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WE: ZEm (FlK (TU)) :m (BALAEE (GO)) =1 : 2, pH=9. W 80 °C. ST 60 min fY25fF
Tl T TU Bt GO 49K F (idh TU-GO ), ¥ TU-GO 7B (PES) fFLIE iR, #il4H TU Btk GO
JEE (32 TU-GOM )., 24 TU-GOM 1& PES | iz 238.73 mg/m? i, Hoxt LR (MO ), B9 B (RhB ).
WHEE (MB) B RN 94.01%. 87.07%H1 99.67%. Ak TU-GO Xt RhB A BERCR, #iH TU %n
SALRRSH (ChCl) AR HAAE R (DES) 4 T et A b 880505 ( DES-GOM ), #£ m(TU) : m(ChCl)=1 :
HCPETREE 90 °C | BietERTE] 1 h AT, #1455 DES-GOM % MO, MB RY#FI 43510 93.95% ., 99. 24%,
%f RhB #5 B 4T+ E 99.16%., FfH SEM. EDS. FTIR. XRD KHi@ GRERTEES T T RAE, ¥ TU 328 GO
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Ability and mechanism of modified graphene oxide membrane for
treatment of printing and dyeing wastewater

SUN Weipeng', ZHANG Haipeng', LIU Xin?, CHEN Shuang'’, GUO Fengpu'
(1. College of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, China University of Petroleum, Qingdao 266021, Shandong,
China; 2. Water Supply Branch of Shengli Petroleum Administration Co., Ltd., Dongying 257097, Shandong, China )

Abstract: Thiourea (TU) modified graphene oxide (GO) nanosheets (named as TU-GO) were prepared
under the conditions of m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 2, reaction temperature 80 °C, and reaction time 60 min, and
then deposited on polyether sulfone (PES) micropore membrane to obtain TU modified GO membrane
(named as TU-GOM). When the loading capacity of TU-GOM on PES was 238.73 mg/m’, the retention
rates of Methyl Orange (MO), Rhodamine B (RhB) and methylene blue (MB) were 94.01%, 87.07% and
99.67%, respectively. Modified graphene oxide membrane (DES-GOM) was synthesized using TU and
choline chloride (ChCl) as a deep ecutectic solvent (DES) to further optimize the rejection rate of RhB.
Under the optimum conditions of m(TU) : m(ChCl)=1 : 2, modification temperature of 90 °C and
modification time of 1 h, the retention rates of the prepared DES-GOM for MO and MB were 93.95% and
99.24%, respectively, while that for RhB was increased to 99.16%. The samples were characterized by SEM,
EDS, FTIR, XRD and Raman spectroscopy, followed by analysis on the reduction mechanism and stability
enhancement mechanism of TU crosslinking GO process.

Key words: graphene oxide membranes; thiourea; deep eutectic solvents; choline chloride; water treatment
technology
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&), TEKPEA RIFHY5 8. H46% 1 GOM
T HE R, RESIE KPR, v LLE g scBAb
PRI GOM A8 15 Fa g 08

Bk (TU) 8P, AR, EIREEEM,
WIE R 4, W RIS, TU B e 454
AT 58 A B (GO ) FHABANK A 2 B #2354 A i
KRG AT AR E A5, Bk GO iyl &
AERER, 4/ GO A TIEEEENY, A E
(DES) HA®REM, X GO & A E
fiell, fff GO Thfigfk!""'*', MEHRABI %5 b3t F
SRS (ChCl) M2 —BER) DES Btk GO JZARAK
AT YRR, XFFEE . DES Btk 1. 2h 19 GO 44
K A #EFT TEM XF Hardr, 455 EM, 7 2h N, GO
YK R T B R A 8 e i o e S T A T 3
fin, DES itERSHN T GO 44K A iy ER 4%, gl
KIEEA DS B FHREES . TU A
JHe S, 2 R S RO YR, ChCl & I 1) &
ZHPE . ChCl 1 DES B 5 i) 542 A1
Pk, ISR A0 7 750 [m] i s Tl A B 12T
VAT HEZE R BN G R, SR ER(RIST, g
(MO), ZFFH B (RhB), WHILHE (MB) % H
THEAC T G40 . 47740, A06a05E, Wl
FlaE . EmAEER, SIEL . B, AL G
YL AT . B i e o, 2T UL Tolk
s E R

