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SR, RITRK RN R E 4 Zn. Cu i IR, @SEY Zn. Cu Vs
RETRIRRY DRGSR Y 45 R R 0 Bk FIIX R E 148 Zn, Cu & &EI{E N 105.40mg/kg
A1 42.67mg/kg, EEFIE S LA (—5) AR G EEAr 0N 84.86%F1 90.59%, JKFEHFSE Zn.
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Abstract: This paper is the result of agricultural geological survey engineering.

[Objective] A land quality geochemical survey carried out in Chuxiong area of central Yunnan
Province had found a large area of zinc and copper-rich soil. The purpose of this study is to study
the migration and transformation mechanism of Zn, Cu and other beneficial elements in the
soil-crop system in the farming area of zinc and copper-rich red bed mountain basin in southwest
China. [Methods] In this paper, the typical farming area of Yao'an in central Yunnan is selected
as the research area. Based on the geochemical data of surface soil and crop seed-root soil, the
main control factors affecting the absorption and enrichment of Zn and Cu in rice and corn are
discussed by analyzing the content characteristics of Zn and Cu in surface soil, crop seed and root
soil, and the prediction model of crop Zn and Cu bioconcentration coefficient is established.
[Results] The results showed that the average Zn and Cu contents in the surface soil of Yao 'an
alluvial basin are 105.40 mg/kg and 42.67 mg/kg, the proportion of zinc-rich and copper-rich land
(first-class) area are 84.86% and 90.59%, the average Zn and Cu contents in rice seeds are 19.28
mg/kg and 2.92 mg/kg, the enrichment rates are 100% and 70%, and the bioconcentration
coefficients are 0.20 and 0.07, the average Zn and Cu contents in corn seeds are 21.42 mg/kg and
2.06 mg/kg, the enrichment rates are 80.00% and 6.70%, and the bioconcentration coefficients are
0.20 and 0.07. [Conclusions] There are differences in factors affecting Zn and Cu enrichment in
rice and corn seeds. The main factors controlling Zn bioconcentration coefficients in rice are
Soil-Zn, N, TFe,03, and the main factors controlling Cu bioconcentration coefficients in rice are
Soil-Cu, OM and S. The main factors controlling Zn bioconcentration coefficients in corn are
Soil-Zn, SiO,/Al,0; and TFe,Os. The multi-linear regression equation of Zn and Cu
bioconcentration coefficients of rice and corn seeds in the typical farming area of the red layer
mountain basin in Yunnan was established, and the optimal model decision coefficient was greater
than 0.495, the prediction effect of rice is better than corn, and the prediction effect of Zn is better
than Cu. The optimal model predicted that the planting area of Zn-rich rice, copper-rich rice and
zn-rich corn in Yao'an County are 72.87 km? 70.47 km?and 69.71 km?. Therefore, the planting
structure planning of rice and corn in the study area can be optimized to serve the development of
plateau characteristic agriculture and the implementation of rural revitalization strategy.

Key words: Zinc; Copper; rice and corn; bioaccumulation coefficient; influencing factors; model
prediction; Agricultural geological survey engineering; Environmental geological survey
engineering; central Yunnan

Highlights: Based on the systematic geochemical survey data of land quality, using multivariate
statistical analysis method, The bioavailability and influencing factors of Zn and Cu in soil-crop
system in zinc-rich and copper-rich soil area of central Yunnan were studied, and a prediction
model was established to provide scientific basis for the development of zinc-rich and copper-rich
agricultural products and agricultural planting planning.
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Zn. Cu Z2 ANEULFTHMETLER, Stz ot Ext Mg &= Em, miEERA
TRBE A TG . $EmcE i S i B B L (AR SE, 2006; T EIE%%E, 2013; Lock
Ketal, 2005), [ith, A4 Zn. Cu 4r 5l s HER . “@RZmF. KERH
FREERER, MGk Z Zn, CuFMETHR, T EHRTIRZ Zn, Cu FEMETTHER
M ELZY), DR ORI BB NAS 1 51 S A R ) ()5 456, 20205 WelchR M et al.,
2004; Alloway BJ., 2009). [Hith, REHMETLR S EKTFEEXRBNEER, A
PRERNIOEE . A 3 BB W EEIRE (A, 20125 5kskiE, 2002), 3R mEPEE. 4
BRI (EEF45, 2019). 4k, CAZEN L. BRI ZFE (T
KA, 2021). AR CGEHETESE, 2006). B (&%, 2008; B %, 2022).
BHENS CEER, 2021) R Hpm g (FUESE, 2019) 7 THIFL, W& & i gk
17 L BRI R B AR (R4, 2019; XA ESE, 2021). Zn Fil Cu & AEYAE KA b 4
MRS FRu R, T84 Zn. Cu & &1 S K EHaE R AE I = i 5 i & (2R 2R M55, 2017),
(M N R, IS i £ 238 Zn, Cu S H R T EMERE S E (T44%, 2021,
BRAED BRI A DL BB =

