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KBRIPKEEN 2,4-ZKFEHEEFRR"

X H# FRE oK

(R RCRZAIREE A, 15 Y il S P IR AL IT 0 FE K s SR %, Rt 210023)

W E 2,4 50K (2,4-DCP) B AFRELSE15 et 44 5, W B 2K PR i i L &l 2R b & i
— i, T A A o 5 R NS Y i ™ FE IR K I 2 — |, T BT X 2,4-DCP ##E 47 XK 5t S MG 5T R KA 7K
JO A $ LS RS A 2 I 8 AR A W ) St M I R AL MR AN FE T A N 4 1R A R 45
SCHRECE B SLZ A A W 0 R AR AR Y AN pH B0 T AR W3 22 43 15 21 R ) 2018 4 DL ( CMC A
CCC) Yy pH 2. 24 pH=7.8 B, il 1% G A B0 20 A 1A 15 B KB CMC AT CCCL4 510 610.42 pg- L7
#19.80 pg- L™ WLAh K BUEHE £ BRI T ERER R | BF LR AR A YR B BRI S ok 1y, AR
WS BRAE  IX 2R LB A — 30, PRI I 285 5 RO A 01X 2R AR SRR AT, ) P A AL 28 R 5 3 A 12 45 1) K W)
CMC f1 CCC{EAM 1 584.43 pg-17 A1 6.83 pg- L™ AT X Bl 228 BLK /K SR i V5 e ), ST K fb 2 A4
SR HNE B — % R 2,4-DCP X 3K bR e (0 ] T — 2 195 % .

KB Y EHE, WA URE G, RORMREE SLHEE (CMC) , Regavk B 3k (CCC).

Derivation of water quality criteria of 2,4-dichlorophenol
for protection of aquatic life in Tai Lake

LIU Li & LI Yabing  LIU Hongling™*
(State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control & Resource Reuse, School of the Environment, Nanjing University, Nanjing, 210023, China)

Abstract; 2,4-Dichlorophénol ista priority pollutant and one of the most abundant chlorophenols in
the aquatic biota ‘of China: It is necessary to conduct a regional water quality criteria study on
2,4-DCP to provide basic data for water quality improvement in Tai Lake, one of the largest and
most polluted freshwater lakes in China. To supplement the toxicity data, eight native species were
selected to perform aecute toxicity tests and further extrapolate chronic toxicity data based on acute
threshold concentrations during each duration of acute exposure. The toxicity and pH database of
2 ,4-dichlorophenol for aquatic organisms in Tai Lake was established based on literature, and the
pH-dependent water quality criteria ( CMC and CCC) was deduced by covariance analysis. At pH
7.8, CMC and CCC of Tai Lake based species sensitivity distribution were 610.42 and 9.80 wg-L™",
respectively. With the toxicity data of aquatic organisms that can be cultured and bred in the

laboratory,, which was difficult to be consistent with the proportion of the actual regional species of
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Tai Lake. Therefore, CMC and CCC of Tai Lake were 584.43 and 6.83 pg-L™", respectively, using
the weighted species sensitivity distribution in combination with water characteristics and taxonomic
groups distribution in Tai Lake. This study supports the scientific management of pollutants in
regional water environment and the realization of water chemistry and ecological integrity. It also
provides references for the establishment of water quality standards of 2,4-DCP in China.

Keywords: taxonomic groups, weighted species sensitivity distribution, criterion maximum

concentrations, criterion continuous concentrations.

IRl fe TR /K ) , o 2 75 Yedie /™ B AT 22— AR R RN 8 R A ™ 8 KA
ZAEIE 2 AR, SR A ) 2 R /b Tt {75 e B e S B M 1 22 IR R i 5 42 28 A AR T
AL, KK A A BRI 7E B BE K L VE (water quality criteria, WQC ) B9 il % 7£ 7K P55 o o 5 B
PR TNAE R A R PR E B EENEAY KBRS ERC L E T TN 2T
WQC RE0, I T —RINEN 5540 BOCET A5 TR 4 K B RRAE AN AR 1) X 3R R B 2 A5 1 1Y
BEMEAEAN ] PRI %1 B G0 5 AR 2 AN S AR []  Ta] — B GAS [) st IXC 1 K B s UL 23 A 22 1) 3 [
WQC YRI5 WIS A5 | il 2 3 A 8 ) A 0 X 2R K 0 R AiE 1) 7K A= A ) ik o i ] A 15 45 B 10 2 55
za,

S (CPs) AR —OH JERIAI G AR, H T2 P A AME 8 12 AR W) AR R FIR K A AR
) AR S TG 52 B BOR B 19 O 2, 4- ORI (2,4-DCP ) Sl W M L G 2 — 15
Tl FE A T 3 R S VT A S R B AT A Y I B K EE A R 2 R R B R ke
Jei Bk 55 TR RN B8 B AR 216 Wi (495 e 44 B ) Yin 260 B R S S TR 2,4-DCP P IR KK A A
Y WQC FIIFSYE , HAE A5 0 1) i Ik B FEUE {1 ( criterion maximum concentration, CMC) FIHRFEEHE B 1
{f (criterion continuous concentration, CCC) 735l A+1252.00 g L™ 1 212.00 wg-L™". % 83 — &2kt
T & —OH JEH1 K IREE Y pH E 250 S 2 & W 1 B, Xing %51 A58 1 pH X 2,4-DCP e
A, 4 545 1 CMC FI CCC(pH=7.80)43 %11 286.20 wg-L ™' F116.30 pg-L™".

FEHE T X KBRS A e, AN B2 PRkl 27 R 730 % S X SR P2 BF . Forbes 251 S i T J2
YRR DTS AL B W B RE A% 2 KA A 5] 75 3R 9 0 W b L 491 5C 28 T 37 AN R 4 /K o ik o B
J& , F TR ISR i T X KT iy vk (T i 21 N, Wang 451 R FARETIAR
] b 2 T 1) L (51, 4 S 45 A R0 2k R VE( (5.09 mgTAN - L), M F U.S.EPA J7 ¥
(7.54 mgTAN - L") AL G MR 5 (7.64 mgTAN- L") | B AEA BRAR PR AL VT A K 20 A= . 8k i, B
BT BEAT WIF 5 ] P 255 R I DI Ao 23 A AR SRS AIE (40 pH ) RAfES: 2,4-DCP WQC {H .

