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A4, 904 (13F) FYF4E AE oA F
A=A AY) 2 FRe FohY AY Fol A
ok 149 FUSAAE L 13F FY954 AEe 4
gt g Ao whAlZA BE 2 (target tissue)
3 54E A8 & e E ATt 9049
1%5’” Al o] UubA]l B4 ARE A
Fahe) gt Alg AREel ok (Gaworski
%, 1998 Terpstra %, 2003 Yoshimura -5,
2006). FF E=E Fok A AYE TPME
SENCAR 49| #]fo) =23 & FFPAe] &
AR E A& 28} (Gaworski E, 1999). o] ¢
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gl Ag AW ot
o FUEA AlEE F4o -
2. A U SMEI| =X 3 g 2 54 hMe @F A% dudd
(National Toxicology Program, 2006). FTC/ISO
ol 7)ol Al W B4 QTS Seulis Zg FAzANA FFAE dfer 3 TE AdE

ol 1) MY e Qr] ARSe A A%
AT 2) B4 Ae] wAW AT o A% el
27 AEES A 3) AWRLAF A 3
AMA A& E Yebr] falaol,

A W SAENe el AR, R,

MEF, AF AA WA A geledy] age HA
S7F e Ak oRE AYste] AF BFo) ¥

Al AEdrteE $A4
L Tl Qo] Fash
Kol nlEHxEo]
A-+ATEo] Has 3 9lek EU
3
A Aol tigk A& o|as A Q)
Webfich, wgt A il 5490 AAE
AE =& A AEY  (potentially reduced
exposure products, PREPs,) 54 74 Ax 4
M2 SAo] vehA gkeg S9she ol 28
= 4 Jor PREPsCZ 4918 W 9al|A] A
Aoz Fdagt Agatgoelr},

O

O
4%
(o4

a2

pac
b3
ox ot fr kv

o]

'

&

Q
R+
=1

£

]z

x a

=
=

3. Y] E2A|

Welels)e] FUEAS

8& 7k SEiAe Lut

Table 1. 90 obity F45A A1Q AA

stojof sb EF ] = dizglE A A
getojof gl Algapgol] Qlo] FEAH AA,
o) g EAell uigt #£F A39 EPAY OECD
4130 & AL Ao (EPA, 1998 OECD
413, 1981a, 1981h; FDA GLP). mgh AFEEol

A gl mEds Sgehs AL ol Fes
ok hEAQ 902 ol FUHY AHE okl

] Table 13+ 2t} (Lee, 2007).
3.1, 2N =00 QoA T3 AlEt
Az W B4

Rolt, ool edol 7lele
£9] &, vE9 2HFE (9
Alg-E42] deposition efficiency
wel oh2r] ool UiH-geke AAshs A
At oxoNd] 4wy =4
ALS Hrher] Slel QA W

ol83F 745 olalel AES meleiolob

o P

37t Aol A1
gl es g AlZhfel

& = OECD 413 A&
eEuy LA
&35 717 135 gufed7] w7k /6~ 135 34
EEATHY, F 1~6A17H/4, 5-74 /5
5 3 FX (60~800ug/l. WIPM)
oy B4 = WTPM, CO, }zk=71, UF -, ddsto|= 5
AL =5 Male, female 313 (10~ 20v}2]/A/+H)
kE A AR COHb, 8 wi & & Jzel/3Ely
A odgF 7} Qdatet, AMst walzAd GA
S pecial endpoints H 712 Aol A A 3

(Lee, 2007)
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FANHOE 54 e AT 13
AHA Aol =2HE F Heb E

ek Bjely] k3 A A3 FEE ¥F O 4
of e 2SI Coo FFS AA AL

carhoxyhemoglobin (COHb)& &3 st}
gl 7+ wlai Alge] A vz EAlsle
DNA adduct X:+= hemoglobin adduct®] Z3o] 7}

£ H3 558 ARt a%E =39 AS %
F1A19 ez eE wwlo] VE Al A% 7
vl oj#g F g7 Wi FEE Y-S
Elo] Xole Helsloof ). ol Hol A
Foll gulel7] 1200mg TPM/m® 58 mjd 1-2
AlZE EQF 9097 Puled ) E =E3AHE A E
E SOl AlF ket 2 Yubd9d B4 H
e T2t flou HULE d3F FrlolAAy W

elzA A ARE vl Jrtg Aol 150~
350mg TPMW/m’ AES] 7 FXEellA Algshe
Aol Ho4 e AolE: HUdT F gk
(Gaworski &, 1998).

