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Abstract: To confirm the ecological hazard of two brominated flame retardants—Tetrabromobisphenol A( TBBA) and Tribromophenol (TBP) on Daphnia
magna, the acute toxicity (48 h-LCy,) and the chronic toxicity (21 d-EC5 or NOEC for reproduction, intrinsic rate of increase and net reproductive rate)
were tested and compared. Depending on the test results, we applied assessment factors to exirapolate the predicted no effect concentration( PNEC) for
both chemicals. Results of toxicity tests showed that for both TBBA and TBP, 21 d-ECj; values for intrinsic rate of increase and net reproductive rate were
one or two orders of magnitude lower than 48 h-LCy, , which were also lower than the 21 d-NOEC value for reproduction. Hazard assessment of TBBA and
TBP indicated that the chronic toxicity-based PNEC value was lower than the acute toxicity-based PNEC. The indicator of ECj for reproduction, intrinsic
rate of increase and net reproductive rate might be more sensitive in the toxicity characterization of TBBA and TBP on Daphnia magna than that of NOEC.
More emphasis should be placed on the chronic toxicity of TBBA and TBP than the acute toxicity, the PNEC derived from chronic toxicity data can
adequately protect the population of daphnia magna.

Keywords: Tetrabromobisphenol A ; Tribromophenol ; Daphnia magna ;hazard assessment
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Sim et al.,2009) . FAT, A7 2550 g 18 AR 1 I 3L
TEAFFEAESE YR ALy A A1 =R 8 Wy BA 18 2% 1
DRME V22 7% 1 RN E B R 800 (Kling et al., 2009
Strack et al., 2007; Canesi et al., 2005; Kitamura
et al.,2002;2005) AENIETER PBT(FEAME AW E
PR FIREPE ) W5, DU IR A A F = P58 B 1 2R )
TR BE P AR 5 95 UEFIAD 5E.

AR XS DUV A FI =R K AR A
Y2 PR BF 50 9 K e 28 AR L £ 28 55 ((Kuiper
et al. ,2007 ; Debenest et al. ,2010; X 21355, 2007) ,
B3 SEfT 5 B AR vh A 2 PR R MR RO T T A8 1R T
PERE B = bl T VU XU A R =R B e K R Y
A ik 2] 182 d Ml 50 d ( Government of
Canada,2013;0ECD SIDS,2003) , K I, , 3 7% F 47 Jot
7K A A B PR A 1 2 PN 43 A T RO 1 2
T LA Z 0 D FIRESE.

KINVRE ( Daphnia magna Straus) J& T 19 B34
T Fe ] B 28, 02 i W /N B i TP 52 sh
XoF 7K RS 08 A ORI OK 1 W AN T b
O ZH S R R 23 BAY AR B I A Pk AR
Fe iR o B AR O6F K IR TP A0 BORRAE RE S
g P Ab2 58: 5 Tz AT A K AR 2 A A A
Y. R AL M T 41 o] NS M B e 4 SR A
Wi DR | AR 2 e gk [ 5 DX A 3 AT A
WAk~ i o 28 Bk 2 ) o f 3 MDA Y B R AR
[FIEST, F T IS I £ 7 S HC A BB AT R 6 24 555 i 3E
A BURRAE | R AU 1o P TR o o S B TE AL 22 W)
JBOR A5 ZR GE N 4 TR A RO B AR, B
{CPYTR BBy A R R RY S Y S M T R I i
( Debenest et al., 2010; X £I. ¥ 4§, 2007; Kuiper
et al.,2007) , PUIR AL A Fl = J5 2 5 b K R0 i 48
ZHAFEE ARG BN HHIN. A, A An R A R 2
AL SR AR R B, O FE R B 3 B d M A
ORISR RN, Gt 45 R (I B KR G
ARBE AR ) AT RE A R AR i A i g B AR T A0 AU Y 7
PEFEBR (32305, 2009 ; BRHESE,2009) .

