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Abstract

The education park of Suzhou University is the research object. The Mn, Hg and Zn of the 23 soil
samples in the campus range were tested, using boric acid bottom pressing X fluorescence spec-
troscopic analysis, and the results were analyzed based on such methods as mathematical statis-
tics, descriptive statistical analysis, ground accumulation index method, Nemero composite index
method and spatial distribution characteristics of heavy metal elements in soil. The results show
that the variation coefficient and polar difference of heavy metal element content in surface soil in
the study area are large and the spatial distribution is significantly different, the surface soil of
Cebu College Education Park has been polluted by heavy metals to varying degrees, is at the level
of mild pollution, and the problem of heavy metal pollution in campus needs to be solved urgently.
It is generally manifested as the abunding of heavy metal elements.
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Figure 1. A brief map of the study area
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Figure 2. Sample point distribution
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2.3. Gt 5494

FEAATI S R Tk | Fion. Bguital s, Frill -8 3 Mot RS E Mn S8 &m, SEu
385.19~698.07 mg'kg ', VI EEN 492.43 mgkg ;s Zn HFEVEHE 46.1~116.22 mgkg ', P EEN 63.12
mgkg's Hg SEMHKIK, SEIEH 0.01~0.55mgke, THEEN0.12 mgke .

Table 1. Test results of soil heavy metal content on the campus of Suzhou University (mg/kg)
# 1. ENERKREDRESRAENXER (my/ke)

JETR= Mn Hg Zn e Mn Hg Zn
1 459.7 0.01 47.84 13 52443 0.1 54.73
2 553.64 0.05 72.67 14 478.06 0.01 52.53
3 468.94 0.09 53.65 15 533.95 0.01 60.95
4 385.19 0.55 60.9 16 507.74 0.01 54.55
5 440.29 0.04 55.1 17 532.61 0.01 94.08
6 563.68 0.06 56.79 18 438.01 0.35 109.16
7 471.45 0.31 56.24 19 399.3 0.45 116.22
8 558.8 0.24 57.76 20 432.67 0.18 46.1
9 462.04 0.01 53.9 21 525.5 0.01 54.05
10 538.96 0.01 57.43 22 698.07 0.15 53.12
11 417.96 0.05 64.85 23 480.92 0.01 52.86
12 454.04 0.01 66.24

e 2 i, 3 MUT R SRS R Mn oK, IXE] 0.41; HUON Zn TRV R R ECN 0.23; Hg
AR R BN, 9 0.01. Mn 2857 RECEOR, WIBEHZIT RAE R Z B Heh iy 23] A 22 R B0K, 3
HEN LSS LR He IR R BB, W HIZIC R AR R B3 MR R A 2 R BN, %
B E RN DRSS Zn ST W TRTPE HIE . B2, ASGE A b R e AR R i Kok
MR FP TR 32 N DG SIREW RE L, L% 75 58 B H A R 52 M R 3 DA 22 5 T 25 73 B 5 2

Table 2. Statistics of test results

2. WNERGIHR

S A S s e s [ B —

M (e’ (ke i AN okeh e
Mn 385.19~698.07 492.43 68.47 0.14 482.00 1200
Hg 0.01~0.55 0.12 0.16 1.33 0.04 0.50
Zn 46.1~116.22 63.12 18.02 0.29 67.70 250

Vi TR SUEE T OCHR(7], R B R AR AR T OR8] .

LRETAC 1 AR 2, Mn TR G EHERE THESME, He tROSENELLTREN =14, Zn
TR T EERKR TS RE. ok, BATRMIEREER, 7582, WIHZmEEZAD
BN R LR

MR (HSEIAS R RAE) WUE I H AR = SAn R OR A A ™, R N {1 1%
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FR#HI(E, Mn. Hg A1 Zn (03 & BIEARAE HIAS RSB — JArMERRBE LT .
24. BRI E
2.4.1. WERRREHE

o7 B RIREL (Tyeo) I H FR DY Muller 55, AUHRE T H ARG RIS K T SR, i HL 78
IHEE TSI BRI AR, B, RO U 1 e A K B IR R, T HL AT
PRAGI N OSSR A SRR, 2 X0 NS i B S H. (HZNEA RTINS — M LR )R
TLER GBI ER AT RAR B A IR E R e RS B A SR i e s, SR T B mt son
Fh i IR E SR U RV AR . AT [9):

