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Effects of HO, and HNO3/H,SO4 Modified Biochars on Adsorption of Cd(II) by an Acidic

Paddy Soil

HE Xian'"?, XU Renkou'?"

(1 State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable Agriculture, Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing
210008, China; 2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: The straws of rice, maize and rape were selected as raw materials for preparing biochars. The biochars were modified
with H,O, and HNO3/H,SO,, respectively, and the unmodified biochar and HCI treated biochar were used as control. The above
biochars were added to an acidic paddy soil from Langxi, Anhui Province at the rate of 3%. The mixed soil samples were
submerged for one month at 25 °C, and then dried naturally. After a wet/dry cycle, Cd(IT) adsorption/desorption experiments were
carried out. Results indicate that the modifications of H,O, and HNO;/H,SO, increase the number of proton binding sites on
biochars and HNO3/H,SO, modification leads to greater increase in the number of proton binding sites due to the greater increase
of carboxyl functional groups than H,O, modification. The addition of modified biochars improve the adsorption capacity of the
acidic paddy soil for Cd(Il), especially the addition of HNOs/H,SO, modified biochar. Therefore, adding HNOs/H,SO,4 modified
biochar could be used as a new method for adsorption and immobilization of Cd in acidic paddy soils.

Key words: H,0, modified; HNO;3/H,SO4 modified; Biochar; Acidic paddy soil; Cd adsorption
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FHIHBER G H MG & kAR SO 48
4 i Al 1 A e 0T A A5 ) DR O A it P 3R 5 R
BEALFIGIRIRT, nREAT 2 = 30 pH R4 i,
DO RT DL fige -39 PR Ak, DT I 2 4 i AL R
PR

A=Wy B AN BB AT S HE R PE + 4% pH, iAHE
P 3 pH 2B b5 i (pHBC), 1828 +3EmR k!0,
BEAb, Shi SV B My 5 e % i R B AR AR T 2
AR TR L RE S B9 = EHLH, AR aEE i —
A AR T B 1 AR W T e R DR L Re AT, )]
DA S48 5 A 0 5 e it 3R AR B D2 vp s L, T 2
A S5 4 A W B A B AT T B e 2R
Yy I e 2% I B BE AT 0 B0 A IR H,0,. KMnOy
AR B HNOs . H,SO, S5 AR TG A1
Wang F1 Liu* ] H,0, %A W B s e A7 ol i Ab B, 24
P R AR TR 8 S R RR LS R BN T 63%
A1 101%, XF Pb", Cd*". Cu*" F1 Zn®" By FHHE /1t
EREE . PR, KMnO, BCMEALAERS A= 4
JoT e % 1T 48U R T AL | IR eI KAE W T e i 3%
AL, NI S5 = A i e % Pb. Cu Al Cd AR
BHPERER!Y . Uchimiya 4515351 M H,SO/HNO; iR
WA 30% HNO; A AEY ik , 255 on 5 A& otk
AW AR L, R SO A ) A R T 2 R
BReHd, EXt Pb, Cu Ml Zn WREERES) R, 8@
AR L SRR AR, AR T AR R R
B SR, X H R B R A AL F 5 E 4
JRE T4 AR RIS Y, XU E 4 R A
A W 5 % T W R A 2 AL 12420 (H H TR T K
2B S T U A W I Xt T v B R 1) W o [
FE, WIS EA Y R R -, LR MR KRE L

XF Cd Wz B A8 B SR A e eI

BT UL LR, APFFEESE 3 FOR[F R
B IR S 4B H,0, Fl HNOS/H,SO, X H#EAF
HCHEAR B, S AN [R] 5 A 0 e e — i i 7k
FE L IRE Cd ARTHSCR, FFERITHARN ML, BF5E
G504 R Cd 15 YK RS H B S S — 1 i .

