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JUONEEE, R iR B R B AT R R ) R B R L AR S I R At AR R R A S M AR AR R AR S
%, JEAIH US EPAIR " HEFF M7 ik, S T o8B SRR, Hrb 2 Smxt gy o oA oK 44
Y, 1BrESEE R 3 A HESREE R YA LKA S MEEMERE (CMC) 0570 mg L™, 2%
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Abstract Fluoranthene (FLU) is a priority polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH) which is toxic
to aquatic organisms. However, there has been no paper dealing with water quality criteria (WQC) of
FLU due to the shortage of its toxicity data of different taxonomic levels. In the present study,
toxicity data were obtained from 9 acute toxicity tests and 3 chronic toxicity tests using 9 Chinese
native aquatic species from different taxonomic levels. Based on these toxicity data, the criterion
maximum concentration and criterion continuous concentration were developed according to US
EPA guidelines, and the values were 0.570 mg-L™" and 0.174 mg L', respectively. Furthermore, the

comparison of the differences of species sensitivity distributions (SSD) between native and non-
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native species shows significant difference in the sensitivity distribution between native and non-
native species, which indicated that using toxicity data of American species directly to derive the
water quality criteria of FLU was impossible.

Keywords fluoranthene, water quality criteria, species sensitivity distributions, native species.

] 5 A SR HE B k2 AR A 2 A B v, L RO BIESE o, AR A B0 e T 7K SR K o S BIE 5
B, F [ BT K TR 1 A8 0 R 32 B SRR [ A1 1 7K B R v (B 4, (HAR R] 9 AR ) DX 2R Sk Btk 0
AR, X2 T BOK TR A W 5 22 50 DRk, T 3 [l K PR 8 B AY S0 DD AR oK, AR Fe ] [
(EPAREYINDE 212/ N

¢} (fluoranthene, FLU) , J& Z ¥ I5 k8 4 FRO7 R R ARMEML S B, g K ik b Z 38571815 04 W)
A —A~ FEEE R R, TR o e = A7 AR oK A AR W T B AR A FE R, TR i ST
DR 7K A A ) R B {ELBIE S AR, RASA SCRAE 2 o0l L1, [R] S X 2 A7 3¢ [ A 7 2 A W S
4 A 57 LA R KRB A OC TAR A8 BAT — 2 OB S LS B2 S0 AR AT 1 2 S8 2 i
%, 2% I B K B A P 7 EOR (< =T\ B S AR TR R ds ), LA KO0 B R 0Kk A ) IX 2R R il A5
Wi PR 2% 45 BRI AT, B 4RI T A W Rh O e AL Y 9 A ELAT SRR B0 T A oK A AR R AT I
0. ARG ZE AT AR LK A A W v (L, TR, A SO FUAE T AR Wy o 5 5 [ Wy b 2
SRR TR — B, e S [ R M AEURRE B T SE K AR A W a MR, 2 M SR el R WA AT R I AR
TR A Y REMERIT ST, 275 AT LA EER AR AR 2K AR AR W R M.

1 MRLE ) (Materials and methods)

1.1 S5k R

— Bk, B2 K ARG R IIRE . SRS M RRE nT @ i fa 28 | R sh Y | TR R W AR T R
RN AR S 3R K B S, 6 A W 00 B TR 5 LK T S R R T R, B = TNRE
R EE 2R, R8T 22 (b BB HE ST 4 )1 A 1 A 0 2 e L 55 A 9 i 4 )10 46 Sk %
A, R WL FE R S T AP T IR R SR A 2R R B e KU, DR AR SOk FH R A R £
W E TR, Py 46 1 LA AT v R K A R B R, TS AR i T 1 R R S5 ) 7K R o 1) 2 e
BRI, AR R ¢ I WERF S 0I5 B 88 T 9 A MK A= AR W Rl R Z iR B, B AT1 40 ) it 22
| Yk, FEdE IR KRR AR BRICAT R, EHT K 28], K JE . AR R 2 AR R ]
BEARL, FARUONEEL | AR S T TERE AR FRORE L IR S T B R R i s 11K e
BB, ey I NBE L S5 Ak HEEE P B 0 a5 D DU, ASRIF Y AR A8 A D B K A A A T R A ) it
R, & IRTAS 25 AR A BB 5 Tl 2 AR i 22 D ).

