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A ZEEIhAE, WARE P ERYIRIKE . S50
AR LA S5 60K B0 s AT, AR A T 2 )
sk HS 8% & HA Fl FA RIS Y, ¥ HS #E—
gl s, nAREILifkiy HA i FAL REWH
W 0E T AT, AR RE A AR A A [ U7 SO
PEPE R FAFAEAR R 22 5. FA HUSF-EHEE R Z)J2 HA
A AT O FA IR A K HS B AL
BT, T HA A A7 — /N5 (~10%) 200 B 5 A B L
HA R4k, FA B9 F 5 (1~2 KDa)ili % i BT
HA(4~200 KDa)!'"! fEi] IR & A B b, v i i
/NEG HA TR 25 5y 3m i BRI S R 2L B,
i FA WA 5y 77 A At ye P21 it ah FA A%t
MERR R B A T R 5 B Y, R R FA B R i
PR RS

J& 58— B AR IR 2 U W o i e, T
i b 0V v Y AR AR OANTR], el SRR AR S 1 S A
A AEAE 200, 53 SR Ay i 0 3 V5L 4 I o S
B IR 2 AR S5 2 ol At v S A A 4 B A e Y, AL
AR RS EM, nLE R AR, A
T TR R I VRS B I 5 VR R A ) B A W T
S DIA SR, B AR I AR AR M e v ) B A L U T
K3 HS FZRIE TRk, IR HS F2
KR THEVE . 2 BIREUR HS B AR, PHI6RvE e
Vg 5 T L ) O B R = IR 189 ng/L, T AE FF K
VR P B R TR G, WORPE R 12~116 pg/L,
KPR 18~54 pg/L, FIRTEA 18~81 ng/L, Jf Ak
T8 S5 L oy SHL A I I R AR /N — 43 B

HS 78K A4 2R G0 v 2 BT DL IA A 2 i 5 it 1
SRR H B B R 8 o F 45 H RE R BT S A 9 1 3K
dio (R RWENL ] e o, I
3 3 A% b B e AR S BR T o o o VR A R A
T TR 7K 38 37 30 o2 A 4 i B e ), il kot
W g 25 5y e AR AR W A R rp B0 i Tk R
HS EZ LR RAFFERY, 285 % 28 19 i AR
Ry RZm, R B 20 IRK S5 KIRA T, KE
A7 IE HL o] A S T HS BT 2%, Fox P LI
WL 2R W HS A B 1A M Jo foff LA ff SOV
R R 2 G 2 . IR e AT FE AT L T3 R
0 e BE AR X B v, IR BJLAS mg/L, T 78 FF 0 v
WAL+ EHA pe/LP?. fEEE AL,
Gledhill 25 Pf4 28 5 % PR 58 i 2% FDOM 7E A P 7
2K b ) e A X B, B R B R i 3
A B8 T AL = A B U S A T T TR AL R

M, Slagter 2P Hassler 5P % Bl Ib vk v
FIKEPE HS MR K2 ARG, R
A BEFELE HS 5 1k .

2 BAFHSHEBRSKIVHME

%

R (Fe) 2 I 1 17 Ui AT 400 1 A A T 0 75 1 ol i
TCE, HAEWEK B AR 7 12 (~107"" mol/L) B 4
T 40%IF A =P A LA R R R Fe ¥
f i AR AR EERE, @it S Fe W%A
AALRESE I SME K Fe MR L, 107 FLA BERH IE Fe
(R BR AN K A . DOUE, DTG A= Yy el R,
MR Fe 9K IE BT RS FEEALEY AL G i
56 HLELAAR R FP 2 KRB VIAH G . RGBT,
R AR L R it 7= L A R S A A 1 R
S5G A HLECHR, T 5R 5T 2 R SRR AR A LG AR 1Y)
FEA IR AR HS BA BRI 4 R A A
REJ1, WIS AR EEE T EESSERP 5
RN, &4 )8 215 HS 44 2 WS e 4
KRR SR WA R R, RE 48 HS 4
G W ER 8 YUY — M4 & Irving-Williams J7 41,
Rl Mg<Mn<Fe<Co<Ni<Cu>Zn, f & £ 55 0 ] 8 5
pH. $HEHEMEHE ALY, &EZMH HS HA1
T A NN TR 4 A AR W TR L SR R
B XEE, 7EMEK T, Fe 5 HS BYL-AFa e PEIT T
TS RC R, il Ca. Mg Fl Na, [HII Fe fiE
55 HS JE MR E M EY™, KT, Fe 5
HS M4 &R T IR EAE7E, SRBRSAEIE Y 1 25
A AR S L A R AR, B9 Fe B9 AW AT R
P, TR K TR AR R I, R AR, B
Uk, WS RS TSR A B R T
SFRA Y, BT LAHOR IR R 2 A R A ASH T,
I5 M R K RSB . R Z DAL A G R AR T LRI
ek .

