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An assessment of marine pollution due to metals was made in the Suez Gulf based on surface costal
sediment collected from 18 locations along the Gulf. The samples were dried and acid-digested, and
the metal contents (Cd, Co, Cr, Cu, Fe, Mn, Ni, Pb, and Zn) were determined using a flame atomic
absorption spectrophotometer (air–acetylene) with deuterium background correction. An evaluation
of the heavy-metal pollution status of the Gulf was carried out using enrichment factors (EF) and geo-
accumulation Indexes (Igeo). Also, heavy-metal concentrations in Suez Gulf sediments were evaluated
using the Effect Range-Low (ERL) and the Effect Range-Median (ERM). The results of a Spearman
correlation and factor and cluster analysis of the heavy metals analysed in the collected sediment were
discussed. The main source of contamination is offshore oil field and industrial wastes, which arise
due to the ineffective and inefficient operation equipments, illegal discharge and lack of supervision,
and prosecution of offenders.

Keywords: Suez Gulf; Heavy metals; Surface sediment; Pollution; Geoaccumulation indexes;
Enrichment factors

1. Introduction

The Suez Gulf is the most polluted area in the Red Sea. Its main problem arises from the
ship’s oil and refuse, several industrial (oil refineries, marketing, storage and piping, fertilizers
and chemicals, cement, thermal electric stations, ceramics, steel, shipyard, edible oils, and
fibreglass) and domestic drains in the northern part as well as tourism activities in the south
part [1–5]. In addition, the northern area of the Gulf is receiving a heavy load of waste water
from industrial and sewage effluents. The main industries in this area are petrochemicals,
fertilizers, and power stations. The amounts of constituents (ton yr−1) conveyed to northern
area of the Gulf are NH4 (125), NO2 (1.09), NO3 (3.57), and PO4 (70.65) [6]. The middle and
southern parts of the Gulf are under stress from extensive inshore and offshore oil-production
operations. The cumulative productions from the Gulf oil fields are more than 250 million
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barrels per year, whereas the human impact on the eastern (Sinai Peninsula) and southern
sides (El-Tour City) are still insignificant due to the low population there. The sediments
of the Suez Gulf comprise disintegration products of coral-reef framework builder (local
production), rock fragments, quartz and feldspars, as well as carbonate pellets [7, 8].

Heavy metals are a group of contaminants of high ecological significance, since they are not
removed from water as a result of self-purification but accumulate in suspended particulates
and sediment, and hence enter the food chain. Metals may mobilize as a result of natural
processes (e.g. weathering and erosion of geological formations) as well as by anthropogenic
activity [9]. The large inputs of metals of natural origin reach coastal areas from estuaries in the
form of particulate material and are mainly chemically bound to aluminosilicates, and thus are
not readily bioavailable. On the other hand, metals of anthropogenic origin are more loosely
bound to sediments and are therefore more readily available to organisms under variations of
some physical–chemical and chemical parameters like oxidative-reductive potential, dissolved
oxygen, pH, organic, and inorganic carbon content [10].

Analysis of bottom sediments, which accumulate most of the heavy-metal pollutants, enable
us to gain an integrated picture of the contamination because the level of metals in bottom
sediments is the result of prolonged sedimentation processes and does not undergo sudden
changes because of altering external conditions [11, 12]. It has long been demonstrated that
sediments can adsorb persistent and toxic chemicals to levels many times higher than water
column concentrations [13]; hence, bottom sediments can serve as a reservoir for heavy metals
and therefore deserve special consideration in the planning and design of aquatic-pollution
research studies [14].

The purpose of this study was to determine the concentrations of Cd, Co, Cr, Cu, Fe, Mn,
Ni, Pd, and Zn in surface sediments collected from 18 locations of the Suez Gulf. These
locations receive large amounts of contaminated wastes from mining, industrial, and oil-
refinery activities. The surface layer was chosen where this layer controls the exchange of
metals between sediments and water, as well as constituting a reserve of metals to which benthic
organisms are exposed. Moreover, using the surface sediment as a contamination indicator
for studying of the Suez Gulf environmental health by certain mathematical equations such
as geoaccumulation index and enrichment factors will enable us to obtain a good evaluation
of the pollution status of the Gulf.

2. Materials and methods

2.1 Sampling

Sampling locations along the Suez Gulf were selected to cover the expected polluted area
due to industrial and other activities [4, 5] (figure 1). A total of 18 surface sea sediments
were collected during the last week of March and first week of April in 1999 from a depth
of 8–15 m with a 0.025 m2 Van-Veen grab sampler. Only grabs that had achieved adequate
penetration (two-thirds of the total volume) to collect the first 5 cm of the sediment and that
showed no evidence of leakage or surface disturbance were retained and transferred to a
cooler. When sufficient sediment had been collected from a particular station, the contents
of the cooler were homogenized with a Teflon spoon until no colour or textural differences
could be detected. Then, the chilled coolers (−4 ◦C) were transported to the laboratory 8–15 h
after collection. Samples were transferred into labelled polyethylene bags and stored in the
laboratory at −20 ◦C until analysis. The sediment samples were dried in an oven at 105 ◦C to
constant weight, sieved, and subsequently ground in an agate mortar.
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Heavy-metal contamination in surface sediments of the Suez Gulf 241

Figure 1. Locations of the samples collected from the Suez Gulf, Red Sea.

2.2 Grain-size analysis

Grain-size analysis was carried out using the conventional method, about 30 g of washed
quartered dried samples were placed in the topmost sieve, and the entire column of sieves was
shaken on a mechanical shaker ‘Betriebsanleitung vibration testing sieve mechanical machine
Thyr 2’ for 20 min. The sieve meshes give glass intervals of 2, 1, 0.5, 0.2, 0.125, and 0.063 mm
(sand fraction 0.063–0.200 mm and mud fraction <0.063 mm) [15].

