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WG (Polyacrylamide, AR PAM) 2 A 4 ik
Jfié (Acrylamide, HFK AM) BIRVIFIILRIIN SRR
THEA R 2EERE, Hardse b B & H 25
KA BEFMN, 3] 2005 4F, PAM tH54E S5 k&8 65
Jit, HULRRARE 10% 005, FH AR 7K b 3400k 11 L 43
N 39%. F 2007 4, AP E PAM A5 E M 2000 4
B10 J5 t LFHRIT 49 Jit, 1 HAE K Ah B AT ) L A5 I
2005 ) 9% 51| 25%"1,

PAM fEid i H A RS %4, L. 9
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Bt 5 T A5 1 3 T 5 K A B e ()38 A0 e 3, V5
FEAEREARE ARG . b B, Tk 2010 4, V5
Per AT 2.85X 107t (F/KFE 80%) P, y5iaE
A — AN S ) T e M s AR e B R
(Vermicomposting) K EATZEF IR m, M 20 THED
70 SEARHAAT SR Y, T H T 3 B A R R
P NCIERY C ARV 3 NIVATEBUR SU ACH NI NEL R e
Hoh g g, E4 BN, Ghls et st
ST RIARAK, (R TG PAM S LR B e
IEEREIE AR WARTE . AT AR SR, VKBS R
HFTHE I PAM A5 60%~70%5% B 2538 b, HAl I xt
TGV AR Bt A — s i st I, ASCRAA
T AR IR VE, XF PAM Al AM Sl (4736 Ak
LA ) B R E AN S B RN AT RS, O VR
PAM  7E ¥5 ¥ x| 3 JIE A e ek R v ) iz s f 5 i LA R
PAM {98 E I35 S S AL at B, 30y e ] 26 ) e
AR B L K PAM 22 A FH RN BRI A 0 S FF

1 #RAnTE

1.1 Zif bS] & ik 5

16 A B AL RO S AR A B A w52
W5 (Eisenia fetida) , FFAESE5 = R4 F64F W B i AT
Brg. WGPk 3 AESLLE, FLAT U] IR0 e R 5,
K 5~6cm, 1AE 0.25~0.50 g. RIE AT T AEN T
T3tk 50 24 he

PAM HUES A W BOARTF R AT IR A m St BOREAR [
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A&, [ 8 =90.0%, WABLIZ S E<0.05%, AM, H
WOIR SR, Aspal, il R s S AR TR A R A
A=,
1.2 RetiE

IRI6 N T A R 42 <<2.0 mm A7 57D 70%,
I+ 20%, KEE<15 mm F5 + 10% 5 il %
PRGN I E Y MR RS K pH (HIA T A 6.0 £
0.5, - e fe KR /K AR 1SO FrvfefE b 17 o>,
BN T KPR 3h, REFHHT 2h, WAANT L
MR KFFKE R 65% (wiw) o
1.3 REHZE
1.3.1 &HEHEHRE

PAM 1 AM FHZTR/KEEE G, 3504 N3 500 ¢ A
T s, PAM BIAEESr500 04 504 250, 500, 1000,
2000 F1 4 000 mg/kg, AM [FI 54351 4 0+ 25+ 100+ 200
400 F1 800 mg/kg, H Z& TR /K T L35 /K F 31 60%(w/w)
it T—AMHwR 3 ANES, RN R EN

BUESAF N T 42 E T 1000 mL 3R,
et RIS B2 YILE 10 S BRNBERR
WO C R, AT AITER N L, SRS A AR
IR T, HLAL,  DAT IR P IR 7K 2 i 2 R 05 1k ik
RGP E T HPG-280H HI N TSN, R
(20£2) C, FHXHREE 80%~85%, J&M/ I eI AL A
120/12h, JEIREREE 5~10 gmol-m™s™ 4t FtAT B %
RG], ZIFESE 1. 4. 7. 10 A1 14 d B b Fi4H
oA A R I s AN T s R Bk ok, AL,
Ve Ja AR I, TR I AR 5 03 I R4 T K 4 b 7
1.3.2 L EMWHEHRE

