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Abstract: In order to reveal the adsorption and desorption characteristics of Cd”" in upland and paddy soil, the soil of soybean
field, cotton field and rice field in Jianghan Plain were taken as the research objects to carry out the adsorption kinetics experiment,
isothermal adsorption desorption experiment and influence experiment of organic matter on soil Cd*".The results showed that: the
adsorption of Cd”™ by soil in Jianghan Plain was a complex adsorption kinetic process, and was dominated by chemisorption. The
initial adsorption rate of Cd”" in paddy soil was higher than that in dryland soil; while dryland soil had lower adsorption capacity and
higher desorption capacity for Cd*", paddy soil had higher adsorption capacity and lower desorption energy for Cd*".This is related
to soil properties such as organic matter content, Cd*" background content and soil clay content. After removing organic matter,
the adsorption capacity of Cd*" in upland and paddy soil decreased significantly. The adsorption capacity of Cd*" in paddy soil was
still higher than that in upland soil after the removal of organic matter. The research in this paper can provide a theoretical basis for
the remediation of Cd*" pollution in different types of farmland soils.
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WA B 5 4 Jm A NAR IS 5| K il 98 A0 I PR 45 5 0
(Cuieral., 2019), B HZ o R 422400 3 N Kl@HE . AN
T 20 a0 B K VEE AR R 1R RN Ak A IR R R b
T T 4R TE R R S B B R ™ Y fekt e AN
B (Yang ez al., 2020) . &2 b E A4 1 3525
FETCHLG Y, 2014 4F 4 [ 35 [l (1) + 85 Y i A
R, 19.4% B VA AR H A2 05 Y, 7 Y0 1 8 A
(A5 T AR H) A2 B 405 Yy . YLD JEAE by b [
OB AR A O S, 5 2 Rk b R TR Y
52% , K W 2y 5 4894 . B I + B 7 4 J& 4 & it 5 i
e ot B KA S VLT R A T 4 R o i o
0 0.48 mgekg ', 54 b J5 FLER VT = A 1 7 [F)
—IKOF HR T R M X R O SRR
Y= A, 3 4 40 i S 4.8 65 (LS
I ,2019) , JF7E I 13 4F 2 % 2L O 4 Lok % (Wang
et al., 2019) , 7L JE A H A 5840 75 Y 1 Bl ™ 1R
AR 54 B A A B R L, aE D) R ] — R A Rk
f 5 1 O A 4 TS Yt 1 HE A9 XURS: (Huang ez al.,
2020).
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ZoiEAT T KA M AT - 9k 25 AR (2020) W58 T R 1k
(0 KRG v R A ML TG4 4 W B R L & B A
- v 4y B R ORI A AL 6 CdP Y 3 R
TSk Y - HE 5 4R 4 (2018) WFSE T 1Y Fg M X it R
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(TOC) K HI H 5% B2 #1481k 38 I 25 1 125 0 € (Ele-
mentar, vario TOC select B8 HLAKR 2> AL ) 5 1 3580
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G (XRD) RAE ; #5826 2 1 + 538 A0 P T fn & 187
N R R HE R 2R 4y S Sy B G M R AE
M, 7K HH A 8 MR S A B SR K RS L KO A g
MAMBS R RS R BOARST RS TR
i+ 4
1.2 Wz hFELE

PL0.01 mol/L CaCl, % ¥ N H 5t ¥ 1, FK HX
1.00 g it iR £+ 3 F 50 mL &0 %, 20 Bl A 20
mgel ' Cd* ¥ 20 mL, 25°C F ¥R , 2 BILEIR %
AFIE] 4 0.0.25.0.5.1.4 .8 fil 24 h BB, L 4 000 1+
min "0 10 min, B E R E Cd* W, UL B Ab
PEAC T 3K . AR AR ) LA VWA W Cd” ik
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Fig.1 The location of sampling points in the study area
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Table 1 The basic information of test samples
B 48R H 337 + 1 I ENA pH TOC(%) Kiki(%)  Cdmg-kg?)
W EXINUA: & E ) B Kyt i 4 8.27 0.48 0.94 0.24
i A€ 3t YWD R I F A kb i 4 8.06 0.71 0.76 0.27
KA I WA M T oyt i 4 8.70 0.99 1.90 0.37
KA HE 2 W13 BRI AS KA H kbt 7.93 1.05 1.09 0.41

