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W E HE-MAEELEITE, MAREKPR R R BA R REKRARE KLY ERE,
WIFSE LRI X I AR A 0 B A B U T 2 08 R Sy v [ 8130 22 B o A 8 L R PP i i o 2 4R LS e e ™ T 1Y)
RAKBNAZ — , RBFFEHEHL 8 FhAIIAR 7K A A 1 S 56 0 Fe 405 1) 2ot B2 M 00 1 W0 A5 1 EAS 3R i 2 MR 2K
it 45 SCHREE ST B A AR - R PEROHE A | FE T K MR B o 0 o M (0 R i, S R P R A SE AR SRR A
X R TR TR, SR FH ) B AS B SRR 43 A Jr ik, 459 B ORI R K AR 2B W B 9 e OV JEE L o (L (CMC ) A
He B SLEM (CCC) {B 43 91 J9 50.04—58.87 pg« L7 il 3.99—4.69 pg- L' BLAT Hb 22 K BV 14 1 26 bk o PR A
(50 pg- L") T 324 2tk SRt RS M2 M R e (9 2 ) A9 3 0K 4.429% 11 23/00% .

KB B, B EARLE MR E SRR A SRR VR SEME(E (CMC) | vk B SEME(E (CCC).

Weighted species sensitivity distribution method to derive site-specific
quality criteria of lead for protection of aquatic life in Tai Lake

SUN Xuehua SUN Cheng LIU Hongling *"
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control & Resource Reuse, School of the Environment, Nanjing University, Nanjing, 210023, China)

Abstract; Lead is a toxic heavy metal and has been included in the “black list” of priority
pollutants in water in China. It is necessary to establish a regional water quality benchmark for lead
which aims at protecting resident aquatic life because of the numerous water systems and the diversity
of aquatic organisms.in China. Tai Lake is one of the most developed economies, most densely
populated area and most polluted freshwater lakes in China. Eight native aquatic species were
selected to construct acute toxicity tests to supplement the acute toxicity data of lead and further
extrapolate chronic toxicity data. The toxicity database of lead of aquatic organisms in Tai Lake was
established based~on literature and then a relationship between water hardness and toxicity was
constructed because hardness affects the biotoxicity of lead. The derived criterion maximum
concentration ( CMC) and criterion continuous concentration ( CCC) for lead in Tai Lake were
50.04—58.87 pg-L™" and 3.99—4.69 pg-L™', respectively, using the weighted species sensitivity
distribution method in consideration of taxonomic groups and water characteristics in Tai Lake.

Besides, the proportion of organisms affected by the acute and chronic toxicity of lead derived from
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weighted species sensitivity distribution was 4.42% and 23.00% under the class III standard limit
(50.00 wg-L™") of lead.
Keywords:lead, hardness correction, weighted species sensitivity distribution, criterion maximum

concentrations, criterion continuous concentrations.

o HAR AR )z ) — R B E AR e R, vl R TR TR FK P S TR HE kS 2
Py st A KA A2 i R ) Tl A 7 B B A DS TE Bl R, 3 6] b 2 7 A v Xk 77 7R 475 Y 31
G e TR A X A W e A B RN B AR D AN BE R i, LB 2 B B O AR R R
R LA 1989 ARTR E AT AL A8 A K H il Se s il V5 e g« B 4% B ) (H G003 [ 1 2K
I A AR 14 5T St A ( GB3838—2002 ) & IR AR HEVE FELZ 10—100 pg- L7, HINT IR E R 2 2
ZeZ2 TCI KRR B 15 YL [ R, T JR A 9 7K BT R M 55 SO 4% M K PR B A e B 1T 02 T A3 22 Y.

IR T FEAE (water quality criteria, WQC ) &F5 7K FREE H {5 YW1 % R 8 X5 ( Ns i A= 90) A=A A
ERL MR A B R TG FH 75 B s B O TR R v S ST K R I R A B DR | T S s A R A B
SRR 56 A5 ks [ SRAR R % T 4 S K A AR K S v AT TSRS R ARG 2K TR S v Y A
G AL B AT O AR SR R [ B T — S8 56 T AR B B AT SIS, AT T 250 S gt 4 B o e K A
VI 2B R B AS AR P TR IR AK A W 1 B e Rk 8 FE ME{H ( Criterion maximum concentration
CMC) 4 0.131 mg-L™" $r2Euk & B UE(E ( Criterion continuous concentration, CCC) A 0.0051 mg- L™ . AN[H]
TR E) A R A O RURR A AE 25 5 KR K A0 32 FARE R W b U JBRORE A 32 A S A B R A A A W )
CMC F1 CCC 43910 637.973 wg- L' F163.797 wg-L".

