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¥ OE: BR PPAN IR ISR X AR SR ARV AR I A [R) B DA B R s e A T S G B R
R, FT3E AP ZE I s e i 1Y 4 A4S S BURIEMRCEAEA, 7EV IR IE S 1 4, & 1 AN HhEE 13K, 43
BIXE 21 FhECR R SR TIE . 454G 2002 AU S RS RS SR IE ARG, A3 I AR T ik
MZFh B R 1 BB RS BB IS A R S AR 2. B RERR . &R Mok
AR (4 Sl 100 3 A A8 BE R 2 F A H AT AR T 2.5 ng = kg = bw « d', FPAREATERE AN REYIR] Y
i 2 2 A A HE A A AR A3 H A T A R BB T 1500 ng « kg '« bw » d', HIEHRIJEEEE . (RDEE B, .
R SR E R IR IR 0B HAG TR AR/ H 2B AR B/NTF 100, 4466 i 85 2% A R & 3G
(margin of exposure, MOE)#E1 7437, HAHR KT 10000, i SEAE b BL R 7 R 75 Y RBUREE XU PEAS, 04
ALEN B 10 A AR, HMOE KT 100,451 A al R AR SEREAI 6 9 >, R # ZEXHH 2835 0
I A XU, 1 2 1T DUBCO B A o AR SR AR R A A 2 R B 2%, 1T RE S A ™ AR e XU, 0
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Study on the risk assessments of mycotoxins during cold storage of Castanea
mollissima in Huairou District, Beijing

WANG Quan-Shuai , SUN Wei-Ming

(Beijing Huairou District Center for Diseases Control and Prevention, Beijing 101400, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To assess the dietary exposure risk of mycotoxins for Beijing consumers, based on the
mycotoxins contamination data during the cold storage period of Castanea mollissima which harvested in
Huairou District, Beijing. Methods Castanea mollissima samples were collected from the 4 highest yielding
townships in Huairou District. Samples were stored in a cold storage for 1 year and sampled once a month to
determine the content of 21 kinds of fungal toxins. Based on the 2002 Beijing residents’ dietary consumption survey

data, point estimation method, probability method and cumulative risk assessment modeling method of multiple
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fungal toxins were used to evaluate the acute and chronic dietary exposure risks of different genders of consumers.
Results The estimated daily intake levels of alternariol and alternariol monomethyl ether in some Castanea
mollissima samples were higher than 2.5 ng « kg™ « bw * d”'. The estimated daily intake levels of tentoxin and
tenuzonic acid in all samples during the entire storage period did not exceed 1500 ng * kg™' * bw * d”'. The estimated
daily intake/tolerable daily intak of nivalenol, fumonisin B, total fumonisin and zearalenone were all less than 100.
The margin of exposure (MOE) was used to analyze the sterigmatocystin, and the result was greater than 10000. The
2 kinds of different chronic effects were analyzed for ochratoxin A. The cumulative risk assessment of mycotoxins in
Castanea mollissima samples showed that some samples had MOE below 100 after storage for about 10 months.
Conclusion All varieties of Castanea mollissima samples are no significant risk of mycotoxins to consumers after
stored for 9 months in cold storage, and consumers can safely eat them. But multiple mycotoxins are detected

simultaneously during the late stage of storage, which may pose health risks to humans. In order to clarify these

%16 &

health risks further, more toxicological data is needed.

KEY WORDS: mycotoxins; Castanea mollissima; cold storage; risk assessment

0 51 &

3L (Castanea mollissima) 78 B [ FlA 7 b A& A, 2
JEE PR E N — R et HIRRERERE . DR
%, WZI RIE/EN . L M X b e ik
TR, A SR R B A IS S AR AR SE, A T
“rh AR 5 & U SR

i 5 S 7l N T R, N IR R E MDA R A
MV RN T, 0 XS AR S it SO SRR T e, X A X A S Y
SRJE WA AL T R R . WHRIE R A NS ]
AU FHR R ST TR, 06 RS S8tk S5 YL 1L
BIE A B B R S Y, B AT SCHk R E
rh BV HIAE TS L8 71 )8 (Fusarium) . 75 28 (Penicillium) |
iHh 2 J& (Aspergillus) FI 54 4% 41 J& (Alternaria) % FL P 7, X
SE R R S AR S AR P A i R R RS
. HumfEmnEESER. MiESEEMRamEES
HEHE, &4 =4 ZF @ kg i g, Mmagar
RESSEMRGREME] , R MBS, B
W 4. B RTH AR AR G Yok . K
A P AR R | AR A I . LRI R R ey )
&, Hh LB EREER RN 2. B iin 58,
AR AR FE IR S O S A, T DAL S A
VA T2 W 1 P B ] R R

