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Fig. 1 Schematic illustration of sampling points in Biliu River intertidle zone
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L DU L 7 D9 A 2 b, BB 2 2 [ i 2 2 50 = 50 o, TNt AL 28 8L 50 1LS13320 WA Sk BE 43
BEAS L TS LA 0.04~2 000,00 pm, R Z/NTF 1% A SCFE R KONERT 280 3 4 05 3k 0 s 5 B
HEAT AT AL B, RIHR 0.25~0.28 g BUBHFE & B FBE b, A G it i (R B 50k 30 %6119 HL O, ¥ I 78 43 2 B A
i AT LB PRI B L BR AR B A HL O, A 0.25 mol/L ) HCL I ¥ A 25 B DU 5 45 Bk R 6 I 45 9 L 5 R . OF
PEEFEAIA 10 mL ¥ B 0.05 mol/L 4B T LA 2 BT R 9 WORL K BE i B B 24 h DL B SRS F Ak 7R
B 1) A R P 0 4 AR L B % 10~ 15 min, #E17I.
2.2.2 VIR TR E

BE AL 20 R I SE R ] H A Rigaku ZSX Primus [[ 814 [ 8h #5185 80 X G 69966375 X, I %€ Cu, Pb,
Zn,Ni,Cr =48 0 E i &8 MG B 0~100 %, BARSZ 8 3 R4 R B RE 2 105 °C TR L BLo g,
il SM-1 B3R shF S HLATF S 30 s DA b BIFBS 5 M B AR FE AR AL /N T 10 pm OB A BE IS UMY A 4 g, JEA
HME 40 mm, AR 32 mm R LM BB AP, EHL .
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A SCHIH Argis 10.6 R I Kriging i {81 , Hil 4/ 25 18] 43 A5 Bt LR 0 b 2R ok R 745
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9.6 4B GE T BRS¢ UL AR W) T 45 T AH DG 43 At S 5 43 B
2.3.1 M RBUREE
i BB B S E RLE K MULLER™ T 1969 45 # H 1 — Fh F 58 /K 2R 5% b 5 42 8 V5 4 (1) — Bl g =48
b BT TS UURR Y b i 4 R TS YRR L 2R B R BOR VP B R A TS g L BR B R T AT g
R VIR AL A0 SAEZ A0 8 F I T AR 7 R 2w A SR A VE T T RE S R S AR S R L 2
KA 4 8 15 B PP A T D7 R L T T AR R IX A IO AR AR B A R
I.. =log,[c,/(EB,)], @D)
XL C, ATTRYI P TR B & & mg/kg: B, AT P ZIC R W BR1L 775 5 (8 . mg/kg; & N4
FRGHFBE 1.5, H YR H R & HUA A 2 57 S 80T R EZ SR R RS 800 bR W& 1.
x1 WERBIEHSRIRA

Tab. 1 Grading standard for ground cumulative index

I geofH I o ==0 0<<Igo=1 11 go =2 2 geo =3 3 geo =4 4<T geo =5 5T geo =<6
V5 YL SR 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
V5 YR PREES BEE— A rh 4 o4 — i [ i — B R ik

2.3.2 HRHTFEOE

BLTR T YR B0 R S e B A TS Y TS YRR B BTN iR O R AW .

Ci,=Ci/Ch, (2)

L. Ch AT YAEEGC AV ELEITE ( WEIE . meg/keg;C, WELJEITLE i WA, mg/ke,
HEBSHE.Y C,>1 B B ULIFE 5 P AR % & B T R 15 .
233 WEABEFRLL

TRAE A 28 XU 18 Bk J2 B 8122 % HAKANSON! F 1980 4E#2 H 9, 2 R4 UURR W 75 Y B B B o oK 3ok
TRAE AR 25 XU 1 — b i o EL TR A PR L Oy o 0 100 A o 9 A 5 RS 6 (i T S e R 2 DR &
(1) J5 £ 43 B0 4 D T e 0 (A R 2 8 L 4 i 108 B I K S B K A X 4 J TG Y ) SRR L 2 H R I 28 A 5 R 0 A
K2 — RPN T k.