L., =log,[C,/1.5B, ] M

Arb: C AR TITE n BIRE: B, NHEFIKE: 1.5 MBIERE, &% HREMETIBRE. & A
RILE . 04 3 Fow, HURERBIRECT 08 7 NGO, S s TE ReRE K.

Table 3. Geological accumulation index (I4,) grading criteria

% 3. WRRREH () T RITE

Lgeo e g
Igeo <0 0 FREES
0 <Igeo =1 1 T g - G Y
1 <Igo<2 2 G Gy
2<Ig<3 3 G L - SRS YL
3<lgn <4 4 Eiber/s
4<lge<5 5 RIS Y - RS TT Y
Igeo > 5 6 TS

Mn. Hg 1 Zn 45T RFFEE (o) TH LS R LT 4, GUitEE R ILF 5. Mn JCR I FITA MRETS e
BN O S, BEONTTTY: Heg TCERTLTT YN 60.87%, Joisde - TGl 8.70%, T4 Y 13.04%,
HHEETG Y - BRYG Y 47 13.04%, 91T YN 4.35%, 4 SFESIIEASRTG s Zn WA IIME =B LG 3N
F, TGRS YIRZ . 22 SRR BN BRI AR AL I TR, % ) Mn BIHAR SR AR HUL B
RRAE, N-0.05. 4 SFERCRFFIE N =&, %m0 He M B45E08 Bl KME, N 3.20; HIRLR
TREGOMMLK T 4 SR 19 SFESCREEAL B ONHNESEATHR IE T 7 IR, %50 He b f B4R H0K IR
3. Zn [HWER RIGELAE 21 NS IME PO, 1A 18 SR 19 Sl SRS A RFe S %= . 4 14
AN AR My Hg A1 Zn FIHBAR RAREN B 9 0 22

Table 4. Results of geo accumulation index calculations

4. WRARBHHESR

Mn Hg Zn
o)
Lgeo-Mn 15 Qe Lyeo-Hg 15 Qe Lyeo-Zn b il
1 —-0.65 0 -2.58 0 —0.25 0
2 -0.39 0 —-0.26 0 —0.11 0
3 -0.62 0 0.58 1 —0.21 0
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4 -0.91 0 3.20 4 -0.17 0
5 -0.72 0 2.37 0 —-0.20 0
6 —-0.36 0 —0.58 0 —-0.19 0
7 -0.62 0 0.00 3 —-0.20 0
8 -0.37 0 2.00 2 -0.19 0
9 —0.65 0 —2.58 0 -0.21 0
10 —0.42 0 —2.58 0 -0.19 0
11 —-0.79 0 —-0.26 0 —-0.15 0
12 —-0.67 0 —2.58 0 —-0.14 0
13 —0.46 0 0.74 1 -0.21 0
14 —0.60 0 —2.58 0 -0.22 0
15 —0.44 0 —2.58 0 -0.17 0
16 —-0.51 0 —2.58 0 -0.21 0
17 —0.44 0 —2.58 0 —-0.03 0
18 -0.72 0 2.54 3 0.02 1
19 —0.86 0 291 3 0.05 1
20 -0.74 0 1.58 2 -0.26 0
21 —0.46 0 —2.58 0 -0.21 0
22 —-0.05 0 1.32 2 -0.22 0
23 —-0.59 0 —2.58 0 -0.22 0

Table 5. Statistical table of geo accumulation index results

5. WRRERGERGITR

15 42550 Lyeo-Mn Leo-Hg Leo-Zn
0 23 14 21
1 — 2 2
2 — 3 _
3 — 3 _
4 — 1 —

A AR R AR O Bt (A, W UUARBE = BSR4 51 He FR R8540 e
ANTGEBNRE 18 5+ 19 5 5RFE A AR RIGE IO By, A0 TR 7 AR NSRRI 15 5.
16 535 RAE mi I HUAR AR B0 B

