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Distribution Characteristics and Risk Assessment of Organochlorine Pesticides in

Surface Soil of Pearl River Delta Economic Zone

DOU Lei', YANG Guo-yi*’

(1. Geological Survey of Guangdong Province, Guangzhou 510080, China; 2. Guangdong Institute of Eco-environmental and Soil
Sciences, Guangzhou 510650, China; 3. Guangdong Key Laboratory of Agro-Environment Integrated Control, Guangzhou 510650,
China)

Abstract: The contents of 17 Organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) of 605 samples collected from the surface of agriculture land from
Pearl River Delta Economic Zone were determined by gas chromatography with electron capture detector (GC - ECD). The residual
characteristics,, sources and ecological risk of OCPs were also analyzed. The results showed that the detection rate of OCPs was 97. 85
% . The mean value of residue level was 20. 67 pg-kg ™", with the highest value of 649. 33 pg-kg™'. The main contaminants included
DDTs, HCHs, endosulfan sulfate and methoxychlor. Compared with the soils of other cities, the levels of HCHs and DDTs in the
studied area were arranged from low to middle levels. The OCPs were obviously regionally distributed. High content areas were mainly
distributed in the central area with dense population, intense industrial and agricultural activities. The residue levels in different types
of lands were significantly different; the arable land > garden land > woodland. Especially, the residue level was the highest in the
vegetable land. Source analysis indicated that the HCHs might come from the use of lindane. DDTs in soil mainly came from early
residues, but the dicofol might be the important source in partial area. Comparing the contents of HCHs and DDTs with our National
Standard (GB 15618-2008) , the qualified rates of the first and second standard of HCHs were 97. 5% and 100% , respectively, and
the DDTs were 95. 5% and 97. 7% , respectively. According to the risk assessment, DDTs may still have some potential ecological
impact on the studied area.

Key words : surface soil; organochlorine pesticides; distribution characteristics; Pearl River Delta economic zone

AHLEAZ (OCPs) HA @ MKA T3 4
HOFE (8 SRR S, FEFRE 20 4D 50 AR R
K. FHIG Y™, 76 25 P a4 0 5% B 1
AW E B R R R AR TR T 1983 4FAK 1
AR AME B T R AR, ST A IR A
FEH A KRR R — A A BB A
T, VR A HLEAR 25 (1 BRIG IR HOR{H & 3
HAMIRIE A B b 75 429, B 8L OCPs (131, [Rl B S
5RA IKREARIZE A T AT a4, ok HoAth A

SIERCE S A

BRIL = MNA T XA AT ARE L0t R B
oSk AR S TR E W Al e &R VAT R S R
FIHLIX 2 —. 3 KL AE Pk R AR B UE IR ER
AT T UCE AR, T A SR TR A
s BHE: 2015-04-13; fEITHHA: 2015-05-18
ESTE . PEMFEMATH (12120010511216) ;7 7R 44 P45 {4 47

LI (BIR[2014]126)

EERIN: 5281979 ~ ), B Wi W TR, FER T 0 kA
HbBR1E2E | E-mail ; ggsd1@ 163. com



8 FEEEE RV =AM X A LS 245 70 A R IE B KU A 2955

R AR, FEBRTL = AU HLIX 1972 ~
1982 4E [ 10 a B[] B, A HL G AR 245 19 40 FH o 7
7.6 J7 ~10 J7 t Z 18], 123 X A4 b FH i v i) S 245 48
JHZEAE 4.4 ~6.7 kg-hm ') . L1 DDT K JF R =
FARWEEEAR 2 T dl A ™ o Ry K
A HLEAR LS FEBR 1T = N X 38 TR K
T ARAED AN BT AS TR RE B ARG i
AT AR5 36 B — S b X 5 4 75 e A AT X AR
BRG NG A T W TE B

Zia a2 RERIL =AM IX A HLSR Y
(R SCRR A B 1 iz X 4 3 oA HLA AR 2511
BEAT IR, LA Y 3 A sl BiF 5 22 4 A 30 B
JryERHBIX i H A3 e bR 2 48 T HCH #1 DDT,
2SR OCPs HF 52 #3870 DR i A A9 B 5 4
FE— 78 JR B, AN B 4 T 4R BR VL = A X+
B PSR BECR DL i ELR 2 W kR, A
KA, 3G HLE AR 245 7 25 6] b Jp 9 o0
B, ASWFSEIE I R GRS AT BRVL = A U b X R
TR AT A ML R)E b BT YR 2
BCR A A REAE % - 18 v LA 24 04 75 e ok YR i
TTEAT , PPAN T3 A LR 24 10 AR 28 KU, LASBT R
FHOGHR T T A LA e 5 XS PPl S5
uih PP HERb 2 AR .

