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Abstract: Hydrochemical characteristics are one of the most critical evaluation factors for the site selection and long-term
performance safety evaluation of nuclear facilities. Mathematical statistics, ion proportion method, isotope analysis method, and
hydrogeochemical simulation were used in this paper to investigate hydrochemical characteristics of an underground nuclear facility

site along the coast. Its hydrochemical characteristics, possible controls, groundwater recharge source, and apparent age were
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analyzed. Furthermore, the conceptual model of groundwater flow and hydrochemical evolution in the area was preliminarily

constructed. The results suggest that the total dissolved solids (TDS) of the groundwater is low, and the pH value in most

samples 1s weakly acidic. The hydrochemical types of groundwater sampling from boreholes and tunnels are mainly HCO,-Na*

Ca and HCO,-Ca-Na. The weathering of silicate rocks specifically controls hydrochemical components. Moreover, the

weathering dissolution of albite and anorthite is the primary water-rock interaction of groundwater along unconfined aquifer

main runoff paths. The groundwater source is the infiltration recharge of local atmospheric precipitation, and the “C apparent

age in the depth range of nuclear facilities is about 2.08—3.60 ka. It is concluded that the hydrochemistry and groundwater

circulation conditions at the site are beneficial to ensure the safety of underground nuclear facilities.
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Fig.1 Topographic map of the study area
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Fig.2 Geologic map and sampling locations of the study area



968 HERFF=  http://www .earth-science.net

49 %

W AR, KRR E YN 5.0~
6.0 m. WA, S hk v [ P TR R FAL I 7 2 25

HR 5 b T /K WA 2540, AR 5% DX b T /K 1l 43R 35
DU 2R P HIOZ FLBR K 5 3 55 24 BROK . AR 4 7K SC 5T 4
A FVES FL I R B 5T XN T 48 &% (1 R 7K F1 R
K JE T K B FE K SO I B 25 R R W,
WA EBE RS 10 ~10" m/d Z
B, R A B BN RN X, R KESD
0.1 m/d, 7 438 3% 1 B 1R D AR CBX B0 55, 2023).
Yy dik o R IK KA 57 IR B e A R W, S T 4l AL
16 5% 1 M T K K 7 A 25 R . R SE X LR K R G
ARG T RAFERS, W F KRG H s

2 FEM R 500

A YR AF 5 S AR Ty R 4R B Al AL AR = R K
FE A 12 7 (CCZKOS5 g FL AL SR AE W), SR /K FE i
81 (IR D LR AR WK ). KR & 10 R 4 RO AF 7™ 4%
O A T TR K B A 56 T s KRR R B S R
17 (GB/T5750.2—2006 ) ) %5 A S #L . 46 K 2 8K
Bl FLAE SR FE HT O 28 3% S Hh Kk 2 ik LB CRFES 43
Bl AL JE ) COB T 34E ), A K HE M G H
0.45 pm [ 8 08 B3k 8, B 8 R BN TR T Y
HDPE M i SR, HE O EEE 5 E T4 °C
PR U AR TP ¥ DR A, T DAY VROIR 2 K
UG . 7E BF AN SR BE R [F IR, ] Manta2 2 2 50K 5
Ay ATACI 52 Mo R K R pH R E SR E SR

XF T 1C R AR BF 5T, R AR IE R A AT
MR, AR 5T R T U JE K SO H BT I 5 AR G )
CCZKO5 %l L 148.47~173.77 m W J¥ B 17 T 4%
AR S R B EOR 5, T 2019 4F 12
A 21 HM 12 A 22 H 435 38 B T CCZKOS5 4 £L 1y
JEOCR MR KBRS B Ah X R AR = N R A
W20 F1 W32 /K B #4717 C [FI AL R W AF BF 5% .

