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• TDBP-TAZTO was detected with high
levels in dust from e-waste recycling
area.
• TTBP-TAZ was also found in dust from ewaste recycling area in China.
• TDBP-TAZTO exhibits signiﬁcantly
higher levels in e-waste dust than legacy HBCDD.
• Occupational and general dust exposure
to TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ was
assessed.
• Dust exposure to TDBP-TAZTO was signiﬁcantly higher for occupational
workers.
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a b s t r a c t
The recent increase in the use of alternative ﬂame retardants (FRs) in consumer products has led to emerging
contaminants in the environment. Identiﬁcation of novel FRs is urgently needed because the potential threat
posed by these chemicals has provoked considerable attention, but the details of the threat are not yet widely understood. In this study, two novel triazine-based FRs, tris(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate (TDBP-TAZTO) and
2,4,6-tris(2,4,6-tribromophenoxy)-1,3,5-triazine (TTBP-TAZ), were identiﬁed in dust samples from an e-waste
recycling area in China. Two legacy FRs, namely, tetrabromobisphenol A (TBBPA) and hexabromocyclododecane
(HBCDD), were also analyzed for comparison. The mean level of TDBP-TAZTO in the e-waste dust samples was
found to be much higher (2060 ng g−1) than that of HBCDD (526 ng g−1), while the mean level of TTBP-TAZ in
residential dust samples was moderately higher (119 ng g−1) than that of HBCDD (35.7 ng g−1). A comparison
of the TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ concentrations with those of other alternative and legacy FRs indicated that
TDBP-TAZTO is a major FR that is currently used in China. The estimated daily intake of TDBP-TAZTO via dust ingestion for occupational workers was much higher than that of HBCDD and was also much higher than for local
adults and children. Exposure to TDBP-TAZTO poses a potentially high risk to the health of the local population,
especially for the occupational workers, when the multicomponent chemical ‘cocktail’ effects are taken into account. More investigations on the environmental behaviors and risk factors of TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ in various environmental matrices, as well as their toxicological effects, should be performed in the future.
© 2019 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction
Brominated ﬂame retardants (BFRs) are widely added to various
commercial products such as plastic, textiles, and electric and electronic
equipment (Bergman et al., 2012). Polybrominated diphenyl ethers
(PBDEs), hexabromocyclododecane (HBCDD) and tetrabromobisphenol
A (TBBPA) are traditionally the three most widely used BFRs and have
high production volumes (Larsson et al., 2018). PBDEs and HBCDD
have been found to be toxic, persistent and bioaccumulative in many
studies (Besis and Samara, 2012; Dingemans et al., 2011; Marvin et al.,
2011; Vonderheide et al., 2008). Given the environmental and health
hazards of pentaBDE, octaBDE, decaBDE and HBCDD, they were classiﬁed as persistent organic pollutants (POPs) by the Stockholm Convention on POPs during 2009–2017. Thus far, the use of commercial
PBDEs and HBCDD is banned or restricted worldwide. TBBPA is an endocrine disruptor of concern (Lilienthal et al., 2008; Van der Ven et al.,
2008). However, unlike for PBDEs and HBCDD, there are no regulatory
restrictions on the use of TBBPA in Asia or other countries and regions
(Barghi et al., 2017).
Bans or restrictions on the use of PBDEs and HBCDD have led to their
replacement with novel ﬂame retardants (FRs). Accordingly, triazine
structure-based polymers as a group of novel alternative FRs are currently being used in various electronic products (Ballesteros-Gómez
et al., 2014). Tris(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate (TDBP-TAZTO; alternative acronym: TBC) and 2,4,6-tris(2,4,6-tribromophenoxy)-1,3,5triazine (TTBP-TAZ) (Fig. 1) are two widely used triazine FRs that are replacing the banned or regulated FRs (Ballesteros-Gómez et al., 2014;
Guo et al., 2018; Ruan et al., 2009).
TDBP-TAZTO is a novel triazine-based additive FR. Owing to its excellent abilities as a ﬂame retardant, TDBP-TAZTO is widely used in
polymer products. China has begun to produce and use TDBP-TAZTO extensively since the mid-1980s (Ruan et al., 2009). It was reported that

the annual production of TDBP-TAZTO in China was approximately
500 t in 1996, but, to date, there is a lack of information on its global production volume (Ruan et al., 2009). Despite this, increasing production
is expected due to a huge demand for its use in electronic products.
TDBP-TAZTO was ﬁrst identiﬁed by Ruan et al. (2009) in different environment matrices at a manufacturing plant in South China. Other studies have found that TDBP-TAZTO can accumulate in biota, sediment and
soil (Tang et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2016; Wang et al.,
2013; Zhu et al., 2012). Another recent study found an unexpectedly
high concentration of TDBP-TAZTO in curtains (Miyake et al., 2017).
Toxicological studies indicated that TDBP-TAZTO can result in endocrine
toxicity and neurotoxicity in animals (Li et al., 2011; Li et al., 2015; Ye
et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2011). TDBP-TAZTO is now listed as a highpriority hazardous chemical by the UK Environmental Agency.
Given its potential hazards and lack of restrictive regulations on its
use, the release of TDBP-TAZTO into the environment could become a
concern. Even though TDBP-TAZTO has been found in different environmental samples and is present in consumer products, there is no information on the levels of TDBP-TAZTO in indoor or outdoor dusts. There is
an urgent need to provide the necessary knowledge on the occurrence,
distribution, human exposure, and potential health risks of this novel
FR.
TTBP-TAZ is another novel triazine-based BFR that is used as a substitute for the currently banned PBDEs and HBCDD (BallesterosGómez et al., 2014). Until now, only a few studies (Ballesteros-Gómez
et al., 2014; Guo et al., 2018) have reported the occurrence of TTBPTAZ in the environment. TTBP-TAZ was ﬁrst identiﬁed in the plastic casings of electronic products and in indoor dust samples from the
Netherlands (Ballesteros-Gómez et al., 2014). Recently, a study reported
that TTBP-TAZ was identiﬁed in selected samples from North America
(Guo et al., 2018). It is estimated that TTBP-TAZ has a long persistence
of ~17 years (Liagkouridis et al., 2015). To our knowledge, information

