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Abstract

In this paper, we select six red mud ponds of three major typical aluminum companies in western
Guangxi as research objective, based on research of geochemical characteristics of heavy metal
elements in red mud, and carry out evaluation of potential pollution risks by utilizing single factor
index method, Nemerow index and potential ecological risk index methods. The result shows that
elements such as As, Cr, Cd and Pb and others in the red mud produced by Alumina industry have
an obvious enrichment effect on crust abundance, soil background value of Guangxi and raw core,
while Cd, Cr, As and Ni have greater potential pollution risks. Therefore, it is suggested to com-
prehensively utilize the red mud and evaluate the secondary pollution in advance when used as
the modifier to restore the polluted soil.
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1. 5|8

ARl E AR AE = Ja R, R R A4 . #ait, A 1 SR 4E 0.8 t~1.5 t
AR Bk 2017 4, SRR HHHRAREL 40 120, FELL 1.2 14 va FIEERERE (1], #k 2015 4, &
[l 7RV (1) BT HEAA R Tk B 3.5 A2, FRISTE BB 2]. FRUe R EHER, MY K& 1,
T EL ISR BRE e £ SRR A IR B g il 1 — e R TS e BT, A RARJe oot EE A R
SEAERHFAEAEZ AT .. W FRIE ESCER[3] (4] £K[S] [6]- (7] [8]- %i[91%AH&E)E: 4/~
PR 10] ML 11]ERAE A BREEARL12] M AE 575 T 2 /e HI TS /K AR BR[13] [14] [15] M UBEER[16]
(1718 Ak B 7S 2 4 4@ s e iAol A2 7= F W25 [18]-[24]. 4R1fT, A RARTRA G B i E &8 &
FORTREAZAE 005 G R EN AT 4008 . B AR AR VB PV N B AR N - I B 1T, B VR N 2135 s L3 v
i E ) L A e T M B AR A, R s AR A S R AR, (B W SR AR A B
SRS R, B PHTRE S b, TR RN A T s P . T, AR
DU PG SR AN Y A B B AS A PR HE U AR AR N R, LR S TS Cul Pb. Zn. Ni. Cr. Cd.
As FHEEJE R IR FRHE AL b, SR TS 80, WD 815 IR BUE AR E A S
FEIREFAIITE R 75 GRS, 1B TR NS J5 AR U8 S5 B ) FH I 388 G Bl — VTS e 3R A5 0 B R BB AR A

2. HmRES S

AU TR 26 AERJERE i ZREE AP = R AR A A], PR IR EAE T,
AL MR R LA T AR A F AR A F . =LA F R T ERAIERNE,
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FFEAERA = 18R 0 2R R BN A IR R L, DB IUR AR LA Ee ER . Ho, TR
WAFIIEA 3 MARIRE, WEREmS 3081, 2. 3, 1 9 2 SARTRECEMMARENHE, 3 9757
JEH BIUHERI o AR TAES BIE RN AT 15, 2 58 3 SHRJEERLE 6 . 3 4R 2 tEREREM .
AR A R H AT 1 AR, e AR TR HER AL B HE O 5ok | HERE R . SN A F S
2 NN, AERT . BWRANTRBESKEE 2 HEREFER . Mok, il EsE vE4a L 2w IR SR 2 A
PIRAT X BSR4 6 AFAN 3 5 FE S, TR IRE H B4R JC AR T 50 10 & SRR ER AL . AR
VERT KA B FRUE R it 91848 1 St o SR B A DA T 40 . Cra Asy Cd. Cu. Niv Pb. Zn SFHE 4
JE TS A5 B T RS (X-series) Rl ,  Aarill g V2 A B ER 4 BS AA iR R B S 7 74(DZ/T0223-2001)