TEE S XK LU | KA A W 2H R 262 57 A R 7K Ak 2 80 el 7 347 2 il e 4 Y S e {8 A A
k.75 FE MR ISR R RO IF 5T B - 4R T Forbes 25 | SCHVIRIRAR [R] 8 37 4 22 18] 1) 10 ol LU 491 2% R85 78 5
PR FEMTHE S X UK IR 5. 2 5 IR 258 1 FH 5 A AR 1 07 520 1 7K B S M R 4 5.
Shi 25" JeF WIS R Py b2 RE 18] EL g5, i A AG-GMG FICCC 40510 5.3 pg- L7 F1 3.7 pg- L7 #3E H
EPA #E% 13.0 pg- L7 A1 9.0 g« L™ LA K AL Ge) Tl S0 B2 O3 A V6 4 1 A B ME(E 1.3 g - L7V A
1.8 pg L7 HEREA B KK AE AW K EESRE MY ISR R Z S, KRSHNE &
S & R A ML A5 Y A AR S R S AT R RS = e . S e R,
HTEKAEAES ARG 0 RS 2 2K  pH A WL 5 D250 — Ay, e b B2 i AR AR v 3 A 4
FEREERY Ca™ Fll Mg™ , 548 B TA77E 5 I O R | 3 1M S 3504 W % 85 4 J i W e sz o, A1 ik 7k
AR B Bl A BT (3 o e U AN 26 L EPA AOTF 5T 2B Cd™ B CMC B 7K PR B 32 9 T i g kT
A 2 2 BRURR XA A A 4 P B P I KA A 88 0 7 AR AR, 00 o 8 5 6 190 P sk 17 ) 6 R
AR, BTz 5T KoK AR R A AR A 28 R (sl B ) Sk HE S48 WQC {5,

IR A B B KPR YA 2 —  (H i T Br PR K A % 4R, B AT C O 15 Y ™ 51 0
Z— AR IX el HR SRR YRl 4 & TS Y A X0 R e A — I8 A9t R[] B K SRR AE RN A
DX ZRFRAE A A5 ) S (AN ] PR 5 A X R DX sl B R oFe e R DG 7K ot i e L SEE 3 X6 R K A=
AR

AW 2B MR, TR 8 PRI A A Wy kA7 S0 I 42 WG 20 Sk vk B St 2 %
SU91] (%) R (R A 208 PR B M BE DR AN 7T 18 M T M R 8 A /D TRk i S i M RO S K AR T
£ B AH G R85, R 3 S 8000 B R A T LE R R K A A AR, 25 21 T ) Rk AR A
Py L, SR P A BURE BE 43 A0 2%, 43 D6 O T S PR AT ) K AR AR TR S G Bh ) St
MR ALEE , 3 R PR3 K A A A 8 K B J v L B I 1) A 5 B v S R 4 ST 3R ME A 20 PR R
T AR v S 8 KT A A S ML, LA Sy I e S B v 1) ) e I 22 Sy DX o i o ) 4 42
CEES

1 ¥ L5 J7: ( Materials and methods)
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JEER W T AR AR U, R, BUERAT R KA I 4 MRS, IR IEZY 0.5 m AE/KFE 1T LA TR
C A BB T8 B SR I 45 s r AL B AN IAT 1 R,

AL E
J=EhA Geographical location
Sites
N E
R Hib i
Rad Huangnim Bridge | 3131158 | 1200978
Fen;’:’f‘gidge 31°29.513' 120°1.573'
U
Cheﬁiﬁfm " 31°19.345' 119°55.342'
5 >, .
Dj‘ﬁfn 31°19.074' 119°55.237"
apu Por

B1 KRR S

Fig.1 Geographic information of sample sites in Tai Lake

1.2 HYREETE
12,1 2ESesln L A=Y

SJRET(PD™) bR R I E AR S G B 5 S 6 R Al TP AUk ELB U 1R T 3 d, HOK
Z40 . pH 8.00 £ 0.14 ff £ 125.50 + 4.95 mg (CaCO,)- L™ BRJE 81.25 + 2.17 mg (CaCO,)- L™ i&FfHA
(D0)8.15 £ 0.23 mg-L™ BAHLEK(TOC)2.55 mg (C)-L7.

SEYPIF B BEREARIE LN T < (1) A 25 ks (2) I A R A D Bl 5 (3) SEHR = IR YL
FAFBR] 5 (4) 250 A I MEZ IR AN A SO 56 [ EPA FLE 7K BT BE S ) (4 4 b e 5 S )
B RKAE A 405K [ <3 171 8 BL” V2R THRNFE R MU 2 8 R R WIA + A4 kAT Stk i
S E T 6 1717 B Hoh ks 2 FhERRE. 844 Carassius auratus ( C. auratus) FEE Hypophthalmichthys
molitrix ( H. molitrix ) , ¥ 0, ( #2F}) Pelteobagrus fulvidraco ( P. fulvidraco) , £ 3 7K 22 1| ( & 45| #} )
Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri ( L. hoffmeisteri) , —ff % B ( =A% HF}) Dugesia japonica (D. japonica) , %Rk 1 %E
3 ({0 BR % BL) Microcystis aeruginosa_( M. aeruginosa ) , 5 8 /N BR 3 ( /NER 3 Bl ) Chlorella vulgaris
( C. vulgaris) FHEJE /B 35 (IR 5 3 B} ) Cyclotella meneghiniana ( C. meneghiniana) .