H i -k 5 1.000£0.001 g & F 50 mL & .0 %
o BEOK & H 200 1, A R B BRI Cd™ % i 20.00
mL, BA& ¥ EHEIR (2551 C)R & 4 h, # U
4 000 remin "B .0 10 min, B E I W @ Cd™ ik
I AW g, TR A AR

= =R/ W

((‘o — Ce) V

Q=" (1)

g A B (mgekg ') 5o AR IR R (mge
LY e i P B (mgeL ') 5 V 2k F i 145 W AR FR
(mL);m AR E(g).
1.4 %;‘Eﬁﬁﬂ}ii%

W b R A T W B S 5 S AR ER Y R R 25 0
T HEAT W ST B K B0 R WS, e
IR T R B, 50 B 20 mLL 0.01 mol/
L CaCL iAW e ) RS e i (2541 C) ki 24
h,4 000 remin B0 10 min, B b 5 W 00 5 i 02 - 1

W Cd™ R BE I3 LA i g, , 2 XUF

L& g g RN W
Cq
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1.52 ZBEWMELE  LL0.01 mol/LCaCLIFH N
T S H A SOV R, R S CT MR B4R B 0.0.5. 1
5.10.20.,40.80,100.200 mg/L A Z ¥ 5 Cd* i
W, BT VA WO pH & - HEAR B pHL BRI 1.000+
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Table 2 The fitting parameters of adsorption kinetic model
T 24 L i AE 3 K Fe H 1 KRR HE 2
B 0.046 4 0.047 6 0.051 2 0.048 0
Elovich £ 7 a 4.26E408 2.57E+08 4.75E408 5.72E+08
R’ 0.9527 0.8779 0.914 1 0.9821
0.001 g i 10 H i 2 B A HL B AY £ A & B T 50 450
ml B0 i IR 1 20 1, A CaClL i i)
20.00 mL R #4957 J5 fH i (251 C) iR ¥ 4 b, ST 8
BA 4 000 remin ' 850 10 min, 0 b 35 W0 i Cd* o ER
ey — N PN N o el
JEE AR U TR 0 3R B R P 0 v R TR - = il
B m Y @ /KHHI
X Cd® 1y g JfF & 25 F A WAL e ka2
Elovich# 2 40 &
— W — KL
4 oA | - oo MR —— KR m2
2 iR 5i1e 04
0 5 10 15 20 25

21 WMzh AL

W B 2l g 2 525 e B« S AE 4 b i IR AR
A BRI T S S 110 T RS2 5 v iR 3 I TR) 5 R
4 h. DI B 20 7 2% ff B R AR E N R AR H A 48
W BEHAILER , >R FH Elovich £ # Xf W fff Cd*" i o
HATHA  Elovich 8l J7 5 B8 ] T4 ik 15 Y W0 7k
o757 [ 44 W B 2% 1T 04 W BRE AT SR, T R AR A 2
BiF ok A Bl g 2 R0

Elovich £ 4 .
1
q,zﬁln(lJraXﬂXz), (3)

KA. q H e Z) A X CdT Y W B (mgekg ') 5z
A 1] Ch) 5 3 o W B 591 29 T 7 e A E R Ak~ it
B 5 AL RE A 19 S 8 (mgekg ') 5 a b 0046 I B 3 %6
8 [ mg- (kgeh) '].

LA LR E 2 s WA S8R 2GRN
AR Y R T8 AR IXRITE 9526 M DA E 45 R).

