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ABSTRACT

Biosorption, an eco-friendly, cost-effective method for removing heavy metal pollutants from the environ-
ment, gained great attention. This utilizes biological sources such as microbial and agricultural biomass 
for the removal of heavy metals and other hazardous materials from industrial effluents and other wastes 
that directly come into the environment. The efficiency is influenced by factors such as temperature, pH, 
biomass concentration, initial ion concentration, contact time, agitation rate, type of biosorbent, compet-
ing ions. The source of biosorbents ranges from microbial sources to plant biomass following different 
mechanisms. In this chapter, the influencing factors are examined widely, and it spotlights optimization 
by modifying the parameters. The outcomes hold implications for designing an effluent removal process 
with the right process factors for maximum efficiency. The findings provided give valuable insight to the 
researchers, industrial experts, students, policy makers, and academicians who are seeking sustainable 
solutions to reduce heavy metal pollution.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The industrialization era changed the world from an agro-based economy to an industry-based economy that 
utilizes large quantities of mineral and human resources. This significantly increased the use of resources, 
leading to the generation and accumulation of industrial waste in the environment. The industrial waste 
more commonly pollutes water, air, and land. Apart from the common pollutants from the industries, 
the heavy metal pollutants which include arsenic, mercury, lead, phosphates, nitrates, sulfur, cadmium, 
nickel, copper, zinc, cobalt, magnesium, chromium, selenium, and other metalloids (Sedlakova-Kadukova 
et al., 2019) leave an irreversible impact on the ecosystem. The discharged heavy metal pollutants into 
the ecosystems are difficult to assimilate and remove, leading to major environmental modification in 
biomagnification. Heavy metal contamination is noticeable in the environment due to sources like metal 
processing industries, mining industries, dying industries, agricultural processes, and waste generated 
from medical applications. Environmental poisoning by heavy metals has gone over the allowed level, 
threatening all forms of life. According to the Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation 
and Liability Act (CERCLA) of the United States of America, the maximum allowable concentration of 
certain heavy metals in water is 0.01 mg/L for Ar, 0.05 mg/L for Cd, 0.01 mg/L for Cr, 0.015 mg/L for 
Pb, 0.002 mg/L for Hg, and 0.05 mg/L for Ag, respectively. On the other hand, according to the Indian 
standards for heavy metals, the standard for soil is 3–6 mg/kg for Cd, 135–270 mg/kg for Cu, 75–150 
mg/kg for Ni, 250–500 mg/kg for Pb, and 300–600 mg/kg for Zn, respectively (Ayangbenro et al., 2019). 
Heavy metals are carcinogenic and cause permanent damage to the skin, kidneys, blood, and irregular-
ity in blood pressure, and retardation in cognitive skills of children. The heavy metals have prolonged 
effects on the environment since their half-life is comparatively longer and removing them is difficult.

1.1 Heavy Metal Removal

The removal of heavy metals from the contaminated sources is termed as heavy metal removal. The 
heavy metals are removed by different means of methods that can be classified into conventional meth-
ods and modern methods. The conventional methods employed for the removal of heavy metals are ion 
floatation (Hoseinian et al., 2020), filtration, and ion-exchange process (Bashir et al., 2019), evapora-
tion, chemical precipitation process (Wang et al. 2019), electrochemical precipitation, catalysis (Gupta 
et al., 2021), Chemical coagulation/flocculation (Zou et al., 2021), reverse osmosis (Sunil et al., 2018), 
membrane separation, chemical oxidation, adsorption, and reduction (Shahrokhi-Shahraki et al., 2021). 
The segregation of heavy metal through the above conventional methods is not efficient in terms of cost, 
substrate efficiency, recovery, need for advanced equipment, maintenance of equipment, and application 
for low-concentration solutions.

On considering the downsides of the above-mentioned existing methods, the biosorption process stands 
out in the positive aspects of recycling and recovery of heavy metals. The first study on bio-sorption 
was reported in 1951 and due to its captivating properties and environment friendliness, it has gained 
more interest from the researchers and industries. In 1970, the awareness of environmental pollution 
and wastewater treatment led to the search for new techniques that landed on biosorption technique due 
to the advantages over the conventional sorption techniques such as cost-effectiveness, ability to apply 
for different materials, less or no sludge formation, and high adsorption performance.



 

 

28 more pages are available in the full version of this document, which may

be purchased using the "Add to Cart" button on the publisher's webpage:

www.igi-global.com/chapter/factors-affecting-biosorption-efficiency/341935

Related Content

Image Quality Assessment and Outliers Filtering in an Image-Based Animal Supervision System
Ehsan Khoramshahi, Juha Hietaoja, Anna Valros, Jinhyeon Yunand Matti Pastell (2015). International

Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Information Systems (pp. 15-30).

www.irma-international.org/article/image-quality-assessment-and-outliers-filtering-in-an-image-based-animal-

supervision-system/123221

Green Semicondoctor Design Techniques and Challanges
Somesh Rajain, Chetan Shingalaand Ekata Mehul (2011). Green Technologies: Concepts, Methodologies,

Tools and Applications  (pp. 342-350).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/green-semicondoctor-design-techniques-challanges/51706

The Marker Cluster: A Critical Analysis and a New Approach to a Common Web-based

Cartographic Interface Pattern
Meier Sebastian (2016). International Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Information Systems (pp.

28-43).

www.irma-international.org/article/the-marker-cluster/153624

Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis for Identifying a Suitable Location for Groundwater Pumping

Wells
D. Mimoun, S. Gaurand D. Graillot (2012). International Journal of Agricultural and Environmental

Information Systems (pp. 72-85).

www.irma-international.org/article/multi-criteria-decision-analysis-identifying/62067

State of the Art and Gap Analysis of Precision Agriculture: A Case Study of Indian Farmers
Vaibhav Bhatnagar, Ramesh C. Pooniaand Surendra Sunda (2019). International Journal of Agricultural

and Environmental Information Systems (pp. 72-92).

www.irma-international.org/article/state-of-the-art-and-gap-analysis-of-precision-agriculture/228929

http://www.igi-global.com/chapter/factors-affecting-biosorption-efficiency/341935
http://www.irma-international.org/article/image-quality-assessment-and-outliers-filtering-in-an-image-based-animal-supervision-system/123221
http://www.irma-international.org/article/image-quality-assessment-and-outliers-filtering-in-an-image-based-animal-supervision-system/123221
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/green-semicondoctor-design-techniques-challanges/51706
http://www.irma-international.org/article/the-marker-cluster/153624
http://www.irma-international.org/article/multi-criteria-decision-analysis-identifying/62067
http://www.irma-international.org/article/state-of-the-art-and-gap-analysis-of-precision-agriculture/228929

