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Soil cadmium pollution and crop health risk in a mining area in south China

ZHANG Yan', ZHANG Lei’, CHENG Hong—guang'", SUN Hai—xu', CUI Xiang—fen'

(1.School of Environment, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China; 2.Marine Information Center, Cnooc Information Technology
Co., LTD., Beijing 100027, China)

Abstract: A county in southern China is rich in mineral resources and suffers from serious soil cadmium pollution. To assess local soil
cadmium pollution and the health risks of different populations and quantify the cadmium content of different local crops, a total of 135 soil
samples were collected from three towns in the county; 128 rice samples were obtained from households, and seven navel orange samples
were acquired from planting areas. The results revealed that the excess cadmium rates of the soil samples were 41.67%, 28.81%, and
21.62%, respectively. According to a geo—accumulation index, 68.9% of the soil samples in the county were polluted with cadmium to
different degrees. The excess cadmium contents of the rice samples ranged from 8.82% to 48.57% among locations. The navel orange pulp
cadmium content was <0.05 mg-kg™'. The hazard quotient value of consuming home—grown rice was generally >1, which constitutes a high
risk, whereas the health risk of consuming navel orange pulp was low. Orange planting has certain economic benefits, and navel orange is
suitable for cultivation under local conditions. Therefore, it is recommended that local residents of heavily polluted areas buy commercially
sold rice and farm navel orange instead of rice.

Keywords : mining area; cadmium; rice; dietary exposure; planting structure

EIH R P ez S E LD iw e 28 A LT] 0 < S = i W ek NN - PN L e | 9 AS BT
AT RO o EY . RIEEGR A K IRk, R RSN ESR LR+
AT RN, B Ta e i, AMUeFAS PR 3 2ORIET T Y HER 5 KR R

WA :2020-04-28 R HHI:2020-08-12

{EE @I Ik WF(1997—) , L, AL EE D A LF9e A=, RS RS f FE XUR PE ST AR SGBIFSY . E-mail : 1084240091@qq.com
“BEEE MRt E-mail: chg@bnu.edu.cn

BE&TE : EEK ARF 2L G H (41171384)

Project supported : The National Natural Science Foundation of China(41171384)



2020 12 A

TRIE, 45 g A X A A S Y R AR B XS T 7T 2753

DRI IR A5 o 7R DX BRI , Biel 5 PF B Ik
PR RHEA T3, B PR R RO EL iz |, i A AE
Pyal £33 o R BRI W BE AL 3 2 AR AT
o H NRAERE . RBET| K0 M4 R SR & B 0 0
AR A AN ) A TR 2 B 5 [ P58
A2 (UNEP) 5T A 20 4UR1 56 [ Rl 2 51 25 46
RIS RTET G 22—,

i % i AR SR B TR P R TS e )
IRART, AR A 2RO R Y F2 ER AR IR, i
B SRA ., ROR X 5 HA B ) g AR, RIROK
N EEAHIX B A B A R — PR IR
KU, T 4 S 1 Y R )l DR, ARE R
M A PR AR KU o AR Sk AR
e R AR AR LT X, T S Bk
A B R AR R AR o B < T T DXL A /S
A2 2 N TR R A o B L o T < R R XS 1
FHEAR BT A, BB 22 A Wy 191 G 5 4 0 o < s o 42
RE S A2, Tl R TS G X VR R 25 ), AT LA
A AR TS e DN TG B AUBS T, R A A R
Fifr, B FPRE TR 7, [R] At 2 — R AR I Y 22 5E D
ARG B X HOTE 45 75 Gt DX 5 R K B0 fedt B
JRUBSE , %) 25 Hu AP AE 45 A R R 48t T ATk e b s AN
AR B AR T 5 R R LA AR 22 57 (HN L EE Y
SO R o WL A SR R T B B IR R R
BEAT TIPS R R 6~17 5 ARFIE & b 43 ] f %
ot FU LA AR 8 NS R o W 7 S5O0 78 P e X
AR B 3 A B b AR 14 K i 46 e flt B XU
FrPAdy , FIRSOAE bE L3 HAT B ey R XU

