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Abstract: Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons are very toxic and persistent environmental contaminants.
This study was undertaken to assess the concentrations and possible sources of 16 PAHs
(Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons) classified by the United State Environmental Protection
Agency as priority pollutants in water and sediments of the Mvudi and Nzhelele Rivers.
Effluents from Thohoyandou wastewater treatment plant and Siloam waste stabilization ponds
were also investigated. Diagnostic ratios were used to evaluate the possible sources of PAHs. PAHs in
the water samples were extracted using 1:1 dichloromethane and n-hexane mixtures, while those in
the sediment samples were extracted with 1:1 acetone and dichloromethane using an ultrasonication
method. The extracts were purified using an SPE technique and reconstituted in n-hexane before
analyses with a gas chromatograph time of flight—mass spectrometer. The results obtained indicate
the prevalence of high molecular weight PAHs in all the samples. PAHs concentrations in water
and sediment samples from all the sampling sites were in the range of 13.174–26.382 mg/L and
27.10–55.93 mg/kg, respectively. Combustion of biomass was identified as the major possible source
of PAHs. Effluents from wastewater treatment facilities were also considered as major anthropogenic
contributions to the levels of PAHs found in both river water and sediments. Mvudi and Nzhelele
Rivers show moderate to high contamination level of PAHs.
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1. Introduction

Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) are ubiquitous in the environment and are part of
numerous organic contaminants that are persistent in the environment, have long transport potential
and can cause adverse environmental effects [1,2]. Some of them are susceptible to dispersion on
a global scale because, in addition to having environmental persistence, they are “semi-volatile”,
i.e., under environmental conditions they move between the atmosphere and the earth’s surface in
repeated, temperature-driven cycles of deposition and volatilisation [3,4]. PAHs are truly multimedia
contaminants which occur in all parts of the environment: atmosphere, inland and sea waters,
sediments, soils and vegetation [2,3].
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There are thousands of PAH compounds in the environment but in practice PAH analysis is
restricted to a few compounds—mostly the 16 priority compounds (Naphthalene, Acenaphthylene,
Acenaphthene, Fluorene, Phenanthrene, Anthracene, Fluoranthene, Pyrene, Benz[a]anthracene,
Chrysene, Benzo[b]fluoranthene, Benzo[k]fluoranthene, Benzo[a]pyrene, Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene,
Dibenzo[a,h]anthracene and Benzo[ghi]perylene) listed by US EPA as potentially toxic [5]. Individual
PAHs differ substantially in their physical and chemical properties [6,7]. Generally, PAHs are
hydrophobic with very little solubility in water which decreases with increasing molecular weight or
the number of fused aromatic rings. The high molecular weight (HMW) PAHs (ě 4 fused aromatic
rings) are less water-soluble, less volatile and more lipophilic than lower molecular weight (LMW)
PAHs (ď3 fused aromatic rings) [2,3,8]. PAHs are not part of the 12 priority pollutants of the Stockholm
convention but are listed by the United States Environmental Protection Agency and the European
Commission as priority pollutants [9–11]. The widespread occurrence of PAHs is largely due to
their formation and release in all processes of incomplete combustion of organic materials. The last
century of industrial development caused a significant increase of PAH concentrations in the natural
environment [2,8].

Natural sources of pyrogenic PAH such as volcanic activity and forest fires do not significantly
contribute to overall PAH emission [12,13]. These pollutants are mostly formed during the incomplete
combustion and pyrolysis of fossil fuels or wood and from the release of petroleum products [7,14].
Other sources of PAHs include petroleum spills, oil seepage and diagenesis of organic matter in anoxic
sediments [2,15]. PAHs are also found in coal tar, crude oil, creosote and roofing tar and a few are
used in medicine or to make dyes, plastics, and pesticides [6,16,17]. PAHs have also some beneficial
applications as some of them are produced for commercial use; these include naphthalene, fluorene,
anthracene, phenanthrene, fluoranthene, and pyrene [18]. Exposure to PAHs causes a variety of
negative health impacts which includes: reproductive defects, DNA mutations, leukemia and cancer
of the lung, bladder, bone, brain and scrotal [19,20]. Several water and sediments quality guidelines for
the assessment of ecological risk of PAHs on benthic and other aquatic organisms are widely reported
in the literature [21–24]. The effect range low (ERL) and effect range medium (ERM) based approaches
formulated by Long and MacDonald [25] have been widely applied [26].

Although PAHs have received much attention in terms of scientific research in some developed
countries because of the adverse effects they have on the environment, animals and human health,
major data gaps exist on its sources and levels in developing countries [12,27,28]. South Africa is
a leading industrialized nation in the African continent but it has not put much emphasis on the
monitoring of the levels of PAHs in its environment [27,28]. There is also limited knowledge on the
extent to which burning of waste/forest contributes to the PAHs emissions in South Africa [27–29].
The contribution of wastewater as potential sources of PAHs in sediments and soil when used for
irrigation in South Africa is also lacking. This study was conducted to determine the levels and
distribution of PAHs in Surface water and sediments including wastewater effluents in Vhembe
District of South Africa.

The study area is located in Vhembe District which is situated between longitudes 28˝54120.662 E
and 31˝04131.192 E and latitudes 22˝7126.592 S and 23˝2616.492 S in the northern region of
Limpopo Province of South Africa (Figure 1). The study area is made up of various urban and
semi-urban settlements as well as numerous scattered rural villages. Land is predominantly used for
commercial/subsistence agriculture and rural settlements. Solid waste disposal sites and wastewater
treatment facilities also make up part of land use. Furthermore, the study area is characterised by fired
brick-making, pottery, paint industries and wood creosote (rich in PAHs) treatment plants. Burning of
lands in preparation for agriculture, refuse and burning of vehicle tyres are common features in
the study area. This region is characterised by a warm wet season which is associated with high
temperatures up to 40 ˝C and is usually between October and March, with peak precipitation in
January and February. The cool dry season has a temperature range between 12 and 22 ˝C and begins
from April to September [30].
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Figure 1. Map of Vhembe District. 

