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Abstract

The turbidity method in “Soil Testing Part 14: Determination of Soil Available Sulfur” (NY/T 1121.14-
2023) is one of the methods for determining and analyzing soil available sulfur. Compared with other
spectrophotometric methods, its correlation coefficient r requirement is not high. Aslongasr 2 0.995
isrequired, r 2 0.999 is not required. Therefore, there is still alot of room for optimization in this
method. After a long period of exploration and summarization, the authors have compiled this optimi-
zation method for analysts to refer to, in order to help everyone perform analysis operations more
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conveniently, quickly, and accurately in the future. The optimized method reduces intermediate trans-
fer operations and replaces magnetic stirring with ultrasound, improving work efficiency. The key is
that it can improve accuracy and reproducibility.
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1. i

fEREICERT, MUTRAER. B HooRz s, HEFENA[1]-[4]. LEBEPMRTR T EE, B
TEV AT D BT TC R[5 A R ks o B 5K 438 e 7 it AR It B R & R e s 2 —, *T
FLRG I R e e 7 HIREC T M AR A Rt . RIRERERE AR, SRA BRI A E . B s
WHBEIR L - CRRAE RGN, Bt LA SRS NI ISR, R TS S vER . TR B AR A
G 32 AL B AR A VLY, NN BayH.O 59 i ) SO e S TR B BRI i, %
FH 43 66 B T ol 58 A 00 2 5 [6]-[8]

P A b A AT B A A T ] B L R T NIY/T 1121.14-2023 (IR 565 14 #4: H 384 300
FIEY T 2023 £ 2 H 17 HRA, A CHACE NY/T 1121.14-2006 (E3R 55 14 #8536 800
FIIED [9][10].

NY/T 1121.14-2023 (R34 28 14 f85r: LBEF AR ANEY 5 NY/T 1121.14-2006 LIkl 5
14 34y HIEARERAME) B CHeiRyk” ST A — o EES I 5 mL Hih - 48 -
K BT IR “In 4 mL FIRAARKIER” 5 =& “In 10 mL SALBA (e = 200 g/L)” &R T IR
R CMEALBUEHRL 2.0 707 o BT PA LB SAR L, 2023 BRI BRI 2006 AR ZR[11][12]. A 2006 4
B 2023 FPHAK 17 Frp, FNCER S 2 DCEHRA, SRR UL, WU R T LT Bl 8 75 i B
R AR, IR IR RACE IR B, RIS HERR BT, ek AT A IS
TN A T N S A SRR N B Gy 38 5) o 2B I 2 YR EE et L Ll ey N & TR B e o
THi1E .

2. SCROERSy
2.1. SCIEER AL 255 AR5

ST A 22590 K T 1

][l

Table 1. Chemical reagents and solvents used in experiments

F 1. LR F T RIET

8 ik PRI
=
A.R/500
[Ca(H2POs)> H0] g FHE TR B AL 2R A B A 7
B R (K2SO4) G.R/100 g
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g3k
T EH AL E(30%) (H202)
Z.F%(C2H0) A.R/500 mL
L FapE Rl =B H IR A A
. (CH;COOH)
ThE[p (HC1) = 1.19 g/mL] G.R/500 mL
S Sk (BaCl-2H20) A.R/500 g REEREA 2
Hi(C3Hs03) A.R/500 mL
W ZR VPG AL 25 TV A FR A 7
A5 (CaCly) G.R/100 g
TRARE A HAEFRHEY) B KA L8 & iR AT I G/ E AR AL )R8

(p=1000 mg/L)
Hh - OB - KB
ARRRTER(L + 4)
S (0 = 200g/L)
R - ZRIZIGH
SR I

WRARAE TAER
(p =20 mg/L)

(ME—HEARIN 237030-1)
B 1 mL HA 2 mL ZEE, n#) 47 mL K

10 mL R INF 40 mL KR

PR 200 g SAHUE TR, RA
B 115mL 48T 1 L &=, F/KER. W 2.04 g BEREESE T | L LRRIEW

WIEA PR 22 7]

PRI 1.50 g SALESIETK, Mk 1L, RS

HERATEY 2.00 mL FRARHEVETR T 100 mL &S, HKES, B

2.2, KSR E

ARSI TP AT AR B K 2.

