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Table 1. =4 717 4 o3 J7pAA 9 RAsHED 2F ZFAA
. P S -
24 % 717 NE adusd #9 24 = = qel
(IARC) (US EPA) (EEC)

1. Carcinogenic to Humans A. Human Carcinogen 1. Known to be Carcinogenic Al. Carcinogenic in Man I. Sufficient Evidence of

2A. Probably Carcinogenic to B. Probable Human Carcinogenic
Humans

2B. Possibly Carcinogenic to B2- Limited evidence
Humans C. Possible Human Carcinogenic

to Man “May cause Cancer” A2. Animal Carcinogen
B1- Sufficient evidence 2. Regarded as if Carcino-
genic to Man “May cause
Cancer”

Carcinogenicity
II. Limited Evidence of
Carcinogenicity

B. Suspect Carcinogen

3. Not classifiable as to its D. Not classifiable as to Human 3. Concern for Man Owing

Human Carcinogenicity Carcinogenicity
4. Probably Not Carcinogenic E. Evidence of Noncarcinogenicity

to Humans

Effect
for Humans

to Possible Carcinogenic
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Ao A 4TS UehiA @& AR JdEe 8 ¢
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4) Y18l 23 (Risk Characterization)
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(differential analysis), Monte-Carlo simulation & Latin hy-
percube FEH S o] L3l HIH Monte-Carlo simulationo]
Ut o1, dutdo® AMBEH+ Eg44 W2 Monte-
Carlo simulation Yo 24, &® FHI7A] AILEH= H
59 GEEE EPE ol&ste Aotk &, A= A4A,
A4S B=E 9 ol old GEREE YA HH,
a5 JF fE=E SEEXY P2 FHPUFig 3 F
Z). olgist #FL st g Ao N APE 5 9]
= EEAE Z2A717] 9 Adoln o)F dEdte &
o] Monte-Carlo simulationo}t}. 9=9 A9 9l8 W%
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P94 FHIFEZE WHA ol Fe dgd FHIEE
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= #HEsE daliy AldezzA velg ¢ Utk 38
=49 x=&d mE Asg Frtel slold RE g =
4 4T F M8 42 FRHIAITFENOAEL)E e =
F9 Ycritical effects)o] FAL 7FA AT, 2 EZ) o
¢ et A2 E sy A F8% 2E AT
X =54 FLA(toxic endpoints)g g sk oF Ft.

4% felderEde dist g 54 dEE AR
AAAE A2 93 AT 2 H4E &5E(n vivo test)
a7 A2E A AFFN AH(in vitro test)Fe] H
A ATFARE ZAL - BAgti(Table 2).
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g o8 HH 4 PHE o1& 3len, SHAPE(Simu-
lation of Human Air Pollution Exposure), PAQM(Personal
Air Quality Model), NEM(National Ambient Air Quality
Standards Exposure Model)59] <=5t3 2d& o]&3 Hrt
FEE gl

2) Al 37 F 9=
2 9)

Cy X IR X ETX EF X ED

UA =F FH(mg/kg/day) =

BW X AT
Cia(mg/m’) : AW 37 & $9EA 55
IR(m’/day) : 4} &% 5 99 BF 58¢
ET(unitless) : 3% & He A HAF&
EF(days/yr) : 47F B4 =5 Y%
ED(years) : t4 ZA&d AFse B AF 713
BWkg) : =% Q79 A AF
AT(days) : =% 174 Ha <49

3.1.3. 3¢t

1 BE-HHE BTt

5hed E’é Z kA (toxic end-
poinyol A e] = 12 Z(NOAEL) Er HARTBZAS
ZFLOAEL)& ?ﬂ?g-s}zr_ 2844 Jez i;(_] Hd 55 =
22 Jg X, RfC(Reference Concentration)2 27 3hct.
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F-2g 237 AAEH Ye ARE APt AFE A
EES =8 AL =377 =242, w2% 9 o9 4
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B30 599 9T UehlA e M BL 8¢
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3) £844 <4 (Uncertainty Facto)d3

