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Quality Evaluation of Dome-controlled Geothermal Fluid
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Abstract: Geothermal fluid is one of the main geothermal resources. Quality evaluation is vital for the exploittion
and utilization of geothermal fluid. Therefore, this study evaluated the quality of 17 samples in the vault area of
Wugongshan in Jiangxi province based on the corresponding criteria. The evaluation included medical
geothermal water evaluation, natural mineral water evaluation, agricultural irrigation water evaluation, fishery
water evaluation, corrosion and scaling trend evaluation. Results showed that 82% of samples reached the
standard of medical geothermal water, and the main elements were fluorine and silicon; 18% of samples reached
the standard of natural mineral water with metasilic acid. The samples suitable for agricultural irrigation
accounted for 82%, and the tail water temperature should be lower than 35°C after step utilization; samples
suitable for fisheries accounted for 76%; and all samples had no corrosion and scaling tendency. Groundwater
quality evaluation results showed that 6% of samples was class I, suitable for various uses; 18% of samples
belongs to class III, which is mainly suitable for centralized drinking water sources and industrial and agricultural
water; 76% of samples is class IV, which can be used for drinking water after proper treatment except for
agricultural and some industrial water. The results of this study can provide effective reference for the
exploitation and utilization of geothermal fluid resources in this area.
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M BUIERSE: 5 P AL s B AR T VA 81
HBPROKOR S B R R OR BRI, OB XIBLAE, 2020; SR AR, 2022) 0 4R1, 2 X HPOK B

W ETR TR . EAAME S ERNRA
XK, R E AT IZ (S, 2001; F 5t 2 4%,
2017). [AIAS, HFRAK A S —Ff [ P S A AR T
Wik B Zometk e avi, MUTHT AR,
HER UL A, 1T H b EROKE S AR 55 R
PRALEA Sy . TS R ITER L ARG K
S TC RS KR, 2 BAT — i BT
(Cerén et al., 2000; F 5t¥4%, 2000; Baradacs et al.,
2001; & FF, 2020), i, HPOKEAT 2T & H
TURWE . SR . KRR T 1 (ISR, 2006) .

ORI K R 2210 75 0 K AT 4 B I,
FEARHEC H AT 5 b S5 ) A5 TS )(GB 11615—2010)
SRR DA v Ko LA AR S TR, DA S M PRk A
57 ) 0OR H Al & AR (S B, 2017, X EE A,
2020) . 38 1 HbFRIK Y A TN RIS Dk S5 35 PR A
AT Sy st BRI A ) AR R AR B (Ph R R 4,
2018),

R kAT LR KA S T, B
BRI B 15 BB 7 880 DA R S TR T i W S R
PR TE R WA S Sh 3 T RSk e it
4, 2022), UL, Tl X s 2 s, W
bR T7 L A | YT SR (3 424, 2016,

TACH B I8R5 38 4 1o A WA, oo A 40 A O
PRUETT E PR AR BTN o S itl, A URBIFFE i %
PRI 114 X 22 Ak iy PR OK K BT e A IS, AR
HRROK A HTRE | IR | SRR T TR, S ER
X Lt DX b B 9 ) O 6 R PSR B ) S HE

1 MB5ET 5

1.1 HREXHER

W XA TR EVL A SN, 25 Lkl R
il —F(E113°57'—114°28'; N27°18'—27°46"), K
ARy A A R a5 R A I . X IX & T 2 40
. ZO B E KA EE S, WREERE, U
e W2y (& 1), REWT R IEAL AR 1 Fidk
PG ], PR 2SS0 b B A AR, B IR K
POREEE . Wik, ZXEH L, DR RIR
MoK

ULk, W X b B 2 XU, IR A
s SRR, Horp, AR XBERT AR 292 1 700 mm,
SEZE R YR 1 300 mm, PRI 15 C, F
IR BE 29k 82% . 1 XK IR LA K BEAK AN Ny
F, WFRAKZ R KR, N K ELEE TS
TR | R EKZ

El1 #MREMEERSHAFME

Fig. 1 Geological background and location of geothermal wells in the study area
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1.2 #HEIXESMWRAFE A RERN, SH—EEMT Yk, METE

AU H AR BT IEM R 16 A EIK K
FE L2 ANHETR AKOKEE | 2 AR KK EEFRT 1SR KK
FEEL 1), 20 5EAT T B8 D03 R S5 36 28 7K it 42 43
Frimial, e, BN EE bR A KR . pH . B fFE
SLEAR(TDS) . HL S5 AR AR LA, 439 R
SX-620 2, pH 11(£0.01pH; +£0.1°C) . SX-630 %I
£ ORP (21 mV). SX-650 HBIZER L G4/ fH
R/TDS/ER BT (£1.0%FS) M . 5256 2 M KA R
FAER RO R IR . o, #EEm I

