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HAR, 43%I7E 200, 400 F1 600 °C T AL + 3 15 min, LI AL B XS + 3 5 4 )@ Cu, Pb, Nifil Cd A ER
S AR PR AR AL DL K T A N MR AR 25 5 L A5 IR, bS8 Cu. P I N YR AT 4R
BEsI N, M7 B BB R Y e g, i Cd R AT B EUS R D, A RT3 T AR R A G XL
B PAL A, ARAL I 25 B Cu. Pb A Ni ASERRE XUES . 7€ 600 C Zb#HR, Pb X JL3E 19 16 3% 7 M 0.41 3% in % 3.70,
Cd B f BRE XU TG 8 3 M 25 57 o AR ST 45 R 01 o pdth + B AL LT 04 BB 4 R il 0 DRI B AR S A0 PR A 4R I S
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FUORI, AERRAMT, HEPRESENAERSEm, SEOEYSEEg L. S4B
TR KR LA R TS K R A A AR R A R v T R i L AR A L B A S
eI A IR AT+ A LTS e, AR AR 2 T R R 4R ) WA IR A DA R f R (1) 2
fbo Tz b s i IR b o 4 s G T, R S v T 4 JE XU i AR 1k .

HRAWE KBS R ONE, e 75 e b i 25 B % SR T R s I fE L BREE AN
filt B XU % 18 o A s R iR b - Y5 G XURS A £ R 50 ) (HY 25.3-2019)™ (LR i #R (5
WYy, e 4w 0 fa e XU SR 4 i AT PPAS (0 LR 4 R i WAETE R e AR R
R AW nT R DL e R N SRR A A B S RE e IR T i, R,
AL VA EE 4 J 4 f A PP M8 T B8 23 3 Bl s A FER SR AU 1T, XU AR R B, VSN AR W e AT R AT 1
M A JE A TR, BRI A, DI AT R SN 4w B AT st o XTA VR B, IR
TR LW KA S B 4 Jm R T SR, B s A, MBS T R R dit . 4R v 8
i Z s ARG R AR R S AR, R A S A RN AR (R R A s A B PO A Ak B X 4 HE
& B R S AW o] S5 P A 3 b o T AE W] 25 P 4 JRURS: A0 B i e i - HE 1Y S PR
JRURS: AR ST S 50 B 06 S e + 8 T 4 Jm A6 T AL R e i AR n] R R, G R T A B A Y 4
HUSL G (PBET) A S5 4 1 12 I A] Al HI P20,

AT 5 38 3o 9F 5 R B Ml 3 b - A A B R 4 R A TS AR W T M AR L, BT A
P 4 S N AR 3 XRS5 0, DA SRy ¥ e 38 A0 A 5T TR 1%t 5 DU Ak A0 AR S R0 T
flife it =%,

1 #MR5E%
1.1 Hil %

M R A TV N I B R
Yilh, 4 AREEA, Hi5 4 S, S2. S3 HiS4
(B 1), Hdr, St S3IHAHJEEYEEN, o5
K 0~1 m 2438 + A1 2~3 m )+ 5 S2. 84 HUH &
Gk, RSB 1~2 m# E A 3~4 m
+o HERCRER, EBRAYERBXT . i 2mm
i P 25 FH o
1.2 IS

R E T D g b gk AT A A B
B30g HHEE 100 mL W EH T, KDk
A TH R F A R RE (200, 400, 600 °C) J5, B
W0 i A 38 PR 15 min, AbBREE RS, B
BT i e o O L S R | D 1 8
1.3 TEHISH

+ 4% pH i i pH 1T (SevenCompact-S210) #ll 72, K+ A 2.5:1, 4 FiE 4 JE (Cu. Pb, Ni fl Cd)
G i R R - 1R - A SRR - SRR R AT S A, 8 R R W A O B AT . R FH el
() BCR LR BOL I TH 4B IEAS4T, 1 0.11 mg L™ BEARERH -1 rh iR T 42U (F1); JH 0.5 mgL™!
(pH=1.5) £5 R 42 Wz 48 B 4 3 v n] 3R JFL2S (F2); i 8.8 mg L' i3 AL & 7E 85 °C F/K¥ 1 h(F A 2 1K),
R 1 mg L™ (pH=2) [iff R & P2 HUrT A2 (F3); A& ib T 7 I g R B 2 (F4). BB AW 4
PER F PBET R AMELUL 73, XU 35 F A2 0 vl 25 Mk A T 1A

T ST.S3HH HL %R [R], S2 . S4HL | 57K ik .

