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1.4 QRA 75 PRA ~ — JiEsh

VAT THARA l\%%%%%iﬁ T, TNENOREEZRCEX. BRTAIHEDL, W
ANABDHN, T T, EFEMY A7 MO 2B 1 A5G A7 A% QRA(Quantitative RA)
LL, ﬁ%&ﬁ"] RA % PRA(Probablhstlc RA) &9 %. PRA T IR, HDHWNXTT
s DR EE B T 5 0BT, PSA(Probabilistic Safety Assessment) & FEEN S Z & H
5.

INHDY R EEGEICEIT D EL T HRFELZFERO TEET L &, AORITRD.

RA 2 B
OXKE%AT
JRF7), HEE, 772 hEilk, NASA T,
L2 - Morgan et al(1990)7>5 Cullen et al(1999)~. ZDfthd T F A h
EPA ® RAGS3 A & 3MRA CTEAKWI T A X A
SOT(2005) TP PRA i : 272 0 BARBYICT /2 0 D2 & 5 )
EPA(2006 #k> WS 72 £)T, <1 0 & FITHEH )
Computational Toxicology £ \»9 7 m =7 k
The Source-to-Outcome Continuum & W 9 #&1k
@RI T b BARI 722 AT B
EU REACH RIP(REACH Implementation Project) D4 A # > A T /s &
%4 Z & T Slob, Aldenberg &(RIVM)
7 7 A Bois H(INERIS) PB-PK €5 /L C Bayes—MCMC
~L ¥ — Vanrollengham, Verdonck ©(Ghent Univ.) SSD
2005 Sweden @ review & ¥

REHETH I A
Solomon 7174 SSD #ii & ARBE AL L >D, PFOS WHRILAHEE L
O’Hagan Sheffield X

#[E INTARESE Vo7 + LETETILEELDD
BN oEEZEICEH. #il : EUFRAM  ARAMIS

= SV

Wb 5 Bayes ik, D7D MCMC 72 81X, KEXOVEMOIZI NEVEALTHD LW
FHIREZITB.

BREEAERERFHME O 7= @ SSD EAY, F7z, b MEREASMA~OMERROFFLIARL A
TUAICFHEINTHINTEATH S.

K[E EPA 1%, PRAZ ANKEME HOIWIELTHINAREOHA R4 VRERET, B b
MR ETHMII A E LTS, 2OV IRIEDRHDHZ EITEFERHICET 5.

DTFOEET, RCRFLLEMZESTHD.
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BiEL{-1HE - MEDER

WS: U—23av”7 PRA: RN AT EARXAL |

& HEAFE - THFA D b MM BREEA R TN AT
1763 A XD EH
1945 THv e A~ BHE | 1954 FDA T 100 ®
VT H e EER L RARE A A B A
1967 Farmer PSA O
1975 ~T70 454 SSD D% | WASH-1400 7 A L v
o PRA ENL
1978 Apostrakis : J& 1172
47T Bayes 1k
1979 | Efron Bootstrap ~T70 4 SSD ®E % | TMI I i severe
McKay et al : LHS accident xf iR
1981 Easterling : Jacknife | 1983 EPA : UFs O#
REA
1985 EPA SSD
1989 NUREG-1150 : severe
accident M Y 2 7 A
1990 | Morgan & : 7% A b | AN OAZ R
1991 Slob » SSD
1994 | NRC S&Jin RA o7 Avafif 14 JFH] (Burmaster ©)
1996 Baird » UF O43 7 ECOFRAM B 4i
7k oFpl
1997 Hansen : Policy for PRA Stewart & : HifTor B
EPA : v 7 AnafEfloATA R BV ATk
Bois & MCSim Bi%& ARX B
1998 Swartout & : ffEFEHY Siu b : 72¥ PRAT
RfD , Slob & Bayse 7
BMD+UF CES—CED
1999 Cullen & : ECOFRAM £ +WS
SRR T ¥ 2 b
2000
2001 RAGS3A Guidance A—/3—7 7 K
2002
2003 e : ~A ek & | 3SMRA
HeATH L EUFRAM E.{&{t.BA%A
2004 ECOFRAM v.2.0 ARAMIS 24" =" 4}
2005 | FEED : FNBRAU A7 GL
FHEBEIT 2 ofEi | SOT : PRA WS
2006 EPA : U+ VPRAWS | EUFRAM &%~ Groen 5 QRAS

11 A

NASA @ PRA
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2.1 BBELEEEOVLEU
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2.3 b MEEY R 27 Fli> PRA
2.3.1 EPA XA—/"—7 57> FRAGS3A
2.3.2 Baird, Slob & ® UFs O aHLER
2.3.3 Schneider © DRk FEHE(E
2.3.4 Sielken ©® Tree &

2.4 BREEAREY A7 5HEO PRA
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2.4.2 >k[E EPA » ECOFRAM
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2% ALFEMHE D PRA

2.1 FRELEEOVEU

Morgan et al(1990)LL3E, WAWARNIG TEEN R EmA /L SN TE . 22T, KA
EPA ODA—RX—T7 7 > RIKIZET 2DV R TR X N A X ZA(EPA(RAGS3A)) DRtk
ZHOINT, HERPY A7 T EAAY N PRA 23T 572 OB oEE F LD TRT.

RAGSII & %M, RAGS3A LMEFLEND Z ENEZNZ DA A X A%, EPA OEN
FEMY R 7 SHBO FIEAERT D ETEECTH D, AICBEOHERERT. £, flEOEE
MMM D THER L ORREL TORIZE L D72,

VEIZGUT, thoERNSO5IHbED 5.

i. PRA &% — 15HEE - & & D7

ROV R 7 7R A M PRA Probabilistic Risk Assessment & %, & 5 4EH
(population) (21 2 872 % U A7 L~V DN S L X (likelihood) DFEHL, HDHWE, U AT
DOHETEIZIBIT D ARMERMEDORE 2 KB 5729012, ST 7 /L probability model # 7%
VAT TERAAL MR 5K HFETH 5.