1 #RERE

1.1 il 5

PRI KFE R A ZHERIR(31°3'N, 119°5'E),
H0~20cm FEFE L, HEMNLLAR T LFMR. B
R A A T B AR 60 H i, I HAEE AL
5 . F pH & & B (Orion Star A211, Thermo Fisher
Scientific Inc., USA)ME 13 pH, FHEOGHRLE 5HTL
(LS13320, Beckman Coulter Inc, USA) & + ki ki
A HE BRI (<2 pm). BPRLQ2 ~ 20 pm)FIRSER
(>20 pm)# P, 4 pHBC, A HLFE A CEC 431
FHBRBRIN 205 . B RR A 1 R R U a2 )
FH DCB ¥ FIR R B 15 53 0 $ B 25 AR A R AT T e T
SAALER, ABIEZ IR LL (I R s R B i+
AR BB, KA T (Sherwood MA410,
Sherwood Scientific Ltd, UK)ME B+ RY K" Al
Na*, KT EE R T (novAA350, Analytik,
Germany )il & $EBURK P Y Ca®* F1 Mg FHELENR
P& AR, NaOH 4230 2 M + 358 e 'k 2 , NaF
KA APT T NaOH i il s bk &, Wi 2
{ERIA S b8P, K ke L HF-HC10,-HNO;
THAL, WA 033 — i SRR 5 45 B8 TR BT % 43 (7700x,
Agilent, USA)JIE T3 Cd Tl Ak HHERHA
HACTER LR 1.

F1 TEBRMEKELERBUMER

Table 1 Basic physicochemical properties of acidic paddy soil from Anhui Province

pH  pHBC  f#LEk WrEsh Ly &k Mk @k CEC K Na  Ca® Mg &t <ot CAvifd
(mmol/kg-pH) ALk Ak PR MR (mgke)
(g/kg) (%) (cmol/kg)
4.90 21.84 26.1 1697 693 382 387 231 112 031 017 1.16 043 511 285 0.11

1.2 EYBUREI & R EERRAE

FEEL . EORFEFFRNMSERS FF YR AVL N E B,
VLB e e AP, 76300 °C M dhpmrh
DA 3 W2 = Al 60 HIH LA
W —E R EY TR 1 mol/L HCI AbFEERRHRR
i, SR mREY BRI 15% H,0, F L 0 ]
HNO;/H,SO, AR AT oAb B, HAR B et Ty
BT B AR RS H0, 8RS R E WG R

1 g/10 ml Y LGN G, BAIRIRRERSERE, RV 6 h e,
P28 Tk B B <10 pS™), B4l 454769 HCI 4b
FR N HNOS/H, SO, iS¢ B 5 2 pH 6.0 2247 -

A= ) 5 e F TR BE A A i ] Bohem T A
E; i HF-HCI0,-HNO, T AL A W R KR i, AR
ok B A SE B TR TS {(7700x, Agilent, USA)
MsEAY B PR Cd Fi. 2 ME5 KN, fr
B FERFEFF I BOMSEREFT o F B Cd & it B8R,

http://soils.issas.ac.cn



1018 +

1 %54 %

39k 2.13.,0.48 F1 0.54 mg/kg; 3 FhAEYF % 2 HCI
AEFR K2 HLO, BPEAT HNOS/H,SO, )5, Cd & &1y
A TR

T AR T ke A A R, BRI
0.6 g A=W BT 100 ml i ZEFRF, HIA 60 ml 2=
K, =R HEaERE 2 h f5, il [ B
T RE AU 0.2 mol/L HCL IF K2 pH i 5 & 2.0,
SRJG4REEFH 0.2 mol/L NaOH KB pH i € & 12.0,
RS NaOH JHFERITAM BT FLEA M. YA
TPy Jo e 1) 2 B 7K AVE SR X R i o 2ok AR rh R 2L iE
AN, UKL CO,, 1 fi KRB E R 0.5 ml/min,
/N E N 25 pl/mint7,
1.3 ZEEMKTE LI Cd RHERIRE

R T GBS AN (6] P 6 A 5 K ek M vk i 45 1Y)
A=) BB BRI KR - I B B SR Cd(ID 3R THRICR
W25 FREL—E 0y HIERE i, # R IR 3%
ST IR B e . EORFEFF e . ISERE A1 ok M AR
) HC AR BE 7% . HyO, B SR H,SOL/HNOS Bl i
REWSEHE 1 1 LoKIL(BE )& T 25 ClER
BRFsaT KRR VA A, EI AR T, AN
A= I (R KRG A kXt B B R 285 R - 9 2
i 60 Hif, HT WM/ MNGREe . H CdCl Bl
2 mmol/L Cd(I1)# ¥, LA 0.1 mol/L NaCl i&FfE M75
S LA B R T W B g, (W] I AE A 0.05 mol/L
EDTA (pH=6.0)% 1 T ik g B0,

FREC 1.0000 g T 4EFESE T 50 ml SR
o, B —ERRE LN Wi(g). A 20 ml
CA(ID)/EW , W EW pH £ 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, 6.0,