Zib EEGRTG R EAE XS, R
LA D ONTE A R XURSE IR RIS 25 /N . ASUBIESE X
TR B BT IRy s, ol A e K
JK B SR 2 A TH R MR A T T R R T
Geo WEFEXALT A R, il R [k e R, i
R SR A I BB B T I A R 2 A 2
TAARYr . R T PP 20 S R A R S K LA K
BT R AN [ VR 006 91742 25 Ml AR f B XU Fr) £
PE AW TE N2 B 0 3 M EOR AR LI O
AR LA M A i, AN [R) R AN B8 35 i A T 7E
F s B ARG HOR T 2t LR TS Gk TGRS R
TR 2 R BT T A OROR R S R4 7 Akt e XU
o AL AT 2 AR A AL PR R (0 T A, R AR Y
b e (RIS 5 B A X 95 A T L
A 18 KPS AR Al

1 #RE5FE

1.1 ARXHELR

B B A DL e o 32, E R R 24
e R LS R I IEIR A B
FHEER Y. WSROI AT , AR SC K RE BT IR =
o AR VR, VU ZE B K SRl . RS X
T VB W E SR R I B R A
HB” Z AR, H 1960 4F LIR FF 4 R4 7 AR A 1 T
R Bl , R KRR i A B 2 oAk 4
AR RS B T P AT U . AR EBUZ H 32
BT R I K HEBGE i () QLH L CT 48 XCH 35
B D) A THURE R A
12 HRRESLE

BEXT b1 XA A L, LA S T4 i AR
G O AEYI RIS B, K 58 XA 438 36 - 4%
PG XCHL  CJ#H QLM . FMLIEE 35.58.35 KK
FURE PR A ROk R ROK 1286
T WEGE Y M A R A YL O, AR AR B ROK I
AT SR A - A A, 3 128 00 o T 3AE A% DY I
PR DX 23 I B ALR SR IE A 2.2 .3 1, 2L 7 0y, IR
£E R AR BEAE 2 X 0 R 7 0, BAHCRAE - FR 135
o EAERAERHMEIE AT p 0k FERARAE SRAE S
By R RSN — 0 LIRS . BER
SR TORFE S JBF AR T B 38 (i 20 e AR & W
H 3o W ARZS I g S (AR, il S R AR
Hic#k.

CIwr5EIX
A JERERAES
o EERIORRRES

0 3 6 9 12km X B

Bl fRXMEBAERKREYRERIHRE
Figure 1 Geographical location of the research area and

distribution of crop sampling points
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ORI 8 5 PR ) i B B B A e e [ 5K
FRuE £ 5 TR I E Y (GB/T 5009.15) 4TI E . K
Ky fe T BERE , 3 1 mm JE B0 5 6 T BR800 ; I A
SRS AT i TR s RAR ) L FERR LAY 5k
I WA IR DU 2 1.0 kg 2247, B J 3 100
H i85 o A b 28 SO I A i, SR P H JRil 5 5 8
FARBTEL (ICP-MS)WE . RHZEZINIEI 42 TR
HED TR (AR IITA TR 8 Tl it O
Bl ErfrE . PICEN 89%~112%.

1.3 #RRIEHCE

i SR B B0k 2 ph 1 [ B2 &K Muller™F 1969
SRR AR AT ) 4R i S BRI 2T B
JSH A BB BT s Y S g, HET)T
TP A3t e N = 5 S g R 45+ A -
NS

Leo=log,

k% B;

o Lo Rt REFEEG Coh R HERE R R 4R S
YR FE , mg - kg™ s B R Bl o0 R 1) M BRfb 25 75 5 (H,
mg kg sk B IE REL, — ML 1.5, AR L F i 2R
R R TAFH, BRI R 1,

R MRRIBHSTEEESR

Table 1 Cumulative index pollution degree classification

Lo 15 YL Pollution degree V5 YLFESE Pollution level
<0 0 Jois g
0~1 1 BRI
1~2 2 g e
2-3 3 e e -5 T e
3~4 4 SHTG YL
4~5 5 ST Yt 5 G
>5 6 e 58 775 G

14 BBRY

32 Z 80 (Transfer factor, TF) 7] UL S AL VEY)
MWz G LR E LT RGES) . A FEEY
A% B 2R 550, T TR DA B P DRI/ 1) e B L
Ko HA TR AR,

TF G
=C.

