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Research on heavy metals pollution status of Le’ an River,Lake Poyang Basin

WAN Jinbao, YAN Weiwei & XIE Ting
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Abstract: The Le’ an River is the most seriously heavy metals polluted area of five rivers into Lake Poyang. Based
on a survey of heavy metal pollution status of water, sediment and aquatic organisms during 2003 — 2004, the re-
sults indicate that the content of every component except Cu in the water meet class III criterion for surface water e-
valuation. Comparing with environmental quality standard for soils, the average sediment concentration of Pb and
Zn in sediment did meet class III criterion except Cu. The indexes of geography accumulation results indicate that
Cu pollution has nearly reached a serious stage of pollution, and Pb and Zn only superficially pollute the sediment.
Cu, Pb and Zn are enriched differently by aquatic plants in the sampling sites. According to the assessment of en-
richment coefficient, the average enrichment coefficient of Cu pollution in aquatic plants was relatively higher than
Pb and Zn. Zooplankton, phytoplankton and benthos species had been polluted at different extents, the distribution
and amount of which had similarly fluctuated according to the variation of water quality.
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AR SCHIF T AR R 2003 — 2004 4F 3 S 7K 391 SR 1 780 5F 340 4 2 1] B —— 2% 22 TR Sk &b ¥ 11 25 A 985 B 340 Ak
T VA SR, A5 12 AN W I TR I LA 32 35 e 9 5 Sk T 1 b A0 Ay ok A (IR 1) R 8 S 4% SR
R ARRE JREUR KR S S WA bR B A& RE L I Cu P Zn 454 B IR £ T 0 A KAE pH (E IR
Ve pH fH A BB, 7K A= AR 4 10 35 B % i 4
1.2 # @45
1.2.1 AAEALTE B SRIBOUKRE W 5E pH A, 1 085 I A 7R 18 5 , A [0 52 06 2 A 3. 4% /K BE 0 I 44 4 BR
FE] 54 M43 0T 7 v 2 1 % B0 Jm) 2 0 S 5 ) ORI B K 0 27 7 32 ) B L2 60 40 A7 D7 ik stk A A
1.2.2 KRB &4 B REBUSTREE G, &0
() 5 7,07 YR A% B 45 0] S 0 3. R ) & 4 R O
W0 FRIR 0. 1000 g A &, 85°C T4 24 h By, A
2 ml ¢ HC1.6 ml ¥ HNO, .1 ml #& HCIO, Hi, &
75 g KRN pH {EJS 3840, S ml i A B
R, EHEA A 80°C 24 h 5k 4 ZE T, 1A B A
2 ml ¥k HC1.1 ml #& HNO, .0.5 ml #& HCIO, W41k, &
75 b g e bR K RE T R bR vk D7 I S
> 1.2.3 KAEAH#SAE  FKREMY, R
e > o SR RE SR RE 7 1, B SR RE 45 RS SR 4 LK 2
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T W, 5E A L2 B H K RE TE 4 JR A0 bR v 7 v
SE TR0 70 25 1

X T K AR WA, 53 B 13 5 IR Sh 4 190 F0 25 5 (TR A I ) 975 8 100 7 /K 362 SR 4B R B A
U AE 7K 2 BORE . 450 1 L, T 40% A8 /K T bR I A2 , 038 W 45 21 30 ml, 3 B0y 126 5 ek 34K
1.3 {88 K F 5 MEF %

JKAERR I8 pH A B0 22 >R A H192240 158 #5 =000 pH U %2 {% ( £0. 01pH) ; H 43 J& JL R & & R A 3510
T JECF % M43 06 06 BE I L K BE R Cu (P Zn %5 T 4 J8 T % R ik 9 05 R B A o O ok HE A 2
AKRE T 4 SR B A R DL mg/L3t W0 5E T BR 9 0..001 mg/ L JiE U8 K W rh ) B 4 U A SR I A E T
U A HLITIE T T S RS VR M R A T R k2 g BE B T R ik (1L mg/kg
i, M E TR 0.001 mg/kg) .
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Fig. 1 Sampling sites in the Le’ an River
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F 1 ORFEERAERKH: pH HEEESEILREE (mg/L)
Tab. 1 pH and Contents of heavy metals in water of different sampling sites

