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Abstract: Selective recovery of indium has been widely studied to improve the resource efficiency
of critical metals. However, the interaction and selective adsorption mechanism of indium/iron
ions with tannin-based adsorbents is still unclear and hinders further optimization of their selective
adsorption performance. In this study, the epigallocatechin gallate (EGCG) monomer, which is the key
functional unit of persimmon tannin, was chosen to explore the ability and mechanism of selective
separation/extraction of indium from indium–iron mixture solutions. The density functional theory
calculation results indicated that the deprotonated EGCG was easier to combine with indium/iron
cations than those of un-deprotonated EGCG. Moreover, the interaction of the EGCG–Fe(III) complex
was dominated by chelation and electrostatic interaction, while that of the EGCG–In(III) complex
was controlled by electrostatic interactions and aromatic ring stacking effects. Furthermore, the
calculation of binding energy verified that EGCG exhibited a stronger affinity for Fe(III) than that
for In(III) and preferentially adsorbed iron ions in acidic or neutral solutions. Further experimental
results were consistent with the theoretical study, which showed that the Freundlich equilibrium
isotherm fit the In(III) and Fe(III) adsorption behavior very well, and the Fe(III) adsorption processes
followed a pseudo-second-order model. Thermodynamics data revealed that the adsorption of In(III)
and Fe(III) onto EGCG was feasible, spontaneous, and endothermic. The adsorption rate of the
EGCG monomer for Fe(III) in neutral solution (1:1 mixed solution, pH = 3.0) was 45.7%, 4.3 times
that of In(III) (10.7%). This study provides an in-depth understanding of the relationship between
the structure of EGCG and the selective adsorption capacity at the molecular level and provides
theoretical guidance for further optimization of the selective adsorption performance of structurally
similar tannin-based adsorbents.

Keywords: epigallocatechin gallate; selective adsorption; indium/iron ions; first-principles calculations

1. Introduction

Indium is a rare metal that is widely used in the electronics industry, machinery man-
ufacturing, and other fields owing to its excellent physical, chemical, and optoelectronic
properties [1,2]. Indium is sparsely distributed in its ore, and it mainly co-exists with
elements such as tin, iron, and zinc, which have properties similar to those of indium
itself [3,4]. High-purity indium for industrial applications is extracted from indium-rich
ores or recycled from secondary indium sources such as production scrap and end-of-life
consumer goods [5,6]. However, the presence of highly-concentrated iron in secondary
(waste) sources renders the separation of indium from its ore difficult due to their similar
physical properties. Selective recovery of valuable indium metal from secondary sources is
critical to improving resource sustainability. Indium-iron separation has therefore become
an important step in the production and recovery of high-purity indium [7,8]. Currently,
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the methods for indium–iron separation include extraction resin separation [9], electro-
chemical depositions [10,11], biosorption [12,13], and solvent extraction [14,15]. Of these,
the common method is solvent extraction, but this process is very easy to co-extract with
iron in the process of extracting indium and it is difficult to back extract. However, the
selective adsorption method can remove iron impurities and leave indium in the aqueous
solution to purify indium ions. Particularly, the adsorption method is considered to be
particularly promising for metal recovery due to its simplicity, low cost, and relatively
high efficiency.

Tannin-based adsorbents have a natural affinity to absorb heavy metals and selectively
recover precious and critical metals from wastewater [16]. Particularly, persimmon tannin
(PT) is a natural polyphenol compound in persimmon and a valuable waste material
commonly discarded from the juice industry. Due to the presence of a large number of
phenolic hydroxyl groups in the structure of PT, it can efficiently adsorb and selectively
bind a variety of metal ions [17]. Li et al. [18] reported that PT has a distinct structure,
different from those of other condensation tannins, mainly comprising epicatechin (EC),
epigallocatechin (EGC), epicatechin gallate (ECG), and epigallocatechin gallate (EGCG).
Importantly, the adsorptive capacity of PT is mainly attributed to EGCG. The structural
models of PT and EGCG are shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Chemical structures of (a) PT and (b) EGCG.

Many studies on the selective adsorption of PTs have been conducted to date [16,19].
Zhang et al. used 2,5-dimercapto-1,3,4-thiadiazole-immobilized persimmon tannin-based
bio-sorbent to selectively adsorb Ag(I) from e-waste leachate in the absence of chloride
ions. They reported that the modified PT exhibited high adsorption for Ag(I) and almost
no adsorption activity for cations such as Zn(II), Pb(II), Cu(II), and Ni(II) in the solu-
tion [20]. To date, our research group has conducted considerable research on PT [21–23];
for example, we grafted triethylenetetramine on polyacrylonitrile fiber, and then we im-
mobilized persimmon tannin as a bio-sorbent to successfully remove Au (III) from the
mixed solution. During the adsorption process, the adsorbent hardly adsorbed metal ions
such as Ni(II), Zn(II), and Cu(II) in the solution, which further confirmed that persimmon
tannin has selective adsorption to some metal ions [23]. However, in these papers, there
are few related mechanism studies on the separation of indium and iron ions, especially
theoretical simulation.

In recent years, density functional theory (DFT) has been widely used in organic
systems [24]. Furthermore, this method is suitable for determining the feasibility of metal
compounds. The EGCG monomer in the PT structure controls the main adsorption function.
As a result, the relationship between EGCG and metal ions becomes a bridge to exploring
the adsorption mechanism of PT using DFT. Jiang et al. studied the interaction between
EGCG and Zn(II) through experiments and theoretical calculations and determined the
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reaction sites in EGCG for the adsorption of Zn(II) [25]. Our research group used DFT
to study the interaction of EGCG with several cations and found that adsorption mainly
occurs through three mechanisms: chelation, electrostatic attraction, and the aromatic ring
stacking effect [26]. Up to now, theoretical model research on the selective adsorption of
indium and iron and the related adsorption mechanisms has not yet been reported.

