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LA RER K BEK IR B JE I = 53 F i B A 7S XUB AT 44
FRMD K HED AN KmWAEY FEIY AT HEAS

(LSS IR RS T, BRSO L, )M, 510655 2. A SRR BN st R AL T, o,
210042; 3. B GRS BRAP FREE 15 YLl FE UG T (0 B 9403, )M, 510655)

W OB AR R A S B TR RS (ICP-MS) 43 M7 1175 BE K K 122 22 )2 K A& B AR v Cu,
Zn. As. Hg. Pb fl Cd &=/, FIHNMEE LG T5 R80Tk . i BBEREOTFMIE . AR
DRI 48 B0 55 7 T 6 TS Y R B AR S KU AT VAN . S5 R R, BEKOKERJZ KR H Cu. Zn, As,
Hg. Pb Hl Cd Y ¥ BE V5 FEl 43 9 9 0.10—9.24 . nd—96.48, 0.06—16.8, nd—0.64, nd—8.46, 0.004—
0.37 pg-L™". BEAKKIEDIRY b Cu, Zn, As. Hg. Pb 1 Cd i 87K 5094 (190.59+45.95), (426.70+
144.65), (201.43+175.79). (26.49+23.23). (103.75£30.88). (6.38+5.42)mgkg”, i Cu. Zn. As F1Pb ¥
B W Ay A E) TV PG SN T LA S Y 11.82. 9.13. 53.87. 2.94 1% L5415 YA BT vk 3
M, BEAKKERZKMEZEESEBY, Hd DS HEESY, DS3 M DS4 WREEY, REI5HY)
Jih Hg; i BFRIEBOITEMIER, BEAOKETURY T As 15 Y88, FLRCN Cu Fl Zn; WEAEAER KUK+
Bk, DS3 FDS5 E4 B HAMMAESGEE, As hEETEET; AW AF i PEm 20,
DS3 il DS5 4@ & A= R aE S i A P REYE R 75%—81%. AL, 7EBE/K /K & 5 4 @ 3 FE v 22 Jin 5 Xt
Hg il As BB,

XKEER  BEAKOKE, KB, ELE, WESM, ESXK.

Profiles of heavy metals pollution and potential influence to aquatic
environment of Doushui Reservoir from Jiangxi Province

HUANG Chushan'? ZHANG Qian'? TANG Fukai® ZHANG Lijuan"? YU Yunjiang"’
ZHOU Kexin® HU Guocheng'® ™

(1. South China Institute of Environmental Sciences, Ministry of Ecology and Environment, Guangzhou, 510655, China;
2. Nanjing Institute of Environmental Sciences, Ministry of Ecology and Environment, Nanjing, 210042, China; 3. State

Environmental Protection Key Laboratory of Environmental Pollution Health Risk Assessment, Guangzhou, 510655, China)

Abstract Inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS) was used to qualify and
quantify six commonly monitored heavy metals, Cu, Zn, As, Hg, Pb and Cd, in surface waters and
sediments, at Doushui Reservoir from Jiangxi Province, China. Contamination degree and ecological
risk of the heavy metals to aquatic ecosystem was further evaluated by comprehensive environmental
pollution index (CEPI), geo-accumulation index (Igeo), potential ecological risk index (ERI) and so

on. The results showed that concentrations of Cu, Zn, As, Hg, Pb and Cb in the surface waters ranged
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at 0.10—9.24, not detected (nd)—96.48, 0.06—16.8, nd—0.64, nd—=8.46 and 0.004—0.37 ug-L",
respectively. Concentrations (meanzstandard deviation) of Cu, Zn, As, Hg, Pb and Cd in the
sediments were at (190.59+45.95), (426.70+£144.65), (201.43£175.79), (26.49+23.23), (103.75+
30.88) and (6.38+5.42) mg-kg ', respectively. The maximum concentrations of Cu, Zn, As and Pb in
the sediments were 11.82, 9.13, 53.87 and 2.94 times, respectively, of the soil background values of
those metals in Ganzhou City, Jiangxi Province. CEPI evaluation indicated that the surface water at
DSS5 was the most heavily polluted site especially by Hg whereas results from Igeo demonstrated that
the sediments were mainly polluted by As, followed by Cu and Zn. The ERI assessemnt indicated
that sites of DS3 and DSS5 suffered a higher risk driven by the heavy metals with As as the main
contributor. The adverse biological effects (ABE) data pointed out that the probability of toxic effects
posed by the heavy metals ranged from 75% to 81% at the sites of DS3 and DS5. Therefore, aquatic
contaminations of Hg and As in Doushui Reservoir deserved more attention for their further control
and regulation.

