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Abstract: Through systematic ecological geochemical survey and evaluation, 5 323 surface samples were
collected in Rizhao area of Shandong, and the geochemical analysis data of heavy metal elements in the
surface soil were obtained. The 8 kinds of heavy metal elements (As, Cd, Cr, Cu, Hg, Ni, Pb, Zn) in

the surface soil were evaluated in accordance with the soil environmental quality standard (GB 15618—
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1995), and the soil environmental quality was evaluated by using single factor index and comprehensive
evaluation index. As showed by the results of soil environmental quality evaluation of single factor, the
percentages of [ class soil in 8 elements, such as As, Cd, Cr, Cu, Hg, Ni, Pb and Zn, are 100. 00%,
98.21%, 94.14%, 98.10%, 99.90%, 89.18%, 96.61% and 98.37% ., respectively, and the soil
environmental quality is good in this area; the average single factor environmental quality of T class soil
accounts for 96. 81%, Il class accounts for 3. 17%, and Il class only accounts for 0. 02%. As showed by
the results of comprehensive evaluation of soil heavy metal element pollution in the surface soil, the area
of soil environmental quality which belongs to | class with clean-relative clean soil accounts for 86. 39%5 ,
the area which belongs to Il class with lightly polluted soil accounts for 13.55%, and the area which
belongs to Il class with moderate polluted soil accounts for only 0. 06 %, indicating that soil heavy metal
pollution in Rizhao area is rare, and the soil environmental quality in overall is in good condition. As
showed by the evaluation results of comprehensive index of heavy metal elements in soil, no enrichment
area accounts for 5.50% of the total area, weak enrichment area accounts for 38.63%, moderate
enrichment accounts for 53.27%, and severe enrichment area accounts for 2. 60% , showing that the
existing regional pollutants in surface soil has an accumulation trend; although the trend does not reach
harmful degree, it should be paid more attention.
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Tab.1 Geochemical Characteristics of Soil Heavy Metal Elements

JE b Bhm MG R IEE s CRELHCFYME/ | AREFE/

| P | , o e | R 10 100

Lot e WRFE | HEAK Lot e A5 R 10 T e e =

As 6. 000 2.37 0. 40 282 5. 300 1. 41 0.27 5.000 9. 300 11. 500 9.300 11. 200
Cd 0.096 0.10 0. 99 276 0.076 0.02 0. 26 0.105 0.083 0.084 0.084 0.097
Cr | 61.500 34.28 0. 56 269 51. 700 13.25 0. 26 48. 600 70.000 60. 800 | 66.000 61.000
Cu | 19.400 9.77 0. 50 303 17. 400 4.55 0. 26 17.700 24. 500 23.100 | 22.400 22.600
Hg 0.020 0.05 2.39 274 0.015 0. 00 0. 00 0.023 0.015 0. 044 0.019 0.065
Ni 27.900 16. 40 0.59 298 24. 300 7.11 0.29 20. 100 29. 400 28.600 | 25.800 26.900
Pb 27.200 11. 40 0.42 256 23.700 2.76 0.12 25.500 25.300 24.700 | 25.800 26.000
Zn | 64.700 20.02 0.31 279 59. 700 9.92 0.17 62.700 71. 400 71.700 | 50.000 74.200
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Tab. 2 Statistical Results of Base Values for Soil Heavy Metal Elements of Parent Material Units