1 #RE5FE

1.1 A58 XA
WFFE XA T A48 S, Fi I e VA O 895 .
HiFHARFR N ZR 22 112°007 ~ 115°24" b4 21°43" ~
23°56". ATEXAHE N BRI LT PR
7 LT ARSETT H Ll g 4, 2 D Fn E Tl
LR RINHLIX | TR FHRA1 698 km? | 24 5 444 il 58 i AR
923.2% (1), XA FACRENEZ DL, HiAb m
SERRAHT | Ja SRR U v 2 AU, TR R i), R A
zfﬁ PEFTE. BRI =MNAF X EREEENZR
et Xk, [FIE 2 T AR mE R ARAEY) &5
1@%%%1:%[17}(?%,:%%%[: A Bl 5 K
FRFE ML K k.
XN R KRG R AN THES L
TR RS + 4 DL 213 R K A 4 00 A i
T 430 o AT FR A 44. 8% F 40.20% . ARLTE F

BT ARG E b 6 M X, i R LR
NE KA ICE (W) & A KES. KL E
BT A X, B O AR A A |
HEp R AT oh B AR TR AR L = AR U
TR NGO, HOh 203w + |, BT 5 EeAil 4y
AR 6.54% F1 4. 77% , HE 2R 35T o5 g A
£ 1%.

FRAJE 2008 A 4= 3 A1) FH 8 A 45 28, KA H

23°00"

22°00"

1 ) 1
112°00 113°00°

1 1
114°00° 115°00 E

Bl HRARREAMUIHTE
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Table 1~ Limit of detections, spiked recoveries and RSD of the method

[t} KB/ ngkg ™' AR/ % RSD/%
a-HCH 0. 04 91.5 5.5
B-HCH 0.07 92 4.8
y-HCH 0.04 91.5 4.4
5-HCH 0. 06 89 9.2
p,p'-DDE 0.07 84.1 7.1
p,p'-DDD 0.1 89.9 5.3
o,p'-DDT 0.07 85. 4 10.1
p,p'-DDT 0.18 82.5 11

HH ST I 0.37 9.1 6.2
iivR 0. 04 75.3 1.7
it 1 0.07 95. 4 9.2
i FHR R R 0.1 90. 3 13.7
L&A 0. 04 80.2 16
LAAEY 0. 08 93.6 4.4
JIGH 0. 06 70.6 13.8
Gl 0.09 93.9 11
FEAKICH 0.13 96. 4 7.2
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HCHs > fii FHimER &b > W AU 3. 5% B3 Wk BE7E nd
~649.33 pg-kg ' Z[H], FH{EH 20. 67 pg-kg ™',
5% P & DDTs > B MR AR £k > HCHs > 40T 7% 3.
SMAAR S R BGK 258% |, B A Y R RO B Ok, &
HF o S AR B ey, DX A b R, AR R e T
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AR, EIERRUE Y T35 K, HCHs 1 DDTs [
fiff B PR, 22 R K o Ak 4 D i 4
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Table 2 Characteristics of organochlorine pesticide residues in surface soils(n =605)

