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Abstract

Urban forest, an urban greening ecological construction measure, was put forward by forest scien-
tists and ecologists so as to improve the ecological function of urban green space. Taking the urban
forest soil in Xuzhou as research object, comprehensive evaluation of heavy metal pollution was car-
ried out from different types of urban forest and forest soil. The results show that the content of 5
kinds of heavy metal Cu, Cd, Zn, Pb, and Cr in Xuzhou urban forest soil was higher than China soil
element background values. The pollution of Cd presents the most prominent, while the pollutions
with Cu, Zn, Pb, and Cr are free or mild contamination level. From the comprehensive pollution index,
the rank of six types of urban forest soil heavy metal pollution is plane tree and paulownia mixed
forest (0.92) < camphor forest (1.07) < cedar forest (1.14) < Platycladus orintalis forest (1.35) < lo-
cust forest (1.46) < Chinese white poplar bark and ginkgo mixed forest (2.06). The degree of con-
tamination of the same kind of heavy metal pollution in urban forest soil is diverse in different re-
gions, the single pollution indexes of forest soil with Cu, Cd, zinc, Pb, and Cr in urban central areas
are higher than those of urban fringe and suburban areas respectively, and the difference of urban
fringe area and the city suburbs is not obvious. The pollution levels of the soil heavy metal in differ-
ent regions can be ranked as: urban central areas > edge area of city > city suburbs. The results have
provided certain reference for the level of heavy metal pollution in the city.
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WHHRRRMER . EFFEIONT R T SHAEST R R KRR E SRR, BRI
ZeO BN BRI AR . DR IR AR LA AN R, AR RN F X
BHMLRESRITRETESIN . SREW, RHTETHRRLRRENSHEELECu. Cd. Zn,
Pb. CrEBMFETHFELBETRERE, HPCdREREERR, HAB™E, Cu. Zn, Pb. Crkis
REREFH: NEETERIBEE, MBI AKRRULRESRGRHT: B8R + MR (0.92)
< BEM(.07) < FRAR(1.14) < UAH(1.35) < RIBEHK(1.46) < BEH + RARIZK(2.06); ~NH
KRB AL E A A—MESRGREEFHAR, i+ LXEHK T EC. Cd. Zn. Pb. Cri
TG RAEBEI 2 BIR TR LG X ART X, TR A EX SIS KN ERRAE; AEXE%
EERGEREEHREMHT: MAHOLX > MHIEX > WMARX. HEFRERAARFTIR XSS
AR HRE S RIFRARKPRERESE,
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1. 51§

PR RGO A S RGN AR, GRS XA IR SR 4 BRa 17 557 THI R B B LR
AR AR E R R B AT S5 o SR T AR AR R A I T i, K8 O T AR S, Dty
JE IR RIFHTAE . ASVE A E SRR AR BRll, FEDN DR b AR A R v, STy bk A e
OO A AR T B FEEIR AN A, ST AR ARLE A Aol s e st R A ] Lo A 2
WHEA R Z 2] SRTTARM LR AR A S P I R To YR, M LB, RENBAE—EfE
JE EAR IR T A SIS SRR [3] e T I AL AR AR g A R A TGS T30, R Jmin g =
FEAEE NI AIR, GRRIAESEE R E . TIRGEES RIEECOR LIRS B a4, 2PN
JREMR R RN, EAIN ZRAZRETTRIREL RPN TP 2 5 PG S AOREE DL LU 55
BNIFAR[4]. A IR AR L SR AR LIRS U B R SR ES i S5 Thie . TaERfL
PR BRU T AR AR N ) 3 35 U7 THI[S] [6] [7] [8] [9], (A SR AR LI SR T5 APy AX [ 3 A1
1% J5) S H RS A 75 T FEAN 22 [10] [11] AT, FE A AR 2 (0 - 3 B IR VTN 7 A W PR 0
B R EHREGE . K OIRIIESE[8], Hrh WP REGEN o) 2, IR Zis L T — e i, il
REXFEEPEAY, 19 AR & SRR R ILII PP A5 R o ASC AR i AR E NI FEX R, IR 6 A
[FIAR 3 ST RIAN [ DXCIRAR 3R S EAT R GEIHT, B FESATE 12 T AR T S B < R i QR P S AR
ZITH AR TR E SRR, 4 RS L MRS T A S R R 2

