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A B S T R A C T   

Heavy metals are one of the important pollutants in landfill leachate. Plants and soil near the 
landfill may be contaminated by leachate. In this study, by evaluating the heavy metals in the 
leachate of two landfills and the soil and plants near them, the amount of pollution caused by the 
leachate in the environment around the landfills in Tehran was investigated. This study was 
conducted in three stations, soil and plant samples were prepared according to a specific protocol. 
Also, three indexes including PI, PINemerow, and BF were used to interpret the results. The results 
showed that the concentration of total metals in the old landfill leachate and new landfill leachate 
was only 12% different and was 24.13 mg/L on average. In the new landfill leachate, iron had the 
highest concentration among metals, which was 22.94 and 17.01 mg/L in two samples. In the old 
landfill leachate, the concentration of manganese was 15.71 mg/L, which was the highest among 
the studied metals. The concentration of heavy metals in the soil of the old landfill was 24.6% 
lower than the concentration of metals in the soil of the new landfill. In all samples, the highest 
metal concentration in the soil was related to manganese, which was 33.65–34.14 mg/L. Cad
mium had the lowest concentration in soil compared to other metals. The concentration of total 
metals in the studied plants was 29–60 ppm. The PInemerow for studied stations was 0.1711, 
0.1708, and 0.1463. The highest PI in the case of lead was observed at the second station equal to 
0.54. The highest BF in case of Atriplex Undulata was more than 6 and related to cadmium, while 
the highest BF in case of Atriplex Cinearea was more than 3.5 related to cadmium. This study 
showed that the soil and plants of the landfill were contaminated with heavy metals under the 
influence of leachate, and the ability of plants to uptake and accumulate metals can be used to 
manage soil pollution near the landfill.   

1. Introduction 

Municipal solid waste generally refers to materials such as plastic, glass, food, metals, paper, and the like, which are produced as 
solid waste by commercial, office, household, industrial, and the like [1–3]. The expansion of the use of technology in the last hundred 
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years and the variety of consumption caused by it have caused significant changes in the amount and composition of municipal solid 
waste [4]. The production of millions of tons of solid waste per day in the world is a constant challenge in human life. In developing 
countries, the problems of municipal solid waste management are more due to population growth, urbanization, and little awareness 
and participation of citizens [5]. This phenomenon is a very serious challenge, especially in megacities. In big cities, there are different 
paths in solid waste management, which mainly lead to two destinations, including recycling or disposal [6]. 

Landfilling is the oldest method of solid waste disposal which can be a threat to the environment and health [7]. Due to its easy 
operation and cost-effective, landfill is the most widely used method of municipal solid waste disposal in the world [8,9]. This method 
is widely used in developing countries, but it can be a threat to the environment [10]. Biological, physical, and chemical trans
formations occur in buried solid waste. In fact, the landfill site is known as a reactor [11]. Due to these reactions, gas and leachate are 
produced in the landfill sites. Although methods such as insulation of the landfill and daily covering are used to reduce the envi
ronmental consequences of the landfilling, the characteristics of the leachate cause the effects of the landfill on the environment to be 
very serious and diverse [12]. Leachate is a liquid from the solid waste landfill, which is produced under the influence of the amount of 
moisture in the landfill site and due to chemical and physical reactions. Leachate is known as an important source of environmental 
pollution, including groundwater, due to the presence of organic and inorganic substances, including heavy metals [13]. Landfill 
leachate contains many pollutants, including toxic substances and heavy metals, and usually has high COD [14]. Soil and water 
pollution in the areas near the landfill site and the areas affected by the landfill leachate is a serious concern in the management of 
municipal solid waste [15]. Pollution in the soil and water of the areas under the influence of landfill leachate affected by the tech
nology. In developing countries, due to the use of old methods and non-use of pollution control technology, the amount of pollution 
may be higher. 