% 6 pH Cu Ph Zn

W-1 g 7.52 KK H KK H 0. 003
W -2 e 4.81 3.905 0. 021 0. 053
wW-3 SRR/l 7.06 0.518 0. 006 0. 027
W -4 =i 6.18 0.504 0. 004 0.019
W -5 SR 6.28 0.388 0. 005 0. 059
W -6 gl 6.86 0. 028 0. 006 0. 047
W -7 B 6.71 0. 031 0.019 0. 029
W -8 FH M 6.78 0. 028 0. 005 0.016
W -9 R 6.86 0.014 0. 005 0.016
W -10 A1 B 6.88 0.011 0. 005 0.010
W - 11 PR 6.95 0.057 H R 0.010
W -12 PSS 7.15 0.01 KA H A H
W -13 y AN 7.27 0. 009 RKH KK
Ho K FF B B e o o o os o

(GB3838-2002, M%)

2.2 REEESRETRIEHE
22,1 REAERRES BT RFEN HERBIETHEMAMER D MBS T TURE T & 4 B0 5% Jé
LT pH FUA BT SR R
TAPLBNE G JE & E (KR 2).

Wi T4 i U A — AN T B DR 3 A R R TR T IR, 9 0 Lk AT

2 ARRAL SRV pH (H A VLT K 4 T R & & (mg/kg)

Tab.2 Contents of pH, organic matter and heavy metals in sediment of different sampling sites
ErR=2 £ pH ML Cu Pb Zn
S-1 w30 7.38 4.14 36 44 216
S-2 v 4.94 3.72 2878 42 221
S-3 Sl 5.46 2.62 2173 44 201
S-4 i 5.58 3.00 1788 69 202
S-5 B 6.24 3.02 1012 208 878
S-6 At 6.17 3.00 733 94 664
S-7 0k 6.66 3.44 523 68 451
S-8 FEAT 6.91 2.26 415 70 586
S-9 R PE 6.79 2.38 439 77 830
S-10 Vag ki) 6.68 3.20 660 79 624
S-11 BERTE 6.75 3.32 464 75 505
S-12 Xk 6.86 3.36 206 63 293
S-13 y s 7.05 3.79 215 81 226

-2 6.42 3.17 887.8 74.92 461.31

L BOR SR 1 6.5-7.5 - 400. 0 500.0 500. 00
(GB15618 - 1995, =%%)

5 9 948 3 8 7 - 3.32 4.75 12.50 45.75
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WA B0 LSBT, 5 [ 5% - 4 PR3 I A L, ST 2 V0 IR R U8 P Cu ik 10 7 2 (BB T T = bR

1B Zn S B F R B T = bR, Ph A i (0 P (IR B T GRS SRR T AR (L = SRR
W) B Sk T T M T 11 (Cu, 6.2 £3%) AR (Zn, 1,76 4% ) Ph A B AR . (71, 15 5 FH 390 070 36066 8 75 5 (040 1
JF I 3 7 4 T 2 10 - 4 4 S M S A BB A0 5. 99 % (Ph) F] 185. 90 % (Cu) . AR Y 75 5% M 14 5 5K
Gy A5 SR 22 TR 8 T 4 R 5 BEIFURE S Cu(185.90) > Zn(10.08) > Ph(5.99).
2.2.2 FEAKRRE A BT LN AR i T SR S A — A AR o PR B K ik oh B 4
& 15 Y 0 0 5 PR AT R 9 T 4R 95 Y AT 7 B T R S Y F AR MPI( Metal pollution index) 5 35
7 MR 454 1 e g B b T BRRAE Bk I i PR A 45 10 B T I 4 R S Y VRO K £ SR T T R AR A
Bk A e B O X R 2 S 8 7R 4 R IS S HEAT A

Hb T B AE K (index of geo accumulation ) 2 7 [5] ¥ 78 €2 2% 0 BUY BF 58 BF 69 R 2 58 Muller T 1979
AR R )RR RS SR 1 T [ 0 B A 2 SR . HO S e 1, = In[ €,/ (kB,) ). Hi LGN
S ) 6 4 B VS (mg/kg) 5 B, S 386 B A AR A B, HC Cu S 4.75 P 2 12,50 Zn Sy 45.75 3k T fiE
2| S5 (A 7 0 T IR 2 0 (— MR IR 1.5) . 1, {1 R b o R B AR 1, 15 0 - 5 595 Y S g 4y
g7 G, I Y B O TS Y AR S e (£ 3) 1.

