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The biotesting method was used to assess the individual and combined effects of waste from the

production of phosphate raw materials at the designed chemical complex of the EuroChem-Karatau
company (Republic of Kazakhstan). The goal of the study was to determine the hazard class of waste
from the production of phosphate raw materials using biotesting method. Experimental study was carried
out on test organisms: Daphnia magna Straus freshwater planktonic crustaceans. It has been established
that Daphnia magna is sensitive to waste from the processing of phosphate raw materials, and the samples
under study belong to practically non-hazardous and low-hazard waste with the possibility of processing
for the purpose of their further use. On hydrobionts, water extracts without dilution from a mixture of
waste module CCP + cake module 1A (1:1), cake module 1A and synthetic gypsum did not have an
inhibitory effect. An ecological and toxicological study confirmed that the studied samples belong to the
fifth class of environmental hazard (virtually non-hazardous). For the aqueous extract from the waste
of the CCP module without its dilution, inhibition of the viability of aquatic organisms was revealed.
The death of Daphnia may be associated with waste components that cause blockage of the respiratory
tract with dispersed particles. It was revealed that with increasing dilution, the mortality rate of Daphnia
decreases; the 10-times dilution ratio had no effect on hydrobionts.

Keywords bio-testing, toxicity, hazardous industrial waste, hazard class, Daphnia magna Straus.
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Metoz 61OTeCTUPOBaHKS BIIEpBbIe MCIIOIb30BaH IPHY OLIeHKe OTAeIbHOr0 M KOMOMHUPOBAHHOTO BO3-
JleViCTBUS OTXOZ,0B TIPOM3BO/ICTBA (POC(ATHOTO ChIPhSI NPOEKTUPYEMOI'0 XMMHY€eCKOT'0 KOMIT/IeKca KOMIIa-
Hun EBpoXum-Kaparay (Pecriy6siika Kaszaxcran). Llenb paboTel cocTosisia B Onpefie/ieHAH Kacca orac-
HOCTH OTXO/]0B ITPOM3BO/CTBA (hoC(haTHOTO ChIPBS C ITIOMOLLBIO MeTOZI0B OMOTeCTUPOBaHUS. JKCIIepUMeH-
TaJIbHYI0 pPaboTy MPOBOAW/IN Ha TeCT-OpraHMU3Max: MPeCHOBOJHBIX TVIAHKTOHHBIX paykax Daphnia magna
Straus. YcraHoBieHo, uto Daphnia magna 4yBcTBUTeNBHBI K OTX0ZiaM TepepaboTky ochaTHOTO ChIPbS,
a ucciesyemble 00pasiibl OTHOCSATCS K MPaKTUYeCKH HeoracHbIM M Masio0TacHbIM 0TX0/laM C BO3MOXKHO-
CTbIO MepepaboTKH C Lie/iblo UX JlasbHelIero npumMeHeHusi. Ha rujpoOMOHTHI BOZIHBIE BHITSDKKY Oe3 ee
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pa3BejieHHs1 U3 cMecu oTxoza mogyasi CCP + kek moaysns 1A (1:1), keka Mmoay/ist 1A U rurca CUHTeTH-
YeCKOro He OKasbIBalOT yrHeTarolero sg@exra. DK0JI0ro-TOKCUKOIOTUYeCKOe MCC/Ie[joBaHre TIOATBep-
[TWJI0, UTO UCC/Ief0BaHHbIe 00pa3iibl OTHOCSATCS K TMSTOMY K/IaCCy OTIACHOCTH [IjIsi OKPY KAOILeH Cpefibl
(TpakTUYeCKU HeoracHble). [I71st BOAHOM BBITSDKKY 13 0TX0a Moyt CCP 6e3 ee pa3BefieHUs BBISIBIIEHO
yrHeTeHWe YKU3HeCroCoOHOCTH TUAPOOUOHTOB. ['nbenb AadHM, BO3MOXHO, CBsI3aHa C KOMIIOHEHTaMH
0TX0/]a, KOTOPbIe BbI3bIBAIOT 3aKyIIOPKH /IbIXaTe/IbHbIX IMyTel AUCIepCHbIMY YaCcTULIaMU. BrIsiBieHO, UTO
TpU yBeJIMUeHUM pa3Be/leHus] CMePTHOCTh JadHui TTOHWKAeTCsl, yCTaHOBJ/IEHA KPAaTHOCTb pa3BeJeHUst
BOJHOU BBITSDKKY (B 10 pa3), Mpu KOTOPOY He BhISIB/IEHO BO3/|eMCTBHE Ha TUPOOHOHTHI.