Herein, this study aims to investigate the selective adsorption mechanism of EGCG
with indium and iron ions in their mixture solution in theoretical simulation. The interaction
of EGCG with iron and indium ions was studied through DFT calculations by analyzing
the bond length, bond order, and binding energy of EGCG–Fe(III) and EGCG–In(III) units,
as well as by conducting reduced density gradient (RDG) and atoms-in-molecules (AIM)
analyses. Finally, the feasibility of EGCG in the separation of indium and iron ions was
further proved by adsorption experiments.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Computational Methods

In this study, the DFT package in Gaussian09-D.01 software was used. Considering the
influence of the weak effect, the B3LYP-D3 function method [27,28] was used to calculate
the adsorption model of EGCG for indium and iron ions. Mixed basis sets were used in
the calculation, i.e., for C, H, and O atoms; the 6-311G (d,p) basis set was used to optimize
the structure; the more accurate 6-311+G (d,p) basis set was used to calculate the single
point; the Lanl2dz pseudopotential basis set was used for the In and Fe atoms. To simulate
the environment in the solution, the SMD solvation model was added to the calculation,
and water was used as the solvent. Considering that EGCG is in weakly acidic or neutral
solutions, a deprotonation reaction may occur [29]. Hence, the adsorption models of
deprotonated and un-deprotonated EGCG were studied in the calculation. All geometric
structures in this study were inferred by comparison with the characteristic frequencies
and confirmed as the minimum local energy points. The binding energy (∆E) equation to
determine the strength of the binding capacity between the adsorbent and the cations is as
follows [30]:

∆E = Ea + Eb − Eab (1)

where Ea and Eb are the energies of the reactants, and Eab is the energy of the product.

2.2. Batch Adsorption Experiment

Twenty milliliters of each of 5× 10−3 mol/L InCl3 and 5× 10−3 mol/L FeCl3 solutions
were added to six clean Erlenmeyer flasks and mixed well, following which 20 mL of
3 × 10−3 mol/L EGCG solution was added to each mixture. HCl and NaOH solutions
were used to adjust the pH of the solutions in the Erlenmeyer flasks to 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, and
3.0 while maintaining one flask as a reference/blank. The maximum pH level was adjusted
to below 3.0 because iron ions started to precipitate when the pH exceeded 3.0. The effect
of adsorbent dosage was carried out by taking a 1:1 mixed solution with varying masses
of the EGCG (0.001, 0.002, 0.003, 0.004, 0.005 mol/L) at pH 3.0. The mixed solution was
allowed to react at 25 ◦C for 6 h for the adsorption to occur. Kinetic studies were carried
out by using 0.004 mol/L of EGCG at three different In(III) and Fe(III) initial concentrations
of 0.001, 0.003, and 0.006 mol/L and agitated for the fixed time intervals. Adsorption
thermodynamic studies were carried out at three temperatures of 303, 308, and 313 K.
Thereafter, the supernatant was removed, and the concentration of indium and iron ions
in each solution was determined using an atomic absorption spectrometer (Zeenit700P,
Analytik Jena AG, Jena, Germany). The adsorption rate was calculated according to the
following equation:

Adsorption rate (%) =
C0 − Ce

C0
× 100% (2)

where C0 and Ce are the concentrations of one of the metal ions in the mixed solution before
and after the reaction, respectively.
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2.3. The Pseudo-First- and Pseudo-Second-Order Models

The kinetics data were analyzed using pseudo-first-order and pseudo-second-order
models. Note that the pseudo-first-order kinetic model assumes that the rate of change of
solute uptake with time is directly proportional to the difference in saturation concentra-
tions. By comparison, the pseudo-second-order kinetic model considers that the adsorption
process is controlled by the surface reaction. The pseudo-first- and pseudo-second-order
models are represented by Equations (3) and (4).

ln(qe − qt) = ln qe − k1t (3)

t
qt

=
1

k2q2
e
+

1
qt

t (4)

where qt (mg·g−1) and qe (mg·g−1) are the adsorption capacities of In(III) ions at any time
t and equilibrium, respectively; and k1 (min−1) and k2 (min−1·g·mg−1) represent the rate
constants of the pseudo-first-order and pseudo-second-order models, respectively.

2.4. The Langmuir and Freundlich Models

The relationship between the amount of In(III) in the left liquid phase and that
adsorbed at equilibrium can be represented by an adsorption isotherm. The experi-
mental adsorption isotherm data were fitted by the Langmuir and Freundlich models
(Equations (5) and (6)).

qe =
KLqmce

1 + KLce
(5)

qe = K f c
1
n
e (6)

where qe corresponds to the amount of In(III) ions adsorbed per gram of adsorbent (mg·g−1)
and ce represents the equilibrium concentration of In(III) ions in the solution. qm and KL
denote the Langmuir constants related to the maximum adsorption capacity (mg·g−1) and
adsorption energy (L·g−1), respectively, Kf and (1/n) are rough indicators of the adsorption
of adsorption intensity, respectively.

2.5. Thermodynamic Analysis

The calculated thermodynamic parameters, such as the Gibbs free energy change
(∆G0), the enthalpy change (∆H0) and the entropy change (∆S0) can be used to explore the
thermal adsorption of In(III) on EGCG as a function of temperature. The thermodynamic
parameters were calculated by Equations (7)–(9).

Gibbs free energy : lnKC =
∆S0

R
− ∆H0

RT
(7)

Enthalpy change : ∆G0 = −RTlnKC (8)

Entropy change : KC =
C0

Ce
(9)

2.6. Materials and Characterization

EGCG, indium trichloride (InCl3), and iron trichloride (FeCl3) were procured from
Shanghai Aladdin Biochemical Technology Co., Ltd., Shanghai, China. All other chemicals
were of analytical grade and used without further purification. The price for direct purchase
of epigallocatechin gallate is ¥96/100 mg, while the raw material persimmon tannin is
nearly free.

