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Abstract- The River Cauvery is considered to be the main source
of drinking water supply. Deterioration of drinking water quality
continues to be a major problem. Hence, the present study aimed
at analyzing toxic metals such as Cadmium (Cd), Chromium
(Cr), Copper (Cu), Nickel (Ni) and Lead (Pb) using Atomic
Absorption Spectrophotometer in the surface water and sediment
collected from twenty different locations of river Cauvery. The
mean concentrations of Pb, Cr and Cd in water exceeded the
permissible limit and concentrations of Ni, Cr and Pd showed
contamination of sediment samples of river Cauvery. The study
on the Pollution Load Index (PLI) has also confirmed low to
moderate level of contamination. The correlation between metals
and hazard quotient revealed significant health risk to the local
human population by Pb through intake of water. Acute risk to
aquatic organisms due to Pb and Cd concentration in water from
the study area is also predicted.
Index Terms- Heavy Metals; Water; Sediment; Health Risk;
Ecological Risk Quotient

I. INTRODUCTION

D

rinking water is constantly associated with multitude of
health-related concerns as a result of contamination by both
chemical and biological pollutants. Due to the adverse effects on
human and the environment, chemical pollutants such as heavy
metals, pesticides, PCBs, PAHs are of foremost importance.
Over the last few decades heavy metal pollution in rivers has
become a matter of great concern, not only because of the threat
to public water supplies, but also the risk arising due to human
consumption of fishery resources as a result of accumulation
through food chain (Terra et al., 2008). Elevated levels of heavy
metals in rivers, lakes and ponds are considered to be precarious
because they are the main source of drinking water as well as
habitat for aquatic ecosystem in the developing countries
(Ochieng et al., 2008). The occurrence of metals in the aquatic
environment may cause potential threat to aquatic life and cause
severe toxicity to the aquatic ecosystem since most of the
organisms are not adapted to contract them when they prevail in
such an environment above the threshold concentrations
(Hodson, 1981; Turner et al., 1986). The essential metals
available in the aquatic environment are taken up by fish through
water, food and sediment. However, similar to essential metals,
non- essential ones are also taken up by fish and accumulated in
their tissues (Kalay and Canli, 2000). The surface sediment
contamination with metals could directly influence the quality of

water resulting in potential consequences to the sensitive lowest
levels of the food chain and ultimately to human health.
Sediments act as sinks and sometimes potential sources of
various contaminants in aquatic systems (Christophoridis et al.,
2008).
Most of the heavy metals are extremely toxic because, as
ions or compounds, they are soluble in water and can be readily
accumulated into plant or animal tissue (Kennish, 1992). They
displace the vital elements thereby hindering their biological
function. At the present it is impossible to live in an environment
free of heavy metals. There are many ways by which these toxins
can be introduced into the body such as consumption of foods,
beverages, skin exposure, and the inhaled air. To the general
population, the dietary intake is the main exposure pathway. The
high exposure of these metals through any means of dietary
intake will have confirmative negative effects to human health
(Pan et al., 2013). The risk assessment of heavy metal ions in
human even at trace levels is important, especially in the
occupational and environmental exposure to toxic metals (Sung
and Huang, 2003).
The study was carried out in the River Cauvery. The River
Cauvery flows through a densely populated area from the Coorg
in the Western Ghats to the river mouth at the Bay of Bengal.
River Cauvery covers a drainage area of approximately 90,000
Sq.Km. in the southern part of the Indian sub-continent. The
urbanized cities such as Erode, Karur, Tiruchirappalli, Thanjavur
and Kumbakonam situated on the bank of River Cauvery in
Tamil Nadu may contribute a huge load of municipal sewage and
industrial effluents. Metals have also been found to be used in
various industries such as electroplating, ceramics, dyeing and
fertilizers used in the agricultural field. Many Dyeing industries
are located on the bank of the Cauvery River. Industries in
Kadayampatty, Komarapalayam, Erode and Pallipalayam,
through which the Cauvery flows, discharge huge quantities of
effluents into the river and pollute it. Due to the degree of heavy
metals present in the modern dyes, even in low concentration
may pose serious threat to aquatic life and food web. Extensive
irrigation is being carried out in Thanjavur district on the banks
of the River Cauvery and fertilizers are being used in abundance.
Apart from industrial waste and agricultural, the municipalities
also dump sewage in to the river. The river is being incessantly
polluted with metals due to multifarious anthropogenic activities.
Plethora of human activities both in and near bank of the rivers
and lakes as well as the catchment may ultimately affect the
quality of water. Many of the activities are as old as the human
civilization and have therefore been ignored as a part of sociowww.ijsrp.org
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cultural milieu of the human society. Numbers of studies have
been done on trace element concentrations from various aquatic
ecosystems (An and Kampbell, 2003; Chandrasekar et al., 2003;
Karadede et al., 2004; Mendil et al., 2006; Yang et al., 2007).
However, during the past few decades, these activities have
become intensive resulting in serious impacts on human health.
Hence, the present study aimed at assessing heavy metals in
water and sediment of River Cauvery and risk caused to the local
human population and resident aquatic organisms through water.
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II. MATERIALS AND METHODS
Using high density polyethylene plastic containers (1L
capacity) pre-rinsed with nitric acid, water samples were
collected from twenty locations in the River Cauvery (Figure 1).
The surface sediments were collected using Van veen grab and
stored in clean polyethylene bags. The water samples were
preserved immediately after sampling by acidifying with 1.5 ml
concentrated nitric acid and transported to the laboratory using
ice boxes. In the laboratory, water and sediment were stored at
4ºC