20 ophAd FJAIHE-L EPAYE OECD A
Hell &8 8=t} (EPA, 1998; OECD, 1981b).
Hell vz FLE et oA FUSA AgelA
AP guljedy] wF 27 o 15474
s 1~23], 3 5~73Z 13F (909 =24
g gk guiadr] FE, 2F AL, F AY )
7 59 ekt =ge g Age] Fise] gowm
15 =% "FEe] 270 B4 el FHulgl,
19712 H43t e A Aol Ze vlg 5
AZb PAelA AR Fo el upe) s

Q

>
v

de

£ Fvh 22 Bao) gfshy AFel 35 %A
7 e FAZE gwiedy] B E BT A7 =
Z Aglel Azl gAslgion 647 2 Ay
o ojyg wmlEe] wd A Sl
(Kaegler , 2001). x4 A€o 714 Fo

olfre W bgol diRt §F-HS Hrlel o
g TAE 7] Aol

3.1.2. dJx& R

shjedrle e, Eeljdlen 54l dle
Nol2ZF2ZA 7bsgt & aging glo] AVE HE
SIS AAlglojok g}, dk 33 £ ghulledy)
(ETS)9) 7% AA ETS 8730l 2A8g 4 9l
stebA, BelA] "ol A RS 4R
agingA| Aok gk,

AREES  Hulgdrel Hh ol
whole-body (A4 x2) ¥ nose-only (8]7 =
Z) who] vk FA =F el A9 guiadr]
7} "ol] Bo] 935 B S5t SEY #
= §4oE g AFEE F4E F ) wiE
o ¥ 9 AR HEA it Fre] A=
E "ojrmg 4 Qloh HE F Aw) WollA gl
717} agingBoBA A7)e] Eel, e 43

&A=

of Ml Fgol UL BldIE hA) ol
Ml 4% gleh A7) wd gAe) AES xF

gy} Aol Lo5= vldol HA £ FEE]
gt 2Es2rt Hos Aojrh

B AfAEe] FES EF zone hoE 4l
A gy g Al FFE 7 JEF I
.8 (restraining tube) ¢holl BE-S €3 Ags}
¥ nose-only mode® AXgc} (Fig. . e
glled7)E opA] EolnlAA] gotol st FE €
ol Guedr|7} ER] Al AAlslofof ghet, &
#, restraining tube ¢tll T8-S Y gujdrE
234 S FEY ATl Z&siAY
2 I AR o JEEA 2450 A%
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Fig. 1. ¥ledr] =% A2 (nose-only)
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i EE AW 7t

ol EQEA A

& & gk ey ol HaskA e mek
Y restraint 7|75 A4EE A el A
A% BYENE =2A7 RZEE (sham) A%

| “abslojolsr o),

o

ANgAt FF59 44

A EAel] HitEls vkt dY5Ee] o)%
st YA AHE vlad 2t A3 A%
Hl-go] A Ei 2 welielrlel izt w30l
xﬂ:ﬁyc} p}/L b‘—o} S uﬂa}&q 3}51 /{}b‘goﬂ g%-
o] AHgHc} (Wehner, 1989). <] 2S5 = 24
o] Fob BHE ABZ AGHE AAPY FHol
SAI7E ek Spraque-Dawley 313 2ol #9)

% Agel AYFEL Ul olgsle] gov
F W SRS ABUH 71 Sle) Fusl
o185o] g1 wlgel o1& 7H5ak A4 wlolesh

ge Aol ek,

3.14. AY B4 2l

EFEE, dizel gl AEE gl IS0 28
3402 (ISO, 1991b)ell w2l 22:1 C, HdFE
60+2 %ollAl 48~72X17F =3kgk T A|gof] ARt
th Alg Sl F AL A7AE 20T Bt
o}

3.1.5. =% 73 2JE

AR eEqEE Gelcdy] 9 el ot
FA 2 ZUEEE A4 e A =%
< 8 "gF o]k, WIPM, CO, Vel 3 2hy
A7l dAE ArIAeR FAslofol s nmBH
19 2xet Juises 4 AR
Uel® ek g (& 22¢1 €, Adlgw
55+10%).