WTEAES G FREOEW KRN HEBITRIG R CH M RE(T) RIS YIRS A F
FEH(ED M E LB BEAESKNEIEE(RD AHFE AT .

E; =T« C/. (3)
RI=>)E.. 4
(R A 58 ) AT 1T i b e 2 ELENBSHRENESSEME
/Ej&iﬂﬁ L T4 R :%s % é/} ;é {E C f, % Tab. 2 Toxicity coefficient and background reference values for heavy metal
&R Z VOB Y bR b B 4 TH Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr
E§A@7KS|ZE@%E§—Z\EE@%AI‘$§§& Ci/(mg-+kg ) 20.54 26.44 89.01 24.00 103.61
T: & H Hakanson JIt $2 {1t (1) {6, 40 T 5 5 ! o 2

% 2 FiiR.EL LRI B4R 1E L35 3.
2.3.4 EEKNTFIEMIE

&4 )8 5 4 H 1 (Enrichment Factor) & ZOLLER 281 F 1974 AE 5 k42 b, —Fh 1 SR SE M T AR 4 vh
TR E SRR L, FENTXAUURY hE S e & R EZ HRR R, & 228 AN HER
FISZ I AR 4R & W TR SR Wk Fe, Zr Z5 00 248 02 WA XHRE & b 5 4 8 AT bRk, LU
R B 55 A5 Ak 0 SR A B et A X LR b & B S i s U R O Fe W BRAL 2B ME R e L2 AR MIE R
e /N FBUAS B, AR SCEE L Fe AR A S T R E R E F(EF) it HE AKX R



% 6 ET E AL BBERATHE T EERRY T ELE S AL FREIENEZARTR 63

C sample /C Fe sample
EF == S
C/ background /(/ Fe background

KL EF HEER T Compe WEE G E 4B B SZAE, mg/kgs Cre ampe N FE i Fe 2 E . mg/kg;
(jlmvkgmundy‘jiérz\}% 1T S AH mg/kg;C Fe background 1 Fe W3 51H . mg/kg. [R] B, o 28T o 3 B AR U i A
ETATIAL S Fe A8 S5 (28 BOR li AR V0 58 b 6 J 1 S, 8 29 200 mg « kg .
®3 BELESETEMNER
Tab. 3 Evaluation of potential ecological hazards

Cy fHE BAIRTS Ye Wy i Y R S EL fH{E BRI e Wy i A A A XU 23 4% RIHAER S TE A S RS 46 %
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=320 & e ik A 25 XU
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Tab. 4 Relationship between enrichment factor EF and heavy metal contamination

EF V5 Y Y V5 YL R EF V5 Y Y VG YRR
<1.5 1 Tei5 Y [5.0,20.0) 3 25 Y
[1.5,2.0) 1 U3 SCRA] [20.0,40.0) 4 R EG Y
[2.0,5.0) 2 o B G Y =40.0 5 58 5 Y

3 GRS
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3.1.1  UURRYRL B FEAE

R SHEPARD! ™ = £ 43 28 J5 %, ST 111 B 300 0 () 4y 32 2 0B W AL 36 00 O 10 oL 20 b 3 b, Lo
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SRR 0 L DT RSO 4 3% 7 A A0 p B 0, DOBL I RE R DURD S 3 R A U S DA D A 2

BRI Y X E S R R WM e I M EZE RN R Z —, DI R BS54 40 B0 o Atk SR S5 00
TR B ) T Al X9 S 4 R O R A SR ML A T B S B S T 11 () A R )2 TR A
PR AR L, 4% 00 BE A 43 A6 b aly 8 () L R i AR e R A — B N 3 A DB A1 43 T R L 4 2R
S WAl RN (R T (R AR 8 A R R 2 ) A 22 5 OR 3 (P >>0.05) 5 A3 A IX SR b
oy WIS g R A W AT RO R b AL R A Y 22 5 W3 (P <Z0.01) L i ) A T A Y 22
AR EP>>0.05) 3 N 3 A DX IRD 21 43 9 P X5 L 25 SRR B, ) b A B ) b A T e 22 R B
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XS R TE AN [ 40 DX B) 110 22 S oy 3 AR A SR S s L SR VAT 11 DA R A — o R B I ARk, S 1] A Y
IKASE Z A58 R R o 0 5 000 [0 AT 22 380 T A DX 3R kg R e e ) TR DX 3 A 14 BH 35 30t W) 11 &b ) K S ARk R IR
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R R R 2R E SR B F SRR SR 6 R BIRSE R oR .5 M E BT R,
Ni,Cr JC &R By BT & i B m . H i P By R (8 1 AR F3 5007 s Ni B9 BT & 3% i e R BEAE A1 sz 5 Cu,
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Tab. 5 Granularity components of different tidal locations

