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Fig.1 Geographicallocation of the study area (a), distribution of sampling points (b) and A -A' geological profile (¢) (Shenezal., 2018)
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1.2 H#TKERDHEMIK

W75 % HAGH 1 2 2 80K 543 B (HQ40D,
HACH, € E) 2 /KFER pHAE . B 5 R (EC) &
B3 I A7 (Eh) FE i 40 (DO) AR IR (T 5 4 A
#7066 EE I (HACH 2800, 3 [ ) il 5 /K A v Ay
A (NH-N) G ¥ (S MW Bk (Fe™ ), e ik
vk B2 4390 R 0.01 mg/1L . 1.00 pg/1 A10.01 mg/L.

LB B SR S [ A R G A R T IR T
L (ICAP-7600) M2 , = AR A 1 FR 0.00 1 mg/L; %
FE BB 0 SR FH 26 B B 35 A2 (1IC-2100) ] 4L
AR R AR B F (HCO, ) T 24 h N R H B2 Ak A i
SE VLI GE e A R 0.01 mg /L. B =R FH 51 2%
6 HEH (75 K AFS-930) HEAT I A& , e A M ok J3E
9 0.01 pg/L. LA E i 7 b [ 57 R 2 (R0 ) Ml
J VA A BT 5% e 8 A AR 45 2R 8 B TS A G 0
IBRASTF G S8t BT A K EE B LB B 1 i
i A 152 25 R AR AE 1026 AN

s i A ALK (DOC) 2R A HLAR 43 AT A (5

Aurora 1030W TOC 43 Hr430) #4700 % , fe fIAS:
HWeFE S 0.01 pg/ L, 78 Hh [ b B K 2 (R0 ) 4 b 7K SC
T 5 A BB A R BT b 5 1
1.3 WHRAZE

AR SR SPSS 22.0 #F I R K A B Y
G AT ARG TR GE T A A DG A B L
B4 53 Mt B OE A PERS 5 (Kolmogorov-Smirnovtest).
N FH Arcgis 10.6 FR B T 7K (A i) 2 () #a 5 1)
GS+9.0 #H # 57. OK . COK (55 5 A 56 de 5tk 114 A%
R N5 IS ) R COK-Y (284 N 74 il Bh A8
) 3RS AR AR A8 S UE 3 1 S A [ AS R Y )
KB 25 22 0 T B AR 3 RS 28 1) 000 45
131 EBS S F L3 B (principal compo-
nent analysis, PCA) & D sl — A 254 408 I
I KA RE 8 1) AL B 2R O HLOR B D06 Kl 19
B B (BERE S, 2007) . 2k 1 Kaiser” s il A 78 434
it (KMO) #l Bartlett” s BRI A5 56 5 V¥ Al B4 i £ 1)
F0 43 PR RUAR DG, DT P4 32 B 43 43 BT Y IS R
(A BB RN A 4 AL, 2005) A4 B3 FRAE(E K F 10 32 %
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2007)

Zl.:q“.Al+q2/.A2+q3/.A3+...’ (1)
K Z, R i AR ALA A S bR
Je B AR AH C AR R, g (= 1~4) 50 3 R 28 @ 3 4y
YR F ALA AT RE B R TR AR R Z,
1) H B

¥ & EWA M — AN AR T EZ R
B A E DN R A B T A
(EE R AR ST, 2007)

Y:ZA['Z,‘, (2)
A Y NGAWN T, Z 85 i B0 AR5 i N
Jr B TTRRR

132 ZESHEER wHSKRETREAR
Wl F) 2% i 25 4 A5 R, [ IR 25 B R AR AR 2 ] R AE
55 R R A T 1 25 TR AR AL G AR DU TR R A
SRR S R RO L R e B vk A R A
JH R A 18] 9 T 7 22 R S8 05 SR R A TR] ) 25 T 56 2R
T T 38 72 14 2 [ A S 2 A (X1 2 R 2, 2012)
e A8 S ek R A SO0 O 21 A5 e

2018) :
7TM=2NU”Z¥ZQ0*Z(d+hD,B)

ey (h) Ry zs RVBE B0 b B AR 2 0 2%, 4
R REA S s e BRI RS, Z (x)) A A R ol B
MR KA, Z (2 + h) RS R B 2+ h L
KRR, N (A) R B AN PR X BB

B F 4wl R A R GSH9.0 8 k47 2)
AR S bR BRI A LG L BE R 25 o7 T FT(RSS ) i ke
FE RBC(R)AE N A K B 1 PP F8 45, RSS B/,
R* R R W U4 5 BB R (R = ) 4E,2020).

