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MARAEZHNERERMEEEEFHINAHR

BmAg BB REE, TR AR, ZER KOG

(At AFR HHPEZHRKFE,ZNM 730000)

T E YR 27 4 Z 4B (cellulose nanomaterials, CNs) {4 —Ff I FEAE b1 8L, B LR TR S 45 M E 5
SRBE R IR B S R TS M A M TR S L R RE . SRR AR KRR AR TR N BR K R 4 R B
T B B 0 R A (L AT S AR SR T A 3R 0 e R R R B T s ) 1 N AT T SRR E B EA A
TR YE R M S5 5 A 44 771 s OO W 9K 21 4 3R /9 Blork CED/N 3 7 B0hE 5 08 0 3 30t #0497 T I i A
I T U T O R LT 4 R b LU R BRI (A0 38 7K B 5 SCBE B0 T AN [R] 114 T8 7285 3 3o MR A 4 I K £
AR TN IOTTE . a0 B 98 K T 4k 32 B K WAL A7 72 19 O B s 2R AT T 3R IR 98 L TR R
A 7 N H 2ot AR v I R i T Y )

KW AAEF W ORTFAER; EalE; Btk

5l E

AT LA AF ISR s N T B8 JR) 3 0 Ml A fy bR A JBE X PR S 1M E I . REA B E SR E T L
BUBTES T R 715 460 AT HILTS Sy Cn gt (2 3% HOTR) 25D 38 i /K AR 35 e E R il . il
BE L EU R Tl BN SEAT K & A KB S R B 1 (i Cu® (Pb*T (Cd*" LCr (VDA CoC Il D) 45 B K
HEAGKARN . FREEK MR b i B 4 R B 7SR T B T B B B D B BRI A R
P XN KA B AR RS R G R R AR o DR R A A 0 B b i G R T
IR,

4 S T R E AT R AL A UVE B R 2R B L G UR B T S IR R AR R T R Hor
MRZ B 35 2 2 DB EL AT T o o P 5% 01— R R A SRR . e 40 AR AR I kAR A S T i IR R 5 A vk
1T ORI Tl J52 7K A B e A5 LR PR o 5% P A R A ) R T A T TR ST A R AT AL AR TR R
AT AL S D 5 D 12 R W B AR o LR ) 6 JBAS T L X2 L 0 A 28 SR A BIR A5 e AR (o AF 5 AN Dl
REHT R AA Y. O 1 R AR AR & 1 28 U A0 2 SR FH AR A9 TR RS 50 355 R K AR 95 e W O AR — 2 .
T C X R W5 RS 551 L AT SR A B R AR ARR R A 7 e B AR e Ak B K B AR AR T O BB AR
A 038 5 AR T 4 TS 1 0 75 WA K 4 TR 1) 93 2 2 M A 2 D0 s 28 A A5 o IR P i R A 1 R AR v
Or TR ECE R E T BRSO TS bR G R s e s e B S AR MR i AR AR
FHRIRGE S YA AR AT A W R A AR T A R R AL B K B R B B

A RAR o 1 D BA IR BT AU VAN IR B PR BE A U i D R A L Y AR AT (FE A AR AP R
FEDEMRBWR T THFFRHENTHIRER . FRRE AR TP BN FE M RIR & TR EEART
AR 4B LA T2 0 . SR TR B A e Bk B TN 23 B AL SR AR LU AT 5 e IR K 4T 4 R 450 H A
RAPERE o X SO AT 2 AR 98K 2540 U2 11 ST B RT LK B ROR A 55 580 i M ik
HELRALA S o X et BRI R 4 K B ORL T U2 R T T A A 4B s ek 40RO
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FR A NGB T AR AR A R R R R R R RIRR IR AR
P18 SCHR R 255 38 68 299 oK 21 4 38 19 o0 F 2R AT 1 i RS 909 0K 2T 4 3% 7 B0 85 Ak L4 I H AT e 114 O T i
S B T K AL 3SR 1 O PR D o DR b AR SO R b A 28 40 K 2 Y A S RN R AL O T A
ERIRET AR R W UL T5 i LA SN K 2 4 32 AR 2% PR K v 4 S 1 O T Y L