UTAER, BEE b E b o R B B R AL 2 R A AR R TR, (R R AT 2
X ORI T R TEAR BB AN A 3, AR IERE b, A SO B A 40 2 1 1) 2 i AR A
(X B A B A 3 DA ROR AR e %, B R 2 I Zn. Cu shERILSAASAE, bt
B-LRIEVMRSH Zn. Cu A i GR TR EWAHE, RITAR EZEEYAE ok e A
RtE SR 2R, ESIAEYIRFSE Zn, Cu 2B E S R AUTUINBEAY, ) A T A M 1 A SR A 1
BRAL ZEAR AT TN, %412 100 (8] AR B DO AR R R SR ARk, 38 & A &
SRR TR YE T R R B HER PRI RE 2, R O 2 B A AR P S T R SRR
LIPAEZ NE/TR

2 HRXBR

T AL T 2 P A4 B ke B ) | AN S AR R AT AR 1 L ) SPILX, Ak 2 B v i 7 0 1
EP AR (B 1a). XL 1870 m, AARIEA, RS, HAFHE, HHEERK,
XARHA R, BRFARE. X RIS, JBETT ElK R, KIETEEREHA
FHLIX, ATk R AL Rk T U S I T AR, A Wk P X ) 3 AR A
TSR, W ke N R BRI k2230 [X i E B R B AN B S A Pk dh, [X
W EEMIEAKRE. Tk, AR PR, EHBORIEELTAEY), 2V i i i B 240 B
5Fe

WX B2 A T R eh Y (B 1b), MEARXEENAEREOErE S, S
TR R E MADE  Jed, W90 X R R T 1 X H % 5 1L S A s PR T o A IR B
W 7T DX PP AR A SR BN 2 2R S S R 1R NS, IV J P 300 (X ) 16 7K 2 P AR T
WX SR T IR W T . 058 XA APEAR N E XA T IR ST - 2 2 L - 20 R W 3y i
MR AE RS E RN S W B, FHNER GRE S KRG EE TR RIR AR, H
FIPRERBE A BN b, AR fily I LA 7= k2 i PG B 4 i Bk Y. BE5E
ZERBYIK, REBTRCZES-R KA A D H S ) FRS IR, RS X
BEgi K 3% B A5 Zn, Cu. Pb. As. Ag. Hg % &1 5 HEHE .
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Fig. 1 Geographic geological sketch and sampling point bitmap of the study area
1—Quaternary alluvium; 2—Tertiary clastic rock; 3—Upper Cretaceous clastic rock; 4—Lower Cretaceous clastic
rock; 5—Himalayan-Yanshanian orthopphyry; 6—Himalayan-Yanshanian alkaline trachyte; 7—River system; 8—
Township name; 9—County name; a,b,c explanations see the text

3 HEMEESSIT

3.1 HERKE

P I8 b R B IR AN TE ) (DZ/T 0295—2016) K45 T 456 1438 2 T3 kE i (&
10), RETIEFERREZREN 7 Akm?, TRESAR T AR, @RS, FE E R
FiEiE 10 H 2mm) Jéffii.

TERAEYI RS, 128 (Rt i S BRI 22 PP AEYE ) (DZ/T 0295—2016) R4 | 34
BEARREFF S SR A LA, 30 BEX KL ER AR LM KIERERITZAR, R,
WP XL L R TR, SRR AHA 1 RS . DL 0.1~0.2hm® REE BT,
—MRIERITC A 5 DNFRERL, AT RUREE 10~20 AN /KAEHEER 2 fFOKHE:, SRA i
FEI ERIRFIRAE AR, 5K 5 AN TR RIRSIN LAFRAEDFF St i, e 785 P H SR
T, BkidEss, MRS TEE KT 500g. AR TAESCRES RIEDRE FREMF, fKAE
WIRE i R4 JE VE R, TORARR R L IR IR 8T8 8RAG E, 5 MRS S E
AT XA, BTG, & 10 HE R, RAMNMEEEAL, AN E



& KT 2000g-
3.2 A Hrilk

2 AR i SR S A i o A e v [ A AR B B AR SR SR S R L 4
TR se st = 5e i, $UAT CHUBR™ 7= 9250 2 R S 3OS (DZ/T 0130-2006)) Frifk,
AAEIAE it 23 B AR DY )1 48 b B0 7= B 2 kR R & e kb S i, 7V R

(A HERL AR FE S B R B R ) (DD2005-03) #147. & 1 NFEM S IC R IR RAC
Ter I 7 VRS HA FR o

L2 LR RS 12 > GBW FrAEVIBUHAT 04, BN Tu R EFIR S M4 SRt
TR (- S AR EAE IS BOR ZE AlgC (GBW) SRIZ I/ BT IR B, L5 ks 55 P RN E A
FEI AL CHUF P2 s i = A B B S (DZ/T 0130-2006)) R, RAEMIFE T 44
TAAFEN 54> GBW FrEPI T, BEAFFESL 00T 8 K, THE T FIE S AR i HEEE A
YRz RE, FHIFEBRAREE 8 (i A ArE 2 RSD, J5iEffa  CEAHERIL 22T
Wk s TR E K ) (DD2005-03). TR MRk 2 KPR #ERIE . RS S
FRPR BT R A CIEZEK, A B P E T 5.

