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B E. P AEE T BEEIE A (chloroanisoles, CAs ) BN [ T AB AL G Y R HABZEH A LA A0, 723 ER
JAEE TR AL MRE FRURE X, T SRR AR S Bt kT B PR B S T CAs 75 9. 32 M (03— B I P O ok ) s T 0 S 0 (3
K FEHARNEIL) RIZAKFGIRRY T CAs I3 Hr HAr A RHAE 5 A SRR, S50 7R« (1) KM CAs 1Y R ZIRAF A
. SRR IZAK A CAs PRI 53 22 50 V5 YekoF K B/ N A K S HE BT > TR T, =3 L CAs W 43514 18.94 8.83
Hl 4.14 ng/L; 76 3 TR IURRY 198 CAs T W22 5, 4331y 2.86.3.61 F1 4.07 ng/g. (2) 187K RIZACHTUERY) i 54
B CAs( =028 H ik, U S Y ol 0 L S Y ok ) Sk 32595 0 () o 73.75% i 68.89% ) 5 il b T 38 22 7K HR IR L Bk
CAs( 5K F RN R R A ) o7 B MR 55 (48.59% ), T LR 4 vh DA s S8 BB R CAs o 3. (93.38% ) s TE VTR Z /K L
I & LA 0 CAs S —SR B, 3 911 5 28.26% H1 75.56% . (3) 25 [ 430Ai , A 5) T i K 2K o CAs e
SN T RS, TR 2 1 T BT 322K h CAs 238 F A a3 DTRRY) b o i i AR b a3 1
VLR R KRR h— S P EE R D 3 E &S Hofl CAs A BTl Bash. (4) BFFEIX K b B0 T 800 Y vk i 3
T8 1 RN T HE S 1 FL AR H ik S BB IR, H AN 23 Xt /K A 2 40 v R RS i (L HG X6 A S fe e
BB 14 PR XU R AT 0.
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Pollution characteristics and potential risks of chloroanisoles in surface water and sedi-
ments of three tributaries of Lake Dongting in dry season”
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Abstract: Chloroanisoles ( CAs) in the environment are mainly derived from chlorophenols and other chlorinated hydrocarbons with
similar structures. As molluscicide, pentachlorophenol was released to the schistosomiasis area of Lake Dongting watershed in China
and caused CAs pollution. This study aims at quantifying the pollution characteristics and potential risks of chloroanisoles in surface
waters and sediments of three tributaries, the Lishui River (LS), the Ouchihe River (OCH) and the Tuojiang River (TJ) of Lake
Dongting. Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry was used to measure the concentration of CAs. Results show that: (1) Water is
the main sink for CAs. The CAs concentrations in surface water of the three river shows significant differences with each other. The
water pollution level from high to low was LS> OCH> TJ, with CAs concentration being 18.94, 8.83 and 4.14 ng/L, respectively.
There is no significant difference in total CAs content in the sediments of the three tributaries, with CAs content being 2.86, 3.61
and 4.07 ng/g, respectively. (2) Trichloroanisole (TCA), tetrachloroanisole ( TeCA) and pentachloroanisole ( PCA) were the
main pollutants of LS both in surface water and sediments (73.75% and 68.89% , respectively). The proportion of chloroanisole
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(CA) and dichloroanisole (DCA) in the surface water of OCH is relatively higher than other CAs (both, 48.59% ) , while in sedi-
ments TCA, TeCA and PCA were the main pollutants ( the three, 93.38% ) ; The CAs in the surface water and sediments of TJ
were dominated by CA, accounting for 28.26% and 75.56% , respectively. (3) From upstream to downstream, the CAs in the sur-
face water of LS showed a downward trend, while in the sediments increased slightly; the CAs in the surface water of OCH showed
a downward trend, and the content of CAs in the sediments did not have significant trend; in TJ, only CA in water and sediments
fluctuating rose, while other CAs had fluctuations but no significant changes. (4) PCA concentration in the water was lower than
the acute 50% lethal concentration for fish and invertebrates reported in previous studies. There was no serious impact on aquatic
organisms so far, however, the risks of CAs to the human health and environment could not be ignored.
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SR HEEE AL A1 ( chloroanisoles , CAs ) 42 HI AN Al B GUIBUAUTHT e BE R B _E 9 U MTE ARG, JE40 3 19 Fib
EY, FEEIACAET 79— S 28 ik ( chloroanisole,, CA) \ — 445 F i ( dichloroanisole, DCA) \ =& K H
fit ( trichloroanisole , TCA) | P54 7 H! fif ( tetrachloroanisole , TeCA ) 1 T & 4% H it ( pentachloroanisole , PCA) o
{51173 2 T AR AP 7 P A R R R 5 BR A IR 5 (0 2,4, 6-TCA ), A K HAT I R BSAE #% SR PR i $5 A
AP PCA. HEErp CAs F2sk B TEBBILEYI( chlorophenols, CPs) M HAY CAs ZE AU AR
CA7S R MPHR L USR5 ) L R 8 (PCP) 85 Bl PR S 3R] % G A TR | B 7
A B 8 350 S it s B P g v

