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1. M &

AAEFE AdEEe FAERA ALY, 7MY 23 Fdedd
SR R2RTAN 137]‘!11—-*01] AEes 443 dHsAYgALE A
HrmE 71Ed 25 #Esd=E FAstL Aok 2y A
FUEE HeF Aol Agdss AAETAA wE o F3 Aol v
t} sl w i oll, oAk st g EAY FHET ol A
A AT F Qe EHNEE ddstEz, olH EI}HFE P&
3133 Aol o8 wiEe HAES ‘i’r‘&}—E AL sdALe HolHolzt
ZHAE A3ty & 5 JAG. 2 ZE AGAANA M2E
ststE Ao A4, a8 G538t FA Jx, #RHE AT 5
o] 7] wjiel, olzigr Wl 9 FAHRYE ¥t AsHI, oE
BO% F Qe pEd Mg ddstn ¥ 4+ AT ols ge W
slste Y sAued FARG olF AT 4 Y= Pl
®¥ 1988 Suntio VL pulp AZFF HFelA ok 250

18 FASAOM, o5 A B W Aunoz: XY
o due A BAE 5 o) WEA Az FrEEY
%Em‘s}t}i 34t =3 Branson 57 $ARIE FoistetH A
& A F e gdew g g AESY ARE
] ZA A A (Level A, B, C, D)o =18 3% v} gleo

C oo o e 2 KU

—\F::'ﬁ—&lo

rle

B4 A5 383 BHZEAA dSHEeE sA4AH AEE
N AR ATets th27] did E3}EdY SR e AERH AA
el xQlo] "Agesirtay skt =3 DeGraeve % Cooney”, Knight
9} Waller"= 28 &9 Y29 ceriodaphnia & WF4F TAEA Hrlo
o] g3 o1, Burton 5°& AL FYHE A B} Ao
e shetd BEA AR} AEXEQ] vABE A ceriodaphnia ¢ AHE
gk v, BAFAHEA FHAA olE AEARY BTG FEA =0
I oFpskATh g3 ol g BASAEA HPE S o/ AdHS
W SA4ELd g3 Hg HAAde AHEEE H7te dis) Grande”‘“
AA Z pulp #HFe AR vAE JFES HIHE A, o FAA] A
BAo] sulfite waste liquor 99 W3, Parkhurst 5% 2 Gasith 2:9)‘\__"
Daphnia & ©|€3% 544 S T3 AddAs F 54 vedes 4
24 B EAED) JYEHRE H75HAIL, Pickering S0 QB
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23], woldA Ed)o] <zt ﬁﬂ” AE datr] fste)
A E el did fAEAE Adol Iy v 1985%% McGeorge 5V-&
2770 Al #H o] tE Ames test & AAS vl AL, Grizzle” S AxH
o] sl wWrie] FAU] Foko] WY AL %ﬁﬁi . Chiang 5%

2 3470 AgESF 2 d7] A8l 3] Ames test & AA| OP"iE}
Ao B ZU dFE 19683 FE AFHol oF Aejziel o
A NeEAE 2 S AY TR 5 vled FH R 632443121
ZHoAe] A7t Fpdgoen, FAAN AAE AH AL
go} gt 59 ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂlm@:%@ﬂ@ﬂfﬁﬁ%%%%@?ﬂmﬂﬁ
2EHS HEgFAAAY F44 2 wHFod dse Mictrotox & 0] &%
=AY AAS v oy FFBIHHAA APFH S g AAFY
AdTe A %iuh % 4 gtk ol BAEAA o ¥¥e I Fa
&L FHFFA s BAZA L FASAHA F7E AAEe] J9
ﬂ¢4ﬂ4*ﬂ@%EWIWiﬁk Mty B AFede 1%¢s o
43 RA%4 % FARHO FI WAl Auwezs WI/E
%7 olEle EAME N dEHFE dHoE st =AY |
SAE, AXE FANA ﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁ,ﬂﬂﬂ@A TEANE AT FF
A7 A 5 AR A

