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2.1 #HmRE

IKEER A SR AR B R PE 53 /-3
), B R K RE D & TE) g K, TN A R
330 g/Lo K BKMEGEA T - 20 CokiE
H

2.2 E5EKF

AR SCHI A A4S B FZ AT, mulii C/N
3100 & A HLRR 70 AT A (78 [ HEZE 24 W) 5 TU -
1901 41 A B TEAS ( F AL 508 A 3 ]
AT BRDTAL 22 7]) 5 Vario EL cube JGZR 40 Hr
I (FEEDTR A F]) s NEXUS [ LI AR e 21 51
T (S H AL 22 7]) 5 CDS2000 A A AR (5%
CDS 723 7l) ;GC/MS - QP2010 A (A — i
TEHRHANX ( B A B AT o

E 2, Milli - Q Ak (7
18.2 ps/cm) ; HI i (35 4k, IR & 52l A
BRZY D) s HCL(Z3Aral, AR I b2 350 ) 5
NaOH (3 Hr &, K 17 7Kk KAk 22 150 A BR 22
Al) o

2.3 Sl G

AR A AR 250 °C L RESL TR
250 CFLL5 C/ms F13] 610 °C, {4+ 10 s, 2
FAEE LT ml/min WA TGS,

S A g4, HP - SMS fE
(30 m x 0.25 mm x 0.25 um); #FFE O BE
250 C; R (&4 A R B

15. 0 ml/min; AR # 1. 14 mL/min; #2275 THE,
FURIEE 40.0 C {445 2 min, L) 8 C/min F}
) 310 C 3 4rJiktt, 7 bk 200 1,

Fiig At SCAN 5, i 7% i B 7 I8
(ED) , B FUEIEFE 200 °C , FLHiEFE 250 °C, %
SIHL T BE B 70 eV, [T i G 45 ~
650 m/z,

2.4 ks DOM K5 B E ST E RN

C18 (0.5 g,6 mL) il PPL(1 g,6 mL) [&
AHAEBOT AL, e 1 L i KHEZ 0.7 pm
(R BS 2T A5 (Whatman GF/F) 3 & , P ER R
b2 pH =2, ik )5 B < ZKAELL 2 mL/min /1Y
W LA W RSN B S,
HpH =2 5y 7K B 25 /A 0 W BfE A9 3, T 4
5 min, HHEELL/NT 2 mL/min 8 35 30K H G
Jii o

VMR 28 A WRASCRs H e 1, Ko 25, i
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FEATAR B MR, AR 28V R T R RS
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iRl 8

XAD — 8/4 ) i [ AH 2 By 32 , 4 4b 28 4
() XAD — 8 M JSF1 XAD — 4 #fj8 4> B4k, ¥
51L£:0.7 wm F 3% 58 25 2 i ( Whatman GF/F)
Uk, JF AR R R ik 2 pH =2 ZKFEAR Ui &
XAD -8 H1 XAD -4 #5, Fiff 0. 1 mol/L 5 %&
ARV TR L A3 e 00 i 2o S T A A PH 2
TAHAE

VEWEH A 2 2%, PE4T TOC | 8 4h—n] I,
W, W 58 KRRV VR T B U R, AT 00 R
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Table I The recovery efficiency of C18, XAD —8/4 and PPL
RS FERSE FREARVL PR VEMLARY m L [/ %
CI8 0.5 g,6 mL 1 P iz 6 7+2% (n=4)
XAD -8/4 3 g,180 mL 5 A AN 200 16 £1% (n=3)
PPL 1g,6mL 2 I iz 10 40 £2% (n=4)
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Wi KA LY [l R AR RIS s 3k 1
A B A A AL AR U [l i

3.2 RSN

TCE T RAEA ML A ST B
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F2 CI18 XAD -8/4 F1 PPL A TG I MR AL JRF L Ll B SUVA,, (H
Table 2 Elemental compositions, atomic ratios and SUVA,;, of the DOM isolated from C18 XAD -8/4 and PPL

W B39 C/ % H/% N/% 0/% H/C N/C 0/C  SUVA,,/L-m™" - mgC™'
C18 48.79  6.30 1.18  43.73 1.55  0.024  0.67 1. 44
XAD -8/4 53.44  6.27 1.41 38.88 1.41 0.026  0.55 1.96
PPL 48.07  4.75 2.17  45.01 1.19  0.045  0.70 1.27
PPL

