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m,/g = my/g — mu/g, (3)
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Langmuir ¥ Bt %78 78 HERHEED
ETHE 3-F K mg AL B 1E T 3-§ &t i
mu/ g r na/g r mulg r mu/g r mu/g r mulg r

A 0.557 0.996 0.276 0.99 0.196 0.990 0.645 0.968 0.350 0.973 0.315 0.982
B 0.659 0.997 0.335 0.990 0.269 0.990 0.927 0.942 0.409 0.909 0.411 0.976
C 0.587 0.997 0.192 0.991 0.254 0.992 0.703 0.957 0.311 0.973 0.308 0.986
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Measuring Surface Acidity of Modified Clay
by Adopting Adsorption Isotherm
Xiao Zipng Huang Jitai  Dai Jingcao

(Inst, of Mater. Phys. Chem., Huagiao Univ. , 362011,Quanzhou)

Abstract For measuring total acidity of surface acid on modified clay, the authors present a method of ap-
pliyng organic bases such as n-butylamine. 3-picoline and pyridine of different strength. Langmuir adsorption
isotherm is used for the fittings of the adsorption of organic bases on the non-acid central sites, by which the
effect of the adsorption on the non-acid central sites can be rejected. The method is a forthright new method
for measuring surface acid of clay. with an end point resisting the influence of the color of the sample. It is
suited to measure total acidity of surface acid on actual modified clay system.
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