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& E BRI TIRE 14 R Se A b 120 ANEESERE T 16 AN BT KRR 11 AN T KRERR , -5 | HAECITEMbn i, 38 T
N TR U T IR 5 G R 45 e 0 . (DAL T/ B 7595 (NOs =3 100 mg-kg™ ) A SRE (A TN S8 13.33% , 40 T E 5
YL (NOs =1 440 mg-ke™) LA BB AL 5 A BB 32.5% , 4b T BE 75 2 (NO5 =785 mg k™) DL AU SR SRR Sl 5 KD E 850
50.83% . (2)Z A & i M FRK WA (1 mg- L) HNV 2 (2 mg - L) 7K 5 1 A9 31 3t FE 1T ZARE B 20501 o ] A 8 B RY 62.59% A1
56.25% ; RS 20 2 1 At I SR AR v A B O /K M3 K R (10 mg - L) (935 Hb FH TR /K AR B0 |5 AR B 12.5% 5 AT fr i
Al & 435 10.99 1 33.80 mg- L, 43 HIJE M RIK V 2K BT Z0RHE (2 mg- L)1 5.5 F1 16.9 i ; VB T35 & f Fll fie i & 43
Bk 475 F1 12.75 mg- L 43R MK V2K RBEFRME(0.4 mg- LAY 11.9 A1 31.9 /%, (3)E A &t VIR Bhrii(0.5 mg- 1)
B KRR 7 A R R Y 18.18% s AR A & AL FHEAR G (=10 mg- L) DL L A b N /KBRS | A LB 54.55%, b
T HEBARIUN (=20 mg- L) LA E AT KRR A S 1Y 27.27% ; SRS =R VIR BUARME(2 mg- L7, GB 3838—
2002), HARFR K 100% ; B &t VZRK bR IE(0.4 me- 1, GB 3838—2002) 1Y 5 4 B 81.82%.,
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Testing and Evaluation of N and P Non—-Point Source Pollution Status Quo of Vegetable Fields at the Suburb of
Fuzhou City
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Abstract: N and P non—point source pollution status quo of vegetable fields at the suburb of Fuzhou city was evaluated by testing samples of
vegetable (120 samples ), surface—field water(16 samples) and groundwater(11 samples) collected from 14 pieces of vegetable fields which

located at the suburb of that city according to the related criterions in this paper. Results showed that: (1)Proportions of vegetable samples

which nitrate content fell into serious pollution level(NO; =3 100 mg-kg™), heavy pollution level (NO; =1 440 mg-kg™) and moderate pol—
lution level (NO; =785 mg-kg™) were 13.33%, 32.5% and 50.83%, respectively.(2 )Proportions of vegetable surface—field water samples

which ammonia—N content was beyond the water quality criterions of Il class(1 mg-L™) and V class(2 mg-L™") were 62.5% and 56.25%,

respectively. The proportion of vegetable surface—field water samples which nitrate—N content was beyond the water quality criterion of Chi-
nese surface water of collective living—drinking water( 10 mg-L™) was 12.5%. Compared with the surface water quality criterions of V class
(N2 mg-L7, P0.4 mg-L7"), the average and maximal total N, P content of vegetable surface—field water samples were 10.99 and 33.80 mg*