B MCAh, HoR S H T A% ol b 5 b 5T BF 5%
Bt 73 BT 52 B, H R K R KT Na™ .Ca® \Mg® R H]
DIONEX ICS-1100 # & F @ &L & , F .Cl .
SO, & F 883Basic IC Plus & ¥ {0 % {X M & ,
HCO, 2k AT-510 H 3l {57 1 & A0 5E . FE [A]
7% O . D R H MAT-253 % 4 5 [6) {7 2 5 3% 43 )
FE L I DL 4E L 98 Ar UE - 20 7 K (V-SMOW ) fE
2 MR UE, 3 A RS BE 43 ) A £0.1%0 A £ 1.0%,.
TH EE &K X 2% 9 Quantulus 1220-003 ik 7 Ji€ ¥
A, K9 R R o8 1.3 TU (1 TU=1 "H J&

F/10H J& F =0.119 Bq/L) , A #i & & /N F
+1 TU. "C b 3K iy 3¢ [ BETA 525 = 3k H
Jn T AL CAMS ) 58 B, iR 22 /N T 1%,
B 1 FH i 2 B % T A K A 2 DA S R AT
AIEEVERG A, BB R ok 22 B T 5%, B
JIT A 45 M 1 W R i TR T A A A, S R AT AR L X
TR EHE O BD TR I BR R B (S
NO, ), A WA 58 8 8 e o 0K R 9 752
(Cloutier ez al., 2008). #4171k 2% 24 53 b 1] ¢ & 43
B, A B 1k 58 S R R AT Y B 1R 40 BT 4
B A BoE B 4 5 45y meq/L (N(meq/L) =
N(mmol/L) X #r & ) (Haselbeck ez al., 2019).

3 HIRE

3.1 ipdtih oKL S YFAE
3101 KUZEBDFLE AW A ZEMT
H2 B it 3 ik % b K A 2 R AR B SR N T R - b
K TDS R /hF 10 g/L s pH B 7E 4~11 Z [A],
VL 32 3 A M & B 4 ( Laaksoharju ez al., 2008) .
Piper = £k &1 75 J2& 43 B 7K Ak 27 4 Pk 09 % ]
P, W] T X A3 AN (] oA U5 m A (] v o AR K Y TR
AR (Giiler ez al., 2002). & 30 AT, AN [A] 35 Al
N K P BHES F EZAH LI Na flCa® hE, §7
bR 5% . Bl 2 pHIE £ /N T 7.0, 25k
(RD), XE—EBRE LSRR ERRERE.
Bl FL A % Ho R K TDS 78 26.16~202.16 mg/L 2
], °F 344 110.40 mg/L; B &+ L HCO, N &,
b BB T oM R R 58.44%~81.20%, F K

100%

(OF:-F
[0 k5 AL RVAR =5 4t R 7K

K3 5T X 4R /K Piper = £k &l

Fig.3 Piper diagrams of groundwater in the study area
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Table 1  Statistical summary of hydrochemical parameters of groundwater
I Gt B8 Cl SO Na' K' Mg’ Ca® HCO, TDS Si " KA SRR
(mg/L) (m) (m)
RO 0.23 589 1.66 581 1.27 045 3.36 14.50 27.01 1.39 6.30 0 0
RO 0.22 592 2.08 536 137 0.68 5.61 20.00 33.00 1.70 6.55 0 0
RO / 13.63 3.27 13.05 1.95 0.96 3.95 26.23 49.93 / 6.77 0 0
RO 0.18 6.88 2.22 6.00 0.96 0.82 5.09 19.20 33.09 1.80 6.50 0 0
KD / 12.27 0.30 13.80 3.45 1.44 3.94 39.35 54.88 / 5.91 0 0
Rk 6 0.23 12.00 2.37 9.46 1.29 1.08 4.63 20.00 41.76 2.07 6.52 0 0
RO / 17.72 1.53 17.10 544 1.92 2.37 39.38 65.77 / 7.03 0 0
RO 0.20 797 1.28 7.03 221 0.73 3.90 19.90 33.52 2.13 6.25 0 0
N} 0.23 17.72 3.27 17.10 544 192 5.61 39.38 65.77 2.13 7.03 - -
e /IME 0.18 589 0.30 5.36 0.96 045 237 14.50 27.01 1.39 5091
- EI{H 0.21 10.29 1.84 9.70 2.24 1.01 4.10 24.82 4237 182 6.48
CCZKO05-1 4.10 17.00 2.85 24.80 2.24 2.16 39.60 147.00 166.31 7.91  6.70 44.00  148.47~173.77
CCZKO05-2 4.08 13.50 2.77 23.50 2.14 2.09 39.00 151.00 162.64 7.63 6.84 44.00  148.47~173.77
w20 2.70 7.54 3.10 1850 2.00 2.01 41.20 156.00 155.11 7.78  7.06 138.02
w3z 3.22 7.55 446 19.70 1.96 2.91 56.30 212.00 202.16 12.35 / - 154.35
KCZK11l 0.71 521 2.09 20.80 5.84 1.18 13.10 91.90 94.99 4.81 6.69 26.78 26.78~35.00
ZK11 0.51 20.30 0.54 26.20 9.75 2.00 37.60 163.00 178.59 7.79  6.75 24.50 24.50~30.00
KCZKO05 0.77  9.60 1.34 9.76 3.04 0.96 6.79 32.80 48.716 2.43 6.42 33.06 33.06~40.00
Bl FLFNAR 2 R K ZK03 2.00 7.50 449 1840 4.23 0.64 504 57.50 71.83 2.63 6.37 9.28 9.28~15.00
KCZK13 4.66 5.96 5.11 19.20 1.82 0.60 6.69 41.80 66.18 2.92 6.31 12.38 12.38~15.00
KJZKO03 1.80 11.50 2.02 17.10 2.35 2.91 19.90 88.20 104.52 4.10 5.94 16.56 16.56~20.00
KCZK14 0.65 8.57 3.32 892 182 0.74 7.87 29.80 47.57 245 595 39.00 39.00~45.00
ZK100 0.37 490 282 5.05 0.61 0.73 3.67 13.30 26.16 1.23 5.12 5.86 5.86~10.00
e RAE 4.66 20.30 5.11 26.20 9.75 2.91 56.30 212.00 202.16 12.35 7.06 - -
e /ME 0.37 4.90 0.54 5.05 0.61 0.60 3.67 13.30 26.16 1.23 5.12 - -
THE 2.13 993 291 17.66 3.15 1.58 23.06 98.69 11040 5.34 6.38 - -

