H 5243 Chinese Journal of Ecology 2011,30(5) :865-873

KU IR RS RPARER"

®K oA

&

B 3

(" PEHFRERFF R ANLFE R T ERBF, 5T 550002; > P EHAFRARL AR, L7 100049)

B OE RV UWIFRNEAATFENRTRE-EAXERE RELREHEKT LEE M4 R
PR, (B SR IR R A L R R Bk o R BRI R KT S
WEEEFLHNTRMERBRESEFRENPUAEE, AXLLETHREFELE TS
BRI ik, T 23EE A RT i oA LLERF L IF R A g Hh ot A2 fr 28 % B 2R
TR R T TR E NN RE,

XEIWR O KE; R r ik HIRE S, BE
FRESES S963 XuktRiREE A XEZHS  1000-4890(2011)5-0865-09

Environmental mercury pollution in mercury mining areas: A review. ZHANG Chao'”,
QIU Guang-le' , FENG Xin-bin' ('State Key Laboratory of Environmental Geochemistry, Institute
of Geochemistry, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guiyang 550002, China; >Graduate University of
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China ). Chinese Journal of Ecology, 2011, 30
(5): 865-873.

Abstract: The mercury ( Hg) pollution of surrounding environment caused by mercury mining
has been paid attention. Although most of worldwide Hg mining activities have been discontinued
or ceased, those abandoned Hg mines pose a lasting impact and damage to the local environment
and residents’ health by the remaining solid waste, drainage, and Hg-contaminated soils. This
review summarized the analysis method of various Hg forms in environmental samples, the global
Hg mining activities distribution and their environmental impact of Hg smelting. The risk assess-
ment and pollution control and treatment were prospected.

Key words: Hg mining activities; Hg analytical methods; environmental contaminations; pros-
pecting.

TH S R 2R A LU TF SR IG R B X 7K
T 5 RS A FARAE 1 B T TS G
RIEI G h B Z R LB, JTHRKR(H) , B
AR ZE PRI BAR A K v, &) Tk AR
SIFREK AR (0. 5 ~2 4F) & B #E R ( Schroeder
& Munthe 1998 ) , 2 5 4 ERORSRAE R 10 A 42 Bk
PES Qe — ok (Hg™ ) |, S RC A AT AR 58 10 55
35040 S B R R B R A A B S T
A PRI, il 40 . 35K (CH Hg) , o T
(ETEERIEER 7RSS AN /N NP P DNE YRS S YN 1)
SKIE A ( Garcia-Sanchez et al. ,2009)

IR ) BRI S 7 A R ARARHE T 2 88 1 3%

« U ERFEBE AR A TR EZ 7 05 H (KZCX2-YW-135) FE K
AR S & TR H (2008 AA067335) B2 )1,
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2, IX SR AR BRI A TR B R R 4
fih, LA KRG 5% 2 RG JL A % B 5 H 2 58 19 s TR) 4 3
(Sierra et al. ,2009) . K%y 55 Hi Kk & H o A i
KR5S FEURPVECT FhEES 1E S DI REZE AL, i
T AN, R oR B AR S A, SR A HA B
FRASERT, AT AT | Yt pA e A (3% = 25 AR,
2003) , KA PRI S A2 R 5 T E
R RIERG OINE RGN G Bl ( Zahir et
al. 2005) .

SRA LY PR3 ) R, A5 1) 2 X4 DX R R %
FIBIF 5T RIS RS PEAT , — L AR AR Z B AT )
TR, A ERE TAEE AARAEA R ok A L
TREE TAE,

1 RE WWRERERPROSTTTE
R ILIFREAE i 2 E AL 1K A R A
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$30 & 55

YSERES . AT TR ORIEZAS B 73, H AT
BT SIEMERR Y, 456 R K AT T AR
B JEAKIR R TR 28 SCR Bk sl
B IERS IR R ASR IE TR B EOR .
HH LR A A S ks 25 Y 6 R e A2 R R 4%
RORTRFRE A £ FE BOR B B i, RARAKAK
H EOR R TN AE T o G0k 5 & AR A B IR IR+
DL E (CVAFS) . RARKAIRAF LR EE R H
FORM BRI FIE A, BATER S h M JEHLoK
i A BRI B . R K A R
DN 73k R 25 18- £ A0 B0 45 6 1E T AU (835 43
BB R 9 OE K I ( GC-CVAFS ) (75 35 st 45,
2009) .

