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AV AR R B TR ok TS RFHE S £ S X
ERE AR BT RS B

1FEF & AkZFE(E), b= 100083
2. HEIAF R A SIEA R 0, LA 100085
W #5 B #A:2015-05-27 &8 H#A:2015-06-18 X F H#:2015-06-18

FE : LUALRTT UK ISR G AFE T S i i) 3 4 JZ 0B F ok 15 YR AIE 45 2 25 KU R T /K K8 8 % 125 0 BCR = 0 3R B0k 20 #r
U iR i K HRAE R SRR, 1) FHVEAE Az 2 XU 38 500 0 XU PP A 15 B0 DA S 1 AR 25 KU G SRR W, KR R Z DU P 8ok &%
L 0.018~3.48 mg-kg™" , PHIMEIE 0.974 mg-kg™" , ZH: T TAL T 133 54U RIZVIBI R B LISR A (B4 5) 218, T35
4 0.841 mg-kg™! A TEARIT N LLBUBUT o R (B4 25) ST (B3 &) >TTIEJFA (B2 45) >H M IE S (BL ), b A A 3
AR BRI HE B 23.21% . FE T 3R S8 ek BV A0 A 35 AU A T 21, K T 2% AT B3R J2= (UAR W) rh o 1) v A A4 25 AU A BE R Ak T AR i Ak
(E; “FIME 565) ; (HIET RIS = A5 AU A IR, 2 1) A 25 AUR AR AL T AR P (B JIr o LU BISP 396K 4.80% ) .
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Pollution characteristics and ecological risk of mercury in the surface sediment of
a typical urban river
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Abstract; The pollution characteristics and ecological risk of mercury (Hg) in the surface sediments of Liangshui River System ( LRS), Beijing were
investigated by using the methods including BCR three-step sequential extraction procedure and potential ecological risk index ( RI) , risk assessment code
(RAC). The results show that total Hg contents in the surface sediments ranged from 0.018 mg-kg™' to 3.48 mg-kg™!, with an average of 0.974
mg-kg™!, and most of them were higher than the soil background value. In terms of speciation, Hg mainly existed in B4 ( average content 0.841
mg-kg '), and the contents of the four forms were in the following sequence : B4>B3>B2>B1. In addition, the percentage of biological available Hg was
23.21%. The E; of Hg in the surface sediments of LRS were in high level (RI=565 on average) , however, according to the classification of RAC, the
risk of Hg was low in the studied sediments.

Keywords: Liangshui River; Hg; Speciation; risk assessment

KA WG 2 b ) B A R A3, 4 R BE AR TR
Yrrh, ATRERRAET AW oK A S AE W A P, kT 3

Bl 2205 &R, T 4 5 g R 2 B R B 3R AN B WY EE, 5 B0 B 7 B ( Varol and Sen,
¥ HLZ — (Gao and Chen, 2012; Adamo et al., 2012) . YK AR B & A B sE ) BT ER ) b ) B 4 R
2005) LAY Tl Ui B 4 R TS AL ) SR AR Ml 2 AT RE S FROCORE I B K AR b, Bk 08 78 1 75 L IR Jak
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KA ZS R GLfEFE (Mdegela et al.,2009) . KL, i
S AR DU h A R TS R
(Singh et al., 2005b; Zhang et al., 2010; Sundaray
et al. ,2011).

