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Abstract

Research was carried out to remove arsenic from synthetic AMD, raising the pH of the solution and using waste material for food processing by
adsorbing arsenic to recover impurities. Arsenite can be quickly converted into arsenate, the more thermodynamically stable. Attention was paid to
biomaterials, which are by-products or agricultural waste. Zizyphus seeds were used for this purpose as cheaper and often available food waste
materials, due to the potential sorption capacity of arsenic. In order to clean the soils in contaminated towns and mining districts, establish its
adsorption potential and enable food production in these areas, collective soil samples were taken from a depth of 0 — 40 cm from the area of 5 cities
and 10 sub-regions of Anguran, province Zanjan in Iran. In the trials, the amount of As(II1) and/or arsenate(V) in the soil was evaluated. Their content
was tested using ICP-MS. The adsorption process was significantly dependent on adsorbent concentrations and also time. The efficiency and the
complicated mechanism of the uptake of Arsenic ions onto the soils depend on the concentration of cellular surface of the Jujube seed powder and
also the time of being interaction. 10 % of Jujube seed attained maximum removal all Arsenic ions in this study. Significant differences in decreasing
toxic metal were observed among the time of 48 hours and 1 week in all concentrations of bio-adsorbent. The maximum adsorption of toxic metals
varied between 80 and 90 % depending on the contact time, stirring action and concentrations of studied bio-adsorbent Ziziphus jujuba seeds. With
higher biomass doses the removal efficiency of As was higher even at the same time of being contact. Authors suggest more studies on the

mechanism in the next projects and utilizing other dead bio-masses.
Keywords: Zizyphus jujube; arsenic; bio-adsorption; food waste.

1. Problem statement and analysis of the recent
researches and publications.

Large scale industrialization is mainly responsible
for heavy metal concentration in the environment and
is becoming is a threat not only to the physical well-
being of man but also in future may endanger his
existence due to increasing violence in the society.
Because of the narrow concentration difference,
reliable knowledge of the metal content in various
matrices is mandatory. Knowledge of the chemical
state of the trace metals in natural waters or biological
fluids is important for understanding their reactivity,
transport and toxicity. It has been reported that the
roots of various hydrophobically grown terrestrial
plants like Indian mustard, Sunflower and various
grasses can be used to remove toxic metals from
aqueous solution [1]. Inorganic ion exchanges like
titanium oxide, manganese dioxide and anmmnonium
molybdophosphate are used for treatment of liquid
effluents bearing activation and fission radionuclides
along with uranium. The bioremediation is one of the
suggested ways of controlling the amount likely to be
present in the soil solution, which is affected through
uptake by easily growing plants [2]. Accumulation of
chemical substances at the surface of a solid is called
adsorption. The process of removal of an adsorbed
substance from the surface is known as desorption. The

substance adsorbed on the surface of another substance is
called an adsorbate. A substance which adsorbs another
substance on its surface is called an adsorbent.
Adsorption is one of the most convenient techniques for
the removal of heavy metals from wastewater. Due to
regeneration of adsorbent, minimization of chemical and
or biological sludge, high efficiency, possibility of metal
recovery some studies focused [3]. The flexibility and
simplicity of design, the process is suitable even when
the metal ions are present in concentration as low as
1 mg dm2 [4], insensitivity to toxic pollutants, low cost,
easy to operate adsorption has been found to be superior
technique as compared to the other methods for the
removal of heavy metals from the wastewater. In
publication [4] first presented the use of activated carbon
for the adsorption of heavy metals [5]. The attachment of
atoms or molecules of adsorbate on the surface of solids
and liquids may be through two types of forces, physical
or chemical. Depending upon the types of forces
involved in adsorption, it may be divided into two types,
physical adsorption or physisorption and chemical
adsorption or chemisorption [6]. In physical adsorption
the forces of attraction between the particles of the
adsorbate and the adsorbent are weak Van der Waals’
forces. Physical adsorption is relatively weak because
Van der Waals’ forces are weak. In chemical adsorption
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the forces of attraction between the adsorbate and the
adsorbent are chemical bonds. It is slow process.

