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Health Risk Assessment of Heavy Metals in the Main
River Basins of Dongchuan, Yunnan Province
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Abstract Water, plants and soil samples in the domain basins of Dongchuan, Yunnan province were
collected, investigated and analyzed. And health risk assessments of heavy metals in these environmental
factors were conducted according to the U. S. EPA health risk assessment model. Results showed the
largest health risk was found to be carcinogenic risk (2.35 X 10 ' — 8.27 X 10 ') in aquatic
environment, which has achieved the maximum level recommended by EPA(10 *). Considering the risk
levels in the roots(0. 40X 10 ' —7.00X10""') and stems(2. 42X 10?2 —15.24X10"%) of plants,
health risk levels of heavy metals in roots were about 5 times higher than those in stems. In soil, non-
carcinogenic risks levels (0.64 X 10" — 3.83 X 10 ') were found larger than carcinogens. The
evaluation results could provide a basis for the pollution control, protection and development of surface
water, soil and plant resources in the region.

Keywords Dongchuan;heavy metal;health risk assessment;composite environmental factors

Yrfm B #3:2022-05-30  f&[E HH#F:2022-06-10

BEEWB :PEM LGRS R (2019M652768) s W1 R4 A KB 5L 4 W B 5 H (2020]15227)
PEZ B I, 5 R0, 32 B IR S AL 36 M1 G HF 9T . E-mail:zmm_990103@126. com
CEEEE . B EENE B S R I TS . E-mail: yangyuan041@163. com

SI AKX UL BT, = AR X 4 )8 2050 2 88 e XU L) . o B AL 43 A fk 2% . 2022, 12.(5) 1 26-33.
ZHAO Mingming, YANG Yuan. Health Risk Assessment of Heavy Metals in the Main River Basins of Dongchuan,
Yunnan Province[ J]. Chinese Journal of Inorganic Analytical Chemistry,2022,12(5):26-33.



55 3]

X R B 25 2l 7)1 DX el < i 5 % i { B KU A 27

UEAE R, 3R [ T 4 R U Y SRR R T R
Oy RAEAER PR FE AR IR Tl &k X . 75
Yo 5 B0 2 %o 214 b S R ekt 5 s ™ R L PR Ok
D8 e i o e ol TN O -9 3 v S N S s e
o R RS PE AN 2 — PP RIS Y 5O A (5
T 0 O B 7 e A B PR R . AR 9 [ B R
F(U. S. EPA) A i 1 (AL 56 9% Bl 3 b 4 B O 1 T
JUE ) R S e R DRSS B A1 25 40 A B0 W 5 1A
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Xt + B Tigris 0] [ 4b #b 6 /K b 5 4 )8 & & b A7
THEF .

AT L P SMIE 5 A A B XU A0 4 22 1 4 v A
FM K H T K HE RS R IR R AR
A M — i X 2 BR8N 25 A A TR UL T A
S5 RN B EE AR N B @ RS I S M EH A
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Figure 1 Location of sampling sites.
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HNO, .H, O, \HF ,\ HCI(; %% 4i) . 0. 45 pm 7K
R AL UE R (i 25 A F]D) . Cr ,Cu, As ,Pb,Cd. Zn
JCE IR A bR HE T WA 5 WK (100 mg/ L, B XA 4 4
J& B M R4y BT K ) . Be, Ce Fe,In, Li,
Mg .Pb UICP-MS i (1 pg/L.PE A 7D,

IR GBWO7445(GSF-5) A MIFE i GBW10049
(GSB-27) (rp [ 1 f B} 22 W 58 Be ) A T 56 UE #F & 5
A B HERR L

K F HNO; ¥ (20 702 0 S5 25 ML 22 /0 24 h,
i I v i K v gk 3 WG HE T L A
1.4 ZWHE
L4 1 B AL 2

JKFERT ARy 5 R B HL 45. 0 mL KEET
W EE L B A 4.0 mL HNO, #1 1. 0 mL HCI,
A A% 10 min, # BV AL E 25 1o U8 R AT ICP-
MS(NexION 350 X, 2 [E Perkin Elmer 2 7)) il I8
Cr.Cu.As.Pb.Cd.Zn &4 @ 0%,

- HERE S AT AL B RN AR 0.1 g R &
0.000 1 @) - 3EAEdh R MEEH . in A 1 mL HCI,
4 mL HNO, #1 1 mL HF ., 5 15 % . FF 5 % 58 )5
FE R B R =R AT IR A RE A EERR A . 150 C &
VEWOE T £ 8 T KIEWOIT 5 # E 4%, i I8 ICP-MS
I Xof 1 4 @ G &

L) R i 1 R A B 30 BRI 0. 5 g CREAfy 2
0.000 1 g) AH ) FF & 2 70 fiF i b, B L 5 mL ¥
HNO; #1 2 mL H, O, , #F 17 000 i, 1 & 8 4%
i 98, ICP-MS 5 X v 4 J8 T & .