3.3 ZEHpAI L

AT UL AT DA TR s WA B ) g
G5, Horh SUVA g, (9 K /N ] 8] 32 )52 AT L
W35 E R . SUVA,, = A/ (b-C), Hirp
Aoy AUEA 254 nm (I ISAE 5 b S W SO R
CHERREE, 3 2, XAD - 8/4 [{H &k,
XAD - 8/4 WA W H IS HEY T2

3.4 FTIR - Jtig

R M-LLANERE Tz 0, AT A
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Fig. 1 FTIR spectra for DOM isolated by C18, XAD -
8/4 and PPL
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B 700 2 EC) (%) 21 A1 5615 181 A AN ] 1) 1 Py — GC/MS JH 43 Bt it b 4 J P RN 2
2920 cm ' F12 850 em ' 4k, C18 FE U WL Uk EERMEAVLY (3 3),C18 XAD - 8/4 Fi PPL
AR 58 T XAD - 8/4 1 PPL, C18 ZEHRHrh  ZEHUIHY Py - GC/MS 3 E &l 2 ~ [ 4 iR,
SHELZ MR LY T, 1720 em ™' ik, EIrh g 75 53R 4 th—30 (B Waa b
PPL U W i e Bl 58 T+ C18 FIXAD - 8/4, RIS N 2K A ER SR MEES
PPL 2 S HEZ M C =0 KAV, W, 510 An (N Ar Ps F5ic,

3.5 Py-GC/MS

5 10 15 20 25 30

2 CI8 ZEHAT LI Py - GC/MS [4]
Fig.2 Py - GC/MS chromatograms of the C18 extracts

P 63

5 10 15 20 25 30

t/min

B 3 XAD -8/4 ZHUE NI Py - GC/MS |
Fig. 3 Py — GC/MS chromatograms of the XAD —8/4 extracts
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t/min

4 PPLAIAHLYIN Py - GC/MS [&]
Fig. 4 Py — GC/MS chromatograms of the PPL extracts

&3 CI8 XAD -8/4 il PPL AU A WL i sl Ak A 13 1) LA BOIXS  i
Table 3 The pyrolysis compounds and relative peak areas of the C18, XAD —8/4 and PPL extracts

FoE AN (XAD -8/4)/% C18/% PPL/% A
1 N-ZKR-N-HRE-12 - 2R 4.29 5.25 5.91 N
2 I B B FE AT bt 9.20 5.14 6.14 -
3 [ 15.87 15.93 22.21 Ps
4 TR T F i - 1.84 3.14 -
5 FH L PN T - 0.39 0. 86 -
6 4 — FELIR A 4.90 4.13 2.49 Ps
7 3 - WL - - 1.23 Ps
8 'S 1.86 1.13 1.05 Ar
9 2 -2 1.05 - - An
10 1,2 — —FEIF b - 2.34 - -
11 2 - NKETR 3.43 3.01 - -
12 2.5 — —FELnkm 0.58 0.73 6.05 Ps
13 I Lk R - 0.62 0.75 Ps
14 3 - PEROE 2.16 2.05 1.84 -
15 1,3 - ZHIILIGIR b 1.46 1.25 1.79 -
16 LH2 - TR LT - 1.22 1.35 -
17 5,5 - ZHEWR M 1.09 - - -
18 525’ 3.53 3.60 2.93 Ar
19 3 -HOM-1 - BB 0. 87 0.78 0.77 -
20 4 —HH 2.3 - Ak 0.25 - - Ps
21 2 - - 1.21 - An
22 A ) - - 2.52 -
23 5 —FWI -2 - [5H] - BRIEHER 0.72 1.79 1.50 Ps
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HR3I-1:

