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Abstract: Ultraviolet (UV) is one of the environmental pathogenic factors causing skin damage.
Aiming to assess the risk of face skin exposure to UV irradiance from different rotation angles,
a rotating model was used to monitor the exposure of the skin on the face to UV irradiance, with skin
damage action spectra used to determine the biologically effective UV irradiance (UVBE,) and
UVBEgy, radiant exposure (HBEgy;,) causing skin damage. The results indicate that the UVBEg, is
directly influenced by variations in rotation angles. A significant decrease of approximately 52.70%
and 52.10% in UVBEgy;, was found when the cheek and nose measurement sites was rotated from
0° to 90°, while a decrease of approximately 62.70% was shown when the forehead measurement
sites was rotated from an angle of 0° to 108°. When HBEgy;, was compared to the exposure limits
(ELs; 30 ]-m’Z), the maximum relative risk ratios (RR) for cheek, nose, and forehead were found to be
approximately 2.01, 2.40, and 2.90, respectively, which were all measured at a rotation angle of 0°.
The maximal increase in the percentage of the average HBE;, for rotation angles of 60°, 120°, 180°,
and 360° facing the sun to ELs were found to be approximately 62.10%, 52.72%, 43.43%, and 26.27%
for the cheek; approximately 130.61%, 109.68%, 86.43%, and 50.06% for the nose; and approximately
178.61%, 159.19%, 134.38%, and 83.41% for the forehead, respectively.

Keywords: risk assessment; UV irradiance; biologically effective; skin damage

1. Introduction

Ultraviolet (UV) irradiance is one of the important physical factors in the environment and one
of the environmental pathogenic factors causing skin damage in humans, which is supported by
sufficient experimental and epidemiological evidence [1-9]. With the depletion of ozone, increasing
life expectancy and the change in modern lifestyle may further increase this UV-related skin
damage [10-15]. Skin cancer is the most serious skin damage due to UV exposure; 90% of new
cases may be attributable to UV exposure [16]. Currently, the number of new cases of skin cancer is
2-3 million a year, with a growing trend all over the world [17]. Skin cancer has become the fourth
most common cancer [18,19]. UV-induced skin damage has become an important and alarming issue
around the world. Therefore, assessing the risk of skin exposure to solar UV radiation (UVR) to
improve risk cognition of UV irradiance is very important for preventing skin damage.

The reliability and accuracy of any risk assessment or hazard evaluation of UV irradiance depend
strongly upon the precise quantification of the skin exposure to solar UV radiation, so appropriate
metrologies have been developed to measure skin exposure to UV irradiance. The skin exposure to
UV radiation is influenced by facial anatomy. A few studies have attempted to measure personal UV
exposures during normal daily activities of specific anatomical sites, using human subjects wearing
instruments (such as UVR-sensitive polysulfone film, UV-Biometer model 501, electronic personal
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dosimeter (X-2000), polysulphone dosimeters and et al.) located at specific anatomical sites (for
example, shoulders, heads, chest, back, neck, face, and arm) [20-31]. Studies have also been conducted
using models to simulate specific human anatomical sites for UV irradiance exposure [32-34]. On the
other hand, human outdoor activities typically occur randomly and are orientated at different directions
toward the sun, while workers are instructed to work at more predictable rotation angle ranges relative
to the position of the sun in the sky. The angle that an individual faces with regards to the sun is
important as it affects skin exposure, although this is also influenced by their activities. Therefore,
the effect and the quantification of the UV exposure based on the rotation angle ranges cannot
be investigated.

Another factor which influences the reliability and accuracy of risk assessment for skin exposure to
solar UV radiation is the precision and accuracy of the relevant action spectra employed and of exposure
limits (ELs). The International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) proposed
skin damage action spectra in 2004 and recognized ELs [35] that determine that the biologically
effective UV irradiance (UVBE) exposure in the spectral region of 180 to 400 nm on an unprotected
skin should not exceed 30 ] m~2 [35]. These ELs have been used as guides in the control of exposure to
UV sources and were developed by considering lightly pigmented populations (i.e., white Caucasians)
with greatest sensitivity and genetic predisposition for skin cancer. Exposure during sun bathing and
tanning under artificial sources may well exceed these limits, but guidelines on limits of exposure
to UV radiation exposed individuals have advised that some health risks are incurred from such
an activity.

To the best of our knowledge, a model has not been used to assess the potential health risk
of skin exposure to UV radiation at different rotation angles. Taking into account that the face
has the highest risk, the face being almost two to four times more sensitive than limbs [36-38], the
current study measured the face skin exposure to UV spectrum irradiance at different rotation angles
using a spectroradiometer and a mannequin. The measured UV spectrum data was weighted by the
skin damage action spectrum [35], which has been previously proposed by ICNIRP to calculate the
biologically effective UV irradiance for skin damage (UVBEgy,). The UVBEg;, was weighted by the
exposure time (T) to calculate the biologically effective UV radiant exposure for skin damage (HBEgy,).
Finally, we calculated the relative risk ratio of HBEg, to ELs to assess the potential risk effects to skin
caused by UV radiation. This study could be used to enhance public awareness regarding the risk of
skin UV exposure at different rotation angles as well as promoting the use of sun protection measures
to reduce potential risk of skin damage caused by UV radiation.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Experimental Setups

From top to bottom, the experimental setup consisted of a head model, a shelf, and a turntable
base that rotated at a constant speed. The total height of this model system was approximately 170 cm
(Figure 1A). A computer and a computer-controlled fiber-optic (FO) spectrometer with two detectors

2nm~1). One detector was

were placed on the shelf to measure the UV spectral irradiance (in pW cm™
placed at the vertex of the model’s head to measurement the horizontal ambient UVR radiation, while
the other detectors were placed on the cheek (Figure 1B), nose (Figure 1C), and forehead (Figure 1D).
These points were chosen as they hold the plane tangent to the anatomic measurement sites at the
most anterior points. The distance between the actual measurement sites at the cheek and the lower
eyelid of the model is approximately 2 cm (Figure 1E(L5)), while the distance between the cheek and
the nasal septum is approximately 4.5 cm (Figure 1E(L6)). The tip of the nose was the actual anatomic
measurement location on the nose. The distance between the actual measurements at the forehead
and the vertex of the head models is approximately 5 cm (Figure 1E(L1)), the distance between the
forehead and the connection of two eyebrow ridges approximately 2.5 cm (Figure 1E(L2)), and the
distance between forehead and the right and left of the head models is 7.5 cm (Figure 1E(L3) and
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Figure 1E(L4)). The detectors simultaneously recorded the UV radiation levels at the corresponding
horizontal ambient and measurement sites.

