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Abstract: In this paper, we reviewed the theory of DGT, factors affecting measurements of DGT and characteristics of DGT. Studies on appli—

cations of DGT in soils suggested that DGT was a useful tool to investigate bioavailability of metals in soils.

Keywords: heavy metals; bioavailability; diffusive gradients in thin films; DGT; soil; soil solution; solid phase; labile; resupply kinetics

TIEERAMCF B R ERIR A, AR 2
4, FFAE S B EEXT A SN Sh Y R U™
o BT IS Y R R R R SRR
R, — B R a i AN AT RS (B R R R, TS
e A A A XA 5 RIS B O Bk
AR Z — EATRERY, LEESRERY
X AP BEE T BB T A AR B2,
1 H BRSE L3 P G R 15 Y W) B B AR LR
515 YA KUSPE IR , IRA Lk X5 Y By
7 A R BRI RON AS Y B HEA TR PR A, 3B I 22
B ETHESRIVE PR DR AR R TN
Tk B MRIE AR E SR 4 BER U LS
QR — ERAE L EIE IR i TOLR LS B
P T HAEY AT A AEAGER M, Bl R0+ ILAF
B F 2O E R AR A5 SR T Bk T
WY E RS B (BT RV EY AR

& H #9:2010-09-16

EETH BRARE AL T (55 0911)
EEREN . FE, L, ERAON L, BlEER,
*EHAEE: TRE  E-mail:ekxr@nju.edu.cn

YEIT T AR B 5 S, AN Tessier SFO4R H 9
LR L R AR (BURR SR ) A HE M JBR 42 H f =
A HRE (BCR ¥5)™, BB Z B H T R AT
AT (H X LT AR LA R BGH B =
Bk, RBGIETIRE SR 00FHR H0 SR
B, Gl RSB R+ TR B A JR AR AR A LS
B, B ZRE, A HRRET AR R
A THTT - WARYE &R AL AR ) A T E
MRS, MR8 <5 J 7 - R T FRRE =2 (6 ) 20 BC B H
AR R AR RS, AR R T R A L 9
BAT AR R Y RS AR R, X7
R RORTE SR 1 BRI S A #3256, T T8
SRIEFF PR S RN BB ERAE,
KB RAELE YA AR T o X ELT7 i 22 T )
WRBMAIFER A A A AR, RO AR 2R 200
131 B A LR AR R S A 5 R 9 A2
Y F A o A AR B < TR A IR A FH 5 AR R
AT - S PP B R R R I, ol fle fe SR,
SHEERAAES TRER, X8 R AR A AT
I B T AP 2 R N BN T H SR R AE WA



206 ¥ L BEYEUREOR (DCT) B IME MHAEPREE IR L TR A5k S7E 23 i R

2011 %2 H

WA B B

1994 4¢ , g3 [} 258 Davison FIK R % B AR
BEY 8GEES R (Diffusive Gradients in Thin—films,
DGT)!™ FJLAA R E HARA P EEBEVAE R
S, HHMA GBS M B H , BB 4 1 /e ik
A YA e %WE’JEQE“FWO Y RO RE AR T IA
T — B ASAEE, T DU A ) S oA A Yrxt
HER %Wﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁi%ﬁ%{ﬁ IR ST o
R AT DL N LS O - B A OV S
It Hoiz FAL AT UG g Al B sh 122
¥, T REAS B 47 E A5 LIS S R EE M. |
I FITAR G AU B 25 R ( - 3O A 1 3
W), BT SRR (E 1), X2 DCT £R R
FH A 7 B AL

B 1DGT 5 LA EHRELTH
Figure 1 Schematic representation of the concentration gradient

through a DGT device and the adjacent soil
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Figure 2 Schematic view of a DGT device

