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CHARACTERISTICS OF SOIL HEAVY METAL POLLUTION AND ECOLOGICAL
RISK ASSESSMENT OF JINZHOU CITY
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Abstract: Taking Jinzhou City as the study area, the paper analyzes the pollution characteristics of 8 soil heavy metals
including As, Cd, Hg, Cr, Cu, Pb, Zn and Ni, and uses the methods of single factor pollution index,
geoaccumulation index, Nemerow comprehensive index and Hakanson potential ecological risk index to determine the
degree of soil heavy metal pollution and evaluate the potential ecological risk. The results show that the contents of Cd
and Cr in soil are higher than the soil background values of China and Liaoning Province, and the contents of Cu, Hg,
Ni and Pb also higher than the soil background values of the province. The single factor index evaluation results reveal
Cd is at moderate pollution level, while Hg, Pb, Cr, Ni and Cu mild pollution. The geoaccumulation index evaluation
results reflect Cd is at light-moderate pollution level and other heavy metals pollution-free. The average Nemerow
comprehensive pollution index is 2.25, indicating a moderate pollution grade. The average comprehensive potential risk
index is 157.34, suggesting the study area is at moderate ecological risk. Cd and Hg contribute to high potential

ecological risk in parts of the area.
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BN T AL T10 748 W PE R (120043 ~122°36'E,
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Table 1 Grading standard of single factor pollution index

15 YFREL P<1 1<P<2  2<P<3 P >3
IEESiEle PREES RETY PETR EER

232 NBFTEEIEEE
WIS 255 HR B0 R AE B R 15 Y d R B0k i Stk
b, R TS AR AR R 2 RS R SR A TS e dR
B, T RE 8875 Y 0075 Yo RE BE A T 22 5 VAT
AL
P =/ PP’ (2)
2
K, Pl j SEESETGRLGEETIEEG P N HHI0

PDF CfH{# ] "pdfFactory Pro" i kA6 www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

55 4 ) PR - R T L ¥ R S R A KU AN 467

TG YA B IR KA s P 4 j RIS Qe g8 B0 1
fA.
WS S B E IR E LN R 2 Fis.
*k2 NBFRAEHSRIRE
Table 2 Grading standard of Nemerow comprehensive index
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2023x10, 0.04x10°, 26.81x10, 24.71x10, 61.69x10.
MEELKFE LB TR & EKE ,Cd.Cr.Cu.Hg,
Ni.Pb & 12778 13095 50l , As Al Zn (95 &
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HEARR . Cr CER & A T 2T 5{H, As .Cu Hg Ni.Pb . Zn 7%
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Table 3 Grading standard of geoaccumulation index
Hh EFFEE <0 O<lgs<1 1<lg<2 2<lgy<3 3<lg<4 A<l <5 l>5
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Table 4 Grading standard of potential ecological risk index
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A5 ZB(CV) B RAETCEAEZS M 0 A A
FEMAEYS, fE— R LA DUt & 4R e R 25
NATHFREE T — AN, CV<0.1 A58 R,0.1<
CV<l HEESR AR R OV =1 mAs 5 8, BF5 X 44
pH {EAYAE 5 R E0CR 0.14, ULRARFST X AR B3 AR fb
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A Hg>Cd>Ni>As>Cr>Zn>Cu>Ph, Hg Fil Cd 178 5 254
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J& AR S RBEIKTF 0.1, )& FrhaEAE 5, Ul B N T /Y
BRI YRz W oy etk EaR, AT ™
H,ATRERZ B T kA A TS B DL R AR i A
GBI RE . He Al Cd (AR S+ ZBGEE] T 111 Al
1.02, 7t i HoAth H 43 , 3R] Hg #1 Cd 52 A9 T4k
Ry

x5 WMMNTLIEEERESESIT

Table § Contents of soil heavy metals in Jinzhou City
e
LR P ERME mMA bR TRER ——————
Urs  2E
As 6.90 122.00 2.09 3.12 0.45 8.8 11
Cd 0.30 2.98 0.05 0.30 1.02 0.108 0.097
Cr 65.78 562.00 21.70 27.30 0.41 57.9 61
Cu 20.23 137.00 1.10 6.97 0.34 19.8 23
Hg 0.04 0.94 0.01 0.05 111 0.037 0.065
Ni  26.81 152.00 850 14.58 0.54 25.6 27
Pb 2471 176.00 9.60 6.75 0.27 211 26
Zn  61.69 298.00 1320 23.22 0.38 63.5 74

VE ST T AR RSO 10, A SHERE SR 11 ], S 105,
32 TEESESFHEITM
3.2.1 BETFTLEEIEM

SRR PR LI K E AR TR T Y
FE AT oA, SR LR 6.

