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T;; were specified as a discrete distribution,
value and weight were set according to the detected
results. C; were described as the most appropriate
distribution selected by goodness-of-fit analyses. All
values below LOD were set at LOD/2 before
calculations were carried out. On the basis of these
distributions a Monte-Carlo simulation was
performed using the software package @Risk
(Palisade corp., vs. 6.2 professional) together with
MS-Excel (version 2010. Microsoft Corporation). The
Monte-Carlo simulation included 10,000 iterations
and was performed 1000 times, applying random
starting values for each run. This 1000-fold
repetition results in a range of estimates which
allows for the description of the uncertainty due to
the limited number of iterations reflected by the
median and maximum-bands of the respective
estimates.

Then health risk associated with phthalates
intake of the target population through CRW was
evaluated by applying cumulative exposure risk
assessment method. To quantitatively assess the
human risk of chemicals, the ratio between the
actual level of exposure and an acceptable level of
exposure is traditionally used. This ratio is
sometimes referred to as the hazard quotient (HQ)
and a HQ with a value of greater than one thus
indicates a risk. In cumulative risk assessment
individual HQs can be added to produce the hazard
index (H!) (Equation 2).

m, n m,n

HI=/=1,zj=1 #9017 11 e 170 @)

In which HI is the hazard index; HQ is the Hazard
Quotient calculated based on the exposure to the
target population including m kinds of phthalates
(the index i starting from 1) through CRW in n
packaging types (the index j starting from 1); single
HQ;; is the ratio between the actual level of exposure
(E;;) and an reference dose of the i phthalate (RfD)).
By definition, the H/ must be less than 1 to indicate
that no harm would result from dietary exposure to
the analytes in the lifetime of any consumer™.

Results showed that DMP, DEP, DIBP, DnBP, BBP,
and DEHP were detected in the samples, whereas
the rest 10 phthalates including DMEP, BMPP, DEEP,
DPP, DHXP, DBEP, DCHP, DPhP, DNOP, and DNP
were not detected in all the 164 CRW samples
analyzed. The detection rates of the 6 detected
phthalates were not high, the order from high to low
was 15.24% (25) for DIBP, 14.63% (24) for DMP,
13.41% (22) for DnBP, 13.41% (22) for DEHP, 6.71%
(11) for DEP, and 6.10% (10) for BBP. The detection

rates were different among the CRW in different
packing types, all phthalates were not detected
among the samples in urns or altars, 4 phthalates
(DEP, DIBP, DnBP, and DEHP) were detected among
the samples in glass bottle, and 6 phthalates were all
detected among the samples in plastic buckets and
bags. As the detected frequencies of phthalates in
each packaging type were not as many as enough,
the detected values presented a non-normal
distribution, therefore the median and quartile
range were used to describe the values distribution,
T;; refers to the concentration of the i phthalate in
CRW in the the j packaging type (ng/mL) and the
detected concentrations were 51.06-200.34 ng/mL
(Table 2).

634 valid questionnaires were obtained in the
survey, respondents in 31-60 years old accounted for
70.60%; their education level were primarily
university/college  or  high  school/technical
secondary school (76.66%); family per capita income
were mainly in 3000-8000 ¥ (64.67%); monthly
expenses for alcohol were generally less than
300 ¥ (87.38 %) and the professions and living
counties distribution were widely dispersed. 521
respondents (80.60%) drank CRW more or less in
different package types, in which 452 respondents
(71.29%) drank 0.01-49.9 mL/d and only 40
respondents (9.31%) drank more than 50 mL/d. 589
respondents (92.90%) consumed CRW through diet
with CRW, the intake ranged from 0.63 mL/d to
33.33 mL/d. In the average CRW daily intake of adult
males in Shanghai (Cj), the minimum, median and
maximum value were 6.25 mL/d, 13.72 mL/d, and
300 mL/d respectively. 575 persons (90.69%)
consumed CRW 0.01-49.9 mL/d, only 40 persons
(6.31%) consumed 50.0-99.9 mL/d, and 19 persons
(3.00%) consumed 100-300 mL/d.

The exposure dose of the 6 detected phthalates
to the target people (E;) were obtained from
probabilistic modeling (Table 3). In overall
consideration of CRW in the four different packaging
types, the median exposure level of each phthalate
were 6.58-7.10 ng/(d-kg), the maximum exposure
level were 137.38-540.47 ng/(d-kg).

U.S. EPA Reference Dose (RfD) for Chronic Oral
Exposure of DEP, DnBP, BBP, and DEHP were
0.80 mg/(d-kg), 0.10 mg/(d-kg), 0.20 mg/(d-kg), and
0.02 mg/(d-kg) respectivelym. In addition, tolerable
daily intake(TD/) suggested by the European food
safety commission(EFSA) of DnBP was 0.01
mg/(d-kg)[sl, which is smaller. This paper adopted
0.01 mg/(d-kg) as the risk assessment RfD of DnBP.
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There are no authoritative international RfD of DMP
and DIBP at present, 1.07 mg/(d-kg) was used as RfD
of DMP, based on the value 107 mg/(d-kg), the No
Observed Adverse Effect Level(LOAEL) of general
toxicity of Sprague Dawley rat[6], divided by the
safety factor of 100 times, and ADI for the general

population of 0.14 mg/(d-kg
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assessment RfD of DIBP.
HQs of DMP, DEP, DIBP, DnBP, BBP, and DEHP

was used as the risk

were calculated according to their corresponding E;;
and RfD respectively, HQs were summed to produce
the hazard index (H/). HI were 0.001147 (1/872) and
0.063396 (1/16) based on the median and maximum
exposure level, both were far less than 1, which
indicated there were little health risk from combined
expose to the 6 phthalates, although several
phthalates could be detected in some CRW samples
(Table 3).

