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With high mobility, toxicity, volatility, and bioaccumulation ability, mercury
(Hg) 1s considered one of the most toxic heavy metals in the environment. Over
decades of human industrial activities, wastewater has been discharged to river
streams causing severe pollution problems across the globe. Active capping is an
economically-feasible in-situ method for sediment remediation; using activated
materials to form a thin-layer caps could reduce contaminant release from sediment
to overlying water, subsequently reduce human health risks and ecological risks.
This research evaluated the feasibility of applying activated carbon-based active
capping to Hg-contaminated sediment by focusing on two main issues: (1)
clarifying the mechanism of Hg sequestration by activated carbon (AC) in aqueous
and sediment phase, by carrying out aqueous adsorption tests and sediment
competition tests ; (2) evaluating the Hg leaching inhibition performance of
different active caps under horizontal flows and sediment turbation with

microcosms and artificial vibration system.

For aqueous adsorption tests, chloride ion was discovered to have the largest
adsorption to AC with 10%o0 chloride concentration due to forming HgCIl>
dominant species. As chloride increased to greater than 10%o, the dominant
mercury species transformed to HgCls?, therefore inhibited Hg sorption to AC.
Sulfide (S*) and dissolved organic carbon (DOM) were considered with superior
complexation ability to Hg; this study further discovered that Hg tended to bind
to S* or DOM rather than AC, forming particulate Hg. The Hg fraction adsorbed
on AC was parts of residue fraction in the aqueous phase after particulate Hg
formed. In addition, with the presence of both S* and DOM , Hg-S-DOM
complexation was further enhanced thus stabilized Hg in the aqueous phase and
reduced sorption to AC. Sediment competition tests revealed that AC was
effective in reducing Hg in overlying water but had little effect on porewater Hg
reduction and sediment Hg reduction, indicating the AC has a more direct impact

on Hg speciation on surface sediment.

Microcosms designed in this study were with horizontal overlying water
flow and artificial vibration systems to mimic sediment turbation, and thus put
three combinations of active caps into performance tests. The results showed that
active caps with AC(3%)+bentonite(3%) and AC(3%)+kaolin(3%) were efficient



in reducing both total mercury (THg) and methylmercury (MeHg) in overlying
water by 75-95% under 75 days operation. On the other hand,
AC(3%)+montmorillonite(3%) performed poorly in reducing THg and MeHg in
overlying water, probably due to the unstable property of montmorillonite.The
result of this study also verified the importance of capping stability. All capping
groups showed decrease in ORP, indicating more anaerobic environment was
established under caps, therefore, may indirectly increase MeHg synthesis
potential. With unstable caps, a high concentration of MeHg breakthrough was

observed in the occurrence of turbation in depth.
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Process Activities

Pre-Remedial Process

» Prefiminary Assessment Preiminay |serification of She hazards and

= Site Investigation - evaluation of the nesd tr action undar Supesturd
« HRS Ewaluation remedial program

= MPL Listing

Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study
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Y
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Remedy Selection - Make final determinaion on remedy
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Remedy Implementation
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Design and construct remedy LRIEZING IMormation

= Remedial Design comtained In the ROD and other reevant
« Remedial Action ! incumenis. Write Expian afion of Significant
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Long-Term Remedy MainEnance

« Omeration and Maintenance "'F_ Operate and mantaln he remedy and ensurs
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l.

Control sources early

2.

Involve the community early and often

Coordinate with states, local government, Indian tribes, and natural

resource trustees

Develop and refine a conceptual site model that considers sediment

stability

Use an iterative approach in a risk-based framework

Carefully evaluate the assumptions and uncertainties associated with

site characterization data and site models

Select site-specific, project specific, and sediment-specific risk

management approaches that will achieve risk-based goals

Ensure that sediment cleanup levels are clearly tied to risk management

goals

Maximize the effectiveness of institutional controls and recognize their

limitations

10.

Design remedy to minimize short-term risks while achieving long-term

protection

11.

Monitoring during and after sediment remediation to assess and

document remedy effectiveness




VUL R E RS R RR R  fE ER  SRTREL K S i AT

PIAGFFEFE S E E GG 800—2200 Mg & AL T T kB ¢
(Sunderland and Mason, 2007 ; Kocmanetal. 2017) » * & erft3ce g =0 1 32 X
R E AL AAIEAREDEES XL P 2RE R T L0 aRAE2 -
TP B A E oo ik P e NI BRI RFL ARG =
A& enfEs 2 0 B 4§20 (dredging) ~ R E 2 (capping) 0 frE ¥ p AR MRAR 2

(monitoring nature recovery) °

LB ERAS L aHa Y o B2 fe 0% BUk(thermal desorption) &_it
BOERRNETIF 4R S o BRI B R A HY R B
%ﬁ“d Efwickd &4 5 G & (Wang et al. 2012) - Morris et al. (1995)
I R MRS R e B ] 600°C) 3 H-00% G Y 2 g
MY kg P FARF AT T e @ LY LR ER ey - LY
A% F R IR R RS R F R ORI T RJEARS G TR
(5527 > 2014) - B2 RESUIHAL A AL F 254 5 B ERAFARRL  RH L KRF
ol WRERB AL gy <~ i T o ﬂ%ﬁbiﬂ v T #g%gz > ERA
mFE > X h'%(R 2% > 2014 ; Zhang et al. 2016) ; @ § A EIE 5 4 -
BB MRFAF BRI AR g2 {2 B8y > Tt i H
o { IRB A;j@ﬁéﬁmﬁgoaﬂﬁmﬁi%ﬁﬁmﬁmmlij*3%

B E R B Ak & 3 E MR (active capping) ~ 154 4R Y 2
(phytoremediation) ~ & Er?t ;‘,9]‘ v ;% (nitrate addition ) ~ £ ﬂ]‘ v ;% (selentum addition )
#1# % 1 iz (enhance natural recovery, ENR) % % o £ &2 2 g * v 3-nt JFins” 3
Yok 3-2 0

b

Ty % E % (in-situ capping, ISC)#]E] A F LS — K FCE MR IR
WAy 3 ZEFERR > AL RS Liiﬁ:’fi%f‘*c‘ -
Bﬁ/«*@ﬂﬁ‘lﬁyi&fiﬁuﬁﬁbg FA S AR KRR D XL K eh R

(Anishinabek et al. 2016) - @ YT B EiE 8% X 50 2 & B 5 4 4 3%
BN FRFEALIEAR e d A H R Tﬂiﬁiﬁbﬁ?ﬁ&#dfi{%ﬁﬁ g 5 4
PR IEP B OERF rﬁﬁ;”»‘ 33 Hfm k0 FIMHEE T Ao BERSL
Bl P ZEPFIFEROHF > R AT RSN BT L FF S
*Liil (Eek et al. 2008) - 41‘?3';5 B iz Rl a@iu HEARRF LT E R
i%’ﬁ“ e ¢ 5“?;5.}%!577'?* MRt o g B R ALY 2T g8

AP AL I R B RIEL AR o - BN S AR
fiﬁzna £k e +ﬁ7fa%§_§m B2 EFEHIEL o
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%32~ 5 ARR KIS 25 F AT (4% f Anishinabek et al. 2016)

friss S i i £4 a *

North Fork Holston River » ‘- » % & Turner (2009)

South River » &+ » % ®(#3) Patmont (2015)
R B ERAAS
Puget Sound  Naval  Shipyard] Chadwick et al.

EEREZ R R Aom sk
Bremerton » & 7§ - % K (2014)
20 AAEd
AL BTRE T & Lewis et al. (2016)
AL BRBET & Gilmour et al. (2013)
FI* gk~ R
AR Idaho Falls » € g &+ » £ R USEPA (2002)

Rt A A F A

?]J * /,;J‘ 4r E’Jﬁ’;%ﬂ”#ﬂ] A
# &/I s Onondaga River » 3¢ » £ R Turner (2009)
2} Z% L m—ﬁ%ﬂ__

L QL e LA
Turner and Rudd
A dvi oo b A e je 7 |Clay Lake » % < w2 4 > 4c £ (F53)
(1983)
2 Z%“

=y

L e et

Turner and Rudd
ﬁr*’ﬁ EREE 594 & p AR EEB |Clay Lake » % <92 74 » 4c £ * (1535)

(1983)
¢ A
Rl S R
i B ok e SRS
LA D U (3 2.3 - 2014)
B ik o B T
R
dARETRBAFAE P AN R Vo 2 EE s Tt
BARKIR B @mﬁﬁ_%iéi—@}‘*ﬁuﬁwj &ﬁ@fléo
Kupryianchyk et al. (2015) e 0 5L RR 2 f# » FREM R EE A k2

EEc~ 2 ¢ (B 3-2)e 1%-“’ F]’;}#ﬁ“f%/'— E Bk o BIpE G
&&ii&’%%Jiaﬁ%%ﬁ %dh$ﬁﬁ “H B AEREAL I o 4o
RRFRAT IR A4 p RUEfRORIV R ZRIp REfRS o LEFALSRA
BOTEERBUETARETARBRAGOARA Y FA P L RAT RIESR
AT LVERE S IR MR LR DA RE REE I RY Y21
o ed WBRBEZHNFL 2 oo r FR T AEEFEY 5 TP

)



K
B
pa]
oy
a
AR
BN
<l
SN
R
]
(\x.
Pl
-%‘_
=
]
;&?‘
A
o
©
e

Bk R it

-k b OE gk g X, AT AN N 2 K. :f E IR g
FEEFERMEELAGI DR OREI KM 54 FEE@m A7 H 510
01 - oL ol = 7 L » % i = R
REE aE P REE TR A R EREA -
Is sediment source
of contamination?
yes
Y
Is navigational dredging or
construction work required? yes
no
YeS  Can NR be expected in
. reasonable timeframe?
lno
Isimmediate  ves [s sufficient bioavailability yes In situ "0 (Can risk be mana , Ex situ
; ) ! ged ves
effect required? reduction required? SRt by dredging? > Dredgng ———>  sediment
»no Seiet management
ves no T
Confined P
Cappi Pl ent +——— o — e Water
GAC apping acem agatic disposal Af Dewatering _.trcajment
' Beneficial Disposal
Isflux reduction_ ¥®5 | Conventional =
sufficient? capping >
no AC Is erosion Does final design meet |
control needed? future waterway uses? Organoclay ~ AC Other
Amendment treatment
LR Organoclay/ AC —T

®] 3-2 ~ Kupryianchyk et al. (2015)#7#% 1 2. 73 % & ik § L E 4

PR EE R U S SRR b BT E R T
T FHBREZIRBAREIZ I P2 b irid * anff sl BB FER?
(Gl B A R E )R LB R R D R F**?Hfub%ﬁ

g o R F AP IR A Y 5 A 8 2 (mobility) ~ £ &
4 (toxicity) » 12 % 4 4 ¥ 4| * |4 (bioavailability) (Zhang et al. 2016) » @ zLH %
s ] > T AL (g o 4 FL G ek 0 B R ER
TR PP A BB FERG & EED &G A Bk 12mm &
j—éﬁ_ﬁﬂ‘iiﬂ”* b U B I m B ] R E 2k (Olsta2007) » &+ &
ERE ﬁz SRR AVRIR o S HRTITE S R B xﬁg %k o
?%pi* ﬁﬂ?mﬁ BREEN ORI EMRR Y PR KK 54

i ¥ - &2 4 (Cornelissen et al. 2011) > &F—"ﬁ‘ FEREZEY LS LAREE
e RAPy 5B m°£§]2013& IR T ATIE 25 BARM R BT A
FRGE33) IS WAL 2 ff Lo AREHE ARIR & F R MR 2 IS
ﬁ%f%if%*?%géﬁw gt
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EHE }I?% T RE
233 FEMHREZRY 229 FF Y 20)(F4-p Patmont et al. 2015)
location pollutants Engineering method Remediation performance Ref
- T - - - 5 -
Hunters Point Shipyard, USA PCBs M|>_<ed 3.7% of AC into 1 ft deep of|Bioacummulation of clam decrease 62% after capping for 7| Choetal.
sediment. months. (2007)
- 50 - ~ 5 -
South Basin, USA PCBs Mixed 2.0 _3.2/0 of AC into 30~40 cm|Surface water PCBs conc. decrease 90% after capping for 18| Choetal.
deep of sediment. months. (2009)
- T -
Hunters Point Shipyard, USA PCBs M').(Ed 3.7% of AC into 1 ft deep of PCBs conc. reduce 73% in passive sampler. Cho et al.
sediment. (2012)
Pre-mixing of AC, clay and sand into . . . . .
Tronheim Harbor, Norway PAHs, PCBs |[slurry, followed by direct capped on the AC-clay MIXIng caps ha\_/e hlghest in cone. _decre_ase during 9-12| Cornelissen et
- months sampling, no obvious impact on biodiversity. al. (2011)
surface of sediment.
. . . Pre-mixing of AC(2%) and clay, followed . . 5 . .
Eidangerfjord and Ormerfjord, PCBs, furans |by direct capped on the surface of During 20 months capping, conc. of low-chloride PCBs decrease| Cornelissen et

Norway

sediment.

>90%, while high-chloride PCBs decrease 60-70% in porewater.

al. (2012)

Eidangerfjord and Ormerfjord,

PCBs, furans

Pre-mixing of AC(2%) and clay, followed
by direct capped on the surface of

After 2 yrs of capping, control site decrease pollutant flux 70-90%,
while capping sites decrease 50-60%. After 3-5 yrs, capping sites

Cornelissen et

Norway sediment. decrease 80-90%, while control sites reduce 20-60%. al. (2016)

Spraying, mixing, and injecting of mixture|[PCB bioaccumulation of benthic organisms decrease 69-93% Beckingham

St. Lawrence River, USA PCBs praying, 9, ) g - . g ° and Ghosh,
containing two AC onto  sediment during 3 yrs of capping. Porewater conc. decrease 93%. (2011)

. . e © During 10 months of capping, PCBs and DDT bioaccumulation| Menzie et a.

Lower Canal Creek, USA Hg, PCBs, DDT |Direct spraying of AC(SediMite ) have dramatic decrease, MeHg decrease for 50%. (2016)
Pre-mixing of AC, clay and limestone into o Ridi . . .

