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1.1 TEHSNRESLE

H AT 2 KR EE R T HEE BT 4 AR =
JE 45~190 m [4NEELS CAHE. BHE. vEHE. PEHEEYT
KX 5 HhEHE LA AN E W (iR 1360,
1380, 1420, 1450 m) , &2 KERFE RN BN 5K
HEMRXEZHH LY. X 4 ANMEL RS
/], 1752 B ) 5 5 BASOAR AR A . ASCiR X 4 A
He 37 1 R 5T BRI IR) DL R S B AT T 117 3 A g i A
SEF T 13 NI BAEHL, BEANFEHL R L K
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1 hm?, 7EREAFEHLZ) )35 0~20 em. >20~40 cm A BRI Ho (e v SR Wi 2 e e BEvER, Cr i
FEIRZ SR ELR, ERREESRNT. £, &) FH TR 43 66 BEv, Cu il sz KO S 11
L 4 BT R RIIGE . HANESEHE LI IE R R W oy e RS o, Cd I E F KI-MIBK ZEHUK A

JEHE I R SRR LR 1, SRR B BE IR . AR - R AR (1) 4% T 43 R o
1.2 MERHZE HIE 2.

aE T As I E T — 4k T ARE R IR R 0O

F 1 THERMHHIER
Tablel Conditions of sample plots

P g P Hb 4% F5 5 RAER/a i 52 BAR B A
1 MHE 1405 & 1 Wi+ WATHE
2 WHE I 1435 & 3 Bt VRl < b7 4%
3 PY9 1490 T4 4 LS H =D HE
4 WHEN 1435 74 5 LS Wi
5 N HE 1420 -5 7 W+ UYL ESUESS -2 0y
6 PE4 1430 P& 7 Wt VB A 7 4%
7 P9 1520 & 10 Wi+ Wi
8 R4 1380 & 13 Bt SRR TR <A
9 FaHE 1450 & 13 AR VKl <7 4%
10 FHE 1450 31 13 LS SRR < A2
11 FHE 1420 IE% & 13 R4 1 X FT 4%
12 FHE 1420 ARG & 13 Bt R xp7 4%
13 P+ 1460 & 13 Wt DAL A XTE AR
14 JR S - b1 =2

e R 1P AR R ERCT (11380, 14200 ForfE P SRR R RRBHEI R R RYIIREECE . raHE 1420 BTG i TR A R
MR AR IR EREL S, BUAEREA LB PR 23 A7 19 )% ) % (Chloris virgate) .

*2 ERITREEESNER
Table2 Analyzing results of heavy metalsin reclaimed soil

¥ b SR J2UI 4B IL H R 2 H(mg kg ™)
P iEFR/a cm Cd As Pb Hg Cu Cr

1 1 0~20 0.087 7.19 17.75 0.113 29.18 50.05
>20-40 0.070 8.90 20.30 0.074 28.63 51.85
) 3 0-20 0.092 15.19 14.9 0.106 37.68 64.50
>20-40 0.086 9.48 14.82 0.054 31.87 61.77
3 4 0-20 0.108 7.91 6.90 0.092 35.93 48.98
>20-40 0.104 754 16.80 0.102 30.15 49.63
4 5 0-20 0.092 7.35 14.07 0.096 26.73 4658
>20-40 0.087 8.28 7.18 0.073 2427 44.97
5 ; 0-20 0.079 9.48 10.05 0.07 2262 58.48
>20-40 0.088 6.24 11.80 0.081 2375 59.55
5 ; 0-20 0.112 10.19 21.23 0.079 35.28 58.88
>20-40 0.081 11.39 19.65 0.075 26.15 63.08
; 10 0-20 0.091 6.08 9.02 0.124 35.12 57.35
>20-40 0.078 9.39 16.27 0.089 3178 62.70
8 13 0-20 0.093 11.50 11.70 0.001 37.05 60.58
>20-40 0.073 8.34 7.80 0.080 3453 58.80
9 13 0-20 0.077 7.10 14.10 0.059 29.15 47.70
>20-40 0.083 9.77 8.00 0.092 30.63 47.48
10 13 0-20 0.069 7.39 18.95 0.089 30.10 63.20
>20-40 0.083 10.02 8.50 0.137 3252 73.92
1 13 0-20 0.106 8.76 16.02 0.078 28.13 4955
>20-40 0.080 8.93 1858 0.134 29.03 67.63
1 13 0-20 0.077 8.02 24.70 0.175 2750 99.45
>20-40 0.125 7.36 9.20 0.089 27.95 4870
13 13 0-20 0.078 9.66 12.60 0.074 30.63 66.28
>20-40 0.089 8.79 1215 0.076 20.87 52.77
0-20 0.083 9.29 16.80 0.09 25.40 4550

