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Objective: We measured the effects of lower and higher doses of zinc (Zn) given as an aqueous
solution on the bioavailability of iron (Fe).

Methods: Fourteen healthy subjects received a solution with 0.5 mg of elemental Fe as ferrous
sulfate given alone or with 0.59 mg of Zn as zinc sulfate (molar ratio Zn:Fe 1:1). Fourteen days after
they received a second solution with 10 mg of Fe given alone or with 11.71 mg of Zn (molar ratio
Zn:Fe 1:1). Iron bioavailability was assessed by erythrocyte incorporation of iron radioisotopes >>Fe
and *“Fe.

Results: No significant effect of Zn on Fe bioavailability was observed at lower doses; however,
at higher doses Fe bioavailability was inhibited by 56% (P < 0.001, repeated measures analysis of
variance).

Conclusion: The inhibitory effect of Zn on Fe bioavailability depends on the total amount of both
minerals present in the intestinal lumen. This fact should be considered when designing a supple-

mentation program if Fe and Zn are to be provided together.
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Introduction

Iron deficiency is the single most common nutritional
disorder worldwide and the main cause of anemia in in-
fancy, childhood, and pregnancy [1]. It is prevalent in most
of the developing world where it coexists with other micro-
nutrient deficiencies such as zinc, vitamin A, and folate
[2,3]. The exact prevalence of zinc deficiency is not known,
but it is estimated that the magnitude might not be too
different from that for iron [4]. This is probably because the
diet of populations in the developing world is based mainly
on foodstuffs that not only have low iron and zinc concen-
trations, but also the bioavailability of these minerals is
poor.

Combined supplementation with both micronutrients is
one strategy that can be used to improve the iron and zinc
status of a population. However, there is concern about the
negative interactions between these two minerals. Studies
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performed in humans have shown an inhibitory effect of
zinc on iron absorption, but it is has not been well estab-
lished whether this interaction depends on the absolute
amount of iron and zinc in the supplement and/or on the
molar ratio between these two minerals. This information
could help design rational guidelines for iron and zinc
supplementation programs.

Therefore, the aim of the present study was to measure
the effects of lower and higher doses of zinc on iron bio-
availability when both are provided as an aqueous solution
in a 1:1 molar ratio.

Materials and methods
Subjects

Fourteen healthy women 35 to 44 y of age were selected
to participate in the study. None of the women were preg-
nant before the study, as confirmed by a negative test result
for human chorionic gonadotropin in urine, and all were
using an intrauterine device as a method of contraception at
the time of the study. A written, informed consent was
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obtained from all the volunteers before the isotopic studies.
The protocol was approved by the ethics committee of the
Institute of Nutrition and Food Technology.

Isotopic studies

Iron isotopes (*’Fe and *°Fe) of high specific activity
were used as tracers (Du Pont de Nemours, Wilmington,
DE, USA). Aqueous solutions containing iron alone, as
ferrous sulfate, or iron and zinc, as zinc sulfate, were mixed
with the isotopes immediately before administration to the
subjects. A total amount of 50 mL of the labeled solutions
was administered to each subject. The radioisotope dose and
protocols had been previously approved by the Chilean
Commission on Nuclear Energy.

On day 1 of the study subjects received 0.5 mg of iron
labeled with 111 kBq of 3°Fe and on day 2 they received
0.59 mg of zinc and 0.5 mg of iron labeled with 37 kBq of
3%Fe (molar ratio 1:1 zinc to iron). A venous blood sample
was obtained 12 d later (day 14 of the study) to measure the
circulating radioactivity and to determine the iron status of
the subjects. These samples also provided baseline values of
35Fe and *°Fe radioactivity in red blood cells for the next set
of absorption studies. On day 14, subjects were given 10 mg
of iron labeled with 111 kBq of *>Fe and on day 15 of the
study they received 11.71 mg of zinc and 10 mg of iron
labeled with 37 kBq of *°Fe (molar ratio 1:1 zinc to iron). A
final venous sample was obtained on day 31 to determine
the increase in red blood cell radioactivity.

Blood analyses

Hemoglobin (CELL-DYN 1700, Abbott Diagnostics,
Abbott Park, IL, USA), transferrin saturation [5], Zn-
protoporphyrin (ZP Hematofluorometer Model 206D, AVIV
Biomedical Inc., Lakewood, NJ, USA), and serum ferritin [6]
were assessed to evaluate the iron status of the subjects. Iron
deficiency was defined if a subject had a normal hemoglobin
and at least two positive indicators of deficiency (transferrin
saturation <15%, Zn-protoporphyrin >1.24 umol/L red
blood cells, and serum ferritin <12 wg/dL) and iron defi-
ciency anemia if a subject had two positive indicators of
deficiency and a hemoglobin level <120 g/L.

