VO @R R 25 (B AR BHE RO
J. Xi'an Univ. of Arch. &. Tech. (Natural Science Edition)

Vol. 49 No. 2
Apr. 2017

CRNECE
2017 4£ 4 H

DOI. 10. 15986/j. 1006-7930. 2017. 02. 016

Znln,S, AT SEEWFERR T FA B B BE R R

7‘)29 \3‘37]{/7%’9 ij@?’,ﬁ

CPH % A SRR S PR 5 i B R 2 e . BRVE 7422 710055)

I &, Bk, W, &

WE . RAKMIGE & UM Zoln, S, » I X S HFEE AL (XPS) . X S EATHHM(XRD) | R B K FLE S
BAL(BET) . 424001 DL 40 AR 6 1S4 CUV-Vis) X Br il £ i AL R oo Z 4Lk . Sk sh iy, e RmE MR R eE B k7 T %
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Photocatalytic degradation of RhB by ZnlIn,S, under
visible-light irradiation

WANG Lei ,CAI Xinxin,LIU Tingting .GAO Bo,LV Yongtao ,\WANG Xudong
(school of Rnvironmentel and Municipal Engineering, Xi’an Univ of Arch and Tech, Xi'an 710055, China)

Abstract: The sample of Znln,S, is synthesized by hydrothermal method and characterized by XPS, XRD, BET,.
UV-vis. A series of experiments about the effects of operational parameters such as initial concentration of RhB ,
photocatalysts concentration and pH on photocatalytic degradation of RhB were carried out. The results showed
that Znln,S, is hexagonal microspheres with specific surface area of 79. 033 m’/g and band gap is 2. 046 eV. The

optimum condition is as follows: the concentration of ZnIn,S, and RhB is 0.1 g/l and 15 mg/L., pH is 8,

respectively. The degradation rate of RhB reached 97. 09 %.

Key words: hydrothermal method; ZnIn,S, ; visible-light photocatalysis; RhB
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XA MICE . dh RS H AR T BUR A B RE
BEAT T PEANA) AL, d i a] DOt i AL A RhB 52
. HEIGRYKE. AR o= M & pH Xt
Znln, S, F#fiE RhB 2R 85200

1 HRSH®

1.1 UE5iEH

{305 WP T A R e i 8 BT RR (e A
B2 5 200 ml KPR B 4 (P8 22 55 35 PR 4% 1l
BEAHMRAR); CEL-WLAX500 K IRAT B i & 48
AL P B EERHEA R 24w s U-4100 5 4h0] DL
LA CH A H 3723 ®)) 3 K-Alpha 4 X 5
L FREIEA CGEE P LA 7)) 5 UltimanIV X 5
LATHHCCH AR XS %) Vosorb 2800P L
Fem RS S I AL SR SR AR 2 )
UV-2600 48 4h-0] WL 43 60 BE i OB el (L i) 4%
BHR AT ; ZS90 Zeta HLAIAXL (& E B /R SCAL 2%
BIRATFD.

A BRI WG, KT R 2 BR AR 2 R 5
B AR, [ 24 5 AL R R A BR 2 v
MEMR e, Rigm P E RS RKAAERA A 2
B B, RETRFEKLERFNAERLAA:; KAk
. RET R I FRAFER LA ik, X
O E L AR A .

1.2 fEHFIHE SR

FMARPGE R & Zoln, S, HIFMI R T -
¥ 0.75 mmol Zn (NO;), +6H,0O, 1.5 mmol In
(NO;), « 5H,O DL Jz i & 6 R & Bt e (TAA,
12mmoD) & MEF) 150 ml 4l /K il IR &3 .+
SR e V. BB A WEIN 200 mL %
VY G L N Ao v R B S8 b . AE 80 C BT
MFPR M 6 h EHRBHERER, HarET
K. CRERIEDE 3 e, TR H.

