
Introduction

Organotin compounds have been used commercially

for many years in a variety of applications such as

polyvinyl chloride (PVC) stabilizers, industrial cata-

lysts, wood preservatives, and biocides [1]. Among

these compounds is tributyltin (TBT) that has been

used since 1960s not only as an effective antifouling

agent added in marine paint formulations but also as

lumber preservatives and slimicides in cooling system

since 1960s. The aquatic pollution by use of organo-

tin compounds mainly arises from the direct exposure

of TBT and its dramatic threat to non-target organ-

isms in the ecosystem. It is widely acknowledged that

triorganotins and specifically TBTs are ‘probably the

most toxic substances ever introduced deliberately

into the marine environment’ [2]. Due to its persis-

tency and biological effects on various organisms,

many developed countries have banned and/or re-

stricted TBT usage for boating and aquaculture pur-

poses from early 1980s [2, 3]. Even with the ban, TBT

still exists in aquatic environments because it is diffi-

cult to be decomposed and can be highly accumulated

by organisms [4]. Organotin compounds, particularly

TBT, have also been found in the rivers and lakes [5].

The adverse effects of TBT on marine organisms have

been widely recognized, but there is a lack of toxicity

data for TBT and freshwater organisms used for in

ecological risk assessments [6].

As the most common protozoan model in the

toxicological studies, Tetrahymena presents many

good features [7, 8]: (1) their ubiquitous distribution

and ecological significance place them at the front

rank of ideal early-warning indicators of freshwater

ecosystem deterioration; (2) they perform key func-

tions in energy flow and elementary cycling; (3) they

are eukaryotic unicellular organisms which make

them sensitive to the pollutants; (4) they grow rapidly

and robustly in axenic condition. Therefore,

Tetrahymena is well suited for toxicant screening

studies and detecting water quality [9]. However, the

toxic effects of TBT on Tetrahymena have scarcely

been reported.

An effective biological toxicity assay should

measure the physiological parameters related to over-

all metabolism. Because the thermokinetic parame-

ters obtained by microcalorimetry are physiological

parameters that result from a variety of cellular meta-

bolic pathways, microcalorimetry is useful in quanti-

tatively measuring toxic effects of various substances

on the metabolism of the whole living systems.

Microcalorimetry has demonstrated its power as a

universal, integral, non-destructive, good reproduci-

bility and highly sensitive tool for solving many envi-

ronmental problems [10–12]. It also has been used for

the rapid evaluation of the toxic effects of nonyl-

phenol, chlorobenzene p-phenylene and ytterbium

ion vs. Tetrahymena [13, 14]. In this paper, the

power–time curves of Tetrahymena thermophila BF5

exposed to different TBT levels were studied by am-

poule method of microcalorimetry at 28°C in order to

assay TBT toxicity. In addition, in order to determine
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the sensitivity of this assay for TBT impacts on fresh-

water ecosystem, multibiomarker at cellular level in-

cluding several enzyme activity and membrane fluid-

ity of T. thermophila BF5 was evaluated under the

stress of TBT, and its toxicity was also investigated

on the PFU microbial community.

Experimental

Species, culture medium and chemicals

Tetrahymena thermophila BF5 was provided by East

China Normal University. The cells were cultured at

28°C in a liquid medium containing 2% (w/v)

proteose peptone (Oxoid), 0.1% yeast extract (Oxoid)

and 0.5 mM FeCl3.

Tributyltin chloride (Acros Organic) with a pu-

rity of greater than 97% was dissolved in DMSO

(Sigma).

Microcalorimetric measurements

The microcalorimeter is an eight-channel TAM Air

isothermal heat conduction calorimeter 3114/3236

(Thermometric AB, Sweden). The microcalorimetric

channels are in a single removable block contained in

an air thermostat that keeps the temperature within

�0.02°C. Each channel consists of a sample and a ref-

erence vessel. The limit of detection is 2 �W and the

baseline deviation over 24 h is �5 �W. All the micro-

calorimetric measurements were performed in 20 cm
3

glass ampoules at 28°C.

Having measured the stationary-stage Tetra-

hymena cells, appropriate amount of cell suspension,

TBT solution and sterilized culture medium were added

into the sterilized ampoules. Thus, the samples con-

tained different concentrations of TBT with the same

volume of the solvent DMSO (5.56 �L). Note that the

final volumes of the samples were 5 mL, and the cell

densities were about 1000 per mL. All of the reference

ampoules were added into 5 mL free-bacteria culture

medium. Then, the sample and reference ampoules were

hermetically sealed and put into the different channels.