Hb 5T BP0 B8 As Cd Cr Cu Hg Ni Pb Zn
FEA S 15 17 18 16 16 17 15 13
AR — -
i M /1078 8. 000 0.098 77.900 22.100 0.014 33.400 23.500 63. 800
KBRS
R RE % 0.14 0.29 0.24 0.19 0.16 0.25 0.07 0.10
FEA S 31 31 30 29 24 29 32 35
AR — —
. A /1076 5. 500 0.092 54. 500 17. 200 0.015 23.100 24. 300 63. 800
HEBARE(38)
BRRE/ % 0.25 0.17 J11 0.17 0.15 0.14 0.15 0.16
FEA K 16 13 17 14 15 16 14 17
AR —
FUEAE /100 6. 700 0.095 58. 300 19. 800 0.020 24. 600 28. 600 70. 000
e
7 LA (18)
TRRB/ % 0.22 0.18 0.27 0.14 0.27 0.27 0.14 0.17
BEA KL 11 11 8 11 11 11 11 12
AR -
i FAE(E /100 8. 300 0.077 78.900 22.500 0.015 35.100 21. 400 59. 600
TIGREC(12)
TREB/% 0. 20 0.23 0.07 0.17 0.22 0.15 0.09 0.18
BEARL 17 19 17 20 14 17 18 21
oot AE RN - -
I e /1070 3. 600 0.093 50. 400 15. 000 0.014 20. 600 24. 900 73.100
BRI H(22)
LR RE/ % 0.27 0.36 0.23 0.28 0.23 0.21 0.16 0.32
FEA KL 30 34 30 27 31 31 33 29
o Am e - -
HAEME /1076 4.900 0. 085 51. 300 14. 300 0.015 23.900 24. 700 60. 400
AZWF3](35)
R RE/ % 0.22 0.33 0.27 0.18 0.22 0.30 0.18 0.17
FEA KL 24 20 23 21 18 22 21 19
SRR A — -
HEE /106 4. 300 0.057 33.100 12.500 0.014 14. 600 24.700 48.100
J¥51(25)
LR RE/ % 0.26 0.37 0.27 0.25 0.17 0.25 0.17 0.14
FEA KL 22 22 22 20 20 23 18 22
EREAY TN — -
JLEM /106 4. 800 0.101 45.100 19. 800 0.016 23. 000 27.600 73.700
JF51(23)
S RE/ % 0. 35 0.36 .32 0.19 0.23 0.37 0.11 0.21
FEA KL 20 19 19 19 21 20 22 20
ks -
. HEHEME /100 6. 200 0.078 62. 800 19. 300 0.016 29. 400 25. 200 62. 400
T4 (22)
LR RE/ % 0.32 0.24 0.27 0. 20 0.28 0.27 0.15 0.14
FEA L 35 40 35 37 37 39 39 41
gAY - -
. FeAfEME /106 5. 200 0.073 53. 200 18. 500 0.016 25. 200 24. 300 55. 500
I Y74 (188)
AR ZE Y% 0. 20 0.24 .19 0.16 0.26 0.23 0.10 0.17
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Tab.3 Statistical Results of Base Values for Soil Heavy Metal Elements of Landform Units

iR LT ZH As Cd Cr Cu Hg Ni Pb Zn
X A% 13 11 12 13 12 12 11 12
b -1 -
FAEME /106 6. 800 0.062 49. 000 14. 500 0.017 24.100 26. 700 52.100
R (14
BRRE/ % 0.42 0.28 0.29 0.28 0.24 0. 30 0.11 0.24
FEAEL 25 24 22 25 24 24 17 27
F S (27) FAEME /106 5.000 0.070 51. 500 16. 500 0.015 24. 900 23. 400 55. 900
AR SR Y 0.33 0.20 0.26 0.31 0.23 0.33 0.05 0.16
" A% 13 15 18 17 19 19 17 18
AR AR -
9 FeAE(E /100 3.700 0.062 41. 600 11. 600 0.019 21. 600 26. 200 49. 900
(19
AR SR Y 0.27 0.27 0.42 0.28 0.47 0.46 0.11 0.24
FEA KL 50 46 46 47 48 45 42 52
AR-UE AR - -
EEGT FEMEAE /1076 7.300 0. 080 72.800 21.100 0.015 31.500 22. 600 59. 900
R (57
BRZRE/ N 0.21 0.23 0.16 0.13 0.24 0.13 0.08 0.15
FEA KL 110 130 120 119 116 104 118 129
f b -5k 1 ok — -
A /1078 4.700 0.079 48.100 16. 200 0.014 21.500 23.700 61. 000
FrB (157)
BRRE/ N 0.18 0.28 0.23 0.19 0.20 0.18 0.13 0.18
) FEAS B 15 15 14 14 14 15 13 14
[ZEERIE] - - -
) FLEE /106 5. 600 0.066 50. 000 17. 000 0.015 24. 200 22.800 62. 000
FBz (15)
BRRE/ % 0.36 0.24 0.27 0.32 0.23 0.26 0.11 0.19
FEAS B 11 11 10 11 11 10 11 9
HEROEJE (11D HfEE /1070 5. 300 0.077 36. 400 10. 400 0.019 17.700 24. 200 38. 900
BRRE % 0.25 0.55 0.26 0. 20 0.47 0.28 0.19 0.16
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Tab. 4 Statistical Results of Background Values for Soil Heavy Metal Elements of Parent Material Units