RGN 1 R M Ik, R ERAE  A R T
)G, AERZEIR P S s A I R T IR OB H R
(AAS) M &, 8% £ ICP-MS 1 ICP-OES & ( Gil
et al. ,2010) , HIH 0 5 237l o — L) 8, 52
TR RSSO ARR 5, il fe2
SR R I AR Bt B2 AT MER B2 ( Voegborlo & Adima-
do,2010) . BLAR, T J5 7 W o e 56 BE T s B i
BRI T (AMA-254 , LECO Instruments ) , 7] J
T 2 B A A R, AT o502 [ A Bl R A
FETE AT RIS T LA T 2= AT AL 2R ( Sierra et al.
2009), #ilt, i US EPA 2 T — /X B F Z /Y
J5 i, BV A3 i | ok SRS & T W e i O i
(TDAAS) >k + 1 rh SOk iy & & (Gil et al.
2010) ,

KM EELEAE 3 MIESHR, AETTEK
(GEM, B} Hg”) , 3 P35 R (RGM ) 1 Ukr 2% K
(PHg) (Fu et al. ,2010) ., T GEM HATTR % 1Y%
RANE AR RN RE 1 AR A A Ve, TR
AT E K KA (24 1 4F) (Rothenberg et
al. ,2010) . RGM F1 PHg 5 & it Tk b, I K=
5= R, I H o2 id ik TR ol ny 0y KUK T
M T, VBT E RGM 1 PHg 38 11t R I 4508 R e 74
F M I IR RS R R IR 2 14 K
RFIAERE AR ECRIRITORE | JR 1Y T T R ke = YA 1)
i B, BEXETE B0 M7 (Fu et al. ,2010) . RS
% & B 5K (GEM, RGM, PHg) K Fl Tek-
ran2537A/1130/1135 45341, 1% 07 63 TR R+
56 (CVAFS) By JF 3

KA IR SRR R AR YR, M a2k
77 it DA S A A M) 20 LR N R R B s i T Y v R

BT 9 66 1% (CVAFS) 5 % ¥4 I W 10 1%
(CVAAS) , Hif CVAFS 5 % B AL 0 H R, 8 i
FHAM S B AY)Z B ; CVAAS # F T3
AP EOR, ZORFE A AR 270 200 mg, FLA A%
%:‘F‘Tﬁﬁ"y\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%rfzmjm(V()egborlo & Adimado,
2010), HEF, —FoH %k, BT B0 (1C) 45
BIHEFAMRA(CVE) T2k (AFS) U
TR 2 A A RN 3R 5R B 2T BRI ( Liu
et al. ,2010) , KA LR HE o 25 B R 434
ITEREL,

2 EFRT LS HEHHE

SR RARE I FE IR RPGh oA, HEF
RELRA A4 « BRI R 0 Aty it -
ESRA AR DY P R A TR — Kok
W VGHEA Almadén SR 9% SCE W Idrija KA, &
A Monte Amiata 74 FEFRE Palawan FRH™ EH
New Almadén 7R DL K 3R E 5t M 7 LR A 55 15K
LIRS Qi E R O o I €l 2o < 1 L

PYPEF Almadén FRA™VE 0 T FE F i R5R ™,
Hrea 2 et BETF= 581 1/3 ( Moreno-Jiménez et
al. , 2006) , Wi SCJE WEE N Y Idrija R4 2 A
B ORORET, AT 500 4F N H R TR R i A
7628 t( Hylander & Meili,2003) . H [ 2R fif = it
FiHE# 5 =R E i 5N O3 LR R KRR T
M i B PRI SR B A B R 7 4 0l SN
Rt AL = P E S E KRR (Feng & Qiu,
2008) , B R B U A 2 WA e, R AR 7 R H
AR/, B 2002 4R L AR AT (T AR AR,
2006) . BEF 20 HEZEAR SN AT LR F155 )1 k0™
ARAR A ST BEVE (98] BH R 2 i H AT H [
KIMBTFRABHR B R 111, AL 5EGe i, A R
iR 4 Ja SR At 24 14000 t, o5 R IR 9 19. 8%
(Zhang et al. ,2009)