1 RG%E RN EN a4

FE PRARMEAC A ZUT 2017 4 8 H ol th 65 £ 4 3 94 K bR AR HE AR 15 K 7 L (ISO/DTS 20477
2017 ATAR]BA Rk B4 G118 IR PR 1S 245 A % 1T 285 4 76 40 0K 31 s L KGR i 2T 4 38 A I I 4T 4 R
YIARMEL, DKL AER HJ2 — A EFR PHGK RTINS R U8 K il 48 75 bk AN TR] | Bl K 27 4 R 6 B
ZMAR A2 . XA R IFE R YR AT 4 R AUOK S 4T 2 3 4T 2 R oK bR 27 4 R 9K
A B AR AR 2T 2 R THAT Y 2T 2 R AOREF A AR R AR AL 2F 4 35 TROET A Ak 2 2 2 R AN B 2 4
E

254 I P A0 ST K G0 K 2T 2 38 4 FR M RER IR &5 ik R IR S F 22 5 e = R (DO
Eh 4T 4k 2 (nanocrystalline cellulose, NCC) BE 2] 4 £ 44 >k &4 (cellulosenanocrystals, CNCs) 5 (2) 40 £F fb 4T
#t 2 (nanofibrillated cellulose, NFC; microfibrillated cellulose, MFC) B¢ £F 4 & 40 % £F 4k (cellulose
nanofibrils, CNFs) ; (3) 40 & 44 K 2T 4t Z (bacterial nanocellulose, BNC) , FE4H KW T #E 1.

1 WMARAEETRDE

Table 1 The classification of nanocellulose materials

p ] ViEA P3s RoF

PR K (CNC)  HERELTER ML R AL KRR TR 22 75 o
B :5~70nm; K JF100~250nm

B RELZ(NCO) R MR TR R

YT A £F e % (MFC) A HSE . ML KRR, MFC. b2 o b 38 2 1 /0 2 ) 9 LW ) 1
o R P A Al e e .
oL Ok OF R LT 2T AR A A EFF A 4825~ 60nm; ONE . 58 i 25 45 2 JFURH 10 9 7 b 53 85
(CNF) T T R R e o B B b 0 7 A% 5~ 100nm; K L ¥ pm

e L MEA MR, M o e o o N
YT N K 4T 4 R (BNO) R YN B AR S TR B AR AR HA8:5~10nm; K . 100nm~%{ ym

CNCs 55 CNFs B HER g R BRI . WP | 7%, CNF G i £F 4 3¢ J5ORF0 34 o sl 1195 of 40 0
P T4 B 5 BT 2 TEHU0 5 0 P AR T 25 6 B2 I REA AR, CONC S 2 2 45 38 JSURY i o 38 /Kl
T B R K 2 4 38 0 B KA 7 1 0 90K 2T 24 36 R 8 B L O LT LA
CNCs F 2 15| AR S B2 LA P48 B R . AT OK 2T 4 3 CBINCO 2 th B 90 A 20,
12 LM FUIR S0K 2 06 50 T A0 e 5 S IE 5 0 IE WL R I S5 9K P 7 0 2 0 0 K
g,

2 MR ERMFRM

20 K £F 2 2K A O — TR B A W 0 6 R0 AT LU [W)E S R BROK BRI e W . X R E i T AT
i R AT AT F RS I 0 2T 4 2R SR T A R S R AT A TR A Al S 8 i RTE n 4 OK £ 4 R A 1k 4
PEAIR B PERE . AL P nT 2 PR 5 — Rl g 2 T Bl RS Z AR E ML A h R R & T
WRG AT HR A RS (ATRP) A 300 - REE B R & (RAFD SR R 5 07 NS B 4 R
EHE LT ) RO T RO RE AT LUE A A R AL B AT A R AR R B L A
2 iR
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Celluloes fihril.

producing
(organisms

BT 2 4R UK BB 58 2o 2F 4 3R JF0URE Y HUAE N1 25 b 31 L R DA ) 1k B 2 7 5 SR A R AR 27 4 (CNFs) 11
iR K i 25 B TG 58 X 3 77 A 2 2k 3 40K i 7R (CNCs) P12
Figure 1 Cellulose nanomaterials are obtained through mechanical and chemical processing of cellulose feedstocks as
well as direct production from living organisms; Acid hydrolysis of cellulose nanofibrils (CNFs) to remove amorphous

regions yieldscellulose nanocrystals(CNCs) 132

Pl 2 FHF W B T 2 0 1 40 0K £ 4k 3R 2% 0B REAL ) 3 Bk R

Figure 2 Summary of the main routes of surface functionalization of nanocellulose for the adsorption of pollutants™®

