]Lgiﬂ?ﬁj":’cé—’ ~3€5Fuf*7r*§m’ﬂ} B kR AL lbéfin?ﬁ

SR SEE S Ty 5 X &ﬁﬁé%%ﬁ%’ﬂﬁﬂ%%
Rerd Rk A HLL ARt FHF a2 TR Y B

POoB A ARKRENS AR IR HARAGMAE C BB N

B3

SRR R LA LR 7R L S S Sl SR ]
E R L EE D 2 BaoAp TRHERIRE D & o LY B P T
EBER R Y LR AR R 7Ok A (LCso) & F R R A
(ECso) & 5 2 Fenn iy SRl i F 4 TR B & 2 FWOR T LT
PER I e @ i 4e o T o PR B R Tk B b R TR Y
AFALHPZF TP FHRE AT PRAWGE > & F LFRIHE Hk
ﬁ?ﬁéi%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ°#*%&iﬁﬁﬁpiﬁﬂﬁ’{ﬁﬁ
ERAECEF THRERES MA B E 3 BRE RO 2R RG

BGEE & H RE w?%ﬁ%&U£&%§gmﬁamo

foitF 5 TR R R rE# Ok & 45 1% (Endpoint ) >
EF R FTREOREA A G R DL B PR A RS RS
f At ik & 4p# (Endpoint) 3 T w8 § B2k & (Effect
Concentrations > ECx ) » & P % # %k & ( No Observed Effect
Concentrations * NOEC ) » & i< #Lip| B> 2k & (Lowest Observed Effect



Concentration » LOEC) ™ 2 & % 5k & (No Effect Concentrations > NEC )
FE oA RDE R IR Sl BRI L2 2 A% T 2 B ECx
%2 NEC #_& % '}’F&T?/»\ #7 ;% (Regession methods) #7 4 > @ NOEC
% LOEC R 41 * #c~ 47> ;2 (ANOVA-type data or Hypothesis testing )
BE e gtk S8t 3 # iR B2 4% 2 0 Nelly Van Der Hoeven Pligd g

ded 211 47 0 B RE S BcehiRal B o

Table 2.1.1 Summary of the positive and negative aspects of several measures
for (almost) no effect

NOEC ECx EC., NEC

Simplicity ++ - + -
Accepted ++
Statistically correct -—
Model independent ++
Confidence interval -
Independent of arbitrary value -
Independent of sample size ——
Application factor ——
Larger with bad data

Independent of test concentrations —— ++ —

T+
|

%% Nelly Van Der Hoéven (1997)"™



211 #& P EREFER (NoObserved Effect Concentrations »
NOEC)

NOEC &4 fe izt et T fripdle T 308 a g ¥4 B k3 ik
Bood HMEARBH L X 5 ¥r g me R AREF MiER? T
Ao ERFERE PlAc 121 ARG L 2 B& 0 TR G 4 BEs ok
@*%i*”ﬂoﬁiW&%%W#*%D@H:éﬁﬁ$ﬁw$%?%w

HAPHMOFTESF LA FAE L ERERE RAEF T FO5S%
confidence level)snz B o

NOEC & | * #icH S hFHcA 172 285472 Denfg 22 7% > ¢ 37
Dunnett ~ Williams test %, 32 77, = I fogadl w2z Fant g | st
A B PA AT e BEESFESNEE R EL T ERAE- S
B3 Aok sk b ERenR &Y

w g gy IRREAL T el 11 MR e NOEC 27 7 4
o AR R TR MBI MR o F) 2 H R PR Bk R E

(w.

# AP B (R R F SR AT s st 2 0 > Tk R

\v_rt

NOEC i  df % B ¥ § PP 2 — @it REH E o @ & 2000 £ p* » Crane *

Newman ' = & % $4+° NOEC 12 1w + 4 B :