PEAG IR 7 02 AT A 27 W o A 28 1 )
T A BT R PR RO 5 2 RIS o 18 3 455 22 4
PETTTERR L SE 1 | H A G5 ik [ 58 M3 1] i1 v 3R
A A=) B 0 A vh A5 )z g T T AR 1]
B FRGON A B SRR P [ A
PEAS PRI B0 8 A [A] i PP A PR 5 (82 4 A
F) KT UV B A RN = IROR X 2 W] gy PBT

Y, R PR PR -2 2047 3 F S B U Fn g
PEFE PRI 0 16 3 PP Al R A5 A B AR LA 25 21, XF
FixZ& PBT ¥ 5 1) 0 B8 KU S A48 FLA 48 K
AR

PRt ACBIF 5 DA K ALl 32 i A= ), 76 T e
TS AR = Y5 2 T X 7R e ke i P 0 3K 1 5
it 1 Jre e g R 3k, AR FH A Ay R B R R
WA R R B 488 K 9 S i, 5% AN [] B 1 ¢
S RRURRE s 78 BESE Al R FH DA TR AR 3
PR A S5 7K B 58 B 1000 S %8007 ¥k BE ( PNEC) , B
TEA VUV By A R0 =I5 8 1y 1) AR 285 e 35 PE A B 43t
SERNECHE ; e Jo % L S S w1 e
FEVEAG AR 22 20, LB R RALRIE K 0 23R
LT P RRRZE A

2 ##5 7% ( Materials and methods)

2.1 RE AR fe s

I8 BT K 38 ( Daphnia magna) PR S5 %
WIFE, W F: 50 20~21 °C, FHAREH SR H Elendt
M4 VR 955 e A 5. 12 FH Ve Dy S5 2 K R 1
[F] —fi 3 S vk AME 2B 5 3 AR LA L %) %% 24 h
VI, o f 2 3% Ik . A 78 35 57 0 S AR DL
( Scenedesumssubspicatus ) W 45 W £ W, £ 1H &2 ( DLk
)Y H0.1 ~0.2 mg-3& d™'.

A+ v RO AR 3% £ 3K BT 3 X ( LC-Agilent
Technologies 1290 Infinity, MS-AB SCIEX QTRAP
4500, 35 AB A, AR FE46 (CLIMACELL %Y,
TEE MMM 2> 6] , Z2316e /K B S 55000 X (HQ40d ,
EEMEAAT) (16900 % S FEIG A A .

TR PR A F =Y R By 0 ) E R R
RN w] R R T 97% 5 INTR | & ¥ R (3 46, 1
H A E Merck 23 F] ; 27K Ry (i 2, 1 [ 1 254 14
FEALK (FEBHA N 18.2 MQ-cm).

2.2 KRB &

2.2.1 TBBA #1 TBP Wy 2 a4t NHiIA TBBA
H1TBP A3 1 ) A e 1 | ff 3 0 5 YR i At
I H AT P ) SO A R ADL R e S T VR R Y
A4k T TBBA F1 TBP BMEws T oK, ik, SR
i) Bl 5 1) 75k T ) e Y Y, R b, P R ) e R AN
BT 0.1%o. YIRS A Fl = 7R By 4 L il 5% 0.05
F11.50 mg- L™ PR EE BN EE 3 1 FAT. 265 O
KA 3 KIS mL AKFEH CEFRE 1 A5 HERE T
5144 : ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C18 {44 ( 150 mmx