3 v B4 OKJE T 2t TR b 48 24 ya ws
HARE T A A Ol & R 45, 2012)

2(2)=S0z(x), (4)

Ko Z(x) B KB o I E
Z(x,) R S, SR, A, ARG 2, (AR Rl
o KRR RN ) A2 B As IOREARRCH

Py B4 COK R T Zou g it o7 i ik , 1 7%
R A SR A AR R PR A S SO SR PR A
AR T T8 i e A Al A A 2 O (X 22 A 4

1 N(h)

2012) .
Z’(xo):j:/l,Z(x,)‘Fi/l_,Z(fj)- (5)

Z (o) R K o L Z ()5 2 ()5
TR o s AR SN SEI Y BB EEAE 5 A4, 2 I R
S BC g AR, M AR B B AL om 43 R @
RUSRER N FAS I As MM E REEASH .

W38 v B G RN PR v L A M SRR 2 IE S 4
A, 7 6 AR 3E AT IE & PR K 5 (Kolmogorov—
Smirnovtest) . #5 45 A 2 1E A 43 A (P<<0.05) , Xf
HEAT IE 5% 5 Matlab 2 £F H () Box—Cox 48 4 A]
VLA 5 b oA 5 A ) DE A 6 AR PR AL XTI 2 5
B 55 4l #8247 2 A R . Box—Cox 748 # (1) — % 1B
iti‘j:

V=1

y(A)=1 2

Iny, A=0

K1y (A) AL Box—Cox A8 i J BB 28 4, y R JRL 4R
AR AR R R SR EOR R IR AR By U O IE A
ERE Y R O3 Bl WO Sy i, [ n—A
2.2,@<y+ Z.Z)WE{E,%EﬁﬁﬁULQ?ﬁ%.
1.3.3 TS M AR FOINORS B OF o R T R
— 28 XHRIE L (Al and Othman, 2017). BIFAf 7k 50
FBR — A WORE A Dy i R L R 0 4 A S I
B RHZIORE ST HEAT AT SR 5 B iz i dk e KB
AL TET — A8, DA e L #5385 A 4% 2% (root
mean square error, RMSE) | F ¥ 45 Xt i% 22 (the
mean absolute error, MAE) £ & il I ¥§ & ¥F 1
FEhR .

05 MR 22 SR Al AE T RS o ) — Fh R R L (.
R I T O, 10 R B2 BR 5y 5 o B 48 X 1R 25 B 1Ak
THE AT BE A9 152 22 Y0 1L, (BB /N OKG JBEB = s RMISE 119
T4 HE B2 B (relative improvement, RI) A &E i Fb ¢
Y 2 [o] F000 A B 1 22 5

AFO
: (6)

RSN
A, P
MAE="“**— (7)

n

( RMSE()K - RMSEC()K )
RMSE

it':,jA;ﬂ‘:’ibﬂﬂﬁ»P;ﬂ‘jﬂji)ﬂUﬁ,RMSEoKl—:j

RI= <100%, (9)
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RMSE cox 3 5 OK .COK F52 50 () 34 5 AR iR 2% s Ky
FEA B i 229 41 .

2 HER 508

2.1 TRABESENZASZITHFT

211 HTFKBMESMNEIRSEIT M FKASHKE
U 0.06~1 015.14 pg/L, F¥{EH N 46.11 pg/L(FE
1),72.5% R FE i 8t 5 T A 20 U8R 1 (10 pg/
L) As v B8 040 43 A LI %5 B O £, 78 <710 pg/L.
10~100 pg/L.100~200 pg/L . >>200 pg/L I L
Ay R 27.5% 62.4% .6.6% J 3.5% . As (178 F ¢
Mo, 28 5 R ECH 1.94.

