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Abstract 

Manganese oxide-coated TiO2 nanotube array (NTA) was synthesized and applied for the 

(electro)catalytic oxidation of sulfide. By setting the electrodeposition parameters and 

calcination temperature, the coating obtained was MnO2 or Mn2O3, with rod or needle 

like morphology. Excellent catalytic activity of the Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnxOy anodes resulted 

in robust and selective oxidation of sulfide to elemental sulfur via an inner sphere 

complex between the sulfide ion and Mn-oxide. The penetration of the MnxOy inside the 

NTA improved adhesion and enhanced the electron transfer, thus enabling complete and 

rapid electrocatalytic re-oxidation of the Mn-oxide coating. At pH 8, the final product of 

sulfide oxidation was colloidal sulfur, S8, which prevented anode passivation and enabled 

a stable (electro)catalytic activity in the subsequent applications. This was observed in 

both synthetic electrolyte and real sewage, thus demonstrating the efficiency of the 

Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnxOy anode for sulfide oxidation in complex waste streams. 
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Introduction  

Sulfur is one of the most abundant elements on earth  [1]. The pre-industrial sulfur cycle 

was modified by the increased anthropogenic activity, leading to numerous 

environmental problems. One of the major contributors to the disturbances of global 

sulfur balance is the urban water cycle. Wastewater, introduced into the municipal 

collection systems, is characterized by the abundance of sulfate, whose primary source is 

household cleaning detergents and alum-based flocculants used for potable water 

purification [2, 3]. Waste streams, rich in sulfate and organic matter, flowing through 

pipelines at low velocity, create particularly favorable conditions for the sulfate reducing 

bacteria (SRB) [4, 5]. As a result of the SRB activity, sulfate is rapidly reduced to sulfide, 

followed by the hydrogen sulfide release into the gaseous phase of the sewer pipe [6]. 

Even at concentration as low as 1-2 mg L-1, hydrogen sulfide causes "rotten egg" odor 

typically associated with the sewer systems [7]. Hydrogen sulfide gas is heavier than air 

and tends to accumulate in sewers, reaching life threatening concentrations for people 

involved in its maintenance [8, 9]. Under certain biogenic pathway, hydrogen sulfide gas 

is oxidized into sulfuric acid, which attacks concrete and metal pipes, leading to 

premature deterioration of the sewer assets [10, 11]. Since sewers are placed underground, 

it is difficult to determine the level of corrosion, and as a result, this problem is often 

underestimated and overlooked.  The cost of this negligence is high; for instance, Spain 

spends 10 million euros annually on the replacement of the sewer pipeline due to sulfide 

induced corrosion [12]. Another reason why sulfide control in sewers is not so common, 

especially at small-scale, are numerous drawbacks associated with the technologies 

currently available at the market. For example, physicochemical removal of sulfide 

requires continuous dosage of chemicals (e.g., nitrate, oxygen, caustic, lime, magnesium 

hydroxide, iron salts) and significant energy inputs, leading to high operational costs [13]. 
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Moreover, such methods offer only temporary sulfide mitigation or lead to the production 

of secondary waste streams [13, 14].  

Given the limited technical solutions and the large scale of the problem of sewer 

corrosion, in recent years researchers have turned their focus towards the electrochemical 

sulfide control [13, 15, 16]. The electrochemical sulfide control can be performed in-situ, 

thus eliminating all the risks and costs associated with the chemicals dosing, storage and 

transportation [13]. Moreover, electrochemical approach is selective and can avoid 

undesirable side-reactions [17].  

Studies focused on the electrochemical removal of sulfide are mainly based on its non-

selective oxidation to sulfate and thiosulfate by the electrogenerated oxygen [18, 19]. 

Selective oxidation of sulfide to sulfur can be achieved at carbon-based electrodes (e.g., 

graphite, carbon, activated carbon), thus allowing its complete separation from 

wastewater [15, 16, 20, 21]. Nevertheless, chemisorption of sulfide and its incorporation 

into the carbon matrix eventually leads to process failure due to electrode passivation 

with elemental sulfur, and limits the practical application of these materials [16]. 

Sulfide oxidation with manganese is a well-known process naturally occurring in 

sediments, yet it was barely exploited for sulfide removal from wastewater [22, 23]. The 

ability of Mn to switch reversibly between different redox states enables it to participate 

in numerous reactions, including charge rearrangement between two or more Mn ions 

[24, 25]. The high redox activity, earth abundance and low toxicity make Mn a perfect 

catalyst for environmental applications [26]. Indeed, Mn was successfully applied for the 

removal of various refractory organic contaminants, including aniline [27], formaldehyde 

[28, 29], phenol [30-32], as well as volatile organic contaminants [33, 34]. Several studies 

proposed the removal of sulfide through dosing of potassium permanganate [35, 36]. 

Even though demonstrating fast sulfide removal rates at first, the treatment performance 
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gradually decreases as Mn becomes depleted due to its interaction with sulfide [37]. In 

our previous study, we demonstrated that application of low anodic potentials enabled 

continuous regeneration of the MnxOy catalyst coating, thus preventing its gradual 

depletion [38]. The Mn2O3-coated graphite felt (GF) electrodes rapidly oxidized sulfide 

to elemental sulfur that remained deposited at the anode surface [38]. Yet, an attempt to 

regenerate the GF/Mn2O3 anode through cathodic dissolution of the electrodeposited 

sulfur was only partially successful, as it also caused the reductive dissolution of the 

Mn2O3 coating.  

To address the previously encountered limitations, in this study we developed a Ti plate 

anode with MnxOy coated TiO2 nanotube array (NTA) interlayer, for rapid and selective 

oxidation of sulfide to elemental sulfur. The highly conductive Ti/TiO2NTA is 

characterized by the high specific surface area, which  enables the deposition of a larger 

amount of catalyst and increases the electrocatalytic activity of the electrode [39]. 

