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AbgHe AobbRA vhAl: 23 HAE B0, Wi 248 Ba thrd 2el4), sl
A, AESd 2% oA =8 4 HRHor wIUY BALALAL nPolzE
2 el 4Be F7lo] 8 AR} Hol YUFoA A4E Yo% B
e fEalE au, AAHA W % 5§/ AP 59 A2y dFe 74 @opd

Selutete] A$ 1960 T AFRiskel ol SAA AN AW FP FAE
1980t SolMol Hl2a BARoz EAZ ASn A7ss] Ak F48H
ob718l BA2AY Azt dg A4 Haoz s o4 BAEAL WIFUH B4
AL HQe ey olel futEs Hetr)ae] A7 REan dRAel Aol e
27 wmE 2oz Ane HYon, old @ ste HH(goalr) ANEA % F
A e ANH BATHA 79T SAAHN] WPH T A Aol

BRodd tet A Ay A7 2 A P meto] SAd W & v
= usdze o7k AL 4 Atk B Aol W Bgaols] dFe Fg AEst
Aelzte] BAgol e oty Aol TFA AN By HEY Aotk 2y ¢
2] Ams Aol A= BATAY FIAA AL BAPow g A 7
B3 Ao wAL da AsHoz AW sd BAL ARz W AN BIA
ol Q= w2 o= tub" £ gl FRE WAlolu

el 20008t E Edeo & AlHAA v} 84 AFErE 833 e F
A A QT dolA 849 ds 2ol 9384 H 7Henvironmental health risk assessment)
of th3t HEAQ =98 dvh= AL ol Al HoA vf§ 29 = o] ofd F ¢l
) ol SHFAY HAA B EAZGL AzhEo)A] Y] offolr}

2ES 27k AFAQ AQe] ol st WA o s dH b Gy W
& A8 A, A, And s pola ik §I, A7z 34, ERASE Y
el gF kel dd Ao oA Aivtetd FFHE A E(iskE #H oA &
2 wolsd 4 on 1 FaAE JdAs FAe HAM 2 E%E A% ¥
4 gk g oA AR @ wA A xe =oHa, volrtol o wWeks
2Asord HAg Avigta weAch



2. XX (traditional) A3} Wy

ABAQ gRAdo g AFLHAME F2 2997 29348 FHoz vF
o] gtoh. a2y, HF BFLIEH F¥E HE HFIEAA 8 A (receptor) F, A3t
of gt #o] FIIEAA olF F402 FHF BYJ} o]FA F YRR A9
Hgol dgHa Ut F, 2dE EoldEVL §7], EY §& vHAE Ha HEFdE )
Ld QA2 =E2H AAY ARG 4TS wA He ddY AAE A Yo
W, LAP2E At od IS Folv T HFHA o] FFHA HE Ro)
23
2t. fAgEotel e

A Z(risk) @ FHERY EFsEY &3 =24 7dely Aol Ao Has
A7} G 2E(probability) £ 7Hs A4 (ikelihood) 0.2 A AT, 9an= oA
(safety) & utslE do g 223 (voluntary) £+ ¥l A2 (involuntary) T2
ERE 4 Ao AEF dexd FAF Zo] sidely Alzle] ojd #Fo] YIEE 2t
I Yuhs ARE S olu| ¢ @wolEolE Wi, FA QP g o] sjgle] B
AT F e FFAA oA & glo] Wwolgdo 3= v ALY YR dzxtFHoR A}
slH o2}, AR BEldtol A ZAEHojoF & ko dF3r] Wi I FLA0)
9 avi & 4 Yok

AN AEAF S ofd 54 Edoly 948 A¥dd xEFHo JENG F e Y
Ze HAdo 1Y g3 FES FAHS}E FHA FA o) FgF & gk Al B
st A A LG Aol 83 3F 919 (environmental hazard)ol =&FH UL F ¢,
DA 7Hed FES A B A¥HoE FHEE Aok, F FHEAA N ot
A, 34, 5483 9 AN AdFAA2RE 2dE o] 83 94 (extrapolation)&
58, Fo4A & 24N A vH F A= A7 Y4HEAE dF3 3 HrEes
Aolt}, o] 3 H7he 484 #2(hazard identification), % % 7Hexposure
assessment), £&F-¥F8  H7}(dose-response assessment) P HEE  AA(risk
characterization)®] F8& 494& E3 3P, F2 494 F 340 A4 9
81 A 3 7} (qualitative risk assessment)oll &3l3 £3F-u¢ FJ7h =& HYrl, Y5 AA
& AL A 7} quantitative risk assessment)d] &3t}

L}, 9I84A 249l (Hazard identification)
AR 2 dA= AFdnA e FHLAEHY ANZE B A Al
A Faig ARE 2dstertel da A= FAHAAHA HUt SAol g HEA

W A b Fad FEo] ofd qEHL FE R AdC diF d7 ARES
FHeto] TdPe AFe WehFol U™ AFAH Y BEE ol FEIA(weight of



evidence approach)& 3 7}3l& dolt}.