AL I SRAE ) P A €8 BB I S S AR Bk R 375

.M. BE. SRS R o R IR A AR
SRS ER PR ) Hofth g I A FH R 2 B
FeRHAE . S0 % Ao B e An B E B R (b D)
AR FII, AT T iR R (KT 65 Fle 2 1Y
D L B A S5 8 IR IS L ) (HT 700—2014)
CARB @AM E 95 KR 4 % ok BF )
(HJ 535-2009),  CHb 57 5% 5 2 ) 2 5 2 48 AN
i) (DZ/T 0130-2006) K% HEIATA MM E K . 11k
FRifE o FETF KRR B G R0 7K 5 42 40 5, ARk
b FR A T PP AN 1 BT A KPR L AR R SR
WSRIKPEM AW FEWE F AR | eolk FH K BEAA
Bl R IR R AR
1.3 FMmAE
1.3.1  #TKARIENFE

H R FAOK Y BT LR D BB TE TR SR B LY
25 CLL R, IEEA — &Ny WS
DL CCHl AT Y5 1 S5 A5 BYE ) (GB 11615-2010) 5%
E “HYF I AOKTIbRIE” R (R 1), XEEE
B FRTT HA KK TR HEAE PP, I XT IA A5 9 $4

oA AL oy, AE— 0 X AR A2 15 Y I SR BT Bl 4 it
WS YK, FERE RO, HAb2E R . Wik
K I S B AR TR AR AL TR I3 290 B AR R
AR CE MR EZRME KRG RIK)
(GB 8537—2018) >y 4 i X WF 5% [X. P Hh $4 K 2E 47
W GGE 2).

T B R K B K B AR R (AR
FEWE K AR UE ) (GB 5084—2021), Z bR E 1
K. HhLOMRL L BT B BE. ISR TREX
PR R B8N TR R B . SR A I K
FRUfE ) (GB 5084—2021)4 Ml 7 8% FH 7K A 2 il 152 H A
B fRPE SER(TDS) . Sk . BRERER . AN R LE
(SAR). Wi, K sfb 4, HEWEFH KK B4 9 nk 3
Fis o AN, ol KK B EM AR HES IR (il
JKEARYE ) (GB11607-89)H I KN 25 (3 4).
1.3.2 BTN GE

b K P S BOK G ad Hfk F A 4y L IR
FE W T A £ S I MR AR
S 7REER, Hod s HOK A1k 2F 410t 42 8 MR I
PR OCEEVE o M P BBV Y S A B L 25
B2 IS O R, Y Ok s T
25%% 7 M1 H A EEE, SR B H (Larson) i Tl 35
BTN A, B (Larson) 550 5 N
CI+SOs4
L|=ALK (1)

Ao LI R ARG C oy Sk ek itk ik
J#(mg/L); SO4 MHLIRER W B (mg/L); ALK ke i
(mg/L); DA =WPIE Y51 CaCOs(mg/L)FRIN o
HFOKFE LI R ph AR, i, L1<0.5 S JC)i ik

KIHATHAT 4 o PEZK; 0.5<LI<3.0 NEEFUEMPEK; 3.0<LI<10 K
R RIRT A E 48 N R IR AL B 2R rR A I U K LI=10 SR 5 g ilu K o
=1 BT IRE KK RARAE
Table 1 Water quality standard of physiotherapy hot mineral water
B BT M A e B WK e 4 K e &S
Ak 250 250 1 000 Tz K
JER XA 1 1 2 i E K
£ 1 2 2 Rk
R 5 5 25 K
it 1 1 5 fift K
£ 10 10 10 £k
10 10 10 Rk
# 1 1 5 iiPIN
il 5 5 5 VIS
i B 2 1.2 5 50 K
ik 12 25 25 50 TEK
%&/(Bg/L) 37 47.14 129.5 &k
i /°C =34 K
VS Fff P T <1 000 K

T AR (HE PR IR BRI A HRIE ) (GB 11615—2010)Ff 5 E “FLS7F#E /KK BibRifE” , Bk mg/L,
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Table 2 Standards of natural mineral water for drinking
FRFE AR [{E S g 15 Y e bR
it H Eists it H Eiston it H &5 it H Bt
#/(mg/L) > 0.20  fifi/((mg/L)  0.05 MWRRE: (UL B 31)/(mg/L) 5 15 % W3 /(mg/L) 0.002
£8/(mg/L) > 0.20  %b/(mg/L)  0.005 AL (LA Fit)/(mg/L) 1.5 FH AP /(mg/L) 0.010
£%/(mg/L) > 020  fil/(mg/L) 1.0 FAE RO 0,i1H)/(mg/L) 2.0 TE Al B2 Eh/(mg/L) 0.1
P EfR/(mg/L) > 25.0 #l/(mg/L)y 0.7 LB (LR BT/ (mg/L)  0.002 BB B PE/(Bg/L) 1.50
fili/(mg/L) > 0.01 8 /(mg/L) 0.05 FAL(EL CNiH)/(mg/L)  0.010 Wi /(mg/L) 0.05
e Es A bik/(mg/L) > 250 fi/(mg/L) 0.4 ¥/ (mg/L) 0.05 FHE & ks /(mg/L) 0.3
A B E R/ (mg/L) > 1000 B/mg/L)  0.02  BIEFEREREA/(ng/L) 0.3 (BGRET
H/(mg/L)  0.05 2°Ra HUFE/(B/L) 1.1 WA 5
TRIRER oo -
0.01 KB /(Bg/L) 1.50 K I AFH /(MPN/100 mL) 0
/(mg/L)
FEBEERTH/(CFU/250 mL) 0
H SR A5 BT /(CFU/250 mL) 0

