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Single and simultaneous removal of Cd2* and methylene blue (MB) with sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS)
by micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration under different experimental conditions was investigated. In sin-
gle removal process, with initial SDS concentration increasing, the removal efficiency of Cd?* and MB
kept increasing and then decreased. When the initial concentrations of SDS and Cd?* were 1.0 cmc and
50mgL-!, respectively, the maximum removal efficiency of Cd?* was obtained as 99.2%. Removal effi-
Keywords: ciency of MB could achieve more than 99.9% with initial SDS concentration below 2.0 cmc. As compared

: ) . with single Cd?* removal, the removal efficiency of Cd?* in the presence of MB was slightly higher with
chlsz llar-enhanced ultrafiltration (MEUF) initial SDS concentration below 1.0 cmc, while decreased with the SDS concentration above 1.0 cmc. The
maximum removal efficiency of Cd2* was 98.8% when initial concentrations of SDS and MB were 1.0 cmc

Methylene blue (MB)
Sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) and 4mgL-", respectively. The removal efficiency of MB in the presence of Cd?* could achieve higher
Retentate than 96.5%, which was only 3.4% less than the optimum result of the single removal. Meanwhile, effect

of pH on removal efficiency of Cd?* was more significant than that of MB.

© 2010 Published by Elsevier B.V.

1. Introduction

The increasing contaminated industrial wastewater containing
toxic metal ions or/and organic contaminants has caused a series
of environmental problems [1,2]. Cadmium-containing wastew-
ater has always attracted widespread attention as its significant
threat to the environment and human health [3,4]. The traditional
techniques for treating cadmium-containing wastewater have sub-
stantial deficiencies, such as secondary pollution of deposition,
inconvenient operation, high cost, and difficulty of recycling cad-
mium [5-8].

Dye containing waste stream is one of the major toxic indus-
trial waste. Methylene blue (MB) was used as a dye in paint
production, wool dyeing, and microbiology, and as a sensitizer in
photo-oxidation of organic pollutants [1]. The effluents contain-
ing MB are highly colored, and cause serious water pollution. The
majority of technologies currently used are largely dependent on
adsorption, which is inherently a slow process, and hence its per-
formance is limited by equilibrium [9]. The flocculation treatment
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produces a large amount of sludge, which causes disposal problem,
and thus increases the operation cost [10]. As the low biodegrad-
ability of dyes due to the complex aromatic molecular structure,
conventional biological wastewater treatment processes seems
not efficient enough for the treatment of dyeing waste [11]. The
techniques for treating heavy metals or dye-containing wastew-
ater continued to mature during the years. However, there are a
few studies concerning the simultaneous treatment of wastewa-
ter with simultaneous occurrence of heavy metals and dyes. Fu
et al. [12] found that a heavy metal precipitant, disodium N,N-
bis-(dithiocarboxy) piperazine (BDP), both precipitated Cu?* ions
and removed the dye Acid Red-73 from wastewater. For a 1:1
molar ratio of BDP/Cu2*, 99.9% Cu?* ions and 73% Acid Red-73
were removed when the feed solution (50 mL) containing 50 mg L~
Cu?*-50mgL-! Acid Red-73, which was not shown high removal
efficiency for Acid Red-73. Blanquez et al. [13] studied biodegra-
dation of Grey Lanaset G, which consists of a mixture of metal
complexed dye. Experiments were carried out in a bioreactor with
retained pellets of the fungus Trametes versicolor that was operated
under conditions of laccase production. Although decolorization
was highly efficient, no direct relationship to extracellular enzyme
was apparent. Moreover, the extracellular enzyme was found to be
unable to degrade the dye in vitro.

Micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration (MEUF), as a viable alterna-
tive membrane technique, involves the addition of surfactant to
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contaminated aqueous solution, in order to remove metal ions and
organic matters in a cost-effective manner [14]. In recent studies,
almost all metal ions can be separated via MEUF method, including
Cd2*[15,16],Ni2* [17], Co* [18], Cs*, Sr2*, Cr3*, Mn2* [19] Pb2*, Zn%*
[20], Cu2* [21], AuCl4- [22] and Fe(CN)g3~ [23]. In those studies,
consistently, high removal efficiencies of metal ions with mostly
more than 90% have been achieved. MEUF is also widely inves-
tigated for the treatment of wastewater containing MB, methyl
orange, indigo carmine, amido black, titan yellow, and direct black
[24-26]. When the surfactant concentration in the aqueous stream
exceeds its critical micellar concentration (cmc), the surfactant
monomers will assemble and aggregate to form micelles. Micelle
can solubilize organic matters into its hydrophobic core or/and
adsorb counter metal ions on its surface. The micellar solution is
then passed through an ultrafiltration membrane with pore sizes
small enough to reject micelles containing the attracted metal
ions or/and solubilized organic solutes. As a result, permeate will
contain little unattracted metal ions or organic molecules and sur-
factant monomers, which can be recycled or discarded with foam
fractionation [27]. Theoretically, as mentioned above, micelles act
on metal ions and organics in different locations. It is possible to
obtain good removal efficiency of those two contaminants by MEUF
when they co-exist in wastewater. Simultaneous removal of inor-
ganic and organic with MEUF such as chromate and chlorinated
aromatic hydrocarbons, nitrate [28], Cu?* and phenol [29], Cr3* and
phenols [30], uranyl ions as well as dissolved DBP and TBP [31],
were investigated by several authors.

Our primary goal is to evaluate the process performance of MEUF
in the treatment of wastewater containing both metal ions (CdZ*)
and organic dye (MB). Single and simultaneous removals of Cd2*
and MB with sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) by micellar-enhanced
ultrafiltration under varying experimental conditions were inves-
tigated in this study. For single removal process, the effects of
initial concentration of SDS and Cd2*/MB on separation character-
istics, retentate concentration of Cd2*/MB, and permeate flux were
detected and discussed. In simultaneous removal process, the influ-
ence of initial SDS level, interaction between contaminants, and pH
value on separation characteristics and retentate concentrations
were investigated. The differential removal efficiency in these two
processes was also comparatively studied.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Chemicals

All chemicals were of analytical agent grade. Cd(NOs3),-4H,0
was selected as heavy metal ions which was purchased from Shang-
hai Tingxin chemical factory in China. Anionic surfactant, sodium
dodecyl sulfate (SDS) with a purity of 99%, was obtained from
Tianjin Kermel chemical factory. Methylene blue was supplied by
Tianjin DaMao Chemical Agent Company. Deionized water was
used as a solvent in all runs.

2.2. Membrane

The hollow fiber ultrafiltration membrane used in this study
was offered from Yidong Membrane Engineering Equipment Ltd.,
Dalian, China. The membrane material is polysulfone which is
hydrophobic in nature. Its characteristic was shown in Table 1.

2.3. Procedure

MEUF experiments were conducted at room temperature
between 20 and 25°C. According to the experimental design,
the synthetic wastewater was made by adding pre-determined
amount of Cd%*, MB and SDS into deionized water. After adequately
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of ultrafiltration system: (1) feed tank, (2) peristaltic
pump, (3) membrane, (4) manometer, (5) rotameter, (6) pressure control valve, (7)
permeate tank.

mixed, the aqueous solution was subjected to ultrafiltration. A
laboratory-scale ultrafiltration system employed was shown in
Fig. 1. The transmembrane pressure (TMP) was invariably main-
tained at 30 kPa, while the volume of feed solution for ultrafiltration
was 3.0L through all experiments. The experiments were per-
formed with the retentate being recycling back into the feed tank
and the permeate solution reserved in the permeate tank. When
the volume of the permeate stream was 2.6 L, namely the volume
of the retentate stream was 0.4 L, the experiment was ended. The
cmc of SDS (2.16 g/L) was obtained by conductivity measurement
(not shown).

After each run, the membrane was washed successively with
deionized water, 0.1 molL~! NaOH, deionized water, 0.1 molL~!
HNOs and finally with deionized water. After then, deionized water
was filtered to determine the permeate flux in order to check the
permeability of membrane. The permeate flux of deionized water
was 16 L/h as the membrane was thoroughly washed.

2.4. Analysis

The concentration of MB was measured by Shimadzu UV-2550
(P/N206-55501-93) spectrophotometer at 663 nm. The surfactants
(SDS) used in the work does not contain an aromatic ring and,
consequently does not interfere the determination of methylene
blue [1]. The concentration of Cd?* was analyzed by flame atomic
absorption spectrophotometer (PerkinElmer).

