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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Handling editor: Marti Nadal Chemicals are listed on California’s Proposition 65 (Prop 65) for their potential to cause cancer, birth defects or

other reproductive harm, and certain chemicals from this list are often detected within interior vehicle dust and

Keywords: air. Therefore, this study examined the potential risk associated with five Prop 65-listed chemicals detected
Benzene within vehicle interiors: benzene, formaldehyde, di (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate (DEHP), dibutyl phthalate (DBP),
Formalldehyde and tris(1,3-dichloro-2-propyl)phosphate (TDCIPP). Exposure estimates based on time spent within a vehicle
Inhalation . . . . . .

Vehicle were derived from a meta-analysis of estimated concentrations from the literature. Regulatory levels established
Human by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) were then used to generate

percent reference doses (%RfDs) for chemical-specific daily doses as well as determine the probability of risk
(exceedance probability) as a function of %RfD for each chemical-specific daily dose. Based on our meta-analysis,
benzene and formaldehyde were detected in vehicle interior air whereas DEHP, DBP and TDCIPP were detected
in vehicle interior dust. Benzene and formaldehyde were the only two chemicals with an estimated %RfD > 100
across any of the commute times. For commute times of 20 min or longer, the %RfD was > 100 for maximum
exposures based on the “maximum allowable daily level” for benzene, and for 95th-percentile exposures based
on the “no significant risk level” for benzene and formaldehyde. Furthermore, the probability of exceeding 100%
RfD was highest for cancer risks associated with benzene, followed by cancer risks associated with formaldehyde
and the risk of reproductive and developmental toxicity associated with benzene. Lastly, within the entire state of
California, the percent of commuters with a 10% probability of exceeding cancer risk associated with benzene or
formaldehyde exposure was 78% and 63%, respectively. Overall, our study raises concerns about the potential
risk associated with inhalation of benzene and formaldehyde for people who spend a significant amount of time
in their vehicles, an issue that is especially pertinent to traffic-congested areas where people have longer
commutes.

Cancer risk

1. Introduction presence of Prop 65-listed chemicals in indoor air and dust has been well
documented (Greco et al., 2020; Hwang et al., 2008; Lucattini et al.,

California’s Proposition 65 (Prop 65), also known as the Safe 2018; Rudel et al., 2003), suggesting that people may be exposed to

Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986, requires businesses
to inform Californians about exposure to chemicals known to cause
cancer, birth defects or other reproductive harm. Prop 65-listed chem-
icals represent a wide range of naturally occurring and synthetic
chemicals that include additives or ingredients in pesticide formula-
tions, common household products, food, drugs, dyes, or solvents. In
some cases, Prop 65-listed chemicals that are used in indoor products
have the potential to migrate, abrade, or off-gas from end-use products
and accumulate in indoor environments (Mitro et al., 2016). The

these chemicals through inhalation of air and ingestion of dust. While
several studies have evaluated the potential risk to Prop 65-listed
chemicals detected within indoor environments (Ali, 2019; Ao et al.,
2019; Kang et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2013; Zhou et al., 2019), there is
minimal information available about the potential risk of Prop 65-listed
chemicals due to exposure within personal vehicles.

The interior of a personal vehicle is considered an indoor microen-
vironment and, due to its small, confined space, chemicals emitted from
the interior of the vehicle have the potential to be concentrated (Faber
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and Brodzik, 2017). Chemicals such as phthalates, volatile organic
compounds (VOCs), flame retardants and hydrocarbons — some of which
are Prop 65-listed — are commonly detected within interior vehicle dust
(Miiller et al., 2011; Riediker et al.,, 2003; Zulauf et al., 2019).
Furthermore, prior studies have demonstrated that the concentration of
certain chemicals within vehicle interiors were 2- to 3-fold higher
compared to indoor concentrations within the built environment (Faber
and Brodzik, 2017), suggesting that vehicle interiors are an important
indoor microenvironment to consider when evaluating exposure to
chemicals.

American adults spend an average of 6% of their time within an
enclosed vehicle (Klepeis et al., 2001), a large amount of which is spent
commuting. In the United Sates, a person spends an average of 52.8 min
per day commuting to work (U.S. Census Bureau, 2017). Longer
commute times are known to be strongly associated with negative health
outcomes such as shorter sleep, obesity, and poor physical/mental
health (Ding et al., 2014; Hansson et al., 2011; Oliveira et al., 2015;
Sugiyama et al., 2013). Moreover, people who spend a longer amount of
time in vehicles are exposed to higher concentrations of particulate
matter, carbon monoxide, VOCs, ozone, and flame retardants (Huang
et al., 2012; Ramos et al., 2016; Reddam et al., 2020), suggesting that
people experiencing long commutes over years and, in some cases, de-
cades likely represent a sub-population vulnerable to excess exposure to
vehicle-borne chemicals. Therefore, it is important to evaluate the po-
tential risk associated with exposure to vehicle-specific chemicals as a
function of commute time.

The aim of this study was to assess the potential human health risk of
Prop 65-listed compounds found in personal vehicles; cumulative risks
resulting from other stressors associated with long commutes (e.g.,
shorter sleep, obesity, etc.) were not considered within this study. We
first summarized the estimated concentrations of five Prop 65-listed
chemicals in interior vehicle air and dust, and then derived exposure
estimates based on time spent within a vehicle. The potential human
health risks resulting from exposure to these compounds as a function of
commute time were then evaluated using regulatory levels established
by the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA).

2. Methods

Supplementary figure 1 outlines the four phases (chemical identifi-
cation, exposure assessment, hazard identification, and risk assessment)
that were followed to measure the potential risk of Prop 65-listed
chemicals to commuters. All four phases are described in detail within
Sections 2.1 and 2.2.

2.1. Identification of Prop 65-listed chemicals introduced within vehicles

Based on OEHHA’s Prop 65 Fact Sheet (dated June 2019) entitled
“Passenger Vehicles and Off-Highway Motor Vehicles”, benzene, carbon
monoxide, diesel and gasoline engine exhaust, lead, formaldehyde, and
phthalates [Dibutyl phthalate (DBP), Di (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate
(DEHP), Diisodecyl phthalate (DIDP), and Diisononyl phthalate (DINP)]
were identified as Prop 65-listed chemicals either introduced within or
generated by vehicles. For the purpose of this study, only chemicals
introduced within vehicles during manufacturing (benzene, formalde-
hyde, and phthalates) were assessed for potential human health risks. In
addition, while not currently on OEHHA'’s fact sheet dated June 2019,
tris(1,3-dichloro-2-propyl)phosphate (TDCIPP) was assessed in this
study since TDCIPP is a Prop 65-listed chemical that has been detected
within indoor vehicle dust (Ali et al., 2013; Brandsma et al., 2014;
Brommer and Harrad, 2015; Harrad et al., 2016) and exposure to
TDCIPP is significantly associated with longer commute times (Reddam
et al., 2020). Therefore, we conducted a meta-analysis of the peer-
reviewed literature in order to synthesize measured concentrations of
benzene, formaldehyde, phthalates (DBP, DEHP, DIDP and DINP), and
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TDCIPP that have been detected within dust and air collected within
vehicle interiors. Studies selected for review and risk assessment met the
following three inclusion criteria: (1) evaluated concentrations of ben-
zene, formaldehyde, phthalates, and TDCIPP in interior car dust or air;
(2) published before or during July 2020; and (3) published in English.