HAE, RAMGE Hummers 7 & A0 5%, 8
FHEERR R ER GO /M HUR, DL TU Ak,
W . TU 5 GO stk . [ Astfa] . pH % TU
etk GO 4k - (i0h TU-GO) BUSmH; H%, @
o H s E IR R4 TU Bt Efb A BRI (38
g TU-GOM ), i3I 5 TU-GO 43 B ik i o 1 94k 8
WA TU-GOM R B SR)E, XF il & 1
TU-GOM #4770 & eI ; )5 , i TU 55 ChCl
40 i DES, X GOM it il & & 1k 1 2 4
( DES-GOM ), Al HB 3 L gk e, DU
W4 = GOM XJ YLk o U8 43 B AR .

1 LIS

11 AFI S5

AR (325 H) L BilR (srbral) | $hER (R
WA 36% ) . KMnO, (430#r4li ) . NaNO; (4347
afi) . TU (48rgl) | iR (SA, ahrgl) |
R M (Peptone, 430Hr4fi) . MO (43#r4f) |
MB (¥4l ) . RhB (404l ) , EZh5ER b2k
FIARRAF; BEGFLE (PES, 0.22 um) ; 3%
IR LT IK,

Nicolet iS10 f# B if AR # 27 /b 615 . DXR 2xi
S B AR 6, S5 Thermo Fish Scientific

/N5 PANalytical X'Pert PRO X HHRATHHMY, fir 22
PANalytical /A% ; Gemini 500 $14# L T B ik, 78
Carl Zeiss 2~ d); 752N E4h-1] W66 i,
AR AR A R A F

12 ZLWHE

1.2.1 TU-GOM #4 %) %

Z WA SCHRN SR B Hummers 77364614 GO, B& N
Megh, 28T KECH 30 mL BN 1 g/L i
GO 730l ; 3 m(TU) : m(GO). 43 BRI pH.,
RNIRIE | B JR BRL R TU-GO 2 B R 1 52
Wi, FERE TR K T R R T SO, B P A 30 min,
BRI 51 A o 5 OB 58 8 0 8 Sy JBAR
Je PO B =, RSB OK TR L 40 CCHERE TR T
M 12 h J5%] TU-GO ¥k .. 7825 T /K il 4 5
HWRE A 1 g/L i TU-GO 40K, #7530 min, ff
TU-GO 4344

¥ PES B AHEG 2 h, HABETFKRE
ks e A g Em T, BRI TR
£ 11 TU-GO 20 #08 , T 0.098 MPa J£ J1 F 18 h &
WKIE N E G, BURJET 40 CHAETF# & 12h,
53] TU-GOM,

Wt 56 m(TU) © m(GO)IHTY TU-GO BBk 5
W JEFERE R L2 Fh g 430l il £ T 58 0.2 mg
GOM, # m(TU) : m(GO)=1:2,1:1,2:1.3:1
il £ 1Y 1554 W) i 44 4 TU-GOMI . TU-GOM2
TU-GOM3 ., TU-GOM4, K% TU st GO Hl%&
(1) B Ay 44 2 GOMO,

PR R e (1) AT

ML=m/s (1)
Xf: ML ARG A, mg/m®; m AE - TU-GOM
(I H:, mg; s N PESJEMEATEA, m’,
1.2.2 DES-GOM # 4] %

Bmiflk (TU) 55 ALK (ChCl) #% m(TU) :
m(ChCl=1:2.1:1,2:1.3: 1 ETIIEHN,
7E 90 °CFEEIMIA 1 h, EEICEE A DES, &
235 By B VA 0T LUAE B2 TR AE LR AR A A SR 0
gk R A AR TR AR A HLEUCHURIE |, TR A
ARG, R EE T A BRI S ORI T
JIE KRR i s B IR Ik A GOMO,
7E 90 °C F¥ I 8 0.2 mg GOMO ¥ZHLLE 100
mL FC4f i) DES o, 430l 1. 2 h e, &
BT KREEVEZETC DES 58, 18 60 °C F ATk
4y, 153] DES-GOM,

F T 445 10 B v £ 3 1 B D HLRE B AT
FHF XRD. FTIR 2 004 Ak IS4 1 75 D) g
TR SR K . & RN S ¢ Aiba
B AR E T 50 mL m(TU) : m(ChCh=1 : 2 fffdL
WEWRF PR T 90 °CR W 1 h, ¥Ed)E TH:, 153
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DES-GO.
13 FRIESMHEREMIK
1.3.1 %&4E
FTIR M. SRANRACHR R ik, 78 FTIR Lt
AR, PBGE N 4000~400 con ', A EEFRN

