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Effect of humic acid from different sources on the aggregation behavior of titanium dioxide nanoparticles
ZHANG Hua'?, ZHAO Tian—hui’, FANG Meng—yuan®, ZHAO Xiao—1i>, TANG Zhi*

(1.Key Laboratory of Poyang Lake Environment and Resource Utilization, Ministry of Education, School of Resource, Environment and
Chemical Engineering, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330031, China; 2.State Key Laboratory of Environmental Criteria and Risk Assess-
ment, Chinese Research Academy of Environmental Sciences, Beijing 100012, China)

Abstract: The aim of the study is to explore the effect of humic acid (HA) from different sources on the suspension/settlement behavior of
titanium dioxide nanoparticles (TiO, NPs). The adsorption of HA from two different sources[humic acid extracted from Leonardite (HA,)
and Suwannee River Il (HAs)] on the surface of TiO, NPs under different solution pH values was investigated. The results revealed the ad-
sorption complied with both the Langmuir and Freundlich adsorption isotherm models, and the adsorption capacity gradually decreased
with increasing solution pH. At pH 3.0, the adsorption amount of HA\ and HAs was 99.01 mg- L™ and 63.46 mg- L™, respectively. The ad-
sorption kinetics of HA from both sources on TiO, NPs complied with the second—order kinetic equation, and the initial adsorption rate of
HA\ was higher than that of HAs. The effects of pH and HA on the suspension/settlement behavior of TiO, NPs were studied. The results
demonstrated that the surface potential decreased as pH reached the isoelectric point of TiO, NPs, and the adsorption amount of HA,, was
larger than that of HAs. Thus, HA, had a more prominent influence on the suspension stability of TiO, NPs. The results of Fourier infrared
spectroscopy and X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy indicated that the aromatic and carboxylic acids in HA could interact with the hydroxyl
groups on the surface of TiO, NPs. Therefore, the different sources of HA would influence the environmental behavior of TiO, NPs and its
potential impact on the aquatic ecosystem cannot be ignored.

Keywords: titanium dioxide nanoparticles; humic acid; adsorption behavior; suspension/settlement behavior; fourier infrared spectroscopy;

X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy

Wi EHA:2019-04-19  FABH:2019-07-01

EF RIS 5k 42(1993—), I3 TEPUBIN A B FE A, WS ARAT RS A LSS . E-mail : 2hhua0222@163.com
HBEEEE . 8 E-mail: tzwork@hotmail.com

EEWB : HR A RPAEETH (4167030433)

Project supported : The National Natural Science Foundation of China(4167030433)



2404

VRIEIN ity 3855 108

FERL R Z AR, YR RE BN RE
ZRALBTE S DL R E D RE RAESEUS T E R
HES e T AN B AR BT RE Rk . Ak
BRAN K U (TiO, NPs) 1 R (i F B 12 B9 40 K b1 )
Z— T HBRE NI E ke, A Y — LR
BB RSE B i E R T AL A R s e B DL
HEALERE , (A3 B 1z -8 BRSOk
I At f AR RE K PR RE H b I A SR S AR,
TiO> NPs H - H A AT 5 KA L 2 1 B 5 o8 4 11 - 1
PE B0 A LTS G e AL R, X 42 T
G an — M A A AR G 2B SE K IR IR B B IR
BB G R RR R A A FE HAR AT akE
S ik A A RIS, S 5 HERIE A PG AL R IR iE A
e AR R rp BB W AR IS IREE AR e A
WM fEF, CA IR HGE 2 B K& 1 Tio, NPs
W HE 4 0.6~4.7 mg- L™, T TiO> NPs 1 A B /K 14 5 455
J&  pHAH B 5 3 45 R 3R BB 8 U722 TiO, NPs R AT HY
i 1 J5 R B R T 5 0 TiO, NPs 75 7K 3R 45 v il B PR /0T
R8T R AR A LT (NOM) AS A RE 1% 1 2 W% [ 21
TiO, NPs F [fi , ¥ GE 5 5 7K B85 op i LAt V5 e 4 45
B PRGN KA RS Y 7= SRR . B )
1B 46 H Ti0, NPs FEAE B S5 fb il At rpr , o B2 M i &
Bt 5 A ) 5 9 AR EAE DA SR AR R A 2 850 e
A2 R, TiO, NPs i#E A K PR R85 5 22 B K (R B
A2 (5 LA K 55 HE 5 Y 9 A9 4 E A Pl o
BRI