Figure 1. The anatomic measurement sites on model’s head: (A) model system; (B) cheek; (C) nose;
(D) forehead; (E) measurement sites positioning.

The spectrometer and equipment calibration used in this study have been described in [33].

The UV radiation measurements were performed in the town of Dou Men near Shao Xing city
(30.09° N, 120.60° E, altitude of 553 m), Zhejiang, China. The experimental model system was placed on
the roof of a five-story house with asphalt covering the concrete. The measurements were performed
between sunrise and sunset on days with a clear or slightly cloudy sky. The cheek and horizontal
ambient UV irradiance measurements were performed on 27 May 2010 (summer) from 6:00 to 16:00
China Standard Time (CST), while the nose, forehead, and corresponding horizontal ambient UV
irradiance measurements were performed on 30 May 2010 (summer) from 7:00 to 18:00 CST. For both
measurement days, solar noon both occurred at approximately 12:00 CST, the midday maximum solar
elevation angles (SEAs) were both approximately 82°, and the mean air pollution index (API) was
approximately 62. The total column ozone amounts for 27-30 May 2010 were 276 Dobson Units (DU)
and 326 DU, respectively.

The model was rotated clockwise at a constant speed for 360° over 1 min (equivalent to 6°/s).
The duration of each spectrometer measurement was 1 min, and both detectors collected data once per
second. Subsequently, 60 sets of facial UV measurements and horizontal ambient UV irradiance per
model revolution were collected. The UV irradiance at 1 s intervals was measured over the range of
300—400 nm at 1 nm intervals. The time between measurements was 15 min. For each measurement
cycle, as shown in Figure 2, the model began facing towards the sun, which was determined as a
rotation angle of 0°. The opposite direction to the sun was determined as a rotation angle of 180°.
In this study, we also determined the rotation angle ranges. For example, the 60° rotation angle range
facing the sun, in Figure 2, is shown in white, which is comprised of the rotation angles from 330° to
30° clockwise. Similarly, the 120° and 180° rotation angle ranges facing the sun were comprised of the
rotation angles from 300° to 60° and 270° to 90° clockwise, respectively. Meanwhile, the 180° rotation
angle range backing to the sun consisted of a range from 90° to 270° clockwise.
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60° rotation angle 180°
ranges facing the sun -

300° 270° 240°

Figure 2. UV measurements for different rotation angles. Notes: Rotation angle of 0° is the initial
position of the rotating model facing the sun. The rotation angles are increased clockwise. In this figure,
we show 12 rotation angles at 30° intervals. Based on the rotation angles, the rotation angle ranges were
determined. For example, the 60° rotation angle range facing the sun was comprised of the rotation
angles from 330° to 30° rotated clockwise, shown in white in this figure. The solar elevation angle
(SEA) is the angle complementary to the solar zenith angle. The solar zenith angle is the angle between
the line of the sun and the model with the line vertical to the ground.

2.2. Data Processing

The UVR and UVBEgy, irradiances were calculated according to Equations (1) and (2), respectively,

as follows:
400

UVR = [ S(A)d(A) )
300
400
UVRyin = | S()AM)A(M) 2
300
where UVR is the UV irradiance in the 300-400 nm band in uW cm—2; UVBEg, is the skin damage
biologically effective UV irradiance (300-400 nm band) in pW cm~2; S(A) is the measured UV spectral
irradiance in kW cm 2 nm~1; A(A) represents the skin damage action spectrum, and ICNIRP gives the
reference for this [35]; and d(A) is the wavelength increment of the UV spectral data (in this case, 1 nm).
For this study, the action spectra for skin damage from 300 to 400 nm have been employed, and the
action spectra were linearly interpolated between data points to 1 nm (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Skin damage action spectra [35].

The UV radiant exposure (H in J m~2) for specific time intervals was calculated according to

Equation (3):
T2

H= [ Ed(T) 3)
T1

where E represents UVR and UVBEg,, irradiance, T1 is the beginning time, T2 is the time, and d4(T) is
the time interval (in this case, 15 min). UVR and UVBEgy, irradiance weighted by d(T) was used to
calculate Hyyr and HBEgy,, respectively. The 1 h cumulative Hyyr and HBEg, in 60 rotation angles
were calculated in this study.

The relative risk ratio (RR) was calculated according to the following equation:

HBEskin
—_— 4
30 4

RR =
where HBE, represents effective radiant exposure in ] m~2, and 30 represents the exposure limit
(ELs) in ] m~2. According to the ELs published by ICNIRP in 2004 [35], 8 h cumulative HBEg,, should
not exceed 30 ] m 2. The relative risk ratio corresponding to 1 h cumulative HBEgy;, was calculated in
this case.

RR > 1: increased risk of skin damage among those that have been exposed to UV irradiance.
RR < 1: association between skin damage and exposure to UV irradiance unlikely to exist.

