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5 Fe(Ill) 758 Fe(Il) S FEEME

ERI 12, T

m =

=Sl — Y
EtZ, B

QR EBEEBOK AT, 5 430072;

2 RERREBIFTAER, JER 100049)

Fe(Il) HE &40 5 TR B B R O R D). 5 Fe(lll) JLAERT, Fe(ll) HIMNE R 2T

o ASCHFSTT 7 H B AAF) 2,2 -k e FI3ER# U (Ferrozine) I3 123 Fe(Il) WHAE7E ) il B K ik ks pik. 45 RAEW], Fe(lll) mf
5B OGNS, 245 E 0% Fe(I) 58 I HI BB RG 2 HA W E T, AT Fe() W FE# L @ fli v - Fe(IID) % Fe(ID)
T8 P PR3 5 e 8 B I ie AR 5% 0 2B 2,2°-IKnIE e by I, SRATIRE Fe(IlD) (1.0 mg/L) #4553 Fe(ll) MillE
A HL 52 BRAE T 0.012 mg/L; 1 243EISIE R BAFII, BAL7 IR EE Fe(I) 5172 Fe(Il) miflfiifE 0.010 ~ 0.032 mg/L 2 8. F A
30 Fe(LD)- B IS WITE . 24 F RN Fe(lll) 11 4 501, F AEA SR Fe(D) IITHh. SCBRRE S BoNE 55
R, SOl Fe(Il) 436008 vk et i 2 L R ORI b Fe(ID) IROHEARIIE .

KA
PESES: SI51.9

Fe(I) & & M H AU (1) S8 A8 R 1
FURREY, LIEAPORY T, Fe(ll) 1) HBAAR
Fe(Il)fmyo 151X %8 Fe(IID) FLAFHT, Fe(Il) (HHERLN 2
JuhEE. YEAhTh, RPN Fe(l) — A
SR Fe 1 50%, IARUIAL 1%, Kk, 76
SE MY Fe(Il) B, N 78502 [E 2 44 &R
Fe(III) T4k,

Iy GG REGE T HEYTRRY T Fe(1D) W5 15 L
Jiikz — . EAE M SR 2,20 - Btk 5o
KKk, SEik D) 4,7- — K HE-1,10-FEMBHEC 1,10-
FEMPIK, 2,4,6-= (2-mEmEdE) -1,3,5- =R K 0K
B 2-nEme RGOS WESTA R, Al T
SAOFIE Fe(Il) I, Fe(Ill) Bk /b £ 74 T4
U925 7 1 BR Fe(lll) [AFHE, LT 2Rt Iy ik,
B, To 2R HEH JEMISE & Fe R Fe(IlD), J@itpy
B ZEAE TS Fe(I). Golterman 25134 Hi A T %6}
Y55, AlTh Fe(ll) M+, WAFHICCIRIRGE, W
LR E Fe(ll) AUMEIUE 2Bk Fe(In)!', X867y
S N B A7 AR — 2 e BRI, ANBE vz U 1K
T IEFPURRYIRE S e

16 IR 2= o e, el — s
BRI R TH J5id. #8 Fe(Il) Mgy, ik

OFEIH: MK ARFHEIEGTE (40730528 F1 40873061) %,
* JliE#E (qmli@ihb.ac.cn)

Fe(Il); Fe(Ill); Zpo6oGReik; 2,2°-Hknbme: JEushgE

55 Fe(Ill) Z545, B1RHERGR IIBFSE CAT 8 3 il
151612 2 FRILE I 6 i A 43 e 6 FEVR I 5 Fe(IT) 1)
RO SRR EEREL, MisaET . SEseE
DRI 5 Fe(IT) B 28 MR vt i e )2 N o 4R, 7
SERMER RS, 24 Fe(ll) SN, JEHEEARRE
FeH T Fedl) W5z . JRIEDE Fe(ll) SR B1ER, 4
JRDTHE, S Fe(IDyM 121, 24 2,07 Jentb i oy (. ¢ 571
i, Fe(IlD) J& 75 T4k Fe(ID) M, NIHRIEE L.

