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Abstract: A cross-sectional study was conducted at Sungai Lembing (SL) and Bukit Ubi
(BU), Kuantan, Malaysia. The main objectives of this epidemiological study were to
determine the aluminum concentration in drinking water, to compare with the government
standard and to perform health risk assessment prediction among respondents from these
two residential areas. A total of 100 respondents were selected from the study areas based
on a few inclusive and exclusive criteria. Two duplicates of treated water samples were
taken from each respondent's house using a 200 mL high-density polyethylene (HDPE)
bottle and 0.4 mL (69%) pure concentrated nitric acid added as preservative. Aluminum
concentrations were analyzed using Lambda 25 UV/V spectrophotometer. The result
showed that the mean concentration of aluminum in drinking water from SL was
0.11 ± 0.0634 mg/L and 0.12 ± 0.0462 mg/L for BU. The mean value of Chronic Daily
Intake (CDI) in SL (0.0035 ± 0.0028 mg/kg/day) was lower compared to BU
(0.0037 ± 0.0021 mg/kg/day). The Hazard Index (HI) calculation showed all respondents
had HI less than 1. In conclusion, there was unlikely potential for adverse health effects
from aluminum intake in drinking water. However, it was necessary for some action to be
taken in order to reduce aluminum levels found in drinking water in both locations.
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1. Introduction
Aluminum and its compounds cover about 8% of the Earth’s surface [1]. It is the third most
abundant element after oxygen and silicon, and this compound occurs naturally in cryolite, silicates,
and bauxite rock [1]. Aluminum is a non-essential trace element with no known biological function to
which humans are frequently exposed [2]. Aluminum is widespread throughout nature, air, water,
plants and consequently in food [3]. The physical and chemical characteristics of aluminum make it
ideal for a variety of uses in food, drugs, consumer products, and water treatment processes [2].
Aluminum salts such as aluminum sulphate (alum) or polyaluminum chloride (PACl) are used
extensively as coagulants in drinking water treatment to enhance the removal of particulate, colloidal
and dissolved substances [4]. Aluminum sulphate and polyaluminum chloride are the most widely used
coagulants, because they are effective, readily available, and relatively inexpensive [5]. However,
aluminum-based coagulants have come under scrutiny in recent years due to concerns about aluminum
residuals in the public water supply [6] and interests concerning aluminum have considerably
increased due to increased knowledge about the potential toxic effects of aluminum [3].
Health risks associated with exposure in drinking water containing aluminum can be distinguished
into two terms: acute and chronic toxicity. For acute toxicity, there is little indication that aluminum is
acutely toxic by oral exposure, despite its widespread occurrence in foods, drinking-water, and many
antacid preparations [7]. There are no reported cases of acute aluminum poisoning of healthy
individuals exposed to normal levels of aluminum [8].
Chronic toxicity of aluminum in drinking water is associated with severe diseases of the nervous
system such as Parkinson's dementia, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis and Alzheimer's disease [2].
Alzheimer's disease is a progressive mental deterioration manifested by memory loss, inability to
calculate, visual spatial disturbances, confusion and disorientation [9]. A study by Rondeau [9] found
