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Ecological risk assessment of polycyclic ‘aromatic hydrocarbons
in sediments of Duliujian River wetland

MA Hanyu™ SHEN Yuefang YING Yaoming YANG Yaodong

(Tianjin Geological and Mineral Resources Testing Center, Tianjin, 300191, China)

Abstract: In this study, gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC/MS) was selected to detect 16
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons( PAHs) 'in 29 surface sediment samples from the Duliujian River
wetland, and the ecological risk was assessed by the quotient method and the safe concentration
threshold method. /Resulis showned that the concentration of PAHs in the surface sediments was
36.4—870 ng«g ', and the pollution level was lower compared to the other areas in China. In
addition, the results of quotient method showed that there were potential ecological risks in some
PAHs contain3'and 5 rings, but the results of safe concentration threshold method showed that there
were no significant ecological risks in PAHs. The results of quotient method were more conservative,
but both methods showed that some PAHs contain 3—4 rings were the main PAHs that affect the
ecological risk. Under current conditions, the quotient method was more suitable for the ecological
risk assessment in sediments of Duliujian River wetland. The timeliness of data, the subjectivity of
parameter selection, and the value of acute and chronic ratio ( ACR) were the main sources of
uncertainty in this study.

Keywords: ecological risk assessment, Duliujian River, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons,

sediment.
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Z I I7KE (PAHSs ) 2 — 2R BRI i WS AMEAT HLTS Je LB A7 i T FRORLAS 5 ik be
S HHZORIE. PAHs 2B KR 1K, (B E T 31 FE KRS h 2 @ 4 TRy, misi Ry h
(1) PAHs W2 BRI FLBRK s g AR R B ks e 20 R IF R BB o PAHSs (194 45K
B AN S PR AP BRI A A B T B

W8 A 25 DX DAY D A 45 T {02 ARARE S5 XU TP 12 T (R A X B 28 B 4, 2R A5 Mk
P RPN AR ZE I N TR Tz S AR XURE PP A v o B2 L R SRR o A DA iy, L #5
PERRXS A 2% AL RT LAZRAS S i (TP 22 2R T N ST A 2R 6 /KR 1 A 25 KU PP 22 UG 2 057 P AHs
Ve LY , iz HIRER KU A RO A A2 25 XU A I, 5 2255 U8 PAHSs 75 [&19 9 AH
] 14 3P T R0 (LR PP e 08 28 FEAR I 3 o | TR Y 45 SR 1) 22 5 4% 11 5
Lt — o0

TR IR (57 R R X, P AR T GRS Sk KM, R 2 TR, AR 78.5 km®, A= S DIVH
FEEBIIA L FE K AR E O 3 2 R A U PR 5 DAY B G ), AR AR T AR K B ik
A AT 5, G T A A A U A Al DRI IR X, A 77 A AR 6 i R P ™ AR Ry PAHSs 5 & 4 T
MO Xk 25 i) A AR BRI 5 AN AR, (EL R X 0 el 3t AR S P b AR R A

ARSCRI LY BT FOME A MBS T A 12 v ) 22 A B2 IR(ELVE |, Xy s i) TERR A PR PAHSs IT )i T 4]
A B A A KU AN A, T LU PR A vk 4t 2R 109 22 5 9 0 B A E A el ol 3 b )3 P, B 1 T i
o T > A S KU, O R 3R E TR h PAHSs AR ZS XU AN T 1) SE BRI e S ik 2 0 F 2 2%

1 L5 7 : ( Materials and methods)

1.1 BEACREE

KFERTE] R 2016 47 8 H—2017 4% 3 A, A ik pstdn] Mt i >R 4 29 A TR AL &, X HLiE4T PAHS
FAG BILB 5 B 40 BT SR p A U A T /K R (B /K R I 2505090 ) L 231 R 08 V3 A 3 el e i 3 |
ST SENT AU A T AT R S A A A P M A st G, A M Tl DX A b ()] T A 1T
(D27 BT ) s SR, 7600 b Al DX A B s L A e, 7 BN 2R 1 L LR AR b =X (I 20 IS e
RFELR SRR ZUURW , RAETREE 0—S5 cm, FE iR AE 5 37 R AR CESRD ) 11 B30, IR (4 °C ) kot
PRAF, 24 H % 1] 5256 % EA T AR BE.

