+ 1% (Soils), 2024, 56(6): 1339-1346

DOI: 10.13758/j.cnki.tr.2024.06.022
TBL, FAEN, ¥, S HUTE TR X AR Y A DG R R AE . 39, 2024, 56(6): 1339-1346.

MREE =X TIEWRAEE X RREYRI

g 12 1,2 12 1,2 S12 1*
I OB, IHAM, BREY, RERS, B &7, TTR
(1 FERTHHFET T AT L R AT RN, TR 400038; 2 HPCHT L Hb b 4 /5 Se s, EIX 400038)

il

 OE: DEFERTETX ], FFRHERE S S IX R E(Cd) . Ha(Se) IR . A e R AR IR FY, 45 R TFITIX 4
Se WIHFE, 1 Cd S A HE R LLEI0 30.81% FI 1.74%, HASELIRTE T 3 Se. Cd SHEIEZH &
F . AR LFERZWZ M, 7EEE RuZh, foliGshdxt 4 Cd FEEA —Ersm; Hiidh Cd i Se fd: KFEZ
EENLIE, FRES TP R LT . AP R ERGE E A TR R A 56 B S S BT & XK R Cd A Se TR
WCEMHIVERT, 5 pH 2520 /K RS Cd. Se MUY CHEE 7, BLME S T /KAEXS Cd AR ISREARIEAG FIF /K REXS Se i, I,
+HE pH WA E Se WL TF & a0t

KB M W ORI fRACER BRI S R

RESHES: X171.5 XHERARRAD: A

Soil Cd and Se Associated Relationship and Crop Absorption in Geological High Background

Area

WANG Rui'?, WANG Jiabin'?, JIANG Yulian'?, ZHU Shilin'?, ZHOU Jiao'?, JIA Zhongmin'"

(1 Southeast Sichuan Geological Group, Chongqing Bureau of Geology and Minerals Exploration, Chongging 400038, China;
2 Chonggqing Key Laboratory of Land Quality Geological Survey, Chongqing 400038, China)

Abstract: Taking Qianjiang District of Chongqing City as an example, this paper studied the source, associated relationship and crop
absorption of soil Cd and Se in the high geological background area. The results showed that soil Se resources were abundant in the
study area, the proportions of soil Cd exceeding the selected value and the controlled value were 30.81% and 1.74%, respectively, and
soil was mainly acidic. Soil Se and Cd contents were mainly affected by the distribution of Permian, Devonian and Cambrian strata, and
in Silurian strata, agricultural activities had a certain influence on soil Cd content. The associated and surface enrichment of Cd and Se in
soil were obvious, which may be related to the adsorption of clay minerals, organic matter and Fe/Mn oxides in soil. The contents of Fe
and Mn oxides and organic matter in soil inhibit Cd and Se absorption in rice, and soil pH is a key factor affecting the absorption of Cd
and Se in rice. Alkaline conditions could reduce Cd absorptionand and promote Se absorption by rice. Therefore, the regulation of soil
pH is key to the safe development of Se-rich resources.

Key words: Se; Cd; Source; Associated relationship; Crop absorption; Influence factor
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#il T Se L BIRAYFIAIY, pusbh, et K
O X TR SR I Se FRGARIE Se brifE, {HE
Sy IXAPBAEAE 1 Cd ARM M, +3E0) “Se. Cd
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7T REEOHT, R Mh Se BrEdyim, oy
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HERAC2ERRIESEAT TR, RFERBL T Rk, H
B, KT HE—fr=id Se. Cd HfFoT B4 7E
RPN T, OCTF Se. Cd ffA: R,
DA% e s 1 i 5 ) FH M 2 75 5% X Se ML U
SEAT PRI, TEE RS T Se LU IRAIHIA
ERTEBITXCIFRN 125 i iER
HEER BN, ZWWX T Se FRER, HHS
HoIX -4 Cd fF7EEARIE L. I, ABFIEHEREL