1 TR MITE LA R
Table 1 Element analysis methods and detection limits

FE b JLETRbR SUG A H PR FLTOAS H R SIS
Pb 1.00 2.00 N -
R & S B TR R SE (ICP-MS)

Cu 0.46 1.00
Zn 2.00 4.00
P 6.00 10.00 R A S5 B TR R ST E % (ICP-OES)
Mn 5.00 10.00

Sio,” 0.06 0.1

AlL,03" 0.03 0.05 X FLRR NI (XRP)

+ 1% X

TFe;05 0.01 0.05

N 6.60 20.00
B} 78 (Vap-Vob)

Corg 0.04 0.10
S 20.40 30.00 AR AL ARG (HFIR)
pH™ 0.10 0.10 B PERAE (ISE)
As 0.63 1.00 ‘

JR TR ek (AFS)
Hg 0.0003 0.0005
Cu 0.05 0.005
LAED) B A S S T (ICP-MS)

Zn 0.50 0.50

TE: CHEAATN%, TR, IAHEAA mo/kg.

4 EREWR

4.1 WX 13% Zn. Cu EEMHE

2 NWFRIX N 456 {2 RS Zn. Cu & Pb. As. Hg LR S ESTRHEME. +
B Zn & EIEEDY 41.70~162.00mg/kg, HA7{E A 100.00mg/kg, 285 RECH 0.24, 7
{4 105.40mg/kg, 3w T4, VR & F X R 2 1348 Zn 8 =l (EE M5, 2020).
+3E Cu & EARMWIEREN 27.00~75.90mg/kg, THALEA 42.30mg/kg, B RECHN 0.17, T



fE59 42.67mg/kg, @ m T AEMAREXEZ % Cu H5E, e TaME)Z10E Cu
HlE.

Kl 2 AR IX R Z 138 Zn, Cu o B F (8 0 A B, Zn. Cu mfE X i3 2255
ATAEMF U] 05 S 8] 5 ARAE DX 3 73 A7 AE U U ] 08 AR B P 30X PG A0 o Ak 72 X
HREBUYE VYR A, A RS TR B 2 2R 2L 2 ANk 22 AT X B 1R
ANF, AERAZFERLRAOE. iba. Jed, KX TFHUX IR N\ 5 R g0 1 K
Py, VK RESE, HEXKESAA B2 - ARME S HE D RAENKZ
ML EBUIR, HERAKIL-EKPIBE VIR CRIESE, 2019), BFIT R FTIX P S
PRI, R AR X N B R, A X R R 3% Zn, Cu S5 oc & 2RI T
BEN TR MR NS X, 13 Zn, Cu JoE 25 18] 4340 52 X A I VAT 1] 5 00 [X
PR ] o

RAE (A HR B ERC VPR B Y (DZ/T 0295—2016) 45 Hif)+3E Zn. Cu e RS %K
Ry bRk, BEATHIE Zn, Cu SuRHIERMAEERLN > (R 3), WX RZEIE Zn 24K
ERERFKT, % () LA 54.98km®, LA X LA 84.86%, —&F (BEE)
SRR 9.46, HAEX LB 9.46%, S AE S X DY 94.33%, =55, Y
SN TLAE A X LB N 5.67%, AAAETS GRS Gt EFRAED Byttt s oy 0. WX
JZ 3% Cu & IR EoNFE AT, S CEED R TN 58.690km?, (5 4 [X g5 A 90.59%,
AR AR ED BB 023, HAeXHIY 0.36%, AMEAE=SE, DS TSR M, A7
TEFG Y G EPRAED LRy 5.87km®, 4 [X LA 9.05%.