K — Lt TR B 5 A A R ( Jagtap and
Maher,2015 ; Greenfield et al.,2001) .7k 0% 1 3 % K
HAT R, e — LSS B R A e T3
HZHLRIEHRMESRTR, ERAIEEERN
A WAL 2 A A A 5 1 A ) B A ( Shoham-Frider
et al. ,2007) R T EEHERBINESEITRZ
— HIREE T 2|, 5 # & (Chakraborty et al.,
2014) SRAZLEGURRY) h | i o B ) B ik A 8 2K 51
HoAb KA A=A, I HLRT DLSE ik 28 W i R A FH L
A S A S FILN 2@ 5 ( Greenfield et al. ,2001) .20
THae 50 A H A4 A B 7K A0 7 | S 45 TR 2% 5K
XS B i e FE EEAL, A OR TS Qe — B A 32 G
( Chakraborty et al. 2014 ; 2F %2 e FI ¥G 22 2008 ) . B
B H T &R HEA KR 5K 5 8 A W i, D
T {5 7K DAy 32 A 25 7K R R 3T T i 2 3 T
15 Y.

2/ LK VAS B | 7 FN R e | s e P N o]
RB R AR AR Y L HE K, 2 LAT5 K AR B
IK A AR K S B B A B K 5 2 IO T Tl
(RESCBAE,2015) AR R WA ST AL B s & g
HEA KT 075 YWy 3 22 PR AR SCTF e 1 %K
WRZVORY ok BB I B E SR B wIEA
AESE 4 S AR S fa 1k, HBB e —E BB RO
VORI )5 YL 2 BE ( Singh et al.,2005a) . F I, A8 3
SRR AR S B 1 1) = 2D % S AR Ok (AT
BCR %) #E47 etk R W 58 AR h ok I AFIE 25 B
HI L E s EEAXS BCR Bt Ja #H AT TR h ok IE 25
AYBF 55 #iE ( Chakraborty et al.,2014) , & PN #5432
HAEHAT 4 8 AP TE S WS — R BCR 7
(AN S, 2011 S0 B AE 2015 E5F,2002;
R4, 2008) .

ORI B 4 Jm 1975 Y PP id o A LT LR 0
TEAEZ5 RS 36 £ (Potential ecological risk index) |
ot RFNFEEGE (Index of geoaccumulation) TFLY)
AR B (Sediments enrichment factor) | 75 4¢ 11
far 8 40% (Pollution load index ) 553X JLA Jy % 248 &
AP B UE A R AT I BE A S50 DY T 45 s 1Y
T5 YRR (ARFR B4, 2007 ) . A (8 A SR 00 0 11 T
W5 R A AR A MU PR Bk (#1545, 2015 MUK

ZFEE 2014 BEELE 20135 F A7 A, 2015) X TR
Y 4 8 Y 28 B9 PR AN — R KU DA 48 B0k
(Risk assessment code, RAC) (JF3C ., 2015 ; 2= 33
& ,2013) A SCR W TEAE S XU F8 805 A RAC PF
P X B K T 3R 2 DTAR W v 1 ok 1 5 e 1 0 kAT
VEUT PR PPN Jr A2 G, RRAR S b Je S /K ] 7
T QBRI Sy il G B0 By VA i B A — 2 i B
AR

2 ##l57FE (Materials and methods)

2.1 HREXBEFEFE

AR SR B K T 9 B H: = S O A 5
S UKL FAL R TR B, R B AbE K &, &b
U XA B HEKGE 2 —. K 42 K 53 km, i
BERARZY 815 km?, JE TR, B iR
ZW A& ZTEVR T I BE R 298 590 mm. 50K
T LR F A ALK R D 25 38T T, 3R LAY K
SEFR) K AN KR (B WLARAE 2014 ) Bt Bk T
T AR, A TR TS AKOR B HEA KR, 15
K HR 1 B 4 T R 0 3 ok A% o 4 B A 2 VR T
R EITURYh (BRET ,2011) , B T 5 4 8 X
VIR S, HAe GURA) v s 46 X A ARD 3R 58 s 1, T 7™
i)

BT KK 2R 25 0] 43 A7 1 0 RS Ge 507 &
BRI /KT T30 i T U R R S O E R X
B AR 20 AR AE A (TR 10 S 30 10 )
(B 1) BRI 1~3 SRS T T3 B
Ui, 4~ 10 5 RFFE AT TR UE, 11~20 5 R AL
LTS B S T 2014 4F 7 H TR &, FHANE X
SRFESFTAT 3 VORI R IZ 0~ 10 em WU
R, A A B4 E T AR UKF HTE 4 C MR
I = T R S IR S R R T L 100
H e b, 985 B T [ S48 v s B A7 5 .