K1 CREEAMEGE

Table 1 Location of sampling sites

eSS . AT RS . AT RS . AT AR
) (A . i & . (A=
Sampling - Parallel Sampling o Parallel Sampling o Parallel
h Position A Position k Position
site sample site sample site sample
DO1 THE DI1 HE D21 K A E
D02 B = D12 BE D22 MBS
D03 BE D13 oKtk D23 Bz
D04 HE D14 bEpi:S D24 WA
D05 B D15 MOE(:] P D25 Yok 2G|
D06 HE D16 MBS D26 BVE =
D07 HE D17 PR D27 MBS
D08 HE D18 WA D28 WA
D09 BE D19 oKt D29 MBS
D10 EoK A D20 oKt

1.2 FESALEES 5By
1.2.1  FESLHTAREE

FRAERIUTRIFE S 18 EPA Method 3541 JIUHE T AN 2 BT, SRR A B AH Y AR 45 2% Jot I A s
ARt 60 H i B R 24143 10.0 g JNid & JoK G FR AN 78 43R &), PRy I 2K BUL ( ASE350) 47
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A AEFRPIUC, TS AR TE] 10 min, 77 1500 psi, SO H 1+1 PIRE-1E C Beiml (RIR) 2= BT
A ZHROR T GG IR 2,45, 6- D050 H — F 284 R0

PR ARG 2 2 mL, ITAZ) 4 mL 3R EBedE A7 3R Fe e, FROCHR AR 2 2 mL J5 i Ak = i
AL AL LSRN 1.5 em JOKBRBREAA 10 cm Fef MBS, 9 FH — S8 F e MILE © e (AR FR 2 ) itk
AR, Se ] 25 mL ke (CRFRGR) BEIBUIT 7825, #1125 mL — S M Be- 10 73 71 (AR B 4% BRI
B AR VR R A 2 0.5 mL, FHN R -1E C Beii ) E A 2 1.0 mL _EHLINEL.

N
A
D03 Vo S AR
Dol ‘ ‘ Petrochemical industrial zone |
° ° SESTSND21 D27
D05 Sy ‘ D15
2N\ o D o/20T
D2ad S %D"‘ L ki)
7/ i B fa bk {Thermal power plant
w 10000-mu D02
fish pond
i, D04. p
oy i D09~ D25 RO/ £D06 Q
iy Sebs =
ivey A @ b \———
&5l Legend D29 @ D07
K e D12
Tianiji i )
fanyin. £ " Pollution source D2 .
. AL
v_ﬁ)fﬁlz ®  Sampling site 0 1 2km
~ .~Research L4
area

1 DIRWERAE rn
Fig.1 Sketch map of sediments sampling sites

1.2.2 FESHIEL

PAHs 377 75 A S AR 3 - B 1% s ( GGZMS )l X #5 “F GCMS-QP2010 Ultra S AH (835 FT % 4
G bR B B ISR P £F 70%—130% .16 Ff PAHS K FRg 0.5—1.0 ng- g™ UM G138 S i 4>
BT 25 A e B 8 W 0 AL S 1 b v - e E TR ) 22 34 55 S R I . ASORR (3% - i 9% ) (HJ 805—
2016) $AT(F£2).

