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The Aquatic Toxicity and Ecological Risk Assessment of Ketamine

LUO Ying', LIU Na*, JIN Xiao — wei’, XU Jian'"
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Sciences , State Environmental Protection Key Laboratory of Ecological Effect and Risk Assessment of Chemicals,
Beijing 100012, China ;2. State Key Laboratory of Environmental Criteria and Risk Assessment, Beijing 100012,
China ;3. China National Environmental Monitoring Centre, Beijing 100012, China)

Abstract: In this study, to assess the overall status of KET research in aquatic environments of China, data on exposure to KET,
expressed as concentrations in surface waters including rivers and lakes were collected from literature published in China and
abroad. Risk quotient (RQ) was calculated to assess ecological risk in Chinese surface waters. Results showed that, the detection
frequency of KET in surface water ranged from 20% ~ 100% , and the greatest concentration was 420 ng/L. Predicted no effect
concentration (PNEC) derived on the basis of chronic toxicity data, including endpoints of reproduction and development was 1.36
x 10 "° mg/L. RQ based on chronic toxicity data were ranged from 0.03 ~36.76, which suggested risk in some Chinese surface
waters. The ecological risks of KET in Tamsui River and Jinmei River in Taiwan, and Pearl River in Guangdong were higher, while
rivers in north China were lower.
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— Fofr 5% W v A RN A1 LS AR B T RE 300 ) b 22 Ak R
7R B0 JRR e 0 B B 0L B U T K (RS R
pKa=7.5) ,7E15 K" Mg A" AN K
WEAK O AR P A A . MK P i R
N 20% ~100% |, fi 5 {H 7] 35 420 ng/L, W35 %
B0 oo B B9 KET %5 55 7= 2 K05, %0 il LA &%
P AR, B S St —E A
B KET S8 Xt KR = e e " &
BRI MBI AR X K A A
Wy LE M Ak 50 TR W O T B R . T
KET YE7K PR B8 7 4R B i 380 B A%, I X K A A=
Yy A RN, 3 AT FPEAS KET £7 78 B9 W 78 A
AN AR

H AT, E N A5 xF KET 78 7K 30 55 v (%) v Bk
Vo EB ALV KA A Y R B A —E
SR E A X A 25 KUK EAT 2R S8 0 B
TR0 2ok A 2R TR N A P kR Sk OC TR E
W W R KET 09 58, 97 46 H b 3ok v KET
(5 52 K, AT S KET (i A 25 KRG T £l R BF 435 7%
PHPE AR 2 AR P Fn S A

1 MRAZE
L1 238 R R A R 2

W KET £ 40 i 7 37t 6 o 36 = 7 A 32 2 i
IKE 4 A K FR S R AN BT T VLA
7S M I 8 A e N T o B A o el 7 7
H PR ( method detection limits, MDL) [ %% 418 3% 5% X
K BE iY 50% 118, i F§ SPSS22 (SPSS Inec.
Chicago, Illinois) ' Kolmogorov — Smirnov 4 4 J7 ¥
Xof e [ oKk i KET (14 28 #2704 8008 2517 1E 2573
A 5

K R A A (U0 ECOTOX 4 /%,
http ://cfpub. epa. gov/ecotox/ ) Fl [ N 41 Fi| K&
FSCHR[27 ], 4R BL KET %7K AR A 9 1 08 M 25 1 250
32 AR R 5 Pl T 5% 0 9 U0 % K 3
FroEt

MKFE bR 0I5 B KT AT EW S g
T W 2 LT L5 e TE (o
observed effect concentration, NOEC) > & , 24 NOEC
Heds A 2w, ] R KT 4 2 Wk B ( maximum
acceptable toxicant concentration, MATC) FflkA] W2
% e B (lowest observed effect concentration,
LOEC) 5 EC A% . [ — Mk & 5 A 24 %

