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Abstract The knowledge of uranium concentration, in the
products entering the human diet is of extreme importance
because of their chemical hazard to health. Controlled field
experiments with potatoes, beans and lettuce (Solanum
tuberosum L., Phaseolus vulgaris L. and Lactuca sativa L.)
were carried out in a contaminated soil used by local
farmers located near a closed Portuguese uranium mine
(Cunha Baixa, Mangualde). The soil with high average
uranium levels (64-252 mg/kg) was divided in two plots,
and irrigated with non-contaminated and uranium-contam-
inated water (<20 and >900 pg/L). Uranium maximum
average concentration in the edible vegetables parts (mg/kg
fresh weight) ranged in the following order: lettuce
(234 pg/kg) > green bean (30 pg/kg) > potatoes without
peel (4 pg/kg). Although uranium in soil, irrigation water
and vegetables was high, the assessment of the health risk
based on hazard quotient indicates that consumption of
these vegetables does not represent potential adverse (no
carcinogenic) effects for a local inhabitant during lifetime.
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Introduction

The toxicity of uranium (U) has been under study for over
50 years. Natural U consist primarily of the ***U isotope
that is very weak radioactive and is not hazardous as tox-
icant, but it is a weak chemical poison. The toxicity of this
chemical to humans has been of interest since the 1800s
when U was used as a homeopathic cure for Diabetus
Mellitus (Hodge et al. 1973). The early reports demonstrate
the susceptibility of humans to the nephrotoxicity of
ingested U but provided inadequate basis for estimating the
dose for toxic effects (IRIS 2008). Actual Reference Dose
(RfD) for chronic oral exposure was established by EPA,
since 1989, at 0.003 mg/kg day. In general, the RfD is an
estimate (with uncertainty) of a daily exposure to the
human population (including sensitive subgroups) that is
likely to be without an appreciable risk of deleterious (no
carcinogenic) effects during a lifetime (IRIS 2008).

In Portugal the recent closure of uranium mines (2001)
has raised concerns regarding the possible chemical and
radiological (from ***U daughters alpha-emitting radio-
nuclides) effects on the health of the populations leaving
around the mining areas. The Cunha Baixa mine
(Mangualde, Central Portugal) where the exploration was
undertaken within a rural area is one of these examples.
Some soils and shallow groundwater used for farmland
irrigation had appreciable U content (Neves 2002; Neves
et al. 2005; Neves and Matias 2008), so this element can be
expected in agricultural produces. In fact, U has been
detected in a variety of foodstuffs (ATSDR 1999). High U
accumulation in vegetables food may pose a direct threat to
human health if these are being consumed. These health
risks will depend on the physicochemical characteristics
of soils, plant species, U concentration and human con-
sumption rate (Cobb et al. 2000). Sampling and analysis of
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representative diets in New York City showed that two
categories of plant origin foodstuffs could contribute to U
uptake via ingestion: food consisting of vegetables, potatoes
or beans and bakery products (as well as cereals, rice and
grain) (Lamas 2005).

The implication of contamination to agricultural soils
due to irrigation with U-contaminated water and the con-
sequently phyto-accumulation in food crops associated
with dietary exposure to U started to be studied recently in
Cunha Baixa area (Neves et al. 2008).

The aim of this study was to assess the bioconcentration
of uranium in some local Cunha Baixa food vegetables
(Solanum tuberosum L., Phaseolus vulgaris L. and Lactuca
sativa L.) in order to evaluate potential health risk (no
cancer risk) for local adult that are exposure for a long term
to uranium through their consumption.

Materials and methods
Study site and experimental work

The study site is located in the village of Cunha Baixa,
20 km from Viseu (Portugal, Fig. 1) where uranium min-
ing activities were extensive for more than 20 years (1970-
1993). A detailed description of the geology, mineralogy,
underground, open pit and heap leaching mine works was
presented elsewhere (Santos Oliveira and Avila 2001;
Neves and Matias 2008).

Controlled field experiments for potato (S. tuberosum L.),
bean (P. vulgaris L.) and lettuce (L. sativa L.) cultivation
were carried out between the end of April and the end of
October 2006, in a sandy-loam Cambisol (Carta de Solos
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Fig. 1 Geographical location of Cunha Baixa studied site and view
of the experimental soil plots

1978) located in the agricultural area nearby the closed
uranium Cunha Baixa mine (Fig. 1). These food vegetables
were selected according to local production and use in the
inhabitants’ diet.

