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Abstract

The single factor index and Nemerow index were used to investigate the soil and groundwater
pollution of a pesticide factory in Central part of East China, in order to provide a theoretical basis
for the treatment of soil organic pollution. The results showed that there were 8 exceeding stan-
dard points of soil organic matter, mainly distributed around the plot. The single factor index me-
thod indicated that the pollution degree of each detected organic matter in soil samples was Tox-
aphene > p,p'-DDT > Carbon Tetrachloride > Chloroform > a-benzex. Nemerow index evaluation
showed that the comprehensive pollution index of S38 in the north of the circulating pond, S18 in
the northwest of hydrochloric acid refining workshop and S10 in the west of hydrogen peroxide
storage tank area were 3270.69, 69.90 and 4.05, which were the most seriously polluted, mainly
distributed around the plot, consistent with the general flow of groundwater from the middle to
the surrounding area. There were 19 points of groundwater organic matter exceeding the stan-
dard, and the finished product warehouse in northwest corner did not exceed the standard. The
single factor index method showed that the pollution degree of organic pollution detected was
Dichloromethane > Volatile phenol > Toluene > 4-chloroaniline > Carbon tetrachloride > Diuron >
Chlorobenzene > Glyphosate > 1,2-dichloropropane > 4-nitroaniline > 1,3,5-trimethylbenzene.
Nemero index evaluation showed that, the comprehensive pollution indexes at W5 of ferrous sul-
fate workshop in the southwest corner, W19 of biochemical pond in the east of the plant, W7 of
glyphosate workshop in the northwest, W3-2 of glyphosate condensation workshop in the west of
the plant, W18-2 of sludge pond concentration tank in the east and W9 of nitrogen and oxygen
production workshop in the north reached 1490.57, 192.30, 77.01, 74.86, 74.61 and 72.66, which
were seriously polluted. The rest of the points were also polluted to varying degrees, only one
point in the northwest corner did not exceed the standard.
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— e Vs B R ) IR KW RERZ B Ry, ARSI A, LR ERAIE, &R
CHM AR E” VR ATREAR RE  ARS H ARSI, SR RORE THII B PR (PR AR (2] T R A A AL
SRR R SR EE A, 2 NS DB IR EGE . AT B, AT AR ) AR SRR (3] [4]. H
BT, NN O 35S Y it 9 32 B TR R LI SR TS PPN (5] [6] V5 SRHIELT] VS ApLAI[8]. AR
BBE9] [1015. KAZEHFANRIRET 67 MWLy MARFRM R H 1IERZE, oA H -5 H &g i5
JAER BT TV, RO T LI E SRS AR R AR A S« ¥ E4E 55 AN [111R A H 8 4R H0 M
PR i A don B P 7 A A b i 3R R K 95 JelRUHEAT T I AN PEAL, DA Eas g e, -
R FH PSR 3R AL T RIS . Cheng 25 N[11R4E 1WA 908 MNRAEY LIRS, T LT EE B
D, R I 14.65%FIFE S A7 7F 55 4 JE B b vl 8o T4 A 24 FH 33 R R /K 5 G P i o /b I, 4t
X MG LTS GARGEAI PPN AR 2D W o ASHIF T X0 A6 2R b X 30 58 P 70 AR 24 T b gh AT R 3R 1
KI5 FeIR G A AT PEAT

W IR B R (R 24 oL Ja ) hEAT s Jeif A . %) TR AR, =g/ R, T
211 B, AR RS, B 2017 4F 12 FAS I 52 4F, FHHBSRAUN T . &%) AN
Wi T REAME, 72 REE T RER G R, ) RIS A IEIRR A ONN
IS~ TS BEAASE. RHK). ISR I A AU R AR 2 (e . AR IR IR SRR
AR5 HLABE 2R 2% 7] B B IR ok B ) R R, A 7 7 ol B A . 7 L AS [ o 8 = B [ R 24 7 o
Ko X RIGES. REHANEEN, RN EAKAE IS . PR K RS 2K ib s, 78 iR
B, RICME R E A5, 2020 4 1 H s dfbr T, 2020 4E 5 A JF b ot T1E, @it iia+
U FR GG T = RGO VS QR | X R ARSI . BURH bR T5 YRR s, R4
IR R KRR, EEGEN IR, BT R T HR BOE [L2F N SR AR TS G [13], AR A
v HEAT 15 G WA R0 v f B R A T AR SR A SR, AR SR MR SR R KA S SRR A
A

2. M5 E
21 H@mEE

T BERFER FH RS0 RUEA R WA E5 6 AT 75, SRR AR B S b 7772, LA 40 x 40
m PR EAT A A, R BRI AR TS R d R 1) XA T A i, THRI Ry 3 A B 91 AR IR fUAL. Hi R 3
m DAP IR ARAE R RE A 0.5 m, 3~6 m SREEMIBE A L m, 6~12 m RAEMRIFE A L m % 2.0 m. Hi FCRFE
HRAE W AT AU, R G mi 5 T I A s EAR 45 & A 5752, LA 80 x 80 m A& HEAT A i, 7EM
K PRI T VR AT 5, SRR TEYS e R I DX AT AT A, T RIE B Py SR AT B 22 AN bR K I AT
B R KCRFE S o AIAT B T Rk, — Dgikdf, @HREE BRI R ARG LR 3 m,
Ty VGRS, THRIHS N /KBS ERIR BE ik 2R o 8 Son) IE I I sl 2 WK i i 35 . ORISR S,
W TSR X AL, I 12 A4S, MU KA A 2 AN SREE S E 1 R
22. B EE®

