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Abstract

Assessing the pollution level and spatial

characteristics of water and sediments
in the Haihe River Basin

Specialty: Physical Geography
Postgraduates: Cheng Xian
Tutor: Prof. Wang Jian-li

Union Education Tutor: Prof. Sun Ran-hao

Abstract

The large and medium-sized reservoirs distributed in the western and northern parts of Haihe
River Basin (HRB) play a key role of the drinking and agricultural water supply in the densely
populated region. So the reservoirs’ water environment situation and its spatial characteristics
required comprehensive evaluation and further research. 25 typical reservoirs in HRB were selectd
in this study, and their surface sediments and overlying water were sampled. The pollution levels of
heavy metals including As, Cu, Zn, Cr, Ni, Pb, Cd were assessed by using the methods of
geoaccumulation index and potential ecological risk index, the water quality was comprehensive
evaluated through the method of Principal Component Analysis (PCA), and the eutrophication
status of reservoirs was assessed by using the logarithmic power function. In order to study the
spatial characteristics of reservoir water environment, upstream and downstream river samples
were also analysed. The main conclusions were as follows:

1) For the assessment of heavy metals of sediments. Seven kinds of heavy metals all exceeded
the background values in 25 reservoirs sediments, Cd was the most common, as many as 22
reservoirs’ Cd was beyond its background value. The results of two evaluation methods were
respectively Cd > Pb > Zn > Cu > Cr > Ni > As and Cd > As > Pb > Cu > Ni > Cr > Zn. The level
of Cd pollution was the highest, The average of potential ecological risk coefficient (E¢) of Cd in

all reservoirs belonged to the moderate hazard rating, the Cd’s E{ of more than half of the
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reservoirs belonged to moderate hazard level and above. The E; of As, Pb, Cu, Ni, Cr, and Zn all
belonged to slight pollution levels.

2) For the assessment of water quality. The content of nitrogen, phosphorus of reservoirs in
HRB was generally beyond the standrads. The mean concentration of total nitrogen (TN) of 25
reservoirs was 2.26 times that of the surface water standard V class, and total phosphorus (TP)
was 10 times that of surface water standard V class for lake and reservoir. The results of water
quality comprehensive assessment showed that the water quality of large and important water
source reservoirs was relatively better than the reservoirs with a smiler capacity. However, the
water quality of some water source reservoirs was not good. The water quality of reservoirs located
in Luanhe River Basin was worse than the other areas of HRB. The degree of reservoir
eutrophication in HRB was serious as a whole. There are 20 reservoirs belonged to “eutrophic”.
The reservoir capacity was relatively smaller, the eutrophication degree was higher. However, the
eutrophication degree of some water source reservoirs was more serious.

3) For the comparative analysis of reservoirs and rivers. The E{ of Cd and Cu of river
sediments was higher than the reservoir sediments, the mean Ef of Cd belonged to "strong"
pollution levels. The Ef' of Pb, Ni of upstream river sediments was also higher than the reservoirs.
There were no significant differences of Cr and Zn ecological risks among the upsiream,
downstream river sediments and reservoirs. From upstream rivers to reservoirs, and then to
downstream rivers, the EI curve respectively showed three types, namely "V", inverted "V" and
"decreasing”. "V" curve represented the water source reservoirs; inverted "V" curve represented the
reservoirs located in Luanhe River Basin, the large-area cage aquaculture was the main reason for
the formation of the reservoirs eutrophication; the reservoirs of "decreasing"curve were relatively
diverse, the eutrophication of Yongding River Basin was more serious.

Key words: reservoir; heavy metals; eutrophication; Haihe River Basin



1.1 AREES5EBKE

HEREAL T RESFHSB A RIEMX, KEFEES, AOHEKR, AW
KEFEESEER 276 m*, HLT2EFHKFH 13%, BT HIRE™EHKH
X, SEAET AT 1000 m® f) Rk ¥ U BARAER 500 m® RORR B EibnvtE, K%
PBALFEESRE (K, 2011), HRHEOK B IRE Je R4 &, 2013 4F
FEUKBREA A BN, BRXERTEKEAS, hEEERKREZ E.

TKPE R M FRK BRI EEH A, AR B/E N S RE P EEM AR
BEXR, REEFEENLES. SFNNEER. KEEFRBIAKE. RLE
B, KFESREE. KFIEE. MR, AV RMSIESEEETIE, EHEEFK
BAASHBERTEEEEEERH. BMRELEREKES AR A FEIHX
Z—, BRI EE &R B FEKE 1900 KE (FFA%, 2004), LXEKITE
BIfEK YR ARIE 140 0 mEL, HEEFHBKEEFEERN 80%L L. &
PRI PG AAT I X RS L L X B H AR KPROKE, KETHERIER. X
. AFRESKPET, LEOKER TR REKAEKERTRLEK, BX
FRI T X K BE RS = R, BT EUK BRI B A R EEMIEE X

T REK RETESROIR, EEFOKEEEEHSHEREEX
£ (20122X07501002) I T, A RBAEBITRIBARG TR T KESRGEH
o MARIRSHEA R TTARY E &R KRN PHEAT TS, B A Bk
PRI 25 AR J AE A B TS B AT HET T PR AR, TR L RskEHIE L
SRR T AKEHXT B E & B K R RS, MR A
T RS TEM. FOXEXREXFT, REMKEMAE, P
T KRB AR R K SRR E R .

1.2 TRRMESRARER
12.1 SMBRMEEBEARITK

ELRBEERIBEEAT 5.0gcm’ HEBREERE TR (AsH). ELREE
HEABHEARGENE. RENEYSH. RSt mERtE, UREAEWEE
=R 1) B AR FBOR BN T 5% B ¥ 3 J<iE (Bibi et al., 2007; Hiller et al., 2010; Xiao
et al., 2012; Arnason and Fletcher, 2003) . /KA F H E 4 )& K7 SEBE R K
ER R . EE. VIRSEEENRY T, SRR ESRKRETS T
7K# (Chenetal., 2007). fEEEWERMNAHREEAT, NRDRBERER
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WMEEEXTAKEIER RIS S (SHERALR, 20100, Fith, WARYIBER/KAE
SREM L7, XEKEELREN “JF” (Muchaetal., 2003).

7E 20 42 60~ 70 FFA, EHAMEFR IR TG, RN ESERRE
o 1971 FLEMERFERET B ZIZHPIARYE Pb. Hg. Zn. Cu. Ni. Fe.
Mn. Cr. Co W5, RUESREESHE. TAEKAM. BT EXE
TIE RIS S E VAR (Oliver, 1973). St Hg 75 % KEGAR BT MK 7 Fa i 51
F 8, Hg kBEBK TGS (Thomas, 1972). 1974 X £ E BT EEMN 5 4
B K BIE AN 5 DNKBIHBIVTRRY Cu. Zn. Cd. Pb. Cr FI Ni %KM, &
£ RBPIREEEBEFHAEKMRIEAKRKHA (Iksandar and Keeney, 1974).
1975 SEAELSE FLK#A 116 AN DA S BUTARY) Pb. Ag. Cd. Cu. Mn. Ni. Zn.
Co. Cr WLLEARFRIA, KRIFRKMFE, ELRBITEMR, ZHHSTWEIZ
WEE, EERSEA G, HAEKNELZBSESTEDI L EEUREN
R KE L EE BEMRLM (Fitchko and Hutchinson, 1975). 4B AU T
EAREFTAENFYES RS ERKNIER, =5 P E M5 § AR REN .
B FeHE (Muiier, 1979) R4S KU 5 BUFA 7775 (Hakanson, 1980)AI$2H,
AR ESBESRERFTRETER. WG, SENREZMIEYESRE
HESRETFR T Z A (Pekey et al., 2004; Liu et al., 2009; Varol, 2011;
Maanan et al., 2015). 4t FIRMYESBIITAEETE: HEESHPR (Pardo
et al., 1990; Sundaray et al., 2011), E4£&EHKIFEHI 24T (Birch and Taylor, 1999),
ANFEESNXTES BRI (Owen and Sandhu, 2000), E4JET5 & E (Mulligan et
al., 2001; Loser et al., 2007) %,

KR ERBE SR EEER R R BEM. 1978 £xfEEY 2
X2 FEAKEEDURRM) Ag. Cd. Cu. Ni. Pb. Zn WIRFSIRIL, 1Y+ Pb
FKFETHRHTHONELELS, Cu RETEIVBEDFTBNBKEFHRRHN

(Bertine, 1978). 1979 ZEX$ 18 KR W Broken Hill #™ [X — J8& 1 F 7K U i /K FE 7K 4470
U Cd. Pb. Zn. Cu BIRFFKHE, ELBAMKERIRYIE. EEKH
BE#H (Coggins et al., 1979). FEETFYELBHRTFEIAMIEN, KER
BMYIESRNFRZE] T EExF (Loska and Wiechula, 2003; Wang et al., 2012).

FEFR . SR E SRR RRE, K3 mlmsa s T,
FKALAK (1983) EXHMVLIARITRYE S BRSHBRRA KR, frEEERIRR
MEERBAAK S, PEEBERASHEARTTOEEAR BB ES
BRI AL 2 — (SCHE%E, 1993). TR, AR E 48 fHF 53 76 B A
PR, HEMWE R, REIBENMEKRNR. REFEEMET (Lin
et al., 2008) ., #EH] (Yan et al., 2007). 3if] (RITHEEE, 2014). ¥ (Liu et al., 2009;
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MARKEE 2012), KT (Zhang et al.,, 2009). ERYL (Lietal,2000). ¥V (Liuet
al., 2009) % 7 KK R TR TARMBWESBHAE 5. BatLLisk, B
WA WA E S BHOR, BRTAW (BERIE, 2014), HE# (RS
% 2012). JEM (Lietal,2007; XJB%, 2014). il (Wang et al,, 2010; HH|%,
2003) ZFAMBEITIIRYES RS RiR B2 B K.

E W AKERBRYESBFGAT LHE 90 44 (HER, 1992), ZHEFIE/LE
(WAEREZS, 2011; FRAERE, 2012; FKIF5E, 2013). FRRGREY, KEIRY
th Cd 1 Hg As Zix B H E U F5R2%, HRESB RS L TEMITRKF.
FEOHERRT, UREKENHRES, REZXTREAKERNTR (REBRE,
2012; KA, 2010), HERFECE 1900 KBEKE, BT BTKE (FEk/R, 1992).
FrKEE GFEUEEE, 2013; XIBREGSE, 2006). WRIKE (GRIESE, 2012) FHKE
TRMESBREWTI, HAKESEIRS.

122 TR EE R RN 7TE

241k, BRI ZERNESRESXE N 7 EG B IRERE. #&
AR IEHEE.

D) BEBIRHE

Hh B A e $E(index of geoaccumulation, Igeo )2 18 E ¥4 & K F YT R
Bl K Muller AR HHAKABENRY T ERBGT R E B MHES
BEYRENXRRGTESBERER Miller, 1979). HAHAFA:

Igea =log,[C,/(k*B,)]

Co BTE n ZEVIRYTFHILMER, B, AZTENMBRUERERE. k A
ZEXMARERTHLSIRYRENZID MR R (—BEN 1.5, ARE
MEVIBUFAE . &R Hh R R e

F 11 HRIEHMSRIEESR
Tab.1-1 Class of I, value.

SRR g P55 il &- & -k x
Igeo >5 5~4 4~3 3~2 2~1 1~0 <0
R 6 5 4 3 2 1 0

2) WA AR TERE

WEA AR EE (Potential ecological risk index) %2 N TS RE 4
E4BRERERESBENHE (Hakanson, 1980), %A E ZNATHIE (JIR
Y ELBEEASKKEERENEETN, BEE— €K, NMEESEM
EHEBARF, WELBESHAEEFAEIERR) R RMEAR.. AR
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¥ Hakanson J7 M B ESRIAES AR RS, FRIER 12 BHESRHR
RS, BAELRBEESNRRHNHHLLARN
G,

E} ZI;i*C}:T:;*

KF, CA GG TN Ef AR i RELRBNBERERYE. SHEE. &

R, BUMNRYE. BELSRARAEK. SHMNRET 5%
Cd(30)>As(10)>Cu(5)=Pb(5)=Ni(5)>Cr(2)>Zn(1) (Hakanson, 1980).
%12 BEEREEESRERY (L) RESREZER

Tab.1-2 Potential ecological risk coefficient (E,ri) and harm level of heavy metal pollution

E/ ERREFR
<40 B
40~80 P
80~160 &
160~320 Rog
>320 iR

1.3 EESFLTARER

BEFBE RIREBN. KE. WO, SESEF K&, BT KhER
Y, FRAFMLY), mFEEYREREKER, REEHE, FH8KE
MNEEFRES M EEFFRSENITRE. EFEEK HERMERETWEK. %
KURMEBRRTEFORER. BEALMTNBEEYERYFRA, BEL
ERKEEEFUNEERRE (Imteaz, 1997). MEFEFUNEERER: K
HEHERK. KEEFEKPHEBRE. KERERRIBIEFEYRS Bk,
2004) . HEFAIHEFRIBE R RELTRREHX, LT R BN ESHE~4
TEXKES, KEZEFLRESEERRE (XBRRE, 2002; R, 2006, #
ﬂ%ﬁ%i@ 2012; ENTFHFRRE, 2013; ZFEIFME{E, 2001; 1REES, 2014),

BEFUMATIFRT AL 60 FRMILE LRI . 1964 41—
%%%ﬁ%,%%@ﬂﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%m,%éﬂﬂéﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ
BIABIBRAME, H HIRFLE A sk &M E 2= 8 /ME 1 ) R #48 ( Davis,
1964), FFIM R EEFAKIEN AR F AKIES) (Beeton, 1965). 1970 £Exf
FHARBBEN SN HE R, BEBHEEFRLWBEMERTE, B

4
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TR SRS B>, BEE AR RS, R SRR RER
BEEUAL (Schelske, 1970). RHIMBIAERH, AXFEHRESHXEMAETEFL
MBI ESERER (Bartsch, 1970), HisHEHIEEFRUERMTIE, —FEEH
AL R R FOKERY), —FhREAMBHERYRNMA. WEEHEE
Folh BER, JEE2KAMER (Oglesby and Edmondson, 1966). kx3cE4t, H
Z(Okino and Kato, 1987) .7 [ ( Hartmann and Numann, 1977)- % $2( Gelin, 1975).
HAFIT (Hammer et al., 1973) ZEWITR T HHEEEFNUHA.
IR B E R L S EIEN, S EEFAMREIT S, RANFE
ZELOHRE. 1977 &, EERZEFK Carlson £ T EFFRFEIEE (Trophic
State Index , TSI), iZFg LK ABE A (SD) KEAETEbr, KiAA W T (Carlson,
1977):

TSI(SD) =10 (6- L"’Sf )

Ln

2.04—0.68LnChla )

TSI(Chla) =10(6-
Ln2

Ln(48/TP) )
Ln2

1981 4E A &I 225K Aizaki 7E Carlson fI3ERE L, ¥ TLI (T/E1E, UL Chla
WREE S EAEIERR, BIFBEFRRARE TSIMIREXWT (Aizaki, 1981):
LnChla)

n2.5

TSI(TP) =10(6-

7SI,,(Chla) =10 (2. 46+

3.69-1.53LnSD )
Ln2.5

TSI,,(SD) =10 (2. 46+

6.79+1.15LnTP )
Ln2.5

EFORATOHIOIR B AEGE, TSN EE R T R ER, s
B E2EE R ENEEEFUIFNE TREZ A (Thiemann and
Kaufmann, 2000; Sheela et al., 2011).