L, 4.75 and 12.75 mg- L', respectively.(3)The proportion of vegetable field groundwater samples which ammonia—N content was beyond the
water quality criterions of V class(0.5 mg+L™) was 18.18%. Proportions of groundwater samples which nitrate content was super—scale( =10
mg-L™") and serious super—scale (=20 mg-L™") were 54.55% and 27.27%, respectively. The content of total N of all groundwater samples
detected was beyond the water quality criterions of V class(N 2 mg- L™, GB 3838—2002 ). And the proportion of vegetable field ground—
water samples which total P content was beyond the water quality criterions of V class(P 0.4 mg- L™, GB 3838—2002 ) was 81.82%.
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it JES 2 b 1 43 TR ) ot e
BhORTHIRER TS Y . MK I R oK TS Y B 2R A
A B AT R ST 7 ) O (AR )RR X IR
SR, AR KRS, “REREAKE , —K—E”
(AL BEAEA M, REREUE AR, b2 NEh i it FH
MOk, E— By N IR A E A 3 300 ke
hm, PAE R ik 995 kg -hm™!>, i b VEH) 92 bR K 4 11
B AN AR B VR A R B, SRR S A
JEH, i 2 | SR A AE 1R SRR X -3 KRR
GRS AR . ZEE G X AE N T RB 11
5% SR b 1 B S N BCER B S b - 4 5% oy Ry
TERTAAZE A IR . N T RR S H PR it (N
P05 Fl K,0 3543 )7E 2 002~3 455 kg-hm?-a™', -3
b 2521 kg hm2-a™', N:P,05:K;0 FL S 44 9 1:0.77:
0.75 , Z B4R LA, 5 AR AL it FH B9 BH 280 5
Jehgeity; e (2.043 g-kg™) . MR
(182.9 mg-kg™) .CaCl,-P(1.018 mg-kg™ ) V-3 & & L Xt
HR PR3 b [ 88 338 ) 43 Sil4 s 1 3.16.,6.87 il 12.34%
S 1 U RERE A R 45 A R b - 3 U 5 A i K
i SR A K G e K BRI L, WINOs =N
PR RN T K, B RN N P Bl R AR T A JE
Pl A SR AN ] SR DRI, S A A A R 1Y)
RS THIRS Ye KU o A7 AR N T B8 Sl PR AR 1 Gtk
(R M L WLARGE , WA 25, 35 25 XS0, ey
AL RITE 1996 4F 2002 4EF1 2003 4 X 45 M T 35
SYBERTT A BE S b AR ER & L EA TRl AS AT
SEILYFEH AR N T R SRS R A V5 Y i, T DA 4
ISR FIAR ZE SIS0 R 58 H 5 FLC S 8 A 25 2 L o ol
ZAE, WA RN TR SR I A R AR 15 Y BRSO 1T,
TR DB R o TAT AR T %R i i 7K S 7K
ZR RS Y A BRI A R WS . Ik, ASHF
FELAAR N T B0 BE GRS I RT3 58 AT R
B BERFIPEEAT ) R VEBATIS R S L BRI A
G BURS IR TR TR 5 LA (TR R R
b FIFHR R ) 55 14 R BiSE et s 4 38
TN 120 ANEESERE A 16 AN H K EER 11 43 F 7K
FESEATASIN , 51 A SR AR , 4387 T 48 PN T 4%
St Hb U AT TS YL BUIR , B e AR N T T 28 4 [ LAt
JEAL) b DX Hb U TET 55 G TR B AR AR B

1 #MHRERE

L1 AEXEAREGSR
TR S Kb 2 B2 O3 A TR T IR 2 45 &

NG | BRI PE P2 XU IX T iz 13, R
A, A TR 326 d, AR 19.6 CL AR
FEMI L 900~2 100 mm, —AFFHER 3 2~7 FE. K&
B SR ML) A A T Y e K R CRR R,
B2 Z AP TR g R A O e e -
1.2 BREHERRE

TE IR N T R8T B R S A T R 332
fEREAT BT S RFIPG AT ) R IR I A 1L R
AT G LT BLRS 3 TR A L 55 LB (AR R
TR BT R A )45 14 R gk SE b I Y 8
*)1i, T 2006-12—2007-12, 53 it fli ek 5 A 135
i BB SR I3 2E ARZESE RO RE (T A
RS ISR R g 2R AE T 28 46 B, St 120 4>
2B SR it o BRUCRAERT , &P A 1 AT 70k
I 2~3 ANFES, il NSRS BRic % B, A fE 4
AARR VKGR 2502, FH R /K b g SR TR RS
et , P9 2 8 ok pkidr, Gl A T A i 2
FMKY, FHPUAREHL 200 g Ao A7 55 20 AT £ oAk
wn , AN S T VD i IR 5 5 B g S R &
HIE .
1.3 JKEERE

B AR M T 8 A R S A R B ARSE RS2 A
EERERT S A FPE YA ) R AT A S BR
AT AT LA B IR0 TR TR 5 LB (AU e A
TR RIS ST ) AE 14 7 gi SR AL H, T 2008
A9 H—10 J, H 500 mL 5 £ M R (2 25 88
TR BT ) % Hss S B b Y FH T AR e BLK R
245 20 em bR ZKABE A R 32 b H T KA 5 T e B 58
Il S LA IT (R A A R 7K AR o 3R M RHIRLK
PRI Z S 5 0 EARAE Bl R A B LR IR
VKAH o BURERY RIS GPS(GARMIN GPSmap60CSx )
iff o A5 BORE s BB 22 45 B, JF i sk IF R 7K 3
TR 53 SR FER IR RS A5 . SRAR I /KA X Kz ] 52
B9 Ja 5L B VKR ORAE , S5 T A KRR AR e e Je e — ik
TTACIE ST o A58 S i %) Y TR /KR B KR ERORE
SRS LR 1 2,
L4 SR &