1948 w8 B

35 %

¥

2.1 mm,3.5 pm,Agilent 22 H] , J2[E) ,EST IR, i shAH
K NER 0.02%Z K/ K(V/V) AR 40 C |, HE K
0.5 mL-min™" | JFFE 5 pL.
222 AAFLZAMEHFERE SHEREN B
JE A METE S I (GB/T 21830—2008) (345
P3P BB T Gy, 2008D ) FIR 56 15 B AR
R 3 AN B | A5 2 0 AR 3 2 M TE s ] 0~
1009% 14 32 1849k 3 FR). 1F 2 86 78 T 96 S it |
B 5 AR YR ALE A 5.0.6.0.7.2.8.64 F
10.37 mg-L™", = KE M 1.0.1.6.2.5.3.2 fil 4.0
mg- L™ [AI B804S 11 % A 2EL A0 3 391 o) TR 4. 95 R i
05 2 S ke e M IR AR [R). 76 100 mL BEAR A 50
mL SZIRYNEI, BB 5 Hahig, Az
W4 AFAT ARG E R 48 h, 1B A BEAH , AN B
VR AEIRIE T IR I 24 48 h I BT 7 4 it 40
HAET AR AL
223 KAEFEMEFEERE SFHERL
TR EFEIRER” (GB/T 21828—2008 ) ( I I {3 47 41
fh 2 S BT Ly, 2008a) AR 2k TR M B e - 5
BSOS B R, PR A A
M= %841 0.05,0.10,0.50,1.00 Fl 1.50
mg- L™ 5 R [RIFRFSE 1 A~25 1% IR 41 0 Bl i 57
X RRZEL A O S 2t AR ) AR IR
10 AT BB A 1 RaniZ e in s,
B RAC AT ISR BN AR (R 2l 8, B 72 h B
BRI AR UESZ ) e B A AR LE DT AR vk B
1) 80% LA I 4 R GE 5% 1k BT R MIAFIE % LI ]
W14 44 d.7E 60 d 190 d LI SERIET K.
224 ¥HEAE AVEFEEMEESES EC,.
ECs, 2 95% # 15 PR R F A & 58 {7 35 ( Probit,
SPSS17. 0) #E4T43H7 (Ren et al. ,2007) K FXR B
4 (Dunnett’s tests, ANOVA ,SPSS 17.0) Z JC%} Hb T
SR DG FREH Sy i) BEH A8 i o eI I R0 Tk
£ (LOEC) (p<0.05) 5 JC i E SN (NOEC) .
KIEGFR TR (R, , TR IS
BT, d) RN B (r,, , JOEAY ) (5305 ,2009)
bR AE AT .

RO = lxmx ( 1)
2 xl .m,
r=-—o—— (2)
2 lxmx
InR, 3
rr" - T ( )

l.=n /n,,m =c, /n,_, (4)

K x HHIE 0 R« W EIFEIE DL, e, R« IR A
A7 A Y MEPE S ARER.

PNEC #MfEJ5 1%« FF A2 55 20080 0 SC ik 3] B
B, R FPEAE R 73 (OECD, 201 1) X F53 Jo Rk i
W IE (PNEC) HEAT A1, BRIV ot A58 A= 4 1 7 M5
P LASE S PEA 7 RIAS 3] PNEC. A 7 ik 45
WL 1.

F1 HSKFERS PNEC WEEE R EF

Table 1  Assessment factors of aquatic toxicity data for estimating

a PNEC
Bfg ik AL T

3NEBRINED G —HED 1000
A 1T LCsy( ECsy)
1 TP IER 1) NOEC 100
2AE SR 2 AP K S0
1 NOEC
3ANE RGN E D 3 AR 0
# NOEC

HFOMEE B B R 5 PFBLNE (1~5)

3 Z RIS (Results and analysis)

3.1 TBBA #1 TBP # = &
DU AL A (TBBA) Fll =JRZE ) (TBP) B Fa &
PEATATEE I UL 1 T DU R DU A A

100% -
Wod [J3d
95%

90%

85%([
80%
5%
0.05 1.50

70%

S IR R 43 b

TBBA Hig¥k ¥ /(mg-L ™)
Wod [ 3d

95% -
90% -
85%
80% -
75%
70%
0.05 1.50

TBP #E 3K (mg-L ™)

100% -

S L HERIR I E 43 b

B MERNE AN REBYREE
Fig.1 Stability of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol
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YRR EHR IS AW 0~ 72 h 1452 00 ke B HRAE 1% R (8
1) 85% LA L. PRt , >k HIFRAS T & 48 h 2k REE
BRI A 72 h BEHTA TR A A T R A g
FEPEIR Y6 AT LAR{A TBBA F1 TBP ¥ HFX FE 5E .
32 KRAFWAMEFERE

DURACEY A = T8 28 By Xof R 70 338 1 2 ok 91 ol
RS R L 2 5 PR TP A W pH 7E 7.7 ~8.2 3

FEL N, it SR DR R E AR RIS fi 4011 88% ~98% 2 ],
TREPEHIAE 20,1 ~21.5 °C. KRR A 4 %42 fk A )
VR DUTROBL I A R — VR R 85 I 1 ) 32 31 B B0 4.
YRR R AY Sk EE M L DU TR OB A W
Horp, PO YR OBUEY A XK H Y 48 h-LCy, M 8.59
mg- L7 = VR R M 6 K R & Y 48 h-LCy, b 3.56
mg-L~".

