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ABSTRACT

With rapid population growth and advancements in technology, environmental
issues related to heavy metal pollution are increasingly gaining attention. Traditional
remediation technologies for heavy metal contamination often face limitations such as
high costs and the potential for secondary pollution. Mycoremediation has emerged as a
promising alternative due to its capability of removing low-concentration pollutants,
feasibility for in-situ treatment, cost-effectiveness, and environmental friendliness.
Concurrently, there is a growing global demand for sustainable and environmentally
friendly energy storage materials. Biomass-derived carbon materials and their composites
have become significant research topics due to their advantages of low pollution, high
efficiency, safety, and cost-effectiveness.

In this study, a fungus Fusarium solani was selected as the subject to investigate the
heavy metal tolerance of its living cells and the adsorption efficiency of its dried biomass.
Through tolerance tests involving gradually increasing concentrations of heavy metals,
the adaptability and resistance of F. solani under harsh environmental conditions were
verified. Adsorption experiments with dried fungal biomass indicated variations in
removal mechanisms and efficiencies among different heavy metals, providing valuable
references for future diversified in-situ mycoremediation strategies.

To further explore the resource recovery potential of fungal biomass adsorbents after
heavy metal adsorption, activated carbon was prepared from fungal biomass using
chemical activation and high-temperature pyrolysis methods. The electrochemical
performance of the resulting composite materials was evaluated, while material
characterization was employed to investigate the effects of different heavy metal
incorporations. The results revealed that living cells exhibited superior tolerance to nickel
and cobalt compared to copper, whereas dried fungal biomass showed the highest
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adsorption efficiency for copper. Moreover, dried fungal biomass adsorbent loaded with
copper exhibited the best electrochemical performance among the three metals upon
conversion into composite carbon materials. Additionally, carbon materials derived from
dried fungal biomass without adsorbed heavy metals demonstrated comparable
capacitance and resistance performance to commercial activated carbon, even exhibiting
superior specific capacitance retention in charge-discharge cycling tests.

This research confirms that F. solani holds significant potential for heavy metal
removal and resource recovery. Furthermore, the derived activated carbon materials
demonstrate feasibility for application in energy storage and pollution control, offering

an innovative and sustainable environmental solution.

Keywords: Mycoremediation, Biomass-Derived Activated Carbons, Renewable

Resources, Electrochemical Performance, Composite Electrode
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(biomineralization) ¥ - B EE FAHR-E £ B S ETHF il o B
BRI el A 5 ¥ B3 K 9%k 48 T (Kumar & Dwivedi, 2021)

BFPEHEABROEL I L LR A S S AFBRSAL L4

BRI > h D - HER - ARPFLTFS I RET IR AR
R REAETREA S SR G T ABECT B H L HEA L F

ER R IRVA R SRS ol 3 PEF ARSI e N E A
det R AR A S RIREE B RS RIETTE FA R TR RN R o BEFY
et > BHBART E LA EEARE AFRR O 5 T AR

I B Y B L = L Rt (Akpasietal., 2023) o
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2.2 2 $F 72 F ek (Biomass-derived activated carbons, BDACs)

221§ 4
&1 (activated carbon) A4l Y - BE L AL > FIH B3 f&B vt £

BT S B R K FASE £ & B F BT £ 2 AR

>‘1

RO B BB D EAR o BT R e 7 E 3000 mYg o @ H A
EWF AP IG5 6 AW & L - R 203 A4 HIH L (Shulgaetal,
2021) o B ¥ LGB A G A Bt RIE R > Bl IR E S
BELABE  ERHAF p iR AR R F RS R KRS
X # Fenjig* F & (Bhatnagar et al., 2013) -

d N H AR CTHEBHEIR AR T AFESDL G R
2 oA dE S R o AT B AT EAR Y ARR L T T L AT

BHE R B RE - Ra o  FELAFEBRAALKE L S TR e

PHAEE S ST AHBEE A - T s BB TN fY T LA TR B
2R F KRR A - A RRER - 27 AR HRR

TR ReiRdg o R MGE T IRDFERN  HBREFETRARIFEL G R

# # (Thomas et al., 2019) -

222 2 F FRA

2 F 7 (biomass) g h &k p d it & WP A RA S s RBT A5
BORY o Ba o R B A B TG H g apt e R PR R
T TP SR FEAAEE LY A £ (Priyaetal, 2023) o R H kR B
APFARTELSGEFAZFF  FESALIGT S AL PFF > 02 s
giﬁgo%g7ﬁzki%@ﬁﬂ§§£%£$’?uﬁﬂ VA Y ¥ 32k R

FABH b FRAAF T SRR AT A SRR S pr A
PREPRERY B B R M P AL F TR AT R B

10 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



Ao R AR ERY I RTOT AN K RF R TET
1 frf8 €_(Priya et al., 2023) -

APFIELAGRME DR B3 FIRF g A AT R KD
B 14285 5l B RERRALY BHRME LT 580cE 5 250 1
FAGEFHRG RS RR IR R RO RHRRE R G D
EBF g (Kalak, 2023) 5 gt #h 2 Fo FHpptad § $5 KB~ Rt g2 2
3+ ‘%1‘?3@ T TLEHI TGN RF LT B L ff{foithk
o AR B H Aok RSE - R R R B AR At (Wang etal, 2024) -

PR F I RARINETEN AL TR SERFEBEAIRE L K
Ay N T S R T 1 RE EE NI E
fe + endp e (doping) o At B2 F % - BDACs st g » g iV B g o gt oh o
ERMF ZEPIPF TR EF AL F S M RBEFRT i

L

-@%ﬁ%iﬁiwiﬁ’ﬂé@$ﬁiﬁégmﬁ $4 i Ead & K

GEAP TR AW E ? g BiLaRt B4 o kAR
B EPR o Gde R A SRR R FI AR Aot B E 0 3k

% H g S g (Tangeretal, 2013) o pt b > g (i 42 ¢ dofe ot Frdr 4
BHE S RAFLE G RGBS # B L T L BRI

~ o prh Bk F < £ATF M BDACs ALK E G EY T 0 e HRT R
HRT R A T EFHMPE R Ak Ao BT LEREL 5 R
(Shah, 2024) -
REkm 2P FRE? ELEE gL R KR > B RRES
B At B o AR REE Y TR AP FHA
EE o RA B onF e AR MR R R 2R B od

1 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



2.2.3 B ER

WA BERMPE N BEZ BRI FAIL BB G HE
BETRMHPE L fF RS PR 2R ATH AT BT Y DL
IR o
A

BIRERSE PERF AT RESF BEE > AV SR AR f g
ABRE o R ERFFE A A 60 2 105°C 0 A F ARG BT At G o
RIEFF BL B e proh s FPgeiv 3 %?:@lﬁ%‘%ﬁ%ﬁ%» R R SR LR
e & (Rajamani et al., 2018) o
B

B R AT G SR R AT ECE T R R BILE N A AL

‘F|_¥

Bk 2 F PREFM B DRI ATMEE o W LA e AR
FRIC S RBBR T B R T o BRI D BCF Rappit 2 o RIFIEAR G 300 I
600°C « 48 (300-400°C) & it ¥ g i 5 F At AW > ®t L ARl FE
(500—600°C) gt it Plic & 2 FH T AL Z £ > LIV KV I8 4 ¥ 3 (Heidarinejad et al.,
2020) o JkAFBLY D AN ZREF AR 0 A 180-250°C R kA BT W
T E A B o kB HR e 85 2 ok (Hasdi et al., 2023) o ot g it c ¥
P b e o B RERR PSR > § 62 AR &F w4 (Viswanathan
et al., 2009) ° B i @i is » HE R B AV IR R > R F 8- I E T U
5 Bt 4 oo ff 223 K 45 1 (Rajamani et al., 2018) ©

w1

TR BRI RS B A BRI el B e o pamiE i g
R g N F CRITS F RS H > A 700-1000°C 7§ BF B AZ
EHeitferd 3L o 287 § A VERYT > LA B F ORKRF P EARA R

(Heidarinejad et al., 2020) o it & & it 42 % L s i & ¢ 35 KOH ~ ZnCla f= H3PO4

12 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



A5

_‘;t;_o'!j

-~

A4 2

¥ KOH EJ8 % BB S enit B2V &) fo sl ~ekkd & 22 5 30 %ﬁé’ 4 4

ThkEma 4 o Ra > d 3WE N ficfed 3 572 o KOH 2= i

SR A T RARIIR o - RIS 0 FE 0 £ B IR R S SR R

H

A

H

Y
=

PR e L SN BR S LT R b o C His

T EIE S RN E LN S SR

BILH SRt £ G A2 end & R ¥] (Hasdi et al., 2023)

v

A k=
At

- %

AP F WK &6 4248 3000 mYg SEk AL

o KOH /& it & =5 %

HOE B et AL

B TR B AR B E e < B4 (Rajamani et al., 2018) o /5 i 42X 7 iEFF A

&

T T ST TS R

(Reza et al., 2020) -

MER  NmFRL At B ¢ RARL R

FRGE RS RS B AR S

- \. /
S

biomass biochar

Two-step activation

BHERE

fo4v g o B g TY B S

L E'Jiﬁiﬂﬁ )‘éfL s

W R AR S

A

T ey S e &

L Carbonization L Activation

B 2-2-HFivzE =

LA

)

%R HPT LA R

activated carbon
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224 2 F AT BRI

AP AT B e A B ANH S e s A PR S R
PAed el o f 45 PHBHEEHE O oRA T INER o Bt
AL F PP It s P at oA dt s B T R BRI A G ff 0 7 R E &

%%4éﬁﬂ%§%?§miﬁﬁﬁﬁ4;ﬂﬂmﬁﬁiﬂﬁ%4ﬁ%@@ﬁ’

BHABIEN - A RaEit 22 g RBINEas HieAE o blAep ILE T R 2
X B A BRI R S I e S - R e

% o ff 23 2 % 4 (Lua & Yang, 2004) -

Fom CEMEFEY - ARESE AP TRABREREAGET 77 2R DT
AodwH A A R BETRAT SRR AL S LS AL Fuyg
Fogtob o 3l BRepive BRI R AMMBE DT FHa o § Biev sl
CAETF O BB HAAOET B2 % F i 4 (Fanetal, 2021) 5 § foridp
Fep] A W R TR A o B e 2 B FOER RS AT
LIRS S e e )/ #39[?] (Wu et al., 2021) -

