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Table 1  Physico-chemical properties of the soil
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Table 2 Experimental conditions

EX TH/g 1% 7/ ml Cu/mmol +17! DOC/mg C+17* MiemH
| 0,3,6,9,12,15 50 0 0 DOC

2 0,3,6.9,12.15 50 0.5 0 DpocC, & Co
3 5 50 0,0.1,0.2,0.4,0.8,1.5 ] DOC, & Cu
4 5 50 0,0.1,0.2,0.4.0.8,1.5 4 DOC, & Cu
5 5 50 0.5 0,1.6,3.2,4.8,6.4,8.0 DOC, & Cu
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INTERACTION OF WSOC AND CU IN SOIL
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ABSTRACT

Adsorption of copper and WSOC by soil was influenced by addition of copper or DOC. The
sorption bhalance of WSOC was obviously changed following copper addition, especially when the
concentration of copper was below 0.8 mmol*1~'Cu. With adding 0.5 mmol*17'Cu, the content of
WSOC decreased from 0.27 mgC-g™' to 0.047 mgC-g~", and the adsorption coefficient reduced
from 6.6 x 10" * 1-g 7" 10 3.3x107* 1 g™ ', The addition of different content of DOC would not
affect the sorption of copper by soil.
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