B 6 LA 20

Yy Fh B > A5 Bl 28 ( species  sensitivity
distribution, SSD) | FI AN [|] ¥ F X £k 45 9y (1) S0J%
JE i IR — s 19 R AR R 00 A, R g HIE UL A
G3 A Z2 b AR FEAR P A Y S 5 R HE , DLAR RCE AT B
SRR 22 S (4 ) b B R O I T AR S 0 XU
PPAR Y R PEAS [ K A R 0 I R
B P& 74T Kolmogorov — Smirnov 5 46, 56 31F H 2 &
FEE X BOES AL, R 22 B R AL T A
5 5055 05T BE (RIVM) JF % 9 ETX 2. 017 fy g
SSD fifi &k, JF#E 2 5% W) Fh 2 B L F M B
(‘hazardous concentration for 5% species affected,
HC,) ™ % e S AR A o 4y 4 b B 26 L 5 4h 52
PR 2% 88 5 500 R 3R, fi 2 T JC 00 K B (PNEC)
{E 24 : PNEC = HC,/AF (PEAL A7), MR 4l A7 8803 7
B (0 B R L, AF Ul 2 ~ 57 AR SE D
AF 5,

1.2 &

WO AR S KR VAL T 05 A KR R (risk
quotient, RQ) FIHE K A= 2% X8 #F Mt ( probabilistic
ecological risk assessment, PERA) , 43 5| H| F R 1E
15 YL W) 2 2 % A2 25 IR0 7 AR A 5 00 ™ R R R AR
o P R KET 723 E AN [ KA 9 A 25 KU
J R R R AU 7R VR S KUK FRAE 7 vk . KUK B
JE V5 QMK B S v i 22 5 WK S R Y L
B, LR B IR, B iy« U < 0. 1, SR B KUK 7T 22
W LA 0.1 ~ 1, RUIAFAEAR KBS ; FEfB > 1, %
WA A R R 7 v B 3 e B 9 2 B A T Y B
% ¥ J& ( measured environmental concentration,
MEC) 8 F) A B R Al 55 th /9 950 I 3 5% vk 2
(predicted environmental concentration, PEC) ; 4
[ {E — % PNEC 3L 4 5z K ik )& ( Criteria Maximum
Concentration, CMC ) Fl £ ¥ 1% 2¢ & & ( Criteria
Continuous Concentration, CCC ) E/~, R #lF AF 5;
SSD SMERFE

SR FH XURS: 75 3 6 3 [ b 3R 0K 3R 855 b KET
Fr AR AT Al /T : RQ = MEC/PNEC, AR 45
W B (0 R /N K KET 78 6 1 b 2 7K o A2 25 KUK
Iyh 4 ANEEYE Y RQ <0. 1 I, KET X /K 2 2E W)
(9 RS T Z0% 524 0.1 <RQ < 1 i), KET %7K 4= 4=
Prig KR A 5 2 1 < RQ <10 i, KET X /K 4= A=
Y v A5 UKL 5 2 RQ =10 i KET X 7K A= 2= 9
[ 7L A

— 133 —



FI12% A5

B 2 A G R 7K Az A ) B0 A R, B A 2 AU BT Al

2020 4£ 9 A

2 #FR5R
2.1 KET #93R¥ERE

KET J2& 45 iR 1 3 12 9 o, 76 5 i Ak B i
P LA R W B AR e 3 2 7 A & A R AL S W i R
JK AR R AR B R A A 2018 4 b [ 2 B #
WA AR e B KET (94 7 ik A Lo 3 < 35 4%
KET B AT X5 A X A W 19 fifg L KB o A 0 3% 1
SERFIE, KBS 2 KET B A= 36 75 K A 35 KA BT,

B T3k B 75 K A BT 2 X KET b B Ak % 4 (1%
(49% )", KL 5% B KET HE A MKk

AN 52 4 36 K b KET 75 Y K- W3 1
e 1 AT L, 7 3 FE M 2 K v (A 355 T 3 A )
p(KET) JARAGEH ~420 ng/Ts WA RIK RS, B11A
t KET #6112 (48.9% ) FI{E (KA i ~12.6 ng/L) "
e A TR KET K %6 (40% ~ 100% ) FfA (oK
K ~420 ng/L)

*1 REER#FKS KET §558KkT"

