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Abstract; In order to select heavy metal tolerant plants that suitable for climate and soil conditions of Shanxi
Province, some herbages and surface soil (0-20 em) samples were collected from a chromium residue dump site.
Among the herbage samples. 6 dominant species were chosen and the heavy metal contents (Cu,Zn,Pb and Cr) in the
above-ground and underground parts of plants and soil were determined.and the enrichment characreristics of heavy
metals in six plants were analyzed. The results showed that Cr was the most serious contamination in the soil around
the chromium residue dump site, with an average content of 2 207 mg/kg. which was 38.1 times of the background
value of Shanxi soil (58 mg/kg) and 8.8 times of the risk screening values (250 mg/kg) of “Soil environmental
quality risk control standard for soil contamination of agricultural land” (GB 15618-2018). Among the six main plants
collected , Pennisetum alopecuroides (L.) Spreng.,Leymus chinensis (Trin.) Tzvel.,and Cynodon dactylon (L.) Pers.
had relatively high Cr content, showing a strong absorption capacity. According to the uptake mechanism of heavy
metals by plants, Pennisetum alopecuroides (L.) Spreng..Leymus chinensis (Trin.) Tzvel. and Cynodon dactylon
(L.) Pers. belonged to root compartment plants,while Setaria viridis(L.) Beauv.,Chloris virgate Sw. and Eleusine
indica (L.) Gaertn. belonged to Cr excluders plants.

Keywords: chromium residue dump site; heavy metals; plants; bioconcentration
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1 MEl5AE

1.1 AREEHREL

RS T LTI R R, X B KRR
S, EFHYSB| 14 C,BHE AN 1A, EHERE
—¢ C;BAART A, FHRE 25 C,EHBEWE
630 mm, B/HEPIN 10 AEKREI A, LEFEHR 190 d
ER, HEURERE.
1.2 HakfELH5H

F 2017 £ 6 .8 A HIEHS 6 M RAE AL
BEAT BRI SRR B ARR BRI AT
A RS 4~6 BREAHRL 0~20 cm HHEFF RS,
B FRENHEY I EAMEY, B R4, B ik
YRR RS Ly, 2L RER A Ak
KRV R A K e T . 105 TR 30
min, 57 80 ‘CTFHFFE R L 0.149 mm KR .
BRHFW, LEAEFAARXTEERT 20 BEE
7%, VDA B 100 g 2 BEaT 0.149 mm FER, %6
ABHEBEH. HEEARBEAEIRERITITE
e, LEREYEGT 4 HESLE (Cu.Zn.Pb
M CoFEEAERMAEEEFHEMG300DY, £
EmME&BRBOME, Hb - #EHEHEA HC-
HNO,-HF-HCIO, 7§ f# J& Wl & . 1 % & & % H
HNO,-HCIO, i/ E. B M3 REL.
W3R 2 o BT A AR 25 o 38 R AR Rk, K O R Al
FEA, RNSELBE A5, MABRIGH#
+BERE S (GBWO07048) AH B & (GBW10014) #E 17
HER B HE ], AT E AL SR AT S R

R BIE T
1.3 HELEZHHH
EEAZRBCHEKEYARNELREEES L
EPRAMESRTENLE, RBETHEHYY LEE
SRTENBKEN BERABR. ZEENG
me, B RE(THEEHEYH FRSESES
BS5HEYARAMESRSENILE, TFOEY R
ELBMARHEH M LKA,
5% 8 Excel 2016, SPSS 19.0 #E47 ¥4 &b E A
.

2 HEREHW

2.1 REEBFIMHIIEETELELE

BGe M RESTHEHERESRSRENE
gREL, AELITR, 6 MEEpHH KT
7.5. 25, TP Cu.Zn.Pb.Cr FHHE T M A
24.0,214.21.3.2 207 mg/kg. EL R A ERER
B ACr>Zn>Cu>>Pb, L3 Cu.Zn F Pb &
EHTE GB 15618—2018 KUK I &5 6 LI, R i 1L
MMAHLEESESLR; M C &R GB 15618—
2018 MG M AY 8.8 5. BILTHE L EFRME
38145, £ B Cr XM K & B BEW B H,
AABENESEE. TREFTHTREZA
HERBE,ERREERXUEHZANEZWEER
MR L,ERRN YN INBEEER.ERAER
15%~35% B THEER  EF R X
BFREZRY. AHREZ GAIEBERREK
HE6TI%,BEETR, Zn fl P AR EK S HH
28.5%.23.8% , BHEER. CoWERRHN
0.6%,BTHEELR. MM, HH CrisRkE
ANEWNE Zn. Pb.Cu 2 &,

