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Abstract

In order to explore the effect of coal gangue leachate on soil environmental quality, the sin-
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gle-factor index method, Nemerow comprehensive index method, potential ecological risk index
method and geological accumulation index method were used to measure the 8 kinds of heavy
metal elements (Cu, Zn, Cr, Ni, Cd, Pb, Hg, As) in soil for analysis. The results show that the pH val-
ue of the surface soil in the study area is between 3.45 and 6.34, and the overall is weakly acidic.
Cu, Zn, As, Cd, Cr and Ni exceed the soil pollution risk screening value of agricultural land
(GB15618-2018), and the contents of several heavy metal elements exceed the background value.
The single ecological risk of heavy metals in the soil shows that the soil in the study area is of
moderate ecological hazard, the Nemerow comprehensive pollution index shows that 20% of the
soil samples have reached the level of severe pollution, the geological accumulation index shows
that the soil environment is moderately polluted, and the potential ecological risk index shows
that the soil environment is moderately polluted. The ecosystem was slightly damaged, with Cu
pollution being the most serious, followed by Cd, Hg and Ni.
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1. By

SOMNE B B, R AR E , FERERTTRAMGE IR 2 A KRB IEAAA[1] [2] [3].
PR PR AE[4] DL R it e SR [S1T FUR B, A RIS BRI, BT RKIME T o e g 4%, A
TIERSSRYE, PP EEECR SR, R KB aE [N, AT AR B R
MA LR, SRKEREERITER, IR HOT e 0 AU DO ARG i, S IR &
gty MU KIEE ARAG™ i B, A T B e e N AR R [6]-[12]

FURT, AW TN 03 5 BRI A HE GG PR BTN L R AT R P RS A A b Dt
T A RSN T T HEAT TRETE, B0 SRR AT HE O KR S5 R —— LL Ll AR 48— AT HE D il [13]
BT AE B AR A T B AW AR PR [14] s AT IRV I 220 S 8 v AR I sl [ 15] . R T
SR A PR DB VR TS B <52 JaR 2 398 v (0 200 155 100 LA SO AR b 3R ) e AR Lk TR B, SR T AR
SEBR, PASTIMBE NP AT A tRE WS Y X OB TR B, Sl B PR TR H0% . W SR G TR 80k
S KSR BRI RPIEBOEEZ RPN 55, BTG G X LR E G R AL, AT A itk
PG G X A B R IR A SRy, W IR E R T A ia R AR

2. BFmRESXRSE
21 HREEHARERTE

SO TG @ T 2011 4, 2014 FAF, XA KRR, BRI R AR AT
AMIET, T BOEEREE, WIERIEE IR R TR I, SECR A2 A R
M, HR4E Google Earth [y s AR LI N RV, BT FC XA T S HEART Ak 2 i 2 A 5 4L
k.
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Figure 1. Sampling distribution map in the study area
E 1. ARXRHERRE

2.2. ¥EmBE

3R pH EARHE HI 962-2018 [17]H) 7 v kil 5 (K L Lk 2.5:1) . #FEX 0.2000 g - #¢ T M @&+,
23t HCI-HNOs-HF W fi#J5, Cu. Zn. Cr Al Ni KA T A6 THE(HI 491-2019) [18]3E4TI5E ,
Cd A1 Pb %A 8B 5 Tt 70 6 6 1 (GBIT 17141-1997) [19]#E47 %€ : FREL 0.2000 g 48 H F /K1
fift, Hg KR T 9¢606 5 112:(GBIT 22105.1-2008) [20]#E4T M 5E , As 2L i IR AN HTIA ML BR VA R AL BRI
KR T8 6 6 B H2:(GBIT 22105.2-2008) [21]7E4TM5E « M5 & F2 7 KA % AR, 10% AT REAE R -
HERE AR AEEAT R
3. ERRBRNTTE
3.1. FiNER

S FTIX 3 B4/ Cu. Zn. Cr. Ni. Cd. Pb. Hg. As 75 P07 FH 5100 4 381 541 [22]
(LSRR R A& A5 G XS B bR (R T) ) (GB15618-2018) 4% A 432 5 Y X 75 356 {8 (i
FOXIEAN K, FRAEME IR 1), A 3875 G UG I IR B FR R M L35 ey & B 5 T aE Ik T
ZAE R, SR E LA RAEYAE K 34 SR UGG, —BE ol T o] LAZG ;#4511
SR FE SR A RAEYAE K B IR A SR EE v BEAAAE XU, o7 2 i o = SRR 1 IR AR 2 i B )
WEI, TR 2 SR B 2z 4 R P RS (23]
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Table 1. Soil environmental quality standards and soil background values in Guizhou
= 1. DIEEREMEMSMNE TIES RE(Mmg/kg)