The experimental soil and irrigation water were selected
on the basis of developed previous works (Neves 2002;
Neves et al. 2003). The soil (40 m?) was divided in two
plots (P1, P2) and both subdivided in four replicates each,
as described in Neves et al. (2008). Composite soil samples
(0-20 cm) were taken at each replicate before plantation.
There were two irrigation treatments: one plot (P1) was
irrigated with non-contaminated water (NCW) and the
other (P2) with uranium-contaminated water (CW).

During the experiments, plants were watered according
to crop irrigation needs and following local agricultural
practices as well as the soil fertilizers and the crop varieties
selected for this study (Table 1).

Irrigation water samples, pumped from private wells and
collected during field experiments, were filtered with a
mixed cellulose ester 0.45 pm membrane (GN-6 Metricel®)
after temperature, pH, Eh, EC in situ measurements before
they were split into acidified (with HNO3 to pH < 2) and
non-acidified sub-samples. These water sub-samples were
used for cation and anion analysis.

At the end of the growth period all plant productions
were collected and edible part (lettuce leaves, green beans
and potato tubers) separated from the non-edible parts.
Potato tubers were carefully washed in situ to remove soil
particles. At the laboratory the tubers were washed with
distilled water and dried at room temperature. Tubers were
split into two sliced sub-samples: one with and another
without peel (1-2 mm layer). Lettuce leaves and green
beans were also washed with distilled water and dried (40° C).
All samples were fresh and dry weight measured and
grinded for analysis. Soil samples were air-dried, sieved at
<2 mm and analysed for physicochemical parameters:
pH (1:2.5 soil/water suspension); salinity (electrical con-
ductivity of extract saturation (EC); total organic carbon
(TOC) following classic methods (Pévoas and Barral
1992).

Uranium chemical analyses were performed at Actlabs
Laboratory, Canada. Total uranium concentration in soil
and ash plant samples were analysed after acid digestion
(Actlabs: Code ultratrace 4 and 2B, respectively) by ICP-
MS, as well as the soils uranium available fraction
[extracted with 0.5 M ammonium acetate at pH 7 (1:50
mass/volume)]. The water samples were analysed by ICP-
OES. The uranium concentration in vegetables was con-
verted to fresh weight (FW) using site-specific wet/dry
ratio for plants from each soil plot replicate.

Potential non-cancer risk for exposure to U at Cunha
Baixa site scenario was evaluated by comparison of the
estimate Exposure Dose from vegetables ingestion pathway
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Table 1 Agricultural practices and crop varieties used in the experimental vegetables cultivation

Potato

Bean

Lettuce

Time period April to July

Crop variety Jaerla
Density plant® 1 x 14 points
Fertilization Foskamonium (10—10—10)b
Irrigation®

Handling (10 L)

Furrow (60-70 L) 5 times

July to October
Patareco
2 x 14 points

Nitromagnesium (20.5)°

5 times

6 times

July to September
Romana
2 x 14 points

Nitromagnesium (20.5)°

3 times

11 times

 For each replicate
b 10% Pa 10% K7 10% Nammonium

€ 20.5% Niotar, 10.25% Niyitrics 10.25% Nammonium» 12% CaO and 6% MgO

(EDjp,) with the Reference Dose (RfD) to yield the hazard
quotient (HQ). The exposure dose (mg/kg day) and HQ
value was defined as follows (USEPA 1997, 2000).

Exposure Dose (EDjy,s) = (C x Fi x Ed x Ef)/W x Te
Hazard Quotient (HQ) = EDjy, /RfD

where C is the element concentration in vegetable (mg/kg);
Fi is the food ingestion rate (kg/person day); Ed is the
exposure duration (in this study, equivalent to the average
adult lifetime); Ef is the exposure frequency (days/year); W
is the average bodyweight (kg); Te is the average exposure
time for non-cancer risk (Ed x 365 days) and RfD is the
oral reference dose (mg/kg day).

