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Table 1. Physico-chemical properties of the soils

Extractable Bases

o ou CEC temol(+)/ke) (mmrséz/cm) (NI—?iAc) ot
4
1:5 %) (cmol( +)/k (%)
(1) () @) e o e o
Ansan 683 1322 202 194 1803 412 276 3995 1329 89.26
Kunlsan 765 1294 194 271 1207 223 302 1258 1032 6222
K””:a” 710 2227 120 030 033 446 092 146 50.1 275
K
“”353” 546 089 58 045 094 208 116 233 7938 1621
Dukso  7.07 0663 180 042 039 609 053 213 43 217
Extra. Heavy Metal Total Heavy Metal Particle size distribution
Content(ppm) Content(ppm) (%) Textural
Class
cd Pb Cu cd Pb Cu Clay  Sit  Sand
Ansan 0021 1940 14602 0039 4301 21330 20 40 40  Loam
Hunsan 002 1245 1259 0016 2574 1269 16 14 Sy
1 loam
Kunsan 0033 0410 4255 0105 2364 5229 1 21 gg ondy
2 loam
K“”;an 0006 0150 1136 0020 2688 1611 12 4 8  Sand
o Sandy
Dukso 0001 0262 0049 0007 1245 1768 16 2% 58
loam
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Table 2. Effect of salt removal on the chemical properties of Ansan Soil

Ansan(50)2 Ansan(100)°

pH 6.70(-0.13) 6.18(-0.65)
OM(%) 1.316(-0.006) 1.312(-0.010)

K 1.45(-0.49) 1.24(-0.70)

Extractable Bases Na 14.90(-3.13) 6.46(-11.57)
(cmol(+)/kg) Ca 1.81(-2.31) 1.73(-2.39)
Mg 3.82(-0.07) 2.76(-1.13)

E.C(mmhos/cm) 13.72(-26.23) 2.20(-37.75)
B.S(NHiOAc,%) 66.77(-23.34) 4214(-4794)
ESP (%) 45.43(-15.07) 20.31(-40.19)
Cd 0.019(-0.002 0.009(-0.012

Extractable Heavymetal ( ) ¢ )
Pb 0.548(-1.392) 0.540(-1.400)

Content(ppm)

Cu 10.843(-3.759) 1.620(-12.982)

(): difference for Ansan soil
#50% desalted soil compared with Ansan soil
100% desalted soil compared with Ansan soil

A 45}4 A 54 FE5Y ¥ wol I
T2 438 5 Ao *J2§°946uzw‘a}°ak
2 89, 3] FP] BIg 23 g HLg AFA
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Table 3. Changes in Cd adsorption rate with shaking time in soils

(unit: mg/L)
- Ansan Ansan(50) Ansan(100) Kunsan 1 Kunsan 2 Kunsan 3 Dukso
Treated Concentration

Time

(hr) 40 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40 80
1 36.24 7046 38.91 76.70 39.96 7961 39.94 79.81 39.95 79.19 36.25 68.78 39.99 79.89
2 36.29 70.14 38.90 76.89 39.96 79.58 398 7981 39.96 79.29 3561 67.60 40,00 7994
3 36.06 70.82 39.96 7719 39.94 79.65 3991 7981 39.96 7940 36.12 67.25 40,00 7994
4 36.30 70.64 3893 7711 39.93 79.62 3991 7981 39.96 79.39 3772 67.00 39.99 79.95
5 36.48 70.27 3897 7723 3991 woug 3991 79.82 39.97 79.36 36.39 67.02 39.99 79.95
6 36.65 70.45 39.08 7715 39.89 79.66 39.85 7981 39.99 79.33 36.54 67.73 39.99 7996
7 36.70 7057 39.03 7733 39.94 7961 39.86 79.75 39.99 79.55 36.59 67.44 3997 7993
8 36.52 70.65 38.98 76.84 39.85 79,66 39.84 79.86 39.99 7947 36.45 67.50 39.99 7995
9 36.81 71.11 39.15 76.97 39.97 7961 39.83 79.73 39.99 7967 36.66 66.93 40,00 79.96
10 36.44 0.63 39.10 7718 3997 79.69 39.90 79.84 40.00 79.53 36.39 68.28 39.99 79.95
11 36.46 70.63 39,07 7722 39.89 79.64 39.95 79.82 39.99 7961 36.78 67.02 39.99 7993
12 36.78 71.13 39,03 77.40 3991 79.59 39.94 7983 40.00 79.54 36.60 71.71 3999 7995
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Table 4. Changes in Pb adsorption rate with shaking time in soils

(unit: mg/L)
S Ansan Ansan(50) Ansan(100) Kunsan 1 Kunsan 2 Kunsan 3 Dukso
Treated Concentration

