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Sorption and desorption of Di-n—butyl phthalate(DBP ) on paddy soils and humic acid

WANG Xiao—dan'?, XTANG Lei'?, CHEN Xiao—hong'?, CHEN Xue-bin'%, MO Ce-hui'?, CAI Quan—ying'*

(1.School of Environment, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632,China; 2.Guangdong Provincial Research Center for Environment Pollution
Control and Remediation Materials, Guangzhou 510632,China )

Abstract; In this study, Di-n-butyl phthalate(DBP) was selected as the target contaminant and humic acid was extracted from the paddy
soil. The sorption and desorption of DBP( concentrations from 1 to 12 mg+ L™ in solution ) on paddy soil and humic acid were investigated by
conducting batch sorption experiments. DBP in supernatant was quantified by high efficiency liquid chromatography. The results showed that
the sorption of DBP on paddy soil and humic acid reached the equilibrium within 48 h and 24 h, respectively. The sorption kinetics of DBP
followed the pseudo—second—order kinetic models with R*>0.997. The sorption of DBP was controlled by the boundary layer diffusion and
intra—particle diffusion. The DBP sorption isotherms followed the Freundlich models with R*>0.901 at different temperatures( 15, 25, 35
°C ). Thermodynamic data showed that DBP sorption in paddy soils and humic acid was a spontaneous physical sorption process. The DBP
sorption capacity of humic acid was higher than that of the paddy soil, which was related to the high soil organic matter content of the former.
The DBP desorption isotherms also fitted well the Freundlich models with R*>0.870 at 25 °C. Obvious desorption hysteresis was found for
paddy soil, but not for humic acid. In other words, the adsorbed DBP was more easily released into the environment on humic acid.
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T ) HoAth 2 Ty (e A AR B Rt B A8 )M, i FL) A8 A TRl
MR 2R R 6 B P "PAEs B EARUCH K
P > 75 A5 Hb> S > H e > S e 1S, 6 F“ A 35" PAEs
AP, AR 28 R T BR(DBP) A4k 2K — i i
(2-Z 3258 i (DEHP) & 55 5, %k v T HAth
PAE fL-&W) & it I i L R AR # bR, 1
P PAEs AT 2 35 52 W Gl W BETR 45 0 S5 T RE,
R AANEY (B KRG ) SRR 20, JE il o &
S S N AR PR,

15 YA - 9 e R S A R A T Sy 8 e
TE T TS A S A A AR, [ R A
FEUUR . WA RE . I S A ok SR B PAES
G FE R T R AR (R 38 K 21 4y
W% BfF PAEs FORFFFEARNT g/ D0 B 9T R, 138
A HLTEZ 0 PAEs W IR A 7R DGR R R, J6g
BT P B B A USRSy, AT
A HLT R 50%~90%1, A Sy - 338 18 5t I ) o 22
Ay, I HIER LA o R B S5 H , T £ 5 &
FUEREH, XA ALTE G 0 W B A Tk A AR
FRRO, PR, AR S L A 98 Hp R AR S B R 3 R Y
DBP i HARTG Y8, 1 W o — g g ik Ak B3R 565 , A
FE KRR R RS AL BR 41 43 % DBP f14) W5 i — fige K
1524, I A LSO I R AR Y 52 e, LA i B
T DBP (I /A R AL, RS EE SR
3 PAEs BREET TR A S KU BN 75 e dns ] 45
AR AR

| HREHE

1.1 SKEG#r#Y

SRR IR T i (DBP) 7y 540y 278.35, /Ki
fEIED 11.2 mg- L7, Mg H Aladdin 5 [ | #5324 A,
Al EE>99% ; WA (i 4, W B VLR K A R A
BRAE] . HABUGI G SRR w55 B
BN A el W B R ER A 2GR Sese
KK

