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Transformation and Influence Factors of Speciation of Zinc in Soils and Its Effect on Zinc Bioavailability: A

Review
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(Ministry of Agriculture Key Laboratory of Crop Nutrition and Fertilization, Institute of Agricultural Resources and Regional Planning, Chi—

nese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Increasing pollution of zinc in soils and the toxicity caused by zinc has been arousing people’s great concerns recently, however,
the bioavailability of zinc is mainly dependent on its speciation in soil. This paper reviewed the research advancements on the speciation
analysis, bioavailability and ecotoxicology of zinc in soils recently. The speciation distributions of zinc and its influence factors in soil, the ef—
fect of speciation on the bioavailability of zinc to organism and the development on the determination of zinc speciation in soils were also sum—
marized in this paper. The prospect of related fields, e.g. the in—stiu determination of the various speciation of zinc in soils, characteristics of
the unknown forms of Zn and the protocol of determination of bioavailability of Zn will be the research focus of related fields.
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BRI AR T RS, i i A
HEFEFEERD, TP R R B E RN 4
YRR . FEYIEER R i 5 T A i
BEREVR B2 A B BT IR ER R . TIEPIEM Zn
SNHEPTE AR EER, FERAEL T
(XA AR A3 s ()RR R I E
FEICE MR B F Zn X HANSR5 B F R HUER,
IBHYX IR KREEFITER, WX Ca P.K Fe 5
FABE T RIRIZIE ; (3) BIEMYBMEEH RS
7 F 35 S 4 A R A 1 AR A VR R RPIRAE
FA B AR A R, T S B R N B B 7™
AR5 R AR R A AL S D5 TH

PHRERY,Zn MEFELREYHRE, A5 E
SEFH EF, R RRAR T B AL, b B ZEBB AR, ARk
Bk, 53 BER A W BRI O A R ST E I ST R
INEREMRER, LR PR EBLL 20
mg L7 i, /N IR 2 B . LI B
In ' FEMEYEARY R GIEENZEE, RAE
B SR ) RPN R S8 A R i AR,
FEA AR ZETL , [RIB X 40 A S 4 7 A B
B0, EEZFBEWIET, 556, LEFTER Zn
SFEEY B, HALEB AR Y W 2 Y
Zn THRT Fe BRI AT O] 40 38 09748, inad &
) Zn ] RES BN R R Y B AL E3ES, Zn 1
KERHSENEYIEN Fe*/Fe i LR R BRTEAEY)
1A% A 240 L 5 T 200 L P9 4 A R ) PR , DT 52 i 4
R E A,
1.2 Zn 4D HHE

Wk B R B &R BE RIS AR M R A B 3
B BRSNS BEX 1
WA B FAE A RS DAY X R
BUBTRA: Y TE PR AR & WA AR ) B LR
PE B AN AE Py i A AR I 4 R (B BE)
X5 g P RUE YR E B, RS R
PEH (endpoint ) e HEATHUAE WY REVE BOFEMERON I E
T EAFE V5 YA S HE P (Pollution—induced com—
munity tolerance, PICT) , J£#il} 175 5 FE % (Substrate—in—
duced respiration,SIR ) , T34 ¥ & | HIEEFE M
il i75 S 7546 (Substrate—induced nitrification, SIN ) 1 [&
RIEWE. BT, EAE SN E g T E S
R BB BRI AR T ) 2 AN, PR R,
RN EE Zn {5 TR 2 R B2, ibEE
SZE I F 2R P AR AP TR A A R

R HSN4E T (AMO) TEERZ B T ™, &
G R, HIEPA RS B RS R
TEAYE, AR SRS BN, T EREE T
MY ENE GG TR 5T rEE
HAAHL A B ENEEY, AT 5KYK
TESMEIRIVE R AT R B TR ] LR
AR BB, D/ R N i ) B ORI 43 , B
BTGV T % VR Zn2% S0 A Wik W IR 8
A B B A RIAE O RE M B R T G sR A 300
mg kg™ Zn*B}, T8 Wyl PR R BE VRS54 |
RIRIEFESE Y R A T B, B LMER 1852
Zo* 5 YL A,