B SRR TR R P R KR B S B LR I A
PR R R R L 7 2 0 (GB/T 15401—1994 )7 7
WRE o IKEEINE J7 752 RS2 SCHR(8], IS AR 46
MR B ROR e A et ik, BACR
Bl A B PR R i — 58 A O R, R FH Bt
PR B0 T A — R BT 0 O B o Bl Ak 3R
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Table 1 Basic things of sampling plot of vegetable surface—field
water at the suburb of Fuzhou City

G SR A HiFEN ZHEE

[ BN 26°7'53" 119°20'34"
1M 2 T L A 26°7'37" 119°20'3"
I 3 BN B A 26°7'42" 119°20'14"
il 4 HUE A A 26°7'37" 119°20"7"
Ifi 5 RSB 26°7'37" 119°20"7"
Il 6 BB EA 26°7'37" 119°20'8"
I 7 HERGE AR 26°8'21" 119°18'14"
I 8 TR UG AT 26°5'36" 119°20'39"
I 9 G 26°5'42" 119°20'48"
I 10 BT HUR 26°1'57" 119°20'48"
i 11 1T B 26°1'51" 119°19'12"
il 12 S VR TR 26°0'35" 119°20'52"
I 13 i L LR AR 26°1'19" 119°19'29"
I 14 LA P A 26°1'19" 119°19'29"
T 15 s LR A 26°1'25" 119°18’48"
T 16 = A 26°1'10" 119°17°20"

& 2 M TIARSE M T KBV R AR
Table 2 Basic things of sampling plot of vegetable field

groundwater at the suburb of Fuzhou City

0% R sy s T SRR CHDE
I 1 BERIR AT 26°7'55” 119°20°35"  1.20 20 20
W2 OGS SER 26077417 119°20713" 169 0 50
I3 B Rd AT 26°7'377 119°20'7" 175 1 30
I 4 HUEHGHER 26°7'37" 119°20'8"  0.90 5 10
I 5 PEEPEY R 26°8'25” 119°18'147  1.78 30 10
I 6 ISR 26°5'37" 119°20'36"  4.17 30 10
7 FUEEATISR 26°5'38" 119°20°41”  2.45 2 5
It 8 BLILBIRNTAT 265427 119°20748”  3.16 20 5
H 9 FILBIbRE A 26°1'22” 119°19'31”  13.00 1 30
FE 1025 AR T 26°1718” 119°17'23"  15.90 50 0
1B ILETRIFHRT 26°1718” 119°17°23"  6.60 50
Ty 4.78 19 16
AR 0.90~15.90 0~50  0~50

SPSS G4k 4E T Microsoft Excel A4
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2.1 @M RPEREEEREL T LK

FEINTHARR 7 25 46 Fh 120 4S50 FE 5 (14 6l R £h
R S5 (3% 3) KB, ANFZE AN R AP B = )
HIREE & EATAEE RN SR, R0 B iR
B B I 3E25(2 241.8 mg kg ) >R 2K

(1085.8 mg ke )>Z 7725(620.3 mg- kg™ ) >k
(611.7 mg-kg™) >IN (i ) A2 (204.7 mg-keg™)> 5 Jék
(108.1 mg kg™ )> M7 5725(49.8 mg-keg™), BIfgEZ[F]
FhgEse, JCREMRER & i AR BRI AR L, n
LRSI 10 A/ NIRRT, LSRR ER & ARk
FEI7E 1359.1~5 621.1 mg-kg™,