FIHiT, PCP 5 PCA U8R AR BE A L9510 Sy I et il B4 AMEA LTS Gy, HAT 1 AE MERRE A AT
CHEES TR IS, SOARE T PCP R4 W RALAE FIJE I PCA, JF H. PCP Il PCA #82B ABIDIR
BB SRR PR EUR Y st Wi R D SV e B TENR A A
GUPFRRD BT RE XK AR A SRR RS s . e 3K U K AE A R L4 2
SAPBRERIE] PCA™™ | AR K B E, PCA FRBE XU # HAl CAs T 32 BIBF 5T (9 AL, FRBE Y
PCP 2 HEAL N AL EERAR Y CPs F1 CAs, N —SUREY | —5UREY | = UK B USURE)  TeCA #1 PCA™™.
= B AR R IR 38 B AN PCP AR 2 AL R R P PCA (SRR e A 8 T
FLE AT LK CPs LA CAs ™ A TFTE R AR AC M, PCA S48 53 JB TP 645 FHE W PCPM ™. 55
S KRR IS B BB A5 77 A CAs. 2-CA (4-CA 2,4-DCA \2,6-DCA 2,3,6-TCA Fi12,3,4,6-TeCA % HA + 5
WA, 2 T B4 25 V19 o a5 | A RO K MR R 2 3 A S A BR TS Y Y W) BT, CAs BF R b THI 4
T AR R s S T g TR KRBT Y CAs BIFFTEC R KB

AR K AR I T A R A FEHE K TREE i R U AN A A S R G 2 e B T A A T
FLUA B S, TR A A SV 224G 2 A T 0 T 7 R 8 R B ks e R0 Y Ak 38 e 4 A
KT IRV RG 7, S TR A R IR KA 2 A0 R e ot W v o (1% A A b, 7 R L o R UG A T 7 T
X2 A 19508 FFUf , 3 EE R AT PCP R ik il B2 39 X1 W%t 15 4% IR A5 4Rl 2003 4718 g 23k
ETIR TR FRIR R A8 107, TR 390 X )0 B 8 0 25 B2 4 [ DU K PCP 3 9 30T 5 2 B 7T LR SR A 7 A4
BOH ARG A B 28% ,PCP W 9 ie (5 4 R T B4 19 9.89% . 25 BHTI A B2 g 2 I SHLIR Ay ol B HROS 281X, 31 JE 181
SRR B AN TLIR 2 BN AR EE ST, H AT, 2 X0 PCP v B 2 3 3R [ (b 3RK P15 i B A )
(GB 3838—2002) X PCP {5 R E , HoE 78 35 Y XU AN TT 2200 PCP O 7K A= FR35 55 N2 fil e
faFER R, B C A IR i e 5, AT 232 81 1 B N 2 IS TR0 it - R A ik % A v il
) CAs 15 Qe 5N A 7F 75