HAR G SR A 20 25 H UL 5ok
YA = (HeS) R (HgO) (R4 (AuHg) |
R (AgHg) AR ( HeSe) | fifi KA ( HgTe ) F
H AR, AR XS R A A a0 . 7Y
PEF Almadén ™ DX & R B ) 32 22 R w0
(HgS) 4, ABRAL AN AN oK Ry AR, kA
WY FE B LT & A (BaSO, ) b E (Higueras et al. |
2003 ; Garcia-Sanchez et al. ,2009) . M4, HH -
(PbS) A" ( FeS, ) FHHI((Cu,Fe) 125b,S,5) |
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Table 1 Summary of analytical methods for Hg species in mercury mining

SRR b IO IVE Y N RTEY (W RFS ioRlDIREN

KL

6 HBR

)

253k

7K THg fd ] HCI 1 BrCl MR Ak — 485 M U —SnCl, i CV AAS

7Kﬁ =] %

HCI &b — #£ B MeHgCl % CH, Cl, —iili i CH,Cl,

P75 2 S AL MeHgCl 2 K i H— 85 F R 1 2 34k

—Tenax &1 i = 4

1 BrCl, 5% JH USEPA method 1631 il 5E 217k & i —

2o IR B RIS IS T (B ORI IR A R — K

THA RO ST IR REE 100 ml— IR T 197K

R A TR

b 0.2 ~0.3 g—lTA 5 ml BaAIK—IA S ml £

K RE—95 T ZAF AR 2 h—H 5 F Ak

B EREE 25 ml

Tt BB )5 5 b A FH] Hg Milestone analyser 2387 —BEA# Milestone analy-

R B — SR TR W AU ser

228 PR BFBE i 5 2 2 mm—0.1 ~0.2 g TDAAS

JE G- 8 o A 2 B LR i T R4 T 4 BT

KBr/H, S0, WA W H— MeHgBr ZEHUZE B 28—

o ZE R K VA TR I 1k — I ZE L MeHg ZE 41

0.5 gfrinubu/\l ml CuSO, ML AN 4 ml HNO,
FH,0=1:3(V/V) BB IMA S ml ZE B

CH, Cl, }71%?% 30 min— B0 GRS, T RS FE OB HER

E T — AR 1 IR AL OB T R 3R KA DL 2SS

FIKEH—UL10 ~20 ml FHl

A T35 CHET 48 h—F 8 T ~(<420

}Lm)*’()\r_}mﬂWZﬁDT 500 mg #un*’#un F1

T T BT AT > LIRS T b

uIJLix“
5 min m*ﬁéw U TR, *#ﬁm&ﬂe
REERS Aot CRmERNE -1 4Y

ALl #ﬁ*Mj\fﬁié ér‘)??ﬁz‘ﬁ(id“]

HNO; il H,S0, 1R G BRTE SR VU B L0545 4 2 1 i

—SnCl, I JFE—4 K5

KBr/H, S0, JRA IR H—MeHgBr #£ IR 2 H! 2

— PR K A G i— AT MeHg % 418

R Rk 2 R — B P K T R BRI 1 15 35— 35

°C T HETF 48 h— AL (<50 wm)

3 ~5 g BESL (BT I 10 ml 65% (W/V) 1Y HNO, ¥

fil#—JN 2.5 ml 30% (w/v) 1) H,0,—85 C 414 Fhn

A5 B I FBLAIK EARZE 50 ml

Hg( 11 )/Me- 0.5 g ¥R THEAIHEFANA 2 ml 25% (m/v) B KOH

Hg — IR —MA 6 ml CH,Cl, —1. 5 ml A% HCL
WHE—E 15 min—7E 3000 r - min~' £51F F 5.0
15 min—¥ CH, Cl, *H‘{EE%%%ZE 10 ml E@%’AD%EP
—HA1 ml 10 mmol LW LR e, 52 % 45
min—3500 r * min~ /J\1+T|AJ‘L‘ 15 min—/KAHH 1C-
AFS I B R B d