P FEIEAH Ft/% Wb/ % /% SERLAL /1
b R MH 4.87 47.65 91.13 55.94
/M 0.14 8.55 50.67 231.65

MY 4 bR 1.614+1.90A 30.814+17.03A 67.324-18.14A 574.34+0.80A
] [ 7 e RAE 7.87 80.02 54.81 16.40
e /ME 1.28 43.92 14.74 66.99

YA + bR o2 3.06+2.46A 55.22+13.71B 41.30415.26B 40.66+£0.74B
WAl R MH 7.75 83.09 57.70 17.10
fx/ME 1.09 37.98 14.11 69.35

- + o 22 3.35+2.41A 60.954+15.37B 35.70+15.27B 35.1640.73B

T« R3] — 2150 S K S SR 3R AN ] X B 2 ] L 8 36 22 5 (P <20.01) LMK S FhE R AN R IX B Z R AT 3522 57 (P=>0.05).
ko6 BRUAATOPEERENRYVECERESENRITHE

Tab. 6 Statistical characteristics of heavy metals mass content in surface sediments in Biliu River intertidal zone mg « kg™!

i H Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr
R 72.40 76.88 135.20 145.36 210.8
f/ME 28.80 24.65 26.40 41.08 97.24

- {E + bR 22 42.68+12.20 56.214+14.34 93.30422.50 99.30+25.95 141.46+29.99

SRR 1 ] 1 3R R DURR Y 34 4 T T % B 5 A AT DAY LR AR 7 . 5 RS YT AR
L F5 ] O A DU Y Cu, Zn (972 B i & it /D THS 28 VT 1, Pb, Ni, Cr (97 2 i & % /2 K T 47T
15 55 38 9] 1 RN ER YT AR G, 2837 a0 3 18] 47 DU AR Y Cu, Pb, Zn, Cr BYSF 2 & B R T30 0 5K 7T 04
L 28 H A LR Y Cu, P A F S i & i K TRILH , Zn R & & /D TRILH. A&, S 1
VPR DU ot A o, 25 0] SR TR Y Cu, Cr 3K 2 TR 1 2545 4E . Ph, Zn ik BN FETTARY) 1 245
z@wﬁﬁl%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@M%ﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬂn&ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁiﬁ@%ﬁmDM@%%E%&
Yirb Ni JTR B & S8 e W 2B 1 F 2R g

*®7 Eﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%Eﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁs@s%EMJmAﬁmeﬁ

Tab. 7 Comparison of average metal mass content of surface sediments in Biliu River

intertidal zone with other river inlet mg « kg !
2301 Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr
g gy 1 1) 128.8 32.2 106.1 21.0 52.6

HE [ 1 [20] 16.5 16.0 21.0 / 17.4

[ SanjEN 30.36 25.75 100.44 / /

Ry M 022) 37.4 37.0 78.5 / 44.1
HERERITN 287/ )i Tl Y 7 35 60 150 25 80
PR TR Bk 1] 25 hm o 100 130 350 60 150

A (AR 30) 42.68 56.21 93.30 99.30 141.46

/73R TTHURE
32 BERAOBEFEFARYEESRESHER
ARICKE 4R ICEEIE R A Arcmap #1770 B 4 (Kriging) #lE NS 2 5 RE 4 BHMBER(E 2). 2
i) 13 ) DORR ) 4 B U R A A REE AR A — o R R AR M, EER I . Cu, Zn, NiLCr 4 KE SR TE
T bl B AR B v W BT R R AR A L R 1) VR A 9 B, B AR I A TR] A3 A R SR B A XY
M2 TARIH. HAEJE Pb 5 Cu,Zn,Ni, Cr 4 M E &8 T R 19 0 i FRAEA A R B a3, BN 2 00 & SR 7E 0 T
M e SRR R ) L SRR AR LA, R M R G e B3 A B T IMIRE X
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Fig.2 Distribution characteristics of heavy metal elements in sediments of Biliu River intertidal zone