JEA R (Humic acid, HA ) J& R IRA ML E A H
G A3, JBSAR R e 4310 A 7 R A R fL i o, L
M ANGER 43 B 2%, R L EZ IR 2 Ti0, NPs 7E 7K {&
PR R A ERIEA T MY, HA B S R IE R L Z b BT
AEIA, AT 38 2 S RE A5 K AR FRBE R B 40K b R A
HAER . AR HA XS #1446 (C60) R &5
SR A A RS T HA R 3 ek 2L RE 1A g
% 5 Ti0,.Si0,. ALOs Fl ZnO 2544 K TCHL A bW K 4
RIS BT aC i HiK A S 2R E R, HA
W B BN GRS 2 18T, A B A 145 & ) s B 2R M
KA AR VIE AR 5 Tio, NPs A1 HAF H
Ja X BE L a0k HA RIS, [AE, TiO, NPs
FEURILE A HA 205 2 40 %) 266 B, A o e 8 2%
20 ) SRR I 9. BRI, FE K IR P HA S 9 Kt
L FREEA 1A I AR A0 RS M N 28 200

HA (9 24 BRI S5 88 1 43 52 2% , AN R R U5 9 HA 1
Tl 2] AN S5 44 25 40K, BEERE G HA S 90K M

RHE K IR o A RS A 7o A 800 . FE KA LR
Prr i) HA, R & e e o ik, HE &
NEHE ; 72 U8 s A G0 AR e B A s i
B HA BB A& o T A B A A iR
ANTRV W HA SXF T FesOu 44 AU 17 P 0 52 1 L
AR 2E S5, T 52 ) HAE AR SR T 1 iE B8 B
b2, R, AR TR 9 HA H [ B Birs o e A1 2 5%
i) FCAE TiO, NPs 3 [ Y U B LA B 78 7K PR 45 v i) ek v/
TUREIERE

FEK RS AN AR U6 ) HA B 3k 24 M T i 22
S xR R b2 i L5 R KR A LA R 28 17 52
YK AR K AL B P e K SR R R SR 851 7o
AR . HIE, A KRB R R T, A
[R5 HA 7€ TiO, NPs 2 1 1) W B B PR DTREA 10 I
AL T4 1 %42 Ti0, NPs 7E/K BBt A 3R 55 1 7
FHAEEME L . ARSCWEIE T AR pH T,
TiO, NPs XJ PR AP A [F] 5 5 1 HA 19 W [ S AL, L
O BFHTFS TiO, NPs &2 17 DURE M RE RO AR AL, i 5T M
KA RHE K PR TP B IR BT 7o B 2B A8 A5 $E A P i
JER

1 #MEETE

1.1 SEIG#r#t

B R0 2 R 4 M 4, NaOH 1 HCL I Tt 5 4k
T, TiO, NPs g T A R AHE A BR 2 ] (J&K Scien-
tific, E [# , Lot: CAS: 13463-67-7) , W il 3k Y5 A [] 8
Ji& FE 1R WA F [ Br B A R 6 2 (International Humic
Substances Society, IHSS) , 43 %] 3k A F X 1k #5 45
(Leonardite ) $& HU A% J& 48 12 (HA., 1S104H) LA K /K
(Suwannee River 11 )$2EUW B R (HAs,2S101H) ,
FAN [) >Fe T 0 AR O A 0 o A e 3R A R M RV T e
A1 53 A an e 1 Fie , A 055 H 7K B Millipore integral
SHLK ARG, HKH FR8 R 182 MQ-em™' .
1.2 HA 5% R &1 % % HA R B kR i 25 O =

43 591 R 4 7K AE 1000 mL 4 25 500 I f#% 100
mg HAL AT HASHE i, Z212 1A 1 mol - L' % NaOH ¥ 1
O N E IR RS R R 25 C L 120 1
min™', 238 24 h IR Ja AT A i AW A 100
mg - L, I HA fiff 25 WOBEGAR 77 o 38 20 76 B HA £
PRI BRSO 5.10.20,40.60 mg - L7 i HA 7%
W AH R 24 8453 43 OB EETE FH 1 em GRS FEY
A E A LR 3K 254 nm &b 34T 48 40 AT L IO
T, IS HA W A bn v 2% .
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Table I NMR, elemental analysis and acidic functional groups analysis of different sources of HA

fifkk 4341 Carbon distribution/mg -kg™'