0.5 g FEMMA 1 ml HyO—% A 2 ml HNO,-
HClO4(1 ;1) A5 ml H,SO, R4 WIFE (200+5) C
B0 T Ik 30 min—¥& 15 A DDW #i B 5 20 ml

PRI VERE 10 min— 8 T 40 CHEAGHET =
2 [t —24 200 mg BES A 5 ml ¥ ANO, I 1
ml H, 0, T ff— %58 B 5 F 0ok 0 i — Id
Bl , R M B IR 2 50 ml EEAR T, A
1.4 ml B9 H, SO0, > % H % 25 ml (45 1)
i 28 F/K (DDW) 7E 4%
B e J5 223k B - VRG] 28R KORT Y TV Pk — 7E
60 °CHYUERT TR 095 °C 4514 T B fif i il A
IRAER HNO,/H,S0,(V/V =4 : 1) K iaTfi#
REFHTT TIRAE VG , BT
R B TR AR AR R LR il SR — 2 R
T SR P U B FH— i A

FERFE 100 °C 514 F,350 wl (9 60% fi R
BHE BRI, RO MRS s,
zxﬁtyxa'ﬁm%uma%ﬁ)}ﬂ{t%k %ﬂ; 52 i —>
Tl R B — SRR 0 % 25 5 9 R 1 98 6 vk (
CVAFS) &+

-4

MeHg CV AFS

THg/ 9 A 25
AR/ RS R

CV AFS

+4% THg CV AAS

MeHg GC ECD

GC-CVAFS

THg/ AL 25 AMA-254

R/ VRN R

C;

Tekron
2573A

model

THg

THg CV AAS

MeHg GC ECD

) HIEENR Advanced Mer-

cury Analyser

USEPA  method
1631

THg

IC-CVG-AFS

THg CVAAS

Lk Hg( 1) ECVG-AFS

THg CV AFS

DMA-80
AMA-254

I fit— GC-CVAFS
Kﬂ]
[#] A
GC-

MeHg

0.01 ~1.0 ng - g

0.001 ~0.01 ng - g~

0.1 pg

0.01 ng - g

1.0 pg - kg™t

0.01 ~0.05 ng - g!

0.6 pg

0.3 ng - m>

0.01 ~1.0ng - g™

0.01 ~0.05 ng - g!

Hg(11):0.1ng - ml™!;
MeHg:0. 08 ng + ml™!

0.52 ng - g

1.3 pg - ml™!

0.01 ng - g

0. 005 ng
0.0027 pg -+ g

0.040 pg - g

2003

Horvat et al. ,

2003

Horvat et al. ,

Zhang et al. , 2009

Qiu et al. , 2006a

Garcia-Sancheza ,

et al. , 2009
Gil et al. , 2010

2003

Horvat et al. ,

LSR5 2006

Millan et al. , 2006

Witt et al. , 2010

2003

Horvat et al. ,
Horvat et al. , 2003
Millan et al. , 2006

Zhang et al. , 2009

Liu, 2010

Voegborlo & Adima-
do, 2010

Jiang et al. , 2010

Liet al. ,

2008

2010
2010

Lim et al. ,

Freire et al. ,

2010

Freire et al. ,
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e E30HE HES W

BHE(CuFeS, ) NFEE™(ZnS) HEH (AsS) MG H”
Hh S TR K

3 RE WREBRE S B REI S HHFHE

3.1 [EfRERY

[ A P 7540 2 2 ph SR I T R AR e
FERA ARG BT A N2 U SR A R
EBRAS L He A7 X HP A7 A 1 R 144 2 2 ) R
13BN A0 P R 1 B2 HE T T 1 s ik e
RFF ST ST P e, AR R B TR TR R i R
W KR I S A TR AL S kA, A
BILAR LT R 114 FE LA A 5 ), B0 1) 40 1 3l
WG R B () BEK (Gray et al. ,2006)