Grenland fjords, Norway Hg, dioxin slurry, followed by direct capped on the Up to 90% biodiversity reduction have been observed in AC capped| Samuelsson et

surface of sediment.

sites, capping using non-AC material have smaller bio-impact.

al. (2017)
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MEBRFR MG ARE AR B NERD RRE LA B

FRARCEEEFHEERILNIL RSO0 2R N
7T ’3ﬂ>~/rkﬁ'“\o] v B AP R R AR el 99.88% (4 %) 1 g
Fopt ks 207 AR Ddrdrn sk iE 77.8-99.8% (17~40 %) o R *HF= 7 7 A8
T FFREE - 524 T (PCBs~PAHs > 2 DDT %) 2—5%;‘,911 g

Ma w7 2 4F5 A e 225 (Cho et al. 2007 5 Cho et al. 2009 ; Cornelissen et al.
2012 ; Ghoshetal.2011) - "f TR IL AT TRIE RS I:_E‘{ZJ‘ e R KA
P2  f % 5l o Nybometal. 2012 W f 7 7 & & 82 % | 2L BRI W 2
. (Lumbriculus variegatus)® 1= § w > 2. B2 58 > 38 I L. variegatus "€ ¥ 7 e

BARE A RARmn  REF LA S e ek R Ad T

AR REZEG MA A MBEBRAR PERRATTE SRS E SRR
(Kong et al. 2011)% % g8 > T & ¥ § F 5 A7 HH B € & BHA R qGH %
(Meng et al. 2011; Gong et al. 2012; Gomez-Eyles et al. 2013; Gong et al. 2014) ~ &
. HcTg Bt (microcosm) F % (Gilmouretal. 2013) 7 T M3 1 2 2878t o &%
123G o Apdp I FEARS WETREBLRE A ¥ 4353 (Cho et al.
2007) » R AEX T OIPERAB RIS 2 S 0TF o RaE oL AT ER Y ]
P Ref L it AR § 4 04§75 % (Hale et al. 2010; Cornelisson et al. 2012)

RIFEEA S R AR REZRY AL EBAE TR HFL > Pk
G ?#" ”ﬁ S PR (l)ﬁzrﬁﬁﬁ”“f» MRS A2 s W AR 2 RS
Q)EMEREF DL Bk & ARIFITE T fE(Lewisetal. 2016) 5 ) B E & 4o
PORIZINE e ok 2 e e T M (Liu et al. 2001) 5 (4) 2 F 3 d (T * iF & et
%(Josefsson etal. 2010) ; (5)% Z #4L 4 # % 3587 0% £ 38 (Zhang et al. 2016) ;
(O)H 4L | Fis ¥4 33 = ehTk 8 /B 4 (Janssen and Beckingham 2013) ; (7)% #
Hrid ok O H @ TR F] 3 SIS i 4 2 T HE(Hyland etal. 1990) o £ gt > &
ﬂpiﬂJiB%%ﬁiéﬂ%BN 1% ﬁz_%iﬁ%Wﬁﬁwvsa
FlZPR o d FHREFIFHFFAY BB POPABOTREE FREERE
%@%%&ﬁ%@%?%gmﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ°

33 Kip= M RA I 2R IF
MR EE R T RR ST R B A iE S A kA
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. ézﬁkwﬁ

L S AT R RN £ RS RERY . E
® I Bsn % AR AT S b @ B (case-by-case) » FlUt A ELE AT & ALE
FRERFAT Vb LA RAGFH > FEX gtﬁéffii“fﬁ'—ﬁﬁj}ifﬁ'ﬁ%
FOMBEERY oA AIRBAE AR EBFLIZTZREDDE
oM TREFRIIFIHRLEFFI L GE B F AR LR wE
130 Rk @ oEe a2 B 40 22t o

FHEEREZ DS A FFE A 03 R E - Menzieetal. (2016)4 % - &
% Canal Creek (Maryland) e st 3 217 7 = 7'\‘{;,_ AT A U I
L I H iz SediMite® st AquaGate®mt 1 2 =t £ 2 22 55 o R
Menzie et al. (2016)77:% % ? > SediMite®H ¥ & & 5 2 US$3730/#f (.5 37 5
1119 /2 7)) » vk B %= 427 £ 10 2 JE (3T 5 % 60~100 =) » @ % 4c £
4.53 kg/m? > ¥ ”‘H%}fia’ * 4 USS$ 18.43/m? (5 #7 & % 553.0 ~/m?) ; & & 7
5% US$23,000 (1937 5 % 69 F =) % (£ % & & US$ 14.085/m? (137 5 % 422.5
’u/mz) A AT A AL 3 USS 23500 (AT 5K 70 § &) o

E-I I3 :,;;:3; F_L

Menzie et al. (2016) & 3+ & :’:'f' | 7 e B 2 B 10 Bk KRR 20 EDS
* ko % SediMite®:& 7 Fin2 B * L US$ 89,600/acre (5 #7 & % 664 § ~/
DME) @ Eﬁ"»‘}%“/‘zjﬁ (J}”z'j"/‘ 3 ER)EIL 2T 7 * 17 US$ 800,000/acre (A7 & ;W
5930 F ~/=E)  MA R REZ VARG EISE G S AL Dipg w2
2 BEisE Ao ] 33 o o

12



g pER o 2018# 122 18p T = 02:46
ME R ERE RS LR A ER N HERD RRE BB BT

Cost expressed as 5/acre presuming at least 10 acres
$1,600,000

51,400,000
$1,200,000
51,000,000
$800,000
5600,000
5400,000
5200,000 l
0| = —HE N . .

Sandcap SediMite Sandcap  Agueste+ Dredgingto Dredging
without AC with AC PAC 3ft Lower
Duwamsh

W In-situ and thin-lBayer capping M Dredging

] 3-3 ~ Menzie etal. (2016)4* ¥+ Canal Creek /& ik B i5 5 f35 38 20 FEIL 5 = AL
oo

Kupryianchyk et al. (2015)~ ¥ :&4% 4 &k B 5 & A 20 S dic > s 3215 Kk

ELT g o
PR A R
AL % * :3€/kg
35 (£ &30 €/m’
EE 7 1-10 €/m?
#EIL: 60 €/m’

B3 10-20 €/m?

BRIELSTLFAE S 50cm; E A% 4 £ 5 3.5 kg/m? (%% Ghosh et al.
He

2011) » Bl * S B E 2 2 Bs S A K 53750 480 §/20F > 29 ML S A
13



FZR TR
] 54208/ Em s it A5 60 /2 o I k2 Kupryianchyk etal. (2015)
’ﬂﬁi)‘L B ione /% = o % NI K J r-r *’ 5 H‘i 1420~1800 Tg /‘} ‘B Hoo

4

\

d Kupryianchyk et al. (2015)%2 Menzie etal. (2016) #= 7 32 08 - @& * &
R E BRI LB Y G5 AT S00~600 §/2 T 0 @ AL B A
95 &1 5 % 2000~6000 E',T [ o H P & ZEZEp > 2 * Kupryianchyk etal. (2015)
FEE WL RHALF Y o ER  ZIMAOEFER > FP P G ERT
it M i o gt b > NRC (2007) 7% 358 }ﬁ ER - SIS ﬂ\%@ ¢ = US$ 145~530/CY
(FAT ¢ W5 5 1662~6077 /2 F) B AP T R E 2 #FFAE -

IS
~

Eféf‘m Bt AR REET AL R RE A SRR E S E

;& & B ¥ (thin-layer capping) ; o * % 22 & h(2) 1 ﬁ(., LKk
(mechanical mixing amendment) (7 = /& > 2017) o #5 3" & B R OB E R

(rﬂ

BERWAONKRY > TR AR LD ER R R E A )%f“ o R
EREZY A2 NRBEMAER EERRL > FIPL A A RER M f K
2 Hrnk o B KW > Menzieetal. (2016)i * p W E > 11 250 Frigsfl oL &
b b vp A E (B 3-4) - Cornelissen et al. (2012)%{/‘? 75 100 m 2 & %

E%’ €% KA 275m’ ke 500 & 4 FTp endy & rﬁ#gw LR
#1314 5 4o (B] 3-4) - Choetal. (2009)F] # * #5482 & E M BLR N R

Fo B R 7}@4;‘3 LR AR AR R S e &(Aquatlc Environment, Inc.,)
R i g8 % %i(Compass Envrionmental, Inc., GA) (B 3-5) °

14



g pER o 2018# 122 18p T = 02:46

BT Y

%
oI

MEMREFZFMFLRARFZASFBR NN REE

2 p

B A
T4y & o

B34 i F N8k B2 % % & - (%)Menzie et al. (2016) i *
B LA ¢ (+ 2+ ~ + ) Cornelissen et al. (2012) *

2 (= )H fhst

2_%5 152 # o Cho et al. (2009)i¢ * 2

B35 R ERELZZ

Bid (L )i st ks o
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WECELE SISy 1

METARLG LEAFRALLA @S PRI HBAT A
F R I 2R A T AR e Bk AR S A ha &
AR e T ERA A Y F AR R B E KRR Y 3 R4 (anoxic) Tk B
EAMKBRLEAA T AL F BE R Sk KH(Morel et al. 1998; Windham-
Myers et al. 2009) - ik ¥ % T > ¢ $& 5L E R F(sulfur reducing bacteria, SRB)
PR TURE AEE RGERL Y AT AT F A 4 7 A (Stubneretal. 1998)-
¥ ¢t > Park et al. (2013)% #4%F hgcA fr hgeB A& FIB % chd 5 i B2 5%
ETACF AT AR B A SR o

FIER e il NI U & R R e R AN SR
(Ravichandran 2004) - i* &M F R A 4 ? AAP I L E 2R EHHF LT A
z;‘;%‘] » B|4e® £ AF (methyl-Sn) (Celo et al. 2006) -

ABRRE? L g5d 23 AR gt i P AL At T A
BoRFARIMAP Y FERAZ T A PAR Y X FREF HLES
AEE o R RARRERFE T RAT FREEL T A DEL oAkt P
hd 7 AR ESERRERE S He'fr CHe 265 “ /24 4 Hg’ e
COrom Bztddrd " Al G » A-kEPBETEAL LIV BF " A%
% w = § & (Bigham et al. 2017) -

35 BB FFHAF LB

PR A A7 I HEA R E 5 45 £ & 2 32 F(Hinesetal. 2012) -
R RRAET o RIERB P apnid F AL ;Q.’L\F?%«]"ﬂw«&r - 48 7 (FeSy) ~ 2+
4 7 (FerxSx)fre = Fudh 7 (FeS) & 2 3¢ T# ERRNR R 7 SR SN AR Sl B
RA B et (Brownetal. 1979) > 7+ BRAEHS AT F gk o =
WA R RS S A Xt R (HgS)FE 2 8w % i 107 1t 42k &2 DOM
: & (F& 2 ) 10772%):% B (Ravichandran 2004) - %]4* it f= DOM #4 & ¢n
B EE o R VIR - B AGER > PRI ALY A SR
A (v ek & (Kampalath et al. 2013; Wang et al. 2012) o £Frit & - 47 & 5 & 44 >
- 88 2 ¢ 2 kF)j(metacinnabar) (Ky=107304)> ¥ - §8 & #* ¢ /& #)(cinnabar)
(Kp=2x10%) > & & 48 2 5 219 4593 f2 & (Ravichandran et al. 1999; Barnett et al.

16



<

CUEE R E R RIS AR 2 A S EHE IR D ATRE s e

2001) - B2 AL F R G 2% - A(sulfide s SH)ehTk B ¢ o HgS 2 B 1 &
z_ & 4~ #8(Wolfendon et al. 2005 ; Beldowskl and Pempkowiak, 2003 ; Barnett et al.
1997,2001) o & ** HgS 0% AR Flt§ Hg 4 HgS 550 3 &3t KA Y PR i
BT > |_APEF R -

“%rf TORRZoth s kP A iR R 3 8 47 (dissolved organic matter, DOM) ¥k %% ik
P2 TR AR - ';,;u kAP R R MERRBE T 0 § &2 DOM 1 endg
fa~f%~ % ~fin 0 MR EfiRE F it A A 4 4% (Ravichandran 2004):& @ 4%3¢ 4. -k
? e DOM * ¥ (Hsu-Kim et al. 2013) °

B 5 Hp ez /gkv‘ B EfoRL Y 3 B HFDOM) S &~ REHT
R A e Y s - 0 R T AL T S (Grieb etal. 1990 ; Kelly et
al.2003) e ¥ ¢k > T FIRARF FHER > L AL L T AR T EEIVH K
* DOM = it #p B (Richardson etal. 1995) o j¥ 4% + F £ 2 1+ k3 » L & DOM %
EF A A ALT A R E I FhE Ry AEDOM B EF AL
PHk YRR H 40 B is ¥ 204 7 A ehie (7 (Chiasson-Gould et al.
2014) -

Ao i (S8 273 ¢ > Graham et al. (2012) A7 3 ¢ R R R F
(Desulfovibrio desulfuricans NDI32)#-& 3 e 74 7 i 2 B4 22 DOM ik &
F A AP B 2 AB% 0 & L-cysteine % 2T AP L ARBEME » LRI B G oRE
z k478 5 Hg-S-DOM % & #8 (B 3-6) - Chiasson-Gould et al. (2014)% 3B 2R &
¥ DOM % & & Hg-DOM %44 & R 2 M A hv 44 F 1% &
(bioavailability)’ e &% 4 & + ¥ i 4c i Hg-DOM #&P~i& ~ jic4 4= ¢ -Chiasson-
Gouldetal. (2014)¥ 4% 11 Hg-DOM 2z 2 A ¥ it Fl o R R L a e 2 v
FI* s AT R AR IRE 2 S ad A L ER L PG oot R
4 #&(® 3-7) > Mazrui et al. (2016){ 3% 5 Hg-DOM 5 B i & 2 4 ficd % 7 A
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https://zh.wikipedia.org/zh-tw/%E7%BE%A7%E9%85%B8
https://zh.wikipedia.org/zh-tw/%E7%BE%A7%E9%85%B8

EHEE é;ﬁ%w;ﬁ;ﬁ

L2 Bz AP FE (B 3-8) -
No DOM With DOM

B-Hgs aggregates DOM slows B-HgS

form particle growth
low increased 42\) ;\
ioavailability bioavailabilit.y‘f?Lr L
i =:
receptor mediated h‘),\ )

dissolution/
i ;)j

B3 ses
HO-CYS of DOM addition

Bl 3-6 ~ Graham et al. (2012)3% 1) Hg-S-DOM 42 5 & & A 7 KL i 4] -

t=0h ———— > t=24h
Hg-DOM1 DOM2 DOM1 Hg-DOM2

Hg-DOM?
Hg-DOM1 DOM1 Hg-DOM1  Hg-DOM2 $

X

] 3-7 ~ Chiasson-Gould et al. (2014)# !} Hg-DOM #» fa ¥+ 2 4= 3 22}t 3
B 5 aging B AR RARRE R -

Solid/adsorbed Dissolved Hg" pool MeHg pool

Hg" pool Bioavailable Bacteria
Hg" pool

Hx“.PoM ...... 3 LTI rrsap - - - - - »

<nc. thermodynamic stability l
A
.
.

B] 3-8 ~ Mazrui et al. (2016)4% 1 e $4+% 7 A it 4|2 LA B -
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1l -/'—‘_E, I

<

S E A AR L AR R IR TR E R S 8 R

“,ﬁ%? DOM £ i B3 37 5 1515 %ﬁ* EREA LKLY 7 5 o F KRR
BpHRKAFERARBE > BELEY - FATEfrs BEN I F AL &P
(HgClo, HgCL®) » = § DOM &tk @ f » A3t § % % DOM % &
(Ravichandran 2004) o 7t '\’}I?cﬁﬁf [* 557 o edl™ N end R ITLEE
REZ2Z MM A kip PR FRELF M E2 25 R0 5 ik gt
B EFAMEZE M HEAEE A F 422 (Liu et al. 2016; Peng et al. 2016) -
AT - BEHAT AT R A2 REDER BRI F SR gy
B AT ARt o AT g d SMB R FEERR L i
LTHmBRFADLE FEEF > EFRT A F R#E R T "% (Lovleyetal 1987) - o
2t B EBRERE Y RS A A B R B ARRS AR
% iF- (Bone et al. 2014) -

‘*’i"

3.6 Hg-S-DOM % 3 & %8

BONMERY FA- BAEBIELET B €4, Hg-S-DOM % i 5 18
FARIHEAF G T B AR E‘E‘S(Graham etal. 2012) - % = HAF NI K
1P pF > Hg? e S € 253 B-HgSwe 3 i s & > T i E_rik & & (1 nM)
35T (Moreletal. 1998) > @m HgS 2z F ic’ & it ¥ # 1 ¢ (Deonarine and Hsu-
Kim, 2009)# 35 5 242 F 1 2 fagA > a 22 S HFP T P n? |
HOHgSH' » 3% % #1 4 45 1 - HgS(sn ¥ M fo W F S HgSe) L at A 2 4 974
oG LR AES - BFG B-Hgs@f A M B0 22 S TR AT

2. HgS(s)% db # & T(Slowey, 2010) » I ® 30 & > fmrzigm 7 JLit 5 i< h
?‘/‘k(Grahametal 2012) o gt ¢k > ,/3—HgS(S)T KRR FREEFRFT D R
= i~ $f k2. HgS(s) (Deonarine and Hsu-Kim, 2009)*% i« # 3= 0 £ it (Zhang et
al.2012) e § 3 f3 ik 7 W4 5 2 RiRT o [-HgSw7 K ik d § B3 12T 18
#(DOM)& & > @ i3 j2fh$ 84 (DOM)$ i — BB %A hd ¢ > ut 5% §-HgSg

AAMERBE S AR Be 0 Fla g RF AP ootk

3.7 & AR ¥ 47 i

TEBLIEY 2 - BEBER B LH AP 2 P AL
%ﬁ&ﬁéP’#“Jiﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂw(4£ﬁ%%#f*%?)www”
mitgi (pH 5 M RRT 2 BB FRERR) $ 2B F L 2B A

19

-



e BB 2o 4 i ] i 4o (Calmano et al. 1993).
153 e 22 52 v
QRPN & ) B R

FWATE AR T R R ZEA IR & A S B 4 iR

RIFBRZY R3PR £ £ BARZ BBt &7 Iv 5 s s et 1
Lo BAREBAEINEEL B REHE 2R RAARIEIML (I F R
BEDRD PP A RBEFENF o LA P RIT T 0 2R
PEERAET BRI RAEE RSB BRI E LR RE
T2 B o - BEEHT Y F A E D 2 de Tessier 2 BCR 2 B 71| 5
P~ Tessieretal. (1979)#& H12. B35 B3 21 R BEEHAL V7 LHLE - RH
BLEEE M/EF "FREEL - FRIBELEIARPLII NG LAILRA

SR AR AR TR TS P BRT T PR
BB R R BPEERLAREBE
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RN E T R GE 2 AR AR IR ATREL § St T