2.3 Determination of heavy metals

Total heavy metals in bottom sediments were determined using the method described elsewhere
[5, 16, 17]. Dry sediment (0.2 g) was completely digested in a polytetrafluoroethylene ves-
sel using a mixture of HNO3, HF, and HCLO4 (3 : 2 : 1 v/v, 10 ml) (triplicate digestions
were made for each sample). The final solution was diluted to 25 ml with distilled deionized
water in a polytetrafluoroethylene flask and filtered through filter paper (Schleicher & Schüll
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Table 1. Heavy-metal concentrations (µg g−1 dry wt.) in reference materials analysed together with
Suez Gulf sediments.

Element Cd Co Cr Cu Fe Mn Ni Pb Zn

Certified values 0.11 13.6 77.2 32.7 27.1 12.1 56.1 22.8 74.8
Found values 0.107 12.33 75.39 31.19 26.45 11.46 53.90 21.27 71.38
Recovery (%) 97.27 90.64 97.65 95.39 97.61 94.73 96.08 93.29 95.43

Folded Filters, S&S 5951/2) into polyethylene bottles. All digested solutions were anal-
ysed in triplicate using an atomic absorption spectrophotometer (Spectr AA-10 plus Varian)
working with an air–acetylene flame and D2 background correction at optimum instrument
operating conditions recommended by the manufacturer. The results were expressed in µg g−1

dry weight. The absorption wavelength and detection limits were as follows: 228.8 nm and
0.006 µg g−1 for Cd; 240.7 nm and 0.009 µg g−1 for Co; 357.9 nm and 0.009 µg g−1 for
Cr; 324.7 nm and 0.008 µg g−1 for Cu; 248.3 nm and 0.007 µg g−1 for Fe; 279.5 nm and
0.006 µg g−1 for Mn; 232.0 nm and 0.009 µg g−1 for Ni; 217.0 nm and 0.01 µg g−1 for Pb;
213.9 nm and 0.004 µg g−1 for Zn, respectively.

2.4 Quality assurance

To control accuracy and to determine the uncertainty of heavy-metal determination, every
extraction batch of six samples included a blank extraction and reference material (SD-
M-2/TM, marine sediments which was totally digested by HNO3/HF/HClO4 solution).
Analytical results of the quality-control samples indicated a satisfactory performance of heavy-
metal determinations lying within the range of certified values with 90.4–97.5% recovery for
all metals studied (table 1). To prevent contamination, all plastic laboratory equipment used
was previously washed in diluted nitric acid and deionized water; also, all chemicals used in
the experiment were from Merck and of high purity.

2.5 Estimation of enrichment factor (EF)

For a better estimation of anthropogenic input, an enrichment factor (EF) was calculated for
each metal by dividing its ratio to the normalizing element by the same ratio found in the
chosen baseline. The EFs for each element were calculated from the formula [5, 18]:

EF = (M/Fe)sample

(M/Fe)crust
.

The values for the earth’s crust are from Martin and Melbeck [19] and represent the average
composition of the surficial rocks exposed to weathering. EFs around 1.0 indicate that the
element in sediment is originated predominantly from lithogenous material, whereas EFs that
are considerably higher than 1.0 indicate that the element is of anthropogenic origin [20].

2.6 Statistical analysis

Principal-component analysis, Spearman (non-parametric) rank order correlations, and factor
analysis as a Varimax normalization rotated were performed using the SPSS program ver-
sion 10.0 for Windows. Statistical analyses were performed on an Intel Pentium IV 2.8 GHz
computer.
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3. Results and discussion

3.1 Sediment classification

Table 2 reports the grain-size composition of the sampled stations, in particular the percentage
of sand (0.063–2 mm) and mud (silt and clay, <0.063 mm). Sediments are generally sandy,
except stations 10 and 18 which are medium silt. Stations 2, 5, 6, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, and 17
generally have fine sand, and stations 1, 4, 7, 11, 12, and 16 have a medium-sized sand
fraction, while station 3 has coarse sand.

3.2 Heavy-metal distribution in sediments

The concentrations of the heavy metals investigated (Cd, Co, Cr, Cu, Fe, Mn, Ni, Pb and
Zn) in the sediment samples collected from Suez Gulf are summarized in table 3. The mean
concentration of heavy metals in sediments of Suez Gulf represented the next decreasing
order Fe > Mn > Zn > Pb > Co > Ni > Cu > Cr > Cd. Cadmium, chromium, and copper
showed the lowest concentrations at most stations, which is in agreement with the concen-
trations that we reported previously for the total and labile heavy metals in sand and mud
sediments of the Suez Gulf [3, 5].

Cadmium concentrations in Suez Gulf sediments ranged between 6 and 24.8 µg g−1 dry
weight. However, 66.7% of studied locations have concentration values < 10 µg g−1 and
27.8% < 20 µg g−1, while 5.6% have concentration values > 20 µg g−1 dry weight. The mean
concentration of Cd in the present study was higher than that reported in Swan Lake sediments
of Galveston Bay [21] and for the south-west coast of Spain [22] but within the range observed
for the River Danube [23]. The concentration of Cd in this study showed values higher than
both of the Effect Range Low (ERL) and the Effect Range Median (ERM) values [24, 25] for
stations 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 12, and 17 (table 3).

The lowest concentration of cobalt in sediments was recorded at station 6 (22.5 µg g−1 dry
wt.) while the highest concentration was recorded at station 5 (525.4 µg g−1 dry wt.). However,

Table 2. Sample locations and percentage grain-size distribution of Suez Gulf
sediment samples.