Figure 1: Map showing sampling locations in River Cauvery
The water samples were taken as such for the extraction.
Heavy metal extraction in water was done by USEPA method
3010 A. The sediment samples were dried in hot air oven at
120°C. After complete drying, it was grounded and sieved for
fine fraction in a sieve (mesh size 63µm). USEPA method 3050B
was followed for extraction of metals from sediment.
Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer (Perkin Elmer AA
800) with hollow cathode lamp was used for the analysis of Ni,
Cr & Cu and Graphite Furnace with Electrodeless discharge
lamp and flame mode was used for Pb and Cd. The position of
the monochromator, proper slit width and cathode current was
optimized. Air-acetylene is used as fuel and flow rate is
maintained at 4L/min, using a heat combustion value of 1450
BTU per cubic feet. The heat given off would be approximately
12,300 BTU per hour and the temperature of the flame is about
2300°C. Appropriate standards at different concentrations of
each element was aspirated and analyzed to obtain a linear graph.
The samples were then aspirated and the concentration of each
element was determined directly. Duplicates were also
simultaneously carried out. Blanks were analyzed for all types of
samples. The precision of the sample preparation was checked
using Certified Reference Materials (CRMs) spiked with
concentration of metals. The calibration standard was checked at
the beginning and end of the analysis for each group of samples
to ascertain that instrument calibration had not drifted.
The health risk of metals through drinking water from
River Cauvery was assessed. The measured concentration of

heavy metals in water from the River Cauvery was taken for
calculating the risk.
Cw × IRw× EF × ED
Hazard Quotient =
----------------------------- × 10-3
RfD × BW × AT
Where, Cw -concentration in water; IRw - daily water
ingestion rate (Adult: 95th percentile – 2 L/day: 50th percentile 1.4 L/day; Child: 95th percentile – 1.08 L/day: 50th percentile –
0.38 L/day); EF - exposure frequency (365 days/year); ED exposure duration (70 years), equivalent to average life time;
RfD - oral reference dose (mg/kg/day); BW- body weight (adult 70 kg; child – 30 kg); AT - average exposure time (noncancer
risk- 30 years x 365 days/year); and 10 -3 the unit conversion
factor.
The measured environmental concentrations (MEC) of
metals were used for assessing ecological risk quotient (ErQ).
Effective concentration (EC50) or Lethal concentration (LC50)
values were used for the calculation of the PNEC [PNEC = (LC 50
or EC50)/ assessment factor]. To overcome the uncertainty from
the extrapolation from single species toxicity to ecosystem
toxicity (including interactions between toxicants) PNEC values
were calculated by dividing the lowest short term L(E)C50
(lethal/effect median) of the most of the sensitive species by an
appropriate assessment factor.
Ecological Risk Quotient (ErQ)

