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Evolution of groundwater hydrochemical characteristics and origin
analysis in Hutuo River Basin
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Abstract To investigate the hydrochemical characteristics and evolution of groundwater in Hutuo
River Basin, 33 groups of groundwater samples were collected in January (low flow period) and
September (high flow period) in 2018. The spatio-temporal dynamic changes, hydrochemical
characteristics and evolution processes of groundwater in the study area were comprehensively
analyzed by using Piper trilinear diagram, Gibbs diagram and ion proportion coefficient method. The
results show that the main pollution factors of groundwater are TH and NO;, and the over standard
rates are as high as 69.7% and 36.4%, respectively. The spatial variation of hydrochemical indexes is
prinarily controlled by the human activities, the depth of groundwater and the stratum lithology. The

main ion concentration in the valley zone between Gangnan and Huangbizhuang Reservoir is higher
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than that of the alluvial-proluvial fan area. The temporal variation of hydrochemical indexes is
mainly affected by monsoon climate (precipitation), characterized by a higher concentration in the
dry season. The hydrochemical types of the valley area between Gangnan and Huangbizhuang
Reservoir are mainly HCO;-SO,-Ca and HCO;-CI-Ca type water, while the hydrochemical type of
groundwater in the Hutuo River alluvial-proluvial fan is dominated by HCO;-SO4-Ca(Mg) type. The
hydrochemical evolution of groundwater in this area is principally controlled by rock weathering-
dissolution, and it is also affected by evaporation-concentration process. The chemical components of
groundwater mainly originated from the dissolution of halite and atmospheric precipitation, which is
also influenced by the ion exchange process.

Keywords Hutuo River Basin, hydrochemical characteristic, groundwater, evolution law.

MR 7K Bk 5 B A DR, S R A0 AR AR BRI A T RIS T AR B PR UL R KK SCHbER AL
SRR AR A TETE 2 RO AR A BRI e AR AL 2 i) R e . TR, IF 5 Ml 7K AR 7R S BR A 2 A i 2 L
PEALEE, Xt 3t K B IR A I M R AN 37 BA E 2 L XT3 A5 X0 T o B b MR 7K R Al 2 Rk
BEATWESE, B BB 1 B B2 B BR PR ER A AR A . B T SR 28 O 26 O L ) 52 i O, B S
FE T AT =R YN DAY MR KK A=A Rk, 45 R SR W R MR 7K F2 2852 2 R AR TS0, R HeoK 52
) I 11 BH 5 1 58 0 A0 2% &k 4 U FH (9 L [R] 52 0 ). Chen SEBIFST T 65 2 7 bl T 7K /K SC bRk Ak 24 4
ik, &5 SRR IR SCHER L~ Z IR 32 BIBRIR PG UUTE | 28 A Wi | 88 1 S e LA B 28 6 v 3 WO T A T A 52
e, [r) B, E RS0 B BRIR R 0T AT A 5 DXl T 7K 4 R 5 Al e B AR .

PRI R A7 5 FE Y B K, 2 80% 1A AR 1 FHUK B2 A0l /K ok A T3 R /KL W], 9
TE T I 488 S 2 B KA G V8 TR ] b B B R X 22—, PRI, S ZK K 5 A8 2 R T 5 W i X
RO 24 AR, BEAS #E 2 28 0 i PR e R T AL HERR A H 5 P, A 2R3 Sl B 58 X 4l T 7K
SR RERE B AE AN 8, B 20X i X R KK B3 SR M . e i IS 3 20 12 DK BT 75 Gtk il B 3
MU0 MR A AU T S5 I

AR SCEE X PV T) It 0 2 T KK AR 27 A HL BT R A5, 455 T s KAk 27 %8 8L, 32 ] piper =2k
K. Gibbs I ES T ool 5 805 S5 KA~ 07 ik, X IX ek A2 2 B K Y s Ak L il 04T 20 A e,
A BT TR XM T K B B R, [ DI TR K R A A S5 BT S R R IR A
.