B RN, 8RR e ST BT KU
B S A R (AR e 7= A R R S 2 A A 1 Rl BB T A,
T XU A0 AT A 2 B R A, A S TR B R 10 XU Bk
o 32 2 [E PRt 2 2 AR FLR e ED, fr fh IR 5 T e
WA & K2 0L 43 I SO AR AR 25 B ORI |l X B 3 1 EL 0
BERIT R, Xt EiER . M SR A SRS
RPEAT TR irAE "™ . B8 % 5 £ (European
Commission, EC)W . T & [ TN BEHERMNGEE
HEAT RS PPAL,  H RC o AR sl iRk v fa i i ok

MEREEERGIA TR ARV, 3 e 2 WS PF
i TAER B, 2007 A 48 T 4™ 5 i &8 4 KU 1T
B RZE 5143, 2011 AT T I ZE 2 4 WU PR oy,
HRTC S0 2R BB R AT T 28 68 A A B A5 5 i KU
PEAG, ST L A R B AR R AL T AT R
TEAG 2 RS PR DG B S A% 0, HIHBE R BRI L E
A P P XU P4 (deterministic approach, DA)J7 i A
o XU BEA (probabilistic approach, PA) 72 . ifiid DA J7
BT B E R A H i 2 # A & (tolerable daily intake,
TDI), &7y ERAS E A X A7 AH B X, 3L PA Uy
DT EE S AT T T 22 BIRE 0 J5 5T rb T B 2 AU PP B
FEUS E AR R e B R R KR PR A A 02,
FERRET X TR S B 8 R 0 XU ITAG IR A HE . A
WFFE I8 3 A B A6 B T PR32 XA SEARRARAE 1L AR (I 58 v 21
il B RRT 1 2R AT JOIRE, S5 b mt T IXONHE R i 2 A
TR 2 MRS PRI (R R ITAG . B EIPAG R AR ST ™
ai TP LT T R TS YRR, DA S RURS: AR T IR G,
MR I BURT DR L £ 28 4 AU E A B T B 42 4t
PSR

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 iREEAR

TR ZE DX 7 (A SR R ialke, SRl i | rp i
G A0 4 e B, RV Ry SRR ChY 3113 (Castanea
SR O ISR NS
(Castanea mollissima ‘Huaijiu’)Fl4# (Castanea mollissima
‘Huaihuang’), M 24 18] & F 2 76 £1 (Castanea mollissima
“Yanshanhongli’). JEAMSE S A AEAE o AR S RAE M oS 1E
B2 AR = i e RS 4 AV, Bhigs . JUiEm . |
WEEEAAICER o MM S BT 46 R A I 008K b BT S
R FERAE LA VR AR R L A E R, AR 1
A W EICHEREERE H—1~-3 °C, MIXHEE 60%4 4 .

mollissima ‘Yanshanzaofeng’),
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1.2 FENFIEE

LCMS-8050 8 =5 20 AH (013 - = F DUAR AT AR B BT 3 (X
(HZR 5 HYA F]); Waters BEH Cjg (2.1 mmx150 mm, 1.7 um)
(35 [E Waters 23 #]); BSA623S-CW T-43 2 — B, TR (1 [
Sartorius 7> 7 ); VORTEX-5 P& % 3 # (1 1 HAK DL R (LA
il & A PR F]); Centrifuge 5810R =y AR I 500 L (12
Sigma 23 H))o
1.3 EEMHESIH