Adsorbents for metal removal: Literature survey
indicates that there are several chemical, biological and
waste vegetable matters or substances that have been
used by several researchers as adsorbents for the
removal of heavy metals from the wastewater. But to
make the adsorption process economic adsorbent should
be readily available, inexpensive and environmentally
friendly. So most of the researchers have been used
adsorbent having low cost and which were abundant in
nature or the materials which required little processing
or was byproduct or waste material from another
industry or which has lost its economic or further
processing values. Such adsorbents are seaweed, orange
peel, peanut skins, bamboo-pulp, dyed sawdust, algae,
clay, zeolite, sawdust, flays, maize or corn cob, modified
cotton and wool, tea waste, dyed jute, groundnut shells
[6, 7], coffee, green tea, date tree leaves, jambool, potato
husk, Ashoka leaf powder, Syzygium cumini, Jute, sun
hemp, apple pomace, almond husk, Prosopis spicegera,
ratrani leaf powder, jute stick, cashew nut shells, Cassia
siamea, Coconut husk, feathers, hairs, bagasse etc. [7].

Agricultural waste materials particularly those
containing cellulose shows potential metal biosorption
capacity. The basic components of the agricultural
waste materials biomass include hemicellulose, lignin,
extractives, lipids, proteins, simple sugars, water
hydrocarbons, starch containing variety of functional
groups that facilitates metal [8, 9]. Conventional and
unconventional by-products from the food processing
industry have been frequently included in livestock
diets [10]. In recent years, because of economic
considerations and waste technology, by-products are
receiving increased attention by livestock producers
and animal nutritionists [11]. Remediation techniques
for as contaminated soils can be classified into
physical, chemical and biological methods. Physical
methods include soil excavation/replacement and
thermal desorption; chemical methods include
chemical leaching/washing, chemical fixation/
stabilization, electro kinetics and vitrification; while
biological methods include phytoremediation and
bioremediation [12]. Though there are many technolo-
gies for remediation of arsenic contaminated soils and
groundwater, most are impracticable in the field due to
financial implications. The physical methods tend to be
disruptive to the ecosystem while the chemical
methods may adversely affect soil fertility due to
removal of basic cations [13].

Of 1.4 million worldwide contaminated sites 41 %
are in the USA and US EPA has recognized that
arsenic (As) concentration in Australia was greater than
10000 mg kg™' [14]. Arsenic has been found at high
levels (10000 — 20000 mg kg™!) in some contaminated
areas and that results in unacceptable levels of risk to
human health from the incidental ingestion of soil [15].
Arsenic (As) is both acutely and chronically toxic,
which has led both the World Health Organization
(WHO), and the National Health and Medical Research
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Council (NHMRC) in Australia to recommend that
arsenic concentrations in drinking water should not
exceed 0.01 mg dm™ [16, 17]. It is also a well-known
carcinogen that has been linked to skin, bladder, lung and
kidney cancers [18]. Natural sources include geothermal
activity, e.g., California, USA [19, 20] and microbially —
induced reductive dissolution of iron oxyhydroxide
minerals in aquifers, e.g. Bangladesh [21, 22]. In
comparison, anthropogenic mobilisation of arsenic is
typically related to acid and metalliferous drainage
(AMD) in mining-affected areas [17], especially mines
that produce copper, gold, base metals and coal [23].
Mine drainage and mine waste are both commonly
identified sources of arsenic; however, an underexplored
source of arsenic is disused processing equipment and
the remaining building infrastructure at derelict mine
sites [24]. In populations exposed to arsenic emitted to
the environment by the copper industry, the toxic and
carcinogenic effects of arsenic should be monitored.

2. Statement of the problem and its solution.

2.1. Materials and methods.

Jujube seeds were purchased from Tehran herbal
markets and from confectionaries where they had been
produced as waste products from processing food. The
jujube seeds were selected manually and packed in air
tight, moisture proof zip lock aluminum foil pouches.
Packed samples were stored under ambient conditions
before being used for further experimental purpose
cleaned with deionized water, then dried at 110 °C, and
ground to particles that were smaller than 2 mm by
Laboratory Jaw Crusher Pulverized 1.

