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Abstract: Concentrations of 10 priority metals were compiled for eight major river basins in China. In addition, toxicology data of
metals were collected and validated. The overlapping area and joint probability curve methods were adopted to characterize
ecological risk and results were compared to current water quality standards. Copper and zinc were identified as the elements
exhibiting the greatest potential to cause adverse effects to aquatic organisms. Current water quality criteria might not be sufficiently
protective of aquatic organisms. Conversely, the water quality standards for mercury and nickel were deemed sufficient or even
slightly over-protective of aquatic organisms. The ecological risks of selenium, arsenic and antimony were relatively low. Water
quality standards were moderately protective for these three elements. It is suggested that current water quality standards should be
revised and monitoring should be strengthened in order to provide effective protection for the aquatic ecosystem safety in China.
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Table 1 Exposure concentration of 10 typical heavy metals in eight basins (ug/L) in 2006~2017
&% Syl Hi | KA1 FATEYL T e SURT] TRIT N Gt PN
Range 0.73~533.99 0.51~190 0.01~8268 1.63~286 3.40~1690 5~13.9 0.90~67.50 0.01~77.6 0.01~8628
c GM 58.79 54.51 527.77 37.37 131.31 6.35 18.44 11.72 176.76 [13-53]
u _
SD 137.78 64.38 1386.47 60.09 342.30 2.78 23.24 21.41 749.76
N 17 46 59 31 23 16 19 12 223
Range 2.82~1132  2.37~624 0.92~673 2.79~221.5 7.90~50.40 20.70~86.10 3.61~276 0.16~96 0.16~1132
7z GM 360.07 74.55 46.43 48.46 26.58 32.47 45.10 32.38 59.02 [13-18,29-38,43,
n
SD 444.16 124.82 101.38 63.92 16.88 16.27 73.43 34.85 128.69 45-47,51-57]
N 6 33 62 20 14 16 15 9 175
Range NA 0.51~480 NA 0.99~43.7 NA NA 1.89~56.5 0.28~224 0.28~480
Ni GM NA 168.14 NA 11.11 NA NA 15.87 37.70 69.47 [18-19,33-37,
1
SD NA 143.32 NA 12.35 NA NA 16.27 72.08 114.82 44-46,51-55]
N NA 21 NA 20 NA NA 9 9 62
Range 1.39~7.40 0.02~12.53 0.10~3.80 3.07~186 NA 0.11~82.14 0.02~79.91 0.09~4.52  0.02~186
A GM 3.01 3.11 1.47 40.37 NA 18.79 2.99 2.57 11.70 [31-34,36-38,45,
S
SD 2.51 2.81 1.41 54.73 NA 32.36 10.99 1.82 54.73 48-52,58-67]
N 5 28 14 31 NA 9 55 5 148
Range 0.14~165 0.16~480 0.06~1817 0.07~149  4.80~2650 NA 0.01~68 2.80~44 0.01~2650 [14-20,30-32,
b GM 35.19 74.03 220.39 22.19 182.34 NA 2.79 13.78 93.24 34-39,45-48,
SD 51.38 127.62 414.20 43.32 658.13 NA 9.38 15.76 295.47 51-53,55,57,59,
N 10 45 60 24 16 NA 60 6 222 66,68-71]
Range NA 0~5.56 NA 0.01~0.38 NA 0.02~0.93 0.01~175.2 NA 0~175.2
[18,21,29,34,36,
GM NA 0.56 NA 0.08 NA 0.16 16.14 NA 2.82
Hg 38-39,48,51,59,
SD NA 1.66 NA 0.11 NA 0.26 52.76 NA 21.39
60,72-77]
N NA 11 NA 24 NA 21 11 NA 67
Range 0.11~12 0.02~8.50  0.04~1.33 0.01~15 NA 0.04~0.63 0.01~45.08 0.01~638.6 0.01~638.6 [13-17,19,29,31,
cd GM 2.36 1.10 0.55 1.87 NA 0.39 1.33 64.47 5.23 33-39,45-48,
SD 4.13 1.96 0.46 4.07 NA 0.19 5.93 201.73 50.72 51-54,60,65,
N 8 25 10 27 NA 21 58 8 159 78-84]
Range 0.30~1.09 0~1.37 NA NA NA NA NA NA 0~1.37
GM 0.65 0.52 NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.54
Sb [37,58,85]
SD 0.40 0.40 NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.39
N 3 25 NA NA NA NA NA NA 29
Range 0.13~633 0.27~90 0.20~297 0.06~660 NA 0.03~35.93  0.30~96 0~42.70 0~660
[18-20,29,31-37,
GM 64.78 21.77 40.09 111.22 NA 7.22 18.47 14.17 45.10
Cr 43,45-48,51-55,
SD 113.11 19.88 57.31 204.37 NA 11.12 29.27 18.80 104.30
60,68,70,86-89]
N 29 44 37 31 NA 22 10 10 183
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Range NA 0.16~3 0.10~7 0.30~7.39 NA NA NA NA 0.10~7.39
GM NA 0.42 1.33 1.71 NA NA NA NA 1.07
Se [32,37,48,51,58]
SD NA 0.57 1.96 1.85 NA NA NA NA 1.56
N NA 23 13 18 NA NA NA NA 54
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FE A WK A v 2 i R P8 P 38 (87l 52 v, Cu R AR
FEVT IS AR AR % Bk B 38 =ik 527.77ug/LL 1
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PR % R 6.35ug/L, 1T Cu 75 3 14 ] R 75 V4 Lh
T UL AR AR O 2 B BRI 4 R 3.4pg/LPY A
2ng/LBY Cu 7E A BRI - 24 5 5wk BE A N 3pg/LBY,
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Fig.1

