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Health risk assessment of human exposure to polycyclic aromatic
compounds in atmosphere and dust: A review

DONG Lingchi' HAO Weiwei' WANG Zigian' TIAN Mi* ™
(1. College of Environment and Ecology, Chonggqing University, Chongqing, 400044, China; 2. Chongqing Key Laboratory of
Water Environment Evolution and Pollution Control in Three Gorges Reservoir, Chongging, 404020, China)

Abstract Polycyclic aromatic compounds (PACs) are highly toxic and widely present in the
atmosphere, which can enter human body by breathing, dermal contacting and oral ingesting.
Therefore, it is significant to assess its human health risks accurately. In this study, commonly used
model for human health risk assessment of PACs in air and dust in domestic and foreign were
summarized, the current situation of domestic human health risks were analyzed, the advantages,
disadvantages and uncertainties of the evaluation methods were discussed, and suggestions for the
selection and improvement of the risk evaluation methods were proposed. In general, incremental
lifetime cancer risk (ILCR) model was a better method for evaluating the health risks from various

exposure pathways for PACs in air and dust, which is the most commonly used method with the
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highest degree of recognition. However, for the selection of human physiological parameters used in
this method, local investigation results should be used as much as possible. Besides, some
toxicological parameters need more research to reduce their uncertainties. Furthermore, probabilistic
risk assessment can reflect a more realistic health risk distribution and provide more basis for
environmental management. In addition, the importance of human health from PACs in atmospheric
gas phase and via dermal exposure pathway were emphasized, which two aspects have been
neglected in previous studies. This study can provide theoretical basis and method support for
accurately assessing the health risks of PACs.

Keywords polycyclic aromatic compounds, human health risk assessment, model discussion.

2 5 75 1AL B W (polycyclic aromatic compounds, PACs) J& — 2 12 A7 7 T ¥R, H X A& K&
ARSI B ORAE 3 AA HLTS e . HoR IR — O T LR, 3202 A R, ARG Tk I Can gk
MR BRI AT ) L S s S HE A L d A e K £ i AR R AR (b K L IR L B AN T AR
S5 93— 7 I —28 PACs Al ER H k4L, In £ 335 1 (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHs) ] i
kAR AL L Ak AR AR B A WA TR il — S B A O BE [T (% PAH i AR 9, WA 2% 2 305 I8
(nitrated PAHs, NPAHs) . b Z ¥ 7542 (oxygenated PAHs, OPAHs) ",

PACs 1A 16 Fft PAHs DX H: 350 PE 4 58 FEI A EE O/ 37 & (EPA) 1 28 iy PR vh B A e 42 i 75 ey,
Pl T [ 9 A BRI 2 W f 75 Y ) PR 4% B TR GX 16 B PAHS Ab, BIFSE A B & 26 PACs X ARG %
TSR A EEE. QNEE RS UG SR, — 28 NPAHSs M BURPEZ A PAHSs 19145, B8 M2 5K PAHs 19+
T A%, IF HoB:AR PAHs (9 85058 A8 M 2 18] B2 & A A F (g 2 AR IE Ak R 48, oK BRUIFIE GOk Bl %), i
NPAHs A] E4ZAEH T Yk, S Ik R, BA B3R AR Pk P, — 28 OPAHS 0 77 7E 1 75 35U 3
[ Y ORI S SRR & =R 7)) NS &= R f AR S M N - BB uR £ E L TS A

KAFKAHR S PACs WY B4R, RAFIKA Y PACs A8 &8 WA | 58 A FI B2 ik B 4242 fioh i
AR, HE T AR 1 B8 30 sl AR B0 T fE 5. PACs 1 A R JXURS: P4 .43 oAy 350088 RURS: D¢ AN FE 2
P WU PEAN PR D Jrh, PR 500G PACs BT B B0 TR, DAL o i B XU PN LA S0 IXURS: DTt Sy
F. TR B KU PE A 2 X AR 2R 58 T PACs B FREE T (B AL 30 X TF Ay A At a2F 47 i BRE JXUSS: F-
B B AE — 2 2 58 PR BT RN A5 T X AN B At BR300 114 248 R R 7™ o A AN B Ak T B9 VR T 00, % BT A7 A 1 31
B ) AT — 2 0 225 VR, [R) B AT 7 3 o o A A, X B8 A8 3 i e A M A B T T it AT — 2
Ay FE T S AR, H ETABESE Bk T PFAS O ik AN GE—, BV [m]— P Al 5 A Rt 5 i fl FH 2400
AT RERE A, 13Xk PACS {5 JRURS: 118 E i EA 1 B8 T AR KB AN 2 k.