K :CHEDTERARTELE TR E, mg-
kg™ CoMAMARIZAE D A X iy 1 3 b 8 4 JR G 3R i
mg kg
15 BEEFEIHESERERNKITH

A R4 N R FEELYOK &Y LA T

57 AP AW T ORI TR AR T R
P EE A AR, SR T USEPA #f 75 1) 2 38 1T 545
TS AN [ A TR A T 7 RO R B R PR £
H % 7% 85 0 A A 5 T A T
IRX CXEDXEF
AT X BW

A :ADD(Average daily dose) M3 & FHARVEY Y
B4 8T H AR HUE  mg kg™ - d7'5 IR Ry FKOK BB
1 H A, g+ d™s C o FOK BB Hh i) 0 vk
mg kg™, ED N EEFEAFE K a; EF N B FEMA  d-a”';
AT PR RGE 1 ds BW R IR kg A 64
T ) R M R R R T S S 2 R B H A
PT35I AR E EPA S ECT- WIS
RV 0 4 S U5 T AR 0 92 100 S 6 VR 4 5 2R B
IR Y- 34 2 R B () ok R T 25 B EPA 25T, %
8 Z B U B B R IR W 2.

ADD=

®2 RRESYRE

Table 2 Values of exposure parameters

RIS SR iVE(Es SCHRR 4
Parameter symbols Parameter name Value Sources
IR Y H AR/ (g-d™") 25.8~419.3 [24] A5
ED TR K a 2~75 N7
EF TN/ () 350 [23]
AT V-4 2% R I 1]/ EDX365 [23]
BW Rt kg 13.4~57.7  [24] A5

P TZE FEEAR FEORIENIOK BRI &
TG TR KRR BRI
AFFEE B F B KRG AR FUATT R E AR S, £
TGS 30 % LU AHEA SRR IR T E 5 X SRk
W30 % DL EAHFA ST R IR T AR A ] 4 5 KR
BT TCh E AR RGBSR T OLES:6~17
%) PRI E R ER ST RO )

B2 1R A 2 B0 XU AR B KUK, 28 10
Y BUR M 9 R 1S 3 — ZES5 8 SR AR
R R T R XU =l S e B XU R FH /s
E R (Hazard quotient, HQ) R FRAE , i1 H ¥R A H
4 JE A& (ADD) B LAEE H f 1A i (Tolerable daily
intake, TDI) 5, A TF -

0-ADD
TDI

H 215 & A & (TDI) A 4 th 55 1 A4 20 41
(WHO) A5 [ AR e Aol H 2L (FAO) B L ZE
E L2010 4, T 5 T A 20 UEHT i 8 1 SR B A T A 1
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Table 3 Staple food, fruit intake and weight of different age groups

AR FEEAR TR A M
Age Staple food intake/(g-d™) Fruit intake/(g-d™) Body weight/kg
2-3 122.7 61.1 13.4
3~4 128.3 66.6 15
4~5 146.5 53 17.5
5~6 158.4 62.2 19.7
6~9 228.8 63.1 26
9~12 250.8 61.7 35
12~15 331.5 72.9 432
15~18 257.2 108.1 51.6
18~30 410.1 25.8 56
30~35 419.3 25.8 52.8
35~40 410.3 25.8 57.7
40~45 3327 25.8 56.2
45~50 327.4 25.8 57.4
50~55 335 25.8 55.9
55~60 351.9 25.8 54.8
60~65 324.2 25.8 52.6
65~70 295.4 25.8 50.7
70~75 350.1 25.8 49.7
>75 323.2 25.8 46.3