2.2. Data collection and analysis

2.2.1. Exposure assessment

Based on dust and air samples collected within vehicle interiors,
measured concentrations of benzene, formaldehyde, phthalates and
TDCIPP were compiled from the following studies that met all three
inclusion criteria listed above: Abdallah and Covaci, 2014; Albar et al.,
2017; Ali et al., 2013; Brandsma et al., 2014; Brodzik et al., 2014;
Brommer et al., 2012; Brommer and Harrad, 2015; Buters et al., 2007;
Carignan et al., 2013; Chan et al., 1991; Chen et al., 2014; Christia et al.,
2018; Faber et al., 2014; Fujii et al., 2003; Geiss et al., 2009; GLOBAL
2000., 2005; Harrad et al., 2016; Hoehner et al., 2012; Liang et al., 2019;
Lv et al., 2020; Staaf and Ostman, 2005; Tokumura et al., 2017, 2016;
Wensing, 2009; Xiong et al., 2015; Yoshida et al., 2006; You et al., 2007;
Zhou et al., 2017. When compiling concentrations of benzene, formal-
dehyde, phthalates and TDCIPP, this study did not consider the type and
age of vehicles, ventilation conditions, ambient temperatures, sampling
methods, and time of sample collection.

For studies where chemical concentrations were reported as a dis-
tribution (rather than raw data for individual samples), the minimum,
median, and/or maximum (depending on what was reported) were used
for estimating the exposure distribution within this study. Using all
available data identified from our meta-analysis, the overall minimum,
median, and maximum as well as 5th, 25th, 75th, and 95th percentile
concentrations were then identified and used to calculate daily doses for
benzene, formaldehyde, phthalates, and TDCIPP based on ingestion and
inhalation within adults. As DIDP and DINP were not detected within
interior vehicle dust nor air, daily doses were not calculated for these
chemicals. Daily doses were calculated using adult ingestion and inha-
lation rates derived from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
Exposure Factors Handbook. The dust ingestion rate associated with 12
years through adult was acquired from Table 5-1 (under “Dust: General
Population Central Tendency”) whereas the inhalation rate was calcu-
lated by averaging the “Mean” rate from 16 to < 71 years from Table 6-
1. Our risk analysis assumed that the average ingestion and inhalation
rate from the EPA Exposure Factors Handbook was applicable to the
general population. These rates were multiplied by the overall mini-
mum, median, and maximum as well as 5th, 25th, 75th, and 95th
percentile concentrations to produce a distribution of daily doses for
each chemical. Time-weighted daily doses were then calculated from 20
to 240 min (using 20-min increments) by first dividing the total daily
dose by the number of minutes in one day (1440 min) and then multi-
plying by the commute time (which ranged from 20 to 240 min). Time-
weighted daily doses for oral or inhalation routes of exposure were not
calculated for chemicals that did not have corresponding OEHHA-
generated safe harbor levels. For example, daily doses based on inha-
lation of TDCIPP, DBP, and DEHP were not calculated since, as of August

Table 1
OEHHA'’s safe harbor levels for TDCIPP, DBP, DEHP, benzene, and formalde-
hyde. N.C. = not calculated by OEHHA as of August 2020.

Endpoint Cancer (NSRL) Developmental and
Reproductive Toxicity (MADL)
Route of Exposure  Oral Inhalation  Oral Inhalation
TDCIPP 5.4 pg/day N.C. N.C. N.C.
DBP N.C. N.C. 8.7 ug/day  N.C.
DEHP 310 ug/day  N.C. 410 ug/day  N.C.
Benzene 6.4 ug/day 13 pg/day 24 pg/day 49 ug/day
Formaldehyde N.C. 40 pg/day  N.C. N.C.



https://www.p65warnings.ca.gov/sites/default/files/downloads/factsheets/vehicles-passenger-off_highway_fact_sheet.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/expobox/about-exposure-factors-handbook
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2020, inhalation-based safe harbor levels for TDCIPP, DBP, and DEHP
were not determined by OEHHA.

2.2.2. Hazard identification

Safe harbor levels were obtained directly from OEHHA (https://o
ehha.ca.gov/proposition-65/proposition-65-list). If OEHHA concluded
that a chemical is a known carcinogen, the “no significant risk level”
(NSRL) was used; the NSRL is defined as the daily intake level posing a
1073 lifetime risk of cancer. If OEHHA concluded that a chemical is
known to cause birth defects or other reproductive harm, the “maximum
allowable daily level” (MADL) was used; the MADL is derived from No
Observable Effect Levels (NOELs) or Lowest Observable Effect Levels
(LOELs). The NSRL and MADL were reported for chemicals that are
known to cause cancer and reproductive/developmental toxicity,
respectively, based on OEHHA’s conclusions. Values associated with
both oral and inhalation routes of exposure were also reported when
available.

2.2.3. Risk characterization

Percent reference doses (%RfDs) were calculated by dividing
chemical-specific daily doses by chemical-specific safe harbor levels
(NSRLs or MADLs) and then multiplying by 100. Chemicals detected
within the air of vehicle interiors were divided by safe harbor levels
specific to inhalation exposure, whereas chemicals detected within dust
of vehicle interiors were divided by safe harbor levels specific to oral
exposure. Exceedance probability curves were generated for chemicals
with %RfDs that exceeded 100% (the regulatory threshold of concern),
where %RfDs calculated for each chemical were assigned exceedance
probabilities (i.e., 0.99, 0.95, 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, 0.05 and 0.01). After
plotting exceedance probabilities, exponential growth curve equations
were then generated for each commute time in order to calculate the
probability of exceeding 100% RfD as a function of commute time. In
addition, we plotted exceedance probabilities at 100% RfD as a function
of commute time to generate third-order polynomial equations and es-
timate the probability of exceeding 100% RfD at different commute
times for each chemical.