FoE AN (XAD -8/4)/% Cl18/% PPL/% A
24 23,3 -=HH-1,4 - K4 0.15 0.24 - -
25 2,3,5 — =Lk 0.42 0.47 0.46 Ps
26 2 — B - ke - - 0.50 N
27 a4 - - 0.26 Ps
28 2,5 — HTHEmRIR 1.94 2.91 2.26 Ps
29 2 - BRI 0.93 1.03 - -
30 1,2 - % -4 - WH -1 - 3F 08 0.75 0. 89 0. 69 Ps
31 3 — B3 - kg - - 0.41 N
32 ER R I 0. 60 0.74 1.07 -
33 % 3 0.73 0.77 0.95 Ar
34 X 3.93 3.08 2.78 Ar
35 3 -WHE-2 - B -1 0.44 - - Ps
36 2,5 — " H Lk - 0. 49 0.42 Ps
37 2 - -1,4 - ZFR 0.45 0.50 0.48 Ps
38 (3 - W3 -1 - HE -1 -FH 0.46 0.33 0.53 Ps
39 1 - T4 - 1.25 - An
40 LIEIR 0. 64 - 0.71 Ar
41 1,3 - % - ¢ 1.30 1.19 0. 64 Ar
42 2 R -2 - R -1 1.48 1.19 0.18 Ps
43 2(5H) — Wk 0.99 - 1. 09 Ps
44 1,2 - 7% = - - 1.07 Ps
45 3,4 - -2 - FNE -1 - 0.36 - Ps
46 5 —HE -2(5H) - WL 1.02 - 0. 69 Ps
47 K R AT 1.61 - 1.11 Ps
48 2 B35 - 0T -2 - B 0.71 - 0.37 -
49 3 - EIA M - 0. 49 0.30 Ps
50 6 - 3L —4(1H) — mERER 0.52 - 0.38 N
51 3 - B -2 - IRk -1 3. 64 - 3.19 Ps
52 1 - 25 -4 FILHE 0.36 2.02 - Ar
53 T 2.53 3.38 2.22 Ar
54 1 - 3847 - 1.10 - An
55 1,3,5 - =HPHREH 2.15 1.63 1.45 Ar
56 i - 0. 64 - An
57 3,5 - W3 -2(5H) - BRI 0.62 - 0.45 Ps
58 4 — LI 0.39 0.35 - Ar
59 2,5 - CTHR-3-THE-1,5-C 04 - 0.74 - An
60 23 - 24 - B - - 1.11 An
61 &P 2 I IR 0.79 - - Ar
62 1,2,3 - =HFK 0.33 1.63 0.19 Ar
63 ek 2.92 2.19 1.80 -
64 4 —HH-2(5H) - LR 0.95 - 0. 66 Ps
65 2 - HE - 2R 0.90 1.41 0.79 Ar
66 23,4 - =HEE -2 - W -1 0. 40 0. 31 0.21 Ps
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HR3-2

BB AN (XAD -8/4)/% Cl18/% PPL/% A
67 2 - PEE - R 0. 64 - 0.36 Ar
68 3 - H3E - K 2.42 1.75 1.94 Ar
69 3,5 - WL -2(5H) - kg 1.02 - 0.78 Ps
70 1,4 - -2-2 - 0.39 - - Ar
71 - (13O -1-%) - 2 1.10 - 0.76 -
72 I 1.41 1.52 - An
73 P - 1.04 - -
74 e T 7] 2 R - - 1.32 Ps
75 2,3 - “HRIR 0.99 1.01 0.65 Ar
76 - -1-4 -8 1.10 0.62 0.53 N
77 1 - IR 0.53 0.37 0.30 Ar
78 1 - (2 - HEIRE) - 200 0.33 - - Ar
79 + i - 1.43 - An
80 + ke - 0.44 - An
81 L 0.74 0.82 - _
82 -+ =4 - 0.99 - An
83 T 0.24 0.33 - -
84 1 -+ pudd 0.08 0.83 - An
85 Bl - - 0.23 N
86 T+ 0.26 0.45 - -
87 1-E+ 2k 1.04 0.37 - -
88 1 - H M 0. 14 0.81 0.74 An
89 +H ke 0.39 0.25 - An
90 R LIS 0.13 0.18 - -
91 1 - FoH - 0. 88 - An
92 1 -+t - 1.18 - An
93 Ttk 0.12 0.25 - An
94 1 -+ 0.28 0.72 - An
95 RWANS: 0.09 - 0. 17 An
96 T IURR M - - 0.26 An
An  BERIGIRIGN  SAIG A FHEPs ZHER

il IR IR AL A WA Num =9 21 .39 54
56 .59 60.72.79 .80 .82 .84 .88 .89 .91 92 93,
94 .95 .96 , i J5 T HUAE 8 ~ 19 Z ], Wk 4 fir
7, C18 ZE U ALY Th bl s I it 2 e v, A
STANGE R —F, S SCRR IR E AR AT, CI8 2
QWA S B Sy IR R P Yy Y P e
AT, PRI C18 A X H s 7 Ao 0 fff 57 B
Sy bl i IR 2 &

A NKEYWAHA Num =1.26 31.50.85,
% 4, PPL W BUH ML & BAL B W 9 A
X A 1, C18 1 XAD - 8/4 AN} & &
KA, JC R 0 PPL B0 N S0 & & 1 i