(1) NOEC ek & - T A A3 Bige ¥ 5 @ cahfiin™ m ] 2

e WL 1% Typelerror @ &% > @ § &2 2| T pFT 2 4

NOEC # % 75 f o

(2) - KR LEEE ) M F B (significance) o * 3 0.050
5 e

senfeF o TPt HIn i L B ¥ B 5 null hypothesis #7338 2



(3) NOEC % 7| § %Pk & uE # & 325 » NOEC 2 LOEC
BREPRAGVER

(4) 715 NOEC s f sk » FIr @2 EREGHERF -

it £_Chao et al"® 4 4% B 58 E4F4 23E% ¢ % NOEC 2 EC
ot g F I NOEC ¥ BCjo#t R { B enimib ke 29 2 5|+
1 * ¢ &g (cut-off value) k 2| %74+ 2% % * NOEC & dF'z ECj i E = M3
MR FE o 0t 2 ¢ o Isnard P er al " ST S T BAEER P 2 G
4%t ECos ~ ECjo 2 NOEC fFvt g #If 0 ggz M B LR F A
oo ot zns Hep A NOEC £ § S 8 b ensd 2 > w2 e 287 3 1%

7f L & 4 4L & o (Precautionary Principle ) /% *2 (Threshold) e



2.1.2 &% %k & (No Effect Concentrations - NEC) 2 8255k &
(Effect Concentrations » ECx)

AR ARREY AR EFTHEHD AP OPET AT A BRE
(Threshold ) » ¢* R 45 2 + 4+ 121 7 LAFRE BT RS RT
Booom w85 7 L4 (tolerance distribution) o  NEC B
L4 0 b B T FLhE R & o Cox™#& 217 - W EH 5 ( Threshold
model ) » # % Bedaux % Kooijman”''% Tf_?'*ﬁ%—i’%tb TERAHFD - B
#® 0 H K AR E R (threshold concentration) T o b B dr B A
TR EHT € F TR o AedviBk 2 T g d W EHC (Threshold
model ) #rHn it FH E F el Y > NEC Zfiest ¥ ehddicr §ja- 70 gk
Fenflice RER e ¥R - @3 i AgiF - THEL §514e4
BF e FlYt -~ 3 E NEC 2 & ji— 2L fi50 ek -

RTINS = gL 4 F#o s NOEC 7 i * »v g PIRBE F b
iR il o B PR @7 NBEC & ECx & B~k £ chif 5 o 4 & ¢
RoFT G oied B Ok R Ap iR S A B3 ahw fE S et e RehiE > 5
PR AR T 200 &g 2] ] e k2 #h Chapman er al.*z
OECD"™ # #1355 NEC #& ECx +* NOEC { 45 » ¥ ¥ Hipg { 56 chizh
B ht e d x TERET B9 5 5 A 10770 w & NEC R173 A%
Vi A R AR FI R PR IR o k2 b R R
R B RPE S TR Row fF e 7 chlicdy 7 P (n<3) F
(LOG) ik & shaftd SUAL 5 chik 2 (G4 R T3 2w M %57 2 )
W% ¥ g ¥ NEC & NEC ¢h} THa'U@ 2 £17 - @ BCx kR ¢

EEFET R RN RN R L EE PR R EEEER
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PR F o MOk R ohlicdy 7 3
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2.2 &M 3 B iE(Acute and Chronic Ratio » ACR)

FPRCEF T AR ST ONEREMRY Y HLEBT RS OE R
Pyl o ¥R FRYEFPREBATFRREY B I P E o T
o7 R BT T & & B4 1t & (Acute and Chronic Ratio » ACR)
A7 EGFADUS. EPA 2% ACR chm TiHEd - 7 F 4% a4
ACR i& (asubset of available ACRs ) k& % @i -k R 3 {1k % - ACR
Bt B v gd PaOES RS (LCs) " f# 2% % (NOEC or

LOEC) o 28 = s 40— ¢

Acute toxicity

ACR = . Y
Chronic toxicity

- 4@ 7 O ACRa EEAN - BR%HFEDEFIden Fa L RF

MRS - g4 ACR B0 A1 &3 1 &4 2k 3 e

G P o 0 FF S E KU ol E S AP ER A
#1982 & > Kenagam*ﬂ*“% PRAOASEE R a3 fad iz 7 LCsy %
B3 12 MATC 2 B caBf 0% o i@ 8¢ #I0 » 1 ¥ 5 1 5 F 1 ACR
B - P EZ F LB K iom JLAp ek % 4 3t 1994 & > Mayer
et alh Y B R hAEhEd BT FERE NOEC 2 MATC
enig o m 7 European Center for Ecotoxicology and Toxicology of Chemical
(ECETOC)® » & ¥ X 304 e B (e Z:m 5 ~F B &1 2 RAH)
fod i At s 0 Hs p A~ 24t ACR B4 4 27 1 40