The HQ assumes that there is a level of exposure below
which it is unlikely for even sensitive populations to expe-
rience adverse health effects during lifetime. If the HQ
exceeds the unity, there may be concern for potential no
carcinogenic effects. In cases where the HQ does not exceed
unity, it is assumed that no chronic risk is likely to occur.

Results
Soil and water irrigation

The total and the available fraction U concentration in the
soil plots at the beginning of each vegetable field experi-
ment are shown in Fig. 2. Comparing both plots (P1, P2)
the range of total uranium concentration was similar for
each vegetable but this concentration was higher in soil-
lettuce (227-271 mg/kg) than in soil-potato (101-156 mg/kg)
or than in soil-bean (35.5-186 mg/kg). However, available
fraction U concentration was very similar in both plots for
different soil-vegetables (9.6-13.6 mg/kg in soil-potato;
8.75-12.9 mg/kg in soil-bean; 7.05-11.7 mg/kg in soil-
lettuce).

@ Springer

Other soil plots characteristics are presented in Table 2.
In general, both soil plots were acidic (pH < 5.5), non-
saline to very low saline (0 < EC < 4,000 ps/cm) and poor
in TOC (<16 g/kg).

During the field experiments the non-contaminated
(NCW) and contaminated water (CW) used for soil plots
irrigation (P1 and P2, respectively) presented the charac-
teristics summarized in Table 3. Concerning soil charac-
teristics plot P2 showed higher EC and uranium values than
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P2(CW)
[J Utotal (soil-potato)
[0 Utotal (soil-bean)
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P1(NCW)
[] Vavailable (soil-potato)
[]Uavailable (soil-bean)
[ Vavailable (soil-lettuce)

Fig. 2 Total and available average uranium concentration in soil
plots (P1 and P2) irrigated with non-contaminated water (NCW) and
U-contaminated water (CW), at the beginning of the vegetable field
experiments. Bars represent SDs of four replicates

Table 2 Soil characteristics of experimental plots

Soil plot Vegetable pH (H,0) EC (ps/cm) TOC (g/kg)

P1 Potato 548 £0.22 1,539 £ 265 99 +13
Bean 5.51 £0.15 2,121 £ 217 12.0 £ 0.1
Lettuce 572 £ 020 1,014 £+ 109 11.1 + 1.3

P2 Potato 5.10 £ 0.14 1,390 £+ 120 87+1.0
Bean 495+ 0.08 3,967 + 91 12.0 + 0.7
Lettuce 495 £ 0.05 3,590 + 143 1448 £ 046

The values correspond to average + SD (n = 4)
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Table 3 Water irrigation characteristics during field experiments

Irrigation water Vegetable pH EC (ps/cm) U (pg/L)

(Soil plot)

NCW (P1) Potato 5.8-5.9 319-360 14-20
Bean 5.8-5.9 360-412 14-20
Lettuce 5.8-5.9 360451 14-20

CW (P2) Potato 4.2-43 1,817-1,823 1,030-1,040
Bean 4.1-4.2 1,673-1,817  960-1,030
Lettuce 4.1-4.2 1,817-1,818  940-1,030

plot P1 whereas pH was slightly lower. These differences
are the result of the water irrigation quality used before the
experiments (Table 3).

Characteristics as pH, EC and U in contaminated and
non-contaminated irrigation water were similar during the
period of the field experiments. Contaminated water pre-
sented pH and EC values that exceeded Maximum
Allowable Value (5.0-9 and 1,000 ps/cm, respectively)
established by Portuguese legislation (DL 236/98) for this
purpose. An irrigation water guideline value is not estab-
lished in Portugal for U, so the trigger value of 100 pg/L
established in Australia and New Zealand legislation
(ANZECC 2000) for short-term irrigation (20 years) was
used for comparison; U concentration in Cunha Baixa
contaminated water reached levels 9- to 10-fold higher.
Water salinity (750 < EC < 3,000 ms/cm) presents for soil
a medium to high salinity hazard so detrimental effects on
sensitive crops as field and string beans, lettuce, bell pep-
per, onion and carrots could be expected IWQC 1997). In
dry season, the temperature and the high sulphate and
calcium concentration detected in the contaminated irri-
gation water (970-1,012 and 227-259 mg/L, respectively)
provided the precipitation of a fine layer of gypsum at the
surface of the watered soils.