Soil sampling. Anguran Rural District, Anguran
District, Mahneshan County, Zanjan Province, Iran in
North West of Iran is located at 36°34’ N 47°38' E with
average height of 1620 m [25, 26]. The annual
precipitation in this area is about 295 mm and annual
average air temperature is 10 °C. There is a discharge
site of waste and tailing soil on the south side of the city
near the zinc industrial complex with almost one km?
area. More than three million tons of waste soil is daily
discharged in this site without any environmental
concerns. Agriculture is the principal occupation, and
crops include rice, corn (maize), oilseeds, fruits, and
potatoes. Poultry, cattle, and sheep are raised. Moreover
there is a site with almost the same area on the east side
of town within 16 km distance near to Zanjan lead and
zinc factory allocated to the discharge of waste soils.
Location of industrial complexes around the city is
shown in figure 1.

Collective soil samples were taken from a depth of
0 — 40 cm from the area of 5 cities and 10 sub-regions of
Anguran, province Zanjan in Iran. The soil samples were
filled in several plastic bags and carried to a laboratory at
the Islamic Azad University, Nutrition and Food
Sciences Research Center, Tehran Medical Sciences,
Tehran, Iran. The heavy metal contaminated soil
samples, so collected were safely transported in clean
self-sealing quart-size polyethylene freezer bag to the
Tehran laboratory.
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Figure 1 — Zanjan map and studied area indicating sampling points [26, 27].

The contaminated soils were put in 110 vases of
27 x 13 x 16 cm size and kept in the same conditions.
Varying masses of the biosorbent 1%, upto 10 %
(weight/weight) of Zizyphus jujuba seeds powder were
added to 100 vases and 10 vases considered as control
group with no any adsorbent. All soil samples in vases
were watered by 10mL de-ionized water every
24 hours and treated in the similar and same conditions
such as light, temperature and physical conditions. All
necessary precautions were taken to avoid any possible
contamination of the sample as per the AOAC
guidelines [28-33]. Investigation on removal total
Arsenic ions in 24 hours till 2 weeks and agitated in a
magnetic stirrer for 1week and 2 weeks at a speed of
400 rpm at room temperature. The content of each vase
was filtered and analyzed using ICP-MS.

Soil samples were mixed, homogenized and
separated into 3 parts, 1/3 of each samples were air-
dried and pass through a 2 mm sieve in order to
determine p and k content, pH and electrical
conductivity and particle-size distribution. The other
1/3 was passed through a 2 mm sieve without drying
and 1/3 of it used to determine heavy metals
concentration by ICP-MS.

Total Arsenic Determination. Digestion Total
digestion of the samples was conducted by measuring
out 0.5 g dry weight of sample into 50 ml polypropyl-
ene centrifuge tubes and adding 2.5 ml of nitric acid
(65 % Merck MSDS) and 4 ml of Hydrogen peroxide
30 % MSDS (material safety data sheet), followed by
microwave digestion using a CEM Mars5 Microwave
system (Inductively Coupled Plasma - Mass
Spectrometry, Analysis Arsenic content was measured
using an Agilent 7500c ICP-MS with hydrogen as
collision/reaction gas. Extraction samples were ex-
tracted in 1 % nitric acid and 1 % (vol/vol) hydrogen
peroxide suprapur using a CEM Mars5 microwave
system. The supernatant was used for determination of
extractable arsenic and as speciation. This oxidizes
arsenite to arsenate, improving chromatographic
resolution as arsenate elutes at some distance to MMA
and DMA, where arsenite elutes adjacent to MMA and
DMA. Analysis Arsenic species were separated on a
Hamilton PRP X 100 anion exchange column using

phosphate buffer. Internal standard Indium (0.01 mg kg™)
in 1 % (vol/vol) nitric acid was added during the analysis
via a t-piece as an internal standard. Standards Solutions
(0.1 mL) containing known amounts of DMA (10 to
100 pg/kg) was subjected to LC-ICP-MS under the same
conditions as the supernatants. Peak areas from these
measurements were used to construct a calibration curve.
Single species standards DMA, MMA and as (V) were
used for identification of species by retention time.
Calibration standard solutions containing the five as
species at different concentrations (1 ppb, 5 ppb, 10 ppb,
50 ppb, 100 ppb and 200 ppb) were prepared and
analyzed. The chromatogram for the 10 ppb calibration
standard (5 pL injection) shows the five as species are
well separated in 4 minutes. The supernatants (0.1 mL)
were used as they were and injected onto the column.
Peak areas were used for quantification of As-species.
Total As determination every 10 days and samples were
digested in duplicate and measured. Each analytical
batch contained procedural blanks, spiked samples (for
recovery estimate purposes) and CRM. Data were
accepted if the spike recovery was between 80 and
120 %. Replicate values for a given sample must have a
relative standard deviation of less than 20 %. The
reference material results for each batch should be within
the certified range. The limit of detection is defined. All
analyzes, in all assay terms, were performed in five
replications.