F1 ERERIAEEERERE

Table 1 Mass concentration of heavy metals in soil samples

mg/kg,pH Bh

g pH Cu Zn Pb Cr
FHESFL 7.65 26.8+2.4 h 246£5 29.6+1.3 1352476
RS 2 7.83 22.6%1.6 26814 22.6+0.9 1160466
REEH3 7.58 23.3+1.1 178+4 19.94+1.9 4069104
RS 4 7.64 24,6+1.2 2977 24.3+1.5 2571483
REES 7.54 24,9116 1677 15.1£1.5 4 0334105
RIS 6 7.61 21.9+1.3 127+9 16.540.9 56+2

BAE 7.83 26.8 297 29.6 4 069
B®/NME 7.54 20.1 127 15.1 56
FHE 24.0 214 21.3 2207
trHE2E 2.4 61 5.1 1496
HREY 24.4 66 15.1 58
R 17 8 52 >7.5 100 300 170 250

DY RER A ER12]:2 RS R ¢ EIRIR R B 75 M 3075 e KU 0 E (BR4T) ) (GB 15618—2018) 1 pH>>7.5 HALE FR{E .
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2.2 4ERGHMBHH

K ERETES, BEER T UEAHE
YAENERBE  ERENEL P REMAY 16
F,orE o Bb, P oRAR G 8 #, & SAE YR
50%. YEHR 6 FEEAEYHET AN, HaomEi L
Fz2, NMAYFERE HGHEY UEAREY L,
ARESEAEYEEREREME, - ARBHHAE
ETREERESAXRERXEEAEL B ZH".
MEMEEERE ABERBEYEEE AR
BB BEMR AR, X LA Y3 R A H Y, 68
WL N S RN A&, AN ELEEAR
AT A2,
2.3 RERHHYELELTE

CMEEMYMNELBESENRI. AR 3
W, R E B AR AR, YRS
Cu.Zn.Pb.Cr R BEWRE 7510 12.6 ~43.6,24~
92.1.3~12.4.4~1 359 mg/kg. HPH 5 Cu.
Zn.Pb.Cr 09 & ¥ & 5 JU1E 5.9~24.6,22~73,

2.0~8.3.3~628 mg/kg. HEKN,HMYRTLES
BREBERTHLERS . MUK IMESBRNSTE
K Cr>Zn>Cu>Pb,

R #% GERBER £ {5, L BHEHWE N
Cu.Zn.Pb.Cr JRE W & — &7 0.4~45.8,1~160.
0.1~41.7,0.2~81.4 mg/kg. B T+ Cu.
Zn.Pb SRR ERAL, B AEYEA Cu.Zn. Pb B
STEHEEEEEN, MEYS Cr TBE&E & EME
YWIEEEE, X Cr RALBBHWE, HPRER.
EEMMITIR 3 AW A Cr FEMAXNE . B
X Cr AEBMEER, M SN TR RER
Wi Cr &2 Cr B RHEYIEF{E (1 000
mg/kg)™ . AW E YA E Cr 15 3 E
TEFEFAK . TREXEEAYAERAAKLERIR
WA TH Cr BEENARPIH, EEB Ct AT
— RN,