2.5. Calculations

Removal efficiency of Cd2*/MB R was defined as:

R (%)= (1 _ Ci) « 100%

Cr
where ¢, is the concentration of Cd?* or MB in the permeate solu-
tion (mgL-1); ¢ is the concentration of Cd%* or MB in the feed
solution (mgL~1).

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Single removal of Cd?*

The variation of Cd%* removal efficiencies showed a strong
concentration-dependent manner with SDS ranging between 0 and
10 cmgc, as shown in Fig. 2a. In Fig. 2a, as the initial SDS concentra-
tion increased, the removal efficiencies all sharply increased near
to 100%, followed by decreasing with initial Cd%* concentrations
being20mgL-1,50mgL-!, 100 mg L. The best removal efficiency
of Cd?*, i.e. 99.2%, was achieved with initial SDS and Cd?* con-
centrations of 1.0cmc and 50 mgL~1, respectively. Theoretically,
there were no micelles formed at the SDS concentration below
1.0 cmc, and no Cd?* removal was expected. However, as shown in
Fig. 2a, removal efficiency was observed when SDS concentration
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Table 1
Characteristics of the used hollow fiber ultrafiltration membrane module.
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Type Material MW(CO (Da) Effective area of Max operating pH operating range Operating Max power of
membrane (m?) pressure (MPa) temperature (°C) pump (W)
ZU503-22 Polysulfone 10K 0.3 0.25 1-14 5-45 40

was below 1.0 cmc. The unanticipated rejection could be primarily
attributed to the concentration polarization and direct adsorption
by membrane [32]. The concentration polarization is an important
characteristic of all ultrafiltration systems. It is caused by the accu-
mulation of retained solutes or particles on the membrane surface.
Some level of concentration polarization may benefit the rejec-
tion of solute. The increased concentration of the solute in the
vicinity of the membrane surface has been shown to act as a “sec-
ondary membrane” and aids in rejecting solutes. The rejected SDS
molecules during the process of concentration polarization grad-
ually deposited onto the membrane surface and formed the gel
layer near the cmc and the micelles formed to bind Cd%*. These
micelles provided more adsorption sites for the Cd2* in the ini-
tial feed solution, and then reduced the fraction of Cd?* passing
through the membrane to the permeate side. Meanwhile, it was
noted that Cd2* concentrations of the permeate, the retentate and
the feed did not meet the mass balance. This means partial Cd%*
were adsorbed directly on the membrane surface and in the mem-
brane pores all over the set of experiments, which is the main
reason for CdZ* removal in low concentration of SDS. This could
also explain why above 30% of Cd2* was removed in absence of
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SDS. The removal efficiencies of Cd2* decreased gradually as the
concentration of SDS > 2.0 cmc. Besides, SDS concentration in per-
meate increased significantly under these conditions. The similar
conclusion has been reported in other literatures [24,33]. This could
be explained by the fact that micelles near the membrane surface
deformed and changed their shape due to the high SDS concentra-
tion. Consequently, some micelles passed through the membrane
increasing the permeate Cd%* concentration. It is supposed that
beyond the second cmc (about 7.0 cmc), spherical micelles asso-
ciate to build so-called “rodlike” aggregates that pass through the
membrane with metal ions [34-36].

The effect of initial SDS concentration on Cd?* concentration
in the retentate during MEUF processes was shown in Fig. 2b.
With the increment of initial SDS concentration, the retentate Cd2*
concentration kept increasing linearly (approximately), and then
decreased slightly above 2.0 cmc. Obviously, with the increment
of the initial SDS concentration, the quantity of micelle increased,
which resulted in more Cd%* absorbed by micelles into reten-
tate. However, as the initial SDS concentration increased beyond
7.0 cmg, spherical micelles with metal ions associate to build so-
called “rodlike” aggregates that pass through the membrane. As
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Fig. 2. Effects ofinitial SDS concentration on removal efficiency (a), retentate concentration of Cd2* (b), permeate flux and SDS concentration in feed tank (c) in single removal

process.
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Fig. 3. Effects of initial SDS concentration on removal efficiency (a), retentate concentration of MB (b), permeate flux and SDS concentration in feed tank (c) in single removal

process.

a result of it, amount of Cd%* in permeate increased, and that in
retentate reduced as well as the removal efficiency.

