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Abstract. Lake Ebinur Basin is an important ecological barrier in Northwest China, maintaining the ecological balance of the re-
gion and even the whole northern Xinjiang Province. The water environment of Lake Ebinur Basin is closely related to the local e-
conomy and the sustainable development of the basin. However, there are few studies on long-term water quality change, nutritional
status and health risk. Therefore, this paper is based on the long time-series monitoring data of 12 sections in Lake Ebinur Basin
from 2005 to 2020. The water quality of rivers and lakes was evaluated by the Canadian water quality index (CWQI) , the eutrophi-

cation status of Lake Ebinur was evaluated by the comprehensive trophic level index ( TLI( Y, ) ), and the water environment health

« 2021-04-24 Wk ;2021-07-17 Wef& k.
E K BB F R4 T H (U2003205, U1503302, U1603241) FIFE4ETE/R F A XK I3 A58 =185 38 k50 H B
wiEl.
wr  AEVEZE ; E-mail ; zhangfei3s@ 163.com.



R AT 5 S R BT 3 AR R 46 (2005— 2020 ) 479

risk (WEHR) was evaluated. Combined with stepwise multiple linear regression (SMLR) , the relationships between water quality
parameters and CWQI, TLI( Y, ) and WEHR were analyzed. The results show that; (1) The CWQI of Jing River in the lower rea-
ches is larger than that in the upper reaches, while that in Bortala River is opposite, and there is point source pollution both in Jing
River and Bortala River. The CWQI of Jing River ranges 46.29-98.71, Bortala River 25.36-99.71, Lake Ebinur 42.29-55.95,
respectively, and the coefficient of variation ranges from 0.01 to 0.23; (2) The TLI( Y, ) of Lake Ebinur from 2005 to 2020 is be-
tween mild and moderate eutrophication; the ratio of nitrogen to phosphorus shows that the study area is phosphorus limited; (3)
The WEHR in the upper reaches of Jing River is larger than that in the lower reaches, while that in Bortala River is opposite. The
health risk of the water environment is mainly affected by chemical carcinogens, As is the most important, followed by Cr®*. The
total risk of each section exceeds the maximum acceptable risk level specified by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) ; (4) Stepwise multiple linear regression analysis showed that COD,;,, NH;-N, TP, TN, E. coli, SD (secchi depth)
and VP (volatile phenol) affected water quality, CODy,, TP and TN affected water eutrophication, and F~, Cu, As, Cd, Cr®" |
Pb, cyanide and VP affected WEHR. The results of this study can provide a strong scientific basis for the sustainable development
of the regional water environment and the rational allocation of water resources.

Keywords: Lake Ebinur Basin; saltwater lake; water quality parameters; long-term trend; influencing factors
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TN Ry HABAR LR BE 7K 75 e it K W B A A 15 R

1 RS A

1.1 SR XBER

SC IRV B A P L (43°387 ~45°52'N, 79°53' ~85°02'E) , P b . = IR LU, A4S HERE R 4
YR V4R 3 8 R 154 ~ 4827 m BRI AR 50621 km” ([ 1). BFFE X F¢ & i o Bl T 52/, e iR 5
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Fig.1 Study area and distribution of sampling sites in Lake Ebinur watershed
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12 EmWRESHT

2005— 2020 4F7E3L HLIALK 12 AW SR 2K IR KT T 0.2 m) KRRk, BAARCRAEN & 5047 WA 1.
SRR TR A 5 IR HBZR K FTS K WD R FISEY (HI/T 91— 2002) 45 CBLR UAT. BEG R | L B2
i, SRAERTR IR 228 K T R & H. R KPR 8 4°C AR, B (TP) Il B 75
FREERE 30 min J5 , CE LEAR R AR SO D 5 F H A2 AT S (BOD ) I 52 B SR FH ¥ A SEURUC R , TR TR b
PRAE F A (NH-N) CBE(TN) S (TP) fh22 55 i (COD) il % B 35 7% i H, SO, 9847 pH < 2; 5 4 Jm i
(As) HH(Pb) SR(Hg) 4K (Cr®™) Ha(Cd) HA(Cu) FE(Zn) MR INESL 4l HNOS(1:1) 735 pH, 4
pH<2 I A SRV AR 45 5 (volatile phenol, VP ) W5 it i H, PO, 8 2% pH=2, ] 0.01~0.02 g HLR 1ML AR
FHRAE R AL ( Cyanide ) W AZ BN NaOH [ 52 , ¥ FHE SO UL (F7) (R RRER A8 4L (CODy, ) (i
2% a(Chl.a) KA B (E. coli) B FREMIM . AR B TT B350 & pH (8, F€ 5 4500 1 7K 14 35 B
(SD) ,{#iF BANTE 821 {5 =K B it S 7 I e 15 A 420 (DO YR BE , JUAR s A e IR ORAT A v 2 SR 3 AT
F<4°CTRAEN 7 [P SCI0 2 I . 7K TS HI00) I 7™ 42 FR b K A B B i A vfE ) (GB 3838 — 2002) #4417,
BEHRG EFER BESA BE SOK BRI ik b v R, FARSEYG i Wk 1.