Fig. 1. Structures of TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ.
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on the occurrence and distribution of TTBP-TAZ in the environment of
China is lacking.
China is one of the largest processors of e-waste in the world
(Labunska et al., 2014). Domestic e-waste is the main source for resource recycling at present. Many previous studies (Li et al., 2019; Luo
et al., 2014; Tue et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2010; Zheng et al., 2015)
have substantially conﬁrmed that e-waste is a main source of many legacy and alternative FRs. However, the occurrence of triazine-based BFRs,
such as TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ, and human exposure to these novel
FRs in an e-waste recycling area still remain largely unknown.
The present study attempted to address the abovementioned
knowledge gaps. A mega e-waste recycling industrial park and adjacent
communities were selected as a case study. Indoor dust samples were
collected from e-waste recycling workshops and local residential
homes; meanwhile, outdoor dust samples were collected from exterior
street surfaces. Legacy BFRs, HBCDD and TBBPA were also analyzed for
comparison. The occupational and general exposures were comprehensively evaluated. These results provide new information on the occurrence and distribution of two novel triazine-based FRs and their
potential health risks from dust exposure in a heavily contaminated
environment.
2. Methods and materials
2.1. Background of the study area
The study area (N 23.5°, E 113.0°) is located in Shijiao Town,
Qingyuan City, Guangdong Province, and the map of study area can be
found in our previous study (Chen et al., 2018). Qingyuan City is one
of the largest e-waste recycling areas, with the most intensive dismantling activity, in China since the 1980s. Over 1300 recycling workshops
and 80,000 workers are engaged in e-waste recycling activities in
Qingyuan only. It is estimated that approximately 1.7 million tons of
e-waste are dismantled annually. Before the 2010s, the recycling was
done by many dispersed family workshops, and primitive recycling
methods, including unprotected manual dismantling, open burning
and acid washing, were pervasive. Light e-waste (cellphones, video recorders, cable and circuit boards) and heavy e-waste (computers, electrical machines, capacitors and transformers) are manually dismantled
in these family-run workshops aiming for the recycling of the metal materials. Since the 2000s, legislative regulative measures have been implemented by local government, and industrial centralization has been
developed to minimize the severe environmental pollution (Zhang
et al., 2017). After the 2010s, the traditional family-run workshops
were transferred to the local e-waste recycling industrial parks. The
recycling methods were changed and now mainly rely on mechanical
and thermal dismantling with the help of manual dismantling, while
open burning and acid washing were banned. In this study, the selected
typical e-waste recycling industrial park mainly recycles plastics that
encased electric or electronic componentry as the major recycling activities in recent years.
2.2. Field sample collection
Sampling campaigns were conducted in the study area between
September 2016 and July 2017. Three types of dust samples (n = 86)
were sampled from e-waste recycling workshops, surrounding residential homes and exterior street surfaces in the study area (within ∼8 km).
A vacuum cleaner with a paper collector bag was used for the dust sample collection. The vacuum cleaner was carefully cleaned between each
sampling. Of the 86 total samples, 43 samples were collected from ewaste recycling workshops in the industrial park. Only one pooled
dust sample composed of three to six subsamples was collected from
each e-waste recycling workshop. Twenty-ﬁve indoor dust samples
were obtained from local homes distributed randomly in neighboring
residential areas around the industrial park (within ∼4 km). Most of
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the e-waste dismantling workers at the industrial park are local residents and migrant laborers who live in the surrounding residential
areas. A composite sample consisting of ﬂoor dust and elevated surface
dust from electronic/electrical equipment (televisions, computers, etc.)
was collected from each residential home. Eighteen outdoor dust samples were collected from the exterior street surfaces of the study area
(within 1–8 km). After air drying, all dust samples were sieved using a
100-mesh sieve to remove the plastic or other coarse particles and
then stored at −20 °C in amber glass jars.
2.3. Sample preparation, instrumental analysis and quantiﬁcation
Approximately 20 mg of the sieved sample was spiked with 25 ng of
an internal standard (IS) (13C12-γ-HBCDD and 13C12-TBBPA). After vortex mixing and aging for 12 h, the samples were ultrasonically extracted
for 15 min using 3 mL of mixed hexane/dichloromethane (DCM)/acetone (v/v/v = 1:1:1) and then centrifuged at 5000 rpm for 8 min. The
extraction was repeated at least 3 times, and the combined extract
was concentrated to approximately 0.5 mL under gentle N2 ﬂow. The
extract was puriﬁed using an SPE cartridge (6 mL, 1 g of activated silica).
The cartridge was conditioned using 30 mL of hexane. After the loading,
the target compounds were eluted using 5 mL of hexane/DCM (v/v =
1:1) and 10 mL of DCM. The eluents were condensed to near dryness
and redissolved in 0.5 mL methanol. A known amount (25 ng) of d18γ-HBCDD as an injection standard was added before analysis.
Instrumentation analysis was performed using a high-performance
liquid chromatography coupled with a triple-quadrupole mass spectrometer (HPLC-MS/MS, Quad™ 5500, SCIEX, Redwood City, CA, USA)
and operated in the negative electrospray ionization mode with multiple reaction monitoring. TDBP-TAZTO, HBCDD and TBBPA were analyzed according to a previously developed method with some
optimizations (Feng et al., 2010). Brieﬂy, for each extract, 5 μL was
injected into an Eclipse Plus C18 column (2.1 × 100 mm, 1.8 μm, Agilent)
for chromatographic separation. The selected transitions were m/z
763.6 → 78.9/80.9 for TDBP-TAZTO; 640.9 → 78.9/80.9 for α-, β- and
γ-HBCDD; and 542.6 → 78.9/80.9 for TBBPA. For the labeled standards,
m/z 652.7 → 78.9/80.9 for 13C12-γ-HBCDD, 657.7 → 78.9/80.9 for d18γ-HBCDD and 554.8 → 78.9/80.9 for 13C12-TBBPA were selected. The
mobile phase consisted of water (A) and methanol (B) at a ﬂow rate
of 0.2 mL min−1. The gradient elution program was as follows: the initial
condition was 30% B, ramped to 80% B at 1.0–4.5 min, ramped to 100% B
at 4.5–12 min, held until 14 min, returned to the initial condition in
1.0 min and then equilibrated until 19 min.
The analysis of TTBP-TAZ was developed for our study using HPLCMS/MS operating in the positive electrospray ionization mode with
multiple reaction monitoring. The transitions m/z 1067.3 → 313/355
were selected. More details about the MS parameters are given in
Table S1 in Supporting Information (SI). The mobile phase consisted of
water (A) and methanol (B) containing 0.2% formic acid at a ﬂow rate
of 0.2 mL min−1. The gradient elution program was as follows: the initial
condition was 20% B, ramped to 80% B at 0–1.0 min, ramped to 100% B at
1.0–3.5 min, held until 12 min, returned to the initial condition in
1.0 min and then equilibrated until 18 min.
The chromatograms of the standard chemicals are provided in
Fig. S1. For TDBP-TAZTO, HBCDD and TBBPA, an internal standard was
used for quantiﬁcation (13C12-γ-HBCDD for α-, β- and γ-HBCDD and
TDBP-TAZTO, and 13C12-TBBPA for TBBPA). For TTBP-TAZ, an external
standard was used for the quantiﬁcation. Calibration curves were set
up in the range of 1–500 ng mL−1 with a regression coefﬁcient (r2) of
N0.996.
2.4. Quality assurance and quality control
All glassware was ultrasonic rinsed with solvent and heated at
450 °C overnight before use. Each batch of six samples included
one procedure blank to monitor the contamination of the blank. To
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prevent cross-contamination during analysis, we injected methanol
into each batch of samples. Field blanks were prepared by suction
of anhydrous sodium sulfate with a vacuum cleaner in the same
way as collecting ﬁeld samples. No target compounds were detected
in all the procedure and ﬁeld blanks. The matrix spike (n = 6) recoveries were, on average, 83% ± 9% for TDBP-TAZTO, 84% ± 10% for
TTBP-TAZ, 87% ± 7% for TBBPA, 85% ± 5% for α-HBCDD, 79% ± 8%
for β-HBCDD and 90% ± 6% for γ-HBCDD. Recoveries for the internal
standards 13C12-γ-HBCDD and 13C12-TBBPA in the dust samples were
between 69% and 114% and between 73% and 112%, respectively. All
reported concentrations were on a dry weight (dw) basis in this
study. The limits of detection (LODs) were deﬁned as a signal-tonoise ratio of 3 and were 0.90 ng g −1 dw for TDBP-TAZTO,
3.8 ng g −1 dw for TTBP-TAZ, 0.64 ng g−1 dw for TBBPA and
0.30 ng g−1 dw for α-, β- and γ-HBCDD.
2.5. Calculation of the daily intake
The estimated daily intakes (EDIs, ng kg−1 day−1) of TDBP-TAZTO,
TTBP-TAZ, TBBPA and HBCDD via dust ingestion and dermal absorption
were calculated using the following equations (Chen et al., 2018):
EDIingestion ¼