For the calculation of total radioactivity ingested, radio-
activity was counted in sextuplicate from labeled solution
aliquots. The measurement of blood radioactivity was per-
formed from duplicate venous samples according to the tech-
nique of Eakins and Brown [7]. All samples were analyzed
using a liquid scintillation counter (Tri-Carb 1500TR, Pack-
ard Instruments Co., Downers Grove, IL, USA) allowing
sufficient time to obtain a counting error <3%. Radioactiv-
ity from labeled solution aliquots and venous samples were
counted simultaneously at the end of the study to avoid an
error in the calculation of iron absorption due to decay that
had occurred between administration of the isotopes and the
absorption measurement 14 d later. In addition, the absorp-

tion of iron administered on days 14 and 15 was corrected
for the isotope that had been administered on days 1 and 2
by subtracting the radioactivity of the blood sample of day
14 from red blood cell radioactivity of day 28. The percent-
ages of iron absorption were calculated on the basis of blood
volumes estimated for height and weight [8] and assuming
an 80% incorporation of the radioisotope into the erythro-
cyte [9]. This method is reproducible in our laboratory with
a coefficient of variation of 5%.

Statistical methods

Because the percentages of iron bioavailability and se-
rum ferritin have skewed distributions, these values were
first converted to their logarithms before performing any
statistical analyses. The results were retransformed to the
antilogarithms to recover the original units and then ex-
pressed as geometric means = 1 SD ranges. Statistical
analyses performed include repeated measures analysis of
variance and Scheffé’s post hoc tests to establish significant
differences in iron absorption (Statistica 4.5 for Windows,
StatSoft Inc., Tulsa, OK, USA). All comparisons were done
at the 5% level of significance.

Results

The general characteristics and iron statuses of subjects
are presented in Table 1. The means = SDs for age, height,
and weight of the subjects were 39.4 = 3.4y, 156 £ 8 cm,
and 63.3 = 10.1 kg, respectively. The means = SDs for
hemoglobin and zinc protoporphyrin concentrations and
transferrin saturation were 130 = 11 g/L, 1.27 = 0.44 umol/L
of red blood cells, and 22.7 = 13.8%, respectively. Further-
more, the geometric mean (1 SD range) for serum ferritin
was 22.1 (8.8-55.4). Two of the 14 subjects had iron-
deficiency anemia and two had iron deficiency without
anemia.

When equimolar concentrations of zinc to iron (1:1)
were administered to the subjects, no significant effect of
zinc on iron bioavailability was observed at lower doses
(0.59 mg of zinc and 0.50 mg of iron; Table 2). However, at
higher doses (11.71 mg of zinc and 10 mg of iron) zinc had
a 56% inhibitory effect on iron bioavailability (repeated
measures analysis of variance, F = 23.92, P < 0.001;
Scheffé’s post hoc test, P < 0.002).

Discussion

Most of the information on the interaction between non-
heme iron and zinc has been obtained from studies that
provided these two minerals simultaneously as a supple-
ment. We previously demonstrated that zinc impairs iron
bioavailability in a dose-dependent way when both mi-
crominerals are administered together as a water solution in
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General characteristics and iron status of subjects

Subject no. Age (y) Height (cm) Weight (kg) Hb (g/L) Transferrin saturation (%) ZPP (umol/L RBC) Serum ferritin (ug/L)
1 37 149 71.6 125 24.0 1.06 37.1
2 41 161 71.1 140 443 0.91 47.8
3 42 144 53.8 137 41.8 1.01 48.4
4 36 173 81.1 124 8.6 1.06 39
5 39 164 70.1 140 19.7 1.21 42.0
6 35 156 52.1 137 12.8 0.86 75.9
7 41 152 56.8 130 22.1 1.11 24.6
8 35 146 45.8 128 472 1.52 36.9
9 44 159 73.2 146 24.6 1.21 315
10 35 156 64.4 134 15.2 1.36 6.5
11 38 163 60.8 124 21.6 1.01 12.8
12 44 150 57.0 105 4.1 2.53 52
13 43 152 72.2 115 5.1 1.77 15.2
14 41 155 56.4 140 26.9 1.16 324
Mean 39.4 156 63.3 130 22.7 1.27 22.1%
SD 34 8 10.1 11 13.8 0.44 8.8-55.4

Hb, hemoglobin; RBC, red blood cells; ZPP, Zn-protoporphyrin
* Geometric mean and range of =1 SD.

