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32 > > > I ~ A A VB
AR, BRI, LR, HWEE
L I 2 e Ak 27 S PR EE T R4 B, W1 5210415 2. YR 21k 2 SR8 TR 2B, I 518060

B B SR IXT, Fo/STRM I REM A5 TR L) &maTBHAL. R ShAESEAT 0L [ SR 52
5, A Rsh 114 K XRD. SEM RAERESE T ol i ME B ALY (S(-ID) X K = L Ui BV vh T 4 I 1 B B8 R 1Y)
S SRR, SCID) X ULAR A v E 4 JE I R L AT A G A E AR D, A% 4 JE T 3RS 1 RN
Zn>Mn>Cu>Pb>As>Mo>Cd>Cr, 2 L Fij 311 Mo B il bl 5 % 12 i i B . 78 3 ¥k 2 o8 100 mg-L™' 19 Na,S i W AE
T, As. Cd. Cr. Cu, Mn. Mo. Pb Hl Zn () F 35k H ¥ Bt 10 mg- L' 5 2 vk B AL B A 29 5310 /&7 T 3,182, 3.784,
1.973. 4.098., 2.979, 2.582. 6.786 Fl 5.408 1% . BEik zh ¢G4 R, &L B HUS B AT 6 BUHE $Ofm
Elovich B, 85 4 i A% S 56 A1 XRD 45 5430 B B il ) & 40 5 43 J@ 5 SR IR T U0 vh 1 50 i 5 W A . ARk
RERVAEIEHRADT XE ) SR RERSBEEERMES %

xR SREmAYT X, VIRY; mET; EeE; T8

W I IF e i b 2 AR R B VA R 520 1, 7E H AR IR EE o XUAL A 0 0% 48 A ol b Bl
BEAHEAFECTRWOBER, JFZEWIE R T SRR . gk B 09 A o R P 1L & UK (acid mine
drainage, AMD) , &8 18" X MO EUK IR K& BTGB TsY, CEEBT XKASRRE LS K
AHEREREN R, AMD g |2 i 345875 4 2 R [ N SMUF 98 FA

DI RE LT RFEINE BT X N, ZHUANG %0 KB, 26 X BRI E K 0K 5
e, KA X T - 5EM pHZ AR T 5, LgEf . & . B3 a0 8050 5l ok
502 mg-kg ', 278 mg-kg'. 498 mg-kg ! M1 3.92 mg-kg !, T [ FE AR E (GB15618-2018) FRAE . i
AMD £ ZBRYh i E &5 &J8, W Pb. As Ml Cr (95 &334 3 100, 1896 F1 170 mg-kg "7,
PR Y0 W) 2 R AR VA TR, AMD 75 3% (1% it 38 b B I8 1K S R AR P 1 R R R R I AR
PO, fihn, 24 pH oy 2.8~4.5 I, AMD ¥ Eg H ) = BR A R AR B - LT TE TP S A Y i TS AT )
(schwertmannite) ; 4K R P AFAE— M BHE + H pH A 1.5~3 B, ZIE ML BRI EMT ;5 4
pH>5 If, Fe’ K fiff 7 AR 9 ) 2 K g2 i TR BRI R AR, X S8 3 B B i R U A=
W5 Wy AMD I E C8) &R E 1, MHEZN A E G S/ E FIUEE. FK, &8
PR AT WA EAE N T (pH. EIRHEY T, B %A YL (dissolved organic matter, DOM) I
Wi EEA: 2022-03-22; FFAAHA: 2022-05-04
EE&TH: ERARBEILESFEBITE (41907308) 5 7R 44 LAl 5 57 FH IL R AT 55 56 4 % Bh I H (2020A1515010533)
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AFR IR SF) ey, ARV E A A, E LB A L TTVE A () 48 PR ORI B A I Y 7K
Ry, R R AR RS T, SR, HETE TR FE LT XA b i 4 B KU A oY R
BEX T X L g rh i 4 JE i TR

fE AMD P&, WM S(-ID) 7T R A R #h 6 J5 B A R AR BR AR 77 A, JF b il IR . DUTE &% &
LR IR E 8 &R i IE B AR R AMERY, i, ERERET, S(-II) AJ ik JE ik
(R) &S5y H A BIBE KA, IRgUE T RS E &) & BB, K, T
AT SCID 50 X UTEY Ik A0 P Es e 1t R CR) & B MR AL s A R HGE R E D