S0 T FH 6 0 S 1 T T RK B A K IR A S . G £ S £ R 50 0 3 A R R AR A K 1Y
20 HiZe A, Hob il fa g S H R K 29 15.0 mm, SEHIR T 24 0.04 g, B 0 0 3 F R K 25 15.0—
20.0 mm, FHPRE L 0.05 g; B FEAEK L 15.0 mm  SEHIRTE LY 0.03 g K 1 12 7] 5255 % 9
FEPIR LA B SRR S TR A 10% .88 B /K 228510 F K& T 3%, 78 22 °C L A SROG IR N AU
B FRA P I, RO W I R ) A Dl TE S0 Sl W ARSI = s HO AR S22 B 5 A o ol 2 o
3 /BRI JE /N IR B I T R BE i DUK A IR 2K A 22, S 96 T S 0 e A 2E 47 9 k. 3 i 42 iy 9
TR AT BB 0k 26 A W e AT S 00 3 B AR K B BN ER T S H0TS PR A
122 Atk

BPEREVE S AR F I OECD™ ™ 26 [ EPA™ S5 A vk 75 12 0 25 Wy A s PR 9 I o 5 2 R Y
(Good Laboratory Practices , GLP ) 45 /F LR " SRR JEA B0 18 BR A g e (A0 , g S 30 %o 42 B
PLAM2H  FEW D SE 00 A B I, TS0 R /K B IS [k BE B BE 1Y Ph™ SI0 VA MR, 2R B8 MR B 24 h TE 4t
1R, R 3 AT A = Mk 2514 50 mL BEEH 10 KIEE, RAERSRE, BEHk
WG BEIL 20 £%, R PR AS S50, A RS /K 22850 R S AR FNBE T2 B0, IR FE TR B2 InFIRCHY 5 B0
BRI N 100 mL BHEFZ IR, 55 215 1 528 00k IR RIS X 07 A % 7 BEAFAH ) ¥ 1 3
T, B 24 h BCRERCR FH 23016016 BE kI 7 S VAR
1.2.3  FEPEEER IR S ik

i3 5 [ AR EPA-ECOTOX %045 % (hitp : // cfpub. epa. gov/ecotox/ ) Fil [ 1 | 4 - K0 415 12 18
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FERA LAY (PH™ ) BRI , Uk 2019 45 9 A B R R I N 2% CRED Y (bR ik ALK& K
AN 220 AR 55 2 B 1 A S MO O A RS B e AR DGR R S LA T

(1) M3 SR R el A1 i e

(2) M FK A 4244 pH (8 R B8R S5k BT S48, AT LA ZE R /K 5025 28 17K Sy S 30 F K i 4+ 3
) FE PR

(3) LA R AT & B AR 5k OECD ™ LK 34 EPA' b, W 1) 1 25 5 g A 1
T ) 2% i IS [ IR 2 A

(4) X T2 BE , Lo PR i3E 96 h 12k 96 h AR ARG TCHHESh Y 48 h Y EEPERE .
FEXME PR REMERE bR , X T A i R B 1 o B MESh ), i A RO AR BUE AN N, FR R IR KT 4 d
A0S PR RS, i A i SRR ) AR ) R g I T 75 KT 7 5 Y EEME 2 s  BOSE RN I, 22 % I [) 1 R
F 21 d, P Seik Bl AR S0 IR IRAR (R AL 21 d S

(5) Bk B P 1k $5 21 U B W B (Lethal concentration 50, LC,, ) 3l 2 BUA 30Nk & ( Effective
concentration 50, EC., ) /E RFEME L5 (IR Z 5, 18 B b, ERETC ISRV e BE (No observed effect
concentrations, NOECs) {E Mg PEZ 5, 24 NOECs Joik R0, o] H EC,, . Fc K 1l 3% 32 W & ( Maximum
acceptable concentrations/2, MATCs/2) e W= Sl
1.3 RIKAEAEYIHE N

SRS 50 AU 7K A A 2 ) A 0 RIS R S — |, B BLOC TR A ) IX & d5 o RS LR
B LU A e . 2010 47 VL5048 FREE I v CoFn v R Bt e st 3 5 A B0 9 B e 0 DR 21 1
AR KBRS TGS R HE S 1 LB 5 5 67% 21% 1 11% , 3531 524 F0 it
A (ORI ZER ) T Ge T R 2K X R 3k 25 B 107 Fp

ARG T EAR 25 BRI AR B, B B 28 0 KR B (TR A A AT kA ) G HEBh
Yy (PR R 24 ) FE HESh W (0 28) (99 Ae il |, 15 2 R 21 2200 (9 ) Fh 53 28 K8
(E1).