Keywords Doushui Reservoir, aquatic environment, heavy metal, temporal and spatial

distribution, ecological risk.

AR PR AT Yy, BAMERE MR . S B R | MR R SRR, @ KA TR ITRE | V57K
HER B 15T Yo AR AR i ARRSRD ) SR R R EE A Jm A KA S, 538 A R BRI AR Wi R
AN, DA 5 N PR A 0 BRI 98 7K R 2R e /K AR R AR A v B 4 ) s e e i S ik 7
ARSI . K AR A E B AR K U, FE AR FEIE | DX I B Ak | AR AR AR5 DL B K v 38 i R U 55y T T
PR E B AT Y MEASET AR, KK E &R 15 Y a8 H 2528, WK A S5
TR T HE. A R, =Wk PR K EE R il 96 /K J2E 45 2 2 DT AR M #B L P — @ R 1)
Cd F1 Pb 15 44, b T4 w50 0 Az 28 AU 454 0~ 1),

BEAOK BEA F VLG B SN T, R 52 CELRN B B, J&— B DL HLh 3=, 25 Al L iz . Ml
WK | RS ZE A TIT R R B R BUK R TR, AT R, 52 L BB - RIRFE R, HAH . 4.
B HESRY, BEDT S EAEE TG, 0 BERR Kk 7 BISCRAS 2R, RN 50%, i
L ZAER TR, X LK BBl E 5 el H R R K K R K T T A R A A U, e H
Z A B X 4 A 15 Y KT T

AR SC LAV PG 48 8 1 B KK R i 58 % 4, 38 3k 43 BT 7K B 8 2 K AR ST AR H Cu, Zn., As. Hg.
Pb il Cd %5 5 4 @ (75 YRRk, BB LA 25 20 A ik K 75 Yook U, 1A 88 4 Ja 15 et AR R IR B I v
SRS, SR 7K R 7K AR (D 275 1R BRAR (LR 248 2 AL A 4l

1 MRS (Materials and methods)

1.1 ST XA

BEK K JZEEE T 1957 4, BEEE M T O3k X 70 km, 2— 8 55 A9 KRR K 8, JE XN 13k 10 7
ANZ %, FEX KBRTEFRGA 3100 5 m2, &7k i 8x10° m®, ZEAKIAI AR 2.27%10° m2.

TR IE T BEK K PE IR K SRt AT A BRI T A Al 20 A A% 0 L 08 7 SRR A, e 1 &
Kl 1.2018 4F 2—11 A, & H L AIFEBEAKIK R K R 2K, R E 7 3T Rl 8 REEKERZ
UL iy, It A 485 XK BT 20 BT A 3 35 0 e KA TRLEE L pHL B R 38 SRAE 7K A€ A 500 mL 2R
IR, I 1 1 AYTEERE 2 pH (/N T 2.0, VIR A RN B B8, FESE T 4°C £
TR R YA i 2 S50 = A BT
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®1 KHAFER

Table 1 Sampling point information

G5 KRR AL 5%/ (us-em ™) K/ Z % (E) LEEN) JK¥R/m
Number  Sampling site Electrical conductivity Temperature pH Longitude (E) Latitude (N) Depth
DS1 EUE YN 60.4—117.3 6.1—21.7 7.0—9.6 114.215692 25.758442 0.5
DS2 JINEEEES 69.2—111.0 6.9—23.0 6.3—9.4 114.276335 25.759198 20.3
DS3 FED 70.7—112.4 6.2—23.0 5.7—9.8 114.271984 25.829949 11.8
DS4 eyt 70.7—105.2 6.1—21.9 6.1—9.3 114.307384 25.805980 22.1
DS5 Fhra 92.6—168.0 6.4—22.4 5.8—9.6 114.354313 25.821869 315
DS6 RN 88.6—140.0 6.6—21.4 6.2—92 114.370391 25.845120 40.0
DS7 T 62.8—105.1 6.4—22.1 72—9.5 114.285652 25.792450 10.5