ZNE. W, HE(nkat, Juatb SR A RA ), 21
Fh BRI  RARME SR I A 2 B S0 = K IR 45 (L) A BR A
Fl, 4350 i #E R B, (aflatoxin By, AFB,, 2.04 ng/mL) . %
Hi7 7 & B, (aflatoxin B,, AFB,, 0.501 pg/mL) . % B2 7% 5
G, (aflatoxin G;, AFG,, 2.08 pg/mL), #HMEHEHFEX G,
(aflatoxin G,, AFG,, 2.08 pg/mL). M4 25 Ji 4k 7] B s
(deoxynivalenol, DON, 100.1 pg/mL). #ifiFHHE X A
(ochratoxin A , OTA, 10.05 pg/mL) . F K ik % &
(zearalenone, ZEN, 100.2 ug/mL) .tk & E & B, (fumonisin B,
FBy, 50.1 pg/mL) fR T ZE B, (fumonisin By, FB,, 50.0 ug/mL) .
R 2 B, (fumonisin B,, FB;, 50.3 pg/mL). 3-Z A
Bl J] % (3-acetyldeoxynivalenol, 3Ac-DON, 100.1 pug/mL).
15- & Wk Wt 40 55 8 #ik ) TR 4% B (15-acetyldeoxynivalenol,
15A¢-DON, 100.1 pg/mL) . T-2 % Z(T-2 toxin, T-2, 100.1 pg/mL).
= J65 4 7] T B (nivalenol, NIV, 100.1 pg/mL). Zefafids
(sterigmatocystin, STC, 50.3 ug/mL), HT-2 B FE(HT-2 toxin,
HT-2, 100.1 pg/mL). 3%HEF A B R (tenuzonic acid, TeA,
100.8 ug/mL)., 2540} (alternariol, AOH, 100.3 pug/mL).
% 3 £ (tentoxin, TEN, 100.5 pg/mL). 732 % 1 M 24 B [k
(alternariol monomethyl ether, AME, 101.1 pg/mL)FI3Z 5
Jfi(altenuene, ALT, 10.48 pg/mL),
1.4 N5 E

M SR K B ML Bl B, T R R AILA 5 i Al
SOBRE, RS, DU ES A 2 By, B AR 200 g, A
BAFESR AT, 120 CCR R, 53 1 A TR, 4
5T K R 2= AR B AR R UL E AT AL 2, I S A0
R A3 - — T PUARAT B R {LE A T E - TeA L AOH, TEN,
AME I ALT 5 Fh e S5 1 8 18 A 7 14k 2 IR T am 2y
W, Hifth 16 ol EUR 2 N IR T RO 2P ST 1 43
SR Rl
15 IREEHEHIR

B A AR SR s, AR P IR AL Sh
SIRREE RIS P . AR (2002 LT R RE TR Sl
ARG RS ) PURIE, Jbmi R R RN 115 g/d.

1.6 RZ|ITME
1.6.1 #BFEHHEANE
H 7 R 1A B AG B A 2 (estimated daily intake,

EDI& IR (DIEA T, Ak ng « kg '« bw « d PO AR
P (2002 AL g e RE SR S @ RRR OO A R ) L dbat
7 B4R B Lo M AR 88 43 501 8 64.31 kg F1 59.65 kg
P P TR R 2T Y T R O P R (L PR AR
i R PERE SO A FL I 75 R 05 Y TR TS
CxK
EDI=— 1)

s COMRESL P B RIS Y PR E, ng/ke; K
SRR S, g/d; BW MR (body weight), kg
1.62 #FaaZHENE

TDI 7] HK &b AR5 A A F W i B 206 A
AR R R KT Z AR, EE SR EEA
KKK SEn g1 EDL 5 TDI A4 H (B o6 9 47 4 4k 4 B,
F%TDI %R, AAEILAR 2P,

WTDI= -

x100% 2)

%TDI<100 FREETRIE RIS, AXf
IR A AN R, NIV, FB, ARSI Z R, ZEN (1 TDI
4351129 1200, 1000, 1000 1250 ng « kg’ « bw « d 120281,
1.6.3 FR=BA

X B AR SR A BB A1 1T B R TR S 1
(margin of exposure, MOE)FEIE X i (% A 258 XU 64 1T
fifi o MOE H1 BL1# B¢ 2 A SEMERI 1 T B (benchmark dose lower
limit, BMDL)j EDI fy lLfH R, BRI ARG