B, FEAN S T 4R I R B T TS A2 R i (PTMID R 25
pg kg AR (FAO/WHO 2010) . $#45:H 30 d 354,
DI AT

PTMI

I'DI=———
30

HHQ/NT 1, LW xR R e R T
PR B RSG5 X5 HQ KT 1, BB ARV AR Y
il FREIXUISE 5 40 2R HQ RO {ELR T 10, D358 B A7 7 w8 14 1
MBS

2 HREIR

2.1 TERAEERTEIEM

WFFE X XC A L CI AR QLA 1 1S90 o i S 75 e
PR LR 2 (B 3. XC AR - 5840 7 i Yu I E 0.039~
2.73 mg-kg !, A A — S AE  HIBR R W E ) %
B A 3R S VS FEITE 0.039~1.40 mg- kg ', HHERR &
HOE(E R 0.336 mg- kg™, MRS S BABE I B A&
by A 3895 Y XU s b ifE (7 7) ) (GB 15618—2018)
HA R A, SRR AR 41.67%, CJ 4+ 4
% BV FEITE 0.078~0.859 mg - kg™, SR S S
VAR AR S VL FIAE 0.078~0.511 mg- kg™, 3855
SR M 0.242 mg- ke, TAREHFR R K 28.81%.

3.0r
251

2.0r

e
Cadmium concentration/(mg-kg™")

i

5

XC i CIHL QL
B2 MRXIELEBRE

Figure 2 Soil cadmium concentrations in three towns

in the study area
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Figure 3 Evaluation results of accumulative index of cadmium in

three towns in the study area

QL+ 540 & 5 Y B 7E 0.083~1.442 mg - kg™, S BR 5+
WAE S L 1% R Y0 7 0.083~1.240 mg -
kg, 13 S T (E M 0.286 mg - kg, T FEHIFR R
H21.62%. XC.CJ.QL 341 1 HEAE 5 i 40 & AL
SR B K 124.9% .52.8% F198.3%, A LIFE
WFFE X 3B AR R AR R S AEAE 2 5, LR XC
QLA

R Al 00 45 0 B O i DA O I i
0.108 mg- kg, ¥ ftth RAFEHOT 54 50, 15 B W5
X348 TS Y K PR A5 5 . 9T X i R AR
FeBUIR AR R -2.04~4.07 75 YL 9% ) TG 15 Yt T3
155, 72135 B3RS, 93 AN FE i B2 3] T AN
FREE RIS G, 5 SRS ALY 68.9%, (X 42 M HE i JE T
TG geRZs . Hop RS YR N EON 564,15
SN ELY 41.48% , v EE TS Y ORE SRR 27 4,
AR SN B 20% , s B TS Y S DB SRR
BI04, 5 BN 7.41% ., HeT i 2R
BTS2 RT3 AN RE 5 e, XC A £ 4
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FE & 15 YLK R 70.27%, CJ B B 1 SRR dh 5 e R
68.33% , QLA 1)+ HEAE S 15 YL h 68.72% ., #44K I
E OB S Y R, BT R
PG gy, FEE D TR PG,
22 Kk FEESENH

FAKSE SR A4, XCHIEA P RET 3505 H
PR RORFEAS | A5 I, 4 Wk 32315 FB 7E 0.006 6~1.073 7
mg- kg™, BI{H H9 0.325 9 mg-kg', CJaLHE R4 584y
F 7 RO REAS 40 He 32 3 [ #E 0.005 8~0.570 6 mg -
kg, #{E 7 0.170 4 mg-kg o QLAHILRAE IS A ™
KoK, Gt el B WoRA 1w, HIBR S AT A
7 [l 7E 0.007 5~0.277 4 mg kg™, Y8 4 0.082 0 mg -
ke'o MRPECE M Z 2 EZARUE &0 s YR D
(GB 2762—2017) H i L 2E , KK & &= FRAE M 0.2
mg - kg™ FZIFRIE , XCHEH  CJH QL 3 HREE R K
KFE b 4 2 B AR 250 31N 48.57% .34.48% .8.82% .
1 DL SR AT, XC ALY 7 R AR A At
UM AR R, A B b R E 0.2
mg kg WIRLE o XCHEROKAE G 75% S A E 423
14 B AR E R BRAEL Y 3 A%, B XC B R OK R TS
YL ol M EE, CY B QLA I A 77 FORSR & i P HME
A [ bR HE R DLR  (HFE & TP AT AT 34.48% FiI
8.82% MR A . BEARFE K WFFRIX 34 A 77 KoK
B AR R B BT g, F ™ ROK T G e B It
J¥ 0 XCH>CIB>QLH . — 7 A5 Y - 4R % 1
3 A8 e AT O, D — T TR RN RO A B X A R Y
EAERE TR . T XCLCILQL 3N IOK R & = 1
5 S 2B, 43 R 105.76% . 86.33% . 89.72% , T 1E 3
BURER M FORFE A e — 22 5

