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Abstract

In this study, two raw materials namely bamboo bits and pine sawdust were employed to manu-
facture biochar, followed by different modifications in terms of acidification, alkalization, oxida-
tion, ultrasonic and ferric chloride, in an attempt to compare the purification capacity of these bi-
ochars. Meanwhile, such advanced analytical techniques as elemental analysis, scanning electron-
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ic microscopy and Fourier infrared spectrometer were used to characterize the surface properties
of these biochars. The results showed that aromaticity of bamboo biochar were higher than pine
biochar. All modification processes led to a coarser surface and changed the cluster density of func-
tional group thereon as well as the relevant peak areas of infrared absorption. The adsorption ca-
pacity of the unmodified or modified biochar toward the ammonia-N, total P and COD were testified
via bench adsorption experiment of biogas slurry, in combination with the isothermal adsorption
tests. The outcomes showed that the modification of biochar could significantly improve their max-
imum capacity of biochar to the ammonia-N, total P and COD and their isothermal adsorptions
were well fitted by Langmuir equation.
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1. 5|8

Bt ] B YR G ML BA R A e I H 2 7™ =, VROl AR BEIRZ IOV R) 1 H Iz 1%
T AR, BT TEOR I e, KRS B TR R 207t — D) R R — A B R (1]
MR T A PRI BB R AR R B T A IR 7 RS (2], I RCR G A BRI, =%
BUR LKA LR B IR, TRER KA R . R E R MBI Rug e —, T
TR RE W 1 - 38 rh A 0 A M T 25 1, T EL A B 508 AR (R ) s 3] (H 2
I VAR 200 8 1 Kk Rt R oK R = s g, B A B i i S L A (4]. DI, SRR
FAS L T R ) L VA O AT AL B, SEBIEOIC AR BEIRAL 1 S TR S A

AW IR S 1 A ) O AE R AR BT SRR A A T 8 TR AR A R ) S AR A S TR B e ik o 5 A R [ S
i, BA R RIFLBRRE . BORRI B IAR . B i AR 8 Ik 5 B B TS g (CEC) o W B A 7 e
BEZI[5], & FA R H IR R E S RIS QB EARL i 2B T thoxt H 3wl A e i . A
Y5 BA RSB M BE T, PRISAE K AR A T TR A T Z IS o 28 REREE (6] BT 5T A I il ) 46 i 7
AT e 7K R U B KT B R TTI 6.51 mg/g. Yao S5 [ 7] VARH SR A Rk % AR sk A TR 2
R BOBERR £, A AR ORT SV TUR BE 25 0% T3% A0 PEREIRR L . FUHMLER, AWk 3 2
FLBRIHTE . B 7 A DB L A AR AR A SRUTHE . 285 S 2 FPLIIOR 58 AR H AR is ML 8]
HIMERT I, AEB ROARIDBERRL I A BOR A7 SN T 35 Ak B SR B (K A DR %42 9]

BEAN, WA TR MEA RS T . AR R AR R R R, s o eSebk AR sk Ay
U R RIZ A T, DLSR g AN )3 25 AR R R RS B s G KR B BCR [10] 5 P ek D5 i
AU E R B, BRSO E MR R R ARG K, SRR, SIS R, BeE A R
RIS FIPERE[ 100 MR ANSE[ 11 ELRL T H BEVE R AL AL BRSOV AT X TR R & R L BR AR, AL
BRes i Ja A RS BN ROR AR T T 54.9%

ASCLABAT AN R Ra A JE AR, Gl B ] 0 e A AR R SR A 93 R I RAL Tk
A SEALER AR 2 AL SE A BT 0 AT O, W T el B SR PR AR R S SR R A R 4 A )
JoRR 283 A S VR VR RO DA S A 2 7 R R B R SR, e agk ) SCR i A A A 0 B e DI AL B B 2
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Phs IFREBYACH BT R BT BO SUN LT R, o SCHLIR S UL AR IR 55
2. MMEHE
2.1. SEHAR

2.1.1. KRR
B PUR R BITIE 5 SRR, BT R B AR IR fAT n .

2.1.2. WFSNE

AT B EHE: EEH . 30% UK SABSIKED . 65%H IR TUKBRERE . BREREr—
IKEWEE, YR HTZE(AR).

