Methodological aspects of extracting heavy metals from soils and sediments
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PURPOSE RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Soils and bottom sediments are a kind of depot for heavy metals,
keeping the long-term anthropogenic impact on the ecosystem.
Heavy metals are persistent pollutants, non-biodegradable, easily
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The main objective of this work was to study the influence of y
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sample preparation on the extractability of heavy metals (HMs) * -
from soil and bottom sediments in the model experiment. _ : 3 .
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mm), % : Thus, the state of the analyzed sample has a significant influence of HMs extraction. To analyze and compare the results of
Haplic Chernozem fractionation of HM compounds from soils and sediments, it is necessary to take into account the sample preparation
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Sediments (aleuropelitic silt)

69.6 17.6 2.1310.2

Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil and sediments
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