that high aluminum levels in drinking water (≥0.1 mg/L) were associated with an elevated risk of
dementia and Alzheimer’s disease [9]. To date, 13 epidemiological studies have been done worldwide
to investigate the hypothesis of a correlation between Alzheimer's disease and increased concentrations
of aluminum in drinking water, and nine of these studies have found a positive association [10,11].
There is limited data available to determine the risk associated with aluminum exposure in drinking
water among the Malaysian population. This study was carried out to determine the aluminum
concentration in drinking water and to evaluate the health risk among respondents from two selected
residential areas in Malaysia.
2. Materials and Methods
The study was conducted in two residential areas of the Kuantan district in the state of Pahang
Darul Makmur, Malaysia, namely Sungai Lembing (SL) and Bukit Ubi (BU). The source of SL
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drinking water was from the Sungai Lembing’s water treatment plant while BU drinking water was
from the Bukit Ubi’s water treatment plant.
The study population comprised male and female respondents aged 18 and above who use treated
water as their main source of drinking water. The respondents were purposively selected using a list of
names provided by the head of the village or “Ketua Kampung”. The inclusive criteria used were: male
or female respondents, aged 18 and above and use of treated water as their main source of drinking
water. While the exclusion criteria were: respondents that use bottled water or well water as their main
source of drinking water. Each house was represented by one respondent.
A total of 100 respondents were selected for this study, where 50 respondents were each selected
from the two study areas. A structured questionnaire which comprised two sections was used in this
study. The first section contained questions regarding the respondents’ background information such as
age, gender, household income and education level. The second section gathered information regarding
duration of residence which was used to calculate the Chronic Daily Intake (CDI) of aluminum
exposure in their drinking water source. The questionnaire developed, was adapted from the Baseline,
Descriptive and Time Activity Questionnaires used in the National Human Exposure Assessment
Survey (NHEXAS) Arizona study [12].
Drinking water samples were collected at the respondents’ kitchen tap. The tap was turned on and
water was allowed to run for 3–5 minutes before it was collected. A 200 milliliter (mL) non-acidified
high-density polyethylene (HDPE) bottle was used for water sample collection. Two replicates of
water samples were taken from each respondent’s house. The samples were then preserved using 0.4 mL
69% pure concentrated nitric acid before being analyzed at the laboratory to ensure bacterial removal
from the samples and to lengthen the storage time of the samples [13]. The body weight of the
respondents was measured using Tanita Digital Weight Scales. The readings were taken three times and
then averaged.
The Lambda 25 UV/V spectrophotometer was used to determine the aluminum concentration in
drinking water from both study areas. The Erlochrome Cyanine method was used to determine the
aluminum concentration in drinking water with detection limit 0–1.2 mg/L. The analytical wavelength
used was 278.0 nm. The ordinate mode was single wavelength. The split UV/VS was 1.00 nm [14].
In order to estimate health risk associated with aluminum in drinking water, chronic daily intake
(CDI) was first calculated using the following equation [15]:
CDI (I) = (C1R1FEDt)/(WBTAVG)

