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Abstract: Zhouzhi County is an important kiwifruit base in Shanxi Province and even in China. 226 samples
were collected from eight typical agriculture land, the contents of Cu, Pb, Zn, Cd, Ni, Cr, As, Hg, Sn, Co, Mn, V
and Fe in soils were analyzed. The geochemical characteristic, potential ecological risk and origin of heavy met-
al elements in Zhouzhi County were investigated through constructing the minimum data set (MDS), based on
correlation analysis, principal component analysis and Norm value calculation by using Cu, Pb, Zn, Cd, Ni, Cr
and As. The results revealed that the single-factor pollution index was less than 1, and aggregate pollution index
was 30.90, indicated the concentrations of heavy metals in soil meet the safety standard. The correlation analy-
sis and the principal components analysis were made to discuss the cause of the heavy metals. It is believed that

the first cluster including Cu, Ni, Cr, Co, Mn and V were mainly influenced by geological background; the sec-
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ond cluster including Pb, Zn and Cd were mainly related to human agricultural production; the third cluster in-

cluding As, Sn and Hg were affected by geological background and human activities.

Keywords: geochemistry; heavy metals; minimum data set; Zhouzhi area.

A AR ) — A AR B R, R RAIED A4
KA SERl, SRl P RRS & IR . 7 HARAA T,
- 4 R 1Y ok YR R R A KUK R B A ) A% %
T Tl A 0 Ao 0E A 2 M BT 5y T« Eh AR 55, 2018
(LB 5 X302 U 1 P e Je S N 2500 sh iy n T, 45 o
VR A BRI TR 4 JE O B A 0 R GE O S A,
20150, HFELEAG ARG ERE, A A Y%7
SRR WO A H R 5 kAR, B 5 Y (CE
A, 2014), T &R T5 Y n] ECE S TR
b, B AR AR 7™ b 1 7 e R T A, R TR 4]
M, RN, A B L, T A XU R N B
FERT . SCHUIR DR AR T+ 4 R AT A BRe
PR PEANY E 28 WA BIF T 0 3 SR, /N 4R
JE fif P ) B iy vh 2 — o /N ECHE 4 (Mini-
mum Date Set, MDS) &8 7F K i 75 2 W 82 ol Ab P AT 2K
b, i Fge it 2% T B, 1 0 S5 /D 0 5088 oF 1 3 A i
el 81, FLAZ O SR W A G S B 1 R /N EUH AR (2 e
BESE, 2018)

PG 2 J8 2 b A Z2 A AU RE, S IR, T T,
S TP R SRR R X 2 —, BRI 2R 2 A
SO, KR AT AR R T EEAEH . BT
FOU IR T 4 T8 B\ k2 5% i S Bk b T ) o 2 A
R AWEYWARTESE RN ERRE, MET
] T 30 T P R BB & e, A TR K HE T 15 K
W VR4 P SCHR B A 1 8 4 T e ) A, H 2%
JUEE, HAJE TG Y AN AR T R - A R R T R Y AR
b, A REM A A R ADCA MR, 258 By ak
ERBNY . RN, HEESRIGRCLERNEZ
KM AR Z —(ERIE A, 2015) o A 56 x &
2 Hb XA R SR T+ 4 R S AT R G, W
A I /ANECHE S R DE i IX )+ e 4 R A TS
Yo, [T T A R R UR, Sz b X K ) R Rk
Rk =S %

1 ME5IE

1.1 #FAREH#ER
WIS XA F RIS AL RERR PG 45 i 2 5, 4N

482~ 680 m, J& iy JCFlitE TR KA, ARG 13.2 °C,
ToFE W 20k 225 d, AE B K B 665 mm, H 75% %
T 5~9 A, 4E¥CRERECh 21547 h, HIRFE 2, JEk
IR A, VR T8, SRR A 10 5 R A X Ak AT
452021),
12 HSRESKRESEIT

FEAJRAE 2021 4F 4~6 H R T i b X 8 Jfik
AR BhA I, SR AR 226 4 - HEAE S, B SRAE SUH
GPS fE 7, IFCFIZ B e | K SC, 75 Y M .
SR ST AR 38 AT W I 4 AR B ) (HY/T166—
200 BEAT A s, R 4~7 SR A BURE ik, REETRE
9 0~20 cm, £ HERIT, BR 2 4% 005 FH R BB, H
T AT A B, FEWR A AT MR EFE . 1
BES BB LT 2 B e, 7050 R AR
KriEss4], it 200 H i o