2.1.2 BEHEXMESH T Pearson A % R HUE
T K E & SR F A Z R R (F2).
DOC 5 As 7E 0.05 & # ¥k °F F A ¢, NH-N |
Fe*" .Fe.Mn.Ba.HCO, .Ca* .Se.V.Zn7£ 0.01 /K
- b G A E LR T o L A 1 T R T B 2 #
F AR 75 P AR 2 1] A 6 52w (Dalla ez al.,
2017) . A% 3C % B M O M F 0 0 A8 B Fe® 1 S B AR
i, AT L G e B &4 (COK-Fe™' ).

213 EWMASM RAEY v B A E
() T A FH 26 A8 o AR 2, SR FH 28 A4 4 A 9k A 4R
P 83— E S T .Ca®'  Mn 5 H Al A28 & 4 56
PEELSS AR R E L TR RS 5.
KMO ¥ 56 ff >4 0.80, K F 0.70, 1 B 4% A% & (/] B A
B0 A OGP 5 Bartlett” s K 360 {6 R 0, /N F i & K

Y = 0.34NH, — N + 0.32Fe*" + 0.11DOC +
0.33Fe + 0.31Ba + 0.16HCO3; + 0.09Se +
0.06V — 0.02Zn. (10)

Y5 AsHM KR K043, 7 0.01 KFE LY H
As i 35 TEA OGO R 4 I Ay P A2 5 1 By g L 42
WG AT YEN AR PR T
F e B A A (COK-Y).

22 MITKEEENMEITFESNT

221 BEESMEESHERRE wHESELEESE
R BT R B, BB R B B AL A
JFH 5 43 17 R IE 285 43 A s 3 A B T IR 9 X A
AR R R FLEE . fR A 2 R 5T X ML R K As 5 B A
[F1] s A% T 2R, A 5 DX bR 7K Als 5 e A 2R P O[] R
ML LA Rk B R T RAETE

As (ug/L)

—T T T
|

HWHTTT 7T

[ 2 BFSECHL T K AR 25 18] 43 A 5

Fig. 2 Spatial distribution trend of As in underground water
0.001, & f 47 3 WUIT 3 M . A HIa SRR AR (L > 1 A9 in the study area
AR B 34 Y T AR 75.3%6 IR R 60 17
N - AEL | 42 A
2RI AKX (D) HABAZEHTY. 51 EAMERERGER
Table 3 The results of normal conversion and test
F1 WTAEMEENERFITZRHE
Table 1 Basic hydrochemical characteristics of groundwater As e A
JEL R s P A 0 0 0
S aAE S RAE S RGeS SR Box-Cox # it P i 0.36 0.52 0.55
As pg/L 0.06 1015.14  46.11 89.61 1.94
F2 HEXMESWER
Table 2 The results of correlation analysis
DOC NH,-N Fe’" Fe Mn Ba
As Pearson # X % 0.15% 0.24%x* 0.42%x* 0.40%x* 0.25%x* 0.39%x*
HCO, ™ Ca™" Se \% Zn
As Pearson # X% 0.26%* 0.20%x* 0.34%x* 0.21%x* —0.23**

TE A BRI ORI g 0.01 I, FTOG M fk 25 A9 5 78 A5 52 OB g 0.05 I, FTOG Ptk 25 1Y
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Table 4 Cross function of variation model

, 273 [

i F A P (e HEE 75 & (km) FRZEF-HFIRSS  WERHR  HEeRE —
iy
OK S 2.35 5.72 0.46 0.97 0.59 LRE
COK-Fe*' G 1.00 3.29 618.34 0.10 0.99 0.70 o &
COK-Y S 0.41 2.51 0.03 0.99 0.84 a5

