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R TR = S BT SE S A T 5
WPE 2, AR, FHE, EEE¢

(1 PEBER MERAETIFR A FHMR A ER TS0,

B SR 550002 2. hEPBIER BFREER, L 100039)

B E: AR STCARENTECSMN KRS PORE RSN, B TRAGEMTEEREES.
wR Y, EABRESEHOM S, EEE ST MR ISHEMNSENME A SHE. MEZH%EEE - 25
JEEPIR T Fluka EFARRAFOLEIERE. 85 R B/R . 3 7325 (0 ~0.05 mol /L KCIOs) Xt Fluka Fi 58 B B9 = 4 3% ¢
FEIERF LR I B /N, RS EL G99 (5 ~ 100 mg/ L) FIIEIR pH (2 ~ 12) W BRI 0 B E, HiE[
PRYRBEIART, 5O I B I, JOLEIE MM & pH A A EMIEE KLY pH KT 10 B2 FHEHE, R
ML IR B IR A HLB A SE80 25 R AR B [RI45 10 R 9K M 50 mg /L #1100 mg/L B9 Fluka R RS o, 30018
B{fulvic-like) RYPEIGIRBE HI7F pH = 5. 0 2 £ BT A B IR, ST AIREM T EEEMAIT N —3 BT EER 1gK
SRR 3,57 03,13, 5 T RELEWIEN, IKPRY LR B ATAEY Fluka MRS P INERES X, %01 A 5% 5%
W B M FOEIRE LM roe TE0.61 ~2.59 Z 08, FFHIE pH =2 ~ L1 {EEIH . rvn 5 pH BEBFHAHEXR,
FKHITESCE A MPOEME B BEE pH AN T H EHEN L.

KN Fluka FETAM  BEA VLR, 4% 6. SOutett

RESHES: P593; 0657. 39 T ERARINAD. A

o 3l F

J& %8 & (humic substances; HS)/E N B SR A ke
FEOAVR, FRATET L3 KR (g . ol
LSRRI T K LA R ITAR Y  TEKIRER
h, BRERRBEWREYLE (dissolved organic matter;
DOM) MY EEA S, o T REFR A i Aic (o Bk M 5E
HEAEAERE T NEFESRITEMKE L
HRAMEYAE B . U REFRORWIEN T i
EREBEEMMER, H AR E o B R A
BAEBTFHSBREEILEY . @5 FRmEE
®h 5gkEIMES, AT RS ME R
A FFAE AR BABHE R B X B A B TR
MEFHTRENSESREF . BUETERRZE
RBLALVE R . AL RAE R | ULREVE RIS N TELE,
AR FHERERET . BRCERA I RY T
BRALZEAT R RIR 0

BEE ¥t g, JUHE&ZE R

KRAH: 2003 -06~19; HEZAH. 2004 -03 - (0

(NMR) '®°1 £T8ME3% (FT-IR) ' ' BlES "B F
#E B (IMAC) ' A& SR R HEFE 6 0%
(HPSEC) ‘o~ "™ SR { #8007 ik e F B i , AT
IR AL FE AR SR ETT AE TEEZN
TR MR HTOOGIER AR G R T HE
o S KA & R E BRI B 05 B RS LU RR
WARREE (PR ZATLLRE SR R T HE a4
BEHEREE ron" IREM S FEHBIILEA A
B . HHHRTREGCERARRE RBES 105
B R, BRI MRS, EEE
& kMR R By I 2, BT
BRI R MFEB R TR
[a]2£ 7% Y661k (synchronous fluorescence spectroscopy;
SFS) LAK =HEFEIEiE (RFRER NGB BK -
% 514 BF[® . three-dimensional excitation emission
matrix fluorescence spectroscopy; 3DEEM) # I H
TEMSTEMAEHRARO Y BALFR
P2 e 312000 BRI N SR LR AN R B 2
H L H Rt & T 5454 VBl R AE R
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. T HEFFRIME) N FERFIESAE XLHE
S22, 3DEEM BESE T8 SR I 1K F R il 1K 6]
BB PR R S, T A X B4 5 B 261k
FZHIOUNGTE (BUR /&5, Ex/Em) ESWA 5
ITHIBIRBIMRIE, 2 FIRA PGS
A2 AR CHUELBIFT Fluka AR (Fluka HA) /9
3DEEM itk R 53 (B 79R 3  pH HZ HIFY <
, NHERREREE R — BARNRNE R RAR
AURAA RS HAERERE, UBERH
FERE P E MR ETT N,