K M R R X 2k 28 0% O ik A (ify 4 B
PW4400/40) 1l 5 Pb. Zn. Cr. Fe, FRHL 0.200 0 g XK},
K F HNOs-HCI1-HF-HCIO, ¥ #f, & 2% J5 B 25ml i
7 ICP-OES(ICAP—Pro) %€ Mn, Cu, V., H( 20 ml
W, BB S5 ] ICP—MS (X Series 2) 1| & Co. Ni., Cd.
FREL 0.500 0 g 388}, SR FH EKIERE, B 726 6k i
I CIESE 230801 5 As, Hg. FRHL 0.100 Og ik}, #4217
1 1 E e o35 % & 5Ot (WP DI E Sn.
PHS-2 IR B 1 72 + 1% pH.

ST R X R e g 4l At A b ol B R —
b E W) 17 (GSS—2. GSS-5, GSS—12, GSS—17,
GSS—22) HERA FE R 56, 1 S FE S 4% 10% 19 LU A5 i 4 7
SRS, B i o3 A 4 R A A (DZ/T0295—2016 + b
JoT o Ml BR AL A VR A ) TR L TR BE B
b BT 9] A )R VG 2 B R A A O 43 A DK S B =
i o

JiT #3805 F Excel 2016 i1 SPSS 25.0 #4714 i Pk
E57008 RNNT S L A< 5 6 T S 95 0 i TP O €1
HEAT K-S TEZS K5, X AAE G T8 43 A i A5 8 4 %
1.3 S/NBIEE(MDS) K&

F1 13 Fh#E 42 J& Cu, Pb, Zn, Cd. Ni, Cr, Co, Mn,
V. Fe. Sn. As Fll Hg 4 £ + 1€ & 4 J& 17 th 208 2 4R
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(TDS), F FH 3 B 4343 B Fl Norm {E i 72 e /INECHE 2 -
Norm {H J& 48 7E 32 i 43 1 22 4k 25 8] v 2% 5t 5 8 (Norm)
R, AR MR X 32 iAo B 28 G 4T B K, X 2R A A
SR R e ) g . KA A AN (Imaz M et al,,

2010):
Ny = \/ ZI: (uizk/lk) (D

e d /N ECHR R B F2 U o T 2 L K
H=1, BaE=05 MES BT —4 ., R
20 Norm {H it KGR M 5 Z M2 10% LI ITE .
TSR B8 T R A8 b b RV RE B i 4 54l 42 (TDSO 1Y
e/ NEE S (MDS) o
14 TESERETEXKEIEMR

DA r ot DX A S8 57 {8 M (1 S PR B o i AR 1T
- 395 e XU A HE AR vE ) (GB15618-2018)1F Ay - 4
& A A KU W P B o, R FH S IR 05 YL H8 Hk
LR TS Y A8 B0k DL RO A AR A S AR BRI AT X
4B AESIREAE TR (R #SE, 2012), 8
SRS i G /N WS

P, =Ci/S, (2)

Ko PAR TS Y it S R 05 YR G CAR R
1Y i SR B S AR R LT R T HR AR . R
FHLEA TG P AR BOE T, LV IR LR A % IR 2 Rl Y

JLER, HABEA
pP= '(Pa+2Pmax) (3)

Horf: PRLEA TS YR EL, P, o & K U5 Y 4
B YIME, P, 84 B 5 Y8 B0 i e KB .
Hirh P<1 R Tei5 e, 1<P<2 FmRE 5L, 2<P<
3FRARHEIG Y, P>3 FKon H G Y (K,
2015),

TRAE AR 5 16 3 48 B0 J2 iy i b BR £k 2% ¢ Hakan-
son & H T TR T B 4 v e XU A B 1Y v,
WA MBS HZRA: OBV 48 1
WeRE s QT 43 8 V5 Y i FP 2B B 4 8 1w MK
@A 250 T 4 Jd 15 Y W BRI (IR TTAR A, 2018) 5 1
TE A 2505 YL 48 BORT DAZR G R W o 4 @ v+ 5 i s e
oL, MOz H T 58 4 Ja W 72 KU E
CFE R 35 55, 2018; BRAKF-55, 202D HIFAE AR A
(Hakanson L et al., 1980):