Moreover, it can improve adhesion and enhance the electron transfer between the coating 

and the substrate, thus ensuring a rapid recovery of the MnxOy coating [30, 40, 41]. We 

have investigated the impact of the operating parameters (i.e., applied potential, pH, 

sulfide concentration) on the sulfide removal kinetics and the formed reaction products. 

Furthermore, the synthesized Ti/TiO2NTA-MnxOy electrodes were applied for the sulfide 

oxidation in real sewage to investigate the performance of the electrodes under realistic 

environmental conditions.  
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2. Materials and methods 

 

2.1 Material synthesis  

 

2.1.1 Synthesis of the TiO2 nanotube array (NTA) 

 

4 × 4 cm Ti plates (1 mm, 99.6% purity, Advent Research Materials, U.K.) were 

mechanically polished until mirror finish. Polished materials were then degreased by 

sonication in isopropanol, acetone and methanol, rinsed with deionized water and dried 

in a nitrogen stream. Prior to the anodization, titanium plates were etched in 17% w/w 

HCl aqueous solution (Scharlab, Spain) at 75ᵒC for 15 min to obtain fresh metal surface 

for the nanotubes growth. Next, the Ti plates were anodized in a mixture of glycerol and 

deionized water (50:50 vol.%) with 0.5 wt.% NH4F, using a two electrode cell 

configuration and stainless steel mesh as the counter electrode. The potential of the cell 

was controlled with Autolab 302N potentiostat/galvanostat equipped with the voltage 

amplifier (Metrohm Autolab B.V., The Netherlands). The anodization procedure included 

ramping of the potential from the open circuit (OC) to 20 V and maintaining the potential 

at 20 V during 2 h. After the treatment, the NTA samples were soaked in the milli-Q 

water and calcinated in argon atmosphere at 400ᵒC for 2 h using a tubular oven 

(Nabertherm, Germany).  

 

2.1.2 MnxOy electrodeposition  

 

The Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy  electrodes were synthesized using anodic electrodeposition in 

a three-electrode setup at ambient temperature (i.e., 24±1ºC), using stainless steel mesh 

as counter and Ag/AgCl (KCl 3M, Bioanalytical systems, the Netherlands) as reference 
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electrode. 0.1 M MnSO4 was selected as the precursor for the MnxOy electrodeposition. 

The solution also contained 0.05 or 0.5 M H2SO4 in order to determine the impact of the 

acid concentration on the MnxOy coating characteristics.  

The electrodeposition was performed in the potentiostatic mode at 1.7 V/SHE (vs 

Standard Hydrogen Electrode). All the potentials reported in this work are expressed vs 

SHE and calculated according to Nernst’s equation. To achieve equal thickness of the 

MnxOy coating in each deposition, the mass of the manganese oxide loading was 

estimated according to Faraday’s law and the charge was limited to 13 C. To investigate 

the effect of the temperature treatment on the MnxOy coating, some Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy 

samples were also calcinated at 500ᵒC for 1 h in a tubular oven (Nabertherm, Germany). 

 

2.2 Ti/TiO2 NTA – MnxOy material characterization 

The surface morphology of the synthesized materials was examined using an ultra-high-

resolution field emission scanning electron microscopy (FESEM) (The Magellan 400L, 

FEI, US). The cross-section images were taken from the cracked layers after bending the 

samples. The crystal structure of the materials was determined by an X-ray powder 

diffractometer (X’Pert MPD, PANalytical, Netherlands) with Cu as Kα radiation source. 

The X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns of the samples were recorded between 10 and 80º 

(2h) at a scan step size of 0.02º, and a time per step of 353 s. The chemical state analysis 

of the MnxOy coating was performed using X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) 

using an X-ray photoelectron spectrometer (PHOIBOS 150, Specs, Germany). The 

average Mn valence state was determined by measuring the Mn 3s doublet peak 

separation as this method was reported to be more reliable compared to the analysis of 

Mn 2p peaks [42]. The values of Mn 3s doublet peak splitting for different average 
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valence states of Mn  reported in the literature include 4.5, 5.2, 5.4, and 5.8 eV for MnO2 

(Mn I), Mn2O3 (Mn III), Mn3O4 (Mn II, Mn III), and MnO (Mn II), respectively [42-44]. 

The detected O1s peaks were also deconvoluted and quantified to gain insight into the 

behavior of oxygen containing surface groups at different pH. The lowest energy peak 

(i.e., ∿529.6 eV) is a typical response for oxygen in a transition metal oxide [45, 46]. The 

peak, observed at a higher binding energy (i.e., ∿530.9 eV) is commonly attributed to the 

surface bound species such as oxygen in hydroxides [45, 46]. Finally, the peaks observed 

in the range between 532.5 and 535.5 eV typically represent weakly adsorbed oxygen 

species [46]. 

The electroactive surface area of the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy electrodes was estimated by 

measuring the double layer capacitance (Cdl) observed during the cyclic voltammetry 

(CV) measurement in the 0.1 M NaNO3. The scans were performed over a potential range 

of 0.4 – 1 V/SHE using scan rates between 30 and 2 mV s-1. Values for Cdl were 

determined by plotting the linear regression of the current versus the scan rate, according 

to the following equation: 

𝐼𝑎−𝐼𝑐

2
= 𝐶𝑑𝑙𝜈                                                            (eq. 1) 

where Ia and Ic are the anodic and the cathodic currents observed in the forward and 

reversed scans (mA), respectively, and ν is the applied scan rate (mV s-1). The 

electroactive surface area was then determined by dividing the capacitance by 60 mF cm-

2, which is considered as a standard value for the metal oxide based systems [47]. 