HT Zn. Cu FEZRIE TR AL X, Pby As. Hg 5 Zn. Cu [F& FKIRHETER
HeE, FIBTANFRXEZETIEPb. As. Hg GRS EIFE (R 2) MR BAA{ETT IR
o WFFRIXRZELIE P & EIEHEIA 17.40~187.00mg/kg, SEAME N 58.81mg/kg, B2
T E L PR 2 X T 5, As VU Dy 2.97~27.50mg/kg, FHAUIAE Y 9.17mg/kg,
BEAC T TR A = X 0 S E, Hg &2y 0.02~0.44mg/kg, HEIAME N
0.05mg/kg, WEFACTHE. FURHMN SR T FAE. KHE (R i AR F i 4485
Je R EEbRAE GRAT)) (GB15618-2018) HH 4k FH 1 338 v Y XK i ot {1 5 4 4B,
FIXEKZ L3 Ph I KR i 8 ) b TN 6.59%, H IS A R filME, As
Hg BB XS TE . 28 Bl IR H, BFFXORIARY S (0% 5 & i 3%, { Cu. Pb
AFAE SR RS G AU o

2 FRXRZ L Zn, Cu K Pb. As. Hg e RS EFFE (mg/kg)
Table 2 Content characteristics of Zn and Cu elements in surface soil of study area (mg/kg)

TR mKE RME O PAfE CPEIE fedEE cv AL WS F ] [irg] el

Zn 162.00 41.70 100.00 105.40 25.16 0.24 0.20 -0.63 96.00 92.00 71.00
Cu 75.90 27.00 42.30 42.67 7.30 0.17 1.04 2.63 40.00 35.00 25.00
Pb 187.00 17.40 29.80 58.81 44.95 0.76 0.99 0.23 39.00 38.00 30.00
As 27.50 2.97 7.86 9.17 3.77 0.41 0.79 0.70 10.60 10.90 10.30
Hg 0.44 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.8 5.07 40.11 0.07 0.13 0.076

T s PR, T E A Zn STERE BRI T G (4, 20200,
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Fig. 2 Spatial distribution characteristics of Zn and Cu elements in surface soil in the study area

*® 3 WX RE L Zn, Cu JeERHHL5

Table 3 Classification of Zn and Cu elements in surface soil of study area

7t —% —& =4 IS Fi5
TiH TR
ES CGEED CBLFED (&) Bz (Bh=)
fEHi%/(mg/kg) =200  84~200 71~84 62~71 50~62 <50
Zn T A/km? 0.00 54.98 6.13 2.44 1.13 0.11
ELf311/% 0.00 84.86 9.46 3.76 1.75 0.16
{E 38/ (mg/kg) =50 29~50 24~29 21~24 16~21 <16
Cu T A/km? 5.87 58.69 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00
ELt51/1% 9.05 90.59 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.00

4.2 YE¥) Zn. Cu E4E4HF

H RTS8 & AVE A AR AERLTE,  DRISEASOREE (P [ B e R—Am AR
(B Ak, 2018) M1 GG (A, B35 3 LEld P, 8. @, k. il B, 4.
PERE )\ FTERIRED) (NY 861—2004), FiiE & #r/K R A & 6 TOKRMIRI T bRite, & SR

SEZn [

A~ B

= ==ge

[l 15.4~50mg/kg, & 47K FEAFSE Cu & &8 E N 2.5~10mg/kg, =45 E

KAFSL Zn B)& BEIE N 17~50mg/kg, & 4 KK L Cu & &EVG 1y 2.5~10mg/kg.




4 NFFIX FRAKFERFSLM) Zn. Cu A EER, BEAXKREFFE Zn 8 A2
{bYE RN 15.4~25.7mg/kg, T8 M 19.28mg/kg, Cu & =AML IERIN 1.54~4.35mg/kg,
SEMEN 2.92 mglkg, KFE Zn. Cu EEAXNELE R IES DTN, AR FKFEF S E Zn
B Cu, JLHJE Zn, /KEEFFSL Zn LR EHEFIE 100%, Cu LR EHEFN 70%. HFFX FK
a2 Zn & BTN 14.70~34.00mg/kg, T8 A 21.42mg/kg, Cu )& B4k VL
N 1.39~2.62mg/kg, “FHME AN 2.06mglkyg, oK Zn HSEAEX NG RIES SN, Bk LT
KAFE Zn FEFERGE, Zn LR B HERIL 80%, EHIFEE WK, Cu iR EHEFRIUN 6.70%.

x4 EUKERAL Zn, CuBEREER
Table 4 Zn and Cu contents and enrichment rate in crop seed and root soil
FEmEL BRE B/ME FHIME bRz BER

TiH St

fF mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg %
K 25.70 15.40 19.28 2.70 100.00
7KFE Zn
WAL 53.8.0 162.00 101.46 19.46
34
Kk 4.35 1.54 2.92 0.67 70.00
JKFE Cu
WA+ 67.20 31.50 42.85 7.38
Sk 34.00 14.70 21.42 461 80.00
Tk Zn
WHE+L 166.00 38.90 110.30 30.19
30
Sk 2.62 1.39 2.06 0.30 6.70
K Cu
WHE+L 221.00 9.48 46.30 34.20