X C dust  IR  EF

EDIdermal absorption ¼

BW
X C dust  SA  AF  ABS  EF
BW

EDItotal dust ¼ EDIingestion þ EDIdermal absorption
where Cdust is the concentration of the target contaminant in the dust
samples in a certain type of environment (ng g−1), IR is the daily ingestion of dust (mg day−1), EF is the exposure fraction (hours spent over a
day in a certain environment), BW is the body weight (kg), SA is the exposed body surface area in contact with dust (cm2 day−1), AF is the adherence factor of dust on the skin (mg cm−2), and ABS is the dermal
absorption factor. Detailed parameter values used in the calculations
are presented in Table S2. The daily activity patterns and the time
spent per day in various types of living environment for the e-waste dismantling plant workers and local residents, based on our ﬁeld survey,
are given in Table S3.
2.6. Statistical analysis
The mean, geomean, median, 95th percentile (P95), range and detection frequency (DF) were used to describe the detection results of
the target compounds in dust. Descriptive statistical and Spearman's
correlation analyses were performed using SPSS version 20.0. Concentrations below the LODs were replaced with half of the LODs for statistical analysis. A two-tailed t-test was used to determine the signiﬁcant
differences between the concentrations of the target compounds in
dust samples. Statistical signiﬁcance was accepted if p b 0.05.
3. Results and discussion
3.1. Widespread occurrence and high levels of TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ
in dust
The descriptive statistics of the TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ concentrations (mean, geomean, median, P95, range and DF) in three types of
dust samples obtained from e-waste workshops, surrounding residential houses and exterior street surfaces are summarized in Table 1. The
box-whisker plots of the TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ concentrations in
the three types of dust samples are illustrated in Fig. S2. TDBP-TAZTO
was detected in all dust samples, and its concentrations in e-waste
recycling workshops were at much higher levels than those from

surrounding residential homes and exterior street surfaces. According
to the statistical analysis, the average TDBP-TAZTO concentration
(2060 ng g−1) in dust samples from e-waste recycling workshops was
found to be approximately two orders of magnitude higher than those
from surrounding residential homes (33.2 ng g−1) and exterior street
surfaces (18.8 ng g−1). However, the median or geomean of the TDBPTAZTO concentration in dust samples collected from e-waste workshops was approximately 35–50 times higher than that from two surrounding sampling locations. The ranges of the TDBP-TAZTO
concentrations in dust samples from e-waste recycling workshops, surrounding residential houses and exterior street surfaces were between
26.9 and 18,200, 3.37 and 145, and 2.96 and 32.7 ng g−1, respectively.
The maximum value of 18,200 ng g−1 was found in one e-waste workshop, whereas the minimum value of 2.96 ng g−1 was observed in one
street surface, approximately 8 km away from the industrial park. The
results indicated that TDBP-TAZTO was widely detected in a typical ewaste recycling area, with unexpectedly high levels in workshop dust
in particular, suggesting a largely fugitive emission of TDBP-TAZTO
from the indoor environmental matrices, including dust or suspended
particles. A previous study suggested that TDBP-TAZTO could be
transported regionally via dust deposition (Ruan et al., 2009). The widespread occurrence of TDBP-TAZTO at relatively lower levels in the dust
samples from surrounding residential homes and exterior street surfaces indicated its regional transport potential.
Until now, information on the environmental occurrence of TDBPTAZTO in dust is very scarce. Only one study (Guo et al., 2018) reported
that TDBP-TAZTO was analyzed in dust samples from North America,
but it was not detected. Thus, to our knowledge, this is the ﬁrst report
on the detection of the presence of TDBP-TAZTO in dust. However,
TDBP-TAZTO detection in other environmental matrices, such as soils
and sediments, has been frequently reported in Asian regions (Tang
et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2013).
As an important additive-type ﬁre retardant, TDBP-TAZTO is being
widely used in plastics that encase electric or electronic componentry
(Report, 2019). Therefore, like the emissions from the manufacturing
processes that lead to the release of large amounts of TDBP-TAZTO
(Ruan et al., 2009), the emissions from e-waste dismantling/recycling
processes may also be an important source of TDBP-TAZTO in the
environment.
TTBP-TAZ was detected in 38 of 43 e-waste dust samples, all residential dust samples, and 14 of 18 street dust samples, with concentration
ranging between 5.82 and 374, 4.60 and 431, and 4.00 and 16.2 ng g−1,
respectively. The maximum value of 431 ng g−1 was found in a residential dust sample. Unlike TDBP-TAZTO, signiﬁcantly higher levels of
TTBP-TAZ were detected in dust samples from local residential homes
than from e-waste workshops and exterior street surfaces (Fig. S2A).
Currently, information about TTBP-TAZ is quite scarce. There are few
studies that have reported on the environmental occurrence of TTBPTAZ. Ballesteros-Gómez et al. (2014) ﬁrst reported that TTBP-TAZ was
present in plastic consumer products of electronic/electrical equipment
from the Netherlands, with concentrations ranging from 0.01 wt% to
1.9 wt%. Furthermore, TTBP-TAZ could be detected in 9 of 17 household
dust samples, with much higher concentrations in the dust on (n = 4,
range 1070–22,150 ng g−1) and around (n = 4, range
220–3950 ng g−1) the electronic/electrical equipment than on the
ﬂoor (n = 1, concentration 160 ng g−1). Their ﬁndings indicated that
TTBP-TAZ may be mainly released from the electronic/electrical equipment into the ambient environment. Guo et al. (2018) recently
reported high concentrations of TTBP-TAZ detected in all seven ewaste dust samples collected (range 1170–42,000 ng g−1, median
5540 ng g−1), but relatively low concentrations were detected in 21 of
30 residential dust samples (range 0.43–92 ng g−1, median
6.76 ng g−1) in North America.
In the present study, the levels of TTBP-TAZ in the e-waste dust samples collected in China were much lower than those collected in North
America (Guo et al., 2018). This suggested that, unlike in North
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Table 1
Descriptive statistics of concentrations of TDBP-TAZTO, TTBP-TAZ, TBBPA and HBCDDs in dust samples collected from e-waste recycling workshops, local residential homes and exterior
street surfaces.
Sampling site

Statistical parameter

E-waste recycling workshops (n = 43)

Local residential homes (n = 25)

Exterior street surfaces (n = 18)

a
b

Concentration (ng g−1 dw)
TDBP-TAZTO

TTBP-TAZ

TBBPA

α-HBCDD

β-HBCDD

γ-HBCDD

ΣHBCDD

2060
706
871
9780
26.9–18,200
100%
33.2
20.2
18.7
118
3.37–145
100%
18.8
14.3
20.7
30.8
2.96–32.7
100%