T K T B KRR P2 1 37 W AR 56 BT 75 19 9 FiAR oKk A= 3 (BR A% iRk, Al 53K ) , 1E
KRBT LI E YR E A 7 d; 78 P E IR A 05 B PR v 5 U PAl ] 5¢ i S0 = A 3k
TR I8 BT 75 B9 K A% (Daphnia magna) , FABWITE 24 h Z UL K AR A= 9 85 3% 2508 4« pH 8.0£0.2, DO
(8.3+0.3) mg-L™", i (22+2) °C, i B RR K 3, 4 24 h 47 — koK, 250 AR, 12
IRIGHZ I 0.1% AW — KR E 2 3K IO E N 12 hi12 h

FE T8 32 1 A B, AN [ 248 19 52 3 A6 6 8 S0 A 2 A [ i oK, e rboxt T /K Gl Kk i 2t
SRk 24 h N, IS, BESRONEE AR ARG, X e A R, Bk BT IR AT
HI 60 d B4l B B A= 41,

FE <9 [E Sigma Aldrich 27 i 22 5] WA SE 56 T 98 80, HoAk2: 0 C6Hy, 41032 >98%(HPLC) A
kol FA I8 R AT 4l S T R VR R G B HERR M, 7RSS —RSE R 2 R, A A B AL
HE T T 88 BOA W B WA, XV BT T AR g . O 1k S i g0 A B P A AR AT T4,
SEHS A A AR B E R, 7R SOM GRS BT 10, T R A 3 B LR R o A A R VA W A T k.
TE 3 4125 FHSEE0 I A PIAR 2E B-d 0, 96 h Jim I HL [Tl %, 25 3R B, 28 BE-d10 1 [RISCR N 74.3%—
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89.6%. US EPAUT A\ (1) RISk 70%—130%, 1056 25 S0 /& L ZEoR, UE B T AR SC 00 45 5L 1) ml S Al
HERAPE.
1.2 SEErik
HR A 26 A 55 00 D25 U BR o 7 71 BE AT 2R SRS, TS IR RRA L B R (R RN,
DMSO) X} HRAL . W B4, B34 3 AN E A . S SC I A RT3 48 h, HA /KA AW 96 h. EL{RSE
¥ BN 1 fs.
Fz 1 FLU9FARF/KAESY SPERELEER

Table 1 Acute toxicity tests information of FLU to nine resident aquatic organisms

e YR L R BB g RK/em  S2ERIE/A W E/ (mgL™)
Classification Families Species Growth phase ~ Weight  Length Time Concentration
B A L 0.00, 2.40, 3.10, 4.00, 5.20, 6.80
.
HERY (Rhodens sinensis) (<30d) 0.25£005 3.0+£05 % 8.80, 11.40
F T FAlicat| 0.00, 2.40, 3.10, 4.00, 5.20, 6.80,
(Pseudorasbora parva) (<30d) 0.2540.02 2.5+02 96 8.80, 11.40
BRI e
HRHAT] - ) t Aljice ] 0.00, 0.96, 1.16, 1.39, 1.67, 2.00,
R (Misgurnus 0.70+£0.05 6.0+0.5 96
- (<30d) 2.40,2.88
anguillicaudatus )
. T I s algicai| 0.00, 3.50, 4.60, 5.50, 7.80, 10.10,
HER (Rana limnocharis) (<104d) 0.20£0.02 1.6+02 96 13.20, 17.10
vy KA 0.00, 2.70, 3.60, 4.70, 6.20, 8.00,
At (Daphnia magna) <24h o o 48 10.40, 13.50
L FHUF (Macrobrachium algica:ti| 0.00, 2.40, 3.10, 4.00, 5.20, 6.80
" N R E] b .00, 2.40, 3.10, 4.00, 5.20, 6.80,
W ERRE nipponense) (<10q)  0-25%+0.05 3.0+02 96 8.80, 11.40
. PRI L) B 318 0.00, 2.70, 3.60, 4.70, 6.20, 8.00,
AR (Chironomus plumosus) (4h#) 0.03£001 1.0£02 % 10.40, 13.50
RN KL (Limnodrilus alficait] 0.00, 3.40, 4.40, 5.70, 7.40, 9.60
PR gﬂm‘» SJU, 058U, F.9Y, J.7U, 1.5Y, 7.0V,
A SR hoffneisterd) (<10q) 005001 1.5+02 96 12.50. 1620
BN alicait| 0.00, 1.39, 1.67, 2.00, 2.40, 2.88
¢ mﬁ; ElH . JY, 1.97, 1.0/, £.UU, £.9Y, £.00,
IERashnr] kg AR JKWEE (Hydra sp.) (<10q) 003001 1.0%£02 96 374, 487