Field emission scanning electron microscopy (FE-SEM, Quanta 450, FEI, Hillsboro,
OR, USA) was used to observe the morphology of EGCG before and after adsorption.
Simultaneously, the energy-dispersive X-ray spectrometer (EDS) was used to analyze the
distribution and proportion of each element on the surface of EGCG in combination with
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FE-SEM. An X-ray photoelectron spectrometer (XPS, ESCALAB 250Xi, Thermo Fisher,
Waltham, MA, USA) was used to analyze the elemental composition of EGCG after the
adsorption of In(III)/Fe(III). The BET surface area, pore size, and pore volume of the EGCG
were determined by the Micromeritics instrument (ASAP, 2020, Norcross, GA, USA). The
total specific surface areas were calculated by the Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) standard
equation, and the total pore volumes were calculated at P/P0 ≈ 0.99 using the single-
point adsorption model. Thermogravimetric analysis (STA 449 F3, Netzsch Company,
Selb, Germany) was carried out at a heating rate of 10 ◦C/min under air between 50 and
800 ◦C. The X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns were performed on an Empyrean PIXcel3D
(PANalytical, Almelo, The Netherlands) X-ray diffractometer with Cu Kα radiation of
λ = 1.5405 Å within the 2θ range of 10◦–80◦.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Construction of the EGCG–Cation Complex

Figure 1b shows the structure of EGCG. The four six-membered rings of EGCG are
identified as A, B, C, and D. Since EGCG is relatively stable in strong acid solutions [29], its
reaction with cations mainly occurs on two pyrogallols, which are the 3′ and 4′ phenolic hydroxyl
groups of the B ring and the 4′′ and 5′′ phenolic hydroxyl groups of the D ring [26,31]. Based
on these two active sites, we constructed and optimized EGCG–Fe(III) and EGCG–In(III))
complex models, as shown in Figure 2a–d. The B ring of EGCG reacted with In(III), and
the product was defined as B-EGCG–In(III), while the D ring of EGCG reacted with In(III),
and the product was defined as D-EGCG–In(III). A similar nomenclature was used for the
reactions of Fe(III) at the B and D rings of EGCG.
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In(III), (c) B-EGCG–Fe(III), and (d) D-EGCG–Fe(III), and deprotonated EGCG–metal complexes,
namely, (e) B(-2H)-EGCG, (f) D(-2H)-EGCG, (g) D(-2H)-EGCG–In(III), and (h) D(-2H)-EGCG–Fe(III).

DFT calculations showed that the free energy of the B-EGCG–In(III) complex was
−1678.617 Hartree, lower than that of D-EGCG–In(III) (−1678.615 Hartree). The free
energy of B-EGCG–Fe(III) was −1800.271 Hartree, lower than that of D-EGCG–Fe(III)
(−1800.199 Hartree). Since low energy indicates high stability, B-EGCG–In(III) (Figure 2a)
and B-EGCG–Fe(III) (Figure 2c) were selected as the subsequent calculation models for the
adsorption of In(III) and Fe(III) on EGCG, respectively.

Since EGCG readily undergoes a significant deprotonation reaction with increasing
solution pH [29], the B and D ring models of deprotonated EGCG were constructed,
and their geometric structures were optimized (Figure 2e,f). Comparing the single point



Materials 2022, 15, 8251 6 of 15

energies, it was found that the free energy of D(-2H)-EGCG was −1676.308 Hartree, lower
than that of B(-2H)-EGCG (−1676.298 Hartree); thus, D(-2H)-EGCG (Figure 2f) was selected
as the EGCG model for subsequent deprotonation. The deprotonated EGCG was then
used to construct complex models with indium and iron cations and optimize the structure
(Figure 2g,h).

3.2. Bond Length and Bond Order of EGCG–Metal Complexes

The bond length and bond order are important parameters for determining the bond
strength of EGCG with metal ions. In this study, the Multiwfn program [32] was used to
investigate the bond length and Mayer bond order [33] of the complexes. The calculation
results are listed in Table 1. When the solution was strongly acidic, the binding models of
EGCG with indium and iron ions were B-EGCG–In(III) and B-EGCG–Fe(III), respectively.
By comparing the parameters, we found that the bond length of B-EGCG–Fe(III) was much
shorter than that of B-EGCG–In(III), whereas the Mayer bond order of B-EGCG–Fe(III) was
greater than that of B-EGCG–In(III); this implies that B-EGCG readily adsorbed Fe(III) over
In(III) and had higher binding strength for Fe(III) than that for In(III). When the solution
was weakly acidic or neutral, the models of EGCG combined with indium and iron ions
were D(-2H)-EGCG–In(III) and D(-2H)-EGCG–Fe(III), respectively. Furthermore, it was
found that D(-2H)-EGCG, similar to B-EGCG, exhibited better adsorption for Fe(III) than
that for In(III), and that the formation of complexes was easier. The Mayer bond order of
D(-2H)-EGCG and B-EGCG with In(III) was close to 0, indicating the absence of chelation
between In(III) and the two monomers; in contrast, the Mayer bond order of D(-2H)-EGCG
and B-EGCG with Fe(III) was in the range of approximately 0.21–0.36, implying that the
adsorption of Fe(III) resulted in the formation of weak chelating bonds in the complex.

Table 1. Bond length and bond order of EGCG–metal complexes.

EGCG–Metal
Complex Compound Bond Bond Length (Å) Mayer Bond Order

B-EGCG–In(III) 3′O-In 3.1418 0.0425
4′O-In 4.0454 0.0188

B-EGCG–Fe(III) 3′O-Fe 2.1682 0.2211
4′O-Fe 2.2139 0.2193

D(-2H)-EGCG–In(III) 4′′O-In 2.9289 0.0742
5′′O-In 2.6831 0.1183

D(-2H)-EGCG–Fe(III) 4′′O-Fe 2.0819 0.3321
5′′O-Fe 2.0721 0.3623

3.3. RDG Analysis

Using RDG function analysis, the type of weak interaction between atoms can be
determined by drawing isosurfaces of different colors [34]. The RDG function is a real
space function describing the deviation of uniform electron distribution, given by [26]:

RDG(r) =
1

2(3π2)
1/3
|∇ρ(r)|
ρ(r)4/3 (10)

where ∇ is the gradient operator, and |∇ρ(r)| is the modulus of the electron density
gradient. The weak interaction is represented by the gradient isosurface formed in the
corresponding region in three-dimensional space.