14 JEHh 5
>20-40 0.094 9.28 5.25 0.071 24.25 44.25
JEAL -3 Sl 0.112 7.80 13.80 0.017 2250 53.00

SHOFr i AR 0.4 20 50 0.35 60 120
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2.1 ERIEESESENRR

& 2 i LA, BFRIX T E 4 Cd (1) i 4 44
JuHE7E 0.069~0.125 mg/kg, “F-¥3J°4 0.088 mg/kg, i1
1S SUHMFE S EOUA 24 P TR - B0 FIE 6.9~
24.7 mg/kg, 394 13.96 mg/kg, i LIS S KRR
A 154> Hg 15t & 3 e [ 41 0.054~0.175 mg/kg,
P12 0.092 mglkg, AR I IS S E: As IR
HORGE A 6.08~15.19 mg/kg, -1k 8.86 mg/kg, A
i SRR B 20 AN Cu )RR A S0 N7
22.62~37.68 mg/kg, 1144 30.24 mg/kg, 4T
TIEE SE;  Cr 5T 4> B H 7E 44.97~99.45 mg/kg,
P12k 58.25 mg/kg, L 1T SE RS ECE 15 4.
M 5975 G TG 25 1T L 43 B350 /N T R 00 £ i 7 M R 5 T
Bt BT R 1) L A R
2.2 WFNFE

AR it R 5% Hakanson (98 78 42 24 KU i 5
7% (The Potential Ecological Risk Index) , X% K £ & K
JRAT 5 B 3 v HE 4 Je PR A A A KRS A AT PR A
X I IEAM R BT e i BRI v (R 4005 R I 52
Wy, 177 L I AR AR S A AR AR T IS N R
S=NISE7/) PSS i SR IO Xty WS - NP S 1
W LR S . AP ik kB AN

n
C =Cl/C,. C4=) Ci. E =T/C
i

m:iﬂ:iﬂdm;

Kb, Cy W EBIVTY R, CLARF + %
JERTES R T IS, C TR BB R Cy
h 4B B4 A V5 Y FE B (the Degree of Contamination) ;
T T4 J® I E Pk w Y R $0 (the Toxic Response
Factor) , Jx W T HAFPEK PRI AR Pnd v G i UL «
E} Jo i AN T 4 B W A 25 U R B (the Potential
Ecological Risk Factor) ; Rl 24 ZR G 7E A2 3 WU 5 24 (the
Potential Ecological Risk Index) . C}, C4, E! MRl {8
IR 7 Y R R R /0 2 2 AR R S 2 T 20 g
O gy prl¥s, Wk 3.

*3 SREERBEETREZE
Table3 Pollution degree and potential ecological risk

28 15 PR B AL AR A A
cl <1 >1,<3 >3<6 =6
1% T B R
Co <8 >8<16  >16<32 >32
1% T B R
El <40 >40,<80 >80,<160 >160,<320 >320
fix H B ] R
R <150  >150,<300 >300,<600 =600

ik + B (3]

2.3 ZLHHIME

D VPR ER M . %SG YR SR VE AN
H v, JEH 6 i 4 Jm s =6 W R+, [P Cd, Cr,
Cu, Pb, Hg, As.

2) ZRERIHIE .. H T E 22200 2 A R 5
AAHIE, A0 AU T4 i P Y & AR ARG 1)
VIR ESES R ARSI E SR 1 5
HAZIRAE; AW LLABRTUY & 48 1 P E o 2 )
{17 Hakanson M4 H DAIRARAL TP T TRAY) =4 s 1)
A SIS, e F AR T B b 5 B -
KT 2R S8 o T S R T X A R
TR SR VG G AE DL, AR SCIERE T e NG R R
A B T A b YA B EL T e 1 L v A E L X e
SEME RS (LK 2) .

3) BEPEmIN R E . B REUE R T ES
JEXT NARI & ER KA RS RGN fEE, kw7 Hd
PRSP R AE 0] 0y e (R BBURR R %, AN Hakanson il & (1)
FRUEAL T 48 B Pk R ECH PR KR, TR 2 JOCk[2~4,
8l¥E T 6 FiE & Jm Lt &40, RIJt# Cd, Cr, Cu,
Pb, Hg, AsILEpfkm &% %14 20, 2. 5. 5. 28 Al
10.