3. Results

3.1. Variations of the UVR at Different Rotation Angles

The diurnal variations of the ambient UVR irradiance as well as the cheek, nose, and forehead
exposure UVR irradiances for different rotation angles are respectively shown in Figure 4A—C. The
diurnal variations of the ambient UVR irradiance were bell-shaped curves with peaks at approximately
noon (approximately 12:00 CST), and the ambient UVR irradiances were nearly the same for the
two days. The maximum ambient UVR irradiance at noon was approximately 6000.36 uW cm 2.
In contrast, the cheek, nose, and forehead exposure to UVR irradiance changed by rotation angles. For
the 0-90° rotation angles, the diurnal variations of UVR at the three monitored facial locations were
different from that of the horizontal ambient, which exhibited bimodal distributions with peak values
in the morning (approximately 10:15 CST for cheek and approximately 9:50 CST for the nose and
forehead) and in the afternoon (approximately 13:30 CST for the cheek and approximately 14:00 CST
for the nose and forehead). The peak values of the UVR irradiance in the cheek, nose, and forehead
in the morning were approximately 2010.39 uW cm~2, 2734.96 uW cm~2 and 3167.28 pW cm 2,
respectively. In the afternoon, these values were approximately 1942.65 uW cm ™2, 2682.08 uW cm 2
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and 3089.34 uW cm 2. For the rotation angles of 90-180°, the diurnal variations of the UVR irradiance
at the three monitored facial locations exhibited unimodal distributions with peaks around noon
that were similar to those associated with the ambient UVR. However, the peak values of the UVR
irradiance for the cheek, nose, and forehead on these rotation angles around noon were approximately
1445.66 uW cm ™2, 1069.81 uW cm 2 and 1450.14 uW cm~2, which were much lower than that of other
rotation angles in the morning and afternoon.
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Figure 4. Diurnal variations of UV radiation (UVR) in different rotation angles and UVR changes
with SEA. Notes: Since the distributions were approximately axisymmetric along the 0-180° direction,
we reported the results from 0° to 180° rotation angles in intervals of 6°. (A), (B), and (C) show the
diurnal variations of the UVR irradiance on the cheek, nose, and forehead in different rotation angles,
respectively. (D), (E), and (F) show that the UVR irradiance on the cheek, nose, and forehead changes
with SEA in different rotation angles, respectively.

Figure 4D-F show that for the rotation angles of 0-90°, the maximum UVR irradiances were
obtained at a SEA of approximately 65° for the cheek. At a lower SEA (<65°), the cheek UVR and
ambient UVR irradiance increased with an increase in SEA. At a SEA of 65-82°, the cheek UVR
irradiance decreased as SEA increased. The maximum UVR irradiances were obtained at a SEA of
approximately 60° for the nose and forehead. At higher rotation angles (96-180°), the UVR irradiances
at three monitored facial locations all showed little variation and were relatively low. However, at
rotation angles of 96-180°, the UVR irradiance at the three monitored facial locations increased with an
increase in SEA, but the maximum UVR irradiance were much lower than that of 0-90° rotation angles.

3.2. Exposure Ratio of the Three Monitored Facial Locations Hyjyr to Ambient Hyyr

From Table 1, we can see that the exposure ratios are different for different rotation angle ranges.
For the same time period and facial locations, the exposure ratios in decreasing were 60°, 120°, and
180° rotation angle ranges facing the sun, 360° rotation angle range and 180° rotation angle range
backing to the sun. Around noon (11:00-13:00 CST, SEA 73-82°), the exposure ratios were relatively
stable, ranging from 0.24 to 0.31 (cheek), from 0.18 to 0.31 (nose), and from 0.20 to 0.40 (forehead) for
all rotation angle ranges. However, besides noon, the exposure ratios were significantly different. The
maximum exposure ratios for the 60°, 120°, and 180° rotation angle ranges facing the sun and 360°
rotation angle ranges occurred within 7:00-8:00 CST (SEA 24-37°) for the cheek (corresponding to 0.47,
0.44, 0.41, and 0.36) and 16:00-17:00 CST (22-35° SEA) for the nose (corresponding to 0.88, 0.77, 0.65,
and 0.49) and the forehead (corresponding to 0.97, 0.87, 0.75, and 0.55). The maximum exposure ratios
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for the 180° rotation angle range facing away from the sun occurred within 6:00-7:00 CST (SEA 11-24°)
for the cheek (0.32) and 17:00-18:00 CST (SEA 22-10°) for the nose (0.39) and the forehead (0.43). The
minimum exposure ratios for the 60°, 120°, and 180° rotation angle ranges facing the sun as well as the
360° rotation angle range and the 180 rotation angle range backing to the sun occurred at 10:00-11:00
CST (SEA 63-75°) or 13:00-14:00 CST (SEA 73-61°), corresponding to 0.34, 0.32, 0.29, 0.27, and 0.23 for
the cheek; 0.43, 0.39, 0.35, 0.27, and 0.19 for the nose; as well as 0.52, 0.48, 0.43, 0.32, and 0.21 for the
forehead, respectively.

Table 1. The exposure ratios of the cheek, nose, and forehead after averaging Hyyg (in ] m~2) for the
different rotation angle ranges to the ambient Hyvyr (in J m~2).