2. AREXEAR

PRI AL TR A RS, HhAbdr. B B SelUE SR, M ARPRONARZE 116°22'~118°40',
bt 33°43'~34°58' 2 i) R P K24 210 km, B AL 5620 140 km, BHIAR 11,258 km?, (5 VL5348 S HIA ) 11%.
JoR B T A AR TR 2 VSRR, DU 203 B, BT 2, K J0/™ 98 AR PR 14.3°C, 4R /K & 800~930 mm.
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PRI T ARAR 1338 3 AFH A L SiEE 1 2 NI, HIEHIEES —RBRLE. ERE. BT
JRERE, IR ENE. &R HI I S IR R AR A R VR AR, (EE AT S AR
AR TR MAARR . ARINTTICERE R 1L = ARSI, IR AR 6 3 27.97%, /B VLIR S —: @k
X SiHh% . SRALTE R ILH] 37.64%. 41.6%, ABJAILLEHTER 1352 m°, TEXCEIRTT A ALK,
EOE RPN B RS T HEAEH o 3 AR A HEAG L P AR AR I T 47 SR AR T el A (2
P2 th) . HATIRM T SRR “I . (a7 s s, AR e B BRAR R A M3 T AR Al g 2
(LR s Ll AR PR s A ARTHIA (5 214G MR M R R ) 98%, K2 il R bk LA (Platycladus orientalis)
iR E TR, FEAAEGMAZE., #TEAR, XSG, ks, EmARE. 2%,
ANRT . m R AR SRR A b MR AR 2 B el &5 3T AT TE B AR = 4R A b A 4R
75 (Ginkgo biloba Linn). ZF#%(Cinnamonum campora). % #A(Cedrus deodara). 7z 5i(Ligustrum lucidum).
K (Platanus acerifolia). =& (44 (Populus tomentosa). 4 (Paulownia). #l|#£(Robinia pseucdoacacia)+
M (Hamamelidaceae)%% .

3. RESERINFZE
3.1 HEmEERDH

2018 4 8 AXPRINE R ARM AR 220 - MEHNGX . AR, sl Ak, #eraE 5 MEX
TP AIRFE, FE AR X R E S S) AT S AR, RGURE R AR NRZ B3R 30 4
FE AT RS T I AR, AR i PO UL 2~3 m BRI 3~4 DT RER G AR, R —
FERAIAR T HE, DA R FEs g &R X AR, B R 7> 2R A L% 1o

Table 1. Location of sample plots and the chief species

=1 REXEMRERKS ETEZRNT

RFEIH KA A E XIS T ER T ROy

TR IX SR FE R AR ] RX Ik IEIEEES

i X Wl - MEBRXGRX b B R, R SROR, i RBARERR + MR AR
NS RIX Tha &l ELvY

i et X pt O “hX W& BAY TEM + WARZHK
HETHEL Pl HREIX A PR AR

R E T A, B Barh oy BART . TR RS EEIIR R . RIAIRIZRDE,
R R B A R AR IS 100 H A RIFR &3 SN S IF i aas o, ook e oM. FREut
100 HAHJE I LIRS 0.2 g, T 105°C FEET15 4~6 /NI IURE SN S &, FIRIR - &
R - m AR T, 0.2%MiNIR e A A 25 ml I T E 48 Cu. Cd. Zn. Pb. Cr fi&&E 0. Hh
Cd. Pb &K FHMH i HURRE & 55 B8 TR TS (HPLC-ICP-MS) Ml %8 ;. Cus Zn. Cr & R H H g
EEBETOLIELE(CP-AES) N E . E&JE Pl FE g GSS-4 M1 GSS-5 iS5 L FE T 212 i
BEH], BRI (LA ) [12].

3.2. RISRIEHE
AR N RS [ AT i S hn i (GB 15618-1995) M4 3R ThEE A R H Ax, K Bkl o0 A =
bRt | SR 2 T B UE (19 B 2RI X (A 1 55 FL e 25 s R R ) 2 b s i O K U
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el B AR ORI X 0, R R P OREF H AR SR 1 B EEEM TR R
et el R g S g, IR E AR FX YA S ANE i FH AT R 1N SR R EE A T
b 358 R 35 G A BRI Sl IR AN T SR A B 3R RS BR A1), LI BRI A b AR
YIRS ANE G TG G A FEIE U — RS HE(1 S8)1E Dy L3R B8 B B PP (R PEAN A v L% 2.