2.4 #EMRGH G ELEY BCF #= TF 547

B2 4 A %1,6 FfEdnt 4 FrE 4B BCF &

R2 REEFTEEWMHE

Table 2 Major plants in chromium residue dump site

T B (Cynodon dactylon (L.) Pers.) AR 3.4.6
W (Pennisetum alopecuroides (1..) Spreng.) AR 3.5.6
BRE (Chloris virgate Sw,) FAE 1
¥ B H (Setaria viridis (1.) Beauv.) FeA Rl 1.2.5.8
BB (Leymus chinensis (Trin,) Tzvel.) AR 1.2,3.5.6
S8 B Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn.) RAF 2.4
®3 HEWESERERE
Table 3 The heavy metals contents in plants mg/kg
Cu Pb Cr
R wmY
i B A i35 oot RE RS RE HEEA R
BREHE 12.340.4  16.6%£0.6 2942 4841 3.1+0.1 1.3+0.1 15349 18110
1 ¥ 9.8+1.1 14.7+1.2 73+3 4641 4.1%0.2 3.6£0.3 1478 159+10
REE 6.8+£0.4  19.9=1.13 5542 35+2 3,240.4 5.8+0.4 1569 177+9
) MEE 7.340.7 19.3=1.5 501 3341 3.240.2 6.5+0.6 16247 187+9
FE 20.540.8 17.2+0.7 6243 4542 5.140.6 7.7+20.4 15247 183411
WEE 18.640.5 27.8%1.3 36+1 5242 2.040.3 4,040.3 628+33 1359453
3 FE 24,2408 17.910.6 5943 4242 5.940.3 7.740.5 420+18 977432
I F R 21.5+1.3 42,142.0 4613 85+3 8.3+0.7 12.4+1.3 436--13 1071443
4 EEHmE 18.5+1.1 37.1=1.2 4642 65%2 4,6+1.1 6.7*0.9 1252 147+4
PR 24,615 43,6 1.6 53+1 9243 5.540.5 8.6+0.8 15342 199425
E 16.040.7 13.3%0.5 56+2 4041 3.6+0.5 5.7-50.5 548432 950+48
5 HEE 14.640.5 17.10.6 3542 4612 3.74+0.5 4,8£0.4 59529 117357
HERE 7.840.4 22.1%+0.8 50+2 3341 3.2+0.4 6.2+0.4 13442 17745
$E 17.240.7  13.3%1.0 5242 4642 3.740.5 6.9+0.5 3+0 540
6 WEE 10.2+1.1 14,1+1.2 25+1 4342 3.340.2 5.8+0.7 3+1 4+1
HRE 5.940.4 19,3=0.8 3941 24+1 2.9+0.3 5.2=0.8 6+1 741
MR 8.2+0.7 12.6+1.3 22+2 4942 3.24£0.4 2.940.3 3+1 7+1
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R4 EWEERMBOFMTF
Table 4 BCF and TF of heavy metals in plants

Cu Zn Pb Cr
-k b b i E #b
REER
&5 TF E2T *Bﬁ(;&IE TF w4 EC%‘; TF ;o fgg TF w4 fﬁ
BCF BCF BCF BCF
RERE 0.74 0.46 0.62 0.61 0.12 0.19 2.45 0.10 0.04 0.84 0.11 0.13
1 XHE 0.67 0.37 0.55 1.58 0.30 0.14 1.15 0.14 0.12 0.93 0.11 0.12

mMRE  0.34 0.25 0.74 1.56 0.22

WERE  0.38 0.32 0.85 1.50 0.19
¥HE 1.19 0.91 0.76 1.36 0.23

WEE  0.67 0.80 1.19 0.70 0.20
3 ESS- 1.35 1.04 0.77 1.40 0.33
MR 0.51 0.92 1.81 0.54 0.26

FHHFE 0.50 0.75 1,51 0.71 0.18
Hig 4R 0,36 1.00 .77 0.57 0.18

EF 1.20 0.64 0.53 1.38 0.33
5 RER 0.85 0.59 0.69 0.77 0.21
BB 0.35 0.31 0.89 1.52 0.30

FH 1.29 0.79 0.61 1.14 0.4l
¢ RERE 0.72 0.47 0.64 0.59 0.20
MRE 0.3l 0.27 0.88 1.64 0.30
T AR 0.65 0.37 0.58 0.44 0.17

0.14 0.56 0.11 0.20 0.88 0.12 0.13

0.12 0.49 0.14 0.29 0.87 0.14 0.16
0.17 0.67 0.23 0.34 0.83 0.13 0.16

0.29 0.50 0.10 0.20 0.46 0.15 0.33
0.23 0.76 0.29 0.39 0.43 0.10 0,24
0.48 0.67 0.41 0.62 0.41 0.11 0.26

.22 0.68 0.19 0.28 0.85 0.05 0.06
0.31 0.63 0.22 0.35 0.77 0,06 0.08

0.24 0.63 0.24 0.38 0.95 0.14 0.25
0.27 0.77 0.24 0.32 0.51 0.15 0,29
0.20 0.52 0.21 0.41 0.76 0.03 0.04