15445 S EEE DL (Pollution—Induced Community
Tolerance, PICT) 7£[HFr L8 ¥ MO ESE IR L
A SR B 2, 15 4 SRR BUE R AR TE
SRR , T YRR AT 7= AR X 5 Y
VIR HTE B WS X R I R — RS . IR
VBT R T AR TS R R Ak S AR A, SE g5
&, A BRAALRHAE A U s DA BT R B AR AR
BRI, N TRV A Pt . Diaz—Ravifia
SEUR F B 7 Bl € PICT A 5E K BE, 24 3
HER Zn FEIKT 130.7 mg-kg™ Bf - IBAN R RE %
PUMEBA 224, T T 130.7 mg kg™ I HTIERE Zn ¥k
FEXTEUR3E In 2FEEG 0, X 7T BB 2 H T - Hh AUk
PR ERFHEE, FNEEREEHETIERN,
Davis Z£95% ] Biolog J 5% Zn 15 Y% + 3£ ) PICT
AT KB, R B Zn 15 4L TP A AEEE X Zn BT
Hahn, B3R R SRR TR LIEPAFEE
TR R BURR AR, X5 it R
KREMPIRGERE, TR R & RS R a8
M — RN B> AR >R T, SRR B B9 4F
TSR BN WF RS B AR 4™,

2 i Zn IS

2.1 LI Zn MBS

FEAS AR R S R TS R S i — 4
HER MBI, SERESRIR LAY
AR KRR T8V KERT EE R Y =T
FEUERH, SN P R SR A Y ] S ks A YR
HSRIURENER RN, A B S EIIHER.
HERIUTREALERGR, B35 LR P RR RS
(Ane W10 . A B4 ) e e M A
fR-UUTE AR R GG S5 AP L, T BEA RE R AY
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Ak, M5 R E LB WA A8 TR S
RS, S LR ESBNIES, BRiEBAE
Gi— 5 SCEFETEA M8 X, AR [ B b k2%
P4 (TUPAC) 8 X, BMRFT IS4 A P RIZE AL (1)4k
22JE 25 (chemical species ) , 18 - — L R FEI IR H LI
B F B FARAERLIRER; (2) AR (forms
of occurrence ) , $§ 5 —JL R ZE I 5% H AT FAFAE (4
R A S 1)) FFE R SEPRIE M, ZEHETR
ZRRT HIEESBIVASRIRE STk, H B A X LU
PRI I G T A L RISy T B S H
YR E S JRIEA (fraction) . MEEBHM S , BT
PRt A TR Zn, FHAAERE 0 NE L
A Zn FITHUEE Zn, Ko, THLSEE N EFERIE .
TSR BT A s 75 AR
EANEERFLEFSEARRER, AARES
feEZ AT M E Rt . YR SRR+ 5 , 58
WASBEBRE, TR TR A D EAR TP it 13
HENGEE SR EV RS AR RE S ;A
TR M DIRIREL 25 B T E TR A B SN G
AHAGTERRSY, HESMIESENTEINZ
ZFPHEEZM
22 intiEdh Zn KESHHETERE

ANEATIRAS Zn BEA 3BT, TRGE eV R AR
AT, LLH B TA(Ze®) B () A
25 ATV A A B 5 % s [ S8 S TR AR E TR
I P ARIET S, I Zn AR S 5
K AW (EX) R EREE 45 475 (CAB) (R AL AL 45
47 (OMn) A HLE A A (OM) HERIH LSS
(MIN)5 MBS . B GRIR, A LR
BERY 90% L) LA RER R T WIS ARG A S
BRGEHE, MARBFESMCHRESEZMAR
109152, 33 55 (Y b ER b 2 o % + R 3R Ab M T
KoM 3 Zn BASAHERRE , TR ]
53 (1) Zn BISIR, WFE A H3EF ) Zn BRIE B
B XA EE; (2) R s kv R an pH {H \Eh, 385
- BHES 738 B B S AR BRAEN 5 (3) - 3R ARk
B K AL ) S R 2,
2.2.1 1 pH I

— BT BR M R A AR 7E
AR 2 BT BEE B T, T Ui A R ALY
& IRIE AR, A2, BEE T3 pH MTHE L &
e 3R B A 4 IR R AT R O RE S 5 , DA T R4
AROTE D20, R A 3R A B IR B A O £ IR