22 REF &

TR IAT 26 2 DU b s R A 5 I SR o
e N AL A [ Z AR GB/T 22105.1—2008 B +
B I - BRI - -8 6 1k (7KK AT -
PN, RIMAFIE S % BCR 2 DL IR B i
Jr il BCR = 4RI 59 R n F S (B1 &),
RIA] 524 25 Mok BRER 45 G 28 FTIR IR AR (B2 24%) L B
Fe/Mn P45 575 v A LS (B3 &), BIE LY
KMIRAAS G2 5B (B4 ) 45 S TERESR IR
LR A B EE A S A KT 22 DR
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Fig.1

K FH A AF-610 8 J5 58 656 BE T 5 BT A5
PRI R B AL AR & i AR ST R
(i =T S I P o TRl = T AR 7/ R Tl i 7/ B
(GBWO07304a) K H 4 J& i 7 42 BUE &
(GBWO7438) , LAV /b5 2 -4 il Il Wi 8. 5K B it 1)
[N RS HRITE 90% ~ 117% 2 18] 5 R IE 2553 ) B —
o BRUED) BT IR ISCREAE S 5 (EH Y 81% ~ 110%
Z [8]; FFF BCR $2HUMRICR AL A & fnfn 5
R AH LG, S 2 TR T 85% ~ 105% Z [H].

2.3 WEFH 7 &

AW FER PRI XU 6 75 32, RIS T SR 1Y
A 2 AU VA - T8 7E A= 25 XU 8 50k FLEE TIE S 1
A ZS AU AR - KU EAL 4 B0 (RAC) BT AE BN
574 B0 2 i B 9 Hankanson 2 H 119, % 75 12
FIR TV P EERWE IS RYE He )R
FEVEFI KRN B 4 I 775 Y i U 4 4>
SEVPOT DU 5 s T A AR S A B R 7 k. %

1 FKARESREE

Sampling sites in Liangshui River System

7 R R W Rk 1990) , RISR (45 5 {H
0.069 mg - kg™'; P N7 R £ M 40 ( Hankanson,
1980) . RAC DA 5 S LA AT 2038 hy S i X DT R4
B B AR A R HEA T A, HORE m] 5245 2 K ik 1R R
5578 (B 285) M A RS IRy, JFAR G 5 4
J& S LR AN O AR ) v 6 T 1Y KU 7 R
(Sundaray et al.,2011) . 7% 78 4= 25 WU PF 4 A1 RAC
PR B AR S XU A S5 28 o a2 1 BT,

T HE W) Jo

F1 ESREITFNERS
Table 1 The classification of ecological risk assessment grades
TAEE S KU RAC XUBHTAY

K, WS 1 asaw e o

E;<40 ik Bl<1% o

40<E,<80 g 1%<B1<10% fik
» 80<F,<160 v 11% <B1<30% hag
IS E 160<E,<320 = 31% <B1<50% [

E, =320 R B1>50% MW

D7 DU PR o Rl g R A S KU R B (E,) R
PG B — TG JR A A2 AS KU, O 2 A R VR A

A=A UG T8 £ (RD) R IFAG TR 4 Jm B iR R
HE AR S KU AR SCF SR TS Gt i T IR — H R
A SRS A, e T 5 AR S U RE(E, ) K IF
i TS UL R ( Hankanson, 1980) . HHp oKk 1)
WS E et LS SR T 5 (EZ R