TR IE B A R R AR F T
PUYESF Almadén KA 10 MR IE I SR & 5 ik 34000
mg - kg™, 7 LR A I AR g ik
4400 mg - kg™ MHF R EEAUN 1.1 ng - ¢ (Qiu
et al. ,2005) , Gray 55 (2006 ) £ 3 [¥ 7 5 % i JH 74
FATH Terlingua HbIX R BF 5T A& B, 16 0 15 s s
FRANH R 2 143 ] 535 19000 pg + g7 F1 1500 ng

s, WP ORI S He® A LRk SR
(R B 5 OE AH G 56 &R, v H 3R R S 11000
ng - g - d7 U HE A AN R 5 R T IH A SR B 3L
TRPER . TS R BOR W IX A 2 54 vh ok B
#2,
3.2 KRG Y

KU RS R T W G AR BUE R K, BT
Jei B R AOG BT R VR, Sl SR A
T 5 B0 X K A R G i ok 15 G (1558 4,
2009) . FRH"IX AZ P SR, K S A K

x2 HRFEFRT LEFEFIIKERESE

(7K, 35 [ I A48 e 0 R X, R K i AR
( THg) % 3k 450000 ng + L' ( Ganguli et al. ,2000;
Kim et al. ,2004) . $5ifE, W3 E 5N 7 LR A H X
FIBIF 78 & BR, 24 3T 37 oK 10 5 B AR AR B K, A
12000 ng « L™ CRAE S T i HE T iiF 100 m) 5|
1.9 ng « L CREESALTHHEHETIE 14 km) A5,
TEE KA BOR M M 1.9 ~ 12000 ng + L7, IF %
IR E H 2.9 ~ 1200 ng - L7 Ak K W9 3y
2.6 ~3200 ng - L' (Zhang et al. ,2010a) , &K
() R K AN AT DX b R0 3, 3 B T R 75 Y ) 1)
DX & BI85 8T i b X B 32 88, i 51 75 e 3 BBl AS
Wi R (1t aE ,2009)

KA R G BRI BE I T i BB R AT HA
KA ISR, B0, Almaden M X 42 3 52 2] 5
ERZIN , F 2 2R I A R B R OR VR B, =53k 20300
ng - L' (Qiu et al. ,2006) , JiILIZRE i X L ELER
T8 T U K A H RS ) g R R A R, (ELTE B i
6 ~8 km 1 Rl A /K M v SR B ¥ BE R/ &
50 ng + L7'(3E[E EPA JR/KBIRIREERRUE) , BRI
JEE I RRAIC AT B2 e b B SR R A TR 2000
b AT B TR B i S TE A R A H
BEVEFT, NI A5 T v B % f PR AR, e i 4 10
SRFE, K IR AR SR B A X R AIE, 13 ~ 53
ng - L7 (3 AN 28 ng - L) (TG
TR TR Sl LA H X 5 S, B, T DA
TS 11 IR U0 A 2 0% L X R TG Y ) R R R 2 —
(Zhang et al. ,2010a)

[JREAE DT LK (24 80% RAE M) , 16T 5141
PEAEIE KA S T A e ) R R B, R
R W B FLEOR MR BE A AR I IE A DG OC &R, H 516

Table 2 Hg concentrations in mine waste and water from different Hg-mining areas worldwide

