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Soil adsorption behavior of trichloroethylene and its influencing factors

CUI Lili' CHEN Hao"” LI Lei” GUO Yigi' YE Zhengfang®""

(1. College of Energy and Environment Engineeting, Hebei University of Architecture and Engineering, Zhangjiakou,
075000, China; 2. Department of Environmental Science and Engineering,Peking University , The Key of Water and
Sediment Sciences, Ministry of Education, Beijing, 100871, China)

Abstract; Based on static adsorption experiment, the effect factors of trichloroethylene adsorbed by
soil was studied, using of‘the organic matter content was 0.96% of the soil samples and 375 C,
600 °C, sodium hypochlorite and joint oxidation method (600 °C +sodium hypochlorite) treated soil
samples as adsorbent. the /various soil adsorption of TCE adsorption kinetics and adsorption
thermodynamigcs, andsoil organic matter content, soft carbon, hard carbon, minerals, initial
concentration of TCE-and ionic strength on the influence of adsorption were examined. The results
showed that the soil adsorption of TCE was divided into three stages: fast adsorption, slow adsorption
and equilibrium adsorption, and reached the adsorption equilibrium around 30 h, and the adsorption
process was fitted with the pseudo-second-order kinetic equation (R*>98%).The Freundlich model
can well fit the adsorption isothermal curve of TCE in soil (R*>93% ).The adsorption of TCE by soil
was mainly physical adsorption, and the adsorption contribution was mainly hard carbon (>60%).

The increase of TCE concentration could increase the contribution rate of mineral adsorption. The
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increase of ion strength significantly reduced the adsorption of TCE by soil components.

Keywords : trichloroethylene , adsorption, organic matter, minerals, soil.

bifi 5 & [El 28 55 K APk & i | — 54 £ M (trichloroethylene , TCE ) B 75 >R e W AE B AE G I, Jo HAE b
T AT b B RN AB AR TCE B2 9 87 3 A o IRt B A ANAEL 35 25 5 SCHL st Al it
i T HbTE , HE TS e ORI T K IREE. i T TCE W% B /2K Y 1.46 4%, HLZEZK v g BEARAIR, Rtk
TCE J&—Fh A 3508 A E KA. B T TCE (9 s f S BOHAE M T /K haE B A2 BB KRS,
MHETTRR RN K AECHR , B B — A2 075 YL U5, 5 T XK AR 1 s 4952275 G . TCE A S S AR gy iy 44
BTG Y 2 — W PR Bk R EAE A, B A — e B E A AR 1976 4F S5 E %
BRI R st o TCE 1A 129 FhLSEi5 4945 H.

TR R G B R A, A R SRR R L T AR AR . R U IR 2 (H
TR YR AR KA, s E AR W 32 LA LS R S R, R A LT A
AR RN, 432 0 7 ik PN AN 2 %o ot 45 A TR 38 AR 22 1043 28 07 vk 42 1996 4F Weber 4512 ¢y
YR FH 3 35— A5 A 7R 4 %) s i i ™ B | Athofé 38 b A i /KA HL CHOCs ) 4 AR A b
PO e e SR G VB AR R Bk TEAR Gt b A LA S AR P HICAY B BORR (HA) e BLIR (FA) b &,
fiife LA 2540 "B %8 (S AR (HIMD) SRy 32 SRR 43 0T ik A8 01 2% - 338 v oA L) W oE R A S B ) 3 S AHL
U A 2= A - 3 v 2 B8 M ke R — A S [ . 5 I 25 T R P B, 0, 2k B 398 A9« S, 22
FE H,0, B AL A %R BR 1 T A B, Kaiser %% LA 10% HF & BR E (™ ) 56 5. Lin 557 R H
HC Al i dBebe i 2B 1338 vb i o AL RS 43 S e, Y HUS 1 B AP S 30 2R fH 2 H, 0, . 10% HF il
HCL (Y TRPEAR SR, 23 X6F 338 b 1) B A3 i O R R B m 40 58 R e BR ol 1 (8 FH . A B 92 R I #E 5B e v
B BILBTZH 3 7 T, U SRR B AR A ok A B T UK At mT DR I 7 A 38 - S8 s R vh ™ 40y T ) B
1 AE 2006 4FH Elmquist 55 3 HAOFE 375 °C 254 1T DAL B 438 v 4540 R Fa i EARBLAY Jhs | 1
600 °C 254 T AT LA 2B 38 v i SR s A A e 114) S A 21T R A i 25 1. L 1A 2132 A R RN, . B
J& , Accardi-Dey'"” Reddy'""" | Gustafsson' "> SES5 R B 75 , 35945 31 BT SEH RO,

