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Abstract

Manganese content in the local rice and the rice dietary of residents in a metallurgy area were in-
vestigated on-the-spot. Based on the Monte-Carlo uncertainty analysis of the risk model for health
hazard recommended by the USEPA, Mn carcinogenic risk of different populations was evaluated
with Crystal ball software. All the results showed that manganese might not be one of the risk fac-
tors for an adult exposed through rice consumption.
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K. K3EEEEPATRFENIEBURTS S i@ X AL R 31T Monte-Carlo N E 4347, K FCrystal ball
BRI AR R BE B S BEATAR I A, PSR BB & F A SOR IR B0 AR . 45 R R 9«
EHRXEREALSHAOK, ERRREXRER, ENESLESBRAFNRERXE.
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1. 518

04 8 oL AE (R HE G 20 R R O I, 35K T — R B R B[] 57 L IF SR HER R
PEBEK AR H1H Cus Zn. Pb. As I Cd 2548 0 23 AFREEA T, 805 X I+ 8 SR 5 4 H ot
FEE, TS R A M R AR BRI R T SRR A B AP 2] 3] KRS i it 5
R R R )R EENR AL —, R E SRR aEE AN E R, FIL, £RFE
ISR K 4 XU 11 B 45 52 B BRBE A B (9960 (4] TR TR, B 7 o b X )7 FEL Ik F 8 2K
B4R A A R, MM K A B AOR A S S B E SR R P (5], N S A A
HKrfPb. Cd Al As &, RGN X (R ARSI As. Pb Al Cd & BB, T 10 ok Cd
BRI RG], HRARDEOMETTEL —, AT RN 3 A E . R S B
GRS, SEEMERCGANE, BoBWARS . % RENO IS RG[7]. B SR G4
Be. B RS 4R L R M@ HERIR I Z , T 4R Y R 0 e e R e M e

IR R i A A R 12.7%, ORI 2 R B M 3 BR8] . W TR SRR R
K, KK B T 4R AR ELR R, REK I £ i 5 4 1 B EL P 6 2R B 24 Hb B B 11 A S5 4
Y RMERE[O] [10]. AR ST ik i R 5 4 T B VA X FRE IR i 4 R 254 o KK O SR LI AT
G, YRGS E B R 2 OK (R BOE RG, AR MR 2 AR (RBEE R
B, A B2 R B IR R AR A R S 4 T R SR A R (RIS 5 %

2. tRF*
2.1, HEXEHR

MR AR OE CSREEEE, UVTRBRED K SR s, KIFRahos
90 LIRS, A hEMEE LA, SRR AKBMEUEERAE. L AR EERRE AL,
TR AT X, TREREEEMIEE. HENAREREREDN. F. hE. FHL0F
B (KR ) 9 i DR — R AR (OBt . Foeh, LB PO £ 00 F LK AR At
22. HmERESNE

RS R0 X A g A XA, SR A AT A0, 500 m x 500 m BB — N RFE G, K
RIS IRE AL LI S T LHSE, KR E T 75°C~80CHET, WK ICKEEBERM AR, FHEHET
HAEh T 75°C~80C kLM, TRAIFARAF . KoK Mn BRI /K (HNO5:HCI = 3:1)VH A &
- F BRI A 4 B T B R B G A (35 E Perkin Elmer A, Optima5300DV)i#E47 &l E . 4 Hrid A2 e i
N FARAED) T AT R Bl
2.3. BRXEIES

{8 B LIS PEA (Health Risk Assessment, HRAVK G159 5 NRBREMEL R, EEMAKETHEFE
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5 N AA A 22 43 A R R [11] o AR 58 B A58 /47 )& (Environment Protection Agency, EPA)
FE tH I AR B0 T e BT E0e B A T ) RS A A«

Rk =(Dy x10°) +(RfD, x73) 1)

D, =CxIR+BW 2

XQ)F, RUNIEBUE IS Y | & @ NEREFER T REUE N NERK (@ Y); Dy AESUEDZ & NiE
T B A H B 2R 5 7 (mg-kg A T)s RfDy AAESUETG I | & B BRI B (mg-kg™d ),
Mn (12558 0.02 mg-kg d s 73 N FHA () (LI 2011 4F (A PAES TR St R E AR
Ay 73 2R RE)H, CNRKI Mn & &, mgkg™; IR AKKHBEANRE, kg; BW A
AN, kg.

S FAREUE A R G, S BRI | B LIRS R R 2 R R B S [ 1 2] MERE Ak 2T
Pkt N A Ag B 16 B I i KT #5527k 1078 a7ty R LL 10°° a  fE N AR SO ML 2435 YW i i K T 252
A RS K o

N %F Monte Carlo B AN Crystal Ball #5445 K2k Mn i 808 AN NEE RS HEAT R, AR
POLFEIG IR X E 3 10,000 K. 7E Monte Carlo B FE A, BT 100%00) H /A BUE A FRR H AR,
WA AR A AR, G SR M . 95%. 97.596 41 99.50% i 5 #& 1 i/ N HEFRIFEAT 20 HT[13].