2. Materials and Methods  

2.1. Chemicals 

Acetone (99.8%), dichloromethane (99.5%), n-hexane (99.8%) and acetonitrile were purchased 
from Merck (pty) Ltd (Johannesburg, South Africa). Sodium chloride and anhydrous sodium 
sulphate were obtained from Fluka (Steinheim, Germany). Solid phase extraction (SPE) C18 
cartridges and certified reference materials of 16 USEPA PAHS were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich 
(St. Louis, MO, USA). All reagents were used without any further purification.  

2.2. Sampling 

Water and sediment samples were collected from three different points in Mvudi (30°28’28” E 
and 23°0’13” S) and Nzhelele (30°22’19”E and 22°2’08” S) Rivers. Wastewater effluent samples were 
also collected from Thohoyandou wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) (30°28’48” E and 23°0’00” S) 
and Siloam wastewater stabilisation ponds (WSPs) (30°11’10” E and 30°11’23” S). The samples were 
transported on ice chest to Hydrology and Water Resources laboratory of the University of Venda. 
The water samples were kept at 4 °C in EPA vials with Teflon crew cap as recommended for PAH 
samples before analysis [31]. The sediment samples were placed into polyethylene plastic bags and 
transported in a similar fashion as the water samples. In the laboratory, sediment samples were air 
dried, homogenized, ground gently with an agate pestle and mortar and sieved with a 500 µm 
analytical sieves.  

2.3. Extraction and Analyses of PAHs 

Liquid-liquid extraction was used for the extraction of PAHs in water samples. EPA [31] 
method and slightly modified procedure reported by Nekhavhambe et al. [32] was employed. 75 g of 
NaCl was added to 500 mL of the sample in a separating funnel. PAHs in the sample were extracted 
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2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Chemicals

Acetone (99.8%), dichloromethane (99.5%), n-hexane (99.8%) and acetonitrile were purchased from
Merck (pty) Ltd (Johannesburg, South Africa). Sodium chloride and anhydrous sodium sulphate were
obtained from Fluka (Steinheim, Germany). Solid phase extraction (SPE) C18 cartridges and certified
reference materials of 16 USEPA PAHS were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA).
All reagents were used without any further purification.

2.2. Sampling

Water and sediment samples were collected from three different points in Mvudi (30˝281282 E
and 23˝01132 S) and Nzhelele (30˝221192 E and 22˝21082 S) Rivers. Wastewater effluent samples were
also collected from Thohoyandou wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) (30˝281482 E and 23˝01002 S)
and Siloam wastewater stabilisation ponds (WSPs) (30˝111102 E and 30˝111232 S). The samples were
transported on ice chest to Hydrology and Water Resources laboratory of the University of Venda.
The water samples were kept at 4 ˝C in EPA vials with Teflon crew cap as recommended for PAH
samples before analysis [31]. The sediment samples were placed into polyethylene plastic bags and
transported in a similar fashion as the water samples. In the laboratory, sediment samples were
air dried, homogenized, ground gently with an agate pestle and mortar and sieved with a 500 µm
analytical sieves.

2.3. Extraction and Analyses of PAHs

Liquid-liquid extraction was used for the extraction of PAHs in water samples. EPA [31] method
and slightly modified procedure reported by Nekhavhambe et al. [32] was employed. 75 g of NaCl was
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added to 500 mL of the sample in a separating funnel. PAHs in the sample were extracted three times
using a mixture of dichloromethane and n-hexane. After vigorous shaking, the extract was dehydrated
using anhydrous sodium sulfate, and concentrated to 2.0 mL with a rotary evaporator at 35–40 ˝C.
Organic contaminants in extracts were purified using SPE florisil columns, and was concentrated and
reconstituted using 1 mL of n-hexane and analysed using gas chromatography time of flight mass
spectrometer (GC-TOF-MS). The extraction of sediment samples was performed using the method
outlined by Oluseyi et al. [33] where 1 g of each sediment sample was weighed into pre-cleaned 25 mL
amber glass bottles. 10 mL of 1:1 acetone:dichloromethane were added, respectively. The bottles were
sealed with screw cap closure lined with a PTFE-faced silicone rubber septum and shaken vigorously
to suspend the contents. The bottles were then sonicated in a high performance ultrasonic bath with
microprocessor control for precision time and temperature controlled operation for 60 min at 50 ˝C.
The sample bottles were intermittently inverted and shaken to continually re-suspend the samples. SPE
clean-up of the sediment extracts was carried out with 6 mL Supelco C18 SPE cartridges. The extraction
solutions were each loaded and aspirated through the cartridge under gentle vacuum at a flow rate
of less than 2 mL/min. The collected extract was reconstituted in 1 mL n-hexane and analysed using
GC-TOF-MS.

2.4. Validation Studies and Preparation of Calibration Standards

Spiked recovery method was used for validation studies for both the water and sediment samples.
The samples were spiked with 1 µL of 100 mg/L standard mixture consisting of 16 PAHs to 500 mL
pre-extracted water samples. Double-distilled water (500 mL) was first pre-extracted in triplicate with
30 mL dichloromethane as a blank sample. The spiked samples were then extracted and analysed.
PAHs standards were used for the calibration of the instrument. The calibration standards were
prepared by serial dilution from stock solution.

