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Fig.1 Geological background and sampling point map
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Table 1 Element geochemical characteristics in different sampling layers and size fractions
JLE JENLRLZR o INc] w/MHE A KL FEE Ryt HERK
TS10 5470 412 1620 1640.5 178811 2.52
TS20 5480 397 1650 1678.6 182968 2.58
Mo SS10 5880 337 1640 1645.9 179401 2.53
SS20 5740 355 1660 1695.6 184823 2.61
TS10 298 16.4 103 95.78 10440 3.22
TS20 304 16.5 105 95.56 10416 3.22
Cu SS10 295 16.5 98.5 94.57 10308 3.18
SS20 301 17.8 102 95.52 10411 3.22
TS10 68.3 20.3 425 42.85 4670 1.48
TS20 93.1 23.2 43.7 44.25 4824 1.53
o SS10 71.4 18.1 40.6 41.33 4505 1.43
SS20 73.5 17.2 41.7 42.32 4613 1.46
TS10 215 83.9 144 140.3 15297 2.82
TS20 224 82.3 145 140.9 15361 2.83
o SS10 195 83 139 136.3 14858 2.74
SS20 197 82.1 140 137.0 14934 2.75
TS10 389 104 183 189.0 20598 2.56
TS20 388 98.2 179 182.5 19895 2.48
cr SS10 517 99.8 180 192.2 20949 2.61
SS20 467 96.8 176 185.0 20166 2.51
TS10 219 31.6 71.6 73.73 8036 2.37
) TS20 223 32.1 69.0 72.58 7911 2.33
N SS10 212 28.8 67.3 73.48 8009 2.36
SS20 230 31.6 68.7 73.45 8007 2.36
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JLEH JERLR 2 &R &ME Az £ P syl EE 33
TS10 20.8 0.21 1.57 2.02 220.4 26.9
TS20 19.4 0.18 1.58 1.96 214.0 26.1
cd SS10 21.2 0.13 1.46 1.90 206.6 253
SS20 20.4 0.17 1.36 1.90 207.2 253
TS10 9.13 0.85 2.53 2.99 325.8 4.98
TS20 8.24 0.81 2.47 297 324.0 4.95
Mo SS10 9.33 0.71 2.47 2.98 324.8 4.97
SS20 10.8 0.82 2.44 3.03 330.4 5.05
TS10 27.8 2.66 12.6 13.56 1478 1.46
TS20 29.3 3.09 12.6 13.38 1459 1.44
As SS10 29.9 2.33 11.9 13.40 1460 1.44
SS20 29.7 2.46 12.5 13.11 1428 1.41
TS10 3.33 0.32 1.33 1.33 145.1 1.18
TS20 3.59 0.36 1.35 1.33 144.7 1.18
s SS10 3.59 0.33 1.32 1.35 147.3 1.19
SS20 3.49 0.29 1.32 1.33 145 1.18
TS10 0.48 0.04 0.19 0.20 21.5 5.06
TS20 0.52 0.02 0.2 0.20 22 5.06
He SS10 0.55 0.03 0.19 0.21 22.5 5.32
SS20 0.51 0.02 0.2 0.20 22.3 5.06
TS10 615 138 288 298.3 32517 322
TS20 600 134 281 294.7 32126 3.18
M SS10 818 137 281 301.1 32822 3.25
SS20 772 142 278 299.3 32620 3.23
TS10 343 0.55 1.44 1.55 168.7 19.0
TS20 4.53 0.56 1.46 1.57 171.6 19.3
5¢ SS10 3.86 0.41 1.33 1.44 157.1 17.7
SS20 4.08 0.45 1.45 1.53 167 18.8
TS10 5740 291 559 814.3 88753 3.19
TS20 5730 239 554 797.3 86909 3.13
F SS10 6250 276 559 810.0 88287 3.18
SS20 5980 272 570 772.6 84214 3.03
TS10 2600 110 540 607.8 66249 4.05
TS20 3700 160 550 647.0 70519 431
S SS10 2800 97 530 589.2 64225 3.93
SS20 3100 81 532 579.5 63165 3.86
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Table 2 Pollution Load Index from different sampling layers
and size fractions

JEAE L R TS10 TS20 SS10 SS20

PLI; 3.16 3.17 3.09 3.10
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Table 3 Significant test between different size fractions in topsoil
JLE As Cd Cr Cu F Hg Mn Mo
TS105TS20 0.015%* 0.538 0.000* 0.728 0.245 0.054 0.000* 0.011*
JLER Ni Pb S Sb Se \% Zn
TS105TS20 0.087 0.000* 0.024* 0.944 0.155 0.000* 0.033*
e RPHHE0.05 K TINAFTE BE M7 7
x4 TREBEIPARNEETREZHRNESR
Table 4 Significant test between different size fractions in subsoil
JLH As cd Cr Cu F Hg Mn Mo
SS1058820 0.835 0.365 0.000* 0.084 0.946 0.264 0.000* 1.000
JLR Ni Pb S Sb Se \Y Zn
SS105SS20 0.025* 0.000* 0.733 0.107 0.000* 0.001* 0.227

e RAHE0.05 K I AFAE B F M7 7

HATHE S e s Ak, HAFAE A 22 5+ (o0
R, RN R )2 S RO U i 23 0 AT
W70, SRy, Bonsdla B A2 s mk
FUANRPREZ 2 18] ) TC 3R BEAA I AR A 22 57 o