0.36 0.54 0.23 0.42 0.62 0.08 0.09

0.34 0.56 0.20 0.35 0.58 0.04 0.08
0.19 0.55 0.17 0.32 0.72 0,09 0.13
0.38 1.11 0.19 0.17 0.48 0.06 0.12

A Cu>Pb>>Zn>Cr. B EKFE K, P WA BCF

KF# LS BCF, BB T RMEHES Cu

R B LS, WA #E R R BCF>-1, H

HAES Xt Cu.Zn. Pb 1 Cr 9 BCF ¥/hF 1;6 #fl

Y3 AMESRBHN TF FE—EWES, BkERA

K Zn>Pb>Cu>Cr, HA,FFEI Cufl Zn. MR

Bt Zn, EREY Pb By TF AF 1. X HEEN

ESBREEE N, HEYX 4 HEBW TF &

ik, X ot Yy 3t B3 H HRALH BRI SR E

£ B 1M _LERiE AR B EAE DT,

2.5 #E REYE MEEZFRHIRMNCrHTE,
i AE
WREYHERREXE REE HREMMAT

RERFRERB . EETEC IERRNELT,

MPFEHC SEBE T EHEYHEESR. 58

S SHFELRE Cr S BHXR, RUEE,

BEBEEMMATRAN Cr HEMEE T FE Cr HHME

B mEH, mEETABEEARE . TR, ARME

Y5+ Cr RUHLRIFFEES .

X} 4 FAEY H BCF A1 TF #AT 0 r R, BEE
TSR CrEBAM, ARMEY ES B M BCF.
TF 2R BE, HESRLED CrEEY
Bhn, FEMMIFARE BCF LREEEF &, M TF
FRKFR/N, BREBEK BCF # i1 TF B/, H
BEWAZBMACT B, E5X 4 FrE 4 &K BCF
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M TF #/ANT 1,
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[ M R — i O AR B SRR TS B IR, HE 3R

BAMRRES EEBERER TIRE A RKER
M I BOAE ) BE S AE TS BT UL AE ) A BB N BB
BEERPWEREFPEMALS —E BB
Flle ) ARBIRIEBREIEL E L 6 MELAAEY),
iX 6 FhEY Cr & BCF.TF ¥/ T 1, 2E REE
MAFRM EFWRBERN Cr FBEEKTEE
FE Yy, B 243 Cr 15 Y /™ 5 /Y A4 35 2 30 11 AR SR 1 T
T, AENZBE Cr SRERKEEHEY . FE
M= EESBEELTENBXEELRR L
BHE EWMEZMNEY . BEEEAEEENY
X, RAEES Pb.Cd.Cu EBRMELERR S, E
FHE ST Cd.Co HFRBHRMEES) . ZREREDE
WIAGETEERT CAWBEEMEY T = H
MELFE., HE2EFXEFLERTVEHRRTRA
FH EEXFHE . BR.EBENELRB CAE
¥ =i BCF # TF.

RIBEYXTES B W RBEB AR RIS 6
AR, EYEEBOWZIHEA 3 M. TE£.BE
M) EEREYEY EIRUAE
E£+HEPHNESBAR, FRALBENN LB
AR EAAEYES R LR TSR TEEA
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N, ERENSBILEGERERTE, RALEH
SRITEBEWED M EF S, LB R
GHRME,TF —B/NT LABREYBREKE
ELBERERENHED, HEiEgELKE
PR EYHRENESE BN RK, RELENE
SRR, AR, EFE RBEAMATRHE
SRBIEREERR, B TFHAT 0.5, T
—EREBRN. TREE TRIEEHEEY.
RE FREMEMSES Cr i BCF & A{L450.16,
0.13.0.06, FEB IR, BT Cr MBAEEY .

4 & i

(D FEREGLEC- BFRTE, LHEC R
o GB 15618—2018 XU fi 6 (A 1Y 8.8 £ 2 ILPHA
B REM 38.1 5, FEBEEEKRE.

(2) TEHEZ NI 6 A EEMY, AR
AREY , EYERNELE CuZn PO HBIEHR. B
HAZHARIMA T LES. 6 MY P EH,
WM FARN Cr R B E £ HY
R CrERETEEEY TR, EAKERERE,
HEBE Cris BB EMHE.

(3) MRIBHEY X E SR AR IHLH, F R R E
BHAAFRETRBEREEY MEE RREEM
HERERET Cr ML EAEY .
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