1 XERRE
Fig. 1 Map of sampling points
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1) PBET. BB W 1.25 g B A AR . 0.50 g SR . 0.50 g #rBRRET . 420 uL LR & 500 pL
BERR LA AL, WG EAE 1L, JFH 121 HCUE WE Y pH £ 2.5, FR 0.4 ¢ T 3EHE 5 A 40 mL
BEHLE W AE 37 °C . 100 rmin' N4 1h, ZJ5, flHL 20 mL &40 E T 0.22 um JEEERAIN o H WK
P RS, F NaHCO, ¥ A 55 i 1L pH £ 7.0, fIIA 52.5 mg H {13 Al 15 mg B E (B
) SR IG RS IR Y 2 h, S5 HUR T 0.22 pum JERERED .

2) AT BT . B B B AT g (BAPY H A2t (1) 115

A= S 000, ()

TsX Mg
Krf: BARESEAE TS B EY T 41 Cy A E SR B N K h E 48 & i, mg L'
Vie HIRONREIIRFL, Ly T R b E SR B, mgke s My RO ZE PR, kg

3) filt BRE XUBS: DA o 7 2 B8 DTl RN R MR PEAG A SE AL L, ) XU DA AR R 45 4 e v s e 4
7 R M BUE AR FEER . SAEFERMNMERT LS, Ry AnT 2z, R 5 4 8 B iR
AGE L 3N ISR SR PPIRAE R R Ak . L 2 DR BRI AT, Wi,
ABIF 50 H B 1R A5 37 b A S £ B XU DAl JR R D — e T M 8 11 R R A, R B XU DFAy B T
it 76 B 8 B AR mT R R A AT AL o ARWF SR A US EPA R KU PEAN SRS , JHrfr 8 T2/ Cu,
Pb. Ni fl Cd ¥ B A AU XK, 6 F i it 0r X W & n9 28002 7% SCk [27-29].
2 FBR5E
2.1 i I FAE

Tl MK+ pH, ESBELEMESBIESHH . AR 1M, SIuMESREERE,
Horf P FINi V5 i Rl — S0 F, ARIBRE THESR IR EES, aMELSEPEFRE

LT 38 J5E A4S AR i A BB AR . ST A A I ®1 TRESEEBREESHHE
FUBEAR 7 I 0~1 m, K00 LB 5 05 e U oy et
T B Pb Al Ni V5 4™ 55 V5K 0k S20 S4 A + T
. = w . N . 4 JEIEAS b %
O R S HOURAR . R L rR L R @ﬂ;v e
N o g y 2 g -oIn I o] LIE/ NI D7 T = N 47
i RRMSBCESCT TR . U, Ly S I S e
A S o -y AV R At
ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%% %[&E AR A5 AR Cu 3.49x10? 103 3691 17.84 34.88
FHE EAE R Z P HR TR RE LR B 55 (1 o g Pb o SOXI0 047 7085 117 836
AN TR AR R RI/K R B i 55 ), s BB K 23 i B8 TN 832x100 271 3313 2655 37.61
) 4 R SO0 s RO R R 1 A R R cd 6.06 1748 2111 28.08 33.36
B BAAE L R Cu  124x10° 422 3438 1326 4813
A Pb 6.59x10 168 3144 1213 35.60
2.2 HALIBEX 3% pH MR 2 624
N ot i Ni  LI7x10° 1028 2489 21.02 43.81
ﬁt\‘ﬁ}EHU9 Jﬁizﬂi% S2 3355@&‘@, ij‘j cd 6.10 6.37 2175 31.26 40.56
6.24, S1. S3 Fl S4 1% pH 5 5l &7 7.86. 8.00, Cu  254x10° 542 4939 1171 33.49
857, EuumAME . #AbFEFT G + 4 pH AE 4k WL Pb 6.44x10 0.68 4111 17.11 47.12
R 83800 8.57x10 884 2744 18.88 44.84
Bl 2. HE 20 AW, &80 L4 # )
C 6.26 1467 1941 22.67 43.18
; e 28 g M B 58 e M Al
E’ ﬂjiliﬁjiy\,ﬁ%ﬁ&f‘ijﬁ%ﬁ}%@m @jﬁl i Cu 6.59%10 3.11 31.83 289 62.16
WM TS, S1 A+ pH T B & A8 fb Pb 3.99x10 597 2639 1646 51.19
(7.86~7.64), XAlfe R T HEPEBEZ Y S48 7.12x10 1222 7.14 13.67 66.97