R2 MRWE A MZERNKEZHN2ESE

Table 2 Acute toxicity of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol to D.magna.

i . m%%j_m [Eaesd LCS/_ Lcsof —— LCs 95%%1_%‘%[‘@/ LCso 95%%_{%&1[‘@/
It (mg-L7h)  (mg-L7) (mg-L7") (mg-L7")
TBBA 24 y= -15.62+16.18x 7.31 9.24 0.898 6.93~7.60 9.01~9.49
48 y= -19.87+21.28x 7.19 8.59 0.996 6.89~7.42 8.41~8.77
TBP 24 y= =3.66+6.12x 2.14 3.97 0.988 1.91~2.33 3.76~4.20
48 y= —3.54+6.72x 1.91 3.56 0.988 1.71~2.08 3.20~3.53

Ty AILARME AN 1) 0 A BREERIE IR (lge) , T A

3.3 KA ZEEMEEFEMERZN FRAEAETS I £6 ( Martinez-Jeronimo et al.,2013) . K#Y

33.1 WRNE AAMZERXB M ERAENZW IR R A R =R R EE T AT
DIBE B A AR A, SRR AT TE B (ny ) X IO 9h A T2 R 35 M 28 DL 2 F IR 3. 25 6T RRH ( ek ) AT
100%F Q104 100% 0104
0% mard 90% - m21d
80% - m30d 80% m30d
0% magq 0% m44d
1 60% - 11 60%
B 50% [ 7 & 50%
4;}5 40% - % % ‘ ﬁ-)é 40%
¢ ¢ ¢
30% - E E a 30%
20% 7 7 g ’ 5 20%
10% . 1 U I 1 1 |V 10%
LA M M A 1A A W .
ck k" 005 010 050 100 150 ck k" 005 010 050 100 1.50
DU A ¥ (mg-LY) SWHEBIEEE (mgL™)
2 MRWER A 1 =RFEST FIRIFL TR ( + BhEmIx R
Fig.2 Effect of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol on the mortality of D.magna.
—o— ck —e— 0.05mg-L! —%—0.50 mg-L! —6—1.50 mg-L!
—— ok —4—0.10 mg-L™! —%—1.00 mg-L™!
12 — 12 -
1.0
§ £ 08
7z =
2 Z 06
: :
& E oa
&
02 |- 0.2
0 | | | | J 0 J
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i /d wh/d
3 AEMRENE A FI=REBKE TEBNETBZ(+ BEFIxTRA)

Fig.3  Survivorship curves of D.magna. exposed to different doses of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol
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B FIRTIRAL (ck ™) BB R IEASIET. H 21 d B FAYSRERAE T 50 A 2 18 e 1) 1) 28 KR AR — L

FET A ML 20% , A, 3455 OECD K AR %
FEFE MR A SO EbR o, A0 25 R A R R 2
AL B DUTR AU A e A T, SRR A0 T
KRWT ETF FER W 1.50 mg- L' YEHI R, 6 7%
44 d FET-FR 50%. XY = IR KBk BE R 0.05 Al
0.10 mg-L™'Af, SEIRAE 10 d N HERAET, 24 =%
P v B 0.10 mg+ L™ B FH51 0.50 mg- L' B, 55 1%5E
TR RN, 3 44 d B R SR EE (1.5 mg- L) T
FRIBINIET R A 90% , 18 KT 5 75 T IRl Bk 32 DU
XU A HPOETRAISET R R ] UL, = IRPR I X R
BRATEIE = T VU IR AU A DU AU A = 1R 2K
X SERRAET R HA W MR B A0 56 &, (HL ] — ¥k

ARG AR X F] RS T o0 ) R Pk R B 7 A 1
3& B B PE T ( Debenest et al. ,2010).

