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Abstract

In order to explore the effective treatment methods and measures for ecological restoration of io-
nic rare earth mines, through the ecological investigation and problem identification of a typical
rare earth mine in northern Guangdong, the soil reconstruction and vegetation reconstruction
joint restoration measures of the near-nature landform remodeling model (Geofluv model) are
proposed. By comparing the physicochemical characteristics of water samples and soils before
and after treatment, as well as the variation composition of soil fauna and vegetation communities,
it is shown that the joint remediation measures can significantly improve the water and soil gas
conditions in the treatment area, and the ecological environment restoration effect is obvious un-
der the condition of no maintenance.
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B ETE B R PRI RS 03, EIFRT R0 BRI R, ARk ieRm B, if
SESRGRL T T, AR R AL, (ER DS AR . R MR M LR SR T AR
BR[N], IR X B RS RRR . Kbk, L. HEEHBIR. Ea R s
RS I, e I BRI T i K L9 5 e FRIVATIR , IR 7 0 (X AR AS PR B (AR A, R ST AT PR 2]

AR ST BEFEM T LA B T30k LAV R S O A 5, gk B 1 3 B o W A,
B R B A AR TR SRR (A R E R B S HTH, SRE T — RS AR IR M A
KAk, AR KGFRCERI ORI, AN THEANSE R 0 T, MR E R ke, B
RS, R I B K SRR, ORI, AR, DRAEE T 2R AT KBS [2].
B L B SR M R PSR T S AR5 Yo 2, A —FME S ARSI 2, SRR M g
TR, MRS B B L L FF M AT B A B 3] ASCIRIR S AL HE P 75 3 T AR L L
BEAr BT 0 TR SRR, SR B A1 VA TR ) IR, DT 1 A A PR IR T R e S I
2. AREXESITK

PR R 7R L VA, TR RS, AREATE, KL E, LR, EIR
B, WMR D B TS A SO . SRS o B R . K SRR

BT, GEEHTIX A ESEAE AT MBI BN GOK SR AR IR BRE A E TR T R AR AR A A B
FEER[4], VONWETE ) E A R U L. MRS SR . KLk B3Ik, i Fa g .
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3. BRERRENR

WHAX PAESEE MR ERMEE . N TREE S, RIEIIA %0, i 5 A E
8A. FIEE A S E S SRS R IR AVA T, SHABEXOK. . AL BT AT TR, Seml T
RGeS R F- T MR IE B, &0t =F A SIURIRESINY, 23 T ASBE K ERTE.

HOTE 3985 A0 S X S 2H S AT R B B DR R[5, PRI . g DR AR M 2 AT AF
EHEMEEW . MEERARR, T AR B 5 2 o 5 F gl A F i 25 18 40 A 6] IR R 5
AR KA 2 i 85 2 A PR B e (1, T3 R AN R VR AR R
PRI Z RS DR TR AR 7], ORI S T AR SR AR . LR R R R SR, fE
e FIRE R sE A T E T ORI R G, 75— B2 oG T s E IR (8], [RIRE, MR EAME A
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S R 0 A DA RS SR, R R B ) o — R B R R [10] . FEBHEVE . LIRS . 3
BL RS SOWRHERI SR [11], KE RO TR SR . 3R N 1) SR T A2 5 i 0 A8 5 A 4 2 1]
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3.1. iIEERMIREL

M B IR AT X MO SR A, A5G SRR TRER L2 R ARSI A, i R
Fi LHWVEOR SRS,  EOR G — AN R S0 AE B TR T SR, e oA PR Y R RN 2 A R VR
THAE R A R R, SR, HSHE R X AEE T E AR 16].

Geofluv #R!2&3E[H Carlson AR FE AutoCAD ~“F & BN R F- LB BT R R IR, 2
2009 R EFERITR G E BN EHERF ISR R RBEAY[17]. SR DORBON BTG, DA
FEE N ER IR TR, 30 I A AR AR S (1R 5 T ARV T Sk S BB T P Y Y A Bl A AT 17

BEEDHATE, JHR T RANBRHZ I & TAE. @ B2 A8k AN, SRl a 7 6.
2 TR R, SIS AR e AR B S e Bt 3@ T ANLIAR S B AR B, IR A AR AR
AEEHE , LI H X [A) = 4 RS SR Y[ 18], SEBL 1 AR 0 DXCRASE TS A S 35 PR mT A AL A B
9 Geofluv 58 87 F $& (A4 S 1