AREGEIpEEEZPABERTIR/RLY 2 L8 2L L4
ﬁ?ifﬁ/@«ﬁ\%‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂlgﬁi%’#ﬁ_é REHYP A EZN 5 1EY L4
it st T E A AEREY BHEM O BEL G T PHIR

= o

AR ERFRE? BREPF T PodEg > 82 Ay AP 4
g LA FF A CELArZ AXERF L HFE RN AP TR
LG A R (R R R A L ) 8

PAEARRIQL G AFBLARS OPLL LR A 05 F i

FAL SR H A L= S FA0F 4 A (volatile compounds) ~ & & 124~ i (reactive
species) » fr2 & &1+ f&(non-reactive species) (Lindqvistetal. 1984) » 2 ¢ & J
PP b agiea- F T IHEINFALPF eI LA H AR
BT o % B 7| % B2 (Sequential extraction procedure, SEP) s i& B & 2_ 42 %
WA AR DA b e Ra o TR T AL L
3 & - FL R B0 2 A48 5 operation-defined ©

- REERBBEAERHAR v LF R G T FEEHRLBAFER
(Bleste r et al.,1997; Bloom et al., 2003; Neculita et al., 2005) - Biester & 4 (1997)
T 2F % F A& A~ 5 water soluble 0 exchangeable » humic/fulvic >
organic/sulfide % residual ¥ 7 AR fk > e B R Ao 3 P L IML Y U A

G

B Ak EF A2 414 - Bloom % 4 (2003)#-& 44 5 k¥ AR

g&w@@~¢%gg@~£%i£ﬁwiizﬁﬂﬁ,&ﬁﬁﬁW%iiﬁ
fek 7 it 84%3 117% 0 A4 A7 i &d 8 53 FBpET €73 9 o Neculita
% 4(2005)#74% M2 B 4+%%%%Kiﬂf1 BRTRRR T AR

FBREEARALEF e A AR fihe HgCh &2 HgS e T F i7" 100%:
BF A2 EINEZ CRM w e F 43 70-130% - i3 37 3 SEP &~ 473 2 40T 4

3-4 -
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EHE Few AR

%34 NRANEFEPEEBAEY A2 7Y
Stage Extractants/Reagents Duration | Reference
F1 water soluble DI water 18+4h
F2 stomach acid pH 2 0.01M HCI/0.1M HOAc 18+4h Bloom et al
F3 organo-chelated 1 N KOH 18+4h (2003) '
F4 element Hg 12 N HNO;3 18+4h
F5 mercury sulfides aqua regia 24 h
F1 easily soluble 0.01M Ca(NOs3)2 lh
F2 labile organic component 0.1M NasP207 lh
F3 amorphous Fe/Mn oxides 0.25M NH20H.HCI/0.25M HCI 2h Hall et al
F4 crystalline Fe and Al 1M NH20H.HCI/25% CH3COOH 3h (2005) '
F5 non-labile organic 40% HNO3 2h
component/elemental Hg aqua regia 24 h
F6 residual phase
F1 water-soluble Deionized water 2h
F2 exchangeable 0.5 M NH4Ac-EDTA and 1 M CaCl; 2h Neculita et
F3 organic 0.2 M NaOH and CH3COOH 4% [v/v]) [2h al. (2005)
F4 residual HNO + H,SO4 + HCIO4 24 h
F1 organomercury Chloroform/ 0.01 M NazS203 3h
F2 water soluble Deionized water 3h Boszke ot
F3 acid soluble 0.5 M HCI lh 1. (2006)
F4 associated with humic matter | 0.2 M NaOH lh al
F5 residual Aqua regia 24 h
F1 labile mercury species 0.2 M HNO3 3h Fernindez-
F2 humic and fulvic complexes | 0.1 M NasP>O7 lh Martinez
F3 elemental mercury bound to | 50% HNOs3 (v/v) 21h
crystalline oxides 0.03 M KI/50 % HCI( v/v) 1.5h and .
F4 mercury sulfide and Rucandio,

. (2013)

refractory species

FEL R A Neculita et al. (2005)#74% 1 en /g 7] 5B 2

3 f IR
A

(F3)% 2 & 15 (F4) » B 7
A R E T RS T B

I"} l—/'?;f;‘,',ﬁ_,r'-l—7 ;f\;lwﬁé
—)—j\/ing = ;f\;llvrfé ° ﬁ
Kﬂibmﬂ$&1f,

VAL wfEARRE 0 kTR REFED S TR
FBria i 5L B39 2o
WokApP L ASAE 2L G AP

& A NHsAc -EDTA % P~{s 5

-

¥ F2) 5 1 &

( Sequential extraction procedure, SEP ) i {724 & o il i B 7|
A e R 0 I 2 e enit B SR E| ALk *x«f’”ﬁ_ﬁ’ & iR 3E?Fi

3 4% 35 (F2) »

e~ ~ ~

JW'%‘

=

2 (F1) 5

3
G & E(F3)5 2 02M & § i 4 (NaOH) & 4%fis ik
24 fE e AR

ﬁé v — ARG ﬁ'Uf,% T

FBEFHR A B Z 22 FERZAPFR 7 3 2 HPF SR

4;}7:4 *;;:]"}7 i,‘}'ﬂﬁé ) ___,rBX

ERSIAEE

/fﬁlé
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ft AR
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’?}tﬁ:sﬁ 3t =




YU R E R RS R R 2 A R R R R R B

F1 k¥ % f2 ik F2 + % # i F3 7288 F4 74k
—» —> —»
3 KER NH,Ac-EDTA %3~ EF e AABRER e e

B 39 . B7EBT 38

3B HYFL A &

(106 & B)ZF L E Y AT BIRF R B 2 FE
BE AR B2 T A o B RAR R R S AR RS R R 112
M) sk > BT LB PARAC)E F AR (SAC) Y £ F dF2 A s
et O ELFEREIMES PEIAATE RS LR S FRFS
LAY AGHERZRG RS FARIFTZER BADFTRIFYEY
Pz BHER o

o E 2 it 2 47 (EA ~ XPS ~ BET 2 SEM #)A 7 » AC 5 #
Frit 2 SAC 18 > v 4 & # /48183 m%g T ¥ 1 728.1 m¥g > @ EA A 17|
BT 4R 7 A EL0.472% % 2 1 4.096% (% 3-5) > d TTK Na % § &tz pieat
LA 0 SAC 2 frit SR AC > » R IR E G ARy E % 2 kIt (R 3-

10) » #pn2 R F Ml 5 BAn it ARY JUF SR S D @AY Y G ER
BRGLid 2 B A e TR o d5d XPS 441 0 IR SAC i &
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+a R

c2018# 127 18p = =

2

:3:':—__\1. ijkﬁ"ﬁff

W S ERT A &de: C-S03 ~ C2S(=0); ~ C28=0 ~ C-S-S-C ~ C-S-C % C-SH (/]
3-11) -
# 3-5~AC %2 SAC 2 A~ (L (T
BET surface area | Total Volume in Median pore C(%) | H(%) | O(%) | N(%) | S(%)
(m?g) Pores (cm?/g) width (nm)
AC 818.3618 0.462079 0.9454 T8.881 | 1.410 | 4515 | 0.730 | 0.472
SAC 728.0556 0.416095 0.9809 75425 1.216 | 6317 | 0.727 | 4.096
10 5

— 08 - . ) AC

':- £ v Sac

o 08

O

£

.g 04 4 w

:;:' o* . : “%

£ vz .

“ oz % Y. g

“#g w ° &
7 o 9 Y ¢
0.0 - ?bc‘.’? T Fuvs“gu““?
20 a5 1o 15 20 25 14

P

SAC

Counts/s

174 172

170 168

166

164

162

160

binding energy (eV)

158

156

B 3-11 ~ AC 2 SAC 2z XPS #g % A #7(S%P)
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CUEE R E R RIS AR 2 A S EHE IR D ATRE s e

<

GoRAR N %S R 0 SAC AT ACHNAZ T AAL G REL AL
(F13-12) > ¥ AC % SAC $f*+ 7 A2 Mfeltx B3 - § & - AC 2 SAC %
%= A2 Kp A 4 5 3.694x10* (R?=0.958)% 9.426x10* (R2=0.996) » @ %}

A&z Kp s B 5 7.661x10° (R>=0.834)% 2.254x10° (R?=0.983) -

600 - 60

. ]
500 ——p 5p A I

b | 7
,;"
400 - 404 / /
/
30 1 /
20 /
® AC ® AC
" 101 i / v SAC
og e . . :

L 2

300

C, (ng/g)
C, (mg/g)

T T
3 a0 02 04 0e o8 10 12 14 18

C, (mglL)

Bl 3-12~ AC 2 SAC #4357 AA(2)2 = § A(%)2 %R -kAps s

BAR B RHR &Y 0 RPTRAPR R R R G TR P o AC St
FIA% Db 42 SAC § #iE 2 x%(ﬁ%}313) T AR Rk R B 15-250
mg/Kg 2. & > 3%,9]*4\:3*{%&& » ¥ 4230 mg/kg & AR T 0 Rt okip &k
BiE 99% o & 1%if 4 30 Ak Ak & 230 mg/kg PRtk gL 0 6% 4 B
P B B 3k mP A LR - T A ._.t,l e B AT 1-3%2 B - BEAR KRR
"Rk Bt SAC £ 3 fid Ak rgae 4 0 KA SHR KRBT AC 2k
FodE o R FIF A5 SAC 2 AR AL AR ATRY o A S R R R 2B R
i3 4 (DOM)% & 25+ Hg-S-DOM - i 4 77 7 % . Hg-S-DOM A ki@ +
AR F B0 VoAt F]Pt @ SAC FrAl kR d 2 sk E M o

Al ke (B 3-14) # 7Y SAC e ACe A2 EHGEEA » .k
F A KR (250 mg/kg)if A& 25°C T > 4k 17 86 = » SAC £2 AC £ bentonite #7%
N2 EMREFE TR E AR ALY BN kM2 E B 2w A
A2 vk B LB E (W 3-15) 0 BAGLS3 A T TR %A (F 3-16) o
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porewater THg (4 g/L)

porewater THg (p g/L)

10000
10000 5
1000 4 1000
100 4 % 100
10 n—f-' 10
3
14 E 1
g
0.1 o1
0.01 - : : r . a0 v ¥ ¥ T y
0 50 100 150 200 250 Q =0 100 150 o 250
Sediment THg (mg/Kg) Sediment THg (mg/Kg)
10000 -
1000 4
100 4
10 4
14
0.1
0.01 T T T T 1
0 50 100 150 200 250
B 3-13~ RiEHL g7 % > ACZ2 SAC i v & 1% (=
) 3% (FH)E 6% (= T )EA B diPrd 2 2k
%ﬁ?é W E T o AC & SAC*RAp R B ~ KRS F S 0 02 A
B FAGA ek W A R o L EdRZ P - REF R RE TR %K
TREPKIEZAR o kR &Y EAEEERE Sk 0 A AR
fﬁ-ﬁgf‘&"ﬁ?%é ’Ejr]ﬂf%/ﬁ'7‘}'}%&ﬁaf§5§5§6 ”E’@—ipfﬁ%#&
o BEET R R RIERBE T RM? 23217 #45 (DOM) ~ = % £(SY)
UGS > Mo AdE RS SRR R M S
feig 2 AP R T > B E IR R oo AT BFRAT AT S
ERFET P ¥ mpPF g 2 A AT BRI T
PR A AT RS kTR ek 0 TSI BN e B R RR
FAIEL R i B L) ARALER R R R
T EBREZRYOCFHE VLo Sd Y o LR RER

26



g pER o 2018# 122 18p T = 02:46
WEMERERE NS R A BN RRE s B R

BEFiE2e® o ivh A KR H 2 TR mP o

B 3-14 ~ #cA) & S BloT
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MeHg conc. (ng/L)

LR 20184122 18p T = 02:46

2

¥z F ijkﬁ")éﬁ”

—&— control (A)

—7— SAC + bentonite (B)
—— SAC + TY03 (C)
—{— AC + bentonite (D)

o
(]
L

THg conc. (p g/l)
o
Ia

operation time (days)

R &Y 0 LBRRER AL T AR NP

——&—— control (A)

oo SAC + bentonite (B)
——-8—— SAC+TY03(C)
—-=0Q-—  AC + bentonite (D)
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BRERE TR AR L AGEE R RIRR L S B

SR i iRaEs

AFEFIFHLZED L 2 SFFET > R A N EMEE M RY NERE

BEZECASLRAEN TEHP o HH B HL o B B S
R R AT SLE S L WIFLMH A E § A

Ao BERVIFYIS ARG H I OFEL o T Ara )

t"]‘i’r‘ﬁ;*gv,g % m—%‘r%\. o 4 Kj\ /ﬁ ;Ijﬁﬂii’(-'é ;IL%?AJLL *%:‘_ .

‘m\t

AT 7 Boed H-iv o

(1) FAPr b riEip? 8RR L RS GE L f i

(2) ?IJ}}} /é'riﬁj\ /\—"r}fi‘w_/z‘ﬁg j’»ri«;t," Aw E}:{\/% v

(3) BB A TEEARY 0 X FEH T3 (B4 ~ iR B
Tl )+ B2 iﬁ##&#'
(4) Flpz REK2Z LRI E £ =% ;

(5) EEBER L RS A kg o 02 BERERL HEE

6) FHARZFEMREFZHAFWRE A IFEL L BB X FF R
3‘33 o

41 PRinses g

ALY ABFEFEFN R ARG RS RE RS HT &R
RERC AT RAR ~ BRAR R KL AP 2 2 F 0 X %ﬁé oAk BugF
31 SAC 2 AC ¥ bentonite 2 & 2 EX B E A Frdl A3 N2 2c%k - Fy %Y
Bom ACH* 33K E 3 24Faisze

AT F- EYPE > TRBYFE T BEEAFE R B R
(3) ~ (D)F(5):E T3 o kAP R B RiE - W3R M 7 4 f(HgS ~ Hg-
DOM ~ Hg-S-DOM ~ Hg-Cl)33 -k 4p @ B > >p'm§f"ﬁ?ﬁ<ux ’ﬁi‘i% o pLF
B fRE &K F]F (ST DOM -~ Cl3)$0m i f Fid Fral &g 2 Ao
SR IVEMRT T ALY o KL R xq“aﬁé}:!a-al B F|Z B -
%fﬁiﬁ%m%b@ﬁaﬁ,ua LHBREZT ROHRLY APl A2

I R LRI R R E RIS G R RS ’é'-)r"v?? FERCTEd -y
F& B At AT £ 8 REL e AR T hREREIRGE h d HE
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LR 20184122 18p T = 02:46

Fr i Ay RaEs

ﬁé%&ﬁﬂiﬂﬁﬁwiﬁé$ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%F%Tﬁgﬁi”iWHWﬁi
ek o UEEMBERBI S UERTREELIFEHEN - AT T EI AR
T Bl 4-1 A o

N

: / R AHE R \
! o i (m‘ CRETER LR E
i Wit 7 ¥ etk o Z
! gl : ti-i‘z—iéif‘.ii\?."dic’rr@
| L) |
TR i [ 1 :
K5 R AG R TG R A ) i - | i e
AR MR E )—v— R R LTI 2 —( W Mo 3 AR A( )
RN &Y #iakn | |
I
)
23 $BL K KA
- al'a AiniE HeS + He-DOM -
Kaolin - AREUT g 3 s
il Y TITOR AR Hg -C1 + Hg-$-DOM
montmorillonite
! !
ROLR P RA RE K
5% "‘ * %

B 4-1~ & k5|8 5 24200 A2 18]

42 HPEHUA

L @?1§¢£@¢%$maa~§&oxﬁﬁ§*%¥“%%?ﬁ
BRI AR > B - e b MR de 4 4-1 it 0 & Wang et al. (2009) % 47 #
B B g A AR AR R e e 4 i 820 mg/g e oL R B
e 'I;Eii & ;@ i & (10-18 mesh) § = sk %t 8 (granular activated carbon, GAC)
L GAC % »* H’—"FF] ? o 60°C Y5z 24 | BF o Bk e 3 ﬁz CFEE Y

fg;%qv-w%@gw T OREERE LAY (R H 46) T 24 Kb s #Ma,,rs?i
(bentonite) ~ % A 2 (kaohn) » % % % 4 (Montmorillonite) & & Sigma-Aldrich®
gRRE Bk 0 B CASno.4 %) 5 1302789 ~ 1332587 » % 1318930 -

AETEPEARE > e BRI RESEAFTALAKREE DY AT
2. TY03 2 TYO6(F BB F )RR o Rk > 2 B IRAK 7 2 (NIEA
Sml“m’“ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ4%@&ﬁm4um§£&@»@ggﬁpﬂ
TP BRRT o L B WRR B FE VI RE(Y 4] PF) > BIA 11-20°C i
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BRI T AR L AR R AR b S s

GoHARTEL %Y AL AR FHY RS9 10 ) 5rE s RE AP DK
Tedl B fedr 12 > BT RRAF R 20 £/ 3 o R RE KD VIR R

FAL-FEBERZ AR RETRF R ETH)

BET % o # 950 m?/g
19 5%r1F
pH & 7-11
R 1%
B F 0.4-0.5 g/cm?