1 SERkE A SR

A SIS P FI S #A % & Fluka humic acid (Sigma-
Aldrich) , ¥ESh7E(H FRTA N4l (B R 8 2
B H B A W), [ 0. 01 mol /L KOH %
%, B A GF/F By B4 4 385 (Whatman, U. K. ) (i
HeF 450 CHIFE S min) 1o B85 M 2258658 0E . BT
RN R R AT Bt G ) SF A
5 A K4 Milli-Q B4k (Millipore, 18.2 MQ -
em) o

A FEHAT pHE . & 7321 B HR K
B RIBFIT . M K pH LA . Bot) 4 FPIREE (5
mg/L.10 mg/L .50 mg/L F1 100 mg/L) # Fluka HA
W (B FIRE 0.01 mol/L KCIO:) , 435I 5E pH =
2 ~ 12 Z[8) ([E}B@ A 1) #Y 3DEEMs., & F 3R B
B &) 9K BE M 50 mg/L B Fluka HA 358 (55 738 1% />
4 0 mol/L. 0.005 mol/L. 0.01 mol/L F1 0. 05
mol/L), W pH K 2. 5. 8 #1 11 B
3DEEMs, #m pH {H{EA 0.1 mol/L . 1.0 mol /L
KOH #1 0.1 mol/L. 1. 0 mol/L HCIO, & . 3% FH
10 wL @iEHFERR (B/NZIE 0.2 wL) 77 pH M 2
B A 12 224, B AE7E 20 mL HA 50 ABRBR
HEAET 100 pL, LAEE/NRERBERN . FH
57 Jv 818 &Y pH it (R {E HIATH A pH =4. 00,
6. 86 F1 9. 18 HRAESE PR WLHEAT M ARIE) T5E pH
1A,

3DEEM 5 7E Hitachi F-4500 B X615 74
X ESER. A 150-W G AT B A LI, PMT &
FE: 700 V; 77 (bandpass): Ex=5 nm, Em=10
nm; FARBEKERE: Ex =280 ~480 nm, Em =370 ~
570 nm; WM ESE] : B 8h; FH#EE 1 200 nm/min;
BROGIE TS B S IE FERTERA | em 138
P2 eRE S W E AT AR TR B E [EIR K (20 =

1) C1.fd1/f SigmaPlot # 11T 3DEEM ¥ 4bH8,
2 IWmEERShe

BE ., HEREERMAERE LSRR X SR
FRISFETHRR , fEIE SRR I 23 6 B R B & 59 H6158E
BRI G TR PG SR+ LR,
fbZ= g 2 23 Sen B 3DEEM 43T ra g A bl
R, KM E P EHILHARZRAEA, 55,
AT L 7E TR R EPRERANLRE, +
BIE G, R OEK . WM E N RSN E
B, R R A VLR BUR S A A R 5%
SRR, 5RO B M5 6 E WA R
[Fs2e-2 2004581 @ , RRAE P EFERE
PR Ex/Em 9GNS nl BRI - Class [ (Ex
2494 350 ~ 440 nm, Em #7°4 430 ~ 510 nm); Class I
(Ex 294 310 ~360 nm, Em Z}%4 370 ~450 nm);
Class (Ex 292} 260 ~ 290 nm, Em #J24 300 ~ 350
nm); ClasslV (Ex 4 240 ~ 270 nm, Em 24 370 ~
440 nm) JH Class | ARBFAM Y I (humic-like) ,
Class Il 5 ClassIV 25 E BRI (4r5IFFH visible
fulvic-like and UV fulvic-like) , Class I 2KE G
( protein-like ) 1212 14-30.30) oy =580 A B SR YR ) DOM B
BRI EE AR, MEHEEHRNTCEEE
HIMTE Class 1 1 Class [ 2B, XHFERITHEATFIA
3DEEM [X 47 DOM {95 I8 B 20 i o

