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Abstract

The water near a river estuary along the Southern Yellow Sea coast is taken as a typical target wa-
ter body, and a qualitative and quantitative method for screening organic pollutants with different
polarities in water is established. A solid phase extraction method using a C18 column and a HLB
column connected in series under different acid-base conditions was used to extract organic pol-
lutants with different polarities from water samples. The compounds in the sample were detected
by gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS) in full scan mode. In the case of removing the
influence coming from background, the mass spectrums of the main 30 compounds were retrieved
in the NIST11 library. With the artificial spectrum analysis and the polarities, 10 compounds could
be identified directly, including dimethoate and its two degradation products, two fatty acids and
their corresponding methyl esters, ethyl phthalate, and cedar alcohol. The types of phthalic acid
esters were further identified by determining the standard samples. The concentrations of phthalic
acid esters and dimethoate were 38.4 pg/L and 143.3 pg/L, respectively. The preliminary ecologi-
cal risk assessment results showed that phthalic acid esters and dimethoate had more risk for the
aquatic ecosystem.
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R 5T DA RS B IR NI O PR IR AR B2 B AR AR, BN T KA s R AR MR A LTS 5
A e BRI %, RATEA FIBRHE A (- C184E 5 BRHLBAE B B MU,  REUKFE AR K
FOIEEY. PHGC-MSEETFEN TR P HRMRHT 7RI EERERTRELT, £H
NIST113¥%FExt EZKI30F M5 I BT BT IR, 456 A TR B ARk R, W B A0
KL EY10%h, A GRERARREIL2MEERF Y. 2P IR KX MR X _FRZE. i
B, ENXARERRRRE, #E—PHE T B OSE - R RIS RIS, JRES IR — FRE
FRNIR R EIIRE 259384 pg /L1433 pg/L. FIB AT RSP &5 R KM, W5 = R IREERYIRA R
FAKESRAZIRB R NRERE.
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1. 5|

FRIE H AT St R K K AR AE W TR SRR bR, BIEFERA N BRI AE RS R
S, TN T E R K AR AR S RS A B A LTS R b« RIE QKK R HE) (GB 3097-1997)
WS B IR AL F ML & 7 RO R Ry . AhIE. 757575, DDT. Ehhifmd. H XA ik |
I (o) Bl TR R R 2015 Gk B REVR AR, Bl S 3R A Ao 0 1) PR e 5 W i X A K
SRR, MR I RS G B [ ARUT R X I AE A 2 A AR TR AOK BUARE, FRE (5
IKEEEHIRARE) (GB 8978-1996)1 K A L5 Sediu it — 4 K, He @ S-AHls 4 mi H 37 T,
AR, X AE fE S R DA R AE IR B IR . AR B R A LIS 4, R IR e s )
LY R T AENE YRR, S A LS 0 H 58 e 3R EHE KK AR AEXS T BTG Fe 04
BT BEAFAE “ RS (1) I [ 1]

B2, SN RS R S G MEEZ AN, FhRigiid DL EARAER 4 2],
NTRZHEHHEEYR, REWAW “L587 RGO EEN, KeiE bl s R & =
EPEPRE

DRI, AR 58 00 3 2 H 2 8 0 7 F S0 R I R G, DA SO AOK bR IE . T57KERG
HE bR AN B PR S da )75 G 44 B N A LS G o B s P H bR, DAFLAHRL K5 Fia s o M ) 356
e, AR S AT T 7, B REN S R HEEVE R, e S RS R s, et
R FREA R, XK IREERE 00 ™ 5 G LTS R AT 8 AT HE PR AR S A .
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2. MB57E
2.1, REEIIE

T 2016 4 11 H 24 HAETL 7348 FliE A0 e X Al iR S HEK 1 TR 10 mARRIKAR . A FHRAE
10 L BORE GBI, S0 PR H B0 B AR AT 2 B oRoK . alidgok. PIERAN A K AR
Yoo HRORFE S AT . BRI RAE T I SEPRKREARE 3 U0, FIRRKFE BRIz RIS, RIE AT
B RAT
2.2. FEMATALE

P AT AT R R TR 2 3 BT T v A S M ) B R R [3). NIRRT K AR B Z R AL
SO, X NI R B T 2 AR K, AR CARUR 2 N T KRR HiT A T AR [ AR R ECR R
(Solid-Phase Extraction, SPE). i 4 ] (4 [F] AH IR B 75 A0 i v 771 RE s . H WAk S 5 FiAth il 7 A ik
JRBEAT B o B o AP 5l E AR R B AR W, AT RIS REE AR TR B
PR I A5 K 2 10T G B AR, T EEEAE S AT AL B I R R AT RE 2 (1 SR AR AN [R5 1) 22 4Ly
Y .