53.5
24.1
23.2
226
bLOD–374
88%
119
74.9
72.6
379
4.60–431
100%
7.17
5.34
6.03
15.5
bLOD–16.2
78%

3020
1620
1330
10,400
44.9–19,600
100%
509
328
259
1570
56.9–1870
100%
74.2
50.0
85.4
132
5.57–135
100%

242
69.6
42.3
806
7.80–3920
100%
21.7
14.0
12.9
77.3
1.09–95.3
100%
8.91
7.84
9.69
13.9
2.22–15.2
100%

34.5
12.6
8.86
145
1.18–285
100%
3.23
2.01
1.97
10.7
0.50–16.0
100%
1.68
1.43
1.75
2.42
0.30–2.49
100%

250
39.6
29.6
1560
2.50–4940
100%
10.8
5.46
3.63
49.2
1.28–72.4
100%
3.59
2.25
1.61
8.91
0.42–9.28
100%

526
139
83.5
1970
12.4–5640
100%
35.7
23.2
19.4
116
3.47–132
100%
14.2
12.1
14.9
23.6
2.91–26.5
100%

Mean
Geomean
Median
P95a
Range
DFb
Mean
Geomean
Median
P95
Range
DF
Mean
Geomean
Median
P95
Range
DF

P95: the 95th percentile.
DF: detection frequency.

America and the Netherlands, TTBP-TAZ has not been used on a large
scale in China as a substitute for PBDEs and HBCDD after these FRs
were phased out, although its use may have started recently. However,
in the e-waste recycling areas in China, the level of TTBP-TAZ in residential dust samples, which were a mix of ﬂoor and electronic equipment
dust, was comparable to that in the Netherlands (Ballesteros-Gómez
et al., 2014) but obviously higher than that in North America (Guo
et al., 2018). The higher levels of TTBP-TAZ detected in the residential
dust samples compared to those in the e-waste dust samples in this
study might have been due to its long-term release from the electronic
equipment and to its accumulation in indoor dust. Furthermore, TTBPTAZ was not detected in any of the outdoor environment matrices in a
previous study (Guo et al., 2018) but could be frequently detected and
was prevalent in the exterior street dust samples in the present study.
This suggests that TTBP-TAZ may also be transported regionally via
dust deposition. More monitoring studies of TTBP-TAZ in various outdoor sources should be conducted to obtain relevant information in
the near future.
As shown in Fig. S2B, TDBP-TAZTO in e-waste dust samples exhibited signiﬁcantly higher concentrations than TTBP-TAZ, suggesting
that TDBP-TAZTO is more commonly used in China as a major substitute
for legacy FRs compared to TTBP-TAZ. Given that no TDBP-TAZTO, but
very high levels of TTBP-TAZ, was detected in the e-waste dust samples
from North America (Guo et al., 2018), we can deduce that there are different production and usage patterns for alternative FRs between China
and other countries, such as North America. It is surprising that relatively higher levels of TTBP-TAZ than TDBP-TAZTO were found in local
residential dust samples, implying that TTBP-TAZ is more easily released
from home electronic equipment or originated from other indoor

sources, and this merits further investigations. No signiﬁcant correlation
was found between the concentrations of TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ in
all three types of dust samples (Tables 2, S4 and S5), suggesting different
sources and/or environmental factors for these two novel FRs.
3.2. Comparison of two novel FRs with HBCDD, TBBPA and other wellknown FRs
HBCDD and TBBPA were also analyzed in dust samples for comparison with the newly identiﬁed TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ. As shown in
Table 1, three diastereomers, α-, β- and γ-HBCDD, were detected in
100% of the e-waste, residential and street dust samples, with ΣHBCDD
(sum of the three isomers) in the range of 12.4–5640, 3.47–132 and
2.91–26.5 ng g−1, respectively. Like with TDBP-TAZTO, signiﬁcantly
higher concentrations of ΣHBCDD were found in e-waste dust samples
than in residential and street dust samples (Fig. S2A). α-HBCDD was
identiﬁed as the major diastereomer in all dust samples, which was consistent with the ﬁndings of previous studies (Abdallah et al., 2008a;
Fromme et al., 2014). ΣHBCDD concentrations in the e-waste dust samples in the present study were comparable to the previously reported
levels in surface particulates from e-waste recycling workshop ﬂoors
in the same region but were lower than those found in two other Chinese e-waste recycling areas, Taizhou and Guiyu (Zeng et al., 2016).
Comparing the concentrations of ΣHBCDD in the residential dust samples with those reported for other countries (Fig. S3), ΣHBCDD in the
present study was apparently lower than reported in the general
home dust samples collected in Germany (Fromme et al., 2014),
Belgium (D'Hollander et al., 2010), New Zealand (Ali et al., 2012),
Canada, USA, UK (Abdallah et al., 2008a; Abdallah et al., 2008b; Tao

Table 2
Spearman's correlation coefﬁcients for the target compound concentrations in dust from e-waste recycling workshops.
Compounds

