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Abstract
Heavy metals discharged from textile production have serious impacts on human beings 
and the environment. Chemical footprint (ChF) methodology is an important method in 
quantifying the environmental loads of discharged chemical pollutants. With the help of 
ChF methodology, this study used the mean impact method to assess the environmental 
loads of heavy metals discharged from a textile enterprise. The results showed that the ChFs 
of discharged heavy metals calculated based on the aquatic environment of Lake Tai and 
Lake Poyang were 1.43E+8L and 4.64E+8L respectively. Zinc was the largest contributor, 
followed by copper, lead and cadmium for the two lakes.
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the safe operating space, which is de-
fined as the ratio of the water volume 
requirement to availability in the study 
region [9]. This method is more flexible 
and ChF results are easy to communicate 
and aid cooperation. Zijp et al. [10] in-
troduced volume-weighted mixture tox-
ic pressure as the quantisation method 
and calculated the ChF of 630 organic 
chemicals in Europe and pesticides in the 
Rhine, Meuse, and Scheldt rivers (RMS). 
The results showed that the natural car-
rying capacity of RMS could not tolerate 
the environmental load of the pesticides. 

Currently, researches relating ChF have 
mainly focused on the environmental 
impacts of organic chemicals. ChF meth-
odology can also quantify the environ-
mental impacts of heavy metal emissions 
with toxicity data measured in the experi-
mental environment. However, dissolved 
organic carbon (DOC) in an aquatic en-
vironment is complex with heavy metal 
ions [11]. The concentrations of OH- and 
CO3

2- in a water environment will affect 
metal speciation, and cations such as H+, 
Na+ and Ca2+ in the water environment 
will compete with heavy metal ions for 
biotic ligand sites, eventually affecting 
the toxic effect caused by heavy metals 
[12]. Therefore, current ChF assessment 
methods cannot work effectively as to 
the environmental impacts of heavy met-
als discharged into different water bod-
ies in different regions. This study aims 
to calculate the ChF of discharged heavy 
metals with the AMI method and biotic 
ligand model (BLM) in order to assess 
the environmental impacts accurately. 
This will fill the gap in ChF calculation 
of heavy metals.

	 Introduction
Chemicals play a vital role in modern in-
dustrial production [1]. Taking China as 
an example, over 50000 chemicals are 
used or produced nowadays [2]. Chem-
ical pollution is increasingly serious 
with the increasing quantity and types 
of chemicals. Uncombined heavy metals 
are discharged into the environment with 
waste water and waste residue in industri-
al production [3]. The discharged heavy 
metals can bio-accumulate through the 
food chain. They are difficult to degrade 
and have had serious impacts on human 
beings and the environment [4, 5]. As-
sessing these impacts and reducing heavy 
metal pollution are the common concerns 
at present [6].

As a footprint tool, the chemical footprint 
(ChF) was first proposed by Panko and 
Hitchcock in 2011 [7]. ChF methodolo-
gy focuses on the environmental impact 
assessment of chemical use and pollutant 
emissions. The USEtox model has been 
widely used in ChF studies, and envi-
ronmental impacts are now expressed in 
comparative toxic units (CTU). The defi-
nition of ChF based on CTUs reflects 
the potential environmental impacts of 
chemical pollutant emissions on species. 
The results can be converted into volume 
under certain conditions [8]. Another 
method for ChF assessment is based on 

	 Method and data
The essence of ChF based on dilution 
theory is to investigate the relationship 
between the environmental carrying ca-
pacity of the study region and the envi-
ronmental load of production activities 
[10]. Based on the dilution theory, assess-
ment of the mean impact (AMI) method 
can quantify the ecological toxicity of 
chemical pollutants. The ChF obtained 
by this method represents the available 
environment volume required to dilute 
the chemical pollutants to a safe concen-
tration. The impacts of the water envi-
ronment in the region selected on heavy 
metal toxicity can be quantified by the 
biotic ligand model (BLM). The BLM 
method, which is combined with the the-
ory of gill surface interaction and free ion 
activity, incorporates the competition of 
free heavy metal ions with other natural-
ly occurring cations, together with com-
plexation by abiotic ligands for binding 
with the biotic ligands [13]. The ChFs of 
heavy metals discharged to the selected 
water body can be calculated with Equa-
tion (1):
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where, Cwi – is the exposure concen-
tration of heavy metal i in the aquatic 
environment of the study region, mg/l;  
V – the volume of the aquatic environ-
ment in the study region, l; HC50i – the 
concentration value of heavy metal i cor-
responding to 50% of the potentially af-
fected fraction (PAF) of species on the 
curve of species sensitivity distribution 
(SSD), mg/l; γ – the conversion coeffi-
cient of HC50 to HC5, with the value of 



67FIBRES & TEXTILES in Eastern Europe  2021, Vol. 29,  1(145)

146 [14]; Disei – the dissolved concentra-
tion of heavy metal ion i at 50% mortali-
ty in the experimental environment, mg/l; 
Disai – is the dissolved concentration of 
heavy metal ion i at 50% mortality in the 
aquatic environment, mg/l.