P AL S 50 A B KMO 4t T ) 56

Bartlett’s BRJEALES, 7G4 R 50 BET%r
AR 1, 3T DUAS BT, P Roki g R 7
MG R LT s M E . DU 79 FL. F2 A
T HA B SRR, AR T %X g 3 2t
TG ZE HhERAL A

x5 SKHHIREETFOHHE

Table 5 Principal component analysis of experiment data
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Fig.3 Maps of F1&F2 factor score in different size fractions

Cu Fl Mo 7E R RS h 25 ) Bl bk g, 1) FiE
%, BIMXLI e 20 w8 T W ER)Z L.

TEAN[RVRL 2 () 0 3= 53 A B¢ AE A A — 58 22 5%
X ] R 5 0 R RAE PP AR T AR TG R
HERA 22 A G . BRIGIGER Cry Niv V 254k
TR MR, v e 5% T R RAET Pt
HALBE #5845 9% 11 Pbs Mo. Cu. Mn. Zn.
Cd %525t 2 FBRAF . R, TR
SRR B s, LT P R A
K, B WAL, W) T A e s qn ks g wr
ANWFFE R, fERAEREE L F, Cu. Pby
Mn. Mo. Zn %5705 MHDRL - 58 2 4k 35 =
SRS BT, T As. Sb E B TR A
BeRE iy, X RN, AN k.
KM% I8 Cus Mn. Pb. Zn. Cd. Mo ZEo0 %
100 1) 43 A T -0.85 mm AH X 4 1 L, As.
Sb. Cr. Ni. V 5570 % i [n] 53 4ii T°-2.00 mm AH X}
BRI
42 EHEBAARRAE

ARG KK, AEITCEEANFZEM . AW
gty tagrh s R SR IEAA R B 22, R
FEJZAL O E « FF S RE b £ 0 2 1 18 6 A2 2R AT
WX LSS e PR I e AT A0 SRR T4, G
(2 M DG 38 21 P 3R A A BB AT 8 A IR % WL T o
M. It TR E R e e AL, 4

FOLF AL AV R R A EA S R, R
RE P IL - 3 0 30 B 1A SR R S AR AL 1) J2 A el T A
HNRE SRR RAL, SRS CR AR, 3
1% EE 23 At 70 3 AR B JEA AN [RDRE A 1) 20 A T 5K
ZESE, JUERAE SRR AT A 1 Al RE 4
S iz X R R R A AT O, g
TG 3R 21 M6 1) 43 AT RRE 2l SO I Sk B 1 %
R o

NIFERRRA" X 2 AT LR DR Sy
m o I H A2 2SN S B m W s, LB A R
EARRFIE . A U At XA BT AN F . AT
HERRORSE, WERXAR)Z LG RF L
P L S IR - 8 5 SN S e B NS R . RIS
RJE MR T R TAER T . Mot
RS, ZIUHE MR A PE FORTR L)
BAL AR AF ISR SE M, WETUIX A B RS Qe
1 = ZE R AL S oA AR 3

5 %

(1) ANREALZ 8] 63 B SR ik HAT 2% 22
Sk, RFRE AL W03 M SRR A 2
Pz, WX N RZ B E e B
SEREIE, HE ST O S Ik - 88 52 M S G B
(I SEAFAE .

(2) FF b il # 2 AE FE MG 3 o0 A 22 52 11



+ 120 -

s o3l

2022 4

BN ZR, 93 A1 XA 30 A0 1R A 20 A 2 3 W A
ANTERE g rh oo 2 BA A R RG22 AT, R i
WX 5 JL R A 1R 2 ik oo 21 A A (e R 4 3 b B
A S B S 1R A 6 )

(3) M3l X g ys ge il R ok, 9
izt X AR TR I S H I, AR
A SR DX 3B B R e R SR A R E
(0~10cm) , FEan & K2R -2.00 mm.

%2 Sk :

(1] A, FITALL, 35 )5 B, A5, 1 BB TF R Hh I3RS
F5RII A =LEFH, 2001(4):23-27.

GAO D Z, ZHOU K C, FENG Q M, et al. Environmental
pollution and harness of exploitating pyrite in South
Sichuan[J]. Multipurpose Utilization of Mineral Resources,
2001(4):23-27.