2.1 ERT HS XM ERSH R

FEE A Sy (1 40y e U R o e )
ROUBFSTE & BE HS 5 2 Fe(dissolved iron, DFe) ¥k &
AR ER o B A DG, R HS 45 61% Fe (1)
EYIHERTL AT R, T HS M BRZER, fE R
A X, AR ER RGN, R A TG R, HSS
RAEBEEMOE IR, 5 B0R AP [ B R TR o T
MRS R 2 i 5T K 9 Fe 5 HS Ayt S5
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Fe TE] [T X 1) 2 BR AR E] 90%LL I, IR 0.5~
10 pumol/L™FEAEH] 1~20 nmol/L!'* *, Jf: H 5L ¥ ifs
(2.8~2.9 nmol/L)F| K #:(0.24~0.27 nmol/L )% i &A%
[k, Sholkovitz 4500 — A F 5% % W K 22 %t
RIVEIRA Fe SRRy, Yang S HN5E TR
VLI 7EER BE BB B (0.14~33) N DFe. FA Fll HA [ %
An Ak, Sk SR A R R A T e = v R A AR B
RFEAREa S, H AR HIEIE 96%. T4%H 67%, I
HELE 5 DFe. FA il HA ¥ 22 8] i & & 0l LU —
By 5 5022 BRB RO AA o 6% 5T Th HA Fl FA A9 25
i i FIRK S5 KIR Ao B P i 2EEE R, T FA
M HA WEER RS R R 2 EEN S50 T DFe LBk,
Mahmood %55 FE 2R Al 11t 2 30 T 25U AY I 42
b R IKET DFe F1HS W i i, HS FfER B (9 34
R AR SFHE, 7EER VSR 16.38~34.18 Pi# &
A LUTTE S50 DFe MU o 28 KR 3] 11 B2 2
FEWM 1 IDFe (1 LBRFTEE T 96%M1 98%,
WP T HS 02081 A2 LB kg &
FEA , kel PIA B, HS X CHR A R eknd
FBRRE EEER.

B T RBRVERISL, W b R HS M4 A R
DFe 8 P HOETE, i Fe i i ) i A K 3
BET 2B A Yl R AL . Krachler 2P E 5T IR
W13 28 Ve ¢ Hb R TRl i b & A R M BE Y HAL BT FA 55
AHLECAR, AHEEESRAET 3 300 nmol/L DFe, il
TV (~40 nmol/L) Y I 100 £ o Y s Hu ] 37 J2:
H AR G 130 1 A2 K sk DFe i 8822 (10 R R ),
Wit 44F 2Bk FE 5Tk 1.5%10'"mol 79 DFelP%,
Krachler 252504, & B RE 5 HS He FF bt 25 B9 5 1 55 Ay 1t
T R T AL, S L e s S R A 3R Bk & B
Rl HS 38K Tk Fe(IIDAYAf#EE . Yamashita
SO T AR SR VR I 2 2 TR v i VRS i S
P Rk L RO PEIERS o B /R 22U RIS
K DFe FIBGURE HS A8 kA9 — St 3 B T R R
HS Xf Fe iR Al DR b, 68 58 S5 %o ¥ v A W ]
AR 0 k7 EL AT AR, AR ol 2 i U8 4
RRIG I T U e K S ik 2k 1) VA B 0 SR i Vi )
(A K, Fe-HS 4541 1A% Mt ik AT 11 3 i 2
TRV