=

MEC/ PNEC
www.ijsrp.org
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The assessment factor addresses a number of uncertainties
such as (i) Interspecies variation (biological variance), (ii) Shortterm to long-term toxicity extrapolation (iii) Laboratory data to
field extrapolation. Assessment factor of 1000 is assigned if at
least one short-term L(E)C50 from each of three trophic levels of
the base-set (fish, Daphnia and algae), 100 if one long-term
NOEC (either fish or Daphnia), 50 if two long-term NOECs
from species representing two trophic levels (fish and/or Daphnia
and/or algae) and 10 is assigned for Long-term NOECs from at
least three species (normally fish, Daphnia and algae)
representing three trophic levels are available (CEC, 1996).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The mean and range of Cadmium (Cd), Chromium (Cr),
Copper (Cu), Nickel (Ni) and Lead (Pb) in water samples from
River Cauvery were represented in Figure 2. The metals were
found to be in the order of Pb> Cr> Ni> Cd in River Cauvery.
Cu was below detection limit in the water samples. The mean
concentration of Pb in water samples of River Cauvery was 0.12
mg/L. Generally, the concentrations of Pb in the surface water
will be typically low but levels may increase after alkaline
sewage mixes with the surface water (Rahbar et al., 2002). Lead
solubility is principally controlled by PbCO3 hence highly
alkaline waters can have higher Pb concentrations (Hem, 1989).
The mean concentration of Pb in this study is higher than the Pb
in South Channel (0.005 mg/L) of Salado River Basin, Argentina
(Gagneten et al., 2007) and To Lich River, Vietnam (0.002
mg/L; Kikuchi et al., 2009). Based on the drinking water
standards (Table I) of World Health Organization (WHO) and
Bureau of Indian Standards (BIS) our results showed the
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contamination of surface water with Pb. The chromium levels in
the present study ranged from 0.001 to 0.034 mg/L in River
Cauvery. Comparable level of Cr was also reported in Asa river,
Nigeria (0.04 mg/L: Eletta, 2007). The mean concentration of Cr
(0.02 mg/L) in Cauvery River is below the WHO and BIS
permissible values for drinking water quality. But the level is
slightly higher than the Criterion maximum concentration (CMC)
and Criterion continuous concentration (CCC) of USEPA (Table
I). The concentration of Ni ranged from 0.006 - 0.024 mg/L with
an average concentration of 0.011 mg/L was observed. Sources
of Ni in water include effluents and sludge from sewage
treatment plants. Industries like ceramics, steel and alloys,
electroplating, and refractory are also the contributors of Ni to
surface/ground water. The mean concentrations are less
compared to earlier reports in Indian rivers like river Ganges at
West Bengal (0.038 mg/L: Kar et al., 2007); streams near
Ranipet industrial area, Tamil Nadu (0.04 mg/L: Gowd and
Govil, 2008) and also substantially below the drinking water
quality guidelines of WHO and BIS and freshwater quality
criteria of USEPA (Table I). The concentration of Cd varied
from BDL to 0.006 mg/L in the River Cauvery, it has both
natural and anthropogenic sources. Cadmium is a relatively
mobile element. Environmental levels are greatly enhanced by
the industrial operations as Cd is commonly used as pigment in
paint, plastics, ceramics and glass manufacture (Gowd and Govil,
2008). Mean concentration in River Cauvery is comparable to the
Indian river, Florida, USA (0.006 mg/L: Trocine and Trefry,
1996) and Madanzhe river, South Africa (0.005 mg/L: Okonkwo
and Mothiba, 2005). It is apparent from the present study that the
concentrations may be due to the multifarious anthropogenic
activities along the course of the River Cauvery.

Table I: Acceptable level (mg/L) of some heavy metals in natural waters

Limit

Cd

MPL
0.003
TC
0.01
BIS
0.01
WA
0.001
Freshwater Quality
Criteria
CMC
0.002
CCC
0.0003
This Study
River Cauvery
(Mean)
0.003

