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Abstract

Shallow groundwater is an important source of water supply for rural farmland irrigation around
Suzhou City. Therefore, it is of great significance to analyze and evaluate the hydrochemical cha-
racteristics and water quality of shallow groundwater in this area. In order to find out the hydro-
geochemistry and characteristics of shallow groundwater for farmland irrigation in Suzhou, this
study took 30 groups of shallow groundwater for farmland irrigation around Suzhou in northern
Anhui as the research object, and used descriptive statistics and factor analysis to analyze the
chemical characteristics and its causes are analyzed. Comprehensive use of mathematical statistics,
Piper diagram, Gibbs diagram and other methods to comprehensively analyze the chemical cha-
racteristics of groundwater and water-rock interaction in the study area. The research results show

that the groundwater in Suzhou area contains the most Ca%*, SOi“ , (- and NO;. The pH range is

6.7~7.4, which belongs to neutral and weakly acidic water. The TDS value ranges from 342 to 745
mg/L, and the average value is 583.79 mg/L. It belongs to salt water. Ca2* > Na* > Mg?* > K*, the av-

erage anion mass concentration from large to small is HCO; > NO; > SO> > Cl- > F-. These ions

are generated from the dissolution of rock salt, sulfate rock, carbonate rock, and silicate rock wea-
thering. Comprehensive analysis shows that all samples in the study area meet the conditions of ir-
rigation water and can be directly used as irrigation water without causing harm to soil and crops.
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1. 5|8

faHAL FYEIET JEALES, AT 3R E R AL AL, Dy B 0 AR, (EK BRI A R,
PTG 3G S22 T 7K i M T A P E R B S (/K BRI 1] M R /KT S 2 8 iy, XAl o0 R T
W N AK SRR a T ARSER A R AR, il — RIEIE. WRAFIER T R2]. 2R
H R KK B2 Sy W B AR SRR TR 3], Bl N XA OT R, AMUGERL TSR, &
TR TR KZ B T WACY[4]. FEJR[S5]15 G Gy IR R KK SO S RE BLEOK R 4R, AT
BCE IR AR BT, B SRR A K B . H AR E SRR K BT AR A — i BT AT
R, AEAEH N KT AR Y AR SR A AR BN NS 5838, L ML BERE RIS M) L, T3 BT
KFIRIrR, HBERILG, AR K BEIR AR5 e 6], A I8 32 B A it bt DX J2 R KK AL 2R AE
PSR T A L o UGS e S5 0 ot Lt D3R J2 Ml R AR AL 2 R AEEAT PR, 45 HH e b i X K Ak 27
RHIESETY BN HCO;-Ca B[ 710 BT S8R M T HL N KA 2 Ry BORFAEREAT E T, 45 A8 M T s R K 3=
FIRBRIR . RERRER VAR WAL ], TR 28 AR A ke 2 AR 1]

PRI AT 7E A 30 ek M RS 2 SHAR B ERE 2 3 R AOR W FE X R, Sl X AR A R R S, H 2
BTS2 R AKA 2557, HIE Piper 2K Gibbs &, XKL EBNAKCEE-I#EAT 08, &
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B M XA FH VBB G S22 0 T KK SR 2 SRR, TR M R AR BIEAR, D1zt DR F R 2 3 R 7K
W FEAIK BEIR R 573 A L PR BRI BT -

2. R EE
2.1. REXER

AV FCIX 9 2 808 1 P T 3T DR A ARAS LI 1), A X AL S i AR N AR, RS AR I e
W, PSP, R LR AR AR . 1% XA TR IR IR T RO SR X, HRROKE K,
XET RN, BWAREPR, KN BN B 5T 5 M T30 XOE 4E-F B W & 874.9 mm,
KRR 4.75 14 m, HTERW, I 163.4 mm, REHFKEERE N 4.66 12 m®, KEFELER
8.19 12 m’, HLFRI/KZIFATFIFH RN 1.652 12 m’, HJZH /KA FRE N 2.96 12 m’. 4= X AR IR &
HE 468 m’/a [8].
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Figure 1. Distribution of sampling points in the study area

B 1. RXRESSHE

2.2. HmERESE

IKFERES I (T AR SR I 7 V25K B PR AR A RAT ) (DZ/T0064.2-1993), KAE TAET 2022 4F 4 H
TRRE, RN KFES 30 41, HUFEIRJETE 5~10 m JEEN . 43500 pH. IR SRR & (TDS) M
H1 S5 R(BC) A K R ARE AL B 25— R AUBE, (8 FH 500 mL 58 AT SRRE, SREERT F A% R 42 /KRR Uk 3~4
SR B BT ROE B K R AR F 2 et A S S = AT IR . e 0.45 um
TERE I SERE S b A, 1 S R AR v VAR VA 2 COT AHCO; , Bl 5 8 1CS-900 5 il {3
SERFEF Na*y Ky Ca™'s Mg™'. CUAMISO; « MRz RAB . FHE IR PArZab AT R, e i3 %
FE£10%LA