HS 75U K Sl b K AE AR, 75 R0 i DUIR
WEEAEAE, Ik HS 5 DFe B4 & ANAER | ¥
Ve S KR P AR B, XU K R I AR R ) TR AN T
Z g0 Laglera 4P % BIAE & & HS AUALH R 2

KIR AT 49%) HS 5 Fe & /E44, H Fe-HS il
PIXI DFe ¥ M SR TTHR & 18 80%, ik BE Y
Fe-HS £ & W #4510 vk 3 27K 1 (1) DFe REG2 B5 1)
o . bR X DFe A1 HS A7 76 ALY 20 A,
Wi vk B LA 35 A1 S P (R7>0.58; P<0.05)%, 4}
Bl DFe/eHS *}y 13£2.5 nmol DFe/mg eq. SRFA,
] HS it 44 DFe 2 547G . Bundy %17
XFIH 4 1T i) DFe BCARFN HS #EAT 0BT, &
BOHS W5 R T R AR AR B R R (R=
0.95, P<0.05), [Ali}, HS if 5iA 45 Fe £77F S Fh 2k
PER R, XL HS A B8R FC A MY = 224 BT 4,
X} Fe (94345 2 2] # ZAE ] . Nishimura 255858 1)
E HS MZEOGIRE RS HS 5 DFe MYCHR, 45

KA ME RV E SR OX, JEEFEZE FDOM
Yj DFe ¥ B BUIEAHOCG, JF H X T DFe [n] 1 416 fili 42
X (1) 1z i ) S S VE o FEJE T A O ik
DFe 5658 i 2¢ Guh Ji FR I H sim k MEAH 26, -1
SE B THE FCOM 2R 27K AR rf 248 5 fff A5 R 1)
KRG LR, X S B AE 1K h i B A
B, TESREW I . A DL R RO VE R R
W27k, DFe 32 5] i 56 i 2% FDOM 45 K454 Bl
P A 1) 24 5V A4 0 000 iR 2 SR 35 3R W I
JiZ& FDOM W] LAid i #2 it A7 MLEC (A K 45 1| DFe 1Y
I3 o PEAE TR R I R, HS AN RE R 0 I i 254k
(1432 i 0 5 W AT RS, X B 1 R I M S A I R Mo T
i FLRR O AR AE

2.2 KT HS EMEKEDHTH AR

IR

HS J&¥ i DFe BYEH ZA PLECA, 1A HLA
DR 2 9 4 Ak B 7 T e R EL VA P R i R 0 2 ]
R R %y B2 R 2R O A Lo 4 i T Ui A R Bk
PIAILH E 2L 2 Bh, — Bl AR FALE]: TR A
Yo & BA A S R, A SAILES
Fe(IID Ay ik J5 K Fe (4 fif 25, B IS 4 M 2% 10 (4 % 48 14
W TEHLBR AR 55 A — B2 ML 7R IR
ZMEF, AVLECARL A Fe(lll)& &AW F, i
Fe( 1) Bo {4 2 A1 B 0 35 A S 808 e ik, 2
PEBE W PR AT WL B R B LR W T R 52 B R
fEIR JFRD G 22 R 5, oo b # e Sk
W SR o BT A A, Xk B A T R S
Al 20 o AE AR R EA HLELR, HS tBEE L 4 A
YEFIR i DFe WA 9T BRI, SF9E RS HS %
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G Fe R iE AR ENIERA, B THF
TEFE YW, IS HA i FA 456 1) Fe X iR IiFAE
W ELA i B A A AT R D 0400 e R A
FLRHE 7K o