AW LATE V8K FEHB T YETLAINTE R BFAEIX. 18 A AU B3 - B B FH A ( gas chromatography-mass
spectrometer , GC-MS) FEARDME IR X FIZ K SV CAs FOMRAEIR D, 318 25 18] 43 A 451 K X 488, CAs
AT G JRURSE | AU A DR 22 b s R I K 2 4 4 T B /K A A5 f R 5 2 2 AR BERL 2R AR

1 MR EF7EZE

1.1 RERMERRE
WIFE A o5 P R R R il T RS VR B AT X, IR A 6 A IR B B R AT B SRR



FEARE R Y AR EE KA P RO TR A S AR A K R 643

BALAEI B UC TE  ARFREE RS SRSV B ROK RATICAL , YEK FE M AT VLR A TR X R 2
e BE W) S 12 X IV A 2 XU A X, AR T TR 16~ 18°C, Z4F T /K & 1200 ~ 1600 mm '™ 7
KRBT WA R EAZARR, WA K AR AR, BT R K, S seE, AR, 7~ Kh R i
DXAB AR D FiE L2, A SRS AR TR A /K 7™ il X 22— 1207 Sty VTR 10 R U 43
A AR R P = S T i SE SR A R AT R T 25 5 W IR B R K P G 28 0 Y SR TR e i, A
EHH 6—8 AMOKES A REEMT, 10 A ZJ4 4 AMMSEARMH , W e AU &,

FEGLSRAET 2016 4F 11 H (RiKIW) , 76 1 B2 i)
(1 3 2SI A AT AR B T 45 ASSREERT(FE 1), H
K (LS) A5 12 S SRAE AL, BT (OCH) 11
ANSRAE AL TETL(TI) 19 ASRAE R, I (NH) 3 R
RS . BEASRAEEBUKTE LT 5 em ZE7KEE 400 ml,
REERJZ 0~5 em BTLRW) 400 g, BEATAE RUR AR
Rt 5 TR AT O B 8 PRI i DR iz [m] 52 56
. KPS 0.45 um WAL IR IR UE , BR KBS A
YT, KRR A 4°C 18 98 EA T OR 77
1.2 X7 51U =F

B IEC % PR3 AR 5% K (). T. Baker 23
F),USA) s SBAL N A 3 07 48 ([ 25 46 Ak 2= 0 A
FRONTD) i AT E T 400°C A S 3 2 h, SRJ5 L
TR AR TR PR AT 5 TOOKBR R #1073 M 4
(E RPN A R A, @ FTE T 600°C 1Y
LRy 6 h SRJE T T RS h & A OAE 2 D)
ABAliZK (4 MILLIQ RGE4lifk, L% N 18.2 MQ -
em) ;12 Fl CAs FR7HE S (46 =98% , Dr. Ehrenstorfer
Al Germany ) ; ZE Bk (85 wm RO /8 — H 3
it S, Supelco /A H], USA) ; it i ( Agilent /A ],
USA) ; i b B 8 ( Merck , Darmstadt,, Germany , {3

29°10'

29°5'

BT SS0CHI T3 R 6 b, ARG T PRA R 11005 12220
(X EaN 01 DR BT REE R
g (R TE R U R A IRAE) s PC- Fig.1 Location of sampling sites

420D-5 5 B WG 7 m A e 3% B (Coming 2 H,
USA) ;15 mL [EAHE L FIRE i ( Supelco 23 ], USA) 5 “UHT (38 — B (6890GC/5975MS, Agilent 23
F],USA) ; (4354 DB-5MS(30 mx250 pmx0.25 wm, Agilent 23 %), USA) , Jil 3 5 5 #€ Bt 4% (300, DIONEX,,
USA) ; ie#% e 454 (LABOROTA 4000, Heidolph 73 7] , Germany ) ; ¥ T4 4L ( Alpha 2-4, Christ 23 & , Germa-
ny) ; KA (N-EVAP-12, Organomation 2 7] ,USA).
1.3 HmiatE

B 10 mL M F /KRR & FHRE o3 1e BEA T THR 56 3R 1150 o/min. FE/K VAR X 246 E 80°C HT, H
002 T AR AR BB A T2 I, ZE I (1] 2 40 min, 3% B HEFE L 1150 +/min. XIS ST HVEE R B S AH (O3 —
AR

