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New methods for the determination of redox
functional groups in humic substances

ZHANG Xue DING Xin YANG Zhen JIANG Jie™"

(College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing, 100083, China)

Abstract; Humic substances (HS) are redox active organic matters which are mainly composed of
carbon, hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen and other elements. Reducing capacities of HS relate to the type
and number of redox functional groups. HS contain abundant functional groups including phenol and
carboxyl groups. Quinone moieties are generally considered as the most important redox functional
groups. This study attempts to illustrate chemical, electrochemical and microbial methods to quantify
the redox characteristics of humic substances, and combine spectroscopic techniques ( three-
dimensional extraction-emission matrix technique, Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy, nuclear
magnetic resonance, electron spin resonance ) to characterize the redox functional groups. The
combination helps to better understand the composition of redox functional groups and the reducing
capacities of HS.
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HAEJE A HE YY) & AR E AR, TR 5 Y i R AL S R e A

JEgFE T i R BT R, AP A DR IR IR Z IS Y. B AT H B R
SR 42 B A R AR, B R 285 FIUR T RE 0, BE 5 IR B th A ALTS e 6 R B 15 5 W)
S AL A ORI A 45 4 EL 4R T%ﬁiﬁ?"ﬁ R = 45— 1. Stevenson > IA Ay 5 1 J 5t
JREALIA R ) B e F A F5 3 2L (COOH) | iy #2 2 ( Phenolic OH) | A it ( Quinone ) | 2R
(Hydroxy quinone) 552 3% ( Alcoholic OH) %%.Scott & SRR IA N (R ) TR 2 8 i o v e o Y AR AL R
J?Eﬁﬁ. H T, BIFE N 51 B0 A2 5 12 FARUAE ) 0 01 90 D B o AP i R v PR 5B 2 D'

TV A P AR 2 A S BB R AT ) S SR B AT B B A Ay v A Y e A

Eﬂ‘ﬂ%ﬂ: PR, 5 N0 YA TR -3 T e 0] R VI AR 5G4 THT b, 1 fige JE8 91 0 I R AT A e 2K
ST RESE R N AR 8 5 45 175 G ) 2 (8] ) B S AL 1 e | 08 T 92 e XA ML AR BE 5 e i e A S &R
Gy SOREAT A Y T

AR SRR 52 50 28 At 5 12 5 0GR (AN =4E9O0eE ik (LLAMGIE I ARSI G IS R R L - e
PRI ) MAZEG AT DA AR 58 5T 48U AR SR RE T, 3 X0 i B o 4Rk 340 5 1 g AT R 2 1tk A 7 A
Xof SERE AR RS AT T Stk O B 5T 1 AR A A T RE TR A A I R 1

1 {£=7Fi% (Chemical methods)
8 5 A A R T A A R R AT 5 N B e rL A b ad TRk (R A AR 5 At
IR IR SN ) S5 D7 VR AE T R B8 B i F 54 A5 18 1 DL R AIE I B RE AT 1Y 5 1
Ritchie Fl Perdue' ' 31 BV i 52 i A0 T 14 b o JE5 28055 B B 1T 00 25 2, 465 SR R W R 5 A iy 6 3
S AR TR R M T R SR BN B Y B i — R U, R B ST O B
TR E B R >/KIRE B R >Suwannee 1] IR A WL (NOM ) > 7K IR 1 AR > [ VR A B8 11 & B 158 RN 5H 55 iR
iy 35 B B FEAR AR IR] , (ELKAARE S o 0 3 5 ) LU R R 73 B Chen 2618 T R, Z 18 = 5 19 NOM
Wy ik EAL G F & 4 50 TSR 1Y 3R S2 Be 07, 3R WA 2 02 R AR A DL 32 2 4 AL i e 1 e 1A
Zz—.
Nopawan FI Nanny'*' 38 izt Pd-H, i U SE 50 4k T 15 A P 65 98 5 (B 5 SA AR 7N i HLIRR ) LA I 2 il
FKEAREY (B 1) PR RE S (ECC) I 768 78 BB AL & Wy i o8 (i Ll 420 1 2 Fhogi s Ay
5K, — PR ARRRE EAIR [ B AT (NQ) |, ) — Pl R FR IS EUAIR i B A, b 38— o3 B it i
FRIERIBRIELE 1 (Q, ) AL TCHUC EE R T I fa 7 JE AT Y IR IS 2544 (Q, ) . 550 & L, AR PR IS S 1k 30 Jist & A1
(NQ) /Y EEC 24 /i Sl TS BE 11 219%—56% , i % T Q, 5 Q, 3K i3, Hxﬁﬁtuﬁmﬁl ECC AN[H].
R AN s TR AE A B T R A TR B9 B BE AT, Horp — B85 BB A1 1T g AR BR A 454 X 3R B, )
FRZ 51 %?ﬁ@ﬁﬁrﬁﬁ?Tﬁﬁﬁ/ﬂ*@w H HH%E’JM%' Hh i TU&.JiEﬁﬁfLﬁﬁ&;’:f)u