2.3. BEERSRE

BT A M3 DA R 2 R K BUIR, R T A K AL 8l I8 FIEOB e ik S HH 5> 24
A BB AR AR . SPSS AH S 20 #T st 2% 2 U 1] ARRRALURH Sk DL R A% G I ik (Piper 1
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Gibbs . USSL FEAI Wilcox K& 5 iEdE AT KA REE M KB VFA 9], Horb, #fiidME48ih i Excel
SE, AR HT H SPSS 5E L, Piper B HI Origin2018 14 5¢ /%, Gibbs &, USSL E il Wilcox K H1 Excel
A1 Coreldraw.2018 5E %o

3. ZR511R
3.1. kG S

R KK AL SR AR IR PR GE T 45 RO 1) s . pH B AE 6.7~7.4, J& T 59K, TDS {E7E 6.7~7 4,
JE T ImE5E /K, TDS {E1E 342~745 mg' L™, “F¥I{E N 583.79 mg: L™, J& T HK, ORP {HH 85~157 mv,
BH 8 157 Sk B P38 B KB MEUCN: Ca™™ > Na™ > Mg > K", RWIFHETLL Ca®™, Na"hE, M i
EIRETEDN 19.23~71.43 mg- L™, KRR BARX AR, UTE 0.43~13.54 mg L', BB 7 mikfE
SFIE B ORE MK HCO; > NO; > SO; >Cl >F, i F/KFE B BT HCO; LUAARNH LA B T,
WHFLIX N BB R, K (B R R4 17D F (R R/ 1.05)F CI (B RE1.36)1E R 24805 T 0.9,
W 25 e AR SRR K . Na®y Ca?'s Mg?*. HCO; « NO; . SO . TDS 1 ORP 485 2 %8 0.1~0.9,
T LA (AR AR A, pH A8 REUNT 0.1, REIH A AR SN, SRR N E .

Table 1. Statistical results of chemical composition of sample water

1. HmKUERDRITER

AT H BME BAHE FME PrvEE SRVE: ¢ ZRAN
Na* 27.32 85.87 4434 10.82 43.58 0.24
K’ 0.43 13.54 1.35 231 0.85 171

Mg 19.23 7143 35.94 12.28 31.53 0.39
Ca™ 46.06 158.57 83.03 22.89 81.93 0.28
F 0.10 1.28 0.30 0.24 0.23 1.05
cr 16.20 271.01 45.56 46.21 33.95 1.36
NO; 6.60 263.03 100.33 66.43 89.91 0.74
HCO; 426.27 675.94 541.76 66.14 526.74 0.13
SO} 23.32 132.52 79.02 27.66 72.89 0.38
TDS 342 745 583.79 95.16 619 0.15
PH 6.7 74 6.97 0.14 6.95 0.02
ORP 85 157 126.67 16.24 126.00 0.13

VE: pHAEEEA, HAREAN mgL™.

3.2. IKERB K EER ST

Piper — 2% &% # T Z1 i [X 387K A0 22 R AL 224 AE [ 10] [11], AT LAE HOILIEL 2), KEESH S T
BN Ca® Mg oA, SR R AR E R B T Ca*t, Me® BT B COT + HCO; -CI
oA, BoREBEE T ANHCO; « Cl o MERX UK o AmtE o] AR 450, FARXEZRT K
FE/KAZFIEAN HCO;-Cl-Mg-Ca 4. HCO;-Cl-Na-Mg % % Cl-Ca-Mg .
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Gibbs FEIfifE 2 367 I 5 X KA RIS ML 73 A 5 7K A0 5 T B FH ) B8 2207722 — o Gibbs fEEE S TDS
5 Na™/(Na" + Ca™). CI/(CI" + HCO;)FERE b, RHE M W9 A B K AL & =,
WBORIE ) B AR R R R =28, REE ARG RABE R 4 i BN 2 R R 4i Y[ 12]

WFFE XK FE ) Gibbs (UL 3), M TDS &5 5 Na'/(Na™ + Ca™") 156 R JIr, WF 7t X AL 5 TDS & &
£ 100~1000 2 [f], Na'/(Na" + Ca®")fJ LB %A W B84k, EEERES AKX . N TDS 5 ClI/(Cl +
HCO; )R ZE A %1, CI/ClI + HCO;)EAE)/NT 0.2, HEE TDS & &M &, CL/ACT + HCO')I:ME%%
AR B EBAAA B, o IX SR B I8 Xt T 7K KAk 52 4 R = 2 52 25 A A 57K 5 A ELAE F G R i il
AR UTIENE S H LA 2 KA K HI[13].
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Figure 2. Piper three-line diagram
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Figure 3. Gibbs diagram of the study area
3. #5X Gibbs
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3.3. XD