FT2 PAHs HT4ci RmiE s B

Table 2 Information of analysis conditions and quality control for PAHs

LA
PAH Dete}ziiﬁ;&imiv ﬁﬁ%?‘ = U %ﬂﬁ%
_1 Selective ions( m/z) Recovery/ % Deviation rate/%
(ng=g™")
% 0.50 128,127,129 95.9 5.61
)4 0.50 154 153,152 97.0 14.1
ZEHE 0.50 152,151,153 102 6.72
Vil 0.50 166,165,167 97.9 11.3
3E 0.50 178,179,176 98.8 9.45
hiss 0.50 178.179.176 101 14.4
P 0.50 202,200,203 ,101 100 104 12.6
t 0.50 202,200,203 ,101,100 106 8.06
K (a) 0.50 228,226 229 114113 95.4 4.27
il 0.50 228,226 229 114113 103 8.09
I (b) D 0.50 252 253,250,251 103 2.41
I (k) DT 0.50 252253250251 89.8 2.41
FIt(a)tE 1.00 252253250251 94.5 421
Bidf(1,2,3-cd) 1.00 276 277 275 274 102 3.37
ZH9(a,h) & 1.00 278,276,279 .138 102 3.16

I (ghi) 4k 1.00 276,275 274 138 99.1 3.71
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A BB B R E % PR B AR AL R 2 v LA e R BRI PR M DRI 26 5 3643 DT
Y1341 (GB17378.5—2007 ) $hAT.
1.3 AP o F A

P o3 PO B2 AR P AHSs £ [ -0 ( RIDTRRPI AR ) 22 (8] 08 Al 43 B, BE400  DATCRR A g ik 21)
K PAHSs Z% #5434 ( Exposure concentration distribution, ECD) , SZEEXF LY HH PAHs A9 4= 25 X
B TAE. TR AR A R PAHSs PR A R .

K,=C/C,

Hor, € OBV h PAHs i (ng-g™') 5 €, M RC P K PAHs 9t (pg- L) K, 2
8, ST AR S 1 () FVA LB 7T BE R B (K, ) YRR

PRI, ORI R B K v, RS K A= A= 01 PAHs YR BE TR

C,=C/(fK,)
o, € A f, P A XHRE S ST ARAS K AT R LR ik bt
le K, =lgK, —0.218lgK, =-0.55x1gS +3.64

Hop K, RoERE- KA BE R R, S MIRMERE , — & T LA € E R AR 47 B & A 1Y EPT T 2 b A 15 AR kA
e K B IR 2 R RAS S (.
1.4 FIERN 8T

TN 5B R A R B BE 43 A1 32 (SSD) , A USEPA ECOTOX ZLI: 22 , 1k Bk A= A 9 () JE L
SRV HRE (NOEC) , 22 il AH R (1) 823143 A pR 500N e A I 5 36 T B 020 A 4 Ry sRECHR 28, % o At
e RS ST AR P 2 45 [ 1) Sy A58 XS A s o 1T 12 0 P Bure LT PRIRCRT 580

1

el
X
4k #aFIC55 KT, Burrlll 2345 AT 284k 8 Reeiprocal Weibull 2345, /R U1°F

Fla) = exp ( - %)

Horr o PR RS P R EE b o ke B B RE S AL

M USEPA ECOTOX % e R i AoK A A= W) B S8 UAT — 2 B BER , — ROl UL B i W 43 2
KT8 A T 2/ 3 AE IR WY R JCEHEsh Y R HEsh P 2R T2 5
AU A B B TEA 2B b A AN 6] (4 25K 5 FLANDL A pR R AT 6110 AR IR UL B3040 1 AR 4l
O3 A RBCSE IR [ N IR ST 2856, P I TE 9—16 41, BEab B st 2% S mf o 410,

VK AR A R PR ), DL SE [ H] NOEC $dis , (B A I NOEC $UdlE A 5 3545, By il 5] A 2t 2¢
PEECHE (40 ECSOVAR R AH X FE LI Al 5 YLy 5 AU 0, IR 75 51 A 28 M HE 1] ( Acute to chronic
ratio, ACR) BEAT 2 VERME PR 35 PR R 18] (0 640 ACR A BR(E 22 AR K7D ACHIFSE MR 4l 1) PN 2 25 0 56 B
ACR=10".