 

2.3 Sulfide removal tests 

Electrochemical experiments were performed in an air-tight sealed non-divided 

electrochemical cell (100 mL). The synthesized Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy material was used as 
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an anode, while Ag/AgCl (3M KCl) and Ti mesh (DeNora, Italy) served as the reference 

and counter electrodes, respectively.  Electrochemical cells were sealed, and the 

headspace was under gentle nitrogen purge during the experiments to prevent the 

intrusion of oxygen and thus loss of sulfide to its oxidation to sulfate. The impact of 

potential on the sulfide removal was investigated by performing the experiments in the 

OC and at 0.4 V, 0.6 V or 0.8 V/SHE, using a deoxygenated 2.6 mM NaNO3 as supporting 

electrolyte, with 2 mM Na2S at pH 12. The diluted supporting electrolyte solution (3.2 

mS cm-1) was purposely selected to simulate the conductivity of the real sewage (0.9-9 

mS cm-1) [48], as low ionic conductivity of real contaminated water is a limiting factor in 

electrochemical treatment systems. The impact of the initial sulfide concentration on the 

reaction kinetics was evaluated at 0.8 V/SHE by amending the supporting electrolyte with 

0.9 mM, 2 mM or 3.2 mM of sulfide. All of the above-mentioned experiments were 

performed at the initial pH 12. To investigate the impact of pH, experiments were 

performed at the initial pH 8 in 2.6 mM NaNO3 and 2 mM of Na2S. As previously 

reported, lower initial pH of the solution has a minor effect on the reaction rate of sulfide 

oxidation with manganese oxides as it is typically followed by the rapid pH increase [49]. 

Therefore, determination of the pH impact on the oxidation rate required continuous 

addition of 0.1 M HNO3 acid to the electrolyte. To investigate the performance of the 

Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy electrodes for sulfide removal in environmentally relevant 

conditions, experiments were carried out in real sewage that was filtered, deoxygenated 

and amended with 2 mM of sulfide..  All experiments were performed in duplicate, and 

values are expressed as mean with their standard errors. 

The energy consumption was calculated as electric energy per order (Wh L-1), required 

to reduce the concentration of sulfide by one order of magnitude in a unit volume of the 

treated solution according to the following equation:  
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𝐸𝐸𝑂 =
𝑉∙𝐼∙𝑡

v ∙log (
𝐶0
𝐶

)
                                                       (eq. 2) 

where V is cell voltage (V), I is measured current (A), v is the cell volume (L), C0 and C 

are the initial and final concentration of sulfide, and t is the electrolysis time (h). 

2.4 Sample analysis 

The stability of the MnxOy coating was evaluated by measuring the concentration of the 

total dissolved manganese in both the NaNO3 supporting electrolyte and sewage 

experiments. The measurement was performed with inductively coupled plasma-optical 

emission spectrometry (ICP-OES) (Agilent 5100, Agilent Technologies, US). The 

concentration of the dissolved sulfur species (i.e., HS−, S2O3
2−, SO4

2−) was measured by 

ion chromatography (IC, Dionex IC5000 (Dionex, USA). The experiments were 

performed in duplicates, the mean sulfide concentrations were normalized against the 

initial values and fitted to the first-order kinetics model with R2≥0.99. In order to compare 

sulfide oxidation kinetics observed using MnxOy based electrodes with different 

substrates (i.e., Ti/TiO2 NTA and GF), the reaction rate was normalized to the geometric 

surface area.   

The existing methods for S0 measurement usually require a pre-concentration or 

extraction step with organic solvents [50, 51]. However, such step would be difficult to 

perform in this study because of different forms of the produced elemental sulfur (i.e., 

deposited at the electrode surface, and colloidal). Moreover, exposure of the Ti/TiO2 

NTA-MnxOy electrodes to organic solvents can affect catalytic properties and the 

subsequent performance of the coating. Thus, elemental sulfur was determined as the 

difference between the total sulfide added and the measured dissolved sulfur species. The 

ratio of the resulting elemental sulfur to sulfide removed during the experiment was 

considered as sulfur yield.  
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Results and Discussion 

 

3.1 Characterization of the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy electrodes 

The anodization method employed resulted in uniform and well-aligned alignedTiO2 

NTAs, with outer average diameters of 80–100 nm, wall thickness of 7-10 nm and the 

average length of about 1 μm (Figure S1). The cross-section of the TiO2 NTA substrate 

after the coating with MnxOy (Figure 1a) shows that anodic electrodeposition does not 

lead to any visible change in NTA morphology. The XRD patterns  demonstrate that the 

NTA interlayer consists of pure tetragonal anatase phase, which is typically observed at 

the TiO2 NTA after calcination at 400 ᵒC (Figure S2) [52]. The diffraction peaks of the 

NTA-MnxOy have a similar position compared to the non-coated NTAs, which further 

confirms that the TiO2 NTA structure was not affected by the electrodeposition process. 

Though demonstrating strong signal typical for Ti and TiO2, the XRD diffraction pattern 

of the coated samples both with and without calcination showed no peaks characteristic 

for the MnxOy crystalline phase. The absence of the MnxOy signal in the XRD patterns 

was likely caused by overlapping of the substrate and the MnxOy peaks or by insufficient 

crystallinity of the MnxOy coating [53]. The presence of MnxOy was confirmed by the 

XPS analysis, as explained further in the text. 