Statistical Method.  One-parametric  Kruskal-
Wallis/Mann-Whitney U tests were applied to compare
differences between objects. Non-parametric multiple
comparison test (Dunn’s test) was performed to
determine statistical significance of results at p < 0.05.
The GLM procedure was used for analysis of different
bio-adsorbent concentration treatments with means
separated by Duncan's multiple range test at p < 0.05.
The CORR procedure was used for correlation analysis
with means separated at p < 0.05.

2.2. Results.

The mean content of Arsenic in contaminated soils
collected from Zanjan Province after 24, 48, 72 hours
and 1 and 2 weeks in accompany of 1 %, 2 % and 3 %
Zizyphus jujuba seeds powder are shown in table 1 and
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figures 2 —5. Once the adsorbent becomes exhausted,
the metals must be recovered and the adsorbent
regenerated. Desorption and adsorbent regeneration are
a critical consideration and contributor to process costs
and metal(s) recovery in a concentrated form.

ISSN 2522-1892

The efficiency and the complicated mechanism of the
uptake of Arsenic ions onto the soils rely on the
concentration of cellular surface of the Jujube seed
powder and also the time of being interaction. This is
because the biosorption is a surface phenomenon.

Table 1 — The removing total Arsenic in higher bio-adsorbent concentrations in specified times

Total Arsenic content in 1 week 2 week
presence of Jujube seed powder 24 h 48 h 72h 1 week (stirred) 2 week (stirred)
(W/w%) in studied soil samples

5% 0.4891% | 0.4017% | 0.3982° 0.2001¢ | 0.1205 0.0467¢ 0.007"
6 % 0.3337% | 0.2978% | 0.2543° 0.1989¢ | 0.0989 0.0412¢ 0.005
7% 0.3009% | 0.2056" 0.2004° 0.1564° | 0.0675 0.0365° 0.003
8 % 0.2561% | 0.1987° 0.1673° 0.1003° | 0.0542¢ 0.0307¢ 0.001
9% 0.1111% | 0.0903° 0.0872° 0.0801¢ | 0.0342¢ 0.0261° 0.001
10 % 0.0867% | 0.0444° 0.0329¢ | 0.0423¢ ND ND ND
Control Group 1.109 1.109 1.109 1.109 1.109 1.109 1.109

ND — Not Detectable; Different letters indicate significant differences at p < 0.05
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Figure 2 — Effect of contact time on the removal of total Arsenic, adsorbent dose of jujube seed powder
is 0.1 mg/100 ml, temperature is 25 + 1 °C, pH = 4.5, and the study followed in 6 specified time: 24 h, 48 h, 72 h,
1 week and 2 weeks (by stirred action: agitation speed is 400 rpm and without it).
Further increase in contact time more than 2 weeks did not show significant increase in bio-adsorption (p > 0.05)
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Figure 3 — Effect of contact time on the removal of total Arsenic, adsorbent dose of jujube seed powder
is 0.2 mg/100 ml, temperature is 25 + 1 °C, pH = 4.5, and the study followed in 6 specified time: 24 h, 48 h, 72 h,
1 week and 2 weeks (by stirred action: agitation speed is 400 rpm and without it)
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Figure 4 — Effect of contact time on the removal of total Arsenic, adsorbent dose of jujube seed powder
is 0.3 mg/100 ml, temperature is 25 + 1 °C, pH = 4.5, and the study followed in 6 specified time: 24 h, 48 h, 72 h,
1 week and 2 weeks (by stirred action: agitation speed is 400 rpm and without it)

The mechanism of metal binding as documented by
various reviews involves the interaction and exchange
of metal ions followed by complex formation with the
metal ions on the reactive chemical sites on the surface
of the food waste/agricultural and also microbial cell
followed by ion. The results of current study from
figure 2 revealed that the factor of contact time: after
48 hours, 1 and 2 weeks and other factor of stirring
have significant effect (p < 0.05) on removal of
Arsenic content from contaminated soil samples even
in low level and content of food waste sample. Further
increase in contact time more than 2 weeks show
insignificant increase in bio-adsorption (p > 0.05).