J
J

O

2. Mz ¥ Ay

7 Aol ME U AlZAF

24z =2 %Zd%*é(’] Atk 4#EA Az, d HFAHY FHLEE
3o HAFWE7|ES DRy olgde FBRAZXTHY HFE AIARE
AREETE B3 @ - sAPe AAsSRAAN FHEA N $HH L
Z gHe ﬂlﬂok & gEomzl? olzg HSo zialsa;%—g— ZAN7 =
@FE §ABAYSY s B shuzk Famse) Aelw vz

L. SMEMZ 9 ARES
A7t AR 5HEA] BAHS detst] dstel ulF @A PETe
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S F83¥ Y. Figle dAF9 EAHAEAS
A7 AAAHe 22 5EFS UElW Aolx, Fig?2, Fig3 2 Figd &
Zy gAY 2AE FARSE yed Aot agla AhstAl 34
(oxidant reduction test)2 LCso @t 4wl d3sles FE=(UX-LCsp)olth
942 NasS0s 200 mg/L 4 g=F, 1.0, 08, 06, 04, 0.2, 0.1, 0.05,
0025, 0012 wé 4 Het) FAF Daphnia o WA AZHLT 508)S
Tt o,

Toxic Effluent

Sample
Baseline Toxicity Red(ag‘iﬁ)?lntte St
Test (Day 2) (Day 2)
|
Initial Toxicity
Test (Day 1)
Aeration Tests
(Day 2)
1 1
lAcidI |EH1 | |Base|
| ]
) ) . Cis Solid Phase
Filtration Tests pH Adjustment .
(Day 2) Test (Day 2) Extre(llcjt;onz’)l‘ests
| ] f | ] L
Acid| |pH1| |Basel [Acid Base| [Acid] fpH1| [Bas

Figure 1. Overview of Phase I effluent characterization tests
(Note: pH I stands for initial pH.)
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@fﬂuelnt Sample |

|

pH 3 pH 1 ]
Day -
1
[ ] [ ] ]
Aerate 50ml Aerate 50ml Aerate 50ml
1h ; 1h ; 1h ;
Maintain pH Maintain pH Maintain pH
NaOH — «— NaOH HCl — < HCI
—r
Day2 |Toxicity| |Toxicity| |Toxicity| |Toxicity| |Toxicity| |Toxicity
\ Test Test test test test test
Figure 2. Diagram for preparing aeration test samples
Effluent Sample
[ pH3 ] L pH1 | H 11
prepared prepared prepared
filter filter filter
[350ml] [50mi| [350ml] (50mi| [350ml]  [50mi]
Thru Cis Thru Cis Thru Cis
SPE SPE SPE
Column’ Column® Column”
-1
Day?2 |Toxicity| | Toxicity| |Toxicity| | Toxicity| |Toxicity] | Toxicity
| | Test Test test test test test

Figure 3. Overview of steps needed with the effluent

and Cig SPE column tests
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Effluent Sample 100 mlat pH 1
{500ml, adjusted to pH 3] [ 500m!, adjusted to pH 3|
450ml, 50ml, 450ml, 50ml,
at pH 3 at pH 3 at pH 11 at pH 11
Use for other HOLD Use for other HOLD
Phase 1 Phase 1
tests: _ tests:
Dayl
— Filtration  Adjust to pH 1 Filtration  Adjust to pH 1
I Aeration Aeration
S Cis SPE Cis SPE
Toxicity Toxicity
Da|y2 Test Test

Figure 4. Flow chart for pH adjustment tests.

ct. SAAE
1) ¥A=ZAAE
27154 A ¥ (initial toxicity test)T ZF AlSo] it SAAE € aug
71# %54 2 P (baseline toxicity test)oll Alg3 FAFEL B dFaoA
AWAEER] Daphnia magna 2 2443t uigte] ofd EWSg Ab&agith
AbSgole uZ #4479 Wi wet HEUT, £ 20t1T, F2A
16A1%F, &7 AR A ALKt AlSE i 28 HE 158 mg/L
CaCOs;, pH 84785 o)W, W ol Scenedesmus subspicatus & o)) % 3} o
e 1 x 10° cells/ml 9] Hl &2 FEF3tQ}.