I H 9 GB36600-2018 (- gE PR 45 fi7 5 i A F 33875 e KU B s b Al (IR0 T) ) 45 TEEATIH ;
Ak STy S A RS HI25.1-2019 (S Hh H RIS iR A B H R S ) IS4, FHFAMEHE NS
Gy, REAGHLINITE s A7 D7 S0 R B R B s SRR R S LR A, AR I 0 H 4L 98 T,
R KA H 100 B,
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Figure 1. Sampling point distribution
1. RERDH

2.3. VNI ERIEN IR

2.3.1. W EZE
PR 7 R P B R TRk A M B R R0 . B TR B (P (L) s [11] [14]:
C

P=q o

A POATSR | A R FRREG CONAR A5 A | IR Si TS B PRAN br v
WG 5 Ge 384 (Py) 4 (2) BT 7 [15] [16]:

P Y+(P.,.)
) OO o
Tt Py A 33 2 Bl G 25 E 15 GARHL: Piave JY TR RUGL 135875 B b il B DR 175 A8 50 Py P31
Pimax /32 RURE B R 75 Q4R 30 Py BB, N5 B IR 3R 90 I 5 s 235 15 G AR B R 3R

2.3.2. ViR

H B P R SRR B 5 28 i, 3R] GB36600-2018 (IR Jof B 7 15 ) - 3585 e XU
BRRAECGRAT)) 58 2RI IRE bR TR TR K AL EE S H /KA 51 GB8978-1996 (5 /K LA HEbRHE) B
e Zobn i e HEN Tk e X s K & M, R R /KR GBIT14848-2017 (HL R /K & bruE) 111
Fbritk; HIRBUKKH GB8978-1996 (V57K LR & HEMRE) Btk —HArHE[17]. B HLIG REFE 8 5K
P )M E S, 5REFIREORN NS Fr R iRt LG, B A TS G . LTS Y s
PhrE WAL 1o
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Table 1. Classification standard of soil pollution
= 1. DIRBNISESRIRE

E %0y FLR TS YR HL WS F5 4 TR 15 YK
Level Single factor index Nemerow index Pollution degree Pollution level
1 P <0.7 Py<0.7 iy THE
2 0.7<P;i<1.0 0.7<Py<1.0 ER P i
3 1.0<P;<20 1.0<Py<20 EEREES hHIT IR BTG G
4 20<P;<3.0 20<Py<3.0 GREE S T2 g
5 Pi>3.0 Pn>3.0 Y5 Y bz R G
3. ZRE S

3.1 EEAEMERZITIR
3.1.1. :ESHERA

A 5 YR I 45 B L 2. T X P -4 pH {E Dy 6.57~8.51; 7 P 4 JE RS (NI R BAS H AL,
6 FPELEMER. . M. . K. )P, HIJEER L GB36600-2018 (- IEPALE )R ek % A+
iS5 e KU B AR AE (R AT) ) 28 M2 35 R R A ML 26 At Hy, b 2 B VOCs 534
PP EALB . EAH) AR 2 GB36600-2018 (L3RRI I i 1 A b - 49875 e WU B A (R T)) 28
T 2% P 7 32 A L At RIS 7 R AR 2 LR, AR A4 0.03~7.86 fiF, I KilEARfEECH S10 (7.0~7.5 m)
FEM PO SO, 5275 Y KIRE Y S31 (9.0~10.0 m)AF: it PUEUAGAK 0.03 fir; 27 Flp-4 A A NI 20 F
K, PR 2 GB36600-2018 (-1 b5 o £l 150 FH 58 v G KU B AR HE AT ) 38 R H ik
AL B At RIS 7 5 PRAR I A 0K 5 25 P AR 25 S L ARRAE TS Y 16 il Ad i, Jorp 4 FE HLAR 24595 (a-
INININS TR . KR BRI AL AL GB36600-2018 (-4 R B i T dth - 49 T Y XU B 4%
FRUECERAT)Y B = 20 FH b 75 126 i i HG Ay RO 07 25 PRAEL I E 25K, @A 4 0.40~4561.50 fi%, e RHIbRfE
$°4 S38 (0.5~1.0 m)FE R TEERSF, 5275 Yt KIRE AN S16 (3.0~4.0 m)FEAh a-757575 0.40 fi5. FK K5 0.73
£ AR (CLO-CA0) 3 R /& GB36600-2018 178 B 455 it 5 4 18 ) 1 133875 Y U 3 An (A T) ) 28
TR MO R AR o 12 TS SO0 IR 17 AN R N R A 23 Fhken S G A i (6 Bl 4 )& L 13 A SVOCs.
2 TG HLAZ S FHARRFETS ). & A0 pH), 41X BJS3 (0.0~0.5 m)EEAS5Hids, & N brfi% 349.00
£, AL TFHUH AR T 214k 240 m &b, FLARIIAET /& GB36600-2018 ( |- 35 PRI o & 2 6 F h L3875 e X
R PR RAT) ) 28 20 FH ot 7 1 {1 s At XU s 225 PRAEL R 3K