ARSCWRFLT LA 2,2°-HRIERE FHHE 1 R W),
3 OCBEVEN R I RIGTAR ) Fe(Il) B, Fe(IID) %
W5E T4 R, #1587 M F #Ei FedI) T4RM 7]
7P FEUREERN b, 42 T RIERUGRR R Fe(l) W
SE Rt 7

1 oHEE

1.1 FReIEH

Fe(Il) #br #E ¥ - o #f A% B0 R W 8k &%
((NH4),Fe(SO,),:6H,0) 0.7020 g %1 50 ml (1+1) fii
B CRIRIR 5 2B FKEABURE), HF 4% 1 000ml
PRI LB T KES . WHRT Fe(ll) #KIE N
100.0 pg/ml, AR AP 036 44 5 R A e vl
LIAFF 241 Fe(IT) Friteqd FHW .
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Fe(IID) ArufE: FRIC—E i (£ 0.5 g) MSkEk
(FeCly:6H,0) T 1.0 L X&E 1K, B3R
fE Fe(Ill) W2a&. MBIk IS AR e 3. R
MR BRI @ R A &, H R IR PR I
¥ Fe(Ill) &4 Fe(ll) J&, AR A, 7366
VEME . 1.0 mol/L IS PR B R Fe(TIT) 7 4% 9K
W% pH 5.0 j7, HEEF/KMBLTE Fe(lll) RYIbR
EAE FH

2 /L 2,2°-BRMEIE A . FREX 2.0 g 2,2 -T6NL e iy
T 20ml 95% SREME, HEB /KBS 1.0L.

2 o/L FEVRMRI: FRIL 2.0 g SEISHRA T 1.0L 2%
1K
1.2 1%E

722 RGN RIS O AR ),
M2-SpectraMax fi##5#{% (molecular devices, USA).

1.3 Wt

Fe(Ill) 5 Fe(Il) JLA7 I, 25AF Fe(Il) MM
K, AW T —RIIAR Fe(lll)/Fe(ll) H AL
SR . RIE A AR L) Fe(1l) ¥ RS INAS )
1) Fe(Ill), NIABSEREE T pH b 5.0 2247, 4373 A
2,2’ -BRIE e AR e o8 W6057), 7E 520 nm A1 562 nm
AT 23 5l 5 TR B

FEWEST F X Fe(UID) FRHERAE FH I, — 5 1 ) AN [v)
Fe(IIL)/Fe(1l) EEAR MV IINAR [A) (R g A i s o —
D7, AEEESE W E I Fe(TIT) ¥WrH, 20 IS [ 4
A, WE Fe(lIl) MWRGAE, DAMCRfE F#HE
WU o

[, O TR F &40 Fed) e, Wit
TAE Fe(Il) ¥, WIS EL RN B CRES N aei ik
B ISEEGAUN, o i e SO e .

DL E SBT3 AN PAT SESR

2 HREIR

2.1 Fe(ll)-EBFEESYRIRYA 1L

Fe(Ill) MAFAEAEAE S0 LRI Fe(ID) 1)
M5 F= TP, Mg A SCHREERE, 90 s b8 3 22
AFEI R LT OFe(IID) 5 IR T+ A L
W EA — WO GRE IS @FE Fe(Il) 52
IR A AT T, Fe(lll) K fi# = £ RAVKED, W
Fe(Il) 5 W AR BRI G, JeATHE; GFe(ll) 1)
etk R JH Y, @Fe(D) R AFI RN, RS
U, P, 24 Fe(ID) 1 Fe(Il) SLAEIE, T f## Fe(I) LA