fasting conditions [10]. We found that at low doses of iron
(0.5 mg) the threshold for the inhibition of iron bioavail-
ability was at a zinc-to-iron molar ratio =5:1 [10], whereas
in the present study we observed that zinc does inhibit iron
bioavailability at a 1:1 zinc-to-iron molar ratio, when higher
doses of iron (10 mg) and zinc (11.71 mg) are provided. At
higher doses zinc reduced iron absorption by approximately
50%. This finding could explain some limitations in the
efficacy of combined supplementation with both nutrients.
Furthermore, because the solution with zinc was provided
the day after the solution without zinc, iron absorption could
have been reduced by the prior administration of a large
dose of iron due to a mucosal blockage. This might explain
why zinc appeared to reduce iron absorption from the higher
doses but not the lower doses. Nevertheless, this explana-
tion is unlikely, because we previously demonstrated that
daily administration of iron doses higher than those pro-
vided in the present study does not produce a mucosal
blockage [11].

Previous studies have shown an inhibition of iron bio-
availability produced by combined administration of zinc
with 0.3 or 3.0 mg of iron, provided as aqueous solutions, at
zinc-to-iron molar ratios of 3.4:1 and 4.3:1, respectively
[12,13]. In contrast, combined administration of 2.99 mg of
zinc and 0.01 mg of iron (zinc-to-iron molar ratio 255:1) did
not inhibit iron absorption [13]. Two other studies using
higher doses of iron have analyzed the effect of zinc on iron
absorption. Crofton et al. [14] using the iron postabsorptive
plasma curve as a surrogate of iron absorption found a
reduction of iron absorption from a water solution contain-
ing 27.5 mg of zinc and 23.5 mg of iron (zinc-to-iron molar
ratio 1:1), whereas no effect on iron bioavailability was
found in pregnant women receiving a prenatal supplement
containing 60 mg of iron and 15 mg of zinc (zinc-to-iron
molar ratio 0.2:1) [15].

The mechanisms involved in the interaction between
zinc and iron are not fully understood. This negative inter-
action could be explained by a competitive binding to the
transporter protein DMT1, which participates in divalent
metal transport [16]. However, some studies performed in
Caco-2 cells have questioned the role of DMT1 on zinc
uptake [17-20]. Furthermore, it has recently been postulated

Table 2
Effect of 0.59 and 11.71 mg of Zn on the bioavailability of 0.50 and
10 mg of Fe, respectively (Zn:Fe molar ratio 1:1)

Iron absorption (%)

A B C D
Zn dose (mg) 0 0.59 0 11.71
Fe dose (mg) 0.50 0.50 10.0 10.0
Subject
1 144 11.2 18.6 10.9
2 26.7 22.8 20.4 2.8
3 22.8 15.6 6.6 6.5
4 100.6 63.4 59.5 453
5 22.3 25.5 14.2 2.2
6 34.6 26.5 11.1 1.8
7 36.9 38.4 23.0 12.0
8 18.9 12.3 34 1.9
9 49.5 38.7 21.0 4.8
10 103.2 79.5 28.1 13.5
11 16.5 47.2 23.8 19.2
12 93.3 48.1 49.3 329
13 45.5 37.2 48.2 39.0
14 62.1 50.4 17.2 9.8
Mean* 37.4 31.8 19.4 8.6
SD 19.1-73.4 17.5-57.7 8.9-42.1 2.8-26.3

Fe, iron; Zn, zinc

* Geometric mean * 1 SD range. Repeated measures analysis of vari-
ance, F = 23.92, P < 0.001. Scheffé’s post hoc test: A versus B, NS; A
versus C, P < 0.002; A versus D, P < 0.001; B versus C, NS; C versus D,
P < 0.002.
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that there is a common pathway of iron and zinc uptake,
different from the DMT1, located in the apical membrane of
the intestinal cell [21].

The different pattern of response of the inhibitory effect
of zinc on iron absorption observed when lower or higher
doses of zinc and iron are provided could be explained by
the difference in the abundance of both cations as they
compete for a limited number of shared transporters at the
gut. At higher doses of both minerals all shared transporter
molecules are occupied and the inhibitory effect of zinc on
iron absorption can be observed even at a zinc-to-iron molar
ratio of ~1:1. Conversely, at low doses of iron, shared
transporter molecules remain available until the zinc-to-iron
molar ratio reaches a value >3:1. An alternative explanation
for these findings is that at low iron concentrations, iron and
zinc might be competing for a transporter with a high
affinity for iron, whereas at higher iron concentrations both
minerals would compete for a low-affinity transporter. Fur-
ther research is needed to elucidate the exact mechanism for
this negative competition and the transporter or binding
molecules involved in this interaction.