FLPIr R HERTEHTI TR INLL R EREFERMENT S
tRESEIE  FERCEAFTR2ZFLEETROT R LEF PR
BV i ERIGHEHEEE - F O AR o BHATERIM GIIME AR R ARG
¢t A fE s BBt S 4 S e B fopict F 2 s & (L et al, 2008)
BRTERRELY &Y AL 17 (TGA) K= i, 275 > miFd 58
VoREAE N S K S A

FERF O HEEHNETEA LT DR c WHFERE EL3 2L 040H -
EREF ORI UE FER o A REFRA AT FER DR B o

14 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



225 2

4 4—;: ’Fﬁ,{;f"’ E:L'\’,‘ZL‘}’ lrﬂ ﬂ_,’fﬁ’hlff' t_};; ’Eﬂ'\’ﬂ Fr :I”:‘g. /&m;@'» g.:—g o
BHARgsT 3R Y C3 LR AN RETFBLERGED AT

(EDLC) fr#t % % (pseudocapacitors) 14/ &% 7 it £ (Enock et al., 2017) - EDLC ##1
dRfRRMEF AT EA G S DR FE S MR I R it S EA T
TFEMRR o AARZT ORI FAHE R 2a vy VR RF B FE o

BRi  FARERRAI LR LSRG ETRLET 2 0k (Waetal, 2021)

o

o

BARS TR e BT TR R e o AP T RMERTY TR T B PR
HPARNI SR BTN AR o ot 0 B A B SR o TR g L
FulEF BRAME  d N F R ORETF R ERMEDET RS T
BARFESN - HHERTH DFE{rE & (Baietal, 2024) o 0t i
F15 72 F BNWLANE S nF CF o kA HET (H Wang et al., 2014) o

&A% % ® (hybrid capacitors) RI.& 2 7§ 32 Bt 4 > L 230 B
BARfcEE LR AP FTFARME DI R R RE S B
LT RiFE AL 0 3 e A E Y e X R R {est £ 2% (Chenetal., 2017) o

¥ - JE & * AT F 2 4+ i (capacitive deionization, CDI) » ] #* 2 4 FiE i
BMALRCR Y 3283 55 o A g0t 2a fi{e 7 3 Rl g 2R T F R
K HB I I o BHRY P EN I RT B R SRERE
(Xie etal., 2018) -

ARG o d ¢ TR AR BT o K iR AR R

Bl # i KRR > BE2HP FHERART Ko

15 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



31 RHFLERA

311 % * B %

2 HpEga

AEE R TR 2B ek 3-1 477 ¢

TR 2 L BRE2 LH R
B~ EH 5 Potato Dextrose Agar, PDA HIMEDIA
BHEFEHEEEL Potato Dextrose Broth, PDB HIMEDIA

2

P§ e

R

ﬁﬂ;}i’ i

2P

porgiva: B i ]
i A

ICP ™ 426 4 % i

Nickel(II) nitrate hexahydrate
Cobalt(II) nitrate hexahydrate
Copper(Il) nitrate trihydrate
Commercial activated carbon
Polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF)
Sodium hydroxide (NaOH)
Carbon Black

Potassium hydroxide (KOH)
Hydrochloric acid (HCI)
Diluted sulfuric acid (H2SO4)
Isopropanol

Phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)
Nitrogen

ICP standard solution

ACROS ORGANICS
ACROS ORGANICS
avantor J.T Baker

i
Sigma-Aldrich
Honeywell

T 5

Honeywell
Honeywell
Honeywell
Honeywell

UniRegion Bio-Tech

&

)

e

i

AccuStandard

16
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3A2 B RBERG

AR 2B e R E SR Aok 32 575

7\327'\1371_‘@3?1?{% +H 7|4

BB e
2 ik

[ 2 ]

CAELIE S NRE .13
¥ 4§
44

A ST &
BA&
BELSFTR
pH:*

<k
%)E% %

B
B

WF%

R
ey
3

Scanning Electron
Microscope, CFE-SEM
Magnetron Sputtering
Process, MSP
Centrifuge

Ultrapure Water System

Laminar Flow Hood
Autoclave
Hood

Inductively Coupled Plasma-
Optical Emission
Spectrometry, ICP-OES

Electrochemical Workstation
Vacuum Pump

Oven

Freeze Dryer

Incubator

Thermal Analyzers

pH Meter

Tube furnace

Temperature Controller

Nitrogen Purging Device

ES Ay - & KB~ LH B A 5
® X * SHIMADZU ATX224
A HE s 0% 3 & Cold Field Emission Hitachi S-4800

VD MSP-1S

HETTICH UNIVERSAL

Merck Millipore Synergy
uv
LAIN-SHIN JW-3N

ZEALWAY FD50R
E
Agilent 700 Series

Bio-Logic SAS
WUU-MAA MB-21
DENG YNG
LABCONCO
DENG YNG
Netzsch 209 F3
Hach HQ2200
EUROTHERM
EUROTHERM

& F Micro Mini 2N
FTF

17

doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



WHEY L Rt 315

& > Fik e o vh k2% % Fourier-Transform Infrared Bruker Tensor II
Spectrometer
X ks R SEH IR X-ray Powder Diffractometer Bruker D8
ST B Ll Elemental Analyzer elementar UNI cube
18
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AL ARAGZBIEREF o ¥ - FEREAERAWEERER TR LR
Fusarium solani %7 kR £ FHE? 22 L a2 a4 > TR E Ak
TEBAABR 2B T AR - RO RPN A AR TIRITIELT > FHIRE

iﬁi%?ﬁl&WW%ﬁOWW%é@&W%ﬁ«Mﬂiiﬁ%ii%ﬁ$*

l

- HRFRHD AP T HRET DR > FEE LA PR B o %
CHERERWE BB AL S TR AR SE RS Wg AP R E
thpk o FEE - KSR E T R A L TR TR
TRETG KRB HR Y AF Y g AR EABRE LR R LT A &
MEFAFTRAAFPECZZ3 B EHE > "HFREATRBERL I 2 4
B0 % & GRBATE B o Y 2 Ao @] 3-1 #r o

From Heavy Metal Biosorbents to Activated

Carbon: A Case Study of Fusarium solani

Heavy Metal Tolerance of Bioactive Fungi
Stage 1
Cultivation and preparation of Fusarium solani

Tolerance assays at different metal concentrations

Evaluation of fungal growth and metal tolerance capability
Removal Experiments using Dried Fungal Biomass

Biomass pretreatment

Metal adsorption under fixed conditions

Characterization of biomass before and after adsorption

Preparation and Application of Biochar and Activated Carbon

Carbonization and activation

Characterization of activated carbon

Electrochemical performance analysis

DESIEE RS

19 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



331 F AR LR
AETTEY 2 L FLREER T EHRATTRE f L B W KRR R
FHE o M* A Fusarium solani > B G R EFA T A M EPIEL F o A HE
EFRB ha R e A B 4o E L AL 0 B (Albert et al.,

2019; Liaquat et al., 2021) -

332 5 Faus A AR

AR FAL2ZEABE AL - 54 %F § 4 % (Potato Dextrose Agar,
PDA) & FE HZ ALK % RBAARRES T2 7RGy PRARZE
WHIog 2o BRI FE P 2 121°C ~ 1.2 atm ¢0iF 38 (78 720 A 48 0 F FR
EEZRAAREFEEAIIFZTH0C 45 »20mL2 B8R L3332/ 85em2 %
BapEkm o @FE 240 A AR BRRIE L FLA ATV RAY
WL FAETE R A

Bl NG RE C REEL MR R N B AT kL RS A

Do R MY E R RSN L E03em FAM > # 5 3ThPDAR £ A2 1

= -[i: ’ :}’%%ﬁ(f‘l%vg Pgb /ﬁ?‘" “"?"]‘ y \':I .’p‘» %\émﬁ:‘?\ib%;}q‘%é ;}_ / > F]*% ”:_
ST o AR T A x 2 Parafilm HUWS R E N Es A 0 2 25C 0 &

KB IEERA T-12FERARL E I RRTHESF TARFHAEE -
M3 % (Subculturing) 2 #E L 2L PEFHFHEZF- M) EZRAA > B
IAMOPDARAAREFE X > EIRAALIEFLIAI-TRA(HTR) £ X

BAIATERZAY c P EARBRE NI T L d e BAc e s 0 P W

LEAAZF AP FTHLGIRBEAL 7 332 b % -
e FERGOEFFFE NI AL LI T A28 BT AR

B A4C kfaEs o
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333 FFEL & B s
PR g iR F solani ¥4 (Ni2%) ~ 45 (Co*) ~ 4F (Cu*) £ & & 2 @ % it
 THEEBH AL EBRERZ DN BEE AL Rk o 2a R
£ B E F2 B ¥ Ak A (minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC) - #* § k4 (%
£ 4

AR o w 2_ it % }i;‘ﬂ'ﬁﬁdﬁ,ﬁ?‘gr—r e

I ERELET 2 mieE PDA B A AR R > WEDHI LR FERFHLE N
121°C ~ 20 min 2z i i 72 7 °

2. Al NiNO3)'6H,0 ~ Co(NO3)'6H20 12 %2 Cu(NO3)-3H0 2 %% »
#% 022umPES 2 & F4# FHRERF 0 F#FPDARRA L X 50CH >
® * peg g (Pipette) i € & i3 %22 PDA 3 % A4 1mL: 19 mL &%
BoREAZFARELHHIFRIERZBRCERR S 0,250,500,750,

1000, 1250 ppm) -

3. BEFARERAGIZREBRGE NS0 B Er 0 FwE 24 [ BEr B

4 FERRE T OppmE ERMT LH % BRI EHE 5% 127 £
P ERIE FPEe 2 & (radial growth) » fZo 2 £ &K 5 EF2 R FEOES

TR Y ST - plehipdg s © Rl BT IR .

