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Publ~ studies in whidl rats ~ ex~ to CdC12 in sIandaId chow or drinking water
were analyzed to compare the relative bioavailability of cadmium from the tWo media. Relative
bi~vailability was ~ from estimates of the rate of accumulation of cadmium in kidney
COI1ex or liver. Data were IrGUped into ~ based on study design and reporting of data: Tier I,
identical experimental protocols and dc-.F can be estimated: Tier 2. very similar or identical
protocols and dosage can be estimated: Tier 3, protocols may differ and dosage can be estimated:
and Tier 4, protocols may differ and dosascs cannot be estimated (but concentration of cadmium
in food or water is fePOftcd). T~ were nested, such that Tier 4 contained all relevant studies;
Tier 3 included data sets from Tien I and 2: and Tier 2 included the data ~ from Tier I. Data
within Tiers I, 2. and 3 were subjected to a linear ~ analysis with dosage as the i~odcnt
variable and tisuc accumulation rate as the <k:pcndcnt variable to determine whether m~vailability
of cadmium was sisniflCantly different based on medium of administration. The faults of this
analysis show the following: (I) In rats ~vina food and drinking water ad libilum. the mo-
availability of cadmium in drinking water is not sianificantly different (P > O.OS) from the bio-
availability of cadmium in food when dosascs are less than 4 mg/kg body wt/day. (2) Cadmium
deaases food and water consum~n: thcrefo~, ~ts of relative moavailability should
be made based on actual dosage rather than exposu~ levels. (3) Diet composition and status of
the gastrointestinal tract a~ probably a mo~ important determinant of the bioavailability of
cadmium than is the exposure medium. (4) Studies of the effect of total diet composition on
bioavailability of cadmium may be more ~lcvant than are studies of the effect of the exposu~
medium. It is concluded from this analysis that the bioavailatXlity of cadmium in food is not
different from that in water when diet is provided ad libitum. Thercfo~, we recommend that
distinct RfDs for cadmium in food and drinking water should not be based on the assumption
that the bioavailability of cadmium in drinkina water is grater than that of cadmium in food.
0 1994 ~ '-. lac-

INTRODUCTION

A reference dose (RfD) is defined as "an estimate (with uncertainty spanning ~rhaps
an order of magnitude) of a daily oral exposure (mg/kgjday) to the human population

I The views ex~ in this p8IIer are thc)SC of the authan aDd do not ~Iy reRect the views and

policies of the U.S. Environmental Protection Ajency.
1 To whom correspondence should be addressed.

139

0273-2300/94 $6.00
~ 0 1994 by ~ '-. ...
AI~oll8PlodUClMMlia.,b8---



140 RUOFF ET AL

(including sensitive subgroups) that is likely to be without appreciable risk of deleterious
effects during a lifetime" (U.S. EPA, 1994). RfDs that are verified and on the U.S.
EP A Integrated Risk Infonnation System (IRIS) (U .S. EP A, 1994) represent a consensus
within the U.S. EPA regarding the risk to human health posed by exposure to specific
chemicals. RfDs are used in risk characterizations of hazardous waste sites where
human exposure to chemicals may occur from ingesting contaminated food, water,
or soil (U.S. EPA, 1989).

The RfD for a chemical can be specific for an exposure medium if there is sufficient
evidence to define a unique dose-response relationship for the chemical in that me-
dium. ~ RfDs for cadmium in food and drinking water have been derived
based on the assumption that the bioavailability of cadmium in water is greater than
that from food by a factor of 2 (i.e., 5% vs 2.5%, respectively) (U.S. EPA, 1994).
Separate RfDs for manganese in food and drinking water have also been derived (U.S.
EP A, 1994). Distinct RfDs for nickel in food and drinking water also may be considered
based on the apparent greater bioavailability of nickel in drinking water compared to
that in food (Sunderman et al.. 1989).

The application of relative absorption factors to adjust intakes used in determining
hazard quotients and cancer risks in risk characterizations is discussed in the Risk
Assessment Guidelines for Superfund (RAGS) (U.S. EPA, 1989, Appendix A). For
the hazard quotient (HQ), the adjustment takes the form

HQ = IIRfD

HQADJ = I. RAF IRfD,

where HQADJ is the adjusted hazard quotient, RAF is the relative absorption factor,
and 1 is the oral intake (mg/kg/day). In this context, the RAF is defined as the ratio
of the absorption of a chemical in "the medium of concern" to that of the same
chemical in the exposure medium used in the studies that formed the basis of the
RfD. Similarly, in estimating cancer risk (CR)

CR = I.SF

CRADJ = I. RAF. SF,

where SF is the cancer risk slope factor. The implication is that an RfD or slope factor
based on studies of one exposure medium (e.g., food) may not be directly applicable
to estimating the hazard quotient or cancer risk for an exposure through a different
medium (e.g., drinking water or soil) if the bioavailability of chemicals in these media
are dissimilar.