2.5. Instrument and Analytical Conditions

Analyses of PAHs were performed using gas chromatograph (Model 7890 series, Agilent
Technologies Inc., Wilmington, DE, USA) coupled to a LECO Pegasus 4D Time of Flight mass
spectrometer (St. George, MI, USA). The column set comprised of a primary column, Rxi-5SilMS
(30 m ˆ 0.25 mm internal diameter, 0.25 µm stationary film thickness) and a secondary column Rxi-200
(1 m ˆ 0.15 mm internal diameter, 0.15 µm stationary film thickness). Helium was used as the carrier
gas whereas nitrogen, compressed air and liquid nitrogen were used for the operation of the quad jet
thermal modulator. The sample injector temperature was set at 250 ˝C and samples were injected at
a volume of 1 µL in splitless mode. The flow of carrier gas was set at a rate of 1.5 mL/min. The oven
temperature was programmed as follows: 80 ˝C held for 0.5 min; ramped from 80 to 220 ˝C at
20 ˝C/min, then 220–300 ˝C at 10 ˝C/min. The mass spectrometry conditions were set as follows:
Ionisation: electron ionisation at ´70 eV; source temperature: 180 ˝C; stored mass range: 47–350 µm;
acquisition rate: 20 spectra/second; detector voltage: ´1500 V.

3. Results

3.1. Calibration and Percentage Recovery

The calibration graph obtained by plotting the peak areas against the concentration of the analyte
from the certified reference materials were all linear with correlation coefficients ranging between 0.971
and 0.999. Acceptable recoveries in the range of 95.9%–149% were obtained.

3.2. PAH Concentrations

PAHs do not usually exist as separate entities in environmental media; they are often regarded as
a mixture and the total concentration of their mixture is often used to describe their distribution.
16 PAHs recommended by the United State Environmental Protection Agencies (US EPA) were
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investigated in this study but only 10 of them were determined in all of the sampling sites during the
course of this study (Table 1) while the other 6 were below detectable limits. The concentrations of
PAHs in Mvudi and Nzhelele River water varied between 0.126 and 7.510 mg/L and below detection
limits to 7.805 mg/L, respectively. Mvudi River water (16.585 mg/L) recorded higher total PAH
levels than Nzhelele River water (15.134 mg/L). Similarly, the levels of PAHs determined in Mvudi
and Nzhelele River sediments range between 0.266 and 21.60 mg/kg and 0.206 and 13.71 mg/kg,
respectively. The total PAHs in Mvudi River sediment (55.93 mg/kg) was also higher than Nzhelele
River sediment (27.10 mg/kg). The levels of PAHs in Thohoyandou WWTP and Siloam WSPs ranges
from below detection limit to 7.510 mg/L and 8.310 mg/L, respectively. The effluents from Siloam
WSPs recorded higher total PAHs levels (26.38 mg/L) than Thohoyandou WWTP (13.17 mg/L)
(Table 1). This reasoning can be supported by another study by Qi et al. [34] who reported total PAHs
in the range of 0.245–0.4040 mg/L and 0.43–2.860 mg/L in wastewater effluent and wastewater from
small sewer in Beijing, China. Both sources were regarded as contributors of PAH loadings into river
sources. Therefore, both wastewater treatment facilities in this study can be regarded as point sources
of PAHs contamination to the rivers.

Table 1. PAHs concentration in the sampling sites.

PAHs (mg/L or
mg/kg) Rings

Mvudi
River
Water

Nzhelele
River
Water

WWTP WSPs
Mvudi
River

Sediment

Nzhelele
River

Sediment

Naphthalene 2 0.222 0.458 0.047 0.254 0.500 0.206
Anthracene 3 0.256 Bdl Bdl Bdl 0.440 0.540

Fluorene 3 2.480 0.002 2.200 6.270 21.60 0.311
Phenanthrene 3 0.126 0.177 1.728 6.495 0.778 0.206
Acenaphthene 2 0.579 0.423 Bdl Bdl 0.738 1.135

Acenaphthylene 2 0.537 0.765 Bdl Bdl 1.541 0.725
Pyrene 4 1.138 0.573 Bdl 1.186 0.266 0.961

Fluoranthene 4 2.498 2.423 Bdl 2.340 15.47 13.71
Benzo[b]fluoranthene 5 7.510 7.805 7.510 8.310 10.74 7.970

Benzo[a]pyrene 5 1.239 0.840 1.659 1.447 3.859 1.050
LMW PAHs 4.200 3.493 3.975 13.02 25.60 3.410
HMW PAHs 12.39 11.64 9.199 13.36 30.93 23.69
Total PAHs 16.59 15.13 13.17 26.38 55.93 27.10

LMW/HMW 0.340 0.300 0.600 0.970 0.840 0.140
Flu/Flu+Py 0.690 0.930 - 0.670 0.980 0.930

Ant/Ant+Phen 0.670 0.070 - - 0.360 0.520

Flu is fluoranthene, Py is pyrene, Ant is anthracene, phen is phenanthrene and Bdl is below detection limit.

Generally, the lower molecular weight (LMW) PAHs were present in lower concentrations in all
sampling sites except for fluorene. Fluoranthene and benzo[b]fluoranthene were present in higher
concentration when compared to other PAHs in all sampling sites. Nekhavhambe et al. [32] reported
the levels of PAHs in some rivers and sediments in Vhembe District of South Africa. They reported
a mean value of 0.1092 mg/L and 0.056 mg/L for Mutshundudi and Nzhelele Rivers waters and
11.711 mg/kg and 7.035 mg/kg for both rivers sediments, respectively. Their results showed lower total
PAH concentrations in the Mutshundudi and Nzhelele Rivers and their sediments when compared
to the results of this study (Table 1). PAHs are known for their persistence in the environment and
more PAHs could have accumulated within 8 years, thus the higher concentration in this study. This is
similar to reasons for the findings of Elder and Dresler [35] on the accumulation and bio-concentration
of PAHs in estuarine environment in Florida, USA. Also, only 6 PAHs were used for computing the
total PAH concentrations in the water and sediments of those rivers whereas 10 PAHs were considered
in this study (Table 1).