NP3 FAL A H7EE 37 AT 2719 AAY SAEMA, B4 3R] Q4
of a3 4TS FEAI=HE A 4 ol £ J= ZE HHI ARE F
AstedA Ty a8, 9434 #2 dAdA 3 Are oA ola FAH A
H(quality)-e wlgoz Husitk F A o dadg Au52E s 2w
(epidemiological study), 54 A& (toxicological study), SAME L2 3 AYA AF
A} & (controlled human experiments), in vivo, in vitro A8 A8, B854 Hdd &
g 28 Fol Ut ol F AREL W, AL EA I JFAY A9 JE AR
2 ojgdrt

EPAE H|%£3% o8 7|#edy BT IdE B dayes 2d FAHAY 7tF
(weight of evidence)oll <& ®7F AMAE MAAs 23 oy HYAA AFS ze B
Aol M= ol i UE B/ AAE AL Ao 3sEF Edojg A o]
U FAx 54, HASAHolY dgAded diE TEHE AR, AHEE dydez 9dEA
3 Qe 1 BAE FE3E A% AT AR F§ T3 EH HAoY dFAH L
gZ&A "ot dojd FAHE T3 FAY 7HFd wg LAEIE EFFHE L.

¥ 1. EPAY #3335 W EF/AA

QA A ol TE YA tig FA
g3 FA
FE A B3 AR FAUS

= B2 A A A A A
A 3t B Bi B, B; B,
2 & & B> C D D D
85 [ B> C D D E
ZH 8 B> C D D E

(Human carcinogen): 3918 Q1A w2 A

B1,B» (Probable human carcinogen) : -F& ¢ Q14 wet&3

C (Possible human carcinogen) : 7}s% QA WE 3

D (Not classifiable as to human carcinogen) : Q1AW EAZ 825 4 Q= 2
(Evidence of non-carcinogen for human) : Q14 wjwetAE A

C}. 2Y-utS B )} (dose-response assessment)

A8 EA FAAA stEA FF dFol AHHAUE 1 vgolle &FH ¢
§ @A g Hrst o] Fojxo gt &F-wrE Hrls oW HEA I AY
Adol FAHATE 2 AL Ad dvtF e s HEUWE=UE FEFHo2 ¥
e GAZA, THEAR LY SHEE HIWe] ME dar



1) 4 =4

weksl BALE ANHA FASAA B3 AM¥EI 2AHA] G F43) E3s
= @Atk HgdEge de $EZ oWl V7 2o 93 ojud, AU &
3 EAL DNASY T+X2& HYPAI F don ofzgid ¥yL qA =28 AL oy
Ak weksl Bgoz sheE A dAZ B 9l

Hetd EAe A7t EAA FETE F, obF ATEAME F33 ukgo] @y
g 7ol EA%toheE vAXY MdE HL3a Jon, 1 FAHE ‘Ydutyoez JE
o] E7}5 3 (irreversible) &4 @A @Y £F FA3o m2E dd AAXY B9
ol(mutation) 25-8 ZAAT}H = Apde gzt Aot ey A EHo] thalE: F3
FE235AY = 2gdEAN o8 &4"d DNA’} DNA E A Al(repair system)el] ¢}
3 71 g o) g9 {FFo diE B =] Hojx UE Hou, e dd Uy
& 3lBo] Brlgstnz, AGAQ AL Fo] flojof stEEuE &L AAEZ,
H] 9 2] 2 9 (nonthreshold model)& &3] $tch

2okl HA e oy ol UM E tadA #Ho] dE] WolsdA 1 Qi o]
AL initiation, promotion, progression®] A BAZ Yol AP o] ol&o] 1A Z )
BolEdA 1 Q= olfrE B TEEAAM Hd¥Ho =z I FHo] Hoj 97| wFo|u}

Uetd o £%-ukE HUE A8 UMY F& AEE AT Aol a1y
FaislstE Ao o §F-vhE FAVE HE3 WA A AT A= I3 =2V 9
Fol dwtzloz FEEL Yoz 3 Ay AF AHE o] &% o gt

TEAGA o3 YA EA9 LF-wE FHYE AFo=2 ALY M F
712 #Ago] "asit A HAHLS n&FAA HLFoze QiR AHor dukxgo
2 58 Y d7dA AH£" MTD(maximum tolerance dose)E& $27} FA43tuxt &
E 83T AR qto] FR3tn, ojw v]|gX e 4z7E £33 2do] ALLdr}
£ F-ukgo 3 mdold Fo xEFLFOZRY WNEE dF3I AFEdA A
TR iste gtk A7 £F-1E FF PAE Fol AMAA =&4%, d
2 Qe Y 2AGo2RE doz Agg U] o] BETH w(d; FY)o]
A FEZA FEAEE AT EE FEEAH 2E FA EAmV) ol gd) &%
~Hke 54 YA 52 =FL4FOZRE WSS o3 BFHoldd otdg
(safety dose)& A= ETE o] §Hrh

HE TEAYNA ol&He 8% &, JHWHAEZF (maximum tolerance dose; ©]
3t MTD)¥ % MTDE <TAZ %3 £33 T d(multistage, Weibull, log-normal,
Mantel-Bryan model)& o] 83 A& Fo =2 i& HAASA (¥ D).