BurrlIT bR ZSCF FH MR 2% F0 Tl 52 4H 2 ( CSIRO ) 2 1E(Y BurrliOZ 3R AR BEAT 44, HoAth
BRI G TAERIH SPSS19.0 Al Origin8.0 {41847,

L5 AU RAE
1.5.1 FE{HZ

PRI 2 B FAT B EL AR ST TR IXUR: SRAE 7 T8 5 s LU A 7 i ViR AT AR W) It MM ( Sediment
quality guidelines,SQGs) P RI{E , G FI{E>1 B WA Ky HA AR B A= A8 XU SQGs 1B U] 43 Ay 130 B 38010 Tk
J (Threshold effect concentration, TEC) Fll ] BERL N ¢ & ( Probable effect concentration, PEC) , —3& 43 Il %
T 50 T 28007 BRI 2] 59 T LR /N T 10% PV BE(EL AN R 1 759% (1 509% ) BV ™ (36 3).

1.5.2 ZAWEREL

LAY T B R R MR XUBE P D7 ik i) — b, ELAT ARG TR, ) o i PO, e bR 7 6 1 X0 3P A

F AT R HE A AR AR

F(x) =
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MOS,, =SSD,,/ECD,,

HorprSSD g SSD i R HER N 10% M BEPEEHE (g - L), ECDy, ol B2 R VR B2 43 A1 v RT3 N
90%!3’]2%%/1@”(% -L71) .2 MOS, <1 B, WA R R 7% K AR AR A EA B KU, > 1 B T DA A JXURS:
NTE S

Fz3 UIBWH 16 B PAHs 1Y SQGs A
Table 3 SQGs of 16 PAHs in sediments

- TEC/ PEC/ B a5
(ng-g™") (ng-g™") Data sources
% Nap 160 561 [20-21]
& Ace 6.71 88.9 [20]
—&UE Acy 5.87 128 [20]
%5 Flu 19 536 [20-21]
34E Phe 204 1170 [20]
B Ant 57.2 845 [20]
7 Flua 423 2230 [20]
TE Pyr 195 1520 [20]
9 (a) B BaA 108 1050 [20]
jifi Chry 166 1290 [20]
AT (b) 9B BbF n/a n/a -
I (k) P BkF 240 13400 [20]
3 (a) tE BaP 150 1450 [20]
B3t (1,2,3-cd) i ledP 200 3200 [20]
T %3 (a,h) & DahA 33 135 [20]
9 (ghi) 46 BghiP 170 3200 [20]
PAHs i Y PAHs 1610 22800 [20]

HRAE ECOTOX £54 e rh A [RIPEAN (K1 F22 BUI DL FH pR UL 1) 25K, 2 B Nap , Ace \ Flu  Phe |
Ant Flua ,Pyr #l BaP 3t 8 Ff' PAHs 1E P14 R, 1| FH % 4 v B (R IL DT ¢ A 2 XU o i FH 2 P 58
AHIAF B 4.

F4 8 Fh PAHs # AU K
Table 4 Statistics of toxicity data of the 8 PAHs

Yl Species Nap Ace Phe Flua Pyr BaP Ant Flu
L/l 15 9 15 16 9 16 10 10
Y ETE 4 2 2 4 3 1 5 3
[UELES 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
128 3 2 4 3 1 5 1 1
ek 5 2 3 3 2 2 2 3
F s e 0 2 1 2 0 2 0 2
EE NI 1 1 2 2 2 3 2 0
HoAbTCH S 1 0 3 1 1 2 0 1

2 5 R 5118 (Results and discussion)

2.1 PAHs & &
RN \ﬂﬁénn*gﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬁ IR UL 2. 7 A e R e AR ) PAHs & S R 36.4—
870 ng-g™" ,“FII{H 309 ng-g™'
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Sampling sites

