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Abstract

To explore the influence of lead-contaminated soil on soil stability after leaching, in this paper, an
indoor leaching test is used to set up a lead-contaminated soil leaching test with different bulk
densities and different particle sizes. The results show that when the vertical load P = 800 kPa, the
compression deformation of treatment A (p = 1.0 kg/cm?3) increases by 2.9% to 13.9% compared
with treatment D (p = 1.4 kg/cm?3), and the larger the particle size is, the greater the amount of
deformation is. The shear strength increases with the increase in bulk density. When the vertical
stress reaches 400 kPa, the shear strength of treatment D (p = 1.4 kg/cm3) increases by 11.4%~18.6%
compared with treatment A (p = 1.0 kg/cm3). The value of the internal friction angle increased by
1.73°~3.14°. However, the cohesion of the soil is related to the particle size. The smaller the par-
ticle size is, the greater the cohesion is. Compared with D3, the cohesion of D1 increases by 10.91
kPa. Therefore, soil with larger bulk density and smaller soil particle size is more stable after
heavy metal lead leaching.
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PSR, FRESHFRE T KERE, SRR, REEEN TSR ENERZ —. (EEt
5 YR AR TR, (CRE 3R MT5 Y fa 8=k 19.4%, H Cry Niv Cu. Hg. Pb. As. £
W IR G 5 B [1]. TR IR E SRR T AT UE LI - Y RGP IE R, ST
AR AR S 2 A, Il R e, S AR R A IEGRE, Bk — R TR (2]

BPh)RETENESBSRICRZ —, HIERARERERE]. dROBSHOEE MR, 5%
EAE, HiEMS, SEGEME. B, MmANEIRE, BN GEE S[4]. 2009 £ 2011 4F,
RECEKET 30 ZRERFRNESEGYHLE5E], MATEFRSF 118, WA L. B, 15
ZFS TR WL BE 8 My, X 2009 EEE A 4035 A IMANEEFR[6]. i 2% 50 4F (Al HEB 3 A BRIF 5T
{1 Pb Thik 7.83 x 10°Wli[7]. 2012 4E{HZE RIS M 77 EAS IR SE . K RAVEARIA IEH 1 5 /52 [8]. 4
TG C S AR T, Rk, BT E SRS P 5 piin B E T,

ARELBETG RPN, RZEHECMT T REWR, B R KIBLFSRE. ShEME sk
ISWRFCRIL, JRARLEE . ROy VAR pH. IR [E L2882 R B A 1k Rk 2 1 N AL o R
UL FZFUARE[9] [10]. ARHFSE[11]00 I HE AT S0 = S s R0 45 1, Wk V. Pb. Cd. Cr. As ¥
S BRI )1 0 7 BRI o S AE RS SR [12]E R 6, HIRFLBR R E 4B B IR T B N . T SCFE AR [13]
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HIUMHEIA o RURE ARSI, o R AR

EXEHFRRZEDTESREE, T HAAELRRZEN AR TR, BEAERITRE
R 5 A H HL R /D, A SRR H RS S TR R A I A it HE SR i T R
AR PERIRE AN, R LIREEH), BEAKNBE T E[16]. Rl e LRAEd, 15X 1) L e 2
TR, 0 A MBI AN, ABEXDIE 25, BREHIGH, MmN W™ EiR .
B, ASCEI NI Po 8 H3ERZ h IE R M, PRI TR E VR, T G B R iR
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2. MR55%E
2.1 R

W50 XA T e 76 e e -t TR R T B S ik Bt RSP RR 13°C, AEREKEZ) 510 mm,
SERTE 6~9 A, JBIRIRA IR M R RRAE, RVAEPDRER I fHREIEAE LR AR E N
b, BTSRRI E BN 620.74 mglkg, L3EPH N 8.41, HHUREGEN9.72 glkg, EEGEN
0.81 g/kg, AR Ry 7.8 mglkg, HEBEH SN 166.78 mg/kg.

2.2. {UE&

/NIRT)(EAZR A 6.18 cm, 15 2 cm)s WG B SR ] 2543 (P 3T 7 Wk - A AR A PR 71)  bRis A (3
B MmN 100 cm, 942 10 cm A HLIRES AT
2.3. MEAZE

2.3.1. 1K

IR = A AR . A E 1.0 g/em®. 1.4 glem® AR EKT, & ERZE =4k
AT (<1 mm. 1~2 mm. >2 mm) & E AT 80%%EA:, Lk E 6 MNbE, 4 30 cm HARKIE SRR A,
HARMBE R % 1.

Table 1. Different treatment soil column packing schemes
=1 AEREBLHERSE

+H5H/(g-cm ™) RS VIR Eys il 75+ F/em K5
1.0 <l mm 0~90 Al
1.0 1~2 mm 0~90 A2
1.0 >2 mm 0~90 A3
14 <l mm 0~90 D1
1.4 1~2mm 0~90 D2
1.4 >2 mm 0~90 D3

THERANUEIE, AR RLM L. 2hent, B K FIESL, R E— R
HAENE 30 em WEMER T K H . EAEAER N N2, HREA N EROORERZLM . AR, B,
FEEBERE 30 cm WKL, FLANZEEMAN TR . AP LR SR E, KH 200 HE KA.
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AR B Z AR 20 om g et 3, HIERZREAC. 2 om BRI A TR, B LN K)E Psh 1
®JZ, EJ7IRRG 10 cm b EREEIK S, #IRTEEE KNS, RERDIDGHBI 4. SRS
WG, 7 AR B AT A, Bk 28K

B FEARYE 0~30 cm. 30~60 cm. 60~90 cm 4y Al ALE 1, 2, 3. HE 3 W, WRIER KA E &K
Amkia R, M EIEE OS] WRIART, R 2 B T OKME AT . A EK
500 mL, 3 KihvE— K, BUSEMR G, FRRTE 8 Yk, A it 4000 mL, £54 MHhFE R 510
mm. WIELHE, R, WEERE, BT A E R0 R B BRI e L R AR .