PR JEREAR T /(CFU/50 mL) 0

T FRISAR AT — I (E— L R)FRARAT 5 BRARARAR . 15 R RS LR B AR 35 1L/ T LA

®3 EBRRKKEITFN DR

Table 3 Classification of irrigation water quality evaluation

OISR i IS — B = W2z
(U) (In) (1Im) Iv) W) (VD
T 1 3 10 15 20 25
T B A (TDS) 175 500 1500 2 000 5000 7 000
Rty 150 250 450 750 1 000 1500
T R £k 150 250 450 750 1 000 1500
il 0.75 2 4 10 12 15
F B HE(SAR) 2 4 6 9 15 20
H: BARLA mg/L.
F 4 N RAKKREMNFRE
Table 4 Water quality evaluation standards for fishery water
S SRR i IES — B #= W2
O (ID (Im av) ™ (VD
ALY 1 2 5 9 12 15
Bifk 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.5 1.0 >1.0
73 0.015 0.05 0.07 0.1 0.2 0.3
i 0.05 0.1 0.3 0.5 1.3 2.3
XK 0.000 1 0.000 2 0.000 5 0.000 6 0.000 8 0.001
T BN mg/L,
MR AT CIZ S A oS w8 1.3.3 ZREFENFE
25%, —MWEANEESR P IR B AT R . MKHE (e (1B B2 E5 35

T 5 - ST ) A BLTE ) (GB/T11615—2010), 1] 1
Tl b B i R H K Sfe Ay o b KO T i 14 S
TP o R T KRR K 1 S Tl R o3 R A K (2)

ASNE) 2 g 8
K =1.008x(rH" + rAI" +rFe” +rMg* -rHCO; -rCO) (2)
K, =1.008x(rMg*" —rHCO;) 3)

Kb r FRE TSR T 25 Y 518G 5
PR K> 0, FROAEBIEK; Bk FRE Ke<0, JF
H. Ki+0.050 3Ca*" >0, B iikak; i 2%
Ki<0, JFH K+0.050 3Ca*" <0, BRI iEK;
A rh, Ca” W T & B (mg/L);

SR IR S 45 1 2N R AT pH (H. K.
MR S EAEER VRS . O TR IRES 45 3R 1) [l &, A
&I FE FOR AW AR e, HETHh AR S
rh s SR T B T 24 AR BRI, kT

Rl =2pH, —pH, 4)

A pH B 5 pH (R T ILER, K
AR R £ L 2 DU I R); pHL S8 pH {H. o,
pH, BT

pH, =—log([Ca”" ])~log([ALK]) +K_  (5)

K [Ca™ ] B T BEE R W, [ALK] N

HCO; BB R Ko A H B, A dE A 5l
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A OCHTAE  BORNTS B R B 5 2w B, LM AT AR
7AiM 2 e o D
T RI BB R 5 2535 B AP AR i L2 5.

Q)R A5 Y5

i R 85 i 3 B2 L K 3 iR £ (CaSO4-2H,0) 1)
TEARVINE . 7R . AREARBL T NF 100 C), #i
TR PR R A5 B T BURB UK BR IR S AT R, —
IR BREG UTIE o 52 WA A R A5 U AR 1) =2 2 PR 3 kTl
JEE IR R T 00 ek o A A v A R 5 A
A PR AN SR AR AR A BE (RS, IHHRARK
W

R.S =log(Ca’")+1og(SO; )—logk (6)

X Ca¥ ol Ca¥ B T B IE (mg/L); SOL K
SO; B T HIHJE (mg/L); k S5 TR MUK oh S B2 4
A R E L, ATAEAR G B2 logk fE(K 3).
2 R.S<0 i}, J& CaSO,2H,0 Y if; 24 R.S>0 i,
A A J CaS0,-2H,0 i o