ZHIZHT B HREE LTIE, point estimate 1 SHEE U A7 7 A A k& deterministic
PERY AT T AR N ERDHD.

1RWEEY AT TERAA L ML, BREEEICHT 1 AHEEOEY D, UAZO
1 RHEEEEZHET S, SHEETIE, ANORRICEG LT, CTE(Central Tendency Exposure
HLHDOFYE), DI AOVED, AT 4T eBEXLNHMNRENRMBEANDRE),
RME(Reasonable Maximum Exposure fR#LA & 2% fx KFEFE i), & 2 O EIR & 2 K9~ 5 .

P EFRBYFEAE deterministic methods TiX, VAV 7 H®A XL MIBITHRTF% 1 HHEET
FHL, TNUONEENTEMIZDN> TWD 00 X 5128 9 (EUFRAM(2006) THOFREH).

i EEMEV EREREE U ORE
YR THEARAL BT, WhDARNHEFMENEERR T2 5050, TORFIZEL TX
RO XT3 TREF STV S.
* Variability V : Z&4
B O FEVE heterogeneity (2L D7 —% « BEO/NT Y% Z2HRY - RIS Y X036
L. WESLHREZMIK L CTF—2ORELY FIF 22 L3 TETH, RIVYFZDOLDE/NEL
TAHZ LT TER,
c BRHGO T > X LNcilafe il zE, K& —% i - JiGE R E
- b FOEFICBIT DEREERME - 74 7 AX AV - BEREEOLR N - b R OABEER R
72 PlziE, KE - K- PRkE - HBEE - JUKE.
- Uncertainty U : FHEEM
*ZAZEET % HEk o K hn(lack of knowledge) * R IIZ K 5. MFESCEBREZBY KT Z &
WLV EEINDATRENRS 5.
cFUA L BRI — - FEHOTT— - HMHET T T — - R ET
CETIL D BRI OBEMERS - 7 UEIEDORRY - BT VO - REG RN T
A — & OfEH
cNTGA=RER) WEBE - TV T T = VAT AN T =2k D
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EPADR—IN—T 7Y FEDF=HDIVRIVTERAA Vb HALHF VR EPARAGS3A) LY
RAGS 3 Risk Assessment Guidance for superfund Volume 3 Part A:
Process for Conducting Probabilistic Risk Assessment(RAGS 3A)
FFE preface
1.0 ZO3XEDHM What is the Purpose of RAGS Volume 3 Part A?
2.0 PRA LiX? VAZODUETE IS DM
3.0 PRA OF|H &R E
4.0 RAGS Volume 3, Part A D%
5.0 F— L&
Chapter 1 W7 7o —F ORK

Overview of Probabilistic Approach to Risk Assessment EolrN
Chapter 2 Workplan and The Tiered Approach BBzt D D TR
Chapter 3 & NMEEY X7 7 &R X N CORMSEMHT OFH H T» PRA
Chapter 4 EREEAREY R 7 FHMIZ 1T D #eRAOMEHT ECO To» PRA
Chapter 5 PRA & PEHEE O T —/1 B T —v & DB
Chapter 6 PRAIZBITHV A7 EUDaIa=r— 3 Al a=T—va s
Chapter 7 EEREIZEIT H PRA DEH BERERET
BES

Appendix A JEFEHT - ZRIZNEENE EH LTHISA  Sensitivity Analysis
Appendix B 34 DRI & HCTiL®  Selection and Fitting of Distributions
Appendix C JREHICHIT SV & U O BEHNE

Characterizing Variability and Uncertainty in the Concentration Term
AppendixD V & U RO LTZODEALTZET NVIZL DT T —F

Advanced Modeling Approaches for Characterizing Variability and Uncertainty

Appendix E PRA ICBHH#T 2 HH DEFE L S LR DHBEEE
Appendix F PRA (24 % Workplan and Checklist for PRA
Appendix G FQA Frequently Asked Questions for PRA
Appendix H Index

RAGS #lI%E D) B rEE
4 b MR RIEARR
1989 | V.1 A Baseline Risk Assessment V. I EEM Environmental Evaluation

Manual

1991 | V. I A-s Supplemental Guidance

V. I B Risk-based Preliminary
Remediation Goals

V. I C Risk Evaluation of Remedial

Alternatives

2001 |V.ID Standardized Planning ~
V.I E Dermal Risk Assessment
V. 3 A Process for Conducting Probabilistic Risk Assessment = RAGS 3 A
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2.2V & U DLE

i. BREM

BT %I B DR FIEICHOWTIE, Cullen et al(1999) DFEHIZRT F A F3dH 5.

BREAR P O FWE OREREEET ML, L <BRFE - EH STV D, RESAOFEMNIX
—IEHNZIR L ATOIL TN D EF o TR JIZZT TR, WEF - 18 - 2 oA BFE LW
P DR G Te» TND.

{EFWE L OBRIZE TS NORBREEZNT 52700 4EIE Y 7 —42 1, KE EPA
O EFHBIZRFEIND L) 7 — X ERNH 5. 1T UL B & AR 2008 5
5D, BN ECETOC(2001)» Exposures Factors Sourcebook TH R U TH 5.

VESEHLY O B i CoT > 7 v a ko %24 DI 7 (Nicas(2003)).

7 4 P ANFHEIZ BT SO E DD FE ETA : Event Tree Analysis T, Sl « #fE o K ()
HEL) N OHRKFEG E TOBLOER Y OB OMFELZ RS 5(HOROH). om0
HERT — 28 QRA DHFEETH 5.

i . SRV

BRI, RFISA T 2 X HEAT LT DI ER .