5 E 7. AR ¥ N
oty /M‘;z . /;—if, bz IR fili
a-HCH nd ~5.92 0.34 0. 64 186 80. 50
B-HCH nd ~18.27 0.75 1.65 218 74. 88
v-HCH nd ~11. 64 0.34 0. 87 253 78.51
5-HCH nd ~26.25 0.43 1.48 342 62. 64
HCHs nd ~41. 62 1.87 3.83 205 93. 55
p,p'-DDE nd ~138. 61 3. 60 9.39 261 88.76
p.p'-DDD nd ~55.45 1.86 4.99 269 65. 95
0,p'-DDT nd ~162.71 1.79 10. 53 590 44.13
p,p'-DDT nd ~323. 63 5.06 26. 46 523 58. 68
DDTs nd ~383. 41 12.30 36.96 300 93. 88
HH ST T O nd ~57.62 1.07 4.10 383 42.64
Sk 1 nd ~38. 04 0.19 1.74 912 20. 50
iRl nd ~74.21 1.11 5.45 493 42.81
i PHR R R nd ~273.43 3.81 22.58 592 45.45
L& nd ~0. 33 0.03 0.03 111 5.45
L EIAE A nd ~0. 47 0.05 0.04 78 3.97
Btaepil nd ~1. 67 0.05 0.14 278 3.47
ZK I nd ~0. 41 0.05 0.03 58 3.31
K A nd ~0. 98 0.09 0.10 106 10. 08
OCPs nd ~649. 33 20. 67 52.25 253 97. 85
1) nd MK TR H B, ARAG R IR

%3 AEMIKX+1EH HCHs 1 DDTs f5% BiRE
Table 3 Comparison of HCHs and DDTs in soils from different cities
F5E X35 FREAE HCHs/pg-kg ™! DDTs/ pg-kg ™! SCEk
g 2002 ~2003 2.7 ~130.6(13.6) 6.3~1050.7(64.1) [16]
Jbat 44 2003 0.64 ~32.32(1.47) 1.42 ~5910.80(77.18) [17]
Frils 118 2002 ~2003 2.5~11(6.19) nd ~5.7(0.52) [18]
KHAR X 5 2001 1.3 ~1094.6(45.8) 0.071 ~972.24(56.01) [19]
PR BAZE X 4 1 —b nd ~37.30(6.30) nd ~14. 86(3.35) [20]
ER N s 2011 nd ~30. 86(14.37) nd ~40.03(18.51) [21]
by 2009 0.97 ~247.40(10. 17) 0.01 ~384.75(18.91) [22]
TN S, 1999 ,2002 0.19 ~42.3(4.39) 3.58 ~831(81.4) [14]
BT = A Y LAY [X Jf 2000 0.01 ~28.31(3.86) 0.27 ~414.29(37.18) [9]
I =MD 2008 ~2009 nd ~41.62(1.87) nd ~383.41(12.28) ARIRHFFE

1) SCH A RSB
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W
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wg-kg ™), a-HCH B R &%
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HCHs (9 F 835, Tolk HCHs 4% S0 K &
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y-HCH(10% ~15% ) 1 6-HCH (6% ~ 10% ) F HcAth
SRR (3% ~4% ) , MFFRY E B4R y-HCH (i
R >90% ) 7. T y-HCH R B3R 8 3%, 1
L ASTS/SPEEE (A 7= A F S ARPEIAE S Tl
NSRBI SOl RS AT HCHs 1945
St B-HCH ¥ BEAL 22 P T i A e, 7 13 v
A5 WA Wy B i, y-HCH 1Y % i 3R BT -
HCH, H—@ &M y-HCH 1T A4k R o-HCH, %
HCHs 45 5 A8 AR 75 538 v i LU AE AT RAAE A 40 W
HCHs R i) —Fh B B3 38 7 | 35 a-HCH/y-HCH
HCAETE 4 ~7 Z[8), W B iZ 1 X ) HCHs 32k I
T3 s fd s B R k1) Tl HCHs, #57% A /)

T3, W) 2 B 0% b X AT A AR OPE AL B T X
a-HCH/y-HCHAF 0 ~6. 8 Z[a] ,SFX¥{E N 1. 44, 1
H/NTF 3 B BT 5 Eel Ry 85. 2% (1l 2) , B E
FEIX + 3 HCHs A95% B8 5 2R R T AT 4 4
X5 22 b g 4 R — a0

[F i, AT HE 8 B-HCH/ ( «-HCH + y-HCH) f4 [t
{ERFNWT -+ 3 rf HCHs /2543 D5 e i5 4% izt fE K
F0.5, £+ A) HCHs 22 5 s is gy, 75 )
FH A HEP Y HCHSs ok A Fam A 245 1 i FH 5ok B
KK FBULE . BFFRIX 77% KB 5 B-HCH/
(a-HCH + y-HCH) > 0.5, [l i A 23% i 5
<0.5(F2) XSkt mE T A T Ik, 8, &
FEHIX, 2 W30 8 b DX A7 A A 25 08 15 5.