Probability density curves for the exposure concentrations and acute/chronic toxicity data of 9 typical heavy metals in eight

basins
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Fig.2 Chronic ecological risk of 10 typical heavy metals in 8basins

222 BEAEMERDAEAES KKV NS
MRS AL, VHEL T 10 RS 8 4 8 7 ) ORI EK
PH ) 2 B2 IR FE B LR 95% 4B WA Z 3 I I &
PERIMZ PE HCs (B FR 2, Sb U KT 2% fE ik
&R A5 BRI D AR A M o A i 3 T
TIN5 i VR FEE T I Py B R URBE 56 (R /] B A 155 6 ™
1, 5 4 R 5 Y K AR AR A I A 2 R T
5B S IANERAEAZS AR 45 R —3,Cu 1l Zn XHg
PEREPE HCs M AR FAT S5 IR AR R s AR T
AR 7K A A 40 B e ),

B 3 2 BH,Cu TRt oGS Pk HC s (AR
A 88.7%, SR AR N 43.2%4 0, oAt i34 it
60%.Cu TEHFIAT . KA TFIRAfEY LI Stk HCs fE
(AR IERE 50%, Ut Cu V5 44/E B K A
0 K AR A AP A AR OR 1) 22 A B R TR bR R 4RI
T2 FEHE R ;T3 R B AR I X, H A R AR

1T, ZHORFE R Spg/L ek HCs {24 11.83pg/L,
D] 2 e T S MR R 3R A Zn A BT AV LA 4k
HORHEPE HCs EABFRR AR 64.4%F1 41.1%, 4%
WA AR HIGLE 30% 2247 . Zn AE S o 2k
HCs i@BFRF A 38%, HAR it bR AR S AR N
BRAEKA LRI S PERI 2E HCs bR 5 ik
68.4%11 47. 7% N HLARTIE . 181 HCs bR 385
fiK;Hg EZRIL B2 HCs AR R 8 & A
49.6%;Pb {EHERI RIS HCs BBFRR L 65.5%, 4
L KITRIEYE HCs @ FrIET 40%;Cd FI
Cr X8 HCs AR f i (13 4 BT, 23 )
Jy 55.8%A1 38%;Se. Sb Al As X} HCs RN
BAREARAHE M Hg. Pby Cdy Cr. Se. Sb 1 As
Xk HCs B3I A AR PR RIAS AR R 1 D
UK A BB b 2 R HE 1 0, BLSET | KT
VKR AR VLA 385k 491, 7 28 T 3t 45 % 6 8 %o 1