KiroueBble cj10Ba: OMOTeCTUPOBaHNe, TOKCUYHOCTD, OTTaCHbIE TTPOMBIIIIEHHBIE OTXO/IbI, K/IacC Orac-
HocTH, Daphnia magna Straus.

TUIPOBUOHTTAPJIA BUOTECTIJIEY SJICIMEH ®OC®AT IIINKI3ATHIH KAUTA 6HJIEY
KAJIABIKTAPBIHAH CY CbIFbIH/bICBIHBIH YBITTBI/IbIF bIH AHBIKTAY
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Buorecriney agici anram petr EBpoXum-Kaparay kommnanusiceiHbiH, (Ka3akcrad Pecry6ikacer) »xoba-
JlaHaThIH XUMUSIIBIK, KellleHiHiH (ocdar 1IMKi3aTbiH 6HAIPY Ka/lbIKTapbIHbIH, XKeKe >KoHe apasiac acepiH
Oarasay Ke3iH/e naizananbiAbl. JKYMBICTBIH MaKCaThl OMOTeCTi/Iey 3fiicTepiH KosiJaHa OThIPhITI, hocdat
IIMKi3aTbIH 6HAIPY Ka/JbIKTapbIHBIH KAYiMTiTiK K/IaChlH aHBIKTAy 00/1/1bI. DKCIIePUMEHTTIK >KYMBIC TeCT-
ar3asapfia Xyprisingi: Tyibl cy rniaaHkToHAbl Daphnia magna Straus wasiH Topiszinep. Daphnia magna
(docdar muKi3aThIH KaliTa 6HJey KaaAblKTapblHa Ce3iMTasl eKeH/ITi aHbIKTa/l/ibl, ajl 3epTTeJIeTiH yrisiep
oJlap/ibl 9pi Kapail KO/laHy MaKcaThIH/la KalTa eHley MyMKiH/IiriMeH ic »Ky3iH/le KayirlcCi3 »kxaHe Kayir-
TiTiri TeMeH KanabIKTapra >katazbl. ['uapobuonTrapra CCP+1A (1:1) kKek MoayitiHiH, 1A KeK MOAY/IiHIH,
Ka//IbIKTapbIHAH )K9He CUHTETUKAJIbIK TUIICTIH KOCMAaChlHAH CYUbIIThI/IMaFaH Cy ChIFbIH/bIAPHI 3Cep eT-
Teli. OKOJIOTUS/IBIK-TOKCHKO/IOTHSI/IBIK 3ePTTeY 3epTTe/reH Y/rilepiH KOpllaFraH opTara KayilTiTiKTIH,
GeciHIIIi K/1aCchIHA »KaTaTbIHBIH pacTa/bl (ic >ky3iHge KayinTti emec). CCP mMoay/iHiH Ka/igbIKTapbIHAH OHBI
ecipyci3 cy ChIFBIH/IaphI YIIIiH TUAPOOUOHTTAPABIH, 6MipIIeHITiHiH TexKenyi aHbIKTanAbl. JahHUSHBIH,
eJTiMi TBIHBIC asTy YKOJIZAPbIHBIH, JUCTIepCTi OesiiekTepMeH OiTemyiHe aKeseTiH Ka/iZbIKTapAbliH Kypamzac
OenikTepiMeH OaiylaHBICTBI 60Tyl MyMKiH. Ocipy/i KeOelTKeH Ke3/e JabHUSHBIH 6/TiMi TOMEHIEeNTiHi,
TUIPOOHMOHTTapFa 3cepi OOMANTBIH Cy ChIFBIHABICHIHBIH, CYUBIITY XHUiJIITi (10 ece) aHbIKTa/bI.