T, AUFEE SR I KPR ETURY), RS AT B S8 0, BELA iR
T X PR FEDRY P E (3% &R RN SCI) A% F AT ELE B AR, LI ST S(-IT) X4
PeFEDURYIR AT YR e m 5 HE &R EAT AR, UA &Ry XY HREERE
S5 0piiaie it =%
1 MR5ER*%
1.1 EERFERF

FERXFN B2 i AL (Na,S, GR) W [ i BThr TAE (BB A R/, SR (HNO,, AR)
MEA AL (NaOH, AR) 3K TPUBE B2 M AR A s 8 ) &R A TEEA 64
J& B LT AR AT I G, DL 5% RS IR 2 2 s SERR K A 25 BT K.
1.2 ARYHRARESTLE

DU A T 20184E 8 A RE T RE I X WRE (L 113°43'475"E, 4% .
24°3127.57"N) , UIRYIRE R EMREE N 10 cm, JIARYAE R 2T 6, T8 RES 59
JPb2450mgkg ', Zn1009mgkg ', Mn1211 mgkg', Cu680mgkg’, Cr95mgkg', Cd16mgkg,
Mo 68 mgkg ™', DAJ As760 mgkg ' £ RAERYFE S T TG REIHR A BHE 1F 100 H i 5 2517 % 2
TRAT, BEOTERY) U AT S 96 FIRE it R ALE
1.3 MAYHELBERLMRIBRRE

SEU R E QA 1 s o WRIE AT AR e A LB B AR R, AR 50 mm, & BECH 200 mm, 7R
P4 A 3 4 E AR 10 mm B HCREFL , HLEIEE 28 20 mm. 76 A R I 3B B — 5K g M, SR 5 P4l —
JERIAE R 2 mm B A SR R AR S A

Rtk B EEA N 15 cm, BRMEGIEK

FETE SRR SRS . AR RE S TE LR — K D

W, FFa—ZE kRN 2 mm B4 B0, R

IR IIHVE FIRERE S = A vkl B SR A T 1 #iR
HHB B A AR, R AR A A BRI A
BREE b, FrBLUTAR AL S Y BT a2 O 258.61 g, s PRI
S 0 A VA A ) B pH O 2.5 (4L AMD ¥ Wi kR Do

DL 75 4 8 3 AR 0 06 B AL B AL B o iR 2 D

AMD ¥ i 4 K T () 4 IR B0 I vk B 4 51 R 2

2) k4 SO, 540.000 mg-L™", Zn* 101.290 mg-L™", : LA
Cu™ 3.355 mg'L"'. AsO,” 0.024 mg'L"', Cd* E

0.170 mg'L'. Pb* 0.349 mg'L"'. CrO;> 0.022 I s

mg-L"'. MoO,> 0.011 mgL"' K& Mn* 80.620

. E1 SWEBREE
mg- L', SR, 40 24 h 4> B 30 mL i &

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of experimental device
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We 43518 10 mg-L™" A1 100 mg L™ ) Na,S SR AT 0E, 25 X RELE - LB 7K. B H ARk
W, 2930mL. SEIRFEMK 31 d.
14 HRWERNE