1 MRS (Materials and methods)

1.1 WSS X AR AL

VETET A AL ARG I, Ja e YA Bl 21T 7K R L 9 DX b A D e T e P AR e g v S, I
R K B HIBOA IR 42, 2K 2 70 km, Jdskii AR 2442 k(& 1) 204 3474 = AR A%, U3 T
A5 TN LA AR R B A et AR A LA B pl YT R T B AR R S AR T IR A T Rk
VI 1 A Bl 78 RV, 22 4R P I T 4l 450—700 mm, TR I 25 20 A A 34, Horb 70%—80% FY R 7K
FEERT 69 H, TR IRLAH 13 C.

WF5E X R AR KA, X P b ke 3 LA 2 . AR S U R DU A A+ Wb+ &b
W+ DA R R A AP 2 R . BT IX P 5 K2 BT R DU R R £ 2 R 5 K2 RS, i
R SRR SCHI T X, & K PR BIFE X 2 7K 24 A B HE 23 1) A HLA B R i 4 ik, JKSF Dl B, A
PO R R 5 K 2 P2 IR B R AR W, 280 A 2, S MOk roRL AR 40, & /K M SR AR 55 b K 3
7T D R AABLALBR & K2, HA Ry A P R m i sh. WF 58 X R 2 b T K EEZ KRS
KL AR MR K A A S A I 7K 2 B R 4 . AR ST AR U5 b TR 50 . 7K SC M I 4% 1R 4 4y
SRS IK SCH T BT e K A - B R R K 28 TR 8 16 T ) 25 TR S BR ALK BT ( T ) | Pl i AL
HRZFLBKBIT I ). 58 T K SCHB B BT, A7 T Ll X5 B XA a3 oy, b R R 7 3 R B v, — e
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Fig.1 Distribution of sampling sites in the study area

1.2 AR 5L

AU FE 5 51T 2018 4F B K (1 7 ) A=K (9 A ) 40 R AR T /KR i 33 1 (1—8 41 T
I 55T, 9—33 L0 T N H50), R H BRIV REBEI, RAE L W 1.

SR RE K R 25 89 T K e, BORE I R SBOK AR % 3 WK, T 0.45 um JE 55 U8 J5 T 600 mL
R R RAE. Horb, T B -0 B KRR D 121 R IR AL 2 pH<2. R il R AR 58 s &t
RS BV AR AT

A5 AR 45 B I A6 A pH, A e A 485 3022 2 BOK 573 B A (HQ40D) =2 5 48 N 737 i
FRAd$E: K, Na', Ca*, Mg*, Cl', SO, HCO;, NO;. BHfFE (TH) | &Ik B E A (TDS), 2 18 H Rk
FRIRT SR KA J7 EEARME (GB/T 8538—2008 )l 5 . /K HE 43t Hy i 15 b o o= g 7K St Jo A s g
WFTE T L B KB 5 TR 28 58 A

2 LEE 551G (Results and discussion)

2.1 MR IKARAREE S 25 S A R AT

R T SEBIETE DX LR KK TR AR, X85 SR AE SR A 2 S T Bl g i B, KA S 8T
W 1.