OTA X TR BMDLAE 4 14500ng * kg « bw + d
MOE = 10000 AN SZAIAERE A, Yo T8 s AT,
BMDL {74730 ng * kg' « bw * d”!, MOE =200 #iA\ A4k
BRI, STC By BMDL,, {59 160000 ng * kg™ « bw * d™',
MOE = 10000 4 A Ay 2 AR A e ] 0,

1.6.4 HHEFXIERE

X PR AR A IR A R, CONTAM #
WA DL PR 2% 5 33 B {E (threshold of toxicological
concern, TTC)J7 R PAL 1% 8 B 1 75 1 0 A (8RR 1 52
Wi o Xof T AL TP I AL HEAL 22 T % AOH Al AME, TTC {H
N 2.5 ng kg e bw e d, WX AR LR A9 S HE L
# % TEN Fll TeA, TTC {5 1500 ng « kg ™' « bw « !B,
1.6.5 34 AW &% R

Z il LT B R 1 2R BRI SR RO B KA R
(European Food Safety Authority, EFSA)E 2020 &7 10 &
i LG R v 22 R LT R TR A W U T A Ry i
(mixtures in food and feed: holistic, innovative, flexible risk
assessment modelling approach, MY CHIF) #1735,

T e X Al SRRt A L T R A 0 40 BT R
AME, AOH. TEN, TeA. NIV, OTA. FB,. ZEN #l STC %
9 FIELR R TG YA % T NIV, OTA  FB, 1 STC,

MOE =
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8 10%5508 (BMDL o) 3T B A5 T FRVE AT EL- UM 2L
P& 4388 s (point of departure, POD)FHAT/ER AR HE IR, H
POD B4 512 140,473,100 F1 160 pg * kg™ « bw » d”', ZEN
KA WEREWE (o observed effect level, NOEL)E N
POD iR fEreastk, POD {HN 104 pg kg™ »bw+d',
AME. AOH. TEN il TeA i T4 A &2, EFSA i85 A il
7€t BMDL 8 NOEL, [KJHxf T3 4 Fhchk #1553 2= %
TTC {Ei%E N POD KA ek et filigk, H POD {E43 %1
4 0.0025, 0.0025, 1.5000, 1.5000 pg *kg' *bw=d ',

1.7 HIEAIE

R b LB B 2 KO R 45 R AR TS PR (limit of
detect, LOD)E{ A 19 %HE, (RFRLL 0 AU 43Hr, miBRLA
LOD Zb¥53Hr o B B 2 RS P4k 20 374l E Microsoft Office
Excel 2007 S8R, FLIHEE 2 RS TEAL AL S8 0706 A F 2 F
Monte Carlo F4IHE AR ) @Risk 7.5 b XU PEAL 3458 A%

2 HER55H

2.1 AOH #1 AME [E& R E X T4

AOH Jif & 2 5% KU PP DL UL 26 1. AOH M 565
5SAAIFAEE, ARBRIHE AR 0.049~3.762 pg/ke,
FERRRE B S 24 Ry 0.226~3.892 ng/kg. EDI AR 5F 4
4 0.009~0.696 ng kg™ e bw e d!, BAELEN 0.010~
0.750 ng * kg '« bw * d'. RNIEEIKBRILSE SR, EDI 5
SERIPAT T 2.500 ng « kg e bw + d7' {HIGE 12 A
FOMAE 3113 PRALHELT A5 7 4~ ARG 3113 A H vk
B EE, FOZWE TR EDL KCOF 43k B
3.566. 2.744 F13.751ng « kg « bw « d”!, 1 3.845, 2.959 I
4.044ng « kg + bw e d”!, HEE T 2.500ng + kg bw + d ',
AME Ji& &2 8% KIS P E 00 02% 2, AME [RIFE DRI ES 5
A TFAEK . SRR 0.114~3.661 pg/kg, EDI BAERH
£ 0.020~0.655 ng * kg™« bw + d”!, BAELHEN 0.022~
0.706ng * kg '« bw * d ' AL 2.500ng « kg '+ bw = d.
EEEE 3103 FF0MEAG PR 2 A2 IR R R H, A W 4 S
17.900 pg/kg F1 14.100 pg/kg, iH55 8 EDI 4510 5
3.200 ng e kg e bw e+ d' fil 2.520 ng+ kg cbwd’, &
£ 3.440 ng kg +bw e d Al 2.720 ng kg bw + d,
HIE T 2,500 ng « kg« bw * o FIREAEBREUIE =
ffiF@Risk 7.5 #AF%F AOH F1 AME BHf TSRS . AOH %%
AME ARSI AR . IR 7 DA, A1 R
3113 (HCIREAKS VR, (ALl o AN S il 3
R ARANI . T AME fiff I B B R 5 o A3 64 743 b n]
N, CHIECE] 11 AN B, 5 Lo SR AT RE S A (XU