VL R, i RGE T R)ZE b Cd il Se
P 5 T 23 ) 43 A RRAE X R PR UEAT T b,
S M 3 A T L T A AR R SR G T T
T HAEA R HLRE, LR i B TR R X KRS
SEWR I BRI R IR TR E Se 7= fh w4
PR AR, DI BRSE XS Se BEIR Y 44 A
FHER LR A K
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1.1 FAREXER
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Fig. 1 Stratigraphic distribution in Qianjiang District
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FEBAE MR R DX ARG 0 P O R S AR 1341

DX Ja BRI 2 AU S, SR P A R
FEXT e BE 22 30K, oA ELAT BB AR 1o B 728 A0 8 ST AR
RIS, AR R K 120001 ~
1389 mm, FEAE I 7E I 2 MR BV SOW R A8 AL
BERIE A L T REZZHC A, L KGE 0] 5 SR i
ok —2, BACIAR—r P . XN R3S
AL Flet . a8t EEELE . AKkAEL.
AR KAE A 7 A2, B S B 80% LA
o AR FMA R R, XN TR K 3
RV, FHHAWND, JE&EFIRE, FEYh
KRG ANEE L R MRS
1.2 HmEESSH

KA 1250000 IR, 208 DZ/T 0295—2016
b 5 M BR AL 2E VRN R ) UV T RE S A 1
B ST X R )2 0 A, IR R 2 1
(0 ~ 20 co)#F i 8 789 14, [Al—HEAURHE 4 ~ 6 1T
FEFR MR A 5], RBRFEM MR AE | IR RS54
i, FHVOIMEBREZ) 1~ 1.5 kg 248 M4 M Hfs
KR RGP k5, RERERIEY KRR
160 14, ZHOKFFFSAE S SRR G5 G, Uk

FEHURE o [RIB, ZE KRR RE S IRl — S R EAR R £
FEA, SRAERPE KRR REARS , B S TEAR &R L
(1) B HERWE AR T3 0 — IR PSR L, SRR VEYIAR
FERVREYISE, WAL 1~ 1.5 kg BEAFE
MnAS . TE H AR AT 1% 2 A T ), PSR IR
HERAZ, REERE 20 cm, BN S ARIR
£, FERRERLEH EETFFHS, CPol il
CPO2 FHI T2 HE VR BE 43324 160 Fl 220 cm.

TIERE S SRR R RAT, R R & E R
Pe, DIl IR0 TR ek A LUSAEYIRR &R o B
TJE PRE TR O AT AR R m T, LARE (S 43t
WA 2 BARRIGORAS, B HTEE A FE g 2 mm (10
HRige e Je i, B 500 g BEMAFRN . KFERE L TE
Joigge . T BRI AT HRT IR, JBEkL,
B E AP AR MR R
T P 7 G Y A I s S o R S AT
Ty Bk BRI 3% 1

IR FEHE it R T T A s A T AR 3L, A vk
4 g - TR (ICP-MS), Cd. Se (94t B4 51y
0.000 2. 0.005 mg/kg, FFA SCHR[16]MYEK

x 1 TREHRSAAEREHR

Table | Detection limits of soil index analysis methods

b ST B AL 15 e R e
cd A8 T U RE 1 (ICP-MS) HCI-HNO;-HF-HCIO, i #f 0.03 0.02 0.02 ~ 4.0
Mn A ik 10 5 5~2500
Se Ji 76 (AFS) EKEHE 0.01 0.008 0.008 ~ 100

S X S HENGTE 1 (XRF) WA R ik 30 20 20 ~ 2 000
SiO, 0.1 0.05 0.05 ~ 90
TFe,0; 0.05 0.05 0.05 ~ 30
AlL,O; 0.05 0.05 0.05 ~ 30
Corg FALIE A 7 1:(VOL) EIRIRA A 1.0 0.5 0.5~ 100
14 pH BT AL JSE) MK 0.10 0.1 0.1~14.0

TE: BRLHE pH Ab, HARTEIRI S LA . SIS B 40(%); Corg LB, THRHAAL gke; pH Tid; HA

fetrh me/kg.