Finally, the power-time curves of T. thermophila at

28°C were recorded every minute by use of the Picolog

software supplied with TAM Air.

Cellular enzyme activity measurement

The stationary-stage Tetrahymena cells (about

1·10
6

mL
–1

) were under the stress of different concen-

trations of TBT for 24 h. Afterwards, cells were har-

vested by centrifugation and washed twice with

10 mM Tris-HCl (pH 7.4) at room temperature.

The following experimental procedures were

carried out at 0–4°C. The suspending cells were ho-

mogenized using Branson digital sonifier cell

disruptor. The homogenate was centrifuged at 10400

rpm for 20 min, and the supernatant was used as the

cell extract. The activities of cellular enzymes includ-

ing catalase (CAT), lactate dehydrogenase (LDH),

glutathione S-transferase (GST) and ATPase were re-

spectively measured by the assay kits produced by

Nanjing Jiancheng Biotechnique Institute. Protein

content was routinely determined by Bradford

method using bovine serum albumin as standard.

Spectrophotometric measurements were carried out

on Sunrise Remote/Touch Screen, Tecan. Austria

GmbH, Grödig, Austria.

Cell membrane fluidity determination

The Tetrahymena cells under the stress of different

concentrations of TBT for 24 h were prepared for cell

membrane fluidity determination. Fluorescence probe

was 1,6-diphenyl-1,3,5-hexatriene (Sigma, USA).

Fluorescence polarization method was used to mea-

sure values of fluorescence polarization by

PerkinElmer LS 55 luminescence spectrometer [15].

TBT toxicity assessment on the PFU microbial

community

The national standard biomonitoring method (Poly-

urethane Foam Units method) was applied to colonize

the microbial communities in fresh water [16].

Ecotoxicological impact of TBT was evaluated by us-

ing PFU microbial community toxicity tests [17].

Statistical analyses

The data were given as the arithmetic mean �standard

derivation. The one-way ANOVA statistical method

was used to assess the significance of differences in

measured parameters among the samples at P�0.05.

Correlations among these parameters were also ana-

lyzed at P�0.05.

Results

Power-time curves and metabolic properties of

T. thermophila exposed to TBT

The power–time curves of T. thermophila BF5 ex-

posed to different TBT levels at 28°C were shown in

Fig. 1. The differences of these curves showed that

TBT had influenced the metabolism of the cells. As

for the growth metabolism of Tetrahymena, the ki-
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netic process in the increasing period of the curves

follows the classical logistic model:
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where Pt is the power output at time t, r is metabolic

rate, and Pmax is the potential maximum power output,

which means the power output when cell number gets to

environmental carrying capacity (maximum number in

specific environment).  is a constant which stands for

the orientation of logistic curves relative to origin.

From Table 1, it was apparent that all of the cor-

relation coefficients, R, were greater than 0.99, indi-

cating a good correlation relationship. The values of

metabolic properties were revealed in Table 2. Pmax

and QT showed no significant change. Likewise, there

were no significant difference in Pm except for the

cases with the effects of 20 and 25 �g L
–1

TBT. How-

ever, metabolic rate r, on the other side, declined sig-

nificantly under the influence of TBT. Meanwhile, PT

showed significant increase with exception of those

cases that were under the effects of 2.5 and

5 �g L
–1

TBT. It was also found that r and PT had

both strong correlations with the concentration of

TBT. It should be noted that the effective concentra-

tions of TBT on the metabolism of T. thermo-

phila BF5 could be calculated by the correlation equa-

tions. Shown in Table 3 were their results. The values

of EC5 obtained from r were lower than those ob-

tained by PT, but EC50 appeared higher, showing that

r was more sensitive to the lower concentration TBT.

Multibiomarker in Tetrahymena for assessment of

TBT toxicity

Multibiomarker in Tetrahymena were determined for

assessment of TBT toxicity, including LDH, GST,
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Fig. 1 Power–time curves of Tetrahymena thermophila BF5

under the effects of TBT (0, 2.5, 5, 7.5, 10, 12.5, 15,

17.5, 20 and 25 �g L
–1

from left to right)