AT 8 T AIAS A= WA T SRR AN FE T A 2,4-DCP 2k BEPEEIE 4R R TP A5
AT AR 2P S DI R] 14 0 (1 vk B # S A2 ME s MR R A0 T8 RS M B A 3 e B 25 40T
53 B K A AR W) R BE AN pH YOG 28 I BE X AN [R) 3 3K Az A8 W 4 U235 A A [ ] I DA T80 3 a7 U
T KA e Sh ) AN S St S 2 Al K 0 g SR T L 4 21 200Kk iy A= i R 2
K PP RASCEE SURRE A3 A VA RS 2,4-DCP B LRAP R i U A A W oK B Bk v AT 2 — AP M. B XS
] DR B RS HE B 4 A TR R HE T S B IR O 2 4 KK A= A= 010 2,4-DCP X 3k WQC 1,
R4 I SN B A DT R DK B R SR R A K

1 #BS 7 ( Materials and methods)

I ETE S

i o ¢ IR E EPA-ECOTOX (45 )% (http :// cfpub. epa. gov/ecotox/ ) VA & PubMed , Weipu [ 22 &
RAYIE SR AL RMIA 2B 2,4-DCP BRI EH , AL 2019-03 5Hh AR 1 AH SC A ] S8 14 778 56 [
PRBE AP R A 5 5 0 LR A o G A vy LR SR A

(1) A PR R A A1)
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(2) A= RPN A5 & AR 5 OECD"™ UK SE [ EPA AARHE.

(3) WS4 300 14 B Pk 0 . 7 22 R IF I)  pHL DA R g MR 28 )L S MBI o 2 1 BB USE M JE ( Lethal
concentration 50, LC,) B50A UV U & ( Effective concentration 50, EC., ) 1E A s Y5 M50 A% 12
2 a5 MM T 4% e K TCRUN R B (NOECs ) (HAF A 18 PR SE I Y FEVE LS 55, 24 NOECs {HICIE AT,
A EC,, K T HEZ U MATCs/2 Ml e LOECs x 2/5 5 EC /5 Bt

(4) B—MU 2R PLoe kPR fa s 96 h  KANEE AT HESY) 48 h FIFEZ 24 h (1)
FEPERE A SRR A8 PR A SO AR BN , A= i ST (1) T A HE 3l ) I 3 45 2 % [
>4 AR VR AR P AR | T A A R R U e % 2 SR I B] > 7 d B8 5 R 1B M R A U BOE
RN, MR B A A PR R R I B) > 14 d AR U0 e B P60 TR ME RS Jy 2 4R A5 1 KA 21 d s AR
B Ry T ARAS B AT PRGBS | 08 MR A/ B AT LA S 2 6 e TR] A B 2

9 T ANFERIREPEECE , X R 8 FhA LAYk AT SRR S, 0B T 4 1] 6 BE, Hrp (4 3 Ff
Rl . B M Crenopharyngodon idellus ( C. idellus) . ) 4 Carassius auratus ( C. fauratus ) F1 [ fi
Hypophthalmichthys molitrix ( H. molitrix) , 85360 (#28L) Pelteobagrus fulvidraco ( P. fulvidraco) , F& 5 7K 22
5] ( @SR} ) Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri ( L. hoffmeisteri ) , FEU 4 HU (FE B} ) Chironomus larvae ( Chironomus
sp.) , FHEMRIEIRHEL (18] ) the tadpole of Rana chensinensis (R. chensinensis) VA X =A% B ( = im BB
Dugesia japonica (D. japonica) .38 i 2 BRI LS , 23 I R0V ¢ R MZR, 1AL EAY) 48 h 37 96 h
(4 LC.o {38 128 P A5 AR AT B v e i
1.2 2R iin A B )

2,4-DCP(CAS No.120-83-2, 4l i 99% ) W4 T 36 [E A= in 22 5 S BHEHE 11 /A W) Sigma-Aldrich (St Louis,
MO, USA). —HIE VM ( Dimethyl sulfoxide, DMSO ) 1=y Bl HLHe B AN BE#E AT 0.05% . 52 56 0 B Al
B K BB S>3 d, HoK iS4k, pH (8.00+0.14) R A(DO) (8.15+0.23) mg-L™" HfJF (81.25+
2.17) mg (CaCO,)-L™" B (125.50+4.95) mg (GaCOy)-L~" S MK (TOC)2.55 mg (C)-L™".

PRIy H W T R T >0 M%) A 5 T R R AR 2 R e R AR TR TS Qe i i I DR AE SC IR 1 4R
R 2 I = A FRHISHI 1 R 4 TIT ) BRI K T BIF BT B I T, B 4l HE O 2 d
Hb R ZHA Wy 2D A FEOK 2 Ja) A s el A A ) 5 g HIRE RS B L/ K i
BRI R A5 11 MRS R B AR W3S SREEA sk
1.3 SrEdErE

I 9 2 e R R IR AR A 5 6] EPA B AR TS F ifE A7) e B R/ VAL (1 S AR ik A7 2ot s vk i 56 )
AP BIF T Y R R e e ) R VAN TR, A A W Y B B R 24 h R 1R R SIS
5 AR FERE FE | ] I 150 8 R S 25 1 X BRI DMISO ¥ 500 BR 3 4HFAT 4P AT & 10 A9 BRI %))
HUHEAT 48 h ARlR HA AW AR R AT 96 h 1Y R ER I S HOG IS LY 12:12. S AR AR R} Y 15 3R B
BRREE R (2321) C g2 /K22 1) FEAA) R rh AR AR IR Sy (20£2) °C L% 24 h il sk AR WA R AT
AN O T A TR S A TR

TR 2,4-DCP SEFR¥k 2 HE 12 1200 /2 ] ( Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, USA) Bt & — %
B BRI 28 ( Diode array detector, DAD) Y 155 0 AH 2111 ( High Performance Liquid Chromatography,
HPLC) #& M, €4 3% 43 25 4% A Syncronis-C18 #£ ( 150 mm X 4.6 mm x5 pm; Thermo Fisher Scientific,
Waltham, USA) ,#E¥& 30 °C, L 1 mL-min™" f4 37 355 B JERE.

1.4 BEPEEE BT

K EPA SUPFRLRE M T /K SR ME R % 18 pH X 35 P icdls A2 i, 6 BT A e Be i v =2
pH=7.8""" Xing %' IF LA I AW TIES pH A B F M, FHLE 1 BB A pH (1956
#3X.Zheng %7 7E Xing (5ERE [, %t pH FIEE TSR (LA 7 b A7 Bk AR IF st s TG . 2%
DA b SCHik, AR SCHO B A 3 B AOL BRI T .