1 BRI (Spherical model, S) , i #i45 % (Gaussian model, G).

®5 HEEBEITMN

Table 5 Comparison of precision of cross vari89+ ogram

models
23 () ik AR RMSE MAE RI(%)
OK 1.82 1.37
COK-Fe*" 1.47 1.12 18.8
COK-Y 1.42 1.08 21.7

IEZSPERG 56 25 51 1R |, 4578 B R IR IE 7S 4
Aii (P>>0.05). # #] Ff] Box—Cox BR %} H 7k 47 1F &
PR 8, 7 460 J 10 v L A AR (B ) R (R 3).
222 ZFESHEMER  HE OK.COK-Fe' Al
COK-Y #5870 43 551 XiF it 7K 1A il 25 1] 43 A7 b 47 4
P AR S oK RS W T MR KR Y A3 TR 25 R R
2 I D R AR IR AR ER 25 7 J7 RH(RSS) LA
T A8 S UE 25 5 S5 A0 D ) 8 Bt JLRD 23 R A A5
R e AL A8 S R (2 4).

OK 5 COK-Y By - 48 5 ok £ L) BRCIR AR 7Y R Fe
£, COK-Fe* B AR A7 Jy g WA L . & BT 1) R* 1y
KT 0.5, H RSS {5 Fl 7£ 0.03~0.46 , 32 W] H 78 4 1
e B A R LG BT BR A S B A AR vk LA
T 0 B 44 {5 2 AT

e RPN SR G E M L, T b
BUME R 51 1 28 (a1 AR fk b R 40 648 500 L i), 3
(BB K, 2% B Bl AL A 2%t 3 2 Bk A TR R b K S
AR PR R K As A ) AR Sk R K $i BE
P 2B <<25%,25%~T75% 5 >75% = A IX
], R 43 Sk 2 TR 3 1 i 2 L v 45 R 4% 55 (Jiang
etal., 2017) OK B # H COK-Fe* 5 4 5 B vpr & 23
) A2 1, CORK-Y A5 A8 5 458 555 245 ) A< ot 4 . () s
COK-Y #5174 A5 8t 28 5 T LA 7 A gL 7, e B0 i
R RBE By 25 (8] FAH &M A B e T 48 55 1) 2 [R) 4K
i

B — 28 LEIE (1 45 K T OK . COK-Fe*" |
COK-Y = Fi 5 2 (1) K5 B (3% 5) .RMSE #1 MAE {&

Y /0N WS RURG B 5 v, PO HL A — ] FE R L
L5 OK B b, COK-Fe® #5084 1 il K & R1 42
BT 18.8% ,COK-YBIMI#E T 21.7%.

3 it

3.1 FAEBEE &

A T OK.COK-Fe?" fl COK-Y = Fi i
TSk b KR A R S ] 3 A AT R O X AR
L5 R IEATIT

MR 2 A S RO R R (R 4) IR A
)5, COK-Fe’" \COK-Y $ 75 5 pf BBy ok 1 R AL
R* 1, 5% 22 575 FL RSS 3 /)n , 156 B H; ok B e
UL A SO B OK T 47, H Y 1R 0 Ur 7% s 11 oA H0A5E
T RSS e/ WA SO R R OK B4 RER /N, =
(] A0 1k 5, SR M K SCSE AR E AN
PR XF As 52 5 ¥4 . COK-Fe® Bt & R i
OK ¥ K, 2 (B AR M vh 45, BE i [ SR R A A
T sg A R B, HON K R S R K .COK-Y
P RBURR, 28 AR 1 55, FFFE TSR b R K 45
N R RN As 125 8] 28 Sk 52w K, BG4 53 A ik
ARG — & M W5

AL ARG B2V 45 R R B (R 5) : COK-Fe®' |
COK-Y A5 B35 00K B %5 OK ¥4 B B 482 7, $2 T1KS
FE L (RD 439028 18.8% 5 21.7%. 35 E T Cho et al.
(2011) #l Dalla ez al. (2017) 9 458 , B 72 B 4 4 i
D5 ¥ T DL S v B AL 5 RS, 4 /D8 2235 ] .COK-
Y AR R T A 35 7 AR 22 A0 2 4 xR 22 B OK 4y
B 21.7% .21.3% ;{13 COK-Fe™' i A 22 7R
KA HIBEAL T 3.5% .3.4%.