WF 58 X M T 7K pH E 38 B 6.71—7.94, V- ¥ {8 7.29, 5 55 58 . TDS 19 ¥k & 6 Bl &y 158.7—
2134.0 mg-L, HI{E A AR B LEA K H 815.6 mg- L' Fl 27.3%, F 7KK 657.3 mg-L " Hl 3.0%. A7k
WIFESS 1 . 1K SCHE BT 55T, TDS S48 AR AR 2324370124 1158.8 mg-L™'\ 50.0% 1l 712.2 mg-L™'. 20.0%;
FAIAEFREFRRII AN 795.1 mg- L', 12.5% F1609.4 mg L™, 0%. SO (I FEVEFE A 5.4—402.2 mg L™,
Y(E AN AR RAER K R 172.8 mg- L™ F1 21.2%, F/KWI N 143.8 mg- L™ F1 3.0%. 7255 1 . T /K SCHLFR
PATE, SO TEM: K 1 B9 S4B A AR 243 51 219.1 mg- L™, 37.5% F1 157.0 mg-L™", 20.0%; 4= 7K I H A4 (i
4 166.6 mg-L ™' #1359 mg L', ¥R HBUBEHR. CUNFERT K A AEBAR, MARE N 3.0%. 7625 1T . K
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SCHb R AT, KK CUSE A AR 53 51N 168.5 mg- L', 25.0% F1 75.0 mg-L ™', 0%; F /K418 K
91.3 mg'L" 1 67.9 mg- L, HI bR, (A1 2 A2 TH A1 NO;, HEARFE H ik 69.7% Fl 36.4%, —34
F e J3E Y L 23 31l 2 77.1—1345.0 mg- L™ A1 1.6—509.0 mg- L™, S{E A AR RAEATKH] N 580.2 mg L™
H1 75.8%, 115.6 mg-L™" F1 39.4%, F /KW H 499.2 mg- L™ il 63.6%, 82.0 mg-L™" 1 33.3%; /K, TH FI
NOSZES T . 11 /K 3CHb 5 5T #4{6 y 780.8. 229.1 mg-L™ I 520.2, 82.4 mg'L™", #4753 & 15 100.0%.
50.0% Fl 64.0%. 36.0%; /K HAIE 4> 51K 590.9. 130.9 mg-L™" 1 467.3, 65.0 mg-L ™", #ARZ N 87.5%.
62.5% F1 60.9%. 26.1%, &1 X LR /K E LAY T5 YL R . VAR L, H T KK AR 2238 bR Al K 3 i v
B T E K, 33X AT R 5 5 A R R R A T A K.

R 1 WX MK TR RS TR

Table 1 Statistics of hydrochemical parameters of the study area

BH JWHE/ (mg-L™") Range YE/ (mg-L™") Mean AR % AR
Parameters 2018.1 2018.9 2018.1 2018.9 Over standard rate Standard
pH 7.10—7.94 6.71—7.41 7.43 7.14 0 6.50—38.50
K" 0.3—24.3 0.6—8.0 3.1 2.1 — —
Na® 9.1—169.7 5.7—110.8 455 30.6 0 200
Ca™ 20.9—359.8 37.4—288.9 168.8 147.8 — —
Mg* 6.0—108.4 11.4—57.7 38.5 31.6 — —
Cr 2.5—385.9 17.3—179.0 96.5 73.9 3.0 250
803" 5.4—402.2 20.3—253.9 172.8 143.8 12.1 250
HCO3 147.0—462.1 98.1—475.6 310.0 290.4 — —
NO3 1.6—509.0 5.0—326.2 115.6 82.0 36.4 88.6
TH 77.1—1345.0 140.2—833.3 580.2 499.2 69.7 450
TDS 158.7—2134.0 171.8—1061.2 815.6 657.3 15.2 1000

*h R K B bRE (GB/T 14848-2017) Ff =S /K ARiE.

PEHE CI'L NO;3. TDS Fl SO R AR MEFEIR 73 1 i2th DX b T KK Ak 2748 br ) Bsf 25 28 A RE . F
2 iz, Horb, ANTRIZK SCHb BT BT R 25 S5 80 B, i BEOK R RV 28 H ( 1) B KRR it 3 v B A
PR AR b (1) P 2K, A 52 90 by D b 1) 2R g s sk 32, R WO AT e 5 4t T ACOK AL | A0
RIS Bl B A 0. p VA A M DX E AR B A, M K KA 3 R R, A ST R AR A, 1K
PEAR 22, 18 W05 Y AN Ty e A b T 7K, DT 5 225 -k B2 AR AR, ], 7K Ak 22 240 53 2 BT I 1) 2
AR, Al K B R B AR R T K, X T RE T KRR KA, BT A B AR HL T K, B A
T BEAE ), 153 T K R B MR FRAIR. [RIIRE, 26 T /K SO PR oC A8 T1 /K SCHb R B 274 AR Ak 3 i
2, R R TR B BEOK A A s (1) MR /K BEERA, BA JE B/, E OB A, T 5 5%
GRS AR A RZ M, PR 2R AR AR T R B i
22 KAREZEAR ST

