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The Studies on Ni Pollution both in Soil and Mango in Mango Base in Panzhihua City

YANG Ding — qing, ZHOU Ya, LEI Shao - rong, XIE Yong - hong

( Testing Center of Sichuan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract . The Cd pullutions both in soil and mango in mango base in Panzhihua city of Sichuan Province were studied. The re-
sulis showed that the Cd average contents were 0.096,0. 14 and 0. 16 mg - kg ™" respectively in yanbian, west district and ren
he mango base and their rates of super — standard which surpassed the II grade environment standard were 0% ,2% and 13%

respectively. The mango Cd contents were 0. 000 92.0.001 6.0.001 7 mg - kg ™" in west district, yanbian and renhe district re-

spectively and the rates of super — standard were 0.
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Table 1 The distribution information of soil Cd in different bases

FH AR BARS  FIME Average/ FRiERE Vil Range/ I3 EARME(E 1T Environment HBHRER Rate of

Name of base Sample No. mg -+ kg~! STDEV./mg - kg™!  mg - kg™? Standard Value/mg - kg ~* super — standard/ %
Thdi R 192 0.096 0.057 0.0070 ~0.26 <0.3

The mango base

in Yanbian county

(LS 25 ) 212 0.14 0.084 0.0095 ~0.36 <0.3 2

The mango base

in west district

(RIS 177 0.16 0.12 0.0088 ~0.51 <0.3 13

The mango base

in Renhe district
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Table 2 The mango Cd contents in different bases,unit: mg - kg ™' (kind of dry, unless otherwise noted)

AR HEAR T4 averag/mg - kg ™! Fr iz STDEV. / i Range/ HEIRER %
Name of base Sample No.  FE¢1} kind of dry fEf#E 3 kind of wet mg - kg ! mg - kg~! over — limit rate/ %
PEIX TSR 47 0.005 9 0. 000 92 5.76 x10™*  0.88 x10~* ~0.002 24 0
The mango base
in west district
TR I 87 0.010 0.001 6 0.001 06 1.3 x107* ~0.004 47 0
The mango base in
Yanbian county
A AR SR 103 0.011 0.001 7 0.001 14 0.65 x10~* ~0.004 72 0

The mango base

in Renhe district
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Figure 1 The comparison between the average Cd contents in soil

and mango in different base
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