(1)

Where CDI (I) is the chronic daily intake (mg/kg/d), C1 is the level of aluminum concentration in
drinking water (mg/L), R1 is ingestion rate (2 L/day), FE is exposure frequency (day/year), Dt is
exposure duration (year), WB is body weight (kg) and TAVG is the average of exposure duration
(D × 365 days/year). To conclude the significant exposure and overall potential for non-carcinogenic
health effects posed by aluminum in drinking water, the Hazard Index (HI) was calculated using the
following Equation [15]:
Hazard Index (HI) = (CDI)/(RfD)

(2)
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RfD is reference dose (Equation 2). RfD for Aluminum is 7 mg/kg/day [16]. In cases where the
non-cancer HI does not exceed unity (HI < 1), it is assumed that no chronic risks are likely to occur at
the study site [15].
Data collected from the questionnaire, aluminum concentration in drinking water, body weight of
respondents, CDI and HI of both study areas were analyzed using Statistical Package for Social
Science (SPSS) version 17.0 (SPSS Inc, Chicago, IL, USA). Kolmogorov-Smirnov, Shapiro Wilk and
Skewness test were used to determine the normality of distribution of the variables. The data were then
analyzed in two stages of analysis. The first stage was univariate analysis. Bivariate analysis was then
used to test the hypothesis, which was divided into testing for statistical significant difference and
testing for relationship or associations.
3. Results
3.1. Background of Respondent
Fifty respondents from both study areas were selected based on purposive sampling. Essential
information including age, race, gender, and household income, and respondent weight, education
level of respondents and duration of residence were collected (Tables 1 and 2).
Table 1. Age, household income, weight and duration of residence of respondents.
Variable

Sungai Lembing (SL) (n = 50)
Bukit Ubi (BU) (n = 50)
Range
Mean ± SD
Range
Mean ± SD
Age (years )
18–77
42 ± 17
18–63
38 ± 14
Household Income (RM)
220–3122
994.78 ± 523.594
600–3000
1520.00 ± 693.924
Weight (kg)
44.0–90.0
63.342 ± 10.8277
45.0–93.0
64.118 ± 11.0462
Duration of residence (years)
3–59
17.86 ± 12.090
2–55
14.18 ± 12.229
N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi.