The verification of media-specific RfDs for cadmium based on relative bioavailability
and the discussion in RAGS of bioavailability adjustments of. intake in determining
hazard quotients and cancer risks may be indicative of a wider application of either
or both approaches in the future. It is, therefore, appropriate to consider in some
de:pth the concept of relative bioavailability from the perspective of both methodological
issues inherent to the derivation of quantitative expressions of relative bioavailability
and the application of these expressions to risk assessment. This study was conducted
to explore one dimension of this problem: What constitutes adequate evidence to
support the derivation of an estimate of relative bioavailability?

A case study was performed in which experimental data on the bioavailability of
cadmium were evaluated in an attempt to derive estimates of the relative bioavailability



141REI.A 11VE BIOA V AILABILnY OF CADMIUM

of cadmium in food compared to drinking water. Cadmium was selected for the case
study because of the abundance of published data on the subject, which would allow
an exploration of the impact of data quality and methodology on the estimation of
relative bioavailability. Data on cadmium were examined with the objective of ex-
ploring approaches to the derivation of media-specific bioavailability factors for in-
organics that might facilitate consistent integration of bioavailability information in
risk assessment. The results of this study suggest that, in rats provided food and water
ad libitum. bioavailability of cadmium in food and drinking water is not significantly
different at dosages less than 4 m&fkg body wt/day. The implications of this finding
on the RfDs for cadmium and on the concept of media-specific RfDs in general are
discussed.

METHODS

Data Collection

Computer literature searches were conducted in 1991 of the following on-line bib-
liographic data bases: HSOB, RTECS, TSCATS, and TOXLINE (for 1986-1991).
Reviews were used to identify earlier relevant literature (ATSOR, 1992; U.S. EPA,
1980, 1981, 1986, 1988; Friberg et aI.. 1974, 1985; Kjellstrom and Nordberg, 1978;
Friberg, 1984; Foulkes, 1986; Fox, 1983; Tsuchiya, 1978). References were tree-
searched to identify additional pertinent literature.

Definition of Relative Bioavailability

Bioavailability can be defined as the fraction (F) of the oral dose that enters the
systemic circulation (Gibaldi and Perrier, 1982). Assuming a bioavailability of an
intravenous dose of I, F for an oral dose (FOI8I) is defined

FOI8I = (DiY ° AUCOl8l)/(DOIaI° AUCjv), (I)

where

Div = intravenous dose
Doral = oral dose

AUConi = area under plasma (or blood) concentration vs time curve for oral dose
AUCiv = area under plasma (or blood) concentration vs time curve for intravenous

dose.

Similarly, relative bioavailability of the chemical in food and water (Fr/W) are defined
as:

Ff/w = FroodiF_. (2)

The above definitions of bioavailability (Eq. (I» could not be applied to cadmium
because there are insufficient kinetic data to support estimates of AUC. Two indices
of Fr/- were evaluated in this study: the rate of accumulation of cadmium in the renal
cortex and the rate of accumulation of cadmium in the liver. The concept of using
measurements of accumulation or concentration in specific tissues as an index of
relative bioavailability is not new and has been applied to other inorganics. For example.
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the concentration of lead in blood has been used as an index of relative bioavailability
of lead (Mushak, 1991). This approach is valid providing that the amount or concen-
tration oftbe compound in the selected tissue is linearly related to whole body burden.
This appears to be true for cadmium in renal cortex and liver, which contain most of
the cadmium body burden (Friberg et al.. 1985).

Assessment of Rates of Accumulation of Cadmium in Tissue

Relative bioavailability of cadmium was assessed by comparing the rates of accu-
mulation of cadmium in renal conex and whole liver (Jjg/g ~ue wet wt/day) across
dosages (mg/kg/day) resulting from exposure of rats to cadmium in rat chow or drinking
water. The data on laboratory rats were selected for analysis because the rat has been
used extensively as an experimental model for cadmium-induced nephrotoxicity (Fri-
berg et aI., 1985). Rates of accumulation rather than total tissue burdens were used
to ~ bioavailability because most of the published studies reported concentrations
of cadmium in tissues (e.g., Jl.g/g) rather than cadmium burdens and did not report
organ weights. Furthermore, data on body weights were often inadequate to support
reliable estimates of organ weights.