1.3 #HiEREF %

BRI ] Excel 2010 K SPSS 25.0 5, %k
oz 2543 Br R GS™ 9.0 SERL, B2 F ]
ArcGIS 10.2 il Excel 2010 5€i%, BHRAL . AHCM:
Sy iR SPSS 25.0 52/

2 GRS

21 TECI, SeHIEE
G oE X 3 Cd Fil Se 117 & e 3% pH,
SER LR 2, T3Erh Cd. Se MYESE RIS K

FaEERE"Y, P X L5 Cd fl Se Y
S, B Cd, Se BFHE KT HAMEE
AR R RT 1, Ui 3 Cd il Se SRS A
oA, AETESE R A, 25 (B oA ANy 500,

5 GB 15618—2018 ( - HEFREE T & 4 FH i
-+ G g KU AR E G AT) ) PO A R G KU
0 3 (L AN AE (BT B & B0, W5 IX 438 Cd 1 0
YEAE B H 0 R 30.81% , 8 3t 4 I 1 1 1k
1.74%, Ul ISV IX 3R 43 Mo X+ 5 rp Cd 2 5 m,
XA i BT i A . RAEW A KB A R IR B
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Al REAF KU

2 MESCHR[ 1510 43 Se A& 12 b pH 25903k 4 T
5y, @R, RIX LI Se ATt &, iE
R T LR 0.13% . 40.44% i1 55.67%, AT UL,
WITIX + 3 Se WEVRF & . WFFT Xk BRI ARt 3%
ST B4y AR 50.11% F1 25.05%, TIELIR

PN E
2.2 13 Cd. Se HIKIEREHT

Xf 43 Cd J Se JUER F kAT IES S K I &
W, ZHIARFEE RS 5 R PR 2R T H AR XL
AR KB, Cd Al Se BdE M) K-S K34 5o 5k
0.03 1 0.04, %31 0.05(3 3), HAFTFEIESHM.

* 2 tiEHRCA. SeEEXK pH
Table 2 Cd and Se contents and pH in soil

fitn /ME RRME FIE ALE AR S B 2 AN

Cd(mg/kg) 0.009 47.46 0.44 0.29 1.89 0.14
Se(mg/kg) 0.02 52.19 0.43 0.30 1.66 0.17

pH 4.07 9.68 - 5.51 - 8.0

£33 LTECASe ESNHBKER
Table 3  Test results of soil Cd and Se normal distribution
et J i B dle ISR Bt
i 5% WA B2 K-S(P) & 953 K-S(P)

Cd(mg/kg) 31.45 1513.40 0.00 0.58 1.19 0.03
Se(mg/kg) 45.62 3131.61 0.00 0.81 1.06 0.04

FIFH GS™ 9.0 #f4, X +3E Cd K Se & igiftfTas
[ 25 50T, 252 3. +1E Cd il Se Fr Y LITS
BORE G ROR A, o REUT I 0.907 Al
0.894, M4 ZEFIRITCR AN R AERE, &R
DX IR A0 AR H s ) A G PE AR BE A 6 b . B REBUNT
0.25, i I XSl fh AR s ) AR Sk R a7 H AR R 95
O A BERT . IEAF), &8 & 2 [ BA R E Y 25 [h]
HAE M 0.25<Bedr 2 80<0.75, i Xk Ar i as
] A G TR AR, 32 31 1 SRR R R AL PR 2 (BFAEE
FEAE . mURTS QSR LR g . Hegr RECK T 0.75,

Wi DX Sl P AR 2 ] [ AR OGRS, EEZ LA &R
sy MARTFIE AT 45 G, 4 Cd Sk
S RECH 0.498, ULHAILAZH] [ SRR FIFEHLE 2 1
LR, Se ML RECH 0.139, BLBHILASR]
FAHCHESR , F2E32 3 A SRR R 520

FIAH ArcGIS 10.2 4, %14 Cd F1 Se &% i
PRI S G, S5 2, WTAE W, 13 Se.

