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FEE. N TN TSRS TS5 e R G UE VR A, 4TSS 7 2011 4 11 A 10 B 2012 4F 3 A 4 B 7 IR T URIT F i ( Fmpres) —
AR K X KA N TR AR N TR E ke N TSRS KRR 250 1 4 FPEE4:J8 (Cd . Cu Pb . Zn) T AFAIE. 250K 3 BT AR
SRR S KR T 25T E 48 & i R I — B R, HeEBE R/ NS R . Zn > Pb > Cu > Cd.3 Fh A THGB/KES IR &R 2R AW,
KEANTHGHEANTHB T 2R P REAE Cd.Cu M Ph & RAFE B EER. BHAUKEZ A THI TSR Cd M Zn ARSI, 2K
MR LR AR T4 Cu 1 Ph Y3 B AR FHACSR. P 78 3 F A TAR P 9 & B2 85 [ SR CLE TR AR K TAERRIEY . 3 Fh N MR 28 33 /K R 25
Cd .Pb 1 Zn W REUNT 1, I HOKE AR T 2800 Cu BIRIE RBCKT 1, R IEMRE . KA Y 468 B ik 5 B T o 22 ) A7 5 A FuAd
KXKFR I KEATHEBK Cu | BARANTHEEK Cd M Cu & E A THREEE AR 250 Cd A Cu & it 5 W i Z A7 7E 5 W
AR R,

KEBIA AK X N TG A & i 908K W 2500 R R 4L

X B S 02532468 (2013)10-2871-08 FESES X171 XERARIAAD : A

Effect of Metasequoia glyptostroboides , Cunninghamia lanceolata and Eucalyptus
grandis plantations on heavy metal contents in the precipitation of a small
catchment at the downstream of Minjiang River

LIN Jing, ZHANG Jian™ , YANG Wangqin, JIAN Yi

Institute of Ecological & Forestry, Sichuan Agricultural University, Wenjiang 611130
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Abstract: In order to understand the filtering effects of plantation on atmospheric pollutants, the concentrations of Cd, Cu, Pb and Zn in rainfall,
throughfall and stemflow in Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Cunninghamia lanceolata and Eucalyptus grandis plantations were measured in a small catchment
at the downstream ( Wutongqiao section) of Minjing River from November 10, 2011 to March 4, 2012. The order of metal contents in precipitation,
throughfall and stemflow was similar, i. e., Zn >Pb > Cu > Cd, in all types of plantations. There was no significant difference in Zn of throughfall
between plantations, while significant differences in Cd, Cu and Pb between M. glyptostroboides and C. lanceolata existed. The plantation of E. grandis
and M. glyptostroboides hadbetter filtration effects on Cd and Zn, whereas E. grandis and C. lanceolata showed a significant filtration effects on Cu and
Pb. Pb content in all plantations exceeded national drinking water standard. All leaching coefficients of Cd, Pb and Zn in throughfall and stemflow of
three plantations were less than 1, except for Cu in stemflow of C. lanceolata. There was a significant negative relationship between precipitation and
heavy metal contents. In addition, Cu contents in throughfall of M. glyptostroboides, Cd and Cu contents in throughfall of C. lanceolata, and in

throughfall and stemflow of E. grandis had significant negative relationship with rainfall.
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1 3|5 (Introduction)

VAR R T A R T Y i A A R g RN
TG YFFZEME (Ke et al. , 2010; Adriano 2001 ; Huang
et al. , 2005) A TE 4 H g5, 2 A
2 Jif T Mt 1) B S P 55 ) 2 — i 5 e I A )
TS 2 5 T B 4 e A B 110 B 2 07 3 R R
SRGEHEBIRIG Y RA R Z —. BRRiE o e &
A WS IR AL W SO A A D e X R AR KA
PRI AT AR 2 AR R, 5 TR MRS T 2R A A
AR, AR 25 2R G2 V7 1 — A B S L o
(BRB2EEE, 2006) | [A] B X 8 R o F v 1 2 42 R V5
ey A 3% B U /E A (Huston et al. , 2009;
Cheng et al. ,2011; P 5E5%,2011). EAME K2
KIFFKX M ES RGP ESRYTH HEM
# (Malandrino et al. , 2011; Abollino et al. , 2011)
JHXS A S R G A AT BE B 52 W AT T AR
RABIIEDT (Smical er al. , 2008 ). fEE Py, — L2
AKX i) 4 Jm R TR A o A L AR
T HRSE (WEHETSSE, 2008 ; #355555, 2004; 257K
R4, 2007). KAZ Bk AZARN TARTETRE 13835

P A L RS o T B2
BiFEe /.