Table 1 Logistic equations and coefficients of Tetrahymena

thermophila BF5 at 28°C

Sample Logistic equation Coefficient

Control 1 ln(1.01/Pt–1)=4.10–0.00339t 0.999

Control 2 ln(1.41/Pt–1)=4.70–0.00299t 0.998

Control 3 ln(0.96/Pt–1)=5.60–0.00353t 0.999

Table 2 Metabolic parameters of T. thermophila BF5 under the effects of TBT

TBT/�g L
–1

r/10
–3

min Pmax/mW QT/J QLog/J Pm/mW PT/min

0.0 3.30�0.28 1.13�0.25 70.33�3.29 28.56�0.77 0.80�0.03 1794�209

2.5 2.85�0.01* 1.35�0.23 74.53�0.26 30.24�3.17 0.83�0.02 1978�213

5.0 2.90�0.18* 1.18�0.20 68.99�4.99 30.72�3.18 0.79�0.05 2089�357

7.5 2.75�0.16* 1.45�0.38 72.83�0.01 32.64�3.55 0.85�0.02 2445�146*

10.0 2.36�0.20* 1.83�0.63 73.04�1.45 32.85�2.29 0.82�0.05 2467�371*

12.5 2.36�0.15* 1.72�0.53 73.32�0.85 33.28�2.58 0.84�0.04 3052�66*

15.0 2.07�0.03* 1.56�0.21 72.55�1.14 37.64�3.06* 0.80�0.05 3851�37*

17.5 1.47�0.02* 1.87�0.35 70.74�2.38 38.47�0.69* 0.81�0.02 4200�22*

20.0 1.34�0.07* 1.64�0.01 68.35�6.80 38.96�3.28* 0.68�0.01* 4242�59*

25.0 1.16�0.03* 0.88�0.03 70.71�3.71 47.69�0.51* 0.53�0.01* 6451�69*

Pmax is potential maximum power output, r is metabolic rate, QT is total heat, QLog is total heat in the increasing period, and Pm is

measured maximum power output. PT is peak time, the time when the power output is Pm. The values under the stresses of 0, 5,

10 �g L
–1

TBT are given as mean �S.D. (n=3), and the other values are given as mean �S.D. (n=2). The values marked with ‘*’are

significant at p<0.05 compared with control group

Table 3 Correlation equations and effect concentrations

EC5/�g L
–1

EC50/�g L
–1

Equation R

3.52 8.16 PT=172.1C+1277.9 0.95

1.81 18.32 r= –9·10
–5

C+0.0033 0.98

3.56 32.61 PS= –0.1538C+0.016 0.98

0.47 22.30 CS= –0.3298C+5.354 0.97

1.23 25.69 TS= –0.6255C+33.07 0.99

r is metabolic rate, PT is peak time, the time when the

power output is Pm. PS is phytomastigophora species

number, CS is ciliate species number, TS is total

protozoa species number, C is the concentration of

TBT, R is correlation coefficient



Na
+
–K

+
–ATPase, CAT and membrane fluidity. The

results were shown in Table 4. The TBT-mediated in-

hibition of LDH activity was demonstrated in Tetra-

hymena. Likewise, ATPase activity in Tetrahymena

decreased after exposure to TBT. However, as for

GST (a marker for phase-II metabolism) and CAT (an

oxidative stress marker) activities, no significant

changes were both observed in the cells exposed to

TBT. Using DPH as a fluorescence probe, it was

found that TBT accounted for an increase in the fluo-

rescence polarization of DPH, reflecting a decrease in

membrane fluidity of Tetrahymena exposed to 15 and

25 �g L
–1

TBT.

Effects of TBT on the protozoa community

The toxicological impacts of TBT on ecosystem were

evaluated by using protozoa community toxicity test.

Species composition and number of protozoa were

shown in Table 5. It was found that phytomastigo-

phora, ciliate and total species number decreased

significantly with the increase of TBT concentrations.

It was also found that they had significant correlations

with TBT concentrations. So the effective concen-

trations of TBT on the protozoa community could be

derived and their results were shown in Table 3. The

effective concentrations obtained by ciliate were the

lowest and those by phytomastigophora were the

highest.

Discussion

Microcalorimetry has proven a useful tool for mea-

suring the energy. Its advantage is the capability to

measure the total energy flow. Any changes in envi-

ronment, such as pollutants of different biological

toxicity that are distributed to the environment, can

influence the living activities of organisms, which in

turn lead to the changes of the heat produced by me-

tabolism. These changes can be easily detected by

microcalorimetry [18]. In our studies, the power–time

curves showed that the metabolic process of

Tetrahymena cells was influenced by TBT. Among

the metabolic parameters, r and PT had significant

changes. Analyses of their values revealed that TBT

delayed the growth metabolism of cells. PT and r

were both sensitive to TBT. EC50 of TBT obtained by

them were much lower than those of TBT on five

aquatic invertebrates including protozoa (Parame-

cium caudatum), which ranged from 25.65 to

355.63 �g L
–1

by counting the living cell number

[19]. Generally, the growth of protozoa population is

studied by cell counts. It is worth pointing out here

that cell counting is inconvenient for operators due to

requirement to count the cells at each sampling time.