1 KB bR ML S T

Tab.1 Water quality index and experimental method

KB bR Tk et BR
pH BEI LML (GB 6920— 1986)
SD SRz
DO WU (GB 7489— 1987) 0.2 mg/L
COD AR IR LA (H) 828—2017) 10 mg/LL
BOD; e S 4R (HIS05— 2009) il 2 0.5 mg/L
CODy, GB 11892— 1989 0.5 mg/L
NH;-N Y BRI Bk (HT 535—2009) 0.5mg/L
TN AN (H) 636—2012) 0.05 mg/L
TP BB ER AR (H) 11893— 1989) 0.01 mg/L
Chl.a BRIk (HT 897—2017) 0.002 mg/L
Cd BB R TR S B I 0.001 mg/L
Pb A A T R S R 0.01 mg/L
Cu AR R T I OB R 0.01 mg/L
Hg JEFHEE 5 (HI 694—2014) 0.00005 mg/L
As JRF 2RI 5E (HI 694—2014) 0.00006 mg/L
crt R SN EEEEE (GB/T 7467— 1987) 0.004 mg/L
Zn JE PRI GRE: ( GB 7475— 1987) 0.02 mg/L
F- BT R 3% (GB 7487 1987) 0.05 mg/L
VP FRARIG 4-F IR ARSI E 6 BE 2 (HT 503—2009) 0.002 mg/L
Cyanide ZEREFISEIC R L (HI 484—2009) 0.001 mg/L
E. coli L4 KR (H] 347.2—2018)
1.3 A%

1.3.1 CWQI  CWQI J&AE B H I K2/ K oA SO it bt 9™, BRI 5 1 0 42 0k 45 [ 245 3]
I I AR BN BB AR RIIR I 3 AN T K B W B 7 et T K AR RR A AN

CWQI = 100 - 1
¢ 1.732 (D

3

F, = (P/N) x 100 (2)
F, = (¢/M) x 100 (3)



482 J. Lake Sci. (#ia#%) ,2022,34(2)

o= 4)
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Hrpr,
_i S (5)
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A, Fy O B FRAE Y K B2 S I SR ) 1 23 L 5y S s A v R A s 00 500 1 i
S BRI A3 He s Fy DRI s PO REAR K0 N K S DK ¢ A A I D5 M O 5 R R R 1 AR
M K IR S S AN IR B SR A 9 5 0 i 5 A ) A3

XETFE T _EBRIE A —BOK B bR, T AR

§=—-1 (6)
XFABEMR T e — IR A K B AR, TR AR
s="2 (7)

K, ¢, SEME, e, XS R HEBRAR RIS,
CWQI YBUEAE 0~100 Z [i],0 FRAKFIH 2,100 RAVKFARLF. BT CWOIEBN KA —E M E
WA AR SCES 5% R R A 7K B ST B X CWQT i 1k, WL 2% 2.
22 CWOQI 53
Tab.2 Classification of the CWQI values""!
CWQI 738 KB & A B

95~100 (i3s3 K EBEAT Z BEAT5 Be EAi 3 , K BAC PRI A SR B BLR K

80~94 s KSR A2 B2 AR BE 0 75 e T el 3, K B A FEA DR A R B9 4 AT RS () 7K F
65~79 e IR BR3P B sl 5, 2K BT AT I TRk A 1 R A sl A B iR T
50~ 64 T KR Z B B B K BRI TR (R H AR A A R AR
0~49 % KB B B AR B, K A RE TR PR A AR A AR

1.3.2 KFRIEAE AR IF I AE AL A SCEEA USEPA 1 3 14 7K I 355 45 B IRURS: DA AR R 5 4 1 (] PN S0 B4 F 5
J7 1 AR AN RIS G AT A A TR 520, S S K BRI e XU PP 8 2, 330772 L 3% 3.

3 KIRBLAE R B AN AR B R 07

Tab.3 Calculation method of water environmental health risk assessment mode

iz A Ui
b2 B0 Y e Risk = i Riske Risk() SAgA Nl & A 2 (3E) BUBY i() (5 k(D A ik
IR A a0 ARG BTN EURAR KU, , A a5
(Risk®) Risk¢ =[1=exp (D;xQ,)1/Age Dy, T8I EHA () BUEY i () BIPOKEAR 0 AT H 24 5%
Dy; = 2.2Cy;,/70 R, B mg/ (kg d) 5
2.2 A HYOKE, 07 L;70 H5F R E, B0 kg;
e Risk' = zl:Risk’-’ Ciyy AR (IE) BOBY () UK, BBL:me/T;
RSB A Q; Tl A LA EORY | ORI ML= BUR Y | EUR R
(Risk" ) Risk}' = (D;x107°/RfD;) /Age  #if3i :mg/ (kg-d)
Dy = 2.2Cy; /70 RfD; FAFECEHY) j W R BRI S i, B mg/ (kg d)

Age Iy -39 , AR SCHL 70, HLfi7 2 a.

