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Table 1 Standard of soil pollution classification
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Table 2  The basic properties of the soil samples and heavy metal content

. CEC AL B As M Cd M Cu 4 Zn BN M Pb
B P molkg™) (gmg)  (mgkg) /(mgokg~)) /(mgkg) /(mgkg~)) /(mgkg) /(mgokg~)
1 6.49 3.72 6.23 14.91 0.40 28.01 61.93 26.06 17.31
2 5.82 5.46 2.77 21.42 0.49 31.75 71.18 29.17 20.41
3 7.33 10.47 4.31 57.63 4.70 62.87 191.63 37.59 36.75
4 5.95 3.87 2.62 16.06 0.38 28.72 68.97 25.43 18.95
5 7.33 5.40 5.72 19.80 0.61 29.70 64.48 26.98 20.82
6 6.23 5.49 4.06 77.47 1.43 35.41 57.94 25.13 56.54
7 5.57 6.15 5.06 21.73 0.36 22.00 52.97 23.94 19.35
8 6.24 4.07 2.78 17.63 0.38 21.80 46.06 22.87 17.31
9 5.71 3.55 5.88 18.65 0.37 27.78 45.23 27.68 18. 66
10 6.44 5.21 7.23 25.42 0.47 32.26 19.43 35.38 12.58
11 6.11 2.47 3.75 14.47 0.32 26.66 38.79 23.79 14.14
12 6.61 5.87 6.06 18.09 0.64 34.24 60.67 31.23 21.12
13 5.43 2.95 2.62 15.28 0.39 28.00 59.34 22.37 29.20
14 6.65 6.22 6.01 19.89 0.63 40.53 61.62 34.41 14.50
15 5.10 3.58 1.17 22.80 0.17 33.64 9.19 27.26 17.17
16 5.45 2.93 4.97 90. 61 0.59 28.50 51.63 26.34 13.62
17 7.84 13.73 9.68 13.33 1.32 33.36 45.58 45.93 6.29
18 6.06 6.66 6.71 15.00 0.49 28.07 60.18 38.39 19.19
19 5.61 4.26 2.77 26.00 0.40 24.71 50.16 26.25 15.19
20 7.14 13.16 3.48 21.87 1.25 32.54 57.56 42.84 13.61
21 7.28 8. 15 3.84 46.21 0.94 53.61 91.69 25.95 38.08
22 5.77 9.99 10.39 8.96 0.63 22.27 22.40 32.21 20.93
23 7.27 12.44 3.85 35.38 1.62 41.32 193. 80 22.17 62.09
24 7.26 11.17 3.07 36.58 1.10 58.77 166.93 32.24 34.12
25 7.10 7.04 8.44 43.81 1.35 36.91 243.71 32.45 51.88
26 5.81 6.45 2.81 23.13 0.56 31.60 62.51 29.00 25.36
27 6.44 5.94 6.57 19. 65 0.46 31.66 72.74 29.76 17.11
28 5.91 3.52 7.20 24.55 0.69 31.60 113.01 26.79 49.28
29 7.75 9.19 3.66 19.63 0.31 20.12 37.94 29.56 13.30
30 7.78 11.33 6.95 28.87 0.57 20.06 32.19 25.82 22.35
31 7.65 12.31 7.05 24.96 0.65 27.74 58.09 29.92 16.82
32 5.52 5.47 4.24 23.47 88.23 26.09 328.05 22.04 18.91
33 6.47 11.03 5.53 16.33 3.32 47.60 86.26 42.48 16.99
34 6.83 4.41 3.90 18.73 0.57 21.09 52.19 22.51 24.10
35 6.33 5.79 4.29 23.39 0.43 27.71 59.08 34.68 18.31
36 6.09 6.06 4.07 25.28 0.54 32.44 67.60 26.93 19.43
37 5.81 5.77 5.01 11.83 0.65 26.29 69.27 43.40 18.34
38 7.41 13.49 12.82 21.60 0.70 28.06 77.70 23.40 27.16
39 5.65 6.79 3.28 30.43 0.61 26.62 62.33 27.51 19.22
40 6.65 5.66 2.70 53.81 0.73 39.59 76.29 33.27 19.97
41 6.76 5.65 4.50 19.21 0.29 28.66 59.17 26.81 16.50
42 7.20 9.94 3.27 17.00 0.62 28.25 98.67 14.33 29.48
43 6.94 7.49 3.27 8.74 0.21 8.00 9.00 10.36 15.37
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#3 B FARE (mg-kg ™)
Table 3 Standard of soil environmental quality
Fidth, B R A I

A Hte
pH<6.5 6.5<pH<7.5 pH>7.5

As 40 30 25 40
Cd 0.3 0.3 0.6 1.0
Cu 50 100 100 400
Zn 200 250 300 500
Ni 40 50 60 200
Pb 80 80 80 100