Cancer Aisk :
] Tox_RAisk
] s UM ,
HN&s<c=0 2Af e
@ a,’ 1
x l
7:_ )
> /Il . |
] Multistage, Weibull i [
: 1
UR ‘_j_ :g : Mafitei—-Bryan, Lognormal ! |
(99 Has) ; ! {
i
/ ' |
1 ' |
. . Dose
|0"? ‘ *
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MTD MTD
v

VSO (M AH oHH BY)

C #gEe HyMd sy S3NHOM ABHF Bg
(ug/L, ug/w’) N i (lﬂ/!g/duy)
SSNN NAORY BY e
(MERHN o HoI0))

YL A Bl &-ukE it

| F-0kg Hrioll M AgEo gl Qitel o] Y ol 3 WAl HAHI w
o] Meoluth oy 1R AR #aARe] HFPErt FRIAGUT ALkl o
ZHEE A8z vl 2 2o)E HolA Hug EYQirde] HEsHzQ @A B
ATAA AFAE 12 dFAAJL FEl AR A EA A Mo sl HrE ool Fhu)

o] me} U ALFA Yl Aoz A wiolA £ ow) o] o] v}
B Al "t dubH o g oA ZHe A Y SFoA Ayt w8 wdS Mg
Hxd 2L olfE Y XM o ¥ f8(F #AVIES o 944 HA)S A
F37] Wl

FRHA AL Algdol glo] ko] wE kg3 FAHBY| el FEAFNA AL
£9 832 Algd 33 €% (human equivalent dose)o. & @A K AAAY
7} (dose scaling)o] Hasich ojwi= AEHA J7hste] 38 d@shi= zo] Yut
Aol Gl 3 WEE Aol FEOIY FA Ko dEiAi= U A
(equipotent)& YEME RS 7P oz i)

W B A £FHEL BE dFEe YA 2ot g E Aol
aY'2lo] Agdhi= ol&H A JA AEHH(surface area)d o|&Fh. LT H
o= @as] AFHA g3 FEAA AR LFHFS Foz BT F Q=



WA e BaA 7] s YA oFEF Y g4 23 (physiologically based pharmaco
~kinetics model)-& o] &37]% 3t}

o]#3 §F-N&HrtY HF Az g £F FEAAY IS g S P&
= Aoz, 99 3% FAX(unit risk estimate)ZAN FHE B, EPASl HE Foll A
Al, Bl, B2, CZ ##% EHd s olzd 9Asle FARALE FHshy Abgel o
AYA 2 AV geEs #F P FEARE o] &3 7% F Juh A= W
wolad gt Fo] FEabs FAS WgEAR BRI de AAHoo

d3F oz WY EF §F-wE HUloA dojxE AREL dfHE F7
2ok AAZ oA &Foltt G E FAX = EPAY WHO® A% 159 P59
i P AFE ads 70kgd 774 HRlo] 70d Fe oW FHEEHo] Il
we/L B2 lpg/mHE 299 83vA =ZHAL A o2 Qs o] TAFH & <l
¥ 23 s dHA=

2) vja¢ 5484

8} 55 9f Hl"‘?} %""‘JOI FAFHAYE, 1 Gz vdg &z &3-vkE Pt
7} gt g EA L WdEAn} o] & QAo dA=go] ik FHol Q.
52 g gukatd, Z% FyE $E A7 AT FAE AT 7] wi-oln, wivkeh
Bae g#-vke FrigAME gditgd o JArt EAFva sFA3EE o= o] &%
olgl2 & sMEE FFo] doux gk BE RAolth

vt B A e £3-18--& Hrigte dede F2/8A W (structure-activity
relationship, SAR approach), T4 {9 #H3X¥(chronic inhalation reference
concentration, RfC method), & #-1v+& % d 2 (dose-response modeling), AR &4 #:*
¥ (decision analysis approach) §9| 47}A] HT W] A& & Atk SARHW LS
A% ztgyto] o] &5 wkd wwet fE-wkE HIPE Hud B2 A AU}
87, AR HEYHe M $e AEE Y/ 2 = --*‘01 At

EPACl A utet Bl S3-uts HrigAo A 7 JdurH oz o] &ufi= WS
%9] A3 (inhalation RIC) %¥ A3 # 1% (ingestion RID)Yolv}, et &2
S 7S Y% dEEe WHe ARG digt A7} Avks 2] e Wy
o guizrlow dx9 EAE AAFA T AAZ X7t /A7 A Apole] wh}
st HMagAE mad olgd MU o)z s, 9Y AXNgo N WA A
Aee Hesrlos Felst Jonz §3-0e Wke A& AuE AHg deliz )
ANZF 7AFAE elslof ol wldd SH-uk HUIE A% As AYA aysol
Aol =& %59 7ol #AL A7 ¥E :F ExE AR LW xFo g
A% 4g¢e g2 Aot e dEAd HE £F-UEH ke e 1F 299
(stationary source)o.ZR-E W& EHE A¥EQ YA xZoly] wite] A7 AmolA 9
x&7)zte] E msojof dtu), v xF A7t obd A HHxEE aFsto AWt



