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Arx o 3 F7

A wad sge nxstd o dAde HFEAY Ad Az Aol ohy
ot AUArE oA SErgAe ook, Fok, BE, Uit 2uiAdA AFAIEC |27
A BT dge] Aol ALHT Yxm, I ol FA FriEe AAAA 3}
st2ade 42353 9 Chemical Abstract Service(CAS)d] 5ZH o} gl siFEAL
of sl A HuhEo] oj2a, sivith oF 109Fe] A2 sHEHe] YHE AR
dasa Jded, 4 455 G2y FHE vlFo] 69 5HF, LB T 5
AE, AShA 49F, $ZoA 29tF F=olvh(ut FA, 1987). oletzte] &322 o
AgF7ke] vieste] TRAY AR A¥e HAEAD AYPF edgde
Fgdte seEde £x FA5HA HAyh

AR FPEHAAMAE Z7HY Ao sSEgEAY {AH S FAST Utk 9T
9] A4 ‘Toxic Substances Control Act(1976), ¥ ¢ A9 ‘sigtEz o AA 2 A=
S FA B WRATI'SE AP ot FHEE A4 HXedd o
@ Hae 24 LT Aok HEe] 4WFAEL HEde Agon A A% L
A0 A4 L wAEY] A FE FL AHSEA] AR AT AL
AzHoz vt sEEAe] dHAg 4 Fajde] HEFFL FAAEAR] A
2 ARAAE T L1 lou, AAH Z2AES B3] AT ALEx £A
of sielA] ACGIH(American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists)off ] 5}
o 800« F 9] sErEA) W H%E(Threshold Limit Values : TLV)¥ AE&HH X
27)%(BEI : Biological Exposure Index)o] #|Alx]o] 2131, OSHA(Occupational Safety
and Health Administration)ol| A= 600 Fo] tf3t =23 &7l F(Permissible Exposure
Level : PEL) 2 #A5t1 ¢1& otk

SAve] 3¢ e d B (@AN), FIDAR(EFAR), T AFTA4

(RAAE ) Fo BHAZ lon, 19903 APA(ARAY (B H)ol AfRo] 7F
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ol we} B F34 A L AAASY} ol@Ee] fHEIRA R o
FIPY eddomMe SddM A BYE WA =Fin Yk 53 7
Y AgdAndgel e 22 ARAN 4Pe g5t AgFE A= E2E
SUdse AFHER FH4YS ZARY ARE =FHo AFeA Hol 21, 7
ZHHERL AL dole AGARA 1 fHe 2AE 2R ARG
A sHe 2HE FTHES Hol Jow(MYLARAY A40=, A=), 71E B
Hol e Setedel 4ol FAVHFL egAZ s ReA, FERUALY 9
S o7k QeAd £EE S e W, 4YLAnAFANE FE 48 % 2
YREA, JUTF 29 FIVHAEEA, AGA WRoA A4, olgse P2
AR22ANA AFAH7 QEA] dRiz 3d¢ 5T Qo

A& 5B ¥4 Yoty AAE Bdsyl AHAE, RAZ A AHEH
T Qe JE geead A2 Fdde AFSGEIY SEAE FYA A %
S we}, AR HEEde ddy 2 484 A5 ALYy o, WA=
Sy 2A8A R AERAA LATE AL, WAZ 9A L BAEASS A

9 BIAEL FHol o]Fo]jAot T}

!

Sevete] AP, I F YRR o]FojH stz ot ofFH 2 YR E miH g A
ojt}. 2= Bste & é}‘ﬁi’.‘iiﬁ%‘-"—l Ao Lgtyo] BEEHY FHY H
7hel AAE ZFojok st AL EEY ET Pk

adzs B dFMe 71E 2 A7sSdEde R4S Frisked loiA f
A4 H7te] Mg % ZIELHS nEsy, vty Aqddd 2AWA AAdE 5F
B2 fAd 24 € HAAAEE vz 2y, 53] R4 5"-4"] AAG F7E A
ok st WeoldAd Wrhe] WiF HIE, AEWEY & 3 Hrrlee] dE nFE
f oux PR odde B 4 U FEY HFA K54 A AA

g ot 7123 BE AFna gk



A2 SRR Aokl Ad 9 71ELH

HZ et dgel FEEZ AP Gt FHEAEY] Ago] FFEA olE F
Zo] 217kt AANA AWs AL F3, 1 A=y} duloin, AWRFH oz LAY F
AE Q1zte] AW, A F AFAsE o ¥A Hrstm, 4FE 5 Ug AL e
A7 AAARLR 8 FYAR Hel sln Atk 2B &3 BgEL T/
14 Wotel e dNAQ FIPPE MEdte Y=Folut A Feol b & 8FH
sl e oA 2Ad RgHE Holth oy EWESI 1983 NAS(National
Academy of Science)s] $1@#s] o1 Fo| oj&d KB wF I W
el & T4 (ldentification) 5t 3, 3FeEZAS G} K34 08 thd H7H(Dose-
response assessment), ZZW7M(Exposure Assessment)E Edted KaHe #H
(Characterization) 8= F#Z<Q HAFlH A € ETAME 344 H7ME ¢
S MRF o el 2 /idE gotetn SE8de f4d e AFHos HAY £
e Zlgdd e wdsaa I

7 HE AL dgsted flold urEA SA4(Toxicity), 314 (Hazard),
AF4E 22 984 (Risk) 5 dHANA EoiE £ Utk ¥A °1—‘é-'%°%h%: g
A FEIY 2 Gt ok

=43 (Toxicity) ol 2t & ZE £ zte U249 43 (Adverse Health Effect) &

Yehd = dE 422 2E E9d, 898 2458 oY §3F §& AW Fu2x

Astelr B4 L Ve £ Qi old AJAPA WM FPAAeA HHE SHL B
3 HYEHoiel A '

%84 (Hazard) 0|2} @& ojw Eho) oat 243 Yuis] A7 g Tae
Acz, deA YAd 28 o faye] LA 3 HUYo] WAl 2o

Se4eled ¢ & Ak,



4¥4 Ex ARYRsOOIG B THE FE T £39 g T2d /)
9 & YRAA ABPel g HY + Ut BE & A54E duBch oin
@ goiolE A BPAAGE Adel TR ow, B AF|AE Bl
FYBFANA A BlA & AE FA4] BYL F AoE A4 Ade

WA Aezx TEHoE RE Ao FHh
A 172 §:HA "7} (Risk assessment)2] A 2]

270l WE $34 B7H(Health Risk Assessment) e 2l BR@ dde) =
sl A F& AWAZ Serd, BAF FHEAA o8 VS 2L ASHE 2
Hs) W& Hgolth 19809 NASHA AFHE ‘a4 Wra dzel TAH 49
aacl E2ge A9 4% uHe FAH 9¥e BAASE AL grad, 1
Ag FARE Fe 2o

1 98, 943, S, 1 o PANY ATAAE BoAse] AR DH=

#AH el o g (potential adverse health effect) & 7| &3l A.

3

2. Folxl Fazystole ATFARAREE e dste 2Fsr) A9 24t
(extrapolation) A]7]& .

3. e Zxs 7Y =ED AR £ 9 AFY 544 W8 | A, F
Quit & Ao, o= FEe] AP 2T YE AREl, utel N VEY
ol= Az Z=2 fIEA F2HAUEE BFEHE A

4. ¥ vt FFRAZA Y YHE TR A

5. f#3:4S FAs 7= AHA WAL + e SFLYE Yok 3

A 272 F3HA A2 (Risk management) 2] £]v]
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ge emdd g4 B 1 BAd fa4¢ FA, Bste s} dems
£ W= (Hazard management) & E§3toiol sh=d, fa4d #Ed Fl48E& >
A8 AFEA KA U FARA, F ARFHAG] FAELE A, Y ¥
@etE, FAFHe L TR AN dF FAF FA=AE ZH37] A e
g falld BE Fre AXH, ASA, A4, FHHA FRE 2FI Wie
ZRHAHolet & & Atk Starr(1985)0) SjaHE J o] 4AH S FHYLR Bo} T
o= gt FalAde 7Y JteA, 3 AFe] dd ¥F3 BoF Rue I &
AT o"wA AFYHoz TG e Ao E8 ddn FHUch Munrodt
Krewski(1981) 9] rud 88 FAZH Rl g8l faidel v st 2eiE o
o 3t 22L& Foiz £FZ AUHE AF U LuAEY JRAE, AFS 7}
A, B4 U¥ F2& 2P 5 e ¥, 2938 T84, HASHEES °l84, ¥
H 7A8 2 vlde FARA n]A JFFY Folg stgich oA LUSE 1
o BANES FAY B FES FA4 B A2BAM AT Aol Hejeof s
Fo2 FxF ool & AoE AREY.

A 33 {MA HAse AA

dwtdg oz fai4 Hrig HAAde #AHL Ha4 E74 (Identification), F— 1§
% 7}(Dose-response assessment), = 2% 7}H{Exposure assessement) & 53 Fal4 T7}
@A, 84 A (Charaterization) @ &84 @ (Management) ¢4 2 vhy0] B 4

Aed, T FHE 2%sE <I9 1> 2.

1. 7ol 42| =3 (Hazard Identification)



-

Ay & o W Ane /84 HAFAAA o FEL AlFe B

71 = 94 F #+ & A = 7 S I -
=58d W@ Tz ! | g4 578 (denifi- A o
2 A7 o] ek A |- cation) t o] BFL A A
YaT o WRRY 2AAE Loserlr
¥E FREE VL 3= ¥utg {7} el B3 TA Y W
2, EEdogE A F L (dose-response |~ (characterizati- BHE, BA, A
oA 9 4(extrapola- || | assessment) on):AZRH ||| &, BAH 2
tion) A7) W o o dde 3 2] H7}
@ AR a7
L |

9% % d3e 23 F =2 9 7 A7 e AR
Za2F 3% —

A7 A

(exposure —— 41 %X

assessment)

<29 1> f84 kel FAH(NAS, 1983)

Fald FA ol NAS(1983) 9] Aol maw Algo] oW Ed¢ T2 HE Zlo
old FAeo A(Y, 71¥el 24 B9 LS FIAIE o] HeAg g1
g AAZ, T2 B, A, 715 N EFEHR 2L F£84 (receptor) 7t ZEHUS

Fe d& AWNE A se AHolTd T F Uch o] @AE o &FA E

=)
of,

2 Ze JE kTR AAA A% F& AL AR U

L
L
e
2
o
b
ﬁ.
rO

-12-



' 9AE 2 s 540l FEE 5HAe A& I

old Ede] AeA WRFAE LodE A9 GRE ogHom ‘o, Ol

ot

2o AR AT o, A g WAeE & AuE dA$ =F Aoz,
2 AgEES Yo 3 ABES O£ HER 2 dEE H ¥ /A4 F
A mEHolol & B dAEZ sigh, 28d 54, EASH 54 ¥ 8494
Edolth. BE o|AT EAL AES e AL fdld F=g weln ¥
Wie go8itt d& 59, 234, PCB, DDT %3 28 232 €& 71614 ¥%&
g 3aAdel A7 e FYFHel Heoul, o] EZEL BTz AojA AHA
g} HolAtzol Eoj7} EXVYU ¥4/, SR —-"-.5215421% O FA4E AL & A=
EA4E 71AA "ot ool e 353, EF Y S4EY 54 ﬂ%*—ﬂﬂl}% o=
el 29€ 1ZF & UA Tk 1T AL €7 s 2L HSgEE 2
*é’&%‘—-% Az o 2o i3 7257 & GES v AR A=x, AOsor €
geEde FHES 7] s ZAsor & 24 54L& <FE 1> o

AZo] Az, FAshel & EH RS XL W A ADAA AFFHo= I
e Fed dstd ALY §22 204 dokste Eote AUEL ol&d 54
A1 @ (toxicity testing) | T}.

S48 9 Er’-‘il% AEEEE o] 8T AAH(in vivo) FL& A1 E Tl (in vitro) 9] 4

o

S T3 ojd aetE 0] ATAA L £ F v AAYLE Lot 2T
=%
s 7}

.

3] =3}

AR

2

e

AgEd AW £ dZANE FH Busied o

i
oy

25 AEL £29 §F(dose)d EHFollA T =42 A 4ZH

et
ol

o

UE WHg(response) Aol ke 3 (dose-response relationship) ol th, o] A2

‘{‘-__
thgel o8] 7EHL b

_13_.



1. &9, 3183 B4
A. o] %% (iransport)
. %34 (adsorption isotherm)
. Bul) Al 4= (partition coefficient)

. =84 (water solubility)

=B - B o B

. 27 ¢ (vapor pressure)
B. 71g} 54
. ¥l A /454 (boiling/melting point)
. 2 = (density)
. 81 2} 4} 4= (dissociation constant)
. A3}4 /E 24 (flammability /explosability)
. ¥ == 7} (particle size)
. A= (pH)
. 3}8+4 AbubAd (chemical incompatibility)
Vapor-phase UV spectrum
C. #3l4
1. 4834
2. 3}5td F3iA
3. Fsghy HEY A
I. 37985
A PIHEA A
L 3#4d 2344
2. 849 ¢RYols
3. #ztE #9A
B. 424 9%
L 2% 43944
2. @ol & SAe9 A%
C. 584 9%

0 =~ o e W

1 .25 FASANE
2. IR FAZHAE
3. Z§F SHAY

<E 1> sgede &8 $HA =AY £2 9 54 (Paustenbach, 1989)

_14_




© ARy By 2rle Ede 2 A4 Fod o g2k
@ L8 Bd g 29 FEE FAFDY 97 o= Fx 45F
& itk
@ &FH g 4 AHAFH oz AdFH U
B 7N SAANEYEA A% FARG fE @ At A AL A,
24 2 AP 7ER BRE & SHANE] B olgHE FHoz 1 @
FHE 7IEnA @k ARHo2 SHANFL AU G FH SHNG, FF

4 5448 2 1Y SHAEeE FEEL

1. 38=MA|# (acute toxicity testing)

FAEA Y dAEAL H4F5Ed 18 Ex 2447 ovie] £33 RA3AL o

= LDy(50% lethal dose)o. 2 FEAFH, ol HAERAS

AEEE Aol ZE Ko P EF RA¥EE ZA4F 3

o el Qe Blspecies) T AWE BT, AN, SHE UEhE 24
(target organ) & ohyed, vlA), s Edd T8 FHe o w4 W
o We REE ABHed Aok BAA, obFd E& DAAYY) BY & B4F(dose
leve) & AHHT APAAFEY AnE ARe dvHon Ade] ATFHeE F
& =BASRE A% 4 Y& A TE HGBU doNE ARHeE FY SAA
Wol B olRoiAol Gk UTo 2 YAHoloF HTHER o8 = o] AN £
g %+ ) i HEEA YIIE duANE AQ2AH Fxds 2YD AW
o N@WPel BF HgHolo} ik

FHEQNDL TR et FTEY, VS, $Y5A, £ 2 AVATEA

_15_



AlEFol Ax, LA WE HeolE=E, HAor|EFR o E4AE U=,
EE WYE A F29 5 e AMe4dS EYE FMA

FHA4E Botsted 48 & Uk 71¥Y EUE S FAM BEE FASA A8
A AHFH LR JEAHZ de AEWEY 23S 24, AH, FFFAA LDog 2
e Agelre dEFE 4 5071 ooz 3t B4, FH4FHLE v 3¢
A olde] &FoZE 3 - FELE 4 5vg oj¥H oz . AR L 7
= MEelA B EYUFAHAIEA FEAE § Bolek #d

AA8A Ao e T A Frsed o &3] 2]

F59) SHNYANE W2 AW, 23 Fe Aol U EZge F$E 2
=

fr
o]
rle
!
i

Bold Fdol 98 F4W Ao ARHRE YoB F2P 2o ©g

Yol g 2 ZjaAge] S4Age] 84 HoloF B

I. 024 %gﬂﬁ(subacute toxicity testing)

SIFAEA Yol YT EY HTFHY dF /T X gyEAL dEFE
o @713t B WME AL o YEhte 54 AYaE o AT
(OECD)s] #3ol sjatd 2 717tg AUFEe HFswel 10%ch sh2ats 77k
N AXNE Astn Yok dPHH o2 14Y, 28U FE 90U 59 AL AY
I Aok oFASEHAELE FHFEAEY 2HE EUS st 2% HAAE HY
FEO 4AVL F¢ MY FAFoEHN FAI A FHEH doFie EAH Z
oAy 2EH SHZA dYHoes vEd o A FEAL, BHE we
AR71E 2 24, EGH Fo P JEe 21 {4, HEe] AdFFHEZF(no
observed effect level : Y EZ & APFE dA7L ¢ WMERAHE o oFd
EA4FZAE JegA gt AL S 2Ased 28] vk g2bM ol FARAEA
oM XALE Eoe AFe dzhg AsHdAE 293 78, g9 AR,
AFEATH HAZE Fast.

_16_



L. DHAEA A H (chronic toxicity testing)

DAEA ) RAIEAE 2PF B A dAEgd EA HERAH vYEhE
S4F4E THR, AAEAS FRA 09 AFA} L B2e FUSE (safe
leve) & dAsE AL BSFoz 3z ¢ diEoz NFERAFEL YWHEZE
HAT 1d ole 7I7tEet WY FA3EA AP

elzx AEdY 724 F V%d BAYd 4¥E £ A M EgHAE T4
7Y A% Aolth. FERLE A8 A 1aE LA/ A E (carcinogenicity test) T
e dzdos MASANES JFEAS B 2252 S4S U £ Qe 4
A HAY AARAE Gohd] dsted, E 72H, SRz vlAE e ¥
D& Adsty] st XALE, AFUS, 404 £ JAH AstE Bojof it

9

AN

N. R BIA YUSHAZLH 20
ShetEgel WY fdN WA WoE st SAAES BAE eoksw et
2k

@ A1GA: F4SHAE -
a W& R AARFH WP FUHLFA 2E
b ¥4 % AYATAY
c. BAWe] AlYel U WEAANAY BN Ug)

@ A29A ok Y FAAY

a. AEEE 2T FHANA ADUA 715 TEAEE A ABL AAstd %
—dhg T4 B2

b, #7154 A ¥ (Organ toxicity testing)
At g, HAFAsl, 8N, g4sstE 2, 2dE B
c. HolAg AY

_..1?_



d 344 2 7184 A3

e. 4YFBNMe B9 % & (pharmacokinetics)
f. 91444 ¥ (clinical trial)

g B4, TAZEY U s w3

2. 2k—-Hige| WI{Dose-Response Assessment)

I. ¢UtE AL 7Hd

fald AYFAd A¥H Ho oA g FAA7 FoF E27)% F2gde 499
F39 o rux s g H s)Eol H(adverse effect) 59 g A=r UH
A dald o Fg #AC Jnz o old AU AReE AEd 2F e
53 AdoA FE 1% $4E, At o271 7K thFsid, vg F& AgaE @
59 A4 Ao AL WA AAY FFA o|27AR, EHR ZRI|NE &
AeA Fde] E = Ut ol wgE A Z(H)ZANE Feol7}t oy ¢
€ FHoME Wdelrt gtk 28 olEE Z2 T ¥eole wHEE AP ofstud
Folx £Fe] i ¥wge] Hxzeol vEdie M Wxzre FAe FHrEE
(normal distribution) 3l Aoz &},

FE fold WA olgEHE FvET AL o] Wiz -wtgFae] FHE Y
o] %3 of—uhg3 M (cummulative dose-response curve) & Ahgdd, I =

o] e A9 M (linearity) & W2 2).

