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Table 5.1.1 The raw data of algal toxicity test about DEP

Conc Initial DO Final DO Final cells Delta DO - . IR IR IR
uspecific prelative _

mg/L. mg/L mg/L  cells/fml  mg/L ( growth rate) (Biomass) (DO)
Control  0.95 7.20 311633 6.24 1.52 1.00 0.00 0.00  0.00
441 1.12 1.64 47067 0.53 0.572  0.377 0.623 0.892 0.916
294 1.09 1.74 79000 0.65 0.831 0.548 0.452 0.784 0.896
196 1.05 2.04 90400 0.99 0.897  0.592 0.408 0.746  0.841
131 1.00 4.10 181767 3.10 1.25 0.822 0.178 0.438 0.504
87.11 1.02 5.21 244233 4.19 1.39 0.919 0.080 0.227 0.329
58.07 1.03 6.62 298300 5.59 1.49 0.985 0.014 0.045 0.105

ECs50=126 mg/L. (DO )

ECs5y=147 mg/L ( Final Yield )

EC5,=308 mg/L. ( Growth Rate )

IR : Inhibition rate

Final yield : Yield f (Final yield based on ¢ell density)

ECs, (median effective concentration-) is.conducted by Probit model
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Table 5.1.2 Median effective concentration values (ECsy) based on

dissolved oxygen production

Response based on ADO

ECs 95% confidence

. A B
Toxicants (mg/L) Limit

DMP CioH004 126" 101 ~ 157 -1.82 3.4
DEP C,H,40, 63.0 507 ~  80.0 1.84 175
DAP C,4H,40, 13.1° 874 ~ 213 202 2.67
DPP C,4H,50, 6.62° 476 ~  9.60 328  2.10
DiBP Ci6Hx0, 1.04° 0787 ~  1.33 495  3.15
DBP C6H»0, 0.435" 0330 ~ 0.592 559  1.64
DAmP C,sHyO04 0.147" 0.120 ~ 0.177 584  1.01
DPHP CyoH,,0, 0.110° 0.00216 ~ 0.347 6.01  1.07
DHP C,oH3004 0.0371° 00141, ~ 00899 657 1.10
BBP C,oH0, 0.278 0.180 = 0.368 6.13  2.03
B2EHP C,oH3004 3.56 . . 8.21 459  0.739
BMOEP C4H,50¢ 345" gfe," ML —NEIL -0.451 2.15
BEOEP C,6H»06 28.9" 226 - ~ 390 269  1.58
BBOEP C,oH3006 1.59 s By 1.97 466  1.75
DE(P C,H,,0, 4.66 N i 5.98 385  1.72
DAt(P C,4H,,0, 1.48 1.15 #8% 1.93 476 1.40
DMN{P C0HyNOg 3.93" 256 ¢+ ~ 745 343 2.65
DMAT(P C,oH;;NO, 1.92° 157 ~ 237 434 233
DMNiP C0HyNOg 1.62° 129 ~ 210 468 1.52

DMAIP C,0H;1NOy4 0.410" 0.203 1.25 533  0.851

!

A : the intercept of the Dose-response Curve
B : the slope of the Dose-response Curve

* 1 most sensitivity in three end points
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Table 5.1.3 Median effective concentration values (ECsj) based on final

yield
Response based on FY
EC50 95% confidence A B
Toxicants (mg/L) Limit

DMP Ci0H1004 147 119 ~ 175 -1.55 3.02
DEP C,H 404 55.5% 47.1 ~ 64.8 2.06 1.69
DAP C4H14,04 15.8 9.37 ~ 24.1 3.02 1.65
DPP C4H 304 7.66 3.96 ~ 12.1 2.48 2.85
DiBP Ci16H204 1.47 0960 ~ 2.093 4.71 1.77
DBP Ci6H204 0.609 0.343 ~ 0.960 5.34 1.59
DAmP CisH604 0.260 0224 ~ 0.302 5.78 1.34
DPHP CyoH 1404 0.179 0.0238 ~ 0.434 5.78 1.05
DHP Cy0H3004 0.0416 0.0148 ~ 0.0892 6.90 1.37
BBP C19H5004 0.108* 0.0629 " ~  0.192 595 0981
B2EHP CyH3004 & FT7E 1.06 ~ 3.80 4.80 0.810
BMOEP C4H 506 419 B/% ~ 472 -3.95 341
BEOEP Ci16H204 80.3 64.5 ~ 98.1 -0.0150 2.64
BBOEP CooH300¢ 1.3@% 0.920 ~ 2.15 4.717 1.90
DEtP Ci,H4,0,4 5.68 3:99 ~ o 7.82 3.73 1.69
DAtP C14H 404 1.2 0.882 i~ 1.69 4.88 1.35
DMNtP C10HoNOg 6.20 2.56 ~ 9.96 3.58 1.80
DMATtP CoH;1NO, 2.73 2.24 ~ 3.19 3.98 2.36
DMNiP C10HoNOg 2.18 1.90 ~ 2.51 4.32 2.02
DMAIP CoH;1NO, 0.505 0.304 ~ 0.967 5.32 1.06