Generally, the concentrations of PAHs were higher in the sediments of both river than in the water
samples. This is due to the hydrophobic nature of PAHs [36]. PAHs tends to adsorb on the surface
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of sediments because they are not soluble in water. The results of this study showed higher levels
of PAHs than those reported by Sibiya et al. [37] on the application of solid phase extraction (SPE)
method for polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in water samples in Johannesburg area, South Africa;
also, 5 PAHs were used for computing the total PAHs in their study.

Correlation analysis reveals that only naphthalene (r = 0.974, p < 0.05) and benzo[b]fluoranthene
(r = 0.965, p < 0.05) correlated positively and significantly in the water and sediments of Mvudi River,
acenapthene (r = ´1.00, p < 0.01), pyrene (r = ´1.00, p < 0.01) and fluoranthene (r = ´0.99, p < 0.01),
correlated negatively but significantly of the same river. Other PAHs did not show any significant
correlation. The mean difference of levels of each of the PAHs in water and sediments of Mvudi River
varied significantly for all PAHs determined except acenapthene and acenapthylene. Similarly, in the
water and sediments of Nzhelele River, acenathylene (r = 0.971, p < 0.05), pyrene (r = 0.999, p < 0.01),
flouranthene (r = 0.968, p < 0.01) and benzo[b]fluoranthene (r = 0.995, p < 0.01) correlated positively and
significantly. Phenanthrene (r = ´1.00, p < 0.01), acenapthene (r = ´1.00, p < 0.01) and benzo[a]pyrene
(r = ´0.999, p < 0.01) correlated negatively but significantly. The mean difference between the levels of
each of the PAHs in water and sediments of Nzhelele River varied significantly for all PAHs except
for acenapthene and benzo[a]pyrene. Anthracene was not computed because it was found below the
detection limit of the analytical instrument.

3.3. Sources of PAHs

The sources of PAHs can either be petrogenic i.e., released from petroleum products or pyrogenic
due to the combustion of biomass. Diagnostic ratios have been designed and used to distinguish the
sources of PAHs due to their stability, physical and chemical attributes [38,39]. The most commonly
used ratios for the source identification of PAHs are presented in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 2. Characteristic diagnostic ratios values for particular pollution emission sources.

Diagnostic Ratio Petrogenic Pyrogenic References

Ant/Ant+Phen <0.1 >0.1 Brandli et al. [40]
Flu/Flu+Py <0.4 >0.4 Brandli et al. [40]

LMW/HMW >1 <1 Nasher et al. [39]
Fuel combustion Grass/coal/wood combustion

Ant is anthracene, Phen is phenanthrene, Flu is fluoranthene and Py is pyrene.

Table 1 shows the diagnostic ratios of the PAHs obtained in this study and their possible sources.
The ratio of Anthracene/(Anthracene+Phenanthrene), in Mvudi and Nzhelele Rivers and sediments
were >0.1 except for Nzhelele River water which implies that the source of the PAHs was from pyrogenic
sources due to the combustion of bushes and other biomass [39]. This ratio was not applied to the
effluents from Thohoyandou WWTP and Siloam WSPs as anthracene was not detected in their samples.

The ratio (Low Molecular weight PAHs)/(High Molecular weight PAHs) gave values of <1 for all
the sampling sites supporting the fact that the source of the PAHs was more likely to be due to the
combustion of biomass. Also, the use of Fluoranthene/(Fluoranthene+Pyrene) ratio gave values of
>0.5, which further comfirms a pyrogenic source. Otherwise, values of <0.4 would have implied that
the source of the PAHs was due to the use of petroleum products. Burning of farmland for agriculture
and refuse is a common practice around Thohoyandou. Generally, the source of PAHs in both river
systems and the wastewater treatment facilities (WWTFs) can be attributed to pyrogenic activities
although petrogenic contribution cannot be ruled out. Most PAHs that are persistent in environmental
media are usually from pyrogenic sources rather than petrogenic sources.

3.4. PAH Compositions

The composition pattern of PAHs detected in the samples by the number of rings are shown in
Figure 2. Generally, the high molecular weight (HMW) PAHs with ě4 rings was predominant in the
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rivers, sediments and WWTFs samples making up to 74.7%, 76.9%, 69.83%, 50.7%, 54% and 87% in
Mvudi River, Nzhelele River, Thohoyandou WWTP, Silaom WSPs, Mvudi sediments and Nzhelele
sediments, respectively (Figure 3). This may be attributed to their low solubility in water, less volatility
due to their molecular size and higher persistence in aqueous environment when compared to the low
molecular weight (LMW) PAHs [41]. The major source of HMW PAHs can be linked to anthropogenic
activities [42].Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2016, 13, 387 7 of 12 
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HMW PAHs are more persistent than LMW PAHs in the environment due to their increased
resistance to oxidation, reduction and vapourisation as molecular weight increases [43]. LMW PAHs
such as naphthalene and fluorene have more significant acute toxicity to aquatic organisms than HMW
PAHs but are non-carcinogenic. Some HMW PAHs such as benzo[a]pyrene and benzo[b] fluoranthene
are carcinogenic and mutagenic to a wide variety of organisms including fish, birds and mammals [44].
Five molecular weight PAHs were more prevalent in the water of Mvudi and Nzhelele Rivers and
effluent of Thohoyandou WWTP. Four ring PAHs were only prevalent in the sediments of Nzhelele
River. Siloam WSPs and the sediments of Mvudi River contained more of three ring PAHs than others.
Two ring PAHs were the least determined in all the sampling sites. Generally, HMW PAHs were higher
in all the sampling sites than LMW PAHs.