5 pHRRE IS, B0l U815 I B T o 8 5 A
IR B W ) 0 PR R IE A Wa(g)e A 20 ml
EDTA ¥ W@ W e Cd(ID), 875 pH, P4 48 h,
OB R . A R I o e R T
(novAA350, Analytik, Germany )il X2 W B £ 1% 1 i
W F %) Cd(TT ¥R B2 | AR I 22 Jel v 358 - 38X Cd(1T)
A B i, CACTT) A LA R A0

Maes =[Ceprax(RO+W—W)-Coax(W—W1)]x1 000
A My N CAAD AR & (mmol/kg), Cgpra N
W CA( DAY (mmol/L),  Caq 9 W BP0
Cd(11) ¥ £ (mmol/L).
1.4 HiE4bIE

B EE ] SPSS 20.0 Kt frge it #r, #4k
P A 2 SR SR R R A2 R R T 220 BT (AVOVA) i
Ak, 25 5 30 250 ol R/ S PR 25 S (LSD)#EA T
K 56:(P<0.05).,

2 HRSiE

21 E¥MRRRERFEEARE

A= ) B 3R JBT - 45 45 57 U ESURE SE DU b Sz Bk
FRAE By R LA RE A B A S T L A LB B TR
TS H Mg A B, W2 hrTE
AR 3 Fh IR AR Y B R IR B R AT B i 2 etk
AR, B EN T4 6 0 BUF B 25 5, Ik
T A 1 R8I o345 G 6 B0 i T LA PRI D A=
Finc, o R R R FOKFEFF Y 1.86 15 A0 2.17
fio 28 HyOp BUPEST , AR5 T KRS AT e 3 1 o 1
GBI PTEE N, TSRS A e R 45 S

%2 TRENRRRERTHELLAH

Table 2 Proton binding sites on surfaces of different biochars

LR}V L F45 G LS 788 SE R Cd &

(mol/kg) (mg/kg)
T B Ji¢ 1.69 + 0.02 ef 1.00+0.01 ¢ 2.11+0.02 de 2.13
H0,—FF B Ik 1.83+0.09 ¢ 1.24+0.02b 2.26+0.03¢ 0.46
HCI-FH 5% 1.38 +0.00 gh 1.25+0.00 b 227+0.01¢ 0.22
HNO;/H,SO,—F 7 I 2.48 £0.00 d 1.77£0.20 a 2.54+0.01b 0.10
FRAEFF R 1.47+0.00 g 0.30 + 0.02 de 2.03+0.03 ¢ 0.48
H,O0,— FKFEFF 2 1.67 +0.00 f 0.34 +0.04 de 2.13£0.01 de 0.44
HCI-F K FEFF I 1.30+0.03 h 0.36 +0.03 de 2.04+0.04 ¢ 0.23
HNO3/H,SO 4 KA FF 55 1.76 + 0.06 ef 0.42+0.05d 1.22+0.06 g 0.08
TSR FT 3.14£0.07b 0.17+0.08 ¢ 2.16+0.02d 0.54
H,O,— SRR FF ¢ 2.65+0.07 ¢ 0.15+0.09 ¢ 2.10+0.03 de 0.44
HCI-H 2/ FF 7k 2.58 +0.01 cd 0.83+0.03 ¢ 2.66+0.04 a 0.48
HNO3/H, SO, SEFFF ¢ 4.60+0.07 a 0.90 0.04 ¢ 1.93+0.05 f 0.21

T SRR NG 5 B R R AN A A ) BT A (8] 22 7 3 (P<0.05), Tl
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A7 S8 I B I, 35 A E RE T A B AR A AR
TRFE—3, H0, SOME 5 R R O RS FF ok B B g
BRI T 7.11% F 4.93%, 1M JHSERE A1 5
SEREAI B TR T 2.78%. 5 HCI kb A= Wy i o
AL, HNO3/H,SO, B B A= 90 J5 i 3 1 57245 Aol
HMBOEZ, 3£ 2 LR ER, HNOyH,SO, s PEfE 5
i KA FF I VI SERE R 0 04 S5 T8 0 A 850530
JEHAHR HCL AR5 1.80 15 . 1.35 f5H11 1.78 175,
XA g2 TR E AR KA B I . DA 2551
U A W J5T o 3R 345 G aSBOAN S RE LR
WA K, B2 E R, BRI T BE A B3 ag
AR A W) TS A T 2 I AN 0
2.2 RINAEEY BT KFE WM Cd(11)AIFN
W B0 1 25 SRR BH (B 1), AW R Vs A
BN T LR KRS X Cd By R 5ok ok
AW FORAR G, BRI H,0, BebEA= 9ok X K Ag 1 Cd
HI SN £, 5 HCL BRI A L, B

