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Abstract ; Ecological risk assessment of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) in sediments is an important issue to protect the ecosystem. However,
there is no generalized method for such assessment so far. Based on PAHs concentrations in surface sediment samples of the Pearl River in Guangzhou
section, we applied the equilibrium partitioning method, the species sensitivity distribution method, and the probabilistic risk assessment method to
characterize the ecological risk of PAHs in the river sediment. Results showed that the ecological risk of PAHs in the sediment was dominated by the solid-
liquid phase partitioning process. By comparing the results of different methods, a procedure for assessing the ecological risk of PAHs in sediments was
established as follows. Firstly, the distribution of PAHs in the sedimentary phase was transformed into the pore water exposure concentration distribution
using the equilibrium partitioning approach. Secondly, a suitable ecological risk assessment method for water pollution was selected to meet the actual
needs for following assessment. In the analysis of toxicity data, the chronic toxicity data should be used first.

Keywords: sediment; PAHs; ecological risk assessment
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Wi59%(Ma et al. , 2010; Kannan et al. , 2005). H
T PAHs = 8 PR 09 REAE, Qo e B 3F 4 0 A 9 v
PAHs FYAE 25 U it WA U E 2 H RA
PSR S AB DAFEXS K A5G o PAHs 9 XURS PEAf K
ZAEPTEMAFIK ( FBK) JZE T SHIUBAE (Ik)e)
PAHs 4 XUBS: PFAf J0) LA 7 BRL 09 2 PR PEA R 32, k=
WERGE 5T (Wu et al. , 2011 ;Yang et al. , 2006;
Wiz 4% ,2006 3 77 %5, 2007 5 4F %6, 2009) . i1 T
DURRY 5 e WAl A7 S AR W 300 1 52 2= 1, &
B AR ARA AT H T A 1l DR IR 5 254419 PAHs
IKARTORR Y A5 7 . [RIEE, HAG 2 R
USEPA ECOTOX ¥#i E PAHs AE W) #¢ AT 2 £
X KRR BE I 7, 2558 b, DR Th RE R AR ) B
FH B A TR KR RIFLB K Y PAHS 33Xt #d
S B PAHs TEGURR ) [ AH-7K A7 (FLIRIK ) (8% B 43
BC 5 ZR AT, T H AT 23 BCASE Y v oK B A M i
PR bR R S SEXfERUER T 2L T YA Y PAHs 75 4
B UEARDER 22 | E TS O 7 IKURS: TP 1) PR .

BIRIC AR G — MUY PAHs T i B
TR A 512, 1HL [l A b 2 38 A X — STl 1 K
AR, B ZFUTRY PAHs A2 28 XK AN
7 i AAEAL G RO DX EAIG {5 (ERL/ERM)
(B E5 45,2008 ; Long et al. ,1995; Ji M % %,
2008) Fi - # & i X [E] H{E R ( MERM-Q)
(McCreadya et al. ,2006; Long et al. ,1998) , L1 & H
A FE B AT I AH - i 43 B 72 ( Rogers ,2002) \— 2k
DU ¥ o & 3L v 5 (CBSQGs ) (%t &7, 2011
MacDonald et al. ,2000 )  # 3% X 56 3 4 5 ( Leung
et al. ,2006; Carrigera et al. ,2006) FN¥)FhUEEEE 53
AR (T4 2011) 45, (B H AT R ZE0E M
D7 AN LR o3 A 45 2R DLE VeS8 s 22 PR T
afifift L —Fp oy AR AN BB A A2 T A PE M 4518
T BT LR B ITH).

AW ETET A A SR/ LR 5 B iy
WU PEAS 5125, T LABRTL) T M BR 2T PAHS
il USEPA ECOTOX HIHi 4 7K Az A W18 1 7 1k
Bt Bl 255 0 T AR T A7 73 T 125 R0 ) o AR
AT A 2R RS R AR AU Y o PAHs 1Y
A SIS HEA T PEAY. 38 A S AT 25 Rl PN 5 SR T S
PERTTENL S, WA DG TT ik R AT TR FIMB T, 45
S G AR X BT PAHSs (942 28 K
R b I7 ik, LU 36 TR Y PAHs 45 i bk i 1Y
T 5 AU A PR S A A