 

The anodic electrodeposition results in the penetration of MnxOy inside the NTAs (Figure 

1a), followed by the formation of a uniform MnxOy layer with the approximate thickness 

of 100 nm on the top of the NTAs. The top view of the MnxOy coatings synthesized at 

0.05 M and 0.5 M H2SO4 concentration reveals visibly distinct MnxOy morphology. 

Lower acidity of the precursor solution yields smooth MnxOy coating (Figure 1b), while 

high acid concentration leads to formation of the coating with rod-like morphology 
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(Figure 1c). Shaker et al previously demonstrated that pH is the crucial parameter that 

can affect the structure, composition, and the morphology of the electrodeposited MnxOy 

coating [54].  
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Figure 1. FESEM images of the cross section of self-organized TiO2 nanotube array 

(NTA) filled with MnxOy: a) top view of TiO2 NTA coated with the MnxOy using 

precursor solution containing 0.1 M MnSO4 and b) 0.05 M H2SO4, c) 0.5 M H2SO4, d) 

0.5 M H2SO4 followed by the calcination at 500 ᵒC. 

 

The difference in the pH of the deposition baths (e.g.,  pH 1.5 for 0.05 M H2SO4 and pH 

0.5 for 0.5 M H2SO4) had a significant effect on the MnxOy coating morphology, as 

strongly acidic solution enhance the dissolution rate of the MnxOy and lead to the 
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formation of a thinner coating with rod-like morphology [55]. The morphological 

difference of the two coatings may also result from the higher ionic conductivity of the 

strongly acidic bath (i.e., 179.3 mS cm-1 for 0.5 M H2SO4, vs 24.5 mS cm-1 for 0.05 M 

H2SO4), which leads to higher current during the anodic deposition of the MnxOy, and 

thus significantly reduced deposition time (i.e., 42 s) compared to the less acidic bath 

(i.e., 74 s) (Figure S3). As was demonstrated in our previous study [38], prolonged 

electrodeposition leads to the smoother MnxOy coating surface as nanorods, formed upon 

initial nucleation, continue to grow in all directions and finally merge into adjacent 

growth centers. The smooth MnxOy coating is typically characterized by the low specific 

surface area due to the lack of relief in its structure. In addition to the electrodeposition 

bath acidity, subsequent calcination of the Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnxOy had a significant impact 

on the material morphology, transforming the nanorods into needle like structures with 

more compact grains (Figure 1d).  

 

The composition of the MnxOy coating was investigated using the XPS analysis. The 

doublet peak splitting values reported in Table 1 for the non-calcinated samples are 

typical for MnO2 (Mn IV). This valence state is common for the MnxOy coatings 

synthesized via the anodic electrodeposition pathway in strong acidic media, that occurs 

through the following reaction [56]:  

Mn2++2H2O→MnO2+4H++2e-                                          (eq. 3) 

The doublet peak separation in the samples subjected to the calcination widened, which 

indicates the conversion of MnO2 (Mn IV) into Mn2O3 (Mn III) (Table 1, Figure S4). 

This phase transformation was reported to occur at 500ºC because of the desorption of 

the lattice oxygen and thermal decomposition according to the following pathway [57, 

58]: 
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4MnO2→2Mn2O3+ O2                                                     (eq. 4) 

The impact of the NTA interlayer on the MnxOy coating morphology or composition 

could not be investigated because the MnxOy coating could not be deposited on a plane 

Ti plate in any of the investigated deposition conditions. Linear sweep voltammetry 

performed at the TiO2 NTA indicates the clear peak at 1.7 V/SHE, which was attributed 

to the Mn2+ oxidation to MnO2, while bare Ti plate yields very low current with absence 

of any distinguishable peaks (Figure S5). As can be seen from Figure S6, the resistance 

of the Ti plate is significantly higher compared to the anodized substrate with the TiO2 

NTAs. Therefore, limited charge transfer at the bare Ti substrate obstructed the nucleation 

and subsequent formation of the MnxOy coating, which was only possible on the highly 

conductive TiO2 NTA interlayer. 

 

3.2 Activity of the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy electrodes towards sulfide oxidation  

All of the synthesized MnxOy-coated electrodes, polarized at 0.8 V/SHE, caused a rapid 

sulfide decrease by 90 % within 3 h (Figure 2). The main reaction product was elemental 

sulfur, with 94% yield of S0. The produced elemental sulfur was deposited at the electrode 

surface, forming a loosely packed visible layer (S8 dep) (Figure S7a). According to Luo 

et al., simultaneous participation of oxygen and manganese oxide in sulfide oxidation 

favors the formation of thiosulfate over elemental sulfur or sulfate [49]. Therefore, slight 

increase of S2O3
2- concentrations (i.e., 0.1 mM or 6% of sulfide removed), observed in 

all performed experiments was a consequence of the presence of trace amounts of 

dissolved oxygen in the supporting electrolyte solution. Though several studies assumed 

that polysulfide is an important intermediate of sulfide oxidation with Mn oxides at basic 

pH, the solution stayed colorless throughout the experiment indicating the absence of 

polysulfide formation [59, 60].  
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The Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 synthesized using lower acid concentration in the 

electrodeposition (i.e., 0.05 M H2SO4) performed slightly worse compared to the material 

synthesized in the presence of 0.5 M H2SO4 (i.e., 0.76±0.09 h-1 and 0.98±0.1 h-1, 

respectively) (Figure 2). Smooth coating with little relief observed in the SEM images is 

typically associated with the lower active surface area and leads to a decreased catalytic 

activity [38]. Indeed, the electrochemically active surface area of the electrodes 

synthesized at higher acid concentration (i.e., 0.5 M H2SO4) was estimated at 408 cm2, 

while lower acid concentration yielded material with slightly lower active surface are 

(i.e., 362 cm2) (Figure S8). Thus, the Ti/TiO2 NTA – MnO2 electrode synthesized using 

0.5 M H2SO4 was selected for further experiments. 
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Figure 2. Decrease in the HS− concentration (C) normalized to the initial value (C0) 

during the sulfide removal experiment at 0.8 V/SHE applied to the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy 

electrodes. 
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Catalytic oxidation of sulfide is initiated with the adsorption of HS- onto the MnxOy 

catalyst surface, followed by the formation of a surface complex, which is then oxidized 

to zero valent sulfur [60]: 

MnIV+HS
-⇌ MnIVS

-
+ H2O                                                    (eq. 5)   

MnIVS
-
→ MnIIIS                                                              (eq. 6) 

MnIIIS→ MnIIS                                                               (eq. 7) 

MnIIS→ MnII+S
0
                                                             (eq. 8) 

The electron transfer from Mn(IV) to sulfide occurs in two consecutive steps and involves 

the formation of the Mn(III) surface complex as a reaction intermediate. Being the 

intermediate, Mn(III) itself is capable of rapid catalytic oxidation of sulfide [61]. 