\ H
a \ Jiangxi Province
% \
e \
\
\
. \
. \
\
\
b \ & | Legend BN
[ sl %, DS2 o Rk ASampling sies P Ganzhou City
B iR ver 7
Ve
u—% km A 5% Tungsten ore P /

B 1 BEAKAKEERAE S 5T
Fig.1 Distribution map of the sampling point of the steep water reservoir

1.2 HEa AR S o By

FRAEMIKAZ 2L E T, i 0.45 pm K R EALIERE, SRR IR 1L, ToKIE M. DU w0 bk 4% 5t
J&, B i 100 H i, H HNOs-HE-HCIO, . % FH Agilen700X HL JEAH A 45 B T 1A %A o0 M 2 2 K
MPCRPIFESL Y Cu, Zn. As. Hg. Pb Al Cd %7 it 525 i % v F 0 38008 S RIS I 25 4 5 15% fild
PR VA RO 0 48 hy SR FTINAR TG, &R 10 SRR SIS N 2 A UERRMEH) BT (GBW-10020), 1 & 10% 19
SEATRE. £ T0 K HIINAR BHSCR I B R 88.73%—108.41%, 744 i F7 i oK
1.3 NIk
1.3.1  HROKhEH &R/ I5 Y0 ik

(1) e gk

BR800 R B P Gl ) SR B %S e ) VRN AR HEREA T LR, DA E K B 2 I ) T
0, B TG LR B (P) THREA RO

P,=C,/S, (D

K, G RK T AR i FSEMNIR L 5 S, MK B H8 bR i BV AR MEE, AR 5E 5 2% (b 3R K IR B i A
1fE )(GB3838-2002) N J5 /K ST bm A T IEM

(2) NI Z Zr G He 0

A2 R 8 BT S R FH 4515 S DR B4 A 5 G 38 BIORTEAN K AR i 15 Y FE B2 . g 2 Vs gL 4

B ) AR
’ 2 2
p= Pimax ;'Piave (2)
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Pimax = maXPi (3)

1<
Piave:;;Pi (4)

A, Py nax NN TG QAR KA, P aye AT FI5YAGBOF M, n HOCER DB WS 155
TRET PN 2 .
®2 HEENEETGRIEEIINR

Table 2 Pollution index and classification of heavy metal Nemero

gz v YU Y]
/J(Dﬁ:fm' =) //m%l’( I 1 m % v
Comprehensive pollution grade
KL A TS YR EL P<0.7 0.7<P<1.0 1.0<P<2.0 2.0<P<3.0 P>3.0
YRR T BRG] LESERC rhG g G

1.3.2 Ui 4R 15 Y T vk
(1) i FR 38 %02
Ho AR SRR RS S AN N DU Y 4 @ 15 Yt i 22—, Ha A AR R

C.
Igeo :10g2(ﬁ) (5)

El=N=N

o, Tpeo HHEFR ZAREL B, J G M DU TR n 097 S50 (B (AR SCHE OV VG 48 B8 M0 T 1 0 S (B,
Cu# 20.7 mg-kg', Zn & 68.1 mg-kg', As N 8.32 mg-kg', Hg & 75 mg-kg', Cd & 157 mgkg', Pb N
51.65 mg'kg"); C, HICR n FEFFI LAY b Y 2 PR & 5 & W BUAAVE DR 19 SAE I 3 S8, AWF5E
W 1S, MR SRR B gk 3 f.