PS5 YRR e fBil=BR R T 15 e R BN (TCT5 e/
BREEVS YR S Y VS ) ORE S ERURE B
100%; #BFRFE=FA 715 JA8 BOEMER T 1 A
BURE S K< 100%.

WFFEIX N [R) 5 42 @ o R B 5 YAg B KNy
Cd>Hg>Pb>Cr>Ni>Cu>Zn>As, H:H Cd .Hg .Pb.Cr Ni,
Cu 6 FIEE &R AAAE TS YL g 0, Cd 75 Y4850k 2.73,

*6 BNTIEESERARFIIMNER
Table 6 Evaluation results of single factor index method for
soil heavy metal pollution in Jinzhou City

B RE U 5 HOA9I% A
g WOKML BMI P AR
TPw) (P (Pa) gy B TEEE g

T oER Ey Ehp
As 13.86 0.24 0.78 87.63 1193 0.32 0.12 1237
Cd 27.59 0.44 2.73 751 4490 2217 25.42 92.49
Cr 9.71 0.37 1.14 4221 5213 4.66 1.00 57.79
Cu 6.92 0.06 1.02 53.61 45.02 1.20 0.16 46.39
Hg 2541 0.16 1.20 57.47 3478 442 3.33 42.53
Ni 5.94 0.33 1.05 63.61 30.32 4.8 1.89 36.39
Pb 8.34 0.45 1.17 2353 75.06 1.20 0.20 76.47
n 4.69 0.21 097 59.76 38.71 1.20 0.32 40.24
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HEE 4 A HAR R R /IME IR R Cd>Pb>Cr>Cu>Hg>Zn >
Ni>As, HH Cd By #PR K, 5% 92.49% ,Pb .Cr 1Y
PR FII KT 50%. Cd 175 YL T8 BOFHEAR R34 550K,
TR IX Cd 154005, IF HAA A R TS
Yo, A WEFEFR B O A R AR 2 R R S i R
Hige H R Cd bR ™ i) R a) R &
SR T Tl X 3 Cd AR B s XU 1 o 32 22 7%
TEVG YRR 2. He PR R 42.53%, bk Cd SMEETS
YeRE BT 7 F il f s, UEBRAESY X AR AR He MR
1Y ABLETE RIS s Ol AR, R L B
BT H Cd F1 He MbR, 522 E R & A fa oK
AR IR He ZER N HLIX — BLAFAE TS Y Ol
20 22 50—80 A, S AL Tolk HEjik He ik 265 t,
F 90 AR, Wi T2t b TR T8
TR, He AHERCR A B EREAL ). Ph 5%
FEE P IEAUR T Cd 1 He HAFRFSHTE S — A7,
ULEABHSE XA Pb TG R BN RETS O, (HJR V5 Ye s
J7. LT Ph Y FEORIEA A KR TIRE aEE
FERE I R ZE R SHEL ) A BRI S AL T
ML b XA ASURLAY) T E 4 8 T R A A T ST B
TR RS TASR Y P & it ). Cr. Cu,
Ni R EET5 YLK e, Cr A1 Cu 7592 AT RESR IR T i 1 £
BT, AR Cu A A AR (HARAE 1 Cu 5 8K
IR ARNE A K AR Y Sh 2 A Cr s
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AN V53, Zn A As AE7EJRFAE S5 e o, R
TG YA BT TET5 .
322 WS HEEEEEITEN

BT 5 YAR BT LATEA ST X A 4
JE TS YRR T N AR £R 5 PR E0 T LA S e 2490 4
FERSA AT YO AF9E X T 4R D 25
FEEUTE 0.60~19.81 Z (0], SEH4ME Ky 2.25, M H TS Yy
FR. AU 0.84% M 158 RT  H5E 40 T E AR 1
HERE S5 7.83% TS Yy R TS YL RN TR P YR
BT o5 A 43 91 A 55.98% . 18.03%F1 17.31% , 2 BAWTSE
XK HEBAFE S Z 3 T AFEREE 5. mE 1]
A, WESEIX P A 4 TS Y™ BORE S A AR R
PERR AN DB 4E | IRE A OO H Tl & SR iR X
DL IR DI YRZE R ACHRR . FE AR B 0 S 583 32 i
T8 A R R EER N T H R E S B Yk IR
—. BEEMEFFEFEEEMN HIEES B REE
JRPR BN T S AR R SR A T AL HE R R
KK &E K Cd.Cr.Cu.Pb Hg As ZFE 4 )& , M
TEAREN R Y ) SN T X Y AR TS
Yo SR AR A g ) KO (e