TyitiH ce3aep: OMOTecTiNey, YBITTBUIBIK, KAyiNTi 6HAIPiCTIK KaagbIKTap, KayinTiiK Kaackl, Daphnia
magna Straus.

Biotesting allows to quickly obtain an integral
assessment of toxicity at a certain point in time

Introduction. In world practice, biotesting
methods are widely used to assess the toxicity

of water pollution [1]. The use of these methods
has a number of advantages over physicochemical
analysis, which often does not allow the detection
of unstable compounds or the quantification of
ultra-low concentrations of toxic substances, as

well as taking into account their combined effects.

[2].

Traditional, frequently used test objects for
monitoring the toxicity of various objects are
Cladocera - small planktonic crustaceans, one
of the most numerous and diverse orders of the
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Branchiopoda class. Well-known representatives
of the order, Daphnia freshwater planktonic
crustaceans (Daphnia magna Straus), are among the
most sensitive test organisms and are considered the
basic object of biotesting [3, 4].

For example, planktonic crustaceans (Daphnia
magna Straus) were used as a test organism for
biotesting of quarry waters in [5]. When studying
quarry waters using D. magna test organisms, the
number of deaths in the tested Daphnia samples
did not exceed 10%, which indicated the absence
of a toxic effect. The tested culture of Ch.Vulgaris
had a higher sensitivity, however, when the
tested samples were diluted 3 times, the toxicity
criterion was not exceeded. The calculated values
of the dilution coefficient with toxic substances
made it possible to rank the water bodies under
consideration in increasing order of the possible
toxic impact of their waters: Inkerman Quarry Lake,
Gasfortskoye Quarry Lake and Kadykovskoye
Quarry Lake. However, already with a 3-fold
dilution, the tested samples from all reservoirs
became completely harmless.

Another work, [6], developed methodological
approaches to rapid assessment of the environment,
as well as the toxicity of its components in the
process of biological monitoring at hazardous
industrial facilities. The following biotest objects
were used: daphnia (Daphnia magna Straus),
ceriodaphnia (Ceriodaphnia affinis Lilljeborg),
ciliates (Paramecium caudatum), a preparation of
lyophilized luminescent bacteria ”Ecolum” based
on a recombinant Escherichia strain coli M-17,
algae (Chlorella wvulgaris Beijer, Scenedesmus
quadri cauda (Turp.) Breb.), mammalian germ
cells; environmental objects: natural water, bottom
sediments, soil samples taken in the sanitary
protection zone (SPZ) of the Balakovo region and
a nuclear power plant in the Saratov region. The
toxicity of samples of bottom sediments, soil, as
well as water samples from the cooling pond and
the adjacent water area of the Saratov reservoir was
revealed.

Bioanalysis has also been successfully used to
determine the hazard of pollution of environmental
objects with oil and waste from the oil refining

industry containing petroleum hydrocarbons,
represented by persistent organic pollutants (POPs)
and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) [7].
The ecotoxicological study used the test culture
Daphnia magna Straus - a sensitive test organism
that reacts to the presence of petroleum products
of various fractions and mass concentrations in
water. When conducting biotesting, the work took
into account specific methodological nuances: the
death of daphnia in the aqueous extract from waste,
established within 48 hours, did not exceed 10%,
but the morphological state of the tested object
indicated a significant negative impact: daphnia
individuals are smaller than in the control test,
their trophic activity is minimal, and only longer
exposure (96 hours) led to the death of the test
organism. It has been established that biotesting,
in this case, remains a mandatory method for
determining total toxicity.