(1) B ek BB A pH H- AT BRafEfl” . AR R BT 5 A el 2 B 1 LA - 2
(B, KA W i D 2 PR 0 00 B0 80 25 L T LA P S5 0 % 801 35 A pHL B JLART P 3548, 4%
YRR G pH B 2 AR LA P-4
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(2) BbriAb 5 1 F MBS AInEC,,/LC,, A ApH BEAT B 07 22 2007, SR IS H R AR (M) ,
AInEC.,/LCs,= M x ApH.

) AR R R RER M, R A3 In ECy/LCsy =750 = EXP (InEC4,/LC5,—M x (pH-7.80) ),
W BB e 3] pH=7.80 HI/KFF.
1.5 WA YR USE A A S 2,4-DCP /K B HE(E

X FAL G R U o3 A il it Weibull vE 5 BHER (X 1), P38 BIHIER i 2P 5 ,n &
FEAS I ARYE 21 20 (21°) WA P FPALBUIE B, K A mp (4 A 3 4 A (G ) B HES Y (1) Fn
FHEZIY) (V) KPR BRI A THE T e 158 SR SR i 7 A (X 2—4) .V 2 K]
Y s N N R N 23 52 I o | TG 3 W) FE A S ) I B0 5 i A o 0 4R 0T 3R A5 i
Yy TCAEHE S W) R HE S 1 M O

P.=i/(n+1) (1)
PGi:NG/(ng> (2)
P.,=N,/(N x1i) (3)
Py =Ny/(N X v) (4)

FAAL5E SSD FUIMAL SSD 43 5l 4k 3 A WA LR 4 /K A 29 2,4-DCP K 5 B6 1 (A 20 B HE 5 1 (1 R
5% (R FIAS SZ 5500 (4 1 B BB ( HC,, ) 774E — R FORHA B v, IR 15 WQC B 3 %0 HC BRI — A
PR R 2072 RSO A CMC T CCCSRPP A B WQC , 34 Hetits fb sk pH A2k 1 5 2.
1.6 G0

JIifi 48 h-LCs, F1 96 h-LC, LIFEZRIR ,95% {5 X 0] (95% CI) .k Microsoft Office Excel 2016 #il
GraphPad Prism 7 808 BRI A8 2008 PR 3 MBS O 25 1) SSD it 48, 2018 PE 3 M 28 (log-transformed )
2R ] Kolmogorov-Smirnov A6 50 J7 ik MEA T IE A5 PEAG 560, 34 [6] -~ b [5] — A B Ve i 24 5 BV
B, SR FH 2 (0 JUART 2448 814 SSD iR i Log-Normal 77 325, A 10 FE L R>VEA. B 22 43 # 4
SPSS Statistics ( version 24, IBM, New York, USA) il A4 [w) B MEAG 56 KW B 2% 18 5 A8 1 (0] 2 5 A7
FEACH AR, R Levene's K58 5 ¥ 5 45 21 i) R A8 1t 4% 25 0647 7 22 FF PR 58, Shapiro-Wilk 46 56 J] 7 4%
A1 AR i 24 IE S A A T DL

2 ZE A8 (Results and discussion)

2.1 R TR AT
S R IR AT ANTF 109% . S P REE R A0 T A9 18 1k RE A Rdle W3 1.

R LK 8 FhKAEAYINY 2,4-DCP 2T MEECE K 3900 (48 1 7 1 M

Table 1 Acute toxicity and predicted chronic toxicity of 2,4-DCP to eight resident aquatic organisms in Tai Lake

it LRI ] LCSOJJL. 95% A X [A] NOEC Hillf
Specics Exposure pH LCs, with 95%C1/ Predicted IEI]OEC/
time/d (mg-L™") (pg-L7)
LKL L. hoffmeisteri 4 8.00 20730.00 (19920.00—21590.00) 6332.86
RIS H Chironomus sp. 2 8.00 2050.00 (1760.00—2380.00) 42.12
rRAE R IR L R, chensinensis 4 8.00 3910.00 (3150.00—4850.00) 118.69
Hith C. idellus 4 8.00 3870.00 (2904.00—5164.00) 760.50
FIf H. molitrix 4 8.00 4480.00 (4007.00—5010.00) 1916.46
4 C. auratus 4 8.00 4300.00 (3376.00—5478.00) 1027.54
HEUL P, fulvidraco 4 8.00 3200.00 (2322.00—4408.00) 396.55
ZAIRA D. japonica 4 8.00 11040.00 ( 10520.00—11590.00) 2939.03

FeBUR Y ) b B U4l B HE 48 h-LCy fH N 2050.00 wg- L 5 i 52 (4 Ff 2 78 3 Kk 22 5], H:
96 h-LCy,fE N 20730.00 pg- L™, FUZ = A 4L, 96 h-LC,, fH4 11040.00 wg- L™ A 4 Fhfa 351y
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96 h-LCy, {4 3200.00—4480.00 pg- L™ HAEAREEIR IR 196 h-LCy 24 3910.00 wg- L' AR W20 Sk vk
3 BB K 22 5] BRIl Hy v AR bR IR ) AT A | B = A T HURY NOEC fH 3 5
6332.86.42.12 .118.69 ,760.50 ,1916.46 ,1027.54 396.55 2939.03 pg-L™".

T 2R A B ), R R WA 24 h T 1Kk, BRI 22 88 WK 2, 4-DCP [ 4) 46 W B 32047
BECEERUNR s (B e B £ R RIBEHILE) O 0,3.47 14.30,5.00,6.00,7.20 mg- L ARiEIREE A 0
1.00.1.48 .2.15.3.18 .4.71 .6.96 . 10.00 mg-L™"; =AM 4 0.8.00.8.98,10.08  11.31,12.67,14.25,
16.00 mg-L™"; B /K 22154 0,17.36,20.83,25.00,30.00,36.00,43.20 .51.84 mg-L™"; FR M4 il 0,
0.74 .1.48 3.18 6.00,12.00 mg-L™".