Table 2. Main instruments and equipment used in the experiment

=2 LHAARAEENERRE

D E

EVALIBV i 378
I3 HT R (& 0.0001 )

HR IR &%
LRI 45
A% H AR
A RAX
SR A

25
7598 7
AUW220D
YC-S30
SN-HWS-4DJ
DS12-45F
KQ-250E
KDNX-20

C I3
EBRRICHEARA R AT
SRR T

R RIS R A A
T S B AT PR ]
R ST B {5 A B 48 A7 PR 24 7]

FLLL TR AR AR B PR A 7]

FipEE R AR IR AR

2.3. SRR

2.3.1. R NY/T 1121.14-2023 /53%, HiXWN L
1) FERIEBH & FRIC10 g FEMCREREZ 0.01 )T 100 mL =B 250 mL 2EHEH, A 50 mL
WEIR - ZBRIZIEA, fEHJE 20~25C. RFBHR(180+20) r/min IZAET, IR 1h s, TidiE, FHFEK
WIEMAR I A KV 3 S IR IR TNR 48, A SR AR R RR - ZIRIZFEAH [
2) PrrEHIZR R H] . AERI B bR TRV 04 2.04 4.04 6.0 8.0 10.0 AT 12.0mL, %%I& T 50
mL ZFEMF, N2 mL EhERERR S mL Hl - 48 - KSR, F/KEZR, B0, 0.80v 1.60. 2.40.
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3.20. 4.00. 4.80 mg/L fitnitE RYVAI - K SR NG, 010 mL SACOUEW, F RN 72
SYPEEE 1 min, 5~10 min WYEEEE T BT 440 nm &b, A 3 em SR LI LR,  FbRE R 576
R LR T AR i, BEIUROGE, ZetlAcvi i 2 ISR R Il T A
3) W WEGER 25 mL T =AM, fE B AW _E 180~200°Cn#k, i 3~5 il A EENLE V.
IN# 15~20 min, FEHTEE SR, MBS RIM IS FE, N2 mL BRIV, 15210 SR K
WA AN 50 mL EL B, N 5 mL H - Z8F - KIEW, FAKE BB F,  ShRUEE AT
[F) 2% A
4) FEARE: BRAIRRESL, oAb 5 BRIRURE A R A
5) IRIGEHE AL - T RO A AL R R o 1 B A= T (mg/kg), 14 A ST
(p—po)xVxD
m
W p—— MRt 2 B A5 e i i SR E I AUE, AT me/Ls
0o — I A IS B 0 B R R AE, BT mg/Ls
V —— 2 AR R U, B mLs
D —— B HL
m——RFE R IIAUE, AN g
SPATIAS R EAPIH IR, RE 1AM

2.3.2. HRBUHRIEL TR

1) FIVEARAERTZRI S 50 mL BRI R 100 mL EL &, XAEFD T A MR B Bar
BEATHERE LL B 02D IR, BE R DB S i 8 = AR A0 R 22, SORT LA LG 08 50 B 5 (LU 5 m] B IR S L )

2) MR ol = AR AL N 100 mL LA, IXFEA T WA E R BRI AT H P L
R, BT DABE G B re AR B iR 22, SURT LAk e (b2 51 5 7 (8

3) 1E0 10 mL SULBUAWR S, FH R HE S 78 70 5 4F 1 min, AR 10 mL SULEUA R o 6 LL 6
EIE, FEAMAEHEA | min, XFEH AT DURE BRI AR R R e, U R S T 7 (L
ERHBERALA),