3 MR RBUER S GRS %

Tab.3 Comparison of pollution level and 7,

L. <0 0-1 1-2 2-3 3-4 4-5 >5
o5 531 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
15 L AR 5 BEWRE WM EmG bR WEEEY EEY CES G

A SRR JEE 4 B 15 YT R A9 b B R BRR O Har

Tab. 4 Igeo and rank of heavy metal pollution in sediments of the Le’ an River

miH Cu Ph Zn
TR 4R L., 15 RR L., G RR L., G RR
S-1 o 2.3 S g 1.2 R EELR 1.6 {RH BT
S-2 e 8.6 G YL 1.2 A BE TG Y 1.7 A B IS G
S-3 LRl 8.3 JEEE TG Y 1.2 R 1.6 R EEY
S-4 Fii 7.9 FEEE TG Y 1.9 R EELR 1.6 {RH BT g
S-5 R 7.2 JEEE G Y 3.5 fWERESY 3.7 WIS Y
S-6 Al 6.7 G Y 2.3 o S g 3.3 fmERIE Y
S-7 233 6.2 G Y 1.8 e s 2.7 mrpETE g
S-8 BT 5.9 T T Y 1.9 R 3.1 fmEEEY
S-9 R 5.9 I 2.0 R EGY 3.6 R ETG Y
S-10 A 6.5 G Y 2.1 oS Y 3.2 {mEETG Y
S-11 BRI 6.0 FEEE TG Y 2.0 WP EERE 2.9 G G
S-12 WLk 4.8 G 1.7 g 2.1 RS G
S-13 yAn| 4.9 T Y 2.1 oS g 17w T g

-3 {8 6.2 R 1.9 P EER 2.5 R G

A4 2 B b O T R T TR o ik T 45 SR B A 00 0 T BB BRI AR 2 (R 4). AT
Tt S 22 0 R 7 500 T R 0 2 I 2 AT 35 e A P o Ok P 705 e, Ph Wy ff o BE 75 2, Zn g o i
Ve B PR L S T B AT BRI N Cu T 3, LTS U X A O L I, B 7 %
1. Pb il Zn th 3 B0 b R [ B BE 1075 2.
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2.3 EGRFRMKEEMBPZ M

23.1 AEHMYWEEELBMENE ASCREBKAMYRE R IR Z M IRTE KRGS R Ay, h
T LT PR R, O T R B ORGSR A DX B BB A A SRR TR AR A A
A TR ] ) S E AT A B A, BRI SR LR S,

RS IREIAERAE SR AP EMEEETR &5

Tab. 5 Concentration of heavy metals of aquatic plants in different sampling sites of the Le” an River

i k7| o W Cu Ph Zn
EA (%) (%) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
WO PR Vallisneria spiralis L. coP’ 90 100 21.76 9.63 18.94
FT 0B Juncus effusus L. cop' 50 100 11.65 12.36 16.98
4 fh g Ceratophyllum demersrm L. cop> 60 100 12.17  4.32  18.99
kiR 3 Potamogeton malaianus Miq. CoP? 80 100 9.18 6.21 7.17
R 3¢ P. distinctus A. coP* 80 100  13.44 3.23 17.18
YL B P. crispus L. cop' 40 100 12.12 6.21 26.08
- B Hydrilla verticillata( L. f. ) Royle COP’> 90 100  21.98 11.12 22.59
A Trapella Sinensis Oliver SP 8 50 7.00 1.76 27.59
G Ceratophyllum demersrm L. COP* 60 100 22.32  6.32  24.47
- B Hydrilla verticillata( L. f. ) Royle COP* 80 100  27.46 12.22  37.40
T B Vallisneria spiralis L. coP’ 90 100 23.63 13.69 22.40
Tk IR 3% Potamogeton malaianus Miq. corP' 50 100 22.45 10.39  40.45
R 73 P. distinctus A. COP' 60 100  34.21 9.78 20. 80
INTR B N. minor All. Sp 10 100 29.33 6.28 19.80
I ZETE Sagittaria sagittifolia L. un 5 10 146.02 23.37 18.18
EYWIN Leersia hexandra Swartz. un 5 10 205.36 22.41 22.75
R S Y PR 2 Hydrilla verticillata(L. f. ) Royle  SO' 8 30 286.32 24.00 36.49
VIR YR 6 B s Hydrilla verticillata( L. f. ) Royle ~ SP 10 10 217.44 31.19 29.12
AR L. sessiliflora Baill. SP 8 10 269.21 28.37 35.46
FE ARE Zannichellia palustris 1. COP' 40 50 166.31 28.65 22.15
G0 B Hydrilla verticillata( L. f. ) Royle COP' 70 100 192.08 32.34 21.10
BN Leersia hexandra Swartz. SO 10 30 126.33 27.68  28.59
WA LR Leersia hexandra Swartz. SP 10 50 162.93  37.35 36.20

* COP*FRR L, COP* HIR £ ,COP' Rk i £ ,SP R, 50" FmHid , un ok M —.