Time evolutions of permeate flux and SDS concentrations in
the feed tank were shown in Fig. 2c. The initial concentration of
Cd2* was fixed at 50 mg L~! with varying SDS being supplied at 0.5,
1.0, 5.0 and 10.0 cmc. In Fig. 2c, the higher initial concentration of
SDS was, the faster permeate flux decreased. As final volume of
permeate fixed, more time was spent at higher initial SDS concen-
tration. The permeate flux decreased remarkably as the process,
first quickly, then slowly. This behavior is attributed to the con-
centration polarization, namely SDS micelles deposits quickly on
the membrane surface in short time leading to mass transfer resis-
tance increase. In addition, the retentate stream was recycled into
the feed tank, the feed volume decreased and SDS concentrations
increased continuously, more and more SDS micelles deposit on
the membrane surface and block in the membrane pores, so that
membrane fouling assembled into stable cake formation along the
time. As a result, SDS concentration in feed tank increased more
and more slowly and tended to be constant, as well as permeate
flux.

3.2. Single removal of methylene blue
The variation of removal efficiency and retentate concentra-

tion of MB with initial concentration of SDS were shown in Fig. 3a
and b, respectively. As shown in Fig. 3a, the removal efficien-

cies achieved more than 97.0% with the SDS initial below 2.0 cmc
followed by decreasing in a linear pattern. The highest removal
efficiency approached more than 99.9%, while the lowest was only
20.4%. After passed through the membrane, the efflux was observed
to become colorless completely when initial SDS below 2.0 cmc.
However, it is observed from Fig. 3b that MB concentration in the
retentate was low at SDS concentration less than 1.0 cmc. This
can be attributable to the partial adsorption of MB on membrane
surface or in the membrane pores during MEUF as well as those
rejected into retentate stream with SDS micelles. It is obvious that
the less SDS used, the more MB adsorbed on polysulfone membrane
as reflected by the rapid presence of blue color on the polysulfone
membrane within several minutes that was difficult to clean up,
indicating serious staining occurred. With the increment of SDS
micelles, more MB molecules could be adsorbed on the micelles
and rejected into retentate, which reduced the membrane stain-
ing and improved the performance of MEUF greatly. Nevertheless,
removal efficiency decreased from 87.8% to 20.4% along with the
initial SDS concentration ranging from 5.0 up to 10.0 cmc. As men-
tioned above, high concentration of SDS could induce deformation
of micelles near the membrane surface and facilitate micelles with
MB molecules passing through the membrane.

Time evolutions of permeate flux and SDS concentrations in the
feed tank were shown in Fig. 3c. The initial concentration of MB
was fixed at 6mg L~! while initial SDS varied to be 0.5, 1.0, 5.0 and
10.0cmc. The permeate flux and SDS concentrations in the feed
tank were observed to change in similar pattern as that of Cd2*. It



1308 G.-M. Zeng et al. / Journal of Hazardous Materials 185 (2011) 1304-1310

100

F 120

F 100

r 80

R+ (%)

F 60

F 40

Retentate Cd*" concentration (mg L‘l)

40 L L L L 20
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0

Initial concentration of SDS (cmc)

100 135
/\‘_‘\—____-<L 130 ~—~
—————————— 0
95 4 AT 2
- Fi2s =
/‘/ —e— R 2+ £
. // —— C(.dz+ §
3 A 120 £
L / 51
& 904 Vi £
& / Ly ,°

4

// r_l(g
7z o3
F 110 =
85 1 =
o]
b I 105 &

80 L L L L 100

2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 100 110 120

Initial concentration of MB (mg L'l)

Fig.4. Effects of initial SDS (a) and MB (b) concentrations on removal efficiency and
retentate concentration of Cd2* in simultaneous removal process.

was shown that the limiting factor of permeate flux was the sur-
factant concentration. The influence of pollutant was negligible in
our experiments.