SR X G 206 W BB B A (XPS) XA 5 I &
TTERGAFREZFET N R X 5 & A7 5%
(XRD) 43 B A 500 00 & AH s R A b R AR R FL AR
S3 AT (BET) 434 1 Ak 500 10 bb 26 T BRI FLAR 43 A 5
i 5 AM-0T W4 66 B i (UV-vis) X B ik 17 %
Hb-0] DL I8 B 5t 61 43 .

1.3 HEAXE

A UL R G0 T AL 5t B IR AR IR 2
ZARSGAE — NI HRIE, KINEAT. ROBATE
VLB R 7 A . IR KT 3R O B K S 2 3 A A
PRTIR BRI 2Y 40 cm.

B 400 mL AR E . AF pH ) RhB ¥ # E

TR, R BERMAN — & & Znln, S, i1k
P Y () AT [ v €Y i S S A T el S 4
(1) 1 B W% Bt P17 . AR JS 4T IR 6 1S I L AE T DO TE
BBl A IV AT BEAT O i Ak B2 B, 2 HECRH ] 1) 1) (i)
M) BE BUORE . @ 0. 22 pom By PEIE T D8 IS R & W
JGEE.
1.4 RhBiREHE

HR A 52 Sh-0] WG 43 6 B k. W T 43 - X
SR WA R I R G T A Y bR BOG R it 2. BRCOh
W AT il B i R 2. 5 Ab- T DL IR WY 8 8 R
— AN EJUA TR MO T 2. A R K Q)
FeTR W 0T 0} 8 S ) SRR AE W W Bk BRI, E S
F-H A2 B0 TR0 25 AL (B R . ARER R R
B TOF R, Bk, 7EHRARWRICE K Tl E RhB
AW s 3 DA T B L

TER A0 WO 4 e B it 2 B KA G X 3
RhB )i KWW KR 554 nm, R SE5 i Fe
FEPE K 554 nm FFAF TR RN i F2 H RhB B B
B AEAL.  BC ] — & 2 ik BE AR ) RhB A i %
B T I A e R W IG5 B A
Ko LR BES T 1.

#£1 FRERE RBEBERHBBRLE

Tab. 1 The absorbance of RhB with different concentration

C 0.5 1 5 10 15 20 25
A 0.028 0.060 0.310 0.620 0.934 1.227 1.573
WAL, B P B BN E 5 H
FE 5 KOG AR W O0 B i IE L R R, RIE 1
B bR LT FE R C=16.057A, R*=0.999 7
KN R RhB M RE g H LU R AT
_A—A,
A,
H+r. D4 RhB B2 A, b RhB R Hi Y
VIGAWEYEEE s A, S RhB R ¢ B a] J5 W% 6 .

2 ENFIRIE

2.1 JTEAMSH

T E AL R 2k T . OBEAT T
XPS . B 14 Znln, S, ¥ 54T XPS W E 18
Fi) XPS [&3.

MR LUE il s AR EZEC KA Zn,
In, S, C. O, HH Zn, In, S=ZFTENE B
e AL, 7E 161,98 eV AbAT S2p HYFFAE I,
TE 1 021.21 €V, 1 046.13 eV Ab %5 4iE U %t B %
Zn*" W) Zn2ps, VL B Zn2py.. fE 444.51 eV,
452. 06 eV AL &Sy 5B T In3ds;, Al In3dy, ., &

D X 100%
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Fig. 1 XPS spectras of sample
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Fig. 2 XRD spectra of sample

ZIA G, ZEIE eSS 5 %5 JCPDS 48-1778
By FRiE PDF 5 FrAHXS B, 3 i5d BH il & 0 i Ak 500
NTTAH Znln, S, b HA R Y AT Sk 0 BLAE 27°,
33°LL R A8 FiAa . 4y R N BRAL HH R ) (311)
(A400) F(440) fi7 Sk 0. T v P30 1 300 L At T 0
FWH &0 Znln, S, & BAH, B HAd AT (ZnS,
In, S, Z)F1E.
2.3 Lk REREFALESH