Table 2. Determination results of monitoring indices in soil
2. DIREEMIEARETNEER

T e A T T
2SR
1 fiif 2.39~31.3 0.95~51.5 398 398 100% 60 0 0% / / /
2 i 0.03~0.24 0.01~2.11 398 398 100% 65 0 0% / / /
3 4l 11~-36 4~1740 398 398 100% 18,000 O 0% / / /
4 i 23.7~60.1 12~180 398 398 100% 800 0 0% / / /
5 K 0.051~0.471 0.008~0.329 398 398 100% 38 0 0% / / /
6 B 9~43 6~118 398 398 100% 900 0 0% / / /
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S10(5.0~60m) 6.41  1.29

S10(7.0~75m) 248 7.86

7 9 S AR <13x10° 0.006~248 398 30 754% 28 5 1.26% S15(5.0~6.0m) 592 111

S16 (5.0~55m) 3.17 0.3

$31(9.0~100m) 2.87  0.03

8 i <1.1x10° 0002~1.99 398 28 7.04% 09 1 025% S22(15~2.0m) 199 121
9 A <1.0x10° 0.0054~0.0656 398 6 151% 37 0 0% / / /
10 12-—&Z¥k <13x10° 00023~0.912 398 11 2.76% 5 0 0% / / /
1 TR <15x10° 0.0073~744 398 16 4.02% 616 0O 0% / / /
12 1,1,12-M&EZk: <1.2x107° 0.0148 398 1 025% 10 0 0% / / /
13 1,1,22-MU% % <1.2x10° 0.0113~0.0279 398 4 101% 68 0 0% / / /
14 W <1.4x10° 0.0187-0.125 398 3 075% 53 0 0% / / /
15 112-=&ZK <12x10° 0.0151~0.199 398 2 050% 2.8 0 0% / / /
16 =R <12x10° 0.0075~0.522 398 5 126% 2.8 0 0% / / /
17 S <1.9x10° 0.0022~0.0222 398 30 754% 4 0 0% / / /
18 g <12x10° 0.0015~3.83 398 101 25.38% 270 0 0% / / /
19 1,2- 50 <15x10° 0.0062~0.0613 398 10 251% 560 O 0% / / /
20 1,4- 5% <15x10° 0.0069~0.123 398 6 151% 20 0 0% / / /
21 TH <1.2x10° 0.0028~0.0551 398 11 276% 28 0 0% / / /
22 BN <1.1x107° 0.0059~0.0215 398 3 075% 1290 O 0% / / /
23 2P <13x10° 0.0013~40.1 398 69 17.34% 1200 O 0% / / /
i) 2 <1.2x 10 0.0014~0.0605 398 20 5.03% 0 0% / / /
2 X R <1.2x10° 0.0021~0.1140 398 15 3.77% °70 0 0% / / /
25 A — <12x10° 0.0016~0.7140 398 13 327% 640 0 0% / / /
26 EACES <1.2x10° 0.0066~0.4360 398 7 176% 270 0 0% / / /
27 ISR <1.2x10° 0.0014~0.2210 398 7 176% 260 O 0% / / /
28 124-=HHEHE  <13x10° 0.0042~1.280 398 20 5.03% 220 O 0% / / /
29  135-=H3HI¥E <14x10° 00019~0.1650 398 20 5.03% 180 O 0% / / /
30 2-FHK <1.3x10° 0.0018~0.5370 398 19 4.77% 910 0 0% / / /
31 R IR S <1.3x10° 0.0017~0.0478 398 3 0.75% 250 O 0% / / /
32 124=H% <03x10° 00038~0.2510 398 9 226% 101 O 0% / / /

FEREANY
33 BT <0.09 6.02 398 1 025% 76 0 0% / / /
34 K IE[a] B 0.07~0.22  0.06~0.22 398 15 3.77% 15 0 0% / / /
35 FKIt[a]k 0.04~0.32  0.04~027 398 14 352% 15 0 0% / / /
36 A FE[b] 7 B 0.28 0.07-0.23 398 4 101% 15 0 0% / / /
37 HIFKIRE 0.04~021  0.05~0.18 398 9 226% 151 O 0% / / /
38 Ji 0.04~036  0.04~021 398 9 2.26% 1293 O 0% / / /
DOI: 10.12677/hjss.2021.93014 111 TRl


