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Genotoxicity of Soil Irrigated by Wastewater Using umu/ SOS Test
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Abstract: umu/SOS test is used to screen the accumulation of genotoxic substances in soil irrigated with wastewater in urban Beijing.
The relative genotoxicity is evaluated based on the weight of soil used for extraction that could result in a positive reaction (or the
induction ratio R equals 2) and the characteristics of genotoxic substances could be evaluated by the slop of linear part of the dose/
effﬂl wldtiunship R reaches the mdximum w hen lhe amount of soil in each cell is J]](]lll 10 mg. In a case stu(l) on a waslewater or
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Table 1 Characterizations of the soil samples
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Fig.2 Relationship between R and the soil weight in each well
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