BET b 3% 18 B 43 Bt G i ) 2 — & 548 X e
T3 TR — GRS 26 nT 48 AR ) L R
HAR LR, B 3 2l & Znln, S, 1) W Fff —
JHERR SR 2, A &R BIH J7 451 Zoln, S,

B3 \|SWBREMEREURFEIL
BroamHlLGEED

Fig. 3 Nitrogen adsorption-desorption isotherms
and pore size distribution(inset)

b b R AR E LS . B Znln, S, £
BET L EH A 79. 033 m?/g, I H O LLE HHE
Ff b k. FLEsr A B R B LR R, K
T4y FLAR 43 AR AE 50 nm DL b, e Al ik F) 155.5
nm, K3 B A K LR 5 A5 Znln, S, XF
RhB A %5 I ) W B 550 24
2.4 FHEEEEN

3T BRI Znln, S, X AN HIE] UL
W R AE B . XF Znln, S, 347 T % 00T WLOG 8 7 5t
i, 28R mE 4 PR,

1.54
" 1.04
=
ke
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Fig. 4 UV-Vis diffuse reflectance spectraof sample

W UV-Vis HIE %o LA . Zoln, S, 7E
B RK/NT 400 nm 1) 506 X S8CA R s i 7, A
AT, AE 0] 0L X3kt A — B I R, X s B
SAMEF — O N o] WOEEE T L& Znln, S, ,
B RS s ey B 1. ZEE el LUE B
Znln, S, A — MW . EHYIZS X fhitH 58wl 5
FES ORI {E Ag o 606 nm, RGN X Eg=1
240/xg(Eg 2R IR, Ag it R0 ek
W B D o7 453 Znln, S, A 4k 51 44 37 BR 58 B 2 K
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2.046 eV,

3  Znln,S, SEELFERE RhB P85

3.1 KFRFIMRBE LI

— RN A O A Ak i B & A AE R AR R Y T
T LG AR SR RE 75 45 B b K Al i W2 ff 3] 5 B 2 1
XA RS R A A EEN . TR
Znln, S, XF % P B BB O . 35 B o i W
IFa) . FEAT TR S 5 5 #& 15 mg/L RhB )t
R R 0.1 g/l Znln, S, X%t 15 mg/L. RhB W [t
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Fig. 5 Degradation rate of photolysis and absorption

W% i 5256 3547 8] 10 min, BURE T JE IS & B0
RhB W AW B R IR B T [, X WK & RhB 4)
TO# Znln, S, WER, @ G & DRI 5 2R R
W, IBE T 38.53%. 90 min [ WL B SC B 25 B
. W R R IR T 55.37%. X ERM
MIFLAR S AT 45 RARW) &, K b 36 TR BRI R ) L
ik Znln, S, %} RhB 43 7R &F i) W B 0 8. MW it
WA 3 /Y 25 S & v o] LU W R s 8 i 4T 30
min J5, WML IEE] T 45. 24 % . WG 7 4K 45 ik
11, BRI RAmEEm, HIEAHE. ZE
I8, (RSN SE I, W B B ) A R 1 R
[ B 1) JEBE 4 30 min.

f£ RhB @S2 g b & B, Je#l i) 10min W%
FEGERT TR, BHE RN 4k L2 3617, FE )5 2 1) e IR
R R AR R, JLRRAE R, X
AEE AL F) K FT 6 BRS04 T . RhB 3 AR RE ok
e i
3.2 RhBIREXHMENMERIENEIT

Sk YR 5T Gl W R R i A Ak AR S e
WeHL 0.1 g/L Znln,S, 43 5 %k &k 5 mg/L. 10
mg/L. 15 mg/L. 20 mg/L. 25 mg/L ) RhB #f7
AL, 1 6 B Znln, S, YA Ak R fig A [+

R RhB B [ i .