MR A MR AT, ABLTR DA 7 TH L i AR 7V

1) [E AR AR . HLB(HSE IR — L@ 2R ASE KME N- 2006 L i Jo J 93 ot B A 4% — 52
EEA 28 & B R ALSE SR ) A0 CA8( )\ e fe ety ) s FH [ AR AS BB/ INATE RS TS AERE o AR P MU [ AR A HY
AU, HLB AR SRR M5 0 TSR IS, & T2 B AR PRGN T s 1fT C18 Al & AL MU AR AR 14
EUSSARPER T, SRR MED BT B R N B 2 N (4], A EETCIER, GAEAFRIERZ . 2005 R. M
PR A KR R R R BU R AT AR EE, C18 A HRIDE HLB A [ AH 2 Y 1) U R B v B AR (5] [T, SR
Y C18 #F: B I5E HLB A5 [F] AH A& HI ¥ 7532 1T [RI I 4 /KR s AS [F) 1 R Ak S 0 1 ' B R0

2) WNTAKEER pH. TEXAR DGR (0 AR AEEUR, KRR pH B AT LR S B AR IR, iy
FARIRAT TR VE S PE N MR T, SRR R 26 T AR USCR B . A KA LTS G e
PEWF T R FORCE B, Sefare It BPE(pH > 11) LA BRI (pH < 2)544F R 23 BB TS HEEHLA6],
HLE TR T BE B i & IR BLTS B AU, AR TT V5238 A RIS (4 LIS e DAE AN [F) A2 L
AR EFHTCEARIL, AR TR et Bk, AR KRR =0y, 435I R (pH =
3)~ HPE(pH = 7)1 (pH = 1) 43 B AT [ AL ERL

3) EFRE M HIVE BT . eV RN B AR R ERE, AR R, R BRI AR 2 R
KIIE Ok ke LR OB 45— LU BIBC R A0 AT B s e AR R AR P 1 B AR A A L
R MRARASCHE S5 R [5], At Fuik & 1) — SR e Al VR A (R R L L) AE bl — & e
TRA WAL 1:1) 73 A5e s HLB A1 C18 £,

4) EEES. BT REE YR BERIIE R ERRATE N, W2, ERERGRYET R PR R
TREERE, Bk iR B 6] 40°C LA,

AR DA b SR B A it i A BR S0 P 3R OL 1] 1.

¥ 4 LIKREZ 0.7 pum EISLT 4L (25 F Whatman)id g, 25 B0 Bk, Kod g E K3 T
AP, FHRAE KA 1L, Hr L /KRE RS, HHAR 3 KA 2 il H Eh B AN A B 22
R (pH = 3)« H itk (pH = 7) A P (pH = 11) 5 K5 Z83d pH I 5 1 3 43 /KA, 4371 i Oasis HLB(200 mg, 6 mL,
5 [H Waters /A &)1 C18 (200 mg, 6 mL, 3 [E Supelco Inc. 7 1) [f AH 25 BN 5 I3 7K RE HEAT [ A A HL,
HLB A [RhdE F -F AR AR R A G5 A SRR, 1T C18 AHd@ FH T AEUE M A S i AL 54 . HLB
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FEAT C18 AKX 5 mL 1) & H e 5 mL B EEAT 15 mL B K BT, /KFEEE SPE /ME AT 2
#1745 mL/min. ‘& &/KFER) HLB Fl C18 /M AN E AT 5, Hor, HLB A FRFAEL N 1:1 (1)
TR ELR AR 15 mL 43 3 k(% 5 mL)#EATBENL, C18 AL A 1:1 B Ik b A & bR
A 15 mL 43 3 k(% 5 mL)BEAT SN, Belid BRI 1~2 mUmin, BRItk al, Sk E 1 5
T FE] o 2 FEETF T 6 4B B 23 i FH TR BREREAIBL K, EE R 2 1.0 mL, ZUWVCGREFEHITE 40C LA,

RS _ 3

pH:3 7 11 %[

3|_ -l

gt s ulPs

B ey oy || | | Commnd A e e

K pH3 || pH7 || pHil1 HLBHLEBA n
i L

C184: HLBE:

Figure 1. Sample preparation steps
1 HEIAESIE LR REE

2.3. @It

FEm S Agilent7890A-5975C “SAH (A T BX A ATl sE , (XA (AT E N BN A
KA FRERE, HEREARUN 1 pls #ERE 1B 260°C 5 SR Full scan 538 . W18A4E I v 50°C s Fa%E 2 min,
FEFFFHE(EC/min) % 300°C; fEIR 10 min. BUGACKA El BFE: SRR N 230°C; PUMRAHREE N
150°C; El HiJE N 70 eV; #4iTEHI 2 50~300 amus.