JKERBE A RN Risk = Risk + Risk" Risk S0 S0 P B DX 155 1 B0 1 e XU SR
WL ARE Y ( Risk )

133 ZAE R AR ASCRMGEEFRRESIREGE (TLICY) ) BEATRBOAR % IT BT &, Fr
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SERMEERG . TLICS ) AR

m

TLICE) = 3, W, - TLI(j) (8)
r

W, =~ (9)

2
TLI(Chl.a)= 10[2.5;1.086 In( Chl.a) ] (10)
TLI(TP)= 10[9.436+1.624 In(TP) ] (11)
TLI(TN) = 10[ 5.453+1.694 In(TN) ] (12)
TLI(CODy, )= 10[ 0.109+2.661 In(COD,,, ) ] (13)
TLI(SD)=10[5.118-1.941 In(SD) | (14)

A, WAREREHS | M2 B0 B RIS IR BRI ST, TL () AU RSB 8 RS8R r 5 Fh 2
5 Chla AR R (R 4) ,m ERSVESHAE WIAEFRE D% TLI(X) >70, HEEE IR,
60<TLI( X)) <70, & E IR ;50<TLI( X ) <60, B IR M;30<TLI( X)) <50, FE R AL TLI(E) <
30, FE IR,

F 4 WHIUKIR Chl.a WIS HABSECZ A A R

Tab.4 The correlation between Chl.a concentration and other parameters of lakes

S8 Chl.a TP TN CODy, SD
r; 1 0.84 0.82 0.83 -0.83
2 1 0.7056 0.6274 0.6889 0.6889

0.2663 0.1879 0.179 0.1834 0.1834

1.3.4 HAEAE  ASCEIRIIRGAES T Excel #E4740BE, 2038 AH S 20 M FLE A5 £ o0 2 Pk [l )3 4k
SPSS 22.0, Origin 2019 47 EITE 22 ).

2 ER551M

2.1 KRS HE F 4 CWQIE SR

2005— 2020 4F3¢ H iR oK BT S50 ¥ AR L nE 2 frs. B 2 7, pH 3 {EAF 7.10~8.90 2
8], B RAG S IUAE E2 Wiied &, B /MEL H BL7E B3 Wi 5. DO H B A8 LB A F 0.7 ~ 10.83 mg/L 2 [f],
2007 4 DO MR EEFF A GB 3838— 2002 Hlag iy T 2ok Bidsife, i 2010,2013,2014 2015 F1 2020 4 (8] DO ¥ &
6 GB 3838—2002 HLiE i 11 2K Fidnfe. SLELI SD B/ F 0.15~0.55 m Z [, B E1 Wi &4, 2018,
20192020 4EHY 5 T HABAE 3. SCHWITRIEE M CODy, /i T 0.5~36 mg/L Z [, Herfok i Wi T s ZE RIS 14
WA 1T JOKBFRHE. COD 4+ 2~56 mg/L Z[A], B J1 A1 Bl Wi st ZEWF 55 AN & 1 28K Bibn . BOD;
A+ F 0.5~36 mg/L Z[a], H BOD,7E 2005 ,2006 2007 ,2008 ,2009 20102016 F1 2018 4E£F 4 GB 3838 — 2002
FLE R T 2K BARIE. DFFTIAN], NH,-N Ve B 52 3l T REM fa3h AR LB E A T 0.013~2.59 mg/L Z [i], fir K
(B E1 WA &, S/ ME R BAE E3 BT . 2013— 2020 4F NH,-N iR EE/F4 GB 3838— 2002 #i 5 fiy 11 2%
K JFRRHE. 208 GB 3838— 2002 1 TP (WkruE, E1 F1 B2 Wi &5 10 YE B F T 2K B bR o, 43 3124 T 26K 44
1) 1.4 1 1.8 £%;E3 K4 [ES5 Wi & (9 3ER T IVIOK BTbR i, 40 508 IV IR0 111 £5. 28 TN (bR,
E1.E2 E3 E4 E5 B2 ,B3 il B4 ¥{HJE T V 2K BARHE, 43510 V KRy 3.57.2.93,2.57,2.31,1.04,
1.33.1.28 112 £%;J1 .02 1 J3 J& F IV IK Bihnfis, 43 50 4 IV 2K AR 19 1.25.1.18 .1.24 4% ; B1 J& + 2K i
b, o0 M 26K ARy 1.33 4% BF5E 18] Chl.a ¥ BE S i sh X481k, 2019 4E IR {H M 45 pe/L.