The physical and chemical characteristics of PAHs vary in accordance to their number of rings.
The greater the number of rings is, the higher the molecular weight. As the molecular weight increases,
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the solubility of PAHs decreases with an increase in melting and boiling point. The number of rings in
PAHs also determine their toxicity [45]. Nasher et al. [39] reported the prevalence of HMW PAHs in
water collected around Langkawi Island in Malaysia. They attributed their findings to anthropogenic
activities such as incomplete fuel combustion and vehicle engine emissions. Zhao et al. [46] and
Okedeyi et al. [29] also reported the prevalence of HMW PAHs in their studies around Mai Po inner
deep bay of Hong Kong and coal fired power plants in South Africa, respectively. The comparisons of
Total PAH obtained in this study and different parts of the world is presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Total concentrations of PAH in river sediments from different locations in the world.

Location Total PAHs
(ng¨ g´1)

Number of
PAH Compounds Reference

Klang River, Malaysia 3803.2–7442.7 16 Keshavarifard et al. [1]
Donggang River, Taiwan 23–2534 16 Hsieh et al. [47]
Evrotas River, Greece 0.3–195.4 8 Tzoraki et al. [48]
Warri River, Nigeria 42–2298.7 11 Asagbra et al. [49]
Negro River, Brazil 5.6–1187 16 Souza et al. [50]
Haihe River, China 774.81–255,371.91 16 Jiang et al. [51]
Arc River, France 153–1311 17 Kanzari et al. [52]
Gomti River, India 5.24–3722.87 16 Malik et al. [53]
Nzhelele River, South Africa 206–13,710 10 This study
Mvudi River, South Africa 440–21,600 10 This study

3.5. Health Risk Assessment

The three major routes of exposure of PAHs to humans are inhalation, ingestion and dermal
contact [43,45]. The potential toxicity of PAHs in water and sediments can be calculated in relation to
benzo[a]pyrene, which is the most carcinogenic PAH. The potential toxicity can be calculated using
the relation reported by Nekhavhambe et al. [32] in Equation (1):

TotalTEQ “
ÿ

i

Ci ˆ TEFi (1)

where TEQ = toxic equivalent quotient, Ci =concentration of individual PAHs, TEFi = toxic equivalent
factor relative to benzo[a]pyrene. The values obtained are presented in Table 4. The computed TEQ
values were higher in the sediment samples than the river water and effluent samples. The TEQ values
of the effluents from WWTFs are high; with respect to benzo[a]pyrene, workers in the wastewater
treatment facilities must be protected from direct contact with the wastewater in order to reduce the
likelihood of skin cancer [54].

Table 4. TEF and TEQ values of PAHs.

PAHs TEF
Values

Mvudi
River
Water

Nzhelele
River
Water

WWTP WSPs
Mvudi
River

Sediment

Nzhelele
River

Sediment

Naphthalene 0.001 b 0.000222 0.000458 0.000047 0.000254 0.0005 0.000204
Anthracene 0.01 b 0.00256 Bdl Bdl Bdl 0.0044 0.0054

Fluorene 0.001 b 0.00248 0.00167 0.0022 0.00627 0.0216 0.000311
Phenanthrene 0.001 b 0.0001258 0.000177 0.001728 0.0065 0.000778 0.000497
Acenaphthene 0.001 b 0.000579 0.000423 Bdl Bdl 0.000738 0.001135

Acenaphthylene 0.001 b 0.0005368 0.000765 Bdl Bdl 0.00154 0.000725
Pyrene 0.001 a 0.001138 0.000573 Bdl 0.001186 0.000266 0.000961

Fluoranthene 0.08 a 0.19984 0.19384 Bdl 0.1872 12.376 10.968
Benzo[b]fluoranthene 0.8 a 6.008 6.244 6.032 6.712 8.592 6.376

Benzo[a]pyrene 1 a 1.239 0.84 1.659 1.447 3.859 1.05
ř

TEQ 7.4543 7.282 7.6950 8.3604 24.86 18.40
a = US EPA [55], b = Nekhavhambe et al. [32]. Bdl is below detection limit.
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The potential toxicity of PAHs in the sediments on the surrounding aquatic organisms and their
ecosystem was also assessed. PAHs levels in the sediments were compared with the US National
Oceanic sediment quality guidelines [23]. Table 4 shows the recommended ERL (effect range low) and
ERM (effect range median) target values. Values above the recommended ERM values indicate the
likelihood of occurrence of high negative toxic effect in that area. Mild toxic effect is expected if the
PAHs concentrations range between ERL and ERM values [25]. No negative effect is expected for PAH
concentrations lower than ERL values. From the results presented in Table 5, there is a high probability
of risk for the organisms that live in both Mvudi and Nzhelele Rivers. Anthracene, naphthalene and
phenanthrene exceeded the ERL values but fell within the ERM values for both rivers, suggesting
a mild negative toxic effects on aquatic organisms present in the rivers. Pyrene exceeded the ERL value
in Nzhelele River sediments but fell within the ERM value; conversely, pyrene was below the ERL
value in Mvudi River. Acenaphthene, acenaphthylene and fluoranthene exceeded ERM values for both
rivers. Benzo[a]pyrene and flourene only exceeded the ERM values for the Mvudi River. Based on
the results of this study, occasionally adverse biological effects (such as cancer and reproductive and
physiological disorders) may occur in fish, birds and mammals [56].