FEdf Sample Carbonyl 220-190 Carboxyl 190-165  Aromatic 165-110 Acetal 110-90 Hetero Aliphatic 90-60  Aliphatic 60-0  Aromatic/Aliphatic

HA, 8 15 58 4 1 14 4.143
HAs 6 15 31 7 13 29 1.069
JCR I Element constitution/% (m-m™)

H.0 Ash C H 0 N S p
HA, 72 2.58 63.81 3.7 31.27 1.23 0.76 <0.01
HA 20.4 1.04 52.63 4.28 42.04 1.17 0.54 0.013

1k BE M Acidic functional groups/mmol - g™
Carboxyl Phenolic 0 1gK, N, Q. 1gK, N,

HA, 7.46 2.31 8.17 4.59 3.32 1.13 9.72 1.31
HA; 9.13 3.72 9.74 435 3.30 4.48 10.44 1.73

VE SR U T [ bR R 2
Notes: The date are from International Humic Substances Society , THSS.

1.3 R Bff = 5 Bt 1B i 52

M T WEFE Ti0, NPs T HA AW B 15 21575 i i
B A, FREL 10 mg ) TiO, NPs /il A F] 25524 100
mL 1 R ER A, SR A 40 mL a4k , I FHHL
FEASGER 7S 5 min {44 K AURLAE 7K I W A 4
51, B 10 mL HA 6485 W, B ) B T B I I TR
pH 175 2 3.0+0.2 (R A W H HA W) 1R MR 2 20 mg -
LYo BFFERAEIRF LA 120 re min™ B33 JE 23 51 9R
¥ (25 C) A4 5.15.30 min F11.1.5.2.3.4.8.12,
16.20.24 h, YR PRI IA B3 1M s (0] ), B 3
W 0.45 wm (R R BEAEIN o R A 254 nm P K 1955
AN AT LI WS 1 X 3k 9 S T A T A AT, HA VR B
T A HE LM A

N T E TR PN HA 1E Ti0, NPs 2 115 W52 i Bl it
(] A8 Ak B O, R FH 2 s D1 2 )y R il AT LA 0 T 5
(A1),

izﬁqziz (1)
P o SRR B R B, g mg! e min' g R TEAT AR
[B] 9% TiO, NPs W B B9 i, mg - g7 g 2107 Bsf A0 I 2%
iH,mg-g s

%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ%ho(mg'gl'minfl)/!_\ki—ﬁt:

ho=kxg:  (1—0)
1.4 pHCIE

# 10 mg TiO, NPs 1 10 mL HA 1 & ¥ 5 40 mL
8 Al KO 2 R Ak B2 g, S 5 min (34 [R] B3R 0%
B ESF ] AF 5T ), 0.1 mol - L™ % NaOH 1 HC1 7 Wi 14
TR pH o 2.0 F) 11.0, IF ik BAEFE IR FIR¥
A 24 b (&R E 3R R BEFERE D9 ) o B I TR

(2)

i 0.45 wm o JE M, FE 5 7E 254 nm Ab AT 58 A1 ] I
WS 4347
1.5 W PR L 3RI0

# 10 mg TiO» NPs A I AS[A] 50 mL ¥R HA %
W HA VR FE /3510 5.10.15.20.,30 ,40..50 mg- L™, Ji
0.1 mol - L™ HCI MR 15 5 pH R 3.0 27 UK
BAEFE IR F IR 24 h (AR [R] b 3 W st ] A9F
5%) o BUEIHRL 0.45 wm 2L P8 . AL TE 254 nm &b
HEAT S A0 ] W IS 6% S BT o 3l 3 TiO, NPs I B -
e WG RE 25 5 1 E HA AR B

HA 7E TiO, NPs 3% [ % W% i 45 3 £k 53 1) ] Lang-
muir il Freundlich B 7415 o Langmuir 2 HF
FHUAEUBR A 10 W8 B A8 A1 35 R B oz o7 Tk A= AE 3 A 2
T b B 2 B . T Freundlich f&— 2 28 B0 AR 1Y |
T FH IR B T S XA 2R v W B