®3 VIR ESE MRS B R

Table 3 Geological Accumulation Index and Classification of Heavy Metals in Sediments

Lyeo Iyeo<<0 0<lpeo<1 1<lpe0<<2 2<ly00<3 3<lyeo<<4 4<l,00<5 Iyeo™>5
2 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
V5 YRR i B Y s G v Yy e V5 Y EEEY PG YL

(2) WA S 1E F 1R B0k
TR AR A5G T 4R BOLPY BE AT IOk B0 8 43 s Az 5 XU gEAT P f, ST LIx 22 000 4 Jm 45 5 AR 2
DR BEAT P, 5 50
E (I G i A AR S L F 4R KD
Ci

E =72 6
r 'Sl'

RI(TE7E A= 25 UG 16 450):

RI= > E! 7

X, EHESR i MBELESIEE, TN ESE TR i MR S ENEERE: Cul s,
Zn N 1, As 24 10, Hg iy 40, Cd 4y 30, Pb 2y 5. AR EE 4: )& £ Fl RI A3 AnifEan 3 4 Pk,
x4 VIEYTHESIR B R GRRE

Table 4 Classification of E', and RI for heavy metals in sediments

E E.<40 40<E',<80 80<E' <160 160<E', <320 E>320
RI RI<150 150<RI<300 300<RI<600 RI>600
A H R B &g LG Rk Mo

3) YT EAFIZ P
A=W EEE AR ST Ingersoll 561§, HIF PPN DU P 8 4 Jm 10T & AR W AN T3
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NN
mPEC-Q = Z(C,- /PEC))/n (8
i=1

Krh, G RUIRY b E 4R § IR B (mg-ke™); PEC, M H 48 i FIRERUN MR E; n fRERFE SR FI L.
W A T4 R B i 5 R N Y BR800 Mk B (TEC) ] BERLN ¥R B (PEC) #E47 % L, #7IKF TEC £
AR KA A E T PEC WERIAESHM S E kA, 48 Cu, Zn, As, Hg. Cd 1 Pb [
TEC {H% 43 54 31.6. 121, 9.79. 0.18. 0.99 F1 35.8, PEC {43 %I /7 149, 459, 33, 1.06. 4.98 Fil 128,
URR YT A= B AN )5 i DA 20 0 L3 5.

x5 UVIBRWAEYFE ARSI 53 Fbs

Table 5 Adverse effects evaluation and grading standards for sediment biotoxicity

mPEC-Q mPEC-Q<0.1 0.1<mPEC-Q<1 1<mPEC-Q<5 mPEC-Q>5
KA YRR R 1 1 Gt PTP<14% 15%<PTP<29% 33%<PTP<58% 75%<PTP<81%

2 FZEE 5508 (Results and discussion)

2.1 BEAKOKEEAR AR T EE 42 I 5 f BB 23 4 A R AR

Bk KK B 3 2 7K M b B 4 8 VR B K- WL 2 7, Cu, As Fll Cd TG R AE R JZ KRR A K,
e I 4> B 0.10—9.24, 0.06—16.8, 0.004—0.37 ug L' Zn, Hg Al Pb Y ¥ &£ 38 Bl 40 9 A
nd—96.48, nd—0.64, nd—8.46 ug L', Hih Hg 76 7—11 H /K JERZ KRR KK . NEERE,
REKERES RS RS MAAESTY 25, Hd As. Cd Al Pb ¥ B 72 Bk Zf i, Cu Al Zn e 78 ) 25 d
. WNZS Ak (L3R 6), RIZ KR & 8 & &t F R LI shECK, Hit Zn, As Tl Hg W EE 2 915
FHIGBER S, 0T Cu, Cd 1 Pb ¥ B W] S 3] 0 T B a3, 7K ERJZ KK Cu. Zn, As, Cd Fil Pb [k
JEE AR (e /K P45 o i b o ) (GB3838-2002) (1% T 25 bk, 1fif Hg #£ DS3. DS4., DSS #1 DS6 3t
AR B R AR, H B TTE 2—4 7y, LB IK PEK AL, 5 Y 5 SR AR 1hi 1 K AR TS 4. BEZKOK
R IZ KR He 19 & S 7E AN A 22700 R B HE B (2 19 22 S5, Wl BBV 0 LI 2R L KA B is e K
HERCAE N 5 e 5.