The level of pollution in the soil and water sources near the landfill site is influenced by the factors that affect the amount of 
leachate and also the type and quantity of pollutants. The most important parameters affecting the amount of leachate are the quantity 
and composition of the buried solid waste, the hydrological conditions, and the height of the landfill cell. Also, in addition to the 
composition of the solid waste, parameters such as the age of the landfill, degradation stage, and the applied technology, are effective 
in the quality of the landfill leachate [16]. Heavy metals are one of the most important contaminants in landfill leachate [17]. 
Regarding the effect of solid waste separation on the concentration of leachate heavy metals, in developing countries, due to low waste 
separation before landfill, leachate heavy metals may be higher [18]. Therefore, there is a possibility of soil and water pollution in 
areas affected by landfill leachate. In this study, the soil contamination status of the affected areas in old and new landfill site in Tehran 
by heavy metals was investigated. The main purpose of this study is to evaluate the impact of landfill leachate on the concentration of 
heavy metals in the surrounding environment, which can be an ecological and health risk. Sampling of wild plants in the study area 
was done in order to evaluate the accumulation of metals in plants as an adverse consequence of landfill leachate and the possibility of 
using them in the phytoremediation process. 

2. Method 

2.1. Landfill sites description 

This study was conducted in two landfills, including an old landfill and a new landfill in Tehran. These landfills were located in the 
south of Tehran in the Kahrizak region, which is known as Aradkoh landfill. At the time of conducting this study, 5200 tons of 
municipal solid waste was sent to this landfill every day. A part of the solid waste in Aradkoh was placed in various processes to energy 
and compost, and about 2500 tons of the solid waste was landfilled [19]. According to previous reports, it is estimated that 250 cubic 
meters of leachate are produced daily in the Aradkoh landfill [19]. 

2.2. Sampling and laboratory analysis of samples 

Samplings of leachate, soil, and plants were done in three stations. The first station on the new landfill was at the leachate return 
point, the second station was at the downstream of the old landfill, and the third station was at the downstream of the new landfill. 

2.3. Leachate 

Leachate samples were regularly collected from the stations once a month [20]. Two liters of leachate per sampling and for six 
months. HDPE bottles were used for sampling and before sampling, the bottles were rinsed with leachate [21]. In each sampling, 0.5 L 
of leachate was collected and transported to the laboratory at 8–15 ◦C [22]. To keep the characteristics of the leachate constant, the 
samples were stored in a refrigerator at 4 ◦C in a dark environment [20,22]. All the samples were acidified using nitric acid for reducing 
the pH to less than 2 to prevent the precipitation of metals [21]. 

2.4. Soil 

Soil sampling was done in all three stations at a depth of 10–50 cm [21]. Sampling was done manually, each sample weighed 
approximately 2 kg and the samples were placed in polyethylene bags and sent to the laboratory. The soil samples were dried in the 
laboratory at room temperature and sieved to obtain a particle size smaller than 2 mm [21]. For heavy metal analysis, sieved samples 
were kept in HDPE containers. In the investigation of landfills, two wild plants, including Atriplex Undulata and Atriplex Cinearea 
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were identified as the most abundant plants and their sampling was done. Plant samples were collected from the same locations as soil 
samples. 

2.5. Plant 

Plant samples were collected with appropriate permissions and that all plant experiments were conducted in accordance to relevant 
regulations and guidelines. Washing with distilled water was used to clean plants from soil particles [23]. The plant samples were dried 
at 60 ◦C for 48 h before grinding [23]. 2 g of the samples were placed in a 50 mL porcelain dish. Then, 10 mL HNO3 (68% w/w) was 
poured into the dish and heated for oxidation on a hot plate for 30–45 min. 2 mL HClO3 (37% w/w) was added to the sample after 
cooling and reheating to obtain a clear, semi-dry solution. The sample was then cooled and passed through grade 42 Whatman® 
cellulose filter paper. Then, it was transferred to a 50-mL volume balloon to reach the desired volume, and distilled water was added 
[24,25]. Analysis of heavy metal concentrations in the plant was performed from three parts: root, stem, and leaf. Cd, Pb, Ni, Fe, Zn, 
and Cu were selected to assay the contamination. Heavy metal concentration measured by Atomic Absorption Spectrometer (Perki
n-Elmer® AAnalyst 200). The concentrations of the measured metals were compared with the permissible limits of valid international 
standards. Then the severity of pollution due to the presence of leachate on the surrounding environment is measured by BF, PI, and 
Nemerow Pollution Index (NPI) [26]. 