T A I 2% I 4 A A% Jey A 0 T JRUIR  — R T 1 BT AR 3K B A RS L DR v T 4 R Y
V) 43 A 4 Jmy 5 2 T S ) 97 R EL A 2 D e R 0 I =2 AV AR B X R 47 1 T A T T T K s A K AR 3
SIS 5 K AT 2K B8 Ty R R R (A5 TR b 4 R A R R ORISR 14 TR 5 O SR T A R R % I
AT T, S M AR () 3 i 8 91X, i 38 AU AR 3 R 1 B 4 JE V5 G W R AR AU L 200 s B WL L TR AR — R B
PR B 2 SE AR T T b DX 5 = SR R0 RT 1 T R (A R A el i 1006 2% 0 0 /S T U B R AR RN 2 B Y
i T 4 S 75 Y 0 A e R RE . — B L L AR R A N L G R T ARG K, X T 4 R A0 T B RE D
WG P R R BT SR F L ] O R Rl — 0, OB AR A X B A, T 4 AR RE T R S 3E ] 1 R 2 U
5 KHEAEIEILE T . Cu.Zn, Cr, Ni 5UURRAR /3 B R AT G- Pb SUURYRAR 73 A A AT G R W iy 1
S i BRI VA SR B 22 B AR P R S A, 38 2 BN R S Ko, Ph on R 52 Ak R R R B
33 ERAOBESTRRYESETREN
3.3.1 YR A PO YY) 4 R Hh RS Y ds BORTE M

SRR IR 3R] Y 2 2 OB P A5 A R A RARAE HOT AN S5 R a2k 8 R AT 4 R R W Cu 7 BT
W18 Ab i, 3 4h (A3.D3,E3) Toi5 4. 1 4b (B1) ik B o 235 Je K Ay 14 b S ¥ A R — 55T
e Pb 7EFTIN 18 &b A, 3 A (AT, C1.D3) Tois s, HoAx 15 A ¥R 58 B — 45875 YLK F- s Zn 7€ Bl gifii kb
kR — s Y A 17 Ab S TR e s Ni 7E AL SR AL Ry R A — RIS U, D3, E3 AL S AL iR
— ARG Y A 15 b S R AT Y Cr AE AL AE R 8815 3L 7 3 Ab 547 (BL, B2, E3) R E — &8T5
e HAY 14 Ab 57 T0T5 e SRR L 1 3R 2 VLA e R A 2 R L Zn 595 Y AR B B AIG L N A
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X AE R A B G 2B BRI L Cu, Ph IS T 4 8 00 3 A9 b RS Jeds o i (3 8L T BL 4b. Zn,
Ni.Cr 3 JEH &)@ IR AE B1 Ak i 3t SRS Jedig O A X i 5 DG B Ak /N Bl A9 3R 5 B o 77 LA AL,
#8 BRANBEFTRNES BB RRIELXTINER

Tab. 8 Evaluation results of heavy metal accumulation index in Biliu River intertidal zone

I o Lo
Jeyhs eghs

Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr
Al 0.93 —0.06 —0.43 2.01 2.00 D1 0.49 0.76 —0.37 1.17 —0.09
A2 0.45 0.70 —0.40 1.25 —0.20 D2 0.24 0.76 —0.49 1.61 —0.16
A3 —0.02 0.47 —0.94 1.42 —0.68 D3 —0.10 —0.17 —2.34 0.19 —0.65
Bl 1.23 0.01 0.02 1.86 0.44 El 0.74 0.42 —0.60 1.51 —0.04
B2 0.76 0.73 —0.30 1.46 0.24 E2 0.41 0.76 —0.41 1.77 —0.20
B3 0.19 0.67 —0.37 1.80 —0.50 E3 —0.02 0.78 —0.65 0.68 0.20
Cl 1.02 —0.69 —0.60 1.12 —0.41 F1 0.10 0.10 —0.87 1.71 —0.02
C2 0.09 0.67 —0.64 1.42 —0.14 F2 0.43 0.71 —0.44 1.23 —0.18
C3 0.22 0.47 —0.38 1.70 —0.58 F3 0.39 0.95 —0.20 1.42 —0.05