(a) o-HCH/y=HCH

(b) B-HCH/(-HCH + y=HCH)

B2 FRELHEP HCHs HARMFE

Fig. 2 Composition of HCHs in surface soils of study area

2.2.2 DDTs 4 MAFE SRR

DDTs (1) 4 B A IR RS 1 % 93. 88% , 5%
WETE nd ~383.41 wg-kg ™' Z W], FHI1H H 12.30
pg-kg ™', DDTs Fl HCHs RO HRAHIT ,{H DDTs #
FR B U = T HCHs. £ DDT fY 4 Fh SEAGRRS R
T 44.13% ~88.76% 2 [a] , FR MW E AN T 1.79 ~
5.06 wg-kg ' Z ). Forb R R B R p, p-
DDE , 5% B3 ¥ i 5w U2 p,p/-DDT.

Tl DDTs J&—FiR & S 4% 75% p,p'-
DDT. 15% o,p'-DDT. 5% ) p,p’-DDD . 5% 4 p,p’-
DDE R Ay 7AW EM T~ ,p,p'-DDT 7
U N A% N p,p'-DDE, 7E IR A& T R i R
p,p'-DDD. 3 DDT Zeid KA RALRE i, aniiik
FHTE) DDTs $i A, £33 DDTs 5% 84 il o3 oy 2
B K p, p’-DDE F1 p, p’-DDD, A I, p, p’-DDT/
(p,p'-DDE +p,p'-DDD) ) FL A W] LIAE S 4 i A7 g
B DDT % A, #7 LUAE/N T 1, 6B DDTs & K45

Wfi# 4 p ,p'-DDE Hl p,p’-DDD, +3 () DDT KI5 T
73 _E BT R 22 B A 3 TS Y DR

AW AT HTHY 605 > IR B, 77.2% 1Y
+3ERES p,p’-DDT/ (p,p'-DDE +p,p’-DDD) <1,
HH X T 70 4L X 38 DDTs Sfe 8 5 109 4 24 i FH 1)
BREE, W 22.8% WY KE S p, p’-DDT/(p, p’-DDE +
p,p’-DDD) > 1 (& 3), HH o DDTs & T 50
ng-keg T IURE ST O LR 48. 1% , 3 W13 6 1l X
Al REAFTEHTIY DDTs V5 Y.

FE Tl DDT 25 k2B 7= R IS, = SR
WA PR T DDT A9 EZORIE. 5 Tl DDTs 41 AL
A, AR E B DDT ) 5 SR E & o, p'-
DDT, H 0, p’-DDT/p,p'-DDT 1£ 1.3 ~9.3 & &,
i Lol DDT # o, p’-DDT/p, p’-DDT XK 0.2-0. 3,
SRl LRI o, p’-DDT/p,p’-DDT Y AR ) 5 37455
HOREA S EORMBEA . IS IX 58 DDT
SRR A K FE 0,p'-DDT/p,p'-DDT HLAEEFE H 0
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~9.19 ZJa] , SFHMH 0. 55, FU(EH KT 0.5 M 2547 o
27.8%. o,p'-DDT/p,p’-DDT HAE5 (p,p’-DDE +
p,p’-DDD) /p,p’-DDT LA ZE R —5, L5/ R WX

N +3E DDT UL Tk DDTs 36k F (B JR3H X,
BER B A O SR S R 5 P N
B 28 145 DDT V544 i) kI (& 3).

(a) o, p-DDT/p, p’-DDT

(b) p, p"-DDT/(p. p-DDT + p, p-DDD) -~

>» =z

l 0.1

0.5
1.0
2.0

3 RELTEEH DDTs BAEMFHE

Fig. 3 Composition of DDTs in surface soils of study area

2.2.3  HAWSEA AR 2500 2 RHE

WFFE DN ARG TR R . PR, B SCIRR)
KGRI SRR R i FE AR St
T, WU . BiPE T A2k IRH, 3% B m e
P B G PR IR AR | B PE T AR R o (3R
2). BRPHE A ORI T, T
AP BT 2 E S AE T, SR AE R 1 AT
TARAE AR E BBRIR " . BRPHR AR £ A9 A6 2R
H45.45% B FF (RS T AER S T2 F0) 14 5% B3 vk
R nd ~74.23 pg-kg ™' FHE N 1.30 pg-kg .
fR (L DX B0 A T S b Rl L SR {E 5351l 2. 54
pe kg T 1104 weg kg KAEH  H ML AR HE |
MRHAEFPREZE AL b E R R M IX T |
St 150 EBRA — DR 2. 62 A1, HoAth 11

