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Distribution Characteristics and Pollution Evaluation of Heavy Metals in
Hangjinqu Expressway Roadside Soill
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Abstract: Soil heavy metal content (Pb, Cd, Ni, As, Cr) was determined at Huanmo and Luobu village along Hangjinqu Expressway in Zhejiang
province in June 2016. The results showed content of Cr was the highest, followed by Pb or Ni, and Cd at two villags. The contents of Pb, Cd, Ni and
Cr of the most sampling sites were significantly higher than the background value of soil in Jinqu Basin. The trends of Pb and Ni cotnent were
increased and then decreased with the distance from the expressway within 160 m, while that of Cd and Cr were decreased gradually. The conclusion
indicated that forest belt of 40 m had the best protective effect on soil.
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BB, BRI s S B U S SRS YR (R B el i A AR SR R e e AT B S
P e A B W LA TV, BT TER P . VRIS, 0 iRl bk, WA g
T2 AR, T 2003 AE@GEZE, 4K 290 km.o ANFST AT 4 e s p i BB X BT R 2 L3k
WAt %, i HIEE SRR O AGERE, R I e . W S AT5 Y e S0 H I R 4 i 5 Yeit
FIVRfY, BE—B TRt LIRS R TIE Y BIBTN,,  DUBR R 2 B U 2 R R TS ey RIB B
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1.1 HmEE&E

FRAE BE SR O BT B PR IE BL %R, T 2016 4F 6 H, Wbt mnd ARy EZRIX T 1), FERifE
IR S (LUTRFEEIRS ) | 2R PR (LUFERPIBE) 2 NEL, 2 nila i 3 ANHE B 20 s 1 W 1 (s
WZH L, L, Ly, BHBECHW,, W,, W), FEGMETE LHFEARESBE 6 S RiFa, Hir, BIHRSH 3
AT SRAE R AR PR 2558 10 m, 15m, 20 m, 40 m, 80 m, 160 m; ZHRAFHELR) 3 METRIFEMELIE Sk 5 m,
10m, 20m, 40m, 80 m, 160 m. FA KA RE 34 0~ 20 cm RE LA MIRGHE, it 36 MEAHE, 11
RAUY Ry IR 6 AT — MR B 4P Ay S TR A (1) .

F1 REMELKER

Table 1 Information of sampling lacation

SRAY I B Wil AR TEEE/m MRHF T BT A PEFEZEHY
RiIR S Ly B i - LS TR AT 2 b T
FAR ] —7KF
Pt L, 40 {EHLAA Pinus elliottii, ZJ@# P. massoniana, #%7K Cunninghamia 2\ U2
lanceolata, #5 Cinnamomum camphora. *F¥#E 15 m, F¥ 2 11 cm o, EEHFEZE25m
Ls 5 AT Phyllostachys heterocycla ‘Pubescens’, FJi 4 m
A 2 JI4% Populus x canadensis, IR 18 m, F3MgiE 18 cm
W, 15 i, X 18 m, FHIMZ 18 cm
W; TR _

1.2 #H&EoH
BREN AR TSI THARXT, BREATEMEY . 5R5A, BRI 100 HRRIEMGG ., +
48 Pb, Cd, Ni, AsHlCr &8 HF-HNOs-HCIO, G, MR FRI s e i+ e
1.3 TESEERFHEITNGE
131 #EFUTRAEHE  AITSYIEE (P fExt LIRS RIS YRR TR, AR
P,=Ci/S;
Aof, CoAR—ESR i TSR, SCAESRE | BN B, AP0 T A S 2 SR
TSGR SILEM (£2) o <18}, BHERZFESEHEZN; P>, 2R ESEIGY, HIEMW
RFERZEERTG Y™

Fx2 ITEEGRERITNSILE
Table 2 Reference value of heavy metal pollution in soil
1ebr Pb/ (mg-kg?) Cd/ (mg-kg™) Ni/ (mg-kg™t) As/ (mg-kg?) cr/ (mg-kg*)
e IR E SN R 33.75 0.16 16.76 7.68 45.37

