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Abstract: To explore the relationships among mineral distribution in sediments, their reducing capacity, and the abiotic reduction
rate of organic pollutants in groundwater, this study utilized two sets of typical columnar sediment cores. A systematic
investigation of sediments was conducted, including particle size composition, mineral distribution, iron speciation, electron-
donating capacity (EDC), and abiotic reduction rate of nitrobenzene induced by sediment. Results show that the predominant
minerals in sediments varied with sediment particle size, with clay minerals such as illite primarily concentrated in the clay
fractions. Clay fractions exhibited a higher EDC than silt fractions, and presented a faster abiotic reduction rate for nitrobenzene.

Moreover, EDC not only can serve as a quantitative measure of sediment reducing capacity, but also can act as a valuable indicator
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for assessing the potential for abiotic reduction of nitrobenzene by sediments. These findings provide a new perspective for

predicting the abiotic natural reduction capacity of sediments and groundwater organic contaminant remediation.

Key words: natural attenuation; nitrobenzene; mineral distribution; electron-donating capacity; particle size; environmental

geology.
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LA T ] 52 ) LR SRR 7 4 T 52 e A HL TS G
A LE Wy ik Sk B AT A 2 — DR ST

BT AR SC LA b BB T i 5 DT AR ) T
] R AR VR S AR 9 X6 G2, 08 A e R A Dy A
BLIG AR A GRS ENLER, RS
I3 AT DU ) b BR Ak 27 R AR DR AR 2 IS PR
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Fig.1 Distribution of sampling points for columnar sediments
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Table 1 Sampling layers of columnar sediments

A T B

i 5 TR (m) %5 T (m)
Al 1.0~2.0 B1 1.0~2.0
A2 2.0~3.0 B2 2.0~3.0
A3 3.0~4.0 B3 3.0~4.0
Ad 4.0~5.0 B4 4.0~5.0
A5 5.0~6.0 B5 5.0~6.0
A6 6.0~7.0 B6 6.0~7.0

B7 7.0~8.0

43.20"N) 43 S A % T 2R AR IR OB 4 () T AR
1 B), SRR X IR ANE 1R, SRR E 0 WL 1.
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48 v % B b B B 4 A SRR Ak, DAAR R DT 0 iR
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HLFACMBAFTEMELRE IR LR 2
— 80 “CHE IR VK A48 Hh E A7 ¥ VRt AE , LU f L4 3
b2 o R
1.2 XWHZE

PR AL R DT B R 43 50 LA T (8] B BURE
LHUAT 13 4L S, 40 90 % B AT OB 4 2k R B
JCE WAL N Fe WA RS DL B R AR I R
e

WL 3 8 < DORR W v BE 43 A 38 ab OB R BE 43

A AL 52 (FF2R RS Bettersize2000) , 33407 &
P A [RAE B 98 B 5 L i I A A (A T S A5 AR AR
o [ B} 2 B et A 5 T A B ) R 0 R A3
br o (b R 2 B o R ST T, 19785 R T
B Fi L 2019) , K UL BUY KR & 43 9k 15 kL (50~
250 pm) 3L (5~50 pm) FIZE KL (0.1~5.0 pm).

WU R Sl X LRSI (XRE, H A&
R L4122 ZSX Primus 1D 23 M AR UL AR M0 109 &
HICE (SIVAL Ca %) 1 & 5 SOH o A B, 43 BT il
FEUY) 1) 1 BR Ak 24 R AE AR 8 R 858 O 47 b o (HJ 780-
2015), VLA H h Si Al Fe K . Na.Ca Mg fi¥ & & L)
EWIE R .

A AL A it 0.5 M ERR X B kK %
BUBR J& , St 43 B A (42 =] HB %= Multi NC 21008)
ST A LR (TOC) 7 f

WA AR 2R X G AT 55 (XRD, B /R SCif g
Bt X'Pert®) FE B2 40 BT UUBLY v (1) F2 22 ) 28 AL AN
. IR B UUR Y T Ry R4 S R Y
WORAT TR RE S TR LT B Bk E
W) B AT ST 0, SCAS AT 9 R S D ol TR 0 %o 266 L4
Wit AT s B X L AR (N ) L B A
A (E R ) M550 Cryii i (T B ) 95E 17 XRD A7 5 B
TEREAE 22 5 AT LR TR B R R S
(Fang ez al., 2025). 2 iy F X S £ 90 Cu 4 m)
K, 512k, L 40 kV, B 40 mA, H#5E F o 5°~
80°, FHi 2K 0.050 1°, FH i} ] 24 15 min.

