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2 m AR 75% . JE WA ZE AR X, 24
SRR 1 015, 2~1 223.7 mm, WA T
VO PG AL B | 2 5% 5 JR R RE L AR 48 106°34" ~109°09" .
b4 23°41'~25°37", MBI AR AR K, M5 DA e DA 3 b
FE L T i R 66%0. JE I H
B AR X A B & 1 200~1 600 mm, %%
JETH AL T 159 7 4 b 3, o B AR bR oM A 22 1107457 ~
112°31", b4 27°12' ~28°14" , Hi#P4 & R AR, & W
B ARAT AR}, M B0 DU I BB b 2 i T AR A A
d T B 62 %0, JE H I BT K Bl M o U T R A
X, ZAESF YR A 1 300~1 400 mm.,
1.2 HEXE.MKEREEH

T 2011—2013 4F 46 J5 76 38 SCHT Il 3 v A 248 1
TR S M T /KA L FE KRR i AT 85 41, fg 4L RE 34 ik
A7 B AR S = W, oA 80 41 A L ZE
XFHRRE (R 1) o SRR A T 3 X B H: J i v el
23 (8] 43 AT AH X 43 10, K S T Ry 50 SR . R AL RE R
FERE R 600 mL, FHERL IR KO %5 31 BB . B 58
B Ca®" (HCO; Jit o ¥ BE 45 48 br 09 W 38 T A, JL o
Ca®" JHCO, Jfi &t ¥ 5 B 403K A 38 43 34 Aqua-
merck i Ca Ml & G EHEE N 2~200 mg- L")
T HCO, M £ OFf BEYa B A 0. 1~10 mmol - L1,
FE S ]I B e 3 1) [ A % IR R A I b T R A
B ARG s A

*1

Table 1

B CEKEM TR RESTERY
Sampling sites and numbers of groundwater

samples in Zunyi, Hechi, Loudi City

FERE G R A2 L #2 IB DZ/T0130—2006 [k
SRR R AR 3 A ATAE Gl A Ao R AR i 22 15
ARX:Y=11.0+« C+ X—0. 28 CH A X} Ca*" F0
HCO; ,C=1.5 X3 H Ca®" .HCO, FX i 25 <<
10 0 75 FO Vi 22 36 L Y
1.3 HEFELEBES5HH

%M SPSS 19. 0 #1 Excel 2003 %l iz 45 5 # 47

E5VRa M T
1.4 FMAE

K Ca®" \HCO, Jit i % B 37 A1 I 3 45 2R 15 52
B MR A5 S LU AR O 8 7% AN [R] b DX LA [ 345
NNBARFENR T Z 57,

2 EHRS5SMH

Ca’" \HCO; Jit & ¥k B i B 40 3 18 43 51
Cay HCO,y KRR, I 50 = (A H Cas . HCO4s 2K
FoR, MR ZE R Ge it W3 2,

2.1 HTF7k Ca?* \HCOZ iREREN T

Ca™" Jo £ v i W A0 (B ¥ A 44, 0~ 216. 0
mg-L 'R 103.47 mg- L, FESAE 80~
120 mg« L™ 2Z 0], 7 BEAY 63 %05 Ca® " i d Mk B 5K
e 6 Bl R 40.22~183.10 mg - L', S {H K
94.44 mg. L™, FE A 70~110 mg - L' Z[1],
HEEY 66 %05 Ca® " B A R I B A1ME K T SE 50 1Y
B AR 75 4, BB 88,200,

HCO, J5i & i & %5 40 I 328 {8 3 [l o4 79. 30 ~
561.20 mg- L' I9{EH N 272,42 mg - L ' LE = (H