anthraquinone-2,6- dlhydroxy(AQDS) anthraquinone-2,6-dihydroxy(AQOH) anthraqumone 2,6-dihydroxy(AQC)

@ i

1,4- naphtmqumone(l JANQ) juglone lawsone plumba},m 1,4-naphthoquinone-2-sulfonic acid

(NQS)
B ERSEA L

Fig.1 Chemical structures of model quinone compounds'"*
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ZEARGENME TSRS 3 MO UL AL (E,) B8 Y QK™ R REEke) 1L
AR JUSRE AT TR B B 43 1 AR T E RE W B o3 A AL S B 25 SR R B R RS BOR E, (K, =
-620 mV) HJFEA(E, =245 mV) L, SIS ALIE 5L E, 73 oA 5] ik I S SRR TE £, >0 1
OB A AE 5 Bl A B B R A A1, 51 0R 1) S L 2 AN (W) R 28 R it ) S AL D B fig
E, B & In{H.

TR0 T e RV D R 5 A FR R B9 R B S RIE A Lowley 451 1 0 0 4 3 I
FFTE Geobacter metallireducens BEIR 34 Ji J65 i Jot e FLAST AUy QNI 2, 6- —fifi R ( Anthraquinone-2, 6-
disulphonate , AQDS) . [F] /7 Z200F 58 35 s e B 1 303t 101 22 W sl 26 0 B A LA N 0 U6 B8 F - 31 9
JBT, JE B BT 43 52 L TR i, JA — T SR — 203 i 4 T, AT 5 Bl IS AT LB 5t 46 s Ay il
— IR X il b AT K PR R Y5 G i B A AR KSR 1 R B A ANk S S5 1 T
b ek o AL ) 7 FBAVE . Scott 251 5@ 15 Geobacter metallireducens SRS e PR J6 B T Y
TR ™ A T I e i | (A B B e 2 W - RE g Mg | EL I DA BEORR Y H 1 RS2 B ) LK TR
TR 5 X SE A R R W] (4%) TR A2 A o e o 1) AU A D B BB AT 3 D Ak 5 A W) R 3 i g
T T BN Jiang 1> K BLOKCAE 08 B T A D B L T BORN AR 2 A U RS AR ) 1) L TR, 2 SRR
WAL IE T PR B BEHITE L AL2 ~ 418 mV It BER I A i Jit. O ELIdC S SAE 5 5008 R A2 ) 1) i
VEFITE 72 A AT ik S8 A PR T 0 2 R ) Pl i A1 18l ot S 7 56 ST g e R 2 T g AT et ) 2 2
ERE, SOV AT R pH X ) S8 AL A R i K

A=W 7 VA AT LA EE PR 6 5 A5 D T EAT 05, il B A~ D kR D RE AT A 2R L B 5T R W
Shewanella oneidensis MR-1 FJERFEIR 7] GE Y %?f?iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ;ﬂﬁ%ﬁHCymAHMtrAHMtrBHOch/MtrC
—Fe M CymA(—Fh DU ML R AR C)  Merd (J8 T2 18] Py —Ff - 4T R A0 AR C)  MirB
(— MR MLLRIMEER)  OmcA(OME B —Fh-FIMZLR M AR C) M MerC (AME E i) —Fh+
MELRAMIAZR C) 2 TANMARE S B2 (B b B R A (R C AR C 22 FhRBag 1518 1
F14 5 R 1T F) BB, ZE BRI 2 F 3 B g A S e Sl P P