49 7
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(100 %

Response

Logaritlm of the Dose

<G 2> 53 f—vke-Z M (William & Burson, 1985)

4@ (dose) ] Mdez EI Agsle AL

A Atk (lethal dose : LD), &4
(effective dose : ED), &= % (toxic dose : TD)

NPT

g 2Axd, Fug ARE olgae] Fof
A g3 WY H8e) P 2P 2 5 AL, WhE SR WL ANB

A9 F& gohd & 9E 2 BPEe BY 9eR

1. st8Ede] g K34 M

FelEd A, B, Col 13 LDupd vnzto s

55 ol @& AW HAed o
@ 2t 2 FS(potency) & ¢ 4 UTHIY 3). olZA olu] LA HargAol
qe fodolt GBS EF2szel we AFFHT, O ot A2E HHTAY

dHY Fa2sE

o

[

G5 £ Atk

_19_



] et gt

50

Lethality(9)

10 /EI /‘?
A

A B B c C
Logarithm of the Dose

<329 3> % Edol ©& LDe) ¥ (William & Burson, 1985)

[av)
re
2
off
18

(margin of safety) 22
3o At g £3E FRToEA JiYEE NS AR £ 9. <1

4>2] F-g FHoNA ED (effective dose) 4L Edde FE2E, ¢ o}z

?l- %:l_ % 0—:"l — TDS{I E-3 TDIO hole) TDOI
{margin of safety) EDs, = EDg 7=  EDp
ED ™
100
3
L5
L]
=]
Q
j="
on
v 50
[+
"N
]
I
10 /|
AR B, By, 1 M50

ED : safe reversible response curve
TD : undesirable response curve
<Y 4> ¢FEY BEE 9 EDFHA TDFH (William & Burson, 1985)
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3. & x| ( threshold) &} 4l
Y eTHL o]fFo2R Fojd EAd i HETHH S Vel A g 7
A 2o gl o x(threshold) & ARG % Ak

4. F-vkg FHAELY A

FREAHE LY doiMel ARFE AA, F-weId P FHE A&
dede F49 7177 ZHE 4 ged <ad 5>eAs Fol 2 &FAME
5484 A7} ©f 540l B8 3 Y Rolu ¥ §FdAMe BERC ¥ BRE 4

Ag pev adEs A6 Joldt F-wrgel BE(F FHe 7¢I 429

A, FASHAEAM] F—2BAZ FPHL 5L 2EE + g etk

8 Eo] EXdou WAL 2E FRAAAC FAE Loy, THoEE BF
do] WY BEY SHE YHUAD DA IS Aol PAAE Be
Aoz BASHY o] 24 Ha ¢

AW, ST 27t AR Ao GAsEe AndetE ADA Hese A
2 oj8 SEZUEE ALRsor s B Adsted ojagel U o EAHE
sherg e FEagd BAt] A% AT WYS B2 o] Fg '
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Toxicant A Toxicant B
100 ¢

Toxic response{pecoent)

TDIUO mlOATDSOA IDSUB
Logarithm of the dose

<Y 5> AAE wWg GukL-ITHe] »ak

{William & Burson, 1985)

M. gerE3H|el B2 Dose-Response Assessment)
—%%é'ﬁ Holelg <UAZF 2 24 (Extrapolation of animal data to human
exposure) —

Frald HrRA Aol AEF Ag4rde FFde ALY Fie Bl dRE
of E43ti<ad 6>. 2 4EEE ¥ Fx9 HPFEE L FAdd iy
BAE S AHE BANA Azl FE F e FREF JAUAA Hrss
TR BAL2 ATAA 3T FHE FA ¥E FAHEA] §F(dose), F =2
&L goldied A
34 Fad F7t

=

1
e
)

St

o g

A7) 24 %
A

|

<2¥ 6> FH4 HrANG EdHE RBE

(Park & Snee, 1983)
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FEAEAN de FRgTHozRE BRo A WY AH4S Yo @ 2
2 g oiel ¥ AlShe E 27 Z(route of exposure), A (sex), ¥ (age), EZL F33
A5G, ATFYife style) 59 Bgh gholth EF JEEEANA %L F=& F
23 Algsle g AFAE FAVA FAZ AzelA Z2HE W FEd AE
A7E BHE Adddte Aol Fastd, O $Edde AFBAHE ANE Zledtdo}
ok detd oz FEAYARY 4N Ad® WL A4 4@ %Sﬁ/ﬁ(heélth
hazard) £.& %4)% 9](health endpoint)e] wet 37l 27142 U £ ded, AAE
S4E&¢ UshllA g 8T 338 4 4L s R FEAAM v 4
FARE A7 e Tt e zelst drh EAE HsnA dte &g
B2 A% TASY, A4EA, ARAEY, zFASHE, WHdASH ¥ RV
(target organ)o] B8 49 AR 54 UehlA &E 9 (threshold) 7} K171
W Bol QAzte] ¥ tAF = 4F(safe level of exposure) & A A £ (safety factor)
22 283 29 (uncertainty factor) 8] MY =UAZ oM 28 2 gk )
wadol} Held e i TANE 54 Puiield] slg LA B
% 9 (threshold) & 24 #ome AFEd g# $20ee FRL v FojAast
2 2d g FHEshe Aol A HE o & #¥9 £8€3F 2d g o] g3a
ok, |

Anderson(1988)o] 9&W LYFAL ZA A FFE FEsed O AEXES

(cytotoxicant) @ £24 (initiator) @ ZF A (promoter)ojth o] z} H

Fol] &ais
g3 AFEel Y $INSE YARERE 47| e Fdo| olgHole v

I 3ET.
WARA L @b A o)A Sd A (inititor) 24 ZHLE Y dHE 2z 9F Yo} =
2E £%3 7P (target organ) oA WolSoly £FHE= vld @AV 97 WHE

of A&l xe] &AM (low-dose linearity)o] =& FAZ HZHo] AN (2
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7)), 294 BREAe Aeoe A Y 5 e AR ohJT T2 8| 09
olEd HIZA: ehddo]l 471 &) wWEel BAFH H2uhye) u$ B

W (%)

% (mg/kg/day)

<" 7> AEF J4drde 4

(Paustenbach, 1989 ; William & Burson, 1985)

o4 dF¥ AWy MEE 71esd g g

A7ke] GAFA F2d § e FEL &) 99 GdAAFL o)L ¥ AL
ofFE whgx Aojd £ Qi oA F(threshold dose)ol EAgc}i= 7FA sl A o] 3
oAed, o WYL F2 ZE ANFEA 2 (systemic toxicant)o] H g ol A
= THAHY 2dEd 4 By dutF o G4AA S F2E APFEL o=
N OF2FE AP gloiMe FWYILHL @“J?'?HEHI g#Heln. NAS(National
Academy of Science), FDA (Food and Drug Administration) €& EPA (Environmental
Proteétion Agency)ol|l M Abg-3te A& ZHzZt SNARL(Suggested No Adverse Response
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Level), LOEL{Lowest Observable Effect Limit) % NOEL{(No Observable Effect Limit)

PAAF HEWE ARPL AA, BES 37 we SHAE, FAY 94
ol hEce Holth AAE 2 ABAM T Fr ELY §I5F0) UNA U
AAE gl JEUA 2e & Atk & Y2 =(population risk) 7 1% B
3o AN YYFE 48 S0 HW oFY VT UBUA ¥ 7 Ak
4 TANE AFYRO §F-WLI M 718718 4B S+ g Holoh

St Aol Aol oj&ste AR WA (reliability) & Wtdste Aoz

o

AEdel HE AAF AYTE B44 Aols AFPAAAY B4 Welg
st 2RF Lotk

AAASH2 YY) BHE BA Ao g 4P SHD(a safe human dose) & 4+
#ob shiul, SHDY &&e 4T EH A7 2718 Fo|g razstel 247

v A2R 2% AFoiuv AREHG oj&siv, 2 AdE dS 2o

SHD(safe human dose) = ThDo_D(mg/kgléday) X 70k _ (% ng,/day)

ThDs.o : 9 &} {threshold)
[ SF : RFA A 4= (safety factor) 1 B.E 10~1,000
9@ SHD7} 23H¥ 23e 849 E2A=d we dH Ezszs) gom
slolol Bok A FAFZ AP AWH F71Z FEE ulPo] HEHolo} s
4 1 FHe ted 2o

() (BR) ) () _ (4 i

Dosage=

a: BT Ede] HAM FrHEs HE(%), €A 9A ¥ BSdE 100%
2 g}

BR: £&8(AYA A A$ 247 45F 147m%hr, 6417 ZE

55 098m'/hre &c}).
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c:3atERe] ¥71%F H5(ng/m)
t: ZZATHEE 847
W. : 3] A F(kg) 1 25 =} 70kg, ¥R 60kgo 2 4&

SHD
(a) (BR) (V)

o] W c=
2. %3 24 (mathematical model)
< AFZEHE W Fo B w, dolfd B 9o FEEA T £FWLRAN
A QA7 gon, AL TEF] AF UL WA AL 0& T oA F
4E Bolth
olZA L olFg WP ZaIvgr TdIddel Adke AL TG oA F§ F
ZoMe HYAETE 7L B FEAGA 4N A AR FAESNE PEL ¥
oA &k
Zt 53 2de] FATH HSWEE v BEIAStER o7lAe= AL Hgd
B35 JAS 29 AFEn o AGHE AFEFHUE Foh
a. A& obA F(VSD : Virtually Safe Dose)
EAF o AN A F(VSD : virtually safe dose : a risk specific dose) &
A FAs ol Pk o] VSDH FE APl AT EBYUSE Hoid
oA g Eojukg2 £AH WAHoE NOEL(No Observed Effective Level) B
o 3~49HA olY7AZ . o)FL ¢ e FEM Fold usg v
We #Ed #d8 F3F EdE A A6 BAANY AN Zee
E 8&th

_orh

b. ¢FE 9 % 3 (Pharmacokinetics) &) Nd 3 {4 7
Eddelq, ¢gy ’i'=l‘°1 B FgFA o dolA FHR7}F givte AL U4F
F AgoA APAITWEE AR 0 RoE g Fre olF Yrg
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= ARG AN HEEHE] BAHY o= g FHAHe] vEET F
A A, A wige] Uelg shgAdo] ik & Fof WML EdgFE
E A (initiator) 2 &21A UAed, o A$ Z2=dE $FH EIH7|A(target
organ)d] Al WolFolw £FE AFmdM  HHBAZ  H(low-dose
linearity). 2\t tiny4e] 2@ 5}5}%%_1.94 BAe-v FE2FH HHH7]AAA
9 F4F Aojor ul#HAde]l g7 WEd =PE ol vz FEHFH
(pharmacokinetics) ] t}. efE 9 F&o|F g EZ] AAYolA F-He X
He E2AGALS wide Ao A GFgeld. oo g "&-T”Qix‘—:— Fod
gstE A §Fe] A g AR BLdtd HAFEE AAI AFA
dalsertg deEd. B3 g dd E2dogn A FALES B
7| &(target organ)oll WX ¢ ol 1 - AZT A debggel
 Zgdlert de AR F835EE 4958y £70Y U3 A9 dAFR
TEL EHARE d4AAY=H 2] E

WEEe] £33 2de BE ¥aE 5L FEd F2¥ YEFEAAN B
g g B39 dag g4idAsIed, 22FE £979 o 2¢dy FAh
ol 2zt Tulzto] Xelrt ¢l.o U (rapidity : zero response-zero dose level 298] 7
AbR), A3 E2sA ¢ 73 9-(zero dose level) ol ¥t oAt go] JENA -
t}(zero response)© FEFE /1AL e £F ol 2de FHEHE ¢
4E& Ad 229 Fxd Rase SFTEHY §% £EF vAAY dde
7Y A 8tol] o] FojAlth
. %7 (stochastic) & # ¢} ] 27| (non-stochastic) & 7

sshgdold AT 22 #ABAd A BEHALE WA de B4
the T e olgel Al _
A, Ve §o282 ARzt nspgH At

A4, 1 &L BAAHAN A% AgH et

_‘27_..



A%, SANE R fa4s AEE BHY e o WA Yust ® 9
217 et
A, BPEEe S8 FEE ARY R FpHoz FHEAY SFEL
de) dge wEst ;
DA, fral Aol U 74 (susceptability) & ERo] Ezg @Ay @3, 4,
a7 29 Je AU g8 BAF Qo)
SR, 49 PPN 2o AR o2 833 250 g4 FEEAE
{synergistic interaction)©] <7}

ol ERY getale HAHY NAszoz 218 AFele I
$}A4Ee ol® 2do 9 V4L ZA 4 (stochatic) E7Hsh ¥l %A (non
-stochatic) F3¢] F712] HFHE X3 v}l 54 (stochastic) EIF 3
(threshold)7} §l3 ® F(dose)d] i o2 HafAe F=zE IHA E3 &
4ol ANE DL 2P Rolw, W% (non-stochastic) EFH@ F814 ]
wNls B ool ¥xe] 2 RE WAL mdte Felo. 27
(stochastic) EoHe AWHA o] B AW &4e] old §47, ¢ &3
= E89 ¥ 24 (non-stochastic) ATHE 7| Blorgan) o) TS & B AX
o &4 ¥ AR F 2EED 24 &4 e

Munrost Krewski(1081)o] o3, 314 B718 9¥ $8d vdge o

FAEdEdY olRAL B} Fe

(G

5 '}
AsHoz PURLE Uehdrk A AAZ el BEoW Aol
. One-Hit Model(Paustenbach D. J., 1989)

ol ®9e) AT A (target site) I A dojths 0 st AEHE &
e meAst] 2 gFuAd g8 fAgcl BASE PR ysdoie
ol . |

=
k.

of W we &M HHA(linearity) 8 Yehfnz dylzoz o
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S FEe £FdM vEY =2 AYEE FAE & A
e. Muiti-Hit Model(Rai & Van Ryzin, 1981)

Fal el shtel el HEHA g o8 THFTE olEoE, AT
24 B om, k7b 22 wgt ¥ Fxox A (linearity)& vEldGE EF
o] glch.

f. Multi-Stage Model(Crump, 1979)

o] Ryle WA o] HstdHoln AZ|HAHY FHEFHY = Tl
W zlolch. RF #HAFo M2 ohE doo FELY ADESA osid E &4
whgo] Z&3e Y(dose rate) 1 FEA|Zh(time rate) o] 24F st Ad

£ =dAT Aoith. FAF A A S (linear coefficient) #o] +4 wigk ¥

rio

TE

oA AE FAZ UL 2 Yo sublineardtthes A S e

ald
=

H RdEd 28739 5L TRAA 4L AFHE EdE A L&A
AAE FAsted & 7198 s AL Adolu, AA Ae] @AM w2
FRY SR ZREE A AN dojus HEAE] A,
DNA&Ael HE, 7lg} 49 g7, dAZE T o3 2 vgo o s
7t B7] B $33 2d2e olzd g 43F 4 vk £ F e
olBH o2 ¥uH FE oy FUT AAEcAME A 2o o}t 1 A
H7p WS- gold Ayt Borz £i%F RN A & dde

AFdHo] Ut
3. ZE2 M7 (Exposure Assessment)

Zawgste AYF 3 @AW 71EFAU BE A2l A2Y ofw EA AT

FL ¥ F2E 0 F2ldd9 37, TEAR, L, 2R, 710 B #4887
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t #5g woh
£2 W 2L 2H0lE §$¢ AV F25Ee

Fite ot S%Edd W 14HY F2AH=2

e ow HRE A
= 371 59 &4, 29¢¥
# 24 T4 F&F 293 298 £4, B, EY 94 §& He Afolth F =2

A Ug 4oy e thEd 2o

I. EQIZ=20) st parameter
CE72 SEEAY ¥R 27 2 g
‘Az sY BE FL YA F4H e BB B
- AR &9 QPEA ¥E YA A o FSP 5 A
. 5% & (respiration rate) '
. 9% % 5 (degree of pulmonary absorption)
- 2277
E3 §iAg 377t Fe Ao € A B FAYEAY FES &} olAP A=

243¢ ANY W B=A 2 Holok Bk,

I. 3EZ=20| st parameter

- EY EE WA U 9dFE

oK

7 £= Ego e =9/Ax 9 232 (deposition rate)
cxZE YEEE
- 7 7] § 427 4 (dermal absorption coefficient)
- E2 77
B4Rz AT Yr TAYIE AEFAHNEL <E 2>9 B Edely
AA Fo 249 8 EHe] FFHed M F4 4%¥E fE 292 A
o]-& & (bioavailability) 214, ol #&Ede B8 883 A4, Z2ATL, a3z E
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ok @A To HEEdo] ZARD A7 Solrh

AR 9%
A (2 9%) 18%
stA (2t 18%) 36%
EA o] A 18%
239 W7 | 18%
ey 1%
&2 e 2 &2 1%

<E 2> QA Y F4AFHE AFAH A& 99tF o (Paustenbach, 1989)

n. A+ Z20f Ci g Parameter
cserEd ANEs 4 HAB(ESR, 84, 25 B)
-2 AAg NS Hgde FE
- 913 d &5 A 4 (gastrointestinal absorption coefficient)
Z fABlAY Setedel %, F5% F& EALCE BT 98 FrEA
Agel sal gasolor s},

V. gl Ez el S|
+ MDD : maximum daily dose

- LADD : lifetime average daily dose

* Margin of Safety : & &2 Alg2 diAog 3 4¥dTd NOELH Z=2
‘ T=94 1

- ADD ! average daily dose
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4. F5|Me] ™% (Risk characterization)

Falde dgold fdMel FxyrdlA J&d G¥Y FREPSAA T
774l (health effect) o] WA &L st K4S A 7te FHE T o
o meisel & F2 ofd EZo FEAe] A= AHgo] WE FAH &9, 13 F
29 2 #8422 BN oA odF Folth HFTEAL AE wE ALSF
4d, Zlede ARZHY, RN AESA 98 220 FYZHVIEAA T2
% Ay A

Fo48 BAste A AB7AA AFHIL AAE ZE FRE o]4E F o

ol g 4 flolok @ttt 27| AFAE Foid LAY AE FiHY FA

ki

ofvzt o) Agste BESH FH, 2o YT AYH T& ¥H, d¥o2 H7
& Wgo] EFHo|oF Tl

ME
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Al 3 A AQARAHNAY EER FHdEA 2 AA
Az AMe