M 3 AL W F A R
0.50 mg- L™ S DA b e BE 1) DU YR XU A Fll = 1R K 3
P AR T R R A A5 2 . B AR AS [] U R 3L
Ty A VR EE T RANE AR I3« Y fH vk
JET KRB R0 FE T3 0wy — TR IR 1 X 23 08 A7
TR T o B ¥k EE KT 0.50 mg- L™
B, 4731 FHH 2 AT JR Ay« o7y U A A T < U1 7R,

%3 414 10,21 30 144 d B POIR AU A F1=
TRAR X R AIRE Y 5% B B (LCs ) M5S0t
HE (1.Cs, ).

£3 MRWE A M=ZEXRBNAEENEESME

Table 3 Chronic toxicity of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol to D.magna.

W iR éﬁﬂpkﬁ{z ) LCs/_ Lcso{ e R R LG, 95%%1_%% B/ LCs 95%%_1%&1 I/
A )/ d e BE X RO 2 (mg-L7Y)  (mg-L7) (mg-L™") (mg-L71)
TBBA 10 y=-0.64+0.56x 0.016 - 0.898 0.001~0.047 -
21 y=-0.27+0.56x 0.004 - 0.881 0~0.014 -
30 y=-0.13+0.57x 0.002 - 0.930 0~0.009 -
44 y=-0.059+0.58x 0.002 - 0.932 0~0.008 -
TBP 10 y=0.57+1.42x 0.027 0.40 0.975 0.015~0.041 0.32~0.48
21 y=0.78+1.61x 0.031 0.33 0.947 0.019~0.044 0.27~0.39
30 y=0.98+1.77x 0.033 0.28 0.978 0.022~0.046 0.24~0.33
44 y=1.04+1.82x 0.033 0.27 0.897 0.022~0.046 0.23~0.32

T =7 FOR N Z IR RIS B R SR T AR 509 , AT 5 ik JRIE A R ERR LG, A,

332 WHENER AFRMZEEXBAAEBLERNY
g g SPSS Z2 70k AT 6 BR A N A7 a2 KA
TR EFERCR R 0.50 mg- L K B v e J3 4 4
E XA B 225 (p=0.001) . H 175 2] Y R
XU AR = PRI R 3% 21 d BB Y Fe K T
WM FE (LOEC) #7°4 0.50 mg- L™, JC ] ML 4% 17 e

024~ R -0 R 71200
£ 0.18 90.0
g
s 0.12 60.0
Bk
z

0.06 30.0

0.05 0.10 050 1.00 1.50

ok’
U5 A YK JEE /(mg-L ™)

ck

HHFER R,

J#(NOEC) ¥4 0.10 mg- L™ Hi4E 44 d W&k 4
SRR E A AL A B R T D R A
= IROR Y 2 68 T R TR0 P B KR A Bl R
A AR ], 25 SR aniE 4 FnE S Fis. i 4 i RLE
2, Y PO A WK T 0.10 mg- LB, Py BL34
T BTV A B R 5 T2 DU R AU A VR BE R T

024 _— AR 0= BRI ] 120.0
£ 0.181— —190.0
* 4
#
ﬁ 0.12 —60.0 E
¥ ®
0.06 — —30.0

0
0.05 0.10 050 1.00 1.50

ok”
SRR [(mgL)

ck

4 MLRXE A 1= REBE I FE RN EIG KRS EARRF0G( = BIARIXHEA)

Fig.4 Effects of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol on the intrinsic rate of population growth and the net eproductive rate of D.magna.
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Fig.5 Effects of Tetrabromobisphenol A and Tribromophenol on the

generation time of D.magna.

0.50 mg - L™ B, TR A0 19 1A s ) DA 28 13 ) R
21 26 d 3B m R EE T 1Y 30 d. [FIREFE AR IR B
(= IROK T Z 52 T, SR 1R A PN L3 K S5O A A o
X FEORH LA A AN K, W BE R T 0.10 mg - L7 B -y
T 5 TR TR P e B B A — TR R I VA 1
TSI REAIG, 78 f e vl B A QR B) 5, ok 25.3 d
HR A Ry itk — 25T

