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A primary study on ecological risk caused by
the heavy metals in coastal sediments
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ZHOU Guo-jun, WANG Xiao-ping, CAI Wen-gui, LU Xiao-yu
( South China Sea Fishery Institute, CAFS, Guangzhou 510300, China)

Abstract: A system for assessment of the potential ecological risk caused by the heavy metals in coastal sediments
was established based on the metal element abundance in various environmental media and the marine organisms.
The results of metal toxicity investigations, the effects of metal existing form in marine sediments on the metal
absorption by marine organisms and the sensitivity of marine ecosystem to the metal toxicity were also
considered. The ecological risk of Honghai Bay was evaluated as an example. The results from this evaluation
could be used as a reference of maximum capacity for large scale aquaculture in the semi-closed bays of South
China Sea.
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ERSHEFRYRAR BUKEEE, RK-EF S M ET REEN KR ERS L
MEBES, Bk, RS RYNASE RN, ESKEEE AR B EEXREFRLKE
FEREMAREAR, MERILIBAEERREMNELEHHIEEAEAEFEREX, EXTAH
AR ZEMNEKFERANT R, 2 URE BEXEHARESNEAFEANTREETEN
FHEMNHR RN TR, I8 6], 5L R ol AR TR Y B 4 S RS RO ST 2 T .

1 AR T 48 AR B RS2

1.1 B AT BRI B R

Hakanson'*!4§ i , B S MU E £ B 4L S KB IEM FE R LB R AT O &4 OESEERK
(ecology harm coefficient, EHC) BT E L RIS B R M MET N, IS B &, OFHBEMNE
SREEHCHENE TERRHE NERBRFULAG. OZZHELRIGRITIHYHAEATRRRER
(ecology risk index, ERD) i T REZLEILMELBISENTIRY , X R EBEMH. ONELRTH
BB A K S A B 1) BRI, BP SIS 514

1.2 SASXKTEMFEREITE TS

(1) £J8 75 4 #2 ¥ (metal pollution level, MPL) % F UL R ¥ & h E £ J& #9 3£ il & & (determined
content, DC) 5 K3 #t £ % { (evaluation reference value, ERV)Z L,

(2) BAEEBRMAESAEET RIS THIS YR E 534 W B 7R (toxic response coefficient, TRC) Z
1, EHC = MPL x TRC(TRC HJ 8 WA 35 3 )

(3) ZHELZBMESNEIEKERIZTE -FLBHAEDAEE R EHC 2/,

2 EBXEENETRES HEBEE

2.1 EE2EMENRE

HFIMEBEESRENESRBREQRE Hg Cd.Pb FEYEELFH FHBEARECR  REEL
Wik L FER ST BWAFN Zn Co Ni.Cr S HBTTE A ¥ HE As I AP, REBRE
WX IS R HUE S, AL B A SRR P RIDERTURY P Cu.Pb.Zn,Cd.Ni F1.8 Cr R4
R ¥,

2.2 MM SHEEHMERE

EFEMSHME, BRI RGE—. AEFECAELTR I HSIRESTAEYESLBSRES
H. , Hakanson'*! Bl e A FE & OB T AL IRT IR M B B ST REES L, AXRAES
ARYPELBSENT R ERE(RAE 4 ¥)ESK,

3 FAERR R BARIHT

Hakanson'*) #5382 41 6 B 3R 808 M & B T K B0 £ BEAT, 25 S0A 9 3 el K B B % 1R 4 JR 19 38
YA AR K EREES . T E 2 BIMEATE,

Hakanson'*135 1t , 5 4 /R A VB 70 35 0k 5 L7 A 2N TR B P O 35 I AU L , AR 4 KL L 1 4 B 4 3
EYRBKTEERAOEREER TCR, ZRX B8, S8R HEAESIERA, R 151H T8RS
REGREBNERTRY BENEREEF I (ARNFXONESR SR, URSKREBK BTT
BELROTHEE Y BRI ETFREBEZREREESIAANRPES R TENEN FE
(R%&2), BER2BTFRRBERUSFEARAFAANRPESRLANBENEHE(RERIAMS
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1) REREIIFHNEUHENERBEEIERKRM(ERIFL T, URIFITPRMEN 1, FEHANF
HEHA—-(REIFETIT),