AlR AALARAGEE 3EEL A zAE AL

A

adedndyd 7AE ARSenEde 4Rt H2ol ARFAY Ex
1% ShetEAe] ta fld oie Bused I 2AL TI glow, ¥yl 3
= ButEae d¥sted 29 477 e, 1 78 Wee ted 2o
1. AfaEde Az g2 £4950x e AdSE 2] ARANE 42
171 S8t wER0] AetE vio] g He FANEAE AN de BRHE
ASeERe FAD FHARA FARTNE =ERFBOA ASsoict @
. |
2. #HAZAE AN S AQFE T Aol g o AFHGEA 4T 22
o ARAAE PAS A%l FA WeY 2AS Hspdlol Pk
3. wERARE SEEAY FHAYZAAARTNY ASY doliz ne) B T
43 AGo] X R AL B, TzAY ARANE YA f5d B
880D AR dele wH AUFO tared A4, A¥g 4R Te e, B
579 WA B9 2XE BE 4 Aok
A4 SAuSAN A%ED Qe SNEde) dE dewAEEe 1 HeRds
Sl 8BHe] wat me AT vk, T GEH Rol FAY(RUAR), HES
AB(RANER), FABIRCEFAR), PALFHW(@AA), ALAABDH(=F
B, &9, Tdvla GPBAY Foith SR dAA 58 ALEH] U
o 9% dosm DRANE dFslol se nAJASUN BFodolde BAY
Fzdolsel dotgnAAAE 2Hoe TP 59U BAYLL 3ol 9l
m, @A 19879 % AusE 87 Uy 19904 AR Y BYLURAYe) BE B
otk BARAYA2E, A52), B TANNTIBIY(ALE) Y SHER
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4] Lezazw 3 agers

| 2 SRHAdE 4 QdidAdgy

2 @ Yes

o @

@t sdgaa AggIAR F—;:— Wl 4444

Fio-dum 2z AYRY 92 g

2| 14z -z 100kg CEREE PEL

T 2 dgazd gy own

% +U%
3 4ab 8

_
) ® — Azzd =4 o CEERHER)

& LI - R R R FaAel v ®

8 3 2 | 4o Eg B #4ed 8y

LRI EEE! JzEAuR A LA kl [0 an | AdFel g2
g Fuy & CHAR 50 ol
2] 909 oy RS AR E A
T R EELEERE

RPN

#9249 P4 555

ShERdd By

- 30y el

R ELREEE

@

- Feah A 2ALA A YAk )

HIA G

s AE R RA

@ 3

[

o B o

T T R
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e gysERAe £, oA Ui T HUTY Sl otd A4HE
Ee o

8 Wgos e fAEY FIYWE F2 GEAYY A4 AHE, AAAZ
YL FAY BAoFY W20l He ARNTAL YT FI AU AolE #F
e $U4 98 ¥ ¥YEE ¥ gou, £Y AdAUAN UL £ e 4
B3P AAHE FRALEo2AY AYEAL YAAN AYHT Yok

97 AQYAIARARE AR Yoke T2AT FaASY Bho] w2He VAL
& Q& AYA Ade w4 2 228 AZFNE PASYE 23 ol AFHY
ooz SEEds 94, HAoE 23Y S8, A4 24 2 98, FVARY
2, 2S4S, HFHE L AF 02777 SEAF QAN WY £ YE =
s g2de Tgan.

olshgo] AdAARAY A HeEds) e TRACY, R4 FAle BFe
22482 AYPoIRE-BINN =28 4 dE TE FR HYETAZ AAN 2
A8 4 e Jg4A, AZFNRE Besed 92, Gy AFsHEAe] o
¥ fadzAe Sedee Agdel 4T ALT AFHRBA AYFIHE

HA4E WA st=d Q.
A2 HRBA FHE 24 2 AANE

AFRtE ] G zA L Al Ui sEEE <29 8>3 gow, 52X
of el AmstA e} 2ot

1. MorMEZM A SEEEe My

47161 A statgdeldt g 224z 44FAM Ex9 4 A ZE T 8%
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2 xotH, 9ol FHEE HEHe fRo] AE, FYSHE ZE FAELE
g, | EastEdeld ¥ 402 A3 g FA ot =FRAWo P F
Eetn 71E 3884 9o £850 Yt HFEAA slE 19919 69 302 HA
THE HHEd o YA dNA FAAHS TED HGEHE 3PS

A AAAFE AA A FAAA S EA L ARSGAY FRldein @ o F8 sst
E3eo] 7|EsEEH ﬁﬂ%%}-‘éﬂﬂ 7H-g ARG oM Z|EMATEHY S

(1991, =%%) & 7|1&9 LdA8TE A28

i

b

Z1E8TGEH A AYFE AHGAEAY A4z wde} 22 Hd4 &
23 BEEE Az A, A% & Ev Gx FE T W 1 fadE A
X =FHgde] Aste wiol 23 AHEY R, Ald, 4¥]9 HA Ex AH, EETF
o ¥ § PP =A g stejol gnh. 7|E 2L ol9d 2ol A= FL 29
e BAE AnddEdeadn s, AdFE ol¥w AaREde e FHAd
2 2AY AR E X, o] f IAABRAY A40F, THAYH A2z L 92
d A E AATH 87E, 8924 I RAHRAAY &AUAVME FAE K
A=A A EAQ] AS FALGZAAY GAUAME =FFFRANA A&3hd, 3
FRTE G2 T

I. Mot BEAHY 40X
@ 28l ARsgEde] xFRF] AT Az BEE FFHEY 2EAI} ol
29 237 gAY fedol v = A g A% A&
@ NY, A7E st 23 AnSgEd S Ax B Yt AL
@ 28 AT EA(UFAEELLE FRT AFEL TETH] Litin A
Agge2 AFEHY dstd =48 Ao =5¥Yo] A A
@ 7NE U AFREEAZAN =FHF o] H3e BE
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I. 4ANEAY AdY H32=
Y #4402 A LA “QEF Aie FEEA"2A
@ ¥4z
@ Adeoz ded 52
@ HAEEA
@ ¥ A= A3 e FAHA it =FF FPo] AL TER BE

M. Al8T7% H89=
FUstnA ste AsteEdd 1497 £9Fo] 100kg PN B$2A wFH F

2o B we 3
2. MAFssEEol FHN ZA Y HALSIM HE(AMEFe o)

1. Fall4=A

Azol AxAAY FL FQ%nA e HUER F AT FAYRA A 23
ol9e] feldzA HABZ Bt AUFE =FRYol e vlel wiet f814
ZAHE AANFTH 928 AR ANYFE Ass: FAC A@ AFsSEA Fo4
ZAE MAES o §¥ EASARINYT T4F NGALE o8 A ol
3 EE o9t $F ol4del AAE AL F Yk Agel LA Pk

o8l ¥ EAMFHL WIH 4A Uk HFEBAL AEIE A U F
Be2de wgde ddstied Bty FAAAY NAdose HGELY Wil
e ZABE Rol 39 H3EAY FYME AEdEd FEHDIT AAAT Yok

AEdyoes APsAEY Ak, U AP stud AAAY sYPeze
MAEE ol8% Wilol Mmy folstn, dWFH oz PFE Yyolw HLws) &

3 AHHT Atk oHT AYe FRHA Yo WP AT, NALR
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Atste 2 Nge Bahed 22F A4, 49 2 A7 d@ “dola4NEslETe
Aok sul, AYFsE ARKGEAY FHYE 24 9 AYFez 1 JlEe
27 seorgn. €A SR E A RE RFRER) AFtE AEZAI G

& Hoe 1 5lEe 233 Yo

R
¥

. R FAIE B EAAIT|
A9TFY AstE FA AW AdFE 2AE AARoT ANHI TaP A
A =FRFBo ARHe AEIAIR BB FA4 ZAE 49T 5 A
ER7 AR FAGAYA e et BT
. @ =uxdesary
® supAATL
® FdadTa
@ B2H57144
® gZaqATA MY e
® #ELYARIE HY R AR TY
@ AAWIALII1T(OECD) ¥ Feh=ste $BARAE(GLP)E QFLL 9
29 Q7B R AP/ BORA wERYBo] AReE A

M. FalN=A gE A HiES
¥ A0z AL 7R A8 AFHRBIE AZ T £YSTA = A
Az e Y3z she @ W0EAZA FAHZAAEAHEILAN AHe] @y
I ATsh o) AFRHBAY Mx, A%, AFPY 5L /1S AFS A4S =
ERJBA Azsol B =EFATP] AFGHE 29 AW BolA B A
Faorg el Ws) AYL olnl AN AeE T APV B R YW, A
9Zste o ARFSHABAY AZ, A8, AFPY $L VISR AFS ByEE =

b2}
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2golA A Zstelop Brh

V. sistEA o] R Mo BE AE
AQFe FHRA ARRTA AEA P A40Z A28 FHA AF F2A
AZgs BAZAE AW BATARA e ARE AEY F Atk
@ =534 Te] AF3E FAANG BN 27 2 AAGE FHY2AR
=
@ B3 ARAYAN AAHALAY GHe] T KA ZARAR
@ IS 2HE ARAPL e SAHS Y FAYRAAE
@ AAYEAR/ T HLT FRF L ALYV TFAA AR 74
ZAA R
® 718 437 QB e HHL AR
Ao AuE 249 Helo] AFIER ook 3, A2ARI FLolE AZAR
o AgRFol WEe] FAE stn 2o WYRS TR Yol HRITh

V. REMZAH L HAMBM HE

W A40= A 1] Al FH s Z2ATL 2 Aifsisgde) 23
@7 QA Aol Yty =53 FWY {9 B st A Az FE
AFgEde Az Be FY3tnA e & 604ANR FHAYz2AA G FGAAHEA
of Za) AFRGEde A AR, FIANG 2 Wgel B AF Ex 2T
Tl faldel givke AME S

oy,

o
i

Hate AFE AFste] TR A A AEstoo}

- ol e AR R MESSEES SH(ZY 2R)
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LERBL HVEAY FHYAARRTAS A2 do)e Aol UAE
% 2e AFnEdd 94 L S84 B¢ 48 B VAR o EEHT 7
BHo] FRHok By B¥ RERFo] Fske viol osie] wo) BY AT Y
ol $3% Ao side B 2eAy AP FAE A% asum AT 9
e B ArIRol el A4, dule HX Ex Py, BETe vx 5o 2AE o
=% 9% & Aok

1. S84 AAA

N7y A2z Yo oW ERFBL ¥ A=, A 4% FHo] st
setgalel SHRAEARLTAY UE BADEIN W B AES 27 Ha
o fetEd $44 AAALYE T4, TSl B ANALAE QP 19
T 209 olae] HYe TAU

1. 982l YR(FY H2E, H2E)

@ AFREE FA A AR YA,

@ ANY, AT LR AR T £Yste AFHFEL P KFAGAAY
$AAH A9 44

® #2989 % §H40 gt AFHGEUC] G FAAZAAS] FIAFA
s A4 |

@ QxRS AFHREL] BB FAAZAAL FelAFAS 4

® 4 98 2 HuA L ANAN HHE ARATS AL

® 2=A ARFHFABNE Aokl AYFE SHdF ZAFES stojof ¥ A
CEIERE

@ 715 9ol Felshe A%

AAALHE AAYRE QG gl T HHEAY A= 59 24, SAUA
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AR Al Fel ZAAR R FALZZAAY EAX @RS HASAk B

. R34 AAe WS
1 48733 S84 27}

a AYB/ANY S I HtEe] AYPANN A$HE AT 22
Aol Ao HANYE vA & AsA 4R

b 4AM HH4:GH BGEHe) vEad AN mgolds 2R
3712 Z2HE Aol S ARAHNT ALY 5 AeA o

c. BHANES F54 B8 HFABA] FJYVAHAN o] By e
BB 22 TF R AYBH ANE WA F A=A &

d 2 4504 o2 gd setEgel AYVANIAN EehEe A
o glolM 229 473 % FGBA ANE A 5 YA o

e. AYFAUE ¥4 o KoY 24 AR FYVAYE ¥4
He Ag lelM FqBAUe) JetEA FPste 2z AR @
FPBA ] FNAEL WA & YeAY 92,

2. HYSARH A5}
o W% R AHE A
b WA=
c. A=A

3

®* A
=
a0 oy
Ao
o o

A,

g. Holdy

b, L4
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L719ead 2 A4EA

V. SN MAIZBe B3
L QUM L AN del 718, A7 daste] AAALFANA A& shelor
st |
2. AFSHAEL AAAAAAAETN 2 AFNNEL FHIZAAG M
HETANE A4 st =ERABAA A2 BT

V. NAETel B2 |

L AFHGED FA4ZAAS) AR FRA e FRFBLE ARTFE A0
zs] FAo oo AGFoA FReth &, AUne SA2A 150 Bt
AAES e 978 + ek

2 ATHATA 4 AAEH FuA ERAUAL ABTH AR 7
Aol 1% 2IAt AW Wole W48 22PE 0ol AT
57 gk | |

3 AT fa4 QAR osv} Gk A AAEH TRz
609 oljol FYARE we, WA 186] Dol AUFL + Utk TP
ILO, OECD% 9] =A|71¥AA ZejststEdo] it a4 dAdo A2 A+
qE AuRel Awe WA ok wo,

V. Meloiu MMM o)
=ERREE QN7 P AFHGEAS AZ 5o 24 % AABAL WA
A% Ao NAAnd FAAALn Age) Nuatd AxFA L HAANG
& ggao.
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wl
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te ANES

5]

A = 0]

=2

e
Hi woldd B 57

e Ed e HoldA AEe A o

b AQEct Shered

] &

k2]

gitet Ardbd By

=3

T

ol 7t

Qe

t:;l.

il

-3l
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Exol € F e dF AAH R
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E
oy
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)
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1o}
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CJ
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o
ol
o)

ClEo] o9} &2 EAd
M=

Al 7

1

Q
RS

4o

FguAT ool sA@soior ¥ g 2 FAol
2493 ezt g4s awE,

1

ke
il

o

K

o]
i

5

&)

ol

%

g

T AAN GFL

olo} ge 7
Ny Az

% o}
3}

i

=3

o o

h=
-

Amuw o
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AEGL APBRAN Y= 24E
T & 4 9t (representativeness).



e

EEAE

2
=%

s

ga=z

dH o

gxg o F

Eds

ol
=

o

"
il

W

Y

A B (proposed system) <l

j.
oy

=,

A% Az Lo FHA 2

p=

Squire (1981)

B!

o

<E3>, <H4>9 prh

Hol 9tk I Uge
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d

[w)
a3

ol

. 9% e =B Z(Species) 8] F
2F o]

15
1~
2~3
2

1

R E S e T
1% o) 3

1~10%

10~20%

20%

HTE Fg oy

50% o1

25~50%

25% ©] 5}

ae

CHEY AYEd 98 $3E4
0{}: }E‘l

2R ¥4

& A

238 Fo| A9 YN FF

15

15
10

15
10

15
10

15
10

25
10

<H 3> ZE0f i Letde TIIst7] g MA(eh

(R. Squire; 1981 Science, 214)
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A ABold, dARE
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goel ahitolt.

Az
bou) g @80l

1.

ol &g Al

1
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"iot= Xl o] =2(R. Squire, 1981)
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AR L AEs7] AT 48 (@2x2)F de <E 5>9 Zrh

IR : i 1
: ol 2 o 51
Hol €A Me elg ‘ % A
%4 7 ! 71}
&4 o 2 2t
Al 7h+ ot U+ 7h+ 1+ oh+ g
: ]
2 (it < B0 AR A Puel g2 £ A
gy - Sensmvity) = =
Coaeto] Qe 289 F b+t
o do44 A9 AR} eAwsY A & 7
E-o] & (specificity) = aaAe 9s Bdd & = ara
= o = g T
A ol 2 = (postitive . = Legd vd% doludE ¥AuEde) F = 7t
S Woldy FAdS PYNLA B & 7+
predictivity)
5 Ay o] 2% ( _ HEdde] BEF wWold4dA FHUEHY 7t
sAdaER at = =
ST doiud AAaH e4ued B39 & ]

predictivity)

<E 5> MEHAMSY HYE AZ

sz Uw sdwdE

@
_(?_.L
i
ol
%
jo
bt
)
fu
g8
o
¥
-,
s

e AR g ol
43t Ames teste Abge] g FAFL dPHE Ad 24E Fohded 2HAF
¢t ApgEo] ged, B2 AY ZF o 30079 LA ndgdEAd AR
23 o] \*‘o"‘ﬂii 2gEAE Fobd # Qv UFEEe o 0%t gelAd Utk En
vironmental Mutagen Information Center Indexel] 73 & E= F 50005 ol4d
el o] Ames test FAIZAFAE 71EH0o] At o] WP B HEg=FH ¥ oidg &

A owE AW EYE AHE b B Woldyn BT & gl doz ¢
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A7 APHD Aok
WA, Weldd AT AREIA AT LPLAIHE ATV Aol =3

4
53 deldd 22 W F277, F2Yd dd AEE 2€ £ g B oG

Al BA5Y ARG B AYA AAAY E2FL FHY 4 As YEAA

A 3 (biological monitoring method) 24 #88 4% it}

dndos AYwel ¥ AT FolA HBHA AXE ALse PHoE AT
BIEAS goll 28 Folvd & 4¥e vz oA Utk wWeld4w 2o A
264 ARE BHHW AYATe A, 53 %o 29Ae =8 Fn A%

Heg Fohdied & 7idE (2 9)
[ | (Ag%m awgn| | zaws | | ( Ech
2 A& ' [ o
l—> = |(biclogically [ >(ealy response) > | 72 3 71‘;@5}# (disoase) |
{exposure) | | (internal dose) . : Lo !
| | effectivedoss) R

— Ames A1§ — DNA adduct — FGa o]
— protem adducts — Aol A F) w st
— &3]

<O% 9> RUST TzHo| RWo| WM UHM R Yoz
= = HOlEYd X EZ (Huka et al. 1990)
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23 2cld o3 AEARA] FHAERA WEst 4Arle
e ook AA e h?r;ﬂ;% TR Wi 53] $3138 W3l (genotype change)® 1}
B 4 Atk old® s%E wse $4% AERY 2L rlEsd dge Az
(dedifferentiation) el wha} b3t ¢2 Ao} Hejg olojAA Hrh. WAMAFA 2& =
#3 Bddolgel 714 & del &ld, 21 5L dEEdd o8 frd 299

olgt T E Aol Btk 2 § d2 Aoy e 4= €& 7] (radicals)

T A EdAe Sddels FUARAN FastAP 2 AAANY Aol ek
28y, AAARdAe EQdeE 3 Al Te AT I F7] el
9 2748 @3e dedch

B @TosE ola® EAdeldE #HH ¥H 249 JEH YUs £FH L
FES

Aol A 25, BEd Sddolde) ola) dojd & e SddclP:
ol s} Z8¥s HE Ae 2A A E el 47T & 9k

AA, #7120 dfM 2T w, AP GAA ] §2 P (gene pool) WAL

e
o
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AE A BPHTlE DHE BA $A WBA<AE 10> FAHAF] %
& o & gk HERC U VI WPt PelA FaALch 19904

SAGEE w2 S AgdAo) N AHAHE, B ol 3 AP
ol 2918 AA e = 2 Qe 70~90%7) BAF BB =Fey JAD
ox stgch oAz AgeeAde AgnsIUdA 2, AQdde ogw FF

HHEAR HolUAEEHN A =2FHT Ut 3

fr

FA4 2AE % 32

EOHRE FRAUAM FFT T AR uw 2
el ATFAIE W9 A7) WEe) FLAPARE 202 AYFANA ake AR
AA Hgar o2l AHel UL Sk, Wold4 Wre elmiz Hel R ol A
% HPAel BAWAL AFAANE FAARE, AT, FEA EBAuol

18t FAH &4 24T Helw, ol€d 4L 5 goz 3 (promotion) B
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Ir 13 Hojaiagza ' 2z ol €4
E_ (promutagen)

r (primary mutagen)

WAL B Bl 2 T ERE R

\3. / ]
A LA
(electrophilic molecule) ‘

protooncogene £f AL o]
24 3}
N
Ed¥o] ¥ x

—— AE ¥E e .