Langmuir J7F£ 4 «
_ qm KLCe
I=14 KL C. (3)
AH g (mg-g") B KW E R, ¢.(mg-g") JEH

— - v T B AR A R AN K ORI B HA 1Y
B, C.(mg- L") J& - i HA B9 ¥ |, K, J& Langmuir
W o 8

Freundlich 5 FE 0

q.=KpxC."™ (4)
A H : Ke A Freundlich W B 250 n Ry i 505 €. R W B
Ji HA U mg - L7
1.6 pESELE

pH XF TiO, NPs % /U0 K 14 BB 52 W < 4% 10 mg
TiO» NPs 22 45 % 50 mL, 23 318 5% W pH 7 3.7, 10,
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TGRSR Co, Lt AREAAR , C. - o PE AR R A8
B HARERETd(C.- Co") - de MR R
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50 mL, P& pH A 3.7 .10, REVE B8 21 AH X5 R 1 - iy
AFIE] )5 (HAL: 20 h, HA: 8 h) , TR IR GV R R 21 1
em AL L M BT RN T, 75 508 nm |
W LB AR C., FA WG B Co, LA e
At Co- Co ' I A PN AL AR i, e R ED d(C. -
Co™') - de MR
1.7 FRAE

i S HL 8 B F X A% O - H7500 (TEM, H 7., H
A HLE R 120 KV, HLIE 30 mA . R0 B — i I 4
TR %E - 196 T Brunauer—Emmett—Teller (BET ) jiil]
18 (Micromeritics , 32 [F ) , 7EI & 2 BT, A 5h 7E 50 CH
SLAERXTE S (P-Py) 0.06~0.20 3 Bl 3152 BET F
Fm A, FT-1R Y6 3% (Bruker, 78 [ ) I 22 T
TiO, NPs FIAS [a] 3 P50 59 HA W2 B 3 5 19 21 40 Ot 3%
(FT-1R) , BT FF i (4300 52 35 5% KBr BR A1 125 78 %
T T, XSO BRI (XPS) , R A % [F Kratos
/v H) Ultra DLD 2 HJ g G H F RE 1O W2 B HA Fiff5
TiO, NPs i#47 XPS 4341, B A& & AlKa(1 486.6 V)
X HF2R 35 TS YL C 1s 354k (284.6 e V)R IF . B
SeXHAREUE T e, SR IE M E S T R L S
G U, XS AT T . E s R Origin 8.0
B A TR A BRI 1A

2 EERIWVR

2.1 MKk ZFRUKRAE

i & 1a 0] LI 3] Ti0, NPs A ki 42 557 B BRIE i
W RAR LA 25~40 nm, FLEA —E 58k, B 1b
9 TiO, NPs T W H e pH 22 fL i HL 338 4k . M
pH<6.1 11, TiO, NPs 2 14 1E A, H. pH (B AR i 34
ML . Y pH A TF 5 I, TiO, NPs 26 16 1F H fif 35
B>, 24 pH T3 6.1 B, I Y Zeta HL 3K 0,
TiO, NPs FZ5 L, 55, 4 pH=6.1. 4 pH {H4KZE T =0,
Ti0, NPs £ 1f 7 11 H fif I B % pH (9 S Wi 3 i, Tio,
NPs 2 1 7 FLfif 2 3G 0
2.2 B pH XF HA IR Bt 59 820

pH JE /K A BE T B S8, e T &)@ 4k
Py AN Kb Rk 2 18T JIT T FEL AT A 1 SO R R IR 2

/N, P HA TE TiO, NPs 2 11 A0 W B Bl pH A3
TS BT B R34 TRV T pH=2.0 B, HA 114 W B 2 d5¢
K, 53510 92.72 mg- g (HAL) .64.71 mg- g (HAs) .
XF T HAs, W pH K55 H Ui 5 2 2R AR W Fff
B K ORI, 0% T HAL, 7Sl 5 2 R b 45
AR /INE WL, B R pH T 10.0 B, A 7R i [ 21 90
Wk T . MIE W pH /N T TiO, NPs S5 Hi AS R, 400K
AL T LE FE AT, 67 REL A 1Y) HA BB 838 1 i L 5 |
FIVE FHW B3 Ti0, NPs T, Bl 25 V5 W pH (B (1) AS 7
T, TiO, NPs 1] 1F H fif 25 J32 328 W a2, W of ot e
Bt T R 5 245 pH K F 55 05, TiO, NPs K Ta Y
A far , T R4 B0 F A ) HA DUIAR XS 2o 5 | )
YEFI W B2 TiOo, NPs e lfi o 24 pH K F5F s B, HAL
58K 2 A7 /b W BT AR G RABORE | . A SR R BB K
VB R AT AR il K (R v R SR A ML 1 g /K B T 25 7K
I3 5K R AN K R R e AR W B T HAL S A
L1055 W RE M, B HAHA W SR (5 /K, TR I
FE pH K F 55 L g B, HAL IR B 4t B B K 1 HAGTR
AIREE T K E R B . L, TR R
HA 4 B A8 AR 2RIk i 22 5, {1 AE TiO, NPs
11 [t Bl pH AR bR 3t A7 A B B AN )