BUIBWIFRE 0.3 ke, B2 KRB BOR I ARSI G , 208 0 TR AL B BB i 200 H 0% 45 AL BRI
10 g 3o FFT AR i R FE S e 3 80 0 S R AR IO T 2 BB, TR R Ry IE e RS (121, V/V) . 2R
SERUR , THESE R AR AL TP e 28 K 283 ~ 5 mL, i 3G LRk /IVEE | FH 20 mL 1F OO Bevk e, Ve iROie 4% 75 % & 3 ~
5 mL, AR 208 T, W B Ui e 45 5 1 GC-MS el
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1.4 GC-MS ME

SAHETE— TS SCREUE A A 7 =0, T DB-5MS BANEHE , AN E A 1.5 mL/min; #ERERT
6] :2 min; #EAE FRBE - 300°C 5 46 T #% IR B« 280°C ; P2 ¥ 1l #0465 IR B 50°C, - 4F 1 min, 5C/min FHRE %
180°C , f#4% 1 min,20°C/min FHIEZE 285°C. SR SIM 50T Jo /0 #ERE 7 sCHEA TR, iy T 22 T (B s Fin
FREEN 70 eV B TR R 230°C s FE TR R 250°C 5 T FTAER 9 min; B2 T (TIC) JF 2 HHL H
9:90~300 m/z; FAFEITE] 9 9.0~33.25 min.
1.5 RERIESES

HEBR T 5T B A LR VR B 50 | 3 B PR R VR W IR0, T B Rk 68 1K, HE T AR -,
55 R R 43 310 Y PRI R T . A 10 MRR SIS I — N A RRR RS [, e T R TS L.

PRk 2 S BR - 38 FAMR 2 1, K RERR i I e B e B AR B2 15,1020 11 50 ng/L, DLFRYFR 1
Mg S B R 5.10.62.5 125,250,500 1 1000 ng/g. £ 5 A HARKMFR (L.OD) LA 3 fE{FME L (S/N) 353
3N IREE A BR/NT 0.19 ng/ L, UTEUIAR i 5 AR HBR/NT 0.09 ng/ g, 2R A G R AT L >
0.98(% 1).

112 Bl CAs ALS Wy poAe i RS s i

Tab.1 Detection limit and recovery rate of 12 CAs

FZEK Ui

CAs K FR/ AR/ PR mIOR, MERE R IndR S PR mICR . AR AR

(ng/L) (ng/L) % W2/ % (ng/g) (ng/g) W2E/%
3-CA 0.120 10 107.7 10.7 0.051 50 98.8 2.7
50 101.0 0.5 500 95.6 3.9
4-CA 0.125 10 115.1 7.6 0.026 50 96.6 3.7
50 95.6 4.1 500 94.6 11.6
2-CA 0.129 10 95.5 9.0 0.046 50 96.3 0.6
50 97.8 3.3 500 97.6 11.3
2,6-DCA 0.074 10 100.9 13.0 0.056 50 90.3 4.6
50 99.9 0.5 500 90.6 14.8
3,5-DCA 0.068 10 103.8 8.0 0.067 50 106.6 6.2
50 101.5 1.9 500 93.9 12.1
2,4-DCA 0.064 10 103.0 9.5 0.055 50 102.1 2.0
50 98.2 3.0 500 93.7 14.6
2,3-DCA 0.057 10 102.4 9.3 0.044 50 97.81 4.0
50 99.8 0.5 500 94.1 10.2
2,4,6-TCA 0.185 10 103.5 8.3 0.037 50 92.1 3.6
50 100.1 0.3 500 95.1 13.8
2,3,6-TCA 0.132 10 105.5 7.1 0.088 50 94.9 1.6
50 100.0 0.5 500 91.3 15.3
2,3,4-TCA 0.106 10 103.7 1.6 0.045 50 90.7 1.6
50 113.8 0.7 500 89.8 11.6
2,3,5,6-TeCA 0.086 10 99.3 11.3 0.040 50 90.9 4.2
50 98.7 0.3 500 88.7 15.7
PCA 0.045 10 101.4 2.6 0.076 50 94.8 2.4
50 112.3 1.9 500 87.7 16.9