PRI Y din B DL R IS B SEIE S IR AR HEAR EE, B TR 3 — RS e T
PRERE, HAsE AT

Pij = Cij /Si (1)

ARQ) P Py jRFEDCE | DNESRAIT R REBUNG AR, TBEOSRIE . CyIN S | R
X i NESIBMSTE, S~ i aEmAIPN . — B Py <1 RIS, Pi>1 REIEE, I<Pj<2H
RIS, 2<Py<3 NHEEISY, Py>3 NEFEIGYHY, Pk sz BTG Gtk E .

Table 2. Standards of soil environmental quality of China

5% 2. *hE T HEFE R B AR (Mg kg )

JoR B2 Cu cd Zn Pb Cr
Rl 22.6 0.097 724 26.0 61.0
—% <35.00 <0.20 <100.00 <35.00 <90.00
f—t/3 <100.00 <1.00 <250.00 <300.00 <300.00
=% <400.00 - <500.00 <500.00 <400.00

3.3. AT ERESHRIERCE
WHED 5 a1 G R B E R R R MR s R, kAT
1/2
P= |:( I:’ijzmax + Pijzave )/2:| (2)

ARE@)H: PN jRFEXHITEZEETTAIEE Piave M Pimax 72558 | SKAE X PITA 15 GV B I005 G452
BB AR KA . K3 GB 15618-1995 ( HIEINEE I EARE) 1) = HbriE o A E NP (1) & 5 G4 1
WILHME, ETIBESEIS RN 4 W, FERIG GO FR AT AR, PR Fie B 35805 e o bn ik
W 3. TIEES B RELHEMN, | 2. LT SeE S IR S EAE, JRIEEX (P
<1); WRIGHEL.: TSR scE s TisgsRanl, T2 RA<P<2); N fisidg. LG
Gy ME B S G a1 %, RAE K BHHI(2 < P <3): IV Ei5 g T3S feSciiE Bl is
PALOn(E 2 £, MYZFE™EEP > 3). KA LI EARMENT WD 25 &5 P ta Bl T S A R ',
A ESPPN S RIS T, ATELMERESR, A5 YT A SE PR B2 [13].

Table 3. Grade standard of soil pollution by Nemerow
3. TIREGERNET SRIER S RIRE[13]

e 7 P E 5 e PR B TS YRR
1(1) P<07 THIH (2 42)
21 0.7<P<10 eI (2R
3(I) 1.0<P<20 BTG G
4. (1) 20<P<30 TS G
5(1V) P>3.0 ARG G
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4. ENERS S
41 FRBHHRARBLRESEISH

K BT e BOM PG 2 255 1 500y R 7 DX AR bR L33 v () B G B s AT T, X SRR
ROHAT S R Gevh. MRARR, HIARAR . FAAMR. BEK + AR, BAM + WERSHK. FHk 6
P T AR B L RIS PPN S RS T3 4. R 4 W1, BREAM + B TR
Cu. MAAMRFIE A + AR AR Zn, R P RIS 48 80N T 1.0 240, HAKESE
TR RIS J a5 KT 1.0 A Cd BI-FH I0075 Jed8 30mid 2.5, Ui B4R T fj Ak 3% Cd 5 4
KB 7RG GG, B Cd BTE GRS R o AR T AN (RIS T AR AR L 338 (1) PRI A BN HE T
Zn<Cu<Pb<Cr<Cd. [FFE, [F]—FhEEEIEA FHRMER LIRS A8 80 F), Cu Iy Gt i
DA R AR i 151 (1.36), A AR ARERAIK(0.61)s Zn (RIS Judia £ L AR +R AR AC MR iR 51 (1.26), 2K +
TR A MR ERAR(0.57); Cd BTG JArBE A FIRM A h Z R AR, B2, UEAW + &R
IR 1(3.16), FHIAMREAK(2.07); Pb FISRIUS RIBH L E AN + WA R A =(1.49), HIFEH
F2A5(0.90); Cr (BT TS Yt B LU MR A i 0 (1.41), B8R + Y VR A8 MR 11%(1.08)