2 HIRFESHES T PAHS &

Fig.2 PAHs concentrations in sediments from sampling sites

PAHs 5 58 i 1SR R s 4 vh 20 A 76 7 88 (D24 D25) IR HBFE (D04 D09 ) 1 3t ik T ¥y 1
H1(D15.D23 . D27) JEAER , s e MR o T A N TR =5 947, W R 3 ( D04 . D09 D23)
PSR A B S B S A RIRE D | R R A AL ol FH LS B R M X PAHs & 844055 D15 . D27 i
FAL ARG AT A T BRFIT , 12230038 5 0 Pl T IX SR B HE V5 ) e HE T AR | D s B A Y5 K HEC S
OB TR PAHSs 5 4%, R /K SR b s ool A A [ R B, 8400 11 £ 5 0 5 | A it vk T
IKIEAT IR, S i P3R4 S A2 PAHs & i AR = (D24 D25 D13).

FTE N LA B DX AR B (28 5) , A s ME AR v PA s 75 2 /55 T 1 1 0 R T — AR N R b
HL SR T T ST, B L D S AR YT R R A DT AR Y PAHs 2 i AH 24 VAT 7, 2o 3 ek 7] 4 M
DU PAHSs Y75 e /K7 [ P Ab T8I K-

&5 ARMXTURYIH PAHs &4

Table 5 Comparison of PAHs concentrations in sediments from different regions

X3 Area Y PAHs/(ng-g™") HEHKIR Data sources
BTN ATIRGTS ) 36.4—870;309 (411 LN

TV VS VA ) 140.0£84.1 (E3(1) [22]

T AT T 161.6+38.7 (“F-H41H) [22]

TR T Bt 1877 F¥I{E) [23]
AR (i) 88.5—199 [24]

I TE M it 325—1738 [3]

BT = A 23.9—521 [6]

Jeir 38.2—6470; 1071 (F-H1H) [25]

Kb 63.1—885;240( “EHIH) [5]

2.2 WEEVEM S

A3 0K A IR W 2 DR 16 RPN T (R BbF, % X PAHs) SAHM A TEC Fl
PEC AT H3 , & ER VAN R ZE TR v ) & S AE AR TEC (E IS O, (0 R & 3L S PEC i
B EO , 2% B 3 sl Tl ik b 2R 2 DO AR A ARV AR 0 AR S AR (EL AN (8 25 4514 55 TEC IR (R4
A UL 3.
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TEC quotients
(98]
T

Nap Ace Acy Flu Phe Ant Flua Pyr BaA Chry BkF BaP IcdP DahA BghiP Y PAHs

B3 WRHRZVURYI T PAHs BEBUN R (TEC) R EL50 A1 18]

Fig.3 TEC quotients of PAHs for surface sediments of wetland

BN TH, Ace Acy Fl Flu % 3 35 PAHs 777F TEC XUB R > 1 (45 B0, B A6 KUK ; DahA Al
BghiP WiF 5 FRLL ) PAHs A ZSUA I B0, (HAS e 3R 3 AR i e HL A ) FH v (875 240 1
FEH Flu 238 A7 76 XU IR 7, Ace \Acy 1 DahA A5 77 7E 78 A KUK AOFRIE ; LA BT 5 v DL i s 1
JRUES: PR F- Nap F1 Phe , 7620 FE 0k o] 92 b JTURR 40 v 50 383 A Sk A o AL 7
2.3 EARWREREETHN S

FFH AR 43 Bk T3 8 Al PAHs M ITRR 9 B8 s B K PP iy 28 83 VR 32, A AILA 5 i B a5 A R i 52
DIE (3 6) K P ZR 8 vk B ] FHH: [ SRS RIIEA T IE 25 Z0 A K56, AF R Y 909% 7K - 5 5 Mk B (ECD,,, ) 7T 38
WHEFIRAF (£ T).