2.6. Indexes 

In this study, three indexes were used to interpret the data. Bioavailability factor (BF) is obtained from the ratio of metal con
centration in plant components to soil to investigate the metal transfer rate from soil to plant environment [27,28]. This factor has been 
used in researches to investigate the relationship between the aerial part of the plant and the soil [29,30]. Some sources refer to the 
upper part of the soil [31] leaf to soil [32,33], stem to soil [34], and roots to soil [35]. This study has only focused on investigating the 
amount transferred from the soil environment to the plant. The following equation shows how to calculate this factor:  

BF = CPlant/Csoil                                                                                                                                                                        (1) 

where Cplant is the total metal concentration in the plant and Csoil is the total metal concentration in the soil. 
The pollution index (PI) is used to determine which heavy metal poses the greatest threat to the soil environment. This index is also 

needed to calculate some complex indices, for example, the PINemerow [36,37]. The following equation was employed to PI index [38, 
39]:  

PI = CSample/Bn                                                                                                                                                                         (2) 

where CSample is the sample concentration and Bn is the amount of metal concentration in the soil geochemical background. The 
extracted values for the Bn parameter based on the soil type of the area are shown in Table 1 [40]. 

According to this factor, the soil is classified in terms of contamination into five classes. In the healthiest condition, and when (PI <
1), the soil is clean and uncontaminated. Also, in the worst case, if (PI > 5), the intensity of soil contamination will be extreme. This 
classification is shown in Table 2. 

The Nemerow Pollution Index (PINemerow) allows assessing the overall degree of soil pollution and includes the contents of all 
analyzed heavy metals [26]. It is calculated for both the O and A horizons, based on the following formula. 

PINemerow =
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where PI is the calculated value for the Single Pollution Index, PImax is the maximum value of the Single Pollution Indexes of all heavy 
metals, and n is the number of heavy metals. According to PINemerow, five classes of soil quality are presented in Table 3. 

3. Results and discussion 

The results of investigating the concentration of heavy metals in leachate are shown in Table 4. As the results show, although the 
amount of studied metals in the stations was the same, but the proportion of the studied metals was different. The total studied metals 
in each of the stations were 25.18, 22.13, and 25.1 mg/L, respectively. In station 1 and station 3, iron had the highest concentration 

Table 1 
Mean concentration of metal in soil bedrock per ppm (Bn).  

Metal Fe Cu Ni Mn Cd Pb 

Bn 47,200 45 68 850 0.3 20  
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among metals, which was 17.01 and 22.94 mg/L, respectively. But in station 2, the concentration of manganese was 15.71 mg/L, 
which was the highest among metals. The ratio of studied heavy metals in different stations is shown in Fig. 1. In all stations, cadmium 
had the lowest concentration among the studied metals. Also, the results showed that cadmium, nickel, and copper had the lowest 
concentration variation in different stations, while the concentration variation of iron and manganese was significant. 

The average concentration of heavy metals in landfill leachate in Iran can be compared with the results of this study. Torkashvand 
et al. 2016 reported the concentrations of copper, cadmium, lead, iron, and nickel in the studied landfill leachate in Iran as 1, 0.45, 
0.85, 14, and 1.1 mg/L, respectively [41]. Also, Pasalari et al. 2019 reported that the concentration of manganese in the Iran’s landfills 
leachate was between 3.2 and 8.1 mg/L [19]. Therefore, the concentration of copper in the leachate of station 2 was similar to the 
average concentration in landfills in the country, while the concentration of this metal in stations 1 and 3 was much lower than the 
average concentration in the studied leachates in Iran. Also, the concentration of cadmium in all the studied stations was lower than 
the reported average in the country. Iron and manganese are two common metals found in landfill leachate in Iran, which is caused by 
the composition of Iran’s municipal solid waste, so iron and manganese formed the highest concentration of metals detected in this 
study [19,41]. The concentration of lead in stations 2 and 3 was slightly lower than the average of other studies, while the concen
tration of lead in station 1 was higher than the average of other studies. The nickel concentration in station 3 was similar to the average 
reported in other studies, while it was 3 and 2 times higher in stations 1 and 2, respectively. 