LA B TCE BT 3 BEAE e A LI L A DR R B, 0 W) e — 2 45 140 F X
AR R B B T R 2R A DRI R T e T A A R A R R AT R, R g
TEA AL RN 49 ot 29 TE ) 82 B0 i DX B ] AT, ] i 5 1 i 8 A S AR Wk B o o A e v i BB 3] 1 O¢
AR AE R T e TR AAU AL R SRR S AL TR 3 P (O 4L oA AN TRV R BE A B OR , T AT 2 T3k — b L
IR %) 73, R 5 B BEORIE A0 e FI Rl ) 2850 0 15, SR IR ARROGT 48 v LAt 2 23 i 43 4, 3 = IR AE
T I P4 — > S B ] R

PRI, 4 52 56 R FH e i AR 725 (375 °C,600 °C) DL SR SR A JoT () Uk SR M S A v e b 24 398 3
— 2 T it SRR AN RVZE O3 R A HILST (BRBR AN ERR ) B ) 5T LA B 4 i) PR 20 SRR R =S L I

PR BRR TCE 7E -5 rp iy W S HLER AN S e X 2, A B T 00 EO0 M 1 fif A R 7 L g v A i o

1 SZEG#B5) ( Experimental section)

1.1 SEE K 1 3 KR

MR R [ C R RE THI REEE T SRAERTE 0—20 om, 241 + I R & A TCE KR4+
e i e A ERE A R ASRRT R RS i 20 H 4, FRic o TYLTY 1 A EEAS #RAL PR T DL
2 1AL TCE(BTRLT ) s R RREN (R HAR R ) s hMR (AL st ) 5 s 05 ATl S5
WY (CPARE RN ) R M al 1R 6 FH K kB Atk
1.2 A e il

¥ TCE il i 100 mg- L7 AAH T (ZLR HEER ARV BN KT 0.1% , Dl r=A: 0w ™)) | %
BT U B ke Ak S5 e B A YR R KA R AN [) P e JEE A kg e R
1.3 EFRERHI &

ol SR AL B SR R SCRRAR A A R A B9 IR 6 50 ¢ 2t AL B REE T 100 mlL Ht
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WA SRIX-5-13 BUFAC L sl ep 16 375 °C 2600 TSR TR | L BR 3 A 400 1h A B A9 e AR
ICR TY2 M AR R 5 VETE 600 C450F M ANFAZE AT | LA 2% Bk 3 v i 085 F038 70 B 5k, A7 1o A 21 A9
FERRIC N TY3.

R BAEAH YIRS FLLAE S A
Table 1 Mineral composition and pore size distribution of soil samples

L TH R LB AR LIATR BALIATR

MZ A 1A T ™ /
Byt Specific Total pore Mesopore Micropore iﬂ]?Lﬁ: ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ)‘l}’
Type surface area/ volume/ volume/ volume/ verage ajor mimera
( e gfl ) ( em™ g71 ) ( em™ g71 ) ( o™ gfl ) aperture/nm components/ %
S10, :62.55;A1,04:28.50;
Y1 13.04 0.02076 0.01557 0.00052 4.7748 ’ P