WRYL R W AR N F AR X i HHA KA
N MRS 50, A7 SRURTT T i /N A K XN T AR
X e I PR < o BB A B R 5 e /D LA RV
e/ NUEE K X A 8T, N AR B 24, WS84
DX R KX A A [) ARG e T o 463 s 10 ik

TEVE I EA BB . R, AW SR O 250 it
P, BT 7 REPSMNEERT (BRI R > 10 mm) SRAEUR
A2 P ATIRYT NI (FOEARE) 3 LAY T ARRE TR
Xof H 4 AR AR, DAY R TR AT SR MR YT 3 3
B DX IR ¥ YA il AN Y5 e 30 A S B B R
INTEIF AR LI RIK 4. TR, 5 IR B AR B 5E | 1E
X HE N T AR 28 R0 5 5 4 8 A A5 VR TS YL R 5
B, TG 2200 T 3 AR B B B R

2 ##l5 7%k (Materials and methods)

2.1 HREXHENR

W YT F R YT 9 S, 4 A S A Y )1 B
P, B TR TR L S AT FIRRHRIS | 4K 735 km, il
TIAR 14 J7 km® 3 230 7% 2% 3560 m, /K J195JR 1300 £
J7 kWL IR YT T W7 28 1062 km, A K/ 90 4
S5 TR IRIC A BRI | 2% 48 ] | SR ] | 2 31 Y] 45
FEES, 7E B DAL, R VT8 09 U )1 23 3
POHS 2T E Z M X 7K 5, AR 900 244
m’ R E RS 2, K D) SR 2 e 5 K TTOK R
#1/5.

WFFEIXALTURYL R iy (b B) —A/ gk
KX (103°44'329" ~103°44'481"E, 29°24'291" ~
29°24'566"N) , % X b &b 1| P4 5 F J o B 45 53,
A7 F AT RN DU 43 s P, B AR 4. 31 hm?,
4K 358 ~395 m, FIHE R 35°. AE/KIX Hp EE AL B
AU N TR RAR IR AR, T DL #4845
oA RN B (R ).

F1 HREMER

Table 1  Description of study plots in Wutonggiao County

N TR ALY/ m? +4eemy M/ a TR /m R/ em
IKKZ Metasequoia glyptostroboides 563. 177 g 8 13 15
A Cunninghamia lanceolata 616.290 jig:!d 12 15 17
E % Eucalyptus grandis 985.367 %+ 3 2.5 5

2.2 HEX%

S A BEAE L AR N AR K X A S E 3 Rl A
TARHE G A 3 B 10 m 10 m B9REM R4
/= 2 7117l W 7 N N 87 O
MRS DNFFHEAS2 m - 0.20 m /) PVC
ETEWE B K AR BB 10 #RAVE R B b ok
e R 2500, b R gkt 2 ~ 3 BREEARE

FFINAE . BERRAREAS FH 375 BH 65 98 0} F PRl 2% S0 B 1 Ak
B HIEAR, W RG22 2F T S, PR IR SN
PEHAE 1.0 om (R OIRIBRIAE  JEH0 0 E 52K A8 DL
AR T 2500 s MO 3 AN RH AR KA RRK. B
W 1 KR S AR AR 3 FH 34 () YR RD RS 1000
mL 7 [ SEE0 2 R |, AN RE B B, A 4 C
KR T DR
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2.3 FEINE

JKEE [ 4 J& (Cd ., Cu Pb . Zn) &35k H
BRI A S5 B TR 1S TCP-MS 1 %8 7K BE TG 75 11
fi, JH0.45 pum EMEE IS ELAENE . H 3% TR
W C TR A bR TV W, Ve BE 43 5 0.,0.5.1.2.5,
10 .20 wg-L~". T4 Cd . Cu Pb . Zn K HiBRAK I N
0.0029 .0. 0038 ,0. 0071 .0. 0107 wg-L~", fitx [l i
TR N 90. 2% ~ 96. 6% . 92. 4% ~ 96. 2% .
101.3% ~105.8% 99.5% ~107.1%.
2.4 BEAEE RO