Table 2. Race, gender and education level of respondents.
Variable
Race
Malay
Gender
Male
Female
Education level
No education
Primary school
Lower Secondary Certificate (PMR)
Higher Secondary Certificate (SPM)
Sijil Tinggi Pelajaran Malaysia (STPM)
Higher education

SL (n = 50)
Frequency (%)

BU (n = 50)
Frequency (%)

50 (100)

50 (100)

23 (46)
27 (54)

30 (60)
20 (40)

2 (4)
12 (24)
10 (20)
18 (36)
3 (6)
5 (10)

0 (0)
5 (10)
9 (18)
28 (56)
0 (0)
8 (16)

N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi.
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3.2. Aluminum Concentration in Drinking Water
The results showed there was no significant difference in aluminum concentration in drinking water
between the two study areas (Table 3). Table 4 shows the number of drinking water samples that
violated the Malaysian Drinking Water Standard. Based on the result, samples from SL showed a
higher frequency of violation compared to BU (Table 4).
Table 3. Differences of Aluminum concentration in both study locations.
Variable
Aluminum
concentration (mg/L)

SL (n = 50)
Range
Mean ± SD
0.02–0.28
0.11 ± 0.0634

BU (n = 50)
Range
Mean ± SD
0.05–0.26
0.12 ± 0.0462

t

p

−0.861

0.391

N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi.

Table 4. Aluminum violation in two study locations against Ministry of Health Guideline.
Variable

SL (n = 50)
Frequency (%)
6 (12)

Aluminum concentration (mg/L)

BU (n = 50)
Frequency (%)
4 (8)

N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi.

3.3. Difference of Aluminum Concentration in Drinking Water Compared with Malaysian Drinking
Water Standard
The difference in aluminum concentration in drinking water from SL and BU compared with the
Malaysian Drinking Water Standard was analyzed with a reference value of 0.2 mg/L. The results in
Table 5 show a low significant difference in aluminum concentration in drinking water for SL and BU
compared with the Malaysian Drinking Water Standard.
Table 5. Difference of aluminum concentration in drinking water from SL and BU with the
Malaysian Drinking Water Standard.
Variable
aluminum
concentration (mg/L)

SL (n = 50)
Mean ± SD
0.11 ± 0.0634

t^
−9.582

p
0.001 *

BU (n = 50 )
Mean ± SD
0.12 ± 0.0462

t^
−11.689

p
0.001 *

N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi; ^ Test Value = 0.2 (Compare with Malaysia
Guideline from Ministry of Health, Malaysia); * Significant at p value ≤ 0.05.

3.4. Respondents’ Chronic Daily Intake
Respondents’ CDIs for both study areas were calculated using the CDI equation (1). Table 6 shows
the CDI of respondents from both study areas. The difference in respondents’ CDIs were analyzed
using a non parametric test (Mann Whitney U test) due to non-normal data distribution. Based on the
result, there was no significant difference in CDI between the two study areas (Table 6).
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Table 6. Chronic Daily Intake (CDI) of respondents.

Variable

Chronic Daily Intake
(CDI) (mg/kg/day)

SL (n = 50)
BU (n = 50)
Range
Mean ± SD
Range
Mean ± SD
0.0008–0.0112
0.0035 ± 0.00224
0.0012–0.010
0.0040 ± 0.00027
Median (IQR)
Median (IQR)
z
p
0.0035 (0.0028)
0.0037 (0.0021)
−1.041
0.298
N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi.