Several assumptions were made in applying the above approach. In rats exposed
daily to cadmium at anyone dose level, concentrations of cadmium in the renal cortex
and liver were assumed to increase at a constant rate over time until concentrations
in the renal cortex reached =200 Jl.g cadmium/g wet wt. This is supported by studies
of Bernard et aI. (1983) and Kajikawa et aI. (1981), in which, during chronic exposure
to cadmium. concentrations in the renal cortex increased approximately linearly over
time until the concentration reached 200-250 Jl.g/g wet wt and then decreased steadily
over the remaining exposure periO(i. To validate this assumption for the data sets used
in this analysis. data from each study in which concentrations of cadmium in the
renal cortex and liver were measured at more than two exposure durations were sub-
jected to a linear regression analysis of concentration of cadmium in tissue against
exposure duration. Values of,2 were ~0.80 in 98 and 80% of the data sets of cadmium
in the renal cortex and liver, respectively, that were obtained from studies in which
the concentration of cadmium in the renal conex did not exceed 200 Jjg/g wet wt.
Therefore, the analysis was limited to exposure durations and dosages in which con-
centrations of cadmium in the renal cortex were <200 Jjg/g wet wt.

The rates of accumulation of cadmium (Jl.g cadmium/g wet wt/day) were estimated
by dividing the concentration <lLg cadmium/g wet wt) by the exposure duration in
days. In some studies. the concentration of cadmium in the entire kidney. rather than
in the renal cortex. was reported; in these cases. the concentration of cadmium in the
renal conex was estimated as 1.25 times the concentration of cadmium in the whole
kidney (Friberg et aI.. 1985). The concentration of cadmium throughout the liver was
assumed to be uniform. Some studies reported concentrations of cadmium in dry
tissue; these values were converted to concentrations of cadmium in wet tissue by
dividing concentrations of cadmium in dry renal cortex by 5 and concentrations of
cadmium in dry liver by 3 (Zalups et aI.. 1987).

Estimation of Dosage from Exposure Level

Most studies reported exposure levels (e.g., ppm), rather than the dosage (e.g., mg/
kg/day). To capture as many data as possible in the analysis, dosages were estimated
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if adequate supporting data were reported. In general. daily water consumption in
rats exceeds food consumption by a factor of 1.4 in young rats and 1.6-1.7 in adult
rats (U .S. EP A. 1987). Therefore. if no other variables are considered. dosages from
water can be expected to exceed dosages from food at the same exposure level. However.
cadmium in drinking water decreases water consumption in rats (Baranski and Sitarek.
1987; BorzeUeca et aI.. 1989; Decker et al.. 19S8; Fingerle el al.. 1982; Fowler el al..
1975; Kotsonis and Klaassen. 1978; Mangler el al.. 1988; Sorrell and Graziano. 1990;
Stacey el al.. 1988; Zenick et al.. 1982) and. similarly, cadmium in rat chow decreases
food consumption (Groton et al.. 1991; Itokawa et aI.. 1974; Machemer and Lone.

1981;Nogawaelal..1981;PondandWalker,197S;Spornelal..1970;Sugawaraand
Sugawara. 1974). The effect of cadmium on water and food consumption in rats is
illustrated in Fig. I. At a concentration of SO ppm cadmium in drinking water, water
consumption was decreased by approximately 40%, whereas at a concentration of SO
ppm cadmium in rat chow, food consumption was decreased by approximately S%.
At an exposure level of 10 ppm, water and food consumption were decreased by
approximately 10 and 1%, respectively. To statistically compare the exposure-level-
related decrease in food and water consumption, dose-response data for each medium
were fitted to three models: linear, exponential, and reciprocal (data not shown). For
each of the regression models. the predicted value for water consumption at SO ppm
cadmium was significantly smaller than that of food (i.e.. the 95% confidence intervals
for the regression models did not overlap). However, for concentrations < 10 ppm the
decrease in water consumption was not significantly different from that of food. This
suggests that at concentrations of cadmium <10 ppm, food and water consumption
decrease to a similar extent. but at higher concentrations the decrease in water con-
sumption may exceed the decrease in food consumption. Therefore. the ratio of d~
from drinking water to that from rat chow is not constant across exposure level.

Dosages were estimated from reported concentrations of cadmium in food or drink-
ing water and reported or estimated body weights and water or food consumption.
Where only initial and final body weights were reported, average body weights were
estimated as the initial body weight plus half the body weight gain. Where only initial
body weights or initial ages of rats were reported, average body weights were estimated
using reference growth curves for specific strains and sexes of rats (U.s. EPA, 1987).
With tWo exceptions. dosage was not estimated if initial body weights or ages were
not reported or if food or water consumption were not reported. The exceptions were
two dietary studies that reported body weight data and that food consumption was
similar in control and exposed rats; however. food consumption data were not provided
(Loeser and Lone, 1977; Maji and Yoshida, 1974). Dosages in these studies were
calculated using the body weight data provided in studies and reference values for
food consumption in rats (U.S. EPA, 1987).