AN FAHLBCAR Y 245 G om B 5tk R 8UE
YT R A ER 225 . —Jr i, —Sef PLEC A AT R R
AR V7 AR 4 1) A el R DFBT, 55—
0, AP P D ke K b s i i, 2
fifi A= AT R P v TG ML . Chen 26181l Y 2
Bk B(DFB). B4k {6 2 (FC). HA =R A [a] i e i
BEALE Fe 254, SRWFSR AN T 2 fE 5 09 [A] 1k
., ANIE Fe B 46 )4k 2 28 09 WY A TEHL Fe=
HA-Fe(IlI)>DFB-Fe(Ill) ~ FC-Fe(Ill). HA-Fe(II[){1
AT R FHYE R HS AN RS 0l 2k i Bk 1k 2
728, & REETERIFE Y St Fe fEdF HA K
Krachler % BUR SRV B 11X KA g HS 5
Lk (Chlorella salina)— Y557, 2R KM EH HS )
R s A Ko b, XU IR U5 T e e TH R 1Y
HS R HE /55 8 0] 1 35 19 A= ) mT R M . Fe-HS A=
Yy el I AIVE S BRI ) 0 R — s Y 2, T
N HC X B 8 (Thalassiosira pseudonana) /8 %5 & 09 4
Wyl B, X W 40 R (Synechococcus sp.)IF)
A= AT R i 5 O o A SR AR -, R S Ve T
WFHE 4 B4 K, Krachler 451VESC 80 = 15 5% o 2 R
HS pyEiR Y i 25 i A K AR fE dEEH . Fe
TP Y E BB IR R, HS BEISHE K7 U AE ) X
BRI, AR YY) S I B HS i — 25T Fe
oA ALFIEASRERR, Kt Fe. HS 5T7i#E
Yy Z 18] B/ AR L
23 HAKF HS s SKENLER G A

HS &AZF B A FEEH, sl RiF2HE
A RO, S — A TA RGBSR L DG B Al HS
PRI T, DL RS A (ROS) T2 H H
R (OH). FREMAEA A HIEROO)MALLEH('0,).
HO;, /05 U0 it AR K Ak v i 4 g - Fel® 7Y
A AL B VO SR AL R TR A B R AT 2B
EM .

Fe T30 LA A IE AL HE Fe(TID) -4 0 6 |
Fe(IIDiA SRy Fe(I1)LA M Ao iy &4k, L Fe-HS
AW Fe(lDA Fe(1l) &AL JFUE LT,
HS 7ECIAE R Rk i F ok, IR e
25 Fe(Il), M A28 50 Fe(1D), 3k O5 i

Ji, T Fe( IR E2E S 5 E 0., H0,
DL R OF H Fh FEAE & A A R0 58 1o IE Ak, 34 il E
1ot P A -4 R H 77 75 B (LMICT) 6 5% Wi 2k 1) DY Ak 2k
Ji 8, DA T AR 2 AR T 3 i A A X Ak e I e, v
SR FRPAGEIR T, FAE 19 20 80 4R1K, Miles 7Y
AFF 5% R AR KA v i) Jo 0 Ak 1Y) A 38 D 2 I 1
W, TEXAEA T HS AE MR & A LMCT [,
FL35HF Fe(IIN)YGiA 5, Fe(11), Bl )5 i it 20K Fe(11)
AL Fe(TID), 1 4 2F 4R 7K 14 v i) 420315 #E .
Voelker 271581 Fe(Il)5 FA R4 EWREW k4
LMCT JZJ, A Fe(1l). iZad Ft 3 8 & A 7E 15 ik
Ak R R R ZK T, JEIRECR HS B A&
HS*, Mifif=4: HO, /05, (A= 1 f 2), dEiifh
H,0,(A R 3), HI[EE, Fe(lll)-HS 254G W32 6
MR KA LMCT A R Fe(I1)(2A 20 4), 800 T ¥ i
Yk, B Fe(ID ALl Fe(l) (AKX 5),
K, HS FEZOGE RO I ERT. Hor,
HO, /05 RIEHAIEA, BT LIMEN Fe(11)AY4A AL
(A 6), Wi Fe(lID)ABAFEFRI(AZ 7).