I DA AP IR B AR M BT A A 1) A SIS IS I KRR e B S AR B AF ) NIST1
T R PR AR LA, TG H T R B o X R PSR s i WL B AR 2) X T AR A ) E
P, DLREFERS RICHCE KT 50%FF45 & N TS RHie; 3) ML T mek B by BLm R, BR
i f#25 BB (DRS) LASRE e v X v ff 12

24, ERBFFIEE

MRAEFE G EPE TS A, B IS AT AR X 7K PR 5 7 E ) A0 R R IR A
2GR FFAT BT, DLV NI R 7K 505 G5 100 o

16 FRAR 7 — H RRESARUEVA TR, WRFE N 1000 mo/L, SREEE o2si AF], FREYIFR ARG —H R
FHE(DMP). 412K —HIiZ — ZBE(DEP). 42K —HR % T l5(DIBP). 42K ~HE 1k T l(DBP). 4F2K
TR X (2- A 20) iR (DMEP) . 412K — H R W -4- Ff1 3k -2- TR /G (BMPP) . 4T 4% — HI iR W -2- 2 S 3k 2. g
(DEEP). 4E7 — HIfig — R EE(DPP). 4B7K — HIR —1E CLlE(DHXP). 462K —HIR T %Hs(BBP). 4K —HIR
T THEIECEE(DBEP). 48K T HIR I CE(DCHP). AB2K —HIiR —(2- 2.3 O 3E)EE(DEHP) . 412K — HIJR
T ZKHE(DPhP). ABZK — HIEZ . IE ¥ HE(DNOP). A8 —HIEZ — T-HE(DNP); SRkRAZGhrUER, WE N 100
mg/L, KEEE o2si AF. PLIE bt A5 R il 4528 — FH R B AR AR, WREEZ 8 05, 1,
2, 5, 10pug/mL, HFFrdE e .

25. ERBFFIEE

MR 5 25 [ [ X M0 5 28 25 2R 800 12 (hitp://cfpub.epa.gov/ecotox) 3K 1541 25 — F R IS 28 AL & Wt A [7]
VIFh (R BHESIY . ToEMESI) KA 31 2 H(NOEC/LOEC., LCsov ECsp), HHTHHESNIE
Pfas, TEMNIERF I, PN A SRR RIFE TR, FIER MRS, AR R
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BATH

[7]: X TS, — MUt 4~7 RIVEVERE; #38E# 96 h 1 LCso/ECsp, KT 14 K[ NOEC/LOEC,
HIA A A0oK . SER ST, KA L $E 48 h 119 LCso/ECse, KT 7 K[ NOEC/LOEC.

{8 P PRV AR AR RS, P AELVE PT RABT X 148 5 B PRAN 32 AR T B4 S0 0 XU 6 {EL(Risk Quotient, RQ):

RQ = MEC/PNEC )

AH, MEC AllE 1K (measured environmental concentration, MEC), PNEC A Tl g 52 Wi v 5
(predicted no effect concentration, PNEC). #; RQ < 0.1, MR, 0.1 <RQ < 1, My &5 XA, RQ > 1,
UpSEE NS B

KA A ) PNEC 18 O HE S8 F Y- X1 (assessment factor, AF)Y2:[9], 4 % 1 fIPFA IR R U
PNEC 4 L(E)Cso 2k NOEC 54N AF fECAH

Table 1. The values of assessment factors (AF) for deriving the predicted no-effect concentrations (PNEC)
= 1. ST TR E (PNEC) B F BTN B T (AF) B BUE

i DA # MR AF
1 3AVE TR (. BAEE) 2D 1R A S L(E)Cso 2035 1000
2 1 F A=) (# B0R) (1124 NOEC #df 100
3 REE 2 AEFRGN 2 P (f . BORIEE AT R 2 Fh) 18 7% NOEC #udi 50
4 FAREE IAE TR 3 FhA (. BORIE) 18 1% NOEC % 10
: L(E)Cso NFEIEL(RUM) K NOEC F TSRS FE o
3. RO