2.1 BHAFHE

195 70 1 RO R 5 R A B A K £ A 2K I BE 1Y LR T R B R A W R L DB AL R R
PEGUR T AR TR T7 1 . BOVEJR A GOR 2T 4 3 4 BB TR B 27 4 3R b i S ik CILIRT 3)57 el
AR 7 33 el s A L v RE R S HE B AL T R A
2. 1.1 AL RO IR A T SR S R T AR LF R AR P R T B . U] AR
/B8R G Y R £ 4 3R 0y B0 R Al A R S o AR A R B RE B B B R el L TR R R
TR I WA BB o A~ S SR IR 228 JC VR A ol R A R DU AT DL S I A BEOR) CAn SR A I L gD L ekt
A 0 TR T 0 2 ) 8005 TR A S A2 R il B o el B R 4 2 AP R LU R i (D UV B IR
Gy kA s (2) BA B PRI RN 5 (ARG RE SR A5 o il 4 AR B8 L AP O 4504 R 46 A0 e B i O s R
BRAE LT 4 3 90K T (CNW) 1) 3 T HE A TR (AN 15 B HE R ™ ) CNW-g-AAL M B X Co® ek
(1 82 B 25 B3t TSR B 66 mg/ g [F) B2 W B 390 28 6 1k 2 - 56 EH AP B W B S ARG 1504
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OH
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Bl 3 HeR R AR 1 BRI BAT R I W B AR

Figure 3 Functional groups on grafted cellulose with good adsorption properties

[37]

2.1.2 mRe b EERL AN TOLRSEE PRSI L , @il 3R SO R0 AT B v . R A S A
AT L A A VR AT+ (1) e IR 3 A, 2 ) B 4 B n T 4y T SR W O AR S PR R R AR AR
BE HE R I SR T R A5 B e A R s (2) TR R R R A ST A T B
A B8 3y i B — S IS R S BB PR S SN S VR R AT R A B R R Y L XS 3SR Ak ik i B
B LA 2 3R 27 4k S BRAR R RS B o AL R L SR 0 S e A e A R P B 2 s R Tk
M LF Y R BTN B LF 4, 25 R R O B 201 F L R dE R IL DI RELF 4% AsCV ) Al AsCIID Ay d5e K iz B
i 3k 81. 35mg/g Ml 53. 03mg/ g, 2k H HCL Ry i AR 3], 5 B A IS - D) 8 25 4 % it iy Wi Bt 25 4 A7)
A 3K B 400 1 W B 2 R 1 85 20 DA I
2.1.3 BIRER. SIKRERTTDGEL B B AR R E LW, sl RAEZ T EPWIEN 2 CEE, A
HERGE TS B A 0 B AR . w51 & A R R 4l B (CAND (& Fhad sl IR R I A = 5 T
(AIBN) fil Fenton i3] (Fe(ID-H, O™ . Zhang %" LA 2 4l 5 Ry 51 & 8 af 1 H SR L 3R R
IO 53 3 B A% R (polyacrylic acid, PAA) FIZR A M R / Ji A8 2 #M (sodium humate, SH) (PAA/SH) 4%
413 NFC £ 7% # (bamboo cellulose nanofibers, BCN) [ , 53] BCN-g-PAA 1 BCN-g-PAA/SH 1%
B A4 R S5 2R B LA EPIRNRAREXS CuC Il W B & 34 0K 46 NEFC, I B - 7 W 5 53 5] 34 5] 46. 528mg/
g il 45. 376mg/g,
2.2 INDTFEHE

AR 9 94 2K 2 4 21 W B 72 A1 AR 1k 22 L G Ak A O e AT AR AT A2 0 BL A RS 1 R v A% 1 W o
PERES . GUOKET 4 22 b T M o CAnHL S 7K R /B K M b L BL B | R B L RS T S B BE T B
PE RN P 25 ) 23 2 A ol s 007 R i K 1Ay B-D Rt PR A 2 B S — M R RE A A R L B BE A
CIRYS i BUR-3C DrQ A= i P e S /A N i sl & ol 1 B2 ol S SV 1] L AN L L AN S o e W