7K\ SR PR i B R AR AR T LR 1
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Table 1 Microwave digestion procedure

T il 2 B g/ C THEE ] /min GREFIE] /min
1 90 10 5
2 120 5 10
3 180 10 30
1. 4.2 ICP-MS {{# 25tk

i ICP-MS g k&) 5 40 5l A 1% HNO;
I 2 K ik R R S8 10 min F1 20 min, 8 )5 4]
PRV VR R AN o AR AU 3 30 A SR 0 A s
7 2 Ny ICP-MS 2% TR 414 .

£2 ICP-MS (U TiE&H
Table 2 Instrumental parameters of ICP-MS

e B

RF /W 1600
AW/ (L« min— 1) 0.9
BRI/ (L« min~ 1) 1.2
HEBFRRE/(L s min D) 18
AR FH/ (L » min~ 1) 3.8

e 2

R L

LIRS VRIS 3

ERAREE AN 28Pb 11 Cd,*?Cr." As, % Cu,* Zn

1.5 EMaEsy
1501 ZK IR I fede e XU o 455 26
TR & K 30 855 op i 4 R HE AR 32 R
T R K 3 AR 1 A R XU A5 B0 ) 0 S AR
FOpE Yy 5 AR 8 A%
D PO ZEIE Y AR, — Bkl Y ™
S BUR Y T AE B LT BB 2 X A R i B
S PR A R e L BUB KB R K SO BUE Y
Jo 3 A B TE B 3 AR T 7 A A A Y B0 KU, H
FikA N
R.= >R, = > [1—exp(—D, XQ)]+70
(D
A RERRBUEY R Bl & ARETAED
P BOE K e s D, W BUEY R | &R
AR H YRR . [mg/ (kg « D ];Q FEUEY)
it i G ZE R M BUE R R [mg/ (kg » D5
70 Ry NAKRS-¥ F i as
B RE H Y RER & D, iR AN
D, = 2.2XC,/70 (2)
2.2 AR HPHUOKE,L;C Y
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D POKERAEBUE Y A AL, 38 H I\ O AR BUE
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ol Al B UL (B 58 U R, 8 3R 15 e ) 5 B 4
K HEEAE S S H R W L. 2 R, /AN T 10
DR T 220 AEL3Z% U AR DR T 1Rk D)7 7 i B XU
AL AR
R, = DR, = > [(D,/RFD,) X 10 °]/70
(3)

AR, W i R A AR BT A R R
B MU (5, RFD; 38 i %38 2 1 A S % 4
[mg/ (kg « ) J370 Jy ARV T i - a

BB 45 T 43 15 e ) 22 18] AS A7 A Xk AP A B A
F IR L B 5 50 A T 00 4 i A AR K B 85
XA SAE R E S Ry =R+ R,
1.5.2 b HEPR I {d BT f 5 7

S A < 9 e T B a5 B R A Ak A
TR W T o 3 A AN R O s R (e R DXL IR 3
SE RPN SEIEE- YN 375 FA W
_ (S X IR X CF X EF X ED

(DI BW X AT
4)
anﬁ:(SXSAXCFXEFXEDXA&%XFMh
BW X AT
(5)

K. CDLy RoRT5 Y HHE R AW H T
BHCE . [mg/(kg « d) |53 CDI; /R 15 e ¥ & %
ok i 7 A HOF BB, [mg/ (kg + d) 15 CS
4 JE AR £ P Y S MR L mg/kgs IR O 4B
B, mg/d, iU 100 mg/d; CF 2 §% 8 7, B
107 kg/mg; EF Jy % #8 #l % , X 350 d/a; ED by i,
N FE ] LB 24 a; BW g HAR RS, B 1A
70 kgs AT Sy F 35 2 fi B ] % JF 2508 9 5t B
8 760 d. BUEY T EL 25 550 d . SA by flk Bz ik
T AR PN AR T2 R D R A i DR O R D
Bz Pk 2% 1 7 34 18 AL 4.5 030 em®/dMY 5 ABS,
B2 Bk W W & B B 15 Fadh Sy B2 JEKORS B &R %, B
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1) 358 PR 85 A B0 Py 5 £t B KU R B 7Y, 4 rh
4 B TR 7 AR 1A B AU AN T A R

