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Abstract: This paper presents a study of Liangtan River
sediments to measure heavy metal contents and distribution in
39 sediment samples of different monitoring sections. Nano-
scale iron was chosen to determine its effects on heavy metal
stabilization in five contaminated sediment, and its
stabilization mechanism was analyzed by X-Ray Diffraction
(XRD). The results show that the sediments in Liangtan
River are polluted by Cu, Pb, As, Zn, Cd, Cr. As is polluted
the most severly, the highest value reaches 110 times of the
soil background value. After adding nano-scale iron, the
concentrations of As, Zn, Pb, Cr, Cu, Hg are highly
reduced. XRD analysis shows that the chemical form of heavy
metals changing from the free state to steady-state is one of
the main reasons for the reduction of the leaching toxicity
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after adding nano-scale iron.

Key words: sediments; heavy metal; leaching toxicity;
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&BI5Y. Basta FETUNFHBME _HHTES
BRIEEABRNER. Garcia FUIHFREZH, FHL
AT R B T FEREE B A Cd, Cu, Zn Y8R H ¥
BE, {8 Zn, Cu IR MK BEWBIA> AL Ny 806~3700, T
W5 RE Fe, O; & Fe(OHD; ] BH H 0K fif i FI A &%
FERIR B H Cd, Cu, As % R MR BEIL 4000 ~
55%. Enzo M BRIt FAL IR ARINMIE A F&F
BAREAY RS YA E B R R+ Cd,
Zn,Pb,Cu FEEBHBR MWE, MARFHE RS
B ER E ALY T B A SO RE IR E £ B KR ik
BE.
AR KT B AL 0 R AP 4 E R B4 [
BOR B —, EZFE BRI FE BT, R~ 31
HER, W Zn, Cu, FREFHRELBR. HAEL
BATEHPENE Cd, Zn,Pb, Cu FE S BH R HIRE,
HE MR RBCR AL 6000 B, A K KRS
T AL 300 oA 1 R R 1 ok B AR AR 3R A 3006 22
A AN S K K P8 S B AL A B, R Bk il TR
/N FER R X ER R , 15 T8 2 LB/
AR SCHE N BRI E R A& B X it
THAE S TR ER b, BRRMARREHES
JBET5 BRI, FF 5 PR U A 3 0 49 K oy Aa e Ak
TR B 7 kX TR U8 F B 4 TR AT B A DA RIS T8
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XDB0202 BIFLARYRAF &% , 7645 W T T T R 52 2 4F
IRFRFYS T 30~50 em FIETR, 378 5 cm XK
TR BBIE R 6~8 &, HH SRR
7% 39 A, JERURAE A 42 1 U W TET A DU AR IR G5

ORELLHE. KRRE SR T EREHRES

29.91
29.8f
297F 3

i

i

29.61

29.51

29.4
106.4

1 1 1 1
106.6 106.7 106.8 106.9

“4E

1 RBARBRURESDT
Fig.1 Sampling points profile of Liangtan River
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2.1 REERTESRSE

MIRXBHESREECGE DXE, SEER
MEENCEERTERTRXN I RESRTE
K2, FRELTHE T T REEREEEBEETE

®1 BREERTESRSE

#BAE. ZEEHKF E, As, Pb,Mn W& ER T Cu #8
EERE TSR b KBI/MRIK R : As, Pb, Cu,
Cd, Zn. 735, A Ri~Ry X 9 MRER B DRE
RN LW ETHESREERLAR, THRE
B ANTESS O PRIEGAFESREERE T
HARAE R EK P, TRES B S XRILEHE
*, AL &5 EER N TTREER MK,