AT oA Ll 52 e A 6 B

] 1 /& Fe(Il) Al Fe(Ill) 20 BI7EAK 2,27 -HRHIEIE %5
WIS R R o . KL 1 Tl BUE
Fe(ID)-2,2’-HHEIE 26 G AR I G 480 ~ 550 nm A,
A I, UER Fe(In)-2,2°-HRMLRE 2% & )0t itk
B A R IBRCRE T, BT LA B D 2 i
T Fe(Il) Mg . HE 1 WATLUEH, Fe(l)-2,2°-HEMEHE
BAWRINOEE R KT Fe(ll). WL, 7L B u
W Fe(IIL) % Fe(1l) & 1T/ . {H Fe(IIl) 7r 2,2°-
IR IEE B v v I, RO A A K v P oK. AT g i
A2 BT Fe(Ill) 5 2,2°-BCAERE [ AR % T Fe(1I)-2,2°-
WRILIE LS &1, W RA — @ MOk, LR
B A FIIN, R B Fe(TIN)- 35 % M& (1 W Ot T ik 5
Fe(Ill) MIREA Ho 24 Fe(lll) IR EERARHS, B&&Y)
WG PERAXS BN s 11524 Fe(TIT) IR BERG m i, Fe(IIT)-
FEE R S IO G ER I N, ATTRT Fe(ID) Wl 5E 1)
T K. HEFE K, Fe(lll)-2,2°-MELnE . Fe(IlD)-3F
IERIZS AP0 Fe(ll) e 48, JEAREIm i i s
(R0 S50 SRR
2.2 Fe(Ill) FHLAYMET

Fe(I1l) 73 55 2,2 -Fntk e A= v W8 1 B 2%
EW, WIIAEAS FIFERE EATIIAR 1) Fe(1l) W8 M i o
SCI ORI, MEARRT Fe(ll) MR EE S, W&
Fe(I1) ¢ S2 hi 125 55 B fiBkae (& 2). Fe(IID) LRI
Wik E Al TR Fe(ID) W2 (R BEAR F b HY 1 6 ml 9 7
TR A A . TR R B SRR BRALIR S Fe(IID) X
Fe(Il) ME 51 M m G PEits, 4Ll 2,2kt
A, FBAIKE (mg/L) Fe(Ill) 512 Fe(Il) ¥
P i 0.012 mg/Ls 4 LAFEIE M BTN, Fe(ll) ¥k
FER R A (E I 5 Fe(IIT) MR A 5% 2 Fe(IID) ¥ JE /N
15 mg/L B, Fe(ID) WP mifli{E 55 LA 2,2°-knikne o &
N T, 2924 0.010 mg/L; 1124 Fe(IIT) 3% i
T 15 mg/L B, BRI Fe(Ill) 51k mfli(E mik
0.032 mg/L. X5 Fe(Ill) MFERIEL KIS
AR A D% Y Fe(IIl) WRPEEMRET, 7=2E 1) Fe(llD)-
JEVRIRL% S LI IR ASAEAE, 1K XS Fe(Il) W& +#i
AHXT LN BEAE Fe(IID) W MBI, Fe(lID)-FEi% 4%
BN LURAAREAAE, KT Fel) Wz TN 4
Fe(IID) W FER NN — & FRBENE, Fe(II)-FEI& MR 4% 5 1)
s LTI T AAAE, — 7 T G2 Fe(IT)
L AR IR TE B, i — S EBOGHTS, 35
18 Fe(ID) FAIMIE TGVEEAT o
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Fig. 2 Fe(III) dependence of Fe(II) overestimation
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2.3 F %t Fe(Ill) B9

ARG, R F AR HERR, M5E T HAE Fe(ID)
H Fe(IIT) JLA7 IS Fe(IIn) (IHERICR . AR IE 3 i)
BEMHTTRE, AT Fe(TID)-2,2>- Bt e 4% 44 ()
PEIRWOG R BN 112 Li(mol-em)e M F Ji&, %{HIR
/NEE 6 Li(mol-em)o 4IEVEIE N B AAH) H Fe(IIl) W JE
KT 15 mg/L B, THEAF 2/ Fe(1)-FE7% MR 4% 51
JESRWEGFR B 224 L /(mol-em); 111 Fe(1IT) W& = T
15 mg/L I, AH R IR JBE KW O R 8k 784 L/(mol-cm).

n.22

A 2o BEubnE

0 10 20 30 40 50
Fe(lIl) (mg/L)