2.2 2,4-DCP #MEHHE S pH X &

S SCHRISAR ST T 22 AR 2,4-DCP 2k sE AR R 16 A M FE RO, 4B T 7 1]
16 BH(F 2,3) . AVEREMEEUE 1Y 22 B AEY GG B HEZI Y 14 Fh (428 11 B, W30 3 ) , JCEHES)
Yy 6 Fh A 2 B BR T RVEMESE Scenedesmus obliquus (S. obliquus ) B 2 PEREPEZL S AR ], FHoAth
B4 A2 R BB AE 16 Fi A ) A4S PR B 9 FioE HESh B DL A A7 sBET R S80h 24 5, 5 B
TCEHENPIIE PR R A B A KR B AR OB ROV A B 24 A, 2 AR ) LU AE R B S 25 a TR SN R0 24
S ARPESE RN AR pH T RBHEMEE (S. obliquus ) KV (D. magna) FFLAE fu(Poecilia reticulate) 1)
9 M 2AMEREERE (3 2,3 BRTE « BB ) IR R R [ R A v A S 00 R PR B AN pHL 64T
P05 225307, G153 pH FAED e Z 2t e R (X5,6; K1 1)

INEC,,/LCy = 0.640 x pH—0.030 (R*= 0.84,P.< 0.01) (5)
AINEC,,/LCy, =0.640 x (7.800 —ApH) (6)
L5r o M S. obliquus
& KEV% D. magna

10k * JLEE £ Poecilia reticulate

Standardized acute toxicity values

L 1 L 1 1 L |
-5 -1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0 1.5
Standardized pH

Bl 1 2,4-DCP Frdfifb)s iy 2 PR MEEEE AN pH Z (8] 56 &
(HEZEHy 95% EA X 1))
Fig.1 Relationship between standardized acute toxicity data of 2,4-DCP and standardized pH values

(The dashed lines represent 95% confidence interval )

I 1 ATF H pH Al InEC,/LC, A 3 LA M (R = 0.84) , £5 sUEEA S M 7E 95% 1Y {7 X
[V Rl N .2,4-DCP Y EEPERA A pH (19T = TG 58 45 2 19 pH A InEC ./ LC 5, Bt & 3 3456 ) o A 56
PAE ] 0.42 (>0.05) , Kol LTSI A 4= 8089 InEC,,/LCo, 5 pH [0 T B 26 5F-17 . Shapiro-Wilk #6556 4%
4 PAESY 514 0.25,0.80,0.70, 34K T 0.05, AT ik B £5 20 P4 PR AR S 9 5% 25 238 1IE A8 73415 5 Levene's K 35 (1)
P {H4 0.49, KT 0.05, Ui A 4% 4H 1] R A% ik 22 ELAT 45 7 244k

Xing 2 S0 AW 2 S ERE 5 pH M E RN InEC,/LC,, = 0.627xpH-2.657 (R* =
0.42, P = 0.02).FHAF 6 A%, X BRI 10 g8 — A ik G F 2007 R X P i b (i, A SO 15 21
RN 0.640 5 XING H#E R MYRPRIE 0.627 H23L (HPLA RS T 1 £5, R = 0.84. 3 j& i T2 A1 ik
JEXT pH FIEE A BB AT BLA AR SO o2& LS Rl o 5067, X ApH T AInEC,/LCs, #4784,
FEINRR SRR DS b S W )R ) AR R T B AN B e