3.5. Hazard Index (HI)
The HI was used to determine the heath risk of aluminum by dividing CDI by RfD. The RfD of
aluminum is 7 mg/kg/day [16]. Based on previous literature [16], there are two classes of hazard
index; greater or less than 1. Table 7 shows the HI of respondents and its categories from both study
areas respectively.
Table 7. HI of respondents and its categories.
Variable
Hazard Index (HI)
HI < 1
HI > 1

SL (n = 50)

BU (n = 50)
Range
Mean ± SD
Range
Mean ± SD
0.000115–0.001714 0.000532 ± 0.00032 0.000174–0.001491 0.000576 ± 0.00027
Frequency (%)
Frequency (%)
50 (100)
50 (100)
0 (0)
0 (0)
N = 100; SL = Sungai Lembing; BU = Bukit Ubi; HI = Hazard Index.

4. Discussion
4.1. Respondent Background
In this study 100 respondents were selected as the study sample, consisting of 50 respondents from
SL and 50 respondents from BU. The gender selection between male and female was similar in both
study areas. The mean household income of respondents in BU was greater than those in SL. The
reason why is because BU is located in an urban area that offers opportunity for higher salaries and
incomes compared to SL, which is located in a rural area with limited employment opportunities.
The majority of respondents were educated to the level of Higher Secondary Certificate (SPM) for
both study areas. The mean weight of respondents from SL was lower than BU but the difference in
mean weight between the study areas was only 0.776 Kg. This study found that the duration of
residence in SL differs by about three years compared to BU.
4.2. Aluminum Concentration in Drinking Water
Aluminum concentration in drinking water samples from SL ranged from 0.02 to 0.28 mg/L with a
mean of 0.11 mg/L and standard deviation of ±0.0634 mg/L while samples from BU ranged from
0.05 to 0.26 mg/L with a mean 0.12 of mg/L and standard deviation of ±0.0462 mg/L. Aluminum
concentration in drinking water for both areas were lower compared to the typical concentration of
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aluminum in Australia which varies from 0.01 to 0.9 mg/L [17] and from another study done in
Aomori Prefecture, Japan that ranged between 0.01 to 2.11 mg/L [18]. Another study done in
Selangor, Malaysia found that aluminum concentration in drinking water ranges from 0.0063 mg/L to
0.03 mg/L, which is lower than the finding in this study [19]. In 1999, Canadian researchers reported
that the levels of aluminum in Toronto’s drinking water ranged from 0.019 to 0.29 [20], which is
higher than in this study. Another study in Texas, USA showed that concentrations of aluminum up to
0.53 mg/L were observed in treated water [21].
Based on a previous study, the mean value of both areas were higher compared to the mean values
from Kuala Pilah, Malaysia (0.03 mg/L) [22]. The mean aluminum concentration in drinking water
from public water supplies in Galicia, Northwest Spain was 0.12 mg/L, which was similar to the mean
from BU [4]. In addition, the mean aluminum concentration in this study was lower than the mean
value reported in a study from the Moroccan city of Marrakech (0.21 mg/L) [23]. Aluminum
concentration in drinking water measured in the Netherlands was found to be 0.6 mg/L, which
was higher than both (SL and BU) study areas [24]. There were 6 (12%) violations of aluminum
concentration in drinking water which exceeded the Malaysia Drinking Water Standard (0.2 mg/L) in
SL while in BU there were 4 (8%) violations. The number of violations was lower than a violation of
15.9% in 60 samples in the Moldova territory, Romania [25]. Based on an annual report entitled
“Drinking Water 2008” of The Drinking Water Inspectorate of England, a total of 6,165 samples was
tested for aluminum in the central region of England. Severn Trent Water and Dŵr Cymru Welsh
Water achieved 100% compliance with the aluminum standard. Compliance with the aluminum
standard in BU was 92% compared to a 100% compliance in the central region of England [26].
The presence of aluminum in water distribution systems can be due to aluminum in the source
water, aluminum leached from distribution system materials and aluminum introduced to the water
from aluminum containing coagulants [27]. Other factors that may affect aluminum concentration in
drinking water are temperature, pH and turbidity of the water [28].
4.3. Difference of Aluminum Concentration in Drinking Water between the Two Study Areas
The results of this study found that there were no significant differences in aluminum concentration
in drinking water between the two study areas. This shows that the quality of water received in terms
of aluminum concentration was almost the same even though the source of water supply was different
in each area. The finding was similar to a study by Azmir [19] in Selangor (Malaysia), who found that
there was no difference in aluminum concentration in drinking water between the two areas [19].
The results of this study finding were different from Japan where the mean aluminum concentration
in drinking differed between two different water treatment plants [18]. Other European studies showed
aluminum concentration in drinking water to be different between sampling locations in Spain [29]. A
researcher in Malaysia also reported a difference in aluminum concentration in drinking water between
two locations in Johor (Malaysia) [30].