Be g A iE B 25T 1 SSD T, & @ Solomon H 23K E /1 L CTHEE L TWAENH B.

b MERRETM S, 474D Slob H23, KEOHIZEE L bEKE L > THEDTWVD L
27273, EPA(1997b)IZ PRA A KT 4 L CTHES LT LR EEHETHS.

2005 £ SOT » WS, 2006 8k D EPA @ PB-PK (Z31) 5 R dEE oo WS 72 &, 2k
ETbERICBHEHL T DKIEH 5.

L EMED ) R Y FHEIICE 5 PRA Fi&

b MlFEY 27 H RELAERRY 27 E T4 HNY AT S
FERHm | - —XANATND - SRR IR B A - Sl - OB 53 AR
- KRB EUE AR AR FPRETZF T2 < HehEsR T — 21X QRA @
‘EPAZ 2-DEL T H/m TR R
TU &L VoOslEET
c ANERE T —H « ECOFRAM <TiZ, kB4 | -FTA-ETA 72 Sl X 25k
B FRZEEL D oy A Y EWORAN - 0 - R R | RO
BET
- YE2YS Nicas(2003) D
e
TEAN | - ZEIHMEICE LT Cullen et al(1999)fi#5% - £IZ QRA CCPS(2000)
AT | - EPA X PRA Oxt5:4k & | - SSD Species Sensitivity | * & —giEDET L
THHAR Distribution % H ETNVICEDENKE

-IRIST—# U & Vg | + 77 %D Solomon & AVN
- K[E Baird, 47 > # Slob | + 47 %, ~)LF¥—, &
O Digimdd 1 F IR ERE A
- PB-PK DO fi##iZ Bayes

—MCMC
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LD Y PR EED SR,

RUBEWREND X T ~BET DD

MR TR O T T LV CHERL s
I IX 7.2~18.3°CE T koA
JAAOFEN AT OREIT, ) 20m/min _ oo
S 4 CRIEOERL A 72 & OARGE THERL L 73,
PRI EGR LR IR S L.

I‘!I,

Relative l‘rw

Benzene Exposure in ppm

24 hLY) R EHED ETA QF
P FEG L L COWRAIL LPG Ot B R K FR F ToOfERSIE  BLH(2004) X v

- FhEndk puES0D
H T
FELPon A H - il FHX e HHETWE | FIPaPbPy
Pa Pt Pa
Edal .
b j&: FAREEREES| FIPaPhi-Pe)
~rFa
HB) il Tk ¥ METIE | FiPalt-FLi PP
1-Po P: Pa
ff o|xma eS| Fipai-prdipe)
“re
L THL » ERTIRE | FIPs(-PY)(PePe
1-Pe Pa
Fu
. w CEREREER | FIPsl-PE){1-Pel 1 Pel
¥, L3 B, )
i o Tkl | FI1-PaiPeRd
1P Pe P
Y |BLEVE T =] .
ey ol FI{1-Pal pel{1-pd)
k| .
w Tl | FUPa-Pe)
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2.3 b MMEFEY 2 7§ PRA

2.3.1 EPA A—/"—75 2 FRAGS3A

A—/—7 7 RIEIZ L0 R & T 515 il (waste-site) ICBI3 5 & MEREEEIL, LT O
2 ODBFAITHOWTEHT 5.
DER&ELEENAAT—T T 7 7 Z—DHNTE

V27 =FBIRE<xENALAT—T T 77 H—

AREAAS T i 3 B LU x R R 01 )

1 =
4 R EE x SR HARA

XFENNAB—T T 7 7 F—

QB RIEFR N LR TO HQ D434

NP R E(HQ) —ﬁﬁf‘i BB

5
R

KE EPA IE, BFEES TIE, b MEEERE O BKFM Dose-Response FFAM I AR T 1k 41
A?é:&ib&w R Y R THAA L NOZANDE 2N &R Lz E
EPA(1997b)C, S LICHIZENEDL E TIFEALRNW I EEZPRLTWD. 704, HDH WX
%E®#%®ﬁ%%#ﬁﬂbfw6#,;®$&®%zﬁiﬁ%f%£¢6

L7235 T, PRANE, BEREOHEANICBIT IEEEONGAAEE LT IV aiETiHMii+T5 Z
Ll s,

EXR—=VIZE T AN IEO AR Z T,

RIS R BRI O T MGIRZ RS, BESMOBEZZDOEERMT LT~
BN EREAIESE, VA7 23HET L. o T A aEOFEROERIT T TR 5.

”Ehk%ﬁh%@%ﬁ(&)®+%%ﬁAﬁ(E)%7Dy%¢nﬁ,:@ﬁﬁ%&V%
U ATiE, BENCBITA2BEL~UL 107523, U R T 5D 90%tile & 95%tile DFIZ A>T
WD Z LDy 5

FERNAYV A7 OHQMEY, TROD XD 2ofiz b >, BN D O e 7235w oS 7]

LS.

EPA ® RAGS 3 TlE, X522-DErTFhLallks AW E8E V & RieFrE U 058D
REZH LT TWD, ZHICE LTI, 3.2 8i CAUHOIEAKRZMED T 5.
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RKEIEPADE HMBEE'Y XY ICEY S PRA

R AT OHEE

Risk = Dose x CSF

RNV X7 DHEE

Hazard Quotient (HQ)

Risk =

C><IR><EF><ED><
BW x AT

CSF

Dose or Concentration

Probability Distribution for Random V ariables

Vi V, V.