E4AgL Coulter Counter & vial o AL A(AIS LY + A B)E 20

73
=
=
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ml €3, #8919 Daphnia & 10988 YWoF F 5485 23, 20x1C=

ZAEE Fxo Yol 4841 T =& A]FIH A, 2447 witt 1rnmob1hty 9

AANAE ZAIAY. AFA}E moving-average-angle W probit ol
zr

mra}A] 244)2F ECsp 3+S T
2) TASAAE
7H AQEF
Aol A28 75 Salmonella typhimurium TA98 2 TA100 & ZF¥xn
ARG FAMESEEA] 23T FHulF)o2HEH I STgale)

4z 2 FAHAEL Maron and Ames 29| ¥ o] Fato] A A3k o}

W) A=A A (S-9 mix)e] FA)

S-9 E3¥L $7 Sprague-Dawley #HE (HF 220 g WHYHEHE
Aroclor-1254A & ZAFEAIZE 3l XA S 2™ S-9 mix (protein 1.6
mg/mDT A7 S-9 E 83 AlFH cofactor (WAKO 309-50611)E £33t
ofgfe] Ao =2 ALGA M A, dFo AY AL} AT)

MgCl: - 6H20 8 uzmol
KCl 33 #mol
G-6-P 5 pgmol
NADPH 4  pzmol
NADH 4  pgmol
Na2HPO4 ]

NaH2PO4 - 2H20 100 £ mol
S-9 ¥3 0.46  mol
T 954  zmol

10 ml

‘:}) A5 =4

AAE AF AEE AlE 100 ml & #H3ko NaCl 23894 10 ml &
7}‘@ % 100 ml ¢ dichloromethane (DCM)2.2 23 FE39 Ny 7t&2=2
A%AZ 4 dimethylsulfoxide (DMSO) 15 ml o] 5o o302 uzm ¢)

3 AL 9dAEZ 3459 0.1 mi/plate B HIYSHT. o W HuyEE
1 x doh :
pH ZA% %7|, 937, Cis SPE ZHE5S E743% AlE: 94 AJF 100

ml & & H9Jr 22 AA4E 714 Agedtt.  Cis SPE 2y & &5
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N7l A 89 ZA)+= Cis SPE &8 & acetone 10 ml ¥ methanol 10 ml &
2H 2 FHAA EEAZD T Ny 722 £01& i d & DMSO 15 ml
2 o 9o} e RAHo 2 HY3FY )

2h) Al gy
ANFERDY Hele 2 =49 2 N9 %—Eﬂ °o|EE 7\}%— direct plate
incorporation 2.2 3. a¢EV H op agar & 45C = ¢
g3 "I tube (Falcon #2054)] 2 ml & 5% g Alg U"]%Qﬂ 100
£, S-9 mix (FL FT7FF) 500 L, Tulgd 100 ,u(% £ top agar o] &3,
Z Al vortex mixer ¥ 273%3%F &3t minimal glucose agar plate °ll
Ho] odqutgoz 7)o 1F HAA st ZA FHATE.  SAUYERTLS
DMSO 100 ¢ &, FANEXTS FAARZEZD &98 Z2Z 100 4 7}shod
Zre wp o g Al A E )
Top agar 7} €29 EdHolEE HFYA 37 C oA <F 483t vjss &
E2YE A
ul) A3te] &4
Z} g Fol] dojA 2748 EdolE AT
o o] w F¥AHo=, 2v) mwre AL S
TF ol dol A FASE Yeld A|gAz
EHde E2EEYUS7E SAdETY 88
FojxE Ao g FAI AL

r:iJ
r°*'
o

+do 2 BAFSAY. o o 17)
g Aoz #AAIJGT. XA}
A 3AY background lawn ©]

2}, golE2X E4Y

1) Cis SPE Z¥ Elution

Daphnia ©} 3 54E2E &A37] 93}
FH3te pH &A(, 3, 11)493/Cis SPE Z+¥
34" E4& &8FAA Daphnia o T =
3t o}