ARSC B AE RS E AN R KRR KA H PACs AR B XUBS: P40 T 3, 3105 X5 DA i A0
SN R P REA TR, IR KU DM 5 12k Ay 36 3 A el i 4t L. AR SCRT R iR 1P Al PACs 1) fa B
IR $ Ak F VR AR 4f 1 7 v A

1 PACs AMRBRBRBPEMNT7 1 (Methods of human exposure risk assessment of PACs)
11w

KRAFREE T PACs IR G WIAAAE, BEPE 4 5 PR J7 v AT TR PPAN 22 fil ik 224 45 W X e 7 £ i 1k
TERUN . B3P 24 1 R F (toxic equivalency factor, TEF) J& 5t 2 31 55 B 2L & WA X T 2891 [a] £E (BaP) i
BEPE. T A PACs 1Y SMARTEME R & B AR M 1 i .

FRTHFSE C 508 PAHS KA AW B0 R 2581 100 F, Hoi A 16 R PAHS PR H: o S0 1 Fn 24 1
FE R E I AL I G, X 16 Fl PAHs BYREPE &8 a5k 1 s B0 BREL B 16 Pzt
E), FEEPF W RAT T — 28 PAH B W) A 8P 2 1 A1, 38 1 45 Hh 1 & 40% . OPAHs F1 NPAHS 1
TEF B >0 1) A] W H A 34047 A2 9 B HE R R4 PAHs o Y d Pk 2 i R 7, it 2 U, R e 4T
A ITE R rhk BE B AR, R AILAA (i i 1) 15 3t AT BB A K, FEBRER rh i 2L T 0GR B, Wei 55 19 &
B, BRI NPAHSs ¥ JiE LE PAHS {1 24 S 0RE 2, 1HHG ™ AR 1 B0 XU o5 S B0UE KUY 17%. 75
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— 7T, HELEAL G W) B AR TEF {H AN 24050 i, (ELDS HAE PR v v B 50 vy, LR 52 0 o AN v 228 ot
Sh, ARG — IR AR, — S e KR SRR T H B AIRR) PAH Ri7A4= 9, 40 1,8-Z5 11 (1,8NA), H: TEF %%
P AR DLARE . BEE 8 T IE AT ARAE TS G O AR RN, i St — 28 BEAT B0 XU A 1 2
fih, PRI, BRAFRTHA B9 TEF BT A5 R PACS (9 fa Fie XU 22 ¢ HE 22

R 1 PACs BN TH
Table 1 Toxicity equivalent factor values of PACs

(st iG] TEF{4 (st 4HE TEF{4
Compounds Abbreviation TEF value Compounds Abbreviation TEF value
16F {5 PAHs PAHsfii W)
E= NAPH 0.001 2-HIREZE 2-MNAPH 0.001
J& ACEY 0.001 1-F AR 1-MNAPH 0.0025
—AE ACEN 0.001 1,3-HI %R 1,3-DMNAPH 0.01
% FLUO 0.001 1-FHLE 1-MPHE 0.0025
E[3 PHE 0.001 3,6-— 3Lk 3,6-DMPHE 0.05
H ANT 0.01 9-Z 1] 9-FLU 0.002
5 FLUA 0.001 9,10-EHiR 9,10-AQ 0.004
S PYR 0.001 2-F13£-9,10-JEER 2-MAQ 0.004
HIf[al BaA 0.1 £ S-S BEN 0.0039
Vil CHR 0.01 H 3 [a] -7,12- BaAQ 0.006
ESi1JD3: BbF 0.1 6H-#Jf[c,d]EE-6-one BcdPQ 0.32
ESIHIND BKF 0.1 1B 1-NNAP 0.004
HIf[a]eE BaP 1 5-filsEE 5-NACE 0.01
EiFf[1,2,3-c,d]iE IedP 0.1 pRIE Y] 2-NFLU 0.01
Z I [a,h] B DahA 1 9-fiF LB 9-NANT 0.0032
HFF{gh,iHE BghiP 0.01 9-FlEIE 9-NPHE 0.006
3 EEE 3-NFLT 0.01
A-fi R 4-NPYR 0.1
- EELE I-NPYR 0.1
6-fiHEAR 6-NCHR 10
1,3- Al 1,3-DNP 0.031
1,6- fEFLEE 1,6-DNP 10
1,8-HEFLEE 1,8-DNP 0.1
2-FIEZE 2-MNAPH 0.001
1-H5EZE 1-MNAPH 0.0025
13- 1,3-DMNAPH 0.01
1-H SR 1-MPHE 0.0025