J1 HNO/H,SO, Bt A= W 5 e % 7K A £ Cd AR B 4
s Z . DL pH 5.5 R, 7N HyOp Sl i AE 5k |
T RFEFT e R0 SERE F < (14 KRS % Cd 18 I B o
I FEES INRR R 1 . T KA FT 2 RO A A e i /K Fed
WY 24.3%((F 1A).27.0%(E 1B)F1 23.0%(/& 1C).
Zesth, AN HNOs/H,SO, PR IR R IR | B KRS FF
BRI SRS A A K R X Cd B W BFHE 43 ) L sn
HC1 AR P FEFL IR | B KRG R SRS A1 ¢ i 7K A
THEINT 52.6%(K 1A), 43.5%(& 1B)Fl 65.5%(#
1C). DA g5 SR oot A= 9 o s Kk £ Cd
W RS B . BEAh, [l — pH &4 T,
HNO;/H,SO, BUH:AE W BT < 7K A 6 Cd- Ay iz oo
BIm TR0 H0, st Ao kRS . 24 pH
5.5 B}, WA HNOs/H,SO, B RAR R . FOKFEFE
BRI SRS FF B A K R X6 Cd A IR BfHE 43 ) 2 R T
TRy 5 (% BRZHL B 1.62 4% . 1.54 f5F0 1.87 %,
TSI HoO, BRI RE Rk . FOKFH AT B AN S R AT
35

351 —a— KA -+HNOYH, SO~ 5 A) o K LHHNO /LSO, — T KRS FE 3 ®)
o= KATLAHCI-fi ) —— KR HHCI- R RS 5
305 —a— KA +H,0,~ 7 B 52 30T e KA L +H,0,- TORFEFF A
G | T AHHARTRR | e KRR
2 25¢ - KL B2 kAL
: E
f 200 £ o)
B -
£ 15¢ Ej;, 15+
= =
= =
© 10t S 10f
Sr 5k
0 1 1 1 1 1 J 0 1 1 1 1 1 ]
38 42 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 62 38 42 46 5.0 54 5.8 62
pH pH
40T o KER 1 +HNOLH,SO R F 5 ©)
350 —o= KA LHHCI-HSEREF 5
—=— KA L+H,O, - TSR FE 5
30} —e— KA FF
%D - KF L
3 25
g
= 20 L
e
§ 15
=
© 10t
5 L
O 1 1 1 1 1 J
3.8 42 46 5.0 5.4 5.8 62
pH
(A. TR B.EKFEF I CAOMSEREFFAC)
1 ANAREMRKBRMEKELIEKETEX Cd WIKHE

Fig. 1 Adsorption of Cd by acidic paddy soil with different biochars after wet/dry incubation
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e 554 %

IR KA 0 Cd W B 5 il 2 AR TS A 0 o i 1Y)
XPHRATAY 1.29 48, 1.38 %A 1.21 15, LA 45—
AULIAE N H,0, Bt Al HNOS/H,SOy BUHE A= 1) 5 i
YIREA SR SR KRS L X 4R Cd R, H
HNO;/H,SO, BUEAE W Bk S TSR B4 . S 1 o7
WA R AL B K A TR] pH X 7K ARG £ Cd W BRHE G S2
WATZ R T 22500, 45 RILE 3. MRFR, AR
ALBRAUANTE] pH XK G+ Cd W FHE 44 &5
P Z 8] ()38 BN A TR B 58 3, 3 R UE T W B
IR AR

F3 WRM/ARRIRIE R AR pH X Cd M 2R

0% 2 Y41t S A

Table 3  Statistical analysis of different treatments and pH on
adsorption and desorption of Cd in adsorption/desorption experiment

e W B AL E A 3 Ny DAY R s g
0 3 v £ R A (2 1 3 R A T 1 e e A
QY FREHERASESEE THEAEHLT -
Xt H 4 Jm i B R s AW BT AR 5 13 pH i
W 4B B IR R M DITE . ABFFEH, WA oy
FHEY Cd(11) % LA 0.1 mol/L (1) NaCl /S Hrrfift i,
P BE AR IR T e Cd BUFRHRILR, RIAR S
Hr Cd LRI 3220 R T P B R R et
I AMRER R P L EDTA AR MEMGR], g 1) Cd
TR LR IR CdPY, R A 4h R
(K1 2), 7E pH 4.0 ~ 6.0 IYTEFEIN , B InA Bk i K
Fei - Cd B W et AR 5 TR U I A= ) Jo o ) 7K A
+, e A SRR T AR B RS IR 1 T K