3.1.6. =2 AA AE =7

elled 7] =& 28X 9 125xle € 3 COHb
g d42 JU3ze 3= vk v £ UIe 5 a4
= 6F9 wiEes A%

3.2. Hillcl7] BUAEe MEsHY AE "It
3.2.1. A%, 944 WY, ALE, 27 A4S

e FHow

AT =

sfojof sl uj

- Moo oy
= YT et L{%

e
)

3.2.2. U5

daflely) =% 3, 7 9 13%F Aol plethysmo-
graphy S o] §sto] U3 TE &3, 2EE 29
IE o J|=AgE A%

471

wrekslo] glst Sakstct, WH’M Aetel] u
Toll o g yIZh AR5 Y] shadde] 8
o8 4uAs 9 Weladud i) o §
(Aol Ae Nt AFE AN WER §Y
), gl 7k wla Al Al Hd PBALALe] Wlglz
CEEIEEE A I LIS R
Yolth ol fo)7) = ek,

RS TEVCN F4 % Ay 59

o] Y& shas} JAte R e A7PEE EA)
b hamEhie)el sl i), Eelupal
Pzre) AR BT oejRE: dxe F1A
Az F9 A7 (mass median aerodynamic
diameteriol] vl d AL 2707t AS5E =
4 7o) Fojzic}h, AlXe ghuljedr]e] i) )=

wpol stz olajololdl | Aol olEwle] it
A 2Jal sl Aol Solrh WA, T2

Fobs ANl A4S gleds] QAL § A%
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b

Aoz HAE3= Ao A Fodoa] He} o
aaolrt. AAF 7IE sHollA QA719AY] #
B2k A= 60~90%l o]} (Chen 5, 1995).

3.2.4. ®Welg
IEAS =7 "l Aol WelzAey B4
< @ledr] FAAEANA F2 Fi Al Al

Feoll 8 F e dAS B3 2uldrE =F

A7l £ (Hx 3¢ %) 3379 dejzA3A
o Bl fARE uhSe] Yehde k& FEY
A7l whe} AzbsE 78‘1-:_3& Febd 4 vk 7]
9] H3lg: 3E7] AR g 27k £33 9=

—_—

r
_,n_

l~l o,é

F AIAE wollAl AT FHPA
(hyperplasia)©] %’%ﬂt} FES £ 277k

=% 3 (metaplasia) = AT {9 WIS
kgl 387 220 ZRE JRedEAES
AAs7) Sl A AFo g o] Lol 4
AlEE 7HEET 22 AESA ] e oY
o o3l HE7)lee] &4 4 Stk AVlol =%
5 ARAZE AR SAEC] FAR vz ol
A" & gk vhgEs s dujdr] =&

R T AR

024: X
M

o 47b ZAsa Sige] WY S ek oy
9] ol W= AdddR] wistely] Brke
Q7 ATl o 4e wger AwHc
(Burger 5, 1989).

AF e HS FrHe #HEzAE #go4
7H qlzksks kAol e F-$lolr] wiiel |
AxAsA Wl Suw B ool Ao

(Sagartz 5, 1992). o7l =& FE AgdlA
| =z72)-e- Aoz el =287 Wiyl 45
o} Q& dl ol WA YAZAL A o)
AAEF BolE Aol BEHoE Uil @
golek, Sloll AFG o] WekEe IE sfoiA
ole} olH7kA) kAl Sl FHEA Wtk

4. SHHETLE O EISA

= "o}

4.1. ML
2o HAHES) EAte) ok

°J_'7( _‘0: 2]
e AgoE A3l AE Pl B4o] =

_2_|

wE ZAHRE A9 JEE Adsie] A4E ol

& ARsh= l ek, H7HE 4% Wt HAL
e ‘:—i AR e E Uit o754,

7t ALEA Ft g FYSA e
°]—r°17¢] gltk.  o§7)43=  Vanscheeuwijck %
(2002)0] Hargt z2k85 9l8sle] HrylE 333%0l
gt 54 Hoh o o ARE sk
Vanscheeuwijck 52 il *l]zﬂ]/ﬂ &3 AgH
= AHE 33358 M9 FoZ o] highdt
low F=2 Pullol] Azl AgE ehlE =4
sldeh, el 7S BH o 150 ug TPM/LY] B%