Jit CaCOP, S2 5 o7 1Y + 3 & 4 4k # f5 Cd 5.41 20.54 2177 19.25 3849
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pH A W8I TF 5, 600 °C Ab I 5 K pH K 6.96.
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S4 w4 B 25 A4k B S e Ah B B R I .
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23 AVEBWNEEELEHFM

A F AT A 3 E AR 4 ARk UL E
3. HE3ATUERH, b iE, +iEdbE
lREEARENRE. ELEKHASGY
)5 A5 R T A5 D HL AR Bk B v 4 1 AR A 1Y
R B, Cu AN A 4 B 1083 Al
1453 C, HA Y B wACKE S0 1326 fl
1980 CP", 43 /& T A 5L 56 b 9 i =i i 600 °C
Pl , Cu I Ni4iCB B AR fk . Pb Al Cd B 5 1945 68 327 1321 CP7, 7ESCI0 i B IR S A,
X Gk, AR EE R, Y R TR AR N AR 2 DI A IR 1,
Pb Fl Cd AW 194 5543 7] 888 il 1426 CPY H AL IRES |47, SEESEIFARAANREL, X5
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Fig. 2 pH variation of the soils before and
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Fig. 3 Total concentration of heavy metals before and after thermal treatment
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K4 T RGBT EESBMAEEN A, HE4]ES, A5, ST 5T Cu,
Pb Fll Ni {2 A] $2 HUS I G Ay 38, i Cd i B AH I . Cu AT 38 B o LU oh 32%~37%., 4
AR, ARSI, FREA S EAE 2 MBS Z M B, MAFEE, ST RAEH Cu iR
RS IRAATE, HATHmBEH, X 5850 R4 A — 8 XATREZH T &R
AP, B R TSR BUGR HRE H ok o ST H Pb 7E 600 °C AR HRR, R AT 4R G
T 17%, Pb Al ik JF 25 M 79% W7 2 40%., S2 Fl S4 +HETE 400 °C Fl 600 CANHE R, R nl 42 B R
Kith, S4FREAA T, X 5KAEE RIS R — B, Bl A BREE R3S i, ST RS2
Ni A9 i il $E BUS o pfi 2 38, Hodr ST R AL B 2% B8N %) 17%, S2 i 10% 38 I %] 23%. X 5
LENG %5 3 0 AL AR, e miR A3 T, =4 T ASFIF Ni B2 it A . Cd MIRAFIE S
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Fig. 4 Speciation of heavy metals before and after thermal treatment (F1 acid soluble fraction; F2 reducible fraction; F3
oxidizable fraction; F4 residual fraction)
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PIgRiE A F, A5, S1MRATHEICE &7 LUK T 12%, SR A S I T 19%. S4 rhig nl 4
S cd 2 B FECA A, 400 CAFE T A S5, RBESEIN M. X rTgeRh 15
B A S A W 5 H R R 2 e A R T AT, U B B R T T Cd YRR E

2.5 ALEBRIELEELENARBERXKE

) HEESEW YA, AT SR T PBET (A il 45 tE WL 3% 2, R 2wz, &k
AbFRJS, ST HT Cu, Pb I Ni 3 Rt 2 19 5 i B Bt A= 40 vl 45 V40 B 5 15 5 (% 358 I i 3% in . 600 °C 4 2
B A AT A P A o W S T Cd B A R 4 R B A0 T AR, 400 C b BR R A S,
X5 & 4 R AT HCS B AR Ak R B[R] o R T AR B IE n, 0A 2E IRT A R IR N, 2. S3 AN
S4 FESMAE P FRIE LR, Cu B9 5 2k Wy T 25 1k A R0 A8 Ak 5 R T R BRAS AR AL M IR], Hoh, 7E 600 °C
T S3 MR A Kk % 5.24%.