Time

(hr) 10 20 10 20 10 20 10 20 10 20 10 20 10 20
1 9.99 19.98 10.00 19.98 10.00 19.96 9.98 19.95 997 19.89 9.98 19.90 9.99 19.99
2 999 1998 10.00 19.99 999 1999 9.99 19.96 9.999 19.88 999 1995 999 20.00
3 9.99 1997 10.00 19.97 10.00 19.98 998 19.95 9.98 19.87 9.99 19.95 10.00 19.98
4 9.98 1997 9.99 19.98 9.99 19.99 10.00 1994 9.98 19.88 999 1992 10.00 1998
5 999 1996 10.00 1998 9.99 19.99 9.99 19.98 993 19.80 997 1991 999 19.99
6 9.96 19.97 9.99 19.98 9.99 19.99 997 1994 997 19.90 997 1993 997 19.98
7 9.97 19.94 10.00 19.96 9.99 19.99 9.99 19.95 9.96 19.89 9.98 19.94 9.98 20.00
8 9.95 1997 10.00 19.96 10.00 1999 9.96 19.93 9.98 19.86 9.99 19.88 9.99 19.99
9 9.99 19.94 10.00 19.96 10.00 19.98 9.98 19.90 9.96 19.88 9.99 19.90 9.99 20.00
10 9.99 19.95 10.00 19.96 9.99 1999 9.97 1997 9.96 19.83 9.99 19.89 10.00 20.00
11 997 19.96 10.00 19.95 9.99 19.99 997 19.90 994 19.74 9.99 1992 10.00 20,00
12 9.96 19.95 10.00 1997 9.99 19.99 9.98 19.92 9.95 19.86 9.99 19.87 10.00 19.98




244 - KilzRE (H78 1999)

Table 5. Changes in Cu adsorption rate with shaking time in soils

(unit: mg/L)
S Ansan Ansan(50) Ansan(100) Kunsan 1 Kunsan 2 Kunsan 3 Dukso
Treated Concentration

Time

(hr) 50 100 50 100 50 100 50 100 50 100 50 100 50 100
1 4979 99.14 4979 99.59 49.88 9986 4992 9941 4987 99.82 4547 8391 4991 99.91
2 4980 99.15 49778 99.64 4988 99.90 4992 99.35 4993 99.78 46.77 85.17 49.89 99.92
3 49.78 99.05 4979 99.50 4990 9991 4992 99.37 4992 99.86 46.32 86.73 4993 99.94
4 4978 99.25 4976 9963 4989 99.87 4992 99.33 4994 99.88 4576 84.45 4993 99.93
5 4974 99.38 4978 99.70 49.87 9989 4991 99.39 4994 9991 46.82 87.34 4993 99.93
6 49.78 99.54 4983 99.58 4991 99.90 4991 99.33 4992 99.90 46.59 85.56 4993 99.93
7 49.73 99.34 4977 99.55 4991 99.87 4991 99.32 49.96 99.89 46.46 85.36 49.93 99.93
8 49.78 99.31 4980 99.678 49387 99.88 4991 99.26 4994 99.90 4647 87.54 4993 99.94
9 4974 99.40 49383 99,50 49.90 9987 4990 99.33 4992 9991 4794 86.50 4993 99.92
10 4972 99.31 4979 99,54 49.87 99.92 4991 99.09 4994 9991 47.00 91.63 4993 99.93
11 4970 99.46 4981 99.60 49.89 9993 4991 99,08 4994 99.88 46.90 88.03 4993 99.93
12 49.79 99.32 49.83 99.49 4992 99.92 4991 99.21 4994 9992 47.06 86.74 49.92 99.92
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Table 6. The constant of Freundlich isotherm equation for the adsorption of cadmium on soil samples.

Regression equation R? Kk 1/n

Ansan Y = 0666 X - 1,149 0.982%** 0.052 0.723
Kunsan 1 Y = 0407 X - 0.206 0.915%** 1.907 0,942
Kunsan 2 Y = 0308 X - 0544 0.951%** 0.321 0.461
Kunsan 3 Y = 0468 X - 1.070 0.979%%* 0.067 0.602
Dukso Y = 0398 X - 0207 0.901%** 1.389 1.041

*¥%: Significant at the P = 0,001 level

Table 7. The constant of Freundlich isotherm equation for the adsorption of lead on soil samples.

Regression equation R? k 1/n

Ansan Y = 0838 X + 0276 0.840%** 4488 1.333
Kunsan 1 Y = 1066 X + 0556 0.815%** 2.409 0.884
Kunsan 2 Y = 0320 X + 0224 0.609%** 13.243 1.034
Kunsan 3 Y = 0367 X - 0085 0.893*** 1.254 0612
Dukso Y = 0968 X + 1.003 0.872%** 21.622 0973

*#%: Significant at the P = 0001 level

Table 8. The constant of Freundlich isotherm equation for the adsorption of copper on soil samples.