3. FRIFEEFEERTRSEDHIHE

BN A R E AR T AR EE BT Rm g L 1. FREWVAF 1 SHREEHAH
BES % B S B IC RIS BN K, P EE BN As 231.0 x 10°.Cr 1224 x 10°°.Cd 2.55 x 10°°,
Cu64.4 x 10°, Ni78.5x107° Pb 140 x 10°, Zn70.9 x 10°®, “FH 2 SHREET Cr MIEEBILE LR, N
929~1501 x 10°°, P& EA 1303 x 10 HETLRIGTEENIIAKR, /2514 As 192 x 10°°, Cd 2.62 x
10%, Cu86.4x10° Ni77.6x10°, Pb 128 x 10°. Zn 72.4 x 10°%. V5 3 SRR EMIRE LT ESR
TIPSR 50N As 231.0 x 107°, Cr 1419 x 10°, Cd2.88 x 10°, Cu84.9 x 10°, Ni93.5x10°, Pb
161.5x 10°°. Zn79.8 x 10, fEARENLA A FRVEIE S B LB LR THE RN AN As 67.5 x 107°, Cr 1064
x107° Cd2.28x107° Cu76.5x107° Nil25x107° Pb 117 x107° Zn75.0 x 10°%, EPu4EL A Z AR
RETSESB TR THEED BN As95.6 x 106, Cr 1242 x 10°,Cd 2.45 x 1075, Cu 47.7 x 10 °. Ni 134
x 107° Pb 142 x 10°°, Zn76.1 x 10°%; FiaRiREf &R & @It R T E &2 0N As 94.7 x 10°°, Cr 1124
x107°, Cd2.13x10° Cu57.9x10° Nil129x10° Pb125x10° Zn782x10°,

Table 1. Heavy metal contents in the surfacered mud of the red mud dump of alumina industry in different aluminum companies

(unit: 107
#1. FRBLARDEUBIUVRRERBRETFESRTESE(ENM: 10°

. e BEBEULRNE
TRV FE G5 -
Cr As Cd Cu Ni Pb Zn
PGC1-05 1139 223 2.67 69.4 73.7 155 75.9
PGC1-11 1236 222 248 66.1 79.6 143 73.2
PGC1-10 1315 218 2.67 68.4 80.3 141 73.9
PGC1-12 1203 235 248 61.4 79.7 132 66.1
FREM AT
N PGC1-04 1237 233 2.51 60.3 81.7 136 66.4
1 S7RJe
PGC1-03 1216 255 246 60.9 75.7 135 70
S 1224 231 2.55 64.4 78.5 140 70.9
EEERH! 12.2 128 12.8 1.17 1.05 11.2 1.0
EHERY 14.9 11.3 9.6 23 3.0 5.8 0.9
PGC2-005 929 161 2.49 74.9 63.4 119 71.4
PGC2-006 1501 194 2.67 97 83.7 135 71.3
S AR A PGC2-009 1479 221 2.70 87.2 85.7 129 74.6
2 SRR SR 1303 192 2.62 86.4 77.6 1278 72.4
THERH! 13.0 107 13.1 1.57 1.03 10.2 1.0
HEERH 15.9 9.4 9.8 3.1 29 53 1.0
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Continued

PGC3-01 1458 217 2.81 86.2 94.1 164 78.8
PGC3-02 1380 244 2.94 83.5 92.9 159 80.7

ﬁﬁiﬂﬁg S AR 1419 2305 2.88 84.9 93.5 162 79.8
AR 142 128 14.4 1.54 1.24 12.9 1.1

HHERYC 17.3 112 10.8 3.1 3.5 6.7 1.1

HYC-1 982 65 231 715 121 105 69.3
HYC-2 1145 70 225 75.4 129 129 80.7
@ﬁﬁg{f = SRR 1064 67.5 2.28 76.5 125 117 75.0
AR 10.7 37.5 11.4 1.39 1.66 9.4 1.1