Ei=T.Ci/Si (4)

Kb T ROREE M E 4R 19 R 2L Cu, Pb,

Zn, Cd, Ni, Cr. As WY T, 53 %24 5. 5. 1, 30, 5. 2, 10;
C RRT5 4y i 19 SEAE, 5070 mg/kg; S, KR T5 G4
Wy i T R AE, P07 SR mg/kg; Hakanson 378 42 25 XL
B 8B (RD TR A N F
RI= ) Ei (5
1 Ei FIRI B SR FARAE LR 1 B .
< 1 Hakanson ;& 7E £ KRR IEH X 5 B ER

Tab. 1 Hakanson’s classification criteria for potential

ecological hazards

f& 55 EUH Y5 [ RIBUAE 5 6]
B Ei<40 RI< 150
4 40<Ei<80 150<RI<< 300

9 80<Ei< 160 300<<RI< 600
AR 5 160<Ei< 320 RI> 600
& Ei>320

2 ZER51HE

21 TEESEFLITME/NMIEENEE

| H KMO 5 Barlett X BT FH 80 #1778 20% Ak
FERG B, KMO 56 4 0.827, Bartlett ¥4 P {E 4 0.00,
Vi W APF 8 5080 TR - B i R . AR R R
T 1IN, BEH 3 A 3 a0 6 AR AT DTRR A A,
HRAEFEAEAR 7 43 b (O Z 5TiOMA B Rt | b, A
i 5% il 3B R E o 39.839%.
13.552% i1 11.090%, Z R BTHR % 64.48% (3% 2), HI ]
I3 A4~ R 1 43 A1 4 AR A0 7T LA B A fige B F o X - 058
4 Jm 1 AR S KU (&) ORI A, 20185 RS, 2021),

Wz 3 i, 48 Cu. Ni, Cr, Co, Mn F1 V iy
95— E R (PCL), F 4@ Pb, Zn Al Cd R 5E — F il
43 (PC2), As, Hg F1 Sn Jg &5 = F 543 (PC3), & i i
/NT 0.5 H Norm {HALK 1 Fe B LR, 55— F s
H Cu. Ni. Cr. Co. Mn 1 VA £ 4F {5 ¥ K T 0.5,
Norm 18 B KA & Cu, Ni A1 Cr #J Norm {H 5 Cu #H 22
16 10% LA, Bf B Ni Fl Cr, HA TR AN L 441,
Wy 255 85— F 4 L Pb. Zn A Cd B FRIE(E Y KT
0.5, Norm {8 % K f4 42 Zn, Pb 1 Cd A Norm {8 5 2 4
ZETE 10% LA, LR B 5 55 = i B, As, Hg Al
Sn AR AE B #41 K T 0.5, Norm {8 5t K Y & As, Hg Fl
Sn [ Norm {H 5 M Z 22 K T 10%, i & %, IR & As.
e, B e fe/NBAIESE A Cu, Pb, Zn, Cd. Ni, Cr F11 As.
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Tab. 2 Principal component analysis values

0 4 {4 AT WU 4 F-J7 il e 15 28 - J7 Al
T B ITEESL 2RO Bt IIEASK BEROO Bt JrEual 2RO
1 5.321 40.931 40.931 5.321 40.931 40.931 5.179 39.838 39.838
2 1.686 12.971 53.902 1.686 12.971 53.902 1.762 13.552 53.390
3 1375 10.578 64.480 1.375 10.578 64.480 1.442 11.090 64.480
4 0.925 7.117 71.597
5 0.847 6.518 78.115
6 0.748 5.758 83.873
7 0.634 4.877 88.750
8 0.552 4.244 92.994
9 0.433 3.330 96.324
10 0.228 1.757 98.081
11 0.098 0.752 98.832
12 0.079 0.607 99.440
13 0.073 0.560 100.000