WX KR E 48 Cr (Cd . Cu Zn F54 T Hbsifl, S R MM A 0.041,0.002,0.047 .0.61 mg/L, # 4 )&
Pb Hg fie RAEAR KA 0.02,0.000257 mg/L, #4544 M9 brifE. F4AJE As B 2008 4 E1 E2 E3 \E4 E5 Wit 85
2009 4F E5 Witk S ok, HAFF A 1 2bmife. AF5EX F kAT 0.8~21.28 mg/L 2 [A],J1.J2 .J3 B1 B2 B3 #£
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Fig.2 Time series changes of water quality parameters of Lake Ebinur Basin (2005-2020)
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WS EINARF A 1 258nafE, 3 LR 5 AWt 4k F V 2K K. VP 4T 0.00015~0.006 mg/L 2 [A], B 2006,
2007,2010,2011 12015 440, AR 454 T 25hnHi, H J1.J2.J3 . B1 B2 1 B3 Wiih & 77 & (CAEWE R K
PAARHEY (GB5750— 2006) (7K JE bR E (0.002 mg/L) . Cyanide 4T 0.0005 ~0.009 mg/L 2 [&],2018 2019 FiI
2020 AEFF G T bmife, HARAF AL T T AR HEZ N, E. coli AT 3~22733 a/L 2Z [i], HRHAFIE R EE i i
KF L.

LI L 2005 — 2020 AEUK 5 CWOI B A ST 45R I F 5. iR 5 nT A1, LB CWOI (178 bk
42.29~55.95 K5I CWOI [ASALTE [l 46.29~98.71, /R B Hr il CWOI [ASLTE [l 25.36 ~99.71 25 5% B ¥ i
FAA H B IR SRR SCs (BY) |, e/ ME H IUAE L HB B3 Wi 2. R4 CWOI 432K P55, 3L K B2
FH LN KA A 99.35% F 6.65% 3 RIT K BB N Fe AR R AR CHET A AR
[ 29.10% 27.61% ,29.85% ; TR IE R /K B A« Kehge” [« R EE” “ I 330l o AR 1Y) 27.52% ,29.82% |
24.31%.

5 LIRS Wi sl CWOI fEL oA

Tab.5 CWQI value distribution of each section in Lake Ebinur Basin

RHE R iz 23S i FNIE] /ME WfH PRz ERRE
El1(n=60) 44°5324"N 82°45'0"E 55.95 42.39 44.09 2.73 0.06
E2(n=25) 44°51'36"N 82°54'0"E 46.52 42.46 43.28 0.97 0.02
E3(n=23) 44°55'12"N 82°53"24"E 44.37 42.29 42.67 0.52 0.01
E4(n=25) 44°57'0"N 83°0'0"E 47.26 42.32 42.89 0.98 0.02
E5(n=25) 44°49'48"N 83°4'48"E 52.54 42.61 46.39 3.61 0.08
J1(n=33) 44°36'0"N 82°52'48"E 97.44 44.95 70.21 15.76 0.22
J2(n=35) 44°39'36"N 82°51'0"E 98.17 44.69 72.80 14.85 0.20
J3(n=63) 44°45'0"N 82°51'0"E 98.71 46.29 73.97 14.54 0.19
B1(n=170) 44°59'24"N 81°1'48"E 99.71 25.36 73.22 16.59 0.23
B2(n=32) 44°52'12"N 82°3'36"E 97.95 46.15 71.69 13.15 0.18
B3(n=179) 44°54'0"N 82°0'0"E 99.74 44.58 75.15 14.91 0.20
B4(n=37) 44°42'36"N 82°33'0"E 91.76 44.10 60.02 12.43 0.21

WS oAk ([ 3)  AF5E X CWOI{EASALIA . AR b, R YAl AR 85 o) 45 W7 I i CWQI ()% 30
AR, T3 LU 045 W TR 50 CWQI {EI B4/ N T W T A e (L L S/ IMEL R (B A i 30 R i S B R i
TR ISR A S ARG AT 3 AR v, 34K T Sy v A5 W AR TR R (1) RS TRDBT R (J2) (82
PR BEIT (J3) IRIR/KSCEE (BL) (5 5 Ha il (B2) FRAR LG (B3) , CWQI ~F-¥{H 433 2y 70.21,72.80.,73.97
73.22.71.69 F1 75.15. S35 7K i 22 19 W 2 R S BB E1 B2 B3 (B4 Fl E5, CWOQI SF-35{E 43 512k 44.09
43.28 42.67 42.89 1 46.39.

HRAEIT B2 IR 2 W AH OGS B AR IR B 5 /K BT FrAl SG PEAS B 3 I B b, BRI 5 K T8 A AH G 1
EHHR bR, A TR TR R A 0.649 (P<0.01). CWQI F£/RA

CWQI=41.66-0.12 COD,,, +0.70 NH,-N+5.811 TP+0.047 TN+0.076 E. coli+4.24 SD+1663.62 VP (15)
2.2 XA TLI( X ) #HTEFREITEM

3E#E COD,, TP TN SD,Chl.a X 3L Lb W1 /K 5T 8 FR RS BEAT VR A, 25 R WL 3% 6. th 3% 6 w0, 3L L il
2005—2020 4 5 /Wi 25 -G8 TR T8 B R AE iR /IME 34 BAE S E1 Wi o5, ik 2h 6 F oy 28.01 ~
73.95; 3 i E1 E2 E3 E4 E5 $5{EKUCH 60.68 .57.40,58.15 .57.83 .54.70 , HAR IR K E1>E3>E4>E2>
ES ;A8 R 28T 0.11~0.16 Z [a], i 8 /).