Xof R TR T 0 SR P (T 3) 3 A T 22 o Y b
Tk As F R 2S a]43 A P A A R T, B IR A
(N e 11 o O = A = RS Ao = 1 D =R P o
TE b K A SR X ek, b K v L X s
TEEM.COK-Y R L5 OK.COK-Fe’' f+7E
# 5 OK AR COK-Fe* & &I [ 23 [6] 43 43 JLF-—
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Fig. 3 Spatial distribution of As content in groundwater generated by three models

(&l 3a, 3b), HAR AL, R B -3, 4l 42 2 19 Jmy &8
SR B D m A XA X B E A
COK-Y A A Jay 7 52 B HOAR 43 A1, 47 412 21 19 Jm) 78 S
PR BB L2 W8 2 A m R X, AT LR BN
T LA 23 1) S o (I 3e) , 45 & 2 B o A 1 L

H 3 Fofr v L 4 ABE AR 35y 7 R AR AL TR A AR (B,
HRH 5> 200 pg/ LI RFE S 245506 1 015.2 pg/L
ARSI RS, 7T LASR AT B A iy & 45 2R R A
A AE kv L4 A (B 2 T A 25 (] AH O 3R B0 R A
INEE SO, 2 — A S I ACE 4k B O AT Sk
B H 55 T AR A, TG vk T IR Xk A AR SRR AE L X
5 Gaus ez al.(2003) 43§t & L bR 7K A v B2 B
S5 FAR AL, 25 B AL I i e KAE (417 pg/L) /b T
WA (1 670 pg/L). 38 UK IE 45 J /Y A1 ¢ & 7R
(B 4), B 5 0y 51 A B T 8038 50 5L 4 4 {8 1) H
5570 (Gunduz et al.,2012) . 38 . —FH KA & Fe'
SETR Y A T 2 A DGR BEAE B B T
) (L K B2 30 S PR D A, e RORE B el s T o
FL 4 R I 55 5800

PRI, 25 6 B O 21 A8 S R B B BRSO f 45

T AR B =0 T o T A AR e L 4
2 00 2 A8 S R BB AN TUINORS B B AR L F
LA T o B 4 v 14 2K AR S R B RIUR R AR
G5ty e L4 1 40 ) Y 3t T K A s 1A) 2 A 2SR Z1
T b K 2 ) AR SV Y BE O R B A — R R
MO T T LA vk I IS RN R T A R
i HL A 3 1 TUUNORS B T A% G2 P v T 4 vk R T
AT AR HL 22 1) 1 1t T K i s [ 43 A ) AR 1 A B
9 220 s ) AR S RE B R K
PR B T v B A vk I I 59800, T A A S PR A A
AT RAUE I, 35 32 8040 1 B o B 4 vk A MR K fA
14 225 18] A7 T5000 5 1 2L A LR v 5 T ik
3.2 FAS I T Kk S 18] 43 7 AR LA STk

F R 1 B v B A 4 (AR R COK-Y, HE
e A S pR BB A R A A TIORGOS
PR R S W (Y R R S R KRR ek T
oo AR I S RN . b SCUE I TR RS T
Y e b T KA s ] 43 A ASE AL A R

ZEAN T Y BGE T MR K PR AR S5 45 A 56 4l 4y
2 2 Y I B2 20 (A 3R 10) , 45 415336 137 19 AL
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sk sk 8+ 110.99,7.36
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Fig. 4 Relation between predicted and measured arsenic concentrations after Box-Cox conversion
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Fig. 5 Correlation of Fe®* ,NH,—N and As, NH,—N and Cl

AL AE — o TR L AR 3 L b K i s [a] 43 A AR
PLAY BTk NH,~N . Fe2+ .Fe .Ba fALE K, 551 4
0.34.0.32.0.33.0.31; HCO, .DOC WAL EEL K, K
0.16.0.11;Se . V. Zn M AL FE /N, 43 511 24 0.09.,0.06
—0.02. 5 F it , DA H 3K 1b 27 A B2 R0 7T B A7 78 1 52
i BIL )