0.010 — DSl
0.10 - —e—DS2
£ 0.008 =~ ——DS3
2 008 ——DS4
io:o & —e—DS5
< 0.006 - £ —DS6
E z 006} DS7
E g
£ 00041 £ o0ml
9 o
S £
S 0.002 F S 0021
© N
0t 0l A3
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Month Month
0.018 —=—DS1
——DS2
~ 0.016 —a—DS3
= 0.014 —v—DS4
2o —e—DS5
5 0.012 —«—DS6
£ 0.010 Ds?
£ 0.008
S 0.006
S 0.
o 0.004
0.002
0
I 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 ]

Month Month
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£ 000025 | £ 00061
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£ 0.00015 | £ 0004
g 2
2 Q
E 0.00010 | 5 0.002 F
' 0.0005 F
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Fig.2 Seasonal distribution of dissolved heavy metals in the surface water of Doushui Reservoir
Fo ANERFEESAKHEHEHESBEITESE (gl
Table 6 Heavy metal elements in water samples at different sampling points (ug-L™)
s mH
Number Project Cu Zn As He cd Pb
EtensEl 0.57—9.24 nd—38.85 0.10—9.08 nd—0.06 0.01—0.37 0.09—8.46
DS1 FEIE 3.30 8.82 3.30 0.03 0.17 2.05
FrifE w2 242 10.78 2.86 0.02 0.12 2.24
FeniE| 0.24—6.75 nd—96.48 0.13—6.08 nd—0.08 0.004—0.09 nd—0.54
DS2 FEIE 2.17 13.74 2.74 0.05 0.05 0.27
FrifE w2 2.17 29.41 2.05 0.03 0.03 0.14
TR 0.10—3.89 nd—17.31 0.06—4.53 nd—0.19 0.01—0.08 0.01—5.74
DS3 FEIE 1.38 5.25 2.14 0.07 0.03 0.78
FrifE w2 1.06 5.71 1.64 0.09 0.02 1.67
EtensEl 0.32—4.34 nd—32.21 0.10—8.97 nd—0.21 0.004—0.07 nd—1.10
DS4 FEIE 1.56 6.05 3.37 0.07 0.04 0.40
FrifE w2 1.20 9.43 2.84 0.10 0.02 0.37
EtensEl 0.60—3.56 nd—10.20 0.38—16.79 nd—0.64 0.02—0.16 0.02—0.30
DS5 FEIE 1.65 3.56 7.91 0.26 0.06 0.16
FrifE 2 0.97 291 5.60 0.24 0.04 0.09
EtensEl 0.36—3.28 nd—18.18 0.32—13.55 nd—0.13 0.01—0.13 nd—0.84
DS6 FEIE 1.27 485 6.52 0.08 0.05 0.22
FrifE 2 0.83 522 5.08 0.04 0.04 0.24
EtensEl 0.67—3.98 nd—=6.12 0.13—6.61 nd—0.01 0.02—0.19 0.05—4.04
DS7 FEIE 1.74 3.93 2.77 0.004 0.07 0.81
FrifE 2 0.96 1.51 221 0.003 0.05 1.29
Hb KRB T A f
AR IR 1000 1000 50 0.1 5 50

(GB3838-2002, M%)

SRR BEAKOK I R 2 KR T T 4R 1 BRI, A58 R A 03 A AT XA 1) 6 b R 4 S
1T HVR AT (Kaiseri-Meyer-Olkin i 4 0.732), &5 F A0 3 iz, BEKIK FEFRZ KR 6 Fh i 4 ) T 19
R 2 A F R, BT 22 5T R B F 71.13%. W3R REBORE, £ 1(PCL) 2 H Cu, Cd
Pb X 3 FpoC KA AL, Hof s v B 35 BLAE DS1, RYLHIT DS1 AR A BE KK P2, 33808 1 i 45 1 A
Fii 0 FF R S B IFET5 UL, i s AL 2% 10 58 2 DS, H nl #fElr PC1 IR T BEAOK 096 LT
K. ERS 2(PC2) FE Y As A4 A%, i i e B BRAE DSS, 125 B A T, HE 4R i5 e nl fE IR
TFRA B, Rl HER PC2 Hh A28 12 Fi 25 A6 S T2
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Fig.3 Principal components analysis diagram of heavy metals in the surface water of Doushui Reservoir