WEWE OKEE) EEFWHAMBETES . XIEEE 1977 FRKN (8
BB SR —3, WEERLMIFE. £F. BRMTRENE 2EA
R REERETE B, 1977). RIUAHESERRITREE U

TSI, (TP) =10(2. 46+
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REMMEZ—, RERE, b 70 EREBTADREN, HKHRKEFEN, R
WMEEFRLE (BEIENERY, 1980). ZFrKERBREHTEERMHRN
KEEZ— (81, 1988), BIARHIE mAKELR L THEFRKF. 80 FHE, &K
EREEETTR T £ (F{LBAMXIDIK, 1988). FUMAMAK EE AR, RN
B R B IR AR R BEMNEF AN EERREL —(T1B1%, 1989),
SIS AK A TEWI R R ATATHOREIE (BT, 1986). [N, W IF4a¥H HAREm
BEEFUEANBRPE. 90 FARLK, —HEABBEIARHE. HE OBLEMN
BERAE, 1999), JEih (FBEAME A H, 1999) BEFL BT EEEMELSZ
KiE. DIAKEI NG, BRI T HRERERE, FIET R HE 2007 4 4 AKH
BWEARK, EREEGEWMBARKEYE EARSE, 2007), HEFEHEE A
THIESE. B ERESBMA, EERBILS (BFRFHE, 201D, T8 (LES,
2006). SREFEME GKEEGS, 2010) FWivE, KILHF T (BEHRE 2014), &%
L (E#%,2013) KEREEFUHARAIHS,

132 BEEFUIFEM A ZE

B 20 4 60 FRLSK, WEKAZEFRLKITFN TECRBHILTF. &
RETERGEEFRRSERE (SAHNREREBE, 1990; B, 2002; HKiE
4, 20140 XWHARE RBIEH A RE (K, 2010; HARKZE, 2012). K
BAKBAHTE (REFNHHE(, 2102). TS 0HE HIRFRMER, 2013).
R N N Wi Y e S

D SFEEFREREE (TLD

GEEFRSHEEZTE LR T:

m

TLICE) =Y W, *TLI(j)
e, 2 1

K1, TLAE)RFGEEFREBE: TLIHRTRSE | HEBHNE RS
B WA MEFRRESHERIAEIE; K2 H, W, HLL Chla fE A EAESE
HI58 j S EIA— LRI AR E; 1 RS j S35 Chla FHXERE: m b
TSN

TLI VAR E F$etr L E 2 H Chla. TP. TN. SD GEHIEE). CODm %, #
KEFEMAEREST, SD X—ih—RAZRENE, MWELRFALME, AT
AFERIEANGZX SD BUE L R ATREA—FE, RUILX—FEFR T BE 127 — 52 I A

6
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L

EfE. AT B T AR E N4 REER, KAXEFT SD X—IFHriEs,
T B —FEM T, BN R B A .

2) SRR B A %

AR BZERSEE (FEKE, 2010), EFHENAZAXTN THRE 45
AT RINE 8 AMKTE K EE RN, SRELHFEERMENE. BRRE (BEXK
& 2012) MRS ALE A KA E E R, FEBREFNMR.
A R P I RS RK K A EE R R, HutEARWMT (F
YEIk %%, 2010):

Elzin*EIj:10.77*Zn:WJ.*(lnxj)1‘1826
Jj=1 Jj=1
£, Bl ABFEREEETEE, W, AT WEA—UNEE, AHREEE
FRESALE; EL ATER j B BRSBTS X 8380 ) 1 “MEE"
X it E AKX T
(CW/C) C=Cy , iR DO
X= { (Co/CY C=Cjp , XTiEAR ppro(¥IHKEFH)
CiCo  C2Cpo » XHRIEHR

1 C>Cy » X DO

1 Cj<Cjo , THEHAKHER
PLER T, C AiEkRj BISEIME, Co MFRARE “HRF” EFRME. ZHETH
FREMHEERLERFYIN 14 Tk, ASCGER T HAH 6 Mats, /i

Cp HIEIER 1-3 Fizr.
#=1-3 WAEESLER “SRE" Co
Tab.1-3 Benchmarks C;, for lake eutrophic indexes

DO Chla NH;*N ™N TP COD
(mg'L™) (gL (mgL™") (mg'L") (ugl™h) (mg'L™)
&3 (Cio) 40 0.40 0.01 0.02 1.0 0.12
I ERAR, REEFRESEEIEHEL HNMEFRER T FITHER

0<EI<20, ZTEF, 20<EI1<39.42, &S, 39.42<EI<61.29, EEFF; 61.29<El
<7628, BEEEF,; 76.28<EI<99.77, REEE

1.4 KEIFMIARIR

g _Fithed 60 FEAZEERFE R E KR KR (Water Quality Index,
wm)ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁu%&hwman%w,mﬁﬁmﬁ&aﬁﬁﬂﬁTm+ﬁ,
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Z NG T IEEKFEN T EZ N 1967 EH R T 2 HrEST A AR E T
Mojave 7] 2 3 T 7KK FUEAT VR, 28 B HUIE 2 o8t o E R K R &
%l (Dawdy and Feth, 1967) . 70 EAR, FEEFRE, L&D REIEF LG K R
MM 5 {E (Mahloch, 1974). #EXTE RKHF R ILE Timavo WK RIIAF R+ &
B, K541 (Cluster Analysis, CA) )55 R o] LLFE B AM15540 — L5 SR FE R 1A
W, T E S RE S HE AR AR AN FISER . BRI AR R, 4 HT (Principal
Component Analysis, PCA)A] LA —ZHINRK RIS R (Reisenhofer, et al.,
1998). ZEXTENAE Gomti ¥l 5 S /K B I EHE 2 o4t TR B, CA £ RTLK
BLANERE S 18] ARIK RS EARME; PCA & RK 6 NMEMS T LARFE
T 24 ANIKBTSEG FIR) AT 7R T 4040 a4k A =LA B 1 B iF 45 SR (Singh et al.,
2004). LG M EMUE F KK RV, &5&R TiKKRTEN, &
FEHIZH PCA M CA WHFEN T REZEIEBEHIKFRI (Kucuksezgin,
1996) . FEEMFIIAMIRN, Zng it HiEEEREKFIN S RABEM &
(Varol and Gokot, 2012; Oketola et al., 2013; Badillo et al., 2015).

E W 2 ngiot AENF ARV L E S . 1987 4, X R iriEN
R EIZRE TR AT T, 2EABREHIMFRER (F/MH, 1987).
BEJE+ 2 F B RHFA L W TER, BIOGEH HIEERT (FANE L%, 2011; £
R, 2013). B (BRZ%, 2014) . KIE (BREE, 2011) KT HEL
TN BHFEERERS TR EOHE R (R, 2005; =444, 2007)
EHAMEAB SR (FES, 2007).

1.5 ZERFEITHHAE

1 AHRZ T

MR RARREZ MM E X RS %, HERENTRE S
BEZARETHFEEMRFERR, ULEHXRNEDREE, TUREEHANHE
FRBRBREE . HXMIGTE R LU R /R# (person) HXREEEF R R X, R
WEETEE A-1<R<1 K78, AHEBARPHAREREHSE, R HFHEN, F
RAANRBZ NRWTTIE—3, RAEAMRX: R AREN, FRFEITELZHE
WIT R, FRAFAER IR, 2010).

2) KT

RRAHTHIEL R F R LB E N R NS 2 BERX RS &,
RFEL I BIET RN RIGEEETIEBAR U R 5 A% T ¥ LORETEE
RARRKE. K-BEREE. HPRERE. RERKERHFARZH—F
Fik. RARKIEEFRMAANERNZ MRS BIERN—, LR INE
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B1E &k

FIZ, HETATRARE 2 A fFE B BARLRE, HERE B Bl AR LA B K I P
SR —2, BVHEE A RS AR 2 R R BE B B AR . FRR R
BABMUER KRS K, MKER, HIREHESERSIRN—
MNEAA L.

SKEEB AR, HR R IE S LB P A B T B R B (s
X2» x3) M (yp, y2r y3), HIFEALA:

Euclid(1,2) = \J(x, %, + (=3, +(2,— 2,)°

3) EHS

ERD S RERSAZRARMEN—FE T8 Tk, BmnEs D
B ESERBREELANEZREMABEY, BWNREEETSHIOEILA TS
B, HEMNRTHREMERREZENELS, BREREAIX. ERREEEN
PRS0 B BAR, B RLGH ERMIER R Bon DR miElr, AB D RIE
bR B BRI TERR IR B, WO RES IR AMTHERYE, RERARZHENTE
H. RV BEE GRS 1D BERK p MeRB TR, LIRS
TEHBHRER LR 2) HRIEFRAEL ISR FE R K P77 Z B A R 3)
KT E 5 MR E AR R B 4 B £, IR & RS TEERE
BEAE R

1.6 MRANBEHARIEL
1.6.1 ARHAB

3 (environment) ZIEHE—4FEEWKBEDBALSMIER, UREHE
BRI B M AE R A B A R A TF I — I B A (84, 2000). &E
(RS ERBEMEY, RERERMAREFNRRNEMHRAMET
ATHEEN BREZHSEE, AR, K. #E. T, 777 Fk. ZE&.
B . HRRASCGRE. RELMEEPXSE., HEAEN TGS, HET
L4y 4 EARFREE RN TERE . KIRERTE BRAP KM, ML
AR, £ ARRKEHNEEZHARBIZ—

KEEKIF B R F KM EEARI S, & RAKEKRERAATEE
AFER. MERBMNE LM RER, 2013). EEFULIFH GkES, 201D,
IKFFEA BT (IR, 2009). KFFM ST (RH, 2013). RETIFRWE
SIRESRE (I, 2013) & . AW RHIK KR EEGTEKEKFOR
EFRMAKE. KEAAYESBERNRS. KIFSR 7 AR EERIEKF IR
S AEZE AN FIKEEZ BRI 4 et DA RFER — /KRR, KESH B, iR

9



(PN Tl e A 709

Z BRI LR Z R

A ICEFRHFIFIR 25 JE S ALK FEAE AT I R B B AR AF B 5 E VT
SERE AT, BRAAKICERB R PP RBOK K AR E SR, il
KES L. PR, S PKE KSR 2 B, R 8 7R
W EMRE, KEKRERPREEN . FHATHTT N AR

1) FKEEAKFIERHAE S IR ST K BEAK AR R ITARIE &, 32 F Ak
TONTIE, GRETR 25 BEK K BRI 12 F 3 S0 2R bR B R BT R LA
BOKEE SRR, 12 F# REE BRI e AL SRR PRI 5K R TR TR UL
MY E &85 G e &L

2) HUKEESKEZE, UEKESHEE. FHRRPKFENERFIL, 2
AR LB R R RK BRI AR R AFE . WKEETDRE. AKiFEs). BET
NETE, VKBRS R TR EE, HAKEAKTFRPE D E
W

1.6.2 FAREEL
ALIFEARBLWE 1-1 Fiw.
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Fig.1-1 Research Technical Courses
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2 B BRI 5 KRk
F2E MREWBRELWEHZE
2.1 &R IR

FEITR AL T AL X AL 2B, 112°~120°E. 35°~43°N 2 (8], i ik 5
+EE, RiEgE, LEFHEE, mRER. REAER 318 F ko', H2E
R 3.3%. @SS L 8 M8 (BWRK. HEW), 8Fds. REFEM
430, WAAbE KE, WA R, AE. LRBEEIE, UARNFEHBRXHL
THE—/NES (B 2-1.

WERREH AL, KK, L. KMITLELKERILERAERIVES
Ao IR KRBT LU A& R Wb AP R =AY (LR — AR AE 500~3000 m,
WREAT 30° , WibihSRPBREERS. WETFER. FREATHREE, ik
T 100 m, IEARFET LIS A LETHER . WRFR, 5 iRz i R -F
B, SRR TERERNSEX, AENREHFREMEHRERS, —&
H10~15 C, ®WKMAEILERERWEYEEBRIK, 1X-5~0 C, HEXKE—KE
0~10 C. i 50 EERMBETFHERKER 535 mm, &+ ERITEEBXFEK
BAMMK . i EREX EEKER, 350mm £4, REHEKERS,
%% 830 mm. RAEWHEABIEFEWER. BEFETEMK. BHFEERERE
EAMIEIL. AFEEIM EFEX . 8. KI7T LRI BT 2200 KRR,
R, EEME.

PR ARSI . . AR DBNE 3 KR Ik RbEER. b
ERE . KIEA . FHAAKENE 5 KTFRAER, ERE=ZZFROLCANEN, &
NS . BUTK R TR RESA ARG, GFEEAMEREEER. &
HLEE K R TR RE Y, SRR DEE . 8B RIRREE N E
B . AR AT R4 B KGE . db=E . BRI KVER. A
BT, BB ERERFER. REIHAE 9 MRETFRE (B 2-2),
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2-1 BFREAEENES BRRINFE, 2012)

Fig.2-1 Provinces of Haihe River Basin

2.2 EFSME SRR

B4 (FERERAESHERR P LTS XBEERE S LR ESWL
SEhAERRA) 45F 2013 £ 9 A, 2014 F 5 AXHER RS L3 L
X 6 MFRBARRREEEE M 25 BRI RPRKEMTHEARE. G
FKETIRPFKAERER . AT XA TTKESFHRKARRFERZ R, XHKE
E. THMRABBITRAE. HARE 25 MKERES, 38 MRS (B 2-2).

B RUEEL A SR

1) BFIhREEUKERSE, UWRKFAKKE#EZ .

2) UKHFBKERFE, KI1R, RIE, FERKEHEREHEY.

3) WP TEH . LEF AL F = A L X, A A AT IA T R 3 R K FE A
ROEESERHE.

2.3 P&k EEHER
DU 7K EE B2l kIR T & K BB B B4
2.3.1 AR K EE

BROKEE: AT T, WAbE SsB R, 1975 @M, RIEHE

12



2% PAKERLERE
#133169.55 km?, FER 29312 m’, A K1 BUKE, RIIBANEEEIRZ —, £
—RELATUE. KA E, SEER. FEMFFREUKE.

KEBIT/KEE: MFELTIEAEEIL 5 km FEAETHRE, R OKETHE
30 km &b, 1986 SEEK, FIKER 3992.25 km?, FER 3.37 12 m’, A KIEKE,
Bz KEBSRE, FASIBAREETLR, KEUPE. #KkhE, 46
EM. FHE-

Bk O KEE: METHEAE, MibEEFREER, 2000 FE/HK, FIHER
5060.00 km?, FEZ 8.591Zm®, AKIEKE, EEAFEL. FEIHTRER
WARFEFIIRT K, B—EAESMK. K. KiF. FESEEIIEHIULK
EK R A TFE .