T T A4 21 (WHO) R & FEAR AR 4141 (FAO)
1973 4EHLSE , AR BR 5 (NOs ) B9 72 H A 2
(Acceptable Daily Intake )ADI {E 4 3.6 mg-kg™-d™, &
I, PR BHERAEIRE T £ T B iRk TAE TP bR
IR R N R 0.5 kg B3k, FIIRE
60 kg i1, 2 M WHO F1 FAO #15E #Y ADI {4 , 4% 1
TGS IR R SUVF il 432 mg kg™ QAR PR
TR R (43312 45%F 70% ) InATHE:,
I BR AT 4Rk 785 I 1 440 mg-kg™'s H L, ¥ 5 3
AE A PR R A 1 DA AR EE R 4 B (K 4),
Z R ILFRHETE AR N T AT 7 2 46 Ff 120 4~ 5% S0 AE
AR 15 YR DL 25 SR (3R 4) 0 b F ™ 5 Y
(NO; =3 100 mg-kg ) g 16 1, 113.33%,
PR AR SR AL T TS YL DL (NOs =1 440
mg kg )R SERE S 39 4, b 32.5% , Hirh ki3
Horli 324 MRS 5 A AGRE N 2 AT
15 (NO; =785 mg-kg™ ) LL L IUBESERE L 61 4, (5
50.83% , L gt 328 (5 45 AN MRZE28 5 7 A, AR
Fdi 64>, FIEE 3 A b TR TS Y4 (785 mg kg >
NO: =432 mg-kg ) GSAEM T 114,15 9.17% , H:
Hhagit S 34 AR 34, R 3R
ORiDIRIE A7 2 A4 5 T 5 SN 75 5925 37 AR £ V5 Y
B, HBh S RE i O RIR SR 2 i Y AR R V5 e FR A
HE(NO:;<432 mg-ke)LLF .

2.2 @M ARt Ak R BT R

FEIN TR 14 Fr k33 16 4> H 1 KRR B A6
R (FR 5)RY AEA S HA 0.14~19.78 mg- L™,
Yok 5.80 mg- L7 AHARE & EAE 0.12~21.88 mg- L,
VIR 417 mg- L7y SVAERAE 2.14~33.80 mg- L7,
424 10.99 mg - L7 B & B 7E 0.91~12.75 mg- L7,
SEHIh 4.75 mg- L, SR CHL R K R85 T i pR i e A
51 H A% v FRAE (GB 3838—2002) ) Hh U & ft 4 b
HE(FR 6), PR BT By H KRR S5 R0 A & &
i M2 (1 mg-L7)F1 V(2 mg- L) 7K BiARifE 1) 7K
FEAR T 10 ASF0 9 A, 4351 o 2 KRR L Y
62.5%Fl 56.25% ; il A & 5 M ik [ SR AR rh U T K
FHAK MK BRUE(10 mg- L) 2 A4S, o5 AR KRR B
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Table 3 Nitrate content of vegetable samples(46 kinds and 120 samples ) collected from the suburb of Fuzhou City
S p—— . e . NO;%‘%/}nlgA-kg"FW . _—
AL FHIME 1 brifE2s 1 FHIMAE 2 bR 2
BRIk YNSES 10 1359.1~5 621.1 2 473.6 1 407.4 22418 1127.1
(13 1 48 4~) PiiEa 2 3012.8~3 128.0 30754 88.5
g 2 2 989.0~3 100.3 3044.7 78.7
TR 2 2 884.3~3 010.0 29472 88.9
2303 8 1 228.4~4 889.5 2983.9 14334
i 2 1 341.7~1 503.0 14224 114.1
i 2 708.2~802.0 755.1 66.3
PN 2 1 991.3~2 000.0 1995.7 6.2
F=d 2 499.0~1 477.2 988.1 691.7
B 4 859.8~1 039.0 942.4 782
BN 4 756.9~1 095.0 933.3 162.0
fi e 5 3 000.0~4 556.8 35824 612.0
s 3 3 500.0~4 300.0 4 000.0 435.9
A iy 2 1 010.0~1 207.8 1 108.9 139.9 620.3 567.6
(8Fh 16 4%) A% 2 800.0~998.8 899.4 140.6
¥ 2 410.7~508.0 459.4 68.8
El=y 2 138.0~150.0 144.0 8.5
A 2 21.9~35.0 28.4 9.3
A 2 189.3~210.0 199.7 146
g 2 432.6~450.0 4413 123
ik 2 1 500.0~1 863.0 1 681.5 256.7
£ Y% 2 191.3~230.0 210.7 274 1085.8 1084.2
(4% 114) 218 2 166.8~210.0 188.4 30.5
B 2 2 320.8~2 500.0 24104 126.7
EEZEN 5 1 029.9~2 137.1 1533.9 400.3
PR ZEERH 5 79.5~1 304.8 750.8 514.6 611.7 473.6
(3Fh94) PNEE 2 769.9~1 230.6 1 000.2 325.8
pi=d 2 63.3~105.0 84.2 295
INGIPE =S BEAIR 2 446.3~510.0 4782 45.0 204.7 151.9
(10 Ff 20 4>) AR 2 351.5~360.5 356.0 6.4
21 2 103.2~202.0 152.6 69.9
#IN 2 95.5~105.0 100.3 6.7
T 2 88.8~90.6 89.7 1.3
Fihi 2 62.2~80.0 71.1 12.6
IV 2 305.0~380.0 342.8 526
HiT 2 83.0~85.0 84.0 14
K 2 271.0~350.0 3105 55.9
FUK 2 50.0~72.8 61.4 16.1
R ¥ 2 246.0~300.0 273.0 382 108.1 115.4
(4% 84) Wit 2 91.5~98.0 94.7 4.6
Uy 2 51.8~60.0 55.9 5.8
T 2 7.3~10.0 8.7 1.9
ff G KRS 2 59.0~63.5 61.3 32 498 215
(4 Fl 814) Bt 2 32.3~41.5 36.9 6.5
BERE 2 22.5~32.1 27.3 6.8
s 2 69.0~78.8 73.9 6.9