B X FM PPL S W& N Kb &9,
FISCHRRE " ARAS
FELAS WA Num =918 .33 .34 40,
41 52 53 .55.58 .61 .62 .65 .67.68.70.75.77 .
78, WNF 4,XAD -8/4 FEHU P F XA
() S B S 1, 3 5 4R A AT LA 45 S8,
ARSIk AR E — 8, 45 R W] XAD - 8/4
AR5 B 55 B A, R AR B A 4
WA 2, XAD -8/4 REHIBAY, F5
FIACA YR 1 — o FEH 25 W
ZHERAEYA Num =3 .6 .7 .12 .13 20,
23.25.27 .28 30,35 .36 .37 .38 .42 .43 44 |
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F4  CI8 XAD -8/4 I PPL AIAAT WL i it Rk AL 3 W0 1) 732 BAR R 5 &k
Table 4 Distribution of the compound classes generated by pyrolysis of the C18, XAD —-8/4 and PPL extracts %

&Y Rp C18 XAD -8/4 PPL
Se I Iz 14.24 3.56 2.28
HEk 5.87 5.91 7.96
faieS 23.32 24.74 16. 69
Lk 31. 14 38.51 50. 38

45 46 47 49 51 .57 .64 .66.69 74, H o fudk
it 2 . Wk WRg Kk WA AYE AR WL BRI R AL A
Py R A AR SCHRARGE # Y
F 4,3 Bhmg B R A Y Y 2200 AR X i R
31. 14% %] 50. 38% Z [6], 0] UL 22 5254 2 46
WK KAL) EZA RS, PPL ZRY £
WERAL G O e femy , JLA AR Wi Rk AT
AW A R C = O 8t FZr gt R —
.

HE&GYaE T EMEESE Num =45,
[ Num =81 .83 .73 .86 .90, 4522 Num = 19,
45 e Num =2 .10 14 15 .17 24 29 63,

ZE TR, BRI K h B E A e
& NAHY 5 FERA Y 2R PR
0 S IREEEA Y XA PR T R AR
IR ERAEAE , FURARXT & R TR o WK A
RANB KA i 2 Wk h o5 %
FAEN SRR LD AR Kk 2R
AW .

4 4 ik

AR ST BRI ARZE U 7 ok o 2
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ML TCER AT S A h—nT WL 8 B AR o 21 4
F1 Py — GC/MS XA WA TRAE , 3RA5 T 500
K A LY AL B R AL A A R A A
B PO TR ER i K T s it A HLA )
BRI B N ALY O AL
Y RN ERE BEE REEAE . Sk
FR KA R , R v K rh 22 2R
LY.

[ s A5 2] 3 i oA 510 %) o 4 0 5 vk vy [l
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Solid Phase Extraction-pyrolysis-gas Chromatography/mass

Spectrometry-analysis Dissolved Organic Matter from Salt Lake Brine

HUAN Meng-li'*, YANG Ke-li"*, ZHANG Yao-ling', QIAN Gui-min', DONG Ya-ping', LI Wu'

(1. Key Laboratory of Comprehensive and Highly Efficient Utilization of Salt Lake Resources ,Qinghai

Institute of Sale Lakes ,Chinese Academy of Sciences , Xining , 810008 , China ;
2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049 , China)

Abstract ;: Three solid-phase extraction (SPE) materials, including C18, XAD -8/4 and PPL were used
in this study to isolate dissolved organic matter (DOM) from the West Taijnar Salt Lake brine. The isola-
ted DOM was characterized and compared to total organic carbon and total nitrogen ( TOC/TN) analyzer,
UV-visible spectroscopy, elemental analyzer, Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) and pyroly-
sis-gas chromatography/mass spectrometry ( Py — GC/MS). The results indicated that the DOM in West
Taijnar Salt Lake brine mainly included polysaccharides, aromatic compounds, N — containing com-
pounds, alkanes and alkenes. The recovery efficiency of PPL was 40 +2% ,while the recovery efficiency
of C18 and XAD -8/4, 7 +2% and 16 +1% ,were relatively lower. The three sobents had their own ad-
vantages in isolating DOE. C, readily adsorbed alkenes, while XAD —8/4 was good for isolating aromatic
compounds, and PPL was considered to extract N — containing compounds and polysaccharides more easily.
Key words: Solid phase extraction;Salt lake brine; Dissolved organics; Pyrolysis — gas chromatography/

mass spectrometry



