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Abstract: Nitrate pollution in groundwater has become a worldwide problem. It may affect the water quality for daily use and thus the health of
people. The temporal and spatial characteristics of nitrate pollution in the groundwater were addressed by sample analysis of the drinkable water
from 157 wells in Hailun, Heilongjiang, northeastern China. It was found that the mean value of nitrate concentration in all wells was 14.01
mg*L™". Of all the samples, the nitrate concentrations of 26.11% wells exceeded the standard of drinkable water (10.00 mg*L™"'). A
significant difference was found on the spatial distribution of nitrate pollution in the study area. The pollution degree in term of nitrate pollution
was in the order: the central rolling hills and flooding plain > the northeastern mountain area > the southwest rolling hills and plain. Based
on the results; the factors causing the pollution we analyzed from the well properties and pollution sources. As for well propertiess the type of
the pipe material plays a critical role in the groundwater nitrate pollution. It was found that the wells with seamless pipe have less pollution than
those with multiple-sections pipe. The concentrations of seamless pipe wells and multiple ones were respectively 5.08 mg*L™" and 32.57
mg L™, 12.26% and 82.35% of these two kinds wells exceeded 10.00 mg*L™", the state drinking water standard. In the whole Hailun,
there is no statistically relationship between nitrate-N levels of wells and the well depth. However, a statistically lower nitrate-N was observed
in the deep wells than that in the shallower ones. The mean values of nitrate concentration of the seamless-pipe deep wells, seamless-pipe
shallow wells, multiple-section-pipe deep wells and multiple-section-pipe shallow wells were 1.84, 12.02, 25.14 and 45.61 mg*L™"'.
Analysis of pollution source shows that the heavily polluted regions are usually associated with large use of nitrogen fertilizer and household
livestock or poultry. This indicates a positive correlation between the nitrate-N pollution of groundwater and the nitrogen fertilizer, household
livestock, poultry.
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Fig.1 Location of sampled wells in the survey
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Table 1 Nitrate contamination of wells with various functions
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Table 2 Nitrate contamination of groundwater in rural areas of Hailun
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Table 3  Nitrate contamination in the wells with different pipe material
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Table 4 Nitrate contamination of wells with different pipe material and well depth
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Table 5 Nitrate contamination of wells with different depth under similar geographical condition
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Fig.2 Distribution of nitrate content of seamless-pipes wells with nitrogen fertilizer and household livestock, poultry
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Fig.3 Distribution of nitrate content of multiple-section-pipes wells with nitrogen fertilizer and household livestock, poultry
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