SO I A B RS AR (B Micro-X AR, AF-1200-30 %), 5 KREZEZ( BB IR
PR R AR AR, SHZ-DAIAY). HBHE A % 2 14 ICP-OES (3£[H Leeman A ], Prodigy 7 2Y)

Iy
&,

2.2. SEWFE

2.2.1. ENEYRZBIEREE

el BTG SIAARIE Je B SRR =k, TR ZBEFMBE =R, 285 CE TR IR T ERAE N TE 105°C
A N EAEE, A5 YRR N TR, 60 BifE&H .

W FAE ) R () )

WU BATIE SRAARE 23 BN AF-1200-30 AR ZSF, A 2l SAE NS, B 10°C/min
(R THIR R 22818 F T2 500°C J5 15/ 2 h, S 0 AR RIE 53 5l 97T 3R (Z-0)FIRA A 3 (S-0)o K FHH 258
Kige, BEE pH EMRFFAL, HTEHRH.

AW 5 R (P e 1

B T 5O P AR ) TR = W 11 4% 7 (1) Z-0.S-0 S FRE 1 g 73 3 B T HEEHETEE A, I 65% AR LA 1 g:40
ml EEBR G, AR5 B IE KR 60°CHEIR N 1| h, N EEHREIATHINE, FHEE FKEEREY R R
ELEJETR G pH TEE . AP e R DEAUR B8 R M, 80°CHE 7~8 h, MF#H . BRI 7T R 584
KIRGw 553 WA Z-S+ S-S.

KOH i biE it A o . H5Hl 5 U 1) -0 S-0 FFREL 1 g 43 3 B T H MR+, I 2 mol/L
(1) KOH ¥ 20 mL B %, MAEEAKBIRG ST F 70C F &M 2 h, RNEZEET 35C. 120 r/min
TEIR KRG 2 RS 24 h, RNV ERATHIIE, PR LB PR A R BRER T pH 1EE,
HI AL PR R IR AU R 28 R A, 80°CHE 7~8 h, MET 4 F . BUMEJa BT IR S A AR R 45 43 5N Z-T
S-J,

BRI AE DD s K ) 4 U7 1) Z-0+ S-0 FFRHEL 1 g 43 Al B T HEEHERI A+, IAREKLL 1 2:40
ml LR G, RS FAM 2 h, RS ARG AT, T 28 7K B A P w B 2 1) pH 15
TE o B ADE IV R JE4UM B ZE R M, 80°CHt 7~8 h, T4 H . FALEIE )R AT R SRR H 5 755N
Z-Y. S-Y.

HEFE OE AT R s B Z-04 S-0 FAREX 1 g 4 B E T HIEER M, ALK LL 1 g:200
ml EBNR G, HikE5), BRGSO A A0 ot 40 min,  $%1HE S 2640 9 BE 25 CAITIZE 100 We
7 SE UG BT HIE, 2R KBRS AT R, R DR R AR B 8 R L, B . R S
JE T R SRAAR R 5 53 5 Z-C S-Co
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PR AEITUR . A& AF (0 Z-01 S-0 S FREX 10 g 430 B T HIEHEIE I, A 0.1 mol/L 54k 2k
VEWR 100 ml HEHEAS), FOREWORN B A, 7E25°C, 100 W BI&AF A 1 h EHREH . BHE
SERMUEREATIIE, LB TRGEEREYRUR, RIEERDELUR R T, MM Bkt s T
WG GR 5 777N Z-Fe, S-Fe.

