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UL IR R B Cu Zn M. BEFE RN, A& B2 Cu Zn 5 22 580K, H Zn 95 SR T Cu & it o 6369 CuZn
T, PALE ST 406.9 mg ke F1671.3 mg-ke !, FEFEH Cu Zn T AL, PAME S8 28.7 mg-ke ' I 101.1 mg ke, ifh
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Status and risk analysis of copper and zinc pollution in livestock manure

YUAN Kai', XIONG Su-ya', LIANG Jing’, LI Yan-ming', QTAO Yu—hui", LI Hua—fen', CHEN Qing'

(1. College of Resources and Environment, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2. Weihai Soil and Solid Waste Pollution
Prevention and Control Center, Shandong Province , Weihai 264200, China )

Abstract: To study the current situation regarding heavy metal Cu and Zn in livestock manure and the risk of soil pollution from the
application thereof in China, data from previously published work and our own study was collected and used to analyze the content of Cu
and Zn in livestock manure. A risk assessment model was established to predict the potential of soil Cu and Zn pollution with the
application of livestock manure and estimate thresholds for Cu and Zn in livestock manure. The study indicated that the content of Cu and
Zn in different livestock manure is quite different, and the content of Zn is higher than that of Cu. Pig manure has the highest Cu and Zn
content, with median values of 406.9 mg- kg™ and 671.3 mg- kg™'; sheep manure has the lowest Cu and Zn content, with median values of
28.7 mg-kg " and 101.1 mg-kg™', respectively. The accumulation rate of Cu and Zn in soil is 12 080.0 g-hm™-a™ and 18 928.4 ¢ +hm™-a”'
respectively with the application of pig manure. The accumulation rate of Cu and Zn in soil with the application of poultry manure was
1396.4 ¢ -hm™-a™ and 7 978.1 g-hm™-a', respectively. The risk of contamination from cow and sheep manure is low. According to the
threshold calculated using our model, the threshold range of Cu is 80.8~2 256.6 mg - kg™', and the threshold range of Zn is 1 322.4~
20 040.9 mg - kg ™. The risk of pollution from manure is negatively related to its threshold; pig manure has the lowest threshold with the
highest pollution risk, with threshold ranges for Cu and Zn of 80.8~163.2 mg-kg™ and 1 322.4~1 972.8 mg-kg™, respectively.
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KREZERMEERK, BFEAREEELEME™
AL RS, 2013 45 E B 2R Y B R 2l 14.59
fCr, Horh FHESE 2 6.70421(45.9%) , A 2F- 26 3.71 /¢t
(25.5%) , Wy 426 2.2542.1(15.4%) , K& (BEXG FIfE )
Z£1.32421(9.0%) , A 25 0.6421(4.19%)", b5 Tk [E
BB MBI, B &2 HE O
T, SR EE R T AR KA R 31, ik e B B A A
et A PR AL FR , HoHh i T 4 g 2 0 IR A A
1Y

AR A 5 Y sz B Bz e, Hodh Al
- 4 R IR E R 2 MR P, R
P 2014 4F 4 J1 17 H I FREE OR3P0 A0 ] 4 8 5 & A
€4 A 3385 YR DU AR A0 S 8 R A
B VEE VR VER S RP CHLYT Y W A AL R AR R 4 R
7.0%.1.6%.2.7%.2.1% .1.5% .1.1%.0.9% .4.8% ., +
e 4R 5 Y S A AR N A K BRI Y
A, E Y ESER R, JEHES R
HANEAS RGBSR XY, 4R R
P itk A S RS (i AR 7 A2 18 vk i, DT X
NI A AE g R AL BRI

BE S E A R ML, v] Ak g
P ) B R A 2 0 5, I B AR A ol A 7 I 0 T 1Y SR
A3, B A HLIE JEORN, FEVE A ALIE 5k
FRl AR, A A W E ARtz EA 5. A
FEFRM LB Cu Zn Fl As 7 54%~85% K H TEE
FEAHEM Nicholson 8" e A G Hh &I, 4 H 138
40% 1) Cu F137% 1) Zn Y52k H & B 208, Bai 5"
FEHR LRI T AR 25 5, . Zhang S5IFE 2012 4F Xt
T FE A b X B 98 R B sh W 2 R e h 4
R EEREZ —, TESRMRELEESEN
FEORIEZ —  HE 48 15 Y MUK Z A .