Zeta potential/mV

—60L
1 Z R LSRR BURLE 5T B 52 (a) F Ti0, NPs B zeta BB AL
ERRFHEpH L ()
Figure 1 TEM image of TiO.NPs(a) and zeta potential of TiO,
NPs in solution varying with pH(b)
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Figure 2 The effect of pH on adsorption of HA on
TiO, NPs surface

2.3 R Bff 5 Bt 1)
Bl 3 Sk AN [ °F- i Biof (8] 55 441, W5 A HA £ TiO,
NPs 22 17 (W fft i A8 4k . 1] 3a AT 0L, 7675 pH i
M 3.0M AR HAL I HASTE TiO, NPs 2 i (W% -
43 HIAE 20 h F1 8 h i FEAS AR R AR AR Y, 35 B -4 .
PRI HA P10 W B St i B[] 7 22 Ak SR S5or )
VR 1R B A A R ) 22 501, HA LT I o o S 2
F HAs, 35 2 M, HAL (W B 55.02 mg - o' B 3%
f T HASHO W - 32.85 mg-g ™' H1T HA 7E TiO, NPs
5 THI 19 W8 B ML 3 2 2 J2 UKL R 1T 55 HA 4 0 SE 1 2
] P FC AR sS4 A v 5 | ke 2R, HL R ORI
B PR AR A, R I TiO, NPs XF HA B 0% B 72 M T 4
AR AR T B 2 Ti0, NPs 22 171 W [} 07 12 18 a2 &
FE TR HA B B i A8 A2 el /) B 514
2.4 FEiRWE AR
HA I HASTE TiO, NPs R T Y W2 B 252 43
Langmuir I Freundlich BB 17815 o f A0 (3) Fl
(4) 415 2 Fl HA 76 Ti0, NPs 2 i i Langmuir 1
Freundlich & [ff 2510 2k (K1 4) .

Or ., HA, B
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B} 7] Time/h
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s ] Time/h
&3 HA.(a)F0 HAs(b)ZE TiO, NPs 3% T A4 IR Bt T 187 B (8]
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Figure 3 Adsorption equilibrium time of HA on the surface of
TiO, NPs(Solution pH=3.0)

W Bff i Adsorption amount/mg+ g™

%% 2 4 Langmuir fl Freundlich W% fft % i 26 #1652
¥, HATE TiO> NPs 3 101 14 W B} 25 i 2 2 75 5 Lang-
muir Fl Freundlich J5 2 , & P AH & R %0 r>0.95. Lang-
muir 5 RETEAF RN TE 25 °C . pH=3.0 &4~ , HA fe K
W B 5 A 99.01 mg - o', HAs fie KW [ 54 63.46 mg -
g YL 2 S R R
L5 RIS IR L FF R . Freundlich 7R
A 2 PR HA 008 B 5 2 Kl n oy 2.36 712,33, 1%
B 7R VA pH=3.0 (5} , Ti0, NPs XF HA FLAT 5538

551

of b.HA =
5T
iy
351
301
257

W7 o6} q./mg- g‘l

1079775 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
W C./mg- L

- == Freundlich

4 HA.(a)FAHAs(b)FETIO, NPs RE Y Langmuir #A Freundlich R M &5 iR 2
Figure 4 The Langmuir and Freundlich adsorption isotherm of HA on TiO, NP surface
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2 HAZEZ S KBNLR E Langmuir F
Freundlich I} M &R £
Table 2 The Langmuir and Freundlich adsorption isotherm

of HA on TiO, NPs
Langmuir 2 A5 TR R U Freundlich W i 2278 £e #05

Qn/mg-g' K./L-mg" r Ky fmg' "L n r
HA, 99.01 0.120  0.998 18.47 2.33  0.983
HAs 63.46 0.095 0.990 11.06 236 0.991

W R RE 1, 32 B[R A pH=3.0 5], TiO, NPs 3 [ 7
E H AT, A 67 LT ) HA BT DA 3 5 R, 5 | 4 s o
F| Ti0, NPs £ 1fi .