PSS A RS AR 6 R 2 pH=7.80""" | 2 MERRMEE L I 1773.41—332133.65 pg L',
FV RO 5680.86 pg L s 18 MEFMEAEIEELE 37.06—21246.98 pg L™ FP{v AU 463.88 pg-L™' (K] 2).
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6 n=22
n=17
)
=3
3
5
O,
20 -
=2 I
0 1 |
Acute Chronic
2 2,4-DCP 218 ME#EEE (pH=7.8)
(n Frnap P i)
Fig.2 Toxicity data of 2,4-DCP used for SSDs ( normalized to pH=7.8)
(n is the number of data points)
Fz2 KA 2,4-DCP SRS
Table 2 Acute toxicity data used to derive WQCs of 2,4-DCP in Tai Lake
o . . LA
, Rzt N el o o -
& Jrik Exposure Hont Wittt H Concentration/ (pH=7.8) A 253
Species Method P Endpoint Effect P o Conc./ SMAV/ Reference
me/d (pg-L™) . .
(pg-L™)  (pgl7)
T L. minor S, U 3 LCsy MORT 5.10 59000.00  332133.65 332133.65 [25]
FHEMHEE S. obliquus S, 2 ECsp GGRT 6.50 13810.00*  31734.14  40323.43 [15]
S, 2 ECs5 GGRT 7.50 19530.00 *  23663.93 [15]
s, 2 ECsy, GERT 9.00  71810.00 * 33315.53 [15]
S, 1 ECsy GGRT 6.50 30160.00  69304.96 [15]
S, 1 ECs, GGRT 7.50 32080.00  38870.39 [15]
S, 1 BCs, GGRT 9.00 137480.00  63782.47 [15]
T Corbicula fluminea .U 4 LCs, MORT 7.24 19250.00  27547.48  27547.48 [26]
¥ % M Radiv plicatula S 4 LCs MORT 7.00 3370.00  5623.27  5623.27 [14]
B IR L2 L. hoffimeisteri S, 4 LCs MORT 7.00 9890.00 16502.70 17349.32 [14]
S, 4 ECs, MORT 8.00 20730.00  18239.36 LTI
FEWCA) AL Chironomus. sp. S, 2 ECso MORT 8.00 2050.00 1803.70 2871.68 AR
S, 4 LCsy MORT 7.00 2740.00 4572.03 [14]
KELE D. magna S, 2 LCs MORT 8.00 3680.00 3237.86 2743.79 [27]
S, 2 LCy, MORT 7.00 2120.00 3537.49 [14]
s, 1 ECs, IMBL 710 3460.00 541552 [15]
S, 1 ECs, IMBL 8.00 4440.00 * 3906.55 [15]
S, 1 ECs, IMBL 8.80 16530.00 *  8716.14 [15]
S, 2 ECs, IMBL 7.10 763.00 1194.23 [15]
S, U 2 ECsy IMBL 8.00 1500.00 1319.78 [15]
S, U 2 ECs IMBL 8.80 1830.00 964.95 [15]
1B feids
AR . R, U 4 LCy, MORT 7.00 9460.00 15785.19 15785.19 [14]
Bufo bufo gargarizans
P Rana nigromaculata R, 4 LCs MORT 7.00 9850.00 16435.96  16435.96 [14]
HAEMRIEIREL R chensinensis 8, 4 ECso MORT 8.00 3910.00 344023 3440.23 A5
FiAl C. idellus S, 4 ECsy MORT 8.00 3870.00 3405.03 5461.60 NI
R 4 LCy, MORT 7.00 5250.00 8760.28 [14]
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223R2
e . TR LUIRG)
i e P s w0 RE L Gneny v s
Species Method inosg  Endpoint Effect (L) Conc._/l SMAV_/] Reference
(pg'l™)  (pegl™)
#1461 C. auratus S, U 4 ECs, MORT 8.00 4300.00  3783.37  3234.06 LN
R, U 4 LCs, MORT 7.80 7940.00  7940.00 [14]
F, M 4 LCy, MORT 7.80 1240.00  1240.00 [28]
F, M 4 LCs, MORT 7.00 1760.00  2936.78 [28]
4. Mylopharyngodon piceus R, NR 4 LCy, MORT 7.24 4010.00  5738.46  5738.46 [13]
[ H. molitrix S, U 4 ECs, MORT 8.00 4480.00 394174  3941.74 W5
iﬂjzﬁjﬁiﬁffops microlpis R, NR 4 LCs, MORT 7.24 2480.00 354897 354897 [13]
BEA B 1. punctatus F, M 4.5 LCs MORT 7.80 1700.00 1700.00 1773.41 [28]
F, M 4.5 LCso MORT 7.80 1850.00  1850.00 [28]
WL Oncorhynchus mykiss R, NR 4 LCs MORT 6.21 2630.00  7276.02  7276.02 [29]
HHUh Pelteobagrus fulvidraco S, U 4 ECsy MORT 8.00 3200.00  2815.53 " 2815.53 LTI
fLAE S Poecilia reticulate R, NR 4 LCso MORT 6.00  3483.37 * 1102318  7794.00 [30]
R, NR 4 LCso MORT 700 552077 % 9212.10 [30]
R, NR 4 LCs, MORT 8.00 [ 762079 *  6705.18 [30]
R, NR 14 LCso MORT 6.10 3250.87  9649.66 [31]
R, NR 14 LCs, MORT 7.30 4187.94 576733 [31]
R, NR 14 LCs, MORT 7.80 5915.62  5915.62 [31]
BARth Tilapia mossambica R, U 4 LCs, MORT, 7.00 8350.00  13933.02  13933.02 [14]
HHB LS Tilapia zilli R, U 2 LCs, MORT 6.60 2297.00  4951.07  4951.07 [32]
=R D. japonica S, U 4 ECso MORT 8.00 11040.00  9713.58  9713.58 LTI
R®3 KidY) 2,4-DCP 18RS E
Table 3 Chronic toxicity data used to derive WQCs of 2,4-DCP in Tai Lake
. FiLAT
i ik e S w00 s (0w sy
Species Method” Exp. time/d” Endpoint  Effect ° (pg'L™h "l SMAV/  Reference
(pgL7) (pgL7h) S
(pg'L7)
S TR Soirodela polyrhiza R, M 10 MATC ~ CHLO  2500.00  7.24 1250.00  1788.80  1788.80 [12]
RVERIRE S. obliquus S, U 3 ECy, GGRO  9760.00 6.50 9760.00  22427.60 2124698 [15]
S,U 3 EC,, GGRO  15080.00  7.50  15080.00 18271.99 [15]
S,.U 3 EC,, GGRO  50450.00  9.00  50450.00 23405.77 [15]
TR Corbicula fluminea R, M 21 MATC SURV 1410.00 7.24 705.00 1008.88  1008.88 [15]
KHE D. magna R, U 21 MATC ~ GREP  556.00 7.00 278.00  463.88  463.88 [14]
fgfﬁi thmm aperbum R, M 21 MATC SURY 70.00 7.24 35.00 50.09 50.09 [12]
fkiz; %ji[n NOEC ~ MORT 621820 800 621820 5471.10  5471.10  ZB%
gfifﬁrgamm R, U 30 MATC ~ WGHT  707.00 7.00 353.50  589.86  589.86 [14]
Iiﬁi{;em NOEC ~ MORT  118.69 8.00 118.69 10443 10443 LN
B4 C. idellus F, U 60 MATC ~ GREP  707.00 7.00 353.50  589.86  625.31 [14]
NOEC MORT  753.41 8.00 753.41  662.89 EXE
44 C. auratus F, M 8 LCy, MORT 39.80 7.80 39.80 39.80 82.69 [28]
F, M 8 LCy, MORT  48.10 7.80 48.10 48.10 [28]
R, U 30 MATC ~ GREP  354.00 7.00 177.00  295.35 [14]
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2R3
; FhLfaf
; N i TR NOEC \
Yt Dk REME S Zal WEHER conj , - NOEC/ oY) FHE  BHEH
Species Method  Exp. time/d Endpoint Effect ;1 P (gL P ;1 SMAV/ Reference
(pgL7) (pgL7) o
(pg-L7)
A1 f
AL o ) R, M 28 MATC ~ GGRO  490.00 7.24 24500  350.60  350.60 [12]
Erythroculter ilishaeformis
Tt M. piceus R, NR 28 MATC ~ GGRO  141.42 7.24 70.71 101.19  100.68 [13]
R, M 28 MATC ~ GGRO  140.00 7.24 70.00 100.17 [12]
1858 A R, NR 28 MATC GGRO  282.84 7.24 14142 20238 20136 [13]
Plagiognathops microlepis R, M 28 MATC GGRO 280.00 7.24 140.00 200.35 [13]
1§ H. molirix NOEC ~ MORT  1891.90 8.00 1891.90 166459 166459  AHF5E
EFifh P. fulvidraco NOEC MORT  332.21 8.00 33221 29230 292.30 N
=R D. japonica NOEC MORT  2939.03 8.00 2939.03 258592 _ 2585.92 AR5
Jap
PRI B Chironomus sp NOEC MORT 42.12 8.00 .12 37.06 37.06 ENT

T 77 e ph R R R BRI A3 BT E R AR 28 B F-IghS ; R-E VS B AR B S-S AL 20T« U= s M-J i NRZRAR A 28 8 24 11 EC 5o F B AL
TR BE 5 LC. o EACBOEHE L s MATC- K AT EC - 109 AV RIS R B 1L.C -1 % BUSLAN M BE s NOEC-fie R IC ARV . B - MORT-3E T ; GGRO-AE:
K IBMLAT A0 ; CHLO-MH4- 5 ; SURV-A: 47 ; GREP-S44 ; WOHT-IRTE ; GORT-— AR KA Ak AR I T He S AEAE AN pHZ I 6 2R

Note: Method consists of exposure type and chemical analysis. Exposure type: F-Flow-through; R-Renewal; S-Statice=Chemical analysis: U-Unmeasured;
M-Measured; NR-Not Reported. Endpoint: ECs-Effective concentration to 50% of test organisms; LCs,- Lethal. concentration to 50% of test organisms; MATC-
Maximum Acceptable Toxicant Concentration; EC, - Effective concentration to 10% of test organisms; LG, - Lethal concentration to 1% of test organisms; NOEC- No
observable effect concentration. Effect: MORT-Mortality; GGRO-Growth, general; IMBL-Immobility; CHLO- Chlorophyll; SURV- Survival; GREP-Reproduction,
general; WGHT-Weight; GGRT-General growth rate. * ,species used to establish relationship between toxicity and pH.