Z B @ T ACR &R 4> 42 % 22 2 *P% o Persoone % Janssen!””
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B EFHRELS ACR % i MEE S B B 5 R 3 1 F] 20000 F
F T a0 @ 8 N ACR PR3 1000 0 — 4% %k 3L E 3t 50 © Linge et
alP e B A B R B B Tl T e R R G YT b B
frit B ARG ARS M R T3 R RE 2 TR 0% I el 4
B NOEC &1 » & — 41 £5 1 Fh FRlE&ReHE* 12-25 7 8 3gp| 4

B4 1+ NOEC &7 -

B o AR chd LI F R AR S R TiEr R G B
SRR T ] oz w22 &R Db o Fpt > BRI B g
PReer k- B ACR LEXRAFTERFBLRAMG > 72 T I A
ZESER SN EXER SESCAE L4 B R S P S N

g ¢ ,},,]vifug‘?#%frﬁq},,,ﬁo

Roex et al. ™ % 2000 & & » 1335 7 Je (£% 8403 (110 5 % 54 2 i
g B AR R e R R e mg e 1 @ (ACR)
9% 98£11.8 > A BRI F 44 AR S > 9 5 2584157 & H
T e e B a5 87 K 3 R Thee-brood test faf4 s 4 2 24412
Frf i is B 5 Fend i d ot B4 B 5 7.6622.74 % 2.37+0.69 o Tt £ 7

B it 82 23T > ACR m@f@:g’ﬁ g;ﬂg,]viou%ﬁui@} » J FB T

=

i TG BEARE A B o
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2.3 ii%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ«hmmww&mwmmmmw
Relationship ° QSAR)

AR EP TR LLF NP od FREES T Sk o T
AP IR BB A P oA 27 B 2R A T SAR & 2 QSAR
sk A B A # o #t3) SAR (Structure Activity Relationship) & | * & 4~
S (oA SR R BRE (oA F ) 4 S KT
#F ¥4 $aha 1+ - QSAR (Quantitative Structure Activity Relationship ) B
- HE2FA Pt ETEEE S (Bl Rt A E Sk
B ) frd oA R (ImBCs)raut b M (% o

k2 >+ QSAR (Quantitative Structure -Activity Relationships ) & % 19 & .
R FE R SRR S RS BREH e H e s R R
%‘ﬁé& R enfd 2 o p 1960 & 04 K QSAR FF 403853 E - 29 QSAR 5
R A Ez %%’l E P et 1970 F ARSI~ T IRB R Y o

BANERFE LT BPFAFEEEST FEd 2 e 2 B F 7
ERBIAFREIFLE AT B A EMRE EHERL B2 BT
Hansch®'## > B 272 9 4 3 7% 2 f 5\ 2 fi%--k % # (n-Octanol / Water
Partition Coefficient » Log P) » i¥ % 7 W12 dp ik Log P 2 % 5 »v-Ki3
oox VT A cMEIFAS2ZMA N ERS AT RY 2 Sk
o3l o "/ﬁE TR Aok Glch o Lt B e BT F ol (ox) s RIS
¥ ~ &+ 7%+ (molar refractivity » MR) % -

— @ o F A I B4 T 5419945 Verhaar er al Vv 11
* &R A w5 (D25 R (Non-polar narcosis ) ~ (2) &4 i 12
(Polar narcosis ) ~ (3)2-4# 7k & i1+ (Aspecific reactive ) % (4)#F7kF i1+
( Specific reactive )
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(1)224& 44 e p$ 14 (Non-polar narcosis ) ¢t 5 {7 % 4] cha it = X FA
R 3 4 (Baseline toxicity ) » ¢t F e iF * H030 2 2L it B 5 Frigd -
LR OF B Bt A 2 R R Bk o LRSS R B e d

By Fagkits B o7 #;ﬁQS R B T RIEPIPFF 1 &4 cha
SH B RO FHF A F T AT

SRR LR FUREE o

TH

Q)& 42 12 (Polar narcosis ) © ¢t # 4] e i 40 5> H v %

=g

SRR L H A RRT - HOARE G P RN HE R
S P A S Y TR L UL

Fo WAER WAL LRI P10 RS A -

(3)2- 47k F st (Aspecific reactive ) @ p 5 e d BT Hend i
By e o Fyr BapLbrs + i P AR gy
FREARLIT o A & ehit & S pE g 2 BRE N P -