_ RS i 1264
Eizga B!
pH <5.5 55<pH<6.5 6.5<pH<75 pH>75

Cd 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.4
Hg 0.5 0.5 0.6 1 0.13
As 30 30 25 20 13.48
Pb 80 100 140 240 33.57
Cr 250 250 300 350 98.98
Cu 150 150 200 200 34.5
Ni 60 70 100 190 39.3
Zn 200 200 250 300 104.21

3.2. BRATFIERUE

I X ST R V5 ST U0 R T M B THR AP, T8 R F
Pi :Ci/si (1)
ARQ)H: PTG BT RAEEG OIS 1 ISTIE s S oRT5 39 i (P55 AR AEE
33. T EAITRIBECE
WD 5615 G R B0 (NP e 4TI S WL 55 Ge st T35 Ge R R R, [R) I SO H v v P o £ 338
WG EEN, W B2 M Qe 25605 ek [24] [25], HARWT:
P * Pre
P = EEa— )
AR Py AT RAEH P 95 BETIG YR HUP) I BLA A Piave 5 9P 775 YAEHU(P)
28, AR B PR 4R (P A3 515 BB B (Po) N AR LIS AL e R 7008 B 4, LAk 2.
3.4. BEESKEIEECE

K i #2238 Hakanson $2 H VB AE A2 25 XU R B AT VRN, 238 B00T S B 5 — 3R 55 Fh &R P 8 4 g 1)
KIS [26], TEEABKEEBRD)HE AW T

L I O
RI-3E 3T Cl -3 @

i=1
ARE)F: Rl AZMBEASKKTEE, E NRTEEEEESKREHNT, T AELRE i Mk
R, Cy N —&RISRAY, C ANLMESE i TR, C) A LMRERIE i Sk, LR
& @RI T 2A[23] Cu=5. Zn=1, Cr=2, Ni=5, Cd=30. Pb=5. Hg=40. As=10,

3.5. MRABREHE

b5t RARFEHOE (1geo) HAEEFLEZK Muller 78 20 40 60 4EARIR Y, BETNEHE 1T HEEE SHUEM AN
WA e R R, g N T ARSI SR HIRE RS e S [27], Rk g
JE TS RREE N T NS, REAFNE SRR [28]. HitH AR
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C
I =1 n 4
geo ng|:kXBn:| ( )

NRE@)F Ngeo NHFTRBIEEG Cy AFERICER n SEIME; B, vtk n MHERILAT BHE k
NELERE, ATHERAEAZER . BeaFRERR TR 5EE SEMRE B, — B 1.5 [29].

Table 2. Classification table of evaluation index

2. THNIERSRE

Pi SRR Pl SRIKF E RI R lo  TTHRIAKF
Pi<1 ¥ PI<0.7 ¥ E; <40 RI <150 B lgeo <0 ¥

1<P;<2 B 07<PI<1l B 40<E <80 150<RI<300 "%  0<lg<1 J-+HJE
2<P;<3 BB 1<PI<2  ffF 80<E /<160 300<RI<600 5 I<lgo=2 ¥

3<P<5 i 2<PI<3  EF  160<E <320 - B 2<lgo<3 -
P,>5 GiYis PI>3 F E! >320 RI>600 Wi 3<lgo<4  GRE
4<lgo<5 5k - ok
5 < lgeo AR5k

3.6. RS

WINEE ST o DL B R HAE K Origin2021. Excel. ArcGIS10.2 56 .
4. BR5TVHE
41 HREXFpHERESESE

WX A L & B R & & Wk 3, RJZ LR pH {EAE 3.45~6.34 Z M (3ME N 4.81, LR RECHN
0.16), TWIXZE HIEEIALERME. 4, Cu. Zn. Hg. As. Cd. Cr. Pb. NiiX 8 fiE & @& RRIH
BRIZESR, HEE(molkg) 7 Hl N 63~223. 56~241. 0.0624~0.256. 7.57~32.3. 0.0422~0.558. 78~268.
10.8~36.5. 15~158. 8 Fl 4 J& L& 7 5 R EUNT A Cd (0.60) > Ni (0.50) > Hg (0.40) > As (0.32) > Zn
(0.29) > Cu (0.28) > Cr (0.25) > Pb (0.24), [T pH 1 (0.16)8 /MY A%, Cd. Niv Hg 8B4 5 &
HRWAFRFSRFESIX 3 MESESREFHE, BHERKA, WX 3 FESEZ IR R
K, ZEoAZERPE. Cus Zn, Cr. Pb I REAL, KW Cu. Zn. Cr. Pb ZAMNTFHFMMEL I