S ST 28 As Cd Cr Cu Hg Ni Pb Zn
i FEARL 64 63 69 71 72 66 65 71
jt:;if{; HafE/10 6 7.100 0.132 76. 700 24,600 0.024 32.400 25. 300 65.900
e 5 R E % 0.21 0. 20 0.18 0.18 0.21 0.16 0.07 0.16
\ FEA KL 95 120 120 125 125 132 145 128
%ﬁ:ﬁt‘;ﬁal) HoefE/1070 4. 800 0.108 50. 900 17. 400 0.021 21. 500 24. 600 65. 200
A5 R/ % 0.16 0.17 0.13 0.19 0.13 0.20 0.12 0.15
i FEARL 81 66 79 74 81 71 91 71
%Z:;Zn R /100 6.500 0.119 64. 300 22,400 0. 026 29. 200 29. 800 72.500
A5 R % 0.22 0.18 0. 30 0.22 0.17 0.16 0. 14 0.12
i FEARL 42 41 41 39 36 43 39 45
Eiﬁtijn WofE/10 0 6. 800 0.119 90. 100 22. 400 0.021 35. 300 23. 300 62. 500
A5 R % 0.17 0.16 0.18 0.17 0.17 0.19 0.07 0.19
B ’ FEA R 78 71 64 61 55 65 67 57
ekt W EME/1070 4. 700 0.107 46. 600 14. 900 0.023 20. 100 26. 800 67.100
207 WP 5 (84)
A5 RH % 0.21 0.24 0.17 0.18 0.13 0.18 0. 09 0.11
o AR 133 132 112 125 117 95 89 126
;ﬁ;jﬁjf:; HE(E/106 4.700 0.106 44,500 15. 300 0.021 18. 300 24. 600 67.800
! A5 R % 0.21 0.25 0.25 0.23 0.23 0.18 0.08 0.19
. FEA L 81 84 76 75 73 67 78 94
ﬁi:igm HoaefEH/1070 4.700 0.115 42. 600 18. 700 0.023 18. 000 29. 600 74. 300
i TSR/ % 0.15 0.27 0.19 0.17 0.21 0.15 0. 14 0.24
. FEARL 75 51 74 60 62 67 55 70
D:iﬁ:f? R /100 4. 800 0. 080 36. 900 13. 400 0. 022 14. 900 27. 300 59. 000
v A5 RE % 0.23 0.17 0. 34 0.19 0.21 0.28 0.07 0. 20
. FEARL 45 46 45 44 44 39 37 45
e R /100 5. 900 0.116 55. 700 19. 500 0. 035 23.100 25. 400 56. 400
IRGAL(51)
A5 R % 0.18 0.25 0.22 0.24 0.31 0.18 0.08 0.17
. N 173 140 154 120 130 142 138 144
”mifia%) Ha(E/106 5.500 0.104 48.700 16. 100 0.029 19. 700 25. 400 54. 400
A5 R A % 0.22 0.16 0.21 0.16 0.28 0.19 0.08 0.14

T« b B TR 5 N A B SRR R AR,
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Fig.1 Differences of Background Values for Soil Heavy
Metal Elements of Parent Material Units
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Fig. 2 Differences of Background Values for Soil Heavy

FINE %

Metal Elements of Main Soil Type Units
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Tab. 5 Statistical Results of Background Values for Soil Heavy Metal Elements of Main Soil Type Units