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjss.2021.93014

Continued
39 ZHIF[ah]E 0.05 0.06 398 2 050% 15 0 0% / / /
40 ijf[1,2,3-cd]tE  0.09~0.17  0.08~0.16 398 7 176% 15 0 0% / / /
41 2% <0.03 0.09~0.66 398 2 050% 70 0 0% / / /
42 2,4-— 5% <0.07 0.14 3908 1 025% 843 0 0% / / /
0 (AZ%J;EPE);E 05 01-05 308 24 603% 121 0 0% / / /
44 24-_RHFEIRE <0.1 0.9~1.0 398 2 050% 562 0 0% / / /
45  4-HEEFEE <0.1 0.2 398 1 025% 1406 O 0% / / /
46 Ef3 0.03~0.11  0.03-2.08 398 8 201% 7578 O 0% / / /
47 PR 0.07~0.47  0.11-0.46 398 6 151% 10,000 O 0% / / /
48 (4 0.06~041  0.05~0.39 398 9 2.26% 7578 O 0% / / /
49  ZEIF[ghildE  0.06~021  0.06~0.19 398 8 2.01% 7578 O 0% / / /
50 AR _HER T 0.1 0.1~0.4 398 4 1.01% 10,000 0 0% / / /
51 2- L% <0.08 0.12~1.76 398 3 0.75% 1062 O 0% / / /
52 AT AN <0.09 0.13~1.68 398 5 1.26% 9 0 0% / / /
BHURE R R HARAETS 3
53 TAVAVAY <0.03 0.42 398 1 025% 03 1 025% S16(3.0~40m) 042 040
54 B-ASISAS <0.03 0.85 398 1 025% 092 O 0% / / /
55 AVAVAY <0.03 1.40 3908 1 025% 1.9 0 0% / / /
56 p, - 0.12~024  0.12~3.30 398 12 3.02% 7.0 0 0% / / /
0,p"- 74 i I <0.05 0.08~073 398 5 1.26% 0 0% / / /
o p.p'- 374 7 3 <0.05 0.07~138 398 13 3.27% o7 1 0.25% S18(0.5~1.0m) 138  19.60
58 p, P <0.03 0.03~691 398 13 327% 7.1 0 0% / / /
59 NER <0.03 0.15 398 1 025% 1 0 0% / / /
60 AVAVAY <0.05 0.31 398 1 025% 12 0 0% / / /
61 K IGH <0.02 0.19 398 1 025% 011 1 025% S16(3.0~40m) 0.19 0.73
62 B <0.02 0.02~128 398 225 56.53% 10,000 0 0% / / /
S18(0.5~1.0m) 155  95.88
$38(0.5~1.0m) 7300 4561.50
63 RS 560 80.2~7300 398 4 101% 1.6 4 1.01%
S61(1.5~20m) 802 49.13
BJS3(0.0~0.5m) 560  349.00
64 A <1.0x10° 0.0034~123 398 46 11.56% 1600 0O 0% / / /
65 P o T <0.95 37.8 398 1 025% 74 0 0% / / /
66 H s <0.02 2.19~103 398 20 503% 30 0 0% / / /
67 o- i ft <0.02 0.56 398 1 025% 1687 O 0% / / /
68 B <250 x 107 0.0161~0.0322 398 4 1.01% / / / / / /
FHAt
69 fiME(Cwp-Cip) <6.00~151  6.19~1670 398 207 52.01% 4500 O 0% / / /
70 pH (EEHN) 756~8.47  657~851 398 398 100% / / / / / /
Vs BRVEMIAN A S mo/kg, AR
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3.1.2. KRR

H R KT GAS I 25 AN 3 Fro o ARSEASIN 234, HhBR YRR 7K 22 ANSRAE ST 30 ANFE AL 13 B
TR AR R T R Rt Ah, o 12 Fhi B 2 P bn S5 LA A T &2 GB/T14848-2017 (Hh T /K i &
FRAE) 10 2RERMEHE BEoR s 7 FREESJEBRER (S IN) ARARBEAS IS, 5 MESEE. M. M. 8. &)1
pekarth, HIAREN L GB/T14848-2017 (/K BT EFRAE) 111 SEARME R E 2K, #Arf54%k 0.10~130.00
T, IRONEPME RN W5 FEG; 32 PR A NI 22 Mrggta tt, o 6 A VOCs 15 444 (DY S0k |
TR 12-8A . JOR. HIR, 1,3,5- = HIHIR) AN RRN 2 GB/T14848-2017 (M N /KJIEARAE) 111
S BRI A JRURGS 7 R AR R o R, AR £ 0.02~2099.00 1%, e KHBFREECH W5 K i DY & LR ;
25 FhRER AN 18 Rk, o 2 Fb SVOCs 75 4L (4- A e A-Tl 3k 2K %) AN g s 2
GB/T14848-2017 (T 7K 5T S AR #E N 111 2 PRARLEICH Atk XS i A R EUA 5 245K, AR5 4 0.10~104.14 1%,
B KHEEFREHCN W18-2 # i 4-FUR G 21 P WIAR 2 S HARHETS 3% 2 Phgieha thy, Horh 2 B pLR 2
FREERE. FLH ) AR 2 GBIT14848-2017 (bR /K BT EARAE) 11 SRR AR B Ath JXURS: 577 7 IR A 0 o 2
3K, HEARAEEL 0.48~22.57 15, EAGEFREECN WO-2 S H BE; ARy, &K 0.04 mg/L,
YIREIH & GB/T14848-2017 (Hh /KR EFRHE) 111 RERAERME ZR . 2 N R KR S A 3 B0 I 2 b
pH. HERMEMIE. FEEE. . S DL L GB/T14848-2017 (M N/K BT EARE) 111 SEFRMH
FE EEK, BT o0k B AU T /KRR il pH6.01 . 4% % PR 25 0.0058 mg/L. #E% (& 3.99 mg/L. Fiifk4%) 0.041
mg/L . &% 0.03 mg/L, b Foxt B &S R KBRS pH5.53. #5 k M2 0.0038 mg/L. #E4( & 1.97 mg/L.
ik 4 0.048 mg/L. iM% 12.7 mg/L.