A3t Fluka HA f9 3DEEM RIF FER T%5E
E . WL H . Ex/Em Hi B R
Class | 55 Class [l FGKEHZE IR LME rovm o

2.1 BHEBRRAEEFENRERN

Mobed et al. ' 1B, /KIE'E B &R (fulvic acid;
FA) #JETE S mol/L. 50 mol /L 1 100 mg/L B (B
T8 0.01 mol/L KCI) WS EAEEE
B, AKX RIS Al RER fh FAXT IR B iR
v . AT BB AN [R] 3R YR i) g S % RS 58 s 4
FZ AN REIEA (aggregation) XIHARIRFEE
0% 2 Wi Lochmiller et al. VR & E BERES
W B AT HE A A IR AR AR R ORI R R AR U

H T SRR Fluka HA 9985604 5%
JEZ AR K FR, RAIBCH 4 FHE (5 mg/L. 10 mg/
1..50 mg/L 1 100 mg/L) {0/ 56 RG 59 , pH 4354
6.0 # 10, BT REH A 0.01 mol/L KCIO.(E 1),
MG RRRIE R S mg/L B}, B KK Ex/Em #BHH
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aso| PH=60 JfA - pH=6.0 pH=6.0 ﬂ =
50 Smg/ 57 4501 10 mg/L 4501 50 mg/L 9 T
g e g 400 3 awof - - (1
” SR - e - - B
& 350 F —~ & 350 & 350
300 ,‘r’ \S,\i\ ‘ ;i:‘» F 300 . / 300 = == -
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)
J.7
asp| PH=10 T pH=10 pH=10
5 mg/L jjjJ 450 [ 10 mg/L 450 50 mg/L‘i_;—;%',
o
£ g Cha
& 350 v ] 5
o = 350 D 350 .
300 & T 300 B , 300 =
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550

Em (nm) Em (nm)

A1

400 450 75(I)0 550
Em (nm)

400 450 500 550
Em (nm)

AR Fluka HA 9 3DEEMs

Fig. 1 3DEEMs of Fluka humic acid at different concentrations
pH =6.0 and 10; 0.0l mol/L KClO..

£ 310/415 nm, [EEBHEBIKE K, B K Ex/Em
W B LT E 460 /540 nmo it — 434755 Lo B ]
A, HLEANE B A — & 5 i (shoulder
peaks) FF7E . ARG, B 2R FEERS TR S
AEZMRCERAE R . BAERKE &Lkt
B SBUBHARM K IENIERR, REERRGERR
BRESBHER P, EZHROGSE LR ER A
Ex/Em ML % (BE#) BR ., NE LB LLE
i, Rl—WEEFERTE pH = 10 B kL pH = 6. 0 8 /Y
Ex/Em {HEE L . BHAMKE N 10 mg/L &, 8
&M TS L Ex/Em =460/550 nm 52 Y6 1%
MEMRE ARG TR ARHEE,

2.2 EFSREEXT IR A R

X F B 5 BE X B B 0 i R e B4R B
A%, Ghosh et al. ™45, + 38 E HBRATLRKR
TR & T3RE N 0.001 ~0. 1 mol/L NaCl &
BN FREMKTMB/N, AR, &8
BEVEEIZE 0 ~ 0. 05 mol /L KC104 2 [8], pH {55510
2.0, 5.0, 8.0 F1118f, BFIREX Fluka HA HY
3DEEM &I ARK(HLE 2) E 2 ITE L, 4
pH=2.0, EF38E N 0 mol /L KC10, B}, Ex/Em =
325/450 nm, T3 K% 0.05 mol/L KClO. 8, Ex/
Em =330/460 nm, M#E pH=5.0, 8.0 #f 11 &, %
BERAVOCEMNBLABRS . Ll HATAT LSRG
4. FEFARRH) 3DEEM FFHESE TREXAL