3.3.2 FEGLI O ) A OB T A R TR A A LB TEAR

SRR ] 11 B S (R R R DU T A S S LR C L E L RI EGEIT S RNk 9 From. i ah R 3R
B 5T DX N Cu 1Y B T 48 BUE E BL S B e & . C >3, b F il ¥5 YooK P AE A S0 CF BT
1~32Ja)  Ab T P 275 e K7 s Ph BN FHE B R C1 sifidh C) <1, RS Je KT iR S A A 1<
Cr<<3, N5 YK Zn B0 P B M LE 1 EF¥sh, B4R A3,C1.C2,D3,E1,E3,F1 7 &b &4,
Ci <1, N5 Je K A SALE Y R 1<<C <3, 4575 Yk P s Ni B N T8 BB AE D3, E3 i, 1<
Cir<3 b F 4575 Ye K HE HAY s A 3<C <6 4b F a5 Ye sk Hoh A1 sS4 C) =6, 4b T AR 38 75 YLk
s Cr B FHEEBUETE A3,.D3 Sk Cr > 1,40 T80T e K s How s 1<<C <3, 4b T 85 75 Je ok oF-.
FEARF A5 PR 4 Jm B R W TE P B R E/MRIK N N1, Pb, Cu, Cr, Zn. 25 & & 4 & Hb 5 A48 B07 . %t
FWFFE X P Ni, Pb (136 5 45 ) 75 5 | i 515 5 E .

[ IS %k L 9 7 A 2 KU D b o B 9T X BT A ALY 5 2R R LR CL /N T 40, HS 40 R
K200, )8 TR0 oK F.5 KESIEICE C) FHME M HET B KB /MKIK A Ni, Pb, Cu, Cr, Zn B 5T X
T A S 5 R4 BT R W RI EY/NT 150, 53X SE AR 52 X PN 5 42 Ja 1 v 78 A2 8 KU B i, Horb Ni e &
[ CoAEXT RT BTk A AT fe K, 298 45.5 %0, & o B A 2575 G IR X PR EDOIE Ni G R AR5 K 7R B S
PRy B h T R AT o R

BRI T S5 AT B Vi SRR 1) B A R S YR R A G YRR R A TS Y N B S A by
TR o SE L TR YAT 1 Ak v S A BN 1) U O 06, TR A2 U R AR AT RS L K VR G L K RO 4 TR TS Y I R
VE #2255 — 5 T o B2 BIF 90 X5 ot — ) T Ak A S0 B0 5% i), 30 2 0 e V5 e o A 0 8 L 0 A 3 ORE e o
15 G (14 56 ffk B T ARk 55 Lk B9 9 DX B T 7 ol R K, S b 2 5% R B 3R A b i R 1 T ) 4R TR
Yy A AR B ES L IR T VS YRR

4 ERAOHEFEFRTRYESEHRRS

SE T R] 13 [R) A5 2% 2 DURR Y b 45 T 4 R JC A SCHE B i3 10 iR AR Rl T R 2Z 18] Y 53 A G
RE 2 e B AT ELAG AR [ 11 S0 Y5 5 M 3R Ak 22 1 B i 36 10 T80, Cu 5 Pb L2 Pb 5 Ni AR CRAM,
HATERBHEMELR.Cu g Cr LM Zn 5 Ni,Cr,Cu 2 BEEAE, K, Cu 5 Zn EA ALK # 5
AN 0T, bR Ak 25 AT Ry AR, HLAT OB [R) A [l BsF 58 B 4 3530 T 1 BRI 5, Zn 5 Cu, Pb, Ni X280 K 1T fE
e ) o SR R A5 A 55 T EL A AL A R b 2 3 B A DT RR A 5 4 8 S R B M G R L Cu, Cr SP AL 18 35 1F
I, S0 A W3 U OC Ph 5D B 0 3 IE A OGO A L 2l O M i iR E 4 @ ot K 50t
LB B AR M A L BTN L SRR R A Jm B A2 SRR TR AR i A, TR 3 B S R R R Be A 5K 11
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AT R X DX s PN o 45 R ) 20 A1 A B R 03X AT RE S AR SC P 5 Rl 48 J T8 3R A2 OB JRE S W R BT A f SR
®9 BRAOBEBARYHELREELSRETHN