To determine the presence of the weak interaction between EGCG and indium/iron
ions, we imported the optimized model file into the Multiwfn software and combined it
with the VMD software [35] to draw the RDG function isosurface map of the EGCG–metal
composite, as shown in Figure 3a–d. The blue isosurface in the figure indicates that the
interaction is strong, and that the contenders are hydrogen and halogen bonds. The green
area indicates that the interaction is weak, which corresponds to the van der Waals effect.
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The red area indicates strong mutual repulsion, which could be the strong steric hindrance
in the ring or the chelate cage.
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By comparing Figure 3a,c, we can infer that In(III) formed the green isosurface with
B-EGCG and D(-2H)-EGCG. When In(III) was adsorbed, the structures of B-EGCG and
D(-2H)-EGCG underwent major changes (the D ring folded and approached the B ring);
this resulted in the formation of a large area of yellow–green isosurface between the B and
D rings of EGCG in the RDG analysis, which confirmed the presence of the aromatic ring
stacking effect in adsorption. In Figure 3b, blue isosurfaces between Fe(III) and the 3′O and
4′O of B-EGCG can be observed, indicating a strong attraction between the two through
electrostatic interactions. However, Figure 3d highlights another observation—there are
not only blue isosurfaces between Fe(III) and the 4′′O and 5′′O of D(-2H)-EGCG but also
chelating bonds, which indicates that D(-2H)-EGCG has electrostatic and chelation effects
in the adsorption of Fe(III). This also confirmed to a certain extent that the adsorption
between Fe(III) and D(-2H)-EGCG is much stronger than that between Fe(III) and B-EGCG.

3.4. AIM Analysis

AIM analysis [36] is currently one of the most popular wave function analysis methods
and is often used to analyze the chemical bonds between atoms. In AIM analysis, the most
common discussion is about the critical point of the electron density function, which is
the point where the modulus of the function gradient is 0. The bond critical point (BCP)
corresponds to the second-order saddle point of the function, which exists between the
interacting atoms. To investigate the interaction between EGCG and indium/iron ions,
both Multiwfn and VMD were used to draw the AIM topology analysis diagram, as shown
in Figure 3e–h. The orange point in the figure is the BCP under consideration, and the
yellow line between atoms is the bond diameter. BCPs between indium/iron ions and
EGCG–related interaction sites can also be seen in Figure 3e–h. From the observation of
Figure 3e,g, we found that when In(III) was adsorbed, BCPs also appeared between the
B and D rings of EGCG, which proved that there was an interaction between these two
rings. Notably, in Figure 3h, Fe(III) and D(-2H)-EGCG’s 4”O and 5”O not only had yellow
bond diameters but also stable chelate bonds, BCPs were located in the middle of the
chelate bonds, which was proved that the complex of deprotonated EGCG and Fe(III) was
relatively stable, and there was certain chelation between the two.
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The electron density of the BCP position is closely related to the strength of the
chemical bond. Table 2 lists the calculated electron density ρ(BCP) of some BCP positions in
the complexes. Typically, the comparison of ρ(BCP) is limited to the chemical bond between
two specific elements. The larger the ρ(BCP), the stronger the chemical bond. Table 2 shows
that the values of ρ(BCP) between D(-2H)-EGCG and In(III) were 0.01464 and 0.02335 a.u.
for the 4′′O and 5′′O positions, respectively; these values were greater than those of B-
EGCG–In(III) (0 and 0.00917 a.u. for the 3′O and 4′O positions, respectively). Similarly,
the values of ρ(BCP) between D(-2H)-EGCG and Fe(III) were greater than those between
B-EGCG and Fe(III). This further confirms that deprotonated EGCG has higher binding
strength for indium/iron ions than does B-EGCG. Combining the two weak interaction
analysis methods, RDG and AIM, we speculated on the interaction of deprotonated EGCG
with Fe(III)/In(III), as shown in Figure 4.

Table 2. Electron density at different BCP positions in the complexes.

EGCG–Metal Complex Compound Bond ρ(BCP) (a.u.)

B-EGCG–In(III) 3′O-In 0.00917
4′O-In 0

B-EGCG–Fe(III) 3′O-Fe 0.04504
4′O-Fe 0.04102

D(-2H)-EGCG–In(III) 4”O-In 0.01464
5”O-In 0.02335

D(-2H)-EGCG–Fe(III) 4”O-Fe 0.06035
5”O-Fe 0.06289
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3.5. Binding Energy between EGCG and Indium/Iron Ions

The binding energy between EGCG and metal ions determines the stability of the
composite. Figure 5 shows the calculated binding energy between EGCG and indium/iron
ions, wherein the binding energy of B-EGCG for In(III) is 383.5 kJ/mol, significantly lower
than that for Fe(III) (865.6 kJ/mol). The binding energy of D(-2H)-EGCG for In(III) is
701.2 kJ/mol, lower than that for Fe(III) (1111.3 kJ/mol). This confirms that the ability of
EGCG for adsorbing Fe(III) in acidic or neutral solutions was always greater than that for
absorbing In(III), i.e., EGCG preferentially adsorbed iron ions in indium–iron solutions.
For the same metal ion, Fe(III) or In(III), the bonding strength between the ion and D(-2H)-
EGCG was also better than that between the ion and B-EGCG.
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3.6. Characterization of the EGCG

XRD was used to evaluate the crystal structural phase of the EGCG sample. As seen
in Figure 6a, pure EGCG had numerous characteristic peaks at 2θ of 10.35◦, 12.12◦, 15.61◦,
21.54◦, 24.54◦, 25.93◦, etc., suggesting that it was the EGCG crystalline structure [37]. The
thermogravimetric (TGA) analysis of the EGCG was investigated and is shown in Figure 6b.
The thermogram of EGCG presents a two-step mass loss, which is attributed to the loss of
water (<120 ◦C) and thermal degradation (>218 ◦C) [38]. The specific surface area and pore
size of the adsorbent are factors that affect the adsorption performance. The specific surface
area, average pore diameter, and total pore volume of EGCG in this work were 2.67 m2/g,
14.21 nm, and 0.0095 cm3/g, respectively. As shown in Figure S1, the EGCG exhibited a
typical type-II isotherm, which rose gradually as the relative pressure increased. The BET
parameters and isotherm both indicated the EGCG was not a porous material.
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3.7. Adsorption Kinetics Studies

For the adsorption kinetic studies, the effects of contact time on the adsorption capacity
at different In(III) or Fe(III) initial concentrations are outlined in Figure 7. At different
In(III) or Fe(III) concentrations, the adsorption capacity gradually increased with increasing
contact time (Figure 7a,d). Two kinetic models were used to fit the experimental data of
In(III) (Figure 7b,c) and Fe(III) (Figure 7e,f) in the work. The fitting results of the kinetic
parameters are listed in Tables S1 and S2. Seen from Table S1, the value of the correlation
coefficient R2 fitted by the pseudo-first-order kinetic model was closer to 1, indicating that
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the pseudo-first-order model was more suitable for describing In(III) adsorbed on EGCG.
However, the fitting kinetic parameters of Fe(III) adsorption data are presented in Table S2.
The correlation coefficient R2 of the pseudo-second-order kinetic model was higher than
that of the pseudo-first-order kinetic model and closer to 1. As such, the pseudo-second-
order kinetic model was considered to be the most suitable for describing the adsorption
behavior of Fe(III) adsorbed on EGCG. It also suggested that the adsorption behavior of
Fe(III) was mainly controlled by chemisorption [39].

