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Abstract

In order to investigate the impact of iron ore mining on the surrounding soils in the Xiamanlai open
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pit, this paper collected sampling research at different distances and orientations around the mining
area. A total of 64 surface soil samples were collected and their heavy metal contents were deter-
mined. The measured data were analyzed by the mapping method, the single-factor index method
and the Nemelo composite index method. The mapping method was used to analyze the sources
and distribution of heavy metals. The single-factor index method was used to evaluate the pollu-
tion index of soil heavy metal elements at different orientations and distances from the center of
the mine, respectively. The comprehensive pollution evaluation was obtained by the comprehensive
analysis of the heavy metal pollution at the site using the Nemero comprehensive index method.
The results showed that the heavy metal pollution elements mainly consisted of Zn and Pb elements.
Among them, Pb has the widest pollution range and the greater pollution degree. The distribution
of Cu elements is related to the height of the mountain and rainfall. The distribution of Zn elements
is related to the distance of the mining area and the climate. The distribution of Co elements is re-
lated to the mining activities. The distribution of Ni elements is related to the mining activities and
the vegetation cover. The Cr and Pb elements are enriched in a certain range due to the mining ac-
tivities. According to the evaluation of the Nemero composite index method, according to the divi-
sion of distance, all of them are lightly polluted within 800 m. According to the division of orienta-
tion, all directions are lightly polluted.
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1. 518

B BIR R NS LU TE AR R R LR . L LAER, BEEL BT R R, T E N R
MR R (3G K, A5 kA BE YR AV FE B AE R IG n . BT LAE AR B0 i F R AT S N, AT B AT
TR, SEFREREFER T — RIS L E & 815 Y r A sg a8, ™ 5 R0 T 2 M B IR 1) mT
e, DB E AR T R BRI AL AR, B ERT TSRO A I R R 1] [2]

BRA JE 100 3 B 4 S R P AT O 2 AR A PR BRI B BEAE FH 3] [4]. HEERARR RIS
fill, DA BRIR AR B A B A LI IIR, R R ESE oS LG, RIEESRE AL
B I G JEAR G A R5), RS TE LI A WS s E & RV Y BN, R IR R RS G, [H
BPEAEARAE AR BIEMAESAERES SO RS 2B IR, BUl AR, Fr DL X & 2
X 3T 4 R e OO IR R R0 SR 22 A 50 RN SR F S R R — (6] [7].

DX 35 G PPN 0F A B P AR B, (R DX A X35 Qe VP40 5 TR TR AR X8/, Bk X 1)
T G FUAHAR T D, I YR S0 X S A i 7t FR R B T — e R BRI B E A

HAT, [ AP E &R Y A R 2 A, Eolndm sk 5 Hakanson $2 H OB 7EAE & fE a3k
%, EWIEF A R R TS RRECE . WARER GATREUE. W RIR B A E £ R 0L . Bux [8]
W€ 7 Jamshoro [X Sehwan Sharif 2 )= 3560 8 72 AR S fa F IR EOE Il 1 B a5 &, &I Cd 7
WG R PRI B m T AR S XS . FHEAESE[Op@E M R 75 Yed5 50k . W & IR EULFIETE
A FEFEIREOEN T Fa G B s Bk . ASCE T R TG AR RBUE I N AR SR A R EL
o g G S Gl AT A
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Figure 1. Sampling area location map
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Figure 2. Sample dot plot
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2.2. HmRE

NIRRT X B EE oA A, — I E 1 8 AN R SREE T AR S 2R, i 2 iR,
DAL TR O R AR . PEdb. ARdb. KB ok PEES AT, HE S R S R
Fhi» 50, 100, 300. 400. 500. 600. 700. 800 m FIAEM, — AR 8 4y, HORAEFENM 65 /S, HiEft
N 0~20 cm K2, FHSEEREMASSEE NG B SRS DRI TE], 7 B AR bR 3R AYR
KA IR SN2, SR B R AN B AR AL
2.3. TR B o4

PR S T AR I T ERAR AT EH AR KT, BTG FRE SN TR R S S TR AR AT . PR R A R L 1T
PEEREAT I S AL HE, A IR S AR IE IS 100 H B JE e o FE I 07 IS FRRE SR AR 2N T N R s SR AT
FE B A AR BN ER VA SR HEAT e AR BRI B o 5 TN X 98 6B A 3EAT XRF 298 64047
S FIRE B B «

2.4, BgSHR

B Kriging #E{E AECEARLUR I, AR BB YIE 4T % 5 48 T R BRI RS G850 Hoar i

IRAERZE B IME[10].