Roe: £ 31 24 As Cd Cr Cu Hg Ni Pb Zn
AR 61 59 52 55 54 52 59 64
AR (72) HEE /106 5. 200 0. 086 40. 200 14. 700 0.025 17. 900 25. 900 50. 100
A5 R % 0.18 0.19 0.12 0.19 0.24 0.13 0.11 0.19
AR 147 143 115 95 118 133 137 140
4 (160) TR /106 5. 300 0.102 48.700 15. 400 0.027 20. 300 25. 300 56. 800
A5 R % 0.22 0.22 0.18 0.14 0. 30 0. 24 0.11 0.18
FEASL 62 44 58 55 42 56 54 52
AR D HoafE/10°¢ 5.500 0.095 49. 700 17. 400 0.027 20. 700 24.100 51. 300
A5 R A % 0.17 0.12 0.19 0.17 0.22 0.17 0.12 0.14
FEASL 212 215 194 220 191 182 180 209
R P RLE
(259) R /100 4. 400 0.107 45. 400 17. 400 0.021 19. 600 26. 700 67.200
AR RE/ % 0.22 0.26 0.26 0.28 0.22 0.22 0.11 0.18
FEASL 125 112 121 117 118 103 114 116
R+ — - —
(14 55 /10¢ 6. 000 0.114 56. 900 19. 200 0.023 21. 800 25.500 67.400
AR5 R % 0.28 0.19 0.21 0.21 0.23 0.19 0.15 0. 14
FEARL 193 179 161 173 172 160 179 191
T (228) /1070 5. 000 0.104 49. 300 17. 600 0.022 20. 500 25. 700 65. 200
A5 R A % 0.18 0.21 0.21 0.19 0.24 0.22 0.13 0.19
AR 114 124 97 115 107 115 102 109
kR 4 (136) HafE/10°¢ 4.700 0.107 49. 400 17. 500 0.022 22.000 25. 700 66. 600
A5 R % 0. 20 0.23 0.21 0.23 0.19 0.29 0.12 0.17

T R ISAE S A BT R R AR

2.2.3 BBITHRET 5 X 48 S A (- 3, ARk X 1
AR X BT HIERESE I TRY i Cd.Cr.Cu. Ni AL, KA TEET=HEHS
BHESGHEERILE 6, PE A X A Y S FE AR s KL X 3P Cd | Cu

k6 BERTBERERTIEECRAETESERZTER
Tab. 6 Statistical Results of Background Values for Soil Heavy Metal Elements of County Administrative Region Units

THX 4 FR EY0 As Cd Cr Cu Hg Ni Pb Zn
FEAS B 252 220 214 229 221 205 212 269
R X (298) WafE/10°¢ 4. 800 0.086 41. 000 14. 800 0.022 17. 500 25. 000 58. 600
A5 R % 0.19 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.29 0.21 0.09 0.25

FEASEL 420 394 358 404 325 402 380 411
B (480) W EE/1076 5. 800 0.114 64. 000 21.100 0.024 27. 200 24. 800 61.500
SR/ % 0.25 0.21 0.2 0.21 0.25 0.25 0.13 0.18

AL 165 155 125 152 161 119 145 165
KX (198) HoafE/10°¢ 4.700 0.094 44.100 14. 900 0.023 18. 400 25. 600 60. 000
ASRE/ % 0.18 0.18 0.16 0.19 0.28 0. 14 0.09 0. 20

AR 313 302 247 297 303 240 285 298
FHER(373) W E/10°¢ 5. 200 0.114 48. 800 18. 000 0.023 19. 300 26. 700 66. 200
BSRE/ % 0.24 0.21 0.15 0.22 0.21 0. 14 0.13 0.15

TE AT BUX 48 R A 5 BT R R AR R
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L35 A s IR TR M S 5 A X LI R
H A —3,

HIWAR A 2 HHOF S E A e, B A7 8K 4 1
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fik, 1 Cd.Hg.Zn {5 . Xt 8 fh+3EE 4@ L Kl
7 +As.Cr.Cu.Ni fil Pb 7£ 4 M ERITHX W =
BT 2E A S EEACE B Cd, 1
B0 Cd Al Zn 15 506 B 20 & 10 2R 35 XL 1L X
1) Cd F1 Zn DA e 4 DERATEIX ) He & sk
s T A AR A,