PEEIAF0 ~ 2.1 Z 0], 6 HA B 5% X 0B 19 ok
VR, 1 H Ao X 1 B M R i P H AR .
P S0 9 s A L A5 SR B S8 AV 3 s, R X T v
T Gy [ ik, DRI 8 JBUAR Ik 8 3o Jl oy — Pl H 250
b2 {51 N 0 R 5 o vl = R SR St T 8
42. 64% FREHE N nd ~57. 62 pg-kg ™", FHIME K
1.07 pg-ke ™' TEANRIRIRE 2R A - S P S5 H K 1L (0
R EA 2 A, Bk BA R Y R R M SR
M A BEl M, HC o H R Hb Bk B VK nd ~ 57.62
peg kg ! FHIMEIL 5. 33 pgrkg
2.3 TR PLEAZER 05 A R
2.3.1 ZS[ESr AR

FETF Mapgis -5, R H w2 BAG SR ELE X WF5E X
FJZ e HCHs A DDTs 5% B8 4 5 4725 18] 40 A

(a) HCHs

HCHs/ugkg™

0.10
1.00
5.00

B 10.00

0 25 50km
[ T—

(b) DDTs

>z

DDTS/ugke™!

lu.zl

1.00

10.00

0 25 sokm 10000

4 T OCPs RBREZHESH
Fig. 4 Spatial distribution of OCPs residues in surface soil of study area



2960 AN 5%

FRAE43HT. GnlEl 4 FF, HCHs H1 DDTs 434 X SA4SAE
EHHE, B EHEEX EEMMAENDEE, TRILA
IS Sl R K A BR = A b T X, T AR A X
B B AR Ay b A, AR B XS 3 A TR R = A ARV
PN 25 b DX DX P 4458 HCHSs % B3 ok B 385 ot 458
i, HCHs F{EIX (10 ~41. 62 pg-kg™") 7E66 LI g
DX M (B B DXRI A 30 ) A B ) | AERR DU 23
BRUGS 1TTF 4V DX S5 X 3 A 5 A 8] ( HCHSs B 7E
1 ~5 pg-kg ™ ZIH]) FES0BRVL = M IFJEHLIX
TR 24 (7 A XY 43% 5 ARME X 32 Z 40 A TR BR YL
SAMARTTRE, DI ERMILX S FE. DDTs( KT
100 pg-kg ™) M X AEBE LR DX TN (B X
P B X B DCORIAEARIX ) | HEER IO 23T | EEJH 2
X FIAR SE U B P AT MG 2 B A0 A1, AR 2 (5 S X
B 0. 8% s IR E A0 = MAINTRIX | B
WX, HE PP 2 T FIVL T 88T 23 DXORIT SF- 7 45 1l
RAE X FEIPMTEBR = A AR T PIEE I R AR
T )T AR AL . 28 BR VG AL BRIV ) AR T 45
Hi X
2.3.2  AN[EFIFHZEAY L3 og HLE AR 24 5% B RRAE

X AN [ 1 FH 278 4 48 AT LSRR 24 5% FE R AR
KI(ES) , #FHH OCPs . HCHs F1 DDTs AY%% B
JE 376 5 TR RN el b, DAFLZH oKk, DDTs X 4 48
t OCPs Bk B S i DT HRER K, JUHL 2 A b 0 el 1 v
DDTs SipkR A %] 60% DL L. HJFK , EZREHT
ANFRH = g b FE VR . FhoiE Dy Uk
2yt FH AN A [) 0 0 O X S 3 e s Ak
PRI RHBFRR . B A DL R AR W B 5 AN
[Fi] , 325 B A 24 [ i A B AN (), AT EL 252 1) OCPs 1)
MU, i R B Ao 22 R0 B X G e
R AR H Y OCPs 5% B2 & W] b A 1K, AR b - 338
OCPs 3 B fefi. LAEW o itz i Rk 24518
SR (RIS B b A 3 v kA s A AL,
HHLTXT OCPs HA 558 1 W B g 77, LB b2 fif
FH OCPs [ EZE R | PR L B 28 T B0MF b e 245
BRER R Y

