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Abstract

The paper is proposed to investigate the impact of underground leakage of wastewater from a
tailing pond on its surrounding environment, especially the pollution characteristics of arsenic
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(As) migrating to the surface soil after entering the groundwater. According to the homologous
consistency of characteristic pollutants and the technical method of migration and transformation
path, the samples of wastewater, groundwater and related soil were collected respectively, and
the spatial distribution of arsenic (As) content was quantitatively analyzed. The results show that
the groundwater environment arsenic (As) damage is caused by the underground leakage of tail-
ing wastewater, which gradually migrates to the surface soil through soil cracks, capillaries and
adsorption, thus increasing the risk of arsenic (As) pollution in the surface soil, and the degree of
pollution gradually decreases from near to far.
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1. 5|15

H BRI LR, BT W2 TR, HP BRI, PR PO P s AN R R R
MG e, ReRRIE R T2 T ISk SR [1] [2] [3]. JydRBIPREA R i N S it
A, R 2% 5 A A S0 S B S R DX 3, 7 AR SR IR TS A WAE 438 - 3R /K 22 18]
IR UHRFAE[4] [5] [6], M TTHREIRERH WIS Qeitt— Ly Bt Trik. SR, KR HWH T ST ReiE
REMRIEAE M LIS B R K, ATTREMA R 7K A BT R[7] [8]. AEX MR 7K s Geid 7% 28 3k 3%
WMot ARZWHE 2. MR TR ELL[9155 52 th I T /K - A AR AN S e il #% i B e 2w i,
MR K R RS G RT A I R SRR R A5 A 1A DA T2 iR = IR

TH(AS) B ERJEuR, HHZN S uR, MREEk, EAFRUTESRIR A, HEk
By RIRMT /KA K P il (As) £ 2L LUTCHLIR MRS AE, 10— it 8 vh 32 22 DUA AL Rl AN fi
FRERAFAE[10]. BEE TAMVIREA RE, (A ENVE 207 R 2B o, AR A E R R,
PR E(AS) KRBT . Y RN R T — 2 fE FH[11]. K ILH FERI(AS)FE A R 5T Hh B A7 A
FPRES IR RS, JT RISt Bl (As) & &, 70 AAEMAEE[12] [13] [14] [15], X B i3 BES
QU RO RRAT 3 2RO

AW T AL RIS e X IR Gt (As) Al W FEAE B 52 BIURAZ I NSRRI T
HI TR R KM B, A TR 25 0, S TR K A LB E e, A (As) [ LT 2
IR, S 2 X P A, BRI LR T AR R A AR T M 3 R i (As)
tEE PN
2. SRIFEXHAR

ARG R E XN SN BB B, T HEA™ ) B I > AR RS, HENZRT 8] {4 PR
FEEH As. Cd. Pb ZFIGRITER, RN BIAKH EZG YN EA R fi(As). SWE. mAe. %R
2 DI B AR T R RAR, ORI R AR, DRI iE R A I S R IX A LA 2 0 AT R R
HERGH, ZEAEE, MEREWEESHSEE. SER15%, NSRS EERE. .
WALE. AT AL BN i 2 D9 A A st K A 4
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2B R IAD IR ARSI TR AR R BB MR R 20 200 m b 2 MK e, ol ATk
MKV 1 538K FAALTA REEARIE A 2 598K R, TR BIARIR KIS IS0 ) X 38 3 29 R R
ACTEIUT I, S IR TR 2O K HROK LK 3. 3205 e X I LIS 1.

Figure 1. The scope of impact of this wastewater leakage
B 1. KREKE R MASEE

3. BRI
3.1 SHPEHIA

E TR B, BERET . SCERE T s TS Sl A . )5 AR N A R R
FEHF AL G, ARG VAL X RE S A&, AT SIS kIR, ERED FEERKINEG SEIIEG
AT NRIFEARE N .
3.2. ARXEDH

RPN EIE 45 R, RARES W RVEE ST AL B R &S A, SGE6E80E
ZIX IS B FEA BN ROV, HiE IR LIRS 5 By FE R KM N 2R E SRR
3.3. FEMEEBLITE

K A B2 SR X 5P X E, @ T R LR BORTEAN A IR B L N IS /K K5 G e .
4. HEMEE. PR 5 x5SR EAIE TN
4.1. HmEE

IRYE A BN R 5, 1) A B SR 7 R

KA it SR S 42 A (e /K AN 5 7K W I e R T ) (HI 91.1-2019). (35 7K 27 A HEBUhR HE ) (GB8978-1996)
KRR ARTE S (HI 494-2009) A SCHUE BAT 1R /K AR R AR (b R /KR53 B B AR #0
YY) (HIT 164-2004), K (IKJFERFER RIES) (HI 494-2009) H AH KL E AT« JRAKNI% (KB RFER A
83 (HI 494-2009) - AH S E AT