A : the intercept of the Dose-response Curve

B : the slope of the Dose-response Curve

* 1 most sensitivity in three end points
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Table 5.1.4 Median effective concentration values (ECs) based on

growth rate

Response based on GR
EC50 95% confidence A B
Toxicants (mg/L) limit

DMP Ci0H 004 308 255 ~ 404 -0.412  2.18
DEP C,H 4,04 179 157 ~ 209 1.74 1.45
DAP Ci4H4,04 54.4 37.1 ~ 87.9 2.71 1.32
DPP C14H 504 14.8 116 ~ 18.6 2.65 2.01
DiBP Ci6H204 4.46 3.65 ~ 5.59 4.07 1.43
DBP Ci6H204 2.57 1.65 ~ 412 4.61 0.953
DAmP Ci3H204 1.19 0997 ~ 1.46 4.92 1.09
DPHP CyoH 1404 1.13 0.520 ~ 422 496  0.703
DHP Cy0H3004 04159 0.0708 _ ~ 0.330 575  0.935
BBP C19H5004 0.675 0.364" = 1.30 5.15  0.890
B2EHP Cy0H3004 >3.00 B B 78.6 4.07  0.685
BMOEP C14H 506 716 635 ~ 810 -3.10 2.84
BEOEP C16H2,0¢ 181 204 ~ 162 0.451 2.02
BBOEP Cy0H300¢ 2.67 . - 3.93 4.15 1.99
DEtP C,H 404 20.3 226y -~ 32.1 3.55 1.11
DAtP C14H 1404 5.45 459 i~ 6.48 4.13 1.19
DMNtP C10HgNOg¢ T2 10.5 ~ 28.4 3.61 1.12
DMAtP CoH1NO, 6.25 329 -~ 6.71 3.26 2.25
DMNiP C10HgNOg¢ 6.27 5.85 ~ 6.77 3.66 1.68
DMAIP C0H1NO, 2.08 1.43 ~ 3.54 4.65 1.11

A : the intercept of the Dose-response Curve

B : the slope of the Dose-response Curve
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Table 5.2.1 G values of dissolved oxygen production in three models

Toxicants G of Probit G of Logit G of Weibull Best fit
DMP 54.2 20.6 -0.379*
DEP 53.5 63.0 9.93%
DAP 125 124 40.8%
DPP 40.6 40.8 -10.7%*
DiBP -3.61% -7.35 -53.0
DBP 77.8 88.7 10.9%
DAmP 60.8 14.5 0.778%*
DPHP 24.2 17.4% -34.4
DHP 13.9 8.96%* -15.3
BBP - - - Weibull
B2EHP 71.6 72.0 32.1% (84.21%)
BMOEP 16.1 pA -2.13%
BEOEP 54.1 61.4 23.1%
BBOEP 50.3 44.9 -4 88%*
DEtP 59.7 89.2 6.17%
DAtP 58.0 58.4 e *
DMNtP 93.3 85:2 32.8%
DMATtP 32.3 35.6 0.552*
DMNiP 479 50.4 2.78%
DMAIP 110 116 50.9%

* . The lowest absolute G value in three models is‘the optimum values
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Table 5.2.2 G values of Final yield in three models

Toxicants G of Probit G of Logit G of Weibull Best fit
DMP -94. 1% -97.5 -122
DEP -101* -111 -136
DAP -47.6%* -49.6 -91.3
DPP -112%* -119 -167
DiBP -124* -131 -165
DBP -112%* -126 -169
DAmP -96.9%* -101 -122
DPHP -149* -157 -199
DHP -126* -134 -168
BBP -163 -159% -186 Probit
B2EHP -22.9% -26.6 -32.1 (89.47%)
BMOEP -101* -110 -140
BEOEP -38.3% -63.4 -127
BBOEP 8.27 -1[78* -71.8
DEtP -99.6%* -105 -128
DAtP -77.3% -83.4 -143
DMNI{P - - -
DMATtP -141* -143 =185
DMNiP -39.0%* s51.8 -99.8
DMAIP -29.4% -33.0 -70.8

* . The lowest absolute G value in three models is‘the optimum values
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Table 5.2.3 G values of Growth rate in three models

Toxicants G of Probit G of Logit G of Weibull Best fit
DMP -18.3% -28.9 -43.8
DEP 12.8 6.16 -5.77*
DAP 14.2 3.44% -
DPP -11.9% -22.2 -38.5
DiBP -8.50% -18.3 -314
DBP -43.0% -56.3 -72.6
DAmP -3.40% -12.3 -23.4
DPHP -28.4% -38.5 -51.0
DHP 24.1% -35.1 -49.6
BBP -35.1% -42.6 -78.6 Probit
B2EHP 10.0 7.62 6.55% (73.68%)
BMOEP -0.405* -11.8 -39.2
BEOEP -5.31% -24.8 -44 .4
BBOEP 30.9 FEe= -50.8
DEtP -34.5% -51.5 -8L.1
DAtP 7.82% -9.37 -40.1
DMNItP - - -
DMATtP -18.8* -28.4 443.7
DMNiP 10.2%* - -25.0
DMAIP 37.8 28.9 17.2%