Although in the case of Mn(IV) the reaction mechanism requires one additional step, the 

transition between the surface complexes is so rapid that it does not significantly affect 

the removal rates, as evidenced from the results obtained with the non-calcined MnO2 

and calcined Mn2O3 coatings (i.e., 0.98±0.1 h-1  and 0.83±0.01 h-1 for Mn(IV) and 

Mn(III), respectively) (Figure 2).  

 

3.2.1 Impact of the applied anode potential 

The impact of the anode potential on sulfide oxidation was investigated by performing 

the experiments in the OC and at 0.4 V, 0.6, 0.8 V/SHE. As can be seen from Figure 3a, 

in the absence of any applied potential, the Ti/TiO2 NTA–MnO2 electrodes lead to a rapid 

drop in sulfide concentration by 40% within 30 min. Oxidation of sulfide occurs 

simultaneously with the reduction of the MnO2 coating, which leads to the production of 

Mn(II) and its subsequent release into the electrolyte in the form of Mn2+ : 

MnII→ Mn2+
aq+new surface site                                         (eq. 9) 
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Figure 3. Decrease in the HS− concentration (C) normalized to the initial value (C0) in 

the: a) open circuit (OC) or electrochemical sulfide removal experiments performed at 

various potentials, b) electrochemical experiments performed at 0.8 V/SHE, using 

various initial sulfide concentrations, c) electrochemical experiments performed at 0.8 V 

in 3 mM NaNO3 supporting electrolyte amended with 2 mM of HS− at pH 8 and pH 12. 
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After this initial drop, sulfide concentration remained constant, indicating a complete 

depletion of the MnO2 catalyst (Figure 3a). Complete dissolution of the coating was also 

confirmed by ICP-OES analysis of the supporting electrolyte, which detected substantial 

increase of total dissolved manganese concentration at the end of the experiment (Table 

S1). The measured amount of the dissolved manganese (15.03 mg L-1 in 100 mL, i.e., 

1.503 mg) is slightly lower than the theoretical weight of the electrodeposited MnO2 film, 

calculated according to the Faraday’s law (i.e., 1.803 mg). 

Polarization of the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 electrodes at the anodic potential as low as 0.4 

V/SHE drastically minimized the loss of the MnO2 catalyst. The amount of total dissolved 

manganese detected in the electrolyte (i.e., 0.07 mg) represented only 3.8% of the 

theoretical coating weight. The coating stabilization was achieved by recovering the 

reduced Mn(II) back to its initial oxidation state with the application of potential. The Mn 

3s doublet peak separation in the samples after the sulfide removal experiments was equal 

to the pristine TiO2 NTA-MnO2 sample (Table 2). However, such stabilization could not 

be achieved without an appropriate substrate such as TiO2 NTA. The TiO2 nanostructures 

not only improve the mechanical stability of the coating through better adhesion, but, 

more importantly, promote the charge transfer and enhance the conductivity of the 

electrode [30], which enables a rapid recovery of the Mn catalyst. Rapid restauration of 

the oxidation state of Mn maintained the catalytic activity of the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 

electrode as was indicated by the gradual decrease of sulfide concentration during the 

entire experiment. Further increase of the potential significantly enhanced the sulfide 

oxidation kinetics (i.e., 0.21 ± 0.07 h-1 at 0.4 V/SHE, 0.53 ± 0.1 h-1 at 0.6 V/SHE and 0.98 

± 0.2 h-1 at 0.8 V/SHE) (Table S1). This was a consequence of a faster MnO2 catalyst re-

oxidation at higher potentials as the amount of dissolved Mn was decreased even further 

when potential was increased, with only 0.01 mg of Mn released at 0.8 V/SHE, which 
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represents 0.53% of the theoretical coating weight (Table S1).  In addition, the reaction 

kinetics could also be accelerated though faster direct electrolysis of sulfide (Figure 3a). 

For instance, elemental sulfur can be electrochemically oxidized to sulfate at standard 

redox potential of 0.357 V/SHE, however, no increase of the dissolved sulfur species 

could be detected [20].  

 

3.2.2 Impact of the initial sulfide concentration and pH 

The initial sulfide concentration had a pronounced effect on the sulfide oxidation rate 

(Figure 3b). Lowering the initial sulfide concentration from 2 mM to 0.9 mM did not 

affect the reaction kinetics, as first-order rate constants were the same (i.e., 1.04 ± 0.05 h-

1 and 0.98 ± 0.2 h-1, respectively). Increase in the initial sulfide concentration to 3.9 mM 

led to slower sulfide oxidation kinetics, with rate constants of 0.62 ± 0.1 h-1 (Figure 3b, 

Table S2). Slower removal rates at higher HS- concentration confirms that the reaction 

occurs through the formation of an inner sphere complex with MnO2. The inner sphere 

mechanism is not limited by the mass transfer, instead the rate of the reaction is 

determined by the rate at which HS- ions can form complexes with the MnO2 catalyst 

[62]. As can be seen from Table S2, higher HS- concentration had no negative impact on 

the MnO2 coating stability as the total dissolved manganese detected in the electrolyte 

(i.e., 0.01 mg) represented less than 0.6% of the theoretical weight of the deposited MnO2 

coating.  