3 REREENFTIE
3.1 EMERESRE

- 4 R PR TR R A DL 3R )5 I ek Ak A
Bl b KA, = MO 8 PR 5 BT At An ME ) (GB
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Pb.Zn % 8 P 4 J&@ o0 K 1% 52 I BEOkL, i a2 SR A
B2 IR SN N = ¢ = NS = U S i
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DA A% AR Sy AR DA LG L B IX 3 35K 1k 27
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Fig. 3 Differences of Background Values for Soil Heavy
Metal Elements of County Administrative Region Units
SRR T 26 I 20 M 26 o 55 T 2 445
P LA 0, P PR 8 55 {1 2k 121 45 1 ) A B TR B 35 5
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Tab.7 Evaluation Classification Standards of

Environmental Quality

W m | R SRR 15 e K -
TREHE | Zi<) |ZeBWRE | FHEg a8 BEE
M2+ 1<z=<<2| RKi5Hk TR ARG G

2<Zi<<3|  PEIS R B N2 Eor- i SU ]

HMHELYE | Z>3 ERESEES a7 B N R

3.2 HEAE

FiT A BRI ST 53 Ak A1 SPSS19. 0 Fil Excel2010
BAFHEAT . £ 4 R o0 2 BT R R
ArcGIS9. 2 52k,

4 FMER

4.1 TERXRBEREBEEIEM
4.1.1 ERFREREFMN

- 4 P AR T R TE A 45 R LR 8.
M 8 Al LA . X3k N As,Cd.Cr,Cu, Hg, Ni,
Pb.Zn %5 8 L & J8 e & | 25 + 3 0 1o AR LL 48] 43 53]
4 100.00%.98.21%,94. 14 % .98.10% .99. 90% .
89. 18%.96. 61 % F1 98. 37 % . i3 B XI5, N - 3 37
e RAF, A ek 12 R
96.81% . As £ & 1 25 T IEARMETL 0 ; 75 & 11 25 11
FRAESEWE A Cu.Pb.Zn, [ 81345 3.17%;
Cr.Cd.Hg Ni 1 8L 265045 1 26 + 4, AR K&
Sy Cd, i A4 50k 0. 030% ,0. 440 % , 12 + 3
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Tab. 8 Evaluation Results of Single Factor Environmental Quality

) I 244 12644 I 2% - ¢ % 2% 155

R 16 A1/ km? et/ % 1# 1/ km? et/ % TR/ km? e/ % TR /km? He i/ %%
As 5307.11 100. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Cd 5212.25 98. 21 92.45 1.74 1.74 0. 030 23.110 0. 440
Cr 4 996. 30 94. 14 309. 75 5. 84 0. 86 0.016 0.198 0. 004
Cu 5 206. 29 98. 10 100. 82 1. 90 0. 00 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Hg 5 301.95 99. 90 3.90 0.07 1.25 0.020 0. 000 0. 000
Ni 4732.77 89.18 573.17 10. 80 1.17 0.020 0. 000 0. 000
Pb 5127.24 96.61 179. 87 3.39 0. 00 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Zn 5 220. 39 98. 37 86. 71 1.63 0. 00 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000

T P2 B A AR 5 307. 11 km? . LUl 3278 48 J0 3 40 8 25 4 B 55 J0 kA 11 AR ot 94 2 X - 8 A T AR A 7 20 L

A T ALY 0.020 %, d BRI 2 £ 88 o b
(I T S WS P A Ci N 2 g wee | B NS R aB 7
WA E] 12 2 0, - HE BRI it AR 5
Rt

4.1.2 XERZARER A

IR JZE B erh As B B AE R Ml X8 il 5
I A X JE 21, R — B B I 25 44
MHEERITER.