1.2 RABZBERE AN

KA, PACs W AFAE TS M a5 72 0k 4 L, AR B B2 i A A0 HG P W 8 55 . iz K 328 o 2 582
FCT s B P W 5 8 5 N\ MRTE R A FH A 2 R A KR PACs, AT 28 WP T 08 A AR5 B 422 ik 2
FE S AN IURL AR ) PACs 5 M B2 Ik BB Ak, DA T 28 7 1K 78 35 w2 1k B AL E AN D 4
NI o8 s e M A i JBORE A, DA B 25 0K 1 1) PACs 28 71 Akl 1 AR, T T 32 22
SXoF P R 2 i isk 19 13 420 ) 5 8 XS TP A AR 98 b A7 238
1.2.1 PR

(1) 5%

TE KA W 8 53 A B XU BN v, S5 FH R AN 12 A 2 B BUR R FE I B ECR AN B Ji i XL
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S TLCR, M — 2 B SCEE A (il FH 3 1R A vk R4 (el R XU 1A
D & B BURE H45 1G % JB (excess cancer risk, ECR), A0 0L (1—2)
ECR = TEQ X URp,p (D

TEQ = ZC,-XTEF,- (2)

Hvp, TEQ(total equivalent quotient) J& A BaP A5 B %) 3 208 55 80K B (ng'm™) ; URp,p( unit risk of
BaP) j& BaP F7 XU R A, & 25 (70 a) WA LAV JiT 5 1) BaP Ji5 SEERE 19 AU, 53 T A= 41 41
(WHO) # L #Y) URg,p fH Ky 8.7%107° (ng'm™) ', 3& [E A0 M I8 55 £ 477 28 (CalEPA) £ 1L 1Y) URp,p H N
1.1x10°° (ng'm™>)'; C/&% i 1~ PACs [ % (ng'm ) ; TEF /2% i 1~ PACs (8 Y = 7.

ECR JE S AR AR KA PACS T B0 9\ EL, 4 ECR B 5.98x107* R B A 1 BUAE A
A 598 A& T WA PACs i i U AR 56 (R PR45 B A ML E - 4 ECR<107° I BLAT W] 352l J2: n] 20 %
P4 R XL, 16241,

D 2 B 5iE XU 3 5 (incremental lifetime cancer risk, ILCR), 233X UL (3-6)

F.. X TEQ x IR x EF x ED
ILCR,, = S5Fm X B\?vaTX X 107 3)

H i1, ILCR,,, (incremental lifetime cancer risk from inhalation) ;W A 7% &8 A9 2% & & 5E XU 3% & CSF,y,
(carcinogenic slope factors for inhalation) A7 BaP [ I I 25008 480 R [R -, 3 #5433 FhAS [R] 2R A6 BRI 7%
R IEIH R FEAT VAR, JUMTEIE N 3.14 (kg-d)-mg ' 2" BW(body weight) 1A # (kg) ; IR (respiration
rate) i PEIZ 33 K (m3-day ') ; EF (exposure frequency) N 4F-Z% @& 51 % (d-a™') ; ED(exposure duration) k4t &
%72 W] (year) ; AT (average life span) b4 % iy (day).