Regression equation R? k 1/n

Ansan Y = 0430 X - 0474 0.959%** 0.332 0474
Kunsan 1 Y = 0472 X - 0178 0.561%** 1.939 3.300
Kunsan 2 Y = 0316 X - 0.266 0.914%** 0.579 0.380
Kunsan 3 Y = 0364 X - 0.760 0.976™** 0.168 0.390
Dukso Y = 0698 X + 0523 0.854%%* 16.854 1.255

*#% . Significant at the P = 0,001 level

Table 9. Langmuir coefficients of Cadmium on the soil samples.

Simple
slope(1/b) Intercept (1/bk) cortelation b(mg/g) k(ppm™)
coefficient
Ansan 0.013 0.847 0.976%** 80 0.015
Kunsan 1 0.007 0,028 0.994*** 135.135 0.268
Kunsan 2 0.016 0.090 0.996%** 62112 0179
Kunsan 3 0.017 0.324 0.979%** 58.140 0.021
Dukso 0.007 0.031 0.986%** 135.135 0.241

*%: Significant at the P = 0,001 level



Table 10. Langmuir coefficients of Lead on the soil samples.

Simple
slope(1/b) Intercept(1/bk) correlation b(mg/g) k(ppm™)
coefficient
Ansan 0.002 0012 0.085ns 625 0.137
Kunsan 1 -0.007 0,011 0.103ns -149.254 -0.632
Kunsan 2 0.005 0.005 0.999%** 208.333 1.067
Kunsan 3 0.005 0.036 0.988%** 192,308 0,147
Dukso 0.001 0.001 0.020ns 769.231 1.300
**%: Significant at the P = 0,001 level
ns: Not significant
Table 11. Langmuir coefficients of Copper on the soil samples.
Simple
slope(1/b) Intercept (1/bk) correlation b(mg/g) k(ppm™)
coefficient
Ansan 0.008 0.137 0.971%** 119.048 0.061
Kunsan 1 0.007 0.036 0.957*** 149.254 0.189
Kunsan 2 0.010 0.084 0.988*** 105.263 0.113
Kunsan 3 0.016 0.592 0.983%** 61.728 0.027
Dukso 0.005 0.003 0.842%** 200.000 1.724
**%: Significant at the P = 0,001 level
k: EFol thgt FF&] AfeyA el A== 2) Pb

3T
#19] Langmur 5253 4H4 S F¥ 5ol dE
13440122 F& HYPA Y LAEE CE xFLE
A8y JYFTE FAFLE UF C/x/me yFL
2 #H3lod Langmuird] S ZHE ZHRES] 7]€7)
(/b)) #3821 955 et T35 HWIH

F2 AltsTh

1) Cd

Cde] 7zt E¥ol| thdt Langmuird 3 AFE +3
A= Table 994 Zth Langmuird]®] 71€719] o<
ol AT sMe FAH 1) Ha ) )+
A2y A3 B AR e FE4 TR
AelA9 Cd T2 £A19 vt

Pbe] 7} Bl W@t Langmuirdl# AFE 73
A= Table 103+ 2t} Langmuirdl 8] 71€719 4
9 A EFRFY FAE 94 ) A ) FA2)
T4 3) 241 EYY £ME YEY PbY FEd
FHAY A da g2A deged f94 4
ARE QPEY A1 EY HAEYY Z5
FoA9] QIANOEZ PbE Langmur 52534
Aole 2 HLHA dv A2Z Yeiyth

oX rir ofN

3) Cu

Cu®l 7z Eckol| tha Langmuir 5252243}
A4S +8 A= Table 113 294t Langmuird]
9 71€719 9 HUFAFLE g4 ) A1)
QFAF ) FAF 2 ) #AF 3 B M E HY Cde A
o} vEA vegted, o4 454% EE E



252 - KIlz#E (K78 1999)

O

kol A 214 $E Langmur 5%
ART)S

qo @4

7 4] o]
o)At} 7+o] Freundlich

>

Moo

u}x%);] 3} Langmuir

mld'
_1,,

oA Ao oA 7-} oo that ST
o AZe Az Cd, Cudl ASLE F Ao 2 A
Hou Pbe Z$+ Freundich % 233} ubg Ao
N g & Aeggth olE Ppel A% EFS HUE