W 9 F3F ©94(intraspecies and interspecies variabi-
lity), 3EQAEY A(quality) ¥ 7|7 (duration)5-& & 5
Foldt AT Yo AAH o2 s £%L 2
A3 98 BEF24 H<(Uncertainty Factor)S &&35}=3d),
o] Table 2¢] A|AIG 2§ Yol wral N}
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AWE7l 29 B4 HA =299e 39 s
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< FHOE JF&dth

S of

i
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FYR2A, RfClng/m’) = B3 (UF) < AP35 (MF)
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7 9% J1Edes f8aTh BE AY 0@ 23R
g 230 1 9Est A, AFAE N fA
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2) 58 £ 9 F 93= A&

AW 37 F 9GS gl o] EgFo] vhy,
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995 - = Wy B39 4 997

ME 2249 ARG IAFES 17 2FEe B
FolE AAHA AA =4 FTFE FEAZ 5
gol e AR FAdt
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Table 5. ¥t £4d9] §F-v8 H7t A59) BN 45 F8 ¥y

28040 SANST NE A8 a5
- B324 4 (Uncertainty Factor : UF)
- Al 9ol AFE wB/e) BEs tdd 48 ARE o8, ATATY AUe) APgde nHe 10
2844
- Al 9 AR $887 BT WAx2ATY ARAHE o)8F AL BBN Aoz ojaHd 10
o9 B89y
- gl 9@ ARS S884 23 WxgdTY AEANE o8F 2% L2/ guBENY B 10
844
- NOAELTH4) LOAELE AH&3 A9 544 o
- A7Vd4(Modifying Factor : MF)
0<MF<10

- FEEQ B gAY AhEE BIUY P5E 2AE HH BRANRRY ALY 22F A

=, A% 2393 FE 5 5)9 AEAQ #dd gEsad WR(IEF=)
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Table 3. 4ol B2 9184 & &A

AUB7IL9ERY A29AEgEA 507

94 9 oA 29 74 a4 0
i NRe Hgoz 4UEaR UL A% LA FEac 9% A7 A= 44
o s 4% a7 2RE ol8ed FEAYAM 22q widgans ¥A 1 B4
Q Q] 1¢k B O] L
ATE ARIWD ATV DI 2pot wage 945 2et are 99 27 Akl @AY Aed $EAY
2348 B A94 83

WgEgolyd Ehdel T FEAE A7 A= AM e Y% I 220 TUY
484 B9 294 AN TEFY 2 gt 54E Avs B 54 294 E 3 Ade E4= T2 FE

EE 29y A4

AN 54 E 9ohgol gl IR BANW G IZAE AT Agel

A Slo1H SA BHolt BAIRY A5He Zena 73,

AFY &< 374

HAEY FF IREEY AIE o188t 1 FER0l Aol D Y(mutagenecity)
olu A4 FXd(genotoxicity) B7t AE A FPYL2 FFHA IAY F=e v
StAR gxHoz wagd e FA A B(potential hazard)S A= Ao 2

A g9 4TA  ATRFEZY BRF AA A8 9@ /MEE Bk QA g /e $58 22X

3.21. 1&HA

o] T AeTHE
Bote FHo2 TR A FAE AN, 2
Agd 715E Fol AA B 588 2F@

ofy

1) 23 dd 3A AN

gAgdol dit A4 AL s A, 229 =25
& Ed AR FEAT AE, A, AP AF=2A I
A9 Ty B AF A7 A, AA, 14 B4, 2a9
olgd B TH ERFYU dF AR} s FHe AH
o] ¥ 9 3ltiTable 3).

2) ¥4 SA d@ 7tsA Bt
g dE ANE B FHE 29y A ARE o
&% 22 37HA 2AAE B8 A EtE 9

- gEATs FRATNA 7Y

- g9ATY FA% FEATY

- B3I 3ASY 2Ag B9 AWERE 4 EE
348 =3

3) QA W 57 B

HY FAY AEA Pk 2AE hgoE 0@
A B 53 PR B AYAINE UF 8ERE
Ao AGAT 9k VAY EF AALEE o183 §
HEAY QA BY ST BIAHRA FTH(Table 4).