Tab.1 The heavy metal contents in sediment samples (mg -+ kg™
PSS As Pb Cd Ni Mn Cr Cu Hg
Ri-3-1 96. 50 35. 50 2.01 40.03 137.02 73. 00 44, 50 15.51
R;-3-2 79. 50 27. 50 1.07 40. 50 408, 02 63. 05 50. 02 13.43
R34 44, 20 14. 00 0. 80 16. 80 165, 01 40, 80 17. 40 3.33
Ri-3-6 197. 20 11. 00 3.80 3.50 20. 45 3.20 0. 90 119. 88
Rp-1-1 69. 21 22. 20 1. 60 38. 60 949. 60 66. 60 41,20 14.53
R;—1-2 38. 40 20. 40 0. 60 39. 80 934, 41 68. 80 40, 80 28.59
R;-1-4 50, 50 19.03 0.00 44,02 760. 03 66. 04 34,50 12. 45
R3-2 40,01 211. 02 1. 50 29.01 556. 00 68. 02 65. 05 29.91
R;-3 82. 50 461, 00 3.50 56. 50 978, 50 130. 03 187.01 64. 23
R;—4 61. 50 105. 50 1.03 29.03 599. 50 56. 00 46, 02 21.84
R;-6 73.02 101. 06 1.02 27.01 545, 04 50. 10 41,51 13.49
R,—2 77.03 95. 03 2. 00 32.52 410, 50 51. 00 35.02 18.99
R,—3-2 181, 50 72.02 2. 50 23.51 416, 10 44,01 34,03 15.91
R,—4 80. 01 174. 00 1. 50 25,50 438, 03 65. 02 62. 50 28.41
R-5 44, 50 62. 00 1. 00 21.55 285, 00 50, 50 27.52 4,16
R,—6 42, 60 25. 80 0. 80 22.20 275. 20 36. 80 28. 82 9. 30
R,—7 107. 60 12.02 1.81 3.80 50. 80 2. 00 2. 60 1.36
R;-2 50. 02 26. 03 0.00 26,52 512. 00 38. 50 24. 50 12. 60
R5-3 53. 04 26. 03 0.00 24,51 383.03 33. 00 21.52 13.97
R;—4 66. 01 30.02 1.02 25.51 325. 50 49, 50 39. 04 11.63
Rg—2 65. 40 16. 40 1.61 56. 40 1 248. 80 97.01 76.62 3.82
R;—2 100, 50 21. 00 1.04 25.51 713.50 41, 50 16.01 17.17
R;-3 440, 50 87.05 7.50 32.52 541, 50 36. 51 17. 07 4,80
R;—4 50, 50 28.03 0.00 27.01 574. 50 45, 03 19.52 10.18
R;-5 128. 50 68. 01 2.52 70. 50 1298.02 138. 00 78. 50 14.94
Rg—2 56. 80 68. 60 5.41 31.20 494, 40 71. 80 68. 01 24. 45
Rg—4 60, 50 81.01 0.50 20,03 425, 50 42,50 34,02 17.78
Rg—5 57. 00 103. 07 1. 00 44,01 429, 50 168. 50 76.03 88.17
Ry—4-1 41, 20 16. 60 0. 40 29. 20 850, 60 45, 80 25. 06 3.72
Ry—4-2 1 196. 50 124. 50 20. 01 239.03 306. 05 33.10 15. 50 2. 85
Ry—4-3 883. 00 235. 50 18.02 43. 50 368, 50 32.04 15. 00 3.43
Ry—4-4 550. 05 84, 50 9.03 25.02 206, 50 25. 00 14. 50 2. 88
Ry—4-5 1 258. 00 93. 50 19.01 32.00 379. 50 29. 50 13.50 7.04
Ry—4-6 330101 303. 50 52.03 51.05 302. 50 37.01 26. 50 1.33
k2 BERTIEBEEREESE
Tab.2 The heavy metal contents of Chongqing soil (mg* kg™

mHE As Pb Cd Ni Cr Cu Hg

BXE 18.93 53.9 1.93 38. 35 35. 67 54, 28 0. 89

B/ME 4,12 13. 47 0.24 9. 62 18. 41 4,26 0.04

EE 8.02 32.61 0.98 25. 64 26. 58 24. 63 0.31

T B 6. 99 23.52 0.14 37. 38 49, 08 22. 87 0.04

WRBR I L) TR TN TR D FEER
HITsHR L. Lo 218 E B R R TIRYBT5 i

BHER Muller 1 H B —FpBHF0 KR TLARY HE
SR TEHHEBIER, FERM B ZRA. AN
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Iyeo = log:[C, (1.5 X B,) ] 5. Lo Ft o 79, 0~6 HERGRBEHLE
AF:C, BTE n ETRYF R RESPEENE;  BR RR—HE JONTREBTHEETRERIL
B, RUTHE(MEE TS PRMMRAETRE:R B R 32 Muller NURY Lo 0SS5
L5 RRHTERIRAEATHRSTREREN BEIRKHELXR.

