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{43 2: BIRICELT
RLCESDOEFEDRICHL. BRAOBRERVNIBED EC LS 7% REHLE:
(Warbrick et al., 1999; ZM Wright et al., 2001). Fl—#EHE To EC3 {E L BERMT
BRFERFTHALIICRALH. —FHOBET EC3 IZERMNELSIVEERETS
BENRBHOID. FIZIE, MCI/MI (ZDLVTIE, AOO, DMF, MEK, DMSO, Acetone
FRALV-BE D EC3 £10.0049~0.0076 T 21 Extreme THEHDI=xL. PGERLY
=38 & D # EC3 H20.048 TS 24% Strong IZFE{ELTL V5. Isoeugenol DIFE1E EC3
DEBNEHTHTHLHH DMSOERAL-IRE OH T 758 Strong L75->TULVA, 1838
(= DMSO, DMF, MEK AG&LVRIGE. PG MBLIRGIEERLTLSHA T LEL2TO
BEMRTEOERANROAEHIFTIIE HBMREBROMEAEDEITEEEL
SOHNBRKRTHS.

£1. BREOBVICLLIBMESEHE~OEE

Vehicles
Chemicals
ACO DMF MEK PG DMSO | Acetone | 50% EtOH | 90% EtOH
EC3 0.0049 | 0.0075 | 0.0068 | 0.048 | 0.0075 | 0.0076
MCyMr* — —
Rank Extreme | Extreme | Extreme | Stromg | Extreme | Extreme
- EC3 1.0 1.4 1.0 2.5 0.9 4.9 1.8
< | Rank Moderate | Moderate | Moderate | Moderate | Strong Moderate | Moderate
Conamkc | EC3 1.7 0.5 1.1 1.4 09 1.2 1.6
aldehyde® Rank | Moderate | Strong | Moderate | Moderate | Strong Moderate | Moderate
3-Dimethylamino | EC3 2.2 1.7 18 >10 | 32 7.1 a1
propylamine® Rank | Moderate | Moderate | Moderate Moderate Moderate | Moderate
Dibromo EC3 5.2 6.4 0.4 N.D. N.A. N.D. 1
dicyanobutane” Rank Moderate | Moderate l&ﬂ' Moderate
* MCI/MI; Methylchloroisothiazolinone/Methylisothiazolinone
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{16% 3: HEBEEHYRITEAAUE
ELTFIZ. Api A% LLNA 2RALV=YR ST A AURD 4 A7y T %R LTI=(AM Api et al.,
2006).

1. Hazard identification: $HNEEELIIFEC I AREMEOREE
BEER(LLNA 12&) OT—4PERHRIPT) OF—4LEMS, LEMMH DR ERE
EEORT vV EBIET 5.
2. Dose response assessment; FEBERHIELEEROIRE
MEBRERDEHHTS,

RfD=NOEL / UF
*NOEL; human RIPT & 5h = No effect level * UF; uncertainty factor

*UF [ERFEATOREC. MERE/BERFETORBLEOEICESERT,
3. Consumer exposure: E{§ FF O R R i 0 1818
NRpBcHl, REALOBREHZREL. LEMEMARRIEOEERRESL
LS ERMLS.
4. Risk assessment; REMBEEEIAh-ERITDIEE
Margin of Safety(MOS)A#H 3 518 . RMD LXFER LORTRZELE. MOS A% 1
LETHNIEREHRLIIHESLD,

MOS = RfD / consumer exposure

% 2 |= Cinnamaldehyde # Active 0.1% TH&IZRELIIBEDIYRIT7 LR AL D—
PERLIz. B 1 TIEVRAATHREL Ty T—% ) —TA BB ELTH—FRD
LEGIZES, ERRIO—ITHRSTIYRITERAAVMERELZECA, v T—DBE
[FMOS A 12.5 &% Y, 1 LETRETHILMEEShT-. —HFA—FLILDOFE, MOS
[F04T1LUTEGY, RERZBRIDIIENSBHTHLILERESNT=,
EMBEEOERGAIREIL, R0t FRFHELGERL, HEMHEOE
EERT U OvILESEALBET IR ENHD, LLNA O EC3 fli(E. HRIPT @ NOEL &
FERICRABMT AL, BRNEEEBEERT OO LOREBRETTEL, BE
VRO YR IFMEHENICITIOICHLRI DI EMNTHEh TS,
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-5 E gt
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Viewiiae ty bacter |
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MoS | Liota= 126 >=1 1/24°04 <1
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{18 4- BN TOEFLE2—ITBALT
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