Ca0:6.81;Fe,0,:2.14

YA TRAN A AL L RE S vh SCHRARGE 19 5 2 45 09 17 AR SCR A B O SRR AN B A 25 (AR TR AR K% 50 g
AL PR ) R 10 S HZEHEIE T, A 1 mol - L™ AR SR &0 250 mL, pH=8.0, [&¥# [k = 1:50,
AR IR R # e, T R 25 C PR3 6 h Z )5, Al TDZ5-WS R . ALTE 350001 - min™ T 5.0
30 min. KARIN A LI T 5 ORGSR A FE SRR VR TR AL b 0% S H I 7 i S B 1 0
FH B A B AR R, FR HAS B B HAEAR TR TYA4.

223 600 C 254 T AL FR 5 1Y A FER R SRR A AL B, J7 3 [] b | 35 B A v i i A 0l AR Rt e
AR R0 A HRERRIC R TYS.

1.4 WRZRFSess:

ARSI AE AT LA B R vh B T A5 AN TCE ) A6 BR S50 2H (AN in 338 ) DL & |
A A B B R 25 B RE B ARG AR RRSS 3 R SE B K A T AR AR B — Bl 10—22 ¢ Y.
5 e i) 188 5 R BHE R Rt e AT e B S B iR F A6 °C AT 5550

W B Bl 72 2 BRI 2 g IR ACE] 20 mL TSI, FH P Al SR DU i £ 0 el P I 8 174 0 2 1
S dt ) AP AR E A 15 mg- L7 i TCE VA& 15 mL.1E SHZ-C B A5 iR IR 3% 2% 140 r-min™' 551F
F#EEEY , T 5.30.60.120 180,300,600 120041800 3000 4200 min 43 HUEE W T 3500 r+min™' &
O 10 min, B ROH AR 4/ S E3%- BTk 3G & TCE Ak .

W o 25 M ST« ME B AR HR 2R A B i AR AR S B 4 2 ¢ 7 20 mL TS i, BORR B 4 1Y)
WelE N 1.2.4.5.10.15 mg- L™ B TCEAR 15 mlL, P4 5 DU Fi, 2 45 ok Je B 4 1 e o T 538 T 26 235 6 A
140 v-min™' Z504 T EGHR D R 45 05 BORE 43 #r , A3 7 vk R] 1. TCE W B i Fn & B LA 058

(G, -C)HV
q.=——— (1)

m

c, - C

e

EBRE(%) = x 100% (2)

K, q, = P A ) b IR (mg - L71) 5 € = WM BI 4R AW B (mg - L) 5 €, = W BT Bsf g e
(mg- L") s V=IO R (L) sm =R B (g) .

WL E U 40300 1.2 4 5.10,15,20 .25 mg- L™ % TCE ¥ 15 mL T&A 2 g HIER N
5B VU G, 2 M T 5 B B A3 e TV TR 56 85 B L 7E 140 remin”' S50 T HEATROCIR S . R IR % 45 o s HEA T BURE
ST, AT A B A ik TR L

B PR UK E 35 0.05.0.1.,0.5 mol - L' ) TCE ¥ 15 mL &4 2 ¢ HIEM N RIUK L
o T g o 8 P R 55 %% B, 7 140 v min ™! S F N HEA TR IR S 0 R S 0 6T - S 4 4 e
TCE 5 M A BRI A 7 3R] L.

1.5 Mk

PHS-2F B! pH 1% pH {E; F] F AXTSSupra B X 486 F 8354 (9 [ , Kratos Analytical Lid. )
XF - AE T R A3 I A 5 R ASAP-2020 7 LY 3R 1 AR A2 42 ( Micrometer ) Xif Lt 2% 1 B AL AR 1 T
FESTHT.
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A BT I < AR h AR N R [ [ bR M ( GB7857—1987 ) T 4% FR 4 & fb-A M i #4k I 5
LAY A

FIH Agilent7890-5977A FUMCIHH 45/ S AH 35 - Btk (S 2 TCE 19 & 5. 9% 7 % 09 B bR ke B
1.2 pg-kg™  MAERRAN 4.8 pg-kg™, Se/INHXT I R B F- A 0.2, HAG I 7 3 an . ka4l 4 25 0 . 4 B
Al S AW (L >99.999% ) s WAATEIE 40 °C s WAV 40 mL-min™" ; AW E] 11 min.