XC.CJ.QL 3R AR L 7 03 B REA B A vk 1

FARRE I 1 - ARV P DL WL 4. e B i & &
I ZhrAE £k s e BR ) (GB 2762—2017) 11
e, KSR B & e BRAE R 0.05 mg - kg™, WF5T X 2R
AR A TR AR VR B B AR T I PR, B vk Y Rl A
0.003 0~0.005 4 mg - kg™, 3 45 fif ¥ 4% Vi 1B ¥ (8 N
0.004 4 mg-ke™, AR TFILFRIE . 7B AL Sk
AR5 RN 22.73% , RS AE 19 JUAS I A FEAS 22 57
BN RS RE R AEAL 3SR O A — b b iz Ab
X It HEAR R A 0.345 2 mg - kg, AL B RS AR
70.005 4 mg-kg™", FFE S A IR RMEL . X IBERE SR 1A
W8 BT AR B LA R SR AR i 1 iz
FZEUAE 0.012 0~0.061 1, A [R] i A (1) KK X 4 1)
1B Z B 7E 0.5~1.2252) 2R I8 S Xt 4 & i 1
iz ZEUTE 0.086~1.073 Lh44 2% 4 JR R 1 512 75
£ 0.166~0.5095", PH It , FI K OK 2 5% 3 AT B EB A 55 AH
EE, B4 SR R X 4 S 1) s AR R R 2
2.3 RAXK BN EANER R X

R i 2 8 7] 8 SO A9 X 3 AR [ 4 i A

l4r
12

1o}

0.85 ‘l’
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02F . T

of —= L ==
xc'%,ﬁ CJI%E QLI‘EE

i3
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ik

B4 ARXIERRBIRE
Figure 4 Cadmium concentration in rice of three towns

in the study area

R4 MRRRENFEHERR N LRIRKE

Table 4 Navel orange samples collected in the study area and the corresponding soil cadmium concentration

G I e o Xof o - A I IS R AL
NO. Cadmium concentration of navel orange/(mg-kg™) Corresponding cadmium concentration/(mg-kg™) Transport coefficient
XC-1 0.003 0 0.250 4 0.0120
XC-2 0.003 0 0.110 1 0.027 3
cJ-1 0.005 4 0.3452 0.0156
cJ-2 0.005 1 0.115 4 0.044 2
QL-1 0.005 1 0.1393 0.036 6
QL-2 0.004 2 0.1118 0.037 6
QL-3 0.005 1 0.083 4 0.061 1
B bR R 25 0.004 4+0.001 0 0.165 1+0.096 1 0.0335
oA (P25) 0.003 6 0.1109 0.021 4
TP {E (P75) 0.005 1 0.194 8 0.040 9
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IREEA A7 ROK B H 4058 88 8 5t (ADD) A T AR 53
A G FH R ECHQ) AL 3 MEE ] A ™K
K ft B JRUBS: 23 S i A T35 . 3R 58 XCLC) QL 34
AN R AT 1% B R 7™ KO H B4R 4 A
fat R XU AN . XC B[R] CJ QL P AEAH LU 78 45441 %
TR 1) 5 3 R B0 S B K, L HQ P {E R 15~18 %
PRAMNER R TF 2, B R B A 77 FROK B A5 7 %t
AN[RVAEA J2 AR A B s W RS K. AN AR i
By HQ Y(EAE 1~2, VAR B AR & 2R AHERE H
H 77 RORERAEAE— 8 RSP o QLB HQ -3 B 2~
3 BERINE N 1 B AR 5 YRR R . A3 hT 3 4H
HQ AN[F ALk BE, 3455 25% 43 i ik HQAE /N T
1,76 75% S AL HQ B T QL4H 15~18 ,40~55,60~70
RSB ARELASL , KRR T 1o AR IS BEREIAR
A SR XU %o LR W X 3 AR IS 2 15~18 4 AR
faRRE RS 5 /)y , A 2 1 2 B0 5328 Dokl P 2 12 32
HEPFREE. i, g HmTE Y X A ROk, ]
REXT 22 b, J LB 7 A vy At B RS , 156 W] ) L 35 X 4 T
15 Y AURR PTREJE L SRR L R &
B 64, A S S B rYfda HE DD e g 55, il
T B N R B it T 79