50 B8l gied £ MR FF 250ppm £ £ B 22 R A

A NRAZRRBEBANER]{BZEAA Vs EF 2 St £ B DB

8

FIPRZEFALE TERTBAATIELAREA LG LARHE AL
MIC -

6. PEF-FEATIAMETHAELALER > T TIE » P 40T o

21 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



it ¢ & 4p #ic (Tolerance Index, TI) ¥ L * » AL AL 2 HERE S T -

PR ERE TR L AHS £ £H2 a2k (Oladipo et al., 2018) -

Radial growth (mm) in the presence of heavy metals

Tol Index (TI) = X 3-]
olerance Index (T1) Radial growth (mm) in the control in the same period !
PR EATMALEBERZBRE L LT el He o £ 2B afisg s
ERMEFRL L endrdlien > A TIEVHA 2 3B RE - 472 HAHE & B

TSR 0 ek 33977 o Y o F - R ehE R BRI £ -

1333 HE & Bt Rimad

Tolerance Index, TI Characterization
0.00-0.39 Very low tolerance
0.40-0.59 Low tolerance
0.60-0.79 Moderate tolerance
0.80-0.99 High tolerance

1->1 Very high tolerance
22
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345 AL F U 2 € 4 B3 FR5%

3.4.1 =5 R 8 B
AERF K2 PP RL AL TR R A R R ALY
BP DRSPS B SRR ARP T IR

%

I kR E SR 2 4y 7 pe @l PDB 33 & fh73 % > 2 250 mL 48377 i)~ 100 mL
BA AR RS G F Y (@Y 045 um) 3 HoL S AFLT 50 2k~ F R
F1% 0 1 121°C ~ 1.2atm 2 i 232 {758 7 -

2. AERZREREAEALIZEG BFEF HE @ AL BEHAANR
TA S ERT B AR AR T2 LT EBEAL AN
AL RS EERFe BLT 03 om 2 FUM o BERERERAY cHHB
FRAPE 2R FJTEFALSTL -

3. BAEAELERTER F F S > A A Y 0 150 rpm > 25 CeniE i R
gu i -

4. #1% 96 ] P2 R i3 % A1]* Whatman® 1 3LiR S - & (730 § ik > & @
* DIkF Rkt oA oL A 8-

5. fF @A HZ A P EAIF 105°C eaick o

6. %k EAEEZ AT X av iAol 60 mesh 2 B > TR

Al WE o BN R s EY BRI R -

23 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



342 € £ 53 %

A Rk AR IR EFRLSRHEE BB HRE c RP R &
b B0 gfW A B PR Al s B Mg S S0mL s £ & BAT kR 5 S0
ppm 23R Y A E R TREFERGE R o F R B RS E N EA 0 12 150 rpm
GfiE BFRH 8 B 0 X F R P ELEHE o Bofi s 0 = & % 0.45 um PVDF
FRERFLEFARSY SRR R DR T RRHEY £ REE Tk
%4k 2% % (Inductively Coupled Plasma Optical Emission Spectrometer, ICP-OES) 4 {7 >
BT LR E AR FIER T RHBEN 32 E LR ",‘TT F (removal

efficiency, R) » 12 % & * ;X 333+ 15 4 e %t % £ (biosorption capacity, q) :

C, - C
R (%)= Tt x 100 322
C;,—-C V
q(mglg) = ——— x — i 3-3
Ci m

© R:2%HF (%)

e Cio#4E £ B3 ER (ppm);

* Civ tPHhEFRERZE KRS ERE (ppm)
* q A= £ (mg/g)

o Vo R (L)

e m> BRI E (g)
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b AR ERITR R ST L 2B UL & 3R et 4 pH

=+

o 4T (Ni2%) 7% 2 4 45 pH 42413 5.5-6.0 -

a3 (Co% ) i i 2 4= 40 pH 322413 5.0-5.5

© G (Cu) gk A e pH 43T 4.0-45
“TF iR pH 305 E R o AR (HCD) & & § i+ 40 (NaOH) & (733 ff » &

% pH 3 MR MAERRRFELERPE - RIE - AEFREFTZ L4

B D THESE  URBFREFLT R
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SAS&%ﬂgiﬁﬁéﬁ%%#ﬁGGMES

AT RYREREBER LR # k3 5k 3% % (Induced Couple Plasma Optical
Emission Spectrometer) @ ¥ %% A FEHE N2 2 k¢ £ F 2 ME ~ F B
— Rt ’P@+%&#%&¢(NEAWM1MC)’ﬂﬁ342€fékﬂféﬁﬁa
fler2 € £ Big iRk & o ICP-OES #i#-% i & f 1 2 el irif > & d 5 F

WErFHREF) HEITHEF RS WFETHET (4 6000-10000 K) s

S F RS ¢+’%q*<ﬁ%un@+*w&+a’$ﬂﬁwwiw@ LR
FRfadi et £ osk o gl KR FEFRE L L AARITES A LK B

o BRAGHEREREAEBR cd N EFAFF HBELRAT  HET F

Sk R o T LRI T enk i RV AEE ¢ iR R RS 2 ol ARE TR

BUHEE SRS A AR TER o i’%é fE T AR EFER > ICP-OES i
- a7 ik s B BRI IAEBEEEERS > BT RBT R W

AEIY 8 RRKEAE o A SRR TN B AT

1. #F 5% ¥ P42 51 045 um PVDF 4+ F i Wil p 2 R T B
63 IMHNOs fei- 2 pH<2 > M B i &£ B+ ik 2 g B P M o 3R
TR AC kY T o T T P PR A AT o

2. @9 R Ae® 1000 mg/L 2 - ERTH R (¢ 7 F Ni** ~ Co*" 2 Cu%)
RHAGLHESERFFR > RUKREIEEZRE - 220 3% 3% HNO;) -

3. FIFRBEY fAE L4723 0% o 8 % Ni: 216.555 nm ~ Co: 228.615 nm 17 %
Cu: 213598 nm T 5 A 47k & - FEHFRLE L F 3> Plecf * LR B
L

4, @ pPFEHRENUZ %ﬁvﬁ,g » kR E % A% (3% HNO3) d*,,tﬁg g1 A

&8 o
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ZRERGERZT Y R EARER R AR ETL(NI0F) SR LR R
) P B A Ca

ERBERRFE FPREPRARZ RBRE  TEEREAFLLSFEER
(mg/L) © FAZ NS F > F AR LRl

BRI > kS8 B3 DICKE S8 s K e
R IE RS TR S R g R AR BT AR
TAER R E R FEEEEE o

Bl 32 e T ’]‘}}%'+’?E’T%F'H"ia(§]uj\/)ﬁl MY TR R
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35 R AL PSR B2 TRUE

351 £ & vt

S E 292 BDACs 2 4F & R » 3817 % B F %k 0 R IFIEE 4o

s WL dhrs;

e HFHIE I 1g;

e EEEBRYPEIER 250 ppm ;

« £ 4£BRRHAH I S00mL -
MEBETHELERRSGHEE EHBRLSRE RS NP F BipiE By

3L AR El s L &R A d 0 XSO ADRTE Y 80°C 4 ¢ FE R

3.5.2 m i
A R
1. F%FEAL%F 30min(F § € 5 50 mL/min) ;
2. FHFLE I 500°CH ##8 120 min (28 # & 5 10°C/min) ;

3. FERYIZEAIMPFFZ2EN%-

353 %
i gk T AR AT
I gtz 2 Rk EEHKOH B =4 % 3R £357
2. %A LE 30min(F F € 5 50 mL/min) ;
3. #HFAE D 800°CH 45 90 min (g H A 5 10°C/min)

4. I FRAMPFFEANE -

28

doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



3.5.4 ik

e chffe (T A2 40T -

1.

2.

BeiE i ts 2 B pRE e Y IMHCL Y > 200 4g 5 ik 20 B
BE IR AR o MR AR T F BT L Q ok
D Rk pH B % 7

PR g L R 3T 105°C 48 ¢ WET S

FoE S AR E iy B TGRSR &R o

355 R AR
B F T ARFE LT

1.

2.

£ 4emx4dem X 0.4 cm 2 Ry it 2 A S
MRt pe s tizie o IMHCLB 2 ¥ > g g ik 1) B s
Ml e 15 Fpt gt DI-K i gz 300 80 °CU-4a P 4z
G A o SE R LR R (LR
HerLTE L BIR S

*  Activated Carbon (AC): 850 mg

*  Carbon Nanotubes (CNTs): 100 mg

*  Carbon Black (CB): 50 mg

* PVDF: 200 mg

*  Isopropanol: 50 mL

B-CNTs ¢ * g5 LB 45 s L4 r flopHPrie— H 2T 20 &

BiR L3 év’ﬂﬁjﬁ;q‘:ivﬁ B REA S > A 80°C Y it AT
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6 F F2 ¥ Fox Rl 2 L B2 e 1

3.6.1 = % 4 15 (Elemental analysis)
*FE g * <% & 471k (Elemental Analyzer) %]%. 5 Elementar Vario EL cube
(Elementar, Germany) > ™ A 5 & F2 4 Focigdilh &2 % 22 o @ 3 (C) ~
g H) ~%F N) ~#S)fr¥ (0O) - ~F A &RFTREZL I HREFLEEED
BERRE o E O RBP OVEG > A A F P L5 REF (HO) -

LBt (CO2) %2 = F 72 (SO2) & 5 8> £ 59 = ,]L/a;”,]t-g CERHE R OGS 0 ihiE

L

_g_

#3414 jp| B (Thermal Conductivity Detector, TCD) 8 i % % {63+ & # §
N-C-HZ2 SeHhEEF A 5 §F A2 Ao R EE 286 p#H 2 (IR0
detection module) 1 jp|7s 3= & {8 ) o 3%k B2 & 47 B Fr R (accuracy) 0.1% ~ 4 2
& (precision) 7 +0.2% ~ % ®iZ % (inaccuracy) % $0.3% o » 4717 % d W= £ &

CHEERFERERT S RS PR BT

1. #52% 2 A2 & Focg@lie s 2 7 B o i i (100 mesh) > T 5% & #* o

2. BREfEBX 50mg(* > N~C~S~HA$) % % 100mg (* ** 0 4 49) 2 & F
A5 R A BN A 1R SRS

3. BEEErAFANKREFREN > X RER TR EFRD 2 ALK EL
FEi

4. N~C-S~H =%~ 47# * Sulfanilic acid i* 5 =¥ % F ;0 ~ % A 474 ¥

Benzoic acid ¥ 5 & 4 5 o

5, FEHRSEFIOSA TSN MFERT RBypaE s By
6. #HAFTEEINZLBEFE-HFEAFVHEFTER A TS S E RS
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3.6.2 # £ 4 #7:% (Thermogravimetry Analysis, TGA)

