t 1 (Soils), 2026, 58(2): 451-458

DOI: 10.13758/j.cnki.tr.202503300117 CSTR: 32214.14.tr202503300117
BLG, FMIEIH, BEAEAR. ARSI AR A LN B S 2D P A R U BT O B IR L. 3T, 2026, 58(2): 451-458.

AR IR B RRIE R MU 2B £ 5 2T 458 o (0 fis B2 0K B 1T 4 89
2 M AL

w2 BT, 4]

(1 SEMBHCEFR SR S TRRERE, TLIRIRH 2150005 2 ERLE e rg ot LIRBTFERT, Bat 211135)

M E: AWIRI T MRS RE (Nicosulfuron, NIF)/ESR + L AIRMAT R, LUK SEACHIRS TR IR BV A HLBT (DOM)XT
WL IR REM o 25 SRR SR A AL & X NIF AU BERE ) 2550 4139 SN DOM (s fin @ 254kl T Wi 38X NIF A9
B, EZEAE DOM (il Res TR5FF DOM., NIF W FH 3 122454 Elovich A7, DOM @it s 4 iR B . 5058k S 2 G- HITE B
AT IR A, SR AR 7R, NIF 26 B+ h W LU= o 32, AELnsgh M DIgKER D . FT-IR 2441 B7R, DOM
T SRR VR IG5 NIF 5 +38-DOM K AR Z5 & . #F5Ti8/R T DOM X NIF SR8 T A IEEEVER, RiEMiSMNE DOM i A
A H 3 BR R AT R i i AR T AR

KB BEMEURSER A KRmSRERE WML, TR e ATt

HRESES: X592 XHktRERD: A

Mechanisms of Different Exogenous Dissolved Organic Matter Affecting Nicosulfuron

Adsorption in Black Soil and Red Soil

ZHU Peng" %, SUN Zhaoyue®", SHI Weilin'

(1 School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou, Jiangsu 215000,
China; 2 Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 211135, China)

Abstract: This study investigated the adsorption behavior of Nicosulfuron (NIF) in black soil and red soil, as well as the impact
of dissolved organic matter (DOM) derived from manure and straw on NIF adsorption. Results showed that black soil, with its
higher organic matter content, had significantly stronger adsorption capacity for NIF than red soil. The addition of exogenous
DOM significantly inhibited NIF adsorption in both soils, with manure-derived DOM having a more pronounced inhibitory effect
than straw-derived DOM. The adsorption kinetics followed the Elovich model, where DOM reduced the initial adsorption rate
through competitive adsorption, site shielding, and complex formation. Isotherm models indicated that NIF adsorption in black
soil was mainly driven by chemical adsorption, while in red soil, it was dominated by hydrophobic interactions. FT-IR analysis
revealed that DOM enhanced the binding of NIF to soil-DOM complexes through hydrogen bonding and coordination. This study
elucidates the regulatory role of DOM on environmental behavior of NIF and provides a theoretical basis for assessing the impact
of exogenous DOM input on herbicide behavior in agricultural soils.

Key words: Sulfonylurea; Nicosulfuron; Dissolved organic matter; Soil adsorption; Competitive adsorption
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SR N, X NIF W B RS ML i e =
BRI, f#HT DOM S8 5 P NIF 78+
e B e IR AEALE] , 48R HAEA[FESMNE DOM 3N
ST B B AR R B

FETULL, AR RRBCR A i i KRS
FERUSAREZEP ) DOM, BRI A S A DL &
25 5 Ry U S AR AR TR, LABAARANTR]
HNJE DOM RAS[a] - 3erh NIF IR 7R 52l A
NIF 7E4% FH 38 2RS4 T R S S A 4k a0

1 HREH%®

1.1 s

B IR S B (NTF), 260% >99.9%, ZNiF Al H fis
¥ taggal, HARs s sl fEa pLy kit
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Table 1 Basic physicochemical properties of tested soil

ik 1+ SOM CEC pH

TR WAL (g/ke) + 1

Whe) (molke)  “mmy wn kst WA BRA SHRG G BB KA ko L
R 1246 83 532 0 20 30 20 50 70 300 0 510 0 FhigE+
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1.2 4ME DOM #l&