Facial SEA Period ~ Ambient a0 180°F  120°F  60°F  180° B
Locations Range Hyvr
11-24°  06:00-07:00 30,749.27  0.35 0.40 0.42 0.45 032
24-37°  07:00-08:00 51,761.74  0.36 0.41 0.44 0.47 0.29
37-50°  08:00-09:00 81,75125  0.34 0.41 0.45 0.46 0.26
50-63°  09:00-10:00 11327074  0.32 038 0.42 0.44 0.26
63-75°  10:00-11:00 152,867.62  0.28 033 0.35 0.37 0.24
Cheek 75-82°  11:00-12:00 174,537.78  0.25 0.27 0.27 0.28 0.24
82-73°  12:00-13:00 15439077  0.26 0.29 0.30 031 0.24
73-61°  13:00-14:00 149,552.82  0.27 0.30 0.32 0.34 023
61-48°  14:00-15:00 120,036.45  0.28 032 0.34 0.36 0.24
48-35°  15:00-16:00 73,823.68  0.28 032 0.34 0.36 0.25
24-37°  07:00-08:00 68,949.99  0.45 0.58 0.66 0.73 031
37-50°  08:00-09:00 111,94317  0.40 0.54 0.63 0.71 0.25
50-63°  09:00-10:00 151,350.58  0.34 0.45 0.52 0.58 0.22
63-75°  10:00-11:00 188,380.90  0.27 035 0.39 0.43 0.20
75-82°  11:00-12:00 212,58123  0.22 0.25 0.27 0.30 0.18
Nose 82-73°  12:00-13:00 211,34341  0.22 0.26 0.28 031 0.18
73-61°  13:00-14:00 187,553.73  0.27 035 0.40 0.44 0.19
61-48°  14:00-15:00 152,975.64  0.34 0.46 0.54 0.60 0.21
48-35°  15:00-16:00 109,329.52  0.43 0.60 0.71 0.80 0.25
35-22°  16:00-17:00 66,603.76  0.49 0.65 0.77 0.88 031
22-10°  17:00-18:00 29,628.03  0.49 0.59 0.66 0.72 0.39
24-37°  07:00-08:00 68,949.99  0.50 0.64 0.71 0.78 0.37
37-50°  08:00-09:00 111,94317  0.46 0.63 0.73 0.81 0.29
50-63°  09:00-10:00 151,350.58  0.40 0.55 0.63 0.69 0.25
63-75°  10:00-11:00 18838090  0.33 0.43 0.48 0.52 0.23
75-82°  11:00-12:00 212,58123  0.28 0.34 0.37 0.39 0.21
Forehead  82-73°  12:00-13:00 21134341 0.8 035 0.38 0.40 021
73-61°  13:00-14:00 187,553.73  0.32 0.43 0.48 0.53 021
61-48°  14:00-15:00 152,975.64  0.39 0.55 0.63 0.69 0.24
48-35°  15:00-16:00 109,329.52  0.49 0.68 0.80 0.89 0.28
35-22°  16:00-17:00 66,603.76  0.55 0.75 0.87 0.97 035
22-10°  17:00-18:00 29,628.03  0.54 0.64 0.70 0.78 0.43

“F” shows the rotation angle ranges facing the sun; “B” shows the rotation angle ranges backing to the sun.

3.3. UVR and UVBEg;,, Changes with Rotation Angles

The ambient UVR irradiance did not change with the rotation angle. However, the cheek UVR
irradiance significantly changed with the rotation angle until the SEA was greater than 80° (see
Figure 5A), while the nose and forehead UVR irradiance significantly changed with the rotation angle
for all SEAs. As expected, the UVR irradiance at the three monitored facial locations decreased as the
model rotated away from the direction of the sun. However, at a SEA of >80°, the cheek UVR irradiance
did not change significantly with the rotation angle. Overall, the UVR irradiance at the three monitored
facial locations exposure decreased as the model rotated away from the rotation angle of 0°. The
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maximum UVR irradiance occurred at the 0° position, while the minimum UVR irradiance at the 180°
position. A significant decrease was found when the cheek and nose rotated from the 0° position to the
90° position in addition to when the forehead rotated from the 0° position to the 108° position, with a
decline of approximately 52.70%, 52.10%, and 62.70% for the cheek, nose, and forehead, respectively.
The UVR irradiance was relatively low and stable between the positions from 90° to 270° for the cheek
and nose as well as from 108° to 252° for forehead. As shown in Figure 5A-C, the UVR exposure
occurring at the 0° position increased as the SEAs increased to 70° for the cheek and 60° for the nose
and forehead. The UVR irradiance at the three monitored facial locations exposure occurred at the 180°
position were both increased as the SEA was increased. The cheek, nose, and forehead UVR irradiances
at SEA =53.6° (~1583.99 uW cm2), 27° (~1663.7 uW cm~2), and 32° (~2241.6 uW cm~2) was as much
as the exposure around noon at SEA = 82° (~1525.03 uW cm~2,1649.7 uW ecm~2, and 2241.6 uW cm 2,
respectively). Figure 5D-F shows that the UVBEy;, trends for the three monitored facial locations are
closer to UVR at the three monitored facial locations (Figure 5A—C). The peak UVBEgy;, irradiance
values for the cheek, nose, and forehead recorded at the 0° position are approximately 1.70 uW cm 2,
2.23 uW cm~2, and 2.60 uW cm ™2, respectively.

(A) cheek UVR (B) nose UVR
0 0

3200 330 T

(C) forehead UVR
0

35004 330 T 30 3500

A TN
2800 2400 2800
—~ 2100 o~ / 2100
e 16004 300/ L
£ 1400 5 / g 1400
2 00 i 8009 / 5 700
@ ® =
g o 8 oo g 0
S 700 5 | s 700
g § sood L 2
E: 1400 E \ € 1400
@ 1600 =
2 2100 > 240 2100
5 3 N >
2800 U v 24001 \\q 2 2800
3500 210 150 3200 210 3500
180
(D) cheek UVBE .
0 skin
304 3.0 3.0+
24| 24 24
g 18 g 18 5 18
3 2 E 2 E
E 12 g 12 é 12
g 06 g 0.6 g 06
g E =
Z 00 £ 00 £ 00
g g E
E 06 E 06 =06
w12 w12 w12
o 1 @ @
Z 1.8 S 1.8+ = 1.8+
=) 5 =
24 24 24
304 3.0

3.0-

Figure 5. The UVR and UVBEy;,, changes with rotation angles. Notes: (A), (B), and (C) shows the
cheek, nose, and forehead UVR changes with rotation angles, respectively. (D), (E), and (F) show the
cheek, nose, and forehead UVBEgy;,, changes with rotation angles, respectively.