Materials 2022, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 15 
 

 

 
Figure 6. (a) XRD patterns of EGCG; (b) TGA analysis of EGCG. 

3.7. Adsorption Kinetics Studies 
For the adsorption kinetic studies, the effects of contact time on the adsorption capac-

ity at different In(III) or Fe(III) initial concentrations are outlined in Figure 7. At different 
In(III) or Fe(III) concentrations, the adsorption capacity gradually increased with increas-
ing contact time (Figure 7a,d). Two kinetic models were used to fit the experimental data 
of In(III) (Figure 7b,c) and Fe(III) (Figure 7e,f) in the work. The fitting results of the kinetic 
parameters are listed in Tables S1 and S2. Seen from Table S1, the value of the correlation 
coefficient R2 fitted by the pseudo-first-order kinetic model was closer to 1, indicating that 
the pseudo-first-order model was more suitable for describing In(III) adsorbed on EGCG. 
However, the fitting kinetic parameters of Fe(III) adsorption data are presented in Table 
S2. The correlation coefficient R2 of the pseudo-second-order kinetic model was higher 
than that of the pseudo-first-order kinetic model and closer to 1. As such, the pseudo-
second-order kinetic model was considered to be the most suitable for describing the ad-
sorption behavior of Fe(III) adsorbed on EGCG. It also suggested that the adsorption be-
havior of Fe(III) was mainly controlled by chemisorption [39]. 

 
Figure 7. (a) The effect of the different initial In(III) concentration on the adsorption capacity; the 
linear fit with pseudo−first−order (b) and pseudo−second−order (c) models of In(III) adsorbed on 
EGCG. (d) The effect of the different initial Fe(III) concentrations on the adsorption capacity; the 
linear fit with pseudo−first−order (e) and pseudo−second−order (f) models of Fe(III) adsorbed on 
EGCG. 

Figure 7. (a) The effect of the different initial In(III) concentration on the adsorption capacity; the
linear fit with pseudo−first−order (b) and pseudo−second−order (c) models of In(III) adsorbed
on EGCG. (d) The effect of the different initial Fe(III) concentrations on the adsorption capacity; the
linear fit with pseudo−first−order (e) and pseudo−second−order (f) models of Fe(III) adsorbed
on EGCG.

3.8. Adsorption Isotherm Studies and Thermodynamics Analysis

The adsorption process of the EGCG was evaluated by fitting the adsorption isotherm
equation with the experimental results. As shown in Figure 8a,d, the adsorption capacity in-
creased with the increase of In(III) or Fe(III) concentrations and temperature. The Langmuir
model and the Freundlich model were used to evaluate the adsorption process of EGCG
for In(III) and Fe(III). The fitted model curves are shown in Figure 8b,c,e,f, and the fitted
parameters are shown in Tables S3 and S4. According to the obtained data, we found that
the R2 of the Freundlich isotherm model was closer to 1 than that of the Langmuir model.
Thereby, the Freundlich model was a better fit for characterizing the In(III) and Fe(III)
adsorption isotherms. These results suggest that the adsorption of In(III) and Fe(III) onto
the EGCG surface followed a multi-site adsorption mechanism for heterogeneous surfaces.

In order to study the nature of the adsorption process. we calculated the Gibbs free
energy change (∆G0), enthalpy change (∆H0), and entropy change (∆S0) from a thermody-
namic point of view. As shown in Tables S5 and S6, for In(III) and Fe(III) adsorption on
EGCG, the negative value ∆G0 implied the spontaneous nature of the process. The positive
value of ∆H0 indicated that In(III) or Fe(III) was adsorbed as an endothermic process. More-
over, it has been reported that if adsorption ∆H0 ranges from 20.9 to 418.4 kJ/mol, which
is similar to the heat of chemical reactions, adsorption is often assumed to be associated
with chemisorption, and the value ∆H0 of Fe(III) further implies that the nature of Fe(III)
adsorption on EGCG is endothermic chemisorption [20].
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3.9. Selective Adsorption Experiments of Indium and Iron Ions

The selective adsorption capacity of EGCG for Fe(III) and In(III) was further verified
using the designed tests. The adsorption rates of EGCG in solutions with different pH
values are shown in Figure 9a. It was found that with more blue–purple precipitates, which
were produced by the adsorption of Fe(III) and EGCG and increased with increasing pH
in the mixed solution (1:1 molar ratio), the solution became increasingly colorless and
transparent after the adsorption reaction. Figure 9a shows that when EGCG was used as an
adsorbent in the mixed solution of indium and iron, the adsorption rate of In(III) on EGCG
was low, approximately 2.5% to 11.1%; by contrast, the adsorption rate of Fe(III) was high
and increased gradually with increases in pH. This indicates that the adsorptions of In(III)
and Fe(III) were competitive processes, and that the adsorption of Fe(III) on EGCG was
always better than that of In(III). When the pH level of the mixed solution reached 3.0, the
adsorption capacity of EGCG reached a maximum (iron ions started to precipitate when
the pH exceeded 3.0). Here, the adsorption rate was 46.4% for Fe(III) and 11.1% for In(III).
Typically, at low values of pH, a large number of phenolic hydroxyl groups in EGCG are in
an undissociated state, which is not conducive to the adsorption of Fe(III) or In(III). With an
increase in the pH of the solution, EGCG begins to dissociate, and the deprotonated EGCG
forms its anionic group, which is conducive to the adsorption of cations. The adsorbent
dose is another important parameter because it determines the capacity of a sorbent for a
given initial concentration. The effect of the adsorbent dose was studied by varying the
adsorbent in the range of 0.001–0.005 mol/L at pH 3.0 in the 1:1 mixed solutions, and the
results are shown in Figure 9b. As seen in Figure 9b, when the adsorbent dosage increased
from 0.001 to 0.005 mol/L, the adsorption rate of Fe(III) gradually increased to 45.7%, while
the adsorption rate of In(III) gradually decreased to 10.7%. Therefore, the optimal EGCG
adsorbent dose was 0.004 mol/L. Our calculation results in both the deprotonated and
un-deprotonated cases also supported this observation. Moreover, the method usually
used to separate indium and iron is to directly adsorb indium ions in wastewater and
then desorb indium ions with eluate to obtain a solution rich in indium [40–42]. However,
in our study, we enriched indium ions in wastewater solution by selectively adsorbing
unwanted iron ions, thus simplifying the secondary desorption step and contributing to
actual production.
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3.10. SEM Characterization of Indium/Iron Ion Adsorption by EGCG