* . The lowest absolute G value in three models is‘the optimum values
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Table 5.3.1 No effect concentration (NEC) based on three end points

DO FY GR
NEC p NEC p NEC p
DMP 98.7 0.00736 130 0.00800 143 0.0188
DEP 35.6 0.0250 16.3 0.000956 22.4 0.00758
DAP 8.64 0.0198 5.53 0.003670 7.98 0.0107
DPP 3.99 0.00333 3.55 0.00943 4.56 0.0161
DiBP 0.566 0.00285 0.491 0.000508 0.791 0.00319
DBP 0.299 0.0431 0.137 0.00401 0.205  0.000247
DAmP 0.0273 0.00150 0.0419 0.00102 0.083 0.00360
DPHP 0.0169 0.00469 0.0219 0.000873 0.0311  0.00151
DHP 0.00774 0.00354 0.00696 0.0142 0.0113  0.00100
BBP 0.103 0.0128 0.0558 0.0408 0.0764 0.0331
B2EHP 0.0528 0.0171 0.114 0.0384 0.134 0.0613
BMOEP 243 0.00641 223 0.00202 304 0.00948
BEOEP 3.93 0.0313 36.5 0:00161 44.8 0.00827
BBOEP 0.507 0.0372 0.406 0.03024 0.54 0.0295
DEtP 3.52 0.000402 1.42 0.00138 2.2 0.000127
DAtP 0.463 0.00464 0.311 0.000373 0.484 0.00473
DMNTtP 3.74 0.0437 1.54 0.00360 1.795 0.00573
DMATtP 0.96 0.0526 1.03 0.000377 1.21 0.00336
DMNiP 0.593 0.00700 0.644 0.00199 0.749 0.0128
DMAIiP 0.148 0.0480 0.133 0.0165 0.168 0.0421

NEC : no effect concentration
Unit : mg/L
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Table 5.3.2 The relationship of NOEC ~ EC,, and NEC

Most sensitivity endpoint  NOEC LOEC ECy, NEC EC(/NOEC NEC/NOEC NEC/EC,
DMP DO <43.9 43.9 61.1V 98.7 >1.39 >2.25 1.62
DEP DO <11.2 11.2 8.2V 35.6 >(0.780 >3.18 4.08
DAP DO <2.34 2.34 4.38% 8.64 >1.87 >3.69 1.97
DPP DO <l1.16 1.16 1.62° 3.99 >1.40 >3.43 2.46
DiBP DO <0.324 0.324 0.406" 0.566 >1.25 >1.75 1.39
DBP DO 0.0430 0.109 0.0559 " 0.299 1.30 6.95 5.35
DAmP DO <0.0210 0.0210 0.00320"  0.0273 >0.152 >1.30 8.53
DPHP DO <0.0270 0.0270 0:00700%, 0.0169 >0.259 >0.626 2.41
DHP DO <0.00400 0.00400 0.00239% ~.0.00774 >0.598 >1.94 3.24
BBP FY <0.00400 0.00400 0:00514" " . 0.0558 >1.29 >14.0 10.9
B2EHP FY 0.0200 0.0700 0.0464" 0.114 2.32 5.70 2.46
BMOEP DO <170 170 61.2" 243 >0.360 >1.43 3.97
BEOEP DO <5.64 5.64 3.49% 3.93 >0.619 >0.697 1.13
BBOEP FY 0.0480 0.144 0.301" 0.406 6.27 8.46 1.35
DEtP DO <141 1.41 0.560 % 3.52 >0.397 >2.50 6.29
DAtP DO 0.041 0.123 0.126% 0.463 3.07 11.3 3.68
DMNtP FY 1.28 3.20 1.20% 1.54 1.06 1.20 1.28
DMATtP DO <0.502 0.502 0.437" 0.960 >0.871 >1.91 2.20
DMNIiP DO <0.150 0.150 0.177% 0.593 >1.18 >3.95 3.35
DMAIP DO <0.0110 0.0110 0.0107 % 0.148 >0.972 >13.5 13.8
unit - mg/L

NOEC ~ LOEC is conducted by Dunnett’s test, EC,, is conducted by three models; P for Probit, L for Logit and W for Weibull
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Table 5.3.3 The important statistical parameters in three test end-points

DO FY GR
Toxicants Sw F ration cut-off value Sw F ration cut-off value Sw F ration cut-off value