Eojol 3y,
) RfCs2 RDs #<

RfC/RDE &4 80 &5 +e A7Hd I “rd(safty)” %S Fr7stes
Aojth, TFAHAZE B3I xFY FuFERIO)E dutd oz 3§ % 31% E(inhalation
RIC)EXN EHEHY AT FZE 3 =& £F& FIARME2 Eddd. & o 0z
g AdoMe Y=g 3R F& HAFLY FHEEFolt o)y e 3gEA
o] g3/ A483 NOAELI 7ol AT 71d @& Fxoli &4 A3 9o #
g do] L= o]E HA BH 93 FF(Lowest Observed Adverse Effect Level,
LOAEL)olg} HH3l3 EPAAE BE TEATE B3l9 Y3 LOAEL#HE HES)
3 Utk EPACIAE §F 9F°] dojuA] && M € 528 FRRIEFEFNo
Observed Adverse Effect Level, NOAEL)e|2} 3§ttt NOAELY M €& RfC/RfD9 H7}
oA AR dAe| 7] Wi M Fasth

e oA A8/ grhd, QA A28 ¥% (human equivalent concentration,
HEC)7} g7tslojof 3ith & ¥8 AF2ZHE NOAELS x£77% Agyd 29 3
olo] wal wAE = NOAEL(HEC)2Z Wgsojop &% RIC/RIDE of7)el #8344 A
4 (uncertainty factor ; UF)®} ¥ 844 (modifying factor ; MF)7} L& 5| ojof &t}

RIC/RfD(mg/kg/day) = NOAEL(HEC) / (UF X MF)

q714 28444 e RICRIDE dAs=d AHEE A8E A4 do T3
© B8AAE wAEI] As AHgEE AW, 105 1007HA 9 ¥ 44 (modifying
factor) 574 3EAA ol&E F JUe ARY H#%H BEHGd A AFve @
¢S wgste Aot

Lh too1E HIRAALC) £ 885 dHdAHZ AHAA(Lifetime HAs) #%

RIC =& RIDE dd ¥ T+ dd 285 43, AU AF £ 299 4
719 = (Relative source contribution : RSC)E 1# 3 W7]7]F A X(Ambient Air
Level Goals : AALG) ®v £85% L49%E Hux<Qd JAPZ dAA(Lifetime
health advisories : Lifetime HAs)& ZAAY & Uttt 24949 Ad 7ldxs ygs &
7 WA, 85, AF ES 24 od B2 F 249% F 7479 vjAst 7Y
e B&g T



RfC(mg/kg/day) X H A5 (kg) X RSC(%)
dd & FZF(m'/day)

AALG(mg/m') =

RfD(mg/keg/day) X BHFAF(kg) X RSC(%)
dd 85 A (L /day)

Lifetime HAs(mg/ ¢ ) =

2t. = =4 Il (exposure assessment)

£F-0rg YriRE JgEA IFE &2 FHE F Ade JHEE i4F
stgou, AAAA 8 =2H8H02FE & 75 ATHGO] o= FEo 93 A
3 AEAE ¢ HEAE E2FS HIhstoof #it

2 2YrtolE 29 AFHEY A7), %9 ZE(strength), ¥l X (frequency) 2L 7]
ZH(duration), 22]2 =FF 2 Fol i 24 E0] ¥1=A uEHo o} g1, FHLIE
Z2R(8% 24 £+ 299)3 PA A (biological monitoring) & 538 A =EFHFL F
Ag 4 Advh A =& ¥FE dFE AME ikl Sl xZ(mg/kg/day)S
& 2ol ¥dE F Uth

£ 2% (Total dose; mg)

AA Fot dYHA T =
(Average daily A F(Body weight; kg) X FH(Life time; days)
lifetime exposure)

2 8% = QEEAFTE X HEFEE X =T 7} X FFEE
(Total (Contaminant (Contact (Exposure (Absorption
dose) concentration) rate) duration) fraction)

7|4 LEEHY FEE A% HEFa = WAFT], B, F4, EY )
A HFEAY FEE YEU I FELLS FY, 43 E= AF HFE B wjA A
A7t A& &8¢ Dotk =270 LEEEHAY HEVIVS LI, FrEES A
£l A UE Sovte F LYEAY FAFLES T¥T EPAAME dirjedl
% FEHELS dY 3FEE o83 gleon, 4 HE 20m/dayelm, &85 HH
% HEES 4dY 85 HAHFE ol &3tn o, 4 HF 24/dayoltt. dwrH o
2 FFEE] ZAHA &S EFEL A x=&" %9 100%7F Frddn 7HE 8
i A



of. 9loll & & A (risk characterization)

AME HAH(risk characterization)& gl % EAA =% %7 Aol &
F-utg F7LE X§ete] AgEA "o S¥-vg Hrio vtz W e g v
dEHoA e AL HE wyo] 747z =

1) 4 =4

A== durgdoz I Y8 E(individual risk)®F AFAGE ¢ 8] % (population
risk)2 F@Ph £ Fofzl AU AdAsEe] F¥2E gd8d + Yot