The authors of [8] carried out an environmental
and toxicological assessment of the waste generated
as a result of protein production by growing
Hermetia illucens fly larvae and determined the
hazard class of zoocompost using biotesting
methods. The hazard class was determined by the
dilution coefficient of the aqueous extract, at which
no harmful effect on the test objects was detected.
To study the toxicity of zoocompost, the species of
lower crustacean Daphnia magna Straus were used.
As a result of the experiments, the dilution ratio of
zoocompost extracts was established (equal to 10),
at which the death of daphnia was not observed,
therefore, the waste under study was classified as
hazard class 4.

An ecotoxicological assessment of six drill
cuttings (waste from the oil industry) using certified
methods of contact and eluate biotesting using test
organisms of different trophic levels was carried
out in [9]. Biotesting carried out on Daphnia
magna Straus showed that aqueous extracts from all
samples of drill cuttings did not have an inhibitory
effect on these organisms.

The authors of [10] studied the soil of a quarry in
the Neva Lowland, reclaimed using loamy soil and
municipal solid waste. When conducting biotesting
of aqueous extracts of soil samples, the presence of
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acute toxicity was established at one of the studied
sites. The presence of chronic toxicity in water
extracts was identified at all sites.

In [11], the soils of agricultural lands and
nearby reservoirs of the Prokhorovsky district
of the Belgorod region were studied. Watercress
Lepidium sativum and crustacean Daphnia magna
Straus were used as a bioindicator. According to the
results of biotesting, the water in reservoirs adjacent
to agricultural land corresponds to hazard class II,
the “slightly polluted” category. It was revealed that
the soils of agricultural lands of the holding have
initial manifestations of toxic effects.

The toxicity of ash and slag waste obtained
after burning coal at power plants was determined
experimentally using test organisms [4]. When
analyzing the toxicity of the ash and slag mixture
after burning the culm of the Donetsk deposit
(Russia), an acute toxic effect of aqueous extract
from waste on the test organisms Daphnia magna
Straus and the weed Scenedesmus guadricauda was
revealed. A non-hazardous dilution factor for the
water extract from waste was revealed, causing the
death of no more than 10% of daphnia in 96 hours
and a deviation in the number of weeds by no more
than 20% in 72 hours compared to the control value.
Ash and slag waste was classified as waste of ITI-IV
environmental hazard class.

The influence of fluoropolymer production
wastewater on test objects of different systematic
groups was studied in [12]. Toxicity assessment
was carried out by tetrazole-topographic, anaphase-
metaphase analysis methods and micronuclear test
of micropreparations. It has been established that
the germination of white mustard seeds (Sinapis
alba L.), the survival of Daphnia Magna Straus
and cyanobacteria (Nostoc paludosum Kutz) are
reduced under the influence of fluoropolymer
production wastewater with a decrease in the
dilution ratio. In Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris L.),
mitotic activity decreases, and the proportion of
cytogenetic disorders increases with a decrease
in the degree of dilution of the test solution.
The negative impact of fluoropolymer production
wastewater on biota and the need for disposal,
excluding discharge into the environment, have

been determined.

Thus, biotesting methods make it possible to
assess the biological usefulness of the studied
water bodies, their suitability for the life of aquatic
organisms that ensure self-purification processes
in the reservoir and biological oxidation during
wastewater treatment [13]. The results of biotesting
for toxicity make it possible to quickly determine
the dangerous effects of chemical pollution on
the life of aquatic organisms, not by individual
components, but by their mixtures, often of
unknown nature and not detected by other methods
of analyzing toxic substances.