Cr

Ni

Pb

0.05
0.05
0.05
NA

0.02
0.05
NA
NA

0.01
0.1
0.05
0.04

0.016
0.011

0.47
0.052

0.07
0.003

0.02

0.011

0.12

MPL- Maximum permissible Limit in drinking water (WHO, 2004); TC- Threshold concentration for aquatic life tolerance (safe for
most fishes) (Burrel, 1974); BIS-Bureau of Indian Standards (BIS, 1991); WA - World Average of trace elements in unpolluted
rivers; CMC - Criterion maximum concentration (USEPA, 2006); CCC- Criterion continuous concentration (USEPA, 2006); NA- Not
available
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Figure 2: Metal concentrations and its variations in
water samples from River Cauvery
The mean and the range of metals in the surface sediment of
River Cauvery were represented in Figure 3. Cd was below
detection limit in all the locations of River Cauvery. Similar to
the present investigation Mwamburi (2003) also observed the
presence of Cd in water and its absence in sediment. The order of
metals in the surface sediment in the river was Cr > Ni > Cu> Pb.
In aquatic system, metals are transported or settled on the surface
of suspended sediments or particulate matter. Because of their
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strong affinity to particles, metals tend to get accumulated as
suspended matter or settled immediately on bottom sediments.
Among the metals, Pb is least mobile and 90% is present mainly
in the residual fraction (Routh and Ikramuddin, 1996; Morillo et
al., 2002). The mean concentration of Pb in River Cauvery (14
mg/Kg) is about 5 fold greater than the level reported in the
upstream of the same river (Abida et al., 2009) but less compared
to ISQG standards TEL (Threshold Effect Level) and PEL
(Probable Effect Level).
The range of Cr observed in the sediment samples of River
Cauvery was 28 -145 mg/Kg which is on par with the
concentration reported in the River Ganges, India (121 -200
mg/Kg: Singh et al., 2003) but several folds higher compared to
upstream of the river Cauvery in Karnataka, India (BDL -18.24
mg/Kg: Abida et al., 2009). According to Canadian Sediment
Quality Guidelines, the threshold effect level (TEL) of chromium
is 37.3 mg/Kg and Probable Effect Level (PEL) is 90 mg/Kg.
The mean concentration of Cr in River Cauvery is found to be
exceeding the TEL (Table II), indicating the possibility of
adverse effects. In river and lakes, chromium will absorb to the
sediment and become immobile. Only a small part of the
chromium will eventually dissolve and ends up in water (Gowd
& Govil, 2008). In compliance with this statement the present
investigation showed higher levels of Cr in sediment than in
water. The mean concentration of Ni in River Cauvery was 17
mg/Kg.

Table II: Comparison of results with recommended trace element standards in sediment (mg/Kg)

Limits

Ni

Cr

Cu

Pb

BV

26

73

56

18

US

NA

NA

33

19

TEL (ISQG)

NA

37.3

35.7

35

PEL

NA

90

197

91.3

PL

20

22

34

15

Standard Values

Limits

US EPAToxicity classifications
Non Polluted

<20

NA

<25

<40

Moderately Polluted

20 - 50

NA

25 – 50

40 – 60

Heavily Polluted

>50

NA

>50

>60

ERL

20.9

NA

34

46.7

ERM

51.6

NA

270

218

16.7

58.5

22.7

13.9

NOAA

This Study
River Cauvery (Mean)

BV - Background Values of metals in India (Chandrasekhar et al., 2003); US - Unpolluted Sediment (Kumar et al., 2010); ISQG Interim Sediment Quality Guidelines (CCME, 2002); TEL- Threshold Effect Level & PEL - Probable Effect Level; PL - Permissible
Limit (Chandrasekhar et al., 2003); ERL - Effects low range; ERM - Effects mean range; NA - Not available
www.ijsrp.org
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The concentration is few folds higher than the New Calabar
River, Nigeria (3.2 mg/Kg: Horsfall & Spiff, 2001). The
concentration of Ni in river Cauvery ranged from 3.4 to 26.3
mg/Kg (Fig. 3). The Ni in the present investigation is over the
range reported by Abida et al. (2009) (0.05 – 5.25 mg/Kg) in the
upstream of River Cauvery. The Cu concentration in river
Cauvery ranged from 0.7 to 164 mg/Kg and greater than the
earlier reports in Ganges river at Kanpur, India (15 – 17 mg/kg:
Beg & Ali, 2008) and ponds in the eastern Kolkata India (27 – 64
mg/Kg: Kumar et al., 2010). The mean Cu concentration (22.7
mg/Kg) in the river Cauvery is several folds in excess of earlier
reports by Abida et al. (2009) from upstream of the river (0.56
mg/Kg) and below TEL and PEL (Table II) suggesting less or no
risk to the aquatic organisms.