Water 2011, 3

889

4.4. Difference of Aluminum Concentration in Drinking Water from the Two Study Areas with
Malaysia Drinking Water Standard
Statistical analysis showed significant difference in aluminum concentration in drinking water from
SL and BU with Malaysia Drinking Water Standard (p < 0.05, t = −9.582) and (p < 0.05, t = −11.689)
respectively. This shows the quality of water received in terms of aluminum concentration in both
study areas met the Malaysia Drinking Water Standard (0.2 mg/L). The lower aluminum concentration in
drinking water shows that a portion of the alum added to the raw water during water treatment was
low; therefore the residual aluminum in the treated water becomes lower. The most apparent source of
aluminum in drinking water comes from the corrosion of aluminum utensils, tanks or pipes or from
incorrect dosing of aluminum sulphateas coagulant at the treatment works. Ideally, water going into
supply should contain less than 0.2 mg/L [31]. previous studies conducted in Malaysia by Azmir [19]
in Selangor and Nora [30] in Johor found significant differences in aluminum concentration in
drinking water between their study areas compared with the Malaysian Drinking Water Standard,
which was similar to this study[19,30].
Aluminum concentrations higher than the drinking water standard of 0.3 mg/L are commonly
present in the drinking water supplied to the Venezuelan population [32]. Based on an annual report
entitled “Drinking Water 2008” of The Drinking Water Inspectorate England, the majority of samples
analyzed complied with the standard. Non compliance was due to a localized disturbance of mains
deposits and associated with elevated levels of iron in samples taken from the local network [23].
4.5. Respondents Chronic Daily Intake
There are several variables that can affect the respondents CDI including aluminum concentration in
water (C1), duration of exposure (Dt), and body weight (WB). These variables were used to calculate the
respondent’s CDI.
This study found that CDI of respondents from SL ranged from 0.0008 to 0.0112 mg/kg/day while
CDI of respondents from BU ranged from 0.0012 to 0.0104 mg/kg/day. The mean of CDI among
respondents from both study areas was lower than the Aluminum Reference Dose (Rfd) of
7 mg/kg/day [16]. The mean CDI from both study areas was also lower than in a previous daily intake
study, the PAQUID Cohort study in France, which reported a CDI of 0.025 mg/kg/day [33]. The mean
CDI found by a Malaysian researcher in two study sites in the state of Selangor, namely Sungai Michu
and sungai Buah was 0.0516 mg/kg/day and 0.0391 mg/kg/day respectively [19], while another
researcher found the CDI from two study locations in the state of Johor to be 1.41 mg/kg/day and
0.351 mg/kg/day [30]. The mean CDI from both studies were higher compared to mean CDI from both
study areas in this study.
This study found no significant difference between the CDI of the two study areas. This shows that
respondents’ CDIs were almost similar since there was no significant difference in aluminum
concentration in drinking water between both study areas. This study was different from a previous
study by Nora [30] who found a significant difference in CDI between areas studied [30].
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4.6. Hazard Index (HI)
This study found that the HI for SL respondents ranged from 0.000115 to 0.001714 while the HI for
BU respondents ranged from 0.000174 to 0.001491. The mean value of HI for SL was 0.000532 which
was lower compared to the HI from BU of 0.000576. The respondents’ HI mean was less than 1 due to
low CDI values. If the HI is more than 1 it indicates a risk of aluminum exposure to the respondents and if
less than 1, it means respondents from both locations were not vulnerable to a risk of aluminum exposure.
The risk of aluminum exposure was shown in several studies which found a relationship between
aluminum concentration in drinking water and the cognitive function in Alzheimer’s disease [34]. A
previous study from Novodvinsk, Northwest Russia found the HI for adults to be 0.009 [35]. This
value was higher than the HI in both, SL and BU. A study by Azmir [19] found that the HI for Sungai
Michu residents, Malaysia ranged from 0.0023 to 0.0145 with a mean of 0.004 while which in
Kampung Buah residents, Malaysia the HI ranged from 0.0031 to 0.0136 with a mean of 0.0056 [19].
The range and mean value of HI from a previous study was higher than this study [19]. The overall
results of HI for this study indicates that the health risk of aluminum in drinking water was relatively
safe even some of the water samples taken exceeded the level recommended by the Malaysia Ministry
of Health guideline (0.2 mg/L) by 10%. A similar result was observed by other researchers in the state
of Johor and other districts [36-38] where many studies areas had lower HI values.
5. Conclusions
The main objective of this study, to determine the concentration of aluminum in drinking water and
its health risk to respondents, has been achieved. This study found that mean aluminum concentration
of both study areas was lower than the Malaysian Drinking Water Standard. Comparison between both
study areas with Malaysia Drinking Water Standard showed no significant difference which means that
the respondents from both study areas were supplied with treated water that met the standard. Only 10
(10%) samples exceeded the level of aluminum concentration. To conclude, 90 (90%) of respondents
received water supply within the permitted limit set by the authorities.
Health risk assessment prediction by calculating CDI and HI of respondents in this study, found that
the CDI of both locations was lower than the Aluminum Reference Dose (Rfd) of 7 mg/kg/day. In
addition, the HI calculation showed results of less than “1” which indicates no risk exposure to
aluminum in drinking water. Respondents from both studies are considered to be safe from the risk of
aluminum in drinking water which is related to diseases including Alzheimer Disease.
Acknowledgements
The researchers would like to thank the laboratory and academic staff for their cooperation in the
sampling and analysis of water samples at the Environmental and Occupational Health Science Unit,
Department of Community Health, UPM. They would like to extend a special token of appreciation to
the Ministry of Health, especially to all management staff and health inspectors (Mahadi) the Kuantan
Health District Office for their sincere assistance during data collection and sampling. Last but not
least, sincere gratitude to all the respondents at both study locations (Sungai Lembing and Bukit Ubi)
who were very cooperative in joining this specific study.