Lies 2 BF58 K IR, CymA FH ZEER 2 2 Shewanella oneidensis MR-1 E 43 A48 S50 4 B b 250 1Y
Bl menF FHE PR (R 5 AR AT DL 3E o i AT B ZR BRI A TR I 3 RN menF 5 DR 2B 1 55 — 1> S5 20
R T BLZR IR0 L ) FO R R TR 2 A T D A 0 ) 0 B v, i 40 e B8 2 B 4, 7 vl T b e v
L BB MR R 2 T WS Y2 1 ( Ubiquinone , UQ) BI4 T Q A1 JLZ5HE ( Menaquinone , MK ) BJ 4 A
R K, “HE WA 2 Fos.

o CH; o
H4CO: H CH;
’ “
H;CO CH; R
0 0

2 RN ILZEER (MK) B9fkapgi i, R OVEUREE
Fig.2 Chemical structures of ubiquinone (UQ) and menaquinone (MK) , where R is substituent

2 3tifik (Spectral analysis)

BEAE e B R T H TR TR 26T HOR AT LL oA B FEL Bt i) 25 46 LA S Hoh i B BB AT, JC 22 41
AJ L W K 3% 925 ( Ultraviolet-visible  spectroscopy, UV-Vis ) | L #b ) ii% ¥ ( Fourier transform infrared
spectroscopy , FTIR) | = #E%5¢ Y. 1% 2: ( Three-dimensional excitation-emission matrix, 3DEEM ) % i L4z ¢
1%7% ( Nuclear magnetic resonance , NMR) 1, F F BEFL PRI 15 25 ( Electron spin resonance , ESR) i B
A TR BRI B R 38 TR AL R RS R A AL A M R A A
2.1 FAh-n] WO vk

X T B J5 4 K R R AT %) 15 B A, — ORI P i et 4 i B AT i B0 E — AN EULA R E KT S
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FA TG RE IR L. 3R 1 S5 T R ot 58 AR IS 6 B 5 B AT 179 DG R 3l o 55 IR SR I e
AJ DT A W RE A A B2 b R 2 Ak S W I A A3 i DR 1, AR TR AR I A B KR 242 nm
(281 nmAl 434 nm HATMRE ) ;1,2-Z50 A9 AE 31 4 250 nm (330 nm 1 405 nm B ATIAE ) |1, 4-Z57R
PRI R A A2 347 nm (390 nm W AT ) I rf 55 (R 2 v DU 3 — B B S#EA TN T 3K
W KA A Y 57— WS A P K B T D i i 2

T TR A ) 17 5 R RE M G R

Table 1 Relationship between the wavelength of UV absorption peaks of humic substance and functional groups®’

K Wavelength/nm B fiE#] Functional groups
200—220 e w78 |
220—240 BAIAR S BUBAR I AR BRI SE 5 F 1) - ™ BRGE
240—270 ZHAR B RIRIE RN S5 () m-mr ™ BRI
270—320 HFBAREEH R I ILEE Y n-m * BRAT
>320 PR EEAG A AR IE AN B IL LS Y n-m * BRAT

H AT AR Assy/Asgsy JE s S E 4o I A (R FE 465 nm ARG ) , — AN E, 5
I ILAHEAR L. OFHER C/H ;@4 C i QX 4 F i ; @55 F C/IRIE C . HI, E, 1
H/INT LS R B 400 o ) 55 AR B R R A8 L TR U AR X 2 S BRI, E s RRAEG , A 557
AL BE B | JURLAR X 201 R )N, 4 by kg 2.2

5 72 B AP R FH 4R AR L IR A Y % 1 X A () B AT R 57 3% 98 U8 B i 7B WL ( Dissolved
organic matter, DOM ) #E47HF5Y , 45 5320 DOM 41 73+ B /K iR 14 2H 43 ( Hydrophobic acids, HOA) | 7K Hf
42 73 ( Hydrophobic neutrals, HON) J5 ¥ I (U CIE i It AL 250 32, H HOASHON. T £ 7K M
2141 ( Hydrophilic matter, HIM ) 757 ¥ I FREBUAC L LB i e Sk 3. 00 37 8 46 ) % B A ok 1) 9% 7 T LA
FH 280 nm Ab 2 AN BE (1 FAF , 26T 76 280 nm FFFSIE B BH G 49 & I 00 3 B S A 5 17 78 95 A 3R
G55

T LU BRbR o KR A SRR ( LHA) AR X8R 0 E E s E s/ E s (H 2 FL LHA I8 JR 25
E o BRASIEA TR X RS A LHA W55 F LAY & & R JEAS &, U T LHA 7 776 H, i85
IR I E AL AW R TR B AR A T L o A S AR O A R AL A AL e A A i
AN B E T LHA 1 & (A A PR 2R | 45 R R IIFE 200—700 nm 78 ] P 348 JER( I A ] 96 i
LHA #5 $5MII, 6B LHA 43 Fh & &8 & 2UE REFU R EE 0, Rt FRAIIRIL 5 A L4 3L
AR RE M.