2.2.2. M RFANREFHENNE

KMERER 2T ¥ 1~2 mg VT IRFE NS 200 mg To/K KBr 4R &, WFEERDRE /N 2 um, 75
AL b B8 ST 03 B R, R A S 2L A6 TEAC(FTIR) 43 #r AR 4 i ok 1) 3 11 B Be A

TCET R FIHITCERTTOCR T &AEFUR SERTE Cv Hy Ny S Fn s S 2R
o

FER AR AR5 1) L 2R AR FH 4 B 3h S L R AR 23 B G AT E .

FHHEE: FFH TM3030 F45 HL B AR 5 5 34T OK 3000 5 H 55 A2 4 0 R (1) R T RFAIE -

2.2.3. | COD Z&iicH]

S IFRE A A A . BEER AT, AR CHRREEIA T B oK, 40 e 280 B K 500 mg/L IR
B 50 mg/L FITEAE R, 1000 mg/L H COD 45, Ja ZEAR IR BARIRIG S - B it 2 A B 2 A
WEALEH .

2.2.4. B4R COD BRI MIsZIE

FREUZ 12 FAFE AP R 0.1000 g + 0.0005 g T 50 mL &0, 43 AN 20 mL [ _F 38 1) = F
W, 7E 180 r/min. 25°CHIZFAMF THRY 18 h 5, FHELGHLHEL 3000 r/min B0 20 min, I JiE1H 300 b
o FHEN AR 43 00 BV s W BT b ) 2 & &, FH ARz 40 D16 ' R vk s W BRHAR Hh 1 A 5
&, H COD W& G W i COD % & .

2.2.5. B COD &S5 W pseLs
FREX 0.1000 g = 0.0005 g W bt S8 AR W it B 28R AR T 50 mL &0 F, 207 20 mL
) 50, 100, 250 500. 1000 mg/L I E AW 100, 250, 500, 1000. 2000 mg/L [¥] COD & 5+ 10
25. 50, 100 mg/L B . {E 180 t/min. 25 CHIZFAMF FH#RY 18 h 5, FHE.LHLHLL 3000 r/min &0
20 min, JIESBIMPA . FH YRG0 66 EE RN E WO R R B B, FAHER B/ 6O BRI E
W BB S AL A &, B COD I e 430 <& W B R 1) COD & .
SRR PR 23 5% FH 7 Langmuir 281 75 F5(1) A1 Freundlich 26V 77 F2(2) [12]13K40E & AE W5 = b A
735 G4 Joa () S5 T T B i e o
C./4.=1(q,b)+C./q, (1)
lgq, =lg/K, +1/(nlgC,) )

X, g, WPERME, me/g g, NI E, mg/g C, N FHEKE, mg/g: b N Langmuir 281477
FERIN H KL, L/mgs K, A1 n 9 Freundlich 2477 12 50 W P25 AR By 56 2 HL 5538 2 A SR RO B

2.2.6. BB ESHIRS R
AR S BRGSO I A(3), ERRFRIFEINE A (4) [12]:
q,=(C,=C,)V [m 3)
17 =100%x(C, - C,)/C, )
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o, RIETGRWIIEIREE(mg/L), AHE— 2 875 SR FE(mg/L), m NAED R PRI E(mg), VN
IKFEARFA(L).

AHEFH, FEAAEEA =AEE, [FR AL A T AR . {8 Microsoft Excel A1 Origin
Pro 2021 ZEAT £ A B 734 o

3. ERESH
3.1. £¥IRRBRIE

TLERANTRY, YRR HITCEGET AN C>H>N>S (& 1). 18 5 FliAFE IS a2 7
X, PRSI BRI N TR & 8A 7 RIEER BT, HASIE T B md . iRk XA
KB FALBR M 2 5 pH BRAE; A ELE )G pH FHis A SO RN B, Xt R S E
A EERW, AT pH WMEEAANAE . AW FUR T H/IC FTRR B IS FVE[13], — &L H/C
EHN, AR . S FRINE, St )s H/C EHE AFEEE RN, KiXA Z2-Y > 2Z-S>
Z-]>Z-Fe>Z7-C > Z-0, /NN Z-0, 1N 0.0365. IaARRSIE 2 G H/IC Lh{EAR L a3 547 ) KRB,
M5l Sh R BRE I Ji H/C Eu A f i » JLIF N S-S > S-Y > S-J > S-Fe > S-0 > S-C, # /Ny S-C, ¥ 0.0389.
MR L, PTIB AR 557 EACRRRE, tB) C=C FJF Ky T4 a R, BEETIARR. X5 F0K[14]
B IE (R BIE Fe 45 AR