2.3 20 MH4g 80 AEALHN 21 T2 A 14 b 2H A1

IR Fe R BVR AT, Wy R Fh 28 2 W L R A B 0o 3 RS L AR ) (R T A ) AR T K AR
W) JCEHESIY (I sh D AR S ) FE e ) (€028 B BORH) 20 22 80 4EAUFN 21 22w
Yo Bkt (181 3) ARE 1980 4F A B =Bl 1981 4F rft Rl [ rg 5 b3 55 WA W58 BT 4 9]
AWFFEAT AL, 20 4D 80 AF A8 AWK A Ayt A5 477 R ALY . TCHF HE S R HE S W 04 1L 151 45 50 H
38% 40% 11 22% , Hor IR IR DR A 28 AR K L 41232010 4F, Y1958 BREE Wi rpos i e
B2 Bt Bt B VT I X R 2 VT 20w i b AT T IR 3T 524 B REY)  TCEAE S RN
HHESH P 153 3R 67% 21% 0 11% , Fo i PR A 9 )L b7 B fl i =43 2 =04 5 20 4l
80 AFACARLL AW BT o ) LU LT T — 1%, i TC B HESh P FE HESI 0 LG 34 B —F.

T 3 R I TR AR KA AR IR S | AT Bl W Bt 2 4 5 AR Y D s e AR TR K
21 225 EHE2E 80 AFARAH LU, V5 S I, il S Tulc 20 288 | 200 0 o S5 i ¥ 9 218 WY Sl 385 o i B Sy UK ) 7 i
SRR S BT 2 Y B g e B K R R B Y SRR A, X R B Tl
TGYR N TS Z s

1980s 21%

BAEY)
\Vertebrate
2%

BN
\Vertebrate
W%
JL B HEED)
Invertebrate
21%)
TR
Invertebrate

320 fit2 80 4EAR K 21 LRI KW B R o3 A
Fig.3 Distributions of species in 1980s and early 21* in Tai Lake
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2.4 2,4-DCP YR USRS /A Hh £k

K22 PEAEge SSD ik anlEl 4 Bk . IE 4 (a) AT, Xt 2,4-DCP 2Pk 8 P S U 4 A Fh o2
BES BN (L punctatus) KIVRE(D. magna) FEFAAFERBL) LB 4(b) 7] AL % 2,4-DCP 1845
PERBURAY 4 DR RIS BT BR ( Macrobrachium superbum ) S F175 (M. piceus ) A HL2Z
T ARG HE A X 2,4-DCP HON R MY R A U AR R R R IR LR, KB
2,4-DCPAE 1 HC /5 R 1220.84 wg- L7 F119.60 pg-L~".

100 -
@ ® i3 L minor 100 (b) —
RS, obliquus © RVEMRES. obliquus
® [i[WiCorbicula fluminea MK L I|L. hoffineisteri*
§ 80 ; L) /m/rmmu;u-l* o\\° 80 1 D. japonica*
na nigromaculata - 1832 8 Soi rhiz
z i KM Bufo bufo gargarizans 2 HAFiF¥Soirodela polyrhiza
= ® %4 fi Tilapia mossambica = F1fi§ H. molitrix
3 ot D. japonica* < {8 Corbicula fluminea
5 60 ﬂu;ﬁ, (I;’nec,}/’,’nre/lic‘l"mz S 60 o/ ifaC. idellus*
W53t Oncorhynchus myKkiss N im
a viopharyngodon piceus a LRI Bufo bufo gargarizans
4 NBRadix plicatula o KAW®D. magna
; 40 1s* ; JHBE 2Ll Erythroculter ilishaeformis
= B i = 40F WG P fulvidraco®
g ’é‘ AN AV Plagiognathops microlepis
=] ] AEFRRER. chensinensis®
© 20} O L FaM. piceus
7 sspr 20 @AC. auratus*
< ;ﬂ;ﬁ‘;g’[’) 2rus filvidraco HATREF Macrobrachium superbum
0 ) © BEACUEHI. punciarus ) 0 o LA Cironomus sp° .
2 4 6 0 2 4 6
Ig[Conc/(ug-L )] Ig[Conc/(ng-L™)]

4 AT IERMAE YIS 2k (a) PP (b) Py Rh BUREE 731 it 2k
(= MPREAF TR IR ANTTN)
Fig.4 (a) Acute and (b) chronic unweighted SSDs
( * mean these species’ toxicity data added by this study)

PRI 217 W B 7K AR W R 2E 1, %2, 4-DCP 2B R AL S5O RS 43 A th &6, T 208 vk
HC, 705128 2468.46 pg- L7 Fil 132,57 wg- L7, M HEBRAE Y153 20 10 208 4% HC, 23510 1168.85 pg- L7 Al
13.66 wg L™ (& 5,4 4) % & 21 WM A i) VR e BB LT 2 AR 25 S R 2 i) 2 4%, HOHE M 1
{BLIZE 1R A A M P M. 25 5 21 ) A WA A 2RO ( R ) ) 4 3 1) Sk b B 5 R 25 e Fh 4
B 2R REPE B 22 5K AR08 P rE B A IR, R4 B A 5 fim ™A%

100 - 100 - (1) 5821 AR (BRAE)
@ e R (b) Weighted (except plant)-21°
Unweighted
= - 2
< 80 = 80
E OO 1 i) £ o FEmLeam
= Weighted (except plant)-21° = Unweighte
2 wf " 2 4ol B2 A R
= = Weighted-21*
E 2w} 22 1 A 2 B £ N
o} Weighted-21% S 20
(1)) I Lz T P 1 o——— - )
0 2 4 6 0 2 4 6
Ig[Conc/(ug-L ] Ig[Conc/(ug-L ]