The studied different percentage of Jujube seed
powder as a biosorbent, irrespective of their source has
demonstrated good Arsenic removal efficiencies. The
food waste biosorbent in different percentages 3 % up
to 4 % have been either stirred or developed in the
laboratory conditions in figures 3 and 4 revealed that
after very short time (48 hours) have the high and
significant potential to removal Arsenic from
contaminated soil samples ( p < 0.05).
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The study of the adsorption kinetics of a sorption
process is very crucial as it demonstrate the rate of
adsorbate up taking sites, which in turn obviously deter-
minates the residence time of the solute uptake at the
solid-solution interface or the sorption reaction. This
factor is wvery major characteristic in defining the
efficiency of sorption. The data obtained from figure 5
focused on the study of adsorption dynamics which could
be necessary to understand the variables that affect the
sorption of Jujube seed. Due to complicated mechanism
comparing data from different percentages of adsorbent
and different times reveals the most important thing when
searching for an appropriate sorption mechanism,
therefore, need to choose a mathematical model which not
only fits the data with satisfactory accuracy but also
complies with a reasonable sorption mechanism.

The results from figure 5 showed that the best results
obtained by 0.4 % of jujube seeds powder after 2 weeks
(by stirring factor) and in more time after that show in
significant increase in Arsenic removal. In table 1 the
results of removing total Arsenic in higher concentration
of bio-adsorbent is demonstrated.

%1 jujube seed powder
B %2 jujube seed powder
%3 jujube seed powder

B %4 jujube seed powder

Time

(stirred) (stirred)

Figure 5 — Effect of adsorptive properties based on concentration of adsorbent on the removal of total Arsenic,
adsorbent dose of jujube seed powder is 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 and 0.4 mg/100 ml, temperature is 25 + 1 °C, pH = 4.5, and the
study followed in 6 specified time: 24 h, 48 h, 72 h, 1 week and 2 weeks
(by stirred action: agitation speed = 400 rpm and without it)

The data from table 1 shows that increased adsorbent
loading increased the total Arsenic ions percentage
removal. 10% of Jujube seed attained maximum
removal all Arsenic ions in this study, decreasing
Arsenic content accelerate with increasing dosage due
mainly to an increase in the number of available
exchangeable active sites for metal ion sorption is
rational and other studies confirm this assume.

Significant differences in decreasing toxic metal were
observed among the time of 48 hours and 1 week in all
concentrations of bio-adsorbent. The correlations
between arsenic removal and time were found to be
strongly positively correlated in all concentrations of
Jujube seed powder with the stirring function (r = 0.69,
p < 0.0001). The bio-adsorbents concentration among 0.5
up to 0.9% were not only very strongly positively
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correlated with each other (r = 0.58 to 0.90, p < 0.0001),
but also were very strongly correlated to the stirring
function after 1 week (r =0.71to 0.72, p < 0.0001).

2.3. Discussion.

Arsenic occurs naturally in a wide range of
minerals which, together with the common use of
arsenic in pigments, insecticides and herbicides, is the
main source of arsenic in nature [2]. In the publication
[34] and others point out that waste from mining
operations removed on the plain or water reservoir,
polluting waste can spread throughout the area and can
cause environmental pollution. If, in addition, these
wastes containing arsenic compounds are not
adequately handled, this creates agriculture for human
and animal health. Especially in tropical regions, high
levels of chemical weathering and biochemical
activities will contribute to the acceleration of the
mobilization of potentially toxic elements. One of the
harmful consequences of arsenic for human life is that
drinking water contains these elements more than the
threshold value; with symptoms of chronic intoxication
in the human body in the form of intestinal irritation,
nerve and cell damage [34]. Arsenic from water,
sediments, soil and rocks can concentrate in organisms
that are harmful to health [35-40]. The soluble arsenic
compounds can be easily absorbed either orally or by
inhalation, and the extent of the absorption depends on
the solubility of the compound. Dissolution of minerals
and leaching of arsenic from the soil also poses a
potential threat to the quality of groundwater. Many
aquatic organisms can accumulate arsenic, and many
catalyze the oxidation of arsenate, to white arsenate,
also promoting the formation of methylases through a
biometric reaction, which is of great importance due to
very toxic products. In addition, this process transfers
arsenic from sediments back to the water column in
water systems, increasing the mobility of arsenic in the
environment. Bio-transformation of arsenic can cause
high volatility of compounds such as arsin (AsHs), HA
dimethylarsine (CHs3)? and trimethylarsine As(CHs)s.
Among the arsenic compounds, in a special
environment, is arsenine, which is 10 times more toxic
than arsenate and 70 times more toxic than methylated
species and can cause the greatest environmental
threats [34]. Therefore, the research undertaken on the
disposal of these compounds is particularly valuable
for the natural environment, especially for human and
animal health.