2 g 67 9087 =EA17 ¥ FUSAS
Hrlsich, izl wlEl Hrbee] £l A1d
T Zholl ZEENEE Ay, Aty g ez
A Aozt glgdel. ol 3339 AHMEES A
TEE & s gidr]e S48 SV

oJm|gtet,

1A %5e

N obo

4.2 Al iy
4.2.1. Alg AA
RE AlYL OECD guideline 4132 OECD
GLP 730l Z3le] A sl9dch. AAZ7] (sham),
FZGulel 1IR4F, tizgl, Agge ArE
150 ug TPM/LY SX& oY 6A17Hd F 2 74
7+ F 90YES I =E3AF o 4297}

71€ 7Hvh 4 & % male, female 235
ZF 10 vhely (= 14nte]) A&l

LN
=
TEE

4.2.2. ALFE 4 A%

Sprague Dawley ¥13 (male, female) 557345
TFhsle] 8YUzt HSAH o AHE Sl F
g o vAE AA, S04 2 Aol Wel
A AL F Aol Agslgicl. AP5EES SPF
AAellA Agslgon 255 21 + 1T, Auls
£ 58+4%, W/t AlEY 12X ZdlE /A
sldck.

4.2.3. Y gl A=

HA7HEe 92 AgdulE Ingredient Group 1
(Casing materials, volatile top flavorings, 341
off Ag%= H7HE, IG 1), Ingredient Group 2
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QA8 AN 57}

(Casing materials, volatile top flavorings, IG 2)
9 Ingredient Group 3 (Casing materials,
menthol, IG 3)2 Wtk HrhEe) sx2E B4
Aoz dhllol] ALHE F59 low level?} 1.5
£ 3ol HfEs= high level FF0) HEE
Hlde] 7~15%F A R didislel = gl
o FAE ek

1991a) EF FA27eNA g A71E A Z
o (35mL, 2 FA FA74 60%) galed
715 74;(4‘6‘7}9" Aol WTPM %71 150ug/L=
A #2Aste] GeldzlE Sprague-Dawley ﬂ«&«l
H|

A B aEAHow vE BHO 25 99
1T, PHFE 50 « 4%z z=4s9r)

kE 5S]e] AVlE AHsled TPM, €O,
aldehyde (formaldehyde, acetaldehyde, acrolein),
nicotine, nitrogen oxide, UAMEE, &% 1l Al
HEE Ao B4, Est,

425 AEHA 9% 7}

AREE NS AF U AR AARe F9
g Fgslglon] FEel Aol Azt E
L Bsile.

e, $58A
Smography* Ol&*PO% biomonitorings}si o,
widr] &% F7E gl ¥F carboxyhemo-
globin®} 24417F 43 mollA]l YFEl gAE

(nicotine,

avy

Hob d&ekg A4 plethy -

cotinine, hydroxucotinine, nicotine
glucuronide, cotinine glucuronide, hydroxycotinine
glucuronide) #3-& F4s19dvl (Rustemeier %,
1993).

Pentobarbital v} AlE FEAste] E5-g ol
AIZ1 F A¥stod OECD guideline (OECD, 1981b)
ol 7= Helel vl qlapslel AgletE e 24
ek 3 Al Ao Ay z2AS %"J#E‘i 7
Apsto] Wwle] f5-5 sl om A H Ay
o % el

A, 715 9 £Fe] WezANE 34 99
7 A7)E EAFSEZ 34 ¥, =

e AR F

NEg FHoE

AR A4, 22 x|, dell Zolg Ax 224
HE A7t E Hematoxylin & Fosin 942 4
Alstih (Fig. 2). 2 9] 24 AEkg 5o dis)
ARG YFMNEL] FAE FAsIA

* Seclioe stes

Fig. 2. el 448 A8 T PRl

4.2.6. A 24

=284 dolele] ZH$ One-way analysis of
variance (ANOVA)E AAJste] fojAlo] s
=zt Foxpl e AldEds #9sty] 93
Duncan test®] thE#A& AR (Fol4F ¢
& 5% 2 1%).