BRRAFIE S : R 1 3 B & 7K 2 DRI A o v 8k
(Fe) B WA R A o, A 5% 38 2o b 2% 43 20 4 B
(49 77 3 % DL RR B 2R A7 D 9% 3 2 B TR, AR IR SR R B
B AERIRERE S Fe(Fe,,,) S0 i (T E B ) 8 AL
A Fe(Fe,) Al 5 () B A LY & Fe(Fe,,) U
R (Fe,,,) (Zhang er al., 2025) . ¥ W5 ¥ 19
TR AR R B bk R AT A A A3 A
AT, A5 R T B RN Sy 0.1 g Ml AT
SRR BER I, A BN R RO 3 mL AR L1 mL
LR A 1 mL R K, 180 “CRZ M 8 h, ¥ H 58 45 1 it
Ji 38 3k H R G A B R R OB (ICP-OES, 3§
¥k K ThermoFisherICPOES7200) il H #£ & rh 4> 4%
(TFe) MV BE B FIr 42 LAY Fe,, 5 Fe AR IR LL1S
B A ALY SRR (Fe,) B BT 32 1 43508 25 48 i B
Al A #) R Bk MR (TFeyy ), TFe ¥ B I 25
TFe & BE 0] LUAT BN FE G b BE R $5 S Bk (Feg) I ¥
JE, DT FI T IR i v Feg 9 75 4t
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48 CHI660E ) 2 H 42 55 i it — B 8] i 2k 25 (Ampero-
metric i-t Curve, i-t %) % UL L W) 51 ik B F A 16
(EDC) #4735 35 5 Y 3y (HTW, Germany) |
B 22 R B i A Ag/ AgCLI AR (3 M KCL) 23 45 Hy
TAE AR 6 HL R A S L R, T R AR A R
ST I ERE 5 AR R AR IR H AR 2,
2/ Bk B - (3~ Fk 2R I 08 e ok - 6 - Tk R ) i R
(ABTS; standard reduction potential Efy=-+0.70 V)
FE AW 5 . 00 B T A S 2 i 0.01 M
MOPS ( 3-1 Bk 7 il 2 , 3-(N-morpholino) propane-
sulfonic acid) ZZ w3 pH 7.3 A9 0.1 M KCI i . 2K
H W N 2 g DU AR oA 10 mL 0.1 M KCl
(0.01 M MOPS,pH = 7.3) il s ¥ 5] B9 UL B 4 B 0%
WS K5 mL SO AR TAE AR P B
A 0.1 mL A 5 9 2 i 45 W (10 mM) . 7E It 5 il
e 1 R Ak 2 R A0 E RE L (061 V vs
SHE) , it s B U A9 22 £k . 1 5 m A ABTS, >4 L it
WA B S AE R, A 0.5 mL UTFR W B v W (f0
250.05 g UURW ) , BB B 9t A9 22 10 B B e 1 AR
SRR B TR PR T STRR L R R ) R E e R
FEIR AT B A AT, T A 0 5 100 0 R0 o R 17
SR B A R & F £ 56 F i 12 h(Sander ez al.,
2015;Zhang et al., 2025).

TR b 2 3 5 56 2 1 1L 5 560« 52 560 i i
6.4 mM NaHCO, % W AE 15 5, 18755 pH 2 7.2~
73 BRI R M 2.5 gAY 5 50 mL I RIWIR A
A, T s 35 A TE URR A 10 A 1 IR A B R
AR R BT R S SRR LR S, IR
EVR G 35 ARG AE AR R I — 7 & (9 i
AT e 2V B R 50 ML Im AR 3k R S T [ s
[] B E A7 IBORE , FH U RS 3k A VT /N A R DY e
S0 TR A €0 33 9 0 5 Vi BEE R BBUARE I ) A, A B T
Rk AR 5 T R e NS & B R 4R 5% R
1 RO A 1 35 75 (HPLC, R E EClassical 3200) 43
BT AR i o 5 R N R e R . B A O CL8 A,
FER 30 °CL, M s A th 70: 30(v/v) il Y % 1R 40 /K 2
W (Liet al., 2025).
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K4 C— omm (N)/1.5 %100 (1)
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C=(K+C)—K (3)
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Il,O 11111 (T)
(100 —(K+ C)], (4)
I/S=100—It+K+C+S) , (5)

LD~ 21, (N) I, (H)FLL,, (EG) 2 A&
Fr i & 0.700 nm A7 59 0 | e T A3 & 1.000 nm
g0 K 2 —BEAR AN B 1% 1.000 nm AT 5 04 19
S8 5 ho s (EG) o550, (EG) VR 1, (N) F Ry, (EG)
539 R & ZBEA AN 3% Hr 0.358 nm AT S I 4
T 4 1A 3% P P 0.353 nm AT 5 0 [ 4R H % R b
0.700 nm f7 §F W K 2, — P4 A1 R 3% & H 0.700 nm
A7 5 0 o R R B S K B8 M 8 A & i CHR BRI A
WO A SR /SHERFRIRE S &, STESEM
Ao, A SRR .
DU T 1 (EDC) il i A (6) 115
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EDczl.J’" 1,.dz
F my

K (6)H:EDC ML 72 &5 (pmol e /g) , F Rk
P A H B (96 485 C/mol) , 1, MEO Wl izt i iy i, 37
(A),m, AIAARZR BRE S T (g) L 2,02, 57 51 H FF
R ] 5 45 SR 1] ().