Daphnia o 93 ZXAHAFL Css SPE Z¥E S acetone ¥ methanol =
|EA7 H, N ﬂii |ulE IR ©s, Daphnia A&l FojA
ZAAEE AT

2) $94%59 BFHL: T B4

12k Almell dal pH 2H({, 3, 11), 7], 93, Cis SPE Zd E359 =%
S 3 & IR9AE TEE FAHEA, 544U vuddg. FFdLE
Solution Analyser (Cole-Parmer 5800-05)% %= (Orion Residual Chlorine
Electrode)& ©]-&3t9 233t
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3. &3 ¢ n@

7t daHal M Fo| HEy SN U 5

otz A Heeh H2F w49 COD, pH, TFEs v: ¥
EA4ANE 2= thE Table 1 & 21}

Aol sty B daE BB Moz E COD &
3tz g37] o9 W wErIEe %F7] st tAl 44
dte] WFshE AL ALY F Ao, WA IFFLY BRI A
HHA 71 wheb thx zeli= Qe 25 mg/lT12 mg/l E FAH AT

e 5A4& BWAH daAHAF HSEe Daphnia ol A =424 hr
ECso)0l 01%731% 2 "X He] Hste oF 2375008 F718tAS&
& & A3, Ames test A2 B wolJA L 1x A5 AF S-9 FA)
stoll AEEAE o, daAYe F AFTFA oM EQdWlE FIHAIA
S 2 ol SA4E 7RG a8y -9 & BAAARALS "=
NFHARFEAAE S0l YA @stom, TAR A S-9 & A
A e Afol HE 2EY FU AA3 FrrekAck. TAL00 o A
gA daAge Ed¥E SRS E2YY F7hE S-9 AYA
os dAsAT. Y 2 FFEE S-9 BAAIA A TS
B, TA9 A= @daA7E voldd s o AaA7E FFol Uek
o4y TA100 AIME L3]8 F7HA71E Aol vewtt. a8y 5 o5

0x

of ¥3 22uUe "use dadY A% gwglel S-9 FAA
A48 =27 debgh 2R AR FTE 13 AR FAE 3g) v
AT 33 MRS 14 R 23 A=l We F40) W43 Fon, el
Hol EHE o3 e gL You, gaH g T ARS
9 FREAE FLREY.  2HBRE GNP AFPRFY B4
AFH 94 2 G20 A% %BAR BSBA) 9T BFAA 5o
Sao} $AMESD 9 Welddel TAUGR ¥ £ YA odfe
e #A57] Aekd G249 Daphnia o N SHANBE @ 23, 54

7 (48hr ECso)©] 0.037 mg/L (0.03470.042 mg/L) < H| H*O}"i, 24713+ ECso
T JHAL FEE Table 164 Al B, 0012 mg/LAAD),
0.028 mg/L(2x}), 028 mg/L(32h) ol2=2 FASA# vlus) & o 139

23} NgE BAFAL 22 W59 Daphnia o) ¥ EHS J=AHE
B 2 5 Ao 33 AR ALolE IFAL: B JFroE 9=
FA), BEEH THY FEFL A3 Gl o A Ao

Azt
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MoldAol Frtstrz I AU 22 2V AT AGA=E 2
d kis

—
EQRM 2% ] 1 HHL AW

1) FABEN dad 54
D. magna o ™3 2z} A 89 =Xz dlZF(baseline)? =4z
Table 29 2o}, z28]3 A3kAlol d3 &9 A 2 (oxidant-reduction test)
ANEAH F3 50% HARAIZHLT 50s)2 Table 3 3 2t LCs &< 1%
AN gel Mgt +& F A3, 23 L 33 A5l F3HR] E&A .
Table 2 & #HFd. E93de SAHAEIS 279 A 194 FAHo=
o pH & WA 5, 7], o, 44F Cg SPE 23 FH59 HA
AA Y AW A welN SH4ELDY 5SS BEMstax

