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Study on the Absorption and Regeneration for M ethyl Orange by theM odified Fly Ah
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Abstract: The use of modified fly ash absorbing the methyl orange of laboratorial wastevater has been studied
The modified fly ash wasprepared when the concentration of hydrochloric acidwas2 0mol / L ,modified tenperature
wasat25  and acid division modification of fly ashwas1 3. The results show that , the abmption rate of methyl or-
ange was about 98 % when the anount of fly ash was 50 g/L and pH value was 4 at the temperature of 30 . The
effectswas favorable and the abmption rate of methyl orange can still reach to about 95% when using the regenerative
maodification fly ash which wasprepared by the 0 1 mol / L aluminum sulfale
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Fig 1 Before and after mod if ication
of the XRD analysis of fly ash
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Fig 2 Before and after mod if ication
of the FT IR analysis of fly ash
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Fig 3 The nfluence of fly ash 4 pH
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Tab 1 The campar ison of regeneration per iormance
by before and after modification of the fly ash
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