ST DOM Z5H49 FIE fig B0 AR R RE 7 A DR , AR 52 50 38 0 A IR A 1Y DOM 47 285142 ik
Bl e i MBS R0E 5 T &% —5U K 3 AT LIE 1, DOM 78 190—700 nm {3 Fl N #A 1
SR, BRI DOM 4544 v 8 45 LR SUR 5 4 B AU RE I, At R N 35 A L DU A%

6
PPDOM

% 36 JiE /abs

| )
200 300 400 500 600 700

A/nm

B 3 Pahokee peat DOM( PPDOM ) 7E JFUAS Mk JF 2 T i 4 Mg
Fig.3 UV-Vis spectra of Pahokee peat DOM (PPDOM) in native and reduced state
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DOM I Ji if J 114 58 411 I AT 5 I g K 1) 14 M 22 S 34 R J5 /NS 34 JRE S DOM 7 215—246 nm {5
I 2 A — e BB 507,246 nm A0 08 W W 0g , B B RO 4.7 538 575 DOM 7E 236 nm At
SRR I | H A RWOGAE N 5.1 % HEE SR ET S DOM (1922461 | & BLIA B DOM f5e KW W e 7 &
KA. AN, 7E 190 nm 2 S5 AW 06 315 B PN, 340 D i T W g il 6 32 Bt J8 < 384 s b T #E 190—
215 nmyE Py, 3 B AT S W 2R 22 3R K, I8 ES DOM WGBS 25 T RS T 215 nm 2 5 KK
W T B P, 38 SRR DOM WAL Hh £ 458 S A4 TR . e AR SC A A 2 700 nm 7 BT PR 8% M iy 428 o 10 1<
TR B e R U Ak 25 400 nm Ji FE] PN D A8 I A i 4 R TR A 1T 400—700 nm P JiE A R i iy
L TIRA.

DOM i Ji i Ji5 (0 W AC e 7 8 L0 AN [], L3R 4 ] — 7 & W MO I T2 AR A — 5 22 5. DOM. 3 Ji i /5 Wi
Wl T AR o7 B IR 44 % A 7 Ak BB 255 H, 0 J5L )5 DOM 43 1~ B4 45 4 FIEY B A1 38 & A= T 78 4k
220—240 nm &b 1 I UG 22 B DOM & A5 B AR B RO 110 248 3 5k R 1y ik 45 44 1) ar-m ™ BR AT ; 240—
270 nm Ak (4 e 2 I 75 A7 2 U I R FE R L 250 1) m-m ™ BRAE ST .DOM 7E 240 nm JfF3IT A W e e
AR & A m-m " LI A (5 E ), B mem ™ B BT AR B SR IR GRS A, BCE R R
[ E2 457742 1. DOM 8 H, 38 J5Js Wi i 246 nm 405 7% 2 236 nm, YL FE DOM 8 7 19 i B2 Fp 2R R
FLE5 M B R T AR AR R TS 2 BRI AR R SRS AT Wb, A T — S BRI B U 1) 2R 2 3
DOM #f H, i J5U W I s (g 14 i, AR i - " 89 225X 160 DOM b JR A B oA mr-m ™ FOBT L,
PR T Z RIS R REA. X — 2518 S AN SE G I AS A SR A DOM A Abif IR RE 1 Kk TR Ak
BRI AH— 2L
2.2 LIAMEE