J

FA(+) ———— ¥MB AE |8 gA7A
(=)

|

{promotion)

8, %4

y
XA

<32 10> o[/ Mu gwelMule] 2| (Wiliem & Burson, 1885)

A

=

oiZl g AAE AT GoM e oL AYFFN EFEA mEHE AH
3 @Al dtEe 2 dE F84 v JE8EY 829 FAgAY d3)
Hlde] E2e} 7he] 83K % (angiosarcoma)dt E& HA2F22dy 29 59
&Y PRAEFAE S AFRA Lol ¥HA bt (Weisburger & Wil-

liam, 1980).
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2. EHHO|e| JI2ER

FAEHDS DNAY H4ude] Wgst Ahez A zdse Eddole A A
AR 2 FERAEUCIE 11>, A4, 33Hd AERYE ¢ DNARAA SA e 5
A 83 A Z(initlation), MALE Ao 29, E%VDNA%‘}R]-IH 2 DNA¢} g47te] oy
Edol W7} o MAre Zo % DNAZigo] AF&aiAl BAHA & Afolth &
e =<9 o] (point mutation) 4] ¢ 7]4 %] Z(base-pair change) £t frameshift®d &
duleloz uyojrth HALE DNAC 714e AAHAU S5 LA
frameshifti= DNAG 7| wdo] &t & 2 ol4te] @771 AdE AV A4dEe ¢4
sth Alse] Ra= daxolAo R o AR % (chromatid break), gap, & (sym-
metrical exchange/asymmetrical interchange) 9.2 %*3?‘5}% TFZ2A HEst 4984 5
of olde] A7l £AHA A4 Wiyt At FA THFAA dojuvte olH @ EA
Holdja sht T2 22 A7i9 Aol FAHE) 213 DNAS ®ztg Zoh
A2 e VED AARY EQUNE HEsE AL AT T NS HE& AR

FEAA MY golHn2 T RATE AEFT Ak

(mutagenic event) |
|

§9t% ¥hH o] A 3 Bl

{macro lesion) | : {micro lesion) !
AEgdol |

(point mutation)|

N

VA

[z =9 | Tm;q Tze] W | \I frameshift § EECEEE
8 © 327 (break) l Z o) (base - pair
2 4 {deletion) | i change) i
— e |

(rearrangementJl

|

<3 11> £9ei0le] & (Wiliam & Burson, 1985)
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gduols AAsE PHozE: #AAAS) Ed¥e A9 o4 3d3 DNA

A, FHAAS] EdHelE HAde WMHosEe ARYRTFE ol §F Ames
test, E. coli WP,2} WP, uvrAS5 9] EAES A Mol A ¥, Aspesgilluse] $37 S04
¥, Neurospora crassa®] 4#zAEA¥M]A1g, &3 2](Drosophilla melanogaster) & o] &
# AAAAAY, HFFE AARANA 9 FHZ AN, BF FHEAAFF
At

A Al GE HAle AEBW(in vitro) PR TRF A E g
T3 HAQ GHA JAEHY, ZHF SFAE 4 294 F, 234 &
HEde gAY, dAFAMe ARG 22 A (in vivo)dF o2 ZH
Fo GANNGAUFS A |

A, DNA9l &3¢ dAshe wiose Ao e DNASY E: RAHAL,
P THEAEE o[ 8% B34 DNARA, Saccharomyces ceve visiae® o &3 &
AHEE $4AWE, in vito £ in vivoe] Al e (sister chromatid exchange)
$ol Utk & nuAMde TgEL A¥d G E5 AHE DY Holdd ANY
HE FHoZE A AFe 7ied Aae AYsta, APy €, Med € 4§
g dgstaz o

1. Ames test

Dr. Bruce AmesSd &8 28 AxdH ZHoE FAAe] EHo]

]

ZALE= A Y
W 2 73 de A s AT ZAAFY (bacterial test system) o] T
Ames®tAl7}l A F e ARdaFFoAAM §HAY A E B EY clEHe

¥38Y EAE weHlgel B Fyoln e AFFE histidine 45 H ok
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=, Salmonella typhimurium®] his™ mutantsy} 3838, Zeld agle] o 7% &
Bolu} frameshift® EAWOIZ his* revertant® H& A& FH37] AT Fyolth
Hol A4 AR o T3 AEEE AmesitAle NBFFE S7HAsE e, oF

TA1535A B FFE G718 442 8 d74 (I L, TATAEEFE 714
Arqlel 91§ frameshift® Yoy EdWe] E4& Fohiisd 20w, TA 1003
DNA 48 F27} Q& frameshiftd TA 98NP T F= & AFgF7t Zotd & ge
nitrofurans} & SR EFTE] Hol9A4 L UZEA 2AY + e HA U 9]
THE geEde] gddel wEdRE FYs= dg AbgE glow, EFU A
oZM EFEES AU Al HHSA AFEAA B L

o
1o,
)
&
¥,
S
o
~
)
oo

Be 2UEAT Bdde] $UELS SHAESF WU AARA AADTAN
NYE vl dad APe dgEAe o 85~90%7F SAMWeIEF YoE Ao
ER5E% =% '

ol Wyle] APE PP TR Sdde & Ty U Axd HRE AT
A 20 A% BPAHY FRE AT FRE FAdcl FREI 9, 2T &
oAl METHE AL B & ded, o WPdd AN vehie AL od 7
¢ A7 BEW A AWE 20T 4ol 43I e Aol FEsol
1ok

[¢]

2 A
L

A

O

1. HAx|ola AEY
FHA Y NFL Aoz Bl AE GliM o HEEd KA HAEAA T

%-% ol &3 WoldA AP Y (Ames test) T WSt AANFEF FART e A
ke

i

olth. NF @ (invitro) B HLBEME AE FAFH 475 A8 vidsid 41§ 7}
B3 MEZF(cell line) g Melsir Apg-3t). £3) 27} AgEHEY HAAE A
2 A E(fibroblast cell line)F 2 CHO (Chinese hamster ovary cell), CHL(Chinese ham-

ster lung cell), CHI—L{Chinese hamster liver fibroblasts)e|, E/lE AlZ e H2E A
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93} (human peripheral lymphocytes) 5ol AH§S3 ginh o] Wi sHHEd Fo
ol g4 %agn g AL 9B do] FAUnAsNN ALZAF 27)(meta-
phase stage)o] S0 G A o] o] 4(damage: aberration) & HBsE Ao HEGBA
9 A% VA We WET ETRAAY AANLE T GAAIE 2 fe
S e ASE AAtE PuolTh oleB AT HANE AUHE Haw 8
o]Z1}id el ¥A(break)E el DNAY 8937 &4 Hrisle e g ¥
JNYED So o8 FLBE WEAZE DNARA7 18] E9F 438 JAH ]
3 deslA "k 2Ey 2de §%e B AXe gAHcYe] $EH F BF
AMEFI] o4 AFY 4 Wernz 84 A% A¥A MAEFIF FY Ag BF
Aok GAAl e S TR QYA TR 9L Fo DNAG ¥E dov|
g ol YA o1F #T L) o5 FAIA HH4L olE AL B
YA, Aol AN G ool WTA FL ALolE ARIVe AAH 4
Aol Wale] g 2 FaA stk

=Rt el 98 gAY AYYL 7eHoz ustd BANYPeR @
7 o] £H= AL AMdely QAFol S BE, AT AHY UA UEE 4E3
T AL 359 ARYE 49t dMAIHS FysA FEST £AE A AL
HEg EAG Aol golok Fstn v AYAR % AAM A FFol ¥
olo} F &Y doletE @4 Utk

Gaol gAY Tty FPL AP TEYAEL /88 F YorT HYEH
o e é}%% HgeR oj=FE BY 4 ke A AP fHYL
2A% W 488 g ol g RUAY 2EASANY E2PES FHY 4 9
= MEEE A H(biological monitoring marker} 24 o] ¥ & ALY £ glvhe #Hol

t}.

RS

m. AlofedA8x| W& (Sister Chromatid Exchange:SCE)
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gaMolF A £33 AgdE FHEH FTYolnl, 2 o] go] ulstRol oy
HFED Fol 27 SA¥IR A dAAe] GMEA, & DNAg FAd} WL
of Az APo] dolnk AL An|AAA Fohlls WYe =z, B3 =& &%
3 Eddold o detglo] Ag3td BANZ e d4AY F GAEA AejdlA
471€ DNAg w#& F7A7e T8¢ AAse Bgoith. ole A4FH 4 (homolo-
gous loci) o] 4] DNARA B n¥e Yehle ASE AEZAZ F79 494
A gAgch o ¥Ee QA ol ALEE ¥R % dE PEE w2
Aty o2 SCEWY vEeo= 3eEZH Wolgd g AP 2T TAHE AT
e Ao AANT Yok |

SCE9] Z1del dafiMe B A7 Aot SCEZ o/ %A f2se7te] 713
A Me 838 WaHAA i DNAY Hd ¥ AZFe oF Aoz gexd 3l
o E &9 oln] & clastogend] «jolAe SCEe] FA#Arl X—4eo 23 9F
dulg FA Rae 497 k. 2EX SCEdAME g4 olAd HlaA 7jE3<q
U % (background level)7t Eom2 dizxze] FEAME B 49 SCES BEY F
ATh o7l dsiAe SCES ¥uAF oz FEI s sigde] Friste Brdu(d
—bromodeoxyuridine) ##7} SCEE #2% 4+ & Ax EEvs d7FRI7 UG,
A" E7a, SCEWYe o dHold A FAdME Al 4NEY B
oo U ARE AAHIT flo] wWeldA e AEdted 4 Agx ivh

V. 2% Al H (micronucleus assay)

Sl ZFLE AEF79 ol AVldM AR EL Fo d4ANY FRED] o8
F4 A7t EH(breakage) = AL W3 A (spindle apparatus) 7} SFEC] FALAA
SAEY FASHA 2T d4H e d¥(fragment) F& AR AEAYoiA DNA
Foldz gAE e AvEd, B4 249 AN 2WNEE Av|dos #FF

oz24 Holdd g ey ¥hdolth o] A¥AEY =&t & o}e) 7 (scoring) 7t 42
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w27l gEd gAY By vt o g AxE JAHT oh(Heddle, 1973;
Hégstedt et al., 1981). E=3F A2 WixZF 7ol G ol Hixe F7ie X E BAA
o] Aol 7€ vlE gith(Jenssen, 1980).

H¥AE L AWFHS polychromatic erythrocytes(PCE) & ©] 43814 442 & =
FRe BAAE HEATE F ATEHC g AP S dgEA 49 &
AT AR A= HE® 4 AT AL F2 T2 ¥A HYF PBE(peripheral
blood erythrocytes), @28 K] < m7T PBL({peripheral blood lymphocytes). ¥H 2 g}
(buccal mucosa) &L 29| ¥y A X (exfoliated cell) ¥ A E (germ cell) Fo|}.

gdos 48T A 9E F22P0] dEHoA EEE ANEEA =2HA ¥
AT RAXAN £9€ HYF7 GolAzs AR FABriE7 5 3o wy
o Y=g ¥l At YT ¥ otye AdA E(reticulocyte) o] Aol A& #
g7z @k o] AEWEe AYEAD xdHE AFolYd FEAA ARY AMEE
sFol=felod =8, 4435 FPPriA oz AFAE U 282 BFe = B
el A gk AAY dfolmg gAUe] A4 AA FFAEo] A% FAs} UL

Z o). E=§ v ThA] E(mast cell)o] 2F 2 F(artifact) 2} o] e} oA A

i
i}

TR Jong B4 HAEHYE 8% LUAFELE FEFHoR 949 FE4Y
-4 }-¢ (acentric fragment) 2] He}to|2 2 in vivorly el GAAIAEY nT Al

A dex AR FEE7E dojdidn d¥HA gk

V. M X AFA| B (dominant lethal assay)

$4% AH(domiant lethal) 8] Slvle oW R, BN SANRoldd s WAz
N9 Holrh ZANE MR (gamate)s] F7H Walolth o NYPPE 2= xe
S8 (mouse F& ra) g ALgstol AUERE 270 NeAsts o9 ol Ads
t 397 ged AR wgol £3 ASHD Ak wo Ao SdNcldez 23
Ht 842 AIE ¥ 6~1025 T A 18 RF oA F 27
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i
=
o
lo
il
>
b
i
L

o] 7] debatd4E At welth of WPe 19539 HAA
9 AL Tz S ol &t ddrtA BeF sPEe] o] WP HEH o]
3tk
YRES in vivo APuEe] Aok ol H§F Aol Bel =& wFol Yok
Aoz ARWD gk F3] AAFAAL £
AEAAE TREAMN $47 &42 EASA AAA ALY 0 w$ Fo3H
JAA T gich o

AnAsel A44e S F5E Ao

L3

4. goiwio] mytel cizEel My,

Fadel APPPe dofd AR oldelx dHAA gord Pyye) THo
2 Qo2E A% o gobd Aoz AR, & Pde usdwae FEd v
AAn A 2eimz HeEde) WE Weld e FRHn xdFos Pastd
QPN FANY el Fohie Qe A4, nABY, WP L A
3 5 2orM FPHoE o|FolAo} Bk AYRY FRAN HANBAY FHAHL
Frhste R Ay fAR 54 Ul PR $2L AYUALE stelop 4

A% AFNE ¥ 4 dov EFERS invives] ARl YolME ¥g B Az

oX

o FAFe] 7] qEA B AP ARAHlT AH/Y dWHel HIE 7

k]
2

Ae invitro R in vivo 28%F thzHe Howde] Hedltt. FEAHA €2

Jt

A Z- NI Heoldd ANFEAE ATNA HEAY F v FHrhiye 24
& AR AYARE A4AA ADd A FHe AFHeE Yiig 4+ dojok

%

stH, EAZ A= Alged dE fa4d A= mE) A¥UL Aot doe A,

F 24 Ao d4d=EE FRee € £E B A8

tie

Argstm Azt
$= ol FAsor ks Rolth AAE oldd ANFANEL AT AT fAA

T H2HA7 A8 daiede Fn ¢ V| EAERR FEY S Uolor doe
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FHolrt. ol8 @ Yo TFo] EdMe] HIE UARFHoE HIdeY E FHo §H .
t A& @ 2R A dAAEY ZA5 A8 et 2R g8 4 Jenz
(o : % 6)FdWe] A¥AHe} WA A4 (carrelation between mutagenicity &
carcinogenicity) & HEH}IL B¢ d7ats o27lA AEHYL ojgA ddex, =

et 2 AHE o] & Helrl 3= FEA| (test battery selection) 2 T e stedok &}

Abgol i gk et
AREA Aol BHE A s R 212 EHFEAE ARME
(established ‘
(compound) human carcino- (Bacteria) (Yenst) (Drosophils) (Mammalian  (Human cell)

gen) oells)

dugzasc=d _ _

(Epichlorohydrin) N + + +

ogeeldl

(Ethykneimine) - N + * + +

4t g

{Trimethyl N + N + + +

phosphate)

EZA

(Tris) - + N + + -

o1z oida

(Ethyleme - + + + + -

dibromide)

g

(Vinl Chloride) + + + + + +

=234

(Chloroprenc) + + N N N +

St

3 ) — + + + + N

<¥ 6> R ehEE e HO[HMAIY Hdfe] v|u(Wilams & Burson;1985)
(+; 24, —; 34, N; Not tested)
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1. Moo} dietd ztol Ah4d(correlation)

el

Wol 943t Wby el A@A B AFE 1 B¢ F 4uUAs olew W
ol 914d ¥ (Ames test) & WA o 2 NCI(National Cancer Institute) 2 NTP(Nationa!l
Toxicology Program) $-& 4% A@Aold AN Dby AANY 23 A4
Agdos Wnpdse fu, Luele MEFALF wWolAgAG Rl A Aol
2% 3l Bolth oA ATEL Ad AP A¥yRosd AT ohmz A
FEZO) N TPHERL APl 2dgds BEe A, A FoANe LIEAR
2 ThE o U TLRAR NFEE A0E FEUEE W ARaA Hgae
pAGYS BB Sy 2% F2E ) BAGLAY AolE AT A T
Aol Rtk 2HL, Holf4 Al@uat woby AW e AL nET o o

i

FAZANG TE F¥38 Egste Aol 3, 28 AFAAES AL FUkstz
WA EHEFA] FAFH @FHE FHHA .0‘1]%_?-’5']-‘{': te =del B 1977
Meselson® Russell{(1977)0] HX Fol st 23 A Ik 75 (carcinogenic po-
tency) ot 2 det Aol Helds “F=(mutagenic potency)rtejd] ¥ 4
ol UEFS BAFE vk ot Tride] &35 dHA g AGAAME FAA
gl ¥lg ojfdte] ZF ArE AT YANIANPE, B0z F)L o &8t
o Hol gl

1988 McCannEol &% EAZXNGTE n@s 2 (Y 12)HoldANNEY &
2% 712 A8 NCI(National Cancer Institute)e] ] 218 dlojgl, NCI/NTP7 =
# & DunkelS (1984, 1985)0] A1 3 %E@_a} Age dejet 2 Z#dE FHFY
ZMge|glen weAd AEE NCI/NTP bioassay programe =& 3 Golds
(1984) ] CPDB{Cacinocgenic Potency Data Base) o) 7]%?}1 AF5ET o5 224
A A2 5% NYTFE 018 drdt Adige] RiEsE 91%, SoTE 36

%% o™, rate] Smix& F7tY FeE WP} 87%, Eol=7} 64% Ak 1] 80
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74A gsrEAd digh HoldA Axe gy Axsty A4dAe 041(P<0.001)E
Bl wgton] 379 FEAE AYHS dWe 0.24(p=0.04){}h ¥nF 2FL o
s dgde] 4@4e FHS FHA Hed =7 994 F Wold4ge ¥

J =(positivity) &} z} wrg-o] g Zxel 24 (potency estimation) o] T}
‘ol AlY T4 AlE
NCI data/ ' NCI/NTP bioassay
207}A] Al 2] program #A+E
3

NCI/NTP<] <)% SASY
drdet Al E 3 (Bernstein, 1982)
{DunkelS, 1994, 1985)] |4 gﬂf& AaA Hm

71El £ E \ Aotz gk
(McCanns 1984) : Data base

Pearsong] A4 _
A%, Bolx, A8

<38 12> SH Yol 2|5t HO|M AlF o gk Algel AtzbAMo) cist
McCannS (1988) 2] LA E &}

MeCannso] 2j3d o] BAUAY AREE Ry EA FHEEde dgdAddR
(positivity) & ZAA Y AL, NCI/NTP bicassayojd = wAre 2§ 4717 AWFE

(Iﬁale rat, female rat, male mouse % female mouse)el] 3t AHHIAE ol &3ged,
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o @ FBFN MY W BEPgoz e, E shishtel d¥ARe