3.4. HBE 4, and RR Changes with Rotation Angles

Figure 6 shows the 1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead HBEq;,, (in ] m~2) with changes
of the rotation angles from 6:00 to 14:00 CST for the cheek (Figure 6A), while the nose and forehead
was measured at 7:00 to 18:00 CST (Figure 6B,C). The maximum and minimum 1 h cumulative cheek,
nose, and forehead HBEy;, all occurred at the 0° position and 180° position, respectively. The peaks of
1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead HBEy;, all occurred in the period of 10:00-11:00 CST in the
morning, which were found to be approximately 50.14 ] m~2,72.92 ] m~2, and 88.15 ] m 2, respectively.
The peaks of these values also occurred during the period of 13:00-14:00 CST in the afternoon, which
were found to be approximately 42.64 | m2,7298 T m~2, and 83.27 Jm 2, respectively, with small
differences found. However, for the same time period, the 1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead
HBEgy, at the 180° position was only approximately 31.25 | m~2,31.94] m~2, and 36.58 ] m 2 in the
morning, while it was found to be approximately 25.45 | m2,3227 ] m~2, and 32.59 ] m 2 in the
afternoon, respectively, with slight differences.
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Figure 6. 1 h cumulative HBEy;,, changes with rotation angles: (A) cheek, (B) nose, and (C) forehead.

Figure 7A—C show the RRs of the 1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead HBEgy, relative to
the ELs (30 ] m~2). For the cheek, nose, and forehead, the maximum RRs all occurred at the 0° position
during all time periods. For the same rotation angles, the maximum RRs occurred at 10:00-11:00 CST,
with values being approximately 2.01, 2.40, and 2.90 for the cheek, nose, and forehead, respectively.
The RR was relatively low and stable between the rotation angles from 90 to 270°, with the maximum
RRs being approximately 1.04 and 1.06 for cheek and nose at 10:00-11:00 CST. Between the rotation
angles from 108 to 282°, and approximately 1.21 for the forehead at 10:00-11:00 CST.
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Figure 7. Relative risk ratios (RR) of 1 h cumulative HBEg,, relative to the ELs (30 ] m~2): (A) cheek,
(B) nose, and (C) forehead.

3.5. Percentage Difference of 1 h Cumulated HBE;, to ELs

The increasing or decreasing percentages of the average cheek, nose, and forehead HBE,
exposures over different rotation angle ranges compared to ELs (30 ] m~2) are shown in Table 2. For
the cheek and forehead, the maximal increasing percentage of the 60°, 120°, and 180° rotation angle
ranges facing the sun as well as the 360° rotation angle ranges and the 180° rotation angle ranges
backing to the sun all occurred in the period of 10:00-11:00 CST. These maximal percentages were
62.10%, 52.72%, 43.43%, 26.27%, and 8.59% for the cheek and 178.61%, 159.19%, 134.38%, 83.41%, and
30.79% for the forehead, respectively. For the nose, the maximal increasing percentage of the 60°, 120°
facing the sun occurred in the period of 13:00-14:00 CST, and 130.61% and 109.68% respectively; 180°
rotation angle ranges facing the sun as well as the 360° rotation angle ranges and the 180° rotation
angle ranges backing to the sun occurred in the period of 10:00-11:00 CST, and 86.43%, 50.06%, and
12.09% respectively. The maximal decreasing percentage of the 60°, 120°, and 180° rotation angle
ranges facing the sun as well as the 360° rotation angle ranges and the 180° rotation angle ranges
backing to the sun occurred in the period of 6:00-7:00 CST for the cheek, which were found to be
70.63%, 73.13%, 75.72%, 79.63%, and 83.72%, respectively. For the nose and forehead, the maximal
decreasing percentage of the 60°, 120°, and 180° rotation angle ranges facing the sun as well as the
360° rotation angle ranges and the 180° rotation angle ranges backing to the sun all occurred in the
period of 17:00-18:00 CST, which were found to be 47.78% (nose) and 45.02% (forehead); 54.73% (nose)
and 53.62% (forehead); 61.70% (nose) and 60.62% (forehead); 71.23% (nose) and 70.44% (forehead); and
81.32% (nose) and 80.77% (forehead), respectively.
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Table 2. The increasing or decreasing percentages of average 1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead
HBE, from different rotation angle ranges compared to ELs (30 ] m~2) (%).

Facial SEA Period 360° 180° F 120° F 60° F 180° B
Locations Range
11-24° 06:00-07:00 -79.63 -75.72 -73.13 -70.63 -83.72
24-37° 07:00-08:00 -60.54 -52.88 —48.61 —44.84 —68.45
37-50° 08:00-09:00 -33.95 -19.75 -11.74 —4.82 —48.64
50-63° 09:00-10:00 -0.25 17.11 26.83 35.07 -18.15
63-75° 10:00-11:00 26.27 43.43 52.72 62.10 8.59
Cheek 75-82° 11:00-12:00 4.59 10.97 14.13 17.49 -1.95
82-73° 12:00-13:00 4.81 13.54 17.73 21.97 -4.07
73-61° 13:00-14:00 5.15 18.46 26.12 34.66 -8.49
61-48° 14:00-15:00 -22.10 -11.15 -5.16 0.94 -33.28
48-35° 15:00-16:00 —63.40 —-57.17 —53.93 —50.85 —69.81
24-37° 07:00-08:00 —36.14 —16.63 —4.39 6.97 —56.52
37-50° 08:00-09:00 4.63 38.59 60.30 79.59 —30.88
50-63° 09:00-10:00 34.56 76.29 102.26 124.22 —9.07
63-75° 10:00-11:00 50.06 86.43 109.24 128.87 12.09
75-82° 11:00-12:00 28.52 48.73 62.23 75.47 7.46
Nose 82-73° 12:00-13:00 31.79 53.05 68.07 83.15 9.58
73-61° 13:00-14:00 48.98 85.03 109.68 130.61 11.11
61-48° 14:00-15:00 34.98 76.05 103.88 125.73 —8.28
48-35° 15:00-16:00 6.31 43.20 68.05 87.82 —32.63
35-22° 16:00-17:00 —37.48 —15.57 0.64 15.81 —60.70
22-10° 17:00-18:00 —71.23 —61.70 —54.73 —47.78 —81.32
24-37° 07:00-08:00 —28.42 -9.12 2.08 13.87 —48.53
37-50° 08:00-09:00 22.24 63.66 87.67 109.13 —20.84
50-63° 09:00-10:00 60.61 114.86 144.66 169.04 4.25
63-75° 10:00-11:00 83.41 134.38 159.19 178.61 30.79
75-82° 11:00-12:00 68.23 106.84 122.77 134.27 28.87
Forehead 82-73° 12:00-13:00 69.25 109.75 127.80 141.17 27.85
73-61° 13:00-14:00 66.53 116.57 143.43 163.36 14.47
61-48° 14:00-15:00 55.44 107.34 137.41 160.32 0.99
48-35° 15:00-16:00 18.04 60.68 87.55 108.64 —26.88
35-22° 16:00-17:00 —29.56 -3.35 13.34 28.03 —57.08
22-10° 17:00-18:00 —70.44 —60.62 —53.62 —45.02 —-80.77
“+” president the increasing percentage; “—" president the decreasing percentage; “F” and “B” president the same
as Table 1.