Table 4. Single factor pollution and Nemerow index of various urban forest soils

F 4 AEHHARAMLETIREERBETUSTHERFAET REIEH

BRI YA
LSSt WS LR A TREL
Cu Cd Zn Pb Cr

IGERZS 1.08 2.81 0.78 1.15 1.31 1.35

TR 1.36 2.08 1.14 0.90 1.41 1.46

TR 1.21 2.07 1.04 1.03 1.33 1.14
BRA + MR 1.02 224 0.57 1.07 1.08 0.92
EAOW + WRAWRH 0.80 3.16 1.26 1.49 1.24 2.06

FRETN 0.61 2.64 1.09 121 1.22 1.07

RN 6 FhARMET LR E SR R A Y LG IR AR ERA + HRAHINI KT 1.0, RIEH
BRE~PEGREY, HhEAW + WREESHK IR E S B 5 5880R 5 (2.06), XBIHEGREY, &
AR+ AR HRONIRAK(0.92). 6 FhaRREA A+ E & 815 Y IR L2 A TR BN/ BRIk B
K+ WHVEATHR(0.92) < FAEM(1.07) < FAMR(1.14) < MIFIAR(1.35) < HIMAK(1.46) < BAWY + W
TRACHR(2.08)0 BRI AR AR ARSI 18 8 & 8 o8 S V5 Y AE FE AR, PTREAS BT A A AR AR S AL A AR ]
W Fhoot B 4 Bl . R AV L EE IS, B E + BRAVIRASHAT Cul Cdy Zn. Pb. Cr BIZR& 1L
RETd s, AR + JEAIRASH A B, AP0 T ARobk 158 8 43 J8 (R A B, RO 4 35 I B A
ER TR RN

4.2. FRIXEHHHHLIRESRISHE

R EIRET R B ITT hte « ST SR 3l i 508 [X S AF 78 DCARMR 438 o 1 F < e s AT V5 e
fr, RERFERBEAT 2 R Geit . SRR IR ST A O X R AR AR S R T AT 45 R A T
150 MR 5 ATAL ARMITANE XIS T AR g b, Cd Vs BedaBumoR, IR i, BIAE| R
199 HON Crs Zn BIT5 Y8 8ume s, 15 RFE R AR A [ X i AR bR 398 o ) — b o < ¥ QLA
WA FAFE, WO XA 3 Cu. Cdv Zn. Pb. Cr BLIGG Je48 5034 40 5 i 130 T 3 4k X A3k iy
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AIDX, T 4R T 320 % DX 5 3 T 0 DX T 22 AN BH R o FE 3T A0 AS [i] DX AR AR 38 [ — P 4 S ¥ AR B X
AN, Cd BTG YL 4850 B 5T Cus Zn. Pb. Cr, ARl 2 il i Cu(0.97) e 1 #5 A Fd ) Zn(0.95)
TG JAREON /N T 1.0, KI5 Yy, FARI A A FIFE LG Gy o FEIR TS X 53007 40 X fjpk 3% e, Cd.
Cr BVS PR E R (KT 1.0), Hrb Cd (75 436 50(2.04) AW T iM% X KT 2.0, IEFBIH IS YfLfE. [
— Pl 8 4@ J0 R AE A R X S T AR AR 3 e 75 AR BN R, Cu B BRI S Y B e 8 AR A el B
(1.21), JBRRFEIS YL, SRl E AR %A% (0.84); Zn I A TIS YA R B #T As Fel Bt i (1.17), IE R
TG, SRl E R AR E 75 G R A(0.73);  Pb 78 BT A [ ) A T 5 YR B = (1.32), IR
TSYFRRE, B - R S X RK(0.91);  Cr 7E AR M 5oty Yedadiom i (1.32), B4R TS Y54,
SR SRR [ ()75 YeFe BRI 1.03, VAR TS Yy Cd B SRITTS Yo B0 52 1 1B SR AR A Tl
9187, JRERFEIG Y, HAb DB BRI e EIA KT 2.0, AR RS GARE . AT, ARIMIR T AR AR £
1 Cd FI RIS Y AR B i, 15 YRR O

Table 5. Single factor pollution and Nemerow index of various urban forest soils in different area
5. FRIXGWHHHRMTIEESBATUSRIERNAE T HEEIEH

o . LRI/ =E 5
KA SRFEIX 5k W 25 A 4R EL
Cu Cd Zn Pb Cr
B X SR E R 0.84 1.87 0.73 0.98 1.03 0.75
WX W - R 1.05 2.04 0.82 0.91 1.09 0.89
NI 1.13 2.26 1.04 1.05 1.32 1.14
A X PN 0.97 242 1.17 1.32 1.08 0.93
WEFAE A [l 1.21 2.03 0.95 1.11 1.25 1.02