It is usually accompanied with relatively high experi-

mental errors as a result of uneven sampling and

counting some dead cells. In addition to these, growth

curves by cell counting only accounts for the cell

number changes caused by toxic substances, not ev-
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Table 4 Enzyme activities and fluorescence depolarization values of cell membrane of T. thermophila BF5 exposed to TBT

TBT/�g L
–1

LDH GST Na
+
–K

+
–ATPase CAT P

0 4.81�1.21 2.94�0.55 1.22�0.88 59.36�18.07 0.31�0.02

5 2.86�1.21* 4.49�4.66 0.44�0.15* 42.42�0.44 0.32�0.02

15 1.44�0.82* 5.16�0.98 0.70�0.28* 50.22�6.51 0.36�0.02*

25 3.40�0.61 5.19�2.62 0.50�0.59* 89.24�51.99 0.37�0.01*

P is fluorescence polarization values. Values are given as mean �S.D. (n=3). The values marked with ‘*’ are significant at p<0.05

compared with control group

Table 5 Species composition and number of protozoa under the effects of TBT

TBT/�g L
–1

Species number Total species

numberphytomastigophora zoomastigophora sarcodina ciliate

0 9.5�0.7 4.0�1.4 4.5�0.7 16.0�2.8 34.0�2.8

0.5 10.0�0.0 3.0�0.0 5.5�0.7 15.0�2.8 33.5�2.1

1 10.0�0.0 3.0�0.0 3.5�0.7 16.0�1.4 32.5�2.1

10 9.0�1.4 3.5�0.7 4.0�4.2 9.5�3.5* 26.0�1.4*

20 6.5�0.7* 2.5�0.7 0.0�0.0* 10.0�1.4* 19.0�2.8*

30 6.0�2.8* 2.0�0.0 0.0�0.0* 5.0�0.0* 13.0�2.8*

40 3.5�2.1* 3.5�2.1 0.5�0.7 2.5�2.1* 10.0�7.1*

Values are given as mean �S.D. (n=2). The values marked with ‘*’ are significant at p<0.05 compared with control group



ery cell physiological level. On the other hand, micro-

calorimetry can monitor metabolism of the living

cells automatically, in which each power obtained by

microcalorimetry depends on the total cell number

and metabolic level of every cell. Therefore, the

power–time curve is relatively accurate and easy to

use. Most importantly, it can capture the complete in-

formation about the effects of the toxic substances on

the cells.

The use of biomarkers measured at the molecular

or cellular level have been proposed as sensitive

‘early warning’ tools for biological effect measure-

ment in the environmental-quality assessment [20].

Then, could metabolic characteristics be sensitive

biomarkers for TBT toxicity? In the present paper,

multibiomarker were detected that used usually for

toxic studies. As one enzyme of the intermediary me-

tabolism, a significant reduction in LDH was found,

which was consistent with the results in catfish and

carp spermatozoa when they are exposed to TBT [21].

Reduced activity of LDH could be due to a direct in-

teraction of TBT with the enzyme protein, as added

albumin was able to protect LDH activity from TBT

[22]. It was also surprisingly found that LDH activity

recovered to the control level when exposed to

25 �g L
–1

TBT. The cytotoxic effects of TBT on

Leydig cells also showed no significant change in

LDH activity at 3 �M TBT [23]. No significant

change was also found in CAT and GST. This was

probably because they were not sensitive to the envi-

ronmental TBT contamination, as supported in the

blue mussel Mytilus edulis, or TBT exposure time

was too short to register the two biomarkers responses

[24]. As for the ATPase activity in Tetrahymena, its

decrease after exposure to TBT was consistent with

the responses in the gill of Meretrix meretrix [25].