2.4 EBRITIBSEEERBENESKEIEMN

R 4 ATA, 2 KRR AN ) 52 B R R B
P AN R 2 W AR B0 45 A v Y R A
8.29~16.90, “FHIME N 10.72, 4bT P2 vs i, &
ARG R RECTIIE d = BRI : Hg>Cu>As>
Cr>Pb>Cd, Cd [M¥5 4 RECFIME R 0.79, b TS
YK, Pb, Cu, Cr Fl As JCEMITG Y ARECTHIEIEA
16 LA, AT s JeKSE, I Hg 1IVS 3 R 80P ME
) 5.38, KFEEITGYKE, AR AR JE K3
76 30 UL b, Arthikiks| T 6.0 L E, fhlEERE 13
SERIHE 1450 &%, #HE 1420 1EHCF & >20~40 cm
PR FHE 1 420 3B 46F 4 0~20 cm -1 )2 Hg 75 4 2507
%% 8.06, 7.88 Fl 10.29, Ab-TAR M 1¥V5 YK, K%
KR T R B I i Hg V5 JC ™ &, WHEaTS
YR RE vk K. KR 0~20 cm F1>20~40 cm 145
BV YRERE 4y ) 10.43, 850, Kb TrP ARG YRR

MK 4 EvT LI, B SRR L & S B
R, & ESEICR TG REREEH —EW
B, XA A R TS Yok YR R R R R
JEAG N E R, AT A BB

R 5 NLKERERE R TIEREL 8 s
A A 22 BRI 2B 25 XS 4

ZRERANFE L2 P E S B X RS s R AN A,
BRI R 0 2% 1382 KR B TG Y e A
AR, DI T 252 T 4 Vs YR T 455 VT
Fe BRSNS A TREP M E AN

P=2 WR
Xf, POAEEAES KRS TREG WS | HERAGE; P
NER T LRV bR (MR SRR EEE A S RO
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iE 4 Eéiiﬁgﬁgﬁqlﬁ%?‘;&&grmf‘i;é%ir_
Table4 Pollution indexes and integrated pollution extent of
heavy metal in reclaimed soil

,/Tl:l/‘:r

v Ne=a/An ¥ 1
;:{3 Eem TS5 % Cy i gi
Cd As Pb Hg Cu Cr Cu

1 0~20 078 092 129 665 130 094 118
>20~40 063 114 147 435 127 098 984 r
2 0~20 082 195 108 624 167 122 1298 +h
>20~40 077 122 107 318 142 117 883 r
3 0~20 09 101 050 541 160 092 1040 +
>20~40 093 097 122 600 134 094 114
4 0~20 082 094 102 565 119 08 105
>20~40 078 106 052 429 108 085 858
5 0~20 071 122 073 412 101 110 889 r
>20~40 079 080 086 476 106 112 939 r
6 0~20 1.00 131 154 465 157 111 1118 +h
>20~40 072 146 142 441 116 119 1036
2 0~20 081 078 065 729 156 1.08 1217
>20~40 070 120 118 524 141 118 1091
8 0~20 083 147 085 535 165 114 1129 +h
>20~40 065 107 057 471 153 111 964 r
9 0~20 069 091 102 347 130 090 829 r
>20~40 074 125 058 541 136 090 1024
10 0~20 062 09 137 524 134 119 1071
>20~40 074 128 062 806 145 139 1354
1 0~20 09 112 116 459 125 093 1000 *
>20-40 071 114 135 7838 129 128 1365 *

12 0~20 069 103 179 1029 122 183 1690 #i&
>20~40 112 094 067 524 124 092 1013
13 0~20 070 124 091 435 136 125 981 r
>20~40 079 113 0.88 447 133 100 960
0~20 074 119 122 529 113 086 1043 +
>20~40 084 119 038 418 108 083 850 r

L UL (¥ 2 2 AR 5 2 25 BT i g ik,

I Horn T RIS 3l DX 7K R S0 30 R L <

*k5 EERITREETRHE

R+VR? +6.45
D+4/D?+6.45

A, Lo MIREAE D b3 /K{E; D AL, cm; R4
SR, cm.

Lo 75 2 NIRRT 0N R RO T 2R B X 3k 1
TIEERGE . ABETCR T 5 a2 0 ik, BUS IR
% R 100 cm, LG E] 2 A HEZ O RS, 0~
20 cm ) Wi=0.6369, >20~40 cm f] Wi=0.3631, £ il
Ja e RGN E R+ E a8 S KR g 5 0F
e, Wk 5.