K3 ERSHEIERES MDS #E

Tab. 3 Principal component load matrix and the determination

of the minimum data set

JLHR PC1 PC2 PC3 44l  Normfi MDS
Cu 0938  0.016 —0.092 1 2.14 1N
Pb 0.135 0.782 0.398 2 1.18 A
Zn 0.467 0559  0.182 2 1.31 N
cd 0.144 0846 —0.175 2 1.22 kA
Ni 0.892  —0.138 0.062 1 2.04 A
Cr 0.854 -0.018  —0.056 1 1.94 A
As 0323  —0.409  0.520 3 1.11 N
Hg  -0.024  0.126  0.536 3 0.67
Sn 0.166  —0.129  0.704 4 0.94
Co 0.756  0.000 —0.155 1 1.73
Mn 0.645 —0.024  0.071 1 1.47
\% 0.714  —0.039  —0.229 1 1.65
Fe 0385  —0.329  —0.050 0.98

22 TEESESEWAR LS

e R R E R DI R 2 i 2
FEART 5 e 5 0 T 19 S0 2 dt, Hh NS Bl A e
FEOR B, [ ARG I T 4 Xt R 32 75 Yo 1 HHESC bR -2
ANFETENY, PRt b 3R b 278 S5 2 — 2 Bt g
IR, 20150, HuBRAL 735 B2 LLR 2 13 (0~20

cm) i R A6 25 B8 Ry SR, Sk S 6 A 097 248 .
TEHB R AL b, SRS S (E RN S (H 35 02 S e 3k Ak
FARA I EE SR, YRR RS A, B
H 2R AT SR AR A5, A 5L O 25 20 A1 I, 99 3
oA — w2, 2R AA —ENHERRE X
(BR24745, 20120 X 13 Fh e 4 )@ % i i 17 K-S £
(% O, b KB HA Nio As. Mn, Fe A5 A IES
Gy, Hogx 9 FoT R AT G IEAS S04, X NiL As. Mn,
Fe HEAT X BRGS0, Y0 /2 P>0.05, FF A IEA /i
9T X 3R S Y pH (R R 7.05~7.68, T3 K
7.35, Jp bk 4, A 4R & R L3 4, Ko Cu
JC % & &K 13.90~59.50 mgkg, PbIt & & & N
15.70~57.50 mg/kg, Zn JLE % 1N 51.50~363 mg/kg,
CdItE S N 01~077 mgkg, Ni L & 5 & K
17.50~103.00 mg/kg, Cr it & & & N 36.70~218.00
mg/kg, As JC & & & 4 5.55~23.00 mg/kg, Hg T X &
BN 0.01~1.06 mgkeg, Snut £ & B N 214~
12.5 mg/kg, Co JLE & N 7.66~24.6 mg/kg, Mn JL &K
& N 479~1309 mg/kg, VG & & & N 27.6~154
mg/kg, Fe LR &8N 2.02%~5.11 %, H4JE 7P
YIE KN K Fe>Mn>V>Cr>Zn>Ni>Cu>Pb>Co>
As>Sn>Cd>Hg . 5CHH X +3ETF S AHAM L, Cu,
Zn, Cd, Ni, Cr, Hg, Sn, Co, Mn A1 V #;i§ i} 75 =18
(R DUTESF, 2013), 43 51 J2 56 rf i X 4 2 5L (E
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Tab. 4 Descriptive statistics of heavy metals of soil

TR CPHE RME ORI BERE EREE ps A igg‘i'{; GBIS6Is-2018 I bE%
Cu 39.53 13.90 59.50 8.17 20.66 0.085 28.57 26.7 200 0
Pb 27.61 15.70 57.50 5.03 18.23 0.15 27.78 24.8 120 0
Zn 89.24 5150  363.00 14.05 15.75 0.12 78.65 735 250 8%
cd 0.23 0.10 0.77 0.07 29.64 0.13 0.094 0.097 0.3 17%
Ni 39.93 17.50 103.00 6.11 15.30 0.050.064) 32.14 33.13 100 0.5%
Cr 89.69 3670  218.00 12.92 14.40 0.08 75.68 74.2 200 13%
As 10.89 5.55 23.00 2.16 19.86 0.03€0.054) 12.97 13.1 30 0
Hg 0.08 0.01 1.06 0.07 88.85 0.23 0.049 0.065 2.4 -
Sn 3.35 2.14 12.50 0.69 20.74 0.16 3.10 3.07 -
Co 17.41 7.66 24.60 3.09 17.73 0.06 13.55 13.55 - -
Mn 83506  479.00  1309.00  113.49 1359  0.029(0.061) 69539 688.5 - -
\Y 11229  27.60 154.00 18.55 16.52 0.07 84.29 86.9 - -
Fe 4.10 2.02 5.11 0.48 11.81 0.046( 0.072) 4.86 4.86 - -

