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BAEAY IS dUEE AFED 1950dtigt T oldele Adstet BEo] M SAEA
7b dFEHAeY AP Hrivg 2 A RFo2 diFol ATHoIUHG. 1960 i Fish
biocassay 7]'"jo] AL&HHA AdFEF R FAER] FHo] 7HsstA HANey 19703 g o= 60
d) 9 bioanalytical data ¥ AEe| ot o2 EAE U439 I7hE @3TE 4 Q8% @
ALARAE FxE7] AFAEAT 1980 Hol HAEHEA FHAHY FEHH sy A
Fal A BAAALY =ge] clFARAT DAY FHIFS OIT AEA FEAM ADEA HAU
t}. 1990 o= H]-&A 7ol =& microscale toxicity teste] Jgat HEog B EAHrY I
713l whHo] olF o olF Wol F43h &3t AFsY FHE YA goe2A FHE
Hegn 738y Mo #8% =72 8 Hurh

olde AYH FALA 4L BAITE Yt WHeRe viFdde vt FUHEHT
gz gysHE R FEAS EA|de 8ol 288 ¥ ot AHEI ¥
tgn ARHD: Uk BRG] FUtED dSSEHAAM 2AY F2Y ool AVHUED Rl
o} 3 58d EAY GYZE toxicity response$} bicavailability] 2@ o Fo] Brledioh
wetd 74 QFH o) small-scale FIHw4e) dadel diFHUSY A" FAPEH 7199

of AbgalE Aol HlES Azt MY F9Y udol dFHI ok 53] ol 4EHH FA
WMyl 223873 EFYHol E3F4 o]8o] hazard assessment, environmental quality control %
monitoringell Y43 8de] Hi Yo

Bioassay7]*{ o]l 2§t #7392 ¥ monitoringe E43stHoz BEFEAE T3 @7
ZAQste gR2Ee] EFd 9% Y4e HY £ e BAWNA F FELE FF sFSEd
7te)l A3 Ag 2 A4 E£E ZZEANE IFF BREAHS Hokste s € x3 83 F
oA Bl MAsEE Az B ANE =EAL FPHoz HE Fx Ut 539
microbioassay= $H2 @02 A% AAN Z4F v§ F EATEY Y55HH #HIE FFHo=Z
PGrrgo g Z7)d 9aiAde ST 5 A F, AXZFEe] KA &3 ARE =2AMA 5
ool A AL HrEleE 71Yelztn ¥ F Qo9 microbiotest, microbioassay, microscale
test, second-generation biotest 522 2| 7|x ot AEAI AL FGEHN =&HH x27I0e
BEA L HUR At ot PGB AY hAMAE MY AFSa, g BLA S HErE YE
UA =8, 3 2 AX 54339 wHirl dojux WalgEQl Wl ojoX HFHOE AF
Aol AA, 3, thkde Wy YA gk A29 AXuiek 433 A microbioassay 7] ol
93 2dx Hrie F2 dWyo] fHH oMY 7] =E2YAE Hriete AddE B Ao



oju) & 7}XA Bk (Fig. 1. FX). Microbicassays 43 LFE 29 FH9 =53 ¢
#E HFHoz HUYE = A= AHOZ 239 biocanalytical techniquel. 24 A Y
T A3 gdisEe ol Hu Utk 53 olg B SolF dF¥S Y S
cost-effective environmental program—% ATgdozy gAEH FAES L BHN 7|31
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Bioassayoll = whole animal-g& ©] &3l in vivodd, Z+E cell lined o] &3 in vitro A8
in vivog} in vitro?] GHE BEaE + v oJF 9 primary cultureE o] &3 4 &dulyo]l ¢}
7 whole animalg o] &3= AFe Ao Hl&, A 2 &HY o|FE AAdsts FA471

N
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o}, in vitro ¥ primary culture system-& ©|-&3}= bioassay’} 2 $#F2gE3
oz wol ol ganAee Aol