M B M LLEH, R EE R AN R RAE R A
52 EBE A ) 1 18 2 R I G JE v E XU $R B A
131.43~331.03 2 [i], ~F-34) 191.68, =24 XUk 3 T rp 4%
FREEE, Rl E B 13 MMk 1420 B F 6, &A1
BRSSO 33103, iA8 TR, HAaem
T CREE . NEREERAGREZKRE, Hg i
LRSS IS, 97.16~288.12, ik 150.77, £A
AR TR e AR, R E L E s R RS K

?E.%ﬁziﬁ<4o ARG PR . NSRS RS B, &

Pt A 25 AR 5 M R BE R BN Hg > Cd
>As>Cu>Pb>Cro

M 5 AT LA, AR ST AR FRAAN ) 52 B A 4
Rk R R & R 145 0~40 om 2 W 1 AR A S 25 5
RO 150~300, J& T TR ARSI . iR
Foor B BT E i bRE, H R 13 4F T HE 1 420
BT &R RTINS A R ARG TR, 279.8, 1E
240~480 IXAMEH, AHEEASHAR G, TELER
H, BAh, LA RS, Hg &R ETs
PeIR 7, e 10 AR 2 XS 45 BT sk i LR A B T
72.5%~84.62%. iX—JrTH & H TR ETET Hg 8K

BRMEMTZ, B S Hg LB RS 25
Ko

Ly =0.152l0g

EETSREITNER

Table5 Resultsof heavy meta ecological risk in reclaimed soil

FEHb 2 lom FE SRR R E EEREE R BUSEEREE  IBUS K
S VN 2 Kt s
‘s cd As Pb Hg Cu Cr R &)1 wRHP WA
0~20 15.6 9.2 6.45 186.2 6.50 1.88 225.83 Hh
1 202.46 Rk
>20~40 12.6 114 7.35 121.8 6.35 1.96 161.46 rh
0~20 16.4 195 5.40 174.72 8.35 2.44 226.81 rh
2 192.18 R
>20~40 154 12.2 535 89.04 7.10 2.34 131.43 fi&
0-~20 19.2 101 2.50 151.48 8.00 184 193.12 Hh
3 199.61 Rk
>20~40 18.6 9.7 6.10 168.0 6.70 1.88 210.98 rh
0~20 16.4 9.4 5.10 158.2 5.95 1.76 196.81 rh
4 182.00 R
>20~40 15.6 10.6 2.60 120.12 5.40 1.70 156.02 rh
0~20 14.2 12.2 3.65 115.36 5.05 2.20 152.66 Hh
5 158.56 Rk
>20~40 15.8 8.0 4.30 133.28 5.30 2.24 168.92 Hh
0~20 20.0 13.1 7.70 130.2 7.85 2.22 181.07 rh
6 176.23 [
>20~40 14.4 14.6 7.10 123.48 5.80 2.38 167.76 rh
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ELEm
i —— R M R By AN R BUREARR IEUR R
my " o ne o Hg o o KR Yy s P el
0~20 16.2 7.8 3.25 204.12 7.80 2.16 241.33 r
7 221.97 Rk
>20~40 140 120 5.90 146.72 7.05 2.36 188.03 r
0~20 16.6 147 4.25 149.8 8.25 2.28 195.88 r
8 185.87 &
>20~40 130 10.7 2.85 131.88 7.65 2.22 168.3 r
0~20 138 9.1 5.10 97.16 6.50 1.80 133.46 1%
9 154.09 rhak
>20~40 14.8 125 2.90 151.48 6.80 1.80 190.28 r
0~20 124 95 6.85 146.72 6.70 2.38 184.55 r
10 214.27 rhag
>20~40 14.8 12.8 3.10 225.68 7.25 278 266.41 r
0~20 19.0 11.2 5.80 128.52 6.25 1.86 172.63 r
11 205.08 B
>20~40 14.2 114 6.75 220.64 6.45 2.56 262.00 r
0~20 138 10.3 8.95 288.12 6.10 3.76 331.03 Bl
12 279.79 B
>20~40 224 9.4 3.35 146.72 6.20 184 189.91 r
0~20 14.0 124 4.55 121.8 6.80 250 162.05 r
13 163.23 B
>20~40 15.8 11.3 4.40 125.16 6.65 2.00 165.31 r
0~20 14.8 11.9 6.10 148.12 5.65 172 188.29 r
14 176.09 &
>20~40 16.8 11.9 1.90 117.04 5.40 1.66 154.70 r
3 i g Hay R SE, FiaAg L7k, WEle ARRr i, W)