2 HFZEF i (Research methods)

2.1 REHFHF B

H AR R i PAHs XU EAT PR E80A
WAL . — AR 3 PAHSs X 7K A= A 8 1500 1 7K A1
Jo WL 5% AL W B BE W JE ( Predicted mno  effect
concentration in water, PNEC_ ) f4ZEF0M ) TR
TCVLEEAK N 45 vk B (PNEC, ) , I 3T PNEC_, i#
A1 AR R AiE , DA I AR 25 KU 3415 U ( Technical
guidance document on risk assessment, TGD) A{t 3
(European Union, 2003; ¥ F}Z1%% 2011; Hampel
et al. , 2007) ; ZJEARIE 2 41 TP 17 73 B A LA AL
UL W) 7K #H PAHs % #% ¥ B 4> fii ( Exposure
concentration distribution, ECD) , # 1M i5E i TR
Prvh PAHs RS 3500 X5 7K A 2R W 10 A= 28 KU D)
AH-F i 43 B 7 ( Equilibrium  partitioning approach ,
EqPA) M AR 3 (BRI %5, 2009; T 8%, 2007
Rogers, 2002). 7= SCH| R (7% B 50 ik th i F
o ELA VA XUR: (1 PAHS , SR 5 X0 26 H 9 PAHS 43
SR P b i A T AR KRS . — J2 S 1 ) A B
A 15 (Species sensitivity distribution, SSD) 4 &t
PNEC,,.., JFHR4E EqPA T18&H PNEC, , )5 R
(EIEIFTIA SRR ISR TR PAHs XU #E4 T
TERALRAE; 75 —FhOr W B e 5L T EqPA f T
FPK A PAHs B85 W 2 70 A1, iRl PAHS-ECD Al
SSD N7 ME AR 43 A AL AT SE A5 Hh U
PAHs (A28 KU 6, 5 2 X0 3 M A s 72 11 1
SERIEATXS LG, I A PR 5 1 22 5.
2.2 HAEHRE
2.2.1 FFEAKF  LL2010 458 HERYLT M EL 24
AWK (8] 1) B3R 2 DR PAHSs i {8 o 2
filf, 4T PAHs Z2 88 AR Hr. R AR 78 A4~ Wi
TR 1 DRIZUURIIRE FRILS g DURRIAE S 5
g WWALIE A, 78 0 1R B Y &) IR FR B 43 3
AFE 80 mL $2HUH (V(Z &P HE) « V(NER) =
1:1) A KA 40 CAHHL3 K. AEPURIEZE 5T 2
Bikkddl, L &P be/ IE e (V/V =3/7) BBk
JUE, W B e R Tz vk A, I TE b E 4551 0. 2 mL.
e AL 5E S TR AL i Thermo AR €438 - 5T
T ( GC-MS) #EAT R, W1k B E Jy 35 C, PR FF 1
min, ) 30 °Cemin "' 73] 150 °C , LA 10 Comin ' T
#1290 °C A5 15 min. B TR B HZIRIE |
PERE MRS D0 25 15 3 531 B 5 O 230,280,250 ,300
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% 33 %

°C. YURL Y 3 5 Ar 110K 48 28 B G T 0 R A
66.83% ~ 117. 57% 2 6], A0 X} by e 22 3. 2% ~

8.6%. PAHs S B UIT EiT, 16 FhZHRFFREAY ik
K HBR A 0.03 ~0.13 ng-g ™',
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Fig. 1 Sampling stations for sediments in the Pearl River
SR FHRE YA 3 B 32 X5 AR ) [ AH AN 7K A (LB B b L RHO
7J() ﬁﬁi&ﬁ:j‘% ﬁ, *H _T'Z. @‘g]“ﬁ:}‘@ﬂ 7{:} u mjj %L, fjJ Ijg _T'Z. susp-water water-susp solid-susp 1000 solid

s o O ER TS R HEA B UCRR Y v i s Gt 280 — B
Fis [ J5 E TR R ) B 7K ] ) e B2 38 381 - | - £y
ISFFEAE TATART AH v B Ak 27 ) o 179 2 0 A 3 ok ) =
FETE T A AR o i 2 R A 3 (R = 3 55, 20064
2006b) . A FH K PE EqPA AT 4043 M 4R 2
izt

1)#F PNEC,, i PNEC

3F PNEC,, S5 PNEC,, i B A& 3 72 40 =X
(1) ~(5)Fimx.

sed

PNEC.., = gt * PNEC,ue (1)

RHO, .y = Foitansy * RHO g + F iy * RHO er
(2)
pouap = Focausp * Koo (3)

(4)
gk, =0.81 - 1gK, +0.10 (5)
O, Kpaer M 0 W FT K A TE] 3 B R
(m>m™) , RHO N & FHE (kg-m ™), F,, N a
FE b AP AL E (’m ), F . N LBk
e WORL P i BT i WL (kg kg ™' ) KL, AR
URL b 7K - AR 20 B R B (L-kg ™) L K, A HLBK
S RBC(L - kg™, K, R K- BE 4y it &R 5L
(L-kg™). BESEIRUEMEN F 0, 0.1 m*m ™,
Foerans 0- 9 m’em~’, Fiwy0.- 1 kg- kg™', RHO_,,
2500 kg - m~’, RHO 1000 kg - m ™ ( European
Union, 2003).
2) ULR/KAH PAHs-ECD Tl
ORI KAH PAHs-ECD T893 AR T .