Table 1. Elemental composition and pH of different biochars

%= 1. TEEMRRIITRERF pH ME

TLEEE%

R RABEE/C H/C pH
C H N S
Z-0 500 81.6 2.98 0.420 0.115 0.0365 8.39
Z-S 500 65.8 2.58 3.32 0.138 0.0393 4.58
z-J 500 78.9 3.07 0.400 0.083 0.0390 10.7
Z-Y 500 77.8 3.16 0.340 0.085 0.0406 6.48
Z-C 500 81.2 3.00 0.460 0.077 0.0369 8.20
Z-Fe 500 80.7 3.04 0.430 0.094 0.0376 432
S-0 500 81.1 3.17 0.330 0.024 0.0390 6.86
S-S 500 63.3 2.64 3.68 0.020 0.0416 3.75
S-J 500 79.1 3.20 0.320 0.047 0.0405 10.5
S-Y 500 78.7 3.21 0.330 0.017 0.0407 5.65
S-C 500 81.0 3.15 0.330 0.033 0.0389 6.36
S-Fe 500 80.0 3.17 0.270 0.025 0.0396 531

AR P B J 2B W o 3 TR A B U (B 1), ) DA PR ESOME B 100 AT 8 R TR A4
ORGSO Giks 2R, RIEDCHE H A& ML, KRB TTE RGBS a5, 2R
WG YER . YR RBEK(15], BRI T, SRR S ECEA ER M 4R K
S ol it 2 ) (14 2 TR 7 e 48 A B A 5 0 R A R AR I T AL ISUIE 25 48 S O BAL 16 10 ARA AR IR
BHO AR R TICHT, AR S1TEAEMBURAM, SCHEREAEL, (HLER N Rk,
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Figure 1. SEM pictures of bamboo and pine biochars before and after modification (3000x)
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Figure 2. FTIR spectrum of modified bamboo biochars
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Figure 3. FTIR spectrum of modified pine biochars
E 3. TEEMIMAREIFR R FTIR JiE

Xof L BSOME R JS 1) FTIR 6, FAACHNT g A= 4 5 2k (AN [ 38k BB 1 R0 2 WAL e £ 7 AR D, (EL A7
FEANFER IR REF],  HAHE R RSO AAAEAS R B B (] 24 ] 3) AT JB BRI FTIR Jtil &
HHLE 3430 om ' AT AR SR RSO K 1 B -NHL. -NH, JE 217 N-H 14 1R 3 [X 858 1-OH (4 454
RN 2922 em™ kel C-H JEFA PRSI IIE, SRAFHET. 2357 em ' ARG AR, A&
AR AEIRZIE, T AESE-C2N B MR IR SIS A 1574 em ' Ab 22 A7 IR USC UG 2558, JB T C=0 ({45
PRBh PR 1384 em ™ HIMRSCIE L -CH, SRS T AR B o 76 1048 om ™ AR AL U4 23k — X Sk AL S5t i 0
HT C-O MHLEIREN 4. 879 em ™'\ 754 cm ' & B TSR IR IS . AR, TS AR
KRB E TAPERRILE Wk, B m el 5B AMFRAAR, WAL RN S 3443 cm ™' 2924
em '\ 2357 cm's 1598 em'\ 1048 em ™ Ab B T ARSI, BB RA AR AR R [FIRE L ST TE AR R
BAAN B REFH 2SR . 5 LU e ME TS, BRSCHEAT S8 AR B I AE 2922 em' PR MBSO AR 2 o R LA
Sty sUMI B, EAR B PETE 3443 em 'y 2357 em 'y 1598 em ! A H B S AR AR B AR A g, RO BR
B E R A R8I0 eT DUR R 48 A I e A, DA ) T e AR B B X T A A 181 AIBIE FE AR B,
TR I S A S 2t A A R e P L R SR T R B (R P — S RIS