1 DGT HARRIEICEM

1.1 DGT FEARFIE
DGT £ LAFESE (Fick) ¥ HUCE — oA H g
FERHCY 38 1 0 7R RE B I P9 5 e A TR RO BB

O T A B T A O —
BRI EE,
F=0,5¢ (1)

e+ i F DGT YW KH/E I =2 DGT S
14 S I P AR T 2R A B A I I T R R, R
XtF DGT Frill 9 -3k BE ( Cor, g+ L) BT U 22
iz AR 23, HH RS R AR B SO P B TR AL
TR X BEAEREIR o Coer FTRIK AHR B R0 B3 1)

AN DGT 5 + sl it R it il S S e .
MAg
Co=y A7 (2)

KM 29 DCT WM B F 1Y S & ng, KT E
Bl it X GPERPEE 0T (XRF) VB T &k X S 4%
Jt43# (PIXE ) 835 Ot be b — A RS & 55 8 i
53HT (LA-ICP-MS )Xo W BB 43 DR S8, BRUEMN 1
(acid elution ) 7] FH R V5 A% W% 6 RS Fir W% B A R T 2%
I R IR OG5 (AAS) 5L ICP-MS 43 Hr Bt i
WHRFITE , NTIRB RN TT R &, A% DGT
FFF A ATEFR, cm?; Agle Y BUBEFIE RN EE ,om; T
5= DGT 3 & M BT A] 53D, RFFNTTRIEY HUR
By 8 R em®s?, ARTTREAT BRI #ET
SEEINAE , W] DO BRI 5P R BRI,
1.2 M DCT MEMEERE
1.2.1 8L

¥R — s BEmIE b R, S R
BRI BR BRI, WA (1),

XFF DGT R ERUL, BTFRESAEY BT IE A
FUE MY B RBR RN R R B, UL, 3B A IR
MBI TZ BB EREE By SR EEH RS
Tk e A1 R B AR AT A A S0 5R0 sAE T Rl 7 RCFE
B 95%HKG, HIEX FoFEKT 10° 1k
Uk, I BB R B BELT AR /N, [RIB AT LT 4
MR RLH 2~5 nm™, R\, KELEE
FHIRAR KL N 0.2~0.3 nm, FAT] DL IG5 HE 113
R, 2l R O L T AN S e b U ) P 3L
FRHASR, R T T, 8 0L 48 B DA R il Ji7E
U H Y BCR $ L S e I

AR 8 87 4% 52 H (Stokes—Einstein ) 22 7 (3) 24, 3~



%30 55 2 B &l RO

I 207

BRES BEE TR ORS FE AR AT AR Ak, TV RORS B SL
SRV E R EREPTRm,

D=kT/6wyr (3)
Kk VIR 2% 2 (Boltzmann ) ¥, T R4 XHEE
N R, r BB E R

FE TR E S REERE AR R, RZIR
o SLhr b, BFRRIEK PR LB YT BRL T
RIKH/INGY 8% TESLIRIN A DGT 32 B8 i 5%
M) —ft FIT LA 22 g 181,

122 BEFE

BEFRTBARBSEENXR(RIRE ¢ CRiY
E—ETYVHAEBOTHAR(4)FR, Barrie s
EAURHE A HE S R,

1.370 23(:-25)+8.36x107*(1-25)? N
109+¢

Dys(273+1)
208 (4)

KH D, BB TIE ¢ CHIY BOREL, M Dys REE T
25 CHT B B R B, X LE R EAT ATE STk P i,
BARAR (BRI T /KHT AR SRERX
EN(EP Y O e I Rl O - €Y Gl )AL
TSR W ELS |RERTE  § BRI IR 5 H AR AT e
ZREE M A AR, NSy #uzs sl 2.
FIAA AR (D) F3)JEFEAK(S), AT
BBy B B TR E™:
Fk (%)
Kk K 0.215C; -Ag,
B 3 BRIREETE 5~35 CZ Al i S2 I B0 7] IR
IR A (S Y6 FRATESCENR VLB N, 78
JRE B RS A L AR R , WS IO HZE shi B B3

2.01

lg D=

lg

(5)