0 20 40 ki ﬁl
r |

BT BT e G o Y N LR S R RO 4 2R
Fig. 1 Distribution map of soil heavy metal pollution in Jinzhou
City by Nemerow multi-factor index method
1—% 4 (safe) ; 2— 7K (alert); 3—F 75 4% (mild pollution); 4—H
FE 352 (moderate pollution); S— V532 (heavy pollution)
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H BFFE BTN S5 R N3 7 PR, 8 FhEE 4 & 1)
Hi B FIEEE I N Cd>Pb>Cr>Hg>Cu>Ni>Zn>As. Cd
()3 REFEHCN 0.5, KB L3 Cd J& T8 RIS
KA, HoAth 4 oo REE B E RN T 0,
NICTGYLIRAS. K ZF| As .Cu Ni.Pb.Zn 75 4L 1 3
FE R R T 90% , AUA D E o3 FE AR AETS G
88.80% I i A Z 2| Cr 1544, 10.20% M FE 54 Cr 52
HEETG e Ay 1%k Cr P EE—sR V5 Y. 52 %) He
YRR, 12,419 R BTG gL, 2.219% R TS
P 1.04% 0 5 —SR TS Y, A 0.08%01) 1157 ]
e BE TCT5 Y%, AR He TEM 25 SR R ET5 3L, (A7
TE5 AR RLFE S IR g, BFSE XN Cd 15 e g Ay ™
#H, U 34.02%M L3R 23] Cd 1554 ,40.56% 1 F:
RO T  19% 8 RS Y I8 6.43% MR
Sy BTG Ye— R B TS e, T AR Y, R ER
i, Cd V5 Yef o, He 15 Y B I AR5 Z 00,

7 HNTLHESSEBRTIEHITINER

Table 7 Evaluation results of geoaccumulation index for soil
heavy metal pollution in Jinzhou City

R ST HE %
41

TR R R MR CRRIE WE RE BT

IR CE R Y R TV SRR CE S 1 R

As -1.00 9880 1.08 0.08 0 0.04 0 0

Cd 0.50 3402 4056 19.00 4.06 225 0.12 0

Cr -048 8880 1020 0.96 0.04 0 0 0

Cu -062 9373 6.10 012 0.04 0 0 0

Hg -060 8426 1241 221 080 024 0.08 0

Ni  -0.65 90.04 8.07 1.89 0 0 0 0
Pb  -039 9173 8.07 016 0.04 0 0 0
Zn  -071 9466 502 0.32 0 0 0 0

RS RARE LLHRr AR 6.

3.2.4 Hakanson &7 4 75X 4

W Hakanson $& H P87 AR S XU 48 202, 115
TN L3 4 Vs Y e AR S KU FR B, sk 8
FiRs.
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Table 8 Evaluation results of Hakanson potential ecological

risk index for soil heavy metals in Jinzhou City

o Bl FME B JRE ST L%

Bre)  (Bw)  (Bo) gy o 3% 4038 LR
As 13864 238 784 99.96 000 004 000 0.0
Cd 82778 13.06 8201 2462 4418 2309 526 2.85
Cr 1941 075 227 10000 000 000 000 0.00
Cu 3460 028 511 10000 000 000 000 0.0
Hg 101622 649 4804 5478 3715 602 137 068
Ni 2969 166 524 100.00 000 000 000 0.0
Pb 4171 227 586 9996 004 000 000 0.00
Zn 469 021 097 10000 000 000 000 0.0

BRINTIT A3 8 Fh 4 & o ZIEBAE RS FE EOE 2 (E
Cd>Hg>As>Pb>Ni>Cu>Cr>Zn. Cd Fl Hg fA7E B A
AR : -4 Cd B8 TRk op 45 o AR SR AR R 1A
JE B B R 24.62% (44.18% .23.09% (5.26% F
2.85%; L3 He J& TR 4F (5 AR5 A 58 1Y
FE S 40 Bk 54.78% 37.15% .6.02% 1.37% Al
0.68%. W 2 Fr 7w, Cd 5 —H% 558 155 76 A= 25 XU X35,
B oA, EEAE AR T AL B RRX L
DX BT DX R e g T, AR 5 — e 5 A 25 UG DX 3k 40 A 7

PR, B ZEFEH—M0. Hg U R E—Nm A S XU
DI R oA, AR A A5 A B . 3
Cd F1 Hg 75 432 N W sE W00 7 5, 3R X T sl s
2 A5l M A, Tl &k, Kt iTs Je i He ik s +
e, AT Cd A He ks, HAbE 4R R
T A A JRUBS: . 9 XA d Jm 3 R i A2 ) A
IR BRI A ARG AL, Ph 53 P 258 W 7 AR 25 XU
TR,