b2 AR 750 SR ik BHLTR
(mg - kg™") B3R (ng - L") HHSR (ng - L)
w5 S5 )R B 3.0~810 22 ~360 0.21 ~5.7 Qiu et al. , 2006b; Li et al. , 2008
rh E SN T LR 5.7 ~4400 17.3 ~ 10580 0. 012 ~0. 766 Qiu et al. , 2005 ; Horvat ef al. , 2003
B T LR AT - 1.9 ~ 12000 <0.035 ~ 11 Zhang et al. , 2010a, 2010b
[ Nevada K4 1.9 ~2000 3.1 ~2000 - Gray et al. , 2002, 2003b
2% Nevada 4 R - 4.28 ~2107 0.305~7.2 Bonzongo et al. , 1996
PYPEF Almadén 5RE™ 160 ~ 34000 7.6 ~ 13000 0.41 ~30 Gray et al. , 2004
W& SR W Idrija SR 42.6 ~1640 2.8 ~322 0.01~0.6 Hines et al. , 2000; Biester et al. , 2002
JEfTE Palawan 5K 28 ~660 8 ~31000 <0.02~3.1 Gray et al. , 2003a
218 California 7R 78 ~7240 2 ~ 450000 0.003 ~47 Kim et al. , 2004; Ganguli et al. , 2000
FE SW Alaska 5RH” - 1.0 ~2500 0.01 ~1.2 Gray et al. , 2000
F[E SW Texas 7KW 4.1 ~480 - - Gray et al. , 2006
v B AR R 1.8 ~900 92 ~2300 2.6~7.9 Li et al. , 2008
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W AE I A PR B 1 A E G R RGBT i ]
RS U LR 15 e 1 — A EH K R ( Zhang et
al. ,2010b) , FEZKIAEE | I JEOR 32 28 258 oo Ji Ao
H AR/ A = A, DR, F SR VR RR T 50
HURMREER &, 385 Frfe RS 2 R 3 VA G, 4 50
S H SLAb AN B 10 395 3 mT LA R 1 AR 0 R R0
T 5 A e B T v, A A R pHL L B AL
Wi R AR R A AL
3.3 hHERIGY
TGS X R TS Y B
AR KR JE 5 Y AR . 7E Almadén b
X Alaska #h X, EOK 5 5539004 6 ~ 8889 #110. 05
~5326 mg « kg™, IR & AR LB R, VU R TE
0.04 ~ 80 pg + kg™' (Bailey et al. ,2002; Higueras et
al. ,2003) , HHEPOR B B BEACAE AR 0T X5 ik A7
FE 3K AT REXT 2 b J R AR — o R R AR
FESTN T I X A 5 K R, 262 3 i
K AR (AR TR A3, 3 b ) BOR B
P/ REE IR EE . AT LR R ok E
BR H R BRI AP R, TR HL TR R (Li et
al. ,2008) o A" X HHEP A AR F R (HEUOR
FNH SRk B2 e A B 2 A IE A5G SE &R (Feng et al.
2008) . SR, I 35K 5 85K (1) L9 76 R B X ZEAIG
FAERA X, H R A AT BB T 76 R A Xl AL 2
Y 2 B AL S 3R T He—C 8, i A= i T — A
SRAN CH, , X FERERH 1E T w8 v B 1) H ok 7 -4 h
fR B (Li et al. ,2008) o BIFFE0H A0 R i A IO 42

®3 HRFEFRT LTEREELLER

B b B L SR A X AR i R ) A AE H £
B AR PUTRI I ROR MR i3k 480 mg - kg™, -3
e A BOR B 130 mg - kg™' o FERE > 14
FUTRIAE v, v] 22 #0285 R RN s 45 & 28 R 40 il
BRI 10% ~ 30% F1 20% ~ 40% ( Lin et al. |
2010) . FEH WA S EEZ, NS AH
PLES B AR, AIZHoK RES A S RMA LA
R BRSO RS, R SR TR AE = i s AR R
AL B, X T IF 58 ok A% 3l Pk A= W R R 00 R
I,

TEE B K R W Idrija (37 3% 48 2 ) A
Almadeén ( PUBE ) = FERUTRY) A ok B9 F 58 42 B
MBS TR FEERRAL R (HeS) , b7 H AR S B
K 5% ~89% ., MR TR (5 1Y FL B LR, 156 B 7 1R
PEAMET RATREE S Tikks, fES AR ZM+
Helrh SR TRIE R S S5 A VS A (Lin et al.
2010) , HFRFEISRS 3R Fra Wk 3,

3.4 EWORIE Y

T AWML 45 SR AE N 4 J8 B RE T B T &2
PR 2, W AE 9 Fh 2 0 L 38 4 TR ( Sierra et al.
2009) . AN[RIFPZ A 4 2 B HE R ) 4 SR IR e A T
BIEE 1,1 A 2 A MY 2 AR R oK
et /b (Millan et al. ,2009) , FRAE TR & 4
e R A EL A B v A SR W AR A B T, E
Alaska PHREHREYE 7R A X, MRS (0 R 2 T
FEARH R 7% 2 (Bailey et al. ,2002)

