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Table 1

The heavy metal content of different types of soils in Amur Oblast

Heavy metal

) PR A

Meadow chernozem

B AR+

Brown forest soil

& /mgekg! Content

) - (0 4

Meadow-brown soil

T 4 3

River-beach land

Cu 6.27~10. 30 4.60~6.77 7.43~8.50 3.65~8.90
Zn 5.35~10. 20 7.94~8. 44 6.98~8. 80 7.08~14.92
Pb 9.80~16. 90 9.44~13.30 11.70~14.10 5.15~6.85
Cd 0.27~0.29 0.23~0.25 0.21~0.25 0.14~0.17
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Table 2 The heavy metal content of soybean seeds in Khabarovsk and Utah

X KREFFH 4 )E & /mgekg! Heavy metal content of soybean
Region Cd Pb Zn Cu Hg
W B2 e 7 7E 1 8 X Khabarovsk Krai 0.05~0.10  0.25~0.80  17.5~27.5 2.2~12.5 0.01
MK BHIEM Jewish Autonomous Region 0. 025 0. 50 19.6 5.8 0.01
B RKRAEE Maximum Admissible Values 0.10 0.5 50.0 10.0 0.02
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Table 3 The effect of pH on heavy metal content in soil

TR R Y% & /mgekg! Content
- Humus Cd Pb Zn Cu
4.4 3.0 0. 36 4.5 2.6 3.7
4.6 3.4 0.27 5.0 2.6 3.8
4.7 3.5 0.31 4.7 2.7 4.2
4.8 3.2 0.28 4.2 2.8 4.0
4.9 2.8 0.33 4.8 3.0 4.0
5.1 3.0 0.32 4.7 4.3 3.84
5.2 3.4 0.31 4.8 3.2 4.3
5.8 3.2 0.87 6.6 5.0 3.8
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Research Status of Agricultural Heavy

Metal in Russian Far Esat

BAI Xue-mei
(Heihe Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Heihe, Heilongjiang

164399)

Abstract: Heavy metal pollution of agricultural is serious harm to human’s health,in order to protect the safety

of agricultural products further in China,based on its status on agricultural research of the Russian Far East,

heavy metals content in different soil were analyzed,and taking the soybean as object, the content of heavy met-

al were different under different ecologiccal conditions and crop rotation,and that would provide the explore ex-

perience for the research of heavy metal for Heihe in China.
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