2.2 TCLP 2y E 48 & &

TCLP $#2HUf &4 J@ As.Cd.Cu.Zn Ni F1 Pb & 4 A7 0. 07—9. 85 .0. 10—1. 49 0. 09—3. 58 ,
0.94—90.55.0.13—2.50 f10. 18—8. 25 mg-kg ' [l = b, F - {E 4 51K 0. 46 0. 27 0. 83 .7. 75,
0.72 f11.32 mg-kg ' (£ 4). TCLP 3£ +3% As (Cd ,Cu.Zn Ni I Pb 53L& fa B 5 H 800
EREWE R 0. 2% —12. 7% 0. 2% —88. 3% 0. 3% —10. 1% 1. 6% —58. 6% .0. 5% —6. 5% Fl
1.0%—20.3% , F-E 5 3R 1.2% 38.5% 2.6% 9.7% 2.5% 1 6. 1% . TCLP X} Cd A4 45 B H il
L TR As Cu Ni \Pb . Zn SEICER AR H LB, X AT e 4 38 3% 0 A [7) 2 4 a8 19 W o 22 5245 5€. Qian
25 5% J] TCLP 3324242 B 3 Cd \Pb  Cu il Zn 255 43 & (9L WA RS WS BIAHZE IO 45 5. Stark 45
IR X B DG AN TCLP Jy ik & 43 i D g -+ B8 43 J@ 4 o Pl i 6 8 A RS I i, AR
TCLP Y% 52 B PR A5 R BER R , B I I 235 JRAR ) IR B0 45 1 1 28 Ak 1 32 52 el , {H & TCLP 35 AT 3
Wy 3875 YLy B TEAE UK B oW 38 T 4 R TS e A PRI SRR 2R AR

F4  TCLP S2HE SR AR & it (mg-kg ™)
Table 4 Concentrations of heavy metals in extractant solutions by TCLP

TS AR As Ak Cd A Cu AL Zn AR Ni A% Pb
1 0.18 0.16 1.16 3.27 0.50 1.64
2 0.16 0.17 0.72 2.65 0.56 0.80
3 1.79 1.49 1.80 24.39 2.50 2.66
4 0.25 0.14 1.22 6.41 0.49 0.51
5 0.18 0.12 0.73 2.77 0.44 0.29
6 9.85 1.21 3.58 8.20 0.58 8.25
7 0.24 0.14 0.58 2.53 0.43 0.20
8 0.12 0.11 0.58 3.47 0.41 1.02
9 0.15 0.22 0.90 7.37 0.77 0.43
10 0.24 0.19 1.45 3.23 0.71 2.56
11 0.09 0.22 1.01 4.34 1.29 0.70
12 0.09 0.16 0.60 3.11 0.60 0.20
13 0.15 0.15 1.16 3.64 0.49 0.34
14 0.11 0.23 0.82 3.18 0.94 0.54
15 0.08 0.15 0.75 5.35 0.24 0.18
16 0.19 0.29 1.65 4.82 0.68 2.27
17 0.27 0.11 0.21 1.46 0.37 0.77
18 0.10 0.16 0.23 1.59 0.26 0.60
19 0.09 0.21 0.85 4.01 0.44 2.59
20 0.18 0.10 0.28 1.80 0.38 0.81
21 0.25 0.39 1.17 7.74 0.56 2.28
22 0.16 0.12 0.46 7.63 1.41 1.98
23 0.34 0.71 1.30 38.89 1.37 2.33
24 0.49 0.50 1.33 19.52 1.92 1.44
25 0.34 0.50 0.69 14.76 0.78 2.20
26 0.28 0.11 0.70 2.51 0.44 0.86
27 0.15 0.38 0.55 2.84 0.50 0.73
28 0.19 0.11 0.98 6.76 0.75 0.54




1586 EZD 5% e = 30 &

G d

LR 10 As % Cd 1% Cu 1 2n FNi 11 Ph
29 0.07 0.16 0.19 1.40 0.39 1.33
30 0.20 0.28 0.44 4.36 1.10 1.72
31 0.12 0.17 0.21 0.94 0.14 0.85
32 0.32 0.22 0.84 90. 55 1.20 0.95
33 0.10 0.14 0.57 3.83 1.25 1.98
34 0.11 0.22 0.24 5.54 0.41 0.45
35 0.10 0.11 0.28 1.65 0.65 2.50
36 0.66 0.36 1.71 5.45 0.75 1.90
37 0.13 0.16 0.52 4.17 1.79 0.18
38 0.14 0.15 0.09 1.43 0.30 0.72
39 0.16 0.21 0.65 3.23 0.65 1.31
40 0.64 0.31 1.29 5.32 1.16 1.30
41 0.21 0.16 0.82 1.21 0.31 0.73
42 0.29 0.30 0.45 4.67 0.20 0.48
43 0.11 0.24 0.20 1.50 0.13 0.65
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Fig.1 The correlation between the concentrations of heavy metals extracted by TCLP and the total concentrations
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Table 5 The comparison between the concentrations extracted by TCLP and international standards