Location

Station no. E N Sand (%) Silt (%) Clay (%) Sediment type

1 33.337 28.095 97.6 2.0 0.4 Medium sand
2 33.302 28.128 98.9 1.2 0.0 Fine sand
3 33.262 28.148 98.5 1.0 0.4 Coarse sand
4 33.158 28.284 100.0 0.0 0.0 Medium sand
5 33.133 28.314 100.0 0.0 0.0 Fine sand
6 33.108 28.367 99.1 0.7 0.2 Fine sand
7 32.587 29.380 100.0 0.0 0.0 Medium sand
8 32.501 29.450 99.0 1.0 0.0 Fine sand
9 32.400 29.526 99.0 0.9 0.1 Fine sand

10 32.357 29.594 48.5 12.5 39.1 Medium silt
11 32.451 29.783 98.3 1.0 0.7 Medium sand
12 32.486 29.877 86.7 7.4 5.8 Medium sand
13 32.695 29.572 98.6 1.1 0.2 Fine sand
14 33.075 29.040 82.7 7.2 8.1 Fine sand
15 33.133 28.995 96.5 1.5 1.8 Fine sand
16 33.154 28.937 98.2 0.7 1.0 Medium sand
17 33.158 28.879 53.1 24.7 22.2 Fine sand
18 33.574 28.239 21.8 54.1 24.1 Medium silt
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Table 3. Concentrations of heavy metals (µg g−1 dry weight) in Suez Gulf sediment samples.

Concentration of heavy metals (µg g−1 dry weight)
Station
no. Cd Co Cr Cu Fe Mn Ni Pb Zn MPI

1 10.81 34.38 86.02 133.95 13952.4 758.4 89.86 48.49 136.31 144.17
2 14.52 31.37 25.08 9.36 1125.1 23.5 73.58 89.2 85.02 48.82
3 17.07 35.86 24.98 7.26 1252.1 48.0 60.84 53.49 73.35 48.87
4 24.77 51.35 70.18 99.93 9610.1 124.9 80.01 86.2 161.07 131.67
5 12.08 525.37 22.85 33.18 1278.9 40.7 76.87 75.45 40.55 72.99
6 8.57 22.52 31.98 22.54 216.3 17.1 61.12 66.55 45.61 35.75
7 6.27 75.9 30.01 16.78 422.4 48.5 96.7 49.67 353.71 58.76
8 6.25 58.16 38.04 11.02 670.2 74.9 47.56 62.8 96.16 50.66
9 7.59 23.66 28.98 24.52 2331.1 93.9 59.08 35.55 72.9 54.55

10 6.08 66.24 61.19 388.36 3593.7 114.2 54.16 79.72 212.69 115.32
11 7.99 41.8 18.58 21.38 1341.5 37.8 60.95 91.74 92.61 53.31
12 10.05 34.08 21.09 96.63 1270.2 48.7 60.16 86.39 143.72 68.29
13 8.8 49.43 16.07 58.42 1714.1 176.2 75.02 99.81 84.92 75.36
14 6.7 39.62 24.81 26 12 428.3 1616.0 59.17 71.48 74.84 100.95
15 7.89 36.97 16.08 24.8 726.0 136.8 44.86 79.28 75.73 52.65
16 9.56 44.83 16.07 15.89 333.1 177.3 76.97 89.67 33.46 48.53
17 9.91 53.08 19 18.99 3671.9 117.5 77.84 83.35 60.92 68.3
18 6.79 38.83 17.1 22.02 8690.1 162.4 53.1 80.72 58.85 68.98
Mean 10.09 70.19 31.56 57.28 3590.4 212.0 67.1 73.86 105.69 72.11
Min 6.08 22.52 16.07 7.26 216.3 17.1 44.86 35.55 33.46 35.75
Max 24.77 525.37 86.02 388.36 13 952.4 1616.0 96.7 99.81 353.71 144.17
ERL 1.25 ND 81 34 ND ND 20.9 46.7 150 ND
ERM 9.65 ND 370 270 ND ND 51.6 218 410 ND

Note: ND no data available.

half of the studied locations showed Co concentrations within the range of 20–40 µg g−1 dry
wt. The concentration of Co in the present study is higher than that reported for the Galician
Ria sediments in NW Spain (4–12 µg g−1 dry wt.) [26].

Chromium released by the electroplating, steel manufacturing, leather tanning, and textile
industries is the main source for water contamination by chromium. Hexavalent chromium is
widely known for its toxic effects on humans and animals [27–29], compared with trivalent
chromium, which is considered to be an essential trace element [30]. The mean concentration
of Cr in the present work was 31.5 µg g−1 dry wt., and the highest value was recorded at station
1 (86 µg g−1 dry wt.). However, 72% of the Cr concentrations results obtained were within
the range of 10–30 µg g−1 dry wt. Most of the studied locations showed Cr concentrations
lower than the ERL (81 µg g−1 dry wt.) except for station 1, which was higher than the ERL
and lower than the ERM value (370 µg g−1 dry wt.). The average concentration of Cr in the
present study is lower than its concentrations in Danube river sediments (64 ± 6.5 µg g−1

dry wt.) [23], comparable with that found in Lake Kariba, Zimbabwe (29.3 ± 1.6 µg g−1 dry
wt.) [31] and south-west coast of Spain [22], within the range reported for Galician Ria sedi-
ment (north-west Spain) [26], but higher than the mean concentration of Gulf Lake Victoria,
Tanzania [14].

A very low concentration of copper is essential for organisms, and several copper-
containing proteins have been identified in biological systems [32]. Copper can exist in aquatic
environments in three broad categories: particulate, colloidal, and soluble. It sorbs rapidly to
sediments, and its desorption into the bulk water depends on pH, salinity, and the presence of
natural and or synthetic chelating agents [33]. In this study, Cu concentrations ranged from
7.3 µg g−1 dry wt. at station 3 to 388.4 µg g−1 dry wt. at station 10. The Cu concentrations in
72% of the studied locations are lower than the ERL (34 µg g−1 dry wt.), and 22.2% of the
studied locations are lower than ERM (270 µg g−1 dry wt.), while only station 3 shows a Cu
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concentration higher than ERM. The average Cu concentration in the present study was lower
than that recorded in the bottom sediment of the Rybnik Reservoir in Poland (451.74 µg g−1

dry wt.) [34], while it is comparable with the concentration range obtained for sediment
from Swan Lake, River Danube [21], Northern China Bay [23], and the south-west coast of
Spain [22].

