion) 9.5 23.987 9.775 0.639 0.99 9.3*10-3
10.5 22.277 10.235 0.678 0.90 1.5%10-2
5.5 4.837 0.057 0.109 0.99 2.2%¥10-2
o2 e 6.5 5.265 0.074 0.118 0.99 2.1*¥10-2
(F929%) 7.5 20.191 1.806 0.299 0.90 1.0¥10-2
Magnesium 8.5 34.728 8.897 0.506 0.99 8.0%10-3
(Bionary) 9.5 35.470 15.649 0.664 0.90 7.5%10-3
10.5 39.810 18.519 0.682 0.99 8.3*%10-3

15l o Jao 35l 51 5,0kl olizil 5 Cpassd i il i 4SE 4R
R? and SE refer to determination coefficient and standard error of the estimate, respectively
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Table 3- Model parameters derived from fitting the Elovich and parabolic diffusion equations on experimental data

=9 Jso 155 0952 41 (S amliSy Jae
] Elovich model Parabolic diffusion model
il g
Experimental T ‘; Sy
system g (Bldaw SE R’ Diffusion R’ SE
Adsorption coefficient
constant
1.342 0.0004 0.000  0.70 0.003 0.70 1.554
e 1.343 0.0009 0.001  0.77 0.007 0.77 0.390
(s &)UW 1317 0.0047 0.004  0.83 0.0036 0.83 0.407
Phophate (Single 1.186 0.0205 0023 0.70 0.0168 0.70 0.382
fon) 1.086 0.0158 0012 0.83 0.0168 0.70 0.250
0.878 0.0209 0.020 0.7 0.0142 0.82 0.127
1.363 0.0003 0.000 0.73 0.0002 0.77 0.427
. L 1.360 0.0004 0.000  0.78 0.0003 0.86 0.427
(gt 93) laund 1.351 0.0008 0.001  0.71 0.0035 0.80 0.426
Phosphate 1.308 0.0110 0.010  0.79 0.0046 0.82 0.426
(Binary ion) 1.280 0.0050 0.004  0.82 0.0036 0.65 0.403
1.210 0.0099 0.009  0.81 0.0099 0.87 0.386
-0.0009 0.0123 0.008  0.89 0.4256 0.91 0.023
-0.0056 0.0160 0.015  0.80 0.5617 0.72 0.039
(g S5) o juio 0.1723 0.0058 0.002  0.95 0.0315 0.94 0.106
Magnesium 0.3851 0.0058 0.003 091 0.0146 0.91 0.224
(Single ion) 0.6234 0.0036 0.002  0.88 0.0057 0.88 0.353
0.6687 0.0018 0.001  0.84 0.0027 0.84 0.375
0.0833 0.0047 0.003  0.88 0.0488 0.90 0.054
0.0908 0.0053 0.002  0.94 0.0504 0.97 0.059
(92 33) o jaic 0.2819 0.0039 0.002  0.90 0.0135 0.90 0.163
Magnesium 0.4975 0.0019 0.001  0.90 0.0038 0.90 0.280
(Binary ion) 0.6555 0.002 0.001  0.90 0.003 0.88 0.368
0.6773 0.001 0.801  0.84 0.001 0.73 0.382
2bse Jdo 39l 3yl obidl 5 s oy Sl cui i 4 SE o R?
R? and SE refer to determination coefficient and standard error of the estimate, respectively
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Introduction: Natural environments, including soils and sediments, are open and complex systems in which
physico-chemical reactions are in semi equilibrium state. In these systems, bioavailability of plant nutrients, like
phosphate, is influenced by environmental conditions and concentrations of other ions such as calcium and
magnesium. Magnesium is a dominant cation in irrigation water and in the soil solution of calcareous soils.
Recent evidences show relative increase in the concentration of magnesium in irrigation water. Because of the
importance of chemical kinetics in controlling concentrations of these ions in the soil solution and for
understanding their effects of adsorption kinetics of magnesium and phosphate ions, in this research, adsorption
kinetics of these two ions on goethite is investigated as function of time and pH in single ion and binary ion
systems. The experimental data are described by using the adsorption kinetics equations. These data are of the
great importance in better understanding adsorption interactions and ion adsorption mechanism.With respect to
the importance of these interactions from both economical and environmental point of view, in this research, the
kinetics and thermodynamics of phosphate and Mgadsorption interactions were investigated as function of pH
on soil model mineral goethite in both single and binary ion systems.

Materials and Methods: Kinetics experiments were performed in the presence of 0.2 mM magnesium and
0.4 mM phosphate in 0.1 M NaCl background solution and 3 g L™ goethite concentration as function of pH and
time (1, 5, 14, 24, 48. 72 and 168 h) in single ion and binary ion systems. After reaction time, the suspensions
were centrifuged and a sample of supernatant was taken for measuring ions equilibrium
concentrations.Phosphate concentration was measured calorimetrically with the ammonium molybdate blue
method by spectrophotometer (Jenway-6505 UV/Vis). Magnesium concentration was determined by atomic
absorption spectrophotometer (AA-670Shimadzu AA/FE). The amounts of adsorbed ions were calculated from
the difference of the initial and the equilibrium concentrations. The experimental data were described by using
the several widely-used kinetic models. Models performance was evaluated based on their ability to describe
experimental data and obtained values for coefficient of determination (R?) and standard error of the estimate
(SE).

Results and Discussion: The results demonstrate that phosphate and magnesium adsorption on goethite
reached equilibrium within the 24 h equilibration time. The equilibration time is, however, pH-dependent. No
systematic differences are observed among time-dependent adsorption isotherms for phosphate at pH<pHpzc and
for magnesium at pH>pHp;c. It seems that the effect of pH on kinetics of phosphate and magnesium adsorption
is related to the mineral surface charge, which influences electrostatic interactions between the ions and the
surface charges.thus electrostatic attractive and repulsive forces dominantly control the reaction. The
equilibration time for phosphate and magnesium adsorption on goethite was calculated to be <1 h when
electrostatic forces are attractive and approximately 24 h when electrostatic forces are repulsive. In binary ion
systems, phosphate and magnesium enhanced the amount and accelerated the adsorption rate of each other.
Adsorption of phosphate could reverse electrostatic forces from repulsive to attractive for the adsorption of
magnesium and vice versa. Also, because of the smaller ionic radius of magnesium (0.065 nm) in comparison
with phosphate (0.22 nm), reduction in equilibration time of magnesium adsorption in the presence of phosphate
could be partly diffusion-controlled. Fitting different kinetic models on experimental data showed that pseudo-
second order model can successfully describe phosphate and magnesium adsorption data in both single and
binary ion systems with highest determination coefficient (R>~0.99) and lowest standard error of the estimate
(SE<0.01). The experimental data could also be described reasonabley well by diffusion-controlled kinetics
models, i.e. Elovich and parabolic diffusion models. The latter equations had less agreement with the data, i.e.
their coefficient of determination was in the range of 0.7-0.9. This might suggest that adsorption of phosphate
and magnesium on goethite, at least in diluted suspensions, is chemical-controlled and diffusion is not the
dominant rate-limiting factor.

Conclusions: Equilibration time for phosphate and magnesium adsorption on goethite is pH-dependent.
Adsorption of magnesium is significantly faster in the presence of an oxyanion like phosphate, and vice versa.
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This effect is related to the change in electrostatic potential at the mineral surface upon phosphate
adsorption.Description of experimental data by various kinetic models indicated that the pseudo-second order
model can successfully describe phosphate and magnesium adsorption data in both single and binary ion
systems.
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