XPHIF 5T X 3 AN [A] R £ A 00 4 H 4 A
i (ADD) R 3 XU 46 50 (HQ) 2R A 73380, 11330 25 21
W26, XC.CJ.QL 3% & £ FIBT R 1 4R 8 A it 53
W 7.87E-06 . 1.38E-05 . 1.26E-05 mg-kg ™', 3 -4
ft B RUBS: 5 £ /N T 1, B7E I 9 DX £ FH I A 1
A& SRR XU /N, 33X 5 I R 0 - 9 1Y) s A g
BFER K,

T I B B 7= KO HQ B B 75 M3
BSOS , BT RE 5O R S A K. A
P A R 5T X R R 1 AR 80% (5B 1) F1l
83% (L), T K o 6 ) i B S B AL 114 969% (T3 % )
F97% (Lo k)™, BE R AR E 2 ok & 2 oK,
2017 AR5 X T A6 B S VR A 7 B R iz B
AR T ALA ] T 4 B S /E YR A AL 87%,
WFFE DX T 7 HURE 28 R TR AR A L o5 R A A 4% o i
TR o b EARE R B S ECTIF RS ) i
R B SE XA A R A B TR OK i
83.18%,

3 itig

BARFE WX 3 ORI LIRS IR FIA

K5 3EARABRKEBEEHBAEADD) BIEENREISE(HO)

Table 5 Average rice cadmium intake(ADD) and health risk index(H(Q) of different populations in three towns

XC CJ QLK

i ADD/ HQ ADD/ HQ ADD/ HQ

Age (mgkg'+d) (1) HQ(P25) HQ(P75) (mg-kg -d") (H{ED) HQ(P25) HQ(P75) (mg-kg'+d") (D) HQ(P25) HQ(PT5)
2~3 2.98E-03 3.58 0.51 6.00 1.56E-03  1.87 0.46 2.88 8.41E-04 1.01 0.26 1.43
3~4 2.79E-03 3.34 0.48 5.61 1.46E-03 175 0.43 2.69 7.86E-04 0.94 0.24 1.34
4~5 2.73E-03 3.27 0.47 5.49 1.43E-03 1.71 0.42 2.63 7.69E-04 0.92 0.23 1.31
5~6 2.62E-03 3.14 0.45 5.27 1.37E-03 1.64 0.40 2.53 7.39E-04 0.89 0.23 1.26
6~9 2.87E-03 3.44 0.49 5.77 1.50E-03 1.80 0.44 2.77 8.08E-04 0.97 0.25 1.37
9~12 2.34E-03 2.80 0.40 4.70 1.22E-03 1.47 0.36 2.25 6.58E-04 0.79 0.20 1.12
12~15  2.50E-03 3.00 0.43 5.03 1.31E-03 157 0.38 2.41 7.05E-04 0.85 0.22 1.20
15~18  1.62E-03 1.95 0.28 3.27 8.49E-04  1.02 0.25 1.57 4.58E-04 0.55 0.14 0.78
18~30  2.39E-03 2.86 0.41 4.80 1.25E-03 1.50 0.36 2.30 6.73E-04 0.81 0.21 1.14
30~35  2.59E-03 3.11 0.45 5.20 1.35E-03 1.62 0.40 2.50 7.30E-04 0.88 0.22 1.24
35~40  2.32E-03 2.78 0.40 4.66 1.21E-03 1.45 0.35 2.24 6.53E-04 0.78 0.20 1.11
40~45  1.93E-03 2.32 0.33 3.88 1.01E-03 1.21 0.29 1.86 5.44E-04 0.65 0.17 0.92
45-50  1.86E-03 223 0.32 3.74 9.72E-04  1.17 0.28 1.79 5.24E-04 0.63 0.16 0.89
50~55  1.95E-03 2.34 0.34 3.93 1.02E-03 1.23 0.30 1.88 5.50E-04 0.66 0.17 0.94
55-60  2.09E-03 2.51 0.36 421 1.09E-03 1.31 0.32 2.02 5.90E-04 0.71 0.18 1.00
60~65  2.01E-03 2.41 0.35 4.04 1.05E-03 1.26 0.31 1.94 5.66E-04 0.68 0.17 0.96
65~70  1.90E-03 2.28 0.33 3.82 9.93£-04  1.19 0.29 1.83 5.35E-04 0.64 0.16 0.91
70~75  2.30E-03 2.75 0.39 4.62 1.20E-03 1.44 0.35 2.21 6.47E-04 0.78 0.20 1.10
>75 2.27E-03 2.73 0.39 457 1.19E-03 1.43 0.35 2.19 6.41E-04 0.77 0.20 1.09
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Fo SHARAHEAFEERHBENEUDD) RERREIEL(HQ)
Table 6 Cadmium daily intake(ADD) and health risk index(H(Q)) of navel orange consumed by different population in three towns