2cem', SEM {ik: ik GO, TU-GOM AYfUL
454 . B R 25 LR EE . XRD Ml : 494
W 20=5°~40°, WP (1) =0.15418 nm, 14
RN 10 (°)/min., Raman Mk . b2 # 50~
3400 cm ', AWK 532 nm, EDS i %
TU-GOM %) C. O, N. S B4R EAr & .
UV-Vis BG40 75006 v A 1 g/L GO
TU-GO 43 HUR R B 20 %, 7E 190~900 nm {1 il P i)
HW R
132 FHERER G ZE S

B R R BE S 10 mg/L 19 3 RhUekl (MB.
MO. RhB) /KIET, 3 Fhscus yorbbr i w4 e e
6 MNFREHIERAE (0, 2, 4. 6. 8, 10mg/L), %
B 6 3 10 mL LA (4i's O#. 1#. 2#. 3#. 4#.
S#), RUESE Bk 6 AN I BRE TR W o

A1 em Heall, DL o#shEE /KIS,
FEAN-A] WSE e EETE, £ MB. MO, RhB 1§
B RO (Apax ) =662, 461, 560 nm AL 5 1
JERE . DR R (x) METAAR, DL o#EE W)
W CIE 5 & bRIER RO 2 22 (y) A9k
b 22 il b o il 26 . 15 3] MB 4 M E 7 R R
$=0.0963x-0.0085, R*=0.9997; MO £k [m] 575 2 N
¥=0.0337x-0.0020, R*=0.9997; RhB £k [al)q )7
M y=0.0594x—0.0019, R*=0.9998, X} 20 £ Jifi £ ¢ Jif
M 2.40~8.94 mg/L ) MB, MO . RhB 325 YLk} & 7k
FEJEAT I 22 A o, I A5 45 T B A R B o e 22 A
0.6%~2.1%.
1.3.3 R ARG Fagn X

HEAT Sl K A EA 2 [ i e EOR B
FIANE 1 s, SCOde s i B B e B M m A IR
PIERATH . PSS Ik GOM e £ JFRHE A 5 ik
Rz 0], FLAS S ia F A N B RR S, S
AR AARTE FE 22 WV F T 385 2 IRk A WSO R PN A 1
MRBEW . I 2Z N FITE 0~0.098 MPa Z ],

E=R i %&%ﬁJ BisHE
P
TR HEER

BT SEgmiliahe s 2 IR
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of experiment device

1.3.4 bk KB B 2
W A [] Ab PR BE R 92 5B 10 mL T 10 mL
e, M1 em L@, UIEBETKAESL, H
EEHM-T] L3 S BE T B 8 AR S [ G B Amax
AR OEEE , ARYEAS YR bR E £, T RB B
HA JuURH Y BT R B, JuRhE R Rt X (2)
R/%=(l—i}<loo (2)

Po
Kb R AMEER, %; po HBER YR B
WBE, mg/Ls po 0 IR o Gk i BT i Wk B, mg/Lo

2 HR5iTie

21 TU-GOM #I&&4MHmi
2.1.1 RFE m(TU) : m(GO)* TU-GO %# ik R A E
R
£ pH=9.80 °C. it [a] K 30 min [ 544 T,
#4587 ARl m(TU) : m(GO)YXF TU-GO 43 HUR WG
B2, S5 LA 2,

1.0} — GO
— m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 2
08 m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 1
) — m(TU) : m(GO)=2 : 1
506} — m(TU) : m(GO)=3 : 1
@ : m(GO)=10 : 1
R04
12
0.2
0 L
200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
P /mm

K2 AR m(TU) : m(GO) F TU-GO 43 ik i W e g
Fig. 2 Absorbance of TU-GO dispersions with different
m(TU) : m(GO)