Dala Tiers

The entire data set was divided into four tiers, based on similarity of study design
and reporting of data. The tiers represent a range of data profiles that might be en-
coun~ in an assessment of bioavailability of any chemical. The tiers were nested,
such that Tier 4 includes all studies in Tiers I, 2, and 3; Tier 3 includes studies in
Tier I and 2; and Tier 2 includes the study in Tier 1.
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fIG. I. Effects ofexposure 10 cadmium in drinkiDI water 01' food 00 intake ofdrinkina water (A) or food
(B), respectively. Controls were not exposed to cadmium. The effect of cadmium in drinking water on water
intake is greater than the effect of cadmium in food on food intake. Data on drinking water intake are from
Baranski and Sitarek ( 1987). Bonelleca et aI. (1989). Decker et aI. (1958). Fi..ne et aI. (1982). Fowler It
aI. (1975), Kotsonis and ~n (1978). MaD&ier et al. (1988). Sorrell and Graziano (1990). Stacey et aI.
(1988). and Zenick et aI. (1982). Data on food intake are from Groton et aI. (1991). Itokawa et aI. (1974).
M8I:hemer and Lorke (1981), Pond aDd Walker (1975), ~ It aI. (1970), aDd Supwara and Sup..,.
(1974).

Tier 4 includes all of the studies used in this analysis and consisted of data from
studies in which rats were exposed to cadmium in rat chow or drinking water. from
which an exposure level (ppm) was reported. Studies in Tier 4 varied considerably
with respect to strain. body weight, age. and sex of rats. e~posure level. and duration
of administration.