W AR RE P — WO BUORE AT AT R L 48 045 um K R UEE U85, ] pH 3T (i WG,
PHS-3C) W& A & pH, BlEJS I 13 5% fSPRIEATIRIL, BT 4 C FORAF. i rEGEA S5 5 1k
KPR (ICP, HAREH) MEH W hESEE 7R, I M Origin 2018 X F #1722 K .
ICP U 5 o 72 38 2o R AR i B LR (< 5%) AT T i 8 il o

MM LI LS A G, TR 3 AN IORE O TR 43 IR A 34 50 Ja 45 I 2 g TLRRAIARE & o 3 R
2 g RUEATIREE SEIR TR S VR IR, BT U5 R @ B O B B B . T X ST S
(XRD, [ 44 7, D8 Advance) 7 Mk ih () RI 2540 . X B4k Cu # Ko 74k (A= 0.154 18 nm) ,
LR LI A 1 R 40 V FIT40 mA, A XA 10°~80°, FHHEE A R 100 min' . R & S
i HL 4% (SEM, FEI Nova Nano SEM 450) kil 52 W i i ) VA RIURE AR S 0255 . [RIBS, >R A 0.2 mol- L™
TR (pH=3) XF [ ARE S HEA T BEG 2K B 4 b, DLIGUE 75 4 J& 78 18 J5L S8 W AR b A AR 5
2 #BR512
2.1 KRR pH RO LA

mE 2 R, ERASMIEL SRS, & 387
K pH SRR 2 B, Hd, B H 36l
X R 2 pH M Fe G 3.00 34 d 7 3.30, B4 0E
ok, AET~18 AN, RBURFL EIE, AiAN =
JE A — W Bh . w] WAEEA S(-IT) 5% M 32t
&, DUBU o R T pH S B R TR EL I D 2ol \ oS00 me
Tho FEWE R 10 mg L™ (1 Na,S Zb B4 pH M —a—S(-ID= 0
W) I 3.45 1 & B 2Ry 3.68, TN TR U JE A 100 T T s 0 s 30 35
mg-L™' Na,S 4b B2 Y pH M f 1K 3.20 3 = & & Wi ) /d
3.49, Na,S ¥ 2 PE, TIFYA 5 hy 5w g v B2 i#kiiEpH R
(pH b 2.55) , SR T A 38 3 TR Tk v S T Fig. 2 pH Variation of the leached liquid

VU PR, LR MR A Y S(-ID) ST B R pH B TR DR AT B R T I R e DA
WYy AR DR v A R B i IR I R (=X (1)), B G JE R R AR 4 RO
S R, il pH FEAK . SR, AL R 3 AN AL ) pH AR IR/, REERE, H
A R T 5 4 I D25 25 AR Ry i S A Y A T B

Fes05(OH),(SO,), + 2xH,0 — 8FeOOH + ySO?™ + 2xH* )

22 HERPEERSENTK

4 B A H O R BE A I ] A AR A B AN R 3 R . TEARSZER A F R, S(-ID) AYIRIE X T
FRUWy v o 4 J 1) 8 AT AR G A AR VR R o BT R VR Bl 10 mgeL' Na,S A0 B2 275 1 K 9 9k U8 v v
(Z%) &8 As. Cd. Cr. Cu. Mn, Mo, Pb il Zn [kt & 53 5 L 25 F & T 29 1.993, 2.131, 2.478,
2.027. 2.051, 2.028. 2.247. F12.095 1%, HPFHHE G e B Wk BEA3S n, 4 )8 M Bl 38 .