Figure 3: Metal concentrations and its variations
in sediment samples from River Cauvery
Contamination factor (CF) is defined as the ratio of
observed concentration of metal over background value of the
trace element in sediment, and calculated using following
formula;
Observed concentration of trace elements (mg/Kg)
CF = ----------------------------------------------------------------Background value of the trace elements (mg/Kg)
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contamination. PLI values >1 would cause health risks to
sediment dwellers. In the present investigation PLI values in
River Cauvery is slightly greater than 0.5. Even PLI >0.5 would
cause at least minimum hazard to the aquatic organisms
indicating low to moderate pollution of the river.
Health risk assessment is a very important tool to evaluate
the consequences of human action and also measures the adverse
effect to public health (Ukoha et al., 2014). The health risk
assessment or the non-cancerous effects of heavy metals due to
consumption of water has been calculated for both children and
adults. An evaluation of non cancer risk to human health
associated with the consumption of drinking water containing
metals was undertaken and the results were represented in Figure
4. The average concentration of each metal was applied to
evaluate the risk level. The RfD for Ni, Cr, Cd and Pb was 0.02,
0.05, 0.0005 and 0.004 mg/kg/day respectively. The safety range
of health risk (hazard quotient) was below unity. The hazard
quotient (HQ) resulting from the exposure to Pb was predicted
high through drinking water for child and adult 2.5 and 2.3,
respectively at 95th percentile from River Cauvery. The HQ of Pb
in River Cauvery is above unity which indicates that the
concentration of Pb in the drinking water in the study area may
pose health threat. The hazard quotients of all other metals such
as Ni, Cr and Cd are closer to unity suggesting that these
pollutants could pose minimum hazard to local residents. The
difference in age and exposure conditions might also contribute
to risk. The result of the present investigation suggests higher
risk to child than adult. Eventhough, the upper bound (95 th
percentile) consumption of drinking water is low for a child (1.08
L/day) than an adult (2 L/day) based on the body weight it may
be a potential health hazard to child. The HQ of Cd (0.003)
derived by Wu et al. (2009) in the water from Yangtze river,
China for adult at 95th percentile was lower than the present
study in River Cauvery (0.46). The HQ of Ni for child in this
study is well above the HQ (0.0026) observed by Huguet et al.
(2009) in Ebro river, Spain.
3
2.5

The index for pollution assessment is pollution load index
(PLI) is obtained by measuring the elements contents, and
deriving contaminating factors by reference to the baseline trace
element levels i.e background value of metals in India
(Chandrasekhar et al., 2003). Pollution load index (PLI), for a
particular site, has been evaluated by the method proposed by
Tomlinson et al. (1980). This parameter is expressed as:
PLI = (CF1× CF2 × CF3 × ……….. × CFn)1/n
here, n is the number of metals, CF < 1 refers to low
contamination, CF 1 to 3 means moderate contamination, CF 3
to 6 indicates considerable contamination, and CF > 6 indicates
very high contamination (Puyate et al., 2007). The calculated CF
values based on background values in India for metals Ni, Cu, Cr
and Pb were 0.64, 0.4, 0.8 and 0.77 respectively and the PLI was
0.63. The CF for all metals is less than 1 that implies less

50%

2

95%

1.5
1
0.5
0
Child

Adult
Ni

Child

Adult
Cr

Child

Adult

Cd

Child

Adult
Pb

Figure 4: Hazard Quotient of metals through drinking
water from River Cauvery, India
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Ecological risk quotient (ErQ) was conducted to evaluate the
likelihood risk arising from the exposure to heavy metals that
adversely affect aquatic organisms. The MEC: PNEC
(assessment factor) approach is a generic conservative approach
assuming the presence of the most sensitive species. To derive a
PNEC using the assessment factor approach, preferably, toxicity
data on at least the three selected trophic levels (e.g., algae,
crustaceans, and fish) were considered for evaluation of risk to
the aquatic environment. The assessment factor is applied to
extrapolate from laboratory single-species toxicity test data to
multi-species ecosystem effects. The mean concentration of Ni,
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Cr, Cd and Pb were used to assess the aquatic toxicity. The
ecological risk quotient of all the metals in River Cauvery was
greater than unity (Table III). Eventhough, slightly higher than
unity the risk quotient of Ni and Cr is considered to be nonacceptable risk. The ErQ of Cd and Pb in River Cauvery implies
a severe acute risk to all the three categories (fish, zooplankton
and phytoplankton). It has long been recognized that heavy
metals in the environment have a particular significance in the
eco-toxicology, since they are highly persistent and can be toxic
even in traces (Langston, 1990).