B 1Y 25 [B) 4 A A M 2 o A AR —
H, -8 cd. Se XIEAL N &R KU
THZBZX

B A~ EL

IS = EER

x4 TECAR Se BETHEMNITER
Table 4 Analysis results of soil Cd and Se spatial structure

Eistan PR RSO A WAEC)  FEBH(CHC) Hedx ZE(Co/(Cot+C)) A58 (m) R? RSS
Cd(mg/kg) FREREL 0.269 0.540 0.498 20 760 0.907 0.005
Se(mg/kg) Fa BRI 0.053 0.380 0.139 6210 0.894 0.018

FIF ArcGIS 10.2 X 38 s 3 Al 2 2E 1725 [ TCE TR, B RN R 2,
HEE, AR TSN TR Z, Gt AR )2 Giit b R HZ A0 XOR R H 2R R 358 Cd &4,

+HErp Cd. Se FFUEM S E, SRILE 3, MK 3
AN, T3 Cd, Se R ENNE "BFR .
e 7 72 RN FE B R A b 2 oA G 4 o BB 3 Cd
I Se 17 i 55 M JZ 53 A B VIR G, HLaZ B+ B
FIFE I

AL A ATEE R, 4 Cd e E RSk AT
AEZ 5| —E R R BENUE RN Z A, A 3 T,
BB ARMETR, Cd SRR, SEREXT Cd

oy FH

KU+ Cd P& RN 0.37 mg/kg, M+
HE Cd W95 031 mg/kg, BB IS Sx +
e Cd i B —E s .
23 TECA, Se IHEEXR

WA A LA, BVLIX 4% Cd. Se =S
[ A FEAR L, )21 Cd. Se &2 A7 1E
A TEAH G 2 (Sig.=0.000, P<0.01)(& 4), 1%
TLIXAFAE 3 Se. Cd fEAIBLS .
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Cd & (mg/kg)

In (L FESe i)

Cd

- Cd (mg/kg)

3.01
2.17
1.29
0.87
0.73
0.59
0.45
0.18
0.03

+3#Se (mg/kg)

3.47
1.48
1.11
0.93
0.75
0.57
0.39
0.21
0.03

2 1t Se. CAEEZENH
Fig. 2 The spatial distributions of soil Se and Cd contents
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Fig. 3 Soil Cd and Se contents in different strata
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Fig. 4 Correlation between soil Se and Cd contents

& 5 A1 Cd. Se &t fE 1y n) LAY 2R fb I
B RM)Z, BB ICE), PTLEH, 40 cm
PURIREERIRE S, 13 Cd. Se YA AR LR EE AN
K, BFE 0~40 cm K, Cd, Se JLEFIRME, Ut
A+ 4 Cd.Se TR BRI B RZRAEFENS

PR LI, T X~ R MER R )R
PIRA R E . i FEILXEOKEE, BHOE LMY
F, KAERIS R, — S FERT Y, H S
A D7 AR WA R TR G, T — R AR
gr, WM=KERA . BHERETENERBAER)Z, Cd. Se
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- Se = Cd
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Fig. 5 Vertical changes of soil Se and Cd contents

PR A Py Ak b, TR RE
diCd. Se g4

R E R 5), 13 Cd. Se MltIE Mn
Il ALO, IR MR i, SR IR vl fig 2 49 a1
AR, SEAMMEVER, JUHURZE R K el B AR
WX, HEPRIEEE T K. Na", Ca¥ &
Mg ) AWk, 1 Mn, Al BED IS AL
A SH VTR 5% B AR UM, 33 B4 5 B B A1k 2 08
PRI 8, A Cd AEI0 R AE 3 rp L R i
ROk, SEHERZHANEENS . HIEAYUTE
W B 4R T B Ay — R 2Rk
REEEERER, BN | RIS XUEER &
L T da sl A A IVAE k.- =8 VAR s R
JRETRE e, Wik, YAy . HEEAPLR
FZE YT BE R 1S ST IX 2 4 Cd. Se 5ot
R E LN R,

x5 LTREIERERNEXRY

Table 5 Correlation coefficients of soil indicators

Cd Se Mn AlL,O;  TFe,0O; Corg
cd 1
Se 0.402" 1
Mn  0.164"  0.046 1

0.188" 1
0.386™ 0.729™ 1
0.113"  0.069"  0.042 1

AlLO;  0.180™ 0.1327
TFe,0;  0.011  0.007
Corg  0.193™ 0.228"

e x| FRIFRIRTE P<0.05. P<0.01 K- 3EHMK; T,

2.4 JKTEXTEIE Cd. Se BIRYL
AKAEXT L3 Cd. Se BY IR ISCRR BE AT LA BN T

HEATARRE, — 7 2 RIEP TR A WA RES (B AT
DLW IE ) & i, RS S R,
FE G PAH DN, LA St s 5 53— TR T
EAERNEY PR REUK) . K=Corop/ Cooi™", i,
Corop FNRNEYIF I PR TCR I i, Con Fo7n 1458
IR R I &, K AERRR, AHY M IRE )i .

