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Desorption Characteristics of Chlorobenzene from Clay
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Abstract: The chlorobenzene (CB) desorption characteristics on clay matrix at room temperature condition were investigated to
examine the CB’s migration under a low concentration of ethanol. To find out if the CB polluted the soil (clay) of the Chemical
Factory at Wuhan, Hubei Province, China, three series of experiments were performed in this study. The first is the best leac-
hing filtering condition. The second is the verification of the result of the best leaching condition and the third is testing the de-
sorption kinetics of CB on clay. The results show that the solution to soil ratio (mL./g) was 25 ¢ 1 and ethanol concentration of
10% had the best leaching condition at 2 h at the room temperature. Moreover, the extraction rate of the chlorobenzene in soil
was 90% under the best leaching condition. It was found that all desorption isotherm data of CB in clay could be best described
with Freundlich equations. Using a low concentration of ethanol to restore the CB polluted clay is practicable. It can prevent sec-
ondary pollution while retaining the soil function as well.
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B AR HEBRAE (2 mg/kg)3 419 7% (LT R B R}
FWEFEBE 22007 5 8L AR A5, 2009) AR 4 A T H 4 i
WIS, 2RI Tk X, CBs 9 S 7E R 1 1 4 5 b
KRBT R A HLTS G TR R A KL R AT L,
CBs HA MR W RAT W2 | L3215 QR H
15 YL W T vy 8RR R T I A R I T R R Y
HE L REW M CBs 8946 T A 3T )5 L 38t B 37 3 +-
SR CBs 15 Yl —— B 87, M 2675 Je iy -1
BEAMTEHEXER NI EELENER
FARBEFE R B R HEAR AL Fenton 12051 547
&5 # R (Ravikumar and Gurol, 1994; Kao and
Wu,2000) /E#) 18 E R (Guerin, 1999; Liste and
Alexander,2000) i i 4 i £ R (Edelstein et al.,
1994) , H 8 J) = H R (Ho et al., 1995; Schultz,
19975 Gordon et al., 2001; Saichek and Reddy,
2003; Sawada et al.,2003; % Jg H: 4. 2004) %, H
s WU AR 22 g A T 2R DI P 500 6 A LTS B Y
B8 5 R B AR FH O 3 b 3 e W AT R I DA T 35 )
&5 (4 H (1 (Boyd et al., 1988 4 Fl i Fl b 52 2
1998) , 117 22 T 1% 14 AR AL 2 LI RE, & i =
L

A5 LR HE AL T N 32 & 2R (chloroben-
zene, fii % CB) {5 44 19 H I M HE5E X G W FRAELL &
Tt Sy bk O 75 R T X6 322 A 8 1% e U0 b VR SR 1 S iE B
DRIV A1 T Ak R ROCR S S e L e 251 T CB
18 ik W2 2l S A5 B A W 58 K A B T HE R T TEAIR
WRE VW CB 1E + 38 AT, ki
PRAF T HE T RE Lk O — TS Ge A IR U AE B2 H R WF 5
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S RO R (RTX-5, 58 8 75 I ve AL
(SB25-12D, T W H7 2 A= Wy BBy A BR 2 ) | i
WA X R B L (PTL-20M, 1 5 A 28 A KR
OSFED KR IR IR % 8 (SHZ-82A, 4 42 17 [ IE 5L
AL ST ) B T K (SL1002N, | B A K 55 Rl 2
IXES A BR 2 W) L HL F K F (BS124S, %8 2 Fil i B 2%
I0ER CAE 50 A BR 2 w1 L BOIE 3R KT R A
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PR FD L H 2l 3UE 4K 78 18 4% (SZ-93, b 58 4

AL ESE ) o pH H (PHS-3C, IR RAL SR ) 4
Hh— ] DLAR 6 BE 1 (T6 g i 22, b 50 3% A ol i AL
WA BRTAEAFD =M (250 mL, &4 For
31 (1 000 mL, & 4.
1.2 LIeikH