Ko X5 Senesi'"! BIIBEAEYIE . 7E pH > 4.5 B,
AFIREMNE BRI ERA W, Mobed e
al. I8, B FIRE (0 ~ 1 mol/L KCl) XK {EME
FA R FI + 5 Ok 1 FE FHRR A9 3DEEM A B E ¥ W,
AMEBNAREE BRA — I/ NMIZIETEE S Fii
FE Bk, W {3 B BR AL RS

2.3 B pH {EX] B HER TR SRR LR R I

5L -2 PR A PR (RS B9
KNIRERE pH HEA B K, FOLMHEH X R
TS B YLK T840 B BRI B (5B 21 )
VIR B 300 FHRBEEE pH f9SEf ko i
PR EREE B, pH {EXT 9653 BE () R M B K . Ghosh
et al. *UAHTER pH BB FEKRHSW, 4
pH FEERM > F A4 EM . Au et ol ) B LERHE
L, PR pH 24T, A TS T2
HIHEFRE R RO R, XA EZ /K
NE AR BER T, (EVOCRE R,

B3 8n, 2 Fluka HA 3 REE N 5 mg/L f1 10
mg/L Z KK BERT, pH HRIZLRETIE Ex/Em
e B 1 B WA, RERICGRERE pH HA T
BT (& 4a), 24 pH > 10 B, 3K R 5 mg/L &Y
Fluka HA 2Z0GIRBEREZ NI, WOWBL M 10 mg/L B9
Fluka HA %5638 BEARL A K . WEA~ pH WEEDER ,
{6 3 JiF P FAL R WO L3R BE 7E pH =4 ~ 10 XA YR
A E . BUASTEAA DOM'™) (&l 4c) . #
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pH=2.0 g}é;s 2'OuL | B0t o g}gs: Z'SL
450 {0 mol/L. - 450 [0.005 mo 450 (V01 mol/L 450 |9:05 mol
KCIO, KCIO, KCIO, KCIO,
T 400 P = 400 = 400 = 400
g £ g £
» - [
= 350 & 350 & 350 & 350}
300 300 300 § 300 e
: = P e
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 S50 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)
pH=5.0 ? H=50 pH=50 k2 pH=5.0 K3
450 |0 mol/L.  ,,® 450 8.005 mol/L 450 0.01 mol/L 450 10.05 mol/L .
KCIlO, - KCIO, KClO, KCl0,
~ 400 —~ — —
g = 400 g 400 o 400
g £ g R
» » » > '
m 350 = 350 w 350 w350 )
I
300 ~ 300 300 - 300|
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)
pH=8.0 " pH=8.0 pH=8.0 pH=80 -
450 |0 mol/L ¥ 450 |0.005 mol/L 450 0-01 mol/L. 4500.05 mol/L. -
KCIO, KCIO, KClO, KCIO,
’E\ 400 ’E‘ 400 E 400
& & - &
& 350 & 350 & 350
i
300 A 300 300} u
< 1A
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 S50 400 450 500 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)
pH=11 ;n’" pH=11 pH=11 - pH=11
450 | 0 mol/L 450 | 0.005 mol/L 450 [0-91 mol/L 45010.05 mol/L
KCIO, KCIO, KCIO, KCIO,
~ 400 - _~
e g 400 7 400 g 400
g £ g g
£ 350 & 350 2 350 & 350
300 | ﬂ 300 d 300 d 300} d
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 S00 550 400 450 S00 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)

K2 A[E#EFIRIEM pH &4 T HA fI3DEEMs (50 mg/L)
Fig. 2 3DEEMs ol Fluka humic acid at different ionic strengths and different pHs (50 mg/L)