v As Cd Cu Zn Ni Ph NHGE 54 ¥5 Yy
LR /(mg-kg™)  / (mg-kg™') /(mg-kg™')  /(mgekgT')  /(mgrkgT')  / (mgekgT')  VSRRE &y
1 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.25 I
2 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.14 I
3 <5 >1 <15 >25 <20 <5 1.13 I
4 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.20 I
5 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.10 |
6 >5 >1 <15 <25 <20 >5 1.53 Ill!
7 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.11 I
8 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.16 1
9 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.23 |
10 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.38 I
11 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.17 I
12 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.12 1
13 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.12 I
14 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.18 I
15 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.16 I
16 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.35 I
17 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.12 I
18 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.12 I
19 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.38 1
20 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.08 |
21 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.36 I
22 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.30 I
23 <5 <1 <15 >25 <20 <5 1.15 1
24 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.59 |
25 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.46 I
26 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.14 I
27 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.28 I
28 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.21 I
29 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.20 I
30 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.27 I
31 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.13 |
32 <5 <1 <15 >25 <20 <5 2.61 v
33 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.30 I
34 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.17 1
35 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.36 |
36 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.31 I
37 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.13 I
38 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.12 1
39 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.20 I
40 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.25 I
41 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.13 I
42 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.23 I
43 <5 <1 <15 <25 <20 <5 0.18 I

Frprdifi 5 1 15 25 20 5

VI T 4 R B P 5 A T B, TR T A M R 1A 4 25 4 v M B L
0.10—2. 61 2 [l T4 0.35, L5 AVPH 440 1 9. A~ 10 T 4835 e AP, B 3 .6 2
23 B L ERE S I S A VP S Sk 0 T, 32 5 IR S5 A 0 5 5 VA S5 B 0 V 2. 4
PRI, VETT LB 43 LI RE e, T TR A RS A ek 2 4K T 15 e KT A 3k T T 45 L
AN 90. 7% |7.0% F12. 3% , MR TCLP $3EMAS i VT HUBOCHE A HHEE 8 & LR T2 4
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RZ, RA Ao R R BV RTS Y A AR5 K- 1X -5 i i 28 A K SR B T s v A
AR (43 A LR S R Cd AR R Ik F] 88. 6% , As bR 18. 2% , Ni AR 4. 5% FI Zn HEFR R
2.3% ) AR 3R PR A A 25 XU >R P ) S0 T < i s AL 5™ A%, T - S BR I3 i
PSR A0 5 TR AR A LL B TERA P 8.

3 458

(1) W VLIIECR A 1 43 A T 3ert i, R I 3% As (Cd Cu Zn Ni Fl Pb & 573 5I7E 8. 74—
90.61.0.17—88.23 .8.00—62. 87 9. 00—328. 05 ,10. 36—45. 93 F1 6. 29—62. 09 mg-ke ™' Ji [ Z [] , 5
ARSI A9 h 26.27 2,77 31.65.77.09 28.89 F123.20 mg-kg .

(2) @5 TCLP P2 H, BE7L il 118 As Cd Cu . Zn Ni 1 Pb BA %S & &40 HI7E 0. 07—9. 85,
0. 10—1.49 .0.09—3.58 .0.94—90. 55 .0. 13—2. 50 F10. 18—8.25 mg-kg ' {li[Fl N, TCLP $2 Ay 4 )&
ARGE RS E R AR Z AR B E AR (BR Cd Ah) RIS 255 15 Q8 SOt AT oE A, 45 2R
RUIG VLI e il R 22 4 5 e A 15 G L3350 90.7% (7. 0% F1 2. 3% , TCLP Z3FHir 45
BEVLISOT o T3 R % s T AR, A o3 TR B2 s Yl vh 255 e KT
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CONTAMINATED SOILS IN THE ZIJIANG RIVER REGION BY
TOXICITY CHARACTERISTIC LEACHING PROCEDURE

LIU Chunzao'” HUANG Yizong’ LEI Ming’ HAO Xiaowei’ Ll Xi°
TIE Boging®  XIE Jianzhi'
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ABSTRACT

The ecological risk of heavy metals in soils from Zijiang River reaches, Hunan Province, China, was
evaluated by toxicity characteristic leaching procedure (TCLP). The results showed that the levels of available
As, Cd, Cu, Zn, Ni and Pb in soils were 0. 07—9. 85 mg-kg ™', 0. 10—1. 49 mg-kg™', 0. 09—3. 58
mg-kg™', 0.94—90. 55 mg-kg ™', 0. 13—2. 50 mg-kg™' and 0. 18—8. 25 mg-kg ', respectively. The
contents of available As, Cu, Zn, Ni and Pb in soils were significantly correlated with their total contents in
soils. Based on Nemerow pollution index, the soil samples in the categories of safety level, light pollution level
and medium pollution level accounted for 90. 7% , 7.0% and 2.3% of the total soil samples, respectively.
TCLP is an effective method for ecological risk assessment for soil heavy metals.

Keywords: TCLP, Zijiang River reaches, soil, heavy metals, risk assessment.