Finally, a 10% exceedance probability threshold was selected as a
benchmark of concern for estimating the percent of California com-
muters (by county) that may be at risk from elevated exposure to Prop
65-listed chemicals within vehicles. For each chemical, the commute
time associated with a 10% exceedance probability was calculated based
on third-order polynomial equations as described above. Commute time
for all counties within California were acquired from the U.S. Census
Bureau (Table B08534). The percent of the population by county
commuting more than the time associated with a 10% exceedance
probability was then calculated and plotted on a map using mapchart.
net.

3. Results

3.1. Estimated daily doses of benzene and formaldehyde are orders of
magnitude higher than TDCIPP, DEHP and DBP

Based on our meta-analysis, concentrations of benzene, formalde-
hyde, phthalates (DBP, DEHP, DIDP and DINP), and TDCIPP detected
within interior vehicle dust and air are reported in Tables S1 and S2,
respectively. The overall minimum, median, and maximum as well as
5th, 25th, 75th, and 95th percentile concentrations for each chemical
are reported within Table S3. The median concentration of DBP, DEHP,
and TDCIPP within interior vehicle dust was 11.8, 488.5, and 3 pg/g,
respectively, and the median concentrations of benzene, DBP, DEHP,
TDCIPP and formaldehyde within interior car air were 10.35, 198.5,
370, 0.014 and 24.25 pg/m3, respectively. Concentrations of DIDP and
DINP in interior car dust and air were not reported within any studies
included within our meta-analysis.

As described in Section 2.2.1, an ingestion and inhalation rate of
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0.02 g/day and 15.65 m>/day, respectively, were used for calculation of
daily doses (Table S4). Based on a 24-h exposure scenario, the daily
doses for TDCIPP, DBP, DEHP, benzene, and formaldehyde are sum-
marized within Fig. 1; chemicals that did not have corresponding
OEHHA-generated safe harbor levels (e.g., inhalation-specific safe har-
bor levels for TDCIPP, DBP, and DEHP) were not included within Fig. 1.
The median daily doses of DEHP, DBP, and TDCIPP based on ingestion of
interior vehicle dust was 9.77, 0.236, and 0.06 pg/day, respectively, and
the median daily doses of formaldehyde and benzene based on inhala-
tion of interior vehicle air were 379.51 and 161.97 pg/day, respectively.

Time-weighted exposures were calculated for all five chemicals in
increments of 20 min (Fig. 2 and Table S5). The estimated median dose
of formaldehyde, benzene, DEHP, DBP and TDCIPP for an adult
spending 20 min within a car per day was 5.27, 2.25, 0.14, 0.003, and
0.0008 pg/day, respectively — a dose that increases from 20 min to the
highest exposure scenario tested (240 min, or 4 h). The estimated me-
dian dose of formaldehyde, benzene, DEHP, DBP and TDCIPP for an
adult who spent 240 min within a car per day was 63.25, 27, 1.63, 0.04,
and 0.01 pg/day, respectively. Similar to the 24-h exposure scenario,
chemicals present within interior vehicle air resulted in a higher daily
dose - in some cases by five orders of magnitude - relative to chemicals
present within interior vehicle dust.

3.2. TDCIPP has the lowest safe harbor level out of all five Prop 65-listed
chemicals introduced into vehicles during manufacturing

A summary of OEHHA’s safe harbor levels is presented within
Table 1. A NSRL was used for chemicals with the potential to cause
cancer whereas a MADL was used for chemicals with the potential to
cause reproductive and developmental toxicity. For TDCIPP, the NSRL
for oral exposure is 5.4 pg/day and was derived based on results from a
2-year chronic toxicity study using rats (Freudenthal and Henrich,
2000). In this study, daily dietary exposure to TDCIPP for 24 months
resulted in a dose-dependent increase in the incidence of liver, kidney
and testicular tumors, and the tumor incidence data were used to derive
a cancer potency estimate of 0.13 (mg/kg-day) ! that served as the basis
for the NSRL.

For DBP, the MADL for oral exposure is 8.7 pg/day and was based on
a LOEL of 1.5 mg/kg-day (Lee et al., 2004). Dietary maternal exposure of
rats to DBP during pregnancy and lactation adversely affected repro-
ductive development of male and female offspring (Lee et al., 2004).
OEHHA derived a NSRL and MADL for DEHP, as this chemical has the
potential to cause cancer as well as developmental and reproductive
toxicity. The NSRL for oral exposures is 310 pg/day and was derived
from a cancer potency estimate of 0.0022 (mg/kg-day)~! based on ro-
dent studies conducted by the NTP (1982) and David et al. (1999). In
both studies, oral exposure to DEHP resulted in a higher incidence of
hepatocellular carcinomas. Additionally, the MADL for oral exposures
for DEHP is 410 pg/day for adults and was derived from a NOEL of 5.8
mg/kg-day based on male reproductive effects in the form of testicular
damage (David et al., 2000).

OEHHA derived a NSRL and MADL for benzene, as this chemical has
the potential to cause cancer as well as developmental and reproductive
toxicity. The NSRL for oral and inhalation routes of exposure are 6.4 and
13 pg/day, respectively; these two NRSLs were derived from cancer
potency estimates of 0.054 (mg/kg-day) ™! and 0.11 (mg/kg-day) ! for
oral and inhalation routes of exposure, respectively. These estimates
were derived from two different cohorts — the Pliofilm Cohort (Paxton
et al., 1994; Rinsky, 1989) and Chinese Worker Cohort (Hayes et al.,
1997) — that developed leukemia following occupational exposure to
benzene. The MADL for oral and inhalation routes of exposure are 24
and 49 pg/day, respectively, and were derived from a LOEL of 5 ppm
based on effects on hematopoiesis within a developmental toxicity study
in mice (Keller and Snyder, 1988). For formaldehyde, the NSRL for an
inhalation route of exposure is 40 pg/day and was derived from a cancer
potency estimate of 0.021 (mg/kg-day)™* based on histopathological


https://oehha.ca.gov/proposition-65/proposition-65-list
https://oehha.ca.gov/proposition-65/proposition-65-list
https://data.census.gov/cedsci
https://mapchart.net/
https://mapchart.net/
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Fig. 1. Estimated daily dose (pg/day) for TDCIPP (N = 117), DBP (N = 10) and DEHP (N = 10) based on ingestion of interior vehicle dust (top), and estimated daily
dose (pg/day) for benzene (N = 74) and formaldehyde (N = 52) based on inhalation of interior vehicle air for 24 h (bottom). N = number of data points based on the

meta-analysis (Tables S1 and S2).
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Fig. 2. Distribution of time-weighted daily doses (pg/day) of chemicals found within interior vehicle dust (A) and air (B) as a function of commute time.
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changes within the nasal cavity and upper respiratory tract of rats and
mice (Kerns et al., 1983).