43 REBFAH
431 pakk B~ 47

BT AR 20 g o r S0mL 447 ¢ o 4r » 20mL £ 45 k(K 2 v L)
Wi Bt 1) £ 2 pH meter (SunTex SP-23OO)'§1 Rl 2. ° R|E % pH

meter 2L 2 pH=7.0+0.5 2 » M E @3 REFFBRE » L UL 2 1 4 B pH
B Y 2 f&f’* R Y e ifé’f?/‘/xi"if”‘g’l FRE o

432 ¥ A¥

Bt A (S (L 2mm EF ) 2B 3 50g 4~ 4 45k 200mL
AR D WY R AR kA £ BRI BV 5 b~ 10mL 5% hE R AN B i
FAeZAK T AT T K 2/3 g BRI 10 2450 % 1000 mL € F 2 E X
1000 mL  #-$g3E 58 b T P 20 S (S B3 o 20 frfs e A £330 A
TR F A0 fyPEisskik @ Pso pt @ 5 clayandsilt 2 7 € o £ AT E 0 T
B 2P AL E B L Peo MBS clay £ -

Fik % =100 ——= >< 100%
40 = % X 100%
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L mpER 2018127 18p T = 02:46

=
it

By SR EiEAR

28% =100% — (B % + 3:£%)

F9 ORI A b 10mL BBERRAN 1 € BERIFBR R Y BT
1000mL %4 k¥ 7 10mL HaFER4N % i 2 vt £ 353 #ic Ppo R R WhiE (4

BARRE: AR ER S BFERTRIRZIER o 4oF 2 194°C 0 & H
40 1°C v F 2 i 4e 0.3 5 4o 19.4°C 0 & & 1 1°C foi 0.3 0 et /4 3 #ic

R

ErHRHRAL R R AR A L RERRE ENRIETH
£ BI(4- ) 4-2) 18 4 ;T BT

/ silty clay A
/  loam /

B 420 £EPEII TR = & F

433 a3 R EAN

iR RN F R ROICEEYEY T L r Ry
Wk AT Fni e AR 3D T X oo 2 ARIARRA G Ak EHQ

2 2

2
<
mm) > FISF R E o B RE BT UK AT o
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CUEE R E R RIS AR 2 A S EHE IR D ATRE s e

FEB s 2 A ad2 10.00 g 22 b §2 &K I 500 mL 44255 P 0 e » 250 mL ®
1M pede > o R FHAA)FL > T B iR o 04 55 mm LA e £ i
FoUBR R A (h R e B o Y AR R b o B Bl DR
BIAVAR S 0 o (4T Pl T E BB lom;%ﬂ:;&iéﬁ%‘v‘ A gF P LM
AR 10%R R R 2 4 F MR BRI AE B0 4R
R AT W T 4T) S0mL ¢ T M F M43 /mfij\‘l/& » £ 12 50mL ¢
0.25M & P43 3% — =t « 11 99%R [ i3 150200 mL % ) T j2 8 > 1 ¥k
FRIRT S 2 4af %ﬁ'»’—if it o EAF L A 00 2 {84~ 80mL ¥
BIM e * R BRT S A de o Mt K ik i~ 200mL g7
EAFA o ] MR R T 200 mL o 1R % ek o R U 3
ER O THEAHEHRIIHEFTE

i 24 E § 2 35 2 2 407 (Rhoades, 1982):

CEC (mea/100g) = V). 100

)

CBBETER S CoV R b EFR Y LM B R A 1 2 A
HREFA(ML) o W 3 f2B2 RAE(2) R AR FCARZ kA FE o

434 4 54

i 45 Walkley-Black 2_ ;%3\ § 128 (7 4 47 » f2B-/0 % Rd® 2 KA AR 0.5

» B2 B 7 3d 3 100 mesh & g o E-K R B 3T 500 mL eh= &350 4r > 10 mL £

i‘zﬁ»‘&ﬁﬂ'/eni(lN) , m/»\%ﬁ%j;’ BARE R ASRL > L Wb » 20mL B

(95-97%) » %A 3T 445 % 30 A48 o # % {54 » 200mL ¢4 43 -k 2 10mL

DRBIEPLS R (85%) » o Av » 34 F ehz ¥ idy o1 A1(0.5% diphenylamine, 20%#%

) T BTSRRI F R I I RS B LB ES PSS
T RSB BB

1.724 100
4000) ( 0.77 ) FRI0)

S G B ECH)=10X (1 () X 10X (g

10: €42 Ensioa £ (mL)
S:# A& 2. Iy 480% JF ¥ #ie(mL)
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S g PR

B:% .I‘ 2] Fé‘g‘ﬁ' lﬁ"’ Kﬁ’t

1.0: & 44k 47 )k & (mL)

1.724: 5 AL 5 4 2 & 3% 7 #c(Van Bemmelen factor)
0.77: w iz

435 <% A¥

Bk ¥ Fooxl§ TP 10.0 g 50 AR (<2 mm) o 4 » 2 MKCl i3k
o RFFP 1 FF(150rpm) > T 5iE g (0.45 um) F B o 2 18 X fp g P K
%%ﬁﬁ%*ﬂM’WE&FTWWOMNﬁ&WﬂL}ﬁ&wngﬂmf
GROARRAEZ IR FERFHEE Y ICP 2R o LB 10.0g Rk 5B
B L REY e 2 ke kR 12 100 mL NHsOAc (1 N)ig 7 ik » 0 @@ * ICP-
OES ## K~Na~Ca-MgeoFe~-Mn-~Alz BR]i# * 1.0g iz’ &Kk 4c » 45
mL citrate-bicarbonate buffer solution (125 mL 1 M NaHCOs; + 1 L 0.3 M sodium
citrate)'Z 2 1 g sodium dithonite # 80°C FF$£4X 20 min % B~ » ¥ 1l g %16 g {4
2 ICP-OES 4 47 ©

44 CRPEERFRXRH

\

~F % % & Wangetal. (2009)% Zhang et al. (2012' 2014)eq B> 2 T
AE o L R AS AR R TR 2 B B S AR
vtk ekt Heg? ~ Hg-S ~ Hg-DOM -~ Hg-S-DOM %2 Hg-Cl # 3] fg o

B f

;«#

PIMAFIT 2 RAR Y 182 Q I KT LB ERF FEFRF
B0 A E S R BARHKRY 6 Lo RBRRE T A 7% ASS Hg R
(1000 mg/L Hg ; Hg(NOs) ; AccuStandard®) » & 4 i fF-# & 1000 uM Hg &4 %
e RRREW AR T4 Bk 4 & #(NaS-9H0; ACROS®) &2 38 -k i3 f2
TR K E 1000 pM S 5 3 g E ek Sk sk k& 3 (Spectroquent® Prove 600,
Merck)txt EF kR » F % % g £y £37HE - DOM 3% & * Fiip
Suwannee River Humic Acid III (SRHA):% %>t 0.1 MNaNOs /3 % ¢ > 41* NaOH
A H pH T 7.0£0.05 » (VB 5 02 pm @ik i - i BELA s TR
Tz d AT 4°C kda o

\—ﬂ

$

AP RGFT T SRR Y 50 mL RE B R A [0 T4~ 50 mg #
2. AC 2 50 mL 2 AF 370 o 2 B AR RAZ L3 > 407 3P - Hg-
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g pER o 2018# 122 18p T = 02:46
ME R ERE RS LR A ER N HERD RRE BB BT

SipRd XA RERZRES > RBRD REFIBR ﬁrﬁ = 2~100 uyM Hg > ¥
i * NaOH & #2pi 3 & pH 2 3 7.0£0.05 (¢ * pH meter SunTex SP-2300 & #)°

Fiip R AR RS W AR AR S 2~100 uM ST > 1 & * NaOH £ P#EL34 5 pH (8 3
7.0£0.05 - Hg-S w5k ¢ * & mole JE R 2 Frip iR 82 A3 R A 4 » P+
BIFL > @R %2 kR B 5 Hg=1~50 uM ; S* = 1~50 uM - Hg-S-DOM
SR B et e W E mole Dk R 20 ARZ R E AR 2~100uM 0 e BERR R P OZR
*hi% #e DOM 20 mg-C/L> & Hg-S-DOM 2 =it % ik A& § [ 5 : Hg = 1~50 uM:

S*=1~50 uM ; DOM = 10 mg-C/L - Hg-DOM ¥ Hg-Cl =% "} F 5 '+ ffie 8 &3
j7 B¥ I /7 4« DOM # NaCle Hg-DOM % % % 2 jk A& § 1 5 Hg=1~50 uM:

DOM = 10 mg-C/L - Hg-Cl & "t § & & [F] 5 Hg=1~50 uM ; NaCl = 0~35%o °

FPAFRZBRAPIPFIE > RPEDBE RO > T EFH
FAT o FLAFLE A 30°C P R THEF 125 rpm 2 0 2 ¥ YA SRR KR
W(R 4-3)i8(7 24 | P2 RAPR R SR e & BT % Y ¢ g0 A2 il (a
BER) ) TRz EA c R B2 ABIRE02 um B g te 0 For R I
P r 01%F 8RR 0 7 4°C g o Y W kA d B BIRiE
e 0.2 pm FrALS AR KBRS 0 @ R g BT A NSRBI T o ARk
AC 7 A 1 AE R ARG E TR E M1 o kB F B2RAREL R

ANYRY -

Bl 4-3 ~ L4 5V JER ks 4
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45 RIERESIFPIREK

AR ERERE Y ARSI E L WX IR R EBg T LR
R F AR TR, L S E G o0 BRARFEREY 241K
oo Mﬂ % 31 » Neculita et al. (2005) %7 & * 2. A& 7| % B~ ;% ( Sequential
extraction procedure, SEP) I i& {7 & > L EEIHE MR EE 2w Ao T RA
AAPIA T L BB o hTY BE Y BAB AR 112 TS ARE BT 27
A Fr 2 AR RApE A F 2 FERE 22 Fis St

Reid mRdTh FEAR ¥ 900 g )~ 2 Lo GHEY o T~ STHEF F 24
FRIEB KoY AR RTH BERPAASRE 2 S RIET S
e r FHI KT Bk IS T ¥ ASCHEAIER Y B 30X #
KRB RE LD AT FUE B STy o TG R AT e BAES
/pni'ﬁ%‘%ivﬁ%ﬂ_/p FEP TR RIAAER 5 150mg-Hg/kg - 2 (s (74p b
TG R REY LA

30 %t 0 FrEHELT B 20mL R 0 7 045 um A NE R 0 ¥ 4 ~ 0.1%
FAiR 4 C Ry irs AR Y « A9 A A2 45 AR LB pE 4o
*04% I2M MABEE > L4 C il o FB20g Ak » A ERFH-20°C
EBA IR SRR AR FA PP R R RE o

SRR RKMY B g ARePB > AR R T 5 A kERK
AE o ARERL @;y@g; MA R FHRIAE 1T A A LREER
o3RRG A 0 P50 gtk 2 Kk e DIRE A ARk ERE
F3AO)NE B RERLREL R BEEROg e~ T AR
LY FREF & F 10 2 (S10)> FTH L FALC B~ 40mL FER 0 1 045
um e i g 0 T4 » 0.1%F YRR M ATCIRGIFZRASTR Y o 247
PAA A AP AP~ 04% 12M KA AL > 12 4°C iR o KRR
Ak HFIARENS AR des £ 00 0.45 pm B 0 & AR IV RS 4 2 0.1%
FUBRR O MACHEFEZRASITRY o FE20g KL > T4 K G 30-
20°C > G4 Ak 12 B A B R R RO TR RIE R IR T
AP SR RIKE 2 R S 8icheo-k 88 pH-DONEC 2 & & ORP- % 17 % (S17)>
IR SR S

B

BAEP8 - ApfE(FLLP 3 f21) #7515 2.0g &4 £2. 50mL #r
FYoser 20mL 2 4 A3 ok o % 20£2°CF BT 2 ) FEES 0 14 6000 rpm s 15
BT PR o AR 4 10 mL ALK 0 B4 15 A4 e P ERERN
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MEMREFZFMALRARFZASBR NI REE LRSS B

Wik TR D SOmML £ AFRA o F o EFLT L) 528 RER
A4 > 4 r 20mL 2. 0.5 MNH4AC-EDTA » % 2082°CF & F 2 /] F¥ » 12 6000
pm s 15 A 4T B FER o 5&%«‘]’7'/,] Sv 10mL 3#® -k > T4 15 448 0 1+
BRERAER TEISOMLE A% %A RF3 R EL) B
EPR %%ﬁﬁ«i%‘]%&i v iR B & B4 r 20 mL 22 02 M & § i 4 (NaOH)£2
4%y fe(CH;COOH) » % 20+2°C™ R 2 -] P& » 12 6000 rpm &< 15 4 45 3
FER @f##ﬂ,q be 10 mL &K > T Es 15 A4 SnABRAs 1Tk S
oo Mme LicE o S ipli(Fd: AL ZRTIRY £ 2K
RIS E M B4 3 oK) T 2 (NIEA S301.60B): (7 4 40 2 B2 A F B A 47

46 HERIHRR

BAETREE K AT BRINA > RER - B F BB E R I ol e ok
s KRR > TR Y AT LAF (Y B F R RB TR EZ KRR
Ko R REAHT AR T LS EREAR L - AF B EF e BE
o FEMWE 7T LEMDRR e LW BF KR LR R AN
40x10X10 2 50X10x10 24 o & et iein © &2 3k v & Wl 2 H% F PP 3
3okt 2 ek FF Ao ® 440 S HHRD RIEE o M RAEXRNZ Y > DAY
TPEEAed 2k %E(10W ; FLC-30; 4B FI%)% 3 14 [ PFER 10 ) pF R a5
ip ki

PP water tanks  Submerged pumps

—

Top view

Side view

Bl 4-4 - BRE FAF BET LR
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HigpE R D 2018& 127 18p T = 02:46
e

e P ReR

s

ARG EER - ERRRTEE  MEERAR Y 2 f RFE o d R
TR LR A A SR IR A A R SR REAK LR
FfA B EPROKHY 2% o 2 p AT REFE T ¢ 45 RIZN(Liu et
al. 2001)fr2 $~ 4 & T * (Josefsson et al. 2010)i¢ = w3 Fft 5 > & fé;h,?]”ﬁ
% & B T (Kellyand Rudd2018) o & Rifd 3 & e B fo— R A EE
W 0o R 8 iE (B 4-5 = S RISUNPVN 1305D3V)*h - T BRIFHI Bii B
FEE - AMBRRS LMY € L%E TP &Ik5 g (epoxy resin) 2 ¥ 4% 7%
(plastic steel):& 7 F# -k e J2 (8] 4-5 + ) ﬁlvﬁib‘m% FE=YFTEAPFEAEIVE
BT R 342mA Tl E A S S5 102.6mW e & F % TR R ¢ s
BHR LB, 538 Hfxizgd EW:‘ BB Aed 6 240 %E - 3(H
4-6) 0 3B L FHHY 2 4FFHF 5 S13mW 0 35 fi:,a 12.8 W/m? o i3 =
CEREBEE TR ARkl - LE RS IR ED X PR
AR 20 ERITMNIVITR AFTRY AT RENE
B pe TRFT R 4D m o720 R REFIER Y S e gy
“ﬁﬁiii;ﬁﬁ%@WQWJ—@?@ﬂ%ﬁ@MWﬁwﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ,
FltT A 4w e F”@ﬁﬂ“"oﬂ\ﬁﬂiﬂﬁf'&“rp %me@@qw R R A 3.0402V
TR AL R 2R E KRR 7 :Lmkgﬁv Pilagy i e e
fo 3T RN BRI ARE i FA Y KR REL P HRAR
$#H 17 5 (Abeletal. 2017 ; Linetal.2014) » e % 5 FIZ RB iz 2 %dmn 2 5 i
FIARIE A $p2 4 18w (Abeletal. 2017) > ¥ Flt i S B2 KRR @;@Jﬁ_;\ 1,

wa g ELinetal 2014) Flot > AF TRV Z BT FAEVREL LT

“'_"t gh < §4

R iR 4 B AR -

B4-5-7 BRMRSSE()EEE G RER (T~ TR
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LR 20184122 18p T = 02:46