7 A iy

AR 10 PR TR G A8 ) KU 2 25 U K b e LAY

2975

HCs #8457 4 :Zn>Cu>Cd>Pb>Cr>As, X} &1 HCs
B FR AP N :Cu>Zn>Pb>Cr>Cd>As; £+ K VT it 1k
th % & @R g HCs @ AsHE Y 8 :Cu>Ni>Pb>Zn>
Cd>Hg>As>Sb>Se Xt &Pk HCs b R H ¥ b :Cu>
Ni>Zn>Pb>Hg>Cd>Cr>As>Sb>Se; 7 ¥4 1£ V1 3t 38k o

# & JmAHg M HCs AR HE )T b :Cu>Pb>Cd>Zn>
Cr>Se>As, X} @M HCs b5 FHE )P B :Cu>Pb>Zn>
Cr>Cd>Se>As. 5 F & [ AyE 45 18 e A —E(,Cu Al
Zn X4 AE 55 U AR A s e o X
IKA A AT A 7™ T 2 A B A

| / n
95t 495 95 f 195 95} o5
S ‘ f )
< 7
g 170 70} 170 70 170
2 4ol {40 40 {40 40} {40
=
T {10 10} 110 10} 110
1 11 11 1
2 0 2 4 3 0 3 6 2 0 2 4
o // 2/ s 05 L /  losss|
2 4
i 17070 - {70705
iﬁ 140408 . g / 4040}
=
<
& 110 10+ 11010}
1 1 1
0 2 4 4 2 0 2 4
7
Se A
95 7 7 Cr 9595 195951 / Nos
S /A
g,r’ 470 70 7070 / 170
£ /4040- L4040} ©
=S
Bik 11010} {1010} 10
+ 1 1 a L L L 11 . . . 1
2 4 4 2 0 2 4 6 s 2 0 2 4 6
A BE (ng/L)
— T i A e SRRk
KT K — BT IR 1

B39 Bl BT G s £ ) KRR A IR B i U LA S/ 8 P A R PR BB A R A

Fig.3 Joint probability curves for the exposure concentrations and acute/chronic toxicity data of 9 typical heavy metals in eight

basins
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Table 2 Water quality standard exceeding ratio for heavy

metals in basins

EEE S

bz

10Kk MK MIZRK IVIIK VK HCs

W 0.481  0.008  0.008 0.008 0.008  0.628

KL 0563 0016 0016 0016 0.016  0.699
FATEIL 0532 0.067  0.067 0.067 0.067  0.629

Cu 3 0.064 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.729
BRIL  0.440  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000  0.649

KW 0308 0.005  0.005 0.005 0.005  0.432
#0716 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.887

W 0599 0160 0.160  0.100  0.100  0.644

KIL 0338 0.008 0.008 0.002 0.002 0411
FATEIL 0209 0.002  0.002  0.000 0.000  0.270

. WEH 0119 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0216
ILH 0.080  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.271