The ATPase system has long been identified as a tar-

get for toxic compounds and the inhibition of the en-

zyme caused by heavy metals or toxic organic com-

pounds could alter the cellular membrane configura-

tion by binding to the phospholipids portion of the

membrane, altering its active site [26]. TBT can enter

eukaryotic cell membranes by diffusion as a conse-

quence of its lipophilic nature. Therefore, the inhibi-

tion of the Na
+
–K

+
–ATPase indicated that TBT had

bind to phospholipids and led to the change of cellular

membrane configuration. As a result, TBT should be

able to alter the membrane fluidity. The reduction of

cell membrane fluidity demonstrated it, which had al-

ready been confirmed in Candida maltosa [27]. All

these findings indicated that presence of TBT in the

aquatic environments not only could inhibit some en-

zyme activity, but also acted as a membrane active

molecule with its effect on cell membranes as funda-

mental aspect of its toxicity. Although these

biomarkers were responsive to TBT, they had no sig-

nificant correlation relationships with TBT levels,

and the changes of biomarkers were also not consis-

tent with those of r and PT. This could be explained

by that these biomarkers could only provide the re-

sponses of one enzyme system or cell structure.

Microcalorimetry could monitor the whole metabolic

processes presented the reactions of the whole en-

zyme system and the whole cell organisms. There-

fore, r and PT were more sensitive to pollutants and

could be useful biomarkers that reveal the TBT pollu-

tion level on the overall cell. In addition, the

microcalorimetry of T. thermophila was very simple

and reproducible so that this assay would be useful

for assessing TBT acute toxicity.

Microcalorimetry of Tetrahymena was a sensi-

tive assay to evaluate TBT toxicity at the population

level, and metabolic parameters (r and PT) were also

useful biomarkers for TBT toxicity assessment at the

cellular level. Then, could the results of this assay

represent the biological effects of TBT on the fresh-

water ecosystem? In order to answer this question, the

TBT toxicity test was determined at the community

level. The results of the protozoa community toxicity

test demonstrated that TBT had greatly destroyed the

structure of the microbial community. Among proto-

zoan organisms, ciliate were the most sensitive to

TBT because the value of EC5 obtained by ciliate spe-

cies was the lowest, which was similar to the criterion

(0.46 �g L
–1

) to protect freshwater aquatic life from

acute toxic effects [28]. These results indicated that

the changes of species diversity in the protozoan com-

munity could be used to accurately monitor the stress

effects of pollutants on the ecosystem. The results ac-

quired by the community toxicity test had the envi-

ronmental dependability. However, protozoa species

identification is very difficult in practice. Therefore,

it is much desirable to develop a simple test for TBT

toxicity assessment in freshwater ecosystem. In our

study, microcalorimetry of Tetrahymena was used to

evaluate TBT toxicity at the population level. The

similar EC5 values were obtained by PT and

phytomastigophora species number. However, EC50

value obtained by PT was the lowest, which showed

that PT was the most sensitive to the higher TBT

level. The value of EC5 obtained from r was a little

higher than that obtained by ciliate and total protozoa

species number, but EC50 was lower than that the re-

sults of the community toxicity test. As a whole, r pre-

sented approximately the same sensitivity to TBT as

ciliate and protozoan species did, and more impor-

tantly, in comparison with protozoan species identifi-

cation, microcalorimetry was simple and automatic.

Therefore, the microcalorimetric assay of

T. thermophila was convenient for us to early monitor
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the TBT toxicity on the freshwater ecosystem, even

for the operators without the protozoan taxonomic

knowledge.

Conclusions

TBT toxicity was assessed by using microcalorimetry

of Tetrahymena thermophila. The power–time curves

of T. thermophila showed that heat production of

cells had been inhibited by TBT. Metabolic rate (r)

and peak time (PT) quantified the changes of the

whole living cells influenced by TBT. They showed

significant changes and correlation relationships with

TBT levels.

The measured multibiomarker also offered bio-

logically relevant information on the potential impact

of TBT on Tetrahymena cells. Although the present

results were essentially derived from the acute effects

at the restricted TBT levels, its potential to inhibit

some proteins should not be overlooked. However,

compared with them, PT and r were more sensitive

and useful biomarkers revealing TBT pollution level.

From the effective concentrations of TBT, PT

and r showed the similar sensitivity to TBT with the

protozoan community. However, microcalorimetric

assay of T. thermophila was simple and automatic.

Therefore, this assay was sensitive and convenient in

assessing TBT acute toxicity and early monitoring

TBT pollution in the freshwater ecosystem.

Acknowledgements

The authors gratefully acknowledge the financial support of

the Nature and Science Foundation of China (30170136).