Tier 3 consists of data from studies in which rats were exposed to cadmium in rat
chow or drinking water, from which dOSClge (mg/kg/day) was reported or could be
~~~~-Y1ated-~ attempt v.as made to match experimental designs; therefore.
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the studies varied considerably with respect to rat strain, body weight. age, and sex of
rats, dose level, and duration of administration.

Tier 2 consists of data from studies in which rats were exposed to cadmium in rat
chow or drinking water using identical or similar protocols and for which dosage was
reported or could be accurately calculated. The data were organized into data groups,
within which experimental protocols were closely matched with respect to strain, sex,
initial and final age, and initial and final body weights of the rats; duration of treatment;
and dosage.

Tier I consists of data from studies in which identical exposure and analytical
protocols were used to compare animals exposed to cadmium in rat chow or drinking
water and for which dosage was reported or could be accurately calculated. Tier I is
considered to contain the most useful data for determining relative bioavailability,
and is also usually the most scarce type of data.

Stalistical Analysis of the Dala

Data from Tiers I, 2, and 3 were subjected to linear regression analysis to detennine
whether the rates of accumulation of cadmium in the liver and renal cortex, as a
function of dosage, were significantly different (P < 0.05), based on medium of ad-
ministration. The slope of the regression lines relating tissue accumulation and dosage
in food (mr) and water (mw) were used as indices of bioavailability of cadmium in
each medium; thus, Fr/w was defined as the ratio of the slopes (mr/mw):

Fr/w = mr/mw. (3)

The regression model that was used to estimate mr and mw is as follows (Mendenhall,
1968)

y = Po + .8.x. + P2X1 + .83X,X1, (4)

where

Y - rate of accumulation of cadmium in tissue ("glg wet Wi/day)
XI = 0 if the exposure medium is food, or 1 if the medium is water
X2 = dosage (mglkg body Wi/day).

If the medium of exposure is food (i.e., X I = 0), Eq. (4) reduces to

Y = Po + fJ2X2: (5)

and .B2 is the slope of the line relating tissue accUmulation rate and dosage in food
(mr). For exposures from water (i.e., XI = 1): :

Y = fJo + fJl + (fJ2 + fJ3)'X2. (6)

and fJ2 + fJ3 is the slope of the line relating tiSS:ue accumulation rate and dosage
from water (m.). Thus, fJ3 is the difference between the slopes for water and food
(m. - m,) and the ratio fJ2/(fJ2 + fJ3) is the ratio of the slopes, mr/m., or FQ...

Two null hypotheses were tested. The first compared FrI. with 1 (i.e., Ho:Frtw = I
vs HI:Ff/. + I). The null hypothesis in this case is equivalent to Ho:mr/m. = I, which
can be expressed in terms of model paramete~ as Ho:fJ3 = O. The second hypothesis
comoarM Fr/w with 0.5 (i.e., Ho:Fr/W = 0.5 vs HI :FrJw > 0.5); the assul1)ption used in
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the derivation of the chronic oral RfDs for cadmium in food and drinking water was
that Ff/w = 0.5 (U.S. EPA, 1994). The null hypothesis in this case is equivalent to
~:mr/m. = 0.5, which can be expressed in tenDS of model parameters as HO:.82 =
.83. The null hypotheses were tested by a t statistic (Mendenhall. 1968) and were
rejected if the P value was less than 0.05. The statistical analyses and data plots were
developed with Statgraphics (Version 5.0) (STSC, 1991).

RESULTS

Data Profile

Forty-four studies were identified in which rats were exposed subchronically or
chronically (up to 644 days) to cadmium in rat chow or drinking water. and cadmium
concentrations in the liver and/or kidney were measured. Only data fi'om studies in
which rats were fed standard rat chow were used in the analysis: this included control
groups (e.g.. cadmium given in standard rat chow) from several studies in which the
effects of dietary composition on cadmium uptake were studied (e.g.. cadmium given
in low-iron rat chow). One study that exposed rats to cadmium in pig liver was not
included in the analysis (Groten et ai.. 1990). Because the chemical form of cadmium
may influence bioavailability. only studies using cadmium chloride (CdC12) were used
in the analysis: studies of cadmium acetate (Carmignani and Boscolo. 1984: Kanisawa
and Schroeder. 1969: Yuhas et ai., 1979) and of cadmium oxide (Weigel et ai.. 1984)
were excluded. Studies in which concentrations of cadmium in the renal cortex ex-
ceeded 200 lI.g/g wet wt (Abe et al.. 1972; Sugawara and Sugawara. 1974). a study of
hypertension-sensitive rats (Ohanian et ai., 1978). and a study that reported unusually
high mortality rates (Nogawa et al.. 1981) were also excluded from the analysis. The
remaining 35 studies were used in the analysis. of which 16 studies provided enough
information to estimate dosage. Studies used in the analysis are listed in Table I.

Tier 1 Data

Tier I data were obtained from one study in which rats of the same strain. sex. age.