*3 WMBRBERETLERE
Tab.3 Geoaccumulation index and pollution degree

kR [0 0<C L1 1<I(<2 2<C ;<3 3<C Lot 4Ty <5 L5
EYEE 5l BEHR T g PSR IRE TG BEEBYR JEESR
L%k 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

RIEHR, BRI T 8 MESBIURM  BIREHIARE L
#4 RWTRRESRTEOHRREN

Tab.4 Geoaccumulation index of Liangtan River sediments

BESG S As Pb Cd Ni Mn Cr Cu Hg
Ri-3-1 2.52 —0.14 3.78 —0. 01 —2.64 —0.32 0.39 —2.64
Ri-3-2 2.24 —0.49 2.78 0. 00 —1.09 —0. 54 0. 56 —2.84
Ri-3-4 1.40 —1.47 2.45 —1.25 —2.40 —1.15 —0.97 —5.06
Ri-3-6 3.55 —1.84 4.70 —3.47 —5. 64 —5.06 —5.06 0. 29
Ry-1-1 2. 04 —0.81 3.45 —0. 06 0.12 —0.45 0. 29 —2.74
Ry-1-2 1.20 —0.94 2. 04 —0.01 0.10 —0.42 0. 26 —1.79
Ry-1-4 1.59 —1.03 — 0.12 —0.20 —0.47 0. 03 —2.94
Ry-2 1.25 2. 44 3.36 —0. 47 —0. 64 —0.43 0. 94 —1.69
Rs-3 2.30 3.56 4.58 0.49 0.16 0.51 2. 46 —0.60
Ry—4 1.87 1.44 2.78 —0. 47 —0.54 —0.71 0. 44 —2.18
R;—6 2.12 1.37 2.78 —0.58 —0. 69 —0.86 0. 29 —2.84
R-2 2.20 1.29 3.78 —0.30 —1.09 —0.84 0. 04 —2.40
R,—3-2 3.43 0. 89 4.10 —0. 79 —1.06 —1.06 0. 00 —2.64
R4 2,25 2.16 3.36 —0. 67 —1.00 —0.49 0. 88 —1.79
R-5 1.41 0. 67 2.78 —0.92 —1.60 —0.86 —0.30 —4.64
R-6 1.34 —0.60 2.45 —0. 86 —1.69 —1.32 —0.23 —3.47
R~7 2.68 —1.69 3.62 —3.47 —4.06 —5.64 —3.64 —6. 64
Rs—2 1.58 —0.58 — —0. 60 —0.76 —1.25 —0. 47 —2.94
Rs-3 1.66 —0.58 — —0. 71 —118 —1.47 —0. 67 —2.84
Rs—4 1.97 —0.38 2.78 —0. 67 —1.43 —0.89 0. 20 —3.06
Re—2 1.96 —1.25 3.45 0.49 0.52 0. 08 1.18 —4.64
Ri—2 2.58 —0.89 2.78 —0. 67 —0.29 —1.15 —1.09 —2.47
R;-3 4.71 1.16 5.68 —0.30 —0. 69 —1.32 —1.00 —4.32
Ri—4 1.59 —0.47 — —0.58 —0. 60 —1.03 —0. 79 —3.32
R;—5 2,94 0. 80 4.10 0. 81 0. 57 0. 59 121 —2.74
Rs-2 1.76 0. 82 5.21 —0.38 —0.81 —0.36 1.01 —2.00
Rs—4 1.85 1.06 1.77 —1.00 —1.03 —1.12 0. 00 —2.47
Rg—5 1.76 1.40 2.78 0.12 —1.03 0. 88 1.16 —0.15
Ry—4-1 1.29 —1.22 1.45 —0. 47 —0.04 —1.00 —0. 43 —4.64
Ry—4-2 6.15 1.67 7.10 2.57 —1.51 —1.47 —1.12 —5.06
Ry—4-3 5.72 2.59 6.95 0.11 —1.25 —1.51 —1.18 —4.64
Ry—4—4 5.03 1.12 5.95 —0. 69 —2.06 —1.89 —1.22 —5.06
Ry—4-5 6.23 1.26 7.02 —0.34 —1.22 —1.64 —1.32 —3.84
Ry—4-6 7.62 2.96 8.48 0.33 —1.51 —1.32 —0. 36 —6. 64

KSR L. NSRS THL BT As,Cd T JULASS 4 Wi Ri-3-6 MESBIEREE R NHE.
RAXBFEF R L, P TR RBIR PG R,  AWIE As KRB , 3 B BEE BUR IR 13 in
Ni,Mn, Cu BBIREFHR, W He TERRFAER SESBRITBEATEHEET AT 6 FEMAT
T As 1 Heg K B LERZRER HRZ.