TDBP-TAZTO

TTBP-TAZ

TBBPA

α-HBCDD

β-HBCDD

γ-HBCDD

TTBP-TAZ
TBBPA
α-HBCDD
β-HBCDD
γ-HBCDD
ΣHBCDD

0.266
0.457⁎⁎
0.709⁎⁎
0.649⁎⁎
0.551⁎⁎
0.629⁎⁎

0.371⁎
0.358⁎
0.371⁎
0.393⁎⁎
0.344⁎

0.649⁎⁎
0.613⁎⁎
0.683⁎⁎
0.657⁎⁎

0.976⁎⁎
0.871⁎⁎
0.958⁎⁎

0.893⁎⁎
0.969⁎⁎

0.954⁎⁎

⁎ Correlation is signiﬁcant at the 0.05 level (two-tailed).
⁎⁎ Correlation is signiﬁcant at the 0.01 level (two-tailed).
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et al., 2016), Japan (Takigami et al., 2009) and Korea (Barghi et al., 2017)
and was much lower than that in ofﬁce dust samples collected from
South China (Ni and Zeng, 2013). In China, control measures for
HBCDD have been implemented since it was listed as a POP by the
Stockholm Convention in 2013, and further regulations of HBCDD by
the government have taken effect since 2016. Thus, the effectiveness
of controls and regulations has reduced the concentrations of HBCDD
in dust. As shown in Fig. S2B, ΣHBCDD showed signiﬁcantly lower levels
than those of TDBP-TAZTO (e-waste dust) and TTBP-TAZ (residential
dust), suggesting that HBCDD may be replaced by emerging novel FRs
such as, TDBP-TAZTO. A more signiﬁcant correlation was observed between ΣHBCDD and TDBP-TAZTO than between ΣHBCDD and TTBPTAZ (Table 2), implying that HBCDD and TDBP-TAZTO have similar applications, sources and environmental factors owing to their similar
physicochemical properties (Wang et al., 2013).
Among the four detected target BFRs, TBBPA was identiﬁed to be the
most dominant BFR in all dust samples with the highest concentration
and percent abundance (Fig. 2). The concentration of TBBPA in the ewaste, residential and street dust samples ranged from 44.9 to 19,600,
56.9 to 1870 and 5.57 to 135 ng g−1, respectively. Like TDBP-TAZTO
and HBCDD, signiﬁcantly higher levels of TBBPA were detected in ewaste dust samples than in residential and street dust samples. The
TBBPA levels in the e-waste dust samples in the present study were
slightly lower than the levels previously reported for surface particulates from e-waste recycling workshop ﬂoors in the same region but
were much lower than those found in the Chinese e-waste recycling
areas of Taizhou and Guiyu (Zeng et al., 2016). The TBBPA levels in the
residential dust samples in the present study were also lower than
those in the e-waste recycling area of Taizhou (Wu et al., 2016) but
were apparently higher than in the general home dust samples collected from urban areas in Germany (Abb et al., 2011; Fromme et al.,
2014), UK (Abdallah et al., 2008a), Belgium (D'Hollander et al., 2010;
Geens et al., 2009), South Africa (Abafe and Martincigh, 2016), Japan
(Takigami et al., 2009), Korea (Barghi et al., 2017), USA, Greece,
Romania, Colombia, Pakistan, Kuwait, India, Saudi Arabia, Vietnam,
and China (Wang et al., 2015) (Fig. S4). The signiﬁcantly higher levels
of TBBPA than TDBP-TAZTO, TTBP-TAZ and HBCDD in China could be attributed to the lack of regulatory restrictions on the use and production
of TBBPA. A more signiﬁcant correlation was also observed between
TBBPA and TDBP-TAZTO than between TBBPA and TTBP-TAZ (Table 2),
implying that TBBPA and TDBP-TAZTO may have similar applications
and emission sources as well.
Legacy BFRs including PBDEs, polybrominated biphenyls (PBBs) and
other alternative BFRs, such as decabromodiphenyl ethane (DBDPE),
dechlorane plus (DP), bis(2,4,6-tribromophenoxy)ethane (BTBPE),
hexabromobenzene (HBB), pentabromotoluene (PBT) and
pentabromoethylbenzene (PBEB), were not measured in the present
study. Given that these legacy and alternative BFRs have been previously detected in surface particulates from e-waste workshop ﬂoors in

the same region (Zeng et al., 2016), further comparisons of the concentrations of TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ with those of these well-known
BFRs were conducted. We found that the concentrations of TDBP-TAZTO
in e-waste dust samples were only lower than those of PBDEs (sum of
18 PBDE congeners, 130–1,100,000 ng g−1) and DBDPE
(140–170,000 ng g−1) but were slightly higher than those of PBBs and
much higher than those of DP, BTBPE, HBB, PBT and PBEB (Zeng et al.,
2016). The concentrations of TTBP-TAZ in the e-waste dust samples
were higher than those of PBT and PBEB but were still lower than
those of other well-known BFRs (Zeng et al., 2016). It should be noted
that, by the above comparison, TDBP-TAZTO was identiﬁed as the fourth
most dominant FR detected in e-waste dust samples, next only to
PBDEs, TBBPA and DBDPE. With the start of the global ban on decaBDE
in 2017 by the Stockholm Convention, TDBP-TAZTO, like DBDPE, may
be used to replace decaBDE, and increasing production volume and
use in the region are expected in the future. However, TDBP-TAZTO
has always been ignored and seldom been investigated in the environment. Given its unexpectedly high levels in dust and its known toxicological effects (Li et al., 2011; Li et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2014; Ye
et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2011), TDBP-TAZTO should be of concern and
deserves further investigations.
3.3. Estimation of daily intake of novel and legacy FRs via dust ingestion and
dermal absorption for the occupational and general populations
The EDIs for the occupational and general exposures in the e-waste
recycling area were evaluated on the basis of the concentrations of the
novel and legacy FRs measured in different dust samples. Two exposure
routes, namely dust ingestion and dermal absorption, were considered
for calculating the total EDIs via dust exposure. The exposure assessments were conducted under two scenarios: median and high-end exposure. The median and high-end estimates of the daily intakes of FRs
were calculated according to the median and 95th percentile (P95) concentrations in dust samples, respectively. Fig. 3 illustrates the combined
estimates of the daily median and high-end exposure to TDBP-TAZTO,
TTBP-TAZ, TBBPA, and ΣHBCD via dust ingestion and dermal absorption
for occupational workers and local residents (adults and children). Detailed EDI values are given in Table S6.
The estimated median exposure to TDBP-TAZTO via combined dust
ingestion and dermal absorption was 0.91 ng kg−1 day−1 for occupational e-waste workers, which was approximately 30 times higher
than that for local adults and over ﬁve times higher than that for local
children. It is noted that, for occupational exposure, the median EDI of
TDBP-TAZTO was nine times higher than that of ΣHBCDD but was just
slightly lower than that of TBBPA. This suggests severe occupational exposure of TDBP-TAZTO in the e-waste recycling area. For the general exposure of local adults and children, the median EDIs of TDBP-TAZTO
were comparable to those of ΣHBCDD. Local children suffered from
higher exposure dose than local adults. The estimated median exposure

Fig. 2. Average abundance proﬁles of TDBP-TAZTO, TTBP-TAZ, TBBPA and α-, β-, and γ-HBCDD in three types of dust samples.
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Fig. 3. Estimated daily intakes of TDBP-TAZTO, TTBP-TAZ, TBBPA and ΣHBCDD via dust ingestion and dermal absorption for occupational workers and local residents (adults and children)
under median (A) and high-end (B) exposure scenarios, respectively.

to TTBP-TAZ was 0.08, 0.08 and 0.53 ng kg−1 day−1 for occupational
workers, local adults and children, respectively. Obviously, a signiﬁcantly higher EDI of TTBP-TAZ was found for local children than for
local adults and occupational workers. Moreover, compared with adults,
a signiﬁcantly higher EDI of TBBPA was observed for children, implying
that children are the population most susceptible to FR exposure. The
occupational exposure of e-waste workers to TTBP-TAZ was similar to
that of ΣHBCDD and lower than that of TDBP-TAZTO; however, the general exposure of local residents to TTBP-TAZ was signiﬁcantly higher
than those of ΣHBCDD and TDBP-TAZTO. The results indicated that,
even in the residential environment near the e-waste recycling area,
dust exposure to TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ should not be overlooked
compared with legacy FRs.
The estimated high-end exposure to TDBP-TAZTO, TTBP-TAZ, TBBPA
and ΣHBCDD for occupational workers, local adults and children
showed a similar exposure proﬁle (Fig. 3B) to that of the median exposure. The estimated high-end exposure to TDBP-TAZTO was as high as
10.1 ng kg−1 day−1 for occupational workers, which was approximately
two orders of magnitude higher than for local adults and one order of
magnitude higher than for local children. The EDI of TTBP-TAZ for the
high-end occupational exposure was 0.50 ng kg−1 day−1, which was approximately 20 times lower than that of TDBP-TAZTO. Moreover, by
comparison, the high-end exposure levels for TDBP-TAZTO and TTBPTAZ were at least 4–10 times higher than the corresponding median exposure levels.
To our knowledge, this is the ﬁrst report on the daily intakes of
TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ via dust ingestion, and no available data
can be used for comparison. However, from a global comparison perspective, the EDIs of HBCDD and TBBPA under the median exposure