FEA LT A2 Bl RE A 9 SR — ELAL T RWHIR S (RS HAR SR 5 2040 b i 3k 2l At
A Y UL, LM E IR G A LT, 73 b 0 B e T st 2 & AR R sl Wi, AR TR] 9 B e T sk 2
SHW SO RS [ JES A I 21T WS A 37 8 5 B RE T W56 R AN 2 /R Tesar %577 5 Tintner %
KM FTIR SGHEARSE T L K OB 08 A DL 0 B RE A D5 B alil R EE Pk S e 3 | FE T
iR S E R & T AR I SR A FTIR X bR A5 SRR T B O AR 1L T ok 145 5 R
AT RAFE , SEH KBS PR TR Y AE AR T eIt R MR e R4l F R IR AR i 2o 2 0 R =
g2 J22 1X - SRt 43 B U 5, KA 2T AR B 1 4 AR SO H R, RAE T 5 50 o0 T 4540 S 56
SER R IS R LA B BRI T C—O0 I C—C BYiI4E S RS DL 95 ER F ¢ =C 45
WA R IR B oA . 5 250 SR AE T AL Rt i 5 b R MR (AR ARt N TR M K AR K B
M) 17 A o R BCS BORR A T 2L AN S, S 4 SR e AN (] IS O () 21 A RDE B A
— 3, BB R AR TS B BB R AL, (BB RE T i 22 AR KR 8 5 A B S AN fn g, =22
1600 cm ™' FffiIr C =0 WIHZEIRSIFT 2400 em ™ BHLAY C = C AOH4E PR 3h.

R2 TP AN (Y (0 5 B BB i e R

Table 2 Relationship between the wave number of FTIR absorption peaks of humic substance and functional groups'"

WH Wave number/cm™ B REHIRS) Vibration of functional groups
1050 O0—H h4i#iR3h
1250 BB C—O M 4RIRZIA O—H AR IB RS
1400 WAL AP C—O0 BIPRSN, BHE IR SRR 3, C—O BYSHFR P45 IR 3h
1630 F5IHY B AR N | C =C W H 4R A 1 C =0 WRISCRI B Rci %40 B2 n
1710 BREFRILE BRI C =0 Mh45d%3)
2400 C=C W h4EiRs)
3400 (W) F LA 4R R 3h
3000—2800 &N C—H fh4iRzh

2.3 =HEBSOGIE L
FH T T8 B 5 45 4 B A R R AR RN s U A A A R RE A 0 O A R A5 A T BB ARk
3DEEM £ AR J M s 50ER 1) 245 #4) L R L S I i i 4544 B AR AR 55 R A 2. 3DEEM 45 R REAS AR A58 A& i K
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SIS RV IR 5 S5 IR BT A R 5 5, T LK 25 D' 56 JBE 378 DA A - 6 S I B 2 D - 1] 5
T A28 Sk 14 PR, R A S At A3 A 00 TR 0 45 4 LA B HL BT R AT A 28 62 R DOML [ 56 e £vr 8
LA T EE R RS (3R 3).

R 3 ORI AT A LR A9 OGO B 1Y B 45

Table 3 Summary of the fluorescence peak positions of various dissolved organic matter (DOM) in natural environment

DSl R (Ex) /K5t (Em) B REATHE

Fluorophores Maximum Ex/Em/nm Indication of functional groups

‘ 5 e AR B SR = R O R 25
HZE 1 ( Protein-like) Ex:270—280, < 240 Em:300—370 I I RSl VAR U 5 8

TE B 58 T T i S R e i L4042
ZEJEFEER (Humic-like) Ex:300—440,Em: 410—510 (35

5 B GRS 4 A v AR B RR A G T ]
DLIX SR LRV CRAE b 2557 B, 2R AH X
KB LRV R 55 B 42

A BLIX 25 B R (Visible fulvic-like) Ex:310—360, Em:370—450

AKX E IR (UV fulvie-like) Ex:230—270, Em: 410—450

AT 1971 454), Datta 25 20BN T2 7 22 3R BB 78 R A 45 #4175 8. B 9 45 SR I, VA8 8 I
(AR TR AN [F]  (E AT 26 B0 o PSR A —— 55 A R AIE 2 6% . Klapper 2557 &3, & HLRR A0 HEL T4
ZRE ) YR B AR I H 5 AQDS Fil AHDS Y = 4E52 645 B ah & al 1 B R SR A S
AR D285 I 20 Y7 A 94 D DR 22— 8 %) AP S Dt e = T PR - SR (O ) S (7R R
JE4A4F ) .Cory 557 FIF 3DEEM P47 43 H1ik (PARAFAC) MIE T 379 oK ] (i 35 A A DL
SR IN BN PR G I , 430 2SR ZE G & AT ( Quinone-like ) \ZE AR BT & (4 A ( Protein-like , 4%
BCRIRDOC K O BEERVICEER) , B I CRERN B REA A 50% IR 5 & Gk, AT B A
AR B S AN L G AR T BOX BEBR DO K AR AH TR, 5 %2 BUAS TR TR B %) Vs itk A8 BILA) () 245 #
PR ASAA ] Macalady F1 \)Valton-dayL37J FIFHEATHR T2 Ll N 3DEEM 4341 T 54 Fh B SR ALY, &
BLEA DO ER B BEA A 64%—T8% I JEBRISHE AT, BIF (& LBl 5 T Cory %5 5%