Cd T Ca eIt 0k Cd BB . 5 ER I HCT AR B A 4 % Y
Ab 3 o *x KRG AR EL , A0 HNO3/H,SO, Bk A ) % (1) 7K A
o - s +r Cd WA WA Hy0, B A W B
4 FxpH o - {9 7K A - Cd AR W8 ok 125 A I e e A 0 5

TE: #*FOREmL P<0.01 W E/KF,

ZI RS TIRI, A TR A AR A

301

KA 4 o DA S5 R -5 PR A M B0 R 14
AR AR AR — 2GR 2), W TR

30

- & - KFFLAHHNO/H,SO,—FF 1 5 (A) - & - KA L+HNOY/H,SO,—F K F 5t (B)
_ o—7k*§i+Hle$§$?)% " A —<>-7J<$‘r‘jJ;+HCl—jz>zK$ﬁ4ﬂb'?
25& oo K LHH,0,—FE Bis - 25t -0 - JRAFLAHO0 TR TEFF 2 A
| ek R _ | o KL e
%D 20k -V-7J($‘Fffi; ,,%’ //,% '%D 20k -V-7K*ﬁ:t . /::§
< 5t - - ,//,,/" E 5L ’//,/ //’// Rad
| 8’ gL i ' ,fj/,/
= L7 ,’%j’/:/’ = o7 ’/”,%/ 1//
E 10} I 2 E 10t . RSP 2o
S /’%’ __,%’:::/—;;’”” S o __,g}};é:’—"
sk g st e
%:—;:}?_ A %5,—' S A7
0 i I I I I I ) 0 el I I I I I
38 42 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2 3.8 42 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2
pH pH
0T &L K E+HNOLH,SO RS FF 5 ©)
35k -0 - AKRALAHCI-MRAEF 5 3
- o - KA LAH,O, =3RS ¢ -7
~ 30+ - o - IKFE L+ IHEERE 0 ’,/
_%D -v - KFEL ,'4’ %
S 25t .
£ - .
£ ,/5/ ’,/”%
E 20‘ /’,’ /ﬁ'/ ///
= I5f .8 - M
3 : T
10 ’,’/ PR SOl T
& P R
5t -7 i
i;:f: ¥
0 T 1 1 1 1 )
3.8 42 4.6 5.0 5.4 5.8 6.2
pH
(A. FEH e, B, ERFEFFH; C. IMSEREFFR)
2 AMAREYIRRIERMEKIE L EBKETREN Cd MBRE

Fig. 2 Desorption of Cd by acidic paddy soil with different biochars after wet/dry incubation
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FE AT A8 18 02 oM A= 1 o e B /K AR % Cd & i
BRI . A pH FHr, ASEZEY) BT b FEAY
LRRIE AR 1 Cd A9 fif I 34 52 IR — 3 s
e, X AT R A B R TR | RS E RE A
P ES R RERE pH AT R, ERGE Y pH AT
IXUEE R B iR e A T Z A NS 7, 520
AR T, WG T & IR0, gesh, xtF
[F] — Pkl 2 A ) Bk fE AR pH 600, &
HNO3/H,SO,4 B I A= 1 B e X /KA A= Cd i e i
ARG K. LA pH 5.5 i, ZEUSHN T HNO3/H,SO,
OPERIRE R . FOKFEFF R R SRS FE o 0, BRTMEZK
Fei b Cd B ok 20.74.18.02 F1127.74 mmol/kg,
O3 BRGSO R BRZH Y 217 4% . 1.88 17
F12.90 1., 412 2 Frs, HNOy/H,SO, Bt i 2 34
T AW R AR I E REAIECR: , & M R
H A xR E A S HEG RSN E, Bt
¥ HNO3/H,SO4 BUIE A W) BT 1 VA T30 22 B R 1 K A
b, AR T X Cd AR PR, ZE T E
ST R (FR )t TR FIAEHE SANR] pH XK AR
+ Cd W B 52, SO —8, AFE
AEBRFIARTR] pH X 7KAE 4 Cd it i sgm i 2%, W
e [ R VAT R LT

A EDTA i M 1Y) s 7 - 433 T2 1 A B )