S rp 3 By kR A R (G HCls Tedia
Company,INC, HPLC) i B2 44 (Na, SO, ; [E 25 %
fE2F i A RS |l AR L IE & % (CoHyy s Tedia
Company,INC, HPLC 95%) . TG/K ZE(C, H O, [H
2y S 20 A BR S 7 AR FI & AL 5 (CaCl, » [H
2y SE A AL 20 A BRAA 7 ARD il FH KR 1% 24 i 7
B IR PTT 400 CAn# 3 h, B HIE 100 °C 2% AJE
PO BT TR s N IR A
1.3 #iXEHELERS

AT RSOk B BRI T i A
(A AR D7 3 R 2 SR [ ) S T) s Ao A TRD R 3 1 = B
VI MR A A b B BKEIRG ZERA
FERG B — B P s 1 PR R 2 T A B4 v . it i
TR B AN 1 R,
1.4 HWAHE

KEEH CB & & A48 I 1 4b 3y 2 2 IR UL S
EPA Method 502.1. -5t CB & & Fil &b $ J5 1 %
] U.S. EPA Method 3550B. £ 1: i &b B 5 4 FE 5
AR MK A AT IR . (D) G A B RTX-
5(30.00 m>0.32 mm (P £8) X 0.50 mm (JEJE));
(2) A% FE FR AR T AR R 50 C LR $FF 5 min, J5 L
20 °C /min # T+ 2 70 CAEHF 5 min, L 10 °C/
min FF Z 140 CA£4F 5 min, & 5L 10 °C/min &
160 “CHEFES min; (3)#BERE DR EE R 250°C , K0 28

x1 TEHGIEBEAERSH

Table 1 Physiochemical properties of soil

75 I F £
1 R 34.0
2 ALY 58.0
3 Wk (%) 8.0
4 FE it M S RS
5 pH 7.3
6 HHLF YD) 1.5
7 TR 22.0
8 CB%&*# (mg-kg ) 84.945.5
9 BiER(ecm + s D) 3.7X10°°

T 1URL B R 4 S OGRLEE 43 43 (1L.S230) I 75 4% 1 48 4% ki
B 5340 B 43 L, iR B A R 43 (BB 55, 20000 5 2. R IEA HL
B E 2 MR OISO 10694-1995 W 5 5 3. £ 48 & /K £ 2 I 1SO 11461~
2001 W 5 7 3 BUAE I 5
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RN 300 CL A AR A AR B EE Sl 10 2 1,3
S A WA W R N 3 mL/ min, % JEF] IR 5
BT 52 2% 5 AR 25 R FH AR U 4R AT 0T o A o A
Aob B R v 5 A X IR R B v R R 4 (-
B CB ¥R BE 0 45.6 mg/kg i A il b5 1 £, K BE 2
CB¥RIEN 7 mg/L WIARMERE S, T 3478 5 4
M4 o A8 Y T B g L [, CB Ok o A o
7 mg/L CBARUEW , B 10 A4 A i — 4~ CB #5
HEVE W R 6 2 | U.S. EPA Method 35508
R AT,

KEE pH Ik = B APHA 21st, 4500H +
(2005) WM %€ ; 158 pH {HIE Z M U.S. EPA Meth-
od 9045 M 5E .

1.5 XBRTER

(U WRPE A 0 e 52 56 B 5,00 g (i - FE L &
TIf ) 250 mL HEE R, A — & &t CaCl,
SRR PRAIE IR WP CaCl, ¥RBESM 0.01 mol/L
(LW IR 2R , 2008) , W4 HE TR 25 A1 )5 o T4 42
TH IR IR 25 T LA 150 r/min(ZE 2RI FI4R B 5, 2008
& H 2045 ,2009) 1Y 3 B 4R 35 5 RO M e TR
PG LR CB & T g 2 CB 1Y
FEWCR O MR F OO AHEAKXWT .