Whole-organism2 o] 83l A¥3e W= Algae, Microalgae, Protozoa, Invertebrates,
Teleosts, Amphibian Fo] ©o]&531 it} o2 WYL end pointZ A mortality, 1C50, EC50,
LC50, reproduction, genotoxicity, teratogenesis, behavior toxicity, growth rate, respiration 5 =&
AIZL E->d s vElue ZEe SAYE @48 HpPHeg o|83th Stress protein,
nuclear migration, ATP reduction & =&&dd 93] dojves AW WIE FHI7Ix &
metal uptakel} nutrient uptake 5 S EZ 9 AW o|F S FAHsVIx dh. dA Xenopus frog
Z 0|83l frog embryod] teratogenesis& ##3}= FETAX assayy} CrustaceansE ©]&3F Toxkit
assay, Daphtoxkit 5 T}%43F wlyjo] &8 =31 Qo)

Bacteriag ©|& 3} bioassay= F&3, phenol®, PAH, PCB, ¥oH 5& ZA43led F2 AL
A} S EA =22 A$ w333 E lumineous bacteriaS o] 83lE Ao] gREoZ
ATP-TOX system, Luminescent bacterial biosensors, Stress reponsive lumineous bacteria system,
Microtox toxicity test system %©°] 31217 Microtox systemo] ®Wo| &= <t T3
Microbial exoenzyme activity® &3 3= HHE Ut
HIole oFY EHFY MREE ol&3le Wyol Fvisln Aded ol
H AAFGEE oddg 2 de FHel Atk MFO inducerg &% 3}

28 E o] v73 H4llE(rat), HepG2(human), RTH-149(fish), PLHC-1(fish), RTL-W1(fish) o]
A EZ7F o] & HATy X3 rainbow trout?] HMEE primary culturedts AFE3EI71E Sk Ul &)
A FofLS H71E 7] Y3l estrogen responsed: EAH3A] xenoestrogeng ZHE: R A wsied
AEEE MESE AL SwelM el MCF-7 (Human), MCF7-BUS(Human), T47D(Human) ¥
RTG-2(Fish) & ol At 53] MCF7-BUS M X & ©]-83} E-screen assay®] 7%+ false positive
7 glo B3REg A7 5 Qo] BAEARN H L7 Fsictn deid o

ThFe TR wt £ 542 E FHad = 8ol o TR HIEoE ofE 49 €4
S ZAsle Wo] ol&5 1 Yrh.  Acetylcholinesteraset £ 71917 Fko] ZHo] HEald,
acetaldehyde dehydrogenasei= ethenbithiocarbamate®} 2 fungicideE ZA3l=dl o] &5 U
. F249 EFHo)= urease, B-glucosidase T FA9 XS FA3l= microbial enzyme
assay7} o]&= 3 lt}. SMP bioassay: mitochondria fraction®] energy metabolism response&
o] g3t AME3n AAHOE FU4HK, FE5F phenolF T LEEE EUHHET £ e W

oA YnHoz AgHm Yk



2EHA Be BHAM EAE sponge celle 2 FH 7o) 2 stress response A
heat shock protein 70, ubiquitin protein, protein kinase C 9] W37l Ueluymz o)z
biomarker2 ©|&3td 2 9% E FA¥)  Genotoxic carcinogen® ZY3l= wHo z= BF-2,
RTG-2F oAFAMXEd #HAEAH EZL x=247]" DNA adduct formation, chromosome
aberration, micronucleus formation %9 W¥WH7t YojuhmF o] oLt WHo] gt
Phagocytic response, leucocyte mitogenic response 5 immune cell functiong Z%3sle 874
< Frbsks M A2 A7V o]lF)Ax Uk ©]E microbioassay= A &E T XN PahA §A
E4E BT & glol 8840 FuHD Yoy Bo Hudoz FEHY) YMAME biological
preparationS Y3} A 3131 test protocol$ EEFH3I= Ho) 87 H Yt}
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Fig. Relationship between exposure to pollutant, health status, and biomarkers.
(Walker CH, 1998).
1. No effect
2. Stress response, Enzyme induction with detoxifying function
(EROD, ECOD, and AHH etc)
3. Stress protein and Potentially repairable damage (Genetic toxicity, DNA-adducts)
4. Cellular damage (Cytotoxicity, Lysosomal disruption)
5. Clear detrimental effect to population (Death of individuals)
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FEUSE ohsiA pointsources] 9 LA % Aol S e SEoz A zmnn
Ae ohdd aegda 2dEY UG 7heAdel Bo 53] @ wEHI e ge 3gE