P b KAk MG/ (ng - L1 I/ (ng - L71) REERGR/AD KR/ % 2 7% Sk
FE AAETL 0.04 ND ~0.1 5 100 [9]
] 0.1 ND ~0.4 5 40 [9]
kit 2.57 1.8~3.7 6 100 [9]
BRIT. 15.6 9.9-~21.7 6 100 [9]
LR 7 F AT 2.92 1.02 ~16.34 34 74 [7]
1b32 4.8 1.5~12.3 15 100 (8]
A6 75 36 4 AN I 0.34 0.05 ~4.5 36 69. 44 [10]
ERCEX A0 30.42 0.4 ~420 20 85 [11]
B A 50 ND ~ 341 11 100 [12]
B | iR 6| 1.04 ND ~4.0 25 20 [9]
5 A 1.5 ND ~12.6 24 79.2 [9]
A ELRERTIR 6.96 0.2 ~53.7 69 84.1 [16]
FE v 3L A ELRGRTIR 0.8 ND ~1.4 21 47.6 [14]
PE LT {8 S NN S E /N T ND ~414.92 23 69.5 [15]
OND: KAt

A AT 3R E & K b KET By 2 8815 B
KET 4345 H A7 B 8 9 g b 22 30 B 05 b 6 UK 3R
b KET (%) % 88 K7 & Tk & K i KET 1)
EFRAKF, 53 E KK S KET (946 H 56 Rk B
(A —3 X G R R SRR N R UK
S B TG K A B A5 52 e M 3R K H p (KET)
1 DR A O, th 5 N T2 B R 28 5 R 15 1 2 U A
Feo SCHK 7] BFFE —4E P F= b 50Tl 7 40 i
KET B} 25 50 #i , K LRk ZE p (KET) (2. 92 ng/L) Al
KR (74% ) feig , R R AF A 2 HAE S
HUR AP 1.22 F10. 82 ng/L,25.6% il 14.7% ,
G RE = KR REE R0,

MAEFSE P KET 39 2 A ok &, 3% = 3 b
KET () 52 §8KF Lo 6 Ak M K 5 v (47.6% ~
84. 1% ) W3k , K oy FR L D e il KET 45 2 3k [
B A T e R T A KET
TR, RO AR S OL SR S e R . R A
Kolmogorov-Smirnov # 56 73 #r 3¢ [E #h % /K *p KET
4 5 5% ViR T BOHE L 45 5 s KET 78 3% [F b &k
o fF G IEAS 50 i o KET BEfE 7E /K ALY 2
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W35, R K - DU 20 BL R B R L& W i T
Bae Ry saet . WA R, 4 R 50 )
TRLEE R )4 R R 2 B, T R 56 15 3
YET Y 23 TE R 850 o AR b 3 T M 2 K TR

F i p (KET) , Hu % 3+ % i1 KET 43 B & 5 0
378.1 L/kg IR F2EH M (1 214 L/kg) ™ fnnf & A
(2 000 L/kg) ™ i 23 T 2 50, HL 5 T 26 W e oF 1
B8 (200 L/kg) "7 A0 0T HEE TG e (149.3 L/kg) Y
SYBC Z K. A, BREE B KET BA Ot R i 47
H T (H AR ER B KET A 4900 [ i 30 R B 2%
Chen %% LUHL 17 20 B 18 2% 10 B M1 R AL B 2 & M1
BE(Ag/P - g — CN) MEHEAL ], A1 FH 7T UL [ 7 3t
FK I KET, B 30K 5 T35 K kb BT 20 v
KET ()R 5508, 5 KET il £ & KET 2%
U0, ) A8 A 72 10 5 Gu 2150 SR 48 A0 45 WU K 45
WA it S ) A (B Atk L 1 SR K L H 3 K S 35 K
ARBR T 4 K ) B KET, & B 4K o KET
P14 1% A o e i R, b 3R K T KET (1) B fiff ik 0 e 12
F1 T b 2 K Pk B 2 R e # E 2% , pHL {E L HCO; il
A ML 455 22 il DR 25 ) e i il o 0