R KK AP G

Table 1 “Summary of aquatic organisms in Tai lake

FhZ Categories B} Family il Species BIHEY Flora and Fauna
ES 25 107 KA 3 276 Fh
JEATG ) 21 66
TRiEEh Y 37 103
PRI 29 81 JKLEAEY) 166 i
KA 34 85
Mt 146 442 442

1.4 YR BUREE 3 A ik

X TAEGE Y AU A3 A J7 v, 1B Weibull F11 Hazen WP 515 (R 1 A=t 2) , Hip P38 Eit
WER i 48T n BAEAC R 5 A DB S A Dy vE v BB TR FE MR A AR W rh AL U Y
Yofh BIAT | BRSA RE R , IR B A REAR AR AL RO N.(j=k+1 k42, 1) IT5E
PAF R R 1 B —RHORRE I E T HET TR R BRI AR (X 3) b P AR Rt

AR R A TR BRI b 28 nl SRS REVE R R B, Z N, B8 HT 13k i

PIRE, DL N SR BTAT B TR AR (R R R R R H 22

j=k+1

(1)

(2)
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RO (X N+ N)

P. = X
ok +1 N

(3)

1.5 HiEsit
1.5.1  BEPEEE AT

ST KA 2 Xof o 45 i 7K B M Y 52 A9 ORI ) 7K A A 0 o ) 4 S T AR S AR AR
JERASCR LA b Bs ab B AR BRI T

(1) G FH 100 BE A IE 27 A LR B I 5% 92 [ EPA HERERR IR E B A SCE ™ i 2 AR D52
50 A 11 e A5 2 /0 2t S AR R (B 100 mg » L1 5 ()52 30 FH /K 1) i ARl 2 {1 2 /0 2 e /N R 2 {11
3 5.

(2) 407 5 HH 1) B P B AR B A T U9 — 462 LI Sk B TSR A S R 1 LA 3
18, B iz i a6 R PR B AL UL 28 58 B A W i A 5 1) TUART P 24008 K 12 0 o D s e 2
% LA R JLAAT - 2.

(3) ZJa R HIE— A Ec 80 /D — 3R B 4387, SR ARPR.

(4) M 4 T RGE S BIFEEE (SMAV) e Wk B i 5 3 P B9 LT~ 2446
X AR PIROK REE BE 0 LTI, VO RER , Z R 52 i 7K PRI B (1. %5 58 2 AR S 56 Bt FH /K A8 13 R
125.50+4.95 mg (CaCO;)- L™, HORF IS 21 1 B3 PR3 48 — A2 IE ] 125.50 mg ( CaCO;)- L™ A AT FE 7K
TR

SMAV:GHHWLV( InX-1nZ) | (4)

(5) HHEEEAE IE S 19 SMAV ] 1521 @ - X(E ( GMAV ) (e S Uy 4 @ A AR 5 T #es,

RAAHE] CMC SREEEROCR (X 6) , T CCC R FIBEAT T 1.
. X [(nGAMY) 2] [ (InGMAV) | /4

§ = : (5)
2P (/)74

3 (memav)-sx [ 2 ¢ vF) ]
I

CMC = 0.85 x e{Vx(an)+S>< JO05 + —4.61V} (6)
1.5.2 2R EEE M8 B s 1 T

FIFME IE Spearman Karber Ty il 4 5% 58 I [R] Bt 95% ¥ {5 X181 LC, fH, SR F WA Mk i 4k 512
PSR B R R

(1) 53 ERS A Stk B ER AT (BB ( 1) W B X B0 5 B0 A0 E 3 Ay i 2tk O 3R, oK B sk ] BBt
E/‘J LCO;

(2) VUSSR I P B (1/T) i Asds , LA 1g (LC,) AR A H AR R MG R, 2 )5 oK 2 7
it [ 8 T TG 55 IR 1) R K0 1.
1.5.3 Sttt

P PR 8 4 ME AR B0 5 KRR 2 114 R DG 56 2R B3 5232 F Miicrosoft Office Excel 2016 i#£47, &
PP REPERE (log-transformed ) 2R FH Kolmogorov-Smirnov 77 47 IE A MG 56 M) FhEBUREEE 4341 (SSD) il
LIS TE GraphPad Prism 7 B4 F 547, #80-4 SSD BHZEf#i F Log-Normal J5 5, 4 &L LA R*VEHY.

2 ZE R A8 (Results and discussion)

2.1 2R
2.1.1  2VERRERE b3

S E AP TS 8 FhAS K AR AR Y Sk R RS £ R LR 2 R U I o 3 RS L 96 h-
EC,, {64 3.85—11.01 mg-L™" ;3 R HEZN P XTHT 1 2 M P 3R B S AN BUR , 1 e J2 4 3 96 h-LCy,
{84 166.60 mg- L™, 0 A H AR 123.80.76.11 mg- L™ T T 19 2 FhIC B HES Y = £ 15 th fE
IR 221511 96 h-LCo (H439 0 46.98 77.25 mg-L™".
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R2 KM 8 FlUKA Y B R