BB , 0, () — LV 100
co Xm

BRI, w. (%) _ ¢z Xm X100
co Xm

AP MBRBCE OO w, AREH RO 0 R
R CB W (mg/ke) o) fURFEHGE T CB #
JE (mg/L) e, AR CB #E (mg/ke) .V,

REFEBORAEF (mL) om AUE EREFE ().

FLAK % 80 X0 G CHg SRR A 31l 3% 5 20065
Gibson et al.,2007 ;£ WUHE . 2008 5 B [ 7 » 2011 5 5
H 20115 5 PFRL, 2007) Wk ik R H 20 B vk B L9k Bk B
(] VR BRI B R R R SRR R SR 2%,
4% 6% .80 F 10 % , Wk ERT A A 2.4.6.8 F1 10 h,
WA (mL/g) A 5: 1,10 1,151,201 F125 :
1,0 K 20,25.30.,35 F1 40 °C. T a7 B i 2 A 7
S I AN BE 4 1 S 4 TR 3R ) Y 22 B, S 3R #)
() B AR 2% A AN MERf , D 28 SR T IE A SR g A
UM SPSS # 4 (AR A 55 . 2009) B 1 1E 58 52 56
F L25(540)  IEAE S it 2 W3k 2.

(2) B fFEWRPE 45 18 30 UE 52 96 PR 3 7 5.0 g fit
AR, BT 3 AE N 250 mL IR B, A
0.14 g CaCl, 1 125 mL Z FE kPR (10%) . %€,
£ 20 °C A &2 fE R 4R 3% 45 b LA 150 v/ min 9 3
P 2 h, e 4837 o Ve v A 118 v CB & &

(3) fift We 3l 1 % W 98 S5 5. B 60 A I 1Y
250 mLAEIEIR o B0 H 20 PRI 5.0 g ik = AE L
A 0.14 g CaCl, #1125 mL Z FEMVEW (10%) . %
HLJEE T 20 CHELZERIES % L 150 r/min
B FEYRYS . BT 2 h 468 10 min BUF 1 41(3 ) 4
.2 h J5 ARG 1 h BUR 1 203 A HEFE . 43 5
FEWBEW T CB &, HE 10 h #3545

fife W i IR A R

R (mg/kg) = © ZV ,

Ko MERIBEW T CB W EE (mg/ L),V ARE W
WARF (mL) ,m AT LT (g).

5

X2 EXiEIT

Table 2

Orthogonal array

F5 BHE(h

W% WA (mL/g) EECT)

¥4 i8] (h) W) WEHmL/g) EECO
1 4 4 20+ 1 25
2 10 2 10: 1 25
3 8 2 15:1 30
4 2 4 251 30
5 6 2 20 ¢ 1 35
6 4 6 15:1 35
7 8 4 10:1 40
8 10 4 5:1 35
9 10 8 20 ¢ 1 30
10 8 8 251 35
11 6 8 5:1 40
12 4 8 10: 1 20
13 4 2 25+ 1 40

14 8 6 5131 25
15 2 6 20+ 1 40
16 2 2 5131 20
17 6 1 15:1 20
18 10 10 15+ 1 40
19 2 8 151 25
20 6 10 251 25
21 1 10 5131 30
22 8 10 20+ 1 20
23 10 6 251 20
24 2 10 10:1 35
25 6 6 10: 1 30
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2.1 WHEEMEIRHIELE

TE A8 SV T 28 RS 06 45 2 L3R 3.

ABIE 530 3 BT TE 28 S g Sk i AR A e - 5
CEEMRVE CB i 48 IR 22 ] (9 28 AL A, D)l 22 52
M) PA] 5% B B B 5 i R B AR A0 % 8 T AR A Y
BB 35 SPSS B DAL 8115 Jy 72 43 B7 1E 28
ST S5 L (BEAR . 200D A F 45 N2 3 .