2.2 BEAKOKPERIZVURY) b o 4 Jm & i S s i) o A

BEIK K 12 2% R s TR v B 4 J ) 2 B KNSR 7 Bz . A RRE s DERR) b Zn BOVR B KK B
5, Hg A1 Cd AU /K-8, Horh DS2 1 DS4 LR T 4 J e JE AR EI/ MK : Zn> Cu> As>
Pb>Hg> Cd; DS3 Al DS5 JiL R Hh 8 4 J& Wk 2 N K BI/IMKIK H : Zn> As> Cu>Pb>Hg> Cd; DS6 FI
DS7 YLER Y v E 42 @ Mk AR BN/ MK IR M : Zn> Cu>Pb> As>Hg> Cd. 5 T4 45 &5 N i 3335 5l
FAEE, BEKOK PEGTRR ) Hg 1 Cd A ¥ B2 ST 21 3t - 3875 S5, BRI DLAY b Hg A Cd F2ORIE T
B A BE BT, 52 b 3R 2 R A S e BB Cu, Zn, As FT Pb X 4 RO ER 23 iR o 24 i T 3T 5
{E1 5.19—10.82 f% . 1.90—8.13 f%, 3.00—52.87 £l 0.23—1.94 i, YL 134 4 FhoC KAEVIRY
AW RIS, S T N B BN PR TS Y. BEKOK PR L Tl A D, 7 R IR 2 AR T
Fe IR, B4R 1 LA B K BT i fe E i g A PSR I, 52 B REM 0 - S B e, H B
G JE AL Cu. Pb Al Zn %5, HAEA: 48 09 SAK R T4 0 St & (F o 1.1:1). IR BE KK R TR
bR R B IR T BT IR AY TR

R AFRRFESIRY P ESETR S (mgke")
Table 7 Heavy metal elements in sediment samples at different sampling points (mg-kg™)
i

-04 -

Number Cu Zn As Hg Cd Pb
DS2 128.09 (5.19) 197.72(1.90) 71.79 (7.63)  10.94 (0) 2.61(0)  63.47(0.23)
DS3 244.63 (10.82) 593.70 (7.72) 448.21 (52.87)  50.91 (0) 10.58 (0)  151.70 (1.94)
DS4 230.50 (10.14) 409.25 (5.01) 123.12 (13.80)  12.43 (0) 2.77(0)  112.86 (1.19)
DS5 230.29 (10.13) 621.44 (8.13) 446.28 (52.64)  66.40 (0) 16.67(0)  128.88 (1.50)
DS6 163.48 (6.90) 355.78 (4.22) 33.26(3.00)  7.51(0) 227(0)  72.65(0.41)
DS7 146.56 (6.08) 382.34 (4.61) 85.95(9.33)  10.74(0) 339(0)  92.95(0.80)
SEHMH 190.59 426.70 201.43 26.49 6.38 103.75
ACAZ AT YA K AR 40.65 12578 35.75 — — 24.55
B IRTAE 7K PR 75.03 217.50 54.58 — 1.43 28.45
F BRI KR 63.84 140.77 — — 1.42 96.79
VLI D L 7K ) 17.83 14378 — — 0.93 105.08
i R R 33.20 78.12 18.29 0.03 0.12 35.04
Hoedong reservoir, Korea (3 [E) " 29.90 172.40 — — 2.80 71.20
Magqalika Reservoir, Maseru (252 f7) 52 — 78.33 2.40 — — 0.29
Al-Najaf sea depression reservoir, Iraq (fHi57) **) — 177.63 — — 0.06 18.16

TE: 355 EUE R UL 2 b 3 SR AR AR
Notes: The values in brackets were the exceed multiple of concentrations in sediment samples, comparing with the values of the local soil
background in Ganzhou City, Jiangxi Province.
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55 N AN A K PE R DT AR L, YEVEBEZK K FEDTR T Cu., Zn, As. Hg Fl Cd B F- 349k & 4 =
TahE | H3Em | G se S = N TR 4 /K PR, Po Y- 17 B2 ARG T A VLR T L K 2R T v T A A 5 X 8
ST, BEZK K PETTAR Py v H 4 J& R 32 Ak T 2 i 7K T W B AR OK R DT AR ) vh o 43 g AT A OGP
Br, R I3 8. Pb 55 Zn, As BB EHIC (P <0.01), RIIH A NI 5k AAT N AR, Zn 5
As. Hg. Cd 2 i E 5K (P <0.05), Pb 5 Cu, Cd 2 #FH K (P <0.05), Cd 5 Hg 2 W EFH K (P <0.05),
Ui AT R EAA AL SR IR L 1R DT 2.

