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Table 1. Means and standard deviations of urine cadmium
and urine creatinine of 41 workers

Min, Max, Mean SD.

urine cadmium 005 550 148 109
(g /1)

urine creatinine 035 416 153 09
(ug /1)

Cn-corrected cadmium 012 604 189 151
(g Cd / g creatinine)
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Table 2. Urine cadmium concentration distribution in relation
to urine cadmium concentration corrected by urine
creatinine concentration

cdU CdU / Cn
<20 220 Total
<20 25 6 31
(80.65%) (19.35%) (100%)
220 6 4 10
(60.00%) (40.00%) (100%)
Total 31 10 41
(75.61%) (24.39%) (100%)
kappa = 0.206
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Figure 1. Relationship of urine cadmium concentration correc-
ted by urine creatinine concentration to creatinine
concentration among workers of a factory
(@ CdU /Cn : urine cadmium concentration cor-
rected by urine creatinine concentration).
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Figure 2, Relationship of urine cadmium concentration correc-
ted by logarithm of urine creatinine concentration
to creatinine concentration among workers of a fac-
tory
(@ CdU /log(Cn) : urine cadmium concentration
corrected by logarithm of urine creatinine concent-
ration),
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