Table 2 Acute toxicity of lead to eight resident aquatic organisms in Tai Lake

) e 234 2P e 959% {5 X [H]
Lk TR a] ) B o . .
Speci E time/d Hardness/ Acute toxicity Concentration/ 95%Cl/
pecies “xposure time (mg (CaCO,)-L7") endpoint (mg-L7") (mg-L")
Wt H. molitrix 4 125.50 LCs 123.80 114.50—132.90
WA P. fulvidraco 4 125.50 LCs, 76.11 63.53—84.71
Wt C. auratus 4 125.50 LCs, 166.60 158.00—180.30
Z IR D. japonica 4 125.50 LCs, 46.98 44.60—49.59
B K 2288 L. hoffmeisteri 4 125.50 LCsy 77.25 74.14—80.48
FR S e v M. aeruginosa 4 125.50 ECy, 10.07 8.24—12.80
Wl NERTEE C. vulgaris 4 125.50 ECs, 11.01 9.78—12.56
e /N C. meneghiniana 4 125.50 ECy, 3.85 3.28—4.66

2.1.2  1EMEEEdE

FRAE WA M A A A W18 PEREE B A R S HO0 3% 3 s Hoipfiffa B ifn it —
FI0 BRI X K 22 35| {9 T NOEC {E43-51 4 20.12,30.00,57.57 .15.63 .20.01 mg~L", Hil SR {3
/INBR 3 FIAR R /NEREE B TN 96 h—EC, {53514 0.16.,0.29 .0.13 mg-L 7"

R3O 8 Bl A Ay T 0 T R

Table 3 Predicted chronic toxicity of lead to eight resident aquatic organisms in Tai Lake

o
st AR ot R

Predicted
. lg( LCO) -1/T R? Exposure Chronic toxicity rede e
Species . . concentration/

timez/d endpoint »

(mg-L7")
fifta H. molitrix y=0.3556x+1.3036 0.4859 — NOEC 20.12
R P. fulvidraco y=0.2623x+1.4771 0.7790 — NOEC 30.00
4 C. auratus y=0.1837x+1.7602 0.8809 — NOEC 57.57
=MW H D. japonica y=-0.9304x+1:2841 09987 — NOEC 15.63
e IK 22 05| L. hoffmeisteri y=0.1279x+1.3013 0.7425 — NOEC 20.01
HERINEETE M. aeruginosa — — 4 EC) 0.16
Wil /NEREE C. vulgaris — — 4 EC,, 0.29
e /NN C. meneghiniana — — 4 EC), 0.13

2.2 ZRAATE FE X 1) S

S5 SCHRISCSEF S SRR M 78, ARAT K AR M S B R BE 3L 8 1] 18 Bk 25 b, K A= A= W iy
MR SAE 8 1011 BF 15 Fh. 2urE s R B (1 32 A W A 8 7 s AEsh ), 1S FhOCHHESh ) 3 FiiE
Y 5 MM R RAE (A2 XA W L dE 6 R EHESIY (6 FhOCHE HES AN 3 R Y. S ad i v, 45 A TG
BTRE PRI AR B A DG OC 2R 1 A it TR 8 RISER I S0 2 % 3 A= 49 43 9047 25 1k R 12 11
53T, B P R B /A A S B2 ) i s (P 2) Lk — 2 0 U — i 8 P 3 (A /K At
HHEA T 5/ N Z A WA S5 A7, 45 BIRER(H 0.719. U A B T /K ARRE BEACIE /Y SMAV SER = 7 iR .

SMAV = e[an—U.7l9(]nX—4.832)] (7)

AHFFE T G S 8 P B B 9 Bl 4 )2 53.20—751570.00 g+ L7 A1 11.31—57570.00 pg- L',
SR 8951.82 g« L' 1 930.05 g L 2K BT B EE M A 3C 7 AT AL IE , 2tk st e Y
M 32.41—2086582.24 pg- L™ HAIEURE 4696.27 wg- L7 18 MEREMERE TG 4 14.95—57570.00 pg-L7",
AU 1250.12 wg- L7 3) , i 3c s B A L i i 25728 Ak
2.3 KR IFK A A= Wy 0 ) Ah BURR B 43 A i 2k

K208 LSt SSD ithZe &l 4 Fizn. d1 &l 4 (a) Al 1, XA Y S0P B S UK 4 D& 20l
PRIE R (M. macrocopa) \SARENF (6. pulex) MESZHRA (L. palustris) FIBH S (C. dubia) . HE 4(b) 7]
NP IS TH E E A URR Y 4 SRR I S0 HESCIR TRER (M. lanchesteri) FIHEJE /NER . AT
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T, JCAHE S 0 B SO R A S ) R AN SRR R SR b TE ORI 8 K AR A ) S M M T R R AR )
fili b, R 959 BRI AN AZ B O AT ) S AR VR B B {EL(HC5) 2391 20.28 g - L' A1 3.12 pg- L7