il i 8 2 B R T 2o A I %) 3 e vk O 5 )
U B 20 1 5 g g Tk B Y L (T AR E, sk (7)
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R=1—C,/C, %X 100%, (7)
(DRI LR (), CH Co 30 A i
LA 20 R 06 IF 21 0 i R R

S A A7 0 i R 3l o U — P Bl g A s A
R A B AR Y 3 et B S (8) B
InC=1InC,— k¢, (8)
F(8) . CHI C, 3 ) 2 ¢ B 20 01 49) s 1k 2] 40 il 3 2
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It A5 A0 OC 43 B 2 48 IBM SPSS Statistics 27
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FITE B A [ R FE LR W v S10,F1 CaO & S AR,
= B A8 Ak Y 4 ) A 51.68%~59.18% | 4.35% ~
7.59%. W& 2b.2d B, K i b ER AL A 0T R K
fifi b M7 (UCC) By 73 & B A7 0 — A b 38 3% 1
A TR Fe,O, &% & 5 T UCC, ALO,, SiO,,
Na,0 .MgO 5 K,O & £ 5 UCC M3, 1M CaO % &
fiX F UCC. 5 A AH L, & B YA ) b it
BRALF TR M 2 BB KR T Fe,0,,Ca0 5 MgO
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2.2 TUARYIALE B EE [ 5 16 FHIE

TR (0 R A5 20 5 5 0 38 2 52 e 3 b 1) B
75 M DA B W B ik e M I A5 TS e W I 1 AR o Ok g
J1 7= A= 52 W (Takeuchi er al., 2011; Beckingham,
2017). 4N 3 R B B4R DL R (50~250 pm) H3
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P05y A5 BULR Y h B Lok kLR £ A
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bR a2, T R ) B S R RE (R T A . >
K AL PR <350 em B, H PSR AR BN, AN
15 pm s 1 24 7K 457 3 %€ =350 em B, H 5 24007 44 B %
K AT HHE R ) 38 o i 1 0, A% Ak E B 15~110 pm.
X DB, B0RE F ek B R 3G 0 s/ | A kL 5
F Ak VN I A i R TR SRS NI RN - T
T 0 - 35 R0 4% A8 AL AN B &, 20 30 pm. BL4h,
FETE 0] 43 A0 b 6] — R B I A T U 0 SF- 35 6L
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23 MBMEMST YRISE

I AR BT th o B R R 2 S A R & 4
[N e i o A A/ IR N TGN U8 VAR YA Y VAL BRI
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G P S e al N Ol i € o o i S R 1
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THRDESEMYE .

AN ROR R LS & BRLAR /N T 2 um B ZE
T B YA e R A AL
15 Qe W) A B AL 2E AT O W G ) Z — (Dong
et al., 2023;Qian et al., 2024) . AR W 58 3k — 2 oy
Br 7 /R 25 -0 Y i A 2O A A =, IRl 4
AL PR L 45 R R WY WA 0T RS 0y Rk
MER‘REFB/N, GEEmNE LT Y RHFFIEE
W, Fok Ry R A R AT . e Ah A PSR
Y= 7/ R VPR P o ) o I =8 ' N

AR 0y (A O A Rl A
VMW, KAMabEE THRAT Y, LRI B
NF 3 PR CAn e B A AR R DR AR ) R 2% L RLA
MEM AR THA2: 1RF 7Y, HFIEED
Yy R A 5 5 A AR B A R T R SE T
= H YA FE R R, S Y B R
178 (Zhou er al., 2019). ¢ I A7 J& T 8 24U & 2k 1 )2
REERRERT W Z — A R T 5 K2 b s i Ve gk i B
B AT AF,2012) . AN, SRR B L Wik mT A
E R F RS 721k, 22 S AR DA
BLTG G ) 1 48 Ak 504 Tt 55 A 55 b 35k Ak 2% 3 A2 (Yu
etal., 2024) JE5 AT e KA AEA Y A SR =
W) B2 oy 2 — WS Y M Bk S 3 0
FAFET, B 0 Y% A HLTE G ) 09 38 s Be ) Il 2 1
ik (Entwistle ez al., 2019; Yu et al., 2021). 7 & 1k
W JE SR B AN R R A Fe(ll)
RE8 7 A= B o Ak 0 2 AL A iy 5 R A LTS
Yu Wy (1) B AL W 57 (Liao et al., 2019). i T % kL th 77
TERE L0y, SO W < AR LT R R R L, R R B
B A AL 3 T T P T R T O
24 HEBMERSEDSFBHL

4l 5a. 5b 1 5 7351 Sy il T A HEIR UL D
LR R R R AN [ A IR S Y Fe 7 2 ] | 9 43
ATFRAE X T A W R AA RS 1 Fe, 3 Fh AN [m]RL AR 17T
WA 5y h Lk Fes o 3, i Fe,,,, & & i I . % 18 5
AR BETUR Y Fe,, & /M T 0.5 mg/g, M7E
Ja SCTPARFAT IS X T Feo,, B0 60 K60 A1 2660
Fe,., & i 22 5 VA K 10X LU A [R] R0 42 20 43 v Fe,,
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