TR TE R S B N RS E A HE[19]: © IREUEI R BELREE 72 Bl SRS X A, LI
S RGBS X E NS, (RS T SR XHSRES 5. @ RIE AR TR HISH &
JAIAFGE X T ARAS . e B A I /K 2 20 A BUFR R XK R, DA R A & 5 . @ SE g B
XHbTE . ARAE I NS el B SR IOKIAR SR =0 & S H T B, (2 /AEiEE
SR B E R . @ MkFSH BRSSP TR . 8 ST, X FE SR AT 3R A
WRE A, FEAE X I LK I W W 7K SR AR AZ R

YRS ISR B AR I BN, ORI KV R B, SRIEVR B IR AR S K, 58
LA R E KN ARSI E i i 8, RIS B SR TRt 305G AN 8] 35 (e B B, X A [R 57
PR SRAARE T VR B X S A 2 R I R

32. HIREH

HIEE R H AR 5 IR EA SR B, A A BT RRAS[20]. EEATEE TR, PR
. B R TR, RAASEAMIEE. Hi-rR, gkt B, EakEaREE.
IIiE . EEONIRER SR I LT XS B R B R SR A T AR RFEK
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NI K A X PN PR A e

Wy R BB X AR S SR EREL RN, S HOH S Hh T B R R
MR LA A F SRR R o, R EER NS, ST, ~PEJE RN TE -5

bR AR 30 em AN RE LIRHATIR , XRFTIX TG G0 5 R ER X i A
& 0.4 WA AR AR, 25 pH E.

AR AR SRR AT R A S EURARRIE T X T SR AR S5k, 5 R AT
BIPHRES, HAER v: $ROMEDIRIS: Rm DIRFR A R SR IR EE N, (kS R 25 M TR
[21]; fEULIERE FIVRIRSENEEH,

THEIRE: A TEE R TSR RS, Wi IR AT R, BIHHE S 30~50 cm.

33. EWERE

AR HEBE IR R L0 IR OR R R A K AT BRI, R X 2 52 58 A -t HEAT R A T
B, MR E R SR AR R [22]. EARTTH B, XX AT AR R, PRERE R, A
ROt HIK R Bas XA ARSI, 2SI WL BTSRRI B A SR B IR, BN A AR
ol R MR P13 T2

1) EB AT L SRR R

VR AR EARAUK R S N LT PR T BUe gt aEvE I S8 . M ERMEY) 2
REL FERE B, RS, MRS, BOREMIFE >95%. KR >85%. ERHEY M H
FEAFEOEA RERIR, TR PR T EWEA L, fedtih B XA S RGN FR A EIA[22]. L AR DRAEY) 3=
TN, AR SR, REM. BEE. EE. fREE. JFR. R L TR
WERKIL, EERZFERGEN, BOREMGE >95%. KEFE >85%. KRB & s /e 1y
RIVRKRIRE )7, PREIEBURGRAE A, SEEUT X A3 A LB bR & S A AT [23 ], sy 2 DX R4 (4 1E )
T o N THCE SR R 4 P 3 BN AT 2~2.5 Ke/Hi

2) MW T Z: ML IR KRV A S5 4

AW FRYI[24], AR AT A R B bk, s S i AR v, HAE RIS 1.01
mm/min I £FAEER B 473010 197238 R AR . RN, AR EY A AR RO 257 52, 78N 3
FEAET 2.02 mm/min I, HBRZZEEEKI P PEREDE T 22 REAT LT 48 AT H R AR 22 S ek AR F8 /K TR A
PRI RSP T A I IR 22 SRR R AR B ORK S WK A DIRE25], Ja BT i i AR A7) S A
L RIS AR IR By K R R T RE .

4. ETEREHR
4.1. Geofluv 2B}t L BB IS FHEYIREE S LRI

W3 Geofluv ARG FEX LB IR, A8 AL A A 1) 7 i e, RLARilEd s 3 B
MR HE K ESEA RO Horh 35 [ DG MUK S FE RO PR 5 N B 2, XTREVR 1
Vb= e FEANE ) 2 R AR B [26] 0 B R E EREMOC IS4, IR B 50K 7 . RS
skt ARSI AT WA 1, RS A AR IE LA 2.