10

m 1 C. carpio = 8r
o © KREIED. magna
A BRI C. dubia =25
m | —_—
8 I+ 80 6
T c = LS [ | = n=15
hogb u 5 —
g . [ ] »~ c:.g
= o 2 4F
B 6 - - m S ¢4
L N *
5F "o O C
(@] g >F
4 B A ——
3 ! ! A 1 !
2 3 4 5 6 7 0 . .
lgH/mg-L ™) Acute Chronic
2 Y y : e R <
2 KK E X | SRR SR RIS ) 2038 114 3 ARSI (LIRS
AT A e (n F7RHEYEBORR )
Fig.2 Effects of water hardness on acute toxicity values Fig.3 Toxicity data of/Lead used for SSDs
of lead to Cyprinus carpio, Daphnia magna (normalized to hardness=125.50).
and Ceriodaphnia dubia (mis the number of data)
100 I (a) 100 [T (b)
S 70 rubifex .
A /@it C. auratus* 4 C. auratus®
étgﬁ: %‘:ﬂ;’:::""k” A W th P fulvidraco®
- 8 F A Gk ) hoffmeisteri* - 8 [ &fa C.auratus
& A {55t P fulvidraco* X L. )
& A= fq3h D. japonica* > Wit H. molitrix*
= A foisit /NERSE C. vulgaris* = At 4088 1. hoffineisteri®
g Afl%’?:ﬁmﬁ?)i M. aeruginosa* < . MK L) L. hoffmeisteri
S 60 F fL#fa P reticulata S 60 AWt D. japonica*
a S AR P reticulata = o )
o YA R, ocellains ~ ® /ot D, magna
B HESRANERSE C. meneghiniana* 2 ® /it P reticulata
= ® [i3ENT) Rl B. calyciflorus = /i c oo
= | O/ ik % D. pulex E e Wit C. carpio
E 40 ﬁﬁ:}}wyzﬁa reticulata E MRS C. vlgaris®
Wit C. carpio
KK D. lﬁagmz i SR SE M. aeruginosa®
() ﬂﬁé’;ﬁ’ﬁ'ﬁmm HER/NERSE C. meneghiniana*
20 YRHF M. lanchesteria 20 [~ @ 71 M. lanchesteri
HIAZLY C.
_______ .jj&‘ 4 luex 5 A @HIIHELY Codluhia. ..o
0 F IR N1 macrocopa | | 0 | | | |
0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8
leCl(pg-L™) 1gC/(ug-L™h)

B4 A IEIHI A Y B (o) AR (b)) P b BRURRRE 73 A1 26
(br = I BIFN SR AT LI FEY)
Fig.4 (a) Acute and (b) chronic unweighted SSDs

(* mean these species’ toxicity data added by this study)
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7N X RAS BRI () R T B S, X 0 S i M i U B R O BRI R MR R M SE R
BRI ARRE 33X 51458 7 12245 B R S5RAT T ANIG] 5 10008 5588 4 B 1 S SRR ) R U A M T 80 i e
1B TRERFIAREE /NERGE | IX 5L 5 )5 AR B B 25— B R E S 7 vk S ie e B A L 4, b
&R A Wy A NS B ) A g v HO 23518 60.23 gL' 1 2.07 pg- L7 % [ ARW] 21 %) A= M) 4 i i 5
B P 1B I 5 T R 5 SR R 2 A T Y Sk IR, TP Y 3 3% T e 1 A B AL ) 4 47k 1
B 25 5 NI i X U B B AE W A AR G 7 TR e — R B 2 R R R AR (R B 4.

H AR FP A YRS P 0 U AN [ B RIS A B B R RRK A A S R R WA AL AL,
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LB I A R B KR B R DR A, 8 AR AT R Kl 14 A= W I By S SRR b R e AL o
B AT 7 i AR GE 5% T R BEA TR HnT UK B, 5 8K 21 9 A= 0 4L T 10 Sk HC fE R, B
AR BRI APV T 1 2 HC LT B ARSF 53X 5 Chen 555 R HTINAL SSD i 5 KA R4 K AR A=
W) FL SR K TR (B 759 3 (45 SR — B0 LA, Wang 55000 AR W2 5p KA R, B IECRGC R
HHE B8 A RS A S W U R T 9 J5E 3, B T AAAE VAN RIS W b 8] L] e S U R S B (R 25 2R 5
1R G RURRE 125 LUAR, IR SE RE AR AT Wy ) EL 2 L A91) 4 1Y 110 ik v (U B B 5 B M R 4P A A
VLI AE A e 32 B R REVEVE L ARG f B2 SRR, 75 ORI A= Wy 4L A9 18 1 HO ZER IR T R 5 &
AR ZE R —E PR L B AR W00 AR AP A, T SEAF SR M) rh B 2 Gl 38 | 240 10 3 55
BB W AN A RIFE b A BT A i B AR P SR TR A e SR BRI A
RS R A N 2 XSy A ) DX AR R, WSO S 22 T ) R 00 A REAHE St A 4 A DR B
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e b 4 e 5 B2 1S 4 R
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Fig.5 Unweighted SSDs and weighted SSDs based. on the taxonomic groups of Tai Lake in 21*
(a. acute:SSDs,. b. chronic SSDs)

RA R IEFNZHEAM KA A W 20 R B v 1

Table 4 Acute and chronic threshold values of lead derived without and with considering the species composition in Tai Lake