100 -
80
60 L
w40 |
—m— Smg/L
—e—10mg/L
—A—15mg/L
20 —y—20mg/L
—4=25mg/L
04 . . A A
-30 0 30 60 90

B E]/min

B 6 RhB & Xt al I L BEfE RhD fEaE 2
Fig. 6 Effect of RhB concentration on visible-light
photocatalytic degradation of RhB

ZEIRLFW, WE RN Br. B RhB k& 84,
Znln, S, XF RhB (WL R AW FRE. XA T [
EWER Znln, S, FAILIH 2 B4 — 28, 2
Al 3003 B W B AR R 2, TS G B R B 4k 41 1
W i 0t 25 T B

I BE. Y RhB R EM 5 mg/L Hm=E
20 mg/L, 90 min J5 )¢ f## 1k ¥ fi# RhB 2 R M
99.10% FFE % 89.15% . RhB ik EE4kLL M INE 25
mg/L, FEMRIEARRFEAL. XK RhB KEF
WA, XFEA X NS — & 1) 37 43 F
FAHVER. X4 RhB iR BRI, /KA W 23 18
SEEON ST 0 BT DL S 5 R R BB . DT S ) Ok
ORI S —J7 . B Znln,S, 3 T W K i)
RhB HORBE 2 DL B /K 1 W B R . RE 05 31 35 i
Al 3002 Y O TR ROk >, H S BUE R
FRALE B B A A H R R TR, s e
35 R M I R IR

Zid ARG . WREESN 5 mg/L, 10 mg/
L. 15 mg/L i) RhB &R EE 97 % Ll b, JIf
HEw e g od. mEEd 20 mg/L. 25 mg/
L ) RhB 7% 7 0% i R AR 2 89 %0, i HAL# f5 /K
B B AR AR K. SEBR 45 SRR W, ok 1 1k FF A
RhB ) s B B R 15 mg/L.

3.3 LTI E X R R R

A3 W A AR SR04 0 2 6k O A AR R R 5
BEHL ZnIn, S, & iM% 43 7k 0. 05 g/L. 0.10 g/L,
0.15 g/L., 0.20 g/L B} 15 mg/L RhB #4764k
S5y, 7 PR AANE Znln, S, IR 15 mg/L
RhB 1) B fii 2.

5 S A B 4 A b 35045 n & AL 0. 05 g/ 38
F 0.15 g/L B, W& B 2 28 DN 28.78%0 19 F)
59.92%, {HAAMBE NS ARLEIE N, WL B R R L
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1o #F Znln, S, X RhB MWLM, &l 8 & ZnIn2S4
80 | % RhB BBt R B, B9 A LIWE B 5536 45 oK f5
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EE
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Fig. 7  Effect of catalyst dosage on visible-light 00 T = 5

photocatalytic degradation of RhB

B 2784, XATREZ B Znln, S, WL 1 K &
RhB 4>, AP E) RhB 43 F 22 M) P24 T HL
77, flif3 RhB ASRE 4k 22 0% B 20 A R R . 7E
AR B B B, 5 g R By B 2R A0l B &
Vil 25 45 005 19 0. e i 2R DN 69. 1200 WY I 34 Jn 3
99.40% , {HAMHE B A8, B 4P il R
ALEFEAZS. — ROk uE, AT MEM K. B
WL TS e M % FE AR AR, (H R AL
FUH A I8 A AW 2 B, X 5 AR 0 )
HORRRE, PR, R R AT AR
UM R R. BN, AR HEH Znln, S, 2
AR s B IR, TR A P R
B, NS E — 2P RS ER. S5
T FH T BN Z A &, A
FE TG PR 19 DAk S04 &

LI AE R FW . Zoln, S, FMEM 0. 05 g/L 1§
E 0.1 g/L B, RhB FEfigRA B 5em . Ha8
BARSEIE N, R TR AR i R b B A R
B . AH 90 min B} BE M 28 5L AR W], A
Znln, S, HAEHRME N 0.1 g/L.