SFESR TR BHORAEEL, 13 d N ELRIRERE Y, FTRFHMBERS, H
WM T —EWN BT, (HENS 5~10d, Aokt SR s R R, W0 Mo /95 H ikt & A 12.29 g B
%391 pg, FEIEERK, H6820%., £ 10d 25, KRB EIFBEE M EH T, KTEMN
M S /NF 2.09 pg L. Hirr, Poon R AR A AR, B H M ERE 1~3 dB
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50 —a— S(-11)=100 mg-L"! 90 —=— S(=I1)=100 mg-L"! —=— S(-I1)=100 mg-L"!
—o=S(-ID=10 mg-L"! —— S(-I)= 10 mg'L" L6¢ ~sth- 10 mg-L
240 ——S(-1I)= 0 E. 75 ——S(-I)= 0 2 ——S(-1I)= 0
H 5 = 6.0 w12
o =30 =
& ot g~ & o4l
< 3 15} ::'Eifi ol
op s 0.0p | TUtMNmlissssessesta 0.0F . . TTMaaanlilng
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
WA /d kI ) /d TRV R]/d
(a) Asfi%E H itk b 281k (b) CEE H bk =28k (c) Critg % H itk 7281k
500 —+—S(-11)=100 mg-L"! —a— S(-11)=100 mg-L"! 161 —=— S(-11)=100 mg-L"!
+§(—H)= 18 mg-L! 1000y ——S(-1I)= 10 mg-L™ —e—S(-1)= 10 mg-L"!
—A—S(—II)= —— S(-1D= —a— SQ(—I])=
53400 (—1D) %800 S(-1I)= 0 2 1} S(-I)= 0
I B I
S 300 g 600 LEj ol
= 2 :
= 200 = 400 x
iz L & 4t
100} I
5 § 200 §
ol m . :nzm rssasr ok % ol . gl 3
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W) /d A ) /d A ) /d
(d) Cuff%E H itk 2540 () Mnfy4 H ik A5 1k () Moly4: H itk A8 1k
60 —=— S(-11)=100 mg'L™! 10 000 —+—S(-11)=100 mg-L"!
—s— S(-1)= 10 mg-L™! - ——S(-1)= 10 mg-L™
50 ——S(-1)= 0 2 8000f ——S(-1)= 0
=451 i
e 23 6000}
= =
& 30 = 4000t
o @
= 2000}
L"ig Bt S M«m
Mmm o
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B3 ZRAXECRTEZNEHHKEETK
Fig.3 Variation of daily leaching amount of heavy metals

ETHE TR, (HHOR AR 8 d I E AR B B, HFERAH L As. Cu. Cr. CdHI Mo &/l 1k
JG —HAREFEL 33.50 pge WEEIR 7, Pb Ay AR H it 8 Mfw & {H 61.88 pg [ = e {6 29.48 pg,
ARIRBERUDN, BFREabk AR . X T BE R B TR DL Po Y BT 3 B = (2450 mgkg )
X 5 SCHR [22] i Y 25 R —E

Cu. Mn, Zn 5 Cd S HABITCERAE 1~5 d i, [AIRE S B SR8 K5 Vg BB # . CufE 7d A 1R
A N B T Mn, Zn [5]I 7RSS 9 R IR MR S S S BT AR R R B, 5 0l T 15 d H
17 d5 R F0 T, WNEMKLF, Cu. Mol Zo )tk b B4R, 40510 364.00. 819.00 Al
7670.00 ug, H Zn Wk fEH Cu 1 Mn & i 1D ECR G RE IR EACHHE . ko™, #me
A BE 55 2 4 Ji L AR SR A (AR, i XK R Ak o i B rh P A R w5 gy, Ht
58 X S A VTR P 4 R O BT R Zn>Mn>Cu>Cd., i, Cd fil As 76 9~11 d H B 4AE H itk i & i
DM BE PR G o X RIS TR [0 A RE A — 5 A B A S S T R AR . BR T S U b E
SRR SA KA, WEWIER P T rERA K. DI ERY, S8 7 1l IR 252
DURY B Wy e RS 1k, R T 52 e B DT AR Wy [ 5 A0 G, SR B A ORI e Ab
SN HEEBMN S, F R RREAN G TG S DTE! 7, Bk, STEREA Mg S
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R v 2R B S 02 2 TS 30 G g A R A A T . {H Cuy M, Zn R UG B PR H MK R R AL
PR, msz B ST A o A% T <G B0 I U R R R DT R N B 8 i A ¥ e B R S R
M X AEAS IR B AR R P
23 MRYPESRENBREESHE