&6 DIBUWIAERL R A LR i

Table 6 Organic carbon concentrations in sediments

FLARE Iz A St % PR Iz
Sampling site i Sampling site Sampling site i

DO1 1.01 D11 0.51 D21 0.76
D02 1.16 D12 2.23 D22 0.68
DO3 0.49 D13 1.76 D23 1.06
D04 2.60 D14 1.55 D24 0.93
DO5 0.99 D15 0.88 D25 6.28
D06 0.94 D16 0.41 D26 0.60
DO7 0.53 D17 1.63 D27 1.99
DO8 0.37 D18 1.69 D28 0.67
D09 2.12 D19 1.24 D29 1.85
D10 1.96 D20 2.00

R7T WHRIZTORYIBERAK T B REZWR L A SRR

Table 7 Natural logarithmic statistics of exposure concentration released from surface sediment of wetland

PAH i LR EAKL P ECDgy/
Mean Standard deviation Normal test (gL
Nap -0.708 1.000 0.674 1.71
Ace -3.224 1.244 0.787 0.28
Flu -1.850 0.880 0.862 0.49
Phe -0.941 0.833 0.747 1.14
Ant -3.966 1.207 0.815 0.11
Flua -3.245 1.770 0.226 0.27
Pyr -2.959 1.109 0.978 0.22

BaP -5.818 1.238 0.846 0.02
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FVEN R0 MOS, B R T 1, Rl i {8t 2 E DR 8 At R X 7k A A Wi ik
F RS XU (22 8) . HirP Pyr FI Ant B9 MOS, 3230 1, X /K Az A= il T 10 XU A s

%= 8 8 Fh PAHs TEM T4 SSD R34 28 ST 455

Table 8 SSD curve paramenters and assessment results of 8 PAHSs

LA 2L 5 5% SSD, o/ PEM 45
PAH z%;eﬂj;fi :z;arénimers (pg- ]lf)" ) MO 1+lfel:ll%
Nap Burrlll ,6=117.9,¢=1.045,k=4.458 171 99.7 NTE
Ace Burrlll,56=332.9,¢=2.126,k=0.352 15 53.6 NTE S
Flu Reciprocal Weibull,a=27.02,8=0.657 42 85.8 NTE
Phe Burrlll,6=6.766,c=0.611,k=9.056 51 44.6 NTE S
Ant Burrlll,b=14.81,¢=0.755,k=1.219 1.5 13.6 ENTE
Flua Reciprocal Weibull,a=9.120,8=0.560 12 44.0 FNTES
Pyr Reciprocal Weibull,a=3.313,8=0.474 2.2 10.0 NTE
BaP Burrlll,56=39.35,¢=0.681,%k=0.900 1.0 52.6 N TES

FNBTETE VA S5 RN, 22 4 vl 3 B (1 32 TP &5 2 v v e KU 5 v 1) R e A h 7E 3—4 36
PAHs, 2 7EIR IR b IR WIE N PAHS {53200« ORI £ BAINTE 3—4 3R PAHs £,
2.4 FEIL NG 4 P B () L

FRIELT VT M 1) 245 SR A 22 4 Ve J3E T L PR DT 85 SR B R AR ST 3 — S 7E Ace i1 Flu PHIBUEE B v 2 1
oA G FIE PR S5 3 Ace A Flu W70 XU i o0 (38, 22 4 TR (L1040 oy, L3R BT 11
% i B AU, VR XU A I A T Ant A1 Py 15 X —— BRGR 04 J5 I AT 6 5 BB T T SQGs Ay 3K
BURRA K, BRI SQGs Y IE R KBS R 3 28 ARV 3 Mo BB T80 | Sy & A e e 12 R b i
2700 AW G Hp 28 Ak B PR VA HP o B R T A 5 S0 e A5 L F USEPA ECOTOX HA 52 5 % fff 98 4K
P, PRIIEYE I SQGs {EN AT BB SR T oA 7 AR AR B0H | 5 B0m P 05 1k A P 25 SR 25 5. 50 40, (BT
ORI PAHs 15 SQGs KR, AHEA LR & 1 (f,) MISZIR 5 AW 5% b 22 4 vk 3 B
PR DU PAHSs 5058 ORI 7K AV EE 1 o 2 8 Wk B, A BILAIR 7 et S W B A R R VR 3 7 AR
R SR PR O P 4 A R SR