R AT K E « A T e dAT B3, B LT LAdE 15km &b, 1956 SRR R, FI AR 543.28
km?, EZ 51512 m®, ARIEKE, UABGdt. 8. fKkhE, HFEFE &
FE L T3 T A ¥ KR KK R 3

PEEKEE: AL TR, WAtAEEEWHTEEN, 1961 FEM, WK
TR 794.05 km?, FEZ 3.59 12 m®, A RIEKEE, CABidt. B, fokhE, 3
B, RERDTIHTABRHAKKE.

JEEAKEE: A Tt Amh ESEW LI 30 km &b, FEFRTHRLE, 1961
R, FIERER 2046.04 km?, R 1.83 12 m®, HKIEUKE, UBHEANE,
FEER. K. FHE.

R AR EE: X AN, AT N b, bR B A i E K
NEW, KEE 1960 =K, FHIFR 874.23 km?, FER 0.15 12 m®, A FEIKEE,
FE e R KRR AR R .

2.3.2 KEM IS KE

BKE: ML FRERmE, MibE ke, FEbs 105km , 1954 Fi#
B, FEEIR 2425030 km®, ER 41.6 Zm’, AKX EKE, SKHP/ILRT
fEEKER Y —, BERFAFRBM, F 1997 FiB H AR A ACKIRM

FRIMOKEE: M F&F_ B, LEE LAESERN, 1978 FE, REER
3469.62 km?, FEZF 0.651Z m®, RFEKE, VB, #EBALE, FEFRE.

MEKE: fFEFmT b, FRHKETE, BELEEXRTT 60 km,
1958 R, EHKR, KK 30km, FHE 13746.21 km®, FEA 5812 m’,
A BKEE, KEEEEINRERBIRAA FFETKEREY, #EEEMIFRE.

WTRKEE: fFER L, WTENEAR 6 km &b, 1958 FEE, MK
1 1696.56 km?, FEZF 0.54 12 m®, R EUKE, EBIhEABIE. B, #EF

13



i N T e A7

¥ .

TR KR : AT 7K B L e m b B, Wb BT B30 6 km &, 1973
R, R 1612.53 km?, ER 08712 m’, NHELKE, VUL E, &
EHERE. FEHE.

2.3.3 dL=IARIEOKE

FHKE: ML FENSE RN L, RETEEIRAR 4 km &, 1960 FERK,
PIBER 2073.01 km®, FEA 15.59 12 m®, WK 1 BUKEE, RIIEANBEENEE
IKEE, RETTEZEMKAKRIR.

ERFEKEE: AT 2 b, B EEREXIE 20 km &b, 1984 FEAL, HI
T 587.83 km®, FEZ 2.04 1 m’, AKIBUKE, B2 AKEITKEMNE, HiE
BERIZKEE, FEINEENPIE. BEME, FHEHK. FHE.

K AL T8 BRI b, bR THRRXERN, 1958 FEMK, M
AR 518.53 km?, 1.44 {Zm®, AHKRIBIKE, REFIKIRMEEHRILS
LR AKEHZ —.

FVAEEKEE: AT B3R, PRBAbR AR R 30km, 1983 &M,
HEM 2662.88 km?® , FER 091 12 m®, AHERKE, #ERIbRHRIKE_RZ —,
HME=KE. +=BKE. BT KERK.

+=BKE: TR EYER, 1958 F# /K, WERER 217.45 km?, EA
0.73 12 m®, AFRKE, RELEKFRER, B 2008 FlLRBIELE, 2%
EIK LR ERE.

MK AT B B, WAL AR AR AL 20 km &, 1972 R, W
WA 1127.20 km®, FER 10242 m’°, HAKNBKEE, CABGHt. #EMAE, #F
fitK, FIE.

2.3.4 KiEAREKE

FYOKEE: ML FREM R L, FiLEETFEER, 1960 ER-M,
BE AR 4547.60 km?, FER 13.89 42 m®, Jok 1 BUKEE, b4 U RKEZ —, L
Brut, #EEEAE, HELRE. HUKTIRE, BERETRAKKRE®RZ —, HBEIER
T B R S KK

FARIEFKE: AT REFKREN L, MibEBEEEN, 1960 E8K,
T 4197.58 km®, FEZ 12.58 12 m®, K T BUKEE, WdbE I AKEL—, BBy
HEAE, GEHK. BB REEIHEE, BREETRAAKER —, R
T BN B KK E



2 E HREMRS LRI
2R FEKEE: X4 5K, LT KiFEFKERF 5K, wdbd 528N, 1960
R, FEER 493.99 km?, FER 3.0912 m®, A KRIEUKE, B, E#AN
x, FHFHE, BEBRFEXARX,

2.3.5 FFARIBIKE

BRKEE: AL THyER TR, WibaFILEER, 1962 FE/K, MEERA
15396.07 km?, FEZS 17.04 12 m®, R K 1 BKEE, Wb ERKEZ—, A3
HE, FEEB. K. KB, RAFKETHAKE®RZ — H2Ibsmrret
TKAK

FEEFEKEE: AL TV TI, RE/KE T 28 km &b, Wb ERTIEA,
1960 AR, WA 6901.85 km?, JEZ 121012 m®, HK 1 BUKE, Wity
AKEZ—, DBdthE, FmaK. #E#. RESUEE, SKEKERSH
B, BEvasEvERl LXK, BRAFETRKERZ —, HRICHETHNSHKK
FE.

B AKEE: AT THNEM L, (i EFESEN, 1964 FE K, MIRER 124.25
km?, FER 02212 m’, HNFEKEE, CIpidt. A E, REMHERAKIER.

2.3.6 EILARIEKEE

EIKEE: (LR, WAt R TR BN, 1970 FEM, REEmA
17599.72 km?, FEZ 1312 m®, Jk 1 BUKEE, CABAHE. BEM N, SEmpyitis
SITHE, [N HEHRER. 2 PH i KRR HE .

15



PHR N FEM A3

114° E 117° E 120° E
T T

12

39°

36°

E2-2 ¥R HE
Fig.2-2 map of sampling points

24 HRXERZE
2.4.1 MR

KA RRBRERNKERE 0~10 cm TR TREARE .. KETH
YRR RES B H R, §NKEERR T RE S MM, &F
£ 500g, HHBHTREFIE 1 kg RAGZKEMNRRERER, BA AHE, #
B 5L =,

242 KEFHE

FEZK R AR HE R AR I, SRR B 4k, MOKTR 0.5 m 4bRE&E 1 A~ BA&K
KEE, BRI INEEKELAM BB RE 2 MKE, RAREREHSBIREK

16



- %2 % BRAKBRELRGTIE -
BE o A K BT AR BRI W E R 4 K BT de b, T 7 B 0] Se 0 = 0 2 O 64
KK N TRSEHER 1) 500 mL RZH&MH ., HFRAMMMRRILE pH<2.0, M EAR
%, KRR, WELEZED.

2.5 LWHHAZE
2.5.1 RS

BREVVIFRYERE THRERENS BRRT, HIBREA%E, HEE 100
HREER. AT REEHREE TROTARYHEMER 02000 g, A
9mLm(HF):m(HCl):m(HNOs)=1:2:3 R A BRI NP L), 755 PR R 2R
RY A ((Mars 6, CEM, USA): F—FrE&T 120 CiHfE S 7180, B_HERT
150°CiHf# 8 4, B=FBT 190 CiHf# 20 75 BB AR5 K HBBRBE E 140
CHIHHRF, MAZRE TSRS, MBLK (p>18.0Q cm™) EF
% 50mL AEMFEN. ELBEIEFR As. Cu. Zn. Cr. Ni. Pb. Cd ¥JRA HE
OB TR (ICP-MS7500a, Agilent Technologies, USA, & 2-3) #47 ¥l
5E o BT FIARUE 2 0 EBUR S AR AEE W, A 1% HNO; L E R E S BIKE A 1.0,
5.0, 10.0~ 20.0. 50.0. 100.0+ 200.0 ug/L KIFrH#ERF . R R s HETIRRY),
F IR EVCELE 80%-120%, & FELEHIIRHE.

2-3 BEREEE FHERIGN
Fig.2-3 ICP-MS

2.52 KRS

KBEFeRr pH. S (DO). HEEX (EC). MEE (Chla). KAFE#HK
KB HTAL (YSI 6600V2, B 2-4) BUFHFEKEMFER PN E . EFr bR iEts
AFELEFEHE(COD). BE(TN). EE(NH-N) . BBETP), FHEKER
1%, 24 /N Z ATIE - H P COD BUR/KHE 2 mL i\ HACH COD R FIHRGR
#%5:21258-25), Al DRB200( HACH, DRB200 %5 % M 8% ) I W 2§ 31T VM
fi#, 52RJEH DR2800( HACH DR2800 43+#47{X) tbfa. TN, TP. NH3-N ¥J7E4 4k



PIRI K224 18 0
SOV IE (WTW Photolab S12, & 2-5). TP. TN &H{ 5mL 7KkE, TP
FIRABREL S 6 e BEVENIE, TN FSRMES BB AR L4 3 Y e E T, NH3-N BX
S5mL K#EiE 0.45 pm FLARYERE, 1 FH 98 BAR T B vl =2 o

& 2-4 Bk RS 2-5 RIS HKE I
Fig.2-4 YSI 6600V2 Fig.2-5 WTW Photolab S12



F3E AKEFRYESEG R

EI3E KETRMEERSRIFE

3. KERIEMEEERE

WAL ENE. SIER, BARARK 25 BKENRYESRSEEH,
Y& F] SPSS19.0 At H P E R E B R R B THIBEL T (R 3-1 ).
25 BEKEEW Rk W, Jh, RiENAET, SAESBETRERERLER 31 .

As: FFFIKKETREY T As & BVEE A 3.79~16.47 mg/kg, “FIEN 9.44
mg/kg. As FERRECH 30.79%, ZRBEER/D. H 8 BKE As SEBEIER
f&.

Cu fl Zn: WFRE/KETRY Cu & ETEHEA 7.65~93.37 mg/kg, “FIMEAN
25.86 mg/kg, ZREREEA, H79.77%. Zn K& ETER N 42.42~151.23 mg/kg,
SEH{E K 86.36 mgke, BREAKE, K5 32.86%. F 10 BEKE Cu 5 EBHIHE
B8, 12 BKE Zn SEBIESME. k0. KBITKE Cu. Zn EEERS,
Cu 4RI R SEM 4.28 4%, 3.80 f%: Zn AT RER 1.93 £, 1.69 &,

Cr 1 Ni: BIRRK/KETRAYH Cr & EEESN 22.21~281.81 mgkg, F¥
54 7143 mgkg, BTREEN 71.76%, TREER K. Ni HEETEEA
8.44~122.34 mg/kg, FHMEH 31.20 mgkg, TR RECH 76.48%, TRIEFEE K.
B 7 BEKFE Cr it & 5{E, 5 BKENi #idHERE.

Pb: FFFIX /KRR Pb M-S B7EE A 11.69~54.20 mg/kg, “FIIMER 23.37
mgkg, BREAHCN 40.74%, EREFEE/N. F 11 EKEPy &EEBEHRE,
BEbk O, EIKE Po S ERE, 4R RERN 2.52 4%, 2.03 &,

Cd: HFIRX/KEFRYT Cd FIEETEN 0.07~0.29 mgkg, FHENH 0.15
mg/kg, TREHCH 37.07%, TREER/D. 22 BKEIRY Cd EE@ITH
B, BkO. FEREKECISERS, FHEYERMEM 3.0 /. 2.77 /.

VIR 25 PR BLRUKEE, T HES B TR EBRIILE RE . BRKER
BEE/DHREN, B 5%, BinkKERERSNRE Cd, 722 . 25 BKET, T
—REIKPE 7T M ES B ITENAER, PR OKERME——E 7 FoTEHERRK
FE, Hr As. Cu. Zn. pb. Cd SEHMFIE—, REHZKENRYESREL
R A EEKTE. ERERARKE 7 MELRTENERRAIKRT 30%,
RATIIRY E &8 o A (e /K e (B R BRI 2 18] 2R 7t
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R3-1 KETRYEERLE

Tab.3-1 Heavy metal concentrations in the reservoir sediments (mg-kg™)

KRR As Cu Zn Cr Ni Pb Cd
T EE K E 8.11 9.80 54.91 54.38 19.60 15.40 0.13
TR K BE 9.34 12.61 60.38 40.80 26.90 15.84 0.12
BT RIKE 10.13 27.73 109.96 77.59 34.67 20.27 0.20
IR 11.15 25.57 100.63 69.11 31.95 28.09 0.20
TR K 10.08 13.53 84.64 53.88 22.66 20.09 0.15
REEKE 8.24 28.72 106.60 281.81 122.34 14.35 0.10
TR 8.58 13.13 121.42 2221 12.83 30.12 0.26
FEHRIKE 5.03 21.68 94.36 51.37 24.11 12.49 0.14
K 8.74 17.73 76.95 56.67 27.61 19.68 0.13
HEEF K 12.13 22.49 125.00 43.1 21.61 33.43 0.22
I E 15.06 36.73 88.69 56.64 30.81 43.63 0.19
HEAR Ok EE 16.47 93.37 151.23 106.22 56.62 54.20 0.29
R 7K EE 10.00 24.77 116.60 71.26 26.41 30.45 0.21
BEm 7K BE 8.80 21.76 68.04 52.70 21.91 26.01 0.10
ERFEKEE 3.79 13.38 66.74 43.38 14.15 22.36 0.12
KEITKEE 9.27 82.74 132.66 151.17 76.68 11.69 0.20
R DK 8.38 23.49 72.31 70.10 24.85 23.38 0.14
FHrKEE 9.96 18.95 66.32 66.66 26.16 20.27 0.09
PRERIKEE 8.89 20.82 68.23 57.38 25.74 21.47 0.10
B K 9.20 7.65 42.42 36.30 8.44 17.75 0.07
PR HR AT K B 14.42 46.98 103.60 111.15 48.07 19.76 0.18
Z MK EE 10.40 16.60 64.79 58.08 2143 23.49 0.11
B K B 6.24 15.46 65.95 52.24 17.59 19.81 0.12
BFKEE 1 7.76 13.39 55.74 48.51 16.74 18.29 0.10
+=RKE 5.75 17.47 60.94 53.03 20.06 22.06 0.13
FHE 9.44 25.86 86.36 71.43 31.20 2337 0.15
Fr#EE 291 20.63 28.38 51.26 23.86 9.52 0.06
TR EH% 30.79 79.77 32.86 71.76 76.48 40.74 37.07
AL E RME 13.6 21.8 78.4 68.3 30.8 215 0.094
L4 SE 9.8 26.9 75.5 61.8 32.0 15.8 0.128
ETERE 8.7 23.6 102.6 68.1 29.0 254 0.074

R H & 9.6 28.8 79.3 842 333 21.0 0.09




$3E KENEDESREGRIFE
32 KERIRMEERAITSH
3.2.1 fBXS9H

A KERYRE RN ELS BTG E TS RAE Pearson FXHT, BEIT
EMERBFEMIR 3-2 . ATLUEY, Culs Zn HHLEFEHMK (R=0.726, P
<0.01), BEEHA SHREWAFEZENMEXME: Ni 5 Cr XX 0.978 (P
<0.01), ®HI Ni 5 Cr R ¥E /L P55 248 F, 7T gE5k B A KB (Luo et al., 2010);
As. Pb. Cd B REE (R4 0.543 ~0. 665, P<0.01), &I L& 3 FxE
BAE—ERREN.