Table 5. Concentrations of PAHs in Mvudi and Nzhelele Rivers sediment and toxicity guidelines.

PAHs ERL (ng¨ g´1) ERM (ng¨ g´1) Mvudi Sediment (ng¨ g´1) Nzhelele Sediment (ng¨ g´1)

Naphthalene 160 2100 500 206
Anthracene 85 1100 440 540

Fluorene 19 540 21,600 311
Phenanthrene 240 1500 778 497
Acenaphthene 16 500 738 1135

Acenaphthylene 44 640 1541 725
Pyrene 665 2600 266 961

Fluoranthene 600 5100 15,470 13,710
Benzo[b]fluoranthene - - - -

Benzo[a]pyrene 430 2800 3859 1050

4. Conclusion

The distribution of PAHs in the samples indicates a possible health risk to humans and aquatic
organisms as some of the individual PAHs exceeded the ERM recommended values. Mvudi River
sediment was the most contaminated site investigated. LMW PAHs contributed little to the total
PAH concentration in all the sampling sites. Sediment samples were more contaminated than the
water samples. WWTFs in Vhembe District are regarded as potential sources of PAHs in both river
waters and sediments. Results from diagnostic ratios favour a pyrogenic source of PAH pollution over
a petrogenic source, although the contribution of the latter cannot be ignored.

Acknowledgments: The authors wish to thank the Research and Publication Committee of the University of
Venda for funding this study (Grant no. S357).

Author Contributions: Joshua N. Edokpayi performed the sample collection and analyses. John. O. Odiyo,
Titus A.M. Msagati and Elizabeth O. Popoola contributed immensely to writing and discussion of the final
manuscript. All the authors approved the final manuscript for publication.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Abbreviations

The following abbreviations are used in this manuscript:

WWTP Wastewater treatment plant
WSPs Waste stabilization ponds
WWTFs Wastewater treatment facilities
ERL Effect range low
ERM Effect range medium



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2016, 13, 387 10 of 12

PAHs Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
DWAF Department of Water Affairs and Forestry
WHO World Health Organization
US EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency

References

1. Keshavarzifard, M.; Zakaria, M.P.; Hwai, T.S.; Yusuff, F.M.; Mustafa, S. Distributions and source
apportionment of sediment-associated polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and hopanes in rivers and
estuaries of Peninsular Malaysia. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2015, 22, 9424–9437. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Wild, S.R.; Jones, K.C. Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons in the United Kingdom environment: A preliminary
source inventory and budget. Environ. Pollut. 1995, 88, 91–108. [CrossRef]

3. Wania, F.; Mackay, D. Tracking the distribution of persistent organic pollutants. Environ. Sci. Technol. 1996,
30, 390–396. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Kawamura, K.; Suzuki, I.; Fujii, Y.; Wanatabe, O. Ice core record of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons over
past 400 years. Naturwissenschaften 1994, 81, 502–505. [CrossRef]

5. Zhang, Y.; Tao, S. Global atmospheric emission inventory of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs).
Atmos. Environ. 2009, 43, 812–819.

6. Maliszewska-Kordybach, B. Sources, concentrations, fate and effects of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHs) in the Environment—Part A: PAHs in Air. Pol. J. Environ. Stud. 1999, 8, 131–136.

7. El-Shahawi, M.S.; Hamza, A.; Bashammakh, A.S.; Al-Saggaf, W.T. An overview on the accumulation,
distribution, transformations, toxicity and analytical methods for the monitoring of persistent organic pollutants.
Talanta 2010, 80, 1587–1597. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Van Jaarsveld, J.A.; Van Pul, W.A.J.; De Leeuw, F.A. Modelling transport and deposition of persistent organic
pollutants in the European region. Atmos. Environ. 1997, 31, 1011–1024. [CrossRef]

9. US EPA. Priority Pollutants. 2014. Available online: http://water.epa.gov/scitech/methods/cwa/pollutants.cfm
(accessed on 21 August 2015).

10. Loos, R. Analytical Methods for the New Proposed Priority Substances of the European Water Framework
Directive (WFD); Publications Office of the European Union: Ispra, Italy, 2012; pp. 1–71.

11. Bruzzoniti, M.C.; Fungi, M.; Sarzanini, C. Determination of EPA’s priority pollutant polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons in drinking waters by solid phase extraction-HPLC. Anal. Method 2010, 2, 739–745. [CrossRef]

12. Ogunfowokan, A.O.; Asubiojo, O.I.; Fatoki, O.S. Isolation and determination of polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons in surface runoff and sediments. Water Air Soil Pollut. 2003, 147, 245–261. [CrossRef]

13. Schuetzle, D.; Jensen, T.E.; Ball, J.C. Polar polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbon derivatives in extracts of
particulates: Biological characterization and techniques for chemical analysis. Environ. Int. 1985, 11, 169–181.
[CrossRef]

14. Vasilakos, C.; Levi, N.; Maggos, T.; Hatzianestis, J.; Michopoulos, J.; Helmis, C. Gas–particle concentration
and characterization of sources of PAHs in the atmosphere of a suburban area in Athens, Greece. J. Hazard. Mater.
2007, 140, 45–51. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Venkatesan, M.I. Occurrence and possible sources of perylene in marine sediments—A review. Mar. Chem.
1988, 25, 1–27. [CrossRef]

16. Ramdahl, T.; Alfheim, I.; Bjorseth, A. PAH emission from various sources and their evolution over
last decades. In Mobile Source Emission including Polycyclic Organic Species; Rondia, D., Cooke, M.,
Haroz, R.K., Eds.; D. Reidel Publishing Company: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 1983; pp. 277–297.