2 GR5HR®

2.1 IKALZFARE
KT R A5 RSk 6 FrR, FIBHE 7
S5 43 B K ARG I 2% SR YAk bR . R &7 R 81 44 1k

&S RE R FETRERGEIRAE B AT
Table 5 Criteria for judging carbonate scaling
trend according to RI

RI Ry <R
(0, 4.0) '
[4.0, 5.0) JUEE
[5.0, 6.0) Hh &5
[6.0, 7.0) B
[7.0, +eo) ANEEYR
6000
4000
3000 32
2000 40
26 5
1000 60
800 2.4
600 L,
22 w
—~ 80 =
= 400 L
£ 300 v 20 90 N
< = 100 &
';:j 200 B 110 51
Al 120 [
100 16 =
%0 140 7
14
60 160
40 12 180
30 1.1 200
20
10

2 HHENTF 6g/LBTH K, B
Fig. 2 Constant K, for total solids less than 6 g/L

X XK AT T r et . R EIR, X
HHAOK A 7K AL 24257 F2 2 HCO,-Na B, 843 b 3k
7K R HCO;5-Ca BI(Fh#E ) FT SO,-Na 7 (il 17 Hh 4
-2), R I/K EE ok HCOs-Ca BY  H T Fir bt [X 3
JETRE A | bt B B R K SC ML A A 22 5, b ROKOK
B2 A AR R, o, 3R MoK K Ak 2%
25 %1° HCO5-Na -+ Ca fil HCO;-Ca + Na AUk, dnjt
TEHIER-2 0 =V . 7 el i-1 . 32 b RN
ROV P P, IS i PR I i A R AR 2
40~140 mg/L, H#EMJEZERZH T KRG =M. It
HNEAT A X H UK LT HCO; + SO4-Na Bk
RVLHLE | B IR I SE) . HCO; - SO4-Na - Ca Y
KO % A1 0 7 e i H #3045 ) A
SO, + HCOs-Na(fi 7 #4-2) Bk, 1 28 3t 0K 75
PE R EARZ N 80~250 mg/L, HEM 2 f T Hb#OUK ]
izl firh H,S 1A LR, i1 oK
SO MRS i . Piper — 2k [ R FE /R L T BIF5E X /K it
R 2SR 4), B S HOKEE SR,
B0 5 5 KK A 1 o0 b K S R 8K, AnaR L
MR K BIA WK IR K, KBRS
HCO;-Ca %

W X & B S R TR 40005, 2016; 4
IRAF, 2022) XNFIGE AR A A, Sl 2 Y
Wiy, 520 3 TSl 1 R00 A K 5 1 T i 1 B 284
Gk FE 24, 2022) EAR, XK KRS T
30~60 C(F£ 6), HILAFFT X MoK E IR B
IR DRIy 2245 78 b PAOK

62 F

5.9 N
5000*10%7"

58k Dg
4000X]0—,,TDS

571

5.6

logk, /10 °

5.5

70 I 9;) l lIIO I 13I0 I lSIO 17I0 I l‘I)O
WLEE/F (e 51 7/°F=32+9 X (1/°C)/5)
B3 ok CaSO,2H,0 WEMRETR
Fig. 3 Solubility product of CaSO4-2H,0 in
geothermal water

5.0




—3

b
=
i
48

s P R B A

85

2.2 HuEOK FIEIEM
2.2.1 IBTEE KIFEM

WF 5% DX AT b, BT SR R i RORD
TTHL A KRR T 25 °C, Rk 5 BT G K s
HE o 14 Ab b PAoKGE B ET7 0 K AR v, 5 L 82%,
FLIRPR IR N FOREE (R 7)o, FRVLHLHER
Tp il -3 0 07 e il b -4 SR R R
WAT 2 m/L, HAWEERR S /KT 50 mg/L, ¥k
Pl AW, M oMK . UK . Ay 0K

i ik R 38 3K BN A K MR, 6 Ak ik B Ay 4 W
FHBAT MK B, 3 Ab IR B Ay A W E . IEAE,
AR UL ML FOK b B &S B B 9T M MR
B

T 1 AR & AN AR 75 M R e R 2 — (AR
&, 2010), HbFRK w2 BRI Ak R ELAA R A R
THIR IR A PR, I XA R R L Yy . XU
. B2 RS A LA YT, R A SRS, %
M= BVE (225 R 4%, 2016),