(DBERIL BRI A R R 2 A AR AEY AR OIF RS —Fhal ZF G LR W I s Bt " &
B Ak B RE 7= A L AE BR AR SR R, W G SR EI AR EFCC 00 L EDTA UF A R I A 2 ok R I5F 44 fin 41 2 R
TR Hod SRR o % WL, SRR S S5 A e R A SN A&l 4 iR . BAh BT 4t
B3 TR DB R S AN WAL B, RO R IR RE T A AR A E A RE 00 . mln, 3R IR S 1k
ProlcvE (9 27 4 R 90K SR X Ph? TR Cd® i fie K W 25 8 43 0l A2 367, 6mg/g Ml 259. Tmg/ g, SRS 1
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TR TR S B Ak 3 AR R R R 3 W B R X PBYT A Cd® T e K I B 4 iR 43 i) 38 #)) 465, 1mg /g,

344. 8mg/g"™
(0]
(@) o (o) N
Cell—OH+ — Cell-0 OH
(0]

VD 4 LT 2k 30 B B R I 22 ) 1 s e I i

Figure 4 Modification reactions between wood cellulose and succinic anhydride!®®

Rl )RR RER 5 00 RIS A ) R BB LR R R AW L @ M FeE
(R NXT X 5 358 7 sl MR AR M KR 2 4 K & 5 BTR . Hu SV 7R IR v f 2.3
PR N = SR SR A SR PR BB 21 2 s QR 21 4 3 T L 49 B 1 2 B RE M AL O £F 4 R AR 21 4k L 2208 R
R T PR 2T AR AOK AT G R B . kB A e B 22 AL R b T AR X T ek R Y
Cr VD A3 AR 55 14 I B 1R BE L e A I B 0 17, 66mg /g

|
HoMQ\ N )\ N'(CHsCr

5 D-GluN" I & 4 2% 137 4 4 435 Ay 100

Figure 5 Structure of D-GluN—+-type cellulose derivativest®”

() B - SRk b 2 48 A AR 5 27 4 R rh R 3 ke A O SR TR F T 90K 27 4 3R 1 B2 05 1 T R
AR SR, L A fUA Y W AR 2, 2, 6, 6-PU HY kIR BE L A AR IR R
(TEMPO/NaBr/NaClO) Fl iz ih" . a1 Ma & LIRS R, £ TEMPO S ALSrE )5 - 145 5 % 1
BRI (—COOH) ) NFC & (TEMPO-NFC) , iZ £ F il 0 UOYT AR il 167mg/ g, 8R4
b NFC #4 - 0 B il 047 BT 4 5

(A BEAL - Tk AL 2F 4 3R 2 8 TE DM BT, 7 2 2800 14 1 0 8 k5 e A a5 B g A BB — &R 91 A
AW I Zheng SFSTORE FORFERT A 9 7 U 2R 5 I IE RO L HE AT AR A B R AR R R AR P g AR
BB S 5 R R S R — 2B B A AR B B B AL AR 4E R X Cd* T R IR B AR A F) 12, 73mg/ g

3 41K A 4 KR A A K AL FE R g B A

5t ] P9 A1 SCHR iR L 98 K £ 2 b RE AT ) & AN () T 28 %) TR B 390 4n A R L R e A L Tz I A K Ak
AL A HLAVE BRIE K P E SR BT . KRG GERZ N TR P ESES T4 EA T
R COBUBRR FE 5 5 (2) e FR MR K 5 (3) QR £ 2 19 [ 45 55 /K M AT DA A5 I AR b R 19 A 9 1 e R AL
15 (D A= PEBURRE 5 (5) CNCs 157 BE (9 A% 25 1 o {0 40 K 2F 4k 3R Bk ¥ Ak d oBHE )2 89 pH EE T
PG H A 2A R T o RIFE 7K A 5T T ELA T P 1k Cp L (B ARR 30) v2 B 0D 0% 5 (6) 2 4 3% 3 1 nl i 47 D Bk 18
M AR AL BT L (2,2,6,6- D0 HT AR BE-1-38) B3 (TEMPO) -4 & 46 (B ER AL ™ (g™ |
L AR 1 5 AR i1 17 A SR N T B D | ES S R S Gy e (BT =2 RN DI RN i
3.1 MR 4K S 4 3R R B 5