i X S FORT R a1t
kI 4 10 12 1o " JEE H80.15~508. 69 mg - L', #{H K 267. 71 mg
—_— . . % " CLT S BEAMA 5 9% % A R B4 E 200~ 350
4 o 1 1o 10 ZIE] A3 o A 76 Yo 7T V0 BFAME R T S B (E
THE SR A 1o 1 . " R BN A B B 64,700
F2 HTk Ca’ (HCOF B Z I EMIXE S 4t
Table 2 Statistics of Ca** and HCOj5 concentration in groundwater from field and laboratory tests
S35 X ] /mg . L1 W ME/ WKRAE, YfE/
60 LI 60~70 70~80 80~90 90~100 100~110 110~120 120~130 130 i} mg-L~'" mg.L7" mg.L™!
Cay /4™ 4 3 6 12 15 16 10 7 12 44,00 216. 00 103. 47
Cas/4~ 4 6 15 17 14 10 8 1 10 40. 22 183.10 94. 44
A X A /mg . L7 We/ME/ R AH/ BfE/
100 BIF 100~150 150~200 200~250 250~300 300~350 350~400 400~450 450 i = mg-L~" mg.L7" mg.L7!
HCOsy /4 5 2 4 14 31 20 6 2 1 79. 30 561. 20 272,42
HCOgs/4> 3 4 4 15 30 20 8 0 1 80. 15 508. 69 267.71
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— 25 FH B A1 D0 A 0 52 56 % 43 B (8 1Y e R
AL EH M 2E R (3£ 3),85 T, (Cay/ Cas) %
KAEH 1. 48 Fe/ME R 0. 59, I R 1. 11, FE 4
AE 1. 0~1.2 Zfal, 585 70%, 7 1.0 LI R Al
1.25 L EERAME . (HCO,y/ HCOss) 5t K Fl %
IME SRR 1. 26 A1 0. 82, K 1. 02, FE L

F3 HTK(Cay/ Cas)F(HCO;y/ HCO;s ) Hi ik

FE0.95~1.1 Z M, 5 BB 75% .76 0. 9 LA T M
L2k EE B,

ZEALL LTl LA D Ca®" il HCO;S Jii
e B B AME I R AE B R KT S = M A ; @ B P
B 0 R B A 1 0k B3 PR A S I & R O
SME 5 S2s a2 5, Ca® B B KT HCO,

R 455 it

Table 3 Descriptive statistics of Cay/ Cas and HCO3y/ HCOss in groundwater

S5 A X 8] /21

He (i 0.9  0.90~ 0.95~ 1.00~ 1.05~ 1.10~ 1.15~ 1.20~ 1.25  H/ME  $HKRME Bl

BT 0.95 1.0 .05 110 1.15 1.20 1.25  WBIE
Cay/Cas 3 3 5 19 13 19 9 5 9 0.59 1.48 1.11
HCO3v/HCOss 5 7 24 27 13 5 1 2 1 0.82 1.26 1.02

2.2 FiREFHTK Ca" (HCOT iREN

e 4 AT, K Ca® ' B v B A0 3R
JEE S 44.00~170. 00 mg - L', LK = (H L E N
40.22~167.50 mg - L™ A 77. 5% M 7K 53 BF S i

6} 60. 00~ 176. 00 mg - L', SCHG 2 {8 6 Bl N
40.43~163.10 mg- L',/ 95. 0% (7K 5 17 76 55 4h
bl ﬁﬁfﬁjﬁ?%%‘%ﬁ»ﬁﬂ(%(Lay/bas)>1 1 L 151
3 T K,

ERT L E A MKW Ca®" & e B2 B 4h i 3k {6
R4 FTEEH Ca2 (HCOF #Hiik &gt
Table 4 Descriptive statistics of Ca®*" and HCOj in dry and wet seasons
Ca HCO;
BTl HEC Cay 3B (M) /  Casii (B / (Cay/Cas) HCOy i Bl HCO;s 70 (HCO3y/HCO3s)
mg-L~! mg. L~ =16/ % 9 /mg- LY (BfEH) /mg- L} >1Hepl/ %
44.00~170.00  40.22~167. 50 79.30~445.30  80.15~383. 42
Fk 10 .5 47.5
(94. 60) (91.51) (267.5) (268.46)
60.00~176.00  40.43~163. 10 79.30~561.20  86.95~508. 69

MK 40

65.0

(105.43) (91.57) (273.43) (264.46)
Hi 3 Cay HiF: 30 Cas i HCOsy K] HCOss

Wik 40 WML BI/Y W1 /v

FAE=>1 Hefil/ % HefE=> 1t/ %

90. 0 55.0

62.5 55.0

FoK W HCO, BT & vk B2 B A0 32X 38 [ R
79.30~445.30 mg. L', SR = {H W H A 80. 15~
383.42 mg - L' A7k ) HCO, it & Hk B 57 40 0 3t
R 79, 30~561.20 mg - L', S2Ee (0 N
86. 95 ~ 508. 69 mg - L', [d £t & /K B (HCO.y/
HCO3) =1 WA (65. 0%) B &l i Tk 1 (47. 5 %) .