2.5. ¥ AL
25.1. BRATEREE

BRI PR EA[10] [11] [12]72 [ P At R F B X6 5 — 15 G it e i FE AT VRN 1 7 vk, 0N

P =C/S

b PN | (AR BIR AL CONTS R i SIS B (mgkg ) S OIS | ISR FR
HE(mg-kg ™).
25.2. ST ERITRIBEE

WHEZ 42 & 88074101 [11] [12] [13]6E 4T S W L 33 v 5 Je W i) - 2035 G /K7, R Ti5 Je i ™ &
HI75 G B s, A N

p. — \/(Cl /Sl )Zmax +(Ci /Sl )Zave

2
Ref: P AWIEDGAIREG COATT R | S B (mg-kg ) SRS I | KPR bR (mg-kg )
(ClS)max AT G T GAREINKAE s (CilSi)ave TG RN PG RAR BN FATIME[11] [12] [14].

Table 1. Soil heavy metal classification standards

* 1 IREESRSRITE

e300 BRI YA LR YR AL T 15 YK
1 Pi<0.7 P,<0.7 G4 T
2 07<P;<1.0 07<P,<10 R I
3 1.0<P;<20 1.0<P,<2.0 BRyE Y LENREES
4 20<P;<3.0 2.0<P,<3.0 5 g RS e
5 P,>3.0 P,>3.0 EiTH P G Y
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Figure 3. Element distribution
E3 nESH

RG] 3R, Cu LEwFER =AMEHE A, F—A Cu iR S REIEHE SR TG, B O
)56l 200 m [X 4 P L3t s, JLg (s A 60.12 mg/kg. 45— Cu JoZ AR SR T P4 I BESRH 0 700
m &b L TR AL 5] E ) 100 m XIS A ek, 044E ly 50.36 mo/kg. H5 = Cu JC R & BRI S AL TR b
4677 700 m A LI TRAL [ R FEL 100 m XS P R, WA 35.8 mg/kg. Cu G E A S ks EEAEOG, &
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AR5 PR MR AE DG, A L A 1) 338 52 I KRV R B AU T A - S AR 7 5 AH O, (ECRAT RO X
HWHHI Cu K EERE, YIPHAMST XFRENHEEVIR LR,

FRAE ] 3(b) 7 RA™ X N Zn 763 3 BEAE BT X 300 m AL 178 B 77 1) K IHIAR & 48, I E 0 393.13
mg/kg. FEEATX 300 m P, 300 m AR THI /N AR & SEUEAE 43791 280.35 mglkg. 254.37 mg/kg,
EHTIX 800 m b/ Rl E AR, FLUEAE N 236.8 mg/kg.e KA X Rl P B K IR = AN IEAE S8 B B KA H O B R
300 m, AN —AbNECER 700 m &b, 4R EEX ST X EE R ROT ] G855 M S ARARIE, A ] = A 1)
By 2% RIS #8 7 MG A — e FEEE I, BRI E Zn JCER /04 5 SR X I R 20 RSB AR G

Kl 3(c) N Co mmm s, MR, Co stk F LM RTEHE AR X P51L 400 m 4L, R
FZEM Co mEmm s Rl 5, RAEXPILA S Co mHRE KM E £ X, K XJEH 100 m X
WA 2 A NEREESE, B Co LR & &0 5 R TEBIAH K

B 3(d)y Ni e, BB RE H, 7ERETIX 50 m yE R A 2 I/ME B & & Ni TR 3 S
AR 1v) JA FRLEB gk Bl oA, AR XIS/ IR W VO B N BB A . IR RTIL,  DXVE AR X B &= & &
TR —E RN, NiJtHR S R XSGR A R AR 55 Xk, Ni o A0 55 X % 20 FRE 4 7 a5 40 O

Kl 3(e) 8 Cr e m MK, MIEEIFEE, WEIEEE R X 50 m [ XA H i o m DY 20
o BRI XAL, R AR FE & 2 b s . 0 X 250 A RS I {EIL 165 mg/kg. B IX
JAFER Cr oA me s, UL XSG BNE Cr o £ — E JE N = 4 .