3 ZERE5459#(Results and discussion)

RATREARIFREERABREN S
UK R JZ DUR Y b ok S R a5 8 ok &
WNEE 2 FroR , LAGRAY 4 FRiEA7IE 25 B B G
AT A R R E L A B R Z T

3.1
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B RS R o R BT (B 2) M3k 2 T LR ik i R
UK R Z DU Y b B ok & = 2 fH D 0.974 ogog FHLLME ] FETR L Em
mgekg LG R EMESBARERE o | U0 D000
0.069 mg-kg . BHUK IR ZTRB PR R el 0 PHATDRE
AAATIBES, T CieRRR R e R = L0
BN 186 meeke s PR FUERRTR R B | RN R
IR AR B 0.860 mg - kg™ 5 SR )Z T ;.w 1
B oR & RAR, H(h 0.787 me-keg W Bk 8 D 1L N
FFRETURYhR  EARRE woke ST D e
LTS Y Ny P 2 L T G R T oEl DEUE

2 3 456 7 8910 11121314151617181920

AL 11 BT 13 505, UM 0 R
PRI LR TP

FER

2 RETBYMPEEERLESE
Fig.2 The proportional distribution of different Hg forms in the

surface sediment

x2 RENBRYHERSREE
Table 2 Different forms of Hg in the surface sediment

FIREEHE TR/ (mg-kg™)

WS 75 ~ : ~
Bl % B2 % B3 & B4 % APRGSR REE HEVERBESE
T bl 1 0.030 0.002 0.054 1.78 0.086 2.07 4.19%
2 0.003 0.002 0.064 1.57 0.070 1.64 4.26%
3 0.003 0.002 0.107 1.57 0.113 1.88 5.98%
o T il 4 0.011 0.021 0.029 0.891 0.061 0.975 6.26%
5 0.019 0.022 0.019 0.184 0.060 0.263 22.96%
6 0.015 0.016 0.290 0.610 0.321 1.00 32.02%
7 0.003 0.003 0.054 3.27 0.060 3.34 1.80%
8 0.020 0.019 0.051 0.070 0.090 0.152 58.92%
9 0.016 0.022 0.074 0.105 0.113 0.254 44.37%
10 0.003 0.005 0.007 0.024 0.015 0.039 38.67%
B 11 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.008 0.010 0.018 54.83%
12 0.024 0.024 0.093 0.683 0.141 0.830 17.01%
13 0.027 0.018 0.041 0.112 0.086 0.204 42.09%
14 0.028 0.020 0.123 0.284 0.171 0.455 37.62%
15 0.023 0.021 0.045 0.658 0.090 0.754 11.89%
16 0.030 0.024 0.026 0.374 0.080 0.472 16.94%
17 0.018 0.026 0.153 0.362 0.197 0.631 31.17%
18 0.013 0.023 0.040 0.604 0.077 0.692 11.06%
19 0.013 0.025 0.028 0.242 0.066 0.326 20.34%
20 0.004 0.002 0.057 3.42 0.063 3.48 1.79%
A 0.015 0.015 0.068 0.841 0.098 0.974 23.21%
S YNIER 0.030 0.026 0.290 3.42 0.321 3.48 58.92%
/MY 0.003 0.002 0.003 0.008 0.010 0.018 1.79%

Hitk—2 T i ORI R IZDUR Y ok 15 4ok
-, 26 3 2 T IR A AR S T R R = DR
AR RNEOL. 3 3 AL, BUKFR Z DU ok &

AL S o A TR B R = A S R A B AR G R 1 i N 2
HALFrpapR S R AR S 1.2.3.7 F1 20 R
ST T L S TR AR A R, =l
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WA RIZUURY hOR & RS E 6 4%, Wl g
FERRIX 5 ASSRFE SR A T HEH 5 K0 K ]
TR T ™ R RS G (BE DL RR AR, 2014 SCE
8,2015) MK I )2 DU Y ok & i SAOKF
A, AT RESE T D KT 2 AR (g R K R D
ST, LR TS K AL B H KRN R 28 b B
A GG K BT ( E K 4T0,2008) .