R 8 VLB E SR IR B CIE R AL

Table 8 Correlation coefficient of heavy metal elements in sediments

Cu Zn As Hg Cd Pb
Cu 1.000
Zn 0.771 1.000
As 0.771 0.886* 1.000
Hg 0.600 0.829* 0.886* 1.000
Cd 0.486 0.886* 0.886* 0.829%* 1.000
Pb 0.886* 0.943** 0.943%* 0.771 0.829* 1.000

TE: * 7E0.057KF RN _E ARG, ** 7E0.01KF (RUM) | B2EAR.

Notes: * Significant correlation at the 0.05 level (both sides), **. Significant correlation at the 0.01 level (both sides).

2.3 BEAKOKPEK PG 5w 15 G
2.3.1  BEAOKEERIZRIELE S 15 Q8 BOE

BE KK P25 KA i L 42 SR B B IR 15 QAR R P AR B S35 TG QAR B P WL AR 9. L FROK IR
Jiie T AR HEAT L, DS3—DS6 KJZ/KH Hg B P e (IR T 1, MTHARTE SR A P EP/NT 1, B
BEZK K K AR AE He 15 3. WHER 25615 Y8 Bk I, DS3—DS5 £ZKE G R PEHRT 1, J
Hh DS5 N E TGy, AR MRS Y. DS5 B4 IH BT, HE G Jm {5 YL rl REUR TR0 185748

R9 BEKKIEHFIKTG RS TH

Table 9 Statistics on surface water pollution of the steep water reservoir

% RAEA Pi

Number Sampling site Cu 7n As Hg cd Pb P
DS1 FUECY N i 0.0006—0.0092  nd—0.04  0.002—0.182 nd—0.6  0.002—0.074  0.002—0.169  0.428
DS2 Kk 0.0002—0.0068  nd—0.10  0.003—0.122 nd—0.8  0.001—0.018 nd—0.011 0.570
DS3 HES 0.0001—0.0039  nd—0.02  0.001—0.091 nd—1.9  0.002—0.016  0.0002—0.115  1.347
DS4 e 0.0003—0.0043  nd—0.03  0.002—0.179 nd—2.1  0.001—0.014 nd—0.022 1.488
DS5 SR 0.0006—0.0036  nd—0.01  0.008—0.336 nd—6.4  0.004—0.032  0.0004—0.006 4.537
DS6 P AP 0.0004—0.0033  nd—0.02  0.006—0271 nd—1.3  0.002—0.026 nd—0.017  0.926
DS7 I 0.0007—0.0040  nd—0.01  0.003—0.132 nd—0.1  0.004—0.038  0.001—0.081  0.095

232 BEAKIKIERIZDIRY) b BEFEEOEN

i BARFE BTN S5 UL 4, BEAOK PEDTRRY) th Bk Cd F1 Hg Ab, HoAth 7o 22 34 52 B[R] 72 B 1475 .
DS2—DSS5 il DS7 YLE)  H 4 & 15 YR B N K E /MK IR R : As> Cu>Zn>Pb>Hg> Cd; DS6 il !
Yy b i 4 @ V5 Y AR K B/IMR YR R : Cu> Zn> As>Pb>Hg> Cd. FE KK FEITAR Y As 175 Je 5
L, I I B E G s O Cu Bl Zn, Cu G Y, Zn R - 5 Yy Pb 78 DS2 Fil DS6 1t
R b B IR, i s R AR TS Y. MUY Z 15 e FE B &, DS3 Ml DSS 15 e fe &, 7] g
U5 T Ja BRA TG HERL 0 Mb R S Al 12 iy 55 N R i 31 1 DS2 Fil DS6 15 Y B s, Horf DS2 Shyifanll
Bk, DS6 B ARMEIT, HAZ 0 Ml ¥R (1 152 M AR X /).
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Fig.4 I, value of heavy metals in sediments