For the solution with a pH of 3.0, the SEM images of EGCG before and after adsorption
(Figure S2a,b) showed that the adsorbent before the adsorption had a lumpy structure
with an irregular surface. These irregular structures provided more active sites for the
adsorption of metal ions. The materials were analyzed via EDS surface scans before and
after the adsorption; the changes in the elemental contents before and after the adsorption
are shown in Figure S2c,d. It was found that both indium and iron were present in the
adsorbed precipitate, which indicates that EGCG could successfully adsorb Fe(III) and
In(III). At the same time, the atomic percentage of iron in the adsorbed material (1.98%)
was much higher than that of indium; this additionally confirms that EGCG can selectively
adsorb Fe(III) in an indium–iron mixed solution. Moreover, the EDS mapping results
(Figure S2e–h) showed that the C, O, Fe, and In elements were homogeneously distributed
throughout the adsorbent surface, indicating that the binding sites of Fe and In ions and
adsorbent were evenly distributed in the adsorbent material.

3.11. XPS Analysis of the Indium/Iron Ion Adsorption by EGCG

XPS was used to analyze the elemental composition of EGCG after the adsorption of
indium/iron ions in the solution with a pH of 3.0. The results are shown in Figure S3. We
can see that the electron orbital peaks of C 1s, In 3d, O 1s, and Fe 2p appeared at 284.18,
444.98, 532.38, and 709.98 eV, respectively. This shows that the adsorbed complex was
mainly composed of C, In, O, and Fe. The contents of these elements were 67.34%, 0.62%,
30.61%, and 1.44%, respectively, which are similar to those obtained with the EDS analysis
after the EGCG adsorption of indium/iron ions. The XPS results confirmed that EGCG
successfully adsorbed Fe(III) and In(III) in the mixed solution, and that it was significantly
selective to the adsorption of Fe(III) in the solution with a pH of 4.0.

4. Conclusions

Computational analysis based on the DFT method was used to investigate the selective
adsorption mechanism of adopting EGCG in indium–iron separation. The DFT results
indicated that the bonding strengths of deprotonated EGCG–[Fe(III) or In(III)] complexes
were higher than those of un-deprotonated complexes, and the deprotonated EGCG was
easier to combine with indium/iron cations. RDG analysis confirmed that the interaction
of the EGCG–Fe(III) complex was dominated by chelation and electrostatic interactions,
while that of the EGCG–In(III) complex was controlled by electrostatic interactions and the
aromatic ring stacking effect. Fe(III) exhibited a higher binding capacity with EGCG than
that with In(III) in acidic or neutral solutions by the calculation of binding energy. Finally,
the adsorption experiment confirmed that the Freundlich equilibrium isotherm fit the In(III)
and Fe(III) adsorption behavior very well, and the Fe(III) adsorption processes followed
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the pseudo-second-order model. Thermodynamics data revealed that the adsorption of
In(III) and Fe(III) onto EGCG was feasible, spontaneous, and endothermic. The EGCG
monomer had a stronger affinity for Fe(III) than that for In(III), consistent with theoretical
model predictions. In the 1:1 mixed solution with a pH of 3.0, the adsorption rate of
Fe(III) on EGCG was 45.7%, which significantly exceeded that of In(III) (10.7%). These
results provided further insights into the design and performance optimization of related
tannin-based adsorbents from the perspective of the molecular level.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at:
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma15228251/s1, Figure S1: Nitrogen adsorption-desorption
isotherms of the EGCG; Figure S2: (a) SEM image of EGCG before adsorption; (b) SEM image of
EGCG after adsorption; (c) EDS image of EGCG before adsorption; and (d) EDS image of EGCG after
adsorption; (e–h) EDS mapping images of EGCG after adsorption; Figure S3: XPS spectrum of EGCG
after indium/iron ion adsorption; Table S1: Kinetic parameters for the adsorption of In(III) by EGCG
at different concentrations; Table S2: Kinetic parameters for the adsorption of Fe(III) by EGCG at
different concentrations; Table S3: Isotherm parameters for adsorption of In(III) by EGCG at different
temperatures; Table S4: Isotherm parameters for adsorption of Fe(III) by EGCG at different temper-
atures; Table S5: Thermodynamic parameters for adsorption of In(III); Table S6: Thermodynamic
parameters for adsorption of Fe(III).

Author Contributions: Writing—original draft, Z.L.; validation and data curation, C.H.; formal anal-
ysis and methodology, Z.R.; resources and software, D.W. and J.Z.; data curation and investigation,
T.C., S.L. and C.W.; writing—review and editing, W.G.; supervision and conceptualization, Z.W. and
G.L. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was a supported project by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(No. 51961010), and the Guangxi Key Research and Development Program (Nos. Guike AB18281013
and Guike AB16380278).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available upon request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: Authors acknowledge Weijiang Gan for writing, review and editing. Authors
acknowledge Zhongmin Wang and Guiyin Li for supervision and conceptualization.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Swain, B.; Lee, C.G. Commercial indium recovery processes development from various e-(industry) waste through the insightful

integration of valorization processes: A perspective. Waste Manag. 2019, 87, 597–611. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Zhang, W.; Lin, Y.-C.; Chien, S.-K.; Wu, T.-Y.; Chen, S.-C.; Cheng, P.-C.; Lai, C.-N. Efficient indium leaching and recovery from

waste liquid crystal displays panels using microwave and ultrasound-assisted heating system. Sep. Purif. Technol. 2020, 250,
117154. [CrossRef]