FI12% S

B 22 A0 SRHE R X K A A B B AR e A 2 MR A

2020 429 A

2.2 KET s¢/K A & oy F ML p
2.2.1 KET 3 K4 £ H 0 & %

KET /5 FHALEE A 24, BB 4> T (AL SLE B &
AR SR ] K 52 0 K A= A= W, 0 2% B B ks
15 0 1% 3h A5 45

(1) #h 2 B Pk, & M B J2 28 3F & Uk b
(phencyclidine, PCP) iyfli44 ,N - HE - D - K|
K5 2 (N — methyl — D — aspartate, NMDA ) 52 /A&
P, I 2 7= A AR AT Ry AR i 4 52 BB
SEphZFEMET L Riehl 251 LI AR BE T £ K BF 5E
XF 4, 2 @ TR B R (2, 20 A1 40 mg/L) KET
VW20 min J5 255 R W KET G896 52 i 3¢ 2 £4 11
Wik AT 0, TR S 68 0% 11 55 41 2 1 U4 BE 1 £ ) £
SRR IR R BEAT N B R R i B /K P 5 p (KET) 2y
20 mg/L B}, BE I 1) i Uk AT o K B AR
Riehl 45" B 5% % B0 KET XF 5 2 0 1 77 S HLAG 40
RN 244y 2 B, 78 IR K - T, KET 39 38 A%
fa i P AR TR RE T, R S I 2T A2
PR s A R A RAE BE 5 £ ()32 sh 4T R 5p (KET)
N 20 mg/L FREE AR ER T, FEALE H A NRTA JE[H
FEIR 0 EIE WL o A L NMDA A2 {4,
1 FE T NMDA 52 1438 18 5 SU0E o) £ 77 A 24 45 5k
N 5 224 BE T A % A LR N RE ) FAE 23 38 L fg
FEARE; ,bel =2 Fll ¢ — fos P2 K F IR FEE T
R, 2B bel =2 N ¢ — fos Fe P F AW/ 5w 447 R
KB BERGEA — 2 A e .

Wang 2" 558 KB ,p(KET) 7 5 x 10 * mg/L
BF, Xt 55 I PR AT L B AT O B B R, R
PN IR R 8 B W R R AR T . R L B
(octopamine, OA) £ B % (dopamine, DA) il 7 3%
{4 )1 ( serotonin, 5 — HT) BT L E MY S
R a7 U0 R P YOG B 22 3 2 KET 8
LB OA (DA ZK R fin B 55 i B kT £k e 1 R
iz sh 7k, o JoEMEsh P (1) OA 55 HEshy
hEHE ERZEEAMEIMER. 5 -HT 208
HE 2h 4 i S AR R T A R Y RRAIL S -
HT (1) 7K S B, 2 HL 1) L5 TR B A8 11 FURK

(2) R BB, Felix 257 B 55 BE ) £ i i (48
) #2582 T A A p (KET) (200,400,800 mg/L) %
WA EE D, 45 5 R, 800 me/L i S M it
W, HAT, TR 20 KET 3 ML 2 8 o
A Ca®* fE NMDA 321438 38 1) 3 5 1 1 5 2o 22
g B0 (H B VR 0 EE AL R R [ BF Y
FW], 7E NDMA =2 {K Z i, KET i@ 3 # ] HePG2

20 i v L3N R 1 R KA R B A IR I A B R
Liao %' % Bl KET A % 38 1 ol 28 48 4 1k ¥ 1k
i ( superoxide dismutase, SOD ). it & k& & W
(catalase, CAT) 14+ Bt ik S — %% 3% % ( glutathione
S - transferase, GST) i V43 5 0.0 JE % & , 41 40
IEZK B, o0 Dy BE R B S B, O E R E OB B,
KET i 53 & fl. MLC2mRNA H1 8 11 22 35 7K 36 M
TS 5 % R G % & W JE ), Ho MLC2 S L&
BWETIRN,