LS /& 13.0 33 8.5 2.8 47 49 1.0

XFLC-01 1324 95.1 2.58 49.4 139 142 83.6

XFLC-02 1160 96.1 232 46 129 141 68.6

%g%}gﬁm PRI 1242 95.6 2.45 47.7 134 142 76.1
AR 12.4 53.1 123 0.87 178 113 1.1

B R 15.1 47 9.2 1.7 5.0 5.9 1.0

XFXC-01 1117 88.4 2.26 63.9 133 128 84.4

XFXC-02 1131 101 2.00 51.8 124 122 72

Jg%?%gm PRI 1124 94.7 2.13 57.9 129 125 78.2
EHEAK! 112 52,6 10.7 1.05 1.71 10.0 1.1

AR 13.7 46 8.0 2.1 4.8 5.2 1.0

e BERM = WA RS, BERN = TR/ RIS RIE25]).

AR 2 B RIS [ AR E 2 IR EAT LU, As 7R SRR A &) = AN R8BI & B A s Cr
TEAN AR YE E R B & AN K, TR OREE L A B AR i P & AR Cd AT Pb 7E~F RN AF] 3
SRR S BN E . Cu RS PR A R AR PR R & BRI, MrE RN AR 2 5/ 3 55
JeFE B s s Ni 7R R A 7 = AN AR IR E 1) & A T e AL A Rl Zn TEA IR
Ve B B AR AR S AR — 25 MR b 52 v 7 e A8, As 7E AN [ 7R R 2 1R & 48 R B K, T 37.5~128;
Cr. Cd Al Pb {f1& 4 R ECHIILE 10 LAE, 1 Niv Cu Al Zn [0E £ RBAS BN, ¥/NT 2. 57 7514%
R, BT Zn EEREAE | LAZH, HETRMEERRBWIIRNT 1, Cr WEERBEK, N
13.0~15.9; As AHXT T VE 45815 S H M = R RAR L S h e (A A 8 TR, B3R 7E 3 LLE,
R AR AT AR REN E ERBEER T 10; KE BRI EE R 514: Cd 8.0~10.8,
Cu 1.7~3.1. Ni2.9~5.0 Pb4.8~6.7. B2, L wlatitt, @R T Sy s, i
=S REN AT EAE T AR E SR G, BT Niv Cu M Zn 2 4b, e nRH W RN EE£ERH.

H5EAT T AT ESBEICRSRECGE DML, BERAMEA N ESE Rt G HE N EEEH.
M2 FTLAEH, XTI A, Zn X, Cu MESEERAAHE, Cr. Cd il Pb & HE1EH
R, EERKBIIE 1.5 ULE, FehlRurisel A R R i Cd & S TARIRe X A S ' E
ERBULR T 4.4 AR X ZIEAHEG, AR T A E SR R & £ AT X RW 5N &,
TMAERRUER XAER 55, Flfe 510 X EEE TR S 5 S BB A K.
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Table 2. Heavy metal contents in ore produced by alumina industry in different aluminum companies (unit: 10~)

#2. FRBUARAEHUBTIUE =T ARESRITESR(EM: 10°)

GEN /N F X4 H FE g5 Cr As cd Cu Ni Pb Zn
XXY003 353 14.4 0.53 22 131 21.3 122
XXY005 394 29.3 0.78 38.7 72.2 56 88.2
XXY006 346 14.1 0.67 28.5 24.7 35.8 425
BT IX
XXJK 399 29.2 1.78 65.2 91.8 45 69.9
B R 373 21.8 0.94 38.6 80.0 40.0 80.1
ST E A 7
BERYC 32 4.4 24 14 1.6 3.4 0.96
LDZH-01 461 119 0.43 39.3 59.8 31.6 93.8
LDZH-02 513 147 0.61 55.1 172 54.6 203
TR 1X
SEY e 487 133 0.52 472 115.9 43.1 148.4
TR 24 0.72 44 1.1 1.1 3.1 0.52
DBJK 521 81.4 14 475 60.5 48.8 64.8
BTZH-01 675 419 1.58 44.7 59.8 45.9 149
fELREEL A F] ESLy X BTZH-02 570 53.2 1.73 50.7 64.4 63 217
SEYArE 589 58.8 1.57 47.6 61.6 52.6 144
EHERE 2.0 1.6 15 1.1 2.1 25 0.54