The concentration of heavy metals in the leachate is one of the important pollutant that is considered in the selection of the 
treatment process. In general, the quality characteristics of landfill leachate depend on two important factors, which are the 
composition of the buried waste and the age of the landfill [19]. Based on landfill age classification, landfills less than 5 years old are 
young, landfills between 5 and 10 years old are middle-aged, and landfills older than 10 years are old [19,42]. Therefore, one of the 
reasons for the difference in the concentration of heavy metals in the leachate of stations 1 and 3 with the concentration of metals in the 
leachate of station 2 can be the difference in the age of the two landfills. Even if the composition of the buried wastes is similar, the 
concentration of heavy metals in old landfills can be different compared to young landfills due to the change in pH. Also, the reduction 
of biodegradability in old landfills is an indirect factor in changing the concentration of heavy metals in leachate compared to the 
young landfills. Therefore, one of the reasons for the lower concentration of the total metals studied in Station 2 could be the age of this 
landfill. On the other hand, one of the reasons for the difference in leachate metal concentration in this study compared to other studies 
in Iran could be the different composition of buried waste. Even the difference in the composition of waste buried over time in a landfill 
can be effective in the concentration of heavy metals in the leachate. The acidic condition of the leachate causes the leaching of heavy 
metals to be slow, so the leachate is one of the sources of heavy metal pollution [43]. Considering the leakage of heavy metals from 
some solid waste compounds such as used batteries, electrical waste and cigarette butts, the change in the composition of these 
components is effective in the concentration of heavy metals. For example, Torkashvand et al. 2021, studied the effect of the pro
portion of cigarette butts in the waste mass on the quality of leachate. They reported an increase in the concentration of heavy metals in 
the leachate proportional to the increase of cigarette butts in the buried waste [44]. 

Heavy metals are one of the important pollutants that leak into the environment from various sources such as wastewater and solid 
waste. The presence of heavy metals such as iron and manganese in leachate will cause contamination of soil and underground water 
resources. There is a possibility that irrigation of agricultural crops with water under the influence of leachate will cause the entry of 
metals such as manganese into the food chain [45]. These pollutants can cause various diseases in humans by entering the food chain. 

Table 2 
Classification of soil contamination based on PI.  

The value of PI Soil contamination 

PI < 1 – 
1 < PI < 2 Low 
2 < PI < 3 medium 
3 <PI < 5 strong 
PI > 5 Very strong  

Table 3 
Soil pollution classification by the Nemerow Pollution Index (PINemerow).  

Class I II III IV V 

PINemerow ≤0.7 0.7–1 1–2 2–3 ≥3 
Soil quality uncontaminated Danger range Low contamination Moderate contamination Severe contamination  

Table 4 
Concentration of studied heavy metals in different leachate (mg/L).   

Pb Cd Mn Ni Cu Fe Total 

Station 1 2.17 0.32 1.95 3.36 0.37 17.01 25.18 
Station 2 0.76 0.16 15.71 2.70 1.02 1.78 22.13 
Station 3 0.65 0.1 0.29 1.04 0.08 22.94 25.1  
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Several studies have investigated soil contamination with heavy metals, and their results have shown that many soils near industries, 
landfill sites are contaminated [46,47]. The toxicity of leachate on human cells shows the importance of this source of pollution, which 
releases pollutants into the soil and water sources [48]. Landfill leachate is a source of heavy metal pollution in soil and water sources 
[43]. The results of the analysis of soil samples are shown in Table 5. These results showed that the amount of heavy metals in the soil 
of the old landfill is 24.6% lower than that of the new landfill. In all stations, manganese had the highest concentration compared to 
other metals, and cadmium was the lowest metal among the studied metals. However, as Fig. 2 shows, the proportion of metals 
measured in the soil of different stations is not the same. 