SRR I (IR IR TE) (HUT 166-2004).  ( HIEIAEIRE A Hh 1575 Je UG &
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FRHEGRAT)) (GB 15618-2018). {4 H A5t & R B ARFNTE) (NY/T 395-2012) HAH KA E 44T .
J 7K 2 BERAE PR IX [ FH 7K B Ak B HE T T Ox R ) A s (] 2):

(i BV ENKCOY BRI TTT, #iKERR, LR R mifL)

Figure 2. Distribution of sampling points

2. KRS HE

M ACRAEAR SR AR K SCH TR BT TETS e X N B 1 M R AL, B LUK EH T KN E, ik
B 17 AN RIS, S ERAE 10~60 m.

T ERAEAT RURARME ML N VB K5 YRR, TEBEE ISR L5 e X P R F S A sl A ATLAT RURE 454 1
Jiik, LRE 41 AL, el TR Jud B e A 11 SRR A Ak, B3 MR REME
MR ERE, 0 HT TR T, R FE L IRIRIE 1~20 m.

4.2. Sy 7 vE

KA KRN ER I, 3 pH < 2.0, FF7E 14d W HT, As K oAl 5 4@ K v RS & S5 58 11k
JR 12 (HI700-2014) 34T S B e, A8 HBR 0.12 pg/Ls

B RN T AR AT B AT 5 TR0, ZREREMEMRAERIA S, 7R E), Jeid 10 H 1 Je ki,
W ERAT, SRR FERIAR MRS — D, i 100 BB, #EMRAF, FFll. o - 5E(As)
KA (RERELSIR. S, SERIE) (GB/T22105.2-2008) 4 & 73 4T /7 i

4.3. T AR AR E

4.3.1. VEMNER

RIKBIR (KSR E) (GB 8978-1996)% 1. £ 4 — V(LA G BAr — bRk FR A 1E47 )
Wr: HiFKSHE (MR KR EAREE) (GBIT 14848-2017)% 1. % 2t 1 KR GIEATHIKr, T4 ESH
(IS o A% FH b 33895 e XU B bR HE(RAT) ) (GB 15618-2018)% 1 FRAE AT 1 K7 o
4.3.2. s

RYE (SRR E LS AT MR E R 1. T S5HTF/K) (GB/T39792.1-2020)#H %
LAEHOTHHINEMW T
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35 R ARG SR A T 5 ik
3
e K ——5E m AN R 7K A RFAE 5 G BOR OG BAL A8 B PR Sk 2 A%

T, — 2 R AN T K HRFE TS A R P B S B AR 5
B —— L4, R K RHIE TS AW A R BEAL TR AR I AL 2 AT

5. BRI
5.1. WA DB TH R FHE

M AT AL, O A PR AR ER 3t 11 (1) P R B HETSCR SR 1K, T AT 2 DX Bl FH K R R 92 R R
KT (AS)HR Z C 28 Il 115 7K 438 TSR E O BRARL 5 mT DL 52 fifi (As) 52 AR VTR 25 PP X (R

59z —

Table 1. List of wastewater monitoring

F 1 RIKIEM—STREAL: mg/L)

25 5 W S5 A As 6 45 FrAERR A HE

B J1 FRARALFE 38 11 (O PR 0.0275 IERR
05

U 2 Ji X [ I 7K 419 B

FRYE R 2 2 WHE A UGB IR SALR 1 587K A (U3) A TR R At N 1 2 S5/K f(U14), LA
Ko ZKI-2 JK SCHL TR R AT i A2 1B 91 2# (U2). ZKI-4 /K SCHL R A 42 15 91 4# (U4). ZK-3 R W+

(U BA AIEARIE DL .