B KRG+ 0 K2 DBP V5 (A6 M 32 )2 + 45
(0~20 cm), FAERAN R FTIARY) . TIHELR
T B 1t 2 mm 055 T 4 CIRAEE . KRS
PR 1 H2 B S BT 5 36, AR - 1 0% L 8 79T
R 250 (8000 r+min™', 10 min ) JRHL 55 A 85 48 R 1) +
VR, A HCL W pH A & 1~2, 3R A58 i, i —
A0 (8000 r+min™, 10 min) 43 B J5 AR AR . 1
e R H B MR A 4y () PRACYE B, 6145 pH E A HLE
TR BHE TS i (CEC) Mm% 2 2 (R0l
A2 A3 HT M 2 S5 SR LR 1,

1 kB REBERA S EAMER
Table 1 Physicochemical properties of the paddy soil

and its humic acid

S| pH HHFilg-kg!  CEC/emol-kg'  2W/g kg
KFEL 585 27.08 1.19 1.76
JERER 471 39.45 3.88 497

1.2 LWHE
1.2.1 Wi W i

Z:7% OECD bV )5 P98 KRS + B L
24153 %F DBP I S — et 1R o 4 AR B 7K A
+ AU AR 0.500 g B T 25 mL RV LM 5058
HL A 25 mL —E WY DBP HH iy 2 0 (HA e 7
KT 0.1%), W% 0.01 mol - L ) CaCl,( 4E45 55
FUREE )N 200 mg- L7 (1) NaNs (Al A= 49) , #E4 7 1E
(251 C)¥EY% (200 r-min™), ) 8000 r+min™ &>
5 min, BUEJEW, W02 H: DBP MR BE o BFSE I R 3l 772
FEAEI, DBP W IRV BEBE S 12 mg- L™, JREE Ry 25
C,5 9T 5 min 1 0.5.1.2.4.8.16.24 48 84,120,
168 h B, 2 b5 W DBP ¥k B2, I AR 415 W Bt iy
J& bR DBP Y B 25 115 KA - S 3 Rl R 4 53 %t
DBP [ f it . ARG T2 R, DBP JJ Uik 2 47
BIR1.2.4.6.8.12 mg- L™, 4i& 3 I 0] 4351 4 48 h(OK
i) 24 h(JEAERR ) (5 1273250 R W, i dik3% B ]
AT PRAE W B35 P-4 ), 23 S8 AL EE 454 T
(15.25.35 C) i /KA 1= K B A R 20 43 %) DBP 11y
W SRR . HoH, DBP MR FE (1~12 mg- L) AR 4fg
HOK BB EE (<12 mg- L) DA K S 25 SCHk b B e A 7
B (0.97~11.69 mg- L & 1~15 mg- L)%

RIS TE 25 CAMF T kAT, AR B Hy - 14

mg- L™ i DBP ¥ H ks B B 5, 5525 BT,
A 0.01 mol - L' CaCl, 1 200 mg« L™ NaNj ] 25
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TEE VR (55 WA 0 — fp 2 A e B — 80 ) A 7 ) a3 DA
Wikt FE v DBP KA | e A S R BE I o6 25 35
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B JErY B WGE 0.22 wm JEE, T 4 CH IR
FERIN o SR FHROAH €035 22 40 e W A8 I 400 ks O 8
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H @54 N Agilent Hypersil ODS,250 mmx4 mm, W
SIAIN F AR ALK (V/V=80/20), i K 1 mL-min,
FEIRL N 25 °C, K iz Kl 242 nm, BEREE S 10 pl.
RS, DBP (LR EA B[] A 4.8 min, S R4S ik
JE4 0.02 mg- L™, RASMRELE A DBP, 45 4b 81
SEATREARAE R 2Z AT 10% , BE 50 IR WIS Jy 88%~
94% , Uit Ny 86%~91%, Wl ki
DBP [R5 % i SORUBEM B 45 1 401 2R KT 10%