Table III: Ecological Risk Assessment of metals to phytoplankton, zooplankton and fish in River Cauvery
Toxicity Levels

PNEC (µg/L)
Assessment
Factor

Metals

Cd

Phyto
plankton

Zoo
plankton

Fish

8**

14**

2.1**

**

Pb

7940

Ni

100

**

Cr

350**

4400

**

1000

**

22**

NA – Not Available;

10

Phyto
plankton

Zoo
plankton

Fish

Phyto
plankton

Zoo
plankton

Fish

100

0.08

0.14

0.02

3

37.5

21.43

150

**

50

159

88

0.2

120

0.75

1.36

600

**

50

2

20

1

19

9.5

0.95

19

10

35

2.2

10000

11

0.31

5

0.001

50
10000
0**
*

Ecological Risk Quotient (ErQ)
MEC
(µg/L)

- NOEC; ** - LC50/EC50 ; MEC- Measured Environmental Concentration

IV. CONCLUSION
The mean concentration of Pb, Cr and Cd exceeded the
permissible limit and concentration of Pb was found to be far
exceeding the permissible limits in the water samples of River
Cauvery. The high concentration of metals in water can be
gradually accumulated on the sediments and in due course it may
get transferred to aquatic organisms. The calculation of the CF
and PLI based on background value in India also proved that the
sediment of River Cauvery has been polluted from low to
moderate. The results of the present study provided useful
information to understand the risk to the aquatic ecosystem; also
transfer of toxic metals to human through drinking water from
the contaminated sites. Based on the findings it can be concluded
that regular surveillance and evaluation of metals input into the
riverine system from the nearby sources is mandatory to
circumvent unfavorable impacts on environment in the future.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
Our sincere thanks to Dr. R. Ramesh and Mr. Paneer
Selvam of Institute for Ocean Management (IOM), Anna
University, Chennai – 600 025 for their help in heavy metal
analysis using Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer. We also
thank Bharathidasan University for all the support. One of the
authors R. Bhuvaneshwari is thankful to Jawaharlal Nehru
Memorial Fund for the research fellowship.

REFERENCES
[1]

Abida B., Ramaiah M., Harikrishna M., Irfanulla K. and Veena K. (2009).
Heavy Metal Pollution and Chemical Profile of Cauvery River Water.
Journal of Chemistry, 6(1): 47 - 52.
[2] An Y.J. and Kampbell D.H. (2003). Total, dissolved, and bioavailbale
metals at Lake Texoma marinas. Environmental Pollution,122: 253 -259.
[3] Beg K.R. and Ali S. (2008). Chemical Contaminants and Toxicity of Ganga
River Sediment from Up and Down Stream Area at Kanpur. American
Journal of Environmental Science, 4(4): 362-366.
[4] Bureau of Indian Standards (1991). Indian standard drinking water
specifications, (IS: 10500), New Delhi. Bureau of Indian Standards.
[5] Burrel D.C. (1974). Atomic spectrometric analysis of heavy metal
pollutants in water. Ann. Arbor. Science Publishers, London, 19 - 29.
[6] CCME (2002). Canadian Sediment Quality Guidelines for the protection of
aquatic life. Summary Tables. Updated 2002. In: Canadian Environmental
Quality Guidelines, 1999.
[7] CEC (1996). Technical guidance in support of the commission directive
93/67/EEC on risk assessment for new substances and the Commission
Regulation (EC) No.1488/94 on risk assessment for existing substances.
Commission of the European Communities, Brussels, Belgium.
[8] Chandrasekhar K., Chary N.S., Kamala C.T., Suman Raj D.S. and
Sreenivasa Rao, S. (2003). Fractionation studies and bioaccumulation of
sediment –bound heavy metals in Kolleru Lake by edible fish.
Environmental International, 29: 1001 - 1008.
[9] Christoforidis A., Stamatis N., Schmieder K. and Tsachalidis, E. (2008).
Organochlorine and mercury contamination in fish tissues from the River
Nestos, Greece. Chemosphere, 70: 694 - 702.
[10] Eletta O.A.A. (2007). Determination of some trace metal levels in Asa river
using AAS and XRF techniques. International Journal of Physical Science,
2(3): 56 - 60.
[11] Food and Agricultural Organisation. (1983). Compilation of legal limits for
hazardous substances in fish and fishery products. FAO Fish Circular, 464:
5 – 100.