132 WHZ ZE7EREHE  WEEPLEETSRAEE(Py)RE B ATt T3 w15 Yedt 1T RBWELR S IFAY
HH A

Py = (Pizave"'Pizmax)/2
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K, Piave, Pimax 2050 13 48 SIS Y g B0A RN 45 B0 T AR R E . 15 R IR P 42 515
YLFSEFIE N ZE Rk 5 AN Py < 0.7 B, HHETS Yesagl ke 4, 15k AiEiE; 0.7 <Py < 1.0 i,
TS YLEEIR R ETRLR , T5PACERNiETE: 1.0 < Py < 2.0 B, ISP Y, 2.0 < Py < 3.0 i,
OGS Py > 3.0 B, HHEG YSRGS e,

2 HXR5p

21 TIEEEEESHEMEIHEHE

MFEIHTLER, WIFEEIRS | X PR 2 NME Ly, Ly, Ls, Wil Wy RIS HIBEES )R
SER{E AN R Cr > Pb > Ni > As > Cd, W, i1 Cr > Ni > Pb > As > Cd, Rk ExHIE 4R Cr S,
FR A Pb 8 Ni, #AfCh Cd, XERHEHEAIBAS HIRES RS R HARKMNESS. ARFH T HIEES
JE& & R AR B A B BEE R ERIE I s, (HbT e mER A 2 AEEE, HAHR E R TE R ) g
ZERM, HrrPb, Cd, Ni, Cr &S CHHE S T &la i LR R SR Sl B2 BB 3 B Pb,
As Hl Cr S EBVFEEII R Ls> Ly > Ly, CAAINI R Ly > Ly > L, JotkiE . A 5 m PPk HREE SR
T 40 m ARHFIKT R ; SHREEREEL 3 MFTIA Pb, Cd, Ni S EAEEUMER R Wy > Ws > W,, As S Wy > W, > W,
Cr g W3 > Wy >W,, B As ZIHJZERIAKAS, TElafr . A 2 m ARii s & 132 E 48 & T4 15 m Ak .

X 2 B, B S IR HIRE SRS B ST O, XTRE SRR R, JERETALT )R
U 2 AR AR /K Tl R B 1) B9 . P IR s i T s TR 2, EE SR 2.5 m, JFiE
FRBTEA R 5 Y61

*3 1TEEEREE
Table 3 Heavy metal contents in sampled soil

. Pb/ (mg-kg™t) Cd/ (mg-kg™) Ni/ (mg-kg™) As/ (mg-kgh) Cr/ (mg-kg")
AV ¥l VIR IO AT ¥ifE AR SO ARG ¥l
L, 34.83 ~ 55.29 41.57 0.04~0.39 0.15 30.23~47.33 40.00 493~7.15 5.67 39.41~71.13 57.57
L, 27.44 ~ 46.82 35.74 0.04~0.11 0.08 18.23 ~ 35.56 25.62 3.12~6.20 4.99 32.25 ~62.09 47.65
Ls 34.21~50.11 42.42 0.07 ~0.26 0.13 28.11 ~45.21 37.62 3.90 ~8.99 6.11 46.14 ~ 74.55 60.55
W, 34.35~64.25 50.88 0.18 ~0.40 0.27 35.38 ~ 58.52 47.91 481 ~7.35 6.40 45.36 ~ 74.94 59.66
W, 27.96 ~ 57.53 35.49 0.11~0.21 0.16 28.25 ~51.59 40.84 4.60 ~7.46 6.39 36.43 ~ 67.05 51.81
W; 37.53 ~69.23 52.79 0.20 ~0.32 0.26 29.51 ~ 66.32 44.73 5.79~7.35 6.27 54.54 ~ 75.00 65.35

22 IEESEEEMEBNTURR

TR & BB, Bl SRS MRS AR T, 3 i 3% Pb & &SR T o Ak . Ly Wi de i (e B
7 80 m &b (55.29 mg-kg?) , HARMHILE 10 m ik (34.83 mg-kg?) ; L, SE{EAE 20 m &b (46.82 mgkg?)
B ARAEAE 160 m A4k (27.44 mgkg™) 5 Ls B fEAE 80 m 4L (50.11 mg-kg™ ) , HARMEAE 15 m 4k (34.21 mg-kg™) .