Cd Ry HHEARBTINRER DL T K+ F . [ 2%
FIHERA N 5 212,25 km®, i 98. 21 % . 43 A0 ] IZ s
126+ HEmF N 92. 45 km®, 5 1. 74 % , B8 A 1
ARSERH R AT K R P R LD B e i B
XL X 2 A A BT R A S Ak A 1T
R EELH =R ES I RIG YA KM
I 2 4 38 18 B2k 24. 85 km® , o I 26 4 498 1w AL
1.74 km®, 5 0.03%, 45 I 26 & 3w Al 23,11
km”, 5 0. 44 %0, 2 IR 50 A 78 B BRI X, A4 A3
L8 A FKE WL Fr 2R 26 + e
S NEAE IR A K,

Cr B9 HIEMRBEINREZR ML T 28+ 1 0 3=, 1l
4 996.30 km?, (5 94. 14 %, 40 A Tz 11 26
AR 309. 75 km?, /5 5. 84 %, 32 B 43 A 78 74 & #1
TP S D, A L g — AR SE A B AL R IE SV,
T3 ANE H REOK B A A R A (I 28 i AR
9 0.86 km®, (5 0.016% ,4 [ 25 - HE1H FLH 0. 198
km” . (5 0. 004 %6, 52 AR 43 A 7 b Ll DX ARG B
T AR a5 i bl A 5 R R TS e G

FHE Cu &AL, Cu i TR T REZE A LU
T2+, mA K 5 206. 29 km®, 5 98.10% ;5 11
KRz LA 100. 82 km?, 4 1. 90 %, FE 4y
A AERE T K PE R -E 1l A Rs 2 db O TR

H X DL R m B 1 25 4 s Cd py I 2 T 2%
Ao A A A () bW B I S 5 A K R
R RSN T E AN ESE =L S

He W HIERIT DR A DL | K0 F . |
AR5 301,95 km?®, /5 99. 90% , 23 AT iz s T 25 + 3
AR 3. 90 km? . (5 0. 07 %4, 5 5 JECIR 43 A1 78 1 18 4
IRER 5 RE R 30 DA B v A T2 IR A 1. 25
km® . 5 0. 0226 AN 76 J5 R B 0, T2 58 0 43
AR B AR AN K AR AT REHE 7R Hh iz b X g s e
LS WA 53 B (12 4 8 0% H 30 32 B2 N 2R 4B 3 1 3
Cln 2B 3 b7 sl NS G Al s RIS O 5 R Y

Ni g I 2583w B h 4 732.77 km’, 4
89.18% 4y ) iz I X LMy 573. 17 km®,
di 10. 80% .52 8 A EE 4 J@ o & 1 11 28 4 58 55 A 1
R K TR o 32 8850 A 76 74 307 B 11— 2R 58
BT R R I A% S L H BOKE R 3 DL RO
Ly DX PG 3 Jey s b BE L 5 g G G T 26 1
AR 1,17 km? L i 0. 02 % AN 3 A5 75 55 B B AL 3
5 Cr iy 28 -850 A AHW 45 40 5 Cr A A R Y
15 GRS B IR RIS A K

T4 P SRR, FHOME Y e R K £
UL T 2 EHOE w5 127. 24 km, 7 96.21%,
AR IR AR 179. 87 km™ . 7 3. 39%
FE A AERE T K L AT X AR
AR R R S D AR 5 A R AR R A
XKy AT a1 28 A B8 5t DR A A A K IS e
N R0 K A N S AR N S R R S S

+ e Zn HEEAL, | REEEAUNS 220. 39
km”, ] 98.37% 4346 ) 1z s 1 LRy 86. 71
km” , 5 XA ALY 1. 63 %6, 3 B4 A fE K5 A K JE /e
WEEILE X, 580 FRIGEA X, BN D&
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IR A AE AT 3 £ DA S H R OK 2 g 3 J=) 35
if, B G NRE TGS K.
4.2 ESREBREZEAEN
4.2.1 4N

MERJZ L EHE SR RS M AR G 9]
UBEH  XENEZE LS As,Cd.Cr.Cu,Hg.Ni,
Pb.Zn FHEBICR T HIAT [ KL MY TH
Tt B TG o5 1 A DR T B A 86. 3904, i 8
DI - HEBA T 4 R 5 G o L Ul B 0 A I
RAf Ha i o i 11 2 b S g i 2 o8 ) A X
T AR 13. 55 %0, & W] 5 86 DX ek - S 30 05 2 AR Y
e 5 T2 - 8 o3 A i ARt 981 2 XA T AR AY 0. 0600,
J& TR RS g g U] B P RO B R OT R
MR IGFE A 8] REC e K sh A K &
AR RS At 0™ TS e i