VTG E TS 28 5 - N AIE 2 B 45 ] Sk S0 B v e AT T Ak [ e SRS 5. AR F AR B b [l
WA JEH ) TC B RPN [E] 2 i (4 CAs IRAFRUERE (ZKAEEA 10 A1 50 ng/L, JLEMIEE & R 50 F1 500 ng/g) 4T
[l SRS AR EE 6 UK. RZK AR IR p | [RDCRTE R R 95.5% ~ 115.1% , AR hr i 22



FEAESE REY LRAERA R B AR AR T RO T B RS o A RS A SR 645

AKT 14% s TR S2 g v | BISCRIE N 87.7% ~106.6% , X FREIRZE AR T 17% (£ 1).
1.6 #IBEHHT
iz FH SPSS 22.0 GEit 43 M A XT 45 A RAE S A AP 204 T AL BR S 4347, FH Origin 9 B4 E4 T2 B 04T

2 #HREITiE

2.1 Bk CAs iRE S HHE

JTAET 5347 K CAs HAJEFBURES A CA \DCA TCA TeCA Hl PCA. 3 2 %5 T & RIF RS
KGR TR CAs FITE R SFAME R 22 AR 538, 278K Rt JUTTI) RAE s (2R 2 K AT AR
P RER I Y CAs. ARBFIENE 2SI 28 CAs B35 MR BE 0 IR R 32 ST Y ek CAs YR BE. MIRIK B,
K FEMIRI RIS RIZK T CAs 4354 18.94 .8.83 Fl 4.14 ng/L, T /KSR)Z/K H B CAs 5 HY 8 03] i 35
223 MU CAs 43518 2.86.3.61 F1 4.07 ng/g.

2 2 R E A4 ST CAs
Tab.2 Statistical results of CAs of the three tributaries of Lake Dongting
FIZK TR

RHE CAs i D0 ALl s o S A s

X R/ FH{H/ Kt R/ Ju R/ A/ Ty %/
(ng/L) (ng/L) (ng/g) (ng/g)

TEK CA 1.36~2.89 2.22+0.48 100.0 ND~0.61 0.34+0.26 75.0

(n=12) DCA 0.41~7.05 2.75+1.82 100.0 ND~1.03 0.55+0.36 75.0

TCA 1.84~9.90 5.87+2.53 100.0 0.24~1.08 0.69+0.23 100.0

TeCA 1.78~5.82 4.02+1.23 100.0 ND~1.56 0.52+0.56 75.0

PCA 1.52~9.63 4.08+2.39 100.0 ND~2.60 0.76+0.97 83.3

F Tty CA 0.94~3.37 2.41+0.68 100.0 ND~0.45 0.10£0.17 25.0

(n=11) DCA 0.76~4.71 1.88+1.09 100.0 ND~1.08 0.1420.34 16.7

TCA 0.21~3.75 1.58+1.09 100.0 0.25~5.70 1.171.69 100.0

TeCA 0.39~3.51 1.56+1.16 100.0 0.21~4.82 0.96+1.40 100.0

PCA 0.18~3.74 1.40+1.22 100.0 0.16~8.13 1.24+2.36 100.0

T CA 0.16~2.92 1.1720.65 100.0 0.20~9.72 2.28+2.26 100.0

(n=19) DCA 0.15~1.59 0.71+0.48 100.0 0.22~1.99 0.79+0.47 100.0

TCA ND~1.82 0.65+0.67 68.4 ND~0.78 0.33+0.29 63.2

TeCA ND~1.63 0.61+0.66 57.9 ND~0.63 0.20+0.18 68.4

PCA 0.22~1.95 0.89+0.52 100.0 ND~3.83 0.47+0.83 84.2

ND 57K HHBR LA

il Pearson AH3GAMT (3 3) FT AN, )2 7K AN [R] U B CAs I Z [B] BIAFTE R FE G KR (P<
0.05) , JLEH LA #43 CAs ] (CA 5 DCA . DCA 5 PAC TCA 5 TeCA . TCA 5 PCA F TeCA 5 PCA) 17
TERFEM KR (P<0.05). XERWIRZK AR ZFBACAEL CAs [ AFAFEAH L5 , i DAy v SR
CAs(TCA TeCA 1 PCA) 2 [F] (i AH BLIGE 2R 400, 17 v 4 S AIRUBUR ( CA F1 DCA) Z IR MBI R K55,

