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Y 3F5HE olEERH TAHE AdUAE B 24
&sted gloh oy gty ez UVe o £HE FAHAAME - OHY A Fo] &
Be oo -OHE 97 8 Hssas WER FisrE . guide

Uvel B & oAl o Fepgtgoz UV FANA 2o B2 - OHS AT
Aubd ZAFEAAA Bo o B2 - OHE AA4A 711, TCEY PCEY R & F7HA7)
7] A8 FsteAE Hubstn ole WY AFE AHEA Byt oF st - OHe
312 EPR/spin-trapping W3S &£390h

2. Ag % A9y

TCE, PCE®} #4tst4+4E Aldrich At Al F02 &k 995%, 98.0%9) 35% =2 Zh7t A}
g3t &AL AFs ATt FAA(FrbA) P2 E Cobalt-60(HAME 270 Ci)E o] &3
Aot AlEHE sloldeld,  FHE&IUE HelJdx, FIHE HmolAth
DMPO(5,5-dimethyl-pyrroline-N-oxide:Aldrich) €< 100mM2 2 A %38t}

TCE®} PCE9 T EE42 GC(Younglin-M600D, ECD, 3=)5 o] &3t EX5 9
o GC ZHE Zo] 30m, 97 0542mm, W7 30md! =g DB-6248 A&t B4
FL LE2E90TC, FYF +2E200C, #AE7] 25:280TC, Ao 7t2ass d4
(99.999%, 4.9ml/min), split ratio:10:1, A EF Y F3:10] F ok

ek ZAbe] o3 A E - OHE 4387 913 DMPO €942 DMPO Al%g <l
2t &% 94(01M, pH7.H)9 FYstd HEQD. - OHE DMPO &8 #Zutd A2
F FA o BusE ZATY &3 %, EPR(Electron Paramagnetic Resonance :Bruker
EMX spectrometer)/spin-trapping® Wi oz ZAs9ct EXzAL wolazs Fa
T 9.74GHz, vtolZ 23 g 500 mW, ¥3 F34 100 kHz, 82 RAZ 300G .

- 129 -



3 2% ¢ 2%

3.1. TCE®} PCEY A A vlxe A3tsrre 9%

Fig.1& doseq] #3to] 23 TCE(0 mg/£)el AAE Yehddd, 435448 A
7Vst=] @3 ZopAd ZANE 2A1F TCEYE 500GyAA 86%9 AAE Rolu g, #at
3} (0.58mM)E H7bstn Zebd 2AME A TCEE 500GyolA 82%<9 AAE »
How, g b (023, 0.38mM)e] HAASF4E HUMIE TCEY AACdE ¥}
o] it

TCE Removal (%)

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Dase (Gy)

Fig. 1. Removal of TCE for variation of dose(Gy); <:hydrogen peroxide 0.0 mM, [
hydrogen peroxide 0.23 mM, A& hydrogen peroxide 0.38mM, Ohydrogen
peroxide 0.53mM.

Fig. 2% dose? ®3lo] 93 PCES] AAEZ YeldAtt. PCEE 100GyolA 2tsl
42 ®X 0mM, 0.18mM, 0.30mM, 0.42mMel A zt7+ 80.0, 639, 439. 21.0% AAES
BANLE TCEY A$ste @8 #Hitgsrie sEF7t) wat 238 PCEY AAE
2 BA %= Ao Yy,

3.2. EPR/spin-trapping %3l 2% -0OHY A

b ZApo) 2§ TCE® PCEY Ealle dntxoz Zupide o3 £9 £3)
BAE e, -OHT 98 ol FARA} (Kosters,1972) 2 e, &FF 0% F
Y831 (Anbars, 1973) TCE®} PCEY ®3d oi®& #FosbA X (Yoons) whet
A - OHol ¢j3) TCES} PCEE £s52s -OH9 FAo] HastA =HAoh

2
X

fru
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20
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Fig. 2. Removal of PCE for varation of dose(Gy); €®hydrogen peroxide 0.0 mM,
M:hydrogen peroxide 0.18mM, a:hydrogen peroxide 0.30mM, @:hydrogen
peroxide 0.42mM.

- 130 -



- OH< DMPO¢ - OH7} w&3te ¥4s DMPO-OHE EPRY 93 ZAH=HA
t} (Finkelstein’s-, 1980). Fig.32 Zvtd ZA}3H(dose)el W3lol| 93] DMPOE A &3
°“(JM§}¢~¢%°“<0089mM)+DMPo%% of 43" DMPO-OHE EPRY A3zZ:=g y
RSt DMPO4 99 EPR A37 =9 £ NaA=e Zupd ZAH ®sl
utl A< Wstrh gt o] AHIE RHof, FAsteAe HIle o - OHY F7le o
Act.

10000
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EPR Signal Intensity

2000

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
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Fig. 3. Variation of the EPR signal intensity of the DMPO-OH spin adduct generated
from gamma irradiation in the presence of DMPO(@) and/or the hydrogen
peroxide(lD.

Fig. 4 100Gy°lA =itsl4e =zl W& EPR A7 =9 ¥3E Y
At} EPRY A3 7T #Alsi44 9 %5(0.1 ~ 05mM) ¥ x EFsta wshrt
At webA, FatgeEie] FEFr7hE - OHe 244 98] gl
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Fig. 4. Effect of Hydrogen peroxide on the EPR signal intensity of the DMPO- OH
spin adduct generated from gamma irradiation in the presence of DMPO.

4, 9.9
Zops zAbe] 213 TCES PCES £3&fol glolA, TCEE HAtstre 438 A
o] @z LAY PCEE #HAtsls4e] FEFrbo) wel 27 #ZAsHd o5 o
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JAE HHUWr] Yl AAsgrae Hrkd wE - OHe A% W¥stE EPR/spin-
trapping 2} Wl o) 2<% A3 EPRS DMPO-OHS NIFE ZALA 3Akspa
A b A9 HbehA &L A EF Aolst A9 gldvh whEkA Aubd ZALe|
HFdztrag dR2 HAoMER - OHY A4%F S717F fle AR Bol, WA 9%
TCE ®3afol glo} FHibabseae Hrle & 9%e F4 gevds 248 9E ¢ dd

a2y PCEY] A¢= &% A% 952 Aol
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