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Risk Evaluation with Monte Carlo Analysis
: A case study of housewives in Seoul

il
HD

54,4849 %4 FAd
N A dgel sty 2 $FFAATL

H
MO

D.C. Shin, Y. Chung, S.I. Lee, S.E. Park, J.Y. Yang
Dept. of Preventive Medicine and Institutes for
Environmental Research, Yonsei University

24
I
08
Ao

2 o g 3 4 = X ol 4 ¢
EE - 7 4 45 Al 2 15 ®
Y A8 4798 (), dFF (v )~ FE 9% A7 9659 109
L 47 5%

o] EEL A gaA 1087~959( 93 A9} E 2AME 2-8FF Chloroform
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A FAXNE FIhcH U =F AAEY HYE oL FEEH( EE,
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