HEME XOKFEXT Se. Cd BT 2%, 4500
/N, JKFE Se WIEH REUEATEE R 0.023 ~ 0.507,
SEME A 0.127, KRG Cd TR REAS LT N
0.007 ~ 1.766, “FIME K 0.55, VLKA Se 1
REJ1I/NT Cd.

S3HTKAR Cd. Se iITR8 R E(K) SR AR b HAl AL
SEREARIOA G, SR 6. M1 6 BT, +
H pH 5 Cd. Se MR RECH M B, MR
T, Cd ¥ REE ., W& pH 1Y, Cd iiE
BRECNEE, 1M Se HER RECAW TR . HEZR
FEATERRTESAME N, Hieh HY s, H i
bkt T Cd™, A5 3 Uk 2 i A W BRH 5
BHT 4R, SEEETDN Cd ZLIEESIE
FHHERWCS AR A RO L TR SR T
TR BRI S R S A AR A,
Xt Cd* HATRR AW BHE T, (A AR A sk
BRI ARt T, R Se B LU AR
ERMIESAATE, NGk ORI, s
MR, Se RELMRREL L AFAE, IRIEER Se
WIRAIERSRE J0R, SRR Y, Rk, b
pH HYIR T SRR E R HE Se WM XEEERZ
— HIHEAHUTXF Se. Cd MUY BA I
FHEIEF NPT Se. Cd BAAWMER, Wi
BMEA 85, MELIBRVEDI L, R, 35 Y i
A VUL RE— e R HIREYR cd 53R, Sio,
TN Se. Cd WYWCHARHIER, ALO; Xt
Se. Cd WM ELA PIIVER , E2R R -4 Si &
AR, RIEREPET, MY E TR, R
KXt Se. Cd HIMEBHE D, 48 AL f/EFH AR
P, R A A ST A%, X TR
A A I I P O A T 1, DT - 344 B X Se
Cd WM B RIVE Y, Wik, 7EBVTX IR
& Se RAEWIM L TF &, VA1 13 pH . By 1k 3R
RSt B

3 #ie

1) BFFEIX -3 Cd Se & & 19 PR {E A 7 (B
WRTaEERME, FRFREm, BRI
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Fz6 KIECAd. SeEYMBAMMEMEMEZE
Table 6 Factors affecting the bioavailability of Cd and Se in rice
pH S SiO, Mn TFe, 03 Corg Al,O4
Kea -0.568" -0.357" 0.473" -0.483" -0.294 -0.319 -0.325"
Ks. 0.309" -0.524" 0.408" -0.262" —0.244 -0.612" -0.107"

¥15]. THE Cd 5 i ik O 8 (i A4S B Y LL 451 53 3]
7 30.81% il 1.74%; 133 Se Sithb Tt &,
TR A FE R 0.13% ., 40.44% F1 55.67%,
+ 4 Se WHFEE, HEBURENF,

2) 3 Se. Cd FrE AR H AR, 257
B R . WARLFERAMBZ W, 5 H
FMZE, +3E Cd FEAAXEAL, S REEX Cd
TR TR DT %2 X Pk 14 Cd E W
T AL 1, BTG shxf 4 od SR A
—E M

3) 3 Cd Fil Se i Y23 [R] 3 A LA SE AR —
%, HoHHAWBMIEMACKER, AR,
13 Cd. Se HERTE 0 ~40 cm +EHEE B EET 40
cm LT, R0 . AL SR E A
)R B P AT fiE R i i Cd L Se 382 T S0 E RN L

4) WEEEIXKFEXT Cd MEERE S & & T Se,
AT A B A HLT S BT Cd A Se PRI
WA IR, B2 T KRS Cd iYW IORE B 2
FEARAEA R TR AREXT Se UM, Rk, 13 pH 7
TREE Se WIRL T K14k,
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