NHEFE Zn. Cu Jo 3 MR R 1T 7% BAEYIHF S 1T & S he 71, R & % 2 30(BCH)
RRAE CRUEE, 2022; BSMEE, 2013), BCF {HiRA, 1EMpt 3kt oK1 & 46 Jiik
5 (PSS, 2014). BCF MitHE AR A:

BCFi=Ci e/ Ci ez + L
A, BCRNTGE | A ERRE, Cirme  WIEYVIFFSSHIGER | KIS E, Cirma NIED
WREFT LRI WEE. B3 NEYW Zn. Cu iREMAEY E £ REFELE, K Zn tEE
Vs ERBEWTER N 0.10~0.36, “FH{E N 0.20, Cu JTLERAWE £ R EUCEITE N 0.02~
0.11, “FHME N 0.07. FK Zn suRAY) & R AMRNTERDY 0.13~0.42, TN 0.21,
Cu JCERAEWE 4 REUCBAEH Y 0.02~0.28, “FH4{H )y 0.06. & 3 AT %A, X T REIFEY),
TEV) Zn TR E £ R B KT Cu, BEHIEYIR LI Zn '8 SR 7 KT Cu, ST
NIRRT R — 80 (GRS, 2022). XTRMITER, TR LEEd Zn 18 &6 108
ToKFG, FRXT 3 Cu 'S /e IR T /KRG

4.3 fE¥ Zn. Cu BERBIEHRE

SOMAA AN L3R Zny Cu S5 s n R IR SRR dhAh . ALEBI L&+
B R RE YIRS, B 4 AEWFFsit Zn, Cu ZE 5 A LH Zn, Cu S EIHUTE,
FTLVE M, KR8 FORMFMEDASE SR A Lm Zn, Cu & EAHCIERZE, SLBKFEFIF0K
FFSErR Zn, Cu JUR I ESRIA T LI T LIHF Zn, Cu &, PR THARR.

ik 72 W] A SBEBE AN 5T A2 R T 70 B AE H IR R G P KA A8 A DA S ARl M) 1k
MEERR (BEESE, 2020). & 5 NMFMEY Zn, Cu iR E £ A LS BB 4
XA I BRI R KL, AT, AR EY) Zn A1 Cu 490w S AR BN s i (K 3K A7
RS 25, AREYIFE T REWE SRR R AR R 25, WARLE
WA R R A & R R BRI R R A .



IKFERIEK ] BCFzo M1 BCFey 5HARAR L Zn, Cu & & (Soil-zn) ERZERITAAR, ¥
WA 58 Zn Erasties, (EVIIICE SRAETRGE, SRR (HIEAREE, 2022) BT
BRI TR AKFEAT b Zn S EIFA IR T 3 Zn S8, B2 KA R R (R
FISP42, 2015). /KFGH) BCFz, 5 TFe,03v Mn () R /R EMAHSE R 5059 71 9-0.61 £1-0.60, Fk
f¥) BCFzy 5 TFe 03+ Mn 1 Bz /KA 5 2 5453531 79-0.55 A1-0.63, $4RILMTE 0.01 /K1 E 1
FHMT, HIRERAR A A IR A R AR IR I R, IR SE Zn OGS RS, 20015
XUPEPESE, 2008; ZEIRM4AE, 2017), H Mn 7ERANE MR IEH 0 FOB IR A, X
Zn HWMHER (FEHB%, 2003). 5 zZn fHLL, TIREREREALDIX KRS, TR Cu (I
e LRSI E N
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Fig. 3 Box chart of enrichment coefficient of Zn and Cu elements in crop seeds
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Fig.4 Scatter plot of Zn (a) and Cu (b) contents in rice, corn seeds and root soil




IKFE] BCFzo 5 No Py S R RIEMA R 2407 1 9-0.66. -0.61. -0.59, ¥J7E 0.01 K-V
ERZFBAHRR, MEKE BCF, LS P 2B EERNAHK, 5N, SEERARAEE, KiF
1) BCFcy 5 N S [ /R HbAH O 205 1l -0.47. -0.48, 5 P T4kt %R, 1M KKK BCFRg,
5 N. P STHLMERFR, BN Py S EFRDITERNTHmSPEIUKRE Zn A= R he
CUA BT 7T 3R W A BN AT R0 S BRI AL S M 2510 AN RAH R, MRE R3S, 2012) &0
IR, AR Zn SRS, Zn iER MR, TE AR GRS, 2007) BEFIA
NIEERAS T LA R Zn & &, HHXA KRBV LS N S 2T S 2 RIC Zn.
Cu g e, MTIHIEKFERT 3% Zn, Cu MR, XK Zn, Cu BARe I L7
. PAEN—FFR 0K, MEB (BEEE, 1999 A P, Zn ZEfFE—E R H/EA,
IR (WREREE, 2012) WALV S W B RS K 7 Zn A R0, kg P
TR EEFOKREREK Zn AN, X Cu AL B, &I (EE
&, 20200 MORTFRKEN Zn ARESE S SEEMREF LMK, SHWEENSERS S Zn
TERAEEYE Zn (BR¥lE, 2017), 1 Cu 5 S S G W MR MEVE I Cu, ML S HyThE o b
ik Zn. Cu AR, M FRARHT 78 X KRG Zn. Cu AEW0H Rtk