VE: Fedr ki %; HALTTE &R A0
R R EE Y 5] A AT (2013)
1 1.38 F% . 113 4%, 2.44 1. 1.24 £% . 1.19 4% 1.63 1%,
1.08 1% 1.28 1. 1.20 %51 1.33 15, PN 2T X 15 5 {8
AW i AR B AR . Horhr, Cd T 4R OG
H i X RS RE Y 2.44 15, e/ ME B 2k i 56
X 4 9 5 (E, Jo R 2 S H M 8.19 £, b & i X
TG o, BT | R T, Cd 78 AR 45 1
TR X AR B . 5 PR T AR T
A b - 9835 e XU 8 45 bR o ) (GB15618-2018) 11 8
Fh ot £ By 5 PE (4 AR e (6.5<pH<7.5), Cu. Pb. Zn, Cd.
Ni. Cr. As Fll Hg B -3 & s FEAR LT o (HASE
B, Zn, Cd. Nifl Cr %3 3 A 8%. 17%. 0.5%.
1.3% M AR % [ AR R =l bR 20508 S AL EO >
100% J , .7~ A TR R 1Y) & 4 CIRVIAEAE, 2020 .
JAE X+ SR S A S XX+
SRR MEME AR L, 22 5 8K Cu, Pb, Zn, Cd. Ni, Cr,
Hg. Sn. Co. Mn Fll V % ~F- {8 43 51| by 56 v b X+ 8
FEMEME AT 148 4% . 111 4% . 1.21 /% 237 £% . 1.20 1% .
12145, 1.23 4%, 1.09 % . 1.28 15 . 1.21 f%F1 1.29 15,
Ut BIIX 11 Fh o6 R [ R E A2 N T h R 3
Ko 85 RB AR/ T A3 b BR AL 22 48 bR 1
SIS R, R R TR R MRS EE
FEAROR T &4, 20200, Z X 13 M ELE WAL
Z 803 FL R /N HE P Hg(88.85%) > Cd(29.64%) >

5 5 R B Cv=ChR A 22 - 208D x100%; - 455 98 O 805 K -SH 30 (6 5 *F

Sn(20.74%) >Cu(20.66%) >As(19.86%) >Pb( 18.22%)
>Co(17.73%) >V (16.52%) >Zn(15.74%) >Ni(15.30%)
>Cr(14.41%) > Mn(13.59%) > Fe(11.81%), B& Hg 7%
5 R B 88.85%, JE TomAE T 24 AR E T4
5 F (Cv=10%~30%) (JEWFAE, 2014; 2= R4, 2015;
T RESAE, 2021,
23 BEFRNMBEENESEESKRIEN

WF 5 T 4 Ja XS 18 H5CR F R SC i i 42 114 d5e /N B
$i4E Cu. Pb. Zn. Cd. Ni, Cr 1 As, N T X HF5E X
AN X+ 4 R i 2 S ISR XA 4R 8 A4
RFEX I, B X H B BEAE T 2K I 2% R i T
WA 225, SRR S B 5, 4R & B AR .
FH A BR8P b = 18 V5 G XU 8 2 A oA )
(GB15618-2018) H 14 ¢ F - Hb 5 Y i BE 1B VE by B
XoF G SR FEAT B R TS Y AR A SRR TS AR B UL OB A
ABREEFEREBOF . R E, 8 DAFIIR
FE XI5 Y A8 B0 A I 8 25 57, Ui BH I 4 JE SR AN O
¥ KU E MR E G R AR BO Y EHE T Cd>
Zn=Cr>As> Ni>Cu>Pb, ¥ K # it 1, BRTI5Y,
FFE XN 8 AN RAE X B 25 605 Y 48 BE 3 /N F 1,
VLB X 0 T 4 R T2 900