ME 2 AT W, GO 7E 232 nm &b — 55, 2%
A o BEILBERY, 7 BT oG AR, AR
NN a—w*, GO TE 294 nm MHE A —giE, HEA
T L R B B KT FE T 1Y n— 7 *BRAE B TU
FHE BRI, BRI (Amax ) M 232 nm 2155
254 nm, Aoy ST AL AT BRI R AT IR
gy, LR, o B PR T B RE R
b T R T B 5 1 Amax» U6HH TU f8 1 4% 2
BE A M (R S AR T, TU 304 35 B 45 A A5 LU
WA . 24 TU LI INneS, 78 360 nm 2247 &b )
JRIEZERALE RN, W TU WHAlS =0
PR 340 D S A IS B ) IO B - ) i — o *BR A A SRR
Fi, J& TU-GO if JFad B2 (0 2 B i R 2%

& 3 AR TU AT GO J & L il 45 1 TU-GO 4
WO A IR Ao
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10 : 1

GO 1:2 1:1 2:1 3:1

Bl 3 AJF m(TU) : m(GO) N ) TU-GO 43 BRI i
Fig. 3  Photos of TU-GO dispersions with different
m(TU) : m(GO)

ME 3 AT, BEE m(TU) © m(GO)RYHE K, 43
BOR B BN . 24 m(TU) © m(GO)<I : 1 i,
GO KRR FEA R, TU-GO I BEMR- 3 B4 1Y 0 HiLhE .
M m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 1 i}, TU 5 GO gk vt
WS BRAR BE NS H. GO i JEREREIna , 40k A A1 3R
ML, JoEIE AR E B . 2% m(TU) :
m(GO)=2 : 1 B, GO 5§ TU KAEREAZE, 1E GO
RIZRABRGEVER, SRR 22 B E R, 45
4 2.1.1 75 UV-Vis WO 48T, %4 m(TU) :
m(GO)=1 : 2 YEHfefE TU Fil GO FTit Lt
2.1.2  BE & pH %t TU-GO % #ik R X JE 69 %0

76 m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 2, 80 °C. 30 min K5
PR, 5T AR Y pH % TU-GO 43 B WO
By, 25 R DL 4,

200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
P /nm

K4 R pH F TU-GO 4 i G

Fig. 4 Absorbance of TU-GO dispersions at different pH

M 4 WL, TU-GO 73 BB Amax FE AR pH
m A AE A, B AL 8] S G R e, Aax Y
LIRS R L G o pH A ZZ AL S IR [R] A BE Y
Wi 7r— o * (BRI, X LA SO A7 B0 (i 2L 2 417

5 J A pH T il %% 1) TU-GO 43 HUH 9 B o

Hil&l 5 Al L, Yo pH=7 224 pH=4 i,
STHOR G, ] GO WYL R R A . T2
Sr O pH=7 2209 pH=11 I, 7> BOR A B AR IR
SRS K pH, P ORI G ARSENTE , >4 pH=12 I},
SIHORI G IR B pH=4, XJEH R, GO K&

AR, WAL, WIE . RILEZRERER, HoKk
RGBT TS RhB, MB FIEREE T
KA R ECLVE T, FERREASE T el GO Xt
Yl 01 B8 RO TR0 gh A 2 SN OGRS ST
BEHL pH=9 Iy J5 S2 5256 254 .

GO pH=4 pH=7 pH=9 pH=11 pH=12

El---q

K5 AIFSE pH R 9 TU-GO 43 HGR B
Fig. 5 Photos of TU-GO dispersions at different reaction pH
2.1.3 RO REN TU-GO 48R B A E M %A

& 6 H7E pH=9. 30 min, m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 2
AT, A RIOREE T TU-GO Zr Bk WOGEE

1.0+ — GO

___40°C
60 °C
08 —70°C
5 06F
]
0.4}
R
o2l
0_ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900

Fit/nm
Bl 6 R T TU-GO 4 G L
Fig. 6 Absorbance of TU-GO dispersions at different
reaction temperatures
M 6 v UL, 2 4d ] TU 7R E T 25t GO
W, A BA T AR RIZLHRS , HRVIRE S 80 °C
B, Amax A\ 232 nm £L7% % 248 nm, 7E 270~350 nm
RS L P W' 32 B A T I i 8 ) 15 n L B 2 14
xW TU )55 GO i WRYLBE 45 19715 IR, #H
[F R 1) TU-GO FEA R B T T8 2 1 05 RN TE SR 1)
It AT
Bl 7 SRR IR RN R T TU-GO 2 BRI B Ao