3.4 pH ¥k UEMEIERNZMm

pH LA RN AN EER R, EAR
[ pH &4 T, ALY Py i b 2% B= A,
Ty PR A 50 3 T B By L fer i S5 B pHL 9 A8 4k % AR
B BAG, ARAR SR R AT AL TS G 2 Ta) Y i
BHEAL, O T AL S RhB 4 F W 75X
M AR 2R, S THF5E pH X R
M5, SEE Znln, S, N 0.1 g/L, RhB ¥ ¥
15 mg/L WG4 S Bk &, 3@ it NaOH Fil HCL
P pH x5k 20 4. 6. 8, 10, 12 #Ef3 %611k
4%, T Znln, S, Al RhB 2 W7 L P 1) A5 1k g
WA F] Znln, S, %F RhB B W &, P e 76 Ok i
A6 N 1 SE BEAT 90 min g BN LU E A W] pH 5%

it ) /min

8 PH XTJ' Znln, S4 u& Bﬁ'l‘g': ‘ﬁ‘g B(ng ﬂ[ﬁ]
Fig. 8 Effect of pH on Znln, S, absorption

100 }

80 |

R A 4/ %

0 30 . 60 90
5[] /min

B9 pHXFRAEMALIEME RD 448 %00
Fig. 9 Effect of pH on visible-light photocatalytic
degradation of RhB

MIE 8 Wl LU . AR AR5 B Al 75 e
Yok BEAR IR . (HFEA ) pH 5 AF T Znln, S, %
RhB W 4CR NS A A E. pH A 2 3mE] 4 i
WA R 3G N I HAE pH =4 WX Bld k. %4 pH
ARLEIEIN . MR R B T . {HORAE pH =8 I
W54 E F. Yuexiang Li %1% %} Znln, S, 7E A4 [H
pH Z&AFH) Zeta ALHEAT T RE . 25 RA B pH=
4.1 245 B Znln, S, ) Zeta BALHIE, HAFE ¢
(pH=D>0>¢(pH=2)>¢(pH=6) >¢(pH=28)
>e(pH=10)>¢(pH=12) W # . %M /RS0
JERLEE BT E 1 AN pH A5 4F T RhB ) Zeta
ML, S5 RP T3 2.

%2 A[E pH T RhB i Zeta B fif/mV
Tab. 2 The Zeta potential of RhB under different pH

pH 2 4 6 8 10 12

Zeta 5.66 —7.94 —29.98—27.18 —34.58 —33.3

WHEEOLIAh RhB 2B &7 ekt HoKE R
HIIEHL, 4R Feng Chen M5l ¢ NaOH JF &€ &
Bl, pH=4.1=+0.1 8B, RhB 4 7 # #
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—COOHJF I3 fiR B il — COO™ #l HY ., Frbll 4
pH>4 i}, RhB 4 7 ) — COOH fig &~ —
COO™ T fi . X5 RhB ) Zeta HL{ 45
L Ak, i1 % B RhB 4+ 5 i1k
R PIAR J7 , —Fho2 b H 5 RhB 4> 1%
T A AS [ H PR B e Aar DL B T 1 o Y IR
FEAE R s & RhB 43 - s ASHF HL ) 58 ] 5 i 4 57
B SRR, 24 pH=4 MB${, Znln, S, Faly o faf
SAEHLAar . 1 RhB R TH A7 f,  § H 7 i 4R A Al
BIEl; Znln, S, %} RhB B0 B 2 R . pH=2
AR, RhB P IEHL, Znln, S, 5 7 e P 2 DL
FrE . AR EOR. 2 pH KT 4
¥, RhB fl Znln,S, #har fi d ¢ R & pH & .
B O %2 . R ZnIn2S4 I RhB 2 1) (4 HE
FRIIAW G, 3 FEW R 7 2D e R B AR g T
B ARWZ IR s B 2P H AN [ 1R W o 4 2.