GAITA 8 M ESE TR ESE S HIEESRN
ZEAVREAE A RBSFEE(RD) , BF5E X T A FE A5 A RIAE
Tl 43.89~1852.53, - ¥{E Jy 157.34, 2544
RS, A 19%FE 58 FAR SR A SRR, 8 Tk Hh & f
BRTHAE S XU BT o5 L1 3 00 5% 27 %0 6%, KA
DX B DX BT DX T H O DX A i A 2 UG, i
TP R DX AR s A S XU DX (1] 3). s s i
B E AR SR FEE 48 Cd fl He, E4 BT
YATh T MR B,

325 BIEMAZEERMNTIESESEFMEAME
S

XF H I T B R 5 AR B B 4 e R TS Y AN
Tk, 8 ME A B ICE MG RS H A AR S
B A5 4—E LA Cd Hg . Cr M), 2K FH B IR 175 e
feEkt, R F] Cd 5 TS Y, He F1 Cr
RIS  H BRRIS BOE RN L Cd R RIS Y,

I 2 A0 ki

b -

(IR SE

Cd

Hg

B2 #M T LG8 Cd . Hg WEAE AR A KU 43 71 15

Fig. 2 Potential ecological risk distribution map of soil heavy metals Cd and Hg in Jinzhou City
1—52f#(slight) ; 2—1%% (moderate) ; 3—3% (strong) ; 4—FR5#R (very strong) ; 5—H% 3% (extremely strong)
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K3 BT 2 S T e A S XU A ]
Fig. 3 Comprehensive potential ecological risk distribution map

of soil heavy metals in Jinzhou City

1—% slight); 2—H% (moderate ) ; 3—( strong); 4—Ri# (very strong)

Hg F1 Cr M Jois 3. 434 R A a] B 258 X Cr 1 He
LR EEE TS, HIE RS TER T ik
P A b BAFREOTAN R JCT5 Gk Tk HE 4R
TEAE A SRS HE BB AE 3 T 4 @ V5 e fa ), Cd 119
TR A 25 KU 3k 2] 5 JXUBS: /K SF , He & T H 487K, Cr
HETESE 7 A RWOKE-. A R B, F2 852 35 g
YIEE e N ZR B R, Cd A He 8975 YL i 80
It H Bk R B, R H A 3 AT e AR S XU, 1T
Cr OB M 1 2R B AR, A A RS A /N 2 3 iy vk
Big P T IR S RS, AR MIE A
FEVEN DI B4 R c RIS R, nRA A TG
PARBOL s AT LA 2 [ BT AU, A A B AR
N7, DUIAT SR FH b SRR 50 R DR P A S XU g
k.

5T IX 1 e 4 Jm 15 YRR A P 2R B i5 Gy
FEE01J R Hakanson Z5 G 7EAE S XU F8E0% , 1531 T
ARIRTEM SR, WP ZR G 15 Y8 B0 h &8s
g WA RIS TR BOL TN A i AR A S XU, IF H AR
HP T G DX SR AL T A 5 X PG o 3 A e 2 0 T PR A
DS TR A PR BRI T 1308 8 4w 15 YR

1) WX AR R R SR 2R HKR. Cd Al

Cr i A 3 T 748 14889 54(H , Cu . Hg \Ni
A Pb Frigm T T8 R 5. bR Zn 1 As A1, 3L
b H 4 35 32 BAS IR R B ()5 .

2) WHFEIX N 1 4 R B R TS Y48 41 Cd>He>
Pb>Cr>Ni>Cu>Zn>As, Cd J& T HET5 YK, JEHE
bR K, 58] 92.49%. Hg Pb.Cr Ni Fl Cu NHLFETS
YK, HHERZH] Zn M As 15 5L, b BEUEEOGLE R
B, Cd J& T TS JekF AR 34.02% 1) 3R 52
F Cd V5, HoAth T 48 A TCT5 Y. WS 255 15 5K
BIE R 225, 4bF P BTG Y SR 0 RS Y TS e
FIVER BT Y S BT o LB 43 00 R 55.98% . 18.03% Fil
17.31% , 58X KRERIrFE 3832 3 7 A R AR FE B9 s
Yu VoY A XA TN B A YRR RO L
TV TS S DX LA R i DX 3

3) & HE4JEITE Hakanson JE7EXSFE SN Cd>
Hg>As>Ph>Ni>Cu>Cr>Zn, Cd FTEETE A2 25 XU 15 3] 53R
RS 7K, He BT AE A 25 XU 38 3] Hh 45 XU K,
T FE 48 24 A R R e AR S KUK . 28 B0 XU 48 4L
T P LR AW T KU O34 157.34, 4bF
H A AR S XU . i A A5 AR 5 5 P S RN
AU BT o HE A1 53 R 1% 5% 27 %F1 67%.

4) Cd 2 FEWF X L35 Yedy ETEWT R, H
UIEH LR He, WHFIE X D 255 18 B S5 I 7E
A SRR B TTRRAER , I AZONR TS YR S A 78
IR B FE.
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