5 REEKMIVAAY SSDs 2 A5 AL 1Y SSDs HHZk (217)
(a. 2V SSDs, b. 181 SSDs, 4T fa 2 4 HC,)

Fig.5 Unweighted SSDs and weighted SSDs based on the taxonomic groups of Tai Lake in 21*
(a. acute SSDs, b. chronic SSDs, red dashed line is the HC; line)

Wu 252 g5 [ AR A 22 38 1 3 [ I 5 5 ) 2 7 -5 DX 32 5 A B R AR B . H mir Tk [
BRI SRR A 22 22 S IR 5 ] R () 7 STOb A LA % 36 [0 0 /K A A5 v s ) s B p Rk
A R G 2R S G SE AR, XS e R A9 A ) X ZR KOS [A]. Zha ) oA T AR RNl
A WA o BT SSD X PR L AYA AL AR 24 K B B A A HE S B FHAEAS oK A AR W R A 4 =
T [ A A A W S v A A A — 2 N S P T UG P 118 3 T 5 [l /K A 2R W 4 A B A S 29K CMC Ry
7.27 mg-L™", CCC K 2.03 mg-L™", 3& T EA LAY #HEFHH B CMC 4 0.57 mg-L™', CCC N
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0.11 mg-L™" "' Chen &5 F FHRE M 77 43 BOHE 7 24 5 o [ P 2R B IR /KK A A CMC T CCC 3h
2.60 pge L, o3 R A (ORI (LR 20 259% 7 BT DL, A/ A 0y e LA W 6 I R, 2 4 3 el A
KA R S T R AR 2

R4 ZFORFEO T HESREIR SSDs k24K

Table 4 Parameters of SSDs for 2,4-DCP under three different circumstances

gy SIS
B Medi PR ik WAL WQCs/
edian/ HC; B
Number Lo K-S test for Method R? (pg-L™)
(ig ) normality
E A NIL RN 1220.84 0.97 610.42
2tk 22 5642.44 0.16 i
2 TR 21 91 b 2H 2468.46 0.94 1234.23
0.13 2 RO 21 I A AL (AN ERE D) 1168.85 0.96 584.43
E AN IE LN 19.60 0.99 9.80
e 17 460.18 0.11 o X i
2 BRI 21 9 Fh AL 132.57 0.92 66.28
0.13 2 JER 219 HI R L B (AN ELFEAE D) ) 13.66 0.98 6.83

HR, BATA]ARAT A RO A R, AN [T 8] A= 3 E 6 P U PR A [R] |, A8 T BR A4 5080 R
FEOTRE—A DB LS R G, 575 XA A U AR AR ) 0 b 3 A R A, T H 38 BTl
SR L P A OB A3 A i T AN 2 X R 3R AR 1A R 21 B Y 2 03 AR R A . Shi 4578
KA A Wy BEAE ) T HE S )RR HE S A 5325, R INAL SSD #E5: 2K 8 Cu B9 CMC Al CCC 433
5.30 pg-L™" F13.70 pg-L™" 154 SSD #4551 CMC ALCCC 40504 1.30 wg- L1 1.80 pg-L™' ;4554
LW AU A AT A 2] 1) BT 58 AN ] S IS REFC PR EE h P Fh (1) 52 L ), #E 545
B A LV AELAR G BI04 B Chen 45 A1 FH AL SSD 45t A A 477 7K A A W) T G0 A /K o SE v AL, %
& 21 R SO S A5 20 A9 208 YE HC 23 B0 104.23 pg-L7'F1 21.38 pg- L7, 1 AN SSD
S A 28 HC 2090 36.22 pg- L' FI3.48 pegel ' ML Z R, P2 s inAS 2 59 50 5 g 14
5F 3% LS AR SCH IR L.

AR A2 ARG R 4 T E R SR o B8 Hh 7E SSD it 4k 36, X2 ,4-DCP 2k Ui A UK. 7]
B, P AT A AR A 2 S A R A T 0, an A AT B BB R R 1A, L339 Sk i s . 4 A DA R
A e R A 2512, 4-DCP/K BTFEHERT 2 A YY) , 23 SSD M2 & 5 (W BB A AL b 1%, AT 4HE
A 118 7K I 35 o 1l e, XoF R K A A 3 R B TR R T RS AT RE R B O 2 SRR Bl < B A I YA
Wk 3 1E 0 AR 2S5 2R, 7R B BE AT INAL SSD Sk i S viE(E I, HERRAE S & BN A3d (K 4) % &
[ 3 FH T I L XA P B AR 1 LAt 5.t B mT UL ZE XA 0 A T 0 o A B R 0 A v
T 7K T B I T XSl RS i S L AE A A B i o8 1) Ll B2 IR Y.

2.5 KiH2,4-DCPIKFHEEME(WQC) #ES:

FHEHETRE B (HC ) BRIV B F 2, £33 pH =7.80 B R4 KK A= A= #1192 ,4-DCP ) WQC
18.( 3% 4) R RMIK AR, CMC H 610.42 wg-L™,CCC 7 9.80 pg- L™ . % 1& 21 (KM A=)
ZHI8 I, CMC Sh 1234.23 pg-L™, CCC N 66.28 wg-L™', ZE KM 21 %&b (ALY B CMC K
584.43 pg-L7',CCC M 6.83 pe- L™ FH BRI S5 WQC ZIHM X R, WQC 1] LIEK/R N pH 1 bR
B, CMC R A, CCC FoR B E I, i (7)) —(12) Fiow.

_ 0.640xpH+1.422
CMC ey e =€ (7)
CMC.. . = oO640pH+2.126 (8)
218 =
CMCZIS‘I‘*ﬁw :60.640Xp11+l,379 ( 9)

_0.640xpH-2.709
CCC s =€ (10)

CCCZ]“ — e0.64()><pll*04798 ( 1 1 )

CCCZIM%HW — eO.G40><pH—3AO7l ( 12)

TRAPRWIKAE A 12 ,4-DCP K L SE HE 5 pH Y SC R AN IR 6 Fir 7s. v [ b 3 7K 3F 58 o s 1
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(GB3838—2002) " HLE ,2,4-DCPYR BRI 4 93.00 wg-L ™' ' pH i~ 6—9 I, % sl ok % & ik
A A W RIT A0 , 4-DCP 2 7 1 B (34 70 T [ b F /K A8 IR B AR v (GB 3838—2002) 22 -, iX idd
B, R T I K A A 0 4 32 S R S R I, BRA TR o 1T 6 2 S 80 BE AR R 5 SR Al 21 iR
JERRFE Y LAAM 2173 K50 M e 2H BT A5 B A9 pH-InCMC 28 B AR 54 pH L} 6.00—9.00 B, & pH
KT 8.35 By CCC21™,3 FFLL T A2, 4-DCP I 251 1 {1 147 326 A1 T 20 b 2R 7K PR o s ofE ( CCC21
>CCC oAU >CCC21™-TAiY) ) , Ud I A Y 6 /K PR 85 ot s R v AR F R BB R AP R K A= AR AN 2
2,4-DCPIYIE PEAEE 25 b AR , & [ BUA 2 (19 B—2 | 4-DCP i i (H JC 12 AR S Mo A 30 KB K 2R 2R W, 1
ZAR P PRE S (E (CMC FT CCC).