2.4. BIEALTE

i#id Microsoft Office Excel 2010 & 7 4# s NEidl, KA SPSS 20.0 #AFi#4T 41t 4T, 12H
Crystal Ball x5 i 72 X 8 BOROK AR BN B BEAT (2 e KU PR
3. BERESh
3.1 WRRKBARNESERNR
WFFEIX SR FH LR AR 57 AMRKFE L, Hoh, R RREE AR 4R, & 21k 96.5%. FK &
Iy ND-100.3 mg/kg, “FH#MEN 30.4 mglkg, AN 24.0 mo/kg [FEKGR & EL A Kolmo-
gorov-Smirnov £ 24 IER AR < 0.01)]. H FARMEFRAE AR H IOKH Mn IR MEARE, A RE
PEFIOKAE S Mn [#EFR R . JOKFER S Mn (& &0 Al 1, W%, A 14 MEESHEE T 50 mg/kg,
WiT 25%. KoK Mn S &EHE, FERH TR TG HE R R ER =R Hok, BeRoREY
KAVBE IR AR TN T IIAEE, FEUKREH B S 2T 5.
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Figure 1. The frequency of Mn content in rice samples
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32. FRIAEERIARBAE

R E RE RS RALS R, 46 (PEERBEERRSHERAR) [14], KiREANFHZRE
W MR 2~T, 8~12 B )LEH, 20~50 & 5. LcikdH, 51~65 %55, LR, 65 S UL Y. LikdA
L8 4l. RWIHEIRT 668 4 JHE, R/ AivuH 2-86 ¥ . T AT 13~19 B ER A FEA KD,
AR AT 0. WA ARE, JLEE 84 A, HIHE B AU 14.3%; KA 584 A, 5l N H
87.3%, TitE. LPE® 292 N. WAERGSRITERN L 1. H, 20~50 % A AR Ui tt 220k e
R EZEMO AR, ABEZ, 295 HE AN 50%.

X R R AT DK A EE /YRR, AEFRERHRN B OB EZ R B OK. 20~50 %
R H B IR B ER A, 2~7 ZILER/D. FEREF, BRI & s T e L 2).
H AT A :20~50 % Bt > 65 % LU ES I >50~65 % Bt >50~65 % &t >65 % Ll E4tt >20~50
Lt > 8~12 % )LE > 2~7 Z)LE. BUER MY, FEEEREN, HOOKEHEZRED, XS
FRAE G5 PR (0 AR S B AR D)V ARG T A e MR 20~50 & 2otk (1 KoK & = MK T 50~65 % 2ot
XA SERLHFEE A GBR . WAL, K575 DA,

TEA N, BUEEANT H Y ORBNE N 0.293 kg, HH BRI E N 0.333 kg, MR
KN EIME N 0.253 kg, FHERLME 2 7 72 5 0 (SR A Kolmogorov-Smirnov 656 2 1E 254
fi, P <001, fFEEREZER). BEANBHZRERAFE S 3ANHEA, Hh, BUESERN KR SR
BRI I 8D (- (L AT FEAS Kolmogorov-Smirnov #:56 8 IEZ /046, P > 0.01), FBUE Lk
K BN B B R R B I Bh RS R (L ST REAS Kolmogorov-Smirnov #6556 £ 1EA 404, P> 0.01).

3.3. FRABRAXKERERXE

5T Monte-Carlo ANHfE 70 A, TR REEA R ASKR NS ARG &L, 12 Crystal ball 4%t
B B0 X EAT AT o AR 7 DXIARE K 1) M 2 5 AN AR S0 15 ) A SO i 3 R AR AR 2R, X
— AN T I )P 35 B0 A B AT THERL, 0 A RSB MR R A g AT 0 A, RIS R X E RS
T K Min AN [RS8 A S B 2E 1A N1 35 B0 A XU B 4UL 45 2R (7 2).

Table 1. Characteristic of different populations in investigated area

= 1. PAEXBARABESN ST
ZH 51 2~7 % )L#E 8~12 % JL#E 20~50 % %% 20~50 % L 50~65 & 14 50~65 & &k >65 & ik >65 & &tk

NEL 52 32 164 182 78 64 50 46
BW/kg 20.7 32 66.7 54 61.8 58.2 62.1 53.5
i b /% 7.4 4.6 23.4 26.0 111 9.1 7.1 6.6

Table 2. Per capita rice intake of different populations in investigated area (Unit: kg/day)
72 2. PEXFAEABEHARKBANE (BAL: kg/XR)

20~50 % 50~65 % 50~65 %

2~7 % )LE  8~12 % )LE 20~50 % Bk >65 % Bt >65 & ik

s G It

/ME 0.05 0.1 0.125 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.075 0.075
BRAE 0.45 0.35 1. 0 0.5 0.75 0.6 0.5 0.4
¥ 0.12 0.16 0.38 0.24 0.33 0.32 0.29 0.20
LR DA 0.10 0.15 0.28 0.20 0.30 0.30 0.28 0.19

Std 0.095 0.057 0.25 0.13 0.15 0.15 0.14 0.093
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Figure 2. Probability distribution of average carcinogenesis personal annual risk of rice Mn intake of different age-sex pop-

ulations
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Pt > 65 5 UL EZctt >20~50 & . BRTLESL, MAESTE. LM EUEA NS5 A IOK A &
KA BHE—ESEMBUEAR, BT ROKPHESESE, S IOKBANEREML. HE 2~7
%)L AT 2R TR A 99.5% [ HAE K KT 107° a ! Ut B FH 4 AKX 2~7 ) LEAZAE Min fl B XU,
JSZAR S R ) LB £ FH 2 1 K 7 A ) Al A R IR o

4, 4Eig

1) WA XIS AR S H ORI E: 20~50 % B > 65 LI LB > 50~65 & Bk >
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2) WA XA A PR R AR S B, TN 30.4 mgkg Tt 4 25% KK AR A Bl T 50 mg-kg s
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