(4)#F 7k F s+ (Specific reactive )t #* #5 # 14 30 i § ok ehim®e X B 5
P % (Target) > blde: 7 e SpALPAR G - 58T F U2 L 5 RS 4
% (PAHs) 7 fis4f -

¥ ¢t Russom et al.Bﬂ%—j& Wi s B84 s 5 - B (General ) o

7 (Specific) & * 3 4] o — St d Fo L g Frpf (7% i it Uiz
B ARFBRMEIASFIATHIF BRI, U 1T e in

P RPN o AT AR BP0 2 K F o @ IR A D

FRE-F RIEG 2 7 AR R e d Y dupmmprd pa ks o

Flp hFT R MR L E B E 12 Akers er al. Ui i end i F 4
Tenf (e P85 02 0 e 108 84 it B4 Fenadfs = 4 (v
)

(1) 244mf frpste4 (21t B4 F (Non-polar narcosis) :¢ 7 7 ¥ 4f -
CEHE o~ AR FRAE C EREENZ F k¥ 4 %(PAHy) -
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(2) BILFEAFIEA 11 4 F (Polar narcosis ) 1 & 7 1 fi5 #f ~ F MR4E o

(3) & Rt # f1it B4 (Reactive) :¢ 7 1 fF4F ~ B &

FRF LR o

N

W
Ny
~=h
iy

% QSAR FRRleha B fof SReori@ el S Ap £ & 10 B2 0 > RIFERIHC
AT A E BrEl (Accuracy) Ve AFT 5§ B8 3 9 ECy ~ NEC ~

NOEC 2 LOEC g #-¢ £ QSAR 5% #7158 2 3P| B8 {74 oA 47 BLE T

Bl RENT
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24 HFNRESLR%

T3 MRk L EL ML ek SR EERTRE > 240 LS
EET L] ?%ﬁwﬁéﬁkﬁﬁé§*”M,ﬁ&*?%%#§ﬁiﬁ
PE o Pl 5@ ® P83 0E o pde US. EPA #73 * &1 "Fresh water algae
acute toxicity test""'! « OECD #74¢ * 1 "Algal growth inhibition test
guideline"™' ~ ISO #7# * ¢ “Water quality-algal growth inhibition test"’ «
APHA #74* ¢ "Toxicity testing with phyto- plankton"*'2 ASTM #4 *

"Standard Guide for Conducting Static 96-h Toxicity Tests with

Microalgae"™! o

P S A R A R e d2 0 e A (cell
density ~ biomass - growth rate)~ & 4 £~ £ %2F (Chl-a) % ‘m*% I 15
#f (Mean Cell Volume - MCVY ) 2@ %87 (Total'Cell Volume » TCV) %
FOAY G R RO RREE S £ AR P 5o < 30s
s Rk R R R E R LR 6 S
A2 KR Fr AEAEL | - LT FA C F RN AT

F s d ke g9y 1% 2 Ffgond £EHA2 3 B o

R S 3 N I SN Y R R AT Y
BRSkKF o ARE R L AT A BT Y R

PR g A R B Rskm o RALE FIRE kg @

> Kuhn % Pattard"”'* Scenedesmus subspicatus % ZEZ&4T% 143
oo BT chgh 3y B AT WY 3‘;1 Nadpdled o P AIRR A 48 0]
RN SR R AN o SRR P PR AR PE T B o] 3T 48 ] PF o
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",ﬁ% # 2. #b>Glassi 2 Vighi'™'& 31 # U.S.EPA #74% 9 ¢ Algal Assay Procedure
Bottle Test (AAPBT ) » & ¥ *h i — - B2 » F k¥ 4417 fo 4 F477 18
=117 5 & (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) % #5488 (738% > 11 -
B2 BB R BN ERERGR A 100ml s I * FleEsL 2B~ CO, F R
MRS RR o M LRRTT L BB RERRE R LR %Y Pk
BREd sz tdes > TR E L RERRY FRER BN NS D
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FADE o AT i e MR BB P HE
SR e FEN -G P HRERFENARE N RR AR
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TR SY kv G 3 7 (head space) ik B o 1 (FALAF M4 F AL € 4D
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