Fo6 KHEFEEFIES5TEHIMER
Table 6 Main ion content and equilibrium analysis results of water samples
K" Na* Ca®* Mg*  HCO; Ccor Cr SO; F NO;, K/ C PHr
SRR 1.19  50.40 402 0.02 99.50 8.16 2.34 8.20 1.76 0.48 32.00 3.93%
P i 4 430 4430 482 027  102.00 0.00 032 19.39 0.92 0.23 40.50 3.42%
FRATHL 1.64  75.90 3.68 0.1 68.20 10.50 1540 4580  10.90 0.50 47.80 1.33%
HEVT b #A-1 130 19.20 351 0.72 53.20 0.00 0.83 5.94 1.84 0.27 30.00 -2.14%
HEVT b -2 1.05 27.00 10.40  0.75 94.00 0.00 1.20  10.00 1.69 0.65 38.00  —3.59%
ST HLER-1 247 1170 840  0.15 4770 0.00 1.96 4.94 0.16 0.38 19.00 2.23%
Feliii-1 222 4430 2820  0.07  149.00 0.00 0.00 11.50 3.21 0.01 34.50 8.72%
Tlelii#i-2 165 3580 1450  0.85 93.10 0.00 538  13.80 3.95 0.92 36.90 3.77%
THlelii#i-3 363 5330 1250 028  105.00 0.00 552 34.95 9.70 0.00 56.00 -1.11%
Tleiik-4 196  57.30 9.70  0.14  122.00 6.00 431 21.30 7.81 0.37 51.00  —2.41%
17 -1 2,52 19.90 6.33  0.59 40.60 0.00 0.72  22.78 0.00 0.41 50.60 4.25%
7 A2 2.03  32.00 471 038 40.30 0.00 2.87  44.60 1.51 1.36 5450  —2.23%
SCHR A 0.77  17.60 2.60  0.00 35.40 3.60 0.76 3.88 2.78 0.97 60.00  —2.64%
BT IR bR 098  92.50 6.04 0.09 105.90 514 1730 56.00 9.34 0.45 24.90 3.48%
M bk 437 4530 10.10 024  124.00 0.00 0.69 14.88 1.10 0.10 37.40 3.48%
HhE b 2R 3.09 5.11 6.33  0.70 25.40 0.00 1.09 2.91 233 0.54 23.80 0.63%
B A gk 0.95 1.27 9.93 045 31.80 0.00 0.75 231 0.02 0.73 21.80  —0.70%
pAIE S 4.60 5.20 370 0.88 20.30 0.00 2.47 1.91 0.00 5.66 23.20 2.94%
17 1] 9 7K 1.72 3.00 6.00 1.52 24.20 0.00 1.07 5.37 0.07 0.37 2470 -0.98%
BT HL T K 1.79 483 434 1.09 21.20 0.00 2.36 2.85 0.06 431 12.00  —2.58%
AT HLTF K 2.10 634 2710 3.56 75.10 0.00 752 15.30 0.00  13.20 1290  -3.72%
H: B mg/L,
F= 7T BITREKIFNER
Table 7 Evaluation results of physiotherapy hot mineral water
s iF 85 CO, A £ 2 PR AE R JKi/°C Wb bS]
TRUT H A <0.2 10.90 0.0379 1.2300 57.0 47.8 203 EHRRREK . Sk
T e -1 <0.2 3.21 0.166 0 0.166 0 420 345 142 PrRERIFEUK
Ji L2 <0.2 3.95 0.067 9 0.569 5 41.0 36.9 136 TR HUK
T el #t-3 <02 9.70 0.0714 0.558 0 64.0 56.0 176 K, HUK
i e il 3h-4 0 7.81 0.000 1 0.000 8 65.5 58.5 220 k. UK
XFR -1 0 278 0.000 0 0.000 1 60.7 60.0 98 ik, HUK
IR A1 <0.2 <0.01 0.1310 0.1310 54.0 50.6 83 fifk
-2 35 1.51 0.000 0 0.000 1 60.6 545 157 FRAEREK
HETT H -1 6.9 1.84 0.050 9 0.1230 62.6 30.0 64 ALK
HEIT H -2 8.8 1.69 0.000 1 0.000 1 54.9 38.0 142 ALK
1 T b <0.2 1.76 0.041 4 02190 34.0 32.0 127 R, RERYIRK
P e i <02 0.92 0.026 6 0.109 0 69.0 40.5 148 K
M b <02 1.10 0.048 2 0.1210 71.0 37.4 140 TR AREK
LF -2 <0.2 2.68 0.014 1 0.097 2 42.0 443 51 EREMYTK

¥ BN mg/L,
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B 5 5 # Baima geothermal water
A )i i # Baimiao geothermal water
WV JRiTHi#% Chijiang geothermal water
< PETHiH4-1 Hongjiang geothermal water-1
B 00T M #4-2 Hongjiang geothermal water-2
@ —irH#k Sanjiang geothermal water
‘ Ji il B 4% -2 Wanlongshan geothermal water-2
YV Ji i Hi#%-3 Wanlongshan geothermal water-3
X JiJeli M -4 Wanlongshan geothermal water-4
[ #7441 Wentang geothermal water-1
V itz Hidk-2 Wentang geothermal water-2
A Wenjia geothermal water
A 5t 4 3 Xinquan geothermal water
& O HLH Yuanzhou geothermal water
‘po) * o1 i 1l # Zhongzha geothermal water