24.2. RS EREERECE

FURWAN [ SR B AN GRS YR B AT ), B 58 4 AN 78 70 i S i - S AA PR e L
SR 5 R 2 BB TR VS AR B SR AT VP, SR a i ARG 1 B TS AR HOT B
A e, ATCAR M5 QR i 0 R v R o (H RN AT B8 5 K e/ — L i 5 R 52

DOI: 10.12677/0jns.2020.86071 617 H ARl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojns.2020.86071

W %

WAPER], BN LIRERETTRAEE D HAREH, 0 BT R G ROMRHEM T th S A W ZE. WD
LB REUER HATg 2 — MR e ia8eA[10]. WD ZREREETHR A X811

P +p °
L )
K1 P AL TR S I 15 S, Pia 9 1 SR MU BE RO I A, P AR B SRR 8.

ARUR12]:

P=YoP /> o 3)

XH: o WIE, PONRIUNEE. HRIE Dalway J. Swaine [13]1%f EE BN /32, Mn. Hg Fl Zn AL E
HA 1o TIRERETT YRR L AR UE N 6,

Table 6. Classification standard of soil comprehensive pollution degree

F* 6. LIREETSREENRITE

274 WIS L5 & 1R Y T YRS 15K
1 P<0.7 AR T
2 0.7<P<1.0 T Y LINERE
3 1.0<P<2.0 BREESY VEVIHF U TS G
4 20<P<3.0 rhRE TG g LA G
5 P>3.0 G g LA G

e 7 PR, 23 MRERERETTRIERE | B AR 16 4, 1% 16 MFER Mn A1 Zn (BN R 4542
&0 2%, H Hg KA RGN KA N 0 B 2 s GEEMKRAA —A, N 22 S 3 4t
FEG QI 4 4> 4 S5A119 SR 4 ZrhRES 4, H He o R AR RIR B0 AL -

Table 7. Calculation results and statistics of Nemero composite index

#* 7. ARTRERBTESERERT

G Leeo K AH Leeo IIACFE{E WY i 15 TIRER AT R
1 -0.25 -0.42 0.35 1
2 -0.11 -0.01 0.08 1
3 0.58 0.08 041 1
4 3.20 0.50 2.29 4
5 -0.20 —0.09 0.16 1
6 0.00 0.00 0.00 1
7 2.37 0.29 1.69 3
8 2.00 0.14 1.42 3
9 -0.21 -0.35 0.29 1
10 —0.19 -0.21 0.20 1
11 —0.15 -0.03 0.11 1
12 —0.14 -0.25 0.20 1
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13 0.74 0.07 0.53 1
14 -0.22 —0.34 0.29 1
15 -0.17 -0.19 0.18 1
16 -0.21 -0.27 0.24 1
17 —0.03 —-0.03 0.03 1
18 2.54 —-0.04 1.80 3
19 291 -0.11 2.06 4
20 1.58 0.31 1.14 3
21 -0.21 —-0.25 0.23 1
22 1.32 0.01 0.93 2
23 -0.22 —-0.33 0.28 1

WHEZD SR TaEU a8, AT DUABIAE = BCRFE 4 SHER T Heg J0R M T IRER G5 R i
S, RFEFRMIRR 18 5. 19 SR R TIRLR G PR RO, A TR Ty . ARG
RET8 Z 15 M 16 555 KAE i) LIRER B T5 R RE LR .

R, EARMIAR RARHE S WD SR A R Bk M F 7 AT SOEA AR, (HR X RTT
120073 b 45 KT DU B A BRI A RUR

3. ERESH
3.1. RSt

B 23 L HERE £ 3 R0 2R TE R AR INGS B RIS RS 2e( AT, T ke
SRR R A AR A5 5 M3 )R T SRR B oh e 2 P s R AR . S, BE A I e 7
LHRAEREKNE He (B R RECH 133), SUNGJE Mn (B R EHY 0.14), 3 Fi 48 7T & 18k
PR R /MBI A M. Zn Fil He. T H 3 FHE &R0 K & BIGBES IR, #UlHE s
B TCE AR 1 ) SR B 2 406 25 R 14].