A EA) 46

120
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Table 4 Sanitation criterion and quality grade on nitrate of vegetable sampled from the suburb of Fuzhou City
5H TRk
1 3 4
NO:;/mg-kg™ FW <432 <785 <1 440 <3 100
T YRERE R g HT S
BIE e AR EEAH AT AEARE
HhBEAE LI AE RV
BN AU Fetd/9 B Letil/% EUA Lt % EUA He A1/ %
LRI (13 il 48 1) 3 6.25 13 27.08 16 33.33 16 33.33
HRZEZE(4 Fh 11 4) 0 0.00 2 18.18 5 45.45 0 0.00
B8 F 16 1) 3 18.75 4 25.00 2 12.50 0 0.00
IR (4 Fh 8 AN) 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
FISEZE3 A9 14Y) 3 33.33 3 33.33 0 0.00 0 0.00
JRGHDFZE(10 20 4~) 2 10.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
EREFTH(4 Fh 8 4~) 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
A1 (46 Fh 120 4) 11 9.17 22 18.33 23 19.17 16 13.33

T 12.5% ; PTG e U 7K A S R0 RI Bl 75 it Y i
HAHR I V K AR HERRE (N 2 mg-L™7,P 0.4 mg-
L) AR 100%, (HAERA A, TR i) F ik
Ferb, SECEI S A B i A oA 10.99 Fil 33.80
mg- L, 40 3k 2K V2K B bR ifE (2 mg- 1)
19 5.5 F116.9 15 ; ST &5 Fds & ool
4.75 F1 1275 mg- L™, 435E 3R E K V ZOK Bk
PrifE(0.4 mg- L)) 11.9 F131.9 %,
2.3 @M ARt Tk & BT AT

AR T AT ER S HI) 11 AT KRGO Y
R ZE A (% 7)), 2 A RAE 0004~12987 mg- 17,
SR 1.415 mg- L iSRS 1 7E 0.68~25.29 mg- 17,
SEFH 12,11 mg- L BE B R AE 2.91~33.42 mg- L7,
YR 1442 mg- L7 S & AE 0.260~22.513 mg- L,
1R 3171 mg- L, ZRECHL R K AL BT s i B A
i H B R (GB/T 14848—1993) ) A& i 70 Pibn
WECSR 6), PP BT E A L KK BE R 285 SR 2R I, A
i VKR E(0.5 mg- L) BKFET 2 4,
AR A KRR B Y 18.18%; fHASA & i i 20K
JFkriE (20 mg-L7) @93F 2 4, S IEA KRR R
12.5%, EPFr XK NOs— N & & i K AL
i (Maximum Acceptable Concentration, MAC )4 1} £
FRUE, 5 H A 2 A0 36 = W IR K bR iE, A 10
mg L NO;-N(HI24 T 45 mg-L7" NO3 ) ; AL A= 4H 41
(WHO) il MR HAKRE, & 11.3 mg-L™ NO;-N
(FH24F50 mg- L' NO; ), BE2AWFFT R, IR HAK P Y