TE R /"R RN B

PR ICE I S TG R B (R R ).

81.20%. FH UL AT UL, 37k P9 Ml 7K Ak 2% R AE 6 2 2
PP AR G EOR L SRK (B FRE R ) TDS F¥{E A
42.37 mg/L, WWHTFL AR % K TDSfE /D &
FLHE T4 HCO, FCL, HCO, /i B & 7 &
it 1Y 56.65%~75.79%, F ¥ H 64.36%, Cl
A B T s 1 19.75%~33.99% , K-8 27.23%.

HR AR &7 R 21 F 0 4 44 15, A AL R 25 1 T 7K
K AR 2 26 R 3 B HCO,-NaCa % 1 HCO,-Ca*Na
B3 W 3 bk A F AR 45 XY HE A (Toth,
1999) 5 JR /K AK Ak 2 25 8 55 B L RN % 1 7K K Ak
SRR AN, 3% h HCO,+Cl-Na+Ca & .
312 KUFAHSMWEEXR KRB TFH0KE
Z ] 7K A 2 06 & R A OGP JR B0k 38 7R (o] 4
4, 2019). MR B AL R AR = MR K b 2 o 1Y
Pearson A5 REUAERE (K1 4), ] A1 TDS 5 HCO, |

Ca” \Na Mg ¥ S # & 3% A5G, i 0 s
B X TDS By o1 ik B K, JLIH & TDS 5 Ca”' |
HCO, #% Z B 16 0.95 LI I, 356 W] 3 i fh 2
F )& TDS W& £ Z ok . HCO, 5 Ca® (Na' |
Mg" #8 H % & F MM < 36 &, U HCO, 5
Ca” . Na Mg kWA W, ol 68k T & 8 &
YR KR R T E A, 2019) . Na' 5 Cl
S IE A X, Na 5 HCO, b @& JE 1E M %,
H i FHF KRS Cl & &k, Ut & ok
iz £k 4 0 ) 1 KAk 7 fig X Na ' iy BT ek o K
313 #MTKUEFASBBESHT KA T K
b 2% B 4 i 28 3 V8 K i I g S T B . MR K A fk
SRR L AE R R R, EEZ MR A b
KRR TR) R A s R/ UTBE B/ A AT LS
I 28 e A Ak F AR Y #5 l (Shi e al., 2018). It
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Fig.4 Correlation coefficients among the major ion composi-

tions of borehole and tunnel groundwater
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Fig.5 Gibbs diagram of groundwater in the study area



31 AR L FE M T RN M T A AL 27 G B O AR R B 3 7% 2 X 071

100 -

a B 2 E R AL
10F
% Tk I #h AL
5 ;
& /
s 1 o
@]
jas)
7R Eh A I R
0.1F
O &K
OO %5 FL A0 52 4 R 7K
0.01 L . "
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Ca’'/Na’