&£ 2IAMELBRAERXINR

Tab.3-2 Table of correlation analysis of heavy metal sediments

As Cu Zn Cr Ni Pb Cd
As 1
Cu 0.565** 1
Zn 0.491* 0.726** 1
Cr 0.136 0.470* 0.405* 1
Ni 0.230 0.580** 0.511** 0.978** 1
Pb 0.665** 0.422* 0.473* -0.147 -0.069 1
Cd 0.543** 0.596%* 0.881** 0.034 0.154 0.655** 1

*P<0.05; **P<0.01

322 BESH

ST RIR S RKENRY E S B S & RAARBREE#HITRERRT
(B 3-1), B ESRESERTESH, 25 BAKEENE, BEFERMELE
[0,1] JaFE, FESME HEEFRRNERL. FRER, THESRBTERETA 2
K2, B Cr. Ni. CuBH—2%, Zn. Cd. As. Pb BAF K. Cr 5 Ni 3K
BEIF, X5HESHF Cr 5 Ni T4 RMFEM. Zn. Cd. As. Pb AL
MR, SHFEMAHTH Cd. As. Pb H7E BEAA M ILRM, BIZE
MREENEMN, BT ERIE.
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B 31 EAREKE TR EE R RBRESH
Fig.3-1 Dendrogram showing clustering of heavy metals in reservoir sediments of Haihe River

Basin
323 ERGSH

SHEHNREABEKENEDESREEHITERS> TN, A
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) F1 Bartlett BRF G % PCA MFH M. KMO
Bartlett f2RXIIFE MY ESBEIENRESRA 0.689 1 21 (p<0.01), X
B PCA 75 B3 PR 4 5 T =B 20K . F SPSS B 4E4r Bt 7 M E &8 T I IE(H
BATTHE, RIEFEE GREXRT 1D RAFETEN KD, #EEiEmsH
AN (R3-3). B 1. 2 ERSIFFEESIRT 1, 2508 3.763. 1.992, HZE
FRTTERE N 82.217%, RN b BARNT7 Z STk T 80% B[ & 73 4 B E sk (Xl
FEARFI B8, 20060, B SPSS #Aksk i 8T (R 3-4). AJLLEH, Cd.
Pb. As. Zn. Cu &% 1| ERSIFEREMNER, RH LR 5 MITRAKETRY
SR, HERUBRIE (ERB, 2014). Ni. Cr &% 2 TR EBSREA,
HFHEBERE TSR, XS5, BRMTEERAHEL, R Ni f Cr#)
FIREJLF A AE R .
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B3E KEMRYESBS R
= 3-3 BRSO YFIEE

Tab.3-3 Characteristic values of components

N WIS FHIEE WS E I BN
LA TTERE% BRI E% FFIEE TR ¥ % RRITEEY
1 3.763 53.760 53.760 3.250 46.433 46.433
2 1.992 28.457 82.217 2.505 35.785 82.217
3 0.638 9.119 91.336
4 0.303 4.333 95.669
5 0.252 3.600 99.269
6 0.040 0.569 99.838
7 0.011 0.162 100.000
1o .c. o™
.Cu
051 o
g o s
5 o] °
g >
05
-1.07
0?0 0?2 D‘A B‘G OYB IXJZ
PC 1(46.433%)

B -2 KERRYEESRERS S HTE

Tab.3-2 PCA of heavy metals of reservoir sediments in Haihe River Basin

% 3-4 ETFHETER

Tab.3-4 matrix of component loadings

PC, PC,
As 0.783 0.112
Cu 0.676 0.557
Zn 0.782 0.461
Cr 0.014 0.977
Ni 0.111 0.982
Pb 0.860 0216
cd 0.904 0.077
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3.3 KA EE R ST M

AT M BN E SR TR R K ERAN A B PRI A K ERE T
BYWESRBEERRG, RRAERERE. BEASRRIERENKERRYE
&8 (As. Cu. Zn. Cr. Ni. Pb. Cd) WIEATEHR R EEAEESREIIT
TEEW, TRV ESBESRRIEA, LA AERRIE0K ES 36
BRI ERERFERSE.

33.1 M RFEECEEN

12 A th BRIEHEIFN IR A ROKENRYE S BIS ERN (R 3-6).
ALLEH, BRAXAEKE L,3<0, KW As TI5%: 4 BKER I6>0, KW
RFREREELE, Pk 05 KEBITKE Io,>1, R LR 2 BKETRY)
CuBTHEES: RE 4 BKE >0, BEER/D, RE\EFREKETR
In BEFLGE: Ic>0 KIKER 4 B, KPR &EKES 1.46, RE—F CrtT
RV YK Ni BV 3ORGUA Cr AHEL, =& HE7KEE Ni B8 T &4,
BH—PRPERFRBKESR, Ni 5 Cr EEMRLNRE: . [,>0 WKER 4 1,
HAPROKEE I, CHIE T 1; A 12 BAKER 120, BAERERRELE,
Ies BRI RBEMR OKEE, AHhEEYE, BRFKEN I,2 088, CLIEEER
GG,

RAE & T FE M BRIERHFERD, SHKRE, BREAEKETRY
ELJBHGE KN A CA>Pb>Zn>Cu>Cr>Ni>As.

% 3-5 AT ARKETRYESR L RIVER

Tab.3-5 I, of heavy metals of reservoir sediments in Haihe River Basin

TKEEZ R Iy I, Iz, Ic, In; Ipy Icq
T BRI KB -1.02 -1.27 -0.47 -0.93 -1.03 -0.68 0.09
& EKE -1.31 -0.19 -0.14 1.46 1.40 -1.17 -0.45
EREKE -1.25 -1.32 0.05 2221 -1.85 -0.10 0.88

FERKE -2.02 -0.59 -0.32 -1.00 -0.94 -1.37 -0.01

= 7K FE -1.22 -0.88 -0.61 -0.85 -0.74 -0.71 -0.12
B KR -0.75 -0.54 0.09 -1.25 -1.10 0.05 0.64

FEAKE -0.44 0.17 -0.41 -0.86 -0.58 0.44 0.43
BEAR 7K B -0.31 1.51 0.36 0.05 0.29 0.75 1.04

P K HE -1.03 -0.40 -0.01 -0.52 -0.81 -0.08 0.60

BEFI 7K FE -1.21 -0.59 -0.79 -0.96 -1.08 -0.31 -0.51
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BRAEIKEE -2.43 -1.29 -0.82 -1.24 -1.71 -0.53 -0.27
KEBITKEE -1.14 1.34 0.17 0.56 0.73 -1.46 0.48
&EFROKE -1.28 -0.48 -0.70 -0.55 -0.89 -0.46 -0.03

BIKE -1.15 2,10 -1.47 -1.50 -2.45 -0.86 -1.00
PRI PRI 7K R -0.50 0.52 -0.18 0.12 0.06 -0.71 0.37

=K -0.97 -0.98 -0.86 -0.82 -1.11 -0.46 -0.41

BITKE -1.39 -1.29 -1.08 -1.08 -1.46 -0.82 -0.45

it H1 7K BE -0.86 -2.04 -1.04 -0.77 -1.29 -0.62 -0.56
AR EE -0.65 -1.68 -0.91 -1.18 -0.84 -0.58 -0.68
BT RKE -0.54 -0.54 -0.04 -0.26 -0.47 -0.23 0.06

OAEKEE -0.40 -0.66 -0.17 -0.42 -0.59 0.25 0.06
B K -1.07 -1.20 -1.22 -0.97 -1.31 -0.94 0.06
+=BRKE -1.18 -1.02 -1.34 -0.95 -1.12 -0.79 0.21

WERKEE -0.30 -0.77 -1.17 -0.83 -0.76 -0.83 -0.14

F K EE -0.53 -1.19 -0.84 -0.92 -0.93 -0.64 -0.57

FHE -1.00 -0.70 -0.56 -0.71 -0.82 -0.51 -0.01

332 BEESREEECETH

4% Hakanson ¥ 70 £ SRR IEFEITN EE BEBEEAEST AR R (K 3-6),
AUEY, ERRARKENRDESBRSEEEA Cd>As>Pb> Cu > Ni
>Cr>Zn, Cd MAZXKREAE 7 TEPRE. Cd 1 E/FHMER 4750, BT
Rk fr S B R BOKEE Cd 19 E/ {5>40, R\BFREUKETRY Cd Eix
MBS YIRAFZE. Bk, PEREEKE Cd B E/{ER®, 475k 92.39. 82.98,
HIkE) “3R” BERRRE, MEE. . KBIT. EWOKE Ccd W E AR,
B R FiRk EEEE S R BOE, B ILFRSBW LR A L RAKATRY T
Cd & 8 (EI#%, 2005; EAMFEE, 2005), 1M LRKELREZNKAK
BREWE KR, R &R A0 LR

FE4JBITE As. Pb. Cu . Ni .« Cr. Zn ) E/ BT 40, 3HER 12 B
EARBEHRSE WEBT “BM” %, R SE BRI EKE
R, bk 6 ME LB HEERERAUE LB R M. R, X TR EKER
AR TCEBESRER, FImEKER Pb. BibkO. KEBITKER Cu. £F
FE/KEERI Ni, BT EfEEEEE 40, HE “H%7 wREH.
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& 3-6 KETRYMEESRESRERRAL (£)

Tab.3-6 Ecological risk coefficients (Efi) of heavy metals in the reservoir sediments

KEZR As Cu Zn Cr Ni Pb Cd
TR K B 7.41 3.10 1.08 1.58 3.68 4.67 47.87
BHEKE 6.06 6.59 1.36 8.25 19.86 3.34 33.02
P REKE 6.31 3.01 1.55 0.65 2.08 7.00 82.98

FHUKE 3.70 497 1.20 1.50 3.91 2.90 44.68

R EE 6.43 4.07 0.98 1.66 4.48 4.58 41.49
#BEIE K R 8.92 5.16 1.59 1.26 3.51 7.77 70.21

FEdKE 11.07 8.42 1.13 1.66 5.00 10.15  60.64
BEAK 7K 12.11 21.41 1.93 3.11 9.19 1260  92.39

K BE 7.35 5.68 1.49 2.09 4.29 7.08 68.31

e g 7 6.47 4.99 0.87 1.54 3.56 6.05 31.58

FRFEAK BE 2.79 3.07 0.85 1.27 2.30 5.20 37.41
KEBITKE 6.81 18.98 1.69 4.43 12.45 2.72 62.69
BR LUKE 6.16 5.39 0.92 2.05 4.03 5.44 44.07

T EKEE 6.76 1.76 0.54 1.06 1.37 4.13 2251
IR B JA K R 10.60 10.78 1.32 3.25 7.80 4.59 58.32

= MAKEE 7.65 3.81 0.83 1.70 3.48 5.46 33.92

BITKE 5.71 3.07 0.71 1.42 2.72 4.25 32.83

it 7K EE 8.28 1.82 0.73 1.76 3.06 4.87 30.47
KM KE 9.53 234 0.80 1.50 420 1584 2813
HTFRKE 10.34 5.15 1.46 3.80 5.42 19.76 46.88

WEKE 11.38 475 1.33 1.78 4.99 28.16 46.88
HR 8K EE 7.17 3.27 0.64 1.53 3.03 3.90 47.00
+ =Rk E 6.61 3.70 0.59 1.56 3.46 434 52.16

PRERAKEE 10.21 4.41 0.66 1.69 4.44 4.23 40.87

FHEKEE 10.38 3.29 0.84 1.58 3.93 4.83 30.29

FHE 7.85 5.72 1.08 2.15 5.05 7.35 47.50

3.3.3 AT AR EEEL

W ERIERE S B EESHARIEIENTH R AXBREEETEGRBRTEN
SERE. BRE BdTHEAIKXKOARLEAMITER T ERER—H, HBER
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F3E KERYESRIT LA

ISR RS H R 7 &, BEEASNRIEREERRER T A 5 %, Bit
SIS R ER N E R R T — . HhRBIEEENEMREK BRI E S
B TS P AT 45 B S Cd>Pb>Zn>Cu>CroNi>As; E7E 475 KU 15 Bk i F
#HreE B R Cd>As>Pb>Cu>Ni>Cr>Zn, Cd BV RBRIERMIFN AiEP AR,
AE TR TR, 12 RE/KFE Cd REBREVERAU L, 1 BAPESY: 5E
B 16 BEKE Cd BTHEEY, 2 B “B” FR5%E. FEik, T Cd K
Hr, WRTEBRT 8, #RE TERRBITRY Cd M5 RBEANE.

BRI EIEM & RO R EERIAEST As. Zn TERIFN . #hBREHER
BH As TR RBUKE R EITE, THEESRRIEEIERE As IARMIGE.
SR 25 FE/KEER, 5 8 FE/KEE As S EBHERME, A As MEHREE 7H
ELBEPMFE T, B HETRE As TIT R BARRKER. Zn KIS REHRE
BE—MERMIE =, ERMTEPNYIRE, PMTERNENBER. AR
BEFEE, Zn MENREE/D, UH 1, TEHNEBEESKEERRD, 3%
Fik. FHit, WTFENREKETRYESBIGEZLIN, BEEASKE
e ENATE. .