RfD RfC

‘Risk =f(V,, V,, +++V ) x Toxicity

FERNAHQ DHAADA A —VK
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2.3.2 Baird, Slob b ® UFs Oftallet

KE O Baird, 47 >4 RIVM @ Slob &%, b NMEFEED H & OGS BIR ISR #E R
FEALILIELTWS., FI—U Tz L 912kE EPA 1%, BFImBEZLE L TEOEH
PR TWAMBETHS. Z 2 TlE, Baird, Slob 5DE 2 Fa#EN+T5. GEiK1 XY)

- Baird et al(1996) RHEFEMELRE(AFs & RFDDZTNENICONT, EBEOT —X 1325
FRFPECEME & 80 2 EEIZEHET 2 2 &ic kv, REOHEZHMEICT 5 FEZEE
L7-. PT(Human Population Threshold) D AN /el L, 71 k> DA O BIAHIZ
DEHE L.

- Slob et al(1998) A7 > % RIVM 75 OigRN ik DO#%E. Baird et al(1996) & %72 1),
NOAELCKR KX NAELwwe TRIFIURR DL R2WVIICH 02 EE L, BMD o R LT
TOERN 3 % & 2 THRYEME TDI 72 E 2B 5. %I Edler et al(2002) D€ 7 /L i T
HE DORFEPRFT S iz,

NAEL NAEL

animal

x EF;

int raspec

sens.human —
EFint erspec

« Vermeire et al(1999)
1998 1 RIVM OHIFHRE & L TE LD OLNT b DEINOHEEICHRE LT-b D, T4
@ RIVM & TNO O H:[FEHFFETH 5. HLV(Human Limit Value) 03 H D 7= b Dl D —fi% Y
UF &% EFIEOMEDN HAED T, Ed Slob O FiEGeERafekikt AR)ZFE LR L Tv
5. ZORBEORKEMDITITHETHD. LTDO 35D L~z L Tn%. Hilic DBP
~DIEH DO Vermeire et al(2001) 6 5 5.

NOAEL
Dftsk® UFs i : %& AFi O#MT &bt & NOAEL ADI,TDI,RfD =

AF, x AF, x AF, e e e

@AF O534i%E NOAELIZZ O % NAEL _ NOAEL
- . N sens.human —
J:EE Baird et 81(1996)0)%7\_j§‘ EFinterspec X EFint raspec
@NOAEL fli ¢/ < 434i% &> CED & iV 5 CED
k72 Slob et al(1998) D& % 5 NAEL g, puman = — :némél

int erspec int raspec

- Kalberlah(2003) JEXNAU A7 7T A X MZEBIFT5H WHO, EPA, ATSDR, ECETOC,
R4 FEA ® 5B UF iz —ERICE & DML WL OFH TR O 7%
Ha B, L0LWHERMETHLZEERAL, T —XONMICHET LT —FX—2AD
BNEETHDLELTND.

+ KA ® Schneider et al(2006) (%, #HFREkIEZL SEBMIFTATOFE LU A Schneider et
al(2005)% £ L O HLDTHDH. LOF T X DB 2 FEWMERBOSBMBMOBREIZISHAL
TWa. T, BROMBRRENDLNY LT VO TRETTO LRELIHENT 5.

Wb, BIRERID, ADI 72 L) H 072 6 2 AR EMIEH UFs(AF # %\ M3 EF & %Ki
LT B) DA 2 R ARNT L C, 2 O % 5 LB IR & L C o5 234 % b o
ThH. BIEAFTELTF =200, ZHIVIIEBELLNEENI HOTHS IR, &
HESAMEAROBRE, H5 VL, BWERCTORRMRRER ICA TR L2210, Zo#
R ORI X B
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Baird et al(1996) @ $#H4&
% AF ICFEBET — 2 o0 MmEE 2R ET 5.

( i PT : Human Population Threshold ¢

NOAEL
PT=
AFa % AFu %k AFs % AFL * AFp * MF
T[] FEN #i LOAEL—NOAEL
ces | :
Slob et al(1998) D& Y
NAELsens.human = CEDanimaI J/  doss
EFinterspec X EI:int raspec //
— 0 NOAEL 72 < '
NOAEL 7 —# % bootstrap THE#T L .
CES : Critical Effect Size #1 20% e CED,...
BMD ¥£_<:\ l NAE]_.,,H"W = e 08— s v . AP W ML 4
CED : Critical Effect Dose EFesee  EF '

EF : Extrapolation Factor
EFintraspec : ?i?ﬂ EFinterspec : %EFEﬁ B

Vermeire et al(2001) DBP O i1
AF T+ 55 7+ —v F D55

LS GM GSD PEEY=) ik
T[] 1* 4.5 TR ANG Vermeire et al
TN — — R AR 1+3** 1.6 225 10 22 HERERAYIC | Slob et al
REMIR - - 2 P — e 2 3.5 T B R AN Vermeire et al

% . Z OfEIZ scaling factor Z 7 5. mouse 7, rat 4, guinea pig 3, rabbit 2.4, monkey 1.9,
dogl.5. ZDOTF—XTlT4Th5D
k ko BROSMAIT 1 TCEICBE). ERICEVEASHAN< 1IER0VNG.
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2.3.3 Schneider & OBk R E(E
Schneider et al(2006)1%, 1EZEBISIZI1T 2 LM 2 kD 5 72D ORI AT D& 2 %
HE LT 5. Schneider et al(2005)1%, 4= 249 ~— 0 BAUA 75 OFFMIZRHETH D,
FEARMNTIL, Slob 5O FETH LN, ZOBZFOBRETOELDHNLERLHAD.