Fe concentrations of in the sediment collected from Suez Gulf ranged between 216.3 and
13 952.4, and the average value was 3590.4 µg g−1 dry wt. The mean concentration of Fe in
the present study was about 10% of the value recorded for the Rybnik Reservoir in Poland
[34] but comparable with that recorded along the Spanish coast [26, 22] and Ivory Coast of
West Africa [35].

Manganese and its compounds can exist as solids in the sediment and as solutes or small
particles in water. The tendency of soluble manganese compounds to adsorb to sediments
can be highly variable, depending mainly on the cations exchange capacity and the organic
composition [36]. Station 14 recorded the highest concentration value of Mn, while station
6 showed the lower value (table 3). The Mn concentration in the present work was much
lower than that obtained for the bottom sediment of the Rybnik Reservoir, Poland [11] but
comparable with that obtained for Pagassitikos Gulf sediment, Greece [37] and with that
reported for the Spain coast sediments [22, 26].

Most nickel is used for the production of stainless steel and other nickel alloys with a
high corrosion and temperature resistance [38]. Nickel can enter surface waters from natural
sources such as particulate matter in rainwater, through the dissolution of bedrock minerals,
and soil phases [39]. Also, it may be deposited in the sediment by precipitation, complex-
ation, and adsorption on clay particles, and via uptake by biota. The release of nickel from
sediments may occur as a result of microbial activity and changes in physical and chemical
parameters such as pH, ionic strength, and sorption processes [40]. The mean concentration
of nickel (44.9 µg g−1 dry wt.) belonged to the range of the most frequent values, i.e. 40–
100 µg g−1 dry wt. The average concentration of Ni in the present study was lower than
that recorded in the bottom sediment of the Rybnik Reservoir, Poland [11], while it was
higher than that reported for the Spanish coast sediments [22, 26]. All sites under investiga-
tion showed Ni concentrations higher than the ERM (51.6 µg g−1 dry wt.) except stations 8
and 15.

Lead is one of the most abundant toxic metals in the Earth’s crust. Ten to 15% of lead is
absorbed orally, of which 90% is distributed to the bones [41]. Lead has been used since pre-
historic times and has become mobilized and widely distributed in the environment [42]. The
main sources of lead inputs to water were the manufacturing industry, smelting and refining of
metals, sewage sludge, and domestic waste water [43]. Sorption of lead by sediments is corre-
lated with organic content, grain size, and anthropogenic pollution [44]. In the present study,
the concentration of lead fluctuated between 35.6 µg g−1 dry wt. at station 9 and 99.8 µg g−1

dry wt. at station 13. Of the locations studied, 44.5% have Pb concentrations within the range
of 80–100 µg g−1 dry wt., indicating that the Suez Gulf sediments have considerable con-
tamination with Pb. However, its Pb concentrations were comparable with that recorded for
Galveston Bay in USA (23.7–129.0 µg g−1 dry wt.) [21] and Spanish coast [22]. The con-
centrations of lead at all studied locations were higher than the ERL (46.7 µg g−1 dry wt.)
but lower than ERM (218 µg g−1 dry wt.), except station 15 which exhibited a concentration
value lower than the ERL value.

The surface sediment of the Suez Gulf in the present study was moderately contaminated
with Zn. About half of the locations studied showed concentration values within the ranges of
60–100 µg g−1, and 29% of the studied locations recorded concentration values > 100 µg g−1

dry wt. In the present study, all of concentration values were lower than the ERL (150 µg g−1

dry wt.), except stations 10, 7, and 4, which were between the ERL and ERM values.
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3.3 Geoaccumulation index

Geoaccumulation index (Igeo) allows the contamination of the investigated sediment with
organic and inorganic pollutants to be determined by comparing present concentrations with
pre-industrial levels. Concentrations of geochemical background are multiplied each time by
1.5 in order to allow content fluctuations of a given substance in the environment as well
as very small anthropogenic influences. Values of geoaccumulation index can be defined as
follows:

Igeo = log2[Cn/(1.5 × Bn)],
where Cn is the concentration of the examined element in the examined bottom sediment,
and Bn is the geochemical background of a given element. The classification of sediments
depending on the Igeo value is shown in table 4. The Igeo values calculated for heavy-metal
concentrations in Suez Gulf surface sediments were represented in table 5. The main Igeo

value was <0 for Fe (−3.47) and Mn (−1.77), indicating that the studied locations from Suez
Gulf were uncontaminated with these two elements, while the main Igeo values for Cr, Cu, and
Zn were <2, which indicated a moderately contaminated of the Suez Gulf sediments with these
elements in the following order Zn > Cu > Co. Cd concentrations showed a main Igeo value
<3, which means that the Suez Gulf sediments were moderately to strongly contaminated
with Cd. The main Igeo values for Ni and Pb were 3.95 and 3.59, respectively, indicating a
strong contamination of surface sediments of the Suez Gulf with Ni and Pb due to its input
from cement manufacture, oil refineries, and thermal electricity stations as well as the sewage
discharges [45]. The main Igeo values in the present work were higher than that recorded in
the sediment of the Rybnik Reservoir, Poland [11].