waler
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K,=C/C, (6)
A, € kg 3 I V- 4 i 0B W T A b s e )
(ng-g™"),Cy o EC VA TR KRR (FLBRAK ) Hh
SR E R (pg- L) X T AR A HLTS G4 A
W AR, — M A TET AR AT AL D 32, K I S TIEAR
AP (f, ) SAPLIR D BCRE(K,,) 3R,
AR (7) Fros. B, GURY) sk A AL W) B
A AR PAHs ¥R BT 3R = (8).
K, = fuK, (7)
C,=C/(f.cK..) (8)
2.2.2 FEHE WKV EREERE,
M USEPA ECOTOX %44 % ( http ://cfpub. epa. gov/
ecotox/ ) P HUK A= A= W) 8 T R4 N e JEE ( NOEC)
PRI R A AR K AR AR S R G AR 77 3 F 94,
TR e WA YA B h e
10 ~ 15 AR LY, 6 15 H 9 e K R SSD
BRI HC (5% 1 b 52 31 52 0l B %8 Ly 19 e )
SSD H £ n] 4 o — i R AR A ek K, iy AR S FE B
MHRAT 1 B U8 RIVB0A 2ok A T X A0 i
FREAS | JH R A 312 0 A 19 2 0 () R4, 2009)
SSD {2 Ak E 1% S BEAE T 005 pR BRI S H, 5 UL 1Y
WEKF8E lg-normal | Ig-lgistic | lg-triangular M
Burrlll % ( Shao,2000; van Straalen,2002; Wheeler
et al. , 2002). A Burrlll 434 E B X 22 P20 PR 10
B RFPERAT  HA MR IR VR0 BT 7Y 2 1 R 5 XU 3
W ARMEHERF S R T AR A7 58 28 B Burrl 1T 434 1K
SSD 45 PREL (CHFF A 2011 ; FLAFRER S, 2011 ;
X R AE,2009; FEI4E,2009). Burrlll sRELH) S50
TN
v
[ ()]
Mk ¥ T I 95 KBS, Burrlll 43 4 7] 28 4k
Reciprocal Weibull AT .

F(x) = exp(—%) (10)

A x AR b e k.o B % HREINSEL
2.3 MRS &%

2.3.1 FMEFE  RI{EE (risk quotients, RQ) &—
ol iy AL ARSI JXURS: A 1%, ik HO A R R TR
MEEPES B AE TR B —FP PAH B XU 7, 8
# RQ > 1 MAL& Yool g BAT W A6 i A4 8 XU
(Hill et al. , 2000; F+H55,2007). RQ 115 77k
.

F(x) = (9)

RQ = EXP/TRV (11)
A EXP AR WKL (ng-g™") , TRV N THNES %
H(ng-g™") , 35 P HC— Bk PAHs [ {5 200 e B
{& ( Consensus-based threshold effect concentrations,

TEC) , BAA W3 1 ( Weinstein et al. , 2010).

%1 —H% PAHs BEMLIRER

Tablel  Consensus-based threshold effect concentrations of PAHs

consensus- consensus-

PAH FffA based TEC ~ PAH Hifk based TEC
/(ngg™") /(ngrg™")
Z5(NAP) 176 FI[a] B (BaA) 108
JEHMi (ANY) 5.87  Jai(CHR) 166
J& (ANA) 6.71 #It[b] ¢ B (BbF) a
%5 (FLU) 77.4 HI[ k] P8 B(BKF) 240
JE(PHE) 204 ZIF[a] tE(BaP) 150
E(ANT) 57.2 Eqi)“’z’ 3e, d] 200
P (FLT) 423 A9 [a,h] B (DBA) 33
(PYR) 195 %[ g,h,i]dE(BPE) 170
2.3.2 #ME%

1) BeGHEA o0 i 4k 3503 AR 38 00 A i 4&
2 DAFE PR ECHE 19 22 AR 0 A eR EIOR s G ) 2% i Tk
AN R (S R 4 A R BB, LA E 15 549
MG A I 4R i Ze sl T & 40K T
T i VA JRE R M I S B (O A% (R B T R
IROLFN 2 B8 MBS 2 (6] 19 ¢ R (Wang et al. , 2002;
Liu et al. , 2009).

2) MEAR 9 B pRBCH B T AR N R R VR R
BEPERCI A3 2% B it 48 T W] — AR bR iR R DA
R I3 28 5 VAR T R e BRSPSt R i
B DA A 3 B il 26 8 & 30 o i T AR OR &
WXt K A A= W 59 KUK ( Wang et al. , 2009; Yang
et al. , 2009).

3)EAAWEE L RAWE R EE TR
w1

MOS,, =SSD,,/ECDy, (12)
AKrf,SSD,, K SSD 1 e v RFMEZE R 10% X 1 1Y
BRI (ng- L"), ECDy, b 2% 55 R B 43 A1 it £ v
SBMER R 90% Xt I 1Y R EE VR FE (ng- L") MOS,,
INT 1 $E 7R M KA AR IR E A IR TE S, R T 1 5%
BH A T B & IR (Solomon et al. , 1996).

4R B RBUR 0 1 Ml — A R
BV A E Ry 2 S A8 5 AT 30CT 2 4
A () TSR R AR R A T AL R A
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¥

33 %

TR Uk B UK AR R ) NOEC I ME% p, 1158 A
EWoE
©r Crans
p= fo[ . fl(CPAHS)MNOEC)dNOEC]deAns

(13)
— GO T, R OT I, S AR I R
O RICEZS 73 A , 7T A5 R 0 Y HE 4 5% B2 eR B3R
IR, BEMRTAA T 575 2 XU AL AR ).
5)REMER AL H FE B 55K
SR ECD, [RIES L SSD 4575 B (1 HAAE (i S il
T A AR A Y AT REAILIURE | 7R B 1Y AR 7K
W25 T ECD 55 SSD BB A, AT F 345
15 YK AR AR S AU R/, S R B 2 H i
XU PP v 8 BILAA: R0 AS 8 2 P T R A A8
22— AU S R SR FH IR DA RE Ao A1 118 R B
FL A A ok 15 481 1T B8 B A9 B 4 ( Salgot et al.
20006).