BRIL 0235 0.001  0.001 0.000 0.000 0310

K 0234 0.016 0.016 0.007 0.007 0278
#0277 0.001  0.001  0.000 0.000  0.368

W 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000

KIL 0.003  0.003 0.003 0.000 0.000  0.003
MAMEIT  0.004  0.004 0.004 0.001 0.001  0.004

As I 0102 0102 0102 0.063 0.063  0.105
BT 0.002  0.002 0.002 0.001 0.001  0.003

K 0.015  0.015 0.015 0.005 0.005  0.015
#0207 0207 0207 0.089 0.089 0215

W 0496 0496  0.227 0227  0.143  0.489

KIL 0437 0437 0211 0211  0.140  0.431
MAMEIT 0480 0.480 0281 0281 0209 0475

Pb W 0.664 0.664 0264 0264 0.138  0.655
BRIL  0.040  0.040 0.008 0.008 0.003  0.039

K 0437 0437  0.047 0.047 0.010 0422

PEE 0302 0302 0.095  0.095  0.050  0.296

KL 0349 0349 0262 0071 0.071  0.291

He I 0522 0522 0324 0016 0.016  0.391
PAT 0556 0556 0463  0.192  0.192  0.496

WA 0397 0397 0198 0.003  0.003  0.260

SE)

JEEU TS

20K T2k T2k IVISK VK HCs 1k
#0419 0113 0113 0.113  0.050  0.558

KT 0240 0.045 0.045 0.045 0.017 0359
MAEIT 0.173  0.006  0.006 0.006 0.001  0.344

Cd  iZ¥  0.087 0.001  0.001 0.001 0.000 0.237
TRIT 0190 0.027  0.027  0.027 0.009  0.304

Kl 0269 0.046 0.046 0.046 0.016  0.403

WA 0239 0.060  0.060  0.060  0.027  0.340
#0707 0361 0361 0361 0229 0.380

KT 0569 0153 0.153  0.153  0.062  0.169
MAEIT 0.530 0220 0220 0220 0.128  0.234

Cr 3  0.193  0.047 0.047 0.047 0.022  0.052
BRIT 0369 0117 0117  0.117  0.060  0.127

K 0365  0.106 0.106 0.106 0.051  0.116

WA 0527 0280 0.280  0.280  0.194 0292

KT 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000

Se  MMEIL 0.028 0.028 0.028 0.010 0.010 0.082
WA 0.008  0.008  0.008  0.001  0.001  0.069

KT, 0.727 0.684
Ni BRI 0.266 0.194
KM 0.338 0.293
] 0.148 0.102
Sb KT 0.033 0.002

TENIFISHK FRHEAR I3 T 2K~ V IR A — A hrifE R .

2.3.2 HETREEVHE BT K bR HETET 3K 2
SR, Cu 1E S IR FXTIAT T KK TRtk
BB bR, 00 S ek T 2R AR R Ny 48.1%,1H
TT~TIT 2 7K A 4 8 s 20 ARG B8 22 AN 8 A, B v b
6.7%, 54 0.Cu 75 B dson) 22 4 (B HCs [
W2 62.8%, Ho At Ui I A 100 55 BT — 3, M AR 2 AR
43.2%~88.7%, J& T 7K JUbs HE B b R 5K, HCs AR
SREG AT DL H, Cu AT K AR HE X AR 477K
Az AR A @ WUE B N Zn R Cd 5 Cu ff L AL,
Bt Zn E SRR T RAKBEARE N 59.9%,
1~V 7K AR AR BN B AR, 5 R RN 16%,
KK 0.Zn 7RO 22 4 BIE HCs (bR
A 64.4%, HoAth Ik A B B0 — 3 HCs bR
By, Zn AT RRUEAS 2 ARG K AR AR AR S
LA AT K FObR e A SOE T In™;Cd 5 Zn F
Cu 10— BOE ™ He F1 Ni 15 Cu.
Zn FI Cd #H J , Hg 7E S AR b T 280 1T 287K
PRUE bR ™ B AR [l 7E 34.9%~55.6% 2 [H] .5
Hg X % ik 2 4= B AR 2 26%0~49.6% 2 1],
v R Az Sk (1 il My U B | A € A e v e
BRI K Heg R AR MK Hg BA R4
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W S O 2 K IR 8 PR B B A AT K b
T2 [ N ARG RR R 4 2 WK AR A7 AE “ AR
P17 IS AR TROFH 7K Y8 M S5 7K A T 80 P s H
(ITITZAE AR A 1 A s 2R 15 2 4 ) (L A 2R — B AT
FRUEE NG BRI BRI RIBIRTHE] R 7K b
1 PR 1A R s e A 38 v 122 4 B HC s 78 - I3 1)
bR, 5 Hg —BUMTHHEAAE “E R A,
APGE 5. Ase Pby Cr. Se. Sb A & it ik 44
AT b R B 6 5 2 A B A HE b e 4 R — 35 I