3.3. Simultaneous removal of metal ions and methylene blue

3.3.1. Removal of Cd?* in presence of methylene blue

Effects of the initial SDS and MB concentrations on the removal
efficiency and retentate concentration of Cd* in the presence of
MB were investigated in Fig. 4. The initial concentrations of Cd?*
and MB were fixed at 50mgL-! and 6mgL-!, respectively, and the
initial concentration of SDS varied to 0, 0.25, 0.5, 0.8, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0,
7.0, 10.0 cmc (Fig. 4a).

Removal efficiency and retentate concentration of Cd?* kept
increasing and then decreased with the initial concentration of SDS
increasing, as shown in Fig. 4a. The highest removal efficiency of
Cd2* in the presence of MB was 98.4% with SDS concentration being
1.0 cmc, which was a little higher as compared with that in single
removal run at SDS initial concentration below 1.0 cmc, but lower
at initial SDS concentration above 1.0 cmc. This may be explained
by the fact that the addition of organic solute may reduce the cmc
of the surfactant since a large fraction of the surfactant will reside
in micellar forms than in the absence of the organic [28]. When
the cmc was reduced, more SDS molecules became available in the
micellar form to attract Cd2* [29]. Therefore, it is not necessary to
increase the initial SDS concentration excessively considering the
removal efficiency and economic feasibility.

When the initial concentrations of Cd2* and SDS were 50 mg L~!
and 1.0 cmc, respectively, removal efficiency of Cd2* was around
96.8-98.8% with the initial concentration of MB increasing from
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Fig. 5. Effects of initial SDS (a) and Cd?* (b) concentrations on removal efficiency
and retentate concentration of MB in simultaneous removal process.

2.0mgL-! to 12.0mgL-!, while no significant difference was
observed (Fig. 4b). However, as the initial concentration of MB
increasing, retentate Cd?* concentration increased significantly
even though the difference of removal efficiency of Cd?* was not
remarkable. As mentioned above, the addition of organic solute
may reduce the cmc, and the aggregation number and size of
micelle increase. As a consequence, more SDS micelles could go to
the retentate. On the other hand, adsorption of hydrophilic MB on
membrane surface was much easier than that of Cd2*. With the
increased of MB concentration, more dissociative MB molecules
could be adsorbed on membrane surface to inhibit the adsorption
of Cd2*. However, this influence was slight as the initial concentra-
tion of MB above 6.0 mgL-!. Therefore, it may be concluded that
moderate MB even was beneficial to Cd2* removal.

3.3.2. Removal of methylene blue in presence of Cd?*

Fig. 5a shows the variation of MB removal efficiency and reten-
tate concentration with the initial SDS concentration ranging from
0 up to 10cmc in presence of Cd?*. The initial concentrations
of Cd?* and MB were fixed at 50mgL-! and 6 mgL-!, respec-
tively. As shown in Fig. 5a, the removal efficiencies were able to
achieve higher than 96.5%, at the SDS initial below 2.0 cmc and then
decreased approximately linearly to 23.2%, which was similar to the
results in Section 3.1.

Fig. 5b illustrated the effect of initial Cd2* concentration on
removal efficiency and retentate concentration of MB in presence
of Cd?*. The initial concentrations of MB and SDS were fixed at
6mgL-! and 1.0 cmg, respectively, and the initial concentration of
Cd2* varied to be 20, 40, 50, 60, 80 and 100mgL-!. As observed
from Fig. 5b, the removal efficiencies of MB were all above 96.5%,
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which was only 3.4% less than the highest removal efficiency in
the single process. Theoretically, due to different forms of aggre-
gates, organic solutes can be solubilized in different locations in
the micelles. Micelles of anion surfactant bind metal ions on the
opposite-charged surface by electrostatic interaction [30,31,33].
Whereas it seems that hydrophobic interactions contribute to the
binding between MB and SDS micelles. Large polar molecules, such
as MB, are believed to be solubilized mainly between the individ-
ual molecules of surfactant in the palisade layer with the polar
groups of the solubilizate oriented toward the polar groups of the
surfactants and the nonpolar portions oriented toward the inte-
rior of the micelle [24]. Therefore, the competition between Cd*
and MB could be ignored. Therefore, simultaneous removal MB
and Cd?* with no interference is feasible to simplify the process.
According to Misra et al. [31] the removal of the DBP and TBP
was not influenced by the presence of uranyl ions. Similarly, Baek
and Yang [28] reported that the presence of organic solutes such
as 1-chlorobenzene and 1,2-dichlorobenzene did not inhibit the
removal of chromate with CPC.