HQ, = CDI + RFD 6)
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Risk, = CDI X SF )
Risk = > Risk, €D
A Risk; F7n TIEPRGE p BB Y) 5t 0 1 e B
KBS s SF AT (kg + d)/mg. HHbIX 3
Hh ) 25 B0 KUK D (88 & B0 T5 94 40 1) XU (8
Z A,
1.5.3 A4 A5 fa FfE PEAN B 7Y
T ) B 55 A A 1) B 4 J 0 2 00 A AR s i £
DA 1 T2 B A S 3l A A 7 il B B AR il 118 B
N LN R A i B = /N WS O S 7 AN T g B
oA i S (VR = /A= W

HQ, = CDI - RFD (10)
HQ = > HQ, (1D

< ~ CXIXBAXEFXED
CDI = BW < AT 12)

A, C O FE i T 4 Jm 52k B mg/ kg P 1
PRTE BW P393 fili if 3] AT, % &8 B+ (0] ED B L
(D) s BA FRoR AWl MBI 5T 5 —
P — WU N H A48 B0 BT T SR A i 2 S i
A B S 2 N B HICE 0. 15 kg/d;
EF Jy 28 55% 0 365 d/a"'",

2 FHR5WiE

2.1 RERESH

2% R AR T K R 4 e A0 I E R R LR 3,
Horp Pb 7E45 > s P B R A M, Zn K 1 VR B e
AR A b, 8 7K B B8 I e s S S DR 4 SR R A1 T 4
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Table 3 Concentration of heavy metals in water

Zn.Cd Fo As e B2 8w, Hoh Co By #e B2 Y0 B K
0.019~0.097 mg/L, HEZK [ KAKIHER 1.9~
9.7 f%;7Zn W E X [8] 4 0.010~0. 312 mg/L, fx &
IRE T HIKARAER 6. 24 £%5; Cd MU JEAE 0. 004 ~
0.007 mg/L, H fe iy v B2 #2308 V 28 K IR 8 W
0.01 mg/L,

FRER T E SRS 'R 4. BRI L IERE
SRR AED S BRI AT S A VYL AN, BT A I R AR
Cd T HRHRS T R L HEhR U, KA 5 =L H
Cu R T HWRE T R hniE . HAb T RK B R
— i, Hr IR R R TR A Cd, =gk
JEEH] T 0.20~0.72 mg/kg, o — K+ HEARHERY
1~3.6 £, 5RHL X & 3 it Al b, B Cd iy ik B2
B SESE T RMEESNK,

%4 LEAESERARE

Table 4 Detection results of heavy metals in soil

/(mg -« kg™")
R A Cr Cu Zn As Ph Cd
=R 12. 33 96. 69 61.29 6. 34 3.73 0. 56

=LA 7.33 38. 83 30. 88 5.59 9.75 0.72

FARU0] 1. 98 2. 40 0. 00 1.25 - 0.31
5 A 0. 86 0. 00 0. 00 1.31 - 0.25
FHF 0. 35 1.81 2. 37 1.51 - 0. 30
il BEF 0. 40 1.65 1.05 1. 60 - 0. 30
&L 0.76 0.71 0. 96 1. 67 - 0. 20

RLW b 75 T 0 7 e S5 DL 5.6 ad il X e
FEYIAR 2 5 250 op (0 T J R RE AT R AR R T g
BT 22 M A o 38 v R A < i L AR TR A A R R 8
TR R . IO REE SRR Z AL THTIX
FLLUERAG 3 B LA 5 1 0 3 B2 L Al A DX <3
JE P R Cu 5 Zn (R B B v T — RO IX
R .

x5 EUMPESEINKE (R

Table 5 Concentration of heavy metals in plants(Roots)

/(mg - L7")
FAE Cr Cu Zn As Pb Cd
KEW  0.014  0.019  0.038  0.014 0. 005
=YL 0.021  0.048  0.078  0.016 0. 006
Y 0.027  0.097  0.312  0.048 0. 007
Wi 0.016  0.049  0.153  0.039 0. 007
FHF  0.008  0.054  0.242  0.038 0. 006
FIFEF  0.009  0.053  0.210  0.029 0. 005
4VbYL 0 0.006  0.023  0.010  0.017 0. 004

/(mg « kg™")
KR Cr Cu Zn As Cd
il 17 18.77 41.85  113.32 0. 00 3.56
ARUR 2.74 7. 74 11. 05 0.10 0. 00
05 A 2.33 46. 71 29. 55 0. 00 1. 04
W 0.67 12. 06 77.90  128.58 0. 67
FiF 6. 35 146.28  78.82 0. 40 2.49
=y 7.29 69. 33 49.06 5.33 4.59
KEH 15.53 75.97 63. 25 2.63 0.55
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Table 6 Concentration of heavy metals in plants(Stems)