3 Z5R(Results)

3.1 UM A AT oF i 26

MRYEZC (1) B X BUTRY T PAHs R
Wi, dh A o 28 2 SRR I [ a ] BEAE R AR
FES (2L EREAR) X B R F 1, H4y PAH
AP XU B ASCAE A S RE S 1. Rk, O 1 2%
%5 EEFNZRIF[a] BEIX 4 FhvEs e AU B iR ik — 45 F
15 KU PFAf
3.2 SSD #h & WA

M USEPA ECOTOX HH 15 e B ZS 2 BB AR
JE[a] TERZK A A2 %) NOEC {8, 5% FH M 1) 37 556 35
Blaf A Tl BF 58 41 23 ( CSIRO ) 2 43t % 3 35 4K 1
BurrliOZ 1.0. 14 X% SSD MiZe#k ATl & , %A S8
TR 2.

&2 47 PAH 2{FK] SSD G S H
Table 2 SSD parameters of 4 PAHs

PAHs A <k S

e Burr Il b =12555.222 ¢ =1.444 k. =0.271
% Burr Il b=77.806,c=0.683,k=2.458
H Reciprocal Weibull ~«=12.673,8=0.714

#It[altE Burrll b=13.452,¢=0.949, k=1.575

4 FhZ IR IF X TR YRR SSD 484G i £ U %
2. R, 5 TF [ a ] EERIEERY SSD Hh£R 4B , imi
2 B PAH BARATLG IhZR R3NP 2k i 3%
OIS E R [a] B (5 B) RIEE (4 ) I 22, 2 (3

) JEr 28 (2 30) 19 SSD e & fe Ay, USRI
RIAIR, X F 4 B PAHs BYPECE 2 — 2.
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Fig.2 SSD curves for all the species to 4 PAHs

3.3 HFHpEAEMN

MG IF i A F 2 %F HC, 4b B2 45 PNEC,,., =
HC,/AF(AF =5) , P4 TGD % )y kit 545 i
AR PNEC, (£ 3). W LIE 1, 25 PNEC_, %
I8, AT [ a ] ey , R WITORRY) o [F] S50 BE T 280
IK A A= W S e R T TR a ] EESE R R AR
[ AR AR EC (6) ~ (8) FEN. 24 BT VM 43 BC A AU >
FLAEL PAHSs 78 TR [ AH-7KAH (FLBRZK) i 43 i
I FERAG B LB K PAHs R ER IR EE /37 .

£3 47 PAH #{kf) PNEC,,,

Table 3 PNEC,,, of 4 PAHs

HCS PNECmuer PNECse«I

PAHs . o IgK,, -
/(pgL™0)  /(pgL7) /(pgeg™)

% 5.881 1.176 3.35 17.564

Vil 21.803 4.361 4.18 293.533

5 7.537 1.507 5.00 464.048

FIlaltE  2.153 0.431 6.35 1639.918

3.4 & &RAE

3.4.1 ECD,,/PNEC,, ¥ E# X o4 IR
Y PAHs 282 E 5 PNEC,,, BRI EXT PAHs X,
Bk 4T AE. X F 3 < 1gK,, <5 WI¥I R, PEC,,/
PNEC_, H(E S 1 17 HA X T 1K, > 5 M# 5,
HHAES 10 ST A, BXOR W T 1gK,, >5 WY
TURRA R R A0 R e i, Xof 2 9 i 3 AT, IR,
I 4 5 PR R UE ( European Union, 2003). A XE
HEARAFAKAE RS AU /N, AR S B R A S R 2T
) PAHs ¥, FII A Crystal Ball 11. 1 #1454 ECD_,
G347, HEAT 10000 R BEPLIURE , 7E 95% 15 KT 4%
PRI ECD,,/PNEC,, i 5 (E AR 40 A (1] 3).
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SGEMLOR 25 2 WA a ) B0 ECD /PNEC,,  FIREMEAR S, A B 45 56V HOoR U, I B o R B 42 o)
FES> A 5 30 1.70.0.78.,0. 93 F10.69, 1 H5ife. tbAh , AR AR T [ a ] 26 10 R (E PF A Ao o ik
HRT 1 BRI HN 94. 1% 9. 5% 34. 6% F FiZ 10, MIFGH 51 & 0 W7 XU A 2 /N, JLF- 7]
0.47% , AT 4 Fl PAHs KU HE R KB AIME U . DL ZBEANTT.