+3E Cd S Ly Wi Sk 2T SRR, A 2 MR SR B RS, Ly S EfE 10 m 4 (0.39
mg-kg™), S AIGIEAE 160 m A4k( 0.04 mg-kg™ ); L, B S EAE 20 m 4K 0.11 mg-kg™ ), 5 fIRABAE 80 m 4N 0.04 mg-kg™ );
Ls S fBI7E 10 m 4k (0.26 mgkg™) , HfiR{EAE 160 m 4k (0.07 mgkg™)

T3 NI &2 Lo Wi S A RS G Ty, HA 2 M e TR G L R lqE 40 m Ak

(46.02mgkg™) , FRARMEALE 160 m 4k (30.23 mg-kg™!) 5 L, FinfEifE 20 m A4k (35.56 mg-kg™) , HARIEAE 160 m
b (18.23mgkg™?) 5 LysiiflifE 160 m &b (45.21 mgkg™) , EAETE 20 m 4k (28.11 mg-kg™) .

3% As B & L, Wi Bk ARG T R, FoA 2 B AT R R S Ly S i B 40m AN 7.15
mg-kg™), SARAEAE 80 m AN 4.93 mg-kg™ ); L, B EH ELZE 80 m 4R( 6.20 mg-kg™ ), SARAELZE 20 m 4h( 3.12 mg-kg™ );
Ls s EAE 15 m &b (8.99 mgkg™) , AIRMEAE 160 m A4 (3.90 mgkg™)

3 AMKTIRIAY -3 Cr & &R IR WIS, L i EAE 10 m 4k (71.13 mg-kg™) , SRARMETE 160 m 4k

(39.41 mgkg?) ; LyEifEAE 15 m 4k (62.09 mg-kg™h) , HARMEAE 160 m 4k (32.25 mgkg?) 5 LsfiflrE
10m 4k (7455 mgkg™) , FRARMETE 160 m 4k (46.14 mgkg™)
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Figure 1 Relationship between soil heavy metal content and distance at Huanmo village
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Figure 2 Relationship between soil heavy metal content and distance at Luobu village
TER IR EL, R SR IT, 3 /MBTIHIRY 138 Pb & 8 BV BT PR S, Wy i S B AEREBR 5 80 m
ik (64.25 mgkg™t) , FARELE 160 m &b (34.35 mg-kg™ ) ;5 W, B ifEfE 40 m 4k (57.53 mg-kg?) , FARMELE
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10 m &b (27.96 mg-kg™®) ; WS EAE 80 m Ab (69.23 mg-kg™) , HARAEALE 160 m &b (37.53 mg-kg?) . 14
Cd & & Wy B SR 20T S R BRI S, HoAx 2 BT SR SR A 3, W e i (EAERE L 10 m 41 0.40
mg-kg™), FRARIELAE 160 m A 0.18 mg-kg™ ); W, F i fEAE 5 m 4K 0.21 mg-kg™ ), FARAEAE 40 m AN 0.11 mg-kg™ );
W BB EFE 20 m A4k (0.32 mgkg™) , FARMEAE 40 m AL (0.20 mg-kg™) o 3 MW 3% Ni & & k) 258 Tt
R A, W, B ETERERRSL 40 m 4b (58.52 mg-kg?) , EARAEAE 160 m &b (35.38 mg-kg™) 5 W, SiifEL
E10mAb (51.59 mg-kg?) , FARIEAE 160 m A4b (28.25 mg-kg™) ; Wi EAE 40 m &k (66.32 mgkg™) , %
I{EFE 10 m &b (29.51 mgkg™t) .