¥ -S IF A HEAG 3 3 HCs/ y
Niir K-I; if f:r %jfnﬁity ﬁﬁod ( Mg.]i-l ) WL R (Yg?ﬁ/‘)
2tk 25 0.981 A7 BRI Wy g, 20.28 0.9839 10.14
AW 217 91 ALK 60.23 0.9701 30.12
e 15 0:473 A7 BRI A Wy g, 3.12 0.9219 1.56
AW 217 91 A ALK 2.07 0.9241 1.04

2.4 KGRI K R (WQC) 1S

% R B T Y HC AP AR — 8 MR M 0 50 L BR DL — AP 7 27 A 3 5 AR 58 52 50 H
K )R BE T A PR AP MK AR LE M  WOQC (3 4) TEAT IERMIKARSC PR FE A F AL R G SE )
PRI OB T3 1%, BV 25 RO A W 2 4 245 81 CMC 24 10.14 pg-L7',CCC M 1.56 pg L. % JEK
W 21400 A= M AL, #5381 CMC M 30.12 wg-L™',CCC M 1.04 wg- L™ JKAL22 R 7452 m i 4 e i de itk
AR R AR A RS R KR R Ca®t Mg SR T S A W B FE BE R R AR R 4 R R B
T E I ), T I Ak 22, Hi AE DG HiRaE , TR M F K R FE Y R 4.5—15600 mg - L' (LA CaCoO,
TF) 1O TR A i TR R v e AN ASCBE A T o AR S MR B AR I, IR B A R o K
JoT R E A Y 50 2 T B PR 5 M M Z AR — 8 W OC 2R , AT A i) SR (R8I (H) 1 5 72
(E6):

R RN A= Py

_ 0.719 InH+0.674
CMC g gy =€

_— 0.719 InH-3.771
CCCxpprpman =€
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R 21 I E 4
CMC. oy, = Q0710 Int+0.116
CCC oy porr st = o0719 Infi-2.413

PRI A K A A A K e o5 0 ) 56 2R AR 6 P/ . i 3 /K BRI I A 1 ( GB3838—2002)
e RS A Y TN A DL KK 7 3R 8 DX Sl K 38R 40 Sk TSR, I s s 1 T 2R v R A
50.00 wg- L7'24 FEFk FE b e K BRIRERE BE S5 1B N, % BB sl R 5 i A W 21 e A9 S A A 2k (B e K i
O A /N A BSP A6 3 A  H 3R /K PR o B A B 19 %) T S o R 2 T Tl 3 {1 88 R 1) /K AR A
SAF BN AT SPE B A A TEA 0 T 28 PR UERR A2 1 (CMC gy >CMC, 0 ) FIFR S 25 4 S A0 A 12 1 R
P TF BUHT Y TZEARIERR A ( CCCL 0 >CCC gy ) SR FH 5 I A= 0 21 A5 1) 0 b AS U 3 T i it A7 2

SEMTEAT , W] LR A28 M B 1 A8 PR 3 M 5 i 1) A= 0 LU A9 53 310 4.42% 1 23.00% , 3 Uk T R4 T
PRETE—ERERE o] IR K A A e 32 85 i SR s MR T R AR AR AR I DL B R 81 4=
Gz E R EE .

WZEZRR T HE MR KA A A SZ 2075 Yo W 25 3 15, 7 K ot 55 i 25 25 A vk 2
BIME, 40 2009 4F 35 [ EPA HfE 77 7K B3k o 45 A HT B9 CMC FI CCC 4y )k, 6500 pg - LA
2.50 pg- L7, 3X — 25 EACHIE ST i A T B A T A 1) 2N P [ A ] — 5 P R AR L X R AR
Pidfe R B CMC Fl CCC SAMEAIR T 26 [ EPA AUHEFA(E. A, S5 EPA IR 254 T AN [F R B2 7K 7 T 45
FHAEANX  HeMe, =e M0 Ce, = e MY AR HE Tl A4S RAFEAR K 25 S X
7 T 9 [ IR K K AR AR ) X R AN rp B AR S 3 R TR TR A E O R B R AR, SEBR AN
Ivi] A 4 6 ¥ Y ) SRR RS TR A, DRI e &5 DX sk A b ofe 4 S 3t 2 A0 b BT S5 — T i
TR Fh 2 (B A= Py A A P i U AN ], A 3RS B S B R RE 7 i R R K A A S R G W R ALk,
AHIFFE X6 [ 280 %) S AR AR X LT A i T 9 R FH 1192 B 0 L HE P i T T 3K o 3k
Y, X [RTRE b J T AR U A 3 25 SR A 0 1 T R 5 2 R A5 40 1 4 P AR HE e vk 4 A5 B4 A T
CMC 4 63.92 pug-L™",CCC M 1.21 pg- L' HIZEHR.