3. Deferm, C.; Onghena, B.; Nguyen, V.T.; Banerjee, D.; Fransaer, J.; Binnemans, K. Non-aqueous solvent extraction of indium from
an ethylene glycol feed solution by the ionic liquid Cyphos IL 101: Speciation study and continuous counter-current process in
mixer-settlers. RSC Adv. 2020, 10, 24595–24612. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Deng, Z.; Zheng, Y.; Li, X.; Wei, C.; Li, M.; Li, C.; Fan, G. Separation of copper and indium from zinc hydrometallurgy solution.
Int. J. Chem. React. Eng. 2020, 18, 20200082. [CrossRef]

5. Di Maria, A.; Van Acker, K. Turning Industrial Residues into Resources: An Environmental Impact Assessment of Goethite
Valorization. Engineering 2018, 4, 421–429. [CrossRef]

6. Virolainen, S.; Huhtanen, T.; Laitinen, A.; Sainio, T. Two alternative process routes for recovering pure indium from waste liquid
crystal display panels. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 243, 118599. [CrossRef]

7. Fontana, D.; Forte, F.; Pietrantonio, M.; Pucciarmati, S. Recent developments on recycling end-of-life flat panel displays: A
comprehensive review focused on indium. Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2020, 51, 429–456. [CrossRef]

8. Le, T.; Xiao, B.; Ju, S.; Peng, J.; Jiang, F. Separation of indium from impurities in T-type microreactor with D2EHPA. Hydrometallurgy
2019, 183, 79–86. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma15228251/s1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2019.02.042
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31109560
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2020.117154
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0RA04684A
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35516195
http://doi.org/10.1515/ijcre-2020-0082
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2018.05.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118599
http://doi.org/10.1080/10643389.2020.1729073
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.hydromet.2018.11.016


Materials 2022, 15, 8251 14 of 15

9. Fortin-Lecomte, C.; Tran, L.-H.; Rioux, G.; Coudert, L.; Blais, J.-F. Recovery of indium from acidic leach solutions of spent LCD
panels using ion exchange. Hydrometallurgy 2022, 210, 105845. [CrossRef]

10. Deferm, C.; Malaquias, J.C.; Onghena, B.; Banerjee, D.; Luyten, J.; Oosterhof, H.; Fransaer, J.; Binnemans, K. Electrodeposition of
indium from the ionic liquid trihexyl(tetradecyl)phosphonium chloride. Green Chem. 2019, 21, 1517–1530. [CrossRef]

11. Shen, Y.Y.; Wu, S.W.; Hou, C.H. Exploring the electrosorption selectivity and recovery of indium ions with capacitive deionization
in acidic solution. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2021, 586, 819–829. [CrossRef]

12. Cui, J.; Zhu, N.; Mao, F.; Wu, P.; Dang, Z. Bioleaching of indium from waste LCD panels by Aspergillus niger: Method optimization
and mechanism analysis. Sci. Total Environ. 2021, 790, 148151. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Pennesi, C.; Amato, A.; Occhialini, S.; Critchley, A.T.; Totti, C.; Giorgini, E.; Conti, C.; Beolchini, F. Adsorption of indium by waste
biomass of brown alga Ascophyllum nodosum. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 16763. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Luo, D.; Zhu, N.; Li, Y.; Cui, J.; Wu, P.; Wang, J. Simultaneous leaching and extraction of indium from waste LCDs with acidic
ionic liquids. Hydrometallurgy 2019, 189, 105146. [CrossRef]

15. Zürner, P.; Frisch, G. Leaching and Selective Extraction of Indium and Tin from Zinc Flue Dust Using an Oxalic Acid-Based Deep
Eutectic Solvent. ACS Sustainable Chem. Eng. 2019, 7, 5300–5308. [CrossRef]

16. Ampiaw, R.E.; Lee, W. Persimmon tannins as biosorbents for precious and heavy metal adsorption in wastewater: A review.
Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2020, 17, 3835–3846. [CrossRef]

17. Liu, F.; Wang, S.; Chen, S. Adsorption behavior of Au(III) and Pd(II) on persimmon tannin functionalized viscose fiber and the
mechanism. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2020, 152, 1242–1251. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Li, C.; Leverence, R.; Trombley, J.D.; Xu, S.; Yang, J.; Tian, Y.; Reed, J.D.; Hagerman, A.E. High molecular weight persimmon
(Diospyros kaki L.) proanthocyanidin: A highly galloylated, A-linked tannin with an unusual flavonol terminal unit, myricetin.
J. Agr. Food Chem. 2010, 58, 9033–9042. [CrossRef]

19. Kavitha, V.U.; Kandasubramanian, B. Tannins for wastewater treatment. SN Appl. Sci. 2020, 2, 1081. [CrossRef]
20. Zhang, S.; Dang, J.; Lin, J.; Liu, M.; Zhang, M.; Chen, S. Selective enrichment and separation of Ag(I) from electronic waste

leachate by chemically modified persimmon tannin. J. Environ. Chem. Eng. 2021, 9, 104994. [CrossRef]
21. Gao, L.; Wang, Z.; Qin, C.; Chen, Z.; Gao, M.; He, N.; Qian, X.; Zhou, Z.; Li, G. Preparation and application of iron ox-

ide/persimmon tannin/graphene oxide nanocomposites for efficient adsorption of erbium from aqueous solution. J. Rare Earths
2020, 38, 1344–1353. [CrossRef]

22. Qian, X.; Wang, Z.; Ning, J.; Qin, C.; Gao, L.; He, N.; Lin, D.; Zhou, Z.; Li, G. Protecting HaCaT cells from ionizing radiation using
persimmon tannin-Aloe gel composite. Pharm. Biol. 2020, 58, 510–517. [CrossRef]

23. Liu, F.; Zhou, Z.; Li, G. Persimmon tannin functionalized polyacrylonitrile fiber for highly efficient and selective recovery of
Au(III) from aqueous solution. Chemosphere 2021, 264, 128469. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Mananghaya, M.R.; Santos, G.N.; Yu, D. Small transition metal cluster adsorbed on graphene and graphene nanoribbons: A
density functional based tight binding molecular dynamics study. Org. Electron. 2018, 63, 355–361. [CrossRef]

25. Jiang, T.; Wan-Fu, M.A.; Xie, N.; Zhou, P. Study on the Interaction of EGCG with Zn(II) Based on Experiments and Density
Functional Theory. Acta Phys. Chim. Sin. 2011, 27, 2291–2296.