 

 At pH 8, sulfide was removed at a higher rate (1.32 ± 0.2 h-1) compared with the pH 12 

experiments (0.98 ± 0.2 h-1) (Figure 3c, Table S3).  The pH-dependence of the sulfide 

oxidation rate further supports an inner-sphere complex formation between HS- and the 

MnO2 coating [60].  
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The catalytic activity and stability of the MnO2 catalysts is generally very sensitive 

towards the pH of the electrolyte [63]. The surface groups of manganese oxides are 

amphoteric, meaning they can function both as an acid and a base [64]. Hence, the catalyst 

surface can undergo protonation and/or deprotonation depending on the value of the pH 

of the solution [65]: 

MnIVOH ↔ MnIVO− + H+        pK1 =8.2                                (eq. 10) 

On the other hand, sulfide speciation is also dependent on the pH as can be seen from the 

sulfide ionization equilibrium [7]: 

H2S(aq) ↔ HS−        pK1 =6.88                                        (eq. 11) 

The formation of a complex is affected by the relative distribution of different sites on 

the manganese oxide surface and of sulfide in the solution [49, 60]. According to Zhu et 

al.,  the pH range between 7 and 8 enables the formation [MnIVOH][HS−] complex, which 

leads to faster sulfide oxidation kinetics compared to [MnIVOH][H2S] and [MnIVO−][HS−] 

[49]. The increase of hydroxide containing surface groups in samples exposed to 

electrolyte at basic pH was also confirmed by the XPS analysis (Table 2, Figure S9). 

Even though the final product of the treatment at both pH 8 and 12 was elemental sulfur, 

at pH 12 sulfur remained adsorbed at the anode surface (S8 dep), while at pH 8 sulfur was 

formed and instantly desorbed from the anode surface and released into the electrolyte 

producing colloidal sulfur particles of ~ 0.2 μm (S8 col) (Figure S10). Adsorption of the 

elemental sulfur to the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 electrode surface at pH 12 was confirmed by 

the recorded SEM and EDX (Figure 4a), as well as XPS analysis (Figure S11). The SEM 

images of the electrode surface after the sulfide removal test at pH 8 demonstrate that the 

MnO2 morphology remained unchanged (Figure 4b). Moreover, neither EDX nor XPS 

detected the presence of sulfur, thus further evidencing that when controlling the 

supporting electrolyte pH at pH 8, the formed elemental sulfur was not electrodeposited 
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but released as S8 col. The difference in the forms of produced sulfur indicates the shift in 

the S8 formation mechanism. As was mentioned in Equation 8, further oxidation of 

surface complexes of sulfide ion and manganese yields zero valent sulfur, S0. At pH 8, 

zero valent sulfur is desorbed from the anode surface and released into the solution, where 

it undergoes further complexation to S8 col [60]. On the contrary, at pH 12, formation of 

elemental sulfur (S8 dep) becomes diffusion controlled and occurs at the electrode surface.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4. FESEM images and EDX spectra of the: a) Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 electrode after 

the electrochemical sulfide removal test performed at pH 12, b) Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 

electrode after the electrochemical sulfide removal test performed at pH 8. 
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Direct electrooxidation of sulfide to elemental sulfur is typically associated with the 

gradual loss of performance, which occurs as a result electrode passivation with the 

isolating layer of elemental sulfur [15, 16, 20]. In electrooxidation at pH 12 in which S8 

dep remained at the anode surface, rapid decrease in sulfide removal rates was observed 

within three consecutive applications, i.e., 0.81±0.03 h-1, 0.41±0.06 h-1, and 0.19±0.08 h-

1 in the first, second and third cycle (Figure 5, Table S4). Moreover, the electrode 

passivation was further supported by the increase in the energy consumption in each 

subsequent cycle (i.e., 0.09 Wh L-1, 0.18 Wh L-1 and 0.79 Wh L-1 in the first, second and 

third application, respectively) (Table S4). Similar passivation with elemental sulfur was 

noted in the repetitive applications of the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 anode in the experiments 

without pH control, as pH was rapidly increased from the initial pH 8 to pH 12 (data not 

shown). On the contrary, when the pH was controlled at pH 8, the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 

electrode demonstrated rapid and robust sulfide removal in the consecutive cycles, with 

unchanged sulfide removal rate constants (i.e., 1.01±0.04 h-1, 0.96±0.06 h-1, and 1.06±0.1 

h-1 in the first, second and third application) and energy consumption (i.e., 0.05 Wh L-1, 

0.044 Wh L-1 and 0.042 Wh L-1 in the first, second and third application, respectively), 

demonstrating that the electrode passivation was effectively avoided (Figure 5, Table 

S4).  

 

3.3  Sulfide oxidation at the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy electrodes in real sewage  

Sulfide removal kinetics in the experiments with real sewage was slightly slower 

(0.69±0.06 h-1) compared to the tests carried out in the NaNO3 supporting electrolyte 

(1.01±0.04 h-1) (Figure 5, Table S4), while the energy consumption of the system 

increased (i.e., 0.05 Wh L-1 and 0.29 Wh L-1 in the supporting NaNO3 electrolyte and in 

real sewage, respectively). This can be explained by the participation of the MnO2 coating 
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in reactions other than sulfide oxidation. A slight decrease (i.e., 8% removal) in chemical 

oxygen demand (COD) of was observed at the end of the experiments, indicating a partial 

oxidation of the organic matter by the MnO2 coating. Nevertheless, sulfide was still 

completely removed within 3 h, indicating high selectivity of TiO2 NTA-MnO2 electrode 

even in the case of complex matrix such as real sewage. Moreover, phosphate, typically 

present in wastewater, can block the MnO2 surface sites available for the reaction with 

sulfide and inhibit sulfide removal [66]. The competition between sulfide and phosphate 

for the MnO2 sites were further confirmed by the slight decrease of phosphate 

concentration (i.e., from 0.08 mM to 0.04 mM). Notwithstanding the presence of organics 

and inorganics in real sewage that are known to react with the Mn-oxide [67, 68] and can 

cause reductive dissolution of the MnO2 coating, the electrodes remained stable and no 

release of Mn2+ ions was detected in the ICP-OES analyses.   
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Figure 5. Observed first-order sulfide removal rates (h-1) at the Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnxOy 

electrodes applied over three subsequent cycles in synthetic electrolyte containing 3 mM 