4%iqbﬂﬂ44h5m4+vq5a%9ma
© Qo 47t

N. ZE

YA 2 AHEY dE FAEY WHAZ AR
Aol obate] 7hH A ESE 2|3 WPA Y o
HIE kO 2 A wi kS F A&t Cd, Pb, Cudll W
¢ AN eH, B 97E
wu x}ol— *}6}71 93t

%‘%é?oﬂ o gt j—’—‘}’éﬁ° A g @»Jr M A Bk
o AL pHE 24 Roln HES Fado] wlwH
A Uehd ute 7k 2, A7IAER, d71EE
2 234 Na%7} if$ B2 A2 ekt
Eokz & Al 1417 ool 95%0°14
o] Ecke] TR @71 E3E BE FEE
=g zAR A% FHYo] WolAe FIE
5 ‘57]£§}E7} & A% FEE FHF
oz Yt 7HHAE PAR AHF el
Xﬂ‘ﬁ«] F2& AA A4S F A2 A4Enh
Zz2&0 =xd Azl ojstd 7 E°h4 o5
Ta=ge ZAE 43k FF4 FATES 9U1E
3, oFo]® $&3, pH HEFF 4%—5}5“: 7
° 2 ekt
7} Eoke] ¥ Cd, Pb, Cudl T334
Freundich S22 443 Langmur §2§%
A4S 7% A3 Freundich 5224 4ol= Pb
Cu Cd RE ZF%o] & F45U Y Langmur &
ez A Aol Cy CdTtel A48 & AT

[ed

mE
I T El°¥

b

JIE'.

>

o o

10.

11.

13.

14.

CHod, w1990,

. AFE, 7‘3375—:1 1969,

298 9], 1991, mﬂic’k%

#u2d

YA AEA 93
Pb(ll) 2 Cu(ll)e FTHAEA #&d A+,
ratort) 374 et Fi=E 4, 11t ppd5-H4.

AR, AT, ZAF, oUE, A4, v,

ARA, 108, "HF = EG P AN F 2FE
(Cd, Cu, Zn, Pb)o] AAZz| ol A3 ZAA
7 PEENSA EAA AR, 240 ppSl-
60.

=949, 1988, TEUSISHEA,
CaAgEn #7129 TAE, 199, Y

PA A ARAIA 2ol FF Ay p35k

oK, 1900, 98 U B4R S4B 2EAE

ol ostatd AW st A A7, R
theta whARSHS=E,y, ploL.
A Agel 23 A
A, ()", "saaerled sAAd 7L
.5, PP2029-2034, pp2084-2089.
ARE, 191, HEES EF FF R ZAA
ool mAE EF AFAS B AR
L AARHIERS, pS3.
FEAL 334,
2 dde] e
TagEA 47

;H/g-/s;} 7404)\-] 7&, 1974,
Eoksisty AAds ZAY,
Ay, pp391-398.

&7, 1981, “FATHAT &
&, raatssiety) oAl 7l
g 3hetsl, pl2d.

o= ATS 1970, "FUA qAd #E A
T, TEEAEY FANERTEL, ¥

g3 35
'd (Symposium) g,

pp.1803-1809.

CAAS, g, 1977, PEAAETA ABETA

QY H A, 16: pp.393-402.
871%, 1983, AW FAT,
A FH Ay, ppd7-107.
A 1992, “Z7] £33yl 9§ 2] A
g7 1249 Ao #F AF-HAE WHH
A 252 FAOE", EAHWSL At

EREEET



15.
16.

17,

18.

19.

20.

21.

8H9] =1y, pl4

A, 19%, TE7U A,

Eliott, H. A, Liberati M. R. and Huang, C. P,
1986, “Competitive adsorption of heavy metals
by soils’, J. Environ, Qual,, 15(3): pp.214-219.
Evans, L. J, 1989, "Chemistry of metal retention
by soil’, Environ. Sci. Technol, 23(9): pp.1046-
1056.

Jackson, M. L. 1958, Soil chemical analysis.
Prentice Hall, Inc. N. J. p402,

Jones, J. B. Jr. and Issac, R. A. 1969,
“Comparative elemental analysis of plant tissue
by spack emission and atomic absorption
spectroscopy”, Agronomy J., 61: pp.393-399,
Robert, D. Harter, 1983, "Effect of sol pH on
adsorption of lead, copper, zinc, and, nickel’, Soil
Sci. Soc. Am. J, 47 ppA47-51.

Shuman, L. K, 1977, “Adsorption of Zn by Fe
and Al hydrous oxides and influenced by aging
and pH", Sail Sci. Soc. Am. J,, 41: pp.703-706.
Tae, K. H, 1993, Principles of Soil Chemistry,
2nd ed., Marcel Dekker Inc, N. Y, p.211.

XX £

oo
pagel

| 22|55t 8 ZA

gl =3
5:'31:1