o &

ddtq o2 pHe #stEde &=, =A(polarity), 324 (volatility),
7 44 (stability) R speciation®] &S Fo} A= 2 HFEHo BE o) &
4 R FA46 WsE VHAL F dvn 4dEA A", E #HS$= pH F2A
(adjustment) o o1& Z/4¢ W3yl gldvh. 3 F 7 (aeration), o 3% <]
Aol delME pHE 3 & 11 2 ¥3AZE o9 540 tax ZaHA
I, 53] pHE 11 2 ZHsRE o SAATL7 Y. ¥ pHE 11 =
A% & o3 —Ci SPE ZHE FHAZ F9 AL U=y 54
(baseline toxicity)®.t} 368)(12}F), 7¥i(3xh) AE Dol 23 A5 A$
= A9 5A4E& YEA #EE5S ¢ ¢ AT 182 sodium thiosulfate
2] 23 (Table 3)& EW sodium thiosulfate® Az 3lx ¥ AL A
g Daphnia ¢ 50%7} XAt = AE= AIZHLT 50)0] 54A1k0H €3}
o, sodium thiosulfate & AH&3tH el Fo] Frgd ot LT 50a= 2
o4RA  0.05mle& A = 48A1 ol Ao E Daphnia ©l Wi A o]
Ao fAXSE & F UG F, ?FREL: 5SS Daphnia B WEHE
FAAE W FAdo] HUHTE TA dS5S A ¥ = UG ol F
AMd S FRIAeE ] st EA4ol R =Udd 1x A8l )
pHx 4, pHZXA/%57], pHXA/A %, pHEH/AH}/CSPE ZH 5] 284S
& F AFFEAFEE FAHIIL, 2 SAANFEFAY AJHAS A vy 1
A= t3 Fig 63 2ot 2dolA BE vie) Zo] ARd: 59 34
A Z(ECs)FS] Ao wl$ #S(=0842)¢ ¢ F AUTh

gt ol ARES Ads) vy, E gaod 4L pHE 3%

rr

11=



o7
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I — Cizs SPEZHES THA7|E A7 gd X Hsle HAlo]
F48le, ol28 YA sodium thiosulfateS H2letd FA| 54
g F JAT agBRE 2 dgA BAS Yelhis B9
Aatdel e EZF, ¥FA(non-polan)e] #7|3dEAd=Z Ao
Hao 44, 7‘13]474 2 Table 19 #HFEHOZ v]Fo E
A% GaAHAHNN BFEH G429 o] a9 v H4S
A, HSERAS 4 Aoz AzHE

LA

SOt
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Table 2. Results of toxicity characterization tests using Dapgnia magna
by effluent manipulation

Toxicity (24hr ECso, %)

Manipulations Tt Sl Trd
pH Adjustment

pH 3 6.1 37 52

pH 11 82 >100 16
Asration

pH 1 1.8 41 3.0

pH 3 6.1 60 9.0

pH 11 9.3 92 16
Filtration

pH 1 1.1 60 3.1

pH 3 6.1 60 54

pH 11 14 0 18
Filtration — CisSPE

pH 1 1.3 60 15

pH 3 11 60 18

pH 11 47 >100 22
Baseline toxicity 1.3 32 3.1

Table 3. Time required to kill 50% of the D.magna (LT 50s) in the
oxidant reduction test

Vol. of Na»S;0; solution added (ml) LT 50s (hr)
0.0 54
0.012 7.1
0.025 22
0.05 >48
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4500
4000 o in(y)=3.49-2.2x
3.500
3.000
2.500
2.000
1,500
1.000
0.500

0.000

0.500 . - L
0.000 0.500 1.000 1.500 2.000

Concentration(mg/L)

Flgure 6. Relationships between. the acute toxicity (24hr. EC50,%)
to D.magna and the residual chlorine concentration (mg/L)
in test solutions.

2) S| 94
daA S Fol Aol s pH 23, pH £4/%7], pH £3/9)% Se|
A4 22g 72 F DCM 02 F%, 3339 dolda ANde AA@

A3 (Tabled-HHRtH oz Aol ARE Ao, 3712 Ay =zz}e
Alse Mol & TS FA FAh 1Y daAF Fo A=ms
pH Z4% o3 (filtration)& vh&, CisSPE Z#& 3 A7) & DCMo=
FE,350 Woldd AFE AANT A, gRE ABAN Z2Y F7)
dA8 gaste] 79 ﬂ%z?‘ TEOE dojgt IER HAFd Y
Bl=4d e #7138 Ed2 FHdn.