EAMER R A b, BT A R R .
PAM & 5 AMMIRFERLEE, 230028 0. 10, 50 250 Fi
500 mg/kg, AM BE 6 MIRERLEE, 73090000 04 1. 5. 25,
50, 100 mg/kg. B AMAbEIE 3 ANER, R B 6
Mo N LRI A B L il (e bl DA K R FR 464 5 2k
BRI S A A, SRR SR BRI R 70 d, 1T B
MEE 3~6 JH, B FAE BRI I — R EE AT 2R,
IR INFRUE N BE St 0.5 g &F 7 d KBS b PR ZH BT
A RE TP ) AN T g b Pkt ok, IR i ] £k A
HARFEIAT I . 6 F e B b i) ple OB, K23 sl s A e
W51 %) U U SR A R 454 B PG 9 28 d, 55 70 R
Jei AR ) U0y B Sk IR
1.3.3 TR, ARIWHEFLHEENGITE

T ] ) AP0 T2 20 A A 0 1) 25 AR 5 OWE 55 B SR X )
B AT oMU S, B A ORI 2R 70 d SRECH
05| %) A AT A A i

RIGEFET, Sk R E H BE I ERE SN UM O
SN (R 51 0 A BT, T s AE TS A g S AR AR
AR DR A U S I s ik /> 1) B T A K A BB,
R 4 i s 26 T A RO o B s B TSR, IR ]
TRV AR W ] ) B E (LCs) &

Y5 A6 AN 7)WL 552 N 7] SR HC 1) e ] o 24 4 O et 5 HL A

TRIETF U I ()P ¥ A AT Le A, ARG R R A1 A K
TR KR,
1, ="M 100%
WO

K, 2 n RFE AR R M A K IHIZ, %s wo
TFAR ISl R T, 5w A2 20 ¢ RIS AR i i, g

IR, ZETT Wbl & A RE = B, WAL
P T IS R iR PE TSI — [N &, RS S SN ik
W] (R BT 7 A 56 i ] 28 5 i 0 50k 43 W 1A s i 2 v 1Ak
FIA G BEPERE M. KA G T 2 5 5000 43 BT B i s
4y O FH R sl 2y BB BR AR EE 6 JEIAT A3 1 i s
HORAFR], IXAETE S RT DL o R W s] 1R 58 Ty SR R0
0514y S 3 BT )
1.4 BEES

7 2 B R RG Hh R I R 28 TR A b, SR
MEZR B 775305 PAM AT AM [ LCspo X T3R50
IRE A A e , 763 42 1 25 53177 (Shapiro—Wilks W-test)
FJ7 2551 (Levene’s test) MIHAHE T, RABRKRE %
5K CANOVA) SKIFEH PAM FI AM X i 5] £ K- F 25
REJI M2, A AN B AR 255 (R
AT T BB e 2 ) , WERHAES S5
(Kruskal-Wallis H-test) k73#7. [FINKH&/NEREF
% (LSD) (HRNZETT =) MEZELE ‘27 P’
H CAESEHRRD KoM AL 2 [ 1) 2 7 B M,
FTAT B85 0 WK ] SPSS17.0 #0458 il

2 HREU]E

2.1 PAM F1 AM X bk 45| 7555 B 2201
2.1.1 &M RETESEEHR

ALK LCs SRPFM 2RI PAM Rl AM
XU AE S 150 . PAM W FEAE 0~2 000 mg/kg I, 1t
WIFET R A 0, {H2E IR EIAF] 4 000 mg/kg B, 25 1d
FIZET - RE 2] 100%, FEHEMs i ZE T A T SR
i, FEUREIZET E R R RAE R R, Mg s
T PAM I B A 0 500 A T3 ] 45, i 4l e ] A 9k
TSR B AE T . BB PAM ) LCso i KT
2000 mg/kg. X5 Z HiRt A R R RIS A T 45 R e 4
B[ PAM WA B A

X AM T, AN 5 58 I TA) AN [R] 94 F5E Ak 38 v e ] g
LCso 545 Rt 1 fizn. LCso WEHMEM 164.01 F
360.22 mg/kg, R LEXTREALEE D, 48N 2 5R 3 Py 5] G
FET, oAt Ak 3 b | #AT AN [RIFE BE I BE T, it HLRE A
AM IR HER, Wil e R ABLE BT, A7 B
N FR M LCso M EAEX KRG, 25 1d M 4d %G
S, AR E AM 7F 4 d %555 3 P i s] () 3008 2%
NS B, W 4. 7. 104 14 d () LCso £l K H
BEXEREERK, WHNE7d HFREEERR,
KRG 4 d TFER, ANFITREE AM 7 5 28 1 A e ]
BN ZE AR, IEE 7 d T, ANFHREE AM ik
Wl EIE RN B 25 . ARG B AM X
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Daphnia magna 24 Fl 48h [ LCso N 173.21 Fi

89.59 mg/LP, Xt g Rl 14d 19 DB EC LGy 2

177 mg/kg™!, [FEFEIEN] AM 47 #(1, 17 LCso {52 T LA

AN, 7 RIS T BB AN R P .