Wi ANOVA BRI Z 7 225387 DA Rdie/ N 25 1 25 5735 (LSD) K (3R 4) W0, 3 25T i 2R /2 /K 11 CAs V&
FE 2 AL B 225 (P=0.00<0.05) , MUY CAs Z [0 ANTEAE P25 (P=0.68>0.05) . X1iH,3
AR TR B CAs 3R FRI— 15 Gk W5 45 SR Z KB CAs TR I H R [RIK S 1975 G R K
FIZK CAs WP B, Hi s e, RIE B & A K il 25 b S W P9 W, 18K o PCP iR ¥
¥k 3 S i, B I8 CAs 5 PCP WAL E R RPN SE R 5 R IE 5 S5 A s 45 1 — B0

h T FRRESE X CAs BRI 0  FRATTIKE 3 45 30T A SR A s 3R B /AKRUTAR MY CAs, il 3T K F3ME
BRI 42 DFERIT R 5 (B 2,3 5). 3 1 (U 1 MRS (OCHY) , HAF SN R IZ/K P Y CAs ik
JEAHXSBAL, EZH CA TUBRY I CAs & A S, LLs S CAs S 3, JLHR PCA. BFRIX Y
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50% [ RFE SRR 2 28, RIZAKMUTEYI Y CAs MR Jod CA STBkER 7, 20Kk 1 CAs T5 e
FEARXT AR, 55 3 A 7E BT ANE K T, HAR R0 - RIZ K CAs WREEAIX AL T /KK, 25 CAs BTk
BN U CAs B BEARX AR, 17 LA S AY CAs S 32, TS 4 28 E B 718K Bl R s &
JEIK CAs WA R, DL IR Y CAs 0 3 UL CAs & BEARXTEAR, 428 CAs STRRE N 14, 2
43% HYRAERIRAE 25 3.4 28, HRIZIK CAs 15 YRR BEAR X 5 s T UTARY) CAs 15 QLB 55 5 BN
TI9, HZRIZIK CAs WREERIXNSAL T P EOKF, CA STk s s UORRY CAs & BRI R , 2208 CAL AL, 3%
JEIK CAs MR B 0 S LA EUL TR I 2, RIIWFTE X CAs 15 3 i FRRIN RIZ KI5 G KRR T5 5 )
19 F= ZEWAF A SR

22 3 RS BUC S CAs 8] 1Y Pearson FHE R 5K

Tab.3 Pearson’s correlation coefficients of different CAs

4 I CAs CA DCA TCA TeCA PCA

FIEK CA 1

DCA 0.603" 1

TCA 0.534" 0.776" 1

TeCA 0.556" 0.650" 0.881" 1

PCA 0.504" 0.698" 0.851" 0.801" 1
TUB CA 1

DCA 0.771Y 1

TCA -0.156 0.157 1

TeCA -0.107 0.232 0.916" 1

PCA -0.050 0.304% 0.800" 0.840" 1

1) P<0.01,2) M P<0.05.
% 4 RFISZH CAs [H]AY LSD #6536

Tab.4 Comparisons between CAs of different tributaries using the least significant difference (LSD) method

95% E {5 X[
i X (1) W) PHERA-)) AREE 2
TR BR
RIEK LS OCH 10.112" 1.931 0.000 6.206 14.018
TJ 14.913Y 1.706 0.000 11.464 18.364
OCH LS -10.112Y 1.931 0.000 -14.018 -6.206
TJ 4.802" 1.753 0.009 1.257 8.347
TJ LS -14.914Y 1.706 0.000 -18.364 ~11.464
OCH -4.802" 1.753 0.009 -8.347 -1.257
TR LS OCH -0.746 1.564 0.636 -3.909 2.418
TJ -1.202 1.382 0.389 -3.997 1.592
OCH LS 0.746 1.564 0.636 -2.418 3.909
Ty -0.458 1.420 0.749 -3.328 2.415
TJ LS 1.202 1.382 0.389 -1.592 3.997
OCH 0.457 1.420 0.749 -2.415 3.328