YRR Z M AR T BA REREL, 5 F ot XA 6] 0 W B X 52 99 K £F 4k 3R 3% b 27 oot T
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S R MO B AR 0 T RE AT A5 A TR B T 045 4 G AR 46 45 R O SO PE R

Liu %7 Ho 0 T 804547 4 3 40K dh CONC RIZF 4 40K £7 4 CONF) B K 15 31 A RS RE T 19 27 4
0K W CONC B A ANLT 4 3 90K ET 4 CONTF) K 2 B T 09 VR B 17 0P 6 97 7% . 5 S8 4 0 g £
I 490 K 2T 4 56 0 5 L T R Y RE 1 R A 9 5850 41

Cu (Il) adsorption
unit: mg/g o
>

113 117

0,02

P &
\O" e() &
& ¢ o &

6 FLERELTFYEF N K S i 220 3 T OME 4N K F 4 Y Cu(ID I 78 078
T AR S R YOKRE 4 (CNF) (A 4 R G0K i 1R (CNO) (ZR 1 R AL 45 4 R 94 K 45 4 (TOCNE) il
Tl Mok Rk 4 4 2 40 K R (P-CNO) 1 L 34

Figure 6 Comparison of Cu(II) adsorption capacities among cellulose, nanocellulose and surface modified nanocellulose"

79,801

Comparison of cellulose with cellulose nanofibers (CNF), cellulose nanocrystals (CNC), tempo oxidized cellulose

nanofibers (TOCNF), and phosphoryl cellulose nanocrystals (P-CNC) are given.

BEAE o B R 55 2T 2 3 3% 10 0 3 TR« 5 ) AR B A (8 M A i A B e AT, T B 5 2 e i A T 4 R
SN Liu AFS 58 2 R K AT 4 L A9 B0 R T S AT R ik (SO, HD AR 3 (— COOH) i NCC
¥R, It5 NFC.H 52 2 44 K i #& (chitin nanocrystals, ChNC) XF Ag™ W ff & 17 HL 8, 45 R BR . Y
pH=6. 39 B, =AM REXT Ag™ (1 W B 25 fi 1 3K 2 e KAH i+ A7 —SO, H fl—COOH ) NCC Xf Ag™
W B B A K (34, 35mg /L) . Suman %5 3@ i i BR AR BR K Mg 45 NCC By A X% PbCID A Cr (D A9
BR300k 99. 4856 F1 98. 306, W B 25 & 43 il R 9. 42mg/L Al 8. 93mg/L, S UE B, £ A fif 3 A
(—COO ™ . —SO; WYKL A R 547 A7 IE ffar 19 482 &8 1T RSSO A R T4 8 811 LBk

QIR LT A Z MR ] AR B B 48 B TR R EZ —. Yo' HBEHIRR BT (succinic
anhydride) ZbFRAN K LF 24 K, 51 AR IR I AT, 38 3 B 28 T 415 B 3610 & A R I NCC # oK, BF 58 % 41 kL
X Cd*F fl Pb* " By 0 B BE Jy. 25 R E B, pH =5.5 BF, NCC ¥y K X Wi Fh 4 J&@ 85+ W Bt it 43 il ok
367. 6mg/L Al 259. Tmg/L. ZA K@ NaHCO, Btk , 34 iR iR 3 1 4l % Cd* il Pb? " (1% W Jff 5t
4334 % 465, 1mg/L il 344. 8mg/L.

SIAFFEERERE M KT AR WM E SRS T R ER R, Wt pH B2 2EmEEZ —,
Oshima 204 N, N- - 5@k e (DMP) FR 2 BTR -G 0C5 B AR 403 27 4 % (BO R A 2 3
TR - 75 2 3 R W R 2 141 19 BC A R (P-BO) L 45 5 . 7s P-BC 1 pH =3 It Xt 6l 2 43 & 85 7 09 W B i
AR R TRI B 2R 4 R B T IR B M Ho® ' >Sm® >La’ 4 pH=4. 5 i, JHox i I 4 J@ 85 Y W
BiF 4 o e B R S8 5 90 V0 Bk B M KT O Fe'™ >Cu®" >Mn*" >7Zn"" >Co™" . X —Z5 R UEH,
pH BEMYPOKRF R Z WM ELBHRNEZ —.