SAHETE SR B RS  Agilent 122-1334, JHFEAEALAE : 30 m x250 pm x 1.4 wm, HEFE R
240 °C ; FEIRRHFE FHE 30 °C (1.8 min) —10 °C-min~'—120 °C—15 C-min~'—240 °C (2 min) ; K]
PRI 200 C ,@ﬁaﬁﬁ?blﬁh%S mL+min™ ,ﬁ"?ﬁtt:l : loo,ﬁ%:ﬁ%,ﬁﬁi:l MLTﬂ:ﬁﬁﬁﬁéiﬂﬁ,Tﬂ
FEE R :50—250 u; T2 B TR, 70 eV YRR 12 min.

2 5 R 5178 (Results and discussion)

2.1 HERAHASWE R

L2 90 T AR IR R A pH (E LA HLBT A o ) . i T R I T rh
TR K, B2, Rt A A HL5T & 3R, 2R 2 AT, 600 °C -+ G5 R M 1K A A Ak 1k
(TY5) 5 600 °C =il A A% (TY3) AR A TREN A AT (TY4) A LG, TYS ATRLA sk b I i A HL,
AL A 1) 9 Atk , B AT LATA R TYS v A B . DRI, AR SO%E ke | B itk R 49 5 0 ¥ TCE
BYSEES | FEAE TY1 . TY2 TYS HJEIT.

F2 LHEREAAY pH (LA HUBTAN 1) BT 2H A

Table 2 pH value, organic matter and mineral composition contents of soil samples

B B e R i 2y Wy AP &
Soil type pH* Soft carbon Hard carbon Mineral Organic matter
content/ % content/ % content/ % content/ %
TY1 8.39 0.7 0.26 99.04 0.96
TY2 8.64 0 0.26 99.74 0.26
TY3 10.25 0 0.11 99.89 0.11
TY4 8.52 0 0.25 99.75 0.25
TYS 8.91 0 0 100 o
e, pH EAELRE K = 1:10 4608 FII%E.b. 600 °C +

UCATRENAL BT 1 LR P A LB & /D T 0.019% , % BRI H AE7E AR 22,
-

HESCAE AT D T 0.c. 4RIEPTRE( %) STV | BB B - TY2 A LA B . BRI A7 Bt (%) = TY2 ohAT LR =TS s HLIR
.

Note : a. The pH value was determined under the condition of the soil sample: water=1:10. b. The content of organic matter in the soil sample
treated at 600 °C +sodium hypochlorite is less than 0.01%. Considering the errors in the test, the results are approximately equal to 0. c. Soft carbon
content (% )= organic maiter content.in TY 1-organic matter content in TY2, d. hard carbon content ( % ) = organic matter content in TY2-organic

matter content in TY5.

2.2 TCE BYWRsh F12F 4 1E

T B I TCE BB 3h S i 2 &l 1 s, B 1 R, TCE 78 R HErp 205 7 3 N4 B
b 14 B B« R R o e R B AR B B AE W B IR T 5 b P W B R | R S 3 A
Y 70% 204, Z 5 Bt I B) 3 I, W Bt £ b Al 3R A8 5% 3] 30 b J5 JEAS IR 3 WG B, Rk, S T
TRIE L FE TCE 34 B 58 4 - , BO7E S S RS2 b | BEHR ] 48 h 1 A W JF ik ).