A E TR 2014 RIS AT TR EE S
FEH AR IR LA, 25 AR R B | e Rk
T4 M EMEE L E SR B, Cafl Zn h

ErO ARG AT R A
J& L BRI R S FEM R Cu M Zn R AL
AR, LA & 8 20 T 4 Jm i 9F 5 B 0t ) 1) il 45
s[RI N7 4 3 b & B FEE T B R Cu F Zn B XU
PR, T I P A SR R R O R R
BEMERENZR2EE, 8 TR E5 R
RMEEES%

1 #MEETE

1.1 BERIE

& E I A R Bk E R 2 34 (D)X
H ] 0 0 T 800 T o 32 1 RSOOSR RN Web
of Science KU J2E S~y 3 1) 9 SCRUHE JE R TG 2%, W B
AHCEE 5 (2) JRRFBORE I 5 (3) PRI O A7 i AH G
B o SR O 8 B - (1) 0 38 5[] 5A 2000—2018
A5 (2) SRAFE I 5 T Al 505 YRR, A7 5 TR AR
i A= 49895 e bR 5 (3) 100 HAT IR Y AT 8K
1.2 EERETFERER

N SN Y/ DD IRS R (50 =N e o T M U= iy o
R (A) =5 A IR (Tra) =50 AR (O , HorP 3
A5 (Trga) =ZEHE AT AR (Tm) +AB AR HY A & (1) + 3
WEK A AR (Iw) + KAVTREH A & (Ta) , TR
PRAEEE 4 JE T AR/, I DAAR IR A A& DB IE Sk
F 5 % 3t (Onea) =VEPAF 3 (Oveg) , fEDAT AL
55 AT P A3 FBR AR BB A ly th o, e B S SR A
St E A B VEY . kA i E A E R AR
it, HA£0.3% ) Cu fl Zni2 i, F-AE R Z 132 (0~20
em) PR EABCHS, RN RIS o T4 JE P
BRI UL 3R 1. ARSI B FISL 3 = E
A, 2 AT A R AR i
13 EEERRERMNITE

g ER AR 2 AR RS BT
PLEEA R H 4R 15 e RS A v, i SR s a4 7
U A (L A ) U)X At g 14 7 e XU SR A A

® 1 EETHEER

Table 1 The calculation module of model
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H4 R TH2320 Heavy metal content calculation formula
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AT S B AR 5T DA S 285 3 A 77 A se itk A 7
3T

HHEE S JE Co Ml Zn (R R BRI E R (1)
iy AR ZEIE R PG S X0 AR R
& @ S P AE R T Bk A Sk AL e
HEE, Horp Ca B 398 412k A SCHik, 348 41k
H AL B A 8, Zn B A 361 41k A SCHk, 348
22K F IR B A B 5 (2) AW oE R % SR I 5 <8 1
BT AR X, BT LR TR R P e/ IME
TR () BEAE |5 5 4 Ja i A LA E 43 FL AR, R
H AL TR, BN SO S TR B4 2010—2017 4R A
B 5 (4) HEREACHT AR F R LB TR EE /K AR
s v 1 0 PR B PR 1 SR o 5 (5) i HH R
ST Ry e T AL VAN = A
1.4 E€RELHAEESE

FNETE4)E Cufl Zn B EMETTE AT .

Q, =QuK'+ QK + QK™ +-++++-+ QK=0oK'+ QK (1-K")/
(1-K)
o Qo PR T A P b A 3 S g XU A
PrifE(GB 15618—2018) ; Qo WA A ;¢ A Bf ] s K Ny
3 T W AR e R ) R TN K T B i A o
BEAIRESH R 2O AE, LR WA & ik
JE R RE R R K i i A e A o A A
I, EEEEHEAT TR EEREELSRE

R IEESREAETRME(ng-kg)

Table 2 Soil heavy metal content background value (mg-kg™)