SUHEHT S AS [F AR BET EER AR /N ARAR > 78 (4 2), e A oA s gk e v e >
FAK o FEAHF S AR &A1 BET AR KZE 0, LATIE A REIKRE , BET R T K/NA Z-Fe > Z-C >
7-0>7Z-Y > Z-J > Z-S, HKMLLEEFN 303 (m*/g) (Z-Fe), /MY 34.0 (mY/g) (Z-S), JEFE(Z-0)fIEL
RN 246 (m/g), BT A RGBS, HAh S 20 LR AN T Z-0. TIRAR RIS
Vi A E, BET ELEH A K/ N S-0 > S-Fe > S-Y > S-J > S-S > S-C, fix K LR A 294 (m*/g) (S-0),
/MR 120 (m?/g) (S-C), HoAth Bt J5 vk (¥ LR AL/ T S-00 IX BEHAAS A RHY) BET HLRTAAA,
ARt 4 5 2 BET BRI Z R . TREN8BIRE T /&t G, & Fe Ek 34
VIR RTH, TR EA ), S T AR I LE R AR, AT AT 4 v FC I R
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Table 2. BET and specific surface area of original biohar and modified biochar

= 2. REMIBURMBIEE MR ML RE R SE S RER

= BET LEREF (m%/g)
BALEYRR
B2 FAKR(S)

JFFE(0) 246 294

P& 250(S) 34.0 139
4E) 68.6 153
AL (Y 185 213
A EE(C) 280 120
AN (Fe) 304 271

3.2. FRIEMBIRI A Ei5 R EI IR FHHHE

3.2.1. EEAIIRMIEFIE
AT 8 AR AN JE LSO S B A9 Jo R et I B AT 25 B R U ] 4 BT

12
20000 T’{E v R
A 7 Bk
18000 % 10 4
16000 % 7
%‘; 14000 ? % 8 - - 7
E 12000 + - 5 . 7
g 10000 1 7. % o 7 T
=
= 8000 i ﬁg N
B 6000 -
4000 7 9 z.
2000 —‘ T
0 0
J5 S J Y ¢ Fe Ji S J y c Fe
ot o 5

Figure 4. Effects of modifications on the total adsorption of biochar toward ammonia nitrogen and its removal efficiency

B 4. FEEIBIR I R R B AR EFRERIFE

B R, AR 28 SOV AROAR A AR I R 6 G K B o 2 S BRI R T 8, g id etk AT e >
FAAK o ZEAH [R] BRAA LS54 T B P B AN 22 B B A IR R ZE00, AT B A JERERE , R IR E A 22 B2 h Z-7 >
7-C>Z7Z-S>Z-Fe>Z7Z-0>Z-Y, W& KN 17,598 mg/kg (Z-1), EBrFiLF] 10.82%, Z-C Ml Z-S K2,
W B 543 ) 9 15,142 mg/kg A1 13,505 mg/kg, BSUME G IR AR )00 R Rt 2 20K W B A 6 B 32 3 KT Z-0. 170
FAA A SOV DU A WA B TR R, DRI A e i 2 2 R B R 2 B 2 IR T AR e X B, ORI/ I
Hi A S-0 > S-J > S-Fe >S-Y >S-S>S-C, WiIHE AN 11868.2 mg/kg (S-0), EBRFEN 7.30%, HAthik
PETTEINT S-00 Zad 3t vl 15, A7 5 AR o o PR R B 80 R e A R, T G v S ARy R o 2 ) Wi
P ROR Bl s X A AEYIBUR R IR GIN T RIS Z P E e, B ReBIREEE N, Wb St ¥ hn14].