WMER S35 AR 20T DLER A I AR AR T3 b 2 P B B R TS IR S 75 B v, A 5 mrki, fE
T R XN R I Al TR A Tl I AR D R fe R o, 0o 114 M 1.02, RIS YR
FEI T30 25 XA 50 DX FR) A M 2 S5 5 AR BN BN, 2399079 0.89 A1 075, J& TVl 15 US4 Ik
T O XY E TS YA 2, ST A 2% DX RN 11 508 DX R 175 V5 A S5 2, R WIS IRDA T AL FE AR bR - 4 5
BRIV RFEEAA, HIG Qe i BARHF 9. ol 0lX > STl X > IiseiX. Xl T
by A e AR A N il PR ORS8RI e A O W IR AR

5. ik 5itie
5.1. &ig

1) FRIN TS T AR -4 Cd (s e s M, Cd Frii s T I s, FEE A R — )
P Cuv Zn. Pb. Crd Fh 4@ P35 & S sbms s T LIl 5ol AR RREE TG 4.

2) AR T AR T AR Y L DA Zn (1 BT S AR BOR AR, Cd B FRI0S Jede B s, #% T
TREORNHEF: Zn < Cu<Pb < Cr< Cd; 6 Pl i RIS B 138 5 4 ¥ Y A 2R S 1 BN /N B R AK
W BEAK + IR (0.92) < FHAR(L.07) < TFapk(1.14) < MIFIAR(L.35) < HIFEM(L.46) < BEH
+ BRAFRACHR(2.06).

3) AR T AR X I T bk -3 v [F] — P L & @ ¥ YRR BE A AN, 3T O XS AR AR 3 Cus
Cd. Zn. Pb. Cr HLI01y5 Yt £d5 70 il w130 717 120 2% DR T 01X, 1 4k 71 30 5% X155 3 i 40 [ D 22 50 A B
s AR XIS AR AR L S R T YRR e A RHET . WO X > T IX > WAL X
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5.2. i71ig

1) 454 L HE BT R S S BT A5 SR, FSUAR B T A B SR MO A 45 S A
FEH S KB 26 1 SR 2 A PR L, 237 4 S 8 20

2) T REGAII. R X AZX RIFIT, ZHI . i S 2, R b9
X BT SRR, 44 K S AT AL AT, &5 A R AL

3) RIFAAREILH TR T AR bk L S R V5 e R IRV AR, T MELEIER, T %
A 1 IR A M A R R0 S BB OB R , LUR AR

EEMA
LI K 2 1 L 25 MR S 5 000 H (L9OXFRS013); 443 i Bl i1-R1139i H (XZZD1201)

P
[ PSHE. AL B3 VR o R AR [D]: [ Rrie ). s Wbl i, 2010,

[21 &%, SHEHK, BEFE, % WHARDEX BIERESBESE ST —— R W Z X AFI[0]. MRk TR,
2014, 30(6): 27-32.

[B3]1 &)7%, k&R, TME & OWMNT LIEE SR YRGB RN [I]. A5 5K, 2015, 34(3): 340-345.

[41 W&, KHEE, RIS, & TEELSEEPN TETR: DU MTTAEIE]. RIS RE AR, 2016, 35(7):
1329-1337.

[6] MEE, $2IE, TAEA, & Tl 2 2088 X &k 43 Cu. Zn. Pb F1 Cd (23 7] 4341 K i R = R 0], +
AR, 2007, 44(2): 227-329.

[6] X%, sKESE, 48K, 25 R AR AL PE R [9]. WAk 22 B 243k, 2009, 26(2): 155-163.
[71 TEMEEA, BERCC, BRGE. TS s IX T E & io Yefa s LT SR [I]. 3%k, 2000, 31(1): 136-141.
[8] SZFE, I, e, S FEINIRTT L2 X bk L3 4 B V5 YL BAP A [I]. SRRl 55K, 2011, 34(3):

149-153.

01 #arie, froct, sk, . AR L IRAL 0 BT RS ARk —— DA i ORIl [I]. L5, 2009, 41(5):
777-783.

[20] TH, &/, BEY, S LA RE RN RS E SRS BN AER 5ECR, 2013, 36(6):
191-194.

[11] Z=[A0RA, s, xUPEER. S0 5 MR LIRE SRS BRI R AR R 54aR, 2019, 39(10):
102-108.

[12] Ednah. +3Ef b= M EEIM]. dEat: d ERL R Rk, 2000.

[13] Z/h2, A, ), 55 BT Wi D Fe ok &Il ik i/ RO X B e & R 75 Y P —— DA
XNBII]. YLF5 AL, 2017, 45(3): 241-245.
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