GO 40°C 60°C 70°C 80°C 90°C

K7 SRR EE T 1 TU-GO J3 Ol IR
Fig. 7 Photos of TU-GO dispersions at different reaction
temperatures

MIEL 7 wphL, Bl SOl BE R T, 2 R Y




+ 1376 ¢ M 4m 4 T FINE CHEMICALS

41 4%

BB EME, IR AT N BG4 H0R
4) 473 HCA o AL ) TP IR , 4 T EE <80 °CH,
SRR AT EL A& RAF B 43 R 5 1Y S i E>80°C
Ji, TU-GO KERER, KPRyt 2, Lk
TE RGBT EP27E GO X RhB 224 it
I B FR T 2 A A . 2ePE GO X RhB A5 4k
B i R A AG<0. AH>0, W Hi# % RhB
YR I JE T H R HWEGE R s ek, AG HY
TE-20~0 kJ/mol JEFEIPY, T6HAME i 72 e T 4 B
wmmoﬁﬁ?%Goﬂﬁﬁﬂ?&@Goﬁ Jukt
A IR B AR B AL o 25 AR A AT, R 80 °CAE
R N F AR
2.1.4 R B A TU-GO £#0% B B8 %0

& 8 MTE pH=9. 80 °C. m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 2
BT, AREVEET TU-GO 43 R .

1.0 )
0.8 /
0.6

200 300 400

—GO
—— 30 min
—— 60 min
—— 90 min
120 min

500 600 700 800 900
P /nm

K8 RIFEBETE R TU-GO 43 B Y O B
Fig. 8 Absorbance of TU-GO dispersion at different reaction

times

MIEL 8 AT UL, TU-GO 43 HIH 't B i S Rz ]
BAEARIRZS , SORIIF A A (30~90 min ) fiff GO
W IFAREENNSR , Amax KAELLHS o AHG SN H] A 90
min 3K E 120 min B, A IR KA B4, 7
o R DX O AT BT N o JXUE B T B I ) X6
R U E RE T I8 A — E BRI

P9 SR As[a] B2 2 s 1] 8 TU-GO 73 Ol B A .

30min 60min 90 min 120 min

:p-n

K9 AR ) TU-GO 43 #ol i

Fig. 9 Photos of TU-GO dispersions at different reaction
times

I GRS

MIEL 9 AT UL, Bl S N2 i ) A SE £

@I, WMo A E e, SCHORREE naR>),
A3 AR 2% %ﬁfﬁ@ﬁ@nmm‘Gor
TUEH F A4 RERIR, GRMHARNS ., 4564
AN G BT, PEH 30 min Ry Ad SN ]

Zi b, Wil$ TU-GO 3ol iyt s i 240k
pH=9. 80 °C. m(TU) : m(GO)=1 : 2., 30 min,
22 TU-GOM $#HEMRE ST L BEKNE B RS
22.1 TU-GOM 4§ & 15t

#l 10 AATRE] TU-GOM s BE A .

TU-GOM2 |

TU-GOM1 .

M2 &2 AR AL R TU-GOMO |
TU-GOM3, TU-GOM4 5 3k fiE, A
K 10 TU-GOM %% IR
Fig. 10 Digital images of TU-GOM

M 10 AT L, B m(TU) : m(GO)RYHE K, i
EﬁﬁMﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁéMﬁoﬁmﬂm:m@ma
2:1J5, TU-GO JCiA7E PES JIEMR I R 454,

R EABIE, AR Bk, TU-GOMI |
TU-GOM2 B2 & UF H & B4 fPERE .
2.2.2 TU-GOM % % KA @ 569 547

MB 5 M %4 PES. TU-GOMI J5iB &K1
UV-Vis WG IEanE 11 Frs

— MBJE®
—— TU-GOM153&
— PES BBW

L

400 500 600 700 800
Fei/nm
MB i} %31 PES. TU-GOMI J5B &MY
UV-Vis WO B g 220 ) TU-GOM1
USRI () MR )
UV-Vis absorption spectra of methylene blue feed
and penetrating fluids after PES and TU-GOM1

[Inset is photos of feed (left) and penetrating fluid
after TU-GOMI (right)]

% Y6 /a.u.