IKFEH BCF2, F1 BCFey, SAML (OM) ¥R B ERIZM: koS, RIRIEMH S R 505 5
4-0.61 #1-0.55, 1M EAKH) BCFz, 1 BCFc, SHENE (OM) TR FLME KRR LA NI
HARERRIAL 5 flhn &8 B R, i W R 5 5 e 48 T8 s S PR AIS
4B E A A el R (AEBIBHAE, 2016), Frohne (Frohne T et al., 2013) AU
A LB AT D) 3B S T B A Y, SRR R E St it mE a4t
YA R, BRAT RAE (BT RAE, 2008) B L3R I AILBUN 5 e A 280 & A — e (e gk e H .
B AP 3 Zn, Cu ARMERISEENE AR, FIAFEDEIRT Zn. Cu L E
EME NI,

IKFEME K BCFz, 55 SiO/ALO; 2B KN IEMIS, FIRMEMARK R85y 0.53
#10.69, 1fi BCFcy 5 SiO/ALOs L&k K 5, SiO/ALOs Bk K, 1 B L3 ib 5T Bl 7y i
FEAENR SR, PR EABEYE Zn, Cu MITRFER (ZEf%, 2009), iy
Int3Ed Zn, Cu BWAMEE, HT/KBHMERMNARTTRMEDEINEE R, KT
SiOL/ALO; X EY) Zn A=W RAEA F2 0, T Cu 52 A &35 . /KRG £K I BCFz, Ml BCFg,
5 pH LRFHLMERR, MREMFRY], 13 pH 220 Zn, Cu SFnaA 2k r) HE
RE& (FKES, 2015; K, 2014; F4055F, 2021; JEE TS 2018), #ilH pH FA
SRR T X AEY) Zn. Cu B etk ) R IR K.

4 Zn, Cu EEEEHIKEM I KEY E LR BN EEE R, #HAREDAR T
RIS £ R R RIS OFEAF 1) L B8R, PR n] DR SR R 3R iz FH Bk S
A, e > NE AT AL )T PT DA i KRR St 33 b Zn iR 4R

# 57Zn. CutW)E R4S IR ¢ R 8
Table 5 Correlation coefficient of Zn and Cu bioconcentration coefficient with soil physical and
chemical indexes

1EV) BCF Soil-Cu Soil-Zn TFe;03 Mn N P S OM Si/Al pH
B Zn -0.31 0.81" -0.617 060"  -0.66" -0.617 -0.59"™ 061" 053" 021

K Cu 0.65™ -0.27 -0.09 -0.08 047" -0.04 048" 055" 0.10 0.26
) Zn -0.15 0.76™ 055" -0.63" -0.29 -0.40" -0.29 -0.24 069"  -0.08

A Cu 0.96" -0.10 0.06 0.06 -0.07 0.28 0.11 -0.02 001  -0.07

TR 0.01 A GRUID REEASE, fE 0.05 K (WD ERFEMN, BrpH b, HAKHRA KA



4.4 ER5 TS TRIUARR

AL VIAIKFERT E K ) BCFz, fl BCFe, AR &R (FIZE S, LS g isbs B
E (FEHIFER), FIH SPSS B AFHiAT 2 u gt M VH, A 78 X KRG FI EKHF2E Zny Cu
BTG RAEYE £ RPN RNAT TR, h% 5 WA, KRR EKK Zn. Cu £
BRAMANER L A EREER, MEEE—NEEANRS, HESHAERZ e T
FHEZIR, 1] 22 O L6 1 (A1 VA 1 B B2 55 A0 2 AR = 2 WA AE 22 B SRR E, TRCR 32 B 20 AT
BaE AR 25 52 el K] 25 50 44 P A5 0T (R A & s el e K R 1

456 3R 2 T HERE L 11 ML FRFRZS SPSS BAFHEAT 32 14 /b, SR 32 B4 o kgt
WHF, KMO [Iit545 588 0.68 (>0.5), Bartlett [Tl 5 3389.41, &M 0.00

(<0.05), FEATLAREAT TR0t (3RE5E, 2022). 3R 6 N F o R IE(E J 07 2 oa ik
B, 3 AT AL R BRI, RiborEkEik 92.95%, HHE—Fas F1 R
57.92%, EFH MG F2 N 21.21%, FE=FEMS5r F3 N 13.82%. HE 7 AlH1, H—FE
F1 A N. OM, 7 F1 %7355 0.95 A110.86, 55 s> F2 'S, 1F F2 ERIEUE N
0.70; % =F % F3 4 Mn. P, Zn, 7 F3 _LM%E %1% 0.71, 0.67. 0.55.