X TR AH PACs R, BT PACs 7EAN [APRLAR ORI b 0430 A A 3K 25 5%, TS [RDREAR ) S0k 4
HEANARIT W 22 58 B AT, AT 5220 PACs 76 AR 22 48 N 338 B DT RCRAEAE 22 57 A X
TRRBURL YY), 20 00 B 25 5 3 2ok WP W 3R Gt A AR, 7675 18 PACs RiAR 53 A I OL T, 28 B9 i AU 38
i ILCR PR A0 R 2272629,

_ DIDXCSF,;, xEDXEF _

ILCR;,, = W AT x 10 4
DID = " (DC,, x TEF,) x IR (5)

DCL,' :ZDFRJXCN (6)

H v, DID( daily inhalation dose) W A # #8 & (ng-d ') ; DC,, /&5 i I~ PACs 1£ MW 28 58 T B e
(ng-m™), & RAPORI Y PACs R FE 28 RABURY) H PACs 72 2 88 i i AR HL il OE &% C 02
55 i A~ PACs 155 j Jki A2 i [l A% B W B (ng-m ) ; DFg S50 j JOR AR JE A9 PACs 7E NARIT I 2 58
FAYE BT L.

FELL L5y, Horp—So SR iR EE | P W 8 A B AR IS AR Ak, BRI, R S 43 AN TR AR i BOR 2173
P WU PEA . 3R 2 25 T S0 XU DA rhess B 0% PR A7 B 43 =X 58— FP AR i B R 0 B R A3,
N B30 53 SR AN A8 Be B, 28 b D i B kg L 28 AN G2, axX sl 43 J7 U B9 e A T3
2 10253030 PEAK IR\ AP o3 AR AN 2 s o262,

x2 BRIFMEMSH

Table 2 Exposure risk evaluation model parameters

BW/kg EF/(d'a™) ED/a IR/(m’*-d™) AT SAW’ f: fr?nffs
2ILo—2% 9.75 360 2 5.31 25550  0.4675 [32]
YL 2—6% 16.60 360 4 7.88 25550 0.7075 [32]
JLE 6—12% 31.65 360 6 11.65 25550 1.07 [32]
HAE 12—18% 51.05 360 6 13.75 25550  1.535 [32]
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BW/kg EF/(d-a™) ED/a IR/(m*-d™") AT/d  SAm’ S5
References
WA 18—70% 60.77 360 52 15.70 25550 1.75 [33]
JL#E 15 360 10 8.6 25550 0.95 [25-26]
A 62.4 360 30 15.1 25550 1.75 [25 —26]

ILCR JE X R 2 5 258 T — & 5 1t (1 PACs 177 A5 (14 ik 1E 6 7K - B9 988 0 i 3 Y. ARG 56 [ 34
B4 B LE - 24 ILCR>107 i 2 B 2o KU AR i s 24 107 <ILCR<107* i 3 B EL AT 1 7 20 UK 5 24
ILCR<10"° Fif J& AT 4252 8 AU A3 1172933 7361,

@ R B S BUR T 75 b 2% (loss of life expectancy, LL), AZ0 L (7).

PAHs N AT A W) HAT 1) 8 B R AT A F5 i 2% 77 A — 2 52, 843 B 9 SR P PR 8500 T - B0
P A7 A A0 % LU X P02 3 688 1180 A AR 5 XU 1A 7 DA 7400,

ILCR;,
=5

LL=62.16x 7

LL & X2 5 255 T — 52 5 (9 PACs M7 A= B A 4 . 4 LL (BN 97 W2 7R N 2 8 TR <
H1 PACs TS B0 Z fir 5 2 97 min -7,

(2) e ik A =

B Wk i T2 2R AR SO ABURLAR 7 B PACs 55 A B2 JIK B Ak, DA T A5 A LU B3 T
KW 19 PACs BEA NI, 51 %5 BRRZ S O BTS2 850, Al SR FE A 3 (8-12) BEA T B KURSE B Af 1,

ILCR 4rn = ILCR, +ILCR, (8)