2.2 TEN F1 TeA fE& &% XS 1FH
TEN i £ 7% 22 WU PEAR 1% 0 DL 3% 3. TEN Tl 245G E

B R 1500 ng « kg ™'« bw « d'o A 2 PFRESL TS 1
ANAFFRA R . ST 0.045~1.634 pglkg. FH
R £ 2 75 B BUAE BN 0.008~0.292 ng e kgl s bw e d !,
WAELPES 0.009~0.315 ng * kg' « bw + d'. HEAT T
1500 ng kg = bw e+ d ' TeA JE 1552 KU ITAL 17 1 W3
4, TeA FEFRF T BIMEH N 1500 ng « kg™ < bw + d”'o Tl
AR FEMR TeA, WG 6 T TeA it -2k
JEoh 2.346~51.573 pg/kg. FYINE S 5 G E AAE BN
04209222 ng kg '+ bwed!, WMAELM N 0452~
9943 ng * kg '+ bw « d', AT 1500ng « kg c bw e d,
It TEN il TeA X AARMEERE ™ A A RS2 i) JLE N
#®1 AOH EARERKITM

Table 1 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of AOH
EDI/(ng * kg ' * bw +d ")
P ik
MR R R AR RBR wER
5 0.049 0.226  0.009 0.040 0.010 0.044
6 0.098 0.275 0.018 0.049 0.019 0.053
7 1.394 1.559 0.249 0.279 0.269 0.301
8
9

g M (ug/kg)
ikl A

0.263 0.439  0.047 0.079 0.051 0.085
0.323 0.499 0.058 0.089 0.062 0.096

10 0.720 0.896 0.129 0.160 0.139 0.173
11 0.952 1.116  0.170 0.200 0.183 0.215
12 3.762 3.892 0.673 0.696 0.725 0.750

=2 AME BERFEXKEiITMHE
Table 2 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of AME
N , EDI/(ng * kg’ * bw + d
g FIIWRE/(ng/kg) %‘fé( £° X8 W;’Z‘fi )
e/ A — — —
TR bR RBR mRR R =i PR
5 0.128 1.070  0.023 0.191 0.025 0.206
6 0.114 1.055 0.020 0.189 0.022 0.203
7 0.736 1.618 0.132 0.289 0.142 0.312
8
9

1.037 1.802  0.185 0.322 0.200 0.347
0.450 1.332  0.080 0.238 0.087 0.257

10 0.853 1.617 0.152  0.289 0.164 0.312
11 2.956 3.661 0.529 0.655 0.570 0.706
12 2.413 3.060 0.432 0.547 0.465 0.590

% 3 TEN BERFEXNKRITMY

Table 3 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of TEN

s S $4y v EDI/(ng * kg » bw = d")
Hq‘[‘é]/ﬂ /(ng/kg) JE Lk

fIRRR mBR o RBR R KRR SR
1 0.045 0.310  0.008 0.055 0.009 0.060
2 0.091 0.338 0.016 0.060 0.018 0.065
3 0.181 0.428 0.032 0.076 0.035 0.082
4 0.241 0.488 0.043 0.087 0.046 0.094
5 0.395 0.624  0.071 0.112 0.076  0.120
6 0.408 0.637 0.073 0.114 0.079 0.123
7 0.477 0.671  0.085 0.120 0.092 0.129
8 0.788 0.929 0.141 0.166 0.152 0.179
9 0.836 0.977 0.149 0.175 0.161 0.188
10 0.988 1.111 0.177 0.199 0.190 0.214
11 1.134 1.257  0.203 0225 0.219 0.242
12 1.511 1.634 0.270 0.292 0.291 0.315
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Table 4 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of TeA Table 5 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of NIV
- SE vk E EDI/(ng * kg« bw « d) Pl P (ugke) %TDI
oA /(ug/ke) RHE it b i)/ Tt atk

fRBR MR MR mRR B SRR TR BR =71 S 1= S =11 1~ S 2 S =1
7 2.346 2.699 0.420 0.483 0.452 0.520 7 20.025  42.084 0.298 0.627 0.322  0.676
8 9.721 9.957 1.738 1.780 1.874 1.902 8 49.555  67.202 0.739 1.001 0.796  1.080