ZESTE > 5 > HIF[al 8. Z551 Kk AR A A5 KU (1)
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Fig.3  Frequency distribution of hazard quotients for PECsed / PNECsed

3.4.2 LI /K PAHs X[ HE & & AE 0 e o i 7 30 5 RO ABE 3 ) Sl L AR B At

DS R kg R RIEALBUK S 4% PAHs BUBCEBER AT ZE (18] 4) . BRE R
PAHs ZeEa W BERLI 0 A, AREPE RIS 1) RBR 0 A7 IRERAGOE B S 135 Qe AR 25 XU R/, il 45
PRECHRE AL bR 15 Y W) B e BE O AN RER M R 3 A, XUBS: /N (Wanger al. ,2002) . A H AT
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Fig.4 Joint risk probability curves for 4 PAHs
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3) LWL R FIH Matlab 2010a 14
T i M R R AR S T M B 1 B R A R, S L
A3 HT PAHSs X 7K A Az 0 9 IXURS: K /IN s 5% 25 Tk
i 2 RN F SO 2R SR [ — A AR &R, SR A Matlab

081 f’
0.6 i

041+

BRWER

/ — B

b | — — B

0 A l 1 | |
10 15

5
1g[PYR/(ug-L™")]

2010a HHTiHEEES, WK 6 Fias. 28 25 BERIAETT
[a]l ®EHY SSD,, 43 Jill A 54.609  33. 495 8. 462
3.186 ng-L~", ECDy, 53 % & 28. 830.3. 676 2. 396
F10.088 ng- L', X [ f MOS,, 43 %1 77 1.894 |

1.0~

0.8 f

0.6[ {

R

04 J

02

1g[FLU/(ug-L M)
s d IRl

0.8
06 |
o4 |
| — FEEER
02+ h — — BHmRE
N I ! ! |

=5 0 10 15

B

5
Ig[BaP/(ng-L ™)

El6 4% PAHs RFRENFHBENRRIHIL (a. Z5;b. ;e 16;d. FIfF[alth)

Fig. 6 Cumulative distribution curves of exposure concentrations and toxicity data for 4 PAHs (a. NAP; b. FLU; c. PYR; and d. BaP)
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9.112.3.532 f136.097, 0] 1 4 F PAHs JXUBS K/ MHE
PR 28> > 20 > AFF[a] . TA WEB KT 1,
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iz Matlab 2010a X} 4 ' PAHs JTFR 4 7K A %% 5 v
FERR KA A NOEC M1t — B AU 15
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Fig.7 Distribution of hazard quotients for 4 PAHs
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Table 4 Comparison between results about different risk characterization methods of PAHs

JRURS: FAE 7 1% LR RS HE HEFP R 4

T BB MR I 2k 145 E 238 1 6 A

BRI R2S ZESW > > A [alth (HAFRIERRRE)

3 25 3 PRI A AL 0. 206 (%) ,0. 146 ( %) 0. 159 -
A (H£) F10. 042 (23 [a]3F) MR A A

s E LR MOS10:1.894 (%) 9.112( %) 3. 532 () MOS10

e B % 136.097 (HIE[a] ) (SSD10/ECD90)
MER 2% 7 R U . 0. 09471 (%), 0. 01036 (%) . 51> 5 > A [a] i ECD > NOEC fyHf %
Bk 0.01961 (1) M12.40 x 107 (HHE[aldf) =77 A —mBUY)
T A% USRI > 1 BAER 2. 98% (7£) 0. 30% KGRI > 1 AR
Iy Ak (%5).0.78% (E£) M 0% ([ a] ) (95% BI5E)




552 78

i

il

¥

33 %

4 1318 ( Discussion)

4.1 FUHEEMGET T ERF

T REE RO R R, B e E IR R R
BN A e € IV LIPS RN 2 €7/ Uik i1
TS YLD 18 M BRI B A A T VR W R A A SSD
R B 5K TR, VF 22 F 5 A8 R T35 5 3R A% 1Y
201 B 5 ( Wheeler et al. , 2002; Wang et al. ,
2008) . {H PAHs 7E P58 Hp UG B K Bisf ] 22 585 %) A=
BRGEEMEW  F R, 48 P 7 1 Bl B 0
PR A SEBR I G ( £ EPSE 2009 ; Duboudin et al. |
2004 ) . SRR EAR X TE 5 5 15 3, LA Rl
VAIRAS T PAHs B9 KUK (35 F121 4, 2011; Maltby
et al. , 2005). BRI, 7E % SSD 2 B f -3 OIS 4
BEVERICHE , G HORR A T Sk s O T
U AP R . B S0 1 T BB e R 2 A1, SSD
PXPEHE 09 B A 2K, B AT A 45 i TR
10 ~ 15 P REPLERE R L REAT B 41T o A 2K, it
I 25048 S 8 F2 5E ( Wheeler et al. , 2002; Vega
et al. , 1999). KUt , 38 4 3 AE (14 4005 50008 1 B o 42
HIFE 10 ~ 15 A, Kidliid 2 21 HC R/ IR AU
TS ] 5 B8 o /0 D0 DA HERf 48L& SSD il £k,
ST GE 25 BB RN A5 R 4 7 ok B 4 v (B
45 2011 ; Stockwella et al. , 2002) . ASBFFFE H 1)
VR B P e ST R A