K HI Excel 2003 X186 05 08 AH G K 17 8
PRGBS I 254 SPSS16. 0 B4 5t
WEATIRZE ST HT AN i 2 PR

3 ZER5i4i8 (Results and discussion)

3.1 AIHBEWTELELE

AR 15 YA ) P85 T o, T LK AR 1 2
SR TG Y A 8 5 B R i B 4 M T K T
RO AEP A Al = f A b i BT A O 38 0
BB AR R i NG (EHSE,2007) . B4
JBICRIEAFMESRGA 3 N REERE, — 2T

TR B3 Jk AR K W e R0 47l 12 1 90K 4 3
A ORI, EE 4 TR 0 e R B i L
By R m ; =+ MW R, i
KABEWAERICE D G FEFHAL (Y DS,
2010).

M2 I E H, KA FEW 4 FpE 4R R
 He Zn S s, P HAME Y 1316.03 pg- L7,
Cd SHEREM, FYH5.52 pg-L7'. Cd S EREHE
HIAE E R N M T 2500, 4 3.52 pg-L ™', Cu &%
e HBEAZ R N TR T 2800, 2 7. 40
pe- L1, P & it (8 I AE K A2 N ARSI IK
K507 wg- L7, Zn i m (A BLTERZ RN TR
RT283%, 0 617. 61pg- L' Cd I Cu & & R (E
B B AE K AZ N TR T 2500, 43 51 0.31
pg L' F12.33 wg-L~", Pb & BRI HBAEAZA
2500, A 15,52 I.Lg'[fl ,Zn o i AAE B BLAE
Fie N THARZEE K, 4 490. 83 pg-L~". 3 Fp AT AR
RAVEW BRI TER TS ESRE ST RS2
SR AR /NHES R . Zn > Pb > Cu
> Cd.

x2 AIMERSEIEPESRESE

Table 2 Heavy metal contents in the process of rainfall reallocation in plantation forest pg- L7t

ﬁ:]:ﬂ( B Cd Pb Zn
e FHE RS THE % THE bRE% T bR 2
VTN FEiBIK 0.67 0.38 5.07 2.82 51.01 22.04 504.08 275.19
BT 2500 0.31 0.29 2.33 1.56 39.60 18.11 594.71 273.37
AR ZEBIK 1.01 0.71 5.20 4.09 44.71 24.72 497.60 302.33
R 2500 3.30 2.16 7.40 4.05 15.52 10.02 617.61 313.73
FLAZ AR FEiBIK 1.04 1.07 6.44 3.52 44.61 16.81 490. 83 303.12
L 3.52 2.77 4.11 2.71 32.22 12.23 557.42 306.51
KARE 5.52 1.54 6.62 4.61 54.33 53.42 1316. 03 815.11

AR Y 4 S 2 RO JE A TR S
WD | 2R B IZ A A 2 B AR v A T 4w B
A IR R R T 5 a2 2 ) i A s
VB (PR 24, 2006) . AKAZ A TAHK Cd FEE iy
IR A« KRR > 553K > B 2800 K2 fTE
HENTAR Cu &5 5 BT - RARERT > 2B K >
BT 2E800 53 FONTTAR Ph 3 80U 2 O . R R
> ZFifE K > BT 2K Zn & s HESIIUT . KA
W > B2 > 2FiE K. L EZIRERY] K AT
MO R 4 Fh e <5 #8 B A — 2 B AT B
K N TARXS R 42 )& Cu Pb Fll Zn B —E 1

W VR T AZ AR N ARG R T 842 J& Ph FH Zn L
A MW BHE . 3 BN ARG B K 4R A
IR 1 K A2 N TR, & e I S B AR N T
MG T 2500 T A R A i R A R TR,
S INpTISR N W N A W UBER :  N ¥ N
T 4 o N 8] %) e R e A1, 2 BH ) 6 i o )
4 TR A AR AT 19 W B 2850 7, AR 0 80 e i, 3X 1T fig
e T R A AR b AR PR A G, K 5 R AR (R
FAEL, 2006) FIFZAM (BHEDES, 2000) FEKH
SYBLE R Cu Fe Zn Mn (95 28 (L AHAEALL.
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3.2 3MAIMRARAGELESGET N