ILCR. = DAD, x CSF 4, X ED X EF 106 9)
& BW x AT

ILCR. — DAD, X CSF sy X ED X EF <10 (10)
P BW x AT

DAD, = TEQX K, , X SAX f, Xt (1D

DAD, = TEQX K,_, X SAX f, xt (12)

H ) ILCRyem (incremental lifetime cancer risk from dermal) Ay 57 JIk 2 5 119 2¢ B 958 AiE XURS: 18 &5 ILCR, 2
/25 PACs AR BE KU TLCR, 2 15 ORI AR SS 45 1) PACS X A& (94 HE KUK s DAD( daily dermal
absorption dose) iy ¢ Jk #& #% # (ng-d ™) ; DAD, & AAX A PACs H)##2 fit (ng-d™') ; DAD, J& A XS
ORI AR PACs (95288 1t (ng-d ') 5 CSFem J K2 IR B BE R AR I BUBALRIN T, H 25 (kg-d)mg ', K, , K
UM PACs 9325 K2 280, MR 2.251% K, S J0RE A PACs Y325 K2 240, HR 0.007 % SA SRR IR (m?) 5
S R SR B R R TR Y 22 8 11 53 LU, f, W URAH v Bz SRR T AR A 2286 71 73 LU, AT BTS8P R 25% 17,
BBETE LI N 15% 2529, AT HFF0A B R [ 4 £ AR ], Fofe | B, B, A BB 4 51
10%. 25%. 10%. 5% " 1 — K RIS 8], B 24 h-d ™' 0020 HARS A 3 2 s,

5P 7 FE 2, X ORI PACs 15, i1 T PACs 7EA [PRLARIURL ) 1 (943 A A5 5 K 2 5, 1
R IRV SR 14937 K 2 80O ), DRV, 765 1 PACs FORLAR 4 A5 5 0, JUBCAH PACS F 6% it
LA (13) B2,

DAD, = > (C;i X TEF, X K1) X SA X f, x 1 (13)

Hot, K, g 255 j SRR NS § 4> PAHs i& B2 1838 2450, S0G W15 (n 7+ . ¢ BEK 73 B
FEC FREEO BA A Y D BURL AR % 5 28 1 Ik 2R 1T IR0 A A G o,
122 BIRIRL)

(1) ILCR 5 ECR 19 X 5]

ECR 5 ILCR ¥J02 H T 25 T RS H PACs 51 RHAE B9 XU . ECR 352 F T 1A 0 252 57 ik
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& B0 KRSz, T ILCR W] T4 0 W 2 % B B ik 2 8 0 B30 XURS: . 76 FH T D7 I W0 2 8 ) 385008 JXL
B B, ILCR ] X A3 AF 0 B, 25 B8 T AN [ AF I8 )2 U N HE 45 30 A6 3 BR ) 22 5, B ECROR BT InZu 8. A
WFgEdE H, ECR AT WO 2 88 PPl 1 ILCR FH TR IR 2 88 VP4l U7, (HAE B SCHR rh /0 H B LA IX
Sy PR B A L.

(2) AN P A B

B Y & R R PR B KA PAC fi R XU P-4 2 R H Nisbet il LaGoy™ "1 £ 1992 4F
Mo As By #EdE 2 N TEF {H, (H2 )5 22— 5 #9159 8 7 5 Z R [F A% TEF {H. 41 DahA #5314
25 K1, 78 Malcolm %594 i #F 5% v BU(E 4 5, 1M Nisbet F1 LaGoy f A28 v H B b 199, 22 T
51%; BKF F CHR B TEPE Y & K 7, 25 [ R85 8 1993 4F /N B9 BUE 23 %1 4 0.01 1 0.001 %, Tij Nisbet
F1 LaGoy™ fBIF 5% v FHLEE 4351 o8 0.1 11 0.01, #H2Z T 10 £%. A UL, Bt 2 5 A 78 HoA R KA
TEPE.