3.1 &ERITRE
IRYE GC-MS il 45 A, F2 MK 2 fros TAFBE AT 45 Rt

Gk B
N HERRENET R
EREES [ L oo | FNERE BT

iR
v

S IR R \
T | 1~ 2ikamea | NSTEERR

DCEE <70%

A
HRIERRIpH AR
VRO BRI E
Bir i SiRiEss
fiE | JVEPCRCEE R

—
ST BRI
fiE , HEBRAATRERIT
B[

A 4 A 4
ARSI e FEBREEITHLA
(© “damen ) ( “*”";'iﬁ;mfm> O "
A

BRI Y

REMERDHT, ¥

EUEYE NS E
¥

T ER R TE
SRR

Figure 2. Result analysis process

2. BERORIZEE
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T, TR TAER XS 6 M RE a0 AT B3NS, H 6 sR G Bl AR oA [R] DR B A ) BR300 2 1)
YA N —F, RIS EE EH AR . NG, BTk i 3 2 AR & R SR aAT
NIST i B R4 E, CAVCECRE AT 2 ML A M5 BN &IE . A VLELE KT 70%, WIARYEAIE pH FH
T AR EOAE P 2 e (B B D00 A it P U T AR ) 1 2 1) A O AR P AR AAE SR B DT P & SR, i o 56 ik 0w AT o
HAR R FR; A VCECEE /N 70%, U)o S 0 i vk B R AE B8 31T 70 b, 4 B AR 5 & DL RC AL
ERE S T — 2, BRI A H AR R R R HE R AN TT B () Sk LR i &4, AR BLIACH
H AR R -5 VS B &) A S5 AR LRI REAE s ZEVCECEE /N 70%0), 4 HAr¥i 5 & VL EL A A 1)
TEE A3, WCHASRER E H R0 16 4 RN 4544

X H O BAR, SRR AEY T e e e T 57k, e B AR AL & 1) 2 R AN
TR, NESAES RSP SR KR .

3.2. NIST JEEELHI4 R

HEHL 6 ANFE i 1 i B AR IR RT 30 (1 Euiidedt AT NIST 1S PEDCRL /04T, DURCEs R WAL 2. ARYE4S
RO AE ) TAERRZR, Z2HIA R pH T AP ASEURE 5 1 0 i 45 R s (K] 3), DA ARAR 9 AR, 4L
AR A HA UGS 8], Y AAAR 3l 22 Dy CL18 A AL EUAE Sl i 25 3R, Y ARAR S N D HLB A 2R Sl it 25
ANFEBEAREAE pH IR -

5 LRI 5
-7
_Kl
0,0,0-=WEFRRR
== — N
J
10 10
TRN= ( =PRTRRE ) B
TROPR PRER
—|1 0,05-=REt—FRHImRE
15 15
(v) +=mumms
1-ZHHR-1H-5
2-sE
I : b
3-FERE-47-—FE-1H-RER 20 20
24-TTEER
I -
@ 2,6,10- =B8R+ R
e —_— P L
—_—
r ( NN,S-=F-4-SRRRgs
= | =

Lo L LA B LU B AL AL B e ]
100001000 100 10 100 100010000
C18ZEHUA: HLBA HL:

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.103036 318 BRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.103036

» B4 25
-
@ R
2 MRS TR
T e
1-+hEds
e J—— 2HERTRRTE
— 1T
30 ”
SRR
P — _
Eicmt:. A -
SRR
g |
e B
35 s
WRIRT
S _—f 9 —
1
40 0
e
@ o s
—: —_— 1-TFRE () FRRREHR
znimins — — 1
P — — S —
—Ij D — @ C31H5802Si
RS
L L LI LR R IR L BN EALLL AL e
100001000 100 10 100 100010000
C18F U HLB A Huk:

Figure 3. Results of two extracted samples at different pH values
3. A[E pH A=AV A AT 45 R

A TR R B H AR VCECEE, I (B 11 J5 56 38 LA K H PR AR AIE 5 AN ) S 5628 5 4 fr i) )32
HRR:

1) A CLIEAHE B E WA R IaTE: 15 0,0,0-=HERFABIREE. 55 0,0,5-= % —fifM
BEIRHE. 6 5 WA HRESE . 11 SALE —HER 25, 13 SHMEE. 15 SRR, 21 SEEHIE F S,
22 SEFHAIR . 24 SHEARER S 25 SHEMRER. 30 540K — HIR — = ¢ i;

2) AT LAHE AR AP S ULECY) R 2540 BA ARG 2 SEEZS bt 3 SEEUTAR = (= H
FEHRERCIE) G 4 5B IR G 7 S AL 1-0 £ - 1H-BliEk 2- AR 2R, 8 SRR LA R
BRI B AROR — HR . 9 ‘5 5E{0A 3-F AR k-4, 7- R JE-1H- 5] e . 10 5584 2,4- U T Rk 2,5- U T
By, 16 SHEL 2- R R IR T e 17 S50 1-1 )\l 18 5 2-RERHIR = T lE. 19 55E4l
AoE HER R T HE. 20 SARAK HER SR TG, 23 SEELIARIE HER T HE. 27 S 1- - HRCE
R R AR\ BE. 29 S BEAL%E F IR DU R e s