4.3. AI@ Ao Y o
43.1. FFd 24

‘E:“‘:"HH°371 ERLle] oIy AR B4 A G 2
o]]4  formaldehyde, nicotine, nitric oxide %
nitrogen oxides o] ozl wld] Wgror
By 1G 3¢ 7% formaldehyde®] 3zkol E9ieh,
A7) BEE 048:1.7umE F2Ek Zol7t ¢l
i} (Table 2).

4.3.2. Biomonitoring
4321 3% s

Sham thztell wlsl guiedr] =% 3He] &
FEo] 20% Potorn U3 wFLAL Wit gl
k. H7HE AlgTE dHES e fo03F Kol

7} glek

4.3.2.2, =% 23] AZ(COHb, Nicotine metabolites)
72 COHb ¥ 24.1:0.7%0]21.e A1y
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Table 2. 314A17) F5dolA o17] AR BE

b

)

(Vanscheeuwijck &, 2002).

LI Unit Sham Control gl;glll ;gglzl ;ggﬁ
TPM ug/L < DL 14916 149+6 149+5 1518
CO ppm <DL 1727 16318 1787 183+11
Nicotine ug/L n.d. 10.1+0.8 10.4+1.0 8.610.6 10.6£1.9

Formaldehyde ppm n.d. 0.33£0.02 0.35+0.03 0.27+0.02 0.39+0.04
Acetaldehyde ppm n.d. 7.66+0.38 7.20+0.38 7.48+0.44 8.38+0.58
Acrolein ppm n.d. 0.510.03 0.53+0.03 0.55+0.03 0.56+0.04
NO ppm n.d. 4.4£0.2 4.110.3 3.8+0.2 5.5+0.4
NOx ppm n.d. 4.6+0.3 4.6x0.3 4.0+0.1 5.7+0.5

Data are given as mean+S.D.; <DL: below detection limit; n.d.: not determined
Detection limit: TPM 0.9ug/L, CO 1.5ppm, nicotine 0.58ug/L

T3 F2)% Aol7k lgiek. Nicotine F4] A
AEY ¥ F UZY B YFE BE IF
A4 R Aelt glgleh ok Wil H7HEe)
ad7le] gl e FA S onlgek

4.3.3. AETH A
4331 AlF, A5 A% U ASE

9047 diadrlE YA A FHY A
sham groupel] B]3)] 2Fo] 20~28 % 743}
vl ol @eliadr]e] FAT} A5l 710 AEH
29} A3de] e A Zrh YIElH} o}z EHQle)
olfl Qg 7|odsh= A} Hlk BE AgFell
A 1G 2 high level®] AFZ4E 20 + 2 %2 o
2 APEF FFAY 28 + 1 %ol vl o)A
Hde ol ol YAH ko] T Ygky] wlEe
2 AudEch AR A4FHF%e Suidr] A7 2ot
shamellA] ©kom sham 3 FAA BE 55
o] BEEL 100 % olgleom HrHEE Q3 =4
AZE Holx| 9gkr}

fr o

4.3.3.2. 4 313t

2id7] FY ¥ el EAlE alkaline
phosphatase, alanine aminotransferase 3! aspartate
minotransferase®] #Ao] Fuj Zrlsigich oje
Hledy] FYUoE el AA#s) whge] &
74 7] wiite. 2 A7} (Table 3). Blldv)

E FUAT E=9 EF E9&EE 2 glucose
EEE 40 % PAstgon female HFO A
triglycerides®] 5%7} Z4&sigo). olzist w3 E
< @elidrlel x=5d 19 G et ozt
H3kE 7] wiife.g Arssch

4.3.3.3. gt

EE gliadry] FYTolA gl X7t 48%
F7rlIR e ZF5T FAE 175% Ehow €=z
T 60% sk, zTa QT lle &
ofgt xpol7} figich.