AT Il 4 BT, 3 LT 2005 — 2020 AE KRR 2800 T w B 3 flh B & 8 FRR A 6], HLIE 3 e A
KL B KB S AR E1 WS, TLI(S ) AR R s B Th. 3L TLI( YY) fe/ME H AR 2010 4F 5
A WEsIe] TLIC Y ) EHE KT R FARZET, TR 5k 04 3R A2 0 v b T, 0 b &8 i R E
YR S A, A RN 2SR B, R AR E IR R B AT D, S BOE SRRSO 3 L AR
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Fig.3 Change of CWQI value of water quality in Lake Ebinur Basin

* 6 WK LR & B FRREIE(TLI(Y) ) it gt

Tab.6 Descriptive statistical of comprehensive trophic level index (TLI( Y, ) ) of water quality in Lake Ebinur

- TLI(S)
R — "
KA ONGS ¥y PR LLES
E1(n=60) 73.95 28.01 60.68 9.39 0.15
E2(n=25) 72.43 30.07 57.40 9.23 0.16
E3(n=23) 72.09 42.07 58.15 7.68 0.13
E4(n=25) 70.01 39.25 57.83 6.53 0.11
E5(n=25) 72.68 41.01 54.70 6.63 0.12

TLI( Y ) oK 4553, SCHG E1 Wi s R 5 78 S B a0 78 5 930 o B R 19 33.33% ,40% 5 E2 I 1 A5
TRBE B IR R B IR B BB 44% (32% ; B3 T T SR B IR R R B R B BRI
52.17% 30.43% ; 4 W7 IRT 55 50 J80 5 765 37 00 PP 8 0 65 37 20 90 o AR 1) 56% (3296 5 ES WK T 53 0 138 T 5 3R A
JE & B IR SR 60% (16% .

FUBE TUHE L (TN TP ) XK RS 2 10 2 AN Ak A 25 XU LA T B 157 38 S, TR B B R o 4
KA. S8 Guildford (197 FRPr BRI bR 44 LU WA TN/ TP 1143 3 AS/K - TN/TP <22 (JFid Lk,
FF) 22<TN/TP<32 i1 TN/TP =32. ##R K& 5,B2 &3 TN/TP b s T-HoAh Wi w25, A 4E TN/TP ks
{8, £3 TTRT 552 ZA BRI 5 4 B4 )2 Wi 43 57 R Bi 0 36 [ R0 s E1 B2 B4 J1.J3 B1 B2 il B3 K7 i 5%
BRI, T S Sk E, E1 W 25 TN/ TP =32 5 85% ; E2 WiiHi 5 TN/ TP =32 5 72% ; E3 Wiihi x5 TN/ TP =
32 5 47.83% ; E4 Wi £ TN/TP =32 5§ 56% ; E5 Wriai &5 TN/TP =32 5 36% ; J1 Wit & TN/TP =32 &
65.71% ;J2 Wi & TN/TP =32 & 51.43% ;J3 Wil & TN/TP =32 |5 57.58% ; B1 Wi & TN/TP =32 |5
61.43% ;B2 Wi & TN/TP =32 |5 77.21% ; B3 Wiifi & TN/TP =32 & 78.13% ; B4 Wi & TN/TP =32 |5
54.05% , A UL, BIFSE XM R ) 7 PR WAL 1 7 0, DR S Vs e B T o B8 A R A R K M B Ak
ST R
2.3 EERKIEMN

A I PR ECRE AT AL (TARC) I TH 35 T A 2040 (WHO ) X £ B8 25 11 (9 7325 R 55, 4B 3 LI o
BRI T M R T, Ak A SO B As Cd A Cr® RS0 3 NH,-N F~  Cyanide VP Cu Zn Hg
1 Ph. BIFFEIX 2005 — 2020 4F4% W i 7K (R S08 490 HEIXURS: ( Risk ) AE SO HEIXUR: (Risk™ ) 7K BRI 2 fek e
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Fig.4 Trophic state assessment of Lake Ebinur

I (Risk ) W2 7 41 6.
T AL RS X AL BOR R KBS 7 3.760x 107 ~ 2.168% 10" Z [1], B K AH Al B /IME 1 th BL7E ES

A ARSI 7E 8.194x 107 ~0.793% 107 2Z ], 55 KAH H BRAE B4, Fe/ME X UL BY 85 /K FRBG 4 {gk
FREIUE ( Risk) 76 3.773% 107 ~9.630x 107 2Z il i KA HYBUAE J1, e/ ME T BUAE ES g AR B0y K i/ T
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P ORI R KRS, B0 10 XU Xk A 7K B 35 £t B

. C Tt L L TR TIREL, KRR I 3 SO R
40013 P R ARt A A KA [R].