2.5 WHizh 1%

HALFT HASTE TiO> NPs 2% 187 9 05 B B i (] 28 £k iy
0L, R =8 )12 R T AR (A D) L ks
M ho P LA 1L £+ 7' F e AR RIS B — SR HLA I BL R
AR A 2], WA 5.

& 3 4 HA 7E TiO, NPs 2 a1 W% B i) — 2% W% B 5
LGS R MR R PR T 0.99, B
PIFI HA 7E TiO, NPs [ (R it 20 7 2= #R /2 40— 23
0.5 Jo
04
03

02

st (8] /W2 56 i ¢/, (homg-g™")

0 . 5 . 10 . 15 . 20 . 25
IS E] Time/h
5 HAZE Ti0. NPs e E R Bl i) — 25 77 72 W Bt 3 1
& & pH=3.0)
Figure 5 Pseudo-second—order kinetic curves of adsorption of

HA on the surface of TiO> NPs(Solution pH=3.0)

Ll_‘
l.Oj

&3 HATETIO. NPs REHWRM B 1FSH
Table 3 The adsorption kinetic model rate of adsorption of HA on
the surface of TiO, NPs

k:/g'mg’1 min™' qug-g’I ho/mg-g"-min’1 r
HAL 0.15 54.88 456.62 0.99
HAs 0.30 32.27 311.53 0.99

J1% 0 FE L TR HA 204 B # R A, 3%
HASTE 9 K AORL | 04 W B 3 25 8 BRI /2 HAL /Y 2
& AEA) BA T B R HA LK HE T HAGH 3
2.6 pH 3t TiO, NPs B/ b AL R MM

AN pHAE 8 9 B R KSR A MU A e 251 T
YR AR B TR REA T AT A B I 22 S 718207
1 pHAELEEAR AT, 40 KR Y Zeta B — B IF , B
pH (A R3EIN, H Zeta HL 07 Z W FREEHH. pHIES
S H BRI AR D T KR T 2 IRl A B LR T
AT M LB R AR TR o

W 6 /s, 24 pH g 7.0 15, H Ti0, NPs Y I [
1ok B o T AE pH 2 3.0 F110.0 2544 F , TiO,
NPs D e B0 H o e B ARAS o TiO. NPs [ 55EHL 25k
6.1,24 pH 4 7.0 i}, 432 30F Ti0, NPs 25 vy, i, Ho R i A
A LA, JURE ] 1Y 28 SUHE R A F /)N, TiO, NPs B 25
SR RTUTE . 24 pH >~ 3.0 71 10.0 ], 5 2 45 e, i 5
I, TiO, NPs 3 TH] FL ff 5 B2 45K, FIURL 22 (8] 1) i i, Je
TR 5 B IE
2.7 HAXFF TiO, NPs B2/ B 1T A B3 M

7 4 HA Xt TiO, NPs B PR/UT AT M B 520 .
WE AR 76 HAfETERI 2544 T, TiO, NPs BRI AE I I
RETETIA S U, 24 pH N 3.0, TiO, NPs 22 [HiH#
A KRR E FL AT, HA RE 6% 38 0 # L 5| g VF FH I 1)
TiO, NPs Z21H7 , HA 7] LA 94 A FIURE (14 148 2 187 L AT
SO i A ER LR T, UKL R] )5 RE T RE £a L A AT Y
S, IS S0 R AR B T 3 HOR TR, R

0.91

WYGREE L C./C,

S oo oo oo
P W kA N N 0
T
i
w
(=)

L Y Y Yy Yy VYV VYV VYV YV YWY YV YA
e A A AT EIRNAN]

0427
O A T A O O

0 1000 2000 3000

4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

i E] Time/s

B 6 pH3Xt TiO, NPs BiZ /BT A B 50
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