FRE 2011 4E 11 A 10 HF| 2012 453 A 4 HIY
R K EE AT A AL, AS TR TR 42 8 & e e 22
SOARESE S EZ MW AAEZES. hE 1 a5,
TE 7 WRE H KA A2 KM E RN TR ZEE K Cd
RS0 ~1.21.0.32 ~1.93.0. 64 ~3.22
pg- L7 AT 2R Cd F 54528 0 ~ 0. 60,0. 40 ~
6.91.0.79 ~5.23 wg-L~" F K HELE 2012 4F
1 H 19 HRER . 3 B N TARZE B K TR T 2500
Cd & Z I R/MRIR N A2 AR > BEREAR > KAZ
M. IKAZHAR K2R E AR ZE B K Cd Fr i
B AFFEREZES(p >0.05), HFWEHR 24X 3
N THMGE)Z G, B4R Cd A8 b/, X Al g2
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Fig. 1

FEucalyptus grandis plantations

H L 2 AT, K AZ R R R E B N TR ZE i 7K
Cu BTN 2.41 ~9.42 1.24 ~13.73 2. 49 ~
11.07 wg- L™, B F 253 Cu S 8450 1.09 ~
4.91 3.51 ~15.70 1.62 ~7.48 ug-L~".3 Fl A T #k
KW T 2800 Cu & i A RAE 3 AR 2012 4F

Ok

1, T T 1

Cu it /(pgL™)

A
]
©)

W
N
P

HMEE-A-H)

&2

T FALRKAZ Y D v i e A SR i i) 48 rp 7 2¢
7, A M) MR AR B i i AR X 5/, ik

Y

&
BT 3 ol N ARG 2 6] 8 R o 4 ) W s AT
YERBUN BB K E 4SS Cd & &2 R Wi,
KRG R AR MBS T2 Cd & 1 2 (A7 e e
25 (p=0.002 <0.01) , JKIZHRE E AR T 2500
Cd HaW T EMZ AR EZER (p=0.017 <
0.05) , M AZ KM 5 B ke bk Z [0 A7 78 B 3 25 5
(p=0.323>0.05) , R WIFEFT 280 /K AZ N TARE T
AT 5, B4 )8 Cd &2 0L B KT AM
FE AR, 33T B2 Tk A2 N T ARAS [A] (il £ 2 4
PERFPEXT Cd WS sl W AR Rt AN T,

Btk

B A
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Cd &8 /(ug'L™h)

ey
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HI(E-H-H)

K HAMERATIHFEK(a) FRTER(b) Cd SEHAENL

Monthly variations of Cd concentrations in (a) throughfall and (b) stemflow of Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Cunninghamia lanceolata and

1 H19 H,H/MEH B 2011 4512 H 18 H. 3 Fh
N TGS K R T 250 Cu & i 2 Fl R /MK IR
K KA > BREMR > AR KR A E
Ptk ZE K Cu S RPIPIZ AR EER (p >
0.05) , ZWAREM A X 3 AT HERG, B4R

B A% Btk

25.00

D)
[
<
=)
S

15.00

10.00

Cu & /(ugl”

5.00 |Hi

N A
N
WQq,

HMEE-A-H)

KA HEARTMERATHREFEK (a) KT ER(b) Cu SEMALZN

Fig.2  Monthly variations of Cu concentrations in (a) throughfall and (b) stemflow of Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Cunninghamia lanceolata and

FEucalyptus grandis plantations
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Cu ik /)N 3X AT BESE H T RAE B[] 3 B 1) 3 Fol
N MRS J2 %5 o W v 4 i A TR AT R T A A FH 38
INHCEEB K E AR Cu 22 S WH/N. KA
H5REAMM T2 Co frEZ RIAA7EN W& 255
(p=0.006 <0.01) , KAZME E BT 2L Cu
T Z AR E 25 (p =0.259 >0.05) , Mit2
AR F R T2 Cu & 2 (B AN 77 3 22
5 (p=0.070 >0.05) , LK BIFETR £0d KAZ N TAREL
AW TG, 4R Cu FaAAIH B RTFEA
M, X AT RE S /K A2 N TR [] ) A B A= Al 4
XF Cu W WSS B 7 A= PR 5 ).