DIGEWE 21 d (N BIHROR (r,) TR (R,)
FEFHECER (R) LR A 2N DUV A F1— 75K By
() ECs & 95% {5 X A 1% 4 iR,

R4 MRWE A M= ERBNFZHEESE
Table 4  Population-level toxicity of TBBA and TBP to D.magna. at 21 days exposure

o i %égﬁ@ ] ECS/_ —— ECs 95%%{%%[‘@
FE X5 (mg-L7") (mg-L™")
TBBA T y=-0.18+1.22x 0.062 0.853 0.032~0.098
R, y=0.87+0.96x 0.002 0.908 0.001~0.006
R y=0.61+1.09x 0.009 0.819 0.004~0.016
TBP T y=0.30+1.58x 0.058 0.921 0.029~0.092
R, y=1.21+1.75x 0.023 0.921 0.015~0.033
R y=1.00+2.64x 0.099 0.792 0.072~0.127

3.4 PNEC /MEZR

FHTHME PNEC 1 201 R 5 B s S
iR IR 5 ~ 6, 1 28 I 28 Y BodE ok A 6
ECOTOX # 1 % 4% % ( http://cfpub. epa. gov/
ecotox/ ) il OECD eChemPortal-2ERL W) A FEAE
B A )38 B (http ://www. echemportal. org/ ) .
5 Al LIA 2 I, o DU Uy A

TR R W) AP R B T £, L 96h-1C,, M 3. 18
mg- L™ X = ROR By S U AR R A 0 e
72 h-EC,, >N 0.76 mg- L™ JEFRPEAH T 1000, 15 F)
DU IRy A R = Y5 gy ) T T 850N vk B 4 S Sy
3.18 F110.76 pug- L™ 7648 P B P DUk v, X6F O R X0
Ty A R = PR R Wy i SRR A R Sl R R L
A Bl RO IR S 2 1d-EC 43 1 28 0.002 Al

R5 HESTRWE A BT RENSELE
Table 5 Toxicity data used to estimate PNEC of TBBA

i WRAE A ity P T PNECS
(mg-L7") (pg-L7)
=R E A H P Selenastrum capricornutum H K 72h-ECy, >5.6* 1000 3.18
KAEVF Daphnia magna A 48h- LCs, 8.59
BEh£h Danio rerio AT 96h- LCs, 3.18"
2R I Pimephales promelas (LSS 35d-NOEC 0.16* 10 0.20
W35 Nitzschia palea HK 72h-NOEC 2.61°
KAEVFE Daphnia magna A B 21d-NOEC 0.1
LN 21d-EC; 0.009
P BTG R 21d-EC; 0.062
AT A 21d-EC; 0.002

¥ :a.0ECD, 2012 ; BEBEARHME . T pH S 055 BRAL M ™ At s il 1056 FH AL T 91 5 b. Kuiper et al. 2007 ; SEREFRIE IR EE  pH S5 A5
HALE B 4% 75 1 5 c. Debenest et al., 2011 ; 3 8b5 1 IR  pH Ko A A A B A s
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Table 6 Toxicity data used to estimate PNEC of TBP
Wy Wieon B i VAT PECS
(mg-L7") (gL
SobEEEME 4 H ZF ¥ Selenastrum capricornutum LIS 72h-ECs, 0.76* 1000 0.76
KEVF Daphnia magna SETZ 48h- LCy, 3.56
IR A Pimephales promelas T 96h- LCy, 6.25"
(3 da A A AW Selenastrum capricornutum K 72h-NOEC 0.22° 50 0.46
KAV Daphnia magna A B 21d-NOEC 0.10
HEFH 21d-EC; 0.099
PA B R 21d-EC; 0.058
VB R 21d-EC; 0.023

IE:a.0ECD SIDS, 2003 ; SEHARIE  JELEE . pH B S0 55 BRAL VL BT 4% 4211 ; b. Broderius et al., 1995 ; SEREFRIE I . pH B 055 BLAL 14 5 )™

ezl

0.023 mg- L™, B IFAL I+ 10 F1 50, 45 51 P05 3
T AR = TSR 1) T T 2400 YR BB 43 00 A 0.20 F
0.46 wg L.