MFERREFZFRFLRLZALBR N RED BB NS5 B

6 cm 6 cm 6ecm 6 ¢cm

Bl 4-6 - 5B E (% 70 2 3R T B % (At B (F gk

Voltmeter
module

Pulse Width ~
; i 15V
Vibration motor MOduldlor =
HHHH

+0

il

[
;

¥

=== 3~45V
i) 7

[

N
+ 4 On/off switch

Bl 47~ p WL BEHIEPBR(2)E TR LEH(T)

@

Fpﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%?iﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ$°%%%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ

AL (7 (if_ & 4.2) Kk IS %;iﬁﬁgyfw& 3.5 w1 TR
P2 (S r RoKFERFAFEIRR - SiF- X EERBRE KRS 1T
B RE 200 g FERE L HERE o 2 KA ﬁ%‘}ﬁf}éﬁ’f‘}ﬁ”(Eden 105 4])ie =
Fook oo T g PP Tk A » ROk KBk B L 85 A4 o BHEAZ N
ERrd Mk SHss2 Mok EFE > I dn ]\% I ol 38 TR 0 % A
Ho FHEM2Z KRR Y 5 SL/min (=58 cm/min) > & ¥ Ml Sk E {8 2
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SrE Py EEER

KR E s ey Aok BRI FlAFFER2ZLETEN182Q
L3I ORI RN Al R ER KT R iﬁ R RA TR AR o

3

PR RELE S AGE 2 B A 0 R e i T g e 5 Al
MAR B e 2 (S8R » BIF h AT -5 BHWY Boc 5383 5 dfix
FEd LHMY BwhEAcE 6 24y - % 0 AR 5 day | ¢ ji day 1~11 % P
WEEfET cDay 11 A S &B~C2 DEMERXRELREEA 574
w)y s HamAau i 105 g AC(3%) + 105 g & 2 (3%) ; 105 ¢ AC(3%) + 105 ¢
B2 (3%); 105 gAC(3%) +105g 5% 2 (3%) » 54 RF 2+ kbt E R E
Ba2ankh @ EBRERTE AR ARYE -2 18AB-C2 D ik
$§ % 51 @ 12 control ~ AC + bentonite ~ AC+kaolin 2 AC-+montmorillonite % 7% °
Ry EDay20~30 PRERRFT FBE 277 - FlRMEOFHRR > 17
fRAR AR LG EBLRT DR

~

BT LHME Y DRIF RN A CKEIRE Sl b d k2R R
pH & ~ 7% % (DO) ~ 7 ¥ B (EC) ~ S* ~ Fe ~ S04 ~ Cl'» 12 % %4, % ##(TOC) ~ 4,
Ao 27 A& o F CBRT(ORP)Y W ERPIFERFFPRELT > FIPEA B
Ao SRR o ARE AR Z RIS AR 34 2 8 ] 4-6)

47 RFAH

F ek Ktz fewg ed pH meter (SunTex SP-2300)% i#] - 7 ¥ & (EC)d
¥ & (6021, EZDO)#F 2 Rl £ - £ -ki3 5 (DO)d L ,—t] % ¥ R 3 (EXStik®
DO600, Extech)if| £ ° S~ Fe ~ SO4* ~ Cl'» 12 2 4,5 8 (TOC) % o # b ko 3k
% B 3+ (Spectroquent®  Prove 600, Merck) 4 47 » & #5fie & * % i% P Catalogue
No. 4 %] 5: 114779 ~ 100796 ~ 114548 ~ 114897 » % 114878 lﬁﬁﬁil—? PIE S
H i PHELL 5 0.05-0.05~5~25% 5.0mg/L -

48 A2 9 AAL

RAPRA D G R AT(NIEA W331.50B)#7R 2 1% i /ex § 3 84 &
FR2FLLHRRARDERAR ) ORGSR ABRLLT 1S |18
+ 0 FF Ao r BRI R(NHOHAHCD) © 2~ 20 mL -k 4% - 2 AR 1 @ #% 20mL
KR o Ar » fedF g 18037 (10.8 g it 4+l L '"_‘«_}}&)ifﬁ?&"‘w-z g hpasT)
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VUL R E RS R RR R  fE ER  SRTREL K S i AT

0.5mL> -kt 7z 7 05%% M-3R RELIRBFE - FERBFARI 4>
REAEFLBRIE R OPIRE A iée."lléi‘fﬁviii trERER2EDFE
12 ) F & 34 o2 8B 20mLT > 33 vial FL P o 4e » 0.15mL B
At #3173 i% (30% NH20H-HCI) - 4 4~ 0.1 mL & 47 (3%
SnCLe2H2O) T i ik F F 5L E » 2. 18104 Z § B3 ¥ £ £33 & (Cold vapor atomic
fluorescence spectrometry, CVAFS):& (7 & 2. 2 & A 7 °

:w;m%
5

R 2 AR AT B RAR Y AT 0 e B RR B AIEIA F 5 3ok
AT o :L:Z—ﬁa“ ¥ e93 JK[HCI:HNO3=6 mL:2 mL]#c i 1 1.5 g2 AL & o
Wt 045 um g o 2 B FE kAP RA G AR 0 b 0.5%F 4
=] ﬁ"‘%xéﬂ » PTG vial FLY o e » BERERZ R FE S A Ao r 0.1
mL,\%"‘ﬂ’i’g’w’?Pﬁi’}}%@f’f' ,‘Av\’f’?°

7 A2 kA TR NIEAWS540.50B #1482 chF 4/ dp o A& 1 ek f
FHROLFEF RF FREHE o 18 RIZL R P 27 ARG F4 > A K pH
Bis o B RBPFF RILY 0 B e ¢ At (NaBEty)iE 72 £ F >
A4 FAES HEFRPEI P 0 ARRHI SR AR G4

A BBfRR R 0 £ 5 d CVAFS 217 28 4 47 o # B~ 50.0 mL 5 B pk
FdB 2 R FARELY o A ‘%114\: *> 0.2 mL z. 20% KCl1/0.2% L-Cysteine ;% i %
0.5mLIMH,SOs o & Btk & ¥ *F £ &t — l]}#&-’]:‘cﬁi » Tode x o T4 A 15mL GE
FK o AT ~ § F T2 60+20 mL/min i€ i o Ao AR R 5 12543°C 0 K-
BRI FHEEY 55-&%”1@53’3{*’:“2’1*?%51‘% ¢ o 4{9‘?4{% ALE CHEER R
S RS REHEEFEL P o 5 &2 N RE D] S0mL R
pE s pH RAGEFRIFF > B pH 35 PIEHAEBZRTY 1 pH =
350 R FAZ RS ERGTATE LS A ¥ 48 ) FFR FI* CVAFS
(Brooks Rand = # ! 2 MERX integrated automated MeHg analyzer)_} % 4 47 7
B

Bk ® i ® A ER T Ttk or2 R4 2 2 (NIEAS341.60B) s 2@ % 1 * - &
REBRRE R AT T AR L UERREFTF FB o Bok4pP T AR KB
CEARR o Bk e o Rt patie A0 F o Y AR R
BFARA T RS T AR > RS RfESAEF o4 CVAFS &7 28 447 o
?Qﬁﬂﬁiﬁ%%%i@ﬁﬁaﬂ’ﬁi%éﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%’%ﬁi05
l()g’ BANEBLY o A W4 r SmL L 4/ E B R 2 I mL ARk dr
PR = - S T Bf%wz%%%_*?;{@ lhre £4c~ 100mL = & ¥’z »

$E 3 lhre & F R 219 F 1 hro #-3 B~% 2 2000-3000 rpm &t~ 15 min
41
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s

it

P EaEe

¥ PgE F FBFAL 0 Ser 40 mL E&R R B RA T o ol s U F R B B~ 2 mL

:’:B""i%@ 2.2 F T2 4r x F EBge o

A

F BRI B 60°C Aot

_%F__P ‘5\:§§L‘*4-1'II‘I,(___P ° ;‘L'D’%\'_?:B"%é ’ ’&.48 'J%F\iﬁ&k\‘ﬁ‘ ol,&ﬁ\’t/?g ft"\ff\/n\"]ifr

2R BT R 4243 41 o

42~ RFERMAARLS L EFRSE 5%

AR & L s RS -
5 AT E S AR TR S
WRPEE WA e [ERF | LU LR e
st FHEE [ w2 (%) | 418 [ v iF (%) | 412
(%) (%) (%) (%)
ik USEPA 0.05 <30 <35 92.4-105.1 | 80-120 | 85.0-115.2 | 70-130
, 1630 pg/kg
KA NIEA ) i ) .
o Waslsog | 0-26 ng/L | <30 <35 85.3-108.8 | 80-120 | 82.5-118.5 | 70-130
243 REEORHY AAS T2 BiREE RS
AT R & B & e s
T AT R AT %
. . = E R P — -
LECE N S L3F | E4H b P
AR FIHEE | w2 (%) [ 4R | w12 F (%) | FIHERE
(%) (%) (%) (%)
R ik NIEA 0.008
o gx |S34160B | ke <30 <35 90.0-118.7 | 80-120 | 83.8-113.0 | 70-130
kAg NIEA
o ga | wsaosop |002ngL <30 <35 857-116.4 | 80-120 |91.0-115.5 | 70-130

4.9

491 R +2_ 1 it P

1)
()
(3)
(4)
)

Ja R R IR B R
Rk 2 I R A
BAIEE2 AT kR
Ap kR UGS TR
AR EHE S
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<

l(/é/iﬁéi‘/z{ L] 4‘%/):"'7\5\)}';'7}@%? ﬂzﬁfﬁﬂ IR B i 5Dbki§fl;ﬁ§¢

(6) -kApEIHF %

(7) Rif L wsoqd %

(8) KAk ifidsk 2 B N 2
(9) HURH b B R A TR
(10) RE R 2t 9 5% 5

(11) Fedf e 2 R 2 21 -

49.2 I F F TR

(1) 24— 7 F2 B R TR SR8 PR RS HT HRR 0 LA
KRR AL SRR AR Y R 7 R 2 RS

(2) FE KA T RS HAE R  AB B R 4 0 Bk BT
RERRFFFBET 2 A H 154

(3) Hd AR L SUHF B AR LT AT AR AR
VA A A RS 0 R KRR P AP 2 BLER S

P

58K,
TF

o

X

ﬁlﬂ;ﬁ ;
(B) BEERFTHRY ~HHAA R REHEHFERIALLELRE £
FEARAR MFHE S A A R A
7

3
(i
4
)Ly_
>—L
Tk
T
B
T
e
L
Ta
Pt
q\
‘&3'
R
b
i
%
f
ﬁ
‘E%S

1 {F3E P

v

Lowprfc o i

43



C R R T

R AR A 4T

AR RR B G

KAp R

CORR R R Bk

TROTR RS AR R AT A R
e
CRR AR &R BRI RE RIRER
A o

RAPR IR S REREAGI RS HERE LR
R S ATE D S ERNETE ¥ 4 R

IEFPFARERLFEFRp AR ERATHAz g I -
2~rlnﬁ@§p9wJﬁ&§ﬁrﬁ (A 3»Hf*¢wﬁwman?fuT
FlEE- G (1) 2 Fx k- (2) Eraspe (3) gzt E(4)
A p Rz LT
3 THTAPE A R P KB ¥ A T TAPE ) L WP
GEE TR IE -
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g pER o 2018# 122 18p T = 02:46
ME R ERE RS LR A ER N HERD RRE BB BT

I F >~ BFoih

5.1 &k F

AR EATH 2 KR S 2018/04/04 A w3t L@ P B iC a0 R RFEE
B KR RS 2 2 R T H R 2 (NIEAS104.32B) e &k $5 A2 =% 5 EB
AFRBRAZEFT > RABIHRFEIEGO-IS 2o R B SXRR A
38 LERIARKZ Ktz ORP 2 pH» 2 {8 ¥ AR & K4 » %48 B3 (4r B 5-
Do RENFRFFLIFET S5 QPR ERFHET > T EF PR 503 o % 5152

LM R ReRE o

Bl S-1~02a 9 2 a5 ()1 % B3 4B 0-15 2
AR S (P )E RN R 2393 > ¥ RFF R H ORP & pH & -
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it %

[aN P 21 A
= 5 85 ﬁd‘ @[m\)

it

4

-~

Mg H Rt A R BR R AR 4

ik E = M43 SRBE1IBEFT R L KT H
&k B3
HaEESR A B
HEEESR TR A EYFOMELB
B lpgazs x|k
f_, LRI 10743 (2 # =)
=R pE R 14:46
S LA e
F R 25°C
ITHP R A RS %
PREEE R () (2RAR)
K %v{ # PR
R (e %
;}g KLY el
BB
B o KE~2F Bk
=3
2 [$kmE £ R ki 25°C
}IE\;‘ < 1 1 A
& |k B A A
BFEa1e Bt e R
B EERG (%9 k# 20L - 1§ 3 - vial g x2 (MeHg ~ THg)
FRIER Kfki& -k 0 &R 0~15¢cm
, BBk KHEAC T oS PR ETF KT o A
Wi BIE R
*RGE1-20°C Fets o FERY R REIRT R o
e~ TR
B A S5 ORP pH LR #3r
k% 108.8 7.521 | WGSS84 (23.032060, 120.120813) -
Site 1
ik | 2713 - TWD97 (159891, 2548103) -
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UEMREE NS AR A BRI KBS e R4

F 52~ pFIEREE AL BEREFEL

FRHE >

R EHF - ERBE1IEEFTT TR L RPFTH

WA B W T S e

e £ - %
g & R PAL ~ FE Y B
@i = | AR U
&
% (R S e
Lo|Ewey 107.44 (18 =)
£ R 09:55 11:50 12:56
R Rk %52 w52 B g2
F R 25°C 30°C 30°C
T HpRE R A &£ E R
RE R i a2 i
* # R 328 e ek P Bk
3]
LY EN- X 124¢ (M) |24
o}
R Wi Bir Wik
EL = -~ )7 ' s = > ]
RE R el BRI |EAD s RS R K

HkE £ A it vyemE kg (8) [ReaE CRitf)
B fE S B iR i POk (402

Fhi L

B KR

-2 T

FHRIFER 0~15cm
By B AF I 0E 2 5-1
& T
A i ORP pH g2 s

Kk -33.1 7.064 | WGSS84 (25.0341389, 121.263659) -
ol J iR 294 - TWD97 (276606, 2769584) -
08: 122.7 7373 | WGS84 (25.040585, 121.27100) -
o BiE | -285.9 - TWD97 (277345, 2770300) -
TYO03 | "kik 115.0 7.401 | WGS84 (25.045232, 121.2709823) -
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Rk | 22286 ] TWD97 (277342, 2770814) -

TYO06 F ik -151.9 - TWDO97 (277974, 2771271)

FrRLENSZ EAF2 RREE 22475 % B4 5-3-TY03 %
TYO06 % ¥eF3 AL > ANS 2 ¢ F b E s A B KRR« BRERIE LR
(pH=4.86~5.07)2- % 5 » ANS 7 334k (pH=7.52)2- % 4% - pH & % B X5 4
BRGE Y HNnGE B A ARKEREY RELLEF LA UK &V 0
FEELEBEIE? DI EA 0 - g KEA > TY03 53 4 432% > TY06
% ANS R~ %2 2.80%F2.33% - B3+ 1 #HEZF TR LRA P KBRS O
Moo %7 T AR A 5 > CEC B4 i il » FIE 7 il 4% B2 sk i 8 4p$ et 4
TRE" o = f&F CEC® > TYO3 B+ 237 5% > TY06 =t 2 - ANS
Bl 5 B HApst 2 B A 4775 4 4p I cPdB % (B 5-2) - TY03 ~ TY06 2 ANS
GRS B A u L 3.68% 1.94%% 0.80% - FF WL 2 E 2S4S R
FP AT R FERENE PR AR L L BT RS By AT AR
F o
AP Y TR RATIE Y KRR R RPN KRG R T
TR AR RE 2R kY RAT WAL BRI RS L LT PR
Mo REEPFTPFTL ] AEEET URELEEBZ2FPFLPF Gl o K
KRN E A RBRH TR ER 2 4 oAk PRV IFAHE £ B
BTG o ARP AR FIEFRAZ VAR IR EREE  wHELER
SR AREE S o s vh o AR R G AR Bk At B e 5T R
REFHETE2 TR AR R G2 P8 &Pz 82 KLk A g
s A B KL S FYF TY03 2 TY06 (7 5 Ak s i sk * o