HS +hy — HS' (1)

HS' +0, - HS,, +HO,/0; (2)

2HO,/0; +H" - H,0, + 0, (3)

Fe(1I1)~ HS + hv — HS™* + Fe(Il) (4)

Fe(Il) + H,0, — Fe(IlI)+ 'OH +OH"~ (5)

H+

Fe(Il)+HO, /0; —Fe(Ill)+ H,0, (6)
—H'

Fe(IIl)+ HO, /05 — Fe(Il)+ 0, (7

R E s HS ok A et RO i 2
4, Miles 27 71\ g7k i HS 55 Fe 19 R ALIA JF I
O AE PRI PR R FE A 2 B0 o Richard VR HIKZ
B K G A ET A HS H B F 8343 . Ou 25078
FIAF ST R HS i B 7R S 2 J 2 BT R R e o [ A
1) 2 A A
2.4 Fe-HS &4 e 7 0 Failk BARIREITH

YER Fe A MLBCARMEZLA WGER 4>, FEVE HS 7
W ERE R XS R 77, It Fe-HS # &9tk
WAFTE. 5 HS fil DFe 2411, Fe-HS 4% i B 137
FIERFE R, EhEEOR, 4GRS, HS 8k
fil & %5 & (iron binding capacity, IBC) LB Z 1K .
Fang 45 B 58 % WA K W) B F 38 J¥ (0~0.234 g/L
NaCl) N5 R (HA)ZEH A2 fE X Fe-HA 285 F2EE
A BRELI, B0 8 0] LRI HS Y H HR 2S [a] 45
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H, dEmismILY Fe M% G, fEmEBERMT,
Fe-HS 28GR MEA: B, R A 5 758 32 9 15 KRR AR
T AT E AR Z IR R T, i HS T & L
IR o FEX PP BRI A [ 254 R, HS 2HLIE Fe
YRS A0, /D Fe-HS A0 AE N o B
TR EERT HS 454 Bk B 5 0 2 I 9 35 22 8] (4 25
AR KRR R I B TR AE A

Yang ZE1 PHIE T KT HA Fl FA 7F 5~40 18
JEE P IBC 19481k, S55E3R0 IBC BEEh B A3 i
EIRHOUBEAR, I BB BOS WAL Y (IBC, S)=
Ay x exp (KS) + Yo, Hrh Y(UBC, S)/& HS £ S
T IBCAH, K A IBC BlER BN R W01 R 2L, Ao
RIT D ERERBE R Y IBC (4 s, S K
R, BUBEYE RN 0~34, Yo NERKEREE T 1 H/N IBC
. SuFEWIAHER R M T HS /Y IBC, Ju)E7e
KATHIRK(YRDW) T, $hEEARIY K A 45 1BC Tt
o FER R KB IR T Fe A1 HS WY454, RILT
I Fe Al HA (264 3222 & A 70 I AUIA 2 iR 7K 7K
(UG
2.5 % h#/KF HS-DFe Boi-t9Hz2ib

3y

Fe-HS A5 WH5H Fe 9504, XHifg/KH Fe HiE
B R e S Ve R, BREREESD, HABIABEA
ZA0 pH A . SN Fe fil HS Z B A WA —E
(s, SE TSI K o Fe-HS 25 AR ™ ™,

pH {EW &0 Fe fl HS KA MEBEREZ —,
BE# pH MY, HS ML oRIER K, 24 LA
&R T 5 T X SRR 4 A W SE ok s,
BAKMY pH 41FF, Fe BT MK MBI, £EM
liF B8 Fe #F0 HS B2t T2 1. SR
HS kB fE A 25 57 A AR B I 0™, 3
TWER S, 5 Fe g G iim. Ab, fEILRE
PG T, Fe 455145 HS F=AE 2055, bl
& pH BRI IN, FK AR R v i 2 A k%
WD, HS B 22 R T 45 A i S5 R KR . it HS
(2 I AL AR BE B N, REAS ML T £ A9 45 A ok Of:
5 Fe KB4 . Gledhill BN T pH {HILF K
6.8~8.3 BT FIKAR T RIE A& A8 fk, 25 R RABE
pH {HYFEMK, HS 55 Fe M A2, B TEEF
Z AN, A 4 An A s YR B 1 SR 4
AR B T 2 pH R0 .