Cwi can be regarded as the steady-state 
concentration of heavy metal i in the 
aquatic environment of the selected re-
gion after fate. Cwi can be calculated as 
follows, (Equation (2)):
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In this study, we calculated the ChFs of 
four kinds of heavy metals discharged 
by a textile dyeing enterprise in 2019. 
The data of discharged heavy metals 
were collected from the Institute of Pub-
lic & Environmental Affairs database. 
Two lakes were selected as the simula-
tive regions to illustrate the different im-

pacts. Aquatic environment data of the 
two lakes were collected from former 
research references [16-21]. Toxicity 
experimental data of heavy metals were 
obtained from the USEtox model.

	 Results and discussion
Figure 1 shows the ChFs of four heavy 
metals (i.e., cadmium, lead, copper and 
zinc) based on different regions. The to-
tal ChF based on the aquatic environ-
ment of Lake Tai (ChFTai for short) was 
1.43E+8L. Zinc contributed the most 
to the environmental load with a result 
of 1.39E+8L. The ChFs of copper, lead 
and cadmium were 3.03E+6L, 6.75E+5L 
and 6.45E+5L, respectively. The total 
ChF based on the aquatic environment 
of Lake Poyang (ChFPoyang for short) 
was 4.64E+8L. Zinc was also the larg-
est contributor, followed by copper, lead 
and cadmium. ChFs calculated based on 
the aquatic environment of Lake Poyang 
for cadmium, lead, copper and zinc were 
larger than those calculated based on the 
aquatic environment of Lake Tai.

The aquatic environment of Lake Tai, 
with low pH as well as relatively high 
concentrations of DOC and ions (inor-
ganic anions and major cations), had 
a great influence on the ecotoxicity of 
heavy metals. DOC can ameliorate the 
ecotoxicity of heavy metals by its abili-
ty to bind heavy metals [22]. High con-
centration of DOC means that the met-
al-DOC complex has a higher proportion 
in the speciation of heavy metals, and that 
the concentrations of heavy metal ions 
that can bind to biotic ligand sites are 
lower, thereby reducing bioavailability 
to target surfaces such as gills [22]. Ions 
in water affect the toxicity of heavy met-
als by their effects on both the organism 
and metal speciation. Inorganic anions 
decrease the availability of heavy met-
als by complexing with them. Mg2+ and 
Ca2+ (particularly the latter) not only play 
a significant role in decreasing heavy 
metal action at transport sites by apparent 
competition but also in decreasing ionic 
losses associated with toxicant action by 
stabilising the paracellular junctions in 
the gill epithelium [23, 24]. H+ showing 
a low pH not only changed the speciation 
of heavy metals but also offered protec-
tion by competing with them for binding 
sites [25].

Changes in heavy metal toxicity based on 
the aquatic environment of Lake Poyang 
are shown in Figure 2. The abscissas 

Figure 1. ChFs of four heavy metals in two lakes.
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represent the water quality parameters 
and the ordinates the ratio of heavy metal 
toxicity in the aquatic environment with 
a corresponding concentration to that in 
the aquatic environment of Lake Poyang. 
The intersection of lines in each graph is 
the datum of each variable. 

As can be seen from Figure 2, the con-
centrations of Ca2+ and DOC had an ob-
vious effect on the toxicity of cadmium. 
In the BLM model, Ca2+ played a pro-
tective role, where it was the major cat-
ion that competed with the free Cd2+ for 
the binding sites. The strength of DOC-
Cd2+ binding was about 10 times greater 
than that of gill-Cd2+ binding; therefore, 
DOC can effectively reduce the toxicity 
of cadmium [13]. This is the main rea-
son for the largest reduction ratio of ChF 
caused by cadmium. The effect of DOC 
concentration on the toxicity of copper 
was entirely more obvious, while Ca2+ 
and alkalinity had little effect on the 
toxicity of copper. The inhibitory ef-
fect of Na+ and Mg2+ on copper toxicity 
was less than that of DOC. Therefore, 
the influence of Na+ and Mg2+ on cop-
per toxicity was inapparent in the lim-
ited concentration range [26]. On the 
other hand, the decrease in pH had an 
obvious effect on the toxicity of copper. 
Although more H+ will offer protection 

by competing with Cu2+, reducing pH 
will change the speciation of copper and 
increase the concentration of Cu2+, hav-
ing stronger complexation ability with 
biological ligands, which was the rea-
son that the reduction ratio of the ChF 
caused by copper was the smallest.