DOM'“! | ARAEEFE T ' I L A Aldrich
HAP B R 815 RIS AR SC g 25 5 . 3R Ai1d b7 3k
BUSH DOM BEREFOGERE S pH X R, tha]
DB RRICREREE pH FHR Mz #ig K, 2 pH >
10 DUE R B TFREEE (F4de), RELRBER
DOC S BIBE (b 85.5 mg/L), Wik 5 fFEH%
58 AR 1E 3 BT 37 S0 Y0 S AR A L B DG 0B T Y
10 5L L (HE 4e)

24 Fluka HA ¥4 50 mg/L([E 2), pH=2.0
B R AR ILIE, H Ex/Em=330/450
nm, WEE pH EHFHE , Z 3 =8 BHIZEO0E .
Ex/Em =470/540 nm. 370/470 nm Fl 290/500
nm, M HAELZM, Ex/Em =470/540 nm FIUEN &

WEE pH EF mAEHE LI, 24 Fluka HA 3KEEH
100 mg/LI}, fE pH=2.0~ 10 JEEH, RHEH—4
B o0 6% . FEE pH B KOG B % B
L1355 oA ATEXT THSS bR 78 i B 53 Pt A X
wélizyﬂ%ll.l‘?.zo.ﬂlo

FAILLFE I A FIFE W5 B(A: Ex/Em =470/
540 nm; B: Ex/Em =340/460 nm) XA SR EE
VAR R E S pH (AMXR , FTLLER (B 4b) 1
BRtESMET i B IPEGIR BERE K T g A; T EBME
SAFRT 1B A BRI E K T B, XMEIER
PL7E 3DEEM 5, 385605 A gRIES kg B 4AH =,
LT R — RN TEAE . AR, AT LB
7% B 1€ Fluka HA ¥R BE M 50 mg/L 1 100 mg/L
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pH=20 pH=60 pH=80 pH=10
450} s e, 4501 5 mg/1, 450| S m/1. 450} 5 mg/L
g 400 5 400 —_ = 400
g g o 400 g
» » E/ :
o 350 A 350 & 350 ad 350
300 300 300 . é 300f )
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 S50
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)
pH=20 . pH=60 pH=80 pH=10
450} 1o mgn.. 450 10 mg/L 450 10 mg/L 450} 10 mg/L
7 400 T 400 E 400
Ch a g r
& 350 & 350 & 350}
300 300 ﬂ 300} - I,é
400 450 500 SSO 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (um)
450l PH=20 pH=60 # pH=80 &
100 mg/L - 450 | 100 mg/L 450 100 mg/L
i .
= 400 ~ 400 _ = 400
g
& | g H g
t3
o 350 & 350 & & 350
300 300 2 300} .
400 450 500 550 400 450 500 550 400 450 500 S50 400 450 S00 550
Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm) Em (nm)
3 A pH £ FFluka HA A9 3DEEMs (5 mg/L. 10 mg/L 1 100 mg/L; 0. 01 mol/L KCIO.)
Fig. 3 3DEEMs of Fluka humic acid at different pHs (5 mg/L. 10 mg/1, and 100 mg/L; 0. 01 mol/L XCIO:)
400 700 3 000
a —-—50B b
@ =504 () 2500 | ©
2 300 (500 f—v— 10 2000
2 = £ 100
& 200 8300 | ® g
—e— 5 mg/L 60 —— M
100 —o— 10 mg/L L
- = 100 40 '
2 4 6 8 10 12 2 4 6 8 10 12 2 4 6 8 10 12
pH pH pH

4 AR AEE Fluka HA (30 DOMP! R KB TER DOM 8955638 E S pH #935 (0. 01 mol /L KCIO.)
Fig. 4 Effect of pH on fluorescence at differvnt conventrations of Fluha humic acid (0. 01 mol/L KClQ:}
B ab F: 50B R4 50 mg/L{B1: 504 F3 50 mgsLia): JOOB #1100 mg/L{B); 100A =75 100 mg/L{A),