TSR ATE A5 10 9 K 2T 2 3R 4 L W B 42 ) 8 7 LA b 3 T AR R A5 A A AR B AE 7E B T Ok L o Tl
W E R R SR AR AR O . RS T e B R RS B AN K 41 2 R bR — 8 R B L SRR TR AR A R
4y e 5, IR K AL BRATUAS B TSI AT
3.2 WMRFHEZRRK
30201 JRKBEME KIS R 38 A 0y 3 4 A A S T A — LA 2 X 4% 5 R 1 R R S AR
CINE 7 JiR) o 1 4 2K BE S T AR EAK I 28 4 2R WA 25 M A W 6 ik 1k 5 A B [0 A 1 A A
IR T AR ES,
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B 7 S R S AR AR Y R AR A KB (as o) 5 BRI T 2 3R AR I K BE S (b D
BEd Cay b) S B B K BRI 5 (o dD V8 O T H S A0 /K B i T
Figure 7 Photograph of hydrogel K-PmaH samples (a, ¢) were taken via microwave radiation, and contrast (b, d)

taken by conventional heating method. Samples (a, b) are fresh hydrogels, and (¢, d) are dry K-PmaH""*

GO 2T 2 3R 525 7K BE I 10 1 B RR S 1 1% 58 8 e e KR BB 22 ) A PR B 22 L AR WD AH A T AN v R R AR

Zhou %R FH G 8 S T 72 R BE (CS) VIR S BE (PV A | e 56 Ak i M 909 K ks 5 3R L AL 2F 4 %
YKL YE (CCNF) AT A Hil A3 m-CS/PVA/CCNFs /K EER IR . 45 R EZW] . Z G IKEER m-CS/PVA/
CCNFs X Pb*" {0 Bft 45 ik b mm-CS/PV A JKBE I Sk 4 Ph* " W B 258 5 14 i T 53. 4mg/ g H -4 45 1 ]
ik 171, 0mg/ g 4 WAHRFME G AT wT PR 90 20 i P W B %, 158 W12 98 K 2F 4k b RLK BE I 2 G RN
AW B B g 5, I HLEA AT R AR R

BEFR AR LISE R (CS) 5 R IR BE(PVA) Jy JFURL B AL AN K 2F 2 3 (O-CNWs) 1E Sk 44 K HURLF1 T
TE RIS IE R L SR P BRI BE I B 175 T CS/PVA/O-CNW's K EEI . 45 F J2 B . 5001 1 80— 20 K 21 4 % /R 4
BHIZKBERE A O-CNW's 7K 5 HoAifh AR it R0 FE AR 52t 43 39 442 /85 1 734 Do 1 581 %% L AHL /K B JE 11 75 7K
IV B B AR X B A T s TGA A3 B, O-CNWs 1IN A 2 25 T 7K 58 58 il P K2 5 1k FVHLA I RE

L5 F TR AN TR R B A 2 BE IR S B K £ 4 21 S0 x M B 1 1 5 FLA 3 AR H L R ORI 5
oA ARk B S B 1 BE
3.2.2 RBEME  ARBERC R AE DR A BE R = 2 2% 25 0 AN AR S5 AT R AR AR A o ) YRR 4 R TG TR B A
o0 B AL R T AR BUA e e R TR L R AL B R AR SR AR RN T R K A A A
I B S AR R T 3R R I AL R SR T AR 5 AR RN GOk Z AL AR T 2 A R ke S
BRI A B o SRR I 2 S5 B — AR AR B B B T SRR MR AL R
FEAR L o e i AR R S5 e 1 R otk B B A S ) R 1 R