and weight were exposed to CdCl2 in rat chow or drinking water under otherwise
identical exposure conditions, and identical analytical procedures were used to quantify
uptake of cadmium into:tissue (Buhler et ai.. 1981). Fifty-five groups of rats (two per
sex per group) were exPQsed to five different exposure levels of cadmium in the diet
or six different exposure revels of cadmium in drinking water; rats were sacrificed after
I, 2, 4, 8, or 12 weeks of treatment for measurement of cadmium in liver and renal
cortex. Thus, 55 estimates of the rates of accumulation of cadmium in the liver and
renal cortex were reporte<J. Male and female Wistar rats were provided water ad libitllm
containing 0.003-1.00 ppm I09CdO2 and rat chow to which no cadmium was added
or rat chow containing 0.001-1.00 ppm I09CdO2 and drinking water to which no
cadmium was added. Concentrations of cadmium in liver and kidney were determined
after I, 2, 4, 8, or 12 weeks of exposure. Estimates of fractional absorption (body
burden/cadmium intake) associated with each measurement of cadmium in tissue
were reported, allowing estimates of dosages as follows: dosage (m&fkg/day) = body

burden/fractional absorption/reference body weight of Wi Star rats (U.S. EPA. 1987)/
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TABLE 1

SUMMARY Of' STUDIES ON CADMIUM BK>A V AILABIUTY INa.UDED IN THE ANALYSIS

Media T~s)Study Rat Sb3iD/~ Duration (days)

Water
Water
Water

4
4
4

AuafIey et aI.. 1981

Aulilcy et aI.. 1984

Bernard et aI., 1980

7, 14,28,.56,84
21,28,42,56,70,84, 168
31,70,92. 122. IS3, 183,

214,336
31,70,92, 122. IS3, 183,

244
70, 122. 183,244, 3OS
r22

Male Wistar
Male Wistar
Female Sprague-Dawley

WaterBernard ft at. 1981 Female ~DawIey 4

Female Spracue-[Mwiey
Female SPl-aue-[MwIey

Water
Water

4
4

Male and female WiStar Watcror
food

Food
Water

7, 14,28. S6, 84

BemaId tt 0/., 1983
BemaId and Lauwerys,

1981
BubIer tt 0/., 1981 1-4

Male Sprasue-Dawiey
Male and remale

Spraaue-Dawley
Male OSU brown rats
Male and remaJe

Spraauc-Dawiey
Male Charles River
Male Wi5tar
Male Wistar
Male Sprasuc-DawIcy
Male Wistar
Female Wistar
Male Spnisuc-Dawlcy

98
183. 365

2-4
.1-4

C(MaIias tt aI.. 1977

Decker tt aI.. 19S8

Food

Water

28,56,84, 112
S74, 644

4
3-4

Eakin tt oJ.. 1980

Fmaer1e et oJ.. 1982

Water

Food

Water

Water

Water

Water

Water

3-4
2-4
2-4
2-4
4
4

2-4

42. 84
28. S6
120
49
28.112. 168.224.280
90
21.42.84.168

Female Sprwaue-Dawley Water 28.56

Male and female Wistar Food 28. 56. S4 2-4

Male and female Wistar Fnnd 3-4

FemaJe Spraaue-Dawiey
Male Sprague-Dawley
Male and female brown

rats
Male Wistar
Female Wisw
Male Sprague-Dawley

Water
Food
Water or

food
Water
Water
Water

183.365.549
57
549

2-4

,52
90
,5

4
4

3-4

Water

Water

Food

Food

Water

Water

12. 26. SO. 100

730
15. 30.45.60
90
365
56

4
4
4

2-4
4

2-4

Male Wiur
Male Wiur
Male albino ITRC
Female Spraaue-Dawiey
Female SlX88UC-Dawiey
Male Sprague-Dawley

Fowler eI aI.. 1975

GroteD eI aI.. 1991

Itokawa tt aI.. 1974

Jamall t'f aI.. 1989

Kajikawa t'f aI.. 1981

Kawamur8 t'f aI.. 1978

Kotsonis and KJ~.

1978

l.afS5OD and PiscaIor.

1971

Loeser and Lorke,

1977

Maji and y~

1974

Manlier t'f aI.. 1988

Nation el al.. 1984

Pribble and Wcswi&

1973

PriI&e t'f aI.. 1977

Prigge,I978
R~nbclJ and

K8PP8S. 1991

Sakata eI aI.. 1988

Shaikh t'f aI.. 1989

Tewari t'f al.. 1986

Utile and 0I0u. 1980

Viau t'f aI.. 1984

Washko and Cousins.

1975
Zenick t'f aI.. 1982 Male SPl-.uc-Dawiey Water 7' 2-4
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duration of exposure. The estimated dosages ranged from 0.<XXX>8 to 0.147 mg cad-
mium/kg/day from drinking water and 0.()(XX)9 to 0.124 mg cadmium/kg/day from
rat chow.

Figure 2 shows plots of the rates of accumulation of cadmium in tissue against
dosage in food and drinking water. Over the entire dosage range examined «0.14
mg/kg/day), the estimates of F(fw given by the ratio of the slopes (m,Im.) were 1.00,
based on renal cortex, and 1.19, based on liver cadmium; both were not significantly
different from I (P = 0.974, renal cortex; P = 0.420, liver) but were significantly
greater than 0.5 (P < 0.005) (Table 2). The sensitivity of the estimate of F,/w to dosage
was examined by analyzing lower dosage ranges. The estimates of F,/w were not sig-
nificantly different from I for.dosage ranges <0.1 and <0.0 I mg/kg/day (Table 3).
Dosage ranges lower than <0.0 I were not analyzed because of insufficient numbers
of observations (e.g., N a 5 at dosage range <0.001 mg/kgjday).

Tier 1 Data

Tier 2 data were obtained from II studies (including Buhler et al.. 1981) (Table I).
The data were organized into 31 data groups; within each group, experimental protocols
were closely matched with respect to strain. sex, initial and final age, and initial and
final body weights of the rats. duration of treatment. and dosage. The 31 data groups
yielded a total of 64 estimates of the rate of accumulation of cadmium in the liver