Table 3. Determination results exceeding standard values of monitoring indices in groundwater
e 3. MK IR AREBAIRIE I

AR MBREE SR RN RE RE Bk B Bl BRR 8k

e ORWRR Cuem mum 0 W B % RE OB R AL WE @R
WA (AL BRIEFASNYN mo/L)
w2 2000 132.33
W2-2 1500 99.00
w3 40 1.67
W3-2 175 10.67
w5 20 0.33
w7 80 433
W9-2 20 0.33
1 () 10 5~2000 31 22 7097% 15 15 48.39% Wil 80 433
w13 125 733
w14 25 0.67
W16-2 25 0.67
w18 40 1.67
W18-2 35 1.33
W19 35 1.33
W21-2 20 0.33
w2 30 9.00
w7 25 733
2 VERENTU) <1 6~150 32 6 1875% 3 6 1875% 8 2567
W16-2 6 1.00
w18 150 49.00
w19 75 24.00
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W2-2 6.47 /
W3-2 6.06 /
w4 5.78 /
W5 6.18 /
w8 8.63 /
w9 5.93 /
wil 6.24 /
W12 3.69 /
w13 5.34 /
3 PH(TC & 44) 553~6.01  2.93~8.63 32 32  100% 6.5~8.5 20 62.50% wis 614 !
w17 474 /
W17-2 5.58 /
W19 6.31 /
W19-2 5.94 /
W20 5.91 /
w21 2.93 /
W21-2 3.57 /
w22 3.39 /
BJW1 6.01 /
BJW2 5.53 /
W6 434 0.74
w13 381 0.52
4 iR £ 12.3~24.1  6.53~1140 32 32 100% 250 5 1562% W15 425 0.70
w21 522 1.09
W21-2 1140 3.56
W2 381 0.52
W2-2 401 0.60
W3-2 368 0.47
w7 1390 4.56
w9 362 0.45
W12 2680 9.72
w13 1770 6.08
W15 38800  154.20
5 A 2.74~13.4  33.4~38800 32 32 100% 250 18  56.25% wie 3480 1292
Wi16-2 1180 3.72
w18 705 1.82
Wi8-2 1160 3.64
W19 959 2.84
W19-2 682 1.73
W20 916 2.66
w21 664 1.66
W21-2 983 2.93
w22 715 1.86
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Continued
W2-2  0.0026  0.30
W3-2 0192  95.00
W5 0.196  97.00
W6 0.0051 155
w7 0.0217  9.85
w8 0.0038  0.90
w9 0.0457  21.85
W9-2 00025 025
W13 00414  19.70
W14 00892  43.60
b w15 0122 60.00
6 PERMERZE  0.0038~0.0059 0.0012~0.542 32 32 100% 0002 22 6875% o 012 6100
Wi16-2  0.0303  14.15
W17 00304  14.20
Wi17-2 0101 4950
w19 0542  270.00
W20 00025  0.25
W21 00069  2.45
W21-2  0.0023  0.15
W22 00044  1.20
BJW1  0.0058  1.90
BJW2  0.0038  0.90
W2 317 104.67
W2-2 351 116.00
w3 32.3 9.77
W3-2 106 34.33
W4 3.14 0.05
W5 20.8 5.93
W6 29.4 8.80
W7 123 40.00
w8 6.26 1.09
W9 16.8 4.60
W9-2 61.5 19.50
wil 20.7 5.90
w12 4.30 0.43
w13 82.1 26.37
7 HEE 1.97~399  2.46~629 32 32 100% 30 29 90.62% W14 11.7 2.90
w15 629 208.67
w16 130 4233
W16-2 16.3 4.43
w17 5.10 0.70
wi7-2 742 1.47
w18 30.1 9.03
w182 364 11.13
w19 20.2 5.73
Ww19-2  7.10 1.37
W20 225 6.50
w21 37.8 11.60
W21-2 111 36.00
w22 3.99 0.33
BJW1 3.99 0.33
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Continued
w1 0.773 0.55
w2 366 731.00
W2-2 298 595.00
w3 1.77 2.54
W3-2 27.6 54.20
W4 2.58 4.16
W5 423 83.60
W6 15.6 30.20
W7 814  161.80
w9 18.7 36.40
W9-2 25.8 50.60
wi1l 39.5 78.00
s w12 13.7 26.40
8 AR 0067-0170 0.161-366 32 32 100% 050 26 8125% | o 117 233,00
w14 9.44 17.88
w15 309 617.00
w16 139 277.00
w162 331 65.20
w18 56.7  112.40
Wi18-2 567  112.40
w19 19.8 38.60
W19-2 17.1 33.20
W20 53.6  106.20
w21 37.0 73.00
W21-2 779  154.80
w22 214 41.80
w1 0.048 1.40
W22 0.023 0.15
w3 0.035 0.75
W32 0.029 0.45
W4 0.046 1.30
W5 0.024 0.20
W6 0.035 0.75
w7 0.028 0.40
w8 0.045 1.25
w9 0.026 0.30
W9-2  0.060 2.00
W10 0.032 0.60
wil 0.044 1.20
N ~ 5 w13 0.037 0.85
9 TRI&) 0.041~0.048 0.012~0.06 32 31 9688% 002 28 B7.50% . 0032 0.60
w15 0.040 1.00
w16 0.047 1.35
Wi16-2  0.041 1.05
w17 0.028 0.40
W17-2  0.049 1.45
w18 0.060 2.00
W18-2  0.040 1.00
W19-2  0.058 1.90
w21 0.034 0.70
W21-2  0.024 0.20
w22 0.037 0.85
BIW1  0.041 1.05
BJW2  0.048 1.40
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Continued
W5 1.63 0.63
w8 1.10 0.10