3.4 Metal-pollution index

The overall metal contents of sediments at the sites investigated in this study were compared
using the metal-pollution index (MPI) calculated according to Usero et al. [47] with the
formula:

MPI = (Cf1 × Cf2 × · · · × Cfn)
1/n,

where Cfn is the concentration of the metal n in the sample.
The MPI values of the nine heavy metals in the Suez Gulf sediments of the area under

investigation are summarized in table 3. The lowest MPI value was recorded at station 6, while
the highest value was found at station 1, which indicated that the lowest polluted area was
at station 6, while the highest polluted area compared with the other studied locations was
at station 1. This might be reasonable, because station 1 was very near to Suez City and the
industrial activities area.

Table 4. Igeo classification (Müller 1979).

Igeo Igeo class Designation of sediment quality

>5 6 Extremely contaminated
4–5 5 Strongly to extremely contaminated
3–4 4 Strongly contaminated
2–3 3 Moderately to strongly contaminated
1–2 2 Moderately contaminated
0–1 1 Uncontaminated to moderately contaminated
<0 0 Uncontaminated
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Table 5. Geoaccumulation indexes of heavy metals in Suez Gulf sediments.

Geoaccumulation (Igeo) of heavy metals

Station no. Co Cr Cu Fe Mn Ni Pb Zn

1 1.92 2.87 3.30 −0.25 1.30 4.73 3.30 2.64
2 1.80 1.13 −0.54 −3.82 −3.69 4.53 4.25 1.99
3 1.99 1.11 −0.91 −3.69 −2.67 4.23 3.49 1.77
4 2.51 2.64 2.89 −0.67 −1.26 4.74 4.26 2.94
5 5.87 1.02 1.30 −3.58 −2.88 4.68 4.07 0.95
6 1.32 1.48 0.73 −6.19 −4.15 4.28 3.83 1.10
7 3.08 1.42 0.31 −5.18 −2.63 5.01 3.46 4.07
8 2.69 1.73 −0.30 −4.57 −2.02 3.91 3.74 2.17
9 1.39 1.34 0.86 −2.76 −1.69 4.23 2.93 1.77

10 2.65 1.51 4.55 −3.60 −2.06 2.25 2.55 2.41
11 2.21 0.68 0.65 −3.60 −3.02 4.22 4.26 2.10
12 1.86 0.60 2.76 −4.15 −2.83 3.54 3.65 2.47
13 2.45 0.48 2.11 −3.23 −0.79 4.54 4.39 1.98
14 2.06 0.75 0.84 −1.00 2.17 3.34 3.23 1.45
15 2.02 0.43 0.86 −4.57 −1.19 3.65 3.95 1.76
16 2.31 0.47 0.22 −5.61 −0.79 4.55 4.22 0.63
17 2.35 −0.12 0.22 −3.48 −1.97 2.88 2.70 0.67
18 1.82 −0.53 0.33 −2.59 −1.71 1.93 2.29 0.36
Mean 2.35 1.06 1.12 −3.47 −1.77 3.96 3.59 1.85

3.5 Enrichment factors

Table 6 shows the EF values calculated for the heavy-metal concentrations in the present study.
The EF values were varied from metal to metal and location to location, and the percentage of
studied locations with EF > 2 in sediments of Suez Gulf was represented in figure 2, which
showed that the sediments of Suez Gulf can be regarded as unpolluted with Mn and Cr. On
the other hand, a serious contamination of the Suez Gulf may be discussed for Cd, Co, Pb,

Table 6. Enrichment factors for heavy metals in Suez Gulf sediments.

Enrichment factors (EFs) for heavy metals

Station no. Cd Co Cr Cu Mn Ni Pb Zn

1 13.94 0.68 0.31 1.08 0.27 0.47 0.78 0.28
2 232.36 7.72 1.13 0.94 0.1 4.81 17.84 2.14
3 245.34 7.93 1.01 0.65 0.19 3.57 9.61 1.66
4 46.39 1.48 0.37 1.17 0.06 0.61 2.02 0.48
5 170.02 113.76 0.91 2.92 0.16 4.42 13.27 0.9
6 712.84 28.84 7.5 11.73 0.4 20.76 69.22 5.98
7 267.19 49.76 3.6 4.47 0.57 16.82 26.46 23.74
8 167.96 24.03 2.88 1.85 0.56 5.21 21.08 4.07
9 58.57 2.81 0.63 1.18 0.2 1.86 3.43 0.89

10 30.44 5.1 0.86 12.16 0.16 1.11 4.99 1.68
11 107.21 8.63 0.7 1.79 0.14 3.34 15.39 1.96
12 142.47 7.43 0.84 8.56 0.19 3.48 15.3 3.21
13 92.41 7.99 0.48 3.83 0.51 3.22 13.1 1.4
14 9.7 0.88 0.1 0.24 0.65 0.35 1.29 0.17
15 195.62 14.1 1.12 3.84 0.94 4.54 24.57 2.96
16 516.62 37.27 2.45 5.37 2.66 16.98 60.57 2.85
17 48.58 4 0.26 0.58 0.16 1.56 5.11 0.47
18 14.06 1.24 0.1 0.29 0.09 0.45 2.09 0.19
Mean 170.65 17.98 1.4 3.48 0.45 5.2 17.01 3.06
Min 9.7 0.68 0.1 0.24 0.06 0.35 0.78 0.17
Max 712.84 113.76 7.5 12.16 2.66 20.76 69.22 23.74
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Figure 2. Percentage of sampling stations with EF > 2 in sediments of the Suez Gulf.

and Ni because the concentrations of these elements were higher than twice their background
in 100, 77.8, 77.8, and 61% of the investigated samples.

3.6 Statistical analysis

Spearman (non-parametric) rank order correlations for studied heavy-metal concentrations
in sediments of Suez Gulf were represented in table 7. A significant positive correlation
(P < 0.05) exists between Cd and Ni (r = 0.52), Cr and Zn (r = 0.51), Cu and Fe (r = 0.58),
and Fe and Mn (r = 0.54). In addition, a significant negative correlation (P = 0.01) was
observed between Cr and Pb (r = −0.60). No element was correlated with Co in this study.
Weak correlations between the studied elements may prove the presence of different sources
for the input of heavy metals to the Suez Gulf.