3 %k 5 M 5 K A B R A B B ) A o AR
B, & B Elovich 15 ) BE % 5 4 #4051+ 4R 1Y
W B 3l g sk 7R (SR 2 8 2) LG O AR I AH ¢ R AL
R* % KR T 0.85, ¥ 3k 8] 4% & 3 #H OC 1 (P<<0.01).
Elovich 1 5 1 2 85 o Sy 4] I WL B 338 25 5 850, B o I
b 1) 9 T 7T i R R R Ak 2 W BRI b RE AT DG I 28,
a A E W R A O, B 5 3R T T R AL A W R
AL BEA & (Pérez-Marin.et al., 2007). IR B 45
S SR PR ) 06 W B S SR SR K
B> S 119

Elovich f J7 2= B BUAE AL 22 W B 3l T 22 A T

I Il (h)
P2 Cd™ Ay I B Sk Bl A ] ) 728 e iy 2
Fig. 2 The curve of adsorption capacity of Cd*" with time

1Z BN L% 07 AR AR [ AR 2 T 3 e D FEAR B |
R ANELI R, P BAT A (8] 19 36 AL fE (Rosa et al.,
2019) , % T W B 3 T A 25 20 B A4 % L X A4S J7 B GE
JE ML Y U B2 DX A X Cd” Y I B — A
S 2% B W BE Bl g 2k B H DL AR e R
(Juang et al., 1997) , S it 7% v 376 1k BE Bl 45 3% 10 7
R 1Y T L M 1 T, T AT 3 3 i T T R Y
B SR BT B (AT AE 26, 2014) |, I YRR B 48 5 K
FH A 398 9 ) 5 W B 3 8 o SR B R TR b 4R 0
B 7K FH 2 110 0 S 3 A A B SR PR GX 5K
- B URE 2 T AR R T B AL 2 WAL R 2 AT
ELHER B O Cd* A K
22 FRWMKLE

Pl 3k Cd* A8 A ) A A 98 b (1 15 B 45 U 2k
M AT LU Y, 5 K X Cd® ) 0 B 4
o it - e A 0 I 5 S SR R RS 2 4 R hn Y
B AR [ A7 v BE I K EH A S Y B R 3R T
5+

A w W BT 25 T 24 7 S A T B AR I g R
I e T B W Ag X ot i T R Rk
A 45 A BRI ZE A BB AR Y A T A v
FERARMS , 455 68 & 19 s AL Se Xt Cd* 34T WL
H T 0 B2 PG, 45 G RE L T IS B TR) Y O ) A
ZIN , IHG R < A A JRE %) A A Xk W R 8 5 R D 5 B
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A7 %

V- TR N W T R L G A BE R I AR 8 s B A
U, W BF o k B R KL Bl IS Cd™ AR B 45 A B IR A
ST TR R M R R 2 R A R L 45 A B AR, B T IRI Y
J§ JIHET PR b W o6 23 i W B~ e B8 (% 38 iy
R (ZE 4%, 2015).

S A (R T M AR AR B ) AR 3 KR
FH 1 7K e F 2) £18 5 i 8 BT il 46 34 SR — B, HLAH
[] 2% 1 T 5~ b - 98 1 W B = ] AR T KO L X
T HEARGH TOC & & KR & i AR & 14
RMEMLEE W . AR oK 1 OKREH L,
KFEH 2) 1 TOC & & 43 51 8 0.99% F11.05% , &
T (H T AR M) TOC & &9 2.06 #11.48
¥ 5 7K H B RS R 5 43 00 o 1.90%6 A1 1.09% , J&
L A RS R S Y 2.02 F1 1.43 4% 5 /K T 4 EAR AR
JEE & B ) 0.37 F10.41 mg/kg, & 54+ HERE A
JEAT R 154 A1 1514 .

St SRR A S OR B SR 22 AR K,
Wy E AL 2 SR B i IR Ot S M T X
LI TOC & &0 B A B35 220 (Al et al.,
2018). Fif N K =[] 8 2 s 6 B, K B A LT
¥y o e A — DX S 11.5%60~57.5% ( F 1%
14 20115 Liu et al., 2019). 3% & T /KA 38 3
A AILIE BRI AR W) 5% A SRR T R i Y A LR B A
(Pan et al., 2010) , I B AEMEK 500 F K8 - A
BLJBE 1Y) 53 filf 3R 36 LU AR O | R A T 18, B A AL
B9 A B (Wissing e al., 2011) . T 5 H 4 58 B A7 4%
e P A 1 24 0B A AR AR, A A LR HE
A HL 2 FE A R AR R, B S = R, 5
T b (F AR, 2011). 5 b iy HLY BE % B
A 32 4 4 J@ T o Ak R R A5 A8 b A HLES A
= (Mamun ez al., 2016) , 3 3= H: 3¢ 10 B 58 Al (R % |
FREE W) 5 R Y 4 G ok B R X R A I R
(Hamid et al., 2020).