7 Almadeén b X ) i 58 & B, 48+ 48 (oK

Table 3 Comparative Hg concentrations in soil collected from Hg-mining areas worldwide

Hh A R (mg kg™) K (ng g™") EE DTN
I FE BTy i fin R Red Devil 0.05 ~1587 0.08 ~8.2 Bailey et al. ,2002
Cinnabar Creek 0.38 ~5326 0.05 ~41
Red Top 0.29 ~1419 0.04 ~6.9
gl 0.03 ~3.7 0.02~9.2
VEHEA KRB Almadén 6 ~ 8889 - Higueras et al. , 2003 ; Loredo et al. ,2007
Asturias 1.7 ~472 -
Wik SRR Idrija 0.39 ~2759 1.3 ~78 Gnamus et al. , 2000
Podljubelj 12 ~27 5.8 ~80
rigsig il 0.18 ~0.68 0.3~1.0
rhE SN T LR KA X 16 ~ 156 1.3~23 Horvat et al. , 2003; Qiu et al. , 2005
R IX 5.1~790 0.13 ~15 Lin et al. , 2010
A X 130 -
rigsg ol 0.1~1.2 0.1~1.6
o E SR R A X 8.4 ~950 0.7~8.8 Xiao et al. , 2004 ; Qiu et al. , 2006b

HRKX 0.26 ~0.87
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B AR & (EAE Y AT A 05 PR R e AR, 5
5 PR ) B A R RS 3 M AR R A R S AN
M1 ~10 pg - bR HEARTAEY) . PEIZIE LA T BE
JE A :1) 5 Almadén M X (%) FCAh A B AH L85, A
S ) TR S b R R 5 2 ) BEAR R AR X T
IRAIERS R 1 — 7 0 5 B AE T, DT ol 45 3 4K
HRER A3 oK & i v T b &R 3 AE R 1Y 5K 7% 1 ( Sierra
et al. ,2009)

Hh [ bR R A B P Y Heg B R AE
20 ng - g TERRPGRYA) FHZRE L XHFTE A 3, 24 b
O se b  BE s oKk, & i E gl b AT B
Yyt oRHEFEMEY 6 ~ 540 % ( Zhang et al. ,2009) , 7
MR X AR Y EOR & R A 570 g - kg
MeHg 7% #7534 170 wg « kg™ ( Horvata et al. ,2003;
Qiu et al. ,2008) , F5/Lr SRR 2 1l e R A 22
Y, R KR X e Yy, 2 X e A 5
TEA 1L DX S b i 2R AR, T A IR B L
BRI ROk, EEAE (2010) 7247 LAY B
S HIRITSE b R, B A i TR B BE I 2 1Y n ok 75 4+
Seh A WA RS OR E R, Y SR A e
2 g - kg ACERIREL IS, AAUE I T BN ST SR A
M HAR R T ENEE ST SRAE ok TG G L RICR,

AR, £ P £ PR S5 K R NS T ok
R B, BYEED, UH K AE R B Y B
Hh T RSOR B A AR SRR AE WO P T, A
72X G435 NATE A R s i A e BRI
IRV 2 B, R 23 (A5 R B2 R 22 RO AILRE SR I, DA

SO B TG B (Lim et al. ,2010) , $E4R

B, AR A 2R AN 4 4 0 T Y TN B Bl ) 2 B
KLY K 2 5% (Sundseth et al. ,2010) , /MR
FRERT HeCl, MSEm BB, B RR S M R 28,
JEPAL Y 33 AL A Y 1 3 ) AN ZE T AL oK 22 5 1Y)
WrE s A4 6] ( Ekstrand et al. ,2010) . 7EIEHEIE
Naboc H11X., i T8 H2R A 2Rk T75 & ] Ui v 10 £ 28
D12k ,38% 1Y 24 #b Ji R 52 3] 7™ 5 5K %% &% ( Appletona
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