AdFAGe YA HIYs “(aggregate risk) 2EE HHAT o] % 5o 3=
Ad G99 s F3A dE 5 dd G E FAAE BE EWE Ewe/ L,
T lpg/m)ol A0 EL AEH(EEF 0m/day, B 245 AHHFE 20/day)e
Z Qe =&HUL 9 opr)HE BT ATt o A, ARFE-oIA ] H XA
& 7HREA Aol FAojth whef AF oA Hl A M Adoletd @Sl e g
S ZA 9o G B FAY BHFE A AR s JrArEe] o
&g Frh

oWl o Ao sl £F-uE HE B 4EFE %Y =F YUl B3 A
ol %% F(mg/kg/day)S H3H iU E(individual risk)E ¥& F Ao Q43
@ 98l T (population risk)= 71 fElEe] xF A4 HAH QA4E F3lA AEy
o},

dE& S0 X g LPEAY ¢@ol 4 X 10 (mg/ke/day) ‘ol xZE o] 20me/
ke/dayd o, 7R EE ARG 8F(UX10°%20 = 8x100)0l3 A7 AL Huw
Ho 2 MRS o AT Fd Y= 800F o] ).

azyy, s Hoboles ¥ EE-4 A (uncertainty)©] FubE 7] wlFo] A} 54 o
Fosliol 38, Az A dA do] vzl B ) HEa Ejo] FA]
e 2ok ), o]E BAMS 9sir] YukA o7 Monte-Carlo simulation®] Y% &S
of o8 o]& =oAL = FAolth H& EPA AANAE A FHAE Y
gl Fdat £E AAEE XY B&(d, 909%, 95%, 97.5%, 99%)2 FH}EE 31
k. A, e FEE dFs AalFEol EHE AFFE FY{H =Y, o5 98
5 2EZ3Yot U 3EFEN 2E2HE ATFR AEHo|ok vt ek Huly
To e 9 sE7oE gddUW, deE: F¥XE AAE 4 98 Roltt

2) gy =3
e EdY xFo wE A Wrke §%3-98 HrbE 8 AEE FaX

e B34 A dnAge vug T AgE £ Jdv F H 2AFES A 59



dY FHgF(FHnA ; RIC £ RID)EE 38§ FE(AALGs E+ Lifetime HAs)9} v
gozd d 29 T 18 2943 Ao Fdl S LAY 7154 S A
A& Fo, 10380 A$oe A &3 ASE AAE Foh

aug - H 29% $301N9 QA =2 Hmg/ke/day)
# 7 7(RIC/RID, mg/kg/day) X ©A¢ 4l 71l £(RSC)

d Y% 5 (ug/m', ug/ )

=

iy

AALGs(ug/m’) =+ Lifetime HAs(ug/ )
SoHEs > 1 - 9

FAA Fe FELE IF
<1 — QA o2 07

ole} e Q&A Brte FFHAHU BEAHL A #el(risk management)ol] thdt f
43 A2 ALLE7] fEol fsd B AAS AA 4o HrkAE o8 7t
2 A AEA A, 71€3 AAHQ EAES ndsted FM AYAE0] FAAHA )
Fao g o|gHa =W olF, FXE Fojule HAiE Fr FHo olgdr)



3. fsidEIle] M2 WL (new paradigm)
7t. =& (exposure)d} 22f(dose)| &}

ey AAE dFdEe] A0 AREAHR] AAE FHEE AL o5 B
A@E] AR = 3wl ojH L FAo|rt. kst #FHHQ 2o Qs v
HHo g fFrsve AW W HZJA A YA Hed ol 83 89¢lo] g
sta FB 77 423712 ol2H AUIRIF AR tdgdoe s s ddx Axtel #A
7F AR Ao olEE ABAETE Aol Wit ofH R FAY 5 vl gld.

t o] A7t &3 #HE AHE7 vl AT i o veoprt Sy AHY
Ao AAE Hrbetarat 3 wol] wjg o FE =7t} o]¥ K Aol Y A
A7y B3FHol7] wWio) HotHor HHI ANEE A7) JEoh= AP £ IuAaE
o] #3td 7 ES A AsE HHEA olFE I/ B AgHor FHAEaA
e Aggo] A dFo B3 WA g A7 FAE F& Wy o] P

s gG ol A] s 2ESH x=F(exposure) i} & F(dose)ol thak =3 Aeglo]
ALg8te] 2 Agko] Qltl. kFolgl e Yyt xRl Eo] MAsE EE A A ST £4}
3171 AR Fo P83 sAd g5, o 59 139 AlA G #HAA orjoae] &g
F, AEH F54H 8209 HF(contact)olztil & F Atk F kHZ:F ko= AS A
Aot AEE R gy $7 @A WA sxgn @ 4 Yopl

HA g 7te) A0 =59 AWEFY) ARE A Hrise=d €9 Yok
R AT /MRS % BFHAAS U 7] otk xEHAge FEx
F2% xF W Fd B 57 FET o ol diEF] A B
fAgo] A}

o] §3% 4T A Sextone FAoHoR AF AW QTS HEsty W
7] Q& AA=ZHsIrL 4B okel vldda Avtn HPL® & AAwEHU FuE
i dH7l, Aslx #2l(risk management), @ F¥4 3 H3F(status and trends), &%}
(epidemiology)#-okoll A} TAE ] ot HHAH 7= Gl 713 nle) Zo] 4o
2 A% A3dege Axe % B34 A (uncertainty)S H7etE #Rol| ol L3517 )
g Alestd AAFolgtal ¥ ¢ Ak o] A HF+= AA HIE FHUE) Aske] <l
T HGyelA N T8 A, oE W odolgEY) AR, oy = Yt
AFFAGUNA Fo A4 FHAaAdEIAE) S dis #4e F1u Avh