XA SSD fhZ R GE Iy ik e i ml s, H Rl
WEA B IE I SSD J& Tt — g i 28,
e, A AR U5 D7 BRI ST b Bl . H A 32
H 3 oy ik okt AT SSD fh £k M . S Bk
( Parametric method ) | 3F Z 0 5 BUKE 5 ¥ ( Non-
parametric bootstrap method ) A1 - Bt A [7] 15 3%
( Bootstrap regression method) ( Wheeler et al. , 2002
Duboudin et al. , 2004 ; Jagoe et al. , 1997). 57 %
W, A SR PR A 09 B B S S S 80 Y 4 R A
B, lg-lgistic A1 BurrlIT 43 Fe A0 B8 35 A FH Ok X 45040
HEFTGETT AT 5 1T A0 2R 2 B0 A BE X BUHE A T AR 4
ARG T LA FH A 2 80 BURE J7 v B IR [
JH4% K ( Duboudin et al. , 2004 ; Hose et al. , 2004 ;
TRANATAE,2009) . AHTSEE L Burrlll 73 FE A5 2 X0
BRI A TG, AR HETR B EURE U5 )
1Z R AT 3R 2 1g-normal #57 {H 1g-normal #%
RUBCH B oA o T 1] 51, S B A BOR K % id
PR, HAD G 25 R P A W] {5 M 37 ( Newman

et al. , 2000). ¥ FHEUAF (2011) RAEWE T lg-
normal lg-lgistic F1 Burrlll 3 4Bk 750 % 5 5504
AL ROCR  TERT Burrl 1T B B4 19 4006 801 i
e, RPEK. XM T Buredll #5278 His & 24, R,
XPECE LA RCRAR LS. B ET BurrlIT LAY £ g A /D
WFSE RGN, HAE— 2 (5] 5 00 PR 458 XURS: DF A 1 4 77
TELUR 08 KU 37 o A% vp S 4 T s P 2145
2011 fLAEER A, 20115 X R 4%, 2009; FEDAE,
2009).
4.2 B RAETT AT

VE R s i 8 (0 IRV R AE J7 125, B (VL (RQ) 3R
TS RBO RS, R4 8 fi gl , A g —1
JAUBSRE 32 (8 8 T, PRI AS g XU A 3 >k i R
IAE AR /D st R 4T U A ( Brain et al.
2006 ; 2000; Verdonck et al. ,
2003) . H i p{EIA B 33 1 D — o 7B, ok
Y TE TG Y R T Ik — 2D AT KU A, AT B
it A S XU PE B

AR XU, ZRAE W) J2 A% G2 A 285 KUK 1A Y AP SE
T R VPN AR P He b f A S RN
B U AR IO G 70 A B 38 2% 8 pR . MR
J32 RVEICER 5 1 L 2 P ) 2 R A N B T R A
I 4 1Y) o S TR S i RAE A 28 XU 19 AH X
RN, AT D B Wi AN ] 95 G U 1) R/ 6 2 fH
e 380 g DR AR AR 2 — > B M, JF B i b Y
WER T (R B4, 2011 %%, 2004; WY
4, 2008) . SN, HE R A T AR B E T
B MR I 0 3, BRI MRSt AR RE 45 1
&7 B AT L (H AR DU B e 1 AN [ v B IX
() AN DTS 52 7 J3E A 0 A o 18 Wi 937 O %, DAY T IR 5 MR
SR 2R 58 FH T 1A 2R 0 P L 38 ( Brain et al. s
2006 ; Solomon et al. , 2000; Qiao et al. , 2006). %
A [ (B T8 ok B AR % R 0 A AR 0 A Y
B R SO KDy, B3 ik He e o3 A i 2 ml LA
IERURI ARG /A RS NER i 0 2 Rt 7 i UF 172
HAERMUMEAREESEEAAMER XL
(Solomon et al. , 1996). F|FH —H I/ 11H Z &k
JE it LCs,/NOEC HYMEREC 73 U, 35 T4 i
e (2 85,2009 ) . {H — 8 B4R 5 2, o Hox)
WE 9% 8 R B0 3k =X 0y SRR &, R 8 B 1g-
normal PREGHEATITE, R, 1g-normal pRETHEL & 2R
(DI 25 4 2 b 25 52 W DV 45 2R ) A . T (AR
SRR Ak B 5 Tk B R A M RN B 0 K T b

Solomon et al. ,



2 4 SO PR ST DU h 2 3057 R i A 28 KU PP 5 553

TR FE(RQ = 1) B XU, [F] B 75 73 A1 b KR ) i
P LARE R AGATIE B KU DA 5 1 0
HRE i BRAE £ D BULF 0 A (41 1g-normal 1 1g-
Igistic) . MEAb, i 3 fiF Bl 5 47 R IS A DL RE B KBRJE
Hs D KSR HR A AN B 5 1, DA 45 2R B AN 2
Phad T L o SO A R R, D s S R
W7 IR IR A TR B fifp B 00 T S g 45 2R PR
SERATE S B | R R w ).
MAEHIBCR KRG A AW IR LA T
PR ARRL RS XU HE Py 25 2R (R 7k Z R BEA N AE
WK A A 22500, RO 45 R 3 MR BB AR AR R 22
St J7 1k Z A 22 53 ] LUMCASBIE T XU - 9 45 2
XFECA A b R (R (TR AR 25 o £ oA i
FIHE 325 32 R B8 T 5 7 1T DR AR A Ry s M R AR V5
TG , 1122 4 v 38 B (L 0 | MR 3R 2 2 o B RR 23 1 A
PR (LM 38 A 32 0 R LAV 8 7 B R ARk Y . 7 1k
FAETE AN B AR A5 4 1) XU 1 P 48 R — 2L
EURE 3205 1 B EAAR XU /N U 2% AN R T AR 1
FAERKE , A BRI AL ISR —H