DMP 2.62E-01 1.96E+02 8.84 1.01E+04 3.00E+02 6.81 2.53E-02 6.13E+02 3.51
DEP 1.74E-01 1.75E+02 9.15 1.26E+04 1.02E+02 10.8 5.11E-02 1.37E+02 7.68
DAP 9.31E-02 3.97E+03 2.44 1.81E+04 9.04E+01 12.3 5.08E-02 1.89E+02 7.07
DPP 9.98E-02 7.70E+02 4.82 9.56E+03 2.58E+02 9.10 6.81E-02 1.28E+02 10.7
DPHP  8.45E-02 1.63E+03 3.95 9.84E+03 1.71E+02 3.07 2.76E-02 5.15E+02 4.03
DiBP 7.64E-02 2.36E+03 3.68 8.44E+03 7.35E+02 8.78 2.82E-02 7.53E+02 4.22
DBP 2.25E-01 1.06E+02 3.08 4.70E+03 7.49E+02 5.15 2.35E-02 5.33E+02 3.78
BBP 9.50E-02 1.03E+03 4.01 3.09E+03 1.32E+03 5.44 2.53E-02 4.76E+02 3.71
DAmP 1.90E-01 3.52E+02 9.36 7.80E+03 2.98E+02 4.05 5.23E-02 2.09E+02 3.55
DHP 1.23E-01 1.70E+03 6.73 7.15E+03 5.09E+02 8.14 2.57E-02 7.56E+02 8.44
BMOEP 3.61E-01 3.88E+01 6.36 1.30E+04 7.96E+01 8.99 3.97E-02 1.55E+02 6.45
BEOEP 1.50E-01 2.17E+02 7.09 9.59E+03 1.72E+02 4.42 4.14E-02 2.72E+02 4.26
BBOEP 1.64E-01 4.13E+02 7.88 6.53E+03 1.00E+03 4.23 3.07E-02 6.00E+02 5.50
B2EHP 1.92E-01 3.39E+02 16.3 5.24E+03 1.21E+03 9.66 3.73E-02 6.27E+02 5.66
DEtP 7.06E-02 2.78E+03 2.22 5.89E+03 9.74E+02 3.69 2.08E-02 1.25E+03 2.81
DAtP 2.15E-01 2.61E+02 8.95 9.84E+03 4 37E+02 6.50 2.69E-02 9.66E+02 3.70
DMNtP  1.85E-01 3.13E+02 9.64 5.95E+03 7.11E+02 5.71 3.18E-02 4.87E+02 4,98
DMAtP 1.17E-01 3.43E+02 7.67 1.12E+04 1.79E+02 9.29 6.48E-02 1.04E+02 9.64
DMAIP 1.17E-01 1.84E+02 7.71 9.80E+03 1.56E+02 8.41 3.30E-02 2.38E+02 4.97
DMNiP 2.14E-01 3.49E+02 6.35 1.06E+04 3.13E+02 7.01 2.98E-02 4 43E+02 4.10
AVE 1.60E-01 8.76E+02 6.81 8.95E+03 4.88E+02 7.07 3.67E-02 4.73E+02 5.44

Sw : Variation between columns

F-ration : The ration of variation within columns to variation between column
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Table 5.3.4 ACR for 20 chemicals

Most sensitivity endpoint ECso/LOEC ECs¢/ECyy  ECs¢/NEC

DMP DO 4.06 2.92 1.81
DEP DO 5.64 7.22 1.77
DAP DO 5.59 2.99 0.940
DPP DO 5.69 4.08 1.66
DiBP DO 3.25 2.6 1.86
DBP DO 3.99 7.78 1.45
DAmP DO 7.00 459 5.38
DPHP DO 4.08 15.7 6.52
DHP DO 9.25 15.5 4.78
BBP FY 27.0 21.0 1.94
B2EHP FY 25.3 38.1 15.5
BMOEP DO 2.02 5.63 1.42
BEOEP DO 5.12 8.27 0.661
BBOEP FY 9:20 4.40 3.26
DEtP DO 3.31 8.32 1.32
DAtP DO 12.0 11.8 3.19
DMNTtP EY 1.94 5.16 4.03
DMATtP DO 3.83 4.39 0.500
DMNiP DO 10.8 9.18 2.74
DMAIP DO 37.3 38.2 2.77
AVG. 9.32 13.0 3.18
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Table 5.4.1 Comparisons of algal toxicity test results with literature data

50 BOB?;est GR Fathead minnow  Bluegill ~Rainbow trout Sheepshead minnow Daphnia magna T. pyroformis
Toxicants 48 hr ECs) 48 hr ECs) 48 hr ECsy 96 hrLCsy 96 hr LCsy 96 hr LCs 96 hr LCs 48 hr ECs 48 hr ECs
DMP 126 [6]  147[71  308[8] 121°[5] 50 “ [2] 56°(3] 58 “[4] 459 [1] 537°19]
DEP 63.0[6]  55.5[51  179[9] 24.045% 3] 167112 12° [1] 29.6" [4] 86" [7] 1327 8]
DAP 13.1[1]  15.8[2] 54.4 [4] — = e - *26" [3] —
DPHP  0.110[2] 0.179[3] 1.13[4] 0.08%[1] - o — — —
DiBP 1.04[2] 147[3] 4.46[4] 09" 1] + — — —
DBP  0.435[1] 0.609[3] 2.57[5] 1.27 “ 14] U235 a4 S, [N >0.6" [9] 3.0 [6] 7.0 [8]
BBP  0.278[2] 0.108[1] 0.675[3] >0.78 “[8] 1.7 “ [4] 3.33°[7] 3.0 [6] %36 915] —
DHP 0.04[1]  0.04[1]1  0.16[3] >0.1 4] >0.11 Y4y >0.29[4] >0.78 * [4] *450.18 “ [4] —
B2EHP  356[2] 1.77[1] >3.00[3] >0.12 93]  50:41°[3]>0.19°[3] >1.36"[3] >0.07" [3] —
DMNtP  393[1] 6.20[2] 17.2[4] 6.52 " [3] — - — — —
DMAtP  1.92[1] 2.73[2] 6.25[3] 8.94 " [4] — = — — —
Ave. 2.27 2.73 4.55 3.6 2.83 417 5 4.14 8.33