H L3 AL, KAZ A2 AR FINE R N TR 235 K
Pb & 443 W 4 27. 54 ~ 87. 03,19. 62 ~ 90. 47,
15.11 ~65.64 pg- L', e RMEY HBLLE 2012 4F 1
H 19 HEERH BT 2530 Pb Sk 17. 42 ~
64.13 6.51 ~32.22 18.58 ~ 50.20 pg-L~".3 Fh A

Ok

120.00

1
o

2~100.00

1
T

80.00 -
60.00

-

Pb & & /(ugL

40.00 \
20.00 N
)
0 3 ¥
NS 5> 9 5 0 L

T W Q\q"\ o Q\'L:L N4 Q\'Lﬁ

AN R A N
HIE-A-H)

TGRS K AR 2590 Pb &5 2 2 F R /MR IR N
IKIZHR > BEREMR > K2 KPR, IKAZ AR B2 KRB B #e
MEEFEK P T EWNZBIAFEREZR (p >
0.05) , KWW 2T X 3 fANTHEZ)E, BE4)E
Pb & 828k /N 33X AT A8 & i RA B[R] 2 A1 3
N TR )2 %5t B T o 4 8 %) R SR 2 A A 6
/N B KR ESR Ph SrEESWEYN. KK
AWM 2L P & Z AR B E 2R (p =
0.005 <0.01) , /KM E FFMM T255 Pb &2
[ ATEAE R 25 (p =0.324 >0.05) | M2 A S E
FEAR Ph 5 22 (B AF1E 3 25 5 (p =0. 043 <0.05) ,
TR 2 KA N TR T )5, 48 Cd
R AR B R FAZAM, X T R TR AT
A7) 4 A 3 AR A0 4 P F Ph I8 Wil W% 6 7 2 Y
AR

B Ak B

80.00 - .
70.00 |-
60.00 |-
50.00 |-
40.00 |
30.00
20.00
10.00

Pb £ & /(ugL™)

rararara
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[ D000
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. ..
> b

p 2 v p
NG v N v A%
N o 'L“O o ,LQO A
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B3 KEZEARFMERAIKFEK(a)MHTFER(b)Pb SEMWATL

Fig.3 Monthly variations of Pb concentrations in (a) throughfall and (b) stemflow of Metasequoia glypiostroboides, Cunninghamia lanceolata and

Eucalyptus grandis plantations

HE 4 ATHL KA AR RE R N TR SR % K
Zn S0 137.04 ~941. 11 [ 115. 48 ~974.23 .
228.22 ~ 991.23 pg-L ™" BT 253 Zn S EA 1R

O kA2 Hk

1400.00 [~ a.
1200.00
1000.00 i
800.00
600.00
400.00
200.00

0

Zn it f(uge LY

HAEIGEE-H-H)

247.43 ~1009. 01,216. 33 ~ 1065. 02,275. 19 ~
1042.55 pg- L' 3 Bl AN T ARG B K FIA T 2538 Zn
SRR BAE 2011 4F 11 7 10 H KEZFIEZ

ISR 720N

B A%

1600.00 — b.
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1200.00
1000.00
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AN N o
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Fig.4 Monthly variations of Zn concentrations in (a) throughfall and (b) stemflow of Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Cunninghamia lanceolata and

Eucalyptus grandis plantations
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33 &

RN TARGEB KRR T 2500 Zn & B e/ MA 1 BLAE
2012 4E2 A 12 H, B AN T AREE 5 K FR T 25 3
Zn S/ MEHIIAE 2011 4E 12 A 18 H.3 AT
MRZEBE KT T 2590 Zn & 8 2 FR/ME RN . #2
KM > FREAR > KA K. KAZ PR 2 AR bR
ZEB KRB T 283 Zn 5 B PN 22 (0] 359 A 7778 i 3
Z5(p>0.05), RFFEN X 3 B A T A2
AW TG, EaJE Zn FEAR b/, X RE R H TR
FERS )R N MR BRA: AR B 3 F N TR
JZXcF A T P B 4 S ) R AT AR R B /N, e 3
NI MESE Zn & a2 R 0B/,

AR N TARZE B R AR T 2500 Cd il Zn % &
o T EACRAUK ALK, R X E 48 Cd M Zn 1)
WSl W A /N, W 4 TR Cd A Zn S B
59, 2, B RRKE N TS B 48 Cd Al Zn
A BRI PR . KA TR SR B 7K R 25 3
Cu Al Ph 5 2 i TAZAMORN R AR, 36 I Xt 5 4
J& Cu 1 Pb (L PEAE 559, L2, I A MRFIE #
AT E 4@ Cu A1 Ph 033 S8 A 430,