and 67 estimates of the rate of accumulation of cadmium in the renal cortex (Fig. 3).
Over the entire dosage range examined in these studies (0.0<XX>8-3.89 mg cadmium!
kg/day). the estimate of Fflw given by the ratio of the slopes (mr!mw) was 1.08, based
on renal cortex cadmium, and 0.92, based on liver cadmium. The estimates of Ff/W
were not significantly different from I (P = 0.642, renal cortex; P = 0.739, liver), but
were significantly greater than 0.5 (P < 0.005, renal cortex: P < 0.025, liver)

(Table 2).

Tier 3 Data

Tier 3 data were obtained from 16 studies (including those in Tiers 1 and 2) (Table
1). These studies provided 152 and 160 estimates of the rate of accumulation of cad-
mium in the liver and renal cortex, respectively (Fig. 4). The studies varied with
respect to strain. body weight, age and sex of rats, dose level. and duration of admin-
istration. Over the dose entire range examined in these studies (0.00008-13.2 mg/kg/
day), the estimate ofFr/W given by the ratio of the slopes (mr/m.) was 1.56 for renal
cortex and 1.24 for liver (Table 2). The estimate of F f/w based on renal cortex cadmium
was significantly different from 1 (P < 0.00 I); the estimate based on liver cadmium
was not significantly different from I (P = 0.062). Both estimates were significantly

greater than 0.5 «0.005).
The sensitivity of the estimate ofFf/W to dosage was examined by analyzing lower

dosage ranges (Table 4). Compression of the high end of the dosage range to the same
range as Tier 2 «4 mg/kg/day) decreased the estimate of Ff/w from 1.56 to 1.16; the
latter was not significantly different from 1 (P = 0.298). This is consistent with the
results from the analysis of the Tier 2 data, even though the number of observations
within this dosage range in Tier 3 (113. renal cortex; 110. liver) was considerably
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(B) or rats VI cadmium dosage in rood (8) or drinking water (a) ror the Tier I data set. The rqression slopes
ror food and drinking water are not sianiticantly different (P > 0.05. ~ Table 2). Data we~ obtained from
Bubier n aI. (1981) and include 55 estimates or rates or ~mulation over a ~ IaDF of 0.0008-0. 147
mg/k&iday and exJX)SU~ durations or 1-12 weeks.

greater than in Tier 2 (67, renal cortex; 64, liver). The estimates of Fr/w varied consid-
erably as the dosage range was further compressed and were significantly different
from I for the dosage range < I mg/k&lday ( <0.00 I), but were not significantly different
from I for the dosage ranges <0.1 and <0.0 I mg/kg/day. The latter two ranges were
within the dosage range of the Tier I data and are consistent with the results of the
analysis of the Tier I data.

Tier 4 Data

Tier 4 data consisted of 35 studies (including those in Tiers I, 2, and 3) providing
282 and 30 I estimates of the rate of accumulation of cadmium in the liver and renal
cortex, respectively (Table I). The studies varied with respect to strain, body weight,
age and sex of rats, exposure level, and duration of administration. Included in Tier
4 were studies in which dosages were not reported and could not be estimated; therefore,
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TABLE 2

SUMMARY OF esm.ATESOF RELATIVE BIOAvAIlA8IUrY (Fq.)<WCADMIuM FOR TIERS 1,2, AND 3

p
m.8

(9.1" CL)
(N)

",,-
(95" CL)

(N)

F".. Ho: F". - I Ho: Fq,. - 0.5
(""Im..) HI: Fq,. P I HI: Fq,. > 0.5

m.-".,
(9'c-. CL)Tier TISue

Kidney 1.00 0.974 <o.oos

2 Kidney .08 0.642 <0.005

3 Kidney 1.56 <0.001 <O.OOS

Liver 0.420.19 <0.00'

2 Liver 0.92 0.139 <0.025

3 Liver .24 0.062 <0.005

. m.. and "" refer to the slOI)eS the ~ lines relatinl the rate of KCUmuJation of cadmium in tiuue

(111/1 wet wt/day) to cadmium dosaae (m&ik&/day).
. The ratio of the slopes (mr/m..) is an estimate of relative bioavailability (Fo-).

rates of accumulation can be compared across concentrations of cadmium (range~
0.001-200 ppm), but not ~ dosages (Fig. 5). A linear regression analysis to estimate
Ff/W was not attempted with the Tier 4 data because cadmium affects food and water
consumption to different degrees (Fig. 1) and. therefore. the food/water dosage ratio
and slope ratio would not be expected to remain constant as cadmium concentrations
in the two media increase over the range 0.001-200 ppm.

DISCUSSION

This analY$is of published studies compared the bioavailability of cadmium ad-
ministered to rats in rat chow or in drinking water. Rates of accumulation of cadmium
in the renal cortex or liver were used as indices of bioavailability to estimate relative
bioavailability (Fr/W). The data were grouped into four nested tiers in an attempt to
examine the effect of study design and reporting of data on the assessment of Fr/W.
The results of this analysis indicate that bioavailability of cadmium in food (rat chow)
is not significantly different from bioavailability of cadmium in drinking water when
rats are maintained on food and water ad libitum and exposed to cadmium dosages