Toxic effects recorded by biotesting methods
include complex, synergistic, antagonistic and
additional effects of all chemical, physiological and
biological components present in the test water,
adversely affecting the physiological, biochemical
and genetic functions of the test organisms. As a
result of the laboratory biotesting procedure using
classical methods, the acute or chronic toxicity
of the test water is established in experiments of
various durations. Acute toxicity is expressed when
the intensity of the acting agent is so great that
the body’s compensatory and adaptive reactions
do not have time to manifest themselves, and it
dies. Chronic toxicity is determined by intense
but longer exposure to toxicants; in this case, an
imbalance occurs between the decay and synthesis
of substances in the body of aquatic organisms,
the destruction of the genome and the cessation
of reproduction. Based on the data from the
experiments, an acutely lethal concentration of the
substance (or the dilution factor of the test water) is
established, at which the death of organisms does
not exceed that in the control.

Materials and methods. Determination of
the toxicity of aqueous extract by biotesting on
hydrobionts was carried out for samples of waste
from the processing of phosphate raw materials
in the production of simple superphosphate
(SSP), obtained by processing by hydrochloric
acid decomposition of phosphorites at a semi-
industrial Technophos installation (Technophos,
Prayon Technophos EAD, Devnya, Bulgaria) for
the projected production plant of mineral fertilizers
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at EuroChem-Karatau (Kazakhstan).

EuroChem-Karatau chemical complex for
processing phosphates is designed for processing
phosphate rock to produce dicalcium phosphate
(calcium hydrogen phosphate dihydride). The
production of dicalcium phosphate consists of the
following main technological stages:

1) Processing of phosphorite raw materials by a
solution of hydrochloric acid with the transfer of the
valuable component into a soluble state in the form
of a product solution and the production of a solid
residue, which is a technology waste (Module 1A);

2) Treatment of the product solution with ground
limestone with precipitation of dicalcium phosphate
and drying of the resulting product DCP (dicalcium
phosphate) and obtaining a solution of calcium
chloride (Module 1B);

3) Treatment of the calcium chloride solution
with slaked lime with the precipitation of

magnesium, aluminum and iron impurities into
the hydrate cake and obtaining a purified calcium
chloride solution (CCP module), which is removed
from the process for further processing;

4) Treatment of part of the calcium chloride
solution with sulfuric acid to obtain a regenerated
hydrochloric acid solution and gypsum precipitate
(Module 4).

In this study, the toxicity assessment was
carried out based on the potential danger to
aquatic organisms of the following waste from the
processing of phosphate raw materials:

- Sample No.1 — cake of Module 1A;
- Sample No.2 - synthetic gypsum;

- Sample No.3 - waste of the CCP module -
magnesium hydroxide;

- Sample No.4 - cake of the Module 1A and waste
of module CCP (mixture 1:1) (Figure 1).

Cake of Module TA

Module CCP

ynthetic gypsum

Fig.1 — Initial samples of the phosphate raw material processing waste

When conducting these studies, an aquatic laboratory culture of Daphnia magna of 1-day age was used
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as a test object (Figure 2).

Fig.2 - Daphnia magna

The studies were carried out in accordance
with ST RK 17.1.4.01-95 [14] standard and the

Methodological Guide for Biotesting of Water [15].

We used a method for determining the toxicity
of water and aqueous extracts from soils, sewage
sludge, waste by mortality and changes in the
fertility of daphnia.

The survival rate of test objects is the average
number of daphnia that survived in the tested
extracts and in the control over a certain time. The
criterion for acute toxicity of the test sample (DL5)
is the death of 50 percent or more of the daphnia in
the analyzed water sample compared to the control
during the biotesting period (48 hours). If the result
is more than 50% death of individuals, the test
sample is considered toxic. The calculation of dead
daphnia in the test water sample in comparison with
the control is calculated using the formula [13]:

(Xc — Xt)
X

C

A= -100, % (1)

where X_is the arithmetic mean number of
daphnia that survived in the control sample;

X,— arithmetic mean number of daphnia
surviving in the tested water.

Experimental. To obtain ready-made samples
during the study, before starting the tests, the initial

samples were air-dried, then crushed and sifted
through a 1-mm sieve.