R IEESERARTEESTENER
Tab.9 Comprehensive Evaluation Results of Soil Heavy

Metal Element Pollution

15 G 5 g 78 HA/
. o - ) it/ %

Eig 1 7 Poig==s km?
<0.7 5 T 244 1199.62 22. 60
0.7~1.0 B 12+ 45 3 385.22 63.79
1.0~2.0 | #EEEY 1T 25+ 4 719. 25 13.55
2.0~3.0 | PRIy I 2% +- 4 3.02 0.06
>3.0 EEERE | LXK 0.00 0. 00

VE ¢ 18 b 3R 7 B85 Tk L 5 D TR 4 I

T S MESRIOURE ST R BRI 4.
D3 P P T e B IR 0 A AR IR
Ja kS BRUE 3L Eos B — R IR TS T O Cd,
JR#E N He, 5 NREWHGRA R, HEGR L
ek Hg Cd ¥ E BT R MR M I FE . AT
AE 22 16 e 0 MW A I R N AR it B L N T 35 B 1k 3R
Bk — 25 ALY

R TG Y b e B AT T LB ARSER L
Je s — % TR A B, 7 AMERIAR & P & LU
Fe HBROK JE Jay i M Be A 2 R o A . R E S e 0
A R PR 3 B A R BRI AR AR R AR R
Ak S e A o AU E RS LD
Cr.Cd FFI0ER & B OO AR AT 45 67 1
TEoR I A 7= 5 A A e R I 0 {5 R X,
BB AR TR A B Al R R 5y Ak A T RO R
TERAEMENT A B kA E B e mg e,
HRLEPESETRCEA TR A HIEAR L
16 % SAE A A R AR G B L A B BOR: 22 42 9

S
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Fig.4 Comprehensive Zoning Map of Soil Heavy Metal
Element Pollution
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22.60% . BV W L W B 3 385,22 km®,
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4.2.2 RAFFEIEN
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IR F 2w 4 Cd He b He & £ w2l 1
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Zn As DIARE X 3 3 3 B2 — R AR
X, 1 Cu fEH & X AR 4,

(DHg B EMYAKRKITR EY KT
Heg FZORIET L4, £ He i A HBEAE A
Yk 2R e Y A F R A A S
F I HE BB S S X AR R ™ BB . WEOEER
W, b sfevh Hg & 5 o M 7L I8 58 T2 R iR
FMIEMKKR, He B AX FEMEETRZ
— DAR Oy B BRI 88 2400, AR 4
DX A de ) s 2 B0 AR AR P T S AR R T B LA K =
FESH— VA — i s T W AR X B A A R S
B A S B LT B L R DX L R B Sk
Bl 5 595 B A X A0 IR A A T BB Lk
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Tab. 10 Evaluation Results of Single Element Pollution

) REEX 5 AR IX R AR X WX

R 16 A1/ km? et/ % 1# 1/ km? et/ % TR/ km? e/ % TR /km? He i/ %%
As 4 994,51 94.11 312.61 5. 89 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00
Cd 2977.77 56.11 1 636.68 30. 84 688.07 12.97 4.59 0.09
Cr 5 262.00 99.15 45.10 0. 85 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00
Hg 624. 41 11.77 1421.64 26.79 2 874.22 54.16 386. 84 7.29
Ni 5304.23 99. 95 2.88 0. 05 0. 00 0.00 0. 00 0. 00
Zn 5 236.69 98. 67 70.42 1. 33 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00
Pb 5 274.94 99. 39 32.17 0.61 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00
Cu 5307.11 100. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00

T« F 0 3R7R 2 T0 3R 73 J 4% 5 4 DAY 1T B o 8 2 DXL T LR | 40 1L

T BN DL RS AT K EPE R

MU A DX P Hg & 4 DX 5 I iR ] 2 A1 A9 45 A
KE TGRSR ALY, SRR He
£ 2 I, RTDRE i 59 He LAHLBOBURL Y L &
TR B B 1 A I SN S TR A R R
Hg YUHE AL 18 R ARy v o A 80 B 7 T 18 44 0]
KR Heg &8 L8, 55508777 IF R S olk Bk
RS He RAWRSE He 78 RHERZHAEMN
EEFN . MBIk He 78 T8 & S ik — 2297 K
NEE » T A o 7 A OR Tl iR TS i fE
Hg & 4 X, il D A %) He B9, ol /8 3
IAE 25 B A5 9 Cngi it L 2L 55) LR fif Hg %
Ak b A T 3 1 [ E 2