2) #& T PBET (A Ab 3 5 4338 5 4 Jm KU P4 . R B /S 5L T PBET A FILEE 19 18 & 7Y
WE SR, RALFES, S1SAL Cu. Nifl Pb s AL E KBS 48 A0 . Hod, PbfE 600 °C 4b 3
T, XL A S E N 0.41 B9 = 3.70, HiAth 47 4 e AE PR BEIS AG RS AT N T L, #A B
Cd Xt BRI ILEE A XU TG s 22 5. 4 G B X LB A RS E T LN, AR AL B G + R 4
J& WS E R E/NT 1 43 A RLE B 4 8 e T i e i 5 v 22 500, S1 R m vk BE S G 11
7, Cu, NifllPb7E 600 °CAbFE T S ELH P25 57 (p<0.05), ft BRE XURS BH @ 3o 32 phy T34
Ab BRG] 2 R (5 2) DR PT BRI i AR A (18] 4) s R, TR TR BUGS I 4R 2t K
B AR, DA i AR R AU B Y, ST, Cd A 3 il BRE AU T B S M 25 R (9>0.05), X
AR TR 2P AT kN, AR R A i

&2 AKEAIEET PBET £ YA 414
Table 2 Bioavailability of in PBET before and after thermal treatment

Cul: vl 250E/% ~ PoLEWIRT45VE/%  NUEWITT45P/%  CAEYImT 45/%

KA AR/ C

GP 1P GP 1P GP 1P GP 1P

ARAb I 8.28 7.88 1.70 0.33 1.22 0.77 0.38 0.04

200 8.88 6.23 1.42 0.36 0.99 0.83 0.29 0.06

31 400 12.32 6.67 1.20 0.47 1.35 3.02 0.43 0.03
600 17.64 11.74 17.71 1.63 8.26 8.21 0.24 0.03

AL B 0.00 6.61 3.21 12.21 3.15 5.18 0.57 0.07

200 1.56 5.96 11.11 13.39 8.56 4.83 0.92 0.09

52 400 2.18 3.25 2.30 28.93 9.51 5.35 1.08 0.13
600 2.59 7.53 19.48 45.14 11.84 26.55 0.47 0.12

RAbAg 1.86 8.55 8.41 16.75 0.00 9.46 0.61 0.09

200 7.21 7.30 9.50 16.02 16.77 15.71 0.94 0.26

53 400 7.16 6.67 1.88 29.91 11.05 4.21 1.83 0.29
600 5.89 9.76 8.33 34.12 4.12 28.87 0.12 0.07

AAL R 0.00 4.54 11.27 30.51 0.00 1.75 0.73 0.00

200 1.83 5.05 0.00 24.79 11.04 1.96 1.02 0.00

> 400 0.65 2.82 11.34 39.77 7.42 9.37 0.96 0.00
600 0.00 3.23 14.81 50.96 1.32 32.05 0.06 0.00

E: GPABHE, IPAmEHE.
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Abstract

In order'to study the variation of chemical speciation of soil heavy metals and health risks after

thermal treatment, the temperature was set at 200, 400 and 600 °C respectively for 15 minutes to analyze

chemical speciation of Cu, Pb, Ni and Cd, the variation of its bioavailability and the differences in human health

risks in the contaminated soils of the decommissioning electroplating site. The results showed the acid soluble

fraction of Cu, Pb.and Ni and its bioavailability in the gastrointestinal stage were increased after thermal

treatment, while the acid soluble fraction of Cd and its bioavailability were decreased. In the risk assessment

based on bioavailability, thermal treatment increased the health risk of Cu, Pb and Ni. the hazard quotient of Pb

for children increased from 0.41 to 3.70 at 600 °C, but there was no significant difference in hazard quotient of

Cd. This work could provide a reference for the evaluation of the health risk and ecological effects of heavy

metals in contaminated sites after thermal treatment.
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