4) A E LR b B A, EE R A AT B oe R B eI R 51 7 (3, FRATT AT ABE I 35 5 BE R LG
t, PRATJG T Lo B AR R S

2.33. DL E

1) oAb e rbm i il 2

BRI 20 mg/L iR TR 04 2.04 4.0. 6.0, 8.0, 10.0 F112.0mL, 4> & T 7 32 100 mL L&
i, 2002 mL BERIEA 5 mL Hil - 48 - KB, FKEEZE 50 mL ZIEELZ, HI2H 0. 0.80.
1.60+ 2.40. 3.20. 4.00. 4.80 mg/L BibrifE RIVER . ¥ 5 WA ST, 10 10 mL SALENE W 56 U L (8 2,
R A A 1 min (B0 TR O 5 min), VEROEBIBI5PIRE, 5~10 min NAESOGE T BT
B 440 nm Ak, 3 em eARLL B, FFRE R IR RIS Z AL, 2 0l S HOROG B
ax iR HE T 2 T SR R 5 2

2) fRAb R I AR

W HCIE 25 mL T 100 mL bL 8 i, 7R3 AL SR AR NS BT 180°C~200°C n#k, i 3~5
W A EEAA N . N 15~20 min, EAVIAE M, FHERR IS FIRE A 102 mL SRRV,
RENE SO NS mL HYl - 8 - KIS, FKERSE S0 mL ZIEL, S5 R & k.

w =
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3. BRI

3.1. ARIRH BT E S HIE 24
S F [ SOE SR SCHEEAT BRAE AL TT i34, DA T IS A R v Hh e 00l 0 B 4 R L 3.

Table 3. Data of available sulfur standard curve

= 3. AU ERZEIE

MRARHT B 2K 3 E 79 Ak 5 T7 %
F5  ARUEEBINAEI(mL)  ARHEY R K FE (ug/mL) i B IET K i B IE TR
WOGEE(A) (AA) WOGEE(A) (AA)
1 0.00 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 2.00 0.80 0.024 0.024 0.031 0.031
3 4.00 1.60 0.059 0.059 0.068 0.068
4 6.00 2.40 0.100 0.100 0.106 0.106
5 8.00 3.20 0.140 0.140 0.142 0.142
6 10.00 4.00 0.179 0.179 0.183 0.183
7 12.00 4.80 0.216 0.216 0.218 0.218
EVEY y = 0.0464x — 0.0087 y=0.0461x — 0.0037
R R r=0.996 r=0.9992
FrifE B R r>0.995 r>0.995
R sy sy

X EEAHRALHT SRS IRE T IER, AEbrdE 2RI fRALAT 50 mL 28R, (iAL)EE#H0y 100 mL L
B, WO TSRS R RZE . SRR RIS R WL SR TR, AL S A R A A
o BEREEE IR, 98D IR T R R 2 o AR R AT R AR, Ak fE SR
Eb 60 2 AR . IRV r (AR EEARMEEESR 0.995 DL E, (HR M 3 ATLASH, fRAb)E r 164 0.9992,
BARALHT 0.996 B K, 45 EI a4 SN 1 B2 o =

3.2. RARIEHEE B R IE M R BRI 4T

RACHT J5 K 2 B F B0 PR E s W36 4. tEE 4 nTUUE W, St b s 2 5 3R b eiosk B br v
26 A0 5C R 50 r B R 0.996 -1 2 0.9992; brifi i 2 i 7.6 (mg/kg) FEAK 2 3.0 (mg/kg); AR AR vEE i 22 RSD%
H 6.7%BF KA 2.6%; “FIIME H 113 (mg/kg)ZE ik 115 (mg/kg), ST 117 + 13 (mg/kg)bnifE{E