BRBE # 50 SR AT W 0 JERE 38 1 TEMPO A S &b il 13 TO-NFC J5 ., £ 3-5i 4 5k = H f Ok hE
€ (3-mercaptopropyl-trimethoxysilane , MPTS) Bt % , #i| 15 TO-NFC-MPTs K& (WA 8 i) . 45
W BEREXT Hg CID Y e KW B 7T 3k 718, Smg/ . 1 LU R AR AT AT 43m” /g, W B 1 " I 35 4
R ZAS BRI HagCID I TEBRAAUM 97. 520 VB2 93. 200 . Maatar 517 L1 H, O, H BR W8k 8 1
N &, @S B B BR (methacrylic acid, MAA) 1 55 3 iR (maleic acid, MA) 5 NFC F i & 4 K
LI 153 NFC-MAA-MA SEERE . 458 BoR Gz REERXS Pb? ' (Cd*"  Zn®" Fl NPT 34 R 45 19 0% B g
72 U Bk I I i RCR I B 9806 . X — S IR 45 IR B L M R 40 K £F Y 3R B AN (LT
PERE S I HLE A B i R RCR
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= 2) Freeze-drying
37 jerogel

-

o

MPTS: v c-O0— g‘w”
o

}/ - -€oO on,
}./-4»1

QD -rgmniom

K 8  #idkH kL bk TO-NFC S8 H 4 T 2% K H T HeCllD BT Wit i % 25 e
Figure 8 Schematic illustration of fabrication process of the mercaptosilylated TO-NFC aerogel and

its adsorption for Hg( I ) ion®

WAL A A DG SCHER IS L 5 5 — B 90 K 2F 4k R SRR M L B BRI R T 4 R B A W T R
MRS S R )z . B AR UL AT 55 1 W B I A v 0 A S R R RE ), 9F BAE 2K
i 2 S5 AR R e B AR B AR . s RS S LARS BR 4l £ 51 &) L L MCC ol 541 . 82— R 90 ik
RIS AR R 2 I8 T 4 B9 DAO-MCC@ MnO2/SA(DMMS) & &S 8. PR LR T
MCC.DAO-MCC.DAO-MCC@MnO, .DAO-MCC@MnO,/SA(DMMS) & &S 5 K3 48 5 F Cu®' .
Pb*" .Cr" Fl Cd*' 1 £ R3S . DAO-MCC@ MnO, /SA (DMMS) & & < # ik > DAO-MCC@ MnO, >
DAO-MCC >MCC, DAO-MCC@ MnO,/SA(DMMS) & & 5% i % DU Fh 4> 8 55 1 5k WL I 25 4 4%
Sk F) 219, 8.325.9.,214. 7 Fl 275mg/ g, Zad 5 WK E TG IR 5 - DMMS UHE A7) fig 4k 45 I 5, 5 7 Fn g
25 AR IR IR LA M 1Y 78 LA b . Zheng ZE9N LUk 8 (GA) A B, 5§ TEMPO-NFC 15 2 % 5
(poly(vinyl alcohol) , PVA) IR A » il 15 H A Bi/K MR PVA/NFC & &S B . 12 B b2 i AR
Hh172m* /g, 35 PVA KB L& T X% Hg? . P . Cu®' L Ag’ WYL I g A1 Cln & 9 AT /%) » B 7K
PVA/NFC & 558 L PVA SEER W i 5 3~6 f%. GKF A Z45 B AWM B & E 635
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A Review on Adsorption of Heavy Metal Ions by Modified
Nanocellulose-Based Materials

YIN Xiao-chun” , SI Guang-hui, SHI Yu-zhuo, WANG Xin-hua, GU Yong-e,
MENG Jun-liang, ZAHNG Na-di
(School of Public Health ,Gansu University of Chinese Medicine, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: As a renewable material, cellulose nanomaterials (CNs) have good performance for removal of the metal ions
from wastewater dut to their excellent surface area, high crystallinity, high strength, high Young's modulus, high surface
activity, and chemical stability. So, in this paper the modifications of cellulose and its application to adsorb heavy metal ions
were reviewed. Firstly, the structure and naming method of nanocellulose are briefly introduced. Secondly, the
modifications of nanocellulose (ie, small molecule modification and polymer modification) are introduced respectively, and
the modified nanocellulose-based materials are focused on describing in application of removing water metal ions by
adsorption in two different forms of powder and gel (including hydrogel and aerogel). Finally, the advantages and
disadvantages of the modified nanocellulose-based absotbent materials were discussed, and the problems that the materials
need to solve during the production and application process were pointed out.
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