7 A7 A 2 5 ) A T 4 T A B Y DG B R R
Z—  H/NRLAR B R Ay Ak ) — A R
I W% B 75 B (Zhang et al., 2020) , 4 3 ¥ ki 1253 R
i Kz (0.05~2.00 mm) | #5 KL (0.002~0.050 mm ) HI
AR (<20.002 mm) , A< R S5 5 7K A SR kL 5 i
(1.09%~1.90% ) & T B 4 + 1 (0.76 %6 ~0.94%) ,
FLAG T e 0 L 3R T RRURINEE 22 (9 W B 6 R, T AR 4
W B BE )t B 5% (Wang ez al., 2019) ;7K H 347
FIAR R & B T R 4, £ O™ & a3 in
S X Cd* By W B R 7, 4K T AE AR B Y IX
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Fig.3 The adsorption isotherm of soil for Cd*’

e, K HT R e Cd* Y W RE O B T R
B U0 AR AT 5T DX, B 0 A IS B i 2 R R K
R - W BfE Cd® R8Ty 5 Y 32 2 D 1A

7K HT A 3 SR A Bk A i (6.6500~7.0600) KT
B A M (5.35%0~6.1626) , WK A5 T e BE 1Y
W YEA ALY L 2 TR o W v 45 Bk Y AR Ak A
BT, SCFe 1T BROK B W IIE WL, 52 A AR A A8 i
SR AR 0 A5 BRI, X A BUK RS YR
A A& & & T AE KR £ (Knabner ez al., 2010),
Cd* " 2o i H P FH 4 W B 1)k A Ak I, Ak
H w7 K A HE X AR Y [ RF RE 71 (Zhang er al.,
2017).

DAL R B Zr-a A AL, A5 7K 1 3 Cd™ i
LB N R e

Ky T A TR TR AR X Cd* i A IR
W% B R AIE , 43931 >R A Langmuir 5 A4 | Freundlich 45 71
HATMAE

Langmuir #& % .

go=(S. +KC)/(1+ K.C.), (4)
Freundlich £ # .

q.= K.CH, (5)

Ko g A I B (mgekg ™) 5 C. (mg/L) A Cd™"
- 5 W B (mgel. ') 5 S, b B S S 5 W% [ 4=, (mge
kg™ ") ; K Ml K, Jy W [ SF 5 H 20 (Lemg ') s 1/n R
Freundlich - 4 £, Jo 44 .

P S R 3 iR, 6 S50 % 3(R W Fr
AR R B A X RIEE 952 M DL ERZE L),

M 3R] LLE H, Langmuir 25 AR B8 A 19
&R B R Y /NT 0.26, i B RURIE T 5 A F
8 X - Xt Cd* By W B 8 ## . Freundlich &5 it £k 4
AR R YK T 0.92, BE Il & Cd™ Y
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Table 3 Fitting parameters of isothermal adsorption model

LT E 34 7 HiAE HL JKAEH 1 JKFEH 2
Langmuir 45 ifi £ K, —12.61 —14.68 —35.61 —26.94

Langmuir 47 £ s, 588.5 538.8 727.1 703.3
qe= (Sm + K\Cc)/(l + K.Cc) R? 0.201 40 0.264 40 0.077 82 0.098 82

=~
Freundlich %% K, 186.0 242.1 375.1 385.8
y 1/n 0.448 6 0.332 4 0.377 1 0.345 5
g =K ,
R 0.980 6 0.9216 0.984 1 0.967 4

W B A AR 0 W AF 5 X - B URE 2 1 & A T AR 4 A
L L I BT @ e SISO A A A
SO FRIA AR JE R T 2 )2 B, 8RN 45 &
AL 15 58 B B A AR S, B B K R AR R BT RE
(Al-Ghouti ez al., 2020).