I F 5, Fe(IID)-FE 1R 455 1) 1 B /R W e R B AR
Wi/ WAL B F RS, Fe(UD)- SR BE48 S 1
PEIRW O R E% S 17 Li(mol-em). HHHHET 45 AT LI FE
o, F I INAGE ST R Fe(Il) (T48, HARpA
SR TR Fe(1D) EZRWOE RECA R . nREMR
fifE ke & Fe(lll) 5 F BRI EIAG W EAARIGH
W o HAE PRI R F v, B FH I e e B AN [
TS S BH) Fe(IID-F 4% 410 1 BE IR WG R BA
[

10
¢  {EiEFe(ID
B EiEFD
al A FyllHF
1}
ﬂé 0.6
y *mt/*"‘—‘—‘_H
R
0z
0 20 40 60

Fe(Il) (mg/L)

(A B F [N 0.93g/L, A, B Ht Fe(Il) #JE 4514 0.92 F1 0.90 mg/L. A o, A1 F S5AI F (R0 3 5 82 (1 [0 U4 5 FE40 591 g -
y=0.000 1x+ 0.135 (R*=0.987) F1y=0.002x+0.132 (R*=0.988). B 1, ik Fe(Ill) 41. {IKJE Fe(IIl) 41N F AR Hik
FERIEIA RS 5 R y=0.014x +0.232 (R*=0.998), y=0.004x + 0.420 (R*=0.989) Hly=0.0003x +0.421 (R*=0.993))
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Fig. 3 Efficiency of fluoride to mask Fe(III)
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Hrs BRG] Fe(I)- B EFN AW AR A
F EE A SR LML & F A E 256 Fe(ID)
WAk, BATR T AR F SR (8
4o GiFRIN, B F IR K, Fe(lD)-2,2’-
I e 25 5 WO P BB B o AR B PR 3 —
SEFEERT, RERIN B AL 0 RO G B = A 5%
Wi ARHETHEL, EMEARRT F 5 Fe(lll) 25511
IREERAIE 4:1 I, Fe(IID) %F Fe(IT) J5E T4l LLF&E
b WL, A Fe(lll) TR, F R
IS Fe(ll) 1) 4 fi ARSI, Y Fe(Ill) W%
M B RN, FOARIEAR S AN SUR, TR T
. X5 Krishnamurti 2P Tamura 2524584 —

0oz r
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Fig. 4 Fluoride dependence of absorbance of Fe(Il)-2, 2’-bipyridine complex
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F* 5 Fe(Il) #1 Fe(Ill) JJfETE B4 &4, M 5 Fe(Il)
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PRSI CRIRIN F) A Fe(IT) FrvEm i <k v L& IR,
Fe(Il)- 5t (A FIZS S DI TE 52 Fo IsE i), T LA
WA B AT LA R, F OIS S Fe(ID) (i1
JE o JRIAE Fe(1D)-2,2°-BRMLNE 45 AW AR 2 4L (1gK
= 17) B2 Fe(ID)-F (K, TRINMIF AL LS H# B
HRHE Fe(ID)-FE I W4 S W I ReE 3 $(1gK = 15.56)17),
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Fig. 5 Standard calibration curves of Fe(II) with and without fluoride

2.5 KERHEESETP Fe(ll) BN ZE
TIEMPOPIFE L 1.0 mol/L HC1 $#2I, 755
Fe(Il) A1 Fe(Ill) 288, H—E mAIRFEW (KFE
7 Fe AN, PriCRAERIME WA, —BeR iy
{FIRPEFBE 2 50.0ml J5 Fe (5 AE Smg/L LAY,
FHBS R v 0R T pH 2 5.0 224, A 2.0 ml 2 g/L
2,2-BIEnE (i FEISHR), W 10 min J5F I 5.0 ml
19.5 g/L BRI, M2 F/KEARS 50.0 ml, JE

2], Smin )5, .