3.3. Bengene and formaldehyde concentrations are predicted to exceed
safe harbor levels following a 20-min commute

Percent RfD (%RfD) was calculated for benzene, formaldehyde,
DEHP, DBP, and TDCIPP to evaluate the potential risk associated with
exposure to these chemicals from 20 to 240 min (Fig. 3 and Table S6).
Each %RfD was calculated by dividing the daily dose by the safe harbor
level (NSRL or MADL) and then multiplying by 100; therefore, a %RfD
> 100 indicates that the daily dose exceeds levels considered safe by
OEHHA.

Benzene and formaldehyde were the only two chemicals with an
estimated %RfD > 100 across any of the commute times. Two different
%RfDs were calculated for each safe harbor level since a NSRL and
MADL were available for benzene. Based on the NSRL for benzene, the %
RfD was > 100 resulting from exposures at (1) the 25th percentile or
higher combined with commute times of 200 min or longer and (2) the
95th percentile or higher combined with commute times of 20 min or
longer (Fig. 3). On the other hand, based on the MADL for benzene, the
%RfD was > 100 resulting from exposures at (1) the 75th percentile or

%RfD |
0.000015 5350

100

NSRL
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higher combined with commute times of 200 min or longer and (2) the
maximum combined with commute times of 20 min or longer (Fig. 3).
Based on the NSRL for formaldehyde, the %RfD was > 100 resulting
from exposures at (1) the 25th percentile or higher combined with
commute times of 240 min or longer and (2) the 95th percentile or
higher combined with commute times of 20 min or longer (Fig. 3).

3.4. Predicted cancer risks associated with benzene and formaldehyde
exposure are higher than the risk of reproductive and developmental
toxicity associated with benzene exposure

For benzene and formaldehyde, exceedance probability curves
(Fig. 4A-C) were then generated to estimate the probability of risk (ex-
ceedance probability) as a function of %RfD (Table S7). The probability
of exceeding 100% RfD was dependent on both the chemical and
commute time. For cancer risks associated with benzene exposure, the
probability of exceeding 100% RfD ranged from 0.024 to 0.775 for
commute times of 20-240 min. Similarly, for cancer risks associated
with formaldehyde exposure, the probability of exceeding 100% RfD
ranged from 0.009 to 0.744 for commute times of 20-240 min. However,
the risk of reproductive and developmental toxicity following benzene
exposure was substantially lower than cancer risks associated with
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Fig. 3. Heat map showing %Rf{Ds for formaldehyde, benzene (NSRL and MADL), DBP, DEHP (NSRL and MADL) and TDCIPP as a function of exposure distribution
and commute time. The %RfD values shown within the heat map were log;o-transformed. Cells with %RfD > 100 are outlined with a black solid line.
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Fig. 4. Exceedance probability curves for cancer risk (NSRL) associated with benzene (A) or formaldehyde (B) exposure as well as risk of reproductive and
developmental toxicity (MADL) associated with benzene (C) exposure as a function of %RfD. The inset within panels A, B, and C show the probability of exceeding
100% RfD as a function of commute time. Curves representing the probability of exceeding 100% RfD as a function of commute time for all three different chemical

risk scenarios (D).

benzene or formaldehyde exposure (Fig. 4D), as the probability of
exceeding 100% RfD ranged from 0.000001 to 0.322 for commute times
of 20-240 min.

For all California counties, the percent of commuters with a 10%
probability of exceeding 100% RfD (Table S8) is represented in Fig. 5.
Within the entire state of California, the percent of commuters with a
10% probability of exceeding cancer risk associated with benzene or
formaldehyde exposure was 78% and 63%, respectively, whereas the
percent of commuters with a 10% probability of exceeding the risk of
reproductive and developmental toxicity associated with benzene
exposure was 11%. Across all three risk scenarios and counties, San
Francisco County had the highest percentage of commuters with a 10%
chance of exceeding risk associated with benzene or formaldehyde
exposure.

4. Discussion

Although the risk associated with Prop 65-listed chemicals within
indoor environments is well characterized (Ali, 2019; Ao et al., 2019;
Zhou et al., 2019), there is limited information on the risk that these
chemicals within vehicle interiors pose as a function of commute time.
Based on our meta-analysis, benzene, formaldehyde, DBP, DEHP and
TDCIPP have all been previously detected within the interior of vehicles.
While DBP, DEHP and TDCIPP were previously detected within interior

car air and dust, benzene and formaldehyde were only found within the
air of vehicle interiors — a finding that is linked to the high volatility of
both chemicals. As benzene and formaldehyde are both VOCs, these
chemicals are readily emitted into air and, as such, exist almost entirely
in the gaseous state. While DBP, DEHP and TDCIPP have been detected
in the air of vehicle interiors, based on our meta-analysis these chem-
icals have been primarily found within dust of vehicle interiors. As DBP,
DEHP and TDCIPP are semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs), these
chemicals are more likely to adsorb onto surfaces of dust particles,
furnishing materials, plastics, etc. (Harrad and Abdallah, 2011).

The presence of these compounds within vehicles can be attributed
to extensive use in different vehicle parts. Formaldehyde is used in
carpets, leather and paints within vehicles, resulting in off-gassing and
high concentrations within indoor air (Pang and Mu, 2007). Further-
more, formaldehyde is also used as an adhesive and binder in the pro-
duction of synthetic fibers, fiberboards, plastics, and textile finishing
treatments, products that are commonly present in vehicles (Public
Health England, 2017). The high concentration of benzene in vehicles
has been attributed to fuel- and exhaust-related emissions that accu-
mulate in the cabin of operating vehicles (Fedoruk and Kerger, 2003).
However, several studies have also detected benzene within brand new
cars under static conditions, suggesting that interior components are
also off-gassing benzene into the air of vehicle interiors (Brodzik et al.,
2014; Faber et al., 2013; Yoshida et al., 2006; Zhang et al., 2008).
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Fig. 5. Maps of California counties showing the percent of commuters with a 10% probability of exceeding cancer risk (NSRL) and/or the risk of reproductive and

developmental toxicity (MADL) for benzene or formaldehyde.