43 PiAE Quantile

R BIE
2 HERE55Mm

2] EEEEFEESERE

KINEFERMEESBCuMInEE,F8
i Zn & B0 & T Cu, PR ER 428 A9 5 AR 1R
FR, BEYER m Frhfaifi. NIEIEMIORE,
MENESE S mRke , BED Ca TR RMER
1 742.1 mg- kg™, H 0~90% 7 £ 3 [Fl 4 10.2~1 024.0
mg - kg™, AL E A 406.9 mg - kg, I {H Ky 485.2
mg - kg™ #5 2E H Zn 50 Ly 40.5~11 547.8 mg -
kg™, HAAE K 671.3 mg-kg™', FH(EH K 1 220.2 mg -
kg™, {H 90% MO ¥4 ZEAE fib Zn & TE7E 2 138.5 mg- kg ' LA
To KB FFEMERECa T EMNR KM BN
835.3.437.2 mg-kg ' Mfl1415.4 mg- kg, BRI KIHE
i (B3 90% 43 A AH 43 51y 126.4.89.1 mg - kg™ FI
58.0 mg-kg's Zn 7 fE de KAE 43 5 Ky 7 318.6.634.7
mg-kg ' Fl1799.8 mg-kg™",90% S il 43 90 712.9
308.5 mg- kg F1354.8 mg- kg™, X W43 2 i B A
THEE .

T (F & 2 2 2l ATUHEN ) (NY/T 1334—
2007) R ALE - RIVENE R B & 250 h Cu & = FRIE A
800 mg-kg™,Zn A 3 400 mg-kg™ (VE ML il B TE s
PIRRAE) , 3% FRULBR AR, H i & & 28 v AR
BB, JE 3 Cu Zn AR F 5 310 21.21% M1
6.82% , ZZ £ 4% Cu . Zn (BRI 1 0.75%, A 25 F -
FEWA R o A B S A 7 il FH 0 & 8 2 A ™
% BRI (Cu 170 mg-kg™',Zn 900 mg-kg™') , JE3% K

N
7

Rk

[e=;

BB Heavy metals —— T oo 38 AZERISEZE D CulARE S IR 70.45% .7.46%
Cu 8.8 207 273 36.6 3.61% F14.08% ; Zn K5 5853531 4y 28.79% 4.48% .0 Fil
Zn 35 68 89.2 116 6.12% ; $26v0 Cu il Zn o F BB bR 2
RIEBEEEFECAMZInEE(mg-kg™")
Table 3 Copper and zinc content in livestock manure(mg-kg™)
GES EEY SHLE Quantile .
Categories Heavy metals 0 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 100% Mean
i Cu 10.2 51.8 144.3 406.9 7493 1024.0 1742.1 4852
Zn 40.5 182.7 416.1 671.3 1033.1 21385 1154738 12202
e E Cu 16.4 25.0 355 50.8 86.5 126.4 8353 80.9
Zn NA 96.8 153.7 306.3 4597 712.9 7318.6 405.0
2R3 Cu 8.8 19.4 228 349 533 89.1 4372 539
Zn 392 61.9 815 111.6 199.5 308.5 634.7 155.8
B Cu 13.1 175 215 28.7 36.6 58.0 4154 457
In 20.8 39.5 68.8 101.1 146.2 354.8 1799.8 203.8
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2.2 =B
221 EEJRRA W aHr

T4l HHE-BR RGP A I
MBS, FEEESE Cu Ml Zn A &R
AR RO ATHE, 2 KE e AR
FNY CutiF A B 5 h 406.9.50.8 .34.9 mg - kg Al
28.7 mg - kg™, Zn 7 A f& 430 R 671.3.306.3.111.6
mg-kg ' FI101.1 mg-kg ™o fH T LLAL, A RIZENE it
HE B 45— A B FE 10 000 kg » hm 22 A BIF 57 42 453 45 Fil
T =AM ST A DGR

Xif 4 R ARG 159 AW AEAE i EA T3 4 TR D
Cu 75 1 70 [ K JE i ~4 882.3 mg- ke, A7 4 99.8
mg-kg;Zn R VG RN ~16 115.6 mg-kg', F L
{E 4 341.1 mg-kg s

Luo ZEPV %} 3% [F 1996—2006 4F: K< T R 1] 4
HAT A E & BT T 53T, Cu IFEARECH 148, fi
JIME 2.3 g+hm?-a™, 5 FAE M 409.1 g-hm?-a';Zn
HIFEAEC R 148, i /IMEL R 29.1 g-hm™-a™', e K1
1484.2 g-hm_z'a_lo

H R 7K S AR AR IR, DL TR K
CEAJE R ORI, A R B O 4k R
HRESCh R R B 4 G it or M, 3 125 AN HE KRR
i, Cu VG 0.01~990 we- L7, il 1 3.4 pg-
L Zn &5V 8 0.01~1 136 wg- L7, FR {7 {H ly 14.4
pge Lo