REL S E T 90 mg- L7 NO; (FH24 T 20 mg- L™ NO;—
NI R 2 & SN SAg M, X i S R A A A
RN K R 5 D 0~2 mg L AR
2~5 mg- L7 N RAF;5~10 mg- L7 Ryiktbr, HEATE
FORAS 510~20 mg- L' S HibR ; =20 mg- L™ )™ 5
P o ¥ B 20K A5 1) 23 AR HEPEAN BT B T 7K KA 1Y
SR SRS A TEARION (=10 mg- L) LA
AT 6 A, AT KRR B 54.55% s iSRS =
AbF =B ARG (=20 mg- L)L AT 3 A4, 8
BrKFE RSB 27.27%

TR H AT ARV VB i A PR
P, 47 2 BR (b R K PR3 o e s 1 B AR T H AR R
{H (GB 3838—2002 ) ) rfr i U R 7 3t 43 b HE BT
W B B b T AR WTRTAS Y BT A 32 A b T 7K A Y
SAG Y VIR AR E(2 mg L), Hidr
1100% 5 S\ & Rk V27K Bihn #E (0.4 mg- L)Y
TKEETE 9 A, IR KRR B ) 81.82%,

3 Zig5itig

3.1 BRSEAHBREL T R

HAT, X0 E S IR R 15 G iR Ol i A i 5%
CA R LA , WA LS R — BRI, B35 CRe A &
) SZAEERER V5 Y™ o JE A IR 13 SR
FPR T S TP RS R ER ) TR R AT, R BUAR
25 MR RN IR £ 15 Y i ol A T RS
(1 440 mg-kg™" )™ H 55 (3 100 mg kg™ ) FEJE 1)
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Table 5 Quality status of vegetable surface—field water
sampled from the suburb of Fuzhou City

G ASHFUNHamg L' fHSE/Nmg- L A /mg L' /mg- L

1 1 0.90 7.57 8.47 3.51
17 2 0.14 3.19 4.99 3.25
3 0.20 1.08 2.41 2.86
T 4 3.62 2.31 6.80 2.73
S 1.37 0.12 2.50 091
T 6 0.33 1.04 2.14 2.34
T 7 9.18 8.36 17.86 3.51
17 8 11.15 21.88 33.80 4.68
119 5.48 13.58 19.09 1.95
Ifi 10 19.78 0.16 20.03 12.62
T 11 17.38 1.71 19.41 12.75
I 12 4.48 0.32 6.16 3.25
Ifi 13 13.30 1.71 15.33 7.81
1A 14 0.47 1.63 3.18 5.99
I 15 4.15 1.04 9.36 3.90
I 16 0.78 1.00 4.35 3.90
T 5.80 4.17 10.99 4.75
ARG 0.14~19.78 0.12~21.88  2.14~33.80 0.91~12.75

& 6 MRKIMEREFR AR AT H AR RE(GB 3838—2002)

Table 6 Limited values on basic items of environmental quality

criterion on surface water( GB 3838—2002)

i 1% 0% WX NE vk
FA/NH-N,mg-L'<  0.15 0.5 1 1.5 2
RFRARIN, me < 0GP DKM KR SR
BA/Nmg-L'< 0.2 0.5 1 1.5 2
P mg- L' 0.02 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

xR 7 @M TR T KRERIR
Table 7 Quality status of vegetable field groundwater
sampled from the suburb of Fuzhou City

45 EAE/NHamg L' ESAENme- L SAUmg L S /mg- 1"

H 1 0.040 11.59 12.24 0.521
H2 0.040 25.29 33.42 22.513
3 0.011 24.89 25.35 0.521
I 4 0.007 8.24 8.59 0.651
It 5 0.062 2.71 4.35 0.260
I 6 0.047 6.85 7.18 0.651
I 7 0.029 19.32 19.55 3.514
8 0.171 10.35 10.69 1.562
H9 2.165 0.68 291 3.644
# 10 0.004 20.47 20.95 0.260
H 11 12.987 2.83 13.35 0.781
1y 1415 12.11 14.42 3.171