26. Liu, Z.G.; Chen, T.; Hu, C.H.; Wang, D.H.; Li, G.Y. Calculation and analysis of interaction between characteristic functional group
of persimmon tannin and metal ions. Acta Phys. Sin. 2021, 70, 123101. [CrossRef]

27. Goerigk, L.; Grimme, S. A thorough benchmark of density functional methods for general main group thermochemistry, kinetics,
and noncovalent interactions. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2011, 13, 6670–6688. [CrossRef]

28. Becke, A.D. Density-functional thermochemistry. III. The role of exact exchange. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98, 5648–5652. [CrossRef]
29. Zimeri, J.; Tong, C.H. Degradation Kinetics of (−)-Epigallocatechin Gallate as a Function of pH and Dissolved Oxygen in a Liquid

Model System. J. Food Sci. 1999, 64, 753–758. [CrossRef]
30. Chen, K.; Chen, C.; Ren, X.; Alsaedi, A.; Hayat, T. Interaction mechanism between different facet TiO2 and U(VI): Experimental

and density-functional theory investigation. Chem. Eng. J. 2019, 359, 944–954. [CrossRef]
31. Navarro, R.E.; Santacruz, H.; Inoue, M. Complexation of epigallocatechin gallate (a green tea extract, egcg) with Mn2+: Nuclear

spin relaxation by the paramagnetic ion. J. Inorg. Biochem. 2005, 99, 584–588. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
32. Lu, T.; Chen, F. Multiwfn: A multifunctional wavefunction analyzer. J. Comput. Chem. 2012, 33, 580–592. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
33. Lu, T.; Chen, F. Bond order analysis based on the Laplacian of electron density in fuzzy overlap space. J Phys. Chem. A 2013, 117,

3100–3108. [CrossRef]
34. Johnson, E.R.; Keinan, S.; Mori-Sánchez, P.; Contreras-García, J.; Cohen, A.J.; Yang, W. Revealing Noncovalent Interactions. J. Am.

Chem. Soc. 2010, 132, 6498–6506. [CrossRef]
35. Humphrey, W.; Dalke, A.; Schulten, K. VMD: Visual molecular dynamics. J. Mol. Graph. 1996, 14, 33–38. [CrossRef]
36. Bader, R.F.W. A quantum theory of molecular structure and its applications. Chem Rev. 1991, 91, 893–928. [CrossRef]
37. Xie, H.; Liu, C.; Gao, J.; Shi, J.; Ni, F.; Luo, X.; He, Y.; Ren, G.; Luo, Z. Fabrication of Zein-Lecithin-EGCG complex nanoparticles:

Characterization, controlled release in simulated gastrointestinal digestion. Food Chem. 2021, 365, 130542. [CrossRef]
38. Pan, J.; Li, M.; Zhang, S.; Jiang, Y.; Lv, Y.; Liu, J.; Liu, Q.; Zhu, Y.; Zhang, H. Effect of epigallocatechin gallate on the gelatinisation

and retrogradation of wheat starch. Food Chem. 2019, 294, 209–215. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.hydromet.2022.105845
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8GC03389G
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2020.11.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.148151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34111782
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-53172-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31727939
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.hydromet.2019.105146
http://doi.org/10.1021/acssuschemeng.8b06331
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13762-020-02748-3
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2019.10.221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31759026
http://doi.org/10.1021/jf102552b
http://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-020-2879-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2020.104994
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jre.2020.02.003
http://doi.org/10.1080/13880209.2020.1767158
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2020.128469
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33022501
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2018.09.031
http://doi.org/10.7498/aps.70.20201947
http://doi.org/10.1039/c0cp02984j
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.464913
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1999.tb15905.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2018.11.092
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinorgbio.2004.11.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15621293
http://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.22885
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22162017
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp4010345
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja100936w
http://doi.org/10.1016/0263-7855(96)00018-5
http://doi.org/10.1021/cr00005a013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.130542
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2019.05.048


Materials 2022, 15, 8251 15 of 15

39. Li, B.; Li, M.; Zhang, P.; Pan, Y.; Huang, Z.; Xiao, H. Remediation of Cd (II) ions in aqueous and soil phases using novel
porous cellulose/chitosan composite spheres loaded with zero-valent iron nanoparticles. React. Funct. Polym. 2022, 173, 105210.
[CrossRef]

40. Van Roosendael, S.; Regadío, M.; Roosen, J.; Binnemans, K. Selective recovery of indium from iron-rich solutions using an Aliquat
336 iodide supported ionic liquid phase (SILP). Sep. Purif. Technol. 2019, 212, 843–853. [CrossRef]

41. Li, M.; Tang, S.; Liu, R.; Meng, X.; Feng, J.; Zhou, L.; Chen, Y. Experimental and DFT studies on highly selective separation
of indium ions using silica gel/graphene oxide based ion-imprinted composites as a sorbent. Chem. Eng. Res. Des. 2021, 168,
135–145. [CrossRef]

42. Gao, X.; Cao, Z.; Li, C.; Liu, J.; Liu, X.; Guo, L. Activated carbon fiber modified with hyperbranched polyethylenimine and phytic
acid for the effective adsorption and separation of In(III). New J. Chem. 2022, 46, 18952–18960. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.reactfunctpolym.2022.105210
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.seppur.2018.11.092
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cherd.2021.01.033
http://doi.org/10.1039/D2NJ03111F

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Computational Methods 
	Batch Adsorption Experiment 
	The Pseudo-First- and Pseudo-Second-Order Models 
	The Langmuir and Freundlich Models 
	Thermodynamic Analysis 
	Materials and Characterization 

	Results and Discussion 
	Construction of the EGCG–Cation Complex 
	Bond Length and Bond Order of EGCG–Metal Complexes 
	RDG Analysis 
	AIM Analysis 
	Binding Energy between EGCG and Indium/Iron Ions 
	Characterization of the EGCG 
	Adsorption Kinetics Studies 
	Adsorption Isotherm Studies and Thermodynamics Analysis 
	Selective Adsorption Experiments of Indium and Iron Ions 
	SEM Characterization of Indium/Iron Ion Adsorption by EGCG 
	XPS Analysis of the Indium/Iron Ion Adsorption by EGCG 

	Conclusions 
	References