BUABSFET BT, G ERERD, 74
WA AR RS B ST 45 SRR i A K5 +
BErh A AR H A  DTPA—Zn X BRIRAR T 23.1%, T
Jiti FH J %8 5 1 EDTA 4b# )5 ,DTPA-Zn & 2 B
EF, AT IR R pHAAEA AT Zn B[ E , TG
i A 3 e A8 B U 230 Ak - 3 gl B R BV S
Zn, HIBEWPENIEAS RS LR pH EHA
fRKKF > Robert 251t WHAM BEAITH R, 24
3 pH (AT 7.7 B}, AIVEMEEEFEEL Znh
F, ZnHCO;TE A AT SR 5 AR 2%, ¥
W pH (R 7.7~9.1 B, WJ¥AMEEEE T LA ZnOH Ry
¥, 0 2Y 3R pH>9.1 B, 43y Wk vp 1 T itk
BT XY Zn(OH S rfier . T8 Zn IREER 5
VR PR O Ak B B IEM S, T 5 HR A BB T
(Ca®) AR HIL, HETTEN &8 B F AT 32 S 1
REGIRE, FrAl AR (0.01 mol - L™ CaCl, 5%
MgCl, )12 12 W 2 B i i PR B rT s A I &
M T HEBER P ERE FHIEASf, W
Wang SEPI7E/K BE R AT, W2 VAW T Zn 19 3
BNAA B B T (Zn™) BREREE(ZnCO;) RIR S
#F(ZnHCO3 ) FFEFLEE (ZnOHY) s 7E T A AN pH £544
T2 A S & (2% ) B B, 7E 43%~T1% 2
] LA L 4 BB AR : Zn*>ZnHCO; >ZnOH™>
ZnCO;, T ZnHCO; .ZnOH*F ZnCO; f& B 6 pH
BTG , Zo* & Bkl pH 3RS
2.2.2 ARERFNM

MRS L AR 72 i SR AR PR pH A B
AR A DR T MR HEAR PR+ HrRERREL . BRERER |
Ay RSB R, RIS R A RIES
FEAER) Zn R, H5&FRRZB VLW &A%
BIEEATER, MR R L H Zn AT 58,
Chairidchai 5>1& 3, #R 2 H WA HLER AT R
HIRE In B AN EY, M1 pHE/NTEH
JBE, A YRR B M T R R, TR A
TS YIZE , +HEXT Zn BT I EER, BEY
ARG, 2+ pH E R TS5 S0, BB A
W& B WHR B LSRR T, SEHEN Zn
A9V B BB 1 9SS , TE LA 25 5 R 22 , Zn 19 R 2
AN TR RSN . BR T AR PR A BR L AR A ks
M Zn B RMESD , Zn FEREBEAE ) AR R T DATE IR,
—WESNE, KR 5 ARMEYRRSE B2,
TE Dryza satire LA F )52 y-FeOOH F1 a-FeOOH, 1ij
1E Phragmites australis FJU]J& FeCO; h 3, HHFRE
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B FEZ B RS, Zn S U BRIK BT MRS
FEAETREAS T T R R N B SRR e A h P2
223 EZWEH

TR AR NS A B
MR AN RTYEZS Zn HEA 3G TR AR A AT EI AR
FHATE AL, EHEER T, Zn TEUTHESREE T
A (Zn*) FBHUE (BB TV A 1A R 25 K s
[ X8 ST AR, BEE B R O HERS , KIB S A
EDTA 2B Zn BE ML A Zn FIBRE S
In FEFAL, KA RMEBR B, B2 1ha
R LENREFREA BEEW, AR %R, 0
pH {H .Eh, + 3 G HLR & B %X Zn 78 3R -
WARR ML R B A 500 , TS i BE R TR 2855 AL A1
ZAbI . Chadi SEUFF5Y T M 66 R R FI5 S +
BB Zn WIEA 0 R B, Zn 78 13050 Y
BOMEEIREGEA BEXW, HPBHSZn S
AEHAEIE &1 & 60%~98%, HHBET Zn*h
AFE Zn 19 40%~60% , B BT Zn* W& B 58HE
ESARARTR] A g ] - v A 73 P R KR (K .: 17~13,100 L+
kg ) 2R, MM B HEES K, HIAI 2 IEMHRK
Ko
2.3 HETENESER £ EERRIE