FH B AB Stk b S A1 0 S5 36 3 (H 22 S I 221 22
F(FE5), (Cay/ Cas) FE KM EE A4 0. 95~
L15.¥{EM 1. 04 MKW EE A7 1.05~1. 2.3
iR 1.17, (HCOsy/ HCOs) FE KW A KW 1 3

FAARAE 0. 95~1. 1. ¥ {E 43 %14 1. 00 1 1. 03, %

e il 2 P O B A KT S G S (E Y
JLRHEmTEKE,
2.3 AEMEK Ca** \HCO; iRE S

H% 6 AT %0, 3 AT A 3 R K RE S Catt
HCO; 57 1 J32 B A0 I X 349 6 3% 3k T 40 I 1) 55 4%
FMHARI A, Horp, Ca® it e i %Mﬁﬁﬁ%
W JEE Jy 83.36~116 mg- L', 78 3 I
T3 e o3 A R AE R . 38 ST > 28I fﬁ>nﬁgfﬁ
HCO; ﬁ%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁl\ﬂ'ﬂ{ﬁﬁ%?‘\%ﬁi‘]ﬁm@ﬁ
247.84~289. 06 mg - L', 78 = AN o B 4 A5 4
fiE5 Ca** %ﬁﬁﬁﬁ,ﬂﬂﬁﬁm>gxm>mﬁﬁﬁo
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£S5 FEZF(Cay/ Cas)(HCO;v/ HCOss) 53 X i

Table 5 Descriptive statistics of Cay/ Cas and HCO3y/ HCOss in groundwater in dry and wet seasons

S35 DX fi /21

= A 0.9  0.90~ 0.95~ 1.00~ 1.05~ 1.10~ 1.15~ 1.20~ 1.25 MK #/ME HE
T 0.95 1.0 1.05 1. 10 1.15 1.20 1.25 Pl E
Cay/Cas 3 2 4 17 3 3 2 3 1 1.37 0.59 1.04
FK
HCO3y/HCO3s 3 4 14 11 7 0 1 0 0 1.16 0.82 1. 00
Cay/Cas 0 1 1 1 7 15 5 2 8 1.48 0.95 1.17
A 7K
HCOs3y/HCO3s 1 3 9 14 6 3 0 1 1 1.26 0.83 1.03
Rz 6 3NMHHHTK Ca?t \HCO; #if g8 it
Table 6 Descriptive statistics of Ca*" and HCOj5 in groundwater in Znnyi, Hechi and Loudi City
58 T B
I gE]|
Cas HCO3s Cay HCOsy Cas HCO3s Cay HCOsy Cas HCOss Cay HCO3y
B AN B/ 4 22 22 22 22 24 24 24 24 39 39 39 39
/ME/mg - L1 40,22 80. 15 50 79.3 60.04  168.96 44 158. 6 60. 48 86.95 76 79.3
BAKME/mg-L~! 183.1  508.69 216 561.2 103.2  280.38 120 292.8 167.5  366.12 176 396.5
Y /mg. L' 102.66  255.68 116 266.18 83.36  247.84  89.96 251.11 96.61  286.72  104.7  289.06
AR R 0.379 0.42 0. 345 0.46 0.13 0.12 0. 20 0.12 0. 24 0.22 0.23 0.23

JH S A0 0 A R0 S 5 2 43 A Y L ROk Bk =
HES (R D, T (Cay/ Cas) 43 i X 0] 2
0.95~1. 48, ¥ R 1. 17, FEE L 1. 00~1. 20
Z0a), 5 B 70% 5 (HCOsy/ HCOss) 4316 X 6] 4
0.83~1. 24, F¥MlE K 1. 03, FELEPLE 0. 95~1. 10
Z I8, S 66. 6% LT (Cay/ Cas) 070 X
6] K 0.59~1. 42, F¥{E K 1. 08, FEHEPLE 1. 0~
1.15 Z 8], & B 66. 6% 5 (HCO,y/ HCOss) 43
A X [E Ry 0. 93~1. 10, (AN 1. 01, EEL P I