B dc : MR Mary B DOM: | Fak BRIk DOM

B, RS ERE B RE M B pH 299 5.0 &b, i A
15 o Ath 75 5% A BIL IR 19 9% S5 B I R fH 1 9 7E pH =
10 24 ,iX 5 Saar et al. "“WIBFSSHIMI G B TLERR
7 pH {HXT KA E BB+ & HERRIZOE R S
WEEmE ZH, HEAKIOSLREE W HBEpH =
5.0, MIEAH, %1 B(Ex/Em =340/460 nm)
BB TEREEMYIE. MH, £ pH=5.0~121
BN, 9t B BIsEERE SRS FHEGY . Ak
EMREREE BRI RO E pH=4.5~10

EENLE TREEY, MREERNERE BB
By NG5 B M e - A . XMEBLER, W
VIR FHDEEYE B 28 Y0k BE pH {H 0 1L ALk
FIWT B TR B 05 . Mobed et al. ') M@ L% AE
4, AT pH = 10 B4 49 3DEEM K X 43 A [E R IR 9
AR T X 4Rk PR D+ R I A R 0 B pHL (ELH
6.0,

o, REB G HRAEYOLES BB Z 4
PECER, IR T BAREE W RUK AP A YR
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IR ERE S pH Z BRI AR LRERER, %L
8 A(Ex/Em =320/444 nm) FV e B(Ex/Em =
235/434 nm) MZEOERE R KA WHERE pH=5 &
4.7 pH<S5 X[BIN, K 5RE R pH {ERE K b
iR, AR RAREN. JFH . 750K pH X,
KRB E pH PR /DX F B LT LI T
TEHEEMEGRBMK T L B (protonation
constant ) Ig K'w!"**
lg[ (FLupn — FL) /(FL = FLiyu) | =
ng’HL—pH (I)
K H :FLun A pH {EH X (855 pH BT HFOLRE,
FLiw NAK pH (B X [ 5K pH B 26RE . RIE
0 (1) A 4b, AJLIE H Fluka HA ¥RE 2750 50
mg/L #1100 mg/L B, G B BB T 1L H B
lgK w2500 3.57 #1 3. 13, 5@ # —RELEWY
lg Ko fH (2.5 ~4.3) FHERIE ", R0 B AT HE
5 Fluka HA P RER X,

2.4 ﬁ%‘& A ﬂﬁ%“&]} ttﬁ Ta-B)

A ab , FOLE A FRSEE B 19KOLIRE
VAL LR/, X rovw = I/ I BTF ro w#IA
R — DB YRGS B RE SR FH S
F R/, B pH AL, RATWX Fluka HA /Y
rovm [HBGER M SEH 45 RG22 Fluka HA K
750 mg/L B, rom 7E0.61 ~ 1. 71 Z 8 ; 4 Fluka
HA ¥R 100 mg/LH, rvs £0.62~2.59 2
], X8 room (S HAMPFRE NG R > M
j& o g‘]ﬂu ,E Cob]e”'El’:JBf?{ , E E] %?(me]anoidin)
rows 9 0. 88, MugIKEE rovs H 1.74; #% De Souza
Sierra et al. "' [IBFFT, EEWKIE roow B 1.8, N
KEE roae B 2.6, HBMITEBE AR pH AT row
Mm, BEL L, KHBELIR roow SREMMGE T
pH, HEHWEARREEAEES row, LHTE pH
R ARG T A RB#1T.

Patel-Sorrentino et al. "' #F5Y | pH A i A HL
B oroae R, EMAEpH=2~12TEN., pH 5
rian ZI BB RIFHILMELR FHH ro o TE0.81 ~
2.27 ZIa), BATX Fluka HA BIRFFE 45 Rt B ox (B
5), 24 HA ¥&REEH 50 mg/L i, R2 4 0.98; 24 Fluka
HA ¥R 100 mg /LB, - A0.91, A rew 5
pH Z FIHIHEA L5 A Sh b LUA B, 4
pH=<10 B, ;X RI R HEARSCHE T 47, 24 pH > 10 BY, th
FIETHRRMC S E, HIOEMIERER T roaw B
Mo, biRGERZEW, 2 pH<10 B, 5bE A 5006