Table 4. Test data of precision and accuracy

4. BERERIERMRENRERE

o e Akl R T ik R A=WiR S
FEM B2 2.0 e - o g N ——
BEmBE WORE E4Rmgke) HERFE S BOLE IES Emeke)
1 0.991 0.045 106 0.972 0.052 113
2 0.987 0.0477 111 0.939 0.049 110
P 3 1.128 0.053 108 1.133 0.062 116
AT
4 1.064 0.048 105 1.344 0.072 114
5 2.276 0.127 124 2.286 0.128 120
6 2.094 0.115 122 2.099 0.113 115
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FE i 2 RS 0.005 0.005
“FHI{H (mg/kg) 113 115
Bt 22 (mg/kg) 7.6 3.0
AN FR IR 2 RSD% 6.7 2.6
HIFAREE 5 {H (mg/kg) 117 £ 13 117+ 13
L SRy % Hi%

3.3. iALRRTEIRS L B 45 R AR MM 53 4

47 5~10 min WASREEL I, NFRIESIJGAE 5~10 min Y ECHE, WU ERES) A LM, %5 5~10 min
WANRE S AR Lk S B it 2 W Sy 1 EE 0 S UERA,  mT DAE B T B SRR IR S B L, kI
MEEARE . RIS SRS G B — R RBIR, 3 R T RS JE Bk b, A R bs
BRI IR WAL 5, K5 SOEw MR R 25 R W% 6.

Table 5. Standard curve data of available sulfur measured after one day of optimized shelving

= 5. MUHHIE—RENEN B RIT ERLEE

FFs FRAEVE I A (mL) PRAEV 5 P (ug/mL) WO (A) RIEW G (AA)
1 0.00 0.00 0.000 0.000
2 2.00 0.80 0.030 0.030
3 4.00 1.60 0.068 0.068
4 6.00 2.40 0.105 0.105
5 8.00 3.20 0.143 0.143
6 10.00 4.00 0.182 0.182
7 12.00 4.80 0.219 0.219
EVEpy y =0.0463x — 0.0043
R FRHL r=0.9991
PRAEZR r>0.995
R fit
Table 6. Precision and accuracy test data measured after one day of optimization and shelving
Fo. MUME—XRENENREEREREBENLEE
R di 73 B 2 2.0 T i o OEE 52 45 R (mg/kg)
1 0.972 0.052 114
2 0.939 0.049 111
AR 3 1.133 0.062 117
4 1.344 0.072 115
5 2.286 0.128 120
6 2.099 0.113 116
B AROLE 0.005
FHIME (mg/kg) 115
PR 2 (mg/kg) 2.8
HXS AR 22 RSD% 2.4
HIUEFRFREE H (mg/kg) 117 =13
SRV %
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LA 5 F1% 6 55— R 558 R IIEAR 45 5L, W LUK AR 7R i 2 AH 28 SR o (A H 0.9992 A8 i 0.9991:
FrfEIR 2 B 3.0 (mg/kg) 2 % 2.8 (mg/kg)s FHXT bRl 22 RSD% H 2.6% 28 i 2.4%; “F- YA # /2 115 (mg/kg),
IRFEIR 117 + 13 (mg/kg)bnitEifE . H 58 LT el B BLEG (0 W] AAS 2 BRIZE 5~10 43 S i
BB P B, T A R G LT R ST R AT

4. &g

1) @AM e RS JEE BEEE AR R R 22, 3D T SRR, 19 EIAE XY
FrifE 22 RSD%HT 6.7% &K ZE 2.6%; “FHIME 1 113 (mg/kg)ZE R 115 (mg/kg), FEHEIT 117 + 13 (mg/kg)br
HEAE

2) JEid DAk e SR aG B, AT LR I E— 0 OIS 2 b AR R A T A, St TR U,
FHEE R BUBARAEE r=0.9992, 15 FIf IR LS B 5 InAG 1 o

3) ARG HITTERD T s R4, T A RE TRE I, $em T TAERGE, G2 LTt
HERYE, BB E LT

4) BEERH IR, ]2 S50 5 A A A B A& e B F AR, Wrop SRV AR 88 75 DR AR50 2
RS S 6 25 1) PN o IX LA 38 mT AR AR E bR TP R B, AT 204 TAE M k. .
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