(3) JiAth P . Li %7 BFSE KET %Ak 7 % 50
FE RN BT 5, 45 R 2 B KET X KR 3% (1) 48 h
LEEIE U B (48 h LCy, ) iy 30. 93 mg/L; ik />
33.6% ~49.8% FAUAFIE HIECR (0.005 ~0.1 mg/L) .
B2 PSR p (KET) % K 70 & & 75 1 5900 14 3%
Wi, e KA R BE AN, L H MEHA p(NOEC) 4351
70.001 F10.1 mg/L, LAk, 7580 4 o 4 KET
VW AR R 14 d )5, AR e A S AR R R B
PUaE Ak i 1 35 1 BE 15 T 05 1 A (reactive oxygen
species, ROS) (7K 1 48 4k s KET 75 5 S Ak 07 3 1
I Wy £ A P 2 T L R 55 21 ok IR 1) R AR
FiR 25 F K fige Tl 1Y) 26 35 , #2755 9 8% ( malondialdehyde,
MDA ) {3 115 6] 75 8 £407% A 240 i 75 PR AR
2.2.2 KET 4 PNEC 3 &

PRELF AR A AT R IR IR B K
AEREY TCEMES Y | a2 KW Bl W i 18 1 R
Bl (£ 2) . KET XfKAAYEMREER 0.000 5 ~
125 mg/L, Y91l H 20. 74 mg/L, R — 9 iy
AN TR R 2 05, & B K AR AR W 1) 7 R0 BB 4 b Xf
KET 5 ik,

SR AR P B R ARG N Tk, A
ECOSAR i 7K A A= 49 1 2Pk 25 P 5008 B DA P A BRI
F1000,315 H KET i PNEC {5 (7.0 x 10 ™* mg/L)
L PR DA T B A AR YINTUYE 55 T BROAF 26 L
I B RN R T TR A5 6 Fh K A= A W 1) 5 B 3K
AREFMEHIEHES PNEC {H, i id Kolmogorov-
Smirnov ki K 43 B, 085 B4 A& X BOIE S R
(p>0.05)  H&F 3k B iy 48 v 55 o 508 R log-
normal 5 Y A4 7 SSD fh &, M & Bl & () K
0.968, W SSD fifi £k i1 5 5 %] HC, (6. 82 x
10 ° mg/L) , IEAH KT 5 #E 5t KET 3 FAEK
rH SE e M B PE AN ) PNEC {H oA 1. 36 x
10 °° mg/L( £ 3) . AHFFT 5 T 80U it & 5 2 1
i S PNEC {H 3% T ECOSAR 8 4 £ 48 % H]
PRAG TS PNEC {HEDRSB ,
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B2k H£5H B A S GRHETR XS K AR A W ) B O 25 AU PEAly 2020 4E 9 A
#F2 KETXHARKEEYELRBMNXLSNELEE
Zik Y i 5& B[]/ d 30 26 5 R SR/ (mg - L") % 2% 30k
BEhfh 4 LOEC WG Bt 200 [18]
I ECs, ¥ i 3008 500 [23]
E N 14 LOEC RH 125 [23]
K H % 21 LOEC EH 0.01 [25]
HBWIEMN 4 NOEC HK 0.05 [25]
T fiff i 14 NOEC B 0.01 [22]
K% 21 LOEC B 0.1 [25]
75 T B P 2% 1 7 LOEC iH 0.000 5 [19]
BE I Aty LOEC ih 20 [18]
® 5[) *’ﬁlxﬁ( (&J)«
x3 ETEMHSHNRLSHE KET & SSD ik HX S mg/L
FEA KL T HE T 1 2 K - S & 5 HC; PNEC
-6
6 24.17 45.66 0.589 9 szxw S 1.36 x10~°
(1.6 x107° ~7.96 x10 )@
OHC Bl VT .

2.3 KET & & & R &3+

S KET XA 9 1 2Pk 28 R A0 XT3/, B AT
IBE K AR v 1) B SR K T AN 23 5 BMOK AR A W ) P
FET- o SR, K FRBE v i) A P A 30 42 vl i 25 5 1S
I 2058 2N LA A B B PR AN, ) G BB Ak 2R R
1172w B AR 0 T R R K AR S R G
F14) e 5 TR b 25 4