_— BMD EF : MK+ extrapolation factors
P EF xEFo xEFg3 -+ RW : 2{H Referenzwert

R L)L p(Bil 21X 5%) BMD &AM EFn D534 H 2 FUE RW D534 & 515 .
Schneider et al(2006)1%, 2,4,4-F VU XA F LT (TMP)E T =V L OfFlZRLTWD.
2005 EEDFEMIE T, &Hl234-Yr7uu 7= v Jifg e =/, 7 X LfEY-n-7 F /L (DBP)
OFINFELLS EINTWS. 22Tl TMP Of %5~

PEEDFEMEC DV 2 7 FHHE)
7w MZHOWTO 28 A & 45 HORERFER  IFIREEHN — NOAEL 300 mg/kg/d
AHEEMEREAN : #IfCT6, T4, MAZET2 — 48 300/48 —Z M RV 6.25mg/kg/d
T2 04 75 54 -
BMD f##t  p=5(5%)ITIRE &N Z FEE & L C EPA ¥ 7 k CfigdT
ZHAXET VT 4 v T 427 — BMD 494 BMDL 167 (vs NOAEL 300 mg/kg/d)
SMERF- DA SEBERSANRANA MIAEET 5.
HAMIAME © BB & HANE - BN - BT — & 2 ifhT L=
— fERE LT F¥4.14 95%tile fE 13.3
fi]7= Schneider et al(2004) DT — % 2 B[
(Dallometric scaling [N +C 4 Jwv h&b R ZZI1311E deterministic Zff 5
QOWERIZE 63WMHET—405 T 0.97 95%tile fi 6.67
FiNZE Hattis ® DB & MNEST — XD AEEETENG, THLEHAT — 213k <
TK ©&  Intra90, Intra95, Intra99 @ 3 2D4554T — & %157~
B4 TD(target distribution) EX—TY T
xHDOHHEE RW BRIEICHRE L7- & X2, £ 99%, 95%, 90%, 50%H i
SNDERDyEHOMEE LTHOLND.
BMD(494) & BMDL(167) % £ 42779, MOSmin=48 %9 5 & RW=6.25
AN DFER L BMD O 2 b5 &, HAEIT CHE XD 5 2o TWhH. ENET
FHEFEMEPFAAENTND Z L ZRT.
L8
c T A RD IR NE B TMP) T & AR 2505407 — 2 ZISHT UL ATRE. £ OWEOT —
ZWHIVEW] . T =V )ENTTREED LT N TX 5.
c AT —=Z OB L TUE, HMHFOHMNEE CTHD.
« critical effect size(_ LD p)DILTE /2 EI1XAR S TIZR WD, IERTHER L WA T,
SHOHE
NOAEL D E#RIZ K & 2V Z4ME. B EBK > T\ D.
B2 D HEE / — KO N A FHi~
FALETY 7T —2OREM > T, BERFENSAMEZRINL, target DM DR D
R AE2 SR IL, B2 RELANELLIND
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Schneider 5DETILDA A —

7w b=t b

allometric scaling

Lognorm2(8,2025; 0,6604)

Vil x 10°-3

] :
o o -
e

£x) 1464

Schneider et al(2005) X v

AP EE N2 = o b 1 — LT R 5% 1
@ BMDO05

Lognorm2(-0,03415; 1,17456)

Lognormz2(1.340856; 1.468445)
Shift=+1

l Déstribution for Humandosis/C2
Allometric scaling
factor 4 \ BMDGS —RW, _
i 05
EFinter i EFFntra % EFTJme

\

Lognesm2(1,42170; 0,70920)
o

3
| | 5.0% = 0% =
097587 418 133

72
RW L REDLRILDOER

IntraB&

fENZ=E Intra9s

subacute-chronic

HR AP E— 12

[ Eo6.C1 of Zv-Irtrass: 0.24 | | 50%.-0] of ZV-lmrags & 7 |
|
| ——
¢.8 r“’ ’-"F' i
" 2 7
£ '!/4 p < }
o8 ‘
i /
o7 Vi /" rd ’
* s L2 2A )~
99— — [ PEIC LD
08 ; x |
=z £ 1 /98 / ] BMD
2 o5 £ i !,’ END. 404 ﬁ@ﬁ
B f
g Vi L 90/ f
04 L L
- A ," 50 {EMDL 787 | ”
0a A - i
o F / BMD
02 2. / : y ’
= 7 P 7
& I _1 Vi
" i - 4 [
p—__e e i T ei—— I
P T T b : X
m|31 0.1 I '-lo ; 1000
' MO Sn 48 I 1
RW. 625 | = NOMEL 300
[wes b2 o]
Dose (mofikg  djj
[ —=—BMD @stribution = = IN-Intras0 ZN-intraBs y— +ZV-Intrags — —IV-Inras0o J BMDL

BAUA : Bundesanstalt fur Arbeitsschutz und Arbeitsmedizin
(Federal Institute for Occupational Safety and Health, K- 2 EFIkEZ 2IEREHFZEAT)
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2.3.4 Sielken 5 ® Tree i
Sielken(19991Z & 2 CRMEMER e FiRm T 5.
PRA OFEL DR 8 2 (p. 756 HH T L LB)
LV BLEM: reality #m® 572012, HRICK T2 2, TNENORINEOELEZ T A
LD
KREDFH : 4 5D method BNH D5 E
factorl : FHHEN DB 1~2
2: XTA—=ZDHERN 1~2
FHERER D dose 13 1,2,2,10 mg/kg/d £ 727 LT 5.
TNENORREL 1 ~2 & 1~212, EHA weight ZPI/RAY explicit (T 5 T&E 5
COEAZDPBEORFO L ~VUZJE L TIRED ETHUE, hd UsRBTHEEZXD
—F& TIC MWL dose BITHHY 1 2 10
e wt 220 Hbd=bo 056, 0.29, 0.15 &FT 1.0
HEOTR : 30 AN & — RUOSHEFEH O 4
factorl : dose scale PBPK 7 7 #+—/L k2> 1~2
2:ETIL M1 7> M2 7> 1~2
3:7—%%v k D12D2» 1~2
ZOfAEDE T 8FE(1 ppm=1mg/kg) TDIHEMN AMER
—F I R, ZNENOES wt ODFEOFIT  probability
fthiz, RfD OFHOFI S 5. factor 1%, - EOFEE, « €7/, « NEEMEREK
)R D¥IE
FROBRTELHEICKDEEDKE & dose-response DFE(3 X4 DA THEE T 5
$5% PRA O EITFIE
1. tree Hi& D W (b
2. B OFEMZ BIRIZT 2
3. % path IZOEFERZ HT outcome
4. FEROEAEIZ DX frequency D 5
5. HEIRELIC weight 2E| Y KT
6. JRJEMENT  weight SAERICKIFTHEEZRD
weight &3, relative likelihood, expert judgement, scientific support, plausibility %
BT 5., REWEIDHENTHD.