ARG BE AT - & 2 F R b R o (TGA-FTIR) 576 4
e g 2 3 TRl e fos f2 17 4 2 B f A A o BE AT L Rl R
RSP G SR A ST e BRI R Y R
o BT AT AN E L e B R F AL F F T pEREE

BREEAE BRIt > DAY AR o A2 RERY o RET R EERK

% it

Fy
=t

& f FAERHA o BFRABRELELATH VL EF RSO R

oy

Bomdds  HEREREE -

B - KSR W S ER R LR A B
RO A D A By Nl FF s 2 F SRS M R o A S
WHR SRS fRERE TR B o B B RS R 0 2R

TEREORBTE LT e LR

AEATEEd M2 LB FRFRPERERY P o

R33HALAFE2ERFH A LFREY LA FF A FFTLREY ©)

31
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3.6.3 4 3% ¥ X T F k4 (CFE-SEM)

ﬂW

AFETRYEAFEREY L FHRIFE AT EARERE LS LS
Zom A A i 3%k BA|5L 5 Hitachi S-4800 0 > & 5 /4 33 3 e 5V 7 & ks
(Cold Field Emission Scanning Electron Microscope, CFE-SEM) » 4 47 it ¥ d B &
BAFTIERTERER S e n S o
FRIATFIREBDEA AT TR I TR FH - AF R EDTF R
Wikd o TLRFEESERREERSF T UF RIS ELFENTF A DT
FROGEHBERELART T A Jd FHhABEF- BT 6 T el o TF R

#E—ﬁg’f‘ﬁrr% ] 19 ’ F’ l“'%’\t! ’l‘f ﬁ-m!p 1-.»#5"1( _%.#ﬁ’ﬁ'\” é_i ‘:’i”)/é» fx‘r'jt'] i\%: %ﬁ» v Jo =

Y

EH
4y
=

PR T R o EL RERBEREOER BRI BT F AR
#rde o f ORISR A ARH AR SEF TR PN R AT o A

LR B A E SR 6 T B o SR S B

/ r

1%%%

’ ““%“;t‘b"‘ﬁ:r —-:'\‘fg»"/ﬁé“ﬂ'b/}ﬁﬁg‘io
AHFHT IR I - AR RN ORI FIY R T HR TS T AL &
AR FEE £ F %R (tunneling) SUPR T RaE S0k 0 3 b - AR 2

RARLFDRRLL ) PE MG fF o RESGEF LRIFTA S ERTF N

=k

N T RN RS Y
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3.6.4 X b 5 A Yebt R
AR X KRGS REFTE AL P T R e f S h Al

BHA AT TR 2 & B % 44 B Bruker D8 Advance X-ray Powder Diffractometer

(Bruker D8-XRD) - ik Bfic % Lynxeye B B & %8 4 3L (28 3 1000°C) > £ &

Sk i ¥ EHAET AARMEREBHR TR AT Ed R4

BEFAFFERBRT P w A o XRDA T2 F % F4e™ !

1. SEPHREAAFEINS 2wk 0 FEERR RS- Ko

2. MR AREEMRSE > D UE G RT3 S FFUHRT S )
X k& fin3 RS -

3. MBEAR O REOEREY > RLEF 25 #H 20=10°-60°> i£{7%
BT 20 X R YRE A 4T o

4. " CuKast& 5 £k > T gk 29 (step size) & Frdy i 58 (7 g e o
& 3T BB TR S R o

5. ATUTEZMESRIES SR MR I A2 P TR R R L R e

B -

Bl 3-4X ke 2R R (BT KA HAZL2HFFFFTEREY ©)
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3L F L AR E REL R A K

TEA LT TR T R B e T RS e
TRESFE N2 T FREIPET TR B KL A4 (Cyclic Voltammetry,
CV) ~ 7 it Freyulg 3 ~ 15 (Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy, EIS) % ~ 3z

4 jp|2# (Charge/discharge cycling stability) - f#47 & & T 725 4]

TR fERD G EFLL R R AL .

371 % F 1 iz

T 1v & 1 1%t (Electrochemical station) & 17 7. i+ % (Potentiostat) /4 % |2 7 /it ik

(Galvanostat) e & » LR AT 14 8 4479 Beebprc R & o & 59 REE 2 & 4

&

FE R ML SR B R AR AT F S

B A B PR R R R 0 BT L A A AL TR Y IR M E L R E

&3

% SP-150 potentiostat/galvanostat, BioLogic Science Instruments, France °

32 =% 4 5

ARk Z TR M A P T AR R IRE AT BT

CREAREFAOTELSI A PRI T

1R LB D EEE . 2 TR A N

T 7 & (working electrode, WE) :

BT

TR e o % TURIRE R

F_‘-

L;-Qﬁp_,{]i—fm:r’}nb a&rﬂ&ﬁﬁwﬂm/rrﬁklwﬁgb s};@o

[\9]
\\\Xr

4+ T 1& (reference electrode, RE) @ 3% 4% ¥ enq A 5 % 20 Mgy

THRNT I AT TR 2 54 T 5 Ag/AgClsat. KCl %% T 14& o

% % 4% (counter electrode, CE) : H A & i 4 2221 (¥ 3 fRen T jnik |2
W F et 7o e BREST RS B BREFRAREL ETEY
IR A TR L H e TR 4T
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7 f#;% (electrolyte solution) @ &#_= 7 & & So¥ 4 ¥ ik eh— FRAe o * 30 E
WIETAFTUAEDCEF i s o AT AR PTG 1 BIEA
SEk e B % #77% (Phosphate Buffered Saline, PBS) » & § 243 e (2483

R R = SR AR LA FIEE

B 3-5% 51 iFx87= F 4% % 30T & B
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3.7.3 g & %% iz (Cyclic Voltammetry, CV)

7%k K% 2 (Cyclic Voltammetry, CV) #7773 T 1 & kd » Tt ¥ it &R
Fetsdlch- B 22 o F L RERIZAEAR 21 T E TR

BEHe TREETTLRTRIRY > TR ERT RN RER R
B R TR 2 AP TR R AR 3-6 R = & LA o Fn gt

AR et BT 2 B % @ T T 2B B FE (homogeneous) 7

1

#A5 & B F R (heterogeneous) T ir A AL W B K AR uE o A 2

TREFRER T2 U BIR 5 %k K% B (cyclic voltammogram) e

Potential(V)

Cycle 1 Cycle 2

v

Time(s)

B 3-6 77k k% 2 25 40 T it Al

BARART R FRTERGEEE MR LLBTATEFLERF B
T X Bl BRI BB Al G B RE (BY) 0 RIS ¥

BRETIE D) S FL o FERLFR TSI BRY LRTRTLY
CE R § Py F R (B o MR FRTIAF R0 o F
R FREGERLIG w2 R ERE » BF T i#HdI T ®in > 2 &k
e BRI MER  FEBEFRRR AR F PP D R T e
"9gA) | ETR T B 0 Ao 3-7 A1 o
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Current(A)

N

> Potential(V)

Bl 3-7 V5% K% B (cyclic voltammogram)

AT AL ZDE SRR ARG ERTEHF LI TTES
Ag/AgCl -sat. KCl i3 43 2k M2 i N itifge itz e AT R * 7

BT AR FadFdE T (100502010 ~5mV/s) » 12 Fh 7 li'.%"]?]
SRR EFEFR L 05V I 405V (T Ag/AgClsat. KCl %% T &) if

BTHAEL R L AR E R TR 0 A A TR A R

T aic 2 TEFHELE -
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3.7.4 & i* B reFulf # 4 35 (Electrochemistry impedance spectroscopy, EIS)

T it B e Futg ¥ 4 45 (Electrochemistry impedance spectroscopy, EIS) # - fa 4
R b8 iRz ey A H R LI HEA T Z TR A G- AT
T Ar BRI T B BB R T2 (Ohm’s Law) 7 17 s %z 3 in

Fe 4% (impedance) » o 3TN R i H B2 TUNELE X D FR SR BT R
9

|

T LRSI TR ST L B T 6 R

B

kY N —L L N
:'_i s ?_“/H“-L

=

&3

#F % 3 2 3% (Euler’s formula) #-f2 $uif

o3
7
F_‘~
=
K
\‘ﬁ"“
“al
TS

“k

Fro Bt A ERT AT R A SR R & 42 T (resistance, R)

e

3o &k Bz R HL (reactance, X) o B A LT S o HERED
R S8 U S -t ST BLEIE LR S R €SP S LR O

Y #h i IR FE B/ 2 3 % #7345 B (Nyquist plot) » 4[] 3-8 #77%

B ZRAEFRRFLAFLF AR AR gRT T RS ERHERE
F - Ern TR ¥ L Ao 2R B (Randles equivalent circuit) > # 77 &, Bl4c B

[ ]
=
w2

k
W

X
(Am
Nt
i‘r

% 2 (solution resistance)

Ret * 4 @4 a Fla *FF g &4 2 T /&M T L (charge transfer

resistance)

e Cd#*#etsa TEH SHE2 T % 70/ (double-layer capacitance) ;

e Zw (Warburg impedance) * % Flee g 2 nAE F A B 4 B @I FHATIE IR
(diffusion impedance)

Rp (polarization resistance, Rp = Rct + Zw) * £ & T /2> F g § 3 2 3
SRR R A2 TRRA DL DAL T O N HETE S 2w RS

* Rs~RetM2 Zw B ArRlAR 5 T 4 5 k2 Bredae

BT F AR E N ERTR L FHETREAE S VHEH AAY THREG

AR R G 75 0 2 TR DR F G g R e
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Internal resistance of the system

N
v

Rp

N

_—— Y

Rs Rct Zw

'Zim

v

B 3-8 2 % 274+ Bl(Nyquist plot)

we e N\ — .
= SN

Rct Zw

£

B 3-9 &k sk & 2 22T B (' Randles equivalent circuit % &)
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375 LR BRGS0 H

REAFEHAED LA TEAML T F R L8R gl A 8
- B REBREZ DI HRERAA CHFETABRT AR FEE A
ZRBTFHIP L PRUALFREFLHS (b E2) - 2. T [ fRATR2
(capacitive vs. diffusion-controlled) -
b & &7