scenario in the present study were at the low end and the upper end
of the global range, respectively. It is important to point out that,
under both exposure scenarios, the contribution of dermal absorption
to the EDIs was higher than that of ingestion. A recent study (Lao
et al., 2018) conﬁrmed that dermal absorption is responsible for the
greater exposure to particulate polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in
barbecue smoke than that of inhalation. The impact of dermal absorption of FRs still needs to be veriﬁed to improve our understanding of
the human exposure pathways.
3.4. Implications of potential health risk
The health risk from dust exposure of legacy HBCDD and TBBPA can
be evaluated using the hazard quotient (HQ) and comparing the EDI
value with a reference dose (RfD) (HQ = EDI / RfD) (Ruan et al.,
2018). An HQ b 1 indicates little or no health concerns. The US National
Research Council (NRC, 2000) proposed an RfD for ΣHBCDD of 200
μg kg−1 day−1, derived from a no-observed-adverse-effect-level
(NOAEL) based on increased liver weights and abnormal fatty
accumulation in rats. Wikoff et al. (2015) suggested an RfD for TBBPA
of 600 μg kg−1 day−1, based on uterine hyperplasia in rats. If compared
only with the RfDs mentioned above, all the calculated HQs of ΣHBCDD
and TBBPA, even under a high-end exposure scenario, were still much
lower than these suggested RfDs. In this case, it appears that current exposure levels of HBCDD and TBBPA would not raise health concerns for
the occupational workers and local residents in the e-waste recycling
area. However, these preliminary assessments have limitations. There
is still a lack of sufﬁcient toxicological studies, and the RfDs could be further reﬁned once more toxicity data become available. For example, a

256

M. Shen et al. / Science of the Total Environment 683 (2019) 249–257

sensitive RfD for ΣHBCDD of 1.67 ng kg−1 day−1 was derived from a
NOAEL based on impaired lipid and glucose homeostasis in mice fed a
high-fat diet (Ruan et al., 2018; Yanagisawa et al., 2014). If this RfD
was used for comparison, the calculated HQ (1.25) of ΣHBCDD for occupational workers under the high-end exposure scenario would be substantially N1, implying a potential risk of HBCDD exposure for e-waste
workers via dust ingestion. As a class of novel FRs, both TDBP-TAZTO
and TTBP-TAZ lack available RfD data, and therefore, risk assessments
cannot be directly conducted at present regarding these two novel triazine FRs. Given the similar physicochemical properties of TDBPTAZTO and HBCDD, if a RfD value for TDBP-TAZTO was similar to that
of HBCDD, it could also pose a potential risk to the health of e-waste
workers.
It is noteworthy that, in addition to dust exposure, food consumption and air inhalation are important human exposure pathways of
these individual FRs. Consequently, the health risks might have been severely underestimated in the present study for the occupational
workers and local residents. Moreover, dust from an e-waste recycling
area accumulates a large amount of conventional organic pollutants
and heavy metals other than the newly identiﬁed contaminants. Therefore, as mentioned in our recent work (Chen et al., 2018), if the multicomponent chemical ‘cocktail’ effects were considered, the calculated
HQs would increase substantially and pose a potentially high risk not
only to the e-waste workers but also to the local residents. Given the
more frequent usage and faster replacement of electronic products
now, e-waste recycling is highly associated with the circular economy
of the world. Many toxic substances, including the newly identiﬁed
TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ in raw electronic materials or products,
will ultimately end up as e-wastes to be recycled, which will pose a potentially high risk to the health of the local population, especially of ewaste workers. Our results here highlight the potentially high health
risk from the combined exposure to novel and conventional FRs as
well as from multiple other chemicals, which should raise concerns
about their effects on the environment and human health. Further investigations on the exposure routes of novel FRs in humans and on
the individual and combined toxicological effects of these FRs on
human health are urgently needed to allow a more accurate risk
assessment.
4. Conclusions
This study has demonstrated that two novel triazine-based FRs,
namely, TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ, are prevalent in dust from indoor
and outdoor environments in an e-waste recycling area in China.
TDBP-TAZTO was found for the ﬁrst time in e-waste dust at unexpectedly higher levels than HBCDD. TDBP-TAZTO was signiﬁcantly correlated with HBCDD and TBBPA, suggesting their similar sources. A
comparison of the TDBP-TAZTO concentrations with those of other alternative and legacy FRs indicated that TDBP-TAZTO is a major FR in
present use, only behind PBDEs, TBBPA and DBDPE. TTBP-TAZ was
ﬁrst detected in dust samples from China at relatively lower concentrations than in dust samples from North America and the Netherlands.
The estimated daily intake of TDBP-TAZTO via dust ingestion for occupational workers was much higher than that of HBCDD and was also
much higher than for local adults and children. TDBP-TAZTO exposure
may pose a potentially high risk to the health of the local population, especially for e-waste workers, if the multicomponent chemical ‘cocktail’
effects are considered. More investigations on the behavior and risk factors for TDBP-TAZTO and TTBP-TAZ in various environmental matrices,
as well as their toxicological effects, should be performed in the future.
Acknowledgment
This work was ﬁnancially supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Nos. 21577142, 21876063, 41522304) and

Guangdong (China) Innovative and Entrepreneurial Research Team
Program (2016ZT06N258).
Appendix A. Supplementary data
Optimized parameters for TTBP-TAZ analysis (Table S1); parameters
and data for EDI calculations (Tables S2 and S3); Spearman's correlation
coefﬁcients for the target compounds in residential home and street
dust samples (Tables S4 and S5); Detailed EDI data (Table S6); Chromatogram of the standard chemicals (Fig. S1); Box-whisker-plots of
concentrations in dust (Fig. S2); Worldwide comparison of ∑HBCDD
and TBBPA concentration in dust (Figs. S3 and S4). Supplementary
data to this article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2019.05.264.