DAL DY 27 OHE PRA DET distributional risk characterization
O LODEZTIZEHHEZTRTZT 0~ZDEET
DIEINTT D &, T OHPTOMSAILEN D225 relative likelihood
K OBEIZTWVFHEN TX 5.

(A h)

Sielken % 1990 X HtHIZ J.Graham, G.Gray & & H[FETHXLE2REFL TWD.

2%V JS.Evans 5 b5 T Harvard O —Jr& W5 Z &0, ZOEMKTIX, RIFTD
S.J.SBaird 5 HEI L7 NA—TIZET 5.
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Tree #EIC Kk HHEMN) X VMDD TN

BEE

Method 1 Method 4 Waights Expiicitly Indicating
wt= 018 5
O etiod 2 Mathod 3 Emmuu: 77 method 1~4
wit=0.14 wt=0.15 Knowledge SRS =N
i 2 2 70 Dose (momkg-dey) Zigm 1,2, 2,10

or

factor 1 : E=X1 & FHEX2

wt 0.7 0.3
factor2 : "G A—-HF 1L 2
e Paer wt 0.8 0.2
W=0.7:08 =058 '“'ﬂ-'-"zu"l“ m-ui&-ms m-u:gs-mu 4—2:::! s NRTZFA—F1L2
Weight of.Evidence Based wt 0.5 0.5
ose Diatributional Ch
l om - of Dose wt OFf 0.56 0.14 0.15 0.15
1 2 . 10 Dose (mgikg-day) 1 2 2 10
which s 3 roatve ketiood of 6%, T EAHETay b5 2030.14+0.15

0.000005 0.00001 0.00001  0.00002 m“‘ 0.0005 0.001  0.004

S, I ] (R

] ] Wie08x09 x0.3=0.024 I Wis0.2x08x03=0.00
W08 X 0.8 R0.7=0.604 Wi=0.2x0.85x0.7 =0.07
Wiw 08 x 08 x03=0.218 Wi=02x08x0.3=0.03
\ e // /
- =1/

Added Cancer Risk at 1 ppm
0.000006  0.00001 0.00002 0.0005 0.001 0,002
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b

2.4 BREiI/ERE Y 2 7 3D PRA

b

KETIE, EPA OBREARY A7 O N A KT A 2 (EPA(19982) & EAIZ, BARK 28
site TOARRNTMMSN S, BEAMICE L TIE, BEDZEME - BB 055 L < M
ENDHN, WEOSAE N KR TIEHHLETH D SSDIZEHL TWANALEmNH 5.

EREHA R T4 020%, VAZHEDFEOOESE LT SSD itk S, =ik, R
Mz B9 5 ECOFRAM OFSHHA/ED T SSD # AV 7= PRA A F# ® Solomon &1iZ X
STHHESNTZ 6 L, SR tier TIE SSD 23H Y FIF 65TV AR, fRE LTED I
TEEESTDNE I MBI BIRN,

BN 1%, EUFRAM O T SSD 2AHY EiFbhTng

T, E£9SSD ORAREME L, OWTKE L FKIN ORI E fFELT 5.

2.4.1 SSD 2>\ T
Colton(2002)1%, BREEARERETEMIZ I 2 W\ < DO AMFIE(RIEREEE D B 18 O
TR 72 E)DOE > E LT SSD : Species Sensitivity Distribution % fi#qi L T\ 5.
SSD ODAE L, Z L EN OFRBRAWFEIZ T 2 mMEE (] 21X, LC50 X° NOEC) D #4541 (f
N=V EOK)THY, EHEMICL>TROE SRR H D,
(DFCV final chronic value €7 /L
KETKEEEEOREICHIE Sz, #HO genera BT 2 @ PEFIEIE D 5%tile filC
Y3 DR EHEEAE. FRAZMEDY log-triangular 73R ICHE D ARE Lz & EIZED 95% % fRi#
TLHHOOLDTHDL. /OIS 5 FEEE GMCV 72 ErbHER T 5.
@HCS hazardous concentration for sensitive species JEZ D@V KA AW
LC50 filf D 86 n] -l & 591 E H L 7= AF application factor(T) TR L CTEL . 4+ XTD
FEO S MR EH D ARIZHE D EARET H. T X community OFEOEIMKFT 5. BED
EWED 50% 2 1R#T 5. 4T & O Kooijman 73 1987 FEICBHFE L—EBI1324 Jm 2l L7z
(@HCp hazardous concentration for a population
Kooijman DET /DK E T3 2OEENH 5. HCp HOFHEAXN G2 60T\ 5. D p%
DIMRGE S L7200,
+ van Staalen & Denneman : LC50 OfX Y (Z NOEC % fifi
- Wagner & Lokke : *fHUOEHL/3 40 Z K E. tolerance limits % 1 /1]
- Aldenberg & Slob : fFERA 2 EE, RNHEFVEONE L LT 95%L 50%DIEHIRA 2L 5
SSD o4l
(DSolomon et al(2000)» 7 ma Y 7 4 2D SSD  AX—Y FADIK
% < ORAELEY D LC(EC)50 ED RFE 545> 5 10%tile i & LT 102 ng/L %3
QFMY 27 FEE =T =) —LOBE B f
SO /KAAEH D NOEC /5 PAF(Potentially Affected Fraction) 5 /S—% > MEA & H
®EC ® TGD T, 5%SSD(B0%EHEIE ) A 1 ~ 5 ® AF(Assessment Factor) Tl L7- 8 D%
PNEC ¢ T 5 FIENEHIN TS, T—H¥EHHADOKEELFE LI TS RS T4,
SSD IZB89 557 5 7&K T
R L SSD OBMRD 7T T RRIED 3 0% 5 X— Y TORITRT.
DiFA A= L LTI LT WAEBRIBISR ORI IZIZM 2720 O TRERE & R
FELER OGN L. O, Q2 FELHLDOTHD.
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2.4.2 K[E EPA ® ECOFRAM

