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Microenvironment

Emission 1. Outdoor
2. Indoor

1. Qutdoor source - Office

2. indoor source - Residence
- Transportation
- Others
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Response
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Dose Health effects
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- Intake
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- Industrial

. - Cooking & combustion
- Commercial

- Particle re-suspension

Urba_n Outdoor Indoor - Hobbies
- Mobile .
. Sources Sources - Indoor activities
- Regional

- Consumer products
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- Natura - Heating
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- Transformation| - Deposition
- Deposition - Chemical reactions
Outdoor Indoor
Concentration Concentration

~,

Microenvironmental

Concentrations
v

Time-Activity Data
v
Personal Exposures
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Risk assessment
- Hazard identification

— Hazard characterization
- Exposure assessment
- Risk characterization

Risk management
- Risk evaluation
- Options assessment
- Options implementation
- Monitoring and review

Risk communication
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