S5
S
pus
=
G
=

0.067 0.021~5.95 32 17 53.12% 1.00 4 12.50%
W9-2 1.06 0.06

W15 5.95 4.95

W12 49.2 1.46
11 THER R 0.088~0.145 0.057~49.2 32 30 93.75% 20.0 2 6.25%
w14 30.8 0.54
w2 83.1 414.50
W2-2 105 524.00
w3 16.9 83.50
W3-2 3.88 18.40
W5 7.43 36.15
W6 17.9 88.50
w7 35.9 178.50
ws 0.56 1.80
W9-2 28.6 142.00
12 Py 0.03~12.7  0.03~105 32 32 100% 0.2 19 59.38% W10 0.86 3.30
w1l 10.3 50.50
w13 14.9 73.50
W16-2 1.86 8.30
W18-2 13.6 67.00
w19 0.66 2.30
W20 9.71 4755
w21 3.43 16.15
W21-2 7.98 38.90
BJW2 12.7 62.50
BEEBEL: mg/L)
13 4 <0.04 0.13~131 32 3 938% 100 1 313% W15 131 130.00
14 i <0.0003  0.0006~0.0167 32 17 5312% 001 1 313% W7 0.0167 0.67
W15 0.262 51.40
15 55 <0.00005 0.00006~0.262 32 18 56.25% 0.005 2  6.25%
W16  0.00963  0.93
w2 0.0148 0.48
W2-2  0.0166 0.66
w12 0.505 4950
16 b 0.0001  0.00012~0.505 32 20 62.50% 001 6 18.75%

W15 0.0136 0.36
W16 0.0352 2.52

W20 0.0545 4.45
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Continued
wi 0.030 0.50
W3-2 0.094 3.70
W5 0.064 2.20
w7 0.082 3.10
w1l 0.022 0.10
17 s <0.007 0.007~1.97 32 14 4375% 0.02 11 3438% WI12 0.053 1.65
W15 1.97 97.50
W16 0.216 9.80
W20 0.044 1.20
w21 0.080 3.00
W21-2  0.116 4.80
EREAVEEALL: pg/L)
18 R 4.3~4.4 3.8~36.3 32 12 37.50% 60 0 0% / / /
19 DU S AT <15 181~113 32 2 625% 20 2 625% we2 1o 805
w12 113 55.50
20 % <1.4 1.7~6.3 32 6 18.75% 10.0 O 0% / / /
21 H 2 <1.4 2.1~72,800 32 11 34.38% 700 1 313% W32 72800 103.00
W5 42,000 2099.00
22 R <1.0 3.7~42,000 32 6 18.75% 20 3 938% W16-2 30.5 0.53
W21-2 61.9 2.10
23 12-—Hk <14 1.8~2.7 32 3 938% 300 O 0% / / /
W3-2 30.6 5.12
24 12-ZEkE <12 4.7~30.6 32 4 1250% 5.0 3 938% W4 11.3 1.26
W5 5.1 0.02
25 11-CHKE <1.2 8 32 1 313% 300 O 0% / / /
26 J-12- R <12 5.7 32 1 313% 500 O 0% / / /
27 =R <12 8.7 32 1 313% 700 O 0% / / /
28 Iy <12 9.1 32 1 313% 400 0 0% / / /
29 Sk <1.0 1.2~9130 32 13 40.62% 300 1 313% WI6 9130 29.43
L <1.4 124~243 32 2 6.25% 0 0% / / /
30 500
] = R <22 5.3 32 1 313% 0 0% / / /
31 %S <0.8 3.3~15.6 32 2 6.25% 300 0 0% / / /
32 1,2- &% <0.8 1.1~13.7 32 7 21.88% 1000 O 0% / / /
33 E <0.6 1.4~4.1 32 2 625% 200 O 0% / / /
34 ST <0.65 25.9~156 32 2 625% 190 0 0% / / /
35 1,122-lUE 2k <11 7.9 32 1 313% 600 0 0% / / /
36 124-=HIHEZE <0.8 3.9-5.3 32 4 1250% 15 0 0% / / /
37 135-=HIEE <0.7 3.8~347 32 7 21.88% 120 2 6.25% Wi 7 189
W17-2 338 1.82
38 2-F K <1.0 11.1 32 1 313% 240 0 0% / / /
39 4K <0.9 14.6 32 1 313% 250 0 0% / / /
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Continued
FIEREFVIIEEAL: pg/L)
40 % 0.055 0.127~8.38 32 8 25.00% 100 0 0% / / /
41 W <0.005 0.076~1.7 32 5 15.62% 240 0 0% / / /
42 ARIF[b] R <0.004 0.169 32 1 313% 40 0 0% / / /
43 246-=5 <1.2 16.7~19.7 32 2 6.25% 200 0 0% / / /
44 2-50%) <1.1 123~36.7 32 4 1250% 2200 O 0% / / /
45 I [a] <0.012 0.21 32 1 313% 480 0 0% / / /
46 HIF[KR B <0.004 0.661~1.54 32 2 6.25% 48 0 0% / / /
47 Vil <0.005 0.15 32 1 313% 480 0 0% / / /
48 TIf[ah]E <0.003 0.04 32 1 313% 048 0 0% / / /
49 4-H 3R <2.0 2.2~50.5 32 2 6.25% 1900 O 0% / / /
50 2,4-— 5% <11 28.6~120 32 3 938% 1300 O 0% / / /
51 2-FA3LZE <1.6 3.3 32 1 313% 36 0 0% / / /
52 [ <0.016  0.153~0.338 32 2 6.25% 120 0 0% / / /
53 AFsK T HER T HR <4.0 2.5~10.6 32 3 9.38% 900 0 0% / / /
W3-2 3.70 9.00
54 4R <1.8 3.7~38.9 32 3 938% 037 3 938% W9 37.8 101.16
W18-2 38.9 104.14
W3-2 4.2 0.10
55 4-TiE 3R <18 42~115 32 2 6.25% 38 2 6.25%
w9 115 2.03
56 2,4-AHFEEIEm) <3.4 65.8~69.1 32 2 6.25% 900 0 0% / / /
57 Efd 0.510 0.154~124 32 4 1250% 5 0 0% / / /
BHURER R HAES R (P pg/L)
W2 2260 2.23
W2-2 3280 3.69
W6 3240 3.63
58 BH B 2.0 2.0~16,500 32 24 75.00% 700 7 21.88% W7 3040 3.34
W9-2 16,500  22.57
wil 1390 0.99
w13 6070 7.67
w8 53.4 0.48
W14 225 5.25
59 A <0.02 2.95~255 32 8 25.00% 36 4 12.50%
w21 154 3.28
W21-2 157 3.36
HAb(BAL: mg/L)
60 VERIES 0.03 0.02~0.04 32 32  100% 0.05 0 0% / / /
e PARBIR.
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3.2. WMEMTKITM
3.2.1. RITHRITM