-o- RFRAEMAR-Z M Unweighted-CMC
- BRI AR A - Bk 21°-CMC
A RFIBEWAR-BH Unweighted-CCC
—— BRI AL A -k 21°-CCC
----- K FRBE R B AR bR
Class III standard limit of lead in Standard
(GB 3838—2002)

InWQC/(ug-L™)

InH/(mg-L™")

6 K6 WQCs SRR (H)MXHR
(HELR 4t /K FRBE BB AR U (GB 3838—2002) 48 I AR ERR A ( 50.00 pg-L7'))
Fig.6 WQCs expressed as a function of hardness
(The dashed line refers to the class Il standard limit of lead (50.00 pg+L™") in Standard ( GB 3838—2002) )

J KK BT S EO0 B PR AR PR R 2 i AR, ST i b 2 R S S 00 5 e AT R IR SR v 4 S rh
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AU B RO T i, e A5 238 FH T R A0 2018 MK IR vE N R 5 PR B, B b AR I A5 2 (1) PR
KWK A A= W) 9% CMC 9 50.04—58.87 gL', CCC 4 3.99—4.69 wg- L™ BXZEPHEE HE S CMC Fi
CCC EF =AM TR 10 f5 2, AT e Y It DRR A S AN TS 16 T R () 9 f s B 22 5= T L2 3 1 K 1)
KRR 5 0 AT i S B R A T 4 S K T S v HE R S 2 Z AR B R T A, Fu 25 S AR 9T
X AT 7K A A 8 o8l I 118 4 i B 00 A5 A R A AR B B i 9.9—30 g L7 W EEAIR T ARG



6 1) PINEALLE 25 BRI AL I A AT 7K A A 1 e o 1587

HE CMC, B T CCC, 1X 6 WU AR 176 6 I A 1A Hh A 7K A2 2 Wy T 8 2% 52 3K MR Hh i ) 1 1 2
TEH.

BIRAHIFE Pl A AW SR b TE 1 ORI e ) S AR VR R P R , (RS B ) S RV R
EEON S SIR AR, T LSRR R A EA L XA T B ) 5 R 3P R T 7K A A W B4 i )
YEAE. 25 TR PR R SR T A DR AP K A A W A B S A A — s R B b T DALR AP T 22 SR W B 3 7 P K
PR, (B R 2 4 AR T X8 1K A= Wb i A i EL A Ik GRaP 2R o E A I H R B gt i1 21
LY. AN, ST SRR A 2 A PN KRR AR oR B | o7 (Y B AR B SRR T AT AR ST SR A <, (R A
—RE WA RE T, ARACAIEFE T 0 3k 8 T SRAE i [i] | 398 BERAF s A T MR >4 BT ATF 5 1) i T P R g A 1) A
P PRI 70 5 e S B 5 e 1 e 8] 2 DRI 7K 2R A W 2 L B AT B 22 3l D FEAS K AR A W TR
I, 300 T 22 4 7% SEK BT S B 5 5

RS ORMWIANTE] LB R LA KON IO 9 R (L

Table 5 Acute and chronic threshold values at different points in Tai Lake with different hardness values

sfie AR Bl 41K s
Sites Huangnian Bridge Chendong Port Fenshui Bridge Dapu Port
T# ¥ Hardness/mg ( CaCO,)-L"™! 237.80 208.04 246.32 196.49
CMC/ (pg-L™h) 57.40 52.13 58.87 50.04
CCC/(pg-L™") 4.58 4.16 4.69 3.99

3 %52 ( Conclusions)

TSI B 8 FhA AR W SRR IR X R A ERE R S U M R 3 RS, 96 h-EC,,
{E 4 3.85—11.01 mg- L' ;3 FE HESh Yy X8 (S E 5 MR I R oA U HE 96 h-LCy, fH R 76.11—
166.60 mg- L™ .3z JH 25 S 045 S48 1 45 SR Ll Sy £ 3 00 5 30 0 X8 405 100 18 1 9 M e i 32, L
I NOEC {E°~ 57.57 mg-L™".

R REPEAIK BT 2 B8O 2 (4 QR , A A [R) ot 2 40 A7 R P RIS 8 94 [0 051 A, & B M B
L Bt K VA REE J52 1y 86 I 7 25, S5/ — 3R IR A3 A 5 B A A IE A 3K . SMAV = MY -0710(mea 83 ]

AL K A AR, $5 K 2B B 276 Fi K AR 166 Fi, X 3545 S MR 9 24 M T AL
SR AN SRR KA A W A R L B B R /K T M, 42 SE B0 A (125.50 mg ( CaCO,)-L71) K2 IE
FEPERE , R % 18 K KA A W 21 R R K AR AR T S CMC R CCC 43 51 10014 pg - L7 A
1.56 pg- L', % &K1 207 AW 2 U R 4P 7K 2B ZE M4 1) CMC 2R 30.12 pg+L™',CCC 2 1.04 pg-L7".

F SR SR MR DGR |, 15 315 IR R R R AR A SR ME(E SR B (H) 190G R 22 CMCy oy =
T IO (CCC g g =€ B I IBURE S ) SEBR AK R B LA, SRe A AP R K 2B A
ff) CMC 4 50.04—58.87 pg+L™",CCC N 3.99—4.69 pg-L".
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