0.95~1. 1 Z[al, & B8 91. 6% . 2K (Cay/
Cas) ZMAEIX (A 0. 88 ~1. 38, V-4 M 1. 09, %
e 100~ 1,15 Z I, & BB A 60, 5%
(HCO.y/ HCOss) 4346 X[ K 0. 82~1. 26, V-1
Hp1. 01, EFEEPRAE 0,95~ 1. 05 Z [0, & A AL
M 57.9%.,

25 b A TR] by DX ol S 5 T o v R A A R B AMA
KTPELREMHX AL HER R ILR L AFE2E
S, Horh il U IE A 2R IR

R7 3INHEHEHTK(Cay/ Cas) F(HCOsy/ HCOss ) ik 53t

Table 7 Descriptive statistics of Cay/ Cas and HCOsy/ HCOss in groundwater in Zunyi, Hechi and Loudi City
J3 A X ] /41
i} Al 0.90~ 0.95~ 1.00~ 1.05~ 1.10~ 1.15~ 1.20~ WME HoRE HE
0.9 AT 1.25 Kk
0.95 1.0 1. 05 1. 10 1.15 1. 20 1. 25

Cay/Cas 0 1 0 2 5 2 2 2 4 0.95 1.48 1.17
: 94

HCO;y/HCO3s 2 0 6 3 3 2 1 1 0 0. 83 1.24 1.03

Cay/Cas 2 0 2 5 4 7 2 0 2 0.59 1.42 1.08
VT

HCO3y/HCOs3s 0 2 7 10 5 0 0 0 0 0.93 1.10 1.01

. Cay/Cas 1 2 3 11 3 9 3 3 3 0. 88 1. 38 1.09
s

HCO3vy/HCO3s 3 5 10 12 5 1 0 1 1 0.82 1. 26 1.01
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bt 8 SR I8

— B LR R T S = R AR A B L A
N QU R VES S i 2 s 7 [ B S B A2 i O
Ca’" \HCO; BPAMER FLE EMX — WL A LE
I 3t A A AR G N iR 25 R O Ao R P M
AL 5 A B A5 S 2 IRy v 25 5 A A B R R
P, XTI ARG AN T8 T LA PRAL X L SE 5

(1) BLH 75 KRR B ARy 2% 22 W6t LS 56
WHAT 2014 4 12 H 47 T 5 —FF i 2 R I 58
5. FRECR A PRI e BT TE BE AR TR KT Kk
SRR HCO, — Ca AL, 43 51 FBF A0 D03 Oy 2% X6 i
i Ca?' \HCO, #5477 100 Wi & . i i 4 i &
S5 AHT AR DUT A O R v T A
DI TG A 0 5 R A R s H b A E AT
Ca® 5 i (L 1 a) 5 V0 2 A8 9 T 0 Cbr 34
By 4. 4~4.6 mg- L'« 1 2 B A E R
B GREFAE TR AR M S8 4. 9~5.1
mg- L3 DI BOA AT I L JE AT
FELE AR XX HCO; AE KM (81 b, @
o S — T IR G R A B R . AT R TS

73

o

BT ORI R 22 (W AE e AR S I I 2 T — T i 4
XA Ca® MK R 4. 4~4.6 mg- L', [AFE
FHHCO; M 25 H i &5 29 0. 22~ 0. 30 mmol -
L '(13.4~14.2 mg. L "), 7E ik —Fp ok 7 F f
e 16 DL B AEAE T S AR AT 2 (15 7 A D0 31 20 5% 2 3 )
KR 4.4~9.2 mg. L',