Uranium in vegetables

The uranium concentration in potatoes grown in the soil
plots (P1, P2) exposed to different water quality is pre-
sented in Fig. 3. The tubers (with peel) from P2 irrigated
with contaminated water concentrated more uranium
(110.5 £ 26 png/kg FW) than tubers from P1 (57 £+ 19 pg/
kg FW). However, in potato tubers without peel this trend
was not followed; in both soil plots element concentration
was at the same level (PIl: 3.5 + 0.6 pg’kg FW; P2:
4.0 &+ 0.6 pg/kg FW).

Bean growing in both soil plots showed lower U con-
centration in green bean tissues (pods) than potato tubers
with peel; but presenting similar amounts of U when bean
was growing either in soil plots irrigated with contaminated
or non-contaminated water (P1: 30 £ 6 pg/kg FW; P2:
26 £ 2 pg/kg FW) (Fig. 4).

140 = |
= [ with peel |

120 y | Cwithout peel | |

-

o

o
.
1

80 -

60

40 |

U (ug/kg fresh weight)

20 -

P2(CW) P1(NCW)

Fig. 3 Uranium concentration on potato tubers with and without
peel, after vegetable growth in soil plots (P1 and P2 with four
replicates each) exposed to different irrigation waters (NCW non-
contaminated water; CW contaminated water)

8

8

U (ugkg fresh weight)
3 8

P2(Cu) PA(HCW)

Fig. 4 Uranium concentration on green bean tissues (pods), after
vegetable growth in soil plots (P1 and P2 with four replicates each)
exposed to different irrigation waters (NCW non-contaminated water;
CW contaminated water)

U (ugkg fresh vwaight)

R1 R2 RE R4 R1 RZ2 RS R4

P2(CW) PA(NCW)

Fig. 5 Uranium concentration in lettuce leaves, after vegetable
growth in soil plots (P1 and P2 with four replicates each) exposed
to different irrigation waters (NCW non-contaminated water; CW
contaminated water)
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Table 4 Uranium vegetable
concentration (C), vegetable

ingestion rate (Fi), exposure
frequency (Ef) and Exposure
Dose trough ingestion (EDj,,)

Vegetable C (mg/kg) Fi (kg/day) Ef (days/year) EDj, (mg/kg day)
Whole potato tubers 0.136 0.10 52 2.77E10-5
Potato tubers without peel 0.004 0.10 312 4.89E10-6
Green beans 0.036 0.05 24 1.69E10-6
Lettuce leaves 0.263 0.03 72 2.22E10-5

The concentration of uranium in lettuce leaves (Fig. 5)
followed the same trend of potato tubers with peel; lower in
soil plot P1 (31 £ 21 pg/kg FW) and higher in soil plot P2
(234 £ 29 pg/kg FW) irrigated with uranium contami-
nated water.

Health risk from vegetables consumption

The health risk assessment for Cunha Baixa’ inhabitants
were evaluated considering only uranium exposure through
a single pathway: ingestion of the studied vegetables
(potatoes, green beans and lettuce). Uranium chemical
exposure dose (EDj,,) was estimated considering an aver-
age adult of 70 kg body weight, an adult lifetime of
50 years (Ed) and data expressed in Table 4 as vegetable
uranium concentration (maximum content); local vegetable
ingestion rate (Fi) and local exposure frequency (Ef). It was
also assumed that cooking has no effect on the potato and
green bean U concentration.

The ED;,, divided by uranium RfD (0.003 mg/kg day)
yield for individual vegetable consuming the following
Hazard Quotient values: 0.0092 for whole potato tubers,
0.0016 for potato tubers without peel, 0.0005 for green
beans and 0.007 for lettuce leaves.

Discussion

The soil used in these field experiments had higher total U
concentration than those reported in literature and consid-
ered as the normal concentration range in soils (0.3—
11.7 mg/kg; Bleise et al. 2002). A soil collected at 1.5 km
SW from Cunha Baixa mine area, used for agricultural
practices and irrigated with non-contaminated water, which
can be considered as the regional reference level, presented
U concentration of 9.8 mg/kg (Neves 2002) that also lies
within the range referred above. Despite the differences in
the total U concentration (Fig. 2), the element fraction
attributed to soil water plus exchangeable soil fraction
(available fraction) was similar in all soil-vegetable plots.
Consequently, the uranium fraction available in soil that
could be uptake by the studied vegetables was similar in all
the experimental plots.