Conclusions

The inhibitory effect of zinc on iron bioavailability de-
pends on the molar ratio of zinc to iron and on the total
amount of both minerals presents in the intestinal lumen.
These aspects should be considered for combined supple-
mentation programs with zinc and iron.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank Dr. Daniel Lépez de Romaia for his
critical review of the manuscript, and Ms. Angélica Letelier
for her technical assistance.

References

[1] DeMaeyer E, Adiels-Tegman M. The prevalence of anaemia in the
world. World Health Stat Q 1985;38:302-16.

[2] Olivares M, Walter T, Hertrampf E, Pizarro F. Anaemia and iron
deficiency disease in children. Br Med Bull 1999;55:534-48.

[3] Solomons N, Ruz M. Zinc and iron interaction: concepts and per-
spectives in the developing world. Nutr Res 1997;17:177-85.
International Zinc Nutrition Consultative Group (IZINCG). Assess-
ment of the risk of zinc deficiency in populations and options for its
control. Food Nutr Bull 2004;25:94-200.

Fischer DS, Price DC. A simple serum iron method using the new

sensitive chromogen tripyridyl-s-triazine. Clin Chem 1964;10:21-31.

International Anemia Consultative Group. Measurement of iron status.

A report of the International Anemia Consultative Group (INACG).

Washington, DC: The Nutrition Foundation; 1985.

[7] Eakins JD, Brown DA. An improved method for the simultaneous
determination of iron-55 and iron-59 in blood by liquid scintillation
counting. Int J Appl Radiact Isotopes 1966;17:191-7.

[8] Nadler SB, Hidalgo JU, Bloch T. Prediction of blood volume in
normal human adults. Surgery 1962;51:224-32.

[9] Bothwell TH, Finch CA. Iron metabolism. Boston: Little Brown;
1962.

[10] Olivares M, Pizarro F, Walter T, Arredondo M, Hertrampf E. Bio-
availability of iron supplements consumed daily is not different from
that of iron supplement consumed weekly. Nutr Res 1999;19:179-90.

[11] Olivares M, Pizarro F, Ruz M. Zinc inhibits nonheme iron bioavail-
ability in humans. Biol Trace Elem. In press.

[12] Friel JK, Serfass RE, Fennessey PV, Miller LV, Andrews WL,
Simmons BS, et al. Elevated intakes of zinc in infant formulas do not
interfere with iron absorption in premature infants. J Pediatr Gastro-
enterol Nutr 1998;27:312-6.

[13] Rossander-Hultén L, Brune M, Sandstrom B, Lonnerdal B, Hallberg L.
Competitive inhibition of iron absorption by manganese and zinc in
humans. Am J Clin Nutr 1991;54:152-6.

[14] Crofton RW, Gvozdanovic D, Gvozdanovic S, Khin CC, Brunt PW,
Mowat NAG, Aggett PJ. Inorganic zinc and the intestinal absorption
of ferrous iron. Am J Clin Nutr 1989;50:141-4.

[15] O’Brien KO, Zavaleta N, Caulfield LE, Yang DX, Abrams SA.
Influence of prenatal iron and zinc supplements on supplemental iron
absorption, red blood cell incorporation, and iron status in pregnant
Peruvian women. Am J Clin Nutr 1999;69:509-15.

[16] Gunshin H, Mackenzie B, Berger UV, Gunshin Y, Romero MF,
Boron WF. Cloning and characterization of a mammalian proton-
coupled metal-ion transporter. Nature 1997;388:482-8.

[17] Garrick MD, Singleton ST, Vargas F, Kuo HC, Zhao L, Knopfel M,
et al. DMTI1: which metals does it transport? Biol Res 2006;39:
79-85.

[18] Kordas K, Stoltzfus RJ. New evidence of iron and zinc interplay at
the enterocyte and neural tissues. J Nutr 2004;134:1295-8.

[19] Tallkvist J, Bowlus CL, Lonnerdal B. Functional and molecular
responses of human intestinal Caco-2 cells to iron treatment. Am J
Clin Nutr 2000;72:770-5.

[20] Yamaji S, Tennant J, Tandy S, Williams M, Srai SKS, Sharp P. Zinc
regulates the function and expression of the iron transporters
DMTI1and IREGI in human intestinal Caco-2 cells. FEBS Lett 2001;
507:137-41.

[21] Tandy S, Williams M, Leggett A, Lopez-Jimenez M, Dedes M,
Ramesh B, et al. Nramp2 expression is associated with pH-dependent
iron uptake across the apical membrane of human intestinal Caco-2
cells. J Biol Chem 2000;275:1023-9.

[4

—

[5

—_

[6

[t}



	New insights about iron bioavailability inhibition by zinc
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Subjects
	Isotopic studies
	Blood analyses
	Statistical methods

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