FIIF Piper — £ XTI FT X M T /K K A2 2 | 32 B2 8 4 il S g AR R AR 3 A 7 0. A&l 3 o7
I, T BREF R B 3 A 0B X b T AR A 2 2B AT 53288, 10 A 7K P - B0 BE /K e ()Y 43 bt ( 1)
T 7K KAk 2420 32 5l HCO5-SO,4-Ca UK Hl CI-HCO5-Ca UK R 3, 2415 62.5%. P18 0] it AR5
i CID) b T 7K KA 2435 L HCO;5-S0,-Ca(Ca-Mg) Bk £, Z95 61.7%, iR K HEE K. tbab, iF5
X M R K KA 2= R ABGA BT CLELK, BT 5 BB 298 23%. Wi TRk 3 7 1], b i o5 7K 2 B) Y 4 b
1) =PI bt B AT (1), B3 R R S B SO Al CI L F I i AR, 11 HCO; L & i 1 i
R BB PR AR R B Ca® FL EE B U, 1 Mg il Na' b 5 3 384 44 38 35X AT 6 5 4~ X B b T 7K Ao HER
I KZ A AR 22 56 6. 1658 T KSCHUB o, Hb R /KK 7 3R, HLHb 2 PERORL, V5 e
Gyt ANHLT K, HAZ X N R V% A 1 T 7K b Bt , A 6 75 7K B HE G A DR T, 2F 1M 5 | e b T K
SOl CUHk BE T =53, BLAh, 1% X3 N B R 12 &8, FEAE 2 FTUR R, S0 HE K e 1 /K 3
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ST I X R 7K SOF VB T, SR, AR5 T K SCHB B TT, b R /KSRGS, & 7K 2 ok th
RLAZAN, 3T K52 NI SR WA BT , iz B BE FE K 28 RS, SO0 T i) A 3 A Tl B K
ARBEFLAZ IR SCHL R TG, IR, W36 1R K BT 1, 7658 11K SCH B SR 3L SO A CI L H & )
WA, HCO; FL H b i SR, MR /K Ca® FEH 698, Mg™ il Na'HE SERE I, W] BE 2 i & A= BH 28
A FH AR BRGS0 T S I,

——2018-01 ——2018-09 —— [E#EII3& Groundwater standard of I
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Fig.2 Typical ion concentration distribution of groundwater in Hutuo River Basin
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2.3 IRAL2EZE R AL A B
231 WFFE X HL T KIS RRAE S AT

Gibbs 1] 7 0 Hb S5z Bt 7K Ak 2% 21 43 1 2 B o PR R UL 6 TP A RAE S5 AL, X 5% X b T 7K 36
BERFEHEAT 208, an &l 4 e, BF9E X TDS F 25545 T 1000 mg- L' A, LA T — T 267K 0 &, FHE T
FEL Ca A E, BT EELHCO; M. 4 1 . 1K SCH R8I0 KRR s 307 T 2547 AR A
DX, D A s L T A A A 28 R e i A 0 D L X, LG 1 7K S 5T B G [R] TS B 25
I, P TETTIIH T AKOK A2 Y i 2 22 2 = AR - UEAE R =, Dbk, 28 R vk 4R A W oAb — 2
() 5.
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Fig.4 Gibbs diagram of groundwater in the study area

232 FEERUL R KoK A R AT

SRy it — A A U eI A AR A A A R, N S T E A R B0 R LK SR Al A e R R
A AR AR AT T A e

C(Na")/C(CI') (meq-L™") (¥ LLAEZRAE Na 5 SR AL, /K vh 5 Z L2k 0.86, RARFEKH — 35 LA
g KA. Gl 5 pros, B G A EEAE T TR R AT A, R WV B AR X R AR. HoH R K Nat il
CURLLIEAE 1 224y, W FBORIE T4 BRI M AR, IR 2 101 PR o B E LR T 7,
W] CUATRESZ BT L i 52 e ),