AN [e] B IR B 280 SR DL R i W v OH & () AN [
FECTME 9 PrRZES . WTLUE th DO S0 45
WG B RhB WO R R 1T 6 UG . FORE ff
IR fiff 20 28 5 Wiy 2 7 Py B % W 2880 6 A 26 A AL 1Y 45
S BRI BRF G SRBRG, B AR R R P, SR ZR M BE
s s, HEMREZENE, £ pH=06,
pH=8. pH=10 M &/ T, W Fff 52 55 25 Bt
pH=84MF T Wit s K e &, B3 T 55.93%,
pH=6 Fl pH=10 54 F MWL —2, o
SR 50. 37 %o 50. 00%% , {HAATESCHEALEN Br . M
pH=10 i T MR R B i, 5% 1 93.93%.
XATRE &R Ry B, pH B, B
1) OH # %, HIEFRDEHE. %8 Znln, S, fEALF],
HEBEFEE R T, GEA A « OH o240 M 3
15 R A 2R G, BT LA pH =10 B 1) 5 i 3 2R
% KT pH=6 Fll pH=8 B {1y R figg ik &

FRTEIRAE R F . pH &N RhB R g H
BRE, —BEDGE KM pH 7E 6 ~10 XA
B, i H Y pH =28 1y, W B 208 G i Ak
Wi B 1) I e R 28 T Lb A W e 2 B iR 2R A B
97.09% ., AXAnitt, pH & F 8 Ml i 5 o 5 fE %
R EN YLK pH 84K, BrLL Znln, S, F§f# RhB
sl pH 5444 pH=38.

4 it

RHKBGER T Znln, S, AESh, FELLE A g
e, LB MU BAE D BARFE Y, BT
Znln, S, Wy 0] W% M 4k tE g8, 2 H XPS. XRD,
BET. UV-vis S R XHEA R 4T T RAE, #IT

TEPH BAIIRHEE . itk RPN R pH % &
PR RCR B . BRI .

(D A## Znln, S, L H EEHHAR TR A
Zn, In, S, FRZ5H K787 tH IR SEH . BA R
KGR, ATBRRE A 2. 046 eV, X u] WOLH
HSEHF 0 e ) FE

(2)7E RhB B Mg e b, 2 H bk
AL AS BE 4700 B 000 O i b R0 L RE % 3 4
RhB 75 7 W% Fff 2] 4k 0 m . SUREH AR, RhB
VI IR BEAS 2 BB AR. 5 AT O BRI AS 7%
JeAEAE I, RhB & ik B LA & & A2 1k,
W] RhB LA REHOLA#.

(3) 75 Je i 2 A AR 70045 o 2 2 552 e WO o 285
RFFEARRL AR, BEAE T5 G4 ik B R i Ak 50 45 o &
HRE N, KIEW A, B S KA,
il 15 280 1 i 1k 50 2 T B Ol F B0 BN . 5 e
MK,

(4) pH J& 6 A AV R e Jok 72 v 52 i) 8 e 25 28 1)
HERNE, pH RN IR S P RhB 47+ Fm
VL Znln, S, T Zeta WAL, FHLAE M N1 & A4
A, SEORM R R AR TE pH =4 B,
Znln, S, WZff RhB (550 2R 3K ) 5

(5 BE W 30 min, Yef#E4k 90 min, Znln,S,
BMEHR 0.1 g/L, RhBKREH 15 mg/L, pH A 8
B AR e Fe 2 M R AR AR IB 31 97. 0920
TEMRG 5 gL H 45 = EAIRE IR G ALY 21 thed, 4.
nlEE ., BREYTE G R T B R R R . T
RUOGHEAL R Znln, S, BESEHERT DG L . WK 14 AE
UL ARG WA R, X O HRE
AR K T 2O AL R A ALTS G B9 E T SR AL
FEE WIS & & OB AL HL B PERE R TR N F 5T,
T AL BER S TE G AL B 4y i S B2 o
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