U T IR B T IE Y K PR B H KET /Y

#8 7K1 512 P EE VR B HE S PNEC i, >R HIXUBS:
F’i/ﬂﬂt ] Hb 22 K S A ) KET #E 47 42 28 KU
Hey , W 1

BRI |
[EReER ) |
BRI |
dtizi |
db st oA R ]
KT |
M |
derwnn T
4NN B ]

piiRE Y

Ll S—
pen .
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

IR

B 1 KET £ i ig B XUEE 4 %6 45 1E

AL AT L, 3 4% i s b KET B 712 1 3
PRI XU B (B 0.03 ~36. 76, Horh B m 9 3 N
WA EERKM G &M R, RQ 1y
> 10, BAT 8w AR S U . R 5 i1IA T e
— 136 —

FOATI b KET 08 4 25 e 500 30 1 XU 7
(B3 > 1, 07K A A 0 HA rh 25 R o R 4 2 I 3
B KET (5% 82 407, Wb 50 0, 3 05 3 4 o
KET XU K 9 8 W1 5 & F 36 07 W 4 b 19 XU 7
i, 3745 b KET fvk B 15 28 9% L\ 109 A 9% AR ]
SRR, IO, 5 E K T KET XK A A
Py i KU A L , 36 3 4P KET KU 7 (8 (RQ =
5.12) % 3 &5 T 3 [ 3 0P KET (9 RS R
SE WY [ IR b KET 975 Yy b 3% 1 A 35 43 7 o
KET {975 %4 /" 5 ; 5 52 260 [E 5 b KET 9 KU
% (RQ =0.59) 553k {46 7 Ji b KET (i XU 7
IR BU

P 25 XU A 3 R Th B S AE A AN, B
AL SRR PR o KET 52 b5 i BE 107 AL 25 1 B0
F9 R 6 P R 6 AIF A5 80 1 ol P 25 RO LA 19
WRiE, KET 763 H K b sh 7 7 g L 22 5, 1
KET %8258 i b AR 15, 3 B4 15 385
TR K A, e A R E 4 [ 9 61 14 2% 5 98 2
B, A T Y S 4R KET 76 K 1K i 52 5% 4 0
T — 5 T T 4 [ Y BBl Y, R 7 b X K A
i KET {9 I 23 78 A0 500 el . vk, KET £ S i
H PR R ) I L 2 R A T 2 R L R
TP PP S A ) 10 25 P RO AT B, e 2 e 0 e
BREY (LR Ze B PEANAT R ) | 59 M e IX Bk A
2 0y B B PO BB, R RE &L M KET X6 K
P A W B B P DR T T R T A 30 A K
PR AR B M AR DGR B . AT , R TR B 4 B
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A Y A A 25 ARG Al o 2 T BEA 7™ A AN Al o e, 191
WX BOIE 25 70 A (log — normal) | 3% 4 iy #
(logistic) “" 45, Rk, i1 T 404 (9 BEHLYE P4l
T A 23 BT B 28D ) e 96 BT 7 AR 9 R 22, 5 BUAU:
PP ZE SR B — R WA E T

3 i

XFH ETE AR SCHER R R S b, FROE R P
KET f) & 1 2% 20% ~ 100% , i [l 5 ND ~
420 ng/L, 454 B4 BF 5% v 48 o 2 R 500 o 3 [ O
i KET #£47 y&m&ﬂ& KET it 3% [ 3 42
KA YA — KR o BT 00 kB 5N R
iiﬁ?‘éﬁﬁ‘]‘rﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁi‘%ﬁﬂ7J<$$%E‘J7yiﬁ%ﬂ%‘§
FAFE AR X KET B gosk . DA 6] 19 25 18] ff 5 4y
B, 6 E B 05 KR T KET B9 46 H 3 R0 i B8 7K F 2
fm FALTT KR . BRI T KET (1) XURS: 7 {E 5
i (RQ =36.76) , X 7K A A W A7 A 15 KURSE 5 1 7 180
JH(RQ=1.10) K IL(RQ =1.89) Kb 5% il ¥
(RQ =3.31~4.19) i KET X 7K £ Ak ¥y EL A7 v 2%
RS 51 KET XF 4t 77 KE8 435 (0. I<RQ <1)
KA A 0 08 B P R W D B T I A S
G, K 01 55 T BE SR 2B A W 0 T O
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