- Hu R /K Xinquan groundwater

/ §° g X & - E ok Chijiang grooundwater
Av‘v‘v‘v‘v‘v‘ ) , A-AA Av & ¢ [UJ,“\I“ ‘[‘ﬁlﬂ /K Mingyue Mouma%n lake
- Av‘“g%v‘v‘v‘ /é\y‘v‘v‘v‘v‘v‘v‘ . X ‘}J ‘)1/_ il }J{ 7K Wanlongshan spring water
AvAWA‘A' vAvA /Q?AW v‘v‘v‘v‘v‘ © [ 9 7 4 /K Wentang recharge water
AVAVAVAVAVY V2 ™42 WA hvAvA N\ \/
Q%z %g ?OZ \9,, §\° Qe\° §\° Q§\°
<— Ca’' — — ca —>

4 MREHMAKLE Piper =L [E
Fig. 4 Geochemical Piper ternary map of geothermal water in the study area

222 RAXRKY RAKEM
AL R Z AR E AR E R 51K )
(GB 8537—2018) M4 4f X F 57 X PN /K k471
fr, 59 BRI X IR PE 16 bk ik sy
KRBV R AR SR K AR FE b o, HGEL . fmkE
PR R . SR, AERRTE AR S AR K A 13 bt
PO R e R e bR AL R AR I 0L, oAt 3 &b (R
FE KR A1 L 1 BR300 TC AR R
Fro B, BFSE KR 7 A1 . F i AR 5
P b HOK B1E BN T IR KRR SRR bR HE, iBhR AL
O NIREERR o AWk R MR AE K DA DT &R,
2 E R E AN AT D A JC 3R (229 R4S, 2016).
2.2.3  RMEBEAKIEM

WF5E X MBI BN (R 8) m, Ak
/N F 1 mg/L B R KA 3 Ak, 4350 R i
AL ST R e SR
1~3 mg/L W RIFRFEBMKE 8 4b; &>
3~10 mg/L W — R BEB KA 5 &by SEN
10~15 mg/L AR TR 1V FORIE
1Ab, SRRy, UL, #eBs S EAniE, BT
94% 1) b FA K 35 FH T Al HE WE L FOK .

PR B A/NT 175 mg/L AR B 1
KA 13 4b; B S EARAE 175~500 me/L (1 R 4T
P HEWE KA 4 b e B e AR S B PR
¢ DX HROK 338 A0l R B K . IeAk, 43
SNSRI R R o BE O TR PR, BT DX M A

IR & FH Al HE R K o

I T R IEN A MoK, AUET R b oK 5
HTE 0.75~2 mg/L, J& T 1138 RAFAO AR ERE K JL
by s KB 5 AN T 0.75 mg/L #9 T 284 Ak
VR AR o ARSI B BT B PR A 2 Ab R
LMV FEBE K (P AE LB = 7T R-1), 9 b B4Rk
FEWEIK, 3 Ab—BA bR K AN 3 4b TV, V ZRARIE
TR B HE W ) b BROK GBI SR A | ARV R
AR . ARPEAKETERV T, AFGEIX 17 AbHi#iok
H 6k PIAOKIE/NT 35 €, HA 11 bk ok
BBIKF 35 C. MATF 35 CHHPOKTTE ST
FERA G HAKIR A E 35 CRA Tyl T4
HEWE .

Zi bR, AR AE AR HE B K 8 4 i 5 H R
ey, BEfRvESEA . SARY . BRERER . BITRIANIR
B EE)IEAN, BIF9E X 82% Fh b K 2573 F T 4 b o
WEEH K, A 3 A ARE F TR0l HE W B K,
A3 SR ARV AR e, SR T
WF5E X HHOKIRE Z KT 35 C, Btk A RE
T A B, 75 206 R TG i KRR T
35 CHATHFALON T,

2.2.4 @M AKIEG

WF5R X M HAIKOK TR R (3R 9), £1 3 AbHbik
K G E/ANF 1 mg/L, J&F 1ML K, 54k
PSRN T 1~2 mg/L, J&T [ 2R IFaHall
K, 5 A HOK S mATF 2~5 mg/L, J&FMZE—
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FRcHesll 1K 1 Ab b FoK OF Je Ll s B-4) 30 &5 H A T
5~9 mg/L, A IV 222l 7K, 3 Abb Bk Gir
SROHL B AR VT M BCRT T 1 AR -3) B Ol
9~12 mg/L, N V 2RV K, Hp, 1V, V 25
POKARE Tl . ok paifedn . B, mpfnsR
Era AR O K R (. PR ek ds DL
FEARAT AT, 16 A b FIK 4 O BTl FHK 25 F iR,