2 #R5W®R

2.1 BB IFERAR

IKFE A K LB R R 2H 43 %5 DBP [ W o 52 20 i A4~
Bz, RIVER S 8 B0 o B A S BB B (T 1a) o HEBR
TR B BE, /KA 1 (0~2 h) FIE LR (0~8 h)Xf DBP
A R T8 3 R 7 R 7 e s () A S 34 5 B o
Jof Bsf ] 398 K, AK A 4 (2~48 h) FES AR R (8 ~24 h) X
DBP {14 W [ 35 25 T B 14 s 49 2 R R . 7E 48 h(UK
i) 24 h(JEAEIR ) J5 , 35 % DBP AW A 31
MRS . FIRTRT BB R S M 21 S 1
JEERE R W B DBP f 2 g 2% i A — . BAG KA 1
JEAEER XS DBP W R, R B 35 A R I )
12 (R>0.997), WX (1)
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Arper VIR hyq, Ay o 2B B, mg- g7 q.
Ry - W B R mg - g™ s Ko SR Bl G Bl g 2 B R
HH homge g AL R (K 1b) R, 7KAF 1 S
TR ZH 53 %7 DBP (12 mg - L") 9 ~F- 1 W B 5 4301
0.272 mg-g™ #1 0.301 mg-g™,

ik — 58 DBP FE/K A 4 S A R 4 43
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TOKREE D ERR

a. - $FE IR BB PR 18] A9 A8 AL B ZE The sorption amounts of soil and humic
acid with time
b3 g sh i 5 FRILA 2R The fitting curves based on the pseudo—
second—order kinetics equation
e JBUkL N B FE LA 2R The fitting curves based on the intra—particle

diffusion model
1 DBP 7E7k 8 £ K H S 1B ER 20 53 o B IR Y 31 1 3245 4iE
Figure 1 Sorption kinetics of DBP in the paddy soil and humic acid
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PR SR R A B 5 FEE AR A B, 7K e g O B3k
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ISR 2 13 2) s, AREE AU,
+ 398 K HLE AR 2H 20 W FfF DBP (25 TR 2R 25 35 i Fre—
undlich 752 , #15¢ 250 (R?) &y 0.901~0.998 , Hr )i
FE TR 2H 43 W% [ DBP (%) Ky (B4 0.081~0.176(mg-g™")/
(mg- L) JEHXFRKRE + Ko fAF) 3~4 fi5 o] WL, 5
TR B DBP [ RE T 8 5 TR AE £, 2K AE L
TR B DBP B EEALST . (AR AR, A R
DBP 1) K (H B R T m s o, feniR BT e A
FI T 7K A A S HL R A R 41 43 W B DBP, AR Fre—
undlich #{4  #& 91 i X (4)~(6) 115875 41 W B H Ag
(AG) J&7E (AH ) B RS (AS) .

AG :—RT]HKQM (4)
Kou=100K ,/OM% (5)
InKy=—AH/RT+AS/R (6)

R B IR AR HHL,8.314 J-mol ™ k™' T S 4 %
B2 K OM% 2 AL .

AN TRIRLRE R AR L S AR 4170 W B DBP £
AGHI/NT %, H AS FI AH HYRTE, H6R %
Xt DBP (1818 B 27 DA s 1 114 1 A O R R, Tl A
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Figure 2 Freundlich sorption isotherms of DBP in the paddy soil

and humic acid under different temperature
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FEEPF, 55 KR b NSRRI A 3 e R R — W 2 — T R (DBP) (il W B I AT 1115

R 2 KFELREBEEREASSI DBP B AN FSH
Table 2 Sorption thermodynamic parameters of DBP in the paddy
soil and humic acid
Freundlich 5 #¢
T K,/ AGI  ASI  AHI  EI
C n  (mgeg')/ R? kJ-mol™ Jomol™ kJ-mol™ kJ-mol™
(mg-L™")"
JKAEL 15 0.663 0.019 0.991 -10.24 0.2 38.7 1.3
25 0.687 0.030 0.989 -11.69
35 0.542 0.056 0975 -13.65
JEHIRE 15 0460 0081 0901 -12.77 1413 281 22
25 0571 0.095 0918 -13.59
35 0366 0.176  0.998 -15.62