MR T 0 5 20 BRIRATI 5 T AN [R] -SRI
Y Fe(ll) &, g5 Ruk 1. & 1 vLLEH, 1&
G ) S G TS BN Fe(ll) & B2 MAFAE 255
G TR B Fe(l) & B, R B2 R 5 T
Fe(Il) 7 58RI, 225 SEWT & . @1, ke Fe(ID)
TrE/NT B Fe 1) 13.6% I, A48 7710043 (R LG SEBR
i 23% ~ 72%. 4 Fe(Il) & REmI, 1£4057k
55 B0 7745 B ME R 22 B EAN B o 72 SRR Y.
FH, O T AN E S AR UEAL, AEANSNIE Fe(ll) 8
ISR, IINERER F O T H v b
F R4 1000 mg/L), AJ SZE-HIERIGTR T Fe(Il)
(I HERF I 2 o

=1 LE. RRYERTD Fe() MEE

Table 1  Fe(II) in soils and sediments determined with 2, 2’-dipyridine

B Fe(Il) ({64851 Fe(ll) (MR I M Fe

(nmol/g) (nmol/g) (nmol/g )

T 9.9+ 0.6 6.0+0.4 925.1 +44.1
+HE2 143+0.4 83+0.5 927.7+44.6
R K] 125+0.6 83+0.3 388.7+£7.0
e 1 278+ 1.4 20.6+1.2 506.6+ 18.5
TS 50.1+5.6 33.8+3.7 618.7+18.5
+TiEe 56.9+0.9 459+23 336.8+23.1
YRR 1 154.8+10.1 145.0 + 10.0 582.2+37.0
YUY 2 164.8+9.2 157.3+84 484.0+17.5

e . UIBUIRESRZS 1.0 mol/L HCI $2HK 24 h, 2,2°-Fnikie S o,
3 #ig

Fe(IIT) 5 2,2 - Rt me AT SE V5 W8 12 1 14 48 5400 3 )
EYPE K 520 nm #1562 nm &, #EA @ ML,
Tt Fe(ll) MEREHIE . BOAFIARE, THAPLHEL
FEREANR] . LL 2,2°-Fkntkne 4 B s, TP Re
LU Rk . Mo LIRS A BEs, T
PRREELIE Y Fe(Il) MM AT K. F W] HIAE Fe(II) T4A
PIFERR . SN F 524 Fe(IID) 1) 4 f50F, BB
R B Fe(IlD) MT40. RS T IRGTR AL Sl e
gL, JE— DRSSOl T A BRSO R Fe(T)
IR
S 30k
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Accurate Spectrometric Determination of Fe(l11) Co-existing with Fe(l11)

in Soils Using 2,2’-Dipyridine or Ferrozine

SUN Jing-xian?, DING yu'?, LI Qing-man'
(1 Institute of Hydrobiology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072, China;

2 Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China )

Abstract: The amount and change of Fe(Il) is tightly related to the oxidation-reduction properties of soils and sediments. Inaccurate evaluation
commonly occurs in spectrometry because of co-existed Fe(Ill). In the present work, the reliable spectrometric determination of Fe(II) was
investigated by using the alternative chromogenic reagent of 2,2’-dipyridine and ferrozine. The results indicated that co-existed Fe(III) resulted in the
overestimation of Fe(I) due to the formation of Fe(IIl) complexes with chromogenic reagent, and the overestimation extent depended on Fe(III)
concentration and the types of chromogenic reagent. When 2,2’-dipyridine was chosen, Fe(II) could be overestimated by 0.012 mg/L per mg/L Fe(IlI).
If ferrozine employed, the overestimation magnitude of Fe(II) ranged from 0.010 to 0.032 mg/L per mg/L Fe(Ill), which depended on Fe(III)
concentration. Fluoride ion could efficiently inhibit the formation of Fe(IIl) complexes with chromogenic reagents. While Fe(III) was masked
completely, the amount of added fluoride was estimated to be at least 4 times higher than Fe(IlI). With the modified method, Fe(II) in extractants of
soils and sediments could be determined with a satisfactory result.

Key words: Ferrous iron, Ferric iron, Spectrometry, 2,2’-Dipyridine, Ferrozine