(1) 28 55 1 G 36 . A YR e PE ] 05 43 B SR 38 2 i
BEVL, LA F ARG 36 25 S A 56 PR AR i 5 B A AR i 22 (]
R SC R W3 M R E T F R K A1
FAH/NT 0.05 ARG ABIH R, KT 0.1 19
7 o ] B D 0H 5 R AR RO AR (R Ot
LoV BE B E] 3 AR AT OA I R AR
B 50 Bk 1 Il

(2) R A E 8 B 46 56 . Durbin-Watson $% 3T 2,
Ui WY [0 05 77 2 014 8% 22 )7 90 EL A Sy Pk L B E T T g
o] AL (4 AT AT M, A B 58 o Durbin-Watson fi 1
2 e th 0.3, Ul B ST ] AR TR 2 BT AR 1 38 S 55 45 4
SENTAT LR J& A 50 M)A 7 FE LA I B 1 R A R?
BT 1, A 7 FE AL R B L B IR R
e T T A I M L R R I, R 5
NI B2 ik AT B A S5 RBIE R (35N ki
FKSALIEL A A Z ARG AL BIE R® AW
BRI T 1, Ul BH 105 J7 A8 6 R AR Bl 19 B A FR

(I FZEsH.FR 6 B HREMEMEE A L&
R AN N R VA N VI S s = R B s S s

TR, W 55— J7 T ENAIE 1 3R 5 B IE R ORI
BER B IRG AR 35X 3 AR F R 55 Ul B [ A2 &
55 DR A5 B[R] ff S A7 AR 2 PE G &R L AT DA R e PR R,

(O 1A R B E . B 7 7T A IE A2 S0
Lo M e B B A A T R R -

y=—19.41+3.439x, +3.128x, — 2.511x;,
Ay MRRMVER VD) o RBEWMER S LM
WA (mL/g) s, AW W &l R BV
(0D 505 FRERWKVERS [H] (h).

) B 45 A A T 0. ply |0 05 5 #2 AT DL Y, DA
A kBRI BE 52 CB ¥5 YL it + S i i 48 BUR
HRETCK, S 4 UL O BRI S E A G,
5 I e B ] 52 R DG B R 5 P v B ) 52 97 A DG
A HERE CBAEAR LI T S A B A 2 h (N a5 3
W1 0 CB 25 & YA LY » AR S50 0 o i v
K B PR 4 e, AELATS AN i ok 5 3 4 CB 2 & . A I ik
VERT I 5 CB $2 B 5 Uk ¢,

R 20 xo vy By BE XATH 2 Fl oy
HARE, o, N IEE, y<<100 Y &% K IF k. 3155 [l
PR AR M N  =3,2,=37.28,x, =3, ILH}
=100 K b T30 H 90k 0k 1 e A R A - kR TR S
W L (mL/g) 8 3+ 1, ik PE i & BE AR Bk i
R 37 %0 . K BERT ] 3 h.

(6) AL S5 P 18 1E . CB 32 3R 5 8 66, A
WA T i DI IR R 45 2 B 39 438 5 YRR e D AR O L

O A AR MR B I T AR S A 0 i H AR, 2
HETRAE W) A s B TR AE 0 AE R R B TR e 24 L R
375 P2 G T, S P T 1 2% R0 o DA {67 & 1 44 i J5E
)3z 5 2R 40 32 BN B0 28 2 5 S0 i 24 A CHfg 2R A