s e . 2005— 2020 4F 4 W7 I 14 S0 49 ft HE KL 85 A A1

WEe e [ AR USEPA BLRE K T HESE KKK (1

Sao. . . : 107 a™') T e/ ME 2 USEPA 5 e 7 1232 KU

= . : o 7 JKE-Z N (7 FIEl 6a) ;2005 — 2020 4F E4 55 3k S08

160} Wt e SRR G A KUK Hy 6.479% 1077, 5/ H 31

1E B4 45, 7.736x107° a”' (35 7.8 6b). & Wi IEE

80 [gé T KUK R I ERBE B B 22 £ I

o BT 1 R S ] L 50 P 2 WL 85k T 3 IR 7k

El E2 E3 E4 ES Jl J2 J3 Bl B2 B3 B4 EIZ(IXIO’f’ afl) E_@/J\Pi:f\l{T*ﬂfk{‘JLﬂTﬁJ‘@u
- TR (4 5 1 T 20 SR K (1% 107 ™).
B2, LT T T A 7K R A B XU ( Risk ) #4EK
TG ] 0 8 2R 3 ol W7 T A (R 7L 6e ). 2005 —
2020 4F: E4 s A R RS 1 L AR XUy 2.926% 107
E5 E2 E3 22, 4> %k 2.896x 107, 2.653 x 10 4\
2.609x107*;2005— 2020 4F B1 A 0 SRG A (1.096x 107 a™' ) 5 J1 1 B4 XU TP Fa. 45 W 1o i XU
Ht USEPA HUE () R AT 422 KUK - (1107 a™) . ARHE WEHR ZE L35 m] 1 (Pl 6d) | K ImT IBF T A fme
(B R/ MEFI R DA E 30 380 U 22 Bl ) 0 A, T o R B T A 2, S L il 18 v R b A7 e XU, S L I
DI R RS L 1 BLAE I BB I, 5 2% DX XL e

# 7 2005— 2020 4F 3 R I 44- WRI TT ZK AR A~ S50 4y KUR: 22 £k
Tab.7 Changes of health risk caused by the chemical carcinogens in each section of Lake Ebinur

during 2005-2020

(&l 5 SELLTi s Wi s TN/TP [
Fig.5 TN/TP ratios of each section
in Lake Ebinur Basin

El E2 E3 F4 ES J1 ]2 3 Bl B2 B3 B4

Riske/ Bk H9.820x 107+ 1.013x1073 1.026x 1073 1.182x1073 2.168x 1072 9.630x10™* 9.520x10™* 7.996x 10™* 6.870x 10 5.350x 10™* 7.250x 10~* 7.591x 10~

a”! F/IME3.792x107% 39821075 3.845% 1073 3.841x 107 3.760x 1075 3.860x 107> 3.860x 1073 3.792x 10 3.790x 10~ 3.790x 103 3.970x 103 3.790x 10~
B 2.32x107* 2.65%107* 2.369x 107 2.920x107* 2.243x107* 2.250x 107 2.070x10™* 1.427x10™* 1.020x10™* 1.130x10™* 1.790x10™* 1.910x 10~
Risk™/ 5K {89.796% 1077 9.808x 1077 8.721x1077 1.793x107° 7.199x 1077 8.135x10™* 8.365% 1078 6.321x 1078 5.749x 1078 8.785x 1078 9.051x 1078 3.724x10~”

a”! FU/ME9.256% 1078 4.642x1078 1.057x1077 1.496x1077 7.110x 1078 1.996x107® 1.429%x107® 1.734x107® 8.194x 1077 1.947x10 8 2.385x10~® 2.968x10~®

M 3.159x1077 3.643x1077 3.762x1077 6.479x1077 2.370x 1077 4.750x107% 4.797x107% 3.271x1078 2.201x107® 4.162x107% 4.957x 10 7.736x10 %
Risk/ FRAH9.822x107* 1.014x1073 1.026x 1073 1.182x107% 2.168x 1073 9.630x 107> 9.522x10™* 7.997x 10~ 6.872x10™* 5.350x 10 7.250x 10 ~* 7.500x10™*
a”! F/IMiE3.802x107% 3.990x 1075 3.855x 1075 3.860x 107 3.773x 107> 3.860x 107> 3.862x 10> 3.790x 10> 3.793x 10~ 3.790x 107> 3.790x 10> 3.790x 10>
Pl 2.326x107 2.653x 107 2.609%x 107 2.926x 1074 2.896x 10™* 2.040x 10~ 2.068x 10™* 1.430x10™* 1.096x 10™* 1.130x10™* 1.790x 10™* 2.040x 10™*