Table 2. List of groundwater monitoring
5= 2. WK —STR(EBAL: mg/L)

o W i A As Kl g5 R e R B ¥

I5E
u1 ZKJI-1 /K SCHL R A AT s o 14 0.00546 YN
u2 ZKJ-2 /K SCHL S A B g AR ) 2# 0.0150 AR
u3 ZKJ-3 K SCHL T A BT g AR T 3# 0.00433 LY
U4 ZKJ-4 7K SCH T R 2B AR B I A 0.0223 bk
us ZK-1 HF B 0.00420 PEY )

" ue ZK-2 1 W 0.00684 EhR
T u7 ZK-3 3 I 0.0208 0.01 bR
* us ZK-4 37T 0.00174 pEy 73
u9 ZK-5 T i 0.00012L bR
u10 ZK-6 Hiu T W5 0.00026 2obs
u11 A, N6 B 300 m Kt 0.00016 PEY )
u12 ZK-4 R IR FJ7 150 m AbHE R K 0.00035 PEY )
u13 BRI 0.0335 ZiEEAN
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Continued
u14 veAith, 285K 0.0315 AR
Hh u15 i F 7 KHE(A BT 20 m) 0.00027 LY N
I{ u1e FE3hiAYE 1500 m Kbk 0.0015 BEY 7Y
u17 Hu R KR AR K IE R T 0.00294 NN

M 3 A5 R AT R DL AN 45 SR b e (As) ) BRSO 5 AR 3 e XU A
AERIBRAE, Ui AR K S B IR X B AR P B A S R D REIE 1 T, B3R 17 BE 5 YRR
I A R 1 - SRR (AS) i T 4 XU o

Table 3. List of soil monitoring
Fz 3. TIBIEM—EEFR(BAL: mg/kg)

&Sl s s PR A DX 3 As Kl 25 3R

T1 ZK-4 7T 0 55 3 x B S, xR 25.8

T2 NI 55 ZK-5 bR W R U7 g R B, xEX 13.4

T3 ZKJI-1 K SCH BT AR IETT 1455 X R S, XHHEX 10.4

T4 FENIAYE U 1000 m 5% Ll bR AR A RS B, wEX 217

T5 ZKJ-4 RSB BT BT 4455 KoK KH, PHlX 49.9

T6 WA, 2#57K 1555 7% 150 K L, PR X 37.2

T7 Ve, 285K M5 AR T 150 K Fith, PG X 39.0

T8 LHZKIEF5 4 150 K i, pHX 276

T9 BRI AR AL )T 150 K Fith, PG X 22.7

T10 3 E IR AR K B 55 78 150 oK i, pHX 34.3

Ti1 FE LA KB 55 AR FE 5 150 K B, X 24.4

T12 fIE 55 K77 150 K i, pHX 35.3

N T13 5%k 250 K i, WX 316
o T14 Tl 5574675 200 K i, X 20.5
T15 UL VH 55 96 250 K KH, PHX 225

T16 Fulkiliy 55 AL 75 500 K KH, Pl 10.4

T17 96 T 1000 m 55 7B 5 250 K KH, XX 21.4

T18 k078 T 1000 m 55764677 200 K JKH, XX 24.0

T19 FREGILVA R 1500 m 55 Fih, WX 18.7

T20 IR 5 11VE N 1500 m 5564k 7 200 >k B, XX 18.1

T21 FE¥I48 T 1500 m 55 PRI 7 200 K S, WX 14.7

T22 SRR T 2500 m, BT S5 FEAL T 150 K B, WX 21.2

T23 FEHGIE U 2500 m,  #11IA 55 ARG 200 >k b, SHERX 20.7

T24 K1 P IX 214

T25 i1 AL X 32.6

T26 Eih 2-1 AL X 24.1
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Continued
T27 i 2-2 Pt X 211
T28 Fith 2-3 AL X 211
T29 i 3-1 PRAE X 30.9
T30 i 3-2 PR X 31.3
T31 7KH 2 Pl X 321
T32 Fih 5 Pt IX 221
T33 i 4 P IX 20.1
+3% T34 JKH 4 P X 16.9
T35 JKH 3 Pl X 9.93
T36 Fih 6 Pl IX 18.9
T37 JKH 5 Pl IX 8.99
T38 JKH 5-1 PRAL X 16.7
T39 7K H 5-2 A IX 17.7
T40 7K H 6-1 AL X 224
T4l JKHI 6-2 P IX 17.3

HITR A 4 VRAL DGEBE 2R 54 K 45 R AT A, OB AL BB FEIAE 0.02~1.08, HHILLL AN 43%, BLHIA
URBR K IR B X ] £ - 3 ) R AR B M 50 3 BRAR ™ B PR 46 T R

Table 4. Analysis of assay results in soil
T4 IR As MR I(BRAL: mo/kg; Ki: TTEWR)