Ry &t As,Cd,Cu ) Lo B HIA 4,5,1, R AR BERHPOACIH & B EH T B
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Tab.5 Classification of Geoaccumulation index
BEF%S As Pb Cd Ni Mn Cr Cu
Ri—-3-1 3
R;—3-2
Ry—-34
R,—-3-6
Ry,—1-1
Ry—1-2
Ry—1-4
R;-2
R;-3
R;—4
R3_6
Ri—2
R,—3-2
R,—4
Ri—5
R,—6
R,—7
Rs—2
R5_3
R;—4
Rs—2
R;—2
R7_3
R;—4
R;—5
Rs—2
Rg—4
Rs—5
Ry—4-1
Ry—4-2
Ry—4-3
Ry—4—4
Ry—4-5
Ry—4—6
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FONIFERER L FABEY, HAELS BT AMER
B . As,Cd,Mn,Cu i L% H&EE 23R 3,4,1,
L ¥R T R bW Lo 04, S REERR.

R; BURERL BT AL B A 8l T3 4 m, —fil
REF WG, 5 —RERE. X, FL2REE
AR MR B 0, B A L LA SRR AR, R AL
Pb #1 Cu FER &, Pb I L 53 B Em AR 5, B F
HEGY, ZR WIS X%+ 1% Pb
T YurE B T — B B AR

R, BURERL B b 550 ML BT 45 R Ak HAEvE
FINZ BT, JEE U8 B 2 T 3 W 00 5 — 002 ok, — 00 22
Hh [ BB 2 A 5 B O b, BT EURE 5 R R ALY
JEETB. B As, Pb,Cd, Cu 4 Lo 325 M 4,3,5,1.
As, CAMTE R BER NIE, MER As FERR
AR R T B R As ARG B,

R BN B RHERI P BRE X319 BRI
Ak s — s, — R RTRBIZE R, Brilt
RN RAMKE. Rs &k As TREWEN L3H
2, K5 LA IR, 3R 1 W40, ARIM A As, Pb,
Cu ZEA EFEH X5 R B i b B m i 7T
R —ERR.

Rs BUREAL B R 3 A W BR 4501, 1 UG O T8
PR, — WA A TS S KM EHED , E 2R 50
to d7. BURE R B 200 m 6B —RESEIB,
BHAMGE, BN 100 t « d7. BRHE R B4R
A CuEBILHMSE,  FRREESSIW 4
FREE S, Nz WEEDR Cu EEEHEE.

Ry b8y As,Cd B L B EBEG 53 HIA 56,75
PRRERE, As TEMNKRELRERE. R 1A
R, £XMS Cr,Cu fI Ni F BF L ABHHIE
PRERER.

Rs BEEALE & B E B RE A, — U2 T
IIARMBESBSEEANE, B2 Hg W&
EMLHMARE RS, AIESHHE T B —EXR.
Rs 35 1WiEM Cd 1 L 3R H 6, 5 RREE R
FRE, AR S RE T 15K HECE .

Ry BUREAL B M Im B _E 5 Ju iR, 1E B TH fg
T, JE R AR KM A 3RH, KR 30 cm, 5
5 cm, FABP, EFEHKERTE. R As,Cd
B Lo MR R 7, B FIEBE, AR MR HH
i, EMERL As BRI RMEFES As K25 &R
BRI, & As FKSERKTURG Rt 115
As F B,

B2, M ESBEENESNREE RN As
b, S I8 A5 BT B Ar #E (GB15618—1995) ), 9
AR S ILEERETE As S BB E, B KEN
HIEESMER 110 15, L2 EZEE AR
BREMMMFEH. 5 9 RERABEERBREAN™
H. 55058 3 REER B TEEMAWLIEEE, Pb Al
Cu Fi5 et ™. Faib Ty Cd & BER,
MEKESBADBREENBRIRYM. BEEBHY
EIEE B RB/NA As,Cd ,Pb,Cu ,Zn.