TEPENEYBEA G AREA R, HAR
BT HIEAS . SHIESNEEA LR,
WLV R UUNE BER 5B R 55 25 R RN, TE A
FRIEA , R B (st AW 3 (B ) XA
BV AR, BFFCIER, LR R AR S
HAE HHILBUK P AEE B S RSB %
YIRS, — 5, ELR NRRIRECES (AT s
RIREEEE A7) AR RS (B A A7) NE
WA, HAEYARE & ; /TR YA S e 45
AR MRBE S NFES, WA MRS, ARE
BHEA AR AZ IR FAT R, ELEPRA
BRI EYA RN, LR, AREAR R4
YA B BB Ry 2 KB S Zn>EDTA 1227
In>TRERILEE AR In>H NG AR Zn, EES
Zn> FREAFS Zo®®, 13 pH i IRIE S 046 T
W Zn AW FENE, 4 Van Beelen S5P7E K B5 5 W
HUESE T 340 pH BB B W Zn XA MR E 4
br ECsoo Heijerick 2P & B Zn X 7K & 185 14
pH &I, Wilde 252055 T pH 5.5~8.0 F Cu
F1 Zn SR IKFE(Chlorella sp.) (T , 3B 33 43 BTl &
HHES Cu Zn MREER I ECsy (1] 50% B4 B

7 Cu.Zn ¥RFE )BE pH 3G fin o, % +3Erp Zn B3
EFTFERERILT AP, Smolders SR A 4 1
AL AEYIFR AR R I R RS S I PP 2R 4 3
Fhr BeAFSE T RRIN 19 Fi Zn 7548 A0 A 3,
G5 R R IE W FE MR B Ik B ECs BEVS W pH
fE G TG n , ek 2 BEE pH BRI, 3 W B 1Y =
PRI EREAL, AR BEMERELR,

LR AN EMERE TS, HHREE
B G g RO P A A B, Ak, B
REA,BREHERE PN, —EHIAMTHN LR
KEDWITREAENSY, tEPLEEE T 5IH
HE VRS (DOC) () G RRRERE
FRAEYA SRS, HRENEBRPERE TV
ABTEES. T LA A BB S B AR A A H H
B 15 B R (Free Ton Activity Model , FIAM )P 2
JoEER], B FRERAEYA R/ SEHENEEE
FIA HRZER{UNETHHEFEE, MAM
T HATESWE A EEEN TR, REFE
VE W AR B 7~ (I Ca™, Mg™, Fe™,K*, Na*, H*,S07,
Cl, HCO: %5 )X A= W 2 AR i BB FRYSE BT, T
TE Zn WA BEHMMR S, SAPRIEH H Mg>
KA LAy Zn B EE AR RS AR RS R,
F1CaCO; F1 0.5%1#) CaCl, ELA W, Zn X & 2R/ N
FEMER", Wang 2858 T AR pH T ,Zn XK
ZRMK T BRI XR , EREWAB R HH Zn™
FIRZ R BT RN K R W Zn 2R AAH
BT, Zn P RER MK NS ETES B oG E
K ZnHCO3 1% FE 24 AR

3 i Zn BIEESHAE

HA HEhEEBEAY AN E S, X+
EhESENSSTESHTRERZ R ER, T
KRR E S RILS AR TR 5 HA R0y UG
—3, IESNE R IR ALER E & R A Y FEE
BR. F5EN T EEESRE BT ZRAARRY
A 2GR A SE 0 S5 K R R 25 ) B2 4 B e 3 1k
REBFE BT, BT E RS B E
TEPESBEOARIES, BRTEHOLERIOE
FEA D RBOE TSR, ARYE R U K
BAERIR R AT 430 TR LR 7 ¥
3.1 FESHREE(Sequential extraction )