FEARAECS S I T S0 2 A 0 A R T I 5 3 4 Y AR, A B L, S D S AR 1) =
LA W 25 7 (R AR (LR R AR . SR AR DOt 0R B I & TR A SRR | U6 W R i1
PRI FRAT RN ar-mr ™ A S T T 110 45 6 72 A X AR (X A R 2 1 T S A3 D ik i g A 1) AR e 1k
EY)) W ERT R 5 S ERGE JFRT IS B PG X e, & B AL AR TR — 8, 3 0 A FH G AL
B I AL U BE TR AL T S

Yang %5 B4 T 15 VR I 5855 A [ S8 Ak 3148 i B 57 2k Ak A 90 ST ) 7525 L TR B H T 85 Tl
A DAV 8 AR T DR A L R R IO /D 3k R R AR 15 Y AR A S AR o AR R
RE A A A2 B, (91 AR 3L 2R SRR T A8 S A 3 S 7 3 5 TR AR , 9 — 2 3DEEM $ AR R T i
o i P AR DA PR ) pR S

B FIRINZAN , A S WESY T 4R 4l DOMH, I8 J5 R 5 B9 = 4566 6i% . A 24 8 57 vk 5 = 4
b e 2] YangL39J —Z bR 11 Elliott Soil 1 Pahokee Peat Soil $241 DOM JRZSANIA RS = 4w
eI 4 s, ©A W5 £, AL 3DEEM X} 4% R 254k & 40 (I B R HBR L 2517 ) L AQDS Al
AHDS ST, B8 T8 G YRR, B ORI K AE 200—250 nm DA K& 330—400 nm {5 FNCEE
TR e WORPARAE 250—330 nm JEEINAER THRAL w-m ™ BOR AR AE 400—450 nm 515 Bl N ik
A n-m L JE A ESDOM 2 Ex/Em H BUE P A0 &, 43 9 270.0/435.0 nm, 2% 658 B 4 34365
310.0/430.0 nm, 7GR 33917 A ESDOM 9 5 ' 135 238 R Y - ™ v i 24 5K AT 19 A8 2 5% i)
ESDOM AL JFRE 1 3 IR AL T H, 38 U5 ESDOM £ Ex/Em HFL7E 255.0/430.0 nm, 5630
JE M 4052;310.0/420.0 nm, 2 JGHEEE A 4320. ESDOM (19346 JR A8 56 6% 2 BRI - * PP iR S S A 2
ESDOM 4 J5 245 1) 32 B AUk J5 B R A1 5 IR 2% ESDOM AR L, iR I K R AR Rl 7%, L2 s BE I o |
X HE: F TR I A R SRS 2 S 300 G BE A BN O 5 B R 5 A SR AS ESDOM. & A B £ )
-
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ESDOM( JFiZs ) ESDOM( i)

450 500 550 600 500 600
Em/nm Em/nm

300 350 400

PPDOM( JEZS ) PPDOM( JEJ5Z )

350

350

300 ! L L 300 | I |

400 450 500 550 600 400 450 500 550 600
Em/nm Em/nm

4 H, BTG SRR AT A EA DL (DOM) 1) =456 1
Fig.4 3DEEM of dissolved organic matter (DOM) extracted from soil before and after H, reduction

JFAS PPDOM %8661 KB Ex/Em B 7E 485.0/550.0 nm, ¢ 638 [ Ky 610.8; 1 H, ik J5 )5
PPDOM £ 5745 3DEEM # KA Ex/Em HPLLE 465.0/535.0 nm , S GHRE K 572.7 X Ui | IR A SR8
PPDOM () = B A A8 J5 B fE A Y 2R n-m ™ 3854 PPDOM 9 fie K & I K MR W5 4%, EL9E i
A X Ul B 28 30 U5 PPDOM He By BE A1 E5CE: R E 81 A T — i B 738 Al A i P 208 D' it 8 kv 29 Y HL
SHMZN mn T B, )RS 1) PPDOM 2G5 EE AR T )5S PPDOM, X ZX K5 7E PPDOM i i o 72 A
Bt - BT L.