References
Abafe, O.A., Martincigh, B.S., 2016. Determination and human exposure assessment of
polybrominated diphenyl ethers and tetrabromobisphenol A in indoor dust in
South Africa. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 23, 7038–7049.
Abb, M., Stahl, B., Lorenz, W., 2011. Analysis of brominated ﬂame retardants in house dust.
Chemosphere 85, 1657–1663.
Abdallah, M.A.E., Harrad, S., Covaci, A., 2008a. Hexabromocyclododecanes and
tetrabromobisphenol-A in indoor air and dust in Birmingham, UK: implications for
human exposure. Environ. Sci. Technol. 42, 6855–6861.
Abdallah, M.A.E., Harrad, S., Ibarra, C., Diamond, M., Melymuk, L., Robson, M., Covaci, A.,
2008b. Hexabromocyclododecanes in indoor dust from Canada, the United
Kingdom, and the United States. Environ. Sci. Technol. 42, 459–464.
Ali, N., Dirtu, A.C., Van den Eede, N., Goosey, E., Harrad, S., Neels, H., Mannetje, A., Coakley,
J., Douwes, J., Covaci, A., 2012. Occurrence of alternative ﬂame retardants in indoor
dust from New Zealand: indoor sources and human exposure assessment.
Chemosphere 88, 1276–1282.
Ballesteros-Gómez, A., de Boer, J., Leonards, P.E.G., 2014. A novel brominated triazinebased ﬂame retardant (TTBP-TAZ) in plastic consumer products and indoor dust. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48, 4468–4474.
Barghi, M., Shin, E., Kim, J., Choi, S., Chang, Y., 2017. Human exposure to HBCD and TBBPA
via indoor dust in Korea: estimation of external exposure and body burden. Sci. Total
Environ. 593, 779–786.
Bergman, A., Ryden, A., Law, R.J., de Boer, J., Covaci, A., Alaee, M., Birnbaum, L., Petreas, M.,
Rose, M., Sakai, S., Van den Eede, N., van der Veen, I., 2012. A novel abbreviation standard for organobromine, organochlorine and organophosphorus ﬂame retardants
and some characteristics of the chemicals. Environ. Int. 49, 57–82.
Besis, A., Samara, C., 2012. Polybrominated diphenyl ethers (PBDEs) in the indoor and
outdoor environments - a review on occurrence and human exposure. Environ.
Pollut. 169, 217–229.
Chen, H., Lam, J.C.W., Zhu, M.S., Wang, F., Zhou, W., Du, B.B., Zeng, L.X., Zeng, E.Y.,
2018. Combined effects of dust and dietary exposure of occupational workers
and local residents to short- and medium-chain chlorinated parafﬁns in a mega
E-waste recycling industrial park in South China. Environ. Sci. Technol. 52,
11510–11519.
D'Hollander, W., Roosens, L., Covaci, A., Cornelis, C., Reynders, H., Van Campenhout, K., de
Voogt, P., Bervoets, L., 2010. Brominated ﬂame retardants and perﬂuorinated compounds in indoor dust from homes and ofﬁces in Flanders, Belgium. Chemosphere
81, 478–487.
Dingemans, M.M.L., van den Berg, M., Westerink, R.H.S., 2011. Neurotoxicity of brominated ﬂame retardants: (in)direct effects of parent and hydroxylated polybrominated
diphenyl ethers on the (developing) nervous system. Environ. Health Perspect. 119,
900–907.
Feng, J., Wang, Y., Ruan, T., Qu, G., Jiang, G., 2010. Simultaneous determination of
hexabromocyclododecanes and tris (2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate using LCAPCI-MS/MS. Talanta 82, 1929–1934.
Fromme, H., Hilger, B., Kopp, E., Miserok, M., Voelkel, W., 2014. Polybrominated diphenyl
ethers (PBDEs), hexabromocyclododecane (HBCD) and “novel” brominated ﬂame retardants in house dust in Germany. Environ. Int. 64, 61–68.
Geens, T., Roosens, L., Neels, H., Covaci, A., 2009. Assessment of human exposure to
Bisphenol-A, Triclosan and Tetrabromobisphenol-A through indoor dust intake in
Belgium. Chemosphere 76, 755–760.
Guo, J., Stabbings, W.A., Romanak, K., Nguyen, L.V., Jantunen, L., Melymuk, L., Arrandale, V.,
Diamond, M.L., Venier, M., 2018. Alternative ﬂame retardant, 2,4,6-tris(2,4,6tribromophenoxy)-1,3,5-triazine, in an E-waste recycling facility and house dust in
North America. Environ. Sci. Technol. 52, 3599–3607.
Labunska, I., Harrad, S., Wang, M., Santillo, D., Johnston, P., 2014. Human dietary exposure
to PBDEs around E-waste recycling sites in eastern China. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48,
5555–5564.
Lao, J.-Y., Xie, S.-Y., Wu, C.-C., Bao, L.-J., Tao, S., Zeng, E.Y., 2018. Importance of dermal absorption of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons derived from barbecue fumes. Environ.
Sci. Technol. 52, 8330–8338.
Larsson, K., de Wit, C.A., Sellstrorm, U., Sahlstrom, L., Lindh, C.H., Berglund, M., 2018. Brominated ﬂame retardants and organophosphate esters in preschool dust and
children's hand wipes. Environ. Sci. Technol. 52, 4878–4888.

M. Shen et al. / Science of the Total Environment 683 (2019) 249–257
Li, J., Liang, Y., Zhang, X., Lu, J.Y., Zhang, J., Ruan, T., Zhou, Q.F., Jiang, G.B., 2011. Impaired
gas bladder inﬂation in zebraﬁsh exposed to a novel heterocyclic brominated ﬂame
retardant tris(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate. Environ. Sci. Technol. 45,
9750–9757.
Li, J., Zhang, X., Bao, J., Liu, Y., Li, J., Li, J., Liang, Y., Zhang, J., Zhang, A., 2015. Toxicity of new
emerging pollutant tris-(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate on BALB/c mice. J. Appl.
Toxicol. 35, 375–382.
Li, H.R., La Guardia, M.J., Liu, H.H., Hale, R.C., Mainor, T.M., Harvey, E., Sheng, G.Y., Fu, J.M.,
Peng, P.A., 2019. Brominated and organophosphate ﬂame retardants along a sediment transect encompassing the Guiyu, China e-waste recycling zone. Sci. Total Environ. 646, 58–67.
Liagkouridis, L., Cousins, A.P., Cousins, I.T., 2015. Physical-chemical properties and evaluative fate modelling of ‘emerging’ and ‘novel’ brominated and organophosphorus
ﬂame retardants in the indoor and outdoor environment. Sci. Total Environ. 524,
416–426.
Lilienthal, H., Verwer, C.M., van der Ven, L.T.M., Piersma, A.H., Vos, J.G., 2008. Exposure to
tetrabromobisphenol A (TBBPA) in Wistar rats: neurobehavioral effects in offspring
from a one-generation reproduction study. Toxicology 246, 45–54.
Luo, P., Bao, L.J., Wu, F.C., Li, S.M., Zeng, E.Y., 2014. Health risk characterization for resident
inhalation exposure to particle-bound halogenated ﬂame retardants in a typical Ewaste recycling zone. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48, 8815–8822.
Marvin, C.H., Tomy, G.T., Armitage, J.M., Arnot, J.A., McCarty, L., Covaci, A., Palace, V., 2011.
Hexabromocyclododecane: current understanding of chemistry, environmental fate
and toxicology and implications for global management. Environ. Sci. Technol. 45,
8613–8623.
Miyake, Y., Tokumura, M., Nakayama, H., Wang, Q., Amagai, T., Ogo, S., Kume, K.,
Kobayashi, T., Takasu, S., Ogawa, K., Kannan, K., 2017. Simultaneous determination
of brominated and phosphate ﬂame retardants in ﬂame-retarded polyester curtains
by a novel extraction method. Sci. Total Environ. 601, 1333–1339.
Ni, H.G., Zeng, H., 2013. HBCD and TBBPA in particulate phase of indoor air in Shenzhen,
China. Sci. Total Environ. 458, 15–19.
NRC, 2000. Toxicological Risks of Selected Flame-retardant Chemicals. National Research
Council, National Academy Press, Washington, D.C.
Report, 2019. http://www.chinabgao.com/report/4376073.html (in Chinese).
Ruan, T., Wang, Y.W., Wang, C., Wang, P., Fu, J.J., Yin, Y.G., Qu, G.B., Wang, T., Jiang, G.B.,
2009. Identiﬁcation and evaluation of a novel heterocyclic brominated ﬂame retardant tris(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate in environmental matrices near a
manufacturing plant in southern China. Environ. Sci. Technol. 43, 3080–3086.
Ruan, Y., Zhang, X., Qiu, J.W., Leung, K.M.Y., Lam, J.C.W., Lam, P.K.S., 2018. Stereoisomerspeciﬁc trophodynamics of the chiral brominated ﬂame retardants HBCD and
TBECH in a marine food web, with implications for human exposure. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 52, 8183–8193.
Takigami, H., Suzuki, G., Hirai, Y., Sakai, S., 2009. Brominated ﬂame retardants and other
polyhalogenated compounds in indoor air and dust from two houses in Japan.
Chemosphere 76, 270–277.
Tang, J., Feng, J., Lia, X., Li, G., 2014. Levels of ﬂame retardants HBCD, TBBPA and TBC in
surface soils from an industrialized region of East China. Environ. Sci. Proc. Impacts
16, 1015–1021.
Tao, F., Abdallah, M.A.-E., Harrad, S., 2016. Emerging and legacy ﬂame retardants in UK indoor air and dust: evidence for replacement of PBDEs by emerging ﬂame retardants?
Environ. Sci. Technol. 50, 13052–13061.
Tue, N.M., Takahashi, S., Suzuki, G., Isobe, T., Viet, P.H., Kobara, Y., Seike, N., Zhang, G.,
Sudaryanto, A., Tanabe, S., 2013. Contamination of indoor dust and air by
polychlorinated biphenyls and brominated ﬂame retardants and relevance of nondietary exposure in Vietnamese informal e-waste recycling sites. Environ. Int. 51,
160–167.
Van der Ven, L.T.M., de Kuil, T.V., Verhoef, A., Verwer, C.M., Lilienthal, H., Leonards, P.E.G.,
Schauer, U.M.D., Canton, R.F., Litens, S., De Jong, F.H., Visser, T.J., Dekant, W., Stern, N.,
Hakansson, H., Slob, W., Van den Berg, M., Vos, J.G., Piersma, A.H., 2008. Endocrine