HETE S SRRy |, 8 T FR R E 1Y
PRBGAIFI LI 2544 R CR AR R BUD IR , ¥ 4%
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MR EFE SN ES RS ESREIS S M
(B AR A3 SR BB S VR o AR SRR E SR U
ZRTTEER, I Tessier SR H 4 TP SR B K
R AR EY) 5 R B2 1 9 3% S 3R Bk B BCR 1,
BB SRR BA G — W ERIEHEN . BRI SR
AP 3 2 9B, HERBUFEIE T,
FH7K B3 HE VA AR AT I 2 (S 2S 5 55 PR AR BBk
MREEE; FEEFEREEEMTELEA
R G B AR IR BA L 65 MR IR
B

o5 S SR IR P e & AR B BRAG B A 45 51
H5EERSENRE—f e H 5 E SRR
FE 5 UM SRR , AR YR AT S HE D B & B e A 5
HIE R AR BT E PR R SR A A I AR 1 T2 1
BRI, MR E, Bk LS AREN,
T : SREBGA AR XEMBEIXT B R 2H 53 1 58 208 i ; 4R BGH)
X BAREH 73 BA et SR IR i 7 o AT BB A AE —
WK DUEERN . HIR, B L= 2550 vl fE 2
WA A B E R AL S TR AL 7 P S
i, 20 B —Fh R IR AL 4307 B, K pB4R {4
EE N EMESBESMESRE, MARX S ZE
P H R AUE SRR 7 AL, ok B
HE B ISR IMEAR R B 5T 25 R 2 R X
LT HOA
3.2 3Rk F 4552 i% (Fractionation )

AEESHESRBLEY  ERRTH 2R
WEL A, A Y B R 2 5, S
T BT E &R AL B W 43 B 5 HATR o X
EAUAMSESRAE T AR TriatleRts
Y. BRI R B A2 03 RO B AR i SR A
VBV . B/PHES A He W i /AR AR HEBR £4,3 /Donnan
JRFAR ey b BE BB (DGT) | RIS, R AR R AR S 3
W E T, HPREFESESRE T LR
Donnan AR B BTSN, EiRFRTFBSELL
PZFERBOEARL , K BBARIE B 45 5 3R 55 F1 43 A 4@ it
BB FNESBESHIESEE, MARS HE
SRS T UFIEE; 750, R 5r B XA R
BYIEE SIS NN [ e N
3.3 BUZFEB AR (Electrochemistry techniques )

RALFHEOR FEA PR —REFEFERIRE,
B R E BT, @ AR B A7, 3R 18 B S
BB R ZRE B R AREIE R iR HL AL
5 B B R T (B R R IR SRR B B

Z R T BT AR A T SRGE , H 5 Z IR
ORI TR H TR ESR B Lk F&
— e % TR E T AT IR E
SRV, BET, BAEBARBE T ESRE S 4
FARFLHSY: B AR T BIEEN (G TBMAAR
ER) EREEE(EESA S TR R EEE
B,

3.4 BT HE (Modeling)

BARNHR R RE TR, /i Tk ik
RS HATR MGE TR R, DRI E SR FF Al e
HILE BB o XA IT B T B — B i BT R
AR R /25 W, R HEBC LY L (B 5 R ik T A
W B 5T LA K 2R & R AL A TE RS, (URIESE 6
FRENER RS, LFRATITR, HE,F
AL 24 - g A5 A 4 MINEQL  (Chemical Equilibrium
Modeling System),CHESS (Chemical Equilibrium of
Species and Surfaces ) #1 WHAM (Winder—mere Humic
Acid Model ) 34548 A [FI% 275 72 (Michaelis—Menten .
Langmuir ) , 2 57 AR WY BC AR , 31580 H I e J@ AR
WYyt 55 TR bR AN 4 R AL IR A 255 8U(Ks) ,
TN E & RX W) ECs LCso . AR BEX LE
SRR THRARES , TR B A 5 AR R e,

M+L<ML [ML]=Ky[M]L] (1)

MW A BB T LA P T LBL A Ko :
<52 TR FIC A B )1

AFAE A P B 7 B S 41 I -

Me+LMeL.  [MeL]=Kya[Me][L] (2)

Me: 725%% E"J FH %% s Kye: ﬁﬂﬁi%ﬂ FH %%ﬁm
IR g

& BB AR A EAE SR

M+BL‘II:_%MBLE>MM+BL

{MBL}=K{BL}[M"] (3)

BL: AWBLI; K Ko K: B RAEYIELIRRTY
J B R AN R AL E R B K £ PR BT AR BN ) -
58

E R S (SN

Me+BL<>MeBL  [MeBL]=Ky.u[Me][BL] (4)