* 1 2AMFRFHANFE FRE 85 HELRL A1 F B X ik
BB BT IR E

Table 1 LCs, values calculated for Polyacrylamide and
Acrylamide from various durations of acute exposure

— AM PAM
Er 3 B
Il LCs(mgke™) ‘};LJ‘ © Py LCs'(mgkg™)
(286.50~ N
1 360.22 492.04) 0.540 >2000
(168.17~ -
4 192.52 227.17) 0.407 >2000
(143.73~ S
7 164.01 188.42) 0.293 >2000
(143.73~ -
10 164.01 188.42) 0.293 >2000
(143.73~ S
14 164.01 188.42) 0.293 >2000

e a. LCso Al MR THG TR b, HEINAN LCso B 95%E AR X ]
c. PR RITHH TS .

2.1.2 LEMREEEHGFETA

W kIR 45 H WK 2 PR, 24 PAM Fl AM 7|
H390h 500 F1 100 mg/kg I, 42 d BEEWIA, MEI2ET:
RAR N 0, JLA AT Kb B 51 FE T2 3R A /N T 13%
XU PAM Fl AM [ 2 LCso M. z6 K TR0 1 11
FIHE, Xt LY PAM 1l AM 76 20k 558 400 F Xt
WIS JC W (P>0.05)

2 TRt RTE AR RSB R HEERL A ) 203 o A 5|
L AmES
Table 2 Death rates of earthworms from sub-acute exposure to
Polyacrylamide and Acrylamide

Rl FlHE/(mg-kg ™) PET#(28 d) PET-%(42 d)
0 6.67+5.77 10.00 £10.00
10 0.00+0.00 0.00+0.00
PAM 50 10.00£10.00 13.33+5.77
250 3.33+5.77 6.67£5.77
500 0.00+0.00 0.00+0.00
0 6.67+5.77 10.00 £10.00
1 6.67+5.77 10.00 £10.00
AM 5 3.33+5.77 6.67+£5.77
25 0.00+0.00 3.33+£5.77
50 0.00+0.00 6.67£11.54
100 0.00+0.00 0.00+0.00

S HE R HEERME, U EWH LCs il
1000 mg/kg W, AT ke ds] (7735 Jo g FEAE P, R
P A RIS RS PR LRI AE » 4 LCso<<1 mg/kg B IAN
RIS, M LCso 7E 1~ 10 mg/kg #k A2k,
M LCs0> 10 mg/kg I, HA AR EE R 2T,

i RS WA M R, PAM T
TR, X AR R B, T AM #EEEN,
WRPE/NT 100 mg/kg TN ML 85| (14205 AT 5% 00 o

2.2 PAM FA AM 3 43] 4 4K B9 52
2.2.1 ZMRFEHTaE| A KGR

SRR N, B T AR PAM fl AM T
Ry AR A R A ] 1 s
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Fig.l Growth inhibition rates in earthworms from acute exposure
to Polyacrylamide and Acrylamide

AT, PAM JITAg A B 2H Hh b s] 1) A= K 2R
AR AL, XA R R A A 5 A ] R A T A
T e 655 1. 4 K%, S HE b ] 2B KA el v 2L
TP AT AL BRZH, MBS 7 RITAR, 0 R bl i) i A KA i
FAYLLKRE A 500, 1000 F1 2 000 mg/kg AL A R, M
Lt 50+ 250 mg/kg AbERA vy Er . AR BE ) PAM A6
i) R AR AR T AR EIE R AR KA R A
H, FIREE Y PAM B BUFIIORKYE, 8 T AT+
SRR, N SR Ml A A AT . R R
SIFTIIEE R, PAM Sl ALK AT B sem,  $dh
AT R WK 3, ZEILRMEE KB (Fischer’s LSD) ,
ANTRIAR 7KV 2 TR 0 22 St AN 235 Xl B0 PAML 6f e
A K R FWHE . Hasegawa 25 AZEX) A B A FEE
TR0 -t R B R RE fr 45 R