ARSCH IR« FH3 . FASBANSEI, Wik Fe 28 A A D8 X A DS 2 REPE s . ol T4 v b A ™
H, PORGRACEEZ, AKX TR E R BASIONEE, HSEOSIE, ARRFIHRIE IS H S 2 KT
NREE, BRETE AL, A HE BRI, B FEER[27]. WL N AR SR R
SO, ARSI, AR B KR RIRERE, B AR MIA RS TR N LA R
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Table 1. Environmental conditions of different micro-sites in rare earth ore treatment points

= 1. B RER AR IR F

WHEA 4R (m) S JE(Pa) SIR(C) 10cm #iE 20 em iR HIEESKE%)
T 689.7 30 324 20.5 17.8 17.35
s 682.5 33 35.7 25.2 19.5 23.57
I 35k 691.7 28 30.5 23.4 18.8 4438
FH 3 684.9 33 36.2 20.8 17.3 18.62

Table 2. Number and abundance of species in different microcubine plant communities at rare earth ore treatment sites

2. B AR SN ERMAE R R R R 2 E

WHEM1 B B Yirh MM F—RBFNEH
T 9 9 15 256 152
W 7 8 16 175 113
135 7 7 11 163 24
FH 3 6 6 12 148 92

4.2. IKTIESHE

AR L ARERL I N ()0 2020 4 4 H 24 H; JGFUGKEE. BRI TR 2022 4E 1 H 10 H. MG
FRHT 5 /K A xS BB BoR (AR 3. 3% 4), REE IR B HOGELATF RS 26.1%, GEHE
TR BRI & 53.3%, A SRS B IR B AT X5 16.1%, W] EARHEYX
THRAGENRTA P RER . HRAHURSE TR 61.4%, UHKOREYIRE £ - A HUR T
PTG, e IRELA R 2R I 1] 5 8 B0 H WS SR Atk o VR LS 0 AR AR RE pH (B IA7EE BV A,
AR TR NGEHTE AR S EE, 10X R K I f & A 0 8 LUR 32713 1 28[28],
NEREAROE BUbiE s/ DS E I TR T3 6

Table 3. Comparison of soil sample detection data after rare earth ore treatment

3. B R RGN BIERT L

N
i E il GH}E)D ‘;H@HU ?l:l iEJIII ‘;HEH' ?l:l @FEI ‘{‘D}ELHI ?‘Fl @FEI \‘/L*[ }EJ‘LHI ?Aii =

1 BHAL 261 3.30 82.5 155 248 408 1.10 4.95 471 6.21
2 HEEA 2 3.52 3.77 85.8 128 267 293 1.37 3.57 6.84 7.18
3 JRES3 0 2.8 3.39 41.3 120 245 252 1.92 3.57 5.22 6.18
4 HBL4 139 3.15 31 96.0 382 442 1.10 2.75 4.45 6.22

Table 4. Water sample detection data after treatment of rare earth mines

T 4. LA REEKEFE R

i pH SO,* (mg/L) A (mg/L)
B OBX4AK — ‘ — : —— ‘
MEBE MEBLiy e MERE MEBLil= MERE MEpE =
1 MBI 436 6.55 28.6 12 53.6 0.035
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Continued
2 VRER AN 2 3.63 6.85 64.4 7.1 96.9 0.032
3 VRBEA 3 5.53 6.54 13.4 8.1 0.819 0.063
4 VRER AT 4 3.83 6.65 242 1.6 0.466 0.043

4.3. REX WIS

MASEEN TS RRE (L 5. £ 6), W H. TR0 H . S3HERE DUAN G H S I BEE 5 L
G309 78%. 65.7% 98.1%F1 76.8%, L EELLE S, X5 UG BE ST 37 20 DA S B 2H A oA
EEAEYIRA. HIGH A | KRR S E 5.8%. VAL A 2 [RIBARIR/ NS 8 BEVE & E 25N 12.7%F0
10.8%- JAFE AL 4 BRECRHEEVE (5 L6A 10.7%, FTLAE H DYASTA B s CL28 DR 4% AR 25 ) S 0 1 R B T AN R 4
[e [ - 3B BN ) BV 2H R