321 FEMHRE M TKPHEFe NH-NX
W T MR K T AL 5 A SR R Fe®t NH,-NZEY
9 K B2 3 BT A K (0.34.0.32) , H ¥ 5 As
EIEA KRR (B 5, M6 £ %00.420.0.248) , LW ik
JE M S 358 X e b K 8 TR R DG M L X
Nickson ez al. (1998) | Bt # f¢ (2016) 1 4= #it &
(2021) By BIF 58 45 S — B0 A6 0 R ER BE b, 2k 10 Sk
Y VRGBT R BB B T N R R R 4
G300 Rl A T 7K e 8 B R JHC 3 T Y Ak A ) Bl
ZHE A TF K AR BRFE AR I As = Fe®
G RRAE , 156 B 3% Hb X 38 A7 A6 At v] BB I 7 78 A
As 5 AR, W& a4 s 8 A I R R L &
] R KBRS Mg®t AP VL Cr & (XI5 A

2008). W Ah , Fe' i Al BE 1 %6 5 T /K b HS .
HCO, [ W A i 8 8 4 1 22 807 U0 € (Abdelrady
et al., 2020) , ffi i T 7K Fe’ 5 As ¥ B2 (19 AH G 1k
TR Fe® BT e B R AT
WF 98 X NH,-N & i 8 R 3 5, i [ 2 0.09~
16.00 mg/L, F 4414 2.36 mg/L. 3% 7] fig & h T 98 i
R A BT A AR AR A HLA R T A AR A
(PEI4E, 2018).NH,— N5 Cl JoBH & A 56 56 & (1A
5) H R R AR Y E R R CL R
MR K SR F O R AR TR NI Bl AR X
b TR 422 U B MR K ) N3 Bl 5% )
B/N(Duetal., 2017).
322 AHE DOCAUE 1 F /K35 1 ] %5 7
ABLET, LEY A A A X BT S A E AR (0.11). B
2 DOC ¥ FE/NT 10 mg/L B, DOC 5 As 5 25 1F
AHIE O Z (6, M1 ¢ R %00.396) , % B A ML X H
K AR B O R g A R A Y
XEZ20m INEEESA - ZRREF L, 855
A ML (PB4, 2018) . [Al S, X sk P o) 38 45 4 ol

P = v
oI 5L
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Fig. 6 Correlation of DOC \HCO, and As
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Fig. 7 Correlation of Ba, V, Zn and As, Se and As

VIFEI DR IR 54 s B0, R B I8 i T 2 A 58 il id
T, T 7K AT AR VR AS B b 1) MR K kb TS K RE S E 5
Pt Wallis ez al.(2020) $2 1 50 & (A HLTT, 1R
AR W 0 43 A R AR T RB R R L (R R T A
f v R R A L AN (2017) FE 45 (2021) A R 1%

A T o A A BILJSE A S R o, AN T T R AL B Y 4R
LA UURERG th A A O IRE, AR T & As i
BRAEAL Y I8 SRR R R A AR BE T As IR LRI
e i Ml T ARORE R A S A B R R A
JE (1 6) ,HCO, #kJE i H 160.00~849.55 mg/L, ¥
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{8 572.85 mg/L.As 5 HCO, 5 i 45 1F A 56 X £ (4
FRB0.301) , X 2 H LR K RS E R R L A
) W S AN A L Y A AR AR T AT RS it HC O, (Nick-
son et al., 2000; Anawar et al., 2006).Anawar et al.
(2006 ) 48 H Al 12 +h V5 W (i 150 AR 4y 2 T8 I R 1% e
I b 2 5 B0k N K e vk B A Y R 2 — Niick-
son et al.(2000) A Ky 7£ 1+ A 9 5K Bl R A Sk 0 1 ik
JEE 5 fi ok B b, R AR Y TR B, & R B K E
HIA AL A AL, — 2B M HCO, B, W I F -