Me: ﬁ% FH%? 3 Kvienr.: 725%% FH%?'—?E%M
{ZNFONAIE R

Ks.ECso B LCso F42 R IEA WIBLIR R R 3
HideRFEEE. 28RN, 2RFEHRSS
Michaelis—Menten , Langmuir 2535 W% fff 52 . £ 0dELR
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P77 EER K
TEAE Wy R4 s AN A 0 S O 12k P R F AR
JE(ECx/ LCo) 545G & BIEM M A MER B4 S
7 R HL] () A BRI R R, B B 138
FAEHIN, ENTZ B RFZRN
_{MBL} _ K{M] (5)

{BLaor 1+K M+ Y, K[ Ci]

S G B FIAE YLK 45 68843 5 (MBL) : & )& Fl
B A IR BE 5 (BLaon} : 28 5 25 & (mol - g™)

NF 5094 W7 He R R, AR AT LIS R

ECSO(M)=(—1_}%( L+ Y K[ Ci])fis: (6)

ECso(M) : 7E— %€ B} [B]3E il A X 509 48 W7 A 5%
M s 4R B T A YR B (mol - mL™) s fine : X 50%4:
YA e 4 R AL IR A SR E S B E AR
i) He A3l

&8 BRI LS A Langmuir W 7 F2 AT DASK
1548 MBS & BB TEXA T A P RBL IR ES &
%) B 4 TR VAR B3 3 5 A ) R AR R B T SRR
ZEAB AR, rRRIRn T

(MBLyor}={MBLyor}e L1 (7)
1+K M+ Y, K[ Ci]

{MBLyor}: FHFCIRSE G 148 BHKE (mol-g);
{MBLaor)ue: FLARBERB 455 1) 2B AUBRUEFE (mol - g7)
BEE SRR B AR, ERRFEHE R
% S 4 8 45 8 (4 MINTEQA?2 | Visual MINTEQ .
NICA-Donnan,CD-MUSIC-EDL 4§ )#4l fii+ 8 & 4«
ERIAR PR T A TR S BN T RE , 1L 4R
153 T B R B ORI . REE BB 1) K R AN 445
RIS RO PR ST, IF R TH IR P SE AT R G R 4
BREANTE BT ESE AR RS (FZ KA,
HIEFR TR ) B A AT Y R E 2 B 45 6
il IR T B RBBCR X R R
BB iR R AR H A B AR AL, SRR B S A KR T
AR AR, BT, NICA-Donnan BEHEIBE A K2
RIER R -AHYIE R BSCH G SR, AT
MR T MEZMeRE S Sa R e &
feE Tt BH B 38 B 0w H R0 5 A i
Model V/VI 5 NICA-Donnan #EIAE{ML , hFH T4 8-
BHLYESE AL, Bk A S0 B R B0
P, ME—AREENIFE BN RN,

WM T 5 e R BT RE MM RS
F153 s 5 X £ 5>, CD-MUSIC-EDL ###!
F 2 NTCHLA ) 5 5L TG #2553 G VO v 82 9
Fe AR, R 18 T IR B O R 7 X 2
rH T Y2 [B) 23 A, DO AEAR = U - HR A A Y
TRk, RPN E SR (BF)- T WAL HEAE 5
FAREEL,
3.5 A FREMSBEMIFTLA (Molecular scale tech—
niques )

R R R B ER AT s (40 X SR 5
A FRET BT BB SR ) 5T 5 G o
TAFHRANT B, (BR, TR MR
%, H1E R X LURENZMEEYIEGETE, @R
Sk LAY SR S I A E MR IR AR P E &R 4
TREHMEER . TR, B R EHEAR R
R, FRREEAESE NIRRT M,
XAFS B —FpIERSR 1 737 RE R AR R
S5 E T AR EERE i P R Y BRME RS, B
PARRI K5 BVERRTEE . XFAS 35T B X STk
FEAZEH (EXAFS )l X SR IGE I 4544 (XANES)
EXAFS f8 5z W e X 54 Je B <08 30 Jo ) B L o
KB ESEE, T XANES 8RBT E LM
MIALIRES . ARITTR AR RBGLRER , Bl
LR THE/N . BRT, XAFS ZEH RN TR
HEJR (BIEE) AR ST IEA A=,