/(mg -« kg™")
K RE Cr Cu Zn As Cd
il 1 0. 66 17. 86 63. 67 3.26 1. 10
AR 0.72 12.74 87.01 15. 44 0. 89
W5 1A 11. 40 12.52 57.58 1.50 0. 21
WFs 0.17 6.18 71.21 19. 02 1.18
TIT 3.69 10. 61 21. 34 0. 00 0. 02
=y 0.77 24. 38 58. 87 7.09 0.88
KE 4.53 26.46  106.35 3. 64 0. 94
2.2 KIREREIEMER

P R AR 2% SR M 9 A A e A 3 ) £t
FERUBS B S5 R W3 7. 1EiZ@ AR BUE ) B i i
F8 g DXL RS 238 R T Al B0 Wy T At e XL T A7

B 5T S 2170 V) 1 R R DRSS B K LU T g i 5 =
YL AT RE S M X R T R G A TP VL XU
{H S5 AR 14 Dt R AT i 2 AL A A 0 5t A YT 9 5 R VLA
AL, Kb 4 )8 W B SOk E L. U.S.
EPA # 3 SO ) BT i) R B AE 10° ~ 10", Tl i%
Hby DX 1 5 S5O0 ) B 1 i B XU (BL 34 78 10" X, L
i Croy 1.10X 107" ~4.88X 10 "5 As 2 0. 94 X
1074 ~3.2X107*;Cd 2 0. 11 X107* ~0. 19X 107",
s AR e H At 2 B 58 I AR T b Xl .
o N E W 5 F EPA i, B 8 K3
T VR o X T AEB0UE Y BT . Cd A il B XU d5c K, He
U Cul TN AT BB J2 i B I A9 40 0 38 i . R 3L
T ) Jo e S P i o XU (L 121 AE 1010 DX ] ik B H:

TE 0 B0 W T v B KU AR BMK R Cr>As S ECRY e XU RS 52w B /s Al 300 42 e XU 7T
>Cd, JEFE AR B Cd>Cu>Cr>7Zn>As, &% Z W .
x®7T RAREFENERXE
Table 7 Intake health risk in water
_ R.(X10™%) R,(X1071%)
R R Ry (X1071)
Cr Cu As Pb Cd Zn Cr Cu As Pb Cd Zn

yNERG) 2.55 0. 94 - 0.14 6.29 17.06 0.13 - 22. 45 0. 57 3.63

=y 3.81 1.07 - 0.16 9.43 43.10 0.14 - 26. 94 1.17 5. 05

ARG 4.88 3.20 - 0.19 12.12  87.10 0.43 - 31.43 4.67 8. 72

5 A 2.92 2. 60 - 0.19 7.18 44. 00 0.35 - 31.43 2.29 5.71

F B 1.47 2.54 - 0.16 3.59 48. 49 0. 34 - 26. 94 3.62 4.17

il B F 1. 65 1. 94 - 0.14 4. 04 47.59 0.26 - 22. 45 3.14 3.72

KRN 1. 10 1. 14 - 0.11 2. 69 20. 65 0.15 - 17. 96 1. 50 2.35

2.3 TEIREREITMNE

8 LR A R A ok 9 o s A T A Y
i B PEAN o 7E P Bl ag A v 3l O B R A S AR Y
B R 2] R T A AR A B XU, R 2 02
AR 10 £, & RBURRK IR A As.Cd,
H As 8 AR K F CdL EBI7E AR N X 3k 5 As
ST FEBURY BT . B XU S R 1 P b 40 R
R 55 =T i Gl SR A A £ B XU {34 7 AH
IEE A

ELIESE A B R fil g 42 7 2B 0 Al SO (g e R
B PEAN B 20 A WLER 9 RIS 10, fR 45 R w] Jn, B k%
fin 34 A2 1 XU, R T 4 B N B XU J IR T g 2
Bz BR A fol L SRR R L AN, KA =i
A S0 f B RURS: R AR K F oM 45 . TR 4 e &
X NAR 3 G r) AR 2500 e KUBS: Y AR IR As >
Cu>Pb>Cd>Zn>Cr, 1] A8 j& [ K Bt 3 0™ X 1 Jig
OAE L . T A2 A i e XU (R R G5 3 1, UE B
- 5 A A R U BN

®8 IHRPEEEMBERERENR

Table 8 Carcinogenic health risk of heavy metal in soil

TR HEBA Bk ik
As(X1077) Cd(X10"7) Risk; (X1079) As(X1076) Cd(X107%) Risky (X107%)