At the next stage, the moisture content of all
studied samples was determined. The moisture
content of the samples was: CCP module — 12%,
cake of module 1A — 2%, synthetic gypsum — 3%,
CCP module waste + cake of module 1A mixture
(1:1) — 7%. A certain moisture characteristic was
used to calculate the mass of an air-dry sample
intended for preparing an aqueous extract.

Water-soluble compounds were extracted from
the samples using dechlorinated tap water taken in
a solid-to-liquid ratio of 1:10 (by weight). Aqueous
extracts from phosphate raw material processing
waste were prepared in the following ratio:

- 88 g of air-dried sample (waste of the CCP
module) and 880 cm? of cultivation water;

- 98 g of air-dried sample (module 1A cake) and
980 cm? of cultivation water;

- 97 g of air-dried sample (synthetic gypsum) and
970 cm? of cultivation water;

- 93 g of air-dried sample (mixture (1:1) of CCP
module waste + cake of module 1A) and 930 cm?
of cultivation water.

Stirring of the prepared suspensions was carried
out for 7 hours. Then the suspensions settled for 15-
20 minutes.

The resulting aqueous extracts from samples
of phosphate raw material processing waste were
filtered through a “white ribbon” filter on a Buchner
funnel. A weak vacuum was used for filtration using
an electric pump. The resulting leach extract was
tested for toxicity.

The biotesting procedure (determination of acute
toxicity) was carried out for the test samples under
the conditions specified in Table 1.

Using a 2-cm? glass pipette with a cut off and
melted end, 10 specimens of daphnia at the age of 24
hours were transplanted into a glass and transferred
into beakers with analyzed and cultivation water
using a plankton net or a Pasteur pipette, the liquid
was sucked out of the glass and the measured
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volume of test water was added carefully not to
damage the daphnia.

For testing, 100 cm? of analyzed and cultivation
water were taken into chemical cups with a
capacity of 250 cm®. Each sample of the test

water was analyzed in triplicate. Repetition for
control samples is also threefold.10 one-day-old
daphnia were placed in each glass and exposed at
a temperature of 22+2 °C for 48 hours. Before the
start of biotesting, daphnia were fed.

Table 1 - Conditions for the biotesting procedure

Sample Date: 22.02.2023 Temperature, Dissolved pH
No. °C oxygen, mg/dm?
1 Control 24 7.5 8.21
2 Waste of the CCP module 24 6.3 8.28
3 Waste of the CCP module + module 1A cake 24 6.1 8.19
4 Cake of module 1A 24 6.5 7.16
5 Synthetic gypsum 24 6.9 7.55
Table 2 - Results of calculating the survival rate of daphnia
Number of surviving daphnia, specimens
Control Waste of the CCP module Cake of Synthetic
CCP module waste + module 1A gypsum
Duration of cake of
biotesting module 1A
No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of
experiment experiment experiment experiment experiment
112 ] 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1123|1273
22.02.2023 0|10} 10| 10 | 10 | 10 | 10| 10 | 10 |10 |10 | 10 |10 | 10 | 10
23.02.2023 (24 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 2 1 2 10 | 7 7 |10]10] 10| 6 | 6 | 8
hours)
24.02.2023 (48 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 2 1 2 10 | 6 5|]10|{10]10] 6 | 6 | 8
hours)
Average 10 1.7 7 10 6.7
number of
surviving
daphnia,
specimens
A, % 0 83 30 0 33
During the entire biotesting period, the were considered survivors if they moved freely in

crustaceans were not fed. Surviving daphnia were
counted after 1, 6, 12, 24, and 48 hours. Crustaceans

the water or surfaced from the bottom no later than
15 s after a slight rocking of the glass.
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Results of testing are presented in Table 2. The for the entire observation period and the oxygen
biotesting results were considered correct if the concentration in the test water at the end of the
death of daphnia in the control did not exceed 10% experiment was at least 2 mg/dm?> (Table 3).