3.4 KETMEESRETE S HIHHE

SR EE AR, HRXKE RFd. Wi, dbxi. K, R—xE
FFANETHEREAR, XHTFARKEFRRIGHASRAAZMEER, Bt
KR E & BaEmm ST E EAE S BT, MR- TTEEARIKER
PR EEREAR, RUHAROBEESKERE (B 3-3). 1) As BEH
BIEAESREREAE, L “BM” FRER, ARKEEZETLHEE. #hO.
B3, INHEAKE As SRS, RHTRBEKET, BRIEREBUY As0; B
KRR FKERBEY T (F¥5,2010). 2) Cu. Zn HIEEES R REAET
BEMKERBROKE. KEIT/KE, LREEKEFREMNTMILEER. T
BISNET REEE, 87 TTRS5EHEEKETRY CuisEHKE. 1 Cu. Zn
TV FER RS EE, FRTWIFREE Zn FSHHIKRE. 3) Cr. Ni 7EEHTHEK
FEFRMI R A FaREA B, HXE 42 BONETFEMTE, Cr 5 Ni
EEMUBEEE. 2&EKE Cr. Ni SE¥AERR, THRESEALE Cr.
Ni fF =B EAREX. P OKE Cr. Ni SEBHEE. 4 BiEEHKE
Pb #Eh%, X2EAMRE N/KEKS BFFRMINEE, T adE+ysiimRm
MIRF RS M8 TR AT RN 5 2 Pb R EZKYE (Singh and Turner,
2009). HFRO. EIWOKETRY Pb S EER T SHMANINE R, HIIE
BeEH B R KRB R XBE, KEAUEEERRESDE, NFIERES
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Fig.3-3 Ef' of heavy metals of reservoir sediments in Haihe River Basin
3.5 KESETHHAREERILE

ATXHUAKES £ THARTBHESBRESRENRRF, XA
IKEER B TUHARITARY R QRIS S BB AN ESREEL
AXBTEEEH 7 AR FHEE 3-4). FHREH: DHFAFEITRY Cd. Cu XK
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0 R RS 2 13

REBE T RERAY . Cd BN RER Cu i 6 £, Cd II¥5H R B
NEEELMEN. HRXKKELEY Cd TPEELR%E Y “h%” HE,
b FHEARA “IR7, SRRELKETE. XREERA R R

Cd BASLRNESRT, KERBY Cd BERAELE—SMEL L. Fim
W Cd MirERE R, RERFAMFELAHN CdABEBRAER, BER: —
FEBRENREERS, CdRERMY. £BAGHEMIAETY, TRRSF
WK . HRUREREE R, BT ESRENHEEELEER,
EIAES R R AN . SRS ERFERE™G 55%;  2) EHRRT
4 Cd. Pb. Cu. Ni WAESKKEE TKE, FiE RS KER K —F
IS HRI; 3) Cr. Zn IBMRREB /N, HAESKKRE L. FHARSKE
TR EBEER, BUKESFFEZE KIS RIRERL,; TWE Cr M Zn
HIFFAEIR LN, UL BI7ERE TR E T 075 R SRVE A58 AL AR .

300 W ORI
NS

250 S WA

200 + T

150

Cu Zn Cr Ni Pb Cd

3-4 KEFMATARYESREBEESRE (£) thi

Fig.3-4 Comparison of potential ecological risk(Ef) between the reservoir and river sediments.

3.6 /&

AR REKE R E NIRRT ES BRI RAIFIEHT T /b 4

T AR, BEIT TSR

D E€RBREETE, B 25 BRARKEFRY T, 7 HESRTEY
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-
BHEFHISKRE, B 8 B/KEIRYIN As. 10 BEKER Cu. 12 BEKEER Zn.
7 BEZKEEH) Cr. 5 BE/KEERT Ni. 11 EEZKFERT Pb. 22 BE/KEER Cd B T8 R1E,
Cd BRI E B Y E. T—EKE 7 MESBTEWABRF, KROKE 7
MELEHEBEIE, HP As. Cu. Zn. Pb. Cd §EHMIIE—, KBEHZKE
MW ESBAEERNEEKT. BRREAEKEESBETENZERREY
KTF 30% RPIIFMESRESMEKEREFBRRITEZRE.

2) FIFth BRIREGERBEE A S KRIERE, WKENPHEERITEEY
HoAT M . K E R 4 A OA CP>Zn>CuCr>Ni>As 5
Cd>As>Pb>Cu>Ni>Cr>Zn. BFIFM MG RE XY, Cd K5 EEL R, U
ISR BOEIEM & B 61, Cd 1) E/ FI9M(EH 47.50, BTHERESSR, H
T HOKE Cd 1 E/ fE>40. BhAR D, PO REFKE Cd 1Y E/ E& &, 2794 92.39.
82.98, ¥iAF “IR” fEEERE, WEE. HA. KRBT, BHOKE Cd 1 EMER
B #. TLE As. Pb. Cu « Ni . Cr. Zn Wy E/EP/NTF 40, BET “BM” I5
REg . SUFHMPNITERN, BEEERRREEEHTHET AAEERDN
EEY, R REAR KEES BT REREMNAEE. AR

3) KES L. TR E S REEESKRI LLAITERE, £ T
PRI Cd. Cu R REIE FARETRRY, JLHE Cd, KEFRRY Cd 1
TSR AR SR, WRUURYIN R, VSRBERTAKE. LI
FUTARY Pb. Ni AT R R T/KE, BB KET Rt — P HI5 R AR .
Cr. Zn AFRRLE L. FHRARSKERRYEE REEZR, Cr M Zn BITRHER
EBUN, HHEENRIEEARYE RRIE R AL
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Ba4E 7J<EE7J<!E%L'%‘,§J\1‘E

FA4ZE KEKBRRAHH
4.1 KK REERLSITHHFE

H T R BRI K R K R B B AL, SEH pH. DO ## ) A F F (EC).
chla (H4ZE a). NH4+N (HE). TN (B%). TP (&), COD (LEFH
B) IEFRATI AR S R K EE AR BT (R 4-1 ). MH SPSS19.0 i ES
FRS 3 h 1) B RE A Kolmogorov-Smimov #1356, ¥ & /KFftrfE v RETE, R
DR AEM, KRBRERRE, FKRERIIUIEE RFHEH AT 0.05, &
BEHURE, FEESTMEFLE.

FETRIR 25 BE/KFEIK A pH {EH 6.79~8.81, FIME 7.77, EFmE, R
BECH 7.16%, WEB /N ETR. TRIFUKER pH EE &, 77514 8.81. 8.69.

DO EESH WS TFERBEMREKY, REEKEBHFMENIH—MER. 25
REZKEE DO Wi BIRE X 3.69~14.35 mg/L, FHH 9.46 mg/L, 2557 FR %] 23.82%.
ER /K EE7K4E DO & B & AK.

EC 2 R MK Emth & B HTEr, 25 BE/KE EC {2 366~2407 us/m, “Fi
R 665 ps/m. FFEREN 63.93%, UBERFEAFRKE EC HEREK. M
/K EC & & o

Chla R CEERATHEERNEER, REEEMNEEFRUEENEER
trz—, TR E Chla, FEEKEYIREF S . 25 FEKE Chla FIREWREA
1.0~62.1 pg/L, F¥MEN 13.0 pg/L, BRRECH 122.88%, TR ERBE K.

NH,' N K PHESE (NH:-N) IBFEENH)BRFERNE. 25 B
JKEE NH, N B PR BRE R 025 mg/L, FEKER, X265 mgL, it
&V HKARUE, NHy N 255 RH0h 204.06%, LR EBIRK, RFHEMHREAKE
NH,"-N ZEAR R 7K FE (8] 1R 3R A T & =4 .

TN BRAFEMESTHEMEIENEE, BEEKEEYEANNEZLR
TE, ANESERN, SEBKPEYEMNTELN, HREBRE, FEKE
., HILEE IR, 25 BEKEE TN P REIRE A 4.52 mg/L, RHIFKV AR
(3 5-2, TR)I 2.26 15, B REREH 39.47%. Bm KR IBEKE, EF] 10.30 mg/L,
BRIV EFFHERT 5.15 1%, RIRKIEWAKERN 1.80mg/L, BT HRAKIVIFHE.

TP BRI FIAE BN EERGZ —, BEEEVMAERKNLF TR
BRI E, KAEDBRESERM, MERNREMEERER SEERNAE
K, HILEE TR, 25 FEKEE TP WP R BIRAE A 2.12 mg/L, RHFRKFH
FEV 2EKFRAERT 10 /5. REYR. FRE. K&E. RRHKE TP @id i R/KIV
e, HAKERKKESBEHRKV L.
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COD M T /KB R Y STy P2 . KPR R Y A5 E AT R
WY, ERETHY) EEE UL, . TEkh%. 25 EKE COD
IRBIREAR 10~78 mg/L, FHE 32 mg/L, BTFHFKVERHE. TREAK
57.46%, BREFE K. BARNTGKEKE,. THRKE, BTHRK I KRk,
BE+=RBKE, 2HhFRKVERAER 2 5.

F 41 TSR KK AR A

Tab.4-1 Values of the selected reservoirs water in Haihe River Basin.

7KEE pH DO EC Chla NH,*-N TN TP COD
B R 7K EE 8.31 7.07 544 1.0 0.05 4.70 1.00 35
8RR 7.58 8.64 474 1.3 0.06 4.60 0.15 10
K 6.79 9.54 424 1.7 0.19 5.60 3.14 15
KEBITKEE 7.42 7.97 594 2.0 0.17 3.90 5.00 32
MERIKEE 7.53 14.35 366 2.1 0.07 2.90 1.78 20
FHKEE 7.09 9.38 566 2.3 0.11 5.60 5.00 70
+=BEKE 7.72 8.16 520 2.5 0.28 2.90 2.35 78
Hedk 7K E 6.94 11.00 453 3.9 0.28 2.20 5.00 23
EROKE 7.71 10.64 544 4.4 0.06 4.00 4.45 47
EHKE 7.48 11.06 403 5.2 0.07 4.50 0.22 12
A LR K e 7.31 7.19 424 6.3 0.05 2.40 5.21 36
WK 7.83 7.66 623 6.6 2.65 10.30 0.39 15
BB 8.01 12.75 845 6.8 0.10 430 1.65 23
BEITKE 7.77 9.72 1437 6.9 0.03 2.30 2.09 68
E3hKE 8.38 8.30 586 8.1 0.07 1.80 0.14 17
BT 7K BE 7.61 9.13 555 8.4 0.27 4.70 1.77 37
Z&REKE 8.61 7.85 492 11.4 0.06 5.50 0.18 21
BT K B 7.68 11.74 399 16.4 0.05 7.10 3.87 56
B K 7.52 10.20 633 17.8 0.42 5.90 4.06 25
REHKE 8.47 8.58 691 18.3 0.54 5.20 0.20 17
Z MK EE 7.48 9.93 404 18.4 0.04 4.80 4.02 33
ERFEAK BE 7.14 3.69 586 22.1 0.35 3.80 2,15 59
HTRAKE 8.81 7.62 793 342 0.14 5.40 0.24 26
i K EE 8.39 12.25 2407 55.7 0.13 5.00 1.59 58
TR K B 8.69 12.06 851 62.1 0.09 3.60 0.39 17
e 7.77 9.46 665 13.0 0.25 4.52 2.24 34
rEE 0.56 2.26 425 16.0 0.52 1.78 1.84 20

ZREH% 7.16 23.82 63.93 122.88 204.06 39.47 82.16 59.01

¥E: EC IBSATR ns/m . Chla MBEAIA e/l HARIRERALIN me/L.
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F 4-2 GB3838-2002 it FI/KIME R BAREREARIN B AERE (%)

Tab. 4-2 Part limits of standard of surface water environment quality (mg/L)

mH 1% 13 HIES IV V3
pHE CLESD 6---9
WHEE > 7.5 6 5 3 2
HER(COD) < 15 15 20 30 40
HE (NH;-N) < 0.15 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.02 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

BB (AP <
#. EE 0.01 #. FE 0.025 #. FE 0.05 #. FE0.1 . 0.2

BE G, FELUNTH < 0.2 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

St 7 WK FRebr AT person ST, MKRBNE 43 Fim. WUEH,
oK RISk B B AOAESCE, TN I NH, -N BIAHX REUE 0.676, Chla Fl EC
HIFIEZ %K 0.603, Chla F pH E MRS 0.550, H@ILT 0.01 BEHK
SRS pH A TP HIAEX R %5-0.683, XET 0.01 K BFEHIAKF, RUFBHE
2R BESME. RTTHMIERZ BNEEEEMHEARR, TLREESES
AESERR, A e WER VRO AR TR S RLK R 7K BT 5 AR o

% 4-3 KIRIGHRABXIES T

Tab.4-3 Correlation analysis of water quality indicators

pH DO EC Chla NH,"-N N TP COD

pH 1
DO 0.029 1
EC 0.383 0.217 1

Chla 0.550** 0.182 0.603** 1

NH,-N -0.006 -0.227 -0.028 -0.063 1

TN 0.083 -0.073 -0.027 0.075 0.676** 1

TP -0.683** 0.006 -0.137 -0.287 -0.169 -0.258 1

COoD -0.079 -0.149 0.377 0.090 -0.183 -0.217 0.225 1

*P<0.05; **P<0.01
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4.2 IKEEK REEFM
4211 MtE SR

1B R R AT ST AT AR 25 R gL B K BEK AT SR S VR . IRIER 1Y
IKREAE, XRAHIEIATARMELL AL (R 4-4). F SPSS #AE4HI%F 8 M
EFREVRHIE AT R, IR IEE R T ETURRE M AN, B I E A
B} (R4, JLEH, B, B2, F3. B4 ERSNREEIKT 1, 55
A7 2425, 1952, 1.306. 1.037, FHERNTTERE N 83.978%. FUMLFH, w4
FERIr BEREN RIRR AR FT IR AR B, ATR A e AT gk
FEFK FORIBEAT G5BV

FF] SPSS K iH E AT (R 4-6). AILAFEH EC 1 Chla 725 1 ERAE
BEMEAT: pH. TP, COD % 2 TN BB mMNEM, HF TP MEH A fE,
R pH €5 2 TR EEHAAME: NHSN. TN EE =R ERREM;
DO 7E8 4 XD BB A

F 4-4 IKEEKREAERAELE

Tab.4-4 Standardized values of water quality of reservoirs

KELZR Zon Zpo Zgc Zew Znms N Zn Zrp Zcop
B B 7K 0968  -1.060  -0284  -0.751  -0.393 0.101  -0.674 0.050
T RHKE -0.343 -0.364 -0.449  -0.733 -0.374 0.045  -1.136  -1.196
P K -1.762 0.036  -0.566  -0.708  -0.122 0.605 0.488  -0.947
KEBITKE -0.630 -0.661 -0.166 -0.689 -0.161 -0.348 1.498 -0.100
RFEAKE -0.433 2.171 -0.703  -0.683  -0.355  -0.908  -0.251 -0.698
FHrKEE -1.223  -0.035 0232  -0.670  -0.277 0.605 1.498 1.794
+=BRKE -0.091 -0.577 0340  -0.658 0.052 -0.908 0.059 2.193
Bk Ok EE -1.492 0.684 -0.498 -0.570 0.052 -1.300 1.498 -0.548
FBEROKE -0.109 0.524  -0284  -0539 0374  -0.291 1.199 0.648
FE ok -0.522 0.710  -0.616  -0.489  -0355  -0.011  -1.098  -1.096
PR iR K B -0.828 -1.007 -0.566 -0.421 -0.393 -1.188 1.612 0.100
Rk EE 0.106 -0.799 -0.098 -0.402 4.639 3.240 -1.005 -0.947
BB KE 0.430 1.461 0.425 -0.389 -0.297 -0.123 -0.321 -0.548
BFKE -0.001 0.116 1.818 -0.383 -0.432 -1.244 -0.082 1.695
EAOKEE 1.094 -0.514 -0.185 -0.308 -0.355 -1.525 -1.141 -0.847
BEA K E -0.289  -0.146 0258  -0.289 0.033 0.101  -0.256 0.150
LR FEIKE 1.507  -0.714  -0406  -0.102  -0.374 0.549 -L119 -0.648
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F 3] R K PR -0.163 1.012 -0.625 0.210 -0.393 1.446 0.884 1.096
EKE -0.450 0329  -0.074 0.297 0.323 0.773 0.987  -0.449
FRMIPR K BE 1.256 -0.390 0.062 0.329 0.555 0.381 -1.109 -0.847
MK EE -0.522 0209  -0.613 0.335  -0.413 0.157 0.966  -0.050
ERREAK R -1.133 -2.561 -0.185 0.566 0.187 -0.404 -0.050 1.246
BT RKEE 1.866  -0.816 0.302 1.321 -0.219 0.493 -1.087  -0.399
Ut F K EE 1.112 1.239 4.101 2663  -0.238 0.269  -0.354 1.196
TR KR 1.651 1.154 0.439 3.063 -0.316 -0.516 -1.005 -0.847
F* 4-5 SR MFIEE
Tab. 4-5 Characteristic values of components
% R BEHE Y T HIE A
" BME  TTE (%) BEAEERE (%) FFHEE TERE (%) ZRTEE (%)
| 2.425 30.306 30.306 1.950 24.375 24.375
2 1.952 24.394 54.700 1.940 24.245 48.620
3 1.306 16.321 71.022 1.715 21.432 70.052
4 1.037 12.956 83.978 1.114 13.926 83.978
5 467 5.833 89.811
6 397 4.961 94.771
. 225 2.809 97.580
8 .194 2.420 100.000
#* 4-6 EFHFTER
Tab. 4-6 matrix of component loadings
RS
1 2 3 4
pH 0.480  -0.777  -0.032 -0.057
DO 0.177 0.062 -0.112 0.940
EC 0901  -0.028  -0.006 0.077
Chla 0777  -0320  0.013 0.167
NH;-N -0.065  -0.077  0.905 -0.143
TN 0.044 -0.061 0.915 0.032
TP -0.131 0.893  -0.121 0.100
COD 0.498 0.648 -0.175 -0.403
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4.2.2 FKEELZETM