E F AHA 2 A 2 fE 2 WEHAE ndANF F Ude EA dioxinF, PAH«r,
PCB# 9} xenoestrogene]] thgt @io] Friatan ol B dAFdME= ol BFEY VI
g gl oy FdelA olgHu Ue mlcrobloassay§ A3 g A cHdEl AL ¥
dAddH Y &S AT Aol FEEH7] A GA Y biomarkerd #&3= WY
0w ALHEE markerZ &+ cytochrome P4501AEAJ(EROD) #A¥H3} cell proliferationg
marker2 3} xenoestrogen BV zARSIR oW EF AWM FRDA L FAEHATAY I
biomarkerE &3l PO ZA AEALE markerZ 3= AJF M E(BF-2 2 RTG-2 cell line)&
o] &3} cytotoxicity testE FA}SISch

1) MicrobioassayS 13t 7 A| 52 A g
BAXNEA Ao HFAE 7P i FE WA Y= EH A5E 47 YAME o

oF&h wo] A EE E% ash % HHES 2 1A RIA PCBs, PAH 2 dioxin® 2 23
3l7] 938 WMo 2= EPA 8290 methodo)| &3l AP e usd] ddsid 2 A g8 Az
A8 F Soxhletd A E o]&3le toluenel® Z&331 basic aluminas ©]£3F column
chromatography & %3} PCBs#(Fraction I)9} PAH ¥ dioxin# 2| 3}38+E 3 (Fraction 1)-3 ¥
s o} BEAge AFdT= FZ Amberlite XAD2 2 XAD4 resing® ©]£3t column

chromatography ¥ 3 & ”‘0] AL&3}=d o] resine] Aol A44 F W (hydrophobic surface)$
7}A) 31 9lo] insoluble organic compounds % chlorinated pesticides 3! polyaromatic hydrocarbon
Fol £&8 93 wo] o]&=o EROD €4 #=E4d ¥ xenoestrogenZd-& FZ3}7]o g3
resin®. 2 ¥#w gty EROD €48 fx9 #FEEQ benzo(a)pyrenei} estrogen &4 =4 F

F2 32 17 8 -estradiol & A}-8-3ta) EROD-microbioassay ¥ E-screen assay®| 3§ AHL & 2
P 2+z} 105.5+9.18% L 9824 -590%F Azl AlgHol A Ao g Hrmch

2) Microbioassayol 2|8t @3 A8 EA4H7}

1' RTG-2 2 BF-2 cell lineg o] &3 MEEA A]§ (Cytotoxicity test)

Ml A48 Priste 71Ho 22X AEEA A]PS RTG-2(Rainbow trout cell) ¥ BF-2
(Bluegill sunfish fry cel)9} 22 oJFAMEE Wol o] &3l Bols 5(1985)1 Babich ¥
Borenfreund(1991)¢] A Fof] 28l |8 & in vitro Al ZA M9} in vivo & rainbow trout %
bluegill sunfish fry& o] &3 FASAHAAY Ao ABAlol #vu Hustgo A7tz o
AF2te] A+AANE FEs| B 9 Log octanol/water partition coefficient”} & E22] AL A
EE48 wol HU¢AIFIY substituted phenolic, chlorinated toluene, diorganotins, chlorinated
benzens, chlorinated anilines ¥ naphthoquione® %©] gt} Polyaromatic hydrocarbon®-o] 7%
&= S9o] EAEE Afol 2 Aol ZrEle Heg BuEoo gt E2 49 A$dE BE-2
cello] RTG-2 celldt} o W3 Heg Hugo] glon S48 Fuste 3
copper, zinc, nickel, lead $o] &2 Uct.
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42 0 2 = cadmium,