322 2ttA : == "I}

A &4 ETE o839 3" AU I & a@g
A 229 LYEE e 35S £ 99 BF Q
A =E&F(mg/kg-day)ES At&Fch

gy 249 =& Wrbe MY 29 =% Wb o
TUE Yo £

Table 4. U] FABRTHNA FLD Ye AA S &

7 AA
AA L el B Hg dE A
e A B A EFE ASE FIAYS
xR A A A A A
A & BI BI Bl Bi Bl
EEE B2 C D D D
8¢S B2 C D D E
ZAYS B2 C D D E

A(Human carcinogen) : Abgoll 9lo] 8id ILEZ

Bi, B2(Probable human carcinogen) : AFgell o] #33 @dIF&E2
C(Possible human carcinogen) : A}@ol 9lo] 7153 TLEZ
D(Not classifiable as to human carcinogen) : A}go] 9o} L=
AT BRE F gls EZ

E(Evidence of non-carcinogen for human) : A}gol] lo] ek o]
g= 2

3.2.3. 3HH : S-S "It

Hebgdel B §F-1E ARE oSt ABF2RY
A4 AFE B3 F3 29 ¥ FA H(carcinogenic
potency) =+ &9 98] E(unit risk)E A&l

) AR §FUS BA A3 9

484 4 gAY £¥8 4% A7 3 4FFE
T A2 Hgoz AYW BYY $TUS WA AmE
93T A4 422 N9 fe APFEAE Hrhe
% A7 48T ° AzsE, 439 GuAt Ak B9
A AN AEHH W AY A APFEARE
EELE

18 i

2) € 838 UA &2z A

£F-0e Aurt 4PEE AT 2AL Bede AgL
29 £ Age FPIh &F AEL2 AEH FELY A
% 78, =271, dARE 9 Aold BE EEE 617
A% DA ot}

eragsoe X 203 52, 20072 54
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TEA ALgHAlE

3) ALgFo A AgFozo Ay
FrE Rdol# FojW xELFOTRH ¥g o
S5t AFmoA AsER idte 5otk oA &
F-2g 5 P FAR ARAA =58F dE QYo
E L) G RE U2 A A o] A&
. FHol TAE G524 FEARE APPSR
T LY A5 22 YN ART) ol Y. &%
S FrE ARFY SES R2EBOZVE W2 o
E3te &4 ol JALFE A =T ojgHrh
w2t §F-9-g FrloA A o] gHE £ mdql
one-hit 29, multi-hit 29, X838} thtA(linearized multi-
stage) = oA (multistage) 2@ 7831 probit, logit 2
Weibull 2dlo|tt. 42 dutF oz AAARE 33 &
ol A &(fitting)F ¥ 2] #FF WA 87 F 24
e ATE =E2E SFAA FEFoEN LPH
Table 53} 6cll= AF o]&HE it mdo] JEo4 7}
B 7|2 748 A
8348 HrtdA AL&FoR Q4dol o} 71 1
dord Al HEE Zde] ddoltt o7 7pA datrd
o #EARY HTEr IR E AEFAM dSHe=
AelE=s v¢ & 2ol HolA HER ‘53 94 2dd
BESHQ SAA, BARHQ] AFY T8z g9HF
ola A JArZE A el dste] AEHoJoF g} &
B o s 9y il oA AgoN Y §ZA
o £ AEE AEshe BdE $A50 g Adgsa gtk

4) @9Hg 2 Y= 45

APF §FS ARE wgoR 594 ndg £3 9
A Hge ol BAH, g (mgkeday)' 2 BSIAAECE/
(ngm)7} &P

dotE(a)e 8F-uhg FHNA 95% Aagkdl HFete
71€7](slope) T A PA S(linear coefficient)ZA] HFH =
9 AZH Jo] ¥ B B9 =28 Wmgkg/day)
o= 9499 ¥V &AM Jd5E B9 F4L & 0 2
2 Qs B4 e 2RIGBEL gndth B9 deix

18PN AgFoee g s 8 48

Table 5. 18I AgFozg 4 mdE Y23
743

T8 = AESA HEE
Probit / Log-normal M EZ S0l AAEAS] o] X HT}

(Mantel-Bryan) = H ¢to] ARG

g AN Goll AEVIAAE BGEZ ]