HEHE - FRAE Y AR A Ay R S8 . K H
TR H e At JE LS. N OCPs S5k B Wk i
B oM > HREH > FAEM > K > faiER S+
Herf OCPs 5% B Wk B Je 55, 9 36.62 pgekg ™' M
HCHS R B 5 E , HREHD > 320 > a3 > FAEH
> K H, H R+ HCHs 3R BRIk E & i, o
2.64 pg-kg ™', K H 3 HCHs 5% B Wk B e 1%, 0
1.80 pg-kg™' (F 4). & FpHEIEH LB LU

B % 36 %
100

B HCHs

~ 8 DDTs

o o OCPs

2

&

3

0 : W e
i ikt [ 4t Hdk

E5 AEFAXBELEREIERAKRES

Fig. 5 Comparison of OCPs residues in different utilized soils

B-HCHA 3, iX FZJE M T B-HCH e H A 544 {4
PRVE TR E , KIS PRI R PR, TEAS ) A W) Bk it
Bt Tl 7S 757528 H B[] 9 48 K, B-HCH 7E 3
EXF B 2t 320 9 1 8, X s S e T B M 4= 398 b HCHS
FERUE T R AR M. KRS H - 85% KE N
a-HCH/y-HCH <3, HA Y + 368 5 95% A £
a-HCH/y-HCH <3, Ut WA P i fift X5 +- 48 vh HCH
HA EE TR

M DDTs 5% BB 7, 32 > FrfE b > H b
> K > IR S5+ 3 DDTs % B3 3 fe i, N
21.22 ng-kg ' FAEM AN H BEH AR 22 R K, 0 B
9.95 pg-kg ' 1 10. 44 pg-kg ', I 1% DDTs
FRER MR BE A, Jy 4,53 pg-kg ' (F4). KA
Herp  HEH KRG H o, p’-DDT/p, p'-DDT L {E #
&, FYIE A 5k 112 F100. 71, 20 5 37. 5% Al
19. 1% WIFE SR T 0.5, SRR B AR M AR 25 AN K, 47
4 0.35 F10.24,0,p'-DDT/p, p'-DDT > 0. 5 [HEE
ST G4 R 15, 41% F1011.33% . B & Fh
RT3 L Tl SRR DDT 4 3, Rt 4 — &
FERE =G A WY DDT y5 4% | HY5 YL e iz,

VAR U, S b - 18 P oAy LA 24 5% v FE AR
XPAEE R, 7 FE A 3% 5 A 398 rh o L SR AR 24 5 B vk
WA, FERG R, AR S
KT % | HAWUEAR G 1R 5 DA R A
WCE T LA 255k B R Y A P A 2
FE7K H R 2 DR AR B T 0 SR o e 17 o /D> £ 4 ep
(e 25k 1 1.
2.3.3  TIEPARPLEAR LG5 I o b

SR 053 43 M 7 i A FLA B R IR A T 1 —
HWsrtr. mTmsE 1 EE, BEFRERY . XL
LGF, 2K ECHIHL 2K IG5 6 Bl 43K i A%, 5k
Wb, Jovk 5 HoAb 20 I3 [6] i 2R 47 B 40 A, Bloxr
605 >+ HERE S TR 4 11 B OCPs #EAT T I T4
B, T R L3 5. I i 2B 11 A28 i )
(A BT AR R DL 3 AN 32 Bl 40 ok S e, 8 25 il
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K 62.6%. TS 1 R T BT 21 25.9% , H
A RS B SN, a-HCH , B-HCH , p,p'-
DDE . p,p'-DDD . o,p'-DDT HI & i AAFE T
HCHs 1 DDTs X Pl e i A HLEAR 2. 2

R T M 2210 23.14% | S A B R A LS Y
7 y-HCH 1 6-HCH , 3% T M 22y, [+ 3 fif
BT R 2 13.53% |, i A K m s e & 90
TS HBRRER G S 1, A3 T PRk 2y,