233 BEAKOKIERZ DU A A S fa F e 50k

Bk KK R 2 DU IR e A S e FEHR B 1] 5 i, DS2, DS4 il DS7 45 H 4 @ i e AL S fa F 48
BONK BN/ MEIR N : As>Cu>Pb>Hg>7Zn> Cd; DS3 Hl DS5 £ T 45 J& V& 16 4 B /6 FE A BN K BN/ MK
K N : As> Cu> Hg> Pb> Zn> Cd; DS6 4% & & J& & 7 4= & f& F 15 B KR 2l /MK R R .
As>Cu>Pb>Zn>Hg>Cd. HH, As & FZ M A SR 5Tk R 7, 7 DS3 A1 DS5 R0 M5 A 4
5.3, 7 DS2. DS4 Fll DS7 K Jy 5w A5 HE, 7 DS6 RILN“BRIMAEREE. Cu AR FRE
JER Z, 7F DS3. DS4 Fll DS5 I Ry« S5 AR H ", KRR BHESEF . Hi 4 FoTEm
EAHYI/INT 40, R R il A S E . we A5 KU 48 Bl R B, DS3 R DSS (1) RUE Y &= F
600, J& TR A 8% ”; DS4 1 DS7T H L @ AR FRE R Trh S EREF; i DS2 f1
DS6 2 Bl B2 i B,

700 - R

r Strongest
600 / 7 Jommmmmmm -

500
B
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300 ===V A
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B 5 UURYrhESER RIE
Fig.5 The RI values of heavy metals in sediments

2.3.4  HEIEEEAFIR MY

UUBU f DS3 A1 DSS B mPEC-Q R KT 5, WA A R M3 Pk 2w B9 T RE TR 75%—81%.
HA 44 A f AL mPEC-Q (H I/ T 1—5 Z (8], 3B H & A 28 W) 2 MR F) B2 i 1) m] BB % A
33%—58%. LAY i & & 1 A= W A AR5 i PEAN 5 AR R AR EOR IS e AR B A AR B A e —
k.

1T AN RPN 5325 R s e DR R [R], P 45 2RI o AT B AN ) . b SR AR 5 ) o 2 —
G B A VA A R AL A AR OO VR AR SR BOL S B B R TR R R B, S W B — T R A A
500 14 ) I 4 B 22 b L < T 1) 255 TR AR 2 UGS, {HL 25 220 22 T B 453 i 25 15 % ) 48 s [1) ) b ] 52
M B4 30 A 253 PR AN R i 1 B e T 4 Jas 19 AH ELAE L 3P40 BUE -5 A BT AR P B 1 R AR 3R i JE AR
JBTS PRI T, 3 FPIT A 45 S BAT B — B, T, M RIBIRIR As Ry FZ XK JCHE, DS3 FI DSS 15
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3 %518 (Conclusion)

(1) BEK K 2 22 J2 KR B 3B 23 J5 67 (DS3—DS6) 7715 He MbRAN, Hith A7 1k 1) (32 K R 485
Jo bR ) (GB3838-2002) T 2R AR 1EFR A, DSS 32 /K15 Y BRI 5 i, Al REVR TR0~ Mz ik, Hik
i DS3 il DS4, /K it S 52 5 Y.

(2)BEKAKIETIRRY) h As, Cu Fl Zn {5 4, Hoh As Sy 25 A+, WIREIR T8 7 12k Sk
MrTE IR HE Hg 1 Cd & JE KA T 2+ 175 50{A. DS3. DS4 1 DS5 UUAR ) h i 48 & i .

(3) b RS YRR . W AE A 25 XU 48 B A A R AN RIS ) PE A 24 R W B /K 7K %2 DS3 i DS5 9t
s ge i ™, AR ARG TE, LAY EEER W0l 5etEh 75%—81%.
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