TiH

(7)F1=(8):
Ing.=Inq,~B&* (7)
E=1/(2-B)* (8)

A g PR, mg g5 g MK &, mg-
g B Y E A KRG E R, mol’+J ;¢ 2 Polanyi
2B, e=RTIn(1+1/C.),

D-R JrFE B LA G5 R i om KR 4 b LR A R 2
43U DBP % R* 47 0.705~0.950., A SR HAR OC R EIK
F Freundlich 77/, {HHFi8E E 20T LI
B, TSR R | KRS e R L R A 4 W o
DBP [ E {H} 1.291~2.236 kJ -mol™, {£F* 8 kJ -mol™",
X —AEH] T %%t DBP (W% A B f . 5
BEULIARE , — M 5, A ML FE 338 b i I F 2 —
AR JIA SR YL AR (EAR SR A R
PRI, 3X T B85 W B R A i RORE N BOVE A
Ko TEWL PR s DBP i ok NP BRSO T
HorF19 B BB, T4 B R v W 75 2 AR RE I DA e
R zs [AAE R A, BT LA 56 o 5 St L 1 I B, i
5 A skt XAD-4 #E 2 DUR g Pk 1P
DBP W i 25 R — 2.

2.3 KTEL R EEEBRESS YT DBP WM AL L8

TS B 53 E F A8 (Ko ) A2 A St - S5 B35
Yfie 1 B EAR AR, HAR B, 35X YL 1y 118 W T
AR, @t (9) 15 K (5,

K.=[qgJ(CxOM)]x1.724x1000 (9)
K Ko B AP PR S, mL- g™ OM A L
B, g g3 1.724 Sy 3G HLhk 5 HAT HLS A 44
FEL, 1000 AARFR AT et 25K

PO B C 43500 1,12 mg- L7 (Z35llAH 4 T
DBP 1 PR35 e i R L i ok B ) 1 S804 Rt B 45 4
T KFE A KL FE R AW DBP 1 K. {BL TTER4E
RN (3 3), AIR)BE BV BT, AR W it
DBP 1 K., {5 (524~3565 mL-g™) 34/ F H 8 # iR 41
53(925~7691 mL-g™), X #FE— - UL B i X DBP 119
W PR REAR TR & . T B O HE A AL &
SRS XA LTS e R B R R, — i,
B LR SR T 0.1%, 38 L5 16 % B
AHLIEEY SRR, KA 4 e R A
R 4043 A WL & 1 (1.57%~2.29%) YK T 0.1%, —.
FXT DBP M B3 LA AILBT BN R 3, S AL &
o O v ) R R 2 I o2 R iR, X S i A SR 4
Re—F", J3 40, DBP 1 B 145 F4 2 5 e 0
PEREMEE 2K 2 . DBP % A PR JE S — IR ER )
Be A&, HoaT it w—m B SR D S ik S A
A PUAH EAER, IR R A R, & & 2R
ML REF (ANBEye 3t |y 562 2R 45 ) 1 i R R T o
DBP $2 A4 2 A VE FA AL 5, I 7R HR B KA I B 45
. HATMGEZ DBP ST N ARifE, SOA SOk R
(A2 A 24 IR 22 4 DA 32 56 o D00 ) 1530 e (14 92 5%
DBP [0 Kt GE 78 PR o 2% N4% K (mL-g™) 1
HINEE T G W 1 B 53 AN S S ) WA AR
(K..>20 000), % 5 W5 [ 7 ( 5000<K,. <20 000), H1 %5
Wz it 70 (1000 <K, < 5000 ) , %5 HE W% [ 7 (200<K,, <
1000 ) FIXEN FE A (K, <200) . PRI, AEFREEVR B 45
(1 mg-L"),DBP 7E /KRG 4 K HF R4 55 H b
S I R T A B W B TR e gy B TR B RS, AE A
FH L 25T (12 mg- L), DBP 78 35 H A Ok b
TR S 84 35 )