FBRT SR EF LB PM G LT BN HET B 54 7L hE g

E oo T %',5@4 N & T

i=a-vb ;v 3-4

P AGRM v aFHEST a s VB b SdpHo 0 TEEHEE L A

log (i) = log (a) + blog(v) ;v 3-5

Wiy i G R BT S B B TR A 4T R
@b iE o BT FEIER A F A ut R DRI I AR
i & d % a3 d] (surface-controlled) » 4@ A T F P23 t:BRF B ™ b
BAET 0.5 B & pr P Hcdy 4l (diffusion-controlled) i7 5 > F R 304E A A& T 4 Al Rk A

&+

3

o

bbb BEATYEET R f{ji?@%}({irg v BRI TRE) D
CV il 8 7 RIS > 2 BT HR AT BT T hF Bl LR - F o
PR RARTRTFEER A ML R 0 Z TLELT

R ¥ 7 a 3 221 & (Wangetal, 2016) ©

40 doi:10.6342/NTU202501244



TFE )?ea‘?ﬁi % (capacitive vs. diffusion-controlled contribution analysis)

FE-HAWERLIP T EERETRETELGR T AT R
Ardizzone % % (1990) #74& 112 7 Eﬁ}g%:}ﬁ'ﬁ’%’;‘é » TR H A TR TR RS
F R ATA 4 2.7 % M (capacitive) £ #Ecdr 4] (diffusion-controlled) 77 j7 bt &
(Ardizzone etal., 1990) = 3% 2 R G5 w LA E q(v) ¥ 7 o 3 A4 5 b T T
B - EFREST S L DL 5 A F I (Qaurface) > ¥ - & AR R 5T
FIF I AR I ACF B Qdiffusion © & B8 & E N AT

1 .
=A-v+ B2 i 3-6

q(v) - qsurface + qdiffusion

Wikt o f Rk FABTE U (v > o) 0 WA R F RAF L 0 2P q)

— Quitice * F 2 0 Fh i FABENE (v 0) 0 T T R A AR~ HHEp
BT IFARTE A B Quaximum > Fe T OTF REA SIS AR E o Ai- B H e

1

GE kT SRR E VRIS

2 3¢ 3-7

o

! ! + k % \ 3.8
= LY = -
Q(V) qmaximum ? !

1

1
?;F[k d q.ﬁ’v 2 F@lfs > HBETE Qsurface > %é%ﬂ'jéiﬁl/q?&vz @R

%ﬁd ﬁTF A PR 1F A & A EQmaxlmum o X I g F":y% #Jﬁ&’*]m‘r?—ﬁ)‘

i)

I (Qaimsion) & 2 AL RE ML A B ARSI 75 R H T £

¥ * 3% pseudocapacitor ¥ battery-type 4 4L c1{7 5 & 5L 2 4T o
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Fr¥ BFEER

152HE § a2 L%k s
AFE G B ER R o dh S A g3 B R 0 T 3edk Fusarium solani B %
ez jim 4 & » 1t R 45 8 (Tolerance Index, TI) 3% & Fla€ £ RS T 4
AL AR BERR FABHE FHob ] FER MIC) © Bl 4-1- B 4-2 2 F
4-3 /> B BT 3% E ) & 250 ppm ~ 500 ppm £ 750 ppm HE £ BB 09 2 1
%R eomt R Ay B AR
S5 Ror 0 3 250 ppm BF o E F#E Ni(Il) & Co(Il) en TI R 2 3 % 0.8 &
hisH AP FaFipEiEa; 2™ > Cu(ll) 0 TI 82 A A= P AE iR 14 > (2 (7
i 3507 FEARED T 500ppm 0 Ni(Il) £2 Co(Il) 7 TI * % ‘245 £4.0.3
305 E o HA D HRE £ F BRI B i aA 3 £ 8 Cu(ll) Tl
POERTRIEL X023 030 B HHE Fededl v [ ABF o - Ak
B33 750 ppm o Ni(ll) 2 Cu(ll) 0 TI @& & &% Bim 7 fend £ o+ jufb

Co(Il) it 2 %53 X 2% 23 504 3 0.6° > 750 ppm FIR BT > & &

Bl 500 ppm @ AP A nd Edrd] s F kRS 750 ppm E RS T £ LR

Ni(Il) & Cu(ll) éh% 4 |+ » &% Co(Il) &1 B T— RAZR cuf lodi 4 » D B %

¥

Ak BT LR R T A L el -
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0.8

0.6

0.4

Tolerance Index (TT)

0.2

0.0

Ni(I)
Co(II)
Cu(II)
2 4 6 10
Time (day)

B 4-1 Esolani # 250 ppm € fﬁ%{%\ﬁ“r PN uﬁ%g&% Bl

1.0
08
E
5 06
E
3
g 04
5
=
F
0.2
0.0

Ni(ID)
Co(1l)
Cu(Il)

Time (day)

10

B 4-2 Fsolani 1500 ppm & £ 38 ™ 2. TIEREF % 4 §

0.8

0.6

0.4

Tolerance Index (TI)

0.2

0.0

2 4 6
Time (day)

Ni(ID)
Co(Il)
Cu(Il)

10

B 4-3 Fsolani 1750 ppm & £ %8 ™ 2. TIERE T % 4 B
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A2 L AZPFEE R ',f%#ﬁén%—%

AL E R GRERE L RE 342 ) BT A ke £ Bl R AR R
50 ppm > iR HALHE 5 SO mL o oA * £ 5 0.1 g0 S FEE 150 pm ks iF 2T
BEE R 2 ICP-OES » 47 & B3 ER 1 o

w3 e pH 57 5 Fsolani 3¢ 2 4 F3 A S i pedk R FFIP B IR iE o
£ &3 ks o Bl 44 B o Ni(ll) & pH 5.5-6.0 ~ Co(Il) & pH 5.0-5.5 > r2

Cu(Il) RI** pH 4.0-45 FFit B F 345 > FRBREKAHE A2 5T 45

FRALMIERES SRR VEL G BE 2t ek

Bl 4-5 3P St E A (9 1P ) TR AR g S L A g
FHAR T BT EFAS T A S AR T LR T AEE S AR &

3P pER s R REFEfeE > 2183 % FRIL AR TR o
Wz A g ek B4 f.f ¥ A T] F osolani 3o 2 P F AR B TR
TLAE T o A hd kA AR R 0 KR B 15-18% hd h S
MRS BT D 10-15% 5 B PF 0 RPpsS 3335 UE 8 ) R RS i
APt F £ 0 Fosolani 2% 2 4 B - s A # Ni(IT) ~ Co(IT) & Cu(Il) w5 ¥ 5

£

g

=
ﬂt

WG 342942452 4373 mg/g Al B 4-6 TF o P ERRP EFA ST E

PR EBEE N AL T A B ERRI LT RSN LG T AAR
ERAcd TFE G M o FHA T RBLERLP TN MBREETRER

B TR £ B Foeil BT AT AR B 0 S G

FHTIE R R R T R AR
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40

Ni(ID)
S Co(ll)
~ L
0 Cu(lny
=
o
=1
2
Q20
=)
o
=
>
o
£10
[}
&
0 - , . . .
0 1 2 3 4 s p :

\l"-"

B 4-4 3 Fic 2 4 [oipBon e pH i 7 hE £ 4 o

20

Removal efficiency, R (%)
=

Ni(I)
5 Co(IT)
Cu(I)
0 ! t L L L
0 1 2 3 4 5 P y 5
t (hr)
B 45 € 23 K%i:ﬁﬁfg@%“
6
%:; 5 1
£
T4
2
3
& 3
g
£’ Ni(ll
& i)
Z Co(IT)
=] 1
= Cu(Il)
0
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 3

t (hr)

B4-6 2 4§ £EPER 1
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35 AL F Mz g

431 ~ A1 R %
*FE R % F solani E
PIH B o S5 AT o RRP RS

BB S (7.54 wi%) -

g P FEEET

o BRI 544 en4p 3 iv* (Kurniawan et al., 2006) -

ek~ pEARI) U E g

N7 ELE

PR

(m\:t

SRR =Ry I ETEIE SEE

FRBF RGBS feidEg I E L AEEY E oo

§ (740 wt%) 12 2 Fx (0.47 Wt%) o B Vb B2

ik (i h s 5 AR)

iv 72 (doFipg 22 —SH)RY

4t %% (Dhankhar & Hooda, 2011) » F]* > 22Xz £ 3 3 » w2 4 £ 7

R HR

-ﬁi F ’Fﬁ‘%’l% glxﬁ-f;:?x] ’ l}%}@;b‘/% A 3T (NCHS—O)’H%

ZE A UK 5 4488 wt% 22 37.21 wt% 0 H

U
7; B4 He v KR
LL‘ 4

FE A (e

P AL

?Eg@gaiﬁ

ER2ZF AP GEE o v A B AR E /MBS 4 (Das,

2 SV i a4

% 18 FTIR ~ XPS % 5k ¥ Hjietd

M- R FHA A G F A AR SRR B AR &
I RS (e E £~ A A ) g o s B bR dR R B
2 4R bl B
% 4-1F. solani 2 4 JFex v 2. ~ % & 47
~k C H 0] N S
wt % 44.880 7.537 37.212 7.537 0.469

1. #dp A0 % & & 7L % (Dry & Ash Free Basis) ©
2. i Ak Rl R L3 0.05% -
3. R G D LA AT TBE -
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432 BEAF RS

w @45 (F BK~F Ni+F Co~F Cu)e#t & A 452 % 4o Bl 4-7 517 » #lith

BREFF S 35°CT 900 °C» A & p iha & 4% Fusarium solani 2

’d 2+ | 2+ | 2+ N gm o= ¥
{
(F BK)2 Hw5q7  £ & Bar3 (Ni2T~ Co?™ ~ CuP) s e A 2 {7 %

£ o Y T RET

BT RN A

A R SRR % 5 Stage II (% 250 ~500 °C) : 2

T HETE *jﬁm

Z BR RO AL F

& $H ]