The high ratio of manganese in the studied stations (63.26%–87.25%) is due to the presence of solid residues that are the origin of 
this metal. Wastes such as blade, bottle caps, galvanizing goods, insecticides, pigments, and paint are known as the source of man
ganese in landfill leachate, which can cause soil pollution [43]. Considering the low rate of source separation of solid waste in Iran [6], 
the presence of manganese-origin waste in the landfill has increased the concentration of this metal in leachate. The ability to absorb 
metals by soil has caused the concentration of metals such as lead and copper in the studied soils to be about 1 mg/kg. Although the 
presence of these metals in electrical waste is emphasized, used batteries, pipes, and paint are also known sources of lead and copper 
emissions [49,50]. The potential for metal absorption by the soil, the distance of water sources from the landfill, and topography are 
factors that affect the concentration of heavy metals in the soil and even the water sources around the landfill [25]. Therefore, the 
transfer of various pollutants, including heavy metals, to water resources near the landfill site is a serious concern in landfill leachate 
management, which has been analyzed in many developing countries [51]. In general, the concentration of heavy metals in the de
pends on factors such as the difference in the concentration of metals in the leachate [49], the absorption rate of metals by soil particles 
[43], the amount of precipitation [52], and the amount of metal accumulation in the soil in a long time [52]. Increasing the con
centration of metals in the leachate and increasing the ion exchange potential of the soil will increase the concentration of heavy metals 
in the soil. However, it has been reported that the amount of heavy metals in the soil affected by leachate is lower during the rainy 
season [52]. 

The order of metal concentrations in soil samples is as follows: Cd <Cu <Pb <Ni <Fe <Mn. In this study, PI and PINemerow indices 
were used to determine the extent of contamination (Table 6). PI and PINemerow indices of soil samples are classified in non- 
contaminated classes. Fortunately, the landfill of hazardous wastes has been minimized due to proper efficiency separation opera
tions in the Aradkooh Complex. The result can be seen in the soils near the landfill with low concentrations of heavy metals such as 
lead, nickel, and cadmium. Proper management of hazardous and industrial wastes has eliminated the flow of household waste from 
this type of waste. Therefore, proper disposal and management of industrial waste is another reason for the low concentration of heavy 
metals. The results of another study also showed that there is heavy metal contamination in the soil around active landfills and 
abandoned landfills, but it is more in the soil around active landfills, so there is a health and ecological risk in the soil around landfills 
[53]. The impact of leachate heavy metals on soil pollution can be identified by comparing their concentration with the geochemical 
background. The results of such investigations in the soil around the landfill site show an increase in the concentration of heavy metals 
in the soil, so that in one sample in Morocco, these conditions caused moderate to high contamination level in the soil, which was 
mostly caused by metals such as lead and cadmium [54]. 

Measurement of heavy metals in plants affected by leachate is important from two aspects. First, the accumulation of pollutants, 
including heavy metals, in plants can be a sign of their entry into the food chain and lead to subsequent adverse consequences. The 
origin of pollutants including heavy metals in plants can be soil, water, and air. So, the presence of heavy metals in plants can indirectly 
be a reason for the intensity of pollution in soil or water [52]. Second, the ability to remove heavy metals by plants can be considered as 
a solution for pollution management in landfills. Phytoremediation technique is a well-known method to reduce pollutants in the 

Fig. 1. Ratio of metals in studied leachates.  

Table 5 
Concentration of studied heavy metals in different soil samples (mg/Kg).   

Pb Cd Mn Ni Cu Fe Total 

Station 1 1.02 0.07 33.92 2.83 0.86 14.92 53.62 
Station 2 1.09 0.07 34.14 1.59 1.15 1.09 39.13 
Station 3 0.71 0.06 33.65 1.58 0.96 14.94 51.90  
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environment, but the ability of different plants to absorb different pollutants is not the same [55,56]. The results of the analysis of 
heavy metals in the studied plants are shown in Table 7. 