14.385 14.620 2.572 2.614 2.773 2.819 9 49.601 68.718 0.739 1.024 0.797 1.104
10 22990 23.196 4.111 4.148 4.432 4472 10 114.050 127.286 1.700 1.897 1.832  2.045
11 41.084 41232 7.347 7373  7.921 7.949 11 112.794 124.558 1.681 1.856 1.812  2.001
12 51.426 51.573  9.196 9.222 9914 9.943 12 61.180  80.298 0912 1.197 0.983 1.290

2.3 NIV ERFBZENKITM

NIV fEERZENEIHE I 5. 5 TeA —Ff, NIV iRk
AR, TS 6 1T NIV AR 20.025~
127.286 ng/kg EDI AR B9 3.581~22.761 ng * kg™ « bw « d7,
WAL N 3.861~24.540 ng » kg™ < bw « d”', NIV Y TDI{&)y
1200 ng * kg ' * bw * d™'o R R A 78 5N 301 Ta) #1035
F il TDI {H, %TDI ¥3/hF 100, NIV (2S5 &
(acute reference dose, ARfD)Jy 14000 ng * kg™ * bw * d ™',
[ R E BRI ARD {8, HILAIH, HANI fE
FRA ) NIV AR AR A 18 P sl S i

24 OTA ERZRENXKITM

OTA (14 RS PFAt 73 A Jfega 26001 2 iE AR 1k A e 8
RAEGE 6). OTA Kb FHU S 0.058~2.350 pg/kg. “F-HfiE
RGBSR 0.011~0420 ng « kg« bw « d!, B4
4 H 0.011~0.452 ng « kg + bw » d'. OTA X F@HEM
SRS EIZRAE, MOE =200 BliA Ay SRR () R0, iy ot M
SR RN B ZRAE, MOE = 10000 8 A g 2 AP i B ) AL, AR 41 3
6 BYZE R RS0, s XU MOE X5kF 10000, 3F i XU
MOE ¥KF 200, H1 ] %0, e SERE G AE 38 AN 58 (8] 7~
A1) OTA TR 20k A4 A= A B XU

Fz 6 OTA ERZEENKITM

Table 6 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of OTA

P EDI/(ng * kg ' * bw +d ") Jif% MOE & AR E MOE
. ﬂéj I e /s Bk /s P o

fIGRR e PR fRRBR e PR fIRRR =1 fIGRR e PR fIRRR TR R fIRR e PR
7 0.011 0.058 0.011 0.062 1367531 250267 1268437 232132 446098 81639 413773 75723
8 0.054 0.086 0.059 0.093 267146 168930 247788 156689 87145 55106 80830 51113
9 0.386 0.386 0.416 0.416 37589 37589 34865 34865 12262 12262 11373 11373
10 0.420 0.420 0.452 0.452 34548 34548 32045 32045 11270 11270 10453 10453
11 0.331 0.334 0.357 0360 43836 43422 40660 40275 14300 14165 13263 13138
12 0.357 0.360 0.385 0389 40591 40236 37650 37320 13241 13125 12282 12174

25 HitEESRERFEXNMGITME

FB,. ZEN 1 STC &t AL S AR5 2, LIS H
R BT . RE R a4 L% 7. FB,.
SR T EE 2 A ZEN SR F%TDI B 3E T 1R £ 52 88 KU PEA, 3
ANHEF K M%TDI {H3/MNF 100, STC R MOE Jrikit
TG AR R KU 1TAS, 284+ 3E MOE KT 10000, — 5 1H
FRAFEM S M EHE RS B RIIEHAL, TR MR
VAR 2 S AT A 20 A A AR AR o 25 Bk, AR
AN A7 4 (9 FB, . FB,. FB;. ZEN il STC A2
N A AR XSS

%7 FB,, BRRDEE. ZEN M STC EERENK T

Table 7 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of FB,, total
fumonisin, ZEN and STC