R T RGN BRAHLER , B T E— SR sl Sy S U R sl AR 3 2 A A R RN R N
BEARY T WE BF 20 3 2F A TP 4 FhoOr ARG 2R XS 8N 26 3 PR,

I TCE (945 3 1) 2 G RO S RO K 4 K. i3 4 W10, WE 2080 Jg 2 07 Tk - et fft
TCE WAL RCER TS, RPEITE 0.98 DL _E, o1 8h J1 24 7 B0 i i) e W B & 43 5310 o0 1.398,1.309
0.489 mg-kg ™' 1% 5 SLBRFAF il 1.301,1.241 ,0.448 mg-kg ML
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14 —o— TYI1 —a— TY2 —— TYS
o
I8
]
12F &5
L E‘é - ERTIROR M
= S Adsorption capacity of soft carbon
0rE3
T
[ =9
T 08F - TR R ik
@ . :]Fllﬁl Fﬁfﬁ[ Adsorption capacity of
. quilibrium stage
g R T hard carbon
= 06 F Slow adsorption stage
0.4 /f“—/ P——\F\{
40 Jo R o A
0.2 Adsorption capacity of
minerals Mineral
0 1 " 1 1 1 1 1 I\ 1 " 1 " J
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500
t/min
B 1 TCE Wektfah )i ih 2k
Fig.1 Curves of trichloroethylene adsorption dynamics
F3 BNy
Table 3 Adsorption kinetics, models
UL JrfeRika S
Adsorption kinetic model Equation expression Parameter

HE—2 g )i

In(q. —q,) = Ing, — k¢

@ NP B A SR W R (mg - g1 sk, I — R
A (min™") ;¢ MBFE] (min) .

) ~ t 1 ¢ by N " HOERE R (g (mgemin) ") 5 q, A BLEFA] ¢ (min) B
A b - =
h—sa s o ki 4 TCE A9t (me- ™) s, L

q, N RERFE] ¢ (min) B TCE AW K (mg- g™ ) ;e A1 b K

P 2 2R TR =
- A q, = a+ bl A
R PN B B q, = at kyt'? Iy R FHEE(mg- (gomin'?) ")
R4 I TCE B MR 2l ) 2 A R D5 4G
Table 4 Results of soil adsorption kinetics model for TCE
i GV T =Bz Y RO
Wi o
Pseudo-first-order Pseudo-second-order ) . Intraparticle diffusion
+i# . . . . Elovich equation .
dynamic equation dynamic equation equation
Soil sample / o 7 ™, v,
" " & " T bR o a R
(mgg™")  min”' (mgkg™) (g (mgrmin) ) (mg- (gmin'”?) ")
TY1 1.012 1.8x107% 0927 1.398 2.94x1073 0.993 -0.511 0230 0939 0.037 0.057  0.8%4
Y2 0.941 L7x107%  0.906 1.309 3.38x1073 0.992 -0.478 0.219  0.940 0.035 0.067  0.878
TY5 0.366 LI1x107% 0782 0.489 5.86x1073 0.983 -0.176  0.070  0.892 0.011 0.005  0.868

2.3 TCE 7F 145 v iy W B 45 il 2

ST B i (g, ) FIVREE () Z B S R R 5 Ha i) 4 Fh AR I I 5Y Freundlich , Langmuir |
Tempkin 1 Dubinin—Radushkevich( D-R) & 4#ii& . fi  Microsoft Excel XoF 28 W BB AT T Y i
i LR SRR 25 D R R R B S LA I 0, it B b e ) S R LA AR

4 T B A5 TR A A A (AL G S 400 T4 6 h.H1 3K 6 AT, Tempkin #5 RUR K 2 | Freundlich W fh
PR AR DGR A M fe 5, 3 R B ARG RPMEIIAE 0.93 L B 7 Freundlich B 14 1A 1/n ¥IKF0.5,
LRI L & 253 % TCE (W BT RE 7 48055 2B% T4k TY2, 5 TY1 AHLG, HARZME R %L 1/n 5
N R AE LR B S B B 2 600 °C + U SR #h AR AL 74 A B4R 21 19 A TYS B TCE B, A
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AIARZAE R B 1/n (HZ90 2, 3% R W] TCE MELIW MRS Yy Bakm , ik, 38X TCE f99W Bf =2 LA AL
ik . B UK kI A G S5 e T 3R X TCE W R R B A ML TCE 72 - AE [ i W
g, 5 B WP HA O A EE €, Z A1 R AT Freundlich k5 R4S 45 R AN 2 .