g7ade g AZANE HuE e 1" 29 2ol xF 3 7Hexposure
assessment)9} 43 7}(effect assessment) 7 /Ne] & HH o2 A B 4 o)
&3 2 4y vpe o] FRR A F Heug) SolA BAHYc2RE @A
F9 TE9 xF, &% oENAE HUste AAFoH FHUACZRE AA H4¢Y
TE(dose)& A%, AHHeg &8 e Aojd v, 98F /s &9 fgo= i
¥ A729Egs #ogs drke AAolga & & vk s 298 AAIIL target
tissueoll A1 8] B FNAMFE 3o e BA(F, §F-EHHE AFIEE 3
Aot} Yslx AA(risk chacterization)2 A H 719 vl @A o} EE F3§8)
£ Aol ‘ :



et B T $ARABYE ATASE BAe AN ARARY dAE T
o gdold edNoRY ofyld 74 B UM xEF A% Aol U FL Hol
o) AR AviRotol stu AW B FH BHolM AT ABY YA F
sjolol & Aoz Az}

Environmental
healfch Risk assessment
paradigm framework

Emission
source

Environment
concentratio

Exposure
assessment

Risk
assessment

Human
exposure

Effect
assessment g

Internal
dose

J

Dose—response
assessment

Hazard
identification

Adverse
effect(s)

a3y 2. YA H el =23 7Hexposure assessment)2t A 33 7} (effect assessment)

. QAAANEE o] &3 =29 7Hhuman exposure assessment)

Atgol el HA w=E3 $AHtY x5 FEL AFHAHIANA B Agoz 7
g3 % webd Be default MFSol 93 stol=zhele] AYAT AA ZHuchs
=g AU LE 53 duaAdez ENF o A B g&ES 39 o 19
U AYEer £9 B2 @AE 23 3y dEdd AHEA FAH XY= validation©]
IR gojd & e gioh

HZ A H7te] =E3HIF EokollA QA ARE o83 =&Y EFHAZE &
olma e x=BEL Wel slgeolm Uk  AA AgeA FHoPY AHAAE
(biomarker)Z 3 14 £ #F(intemal, delivered, target dose)® A HZ A &HHL 89
3 G3kate] BHY T FAAE BEY F UEE =4FT ol AT Y
3 g8 oty zy|dA ) iy ol wEFH LHFE HrIsted oA 2 EEILA
7 adeE AE HAFa o



g ¥ 28 &% AFHMAA tgstA ol &5 dE AHAEE| T FUYNAE
olg|g AAAH s #AHol FEtn Yo F|AF LAEAe AA AFAE
(effect biomarker)9] A7+ QLPEANY FE7F A9 vFol7] o §98 AJE )
7] JEFE Ak g2 B U733 BAF] NEe AAZ AFA 7 5
E371R] F23% RE fElvE AARE9 7|2 A H (baseline data)e] T-o] Al Fdit}E
Rojth, duatd 2+ AFAIE e A Wb E % biosusceptility® Z31 &
Rolw AFHolgtE7t BEAE(ife style) Hd v th27] wio] g4 AUAHNS
AT-3817] o) Aol YuIASN A FRFFo e AEFFHo] Mg ojol 3 Ao},

¥ 2 #AuARYTANY S8 AAAE o

& AAMAR 28 & A A A 8.
cotinine dulg Jad A o}
Delivered d =1 _ {73% & Aq g x22(EF, 2ok F)
':e' ose DOE DDT Ao
farkers Aflatoxin £4% Aflatoxin e
LBl L BEA sl A
DNA adducts
Biological effective . Benzo(a)pyrene LB
Protein adducts . .
dose markers . Ethylene oxide ny -7
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, themoglobin)
Chromosomal Aberrations Eddolygy AgEA LLE- B
SCE oy 7
Micronuclai Point mutation A A ¥
Biologic effect HGPRT iy
( tologlc )e eis Thymidine- kinasa w7
respose/markers Oncogene activation whol & 2l (henzo(a)pyrene) Z A
Elevated protoporphyrin k%1 Ny -p
Decreased acetylcholin- FAUA FoF K
esterase
FGA YR 2A® Ay
. Liver cancer
Altered gene expression .
) GI disease
Serum alpha-fetoprotein
Adverse effects Fetal neutral tube defect
(subchronic disease) . bryoni " GI cancers
carcinoem ic antigene
markers yonic g Other GI diseases

Tumor-specific antigens
SGOT

Various cancers
N Myocardial infraction N
abbreviations; DDE, dichlorodiphenyldichloaethylene; DDT, dichlorodiphenyatrichloroathane ;

WBC, white blood cell; RBC, red blood cell; hypoxanthine-guanine phosphoribosyl
transferase; SGOT, serum glutamic-oxaloacetic transambinase; G1, gastrointestinal