AR ER D ER T E PR, ATUBHE 1. B2, B3, B4 ERTHE
R
F,=0.164Z,, +0.056Z +...+0.031Z,, +0.364Z,,
F,=—0388Z,,,+0.100Z,. +...+0.482Z,, +0.387Z,,
F,=-0.093Z,,, +0.029Z, +...+0.037Z,,-0.032Z,,
F,=-0.123Z ,, +0.851Z,, +..+0.141Z,,-0.370Z,,

U ERSFTETKE a v a,« a,~ a, WNE, BHEEFHERE:
F=a *F+a,*F +a,*F+a,*F,
WG AR, HHEB S NKERKRSERNEER S (R4-D.
FT4-1 KEKBREEINER

Tab.4-7 comprehensive evaluation results of reservoirs water quality

1 ERS BoESRS HIERS BLERS HSETH HEBS

e Aoy By B/ Ba B5 H2
i B K FE 3.692 0.232 0.201 0.848 1.117 1
K -0.309 -0.434 4.247 -0.457 0.666 2
B &K E 0.326 1.041 0.620 0.773 0.573 3
FHrKE 0.170 1.949 0.272 -0.328 0.527 4
B KEE -0.053 0.565 0.716 0.728 0.379 5
BFKE 1.267 0.713 -0.901 -0.629 0.201 6
EROKE -0.083 0.888 -0.345 0.318 0.165 7
ZMIKE -0.229 0.575 -0.063 0.452 0.133 8
K EE -1.119 0.594 0.439 0.648 0.056 9
BEAk K EE -0.907 1.037 -0.516 0.974 0.055 10
BB K -0.012 -0.342 -0.208 1.325 0.054 11
LAl 1.325 -1.570 -0.478 1.235 0.012 12
KEBITKE -0.497 0.855 -0.212 -0.337 -0.006 13
BE AT 7K PR -0.236 0.036 0.060 -0.208 -0.065 14
+=BKE 0.277 0.790 -0.598 -1.452 -0.071 15
WA -0.880 -0.127 -0.642 1.963 -0.109 16
ERAEIKRE 0.223 0.557 -0.132 -2.507 -0.188 17
PR LA 7K BE -0.628 0.884 -0.818 -0.722 -0.214 18
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FEMR K EE 0.030 -1.344 0.382 -0.287 -0.277 19
HTFRKE 0.759 -1.515 -0.010 -0.728 -0.286 20
THRKEE -0.970 -0.728 -0.179 0.872 -0.330 21
X BT -0.324 -0.776 -0.338 -1.186 -0.505 22
P RIEKEE -1.045 -0.924 -0.202 -0.045 -0.528 23
REEKE -0.267 -1.453 -0.096 -0.657 -0.530 24
K EE -0.511 -1.502 -1.199 -0.591 -0.828 25

HTEEFN B ame, HIKRERE™E: F08K, KRUEEF (£
Mg, 2000; FKEBE, 2014), AT H:

D KFCRIUALEE 5 SBKER: ME. BE. Q& T BEKE.
LRKEF, RRUKESR 2B, SREKEHREN=92Z—, MEEZEKITRE
KEFHLRENEEKE, —3HF 3 8, XPFEKEZKEEENRE, B
BRENBE, ZENTRE, KEASGHKE.

2) IKFCRAAL B AT BALRIKEER: EHR. FARE. K. Z&FE. Bk
FE. XAREKESNEENBTRAKER”, FHMEERRE. FE. ., %
PR RIK, [AE 2 b i N S R K R i .

3) EOKER “FIEAR” NEETREZ —, AEERKE. BELEKK
£%. BROKEKBFAESW, HLEIEE 760 KEAZSZ —FI/KEAR
BEFE PRI, I ERBEER LIRS BUK PR B T Rl E (S
KEEL5E, 2013).

4) NP ERPEFLLEH, L TFEMABAER O SR 0. @, BER.
KEBITKE, BEKREELEANS . MELWHER R 5 A7 FH 7 573K 5 30 1 BE K E
AR AL B X K FE K TR Rt o

43 KEEEFLITN

KRR FAEKEEK Fifgtns, %E DO. Chla. NH;*-N. TN. TP. COD % 6
ANEKEEEFRNET MK TERE, RIE X HER R Hde 5 A ot i i s
RUKPE AR EEFUAPM R ETeE, SERWFE 4-8 Fi: '

1) BAKRE, BRRBKEEEFWEERA™E. 25 BKER EI HEHA
31.72~56.83, “F¥ME 4645, BTEESF . BRTHKAE. EH. XE. ER. %
HIES 5 BEKERTESR, KA 20 BKEXNHEES, HPEE. MEKEDS
BIREEEES . 25 BE/KE ELENERRECH 13%, BREARD, R\BEFAHR
B AK FEEIREE R EERML, TREREAK.

2) KEEEFRUEKEES. X EEY. El 888K /UEKE,
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RERMMB/NGKE, £R1EKE. WEE. BH. 5E. aM. BEZFK
B, BT 0.22-5.8 12 m*2[8], FHEFM N 21812 m* El FEEHRARAT T REK
B, Be&GEKEARITENS, HAHRRITE. RE—T7HE2EERPIKE
BT KR, KIEARRBESER, ANERRAD, KEMKD, KEKEE
WHEER, KE-BHREEFNENEREESE RBEKEKBEER K
HIRAHEE SR, NERRE, KEMAR, KEEFEER. 5H—7H2XLE
KEKE R o8 2 EE MR AOKER, KIERETREFRY, REAEBHE
FILRMKERE T HURE, =EFRREREAN RN,

3) B KEHKEMEEFRMRABFESREM. TH. k0, FExO.
BEVE. BEEFE. KBVTSKE, ¥RMEMK EER T AR, EI 58
m, WAHBREFRURSE. BT KEEXE. BERWEIRTGFM Tl SIR5RIEE
A, KEFREE R —MRREMERE. ALFESBAESEFENERTE,
XEEFRTRELEZMEKEEEFMNNEEERRA.

F 4-8 AR AEKE E| ERREFRTER

Tab.4-8 El index and nutritional status levels of the selected reservoirs in Haihe River Basin

IKEEZFR El 8% ERREFR
R EKE 56.83 BEEF
HtE K R 56.51 BEEF
FOREAKEE 51.35 BER
= NKEE 50.90 BEF
BEi 7k FE 50.77 BERF
BRFEAK P 50.28 HEF
Ak DK 49.82 BEF
B K E 49.69 EEF
BEOKE 49.11 HEF
+=BEKE 48.64 EEF
F ARk EE 48.61 BEF
T AL 7K BE 47.83 BEF
BB K 47.80 BEF
KBITIKEE 47.64 EEF
P K e 46.45 ER
FRMAR K B 46.44 EEF
UR] L IRT K 45.93 BEF
HTRKE 45.53 BEF
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BITKEE 45.24 BEEF
SR 43.42 BEF
TR EKE 39.37 TEFF
EtRAKE 38.36 TE S
B B 7K BE 38.27 rh gk
EIBKEE 34.79 FEIF
R KE 31.72 FEF
i 46.45 HEF
FRHEE 6.04
TR EH% 13

44 KESE L TETREEFLHRE

BEAEZEAFEGSREAEE, Bit B\ A7EEER R RRNEEFK
FERAK. KEWNFEE—ERE LTHRTX—ESE, F58 LHmR. KE.
TUHRRZ B EEFUHIN T ERUIFE. H THBKESE FTRTREESRF
WAFERI R, M 25 DNKEERE R, 38 AMAITAE U, JEEE & S8/ i it .
IKEE. TUHMREI S, 3EH 16 FRKE RN b TR &, KESH
b FURES EL TR 8], AR TR (B 4-1),

6 - g " &g 1.

a) o b) ‘ c)

30 :;:;;ﬁ 30 ¥ 30 TR

-10 0 10 -10 _op N 10 | -10 10
G5 —e— LR -} mg o O
e FE A K S e T k7K |
e T | EROAE —e— BEXE
p— 3 —— JE K E P =-1-%, N - J— 3]
e 455 K E P— 118 e TERFKE

E 4-1 BB BUKES H ETHESTR El I58Thish
Fig.4-1 El index trends of selected upstream rivers, reservoirs, downstream rivers in Haihe
River Basin

T AR ROIKE EFEAGR, AEEGMSAKETHEAR, A ER R AKE.
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ALLE Y, KESHE LRI EL RS 6, FAEZFIERFE. B L
WREIKEE, BB THRES, ELRESAENG “V B8, “RIGERRE". “@E vV
B2, VR f B VALY B, KEE B FIERI E] SRR I — B,
AR SR F S o T I B S S

1) “V B “eRERED” R (Bl 4-1a) 5b)). E. BFE. BRE.
FHEKEE, KEEH ELIREOYHE B, THRRZED, Bx “v 27, ZIUREKE
R AR B . F KR ISR, BAPI T /KR L P8RV K E R R E T
fKIEH, R AKILE RS TR AR MK N S & A KR, FRKER
e kR —, FEERESVKENEEHRT S THKERRETH
KR, xHFEEMKIFEROKE, KEEBRBHBE ™K, SRFETAR LR
IKEEFT RIS R —. BBk ERSMAEFRE, B 2009 4 12 ALK, K
FFH R CMRLT . O RFKEMRZE I LMAEFRE, BREENE2 T2 A,
BEAEFFE TR, THKER 22m @2 TR E BT iRk, HEMNE Rk
SHIM R, oKk LSRR, AR T AR ENER. BETHR. FAFRK
BESATH AR EH, KERDREE 16km KOBHPW, PribdpEss@Eale A
Hvsg. BIRREREXTRPOKIEKER. BREVKESEEFLER T HRIEM.

M. ER. [ REA. FERUKE, ELTEBMKE LFRREKE, &
FKE T MK SR . TR, KMEKEZEENRAKER, Z3K&RPHE
ML Bk “v B KERML. ME. REWKEE LRSS, STRER EFRT
b, REKEARBEEFUEERS, FHMENETKE, FGEMEE
FTIKPE & B FRAL AR o

2) “f8l v AR, B 4-1 ¢). KEIT. kRO, ®KO. BE. JEE. B
. NEEKE ELfe g E B FURRmEDN, BR “f v7 B BE. KE
7T BFK DK B 5B e i — AN S R R R st =2 /K T AR IR E . AR FRIEBON Y
LZEFARMAELRBESHEEENETE, WKENEEFLEEERTM. £
BEFRRATRIN, EEKEL 50%-60%HK/KHEEAAMNEE, B 100 £ ERSE
FEHE, BERKELLT, EAEH, KEFEFTREHFKLER, 5KER
HNKEEH . K ZIyT/KEFTAERIT T E AUk b X 88 — Kk K FRFE R H, 2011
EEBRKAFTE 35 i, KETKESMALLFEDE 20 RF, KEHLE
M%E 21000 R LAk, faZE, AREERARED 4m £ E, KI LERFERSE
. WFR OKEL—EKELME 60000 NMFE, FFK&FHEFRE. 2013 £4
FRREZE, KEFEEELE.

I A A 2 KR E e BT R BT BRI kA, IBHEKEEAKEE S, ¥
BKIBF R, T KB A E, MBI T KEEEFML (B4, 2001).
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PR FELYRT K BEAE F R AT R HE AN B, S X R R AR A= A AR YV K R B R
WK ES R N BB E B SRR AT G2 R B .l B K B R 3 B iERm
WED ElfefEE s, CHEEEREEERN, HMEEAK, RPEFBFREIL
#H, EEFNENERE. ERFRYT, ROKEEERIE S, mhALH
REH, HAROKEMKREBEEFRULER (FE%, 2012, 5EHARERE
—EEF. WRRNEREREZ, SMHOKERFNZWRIE, 0EXENEEFRLIT
MERE—ENEmW (ZREARIETE, 2014).

“B V7 BOKEBN T BRI, RUERRIEKE S B SR E i N
BHNTE. EERBANERO. KEIT. BEMSKER “SHENE”. “5lEA
B” TREZERKE], KEKEFRBEXRRIIRE, BlLEHHTHkze.
KB KEMEFEREMKEEERNEERRZ — ATHRRERL S5
BIREHE A, T5H GIERZ, 20100, RKi# (IEEZ, 1998) HLKES
HOMEYE . BFEAIRIET, W DAIBIR RN AR R g 3 0 0 46 57 5 202 S KK T
W, WoriEfA. MaSEatar. #e. #aUKEhFIEYNE,
XKL, EEE SRR BIBRER (IR 44, 2002; XIKFEME
AN, 2001

4.5 INGS

AN BEARYE W I R B R K PR K FCRAE B , X K K R AT 458 A AR AR
HXEEEFRUWROET, FHUTE®R.

DD EAREKEKET R, BEERTEEELESBR. 25 BKE TN F
PRERE R 452mg/L, RHFAKVEIRAER 226 12, TP FHRERE N
2.12mg/L, RHRKFME. FEVEKIFER 10 5.

2) B ERS S TE R EOK K BT &, SRR EAM
SFEL/NE R B K R K TR LA RS B 22, PR NS K PO B B2 K YU K P 7K BOIR vt A ot
B, #AKIEH KK AR SR . BT 87K PE 7K 5 b T 37 3 3 A X 7K
AR EZE.