(2)Cd 2SR 5 A7 0 O R BAT K i 2R i
PEH S T INEET a0, JOR R AT R il
WFE ATy, Cd &2 —FAFEITE, W3
YA REFEEMN. CdXARNEFERERZ &
Toe o AE e A R P R SRR A L R P R AT T
o LA L% s Jok sk AR A A 5 1 i 8 e L 0 9 R 4
T sgerh Cd o BE e A X 32 B 43 A 7E VR P AN Y
H—R R RS BUR L r  H RS XL
T AL 5 T AR DX S TROIR o0 A 7R B R X 7Y
RN TSR X, ST TR TG 4 56 8 TR AR
A AR IR I A 5 55 B DX A AE TR AR R A S AR R
T I — 7 s AR A DR T AL A 7 X g 3

Cd FHEM AR ELE R RA L, HEKX
S E A A R A AR FRRE D - T I DU 42 1 R
AP BRSPS H BT X Cd & B3 & T A
DX S s HOU 5 A F 5 7K T8 B Ak 25 40 I fii A
K A A 24 A0 A B4 a2 B 1k R )R L Cd
RN A B . D pH (R R AR

W Cd MR Z, 2 RIS R A8 i, A 4 2 h Cd
WA D pH (E R M kEAL. K, Bk
HHEmR AL, 9N Cd 136 1, & P71k Cd XA R fi B
PR G E A RGRTE .
4.2.3 ZEAF/AEN

DI T E SR R LA IR PR IF M 45 R L3R 11,
M 11 0] LU H o DXk 4 38 Db B 5 4 oy 32,
WEAEXMA N 53. 27X EEEEX I 2.60% ;555
RIXh 38,6300 5 1M K H A XAL S 5,500, X Ut
XEHNRZHER R C 2B AR, B0 fgid
KIBEA FERE AN REM.,

11 ZEEEHRTENER
Tab. 11 Evaluation Results of Comprehensive Index
HERE 1# 1/ km? AR A IR TET R A 4 b/ %
ENTE S 292,01 5.50
55w 4 2 050. 24 38. 63
GLEAGE S 2 826. 86 53.27
A 138. 00 2. 60

MR 1 e B R T R SR A AR TR IX (8] 5)
A0 3 RS [ B PR 28 B B B A . SR — A A
FEEASMMERE S — BB —E . He Cd %41
B SRR E R EOR 15~20, %W R E K2 LR 4
JEICR A o B AE 22 5 W 0 LR R I R T RE 2 2
L5 VR AT L U ) <5 R U B AR T L W) AR v AR
A B TAYE A R A A N T A A S
i a5 K BE I A L L He Cd % . Z R P EE
SRR R AR HE SR OUR 1 B AR L R
59T —AE W % A R AL B R SRR
JECT BT He, Cd A5 4 o R R 1R i 2
HTr A Esh A %, Tk sh 38U R = 1 5
PRIE Oy T R B A — AT RE A Sy M B
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Fig.5 Zoning Map of Comprehensive Enrichment

Degree of Soil Heavy Metal Elements
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BT M He PRSI A & 0.06% ., X U6 B L
AHMMXRZLEELS B CRE AT RRD, +
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&5 AT A D e Db B AR L R A IX
A X g B T R A9 53.27 % HOE R R X
2.60% ;59 & £ X & 38.63%; M A& & X AL &
5.50%, XUIXEANERRZELIEPGREYCAHRER
B BIA KRB B A FRE NG REM,

(O IIZR H R X+ 48 8 4 Jm PR 5% 0 6 25 & 3T
W R4 A ENR DR IR E SR RIG Y, B H
HYIC R Cd Hg, 15 I8 £ 2 08 LT & 3 3l Al
b = R . PR A T AR TR A S )
filt b 0 B4R A R 4 PR T A 0% T A e A
NEELIbOR

S % LW -
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