+ 35 B AR BN WA TR O IR B &AL ER . a-/N/N NS IKIRH pop-iiE . AR R TN
NG PPN A1 o AR 20 (L) A(2) T 5545 30 (1 e S5 ot A 00 A1~ ) B DA 8 5OR P g 20 s SR L6 4.
RAER A S T5 Gk TS o B FAREOPAN 45 BRI, #5855 Judn ™ #H, S38 (0.5~1.0 m)sifr ]
TR T HR AL P IA B 4562.50, A T ALERIEFA K ALM . S18 £ A7 (ER R il 4= 180) Al S61 s (= ALk
T A B ) K75 5 25 5 IR T3 %000 1l 20.60 1 50.13. p,p'-ii i i B Rl 7R 30AE S18 15 % 20.60. Y& AL
BRAE S10 AT (E /K REX), HREIRE A 7.0~7.5 m I, BRI TH4k P ik F) 8.86, NEHEI5 YL, TUSL
Tk S15 mURL (7 PN fi 6 28 TR] )k 21 Hh B2 Y, S16 (- FH I i) AT S31 s (= L BEREIE B [X )ik B2 FE 5 %k o
0=-NANIN s IKIRFUNEREE G WIBE LT3 JAa 8P 45 58 vl &1, S38. S18. S61 1 S10 mififIZEA
H LTS S 4840 3270.69. 69.90. 35.96 Fll 4.05, NHEI5 Y. S15. S16 F1 S22 sifir FIA WA G552
NG, RPTHEOEHEZRN Y. THER s 8 A, EZIRHRIU R 434, SHUF /KAt
Fi b R ) DU R 3l — B by 3 7R g B R RIS B AR BRSNS L TS BEASE
SEHWNERRA AL EES), M5 WK EAKS N LI,

Table 4. Evaluation results of some soil monitoring factors
4. TIERSENEFTENER

5 Qe SN TR APy
RAL WIS 15 5L Py
[LETRiAT3 P TAVAVA B p,p-iiH ik i £ H/ARSY
s10 5.58 ! 0.18 / 0.9 1.0 4.05
S15 211 / 0.18 / 0.75 / 153
S16 113 14 173 / 0.005 / 132
S18 0.002 0.18 0.26 96.88 69.90
S22 0.06 0.18 221 159
S31 1.03 0.18 0.002 0.74
S38 0.54 / 0.18 / 0.002 4562.50 3270.69
S61 0.37 / 0.18 / 0.88 50.13 35.96
T PARE.