The results showed that the amount of metals in the plants of Station 3 was much lower than the metals in the plants of other 
stations. Also, the proportion of metals in the plants of different stations was not the same. In station 1 and station 2, manganese was 
the most abundant metal, while in station 3, iron was the most abundant metal in plants. In station 1, manganese constituted 50% of 
the total concentration of studied metals in plants, and in station 2, this ratio was 60.6%. However, iron accounted for 57.7% of the 
total metals in station 3 plants. These results showed that according to the amount of studied metals in the soil of the stations, the 
ability to uptake iron and manganese by the studied plants was significant. However, the highest accumulation of metal in the plant 
compared to its concentration in the soil was seen in the case of cadmium. This ability has caused plants to be used to manage pollution, 
including heavy metals. In previous studies, the reduction of manganese, copper, and zinc from landfill leachate by plants has been 
reported as 33, 28, and 36%, respectively, but the amount of accumulation of metals in different parts of the plant is not the same [57]. 
Although plants have the ability to absorb heavy metals, the concentration of metals in soil and water should not be so high as to affect 
plant growth [58]. The proper growth of plants in this study and the accumulation of metals in them showed that the tolerance 
threshold of these plants was higher than the concentration of metals in the soil affected by leachate and they can be used in phy
toremediation method. In addition, proven methods can also be used to increase the accumulation of metals in plants. For example, the 
use of EDTA will increase the accumulation of lead in plants and increase the efficiency of phytoremediation [59]. 

The order of metal concentrations in plants is the same as their concentration in soil. As shown in Figs. 3 and 4, both plant samples 
had better performance in cadmium uptake than other elements and did not have significant uptake of lead (ratio less than 1). Ac
cording to the BF index results in different components of the plant, the ratio of metal concentrations in the samples are the root to 
soil> leaf to soil> stem to the soil, respectively. This indicates the tendency of both plant species to store metals in the roots, which is 
consistent with the studies of Jay et al. (2009) [60]. Copper and manganese were used as micronutrients for various metabolic 
components of the plant. Therefore, they are mainly transported from the roots to the upper part of the plant, and their concentration is 
higher in the aerial organs [61]. 

The amount of lead is considered the highest concentration of metal transferred from stem to leaf, but in the transfer from root to 
stem or leaf to root ratio, Ni is the most transferred element. Pb is commonly known as a metal with less movement, and in this study, 
the results of all samples are consistent with it [62]. Therefore, considering the effect of leachate on increasing the concentration of 
pollutants including heavy metals in the soil, water and plants surrounding the landfill site, it is imperative to control the environ
mental and health consequences of the leachate. The use of liners to prevent leakage of leachate into the surrounding environment and 
the continuous monitoring of pollution in the surrounding soil and water have been proposed as suggestions for landfill leachate risk 

Fig. 2. Ratio of heavy metals in the soil of different stations.  

Table 6 
The calculated PI and PInemerow for different stations.   

PInemerow PI 

Pb Cd Mn Ni Cu Fe 

Station 1 0.1711 0.0510 0.2333 0.0399 0.0416 0.0191 0.0003 
Station 2 0.1708 0.0545 0.2333 0.0402 0.0234 0.0256 0.0000 
Station 3 0.1463 0.0355 0.2000 0.0396 0.0232 0.0213 0.0003  

Table 7 
Concentration of studied heavy metals in different plant samples (ppm).   

Pb Cd Mn Ni Cu Fe Total 

Station 1 0.41 0.17 30.01 1.12 1.24 27.41 60.36 
Station 2 0.33 0.27 33.11 1.64 1.05 18.22 54.62 
Station 3 0.34 0.19 8.85 2.08 1.16 17.25 29.87  
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management [63]. 