R 4 WSS BHHEH T, 255088 R
M ARVT Y . 5 Il E-3 AT R il -4, H
A HL ORI AT B F il K, A 76%.
2.3 HuFOKEME. SEIRMEITEN
2.3.1 BTG

WFFEIX 16 Ab oK o CUIY 2 5 2 i H 43 503y
INT25%, DRI 34 ) FH S ot R 4 K R A it B K

*8 MRREBRAKKEIFNER

Table 8 Evaluation results of irrigation water quality in the study area

SR i F TDS Ccl SO; B SAR 7Kik/eC
BT IR A 9.340 251 17.300 56.0 1.250 00 10.22 24.9
TRIT H A 10.900 203 15.400 45.8 0.487 80 10.62 47.8
Ji i1 3.210 142 <0.007 1.5 0.013 00 229 345
T e 1lip-2 3.950 136 5.380 13.8 0.058 00 247 36.9
T3 1l HH-3 9.700 176 5.520 35.0 0.161 00 4.07 56.0
T el -4 7.810 220 4310 21.3 0.000 10 5.00 58.5
R b 2.330 38 1.090 29 <0.001 25 0.51 23.8
R A 2.780 98 0.760 3.9 <0.000 01 3.00 60.0
IR <0.006 83 0.725 22.8 0.016 10 2.02 50.6
B2 1.510 157 2.870 44.6 <0.000 01 3.81 545
=T HIA-1 0.161 60 1.960 49 0.003 10 1.09 19.0
HEVT MR- 1.840 64 0.833 5.9 0.013 40 243 30.0
HEVT k-2 1.690 142 1.200 10.0 <0.000 01 218 38.0
A Ih 3t 1.760 127 2.340 8.2 0.046 60 6.88 32.0
F e A 0.916 148 0.324 19.4 0.044 90 5.31 40.5
M A 1.100 140 0.695 14.9 0.047 20 3.84 37.4
CEDERIIR VN 0.018 36 0.750 23 0.006 40 0.11 21.8
FJeil-2RoK <0.006 33 2.470 1.9 <0.001 25 0.63 232
- K 0.069 34 1.070 5.4 0.002 90 0.28 24.7
W ALY mg/Ls
F9 MRXEIAKENKERRSS
Table 9 Water quality components for fishery water use evaluation in the study area
s A ki PR B i x*
R A 9.34 <0.005 <0.0003 0.001 44 <0.000 04
PRUTHBIA 10.90 <0.005 <0.0003 0.000 79 <0.000 04
T e il-1 3.21 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.007 44 <0.000 04
i e lish-2 3.95 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.001 96 <0.000 04
T e listhh-3 9.70 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.001 53 <0.000 04
Ti g liiA-4 7.81 <0.05 <0.0010 <0.000 001 <0.000 000 1
i AR 233 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.000 42 <0.000 04
SR A 2.78 <0.05 <0.0010 <0.000 001 <0.0000 001
W7 A1 <0.006 <0.005 <0.0003 0.002 06 <0.000 04
iRz -2 1.51 <0.05 <0.001 0 <0.000 001 <0.000 000 1
=T b1 0.16 <0.005 <0.000 3 <0.000 12 <0.000 04
P b1 1.84 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.000 38 <0.000 04
PEIT -2 1.69 <0.05 <0.001 0 <0.000 001 <0.000 000 1
SRR 1.76 <0.005 <0.0003 0.003 81 <0.000 04
[E): e 0.92 <0.005 <0.0003 0.006 22 <0.000 04
M Hb A 1.10 <0.005 <0.0003 0.005 88 0.000 04
SCHR A 2.68 <0.005 <0.0003 0.000 62 <0.000 04
B A -1k 0.02 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.000 65 <0.000 04
Tk -RK <0.006 <0.005 <0.0003 0.000 37 <0.000 04
-1 K 0.07 <0.005 <0.000 3 0.000 58 <0.000 04

¥ BN mg/L,
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T4 0 IS b o SR 45 S 2 10 s, BFSEIX
Hi B K 8 1 2B K < 0, Ff H. K+0.050 3Ca® <0,
FWBIF 5T X FRoK 35 0 A 6 il K

2.3.2  SIEMEEMN

MR IR ZEIRA F N EA pH H. JES .
TR e JLAFER MR BE o AR IEHIF 5% X b $OK 5 20 B 4%
REE 1), R XHKEZIEFE RN KT 7,

TN 16 b Hb HOKBRIRES 2535 V1 ¢ 45 3R 1
R o BLAh, B ER S YR 3 DL K G R 4
(CaSO4 2H,O)TEATTIE . 7EH  ARIEIRGL T (/N F
100 °C), PG AA b IR 55 2 v BB 1 KB R
Y 14) i B B RT TR A — K R BRES LTE o AR BRI 5T X
HEHOK T as R GR 11), 5T K oK KA
ZE Ik R.S<0, BIJG CaSO4-2H,0 iR 455 4E i