£33 TRPHARKRERRYPRIEILL

Table 3 Comparison of Hg content in stream sediments in different city

. . R/ .
P X =57
(pgks™)
. N HE 0.02~3.48
KT HrE L )
SR 0.97
i A 2.60~11.30
i) T o B ) Lin %,2013
SR 7.77
s B 0.05~0.55 Cai %2011
IR -
X Morogoro, b 0.04~0.20
Urban rivers Tanzani Mdegela %5 2009
anzania gizﬂjﬁ 0.10
WA 0.18~2.01 .
Nandira River  Angul,India Rath % ,2009
FHE 0.78
M 0.06~0.44 .
Brahmani River Angul,India ) Rath % ,2009
SR 0.15

H L2 AP, K RZ DO h & B8R &
HAFTEZE 5, 70 IO/K ] I e L IR i M S
REVRY P L) B4 B8 FERAFEE, Hh B4
PTG FBIAE Sy 50K 94.81% 69.41% Fi1 74.89%
SEXE AR R 75.96% ; B3 25 A 5 L A5 248 23 5
4.40% 18.40% 1 13.20% ,“F-IH 43 e A 13.70%. &
(S SR SR Tl T 0 T N ) 2 T
TUB h  SREIE A FIE i LA /NI 72 24 B4 >B3
>B2>B1. K RZVIRY ok E2 UL B4 B4,
FEIA KRN 2 2 TR TP R 4 AE ] R AR

HEaJET Bl BRAREE, B2 & F1 B3 B2
TER S  JEFRN A A 35S 5 1T B AR A A
VIR B AR A A v F 2 (Adamo et al.,2005).
ORI AR WA B0 R AE A1 B3R 85 ke A ol 72 B ]
e T BRI SR (F T F &, 20125 F 4,
2002) , i KRR R T5 9, T WL AE A S
M PRy T E A m s Y B R R 3R 2 A
WK ZTORY A A SR 5 A —E ML
i, HFEFE M 1.79% ~ 58.92% , - Y A5 23.21%.
WA 3t i R 2 DU AR A RS R BT
FEBAAR , HP 34 Fe oA 4.819% 5 T3 T i8¢ 2 DT AR
Yy A= ) A S SR T R B i, S 2 E R

29.28% ; 3L )2 VTR Y b AR WA RGE TR T o L A1)
B AR o 24.47%. K 2% 2 TR
A AS R EE L B3 SR A7, T HAE T
TR RZ DU, RS 6.8.9.14 17 1Y
B3 2 Hu ik 27% L L. nT RE S R A 3R T v KA K
HE A KA, S BOm T H Bk AR B 4 be 1 TR K
Ji R K AARAR BAAR B SRR (R AROPORT S
iFF,2010) , B AR R RECIRES . 2K A Ah T 5 4
fRA5PE T, B3 25 10 5 4 Jd 8 = AR 0 1 (B,
2002).
32 ETRENBHFTREENBELSKNER
A

R TS 7 A 25 KU E 75 43 Bt Dt /KT 32 2 0T
ORI RS 1 00 (181 3) , IF S B AR B KR
SR 5y 22 53 T /K 2 2 DT vh R L 1
p N = ES B 51 YW | ] B W1 =T A
HIREY E, JEHER 951 ~ 1197, SF-341E J9 1080, W AE 4
SRR AR & T TR 2R R0 E, v
FEl oM 23 ~ 1934 SF-HI{E A 499 7B A 25 XU FE AR
B I ERZ VIR TR E, A 10~2019, F
YIME R 456 , W7 AR 245 XURG A B AR e BR AN 0 i (R
BER 10 A0 1) AbFARVEAE A= 25 KU K P41, B iRk
B UK T 45 A ) B3R 2 DR H R ) T AR AR SR
I B A A FAR v R K-