3.2. B[ESTRHHE

o L 4 (Kriging) Fei (V25 A2 ) FH DX 380 AR 8 1) 5 s 0000 AN A8 S R B SRR R, X AR SRFE R 9 DX 34k
AR BB AT R T AR B A T —Fh 732, R — e VF 2 SUSCER IR A FH A b o G 1 9 AL 77 2%,
KPG8 0 A AE, WASTE A IEAS 20 A IR RIS BE 25 InAUd(E 3047 25 18] T A AL R IE [14] [15] Surfer8.0
BT windows #RAE RGN =L B, o DURFAGIVERET . HoE M ] 7 R SR
LHERE] . HE K AR, RERD K& 4R EIS5[16]. Surfer8.0 2 fFH A w B S MEIAE, W
TERfE o8 AR (E AR AL S, FIF Surfer8.0 R4 L3 E & )8 0% Mn. Hg Ml Zn {723 8] X 385 A5 £
M. SELE, B 2P S E SRR S RN AEN . T SR S w1 23 [ S A RRAE a0
Kl 3~5 Ffiom e

B 3 AT%0 Mn AHX BT 20 5. 22 5 H01 23 SRAE ST EBGEEI AL A 2 5. 10 5/ 17 5%
FERBHIL: fE2 5. 45, 55, 99, 125, 13 5H 16 ‘T RIS TER) XA H AR 3046 . HE] 4 7]
KA E ST 8 SR 19 SORFE ST BTG Y LA 4 5 A0 18 SORFE SR TR A PE . PR
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Figure 3. Spatial distribution of Mn elements (mg-kg ")
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Figure 4. Spatial distribution of Hg elements (mgkg ')
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Figure 5. Spatial distribution of Zn elements (mg-kg ')
B 5. zn TEZE S H(mgke )

PEALX IR DA S 3 3 5. 95, 10 5. 17 5 21 S5 RAE s R ILARXS 3040, 1 1&] 5 WT 0 Zn 9723 8] 43 A
FHXFT Mn F Hg Sfk B, ZERF 70 DX i X8 & 2, AR E ST 17 580 19 SR sl Bl
Bl EHI 3~5 AT, 17 5 RFE A Heg JCER A 19 5 REE S Mn iR 5 59 M 2 B 1w
EERUHILZE R

33. ANAESIETREENXR

MRS K 30 R S A LI AR R AT 2 T, AN ESE R SRR TER
TR R bR, R R 2 ANEY R R E SRR MK, He SR R RR R E RO, A
R RBOROK, VLIRS % N RS ECR, EAEBON . Wi H Mn, Hg Ml Zn SR
BRI S EERE T EN D FEROR, A @E 5 LA AT I Dh AR X P

AR E SR IR G T W RAREOE . WD GG Fe B A T A E A A RRAE X M,
Hg 1 Zn FERF 78 X A AN [F) X S0P 75 GU e B BAE N & SR AR BEEAT 1 o0 A, IR & Sk B, A
TS JAR R . Mny Hg Il Zn 7EHLR L8 (o0 3R & B2 Bm % N TNES) N — @R, &%
FENESN M. Hg F1 Zn (O FEIAEEE K

4 FRFESALT = s, FEM RIS, LS, He uE S &E&m, ATl He IR M) U575
18 51 19 5 RAf mUhr TAR R MINE . FE S LR LR, ATUL Hg HELEGE I IE R . Mn. Hg
Zn BRDUNIEFF T 94 104 11, 12 SRAEAZL, 9. 11, 12 SRS HE NREMEREAHR K,
HAR TR T s 10 5 R AL T4, AN, AR K. JLTA KA, £ Mn Fl Zn
TR G RFR RN, YR IERH .
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