Water 2011, 3

891

References
1.

2.
3.

4.

5.

6.
7.
8.
9.

10.

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Krewski, D.; Yokel, R.A.; Nieboer, E.; Borchelt, D.; Cohen, J.; Harry, J.; Kacew, S.; Lindsay, J.;
Mahfouz, A.M.; Rondeau, V. Human health risk assessment for aluminium, aluminium oxide, and
aluminium hydroxide. J. Toxicol. Environ. Health Part B 2007, 10, 1-269.
Health Canada 2008-Aluminium. Available online: http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/
water-eau/aluminum/references-bibliographiques-eng.php (accessed on 18 October 2010).
Narin, I.; Tuzen, M.; Soylak, M. Aluminium determination in environmental samples by
graphite furnace atomic absorption spectrometry after solid phase extraction on Amberlite
XAD-1180/pyrocatechol violet chelating resin. Talanta 2004, 63, 411-418.
Rubinos, D.A.; Arias, M.; Aymerich, C.; Fierros, F.D. Aluminum Contents in Drinking Water
from Public Water Supplies of Galicia (Northwest Spain). In Proceedings of the Fourth InterCeltic
Colloquium on Hydrology and Management of Water Resources, Guimaraes, Portugal,
4–11 July 2005.
Frentiu, T.; Ponta, M.; Anghel, S.D.; Simon, A.; Incze, A.M.; Cordos, E.A. Investigation of
medium power radiofrequency capacitively coupled plasmas and their application to atomic
emission spectrometry for the determination of aluminium in water samples. Microchim. Acta
2004, 147, 93-103.
Kvech, S.; Edwards, M. Solubility controls on aluminum in drinking water at relatively low and
high pH. Water Res. 2002, 36, 4356-4368.
WHO. Guidelines for Drinking-water Quality, 2nd ed.; WHO: Geneva, Switzerland, 1997.
Verissimo, M.I.S.; Gomes, M. The quality of our drinking water: Aluminium determination with
an acoustic wave sensor. Anal. Chim. Acta 2008, 617, 162-166.
Rondeau, V.; Commenges, D.; Jacqmin-Gadda, H.; Dartigues, J.F. Relation between aluminum
concentrations in drinking water and Alzheimer’s disease: An 8-year follow-up study. Am. J.
Epidemiol. 2000, 152, 59-66.
Gupta, V.B.; Anitha, S.; Hegde, M.L.; Zecca, L.; Garruto, R.M.; Ravid, R.; Shankar, S.K.;
Stein, R.; Shanmugavelu, P.; Rao, K.S.J. Aluminium in Alzheimer’s disease: Are we still at a
crossroad? Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2005, 62, 143-158.
Flaten, T.P. Aluminium as a risk factor in Alzheimer’s disease, with emphasis on drinking water.
Brain Res. Bull. 2001, 55, 187-196.
Kavcar, P.; Sofuoglu, A.; Sofuoglu, S.C. A health risk assessment for exposure to trace metals via
drinking water ingestion pathway. Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health 2009, 212, 216-227.
MOH. National Standard For Drinking Water Quality; Engineering Sevices Division, Ministry of
Health Malaysia: Putrajaya, Malaysia, 2004.
PerkinElmer. Water and Environmental Analysis According to US EPA Regulations Using the
Lambda 25/35/45 UV/Vis Spectrophotometers; PerkinElmer: Waltham, MA, USA, 2006.
USEPA. Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund. Vol. I. Human Health Evaluation Manual.
Part A. Interim Final; Office of Emergency and Remedial Response, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency: Washington, DC, USA, 1989.