F4 FEFMARBHMTEPENIRGKRERE

Table 4 Comparison of OCPs residues in different types Cultivated soils

. , HCHs/pg-kg ™! DDTs/pg-kg ™! OCPs/pg-kg !
AR B T A T G THR
S (n =262) nd ~41. 62 2.49 nd ~383. 41 21.22 nd ~649. 33 36. 62
KH(n=144) nd ~29. 07 1.80 0.26 ~78. 48 6.47 1.07 ~90. 15 9.95
FHHEM (n =50) 0.16 ~13.78 2.06 0.31 ~191. 49 10. 44 1.24 ~195.02 14.17
HIEHL (n =13) nd ~11.21 2. 64 nd ~47. 18 9.95 nd ~65. 15 18.54
R (n =13) nd ~6.99 2.31 0.52~16.16 4.53 1.16 ~21.89 8.24
i (n =482) nd ~41. 62 2.24 nd ~383. 41 14.94 nd ~649. 33 25.07

K5 AEBRELREZBIANETHEMSBERTEY
Table 5 Factor solution obtained by varimax orthogonal rotation and total varimax explained
o L GERRNRIN HEHEF-Jy F  f k
LERIRIE 7%/ % R 2/ % EEROR(E H %/ % R 2/ %
1 4.38 39.79 39.79 2.85 25. 88 25.88
2 1.34 12.15 51.95 2.55 23.14 49.02
3 1.17 10. 60 62.55 1.49 13.53 62.55
4 1.00 9.07 71.62
5 0.87 7.94 79. 56
6 0. 69 6.23 85.79
7 0.59 5. 40 91.19
8 0. 40 3.60 94.79
9 0.21 1.92 96.71
10 0.19 1.74 98. 45
11 0.17 1.55 100. 00
et F o e Iy
1 2 3 1 2 3
a-HCH 0. 88 -0.14 -0.08 0. 65 0.61 0. 06
B-HCH 0.75 -0.28 -0.05 0.63 0.48 -0.09
y-HCH 0. 81 0.19 -0.32 0.32 0. 80 0.24
5-HCH 0.62 0.14 -0.67 0.03 0.92 0. 00
p.p'-DDE 0.74 0.14 0.48 0.73 0.15 0.49
p,p'-DDD 0.51 -0.43 0.34 0.74 0.02 -0.12
0,p’-DDT 0.79 0.11 0.39 0.73 0.25 0. 45
p,p'-DDT 0.31 -0.03 -0.10 0.18 0.27 0.01
R U T 0.54 -0.38 -0.06 0.52 0.34 -0.23
oAl 0.06 0.50 0.32 0.00 -0.12 0.59
W SHR R R 0.41 0.75 -0.03 -0.06 0.41 0.75

1) 32051 0 WA G Wk s RS 578 Kaiser VA —AR Y7 28R 12: , S 3RS IR A 21 S AR 31 AH 56 R 5L

FIFH R 7431 T LA 2 5 4595 YL I X OCPs
I TTERR. FEI IR AL =R F15 0 A A8 &, LA
AT HT 0 11 B OCPs A A B 1y R 28
i, 0,05 Shlas i B3 KT 3117 2 ou et 2
A EVE NIRRTl R AT S S G BN e X A I EER
BOHEARE 3 ANHF R TTEE (R 6). Ko
7N, AT Z BN 0. 996 , 3 B [l AR 70 f $UL 45 7 B 4
U WEFEIX K2 3 OCPs 1 3 Ff 32295 Y I 57 dik

HLBIARZE AT, AR I 3, B PF 24k 2575 YL IR o b
il =, A 36. 06% A&7 ML AR 24515 YL IR DTk Lb
B8 32.70% , Mk FF 2 4 25 15 4L U5 BT #R LL o
31.25%.
2.4 AP LTI

Z: A+ HERR 8 5 i AR 7fE (GB 15618-2008 iE 2K
UL WFFTIX N L3960 5 HCHS 5% B W 3 — b
HECI0 pg-kg™") . “HARIE(SO pg-kg ™) AR ST



2962 2N 5%

Bt 2% 36 #&

M 97. 5% A1 100% ; +3ERE S DDTs —Zbnif (50
pe-ke ™) L TRARE (100 pe-kg ) A& EAN IR
95.5% M197. 7% 45 14 /> - HRE 5 (o 85. 7% 1