EDI/(ng * kg ' * bw * d ")

26 HMEMHRERSHRHESERNRERNKLITM
M FERE T BB B 3 Y BRURER KR PEAT WL 8.

EIEE AR 44 SR AR SR AR FE IR 104 S B 3 T 3k
JetREL, FEARRITR I B MR RFAA 2~4 Fh, M
PRIULE AN 8 3 MOE 7E 162~4566 22 6] KT 100, 1 3113
FIHELT SRR A LRSS 11 4~ H MOE /N F
100, FEAERESLI ] 10 A~ H i, [FEHRGH 2 R E#HE,
MOE K F 100, 415145 11 AR, 50 HEEEE
HnE] 3 Fl, MOE WFAKE] 100 LT o ML R AR 5
FERLFEREAN TS MOE ¥KF 100, MRJLIEEERISE 10 4
A, 3113 345 11 N~ H MOE i 100 BL ¥ J5/MF 100,
FELTAE S Lotk MOE MIYV-HERS 8 4N H 19 979, B i AR5
1A 168, MIVHEE] 12 4~ H, MELTASEAR 5 R

HRHE e /(ng/k L s .

MR W eke) Ttk etk 6 F T TEZE, MOE FF/NT: 100, JLIE T AN SERE R I 25
FB 3.090 0910 0.976 TR 10,11 PFA A 3 FhER R, MOE #K
. FB 13.500 2414 2.590 100 SR BRI 10 4. 3113 WEEES 114 F MOE
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Table 8 Dietary exposure and risk assessment of
co-contamination of mycotoxins

o BRSE s I MOE
KRR H A . HIHFE o 4ol
3113 10 NIV-OTA 2659 2466
11 AME-OTA 078 0.72
b 10 TEN-OTA-FB, 4566 4235
11 TEN-NIV-OTA 2179 2021
it T 10 TEN-TeA-OTA-FB, 175 162
10  TEN-TeA-NIV-OTA 161 149
ML 11 TEN-TeA-NIV-OTA 93 86
12 TEN-TeA-NIV-OTA 77 71
L. 10 TeA-OTA 445 413
ieavea
11 TeA-NIV-AME 3.02 280
10 TEN-OTA 4659 4322
3113 LI TEN-TeA-AME-OTA 191 1.77
TEN-AOH-TeA-AME-
12 oTA 049 045
Wi 12 TEN-TeA-OTA 122 113
9 TEN-OTA 5231 4852
Wbkt I 10 TEN-ZEN-AME-OTA 9.74 9.04
12 TEN-AOH-AME-OTA 1.02  0.95
3 TEN-TeA-NIV-OTA 1056 979
9 TEN-TeA-NIV-OTA 547 507
sger 10 TEN-TCANIV-OTA 358 332
11 TEN-TeA-NIV 181 168
TEN-AOH-TeA-NIV-
12 AME.OTA 0.71  0.66
3113 10 NIV-OTA 2227 2065
11 AOH-TeA-OTA 2630 24.40
bR 10 TeA-OTA-FB, 163 151
T TeA-NIV-OTA 132 122
5 TEN-AOH-AME 528 4.89
o §jL __ O  TEN-AOH-AME-OTA 196 182
JLBE TR o TEN-AOHNIV-AME- =
OTA : :
3 TeA-NIV-OTA 243 226
9 TeA-NIV-OTA 152 141
M 10 TeA-NIV-OTA 93.80 87.00
AOH-TeA-NIV-AME-
12 OTA 142 132
3 TEN-TeA-OTA 311 288
9 TEN-TeA-OTA 199 184
3113 10 TEN-TeA-OTA 196 189
11 TEN-TeA-OTA 105 98
12 AOH-TeA-AME-OTA 045 042
9 AME-OTA 319 296
W11 AME-OTA 0.99  0.92
TR 12 ZEN-AME-OTA 1.04  0.96
3 TEN-STC 14103 13081
5 TEN-AOH 3730 34.60
o TEN-AOH-TeA-NIV
I 10 OTA 202 187
TEN-AOH-TeA-NIV-
11 OTA 1.61 1.0
s 8 TeA-NIV-OTA 392 363

10 TeA-NIV-AME-OTA  9.74  9.03
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