. R
+ 1996 4 5 H D 2 SO HFEBIHFZE) & FFTBA MR, FIFRA(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodencide Act) D#N. Scientific Advisory Panel(SAP)iZ, PRA T8 A DMETBHE & far
- ECOFRAM % & (Ecological Committee On FIFRA RlSk Assessment Methods)
FEIND 48 NOHMEZED 4 5D WG T BRI I
+ 1998 SETAC Annual Meeting in Charlotte TiR+5
+ 1999 R RAa#e  £D1% SRA, SETAC T#Hi/a L
£ 2000 LUV & CTHA
- 2004 4 3~4 HIZ SAP #45 Executive Summary
i. NE — 425011
c RERSN  REIETT VY, PRZM+EXAMS NERTH 508, EXAMS OV 12, ﬁ’a’ﬁ@@
A TIX GENNEEC 23, FE 7257l Cldk VVWM 2 B% S 7=, i EAEY o Bz iz
BN KX D2 BETZT TR, WMAD D WVITRE R b 257 AR BE S Tnd
- BE (S 88T - WET Yy R > b & SSD MREE /A
[ . non-target species DGO AEY T JR=7T—4 T
#i#z BEEC @ R & RIS &
B A - 1BMEEME &b 1 ARl —  quotient. criteria @ LOC & ik
0. RMEDH D5 TOMER L RE S OYIHIRHE
RGO 72D DT —Z 372N DIZHOUNTIT 1 AGH
HMHZOHW CHmT — X ZEATHH A
M. vV OREEERRT CRIE ST B 0 T A —ZZER U CHERZFTHE T 5
IV. highest L~L : BEARBYZR RSB >0 U A4 - BREREIC D X R - Z2ReE 2 P35
ZOGOEMET — #1217 T, FRETORRT —Z b MxTUEZHOT
74—V REMET — & b H et
LU DO VSNV A~OBENIET 204 REBZEY. £ E T, 77— A 7 — A THIAL
- FRERMMAT . BB L PEICHLT2-DMC THA L CPRICHRET 2 U 2H#ET 5
2-DET AN OA A — LB O IR E HITRT.

=B IRV
SSD OF —#FIHD FLTHFZ D Solomon H DA G- N K EX .
FEEPRIEPTHEMETH D, level & tier & version OBRNIRELL TWAKLETH 5.
INTRDMEY level I Tierll = level I version 1.0 725 9
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ECOFRAM @ V, U f##h
BBAVR—RUb

HMHaVR—RUb

*PRZM/VVWM

-RALIE

4= ERT =L TOREERE T2 L—ay
BHORHERE, BE - 23V R—RUMREK

*LCsy (ECsp) MEIBIDFEIZDE, probit K IGHIH
-SSDIERKE N

7

36 (b) DERI R AR A (B2R9-21 B F14-60 8 F19)|8] - probit K GBI #R T EDREE TS, 50, 95%1E

—D ®ELTHILOMN

REBRNEIMEAREESLELOMND
SO LIZRREEWET S

l

Probit- RIS M5, BOREEMN
5, 50, 95%IEICHI LT HRHBEORESEFHE

SME| outer L—T %
ZHERIRY

CORNE innner JL—T %
ZHEERT

FEORBEMS, 50, 95%I &I
HUTHLDODHEE— RIGHIR

l 2—D ETHILOE
KREBLEEM/ITA—ADFTHEEM U Z0IETS
T—rARSYELS KT DAEOHTEHHED
BROLGSMETILO YR ERR—TN\SA—4%
THEERMEEETILE SR LITEIR
{

|E0)@T'cs 50, 95%tileDFEIZxT 9 SR — RIGHIE S

ECOFRAM [Z &1 5 EBFHMORAE

& &

Level I, Tier I and II Level II, Version 1.0 2.0

SRR R —FISET IV

WO RKRA Vb
FEAM S A5 Fl

BE — ST T v

W&
HE
&
i

DT RARA B

Al & D A

PR 72 L(e.g., probit, 2 /— 7 (HK/HEK X fa /A
moving average, MEAEMN T &4 1FE.

binomial) probit fHE I TET L
96-h LC50 IR — RS BAfR DK

TN—TNTOMD FRE M K7 —T12o

LC50 (EC50) @56 & —figHy /e fE > bth, 50th,

RANDIED & D 95th LC50 Ofii

WRET A N TEREF S 7=l

R —BUSHIR A FHR T 2 2 & idn

NOAEC(No observable adverse effect conc)