24 fRRSELE
ST DBP 7R KRG 4 R HL S R R 443 Hh 1) i %

*3 KBELREGEBEAS WM DBP B K, (ERRMTEEY (mL-g")

Table 3 Organic carbon partitioning coefficients and sorption types for DBP desorption in paddy soil and humic acid (mL-g™)

N~ K+ C. JEAERR C.
1 mg-L" 12 mg-L* 1 mg-L" 12 mg- L
15 1210 450z 70 ) 524 (B FE L ) 3540 AR 7 ) 925 (B FH L )
25 1910( H 2505 {784 ) 877 (AEHEML ) 4152( P &0 7Y ) 1430( 2% 70 )
35 3565 (H & B ) 1142 2R 7Y ) 7691 (5 5y W 78 ) 1591 ( Hp 4G 7R )
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118, WHIET 25 CAAMFT & X% DBP 1 fiff W 55 ik
g, R _H MWL REEIYFF S Freundlich 77 ##
(R*>0.87), WLIE 3, SR At J5 250 HIMFR KRG+
HLFHERR L /W DBP s AR (3 Je AR . HI o
IR WL(10),

HI=(q!-q:)lq: (10)
g gl A — R R A R B A T, R
1 P O Ao e O A P R o S e

— M, 2 HI<O B, i 5 B A B3, Y
HIS0, (Wi e B4 8.2 0 25 CHAME R, ARk
FERF(1~12 mg- L) /K FE 4 S H AR BR 415 %+ DBP #Yy
HI{H5351°-0.17~1.54 F 0.14~-0.45(5 4), XKFE
HF bR 1 mg- L WREN HIE/NF 0 4b, Ak
AT HHEY KT 05 WS HEER R HI EWIM S, JLF
P e B 260 HIEY/NT 0, HAEARRIVREE T, K
R 1) HIAE38 5 IR 2 43 , Ui DBP 7E/K s+
F P A A TS AR TR S BRI A R A 40 v fi
W e AN 2, SR DBP 7R MR L 50 P R A
FE , 5 FREOEN SN IR BT, 3 XU o AR 4%
DBP ({ff it FEAFAE I 5 B, Wi R ST & 26 +

Y2 R 25 R % DBP fg i mi2s 17 A 5™,
3 #ig
(1)K A5 A S HL 8 FE R 4H 43 %k DBP (19 W% it 43 5]
or
TokRELE D SRR
-1.0}
~20f o de—1
T, ! el
2 30} T E -
s | 3%
S 407 b
T sof La
—60;- ot
7 0 | SESEEE S S E E T ——— o
250 -40 -30 20 -10 0 10 20
InC,/mg- 1"

3 DBP #EKFE Lt R EBERRA S HHY Freundlich 712
RIEMHRERLZ (25 C)
Figure 3 Freundlich desorption isotherm of DBP in the paddy soil
and humic acid (25 °C)

% 4 DBP fE/KfE T K HIEERRA S PHIRRIRT R RE
Table 4 Hysteresis index for DBP desorption in paddy soil and

humic acid

W2 S50 - e i /mg - L 1 2 4 6 8 12

KFE L -0.17 013 054 085 1.11 154
JEHE TR 0.14 -0.07 -024 -033 -0.38 -045

FE 48 h Fl1 24 h Ik B S, R B 155
1R & WALy I 3T UN S AN I E G LA
E/l/CUR

(2) /KR 4 S LB A R 25 53 % DBP (W A5 &
Freundlich 752, J& TR A% B & W B [ 72,
oA AR AR 4H 43 %) DBP B W BfHE BESER KRS 1, i
HHANR S EEE L.

(3)25 Cif — X DBP {1454 Freundlich
D5, oK RS % DBP B A7 e B i S P4
AHEEHRA R MR AR, H M DBP 4
5 FRR BN

S
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