Tk B Al 2 g % i R, v s IR N R

KA AR — I, ERRNIRET, 5T
Wz Bhg, SRS N HEFRNE, I Fe-HS
KAV E A A . T —TJr i, BT E YT
B IR BT AR E, TR IR EE VG Fl Fe-HS
AW A R R . Fang 2 HF 5% 2 W Fe-HA
0,35 U 1Y) 50 B BE VL () R T RS 5, 7R 25 C I as |
I RAE -

WAL, 6 )8 B T 2 8] 1Y 58 o S 52 R 25 5 6 R
F)— A ATRED 26 . 7RI 1, JRK 5 /K A TR 14
TOKAIE FoRE MK R Ca A1 Mg WU 22 F10H i
TIRAK, BAR Ca. Mg 5 HS M E/EMZSS T
HS-Fe, {HE/K T ER Ca. Mg 5 Fe a4+ HS,
XA E AR Fe 5 HS 944, SEIBC I FEK,
PR Fe MM ERIL241T 4 . Abualhaija %156 F
T LA RIFSE 2 B HS %) Fe M4 S 1VEH 2 3 Cu 354
[R50

3 SwkEZ

O 5 A 4 BRIV A o A bR AR,
S5 R IR K v 4k 14 A )t BR A 2 0 B 11 G 1 A
. HEOCT WK P S A RN RE &
WS T — 2 AR, B S 7 T AT A7 A2 Bk o L andgk
Siaf BRI E, B EA T2, W
WA G A L i R W AR Y, — ke U R A T A
T E BAEZNEE AN Ak, MR AR A TE
AR, AR A T RO T R 1 A A A
TECAAR, Pl A A N TBC A [ T il 23 50 I e 45 2R
FEAEREI, AN A S T A A A R S A T
S 1 R T K P R R A R R LR BR TR
B AR AT Rtk A, T A LR LA 5 T R IR
A5

1) 348X JE BB 7 A R ik 14 DA TR B 5 i Lk
SEARE ) AR A AR . AN [ R TR A O K A A 2T
AR A0 DA B V7 i R 0 A A R T T 8 B ) v
A WFE IR, T R AN VT 32 B T AR R K
FN TG 3 i 52 M A, o (5 745 96 7K HP %) 1 8 I ik
JEZ B Z R R R A S0, BF5 X L R R R AR R
B E

2) WA T O PR B, 5 T R VR A
JBT 1) f 15 R BT Rk A 5 e G A B A ) Y A o
o WEVE R By A T R R AE R Y A A T TR
FE T E B AVE L, DR B BTG Ak 0 4% A R g
SxRg M AR AR RIS B R R )
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TEPRER S A SCBRE IR 2K [RLH AR 1 Mg A 0 e
ARAk, TG LT AR I DR B A I RS KR e Lk 2
B RETT R AR AT e E 2L o

I E 73 B 4 2RV SR T R A e R R A X
T A8 GE AR WK P AR ES LT A K SC
PR 2R 0 T J A B A 2 ) S — 20 R AR IR 5 J L SRS
g K TR BOIE R SR AL R R AT AR S

S Z ik
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Abstract: Humic substances (HS) are ubiquitous components of natural organic matter on the earth's surface. They
substantially influence the distribution and biogeochemical cycle of iron (Fe), a critical micro-nutrient in marine
systems. This study summarizes the origin and distribution of HS and their effects on the migration, transformation,
and bioavailability of Fe in seawater, particularly estuaries and coastal waters. Numerous studies have demonstrated
that the variation in the concentration and Fe binding capacity of HS can explain the variation in the distribution of
dissolved iron (DFe). HS complexation not only prevents the removal of DFe in estuaries and coastal waters but
also allows DFe to be transported to the open ocean by ocean currents. Furthermore, it can also increase the solu-
bility of Fe in seawater and its bioavailability to phytoplankton and promote its redox cycle. The complexation of
Fe and HS is influenced by physicochemical factors, such as salinity and pH. Salinity is a vital factor influencing
the Fe binding ability of HS. A higher salinity results in fewer sites that can coordinate with Fe and an exponential
decrease in the total coordination amount, whereas a higher pH can increase the HS—DFe complexation. HS can also
influence the redox reaction of DFe in seawater, thereby affecting the absorption of DFe and its utilization by
phytoplankton. Therefore, the organic complexation of Fe and HS plays a vital role in the marine biogeochemical

cycle of Fe, and it is crucial to further study the HS concentration and distribution in seawater.
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