HH3 5 WAL, SEMR /KRR SE Zn AW E 46 R AR A Soil-Zn. TFe,O3. Mn. N. P,
S. OM. SiOJ/Al,O3, #47E 0.01 /K FEFEMIG, & FmaHN 3 AMHFAHSE, EH
Soil-Zn. N TFe 03 E 4 BCFz, 1 E 4% [R5 5 5 M /K ARG A 55 Cu A== 46 R AW K 254 Soil-Cu.
N. S. OM, i%HX Soil-Cu. OM. S £y BCFq, I L%, fom KA Zn AW EHE R
BRI ZEA Soil-Zn. TFe,03. Mn. P. SiOy/Al,05, i%HL Soil-Zn. SiO./Al,03. TFe,05E N
BCFz, I EHEH % .

T EKFFSE Cu SREXHME AR ZIESMA A, KA TR T 5 KA 5L
BCFcu 4b, FIFH SPSS24.0 Bt /K FEAF 52 Zn /K FEFF 52 Cu AT KAFSL Zn A E £ 25
BEAT 2 TR E A RERLA (R 8), AR 4 th IR RORS 570 5 v 2 R B (R K¢
WisE, ROBUK, AR . NRAAFFEZ W SE BCF (25, Wl &
RINEAAL, XF 3 DN FRRILMMERD (R HPE —FHRE, £ o FEEEM
F=FEEE, ks - FEEEER i EER RN =A B EERET 3 k2wt
ARG . H T SRR KA FOKMF SE- IR R e AR AR, P A S A H T 1
e

H12E 8 I, T A3k BIRY B35 M KO, (ARSI v R % (RD fRIE%ESRE, M
P X6 KRG BCF2n LA SR i, HLUR & K BCF2, 7KFE BCFey LG R 22 . XK
T BCFz A BRI IF )2 T7 18 3, Y RECH 0.725, X 7/KFG BCFc, A& AR I I 1)
RS, g RECN 0.495, Xf K BCFz A MR ABIF I 2 7HE 9, e RECH 0571,
KA B BB RO, BAEE— g 25, Z/EYISRUL, TSR i 1) /2 K F,
XPTE R UL, I AR AR I R 2 Zn.

6 TIEHASEAR R R S TRk R

Table 6 Principal component characteristic value and contribution rate of soil physical and

chemical indexes

% VILARFHEAE FREUA T 5
= JiZEE G E¥i% = JiZEdEs  R#
Vo Bt Bt
4 % kb %
1 197473.18 57.92 57.92 197473.18 57.92 57.92
2 72315.62 21.21 79.13 72315.62 21.21 79.13
3 47113.00 13.82 92.95 47113.00 13.82 92.95



4 23708.79 6.95 99.90
5 293.92 0.09 99.99
6 32.07 0.01 100.00
7 0.77 0.00 100.00

0.37 0.00 100.00
9 0.22 0.00 100.00
10 0.05 0.00 100.00
11 0.03 0.00 100.00

KT A IEEAFRAR R 1 O R
Table 7 Principal component load matrix of soil physical and chemical indexes

1%y
ECEa
1 2 3

CaO 0.27 0.18 -0.03
Cu 0.10 0.00 0.21
Mn -0.11 0.41 0.71
N 0.95 -0.32 0.03
P 0.50 0.26 0.67
S 0.66 0.70 -0.27
TFe,03 0.23 0.09 0.32
Zn 0.06 0.24 0.55
pH -0.12 0.18 0.10
oM 0.86 -0.32 -0.02
Si/Al -0.26 0.12 -0.32

R 8 KRB KA 58w 2 AR M2 I B T 5 A

Table 8 Multiple regression prediction equation of rice and maize Seed enrichment coefficient

B [l )77 R

AKAEHT - __ ot
o 7n lg(BCF) = —0.968 1g(Soil- Zn) + 1.218
1g(BCF) = —0.767 1g(Soil- Zn) — 0.369 1g(N) + 2.042
1g(BCF) = —0.9041g(Soil- Zn) — 0.4001g(N) + 0.3291g(TFe,03) + 2.166
KFHE | 1g(BCF) = —1.226 1g(Soil- Cu) + 0.821
S Cu