3.3.3. Effect of pH value on removal efficiency of Cd?* and MB

Fig. 6 illustrates the effect of pH on the removal efficiency of MB
and Cd?* at the SDS concentration of 1.0 cmc, MB concentration of
6mgL-! and Cd%* concentration of 50mgL-1.

The initial pH value in the range of 3.0 and 9.0 was controlled by
the addition of dilute nitric acid or sodium hydroxide solutions. The
pH of feed solution before adjusting was 6.9. As shown in Fig. 6, the
Cd?%* removal efficiency increased sharply with the increment of pH.
This is due to the competition of H* trapped on the surface of the
micelles with Cd2*. H* can be bound to SDS micelles with positive
charge and occupies the binding sites. At lower pH, more H* in the
solution corresponds to comparatively lower removal efficiency.
With the pH of the solution increasing, the decreased amount of
H* in the solution [37] could result in a dramatic increment of the
removal efficiency of Cd2*. By contrast, the removal efficiency of MB
was around 97.0% in the whole range of pH, indicating the lower
insensitivity of MB removal to pH compared with cations.

4. Conclusions

Single and simultaneous removal of Cd2* and MB were investi-
gated using an anion surfactant, i.e. SDS. In single removal process,
with the increase of the initial SDS concentration, removal effi-
ciency of Cd%* and MB kept increasing and then decreased. The
maximum removal efficiency of Cd?* was obtained as 99.2% and

that of MB could reach more than 99.9% with initial SDS concentra-
tion below 2.0 cmc. In the single system of MB, it was shown that
more serious membrane staining occurred by using less SDS due to
competitive adsorption between polysulfone membrane and SDS.
As compared with single removal, the removal efficiency of Cd%* in
the presence of MB was slightly higher when the SDS initial con-
centration below 1.0 cmc, while the reverse trend was obtained at
initial SDS concentration above 1.0 cmc. With the initial concentra-
tion of MB increasing, removal efficiency of Cd%* was between 96.8
and 98.8% with no significant difference. The removal efficiencies of
MB in the presence of Cd%* could achieve higher than 96.5%, which
indicated there were no significant interrelations between Cd%* and
methylene blue with regard to their separation effects. With the
increase of pH, removal efficiency of Cd2* increased sharply, while
that of MB changed slightly.

Theseresults demonstrate the potential of the MEUF for simulta-
neous removal of heavy metals such as cadmium ions and organic
pollutants such as methylene blue and provide the scientific and
technical basis for the practical application of the simultaneous
removal by MEUF technique.

Acknowledgements

This study was financially supported by the Program for
Changjiang Scholars and Innovative Research Team in University
(IRT0719) and the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(50808073,50978088,51008121,51039001), the Program for New
Century Excellent Talents in University from the Ministry of Edu-
cation of China (NCET-08), the Xiangjiang Water Environmental
Pollution Control Project Subjected to the National Key Science
and Technology Project for Water Environmental Pollution Control
(2009ZX07212-001-02 and 2009ZX0 7212-001-06), the Hunan Key
Scientific Research Project (2009FJ1010), and the Hunan Provincial
Natural Science Foundation of China (10]J7005).

References

[1] M.Bielska, ]. Szymanowski, Removal of methylene blue from waste water using
micellar enhanced ultrafiltration, Water Res. 40 (2006) 1027-1033.

[2] D.-L. Huang, G.-M. Zeng, C.-L. Feng, S. Hu, X.-Y. Jiang, L. Tang, F.-F. Su, Y. Zhang,
W. Zeng, H.-L. Liu, Degradation of lead-contaminated lignocellulosic waste by
Phanerochaete chrysosporium and the reduction of lead toxicity, Environ. Sci.
Technol. 42 (2008) 4946-4951.

[3] O. Hamdaoui, Removal of cadmium from aqueous medium under ultra-
sound assistance using olive leaves as sorbent, Chem. Eng. Process. 48 (2009)
1157-1166.

[4] G.F. Nordberg, Historical perspectives on cadmium toxicology, Toxicol. Appl.
Pharmacol. 238 (2009) 192-200.