ARAEIEE 0.004~12.987 0.68~25.29  2.91~33.420.260~22.513

& 8 M TKIMEREINERARTIE
FREPRE(GB/T 14848—1993)
Table 8 Limited values on basic items of environmental quality

criterion of groundwater( GB/T 14848—1993)

Tt H I2% IES IS \ES V%
HANH,mg L' <0.02 <002 <02 <0.5 >0.5
flFRER/Nmg- L <2.0 <50 <20 <30 >30

i R AT ST Y 73.3% , W R Eh BB B e Tk
8 921 mg-kg™o AR IR E I 5T | LA 8 AR Ikh
(1) LR SRR 15 YRR A T IR A Ay ), TR
ES) RN R R NGO I i i E S SN & By
ZIEE TG Y E I Y FEPEE PG 11
J5 A8 gk S A IR k1 S IR 0 R AT R ) 4 R 3R
B S A S & T 325 mg kg™, iR 3 4 95 5L K
A7 20 A, b7 A A BB 41.7% , 045 3Rk |
RPN AREEMA GRRG ; KPS A & ®S
T 700 mg-ke™, 1t 4 KI5 YKF-A S Bl B
KGR AT AR RIS A ZE IR R R85 mT
BT RER B P2 B i 2R 2 (2 241.8 mg-kg ™)
SHEZEE (1 085.8 mg kg™ )>A 5725 (620.3 mg-kg™)>
P32 (611.7 mg-kg™)>JN (il ) H24(204.7 mg-kg™)>
29625 (108.1 mg-kg™)>Hif 45 57245 (49.8 mg-kg™ ) ; H
o AT E 5 (NOs =3 100 mg-kg™) 55 S RE b
R B K (120) Y 13.33% , A T 8 FE 15 42 (NO; =
1440 mg-kg™ ) LA_E B & S RE it o5 AR S A0 32.5%
SRS SR SRR ER TS Yt hy ™ B G 48 Mz
BERRE S AL T E TG Y (NOs =1 440 mg kg™ ) L) |
3T 32 4>, i 66.66% ., iz HYRHRREL & &t 52 3| 2 il
PRI 22 1) 52 ) (At 3 Pl G AES SR L' R R A
S )N (B2 RIS 118 R il P 2 i s S v i R
SRR FB R, RIHCE FSR R R TR
FF 85 N AR PR Ay 3 i RS i P 1 o v
PEim o ERDESE IR R, it AL g 5 e 3
FhgE SR MRS A S &, /DA SRS A & & A
i ENEHE R 5.4~79.7 1%, =4 5 3.4~104.4 4%, 3¢
PEm 12.1~126.4 1% ; B & ZEF & 0935, 5558 b i
B R A 5 Pt n , (H 88 3 P i A B i i
FRRETEIE KT AR AR , 380 A il s i
TEHEA RIS K M S ER o B, T & A AL &
RALE YN AR AR X PP IR0 R e
HFHHAS AR PR R FZR A il E A AT
FERUERA T SRR ER B i S U I IE A DGR R
PRI, LA e S I RS IR R 15 e ) R DA 0B} 2 15 B
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Hivfita FH Ak 2 U8
3.2 EHHEmEKERBET KRR

T PR S o, AR it P AT CRE 12
AU ) o — 6 b 5 it i 38 3 300 kg - hm2 i A
Yt R By . e A L, &4 2~3 i
N:600~1 300 kg« hm™, J&H LAY FH R, X RE K
(A, T 232 AR 21%~369%", Wh SR A2 ffi 1 43¢
HNO;-N Ko RBU P Z AW & 5 1k 2508
FRIRMRAFEA KRR Y, A58 5
o FEK AR A IE DL, W) NOs-N Bk v 2 T K,
o #2)2 HHE N (P b A58 I I 2k 1E AT BB 1) b 3%
K CHR 38 B0 AT ) I DU SR 5 kA, 3R
b T RRU 7K S 5L 149 T 7K 2 5 S0 1 i b R A28 3 Tt
R HAER 2GR LA B B KPS i %
R 0 Fe OO S e, PRI, 0 S b TR K A
R WS R DA FE R b s RS - 4 LR
L 1 7K 1) 0B TR e mik o {HL G 2h H
T 7K TG YR DL I A B ST HRGE AR D o ARWFIE Y
EREH], EMTARR 14 g dt b 16 A~ H Kk
M EA Fa il M2 mg-L")AV2(2 mg-L™)
TR TR HE ) KRR RS R 43 0] o A KR S 1Y 62.5%
F1 56.25% ; i A A M ik [ 5 4R b AR TG RO
H1 2K FRUE (10 mg- L) (/K RERSCE | A KRR A i
() 12.5%; FIiAG 32 K62 b B T ZORE 1) R0 RN i 757
s B I AR Y V K B bR R, b, SR CF
8 B A A 430 o 10.99 A 33.80 mg L, 4y
SRR E Mg K V2K A bR IE(2 mg- L) 5.5 F1
16.9 % EVBAEF- X B B Al ey o Bt 530y 4.75 A
12.75 mg- L7, 3 )02 3k ) 1l e 7K V28K 0 ol o o4
(0.4 mg- L") f11.9 F131.9 £, it al WL, 48N T %%
S Hi TR K 32 20 B 5 e i O )™ i, ISR A
IR HE— 25 HE G A b BB AT 3 . A A
IR, W8 R 5 T 36 2 b 6 AR S0 T T R T
(ORI 150 SRy NN = S il
3.3 ZEihith Rk EBET R