ERMETEME LI G, S5 9 BOW 22 | RSO R B R 0 SUE SC B0 25 S TT R 18 RS0 56, s
XTHRAL . B0 (— H 2K, DMSO) X BRAL | WA, B4l 3 A B PESC IR dl ik v, Hodw ik
G T 2Rk LCso (8. A2 AR B AR R 1 d, R SRS TR i . 18 M 2 2~ S 40 B ] i
BN EBARE AT 21 d, ZFE, RIS DTF 8 d BARIZIG W B B AT ZFN 0.00, 0.42, 0.55,
0.72. 0.94, 1.22, 1.59 mg-L™" FLU; J2ff 4 0.00. 0.35. 0.46, 0.60. 0.78. 1.01, 1.32 mg-L™' FLU; K &%
4 0.00, 0.42, 0.55, 0.72, 0.94, 1.22, 1.59 mg-L™' FLU. {56 1 75 Zic S A N A5 0 : R A8 1) 7= B 4
i B O 8 S0 . AR SR AL K e hs (IR L IR AE), DL 89 Kd sk —Ik.

1.3 B LS5

B % A ELSEVIER %4 #% J& ( http://www.sciencedirect.com) . US EPA ECOTOX 7% M %t ¥i5 )&
(http://cfpub.epa.gov/ecotox/) . Fll CNKI %45 /2 (http://www.cnki.net) 55 . 7 PE47 7 158 K54 B 7 3 2 LA
ZOR: OB T AT FHRE BLA : (2 AR | 5 B MR B SE 4 L i 7 HA K 3R i e ik 4%
g s X A I AR Y2 s g IR T AR QT LM R A A REET (SR 5
KA T VAR ) 0 iR A TR, (H— AN AT R A K =0 i 45 21 ; @45 18 4 NOEC Al LOEC fH 4 i
IRAEMAZ 5, NOEC H [ e UL A L Je A, 55 4k, X F K A=A %, #if AWF9E & B FLU XHiR 7K 3520
(Scenedesmus subspicatus) ] 96-h EC50 24 7.447 mg-L ™, A< 3C3% H b A dis .

T3, SRS I E S A AR I A W T PR K-S KRG . TAG Y. AR SCE FH AT K g 3k 2 A
PTG 53, A 3 485 SR W1 56 (8 K 28 A= 35 PR B X FLU 53 PE SO ER 53 A 17 D0 KB
W& 1, F56 IEAS 7045 (P =0.08>0.05).

EC/LCx 1 i 2 3% B0, 2 1] I 92 R 95% " A5 DX [A) SR 1430, i BRI i o Jr L ) ok B L
A SNV B 5 44 SOMR B2 1 22 (B AE 20% LA, BIA] R T 48 SCHR FE , x 8 49 0 B 50C 201 2 7k 52 5 ) A1
10CHEPEREPESE ), 38 7R 50 TF 4R IO AT IS, XTI % FLU M B2 BEAT ARSI, X6 bUAS: D 25 R J 153 5
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AN 25 SR FE 1 L3R, 855 90.03%—99.15%, il /& Z2 R 21, K A SCHETHA. EC/LC, B, ¥ R FH 44
SCHRRE .
% 2 FLU ZEE/KAAY) 28 5E