NaNO3 and 2 mM of HS−, at pH 12 and pH 8, and in the real sewage at pH 8. 
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Given that the buffering capacity of the real sewage avoided an increase in pH during the 

experiment and maintained it at pH 8, the formation of elemental sulfur proceeded in the 

same manner as in the experiments performed using NaNO3 electrolyte at pH 8. The final 

product of the sulfide oxidation in real swage was zero valent sulfur, that underwent 

complexation to S8 col in the bulk of the electrolyte. Thus, the passivation of the anode 

surface with elemental sulfur was completely avoided, and there was no decrease in the 

sulfide removal rates in subsequent applications (i.e., 0.69±0.06 h-1, 0.70±0.065 h-1, 

0.69±0.09 h-1 in the first, second and third cycle) and the energy consumption of the 

system remained constant (i.e., 0.29 Wh L-1, 0.26 Wh L-1, 0.31 Wh L-1  in the first, second 

and third cycle) (Figure 5, Table S4). 

 

The deposition of sulfur at the electrode surface might be considered beneficial for 

application in sewer systems as it enables complete separation of sulfur from the stream, 

thus, avoiding the problems with sulfide reformation [13]. Moreover, direct oxidation of 

sulfide to sulfur requires low energy input, especially compared to the indirect sulfide 

oxidation with electrochemically produced oxygen, or via direct electron transfer to 

sulfate [69]. On the other hand, several studies mentioned that the efficiency of direct 

sulfide oxidation is significantly deteriorated in sewage with low sulfur content due to 

mass transfer limitation, which is a major issue considering that average sulfide 

concentration is sewage rarely exceeds 3 mM [18]. Besides, gradual loss of performance 

associated with the sulfur deposition is another important drawback which prevents the 

implementation of this approach in practice [15, 16, 20]. Previously proposed strategies 

aimed at the mitigation of the electrode passivation such as extraction of sulfur with 

organic solvents [70], use of surfactants [71], and cathodic dissolution of the 

electrodeposited sulfur [15, 16] are either incapable of full restauration of sulfide removal 
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capacity, economically unattractive or environmentally hazardous. Hence, switching to 

electrochemical production of colloidal sulfur at low applied potentials can help maintain 

low energy requirements of direct sulfide oxidation to sulfur, while avoiding problems 

with passivation and decreased efficiency in waste streams with low sulfide content. Even 

though colloidal sulfur remains in the stream, it is unlikely to lead to sulfide reformation 

due to its low bioavailability, especially when compared to other dissolved sulfur species 

[72].  

4. Conclusion  

The TiO2 NTA interlayer enabled the electrodeposition of the MnxOy coating by 

significantly increasing the conductivity and specific surface area of the bare Ti plate. 

The electrodeposition of the MnxOy led to filling of the TiO2 nanotubes without damaging 

their morphology. The Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 anode demonstrated excellent catalytic 

activity towards sulfide oxidation, yielding a thirty-fold higher normalized reaction rate 

compared to Mn2O3-coated GF anodes (i.e., 175 x 104 m3 h-1 m-2 and 6 x 104 m3 h-1 m-2  

for Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 and GF-Mn2O3, respectively)  [38]. Oxidation of sulfide on  

MnO2 coating occurred through formation of the inner sphere complex, yielding 

elemental sulfur as the final product.  Coating dissolution, observed in the OC experiment 

due to the MnxOy reduction, was effectively prevented by the continuous recovery of the 

catalyst under low applied potentials. The pH of the electrolyte not only affected the 

reaction kinetics, but also determined the form of the resulting elemental sulfur. At pH 

12, zero valent sulfur remained adsorbed at the anode surface, whereas at pH 8 it was 

desorbed and further complexed to S8, thus avoiding completely the anode passivation. 

The electrochemical production of colloidal sulfur instead of its electrodeposition at the 

anode surface enabled a sustained (electro)catalytic activity of the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 

anode in the subsequent applications in NaNO3 electrolyte at constant pH 8, as well as in 
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the real sewage in which constant pH 8 was maintained by the buffering capacity of 

sewage.  

 

This unprecedented performance of the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnxOy anodes developed in this 

study enabled rapid sulfide oxidation and selectivity towards colloidal sulfur in the 

conditions relevant for sewage treatment and other processes where removal of dissolved 

sulfide is of interest (e.g., sulfide removal from alkaline solutions used in biogas 

scrubbers, at pH 8-9). Continuous electrocatalytic recovery of the coating is of crucial 

importance for reusing a catalyst that would be rapidly depleted in a conventional 

homogeneous catalytic process. Electrocatalytic sulfide removal using Ti/TiO2NTA-

MnxOy anodes overcomes two major limitations of conventional direct electrochemical 

sulfide oxidation - low efficiency for diluted sulfide solutions, and electrode passivation 

with sulfur, while maintaining low energy input requirements (0.29 Wh L-1). Taking into 

consideration the easiness of the electrode synthesis procedure, low cost of the earth-

abundant manganese, low energy consumption, low bioavailability of electrochemically 

produced sulfur, modularity and possibility of automated, remote operation of the 

electrooxidation of sulfide at Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 electrodes, the proposed approach can 

potentially become a game-changing technology of sulfide control in sewer systems and 

other applications.  
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Figure S1. Top view and the cross section of the self-organized TiO2 nanotube 12 

interlayer. 13 
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 17 

Figure S2. The XRD patterns of the: a) Ti plate, b) Ti plate with TiO2 NTA interlayer, 18 

c) TiO2 NTA coated with MnxOy in the presence of 0.5 M H2SO4, d) TiO2 NTA coated 19 
with MnxOy under high acid concentration (e.g 0.5 M H2SO4), followed by the 20 
calcination step. 21 
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 9 