s000 THLLEE

1 ifi i e i

1600+

123 45678910 11121314151617181920
Febtnd

B3 REMRYPROBEESREIEL
Fig.3 The potential ecological risk index of Hg in surface

sediments

3.3 ETREARY TR M AES KR

FE T A 1 9 A AR A KU TR B B T Tt K 3]
RIZVURYI R T5 Ge VEAE 52, JT N e 14 L ik
HEOYFTRE . B A0 48 AE TP s SRR A
TR AR, B 5 T AR W SOR) A o
(EW 4 2012) ARYE RAC XS PEAL T8 502 | DL
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KT Z VIR PRI BL B 5 REENE 2R
SEnl P B K] 2% 2 DR R () XU e B, &5

WM 4 frR. FE2S [\ 500 L, 2 BER 2 DU
SR B2 5 oK B 1Y LB BE Y AE 18% LU 5 3L
R LR Z VIR T OR P B A SOR SRR L
BV 0.16% ~1.44% , #4118 K 0.60% , T 25K
B T R ER)Z DU ORI Bl A AR BRI
FCAFE N 0.09% ~12.81% ,Y(H M 5.11% KA 25
I 5 SR JZ DU ok 19 B1 28 5 OR SR A T
BN 0.11% ~17.64% ,FIH N 5.84% KA
B BRoRAE AL 81113 Kb T 10% ~ 18% Z 1], 2 v JiE
JAUBSE A1 | FEA RAE ST 7 EL B 7 10% LU AR
I 5 TE RUR AR S . i B8 43 B R R, 65% R A mi Ab
TARKRIRE ,20% BYR A SAL T IC USRS  15%
B SRAE A AL T R B XUBR IR S, B AR R T /K T 454
] B 38 2 TR v oK 14 A 25 RS AR A T AR K T

" [ L

16%

Fii T | P i

B1 55

11121314151617 181920

456780910
FFELL

B4 RERRYH BERSSELE

Fig.4 The percentage of Bl state mercury in surface sediment

AR RS R B R e T U ) 4 @ %
KA RGN R LM KBS, 1 RAC KU PPN
T H AR XK AE S RGN EE A E A
SCHFFE R, SR T R I T AR A A KU Rk I
Wt K ] R R DURR ) 32 R 1 15 Y e Ry ™ AN IR
B A BRI 23 o X TR 3 s G, H 9 AR E A
TURRM T A T8 A5 I R R 23 X 7K AR 28 2R 46 fid B it
BSEE R, AR SO T TR ORI A IE S 1Y
5T, IEHEAT RAC PR F 55 4 B . K T 36 2 DT AR
YR EEIRAFIE AR B4 B (K 2)  iZIEEEW
R XK AR 25 2R G fd 14 FE 35 /N, Al i %
414 ( Adamo et al. ,2005; £ -45,2012; EiF4E,
2002) ;#Lh B1 257 N HEAH RAC PEA 455 SR K
TR 2 VTR b 0 R X K AR 25 R G800 18 35 38/, LA
PR 7 B R R, 458 ] DLEC AR,

TELAIR BB 5 Hh 45 & AR 2 15 310 3 o JOSE /Y
gER.

4 %58 ( Conclusions)

1) Bk 3% 2 DU Ok SF 3 F 5 0.974
mg kg™, EELL B4 &R E REIEEF = H
KNI B4>B3>B2>BI.

2) F T IOk R Z TR Y ok B i v e AR
AU VA AT, B K i) £ ] Be R R TR R 32
B TORRIFRBE R 15 G (H R 1) FEZ AL SRR
FEIN B4 2% FEAX KA R Gl e vt il fa . L T
RILAEN RAC PEME5 R R, & M BER 2 DT
Hh R B A2 25 XU 34 40 T AR AK -

REEEENEXE, B, P EMFRAESHEFR
PSR R R, EENETIRIT R A S FH K, E-mail;

wztang@ rcees.ac.cn.
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