2 3CHk[14]F DOM [W3REUT W FRAEFT
FRY AT HLAE 23590 S B Al Kk 3 R AR B 10 10 i
1T DOM #H, HAKT LK. 46 25 °C. 250 r/min (¥
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AEWGE T 0.45 pm BOBLF LR UE , IR ED i DOM
W o R B A PR 53 M7 4 (vario TOC  select ,
Elementar, 7% &)U %2 P8 W oA ML B2, DT it
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1.3 i NIF lHHALE

130 Wekftsh =ik i e 1T AR
Feom 1o s, DB i NTF A2 Rl 20%~80%
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KCL# R 10 mmol/L (T 45 A& 2 g i
JEIHE), NIF #E R 5 mg/L, RN, FREC1 gt
REB LIS T 10 mL &0 9, A 5 mL Xt
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SRWE ST TERESR G A T /iR 0. 5. 30, 120,
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Fig. 1 3D-EEM spectra of DOM from manure (A) and straw (B)
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0 FEEDOM 400 mg/L v FEFFDOM 400 mg/L. © FEALDOM 200mg/L. & FHFFDOM 200 mg/L
FEAEDOM 100 mg/L « FEFFDOM 100 mg/L v JECDOMZN
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Fig. 2 Adsorption kinetic models and intraparticle diffusion models of NIF in black soil (A, C, E, G) and red soil (B, D, F, H) with different
exogenous DOMs
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F2 FEMEREEMINE DOM FT A LRI NIF 9z hZEUEER
Table 2  Fitting results of different kinetic models for adsorption of NIF in two soil types with addition of two exogenous DOMs
fitit DOM  DOM 9yl F-fif Ph—2zh Jy 2 = Gzl g Elovich HE
B SRS PREL NI gt it 7 ke R e k R a b R
ML) (mg/kg)  (mg/ke) (') (mg/kg)  (kg/(mg-h)) (mg/(kg'h))  (kg/mg)
B+ &L DOM 400 12.92+0.11 11.40+0.70 14.09£5.61 0.899 11.85+0.61 1.52+0.73 0.938 9.85+0.14 0.87+0.06 0.996
200  14.35+0.16 12.39+0.81 13.42+5.59 0.889 12.93+0.70 1.26+£0.61 0.933 10.61+0.16 0.99+0.07 0.996
100 16.07+£0.20 14.07+0.85 13.55+5.23 0.903 14.65+0.72 1.16+0.52 0.944 12.11+0.16 1.08+0.07 0.997
fEFF DOM 400  15.20£0.09 13.34+0.88 13.27+£5.55 0.888 13.93+0.76 1.15£0.56 0.933 11.41+0.18 1.08+0.07 0.996
200  15.74+0.19 14.12+0.87 12.39+4.83 0.901 14.77+0.71 0.99+0.41 0.948 12.03£0.26 1.13+0.11 0.992
100 16.68+0.13 14.86+0.80 14.60+5.14 0.921 15.38+0.68 1.30+0.55 0.954 12.98+0.19 1.03+0.08 0.996
¥ 0 17.31+0.04 15.35+0.85 16.94+6.44 0.916 15.81£0.76 1.62+0.83 0.943 13.64+0.26 0.98+0.10 0.993
213 &I DOM 400 3.93£0.07 3.05+0.34 9.34+6.64 0.746 3.30+0.33 2.24+1.76 0.821 2.42+0.13 0.36+0.05 0.964
200 6.34£0.10 5.32+0.46 4.11£2.21 0.849 5.58+0.38 1.07+0.56 0.915 4.00+0.10 0.60+0.04 0.992
100 7.2240.17 5.76+£0.79 2.68+2.01 0.671 6.12+0.74 0.61+0.53 0.777 4.19+0.28 0.70+0.11 0.949
f&F DOM 400 7.22+0.04 5.79+0.46 15.21£7.91 0.844 6.01+0.44 3.33+2.37 0.879 4.99+0.18 0.48+0.07 0.977
200 7.61£0.10 6.58+0.46 13.10+5.85 0.875 6.90+0.40 2.16+1.11 0.924 5.60+0.11 0.55+0.04 0.994
100 8.65£0.05 7.24+0.67 2.86+1.45 0.846 7.70+0.57 0.49+0.26 0.913 5.13+£0.15 0.91+£0.06 0.991
¥ 0 8.84+0.11 7.21+0.45 20.34+9.64 0.897 7.36+0.45 527+4.17 0911 6.52+0.23 0.42+0.09 0.975