I A A AT AL FE A R K IR A 505, vT DU H & AN S0 R AR B S0, 3B mT DU R
IKE T RIFHEAT FIWT[14], A VOKEE BT IARSCHE /4112 B SPSS #ft:, *f Na' K'\ Ca®'s Mg®' HCO; .
CI'v SO; . pH. EC 1 TDS #t 10 Tt hrifk 47 MM M5 (L 2).

HEA &, Mg, Ca®, SO , EC 5 TDS MIEE/AK TR 0.01, REFTATE R IEM . i
EC 5 TDS AR IR U1, MICREAE 0.900 P b, KU XEEH T /KH EC XF TDS #2334 %
SOMMER . Na' il Ca™ Z M HIAHSE RECH 0.534, 2ILH 0.01 AKFHIEENM:, £ Na'fl Ca 2 [AIF % &
FEMIEMSER R, Ca¥ F1SO; ZIAfIHI< 250N 0.606, ZFLH 0.05 K THIEEME, Wil Ca® F1S0; 2
A5 SEMIEAHGOC R, 3 nlReSLFERIE T4 B RRAGIE R . e K EFIERURER, £k
SCHZ H Gibbs B KA T AR AT T 407

Table 2. Correlation analysis of water chemical parameters

2. KUESHRAXESH

Na® K* Ca* mg?* HCO; cr SO PH EC TDS
Na* 1
K 0.044 1
Ca™ 05347  -0.211 1
Mg** 0.097  0461° 039" 1
HCO; 0336  0361° 0212 0.280 1
cr 0755 0204  0.689° 0328 0373 1
SO 0.345 0254  0.606°  0.640"  0.172 0.327 1
PH  -0.601" 0.082 —0451" 0.175 -0.442" -0392" —0.283 1
EC 0.175 0.084  0.6347  0.529"  0.251 0.140  0.763™  —0.335 1
TDS 0.171 0.193 05777  0.564"  0.358 0172 0718  -0299  0.933" 1

¥ TRREZEMKTE R 0.05; TREEZKTE R 0.01.

4. KB
4.1. SRAKXIETFMH

S CEEHK PAFRUE) (GB5749-2022) [15], XHWFFE XK B DA bpitk . S Rk b —ffb 2
FRERIAT I LI 4). BT E R AT BRIREL . pH Al TDS & BEIEE FhruE G N, Hik
TR 7T XK R LA & E S brrE, xR, 8T K.

4.2. SEBRAT

AHFORYE 6 [ A L AR S AR AObRE,  DASE BV ER(USDA) VA 77 15 IR R K K 5 43 R 25
NEEA, CREHRE SAR(BNTE ) S ECERF) MRz, FHX o 70 DX BE /K SRR AL BE AT VA . EBEHI /K R
Na WREERCE, 200f LIV 5™ AR AR R, 24 K& Na TR B 21138 0ks B, 2 S8 g8k 73k
[16][17]. AILAHEHOLE 5), FEMREERTE S1-C2. S1-C3 XI5, H 10%1FE fhALTE R R Sh E R mX,
90%Ab T FE R F M X, 3 #EARARE 5L X o Uh DA 70 X b R /K E R AN 2 1 i b [X -3 AL,
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EFTRE S IR Rz X H SR ER AR KU . B 5 9235 T Wilcox PIRREXS HEMLACK B0 RIEE R . Al /I A
5), WRFCXRE RIS AENE 5 RAFIX, —FHE TE X, a0, WX TR i i A e
IKFA, ATEAEAFONRE K, Aaxt LS RIS R FH[18].
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Figure 4. Drinking water hygiene standard index limit chart
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Figure 5. Classification of irrigation water quality and evaluation of irrigation water quality in the study area
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5. &t

AHIEFE UL AL P AT 30 44 R v JZ Hh R ACHIF AN G, 8 ARSI Piper K. Gibbs &
EI7E, CRE TSI I R KA AR ROKCEER . AR BN =AMk

1) ZRHF 5T X A H EWE v 2 T /K 2 BK A 2K 8 HCO5-Cl-Mg-Ca %Y. HCO;-Cl-Na-Mg #! &
Cl-CaMg B!, Hh NAOKMZELSr FEN, Ca®'s SO; .+ CI'. NOj .