FEJBEAY, AR R I 1 45 55 AT X %P g ot
FVTIEVE I AR TTRRC 40 AR4E /KRG % Cd (1
W B AR A, AR Cd IR . 3R 4 14
W, BEE pH T, IR T AR e Y R /K R
+ Cd BRI R IEAR B — AN A R, i
BEZE pH G INL PR BRI, 0T/ AR Lk 5
A, M 4 PRI LIEHY, 78 pH 5.5 1 pH 6.0 B,
AR A B KRG X Cd IR R T 55%, 16
e pH 5MF R, MHECTUREIER, LB x4
B AR Cd I TTRREE R . S5 ARUS AR ) sk 11
it HRZELAH EL , A8 HLO B A= 90 5 2 (1 7K A X6 Cd
FRIAR I AT BT, LA pH 5.5 9l AN T H0, 2
PERYRE R . FORAEAT SRR RE RS, BRIEKFR
T Cd MR  ERE T 5.78% . 8.70% FiI
53.69%, ULPHTERR pH T, %I HyO, etk A=9y i
BEREAT AR B B /KRG % Cd A PRI, DT sk
T IR E AR UIE . X TERMT HNOy/H,SO,
SRR YR SRR ARG L, Cd BRI R B3 TR
INA Y R AR BRZH, LA R HNO3/H,SO4 BT
ISR AT R KR P Cd AR R I3A 3] T 60%
DAL, 3 — 45 SR R A e R K R - W Cd i A
U HNOS/H,SO, Bl A= 4 5 e i (. 35 $ TH L PE
A 4 A BT ik

R4 RMAREY R BIBRIEKFE L BAETRERM Cd BRRIRE(%)

Table 4 Desorption rates of acidic paddy soil incorporated with different biochars after wet/dry incubation

Qb pH 4.0 pH 4.5 pH 5.0 pH 5.5 pH 6.0
it 8 6.40+0.12 i 79.69+0.03a  7628+0.10b  56.44+0.12k 62.20+0.24 1
LEEN/ 44.80+0.12 ¢ 5528+0.13g  5026+0.10h  6289+0.06g  64.11+0.01k
H,O0,-FH L7 28.93£0.09¢  37.87+0.02h 48.96 + 0.08 i 59.70 +0.02 i 72.85+0.03 g
HCI-FE %% 23.28+0.28 f 34.39+0.15k 48.10+ 0.05 55.10+0.111 62.10 £ 0.06 1
HNO3/H,SO—FF & 11 39.58 +£0.09 d 64.84+0.05 ¢ 65.61 +0.06 ¢ 7328 £0.05d 85.78 £0.02 ¢
FKRFEF ¢ 20.05+0.10h  19.84+0.04m  46.24+0.01k 67.69 + 0.06 ¢ 69.00 + 0.05 i
H,0— K FEFF 2 22.72+0.13 g 34.84+0.08 ] 44.83 +0.06 1 61.35+0.0lh  7220+0.01h
HCI-E KA FF o 1.21£0.02 31.83+0.031 43.17 £ 0.05 m 59.36 £ 0.07 j 66.34 = 0.00
HNO3/H,SO— T KA FF 5¢ 19.90+0.01 h 58.75+0.06 f 64.81£0.07 f 67.26 £ 0.01 f 80.56 +0.02 f
MRS FF ¢ 23.74+0.01f  77.72+0.02b 66.34+0.10d  8538+0.04ab  91.86+0.02b
H, 0,11 SR FF 2k 54.95+0.25b 66.65+0.11d 72.27+0.14 ¢ 86.74+0.10 a 88.08 +0.03 d
HCI-TH A FF ¢ 28.94+0.30 ¢ 36.23+0.111 5416+0.01 g 77.84+0.13 ¢ 89.76 + 0.03 ¢
HNO3/H,SO4—H A FF 61.06+0.12 a 7532+ 0.01 ¢ 87.64+0.07a  8525+0.0lab  95.12+0.06a

3 ZEig

AR A ) 5 R 4 s T BRI K A X6 Cd ik
BRF, RSB ISICrE A W OR I RUR o B, H
HNO3/H,SO, BCtEA Y ekt K g+ Cd Wt a7t

RO T HoOp BUHEAEY TS o 00 19 25 S 2R
AW R S IR E T RR 7K R X Cd LMk
B, TS I e 1 A 9 e g KRG %6 € e et
Ko XIEFEN H0, BCPEM HNOS/H,SO, B A 242
AR TOR R IR FE S E e & i Y T AR
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