V2 3k B 5 o /K Jo B 1 3 0 AN HA00 e — B0, 904, 58 1 04 7K o 5 o H 19 1 Ve 2 1 1 4 L
(CMC F1 CCC) P! i BR B A PR B o e b i A 5 A7 U B (AA) B die i A5 1P (MAC) ' 36 [ EPA
X512, 4-DCP IR AKAE ) 208 PEFEVE B 4 2 2.02 me- L7 F1 0.37 me- L7 10 mgE o KR W AT R 3R 485 20
Z1(WHO) H THt/02,4-DCPFEMEE , AR FEHE(E. 55 [ EPA L& 1Y 2008 M 2 1 ML /&5 1538 2o X
3 PRI S SRR BIE (R 4) , I, 856 TR EUK S RRIE AR A A 4 28 Bl il g [ 45 365 1)
KT FE R (R AR A A

B RF B AWM - B Unweighted-CMC
-o- 215 A& 215L.CMC

A 215K % [BH- AU 21% (except plant)-CMC
- RF AW R-B 1 Unweighted-CCC
—o— 215Ui@ 4 215.CCC

¢ 215K % BAEY)-18 14 21% (except plant)-CCC
----- HFK AL R E A7 WQ-China

In WQC/(ug:-Lh)

6. WQCs 5 pH HJ R
(LR SR F K BRI T BRI (GB 3838—2002) H2 , 4-DCPAYFRTERR (0.093 mg-L7'))
Fig.6 WQCs expressed as a function of pH
(The dashed line refers to.the standard limit of 2,4-DCP (0.093 mg-L™") in Standard GB 3838—2002)

X IR Ak 2 R e S A S 0 0yl R M A BB P 28, T — S ME & 32 Kb 2E T T R 1) 1k
B, 27 Al - SRR ST, DT S8 36 K S A i , AN, S AR (U0, Cu) K T SE v
A2 ) A= M BC AR (BLM) )| Brix 2501 76 BLM A LRl b iE— 2B AIFSY T 1) FH £2 o4 Pk [l ) 4
Y (MLR) At 53 Cu 2K FIEE. 56 [ EPA X H G B K 36l (09 2% T pH (B AG5EIA , Xing 2614
T T 3 AEm (2,4-DCP \2,4,6-TCP F1 PCP) BEPEELHE T pH 19 ¢ R AHIFSE HE S R 4R pH 192 ,4-DCP
DX IR T3 (AR 7—12) . Yan 25 % B EVR K AP S R HESEA TR 9, 15 1 LUK A pH R B2 4
7 ) 2 RK B U BR R, 7E 0—30 °C A1 pH {4 6.50—9.00 i, T E 2% CMC Fl CCC Y BUE 5 Bl
0.40—38.90 mg-L™'F10.07—3.92 mg- L™ A Hb 35 45 25 B AN, ph e ol 60, XK A2 7 B 2k
12N AFEAEE 1) % R R .

FESEAEE S A R L AN EE MR AR 40 R A UL G e BB A A A AN A . AR AR 5 3l ot 2
PEIRISAD 78 T IS o0 8 M s B (E08 M B S A AR A 22 % DRI BB A e 1 (R 3P I N % 4 T
FETF R P Fp 2 BB INAL WQC 7E— 5 BB 1] Lk G by 08 A 2o A v 2206 A S 40 o - 3850 ) B A
PER AR SRNTZ 5 AN AT R R BT AT R B AR o A A T S i DA, JE IR X FRAT TR AR 13 K1 AE
P B NI RYE O 7/ NP 30 Ol NG ] N w7/ o B 71 91 S B ML o e £ B W N R 7 £
BEPEEE , 700075 SRR KM A R AR GY T2 B 25 AL A W R EE M RO DA T 5 R X SRR R
ZFE VAL DA R i 58 352 , 4-DCP X A EE 8 S (B A4, NI A2, 4-DCPHEAT U TFA
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3 258 ( Conclusion)

LKW 8 A A b A W Y b 3 M I T R A BB Y ) O R 04 L (48 h-LCy,
2050.00 pg-L™") , Fii 32 B Rl 2 2 7K 2245] (96 h-LC, A 20730.00 wg-L7") . rhAE bk dph s} 850
i W g BT A RN = A 8 LAY 96 h-LC, 43 S O 3910. 00, 3870. 00, 4480. 00, 4300. 00, 3200. 00,
11040.00 wg-L™".

AW L 1 L AW oK A= AR 092, 4-DCP REMEEIAE | XA [F 4 Rh # PR A pH AT H 5 2243
BT #2232 T A I InEC,)/LCs, 5 pH Y [B1H B 2 PAT AR, 754 31 1 2,4-DCPEMERHE 55 pH (1 ¢
% :InEC,/1Cy, =0.640xpH + 0.030 (R*=0.84,P<0.01) , 35 B8 25 20ORF 8 5 2 5 AW 7Kk A= A= W 2 M B 1
R HER pH=17.80.

AR T D73 sk A8 At W] 2 i A SR I v S AR R R 38 2 | £ el A R I Y
AW I, A5G pH O FR W) T2 B, A2 ,4-DCP A (51 % 1 i X 3 7 o 36 o ) . =5 1 380 A 0
2, 4-DCPRUBMERAR , FAEA) o5 LI, R R: FH A RS i 0% R 43 AT 14 SR B o s AN 25 TR AL ). F
145, pH=7.80 I, HE T AW 217 %) A= Wy W) R 2 i ( BRAR A ) BT A58 2 CMC 97584.43 pg-L™', CCC
9 6.83 pg- L7, LA K2, 4-DCP PR /K Az A= ) FEHE(E I il e R 1 525
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