NCI/NTPe2] Technical Reportd] 28] #holg w2 EAZ Fo42 1ste positive,

negative 1213l suggestive (or eguivocal) 2 o] ¢4z & AA 34t

SoEEe AP Welay s o % (posivity)E McCann (1988)& Pgk(summary P
value) S o] 8-8ld A¥e vtEgL T =d NCI/NTP dlelgld] tha] summary
P value7} 0.05¢]8telar &A% 2717 Al FAdolE (P<0.05) 43¢ vrd &

oz Wold4el Urtm BT

rol

v}k =3 Dunkel%(1985)2 A mdal Al@olAe] %

AR L 29AY FEA 71RFH -ff—(background leve) B}k 28]0]4 ¥lnZEzslE

el = g3kolabo 7 okuh-2-Zrl(dose—related increase) 8 Hole A E FATH
wojglyd B owebgel AEE I Adyt g4l ¥4 SEEdo] e Index

TDypg Al Atsle Wotzrs = T s (Sawer et al., 1984;Peto et al,, 1984;Gold et al,

Index TDgol &t EX & #3¥ FEodaA &4Adg w(Zero dose) Fdol e FHY Al
dEEFEoNM dute] #rb F%E Lo 87 GFAY T -&(daily dose rate in -
mg/kg body wt/day)elt}. o] A2 ALl FFeAE §& RASA mEsd A
ojolof s, HolHAe Zmelel AT ITY W TDed] dFE AMEstd F
A g

Wojd/de] 7= (mutagenic potency) & E4 ¥ W= Salmonella A oA oFulg 3

A g }_7173A}E(initia1 slope) & Al4-3lti(Bernstein et. al, 1982). shvjel sle gz

=

Hal A BEAAR dolBAEqAL FHoIUD NAX S FUge AATD 2F
ok

Holeld Aes o Ade GHES W@ i “Suggestive’w WAH A
< oFA(positive) o] EFAF) ALt £E 2-Ad{(negative)d] T A|ZoTH WL, Eo]
© % REEst 9id & U desin LerEgAe Yo He aFd /=22

AN ARLAR BT LAES AR BAT AL AR G AL D

i
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FxEd Ames A9 RTE 4=
Rinkus ¢} Legator 83% 1979
Ames 9 McCann 83% 1981
McCann v‘.f: 90% 1984 *
Dunkel & 76% 1985
McCann & 87% 1988

<E 7> LAZ JTEH) LIEHS Ames AIE S| DIZAE H| @,

ol wt Wojf Al el F=(potency) & BlmEW T FAHE o E Pearsone] A

(Pearsons correlaton coefficient), &2 Spearman?] S35 %{Pﬂ}“f—(Spearman's rank

correlation coefficient) 2 TA8ledH, 2 = McCannEy BEXE HHEACIYH 13

>, W97 & (earcinogenic potency | 1/TDs) & M Z e, ¥ o] 4 %5 (estimated initial

slope of the mutagenic dose response) & 3 &9 E A8 o

ar T L B

— T]<ad 13>
L L4 J
3 HAA Aﬁﬁ
= 1
2% . -
£ o )
:- 1 - - a . ]
Lo M . . .
éi 0 ‘. L) . ‘e -
~—~ .l '. - -
1y ¢ "wme T4t
=} -1‘ * e hd b - -
B ° .... L ] - * '
Qc.)(. .'a .l
H o -2} . ., *, o » -
o £ .‘o o
T .
% -or .
o &Y sac 7
@m 2 *
-5 R . ] 3 ~
-2 ¢! 2

HoldAd el =
{Mutagenic Potency) (log slope)
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gretztz ot Hojy =g
AtztA H|@ (McCann E, 1988)
HAA : N-hydroxy-2-
acetylaminofluorene;
aflatoxin Bl; SAC : Sac-

charin

AFB



Aeddt Agyoelsle] Weoldg AEYAME YHEE 458 BF B 249
FEEFde tgFA E¢ FHoly Gene—Tox programFoiA 7lgt Weojd A @l

i AA2 L £ DAnZ I A@YULY URE, Foj

i

)
ox
fet
o
o
=
=

e de o Be Ang s34 g

wetyd @ wolfiAge] ZAEE WESE dFe 22de MY olf¢d= DNA

jg

e doyli AYEN SeAY AN g olFolAH Yot dudel APy
o AL 2 BN AR Holsty <E 8> ojd guE BAEI]E oHh

A 5 (r) B ELSF 218 ae
0.34 59 Parodi & 1983
0.92 29 Meselson ¥ Russel 1977
.70 _ 9 McCann & ' 1877

041 80 ‘McCann & 1988

<E 8> 2HO| LB WM HolEMe| Yo YHE Hm.

HAH oz o H7A WA A4A R HstE FAFCE HaY BE A8 FEA

23 gyoln, HA7X R ul=d 4

b
i
_vg

Fe ol8% APH ol9e) Wold
4 AR UE FERHNNE 4F W LATE HIS Bo|TH(SCE, Micronu-

cleus assay, sperm abnormality assay %)

n. &2{=ol Ho|lM AlEutY MEed(test—battery selection)2}] S24.

.-

dAdol U FAAY I FEA0Z urk AIYYA ANT = YT A

S 2L A% B2 77 ASE Az, A Age 9% eBlg4d e 24

SE UPES Solsg neised 4 AgY AANE Frists dTE o] o]FejAzm



2]l H(Chankong &, 1985;Benigni ¢} Giuliani, 1985;Ennever &, 1987) &1} Zzlol o

g dstsledle o3 EAlfe] B:, oeirkA AEde] ALEHTE F5F AlY
He] AYEAZ &y EJd Ak 2d2R g AT Ed 9 dsiAs 88
& glou 5AF Fxe FAEA A 5L FFS ARYES Zn TEHE o
2% 5 sle d¥Ee AP dYgedg ndsidie A2 astddy ARET @
7AA A guie] B2 Axe AYANS 77l F £ F suukg A d & 4
of fl=xl, & AA Y (false positive) E A A (false negative)dl] W& A& =
g, o]F 72838 BniAde H9 (choosing complementary test) 59! #Wralo] B M
s ojop gt

1981 A9 =9] B AALSE B (Dept. of Health & Social Security)ol A 3haH2 2 o) of 3

wold el AFWY MRME BV o, in viro NEF in vivo AL T3

rir

4
7HA AERe Aes Rg dREEA 23 @7AE invive Agel s
=31 19899 AR BAR(Deptof Health) X F2 S QWA E WHEA mInvitro Al
el A%, EHas DNAg 43 slshEde] UAIEd S HE R A
F4AE Foiste APPPAAY EES Bl gov, RE AP A e
A A@olq wE selsojol Frh(repeatability) T AA sk 474 AAH

H
S WolQA AduWe <8 14>9 Pk
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Salmonella ZHEgH] A1 Y

A1aA
2
In vitro
EHF AE AR
Eduiol g daF A2
TK locusA| &
]
ZTz=A T Zo A Eoale]
A¥aAy AZHAAE &44Y
A 224 4L 3¢
In vivo ‘ \L

F . ZThelolN el @A KA
. ZgEANY SHAAAY
. DAZRAL] AEAY

+ 3713 DNA $4AY

- 715 |

<3 14> FEjEol Ho|HHAIEe ZAHY o

<3 1> AsE A | BAZE AEBRGn vivo) A EEE ASE LAER

71 wol 2471 Frdgds ol&F AFYPe AL, 28 EoR ¥§4FE
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ATE olge e WEHE ZVA(endpoint) & UERRE AP, 3 AT HANA

Ny e Budel Ao AFsE dEes A £42 F= AL 2

2 ke Wde Adste AT g TR AYTY (n vitro) WE L T

e ABE AAsE A¥BY(n vitro) oA e A AU wolEAL = EFES
% Pobd & Yo ARE stobd +: gtk emD HY ST Ud »

S0 dUeA E2HE o] We ASE AUH: Bdo AR o el A

£9E WHY THT AEES o 4F AAREAM] APe A= Aol uigH

o AR AEEE AL A7 dHEAEe] TK locusoir] SHAS g Yoy

AT 9AL 4YTES o]88 AAR(n vive) APHEoE HFTPol A7
FE $E2 w2HAY 22770 2o|T Aoz AUHE AL, WoldAe ors
a3 st 98 AAHE Rol 2 Bk oY FRAHE A& Tz Amold,
HA AR(n vivo)ATA £ 2ol Re BHARAMY 29U F714 oA
o) M4 &golth olw ABBW (nvio) U FeNA HUFA FAIUY 7
ol MgAT SHolE AEE 2P OE A¥S AN Bt

Fmdom AndAFs o8P AuWeY LPRUSL OECD s =9
Unileverd 74: 4349 g ¥as) B8 <#.9>9 2o <& 10> AE AW

(in vitro) el W FAA | 4ANY =R WELF Rolh
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>
2
o
®

Agza e85

OECD w4 @ 4713 F5 £ 5:(10%) 200 plates
@ 4wA s=4%;
32 A1 & (triplicate)
@ vEAY T A
Unilever @D 47tx 23 400 plates
AT ngd @ 5aA FE A4
Algdary - 3% A} 9 (triplicate)

@ S8} FEo] wet
2A1 5| F 7L

2 ” :10% Sg
1 ” .3% Sg
1 » :30% Sg

<E 9> MDUE 0|25 Ho|MAM AlFoAL] AlERE2e| B (Richold, 1990).

A] 8 BNEEY) Skl
OECD3 @ 37k4 EoaA 2000 F71A 2
S8 9F A
@ 19 %A 8 1007] 2
FI A E A (LSy)
UKEMS " D 37HA EFuA 6400 %714

Lla= P !
@) 1efeFA B 1007 93
S AT AI(£S,)

@ Agel wusg Bq

<H 10> Ao MzREAMHEAML] Algne2e ba (Richold, 1990)
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<E 11>& 7F] Fo g EdWel AATA A, <& 12>% v359 2%
ol W@ FAFHIG <2 15> <29 16> 5T BAREA(EPA) 2 &
YAAFTE/NTF(EEC)S §d¥el 2 T84 FAPEL vYehd Aotk

o9} o} Ztzhe] WHFANM ANES ste SR A0 U@ el AL E PE
25 2 AETEAAY A ASEHo] o FAAAY AA e N2 Y
23le] F2 ARIATL o4 AW FAN ] FEA Mo Bo] AT Ych

Seve =EFoA TAG Holgd AYIHE 27148 BF AAHIT o]
JuAoz og¥ &5 UEE s Yok

Ao 5AT FABARA g FFS APPEAAS S AAdske A9 PEdE
(test—battery selection)o] @& @77} 7j&e] Wold4d R 2ty A7dAe AR,
a83 gL FERE BERH &5 A2 OE 392d Hg dE d7PEEL E
U2 WHEE o] IS ol FolH shxn stk olF APPBY WP @

e 8% AYRAAN YolA: FASHNSH BRBA 54D BBAE

iy

=04 oldish=d =g FIIE T
PlS $74 2R3 F(EPA)IS fFASHATES] Watersg o] d74¥ e &8 o

=3 2.
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8
A
B. 1amAygg oj &3 el MY
C. 2&FAAe €A A8
D
E. A2 Eol & B9 AH (mouse specific locus test)
2. GAA oo diF AB(ME 1)
A, invivod] £HF AEZFHEE AE
B. & Folxet g4l A
C. 4x)Folird el +ARA A ¥
D. dAReINS $28% AR Y
3. DNASI®) g8 (ad 1)
A. wre 2] olol| A o] DNAE KA Y
B. £4#A A XA WF7% DNAGAAY
C. 5328 ol83 &z =% (recombination) ™ A F(conversion) A H
D

 EREET AL RudAA TS

<E 11> 0|29 oo ChEh SeIH0| ZAFFE (Fed Reg. 43 ; 3733537403, 1980)

_73_



HyFH F= A 1 gA
(5%, 4 1. vl Eo el fHx AN
2. A1 FY(in vitro) A @y e 2 SCEEZ 2 UDS

3. A 34 3 (transformation) A] @

T A 1 GA
1L wrZz 1A 1 8A A
2. AANM SANAANY Fe za A9
G4 A A
3. 9% FTHAZL Fe AT YRTFoMe AAA

o4 /¥

2. A ER A WA
1L A1 A Ag
2. A7 f4x% dAAE T 5o #AATH
A E |
3. 24| tizke} A AR,

<E 12> 0|22 oJo}Zof st SWO| ZAFFE (Guidelines for Toxicity for

Carcinogenesis Testing of Implant, 1980)
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_gL_

A dEA ARAY
I +

ub ¢k 4 A Zw A 163 w3l AHa} ClEAY

- + +
+ + - -

[ Ame PR NPT
A4 LT DNA [ aa A28k ddaa 424049
a9 || AEagaag | | |
N o

el FERREL . | S A
AR A . A

=+

i3
X

C]ﬂﬁﬂ%

.
L EE I
w4448

<38 15> 0| BHESH(EPA)2 E0HO| % HASH HAIYY



—ng'_

FIlIRe:

GHA T

(102/9)

oA 0!

(1~10&/4)

L3 T

(10&/4)

EREE:

ﬂﬂ%a[§>

whd uheb) A A A Y

+
+| 9
AEY A
A
' o EERAE | .
Amestl¥ | BT ER || ggaweay T
v | 2% @4AaN +
AANA Y

A Z, AA 2] AZHFAANY

# 2t AlgghA s Ak o AH
* AL 2/ EUHE 979

<38 16> REZH S57|F(EEC)2] EXHO| I UAEE ZHAIYY



19834 olse A4A, AFHoz FARA AYdolgs A= EA e
B e potilE=d], A% “genetic activity profile”ol @} &g} A EZA#EL LED(low-
est effective dose) st HID(highest ineffetive dose)e] 7|5 e 2# EA|st= FHLE test
system, AAHQ AAFHYAY FL 24), FAWH(dose) R FHS d¥o] B AR
2 AFEHE Holrh o] TPZ o] EFHL FHLT test system 22 FE 142 FHF
He NAHo= ol sty A star 2L AWY L AHES StEAd Y ERES
A4, AgHoz HAY & AEF Fed o oA fileEd oM ZAY FEH
o2 v A F7E Fo] Hrste A9 “pairwise matching” o) #& &=
229},

1984'd, 1986\ Garrett&-& Algof i@ wdAdel olv &&lx AU FHHe &
A EA W A o] thsl genetic activity profiled 73}%1}5} A, FzHom u|£F 7
ESL FF AAE, AFEon ¥Ry KAEASAE VERI & AAE v U

1988 watersE-2 ©] “pairwise matching” & I I38lA HEd, ol Foixl &

i

4% o SYNPRF Wolude %Ay 9% A% NPY AYPPe Ags

-

td =&o] H=E F45dn AEHUG. o152 EPA/IARCS] databased o] 835}
o 20471A] 4] BEE {87 4T Agste Wi UF AHXEL sGHAT
o] ATBEE “activity profile listing” o8t slEH AWl datds ASA9 ==

2

2 BEAEA, AlgEAAE +, —B BASE EAOA 844 Fodiz gAlgh
#%2 LED %2 HIDZ2 ZA3 L &2 49T FUstdoid 3 13). <% 13>¢&
oo 1) £ 513 “genetic activity pro.fiie”O] <O 17> 0t} o] filed] XFoE FolH

e AE Frised AST ATBE YD, 20 dael TR AE A3

o

A 8%, $HA el 9% 20 AUy TAAY WL Yehhoh

ol

Zols Fold AEWHANY %752 Yehied 39 7124 (base line) 2 FA
%L dAH2 FANEE HALZR(LED: the lowest effective dose), o}#fiF L 2

Aol A g FAlelE Hxe &3(HID : the highest ineffective dose) & 1}eld o},
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TEST RESULTRESULT DOSE REF.

CODE NOACT ACT (IHD/LED) NUMBER SHORT CITATION

PIT -+ 0 26.0000 1766 ROSSMAN, MOLINA & MEYER 59, 1984

PIT - 0 87.0000 3733 LLAGOSTERA, GARRIDO, GUERRERO 571, 1986
BSD — 0 130.0000 73 NISHIOK A 185, 1975

BSD + 0 166.0000 584 NAKAMURQO, YOSHIKAWA, SAYATO 175, 1978
BSD - 0 5200.0000 815 GENTILE, HYDE & SCHUBERT 439, 1981
UMF - 0 52.0000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
SA0 - — 42.0000 42 PETRILLI & DE FLORA 805, 1977

SAQ — — 117.0000 53 PETRILLI & DE FLORA 167, 1978

SAQ — — 4000.0000 704 DE FLORA 283, 1981

SA0 - 0 520.0000 8i2 TSO & FUNG 195, 1981

SAQD — - 48,0000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDI, MAJONE 1331, 1982
SAQD - 0 24.0000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
SA2 — — 5150000 495 BENNICELLI, CAMOIRANO, PETRUZZELL! 1, 1983
SA5 — — 42.0000 42 PETRILLI & DE PLORA 803, 1977

SA5 - —  4000.0000 704 DE FLORA 283, 1981

SA5  — - 480000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDI, MAJONE 1331, 1982
SBAS5 — 0 240000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
SA7 — — 32800000 42 PETRHLLI & DE PLORA 805, 1577 ‘

SA7 — — 4000.0000 704 DE PLORA 283, 1981

SA8 - — 4000.0000 704 DE PLORA 283, 1981

SAR 0 — — 48.0000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDI, MAJONE 1331, 1982
SAS8. - 0 240000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
SA9 — - 42.0000 42 PETRILLI & DE FLORA 805, 1977

SAS - — 4000.0000 704 DE FLOR 283, 1981

SA9 — - 48.0000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDI, MAJONE 1331, 1982
SA% - — 0 24.0000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
GCO — 0 420000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
GAM + 0 50.0000 3730 ELIAS, POIROT, SCHNEIDER 159, 1986

SIC — 0 0.4000 250 MACRAE, WHITING & STICH 281, 1979

SIC — 0 150.0000 258 LEVIS & MAJONE 523, 1979

SIC - 0 50.0000 323 MAJONE & RENSI 379, 1979

SIC — 0 1.0000 813 KOSHI 39, 1979

SIC + 0 32.0000 939 OHNO, HANAOKA, YAMADA 141, 1982

SIC — 0 50.0000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDI, MAJONE 1331, 1982
SIC - 0 52.0000 1404 BIANCH]I, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
SIC — 0 05200 1435 UYEKI & NISHIO 227, 1983

SIC + 0 5.8000 1494 ELIAS, SCHNEIDER, AUBRY 605, 1983

SIC - 0 08000 1495 LEVIS & MAJONE 219, 1981 "

SIM —_ 0 52.0000 1241 MAJONE, MONTALDI, RONCHESE 33, 1983
SIM — 0 520000 1404 BIANCHI, CELOTTI, LANFRANCHI 279, 1983
SHL - 0 52.0000 1005 STELLA, MONTALDI, ROSSI 151, 1982

SHL — 0 52000 1572 OGAWA, MISAWA, MORITA 584, 1978
MVM - 0 48.0000 324 FADBY 889, 1980

CIC + ] 5.0000 258 LEVIS & MAJONE 523, 1979

CiC + 0 50.0000 323 MAJONE, RENSI 379, 1979

CIC (+) 0 500000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDL MAJONE 1331, 1982
CIC (+) 0 9.8000 1495 LEVIS & MAJONE 219, 1981