3) NREHEE HArMb S ARSI ERE: 12 SR, 14 SYIF. 26 SY. 28 SR,
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Table 2. Information of compounds with the highest matching rate
=2 BfYILEEESHEYERER

o OREER . LogD LogD LogD
S CAS 5 X LogP i
% min) N e PoeHzy  H=7) eH=1) PEE
1 8.876 152-18-1 0,0,0-= H JE 6% A Qi R i 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 95.2%
2 9.327 124-18-5 A 491 491 491 491 44.5%
3 11.323  55429-29-3 TEAER = (= 5k R R b 26 e 5.70 5.70 5.70 5.70 58.7%
4 13.876 556-67-2 PR 5 — HA Ak A ot 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 42.1%
5 14.371 2953-29-9 0,0,S-= H &t —mifC MR Ik 1.52 1.52 1.52 152 98.7%
6 14.802 141-63-9 + HIE TR A 3.60 3.60 3.60 3.60 89.7%
; 17743 2471-83-2 1-WF 2, 3-1H-2fi 3.13 3.13 3.13 3.13 33.4%
' 91-57-6 2-HIJEZE 3.48 3.48 3.48 3.48 21.5%
8 18.287 85-44-9 SRR ERET 1.42 1.42 1.42 1.42 43.5%
: 88-99-3 AR R 0.54 -0.54 -1.99 -2.00 40.2%
9 20.856  100813-60-3 3-HAE HE 4,7 FF -1 H - 15 e - - - - 62.1%
10 23.287 96-76-4 2,4- U T Ry 4.76 4.76 4.76 4.39 46.5%
: 5875-45-6 2,5- U T IR 476 4.76 476 4.26 23.4%
11 25274 84-66-2 A2 R 2.1 2.69 2.69 2.69 2.69 59.2%
12 25.333 14905-56-7 2,6,10-= 3L+ ¢ 7.55 7.55 7.55 7.55 8.5%
13 25541 77-53-2 EgyN 3.19 3.19 3.19 3.19 59.4%
14  26.856 - N,N,S-= F 3 -4-37 5L 2K il - - - - 31.7%
15  28.268 60-51-5 SRR 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 98.8%
16 28.901 - 2RI T T R - - - - 46.6%
17 29.545 112-88-9 14 )\ B 8.16 8.16 8.16 8.16 5.9%
18 29.874 - 2-FRERHIRF T B - - - - 56.4%
19 31139 84-69-5 AR HR 5 T 4.44 4.44 4.44 4.44 14.4%
' - AR 2K R (4-BE3E) 7 T g - - - - 6.8%
20 32.066 89-18-9 WRZFR (T H-8-FHRTIH)E 765 7.65 7.65 7.65 6.4%
: 84-69-5 A2k RS TS 4.44 4.44 4.44 4.44 5.3%
21 32.238 112-39-0 KRAETE i 6.40 6.40 6.40 6.40 68.7%
22 32876 57-10-3 K R 6.25 6.25 422 2.73 71.9%
23 32989 84-74-2 oK R =T I 463 4.63 463 463 27.6%
24 35998 112-61-8 il 2 i 7.29 7.29 7.29 7.29 78.7%
25  36.583 57-11-4 TR 7.14 7.14 5.11 3.62 71.2%
(35,55,8R,95,10S,135,145)-10,13-—
26 41507  65598-89-2 F5E-3-(Z A B 2 ) -+ U A 8.42 8.42 8.42 8.42 13.4%
2H-FR 0 e [a] 3E-17(14H)-FH
27 42148  65598-04-1 1- F R R BE) W RE e A+ )\ bt - - - - 48.2%
28 42340 - Cs1Hss0,Si - - - - 41.7%
29 42651 141-62-8 2% F R DU RE AUt 3.41 3.41 3.41 341 61.1%
30 42958 27554-26-3 A2 — F R — 5 3¢ g 7.87 7.87 7.87 7.87 29.8%

LogP: JE&SFAWNRAEIEFEEAK PR R E: LogD: 1EFEE AR B 13410 5K s i 1 43 e R &L
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33 ERUEYMEEST

I LA B R TR DUREE, AR2K T H R EE AL A W) (phthalic acid esters, PAES) AR 24 5F J 1 JL it
P NHET AL K A4 R 28 s e, @ bR TR PR E T, e A AR, I
WE . SrEm PR A E S HUR IR EY) 5 M, GFELR R —HER(DMP). 28X
T HIR . ZBE(DEP). AR " HIR 5% T HE(DIBP). 482K —HR —1E T l5(DBP)MILEAR — HIR —(2-4.3:
HL)EG(DEHP) o JKFEAD R — FEREE A S AL 2 R e A Wk 3. TR EREME, M FrEnrbsd
T2 AR I UE AT 2K = H R FE AL A W R0 AR SR ) Tm WA, AN [ F i Ak 5 7455 AT il [ A0 A [ R P e o
%, PRI AT LA A P e i 114 45 S g Bl S A P