Rz 10 AREMWPHOKEHEITFNEGR

Table 10 Corrosion evaluation results of geothermal water in the study area

s #/(mg/L) pH i Ki Kict Ca” P

SR R 6.04 7.47 ~1.74 —1.44 A K

FRIT AR 3.68 7.45 -1.12 —-0.93 Ak ik

i1 28.20 7.92 —2.46 -1.04 Ak vk

el -2 14.50 8.64 —1.47 —0.74 AR vtk Ak

Tt #-3 12.50 8.26 -1.71 ~1.08 E[F U VIS

Ji el -4 9.70 8.17 -2.00 -1.52 Ak vtk K

PP A 6.33 7.52 -0.36 —0.04 AR K

SCH 2.60 8.11 -0.58 —0.45 A oK

IR HI-1 6.33 7.88 -0.62 -0.30 AR oK

IR -2 471 7.75 —0.63 —0.40 Ak

=T HA-1 8.40 7.61 —-0.78 -0.35 Ak K

T -1 3.51 7.20 —0.82 —0.64 JRTF K

LT HhAA-2 10.40 7.49 -1.49 -0.97 JRTF K

SRR 4.02 8.52 -1.64 —1.44 AR K

1 i 2 4.82 8.57 -1.66 -1.42 A vk K

MR 10.10 8.76 -2.03 -1.52 AR K

ENERITRPIN 9.93 7.30 —0.49 0.01 2 K

T =Rk 3.70 7.62 —0.26 —0.08 AR K

- K 6.00 7.98 —0.27 0.03 R K

Fz 11 MRXMHBKERER TN
Table 11 Evaluation results of geothermal water scaling trend in the study area
Y’ Ca™ HCO; SO; pH, TDS KT K. pH; RI logK R.S

B AR 6.04 105.9 56.00  7.47 251 76.82 2.14 8.72 9.97 5.22 —2.69
TRIT H 3 3.68 68.2 4580  7.45 203 118.04 1.72 8.71 9.97 5.18 -2.95
Ji e -1 28.20 149.0 1150  7.92 142 94.10 1.91 7.67 7.43 5.07 -2.56
Ti g2 14.50 93.1 13.80  8.64 136 98.42 1.88 8.14 7.63 5.06 -2.76
T g k-3 12.50 105.0 3490 826 176 132.80 1.58 7.85 7.44 5.11 247
T g -4 9.70 122.0 2130 8.7 220 137.30 1.56 7.87 7.58 5.20 —2.88
R 6.33 25.4 201 7152 38 74.84 2.06 9.24 10.96 5.00 -3.73
CH A 2.60 354 388 8.1 98 140.00 1.50 8.92 9.74 5.05 —4.05
-1 6.33 40.6 22.80  7.88 83 123.08 1.69 8.67 9.45 5.04 -2.88
TRZ -2 471 403 4460 775 157 130.10 1.61 8.72 9.69 5.13 —2.81
ST HE-1 8.40 47.7 494 7.6l 60 66.20 2.20 8.98 10.36 5.02 —3.40
T -1 3.51 532 594 720 64 86.00 1.95 9.07 10.93 5.03 -3.71
P HbA-2 10.40 94.0 10.00  7.49 142 100.40 1.86 8.26 9.02 5.08 -3.06
1 4.02 99.5 820 852 127 89.60 1.94 8.73 8.93 5.04 -3.52
[EJE:LEA 4.82 102.0 1940 857 148 104.90 1.82 8.52 8.46 5.09 -3.12
TN AR 10.10 124.0 1490 876 140 99.32 1.87 8.16 7.56 5.07 —2.89
B A 11-i817K 9.93 31.8 2.31 7.30 36 71.24 2.11 9.00 10.70 5.00 -3.64
Tideili-5oK 3.70 20.3 190  7.62 33 73.76 2.16 9.67 11.72 498 —4.13
-1k 6.00 242 540 798 34 76.46 2.20 9.43 10.87 498 347
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3 G

PR T 11 S 45 0 R b FAOK K Al 2 2 A
5 HCO;-Na 1, 34y i # /K &y HCOs-Ca Kl Al
SO,-Na(ifi ¥ Hi #4-2), i F¥AR /K EZE N HCO;-Ca
R A SCRIE A AR HERLIE, X A 90 Xt FROK 4 7
TR . o, 82%K Hi B K 1 B BT K
P, FEGAPROTER MR, A1, FE
Hit A 7 N H PG s POK TR B K SRR K A U,
AR AT R I RE R o 82% 4 3t #A/KGE FH T 4% I 8 1%
B, Tath %R MG R KRERT
35 Co AT K HOKA 13 AR, &
Fb R 76%. T34, WF5E X BT A s 3RoK 25 T 6 fdub: Fn
ERR S R
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