Table 3 - Oxygen concentration in the tested samples at the end of the experiment

Sample No. After 96 hours Dissolved oxygen, mg/dm?
1 Control 2.6
2 Waste of the CCP module 24
3 CCP module waste + cake of module 1A 2.0
4 Cake of module 1A 24
5 Synthetic gypsum 2.5

For the waste of the CCP module, a repeated sample under the conditions specified in Table 4.
biotesting procedure was carried out (dilution factor The results of the calculation after 48 hours are
10 times). The biotesting procedure (determination presented in Table 5.
of acute toxicity) was carried out for the test

Table 4 - Conditions for the biotesting procedure

Date: 28.02.2023 Temperature, °C | Dissolved pH
oxygen, mg/dm?

Control 24 7.5 8.15

Waste of the CCP module | 24 6.5 8.20

Table 5 - Results of calculating the survival rate of daphnia

Number of surviving daphnia, specimens
Duration of biotesting Con.tr‘ol cep modfﬂ‘e waste
repetition repetition
1] 2 3 1] 2 3
28.02.2023 10| 10| 10 |10 |10 10
01.03.2023 (24 hours) 10 10| 10 |10 10 10
02.03.2023 (48 hours) 1010 10 |10| 9 9
Average number of surviving daphnia, specimens 10 9.3
A, % 0 7

Results and discussion. As a result of the (compared to the control sample) is:
experiment, it was established that the survival - CCP module waste - 17%;

rate of aquatic organisms in experimental samples _ CCP module waste + cake of module 1A - 70%:;
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- Cake of module 1A - 100%;
- Synthetic gypsum - 67%.

Thus, determining the impact of only the aqueous
extract of waste without its dilution allows to
classify the waste: waste of CCP module + cake
of module 1A, cake of module 1A and synthetic
gypsum to the fifth class of environmental hazard.

For the waste of the CCP module, a repeated

biotesting procedure was carried out (dilution factor
10 times). According to the results of the study
for the waste of the CCP module (survival rate of
aquatic organisms was 93%) based on the dilution
factor of the aqueous extract (10 times), at which
no impact on aquatic organisms was detected in
accordance with the dilution factor ranges (Table 6),
hazard class 4 was established.

Table 6 - Assignment of hazard class according to the dilution factor of the aqueous

extract
Waste hazard | Dilution factor of the aqueous extract from hazardous waste,
class at which there is no harmful effect on aquatic organisms
I 10,000
II From 10,000 to 1,001
11 From 1,000 to 101
v 100
\Y 1

Conclusion. Even though there is no universal
test system for determining all existing toxicants,
biotesting as an integral assessment method is
successfully used as an environmental monitoring
tool. Biotesting is one of the research techniques in
the field of toxicology, widely used nowadays to

assess the degree of toxicity of various ecosystems.

Biotesting does not cancel the analytical control
system, but effectively complements it with
qualitatively new indicators, since from an
environmental point of view, the results of
determining the concentration of pollutants
themselves have only relative value. It is important
to know not the levels of pollution, but the
biological effects they cause. As a result of
biotesting, it was established that Daphnia magna is
sensitive to waste from the processing of phosphate
raw materials. Aqueous extracts (without dilution)
from the mixture of CCP module waste + cake
of module 1A (1:1), cake of module 1A and

synthetic gypsum do not have an inhibitory effect
on hydrobionts. An ecological and toxicological
study confirmed that the studied samples belong to
the fifth class of environmental hazard (virtually
non-hazardous). For the aqueous extract from the
waste of the CCP module without its dilution,
inhibition of the viability of aquatic organisms was
revealed. The death of daphnia may be associated
with waste components that cause blockage of the
respiratory tract with dispersed particles. It was
revealed that with increasing dilution, the mortality
rate of daphnia decreases; the dilution ratio of the
aqueous extract was established (10 times), having
no effect on hydrobionts. Thus, the waste from
the CCP module, in accordance with the dilution
factor ranges, is assigned to the fourth hazard
class (low hazard) for the environment. The results
obtained allowed to conclude that the studied waste
is acceptable for safe storage (under controlled
conditions) and further processing.
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