(2) MR S K T (] — 52 50 38 AT A ) D 4k psf
X ses, WHHT 2016 45 A 18 H 10 BHE =
A E R A S RS B LS A A R R TR AR 12 4
IKRE B i 224 TR % 3 RS I o i 6 ZE AH ) 19 % Y
BRI E N 20 °C Lol i % 8 1 & 5t i
(GB/T5750. 6—2006)ICP— AESCK; J % 0. 05 mg -
L) 4% B8 i ] P 3 0 s Ca® ' 5 6 R B, 0 o 15 (DZ/
T 0064. 49— 93) M 5 HCO, J5i & v B, P38 i) ] 43
WA 1d.3d.5d.7d.9d.11d.13 d.15 d.17 d.35
d.50 d.75 d. S5H R B 2), b5 IR R bR Y 4E
K, Ca®' JHCO; M A8 767 M {8 T B3,
SR 9I7E 1.12% ~1.52% F1 0. 6 % ~1. 15 % . 4b
FRAR A B K 76 5 2 Fe R 1R 25 S LY L o
flXF Ca®" \HCO, Bf AN A8 5 52 56 = 0 34 A [ 19
Foff . DB 7ESC 56 S MR IR BT T, Bl A A i ) (]
A IEA , — R B0 N 2 KA Ca™" \HCO, MBS+ 1Y
PR KA B B AR

Aquamerck® 111110

2 -200 mg/l Ca
a1 : b
é 5 ol & M
° © = .
il |§; «I—l-» <-|-|-> |-I «I-l-» lj
5 mi 10x Ca-1 2x Ca-2 Ca-3 Xx Ca-3 mg/l Ca
(@)
Aquamerck® 111109
0.1 - 10 mmol/l
Kz o 2 - E ed Ly
5 mil (A) 2x R A3 Xx A3 K,,, [mmoln]
Ko [ - E Yo I
o5 I = N~ - o
5mi (B) 2xR-2 R-3 XxR3 K, , [mmolt]
43 <pH <82: K., = mmol/lHCO; (mmoll HCO,; x 61.02 = mg/l HCO,)
pH > 8.2: (K,,, - Ky,,) X 12.01 = TIC (CIT) [mg/l C}
(b)
1 Ca’ (a) HCO;3 (b)METRETE
Fig.1 Sketch of measuring process of Ca*" (a) and HCOj (b)concentration
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180
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L 140 H “mca”
(=]
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Z
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% 4
1 100 4
g‘?
K
80
60 4 Spsan=Sgm —— —a————8- —=&599
T T T T T T T T T
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Hf7e) / d

2 Ca® #1 HCO; #EARRM B A iE TR MR E R
Fig. 2 Results of Ca?" and HCO; concentration tests

at different times after sampling

IR D T LG Y I 2 AR 4 s R Bl AL 1R
2N Ca®" VHCO; BFAME R TRl E X — 0
S0 E L D DR AR R B R K S & X KRR
Ca*" \HCO,; myfa etk ™= A I W2 . BRIt 2 5h, 78
B 4Mifi F Aquamerck f# Ca MR A& HCO; Mk &
HEAT Ca® F1 HCO; MK B, 38 77 76 3 & Ca”' Al
HCO, FH A5 o 75 W v B R K JURE £ K/ 7 —
TR Ly a2 Ok, W iE g HCO, 8 B x
HEVS W - BP0 1 mol - L1, SEERE 4 0. 030~0. 05
mol - L1 CF B YR E il s 2 ¥ B0, BORE AR FR . B 41y
5~10 mL, %% K 50 mL,

3.2 (Cay/ Cas)AF(HCO;y/ HCOss ) BIEE

T EPAM (52 50 =0 MK Ca™" \HCO, PP &g
Tk B AR BN R R 2 R R 25 R ALY
HORATRE R 1 %« Ca® ™ B AMA 5 52 560 25 (i 1] 1Y 22 5+
IR KT HCO; "X — R FE T, K, 77 %
AT o 5 7 5 Vs 1l K B R e PR A AR B R AT
— BT . Ca’ B FIE AT KPR N R E
HCO, B FHE—E&KMFTE CO,.CO,* 775 5t F
i T
CO, (g) +H,0SCO, (aq) + H,OSH, CO; (aq) (1)
H,CO; (aq)&H'" +HCO; ©2H +CO% (2

JE AN Sk o A it DL A T S 58 2 R 3
i K HR Dk il 1Y C O, 38 20 DL AUIRTE Xtk L 23
R 1) 22 HEAT L AEAR K A HCOS AN Wik 2>, A
(TR = € e R W = s % NI Sl 4 U R (= 1 £ SO ]
3.1 1 B  AK R AE [R) — 52 36 2 HEAT AN () D0 K
[ X S35 7 R W], B S Al B SE B & fS, Ca® ™ VHCO;