+3% As & i 3 R ASEIVEE RN, Wy B EAERERSFE 10 m &b (7.35 mg-kg™) , HARMEAE 5m 4k (4.81
mgkg™t) 5 W, It {EAE 40 m &b (7.46 mg-kg™) , FRARMELZE 10 m 4k (4.60 mgkg™) ; Wi EAE 5 m Ak (7.35
mg-kg™) , HAR(ETE 80 m 4k (5.85 mgkgt) . 3 Cr &8 W, Mk SRR T PR RE 3E, g 2 AN
T SRR TA, Wy SsE EAEP R L 5 m Ak (74.94 mgkg™) , BAIETE 160 m A4b (45.36 mg-kg™) ;5 W,
fELE 5 mAb (67.05 mg-kg?) , HAREAE 10 m 4k (36.43 mgkg?) 5 Wiadki{E7E 5 m 4k (75.00 mgkg?)
HAIRME 160 m 4k (46.14 mgkg™) , FAR(EAE 160 m 4k (54.54 mg-kg™)
2.3 EREAKABZTESERISHTEN

AT 2 IR E SR R, AW A RS RS E SRS YNGR L% 4.

R4 IBESEFFEM
Table 4 Assessment on soil heavy metal pollution at sampled sites

Wr i RS Hm —— = o e = Pu  LEOTIRSR

B S L, 10 1.03 0.72 217 0.67 157 1.55 AR
15 1.09 2.42 2.82 0.72 1.55 273 g
20 1.30 0.71 2.57 0.70 1.23 2.08 thE
40 1.19 0.82 2.75 0.93 1.09 2.34 i
80 1.64 0.58 2.28 0.64 1.31 1.72 2355
160 1.15 0.25 1.80 0.76 0.87 1.05 BE
RSl 1.23 0.91 2.40 0.74 1.27 1.91 (355

L, 10 0.97 0.53 1.62 0.55 131 0.91 B Ses
15 1.29 0.62 1.85 0.63 1.37 1.19 BE
20 1.39 0.68 212 0.41 0.87 1.42 (355

40 0.93 0.57 1.29 0.77 1.01 0.63 e
80 0.96 0.26 1.20 0.81 1.04 0.54 e
160 0.81 0.31 1.09 0.73 0.71 0.43 B

FHE 1.06 0.50 153 0.65 1.05 0.85 e
Ls 10 1.13 1.59 2.08 0.76 1.64 1.60 BY
15 1.01 0.79 2.35 1.17 1.39 1.83 1355
20 1.32 0.60 1.68 0.80 1.30 1.03 12355
40 1.25 0.94 2.39 0.77 1.35 1.87 L35S
80 1.48 0.72 2.28 0.76 131 1.73 (355
160 1.35 0.41 2.70 0.51 1.02 2.18 g
FHE 1.26 0.84 2.24 0.80 1.33 171 R
B W, 5 1.58 1.94 3.00 0.63 1.65 3.02 HEE
10 1.37 2.50 3.24 0.96 1.34 3.52 Gy
20 1.53 1.59 2.80 0.83 1.42 2.62 thpE
40 1.64 1.52 3.49 0.88 1.19 381 Y
80 1.90 1.41 251 0.81 1.29 2.20 s
160 1.02 1.12 211 0.90 1.00 1.49 rp g
RS ST 151 1.68 2.86 0.83 1.32 2.78 i
W, 5 1.03 1.34 2.43 0.90 1.48 1.99 (2355
10 0.83 0.83 3.08 0.60 0.80 2.74 g
20 0.88 1.25 291 0.84 1.44 2.65 g
40 1.70 0.69 2.18 0.97 1.14 1.63 BY
80 1.00 0.85 2.35 0.73 1.15 1.75 123555

160 0.87 0.88 1.69 0.95 0.84 0.98 LRk
TIME 1.05 0.97 2.44 0.83 1.14 1.96 iR
W, 5 1.28 191 2.04 0.96 1.65 1.66 BE
10 1.22 1.71 1.76 0.80 1.46 1.26 12355
20 1.78 1.97 3.60 0.83 1.61 4.19 Cilis
40 1.94 1.22 3.96 0.80 1.43 4.79 HE
80 2.05 1.41 2.27 0.76 1.29 1.89 2355
160 1.11 1.55 2.39 0.75 1.20 1.92 (23555