A H b T K S PRk 5 Y Il 8 2 285 | RS [ 9 Ak
FNRBI I, EAIMNFZHIT R R X R 1
HEAR PR IR e A AT o He s K e b i AR
TR HL DX, MR KA S 0TS e AU B i =24, S D
I Tulare B M 7K AH A R 15 Y M X 32 4L o ofE
AR ARG | R SR R 285 P REL IO = b X)) AR v 8 s X
KA EE Y 530 R o A 2 DR G, S L R K
S e 35 = TR kit FH L, R 20 oK

B U AR DX T30 1, X1 i 20 A i
A DXHE T KRS TS YRGBT 45 SR 3R B, AR X
KA ARG YA EAR RALE A2 WL Ak JE 1 34 555
PRI , SR DX 5 )R 32 DX R i 7K 75 YL PR o o o
T A AR X 5140 AR AR FEI RS A &l
2.45 mg L™, #BARRAUN 8.5%, 1 189 HR = 1 A #E I
SEHI R 8.66 mg- L, HARR I 1436.0% ;26 &
INZE - B OKFEVERL VR 2 T K35 55 5o 18.02
mg - L7 AR 55.4% ;1M 43 A RAP HiSE FH V2 Hb
TAKBEA I EHR 72.42 mg- L, HERFEIE 100%;
i et FH RUIE 2 T KA A s Y ) R S RE
JRAFR RIS 25 S N, RV T R LR AR 244 X b
KRR R TS Yt e, SR b s YRR R RO
L R KRR ER &S N AR S W IR A G
H LM R R, LR A5 i g2 24
L SEAME X A 653 4 Hi R K KR 44F NOs-N
BIommik 22.6 mg- L8 H 3R E R K bRt 7K It
LR 36.5% , 8 1 B e e F % i (MAC, 10 mg-L™)
[RI7KH FL IR 59.5% ; T 7K AR £E 5 1 5 R IX U
Jite FH KO S EAH DG, UM I it FH R 3 b K A R
VTP ARAR N . AR 25 SR I, AN T AR 4
B SRR 11 A KA OO i &R & it 3%
[ 1 7K V2B K BEARIE (0.5 mg - L) o I A8 /K R
Y 18.18%; AR & 2T HARN (=10 mg- L)
DL E 10 5 R A KR SR 54.55% , 1b T T B AR
(=20 mg- L) LA o A KA S8 27.27% ., B
R - 7K BV L SV 5 1 A T FR AR o, %o
KRR RS YR Ao A DLRGE o Hb TR K
AT DL I 2 Fhag A B A K (e i T 7Kk
A4 HVERE AR5 VR S 0y b TR HEZK , SR 7K 36 R HEA
HRAKAE ), L, 52 0 BTS2 36 B
FOK AT Y A Ar N EE o AR LSRR AR M T
B AR5 SR 11 A KRE KO B R i
ARk V2K EbRME (2 mg- L', GB 3838—2002),
HBFRFEA 100% ; Sl & it V IOK BiARTE(0.4 mg-
L™, GB 3838—2002) my/KFEEIR & 82 KA S0
81.82% K I, S X b I 7K A L LBl () 75 e ) A o
SHEATHEM.,
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