Fig. 11

MIE 11 %, MB JFIRAE 662 nm kb BA ik
WeYGRE . MB JR 4 PES IR UESS , JER OGRS
TREAR/N, KKK AE, PES X MB )% ffH 1
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FARK . TU-GOMI Xt Yebh 7 1A B i £ R,
JEH R IR, MEH TU-GOM1 43R5 1%
BREICOEN, £ TU-GOM1 X E# FH i) MB
SRR FE PR

£ 1 NAFEMERR TU-GOMI X} 3 FhyL kY

#£ 1 RFEHEER TU-GOMI X ekl i B 208
Table 1 Rejection effect of dyes by TU-GOMI1 with different

loading
R/%
ML/(mg/m?)
MO MB RhB
238.73 94.01 99.67 87.01
397.88 95.21 99.86 95.78
795.77 96.10 99.90 98.48

MR 1 AT, BEE B A AR, 3 gLt
F R R R e — D4R T, R B A BN 1 T Py
fER AR, BRI TYORFLIEXT YRR .
i3 =397.88 mg/m® 5, TU-GOM ] LLSZEL XS AN
[ LR B USRI 95% L ERYAREE R . I 6 38
k1 238.73 mg/m® i}, HXf MO, RhB. MB HJ#ff %
S0 94.01% ., 87.07%. 99.67%., FXF/rT i K
479.01 1) RhB A/ THIXS 43+ &y 327.33
B MO, 18I YRl o1 45 4 B X FR 1 e 2 Xk it
UEFEERE M, RhB 4L T HOXTFR, SZASI G )
S, JRFHEA S AR, ONTR] Ty kA RSEAL A B
KT —8, s R AP, IR AT MB
BAEMCR R, MB S8/ba Bk, £%
ZHTERIE MW, K MB 4> B 7R 2,
GOM Xt YL by 4 B LI P BEAR B . SR .
L A5 ] 1 T % 25 SR 01

T SRR R IE R, R N2 38 fin
IRy, 1 R K R A R 22122 S e AR A 17
i T HEE 0 RhB Y8R RCR , 75 2% GOMO #47
DES 2t
2.3 DES-GOM #l& 53t nla)s B a i
2.3.1 DES-GOM #| & &1t #.4k

&l 12 B [E m(TU) © m(ChCl)HI 45 1 DES 365
M

Bl 12 RIF m(TU) @ m(ChCI/RHJE 777 (4 BE
Fig. 12 Photos of deep eutectic solvents with different
m(TU) : m(ChCl)
M 12 B[ W, 24 m(TU) : m(ChCl)=1 : 2 Fl 1 :
LF, JREWTE 90 CTF AEWIRIMAA; 24 m(TU) :

m(ChCD=2 : 1 i, {REWRBEIREIR, m(TU) :
m(ChCL)[¥)_FTHE DES M) 3 Th . Mqakseiim =
m(TU) : m(ChCl)=3 : 1 i}, IREW LU AR IE XA
e, XU ARMMA (TU) 5E8 2K (ChCl) 1)
JoTf L B S2 0 T DES A9 5o

YEHL m(TU) : m(ChCl)=1 : 2, 7F % 3L 35 N
90 °CHEMMA 1 h J5IE Y DES 1E ekt GOMO
A7
2.3.2 DES-GOM xt #4849 4 @ M3k 5 A7

B m(TU) : m(ChCl)=1 : 2 JE LAY DES 100 mL
TR, YRR 2 5 0.2 mg GOMO 1 MU
B, XM RO R 1R 2 h BT  a  h
DES-GOM1 F1 DES-GOM2, XfH/}E MO, RhB,
MB PEREIEAT T, S5 WA 13,

110

1GOMO
[ DES-GOM]1
100 I DES-GOM2
§ 90
80
70

MO RhB MB
K13 GOMO,DES-GOM1 #l DES-GOM2 X} 3 Fh ek}
B %
Fig. 13 Rejection rates of dyes of GOMO, DES-GOM1 and
DES-GOM2

ME 13 7] )., DES-GOM K TU-GOM1 X}
MO. MB JEA W &A%, X RhB ##H % H 87%
BT E 99%, Yk PERTE] A 1 h B, DES-GOMI X}
ZR QLR Ry s tERe, Hd, X MO, MB
I B R 54 93.95% . 99.24%, %} RhB (1) &
RITFE 99.16%. M5 ) DES-GOM, XTERYLIE
K3 A EZ A R T B AR RO, R E R
FrifE GB/T 4287—2012 Hisk
2.4 GOMO #1 TU-GOM HIRAE
2.4.1 SEM % #F

