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2 dFes FEEo2 298 deAgd glo ARAA FIIFRARA FUEAHY FEAE FH)
71 ¢)& 71% AFEA] o]ekpeat moss) . EHE Huming #2] & ¥, FF<4 o] &(Cd(ID),Cu(ll))}<]

3¢ ZApelge) olgke 2 HE] %% peat-Humin®] ke 94%o1Abg vehyor, #x19] A
Ege odut Eof F9EA(soil humic substance)®} -AMESITE  peat-Humind} F3F4& o]
(CA(ID,Cu(il) o] &2 vk SEel] w2 F243S vgon, pH 5-604 714 & £34 A
HA&& 29rh pH 39 AHZAAAE 50%H =2 AAS-S Btk pH Soll4e] F2F3 AgZx4S
Freundlich 5-2-4oll #-g&-3tef asjH3t 23}, 7zte] FF&el 97 peat-Humin® %z}%ﬂm—e Cd(Ine]
8.07 28l3 Cu(l)7} 4.56°.2 el
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FAELL 5 - Age] o) i o] Foskhumification)et gele AshehA AL Fato] A
Elz|(peat land), ¥|B](composit pit) Sol|A] F& ko
FELE 1 o g, S S o
2 odedd oot FUEAL Bahy Fo AEow 2oy, WA AEZOL B8
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How o A
20y, -COOH, -OH, -NH,, -SH 52| tjekdt 2H87]5 714l opAdsjA a‘(polyelectrolyt) Aol o2t
A, FREAL e abshbEl(=20)9] FE40] 53 S A’ A3ehE(complexes)S HAdH, ¢
Foll EAte vlake] F34 AAe Le BAHL & el

F(Huminye F2E84 FoME Az d7e]gde] 2E pH 276A 244E v 424 F
2l Ale) sk B PRI E AAT B ohel, Bxjske] mm MAstEl EAolelA AAA {7
FAA 2 BErbsAe] B3 B weba, F98A # Humin AEY ¢4 235 53 24 5
A 2 B2 olente] FAEA e tE A7 AEA f71§EAH2A Huming] S84
A Alshe © F83 ofulE sHAlch

2 AFeE 7718 A2 olvk(peat moss) S EH-E| peat-Huming & & F, {712 &%
3 A EFH(IR)S E3 peat-Humin®] #x} 2H47] 54 3, Cd(), Cu(lDS] 2d F=
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21. DERY(peat-Humin) FZ A IR 58

2 Ao ARE™ olst AlZ% Ajrh} AF Sphagnum peat moss24 ACADIAN PEAT MOSS Ltd.o|
A Faolsted a}-2-31gich Peat moss A BE Az 2AHAAHS AR F, 16-mesh A(2.0 mm) E2}slo]
A&l A1-g3leict. Peat mossERE] peat-Huming T8 FYAHA)T ZAKFA) 2 Lipids A -2
%% - Yeole A FLLIHUHSS) FEAA el et 4 - 7] AAEE AHESte] $3st ). Peat
moss2} peat-Humin®] £x}e] 2hg7] B4 ZALE $13F H4d #384LE KBr FT-IR-620%%7]
[Bomen (MB154)]& Al-8-8}o] R 3}gir).

2.2. peat-Humin® F3& SHAY
peat-Humin& F&A o] b4, FA2)2 HYul2 w3 F7] ) 0.1 N HClellA] 24417F wb=jgh
R ARAAS ARk AAHE peat-Humin® F2AXE S8l = A2 dqled, A &=
E3) 32-meshollA] 250-mesh®] A& 8k ¢]74 ¥E(0.063 mm~0.5 mm)E 74 peat-Huming F2A
o Abg-shsict
225 Z2k23(100 mL)d) 50 ppmez AzH 7o 9 FF& £ 50 mLg ¥
peat-Humin 4743S 7keted whA1ZY pH, wistel W& FRAAAEY 4% 9 34 5= HSE &
g T2 FTAAYPS paslgich &) pHE 0.1 N NaOHe} 0.1 N HCIE ARg-3le] zAslgich &
E ZANYL 22200 dAF e ukslHa °1"’—‘°i Ak wh& vhA WbS-8-d-e 045
gm Syringe filterZ o]8-3lo] of}3}gd om, of M(filtrate)ol] &=
UARE-TE371(220/FS, Varian)g ARg-3le] FAsiqich & %%‘”‘éfé% 33) wkBslglow, fojal 2
e Bibstel vreh ek
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3.1. Peat-Huming &y =X U X8I EH