RS OWHAFRLT

Table 5 Adsorption Isotherm equations

% 2 S A T LR A 2 ] i B
LI IPERRE R il et )R A AR .
Adsorption isotherm Expressions of . . .
. . Linear equation expression Parameter
model Nonlinear Equations
| KA Freundlich %% & 28 # &
Freundlich g, = KC" leg, = lgK, + —IgC, (Lemg™ )5 n % % B B
n
S
Sk FRE PR 0K B L
G C.K, c. X . q R ERE B B EE;( g g ?’,
Langmuir q. = = + K, M Langmuir % i 28 %
L+ K.C, de  Kign  qn
(L-mg™").
RT Ki{ i Tempkin %% Vi £k # %
Tempkin g. = 5 In(KC,) q. = BlnKy + BInC, (Leg™) ;B =RT/by b H 5 %

AR HE (T -mol ™).
Kﬂdﬂﬂ Dubinin-Radushkevich 255
1 2 /}A A R 2, -2 . N
L A A S [ O B L
N s e C Dubinin-Radushkevich ¥ 25 &
KA Z R (mg-g7").

Dubinin-Radushkevich
(D-RW) [2]

e

. R=8.314 J-(mol-K) ™", T =289 K

R 6 TCE W P45 AR DL 5 4520
Table 6 Results of TCE adsorption isotherm models

Freundlich W Jf} 45 2% Langmuir G 965 455 Vi 2
+kE Freundlich adsorption isotherm Langmuir adsorption isotherm
Soil sample / K,/
p K, Un R? Im | L | R?
(mg-g™) (Lemg™)
TY1 1.05 0.914 0.938 1.023 — 0.910
TY2 0.851 0.852 0.983 1.178 2.929 0.981
TYS 0.046 1.99 0.956 0.014 — 0.921
o Dubinin-Radushkevich(D-R
T W i ko (-8)
) Tempki ion isoth, o
d empkin adsorption isotherm Dubinin-Radushkevich ( D-R ) adsorption isotherm
Soil sample
K./ N q./
B B IS . K, R
(L-mg® ) (mg-g”)
TY 1 10.7 437.6 0.959 1.24 0.440 0.959
TY 2 10.5 381.9 0.910 0.959 0.382 0.916
TY 5 2.21 218.1 0.780 0.288 2.255 0.889

Tempki 1 Dubinin—Radushkevich ( D-R) 75 R 22 8 37 78 W B 44 77 24 38 2 1Y, Tempkin 23 T
AR B2 ARG R RE AR, T D-R O LAAEYY R T A Gaussian B8 5434 R AKHE A9, X AR PE A0
S5 AR 0 IR A W B S R W A i Y D-R SRR K, 21;57; , HA B BE (E) 78 1—16 kJ - mol ™' 2 Ja] i
A F LR, AR E /N T 8 kI -mol ™ FoR BRI Y AR SLIGAF S L TY L TY2 A1 TYS + 4
BB RE E E 5518 2.56 .2.75 113 kJ -mol ™", f L T 0, e  BH AR AN ) 5 X TCE YW B34 8 T4
P . Cornelissen HAESE T, TCE 7 39 r 6 05 6 == 22 LLRE B v 48 K AR L ) A BERLURE oy 322
2.4 EHEPRORFELL X% TCE W 5%