3) BANEEEREEEHA PSR RIBKEEEFRLRI . &RERH,
WK EEEFRNEE SR N ™E. 25 BE/KER B FH1E 4645, BT &
B, HEHFH 25 BKES, H20BKERBTEERL. KETEFRILSKE
. ThEEXREY). EAMMNB/NIKE, EEFNERERE. B2 KEMK
ENEEFRUEERNTE.

HUWBKESHE, THAREEFRUER, SRKH, N EHFRTEIKE,
BRI THMA, BTSN EMH “V B7O“E/ vV B, “RIKBRED” =Fias,
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“VPRUKEE X ERKIRMOKE, “f vV B KERSAER R, KE AR
WA FRIE R TE K e B B TR EE R “RUGEIREL” KRN 24, 7K
EREEE U E.
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E GRE5RE

HLHE HZitERE
5.1 &1t
A 3CIE T X R R 25 JE #L B K FEVTRR Y E & J@ MUK s br 0 TR 5%, 15 3|
AT 4518

D NBYEESRTN AT, Bk 25 BEaRKERBRYF, 7 7 BKE
B As. 8 BE/KFER Cu. 12 JBE/KERY Zn. 7 BEKEER Cr. 5 BE/KPER Niv 11 BEK
FER) Pb. 22 FEKER) Cd B THRME, Cd EFMIZEALE. FIAthER
FEEE B A SR IRBUE TN KETN Y ES BISRER. WWNERS AN
Cd>Pb>Zn>Cu>Cr>Ni>As 5 Cd>As>Pb>Cu>Ni>Cr>Zn. B FEM 5 ER 4 REE
B, Cd MVsRELEme, Cd 1 E FHEN 4750, BTHEREESR, BEF
BOKFE CAd e EPHFRFFER LU L BARO, T RFEKEIRY Cd & E “58”7
fEEFEE . JLE As. Pb. Cu. Ni. Cr. Zn B TEMIS SR,

20 KRN T . EIRBUKEKERE . BEERTEEEL®EIR. 25
BEJKFE TN ¥R BIRE N 4.52mg/L, ZHRKV EFRAER 2.26 & TP FHR
BIRE R 2.12mg/L, RHRKPH. FEVIOKFRHER 10 . BHERDDHE
KK FHATERE VAN, SR RHERARRE DN EKEK TR E, E
BRI E BRI /K BEK FABX 3L 8F, 3849 KB UK BEAK AR R . SR
17K PE 7K TR T S A X K AR 2 . 18 A X B R R R B Fe 2 A RPN
BRREKEEEFIRR. SRR, BaREKEEEFIER BB A™
H. 25 BEKEER Bl Fi9{E 4645, BTEEFR. A 20 BKEBTEERNK. &
BHFBNIKE, EEFUEERS. MoKERKENEEFRUREER ™
#.

3) KESE. FHERA AN . L. FHERIEY Cd. Cu R REH
BTKEE, MRTURY Cd B E/ TR “38” BREL. EIFRRIERY Pb.
Ni FAESKBEEETKE. Cr. Zn AERRE L. TR S KERRDESE
BEER. N\ LIFMTREKE, BE TR, EIEHESHERDE “V B7, “fF
VRV CURUGERIREL =FaE. V7 RUKEE EER/KERUKE, “f# v R K
FEER A AR ARSIk, KB KERNEFREEEBKEE BRI EBERRA., “&
PIRREL” KRB 24, KERRIEEEFLBEATE.

52 RBE

2R3 R A S B K TR E R SR S B K BUR LA L T AR PR
FHELTAL.

45



[N T VA0S

D BFHRKEKR, HROKERES, AN ARIRE, KEKRE.
TR AR EL R . T REKE, EFENFRAMB. FIOKERSD
T —UCRFESEE, SRZ RS EREEEE. Rk, X i B K A (] R A
B LM ERES S, RS BEHATEMRN—NTHE.

2) KEL. FUMRE RART — MR, BRLEKEL, TR AAA
2. SFAT EHFRRRAKESHREEFUNRER, TN IZIERESHE
EnEAn .

3) ASCHFFUKEERFRE, R RE T iURPAK R I H . K10, KE
R—ATEMESRSE, ENEEFHED. KESY. EFMNIE. JKEE
SRENGETH, RYEHAN—ITER.

46



2% JCHR

S 30k

Sy, ASE, B, B BRXOKERFEY S AIFERLEEFANT
[J]. 7KeEBEUERI2E, 2013, 31(3): 120-123.

PRGIE. RS S BT TE AR KK R K B B A 0 A 5P N A D). (e TR
HH% 2011 (9): 249-255.

BRFITH, PMREF, & EH. BREREKESIIEES XHAM]. db: BHEEHRA,
2012.

BRER, WU, Tyl SOl EDKIRE R A K EEFUIENT]. TER
23R, 2011, 27(3): 421-424.

BRigRE, KR, ks, 5. BN 3 BRALKKETRYESES RFFED]. M
AR, 2012, 23(5): 1254-1262.

HES, XIB¥, ErR, % LPNRYESREEEFITES AT EPNT]. ¥
AR, 2012, 24(1): 59-66..

HIFFF, B, ET PCA MTHKEEEFRUETFHNI. KHRESKIES
R, 2013, 24(2): 212-214.

TR, Kk, BRatE. ARES SN RKREXRRMF[I]. BRI
J&, 2004, 19(3%): 102-107.

BRZ, G8E4, TR BT 2 gk MK bR e 500 &K 7K FEm
R[], HERIFEEAR, 2014, 34(2): 473-480.

HEX, BEF. EUREERMELEER® S DBEZI]. ATRERAR, 1999,
12(5): 43-44.

BAE AR, IR, BFERH, F. SMNKERBINRYES R RFERES KT
M), BRI, 2011, 24(8): 949-957.

TN HE, A3&. SPSS Zit TR ERIEM]. JbR: ARMEFEH AR, 2010.
LR, KEKFEKFERESTEKRERR: (M2, FuM: #r
LK, 2009.

SR, BEE. MREEFRMIBEMEM]. b T ERERE B, 1990.
FER. A KRR VP S TR 53 (B 25 A0 10 30). Aedb s K=, 2013,
BRHE, RIRF. PR OKEKRBUERB ] KB 5 TR, 2014 4):
79-81.

ZE i, A AFFEM]. R BEEE R, 2000.

B2, B, RER, F. SUEE ERS SITETE B E KT 8N A
[J]. #ERIZKF, 2007 (3): 40-43.

47



[N T e DA 759

2. RS TR B S A TP AR K B T BB S R (7). R,
1987, 7(3): 228-233.

ZEE, FEE. THKESEFUWEREAED]. KFKBEEA, 2001, 32(8):
61-63.

VK, EEH, HE. EEFRNTININEREFRICE EHEHAKXD]. FER
2R, 2010 (3): 664-672.

XUFERR X R . F R T R R R OK R GRE PR TP RS A (], K R ARFRRE A,
2006, 13(3): 124-125.

K F, BN, FEHRKERE RS K FURERE D). KILRERESH
1%, 2001, 10(4): 360-364.

XUEERE, B, BIT BRI SRR R 2 3T, KITREET IR 5 3R, 1999,
8(3): 312-319.

XN, BERAKEEEFRL[T]. BRI, 1977 (5): 22-25.

XIEAR, T, BRiofr, . oK T 5 N &E i XA EERNER
[7]. AR, 2010, 30(10): 2774-2783.

X, BEEAL, 1RIE, & B KENBEEFALIVRSITI]. #mEE, 2002,
4.

Xk, 100G, B, & B KERRYSTERBTERESMHAD]. FER
% D #8, 2006, 35(A01): 288-295.

X|&E, KR, REE, F. EBIIRYPES RS REFEREES KR LT
R, 2014, 23(7): 1181-1186.

&0, P, BERE % RKEEEFRUBAMTEHEE—-R &
HeAKxt e 7K e 8 8 SRR R 2 = [3]. KB IELRY, 2001, 3: 007.

%, 24 EEFNUKERESEENRRESTRE —FHAERE A
HIEHINFBUK FE NS B /K AR [0]. SRR3R, 2002, 22(6): 732-737.

WREHE, Mg, MEEX EEFRUKARIITFMEPHES KD HERESH
A, 2012 (S1): 402-405.

FBEF. PUNEBRASK A SSKEEEFRILRED]. HhERZE, 1986, 6(2):
162-163.

EBEN, wED, BAOH, £ KRB ARARABRERGIFRYDES B E R
BEAS KT [I]. BRI, 2014, 35(1): 186-193.

FI%, XK. LURUFHEYI VP WK S R R EE D). KEEY ¥R,
1988, 12(1): 13-26.

TRAZ, ERE, XFH, & AEKEHIRE I NEEFRLNBAERRI). &

48



S

P58, 1989, 20(4): 365-374.

FBUE, Erd HEEEFUZWMRAESNI]. BIAEE, 1999, 11(2): 184-188.

T, ZER, KES, ¥ FaKEARYWTHESRETES M EESHRIL

HEITE K FZR(BARIFER), 2013 (3): 59-67.

#iA5R, LK, B, % KM EEBFRLSEREKESEMKAKEN—R

F 535K [J]. HbERRIE R, 2007, 22(9): 896-906.

ik, ERW. RIGRZFWHEPKER (1956-1975 4) MEEFLEED].

KA F ST, 1980, 7(1): 1-17.

BAREKR, BEFH, BXE, % J6EF TR RR M XK iE T B0 5 8 E R

FEMT[I]. FREERLZ 2012, 33(2): 352-358.

HER. BT KEKMNBYPHNESRET]. KE%HE, 1992, 3(4): 288-294.

B, B, BAMW, % pUNHX K ROKEE EFRAR KW E F 75

). KA IR SHEE, 2014, 23(11): 1566.

POELL, K, R, . BT E IS B RIEK U TR D). R

B2, 2011, 30(6): 1193-1199.

T, s, WS, & T AKEKEEEFRUSEFHEY S AFIED]. B

R, 2013, 25(5): 749-755.

EI M, Eide, THEW, % B SEX TIREMES RS L IREEED). N

A2, 2005, 16(2): 328-332.

FH, R, R SR OKEKFEES T EMAI). KE%E5TEER,

2012 (6): 23-27.

TR, WHEF, BE, F ZRAEU SN B AEKARAKBFIES ). 75

THE24R, 2013, 7(11): 4281-4289.

T, BRAE. ERKEEEFRUREBERELCEREZWMEZT]. £E5FK,

2013, 33(3): 1011-1017.

I, TR, XM, % BERE, BE, FEREKBRCERRT). HER

¥ 5H K, 2010, 33(7): 90-97

FEBR.ARAKRGE N Z ERS T A D] BEK T 5EHE, 2000, 313):

49-52.

FRAR, 5KF, WEE, & SEVEX TESHYTESBRSSTI. NAL
AR, 2005, 16(12): 2418-2422.

Ei% AREHSFERPRYES BWEW: B3 bl PERE

BT K%, 2014.

XE, PEE, BARF, % TRH/KEESXRMHERFE, BErmaEs sy A

49



_ PRI 183
T[T, K EREFWFF, 2006, 12(6): 65-67.
SCHRAE. KBTI E Z R RERBEM R[] B, 1993, 12(5): 334-341.
R, AR, XUEWHE, %. LK RITRYES)E 2 AR IE 75 R [T].
HERIE 5H R, 2014, 37(6N): 268-273.

Bk, sk RE, M, & BRSeE SRR ENEEED]. T E
BERKEZR (BRBER), 2006,36:33-38

el B KEEEFRNEHRIARI]. AEESTRERE, 1988, 5: 004.

Bk, Whia A, A, % FHOKEEEFRMIFN TR A ER ] KBHIE
Bk TRE2R, 2014, 25(1): 1-6.

eI, B, HEX, % RS ERS st R K s ST iR
). B KZEERE BRIEEMR), 2005, 30(8): 732-735.

G, . MR ESF-ESRBBEBWLEINT MR £FMEER, 2010,
19(7): 1724-1731.

Ik3F, MK, BEE FUWKERBVIRYES BTG RHERESRE T
AR, 2013, 24(9): 2625-2630.

kEZ, FER, REF, F. EHRS 0TS E KK R A B R [7].36
BRI 5K, 2014, 37(4): 181-184.

TR, TAREBARAOKENRYERRESBHA: [MLIL¥AR3). T MH:
B K, 2010.

SRR, BRERR, BT, & BHUKEFRYE IR RESRE 507G R
I, BRI, 2012, 33(4): 1167-1175.

KR SREXRKTHEEFANKER: B2 ] bE: £RITE
K2, 2011.

SROLRR, BT, HEY, . MIEREVESBRIESLEREEHEE
[J]. HhIE 23R, 1983, 38(1): 55-63.

s, skiut, PR, dLIEFELR YK ETURYIE £ B 15 RAF MR [J]. 2012,
33(12): 4284-4290.

TKERdL, 2l KE, B ARHSREREEEFRUEHERTFRHEXDHI
HIERIE 5 HAR, 2010, 33(7): 125-133.

HF, #HRAE, &R ROCGRBIED T EE&RBEYHE R MBRE,
2003, 15(4): 319-324.

PREAE. SIREEX KA E BRI (A8 0], &ER: 19)11K%, 2004.
BE, B, XK, . BT Eugvt 28 RBFNNs 8K BN 5. 3
BRI 2R, 2007, 27(5): 846-853.

50



) 22 3K

RER. WG/ DEKEKA MRS TR = 2 R EVIERT A (A%
AR 3] =R, 2013.

KA. BEREBARNIE IR RO EE SR [0, bR $
B AR AR, 2011.

KRR, A, BUER. IR TERVIRY T ES BT RHRES ] HER
%, 2007, 28(7): 1584-1589.

Aizaki M. Application of modified Carlson's trophic state index to Japanese lakes and

its relationships to other parameters related to trophic state (in Japanese with English
summary){J]. Res Rep Natl Inst Environ Stud Jpn, 1981, 23: 13-31.

Arnason J G Fletcher B A. A 40 + year record of Cd, Hg, Pb, and U deposition in
sediments of Patroon Reservoir, Albany County, NY, USA. Environmental Pollution,
2003, 123: 383-391

Badillo-Camacho J, Reynaga-Delgado E, Barcelo-Quintal I, et al. Water Quality
Assessment of a Tropical Mexican Lake Using Multivariate Statistical Techniques[J].
Journal of Environmental Protection, 2015, 6(03): 215.

Bartsch A F. Accelerated eutrophication of lakes in the United States: ecological
response to human activities[J]. Environmental Pollution, 1970, 1(2): 133-140.

Beeton A M. eutrophication of the St.lawrence great lakes[J]. Limnology and
Oceanography, 1965, 10(2): 240-254.

Bertine K K, Mendeck M F. Industrialization of New Haven, Conn., as recorded in
reservoir sediments[J]. Environmental Science & Technology, 1978, 12(2): 201-207.
Bibi M H, Ahmed F, Ishiga H. Assessment of metal concentrations in lake sediments of
southwest Japan based on sediment quality guidelines. Environmental Geology, 2007,
52: 625-639

Birch G, Taylor S. Source of heavy metals in sediments of the Port Jackson estuary,
Australia[J]. Science of the Total Environment, 1999, 227(2): 123-138.