Unit : mg/L

a. Staples et al.(1997)!"

b. Geiger et al.(1985)""”)
c. Adams et al. (1995)"
d. Barera et al. (1983)"""
* 24hr

** 96hr

# average(1-4.7 mg/L)
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Table 5.4.2 Comparisons of algal toxicity test results with literature data

Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata

Scendesmus subspicatus Skeletonema costatum

End point BOD-test GR  Cell number Chlorophyll a POPU3OM b GR CMI® GR CMIP Chlorophyll a Cell number
duration DO  BIO  GR growth
Toxicants 48hr 48hr 48hr 72hr 96 hr 96 hr 96 hr  48hr 48hr 72hr 72hr 96hr  96hr EC50  96hr EC50
DMP 126 147 308 228%  39.8/142° 42.7°¢ 26.1°¢ 29.8°¢
DEP 630 555 179 704" 85.6/160°  90.3¢ 30.1°  35.0°62.0°23.0°45.0°21.0°  65.5° 85.0°
DAP 131 158 544 5.30°11.0°3.80¢5.50° 4.50°¢
DiBP  1.05 147 446
DBP 0487 0.609 2.60 0.400% 3,50°9.00° 1.20° 2.0°
BBP 0278 0.108 0.675 0.960° *0.247"¢ = 0.110°¢ 0.170°¢ 0.190°
DHP  0.0410 0.0412 0.158 >0.330"
B2EHP 356 177 >3.00 >3.20"
Unit : mg/L

CMI : Cell multiplication inhibition
a. Jonsson et al.(2003) !
b. Adams et al. (1995)""
c. Staples et al.(1997)!"

* avg
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Table 5.4.3 Comparisons of other speices no observed effect concentration with literature data

Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata  Fathead minnow Bluegill Rainbow trout Sheepshead minnow ang ZZ{T T. pyroformis
BOD-test Mortality Mortality =~ Mortality Mortality survival ~Grorth inhibition
DO BIO GR
Toxicants  48hr 48hr 48hr 96 hr 96 hr 96 hr 96 hr 21d 24hr
DMP <43.9 65.8 98.8 66.0" 15.3° 10.0* 21.5° 9.60" 100*
DEP <11.2 11.2 11.2 4.00° 1.65° 3.80" 22.2° 25.0° 50°
DAP <2.34 2.34 2.34 3.20° 10°
DiBP <0.324 <0.324 <0.324 10°
DBP 0.0435 0.0435 0.109 0.320" 0.420* 0.500* 0.600* 0.960" 1
BBP 0.103 <0.00400 <0.00400 0.440° 0.360" 0.430° 1.00* 0.280" 50"
DHP  <0.00400 0.00400 0.0140 <0.100" 0.110" 0.200° 0.780" 0.0840"
B2EHP 0.245 0.0200 0.0200 0.190* 1.36° 0.0560"

unit - mg/L
a. Staples et al.(1997)!"
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Table 5.4.4 Comparisons of other speices no observed effect concentration with literature data

Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata

Skeletonema costatum

Scendesmus subspicatus

— BOB? ;e“ ——— ChlorophyllaCell number Chlorophyll a GR

Effect measure 48hr 48hr 48hr 96hr 96hr T2hr

DMP <439 65.8 98.8 <11.9* “ 64,7 <119*

DEP <112 112 112 pYy, 3,64° <39.4°

DAP <.34 2.34 2.34 0.400"

DBP 0.0430 0.0430 0.109 Son. O 0.500*

BBP 0.103 <0.00400  <0.004000  <0.0700%% 1 <0.100° <0.0300"

DHP <0.00400 0.0040 0.0140 Rser

B2EHP 0.245 0.0200 0.0200 R0

unit - mg/L
a. Staples et al.(1997)!"
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Fig 5.4.2 Relationship between BOD-test and Fathead minnow data
Unit: mmol/L
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55 TE BHE&F M R(QSAR)