o]2d MIEEAHEL FHHEA g biomarkerZ o] &alE ol oiME WL TET
oA ol2ig FAdo] FudEt= 2.301]*1 FHFe AHHUEAE G438= biomarkerE %%—51
2 oYen @A B AFAdANAN FPue dHs-E ddeR 49 A dAFoez odd £

of AlgeX MExAe] vlg EA fLEtdes & B 9 2GAE #H}EY UM F4 %
4 A EM F2 biomarker2 ol8E £ 3l& LR P/ HEHO

12, EROD-microbioassay
EROD-microbicassay+ Ah receptor’} &&3l= cell lined o] &3} cytochrome P4501A

A4 FEEUAE B 8o 2 PCDD, PCDF, PCB 9 PAH 5] Ah receptor Aoz a4
FEE do7lE EANS o83 zoldh. ¥ o]} EROD- microbioassay ¥Welx F2 o)
ALgEE e AERE ERF MEY 4Ffolv H4E Hepalcle7, Hep G27F lom ofF MXE

o] B9+ RTH-149, PLHC-1 @ RTL-W1 cello] @eo] o]&Hr}. o]E #HE F rat hepatoma cell
lineq! H4IIE= 9744, 484 2 243479 dataul {9 2g/dog Qlsted iAoz Atg=n
A+ Ml ZF+ 2 Planar halogenated hydrocarboni¢} Z$-o in vivoee] AitAdo] 0904w =
ol in vitro ¥ o 2N wo] MF T Uck  Anderssoni} Forlin(1985)2] H 1o 2o}l X HF7/
ATk lFATAMS 7 tAbsol the ABAol WS FASd TAFAZE YEA AP A
of #F8% FT Utz T 2 A3odae H4UE®E RTH-1499) 2,3,7,8- TCDD, 3-MC
(3-methylchoranthrene) ¥ #7228 & HEA|A I wH8AS vlusdlay SFEE H3 29 A
dol 3R

3. E-SCREEN bioassay

E-screen assay+= Al A YMEQ] MCF-7H 27t o 2EZ2 4 93] 4Fo] FHAHe &
2 o|&3 MIEuier AWHEFEH YPogx JLrEFEAH FHLEE AU FEEHES HAscd I
ot g2 A otk (Soto T, 1995; Nagel 5, 1997). o] W2 wj§ IgeiA < ¢ EFEAS

Al &

—_—

BAe] A%d ZAT 4+ AL BT oflel 2 ENE AFHo2 WAY £ o) HW T BB
2 Fol BHEY WEHA SR PEsied AP Ho d4HL HIoE MVLN celiz
wol g AEBIE) 5 Solad D WAL AN cellE ALHEA FAsn Yok

b ofel MESe wMPAe] Faw wiwl ApaAse] wgAgdel zel gl YAl FA4,
agonist ¥ antagonist?] F¥ol olrlg T FAHol U XEHE AU vl BE A7 25
i1 9lth MCF-7 BUSS] #%ole F2 AHEEHAY MCE-7 cellitt M Eg3e] wzn MEHE ¥
o, control levelo] i1, ¢t Aol =& Mol ozl M £ $4 progestagen, glucocorticoid
9} mirex, chlordane, heptachlor 5 Blo|2E 2 3§50 93] J&F& A Po} false positiveZt
Uehz gorz tuddt 238 F/3tn de BHAE T A2EZA 84 2HY EFIES
Brtet e Asiokn RuEa ol fElvelel o] B3HA o9 S W FFAsN HE
o] @3ttt JehE o

3) Y& 7

Microbioassay 7ol #3Ho g #8457 s BAANE Fod EAsE KA 23
UElE 48e Frader H@IHog Hride Aol s Wi FEARY
EROD-microbioassay % E-screen assay 239 FH3E Alx3duct A8 os JErd