One-hit/ Multi-hit L7 A7]1= A} F7(one-hit) Fx o
W] ZEZA(mult-hit) 2 7}sioF gl
n7he] AEE o]Rolxl ZH A, T AEs
ol Azl =& oo AT
shute] AAAEIL GAETL =H7AR] A
(kAN Basty o] P L v7FRF otk

Weibull

Multistage

2AXe B9EY 54 Iujol wA w98 Hme/ke/
day)ol A B9)5EQym))g HItE2 A% 3otk

3.24. 46 : Rl 28

& grlA ded 2498 vges
HEZY =2 WE 23 T =g dST

ey B9 fE® 23 dAE €598 J5E uY
L2 83 i Bdg B3 MEd /Mg B5H(conser-
vative 1 Y &FdA o & HAZE vehlle HA 2
Fd HHE B O HHEE o]&dd E =& SN
23} ek 98] E(excess cancer risk)E A ste Ao|th

B

FEAH = = A 2 H E(pg/m’) x B E(ug/m’)")
= Q1 = & B(mg/kg/day) x B} B (mg/kg/day) ")

T 229 51& 95 =(acceptable risk)= HTF G 17
(121099 23 2 sjsifFoz AFsa gon, Qi
o Azd 23 U9 JH=s) 58 A= 2HHoE
QA Lot dFo] Y& Ao HrlsA Uk

3.25. HIMA| Rl Ate
A= B g} A4 B4 5 42 2%
F83EE YAFoz 2T ARSI YFsel 4

8F dlA EES = Pd)

AgFAA A F

i

Linear Sublinear Supralinear
a+ Blogd
(27r)_1/2/ exp(—u?/2)d, ¢>0) ; >0
1-exp(-Ad) >0 L>0
by
[(k—1)!]/ dexp(—u)d, (k> 0) k=1 k> 1 k<1
0
1-exp(-Ad") (A,m > 0) m=1 m>1 m<1
k
1—exp(— Y, 3d) ($:=0) B1>0 pL=0
i=0
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A=kl 22t 9d 259 A5E 2AR A4 ¥
7t 8ol wFHATUE B B0 AAEHAE Aok
ol 7hgo] HIZZHNAY 2 /HE FEHAES W, A4
Brle o dA9 ddEHe $48& 84 2 Aot o
Al e, Sl B7hE Adsks oM BHEHE B
249 Feet a8a Fo 49A FFNA TAY F
© BREHY F5dA W 2est dasio

30 Mo

1) 84449 IH

HZ o5 @FEsHAAE iz 2FHFN 2o 7
gAY dERkl I A Yel= FA(point estimate)
gho] obd S = ZFHNY AAE V&FESE FFsn )
o ESAE2 BE 8 B8 dACA YEdd, o=
A= b WS- BFsn RE ARE AdAse 33
o]7] WZoll wAEE Zojth 4A 0, 7HF FAF 2dE
& 7P F &9 dolHE ARt s BEg e
W7y &ol) 9lojA A 3Ey) vidEolt)

Finkel(1990)2 Q<4 v 714 €4, & R 4(parameter) o]
g BE&2Y, mdo gt 2844 (model uncertainty), 2
ArEel digh E8-2X(decision-rule uncertainty), HEoll of
3k B84 (variability uncertainty)2.2 ZE BIAHL P
3k4rh

EF Eg44% 2d BEA42 U7 284489 F
8 a9legx, 259 AL Hrg e 250 9l
& BT SHAU GAE ZFA A g wer A
A 332 F g& b 2T F2A9(random) EE A
B9 Ksample error) 53], & A|EFo] 97 oi3e B
249 Fa]lol Atk o A3y & 2L A EA
HoA e HA, ARYARJ ¥A = 7Pg(assumption)e] A
oA 2= HPAo2HE ofr|5+ Z9F(non-random) &
= AA A(systematic)gl & Folt}

ANE o QB AZAALE 509

t
i)