TEIUE S i EE 4 R VR, A8 L A

R4 TE-BRXREFPERN BHIERSEN~E
Table 4 Usage and output of various input and output items in the

soil-vegetable system

TiH BEAE T el 1
Projects Usage or output per stubble
A 2/ (kg-hm™?) 10 000
WAL (P,0s)/(kg-hm™) 80
HEBEK/(t+hm™) 6000
KAVIFE/ (g-hm?+a™) 29
fid mER/(kg-hm™) 90 000

PLBisk” T4 R 0 i gE A TR 2%, P B 52 i
BOE T S TE YR, JoTE KIS R e AR
F 1 A FH b A S TR AR M, B8 3 L AN S ) R A
25, H¥ 0 B RAE B s 01 182, 3 96
H S E S, Cu & LY 0.01~17.5 mg-kg ', H1 {37
{H4 0.8 mg-kg ;s Zn 75 53 [l 4 0.1~59.8 mg - kg™, 7
i 5.9 mg kg™,

AT AT i A 0 R A I
A i TS A I AR O R
5. WNERPATLIE W, P E 4R Co Ml Zn
RFEOR A B G, BEE KA KSR Cu
I Zn iy ARG T 3 B 2 (0 4 A B, 3 Zn
AR SRR TR AC I AK RN K AT = A AE
B
2.2.2 Tt FHASEIZEAE A 3 Cu A1 Zn HOFR 2

HR A 4 49 T 4 8 AL B (A) =28 JIEAT A 2 (Im) +
B AL A (1) + 9 EZK A AT (Tw) + R ASDTRE AT A
i (Ta) -1EHF R (Oveg) , T35 45 1t FH A ) 28 1
LT L 48 Cu Ml Zn R B

W 6 N, TEASWE G SRS b & B, it FH
TN 3 4w B R R TR 3R it
FAREZE R 3 b Cu BRI % 12 080.0 g-hm™-a™,
Zn T E N 18 928.4 g-hm™-a; i I 5 & 36 13
) Cu  Zn FLRH K354 1 396.4 g-hm™2-a' F17 978.1
g-hm?-a”'. A ZE LI E 48 Cu il Zn PR
B4 9212 g-hm™>-a” F12 137.1 g-hm>-a™'; 15
BB F/NYIEFE, Cu fl Zn TR R B35
732.5 g-hm?-a Fl1 1 820.3 g-hm™-a™", F A it 1 1% 2%

Fo HAAREEFEBRATLECH InTRBEER(g-hm?-a™")
Table 6 Soil copper and zinc accumulation rate under different

feces application(g+hm™-a™)

TER S 3 ¥
eavy . .
Pig manure  Poultry manure  Cow manure Sheep manure
metals
Cu 12 080.0 1396.4 921.2 732.5
Zn 189284 7978.1 2137.1 1820.3

RS BHMESBBN BHER(g-hm™-a™)

Table 5 Various heavy metal input and output rates(g-hm™+a™")

B i A Tutput #i H Output

Heavy 3 HEH 42 R W KA K B

metals  Pijg manure  Poultry manure Cow manure  Sheep manure Phosphate fertilizer Atmospheric deposition  Irrigation water  Vegetables
Cu 12 207.0 15234 1048.2 859.5 24.0 23 61.9 215.2
Zn 20 140.5 9190.2 3349.2 30324 81.8 29.1 259.2 15822
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TR R R 1/17 A1 1/10,
223 HEZENE T Cu i Zn 5 B HEE

R e T ] A FH b - 398 35 G XU 8 42 A o (it
1)) (GB 15618—2018) , I ANF pHE O T & 5 3%
B 4 8 B LA ME . MR T PR, Bk E  bE
pH W3 =, B & 2808 4R 104 2 B (A T
Zn W B Cu B, S FEAE AN A= ZEAE i 1B {8 o5
AN MEE N,

24 pH<6.5 I}, ZE B Cu 79 13 {1 38 [ 75 80.8~
1 130.4 mg- kg™, Zn Y [5 {E 5 [ 7E 1 322.4~13 367.8
mg- kg" ;4 6.5<pH<7.5 i, Cu 18 [ {7 [l 7F 163.2~
2 256.6 mg - kg™, Zn [ B {75 [ 7E 1 652.3~16 709.1
mg + kg5 24 pH>7.5 B, Cu B9 i 75 Bl 76 163.2~
2256.6 mg- kg, Zn Y [ {E Y5 [F 7E 1 972.8~20 040.9
mg-kg'c Zn B9 BIE T Cu A BIE , 13X A& R A -3 %t
88 Zn A9 I RE D) AR