B
L
riq
ox.
mio
_\:
o
£
rr
m{n
r\o
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Ch.eHolEd BY

1) Elutionn o} o9& SAEE <

A3 (Table 2, Table 4ol A Q13 AXo), HFe pHE =4 3 F AR
/Cis SPE Z3& 32714, 93 @5 ARty Daphnia o A =474
EddoldAe] A ZAasATh & oyt FAHE Hetle £20] Cis
SPEZH F&Ho Q& Aotk gt FEo] shEsttt. waba o] ZH o
FaRAHo] d¥ EZS actone ¥ methanol® FEAIA, Daphnia o s
= 2dWol¢gAd S 3 AIE Table 59 Table 634 2t}

H <9 Daphnia®l thd 5432 A 3/Cis SPEZR A 9z pHE x4
317 e A9 (pH 1)+ ¢ 368, pH 394 = 2F 268, pH 1114+ <oF 44
Bl EAo] 7HAEAr] wEol, X0 Fag HENF Cp AHEA A
Aol Wo] FAHY gl& Aoz AAHYOY, FEAF A= ol%
BE AnE wHiAdy. & EAo] ulf =& Ao Ad4E pH 1194
Aol g A uge=d, o ol  Crdl FERHE gFEEY EZ0
of & HAYE EZo|y] wiol HAA AEo|EAo] vl oA A
ARz goad=d, AFFAHAA pH 194 FEE 2 B 2 &3
Yo, pH 30AME giriEy Edo] Eo &I A gl fejdd FF
ol = Zol FEHPY WA FEAZAAY FAANEE
g Ed g, 2% #U]EuE ALHAIA Ed F FAHAEE @
AAstolol T2 AAE IS F JYT HoFE Azdd

WolgdAd AZZAF/E Table 4914 B %] Filtration/Cis SPE Z @ X g2
Hol Aol AR gAistd, ojue Ci ZHE &SAA Ada & 43,
g E wioldAMoel AA F/iEte AFRE IFAem, TAL0NAM BT
TA 9BolA 22U 77 A% AASAT o)e 2H2 & o YA E
WoldAd BEZL HFAY fr|gs 23Y Aoz FFHEH

Mo Joox M

H

Table 4. Mutagenicity test of effluent using Salmonella typhimurium
TA98 and TA 100 -2nd & 3rd sample®



. . TA9S TA100
Manipulations  Dose ~39 1990 39 +59
2nd sample
Baseline O 19 25 193 185
1/9 X 87 64 400 183
1/3 X 233 152 866 278
1 X 383 691 550 506
pH Adjustment
pH 3 O 19 25 193 185
1/9 X 108 78 471 182
1/3 X 301 268 984 215
1 X 462 854 571 640
pH 11 . 0 19 25 193 185
1/9 X 56 72 300 196
1/3 X 106 194 332 253
1 X 446 644 798 476
Aeration
pH 1 O 19 25 193 185
1/9 X 85 48 290 1461
1/3 X 164 171 511 241
1 X 540 506 929 388
pH 3 0 19 25 193 185
1/9 X 95 78 333 184
1/3 X 320 217 828 233
1 X 378 706 572 406
pH 11 O 19 25 193 185
1/9 X 59 65 257 138
1/3 X 137 144 202 227
1 X 526 502 405 231

(CONTINUED)

_39_



TA9S TA100

Manipulations  Dose

-59 +S9 -S9 +S9
Fllatration
pH 1 O 25 33 151 186
1/9 X 55 60 199 172
1/3 X 183 215 273 256
1 X 253 719 -b) 496
pH 3 O 25 33 151 186
1/9 X 80 91 219 222
1/3 X 266 259 368 335
1 X 843 1067 814 - 513
pH 11 0] 25 33 151 186
1/9 X 71 74 388 185
1/3 X 333 256 1178 316
1 X 416 1176 1692 872
Flltration — Ciz SPE
pH 1 O 25 33 151 186
1/9 X 20 51 195 150
1/3 X 27 43 171 168
1 X 40 69 223 174
pH 3 O 25 33 151 186
1/9 X 97 85 258 193
173 X 79 61 195 123
1 X 38 69 197 147
pH 11 O 25 33 151 186
1/9 X 24 39 167 193
1/3 X 23 53 200 190
1 X 41 50 212 228