2.4 CWQI.TLI( 3, ) 1 WEHR 47k RS $iR 5

MKBSES CWQITLI( Y, ) Fl WEHR 317 Pearson AH3CHT (& 7). th & 7 7 %41, DO \NH,-N TP TN |
E. coli .SD il VP ¥J5 CWOQI 245 5 I #14 (P <0.01) ,COD,,, .COD .BOD, F™ il As 5 CWQI 5445 & Z fi4
(P <0.01),5 pH Zn Hg £ B E A (P< 0.05) ;COD,, TP Zn 5§ TLI( ¥ ) 2B FEIEAHK(P <0.01),
5 pH.Cd ., Cr.Pb 2 #  2 fi #1352 (P<0.01) , TN . Chl.a 55 TLI( ¥ ) £ 8 2 FA3 (P<0.05) , 5 E. coli.
Cyanide £ g Z 714456 (P<0.05) ; WEHR 5 BOD, ,NH,-N . F~ ,Cu,As.Cd,Cr,Pb Cyanide fll VP S} i & IF
FHIE(P< 0.01), 5 pH COD,, 2 B 3 EMH G (P<0.05). Nk — T & /KESE S CWOI.TLI( Y )
WEHR &R K& KRS8 CWQI TLI( Y ) fl WEHR #4732 2 £ e £k P Bl 3 4047, £ K iS85
CWQI TLI( X, ) 1 WEHR 2P ¢ R W3R 8. R HA Ly AT 0.158~0.706 Z [a] ,Pb 1) R {H K, i TP
i) R {E1/N; B& TP (E. coli,Chl.a 7€ 0.05 KV F g 4, HAK i S 404 0.01 T~ 2%, CWQI 5 pH DO,
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Fig.6 Health risk analysis of water environment in each section of Lake Ebinur during 2005-2020
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COD,,, .COD .BOD, \NH,-N TP \TN .F~ SD \As VP £k K TLI( ¥ ) 5 pH.CODy, TP TN E. coli ,Chl.a,
Zn Cd Cr*" [ Pb, Cyanide % 2k ¥ X & ; WEHR 5 pH, COD,, .BOD; NH,-N . F" Cu,As Hg Cd, Cr* Pb,
Cyanide \VP 2ZEPEC R

3 itip

3.1 MBIk RS B E

WFFEIX pH (B 3C HL I FRS T A R SE R0, B pH (B3 £ GB 3838— 2002 i T~V K Fiknife. XL
TR KA 375 W B AmAEG , T 2018 47 J5 7K A4k SD 36K, M THT S5 B T 8 1400 Vi B S RN e k8 BILA 25 0 AR AR 1
L. COD BOD, Fll COD, J& 5z WK A HLT5 e it ) 4 P45 45 ™, BIFFE1X. COD A1 BOD, 22 [l £7 75 & AH 3¢
PE(P<0.05) (181 7) , FWAKFRAE"™ . LT COD,, e B35 , i W W K A 32 B4 LA 5 e 14 o 1 A
. X AR A E IR A HLTE Y R AR b A 7 R A 1 S K, 3T T COD,,, ZEWITIA TR A AR 2. DO A i
MoK FRBE I TEBAEAR , T LA 25 S oK AR 1 e . S HE R DO e B R 345 4 GB 3838 —
2002 HUERY 1 200 T G2z a], F WA Y 14 RE F1 800 s DO i 7 ik ] b 77 76 22 5, 33 A g5 SRAE R %01
IR 5, A 2 3 A1 XA S 7 B 2% S (9 JEE . TP NH,-N R TN 2 J2 MUK T B 7K A 2 s e I 1
TR hR, IR LR BUOR R R A & 4, B0 K PO AL, T NH,-N g e Vet — 200 #E T DO,
1 LKA DO ¥R B FRAIR, [ T /KR AE SR, 20 15 AKHERL U Y036 sh S & THFE K &= DO, A ik
DO 1 COD B fA Xtk WFFEIX KR P E 48 G (Cd \Cu . Zn 7E AT 32 AN, 10 Pb Hg As 77764
SRS Y X T BE S AR s RIS e g O, FOAESC LR IIR BB AR , ixX 5 3 LRI b Na™ (0814 45 (4 R 3
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Fig.7 Relationship between water quality parameters and CWQI, TLI( Y,), WEHR

# 8 FHI SMLR %) CWQILTLI( %) \WEHR FUK i Kk A 7 A
Tab.8 Modelling of CWQI, TLI( Y, ) and WEHR with water quality parameters by SMLR method

PINTE S R FH PH el
pH 0.609 8.187 0 pH=8.775+0.001CWQI-0.10TLI( ¥, ) +270.215WEHR
DO 0.415 104.71 0 DO=35.058+3.481CWQI
CODy, 0.587 7.73 0 CODy, =0.175-0.171CWQI+0.309TLI( ¥, ) -1231.320WEHR
COD 0.438 20.73 0 COD=39.391-0.343CWQI
BODs 0.429 38.06 0 BODs =3.174-0.026CWQI +522.490WEHR
NH;-N 0.472 23.94 0 NH;-N=0.380-0.003CWQI+344.982WEHR
TP 0.158 1.074 0.037 TP =0.124+0.002CWQI+0.001TLI( ¥.)
TN 0.559 8.07 0 TN =10.408+0.345CWQI+0.176TLI( ¥ )
F 0.531 99.18 0 F~=8.836-0.107CWQI+2403.118 WEHR
E. coli 0.445 4.24 0.041 E. coli =1958.308-26.156TLI( Y.)
SD 0.559 16.36 0 SD =41.282+12.591CWQI
Chl.a 0.396 3.96 0.048 Chl.a=-11.688+0.386TLI( Y, )
Cu 0.476 154.30 0 Cu =0.004+23.139WEHR
Zn 0.464 7.01 0.009 Zn =-0.078+0.002TLI( ¥)
As 0.690 229.17 0 As=-0.034+0.001CWQI+67.045WEHR
Hg 0.434 36.25 0 Hg=-8.311x107°+0.164 WEHR
Cd 0.333 9.64 0.004 Cd =0.001-6.111x107TLI( ¥ ) +0.175WEHR
Cr®* 0.608 45.48 0.002 Cr% =0.012+0.0017LI( 3, ) +16.049WEHR
Pb 0.706 74.97 0 Pb =0.009-0.001TLI( ¥, )+10.811WEHR
Cyanide 0.660 17.23 0 Cyanide =0.003-3.561x107TLI( ¥, ) +2.280WEHR
VP 0.418 8.19 0 VP =0.001-6.635x107°CWQI+0.694WEHR