Table 3. Concentrations of PAEs and dimethoate with different pretreatment methods (ug/L)
= 3. FREIRIAMES AR PR RBREER LSRR RS 2(u/L)

C18 % HLB #

Ed=s ey i ket

pH=3 pH=7 pH=11 pH=3 pH=7 pH=11
1 A0 — F R — g DMP 0.10 0.09 0.06 0.02 0.10 n.d.
2 A R 2 DEP 0.59 0.19 0.06 0.17 n.d. n.d.
3 A R 5 TR DIBP 12.40 14.34 9.78 0.28 0.06 0.06
4 AR~ W I TG DBP 20.20 2161 11.89 0.18 0.01 n.d.
5 MR ZHIR—(2-¢. K CHE)Fs  DEHP 0.74 0.73 0.68 0.16 n.d. n.d.
6 SRR - 116.23 143.29 4.74 88.04 14.30 n.d.

nd. AR,

AR ZHIRERRM A, £ T EF BRI MRS B I  E A, DESSLE g AR
WE WA RGN, MAMEIREGH . JEWER . ZEFEM A WE . AR RIS
EVR®ETZ, £rrER, MARRHEZMHHENTRS. Ky L5 AV SERH[10], HH b
B S ki R LEILE WA PSS . PAEs Af LUEE IR IE . AR Ikt NN, BT
PAEs F#RRIEENS, BI85 EH. MKV, PAEs BAAMRAELSI AT Pukete[11], #m
PNNIE=EEN 95

A2 — R — HES(DMP). AB2K —FHR — Z.l8(DEP). 47 —HIfZ — T FE(DBP). 4% —HIR —1E ¥
#i5(DOP) AR 7 — Fi iR T FE 3L A (BBP) AR 4 — FH iR —(2- 2.3 L 3% Fis (DEHP) 6 gk 3¢ [E [ 5 A4 )53 (EPA)
Bt tlis g, 48R H R I ES(DMP). 412K — R — T EE(DBP). 412K —HiR - 1E¥H(DOP)3
w3 i e IR BRAR S 5 e . RE (RIS s ARitE) (GB3838-2002)H #Hl e 48 Hr s A= i ik
FH K 328 7K PR HB AT 2R — R — T i (DBP) A1 AT 2K — FH iR —.(2- £, 24 O 2%) i (DEHP) b #E FR 1B 2 1 >4 0.003
mg/L 1 0.008 mg/L . A YK S5 FRRE i Fh AT 2K — IR — T 5 (DBP) R i ( b 2 /K PR B2 3R B hRuft )6 fi5 LAk,
WA FEIRT 7K 7K 5 52 2450 B ) A0 2R — FR R TR 284 3 (1) 2l

AR 80 AR, B A A AU M AR /N A AL Ak 24 (organophosphorus pesticides, OPPs) U
PUSEAR 245 B B TR E R 25 T B i B ok A FTE s (0 — 2R 24 . ER Bl S & 40 i 4 FE b X A
DEAG MU AR 24 B FLARE =4, 1 W B MU AR 25 ] e O RE A PE G HLTE 44 [12]« Ak HEE A Tk £J8
AT AU R 258 R . KRR ST EA BN T, IR K85 s NI

R4 O,0- I E-S-(N- FH L G036 F G FF ) —hRACRE IR IR, N HLIEAR 2, |Bab IR
KUEY . HRREYRNOIHR SR 2k ERVEERTERE, MR RThREKegE, Bk,
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AR RAE — 58 BRI E FL A MR RS [13] o FRIE R SR R BN “oR i et filis G ” 42 5. 3R (Hh
FOKIAEL R S ArdE) (GB3838-2002)H #i e 4 Hh A= i FH /K M R /K s b A SR ARt FRAE > 0.08 mg/L, (5
IKEEEHEHRAE) (GB 8978-1996) M 72 b e fi iy L VFHFIUK FE 1.0 mg/L. AV I AR SRk FE il 143.29
pg/L, OO (HER/KIAEE T EARE) RUEBRME . BT K i SR AR T SR Ak 24 Al e A
B ZBIRKIRRAER,  EUWEERCH KR R AR RIR R vl e I (IS KRG HRE) HIESK. ik
A, KEIEIR) 0,0,S-= F % HiACHERREE A1 0,0,0-= FF LRI CBERR R 15 R AR A Pt R b o — 25 UM 1Y)
B4, BIRAREURREIR[14], SR R ARk B DIVt T aett. 2017 4 7 H, Rk
st (38 2552 '5), H 2017 4F 8 H 1 HiZ, U RRENARZEIL, H 2019 48 H 1 Hikh ik AR
Y EAEH . BEEZEFHECRI S, LA BT AR SRR B o R B RS

3.4. EEXEIEMN

R F 5 18] [ SRR SR B8 i p oG T 4 Bl PAES DA SR K A RUBRAE i B i 2 d, R 2 2 fnd
3 1A VPN R R TR B K A 4 B PAES FIER SR TN JCRZ i FE PNEC, 45 R IL% 4. &5 R
7R, PAEs H, DEHP ) PNEC fifx/)», DMP [ftifk, RUKAEHFRIZEKRE T, DEHP Xf/KAELEY)
(REM e N B, DMP [REMaEAR s KALET IR BN UK.