TEREIAN, B8 T AR 25 mg/kg AM 4k
HR (R ) (0 A i A N, T AEIREE DY 100 AN
200 mg/kg AM Ab B e (R i ] (1) A4 BT d At ek D 1 . PR SR
5 ZESY R IR R W], AM S g i AR K 5 R, S
AT R WL 3. ZEILB LR KM (Fischer’s LSD) ,
AR IE K2 0], AERAHRE S — R B 2R,
SRR TIRE 25~200 mg/kg AM AbFEZH Fp it 3 4 2% v 1ot
M4 (P<0.05) o ¥#RE M 100 F1 200 mg/kg AM AbH4]
ZIAZESS 4. 7. 10 Rl 14 RELFEI MR Ar £ B 3% % 57,



)

FRAR FLAE SR A A I A X i s ) B P 227

TEIXSEZ FE I 0] Y, BT 100 A1 200 mg/kg AM AbH
(R ] A= A 26 2 o TR R T 25 mg/kg AR ERZT AN
T, TTTAE 25 mg/kg AM ALERA] b 556k B2 Hhe i) ) 2F K
PR EA BE S ST UL EEdR AT R, A
W7 HE A P94 J5 MM ] (10 A A A 2584 B S22 () ) 28 K
Fo HXTHAHLL, 4 AM KEERT 100 mg/kg 0o is] i1
AR EAT WA . MAHCIBEIESs RED], 4
AM<150 mg/L A2 M5B 0L (paramecium) [{JAE K,

F3 MR FH AR RGBT R GRS R E 8%
M ERRFESER
Table 3  Analysis result of variance (ANOVA) for effect of
Polyacrylamide and Acrylamide on earthworm

Ers i)

i/ At ss* DF’ MS*® F P
| PAM 0.007 5 0.001 0.270 0.921
AM 0.051 3 0.017 19.053 0.001
A PAM 0.043 5 0.009 0.771 0.589
AM 0.153 3 0.051 12270 0.002
; PAM 0.043 5 0.009 1.140 0.392
AM 0.151 3 0.050 12.951 0.002
0 PAM 0.019 5 0.004 0.811 0.564
AM 0.103 3 0.034 14.171 0.001
" PAM 0.009 5 0.002 0.270 0.921
AM 0.162 3 0.054 21.380 0.000

i a.SS, ZJjAl; b.DF, HME; ¢ MS, #7%; d.F, F{H; e P, %,

2.2.2 TEMREFEHTEE| A KR

Kl 2 R PEAE 42 d WAtk &N, PAM fl AM
T W] 0 A A R R FH

7E PAM ZF K, E5 7. 14 K, XAk
W] A KA LU 10 71 50 mg/kg AbFRAL ¥, i EL
ST 250 Al 500 mg/kg AR A KA, X 5 AarkdrE
RIG L5 R e 48 WA 21 K, PAM AbERA] iy iz | 2E
KAl 2 bt B4 2, B PAM 6 i i) A K e — s
IS, (H2ZE AN, N[RIHR BE /K Y 2 [a) 56t e s 1) A=
KAl ka B E 25 (P>0.05) . X, LA
PESLEE I, PAM b ds] A=K & I A E A .

At AM F 5 AR B AR A e ] AR KA K g
KF, TEFEANREEWIN, T b3 4 b ] 1 A o ot 40
SRR, X ATRE R TN TR R R AR S U .
EARG X, AER 7 335 K, ZFET AM LB
PR ] AR P R B . AR T E T A R,
AM 6] ] () A= KA 0 2 (s, {H R 2 LA )
iR B, M 14 2135 K, XTRAFIHEL N 100 mg/kg
Wb B 2 [B) PR AR A AP A B I 22 R (P<<0.05)
7 2% i T JEL b e P A g i ] 6 2 R R 5 0 R
A SEER ., XU, EVSHRENN, % AM
WERT 100 mg/kg I, 6Pl i) (14 Kk & 5em g 2 .
Hasegawa 55 NI WF 50 K B, 2 AM [k & ik )
340 mg/kg, WA 19 RITUG, WPHEME AR AERKEE

—ERHNEIVE, IR 700 mg/kg, MARKH)—TT
Al 2 I R A KA R

15.0  APILC, HIE/(mgkg)

100 | 20 al0 850 5250 @500
50 f
= 0
® o s0 |
o
ﬁ -10.0
Y
Lo}
200 |4
250
300 *
7 14 21 28 35 42
205 N H/d
a. PAM o5l () A KA 22 5wy
700 [ {LAHLC, W BE (mgke)
600 f @m0 @l &85 §25 @50 @100
s 500
400
HE
£ 300
W
o200
10.0
0 ‘
7 14 21 28 35 4
-10.0 .
SR )/d

b. AM s ) A A A

B2 A b AR T TR R M B e R M B B R 4 93] 0 A KA 4
o
Fig.2 Growth inhibition rates of earthworms from sub-acute
exposure to Polyacrylamide and Acrylamide

2.2.3  PAM Au AM st 33| 554 4% A 49 B0

T gl 2h SR FER LRSS 6 JAAAE T ok i ds]
3K 53 BT PAM FIL AM 7E3EAN 0 S0P 5 5 91 P e
Wil ) B RE IR FE R . SRR 4.