A multivariate analysis (principal-component analysis, PCA) on the data matrix obtained
from heavy-metal analysis of sediments of Suez Gulf was used. In this way, the number of
variables under investigation was reduced, and interelement associations could be assessed
in detail [5, 48, 49]. R-mode factor analysis with varimax rotation was applied to the heavy-
metal concentrations in sediment. A five-factor model explaining 85.43% of total variance

Table 7. Spearman (non-parametric) rank order correlations for heavy metals in Suez Gulf
sediments.

Cd Co Cr Cu Fe Mn Ni Pb Zn

Cd r 1.00
P 0.00

Co r −0.24 1.00
P 0.34 0.00

Cr r −0.01 −0.01 1.00
P 0.96 0.96 0.00

Cu r −0.01 0.08 0.23 1.00
P 0.98 0.77 0.37 0.00

Fe r 0.08 0.06 0.17 0.58 1.00
P 0.75 0.81 0.50 0.01 0.00

Mn r −0.17 0.12 −0.20 0.39 0.54 1.00
P 0.51 0.63 0.43 0.11 0.02 0.00

Ni r 0.52 0.24 0.16 0.03 0.06 −0.01 1.00
P 0.03 0.35 0.52 0.89 0.82 0.98 0.00

Pb r 0.25 0.13 −0.60 0.04 −0.01 0.05 0.09 1.00
P 0.33 0.62 0.01 0.89 0.97 0.84 0.73 0.00

Zn r −0.16 0.21 0.51 0.32 0.17 −0.02 0.09 −0.03 1.00
P 0.52 0.41 0.03 0.19 0.51 0.93 0.74 0.90 0.00

Note: Correlation is significant at the P < 0.05 level.
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Table 8. Varimax normalization rotated factor loadings for five factors
obtained for Suez Gulf sediments.

Variable Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5

Cd 0.008 0.007 0.903 −0.236 −0.042
Co −0.072 −0.035 0.063 0.056 0.973
Cr 0.381 0.700 0.393 0.241 −0.086
Cu 0.071 0.957 −0.123 −0.132 0.023
Fe 0.903 0.227 0.226 0.034 −0.085
Mn 0.918 −0.048 −0.155 0.083 −0.013
Ni 0.024 0.057 0.700 0.451 0.302
Pb −0.173 0.049 0.104 −0.824 0.052
Zn −0.204 0.596 0.114 0.604 −0.081
Variance (%) 20.96 20.21 17.00 15.44 11.82
CV (%) 20.96 41.17 58.17 73.61 85.43

Note: Data were corrected prior to statistical analysis (n = 99). CV: cumulative variance;
bold numbers indicate a positive correlation, whereas italic values indicate a negative
correlation. Extraction method: principal-component analysis; rotation method: varimax
with Kaiser normalization; marked loadings are>0.70.

was adapted for surface sediments of the Suez Gulf (table 8). Factor 1, which described
20.96% of the variance, has a high positive factor loading for Fe (0.90) and Mn (0.92). These
elements are known to be associated with hydrothermal processes, and so will be considered
‘hydrothermal factors’. Hydrothermal fluids may have been responsible for the accumulation
of metal oxides. Factor 2 (20.21% of the data variance) has a high positive factor loading for
Cr (0.70) and Cu (0.96), and moderate positive factor loading for Zn (0.60). Zinc is associated
with the sapropelic factor and so will be considered a ‘slightly sapropelic factor’. Factor 3,
which described 17.0% of the variance, has a high positive factor loading for Cd (0.90) and Ni
(0.70). These two elements inter the Suez Gulf mainly from industrial activities and so will be
considered ‘industrial factors’. Factor 4 (15.44% of the data variance) has a high negative factor
loading for Pb (−0.82) and a moderate positive factor loading for Zn (0.60). Pb is incorporated
into terrigenous alumino-silicates, and Zn is associated with the sapropelic factor; therefore,
it will be considered a ‘sapropelic-terrigenous alumino-silicate factor’. Factor 5 (11.82% of
the data variance) represented a high positive factor loading for Co (0.97).

The cluster analysis was based on nine variables at 18 stations using the Education distance
measure (figures 3 and 4). Figure 3, the dendrogram obtained by average linkage (between

Figure 3. Dendrogram for hierarchical cluster analysis of nine heavy-metals concentration in Suez Gulf sediments.
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Figure 4. Dendrogram for hierarchical cluster analysis of 18 sampling locations based on nine heavy-metal
concentrations in Suez Gulf sediments.

groups) in the hierachical cluster analysis, illustrates the importance of Ni, which influences
the distribution of Pb, Cd, Cr, Zn, and Cu. Fe is associated with Mn, but otherwise Fe and Mn
exert little affect on the elemental composition of the sediments. Similarly, Co does not seem
to be a factor of any importance. Comparison between heavy-metal concentrations indicates
that they are clustered at different distances, and the major differences are in the clusters of
Cu and Co, which may be attributed to different sources of pollution by Cu and Co than other
studied heavy metals. Figure 4 depicts a dendrogram derived by average linkage clustering of
18 sites based on all the nine heavy-metal concentrations in Suez Gulf sediments. Comparison
between sampling sites indicates that at a distance about 1, four distinct clusters emerged: A
(sampling sites 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 13, 15 and 16), B (sampling sites 9, 10 and 17), C
(sampling sites 4 and 18) and D (sampling sites 1 and 14). At a greater distance (about 2),
clusters A and B fuse, forming a single cluster E, while at distance about 5, clusters C and D
were fused to form cluster F. The major differences are in the clustering of sampling sites in
clusters E and F. The main reason for the considerable differences between sites in clusters E
and F might be the different kinds of polluted substances arising from the different industrial
and human activities along the Suez Gulf [3–5, 45].