Table 4. The toxicity data of PAEs and dimethoate to sensitive organisms

5% 4. 4 TH PAEs R R ERE YIRS MR

53 ki Yt FMHHE (ue/L) PG T PNEC
i e Pseudokirchneriella -
S & -
BER subcapitata 96 h, Population, NOEC = 10000 10 1000
DMP L . .
FA g2k Daphnia magna 21 d, Mortality, LOEC = 23000 10 2300
[EES Oncorhynchus mykiss 102 d, Mortality, NOEC = 11000 10 1100
- Pseudokirchneriella .
S > -
IS subcapitata 96 h, Population, NOEC = 18000 50 360
DEP H ok Daphnia magna 21 d, Mortality, NOEC = 25000 50 500
(RS Oncorhynchus mykiss 96 h, Mortality, LCso = 12000 1000 12
s Pseudokirchneriella .
4 -
BRR subcapitata 96 h, Population, NOEC = 210 50 4.2
DBP s e : : _
G Daphnia magna 21 d, Mortality, NOEC =960 50 19.2
2 Oncorhynchus mykiss 96 h, Mortality, LCso = 2200 1000 22
. Pseudokirchneriella .
K =
Bk subcapitata 96 h, Population, ECso = 100 1000 0.1
DEHP o : ; -
H 7k Daphnia magna 21 d, Mortality, LOEC =77 100 0.77
[EES Oncorhynchus mykiss 96 h, Mortality, LCso = 320 1000 0.32
TN Pseudokirchneriella .
B =
SN subcapitata 96 h, Population, ECso = 37000 1000 37
AR AR Daphnia magna 21 d, Mortality, NOEC = 40 100 0.4
2 Oncorhynchus mykiss 96 h, Mortality, LCso = 7400 1000 74

PEH & H ARAL AW it e TR B AR i 5E IR FE (MEC), S FI/KAA T 4 Fh PAES F1 AR Jxf 2
SR AN S XU T AE L3 5. TAIZKKAER T 4 Fh PAES 7K A= A= i) XU i i 3 L/ 0.00004~30.03,
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BATH

HEAKT T, DMP (1) R B B IS 1T DEHP 1 JRURS: P 4B e > 4 il PAES 118 JRUS: 7 B3 4. AT A 23 A g A [X 3k
DMP F1 DEP [ i E B A EL By /T 1, 2R, 17 DBP fil DEHP [ pES@ET 1, 2
R, Hor LA R P2 KR B e SR RIS B AE R T = MR A KT 1, 5 PAEs AN, SRR
X S A e ) B S AR O A o R P AV PEAN T AR AR R 4 Fh PAES FIUR RGTIESS FH AR (O ALER)
A48 51 XU T %44 DEHP > DBP > 4 & > DEP > DMP.

Table 5. The RQ values of PAEs and dimethoate in water
2 5. k{4 T PAEs FIR R A RQ (&

T RQomp RQoep RQogp RQperp RQsm z RQ
P 0.00010 0.0016 5.15 7.40 3.87 16.42
2K 0.00004 0.0012 1.13 9.61 9.68 20.42
12k 0.00009 0.0492 9.82 30.03 1.31 41.21
4. B4

AHIF T ARG S R RN T PR K A O S8 H bRk AR, SRAFEAS IR A4, C18 A:Hf Bk
HLB A i EAHZE ROV, SRBUKEE A R A LS e FIH GC-MS FE A R AR 0N R it 1
VIR BT TR, EERESTUHA T, M NISTLL 1% 2wt 121 30 M i fii sk TR, 45
A N RS AN B AR T, PTG E LRI A 10 B, P ke 25 5k L 2 FhEl =4, 2 Ffl
U B B T 2 FR I 2002 — FR R 6 TR I s 1T DA 2 H bn &9 5 VLR R 45 /AR LR AL 54 16 F,
BFEZ TR W REERYINT: ARelf e LM B & 4 i BT C18 FEIERL T,
o B I A REAG SRR EOKEE .