Table 2 Acute toxicity data of FLU to American aquatic organisms

iii si%eis (LCs¢/ECs)/(mg-L™") t/h
1 FEPIEL IR 0.6 96
2 Lk AL 0.7 96
3 GHEnEEs 0.8 96
4 WEBEICKH f1 20.9 96
5 B 13 SR Al 36.0 96
6 i 2 1 44.0 96
7 DTS 52.0 96
8 e I 2 54.0 96
9 Vi 74.0 96
10 T i 91.0 96
11 PN} 1183 96
12 FRarAL I 139.9 96
13 i R R 250.0 96

2 725 5318 (Results and discussion )

2.1 SRR
3 WA T 9 FAR LK AEAY R 2RI EE R, 23 0t JEZE A Bl 500 0 BR 2 A A T )
HI A I BIE TS IR 4. 7 A T i 435 R 2 IR R ko6t FLU %2 5% it W BURK, H 96-h LCsy ly 1.887 mg-L, H:
UORIKIE R | U, Z2flfa  RAIR . AR 2 1Y /K 22 05 FER 04y By, X6 FLU S5 AN B0R% 0 2 V55 e R s
H:96-h LCsy i 8.695 mg-L ™.
#z 3 FLU A KAEAY S MR

Table 3 Results of acute toxicity tests of FLU to resident aquatic organisms

s?iis Ei?(iijeliﬁe FC:L\r\rrTula K P LCsy/(mg L)
g 96 ¥ =3.4458x +2.2589 0.9268 <0.01 6.251 (5.748—6.443)
ek 96 y=1.4976x + 4.5875 09436 <0.01 1.887 (1.594—2.258)

KIUEE 48 y=3.8675x —2.0147 0.9850 <<0.01 5.487 (5.012—5.897)
GL 96 »y=2.5612x +3.7744 0.9089 <0.01 3.011 (2.412—3.647)

FEHIK 221 96 y=1.5825x +3.7347 0.9065 <0.01 6.313 (5.688—6.578)
B 96 y=1.6443x + 3.8262 0.854 <0.01 5.177 (4.231—5.593)
FRAA B 96 y=2.3053x + 2.9664 0.9243 <0.01 7.628 (7.390—8.159)
KB 96 »=1.3879x + 1.9976 0.9017 <0.01 2.032 (1.785—3.074)
PRI 96 y=1.9267x +3.1911 0.9044 <0.01 8.695(8.393—90.145)

22 SRR

7 18 P TR S0 R I v B A 3 R BIAE TSR 4. X T8 ok B AR (3% 4), Barata 2522 B 5%
26 W] R R 3R B9 AF 15 28 21-d NOEC 4 0.937 mg-L™', iX — 4% 5 5 A3 56 v ok 4 738 i 290 i 1Y 21-d
ECj, 4 0.881 mg'L " /3423 ARG 4, X F KUK, XF FLU 25 097 O S E50 00 26 5 b T LA
TR, RIH HON BRI S FE R TR T, 3 FhoK AR AW bt FLU 2288 00 SR M B AR )l R Y
1%, e m AR R 45 SR TR A Sk S 18 M SE I, X FLU 2 #8 AR IR I 1 55 e A9 Uk
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& 4 FLU A LKA A i el 4t 1)
Table 4 Results of chronic toxicity tests of FLU to resident aquatic organisms.

ok R/ 3 AR

Species Exposure time Endpoint Formula K P ECiy/(mgL)
ik 28 A (1d) y=4.5521x+2.8004  0.9930 <0.01 0.798
Ve 28 A (1/d) y=5.3131x-1.989 0.9743 <0.01 0.269

KA% 28 AR (1d) y=4.7745x+ 1.667 0.8971 <0.05 1.187

FE—wnh (1d) y=2.8499x+1.525 09572 <0.01 1.243
S—w gt (n) y=3.8261x+0.657 09315 <0.01 0.987
SEE (n) y=3.7966x+ 1.0801  0.9203 <0.01 0.881
SEEEL (n) y=3.7450x+ 1.4623  0.9364 <0.01 1.471