P4 I 31 5 A B i 8 S T 1 S T K A 3
Ak, B AT LS Bk HCO, B fi - 7 9 A J2 1 al
“Ca’" BYAMA 5 S5 50 % (8 W] 22 5 20 B KT HCO, 7
X—IWE W FEHA

2P = AT 85 A AL T Ca® \HCO; 1)
SEBHESAT AT, KB Ca®" \HCO, 1 H 551 K
103.47 mg- L 7'.272.42 mg . L', G HE A N
HI 12, 6345 . PRIIL . 76 AR [R) A9 3R 25 2% 44 Can B 4h
Do A v [RI AR 2200 — T, PP A IR 22 O 4. 4~
4.6 mg-L ), T HCO, BIEEZ N Ca® 2. 63
5, L B I Bl R AL AR Ca™ ' /DN, X AT DAAR 4 b
fERE“Ca” BFAMES LR EMHMMY EFEW R KT
HCO; "X — 8%,
3.3 RKHBEMIZEEINXNEXRFEKENER

FiK 22747, B TR RN 45 b R KK AN 7R 78 R AE
TR K Ca*" (HCO, Jit i ik B A £ Bk 4 1 T
Fo s M 7K ZE7T L BN AR 45 B2t K Ca® ™ (HCO);
B AR DR AR B T A AV, DA B A K R Ca®t
HCO,; MAEB FAREN &7 X —HWER, “2.3 7
3N A A M R K R Ca® B 140 A AR G ST
=2 RS T >Vl b T ) 5 A N M X H B T R R ST
<R <TI0 ) AH S, A U BH R R D 4 B R X b
TR FEEFRBRERA, S5, 8D X 85 4
b TR SRR L & B 84, 10 Y SRR
AR K IO AL B 3 T =E K 0 L, it — e T
ZRR U 45 A T BT K B R A R R T UM K 2T
Ca™" \HCO; P Fh 25 7 B 4 F1 52 48 = I (5 K F 3
AR E B E A

4 HitH5EW

(DAFFELE R FR .85 IS h A 88. 2% B RFE
SR Ca i W P AME R TR, 64. 790 Y
KA SAEAE HCO, o i vk B2 19 B SME K T 52 50 .

(2)85 HEHEH . (Cay/ Cas) FIHME N 1. 11, E
BAEAE 1. 0~1. 2 ZH), &7 8808 70% ; (HCO,y/
HCOss) SFHE N 1. 02, EEEPFLE 0.95~1.1 2
], 7 BB 75% .

(3) “LOAE 7L 48 7R 350 43 Hin XA 7K 39 25 0 38 5
S A PGk A SR R Y 25 S A E KB . Ui
Ca™" \HCO; =44 St RE S B 5 PR B8 A e Ay
K& A2k

(4)(Cay/ Ca)TEF KM FE /3 F 0. 95~1. 1,
7 SE KA S B 6506 s Al K I 2 A 7E 1. 05~
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Contrast study of Ca’" and HCO; concentration in karst-water samples
between field test and laboratory test values

ZHOU Changsong', ZOU Shengzhang', ZHU Danni', XIE Hao'?,
CHEN Hongfeng', YU Jianguo'
(Institute o f Karst Geology . CAGS/Key Laboratory of Karst Dynamics, MLR & GZAR/Key Laboratory of Karst
Ecosystem and Treatment of Rocky Desertification s Guilin, Guangxi 541004, China;
2. China University of Geosciences (Beijing), Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract In order to grasp the differences of Ca’" and HCOj; concentration in karst water between field test
and laboratory test values, 85 groundwater samples collected from Zunyi, Hechi and Loudi City were ana-
lyzed. The results show that 88. 2% of the sample sites of Ca*" have field values greater than the experimen-
tal values, while 64. 7% of the sample sites of HCOj; have field values greater than the experimental values.
Using the ratio method, (Cay/Cas) is of an average value of 1. 11, mainly concentrating between 1. 0 and
1. 2,accounting for 70% of the total, and (HCO;y/HCO.s) with a average value of 1. 02, mainly concentrat-
ed in between 0. 95 and 1. 1, accounting for 75% of the total. Under certain conditions of the laboratory test
error, artificial random error has some impact on the result of the test. The results provide basic data to im-
prove the quality of field surveys of underground water.

Key words groundwater, karst area, ratio method, Ca, HCOj