3.2.2. MTRKSHRIEMN

AR (1) TH AT 1 3R 7R ARSI PR 1 B DAL - 4B O P A 20 75 e AR 2 LA 5. W7 (B H B4 1AD) |
W5, W3-2 (EHBE4EA 2], RFF) WL7-2 (BUEUKZENE, RIFE). W7 fAL(BUEUK 2R, ) R
Wy AR 74840 P oA 108.5. 98, 96. 50.5 F1 15.2, 54y ™ & ., W5 s for (B R W 4 4= 1) i) — &0 e B [
THaHUEF] 2100, V55 ™ 5 FOH B H SR, 7E WO-2 25 A7 (R AU A AL 1A 4N, ) Pk % 23.58.
FORAE W3-2 kb, Pl 104, IEE™EH 5y, DUEALARAE W3-2 F1 W12 i A7 (RihE i 4= a]) P A 18.1
1 40.36, V54" H . 1,2- FABEE W3-2 Sz, PN 6.12, 5™ HE . 4-F KA W3-2. W9 FIT W18-2
(FGYRRga AL Si4z, PioA 100 102.16 A1 105.14, 544%™ H ., 4-fiFIRMAE W3-2 AT W9, P; A 3.12,
TSR . WU AR W14 PN 6.24, 153 . SURK H R R, W16 (2R 1E]) AL Py 30.43. 1,3,5-
— FERIRAE W7 FI WL7-2 sSSO A R BETG e A-THFRORIAE W3-2 s EEV5 4, 16 WO mifi ™ E5
e, WHEP LR85 Py B, W3-2. W5, W6, W7. W9, W9-2. W12, W13, W14, W16. W16-2.
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W17, W17-2, W18-2, W19, W21 Fl W21-2 sif A A5 4™ 8, PyIRT 3, Hr, W5 [ PyisH|
1490.57. W2 AyHhJEi5 4%, W4, W8, W11 Fl W22 fSf R V5 Y. iZ L X PG ] 6 B2 X 3t /K
FRBONE R, | XA KGR KRB B PR, BT ZKOE A AT 1] ey e b i 1 DY 5 i a0,
MR AR R 5 18] PE IR BN /K TR BEROR, A F/K EER AN 7 1), [a) R A AN L SUKB X 38 sl . Hb
TR AL 19 A, AXTGAEA SO B LA AR . BB SR, SRR RSl R
PAAERTE O RK . UITERIK . BRBE K BRI IR K2R AR RK KRG R A Bt~ B RAL
SRR EEH NG RRIR . X5 J ) R A e m B A LSRR, K, diiae, &
R, FNSRANY . BRAEE TKERAETIK, BUEH A B2 B RS Gy [ R AR A
NI SR PR e, TR VR EE LA, R AR, (FORHERR BB IR X BRI R K )
55

Table 5. Evaluation results of some groundwater monitoring factors

5. MTRKES EMEFIFNER

15 G R HE EL Py
R \ e e L2 o AR . 135 EE %ﬂ
pegttm —aomge st vk mas 00T agoem IE mam gue S0 WE
w2 006 / 323 015 / / / / / / / 2.29
w22 13 / 469 038 / 0.94 / / / / / 334
w32 9 / 085 104 181 612 10 110 / 0.04 / 74.86
W4 015 019 056 057 / 226 / / / / / 161
W5 98 2100 085 0003 102 / / / 0.04 I 149057
W6 255 019 463 0003 / / / / / / 330
W7 1085 019 434 0003 / / / 008 004 / 77,01
w8 0.9 / 0.98 / / / / / 148 / / 1.06
wo 2285 |/ 0.78 / / /10216 3.2 / / / 72.66
we-2 13 /2358 | / / / / / / / 16.74
Wil 054 / 199 0003 / / / / 0.05 / 142
w12 006 /0003 068 4036 |/ / / / 0.05 / 28.64
w3 207 / 868 0003 |/ / / / / 0.90 / 1475
wi4 6l /o002 / / / / 624 095 003 4332
wie 62 /0002 / / / / /3043 090 4418
Wie2 1515 153 0002/ / / / / / 090 085 1077
Wiz 152 /0002 0003 |/ / / / / 090 289 1081
Wi72 505 /o004 / / / / / 085 282 3585
Wis2 085 / 056 / / /10514 / 025 056 7461
wio 271 / 0.15 / / / / / 0.87 / 043 192.30
w20 125 /0002 / / / / 095 / / 0.89
w21 345 /o002 / / / I 3608/ / 25,62
w212 115 310 0002/ / / / / 435 / / 312
w22 22 /o002 / / / / / 0.04 / 156
W DRREH.
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4. 71ig

BEEA AV RIRIE, LIRS KS ™, Pk, S 1 O R Ky Gtk O a 7E
W, TR GBIV ik, Sr@EdER s IR R OK R &, R X — SRR . B AT R
Hi R KT G AN B 20 SCRRIIE 72 7 BB (9 8 4 8 V5 i . DRI SO ML G VAN SCRk R il T %
PR AL, ST AL R K o A HIA TR bRIE BB AE R BB . A 70 DAAR AR Hb X 350 35 PR 7 4 24 FH 1
RIS, K BRI E0E R N S 5 G S0 AT AN R OK TS 4, MR Y GB36600-2018 F
HJ25.1-2019 $2 (LIS 8briE, X L3RI H ik 3] 98 1T, i T /KA H 100 i,

5. &g

LA TR KA M BN I EGE M NI Y R E 1R H0ER Y], 12K 4] LR Z 2 AR
FERITG 3, 5 g™ 0 DO A R DU, 553 R 7K B A AT 1a] ey s e e 5 e DY J e sl — B R B
TE2EMUTRGEFLE . ISR B A B S, RS IR E A, Rl A R I NN
AN~ TR RIS FANLAR A A a8 i s, SRR s BT MLSRUR 25, B RBRKIE AL
BN, REEHHAE TR FREHIRARE I, BUEh il BTG 5. @ UURRIEAT &
B RS P4t A, 3t 2D BB YS Gy el S IR, 5 L SRIBURA I (8 KU i 4 S R ik, e i e
BE— BTG VISR N A A R KR AT DL R

E&InE
WL B AR HE G LR A 25 0F 78 550 H (LGF20B070004) %5 B .
SEHk
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