FEESEA L. VP A Cyanide N RIEYIT , KPR rh VP A Cyanide B4R I AEZEBER IO BREE MUK , — EL#
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AR, 25 ™ T 5 SR . RS XK VP Al Cyanide ¥ BEAR T3 LI, VP Al Cyanide 7632 He i)
IR AR M M KR FERTS Y /R B 2 — 4 E. coli IUBFR LA T 78 X HFE X E. coli 7EKGI 51
IR BT 5, T 3L FEIAER /1N 33 5 K5 10T 45 18 B 3T RS0 (64 336 3l ORI T 25 A2 35 Bl 6.

3.2 i CWQI M EEKRSH

e CWOQI {EAS Ak FT A0, A TR FELIR 5 I 4% T 1 s, CWQI B8 She A, i 38 L 145 W5 1 s CWQI i35
/N A T VBT IR 57 95 K MR 5 /IR A P4 (A b 30 B O 2 B K A B A, T 5 2R B BT A . COD,,
NH,-N . E. coli TP TN SD I F™ &3 i CWQI ) 3% 50 S SRR 0 9 7. 243K (15) o] FRife 0 %
W), A A K BRI AR CWQI (B, 3T 16 4RSI 5 AR R K B4k T kg™ #0487 K,
SE AR B AD T 227 S5 G BIFSE IX 5 Y SR Bl AU S Y A HILTS e, B U 15 e A HLTS e 1 P
S LTI R ) B A SR K B ) T S DR R S 9 B AR [ S B () B 45 5, W 5 B
FWEFEY (TN TP) FIA HLTS 4 (COD BOD; ) &5 5T 7 W3 K i (14 32 22 280, T Xu 25 B e 1
TP il NO3-N g FHu K B A4S (61 3 B0 R 2. 5 3R W R AL TS S e 030 v 5 B0 42 , T 975 42 )
A IR . BFFE X5 0 A7, 3R 2 MK AR AL T o B AR ORI S TR B BT AR 8 F vk
INTFSE HCIAE S B B FAE S8 HT B 4, ARy vk B 5 F GB 3838—2002 1 V 254k 3.09~5.25
5 IRAE R R AT MR F R BERE IO 45 58 5 53 A0 Bk SRR T 0 & 4 B9 X pH (5 F ik
JEA 5 (P<0.01)  7ES5 B FBRAE 4505 T, F 45 OH AR A5 5 %/ B 4, SO LI Bk F Ok 7His, X 5
Wen 257 fRIF5E 45—

3.3 FELWImEBIR AN E R R T

S HLI 2005 — 2020 4E KR Z2 B0 T2 8 5 8 3R M PP B FRRAS 22 8, 5 95 bR A5 B 5 e e A
K B R B B 2R T, B2 A B FOIR S S B B s 3 TS AR R S RO TLICS) 928 Ak,
TLICS) FER AT R TAEZT, 32 th T B0 0 A M A2 0 ol o T, b 3 A B 7 3R b 2
AR BT RIS B, KRN SRR AW, SECE ORI R S A, AT IR A
pH ZEEZ N S AR PR , K A SR 4 3 A R SR 3 22 M1 IE K 5. A SCHIT S %6, pHL RE RS
FLHEEI N P BB, SE LI BRI RBE 5 A R T U0 NP B, X K P B — v i5 e, T m T
I IR

TN/ TP LS K AR 5 75 P TR B8, — Bk U, PR T 3090 rh 28 i AR 1, i U BR ] T e
AR A= X T IR AR A A 7 R ee A2 E) N A P IERIFR A TN/ TP H AR (5 R4 ) 16 22~32 2
], 1 P BRI TN/TP 5 F 32. SEOKMR N AP de BASL A N ZAR L (0 B3 N AP A 25 R AE ) fi
FREZR R, AR SCEE SRR, P R 3 L SR A A 7 1) R . 2005— 2020 A FR 575 A
N 3 P4k Bt FHEAMIAMN P G, 3 JUAER , WA TE R s i o R [, KR & B
AR A2 , (A5 43 A 25 5% BR LA B, — 36 /Nl f) Tl 35 7Kt AT, 33 86 70 28 i 2 2 0 A L LR
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