WIHEESEERBLRBBLGAZELESEN
W B | AR L AR A U DA R P IR (R T
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Tab. 5 The index of soil pollution
BN TR
KRR X ERERCE EiE i
FE i & Cu Pb Zn cd Ni Cr As
S1 23 0.20 0.23 0.36 0.76 0.39 0.45 0.37 0.77
S2 29 0.21 0.15 0.43 0.65 0.34 0.51 0.47 0.73
S3 27 0.28 0.05 0.54 0.78 0.38 0.53 0.49 0.79
S4 29 0.24 0.10 0.53 0.74 0.33 0.465 0.72 0.74
S5 29 0.34 0.05 0.42 0.68 0.38 0.48 0.37 0.76
S6 33 0.37 0.08 0.67 0.69 0.32 0.56 0.34 0.76
S7 28 0.44 0.10 0.61 0.71 0.32 0.42 0.41 0.72
S8 28 0.21 0.05 0.38 0.65 0.38 0.56 0.37 0.77
V-1 / 0.29 0.10 0.50 0.71 0.35 0.50 0.44 0.75
VW AE A A G F 8 BLEi 1.45 0.50 0.50 21.3 1.75 1.00 4.40 RI=30.90

TE: WA G F I BESR T L HE PR b B A ) 1 33 e XU A 2 AR v ) (GB15618-2018) JXU K fiff % B ( 6.5 <pH<7.5) .

45,2007) o - HERREE I it A B b H 38T g XURS 4
FEbrifE ) (GB15618-2018) Ht it 4 FH -+ Hbu 15 YL i BE (5 AF
bR e, %00 F W e R S E R SRR O cd>
As>Ni>Cu> Cr>Zn=Pb, 5 JH5HUR AR I Cd(21.3),
J& TR, AR TS Y27 G 48 5k 30.90, Ui B % M
X e 4w e R i o PR DA /N B Sk SR AR
T A M X T 4 A S KU TR e ), Herp ed

TE—E R FAPTEE 4R, s i H AL,
24 tESEESERXESN

Xf S 4w i B AH SR #EAT T Pearson AH K
AT, G5 A UL 6, LA T A0 A0 # W o 4 J Y Rl A
M 5] LLFE Y, Cu 5 Ni, Cr, Co, Mn, V., Zn, As,
Fe & 3 M 5¢, H 5 Ni, Cr, Co. Mn, V ik #| #
B E A OCHE, Cu, Niy Zn #F )& T 2R CER, PR filfy 7Y

xo6 TEESEHEXEST

Tab. 6 Correlation of heavy metals of soil

LIPS

Cu Pb Zn Cd Ni Cr As Hg Sn Co Mn v Fe
Cu 1
Pb 0.063 1
Zn 039" 03257 |
cd 0.153" 0356”7 03677 1
Ni 0.778"  0.060 03497 —0.032 1
Cr 0.745"  0.031 04077 0092 088" 1
As 02107 0065 0054 —0201" 03607 02077 1
Hg 0.017 0.143"  0.062 0011  —0.009  —0.050  0.045 1
Sn 0.109"  0.092" 0.133" -0.131"  0.164"  0.102" 02357 01527 |
Co 0.898"  0.1267 03217 01397 07497  0.696° 0.1897 —0.070" 0.056 1
Mn 0.777°  0.124" 03497 0.1247 0698 06167 03577 —0.012 01607 0.758" 1|
v 0.902" —0.017 028" 008" 07387 0718 0.095" -0.069" 0.064 0.8837 07477 1|
Fe 0316"  —-0.072"  0.007  —0.059 0290 02757 0.176"  —0.004  0.047 03417 0299 0286 |

Feo*= FE 0.0 A (RURD, MRHERE; * 7 0.05 HA (BB, MK RE,
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AHARL, #5258 5 8 A= (P 4 5 5, 2014); Pb 5 Zn, Cd i
F B FEM KM, Zn 55 Cd. Ni, Crik 2] 8 FHH k5 Cd
5 As A28 W E WA M Ni 5 Cr, As. Co.
Mn, V ik B A, Hrb 5 Cr, Co. Mn, V ik |
e S 2 AE O, BB DL G o ] Re LA AR .
25 TEESESEERSSW

i SCHT &, KMO £ 45 {5 24 0.827, Bartlett £6; % P
B 0.00, 1 B 5% B8040 06 2 I 0 BT i oK, AR
FRAEAE KT 1A SR, B 3 4> 32 o0 X A8 1 47 5T
BRI A, AR FREAR 72> e 7 Z 5l M 3 8T |
43 Lo, BURFIE(E 0K H 21T 5Tk 35k 60% LA L i
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