CIM — 0 50.0000 1185 VENIER, MONTALDI, MAJONE 1331, 1982
CIS — 0 3.5000 479 TSUDA & KATO 87, 1977

CIT - 0 52.00C0 175 UMEDA & NISHIMURA 221, 1979

CHL — 0 130.0000 814 SARTO, LEVIS, PAULON 239, 1980

CHL + Q 2.6000 1005 STELLA. MONTALDI, ROSSI 151, 1982

<E 13> Chromium+0f| Ciel “Genetic activity profile listing” 2] O]
{Water, =, 1988)
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o
7
6 pIT* c
H
Ci
L 5 _ 71 L
0] !G 5 : c!
G 4 E BSD |9H é :
D 3 i |
0 ! : I
s I ]
E 2 : |
! [
U1 E !
N ‘ i
1 0 i }
T : ' , i
S
-1 PIT EI M
- 5 g L V
2 B U A G S M
T 1 CcC
S M 0 2 ¢
-3 D o M T 1
S MT
5888 .
—4 ? AAAA \oei 3\,\0{‘
-5 Pors 200 ° z\ci\epj 6\“1}‘\0{&
o v
DNA Damage Gene Mutation SCE ﬂ\'@{o c,’«cxf"’(ix P»“GOQ&‘:"%
111 1 1 | f {4

* PT, BSD, UMF------CHLE& A g4yel tid CODE EA <

<8 17> Chrmium*® 0 L3l Genetic activity profile2| 0 (Waters, et al. 1988)
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POSitiVe I_Dg dose

(u g/mt ormg/kg) unit
0.001 8
0.01 7
0.1 6
1.0 5
10 4
100 3
1,000 2
10,000 1 — 1
1,000,000 0
10 -1
100 3 I
1,000 3l
10,000 . - —~4
100,000 —5
1,000,000 —6
{ug /mé or mg/kg) .
<72 18> “activity profiles” 12 X2 Z&0| AIRE: log RTTHY | 49

(Waters et al., 1988)
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<2 18> o] E&o] EAstE £2UEE log dose unit(LDUY R A G o ojrh
‘Pairwise matching’& 3 A1&3% 242 7% (function)2 Pk} DRF(dose-re-
lated function) 0.2, Pghe Zhzhe] @7240%F A &3d Algyel 49 AF &
272 Veld gFoln, DRFEL “genetic activity profile”] F5 2l el F7)
of g3 A dAEg UEde R g Zo] ALdez ZHHG.
DRF=1/n & C— |LDU;, — LDUy;u | ol ok,
n:FEEHA APHY

\

o
&
i

c: 3.0
L.DU;; : logarithmic dose unit
°] DRFe= ¥533 AN¥YUte AdANZE ZFsed FFAA 71vg @ 9
PEs DRFZE vlal oAk felszs 221 QAxdA Ads Bozs ofn

o2
BREEEE MR WANAD F Ade7E vy 2AE & 5 . §EFHeE &

el
Sk

o

GH
il

FEez Z AxEUSG T g Pge 0.05~001, ojff vlE] DRF@2 His

05~2002 Ev}h o] H#E(P)E g BAHA g HEHdt
P+ %( 7)) (05)"

05: o3 FF Algd W& ZaE dAAZ B&
n. 53 AEHY

iigxEE A%E UegE AP

( Ill ) © binomial coefficient=n!/T{n—1)1il],

nzizo

P:Pairings] 289 4 Q= 2 A@8e F57

WaterE(1988) 2 o]#] ¥ #8E A9 ‘pairwise matching -2 o] 435 & Zi3l, A

v

ot o] WP ¥xe RALAETA HUH GFe Ushie A8

ok

4

re
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& TEE S A9 Yoz TEHoz Wsd NI W T fA

i

g4 g el slsAe] =vtxn § GarrettE (1984, 1986)¢] BRI E vlS EastA )
F1 gith o] AAE dog wys BA 5 HEEFAF ‘genetic activity pro-
file's] %4+7 ‘pairwise matching'3-& £3ld] FZHoZ vl4£F A=2g A FHE
T 5 e AEEE 9T & 98 AAEin

old SHELe) YT oALE ARE o] AFAYE AL FAEAHRAE N
FzHRoz FAYE B BAH BT FTBAS olddted B T

g9, BR% werAe wsed 88 F Rl

ol 5Y BYARE A wAR AR s Fskm vIRA
o8N ABWE ARE Aot 1 Agdel o B} BASE oE @
Ag 49E & gt Rolde} #o olRHoze Sueds] FANNA T 7z
A B} t‘avﬁ o] 2§ ‘genetic activity profile’ o] #H# 7|He) VPSS Y EAL
Foed o g8t A¥s AYWe A9std ol Bom AEIY, AL oln
AYEE 2EE A35 RS 7ol D4 Utk AL AFUANY ARHR

ozt Aljra)ade] _‘2.%77}2155 THED. PE2 oH@ AVHEL BFsrl 4

7|1 & 9]

e
(4,

22

s

Ae AEdel ATAe JHdw 2 BIHL 45 Y BE AYTEe BgHo
2 oolg3T APAAY oK NHIAYL Fo FoIES A BT JEL E

HE ol 3 @7l EwE s dddte 4§ =AY <@ 19>9¢ g
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<O 19> FOE SAstSE0| i3t SrpHolHAMS LY MeTtE

(Waters =, 1988)

)

F, od R Edd g AFHO~@)E AFse A, 246 FIFEF X
Q9o eFel A sk 3AHYL TS shtdl S8R Agols
Tad me Bad AEHE TEAAE A oW 5EFY AESRH AH(A-D)E

2,

FREFREZ] A% APEE S AP glole v 2 dhA oi&szn

32

£ A2 49 4298 ARWIN AL & Qe ALTIIPL B 59F

lo
b
kI

Hojol @oh ofAL R EY HHEAFY F¢ &TVT J2MNEAA

QAT Wolgd ANPIPos FASANA s yEree 49T

il

o
_ A

e W
My

4»

2
o
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A7 Aok e Haw Bl mE AREd 4d9 R Age $AE oA
zejsolel & Aom AmdLh

5. SEHSAS WO|HA Tt 7|F

olul AYAHY WolRA HrAWNG B AVIHel T, 2 PHE AT & o
L g3ed 52 299 ANEe T2 (endpoinyo]l UG FYRAFAFTANE
Aguagands 28n A9 PR BAGE TUd S0HELe ERav A
AT AURUES nAAG TRAA oA BB ¥
G old Azl AZHAY +AT #FEL D JERREA QoA E Folas

o dubsel J1E, & YriEde ggste dus

N
i
rle
v
e
A
=5
-
\%
H
i
i)

o My Wl UM A¥

|
re
1%
fo
o)

e £

|:1°i’

o Zue] dig B ¥

- A4 I3 waeHd

<E 14> 5523 HolAM mrjel gdiy I[E
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1. 7|1E2810E

e

1 oY SsrEde] NE

gl sEEAL EEolH, of EZel ARe] AzxHe E4Y 73-?;dlﬂ‘= 22
dol glg & Aoz Htrzy FAT B2 9 A vxT %—Ei 2ol A
2 EFst] HABAAAN F2E 9190 e ATEAS AMLEe TN A2
NE FAE @ FTALE d 90194 & 2¢4L FHo=2d A8E 129
o TR FAR EZE EEANIE AL GarrettE(1984, 1986) B WatersE
(1988)01 2@ uie go|] FxHo B wixd FFBS FHH YL N, ¥F
Aoz BgY vy F4e moln, A2 YA HABL FASHL AT
A AEEE ARG o2 & FoAFE APl 7] WEeld.

2. DAE WS

AZEUS Sod ABHE SH3EAY Holdd, BYAE 1Y U 4Pz
FRAN B8 FAANG ¢ AL AYPRAN HrE Aot} LAz F2
BozX 25 AYM YEAL ke BT TIHE2 A, FESANYY
¥l FUH(endpoint)o] $HEADNAIY B\ AS AR8H, ATZE ol o 13
H OAMEY RATRe "ol R old Aol o 2rAAS AZF LA (health
endpoint) 7x| de@Ae] ¥a BE Bdol nasolcl Rk webd UL A4
o2 g ANAF, BAYEP(case—control) ATk Cohortd T Fol SHZAIRT7Z
H L 48R ATEH Fo| T hFolAor Bk B4, @IF W4 AFH
W@ AUEL LY Gl MAE, ATEAFEANY HolHe A B A%
E 37%29 Aol A7 G4t 4P BAAAS DBUT AA, NAR, AL

TS MY *1‘ﬁ%i*ﬂrl(1n vitro)of| A AAF Wl g AEEL AW (n vive) ol &



Poz HETEN FHEY £, o Yolrt 2 #32 ¢ (endpoint) & A 3t
AMNEEY S ARG, 53 A FRAA ofd sEEgd ZREe WHEF AHY
Altol Al & 8= &= (biological moenitoring method)o] B3 3 =8 dAAIR o zAlstn
2EFG WA, ZRFTEALE o438 AN dYAZE F= AAZE o4 8
Zol gou, Br=A] AX A E(germinal cel)d] e G o] B3I ATRTE THF

"Hart gtk oA e 2 Izt dol g gene pooldlA] M TS olo] HFE vixA He=

3. MFE WOl AlEEe) Meljols

AZSHe BRoll} FBAN AT 5 AZRGBAS W AN el WHAA Qg
G ead A B B9EAY Ao AdFAH ALY AUX & AHae
AEAEE Q7] A5t PAME QMR FRAHoT e Wi WoldA A
g& 4N Hof stk oW BEARABIAA QAR ARl gz A
=7} B BAL doldde vz BASET 288 Ao Uik W AW
We AABRE U9 At Qold AeBoU Fo¢ LHE AXEYE B4 AT
4% 7z §A4EAS BaN ANRY BE ABEE FolA ARRDY fo4
& Awsed MolM A ugsl 33 & 4 UE B
o Ad9E PEe AREE 23T & Qb slHe wEEE BEae Aot olu
APseE el dgue A8 2 ALY $& mestel F8A
2Hse Aol $0u AT

i)
>,
i)
i
le,
4
(1w

m. Ho[HY AlEIjte] 7[E
Heoldg Alg7|Telat L ZE Ho|f4AE & UF9 AFE AT F s
Adg 2323, 3 QM 9 5 e LSE FAH0 Ae AL v,
il

g Alge] B A o FAHE TEXF] dejelth Weldy AgEAe JIAx
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& #13] st getEd e {34

o

ATsted e F7] AsAs olH @ weld
g NE718L 71BAH R ES FFolof

E naddrde d2d =54 seed A AN 71E% OECD7E AlA
3t GLP(Good Laboratory Practice) 8] 7]|&2 EUE st wHeolHA /;1%7]3’1-_}—94 7=

2 ¥ 2uA gk

L AE7IEe] 71E8Ee S5
AN#EARe] AFAHE Holm AR AL FAAYoEN o8 A4 ke AR

BEEE MZ £8Y & e 7IHe BEFH, &2 Mg FEE AT £ AUA S

tll

Bl-g3} AlZbg dofstA HEch o dolrt Alded B fFA BAse fled

HAE FdFm AT A4S AFREE Hoh GE4or Y% £ A o

2.8 ¢

AA, AR AZE At Astel Pudol de LYARSS Aol 9
Ao BEFULRM AANE] AARRA AHF FEEO] NG & glolo}

.

4, ATATAB AYAEL UPY AA AT B oy AL T(field
study)E 7FE® & Qe weeleok Bk |

3. 802 He|
a. “N@7|B"ole He A@e A

i=1
B
Aol M AT £ Ye JYEE FAHO e AHEL ouisiy AT T
o}

Aol 98l FARE 7HE Tzl
b “AlPA 7Ol AGEA BAG AE TL A7E Fatey dad
2 2 AEWEE ggste Adg Jriwg



[¢]

R REA e AYr gy dHE A1 AYE AT Aol

d “AgAgA"} LAY A -’:‘—ﬁBOﬂ o] AE A2M APL B
3t w5 slegHen Axdn ANEEFAE EAFR 71E3dE RE B
A& A Aolrh

AR AT B AWolBel AP FEE AT T B

4]
m[m

=3

f. “Al Y A A (test system)” et ¥ EF3}etE £ 71E A8 E s 272 A
Yol AHgele DYE, AXTE, TE 2 oj2e EFAANE £@T.

L AR EA"IE WoldA S ZAEY] A8 NEd AFHE sEgEdY L

L]

E3EE £ A

h “Bjzgd’eld NEEAe AUY O AgAe) BEEAL A Ao 3

e NYEAT Masy] H5td g2 S ALgss serEd

i “A YA A (specimen) o] & ZALRT BAHFDRA e AYAZRH 224 ofw
2d& m@Th

i “QAR(raw data)"@® AYxE, WR, JER(AE), HolZ, A2HE 57 Be
Agel U Az BRAHEA AYISE BARAY AT @ B 3
o)k,

k. “4=]4 B3F 2fF(Quality Assurance Duty)”olgt A|g 5] AEAHE BFd7]

OSL

Aste] LB GBS 50 da) sAHE AYNL AD B 24

B A, AEALA, NEFA, 2HEFY R VIEEA

Algriel wEol g Az Hed AL E ZAH, HeldgA
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— AEddr, AdEzEe nEe 2 NE2REAE dEsch
— AE A w=d #3 73 (Quality Assurance program)2 FH] 3ok,
— ANgAge FE P
— A@dde] WEe Az
— AEAT BAGs Ay 4AFA 1FE 98 ARA g opE g
— NEdTo BAGE A AH7NEE 2v G
— AH 2F AR A8 AHg 2AAG 2 FAFES Bt A PAgATL
Aot EAPAFE ATk
— AEg 2ot AEsa @A gy fa Eed oE Avd dEFAE 7L
% & Utk
RAE-E DE
NEAYAE 444 WEA AABGALY FHE wHAE Tdol g wold A
AAnAAE /A4 £ BF olde AF 2 sy A2 Pk A¥AUR dRE
o3t 2ok
— AY A s APpEs 28
— AFEE o2 NP5
— A¥HAANN deiAE ABIE
- HAFrnM ZA4
~ ANEggAe Ax, AN E EA
— ABEZAANA DG AHel s} A, AAGe DP3AHE Fof
- JE2RW A2 JET FRL A
— AFBFAYA 23 AAHE BAE HNEZY 2FYPAE A ZHAE AF
T. 212 BZ(Quality Assurance) = ¢l A}

AE B g Holeyd AHe dE 28 AL 23 ol dH, &4

fu)

ARl AP ech 247 23 AU YPE e 2o



— AEAE, Adwy 2 F1EHEER T UHEY BB

— Z Aol W AHEFAE(Quality Assurance Program)el] 3 #7134 A}
R HE dA

— A R NFAARAA A TR R VI SHE

— AlEdge] AES 718 =] YA, HFRIAL Yo Foi FHH 7|Ed
FateR, 4IRS AYHA HIdHE AE Az FAE-

~ AFHEFAN FH
2. AlggEa

AFEZTAE AlgFdld dad Roojy EF L&A FL HBEoR FHol 8

=42 . AFEETArE E5% Yol § A & #Z
— ABEE, dEEE, 5L ANEAE L9A7A RS AFFYA HIE A5

Fgaes W W 2AE AV

4, ﬂﬂﬂ%(ouality Assurance)

AE7EL FAE ZIEd] W AEE ARES dr] st HNFHEFA E (quality
assurance pr0gram)% ul#E sted ol ok EF éiﬂrﬁ%% A H BE A E (quality assur-
ance program)ol W&} BF AP & FBE FFHH

0. AR 2A) Fe Al BY EA

L. A B A BF BA

T. HF R TAbe 7 EA

Z. A3 1 &4 (quality assurance certificate) &ulef] #3t FA

v, BFo] @d3 7 EpARE
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5. MEAIL
1. NGAEEH e FaE RFoloh Gk,
- & 494
- w9 234
- s nay
- #A78 Az4d
LB AWe Waw =, FEE 23T AU S48 A2 A6 glolo
shel, B Aast Adde] Qelok Bk |
C. W AEe ASdtE AQRA MPALE ABHE AYTL FS FEE A

€ Aggae 43422 42 5YY 2ol Qlojok Bk

6. MU ¥ 7|7
AYNAE AEE Ags FAsked Gaw 4uis JFE RHolor ek

Logule A7 28§32 JbACH s, 94 $A%d Hojol a3, AT
F2e ¥ slojor vk

. Fle ATFE FAA KALT FlHez WASH o] GF 780 BE
Sojop @}, |

7. &8 XK Standard Operating Procedures)
Zizyel NPl £PE W ATl ¥ AFAR A vhg Atale] FA=H o} Itk
TLAEED £ UzEZY AR, AF L AR 23 2A
Lo 4 71T &E, A 2 #AC #E 24
. AP A A (Test system) 8] A}&o] #3 £A4)
2. Alefel #H], A L BH #AFE ZA

m. @@, 24, 44 % $Ho B¢ FA

M
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dErI2A gl APAA, A

A8

N REERE T

bd T nze] Y WA

A% 2 X 48 B4

- H71E R gy 24

e dow Ay

8. A8 7|8 H & (Master plan)

g RE

A gl slelMel 7t g

Y3, NYAYRe olg %
g4 B A4

el AlFE 7] El A

ol g ojok B} TG

*1‘53 NG Fo] NFEFHA e FH, ﬂ%ia‘i}ﬂ—J EH Y F= 7155l gk

FAF NEgHARe ANES

9. A[&l & A} Protocol)

ok

Alde] AF 3 53

AFrIHe B Fa

Ao ael o]BFH =i

AE AR H A9 ol F

A HZ0e 94 o5

NG Ael ARE <7 T Aol —AuWe
Qo] Hea
AYE AEe
A Wy
AgE fE2BA
ANERA L =3

NagRet 7%

b= =] =
54 2 HEW

-

- B, 2%, A4 L 2P
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— &5 2 uA
~ ARENE AT FANAYE - ‘
~ NEEd §e 7

— 718 A%

Ju
1o,

R

10. Alg59

. Age ARAYAL ALs ARG B AYH AgAel e} S
ool k.

