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- Lesage, J. et al, Workers ’exposure to isocyanates,
Am. Ind. Hyg. Assoc, J, 53:146~153, 1992,
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- Dalene, M., et al, Chromatographic determination of amines in biological fluids with special reference to the biological
monitoring of isocyanates and amines, IV. Determination of 1,6-hexamethylenediamine in human urine using capillary gas
chromatography and selective ion monitoring.

J. Chromatogr,, 516:405~413, 1990
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to 1,6-hexamethylene diisocyanate(HDI). Int, Arch, Occup. Environ, Health, 62:385~389, 1990.
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Contact Dermatitis, 25:94~96, 1991,

So9) oAl slojH HDI| o1& Aol e Alergy 4HETRAe) thiro] BIHT YT
19%9) Jabe Ao] BAD HRAL TLANAT. 25 53 AL 9] patch testo] | Pl
7, 28] 7 A8 drug® patch testal® 19%% 11%0] F4ol e,

2 119914 63e] thste] HDI 1% 0.2 patch testS & o A9 FHoIAT AARA 10%9] 2
27 e oz Az,

5) 4454

&) 712 & HDI9] A4 549 Bie ddh

6) o 7z z]. Ek]

Salmonella7(TA100, TA98, TA1537)& AHE-3H WolAA A doA &3t 79 ARl 4N
o 28y A HolW =g JAddes Bik: itk

7) WA

#A7A HDIE §8 Ex Alge 29RIE 93 DE, F 3¢ 247 gl 822 H32 .
TDIo| #sfA e ABFEY AUHFUAEAAN A Ratot 4 mousedl A FENESY F7HE &
F AAdE B2t Yk

28 10857k AR 146ppbe] TDIE Al

1p>
mlo\u
o
=
=
2
>
rr
ofN
o2
rE
k1
1o
olN
N,
]
e
4

M. 3

MHEZA 47



ki

rl
1o
Mo
o

Y os3 2.
- Wiethege, T. et al, Induction of rat liver foci by inhaled diisocyanate exposure, Pneurnalogie, 4:373~377, 1995,
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