Table 5. Soil fauna biodiversity in the treatment area

5. REXTEIMEY SN

FFE(4N/m?) FHH EZEACE Y5 e FE IR
fEEL = 2936 12 1.707 0.687 2.135
YL 2 3616 12 1.787 0.719 2.052
BHA 3 2750 4 1.063 0.660 0.786
VHHELS 4 6807 12 1.794 0.647 2.503
Table 6. Status of soil fauna biodiversity in the treatment area
= 6. REXTIEINMEMSHEHEIER
TRELAT 1 VAR 2 PR L= RIS 4
EHEINA [Epaae BT Hark EHEI Hark IR EL EFigsa
F g H 78 45.1 84 39.4 53 327 136 33.9
FAIITEH 21 12.1 19 8.9 22 13.6 107 26.7
TR} 36 20.8 37 17.4 84 51.8 65 16.2
[ Rk 8 4.6 27 12.7 0 0 6 1.5
FAITIEZH 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0.7
AN ES 4 2.3 23 10.8 0 0 0 0
MEH 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0.5
LA F 10 5.8 10 4.7 0 0 4 1
LBk 5 2.9 1 0.5 0 0 0 0
kAL 0 0 3 1.4 0 0 43 10.7
K AR 0 0 1 0.5 2 1.2 0 0
Pk} 1 0.6 0 0 0 0 9 22
X H (4 H) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0.5
SURE| 4 2.3 2 0.9 0 0 6 1.5
W HE (4h3) 3 1.7 4 1.9 0 0 7 1.7
i3 H 0 0 1 0.5 0 0 0 0
I e B} 2 1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0
EHHH 1 0.6 0 0 0 0 0 0
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4.4. MR RA L FHIRALR

NGNS LI A, DX & RE R 95% U b, W sra e, AMUE 1K
TR 1), BB AV BREREED™ DX M SR B8 A0 i T AR B B SE A G B i, A
AT A AT R EE R o JEHNS TR DX BRI R JE B P R, ARSI R L7 X A A A BER B
AEAATTSE NI A S 0 LD 2K DL SR B, A IR B O PR B BRI S S 15
S RAAT UL S R B A B, VB EAA R IR B X N IR, R AR BERCR (i T
LR ML TR R . Sioh, FRIRPIR MR S E R AR R R X G s e . IR A5 [H 4R 2 5 2K
do YA P TRE R SEHE AT R R A S A SRR, KRRV TS S A ot X RS HERA X AT
EHER, 80T Has Sk KB B

A EE REYIREE 2R RS Z R KBRS RIRTIECR T, RPUAK AR
(AR 2 0 P9 R A BB B [ - PR - 385 Geofluv BEAY BRI (K - A LLRE A N 2, bR
AR RGWRE IS, MR IE ot DU SRS ARSI, DR B AE AT, R AR R
LR AE AR, BN R RIS EEREAE 10 em BLE, EHSEAPURDIGEE 4, FROIEHE
W RAEE BRI IN, FEYIREVE ZAEVEAS BIBE (291, BT DX AR AL A A 1 I ) B A JE

Figure 1. Fixed-point photographs taken in the governance area (front, middle and rear)

E 1. rEXERRERAGTRE)

5. &it58E
5.1. &5ig

1) 5 SR bS5 o 5 36 3 ) R T DR 1 e R R R ) 2 e T AR AR T 2 R o T T Y S S
TOTHB S A BT B L GBS, A T 935 7K 8 (17.35%) 7K 43 A b 1) 358 5 /K (23,5 7%) 77 A W B 22
St PHTEARL(30.5°C) MBS AL (36.2°C) = E B R 22 57, T8I B8 — AR 38 b AN B i 22 57 o] LAAS HH I A R
FHEEW VIR X W BE 2.

2) IR E A AR A GE TIRBE X K AR, XA IR ERE T R RIE. B R
S TIEANUFN I pH 235k %) T 124.75 mg/kg. 3.71 g/kg F 6.4, JHILKFEN pH MR &85
HIEE] 6.64 0.043 mg/L, FLURSE IRENWIE R 2 REME TR BT 2435 B 4027 AN/m®. 1,588, it LA EXE
DA S AB A 7 55 205 B 95% LA - mT DAUG R, 398 5 R RIS Bl o A8 Tt 50 K L 2 il i s 2
PEPE R AV B BRI 5K
5.2. BE

BRI R, R JT AL 7 R L R B R S AN ARIRI[30], TR JE B S iR B
WA ZES, REST LA R ERT LASBE AR FEGERKE. MihfEAs. A5Ed

DA RAI (3110 AV BRI H i) PR FEM LA R A AR BRI R 22 = fe i, B MR 22 e i ER
KIS G R, T R K BRI, MR A B s B S, AR, ReR A
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