T I B S e D e B A, e T AN R IR SR AR SR R . AR AR A 2
PN — FERIRYIIT, %AW o 4 R s PR B AR S 4 135 e, SRR FE O R (e
IKIASE S ARAE) (GB3838-2002) A 564 H X AR 1 I P /K b /KU b R R 2 VR B o A 24 SR REIFIRE B ZIN
KPR R A, IWRESRE (HFKIAER EAAME) (GB3838-2002) H#t e £ H AR TH I
FH 7K b2 K b SR AR A PRAELTE [R]— B0 A WinT b I 7T B8 A7 TE i B R SR A 72 PR K T PR 1
WP A 2SR PP 25 SRR B, 402K — F R RS Jo R AR 24 SR RGP /K AR 7 2R 4 2 I iy AR R 128

S 3k

[ Eho, BN, SER B REIATEAOKBRMEFER R[], IR 58 PE, 2013(7): 28-33.

[2] g, 555, XUBPHE. iR IEHES L5 30 A SPRAT T[] R SEIEN, 2007, 23(4): 95-98.

[8] ARG, Ardrib2ERE AT LB B R BE AE RE[J]. i &, 2007, 16(5): 81-83.

[4] Jixh, #HEE, AR, [EAHZEE-GC-MS VERIIFAEE R B R 2428 N /Wb T e [0]. FRI5REY, 2002(23): 79-82.

[5] %ﬂ]ﬂ(i)ﬁ, FRA, RANDT, AT, g KRS wE R A D ED]. T EERR SRR, 2011,
31(2): 332-339.

[6]1 AR, SR, bides, BRNE, TN Bl EENLR AN YR E AT 0], BT B IE R,
2010, 34(1): 23-24.

[71 &, KAL) SRR N 73 i T DU 3 AR AE AN AR S KU PR M), 5 80 b e K27, 2012,

[8] Sanchez-Bayo, F., Baskaran, S. and Kennedy, I.R. (2002) Ecological Relative Risk (EcoRR): Another Approach for

Risk Assessment of Pesticides in Agriculture. Agriculture, Ecosystem & Environment, 91, 37-57.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-8809(01)00258-4

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.103036 323 BRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.103036
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-8809(01)00258-4

(9]
(10]

[11]

(12]

(13]
[14]

DAL, BGHE BEAOK, (THE. AKARFGTRRY R E I A S KRN sk &t R[], RS
2£4k, 2011, 6(6): 577-588.

XK, ML, LATE, FF K. WP AR = IR NG 25 (PAES) 5 e wft st e [J]. A B RS R4, 2012,
20(8): 968-975.

Tranfo, G., Caporossi, L., Paci, E., Aragona, C., Romanzi, D., De Carolis, C., De Rosa, M., Capanna, S., Papaleo, B.
and Pera, A. (2012) Urinary Phthalate Monoesters Concentration in Couples with Infertility Problems. Toxicology Let-
ters, 213, 15-20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2011.11.033

Macdonald, R.W., Barrie, L.A., Bidleman, T.F., Diamond, M.L., Gregor, D.J., Semkin, R.G., Strachan, W.M.J., Li,
Y.F., Wania, F., Alaee, M., Alexeeva, L.B., Backus, S.M., Bailey, R., Bewers, J.M., Gobeil, C., Halsall, C.J., Harner,
T., Hoff, J.T., Jantunen, L.M.M., Lockhart, W.L., Mackay, D., Muir, D.C.G., Pudykiewicz, J., Reimer, K.J., Smith,
J.N., Stern, G.A., Schroeder, W.H., Wagemann, R. and Yunker, M.B. (2000) Contaminants in the Canadian Arctic: 5
Years of Progress in Understanding Sources, Occurrence and Pathways. The Science of the Total Environment, 254,
93-234. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-9697(00)00434-4

PR, TR AHUBRAR 29I SEMERR AR E T SCIR R FE[0]. 77 R R A4 (B2 2R 24hi), 2003, 22(4): 19-22.

L, BEHX, 54, IR SRR AR R KR A A B RN R 1 RS R0 S G
HEEEN] bR, 1980(2): 89-96.

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.103036 324 BRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.103036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxlet.2011.11.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0048-9697(00)00434-4

	Investigation Method of Organic Pollution in the Water of a River Entering the Southern Yellow Sea
	Abstract
	Keywords
	南黄海沿岸某入海河流水体有机污染调查方法研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 材料与方法
	2.1. 采样过程
	2.2. 样品前处理
	2.3. 样品分析
	2.4. 重点目标物定量
	2.5. 重点目标物定量

	3. 结果分析
	3.1. 结果分析流程
	3.2. NIST谱库匹配结果
	3.3. 重点化合物定量分析
	3.4. 生态风险评价

	4. 总结
	参考文献