I XCH1 CJHH QL#
Age ADD/(mg-kg™"+d™") HQ ADD/(mg-kg™+d™") HQ ADD/(mg-kg™"+d™) HQ
2~3 1.37E-05 0.016 4 2.39E-05 0.028 7 2.19E-05 0.026 3
3~4 1.33E-05 0.016 0 2.33E-05 0.028 0 2.13E-05 0.025 6
4~5 9.09E-06 0.0109 1.59E-05 0.019 1 1.45E-05 0.017 4
5~6 9.47E-06 0.0114 1.66E-05 0.0199 1.52E-05 0.0182
6~9 7.28E-06 0.008 7 1.27E-05 0.0153 1.16E-05 0.014 0
9~12 5.29E-06 0.006 3 9.26E-06 0.011 1 8.46E-06 0.0102
12~15 5.06E-06 0.006 1 8.86E-06 0.010 6 8.10E-06 0.009 7
15~18 6.28E-06 0.007 5 1.10E-05 0.0132 1.01E-05 0.012 1
>18 1.38E-06 0.001 7 2.42E-06 0.002 9 2.21E-06 0.002 7
¥iE 7.87E-06 0.009 4 1.38E-05 0.0165 1.26E-05 0.015 1

IR ARG Y. IR R A  XC L+
AR R, 9 0.336 mg-kg ' A L AR BR
FRF , XCHLT AR MR =, 4 41.67%, CI.QL
PR Y B AT 200 510 28.81% F1121.62% ., PRItk , XC 48
F - AR 75 Y Dl de ™ B, QLAR L ARSR I BE A = T
CIE, CJHAE A AR 20 5 T QLA (A 2 LR &
PEZE 5 (P>0.05) . HRHEAS 5 250, XCHUR QLA i)
R S A IR R 225, Z ARG S migs k. A
MR B, T REAE AL B AN/ EL, XC
RFEHL SR IS R K. TR S REME SR
15 Y AE A T A R385 1R R i X 437 g
FIRES AP, UL RE R TS e 25 SR . IR IX LA
S JUR i i X0 =, SR O T HE B ]I
g s R AT L. AR LR RIS
S 4 A Y O ST B e AR A TR B b U
A B AN AR R R R Y R A
BER A B A e X AR R A S A B
BT R I, XC R AL EBAEAE R AR SO, S R 2 L A
HHEFEFREOQTUS BRI R RS, Bz 5 A
SRV o XC AT I Ui b A7 78 w35 Y a5 Ao
S IR XA T AL B XA bR T KR
Ay HEAT , KRR 0 R 275 K HE IS Nk A 3t
A o FR SRR RE T A KR e AR
42 J8 283k T 7K PR SR T A B A L,
WINE TESE NS HIEBEY, QLK 1M
PRI R B P LA A AE = 5 e i, QLA
1) i T Y s TR AN IR B X [, IR BT R
R BB B DR O SR A XA e
DX BRFAIE 1% 18 7 4 S8 R AR A AT, TRV & B 2 b s