Table 2. Detection Results of 16 Phthalates in 164 CRW Samples

Concentration of Phthalates (T;) (ng/mL)

CRW in
Different No. Phthalates Detection Detection o ) ] ]
Packaging Number Ratio(%) Minimum Median Maximum Quartile
Types (PO) (M) (P100) range(Q)
1 DMP 0 0.00 - - - -
2 DEP 0 0.00 - - - -
Urn Altar 3 DIBP 0 0.00 - - - -
(n=16) 4 DnBP 0 0.00 - - - -
5 BBP 0 0.00 - - - -
6 DEHP 0 0.00 - - - -
1 DMP 1 2.38 112.91 / / /
2 DEP 0 0.00 . . . .
Glass Bottles 3 DIBP 2 4.76 68.87 / 72.33 /
(n=42) 4 DnBP 1 2.38 104.44 / / /
5 BBP 0 0.00 . . . .
6 DEHP 2 4.76 85.25 / 85.25 /
1 DMP 13 21.67 51.95 83.52 149.86 54.77
2 DEP 5 8.33 63.42 70.53 78.57 12.23
Plastic Buckets 3 DIBP 12 20.00 63.81 72.80 83.90 8.77
(n=60) 4 DnBP 11 18.33 56.03 72.16 166.81 58.00
5 BBP 7 11.67 63.45 73.27 166.52 65.85
6 DEHP 11 18.33 51.06 74.90 87.59 18.53
1 DMP 10 21.74 52.22 87.87 174.32 60.86
2 DEP 6 13.04 60.29 68.23 87.16 19.04
Plastic Bags 3 DIBP 11 23.91 62.76 72.55 82.81 8.84
(n=46) 4 DnBP 10 21.74 66.32 106.72 200.34 59.89
5 BBP 3 6.52 67.78 69.75 83.41 15.62
6 DEHP 9 19.57 59.50 74.99 88.51 16.42
1 DMP 24 14.63 51.95 85.63 174.32 54.92
2 DEP 11 6.71 60.29 70.25 87.16 15.16
Total 3 DIBP 25 15.24 62.76 72.38 83.90 8.44
(n=164) 4 DnBP 22 13.41 56.03 97.81 200.34 53.40
5 BBP 10 6.10 63.45 71.68 166.52 29.96
6 DEHP 22 13.41 51.06 76.15 88.51 15.37

Note. -’ not detected; ‘/’ not calculated.
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Table 3. Exposure and Hazard Quotient of Phthalates from CRW in Adult Males in Shanghai
Median Exposure Level of Phthalates from Maximum Exposure Level of Phthalates from
CRW in d|fferent/P:cli(ag|ng Types(E;)) Hazard CRW in d|fferent/P:cll((ag|ng Types(E;)) Hazard
Phthalates [ng/(d-kg)] Quotient [ng/(d-kg)] Quotient
(HQ)(10%) (HQ)(10%)
Urn  Glass  Plastic  Plastic uUrn Glass Plastic  Plastic
Total Total
altar  bottle Bucket Bag altar bottle Bucket Bag
DMP 0.85  2.57 2.39 129 7.10 0.07 13.60 94.69 30431 48.13 460.73 431
DEP 0.85 2.50 2.06 1.16  6.58 0.08 1420  33.82 59.84  29.52 137.38 1.72
DIBP 0.85 2.61 2.26 1.28  7.00 0.50 11.54  95.78 63.73  38.83 209.88 14.99
DnBP 0.85 2.57 2.27 131 7.01 7.01 1297 112380 10651 8829 320.15  320.15
BBP 0.85 2.50 2.18 1.10 6.64 0.33 11.58  41.00 353.13 46.35 452.06 22.60
DEHP 0.85 2.61 2.28 1.23  6.97 3.49 11.62  85.10  399.57 44.18 54047  270.24
Total (HI) - - - - - 11.47 - - - - - 633.96
The maximum permitted specific migration limit Received: May 19, 2014;
(SML) for DnBP, BBP, and DEHP in EU is 0.3 mg/kg, Accepted: August 4, 2014
. 8
30 mg/kg, and 1.5 mg/kg respectlvely[ 1 The
maximum permitted SML for DnBP, DEHP in China is REFERENCES

0.3 mg/kg and 1.5 mg/kg respectivelylg]. In the 164
CRW samples, the detected concentrations of the six
phthalates were 51.06-200.34 ng/mL, the value of
DnBP, BBP, and DEHP does not exceed the standards
of China and EU. Literature showed that the
plasticizer often could be detected in Chinese liquor,
such as DnBP and DEHP, which mainly could be
explained by the widely use of plastics in the storage
and transportation process[m]. The sources of
phthalates of CRW may also be primarily related
with the two process of storage and transportation,
while the alcohol content in CRW is commonly
8%-20% (volume percent), the dissolution of
phthalates migration quantity is relatively limited.

All values below LOD were set at LOD/2 before
calculations were carried out, this calculation tended
to overestimate, because the detection rate of
majority of phthalates in CRW were relatively low.
On the basis of overestimated, cumulative risk
assessment of the 6 detected phthalates were
performed, HI obtained were far less than 1, which
indicated the health risk of phthalates exposure from
CRW to adult males in Shanghai is relatively small.
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