www.ijsrp.org

International Journal of Scientific and Research Publications, Volume 6, Issue 3, March 2016
ISSN 2250-3153
[12] Gagneten A.M., Gervasio S. and Paggi, J.C. (2007). Heavy metal pollution
and eutrophication in the lower Salado river basin (Argentine Republic).
Water, Air and Soil Pollution,178: 335 - 349.
[13] Gowd S.S. and Govil P.K. (2008). Distribution of heavy metals in surface
water of Ranipet in industrial area in Tamil Nadu, India. Environmental
Monitoring and Assessment,136:197 - 207.
[14] Hem J.D. (1989). Study and interpretation of the chemical characteristics of
natural water: USGS water- supply paper, 2254-2264.
[15] Hodson P.V. (1981). Factors affecting the sublethal toxicity of lead to fish.
Marine Pollution Bulletin,11: 241 - 247.
[16] Horsfall M. and Spiff A.I. (2001). Distribution and Partitioning of Trace
Metals in Sediments of the Lower Reaches of the New Calabar River, Port
Harcourt, Nigeria. Environmental Monitoring and Assessment,78: 309 –
326.
[17] Huguet F.N., Nadal M. and Schuhmacher M. (2009). Human health risk
assessment for environmental exposure to metals in the Catalan Stretch of
the Ebro river, Spain. Human and Ecological Risk Assessment, 15: 604 623.
[18] Kalay M. and Canli M. (2000). Elimination of essential (Cu, Zn) and nonessential (Cd, Pd) metals from tissues of a freshwater fish Tilapia zilli
following an uptake protocol. Turkish Journal of Zoology, 24: 429 - 436.
[19] Kar D., Sur P., Mandal S.K., Saha T. and Kole R.K. (2007). Assessment of
heavy metal pollution in surface water. International Journal of
Environmental Science and Technology, 5 (1): 119 – 124.
[20] Karadede H., Seyit A.O and Erhan U. (2004). Heavy metals in mullet, Liza
abu and cat fish, Silurus triostegus, from the Ataturk dam lake (Euphrates),
Turkey. Environmental International, 30: 183 - 188.
[21] Kennish M. J. (1992). Ecology of estuaries Anthropogenic effects. Boca
Raton, FL: CRC Press.
[22] Kikuchi T., Furuichi T., Hai H.T. and Tanaka S. (2009). Assessment of
heavy metal pollution in river water of Hanoi, Vietnam using multivariate
analyses. Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 83:
575 - 582.
[23] Kumar B., Senthil Kumar K., Priya M., Mukhopadhyay D. and Shah R.
(2010). Distribution, Partitioning, Bioconcentration potential of trace
elements in Water, Sediment and fish collected from Sewage fed fish ponds
in Eastern Kolkata, India. Toxicological and Environmental Chemistry,
92(2): 243 - 260.
[24] Langston W.J. (1990). Toxic effects of metals and the incidence of metal
pollution in marine ecosystem. In: Furness, R.W., Rainbow, P.S. (Eds.),
Heavy Metals in the Marine Environment. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL:
101– 122.
[25] Mendil D. and Uluozlu O.D. (2006). Determination of trace metal levels in
sediment and five fish species from lakes in Tokat, Turkey. Food
Chemistry, 101: 739 - 745.
[26] Morillo J., Usero J. and Gracia I. (2002). Partitioning of metals in sediments
from the Odiel river (Spain). Environmental International, 28: 263 - 271.
[27] Mwamburi J. (2003). Metal Sources And Distribution In Rivers Within The
Lake Victoria (Kenya) Catchment Area. Lake Victoria Fisheries: Status,
biodiversity and management. Aquatic Ecosystem Health and Management
Society.
[28] Ocheing E.Z., Lalah J.O. and Wandiga S.O. (2008). Water quality and
trace metal distribution in a Pristine Lake in the Lake Basin in Kenya.
Bulletin of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 80: 362 - 368.
[29] Okonkwo J.O. and Mothiba M. (2005). Physico-chemical characteristics
and pollution levels of heavy metals in the rivers in Thohoyandou, South
Africa Journal of Hydrology, 308: 122 - 127.
[30] Pan X.D., Tang J., Chen Q., Wu P.G. and Han J.L. (2013). Evaluation of
direct sampling method for trace elements analysis in Chinese rice wine by
ICP–OES. European Food Research and Technology, 236: 531–535.
[31] Puyate Y.T., Rim-Rukeh A. and Awatefe J.K. (2007). Metal Pollution
Assessment and Particle Size Distribution of Bottom Sediment of Orogodo
River, Agbor, Delta State, Nigeria. Journal of Applied Sciences Research,
3(12): 2056 - 2061.