48



g pER o 2018# 122 18p T = 02:46
CUEAE R E A T R L A A R TR A I |

%053 RAMTA 5%

J iR KB TYO03 TYO06 ANS
z2kE (%) 6.32+0.08 2.80+0.02 2.33+0.01
pH 4.86+0.09 5.07+0.03 7.52+0.03

CEC (cmol+/kg) 15.6x0.4 10.7+1.1 3.3%0.2

7R (%) 3.68+0.49 1.94+0.96 0.80%0.65
ik (%) 24.3+10.6 40.5+5.8 71.4+2.9
Ak (%) 4.3+0.0 24.6+0.0 14.3+0.0
Bk (%) 71.4+10.6 34.9+58 14.3+2.9

: X R

VAVA' VAVAVAVLVAVAVA AVAVA .
AV, VAVAVAVAVAULVAVAVASXC
IAVAY=AVAVAVAVAVAVAY

\VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAY,

2 9 > 5 % & ® 2

4— Sand Separate, %

Bl 52~ A2 Fa A4t s = 4R
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L gk 2 A
]

1
b4
Eid

SRS ELFIES F*

Kip i & A SRR T E R S Tk E AT B
TIRBEE T (bldo:pH £~ BAE -S>~ DOM E)2 2 s F o AT B &
B R (10-18 mesh) v+ 7 pk 7 Fe 1% % 2 % & (NaCl) ~ = % #2(SY) > &%
f2l 5 #4 (DOM)2. 2 3 F% B {4 o

Hg-Cl & $+ & 7% 1B ex ' F Bh 2 v i B 4o B 5-3~5-5 #7771 » & pH =7 >
ARRE S 12102 50 pM 2 88 BT o ERRRET R 2 i R AR S 10%o0
e E R o AR F @A NaChE 10~35%0ik % + 2@ =% > H¥ i R %5
FOALT HT R ORGSO G o 2 v pdp kY & 4T g S F R B
HgS it & ¥ (Jean et al. 1986; Hyland et al. 1990) - Gong et al. (2014)i& * 378 e ¥4
LA F B 4B sk dp ¢ Hg & (7o i pE 38 B4 02 el > [CI] % 3 100
mg/L Pz Bffac 4 i € B4 % 0 2 AT 10~20% 8 B2 BARET
(6067—-12134 mg/L)H 4w ¥ifac # { ¢ #£_2800 mg/g ™ *% 1 5 2300 mg/g (T
' 17.86%) 0 B RIEV i i Cla sy s ad i P a4 R332 AP
(Hyland etal. 1990) » ® #-Hg ¥ © = = # 4] i # Hg % = HgClx complex #& & 7%
A »+-k ¢ (Yamamoto, 1996; Rolfhus and Fitzgerald, 2004) -

0.25 90
[ qge
—&— Removal
- 80
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- 70
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3 T o E
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() F50 &
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- 40
T
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Bl 5-3~AEAG LuM T EHERHI FRAZ AR GER L E S
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poan @ dre HgClx complex 20 2 &0 &2 it B T fmstlde™ 38— v = v = 5 e

= (Gong et al. 2014) -

Hg?* + Cl~ o HgClt logK, = 7.15 (28—
HgCl* + Cl= & HgCld logK, = 6.9 (2=
HgCld + Cl- o HgCl3 logK; = 2.0 (2374 =2)
HgCl; + Cl= & HgCl:™ logK, = 0.7 (255 e)
R AR L S Sl %%‘E* BRI Y o AR 3 $ % Visual MinTeq

(version 3.1) » 1%?1 » fixed pH=7 ; temperature =30°C ; element: Hg, Cl » & #-%
BR R FEAE O, > FOEERSEF AT £ 5-4~5-6:

% 5-4 ~ Hg-Cl = 7t % t[Hg>|=1 uM 2 & 4 6 38 4 1% (MinTeq 3.1)

[Hg*=1 uM]
NaCl=(%o) 0 10 20 35
[CT']=(mM) 0.00589* 170.9 341.8 598.2
[CI']=(mg/L) 0.209 6066.96 12133.9 21234
Hg Species Hg concentration (M)

Hg*? 4.8727E-15 42179E-19  5.1691E-20  7.5209E-21
HgOH" 2.1136E-11 9.4849E-16  1.0028E-16  1.3404E-17
Hg(OH): 4.0172E-07 1.4173-11 1.396E-12 1.7561E-13

HgCI" 4.8771E-11 5.1273E-13 1.0364E-13  2.3706E-14
HgCl (aq) 1.1287E-07  2.1856E-07  7.8686E-08  2.8985E-08
HgCls™! 6.6584E-10  3.8195E-07 2.8055E-07 1.8627E-07
HgCls? 1.5345E-12 3.9549E-07 6.4000E-07  7.8458E-07
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*EARRARG G - LR L F T ER F 2HCl-]=0
% 5-5 ~ Hg-Cl =t 5 2 [Hg? =10 uM 2_ & F= §d #3584 $7(MinTeq 3.1)

[Hg**=10 uM]

NaCl=(%o) 0 10 20 35
[CT']=(mM) 5.89* 170.9 341.8 598.2
[CI']=(mg/L) 0.209 6067 12134 21234
Hg Species Hg concentration (M)
Hg™? 3.5629E-15 4.2824E-18 5.2647E-19 7.5357E-20
HgOH" 1.3704E-11 9.6413E-15 1.0224E-15 1.3431E-16
Hg(OH): 2.5007E-07 1.4415E-10 1.4242E-11 1.7598E-12
HgCl" 3.0333E-10 5.1855E-12 1.0511E-12 2.3742E-13
HeCl gy  6.4651E-06  2.2004E-06  7.9428E-07  2.9014E-07
HgCl3™! 3.8097E-07 3.82E-06 2.8155E-06 1.8635E-06
HgCls? 9.4959E-09 3.9349E-06 6.3825E-06 7.8447E-06

FEIAGE R 3 - LR E A R R Pl AC]0
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% 5-6 ~ Hg-Cl s %t § 2%

% 1

it

% [Hg? =50 uM 2. & $» f8 #5584 47 (MinTeq 3.1)

[Hg**=50 uM]

[aN P 21 A
= 5 85 ﬁd‘ @[m\)

NaCl=(%o) 0 10 20 35
[CT']=(mM) 29% 170.9 341.8 598.2
[CI']=(mg/L) 1029.5 6066.96 12133.9 21234
Hg Species Hg concentration (M)

Hg*™? 1.1601E-15 2.1147E-17 2.589E-18 3.7645E-19
HgOH" 3.7008E-12 4.7556E-14  5.0229E-15  6.7096E-16
Hg(OH) 6.3264E-08 7.1067E-10  6.9925E-11 8.7903E-12

HgCl" 3.7879E-10 2.5685E-11 5.1885E-12  1.1863E-12
HgCl (ag) 3.50E-05 1.0940E-05  3.9373E-06 1.4500E-06
HgCl3! 1.02E-05 1.9100E-05 1.4031E-05 9.3154E-06
HgCls? 1.4116E-06 1.9758E-05  3.1991E-05  3.9224E-05

PRI AR F G - RE L& MR R R 2HCT]=0

AR L ARE R ARG TS TG RRLF R EEA
BRI EG AR kR o d RS E T (L 5-4~5-6) AER L 1>
I0UM 3 s B R RS > 2 LA fEiz A 5 Hg(OH):  HeCly
@ag % HgCls (%ﬁbg\,ﬁ;@} 7 % B pfi bR X MT A 0 gee) o AGER 5
SOUM Fld= 4o & #3 kR HF - 2 AR A $ ik A 5 HgClo » HgCly ~ HgCly -
Bt~ WA 10-35%0ts & 4+ 48 % 12 HgCly® ~ HgCly ~HgCl % 3 » H ¢ 5§ % A& 3
4e B m A A 5 HgCl® ~ HgCly 2 HgCl o # e AGE A T » & a2 =
W R W SE ¥ HgCly2 kB 3 4e @ 3 4e > ¥ 58 % HgCl2 3 4o m 8 5 > Fpt ek 7
FRAET A AR L Bkt hE R FlF - BB 2 R A 1
HgCl, it 5 Hg? ehwifci o & 43 kB vt + HgCh 2 ¥+ 5 10:1 ¥ > sz
P de it HeCly 3 42 Hg' 2 2 % 503 (91.0%) ek i 4o & 4+ IR A
2 355 (863%)F o A MEEF A HFIRAR Ao TR0 2000 B HgCl>
ot G podd e 0 F TR 10001 B HeCL? 2ok i 4 3 k7 80%
PoPEA VR S T 3 55.7% » 4tk HeClydh i 1 £ & chd ¢ (Maetal. 2014) »
BAF G AL SR o B F L Hg bt i T A Ao TV E < S ik
A s 7 F 7 2 Hg(OH): ~ HECly P » 5 Hpt (4 F33 42 5% 4 cnde 38w v

54



=
=

FRBREZHMSLARLZAFAFR B REE g #5845

e L R FIR SRR R o R F BARR A kP FAEFRAR
=5 i 17 HeCly ~HgClZjk & F 25 3 % 71 S ek i 4 > 2 33 2.2 HeCly>
PABAPERE FIRSAET T R EFAT BRSO RS
EEFBAR YA A BT R .

2 5 %]+ S722 DOM 4 = 2. Hg 4~ 8 55 % Hpl o ¥t § f%%i.f‘:i% JEPEEAY 2l 1Y
ATIE L B & o o pLIRA B R RF TS RG24 L PFERS > R AT AR R
e fe o Bt TEDBEE(O2 pm) 5 TR 0.2 um fF pRER SRR 2 B R Y
Dissolved 77 » 3p# i (>0.2 pm) 5 I * FEpe s i s £ F gt 2 &
12 Particle #77 » B {8 BIE d A 1 &35 IE PR GE (7 AL ) T AR 2 A i e
v'&@ﬂUACﬁ%vﬁﬁJKW%lei BB A A e 2ok ¢
B fER L Bl B oo BN RN Hg 2. Ap i~ fed B 5-6~5-8 f1 0 § e
FRiEEEZED 100% ¥ cd 0 RFIE PR fREPF € BIRAINA SRR
22k Ams b3 kR A2 HgS 2824 > 2 5 v‘;guﬁ J14e ~ DOM Py & =
%AER S E B A(Guetal 2011) 0 ERINA KL > v F w2 vl w A
F69.9-123.9% kR S50 uM T2 E AC E 5 EMNRR G F R EY
A4 AP0t B2  $EA(> 0.2 pm) > F e s R WA B s ke ¢ ehHgo
H ¢ 0 Hg-S § 83+ #1(31.6%)2 3752 » # = 5 Hg-S-DOM 2 & i3 i
(21.3%) > @ Hg-DOM 2 &3 % 7% € 25 % i fest 5](4.5%) s ke it K i i
P LIk AR E AF S A T ¢ (Luoetal. 2017 5 Manceau et al. 2015 ; Haitzer
et al. 2002) - % Manceau et al. 2015 =7 # > & * - T § 2 &2 SOM(soil
organic matter);2 §-i¢ Hg/thiol sulfer 5 0.25 ¥ # A pH=6 T &7 F 2% > T #F R
% aging 15 -] P15 Hg-SOM ¢ complexes ¢ & 2 B-HgS 7 F % > T ¥ F
shaging MR BB AR 22 47 A ERFRFLZ LI T d HR-XANES 5
M2 F Rpk s B-HgS - 2§ % 2 * 22 DOM % Suwannee River Humic Acid III
(SRHA) > 3 i 3 4 245302 57 B R H 53 0.55%2 S § £ » 4o Jrots
it ¥2 Hg 35 = HgSRaocomplex £ & — k5| & Ji% 4 B-HgS(Manceau etal. 2015)>
Hiawm B-HeS 2 )= H Fdeo 387 ~ 2 &7 o

RS—Hg—-SR+RS—Hg—-SR->RS—Hg—S +RS—Hg*—SR, (=5'1)
RS—Hg—S +RS—Hg*—SR, >RS—Hg—-S—Hg—SR+R—-S—R (>7=)

AR EAER S 18 10 pM ™ Hg-S @ #B v B2 $F45 = > A W 3
9.0% ~ 56.1%(®] 5-6 ~ 5-7) > & & Hg-S-DOM 2. & ;3 % P #7352 2 A fr i >
FhoM L 25%3.1% BES T EROAER SRR B Bl & R
fadF ALY 02 pm * ) 3 ATRIA R P ATIR o TP AR AL 2 v DR IR B
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Y = 4 by 2} 2
$1% BEoHH

(92.3% ~ 77.2%) © 3 5 2 jiedp 31 DOM & § 824 K gt A ehie® > @ HgS
WG ARTNRB R B EERE S AR Ft € < gk Hg o2 )
* 4 o f Mazruietal. (2018)sr#= 3 ¢ > 5 i * 150 uM Hg(NOz3)2 ~ 150 uM NazS
f= DOM & 10 mg-C/L R 4-ts 14 DLS (Dynamic light scattering)i& {7 & #p g
BoX g Rfeis 4 PP AR E STy PR EF L1031 15nm:
FHRFITT BEDPG L EARME T NL40nm P EEEP DOM #7540 %

Wenae 4 3 K HQS Skt KRR Y o B PF Mazrui fe 7 3 e bt ben
Hg" : DOM ratio( .« mol Hg per mg C) » ;& 4, - P {12 DLS gLz H e 3 s 1 o
HE%MoT hratio 5 6841 PRk S FARER L A A B 0 FIRAMH
o BT 6.5 £1.8 EHM e d 23.3£1.0 nme @ F ratio T 3 15 # 3 g
0.0015 p#js + tg3 4 2 33-61.3nm- @ ~§ %2 Hg":DOMratio % 0.167 ~
0.998 4345 A k& 5 1~ 10 uM PR ¥R & Mazrui 22 3 ¢ 5 s 3 £ i
K2R o ek A B S E A @R 3 0.2um 3 AT RA R P 0 A fR
AN ERE2 80% Ak kAR S 50 UM FEFRIFIA L R ERRB L BT
beig BB E S A2 530 0.2um 23k e

140
I Dissolved
/1 AC
120 - I Particle
100 - 0 e IR S Ii .....
< I
o 80 -
50
S
5
S 60
()
(=¥
40 A
20

b $ bS

J WS
W o° W&

(@
,OOVA o0 » ,S)Og\
o we

Bl 5-6-AERL IuM T2 AP fEergisz Ao fpg st
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TRFFEMFLRR AL BN BRE RS

140
I Dissolved
[ AC
120 4 [ Particle
100 fF-mmmmmmmm e NN
%)
) 80
o))
S
c
8 60
—
[0]
Q.
40
20 4
0 T
& 5 ¢ XN o N
%\\o‘x W \\]\‘\oh %,00 ﬂ\‘\o?\ \Xg()o
Ww¥ %,00 W o° -
W W
Bl S5-7~A&KERL 10uM T 72 AP A sifis 2 X A fep &4t
140
Hl Dissolved
[ AC
120 + I Particlc
100 4r=====mmmmmmme oo -
S
o 80 A
=)
8
=
5]
S 60
<5
a
40
20

p > sBY 5B o
NS N 3
QF O Q«E P W

wg” e

B 58~ AR 5 50 UM T F A S IR (S L AL e A0

# 5-7 ~ SRHA(3S101H)2_ it & i+ £ 47

H20  Ash C H @) N S P o3C N

%(wiw)  %(wiw) % Www) %(Ww/w) % w/w) %Ww/w) %Ww/w) % (w/w) permil permil
11.9 4.62 54.59 3.90 40.03 1.50 0.55 nd nd nd

? L% B :http://humic-substances.org/elemental-compositions-and-stable-isotopic-ratios-

of-ihss-samples/
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s 4L kg 2] )
* I BhEH

it

EELVCRA FRETS 0 AER L 1-1050uM 5B F 24 ) PR > S
BT AT LS E Ao Bl 5-9~5-11 1T ér_?fj? e R G 10%T A
BHREERBEEA om kA k25 ST2 DOM T o E s 4 TR H
PR AR ER S S0uM F % ¢ 2 Hg-DOM § # % 2 s £ 3.36 mg/g >
2 % Hg-S0.64mg/g » Hg-S-DOM Rl £ 4 0.62 mg/g > & kA 5 10uM # & 4
iale A g o a1 pM 2 A3 P 0 F s & Hg-DOM ¥ Heg-S 3% ® 3
Ap e £ o A %) 0.063 mg/g £ 0.067 mg/g 0 ¥ B 3t Hg-S-DOM 2. & 3 %
(0.039 mg/g) -