K 3(f)A Po SRS BT, 1EKH 0P d6 77 7 50 m Ab/NE IR A, W§E{E A 700 mg/kg. PEEd T
] Pb RYuFE 3R, BARH B dbidk. ARALALr)/MEEE LA B S Ry A BB, A EESEY
AEFRIX ARG . BRIGEHLTT TS 5eoh, W XTI RIG S5 40 X Pb /N 2R 4.

I B T X E SR AE TR, B ET R AR T DU BVERAT 0 B A A G
W, ARESEICENS N SR AME . ESEREH SR REETERT, FELES
ol R IA

3.2. BRTFIEHOTEM

B PR TR B DA RO AR R VR A B R o R RS AR BT VA[10] AR A 1 EAT
TS UbRIEPE T o

I Ho

Table 2. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 50 m
F 2. 5 50 m B RBTUSRIgRR

JifL Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.00 0.43 0.63 1.06
NW 0.00 0.17 0.51 0.94
w 0.28 0.77 0.41 1.56
SwW 1.20 0.51 0.71 0.79
S 0.28 0.31 0.82 0.71
SE 0.88 0.58 1.05 0.95
E 0.06 0.65 0.15 1.95
NE 0.07 0.63 0.34 1.79

WR4E 2 2 B b, 4FEREN X 50 m 4L, Cu i) PEVERE N 0~1.20, FEZy59L )5 M N PEF 7,
FEANIE IR . Zn B9 Py ETEHEN 0.17~0.77, AiEEIRA . Cr B Py Ju N 0.15~1.05, SEACHTEEIRE .
Pb ) P TG A 0.71~1.95, NMIEHEIRA . FEZS R oAb, i, K. Kb,
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4R 3 H A4 b, 24BR S %A 0y 100 m &b, Cu. Zn & BXNTEIRE, Cr 1Y Py fE N 0.23~1.10
JEFEAN, FEAATEGRS, RAMTREHFAMERIRE. Pb i P ETERA 1.05~2.35, FEA NG
EIRE, MTETRANREGG.

Table 3. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 100 m

%< 3. B6 100 m Bt EBIISRIEHRER

Fhr Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.60 0.80 0.27 1.75
NW 0.32 0.86 0.24 1.98
w 0.53 0.80 0.23 2.35
SW 0.06 0.93 0.25 1.74
S 0.60 0.63 0.97 1.05
SE 0.69 0.70 1.10 1.31
E 0.28 0.67 0.25 1.34
NE 0.30 0.79 0.66 1.55

Table 4. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 300 m
= 4. 1B 300 m B RETUITRIEIRR

WK DA Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.02 0.63 0.42 1.44
NW 0.64 1.07 0.27 4.90
w 0.64 1.40 0.29 2.14
SwW 0.10 1.97 0.13 1.73
S 0.38 0.88 0.27 1.85
SE 0.60 0.46 0.85 1.03
E 0.06 0.56 0.29 1.29
NE 0.14 0.67 0.27 1.79

P 4 5307, HPERAH0 300 m Ak, Cu. Cr sGEI N THJ7 MIEEIRE . Zn 19 P ETEE N
0.46~1.97, AMIEIRE, A T#db. Fi. PR RN Zn SR FEEG3I7H. P 1) Py BUEEHEN
1.03~4.90 FEZ N MIERPRAS, PEALT7 I 1oy P (R VS LT M), U7 A1 Ph TG 3R I VS Y 07 1)

i3 5 s A, FERETH 0 400 m &b Cus Cr TR ACIEIRA, Zn 19 PYE [y 0.45~1.27, Zn
TR FEERNEWIRS, RAFNMEG 7. Pb JGRM PEVEECA 1.14~2.02 HiiERIRAE, mVUE 8
ANTT 1A REAT VS G o