1) P 2 R AE 0.05 J2 20 83
2.2 £ CAs iR EH L

TEKEZKFRE CAs BIREMA | &SRB B AU CAs MR R, =% 6 8 CAs R 1Y
73.75% , i TCA PRI B fe . DU, AN TCA K 2RIK B 100% ; =5 S CAs 3 (5 S Y 68.89% ,
Hh PCA X &t i s, KRB/ MTTARYI P B CAs 7553 DU IR CAs 9 3 (18 3). TCA J27kh
FFRAY T BRI G /NT 4 ng/LT  JEKERZ KR B TCA R BT B 18, i A 7K fA g



HFEAE RN LAM KR ER AR P RR TR LS DR BFIES A KNS 647
S A KRB AR E
Tab.5 Final clustering center for all sampling sites
FHK
M CAs
1 2 3 4 5
FEK/ CA 2.08 1.27 2.25 2.59 2.92
(ng/L) DCA 0.76 0.79 2.07 3.78 1.48
TCA 0.52 0.71 3.08 7.83 0.19
TeCA 0.65 0.58 2.75 4.88 1.28
PCA 0.30 0.78 2.22 5.94 1.47
JURY/ CA 0.00 1.56 0.28 0.20 9.72
(ng/g) DCA 1.08 0.59 0.40 0.38 1.99
TCA 5.70 0.36 0.76 0.70 0.51
TeCA 4.82 0.24 0.69 0.27 0.63
PCA 8.13 0.47 0.77 0.58 0.56
TG YT B R E A
HMIT R R CAs BIRER IR 1, 464~ RBE 21 2% N y
JEKH CA e e, b BN 27.27% ,DCA IR 2,05 T TJ2
6 0921.33% 5 58 CAs (5 B EERY 51.41% . YR 3
1B OCHS ,OCHO £ 52 b, 45 CAs <1 ng/g, w o R
CA DCA K 4 REAK, & & WA CAs K th R ¥ ) o
100% , = F & e, 4 5 ik 93.38%. Al L, FE = 47
N — o ATJ8
I F 2K CAs V5 R MR IR CAs (kg S ]\ B R IE
F (L 3) , TUBI ) CAs 15 4B BL R SRR CAs "
o7 HO B . S5 BT ARCRAE A A R, B A SRR T8
FIHIN, 1 T CAs (2 CPRIEAR , b A TS , o o
IKAYBL R B A, SR NG P R 2 TH s HoK AR J13
A P9 B 2 U A S Bt =2 1
YEIT 4 RRE K R A 100% 1075 3 s Ve AT i
YWl CALDCA Il PCA, il CA i Wi, ik 9 e
28.26% , 8 H AL CAs HeJE 1 30% ~ 80% 5 B4 CAs e e
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Fig.2 Clustering results for all sampling sites
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Fig.3 Proportion of CAs in surface water (a) and sediment (b) along three tributaries
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Fig.4 Distribution characteristics of CAs in surface water and sediment along three tributaries
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2258 fA AR FBEAFFFEIX PCA [ IRAF AL T35 58 KT
# 6 HNAKIESTURYIH PCA HY LEL

Tab.6 Levels of PCA in surface water and sediment samples from various regions
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2016 o, 0.18~3.74 RN
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1998 KT, 0.6 [39]
YUY/ (ng/g) 2016 K, ND~2.6 AT
2016 FEhT 0.16~8.13 NI
2016 W, ND~3.83 AHFSE

2012 Lake Manzala , #% } 0.02~0.50 [40]
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2002 Alexandria Harbour, 33} < 0.25 [42]

2000 WG, ND~0.04 [43]
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1999 Mississippi River, 3¢ [% <74 [44]

1998 KT, <1 [44]
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