17. Sims, R.C.; Overcash, M.R. Fate of polynuclear aromatic compounds (PNAs) in soil-plant systems.
Residue Rev. 1983, 88, 1–68.

18. Franck, H.G.; Stadelhofer, J.W. Industrial Aromatic Chemistry—Raw Products, Processes, Products; Springer:
Berlin, Germany, 1987; pp. 308–380.

19. Nadal, M.; Schuhmacher, M.; Domingo, J.L. Levels of PAHs in soil and vegetation samples from Tarragona
Country, Spain. Environ. Pollut. 2004, 132, 1–11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Song, M.; Chu, S.; Letcher, R.J.; Seth, R. Fate, partitioning, and mass loading of polybrominated diphenyl
ethers (PBDEs) during the treatment processing of municipal sewage. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2006, 40, 6241–6246.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4093-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25604562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(95)91052-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es962399q
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21649427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01132682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2009.09.055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20152382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1352-2310(96)00251-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b9ay00203k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1024573211382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0160-4120(85)90010-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2006.06.047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16876935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0304-4203(88)90011-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2004.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15276268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es060570k
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17120548


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2016, 13, 387 11 of 12

21. Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment. Canadian Sediment Quality Guidelines for the Protection of
Aquatic Life: Summary Tables; Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment: Winnipeg, MB, Canada, 2001.

22. Long, E.R.; MacDonald, D.D.; Smith, L.; Calder, F.D. Incidence of adverse biological effects within ranges of
chemical concentrations in marine and estuarine sediments. Environ. Manag. 1995, 19, 81–97. [CrossRef]

23. US EPA. Provisional Guidance for Quantitative Risk Assessment of Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons; EPA/600/R/089;
Office of Research and Development, US EPA: Washington, DC, USA, 1993.

24. Macdonald, D.D.; Carr, R.S.; Calder, F.D.; Long, E.R.; Ingersoll, C.G. Development and evaluation of sediment
quality guidelines for Florida coastal waters. Ecotoxicology 1996, 5, 253–278. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Long, E.R.; Macdonald, D.D. Recommended uses of empirically derived, sediment quality guidelines for
marine and estuarine ecosystems. Human Ecol. Risk Assess. 1998, 4, 1019–1039. [CrossRef]

26. Khairy, M.A.; Kolb, M.; Mostafa, A.R.; EL-Fiky, A.; Bahadir, M. Risk assessment of polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons in a Mediterranean semi-enclosed basin affected by human activities (Abu Qir Bay, Egypt).
J. Hazard. Mater. 2009, 170, 389–397. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Nieuwoudt, C.; Pieters, R.; Quinn, L.P.; Kylin, H.; Borgen, A.R.; Bouwman, H. Polycyclic Aromatic
Hydrocarbons (PAHs) in Soil and Sediment from Industrial, Residential, and Agricultural Areas in Central
South Africa: An Initial Assessment. Soil Sediment Contam. 2011, 20, 188–206.

28. Okedeyi, O.O.; Nindi, M.M.; Dube, S.; Awofolu, O.R. Distribution and potential sources of polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons in soils around coal-fired power plants in South Africa. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2013,
185, 2073–2082. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Vosloo, R.; Bouwman, H. Survey of Certain Persistent Organic Pollutants in Major; WRC report 1213/1/05;
South African Waters: Pretoria, South Africa, 2005.

30. Edokpayi, J.N.; Odiyo, J.O.; Msagati, T.A.M.; Potgieter, N. Temporal variations in physico-chemical and
microbiological characteristics of Mvudi River, South Africa. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2015, 12, 4128–4140.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. US EPA. Method 3510c: Separatory Funnel Liquid-Liquid Extraction. Available online:
www.epa.gov/waste/hazard/testmethods/sw846/pdfs/3510c.pdf (accessed on 20 May 2015).

32. Nekhavhambe, T.J.; Van Ree, T.; Fatoki, O.S. Determination and distribution of polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons in rivers, surface runoff, and sediments in and around Thohoyandou, Limpopo Province,
South Africa. Water SA 2014, 40, 415–424. [CrossRef]

33. Oluseyi, T.; Olayinka, K.; Alo, B.; Smith, R.M. Comparison of extraction and contaminated soil samples.
Afr. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2011, 5, 482–493.

34. Qi, W.; Liu, H.; Pernet-Coudrier, B.; Qu, J. Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in wastewater, WWTPs effluents
and in the recipient waters of Beijing, China. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2013, 20, 4254–4260. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Elder, J.F.; Dresler, P.V. Accumulation and bioconcentration of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in
a nearshore estuarine environment near a Pensacola (Florida) creosote contamination site. Environ. Pollut.
1988, 49, 117–132. [CrossRef]

36. Kannan, K.; Johnson-Restrepo, Y.; Yohn, S.; Giesy, J.; Long, D. Spatial and temporal distribution of polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons in sediments from Michigan Inland lakes. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2005, 39, 4700–4706.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Sibiya, P.; Potgieter, M.; Cukrowskaa, E.; Jonssonb, J.A.; Chimuka, L. Development and Application of Solid
Phase Extraction Method for Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in Water Samples in Johannesburg Area,
South Africa. South. Afr. J. Chem. 2012, 65, 206–213.