9o B4R S84 F7 BE FHAA ol &FHA
= OS2 98 #AHE Ao, FEASE °
S S-uke Uiy, SEEd ] 84 F BHE 55
o 20 AFE Bd FolA TG A& dAls]A
A F(rodent)Z o] &3l A2 ME OE FEo] FZo| ¥
12 7] W&ol 28448 of/igch
upRleto 2 W] Oigt BgAge g Ho) AR
H o) T SR HEFo| AAF oz A8l uls
g gl gely 984 BrEREL Hoka) a8 EA
% HFEd dd Fa49=® T4 AA AL glojof vtk
A WA el 2R A Y B4 dEiE #HA
(risk manager)EoA © #Ho] gt} AFE £, o] FHY
B4 g e TotEd § AE FEEE fdme
24 o o2 A8 FHEH FEUA e & | &
At

oo X rr oo 32

19

[o]

33 HZ ML 1Y M

AF Abl) MAE gEol8AA 9 aFR A4 Agz
AH2005)

2 B E 1559 faERe Braged B 24
Ne A9 BARARE F)Eah

1) ¥4y 4 g7t

WY 994 B9 % 8BNS Wk F =39S
AF MAE TEolgAE 3 AFEAE 284 2
olgAs AEe wEoz AAwEHsdl U ojE

s A7 HTable 7).
- AU 37 F A o EY ¥ B4
A2 vHE gFolgAld 9 AFEAMY AUdY
WAg == ND~188.92 ug/m’e] 92 2AH g
T O AAdA Y BE BRE 2040 pg/m’olglen,

ofN rf ofN

) A =2 S 715 E7 H I
Y5 FE-ZFA IR 20 m’/day W2 VPPN TF @Y =& A|(US EPA, 1997)
DL 5 EE-0| &4 1.0 m*/hr g L% A|(US EPA, 1997)
QL= FAIT-2FR ET 8 hr/day o W ZEAZ FLAEEGAHTH)
LI =EA|Z-A ol 84 3 hr/day ol&x ARARHI A}
L= FAIZ-F 7ol &2 1.53 hr/day o)l &2} HEAEH7 A
Qesd-253 EF 300 daylyr 9259 2B ALAERENERE L)
W= sd-Fwlo) g4} 240 day/yr 9209 ALAHEFNEAAFL)
At Ed-H ol &2 100 day/yr 217969 FLAHEFNAHF L)
=& 7| 7<4A-0) &3} ED 4 yr 144 B¢ =& 71T
EE7)7<13A-01 &4 9 yr 5-1340 B¢k =% 717
=E7)3<194-01 &7 6 yr 14-194] ¢ =& 717
=E7I204 -0 84 50 yr 20704 B9+ kF 717HO|&AAE AEXAEREHE)
271204 -2 7R} 40 yr 20-604 B =& 7HAE A 408 F8)
A Z<4A-01 &2 BW 10 kg B2 144 BFAS 2.1ke(71EEEH, 2004)
A F<134-01 8=} 30 kg s GA5-134 HaEAE 32.3kg(7]1E B4, 2004)
=E7])7<194-0] &7 60 kg =2 GU14-194] BFAF 58.6kg(71 S X2, 2004)
&7 7B204-2E 60 kg 32 gy HEASE 62.8kg(Z1EREY, 2004)
Ad ¢9-T5 AT 25550 #A919] A4 70d 1E(EA A 1997)
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Table 8. 9419 993 4 FASfe=

e9®d  gwwsmy  JoO0E @ANEE

((mg/kg/day)) ((pg/m’)")
g oA =4

2 N
(Linearized miltistage model) 3.6x10 6.0x10

Benzene

Gk 770 pgm’2 Yehd BEgel AR F 140 pg/
m'e 2FaE YA JFE Aoz Pk

- 3% A4 FME % AT Ay BF

U3E thFol8AId 9 AFTEALY AYFY] BEE A
g, F9, AYASL NG, ALRA D AR, g
A g, #7AE 59 HSyt BE B2 g8 SAFS
E Y53 @A E 5= Aole #RHA gtk 2
2, 71EATY Baxe 9dd, 49E7)2d 9% Y
2 GFH ANEQ 9 AWEIE 9L 799 W
2 g7tEa gtk gEd, B RaxdqaEs 4 2 g
A3 Al FAdFe] BE 9FS TR Hriay)
A, AFHIAEE2 NehA FA/MFANAL, AdiR)
FAMEANAY, 41522 EFsaT

WAl ey eH VNS BY YT B9 2w
&8l (excess cancer risk)e UA =EFo] LFue md
o A 7 FAZBR EFF L 2Fstd T $ ok