The use of arsenic compounds to remove impurities
in own studies gave the expected effect of changing the
pH of the soil to 4.6. Previously, similar research was
conducted by Ziarati and Alaedini [25] on the
phytoremediation technique using Amaranthus species
for the purification of soil contaminated with heavy
metals. Because the forms of oxidation in the treated
soil were significantly smaller than the untreated soil
samples after 20 days, removal of As(V) gave more
than other forms of As(lIl). There is no similar
research in the literature on this subject.

Desorption and adsorbent regeneration are a critical
consideration and contributor to process costs and
metal(s) recovery in a concentrated form. A successful
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desorption process must restore the sorbent close to its
initial properties for effective reuse. Desorption can be
improved by gaining insight into the metal sorption
mechanism. In most of the arsenic sorption studies
discussed earlier, desorption/regeneration was not
discussed. Very few desorption studies were found in
literature. Furthermore, once arsenic is recovered in the
concentrated form, the problem of how to dispose of this
concentrated arsenic product must be addressed. This is a
difficult task. Few attempts have been made in the
literature toad dress the handling of concentrated arsenic
wastes. Various disposal options and their advantages
and disadvantages were reviewed in publications [5, 35,
36, 39, 41]. The methods frequently used for other metals
and organics include combustion or recovery and
purification for resale. These options, according to [41], it
is not possible to perform in the case of arsenic, for
technical reasons and the mechanism of metal sorption.

One of the most important factors in adsorption
process is the Bio-adsorbent dose, which affect
significantly on influence specific uptake of all toxic
heavy metals such as Nickel, Cadmium and Cobalt from
waste water effluent and in current research Arsenic as
the most toxic metal and major issue in the world.
Arsenic is one of the most important heavy metals
causing disquiet from both ecological and individual
health standpoints [36]. Generally, for low bio-adsorbent
dose, there is an enhanced Arsenic adsorption such as
other studies, which is the direct relation between dose of
adsorbent by adsorption potential especially in low
concentration and after increasing the dose of seed jujube
powered increasing bio-adsorbent dose (figure 2 and 3)
there were no significantly differences in potential of
adsorbent. The current research indicated that adding
food-processing waste such as jujube seed powder could
reduce the volume of total biomass and keep total
Arsenic mainly as safe form. Metal biosorption is the
removal of metal ions by inactive, nonliving biomass due
to highly attractive forces present between the two.
Particularly, it is due to the presence of certain functional
groups, such as amine, carboxyl, hydroxyl, phosphate,
sulfhydryl etc., on the cell wall of the biomass [42]. The
process involves a solid phase (biomass) and a liquid
phase containing metal ions (solution of metal ions/waste-
water). Metal ions are attracted and bound to the biomass
by a complex process that comprises of several
mechanisms like adsorption on the surface and pores, ion-
exchange, surface precipitation, complexation and
chelation and entrapment in capillaries and spaces of
polysaccharide network, due to the concentration causing
diffusion through the cell wall and membrane. To study
the mechanism, it is necessary to have the exact
information about the cell wall structure of the biomass
as well as the solution chemistry [43, 44]. Therefore, the
research undertaken on the disposal of these compounds
is particularly valuable for the natural environment,
especially for human and animal health.

Conclusion and recommendations.