YR 4.47 16. 04 1. 63 29.07 2. 77 31. 84
=mn 3.94 20. 63 4.14 25. 62 3.53 29.15
FARU A 0. 88 8. 88 0.97 5.73 1. 54 7.26
5 A 0.92 7.16 0.99 6.00 1.24 7.24
T F 1. 06 8. 60 1.15 6.92 1.48 8. 40
il B 7 1.13 8. 60 1.21 7.32 1.48 8. 81
KRR 1.18 5.73 1.23 7.64 0.99 8.63
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Table 9 Health risk of heavy metal via intake non-carcinogenic
FREA Q. HQ(X10 %)
Cr(X10™%) Cu(X10"%) As(X107%) Ph(X10 %) Cd(X10™") Zn(X10"°)
K E 16. 90 26. 50 17.37 3.65 7.67 27.98 3. 30
=LA 10. 04 10. 64 15. 32 9.54 9. 86 14. 10 2.24
EARUR) 2.71 0. 66 3.42 - 4.25 - 0.14
W VA A 1. 18 - 3.59 - 3.42 - 0. 05
T £ 1 0. 48 0. 50 4. 14 - 4. 11 1. 08 0. 10
5T 0. 55 0. 45 41.38 - 4.11 0.48 0.09
ERURAN 1. 04 0. 20 4.58 - 2. 74 0. 44 0.06
xR0 FEERKEMEEFENERERREXNR
Table 10 Skin contacting non-carcinogenic health risk of heavy metal in soil
RAE A e HQ(X 101
Cr(X107%) Cu(X107%) As(X107%) Pb(X1072%) Cd(X107%) Zn(X10™1)

PN=RT) 11.33 33. 31 29.12 1.47 7.72 28.15 3.50
=L 6. 74 13.38 25.68 3. 84 9.92 14. 18 3. 20
FARU] 1. 82 0. 83 5. 74 - 4.27 - 0.63
W VA A 0.79 0. 00 6.02 - 3.45 - 0. 64
F T 0. 32 0.62 6. 94 - 4.13 1. 09 0.74
il 57 7 0. 37 0.57 7.35 - 4.13 0.48 0.78
VML 0.70 0. 24 7.67 - 2.76 0. 44 0. 80

2.4 EWIREXRET O E

L AR 5 2 Y fa BE AU BE A fE 23 S L
FALMFE 12, d R R AT F AR X
{H 2R T 250800 . T REJE N O AR BT
. EE BB IEE R, FILRF Cu i Bl
il BRE RIS {EL B K LR AT BE AT R R & A B9 Cu

e BE A R s HLA Cu B I RE 7 58 5 Cu 19N 1A
FRE DRV 7 PO o 5 SR s 114 i B DXL 6 A 22 A
TGHR/NT 1o N Al B RUBS: ¢ /) 1T RE 5 PR 58 19 3
MM EEERAB R EPOESRA
Ko THEEEE RS H A DR L g BERUBS: BE IR B
7L IX R

F 11 EYRBERXEIENE
Table 11 Health risk of heavy metal in roots
HQi
FE b - - - - - HQ(X10™Y)
Cr(X1072) Cu(X1072) Zn(X107%) As(X107%) Cd(X1072)
I (D 0.14 5.17 5.56 55. 11 1.43 1.28
ERINEECit)) 1.56 29.71 3.50 2.28 9.83 4.17
W R D 0. 50 20. 02 2.11 - 2.23 2. 30
FHF R 1. 36 62. 69 5.63 0.17 5. 34 7.00
FARUSANC D) 0.59 3.32 0.79 0. 04 - 0. 40
KT D 3.32 32. 56 4.518 1.13 1.17 3.76
I EEF (KD 4.02 17. 94 8.09 - 7.63 3. 04
F 12 HEWEMERXEENE
Table 12 Health risk of heavy metal in stems
HQ
FE il - - - - - HQ(X1072)
Cr(X10—%) Cu(X1072) Zn(X107%) As(X107%) Cd(X10~%)
Sl 0. 37 2. 65 5. 09 8. 15 2. 54 6.55
= 1. 65 10. 45 4. 20 3. 04 1. 89 13.22
WG R 24,43 5. 37 4.11 0. 64 0.45 8.73
FHEF 7. 90 4.55 1.52 - 0. 05 5. 54
AU 1. 54 5. 46 6.21 6.62 1. 90 8. 80
SR 9.70 11. 34 7. 60 1.56 2.02 15. 24
# BT 1.42 7.65 4.55 1. 40 10. 76
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