References

1 Sudaryanto, S. Takahashi, H. Iwata, S. Tanabe and

A. Ismail, Environ. Pollut., 130 (2004) 347.

2 K. Fent, Crit. Rev. Toxicol., 26 (1996) 1.

3 M. A. Champ, Sci. Total Environ., 258 (2000) 21.

4 W. J. Shim, J. R. Oh, S. H. Kahng and S. H. Lee, Arch.

Environ. Contam. Toxicol., 35 (1998) 41.

5 G. B. Jiang, Q. F. Zhou, J. Y. Liu and D. J. Wu, Environ.

Pollut., 115 (2001) 81.

6 L. W. Hall, M. C. Scott, W. D. Killen and M. A. Unger,

Human Ecol. Risk Assess., 6 (2000) 141.

7 Y. F. Shen, Modern Biomonitoring Techniques Using

Freshwater Microbiota, China Architecture and Building

Press, Beijing 1990.

8 L. Twagilimana, J. Bohatier, C. A. Groliere, F. Bonnemoy

and D. Sargos, Ecotoxicol. Environ. Safety, 41 (1998) 231.

9 M. P. Sauvant, D. Pepin and E. Piccinnt, Chemosphere,

38 (1999) 1631.

10 M. S. McGulnness and B. B. Georges, Environ. Sci.

Technol., 25 (1991) 1092.

11 J. Z. Zhu, C. H. Li, Y Liu, Z. H. Zhang, A. X. Hou and

S. S. Qu, J. Therm. Anal. Cal., 83 (2006) 181.

12 P. Liu,Y. Liu, L. Xi, L. F. Ruan and C. C. Zhang,

J. Therm. Anal. Cal., 89 (2007) 881.

13 K. Beermann, H. J. Buschmann and E. Schollmeyer,

Thermochim. Acta, 337 (1999) 65.

14 X. J. Chen, W. S. Feng, W. Miao, Y. F. Shen and

Y. H. Yu, J. Them. Anal. Cal., 89 (2007) 835.

15 K. C. Lin, S. Q. Nie and H. Q. Bo, Prog. Biochem.

Biophys., 6 (1981) 32.

16 China Environment Protection Agency, National Standard

of P. R. China, Water Quality – Microbial Community

Biomonitoring – PFU Method (GB/T 12990-91), China

Standard Press, Beijing 1992.

17 Y. F. Shen, Evaluating Ecotoxicological Impact of

Toxicants by Using PFU Microbial Community Toxicity

Tests, P. J. Zhou, F. X. Gan and G. A. Yan, Eds,

Proceedings of the Seventh Mainland-Taiwan Environ.

Protec. Acad. Confer. (2), Wuhan University Press,

Wuhan 2001.

18 L. Gustafsson, Thermochim. Acta, 251 (1995) 69.

19 T. Y. Chen, S. P. Zheng, R. C. Yu, Y. S. Tan, L. S. Shen

and C. L. Liu, Environ. Chem., 13 (1994) 266.

20 H. Walker, Sci. Total Environ., 171 (1995) 189.

21 E. Rurangwa, A. Biegniewska, E. Slominska,

E. F. Skorkowski and F. Ollevier, Comp. Biochem.

Physiol. C., 131 (2002) 335.

22 J. Gronczewska, A. Biegniewska, M. S. Zietara and

E. F. Skorkowski, Comp. Biochem. Physiol. C., 1

37 (2004) 307.

23 Y. Nakajima, G. Sato, S. J. Ohno and S. Nakajin, J. Health

Sci., 49 (2003) 514.

24 M. H. Nevier, S. Augagneur, H. Budzinski, P. Mora,

J. F. Narbonne and P. Garrigues, Environ. Toxicol. Chem.,

22 (2003) 2679.

25 Z. Y. Huang, Y. X. Chen, Y. Zhao, Z. H. Zuo, M. Chen

and C. G. Wang, Mar. Environ. Sci., 24 (2005) 56.

26 N. R. Wells, J. B. Phillips and G. G. Murphy, Bull.

Environ. Contam. Toxicol., 11 (1974) 572.

27 J. S. White and J. M. Tobin, Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol.,

63 (2004) 445.

28 United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA),

Ambient Aquatic Life Water Quality Criteria for

Tributyltin (TBT) – Final. The National Technical

Information Service (NTIS), 5285 Port Royal Road,

Springfield, VA 22161 2003.

Received: December 21, 2007

Accepted: April 1, 2008

OnlineFirst: August 15, 2008

DOI: 10.1007/s10973-007-8851-8

784 J. Therm. Anal. Cal., 94, 2008

CHEN et al.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