TR E SRR R Bk B AR 2 EN RGN, 22N
KM EAE RS S RAC N e . it — BB — i B, B Ao 3 1 s MUBCA AR B AT o)
Br, S S(-ID A5 T A SR 45 R LA T ik B <5 R T B aod A v A 52 ) DA 2R R4 2 s i A B
S SCHR A B T — sl S O AR L XUH B B2 F Elovich 77 R (2)~(5)) o i,
Elovich 75 # & — 2550, HEEHIE — R0 WAL R B, Wi A A A Sy e, Kim
ARG AL 5 £ A AR 0, O B Gy s A LR s DO B b AT AR R O IE o TR AR A
RIS i R 5 2 2 B A 25 gl g~ e R U 3 5 RS BO7 RE b AT i ik . b, 2R G Jm RV
AL AN 4 Fros, LG Bra RN 1 PR .

—=—S=100 mg-L"'Cd
061 o 8=100mgL'Cr 5. —=S=100 mg-L'As
—4—S=100 mg-L"'"Mo —e—S=100 mg'L"'Pb
—4—S= 10mg-L'As
—v—S= 10mg-L"'Pb
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Fig. 4 The cumulative release curve of heavy metals
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*1 BEERRTEMALER

Table 1 Fitting results of each heavy metal elements

‘ it ZHR
%%?;2? — G I XA SO B Elovich 7 i
itz e Wk mE RRE
As 09156 0.8759 0.968 4 0.968 4 0.713 3 0.9919
Cd 0.8543 0.8525 0.948 9 0.9570 09772 0.9917
Cr 0.906 1 0.8927 0.967 2 0.967 2 0.965 1 09774
Cu 0.9500 0.905 1 0.985 4 09749 0.948 7 0.982 4
Mn 0978 4 0.840 4 0.994 1 0.927 4 0.920 1 09545
Mo 09591 0.8423 09813 09537 0.9212 0.992 7
Pb 09417 0.993 5 0.9815 0.999 1 09525 0.898 3
/n 09113 0.864 8 09726 0.934 8 0.966 7 0.946 7
g=a+bxt 3)
In(q) = a+bxIn(0) @)
g=axIn(t)+b 5)

Kb g MUY E SR BB, pngke's ¢ NHWKAERIE, d; a b WHEEL

C o5 i YCRFERIIRIA I D R EZ, pg L VORER ( WORMERIIIE AR, Ly m TR
PIkE S e, kgo

WE 4 R, ESHEAHA S Cd. Mo, As Fll Cu i BFHBRETE 1~8 d B K&, 7E9d 25
PGB T2 ; Po sl KN E BRI HL; Mo Ml Zn e 1~14 d RS K, 7 14df5la T2,
Pb. Mn Ml Zn KE LM o 1 Cr 3 KIRE AR, BHEABE ., mxr POk E~ABA, bk
Mn, Cd. Mo, Cr, Zn. Cu. As Fl1Pb (i BB EAE 20d 5 & TEM, ML TREKELHA, R
PR e — e E TR T .

2 VLGSR, X F—%ah %R, Rk E A Bk Po Al Cubh, HALESLE
)P E R EUAE 0.85~0.90, X R —R ) 12 ZHE LR TRP AR — M. —HBh 1% 07
TR VR Bt B R vk B 5 R R R 2 (R B e M e R o X 15 BH EE 4 J AE OB b I B RN 93 A 9 S
AR A SRS, A5 MR A5 07 X T IR 4 08 A SR AU IR R AR AE . (EAMASR R, — R/l it g
X T P BALG ROR B . MR EE AL IR T, B T Cd, HAb M PeE RECER & T 0.90, X T3
BHRBMmE, Ui ESERERE KT 090, X 30 XUEBOF BT 2505 48 LA 3OR
b, HARME BEAb PR A P g R B T 094, Hirp, Pb iy Y RS 51 0.98 F10.99, X FE W
Pb [ B0 FE A8 A SUR B0 R EAT 438 . X Elovich AR, i W B AL BRAL TP BR Pb 4b, H
RELERE RBIE 095 UL o XUl Z 07 2 H A A LA RO o 1 e ARk b BE 4 bR
AsHb, HAAEERIE 2B 0.92 LU L, XKW Elovich Jy & 19 U1 A R HOBUH £ 72 5 4