N

N

0.18

0.16 5
0.14 - = T

0.12 A

0.10 4

0.08 +

qe (mg/g)

0.06 - T =

0.04 A -

0.02

(.00

T T T 0 T % T T T
Hg2+ NaCl 10 NaC120™  NaC135™" Hg-5 Hg-S5-DOM  Hg-DOM

BS9O~AERL]L uMTEHERHY LA B gE

1.4
-
12
T
1.0 4 T
CREE
(=]
E
L 06 =
04 T L
02 4 -
0.0 . - - - - - -
Hg2+ NaCl 10 NaCl 20 NaCl 35 Hg-S Hg-S-DOM  Hg-DOM

B 5-10 ~ AGE & 5 10 pM & M4 & A 4B e i B
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L

MEBREZERSAAF LA BRI BIRD RBE FREH TR

=~

[

qge (mg/g)

Yoo Yoo o0

Hg2+ NaCl 10 NaCl20 NaCl 35 Hg-S Hg-5-DOM  Hg-DOM

Bl S-11~ AGE & 5 50 uM T & Bt 8 & A& - fh e i £
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= 5 85 ﬁd‘ ;[gr}

5.3 Rk FE R R Bk

ARRET 2 R ETRRCARITRT LRE - 5 iR BT
R R RS R SRR R - B B G ABRRE S B
PIE Fobif b S S 3 AT A RS 0 RBE TYO3 & TY06 - = fBA
TAILE A N (RAS) e KRIEPEF A Aok 53 -

EHRER T SRR RE A KE I MoK R AR 5-12~5-14 #77  TY03
21 TY06 & ik AR R ANS (% 78) Ak B » A fIkipehA kB RF o
AR KRR R B AR RIS A A O R R E S
PRI MARAER c BIVH kG e o ZEREICH ARG EFORL 4
YR F G REEIVHORE D A enh LT R P R e A RERE Y - &
B AR F R e R ORI ET 4

2000

H TY03 AC Pore water
/1 TY03 NO AC Pore water
—— TYO03 AC Overlying water

—O— TY03 NO AC Overlying water l
1500

1000 A

500 %/

T T T

S3 S10 S17

THg concentration (ng/L)

Sampling time

B 5-12~ TYO03 RE 3Gt KBt kA ER
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hia e F e ialzéi‘lx pH~DO-EC % &k ORP 4r# 5-8 #f71 o % -k
pHESR* 2+ » H pH E35F Ak pH B o 5 FF &Lkl k> &
2R F HEET S A -kehDO A 3-4mg/Le & EC * & > TY03 2 TY06 %
K4 w] 5 4000 uS/cm 2 3000 puS/cm > ANS % -k B -E_12000 uS/cmoANS J& ik
LA AR AR o EHHE T ER IV EEEE TYOS 2 TY06 kR X #3 - = 64
2. ORP ‘% %-157 2-220mV > 2B R % 445 Rk o &4 -k DO ;},;}in % h
Frm™  FFF Ao I RIVIERT RN BEIIAF G R
%%%%&m%i%%’%@uf?é%§%ﬁ°

F R 2 A s AR 5-15 B A 59 Hrom o Z AR E AP A F K IR
ol F4 (AR ) 510 B idga e 2 2 BH il - TY03 F 8 2 £
B AA T AR HE S BRARE c ZfAKLAL T EFL 2 F2 ant by
3 0.1% 48R Fl 5 A % 2 DI -KiF 5 k88 sk KR 17 5 R ER (source)
R BRPRRDER BRR Y A s G BkAR Y o gt b > TY03 2 TY06 Bt 2k
FRE AT AT REIE A G cANSHE P 5 Ld040iE - & 0 b
2 bk AKE ERRRREY ¢ ELETL A FL A B A AR ML
W PR TR B

- Fﬁisr? E’v’ﬂ'riﬂ#&f’f C ARG RF ARG A AN Ak ik
AR AR o AT RIFER § I L DL R - ek e Bk
717 2= F %7 ’“E?B?ﬁ*mzﬁw)%;ﬁ BAGERET T AR R(R S-
16) o %7/ Fl 5 adF 48 2 DI-RiEfaY » Bigdp s & ﬂljm;rmzkgmgm
d AR 2 RAE R A o gtk REF IR > ARBH A BRA S AR
AFhd o B A HORM o B S RET o AR ARG HFERD -

FEIHRHREE  FMRFEH A RRAG E KaRE o R AKR I
Bk 2 Rk T &«gfgmgagso EEREREY R LG > TR MR X
AT ARTER > CERERER BLREPIVEIVHRT LG E 4RO TR 2
o BAFEER Nk AR U F4 (RAAL ) BB A -
1.%«;%1%4#7,7 447, «f';f,«tg{ ;HI.{‘O
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EMREEE NS AARF AL BRI EED BB R TR E

140
I Fl water-soluble
[ F2 exchangeable
120 [ F3 organic
[ F4 residual
éﬂ 100 A
)
g
=} 80 o
2
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<)
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20
T 40 A
20 4
oL I N | , , ,
< O 9]
@.ﬁv éov I eov &F eov
< & < L 4 $
< < ¥
Sediment
B 5-15~ % 17 2 (S17)= Ak B 7| 5B 2 %
180
N S3
160 - /3 Ss1o
I S 17
140 4 L T I
0 BE
&
%0 120 o
g
.5 100 +
s
5 80 - _
}:) -
3
% 60 -
o
40 -
20 A
0 T T T T T 5 g
¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
& O N Q S O
& o> & & v >
9 3 <
N S had
Sediment

BS2~17Tx=fKkE" RER
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% 58~ RILLSGR A KE KL RT S8

Sediment pH DO (mg/L) EC (uS/cm)*10 ORP (mV)
edimen S10 S17 S10 S17 S10 S17 S10 S17
TY03 AC 6.4 + 014 63 + 003 397 + 0.06 450 + 0.26 440 + 14 411 + 11 -169.1 + 16.0 -182.1 + 10.5
TY03NO AC 49 + 085 53 + 024 3.72 + 0.00 412 + 0.12 462 + 358 429 + 6 -177.7 + 04 -188.5 + 42
TY06 AC 64 + 005 6.6 + 0.17 331 + 0.11 385 + 025 265 + 13 297 + 1 -1913 + 0.6 2051 + 07
TY06 NO AC 6.5 + 0.07 59 + 0.10 311 + 0.05 391 + 0.16 262 + 7 359 + 78 -194.1 + 4.0 2092 + 41
ANS AC 80 + 0.11 79 + 0.02 4.14 £ 0.11 434 + 0.18 1203 + 36 1479 + 90 -1882 + 7.8 -195.7 £ 29
ANSNO AC 8.1 + 0.03 8.0 £ 0.07 444 £ 0.12 3.99 + 0.06 1189 + 158 1286 + 315 -209.8 + 134 -1846 + 0.2
%59 BAEBSI1TARKE 2P A T
Sediment Total He Fraction 1 Fraction 2 Fl'actlo.n 3 Fl‘ﬂCItIOIl 4 Sum of fractions  Recovery
water-soluble  exchangeable organic residual
mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg %
%03 11898 + 3.2 0.01 + 0.00 0.01 + 0.00 6.73 + 0.17 119.62 + 8.5 126.37 + 8.7 106.21
TYO03
NO AC 117.37 + 69 0.01 + 0.00 0.02 + 0.00 7.37 + 243 11580 + 3.0 123.20 + 54 104.97
TYO06
AC 103.90 + 3.0 0.03 + 0.00 0.02 + 0.00 093 + 0.44 9048 + 17.0 9146 + 174 88.02
TYO06
NO AC 10044 + 2.1 0.04 + 0.00 0.02 + 000 074 + 0,51 101.03 + 11.0 101.82 + 11.6 101.37
iIgS 61.29 + 105 0.02 + 0.01 0.01 = 0.00 090 + 0.24 53.54 + 19.8 5446 + 20.1 88.86
ANS
NO AC 55.81 + 13.0 0.01 + 0.01 0.01 + 0.00 0.54 = 0.07 4458 + 4.9 45.14 + 5.0 80.88
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S544FFEE 4 3

AEHRIRE G KRR LG X R Ak KRR B AR o REP A
FREESITS SR HT 5 Tomg-Hgkge @ & -k~ 4787 ?,?ﬁr)i % 21500 pS/em ;
pH=28.342; 48+ ~ = W Ay M3 1 P& (0.05mg/L) ; #ife B 5 750 mg/L ;
33 5 149x10% mg/L; 4 ¥ (TOC) 5 10.0mg/L @ THg 5 1436.9ng/Le
’%f”“ i m R R R R R 2R (F S 4-2) AR Rk SR

53/1:5 ¢ oo

AR E L BRENC AR E A RS A BT L AR ek > 5
Pl RN A T e T it TAH ) S REIHIE KT ANS A 2 A
#35kg T R BEA TBH £ ANS AF A AL T B E 105gAC(3%)
+105 g bentonite (3%) ; "CH#, ; %7 ANSKF 4L &KL > * B E 105gAC3%) +
105 g kaolin (3%) : "D # , %+ ANS &5 % & » ¥ K Z 105 gAC(3%) + 105

g montmorillonite (3%) °

5 4 1 ﬁ&ﬁ ,J\ &bj#

AT ZRRR ARTBFEE3B R A BT3B P % PRAEIT
Bl A 5-10 A K B S R HT :Tr;»uév Sts o SR Eﬁ%?&g#q—%’
M BOAROREGFR S PIEEA % (B 15-17) ° fday-98 P& > 37k 5 L sLi =
?—F?i(l?] 5-17 ¥ )F Beth® 2 p 2AKARB D > T4 ) S om B 2% FHa R
BRILIS 2 Kk de » 35kg i 0 E B F Bt 0 T IR LA R A
e 2 op 2Rk (B 5-17 v’) Day 97 pF 5 B rw:ﬁ%;g:cﬁs%[-;pt ; 1& i
¥ e oK E OKIE 85 em fa AL G R Kt > P EFEFEE L 1Y
BB R~ 2002w EWM R 1T A %;,,xﬁﬂ;{ﬂﬂs?; B~ ko ;5&(@5_171)0
ipﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ’%m%%EJ*ﬁm@,@ﬁ%aﬂ?ﬁﬁip
TR 2R GET AR A BRREN RSP ER KT
diffusion 4|4+ » % 71\ # %okd 2B AR i)’iﬁk.‘.ﬁ c WIL R T ALk P
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E; Q gs
Bl 5-17 ~ H2FR 5B % LB FR A B )y R AR PEFR AL TKE (7
day -98) » r2 2 e EE R F e (T 5 day -97)
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T A R 2 AP AR RS RSB

% 5-10 ~ HIRE 4

SHITTS XMt b

date Op. day |operator |Op. record Motors replacement]
2018 May 2nd -98|Yu Ting |3.5 kg An-shun site sediment added , pumps stopped for a night.

2018 May 3rd -97|Yu Ting |Pumps started, added 200 g rectifier medium to each cell.

2018 July 7th -31|Yu Ting [First attempt adding vibration system to each cell (5 motors/cell).

2018 July 10th -28|Yu Ting | Vibration stopped, all motors retrieved.

2018 August 8th 1|Yu Ting |[Second attempt adding vibration system to each cell (5 motors/cell). ORP measured. A3, C1

2018 August 10th 3|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. B1, C4, D3
2018 August 11th 4|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. D2

2018 August 15th 8|Yu Ting |Accumulate motors replacement in this week (A3, B1, C1,C4, D2, D3).

2018 August 18th 11{Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. Sediment sampled for each cell. B2

2018 August 19th 12|Yu Ting |active caps were added in cell B, C, and D. Pumps stopped overnight. Al, C3,D1, D2
2018 August 20th 13|Yu Ting [Pump started for 5 h. Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. A3,B3,C1, C2
2018 August 21st 14{Yu Ting [Accumulate motors replacement in this week (A1,A3, B2, B3, C1,C2, C3, D1, D2).

2018 August 25th 18|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. B2, C1

2018 August 27th 20|Yu Ting |All motors stopped for testing the effect of variation of turbation.

2018 August 31st 24|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement.

2018 September 7th 31{Yu Ting |All motors started.

2018 September 10th 34|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. Al, A3, B1, C5, D2
2018 September 12th 36|Yu Ting |Accumulate motors replacement in this week (A1, A3, B1, B2, C1, C5, D2).

2018 September 15th 39|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. B2, C2

2018 September 20th 44\Yu Ting [Pump of D malfunctioned and replaced. A3

2018 September 23rd 47|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. A4, B3, D1, D3
2018 September 26th 50|Yu Ting |Accumulate motors replacement in this week (A3, A4, B2, B3, B5, C2, D1, D3).

2018 September 30th 54|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. Sediment sampled for each cell. ORP measured. |Al, A4, B4
2018 Octobor 6th 60|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. A3, B3, C3, D1
2018 Octobor 9th 63|Yu Ting |Accumulate motors replacement in this week (A1, A3, A4, B3, B4, C3, D1).

2018 Octobor 13th 67|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement.

2018 Octobor 18th 73|Yu Ting |wire reformed. B5

2018 Octobor 20th 75|Yu Ting |Overlying water sampled in all cells for measurement. Sediment sampled for each cell. ORP measured.
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EY 2 4L by 2} =)
$IF® BE8H%

2511 BB IAETISAHPFER ~3F - THERZ pH

Temperature DO EC pH
(°C) (mg/L) (100 puS/cm)

day A B C D A B C D A B C D

4 26 6.01 6.09 6.26 6.37 362.0 353.0 379.0 364.0 7.77 7.78 7.73 7.77
11 22 6.56 6.96 6.96 6.58 391.0 2780 306.0 306.0 7.73 8.02 8.03 8.06
13 24 6.17 6.10 6.13 6.32 339.0 286.0 3320 308.0 8.14 8.11 8.16 8.22
18 25 5.86 6.19 6.17 6.22 308.0 270.0 318.0 343.0 8.18 8.21 8.25 8.22
34 25 6.65 6.05 5.87 6.46 3320 2220 2910 3120 8.25 8.10 8.07 8.05
39 26 6.50 6.16 5.67 6.04 336.0 205.0 290.0 308.0 8.03 8.16 8.27 8.24
47 26 6.50 6.08 6.07 6.04 335.0 2040 258.0 303.0 8.04 8.15 8.06 8.23
54 24 6.43 6.65 6.28 6.84 323.0 208.0 2740  309.0 8.07 8.23 8.15 8.14
60 22 6.56 6.61 5.89 6.61 3120 219.0 253.0 330.0 8.17 8.29 8.24 8.24
67 22 6.69 6.86 6.69 6.60 319.0 200.0 253.0 323.0 8.29 8.35 8.20 8.22

75 24 6.95 5.85 6.43 6.97 310.0 222.0 259.0 328.0 8.26 8.39 8.15 8.11
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P REFZEMRS LR

% 5-12 ~ HRIEH,

LA R AR R

FREETS AP L AT - B RERBEBIEL BPER

s Mg

cr = s0,% DOM Fe ion
(1000 mg/L) (mg/L) (100 mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
day A B C D A B C D A B C D A B C D A B C D

4 18.0 17.8 18.0 17.7 ND ND ND ND 25.0 24.0 22.0 21.0 - - - - 0.42 0.33 0.30 0.32
11 16.3 16.3 17.0 17.0 ND ND ND ND 28.0 26.0 21.0 24.0 53.7 62.5 51.3 49.4 0.37 0.43 0.36 0.36
13 18.7 17.8 18.6 18.1 ND ND ND ND 30.0 25.0 27.0 27.0 311 10.1 7.1 22.9 0.37 0.17 0.22 0.20
18 18.4 17.7 17.8 17.8 ND ND ND ND 20.0 13.0 18.0 18.0 40.3 6.1 0.9 8.5 0.4 0.07 0.39 0.29
24 17.6 16.8 17.4 17.9 ND ND ND ND 17.0 11.0 16.0 18.0 - - - - 0.33 0.07 0.14 0.44
34 17.2 17.4 17.5 18.7 ND ND ND ND 19.0 9.0 14.0 15.0 47.8 6.4 8.7 8.0 0.50 0.03 0.08 0.57
39 17.1 17.3 185 18.9 ND ND ND ND 17.0 6.0 13.0 16.0 27.0 144 124 9.8 0.60 0.02 0.04 0.44
47 17.1 15.9 15.9 16.2 ND ND ND ND 19.0 7.0 11.0 13.0 13.0 10.0 6.4 9.4 0.28 0.09 0.04 0.46
54 18.1 17.3 17.8 18.3 ND ND ND ND 18.0 8.0 13.0 16.0 15.0 13.8 13.0 16.0 0.14 0.04 0.04 0.10
60 16.3 16.0 15.5 15.8 ND ND ND ND 15.0 7.0 12.0 15.0 38.0 9.6 9.7 61.1 0.56 0.05 0.05 0.75
67 16.7 14.3 14.8 16.4 ND ND ND ND 16.0 7.0 11.0 16.0 134 11.6 8.1 35.8 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.05
75 18.8 17.3 17.3 18.2 ND ND ND ND 16.0 4.0 10.0 15.0 9.9 11.2 5.5 21.7 0.07 0.04 0.05 0.05
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Z 5-13-8EFB ACAFETISAPF28K2 7 AAER