2004 £
20
I
g
I
1.0 ® y=01375x+0.2273
R*=0.98
0.5 . . - L — A .
2 4 6 8 10 12
pH
28 .
- (b) .
20 ¢F
2 L
w 121 y=02356x+0.0146
’ R2=0.91
04 1 /A Y R S S L ;
2 4 6 8 10 12
pH
Es rawm5pHEKMXE
Fig. 5 Correlation belween r(y s and pH

a. 50 mg/L: b. 100 mg/L.

e B BEE pH (NN A HE RN ES, TR
BURE TG A 56 B BA KM 0
FFAE

3 45 1B

3DEEM REAE KIS T MR TP R B BB
EER, B—HMRAMNEEEIEARE AR, At
Fluka HA Y 3DEEM ##HE#IT T RGEHT, LRE
SRR, Fluka HA 7EfRKE (5 mg/L #1110 mg/L) R
HA—PHBRFIEE, BWKE (50 mg/L F 100
mg /L) ifHHBUL A7 Y68, 3F H &4 Ex/Em I3
% W50 FIREEXS Fluka HA /9 3DEEM 2WHARS &
B, 55 FeR BE X H 3DEEM SEmaR/N, SVATE, pH
(2~ 12) X EEBEFRENEEDE, TR SHE
W EmRRARBEERA X, BHERCERERE
pH FH& B H5R %y, 7€ pH = 10 Rk B K, HFHF
BRLMXR, KT ERIOCEERE R KA S
TE pH = 5. 0 A% oFluka HA W R 50 mg/ L F)
100 mg/ L B, Hoak fei% B M F10 5 50 g K w7351
H3.57 313, SEEREASYH 1gK v E
(2.5~4.3) IEEER, RPROLE B SEEREH
FRIRERX; ram ABIFE 0.61 ~1.71 Z[a]H)
0.62~2.59 28, FHEpH=2~ 11 TEENA ram
5 pH Z [A1 B8 BREFHZERXECHR, R® 15 0.91 LA
b, FOATOLIE A MK B FEE pH LA L
HFE ALY, BR TR A 59¢6E B BA
FRP R S5 M FFAE
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Characterization of humic acid by three-dimensional excitation emission matrix

fluorescence spectroscopy
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Abstract: The fluorescence spectroscopy is wideh wsed to elucidate the origin and structure of humic substances

(HS) in natural environments, Due to its high sensilivity. good selectivity and nondestructive nature, fluorescence

technique is suitable to the study of HS. In this studs. three-dimensional excitation emission matrix tluorescence

spectroscopy (3DEEM) was applied to characterize a conmercial Fluka humic acid. The resulis show that 3DEEMs
of HA have several Ex/Em peaks. lonic strength in the range of 0 ~ 0. 05 mol/L KCIO: had little effect on the
fluorescence spectra, while the concentrations (5 ~ 100 mg/L) of HA and pH (2 ~12) had significant effect. A

red shift in the longer wavelength peak region was observed when concentration or pH value increased. ‘The

fluorescence intensity increased with increasing pH. but shghtly decreased when pH = 10. Similar changing trend

was also observed for the sample of landfill leachate dissolved organic matter. For the fulvic-like peak B (HA: 50

mg/L or 100 mg/L). the maximum {luorescence oceurred at pH 5. 0. The protonation constants (lg K'u. ) were

calculated to be 3.57 and 3. 13. indicating that peak B was associated with carboxyl groups. The rs/p) values

ranged from 0. 61 to 2. 59. A strong linear relatiouship between riy 1, and pH was also observed. This indicates that

the fluorescent molecules of peak A and B seen to be the same sensitive to pH variations.

Key words: Fluka humic acid: dissolved organic matter: three-dimensional excitation emission matrix fluorescence

spectroscopy (3DEEM); fluorescence properties
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