The maximum adsorption of toxic metals varied
between 80 and 90 % depending on the contact time,
stirring action and concentrations of studied bio-
adsorbent Ziziphus jujuba seeds. With higher biomass
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doses the removal efficiency of As was higher even at
the same time of being contact. The current study
presents the results of using different forms of Ziziphus
jujuba seeds powder waste as low-cost bio-sorbents,
highlighting effects of contact time, pH, the dose and
size of the adsorbent particles, initial metal
concentrations and the effects of pre-treatment on the
adsorption efficiency of Arsenic. The mechanism of
Arsenic removal/increasing is very complicated and
opposed to a much more complex phenomenon of
bioaccumulation, which highly depend on active
metabolic passage , bio-sorption by dead biomass of
jujube seeds due to some molecules and/or their active
groups) is passive and stand essentially on the
«affinity» between the (bio-)sorbent/adsorbent and
sorbate. Like surface capacity adsorption is a
consequence of adsorbates. Nowadays according to the
vast and huge of contaminants more research is

ISSN 2522-1892

inquired to explore new and low-cost biosorbents from
environment. Profound insight is really needed on
approach of metal removal as well as its efficient
recovery them as usable forms. Authors suggest more
studies on the mechanism in the next projects and
utilizing other dead bio-masses.
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I1. 3iapari, b. ®apacari ®ap, E. Mamaexi, 5. Capunbka

BUJAJIEHHS MMUIN'SIKY XAPYOBUMM BIJIXONAMHU (HACIHHSI ZIZYPHUS JUJUBA) TA JOCJIJOKEHHA IXHII
AJICOPBLIMHUX BJACTUBOCTEM

IIpoBefieHO JOCTIIKEHHsI 3 BHUKOPHCTAHHS XapUOBHX BIiIXOMIB JUIs aacopOuil MMII'SKY. ApCeHIT Moke OYyTH IIBHIKO INEPETBOPEHHH Y
TepPMOMHAMIYHO cTabiIbHUIA apceHat. YBara Oyia nmpuaiieHa 6ioMarepianam, siKi € TOOIYHMMH MPOAYKTaMH ab0 CITbCHKOrOCIOJAPCHKUMHU BiJIXOJaMH.
Hacinnst Zizyphus jujuba sukopucroByBaim juist 1i€l MeTH K HaWOLIbII JemieBi i 4acTo JOCTYNHI XapyoBi BiIXOIM yepe3 HAsBHICTh MOTECHIIHHOL
copOIiitHOT 30aTHOCTI MUII'AKY. J{/Isl OUMILEHHS IPYHTIB y 3a0pyJHEHUX MicTaxX i TipHM4OBHJO0YBHHX paiiOHaX, BCTAHOBJICHHS IXHBOI aJcopOuiiiHoro
MoTeHLiaTy i 3a0e3reyeHHss BUPOOHUIITBA Xapyi B MX paiioHax OynM B3sTi npodu rpyHTy Ha rimbuni 0 — 40 cm 3 Tepuropii 5 mict 1 10 cyOperioHis
Anguran, nposinmii Zanjan B Ipami. Y mocimimxennsax ouimioBamu kinbkicts As(IIl) i/a6o apcemary (V) B rpynTi. Ix 3mict Gyno mepeBipeHo 3
Bukopucranusam ICP-MS. Tlponec agcopOuii B 3Ha4HIH Mipi 3anexkaB BiJl KOHIIEHTpaLil aJcopOeHTy, a TakoX Bif yacy. EQeKTUBHICTB i cknaJHui
MEXaHi3M ITOrJMHAHHS 10HIB MULI'SKY Ha IPYHTaX 3aJIKUTh B/l KOHIICHTpaLil KIITHHHOI IIOBEpXHi MOpoIKy HaciHHs Zizyphus jujuba, a Takox Bix yacy
B3aemoii. Y upomy mocimkenti 10 % nacinus Zizyphus jujuba mocsr MakcHMaIpHOroO BUAAICHHS BCIX 10HIB MUII'SIKY. 3HAYHI BIAMIHHOCTI B 3HIDKCHHI
BMICTY TOKCHYHHX METAJIIB CIIOCTEPiraaucs npotsarom 48 roaut i 1 THKHA NP BCIX KOHLIEHTpaLisx OioagcopoeHTa. MakciuMalibHa aIcopOLList TOKCHYHUX
MeraiiB BapitoBanacs Bifg 80 1o 90 % 3anexHO BiJl yacy KOHTAKTy, 3aCTOCYBAHHS INEPEMIlllyBaHHS i KOHLEHTpALild JociijKyBaHUX 0i0a/copOeHTOB
Hacinus Ziziphus jujuba. Ipu 6inbi Bicokux qo03ax 6ioMacu edeKTHBHICTD BUAaNCHHS As Oya BHILE.