R CER (4B R REUTREARNE B, REAAFEEREARRR. ZEERFE
JR (EPA) IR 53 A Wik ) K B BRI A =B N BF T RR , T 1977 41 1980 5658 1 T 600 £
L RS ERR, XEBIRE N IE TN MR R GRS SR RS T Z A,
MAPHRBAELBHEREERBEARIIFUBNEREEFRABEREFRA . F=,WEE
HE2BEMWBRAEESWEAYRREKBELBOAIEE W, BAKEEYNESBHRKSTRYTESRE
MRAEESEX KT BEHAMEETFXRERSREN, AIE S8 KEKGELYE S SNHR
MRS BERS BRI, TRES (GRS WXL A piEREK, EARMNEBEAELBHRFESAK
RAB(LES)  AXBARKSEL B EHESW, H U SBEXEFERPR - H(LESE 1T,

£1 FRAFENRPNELRRE

Tab.1 The concentration of some heavy metals in various environmental media

& R JT *
BHENFEORE) & -y 7 & o & Be
7 (mg kg™, TE) 55 12.5 70 0.2 75 100 0.08
G IRy (TFE)E 15 30 100 0.35 30 %0 0.15
WK (pg- L)) 0.9 0.03 5.0 0.11 6.6 0.2 0.15
MW (mg-kg™!,BE) 2.1 2.1 5.1 1.0 5.9 7.4 0.22
;@ﬁgﬂ(ﬁi)[lo] 2.0 2.9 8.2 0.4 15.3 2.7 0.13

%2 FANETESETROBRE
Tab.2 The relative abundance of some heavy metals in various media

& & Jt %
i Cu Pb Zn cd Ni Cr Hg
. 688 ) 156 875 2.5 938 1250 1
EETRY 100 200 667 2.33 200 600 1
i i 4 30 1 167 3.67 220 6.7 5
bi:3: 9.5 9.5 23.2 4.5 26.8 33.6 1
Y ¥ AIF 15.4 22.3 63.1 3.08 118 20.8 1

®3 RECREXNFERENEREN B
Tab.3 The relative toxicity based on the relative abundance of some heavy metals

FHA . A e X
Cu Pb Zn Cd Ni Cr Hg
w5 1.82 8.01 1.43 500" 1.33 1 1250"
BTy 6.67 3.33 1 286 3.34" 1.11 667
i3 7.33 220" 1.32 59.9 1 32.8 4“4
i3 9 3.5 3.5 1.45 7.47 1.25 1 33.6
i $e LAY 7.64" 5.28 1.86" 38.2 1 5.66 118
3 19.4 20.2 5.2 357.2 4.6 8.8 863
A—1k 4.23 4.40 1.14 7.80 1 1.91 188

EHARTAZ

REBSRIEAIM BT L, BE3~ R 5 PEEESBHN MG —LBE A, X H M F 7 RR
BH(AR6), BREHREITPIERL 2, EHNELEFHWMMBR(AE 6 B 4MELEBITH YA
MR PES EA

Hakanson* &4 1 , /K (kX B 4 B AU I 5 K 1R 9 4 99 4 K B (biology production, BP) A #1)
BX # ,BP {E 8 K i3 & R BB 8UR, /] FEURE BPY2/BPY?(BP 3y BP MB RV HE )X E#
Wy N R BOHAT R AE , il 2 A R K P B A VLYK B T8 BP {H, Rt LB B KM R K a %%
WERY, CABERRESBESXRSI R, RITABKHRR REMBEEDERKE,
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4 XEABRKFRRILAGHEESMBLEBERY
Tab.4 The relative toxicity of some heavy metals published by EPA(U.S.A)