ASZEA A TY1 TY3 F TY4 3X 3 FhbAF 70575 %€ T3 b 25 21 53 1 4t BB ik A4 5ok TCE 1t
B DTRRR A I/, G5 SR AN 3 . B ] 3a 6 BH, AKBKT TCE B W I 53 KR (3.5%—10.3% ) RAK, B &
TCE ¥ B THy , W) k) TCE BYM B 5TRR 3R (5.2%—34.2% ) BEAG 1 B 19 55 2 A Al 2200, (H Al 5
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A5 T BRI A W2 B SRR (62% ) T LA, AS SE86 1 HAEXT TCE B9 W B 35 8 DARE B o 323X T8 2 thy TR e
H AT A 2R LA R R TR A BN K e e T AR ol L P A 5 2 A R BREZ a5, BT AT TCE A
W B A 058 AE AR FE T (<5 mg- L7 & 5 XF TCE AW B 5Tk R (5.2%—6.2% ) 1RAI& , JL-F- 1T DL 200
AW T 5 mg- LA AT 0 W2 BESE 80520 9 0k o 40 , 97 400 o 1 VR A DT 1R 238 ( 21.8%—34.2% ) 3% Wi
150X e B I B TCE B, e e W B B AL Bl TCE W BE 09 TH 0, A3 AT %) W R e 28 4 1
1, TCE 32 Wit 1y o B

1.6

q/(mg-kg™)
S
o]

0.6
04
02
0 : . . . .
0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0 35
CJ(mg-L™)

2 TCE 7EAR[E LR Y Freundlich T B 45 1R Hh £

Fig.2 Freundlich adsorption isotherms of TCE-in different soil samples

H1& 3b Fl 3¢ AT, TY3 H1 TY4 ZeBRis 1 Ae b BUARBR AN AR 70 i fe | 1A b S BT AL BRI
SEERCHAT BB B4 SR B DTRR AR AL T TY 1 AR EL GG e B2 A T i, A BILJBRE 14 B2 A S ik 5ok A1
WX TCE A ML B FH ROk B 5 | YV EAR R Somg- L5, 0740 5 1) W B 2R 47 0 4y o 4 32 5 M AV, 3
LM 1G4 R — B AP 2 bR AL IS 1 - RELE 15 mg - L1 ISR 14 W B ST
2 DR S RERR X A M , S BRI AR R WL 48 22, DR G R B 0 Sz M T s 7

Rk Soft carbon SSNS 7# s Hard carbon Z73 W ¥R Mineral
a TYl HHREE b. TY3 HHLR & & c. TY4 HHREE
Organic matter content 0.96% Organic matter content 0.25% Organic matter content 0.11%

100 rp

80

60

I
SRR

SANIINN
SR

Adsorption contribution rate/%
R

Adsorption contribution rate/%
Adsorption contribution rate/%

1 | 5 40t
|
3| § 20 -
A & 0
1 2 5 10 15
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Fig.3 Contribution rate of soil components to TCE adsorption
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3 4512 ( Conclusion)

(1) UG HE - G3h J12 AU Freundlich 2535 W BRI fE B4 (404 TCE fEJR + +4E 375 ¢ +
FEFN 600 °C +IR G IREN +AF T i W B i 5. TCE 7 3 4 45 rb % W2 56 53 Sy e 3o 5 B 1 3ok 1R o 4 7 iy
3 AL, PR I B B A W B Tk R T B R A 709% 22 A, HLAER S REXT TCE B W BfE 35 Ok 4 B
W

(2) HE HFEXT TCE 1 W B2 A A5 A4 ot 2 [ VR A 285 3 (0 3= 22 LU HILS A9 BTk 4 32 TCE
T e SREFE A ML BT A L, R BT R I BRI , AT S 40 B P R B AS W fE
A ML 5 e e B TCE A9 £ B AR, 54 L&,

(3) B TCE I 4hHe B (3 i, 78 BT B4 W 7 o5 2% ST A0 R, DA TG 75 TCE 328 3 W B 1™ 90 Jo 3%
T, FLEI B BT MR T T (5.20%—34.2% ) . FE W B2k 8 v i 5 82 3 Aok 5 ) W O 1) AT o i R
s -+ HEW [ TCE.
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