Freundlich %5 Ji& 26 19 K (8 A 38 1 35 % Fff fig
HAA R B /MR IR Ry K A8 H 2(385.8) > K fg H 1
(375.1) > 46 1 (242.1) > 8 T H1 (186) , 108 W] 7K 7
2 %5 Cd™ 1 W B 8 g e R, Lk KRR I 1, PR
Shy R AE M, W B RE T B /N 9 o B G M, KRS HE
Cd™ 1 W B g 7 B S5 T S 0.+ 5 & JE AT AL
PE B 5 A 5 TRORT S5 R 2 T AY RN o R R
FLEA G, MK M SR AKX MAEBH U EL
9 5 B W B BE 11 (Wang ez al., 2020). R T 58
W R CA® R AR, FRAT AR 4 B R ALK,
8, BB X — b B A — A BB A AR, A
FAW /(I

K,=q./C., (6)
P Ko A T R B (Lekg ') 5 g o - 75 18 B
(mgekg ) ; C. R VM i W e FE (mgeL ). 4 A
] ) 4 Wk BE T Cd™ 7E 4 1 b [ 40 e &R B (K,) A8
R NE AT LA 5 0 (o 5 AR AR ) FK R
FH AR B = 1 K Bl 0 i v ) 186 2 2 2 38 v S
SR ARG 8 R R Cd™ W0 1R e 7
0~1 mgeL "0, K fH 2 20 - T3, sh s + e 25
A BE 1Y SO Cd™ i W B A SR AR AT, - HE X Cd”
1) S FITRE 7 Bl Ve i T 8 i AR K. Cd® ) i ok 3k 3
291 mgeL "B, A% s K (H IR B SR R AE Ul W] 9%k
JE ) Cd® 38 2o A 3 R A B TR 1) L 18] e o
I, ImgeL "R A 5T K A H 58 i Cd* Y i 28
REOVR B 2 MR B N 5 R VR W R DT I A A
P E AR E . YRR E AN T 1~40mge
LU Bl 4 00 e o B 35, K 2R R 2 B
el Cd fEE T EHEE WO, B 5 FAEY W

W, X A S TR AR B . 24 G e R T 100
mgeL I, Bl 25 0 4R W R R B, K 28T BRI
FRasE , ¥ O KR AL KRS LA K RS B 2 43 )
Fa € fE 16.33 Lekg ' 12.02 Lekg ', 31.74 Lekg '\
31.70 Lekg A4, S b 560 WAL FOKFE H . X
N T) ) FH 26 0+ e KW (E KRS 1 KRG 219
KW {5 I 8 T B R A M, 2 WA K R T
Xt Cd™ W B R i, K R FH 3 Wb i) Cd™ B %
iy T8 328 W R Ao R A R
23 ZBMKLE

- M T 1 0 BREAE A h  PE B R
W BFF 9 i, 214 fige Wi 52 55 A 0.01 moleL ™' CaCL i W AF
1 R B R O B Cd® R T A e W B 3k 4
F18 figk W k5 A 400 1) R SOR) 8 D) A OG Ll i 5
Be Cd* Wy fR AT 2R 38 AT DL 4= 8 2R 85 v Cd* 1Y
PR R L S AR s e H R B IR S
16 2 $ BERL 24K 41 .

BS 25 T Xt Cd® i W 5 i B A S
F Rl LR CA” R BR A HE0 A R E 5E E R
TR BT S R A b Y AR Ak SR KR
15 7K R 2 0 A5 Ak 35 b T 5 4 32 £ 1 2R B )
U VA A 1 0 i 30 5 5 b A R I e v T K
FH - 38, A 46 Hb 78 90 4R Wk B v T 100 mg /1L Bk % 4 25
T 110 R S 42 30 A i R R A TR E

T X Cd* HAT i W RE Bl X Cd® R B
B, A HE CA® Y R RN EE B, e CdT A W
RS W I Cd” Y R E PR R, IR T R i
TR 3G A R AR W L S B 2 3 K (Zhang et
al., 2017). M\ fif W% o 5 W Bt i 9 C Rk F L K H L
HEAH H 5 M A S o R AR b B
AN TR Cd™ K FH A 8 e e A IR B i T 2 L 3R
AT 3% P ) T 1 B 5 O s A R e
B (A R A, 2020) , 1 2 £ 3P g Cd BB 48
Ty A W R, SR R IR B v 5 DA HE A 1
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