3.2.2. B EEAO IR PHY4FAE
DAY 8 AA AN TR DRSO 5 B0 AW 5 R 5t TP W AT 25 B (%) & 5 Fis. BRI %0, B2
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PEIE R AR, FAAR AR5 0 1A WG B B R 25 BR 28 S K AT B AR o AN IR SO %A1 AR R K O B
B ERBMGIRRKZEMN, UITIEAEVTR A, ASFESCE TR S, % AR50 R W B A 25 R e
N Z-C>Z-Fe>Z-Y>Z-0>Z-]>Z-S, Wft&EfR KN 1978 mg/kg (Z-C), EFrZFN 14.98%, Z-Fe fl Z-Y
W2, WS> A8 1065.3 mg/kg 1 963.9 mg/kg, SPGB BRI T Z-0. AR 517
JEAMIE, W R ZBRFA S-T > S-S > S-0 > S-C > S-Fe > S-Y, Wit & KN 2621.1 mg/kg (S-T), 2=
FrEN 19.84%, S-S Fl S-0 Kz By TERECHImH S, HAMER AR ZT S-0. & aihrnffs,
KRERIF TG, BN AR A BRI ERE IR L . etk . RIEERINE REH] .
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Figure 5. Effects of modifications on the total adsorption of biochar toward total phosphorus and its removal efficiency

5. NEEYIBRRS TP BIUR M8 K = FRERAFNE
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Figure 6. Effects of modifications on the total adsorption of biochar toward COD and its removal efficiency

6. TNREIEMFIRFT COD R M & AR K FRE RIS

3.2.3. COD KR M4FE

6 R[5 50 2 2 0 e W B A L5890 COD (RO, R T Ui, TR B A 2B
HEJNIAAIR > VrJEIR - FERF R AR T RO BN LB A R0, DTN ERIRTE,
B K BR N Z-Y > Z-Fe > Z-C > Z-J > Z-S > Z-0, WP B 5 Ky 8320 mg/kg (Z-Y), Z-Fe 1 Z-C k2.,
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W B 543 3 7720 mg/kg Al 6513 mg/kg, BUME G IR B SCR LT Z-0. TRAAR B H X577 8 A,
WS it B AN 2B %N S-Fe > S-J > S-C > S-Y > S-S > S-0, Wit & AN 10,920 mg/kg (S-Fe), S-J F S-C Ik
Z, WPt E 58 10,370 mg/kg 19620 mg/kg, UV SE BB BRI T S-0. &L M nI s, a4
W IR (IR P AR v T ) SRR RO e o X2 T SRR A AR A P R 1 BET bLR T
AR, H/C WA, FHFEMERER, WHARLT. (K 6)
3.3. FRERZAE SRR MFE

SR M AR TE RN B o VR PR P38 S5 S AR AN AR (AR 100 T, R o 2 i 5 T v 40 O BP0 ) ST A8 R 5 11
ALY AR A . ZEIR IR AR Y % /Y /& Langmuir #2584 & Freundlich #i%Y . Langmuir #5754 3 B T ik 54>
TIEMR MO AR, 170 Freundlich #2781 3 B2 TR R 2 50 T2 B B F2[19]
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Figure 7. Isothermal adsorption of ammonia nitrogen, total phosphorus and COD by different biochars

7. FERIEYIERMNER. S, COD B R ML

S-0 55 Z-J X TR A MR W M A RSP IR L SR R AN 3 R, HAFR IR 4T & Langmuir
B, AR T 0.96, AT, KUbmfh AP B0R UL 5 IR N o 72 S KR M &7 1
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Z-J b S-0 K, Wik 23,099 mg/kg.