The concentration of U in the studied edible vegetables
tissues was very different; the highest level was found in
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lettuce leaves (234 £ 29 pg/kg FW) followed by whole
potato tubers (110.5 £ 26 pg/kg FW) green bean tissues
(26 &+ 2 pg/kg FW) and potato tubers without peel
(4.0 £ 0.6 pg/kg FW). These results agree with the works
of some authors (Sari¢ et al. 1995; Hakonson-Hayes et al.
2002; Zirovski 2006) that found significant differences in U
concentration among several food plant species.

In this experiment, U lettuce leaves concentration was
40-fold higher than mean range concentration reported for
vegetable leaves (0.5-5 pg/kg FW; Schnug et al. 2005).
The experimental work on lettuce (L. sativa L.) carried out
by Sarié et al. (1995) on a barren soil deposit (17 mg U/kg
average concentration) of the Kalna-Gabrovnica U mine
(Serbia), detected on the aboveground parts an average
level of 2.15 mg U/kg dry weight (DW). Also, Hakonson-
Hayes et al. (2002) found a similar U concentration
(2.30 = 0.39 mg U/kg DW) in the edible crop tissues of
lettuce (Lactuca scarriola L.) grown in a soil pot with an
average concentration of 2.3 mg U/kg and irrigated with
well water containing 1,200 pg U/L. In the present study U
lettuce concentration was comparatively higher (5.37 +
0.85 mg U/kg DW) in soil plot P2(CW) also irrigated with
a similar U concentration water. Although lettuce in soil
plot PI(NCW) presented lower U concentration (0.76 £
0.37 mg U/kg DW) than in soil plot P2(CW) the obtained
values exceed those reported by the former authors
(0.44 £ 0.14 mg U/kg DW) for plants also irrigated with
150 pg U/L.

Water irrigation quality seems to have a great influence on
U lettuce leaves content. In fact, during September to
November (autumn season) 2005, an equal field experiment
was carried out in the same Cunha Baixa soil and U con-
centration in lettuce was lower (100 £ 20 pg/kg FW) in soil
plot irrigated with contaminated water (Neves et al. 2008)
than the observed in lettuce cultivated in 2006 summer
season (this study). As soil conditions, namely U soil avail-
able fraction concentrations and irrigation water quality
were similar, the differences in U plant leaves concentration
can be explained by the lower frequency and lower amount of
water irrigation used in autumn season (8 handling times, due
to meteorological conditions), in opposition to 2006 summer
season when plants were watered 3 and 11 times by handling
and furrow, respectively (Table 1).

In Cunha Baixa, as in others places around the world,
potato is one of the most important staple crops in
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inhabitants’ diet. In a recent study Zirovsky (2006) detec-
ted 7 pg U/kg FW in potatoes bough in Montreal stores,
which is a concentration 8- to 11-fold lower than those
found in potatoes from Cunha Baixa experiments. Also
Sari¢ et al. (1997) detected for potato U concentrations
(average of 0.07 mg U/kg DW) lower than those obtained
in the present study; U concentration (DW) in potato tubers
ranged between 0.59 £ 0.15 mg U/kg in P2(CW) and
0.30 = 0.08 mg U/kg in PI(NCW). Otherwise, comparing
U concentration in potato tubers with or without peel, 90—
97% of total U was concentrated in the peel (Fig. 3). In
potato tuber the peel seems to be a storage tissue for U and
Cunha Baixa inhabitants should minimize uranium oral
intake by consuming this food vegetable peeled. These
results are also in agreement with those obtained by Sari¢
et al. (1997) for various vegetables as bulbous (onions),
tuberous plants (potatoes) and thickened roots (carrots,
radish, red beet and sugar beet), which presented highest U
concentration in the peel of the surface root.

Among the studied food vegetables, green beans tissues
had the lowest U concentration (Fig. 4), although higher
than the values found by Zirovski (2006) also for beans
(<7 pg U/kg FW).