Benzene is used to produce styrene, nylon, and phenol which are, in
turn, used to produce plastics, resins, and synthetic fibers (Hahladakis
et al., 2018; CDC, 2018). Benzene is also used extensively in rubber,
dyes, and lubricants and, from these products, benzene residue can off-
gas and accumulate within indoor air. Phthalates such as DEHP and DBP
are predominantly used as plasticizers in soft plastics, such as in a large
variety of polyvinyl chloride (PVC) products including car seat fabric,
cable insulation and interior and exterior trim in vehicles (Heudorf et al.,
2007; Patil et al., 2017). TDCIPP is a commonly used flame retardant
that is used within polyurethane foam of permanently installed seats as
well as plastics and electronics present in the vehicle’s dashboard and
console (Brandsma et al., 2014; Harrad et al., 2016).

Out of the five different Prop 65-listed chemicals assessed in this
study, benzene and formaldehyde were the only two chemicals with
estimated %RfDs exceeding 100. While this may be partially a result of
lower safe harbor levels for benzene and formaldehyde relative to
chemicals such as DEHP, the primary drivers are higher airborne con-
centrations relative to dust combined with higher inhalation rates
relative to ingestion. Therefore, our study suggests that the presence of
benzene and formaldehyde within air of vehicle interiors pose a higher
risk to commuters relative to chemicals detected within dust of vehicle
interiors. For benzene and formaldehyde, none of the commute times
associated with the minimum or 5th percentile of the exposure distri-
bution resulted in a %RfD that exceeded 100, suggesting that, if a
commuter is on the lower end of the exposure spectrum, the daily dose
will not exceed safe harbor levels associated with benzene and formal-
dehyde despite spending up to 4 h in a vehicle. On the other hand, all of
the commute times associated with the maximum daily dose exceeded a
100% RfD, underscoring the importance of estimating where a
commuter lies within the exposure distribution.

Prior studies have shown that different factors such as interior
temperature, ventilation rate and mode, humidity, solar radiation,
vehicle age and grade, cabin value, car upholstery material, and travel
distance influence the concentrations of benzene and formaldehyde
detected within a vehicle (Chen et al., 2014; Xiong et al., 2015; Xu et al.,
2016). Lower concentrations of aromatic hydrocarbons, such as ben-
zene, are associated with fabric seats compared to leather seats and

vehicles with larger volume cabins (Xu et al., 2016). Furthermore, off-
gassing of VOCs may decrease with car age, total car travel mileage,
increased ventilation rate, and lower in-car temperature or relative
humidity (Chen et al., 2014; Xiong et al., 2015; Xu et al., 2016). These
different factors suggest that measures can be taken to reduce a com-
muter’s daily dose and, as a result, decrease the probability of exceeding
100% RfD irrespective of time spent in the vehicle.

Based on our exceedance probability curves, cancer risks associated
with exposure to benzene and formaldehyde are substantially higher
than the risk associated with reproductive and developmental effects
due to benzene exposure. Previous epidemiology studies in professional
drivers (i.e., taxi drivers) have found significant associations between
their profession and different forms of cancer, including lung, bladder,
esophageal, stomach, and rectal cancer (Gubéran et al., 1992; Hansen
et al., 1998; Ole Jensen et al., 1987; Tsoi and Tse, 2012). Moreover,
additional studies have demonstrated that taxi drivers have a higher risk
of cancer resulting from exposure to formaldehyde (Hadei et al., 2019;
Pang and Mu, 2007) and benzene (Chen et al., 2016). While studies have
previously examined associations between taxi drivers and cancer risks,
there are virtually no studies that have investigated the potential asso-
ciation between cancer risk and commute time within the general
population. A recent study by Patterson et al. (2020) found that
commuting by personal vehicles has been associated with an increased
rate of incident cancer compared to commuting by bicycle, rail or
walking. Therefore, more research is needed to study the potential role
of benzene and formaldehyde exposure in higher cancer incidence
associated with longer commutes.

In California, >1.5 million people commute for>2 h a day, with 3%
of the population commuting for>3 h a day (U.S. Census Bureau, 2017).
Therefore, based on our study, it is possible that a substantial proportion
of the population within California may exceed 100% RfD for benzene
and formaldehyde on a daily basis. Interestingly, a study by Mapou et al.
(2013) found that concentrations of in-vehicle formaldehyde in Cali-
fornia communities were about twice as high as New Jersey and Texas
communities. This suggests that exposure to benzene and formaldehyde
through interior car air is a pertinent issue, especially in California
where a large percentage of the population is commuting by personal
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vehicles.
5. Conclusion

While this study was able to evaluate the potential risks associated
with benzene and formaldehyde, risks for other chemicals detected
within the air of vehicle interiors were not assessed due to the lack of
inhalation-specific safe harbor levels established by OEHAA (TDCIPP,
DBP and, DEHP). Moreover, while daily doses were calculated using
intake rates, our risk assessment is based on the assumption that
chemicals being inhaled and ingested are 100% bioavailable. Despite
these limitations, this study highlights the potential risk associated with
inhalation of benzene and formaldehyde for people who spend a sig-
nificant amount of time in their vehicles. Furthermore, while the vari-
ability in chemical concentrations from countries with diverse climates
may not be directly applicable to the state of California, this study
provides a starting point for additional risk analyses. As benzene and
formaldehyde are on the Prop 65 list due to cancer and reproductive/
developmental toxicity concerns, there is a need for more information
on the potential association between commute time within vehicles and
exposure to both of these chemicals. As people with long commutes are
an already vulnerable sub-population, additional measures may need to
be implemented in order to mitigate potential cancer risks associated
with benzene and formaldehyde exposure.

Funding

This work was supported by a National Institutes of Health grant
[RO1ES027576] and USDA National Institute of Food and Agriculture
Hatch Project [1009609] to D.C.V.

CRediT authorship contribution statement

Aalekhya Reddam: Conceptualization, Methodology, Validation,
Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - original draft, Writing - review
& editing, Visualization. David C. Volz: Conceptualization, Resources,
Writing - review & editing, Supervision, Project administration, Funding
acquisition.

Declaration of Competing Interest
None.
Appendix A. Supplementary material

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106402.

References

Abdallah, M.-A.-E., Covaci, A., 2014. Organophosphate Flame Retardants in Indoor Dust
from Egypt: Implications for Human Exposure. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48,
4782-4789.

Albar, H.M.S.A., Ali, N., Shahzad, K., Ismail, I.M.I., Rashid, M.I.,, Wang, W., Ali, L.N.,
Eqani, S.A.M.A.S., 2017. Phthalate esters in settled dust of different indoor
microenvironments; source of non-dietary human exposure. Microchem. J. 132,
227-232.

Ali, N., 2019. Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) in indoor air and dust samples of
different Saudi microenvironments; health and carcinogenic risk assessment for the
general population. Sci. Total Environ. 696, 133995.