2.3.2. ESRE

WIRER G, AT LIRS . [ 4550 R —4EM R R4, 4389 WG B ST AT [ 254 (B o T
g IR B PR A D). GG EREN/ R I BE(BE AN 6.18 cm, 7 2 cm). FH/NIR JJ NG i i i A R
VIR i, R0 2R ALY S /NER TIREREAT K, a0 0 7% o i 0 e S5 4k ¥y 12.5 kPa, 25 kPa. 50 kPa.
100 kPa. 200 kPa. 400 kPa. 600 kPa. 800 kPa.

JEINEERE 1) 24 h e AR = B AR A AR e bRitE, FEIAIRE 1 /N ARTE /N T 0.01 mm B, {ENFRE
B W TR ZE T, TN — % D)5 B S R R (1 = FEAR AL . IF]A 6 s+ 15, 1 min,
2min15s. 4 min. 6 min 15s. 9 min. 12 min 15s. 16 min. 20 min 15 s. 25 min. 30 min 15s. 36 min. 42 min
15s. 49 min. 64 min. 100 min. 200 min. 400 min. 23h. 24h, ZEfaE Nik; ZJEid eSS, i
B KRN, BRI BE A EARE S, REIBRE R, N EIBREERS, THEIE
HE, HRBRACERSE00E, BUHBAE, WS /KE. B4R AR frd NS AT G AR K, @ iRz .

2.3.3. HEERE

KRB X - (BT 5 B EA TR, R PR T (B AN 6.18 om, 15 2 em) itk it i (1 A3 i 1Y
L, BRI DY AN, N EE B 77430308 100 kPa. 200 kPa £ 400 kPa AT H 85

AL BRI T BRI AR T TS, % =R, fE = ROASR B R Rk
Y], BURBTY)I R AN i & BERiE KA, # B EuHE, AR, R PHR R BB IR,
R ARVOEUFE KA IR ANERFTINATHESE, IR s TR E B3 RN E » REKE MM A IE,
K E A ROKARES, FFEMEME —RBEE S, 100 kPa, KERE T, L8 s/ My ME T4,
WARFELE 3~5 /M Bh BT . IRIGRT, BYREIRIWIbRHE N 1) ME A REBCRES R 2) HHERE
EACRIRRS, VABTUINIAL A 4 mm S RSN A A BUBT SR, X BYY) E BTV RS IA 6 mm I A 1B
EIRRIE 7, BURANAHERS, 4NZk. RS, BIHREE, Bhesitig. B mEEL ), EREIE, 200 kPa
1400 kPa FRHATIREG. BERE, 7EEBIR, @AM, R R, S /KE IR S HT By o o (1) H A
%, DRk, SRR RS AT REARIE RS I, BRI R — 2, PRUE RIS R HERfPE

2.4. BIRALTE

KHI SPSS (PASW Statistics 20) 4t i1 73 A 8 A xd Kt it AT Gt ik o i, 225 /K18 € 9 P = 0.05, Excel
2010 2| % .

3. RS54
3.1. Pb* RIS 0-30cm B R mfrsiaim

B 1 AR T e PO S Y AR R 0~30 om L2, WAL HURIEIUA R EAF R FiZ L2
TR, BEATE SR A B BTRLG,  ME A S IR sk . B 1, R R T
WIS < 200 kPa)it, e-p HHZRELBE, JoHIBEE B RE MK, ZREHE TRE. AR
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Figure 1. Soil consolidation test curve of 0~30 cm soil layer
[ 1.0~30 cm B HIEE LRI Ahzk

3.2. Pb* iR a7 LM BT IR A AR

2, BEERFN AN, AP EER . FRA T, FEBRAPUE R, &
] % 773 FI| 400 kPa v, AL ERFIHTEY SR U D3 > D1 > D2 > AL > A2 > A3, D AbERALL A dbHifT
B AT 5 N 11.4%~18.6%. TIRHIBR 1R (K 2), F—%E T, HIEOER KN N A2 >
Al > A3, D1>D2> D3, ¥ifgithi/h, FHEHK, DL D3 FIFR 8N T 10.91 kPa. ZFEM K,
IR B AR, A RAR T, D ACEEAILL A AL FE Y EEEE MG N 1.73°~3.14°; [ —KET, B
R N BERE A R E K, A3 ML AL 319N 1.35°, D3 Atk A3 &0 0.99°.

Table 2. Results of direct shear test of soil under different particle diameters and bulk density

=2 AENEMAETHRETRESERR

KE st 7 N 71 /kPa PLBY R IkPa FE ] clkPa WEEEEA ol

100 56.33b

Al 200 109.05b 10.04 24.74
400 203.97b
100 59.31b

1.0 A2 200 103.24b 10.12 255
400 201.62b
100 59.62b

A3 200 96.96b 8.86 26.09
400 196.13b
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Continued
100 73.43a
D1 200 116.42a 16.56 27.88
400 230.17a
100 73.43a
1.4 D2 200 109.36a 15.77 27.23
400 224.68a
100 73.43a
D3 200 96.96b 5.65 28.87
400 232.53a
4. gEig

ARG HMFL ARG, 0~30 cm LR TR EMOR, R EMN, PUBEmEE R, FARET,
RARMKR, [SAEA RO, HHOAEBOR, PUBTmE R, WEEMBR, HIF—AET, K
TIRRARTN, KA, BRI, EA BN . L, Z86 58 T IRME A AR ke
P, FEEOR. HHRAREVNMY T ME 5 AR BONERE .
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