(& ANE 273 :
Gy, X IRX EF X ED

LADD(mg/kg/day) = (20— T0year) B AT

(b) AJA o] &A:

LADD(mg/ kg/day) = (1 —dyear)

Cyy X IRX EF < ED
BWxX AT

Gy X IRX EF X ED
BWx AT

Gy X IRX EF X ED
BWX AT

Gy X IRX EF X ED
BWx AT

+(5—13year)

+ (14— 19year)

+ (20— 70year)

2IALH A E =
QA =& FH(mg/ke/day) x L (mg/kg/day) ")

2FEANAE A= AeH Al 4 2 uFANNL
2 UH =S AEs, Ald ZA2RAlL Fuolgal, ¥
o] 82 449 Al 26l YA =S AAGFHE 2
AME e AAEA geth.

A HAHd FrHE wtgez 33 F foseEd B
g S e TS, #9537 2 AARANFANE 33
HIE 9% A2 B8X 434 A4 g/t 78 &85
I ok PHHozE= ALARA(As Low As Reasonably Achie-
vable)ell ojal, A A Bl 2AG A% BEAE 20
d2d9 BF FEAE Ozero)olojof aAg, QAo
ol BB F gl olFRolER, 4349 AP BEX=
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A FFARSANHE 10°~10%9) Yx B9 oA
71% - A8 - BAAL BEg T dgsa e, A
ARAANFAXNE 1079 AA el AGste =2 2
Az A3 715 Agst gick vldtEA ] F Lo H]
il B4 FuNE v)Fo2 AP TS B
o= FalFdgo] YA ¢ S AEeT, o5 A
Z 2uA2A4 €834 Dk oo B ATIAE 6F o
AARAZTAM 48 94¢ E&HAT

AT A AE F L Ade U AF BE TEe
394 #3g o83t AR

L4, 1BAdAE 4 BA9 54 £L 29y A8
QAT AR f3) o) FAHA L =4 JE B
g 4355k 19494 438 5= 74 E49 A% B
3 3% = 7|30z o]8¥rh

2RAME 7 A8 k% Ee nEd 443 oA
EHvirtvally safety dose)E A&t ojwf E29 54 9
woby B4 o84 S malstd] 447 A &% 4
3 J1E2e TR Ak

uAgto 2 3PAAE 194 2 284 2&8 B4

A, E2, o8 3 7 BRI vE F ME ¥

3¢ A% BRI E®oE Adsdn

4. 2 2

olde] &2 AWFY] L9EAE PR o 3
4 HrHE sdste S Tde 2498 £t ASAE
£ B2 3 A48t Al AuEr] 2 AFAL AFY)
T ES AL FERE ¥ =EHE AL otk a8y B4
U4 =&255E BUHY ¥ & goB=z 4t
W EAME =& Uid 7MY, § BHdEEE 34 5% =
£H0= AL JHEske AolH, 43487 B2 I4#e
FE I 7P U3 AREE Foditkn @ 4 ok 2 4
TAA AAG HFHE TFo|&AIHY Al F7] e9o=
Ag 17 A te d4 *IFA A4 Ay 9=
A5E ol&3ld, 2L 2PoE HYT0Y) B¢ &=
A& 7Pgstod(worst condition) 1A sl FE& FAFL
EA old mE EFgdgo] EAF Aot AA HHY B
Ve HtEeR 87 F FASdER FE L Y= A
=, 837 @ AARAV A= 372 Be5E A% 27
ERA A sg By 7Ee g&ska k. 933
2 2= ALARA(As Low As Reasonably Achievable)ol] 2}sj,
QA A Hrtol AT WF BEXZX e $EELY 3
§ BXAE ‘O(zeroyolojof slx|g, AZF o2 ol &Y
g 7 gle oA olnE, 4FA A HEEXNZA WF &
AREFANNE 10°~10"9) = 89 velA 7)& - A}
5 - ZAHA F-ie sl dFsta e, AARas
ToAAE 10°9 QA A=) AFele =S 2A= A
I 71EE AgsL vt HgGEA Y FLdE LY &
4 ZAAAE 7IELE HEE 1EEY FPkeEo] HAR
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