KENHF W AH Y. BRTE AR PAHs X HAT YA L af, HE A4y EE KTk
PAHSs, {H & Y B 25 1E 24 1 K T I BF 9 24 T 16 Fh25 8 EPA #2918 263561 PAHS, {04 /D343 1)
NPAHs 1 OPAHs /] TEF {H, iX 7§82 5 2 PACs 54 9™ S ALAN, UL, U575 #F— 20 I )& PAHSs 17 4E
VI B A A S 5T, ARAR L M )

BRI SHANH E k. ANHT T, ILCR W — S BRI R A5 S B AR IR A2 Ak, SEBr |, 3X
S S FORN BEAFIE A Ak, FLIA] — AR BN R ) 2 [ 25 25 5, B AR 2 (R A TR ], iX 26 280
WAETER R 22 57 ik 8 22 S R 2 245 SO AU, VA A R AN B . [ AR Lo MR AR — IR T 5 4, A
DX S A At B XU DA, 25 5 1 AP &5 SRS VAT . SN I 5 R AN 54 AR TR 56, H 24 A Mk
HEAT AN [R5 3 B LR AL 25— 26 5. P G0 Je Bk B BR TR, LS80S 521 N I g e, AR R 245
AR EE AR, FEOZS B MR, LN, 58 2058 2E 04 TR FE XS PEAN Ik 35 2 2% 56 [E A S I
P B R A AR S BUE AT BUE, B R R R AR BRSO A e 22 5, W A CB %) 1) - R 7E
L SEEL HAS, whE AR R 55 h 65, 86, 64, 69, 80 kg, T UL4% [ b 2 FAw K, Hip, EEE
PER AT TR B0 1.3 7522, 3X S 2 WPl 45 5 00 M 1k 3 s i b R A 40 38 T 2013 4E
FE2016 LM CTEAMBRESHTFM(RAL) ). (TEABZRESHRTFNOLES:
0—5 Z) YA(FEABRBESHTFMOLES: 6—17 ) MVRAEE T I E AR IEIHE R | R st
78 T B A5 2 58 S OB, (e T T A AR e R IR 1 e e DA B 0L T AR B e . Bk e A kA
PSR T AN, BURRPRINF | B R REWAFE R KA & . A I 5E R W BaP 1 IR S0 &L A
TFRELL 3.9 IIMH . 1.8 MbriElw 2 X EUE A 530, 1 BaP 1 1 k2 88 20 £ B 7 A R A 51 45 1
13 IR /N AT REAH 2220 1.5 4% 100 X 3% Bz 24U, 25 [ EPA I HEFE(E N 0.007, SR, iX kb Cao 45 2
(BT e/ N 25 B2 R UK — A B0 0. X e AR ) A B2 25 57 L S80I AN B 1 A 3 1) £ 3 XL
B PEAN AR MEAS BRI PRI, 5870 0 5% A (g e XURS DA 2k A v 5 | AT BSR4 AT X AN Bt o 1 20 BT
T 7467483 3 MR SR A3 A AR A G S B R R R P A T R AT, T AR S BRI | VAN A5 S A
RO G B PPk BARAS BE AR AIK I BT 5 [ R PN 7 AN 2 12, (E BB A 8 XUBSL KT, 25 85
PR ALEE Z IR SR, X PP 5 I T B SR AR RRIE AR B, T LG 2 — 2 B i