L odlelele ARAA @ £TE AA ASHelck Bk AolgE NS
Age Fluse wAg A5 Agdeddn.

c.odolEE $A8d A0S E ASHT $AA AW G

2. AP BE AFE/E E(specimen)E FAE of ./\1?‘:.?‘31:—11, ANEAA EFHE
3 AEE AREA S2 ¥R BT

0. 98 WA A% NFTIAE A% F sqde] ¥F, AT 55
ABED R HEAD F& TAST

. APERIAE FEAT] A Ao S AFANE GHTh

A NERRAE AYEE BASHE AT BE 98 B9 WY 24 pnsn ®

3 7l =8

1. HEETOM
HFEAAE Zr Agan EujEojo au], AFAYAR MBEde] glefok 5,
218 5. (Quality Assurance) 3 Q] z}e] AL} FaE o] AHHFAsE F-2E ofof Frk

HFEIAM 71gE AP GgF 2

%

— AR A=} 22

'}

— Ag7#d 94 € Fa
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Ag7I#e 7150 B82S 53 293 ad Rnastoof stk Badd
BagLd 29T & fon, AF78L oE

Atk el ASd FEEL 1087 HBFHolo} s}

7 AgHER 99 Age

HHel &5 ATE Fof

a3, 24, A4 % B4 3/ 0=, YT
dolehg 24 8H AHS® FAXNE 99
AEda, 2y B, 22 B 7[eAry
AEZ TR 4G 9FLS EF Ue

7157 TEY BHd B3 AR
HEEnA F44d
71 epA &

12. 7|83 HE2| Hi

#3735 94

2

109 B¢ $42 5 g AEY APEFQ Aeole A JH= ¢

U7bA] K E ofok Tt

SEEE:

- A1g Y

AA 5 (raw data)
AR EFHF

A@Ee 7%

4 AEREY 25, FYE, AF A 7 F

Ao & 7T g@ A E
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V. AlEZgel B2 U HE HeM

WolgAATNM 2 ARYWS olf3te de Ade BEY & YodW ATEH
o NAEE Fole WYL AdPoz ZFFHoop Fk o] JAHE FERE A
AR Z) e FFE AYAY, AYAS ARA, F AKY L4¥AY, £ 2
AHR AT o] niHo]op . oW Z AFRuY AAE Luit=A fHstenH G
AeH Hrprizel He R AR BANDPReI o' FRBAUA HI
AFE 8ol golsiAl Be uidt AA, 2g, Y L ABALR dAAGNE 5
A a0l e7HR Y FWolth wekd YT WY WeiPHL WFEFY BE
ExRoks] A7e] gloid A ZE A& tsl SAA @ZFol olFolXm YUtk <
F 18> HIo 2T wolgy AYRL o]&F wolddd By AFRILIA A
£¥ BAASPESoIt HelDHNGAA 1 Ayl dzFH vmstd 4T o
Aglol BHAA Aolg mehd BAM 2Z TsA fort YYrAZHNM
YV LGED WM AAFE TE VYSHATANE At U TAF A
Qe g8 maisolel T Hom Asdch
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2de) g olgd FA8 4 A 4=

Evaluation of genotoxicity of t-lest Roy & Das 1990
clofazimine, an antileprosy drug r-test
in mice in vivo 1.
Micronucleus Test in Bone Mar-
row and Hepatlocytes
Mouse bone marraw cytogenetic Student t-test Madrigal- 1990¢
damage produced by residues of Chi-square test Bujaidar
tequitia : SCE, chromosome aberra- Regression line calculated by | et al.
tion least-square method
Lack of correlation between the Non-Parametic Parodis et al. 1983
capability of inducing sister-chro- Mann-Whitney test
matid exchange in vivo and carci- (Siegel, 1956)
nogenic poiency.
Urinary mutagen in municipal re- Chi-Sguare test Scalet J.M. 1990
fuse in cinerator workers and {Mantel & Haenzel, 1959)
water treatment workers
Sister-chromatid exchange f{re- Regression line by least-squa- | E.Madrigal- 1991
quencies induced in vive and in .re method Bujaidar
vitro by the residues of Brandy Student - t-test

Chi-square test
Micronuclel in lymphocytes with Multivariate analysis B.Hogstedt 1584
preserved cytoplasm Spearman rank correlation co- | et al.

efficient
Use of rat primary lung cells for Analysis of variance W.-Z.Whong 1590
studying genotoxicity with the t-test Norman et al.
stster-chromatid exchange and
micronucleus assays
Sereening human populations for t-test F.Salmanca 1985
chromosome aberration Logistic regression analysis et.al.

Correlation coefficient
Chromosome abnormalities  and Mann-Whitney test 1989

Sister chromatid exchanges in
Children with acute infoxication
due to Inhalation of volatile Sub-

stances

<E 15> H0|¥ A

AEHol AFSE SAHXEIEEe o
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A 374 HelA AUAARE A4E wo LAY

1. M E2 0|25t HOIRAM A& (Ames test)

AR ZARPL T AA, F49Ae 39, plate-corporationo 2 3 FE L)
el Fgom BASE WzEA v EAHoE felstA BAdwole FsiE
Bolx, - BAS Jeplokut shsd), oW HAH 2¢e WEAY, SmixE
7 EE AvlSA 2%e W 1EF o]y TFM olge AHE dehier ¥k =
@ odd A7rnmd AW FHLeE HNEd AT WolUHel 2 WA
o 2 olapelm, B BAI} ST gAe) A2 B YT

24, g4 BFe] A%, 2w 298] APelM o= FFVAANNEA FrHYA
& Bolx Wi 4oz BRI o AARIA ASHE JEHA AW
Pol= sl Ugel AFHolop wth @ AHLEF @ 4uAolde) Fojg (ol
AAEE $%e SrEde 54 2§94 neist=d §ALel M B2 AsE
2 2W(g) FARAE A @ HES SANZEAN FAWREA(W %
A zE22 e Smixel FHE FASZ] A3 ALDH @ 2 AYe| AHFY FHo
EXRIA Folth

1 B2 aolgel SFUAGM RASAWel Y 27 2rhe Gou FHE o
e BASE BolA @i, o|HY FdAel FWolae AgelM AR A ey,
ER5ze SmixE /MG S5A FFRAAT ol e Fo] UepduE Ze B
o] chsim st ol olvle e Ao AEBAN) Y= F%L T AEE
A ugETHe F5AETH 2L /LAY BA Wi 4Z & gon, HEAA
o Wyt aTHE £E Utk U2 A2K S50 Z3 BEE ¥ BFAAe
ARANE FAOD o A 24U A e, olHFE A wEHo] i

A (irreproducible) o 2 258 4 gl
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ol Aste] ARzl U e naAd AT ANeE N%F AP
Q4 2 AHNEAYAS Bd AAALES AL Top AuWwEE WA ste] A
SR JSANE ol Age] F7E DAk Bk

mAES olET WoldAs AFEE 28AAFLY AT FE 7IEHoF FH, o

AEiyg A A< 48 A 3 (screening program) ] ZEo) o] A& 4EF o
ohth A dENEE FEAA TP o] Fad.
o] Al Tto g W3] FFEA ERHFENH F28 UAEHEAS)E &

7F B AdrhekA ged H,“’ Eddelde] HEAY ARt AAYE B YEF
(species)ell Wi ¥t wWojla ¥ EHHE U8 AT = A& S mH ok Fo

2. AN 014 Al % XN aH e

GaAol g B Al A T8l WEZI F- v BAY WA hzwol vla)
3 Aol BRT W, F& BASA FAFIE BolX B i FAY AL 3
A 9IE ZHE BN A4F 4 9k aPU F4ReEe Az WY FAH

BAE HdAEe Fol npFA s A ol A gle] 53] “gap”g ALfAH
o) = Chi-square test &E-& Fisher's exact test9} -2 EAME S ol &35 HAeo] &o]slch.
LANZFE 2EF 3~43A 9 FEAdN F-uAAE BRoFT, FANR

To Blste] @4A olF £ A FAA mEe] Wt FA

i
o
ut
e
fo
o
=
of
4
o

e de FH 242 BT =F F-odE A4 fT o= FFHDANGA
= &I ¥de FaA% =S/ (e AFde $49 AR YR
dol A Ve ASde F4EA AEE gAY 22 AEe A e 4
27t gle, dzxe] £ HE Ag AFsiEA FiedE sl 54

elidol itha gk /g (weakly positive result) 2 hF3ho] wigha sirt.

A@sede $EE FANCE AEEANE AALAY & FAEER S (mi
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=28 Axd e7A2 AsE Aol ebFsiy, 1Rl EBiby

2 W g0 242 & e ANeIAAE FAZ FE + Atk TAU S4o|

totic index) &) ZA

m!m

$& FEE 44T W IR 9% & & Aomz I

£
o,

29§99 22 NEAY Fo & A¥A 52 BAANE Ueg A
7 ded, o Wel FHo 2P $TY siokd £F FL WAZ O F
©AE rol 49 te Aol glow BHAA AN ALt

ZHE 9L oA R F9 7} “gap”d] FAALH, Te Pl JgAol

nJIo
jud
"
o B
Rl
o

Aol §1& A% “gap” M el F7 YV Ay APEAA Y AES

4 BaE Aoz $4 SARH oule gk Ao 4 Hol w@A st

AAFAAEE 28AEA U ZAAE FEEAZ AHY 5 ded (individual
animal sheet) W&o & PCE(polychromatic erythrocytes) 2] <, PCE®} NCE(non-
chromatic erythrocytes)¢] ul&, A#82 7}z PCEY] -)F— =& 7128k o] dgjolElxE
B 2t Q9Pe] we} £9g 717 PCEe) ¥@uE, PCE/NCES HF0 & 3 29
2 77 NCE¢] 3g 52 A3 228 A L29AEHE 589 F7 F8F

W, b3 iREE Re AYER WRFS £ Ad 24 %, 28 AsHE

—

BEe £ gT7slE A8 W= AEAE w4 £ (spontaneous incidence) o) @}
‘:—sl‘ﬂ-%:l F Atk EE% TR PCEY 4+ 500 3£ 100002 3o

dutz oz Ara@He sAle Ao (G LM Fo| 2/1,000d0 FHo2 BH
g7 fEiAe dizzgel ule] 3ule] FrhEE JEher &, & HAe: 0.01¢]

Fol4EE £ 9% A4 £ F8 £9F 389 RUW ol T¥ AA4
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ABoA 2= FHi AXST oA 52013 B FogsEL 0058 F
212 W binomial distributiono 213 TE ZAAAF vl Yd o] Hol oI E AAEA
o] 2/1,000¢81 A& HA 15700709 AXE FEeor ot

Ao 3 BAX NN E =Z non-parametric statistics, Mann-Whitney2] rank

test, Wilcoxon testSo] AF&# T}

4. PHRAAE

SSRGS A AAE ALY W) FAF B AGPEAA AHESE A

%% mdol w AAG FAPEL AWl ok JEFFALAL A 5744
F7} 384 FFAA o)EH=U<E 16> o|guSE AFE FAEch ¥R =

zods Adsed sQdcl adtd we YARAoidd £ AFEH FRe

A & (fertilization rate) o] & ojo} o).

=3 Al sl -
1 : 25| (corpus lutea) 8] 5=/u}e]
I 25 4 (implantation) /o}2]
EARl &2 4 (preimplantion loss/ole]
m Fog 5 QE5/rhe)
AT Apghee /vl

ro

<E 16> YEBNEMS 28 He

LA H) iy EARMoRZ Vollman(1977)e] $H 3 72L& Wilcoxon testo]

™, £ &4 thsh A= Fisher-Yate testo|th. Hasemani} Soares(1976)-2 3HEH ol
=

AN HMEF AR SHNAANGE AU £5) ASHE et FIYS

i

A=A e A ez A}é-ﬁ}z] ok Ae] wlatz st &9t
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A4 AFHEA Hol VYA Y(FNAZA) AT g 32

1. Folild AEZ|2E HFo 243 Mot

SEugte A FAALAZAAZY 58 x=FFFAe] dAHste EZAIRE
#8ld AgBer AASA HelUth Y FAAZAIZIY AW NHALE
gol7] AsiAE Sete Y NPALAEE WAy JFd Y ANLE 7
& A7 Tl AW A3t I J1Ee] wel HEsSY AFdte wEAd 5747}
dA ZiEed FHsna AdAFstE AENHE AFH F= PEe AAET. deldd
Alg7| el 71EE gokste AAFHY <29 20> 2oh FAE dE5L Y
ot 1 AFAYA, AR R AHEFHAYAL £ AF7BAA AT AR
Hel F, FF wd =5, 3 AEEe Exe] Z¥LolA ZF AlEYel =A

A vl 1 TE AT A7 AAE £ ARE e A 4o W

o I

[

2. ol =AMYHo| s oF

AENAEAYE AYFER A 83 2o ot “WitHAED FAMHRAE AER
o] &g EAFTAUIAYT EfHF NAAEZE o] &8 A o] dME £ ol T
o2 AF#E & F e AE Ee 2 ANPLE ook I i th

ststEde] Woldd e EAlste WHE, WAEL o §5tE Ames test7h ABH2
2 de FYHT lon g4 22& AH(Screening)dte TUHER ¥ o=
g Qo] €8 =FAE HES vz EPA(EAA), EEC (w%%‘zﬂ%’- 71T

dME dHHoE HoldHAHA PAEE o] & ADEE EFAF 2 U

§

QEe AS, AFRRED FAYEAE RFSHAD PF AR o5

Mol gAY, stahEde] 2 B3 Wold g AP T4 278 d& +
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gl 91y A& zE A H(repair test)rec-assay, pol-assay), 23d e Fo] & o] &3
<8 A 2] AL A] 8 (recessive lethal assay), ¢4 % AFAl 8 (dominant lethal assay)%, #AZ
W ol A A ¥ (in vitro somatic cell mutation test), in vitro g2 F) A] 8 (in vivo cytogenei-
ics), in vivo €A A8 (in vivo cytogenetics), B £FulAAE To g ol Z A MY
gt VA EE o143 WoldgAdH A FriHoR AAGESE Hogith

T3 v EPA(BZE5H)e Edvio] B EZY] HAIE A8 <23 15
>, A1ge] AGA Pl AEL ol &8 Ames testS} in vitroo] FMH o] FAE L Y
Bl AAFd e, UDS(unsche&uled DNA synthesis} 9} in vivoe] & #el4 A ]fé—%
AAIStY 2EF Wl HAEE 5EEE AT

FEAAFTE7]HEEC)] E¢dde] 2 UAEFADANCIH 1620 IMEE A
A@A (level 0)o] PIHE S ol &3 Ames tests} AT Rl LHAEE FAANE F
in vivog] AAE FH AAAEE o] &3 A& HAESE 5o gtk

olehzel HARE ol & WoldH NBWES FLF W Lol LRFN FTFY

i

HE WO R WLR( 80~90%)7 ¥T WYFESS HBHE wuwy Fo} %

A9 Eold4 W WA e 2AFEY hF ¢

¥
o
o
ot
lo
il
%
2
42
lo
jd
il
>
A

FARAYANN AgE R gFm 2o 2, YA ATHAA AT

of, wzwd Hae Zolxst WnA Rol 2E HHEA6 o PEUL HEte
2e #os Age] Yormz AT ) BrFCE ANT F YE oAy
2 B¢ UE Ads BUE U8 DAEE ol85E ATEE AAsE Ag 9
oz 3% Rr¥oz JluY PEFoA AF sotEA AR AYue 84
o BEAAE BAsA s Zol BEagy Aagch
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E nuxe) AAE £ e Z’r AEPY FHE <FE 20>7 2rh

SHASIHOAIY
- ARYSFL o4 T BATA™NY
C AR E o4¥ BASANCINY
. TREEO WPAE FHA SAWA Y
- 2T 18T AR

- E¥E OI$E 484 EQEOIAY

AgB AEsARE Ay
- WA AETLASH AP
. AYAE

c EHEEY ANAES £ AXGATEH AE
DNAO| 2] HEAH
» DNAEAT fuo] qg Ny Aggcide] ¥F714 DNA §44 ¥

« AROAE AAE A2 L JAAY
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Folled AlARZ[EO] e oFE

a. fEld TA A8 9% A F

AR FE TR MEEE #ElY ZAY ZFE A
Aol Z1&SA Heol e, AAD

AREH, HREA, 54 £ AA5He F7E 7lHEe A

s o AEA f40 B 2ANEE A2

n:ﬂ!. e
b4
ir
!
o2

MG o), ggo SEE S zAAE 2 AA3
2 ZAQAPG I TAM AAHsE FEG 2AREBE AZd=U, AR
FAEE dn, 9FAEY Beoe AEAEY A§¥Bo edvidg FPIT

old And #PL F2 ADF7F ARSHAY RN LB AHste] ARg L

_.

F 2 AALLS gud, 7t Ad7Re AENEZE € ARHsEdd g =
slo] AAHRE A5, AR g AP e dd A FALIAL
2% z&doz Told & Yk FEHL ook @t 2HY AFE A3
22 dE YAoms AgFE AEH Bnale QUG A e vEH
salgel gne Adazes AR AgHE 4%l AT £ Uk aE2 A
LG M AAG T B AARITN AFE 4

B madior s gFol Hol AU BFHS JUs AAsior @t £
Adge] e AAE K- TR FASGE AR BY T (R, F L A
EEA)L FEF ste Aol H©FaW, MAAagw AgastEde A, A7 ¥
< feiAs vmstel 29 9Ea YAEE e Ao &Un ARIT EF AF:
E aged Az, Ad 2 H39Y 5o 3 NG ARAFA AREte A&
ook shed 71 Agte e Pk

- AZAY 489 FAAFAARE FFALE AU YR BEE

e,
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~ A R AFAY: FA HHEAL AL D Aushs 23AY 5859 BAY
AQEEL

ARG ARAG 2 AFAG] Aol AAALI NN FALE AAE o Tasob
g @e THY SEEA FUA4T L ZA0T 42 BNBA YR Hof
S, ols Bdel AYBAY oddel 85 YEAS YAV T, AN FEu:
Pu, & 9% 2 ¢ 9B T2ALE ST

294 ZAIGA SeEdel AARAe 2ol B 4 At AA Tt EREd
ool AYRE oF B WUANY A% R FHLY PR BE Fo4
AEE WA ASseiol Brh BY APIBRAY A 4029 FH 3 A7
Sede fN4TAAS BALFHAE ) YLARE A2 sIoF BT

— e ARHHEA A2 Tr AFPUY 227 B2 2 fE A9

£ Y5 € TAAIE $9 YRR

— gy UFsEdd Fadel gk FdE Feldel Gtk IWAE
L TE Aote] P ARSGEIL AZ Tt 2gatE ASoE AURT

A% gol HAse NEATAYA R Az, +948 So FYAR
— QwaAs YBEoT A At Fa AFRABAL 2YsH= A

ES)

I
>

€ AzAdM Tt FEFTFA, TUYAZA, SR GRAEA, TFA

— A7 100kgFl TS St AFstEAY Agolk FUAYA, FHATA,
AEAFA B9 FYAE
olslgre] AIPZET} AET HaAH ZABHRIN, F84 24 FAAIZH 2
0] WE FRAT Wal Aol & a4 A Wee deF 2o
— 38 H8EFo] FJPAAN ALHE ¢ 22 A% FHFFL #I
2 AeAY R (HYBAR FHIRA4)
o] Hagde] BENA TAZA nFolds TaAA A7 Engd A
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Yol 23 AZFAE #2¢ £ deAdd AREAR FH4Y)
— 28 sEe] HHBFA RN sl A BAHYHE] 2RAYG DT
2 AR FANEE v & AeAs AR (EHLEEA K AYA)
— 23 e AGBAA WM B Ao dolM 2R AF R AW
730 ANE NAS QA QR(EH B 7 ALA).
b, “Fal A zA AR AE
a4 ANBAAL ol dElMe DM FAHRA dFdod, 2eAEE 8%
#d sAe 3 APy ddelrh A Ee ddste AR 274A ol
e HASY steel B EBEsgn ARHT dde gdel RewE Ag4
do W FuREe AANE LTt @ A A¥ZHY BHEL
(repeatability) o]t} A2 & R A protocole] 218 SEd AFAR7 AAF Esd
d e dAZE e APEAE @& F god, FAdz FHe R Adste wt
2ol QEAS setdt AdE 279 SARA Azolth 42y Fuds DR
of vlal @AY HAeolg HEhjAS Eﬂ% FAE dF Ze4el flded, 184 @
2 Atdle dzEHe Zolo NF RAGAZ(A t-test, X-testT), FL FhLH
Ale] 7% (least-square method )& WMEA] AAsgeAs Bt e BE3