4. Discussion

To study the health risk assessment of skin damage from UV irradiance for different rotation
angles, a rotating model, and a spectroradiometer was used to monitor the face skin exposure and
ambient UV irradiance at different rotation angles performed during two days with clear skies. The
three selected facial locations on the face were the cheek, nose, and forehead. The API is a simple and
generalized way to describe air quality, with a higher API corresponding to more serious air pollution.
Some studies have shown that air pollution can reduce the surface levels of UV irradiance [39]. For both
measuring days, (i) the mean API was approximately 62, (ii) the result of the diurnal variations of the
ambient UVR irradiance were bell-shaped curves with peaks at approximately noon (approximately
12:00 CST, SEA 82°), and (iii) the ambient UVR irradiances were nearly the same for the two days. These
facts proved that the distribution of UV irradiance was related to air quality on the monitoring days.

This study shows that there were diurnal variations of UVR irradiances on the cheek, nose, and
forehead, which exhibited bimodal distributions. For the rotation angles of 0-90°; the maximum
UVR irradiances were obtained at SEA of approximately 65° for cheek as well as approximately
60° for nose and forehead. At a lower SEA (<65° for cheek, <60° for nose and forehead), the UVR
irradiance increased with an increase in SEA. At a higher SEA (65-82° for cheek, 60-82° for nose and
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forehead), the UVR irradiance decreased as SEA increased. At higher rotation angles (96-180°), the
UVR irradiances at the three facial monitoring locations all showed little variation and were relatively
low. The critical values of SEA for the cheek, nose, and forehead all differed, which was mainly
influenced by the surrounding anatomical structure. When the SEA was lower than a critical value,
the facial locations received direct UV radiation as well as scattering and ground reflected UV, with the
total UV exposure being increased by SEA. When the SEA was higher than a critical value of SEA, the
facial locations only received scattering and ground reflected UV with a lack of direct UV, therefore
resulting in the total UV irradiance being reduced.

The biologically damaging effects of UV irradiance on human bodies are dependent on the
biologically effective UV irradiance (UVBE). In this study, the peak skin damage from biologically
effective UV irradiance (UVBEgy;,) values for cheek, nose, and forehead recorded at the rotation
angle of 0° were approximately 1.70 uW cm™2,2.23 uW ecm 2 and 2.60 pW cm ™2, respectively. The
peaks of 1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead skin damage from biologically effective UV
radiant exposure (HBEgy,) were all in the period of 10:00-11:00 CST in the morning, which were
approximately 50.14 ] m~2, 72.92  m~2 and 88.15 ] m~2, respectively. The peaks occurred during
13:00-14:00 CST in the afternoon, which had values of approximately 42.64 ] m2,72.98 ] m~2 and
83.27 ] m~2, respectively. The ELs were used as guides in the control of exposure to UV sources and
were developed by considering lightly pigmented populations (i.e., white Caucasian) with greatest
sensitivity and genetic predisposition for skin cancer. We calculated the RRs of HBEy, to ELs to assess
the potential risk effects on skin caused by UV radiation. This study found that the maximum RRs for
cheek, nose, and forehead at the 0° position were 2.01, 2.4, and 2.9 in the morning (10:00-11:00 CST),
while these were 1.71, 2.43, and 2.78 in the afternoon (13:00-14:00 CST), respectively. However, the
maximum average RR of 11:00-12:00 and 12:00-13:00 for the cheek, nose, and forehead at the 0°
position were 1.51, 1.85, and 2.48, respectively. These results showed that the high-risk period for skin
damage of the cheek, nose, and forehead was not at midday. This is in contrast to the WHO, which has
shown that noon is a time of high risk of skin damage caused by UV radiation [40].

As we all know, during outdoor activities, the relative orientation of an individual’s facial locations
to the sun can be random and is constantly changing. The results of the increasing or decreasing
percentage of the average 1 h cumulative cheek, nose, and forehead HBEgy;, from different rotation
angle ranges to ELs can show average risks for different rotation angle ranges. In this study, the
increasing percentage of cumulative UVBEg, for 60°, 120°, 180°, and 360° rotation angle ranges facing
the sun were maximal 62.10%, 52.72%, 43.43%, and 26.27% for the cheek; 130.61%, 109.68%, 86.43%,
and 50.06% for the nose; and 178.61%, 159.19%, 134.38%, and 83.41% for the forehead, respectively. We
found that in a rotation angle of 60° facing the sun, the cheek, nose, and forehead UV exposure declined
significantly, especially for the period of 10:00-11:00 CST. Therefore, the rotation angle influenced the
UVBE irradiance that the skin on the face is exposed to. The public should be prompted to better avoid
the rotation angle of 60° facing the sun to reduce the biologically effective UV exposure and to reduce
the risk of UV-related skin damage.