(CONTINUED)
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. . TA9S TA100
Manipulations  Dose 39 150 5o +50
3rd sample
Baseline O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 82 52 578 74
1/3 X 129 117 432 115
1 X K 311 K 384
pH Adjustment
pH 3 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 51 44 256 70
1/3 X 197 63 710 83
1 X 248 274 K 180
pH 11 o) 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 53 45 261 63
1/3 X 139 100 882 89
1 X 126 185 341 195
Aeration
pH 1 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 63 36 325 81
1/3 X 211 103 1077 118
1 X K 260 K 256
pH 3 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 53 45 176 65
1/3 X 120 99 474 73
1 X 135 261 K 133
pH 11 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 86 46 333 63
1/3 X 206 108 866 120
1 X K 309 K 297

(CONTINUE)

-41_



TAS8 TA100

Manipulations  Dose

-S9 +359 -S9 +39
Fllatration
pH 1 0 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 98 56 504 93
1/3 X 247 112 808 123
1 X K 255 K 365
pH 3 0 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 52 39 153 63
1/3 X 100 81 410 81
1 X 222 223 1042 131
pH 11 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 65 41 260 78
1/3 X 137 86 787 113
1 X 196 212 1131 171
Flltration — Ciz SPE
pH 1 0] 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 22 35 62 62
1/3 X 24 27 86 81
1 X 29 39 153 116
pH 3 0] 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 16 25 81 72
1/3 X 23 23 91 66
1 X 33 25 114 78
pH 11 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 11 47 56 66
1/3 X 15 28 70 -T2
1 X 19 30 81 83
2AF 1 pg 375
SA 1 ug 452
¥ Data are means of 2 plates. K : killing effect

® Data unavailable
2AF, 2-aminofluorene; SA, sodiyum azide
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Table 5. Toxicity of the aligout from filtration/Cis SPE column
manuplation and the elution from Cig SPE column to Daphnia magna

Toxicity (24hr ECso, %)

Aliquot Elution
Filtratiion—Cis SPE
pH 1 6.2 9
pH 3 45 18
pH 11 74 60
Baseline toxicirt 1.7

Table 6. Mutagenicity test of the elution from Ciz SPE column using
Salmonella typhimurium TA98 and TA100”

Manipulations  Dose IA% TAL00
-S9 +S9 -59 +89
2nd sample
Flitration — Cis SPE

pH 1 O 15 28 134 174
1/9 X 52 45 141 173
1/3 X 108 116 178 196
1 X 287 280 321 310
pH 3 0O 15 28 134 174
1/9 X 49 43 185 165
1/3 X 142 102 227 266
1 X 353 215 473 407
pH 11 O 19 34 167 159
1/9 X 48 51 146 162
1/3 X 160 132 217 269
1 X 427 447 396 322
Blank O 19 34 167 159
(Cigcolumn) 1/9 X 23 38 123 154
1/3 X 19 34 104 147
1 X 26 37 109 140

2AF 1pg 635

SA lug 634

(CONTINUED)
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TA93 TA100

Manipulations  Dose

-S9 +59 -S9 +59
3rd sample
Flltration — Ciz SPE
pH 1 0 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 72 71 218 84
1/3 X 201 138 631 143
1 X 284 305 522 253
pH 3 O 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 107 60 387 103
1/3 X 195 159 934 199
1 X K 318 K 684
pH 11 0) 14 25 65 73
1/9 X 34 56 98 84
1/3 X 73 103 215 154
1 X 217 301 460 387
2AF lug
SA lug

¥ Data are means of 2 plates.
2AF, 2-aminofluorene; SA, sodium azide
K : killing effect
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