Tab. 9 Assessment of heavy metals in Biliu River intertidal zone

Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr
UL RI AR5
Ci Ci Ci Ci Ci Ci Ci Ci Ci Ci
Al 2.86 14.31 1.44 7.21 1.11 1.11 6.06 30.28 1.49 2.99  55.90 G Y
A2 2.05 10.26 2.43 12.14 1.14 1.14 3.57 17.84 1.31 2.62  44.00 {05 Y
A3 1.48 7.40 2.08 10.38 0.78 0.78 4.02 20.08 0.94 1.88  40.52 BiMi5 Y
Bl 3.52 17.62 1.51 7.56 1.52 1.52 5.45 27.24 2.03 4.07  58.01 MG Y
B2 2.53 12.56 2.48 12.42 1.22 1.22 4.11 20.57 1.78 3.55  50.32 FRfim e
B3 1.71 8.57 2.39 11.96 1.16 1.16 5.23 26.17 1.06 2,13 49.99 FffiG Y
Cl1 2.94 14.70 0.93 4.66 0.99 0.99 3.26 16.29 1.13 2.26 38.90 FRGH e
C2 1.60 8.00 2.43 12.14 0.96 0.96 4.02 20.11 1.36 2.72 43.93 i g
C3 1.75 8.76 2.08 10.38 1.15 1.15 4.87 24.36 1.00 2.00  46.65 FfiGYe
D1 2.10 10.52 2.57 12.84 1.16 1.16 3.38 16.90 1.41 2.81 44,23 RBi5 Y
D2 1.77 8.83 2.55 12.74 1.07 1.07 4.57 22.86 1.35 2.69  48.19 ERiMIG Y
D3 1.40 7.01 1.34 6.68 0.30 0.30 1.71 8.56 0.96 1.92 24.47 BB Y
El 2.51 12.53 2.00 10.02 0.99 0.99 4.28 21.38 1.46 2.92 47.84 B4 Y
E2 1.99 9.93 2.54 12.71 1.13 1.13 5.10 25.51 1.31 2,62 51.90 FefHiE Y
E3 1.48 7.40 2.57 12.84 0.95 0.95 2.40 12.01 1.72 3.44  36.64 FR{TG Y
F1 1.61 8.05 1.61 8.03 0.82 0.82 4.92 24.61 1.48 2.96 4447 4G Y
F2 2.03 10.13 2.46 12.29 1.11 1.11 3.52 17.61 1.33 2.66  43.80 M5
F3 1.96 9.80 2.91 14.54 1.32 1.31 4.00 20.02 1.45 2.90 48.58  FefiE Y
W 2.07 10.35 2.13 10.64 1.05 1.05 4.15 20.69 1.37 2.73  45.46 {5 Y

10 RRYVESETERENEMRXE

Tab. 10 Correlation of heavy metal elements and grain size in sediments

JLE Cu Pb Zn Ni Cr it W W
Cu 1

Pb —0.44 1

Zn 0.58* 0.36 1

Ni 0.39 —0.35 0.58" 1

Cr 0.54" 0.12 0.57* 0.22 1

it —0.56" 0.22 —0.47 —0.41 —0.36 1

W —0.83* " 0.49* —0.41 —0.32 —0.52" 0.42 1

> 0.84" " —0.49" 0.44 0.34 0.53" —0.49" —0.99" " 1

W ARERAE 0.05 K CBUD Pearson #H5&HE 3, fRERFE 0.01 K CRUMD Pearson #5614 b 2 3.