HERTR Cu Pb Zn cd Ni Cr Hg
HEHAEERN 20 2 12 30 26 30 30
H—{kE 1.67 1.83 1 2.5 2.17 2.5 2.5
£5 ERNBUTBRKSESNAEILE
Tab.5 The percentage in useable forms of heavy metals in coastal sediments
& 2] JqL %
% Cu Pb Zn Cd Ni Cr Hg
g 55 56 30 - - 25
®wHO 48 45 19.5 - 34 17.5 80
Ko 55.6 75.1 49.8 .5 - - -
& AT X 39.1 73.9 32.5 86.4 26.3 - 9.7
Hio 55 32.5 34 95 - - -
FHH S H 50.5 5.5 "33.2 92 30.1 21.2 88
3—4{k{8 2.4 2.66 1.56 4.3 1.1 1 4.15
F:EEAASHESANAS, LEE R 6B H,
F6 EE&MBiEmEEBKHEN
Tab.6 The improve management about the toxicity response coefficients of heavy metals
BEERTR Cu Pb Zn d Ni Cr Hg
A=3H—{b 8.3 8.89 3.70 94.8 4,57 5.41 195
B=(A)? 2.88 2.98 1.92 9.7 2.14 2.32 14
O 8 3 3 2 10 3 3 14
- 3c o INES 6 6 4 20 6 6 28

3.5 ATRRETR

HERx il A Ee =8B R B8R, HARERAH . B, MA =8B &Y

R ARESRERE,MERBLERAEYES B SRR R M &4 E AR R B, Hakanson'*!

s BEERE—ERR, RERHE, HENRJFSEEIRZSS,

Hakanson'* AR #E IR K SR HE S th HO TS 4 V8 TR PE WA L R 200 (48 58 40 OB R R MBI 1.2.5.5,
10.30.40) AR M AE B R AR K EE- IR KRB EBREESTRPRA, i, FHSEBELIS K
ELHE, BT mgkg '"WESE, ATHEANRERERE, Bit, 2B XM4]INWIR T %,
RREEW il A SRR MR 6 FIR M E SR BEEWA RE, AR B NR 7T AR F R %, I

ATV A .
F7 EHAVKBRRRAYESRESRE SR
Tab.7 The ecological risk gradation of heavy metals in sediments of coastal fishery waters

s B (B 1K) (8] k3 EH(RR) BREME)
&% ¥ EHC EHC < 30 30<EHC <50 50 < EHC < 100 100 < EHC < 150 EHCz150
A8 45 % ERI ERI < 100 100 ERI <150 150< ERI < 200 200 ERI < 300 ERI 300
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4 ABBIRYESRAESRKK T

4.1 AZHEIEIREIHE

T 1997 £ 8 A 1 iRt , R AENES RS EN S 12137, E2B S LA
R4 BT CuPb.Zn Cd.Ni f1 & Cr 597 5 EBRMEM, 451K 20.55.90.0.65.30 F 70(mg"
kg™, FE), KEMELBREMNBRER(NFE 8E 2 5)) R R 2 8 K8 R A= F1 Kk F4 53+
B, BUHMEMABASEE(ERNE)SRRNFE6 ME T,

115°05'E 11525
T
50 |
22“55'Nr- ~ _ﬁ
0}
* 30 !
e i 5
-
o ! 20 | 16
; o3 . 11
T4t 3 ol 10 . 10
| s ’ LT
22+40° 3o’ 0 1 i
r?‘ﬁ@_{';, Cu Pb Zn Cd Ni fcr
L &R
Bl IEEXEHRuRER 2 AEERBM ERI AR E
Fig.1 Sampling stations of Honghai Bay Fig.2 Contribution of metals to ERI