	 Conclusions
Heavy metals discharged from industrial 
production have serious impacts on the 
environment as well as human beings. 
As a footprint indicator, ChF quantifies 
environmental loads by evaluating the 
performances of discharged pollutants. 
However, current ChF methodology has 
the main weakness of low distinguishing 
ability for quantifying the environmental 
loads of heavy metal based on different 
regional aquatic environments. 

In this paper, we improved ChF meth-
odology by using the BLM model and 
considering the impact of the aquatic en-
vironment on environmental loads. ChFs 
of four kinds of heavy metals were cal-
culated based on the aquatic environment 
of two regions. The results showed that 
ChFTai was smaller than ChFPoyang. Zinc 
was the largest contributor for the total 
ChFs of the two lakes, followed by cop-
per, lead and cadmium.

Currently, the lack of availability of pol-
lutant data on auxiliary composition and 
emission is one of the limiting factors for 
ChF research, which makes it difficult 
for inventory accounting to reflect real 
environmental loads. On the one hand, 
producers are concerned about the effects 
of auxiliary, and due to the pressure of 
environmental protection policies, they 
often pay close attention to the emissions 
required by the policies. Obtaining rela-
tively real data and building transparent 
and flexible databases are necessary for 
ChF research in the future.

Acknowledgements
The authors are grateful to the Zhejiang Pro-
vincial Natural Science Foundation of China 
(LY20G030001), science and technology 
innovation activities of university students 
in Zhejiang Province (2020R406074), the 
National College Students’ Innovative En-
trepreneurial Training Program of China 
(202010338017), and to the National Natural 
Science Foundation of China (61702460) for 
providing funding support for this research.

References
 1.	 Yu L, Jiang YY. Strengthening Chemical 

Management is the Need of Sustainable 
Development of Human Society. 2008 
Annual Meeting of Shanghai Society 

Figure 2. The influence of different water quality parameters on the toxicity of heavy metals.

a) b) c)

d) e) f)
Concentration of Ca2+, mg/l Concentration of Mg2+, mg/l Concentration of Na2+, mg/l

Concentration of DOC, mg/l Alkalinity, mg/l pH

To
xi

ci
ty

 ra
tio

To
xi

ci
ty

 ra
tio

To
xi

ci
ty

 ra
tio

To
xi

ci
ty

 ra
tio

To
xi

ci
ty

 ra
tio

To
xi

ci
ty

 ra
tio



69FIBRES & TEXTILES in Eastern Europe  2021, Vol. 29,  1(145)

of Environmental Sciences; Shanghai, 
China: Shanghai Scientific & Technical 
Publishers; 2008, 51-54.

 2.	Guo J, Deng D. Extended Suspect 
Screening Strategy to Identify Charac-
teristic Toxicants in the Discharge of 
a Chemical Industrial Park Based on 
Toxicity to Daphnia Magna. SCI TOTAL 
ENVIRON 2019; 650(10): 10-17.

 3.	Wang LL, Wu XY. Calculation and As-
sessment of Industrial Water Footprint of 
Textiles and Apparel. J Text Res. 2017; 
38(9): 162-167.

 4.	 Rainbow PS. Trace Metal Bioaccumula-
tion: Models, Metabolic Availability and 
Toxicity [J]. Environment International. 
ENVIRON INT. 2007; 33(4): 576-582.

 5.	 Islam E, Yang XE. Assessing Potential 
Dietary Toxicity Of Heavy Metals In Se-
lected Vegetables And Food Crops. J 
Zhejiang Univ Sci B. 2007; 8(1): 1-13.

 6.	 Huang XF, Qin FX. Review on Studies 
of Heavy Metal Pollution and Chemical 
Speciation. Stud Trace Elem Health 
2008; 25(1): 48-51.

 7.	 Panko J, Hitchcock K. Chemical Foot-
print Ensuring Product Sustainability. J 
AIR WASTE MANAGE 2011; 11-15.

 8.	 Du CH, Wang ZY, Chen JW, et al. Che-
mical Footprint: Concepts, Research 
Progress and Challenges. Asian J Eco-
tox. 2016; 11(2): 18-26.