& 14 5 GOMO } TU-GOM1 Ry 1 SEM &,

a—GOMO; b—TU-GOMI1
Kl 14 R R SEM E

Fig. 14 Surface SEM images of membranes
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M 14 7] I, TU-GOM1 H GOMO & 1 56
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B = L5 K, JRARS A GO 9K 7E TU MASHk
AR, F A AU RE A Y A K [R]85 T
B RE A Z B AT RRAE T 0, DA T A2 18 B i o7
i,%[33—34]o

FORAUE R B S0k, BT R S 2 mg/L
B B AT OB SE 5 . B m(TU) © m(GO)=1 : 2,
A3l S T R 0.1, 0.2, 0.5 mg/m® FIAKE
AR, HERE KX #E SEM UL 15,

a, d—f#EN 0.1 mg/m*; b, e—HMELEN 0.2 mg/m?*; c. f—

N 0.5 mg/m’

B 15 ARfEEREER (a~c) R#H (d~f) SEM

Fig. 15 Surface (a~c) and cross-section (d~f) SEM images
of membranes with different loadings

MEL 15a~c FIHT, JRGHEE (%) FLE 45 4) it o 5 67 22
IR 5, R A HERR K
ML 15d~F AT, 3 Fof 6 28 ae RIS 1) U5 182 0 1) o
79.7. 105.0, 191.0 nm, UESE T HERRAUK g6 (B
S3 WO BT B v FE AT & ) 5 S U L A BRI

K 16 & TU-GOMI1, TU-GOM2, TU-GOM4 FiI
PES [#) SEM K.,

ME 16 T UL, PES ICAS R MG, H %M1
A1fLiE . TU-GOM4 [H m(TU) : m(GO)it i, F3
TU-GO HIZ™ & . HERUREL, BRMmARSHMHA, T
AR R E R A . sp® 2L 3L GO 9k A
FERE M 2R G A E A ERed, AT 2
4, AR T I 2T S A AOKEEDY B L
B TU 5 GO &A= WA Bk g ffi #4340 fig
JBEBR, 9K AR AR, e R e

a—TU-GOM1; b—TU-GOM2; ¢—TU-GOM4; d—PES
Kl 16 TU-GOM #l PES () SEM
Fig. 16 SEM images of TU-GOM and PES

2.42 TU-GOMI #) EDS 4 #7
&l 17 24 TU-GOM1 1) EDS K.

S0:pm L v

K17 TU-GOM1 MW C. O. N. STLHE/
Fig. 17 EDS mapping of C, O, N and S on the surface of
TU-GOM1
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2.5.1 XRD. FTIR % #r

¥l 18 & DES-GO i XRD. FTIR i .
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0.83 nm. fif DES-GO MI7E 20=10.58°4b H BLAT 5 I
2098/ 17 0.12°, FKHZMEEEHEZE 0.84 nm, KA
J2 8] 8 S i T 7E DES ThBEfL G 51 A T B fie
BT H1&l 18b A %1, DES-GO 7 3431 cm ' 4b 31
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Fig. 18 XRD patterns (a) and FTIR spectra (b) of DES-GO
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Fig. 19 Raman spectra of GO and DES-GO
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3 Q:E-L/E using deep eutectic solvents for supercapacitors[J]. ChemSusChem,

ASCE X GO #E4T TU 28 5 DES shfigfbik
PE, 153 T MESE Y DES-GOM, W HAH XM fg i
UL, (1) R A% EE Hummers #1145 T8 LA
B, BRRERAEREN GO . 4 TU
Mt IE A B A BRI 45 T TU-GOM, H
TY R o Wi AR SO R A RV, 24
JEf7 4% 5 238.73 mg/m® I, HXF MO, RhB. MB
HIE R 9 94.01% . 87.07%. 99.67%; 4
# - =>397.88 mg/m’ i, TU-GOM AJ LA SZEL A ]
HL ] LR 95% LA YA % .

(2) ffi] TU 5 ChCl #£ 90 °C F4 i DES
X GOMO #EATHCHE . Bt G B9 GO 4K B J2 [ i
O M PCPERTIE] N 1 h B, DES-GOM X £ Ff it
BIAE BAFA9#E MERE . DES-GOMI X MO. MB
BB RN 93.95%. 99.24%, Xt RhB HI#
FRTHE 99.16%.
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