S@gA e AFEA o) dutHow TARL o]2F RSy EY L 5

%

o, GaAlelFARE 3dA &FE ol BdA HolUR, AILFE WAL A4
ANEEZD FA49 A% T YRAN vehte A A@HRA HvE &F
<, A9 A v AEFAAAANEE NS ZAER soyivh. AHAE HAE
@ olg $FUHe BFYL ANBED A (specimen t FIPE F2 EFFEIAIIR A
daetEde 24, 94 52 gUstd Hd8A dRPEAR FESD. diAA
ARDH o g Aol @ AAWLARAYY FAGANP dARIE R
Hlste] WA dedte &% 2 &4 (dose-dependence) ] $loW dHoz wAs]

e f - R 2o g Hodoh 2 g fdANE 2RRTNE FETD
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Adngol AEs® 2% AQFrae AT & T BHo| LA x HFBAS
ERL LY
. AEYY AGH 1B
SEGE AGIAEDYRY AFHFEDY FAYEA R AAANE 0,

FAYEAE HGFE AR2 Hol o} AYF Zo] WA APHATA] Aits

o}

Sredd e RAHL GHYZA AAEA RS A WeldAd NEE ¥RT
Al 2AE St Rl o ZeE] fde st AR TA B FIAY 2A
A9 FAUHAE AEFd gt T745L A EEE Fof AHRIAZA FefA
& AAlete AdAE TR} Fadol kS AL, HAHAN U FAYs Az

BEe TEEA FHol A o] A

A AA mElEor & FE AGFI AAdke FHA4 2AE ALF AY T2 A9

274§ 22 AP PA=AE ¥,

k]

gt oA T AHE FTAANH FHT AL

o flgEc] 2HE AAsted HASEE e mFEHAAY S3hE =58 2 GAR

M AlEzige] op2} A5 ASIF7E I ste ARAF71®) g3 dAEH AA
tH

g AgrRel fade #7E £

Aol 474 F5Y, FilAH AEIBY AL ARAEY Frne Xasg o
¢ ATel HE=H FAHA =Hol gdenz FAAHoz FAANANBY ARNE
F8=o] FAHA =Hol Jorng AdHoz FHAH4AAZ R AR FEEH 2
AEE ¥ Fx Ao ol&A FEAL AP ded A= siFEgsEHd o9
feld ZALE ¥ AR7IEY ARrE AAEEAA 848 =A% o
dEAA ARE FouM AdHd $u F4Y ARE ATE £ AT AR
#e Agridesse ZHe FAL T2 £ Jou A2 Hag Y & %
= 4AA7 Aok

Yo {34 AlEZIBelt OECDE Y GLP7Ee w=2wd AlEdlo] AFAH G
A % (Quality Assurance program)7} EH]H o} o] Al@71 @ ARG 2AE 25 F
g3t Hel At o] Axe: Al@daed AN Fge TEE FI AE/T AA <
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FAAE AW, $GS B FH4 QAL JRFAL LIHA ¥ £
% Q= Aoz AREG 1802 AYFY 48F Bvd 9T FA4 @A A
df ABEAG7|He] AHBZAAES AA T 27l E AAY LS Fol /34 =
A2 AAAAE QREA oIBol o] MAAsn Azd |

A 2 S AAALsd B0 wd 22 Ashed, #840) A
AANE A% WHoE AP EL GE AZ, £ L A4S FA FE AZS
4% A8 AAeE 2Ra ARAS PAZAE A Bk e WRE oy
o7k AZ, AEHAA FYBAY E2H 872 e ARFE AAA A%Holof st
, dFes dAddsds ABEdel Fadel Uty BHAE A VYBAL

A4 Hed sl AAFzA A= 2 2 ZRAAGAALAZRNE ZH3E
& Hoith. o9 yAGll ¢ Age ATRABLY FA4S FE, FAA, 79
el £F9 T2AE, oy TEY, X270 L A7 A2 L FUAq4TL e

3 2AYAzAE A8 Sk g B x@I Yol e oozt WAIA (cost-
benefitness} & s}e}3lajol gtm 2 oo Y& 712AE A Fol W$ o8t

ol @Al We dvled %84 FrilM fH4 Bl e RoB KA FYrie
HETA I, o] AT o5 LurE ZAH WAAA YEhE AFAA Y &
A4z L Bt ol F EENET sEdE 2 ouE FAEA

198072 R4 Wrhel FE HEe f34e A NI o ve g¥o
2} 94H(low-dose extrapolation) ¥ frsi4 #H To FHe ¥a Ko}, o
A7 50l doht AGF YA BHRAL AHEs B BolAm g
{ Abelson, 1987). |

D)

F504 BeEle BHL WAHY & Y= FAA gE J=BE 2XF FoE A
ol oleol I RAA/E AR HAs) 4FL +Esn ARy Fsolth Munrosh
Krewski(1981)¢] mxo] ol5t® el falAdo]l tulste] 4= 24 Fo &

of ZHolol & 242 D Foizl FEEAR AXHE AFol F 2uRE V]

o



WAE @ AE] A7 Te 204 AE @ AP HoEde] e Tag =3P
&l 59 @ 3948 324 ® Y AN® dASY o84 ® WA B3 @
de) FAFG N AFASolTh olB sole WE Y Aoluse] L 3
A AAAE Zeded @ Ax 2 48FA @ AH A @ Ave A=
9 ALEssolTh Az B ALRe] S/bE de fA4 wa cag uFgN PAR
27} B3 s oF g
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See AEeHRTYe 98 AREAS FALEA R AGATI G 43t
Fo4 BAAEY GEHoR 48T HERe ©F WITAQ fA4 27
o AR vIAESNY <3 22>¢ Aok g ooie {4 Frhe K4 9oL
94 87 % R4 wdd FEom Urcdch YA s fA4 B4
Al BHE ool WEoind Axd FoAol §4 2A FH ALH UL A
4 zAd B f54 B WA Aol WS NFER A& 54 Ak =W 7
AME 2@ BE TF meHoic ¥ dRE AlWAY f94 2AE ur A
G52 medoz A AsdE AU 3 FRFEA RRAA 7E, 9
$25, BBELe 54 /b $ AR (daa base)s] T, AP 3
o iFARiel was, FNEFsLE AT BAY 5 AizdTAGe BY, Y
@4 e Zzyvh R ARdHsdd fage d¥syl A8 MR sl A
2979 fAde BAT A FAEEL woirl AH FAHY AT EE v
T A8 S GERAAE AV 70e BN, ALY SUALAA G4 A
Ag 37 A% AEAe woloh Bohu AEED AswAL FAd e §H
CAAE AW FAY BeRopAE FAR A2 AT ATH 4S5 25 Ang

BrismEA gl welo BEHS FTHAT

0!

T EEA AR FAEA R Az
Fe FAE WHZAE A% 7122 AsE o] o gRojh

olshgel o zd HAH WAL Bu U 8§ A5kl ATHS Hsok TR

& A% AFs1%d B4S © AEHE FHEAs A9 F @B B AL

e oSy UARSARE £95d 44 2A BF AdFY G972 4%

=8 shdslol gk E@ fal4 YNNI A SARDEY el AL
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<# 18> EZEH [ TIAAHY e 0E

H 2 Fag A 9 947 33y e faAd 2 % YA FHAAHE A F FEUR ; MEH Wl
=¥ | {PPaustenbach 1.1, 1989) Fayt
S5 — « seroening test - R A e LA ) - AGEY HEeds 2RAAd TaS
i (Identifi-  + adverse health effectof | 2o a R
cation) e EEET $ ‘ (b Aleipal &gz z) < 7lE oW AREdeds] S4=Hz £ "*ll_._(Quahu Assurance  program) 2|
AENE j“' © databeseTH 4
3 — SyoTalel By R R
5 | Brsan- . sEdns Ay ; gl ook AR AR %%éit?;iiﬁJ i | Ao dlg Abd g ol Faba
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e |2 RN s Awaag | TS B
2 W | welad, wey, AdEey 8 . X
" N - RPIC(S 4 B GEAF2H)5 7Y
7+ 40, 7 eniTe oEdlg B 218 = 3
22— - APy Bery |41 | - BGBAY S04 BB ;‘f ;Pij% BATEES E
(eposwe - RET F2oAT S .mgwEy SAR9d, AN ;;g::j;ﬁt%ﬂ
assessment) » Y22} [ a3y, wd g g | T TR T O s
53 A 2N AuEe fAAYA, 2| ;z;}%‘w Ak
: AEFW FHAe e
l— : -
8
r
At e #8142 g N s aanes e - g el FTAE golrl A A - G4 AL g2
2 L Al g 2 « gz ;i) ﬁr‘ raleby AT A A 92 E) Fuld » 2124 9 23 £ (Quality  Assurance pro-
@ A0 - & i — AYPERA op7HE dpas | - FLERY HEFE 2R AY W gram)d] BE YAz
L 51 me Aqws was 98wy | 24 | EEATIRE AT e
A A1 wrAns ead zazee 4| ALIAT BRI FA4 e
| = | u, amEsn S7lNE LAE BE 1y
L
. A A |« AR Ed HARgenuy .« S84 P WL a9 Doaed crmun ml asie 932
| ; gl e w7, A4, ArE, A | A — &34 A4Ze e AP 5 CmAd el B8 An eas
3| | A AEs s 2R g1 HRAA AR ARSI 2L gy xaze ways) C RN BN wARA § ALF D
o : izt A, 24 2 2} HAZA] A A g A % «Bza AT PAEA P RS 2 o] 7] zolaA
Al g | S8 Ad R 2 R T
4l

-113-

.






Z 2 F 4

. Abelsen, P.H.(1987). California’s Proposition 65{editorial) Science 237.’ 1553.

. Anderson, M.E.(1988). Quantitative risk assessment and industrial hygiene. Amer.
Ind. Hyg. Assn. J.

. Benigni, R. and Giuliani, A.(1985). Cluster analysis of short-term tests!A new
methodological approach. Mutation Res. 147, 139 - 151.

. Bernstein, L.,.Kaldor, J.,McCann, J. and Pike, M.C.(1982). An empirical approach to
the statistical analysis of mutagenesis data from the Salmonella test. Mutation Res.
97, 267 —281.

. Chankong, V., Haimes, Y.Y. Rosenkranz, H.S. and Pet-Edwards, J.(1985). The
carcinogenicity prediction and batterry selection(CPBSj method: A Bayesian ap-
proach. Mutation Res. 153, 135—166.

. Crump, K.5.(1981). An improved procedure for low-dose carcinogenic risk assess-
ment from animal data. J. Environ. Toxicol. 5, 338 —346.

. Dunkel, V.C., Zeiger, E., Brusick, D., McCoy, E., McGregor, D., Mortelmans, K.,
Rosenkranz, H.S. and Simmon, V.F(1984). Reproducibility of microbial mutagenicity
assays. . Tests with Salmonella typhimurium and Escherichia coli using 2 standard-
ized protocol. Environ. Mutagen 6, Suppl. 2, 1 —251.

. Dunkel, V.C., Zeiger, E., Brusick, D., McCoy, E., McGregor, D, Mortelmahs, K.,
Rosenkranz, H.S. and Simmon,” V.F.(1985)., Reproducibility of microbial
mutagenicity assays, I. Testing of carcinogens and ndncarcinogens in Salmonella
typhimurium and Escherichia coli. Environ.. Mutagen 7, Suppl 5, 1 —248.

. Ennever, F.K. and Rosenkranz, H.S5.(1986). Short-term test results for NTP

-115-



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

noncarcinogens: An alternate, more predictive batterry. Environ. Mutagen 8, 849— -
863,
Ennever, F.K., Noonan, T.J. and Rosenkranz, H.5.(1987). The predictivity of animal

bioassays and short-term genotoxicity tests for carcinogenicity and non-

. carcinogenicity to humans. Mutagenesis 2, 73—78.

Garrett, N.E., Stack, H.F., Gross, M.R. and Waters, M.D.(1984). An analysis of the
spectra of genetic activity produced by known or suspected human carcinogens. Mu-
tation Res. 134, 89—111. ‘

Garrett, N.E., Stack, H.K. and Waters, M.D.(1986). Evaluation of the. genétic*activity
prqfiles of 65 pesticides. Mutation Res. 168, 301 —325.

Gold, L.S., Sawyer, C.B., Magaw, R., Backman, G.M., de Veciana, M. Levinson, R.,
Hooper, N.K., Havender, W.R., Bernstein, L., Peto, R., Pike, M.C. and Ames, B.N.
(1984). A carcinogenic potency database of the standardized reéults of animal bioas-
says. Environ.Health Perspect. 58, 9—319.

Grafe, A. and Vollmar, J.(1977). Small numbers in mutagenic?ty tests. Arch.
Toxicol, 38, 27 —34.

Haseman, J.K. and Soares, E.R.(1976). The distribution of fetal death in control mice
aﬂd its implication on statistical tests for dominant lethal effects. Mutation Res. 41,
277 —288.

Heddle, J.A.(1973). A rapid in vivo test for chromosomal damage. Mutation Res. 18,
187—190.

Hégstedt, B., Gullberg , B., Mark-Vendel, E., Mitelman F., Skerfving; S.(1981). Mi-
cronuclel and chromosome aberrations in bone marrow cells and lymphocytes of hu-
mans exposed mainly to petroleum vapors. Hereditas 94, 179 —187.

Hb’gstedt, B.(1984). Micronuclei in lymphocytes with preserved cytoplasm, a method

-116-



1.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25

26.

27.

28.

for assessment of cytogenetic damage in man. Mutation Res. 130, 63—72.

Hulka,r B.S., Wilcosky, T.C. and Griffith, J.D.(1990). Biological markers in
epidemioclogy. Oxford Univ. Press.

Jessen, D., Ramel, C.(1980). The micronucleus test as a part of a short-term
mutagenicity test program for the prediction of carcinogenicity evaluated by 143
agents tested. Mutation VRes. 75, 191.— 202.

Madrigal-Bujaider, E., Rojas, A.A., Rarnos,- A.C., Rosas, E.P. and Diaz Barrniga-

Arceo, 5.(1990). Mouse bone marrow cytogenetic damage produced by residues of

tequila. Mutation Res. 241, 133—137.

Madrigal-Bajaidar, E., Calderon-Vargas, R. and Barriga-Arceo, 5.D.(1991). Sister
chromatid exchange frequencies induced in vivo and in vitro by the residues of bran-
dy. J. Toxicol. Environ. Health 32, 479 —486.

McCann, J., Gold, LS Horn, L., McGill, H.R., Graedal, T.E. and Kaldor, J.(1588).
Statistical analysis of Salmonella test data and comparison 1o results of animal can-
cer tests. Mutation Res. 205, 183~ 195.

Meselson, M. and Russell, K.(1977). Comparisons of carcinogenic and mutagenic po-
tency. in:H. Hiatt, J. Watson and J. Winsten(Eds.). Origins of Human Cancer, Gold

Spring Harbor Laboratory, New York, pp. 1473 —1481.

. Muni‘o, I.C. and Krewski, D.R.{1981}. Risk assessment and regulatory dicision-mak-

ing. Food Cosmet. Toxicol. 19, 549—580.

National Academy of Sciences(NAS)(1983). Risk assessment in the Federal Govern-
ment: Managing the Process. National Academy Press, Washington, D.C.

Norman, A., Bass, D. and Roe, D.(1985). Screening human populations for chromo-
some aberrations. Mutation Res. 143, 155—160. |

Park, C.N. and Shee, R.D.(1983). Quantitative risk assessment:State of the art for

-117-



29.

30.

31.

32.

33,

34.

35.

36.

37.

carcinogenesis. Am. Stat. 37, 427 —441.

Parodi, 5., Zunino, A., Ottaggio, L., De Ferrari, M. and Santi, 1..(1983). Lack of cor-
relation between the capability of inducing sister-chromatid exchanges in vive and
carcinogenic potency for 16 aromatic amines and azo derivatives. Mutation Res.
108, 225—238.

Paustenbach, D.J.(1989). The Risk Assessment of Environmental and Human Health
Hazards: A Textbook of Case Studies. John Wiley & Sons.

Peto, R., Pike, M.C,, Bernstein, L., Gold, L.S. and Ames, BN.{1984). A proposed general
convention for the numerical description of the carcinogenic potency of chemicals in
chronic exposure animal experiments. Environ. Health Perspect. 58, 1 —8.

Rai, K. and Van Ryzin, J.(1979). Risk assessment of toxic environmental substances
using a generalized multi-hit dose response model. In:N. Breslow and A. Whitemore,
Eds., Energy and Health. SIAM Press, Philadelphia, P.A., pp. 99—117.

Richold, M.(1990). Practical-application of new approaches in genetic toxicology.’
Toxic. in Vitro 4, 644 —645.

Roy, B. and Das, R.K.(19%0). Evaluation genotoxicity of clofazimine, and antilep.rosy
drug in mice in vive. . Micronucleus test in bone marrow and hepatocytes. Muta-
tion Res. 241, 169—173.

Salamanca-Gomez, F., Palma, V., Naviarrete, C., Garcia, T. and Moresa, G.(1989).
Chromosome abnormalities and sister chromatid exchanges in children with acute in-
toxicatic;n due to inhalation of volatile substances. Archiv. Environ. Heaith 44, 49—
53.

Sawyer, C., Peto, R., Bernstein, L. and Pike, M.C.(1984). Calculation of carcinogenic
potency from long-term animal carcinogenesis experiments. Biometrics 40, 27 —40,

Searlet, J.M., Babish, J.G., Blue, J.T., Voekler, S.E. and Lisk, [.{1990). Urinary

-118-



39

40

41

42

43

44.

45,

mutagens in municipal fefuse incinater workers and water treatment workers. J.
Toxicol. Environ. Health 31, 11 —27.

. Squire, R:A.(1981). Ranking animal carcinogens:A proposed regulatory approach.
Science 214, 877.

. Starr, C.(1985). Risk management, assessment, and acceptability. Risk Anal. 5, 97—
102.

. Vollmar, J.(1977). Statistical problems in mutagenicity tests. Arch. Toxicol. 38, 13—
25.

. Waters, M.D., Stack, H.F., Rabinowitz and Garret, N.E.(1988). Genetic activity pro-
files and pattern recognition in test batterry selection. Mutation Res. -205, 119—138.

. Weisburger, J.H. and William, G.M.(1980). “Chemical Carcinogens.” In Doull, JI.,
Klaassen, C.D. and Amdur, MO Casarett and Doull’s Toxicology :The Basic Science.
of Poisons. 2nd Ed. New York:Macmillan.

. Whong, W.~7Z,, Stewart, J.D. and Ong, T.(1990). Use of rat primary lung cells for

studying genotoxicity with the sister-chromatid exchange and micfonucleus a‘ésays.

Mutation Res. 241, 7—13.

Williams, P.L. and Bursen, J.L.(1985). Industrial Toxicology, Van Nostrand

Reinhold.

uriA], faistEA zAg, §AH, A&, p5(1987).

-119-