 9.	 Posthuma L, Bjørn A, Zijp MC, et al. 
Beyond Safe Operating Space: Finding 
Chemical Footprinting Feasible. Environ 
Sci Technol. 2014; 48(11): 6057-6059.

10.	Zijp MC, Posthuma L. Definition and Ap-
plications of a Versatile Chemical Pollu-
tion Footprint Methodology. Environ Sci 
Technol. 2014; 48(18): 10588-10597.

11.	 Tipping E, Rey-Castro C. Al (III) and Fe 
(III) Binding by Humic Substances in 
Freshwaters, and Implications for Trace 
Metal Speciation. GEOCHIM COSMO-
CHIM AC. 2002; 66(18): 3211-3224.

12.	Paquin PR, Gorsuch JW. The Biotic 
Ligand Model: A Historical Overview. 
COMP BIOCHEM PHYS C. 2002; 
133(1-2): 3-35.

13.	Niyogi S, Wood C M. Biotic Ligand 
Model, a Flexible Tool for Developing 
Site-Specific Water Quality Guidelines 
for Metals. ENVIRON SCI TECHNOL. 
2004; 38(23): 6177-6192.

14.	Du CH. Calculation and Characterization 
on Chemicals Footprint of Antibiotics in 
China. Dalian University of Technology, 
Dalian. 2017.

15.	 Institute of Public & Environmental Af-
fairs database [http://www.ipe.org.cn/
index.html]. c2019 [updated 2019 Jan 1; 
cited 2020 Apr 12]. Available from: http://
www.ipe.org.cn/IndustryRecord/Regula-
tory.html?keycode=4543j9f9ri334233r-
3rixxxyyo12/. 

16.	Ye HM, Yuan XY. Water Chemistry Cha-
racteristics and Controlling Factors in 
the Northern Rivers in the Taihu Basin. 
Ecol Environ Sci. 2010; 19(1): 23-27.

17.	Zhang YL, Huang QF. Retrieving of Dis-
solved Organic Carbon based on Irra-
diance Reflectance in Typical Lake Zo-
nes of Lake Taihu. ADV IN EARTH SCI. 
2005; 20(7): 772-777.

18.	Zhang X, Zhou X. Seasonal Variation 
Regularity and Mutation Cause of Ph in 
Raw Water of Taihu Lake. Water Tech-
nol 2015; 9(5): 21-25.

19.	Hu CH, Zhou WB. Characteristics of 
Major Ions and the Influence Factors 

in Poyang Lake. Catchment Environ 
Chem. 2011; 30(9): 1620-1626.

20.	Liu RQ, Zhang SY. Multivariable Analy-
zing and Comparing of Water Quality of 
Shallow Lakes in Middle and Lower Re-
aches of Changjiang River. ACTA HY-
DROBIOL SIN. 2000; 24(5): 439-445.

21.	Lu SC, Jiao RY, Wang F, et al. Charac-
teristics and Chemical Composition Of 
DOC Linking to the Partial Pressure of 
Carbon Dioxide in The Lake-River Sys-
tems of Lower Changjiang River Basin. 
Acta Sci Circum. 2018; 38(5): 349-359.

22.	Wood CM, Al-Reasi HA. The two fa-
ces of DOC. AQUAT TOXICOL. 2011; 
105(3-4): 3-8.

23.	McDonald DG. The Interaction of 
Environmental Calcium and Low Ph on 
the Physiology of the Rainbow Trout, 
Salmo Gairdneri: I. Branchial And Re-
nal Net Ion And H+ Fluxes. J EXP BIOL. 
1983; 102(1): 123-140.

24.	Hunn J B. Role of Calcium in Gill Func-
tion in Freshwater Fishes. COMP BIO-
CHEM PHYS A. 1985; 82(3): 543-547.

25.	Campbel PGC, Stokes PM. Acidification 
and Toxicity of Metals to Aquatic Biota. 
CAN J FISH AQUAT SCI. 1985; 42(12): 
2034-2049.

26.	Chen R, Wu M, Wang WB. Prediction of 
Copper Toxicity for Cyclops and the Ef-
fect of Water Quality Parameters Using 
Biotic Ligand Model. Environ Chem. 
2017; 36(4): 716-723.

	 Received 29.05.2020 Reviewed 14.07.2020

17-19 August 2021  Shanghai, China
MORE INFORMATION

intertextile-shanghai-apparel-fabrics-autumn.hk.messefrankfurt.com