RER A (def R

2 g e A
IR P2 Y S
DU REERR

B 20 Le L2
BEREH BT T

Fe £~ © Stage I (¥) 35 ~250 °C)
B &P oK
AR L R ’Ffr‘_él_ -3

%kg‘jl‘%A,\r,}fﬂ}» }W ’Fﬁﬁi)méﬁé}ﬁ;; ’

ook "E‘JF]J‘PX %Kﬁjﬁ%’?ﬁ 7 fg.‘u VoA ot % B4 f# 5 Stage I (500 °C
FAB) - gl it & 5 TR o PR EBHE R e
MR BHRSPREARLETFIR 2 NI F N 21 53842 (9

437 wt%) > @ F Cu# F Co R4 %] 5 33.1 wt%¥? 31.2 wt% > A 't & Hags en

F BK ™ (4 29.7 wt%) °

BETHNEARBEL S - AR NLE 0 £ BAT SRR

250-500°C % R ehi & A jR{7 5 » ¥ ol

pL "‘%%ﬁ"l‘ » B e £ ﬂ‘néiﬁ—’* {8 e #—y:?ﬁ'p}!d-ﬁ?] | F

RS

BTN A AR s B A g e

41
E’i\?‘%#‘ °
| Stage 1 Stage 11 Stage 11
00 ! !
: |
1 1
80 1 1
| |
1 1
< 60 | |
N 1 1
E 1 1
.%0 40 i i 43.7%
= FBK ! : 33.1%
FNi ' oot
20 | F,CO : : 29.7%
_ ! 1
F Cu : :
- 1 1
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 200 400 600 800 1000
Temperature (°C)
B 4-7 ;g‘_ 4*;:?.*‘:* ,Tééxé%-i/\ﬁ &% B
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433 B Flk i k@S ITESE

A E ALY TR A £ BRS (NPT Co™ ~ Cu?) 0 18 B A
fRi Ay &+ BHE T R AR > A Y A A 250°C ~ 500°C 2 800°C P~ 7
F BK~F Ni+F Co~F_Cum 52 FTIR B# (B2 §# & 4000400 cm™) > %

et TGA #7 %_% ¢ Stage 1 (35-250°C) ~ Stage IT (250-500°C) £ Stage ITT (500°C

-

Py HRIHACER 4-8 71 o AHREN A RER T UEE HF A HRLF it A
P AR2 A AL P o

El-Sayed % A 441438+ & 43323 %4 & Fusarium solani * 4= & {5
FTIR & 47754 > FFaF av A (o 2k ~ 2 S B A R ) 7 it 58 £ i+ ohpe
e TN RIL N ST BEARY BRI B JTE # 4k (Bl Sayed & El-
Sayed, 2020a, 2020b) °

AFTRAFEAENBRL T v ALFP RET ) LR Rk SES
Pl b RAPEBETERDFABLEY > TP L BRT 2 o
e P BBV A e o ea PEARARERY DR F BE SR
FEiFh o AKTiE- H A TGAFTIR 515 pl2 #0425 4 > Hhef 10k 477
# (GC-MS) & F g2 a7 > M4 &_FTIR $H£ 27 F o B cha 2> ¥ 4%

R LT S
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Transmittance (%)

(a)
F BK F_Ni F Cu F Co
2350 1116
3845 3607 Yeq 1128 | 986 837
3736 1693 665
1760
1517
(b)
3072 2993
(©
2105
2172
4500 4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500

Wavenumber (cm!)

Bl 4-8 E A2 Ho st £ 4 f2iE 422 FTIR % % B

(a) 250°C ; (b) 500 °C ; (c) 800
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4.3.4 A FF SR ST RS S B %

% BL% Fusarium solani ** 7% F rJ2IFBocnd g A%t > 28 7 4% CFE-
SEM i 87 a7t > ¢ Z RAEFAM R AP T - 2L £ H RS
4 T it (BDACS) » 112 B KA & R EH LR RAE -

B 49 BT L2 TR 2@ s fickis  PIRGP DRSS
S A kST B SR AR SRS BT R TI0A F 5 B PR o

B 4-10 #77 22 BDACs # %7 » WA E £ 2 FACH &5 f B2 52 i
B2 T AT IS R 7 E & KOH 78 it & S fR i A
BECRE AL > 5 JA It AS S (J. Wang et al, 2014) o fpfr2 T o SR E &
A is 2. FNi_AC ~ FCo AC ¥ FCu AC # 50| & SEM =t i P 7 gLk 5| &2 FAC 7
PAEZ B 3t IR HE 0 AR 02 eni % 7 LT Basova ¥ 4 (2005) R 2 ¢ 0 £
it B AN A e N T I end SN B R RIE A s o sk R
fropl BB g RF G ARY M AR it 2 P It A LR BR S &
BA PGS S RA T D0 g BITR el R B o @ ST
M. { ~ (Basovaetal., 2005) - & Ryu & 4 (1995) =3 ® @@ > £ £ {Hap+ iz
b (UBLL ) o TR BB R o ik L A BRT o L A BT A

RN E TR 9

FErtBRNET LRI T AL T LB DREERE R SRR
FRILET A S L F BB R A L RS H L RA Ra E R
“rig PR B R R - HIFE A 0 R SR L AR B
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(@) (b)

:
4 §

54800 10.0kV 8.0mm x1.50k 6/19/2024 y 54800 10.0kV 8.0mm x1.00k 6/19/2024 t

(@) (b)

7

SU8220710.0kV x2.50k SE(UL) ' 3 SU8220 10.0kV x2 50K SE(UL)

(©) ()

SU8220 10.0kV x2.50k SE(UL)

] 4-10 BDACs 2. CFE-SEM = ff» %+ & & 5 2500
(a) FAC ; (b) FNi_AC ; (c) FCo_AC ; (d) FCu_AC
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435X Lk #oT R 2%
IR 4-11 RS 5 87 > G208 L A2 5 T Bl 7R 5 2 20 = 20° s

SR MBEIITE > HRIET R EE Fee Y 55 g (B0 F B RER)

~

|
e

so F T M (Kimetal, 2021) - @ 7 %% 14 2 BDACs B ¥ % 23° 2 42 -45°

Bl
L)

BRI A T & B HATEE > 4o (002) 2 (100/101) & & (Girgis et al., 2007) ©

G e AERESR G LS W T PR RERR SRS LR
Hx o

F_BK
F Ni

F_Co
F Cu

Intensity

10 20 30 40 50 60
20 (degree)

(b)

FAC
FNi_AC
FCo AC
FCu AC

——CAC

Intensity

[T
.., M i m,
Pt
i % }
it "

Wy,

LYV T SN kel

et o e~
iy AU

10 20 30 40 50 60
20 (degree)

B 4-11(a) 2 {2+ ookl 2 2 (b) 7 % XRD % % B
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4.4 FERAF ETRZAFFHFR T F EHRES G ESE

AL ARy 355 ) W E L F PR E GAF S R RMEE R CFE-SEM %
e AL O i

B 4-12 37 THRMEIA > Ry CF 26 SHms L > » FREF2
Pfimd A8 2 FAC_CF RV BRI A ehd 642 Y T % o K7 55 1pt enig
Fec@ 1 RpRF T ESHE SRS A LEFOA G R MR G

(R R | é;j;%’@%?]ﬁi%‘ °

(2) (b)

SUS220™10°0kV x1-00K'SE(UL) — 4 SU8220 10.0kV x1.00k SE(UL)

Bl 4-12 CFE-SEM = > 2z + & F % 1000X%

(a) CF ; (b) FAC_CF
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45 R £ TRL TR AR

4.5.1 HHk KL 2
AL R AT 2 R B T 2 A7 £ TR R T IR R RRE
DR R A RIEAS S HRT BEHT P E LA ORE RIS LR

S dod 42907 o RIRER B L5 -0.5V 2405V (4p 3t Ag/AgCl-sat. KCI

W iﬂ

T o) L@ 1005020~ 10~5mV/s £ 7% FiFfaid F2FER o

A2 E RS LR A
Abbr. Sample name
CF carbon felt

CAC_CF commercial activated carbon-coated carbon felt

FAC CF fungal biomass-derived activated carbon-coated carbon felt

FNi_ CF  Ni**-adsorbed fungal biomass-derived activated carbon-coated carbon felt
FCo CF Co*"-adsorbed fungal biomass-derived activated carbon-coated carbon felt

FCu CF Cu*'-adsorbed fungal biomass-derived activated carbon-coated carbon felt

AL AT BFRE ST 2 CV BlAcE 4-14 957 0 Bl ik 2 T i
EEE L THR(SHE) - 1T 58 & ek m CVRIFcg - T3 %0 0 wp 4
TIVE TRV e

FLE G RE 2 BP0 CF AmdFfd FpF > CV o S~ R E R RS -
BrHIBUET AT AL P AR TR ARRIIP S L RRYE
B AR EFRF I S0mMV/s S 100mV/s o CF 2 B o 5a ff P BEsf >
P2 T F I e ] o RO SRR E L o NIRRT A RO e
HBHRET B PAG M A A G FRANFRFEET AL
t TR REAY AHL ST CV R MRS RNPERFR G M -
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1 # FAC_CF 2 CAC_CF » ¥ JLZ T3 352 5 3¢ CF { * R Sua #f
W OERREGAEFRAT RO A IR BEALL DA
FACCF d EFaf Fhrd id sl » ¥4 3 L EF i HEBtr g 5 F vk
PRl RIS T ERT A NRAEAE e 5B P RARE
@&%o%ﬁ’%iﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁ’EijﬁCmeFﬁCVﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂm

o

wk

By SRR A HEARELEI O ETET R
hi BT B THES H o FNi CF 2 FCo CF* #Hfi# FH A > CV i R
BEAREGBIR R L AP RN PR T AKT b BEFOF P RRE 2
RIERFIZE G aag CRRF R A0 RHEERME AL SETE R
ol R A CV R 3 5REBIPFEE - Rd > £FT BT ken
LB FFE PR FEERT TR AREFORPTE - EF LR D
3R> R T o FNi_CF 22 FCo CF ¢ CV & S & f# 4 3 ¥ i 113" FAC_CF &
CAC_CF - 4l 5 £ B9 iR 7 1Lk 7 WA B it if > ¥[8 h &4
AR ESETETE NIRRTV AN LIS A ST 27 L IR L
BAVERBLF R LR o AAREAE A6 D BIRINA SR B B
F13 32 F A (Lietal,2021) o L oh » FRAFEAM LB EL > & &2 HLELH B
BhApPE > TV A ERT RIS D - BT R
FCu CF te#7$ Bl &7 BREF 7 % (6.63 F/g, »* 5mV/s) » & 3 4