R CE A R Z TR th S AR OTR W E IR Ak 11 s s KRB TR Cu,
Pb,Zn,Ni,Cr i) & % H 72 LG 2 3 4 :0.9~2.2,0.4~2.2,0.4~1.1,1.3~6.7,0.5~ 1.4, BT H F 2 (&
MR FIME R B Ni(2.8) ,Ph(1.5) ,Cu(1.4) ,Cr(0.9) ,Zn(0.7).

M4 4 & R I AR B 58 X N Cu AUTE B2, E2 5 A7 b Rk 5 ffvs Yo fe i Ho Ay S ¥ e s
Y Pb B 0S YRR BE MY s 038 9 AL 0 3 A Sk i AR TG g AR S TE TS e A5 s Zn TE T A BLALAL Y TE TS
Yo Ni I o547 v, 13 A 38 3 rp S oK S F 1 s v A 2k 21 i 205 YooK P, oAy S0 bR B 4b JEi5 YL db , #RAb
THRAGIE Y B ARTE YK T 5 R Cr 7E T AT s 1 A ¥ T s Yo AR OR B L IF SR XN Zn, Cr LR Z NN 8h %
e A ARG, S A AR R T L Cu AUHE PR AL A7 38 3 52 3T e i BF{A  3X ] e 5 I 5 DX WA IR 22 % 52 28 3 R 5032 el A
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KB B EE N A PO P IR Z S e R AR, H AR, Zn JEAR S Ph A M BF S IXIN Zn TR
SRR R R IEIE Y NI Ph SR o A R 3 5 25T 13 2 DL AR MR JEE 23 A R W) . N A A A A
PR oA im g . H 2 BOa AL 15 G e A X8 - 20 Hr A o 35 200 A D SR IR NG 9 Tl R JRAR 2, v 2 3L
JEHPEL A R R A AT S AR Tl LA BB T R A5 AT Ml HE T K A NGB
FEDCHI G 23 B ST AT K728 w) /N B Sk AR, PRI 23 Bk O X NG R R DR S Sl HE A R i
Jit £4 41 75 55 N 26 T Bl A i A AR S 1k

F11 KFeHWShkTEERTOMBETRRVESELEREEET

Tab.11 Heavy metal element enrichment factor in intertidal sediments of Biliu estuary using Fe as reference element

=¥ A EF¢, EFp, EF 2, EF x; EF ¢, HAL EF ¢, EFp, EF, EF EFc,
Al 1.3 0.7 0.5 2.8 0.7 D2 1.3 1.9 0.8 3.4 1.0
A2 1.4 1.7 0.8 2.5 0.9 D3 2.0 1.9 0.4 2.5 1.4
A3 1.4 1.9 0.7 3.7 0.9 El 1.3 1.0 0.5 2.2 0.7
Bl 0.9 0.4 0.4 1.3 0.5 E2 1.5 2.0 0.9 3.9 1.0
B2 1.5 1.4 0.7 2.4 1.0 E3 1.1 2.0 0.7 1.8 1.3
B3 1.2 1.7 0.8 3.7 0.7 F1 2.2 2.2 1.1 6.7 2.0
Cl1 1.4 0.4 0.5 1.5 0.5 F2 1.2 1.5 0.7 2.1 0.8
C2 1.0 1.5 0.6 2.5 0.8 F3 1.2 1.8 0.8 2.5 0.9
C3 1.2 1.4 0.8 3.3 0.7 3t Hil 0.9~2.2 0.4~22 0.4~1.1 1.3~6.7 0.5~1.4
D1 1.2 1.5 0.7 1.9 0.8 SEIAE 1.4 1.5 0.7 2.8 0.9
5 &

(OHEFR OEEERZHRD S Cu WS 8N 28.8~72.40 mg « kg ', FH{H N 42.68 mg -
kg ' Pb Wi & N 24.65~76.88 mg » kg 'L FHE K 56.21 mg c kg ' Zn WY E F EON 26,40 ~
135.20 mg * kg 'L FIIME A 93.30 mg ¢ kg ' Ni BB E SN 41.08 ~145.36 mg - kg 'LEEN
99.30 mg » kg ';Cr B SN 97.24~210.80 mg » kg ', F{E N 141.46 mg » kg .