IrpriEG .
2.3.3  BUATAKFARMEAREE BT BUAT A bR

S JAAAR 1 Dy B8 55 2053 8 00 T 7K AR A A0 N A
A JRE PR S e 5 A B i, ek N A A B B R %2, T 27
Zy5 9 61 Cu A Zn, KRN X4 R
hy R AT SO IR [ K AR 23S R G In) ™ L W) 2 R
PE SBT3 N BB OR AP X 5, s K AR S
RERY . LL Cu R Zn N, =% B S AT MLAR S5
7 iy T 06 T IR 90 3R (H 2 LR R A2
A BT T BN A 4 A A R 5, 7 2 R g 7,
L H IR 2009 K AT Zn AR R A KA EY)K
TR 120pg/LU O T AR A AR fi HE S e A
26000ug/L! T LU K A Bt Zn Uz
T T AR Cu X LRSI T 1 — AR A2 e,
283 MR 1R K 22 B0 S Bh W) £E TR 6 P RE RS 2R 32
WSE I Cu.Cu X FLEN I f b B e il T
PR 73 T D R 2 — R L S A () R A — 2 Re 8
fREREM ARG T Cu RewCaE L 2,
AR Z BYrh Cu WA AR Cu X KA
AR UM R I LB 10~100 £%, 82K 2K
1000 A5 S0FT402, Cu 51044 Y R SR 3L 45 4 LT
oy T I FEA AW BT 004 A iy oo A R
B N BT AR 73— TR P R 52 3 ol £ 2 1R B 2
R

3 Hit

3.1 MRS 8 B R AL A 2 KU &5 SR W,
KA A W) 5% T 4 J v Y BN P S 1) A A XU
H,Cu Al Zn 5B U IR AR 25 RS 4 e vy S
Cu 7RI RS2 Je ik 77.8%, (LT3t
s XU B 1A 19%. Zn 8 BT 37 4 Hh MR e g £
IR R B AL, 20 O 65.2% A1 11.6% . Ni fEKT

Wik Hg FEERVIRIR . Cd 7E 8 idk LA & Cr {E i
TA] AL XU g5 R 20 A 65.8% - 52.7% - 40.3% Al
26%.Se~ As Fll Sb 7575 sl A= 25 KBS K.

3.2 A MR A AV VPN T 4 A1 A5 oK fA
I 22 A B HCs(12PE 73 ) A 2 45 S22 W, Cu,
Zn. Ni. Pb. Cd. Hg. Cr [K{E & K44k i bx
R, e Cu Al Zn X 7K A A4 e o U, Cu 7
AR IR B ER RIS 88.7%,Zn AE H AT
Fr#ik 3] 64.4%.Se. As F1 Sb £E % sl i br g o
BB,

3.3 BRAMEAR 73 AVE PR ERAT 7K STAR VRN 22 4>
H HCs bR R O LR 45 R I Cus Zn A1 Cd 7E
UK AR T AR 2 IRV A v AL TT 2R AT 7K b
HE AR 3 BB bR IATAREAEAE “ ARG B
G RO TR AT F5E 0™, 3 5 K AR A AR S %
SR 448, As. Pb. Cr. Se. Sb B THx
HEIE HH Hg AN R KT bR A 1500 5 5
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