FHE 1.56 1.63 2.67 0.82 1.44 2.62 o
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TERIER S KEL, 3 MK A EIRE S & RAE A Pb, Ni, Cr 393l 1 5, 35Sy, HAth 2 fh
SIRIENHIRFE S Z RS Y WP LTS YRECRE, LRy 10, 80, 160 m AR5, 15, 20,
40 m AbAHR RIS Y, Ly AR TR Y L, 80, 160 m AbhZe4iiE, 10, 40 m A &AL, 15, 20 m
ARG, Ly BTN 5 Lo B 160 m A BTG YLAh, HARS SRR SRR ETT Y, La B T4
JETG YL, FEBIREARE B, A R IS RA R FIRREEZ 8 P, Ni, Cr U754, Wi, W, 39523 Cd 534,
MEEE TG YFRECRE , W) 20, 80, 160 m ZbAHEES e, 5, 10, 40 m ALK BTG YL, W, BhAb T BT L,
W,/ 5, 40, 80 m ZbA%2EIE Yy, 160 m AbhERZEA], 10, 20 m AL B S Y, W, 3o BETs Y W,
20, 40 mAHEETS YL, KRG RAESCRETS Y, W B T 5 4.

3 WE5ER

3.1 EETAMTESEEIHHEME

2 ABRELH) 6 ANWTH, FEE RAESIEE AR, +3 Pb &R AR Y 2T RGRIE S B L4h, HARS5
AWiTE 3 Ni S SRR R R B Woob, HiAx 5 MK 13 Cr SR 280 Pk, 1IE
Cd WA 4 AT SR 22 WA A . RS0, 206 00 398 T 4 45 ek 0 A e o B8 0 1 398 i i
6y = R S 1 2 I 0 1 BB S g T KR (18w et = GO 1B o P 3 T /N e sy L
T e — WA S R I 329 Wl W, AREFSTH Pb, Ni, &% Cd, Cr4y3%ta FRFiFAS LTSN .. Viard 2500
Whoe e, AP BB NIYR A BT, R R RS SR S A b FZR N .
BRSP4 SHEI) Ph, Ni 3 B RLE NI IR A0, A ESIRY #E — e
B S, R A G P, Cr EEORA TEMEM, FEEd ey Bt R R IE
e Cd LA AR IO B G, K, Cr il Cd 7RI AL S B . As BUAS TR R
ARARI Y, BIRERE LA RPN FLE AR S, T D0 HE R L AR A 0,
3.2 MEXMTIEELREITEMFIFY

TERIR S 3 ANWIE, Ly AR 6 A RAES A 3 AN RS LA AT YRR YL, 3 AN b s
Yy, MEBUEARACTREETTYY; L, 40 m AR FPE 2 AR AT YRS R N R, 2 ARG, A
2AMEERETG YL, B BB TR ; L 5 m AT ET A 5 NGRS S o R G Y, LA SR
EY, BEBCEME TG Y, v, 40 m TERERIARFRENT A B BIA B . TERIREL 3 AN,
Ly 2 m ARIFBTIE ) 6 A RAES A 3 NSRBI SO IS Y, 3RS, MU T rh S
Yys L, 15 m AR A 2 ARG SIS RS TR YE, 4 D UNRETSY, IRBORRL TR EIS YL
Ls TEARHIIT P 4 A SR ATo Y POoh REToYe, 2 MBS YY, RO TR 5. MELmE,
H 15 m MHFIB P VE BT, £ B3R, MRHHRTE I E SRS PR . RS E YR, TER AT — T
BRI B RSl WP ESE, R RSAER, B 7 mhE i R R, £
Ky B ki b AR TR B UM . M Rl s et mhe s Bt piaty iR e, e
BEIE 160 m AR HIEE SR O T KIS, P, MR a2, BERT X s
#% 160 ~ 200 m Bl N AFMERAED) .
3.3 SIRABIALBHIPHED B I

MR T R SR T 4 RS Y ARV BN 3, AR s . SRR L AR . AN 40 mIRAS
PR e 2 TARGFAIB P ROR, A TOARE R BB BT, TR 4R & B AU YERRREIL,
BIARAT AT 38 0 R BAERE S5 /NG YTt Bl R ARTT YR i . s AN AR B TE B 40 m AiAi. SAoh, 1edE
VTS YRR E SRR RO, iRETT L L FEMIAEA IR AR ZERE S, TECAEAE T ShRERYRITER T,
AR SRS =9
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