2.4 BEHEILIRCIE R E e R I S

Rt TR i 1 VT X i O 1 2 B RN 5 4 AT A AT e 4L S B T R R B T R, R P C
R IR A I T R o o E 80 FBe 2z — ) JE R A CP-MAS”C NMR % &g £ 544 4
SERAT ALHE AR DB (5= 0—45,6 MAFAAIFE ) s B A BRIk (8=45—110) ; 35k (8= 110—160) ; R FE
e/ BRI (5= 160—220) ) S5 St ELA S5 P RFAE 5 0 U5 56, 7776 TR S50l b (4 6 B4 35 A e Fn
F5F O D R RER I v & PRUGE B I B AT TR TR R SR R PR 3 PR WL R IEARE
L R RESCAR R B (B LR A 5T HA 2 R P 22 (8] A A DG 2R T DA i 2 0t 3% 1) 12 P AR A
Tt — .

P A BE PRI O I A P ARG 4 R S T (KRB & B S TR L T ) K
A4 R I H - 1 IR D3 T P T X6 A 5 431 v e 6 D R R 4 T s A g T R B T
H B R EAE R RE A MR IE , 7 A U R A E W F RS e e R RS R
Py B AR . O W58 2 BH 68 5 1) B2 e D el R 7 A e i el 3 A R A I 7 8
P IE I A T B A JRURE 138 KO Jiang %5 A AQDS 7858 S L) K A A LA JEE R W ) Sk R
JEERL AN RO | E— 25 RS B R ) P SR A AR R P A T R VR T R A I SR R e T
S5 H T A BELIR A B I B A AR A B e v A B IR 1) ] ST SR 0 S R Rk 2R
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Z ISR,

3 H{LZEF% (Electrochemical methods)

HL AL 2700 B O B RE AR ST AR B A 9 5 i AR A A2 9T v PPN B 98 3 1) vl T RS 18 0 RN
B RE AT HL AL 2 5 A ARIR PR 221 | AL AR S5 A T B S 1 Ay Ak 2 1 AL RAE
oA AR B SZ AR AR A 27 5 i v ) S A TR B )

3.1 EMR A (Cyclic voltammetry, CV)

Nurmi F1 Tratnyek ™' R FHAGEMR ZEMFFE T NOM Fl 6 R S0 80 Ak A 9 1 A AR 8 SR . 52 06
I Georgetown NOM 745 K it (Wl 5, Jf HERZEHALS Y 5 NOM PEFMR 2 thSIRRALL X 51k
B NOM 24 AR JF0E PEBE AT i W s — 3. BT BT il 62 e ) SR & 1 2 IEAH GG &,
Fimmen 25" i3 B R 208 0, i U BRI R Bl 40 SR VR i B R EL A =1 ML s A 2 1 .
WAL, Wy LB TE A DOM A i vh BT AG I 31 i B 1 B 2 02 DOM 8 AR I s Mk AT e AT b4
BB SRR JE . S LR 3 A4 SR A J 6 5 W B AL, 31X -5 B AT 7 e 0 i S A F 07 ) R B BBUA
5 EALE Y A RIR G Y0 DOM E AR JE P  AE A AR S Al — 2.

3.2 HHEH bR R ( Direct electrochemical reduction, DER)

LI AL 2 A TR DA B B P A 25 T AE L (Working electrode ) , 761H 2 FLAE T, 38 5o A 28 1%
- LA 5 8 0 I ) ) FEL T A% e Kappler 2507 58 i HL K 2234 JFERT L T A A B5ORR /K R ARl
PO P I 5 R T S AR P, 235 SR 3R B R M W SRR I B ) i 22 5 MU IR B o, 3 2% PR Ol 7
My AR & A B W AR SR B BE AT, 5 U SRR 5 A B 2 (R SR I A 3 R BRATE S S8 PR S5 v A7 AR 1Y
SAHRRATS AT W 2 (134 JRURE 7. Aeschbacher 251 SR FH BL422 B AL 43 JRURIAY 3 B 4502 T R el Ak 2 7 6 0
A7 J6 5 o SR A SR S IR 25 SRR I TR AIR Y LHA E, K LHA &8 S bR G v Re A, AT
W A A D S 3 AT, I RN 5T | RO S AR SR A B N, X S ARRTE LHA v BRI &
PIVE R LHA F 25 A s PR B e A A — 3%