Mg?'/Na'

//‘Y\v
’// z "‘
10 7
b B T AL
1 -
Tk A 1L
0 E% ﬁ 5F'
0.1F
W)
BREEER  ORA
O % LA % K
0.01 ! 1 !
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Ca*"/Na'

K6 WS X R /KH Ca® /Na' 5 HCO, /Na' \Mg”' /Na' St & Ll
Fig.6 Plots of HCO;/Na" versus Ca®'/Na ' and Mg”'/Na" versus Ca’ /Na' of groundwater in the study area

8
a 0 sk - 0k P
7k 0 4 7L i 5 3 F ok O#fmmEkTFA 7
st O - Pt
= //'
=. 5 —~
3 o = 091 .
£, g g P
S = ,
59 5 00 o f
O ] 4 O
2 O ‘o0 ® o
5 So o 03f - "
i S e e B L /’/
P &
0 L L L L 0.0 &~ . L . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5
CI (meq/L) Na'(meq/L)
14
. 4.0 i a
12+ E 3.5 go8 ,,'/i:l s
Opb g 06 Py Al
| 30F 04 et It
) 10 So.2 4867 8 7 a
g = 2.5 0.0L= N
g 8} ) 0.00.2040.60.81.0 .~
o o | HCO; (meq/L) r
& . E20 -7 Wiy L
= o A =
8 83 O 15F ‘/, ,»"'_’I:Z
4 %ED (OF '3 Lok /// O g
O @ O3 9L 0 i 5 1 F ok o i
2y T T T T T e 0.5F £ O sk
———————— [ — IQ%TEI O B LA Tk
0 1 1 1 1 00 : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5 00 05 1.0 1.5 20 25 30 3.5 4.0

C1 (meq/L)

HCO, (meq/L)

K7 Rk hEEST LR

Fig.7 The relationship of major ions in groundwater

B AFEFH N, R K Na' E2ok A KA,
TEA AT I B 2w R R AT W0 B9 XA ™ . e b, Al
FL AN % 3T K B 55 — > B R4 AR S A0 B P UK L
EBARCFHME R 0.1), 3 R BIHFF X BN 88 K
A LA A A R O B, B R O
2NaAlSi; O, +2C0O,+11H,0—>AlLSi,0,(OH ), +
2Na"+4H,S10,+2HCO;. (1)
Ca® /Mg" 22 vg 2 Bk B LU MR G & W ] T i

Fedh Tk p Ca® Mg IR . R Ca™ /Mg™ =
1, M F2RE A AR, R 1<Ca /Mg <
2, W3R TS R A W R R Ca®t /Mg >2,
D) 58 P e TR Eh ) B A B U A 5T R B K (Mayo
and Loucks, 1995). & 7c o] A, K# 4 RK .4
Il LR = Ml R K AR S Cat /Mgt IR T 25 BT
AIKHEH SO, S EMMM, £/ F5mg/L, H
SO/ 5 Ca® MMM 22, X UL A 8 X T R K



972 HiBR B 27

http://www.earth-science.net

49 %

B P ST LS . L, RERR AR T T A
Yidik N R K Ca™t Mg i e R gE—
i Ca® 5 HCO, & & (B 7d) nT A, KHB 43 K
AT 1 1R 125 a2 a), P BR24
KA A, A7 70 H A & 55 0 W) 1 RUAR I A
(3) B PR E . # F KR4 Ca'

Mg®" \Na' Z [] B 25 + 28 4 Xt T T 7K 7K Ak = jil
b BAEEE X (Lieal, 2013). THE F 38 #

PEH 15 Ca™ FI M g B F 8 Na” Huft, M
il b oK A2 A R . B (Na" +K —Cl ) 5
(Ca”™"+Mg"" ) — (HCO, +S0, ) % £ n] H| iy &
528 W B AR X K Ak 2 R Ay 1 5 e (R N i
&, 2022) . WA EZ M 2R -1 L
PESE R, WUL K &4 T BT WY 3 7 5 i AR
B 8anl A, SFOKFEM AT 1 1 HHE
A, BE LA = N OK R S R R, RER
J3—0.85(R*=0.81) , iX 1 B BH B - 5 & W Bt 1
PR 7 2 W N A= i U S e