Figure S3. Chronoamperometries obtained during the MnxOy electrodeposition 10 

procedure performed in the electrolyte containing 0.1 M MnSO4 and 0.05 M H2SO4 or 11 
0.5 M H2SO4. 12 
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Figure S4. High resolution Mn3s XPS spectra of the TiO2 NTA coated with MnxOy 25 

synthesized in the precursor solution containing 0.1 M MnSO4 and a) 0.05 M H2SO4, b) 26 
0.5 M H2SO4, and c) 0.5 M H2SO4, followed by the calcination step. 27 
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Figure S5. Linear sweep voltammograms performed using TiO2 NTA in 0.5 M H2SO4 2 

and 0.1 M MnSO4 or 0.1 M NaNO3 and Ti plate in 0.5 M H2SO4 and 0.1 M MnSO4. 3 
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Figure S6. Nyquist plots of the EIS measurements at 3.2 V of Ti plate and Ti plate with 17 

TiO2 NTA interlayer. 18 
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Figure S7. Images of the: a) Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 electrode after the electrochemical 3 

sulfide removal test performed at pH 12, b) colloidal sulfur solution produced during 4 
electrochemical sulfide removal using the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnxOy electrodes at pH 8. 5 
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Figure S8. Determination of the double-layer capacitance at scan rates between 30 and 2 13 
mV s-1 by performing CV in 0.1 M NaNO3 electrolyte. The plots of charging currents 14 

versus the scan rates of the: a) Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 electrodes synthesized in the presence 15 
of 0.5 M H2SO4, b) Ti/TiO2 NTA-MnO2 electrodes synthesized in the presence of 0.05 16 

M H2SO4. 17 
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Figure S9. O 1s photoelectron spectra for a) Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnO2 sample prior to the 5 

sulfide removal test at pH 8, b) Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnO2 sample after the sulfide removal 6 

test at pH 8, c) Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnO2 sample prior to the sulfide removal test at pH 12, d) 7 

Ti/TiO2 NTA/MnO2 sample after the sulfide removal test at pH 12. 8 
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Figure S10. Microscopic image of the sulfur particles produced during electrochemical 16 

sulfide removal using Ti/TiO2NTA-MnxOy electrodes at pH 8. 17 
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Figure S11. High resolution S2p XPS spectra of the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnxOy electrode 3 
after the electrochemical sulfide removal test performed at pH 12. 4 
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Table S1. First-order sulfide removal rates (h-1) and the total dissolved manganese 1 
measured in the open circuit experiments, and in the chronoamperometric experiments at 2 
0.4 - 0.8 V/SHE applied to the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 anode using 2.6 mM NaNO3 and 2 3 

mM HS− containing electrolyte at pH 12. 4 

 5 

 6 

 7 

 8 

Table S2. First-order sulfide removal rates (h-1) and the total dissolved manganese 9 
measured in the chronoamperometric experiments at 0.8 V/SHE applied to the 10 
Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 anode using 2.6 mM NaNO3 and 0.9 – 3.2 mM HS− containing 11 
electrolyte at pH 12. 12 

 13 

 14 
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 17 

 18 

Table S3. First-order sulfide removal rates (h-1) and the total dissolved manganese in the 19 

chronoamperometric experiments at 0.8 V/SHE applied to the TI/TiO2NTA-MnO2 anode 20 
using 2.6 mM NaNO3 and 2 mM HS− containing electrolyte at pH 8 and pH 12. 21 

  22 

 23 

 24 

 25 

 26 

  27 

 28 

 29 

  30 

 
First order 

removal rate,  h-1  

Total dissolved 

Mn, mg/L  

OC 0.13±0.01 15.03 

at 0.4 V 0.21±0.07 0.7 

at 0.6 V 0.52±0.1 0.18 

at 0.8 V 0.98±0.2 0.08 

 
First order 

removal rate,  h-1  

Total dissolved 

Mn, mg/L 

at 0.9 mM 1.04±0.05 0.138 

at 2 mM 0.98±0.2 0.08 

at 3.2 mM 0.62±0.1 0.196 

 
First order 

removal rate,  h-1  

Total dissolved 

Mn, mg/L 

at pH 8 1.32±0.2 0.114 

at pH 12 0.98±0.2 0.08 
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Table S4. First-order sulfide removal rates (h-1) in the repeated chronoamperometric experiments at 0.8 V/SHE applied to the Ti/TiO2NTA-MnO2 1 

anode using a) 2.6 mM NaNO3 and 2 mM HS− containing electrolyte at pH 12, b) 2.6 mM NaNO3 and 2 mM HS− containing electrolyte at pH 8, 2 
c) real sewage amended with 2 mM HS− containing electrolyte at pH 8.  3 
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 9 

 10 

 

First order 

removal rate (a),  

h-1  

Eeo (a), 

W h L-1 

First order 

removal rate (b),  

h-1 

Eeo (b), 

W h L-1 

First order 

removal rate (c),  

h-1 

Eeo (c), 

W h L-1 

1st application 0.81±0.03 0.09 1.01±0.04 0.54 0.68±0.06 0.29 

2nd application 0.41±0.06 0.18 0.96±0.06 0.44 0.7±0.065 0.26 

3d application  0.19±0.08 0.79 1.06±0.1 0.42 0.69±0.09 0.31 