2) AW FLIX AR H B 2 R AR TR AR R S5 R 1, KA R, A AN AKEE TDS #ibr. 78
FAFEARR, CU, FY, KRR REE 1 UL, R ZEH Kb BARERIATRE M, 12 Gibbs B4
Hrar AF H,  F S X AR Y )25 1 7K R BRI K A 2 4 4y B B i DR 36 2 o A KU o

3) AR AR ALY, BRRE: . pH A TDS & B/ E R bruevu B iy, BIRTF 7T XK 4=
e EFbrUE, BT AR K. FERKFRESALT S1-C2. S1-C3 X4, J& TRARE X, RUH X H
NIKEMRFEA 220G Z X IR IA, BT DU A R S AT AR A K 264, mT B K, ANaxd

I R -
B

R SR 7 T AR DR A SR SR
EEUH

B R KA NN ZR iR E ;s G MR R SRR S B R AT AHR L G2k
THRINIETN H (S202110379188); A& K A£G LI 2Rt &I NI T H (ZCXM22-309. ZCXM22-308.
ZCXM22-310).

S E 3wk

(1] BT, AR, AR R MG IR DX T 7 2 R KA SRR AE B DR 43 —— DA JH T I [0]. FLTT R 24 (A
IRBLERR), 2018, 33(1): 14-17.

[2] VEAMNE. TLIRIUBHGR X 2 R KA 2R R R R R [T]. BAXHT, 2014, 28(6): 1329-1336.

31 EFM, moR%, M, & EEM X R AR SRR S H S R R 0 )], K -EBEJRRL S, 2019, 37(3):
42-45.

[4] BZEH, AR, M XIR BT KRS oA B ALER[I]. A B T, 1999(3): 39-40+43.
[5]1 Z=4, ZmN1, BREUL. M R K-S B s [J]. Rk, 2004(4): 260-261.
[6] EX. HuF/KZHEE LIRS (R SRS HE 7E[]. I5 Pt 5, 2022, 38(2): 91-92.

(7] Bibele, DA, I, 55 et X HER T AR ARHE SR B ——LAE N T 2 BOA B[], TR,
2022, 41(6): 111-116.

[8] Emk, PhRAE, M. T M TSI X K BT8R T & ) FH 1a) 38R PR A 55 0 SR 1L [T]. YR VE, 2020(8): 18-20.
[9] K#f, 2%, BE, & WP EREK SRR XIS HE 2T [J]. FE5EEE, 2015, 36(9): 3230-3237.
[10] FKW, @M%, BEE, & SEEE AKCCHER AT g R [T]. H22 a1k, 2022, 29(3): 37-50.
[11] FEIA. =B LHEKCCH R R[], TR, 1983(6): 6-11.

[12] Gibbs, R.J. (1970) Mechanisms Controlling World Water Chemistry. Science (New York, N.Y.), 170, 1088-1090.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.170.3962.1088

[13] Ak, BN sk ZEE. N5 E T ERDREM T KK R[], TR IX I 538, 2020, 34(4):
116-121.

[14] GRFHE, VPEL, SkoR, . SRFHLAEH X R E R T KK RE . BOE B A [J]. BEEERARE TFE, 2018,
18(3): 168-173.

[15]  CAERA/K BAARME) (GB5749-2022) I kA, 2023 4F 4 A 1 HSLi[I]. h7/KHEK, 2022, 58(4): 112.

DOI: 10.12677/0jns.2022.105079 684 H ARl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojns.2022.105079
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.170.3962.1088

Wk &

[16]  ZEFEAE. VORI K R R 7K KA SR B K BN B F2[D]: [ 24428 30, 78T H Iy k%, 2021.

[17] Li, P, Li, X., Meng, X, et al. (2016) Appraising Groundwater Quality and Health Risks from Contamination in a Se-
miarid Region of Northwest China. Exposure and Health, 8, 361-379. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12403-016-0205-y

[18] ##k, & 0%, ZRUK, . @5 TR EERE A BTN T]. HTURHE 5, 2019, 38(2): 226-234.

DOI: 10.12677/0jns.2022.105079 685 H ARl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojns.2022.105079
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12403-016-0205-y

	宿州地区农田灌溉浅层地下水水文化学特征与水质评价
	摘  要
	关键词
	Hydrochemical Characteristics and Water Quality Evaluation of Shallow Groundwater for Farmland Irrigation in Suzhou Area
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 材料与方法
	2.1. 研究区概况
	2.2. 样品采集与处理
	2.3. 数据分析方法

	3. 结果与讨论
	3.1. 描述性统计分析
	3.2. 水化学类型及水岩作用分析
	3.3. 相关性分析

	4. 水质评价
	4.1. 饮用水卫生评价
	4.2. 灌溉水评价

	5. 结论
	致  谢
	基金项目
	参考文献