Table 3. Soil pH and heavy metal content
F* 3. 1 pH ES5EEE S =E(mg/ke)

pH Cu Zn Hg As Cd Cr Pb Ni
T1 4.29 223 241 0.0878 24.1 0.558 268 36.5 113
T2 4.98 84 117 0.0729 25.2 0.281 197 15.7 62
T3 4.99 100 135 0.0745 20.8 0.249 199 18.5 63
T4 5.59 98 129 0.0795 16.8 0.262 205 19.1 66
T5 5.72 117 141 0.0720 18.1 0.311 206 17.7 78
T6 5.45 102 122 0.0625 12.3 0.277 167 16.8 52
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Continued
T7 6.32 100 126 0.0794 9.82 0.260 121 16.8 65
T8 5.13 104 159 0.0975 7.57 0.0422 195 15.2 97
T9 5.76 118 167 0.0624 13.1 0.265 213 18.4 63
T10 5.46 117 165 0.0795 15.7 0.282 160 16.9 69
T11 5.62 114 135 0.0894 25.2 0.323 181 18.2 72
T12 6.34 128 132 0.0729 13.0 0.168 173 12.8 61
T13 5.37 72 99 0.126 19.9 0.231 134 16.8 41
T14 451 121 113 0.107 15.5 0.259 171 15.9 54
T15 5.32 143 80 0.124 14.9 0.143 150 13.5 35
T16 5.55 82 105 0.0851 9.53 0.166 165 14.6 56
T17 3.63 111 85 0.124 16.5 0.107 148 13.4 41
T18 3.49 88 56 0.158 12.7 0.0859 91 14.2 74
T19 4.86 153 147 0.0798 11.7 0.225 144 16.8 158
T20 4.87 137 133 0.0660 8.84 0.257 166 14.8 65
T21 477 146 129 0.0874 11.9 0.280 79 16.3 56
T22 4.88 156 146 0.0926 18.4 0.360 78 18.9 62
T23 5.15 158 164 0.127 32.3 0.529 101 20.9 51
T24 5.02 135 131 0.256 17.3 0.195 185 19.8 78
T25 3.45 108 95 0.163 276 0.0727 151 215 33
T26 3.92 63 64 0.194 245 0.0451 121 16.9 20
T27 4.42 129 135 0.135 19.5 0.137 168 19.8 71
T28 4.09 122 124 0.152 21.4 0.128 169 21.9 51
T29 3.64 83 79 0.161 22.6 0.0843 134 18.6 23
T30 3.82 83 89 0.204 25.8 0.0974 134 18 22
T31 4.37 106 108 0.141 21.1 0.119 164 17.6 37
T32 391 66 76 0.169 17.1 0.0796 162 15.9 15
T33 3.92 88 91 0.191 19.7 0.0805 146 15.8 19
T34 4.44 100 116 0.127 22.8 0.138 152 10.8 36
T35 5.25 82 95 0.156 19.6 0.0759 138 13.4 24
w/ME 3.45 63 56 0.0624 757 0.0422 78 10.8 15
RRAE 6.34 223 241 0.256 32.3 0.558 268 36.5 158
S H 481 112.49 120.83 0.12 18.08 0.20 158.17 17.39 56.66
HE 4.88 108.00 124.00 0.11 18.10 0.20 162.00 16.80 56.00
HRR%) —— 11.43 2.857 0.00 2.857 14.29 2.86 0.00 48.57
FrifE 2 0.79 31.86 35.60 0.05 5.86 0.12 39.17 417 28.48
BREM 016 0.28 0.29 0.40 0.32 0.60 0.25 0.24 0.50
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R (R A M 395 G KU A 2 AR HE(IX1T)) (GB15618-2018) 4% H #th - 4875 G XU i
WA kRUE, BEFCIX 4EFE Cu. Zn. As. Cd. Cr. Ni A FH i 3585 Je UG ikt iX LM E 4R
SEMIRE AN Ni (48.57%) > Cd (14.29%) > Cu (11.43%) > Zn (2.86%) = As (2.86%) = Cr (2.86%). 57 M4
T S EAALL, Cd. Hg. Pb (CFME) AR U314 15885 5¢{E, As. Cr. Cu. Ni. Zn (CF¥ME)E H 5%
MAEHIEL SEA .37 1.64 3.3. 1.4, 1.2 1%, F£W As. Cr. Cu. Niv Zn X JUFc RAERE P A R FE
FEMAR R, Horh Cu e EH B .
4.2. ESRIBHEITM