(3) 5 AH 5 BURLAH h PACS X AR 4 R B 52 i

KHEVT PACs 78 KA P AFAE I A5 6 M 2 58 XU ) s i, IR 338 5 B0k S PACs HA MIFN )
TEQ f, Xf H ILCR 113 45 5. Xt TP Z 2 1M 5, M4 ILCR 1T/ (3), SAHS Pk AH 1132 XA
], PR, 24 M 5 00k PACSs 785G A1 A 89 TEQ {ELR, HE0R KU A H. 2, T PACs 12 & 4
FEAREURLY) L, T AR IF I 25 fiff 40 FURE 0 #5417 — 43 PACs HEHARSS. B IL, SEBRTTRAE AARIT I R 55
Hh X AR i SR s AN 1 T ) R A PACs ¥ BB 25 R AR W90 SR, (A5 — 42 1002, H At FA&
PACs J& B AFFE AR IR TR — 2B B9 . % F B 4 Ak 22 5%, M IR] TEQ 1B 4L T, K4S PACs HEK
I KU HEAIUREZS PACs i 3 B G (A&l 1 Birzs ). SR, A5 2% i PACs IORIAR o0 A1 LA KGE B2 28K
(9 U, UK ZS PACs 51 A9 B0 XU F1 25 PACs 5156 By 300 XU 1] 19 22 B 23 45 /N . X T 50k: A0
PACs 135 ¢ Z %, 35 [/ EPA B ¥k % {5 4 0.007, 1fif £E Cao %5 P9 3L F PACs ki 12 43 A 11 54 kL AH
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ILCR MAF5E R, G BURL ki A2 /N T 3.2 pm B, L PACs 385 2 3 5B 4 R 0 388 KM/ )N >4 ks 47
KRR T 3.2 pm B, L PACs i Bz 72 B R R A28 (0 15 i3 K, B WL UKL PACs 19375 B 72 55 1L 41 it
Wi I/ NI R BB 0.01, i Kk 1.64, 25 LAAL 5/ NE) 3 B R BT, A5 BURLA ILCR Z [A]4H
P 2B, UL KRB B R BT, W ILCR Z (AU AR 2% 2 f%5. B TEQ RuBS N, K4S PACs ¢
ok 2 i 50 DR P 398 R R bR, Al 18, 7 18 TEQ UL T, R AR R ARG 35 5K, 32 3 F L.

1073 —=—ILCR g
—®— ILCRgerm(g)
1074F 4 ILCRgerm(p) e e
’000
//.——"—"'
10 P
6 1073 | ././././&’H_—k—..'_‘
=
1077
o—a—a—a a—a—a
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Table 3 Human health risk due to exposure to dust

TRAYE HH HEY B ke fin WA A fRFEAE: S 30k
Dust sources Date Compounds Dermal Inhalation Ingestion Health risk References
FAMILE) 2010.08 16PAHs  2.58x107—3.58x107° 3.61x107">—5.56x107" 1.86x107—1.07x10° TETEXUR: [54]
EL0PN) 2010.08 16PAHs  2.58x107—3.98x10° 1.13x107"—1.74x107° 1.45x107—2.24x10 TETEXUR: [54]
EAOLIE) 16PAHs  2.2x10°—2.1x10"  6.7x107%—6.6x107""  1.7x10°—1.07x10"°  TELERE [55]
FANORN) 16PAHs  6.1x10°—6.1x10"*  2.7x107°—2.6x10°  3.4x10°—3.4x10* ETEXUR [55]
FEMNOLE) 2012.03—2012.12  16PAHs 1.3x107 2.01x107" 1.04x107 TTEAURS: [51]
FEWNOEA) 2012.03—2012.12  16PAHs 2.8x10°° 1.22x1071° 1.57x10°° TETE RS [51]

AEEARY 1) £ 2 X LR AR5 PAC AN 7] 28 58 34 42 (19 ¢ B S i AURS: 38 dt, 285 L 414 4 B 7. DAIAD 4 T
B, B DR R R I A5 AP ¢ B s A DXL 494 3 g P I R R, U5 B PR o T PR SR K AR TR
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Fig.4 Incremental lifetime cancer risk from inhalation (ILCRyp(g) ), dermal (ILCRye(g) ) and ingestion(ILCRyye(g)) in dust
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2 HEWKAEK PACs NMEREEFHR XK (Health risks of human exposure to domestic atmospheric PACs)
2.1 BRI X
21,1 BRIXZE AR AR AR B

FE] PP 3R X 25 A1 22 055 B 24 ok AR () £ B s i Bsf, 8 SR ECR. ILCR 1 LL (9 3F A J5
SR 2 B S0 U G B B ECR SEAT PR 3k Tls O ML P22, 1977, 4 BH) R PACs 119 ECR {EY [l
TE 1.55%107° 3 1.45% 107 Z [i] 162250571 A fR ey 95 [ IR BT B AU 19 13107 53X — Rl 3232w [, o] fE ik al
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W PACs 1Y LL {75 FEI7E 0.12 min & 333.54 min "'~ 77, kb 0] 352 (1) XU 7K - 5 B A 5 25 0 £l B XU
K22 18], Qe 4 v 0. AT T, P FE SR X ZE A PACS it AR A i BRE JRURS: 8 A A g, JHL XU 7K S
b — 28 % 3R [ R g, AN [ B 52 8 e B B2 A M IX % ECR B0 1107 Ze A7 XU il 32252 ) % P PR
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Table 4 Human health risk from atmospheric PACs in typical cities in China