3.3 A5 B 2 1 ( Mediated potentiometry, MP)

A5 H B 8 AL HE A 5 1 B AL 2 8 JL ( Mediated electrochemical reduction, MER) F1HL, £k 2% 51k
( Mediated electrochemical oxidation, MEO) , f&48 7EIE E LA T, 18 33 A B T~ 248 AR O [R] 2 0 o2 i % o
FeZ S LTI 25 Bt Aeschbacher %515 38 52 41 5 A 3800 5 v 58 WL P02 D IR B 0% v ot -
P/ 55 30 D AR P 78 T S AR R g W O b S S X — B () el 0 B A
LA BRI B AR S L () Y FEL, HK B & 8 5 BRI Y E, (B SEAIR. B 5 , Aeschbacher %51 ik
W 2,2 - BRA- - (3-C B AR PR -6-T 1R ) — e kh ( ABTS) VBN L F (L8 40 i, 4K 8205 FH CV il MEO 45
A i Al T Rl DRI K A S A 5 A 4 R B L S S 4 SRR T g Bl R B AE B K AR A e it
HLT-AE 0 B0 ELAS L 7-RE 0 B0 55 . LA, TR BRIt 35 A5 R A S B JIOI 1 J AR A RT3 s 252 S )
M AEZE R pH I E JEFEN S BA AE i 5B 0 S & A B UG R M H EA PR r By 5L 2
TR JE BB R NOM. HA I AT ) 80 A e Ak, 3 SR BT 1 Ty o ot = ARk vl 1 R AT A0, Al AT N S 1
SRS SRR oh, 738 0T USSR AR B 1 AR BT 7R R0 T 1) AL e 1k Klapfel 55157 FH A v 34400 52
P T AN R (0 JE AR B 1) L R AR R ), R B B B ) AR R ) S HOS A M R TR AR DG,

4 %58 ( Conclusion)

JEFE R A 52 2% , B RN T P8 0 E R B AR O 2 0Q 1 T L5 & SR, (B0 T 8 9 i
ST A5 5 E e Ak S AR 2= P BT (WA SR e ) ) Z B A B R AT 5 o — 2D . I 0 i A R 1
BB, H o250 R A [ 52 e S8 A e B RE AT Y 431, AP Jist LA i Bl e TS B5CH R AN [R] )
SR JEURE ) /I B R B R A (LS pH 45 ) B B B (JE B BT 43 -1 AN [] ) B9 288 Pt 2 3 U
B0 SAbA JR Y RE AL AR SRt i A28 Ak, DR R4k i B 68 AT R A 9 B 2% I LA AE 1 3 3R B I
S HAL =P A G IR ATRIEXT T 410 T ik F 58 ot i 45 04 B 9052 22 SC e A, E R 4 ot 4 Ak I B g
A0 5 5 AR — R %) Wi g e A DN 7 2 A A — o Y 25 5 e 2 XoF . ST 6 3 0 S A0 4% S A= )
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W AR SR H Ak 253 SR RS HE R B L0 A 1) SR A IR R g, 4D T AR i B 1) S A D
43 A L A8 BT A B AR 437 J B85 1 S A 8 U R B P T D 5 3 AR AL S R (3 ) AT A4
WLT A 3400 em ™ BHEAR I R HL  EEHMEIX 240 em™ B2 AT WLOGIX 280 em ™" (88 M Wi 1R 22 28 142 5 A iy 2L
SER R BRI 3 = DGR I A J 3 R v B R 26 m 29 E BRAT 56 36 AR AE 8 A0 38 I B RE AT 1)
AR5 5 B F eI P AT A LA S R v e A B P 3, BB D R v 9 SR A A R A8 Y 2l
AR R S SN Ty A A R S E R R RE ) SRR R RE A Z R R A T
il SR A AR Dl AR AL 2 A SR 5 40 I SR A 3 D 1 B BB AT 1) kR T T
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