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Study on the As Adsorption-desorption Characteristics of Wetland Soils
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Scinses Shenyang, Tiaoning 11003D

Abstract; This paper dealed with A s adsorption/ desorption characteristics of the Liao River Wetland soils. As amounts ad-

soption by soils increased with the initial concentrations of As added. The isothermal adsoption of As by the three soil

samples fitted very with both Langmuir equation and Freundlich equation were the coefficients were all™ 0.9. The soil

maximum adorbed As, soil maximum buffering capacity from Langmuir equation and the intensity of soil As adsoption

shown in Freundlich equation was in the order of soil sample 2> 3> 1.1t was also observed that both desorption amount

and desorption ratio of As increased with the As amount adsorbed.
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