55.14]% QSARER &4 1

QSAR A * B B 2 4122 PB4 g it > Bt 5 s
PRFEES- BAAMIE S BRI R CER TSR ] T A RA G
Frpsid 2 F Rl G E 3 R E* B4R % hflicy €3 973 B o blde
B LRI R AL T F A1 ok Sl B AR kA e
c(logP E) o BRAR A &L P AR 1 fR2HR AR B eniE® 2 50 (e - dagn

a{ﬂﬁﬁyuwﬁﬁéw%ﬁ%ﬁam@ma~ A FpT e
3 M%) E e A 0 BB 2 e s e 4 P gzt

-ﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁwﬂﬁaﬁﬁ?*w*%&%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁiéiﬁ»
SR EUEE S TS i b%ﬂf PLEE® B4 g =57 k&
2 KR 4 od o R INRIER AL Lﬁz;b 4 KRR SRR AL E
PR F R ie- K Y B RS (TRIEF BT § X TR
4B ZMRF Y BEipi L A et M
Table5.5.1 H_#-it & 472 EC50 & if|#cféPlog &% & it &£ 42 logP
B ABRK 20 B g0 SRR S T Bl I 1y
BH JogPET 3T {;r;’;bIR,“L%ﬁr‘f :
log(1/EC50) = 0.39910gP + 0.676 n=20, R*=0.403,based on DO(1)
log(1/EC50) = 0.440logP + 0.475 n=20, R’=0.464,based on FY.(2)
log(1/EC50) = 0.363logP + 0.201  n=20, R>=0.391,based on GR.(3)
dAPK Gl ROV E R foak L 2 v prfp - B R S0
QMR@ﬁ{MF%ﬁ*%ﬂiﬂéﬁiéﬁ’ﬂ%&é@ﬁi%ﬁwﬁ
W& mA(NH) 2 A A (NOyYchit ¥ 2 & % = 7 & (DMNP ~

\-

DMALtP -~ DMNiP - DMAIiP)4 ﬁ‘\ U PR
log(1/EC50) = 0.6211ogP -0.391 n=16, R’=0.693,based on DO.(4)
log(1/EC50) = 0.662logP -0.593 n=16, R2=0.745,based on FY.(5)
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log(1/EC50) = 0.562logP -0.762 n=16, R?=0.665,based on GR.(6)

d R m2 ﬁ? QS R N B S e LI I ’?}g’r" dp M0
23k 24 #) AL e % Tk (aniline and nitrobenzene) #_f >t polar & &_reactive 1%
4 )l A e A sy T 02 B3k % aniline & nitrobenzene #
BT AR E G REDFEE DL E (G T A B polar 4o

feipthen R ERET E- Big s fﬂﬁﬁﬁd * (4)(5)(6)FF B B

g viEz L)k E outlier» FIMDO 2 FY § 7 > F & B>
£ M » %W B2EHP 2 DPHP - @ GR § ¥ ¥ 3 B2EHP &>1 > F|pt
S B B R TR 8 WIS
log(1/EC50) = 0.758logP -0.863 n=14, R*=0.922,based on DO.(7)
log(1/EC50) = 0.780logP -0.998 n=14, R>=0.903,based on FY.(8)
log(1/EC50) = 0.72310gP -1.23  n=15, R’=0.884,based on GR. (9)
Eq(7)(8)(9)% ¢ R™ML % @b = en %% 12% 5 > 43325 B2EHP
2 logP 5 6.5 ¢ v do iz log P & 3 5.5 Bk sy F § 715 K
BRREREM S AR 2N RN A e R T
a3 PagssEs v iR DHP SDAMP & B3 % L 242 logP &4
>5.5> u’z.fs;%f#_l B2EHP #. 7 - = #2 - B2 Lz & > m DHP 2 DAMP
A u A e Az A AL R B2EHP ¢ 4 outlier <R
ﬂf,@{%fﬁi e fhe AT o F Rl s 2 S
BT ehg s ,T%ﬁiiﬁ ;™ DPHP s 2427 & B fis - 828 s ek f2 1%
* o 4 i e s £h 3 polar 1B 4] > B A EkarkfRiEr 2 40
SRR TR RSN M T R
B B L EH REQDOORF > AL Al hipifT
F1* logP kit ptsgit &4 2 4 - Figh5.1 5 = B 7 F S " outlier

SiET L % 0 ¥ hs Soutlier B AW F A 2 o

Y

LA F A LFES T fRANF Z U BRfq R end B o 2 (S ehh

§ a3 BHF - T EA A (DEP 2 DAMP)E % w345 1 21" #17 ki
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HSF S 0 e 2 QSAR i % 4o (F #4 % DPHP 2 B2EHP) :