2.2 WMAREBMXIEREARELIRE

B3R 6 A, GoK 8k Al 5 A B 2 R V8 h 1 E
ERBE T RN Pb,Cr EREURBRANESLRE
BFERTME SRR, ¥ As, Zn, Pb, Cr, Cu,
He BHHWER SO HIBEMRT 81 6%, 99. 2%,
88.9%,100. 0%, 86. 8%, 72. 8%. IR H &N
PR HTRERE, SESBNELSHEYIT
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Tab.6 Sediment samples’ leaching toxicity before and after adding stabilizer
EL. - —1
REGE  RRE BARAEE (mg LD He Bt REA %/
s Zn Pb Cr Cu (pg-kg™
Ry-3-6 i) 0.075 0 0.010 0 0.045 0 0.170 0 0.047 5 23.725 0
g 0.080 0 0.070 0 0.005 0 0.007 5 0.0125 34.625 0
Rs—2 i) 0.190 0 2.112 5 0.122 5 0.0375 0.0275 60. 150 0
g 0.035 0 0.345 0 0.040 0 0.015 0 0.010 0 16. 675 0
Ri—6 i) 0.2175 0.975 0 0.065 0 0.072 5 0.0225 104, 875 0
g 0.222 5 0.340 0 0.070 0 0.017 5 0.025 0 28.525 0
Re—2 i) 0.152 5 0.420 0 0.047 5 0.040 0 0.0125 25. 925 0
g 0.080 0 0.1325 0.035 0 0.002 5 0.007 5 38.250 0
i) 0.175 0 9.705 0 0.067 5 0.050 0 0.095 0 75. 950 0
Rs—5
g 0.120 0 0.075 0 0.055 0 - 0.0125 24. 900 0

[FBT, B3 2 &3 6 Al 40, ISnAR e s R TR
HatHWESBEENRTERT HEERME, 7]
BRATHEESRELFA. Zn, Cr B WK ERE
fRERBFE 602 LA |, T As,Pb,Cu FEHELRBWEH
WREERE N AR ML 25 B K, P IR IR 40k 50,
Hg,Cd SEEBME M HERIKEWAE 600 |,
BN B H B R
2.3 ERESFNEEMRFEHEY

BEE X SR FXRD) 43415, 8 H 5
AN TRHE B AR A BT 5 A 5 B
Rg=5 ¥ nfssE A0 5l 5 A fir 53 B an i 2 .

| j R
ottty M pb o ﬁ ) b

n \ R
Ui ol ) ,Lli. P S J{I 4

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
20/(°)

2 H& RS BREWE X HEMHEL
Fig.2 X-ray diffraction patterns of R8-5 before and

after stabilization

it MDI jade5. 0 #4473 #7 B8 H /Y 10 MF
SEIETRIRERNEREBTESB TR WYL
. k¥t XRD 35 BTG A 447, Cr R H R
B SRR AT I T

Cr; 0~ + 3Fe + 7TH,O— Cry,Fe; (OH™ )y, +
20H™

Cr, O, B TK , X RV HEAT Al Hoi)
HATE s i, SRR T IR, B A gk
BmBRENE, CO” BT R E M Cr,Fe

(OH)yz, BB HE T HERKEMR PO, 5
Fe; O, RNiA: iAe & i) PbFe, O, , B H 3 M PRI
TR M EN BRI R F As ZLL As,Os 7
E ,ﬂﬂAéﬁﬂé%ﬂéﬁ}iﬁﬁﬁiﬁ§u Fe, (As;Or)s3 ﬁ
1, REBORE , g M a .

SRENELENERTESRB Cu R E
PERER, HERMATIT

CuO—+Fe, O, +H,O—>CuFeO, +2FeO(OH)

SWE, IRFH G H Cu iR LU CuO FERFF
£, CuO ZERERM TR Co** , HEARERE N
Bl Ak B A ) LI S & , IR Ae s ALiskn)
5, R R RFE K.

s XRD A e HAG 5 B 4 43, R AR
SERN ARG B RETRHE 5 Zn LA ZnO, Zn(OHD,
MEXFTE, MA—EBREMNRBER, HEZ U
ZnFe, O, TERFFTE, Zn MR N B HERER.

3 it

DOEIMNERTESBEEMNIE, RAH T
JEAH & As 4R 25 FRBR TR (4 5 P 48 ZR PRI TR
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