R MR, Ak B AL B P TS 4 R Y RSUR SO AR A B B A T v A B Ak B A e X
RO PR AR HUA A Po (TR i B, X Z2 B Pb 75 U1 AR M UK v 1% 1% BT 43 A5 T RE AH X 85 R 4
A1, IR REZ B R R e —, HAbTE 48 As. Cd. Cr. Cu, Mn, Mo F1 Zn 9 Elovich J5
FELE B St o 3X 36 W 2 40T 4 I A DU AR v 1% 2 B R0 W0 o R 7 380 22 ol R 22 19 1) 249 R 52 g B,
W DOM, kMY T . HeAf B Fl pH % .
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24 [EEHERBSH
241 sFEL M FR

T8 Ao 0 R v B S(-ID) A A T SR TORR A oK A L W B R AT A2 43S K By i TR AT AR v 4
JE A B SR AT, Bk TR E £ )R 2

x2 ELEFENRIEMINE
St T UL AR R KA A L I B T B e A I B

Table2 Comparison of heavy metals before and after

SR R YA . Forh, Zn A Mn 89 B L R extraction

SFEALR T HR&E (WF2) o XATHEZE Zn Al ol e EARIR R (meke )
Mn7ESLE i s M E & m T EEm, H e (mg-kg™) RV RS
ﬁé@ﬁ{t%(ﬁ%gj:ﬁxjﬁ%o Jﬂﬁ&l‘, ZHFJT Pb 4.40 544.55 540.20
SRR R T RN KA L R R AT 32 7n 47553 268.43 23.49
s, UK EFET MY Zn &8, X Mn 45.97 215.12 206.15
W IR 8 A BB 43 Zn SR IR BCA FRE BB WA . Cu 20.60 174.40 153.70
Hh, Cd. Mo I Cr i) RFUR AR BAR, T H Cr 0.07 4532 4526
TETURR P AR & 2B T Pb AT As 7E TR cd 031 3.93 3.64
Yreb A XS B R R, EE RO R A R B R Mo 0.53 44.01 352
R AR S o 3% AT RE A& HT T Pb F As Y BRAL ) As 1.68 540.11 538.58

VR R, TE—EREE LA T Pb A1 As HY
e, Ik, 78 AMD AR, H4ERMTH%
WA 2 A5 T 38 SR ) B S5 PR A 1

242 XRD & 4

T RO E EE 4 B B K L BRI T St
Lok )5 I 4w 2 Al

_ P R HORE T3

NiE—EELSEARTE, R T XRD
X 5 1 v B S 100 mg- L' Na,S 4b B 40 f b /ij J5 ol SUNRRE 2
W AT b, SR S s . DU : R T 1

1
LT A P
1Qz

T

B Y TEEREY) . EERAL . Rk
0. v, =R RPERET . R RS
() Y e Em R S0 IR E S
PR 185 ADULEE B S i IS AR A DX, 7 i

sl e
]vﬁka t 1Ka. ca Hem Mica VHIT
G "lhikwj py*lpySh y Hem Gy S

3,
"'/-?‘T/[ikdl ¥ -
P

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
200(°)

(224 2000] 5 31 i 7Y f9 AR X 280, RIS A U
BUREGE , AT 0 B SR, RO AT A R JE ek
59, HACREED 3 AL EAL, JoE R m o Yy
R % o AT RN, RTREJE S(-ID) Fe S %