log(1/ECsy) = 0.777logP -1.03 n=12, R?=0.958,based on DO.(10)
log(1/ECs) = 0.808logP -1.20 n=12, R*=0.946,based on FY.(11)
log(1/ECsp) = 0.743logP -1.37 n=13, R?=0.905,based on GR.(12)
BEETERDEO)DT {HAR M % A AF - s Y T =
BitErRd L% 5 ACO)T > F¥ logP s L7 gy uts it
CEIIET EFADEELT S logP EidEE Az SRk > &
FEAFA G ¥ logP B ABEF A FP T A EASE
gt S ona B ST 4o > d Figh52 v gl » 5 ¢ %
FEPHBARIAZIRTIASFA BN DR F AL AR
AT S o AT AR AhA F EREAAR S o R B F AP FPR A
FHSY logP o+ B FIESIRV i AFR2Z R Rt e F
Mo g_igig,iﬁ:léz-logp e SV i'rg;gtg’gfﬁgﬁﬁ; P FII T RS
log(1/ECsp) = 0.002logP*MW -0.51.6 n=12;R?*=0.965,based on DO.(13)
log(1/ECsp) = 0.002logP*MW -0:665 n=12, R*=0.952,based on FY.(14)
log(1/ECsp) = 0.002logP*MW=0:921=n=13, R*=0.941,based on GR.(15)
Fl & s A ARG log P B A RE I F R a3 2ok
2 R e fre i ,]} EXNA P e B, 4o Y B 4 R R O fn e
S R AR ’éa S ORI S R E
log P 7 it & # L3> L™ B Fic (LR G it i+ F
SRR L R TR X e

-
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552 41* i HIgpd

RS L ERE AR C eSS RN ) ) FIE YR 1
F A log B ma] 2 BFRIE & 01 & 5 4R 5 2B RS S 40T &
B - IR A L &4 log P i F i A B0 5] £
J&s ¥ 8:/ADO 2 Growth rate 2. # % 4 |4 (baseline toxicity)"™ :

log (1/ ECsopo) = 0.978 log P — 1.83. (16)
n =26, 12 = 0.94, Q2=0.932, S=0.332, F=380.2
10g (1/ECs0 growth rate) =0 .974 log P -1.95 (17)

n =26, 2 = 0.943, Q2=0.933, S=0.325, F=393.5
i%$$%iﬂ*&iﬁiﬁﬁWﬁ¥‘%¥‘@¥:“ﬁ%ﬁii
foo i H[ETE PT84 .

2 A4 gFRE

o

Table5.5.2 32 271 # Ak 54 {2 TG & 22 %
B2EHP 4 {2+ a4 Hhop il K S S AW £ e U i end
to FEA P ARF P TEDEFL e Fl kB ER ~ £2 &g &
Ty ik 3 s R g dani-B2EHP 4 P A A3 PIER 5
F] 5 ki3 2R i+ f0em 2 DO %4k %/ DPHP » DMN(P ~ DMACP -
DMAIP & {41+t SEipl 4 12 % iR @IDMAIP £ 3 < 7 3 B ¥ ¢ log P
& > v}?ct‘ p M FALE 3~4 B log B > Pl A& pt i £ T8 F g4V a0 £
Bt F fetts 4] DMNWP ~ DMAP 7] 5 357 vk 2  fh > 1ot 2§ s
& 4L 4 o JE3 polar eniTH 4] 0 F MHRE o

it L5 F 2 logP e Eﬁ‘ = % 27 baseline toxicity i vt #i > 4 Fig
552 87 > B} 4R T 4248 & £ >0 baseline e18k > 4p £ frtllog H =
MR G R Bom 2 0 A HARE 2 baseline PRT 0 i R %
R EEL SRR R & e T SRR
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Table 5.5.1 log(1/ECs,) value in three endpoints and log P ~ molecular weight

DO FY GR
logP MW  log PPMW
log(1/ECsg)  1log(1/ECsp)  log(1/ECsp)

DMP 0.037 -0.075 -0.331 1.66 194.19 322.36
DEP 0.548 0.603 0.093 2.65 222.24 588.94
DAP 1.275 1.193 0.656 3.36  246.27 827.47
DPP 1.578 1.514 1.229 3.63 250.30 908.59
DPHP 3.461 3.250 2.450 4.10 318.33 1305.15
DiBP 2.422 2.279 1.796 446 278.35 1241.44
DBP 2.806 2.660 2.030 4.61 278.35 1283.19
BBP 3.051 3.461 2.665 4.84 312.37 1511.87
DAmP 3.319 3.071 2.412 5.59 306.41 1712.83
DHP 3.956 3.901 3.323 6.57 334.46 2197.40
BMOEP -0.087 -0.171 -0.404 1.11  282.30 313.35
BEOEP 1.031 0.587 0.234 2.10 310.35 651.74
BBOEP 2.327 2.405 2,101 4.06 336.46 1366.03
B2EHP 1.973 2.276 1.164 6.50 334.46 2173.99
DEtP 1.678 1.592 1.039 2.65 22224 588.94
DAtP 2.222 21305 1.655 3.36 246.27 827.47
DMNtP 1.784 1:586 1.142 1.48 239.19 354.00
DMAtP 2.037 1.885 1.524 2.10  209.20 439.32
DMNiP 2.168 2.040 1.581 1.48 239.19 354.00
DMAIP 2.708 2.617 2.002 1.14  209.20 238.49

log(1/ECsp) : mmol/L
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Table 5.5.2 Used baseline toxicity predicted toxicity and residual between observed.