4. Conclusion

This report describes the results of correlation, factor, and cluster analyses of elements in sed-
iments collected from the Suez Gulf. The study has clearly shown that the Suez Gulf received
heavy inputs of heavy metals from different sources of pollutions. The average concentrations
of the nine heavy metals in the sediment studied were generally higher than the ERL but lower
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than the ERM values for most locations. Anthropogenic origin was the proposed major reason
for pollution, with the exception of some local sites. These locations are far from the point of
discharges from municipal, dock and industrial activities.

References

[1] A. Khaled, A. El-Nemr, A. El-Sikaily. Contamination of coral reef by heavy metals along the Egyptian Red Sea
coast. Bull. Environ. Contam. Toxicol., 71, 577–584 (2003).

[2] A. El Sikaily, A. Khaled, A. El Nemr. Heavy metals monitoring using bivalves from Mediterranean Sea and Red
Sea. Environ. Monitor. Assess., 98, 41–58 (2004).

[3] A. El Sikaily, A. Khaled, A. El Nemr. Leachable and total nine heavy metals in muddy and sandy sediment
collected from Suez Gulf. Egypt. J. Aquat. Res., 31, 99–119 (2005).

[4] A. El Nemr, A. El Sikaily, A. Khaled, T.O. Said, A.M.A. Abd-Alla. Determination of hydrocarbons in mussels
from the Egyptian Red Sea coast. Environ. Monitor. Assess., 96, 251–261 (2004).

[5] A. El Nemr, A. El Sikaily, A. Khaled. Distribution and statistical analysis of leachable and total heavy metals in
the sediments of the Suez Gulf. Environ. Monitor. Assess. (in press).

[6] M.A. Fahmy, M.A. Sheriadah, A. Aboul-Soeud, S.M. Abdel Rahman, M. Shindy. Hydrography and chemical
characteristics of the coastal water along the Gulf of Suez. Egypt. J. Aquat. Res., 31, 1–14 (2005).

[7] A. Sneh, G.M. Friedman. Hypersaline sea-marginal flats of the Gulfs of Elat and Suez. In Hypersaline
Ecosystems, the Gavish Sabkha, G.M. Friedman and W.E. Krumbein (Eds), Springer, Berlin (1985).

[8] A.A. Moussa. Implications of sea level rise on the Gulf of Suez coastal zone. Bull. Fac. Sci. Uni., 34, 107–123
(1994).

[9] T. Liaghati, M. Preda, M. Cox. Heavy metal distribution and controlling factors within coastal plain sediments,
Bells Creek catchment, southeast Queensland, Australia. Environ. Int., 29, 935–948 (2003).

[10] H.M.V.M. Soares, R.A.R. Boaventura, A.A.S.C. Machado, J.C.G. Esteves da Silva. Sediments as monitors of
heavy metal contamination in the Ave river basin (Portugal): multivariate analysis of data. Environ. Pollut., 105,
311–323 (1999).

[11] K. Loska, J. Cebula, J. Pelczar, D. Wiechula, J. Kwapulinski. Use of enrichment, and contamination factors
together with geoaccumulation indexes to evaluate the content of Cd, Cu, and Ni in the Bybnik water reservoir
in Poland. Water Air Soil Pollut., 93, 347–365 (1997).

[12] R. Villares, X. Puente, A. Carballeira. Heavy metals in sandy sediments of the Rias Baixas (NW Spain). Environ.
Monitor. Assess., 83, 129–144 (2003).

[13] T.A. Delvalls, J.M. Forja,A. Gomez-Parra. Seasonality of contamination, toxicity, and quality values in sediments
from littoral ecosystems in Gulf of Cadiz (SW Spain). Chemosphere, 46, 1033–1043 (2002).

[14] M.A. Kishe, J.F. Machiwa. Distribution of heavy metals in sediments of Mwanza Gulf of LakeVictoria, Tanzania.
Environ. Int., 28, 619–625 (2003).

[15] R.L. Folk. Petrology of Sedimentary Rocks, Hemphill, Austin, TX (1954).
[16] UNEP/IAEA. References Methods for Marine Pollution Studies, PERSGA-UNECO. Available online at

http://www.persga.org/publication/General/General.asp (1986).
[17] A. El Nemr. Assessment of heavy metal pollution in surface muddy sediments of Lake Burullus, southeastern

Mediterranean, Egypt. Egypt. J. Aquat. Biol. Fish, 7, 67–90 (2003).
[18] W. Salomons, U. Forstner. Metals in the Hydrocycle, Springer, Berlin (1984).
[19] J.M. Martin, M. Meybeck. Elemental mass-balance of material carried by major world rivers. Mar. Chem., 7,

173–206 (1979).
[20] P. Szefer, G.P. Glasby, K. Szefer, J. Pempkowiak, R. Kaliszan. Heavy metal pollution in superficial sediments

from the southern Baltic Sea off Poland. J. Environ. Sci. Health, 31, 2723–2754 (1996).
[21] J. Park, B.J. Presley. Trace metal contamination of sediments and organisms from the Swan Lake area of

Galveston Bay. Environ. Pollut., 98, 209–221 (1997).
[22] J. Morillo, J. Usero, I. Gracia. Heavy metal distribution in marine sediments from the southwest coast of Spain.

Chemosphere, 55, 431–442 (2004).
[23] P. Woitke, J. Wellmitz, D. Helm, P. Kube, P. Lepom, P. Litheraty. Analysis and assessment of heavy metal

pollution in suspended solids and sediments of the river Danube. Chemosphere, 51, 633–642 (2003).
[24] E.R. Long, L.G. Morgan. The Potential for Biological Effects of Sediment-Sorbed Contaminants Tested in the

National Status and Trends Program. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administraion Technical Memorandum
NOM OMA52, National Ocean Service, Rockville, MD (1990).