E: SWOATEREY); JOUEERIL; Hem NAREkD™; Qzf13%;
Micaymtl; GUIEERE"; Py MRS Mika yHiERER
5 REAIEIRYIE R XRD 247
Fig. 5 XRD analysis of sediment samples before and
after reaction

fl R AE T 3 MUY, WOCRFE T 3 A0 E 2 i
FNPBRE T e o BEE REERIHIN, A28 0 W) 2 WS W RS2 /N, L e 2 Ml 1) i S T
B B AR . RERREE K, Bl BT SRER WAk (7 . Ik, XRD &5 SR RMTIERY A RE
B Py AR 5 0 AR, RIS P B AR 0T R R ZORIE T U R T RS Y, A Rae
(AT CC A ) RN B R AL 1, IRV 5 T T R AR B AR kT A
243 SEM & 4E

K SEM WLZ% 1= v B S(-1T) &b B 4H 2 o A J5 DA R WL 3, 25 R an &l 6 frm o AWK A it
FUPIRE i (B 6(a)) Fe T AH XT3 G 28, B EA TCRIESRE Y. S i kg 2 )5,
FEFR L2 TR (1B 6(b)) 2% 1 2 BLI 35 A 45 2 & i i 1 R D O ROE S o i . AR (R P2
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(a) IR i i SEM] (b) BBLJERFE3FEMESEME  (c) ROBLJA RAE DI 2FEASEMIE  (d) SRR RAE I LRE A SEMIA]
Bl 6 KINHEIEHMEISEM &
Fig. 6 SEM of samples before and after reaction

ATCARY (18] 6(c)) , UKL TR B HLRE , BRF & BN AR SRR AN A BORRLR B9 07 1 o 1AL AR i
JZRUTRRY (K 6(d)) Bl s LR & B4/ ROk BPIRET B 2 0 IR BRR L BHIREY
Yyl ] GEXS BLAE FCA ) . BEERANL . ARERET . BT SRR IX SR WA B AL SRV WA IE /R R Y
DU, MWAER EZZE T REEAAFRIESRZN, 456514 mAERM XRD 45210l f, JiRY+h
e B A% 1Y A R E ORI T UL YA h ol I ng 0 AR, ISR B R B < T R —Fe e "
B3
2.5 ARYPEE BT RERMIIE

AVEPER MRS T BRI B MO E SRR, ik, @R 2 R
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Effects of soluble sulfide on the vertical migration of heavy metals in the
sediment of mine retaining reservoir
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Abstract The Fe/S cycle process restricts the migration and transformation of heavy metals (metalloids) in the
metal sulfide mines. In this paper, the release kinetics combined with XRD and SEM was used to investigate the
effects of S(-II) on vertical migration characteristics of heavy metals in sediments of Dabaoshan Mine. The
results showed that S(-II) was beneficial to the release of heavy metals in sediments to a certain extent. The
release of heavy metals was in the order of Zn>Mn>Cu>Pb>As>Mo>Cd>Cr, showing a rapid release in the
early stage followed by a slow release process. When the concentration of S(-II) increased to 100 mg-L"', the
average leaching concentrations of As, Cd, Cr, Cu, Mn, Mo, Pb and Zn were 3.182, 3.784, 1.973, 4.098, 2.979,
2.582, 6.786 and 5.408 times higher than those of the 10 mg-L™" group, respectively.. Results of release kinetics
fitting revealed that the release of heavy metals fitted well on Double Constant model and Elovich model. And
the partly released heavy metals were mainly from easily reducible minerals in the sediments which were
characterized by XRD and extraction. The results of this research could provide theoretical basis for the
remediation of heavy metals in metal sulfide mining areas.

Keywords metal sulfide mining area; sediment; sulfur ion; heavy metals; migration
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