®7 AR pHZFHTHREEESEHE(mg kg )
Table 7 Threshold of heavy metal content of manure under

different pH conditions(mg-kg™)

Wi HEJE % ¥ RE% h3E EE
Ttems Heavy Pig Poultry Cow Sheep
metals  manure  manure manure  manure
pH<6.5 Cu 80.8 595.0 899.7 1130.4
Zn 13224 30813 113922 13367.8
6.5 < pH<7.5 Cu 163.2 1185.7 17952  2256.6
Zn 16523 38509 14239.6 16709.1
pH>7.5 Cu 163.2 1185.7 17952  2256.6
Zn 1972.8 4611.1 17077.5 200409
3 i

2015 4E X AL M DX A% 8 2 A 58 & B, ARt il X
FEB M ESJE Cd.Cr.Cu.Zn {52505 1A R
o 4 A T A B R 2 B A DG (P<0.01) , Pb L As
Jo St 3 A5 DRk R e o B I A A OG (P<
0.05) ", Nicholson >V & B, 5 Tl B} 1 58 85 X8 1) k)
P 4 s O i B S o T A DR IR S G 2 i 4
JE W s T A E AR A, SR
Cu.Zn Mn F1 Cd Wb 45 95% LT i A= 5 264 1
PRGCHE H (AN mT BB R B B S B4 R &
BORIEZ —.

BB EENESE Cu Znis Jefic ™
#, R E SR B HOR R, A AR, X S
HIE B 58 25 SR A A W 51007 ] AR R A R A
EAR, An SR 28 AR kb i 2 b 3 4 B R RE S B At

il B R A B . H TR R R 4R

fH5 (GB/T 23349—2009) A HLIEAEH(NY 525—2012)
I B 20 AL AR FLVE (NY/T 3442—2019) 31X =3
PR, Y0 Cu F Zn (1A BR AR . (B 8 F8 e &l
FHAEN]Y (NY/T 1334—2007) H (8 B8 12 S i V6 BE i
BEERMEESERMAE, MAEE G20 8 B RIE
TE 1448 o J5 B3 i (DB37/T 3591—2019) F L E B &
FEMFHEAL 5 Cu 5 HE<300 mg-kg ™' Zn & 5 <600 mg-
ke, 5T MR 2 A LA JE 2R B Y Cu % 2 B {E
T izbnife , R R m Fizbnife . o BIESS RS
7t ] J5 S HE A AR UE (Cu 100 mg - kg™ Zn 400 mg-kg™")
PEAT HOAE 78 pH<6.5 5}, Cu 114 5 A 580 106 T [ 2
HEREARIE . AT LUE B AR B(E T, Cu A9 BIE
H5EH MR 22K H Zn (bR AEAIA 22800 , &
LR KA S Zn Y BB TSR . A B IR AR
B 4 8 A, I T ZE U T B o . FEA
F 5 ) BB T35 v, A7 14 S A 38 o W A O R
KRR SERRAE AR i AN R EEAS
AR AR R T G— MRt e i, B AT H 45 S 5 5
BRAG B0 AT BeAT — 2 1 w22 (H4E TR E B RiIF e o8
R B ERIE Cu M Zn B2 AR, LB AT A 2C
WS % |

4 £t

(DA & &b & )| & & 22 7 5K, Zn
TR T Co & i, AN F FEE o 2E 75 Y KUK
i, RS S, A FE RN L2 Cu R Zn V5 Y KUK
BAK.

(2) it A [ ZEAE Y - 5 4 J8 Cu M1 Zn (AR R
AR 5 ZENE Co F Zn 9 & AL, ZENE P B & )8 & i
R, R HETE 4 JE 0B BRI, B Zn YRR R R
=T Cus

(3) BB 55 1) BELR L ZENE TS S XU 5 15
(B UM 5 G U fie i 6 25 B Fe 1L, 3L Cu A
Zn 9 [ (£ 38 FB1 43 914 80.8~163.2 mg - kg™ Al 1 322.4~
1972.8 mg-ke '
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