8FeOOH + CH,COO + 15H,CO,—> 8Fe’ " +
17HCO; + 12H,0. (11)

EL 7 o W o Rl R VS W v L A R R B 5 T il

A1 R A 0 TE B0 B AR R T, S B Y U
JIN 5 TR B AL B B A ER A T RE 5 HC O, R, 2R A
RE M As—CO” B /W, F 800 & & AL, 3
“HCO, & , As fiX 7 B9 4§ fif (Roman-Ross et al.,
2006).
323 WEIXLE MEITE Ba.Se.V.ZnTE Y M I
AR A — 2 E(0.31,0.09,0.06, —0.02) , Jt
H Ba Jir i A K, A R 200 B o 2% R K e
i E £ W52 . As 5 Ba Se VTG R ¥IFAFE IE M C K
Z(FE 7,/ 800 0.394,0.339,0.213) , £ BA AT B
A7 7 S 6] 0 S JR, AN AIF 5T X4 5 A T 40 1 3 R XL
A AE T30 Mo R K v Ba 9 vk BE 35 3 0, VR BE S
Fl o 0.01~0.66 mg/L, ¥J{H 0.21 mg/L. & fifi #s 7K
o Ba WK AL X 0] AR S ARG bk AR S A
(BaSO,) 8" PR 9 KUK F 1l A7 56 (KB 4, 2008) . ]
B, K Ba 5 Se &2 1E A1 X ¢ R (M X R K
0.389) , 2 B 3 19 b T 28 XoF Al 14 52 i ML 1) 2 1, ]
VR T BaSeO, W W) 4% i . b T /K b Vil LA B
FIER(HVO, H VO, MFETE, & A%, W 5 [
0~0.02 mg/L, ¥} 0.002 3 mg/1..V 55 As Y 1F ]
O AT RE A AR ALY 4T 4 ke R T B, Tk AR R R AL
VI oG BRH FEK KT & VISR A7 W5 (T,
2016).

T 7K o Zn iR S B 0~0.14 mg/L, ¥1{H
0.035 6 mg/L.As 5 Zn 2 i A & K R (MR RECH
—0.226) , ZH W REAAAE — 28 S8 Fr W ML . Y 1l T
IK A AR SR8 & A2 AR AR E K R ) Zn 5 R AR AN
IV At TR i AL 4 W B 1 4 49 3 1D (RSl 4, 2008).
BB, Tl 3 sl Ko A 245 4k B A 7T A8 ) b R /K B ik As
H&MMEITR(THL,2016; B4, 2016).

4 Z5in

AR SCE N, T 3 o 0 P v B vk T R
YLDV TR 38 T 7K A B 5 8 194 25 i) 9 A AL 25
A Bt A 5 oR BN B RS B O M 45 A L T Ak 2R
(&l Z2 77 TH X L3 UE T 3% 07 VA AE HL R K AR B 2 [a]
34 T D5 T O B S AT S L DAZE A B Y I
Aty b 7K S 21 43 X 25 ) 43 A B AEL Y BT R L SR T AT
FE A7 7E 1Y & ML .

(1) COK-Y #5E AU (1 2= A5 5 pR B0 & fie e, HL 9
DUORS B2 A2 OK %5 7Y B &b 12 T, 389 Jr a5 2 11 °F- 359 446 %f
1 25 88 OK 43 9 B A 21.7% . 21.3% ; % COK-Fe*"
FHZEAR K, 43 BIFEAR 3.5% .3.4% . COK-Y #5578 22
4 b KR 23 ] 43 A7 P TR S A A e R S M
e KRR B A3 T e B A VR I 1) 559 5, B A A SR

()GEEHF YR T H R KPS A5 T
KRB B AR A ARG Tk AR R PR EE R B R
o Fo S B VA R As B A EERE AR
Oy R As AR MALK ; Z & B K
AR BE R R BR R A 1 KUK A Tl L BT
W BRF A FH -t X6k w3 e b R K B TE I EL A — 5 1) TR
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