FERN M) 8 T =2 3 BT 5 L 2.3%
PraiZ R AE b 7N BRI 2R SE R N
S

*6 OCPs BFESMESTLERPALER

Table 6 Multiple regression statistics using factor scores for OCPs

A+ OCP 75348 I AEIEES T DTER R % AR
Fl ] 0.496 32.70
F2 MPFEL 2 0.474 31.25 0.997
F3 WSR2 0.547 36.06

H A T A A5 G4 i o w1 HIEA S
KBS PR X, X 5% X+ 38 R 855 OCPs A= 25 KL
B P23 3913 IR Urzelaia 26700 F11 Long AU
PEMFRUE. Urzelaia 210 DL Yy ot 3 06 HESh
Yy B M R e Ol Lo T AR X T bR o 1 4
(28% i+, 4% AHLF) AR RS, a-HCH,
B-HCH | y-HCH R85 | A2 -3 50% Hy Ff iy JXU I v
BE43 524 100 , 40 F110 000 wg-kg ™', y-HCH Y 10%
Y Fh JXURS: R B A 80 wg-kg ™', Long AEPU R Y
DDTs KU PEAG (R 1E ERL ( effects range-low , 4= #) 5%
ML <10% ) AU AL HE ERM ( effects range-
median , PR IR <50% ) 430 1. 58 wg-kg ™!
F46.1 pg-kg .

PR 45 SR IH , BF 5T IX 3 HCHs 5% B & 349 11C
TSNP E, J& TR XU ; i DDTs fik T ERL
(1 E 9 38. 6% , 4T ERL 1 ERM 22 8] i AL &5 1
14 55. 9% , F1 5. 5% WIHE s DDTs 5% B4 s id 1
ERM, H A R 4 2 kb 3. Ptk DDTs 28 #L
AR LRI XA ) 3 AN I 0 g T BB AR
FEAE—E B AE SRR, (A PR BRI,

3 it

(1) BRUC=SA X 2 15 rh 17 Foa HLE
425 (> OCPs) &P HELE nd ~ 649. 33 pg-kg ™
Z 1] PN 20. 67 pg-kg ™ KN 97.85%.
Hr DDTs, HCHs i - 2 5 0 S0 i o0 A 113
AT, SRR R ) B2 p,p/-DDE(88. 76% ) |
a-HCH(80.50% ) . y-HCH(78.51% ) . BiFoimah
(45.45% ) F ST T O (42, 64% ). DFR BR VR
% ,DDTs ., B FHAi B2 $h 1 HCHs J2& T8 i5 ¥y, H
L Lhp,p’-DDT ., fifHifREk . p,p’-DDE F1 B-HCH
TRk K.

(2) tHE OCPs (%58 B 3= 2RI 175 s 75 4,
JR T b X TT BEAEAE BT TS e Ui A, 4 b HCHs
BB EEORIE T AR, 3P DDTs EZRIE T 7

WA 25t FH AR B, R IX = S R R 28
13 DDT 1552 EZOR IR, Ak B3k S IX
ITHIFEER . T i g R wos, 1458 OCPs
FEORFETAEGAPILAARL | MRPHRIGL PR 251
M, 5T Ek e Bk 32.7% . 31.25% F
36.06% .

(3) WFFEIX OCPs 43 i X BREAEE 5 B 4, &
TrEX EESMENOBE, TR A ™ IE how
KGR = A LT X, I A X #B 40 A 78 2Rk — f
RR RO Bk A NI I o 51 2= B < I o
OCPs SR FA 22 S 5 K, B ok B8 i v, HR b +
e A LA 25k B AR, RO e L, A
5% BA b

(4) = B L 58 35 5% T & 5 #E ( GB 15618-
2008) , 51X HCHs 5% B4 —HARifE . —Hhnifi S
K343 M 97. 5% F1 100% ; DDTs —Hbnif . — 2%
FRUESHEZ 0 95.5% 1 97. 7% ,2. 3% WY FE &
JEF =R, bR SR AL, T R
Y, ARZEFE M SEH, XS P 25 SR R B, 5T X
1+ HCHs 5% 8 & )8 TK KU, 7 5.5% A s
DDTs 5% B &1 T ERM, H BT A R 5 22 8 +
. DDTs 8 HLA R X W5 X LE AR AE— 2 Y
AR, 8 fe B P EVAREAIR.
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