F4 TRMRFEH NSRS PR 40 R
Table 4 Number of juvenile per worm produced after 42 days
exposure to Polyacrylamide and Acrylamide
PAM/(mgkg) AM/(mgkg™")

0 10 50 250 500 O 1 5 25 50 100

¥

i

i

#E 0.208 0.200 0.208 0.200 0.100 0.208 0.252 0.208 0.208 0.153 0.577
s BEACERAT IS UL IS] B 5] 4 HL T3

ERE T SR KA R AT AT, M ds] ) A R
7152 PAM HI AM [P) 5200 B BUK-—28 /R BT 7 PAM Al AM
AbFEA R, W] gl B R AR AR L6 I . B PAM
FAM HREERI3EI0, ) d B Bl ) A A s
R HRIRE R S ST PAM 1AM AREEA (P<
0.05) , AN[FEIKE PAM Fil AM Ab3 2 [u), did A4 =4
PIREI B B EAN, FAAEEHBHREMNCR. A2,
WRILIRAE I PAM FIT AM b, 25065 i ] 1 25 7= S0 e A 2
FWREW . XS5 A B T 2 AT G A ENE, T
RS NF KDL, AM %} Daphnia magna W58 88 A

3.67 330 3.17 0.70 030 3.67 1.73 137 133 0.63 033
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M, PR AR W BN IR IE N 3.13 mg/LPY .
Takigamia 25 \BWF57 & B PAM W] LA 4% 350 B. subtilis [¥]
DNA $iffi, WA T PAM &4 HHfh s o BT E,
WARERY) . SR, ARSI LAR B = 4>

PAM Fll AM i is] i) BA RE I 2 iR, AM mgtk
BN KT PAM. PAM R UL AT 8 VE B L PAM A 5
BT, ISR AR R AM SR AT EUE
AFRFHRNIETT . PAM A g 7K b B 7 B AT HH I foe 28 1E N
By P8 SR 2 LM A AL R R b, S ] (A
Aoy B (RN b H T HE O B LA i
FE RS, AN B N T PR B 3 5 A AR VS5 P 2R
BEATR], DR AR HIE 5 1) 45 S I AN it 5¢ 4 U6 B V5 U8 11
PAM X ] fo HL BT HEOARBE (S i RE S, A R AR it
— ISR

3 & it

VRN SRR B, 2R A T A X i ) 11
AR AR B BB R MRS, 6 i ] 2 e )
KT 2000 mg/kgo {H IR A It Jla ot i | (1) S5 e ) HA
SE RO o DA TR M) W 0] Y BRI ORIk A TR
KT 100 mg/kg B0 A735 A A: K PSRN 2 2 1 s %
N, o a2 BRI R A 164.01 mg/kg. 5% T-i57
F14) 2 VR 95 T e o ) % S0 PAN 455 2 4 ) s A RS
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Toxicity effects of polyacrylamide to earthworm (Eisenia fetida)
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Abstract: Polyacrylamide is commonly used as a water-treatment agent in China and abroad, it may bring a potential
threat to microorganisms when it is discharged into natural environments. To obtain toxicity information of
polyacrylamide (PAM) and acrylamide (AM), the acute and sub-acute tests were conducted with specimens of Eisenia
fetida using OECD (Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development) artificial soil in this study. The results
showed that LCsy of PAM and AM were more than 2000 and 164.01 mg/kg, respectively, the toxicity of PAM was much
lower than AM. There was no significant effect of PAM on the survival and growth of E. fetida in acute and sub-acute
toxicity tests; while at the concentration of 100 mg/kg AM, it showed a significant toxicity effect (P<0.05). Earthworm
reproduction rate was significantly affected by both PAM and AM (P<0.05). So, polyacrylamide residual in sewage
sludge had potential ecological risk.

Key words: pesticides, toxicity, environmental engineering, acrylamide, polyacrylamide, LCsy, growth inhibition rates,
Eisenia fetida