Water 2011, 3

892

16. FAO and WHO. Evaluation of Certain Food Additives and Contaminants; Sixty-seventh Report
of the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee on Food Additives; WHO: Geneva, Switzerland, 1989;
pp. 28-31.
17. NHMRC. Australian Drinking Water Guidelines; National Health and Medical Research Council
(NHMRC) and the Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council Australia: Canberra,
Australia, 2001.
18. Kikuchi, H.; Iwane, S.; Munakata, A.; Tamura, K.; Nakaji, S.; Sugawara, K. Trace element levels
in drinking water and the incidence of colorectal cancer. Tohoku J. Exp. Med. 1999, 188, 217-225.
19. Azmir, A. Kepekatan Aluminium di Dalam Air Minum dan Penilaian Risiko Kesihatan di dua
buah Petempatan di Selangor; BSc. Thesis, Environmental and Occupational Health Universiti
Putra Malaysia: Selangor, Malaysia, 2003.
20. Toronto. Water Quality Quarterly Report (July–September 2000); Toronto Public Health, Works
and Emergency Services: Toronto, Canada, 2000.
21. Cech, I.; Montera, J. Spatial variations in total aluminum concentrations in drinking water supplies
studied by geographic information system (GIS) methods. Water Res. 2000, 34, 2703-2712.
22. Azidawati, H.N. Pengurusan Empangan Talang, Kuala Pilah Dari Segi Teknikal; Universiti
Teknologi Malaysia: Johor, Malaysia, 2005.
23. Zaida, F.; Chadrame, S.; Sedki, A.; Lekouch, N.; Bureau, F.; Arhan, P.; Bougle, D. Lead and
aluminium levels in infants’ hair, diet, and the local environment in the Moroccan city of
Marrakech. Sci. Total Environ. 2007, 377, 152-158.
24. van Dijk-Looijaard, A.M.; van Genderen, J. Levels of exposure from drinking water. Food Chem.
Toxicol. 2000, 38, S37-S42.
25. Diaconu, D.; Nanau, M.M.; Nechifor, E.; Nechiforc, O.; Doaconu, R. Aluminum concentration in
drinking water from Moldova territory, Romania. Ovidius Univ. Ann. Chem. 2009, 20, 115-118.
26. Drinking Water Inspectorate (DWI). Drinking Water 2008 Central Region of England; DWI:
London, UK, 2009.
27. Snoeyink, V.L.; Schock, M.R.; Sarin, P.; Wang, L.L.; Chen, A.S.C.; Harmon, S.M.
Aluminium-containing scales in water distribution systems: Prevalence and composition. J. Water
Supply Res. Technol. Aqua 2003, 52, 455-474.
28. Srinivasan, P.T.; Viraraghavan, T.; Subramanian, K.S. Aluminium in drinking water: An
overview. Water SA 1999, 25, 47-55.
29. Lopez, F.F.; Cabrera, C.; Lorenzo, M.L.; Lopez, M.C. Aluminium content of drinking waters,
fruit juices and soft drinks: contribution to dietary intake. Sci. Total Environ. 2002, 292, 205-213.
30. Nora, A. Kepekatan Aluminium Dalam Air Minum dan Penilaian Risiko Kesihatan di dua
petempatan di Johor; Unievrsiti Putra Malaysia: Selangor, Malaysia, 2003.
31. Tay, S.C. Design Guidelines for Water Supply Systems; The Malaysia Water Association: Kuala
Lumpur, Malaysia, 2000.
32. Tahan, J.E.; Sanchez, J.M.; Cubillan, H.S.; Romero, R.A. Metal content of drinking-water
supplied to the city of Maracaibo, Venezuel. Sci. Total Environ. 1994, 144, 59-71.
33. Rondeau, V.; Jacqmin-Gadda, H.; Commenges, D.; Helmer, C.; Dartigues, J.F. Aluminum and
silica in drinking water and the risk of alzheimer’s disease or cognitive decline: Findings from
15-year follow-up of the PAQUID cohort. Am. J. Epidemiol. 2009, 169, 489-496.

Water 2011, 3

893

34. Campbell, A.; Becaria, A.; Lahiri, D.K.; Sharman, K.; Bondy, S.C. Chronic exposure to aluminum
in drinking water increases inflammatory parameters selectively in the brain.
J. Neurosci. Res. 2004, 75, 565-572.
35. Unguryanu, T. Health Risk Assessment of Chemical Contaminants in Drinking Water in
Novodvinsk, Northwest Russia; ISPHA: Arkhangelsk, Russia, 2009.
36. Qaiyum, M.S.; Shaharudin, M.S.; Syazwan, A.I.; Muhaimin, A.A. Health risk assessment after
exposure to aluminium in drinking water between two different villages. J. Water Resour. Prot.
2011, 3, 268-274.
37. Shaharuddin, M.S.; Kamil, Y.M.; Ismail, Y.M.; Firuz, R.M.; Syazwan, A.I.; Yunus, A.M.
Fluoride concentration in malaysian drinking water. Am.-Eur. J. Agric. Environ. Sci. 2009, 6,
417-420.
38. Shaharuddin, M.S.; Nor Kidahus, M.M.; Sumarlan, S.; Kamil, Y.M.; Mohammed Ismail, Y.;
Mohammad Firuz, R.; Yunus, A.M.; Syazwan Aizat, I.; Dasrilsyah, S. Dental Fluorosis (DF) and
its relationship with fluoride levels in drinking water in three states in Malaysia. Res. J. Med. Sci.
2010, 4, 20-24.

© 2011 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article
distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).