4.2 SWERKITE

ABBITYELRESBE(ENR)ANERRNES NESH R, UEBSLNSHARY LR
HE B ERIESET 100, EAXBARME. BRESHENEE—HL B EHC EH/PMTF 30, 5EER
T, HEEBHN 1 S, MO EHCHY 8.5, CFRENESEE, X —-FLE KW EHC ¥
YIMERR LA ¥% ERT 09 F 39, AT E i EHC Xt ERI STk, WE 2 T SR TTIRE KR 45.8% , JLE &
6MESRN—F, HKEH(16%) 5(11%)BE THMBR(IN 10%); TRREDMORE, NS 7%,
Ho, BT 15 .2 53 ERI #1 EHC H— B & & THE Y, %8 8 88 EHC T H K,

%8 UABSARYESBRESAR(ARE)IIFER
Tab.8 The analysis results of the ecological risk of heavy metals in Honghai Bay sediments

o EBRBERY EHC(E R R KFHm L EHK TRC) A AR
BP'?/BP? W
g Cu(6) P(8) Zn(4) Cd(20) Ni(6) cx(6) ARYER
1 1.50 10.9 11.4 6.27 48.5 6.60 5.24 88.9 B
2 1.02 9.46 9.45 4.27 25.7 4.00 4.20 57.1 A
3 1.16 6.19 9.06 4.64 23.2 5.54 4.05 52.7 B
4 1.06 1.73 3.51 1.75 14.0 3.14 4.59 2.7 A
5 0.802 2.9% 5.52 2.4 12.8 3.22 4.27 31.2 RAE
6 1.03 3.18 5.85 2.77 16.5 3.93 5.48 37.7 B
8 0.738 3.68 5.73 2.73 13.8 3.72 3.40 33.1 R
9 1.43 3.35 6.82 3.08 22.9 4.52 5.97 46.6 BAK
10 0.994 2.83 6.4 2.59 17.4 3.86 5.29 38.0 ®E
11 0.598 1.85 3.56 1.67 10.5 2.92 2.76 23.3 B
12 1.10 4.29 7.71 3.46 19.3 5.43 5.38 45.6 BAK
13 1.32 3.4 5.51 1.57 13.8 2.66 5.12 32.0 B

7 SR BROT G R R B MU, MR BPY2/BPV2 B £ /B H) EHC 1 M ERI



538 Ko ¥ M 64 %

SR OEBHRFERE K FHEF BEERNESKKERRMEY, BERATRAFETH
B BT O XFAY 88 A A B RER, S B RMBELE. XAXERR
FriBggig s A g AR NN MG S, IARME, BLESEENN, RARERFELEERE
g AR P T A R VR B E R (LR 6), BIRIB R R XS 409 1 R I K Y A R
B

0 {5 A A5 KU R A Bk A R A B BB A, BB BB TR B4, A S R B LR R A iR
B, BARMESHESMEMERWGER EAFNRSE, BRNFEFZARE, ELRMALE VIR
RIBRBEYE A AL SR L, AR IR Z A E BB A BB S N EEFR P ESRNAES
ok (SR W T, M HERR O EFE R ARELBNESET MR BIREREREES NERLH
FA L PR I AR B, B AT SEE

5 /Mg

(1) BB ESENNESEASHEEERBWEELA - SRMAEEHMEMERNINK T, 23
P % A3 BHC fiA: S AR5 BRI R, HAEFNRESNK M EERER 700 5%

(2) BEL B LEEHSE WK IERTBEYMABF =S PERE, RRTEZBMKEEYH
ENRBRARBR, CZRTEANBEYESBRNYRAESHERAYRBELRMOE W, B HRK
HeRIEE R AESHEERN RB(REG6)

(3) ZLBMESHBEM ERIZTRLRNESAEERR EHC ZM, B —&BRH EHC % T TRC
Fe ik ikt E 4R MBURE BPY2/BPV?,

(4) A LR ERAE B TR ES Bl SN0 BERME TN, SR RN, 48BHA
WELBAESKEHILTRIEKT, £E&BRESEFARESYOME , BABTR O X DHEEAR
RERBUWBERE,

A EBE KRR AR HTAE LLFFRAEAR RABFEART A GMATELEKEAGR S A5
R&EF KA XAt H st
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