4 118 ( Discussion)

BEPEZ S EC /LC 2 MR 4 vk i 2500 ith 445 3]
BRI FE 3 50 B[] P B a9 13 A 9 7 A 3 1 i/
FET-HIRE YR E ; T FE M4 5 NOEC 2 B E fE7E
) — 00 v 3 (L, B 0K T v B S )
S E RSO, K B — DL 5% W 3 P K
LM G 7 AR B AR R T 73R B k24 i
{4 T T 2 SRR A AE 3R ) v B B, TR it
NOEC AT LA bR ¥ B2 28007 11 2k 9 Ik S5 2000 e J32 B
X, 40 EC,(LC;) 8% EC,,(LC,,) (Van Leeuwen et al.,
2007 ) ABFFEETXF PUBRAL G A F1 = J5 R 5 A AL 7%
24~48 h ZAVEFEMEM 10~44 d 18 PEFEME, X1 T 3%
PR I %o 235 13 %) e 00 R 300 77 0 S M (LG
LCy) , VAR [ Fy 0 M 75 M 26 o (B 466 D ST 1 3
PESZIE Y NOEC | B0 1 | A 0GR R A B 9
PEFZIA ) EC, ) 25 R 3B, DU A F1— TR 2K
1) 10~44 d 7RG TEME LCy, Al LC, 205 Eb 24 ~48 h 77
TEREME LC, M LCAR 1 ANFn 2 NECE S, A 1Y 21
d BURE G ML S BC, (N LI K R R i %)
BIL 48 h S PEREME LC,, I 2 U= g L, PUR XL
By A I =R I %o R TR R ) 0 e SRR AR R A E 2
PEBEPEAE P 52500 5 | A G .

NS PEREPEDIR DO IROBUEY A R — TR 5 X
KAV LA P B R A pl R M i ) £C, 38
KT B0 e 7 S B NOEC, DU 1R X A Xt
B A EC Ik T NOEC, 1fif = ¥R W
X EE R ERE I A EC,29% T NOEC. X v Xt T

U A R IROR I T, AN g R Gt BT
ROV B K P AE R B 8 P IRAR &5k — e
JE 1 e

HRPE AR A2 e, N BEH KRR 48 B Fa e 4
IREEF RN IE, R B 5 2 AR Z BR ] A BE b ik
B RE AR — R IR ST, R R
ERT ISR, P B K o TR AEE I
UL E A A% A 285 45 b, 00 1 A 5l
RN FE R A 28 0 — AN AR UG #5010 v 1 oK
(Xi et al., 2005) AHBFFEAR B P IRAL A Fil =R
A XoF KA g A A R AR R EC (AT LAY
BORAR RN AR FE N BRI S Y EC5 3 NOEC H,
[ S 3 £ 365 T o o e A 2 B39 — 000 G &R
XN T AR 5 0] R TR IS TR Oy DUE R A i
SRR A SR B TR A I EE S, ]
DASE - i 7 A2 90 5 ) A ) B e e X Sy
HE55(2012) FIE AR 2255 (2012) BYBIFZE 25 AR,

LT DUTR LBy A F = YR B %) R B 8 St
P PEREPE I RS S, AR 58 60 FH VA PR 7325 43l
AN I8 X6 7K B35 110 T 0 TG 35007 R ( PNEC)
Y F REACH ¥ HUHERE RO PEA% DR 7925 3 A 9 M 4L
PR TR, AW AEHE S PNEC BRI B 2% SCik i
WG NG TR E | BT 18 M 8 M 58 1) PNEC 3
T2 T 2R E SR ) PNEC 1A.

5 518 (Conclusions)

1) DUy A R = V58 4 15 0 A 3 1) 18 1 B
PEVE FHAH L S E 2 VR FH B R 5 | DG 3 « DU L
A FI=IRFEB R 10~44 d 1BMEAEEFEPE LC, M LG,
I3 EE 24 ~48 h 2PEREME LC,, F1 LCAK 1 ASF1 2 4
.
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2) POV By A R = PR T % KA 3 D PN
KR FNGA FE R BRI ) EC IR T H X B =
B Y NOEC,, A2 5 R 5 M 52 i 1Y) EC{EAIR
T LA BLHE A ARN AR B A BE PR Y EC,. DL
Bt PN BB RN A A R A E ) EC (AR
Sk RN A T M AR A 0] B AR UR Hh RAE b 2
i XIS fE

3) X PUTR XL A FI = YRR T, S TR
iﬁ%mecﬁ?%?uﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%Pmc
B SR FH LIS 4 2 P B0 Sl Sl 1) fi 5 A 45
DA b AP AR e (17 42 42
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