Total Hg MeHg
(ng/L) (ng'L)
day A B C D A B C D
3 260.18 197.40 27470 292.78 - - - -
4 260.27 240.68 256.61 254.13 28.75 28.93 41.88 43.17
11 317.94 289.08 298.13 355.17 3.82 6.90 7.31 7.41
13 303.84 216.38 156.28 159.63 6.18 6.26 5.16 3.51
18 234 41 58.22 64.95 48.62 7.60 5.27 4.93 3.46
24 185.77 110.69 38.59 50.02 10.28 11.39 2.13 3.23
34 415.65 17936 130.88 237.75 13.32 14.79 16.47 23.12
39 320.25 116.10 157.50 34830 15.02 3.62 5.30 5.49
47 205.86 3622 13411 300.00 11.36 1.41 0.41 10.33
54 198.43 27.32 46.11  206.32 431 0.08 0.39 6.45
60 809.77 42 33 9290 44555 5497 8.00 1630 113.31
67 184 .83 44 .06 10.62 387.01 12.72 3.21 2.04 10.30
75 223 .46 9.35 20.11  157.56 14.09 1.05 3.75 18.22
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PREFZFERFLRFZASLARE I BED REE NS LT BHF

AETHEFEEREZHEH A Il RERFZELE T R
EiE - o Fp s B R G BN N B REER AL AT Y 8T -
' Pz 2371 - 2ALRT FR(LE T 4-6)0

TSR R 0 FIPL R SRPIEAR P K R T kAP
4o 5-18 #7o o AT 2 BT A A T EER 2 KL mid T
T oAk i PPoKHE ¢ 0 i x PP KT,
30 AF R F D R R wHGR R R AR
@?ﬁwsﬁ%iﬁw&*?%ﬁ%iﬁvﬁmwzﬁﬁﬁ%¥%ﬁf%B~
C-2DHEM - LHMALEEEE 2 wRIFHRMK TR 5-19 #757 © A 1]
ERER P LG RG22 AR IBCAAHFG BRI 2GR
TR SR A A 2 0 BEom bentonite ¥ kaolin 3 {4 R F A AR M2 T oA H
P X i kaolin { & @ DY 2 £ KRR GRG0 827 montmorillonite ¥ ip £
L2 fEE .

Bl S-18~ IR B % o B & (7 ) (day 1~75)2 F4E ¢ Pﬁ(P)u& TR E
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B (7)) *day 70 4pE

Bl S-19H2TR 8 ik (TR 2Z LB - H P R T THRASZAE S ASB-
C> %2 D> 4 % 4 control 2 ~AC +bentonite~ AC + kaolin 2 AC + Montmorillonitee
(** day 70 % 4p %)

542 Nk it BB F]+

BRERE CRTRRIFE(ZE-BF TER 2 pH fﬁ)’abﬁ FRIE
®hed 5-11 2 B 520 27 7 HF 2 8 (B 5-20 = F ) 25°C 2 A #41> "ﬁ%
1 day 10 722 day60—70 F|§ fF F1 & F £ T 5 H i . FETL 25+1°Co
2ok 5 (B 520+ H)F T8 HF 60702/ c AT ARG KA
k¥ 2% Bkp ik~ PP AR ILE /'L’J\ﬁ/ﬁi’f RPFig S ek o
ok TEA(R 520 =7 ) e RER ¥ A 4w (day 1-11)% 30000—
40000 puS/cm> ¢t 7 8 B vE M3t E -k 0 50000 uS/cm’ F Rt a2 L i‘\' ST e
ek AR 2R HFROKR ER S 21500 uS/em KN ERIR B kY 2 4
Ko R R RV i RIFFCE S 2 BIEAFEATREFMR E (8 (day 1)
B # ¢ i’z%ﬁ-}i‘f kL B ¥ > 4 day 30 15 adE mq 20000 uS/cm ; C 4 @ 7 #
BT 2 feday4S (8 %) % 26000 pS/cm s D ) B 2 F 2% ¢ HP (day 30— 50)®
T % 3 31000 uS/cm v 2 & ¥ 3 &2 A H control #Ez”f CARPIEERY 8
33000 uS/cm T " I 31000 uS/cme b 3R A 23 HR-Te 2 (8 cp L @ Hody - & 3
%o pH (B 520 - 7) 6 > Bl fER 8.0—83 2 » B¢ B4 ¥k
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150
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L] 10 iz 30 40 50 =) 7o &0 =] 0 m 30 40 50 - 1] T &
Operation §me {days) Operaion §me {days)

B 520 BB AR THOIRE K ETH(Z )2 kB35 ()4 k78
B(=T)% pH E(+ ™ )% i

BRSSO A B ERAPM R (5 AT AT R P
ZOWARI R G )Y L& % oplE o %I‘”%{r’z\» 5-12 % @) 5-21 - H ¥ = [R5y

5 ﬁ;@ﬁ%]’ﬁ TEHN TP AEIFTE AT R F R AT 2%
Bopdd o g doRfR A2 - ALY f»fvt?—a i% 1§ 4% 2(0.05 mg/L) - &3 = %
A T Ak R A aM)SFA TS g 4ok A58 B-HgSw 3 F Mo f B
A 2 jn i (Morel et al. 1998) » FJpt » & kA F i BAEBE &2 L { A K
RSN R R LS EUE‘H@EM% FBPALEG o o A
ARG BB ERY WRET R W) FI G AR kL AR R
A A 2 = Fi(Kasten and J@rgensen 2000) -

GAETRE kA 2§ AT (B 5-21 2 b ) A &I T 16000— 19000 me/L
Z BT S HE BN ROK Y £ 3T R R (14900 mg/L)ET RIS
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s 2 4 kg 2> 2
+ .—lr kS % 5 -‘;? ® @[H’;
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ZoRPIMAZ FBARRpIREAKE D IR LZ2FEELERERE T HE T
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35 0.8 -~
*
A
— 30 it
d .. I.
= i
£ -~ 06 o !
8 2 _-&. /.\// \\ I? 1
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5] i \ il
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w LY A
il
¥ v "E.\ * i y
e . |
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Operation time (days)
20 70
v
= 80 - ¢
oh 4 [
2 18 5 4 N\
=) o Y
S EX® % Q Iy
= 16 § b \ Iy
5 gaf | \ o
E 3 I]ll / \ AN -
= K A ~
@ s 30 [ 1 R .
g 149 5 Eiy b\ -'Jl \ *
8 s *
3 — o Afcontml) £ 201 ';\ N\ [ "\
S i v B (AC+ bentonite) = Y N \
= 2 ——48-—- C(AC+kaolin) [ /.E\__ . “‘”‘f\ _‘;}“-aﬁx
© ——4-—-- D [AC+montmorilonite} 10 E * ,.;4’“‘ “‘T_E_.-/ By ¥
v e
10 T T T T T T T 0 L. - - - - -
0 10 20 30 40 50 &0 70 8o 0 10 20 30 40 50 80 70 80

Operation ime (days)
Bl 521 ~ 87 B kS (FH B R FiE ¢
WR(+ TR
B RZ 2 x% > A & day 54 2

EEREN % day 18—31

A d T B

,—

v
T =

LORFERE T A (W 521 2
Bk eh 750 mg/L > KR 354 FRfL @

B THigR &% > CHe DHzrp
F S X FCRHE(F =08 200mL)iE S R pL A
/}E)iﬁu‘&“ri( o H-% }\F’ﬁg‘ﬁ 2 I A %.f:{(]%‘] 5-20

e

FEMRTEZARY O H RTF]V N G
Mf »om AT B2 RORELER B

TR §HE RS F 2 AR

ﬁ*aLm%EPW$?ﬂ’“hm%%m

Frpa A BIERRATE o g3 T

2_ V3 F

3+ R 4 5L 4 2 (Gebhardt et al. 1974; Constantino et al. 2017)

% 7~ & 77 bentonite /& * kaoline 2 montmorillonite { & 7
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Operation time (days)

Bafgps () a1 mpER(=

ik 1 iE SR
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ek d RHAAZFE
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X e

DR SR -3 ¥ IR Sy
WRILZFABANELRE A
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VUL R E RS R RR R  fE ER  SRTREL K S i AT

bentonite = AL fa B A3 Ay ¢ A ARSE > L s H S 4F (sorption) #4] F a
525 & AL BAF & $ 44 bentonite #x Fi 2 #EL #x ¥ (Bachmaf et al. 2008) - %
& 22 bentonite f¢ = 2:1 3|32 #H4~ > montmorillonite #3215 & 5 % F 3+ 2 4%
#c * (Papke, 1970)- ie & ** montmorillonite » ¥+-k 4 2 3 % & 4F 5 4 (Norrish,

1954) » Tt ¥ e A, 22 B E A 7 fE ls\'ﬁﬁ‘& n(’wiﬁﬂ?\*dwﬁ
montmorillonite & # ¥ % m%f ;3—45'5( e Rk - R(B 5-19 £ ) o
montmorillonite # % BHF § T 5 2 (Norrlsh 1954) » F]} ¥ *:“l‘;%g}ﬁ* mﬁﬁ‘&

12¥ A ﬁ&i’ BRFFRL A o

okd 2 A (F521 + D RFERET N2 03-04mg/L > * i
Bk R ALHRR (BRI 0.05 mg/L) > BE A ABAES L B AR VAL
LedBE PRI RE-GEMREE OBRECH TR Y BIFL0.05

—0.1lmgL 2 M ER >m AEDR7TRELETFS BHPEIHEL 238 ¥ -
2L# day 34—39 @ % = B f day 60 ° R F] A AF7 7 fday 18—31 FFK 3t

LR AR RN RA ST NS 2B wﬁwzylw&mym—n
2 ¢ HE) B BN AL € BB 2 LAt e ¥ 54 X kP
AR AR B A R ARk ik S I 2 AL H (B 521 3t day 54 2 A ¢
Bi) o s g PRI ST LR IR ET BRE CHZIIFHS
o F PR A A S 2 L k4T 0 @ D H 90 montmorillonite ¥ >t % F A 3 £ 1A
#FA A BB LAt S B Hdpip oo

5=

FooR ¥ B WAL(R 5-21 + T )B4 B 4piT 0 W & day 34—39 fr day
60 57 & B 40—-60mg/L - 2 B~CA i~ % af sl I Ay MG By
10 mg/L > #* #c (e 22 -k 4pi7(10.0 mg/L) » 44§ 8 B 483+ 7 o 2 i D H)
FxF eday34—-39 FIi K] AT G Sy BRAEZ A RFIVR LR E
B AR R E R & AR S BB K B E T R S R
v T (Cho etal. 2007 ; Choetal. 2009 ; Cornelissen etal. 2012 ; Ghosh
et al. 2011) = ¥ ¢t kaolin % monmorillonite ~ A 3F H & § =¥ 4 4 2
(Baham and Sposito, 1994) - Bentonite |7 $& % 38 H 356 2 fﬂ?(modlﬂed) fS £t
J AL A 4 (Alther, 1995 5 Zhu et al. 1998) o gt #b > IR & 5P 2 3
WA B K2 ff\%i(#”f PEIFW PR H 2 FR) 0 MR WF‘ o oe Ak Sidk 1T )
@t se g a0 > 2 AU B2 HIMTT 5 B F LR L K -

W KR RS AR B AR B A 4T B % ho B 522 ¥ o Aok
THRLRBEALFAG AN M AMB A Y TR TRALR

2REH (B S22 1) Frt B 7 ) A2 A B T AR
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PR IES BT 2 B A R o F] R A B R K (] 522 ¢ ) o A
WA B G R AR RS E G IR R 2 R EERE
B T A OO EPs i e e o )t EERE Y o B L (B 5-22 T) o AH R £
Bl Fendp BT HR R A R EE

450
400
o
o
L
—~ 350
£ R? =0.5950 o
b y = 5.8205x + 203.4709
=1
8 300 ¢ .
z Ve
0
W 250
v o A
v v +bentonite
200 v @  C(AC+kaolin)
& D (AC+montmoarillonite)
150 . r -
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Sulfate concentration (100 mg/L)
0.7
0.6 o
*
% 05 o
. * o0
& 044 o
2
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.aE: 03 ©
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o 02 s
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70
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5
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PHREEERFAAF AL AR NN BB LR TR

543 BFHBEFEHL KA NPk 2 REARGEZ B

Rk d 2§ BRI R A 2 K R R/ AR e
A AWAEHEST LA ELRT 0 HEBR AT REFEREO0-2 24)2
ORP 4B 5-23 #7710 o I3 4 v v B H W HE & KL ORP fday | ¥ 4%:iT
150mV 0 6 B ERE Mo $o4 F et -150— -300mV) o fiE it E A s
Seis 0 % day 54 2 day 75 31T F B~ C A 2 ORP ¥ % 1 4260 mV & i
PROEAFERER LG BRI AL 20k o RS B
i 4% 3% ¥(Johnson et al. 2010) - @ & D # ORP /it A # 2 BC #2 &+
montmorillonite & 3 % # »<% £ £ T 42 /& % 4v bentonite * kaolin > 4 % % 4 &7

AR K - R o

0
< 50 A
E
o
T 100 -
5
[}
Q.
c
S 150 - — L
Q
-
'U I
Q
c -200 -
2
3 1 A (control)
P | | IEEE B (AC+ bentonite)
O -250 7| ¢ (AC+kaolin)
I D (AC+montmorillonite)
-300 | . .

1 54 75
Operation time (days)
@5_23 ‘%‘é]:%\ /J ““#ﬁlfﬁpﬁaix}é]}%/ﬁ(o 22 Ao\)7 33 jL ‘%}E{y HJI\",%.TL

BIEE i k2 %A (THg)% 7 A& (MeHg)% (- 4B 5-24 % £ 5-13 #7
7 o THe BB B X+ 9 & 200—300 ng/L EP@%?JEPKL THg ik & (1436.9
ng/L)» WG F i 5% R-K2Z BB LA AGE I8 X B A @204 kit
3 ;;;F‘ ¢ E\‘.c;.;xﬁvt?;?&;ﬁgg,:}:ﬂ | S hg%.«;ﬁ #R J\gﬁa - ,% %\(Hg%)w};? F ,% x
(Hg) & 473 + § ® a3F 575 ¢ % 438 ¥ (Krabbenhoft and Sunderland 2013 ;
-

Z
5
Zhangetal. 2014) - @ AR R ¥ it d RF 2 # 5 f#3 7 :B R L (Ben-Bassat and
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Mayor 1978 ; Barkay et al. 2003) » 2 7 8 % L4R3EF FARILEZ F v 2 = 5 7
+ %= «? & (Bone et al. 2014; Jlang et al. 2015) o iTdp T 7 » 2 Mim i
AR ‘iﬁ“imﬂf-;}f T* 2 @ﬁs?] £% 4 p R RERY 7 oo i B 42 & 4 (Rudd
etal. 2018) - MeHg B/ % 24 (dayd)F ® & B¥ s RFl 5 BT & densl x

BRI A K2 R;&m%%"%iﬁﬂ

o
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Operation time (days)
Bl 5-24 ~ TR 5 AP TR B AORRA()MNE LRT AR )VERRE T &
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kgt 4 -k? THg 2 MeHg 17 » 5 = BIA B FHT o % -
SR E S (day 13—18) 5 - 284 5 & day 18—31 AT R ik 15 -
i B F R day 34—54 A F 475 12 day 54 RF HiRid = &R ddt

IS HP o

% F 4~ ¥ (dayl3 —18) %t THg 2 MeHg 2 #r4l2c% F 7 I o FHBREH
FL AT THg 3RS APk o LR L E (106 EHH)F T TG FIR
RE Fon }\ Bk AP E R THE 3 41 e »c % 24 (Tingetal. 2018)>
Flot v e arE LR E A THg 2 'pock 7 it d BRas e FARD R g
Pk o MeHg bF AT AFIZELREAD FEF T P R A RE
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