4. Conclusion 

The effect of leachate on the concentration of heavy metals in soil and plants affected by it was investigated. The concentration of 
heavy metals in the leachate of the old landfill was 22.1 mg/L, while the concentration of heavy metals in the leachate of the new 
landfill was 25.1 mg/L. The proportion of heavy metals in the old landfill leachate was not the same compared to the new landfill 
leachate. In the leachate of the new landfill, iron was the most metal, which constituted 92.3% of the total metals, while in the leachate 
of the old landfill, manganese was the most metal, which constituted 70.9% of the total metals. The concentration of total metals in the 
soil of the old landfill was 39 mg/kg, while the concentration of total metals in the soil of the new landfill was 51 mg/kg. Iron and 
manganese had the highest concentrations and lead and cadmium had the lowest concentrations among the metals accumulated in the 
studied plants. The concentration of metals in the leachate was influenced by the composition of buried waste. The age of the landfill 
was also effective in the concentration and proportion of metals in the leachate. The soil was contaminated with heavy metals due to 
leachate, but the investigated indexes showed that the level of contamination is not serious. The accumulation of heavy metals in the 
plants grown near the landfill was significant, which could be one of the reasons for the reduction of pollution in the studied soil. These 

Fig. 3. Ratio of metal concentrations in Atriplex Undulata species to soil (BF factor).  

Fig. 4. Ratio of metal concentrations in Atriplex Cinearea species to soil (BF factor).  
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plants can be used in phytoremediation as a pollution reduction technique. 
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[22] M.D. Vaverková, D. Adamcová, M. Radziemska, S. Voběrková, Z. Mazur, J. Zloch, Assessment and evaluation of heavy metals removal from landfill leachate by 

Pleurotus ostreatus, Waste Biomass Valorization 9 (2018) 503–511. 
[23] P. Makuleke, V.M. Ngole-Jeme, Soil heavy metal distribution with depth around a closed landfill and their uptake by Datura stramonium, Appl. Environ. Soil 

Sci. 2020 (2020), 8872475. 
[24] C.M. Davidson, Methods for the determination of heavy metals and metalloids in soils, in: Heavy Metals in Soils, Springer, 2013, pp. 97–140. 
[25] R. Alam, Z. Ahmed, M.F. Howladar, Evaluation of heavy metal contamination in water, soil and plant around the open landfill site Mogla Bazar in Sylhet, 

Bangladesh, Groundwater Sustain. Dev. 10 (2020), 100311. 
[26] G. Qingjie, D. Jun, X. Yunchuan, W. Qingfei, Y. Liqiang, Calculating pollution indices by heavy metals in ecological geochemistry assessment and a case study in 

parks of Beijing, J. China Univ. Geosci. 19 (2008) 230–241. 
[27] J. Bech, P. Duran, N. Roca, W. Poma, I. Sánchez, J. Barceló, R. Boluda, L. Roca-Pérez, C. Poschenrieder, Shoot accumulation of several trace elements in native 

plant species from contaminated soils in the Peruvian Andes, J. Geochem. Explor. 113 (2012) 106–111. 
[28] S. Khaokaew, G. Landrot, A field-scale study of cadmium phytoremediation in a contaminated agricultural soil at Mae Sot District, Tak Province, Thailand:(1) 

Determination of Cd-hyperaccumulating plants, Chemosphere 138 (2015) 883–887. 
[29] A.H. Bu-Olayan, B.V. Thomas, Translocation and bioaccumulation of trace metals in desert plants of Kuwait Governorates, Res. J. Environ. Sci. 3 (2009) 

581–587. 
[30] A. Buscaroli, An overview of indexes to evaluate terrestrial plants for phytoremediation purposes, Ecol. Indicat. 82 (2017) 367–380. 
[31] J. Korzeniowska, E. Stanislawska-Glubiak, Phytoremediation potential of Miscanthus× giganteus and Spartina pectinata in soil contaminated with heavy metals, 