(2] 5K, PERAG. NI BGRERY RH 1 L E S 28 & H
FHD 077255 FH, 2006(5):21-24.

ZHANG Y, HONG B X. Technological properties and
comprehensive utilization of the pyrite tailings in South
Sichan[J]. Multipurpose Utilization of Mineral Resources,
2006(5):21-24.

[3] XS, ME2E, B o, A, BEDUD” DX MY 5 g g AL
FAMEWRA SRR ] L85 R, 2021(4):1-9.
DENG M, CHENG R, SHU R B, et al. Exploration of
chemical-microbial combined remediation technology for
typical heavy metals-contaminated soils in Panxi Mining
Region[J]. Multipurpose Utilization of Mineral Resources,
2021(4):1-9.

(4] HHHR AR, 5KE W], 2o, PG LR B gk ) B 6
LI A = 2R G FH, 2019(1):119-122.

RAN Y H, ZHANG Z M, LI Q. Experimental study on the
recovery of pyrite from tailings in Western Yunnan[J].
Multipurpose Utilization of Mineral Resources, 2019(1):119-
122.

(5] 2=, FUK. 2 G B i e ™ L3375 Qe vi i e 2r 5 A
WS LI]. A7 255 A, 2021(4):36-40.

LI R J, ZHOU B. Study on soil pollution evaluation and
multipurpose utilization of copper tailings in Tongling,
Anhui[J]. Multipurpose Utilization of Mineral Resources,
2021(4):36-40.

[6] ZAEE. I 5 BIX 3w G 8 LA 0 A1 5 v et

FULL LA R, 2022(1):116-120,163.
LI J F. Study on distribution of heavy metals in soil and
concentrated pollution in coal mine reclamation area[J].
Multipurpose Utilization of Mineral Resources, 2022(1):116-
120,163.
(7] IR, 5KAT 5, AR50 WY 11 220 b 357 v
T LR A BT (D], HuBR S FREE, 2013, 41(1):77-81
HOU Y B, ZHANG X B, LI H. Research on soil heterogeneous
characteristics and soil conservative model for Karst dolomite
slope land[J]. Earth and Environment, 2013, 41(1):77-81.
[8] TR AR JE T4 Ak -y B S5 08 S0 1 b 2 A 3R 58 1
Pr——BAEG PR X . NI B [D]. ST 5T MRS,
2009.
ZHANG C D. Evaluation of karst mountain ecological
environment based on physical properties of lime soil[D].
Guizhou: Guizhou University, 2009.
[9] Bavec S, Gosar M, Biester H, et al. Geochemical
investigation of mercury and other elements in urban soil of
Idrija (Slovenia)[J]. Journal of Geochemical Exploration, 2015,
154:213-223.
[10] Xiangdong L, Chi-sun P, Pui S L. Heavy metal
contamination of urban soils and street dusts in Hong Kong[J].
Applied Geochemistry, 2001, 16(11).
[11] Kelly J, Thornton I, Simpson P R. Urban Geochemistry: a
study of the influence of anthropogenic activity on the heavy
metal content of soils in traditionally industrial and non-
industrial areas of Britain[J]. Applied Geochemistry, 1996,
11(1):363-370.
[12] #5008, U2, 5K BIL, 45, N HIVS B it 45 0L VE A
BB A X VTR RO b 1 e s (7). DY oA 35,
2004, 23(3):64-67.
XU Z Q, NI S J, ZHANG C J, et al. Assessment on heavy
metals in the sediments of Jinsha River in Panzhihua Area by
pollution load index[J]. Sichuan Environment, 2004, 23(3):64-
67.
[13] A BES, SR AR, Jy4eis . o N ol g 0 22 - 1 — iy 2
B A DXV AR g b B A K [T, b T AR
2010, 29(11):1712-1720.
DIAO L P, HAN R S, FANG W X. Experiment of soil
geochemical survey of valley in the Pu’an-Qinglong antimony-
gold exploration area, southwestern Guizhou, China[J].
Geological Bulletin of China, 2010, 29(11):1712-1720.

(T# % 147 1)


https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gexplo.2014.10.011
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gexplo.2014.10.011
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2001.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2006.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2021.04.006
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gexplo.2014.10.011
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-6532.2022.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gexplo.2014.10.011
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-3644.2004.03.019
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2552.2010.11.014

	1 研究区概况
	2 实验方法与样品分析
	3 实验结果
	3.1 元素富集程度特征差异
	3.2 不同层位之间元素富集程度差异
	3.2.1 污染负荷指数计算
	3.2.2 Q型聚类分析

	3.3 不同粒级之间元素分布形式差异
	3.3.1 显著性差异检验
	3.3.2 因子分析与因子得分


	4 讨　论
	4.1 元素地球化学性质
	4.2 取样层位和粒级确定

	5 结　论