Cl. M2 B8&2 718 (Integrated pollution control)2 22| &8

g wE oA DLuiAE Fele WE Ay EAFo] AUEHAN dFE B3
2 4@ 9ek(Integrated Pollution Control, IPC)2] 7Hd L #FHE F4oz NAHOZ
gusgn Ak FHFF oln] 9, viddE, 249 olg g IPCo A Lo}
B9 M2 8408 Uaoz A, A4 Ax AT Aoy vy HL fHS &



H7l2 8o New Jersey, Minnesota®t Z& F(H) @9 oA A8 HIZS AE3tn
At

Eedued HiHow dA e FHeH diEA AFAA HIAKH F4,
7], EF 59 dduiA #F AAdAE AFe FHo st ML Ao A&
7}& 8k WA (sustainable development)©|gle HBAE afd oz F3Psud & gvis
SAE Qs HA FEAct. F, tF vl A (multi-media), Y% 7 Z(multi-Toute), 3 2
{Hcross media)9] Mo 2 Wt X424 &4 # AMAE 7F39 wiEde did &
g syrlis FHolrh o3 g F3AE @ Wty F83 ZAE AR 9
g Aoz YAt GHed 59 FdAR AF AefA £ AAM IS o)
FgAola AFAN ARE ATY 5 U] WEA FESHA ol&EHo A F Ae ROl
c}.

g A= 1987 X0, Ud@=oAE 1989d0] EdedAEE A Y AAA
Hlo] Eojzton 1990 o] F ¥HA #HE I} Ut "I AF-$ 1980dd] Fury
B A2 9" TEAM(Total Exposure assessment Methodology) 974+ THEES(Total
Human Environmental Exposure Study) €7 & B3 dAY Fx2& H7stazx §
d AL o3 FFed #HE Y43 A oY & F Aok

B2 uf9 WHEY dAxE 3 e 4N AAUAAN YA E(risk)E A=
3= BFH BYAAE e AL ol dd Aotk iy BACT(Best
Available Control Technology), MACT(Maximum Achievable Control Technology)$% 3%
7e dd vjAe S2AE F ATl L¥9S Folv AVY AF g2 wAR AolA
71 Ao BxsidE Feo] AuiA AEoldh olgd dAo] H{Z Risk Trade Off &
= 294 AAEHI Y Aou}h

IPCE 93 +¢ € vjx 59 HAFY =& dA APFo] At HA AL F
galz] g Wy Es JgEe Jdow HAH AAE ZFustar B diF EA4E A4
st Aot el AAE Y3 vl $8% H7Hcomparative risk assessment)ell © %
o&sta gos HAA xEF £ HE €] Add dFuA xFo ©WE YA
77t $uks] 3 gtk o]Ee AP 93tH IPCE Y% ol AojA 713 A7 o
= AL UFuAE #Edte 7 FA AEEY AT F718A0 2 8A0E ¥
Aolt}, M2 L <14 Hge] st WP dis HFHA MALE g e x
o] 43 ugsojof FrpE Aol

BE Y9 SdodHdgees AL 34 #HLHEAA HEDL UAE @
Aget oz, 3HFEA HIE, VFEN A8 T 22U FHAFANAE ¥§3
i gl

22 Yt 7ol A FAHo| AFURIF FL APAFEHAME FAMYR F
FA9 Mde A7 A3 EYEor & Aoz dddrt. 2 o4 BHeH
o Q& H 7 $F A iR AFol Uit 2HFH dAldAME F8 87
2EEA da 7|ZARE FEHI YrtEA dAARcE H2E 24 daAdol AU



2. s 2| : AMAUZF (decision making) A2 22| U

A H7be FaA0E Al B AANAHE A% A4 RRE AT
o Aok 2y AEAH o2 A &1 3 A FHAA v, 3 FHo 3}
SGEH g AxE HH vt ey AAARAEL Ao FHEAE AAPs
7] 918 ¥} oy FAEAY sz g LB HA ARE H7|E 3 gl F
2 GF el A (multi-media)ol A1 9] A3 FxHL ded oy ARt s
oA olgHojd £ YEE skt AUE vt JdFF= Wdo] vaZYsx
3 7Hcomparative risk assessment)o]th o] vl sE Hrles Holo WYz HFE
Aol MAEA 3t AEF vludte] Ao F3 EAES ¥ Aol doy
Foje AFHAdzRE oo v viFH e GFg eHEY 2 SAEIE o7
= Y=g vuste Aolt orjde AFvie wlHEIIE T4 9 stakeholdergol ¢
s Al siAd HrF AR} 18 T AX(risk perception)EE& EUE 3o
dalxze X E =E3HA dot watA veeit A el g2 4 £947F =& E
F e ofel wel AZ7 88a, = A WHECR LMo sl @
gZaof 3 LFFAE Y F Ak oAl = 109 AN A AHE T
B Y33 BHTAE ¥ v AP g AE AR = ok o] g vw g
A Hrke A E 7 Al delE AFAATE T3 Wy o] Ao

-

e T e T S——

o »
o

T

P Aoy &y PR AT Ze/
. (Risk assessment) //" “..  (Risk management) ;
/ BEIIE SIHUD MR
MR FHME/ =2HA gZdcl g™
Hot (MHH Iz &F)
” »\ v
T — / R
- / H G/
" ,,,/ Mg el f /
, N 3|
| , %
h \\\\ ,/\ &\ e
- ‘// “\\ — _///'
Fae B
(Risk communication) /<~ ‘>
A4 \\\ /// v
~ I AR AElL BT,
BoIHO AR A=Y T KK, REH HOIAE, 2400
o nas i &1l 22 285 +78 0