Environ. Sci. Pollut. Control Ser. 22 (2015) 11648–11657. 
[32] F. De Nicola, D. Baldantoni, L. Sessa, F. Monaci, R. Bargagli, A. Alfani, Distribution of heavy metals and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in holm oak plant–soil 

system evaluated along urbanization gradients, Chemosphere 134 (2015) 91–97. 
[33] A. Rodríguez-Iruretagoiena, R. Chowdhury, A. Gredilla, S.F.-o. Devallejuelo, A. de Diego, S.K. Sarkar, G. Arana, J.M. Madariaga, P. Venkatachalam, Uptake and 

distribution of trace elements in dominant mangrove plants of the Indian Sundarban wetland, Bull. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 97 (2016) 721–727. 
[34] Y. Jing, H. Cui, T. Li, Z. Zhao, Heavy metal accumulation characteristics of Nepalese alder (Alnus nepalensis) growing in a lead-zinc spoil heap, Yunnan, south- 

western China, iFor. Biogeosci. For. 7 (2014) 204. 
[35] T.M. Galal, H.S. Shehata, Bioaccumulation and translocation of heavy metals by Plantago major L. grown in contaminated soils under the effect of traffic 

pollution, Ecol. Indicat. 48 (2015) 244–251. 
[36] M. Varol, Assessment of heavy metal contamination in sediments of the Tigris River (Turkey) using pollution indices and multivariate statistical techniques, 

J. Hazard Mater. 195 (2011) 355–364. 
[37] Y. Guan, C. Shao, M. Ju, Heavy metal contamination assessment and partition for industrial and mining gathering areas, Int. J. Environ. Res. Publ. Health 11 

(2014) 7286–7303. 
[38] J.B. Kowalska, R. Mazurek, M. Gąsiorek, T. Zaleski, Pollution indices as useful tools for the comprehensive evaluation of the degree of soil contamination–A 

review, Environ. Geochem. Health 40 (2018) 2395–2420. 
[39] A.A. Mohammadi, A. Zarei, M. Esmaeilzadeh, M. Taghavi, M. Yousefi, Z. Yousefi, F. Sedighi, S. Javan, Assessment of heavy metal pollution and human health 

risks assessment in soils around an industrial zone in Neyshabur, Iran, Biol. Trace Elem. Res. 195 (2020) 343–352. 
[40] K.K. Turekian, K.H. Wedepohl, Distribution of the elements in some major units of the earth’s crust, Geol. Soc. Am. Bull. 72 (1961) 175–192. 
[41] J. Torkashvand, G. Azarian, M. Leili, K. Godini, S. Younesi, H. Godini, Projection of environmental pollutant emissions from different final waste disposal 

methods based on life cycle assessment studies in Qazvin city, Avicenna J. Environ. Health Eng. 2 (2015), e4653. 
[42] P. Ghosh, I.S. Thakur, A. Kaushik, Bioassays for toxicological risk assessment of landfill leachate: a review, Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 141 (2017) 259–270. 
[43] S. Kanmani, R. Gandhimathi, Assessment of heavy metal contamination in soil due to leachate migration from an open dumping site, Appl. Water Sci. 3 (2013) 

193–205. 
[44] J. Torkashvand, K. Godini, S. Norouzi, M. Gholami, M. Yeganeh, M. Farzadkia, Effect of cigarette butt on concentration of heavy metals in landfill leachate: 

health and ecological risk assessment, J. Environ. Health Sci. Eng. 19 (2021) 483–490. 
[45] O.O. Ololade, S. Mavimbela, S.A. Oke, R. Makhadi, Impact of leachate from northern landfill site in Bloemfontein on water and soil quality: implications for 

water and food security, Sustainability 11 (2019) 4238. 
[46] C. Liu, J. Cui, G. Jiang, X. Chen, L. Wang, C. Fang, Soil heavy metal pollution assessment near the largest landfill of China, Soil Sediment Contam.: Int. J. 22 

(2013) 390–403. 
[47] A. Kasassi, P. Rakimbei, A. Karagiannidis, A. Zabaniotou, K. Tsiouvaras, A. Nastis, K. Tzafeiropoulou, Soil contamination by heavy metals: measurements from a 

closed unlined landfill, Bioresour. Technol. 99 (2008) 8578–8584. 
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