T AR = SRR PSR A TR SR, KA N A T R TR S B WA

4. FRPEERITERNIEIEN
4.1. MM EE

SR N TR ES . AR SR S TR BRI A AL S fE R E026] [27] [28 6 = Fh AN AR AL X6t AH: 8 45
A E AR A A AR YR P 4R 0 R TS Y AT SR A VRN (T A 2P S L bR e 2 2 1R [ R - 30 85
JR B ARUE bR UE) [29].

4.1.1. BEFSRIEECE
BADR R B 2 [ PN — A S R S Y 0 v, R B R A TR BN A A, HRIE N
Pi = Ci/Si (1)
X, PO TIESCRAVEYI IS4 | RIS Y38 8G CoN IR S 3 i OSSN B S, Vs 3 i
IV FRUE . T5 YLTBE0r ARAE L 3.
4.1.2. AT EETREEE
A B R B0E A A TEE VAR 35 5 4 8 Vo Yeitis BN 2 SR S TR BUE, 15 UREU ) PbrnE L7 3,
R E AR A:
Pi2llV€ +P12max
B, = e ()
X, B AGETTIAREG P oe NETTRVINARECTIIE . Py e TG Y 85 K5 S HREL
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Table 3. Single factor index and nemerow indexgrading standard

3. BRTENMNET A RERSRITE

BT IE IR 5P SRS PR 15 Y AR
P <1 EISEPS B, <07 sy
1<P <2 LESEPC 07 < B, =1 253
2<P <3 LR 1< p <2 B
P, >3 5y 2<Pp <3 LGRS

B, >3 GG

4.13. BEEDSREREE
AR S G R B B R X Hakanson 2 H ) 5 4 &8 /G = MR J774[30], HAaEM A RA:

EL=T/C, =T/

3

RI=)" E! 4)
X: RENZME SR ICRBEESEERL, E NS SYBENESEERY: TOoNis Ryt
RE: CpONE—IG R AR TS AR AL CONRERESRIRIESINIRE: C NS AW R
] Cd. Asv Cu. Pb. Cr. Ni. Zn 7 FPEEECHEMHEEREME 558 30, 10, 5, 5, 2, 21 [31], &
b o 45 JR T E A S 18 55 R B bt SRt LS G2 s W5 4.

Table 4. Relationship between potential ecological risk factor (Ei) and ecological pollution level

T4 ESRBEETSRERAME)SETRERENXR

15 YRR E; RI VYR
1 <40 <150 BMAESAE
2 >40~<80 >150~<300 RS E
3 >80~<160 >300~<600 AERfEE
4 >160~<320 >600 RS fGE
5 >320 MR ERfEH

4.2. THMHER

4.2.1. BEFEEZEMNETHEECEHTINSGR

BRI FIREUE M NS R BN A R W 5. MONAS IR FEAS R 5 4 8 J0 3 Y S I 5 YL 4R 2071
AT LAE ., Cdy Cr A1 As (TS5 S8 800 58 8.28. 6.13 F15.08, ¥ KT 3, J& T HI5LIEmE, Ni [
D5 Q48480 215, RICHT RS Y, HEICRBIA AT 4. AR EZ BT R, RIA
G Cd. Cr Al As 72 F R A ] 3 A ARTR R I RIS G 4R O AHX B, As fEAE LR BN A | IR
PP b T o BE VS Yok o W& IRV R N MG D L5 B V5 488U P )& R TAEGREE L A Rl ARV A 45 4%,
v 5 DM IRRPES R N 15 Y .