Ali, N., Ali, L., Mehdi, T., Dirtu, A.C., Al-Shammari, F., Neels, H., Covaci, A., 2013. Levels
and profiles of organochlorines and flame retardants in car and house dust from
Kuwait and Pakistan: Implication for human exposure via dust ingestion. Environ.
Int. 55, 62-70.

Ao, J., Yuan, T., Xia, H., Ma, Y., Shen, Z., Shi, R., Tian, Y., Zhang, J., Ding, W., Gao, L.,
Zhao, X., Yu, X., 2019. Characteristic and human exposure risk assessment of per-
and polyfluoroalkyl substances: A study based on indoor dust and drinking water in
China. Environ. Pollut. 254, 112873.

Brandsma, S.H., van Velzen, M.J.M., Leonards, P.E.G., 2014. Organophosphorus flame
retardants (PFRs) and plasticizers in house and car dust and the influence of
electronic equipment. Chemosphere 116, 3-9.

Environment International 149 (2021) 106402

Brodzik, K., Faber, J., Lomankiewicz, D., Gotda-Kopek, A., 2014. In-vehicle VOCs
composition of unconditioned, newly produced cars. J. Environ. Sci. (China) 26,
1052-1061.

Brommer, S., Harrad, S., 2015. Sources and human exposure implications of
concentrations of organophosphate flame retardants in dust from UK cars,
classrooms, living rooms, and offices. Environ. Int. 83, 202-207.

Brommer, S., Harrad, S., Van den Eede, N., Covaci, A., 2012. Concentrations of
organophosphate esters and brominated flame retardants in German indoor dust
samples. J. Environ. Monit. 14, 2482.

Buters, J.T.M., Schober, W., Gutermuth, J., Jakob, T., Aguilar-Pimentel, A., Huss-
Marp, J., Traidl-Hoffmann, C., Mair, S., Mair, S., Mayer, F., Breuer, K., Behrendt, H.,
2007. Toxicity of parked motor vehicle indoor air. Environ. Sci. Technol. 41,
2622-2629.

Carignan, C.C., McClean, M.D., Cooper, E.M., Watkins, D.J., Fraser, A.J., Heiger-
Bernays, W., Stapleton, H.M., Webster, T.F., 2013. Predictors of tris(1,3-dichloro-2-
propyl) phosphate metabolite in the urine of office workers. Environ. Int. 55, 56-61.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2018. Facts About Benzene. https://
emergency.cdc.gov/agent/benzene/basics/facts.asp.

Chan, C.-C., Spengler, J.D., Ozkaynak, H., Lefkopoulou, M., 1991. Commuter Exposures
to VOCs. Waste Manag. Assoc. 41, 1594-1600.

Chen, X., Feng, L., Luo, H., Cheng, H., 2016. Health risk equations and risk assessment of
airborne benzene homologues exposure to drivers and passengers in taxi cabins.
Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 23, 4797-4811.

Chen, X., Feng, L., Luo, H., Cheng, H., 2014. Analyses on influencing factors of airborne
VOCS pollution in taxi cabins. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 21, 12868-12882.

Christia, C., Poma, G., Besis, A., Samara, C., Covaci, A., 2018. Legacy and emerging
organophosphorus flame retardants in car dust from Greece: Implications for human
exposure. Chemosphere 196, 231-239.

David, R.M., Moore, M.R., Cifone, M.A., Finney, D.C., Guest, D., 1999. Chronic
peroxisome proliferation and hepatomegaly associated with the hepatocellular
tumorigenesis of Di(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate and the effects of recovery. Toxicol. Sci.
50, 195-205.

David, R.M., Moore, M.R., Finney, D.C., Guest, D., 2000. Chronic toxicity of di(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate in rats. Toxicol. Sci. 55, 433-443.

Ding, D., Gebel, K., Phongsavan, P., Bauman, A.E., Merom, D., 2014. Driving: A Road to
Unhealthy Lifestyles and Poor Health Outcomes. PLoS One 9, €94602.

Faber, J., Brodzik, K., 2017. Air quality inside passenger cars. AIMS Environ. Sci. 4,
112-133.

Faber, J., Brodzik, K., Gotda-Kopek, A., Lomankiewicz, D., 2013. Air Pollution in New
Vehicles as a Result of VOC Emissions from Interior Materials. Polish J. Environ.
Stud. 22, 1701-1709.

Faber, J., Brodzik, K., Golda-Kopek, A., Lomankiewicz, D., Nowak, J., Swiatek, A., 2014.
Comparison of Air Pollution by VOCs Inside the Cabins of New Vehicles. Environ.
Nat. Resour. Res. 4, p155.

Fedoruk, M.J., Kerger, B.D., 2003. Measurement of volatile organic compounds inside
automobiles. J. Expo. Anal. Environ. Epidemiol. 13, 31-41.

Freudenthal, R.I., Henrich, R.T., 2000. Chronic Toxicity and Carcinogenic Potential of
Tris-(1,3-Dichloro-2-propyl) Phosphate in Sprague-Dawley Rat. Int. J. Toxicol. 19,
119-125.

Fujii, M., Shinohara, N., Lim, A., Otake, T., Kumagai, K., Yanagisawa, Y., 2003. A study
on emission of phthalate esters from plastic materials using a passive flux sampler.
Atmos. Environ. Elsevier Ltd 5495-5504.

Geiss, O., Tirendi, S., Barrero-Moreno, J., Kotzias, D., 2009. Investigation of volatile
organic compounds and phthalates present in the cabin air of used private cars.
Environ. Int. 35, 1188-1195.

GLOBAL 2000., 2005. CHEMIKALIEN: Schadstoffbelastung in Neuwagen.

Greco, S.L., Greco, S.L., MacIntyre, E., MacIntyre, E., Young, S., Warden, H., Drudge, C.,
Kim, J., Kim, J., Candido, E., Demers, P., Demers, P., Demers, P., Copes, R.,
Copes, R., Copes, R., 2020. An approach to estimating the environmental burden of
cancer from known and probable carcinogens: Application to Ontario, Canada. BMC
Public Health 20, 1017.

Gubéran, E., Usel, M., Raymond, L., Bolay, J., Fioretta, G., Puissant, J., 1992. Increased
risk for lung cancer and for cancer of the gastrointestinal tract among Geneva
professional drivers. Br. J. Ind. Med. 49, 337-344.

Hadei, M., Shahsavani, A., Hopke, P.K., Kermani, M., Yarahmadi, M., Mahmoudi, B.,
2019. Comparative health risk assessment of in-vehicle exposure to formaldehyde
and acetaldehyde for taxi drivers and passengers: Effects of zone, fuel, refueling,
vehicle’s age and model. Environ. Pollut. 254, 112943.