AT LS M LI FEAEAZ HE, S PIERFEAPE TSGR As. Cry Cu. Niv Zn juzik
AT TS YR RS, it B 4, BFFTIX As. Cr. Cu. Ni. Zn (BT Jedi 8036 Fl 73 79 4 0.56~2.40.
0.79~2.71. 1.83~6.46. 0.79~2.88. 0.54~2.31, MJ5H AR, Cu s Yfe i ™ E, FfaEETRHA
57%; As. Cr. Ni. Zn & T4 RIS 735008 29%. 9%, 9%. 31%, X JLFhE &8 7o & 175 Yuis
FE MR BN/ Cu > Ni > Cr > As > Zn. WP SR G5 BBHCRE, WX LIRAE 25615 4
FEBLE 1.83~5.12 JulHl, HMH K 2.69, FFEA Pl > 3, iEFIEEE TS YK FHIELHI A 20%, Cu ARFFTIX+
S EE R R, X5 2R [24] 50 FOR — 2

Table 4. Soil heavy metal pollution index and pollution degree
T4 TEECRSRERRISRIEE

Pi

Ei=ga PI
As Cr Cu Ni Zn
PEnGE| 0.56~2.40 0.79~2.71 1.83~6.46 0.79~2.88 0.54~2.31 1.83~5.12
L [E] 1.34 1.60 3.26 1.60 1.16 2.69
5% 29 9 9 31
L%
BI5 5% 66 77 43 77 66 40
H5 4% 6 14 37 14 3 40
HI5H% 57 20

4.3. TMEEBRBEESKEITMN

FRAE L5 o 5 RIS AR AR S KUK TTA 2 5 WA, L3 Cuy Zn. As. Cr. Pb. Ni FSIRAEZS KU 5
H(ENH/NT 40, JEHIS AN 9.13~32.32, 0.54~2.31, 5.62~23.96. 1.58~5.42. 1.61~5.44, 1.91~20.10,
KM TT R B NBEMAESEE, B3 Hy (BI04 28 XU R GG FY 19.20~78.77 (J41E 4 36.54), i
6690 1) L FE AL TR MG, T 34%I1 LI SN Ab T & AR MG tferh Cd (1 BRITARE 285 XU
REGE RN 3.19~41.85 (B{H A 15.37), A 3% 3 £ Cd &b T &R a s, HRBREL T RME
BfaE . MLEEE SR RIS KR REOE T, XU -8 ES R TR W AESBFRER I Hg >
Cu>Cd>As>Ni>Cr>Pb>2Zn, Hg. Cu. Cd &FEIEAELESKKRETF; MNEZMELSEEBEES
R AEE(RD 704, W5 IX RI JEEE A 71.23~146.60, HIfE A 95.78 (/INT- 150), WFTIX 100%t3FEE s
TSRS EERE LT,
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Table 5. Statistical table of potential ecological hazards of heavy metals in soil
=5 TREGRBEESRESITR

E i

LTS ' RI
Cu Zn Hg As Cd Cr Pb Ni
i 9.13~ 0.54~ 19.20~ 5.62~ 3.19~ 1.58~ 1.61~ 1.91~ 71.23~
i 32.32 2.31 78.77 23.96 41.85 5.42 5.44 20.10 146.60
Y 16.30 1.16 36.54 13.41 15.37 3.20 2.59 7.21 95.78
BHAESEEY 100 100 66 100 97 100 100 100 100
FhEEAEBEEY 34 3

4.4. TIMESRMRRFIEBETN

245 (E 2), MR HIRESLJEILER Zn. Cdy Pb i lgeo /8T 0, K254 Cuf 43%HIFE R A4
B EHENTE - P RETS QKT 5A%AE it L 380 Hh B S KT 3% it i H 3 - SRS YK T
Ni 7 46%[FIFE S AL L3N TE - HBEVS Gk 3%FF i s b LHEAH VS YK P Hg. As. Cr 235
6%-. 37%- 69%FE i A IONTG - TS UKE: DFAX LI E G R UL Cu V5 BON ™, H IO Niy

Cr. As. Hg.
Igeo
9 4 2.11
1 To-h I 43% 142
PIE 54%
17 I 3% 0.85
0. 28 0.39
04 0.1 H
. *
o8 .70 71
17 1.2
i —1. 42
—1. 64
*
—2. 45
,3 -
—3.83
,4 -
T T T T T T T T
Cu Zn Hg As Cd Cr Pb Ni
Figure 2. Statistical chart of soil heavy metal geological accumula-
tion index
2. TIRECRMRRRIERSITE
hJ
5. 45ig

WEFt X 135 pH {H7E 3.45~6.34 Z [A] (ML N 4.81), TIERAKLSSERNE, 2R 4 @48 Ak Fl 1%
T Y AR 7 146 18 (GB15618-2018) LA Je 3815 e, TIBMIEZBV5 4, RR&- i E L 4. RIEMAEK
BRI KR, MG REM. BTN SR, TEAESRSZAENE, LR
&JRFLL Cu s e ™ E, HYON Cdy Hg F1 Ni, Nt HIEREEHHMTEE, BRI BRI .

g
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