[5] S.Mauchauffee, E. Meux, M. Schneider, Selective precipitation of cadmium from
nickel cadmium sulphate solutions using sodium decanoate, Sep. Purif. Technol.
62 (2008) 394-400.

[6] Z.A. Al-Anber, M.A.D. Matouq, Batch adsorption of cadmium ions from aqueous
solution by means of olive cake, J. Hazard. Mater. 151 (2008) 194-201.

[7] J.Y. Cornu, C. Parat, A. Schneider, L. Authier, M. Dauthieu, V. Sappin-Didier,
L. Denaix, Cadmium speciation assessed by voltammetry, ion exchange and
geochemical calculation in soil solutions collected after soil rewetting, Chemo-
sphere 76 (2009) 502-508.

[8] C Seetharam, S. Soundarajan, A.C. Udas, A.S. Rao, S.K. Apte, Lyophilized, non-
viable, recombinant E. coli cells for cadmium bioprecipitation and recovery,
Process Biochem. 44 (2009) 246-250.

[9] LA.W. Tan, A.L. Ahmad, B.H. Hameed, Adsorption of basic dye on high-surface-
area activated carbon prepared from coconut husk: equilibrium, kinetic and
thermodynamic studies, J. Hazard. Mater. 154 (2008) 337-346.

[10] V. Golob, A. Vinder, M. Simonic, Efficiency of the coagulation/flocculation
method for the treatment of dyebath effluents, Dyes Pigments 67 (2005) 93-97.

[11] M.M. El-Sheekh, M.M. Gharieb, G.W. Abou-El-Souod, Biodegradation of dyes
by some green algae and cyanobacteria, Int. Biodeterior. Biodegrad. 63 (2009)
699-704.

[12] F.L.Fu,Q.R.Xuan,R.M. Chen, Y. Xiong, Removal of Cu?* and dye from wastewater
using the heavy metal precipitant N, N-bis-(dithiocarboxy)piperazine, Environ.
Chem. Lett. 4 (2006) 41-44.

[13] P.Blanquez, N. Casas, X. Font, X. Gabarrell, M. Sarra, G. Caminal, T. Vicent, Mech-
anism of textile metal dye biotransformation by Trametes versicolor, Water Res.
38(2004) 2166-2172.



1310 G.-M. Zeng et al. / Journal of Hazardous Materials 185 (2011) 1304-1310

[14] G.-M. Zeng, K. Xu, J.-H. Huang, X. Li, Y.-Y. Fang, Y.-H. Qu, Micellar enhanced
ultrafiltration of phenol in synthetic wastewater using polysulfone spiral mem-
brane, J. Membr. Sci. 310 (2008) 149-160.

[15] J.-H. Huang, G.-M. Zeng, Y.-Y. Fang, Y.-H. Qu, X. Li, Removal of cadmium ions
using micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration with mixed anionic-nonionic surfac-
tants, J. Membr. Sci. 326 (2009) 303-309.

[16] Y.-Y.Fang, G.-M. Zeng, J.-H. Huang, J.-X. Liu, X.-M. Xu, K. Xu, Y.-H. Qu, Micellar-
enhanced ultrafiltration of cadmium ions with anionic-nonionic surfactants, J.
Membr. Sci. 320 (2008) 514-519.

[17] U. Danis, C. Aydiner, Investigation of process performance and fouling mech-
anisms in micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration of nickel-contaminated waters, J.
Hazard. Mater. 162 (2009) 577-587.

[18] V.D. Karate, K.V. Marathe, Simultaneous removal of nickel and cobalt from
aqueous stream by cross flow micellar enhanced ultrafiltration, ]. Hazard.
Mater. 157 (2008) 464-471.

[19] R.-S. Juang, Y.-Y. Xu, C.-L. Chen, Separation and removal of metal ions from
dilute solutions using micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration, J. Membr. Sci. 218
(2003) 257-267.

[20] ]J.-H. Huang, G.-M. Zeng, Y.-H. Qu, Z. Zhang, Adsorption characteristics of zinc
ions on sodium dodecyl sulfate in process of micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration,
Trans. Nonferrous Met. Soc. 17 (2007) 1112-1117.