Schoeller (1967 ) #2& i1 19 & & 48 % ( CAI-1
MCAI-2) W % 8 M T & 4k B 8 + 28 B W
B MR R, HomraE o LN A R (R pr
H B F ¥ ALY N meq/L) -
Cl'—(Na " +K")

clr

Cl—(Na +K")
HCO; + SO? + CO? + NO;

Na +K'—CI" M xF F S AL 9 % i 3k 45
WK M Na +K™ &/, i Ca +Mg" — (SO, +
HCO, ) Fm M F A5 5 A E = A% R

CAIF1=

- (2)
CAIF2=

0.3 |
VO LA 3 R K
T
I

O sk a

)
S 00 Sy = = = = i ]
\E/ 1
b"; 03 | y=-0.85x+0.084

= F |

. R?=0.81
g % & / L=
\+ !
Il -0.6F
2 I
L 1 O
& F09F
=1 |
> 1
A+ !
oy, HL2F : 11—
O :
1
-1.5 i L L 1 L
-0.3 0.0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5

Na"+K "=Cl (meq/L)
K8 HiF/KH(Ca™ +Mg™)— (SO, +HCO, )

Fig.8 Bivariate diagrams showing the relationships between (Ca” +Mg*" ) —

and CAI-2 (b)

5 Na +K —Cl 1t £(a

B ER L B Ca® +Mg™ H (Jalali, 2007). 2441 /K
iy Ca®t Mg 5 &KZT Y Na (K RAER
5L I 2 e S Sl = S o /O W U Y L R R )
SR G A PSR Y R A, W AR & A TR 1
B 38 1 AE F (Chidambaram ez al., 2013; Pan et
al., 2019). CAIF1 W28 X5 {8 8K, FH 2 52 460 J3 B 5
(Pan et al., 2019). Stk P9 i A 7K FE 1 S0 T 25035
B (& 8b) , 6B S 7K &l L LA = 3 K 3 &
AT IE B SR, i R K b Na i K
W B FE e, Ca™ f Mgk BEREAG . JF H, & LA
i 2 4 T K & AR 0 OE 1) B 38 e fE B K.
(4) B ] 7K 3 b 35Kk Ak 2= B 0L PHREEQC 72 ¥
S T 7K SC b R Ak 24 B0 B w AR, th S
ML 5 8 45 J5 JF & (Parkhurst and Appelo, 2013). A
A5 F H H: A58 AR Phreeqe3.7.3 JFEBFSE . %,
TEE LR K B I RS B A R
T B2 1] K SCH R AL S B 5, DLSE o T
B W) AL S AE Hb T K b R v i 82 B T ek
TR0 RN T8 B AT DLW B E LR K R —
Wdl gy b T AR A, IR A
SI=1g(IAP/K), (3)
Hop, STRMW A4S ; IAP &5 T1H M K&
TR BE R W0 T A R B CERONE B O R B0 .
MR Y SI<O B, B WAL TR RS 24
SI>0 W, # YAk Fid AR &5 24 SI=0 B, 9
Yy b T R U0 VE CF AR A BRI A,
i E N STFE £0.5 19 71 [N ¥ o8 oF iR &
TFREZE R, B 38 o dbN AKRE A o 5 A
WAL TRl M FURZS AN, HAR W) 24 3 ¥ ik TR

0270k

I
[ 5 FL R = 3 T K I
00fF ——- === m e e m o o e
I

-02+F

-0.4F

CAI-2

-4 -2

CAI-1
W K AR5 B CAI-1 F CAI-2 9 % % (b
) and Na'+K" —Cl (a),

-6 2

(SO, +HCO, CAI-1



3 1y ZEAN PGS M T R B it S hk T K AR 2R R AE B KA B ) 38 s B X 973
2
[ sk [ 9L 0 ok
OfF — == = = = = = = = = = = = = — ———m— — - — g — —
gm "
2 | @ =
2 E’Tﬁ
R g
= ]
6 1-6
o = E 17
=10 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 -10
JifRA A A HE WmkAa \kAa WkKA PRAE EBA R
FET Y
B9 WFFE IXCHE T 7K b 32 20 W) 1 R AOC R
Fig.9 Saturation indices relation of significant minerals in the study area
25F 2.403 A Fik
Q mk
2.0 “107 O LA Rk
S === GMWL
< 15F LMWL(F i)
) =20 F
£
£ L0f
b 0.567 g
¥ 0-516.312 0.304 9:403 G5 =1 80
g 4 [ [ 0019000 |_| 2.007 Il
2o om owo6nom owow o - a0}
m % o B K K Kk T #
05k % a8 A % i
#eo K
1.0 -0.857 -50f