257

effects of tetrabromobisphenol-A (TBBPA) in Wistar rats as tested in a onegeneration reproduction study and a subacute toxicity study. Toxicology 245, 76–89.
Vonderheide, A.P., Mueller, K.E., Meija, J., Welsh, G.L., 2008. Polybrominated diphenyl
ethers: causes for concern and knowledge gaps regarding environmental distribution, fate and toxicity. Sci. Total Environ. 400, 425–436.
Wang, J., Ma, Y.J., Chen, S.J., Tian, M., Luo, X.J., Mai, B.X., 2010. Brominated ﬂame retardants
in house dust from e-waste recycling and urban areas in South China: implications on
human exposure. Environ. Int. 36, 535–541.
Wang, T., Han, S.L., Ruan, T., Wang, Y.W., Feng, J.Y., Jiang, G.B., 2013. Spatial distribution
and inter-year variation of hexabromocyclododecane (HBCD) and tris-(2,3dibromopropyl) isocyanurate (TBC) in farm soils at a peri-urban region.
Chemosphere 90, 182–187.
Wang, L., Wang, C., Zheng, M., Lou, Y., Song, M., Wang, Z., Zheng, L., 2014. Inﬂuence of tris
(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate on the expression of photosynthesis genes of
Nannochloropsis sp. Gene 540, 68–70.
Wang, W., Abualnaja, K.O., Asimakopoulos, A.G., Covaci, A., Gevao, B., Johnson-Restrepo,
B., Kumosani, T.A., Malarvannan, G., Tu Binh, M., Moon, H.-B., Nakata, H., Sinha, R.K.,
Kannan, K., 2015. A comparative assessment of human exposure to
tetrabromobisphenol A and eight bisphenols including bisphenol A via indoor dust
ingestion in twelve countries. Environ. Int. 83, 183–191.
Wang, L., Zhao, Q., Zhao, Y., Lou, Y., Zheng, M., Yu, Y., Zhang, M., 2016. Determination of
heterocyclic brominated ﬂame retardants tris-(2, 3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate
and hexabromocyclododecane in sediment from Jiaozhou Bay wetland. Mar. Pollut.
Bull. 113, 509–512.
Wang, L., Zhang, M., Lou, Y., Ke, R., Zheng, M., 2017. Levels and distribution of tris-(2,3dibromopropyl) isocyanurate and hexabromocyclododecanes in surface sediments
from the Yellow River Delta wetland of China. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 114, 577–582.
Wikoff, D., Thompson, C., Perry, C., White, M., Borghoff, S., Fitzgerald, L., Haws, L.C., 2015.
Development of toxicity values and exposure estimates for tetrabromobisphenol A:
application in a margin of exposure assessment. J. Appl. Toxicol. 35, 1292–1308.
Wu, Y., Li, Y., Kang, D., Wang, J., Zhang, Y., Du, D., Pan, B., Lin, Z., Huang, C., Dong, Q., 2016.
Tetrabromobisphenol A and heavy metal exposure via dust ingestion in an e-waste
recycling region in Southeast China. Sci. Total Environ. 541, 356–364.
Yanagisawa, R., Koike, E., Win-Shwe, T.T., Yamamoto, M., Takano, H., 2014. Impaired lipid
and glucose homeostasis in hexabromocyclododecane-exposed mice fed a high-fat
diet. Environ. Health Perspect. 122, 277–283.
Ye, L., Hu, Z., Wang, H., Zhu, H., Dong, Z., Jiang, W., Zhao, H., Li, N., Mi, W., Wang, W., Hu, X.,
2015. Tris-(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate, a new emerging pollutant, impairs
cognition and provokes depression-like behaviors in adult rats. PLoS One 10.
Zeng, Y.-H., Tang, B., Luo, X.J., Zheng, X.B., Peng, P.A., Mai, B.X., 2016. Organohalogen pollutants in surface particulates from workshop ﬂoors of four major e-waste recycling
sites in China and implications for emission lists. Sci. Total Environ. 569, 982–989.
Zhang, X., Li, J., Chen, M.J., Wu, L., Zhang, C., Zhang, J., Zhou, Q.F., Liang, Y., 2011. Toxicity of
the brominated ﬂame retardant tris-(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate in zebraﬁsh
(Danio rerio). Chin. Sci. Bull. 56, 1548–1555.
Zhang, M., Feng, G., Yin, W., Xie, B., Ren, M., Xu, Z., Zhang, S., Cai, Z., 2017. Airborne PCDD/
Fs in two e-waste recycling regions after stricter environmental regulations.
J. Environ. Sci. 62, 3–10.
Zheng, X.B., Xu, F.C., Chen, K.H., Zeng, Y.H., Luo, X.J., Chen, S.J., Mai, B.X., Covaci, A., 2015.
Flame retardants and organochlorines in indoor dust from several e-waste recycling
sites in South China: composition variations and implications for human exposure.
Environ. Int. 78, 1–7.
Zhu, N., Li, A., Wang, T., Wang, P., Qu, G., Ruan, T., Fu, J., Yuan, B., Zeng, L., Wang, Y., Jiang,
G., 2012. Tris(2,3-dibromopropyl) isocyanurate, hexabromocyclododecanes, and
polybrominated diphenyl ethers in mollusks from Chinese Bohai Sea. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 46, 7174–7181.