Actually, the climatic conditions, the geographic variations, the weather conditions, API and
surface albedo all influence the UV spectral irradiance and UV radiant exposure. This research was
performed on sunny days in a low-latitude and low-altitude area in the northern hemisphere, while the
measuring site was a concrete roof covered by asphalt, where the selected monitored facial locations of
the model were fixed. Therefore, the results would be different for different conditions. Further, more
research about skin UV exposure under different weather conditions, such as cloudy or air polluted
skies, in other geographic areas of different surface albedos should be undertaken.

5. Conclusions

The risk of face skin exposure to UV irradiance was influenced by the rotation angle ranges
relative to the sun.



Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2017, 14, 606 12 of 13

Acknowledgments: This research was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(NSFC81273034) and the New Teacher Foundation of China Medical University (121/1210516008). Thank you for
everyone who helped me to write this thesis.

Author Contributions: Fang Wang: UV radiance measurement and write this paper; Qian Gao: Graphing;
Yan Deng: Calculated the UV radiance exposure and UV radiance measurement; Rentong Chen: Calculated the
Relatively Risk Ratio and Data Processing; Yang Liu: Design this experimental.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Armstrong, B.K.; English, D.R. The epidemiology of acquired melanocytic NAEVI and their relationship to
malignant melanoma. Pigment Cell 1988, 9, 27-47.

2. Strickland, P.T.; Vitasa, B.C.; West, S.K.; Rosenthal, ES.; Emmett, E.A.; Taylor, H.R. Quantitative carcinogenesis
in man: solar ultraviolet B dose dependence of skin cancer in Maryland watermen. J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 1989,
81,1910-1913. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Blum, H.F; Butler, E.G,; Dailey, T.H.; Daube, ].R.; Mawe, R.C.; Soffen, G.A. Irradiation of mouse skin with
single doses of ultraviolet light. J. Natl. Cancer Inst. 1959, 22, 979-993. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Fernandez, A.A.; Garcia, R.; Paniker, L.; Trono, D.; Mitchell, D.L. An experimental population study of
nucleotide excision repair as a risk factor for UVB-induced melanoma. Photochem. Photobiol. 2011, 87, 335-341.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Lopez-Camarillo, C.; Ocampo, E.A.; Casamichana, M.L.; Pérez-Plasencia, C.; Alvarez-Sanchez, E.;
Marchat, L.A. Protein kinases and transcription factors activation in response to UV-radiation of skin:
Implications for carcinogenesis. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2012, 13, 142-172. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6.  WHO/UNEP/IRPA. Ultraviolet Radiation. In Environmental Health Criteria 14; World Health Organization;
United Nations Environment Programme: Geneva, Switzerland, 1979.

7.  Berger, D.S.; Urbach, F. A climatology of sunburning ultraviolet radiation. Photochem. Photobiol. 1982, 35,
187-192. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. De Gruijl, ER.; van der Meer, ].B.; van der Leun, ].C. Dose-time dependency of tumor formation by chronic
UV exposure. Photochem. Photobiol. 1983, 37, 53-62. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9.  Scotto, J.; Fears, T.R.; Fraumeni, ].F. Incidence of Nonmelanoma Skin Cancer in the United States; NIH Publication
No. 83-2433; National Cancer Institute: Bethesda, MD, USA, 1983.

10. Kricker, A.; Armstrong, B.K.; English, D.; Heenan, PJ.; Randell, PL. A case-control study of non-melanocytic
skin cancer and sun exposure in Western Australia (Abstract No. III. P2). Cancer Res. Clin. Oncol. 1991,
117, S75.

11.  Klepp, O.; Magnus, K. Some environmental and bodily characteristics of melanoma patients. A case-control
study. Int. ]. Cancer 1979, 23, 482-486. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Elwood, ].M.; Gallagher, R.P; Hill, G.B.; Pearson, ].C.G. Cutaneous melanoma in relation to intermittent and
constant sun exposure: The Western Canada melanoma study. Int. J. Cancer 1985, 35, 427-433. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13.  Lew, R.A,; Sober, A ].; Cook, N.; Marvell, R.; Fitzpatrick, T.B. Sun exposure habits in patients with cutaneous
melanoma: A case control study. J. Dermatol. Surg. Oncol. 1983, 9, 981-986. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Beitner, H.; Norell, S.E.; Ringborg, U.; Wennersten, G.; Mattson, B. Malignant melanoma: Aetiological
importance of individual pigmentation and sun exposure. Br. J. Dermatol. 1990, 122, b43-b51. [CrossRef]

15. Hunter, D.J.; Colditz, G.A.; Stampfer, M.].; Rosner, B.; Willett, W.C.; Speizer, EE. Risk factors for basal cell
carcinoma in a prospective cohort of women. Ann. Epidemiol. 1990, 1, 13-23. [CrossRef]

16. Fisher, G.J.; Kang, S.; Varani, J.; Bata-Csorgo, Z.; Wan, Y.; Datta, S.; Voorhees, ].]. Mechanisms of photoaging
and chronological skin aging. Arch. Dermatol. 2002, 138, 1462-1470. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC). Globocan 2000: Cancer Incidence, Mortality and Prevalence
Worldwide; IARC Press: Lyon, France, 2001.