4.3.34. T571A19 s

135 Buied7] $% ¥ sham oiy] geiadr] =
79 370 V129 A S A o FF oy
Al FFel folsAl Skt (Table 4).

zAHe e syt SEIA Ao Yol
gow AY ¢F v FlollA duAESF &
7h, i AES F7F 9 HY o] #E=|
H|7} level 2014 oMAZ FA]Fo] FEw]G) o)
AalR)E= kokom level 2, 3, 49l 37+ Aw)9)
A5 A3 P At

FrollA HH 3o Ft, AAFSAT AL
HAY3AY, JdaAlEe] FA 9 HHstage]
ek 5 AIAEE gl gl
shamell B3] F7A$31c}
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Hul A8 AW B}

ohuhg FUSH APE FAHOE

Table 3. 902 Fld7] FUAE F st Wi (&

HooF Unit Sham Control g;’glll g’gi ggi
ALP U/L 1386 227+16 227+15 202+18 205+13
ASP U/L 523 613 59+4 62+3 59+2
AAT U/L 4443 60+3 53+4 52+3 5943
y-GT U/L 0.7x0.1 0.6+0.1 0.6+0.1 0.6:0.1 0.6+0.1
Total Cholesterol nmol/L 1.7+0.1 1.320.1 1.3+0.1 1.4£0.1 1.4+0.1°
Triglycerides nmol/L 0.7+0.1 0.7+0.1 0.6+0.1 0.810.1 0.620.1
Glucose nmol/L 14.3+0.8 11.7£0.7 11.5£0.6 13.5:24 12.56+0.7
Urea nmol/L 6.9£0.3 9.0+0.4 8.3+0.6 8.2+0.5 7.5+0.4"
{Vanscheeuwijck %, 2002)

Data are given as meantstandard error ; ALP: Alkaline phophatase;
ASP:Aspartate aminotransferase; AAT: Alanine aminotransferase;

v-GT: y-Glutamyltansferase; * tHz g3}

7129 A BE FAT

ol A wiwl2 ¥Ege)

o] dpmlaEpet s Ee] F7bh FAEgich
AT dzge] wdAEse] SRR v
sH3let.

27 499 widAETe] FPt BE FA
ol dHelld fRsglen g4 ﬁHOﬂ/ﬂ Het
female FNA T AshA viebdch w3k 2E

FATOY A4 AT AAAE} AR,
DoldE $YAZ BE Fold AE Wel

253l wisbt Bl on] ojuli w5

A2 AR e Ao} A ¥ AlollA

F2F Holt 9%

shglort A
on female?] 73-¢ W
Aol hzFHE} 30%
°}‘}1\r+-

IG 1 high level cigarettes?] Huljeizlol] =29
female 2o 7% vl TEAT level 1004 o]
BAE Edo] =TRe FolelA Eskeh ok
level 2 9 ¢4 2FolAE veh}A] ‘3%’9}’2-1:3-?
Fael bl Aageh
IG 2 ghlld7]ell =E &4 2HY w0
1.4 _7,};&54‘- Hﬂa}zz}?ﬂ-z 9]

o] vleiAl= oF 20% =A vlebyt
]2 s+ 0] wigle] Azt

Eokov] AQEIR: W%

3L AA—

4

o ey B

3

2,
I

Awdow maF o] Welzdnd Wi ¢ o Atk $UsHA level 2004 3749 )
ko] female 79 7% dbtf okgdo| Bzbxlgic), Zo] whAEgirh dhH female BF A= IG 2
IRIFE =347 $48959] 45 dadsd 4 =579 =lddzjeld Belz2ehel 9¥o] o
Table 4. Sham, &, AT 9 IR4F gl o17] 90% & 3 ¢4 239 A/ A7) 3.
IG 1 IG 2 IG 3
¥ 4 S
H Sham Control High High High
A EH) 1.47:0.1 1.38:0.03 1.460.03 1.53+0.04+ 1.460.05
H+7) E+FF
A= -
o THIxE-4) 37.240.7 47.9:0.6 50.5+2.4 47.041.3 48.1+0.7
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Table 5. 909 ¥4 ¥ BA] F545] T, .
unit: um
IG1 IG 2 IG 3
w2
Ha= Sham Control High High High
Male rats 9.8+0.6 16.6£0.9 16.8£1.3 19.0+1.4 19.8+2.4
Female rats 9.3+0.4 20.511.1 18.2+1.5 20.5£1.6 19.912.4

zgqA Bk o] Agck  level 29 3014 u]7}
ol 950 PE= o v} level 4 (high
ingredient level)oll*] H#E 3} Mo vbA ¢l

IG 3 low level Eullol] 3% A9 A
T, b e FAE gzl Ble) fest
Al Z7 A} Group 3 female 3FH 9 AL 93]
] AL vz Bl ikl o= o] £
N ARNFTFEA ] AN vt o L A
=9} vlzsgich

44. &8 B
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