421

[32] Rahbar M.H., White F., Mubina A., Siroos H. and Luby S. (2002). Factors
associated with elevated blood lead concentrations in children in Karachi,
Pakistan. Bulletin of World Health Organization, 80: 769 - 775.
[33] Routh, J. and Ikramudin M. (1996). Trace element geochemistry of Onion
Creek near Van stone lead-zinc mine area (Washington, USA). Chemical
Geology, 133: 211 - 224.
[34] Singh M., Muller G and Singh I.B. (2003). Geogenic distribution and
baseline concentration of heavy metals in sediments of the Ganges River,
India. Journal of Geochemical Exploration, 80: 1 – 17.
[35] Sung Y.H. and Huang S.D. (2003). On-line preconcentration system
coupled to electrothermal atomic absorption spectrometry for simultaneous
determination of bismuth, cadmium and lead in urine. Analytica Chimica
Acta,495: 165-176.
[36] Terra B.F., Araujo F.G., Caiza C.F., Lopes R.T. and Teixeira T.P. (2008).
Heavy metals in tissues of three fish species from different trophic levels in
a tropical Brazilian River. Water, Air and Soil Pollution,187: 275-284.
[37] Tomlinson D.L., Wilson J.G., Harris C.R. and Jeffney D.W.(1980).
Problems in the assessment of heavy metal levels in estuaries and the
formation of a pollution index. Helgolander Wissenschaftliche
Meeresuntersuchungen, 33: 566 - 572.
[38] Trocine R.P. and Trefry J.H. (1996). Metal concentration in sediments,
water and clams from the Indian River Lagoon, Florida. Marine Pollution
Bulletin, 32(10): 754 - 759.
[39] Turner J.W.D., Sibbald R.R. and Hemens J. (1986). Chlorinated secondary
domestic sewage effluent as a fertilizer for marine aquaculture. III.
Assessment of bacterial and viral quality and accumulation of heavy metals
and chlorinated pesticides in cultured fish and prawns. Aquaculture, 53(2):
157 - 168.
[40] Ukoha P.O., Ekere N.R., Udeogu U.V. and Agbazue V.E. (2014). Potential
health risk assessment of heavy metals [Cd, Cu And Fe] concentrations in
some imported frozen fish species consumed in Nigeria. International
Journal of Chemical Sciences, 12(2): 366-374.
[41] USEPA (2006). Partition Coefficient of metals in surface water, soil and
waste, Office of the Research and Development, EPA/600/R-05/074, 2005.
[42] WHO (2004). Guidelines for drinking water quality. Vol. 1:3rd ed., Geneva,
World Health Organization.
[43] Wu B., Zhao D.Y., Jia H.Y., Zhang Y., Zhang X.X. and Cheng S.P. (2009).
Preliminary risk assessment of trace metal pollution in surface water from
Yangtze River in Nanjing section, China. Bulletin of Environmental
Contamination Toxicology, 82: 405 - 409.
[44] Yang R.,Yao T., Xu B., Jiang G. and Xin X. (2007). Accumulation features
of organochlorine pesticides and heavy metals in fish from high mountain
lakes and Lhasa River in the Tibetan Plateau. Environmental International,
33: 151 - 156.

AUTHORS
First Author & Corresponding Author – Dr. R.
Bhuvaneshwari, Department of Environmental Biotechnology,
Bharathidasan University, Email: ecobhuvi_2003@yahoo.co.in
Second Author – Dr. A. Paneer Selvam, Project Scientist,
Institute for Ocean Management, Anna University, Email:
paneerocean@gmail.com
Third Author - Dr. S. Srimurali, Department of Environmental
Biotechnology,
Bharathidasan
University,
Email:
sriebt08@gmail.com
Fourth Author- Dr. K. Padmanaban, Department of
Biotechnology,
Bharathidasan
University,
Email:
pathuepi82@gmail.com
Fifth Author- Dr. R. Babu Rajendran, Professor & Head,
Department of Environmental Biotechnology, Bharathidasan
University,
Email:
ramaswamybr@gmail.com

www.ijsrp.org