=
n
T

=
(=)
T

Flux Cd/pg*cm™-s™

o
n

OO

10 20 30 20
Temperature/"C
3 CdCL A (8 ug- L) DCT HEEE Cd K
¥RRESEENXRE™
Figure 3 Temperature dependence of the diffusive flux of Cd in
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Figure 4 Schematic representation of concentration profiles for the
DGT uptake of M and the complexes ML
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Figure 5 Schematic cross—section through the DGT device and the
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sativum ) Zn B8R Ce RIRAHICHELL 5 1388
MEERS In WEHEZ, ARERHAY G KTF 2
mg- L7 B, M) Zn WREREE Co WK TN K, Ui
BN Zn BRSO 2 EAEY) B B R R
FERI o 24 Co/NF 2 mg- L7 B FEYIA A B B RIS
PEHITE AN Zn BRI [RIREHAATFE Ol
B, FEW Zn B YA T TE, DCT HR HAE 4t
AR O v (IR IR Zn YR R AR
PREOBEA RS, XL R I CaCl, FRIH R B,
BRAEYIARN Zn WRE 2 RIFILRME K FR , CaCl, $2IE
BRI B FAVES AR X Ui 13
WORLAS | Zn A1 Cd BB A WA MR B EEE

M, X5 DGT &I Zn F1 Cd REE I TR L i
W FYRIF 5T 25 SRAH— B,

Nowack 5“5 13 73 A BF S R A2 LI 2 2 AR Y
B AR Y (BREE, Lolium perenne ) , K IAHY K
W Cu F1 Zn BB Ce Z A EREF MM, PP
Fe P N R 2R T 2 1 A (saturation—type behaviour )
FH2K . DGT FAR LY+ BBV W RN pH B REAR T AE 1 %)
SRR, ZPFFEULIE DGT REMS R Sh L F T BF
HSZLS o AT TIA R B SN SE I /B A SR ) B 22 FT g
e R TR MR RA K, FE R Y E i
PRI O, T WG R E UK & &, B R ERY R H
BE] 1 8 2 S SR AR AR K R B AR B 8, 7 R 4%
Fhfb 2= 534 7k ( BB BE PR TR B . CaCl, 250 1
DGT F AR 7 13 £ 24 /® (Cd.Cu.Pb Fl Zn)iY

&2, 5 R K Coor FHEY NS B R BE R AH S B
BARTFHMMEES T, #—2U DCT HiA
REG N FH FEFAMIF 5T

Amas FFHFSE Tl 1544 13 Cd F1 Zn BTEZS
Xof & R BURMEAR Y (3% , Spinacia oleracea ) 143 J& T
Y (BKFBEZE, Lolium multiflorum) KI5
W, FEIETEMEMR VS, IR RN Y Cd F1 Zn
R EERR Cp Z A RIFRILRMER R, (HREFMEWK
FEFRE A, Co 8 H SR A AHE Y X Cd F1 Zn /Y
MW, B B ESE . T4 3K (Lettuce , Lactuva sativa
cv Appia) U, Cy BB AR RO M AE W) XF Zn B IR
W, B2 Cp ToRA R TII A= 32X Cd A, 7T R
& B H A AR (FE A N TEE SIPLE]) Tk 38 f 4%
il & A 3EXT Cd TR

Z245MIE, XK DCT HR BB AR 7 b
4R YA, BREXGTAFRR
H o 24 DGT RLBhth [ B A: M)A A5, B R AT 2 135
TR MAZEY) N TES BRI 68 BRI

4 MRAmIRMEZRES

BT DGT BOARTEN BT R iy A= Yyl F 07 i
AENFRTHAME T I LRI PR, fHAE - 5)
JIERIRFET5 VA AR KA R ZS 6], TR £ 4884%
Fsh A XY R IT R AR, A 5T
HEBOEYA M. DCT BARW USRS HEF S
IR A SR B, IR ST B A AT SE T B
g5y, AT E IR SRR . RN ET LAGE
IRABIFIRE DCT B —Ffhn e W I J5 ¥ ) AT AT
.
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