501, £89Qc!m| 1T0cm iy J640om-1 JO50 em-i
LB T T T S 1t

Peat moss2%E] &% . ¥2]§ peat-Humin, peat-HA %
peat-FA 5o ZZ o AHEZFH%)E HH, Peat
mossW| f71& FIH11.85 g)yg 7IELE ZH7 ~T6%,
~18%, ~3%=2 uJiehdth o]eigt ZAib= Peat mossd
F71€9] ¥ peat-Humine] AA|sti 9l52 Hof
F¥ RO=ZA peat moss F EEA f7E FEA
o 1 peat-Humin F2Ae] oif urt 7Hsde ¢ 5 i
o s w5°°m2§°°(m,§’° oo t}. peat-Humin A}#¢] 4715 FHE ~ 94%(LODE &
Al vebstet.
Fig. 1-& Peat moss, peat-Huming] IR A#EZ-& jepd

o RIT

Absorbance {arb. unit)

Fig. 1. FT-IR spectra of peat moss and
p~Humin
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Releh. 2 A¥, 2E "= FUEAS YA B F4 do dgsle hydroxyl(-OH)
band(3,450 cm™), polymethylenic(-CH;) band (2,890 cm’), carboxyl(-COOH) band (1,710 cm™),
aromatic(C=C) band % carboxylate(-COO) band (1,640 cm™), C-O band(1,250 cm™) o] Fax|oict.
ul2}r Peat mosse} peat-Humin ¥x}o] zH47] 718 EAL 7[EY B¢ FHIA} HAHE & &

olod
AR A

3.2. peat-Humin® Z5% SH4H 41t

3.2.1. ¥HS-A|Zbel| gt d 3

peat-Humin@} Cu(ll), Cd(IN2} ©d ZF<& £AL it g ubgx| 7 W30 ~ 1203 wE &3
5A4% A, doial AFE Fig. 20 veblisdch AFellA] B i} o] 7} FFEE S
o =% peat-Huminel] F3g-2 o 4 glok AALELS CA(INT75%)7F Cu(TXN65%) 2}t =4 epgt
o} fAjolzt vbS &mAl-g A 83le] #1413 peat-Humin®) @] g o 7t 3459 F3ek(mg)S Cd
(1) 9.7 mg/g, Cu(Il) 8.9 mg/g |t}

3.2.2. pHO| 93

peat-Humin®] 3<% F-& o)) glo] pHY A3S FARslz] $13ke] pH(2, 3, 4, 5, 6)7F HF Cd(ID),
Cu(1D® wbe) FZ£ £M(50 ppm)el peat-Humin 0.2g2 713t & ub-gA]A Aoz ZAFE Fig. 30
vehdigdel pH 291 AMdEZ A= AA Z&o] ~ 20 %dgkovd pH7E F74stHA AA fge] F
7ksled pH 5, 6914 Cd(IDe}t Cu(I)7} Z2+2t 80%%}F 70%e14be] AALES vebidch 53], pH 39
AR ZANM 50% oA AA E&S etz oled, ole A Heo FEE AAE A% F2A
22]¢] peat-Humin®] &87}54-& vhehiich

3.3.3. peat-Humin®] 52§32

peat-Huminz} Cu(Il), Cd(I)9] @Y FF4% SHE o2 F3at 25T) T3 AL Ty,
doial ZAE  Freundlich 5282 Al A-83te] ajAfsto] Fig. 4.0 vehlisich Fig 4eld &
9150] 0.977~0. 9924 ARA()E 74 DAY Freundlich plotg 98 4 slgler, A4 o
el wheArRE, Ke 38 kg 2 A3, 4 356l g peat-Humin®] F2HA (K= Cd(D)e]
8.07 18|11 Cu(ll)O] 456024, TAA7= Cd > Cud o2 Jelygrt &, Cd7b Cud vl &
S FRAE 7R, AA oz 453 g2 FEE5E FAY 5 e vk

T 10 14
—a——————8 4
I gumn—a—u—" . ®
B B . Munmeet ] f
P e} 12
ar #
FS 70 -
T g E 10
£ T
6 0
5 £ %
g . o Cad ‘é 50 = 4 £ o
g. a 0 Cu £ »- =
5 < wf S 1 ?
Humin 024 4 Humin. 0.2 q osl
2 Volume 50 mL o Volume. 50 mL.
Mstal conc 50 opm Melal conc: 50 ppm -
pH45£05 or Reaction time: 1 hr 4 o4r
o L s " L " . " . " L N . " ) .
4] 2 “«0 L] 20 *0 120 2 3 + 5 & -2 -1 o 1 2
Time (min} H foa Cetma/l)

Fig. 2 Dependence of reaction Fig. 3 pH dependence for Cu, Cd  Fig. 4 Freundlich plots for Cu,
time for Cu, Cd adsorption on adsorption on peat-Humin Cd adsorption on peat-Humin
peat-Humin
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¥ dr2s, owtezRy 244 f71E A4EQ peat-Humin F379 o #urt /bsde & 5
AW, FF FF5 AAA peat-Humine] ¥3¥ F3452 7HlE & 4 Uk peat-Humin ¥}
l & :

o =4 F2283 fAbsich
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