18. Giles, G.; Thursfield, V. Trends in skin cancer in Australia. Cancer Forum 1996, 20, 188-191.

19. Rigel, D.S. The gender-related issues in malignant melanoma. Hawaii Med. J. 1993, 52, 124-146. [PubMed]

20. Vishvakarman, D.; Wong, J.C.; Boreham, B.W. Annual occupational exposure to ultraviolet radiation in

central Queensland. Health Phys. 2001, 81, 536-544. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/81.24.1910
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2593168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/22.5.979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13655074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.2010.00875.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21143485
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms13010142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22312244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.1982.tb03830.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7063544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.1983.tb04433.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6836030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.2910230407
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/437925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.2910350403
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3988369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1524-4725.1983.tb01051.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6643817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2133.1990.tb08238.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/1047-2797(90)90015-K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archderm.138.11.1462
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12437452
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8320089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00004032-200111000-00008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11669207

Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2017, 14, 606 13 of 13

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Moehrle, M.; Korn, M.; Garbe, C. Bacillus subtilis spore film dosimeters in personal dosimetry for
occupational solar ultraviolet exposure. Int. Arch. Occup. Environ. Health 2000, 73, 575-580. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Moise, A.F.; Gies, H.P; Harrison, S.L. Estimation of the annual solar UVR exposure dose of infants and small
children in tropical Queensland, Australia. Photochem. Photobiol. 1999, 69, 457-463. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Moehrle, M.; Heinrich, L.; Schmid, A.; Garbe, C. Extreme UV exposure of professional cyclists. Dermatology
2000, 201, 44-45. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Antoine, M.; Pierre-Edouard, S.; Jean-Luc, B.; David, V. Effective exposure to solar UV in building workers:
Influence of local and individual factors. J. Expo. Sci. Environ. Epidemiol. 2007, 17, 58-68. [PubMed]

Liu, Y,; Ono, M.; Yu, D.; Wang, Y.; Yu, J. Individual solar-UV doses of pupils and undergraduates in China.
J. Expo. Sci. Environ. Epidemiol. 2006, 16, 531-537. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Thieden, E.; Collins, S.M.; Philipsen, P.A.; Murphy, G.M.; Wulf, H.C. Ultraviolet exposure patterns of Irish
and Danish gardeners during work and leisure. Br. J. Dermatol. 2005, 153, 795-801. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Duncan, D.D.; Munoz, B.; Bandeen-Roche, K.; West, S.K. Visible and ultraviolet-B ocular-ambient exposure
ratios for a general population. Salisbury Eye Evaluation Project Team. Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 1997,
38,1003-1011.

Cockell, C.S.; Scherer, K.; Horneck, G.; Rettberg, P.; Facius, R.; Gugg-Helminger, A.; Driscoll, C,;
Lee, P. Exposure of arctic field scientists to ultraviolet radiation evaluated using personal dosimeters.
Photochem. Photobiol. 2001, 74, 570-578. [CrossRef]

Wright, C.Y.; Reeder, A.L; Bodeker, G.E.; Gray, A.; Cox, B. Solar UVR exposure. concurrent activities and
sun-protective practices a mong primary schoolchildren. Photochem. Photobiol. 2007, 83, 749-758. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Sian, A.M.; Casale, G.R.; Modesti, S.; Parisi, A.V.; Colosimo, A. Investigation on the capability of
polysulphone for measuring biologically effective solar UV exposures. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 2014,
13, 521-530. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tenkate, T.D. Ocular ultraviolet radiation exposure of welders. Scand. ]J. Work Environ. Health 2017, 43,
287-288. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hu, LW,; Gao, Q.; Xu, W.Y,; Wang, Y.; Gong, H.Z.; Dong, G.Q.; Li, ].H,; Liu, Y. Diurnal variations in solar
ultraviolet radiation at typical anatomical sites. Biomed. Environ. Sci. 2010, 23, 234-243. [CrossRef]

Gao, N.; Hu, LW,; Gao, Q.; Ge, T.T.; Wang, E; Chu, C.; Yang, H.; Liu, Y. Diurnal Variation of Ocular Exposure
to Solar Ultraviolet Radiation Based on Data from a Manikin Head. Photochem. Photobiol. 2012, 88, 736-743.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hiroshi, S.; Yasuo, S.; Cristina, S.; Nobuyuki, E; Natsuku, H.; Sliney, D.H.; Sasaki, K. UV-B exposure to the
eye depending on solar altitude. Eye Contact Lens-Sci. Clin. 2011, 37, 191-195.

The International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection. Guidelines on limits of exposure to
ultraviolet radiation of wavelengths between 180 nm and 400 nm (incoherent optical radiation). Health Phys.
2004, 87, 171-186.

Olson, R.L.; Sayre, RM.; Everett, M.A. Effect of anatomic location and time on ultraviolet erythema.
Arch. Dermatol. 1966, 93, 211-215. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kraemer, K.H.; Lee, M.M.; Scotto, J. Xeroderma Pigmentosum. Arch. Dermatol. 1987, 123, 241-250. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

International Agency for Research on Cancer. Health Solar UV Radiation and Environmental Change; IARC
Technical Report No. 13; International Agency for Research on Cancer: Lyon, France, 1993.

Barnard, W.F,; Saxena, V.K.; Wenny, B.N.; DeLuisi, ].J. Daily surface UV exposure and its relationship to
surface pollutant measurements. J. Air Waste Manag. Assoc. 2003, 53, 237-245. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

World Meteorological Organization. Global Ozone Research and Monitoring Project; WHO Report No. 52;
World Meteorological Organization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2010.

@ © 2017 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

(CC BY) license (http:/ /creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s004200000183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11100953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.1999.tb03312.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10212577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000018428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10971059
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16926862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jes.7500492
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16685262
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2133.2005.06797.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16181463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1562/0031-8655(2001)074&lt;0570:EOAFST&gt;2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1562/2006-08-22-RA-1010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17576384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3PP50267H
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24352228
http://dx.doi.org/10.5271/sjweh.3630
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28295119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0895-3988(10)60058-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.2012.01094.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22268421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archderm.1966.01600200067010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5904592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archderm.1987.01660260111026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3545087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10473289.2003.10466134
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12617297
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Experimental Setups 
	Data Processing 

	Results 
	Variations of the UVR at Different Rotation Angles 
	Exposure Ratio of the Three Monitored Facial Locations HUVR to Ambient HUVR 
	UVR and UVBEskin Changes with Rotation Angles 
	HBEskin and RR Changes with Rotation Angles 
	Percentage Difference of 1 h Cumulated HBEskin to ELs 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 