4 tiEP Zn EYHHETER

TE TR, @ RE T LA RS S Y™
AR AR B . — SR B
RET NI T ANRMNERNSEY; 75k, B
YRR A 2R BT OO — A 52 BRI Y
YRR, XA PuE R 2R TR SRR A
ST SE IR, A YLELA S &R AE e
FEIX 0 T5 A Al S, M S PR AR ) MR M T T
AHERETY, EYBAER B R R A
Y132 A AN AR (BL), A=W BL A AL A R
N&E AR (TBLmol - L), B A BAE & HE
F(Zo? 1, Ca* , Mg™, Na®) Z5 45 f9 A Y L & (MBL)
ARG B B B (BL)PY, ST Zn )4 W) BLIA
BB R AT RN

TBL=[ZnBL]+ Y. [MBL]+[BL] (8)

[ZnBL] F/~ B H Zn*-BL &5 HWHEE (mol-g);
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[MBLERZ 5555 FHES T-BL 2SI HIMEE (mol g7 ;
[BL RN BOA 848 A I BL AR (mol - g7) o

PHES T M ({4 Zn™ RIEHANS 5348 HE 1)
FOBCIAR BL FEATRIEIZS A UM, G HRAL TP -

Kyp[M™|[BL]=[XBL] (9)

Ky, 75 FHES 75 A WD e (A 45 5 1 1 6 % (L
mol™);M™ F/RZ 53 G HIHE TEE (mol-L7);BL
HBLARRITREE

H4E BLM fiist, H  Ca® %5 FHES T BL 455 %
AYRTCER, WERAPRAH Zo* %5 K

(fuan) T AR R 2
_[ZnBL] K[ Zn*
ZnBL— [TBL] - ( 10)
14K [ Z0? T+ Y, Ky [M™]

LA Y 2Rk 3] 50% AR, T RE(10) AT RAsk
5 A (Pagenkopf, 1983 ) :

ECso(Zn2+)=(1—_f%(l+ZKm[M"*]) (11)

M1 AE H, 24 BLM BB, [
ERWHABHE FATEE, B —FMEE FREE,
DX B T B9TE BE AN ECso(Zn* ) EERMESC R, F X
MRAMUKKHE FEES 558 W I ws 4t
WA RYER

BLM M2 5HI H log-logistic I E&N LA

B (B IREREE
RE:% (12)
1+(f50)
W R(10)H AFFE(12):
RE= 100 5 (13)
Ku[Z0®]
1+

Sl 1+Km[Z0®]+ Y, Kyu[M™])

{8 BTG RS2 RE AT RE ARSF-J7 2% (RMSE)
/N, WAT3R 1S t-BLM 72‘&(,3\1(\)[50) :

2

100
n o B
RMSE= Y |RE-| Kowln’]
| fil Kl Zn B Y, KyM™])

T FREH, JEEE R YRR L (Biotic
Ligand Model ,BLM) { & 81 & J& , BT S 549
B R MEAL I, B RTINS B 0 A YA
RUCHE Y i b A= W) PE AR 128 (terrestrial biotic ligand
model , t—-BLM ) 1E A BT RIBIF ST o9, BLRTA 26K

YRR TAEC EBE T K2R AR, K
oy TARSEPTE Cu Fl Ag BIBEFE , 3> TAERA K Cd,
Pb Ni #l Zn B9BIFE, SCEPMRR LK K ALY
PRAETY F T 7K B R v ] 52 7)o BT, AR A B AR AR A
LU ] RIS IR R A AT, i T
PR A YyE R R 20 HOK R 2, (A5 Rl A= )
PLAMERI BT ST R JRARZS o BRARETXT Cu 1 Ni Xt
S WA B T 0 Bt b 2R M B AR LB SR 2 A R
B, B8 B X L4 Zn FEPE U A +-BLM At

5 AIRREE

HAT, BARH W E SRS triA YA 2k
77 RIS IUR TARK M3 (BT — S Rl
AR SRR S, #XLETFESR
(BB AL (in—stiw) FES AT AR FIR AL MR
MEFARA R EEMITT [z —; oh, BRTHIRZ
TRHT LI AT BAR (EXAFS ) %) 5 4 J& B9 3R 55 5L Y
BN EAR RIS TR AR R EES T E
ZAER L EXR TR SR S R AR w5
BT . Rk, Xt 3P R RO S BRI 25
AT, 7l P A M I e T ¥ B S %
38 18 FH A L B A R B TR BB 50K R
BT AHAR R —
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