[25] E.R. Long, D.D. MacDonald, S.L. Smith, F.D. Calder. Incidence of adverse biological effects within ranges of
chemical concentrations in marine and estuarine sediments. Environmental Management, 19, 81–97 (1995).

[26] A. Cobelo-Garcia, R. Prego. Heavy metal sedimentary record in a Galician Ria (NW Spain): Background values
and recent contamination. Mar. Pollut. Bull., 46, 1253–1262 (2003).

[27] D.G. Barceloux. Chromium. J. Toxicol. Cline Toxicol., 37, 173–194 (1999).
[28] A.L. Rowbotham, L.S. Levy, L.K. Shuker. Chromium in the environment: an evaluation of exposure of the UK

general population and possible adverse health effects. J. Toxicol. Environ. Health, B3, 145–178 (2000).
[29] S. Stohs, D. Bagehi, E. Hassoun, M. Bagehi. Oxidative mechanisms in the toxicity of chromium and cadmium

ions. J. Environ. Pathol. Toxicol. Oncol., 20, 77–88 (2001).

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
3
:
0
2
 
1
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



252 A. Khaled et al.

[30] J. Kotas, Z. Stasicka. Chromium occurrence in the environment and methods of its speciation. Environ. Pollut.,
107, 263–283 (2000).

[31] H. Berg, N. Kautsky. Persistent pollutants in the Lake Kariba ecosystem – a tropical man-made lake. In African
Inland Fisheries, Aquaculture and Environment, K. Remane (Ed.), pp. 115–135, Blackwell, Oxford (1997).

[32] S.P. Hopkin, D.T. Jones, D. Dietrich. The isopod Porcellio scaber as a monitor of the bioavailabilty of metals
in terrestrial ecosystems: towards a global ‘woodlouse watch scheme’. Sci. Total Environ., 1, 357–365 (1993).

[33] International Council on Metals and the Environment. Persistence, Bioaccumulation and Toxicity of Metals and
Metal Compounds, International Council on Metals and the Environment, Ottawa, Canada (1995).

[34] K. Loska, D. Weichula. Application of principal component analysis for the estimation of source of heavy metal
contamination in surface sediments from the Rybnik Reservoir. Chemosphere, 51, 723–733 (2003).

[35] I. Kouadio, J.H. Trefry. Sediment trace metal contamination in the Ivory coast, West Africa. Water Air Soil
Pollut., 32, 145–154 (1987).

[36] A.W. Garrison, M.G. Cipollone, N.L. Wolfe, R.R. Swank. Environmental fate of methylcyclopentadienyl
manganese tricarbonyl. Environ. Toxicol. Chem., 14, 1859–1864 (1995).

[37] A.P. Karageorgis, A.I. Sioulas, C.L. Anagnostou. Use of surface sediments in Pagassitikos Gulf, Greece, to
detect anthropogenic influence. Geo-Marine Lett., 21, 200–211 (2002).

[38] J. Jing, T. Logan. Heavy metals in the environment. J. Environ. Qual., 21, 73–81 (1992).
[39] R.W. Boyle. Geochemistry of nickel. In Effects of Nickel in the Canadian Environment (Publication No. NRCC

18568), National Research Council of Canada, Ottawa (1981).
[40] D.M. Di Toro, C.S. Zarba, D.J. Hansen, W.J. Berry, R.C. Swartz, C.E. Cowan, S.P. Pavlou, M.E. Allen,

N.A. Thomas, R.P. Pasquin. Technical basis for establishing sediment quality criteria for non-ionic organic
chemicals by using equilibrium partitioning. Environ. Toxicol. Chem., 10, 1541–1583 (1991).

[41] J.M. Links, B.S. Schwartz, D. Simon, K. Bandeen-Roche, W.F. Stewart. Characterization of toxicokinetics and
toxicodynamics with linear systems theory: application to lead-associated cognitive decline. Environ. Health
Perspect., 109, 361–368 (2001).

[42] P. Kakkar, F.N. Jaffery. Biological markers for metal toxicity. Environ. Toxicol. Pharmacol., 19, 335–349 (2005).
[43] J.E. Fergusson. The Heavy Elements: Chemistry. Environmental Impact and Health Effects, Pergamon Press,

Oxford (1990).
[44] P. Muniz, E. Danulat, B. Yannicelli, J.G. Alonso, G. Medina, M.C. Bcego. Assessment of contamination by

heavy metals and petroleum hydrocarbons in sediments of Montevideo Harbour (Uruguay). Environ. Int., 29,
1019–1028 (2004).

[45] M.I. El-Samara, A.A. Moussa. Impacts of urbanization on the coastal zone environment of the Red Sea, the case
of Suez Bay. In: PERSGA-ACOPS Workshop on Oceanographic Input to Integrated Coastal Zone Management
in the Red Sea and Gulf of Aden, Y. Halim and S. Morcos (Eds), pp. 82–96 (1995).

[46] G. Müller. Schwermetalle in den Sedimenten des Rheins-Verderungen seit. Umschau, 79, 778–783 (1979).
[47] J. Usero, E. Gonzalez-Regalado, I. Gracia. Trace metals in the bivalve mollusks Ruditapes descussatus and

Ruditapes philippinarum from the Atlantic Coast of Southern Spain. Environ. Int., 23, 291–298 (1997).
[48] C.H. Lochmüller, C.E. Reese. Introduction to factor analysis. Crit. Rev. Anal. Chem., 28, 21–49 (1998).
[49] M. Bakaç. Factor analysis applied to a geochemical study of suspended sediments from the Gediz River, Western

Turkey. Environ. Geochem. Health, 22, 93–111 (2000).

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
3
:
0
2
 
1
5
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1