The effect of water irrigation U content on vegetable
edible parts was only verified on whole potatoes tubers and
lettuce leaves; a significant U concentration increase was
observed in the plants watered with uranium-contaminated
water (P2(CW); Figs. 3, 5). Differences in vegetables U
content suggest that absorption is related to the different
plants ability for uptake regulation and probably with
uranium distribution within the plant tissues.

Under normal conditions, the ingestion of U by an adult
Cunha Baixa’ inhabitant can occur through food and
drinking water. Generally, the water collected in the area
from private wells is not used for human consumption and
the local tap water presents U concentration (<2 pg/L)
below the safe provisional guideline of 15 pg/L considered
by WHO (2004) for drinking-water quality. So, in Cunha
Baixa village health adverse effects are not expected from
drinking water route and consequently in this study, the
potential U chemical health risk assessment was only based
on the first available U food data (potato, green bean and
lettuce) for the mine area.

Estimated ED;,,, based on site-specific vegetable
ingestion were lower than RfD (Table 4). Consequently
HQ values were less than 1 for both individual or combined
ingested vegetables (HQ =~ 0.018); lettuces leaves gave the
main contribution.

In conclusions, the results of this study indicate that
potato tubers, green beans and lettuce that grew in soils
presenting total and available U up to 252 mg/kg and
14 mg/kg, respectively and irrigated with contaminated
water (up to 1,050 pgU/L) absorb and translocate U to the

edible plant parts. Their U enrichment ranged in the fol-
lowing order: lettuce leaves > potatoes with peel > green
beans > potatoes without peel. Hazard quotient values
(HQ < 1) suggest that U exposure trough this vegetables
ingestion by an adult Cunha Baixa’ inhabitant will not
present potential adverse human health risks (nephrotoxi-
city) during a lifetime. However, for a complete risk
characterization in order to peaceful Cunha Baixa’ inhab-
itants more data on other basic food components (fruit,
other vegetables, meat products) is necessary, as well as an
assessment of the health cancer risk.

Acknowledgments This work has been supported by the Program
POCI 2010 and FEDER European Communitarian Funds (Research
Project POCI/ECM/59188/2004) and by the Centres of Petrology and
Geochemistry and Pedology of Technical University of Lisbon
(Portugal). The authors also thank the graduate Elsa Vicente for
support during field and laboratory work.

References

ATSDR, Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (1999)
Public health statement for Uranium. Available at http://www.
atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/phs150.html. Accessed 14 Feb 2007

ANZECC, Australien and New Zealand Environment and Conserva-
tion Council (2000) Water quality guidelines. Quality for
irrigation and general uses. Available at http://www.mfe.govt.nz/
publications/water/anzecc-water-quality-guide-02/pdfs.html.
Accessed 2 Dec 2007

Bleise A, Danesi PR, Burkart W (2002) Properties, use and health
effects of depleted uranium (DU): a general overview. J Environ
Radioact 64:93-112

Carta de Solos (1978) Unidades Pedoldgicas segundo o esquema da
FAO para a Carta dos Solos da Europa (escala 1:1000 000).
Atlas de Ambiente, Comissao Nacional do Ambiente, Portugal

Cobb GP, Sands K, Waters M et al (2000) Accumulation of heavy
metals by vegetables grown in mine wastes. Environ Toxicol
Chem 19:600-607

Hakonson-Hayes AC, Fresquez PR, Whicker WF (2002) Assessing
potential risk from exposure to natural uranium in water. J
Environ Radioact 59:29-40

Hodge HC, Stannard N, Hursh JB (1973) Uranium, plutonium,
transplutonium elements. Handbook of experimental pharma-
cology, vol 36. Springer, New York

IRIS, Integrated Risk Information System (2008) Uranium, soluble
salts. Available at http://www.epa.gov/iris/subst/0421.htm.
Accessed 4 Jan 2008

IWQC, Irrigation Water Quality Criteria G77-328-A (1997) Neb-
Guide. Available at http://www.p2pays.org/ref/20/19718.htm.
Accessed 16 Feb 2002

Lamas MC (2005) Factors affecting the availability of uranium in
soils. FAL Agricultural Res, Special Issue 278

Neves O (2002) Minas desactivadas e impactos geoquimicos
ambientais. O caso da mina de uranio da Cunha Baixa (Viseu).
Ph.D. Dissertation, Technical University of Lisbon, Portugal