Hahladakis, J.N., Velis, C.A., Weber, R., Iacovidou, E., Purnell, P., 2018. An overview of
chemical additives present in plastics: Migration, release, fate and environmental
impact during their use, disposal and recycling. J. Hazard. Mater.

Hansen, J., Raaschou-Nielsen, O., Olsen, J.H., 1998. Increased risk of lung cancer among
diVerent types of professional drivers in Denmark. Occup. Env. Med. 55, 115-118.

Hansson, E., Mattisson, K., Bjork, J., @stergren, P.-0., Jakobsson, K., 2011. Relationship
between commuting and health outcomes in a cross-sectional population survey in
southern Sweden. BMC Public Health 11, 834.

Harrad, S., Abdallah, M.A.E., 2011. Brominated flame retardants in dust from UK cars -
Within-vehicle spatial variability, evidence for degradation and exposure
implications. Chemosphere 82, 1240-1245.

Harrad, S., Brommer, S., Mueller, J.F., 2016. Concentrations of organophosphate flame
retardants in dust from cars, homes, and offices: An international comparison.
Emerg. Contam. 2, 66-72.

Hayes, R.B., Yin, S.N., Dosemeci, M., Li, G.L., Wacholder, S., Travis, L.B., Li, C.Y.,
Rothman, N., Hoover, R.N., Linet, M.S., 1997. Benzene and the dose-related
incidence of hematologic neoplasms in China. J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 89, 1065-1071.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106402
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2021.106402
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0180

A. Reddam and D.C. Volz

Heudorf, U., Mersch-Sundermann, V., Angerer, J., 2007. Phthalates: Toxicology and
exposure. Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health 210, 623-634.

Hoehner, C.M., Barlow, C.E., Allen, P., Schootman, M., 2012. Commuting distance,
cardiorespiratory fitness, and metabolic risk. Am. J. Prev. Med. 42, 571-578.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.02.020.

Huang, J., Deng, F., Wy, S., Guo, X., 2012. Comparisons of personal exposure to PM2.5
and CO by different commuting modes in Beijing. China. Sci. Total Environ. 425,
52-59.

Hwang, H.M., Park, E.K., Young, T.M., Hammock, B.D., 2008. Occurrence of endocrine-
disrupting chemicals in indoor dust. Sci. Total Environ. 404, 26-35.

Kang, Y., Man, Y.B., Cheung, K.C., Wong, M.H., 2012. Risk assessment of human
exposure to bioaccessible phthalate esters via indoor dust around the pearl river
delta. Environ. Sci. Technol. 46, 8422-8430.

Keller, K.A., Snyder, C.A., 1988. Mice exposed in utero to 20 ppm benzene exhibit altered
numbers of recognizable hematopoietic cells up to seven weeks after exposure.
Toxicol. Sci. 10, 224-232.

Kerns, W.D., Pavkov, K.L., Donofrio, D.J., Gralla, E.J., Swenberg, J.A., 1983.
Carcinogenicity of Formaldehyde in Rats and Mice after Long-Term Inhalation
Exposure. Cancer Res. 43.

Klepeis, N.E., Nelson, W.C., Ott, W.R., Robinson, J.P., Tsang, A.M., Switzer, P., Behar, J.
V., Hern, S.C., Engelmann, W.H., 2001. The National Human Activity Pattern Survey
(NHAPS): A resource for assessing exposure to environmental pollutants. J. Expo.
Anal. Environ. Epidemiol. 11, 231-252.

Lee, K.Y., Shibutani, M., Takagi, H., Kato, N., Takigami, S., Uneyama, C., Hirose, M.,
2004. Diverse developmental toxicity of di-n-butyl phthalate in both sexes of rat
offspring after maternal exposure during the period from late gestation through
lactation. Toxicology 203, 221-238.

Liang, B., Yu, X., Mi, H., Liu, D., Huang, Q., Tian, M., 2019. Health risk assessment and
source apportionment of VOCs inside new vehicle cabins: A case study from
Chonggqing. China. Atmos. Pollut. Res. 10, 1677-1684.

Lucattini, L., Poma, G., Covaci, A., de Boer, J., Lamoree, M.H., Leonards, P.E.G., 2018.
A review of semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) in the indoor environment:
occurrence in consumer products, indoor air and dust. Chemosphere.

Lv, M., Huang, W., Rong, X., He, J., Yang, X., 2020. Source apportionment of volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) in vehicle cabins diffusing from interior materials. Part I:
Measurements of VOCs in new cars in China. Build. Environ. 175, 106796.

Mapou, A.E.M., Shendell, D.G., Therkorn, J.H., Xiong, Y., Meng, Q., Zhang, J., 2013.
Aldehydes in passenger vehicles: An analysis of data from the RIOPA Study
1999-2001. Atmos. Environ. 79, 751-759.

Mitro, S.D., Dodson, R.E., Singla, V., Adamkiewicz, G., Elmi, A.F., Tilly, M.K., Zota, A.R.,
2016. Consumer Product Chemicals in Indoor Dust: A Quantitative Meta-analysis of
U.S. Studies. Environ. Sci. Technol. 50, 10661-10672.

Miiller, D., Klingelhofer, D., Uibel, S., Groneberg, D.A., 2011. Car indoor air pollution -
analysis of potential sources. J. Occup. Med. Toxicol. 6, 33.

NTP., 1982. National Toxicology Program. Carcinogenesis Bioassay of Di(2-ethylhexyl)
phthalate (CAS No. 117-81-7) in F344 Rats and B6C3F1 Mice (Feed Study). NTP80-
37, Technical Report Series No. 217.

Ole Jensen, M., Wahrendorf, J., Knudsen, J.B., Sorensen, B.L., 1987. The Copenhagen
case-referent study on bladder cancer Risks among drivers, painters and certain
other occupationsl. Scand. J. Work Environ. Health.

Oliveira, R., Moura, K., Viana, J., Tigre, R., Sampaio, B., 2015. Commute duration and
health: Empirical evidence from Brazil. Transp. Res. Part A Policy Pract. 80, 62-75.

Pang, X., Mu, Y., 2007. Characteristics of carbonyl compounds in public vehicles of
Beijing city: Concentrations, sources, and personal exposures. Atmos. Environ. 41,
1819-1824.

Patil, A., Patel, A., Purohit, R., 2017. An overview of Polymeric Materials for Automotive
Applications. Mater. Today: Proc. Elsevier Ltd 3807-3815.