# % (100 mV/s) & » B CV & & i i A sl & ~ & =R TPHRGE 0 &

TEE A RS AE R P RERFRRESF A IR LRSS
Bt REAAPEARTEAT LA PR AT HHT DEpT 0 53
;_‘?r« fz‘—glﬁ‘b}f%'lf Lz@‘* ’H/‘P‘ °

FELERE S LRBETELD FRRE ST O PR R S e R

A oCF B3 FHEFPFRRFH e FP N & REHLT %  FACCF &

CAC CF PIR B 5 L AR K 5 75 > ABBRIP AT B R% ; FNi CF -
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FCo CF# FCu CF8t 5 4 B is 4 T 4% » |

|r:x
14
W
RS
ok
Py
F_k
=
=%
K
&
paci
=
bl
&
e
=
it

WA FCuCF > a3 Ffhd 50 R 2 MAT BFT BTN ER  Homirid e

L

REFRr R FREFRE  ARFELFCFALFLIF AL A 0 £

3
ER

EHPASHEETELEAM G SRR ANy PRRACE T I RAFR

=%

TR AR E RN Rt 1 LA RS

7
BCF ®
6 | CAC_CF
EB FAC_CF °
= S FNi_CF
é FCo CF
s 4T ®FCu CF °
g
o 3 F
<
@)
2 2T 2
2
e 1 @
)
0 * 1 1 . 1 ! . .
100 80 60 40 20 0

Scan Rate (mV/s)

Bl4-13 LAFEHPET BN I FHHEF T T FE
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~
o
~
~~
(oW
~

)
S
IS
=}
S

——5mV/s
s | 300 | 10mV/s
) )
<\C:CIJ 2 200 F 20 mV/s
g o | g - — g 50 mV/s
e V74 [ ee———— = 100 F 100 mV/s
g #1 ]
jo) (5] -_ Z L
é 15 f é 0r == ==
e ——5mV/s 5 -100
30 10 mV/s b=
é.. 20 mV/s E% =200
45 r 50 mV/s 300 F
100 mV/s
-60 . . . . . 400 . . . . .
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04 0.6
Voltage (V) Voltage (V)
(b) (e)
400 400
——5mV/s ———5mV/s
300 10 mV/s 300 10 mV/s
:;D 200 | 20mVis 200 L 20mV/s
=S 50 mV/s P 50 mV/s
= 100 | 100 mV/s < 100 | 100 mV/s
= g
E 0 = g 0 === ===
o E
g-100 ¢ g-100 |
8 200 | 200 f
2]
=300 f =300 f
-400 . . . . . ~400 . . . . .
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04 0.6
Voltage (V) Voltage (V)
(c) ()
400 400
5 mV/s 5 mV/s
300 | 10mV/s 300 | 10mV/s
) s ) ;
= 200 20 mvis 200 t 20 mVis
g 50 mV/s g 50 mV/s
?E’ 100 100 mV/s ?E’ 100 100 mV/s
) o e e s e e
R === E oo g ==
T~ P
3 3 L2z
3‘% -100 f % -100 f
o o
2-200 2.-200
2] 2]
=300 f =300 f
-400 , , , , . -400 A . . , .
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04 0.6
Voltage (V) Voltage (V)

B 4-14 95 7% K % W]

(a) CF ; (b) CAC_CF ; (c) FAC_CF ; (d) FNi_CF ;
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(¢) FCo_CF ; (f) FCu_CF
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4.52 2% T HRBIE
ARl ETEEAE SR ART T ORLR 0 AL ERF T 1000 % T

o X EBRER (FSOBFY - %) BRIT R F £ ®4FF (retention) °

Bl 4-15 8870 7 L RIREATRAET b AR EP O3 £ F4FF R0 o UFHARY

kg o A BT BASE 1000 = JFIRE > F o aFEDL S 93% T F o B A
ML PRIy o LETRETE AL MER LR o
P2 CF 20 3 1000 = 757k [ chif-d% 5 % 5 JE3 99.8% ~ 100% =i [ - #c
EREE) 0 NRAH AR RARTTRIERE S P EETRAPH LS o
CAC_CF i 1000 = # & prt 5 £ %4 5 9 5 97.09% » FAC_CF p| % j# 1
9827% BT EFAFFFEFEMEGTREL Y HRT DRIAPHRSF -
£ 4T 4> G > FNi_CF &2 FCo_CF " {7k =t i 4v @ i § 4vid %R 5
% 1000 = %5 % P& » FNi_CF £ FCo_CF 4 %] ) #] 93.53%%2 94.47% > &7 & ~ 4513
BL LR T TR F AR E LB HEEE TR ERF
g+ o FCu_CF & 200~300 =t ok 4 v 494 482> & 1000 =% ok (5 "
3 9322% > 2 FNi_CF ~ FCo CF ~ R4piT » AP B A T 1l o fo& P AR T

S

100

80
S ‘
-~ 60 F 100« OOo-oO=7
= = 1
= 98 \\ |
= CF
% 40 CAC_CF 96 |
~ FAC_CF 94 |

20 | FNi_CF 92

FCo_CF 90 1 1 1 1
0 FCu_CF 0 200 400 600 800 1000
0 200 400 600 800 1000

Cycle

Bl 4-15 £ 4F & M T 4RI 1000 % L3 § HTR 20 5 B a5
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453 T FRRFUIEH LS

BEMHTEF ARBREFERTRZIETR AT T AR T RER
RABZF2Z A6 75 2RO R @EEMRZ R L 30 B HFEH BT
B AT FF A RS 2 RG 55 0 A Al R0 F Ui
4 ¥ (Electrochemical Impedance Spectroscopy, EIS) =z # F4f & T &tk 2 [Edn
Prit o Bl 4-16 5 &% 520 001 Hz I 100 KHz 24 5 6 B =r £ Rl 2 % £ #73]
(Nyquist plot) » Bl ® ##h 5 7 I0IEdL (Zee) * 5idh 5 & R FEFL (Zim) © d T £ PiE 2
feRfdrleFipk » AHRSORRTIER) LG HEFLE 4 ALY FHF

BEIPHEDLFIE  Br L FES I Ret) A S FFFIP T3 RO S A

=g

BT PR E 9 S L ERFERARME AT P T PR e dp =
it AT EEE BAFE T RMAZ AR (Bode plot) ot it B Al 2
oo @ Z PR R 2 4p = & (Phase angle) SR 5 2o AR 0 dodr o 1T M
Fof E AR IR AL 2 T o RF] e
Fer e pe (CF) ik 227H B Y 2 MO B et & i redig i 208.90

Q Za»*HAeRYT AEAAFRTF @?%J B PRATIE S PR S o TSR
s hCAC_ CF 22 FAC CF# 5 1[4 5 3 62.00Q 2 71.20Q 0 7 % &
BREFIL I HEEE S ST - A REPBHTEE > FNI CF
%2 FCo_CF &g i fEgis &) 5 86.76 27 90.81 Qv w4 F 3 Ak ifle » ¥ 4} B ek It é
A2 Froo KBRS BRI M o

FCu_CF #7} & i Rs (13.02 Q) # 4 1t fLfig fr (61.26 Q) » 7 & Nyquist F]
PERERTREEYY T2 FH AEAE RS é‘:jﬁ@;ﬂi&lﬁé EBE s BT AR

TR AR B E S o R B H A CV R B2 3 T DR T
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500

—o—CF
CAC_CF
400 FAC_CF
FNi_CF
a 300 FCo CF
e —e—FCu CF 100
N o200 } 75
/, 50 L
100 F———— 4 25 r
0 — 1 1
0 : , 0 10 20 30 40 50
0 50 100 150 200 250
Z,.(Q)
Bl 4-16 2 4F & R M2 2 2274 R
%434 £ TR T F etk
T iR 7R T Rs (Q) & i [E L Ret + Zw (Q) A (Q)
CF 15.83 193.07 208.90
CAC CF 17.90 44.10 62.00
FAC CF 18.45 52.74 71.20
FNi CF 14.81 71.94 86.76
FCo CF 19.54 71.28 90.81
FCu CF 13.02 48.23 61.26
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454 T B4 E 0

45.4.1b & & 47

SREETET R NA PR b B FAATERLARETHAAEAL R

F.

R R F B T d o A3 FRE T 0 B HATT k3 R &t
FoERFRETHMA > 2D R log(i)—log(v)# & & RiKYPILH 7 5 (Wangetal,,
2016) o F)pt > A FEHES10~202 S0mV/s Ew leif FEF D EAT 0 R

FPHBEFTHATREL > URFRERF B PR S LS ko 44

@FREMT o LRENF P EBRE Y FARN 051 Wb i
B RE T e RABERIURAF R S 2P X342 FAC CF
V14342 FCo CFIaR B b @ B T rtdsd 2a3ndi % 2
WP BT R P e A AF 134T 4B FCu CF éhb B3 41T 0.5 % &® ri— A
F e AT AR PBH I AT 4R o 8278 FCu CF 5 242 AT Z > i d

BT EERF 0 AR E AT ERA R B E G G T
ﬁiﬁ?$ﬁ§%§%*°ﬂp%%ﬂ’%@%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂiﬁﬂm?é
WHRIVETGHEMEIRE NP RN AR TR NFRERAEFARRE

CES AR S RE X FIEE R 22 E N 2 Al R R
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244 L ETIEHEL L ER S R

F i B R

T iR a b R? a b R?