FRE A IS KK TUAERRUE) (GB 5749—2006)
o Cd A 5.0 pg- L', Cu A5

i 1000.0 pg-L~",Pb AT 10.0 pg-L7",
Zn SHEAEHIT 1000.0 pg-L~" WE 1 ~4 545 5%
ALHL KAZ N AR Cd 5 it 34 76 3R B 2R 1 OO KA
HEN 2 ARFE N TARER 2012 4E 1 A 19 BRI
25U Cd & T R AT R K bR e, H AR 7
LAVEEIZ . 3 TR Cu & 47 & 23 LA
W, {H Pb & i it = T B R KK & bR . 3 Fil
NTAHARER 2011 4E 11 A 10 B T2 Zn SRS T
ERZ KK E, ERYEZEEFZN. XHE
AR — X 38, Ph 75 4R ILE R ™
3.3 BT XA TARE A 1E

W REOE B KBS T2 TR & =
EMAN R A B IK SR 43 & & ) L AE (SO AR R A
2009). HH# 3 HribkiE RECRT R, 48 Cd .\ Pb
Zn 16 3 BN TMREE 35 KRR 25 3 Hh 0 bk i &R 8K
BNT 1, RN L0 3 Fh O TR AY MR R+
J& Cd Pb Fl Zn &= FEAL, 3 BLHT W 19 ROk L
TKAZFNE R N TAAREE K AT 2230 Cu YR
FEUNT 1, LGOS VE L, A2 AR N TR 25
Wit Cu FUMIRIE RO T 1, I BLE R /E A, X 5
RABEE (2002 ) FIBR A3 4245 (2007 ) HYBIFFE A5 1R AR L.

x3 BERBZRY
Table 3 Leaching coefficient

T ZEB KM REL UL RENTTRUSEE Y i

Cd Cu Pb Zn Cd Cu Pb Zn
KAZ N AR 0.13 0.88 0.94 0.38 0.05 0.35 0.73 0.45
RN 0.18 0.79 0.82 0.38 0.60 1.12 0.29 0.47
Ei ke N AR 0.18 0.97 0.82 0.37 0.64 0.62 0.60 0.42

FFR 4 )8 JC R Cd.Cu Pb Zn FEFRIE T
RATRA , KA P 9 5 4 8 5 Y e R FE
FARIR (LK W 34255 ) R IE ( Tl A 7=
BUBH 22 R ACHE B B 2 e 5 i B 4 ™ AR R
MOESREFNAFEEMA L) B LR —
UITR AN AR P 45— 2 H0 S A S A AR
T P R 0RO 4 ) E R R (2
PR A, 2001 ) . B RN 3E R 5e 2 A T 5 LAk 25
P& A U A WA T T 1 SRR . — T T R R O
PR RIS 3 TR 24 | FHORL | 2 15 46 1 A I B
Y R R A — R A B A2 AR AR, B
i 2 B AR R J2 0E AR PR B T K P AR 2 R oy B
AR (RS IR, 20005 ZEV4E5E, 2003 ) 5 95— J7 THIAL
X T K R 1 I AT R X A T e R e ) 3R 40 I
B DAARAE 20105 5KRIEF], 2009) , S BN FRZK

FIR T 25000 h Al i o 5 1 & AR AR k. 72 3 M N T
MARPIFEI S B9 Cd P Fl Zn & /N T R,
P IX 3 A T AKX Cd . Pb F1 Zn B A W[ fiE
FRAZ TN ¥ N T ARAE 257 385 7K RIS 25 30 v 46 0 )
(1) Cu & /N F RABER, X B K AZ M E AN T
M Cu EA B9 1 W B R
3.4 BHEBRELSELBELENMEAKXR
ASBIFFEHE [ 7K o A /N B K B 43 B 3 A5
2:10 ~20 mm .20 ~25 mm A1 25 mm LI [ ( >25
mm ) . 53X £ A AE G PRSP R K | 2R3 KRR T
R R E A R i SO A R B AT g AT, A
IR 4 XTSRRI, RN ES RS
BEHEWRZEAAERENRMELLR (p <
0.01) , Bifi 25 K W 2 149 384 o, 2 4 ) % 1 B R s/,
X5 A AN TR B 5 45 SR — S0 (S0 g A,
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2009) . K2 N THREEBE K Cu 5 2 5 R 2 18] 17
TERFRTIM LR (p<0.05), HAEL B S &
W RN ER AR RE. AN THEBK Cd
M Cu &5 5 B T 8 2 (W] A7 76 8 35 1) SOAH D6 E &R
(p<0.05), HAHESE S ESEWRMHELR