below 4 mg/kg body Wt/day. This is suPJX}rted by the analyses of the data in Tiers I
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TABLE 3

SUMMARY OF Es11MATES OF RELATIVE BK>AVAILABlUTY (F..) OF CADMIUM FROM TIER I DATA

""
(95'11 CL)

(N)

'
(9S'Io CL)

(N)

P
Fow' He: Fow - I

(Inr/m.) H.: Fow ~ I
~

(m&lk&1day)

m.-".,
(9S'" CL)TI8Ie

0.126

(0.083-0.168)
(25)

0.122

(0.0.66-0.177)
(23)

0.108

(0.066-0.1 SO)
(II)

0.044
(0.025-0.064)

(25)
0.045

(0.018-0.071)
(23)

0.037
(0.021-0.053)

(II)

0.001
(-0.041-0.042)

1.00 0.974<0.1' Kidney 0.126
(0.108-0.145)

(30)
0.007

(0.084-0.109)
(25)

O.C*»
(0.051-0.109)

(15)

0.037
(0.029-O.044)

(30)
0.025

(0.021-0.030)
(25)

0.024
(0.015-0.033)

(15)

-0.008
:-0.078-0.028)

1.26<0.1 Kidney

1.35<0.01 Kidney -0.028

:-0.074--0.018)

-0.007
(-O.O2~.OII)

1.19<0.1' Liver

-0.019

(-O.O44-O.00S)

1.80 0.129<0. Liver

-0.013

( -0.029-0.003)

1.54<0.01 Uver

. The dc-.Ie ranae was O.<XXX>8-0.147 mg cadmium/kg/day.

. m.. and mr refer to the slopes the regression lines relating the rate of accumulation of cadmium in tissue

(JII/g wet (Wt/day) to cadmium dosaIe (mg/kg/day).. The ratio of the slopes (""Im..) is an estimate of relative bjoavailabilitY (F".).

and 2 (Table 2). Estimates of Fr/w derived from Tier 1 were 1.00 when based on renal
cortex cadmium and 1.19 when based on liver cadmium. When the analysis was
constrained to lower dosage ranges within Tier I, the estimates of Ff/w were higher,
1.26-1.35, based on renal cortex cadmium, and 1.54-1.80. based on liver cadmium.
Although this suggests a possible trend toward higher bioavailability from food than
drinking water at lower dosages. none of the estimates from Tier I were significantly
different from I (P < 0.05). These results provide a basis for evaluating the validity
of the hypothesis that Fr/W = 0.5, the estimate of relative bioavailability that was used
in the derivation of the chronic oral RfDs for cadmium in food and drinking water
(U .S. EP A, 1994). Our analysis does not support the U.S. EP A estimate of F r/w = 0.5
and indicates that Fr/W is closer to 1.0.

A significant difference between the bioavailability of cadmium in food and drinking
water was detected in the 'analysis of the Tier 3 data when dosages ~4 mg/kg/day were
included in the analysis. but not when the range included all dosages that were <4 or
<0.1 mg/kg/day (Table 4). The lower dosage range is comprised largely of Tier I and
Tier 2 data; therefore, the absence of a significant difference in bioavailability is con-
sistent with the results of the Tier I and 2 analyses. The differences in bioavailability
that were evident when the higher dosages were included in the analysis may reflect
an effect of dosage on bioavailability or an effect of one or more data quality variables
on the estimate of Fr/W. The studies included in Tier 3 varied considerably with respect
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Fn 3. Rate of KCUmuJation of cadmium (ma Cd/a wct wt tissue/day) in the liver (A) and kidney conex
(B) of rats vscadmium dosage in food (8) ordrinkina water(.) for the Tier 2 dalaxt. The ~on slopes
for food and drinking water are not significantly different (P > O.OS. see Table 2). Data were obtained from
II studies (~ TaI* I). The data were orpnized into 31 data groups: within exh group. experimental
protoCOls were closely matched with respect to Strain. sex, initial and final .. initial and final txJdy weights
of the rats. duration of treatment. and dosage. The 31 data groups yielded a total of 64 estimates of the rate
of xcumulation of cadmium in the liver and 67 estimates of the rate of accumulation of cadmium in the
renal cortex over a dosaae ranae of 0.00008-3.89 ml Cd/kl/day. .

to rat strain. txxiy weight. age. and sex of rats. dose level. and duration of administration.
These variables would be expected to have a greater impact at the higher end of the
dosage range because most of the studies that were unique to Tier 3 (i.e.. that were
not contained in Tiers 1 and 2) were studies of dosages exceeding 0.1 mg/kg body wt/
day. Although an effect of dosage per se cannot be ruled out. an effect of uncontrolled
data quality variables is consistent with the instability of the estimates of Fr/W as the
dosage range was comp~ and the data quality was increased. For example. esti-
mates of Fr/W based on renal cortex cadmium were 1.56. 1.16.0.34.0.60. and 1.35 for
the dosage ranges <14, <4. <1, <0.1. and <0.01 mg/kg body Wi/day. respectively.
The range of estimates based on liver cadmium was similarly wide and unrelated to
dosage (0.58-1.54). If relative bioavailability varied only with dosage. one would expect
a more consistent dosage-related trend in the value of Fr/W; this is not evident from
the analysis of the Tier 3 data.

One objective of this study was to attempt to understand the cadmium data base
from the perspective of data quality factors that might impact an assessment of bio-
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