Xof A
R T1 T2 T3 T4 T17 Ti8 T19 T20 T21 T22 T23
ESES 25.8 134 10.4 21.7 21.4 24.0 18.7 18.1 14.7 21.2 20.7
590 { A AL E): 24
P IX
ELRe] T5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 T13 T14 T15
ESE S 49.9 37.2 39.0 276 22.7 343 24.4 35.3 316 20.5 225
Ki 1.08 0.55 0.63 0.15 -0.05 0.43 0.02 0.47 0.32 -0.15 -0.06
s T16 T24 T25 T26 T27 T28 T29 T30 T31 T32 T33
TS 10.4 21.4 32.6 24.1 21.1 21.1 30.9 313 321 22.1 22.1
Ki -0.57 -0.11 0.36 0.00 -0.12 -0.12 0.29 0.30 0.34 -0.08 0.16
e T34 T35 T36 T37 T38 T39 T40 T41
ESES 16.9 9.93 18.9 8.99 16.7 17.7 224 17.3
Ki -0.30 -0.59 -0.21 -0.63 -0.30 -0.26 -0.07 -0.28

W7e 5, M AIFERG I 45 B A g B N X R SR 3 AN (AS) B = 1 S AR 4 HI557-2010 /KR 525,
RINFLTS G5 ™ B 1 PFAG X IR 7K VR (As) 45 SRR T Y5 K HETBCOR AR, 8 B M T /K P R i (As) L2
EBE TIENEAA, imaitnm TR LI G R .
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Table 5. Test results of soil leaching solution
2 5. HIBERHIEEMEER(ERAM: mo/L)

5 i i 5 RIS Pt R AE H5E
T1 ZK-4 37T i 0 55 390t B 0.00450 pesy 73

T2 TR S5 ZK-5 R B R 7 e R S 0.00105 BhR

(7,;;%&) T5 ZKJI-4 KOS AT AR BT 4455 TR 0.0236 0.01 bR
T6 WAL, 257K F57R 150 K Pl X 0.0118 ety

T7 VAN, 2815 7K 55 A 7 150 K PG X 0.0277 REEhun

5.2. HETMAXEBTREHMER

FE DL PPAG X AR EL 3 AN AR JFIR B R T4 21, 38 pH {50y 4.51~7.08, ROVl X v 55 1k
T3, A= 20 mg/kg~60 mg/kg, BEETIZIX 1) LA N S B ZNAS T A% A X F
DARP N, HIRIEE R ECN 2.7 x 107° em/s~2.0 x 1072 cm/s B /K M5 E P 25K

5.3. LA RESHHIRIWER

5.3.1. 5i5iRNES

M3 3 IR AT SIBR A I BE BRI 4 ARSI £ S BT IR S 2R 5 RO S BT, T(AS)
TR AR P RS 1 58K SR T BBEACH P 1) 2 S987K A LEESE (IR 21 T5~T10, Ui Bl R~ 7k
Tfi(As) 2 B 1 FIERS A s R IR0 T, LT REAESE, BE By YLl (e T3 (As) & &
bk, BDAZ R E KRR s e Bl 5 B B RGT i (As) IR BRI, 5 JL XU k)N

5.3.2. T IBAYE AT FIER

— M 4 BT Y T HE AN N KR G S R AW BB AR R SO L DL R A MR AR — &
FIVERL, T 5] R R K b R AT R T B (1) B R SR W PR I [16]. IR Z AR, IR E SR
TCEA R EE Sy, THRANUR SRR, (H 0B 7 B (As) R B 1 855, PR e
75 YL R N B RE ] _ETF I R, R (AS) R R R A K HAE R IR v, AT 2 B KR () 52 i
F 2 I PRIAS) &
5.3.3. ZihFRibIRAIFMm

AV X 1 R R iE N FI-BER MR, HM N AR SE VS SR, 3. wils,
HARVRBEFIX () 1% E 8o yabiE o83, HigiE R8s A 2R A IR, X i i (As) 595 YL A
TR BT EEERA.
6. &it

SHZ R R JE b 0 e e L [ 3R 2 3 AT i (AS) V5 Ge el 45 SR, T B FEE KR
TBR, HAELTS Jeti(As)HE AL T /K G 2l B3R . BRI Z/ER, Fr2ihmthsi bl +
SEAHSCBRALVE R IS0, 3B W ETHT Ry B A KR I, AR BV YL VR U A X A B T H SR T (AS)
GSEBYSENIISR, XKKIET T #2215 T il (As) (45 3 XU .
E&InE

TSRHGE J £ [2021] 40 5, BSRIBE J F[2021] 41 5.
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