Carlson R E. A trophic state index for lakes1[J]. Limnology and oceanography, 1977,
22(2): 361-369.

Chen CW, Kao CM, Chen CF, et al. Distribution and accumulation of heavy metals in
the sediments of Kaohsiung Harbor, Taiwan. Chemosphere, 2007, 66: 1431-1440
Coggins A J, Tuckwell K D, Byrne R E. An investigation of the heavy metal content of
the water and sediments in a reservoir supplying drinking water to a major mining
center[J]. Environmental Science & Technology, 1979, 13(10): 1281-1285.

Davis C C. Evidence for the eutrophication of Lake Erie from phytoplankton

51



[N U e A7

records[J}. Limnology and Oceanography, 1964, 9(3): 275-283.
Dawdy D R, Feth J H. Applications of factor analysis in study of chemistry of

groundwater quality, Mojave River Valley, California[J]. Water Resources Research,
1967, 3(2): 505-510.

Fitchko J, Hutchinson T C. A comparative study of heavy metal concentrations in river
mouth sediments around the Great Lakes[J]. Journal of Great Lakes Research, 1975,
1(1): 46-78.

Gelin C. Nutrients, biomass and primary productivity of nannoplankton in eutrophic
Lake Vombsjon, Sweden[J]. Oikos, 1975: 121-139.

Hakanson L. An ecological risk index for aquatic pollution control, a sedimentological
approach. Water Research, 1980, 14: 975-1001

Hammer U T, Walker K F, Williams W D. Derivation of daily phytoplankton
production estimates from short-term experiments in some shallow, eutrophic
Australian saline lakes[J]. Marine and Freshwater Research, 1973, 24(3): 259-266.
Hartmann J, Ntmann W. Percids of Lake Constance, a lake undergoing
eutrophication[J]. Journal of the Fisheries Board of Canada, 1977, 34(10): 1670-1677.
Hiller E, Jurkovi CL, Sutriepka M. Metals in the surface sediments of selected water
reservoirs, Slovakia. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 2010,
84: 635-640

Iksandar I K, Keeney D R. Concentration of heavy metals in sediment cores from
selected Wisconsin lakes[J]. Environmental Science & Technology, 1974, 8(2):
165-170.

Jacobs H L, Gabrielson I N, Horton R K, et al. Water Quality Criteria-Stream vs.
Effluent Standards[J]. Journal (Water Pollution Control Federation), 1965: 292-315.
Kucuksezgin F. Multivariate analysis of water quality parameters in Izmir -Bay, Eastern
Aegean[J]. Toxicological & Environmental Chemistry, 1996, 55(1-4): 135-144.

Lin C, He M, Zhou Y, et al. Distribution and contamination assessment of heavy metals
in sediment of the Second Songhua River, China[J]. Environmental monitoring and
assessment, 2008, 137(1-3): 329-342.

Liu C, Xu J, Liu C, et al. Heavy metals in the surface sediments in Lanzhou Reach of
Yellow River, China[J]. Bulletin of environmental contamination and toxicology, 2009,
82(1): 26-30.

Liu J, Li Y, Zhang B, et al. Ecological risk of heavy metals in sediments of the Luan
River source water[J]. Ecotoxicology, 2009, 18(6): 748-758

52




225 3Lk

Li R Y, Hao Y, Zhi-Gao Z, et al. Fractionation of heavy metals in sediments from
Dianchi Lake, China[J]. Pedosphere, 2007, 17(2): 265-272

Li X, Wai O WH, Li Y S, et al. Heavy metal distribution in sediment profiles of the
Pearl River estuary, South China[J]. Applied Geochemistry, 2000, 15(5): 567-581.

Liu J, Li Y, Zhang B, et al. Ecological risk of heavy metals in sediments of the Luan
River source water[J]. Ecotoxicology, 2009, 18(6): 748-758.

Loser C, Zehnsdorf A, Hoffmann P, et al. Remediation of heavy metal polluted
sediment by suspension and solid-bed leaching: estimate of metal removal
efficiency[J]. Chemosphere, 2007, 66(9): 1699-1705.

Loska K, Wiechufa D. Application of principal component analysis for the estimation
of source of heavy metal contamination in surface sediments from the Rybnik
Reservoir[J]. Chemosphere, 2003, 51(8): 723-733.

Luo W, Lu Y, Zhang Y, et al. Watershed-scale assessment of arsenic and metal
contamination in the surface soils surrounding Miyun Reservoir, Beijing, China.
Journal of Environmental Management, 2010, 91: 2599-2607

Maanan M, Saddik M, Maanan M, et al. Environmental and ecological risk assessment
of heavy metals in sediments of Nador lagoon, Morocco[J]. Ecological Indicators,
2015, 48: 616-626.

Imteaz M A. Modelllling of lake eutrophication including artificial mixing and effects
of bubbling operations on algal bloom, Ph.D. Thesis, Saitama University, Japan (1997)
Mahloch J L. Multivariate techniques for water quality analysis[J]. Journal of the
Environmental Engineering Division, 1974, 100(5): 1119-1132.

Mucha A P, Vasconcelos M, Bordalo AA. Macrobenthic community in the Douro
estuary: relations with trace metals and natural sediment characteristics. Environmental
Pollution, 2003, 121: 169-180

Muiier G. Index of geoaccumulation in sediments of the Rhine River[J]. Geojoural,
1979, 2: 108.

Mulligan C N, Yong R N, Gibbs B F. Heavy metal removal from sediments by
biosurfactants[J]. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 2001, 85(1): 111-125.

Oglesby R T, Edmondson W T. Control of eutrophication[J]. Journal (Water Pollution
Control Federation), 1966: 1452-1460.

Oketola A A, Adekolurejo S M, Osibanjo O. Water Quality Assessment of River Ogun
Using Multivariate Statistical Techniques[J]. 2013.

Okino T, Kato K. Lake Suwa—eutrophication and its partial recent recovery[J].

53



P R A A 27 1R 3

GeoJournal, 1987, 14(3): 373-375.

Oliver B G Heavy metal levels of Ottawa and Rideau River sediments[J].
Environmental Science & Technology, 1973, 7(2): 135-137.

Owen R B, Sandhu N. Heavy metal accumulation and anthropogenic impacts on Tolo
Harbour, Hong Kong[J]. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 2000, 40(2): 174-180.

Pardo R, Barrado E, Lourdes P, et al. Determination and speciation of heavy metals in
sediments of the Pisuerga River[J]. Water Research, 1990, 24(3): 373-379.

Pekey H, Karakas D, Ayberk S, et al. Ecological risk assessment using trace elements

from surface sediments of Izmit Bay (Northeastern Marmara Sea) Turkey[J]. Marine
Pollution Bulletin, 2004, 48(9): 946-953.

Reisenhofer E, Adami G, Barbieri P. Using chemical and physical parameters to define
the quality of Kkarstic freshwaters (Timavo River, North-Eastern Italy): A chemometric
approach[J]. Water Research, 1998, 32(4): 1193-1203.

Schelske C L, Stoermer E F. Phosphorus, silica, and eutrophication of Lake
Michigan[R]. Michigan Univ., Ann Arbor. Great Lakes Research Div., 1970.

Sheela A M, Letha J, Joseph S, et al. Trophic state index of a lake system using IRS
(P6-LISS III) satellite imagery[J]. Environmental monitoring and assessment, 2011,
177(1-4): 575-592

Singh K P, Malik A, Mohan D, et al. Multivariate statistical techniques for the
evaluation of spatial and temporal variations in water quality of Gomti River
(India)—a case study[J]. Water research, 2004, 38(18): 3980-3992.

Singh N, Turner A. Trace metals in antifouling paint particles and their heterogeneous
contamination of coastal sediment. Marine Pollution Bulletin, 2009, 58: 559-564
Sundaray S K, Nayak B B, Lin S, et al. Geochemical speciation and risk assessment of
heavy metals in the river estuarine sediments—a case study: Mahanadi basin, India[J].
Journal of Hazardous Materials, 2011, 186(2): 1837-1846.

Thomas R L. The distribution of mercury in the sediments of Lake Ontario[J].
Canadian Journal of Earth Sciences, 1972, 9(6): 636-651.

Thiemann S, Kaufmann H. Determination of chlorophyll content and trophic state of
lakes using field spectrometer and IRS-1C satellite data in the Mecklenburg Lake
District, Germany[J]. Remote Sensing of Environment, 2000, 73(2): 227-235.

Varol M. Assessment of heavy metal contamination in sediments of the Tigris River
(Turkey) using pollution indices and multivariate statistical techniques[J]. Journal of
Hazardous Materials, 2011, 195: 355-364.

54



S5 3wk

Varol M, Gokot B, Bekleyen A, et al. Water quality assessment and apportionment of
pollution sources of Tigris River (Turkey) using multivariate statistical techniques—a
case study[J]. River research and applications, 2012, 28(9): 1428-1438.

Wang C, Liu S, Zhao Q, et al. Spatial variation and contamination assessment of heavy
metals in sediments in the Manwan Reservoir, Lancang River[J]. Ecotoxicology and
environmental safety, 2012, 82: 32-39.

Wang J J, Bao J G, Li L Q. Sources of Heavy Metal Pollutions in Sediments of Lake
Donghu and Their Relationship with Anthropogenic Activities [J][J]. Environmental
Science & Technology, 2010, 4: 022.

Xiao R, Bai J, Gao H, et al. Distribution and contamination assessment of heavy metals
in water and soils from the college town in the Pearl River Delta, China.
CLEAN - Soil, Air, Water, 2012, 40: 1167-1173

Yan J P, Yong H E, Huang H. Characteristics of heavy metals and their evaluation in
sediments from middle and lower reaches of the Huaihe river[J]. Journal of China
University of Mining and Technology, 2007, 17(3): 414-417.

Zhang W, Feng H, Chang J, et al. Heavy metal contamination in surface sediments of
Yangtze River intertidal zone: an assessment from different indexes[J]. Environmental
Pollution, 2009, 157(5): 1533-1543.

55



I DU AN R A 2%



]
B

FEAFEE, HIREFARAELENES R, HEMt 3 FEIEE, RIGOLF
FRIE TR BB, EXE, RENEX=ZFENFIEFEESTHIL.
BRI ANRE R R E LRV .

HARERSERNSMEZHER, RS TRBEHRENI &, BRI
TREFIRTT. EZIMERME, REEE, WEEFRURBRN. EZIHTT
PRE, EERMOBE AFRMNEZSK, ERR. BARVFENRARLAE
FFAK, EEZIIHERBFEERN, BE. BENFALTEEE, HNE~E
THRZIZEW, HREREIRLE.

R, REZWPRKSHEFNSINADREZIN. HZINERE N, ERNEH
TTiE, BEETEW, KFLTR¥IRWEHINES, TIEEREA. AL,
EHRTHZIMPHE, LEBIRK. DZMTRTHEER, EREZE K,
L, 2T, ik, BAIRIUERE, FAREE, otiEdR, BER B
BRI, EARRENZIMFSME. HZIME TR, ZSHEXLES
i, RE—ANRIIRA.

WX EERTEINSRAE. & SREIELE T B b A SIS
FL, S EFSEUF AARTIF T TR E, FHBRGHREHN 2
I AP R MR I, TH2IM. BELM. BRXEIF. 047
SHEERKESE, WRERHREERR, WEERRORS, BRERIIER.
B PR R A S I BE A O R BRI T T SR IRERAT, flAT]R ERX A,
PREE. T, KW, AR, BIOUM. WIS, HIR. STEE. t&. RE
F. AMME LT TiE. EW BRE. TR, KR EwmK. kT,
XEE. F&E. FIOUME. EBEM. TR, B BRES. PV, SRIBCT. AL
LI . FEEF. BEMIERAFEZS . TEMAFR EXREL. B
BE. MBS HLENE TR, BRAEEERETHENZ. BE#EKERRX
BERMMIAL KL L EHER LA IRET IR ML B P RBA ST
DU T ER LTI, KSR LRBAHER S8 .

B RIM L E B RIEFR, BRI B E IR AR R, fib#0 i 3A0
EO, BEhE, B EBZIM—E LR EAFE B0 B TR R R
FEREAZIMS RENERAER . WX EEMRI. BRifEksit. §itt
REFR . HRIER. HKPEIEER. ZEBRIFER. BRERNER. B EIH
. BRETRAERN “@AOFTN” HEERR, MIERES. EFETET
RTHARWHD . MNRBMAMESZRE. EXFR. KKIE, BF. X, Fh

57



58

75 R KA A 18 3

W X BESC. BKREKL WINL, —RATIRMEM . AR, HE. BHER.
JEOKZ: IERVLES . #5EM%. BBRAMERT. %2, 2XRERALER]L
FAEFMEI TR,

KH, REMBHEEROIFBNFA, HILER, BIMONRENTEF. BERN
i, AEERBLSERAS RIFEN. B IxT BRI FARI AT |

2k
2015 4 A 28 HTdbs



	声明
	目录
	摘要
	英文摘要
	第1章 绪论
	1．1 研究背景与选题依据
	1．2 沉积物重金属研究进展
	1．2．1 沉积物重金属研究现状
	1．2．2 沉积物重金属风险评价方法

	1．3 富营养化研究进展
	1．3．1 富营养化研究现状
	1．3．2 富营养化评价方法

	1．4 水质评价研究进展
	1．5 多元统计分析方法
	1．6 研究内容与技术路线
	1．6．1 研究内容
	1．6．2 技术路线


	第2章 研究区概况与实验方法
	2．1 海河流域概况
	2．2 野外样点选取
	2．3 所选水库概况
	2．3．1 滦河流域水库
	2．3．2 永定河流域水库
	2．3．3 北三河流域水库
	2．3．4 大清河流域水库
	2．3．5 子牙河流域水库
	2．3．6 漳卫河流域水库

	2．4 样品采集方法
	2．4．1 沉积物采样
	2．4．2 水质采样

	2．5 实验分析方法
	2．5．1 沉积物分析
	2．5．2 水质分析


	第3章 水库沉积物重金属污染特征
	3．1 水库沉积物重金属含量
	3．2 水库沉积物重金属统计分析
	3．2．1 相关分析
	3．2．2 聚类分析
	3．2．3 主成分分析

	3．3 水库沉积物重金属污染评价
	3．3．1 地累积指数法评价
	3．3．2 潜在生态风险指数法评价
	3．3．3 两种评价方法的比较

	3．4 水库沉积物重金属空间分布特征
	3．5 水库与上下游河流重金属比较
	3．6 小结

	第4章 水库水质状况分析
	4．1 水库水质基本统计特征
	4．2 水库水质综合评价
	4．2．1 评价计算过程
	4．2．2 水质综合评价

	4．3 水库富营养化评价
	4．4 水库与其上下游河流富营养化的异同
	4．5 小结

	第5章 结论与展望
	5．1 结论
	5．2 展望

	参考文献
	致谢