FIH Ca® Fil Mg 9 2& 5 4 1t ¥k FE 22 LU W] [ W7 it R = I A O, 8 LU0 1, 3 Ui ]
H A2 R B AR IRER S M4, A5 LUAE3S K, P RBAAAE 7 A i i, LR T 2 B, i B R R &
WY A AR Q& S s, b R OKEE G s B AR AR 1:1—2:1 2 0], R T K i Ca? Fil
Mg> EERIE T H = A F 7 A SR SR M S i, U D3 o ik FR SR 0 WDV f O A

H C(Ca**+Mg*")/C(HCO;+S0%) 2 7 X4 it ¥ i 2 LU ] SR AE Hb 7K R G0 HR B R £ 0 W) AR R EL 7 )
P RG O0. BT R B, 38 LA KT 1, W =0 56 i 7 A, 45 LUAEL/ N T 1, W) 222 S R R
ARV, AT AR 1, DU B A o R R A A A RERR AR TS MU L S iR, RE S SCLRAEAE 101 2k BRg AT
Ti#e, W] SOFHl Ca™, Mg™ B R IR BE A 22 5, TR AR 7] GEK I T B iR = 5 ik IR ER A I s i L S
BTSRRI TE 1:1 4 07, RUIPFSR IXHL T ok Ca?', Mg B+ F 2R IR Tk EL0 W)
IV, RETRER WA R

KR C(Ca*+Mg*-HCO;-S0¥) 5 C(Na'™-Cl") 22 b i Vi i 5 R R AEME A2 55 28 VB S i 7Y
FREEUSL BT X M T KRR il A (BT 5) 3 BRELIEA G R, RIZHLIX A7 AE B853S #VEH, R /K i
Na"Ff 13 Ca®, Mg B4 12k, 145 T 7K rh Ca** . Mg Ve i Ty, 2 100 {454 7K A 2 i
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3 %518 (Conclusion)

(1) P& T8I i gt AR b b X 7 )2 Ml R 7K o £ B 75 G [ 7 J& TH A NO;, HO AR R 5 1k 69.7% Al
36.4%, 4N, CI'. TDS Ml SOt A NI 2 BE A bR B4, 2R W1 iZ L X b T 7K B 28532 B AR TG sl 1) 3%
SEmA . [V, 5 T 7K SCH BT B oA AR 11 /K SCH BT 55T, B W B R A e 2 v, HL R AR AR oy
e

(2) IKAL2AFE R 23 TR) AR Ak T2 A2 1) NS5 30, iR AR VR il J2 e M (g s o), LR R ol ih
<3 P 7K P - S8 RE R 7K P [R] VA 2 b 1) v R v 5 3t Dl P 2 B 7K A 2 8 s 1 e 1) 722 A 3= 2 32 31 2 XL
A (B RN ) (A5 M), HLR 38 6 B0 A At 7K U 22 v 2 K 3.

(3)WFFT X PN, < e 7K e - BB I 7K 2 ] 98 45 ity ( T ) bR 7KK Ak 2% 288 %2 5 HCO5-SO,-Ca K
F1 HCO5-Cl-Ca Rk Sy F, P76 st AR (1) Mo R /KK Ab 2428 B L HCO5-SO,4-Ca(Mg) N 3. ¥ Hb
TR, Ho R UK TDS A /s, BB 73 R 30 SO FI ClHLEE 3 i FEAIK, 1Ml HCO; bb 35 ¥ 14 i
(R, PH S F 3R S B Ca® L E BB, 11 Mg? Fl Na™ HU i3 38 8 94

(4) P  h F AKOK AR AR5 1 L T K SCHL BT B oe ) = 22 32 2 = Rk -3 DA R 2361, )
it 27 31 28 % Ve A AR 5% . Na' 1 CL 2 R U A 28 SR i AR RRK, BEAh CLTRESZ B Ch TS
YR bR K HR Y Ca? F Mg £ ZR IR T H = A RN A SRR AR 9 A W5 A, (R 32 1 —F 52 ffe
YER B M. SO Ry AR ARSI A (& 327, T BB IR TR S 5 IR Eh A T o LA KA B T i 45
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