5 HR R, A H AR MY Cu, Pb, Zn #0445 B2 B A9 Wl 5 B 46, T ELAE ) X G R T R Y e
R FEN S B BA —E . T ARLRIREE T Co Fl Zn (95 BB, 25 Flo Y 00 8l F1EE 9
AR I B Y A R, A R A X Ph R — S A RS AR (E R R X B L 5 i
o SEBR B9 R A s BUFT b G T A i, vl DR i 2 e L, B SR — 9 e XA TR 2 B ) P R
B )R R BEYR S T AR, R EY RS EESRIUR S LI SR EME, RS
BB S 2, B T 4 BN RS UR ) 16 K T RS 1 S EARRAE

HEY ot T4 SR T B A0 R SR RS R A A5 ST P L S PR A AR OC T DRl IR [ SR R A [
Pyl [l — R B TR TR AR 4 0 T R U R A & SRR AT AR — E W 22 5. O T SRR [ AL 7 A [ 3R 55 v X A
FlEEmITRNEEET, AR EERL (K #TZRTN, S ERBIHTR LN K=C,/C,. X
L €20 SZ AR A P9 R G iR DT 3R A Bk B R (me/kg) 5 € 0k B2 KA W I A BRI R R G T ) S 0 e )
(mg/kg) . KB I /N W 5246 48 409 0k PR 056 v B JA 1O g B2 B 0, ARLOIE 45 PR 490 o 1O B Bk ROIRUR BR B v Y
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S, B IR G A [ A 9 % B 3 J T A A AR AR, O AR R R A A R AR B A [ AL R 45
P EE 4 )@ OGN AR R B AT e T H e (18 2, 18D 3).

P 2 P IROR B2 75 e B 96 A5 e ™ 50 A4 A T AR ) K AR AL D F S0 4, A TRL R T LB IR Y O 2 i) B
G JR U R AR R b 9 I8 B e A B AT O [R] ) P ] — e O [ AL 0 A () B e SR T R0 e A AT —
SE B 8 9 P R 22 S, T OR A2 BV S U O A, — A A6 Cu A 5 4 BE 0 ARG 450500 28, FLYCR: P A Zin, i
15 QL X R AP X Ph g 28 A 7 A X SE SR 86 HCUGR: Zn R Cu. J8] 3 o USRS I S8 S BT 9 X 4, O [ SR B i 5
R AR A — S B 28 S SR BN A 1 R AR S B R B AR AR — 8 B IE AR S
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Fig. 2 Coefficient of different plants in the sampling sites
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Fig. 3 Coefficient of the plant in different sampling sites Fig. 4 Distribution of zooplankton along the Le” an River
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Fig.5 Distribution of phytoplankton along the Le’ an River Fig. 6 Distribution of benthos species along the Le” an River

2.3.2 E&BMAKEF U A AR AR IR G B Y5 g BB AN B, PR AR SCRE A
RAE T K A I e SR W AR AN Sl M RE A SRR N Y S BEE, UL TR TS e e A i O (18 4 - &1 6).

PF U 3 0 10 R 2 R B 5K R )R N W UL 7 R EAE S, A5 i R E A R K B B, o
L A 11 A s AR s, 2 A o AN IR B R AR, 2R LT R WA, BIER 0 R 2R B 58 I H B 52 28 Fh
FAp T U O R PR AR A R S T 1 B g AR AR O, 7R TS G DN R R B (E T A ) R
ARACAR T, AR S 35 Y DI F R SR LT 09 T 7K B8, 75 % DX 0 Y YR AR B8 AR IR TR TR AR A 1) 43 A 0 AR
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i A8 AL REAS S W T R 22K B A AR AL, BT VY 0, K RT 2 R E 2% R R R B LA BT A, B s
FALFEAYRIZIEH . IR L, il H L A6 T B i RE R 5 B A Sl 4 (3% 26 Fh ) 4 455 3 20 X 35 S A U )
WA SIS L 7 0 S ) B o 6 G (i Y 6 | B ORT % 04l 2R ) 5L 0 O il T2 RIS RO M E, LR
RN Sh Y, BB Ao ol TR A 1 R R AR, A RE 4R B A I i SRS TR iR DA LU T 46 RS A Sl ) 2 i
B2 ARl S RBRCRE AN K b T 1, T AL TR 0 0 % T 4 U 75 e i Mk T

MR 2 30 0T Ui S 0 T AR AT AT Sl 1) o A S e AR OR T, = i AR TS AR R — B, T
IREMBEBNESRERCEENEGHROBE, X EERES LU R IR AR =% 2
I B4 B W B R R A K

3 &R

IRGET KR R FIAK AR AR W T 52 B35 G Rk — 20, AT BRI Cu 544, Pb HI Zn o AH 57 A
R R T 4 B A W LR S5 R 4 1o Qe B R — B IR TS S e o U, OO K AR AR,
TKRMRE Y AR B, i 5 G e R I RS B AL R T A BRI AR AT
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