Wt (A 6) H it HaEw e Jri: Bty TR 2% 3k

City(Province) Date Compounds Source Method Value Health risk References
N ZR) 2012.06—2013.05 16PAHs BRI (PM,s)  ECR 5.98x10°* HRAE  [16]
P22 (Pt 2008.07—2009.08 17PAHs, 3NPAHs Mifi#( PM,s) ECR 1.45%10° FEARRE  [22]
T (i) 2019.01—2019.12 16PAHs FBRIYI(PM,s) ECR - (2.58—3.72)x10*  FAKK  [56]
SRR 2021.09—2021.12 16PAHs S ECR 1.55x10° BIERK  [57]
HEM TR ) 2017.01 15PAHs R ( PM,ys) TLCR 9.56x107 CIE725% [26]
FEL(TI5) 2016.09. 2016.12 16PAHs KLY (PM,g) ILCR  (5.17—5.58)x10°  EZERK  [60]
RIECLLTY) 2019.12—2020.01 16PAHs WOk ILCR (328—8.85)x10° WWTERK:  [61]
A (W) 2013.12—2014.01 16PAHSs MR PM,s) ILCR (4.29—8.25)x10° WFEXE:  [62]
SN (FE ) 2016.03—2016.10 8PAHs BRI (PMys) TLCR - (0.7—1.4)x107  W[§E3% [63]
a0 TS AT S SO ) i s toe0’
PR GLZ) s s 6NPAHs I PMys) ILCR  (480—646)x107 WHZE  [65]
Jbmt 2019.11—2019.12 16PA2;‘P?££AHS‘ WORYI(PM,5) ILCR  (8.39—9.59)x107 w3z [66]
AR 2019.11—2019.12 16PA2;‘P?££AHS‘ WK PM,ys) TLCR  (5.57—6.37)x107  w[HeZ [66]
BN (T 79) 2015.05—2016.04 6NPAHSs WORMI(PM)  ILCR  (3.9—4.8)x10° A% [67]
Kt 2015.05—2016.04 6NPAHs BRI (PMp)  TLCR  (3.1—3.9)x10" W[z [67]
FHEUIER) 2015.05—2016.04 6NPAHSs WORI(PM) ILCR  (1.1—1.4)x10"* CIE: 7% [67]
JE L GErAE) 2014.10—2014.12 18PAHSs BRI PM,s) ILCR 5.81x107—1.70x10™ ;&?5; [68]

SATES

EI(ERD 2019.03—2019.12 16PAHs MR, SAH ILCR 1.23x10°—1.99x107 R[4 [69]
KA (FH M) 2020.09—2021.04 16PAHs BRI PM,s) ILCR 1.84x10°—2.43x10° WIERE:  [70]
AFECIL) 2018.01—2018.12 16PAHs WRPI(PM,5)  LL 310.8 min R RE 71
R GHAEL) 2009.06. 2009.12 8PAHs BRI PM,ys)  LL 333.54 min MRz [72]
M REE (BT 2009.06., 2009.12 8PAHs BRI (PM,5)  LL 108.54 min VAT S )
Ly RS CRiam) 2019.05—2019.12 16PAHs PR (PMys)  LL (0.12—2.78)min A% [73]
AzT(g)i) 2017.01—2017.12 16PAHs WORY(PM,s)  LL  (6.71—10.19)min  A[%52 [74]
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City(Province) Date Compounds Source Method Value Health risk References
JTMOTAR) 2018.01—2018.12 8PAHSs Wk (PM,s)  LL  (104—27.8)min W% [75]
IHPECLAR) 2019.01—2019.12 16PAHs WAL (PM,ys)  LL (72.6—87.6)min  TEREE  [76]
PR o TR
VT (i) 2020.11—2021.03 16PAHs WA (PM,s)  LL  (26.6—203.3)min w77
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