Kurouogi ciroBa: Zizyphus jujube; mum'sk; 6i0-amcopOiist; xap4oBi Bigxoau.
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I1. 3uaparu, b. ®apacaru ®ap, E. Mamaexu, b. Capuukas

MU3BJIEYEHUE MbIUIBAKA MNUINEBBIMU OTXOJAMHU (CEMEHA ZIZYPHUS JUJUBA) U HW3YYEHHUE HX
AJICOPBIIMOHHBIX CBOMCTB

IIpoBeneHO HCCIECOBAHUE O HCIOJIB30BAHUIO IMMILNEBBIX OTXOAOB IS aACOPOLMM MBIIBAKA. APCEHHT MOXET ObITh OBICTPO MpPEBPAILICH B
TEPMOAMHAMUYECKH CTaOMJIBHBIA apceHaT. Buumanme ObUIO y[eneHO OnomarepuanaMm, KOTOPBIC SIBISFOTCS HOOOYHBIMU IPOAYKTAMH WA
cenbcKoxo3stiicTBeHHbIME oTX0Mamu. Cemena Zizyphus jujuba wmcmons3oBamm asist 3TOW IemM Kak HAanOoJee AENICeBbIe M YACTO JOCTYITHBIC MHIIEBBIC
OTXOZBI M3-3a HAJIMYHs HMOTCHIMAIBHON COPOLMOHHON CIIOCOOHOCTH MBIIbsKA. JIIi OYMCTKU MOYB B 3arPS3HCHHBIX TOPOJAX M TOPHOZOOBIBAIOIINX
paiioHax, yCTaHOBIICHHS ¢ afCOPOLHOHHOrO IIOTEHIHAIA K 00ECIICYCHNMS TTPON3BO/CTBA IPOAOBOIBCTBHS B OTHX PaiiOHaX OBLITH B3SATHI IIPOOBI TOYBEI HA
riryoune 0 — 40 cm ¢ Tepputopuu S roponos u 10 cyopernonoB Anguran, npouHuuu Zanjan B Mpaune. B uccnenoBanusx ounenuBam kommuectso As(I1I)
n/um apcenata (V) B nouse. Mx copeprkanue 0bU10 npoBepeHo ¢ ucnonb3oBanueM ICP-MS. Ipouece ancopOumy B 3HAYUTENBHON CTENICHH 3aBHCET OT
KOHI[CHTPALMH aJCOpPOCHTa, a TakKe OT BpeMeHH. D((PEKTUBHOCTh M CIOXKHBI MEXAaHH3M IIOIJIOLICHUS MOHOB MBIIIBSKA HA IIOYBAX 3aBUCHT OT
KOHI[CHTPALMH KJICTOYHON MOBEPXHOCTH Hopolika ceMsH Zizyphus jujuba, a Tarke oT BpeMeHH B3auMojeicTBus. B aTom nccienosannu 10 % cemsa
Zizyphus jujuba mocTHr MaKCHMAIBHOTO yJAJICHHS BCEX MOHOB MBIIIbSKA. 3HAYUTCIBHBIC PA3IUUNS B CHIDKCHHH COACPYKAHWS TOKCHYHBIX METAJIOB
HaOuoamuch B TeueHue 48 uwacoB M | Hemenmu mpu BCeX KOHIEHTpauusax OuoancopOeHTa. MakcumaibHas aacopOIMsi TOKCHYHBIX METAJLIOB
BapbupoBanack oT 80 10 90 % B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BPEMEHH KOHTAKTA, IIPUMCHECHHMS IIEPEMEIINBAHIS U KOHIICHTPALNH HCCIEeAYeMbIX OH0acOpOeHTOB
cemsia Ziziphus jujuba. Tlpu 6omee BRICOKHX 03ax GnoMacchl 3G(HEKTHBHOCTD yaaieHust As OblTa BBIIIE.

Kurouessie ciioBa: Zizyphus jujube; Mprmibsik; 61o-ancopOims; MUIIEBbIE OTXOIBL.
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