FI10 52 7K SO Bk AL 2= DL 45 51

Fig.10 Results of the reverse hydrogeochemical simulation

TR FIR 25 (P 9) . B AL FIAR 25 3 F K RE S 32 B
Py 20 43 1) ST A2 AL e FE TR, X AT BB JE i TR B
RN 2 Sl Y . BEAS R E 0 ST N T
0, Jo H R85 K £ 1) STE /N T J7 fift 4 FA0 8 1 ST
{8, F— 25 UL A5 K A 1 A 2 R K Ca®t i
FEORIRE AR VK A 0 ST N, U A R
FUEN K A 10 7 & Mo R 7K A Na ) 3 2R .

K SC L ER fb 27 B0 B S il 2 Ak S 3 22
28 12, Z 7R TR 12 BT S X T K
b2 AR R AE B 5T . I 1) 7K SC M Bk Ak 2 B 48 T
e R K R G & A K AR, i de R K
T ) b BR Ak 2 T AL AR () e PR S ik ) 32
R F S KCZK05—ZK 11 #E47 40 b7 . 4 7k
P2 5E 45 5, #55E K Na.Ca Mg .C.S.CL.SiflAl
ViR 2R AE B P AL 2 B n] n (JE1 10) , Vi R K
B, %0 RSB EZRE M. 51 T Kk
AR R E B K -EAE A A CEER K
A VB A R R, LN A R KA B R B RS
R, U B AN A RS I ST R K L b

5"0(%0)
FI11 kb R ok 8D #1850 (H E &
Fig.11 8" 0 vs. 8D diagram of groundwater

Hb, B S AE W B — & W LB, GE YR
A2 e fii £5 47 0.210 mmol/kg i Na™ #E A # T K . i
AF EA B BSTYNER R
AN U B X B T I RS R K Ak 2 A g A
e EEEN . EZM A EAE TIEEM, I
2 0.857 mmol/kg. /K fb 2% 2 # P HCO, -
Cl+SO,Na-«Ca % 3 fk i HCO,Ca+Na & .
3.2 HT/KEARLEHFIE
3.2.1 HTKAMNAERIRERS M DO RuE R E &
B R K SRR A R T B, R R K 2R X A
F a8 A I T AR R 4 S A 0D L9000 e R B AT
DA 13 4% i #8 2k AR 4 b fi% B¢ (Pang et al., 2017).
M BFSE X Tk b D5 B0 6 & (| 1) al ey
IKAE A T A2 R R A K e e [ A S i DX R
K Z BE I AT R, 6 B SR K AL RAR 5 R K
PRI T RABEKABIG A RIEKEA
R K REAZ BT — o R 2R R AR Y S )



974 HERBLSE  hitp://www.earth-science.net 949 %
F2 HWITAPUCIKER
Table 2 The measurement results of "'C age in groundwater
i AL AR 2 G5 pMC BC (%) MC R AR (ka) ‘H(TU) OR8] KA B (m)
CCZKO05-1 64.58+0.24 —14.80 3.51 <1.3 2019.12.21 31.01~5.70
CCZKO05-2 65.68+0.24 —15.00 3.38 1.5+0.3 2019.12.22 31.01~5.70
W20 77.23+0.28 —16.80 2.08 <1.3 2022.03.11 27.90
w32 63.8740.23 —15.90 3.60 <1.3 2022.05.28 24.20
T pMC R SRR 43 L, — Mk A S8 T (1950 48 LART) KA rh MC 17K 100 pMC.
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Fig.12 Conceptual model of groundwater flow and hydrochemical evolution in the site.
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H N K AR B Y, e £E DN AR B BE R 1~40 ka
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Plummer, 2016 ). 7E ¥ J& ¥ &b & % i 4k 4, “C
WA 7 vk A 8 T 7z N (S8 kO A, 2013) .
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%, WIETAEREL F .M KGR
B, U AR B E RN, M K IE I R g
M, X X% % it 3 hk T e R AR —
e vh, H & <<1 TU /K 9 o B 1952 4 LU
BAY AR 3 , 3X — HOIA 3 T o Al AN TR ik
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