K3 CBEXREHZRER

Table 3 Orthogonal experiment results of CB

B REEOO MARECR (0 BREROD  IARECR Q0 || B9 B IARECR (0 BB AR O IR EieR 06
1 50.0 69.37 44.0 71.50 14 3.3 67.54 67.0 68.23
2 <0.6 70.24 91.0 69.24 15 60.0 71.34 8.3 69.48
3 4.1 71.43 83.0 72.52 16 5.4 74.43 71.0 74.21
4 82.0 72.85 7.2 73.45 17 35.0 73.17 34.0 68.36
5 33.0 75.19 54.0 72.80 18 34.0 67.10 43.0 72.10
6 39.0 71.33 50.0 68.37 19 52.0 74.56 17.0 72.83
7 <0.6 71.64 82.0 64.62 20 87.0 69.12 5.4 68.33
8 <0.6 69.87 82.0 67.14 21 20.0 71.66 56.0 68.15
9 48.0 73.22 33.0 73.60 22 64.0 72.57 12.0 71.37
10 74.0 70.09 <0.6 68.17 23 62.0 67.26 16.0 73.77
11 2.1 67.87 81.0 71.83 24 37.0 71.83 26.0 71.83
12 38.0 69.61 37.0 67.27 25 4.2 73.56 57.0 71.98

13 66.0 72.43 7.2 73.30
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Table 4

Input/output variable

B AR BRNLE

ik

1 WA -
2 e iz —
3 ] -

%M 0 1 i (R i F-to-enter BIAE <0.050, F-to-remove M4 =0.100).
B A 0 1 12 (BRYE . F-to-enter AL <C0.050,F-to-remove IHEZE ==0.100).
2 0 8 25 (BR i : F-to-enter FIMEZR <C0.050, F-to-remove HJHEZ =0.100).

x5 HEBLCER
Table 5 Model summary

Y R R? BIE R? PRAEAE A% 2 Durbin-Watson
1 0.88 0.77 0.76 14 2.3
2 0.94 0.88 0.86 10 2.3
3 0.97 0.94 0.93 7 2.3
x6 HENW
Table 6 Analysis of variance
AL WiH R df ¥ 7 F Sig.
[m05 14 785.12 1 14 785.121  78.223  0.000
1 Bk 4347.30 23 189.013 — —
Mt 1913242 24 — — —
FJH 16 742.00 2 8370.999  77.042  0.000
2 Bk 2390.42 22 108.656 — —

Bt 19132.42 24 - - -

FJH 18 003.02 3 6001.007 111.583  0.000
3 52 1129.40 21 53.781 — —
Bt 19132.42 24 — — —

HIAT R . 2006 3 Gibson et al. 2007 s 47 U, 2008) .
PRAE TS G2 1 e A8 52 R4CR | [R] B bk v v %o - S A A
I w8 22 AV, TE B 5 3 1) IR ) ke B A G R
AN [EV A 6T & BE R TR 52 0 A [], 98 RE 7, T ) TR
R R TR o, X 4 T A7 U RE Ol 11 %6 (TN AR
2011) , — B it &, W ) W8 A TR E13T X & W 1Y i 32
WeBE R 1390 GR 201D, i KIGAT IR E .coli K-12 X}
CEER) MIC {H (/N ¥ BED iy 6.25 %6 (5K FHRL,

2007) . PR It e B bk UV SRR FRHR B2 Ry 10 0%

¥ 2, =10 A LR mH 7 # L 5 H0 2 =26,
x;=1H/,y=98.8.

T bk et (] 5 CB 42 B 22 f AH G, [ B, X6F
WV ] /N 2 b B CB g fife W 1 100 ke = 1F 5, PR Ik
TERBEA 00 15 3 v e /N K VR B D 2 h oA A A Uk Uk
P ).

WRVER A A L 5 CB R BUR 22 A7 ¢,
B HBE TR SEPREO. 25 6 %5 8 v UR
MZTE )G e 8 25 + 1 B IEJE B9 S A ik Uk T
T (mL/g.