AR T B IRAE G T SRR A R R, T AAS O B A B AR R ST B S5 R Y (B T
WFEREFE AN, RS2 T T b RERS A 2 G 41 SSD TR (U1 5—6 FR1% PAHSs ) , 2 3L Uk ] 42 b 35
I3 XTI 5—6 PRPAHs & AR S (18] 2) 22 4R 3 180 Rk A R 4 THI A9 S 25 48 B 1 A= 25 X
. T (T B T B, S SR AR LS , H 3222 PAHs 84734 1 2511 SQGs {8, P Il FHYa B s T %07
AR PARs IR FIME S AT PRI 2, HBEH TARAKSE A AN, (X T 2 g 9 T W b 3 PAHs
15 YL R AR A | LU ZE R e AR A X 3 oA 3 .

2.5 AEPES T

B XU VT G 4 i R P A AN e e A AR T T AL R R R AU SR R A
o AR RS SR AE vk T i ) o B A i

ARG IATEVETELL T 3 RN B3

(1) % BE B0 B IR 30 o 3 T o s A i R A A 2 M VR 3, LR B 1 2 [ v i 45 R R g
i), E TS ADRR 25 A BRI AR RIF 98 B S R SR AR T — IR BRI 45 Rl R AE — PR EARR
SR B T8 BRI AR A A Xt R AR 5 T e S B AN TR

(2) BRI FWE. R T RIE: , A RIS SQGs 18 Al fE 2 S EOTEM 45 T/ 22 5, 20 2k B 1
E I AER EE SSD HR 2R, Tk A 4l R 2 vk 450 B B A — 52 L, 380 SSD iy 28 7 4 2t i A Hh 1)
AN E .

(3) ACR E WAL B TEK EC50 55468 NOEC ryidF2rh, BT Y ACR (H 23 52 M PP 45 R A 58
Phe Flua 1 BaP B3R EECHE , [R]B 2 20t Fig e o3 i At SSD i 2 22k X)Lt & 81, R EC50
Fl ACR =10 FR15H9 SSD,( EC504,0) BT RAK T B4 I FH NOEC {EH 315 1Y SSD,)(NOECygyy, ) , — 5 tH2E
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5.00—6.32 15 (£ 9) , 5 Roex et al. %t HEWAEALS W ACR BUE RUBIF T 45 S8 o 120 0 I I A BF 98 v
ACR =10 fBUE I iZ Al 7 PAHs XHKAEAE S RGN0,

£ 9 FIH EC50 il NOEC ¥udi 3515 /4 SSD,,
Table 9 SSD,, obtained from EC50 and NOEC data

PAH EC50ssp10/ (pg L") NOECssp o/ (pg L") NOECssp10/ECS0s5p10
Phe 9.6 51 5.31
Flua 1.9 12 6.32
BaP 0.2 1.0 5.00

3 %5 ( Conclusion)

(1) Pyl 1 b 3 2 DU h PAHSs MR AE 36.4—870 ng- g 2 [], “F441E 4309 ng-g ™. FlFE 4
Al 1 DXAR LY, 20 3 9T TR A P AHSs 75 JeAb TR K.

(2) I FH R (B 022 4 Wk R (VA X 0 s VR b 2 2 TR b PAHs TF LA IXUBS . e (LT
PPN ES R R85 3 TR S BRLL 104 PAHSs A7 TR AR 28 KUK 171742 4 2 1 4 125 2 o U)K 30 Wb
A A R EE BPP 45 RS ORSY (B PR 7 k1 7R 3—4 31 PAHSs S 52 0 8 b A 285 KUK 1) 2
PAHs 27,

(3) Z BT X A RBFSE PR AU PAHSs 2 RURHAF | BB 7 XS A0 S50 T 0038 7 T 37 ok
Tl A SRR AN A

B AT RAAE A B0 AR phy R T st B 7 P o Y K A (] A 5 A, 18 S I ) SR R
W 202 BB R B P D T 5 B I, TR I R R S
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