Neves O, Matias MJ (2008) Assessment of groundwater quality and
contamination problems ascribed to an abandoned uranium mine
(Cunha Baixa region, Central Portugal). Environ Geol 53(8):
1799-1810

Neves MO, Abreu MM, Matias MJ (2003) Comportamento do uranio,
aluminio e manganés no milho cultivado em solos na area da

@ Springer


http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/phs150.html
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/phs150.html
http://www.mfe.govt.nz/publications/water/anzecc-water-quality-guide-02/pdfs.html
http://www.mfe.govt.nz/publications/water/anzecc-water-quality-guide-02/pdfs.html
http://www.epa.gov/iris/subst/o421.htm
http://www.p2pays.org/ref/20/19718.htm

1136

O. Neves, M. M. Abreu

mina de uranio da Cunha Baixa. Memorias e Noticias 2 (Nova
Série), 265-278

Neves MO, Matias MJ, Abreu MM et al. (2005) Abandoned mine site
characterization for remediation: the case of the Cunha Baixa
uranium mine (Viseu, Portugal). IAEA Proceeding Series: 159—
169. Available at http://www-pub.iaca.org/MTCD/publications/
PDF/Pub1228_web.pdf. Accessed 10 Dec 2007

Neves O, Abreu MM, Vicente EM (2008) Uptake of uranium by
Lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) in natural uranium contaminated
soils in order to assess chemical risk for consumers. Water Air
Soil Pollut 195:73-84

Pévoas I, Barral MF (1992) Métodos de analise de Solos. Comuni-
cagdes Instituto de Investigacdo Cientifica Tropical. Série
Ciéncias Agrarias 10:41-61

Santos Oliveira JM, Avila PF (2001) Geoquimica na area envolvente
da mina da Cunha Baixa (Mangualde, no centro de Portugal).
Estudos, Notas e Trabalhos 43:25-47

Sari¢ MR, Stojanovié M, Babi¢ M (1995) Uranium in plant species
grown on natural barren soil. J Plant Nutri 18(7):1509-1518

Sari¢ MR, Conki¢ Lj, Bikit I et al (1997) Concentration of uranium
in root-crops, bulbous and tuberous plants. Acta Hort 462:
543-547

@ Springer

Schnug E, Steckel H, Haneklaus S (2005) Contribution of uranium in
drinking waters to the daily uranium intake of humans—a case
study from Northern Germany. FAL Agricultural Res 4:227-236

USEPA, US Environmental Protection Agency (1997) Exposure
factors handbook. EPS/600/P-95/002Fa, Vol. 1. US Environ-
mental Protection Agency. Washington, DC. Available at http://
www.epa.gov/ncea/pdfs/efh/front.pdf. Accessed 5 April 2007

USEPA, US Environmental Protection Agency (2000) Handbook for
non-cancer health effects evaluation. US Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. Washington, DC. Available at http://www.epa.gov/
osa/spc/noncancer.htm. Accessed 5 April 2007

WHO, World Health Organization (2004) Guidelines for drinking-
water quality, Uranium (3rd ed) WHO, Geneva. Available at
http://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/dwq/en/
cmp130704appl.pdf. Accessed 16 April 2007

Actlabs, Activation Laboratories Ltd website: http://www.actalabsint.
com

DL 236/98, Portuguese Legislation on Water Quality, DR n 176/98,
annexes XVI and XXI

Zirovski L (2006) Determination of uranium in food in Quebec
by neutron activation analysis. J Radioanal Nucl Chem 267(3):
695-697


http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/publications/PDF/Pub1228_web.pdf
http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/publications/PDF/Pub1228_web.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ncea/pdfs/efh/front.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ncea/pdfs/efh/front.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/osa/spc/noncancer.htm
http://www.epa.gov/osa/spc/noncancer.htm
http://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/dwq/en/cmp130704app1.pdf
http://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/dwq/en/cmp130704app1.pdf
http://www.actalabsint.com
http://www.actalabsint.com

	Are uranium-contaminated soil and irrigation water a risk �for human vegetables consumers? A study case with Solanum tuberosum L., Phaseolus vulgaris L. and Lactuca sativa L.
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study site and experimental work

	Results
	Soil and water irrigation
	Uranium in vegetables
	Health risk from vegetables consumption

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