38. Yunker, M.B.; Macdonald, R.W.; Vingarzan, R.; Mitchell, R.H.; Goyette, D.; Sylvestre, S. PAHs in the Fraser
River basin: A critical appraisal of PAH ratios as indicators of PAH source and composition. Org. Geochem.
2002, 33, 489–515. [CrossRef]

39. Nasher, E.; Heng, L.Y.; Zakaria, Z.; Surif, S. Assessing the ecological risk of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
in sediments at Langkawi Island, Malaysia. Sci. World J. 2013, 2013, 1–3. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Brandli, R.C.; Bucheli, T.D.; Kupper, T.; Mayer, J.; Stadelmann, F.X.; Tarradellas, J. Fate of PCBs, PAHs and
their source characteristic ratios during composting and digestion of source-separated organic waste in
full-scale plants. Environ. Pollut. 2007, 148, 520–528. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Zakaria, M.P.; Mahat, A.A. Distribution of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAHs) in sediments in the
Langat Estuary. Costal Mar. Sci. 2006, 30, 387–395.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02472006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00118995
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24193815
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10807039891284956
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.04.084
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19464106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10661-012-2689-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22661359
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph120404128
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25874683
http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v40i3.4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-1435-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23292225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0269-7491(88)90244-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es050064f
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16053066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6380(02)00002-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/858309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24163633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2006.11.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17240012


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2016, 13, 387 12 of 12

42. Dickhut, R.M.; Canuel, E.A.; Gustafson, K.E.; Liu, K.; Arzayus, K.M.; Walker, S.E.; Edgecombe, G.; Gaylor, M.O.;
Macdonald, E.H. Automotive sources of carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons associated with
particulate matter in the Chesapeake Bay region. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2000, 34, 4635–4640. [CrossRef]

43. Neff, M. Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in the Aquatic Environment: Sources, Fates and Biological Effects;
Applied Science Publishers: London, UK, 1979.

44. Eisler, R. Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon Hazards to Fish, Wildlife, and Invertebrates: A Synoptic Review;
Contaminant Hazard Reviews Report 11, Biological Report 85(1.11); US Department of the Interior, Fish and
Wildlife Service: Laurel, MD, USA, 1987.

45. Weast, R.C. Handbook of Chemistry and Physics, 1968–1969, 49th ed.; The Chemical Rubber Company:
Cleveland, OH, USA, 1968.

46. Zhao, Z.; Zhuang, Y.; Gu, J. Abundance, composition and vertical distribution of polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons in sediments of the Mai Po Inner Deep Bay of Hong Kong. Ecotoxicology 2012, 21, 1734–1742.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Hsieh, C.Y.; Lee, C.L.; Miaw, C.L.; Wang, Y.K.; Gau, H.S. Characteristics and distribution of polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons in sediments from Donggang River and its tributaries, Taiwan. J. Environ. Sci. Health
A Tox. Hazard. Subst. Environ. Eng. 2010, 45, 1689–1701. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Tzoraki, O.; Karaouzas, I.; Patrolecco, L.; Skoulikidis, N.; Nikolaidis, N.P. Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHs) and heavy metal occurrence in bed sediments of a temporary river. Water Air Soil Pollut. 2015, 226,
421. [CrossRef]

49. Asagbra, M.C.; Adebayo, A.S.; Anumudu, C.I.; Ugwumba, O.A.; Ugwumba, A.A.A. Polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons in water, sediment and fish from the Warri River at Ubeji, Niger Delta, Nigeria. Afr. J.
Aquat. Sci. 2015, 40, 193–199. [CrossRef]

50. Souza, H.M.L.; Taniguchi, S.; Bícego, M.C.; Oliveira, L.A.; Oliveira, T.C.S.; Barroso, H.S.; Zanotto, S.P.
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons in Superficial Sediments of the Negro River in the Amazon Region
of Brazil. J. Braz. Chem. Soc. 2015, 26, 1438–1449. [CrossRef]

51. Jiang, B.; Zheng, H.L.; Huang, G.Q.; Ding, H.; Li, X.G.; Suo, H.T.; Li, R. Characterization and distribution of
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon in sediments of Haihe River, Tianjin, China. J. Environ. Sci. 2007, 19, 306–311.
[CrossRef]

52. Kanzari, F.; Syakti, A.D.; Asia, L.; Malleret, L.; Mille, G.; Jamoussi, B.; Abderrabba, M.; Doumenq, P.
Aliphatic hydrocarbons, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, polychlorinated biphenyls, organochlorine,
and organophosphorous pesticides in surface sediments from the Arc River and the Berre lagoon, France.
Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 2012, 19, 559–576. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Malik, A.; Verma, P.; Singh, A.K.; Singh, K.P. Distribution of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in water and
bed sediments of the Gomti River, India. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2011, 172, 529–545. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Qiao, M.; Wang, C.; Huang, S.; Wang, D.; Wang, Z. Composition, sources, and potential toxicological
significance of PAHs in the surface sediments of the Meiliang Bay, Taihu Lake, China. Environ. Int. 2006, 32,
28–33. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. US EPA. Development of a Relative Potency Factor (RPF) Approach for Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon
(PAH) Mixtures: EPA/635/R-08/012A; US EPA: Washington, DC, USA, 2010.

56. Long, E.R.; Macdonald, D.D.; Severn, C.G.; Hong, C.B. Classifying probabilities of acute toxicity in marine
sediments with empirically derived sediment quality guidelines. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 2000, 19, 2598–2601.
[CrossRef]

© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons by Attribution
(CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es000971e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10646-012-0951-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22699413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10934529.2010.513226
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20859821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11270-015-2671-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.2989/16085914.2015.1035223
http://dx.doi.org/10.5935/0103-5053.20150112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1001-0742(07)60050-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-011-0582-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21858433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10661-010-1352-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20229168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2005.04.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15996733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620191028
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Chemicals 
	Sampling 
	Extraction and Analyses of PAHs 
	Validation Studies and Preparation of Calibration Standards 
	Instrument and Analytical Conditions 

	Results 
	Calibration and Percentage Recovery 
	PAH Concentrations 
	Sources of PAHs 
	PAH Compositions 
	Health Risk Assessment 

	Conclusion 