(2) ZE 0T 1 3R 2 OB PORL BE R AE eh Bl 1m0 76 . R DARD Ry 3 3 W 2o 3 Sy LUK D Ry L OB R AIE T LA Ay
Hby AR AH N X3 7K SC kAR DU AR ) i 4 R T &R 19 40 A AR AR BAT — @ ML M. Cus Zn, NiL, Cr 4 P 42 & 19 43
A7 R 1 R 5T DX VY B BB 3 2 AR A AR, Ph ph Bl 1] v A7 226 3 8 35 43 B L 5380 [B) i 0 947 32 sl AR LR
) R 3 B U R N T 3 T R DR B RS RN T G &R

(3) Hi B ARFE Bk Ko Ae 28 25 KU 18 2508 VA 245 51 7« 3230 0T 0 3 (R0 7 B R 32 1 4 JE V5 e RE R A
ABIREE R AF. I Zn 0975 YRR B SR AR, N JTE W C) HXT RI STERIAL T e K. 2920 45.5 %6, R E AR
15 YL R T

(4)Pearson A& 43 ¥ & 4 K F 340 390 U8 B 9% X UL AW L BE R AR S8 7 WF 98 X Cu, Zn, Cr FY SR B
FE R H AR P, Ni B R IE E 22 A TR 73BT A R 3 B D0 0 1 4R 5 ER 2 S8 G0 VT 11 Dy i 780 g > Jo 350 AR
X PR R AL S I A RE W T 15 Y W) 5 45 B o A 0 A % T 4 S ¥ e 0 1) % A 68 T 1L N M D R s 8 3 T 11 9
R B & 35 WG 2238 T2k Jm RS 2 R 200 N R i 30 ok 5 4 s 1 R R AL T R SR

SRR K SEITIAT AR ) DR 32 TG Y R B R A (R A s R L A0 NiL P ST R s Ol T
LG IZ 6 TE AR S T B I 1 PR A B 0l v 4 v R RS AT 2R T T Al A Y R
I BRI .
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Study on the distribution law, environmental assessment and source traceability of heavy metals
in the surface sediments of Biliu River intertidal zone in Liaodong Peninsula

Li Ning, Zhang Wei, Su Shibing
(School of Geography, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: In order to study the distribution characteristics, material sources, and ecological environment evaluation of
sediment heavy metals in Biliu River intertidal zone, the ground accumulation index method and potential ecological risk index
method were used to evaluate the degree of sediment heavy metal pollution in the study area. The Pearson correlation analysis
and enrichment factor evaluation method combined with sediment particle size characteristics were used to analyze sediment
heavy metal pollution sources. The results showed that the mass fractions of Cu, Pb, Zn, Ni, and Cr in the intertidal surface
sediments ranged from 28.80 to 72.40, 24.65 to 76.88, 26.40 to 135.20, 41.08 to 145.36, 97.24 to 210.80 mg * kg ', respec-
tively, with mean values of 42.68, 56.21, 93.30, 99.30, 141.46 mg *» kg '. The average content of Cu and Cr reached the ma-
rine sediment standard(GB 8668 —2002) category II. and the average content of Pb and Zn reached the marine sediment stand-
ard category 1. The pollution evaluation results showed that the pollution degree of five types of heavy metals was in descending
order of Ni, Pb, Cu, Cr, Zn . Cu, Zn, Ni and Cr showed an overall decreasing trend from land to sea, while Pb showed an in-
creasing trend from land to sea. The geo-accumulation index method and the potential ecological risk index method showed that
the ecological environment of the intertidal zone in the Biliu estuary was relatively good with slight pollution. The analysis of
heavy metal sources showed that Cu, Zn and Cr were natural sources, Ni and Pb were anthropogenic sources in the study area.
Heavy metals in the Biliu estuary were controlled by natural factors, such as surface runoff and sediment particle size. Industri-
al and agricultural activities in the region, the scale of coastal aquaculture, and the atmospheric deposition related to coal-burn-

ing transportation also have an important impact on the distribution of heavy metals in this region.

Keywords: sediment; heavy metals; pollution evaluation; Biliu River

[FREHRKR BEL BKREK]