Table 5. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 400 m

5. B 400 m BT RBIUSRIEIRR

JihL Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.43 0.99 0.30 1.81
NW 0.01 0.45 0.53 1.14
w 0.05 0.79 0.26 1.67
SW 0.05 0.77 0.21 2.12
S 0.04 0.64 0.31 1.81
SE 0.09 0.96 0.27 2.02
E 0.28 1.27 0.28 1.95
NE 0.13 0.63 0.53 1.16
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Table 6. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 500 m
= 6. 1B 500 m BILRETUTRIEIRER

PAKDA Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.78 0.86 0.29 1.65

NW 0.00 0.31 0.58 1.01
w 0.20 0.80 0.24 1.61
SwW 0.05 0.80 0.20 2.00
S 0.04 0.81 0.26 1.79
SE 0.04 0.89 0.26 1.93
E 0.34 0.75 0.26 2.51
NE 0.12 0.91 0.40 1.42

AR 6 70 M7, 1551EE K F0 500 m ALf) Cu. Zn. Cr () PEEB/NT 1, #AERIRE. Pb i P;
EYEH N 1.01~2.51, FEACNHIGRIRE, RN EG JURE.

WG 7 ¥, FERE F0 600 m AEKAEES, Cus Zn. Cr i) PiEXI/NT 1, #ENIEEIRA. Pb 3
A NGRS, P E Ty 1.04~3.08, PRI 7 6 A VS YL T T o

Table 7. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 600 m

7. 1B 600 m B IR BIUTRIEIRR

FAE Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.15 0.77 0.27 1.99
NW 0.00 0.33 0.55 1.04
w 0.09 0.72 0.30 1.61
SwW 0.14 0.94 0.16 3.08
S 0.34 0.82 0.31 1.66
SE 0.10 0.82 0.26 2.01
E 0.04 0.64 0.31 1.81
NE 0.02 0.54 0.38 1.34

Table 8. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 700 m
= 8. BB 700 m B L RETUTRIEIRR

WEIA Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.70 1.18 0.25 1.87
NW 0.05 0.84 0.33 2.03
w 1.01 0.81 0.45 1.26
SwW 0.35 0.91 0.17 3.04
S 0.24 0.86 0.28 2.13
SE 0.04 0.66 0.25 2.02
E 0.04 0.81 0.26 1.79
NE 0.04 0.59 0.31 1.40

MRYEE 8 b, BERAT 0 700 m (KX 35, Cu ) Pi{EVEE N 0.4~1.01, EEONIEHARG, PETHN
TSR . Zn 1 PiYEH Y 0.59~1.18, HEACHTHREIRG, AL AMIEHIRE. Cr NiEEIRE. Pb
PiVE Iy 1.26~3.04, FEACNMIEWIRAS, PU 77 M) e TS e X ik
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RG22 9 i /b, BESRATH0 800 m Ak, Cu A Cr A& R . Zn BACHE RS, TRl
FIEREPIRAS . Pb b PEAE. P 7R ARAEOVMIERCIRE, PORg. M. KRBT ROVRETG RS

Table 9. Single pollution index of each element at a distance of 800 m
F 9. 1B 800 m BT EBINTRIEIRER

Fhr Cu Zn Cr Pb
N 0.09 0.76 0.27 1.76
NW 0.00 0.36 0.57 1.00
w 0.05 0.59 0.60 1.36
SW 0.22 1.02 0.18 3.44
S 0.05 0.77 0.27 214
SE 0.17 0.86 0.25 211
E 0.34 0.82 0.31 1.66
NE 0.30 0.85 0.28 1.70

gZib, WA AFBEEEITAE Cus Zn. Cro Pb HJFIG JHREHI AT FIE LA N E B . RIS Yt
HORT 1 25 R X . 32 Cu Jusig R XA 2 &b, F 5 Gt B i KAy 1.2, s . ot
FEXILA Cu TERIGRAE RN Zn 225 4LAbAT 6 b, H Py KAEDN 1.97, #ONMIFRE, 153Xk
SARAERRTX 300 m (I A . 323 Cr nsRis 4 X0 2 48, P gECRMEDN 1.10, i IREs . 525
Pb {554 A 60 Ak, Frb RiEVE XA 45 &b, BTG RNKIRA 11 4, PEEGRKIERA 4 4. PG G
DX E A P R T 1)