TR AEXE LB ST G Wy Ik G th 2k 22 18] i 40 Gl 22
SR AR08 A5 T DX 95 G ) b S A 2 I B
JUEE, th TR AT BN T DL 5
T AT T BTG Y KU AR . B S HE A i 2
PARTRF Y 12 )l S T G e RE N E R ) e < ]
FRAGTH 5 RS T5 G Wy dE A AR R e, JCHGE 595
PR 2 A O H i Ts O R Ok,
M REE FbR5 Y Fh 28 0934 22 | Ab PR3 RS 258 T
Wit 5 A AR O3 20 5 1) AN A o R i — 2 BR A T A
PP R B UERR 1. AHXE T 58 PR AR T7 1, B R
BRRICRR v 0 TR (AR 38 00 A1 A5 ) A 25 2R B S
A BT SR 45 2R m] LU 31, R FME 3 5 2 pR %
FROP T3 T A AL 38 1 T T (LM 48 70 A R A
ARG R. IR 22 5 2 B ol TR ek RO vk
TEHL lg-normal PREGHA T, B4 U6 BERUCR A
TSR RISAEAL. F L)L B SR 4% B ek B A 53
TR AT DRG0 0 L (B2 PRIH R ROCR A 52
RIS, A5 XS A D7 ik A0 Bk i B i Y
k5 pis.

x5 NBRYMPEHRFTRESKERIERELE

Table 5 Comparison among risk characteristic methods of PAHs in sediments

W &7 o B EEE
it firip Bl R S A LR B
WARRMAS I AR e i e L
BEREEREEAE AR L B SR Fe SRR
TR T, B e Xt ECD i SSD M4 i T
PR RN, R LT FWR TR R, T Wi e

R o R B KRR T O T30 L KA T

4.3 A E A

AN B T A B KU AN R A A 2
F T X 45 b 45 110 4 B A Al ol R BB = R A 1A
P, TRtk = Fe 408 1 S 0 5090 177 i i 1) ( e S
85 2011 ) . IR XU VA ah 7 AN S 1 43 BT A2 A
XPER AR R IT AN A2 57 DT A AN PR A T
FEPEEE R GA A0 BT IO B ) T SR ST A
R FLB R A A S B AN i E TR AT e R AR Y
HERFAF (BRINAESE | 2007 ; Thig L5, 2011) . 7E T
MERTLT M B R IZUTRY) PAHs 19 Az 28 U o 72
e XU PR B AS B 1 R R T R R R R T
PEECHE XU 8 | XURS: FRAE 5 1k FURE ST i 43 T 2o
L5 J7 L DU RE S PAHSs MR B 5 15 25 45 1
A PAHs % 5 e B 0 AN 2 P | A 5 38 s 386 o

P TSR A T 5 A o, A TS il /N O 3R 24
K AT 2 . BB A9 AN E 1 32 2 e TR Rl AR 9
A 2% S 15 i (Wang et al. , 2002) . AHF 58 F Ay
BEPERAE 4R HT T 18 M2 NOEC, 78— 2 i
R T RIS S SR R . KU SR AR R 22 1]
12255 [ B Bkt 2 b RS T 19 S 1 2
P, ARHIESE L3 T A [R) KU R A0E T v 45 1 &5

7 RCH A T IXURS P41 18 A . % XU VR 11 2
JEANE 4 T 2 LR T 2 B P A B PR Y S — ok
J5. T PAHs A AW s 40N, n] LU i 2 W6k
BRI, B LKAz A W 453l 2 B B 32 BT5 4 0 i

P AR T R % S T TR FLBR K PAHs X 7K
A W) B AR R R RN (0 20 T 5 de Wl it g )
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GR35 | A& 1) TR] 452 ), DR T vl RE AV A
TERILTNBRZVURY o PAHs B A XURS.
T HA DRI AR (FLERK ) F A9 PAHs A fig B3k
YR ABIESE T AR 25 T BE TR ST A o B A
TR IFL IR K Hh PAHSs 7K A= A= W 0 1 42 2 6%
S E LR P AR I JF B AN S T (I R
GEIN PR ) (AR AN T (R AR (1) 35 B AN
SHAE N (S BRI E) S & B EEm
AL RS M. H AT, AR A 43 AR A A R
FMAEA, VP2 RBP4 280, T H 2 2
RUIRBL T A3 2020, L, PAHs 7EDTRY) [ -8 AH
Z 8153 iz T AR AU IR AR 25 2 AR A 58 RIS 3
45 JLASH R M 0 e SR B
4.4 GG AR PAHs K& iF 4 = 7