[21] S.-H.Chang, K.-S. Wang, P.-I. Hu, I.C. Lui, Rapid recovery of dilute copper from a
simulated Cu-SDS solution with low-cost steel wool cathode reactor, ]. Hazard.
Mater. 163 (2009) 544-549.

[22] S. Akita, L. Yang, H. Takeuchi, Micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration of gold(IIl) with
nonionic surfactant, J. Membr. Sci. 133 (1997) 189-194.

[23] K. Baek, B.-K. Kim, H.-]. Cho, ]J.-W. Yang, Removal characteristics of anionic
metals by micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration, J. Hazard. Mater. 99 (2003) 303-
311.

[24] N. Zaghbani, A. Hafiane, M. Dhahbi, Separation of methylene blue from aque-
ous solution by micellar enhanced ultrafiltration, Sep. Purif. Technol. 55 (2007)
117-124.

[25] M. Bielska, K. Prochaska, Dyes separation by means of cross-flow
ultrafiltration of micellar solutions, Dyes Pigments 74 (2007) 410-
415.

[26] K. Majewska-Nowak, I. Kowalska, M. Kabsch-Korbutowicz, Ultrafiltration of
aqueous solutions containing a mixture of dye and surfactant, Desalination
198 (2006) 149-157.

[27] Y.-H. Qu, G.-M. Zeng, J.-H. Huang, K. Xu, Y.-Y. Fang, X. Li, H.-L. Liu, Recovery
of surfactant SDS and Cd?* from permeate in MEUF using a continuous foam
fractionator, J. Hazard. Mater. 155 (2008) 32-38.

[28] K. Baek, ]J.-W. Yang, Simultaneous removal of chlorinated aromatic hydro-
carbons, nitrate, and chromate using micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration,
Chemosphere 57 (2004) 1091-1097.

[29] C.-C Tung, Y.-M. Yang, C.-H. Chang, ].-R. Maa, Removal of copper ions and dis-
solved phenol from water using micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration with mixed
surfactants, Waste Manage. (Oxford) 22 (2002) 695-701.

[30] A.Witek, A. Koltuniewicz, B. Kurczewski, M. Radziejowska, M. Hatalski, Simul-
taneous removal of phenols and Cr3* using micellar-enhanced ultrafiltration
process, Desalination 191 (2006) 111-116.

[31] S.K. Misra, A.K. Mahatele, S.C. Tripathi, A. Dakshinamoorthy, Studies on the
simultaneous removal of dissolved DBP and TBP as well as uranyl ions
from aqueous solutions by using Micellar-Enhanced Ultrafiltration Technique,
Hydrometallurgy 96 (2009) 47-51.

[32] L. Gzara, M. Dhahbi, Removal of chromate anions by micellar-enhanced ultra-
filtration using cationic surfactants, Desalination 137 (2001) 241-250.

[33] K. Xu, G.-M. Zeng, ].-H. Huang, ].-Y. Wu, Y.-Y. Fang, G. Huang, J. Li, B. Xi, H. Liu,
Removal of Cd?* from synthetic wastewater using micellar-enhanced ultrafil-
tration with hollow fiber membrane, Colloids Surf. A 294 (2007) 140-146.

[34] Z.Sadaoui, C. Azoug, G. Charbit, F. Charbit, Surfactants for separation processes:
enhanced ultrafiltration, J. Environ. Eng. 124 (1998) 695-700.

[35] L.Tianging, G.Rong, S. Ming, Y. Weili, Determination of the diffusion coefficients
of micelle and the first CMC and second CMC in SDS and CTAB solution, Acta
Phys. Chim. Sin. 4 (1996) 246-250.

[36] R.G. Alargova, V.P. Ivanova, P.A. Kralchevsky, A. Mehreteab, G. Broze, Growth
of rod-like micelles in anionic surfactant solutions in the presence of Ca?*
counterions, Colloid Surf. A 142 (1998) 201-218.

[37] X.Li, G.-M. Zeng, ].-H. Huang, C. Zhang, Y.-Y. Fang, Y.-H. Qu, F. Luo, D. Lin, H.-L.
Liu, Recovery and reuse of surfactant SDS from a MEUF retentate containing
Cd?* or Zn?* by ultrafiltration, ]. Membr. Sci. 337 (2009) 92-97.