23 ETAL5EEAY SIS SSD Mk ik

Davies 85 H H « R 1 {82 PE B0 0 1 4802, R 5 — b DR AT A 25 IRURS DAk st T s FH HCAth b
XA A= R (H TSR] M XA K R A SRR R L KR 22 B R, AN [RIRP S AR W% T A IRl A
W 0 O SRR U A R R [ 2, DR sk — S AEE B 1 S 32 B 22 O T I B . AR 0K AR b (3R 2) 1k
B (3 3) M B R tEBUE 64T SSD M ZR LG, FEHEAT Heac T hie, ¥R "Rl FH d Al "X —HE&
AT 22 BR A D 18 M B, ARG UR 2t BRI SR ABEIE AA £ | S AR F+SEE
FLU B PEECHE S SLhl, JE15 1 3 4% SSD LA Mk (&1 1). #8 X FLU & & i gt Jr i, B bR + 0
(BB, RVAEHE () 5 28 B (£0) M2 B FA A B8 A O A, R 26 B ZE ) HA /1 e
R IR R R . e AL, RO AR R SR AR R = A R HC fH 4 2 1,527,
1.869, 2.142 mg-L".

= 72 %4 Native taxa
® A& + #(## Non-native taxa ®
08k A L EREHR All taxa
2
E
[
206
a
(]
2
=
2 04
Q
&)
0.2
0 |||||||||| |
-1.5 -1.0 -05 0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

1g[Crpy/(mg-L )]
1 FLU A4 G KA LY tERs SSD 2l & i
Fig.1 Species sensitivity distribution of native, American and all species toxicity data for FLU

Two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S test) £ 35 % H T80 ge it v, A T X PR A SR o A1 22 57
P ARG 95 4. 1 FH I D7 vk, AF S 36 1R BEPE AR FAS T s MR R S AR AE R W] B AN [ HAT 4
A AR MR 0 S 7 — 3 22 S W, RS £ AT AR SC A SEE B (T TSI, I 8 HOAS oK A AR W5 5
BN B IS ATE W] 36 [ K A A W R AT TAS b B (A R 4 R, AT RS2 1A )
T AE A R AR IR IR K-S Z5 RN : (ks = 1.342, n1 =9, n2 =13, P=0.01). P=0.0114<0.05, 4%
a=0.05 /K1, 25 2R 3R B A B 78 FLU BEMERRURR ) B A oA B I 52 SR A — B, T 20 4540 =2 1)
FAERZE S o0 B35 (K D). 5350, T PRI A S e AR LA Wt i i, e AR A= 5L
I b Ui R Y BEVE RIS B I L BR 2R, R PR AT K-S K, P Z M3 AR o
22 5% (ks= 0.830, n1 = 8, n2=13, P=0.0183). R I ATAT AT FIWT A %5 FLU B9 BUBHE S A £
A B BRI, T E i — 2D I AT XA AR AR ST 58 TAE (I 1).
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2.4 FLU 7K A A= WK 5 e v B (B HE S

DASE N S Ry By, 76115 FLU ZKZE A= W e BB I, AR SCR T USEPA 48 B #EFE Y SSR J7
UL 9 Fh A + W) ) SMAV H 1 GMAV {H K H HE ¥ an & 5 i 7, CMC(FLU 9 &P 3 i [
i) =FAV/ATHr A+, Horf FAV B 1.141 mg L', ¥4 R 738 5 BUE R 2, f e i3 & E FLU &9 &0k
FEMEBIESS RN 0.570 mg L' 2 B F 3% [5 FLU 12 it EUE 5 /0, FCV A il il i 48 m T ERE 1Y
JiiEIHE, B FCV=FAV/FACR, FACR W{E /& 3 FK 4244 SACR A9 LA 2{E (A fir s, 3 Fok Ak
AR SAVR 5351 : KA 6.23, 27 6.49, Jefifk 7.01), F 201545 FACR Hl 6.57, FCV {H R
0.174 mg-L™", B AR /K ¥ /Y FLU MY B 1PE(E My 7.447 mg- L7, i K T8 389 ECV {E, [H X 4
YA A B IERT. CCC By & #e 48 ma T4 th 19 7%, Bl FPV., FCV # FRV =& Hi /Ny
{EL T B 2 8L LG T s, AR B SR AR 22, HL 3R [ S DA B Y BCF F MPC B, BT CCC n] B
3 1 FCVAHTTA, TEAR ZE 00T FRV WA % %, & 515 3R E FLU 0998 M2 E I H CCC
0.174 mg-L™".