1g(BCF) = —0.966 1g(Soil- Cu) — 0.453 1g(0OM) + 0.617

1g(BCF) = —1.039 1g(Soil- Cu) — 0.599 1g(OM) + 0.145 1g(S) + 0.410

EK | 1g(BCF) = —0.793 1g(Soil- Zn) + 0.902

1g(BCF) = —0.795 lg(Seil- Zn) — 0.004 1g(8i0, /AL, 05) + 0.908

Ig(BCF) = —0.795 la(Soil- Zn) + 1.22912(Si0,/A1, 0;) + 1.296 1g(TFe, 0;) - 0.886

RZ
0.653

0.724

0.725

0.398

0.495

0.489

0.559

0.543

0.571

P
<0.005

<0.005

<0.005

<<0.005

<0.005

<<0.005

<<0.005

<0.005

<<0.005

Ul
1



SEA TRV AR 1S U HbER AL 2500, B s s R A 2 R A SRR 2 38 Zn,
Cu. N. TFe,O3. OM. S. SiOp. ALO; JLHE T &, FIAMILEELTHE BBt 7 XK R F oK
H’J Zn. CuEMIEE 2, B ARETIE Zn. Cu tE 58, F /KR K21 Zn.

. BRI LR 5 QBB R T ARE B b, BRI Arcgis10.8 A, SRA
fiﬂmﬂﬁfzﬁﬁﬁaﬁ, MRV ES . EHUKREAERFEX (B 5). gREH, FRXK
BN E BKRE EHKRE . &8 EORMEX, B 58 X 4 X TR AE Zn & =yu Y 15.64~
30.25mg/kg, FTA YA B B KRR, &S KRR A 72.87km?, (5 B FEIX

K Zn(mg/kg)
29.00
28.00

KEiCu(mg/kg)
27.00 4.75
26.00

25.00

4.50
425

24.00 4.00
23.00 3.75
22.00 3.50
21.00 3.25
20.00 3.00
19.00 275
18.00

2.50
225
2.00

17.00
16.00

K Kzn(mg/kg)
24.00
23.00
22.00
21.00
20.00
19.00
18.00
17.00
16.00
15.00
14.00
13.00
12.00
11.00

Bl 5 #FFEXOKFE. £k Zn. Cu T & & 2= [/ A7
Fig.5 Spatial distribution of predicted Zn and Cu contents in rice and corn in the study area



F1100%; FHMIZKFE Cu & & IEHJy 2.20~5.71mg/kg, A& fil /KB AR B 0 A5 THF 5T
X PEALH, KRR IR 70.47km?, (SEFTIX A 69.71%; T EK Zn A& EH
N 11.91~26.43mg/kg, A& £ KPR B 3 B S0 /NI oA T AIE AT A S 4 B T A A
R ARACER I EE XM BT, B KA R T AN 69.51km?, (5 WFFEIX TR 95.39%. % 1,
WFFE X bk T R M RE R RIS & 4. EH/KREM TR, BAEWESNE S &4 % g
FIF 16

5 45ip
(D) MIRXEEZELE Zn. Cu S EXME N 105.40mg/kg 1 42.67mglky, &% & T4

FVEFGHLX 135 Zn, Cu~FIMH, X KEFAEEMER (—%) Lth, R G5
84.86%711 90.59%.

(2) WFFEXOKREFFSE Zn & B Ya A 15.4~25.7mglkg, “T-H51E N 19.28mg/kg, Zn B4
2 100%, Zn AW)E £ RECEFIME 0.205 KAGFFSE Cu & =itHlA 1.54~4.35mglkg, “F3)
64 2.92mglkg, Cu EEE% 70%, EWEERBCFIIEN 0.07; FOKFFE Zn SEEEN
14.70~34.00mg/kg, “F-¥JME N 21.42mglkg, Zn &K 80%, LWE 4 RECFHME N 0.14;
FKHFSE Cu BN 1.39~2.62mglkg, “F¥IME N 2.06mg/kg, Cu B2 6.70%, HEVE
& ZHCFIIME N 0.06.

(3) FMKFERFKKFE Zny Cu BHEMBERFEER, FKR Zn. Cu EWEE
KBRS BN Soil-Zn. N. TFe203 1 Soil-Cu. OM. S, Tk Zn AWE &£ 25
[KIZ 4 Soil-Zn. SiO2/AI203. TFe203, VAR RN HA R, MALEHLLE A 21 gAY
AR DOKFEANIKHFSE Zny Cu EVE £ RBUN L2 oM RGO 18, AR e R
BIKT 0.495, A HAUF TR . ARHEA R T ke BBV RBEIXC S Zn KAE EHIK
T BB RO AR T AR 40 51l 72.87km2. 70.47km2 Fl 69.71km2.

(4) L3I KFEFI K Zn. Cu BAER ., AVE ER LT, 4565
PRI 19434, RIS 58 X K FE AT TR AR, [RI i 3G e s/ D BB AN RE At e
KRS E B R A A R
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