DO GR )
o e (/EC Omenes 108(/ECS 0 ™ T log(VECS 0 erres 108(/ECS O
DMP 1.660 0.186 -0.207 0.393 -0.200 -0.333 0.133
DEP 2.650 0.548 0.762 -0.214 0.093 0.631 -0.538
DAP 3.360 1.275 1.456 -0.181 0.655 1.323 -0.667
DPP 3.630 1.578 1.720 -0.142 1.229 1.586 -0.357
DiBP 4.460 2.422 2.532 -0.110 1.796 2.394 -0.598
DBP 4.610 2.757 2.679 0.078 2.030 2.540 -0.510
BBP 4.840 3.051 2.904 0.147 2.665 2.764 -0.099
DAmP  5.590 3.291 3.637 =0:346 2.412 3.495 -1.083
DHP 6.570 3.913 4.595 -0.683 3.327 4.449 -1.123
BMOEP 1.110 -0.087 -0.744 0.658 -0.404 -0.869 0.465
BEOEP 2.100 1.031 0.224 0.808 0.234 0.095 0.139
BBOEP 4.060 2.327 2.141 0.186 2.101 2.004 0.097
DEtP 2.650 1.678 0.762 0:916 1.039 0.631 0.408
DAtP 3.360 2.222 1.456 0.766 1.655 1.323 0.333
DPHP 4.100 3.461 2.180 1.281 2.450 2.043 0.406
B2EHP 6.500 1.973 4.527 -2.554 1.164 4.381 -3.217
DMNtP 1.480 1.782 -0.383 2.165 1.142 -0.508 1.651
DMAtP 2.100 2.039 0.224 1.815 1.527 0.095 1.431
DMNiP 1.480 2.168 -0.383 2.551 1.581 -0.508 2.090
DMAIP 1.140 2.708 -0.715 3.423 2.010 -0.840 2.850

Residual = log(llECSO)Observed - 1Og(1/ECSO)Predicted
unit : mmol/L

104



5
X DMNtP
4 || ADMAtP
X DMAiP
.4 || OB2EHP
o o DPHP
A3 || +DMNP
5 3 X
o3 L
5]
<
S92 | o
2
U2
=
=
iS)
1 y =0.758x - 0.863
0 r R>=0.922
_1 1
0 1 6
log P
4.5
X DMNtP
4 || ADMALtP °
X DMAiP
35 || OB2EHP
>_‘ . o DPHP
T + DMNiP
3
5
'% 25 x
: °
R
J
& 1.5
%0 1
5=
0.5
y = 0.7796x - 0.9975
0 R’ = 0.9032
-0.5
1 5 6
log P
4
X DMNtP
35 [| ADMAtP A
5 || XDMAiP
% O B2EHP
8 25 + DMNiP
T 2 X
3
2 15
7o a
=
= 05
o0
S
y=0.7231x - 1.2342
03 R® = 0.8837
-1 !
1 5 6

log P

Fig 5.5.1 Correlation between log(1/ECsj) and log P

105




® phthalate
® phthalate(including Oxygen)
4 || X DPHP
O B2EHP
8
= 37
s}
e
%
g 27
Van
5 y =0.0279x - 5.407
S 1} R*=09714
=)
2
.
0r y =0.0445x - 12.694
R’ =099
-1
180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340
MW
45
® phthalate
47 . phthalate(including Oxygen)
35 | | X DPHP
O B2EHP

log(1/EC50) based on FY
wn

or y = 0.0279x - 5.407 y =0.0473x- 13711
05 R>=09714 R® =0.937
-1
180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340
MW
4
e phthalate
m phthalate(including Oxygen) e
3 I'| o B2EHP
&
]
-

2 |
h]
2
E<EIn o
~—
(e
)
%O I [ ]
g y =0.0252x - 5.2744 )

180

R’ = 0.9664 y =0.046x - 13.591
R>=09145
200 220 240 260 280 300 320
MW

340

Fig 5.5.2 Correlation between log(1/ECsy) and Molecular weight

106




5
4 +
29 x
g N +
= 2 X A °
21 Ly=0.733x-0.7619 o DPHP
S 2 o B2EHP
5 o | R =0.9087 ) X DMNtP
e ¢ A  DMA(P
z e X DMAP
Z-1r e + DMNiP
- phthalate
2 0r +” baseline toxicity ~ - baseline
y=0.978x - 1.83
_3 | | |
-1 0 1 2 3 4 6
log P
4
(]
3 -
&
2 r X
5 + A b
—§ 1 | >K e o
2 .
2 y—O.ZIOIX— 1.1726 o BOEHP
o 0 r R =0.8652 X DMNtP
g IR A DMATtP
L e X DMAP
kS - + DMNiP
-7 hthalat
2 0r -7 baseline toxicity S Ease?ijee
y=0.974x - 1.95
_3 | | |
-1 0 1 2 3 4 6 7
log P

Fig 5.5.2 Correlation between Baseline and phthalate ester toxicity based on

DO and Growth rate

107