%5 FLU KA AT
Table 5 Ranked GMAVs with SACRs.

iii Si’iﬁi . SMAVs/(mg-L™) GMAVs/(mg-L™) SACRs Si)Eu/r )i .
1 ek 1.887 1.887 7.01 AT
2 K 2.032 2.032 ENTE
3 HIF 3.011 3.011 ASBFSE
4 AR 5.177 5177 6.49 ABFF
5 KRB 5.487 5.487 6.23 AHFTE
6 ki 6.251 6.251 ARBFSE
7 EEHk 2243 6.313 6.313 AHIFSE
8 FE A4 7.628 7.628 AHFTE
9 P e 8.695 8.695 ABFTE

ity MK 7.447 7.447 [20]

FIAN, ARSCH N T FLU X 58 K AR A 0 B Bk 1040, AR ST AR AR 3 M £ R U E AR X
fer, Uk . 2 A RN AR B 1Y 96-h LCS50 435°h 1.887. 5.177. 6.251 mg-L™! FLU, iMifE NAEAS 4 2510 ¥
fif O BH AR P B R SR il B il BY R g Sk 5 £ PP 96-h LCS0 43 1] 4 20.90. 36.00. 91.00,
118.3 mg-L™ FLU, {E AN TE — N EE L, A L0 2R H U, & 2B iy e A L 2L s 3k R
BEBS ) 96-h LC50 & 52.00 mg-L'FLU, FE7E i85 T4 A PR AT S 158 e R i) %) S0 4 (8.695 mg L™ FLU ) ; A%
A S R sh 1T R i 4l L 96-h LC50 g 7.628 mg- L FLU, ifi 4l 9367 + B 2ty 2
Ui L H B0 R B A5, 96-h LC50 43 51K 44.00 mg-L™" 1 250.00 mg-L ™' FLU, 25 %48 ] &, A 435
B I TAR T RS, 28 BT IR, AT LUB e A oK AR AR W a2k | AR FLU FICAR 35 Bcsh# 1] LR
A =[] 2 A B UK.

A LRGSR ST 2R Y B R K 22 85], 96-h LCS0 4 6.313 mg- L' FLU, FE A + %
L5 B996-h LC50 oA 0.700 mg-L™' FLU, HAMAF MG H 72 284 ) 25 K, AR £ 75 #F 96-h LC50 4
3.011 mg-L'FLU, 11 3E A £ Jic A B 5% 2 sl 49 3 Y g 25 0 950 R A% 80 IX] 3R B%196-h LCS0 AH X4 1IK, R
0.600 mg-L™" & 0.800 mg-L™" FLU. [ it 7] DA % dE A 7K A= A= 9 b Rl 3415 sl i) S R e 2 sl i X
FLU HAS 4 A 9 0 Jin k.

340, A B far 2= RIVM A0 1 ETX2.0 )4 5% #0735 SSD 4ok th HCS i, 43512 1.657 mg-L™!
1 1.869 mg L. B I 24 BF My PR 7 BU(E K 2 1), CMC 763X W5 F SSD il 26 T, 3155 19 45 51 20 5l
0.829 mg-L™" F10.935 mg-L", 3R US EPA“45 g i 4fE7£ 1Y SSR %1151 CMC {H°4 0.570 mg'L™,
FH T UL, TS RS R A — AR
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3 458 (Conclusion)

(1) £F US EPA“FR i "HEFE M 73k, 98 BUAS LK AE A 2 EEE {1 (CMC) 24 0.570 mg L™, 1%
PEREUE R {E (CCC) A 0.174 mg-L7'; 73 4b, il i ff 22 RIVM A i B ETX2.0 508 M R BB HEFE 1Y SSD 7
JITAS B S (B -5 AR SCRT AR 25 58 (SSR J7 kA ) FEBCER S I — 30, A SCZ5 RAR B KE.

(2) FERUZE 5 T, 3 LB T AS 5 26 E AP ) — S vk AR, Ul IIAE R AT R R ¢ UK A= B
JE o BREL AR 4 S 1sF, ] ) 9 K A AR 0 B PR 500 P HE SR AR /N

St Bl b E B RL R OE R B XUAE W WF I A TE SCE B SO 45 T 1S B
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