AT 58 R B3 K B, BUARERVL) M Bt
b 4 B PAHs (& 38R H 51 R g LK
A ARG I i, X S U X PAHs B W FiEAE
FHA . T PAHs 28 T s K Rt K R rpok
#B53 PAHs ¥[8 T U, BB, PAHSs (X LA
WA A e B S L AR L K p Kk A A, R
TURFLER K i) PAHs BEB A= 9 B3 A, Xt
VTR PAHs AU PF A FZK AR PAHSs XUR EAT 1
— N E 22 (Forbes et al. , 1998) . % F /KK H 1)
PAHs ¥R BEA3 AR, 455 A 25 3L AE, B ] 10 200
75 XU HE R 1T PAHs 78 DT[] — A Hh (4 43
Fic 58 ZER A IR A B & 1 (f,, ), DT
PAHs & M5 5 | & 1 A2 248 KU K/ 22 ) 9F:
A BB R, 7 B 57 3 T HLAR W B 2R 4
(K., ) B 43 B AR 70 36 47 4 (1) 52 A A B S 30 i
— 2 1 B PE A ( Qiao et al. , 2008 ; Chiou et al. |
1998 ; Maruya et al. , 1996 ). % 242 % (2006 ) F
TN RIRAK TR PAHS FEAN b i X ERTT = £ I K
TRFZ TR PAHs A 8 R AT V74, & 3™ &
£ PAHs A= 75 KUK 78 BR VT = A N DU 8 b 9F A HF
T, RIS ek B IF R — 8 T BRI, 5 A B
FEE 3. BLAb, £ Fh KU VAN 45 R34 B | BRIT.
TN BT 4 B H AR PAH Bk ZEXbK AR A4
4 RS F i, LU EE AN 2, 2RI [ a ] 26 10 XU e
fik. BOK 4 Fh PAHSs -8 S AH2E AR (H B E P4
B gk, F K, WK O 5 B A R R B A T
A AL B, PRI B SR AR B S8 DA R 2R T [ ]
PP E RS TLENEGE, BRI [a ] i
IR T 28 (R[] BE5 1 £ KBS IR 25,

JLF- ] LA ZBEASTT.

ST, AR F K AR5 Ye P i KU DA, %
TUURRY) 0 5 75 B 5 iz FH AR P-4 53 E V6 65 4 9
T R VR SV I R v TR A T IO RR ) T - AR 5 4
PNEC,, 1Y #fE 3 — B J& BF 58 M 3, 38 & ECD,/
PNEC. #47 RUBS: HE 7 (14 B 56 5 SCHL AN A in ik 77 12
WD), R HURRAS B — AN i R A B E i A
[ TGD KL% 2 G2 4N K, F1 RHO 45440
ZEI0 AR, SR DT EAEE 25 S LR Tl 2o 5
M RS BT R E, U AAR LN, (HiX X
TCIE PR T S R S . I S B A
KF ,E S 2 BT 43 FO R RN DB IS e 2
VI B A A e Al R FL B K 2 8 TR B 43T, AT LA B
H B8 B K R 15 e A 25 KU DF A 7 5 itE A7 1
NN S L Ly (Y4 ] SN = I PSR TTD e R
Pyrit PAHs AR 285 RS PP, #4805 R FH A -
3K T RRURH 28 88 W B2 A e AL S FL B K 2% R
WSS, A BEAT A S PR T SR I K A 15 Yo AR 2
WS PPN Ik HEA T 5 SR04, a0 P H BT DA BE B
A MR M 2 A i, 8 B A A I HE R T 52 R
TEASTALL I (L ARE S oA k. DR SR 1 R R A B R
A, Z R Z AR Z VA S s ) R RUBE 2585 XU
Yk 2R . 7E KRB PR 1 25 A b B AE B
RGE, L5 T 0T R A 85 B SR R, AT DA
U FEA T ORI 9 5 e KU TEA

5 #5i8(Conclusions)

1) ZR538 IR A WE A h 42 0 A 12 A3 2% 13 R
BE ST AR A R RO Ak
FIEAE R T I5 45 R VL M B b
4 Fh PAHs 7] 8 2 1 W AR 25 KU, JH XUBS: R /NHE P
HZE S > 2 > A [a] .

2) VLRWIE A PAHs & B E RS & 1%
FEAE ARG KN [RIEA SR I 2R, T 2 3 B B e
T PAHs 7EUUAR W) [ -WOAH (FLBR /K ) Z 18] 1Y 73 e it
T A BOBE T B e R oK B2 52 M UG P4 25 1 1 1
e

3) XU Y PAHs HEAT A2 25 UG A, 2
WU Je R HAE A 3 FC 20 PAHs DURRUME 28 B8 Wk i
G A A R LI 7K 2% 58 R B 43 A1 5 SSD 1A I o
TEHUE MM R T L 10 ~ 15 SRR, JF R
ST AN R R S RS 2 9 S8 it I ik
HEFERFH Burr 1 20 FCASERY , J5 22 (PR 73k ) e
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