SYEOLSE R CnEE . B ER)P). 7 Langmuir
BRI (R 3), B ARV NZENE DOM Fif5F DOM J5
X NIF 1 R B 25 it (gm) A 588.571 mg/kg TREZR
167.321 mg/kg H1 306.446 mg/kg, ki {EM 0.019 L/mg
FFFE 0.065 L/mg Hl 0.035 L/mg. g )RR
DOM i 1+ 78 75 5 43 - HE 0™ 1y 2% 1] 5 ik 5 40 W B )
77 SRR T 4t NIF BB 2524, i e (A9 1
F+#H DOM mIfigS NIF JEE S, H% T NIF
50 A5 W RS gt =2 ) (4 45 A5 3 PO, 7E Freundlich 45
Airp, BMZENE DOM FIFSFF DOM Jm, BRI n
EART;, R POt B AR AS T, IR B ALY

T —57; ke (A T, £ DOM nlRE S8 T+
BT AR W R A, WD T R HERT NIF A9 R B

Z1 4T NIF (15505 W B 2:F F27E Freundlich #8574
FPLEFERE R T Henry B84, {H7E Langmuir BRI
R EAE ALK 3B, 3R 3), K] NIF 7E203EH 1)
W AR LARE S AH B g /KA )R = B
808 DOM A5 FF DOM J&, 7E Freundlich 5 5
H P EHRTE, 7F Henry A ko (AR FRE, £
Bkt DOM 414 (WK A bi k) 25 NIF 3840 B4
A, ANTTTFR AR NIF 762032 b g e i

WA, TLREBAAMEINE DOM, AG (HIFE

e AL, XATAEEH T DOM HIIMARE  —2.264~-5.982 kJ/mol(F 3), FW] NIF 7 Fiff + 15
e T IR A AR B, 0 B A A B A AR A K% B S 1 25002 B R RN
75F
@) . s6f (B) N
/ §
60| e
42+ Vs
o 45t g
=< 4 H
éﬂ E’ 28} :
< 30t < .
15k 14+ ) ot ‘
0 24+100 mg/LZAEDOM ey 0 £03E+100 mg/LAALDOM
® £1+100 myLFEFFDOM o ® ZI3+100 mg/LESFFDOM
o A B+ (EDOMEI ol & A 205
0 2 4 6 g 0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12
¢, (mg/L) ¢, (mg/L)

(92£% . Langmuir FAIZE ; S RIZE. Freundlich BEAUHHZE; 4k Henry HEAIHHZE)
3 100 mg/L DOM *F 2 1+ Fn4T 12555 W Hf NIF B9 200
Fig. 3 Effects of 100 mg/L DOM on adsorption isotherm characteristics of NIF in black soil and red soil
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F3 ARBEEEFFINE DOM RN T AHLIRZEWM NIF B9#Hl& 45

Table 3  Fitting results of adsorption isotherms for NIF in two soil types under addition of two exogenous DOMs using various fitting models

fitiX.  DOM DOM Henry #71 Langmuir #5781 Freundlich 57! AG
i RRE R ) 2 5 o~ e I " 2 (kJ/mol)
(mg/l)  (L/mg) (L/mg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)/(mg/L)"
4 FA0 DOM 100 9.279+0.566 0.978 0.065+0.009 167.321+21.553 0.997 9.643+0.164 1.107+0.015 0.997 —-5.518+0.151
F5FF DOM 100 9.203+0.355 0.991 0.035+0.014 306.446+103.861 0.996 10.449+0.709 1.099+0.055 0.993 —5.499+0.096
7 0 11.171£0.205 0.992 0.019+0.015 588.571+42.829 0.995 11.149+0.246 0.996+0.017 0.993 —5.982+0.046

414 L DOM 100 2.495+0.098 0.991 AW sk 2.305£0.067 0.947+£0.012 0.998 —2.264+0.098
f5FF DOM 100 4.194+0.145 0.993 A sk 2.311+0.262  0.802+0.031 0.999 —3.552+0.086
Ja 0 5.123+0.398 0.965 A sk 1.7724£0.251  0.661£0.029 0.997 —4.042+0.193

AESNE DOM X A 1 NIF WAL=
g4

FT-IR Z5 L /R (K] 4B 4D), 5 K4 DOM (¥
XTHRAIAH LG, 2508 DOM AbBRALFIFSFF DOM 4b P4
M) NIF ZLAMEREAL B R A WA, RSN
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