CF 0.85 0.74 1.000 1.05 0.62 0.999
CAC _CF 7.72 0.75 0.976 6.32 0.77 0.996
FAC CF 5.87 0.80 0.988 6.32 0.74 0.998
FNi_CF 5.45 0.75 0.987 5.33 0.74 0.998
FCo CF 4.30 0.82 0.993 4.29 0.80 0.999
FCu CF 23.14 0.47 0.927 16.95 0.56 0.982

log (1)

A 4

log (v)

Bl 4-17 7 n e 4 e 3% 5 ¥k (2T R 484 (Liuetal., 2018)
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45.4.2 TR jreivfriz

Pt HEH B TR ] AP LR LT 0 ER T

L

14 (capacitive) £2 #4454 (diffusion-controlled) = & ?j,i‘ o ¥ Bk
FF IO EROAEA TR EREBL > AT EHS10-20mV/s = B
M G AT 0 R R AR R A BT AR
d 2% T A RSB EIL 2 SR 5 FAC CF 22 CAC CF 4 311 B 1
20 TE TR 255 382% & 34.0% 0 R & CV Rl 1T 0487) 2 B9
B MR LA G R AL o F 0 e CF g 129% T BT B AR
RIPMEOTERL c £ BB&FTEES P > FNi_CF & FCo CF %3 % 20—
30% T FALF R 0 BT AR & Al F s o FCu CF PG vE - 3 R0
#lL o S R TFRE 2201 Flg R H T AEFREL 6.8% & 4 s

2 b e EIS B e i i e % — K > F ph H &8 4p (bulk) i i 4 BB o

145 BT FIRE B 2

Ameximun e Qdiffision(%0)
T Clg R? % R?

CF 1.035 0.995 12.9 1.000 87.1
CAC CF 5.988 0.997 34.0 0.971 66.0
FAC CF 4.929 0.998 38.2 0.971 61.8
FNi_CF 4.776 0.999 29.7 0.978 70.3
FCo CF 6.394 0.995 20.0 0.974 80.0
FCu CF 22.075 0.990 6.8 0.975 93.2
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uCF
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I 5 | *FACCF
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g +FNi_CF
§ 4 [ +FcocF
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g 3 | eFcucr
o
o 2 F
b=
& Poocceersooneees B eoecoeconcnnensensenes a

0 . . : :
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Scan Rate2 (mV/s) 12

Bl 4-18 10§ % S04 i & fo BT = 492 LB 4R

4
ECF
ACAC_CF .:
% 3 [ *FAC CF
~ o
= +FNi_CF e
o
% L +FCo_CF —
=] ®FCu CF
Q
=
o}
o L r
=)
3
(111114
& . g t .
= 0
=

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Scan Rate!? (mV/s)!/?

Bl 4-19 v % 7 W|#cE frdy @ 5T 2 432 SUER (R

25
q surf
i 6.8%

= q diff
20 | 9@
L0
)
o
2
g5 |
5]
<
53
Co 93.2%
k=
Q
2.

0,
25t 34.0% 200
382%  29.7%
12.9% 2 61.8% 70.3% S0
0

CF  CAC CF FAC CF FNi CF FCo CF FCu CF

Bl 4-20 G5 i 8 41 F s Gl R
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3
4
s
ks
-$
G

BER

5.1 %3

AR v Fusarium solani 5 F 3 ¥ % > 3 E AL &£ 55 A& dla £ i

PREBAE LT A g AR B A RSB A ST TR A R
R A E 2 B ﬁﬁh%4#?ﬁéﬁfmé%ﬁ#’@ﬁ

AT R 2 PR BRI R R F R R E R TR

AT IR AEA o R RS R FpLT

1. SFiEatsf (H325% > %9 Fusarium solani 750 ppm 2. B kR € £ BHB 7
RafFLsr > Br N EE NTE Co "L 3 Aa < # Cu’ Rlip g - e
e - T A o B EERP Fosolani 2 FATV RN I RAE LB S
2 i e

2. BECWHA P ook o AT pH E 4.0-6.0 FRIP T2 AR

VHEEFRE CUOTB e it > BB L R R IRTT A 15%T 18% 0 B

._“
(b
(“
D

Ni*"22 Co* e 10%% 15% 1Ry 7 £33+ 5 0 §0% 4 # 7 Ni(Il) ~ Co(Il)
2 Cu(ll)swxvig 3 & 4~ B 5 3.429 ~ 4245 2 4373 mg/g =¥ 7t Fsolani 32 #
PETSEMERRERT o HaS BRI AR £ AR 1ok
foo B H AR A0 Rt A

3. AHMEHFELAI R AFTEHTSRLI RIS T T £ L s HE
FRELIT > BEETRSHEIRFERERE L > % - FFE35250°0C”F >
RS pd oREagkz B4 5 %2 PR 45 250-500°C » o &
RRO T BT TR WAL RN A SRR T 600°C 121
G- Hait A M o o CuP B2 HRETH - B F Z PR BRAET R
T 2MN{FRMBIN > BELELEHETE B TW% » PRZT > 7
B4 f Rtk S F_ BK 2 £ 2 #1405 39.6 wt% o
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>

LA RiEARY OFTIREH B T D s &S s A dgd 27 0 A
EiE PR R ERRE T ARETITAAAL T EEE AP
Cu* s st 3 2 2 2 15 B 1635 27 1576 e '™ 7 LR T B ¥ 0 C=0 &
C=C % BB LFNIZLEF B wf ot g o
XRD ~ 47 % % 87 > 5o @ik Sy T m2AL M A 20 ~ 20-24° !
BEE o S B i BT A R R R SR & 2408 4300
(002) £ (100) & 5L Biom BN E 1R % - PRI KA TS @
%ﬁf%f#%iﬁ 56 1 TARMFT RGN Y P e AR o
EG RN RS U "L’KOH‘l'-”’EVI%?i%—,ELJLFﬁZ.%é—T#i?@'M’#F
fempe At W >4 & Tt B9 Ao 2 mpe CF 530 SmV/is frdeid 57
TAEBM o WO047F/g; méFiz 452 45 & % 4% FCu CF P53 i£ 6.63 F/g -
AT RRRE D G 0 S AT RIS 1000 % RS Y R 93% 0 2
FERRBILAREREZA B 0 2 S FIEPMATE T4 FACCF &7 #
A & T CAC_CF 2 45 5 A2 W i 98.27%% 97.09% : £ /12 4 T &
S G oo 4813454k 5 FNi_ CF -~ 4513 47 % 5 FCo CF % 4 i3 45 & 5- FCu_CF A" %
% 93.53% ~ 94.47%%2 93.22% » # ¢ FCu CF v & > FNi_CF ¥2 FCo CF - *
SENT O LAMAEMAERITIBE LS TERAFLBIBERT TR
Fad o
EIS ~ 473 % FCu _CF & 5% & o [ & 1 [ B R 425 @i 4 > 2 2274
FRVASE S FRAIZUTFF L BREFAERERERT =

ﬁk@ B > &m0 CV/?J‘:?‘“’ IEW%JL“_%: ?:_IFQ\LO
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AR ERA RS 0 LR EMEESZDES 407 1 080 B %Al
BRI F 2 iR 5484 » FAC CF # FCo CF 2 1 jpstid b & » &
AAEPRF i o - H DT RRATIEE R A A KR B4

FCu CF e n it 5 > 124 o ’%?l”v W 6.8% > o+ 2 12 bulk diffusion

WA #8413 F RLFAC_CF #2 CAC_CF 2 TH TR » ulid

& L

382% 22 34.0% > WP HEP R Lo K R

s F M Fosolani 7 7 j e E 2 B4y {FEERAH RS

s
..:,;-_‘ ‘.: Ly

AR AR AR R R RIS R MR S i

‘v
FCu CF $ & 5 Hdpth? 2 M E2 > o 2 it SR 28 ¥
BB ottt > Fosolani & % v 5 A A -8 a HPEAELRY 0B+ > 37

A7 R

BB AFHRET TR
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AP 3 R Fusariumsolani & % € & Bv5- ¥+ &2 BDACs TRt B * § & »

P ArEH Y F AR BRI o vy S g V- HEFEERL B

BHEHEAARNEEERE AL OTHRY P RPRAATRAFERE BT
o Ak TiE- B SRR ERAN L LB 1ROk
FEEMMREE LS BT (¥ L) AT FREEET L FI LR
Lo F A H Bwt A 2 R B o
ARTRETHEDI S ERE G AR FEHERTRL T L2 H RS
B oo

AL B R R s A Tk

F_*
kS

SR 0 iR BTl ek Sendi TR o

ERIGFR &P A~ F R SACA] (40 Langmuir ~ Freundlich &) &+ 5 4

#7 (4v pseudo-first order ~ pseudo-second order) i&— # & i E HA F FH 73 I

ERpeamogE R EEF o

A7 BDACs = v 0 23R AL E R ~ BT 2 N EFEL AN BT SR
CIEA A R AEE S EREN A FE A EBREEROEE UKL R

THEWRTF AR

THYHESAEUTE BUEEE SRR EE Y PR

Bt AR T R SRR 4T ks 73 BDACS it 5 1

]

BALIRDET B - HuE W H NG N RERARER PR NS

o

R
Bof 0 ZRE A AFYFTRE S ARG LT 20 TR S EPTTRE S N
AT T B A 0 R B BT A R R T R 2
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(2)

(|1Z/Ohm)

log

(b)

log (|Z}/Ohm)

(©
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% Al FTIR v % 4 pe

Wavenumber

Functional group

Description/reference

(cm™) /vibration mode

665/337 S(ArH) Out-of-plane bending of aromatic C—H, typical for mono-/para-substituted rings (Pavia et
al., 2009; Silverstein et al., 2015)

986 v(C-H) Out-of-plane bending of terminal alkene C—H (Silverstein et al., 2015; Socrates, 2004)

1116/1228 v(C-0) Stretching vibration of C—-O in esters or ethers (Pavia et al., 2009; Silverstein et al., 2015)

1517 v(C=C, Ar) / v(Ar C=C) Skeletal stretching of aromatic C=C bonds (Silverstein et al., 2015; Socrates, 2004)

1638-1692 v(C=0) / v(C=C) Stretching of conjugated carbonyl or alkene bonds (Pavia et al., 2009; Socrates, 2004)

1760 v(C=0) Non-conjugated C=0 stretching in esters/lactones (Silverstein et al., 2015; Socrates, 2004)

2105/2172 v(C=C) V(C=N) Stretching of triple bonds in alkynes or nitriles (Pavia et al., 2009; Silverstein et al., 2015)

2350 - Atmospheric CO: interference (Linstrom & Mallard, 2001; Pavia et al., 2009)

2993/3072 v(sp®> C-H) / v(sp? C-H)  Stretching of aliphatic and aromatic/alkene C—H (Pavia et al., 2009; Silverstein et al., 2015)

3607-3845 v(O-H) (free) Free hydroxyl stretching (Silverstein et al., 2015; Socrates, 2004)
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