Kt B GE S R DL O 25y RN, LB
RRHEE S 1026, ik BERT[R] R 2 hy W+ b (mL/g)
25 ¢ LARSREC RIS AR A 8 CB &
VR B SRy 93 %0,

2.2 IGUFSELN

ZAb IS, ERET CB 3R, 90 %6 O [l
K 71.28%0) R R 5.8 %0 AR NN 69.41%0).

r SE G i 25 R IR T LB L R AT . £
PR AL, H CB B3R B =AU N 4.92 mg/kg., 15 3
CRY R A Gbr o FRAE , o] DL FEIF & R . 56 30F 52 56
WL CB R ICRIEE] 90%, X — 450 5 2.1 R = g7
T2 B T (R HROCR 93 00) S — B,

23 BBHHAEMRIK
Xt - 396 CBAifE W 45 1 4 F 55 6 B L CB A W S —

x7 HEAR#H

Table 7 Regression coefficient

. - %Wﬁkfﬁ‘ —— . S, B 95.0% {5 X
B bRt B2 TR KR

(FEH  —15.708 6.448 — —2.436  0.023  —29.048 —2.368

! Wt 3.439 0.389 0.879 8.844  0.000 2.635 4.244
(W) —34.476 6.593 — —5.230  0.000 —48.148 —20.804

2 Wt 3.439 0.295 0.879 11.665 0.000 2.828 4.051
W RE 3.128 0.737 0.320 4.244  0.000 1.599 4.657

(Fi)  —19.410 5.585 — —3.475 0.002 —31.025 —7.795

Wt 3.439 0.207 0.879 16.581  0.000 3.008 3.871

¥ e RE 3.128 0.519 0.320 6.032  0.000 2.050 4.206
i ] —2.511 0.519 0.257 —4.842  0.000 —3.589  —1.433
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e HLER 19 B 52 % 91, CB fif % BLE 45 4 Freundlich 14
H% 40— BRHARER , AH G R B R Ry 0943, 12 fifk W 25 T 28 Ol MR 5
= 30— SR
S A PR vk B2 2t T 70 0 £ B -4 e o0
o Al 72 TR 75 .
o e (5) ABF S U000 B H e LB L 5 SR B

P 1 L CB g ith £k

Fig.1 Desorption curve of chlorobenzene in soil

ANHEL M AT N BT S Freundlich W Fff 45 8
(P18 = F1 Huang, 2003 ; 5 21 #£ 2, 2007b) . - 55 55
(2000) b3 T Freundlich W B 45 B 1 Langmuir W%
FRFASE 280 06 X6F — SR TE e i L i WG S 1 AU SRR
S5 R W], Freundlich W B A5 Y T fin 443 5 X — 40K
PR fore TSR AT O A BT A S 36 v CB il I R A 5
Freundlich W i} #5 #1. B 5% & B, CB 9 fige Wk & 52
P[5 52 W] 322 i W 45 Uk 2 A A I 46 T 2 (8 20 A 55
2007a).

AL A5 R R, CB i W 1 bl B 18] 19 A8 16 ¢ &
(Bl DFF A Freundlich BIRL, AH R E R B 0.943.
145 CB fif W AE £ Bk BEAE HT T AR PR3k 27 4, fi
W EEREEFHRIRGEN 2 h N, X W IE Tk
Ve 25 A 0 B S5 3 vh CB $2 B3R 5 3k e 1 i) 52 67 A OC
T CBAERIF B S AR 2 h Py E Ik 2 ff P
i AR BRI .2 h JE CB i W o 1 B A a] #fE 7%
ZE TR ARPE LR LR .2 h J5 23D CB il
BEARFEAAZ, X RE S h TR &b & CB
P T8 .

5 itk S

AR LR T N 32 CB 15 B iR -2
TR G, LA B Ry bk 700 8t T 4 % i A 1Y
LR S5, Bk T B R R 45 1 R IR BERICR
ST T AT BE S ME T CB Y W 3l 2 R, 75
BRI o

(D& TE S5 fe P0 Rk 25 8 8 T W 1 B (mL/
g)R25 = 1, WP T Z B AR FRR BE Ry 10 %6 . Ik 3% B
[E] 4 2 h.

()%} CB ¥R M 84.9 mg/kg B K L 1T
B E S5 i JE AR A5 10 R E R L& T L L

ASEE Ry 5 S B R T 3o e v e A o R A B 9]
F 7 SRR BAR
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