249 3 AN Bk Ase dele] e

A xE 22F sl Bl oHrisk management)ol@ 214 L Aefe] YME 7
2A7171 Y95t FA(action)E WHEI, B/, TP, Adste Aot Yk
Bt ARELS v2 AYAAHE st e @A ENA feed-backH =] HAEA
2 471A9 718 Eeg BRI B 5 vk F, s AA, 8EEE A
FE9 AR, s FaAIAY o] fgk b AEg v S-aaHQ Wy
A AN E AAA 713 glef7] fe dHY A Folrh oju] HAHAAAEL v L3



ANed 29, A, AAA, YA

ZHdA A FE AHE AHESA Ao
metd 9l Bl HEF Exe HAHoR B9y v & xFHHoln A, E

Aclth. ol @ SSI= welo) el o BEAST AsAHIS AANA o] Fol
W AHE gle @ Feo2A J1%e e ] Aolthad 3, 4.

Articulate Air Toxics Problem in Context :
Identify Source Categories
Likely To Pose Highest Risks

Screening Risk Assessment

v ‘ v

Cancer Risk < 10 ® and Cancer Risk < 10 % to 104 Cancer Risk > 10 “ or
Hazard Index < 1 Hazard Index 1 to 10 Hazard Index>10
=Low Priority Medium Priority High Priority

No Further Action k

Voluntarily Reduce Emissions To
Achieve Lower Risk Category

Voluntarily Reduce
Emissions To Achieve Lower
Risk Category

Distribute Screening
Assessment Results

Detailed Risk Assessment Within
Source Category

Facilities With Cancer Risk <
108

Facilities With Cancer Risk
-5
and Hazard Index < 1 > 10" or Hazard Index > 1

Distribute Risk Examine Options/Choose
Assessment Results Actions To Reduce Risk

18 4. Scheme for determining and managing residual risk after MACT(Maximum
Available control Technology)'?




3. 58 % qA

A4 sl T2 osetEde rAde wEd oA v doA] F™IAA
(decision—making) F@oltt 9179 3 Fofa vpFEa glony WiAle] gl w=ghol
o] gkout A 3001t a7 WA wEA Aol ML T A9 olv] 1980

HE fsiAdHItE ARststel SR deY 723 oz A& vk QI A
ZF(human health)ol] i3t 93l W 7Hrisk assessment)®t $131%E ¥ 2| (risk management
ek I FARE § B el VB S-S ol oy LiEst 2] v AR
W7 MR E KAdv)o] 1993 o] F HIe whek AR A, -4, Al g w
o]al )t}

BAAEANY ZFd SF-go i AEE npgo R 3 Ykl QA 9
AfryE F3H0Z AN AARAEo] Wolgd + v dEll 3o vt 2AHE AFs)
i olE afHor FeEsy] A 7R ks AT

oA felvtete] AR POk AR wnle] A ¢ iz #AN-A9 Al 9}
dgtAl Al 7} 7hE g A vh ks ool # AlRolu) fjsidH It A Ba] ML A
g JEste SRlE 74‘45}“ AA A9 3R olasl & 53k |7 Weks AlA S
H, Fule] A7F BERE F AAAI g Am vidoe] Pasiil

°olE 98 do= 40}7}0? 3 g 7HA AHERg Aottt o &t o)

1. A H 7oA Frtsls BEZAAd9 U] He &9 rtet 49 7ol oAl ¢
Zitet AHgS Aoz ¢4 %% A E(human exposure data)7} %<t o] & ¥ ojof
s o] 8 Hul @2 V2A 7 FtEojop dho ofo thdl i) A H o
ofgt g}, '

2. 9lEl A7t ¥ok= 37 KA (environmental health science), %4J 8 (toxicology),
¥4 3}3}(analytical chemistry), % 7l ¥H(mathmatical statistics), % ¥t(epidemiology),
2k B A (industrial hygiene)§ 9 thaEd Wi Eo] E5F F YL ojobdt= ALt
A Fofolty, AF HAe EF P A A My HEE wiE G 8|
He] deojet Feojrt Qs _

3.7 Ee T BEFd AP #E 7)bEer AU E o] A= HelA 3
7 4= Aok aEy g E e FE AR A ANAA S 9% fEn #E
zol AAV} ofF W Fdy] o FHI St AEE 13 VAol Avk A
P17 AHAH #He Az &89 5 iz ARAQ FX 7 vids|ojok &y
Tylo] QE® TR A2 HS A% vz AuRE FgRyojof 3o}

4. 8 H7Le] BE AR fﬂ°lEi W o] 23} x| o] of &}, E'l Fevete] & 54
o g AuneEs ?‘3?‘5}01 T7F 71 AEY F83 Anz §83tojol g

5 s AFE7T A Fokv: HESE ool Ao HAe %% 2= Aoz ¢
oz A% “ﬂdW‘Wh oA AHES Ediz wdsojop v
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