AR BN TG ERKFIR T 2200 Cd #l Cu %
W EZE AR ERNAAAHCRKR (p <
0.05) , ZFiFE/K Ph 7 15 [ T 5 2 [A) 47 76 12 35 1Y 1
FARK AR (p <0.05) , Hop i G & 5 15 [ W i
ARG R R AN 3

x4 TREMEETAINESRESE

Table 4 Heavy metal content in plantation forest under different rainfall intensities pgeL"!
DT e - Cd - Cu - Pb - Zn
g e BL gk B EU e BT RL e H1 B g T
10 ~20 5.92 0.86 0.32 7.05 8.85 4.25 61.24 57.03 44.84 1665.0  941.11 1009. 01
. 20 ~25 5.31 0.59 0.25 6.62 6.46 3.01 53.92 54.86 38.03  1353.7  552.63 659.13
Kb >25 5.02 0.36 0.12 6.37 4.87 1.73 47.53 40.55 31.64 1162.0  309.91 392.22
r -1.000"* -0.982 -0.963 -0.991* -0.997* -0.977 -0.988* -0.984 -0.985 -0.999 *-0.948 -0.964
10 ~20 5.92 1.93 5.07 7.05 5.71 7.75 61.24 46.13 23.52 1665.0  974.23 1065. 02
20 ~25 5.31 1.14 3.93 6.62 4.54 7.02 53.92 42.43 17.9 1353.7  575.32 566. 31
oA >25 5.02 0.82 2.38 6.37 3.57 6.66 47.53 37.56 11.8 1162.0  261.12 422.81
r -1.000"" -0.990* -0.956 -0.991" -0.991" -0.99* -0.98 -0.964 -0.977 -0.999 * -0.97 -0.945
10 ~20 5.92 1.76 3.32 7.05 9.93 5.71 61.24 50.43 35.6 1665.0  991.23 1042.55
20 ~25 5.31 1.13 2.12 6.62 6.06 4.55 53.92 41.27 30.4 1353.7  540.20 607.12
R >25 5.02 0.86 1.34 6.37 4.55 4.03 47.53 37.63 18.6 1162.0  401.41 446.13
r -1.000"" -1.000"* -0.997* -0.991" -0.99" -0.99* -0.988 -0.999* -0.917 -0.999 *-0.884 -0.901

T * #p<0.01, *p<0.05.

4 2512 ( Conclusions)

1)3 N TARZEB AR T 22 & AR &
YR E R, O A KNHES N Zn >
Pb> Cu >Cd.3 F N TAREE K E 4 & % & 1 HE
GWNTE Ry IKAZHAR > R AR > E R bk, BT 25 i &
&)@ T HES T R A2 AR > IKAZHR > B RERR.

2) 3PMATHEBKESESEER AN EE,
KN TG AN T 225 P E4AE Cd.Cu
M Pb SR A7AE % 22 5. ERUKAZ AN T AR &
&)@ Cd Fl Zn A BRI 1L UEVE A2 AR MRFNE R AR
XTEE 43 )@ Cu F1 Pb (W UE/EFHAESHR. Pb 76 3 AT
b e e [ AR R K A AR

3) 3 Ff N TMREEE K FIR T 259 Cd . Pb Fl Zn
PRI RBUNT 1 A ORI E R, R 3 Fh AT
MG )SZXE Cd  Pb F1 Zn E A W I sl W B g 7. K A2
FE # N TAAREE B K FIR T 2830 Cu IR R
F 1, R ARIEAE R, K AZ N F N T AR Ca
FLAT 50 P R AT 8 % i

4) REBEWHES RS & 5N Z MAE
WENAAALLER. KEANTHEEK Co RS
ok TR 2 () A A 0 35 ) A GG R AR N TR

#K Cd il Cu #5455 [ TR 2 8] A 7 I 35 1 B
KRF, EM N TAHIREEE K T2 Cd Al Cu &
G R AR R R TUOEC R K Ph
i R R 2 (AR A A SO OGS AR

BEEEEN K A HAESF, K NERAEL,
HME T A LRI FERA TE. AR N BT
FARE A FWH 100 &, H P SCIKF 10 .
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