42.2. BEESEEEICETNER
BB RFERBUETPMGE R INE 5. 7 MESEESGERB(E)WIERNTTFH: Cd(248.33) >
As(50.63) > Cr(12.27) > Ni(4.23) > Cu(3.47) > Pb(2.27) > Zn(0.3). S ZAraEAHEL AT LLE H, Cd fEiX 6 Mk
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TR ESGFESE e, RIREESEF: AsTETREWAR 15, 2 5/ 3 SREEHEIHHE
RS H, AHAM 3 ADMREET ZIRMESES, HETTRE 6 MRRETERAELSEERBE) N T
40, EIRMESEE. SZEBEESEFERBR)IFN G REY, TR AF =R LA T 95
ABEERE, HE=RRENESRMRE T hEESEE KT, HiGmESEHRERKE.

Table 5. Evaluation results of heavy metal contamination in different red mud ponds

F® 5. AEFREEEERISRITNEGR

BTG P TR B Py
TRV E F, VYRR
Cr As Cd Cu Ni Pb Zn
TR 1S 6.1 7.7 8.5 0.6 1.6 0.5 0.3 3.7 GG
PRE2S 6.5 6.4 8.7 0.9 1.6 0.4 0.3 3.7 HG G
PRE3S 7.1 7.7 9.6 0.8 1.9 0.5 0.3 4.1 HGg
TEAREER A ] 53 23 7.6 0.8 2.5 0.4 0.3 2.8 g g
S PG AL () 6.2 32 8.2 0.5 2.7 0.5 0.3 3.1 EREEC
SEPEERLCET) 5.6 32 7.1 0.6 2.6 0.4 0.3 3 EREEC
¥ 6.13 5.08 8.28 0.7 2.15 0.45 0.3 34 AR
NI AT AL A A X RELE, RI T YRR
PRELS 12.2 77 254.5 32 3.1 2.3 0.3 352.7 R
PRE2S 13 64 262 43 3.1 2.1 0.3 348.9 T
TR 5 14.2 76.8 287.5 42 3.7 2.7 0.3 389.5 o E
TR A ] 10.6 22.5 228 3.8 5 2 0.3 2722 i
SEPENL(E) 12.4 31.9 245 2.4 54 24 0.3 299.7 sk
5 P EL ) 11.2 31.6 213 2.9 5.1 2.1 0.3 266.2 rhk
M 12.27 50.63 248.33 3.47 423 227 0.3 321.53 P

5. &ig

T A P AN R AV 2 ] AR e B T EE 4 8 T R ERAL SR AE A A e KR R4, B R AR R

1) REFRVRE D ESRESESMERY, M TR R, As 72 FFRU8EE T 6 4 R %
(37.5~128)f K, HUCH Cr. Cd f Pb (HHEREIIKT 10), Niv Cu # Zn [0 £ REE/DEINT 2).
T e s s AEAR LG, R A TP I S, B S KR A R B TR R E S
JEIGE, BR T Niv Cufil Zn 24F, HEGXTRWAEWHEMEELEH. RN, 5807 APEESREICRES
ML, FHREANBE N ESE TR A AR EEEA.

2) HHFIREGETEN R, P = KRB AR SRR ESAERIN Cd. Cr f1 As NEIGE, Ni
AF G, Hen R NG AFRZRBEZ RN, ~FRENM AR AR R Cdy Cry As F1 Ni
RN . WD SR G TSI P, o, B TR A R AR &G gy, e 5 AN IRTeE
VIRDUNEG IR . BEASEHFRBOEMERRY, FREN AR = IR EL RS TiAeSs
FEEREE, o EARRE IR ERRL T P AR EEART, EiS s S aERE BT,

3) AR RFN, FRBPMESECSS RIS E, 7E T8 F s i B s e
TS, A BT R AT RE Y SR 1) RIS B PEA
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