H4IIE % MCF7-BUS cell line?] 5484 ¢ AE5 249 ¥gAL EFE2Y 2378-TCDD ¢ 17
B-estradiol?] o2 @43 TEQ ¥ EEQ ©HE T34t FF3} WyPS &) #atsles wyge
A7A wet e £F- gL EFEH 9 EC500] th§ ratio, EC259] thgh ratio T 2
Aol w3 A4g Holve F3HY £3FA Y A Fo] F2 2ol Hayolr)

EROD-microbioassay 2] A %< YE83H TEQ(bio-TEQ) @9+ YAHWNERFEQ 23,7,8-TCDDe}
#7382 EROD activityo] the &%t 234E 53 87430 &8l EROD activityE
W7} ohggt PCBs, PAHs 2 dioxing 9] %S A4siuis @yo)th.  Hanbert $(1991)3
Schwirzer 5(1998)2 bio-TEQ Al4te] 1o} FAdE2T 2 A5 2] doseresponsed T3} PP L
Holg REEL FAHoZ Z} dosedE TEQE A4t #HIAYE WHOZ bio-TEQES FFHoH,
Engwall 519993 Till 5(1997)- ZtZ} 2,3,7,8-TCDD R A A8 thsl] EC509 EC252] ratio
5 TEQE +3 ¥ Z} A& TF2E HANE TEQE T3 o9 2ol 4 JFA7bel bio-TEQ
£ 7= Wo] & olfe BAXNEY FRY L9Ax wel 2zt g30-$Z 49 shapeo]
2t bio-TEQgtel B3-S vIx|7] tj&olth. we}r microbioassayE 3 a4 Hrrs s
&71 Sl e olEi e AFH HrYd g FAF TFE A7V olFojHot sty Humg)
E-screen assayS %3 estrogen 848 A= EEQ ©9 9 42X bio-TEQQ 3 Akx} wp
S22 AN AN ZRIZ O E 17 3 -estradiol 2 AL2-31A) R}

38

Z1ES] BRVIES QRE oY FEoz FAH UM o F W FALIEAY v
471F S AXNE FERPA W 2LEE Hrie AEH 424 2 F % (Biochemical Oxygen
Demand), 31813 44 Q7 % (Chemical Oxygen Demand), % # 72 2(Suspended Solid) 5 ©]3}
4y 54 g5 AFoltt. & 7|7RAHTEH Hrite wA Fo A Y AL HAEEEy =
g3t Uk webA oleid W RS HaA Ay A diF AFS wde golE nEs |
ol ¥ty I1eEZ ol KA 3t X7t O%slA o]FoA 1 9= microbicassayE ]
&3 HETH RUHES O tE A< ot

BF-2 3 RTG-2& |8 HESA 4¥E 3d4 ABo H&3 43 2dT #H7lo] &840
ANe.r 53 fRE 9 LC500] 100ml F=2 HMEEAo] #3A fLPHE HoZ Hol &
Fol 4T vt B3R Y Eo M JFE Ao oAU

HAIIE rat hepatoma cell& ©]8-3F EROD-microbioassay= #7448 F9 CYPIA 283 =,
PCB, PAH % dioxin® $& U3 FFHoz HEsted FAEsgh T8 olFAT 9 1)
3 A AR EHA P vl fAIEY UAEI F& THF AT A3 4ARSE AE
40l 3t A5 22X Yol 8] 7heditta € 5 Aok

MCF7-BUS cell2 S8t A clone® MXEXFZH false positivert YEl}=] oo g t}ofst
4& 3L Ae BF AE F d2EzA ¥4 B BT Hrslrlo HFgsiorn
A ded AR LS Ay 840l 58 Rz Yehgo

EROD-microbioassay 2] A+ bio-TEQ © 92, E-screen assaye] A+ EEQ G2 A FH
2 Hrigdezx 719 LY Bt FBoze EAIY) oA WAHANRY EAHRY

U

to {o
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