1] 43 A L2 BT DX ) ol e v, A5 7 5 K P
fE, 2+ TS Y EEORIE T Tk TG sh o BLoh, of
FE DX AR B FLASE 55, RS Bl it FH Ak 2 NE Rk e 25
TR A 4 R A LR A . BT
K /INFZ KRG it FH B AR 2R 1 00, 485 5 B
Titi NS - 9 A 2550 B B R T X R A
LA BT R4S 3 A [ T ROK I IR Y e
PRER G, ROK T Y AR AR KO XC 8L L CJ BH AT QL
B 3 EEAR O R (AR W 22 R (P<0.05) . 34
JIT R I FOKAF: it A8 5 RS A o, M2 Hh AP
KA FROKMEA YA AR A8, 1T >4 b - B4 7 AR
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IS YW BR ) (GB 2762—2017) Y KK 58 2 1 R
{ELRRE | IR DX R AR R BR KK RN 224 1 4 398 5 03 75
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R BR ORI A 398 A 75 e 23R 1 T 100% , -
FERG S M55 0.901 mg-ke o 3HARBIRIYSOK
i A KT 0.1 mg- kg™, X ) - B4 2 E AR
T 03 mg-ke'o FULAFFT X 24 M 1 3840 75 YR ol
— AR FR T MM ORI . B
AT X AR B 5 T e R A
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Table 7 Cadmium in rice and soil contamination rate in the study area
e e ORI e L RE
X AR IR B it AR ORI B AR 35 R ARADR KRR it AR ROK X e 2% R

Cadmium of Soil cadmium of

Cadmium of non— Soil cadmium of

Research . . . Contamination rate L. . . Contamination rate of
areas excessive rice corresponding excessive of soil samples of excessive rice  corresponding non—excessive soil samples of non—
’ cko™! i cko™! : : oeko! 1 cko™! : ’
samples/(mg-kg ) rice samples/(mg kg ) excessive rice/% samples/(mb kg ) rice samples/(mg kg ) excessive rice/%
XCHH 0.607+0.295 0.669+0.644 76.5 0.061+0.051 0.173+0.093 16.7
CJ4 0.339+0.110 0.266+0.103 35.0 0.082+0.062 0.246+0.149 26.3
QLA 0.295+0.091 0.901+0.456 100.0 0.066+0.053 0.261+0.213 16.1
R A B ROK JiE R i T I, X ONBUENOZE S T . PR SE R A R Z

A X A ) s R AN . IR R A K e AR
PR 40 % B 4 T 1 AR AR T LA ARG 3~4 A BR
g, T A B AR T I8 R B 0.012~
0.061, FIRK (B EMIAR L, & AR e 1 2% .
BARRT  WE5E X BT KOKRER & i As
JEHJE XC CI PR, HQ YIEHR K T 1,75% 7% 55 5 55,
Ab HQ TE 1~6, 50 T A 77 ROK AT BEXT 4 /8 43 A
TR A v P02 T R XS, 5 R U T 7. R
o AR bR Uk 1 AT AR AR RO e B i (R A
15, TRV ME ATEAS o 6 PR & i ik b iy i B K
KT IR K AR BE RRAIC HQ , 255 I S5 I 0, 38 24
FEARIR RO E A BRI HQ A 1 LN . £
T () A 1 T DX R o 1) e A o5 R ARG, I ok
TAR S PR 0.05 mg-kg' o I, HEICY #b 07 4
HF 5 3, BT e T XS OK RS, BRI
T FORARER B 7= Ok, BT DA 2 FEARAE 9 X R
13 T 58 i B XU A 75 2. AR R A 9T IX T 7E A 1
2015 4R GETHAFE S5 iR 5 X BT 7E 8 R AE Y 256 AR
e (B 525 B Tk AR B
PR 2R A . XHFSE X T FE 4 2009—2015 4F 7 4F (1)
AR i I TR B S A T 2 T, 7 AR b AT AR D A
T AR o IR I 1 ALY 80% A2 AT, AH ARG P iR 4
S TR KRR 60% A . A AT X7 i KL
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