3.3. AlFZ RS ISRIEEITEM

Table 10. Comprehensive pollution index in the sampling area
= 10. REXEEITRIEIRR

LRV RARH Py

WARLA N NW w sw S SE E NE
e KAE 1.52 3.67 1.80 2.58 1.63 1.61 1.90 1.36
SESAMH 1.30 1.34 1.33 1.77 1.29 1.33 1.37 1.18

Table 11. Composite pollution index orientation table
F#11. FEBRERGR

PR AT P,

FAE 50 m 100 m 300 m 400 m 500 m 600 m 700 m 800 m
N 0.84 1.38 111 1.42 1.33 1.52 1.50 1.34
NwW 0.72 1.52 3.67 0.89 0.79 0.81 1.55 0.79
W 1.23 1.80 1.71 1.28 1.25 1.23 1.09 1.07
SW 1.02 1.34 1.55 1.60 1.51 231 2.29 2.58
S 0.69 0.94 1.44 1.38 1.36 1.30 1.63 1.62
SE 0.96 1.14 0.90 1.54 1.47 1.53 1.52 161
E 1.47 1.05 0.99 1.53 1.90 1.38 1.36 1.30
NE 1.36 1.24 1.36 0.93 1.12 1.03 1.07 1.33

Max 1.47 1.80 3.67 1.60 1.90 231 2.29 2.58

Avg 1.04 1.30 1.59 1.32 1.34 1.39 1.50 1.45
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R 10, DARR ST X IEE BSR4y, 4% P390 QAR EON KRB0 AT HR47, 45575 300 m 4b > 800
m 4k >600 m 4k >700m 4k >500 m &k >100 m 4k > 400 m &k >50 m ik FRIENAEE LR A TS PR EUy
Zebrife, Hrh50m. 100 m. 300 m. 400 m. 500 m. 600 m. 700 m. 800 m kb AR VG He. HEHE AL
K153, &7 S NS Yo 1P AT AR B AT WO INEAT, NI > AR > PEIL > 1 >
K > db > B > Rt ST RPFSE AT PR B B R TS G o KRR AN A PR B AUAS [R] 7 L 1 5 A
TR B P IEEAR T, R X JE AL I R R AR B AR V5 JIRAS, HED LIS e A BF 35 5 i
Y 25 pR 00 4 T RS K B R A G o AR 11 4R G 05 B4R 5 s KAB B 7 b, 2565 G IR VB 4 PR
AR A TEAL 300 m b, P {E A 3.67, Ui PEIL 300 m AbHILEE TS Y N E .

3.4. INIREBRS*

R 2 B ELDUL TR AGRE] 7% R e JE e R AE R R A, R R 2%,
FEA 7 W% X IR <58 0 A R A R e, 38 7R S0 A S AT NS KR S, HEA
R 2 A A0 25 DX ) B <o — A A U T IO 7T, 4 B S R A MG 211218

4, 4Eip

1) WRIERE SR, Cu iHEM G RS 0 XIFRENAEHVINKR. Zn TR 5HK
B IXHIBEE K. Co JUR & BG5S KWK H XIESIE Cr JusAE —E el N & 58, KX
I Pb & T

2) AR DR TAREE TR A, BRTIT RO A S R Zny P STERAMKIE SRS .
Horh Pb VS GE I ), TSRO,

3) MG R 1R BE MG, &R R 7y, 800 m Vi W B N TG 4. &5 fr ko
HIT A SO EIG Gee HG R A BT 1, 5 2 W 2 v R MBOR P R A R

4) FZE R RN DSk B R TS S5 RN T U AR R s BRI 22 57, Al R S5 A
THREBCEERE IR E] T XIS R — o R AT A A R HAY, (BERET5 50 A 510 i

EHEWmHE

2022 FAE M B K AEABH AN ZR - RITH (5 H 95 . KYLXYBXM22-081; ZCXM22-312).

T M 22t 5% Bh A8 R A Q1 G YN Gt R H (5 H A RR: EhBeA H 8 4 v G PPN SR IR A BT —
— DAHR A8 T SR T AR A B 1) -

2022 EFEFK LR EEEA B AN Gt R H (50 H 45 : 202210379056)
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