Patterson, R., Panter, J., Vamos, E.P., Cummins, S., Millett, C., Laverty, A.A., 2020.
Associations between commute mode and cardiovascular disease, cancer, and all-
cause mortality, and cancer incidence, using linked Census data over 25 years in
England and Wales: a cohort study. Lancet Planet. Heal. 4, e186-e194.

Paxton, M.B., Chinchilli, V.M., Brett, S.M., Rodricks, J.V., 1994. Leukemia Risk
Associated with Benzene Exposure in the Pliofilm Cohort: I. Mortality Update and
Exposure Distribution. Risk Anal. 14, 147-154.

Environment International 149 (2021) 106402

Public Health England., 2017. Formaldehyde: general information. https://www.gov.uk/
government/publications/formaldehyde-properties-incident-management-and-
toxicology/formaldehyde-general-information.

Ramos, C.A., Wolterbeek, H.T., Almeida, S.M., 2016. Air pollutant exposure and inhaled
dose during urban commuting: a comparison between cycling and motorized modes.
Air Qual. Atmos. Heal. 9, 867-879.

Reddam, A., Tait, G., Herkert, N., Hammel, S.C., Stapleton, H.M., Volz, D.C., 2020.
Longer commutes are associated with increased human exposure to tris(1,3-dichloro-
2-propyl) phosphate. Environ. Int. 136, 105499.

Riediker, M., Williams, R., Devlin, R., Griggs, T., Bromberg, P., 2003. Exposure to
particulate matter, volatile organic compounds, and other air pollutants inside patrol
cars. Environ. Sci. Technol. 37, 2084-2093.

Rinsky, R.A., 1989. Benzene and leukemia: An epidemiologic risk assessment. Environ.
Health Perspect. 82, 189-191.

Rudel, R.A., Camann, D.E., Spengler, J.D., Korn, L.R., Brody, J.G., 2003. Phthalates,
alkylphenols, pesticides, polybrominated diphenyl ethers, and other endocrine-
disrupting compounds in indoor air and dust. Environ. Sci. Technol. 37, 4543-4553.

Staaf, T., Ostman, C., 2005. Organophosphate triesters in indoor environments.

J. Environ. Monit. 7, 883-887.

Sugiyama, T., Ding, D., Owen, N., 2013. Commuting by car: Weight gain among
physically active adults. Am. J. Prev. Med. 44, 169-173.

Tokumura, M., Hatayama, R., Tatsu, K., Naito, T., Takeda, T., Raknuzzaman, M., Al-
Mamun, M.H., Masunaga, S., 2017. Organophosphate flame retardants in the indoor
air and dust in cars in Japan. Environ. Monit. Assess. 189.

Tokumura, M., Hatayama, R., Tatsu, K., Naito, T., Takeda, T., Raknuzzaman, M.,
Habibullah-Al-Mamun, M., Masunaga, S., 2016. Car indoor air pollution by volatile
organic compounds and aldehydes in Japan. AIMS Envi. Sci. 3, 362-381.

Tsoi, C.T., Tse, L.A., 2012. Professional drivers and lung cancer: A systematic review and
meta-analysis. Occup. Environ. Med.

U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey, 2017 using American FactFinder;
(http://factfinder2.census.gov).

Wang, W., Huang, M.J., Wu, F.Y., Kang, Y., Wang, H.S., Cheung, K.C., Wong, M.H., 2013.
Risk assessment of bioaccessible organochlorine pesticides exposure via indoor and
outdoor dust. Atmos. Environ. 77, 525-533.

Wensing, M., 2009. Standard Test Methods for the Determination of VOCs and SVOCs in
Automobile Interiors. In: Organic Indoor Air Pollutants: Occurrence. Second Edition.
Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Measurement, Evaluation, pp. 147-164.

Xiong, J., Yang, T., Tan, J., Li, L., Ge, Y., 2015. Characterization of VOC Emission from
Materials in Vehicular Environment at Varied Temperatures: Correlation
Development and Validation. PLoS One 10, e0140081.

Xu, B., Wu, Y., Gong, Y., Wu, S., Wu, X., Zhu, S., Liu, T., 2016. Investigation of volatile
organic compounds exposure inside vehicle cabins in China. Atmos. Pollut. Res. 7,
215-220.

Yoshida, T., Matsunaga, 1., Tomioka, K., Kumagai, S., 2006. Interior Air Pollution in
Automotive Cabins by Volatile Organic Compounds Diffusing from Interior
Materials: I. Survey of 101 Types of Japanese Domestically Produced Cars for Private
Use. Indoor Built Environ. 15, 425-444.

You, K.W., Ge, Y.S., Hu, B., Ning, Z.W., Zhao, S.T., Zhang, Y.N., Xie, P., 2007.
Measurement of in-vehicle volatile organic compounds under static conditions.

J. Environ. Sci. 19, 1208-1213.

Zhang, G.S., Li, T.T., Luo, M., Liu, J.F., Liu, Z.R., Bai, Y.H., 2008. Air pollution in the
microenvironment of parked new cars. Build. Environ. 43, 315-319.

Zhou, L., Hiltscher, M., Gruber, D., Piittmann, W., 2017. Organophosphate flame
retardants (OPFRs) in indoor and outdoor air in the Rhine/Main area, Germany:
comparison of concentrations and distribution profiles in different
microenvironments. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 24, 10992-11005.

Zhou, L., Liu, G., Shen, M., Hu, R., Sun, M., Liu, Y., 2019. Characteristics and health risk
assessment of heavy metals in indoor dust from different functional areas in Hefei.
China. Environ. Pollut. 251, 839-849.

Zulauf, N., Droge, J., Klingelhofer, D., Braun, M., Oremek, G.M., Groneberg, D.A., 2019.
Indoor air pollution in cars: An update on novel insights. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public
Health.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.02.020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0160-4120(21)00026-X/h0400

	Inhalation of two Prop 65-listed chemicals within vehicles may be associated with increased cancer risk
	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 Identification of Prop 65-listed chemicals introduced within vehicles
	2.2 Data collection and analysis
	2.2.1 Exposure assessment
	2.2.2 Hazard identification
	2.2.3 Risk characterization


	3 Results
	3.1 Estimated daily doses of benzene and formaldehyde are orders of magnitude higher than TDCIPP, DEHP and DBP
	3.2 TDCIPP has the lowest safe harbor level out of all five Prop 65-listed chemicals introduced into vehicles during manufa ...
	3.3 Benzene and formaldehyde concentrations are predicted to exceed safe harbor levels following a 20-min commute
	3.4 Predicted cancer risks associated with benzene and formaldehyde exposure are higher than the risk of reproductive and d ...

	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusion
	Funding
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Appendix A Supplementary material
	References