Table 3. Fitting parameters of isothermal adsorption of ammonia nitrogen by different biochars

%3, FREYREN EAZRRMAELS S

Langmuir 1574 Freundlich #%7
ib
b/(L/mg) gn/(mg/kg) R? K, Un R?
S-0 0.0037 19058.6 0.9691 561.2 0.4859 0.9508
Z-J 0.0059 23099.1 0.9615 1227.8 0.4141 0.8527

S-J 1 Z-C ST S Tl (0 IR B 25 B RSP 704 B G R AN 35 4 B, LSRR IR PSS 28 5 755 & Langmuir £524,
A FERT 0.93, AT W PR AP )50 % #8 2 LA 531 IR S 3 o Z-C S5 el 1) e R B e S-J K, W
ik 8778.3mg/g, %) S-JWRMHEN 1.5 £, XATHES P& LR TR /N ZE B 0%

Table 4. Fitting parameters of isothermal adsorption of total phosphorus by different biochars
= 4. TEIEMFRRN BHERWNMEEHEXSH

Langmuir 7 Freundlich £7
GOSE
b/(L/mg) Gl (mg/kg) R? K, 1/n R?
S-J 0.0079 5754.7 0.9321 76.163 0.7706 0.9162
Z-C 0.0049 8778.3 0.9431 57.333 0.8859 0.9315

S-Fe #l Z-Y X T8 COD W& WKW B 25 S NP HIR BE G R UNEE 5 Bz, 3005 I AR S50 TR B T 2 3 ALk
Bk, FIAAJET Langmuir #8), H & LR MLA AR, R > 0.98. Z-Y X COD 5 KW it & 1]
PUIAF] 4750 mg/kg, S-Fe HIW P 4L BAK, WPH 2 &4 4393 mg/kg.

Table 5. Fitting parameters of isothermal adsorption of COD by different biochars
= 5. TREMFRRY COD HiRRMIlEHEASH

Langmuir 7 Freundlich 574
Ab3
b/(L/mg) G/ (mg/kg) R? K, 1/n R?
S-Fe 0.0002 4392.9 0.9837 22.058 0.8515 0.9837
Z-Y 0.0002 47503 0.9876 17.910 0.8509 0.9804

3.4. WRBRHLIERTSR

2 VL B M RIS, AW R (R PR 2 e AR T R RE AR AN R . BET LER AR K/
PR T7 BACKE L RN R IL FAE T, RN EL AR R S . B 75, DU 2% A MSEALIE A
%, R HEW R HZ A TECAERI[20]. B FTIR S HTrI k0, AR RERT SN T 7, &
B RIEEFHREMIN, AN STS RV R AT Bk S SN A o RIS, AR UR SR R AL 45 R e g i
BIBUEIEH, 75 B2 I LB B ORI (217, B AR s, RS AE R R
T A S LR A, AR O B RO R LU R A, AT 3 (4t 5 22 AW B H s, R PR 7 B AOKS,
DRIk, WP BE B ks o X AN R B AR I A B RCR AN —
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4. g

TR DL RIS HHE 25 B AT SO RIS S RO A A A 420 5 e A IR R T AR B B ] o 2
K e COD $) B — s 1Bt ae 77, ELIE Motk 75 2URT DABS sk VA VR T G R AR o A7 i R
FA~ K. COD M KI5 5N 17,598 mg/kg (Z-1)« 1978 mg/kg (Z-C)~ 8320 mg/kg (Z-Y); FAAK
AT R S COD ) f K43 104 11868.2 mg/kg (S-0)-2621.1 mg/kg (S-7). 10,920 mg/kg (S-Fe).

AR A= 49 5 R B A [ A R 5 5B 4% Langmuir UL, 350 R 605 YL M0 i B 32 B DL By 1 2
75 AT o BRSO R R TATE SR 2 (R . BRI SE B Re 40, DA S Bkt m 1 77 g e Fn
FAA IR I LR T AR RO AT RO B 57 o 27 BRI, X Ak et 77 56 TR R v AL RO A, ) Rl )

FH 5
& H

WA KA AR S S v R R A A TR 3 B3 H (2021R412007) .
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