e HIEES ST, B TERXEAEHES—
PIARTEE, KR — X Gk FHAS R bR e, QR 2 1 4
B EA R A T YhrvE (GB15618-1995)
YERVEN ARE, SRR . R 2 3T 5t
RV FIWT I A5 R 458 T4 Jm s et b e M, 22 K
R H7 R S B T G R v et i 2 itk . R
SR A BT N L) T R AR N PR bR A, 2 KRR
R B h B R IAEAR, XA B
WFFLEs B8, R AR S KRR SO He, 3
BTG Yt B e A 0.500, BHIIRAEFTHE 1420 AL
BWCPEE B3 0~20cm A&, WBIAAEE Hg V5 9%, 1M
FIF Hakanson 38 75 A= & A FR 0k, TR 4R 3004
131.43~331.03 . [f], “F-#4 191.68, A2 KR IA ] T sk
FERE, Hg ok 32 B 75 Y8 1o 1X 12 ) H] Hakanson
TELE A 2 KB 5 B0E B0 s RIS e T 5 — 4 o2 B
B () A YR, Tt L e A A A KR i £
Fig T IR N AR AR R T, IO T G s e
Sy 0

Tibb, g KGR ORI R B HiZ A K ZF] 25 m
RENAMI L, 55~70m B THE=R/M)Z, 71mit)E
B R, UWFNNAKR, Hy R SR R A
71~104 m LL 2 140 m 7+ )=, Hg 5 53 207 0.205~
0.570 mg/kg™®, FER il F I I RErp, R T RER AR
Hg JC #1510 R SR T IR ZHE T B, FIR, 3B
RGN SRS WA VLSS — R P0G, 8 ik
B Hg TG #ET5 o BB S B R A A AR, TR

R e SN B L RS Dt A K K P

4 2 it

FIF Hakanson $2 H (#8574 & G Fe £k (RD
X 2 KR ORI R B 48 0 % Hg. Cd. Cu.
As. Cr. Pb [\ EGHAT T 087, 14 T 2B 5EW
T YRR PRI A (1) A 25 AU

1) 2R R RN A) A BRI )R A RS N AN IR
IR B IR L5 TG YRR Va Y 8.29~16.9, T
Hh10.72, KbTrR iR G YRR . A R WG YR ok
&, Hg M54 2B N 5.38, AT P25 4L K1,
H LR TG RECTE = 2R . Hg>Cu>As
>Cr>Pb>Cd.

2) 4B AT KGR AE 131.43~331.03 2 1],
%5 191.68, AEANEHAR) T SRR, FRiE R 134
HE 1420 B SR B3, Haialae A XS5
 331.03, iLF| TR . Hg FIEE A A& XS TR ECY
97.16~288.12, “V-}4Jy 150.77, A=Ak S T8 i Fe e

3) ANAE RERAMAFE RAY FE R 0~40
cm L 2 P E A S K 25 B VPN 8 T b BE IR A AR S X
Kro Hg & REZMys Y7, JOEAE A2 KT8 20T oa
BRIV LA R T 72.5%~84.62%, 15| & L, kK
R, Y T AR fE

A AR ERY, R RBERFTFEBEA. KBE
B, FHAMENG LHE RIGTIRSA. FEFEFLT
TRAFH, EERME.
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Potential ecological risk assessment of heavy metalsin reclaimed soils

Fan Wenhua', Bai Zhongke®*, Li Huifeng', Qiao Junyao’, Xu Jianwei’, Li Xia®
(1. College of Resource and Environmental Science, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taigu 030801, China;
2. School of Land Science and Technique, China University of Geosciences, Beijing 100083, China;

3. College of continued education, Xian Yang Normal University , Xianyang 712000, China)

Abstract: In order to research the potentia pollution characteristics of heavy metals in reclaimed soil and to keep the
ecological safety of the reclaimed soil, heavy metal elements Hg, Cd, As, Pb, Cu, Cr were quantitatively analyzed in the
reclaimed soils at Antaibao opencast mine. The potential ecological risk and pollution degree of the heavy metals in
reclaimed soil were evaluated using Hakanson ecological risk index. The results were summarized as follows: The entire
research area was contaminated by Hg and Cu. The degree of contamination ranged from 8.29 to 16.90, with an average
of 10.72, which was at medium level. The potential ecological risk index was between 131.43 and 331.03, most of them
were at medium level; but the potential ecological risk index in 0~20cm layer of reclaimed soil of Southern 1420
deteriorated platform was 331.03, which was at higher level. The potential ecological risk indexes were at medium level
in 0-40cm layer of reclaimed soil with different reclamation year and different reclamation patterns. Hg was the worst of
the potential ecological risk genes in reclaimed soil at Antaibao opencast mine. Therefore, some measures should be
adopted to control pollution of mercury. The results from this evaluation can be used as a complement reference to other
study results.

Key words: reclaimed soil, heavy metals, estimation, potential ecological risk assessment