I e, R4 - R

MEAFHEAEY) « AT - ARBH - R

7oV — 7N O FEEESM: K7 L—TIC

NOAEC @ /IME =~y FED NOAEC @
5th, 50th, 95th O

2-17



2.4.3 EC ® EUFRAM
EUFRAM(2006)(Z & W PRA OB O & a9 5 3B O 7= D OFHi 2 8E L T\ 5.

i. EUFRAM &%

European Framework for probabilistic risk assessment of the environmental impacts of
pesticides DIKFRT, EIEDOBREARBREIZET S PRA OFEAZ R D 57201 EC D3 HEdE
TLHTR T T A BINOEEFEZFRLIKE - B FXOFESML TS 29 DT r Y=
7 hThHDH. TNETORMERNOEZEZ T EMNT 5. 2006 FROTEMREZBIFL TND.

i. EHERER

PRA— %% alo 2 BIUHREL LTOU RAZIZBITA Valo UDEKNERLI LD TEER
BT D7DITHER HLHWE RS MEEHT 278 A B

PR ERAVEEAE deterministic methods— U A7 7 A X v MZBIFTHKF% 1 SHfE THRE
L, ZNOBEERN TEMRIZD2 > TNDNDO X I

iii. FIREOHE

OO B « D T—)L : R ADT=DOIT, RICEEET DO

Qi D>V A+ HARARI

@i RAFRA 2 b EIVIFEREZED D, BEORE M TS0, BENE
ZAMEEEINCTHI DD, TOHEER SO X D IR EHERNR L THEE T 5

@U O : FEEXMOERALENE ). BEREEOMEER CRES.

iv. PO FER - AR L TR HHH
- ZE L ZORROET IV cFOHROERE, EDHAR
PO A ELITE O e AR R, B2, KEREORE R KO PEC
- FIHREe T — 2 D B BEER 1 EEAR R E T b T 2 DICIMFE RN L EE D
cEEREND T 4 — )V ROAME - FHOFE - 25/ - R A — LD E
< BT VDA DAFEINEDTR
s BANIAABRETIDO UIZHFEGTL00VICHET D D0
« A BT D AEE OMBAME - A
NGRS VI & 3 )

v. OfiEAEY D HE
BEIRICHIE LW D DOEZRR, 33—Uh LD HEICENT 5.
O F VAR — W< DDA BB 21T 95%E % A THEE 1 st Tier T
QUL DDI3AR & BE D BHEE — = D534 D Yotile HICF Y T HAERITHFEHND
@200 MERMUS I 7T ELEBEDOELY CI AT ORELZTRETES fHlZL
@JPC FEARERME —[F U x Hhloxh L##E & 2280 y il EZ FE AT, FlZn
B®—B& K lookup table— fifi 72 A3 H #1130 72 0
©1-D Monte Carlo (first-order Monte Carlo & H)—2{KTO & DD 434
(D2-D Monte Carlo(second-order Monte Carlo & )—U & V 24584 5
ORERRFVE— ANT)/XT A —F OIRFUEOMEE TRRORIUEEZ 55
O@Bayes ¥E—EFHFER - LT —X—=H LWWofi 2-DECTAINLVEDOANICHEZD
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EUFRAM XEQDHNDFEHIEE EUFRAM(2006)1 4 {Afi#: Volume 1,2nd version. 64pp

LLUFCHESZ PRA : Probabilistic Risk Assessment U : Uncertainty V : Variability

4. EU BHlicsid 5 PRA O&E|

4.1 BEfFORH & oFFn 4.2 PRA OFI|R
4.5 EUFRAM & L Co#hLE

5. PRA O F 72
51V &L U 5.2 5fi
7. FHm O FE e

7.1 T LDRA3E

7.2 3 A LA T D B
7.3 BFEHAE S DR
7.4 NSV D 534G DFFE
7.5 U OE &b

7.6 FHEARLFEDF N
7.7 FRJERAT

7.8 V7 b7

8. H RO

9. FEROWME

5.3 fRHHIRA

4.3 PRA O 5.

Frequency

54 URATZTERARAL NTBITA5440FH

4.4 FEFERO T2 D TF-BE

Ho.02

Aisuaq Aljgeqold

170 180 100
Height [em]

EXNTSL HBEEZBESS

100%
90%

o 3
140 150 160 200

—— Median A
4 -

—— 95% Conf. Interval .

10. fEFifmiHio Y A7 a3l a=r—va
11. M T DORGE

12. 7L Ea—

13. BEREREICH L THOEK

14. FAFD L - FiEOFREM:

15. IR~OEIEE CRIER)

16. PRA O]

17. FEOOF=v I U AR

Volume 2 : % WP Work Package ORI E
WP3: PRA O&E| & H )
WP4: A SEVERRT D 5 1k
WP5: $URIEY 727 — 2 & » M X 2 Hf)
WP6: PRA O
WPT7: PRA OfRDaIa=r—a
WP9: FRFED 7= 8 O FERRA 72 515
WP10: PRA D7D Y 7 hy 7 &
T =B N—= R
WP11: PRA D72 DT — % OER
Volume 3

WP8. HfilbFJe:

Carbaryl * Atrazine O/KR YU A7 Zti7 &

5 1D
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vi. HFEAAASE ST ORRCRER THD) p2-16 HDOIX
WS ODDRF TERIRNED L.

c TEREARAL FDBATEAFT
cFEEDOANTI TV AN RHEE — ) AEE, 1A, 7T 7 EA, JPIE
- CDF %X° EXF & Hu.iMfE#e e — o7 U A figtriE LSk
- CDF <° EXF O fE[R R ——% 3 lookup tables, 2-D Monte Carlo, Bayes i

+ CDF D15 RS — MR R A A

c ENIETDOANNGAADEZ D D
cOED 5D - 3900k

A DNRT A=, IR, HEKRGEHEICEL T U ZED X IR L7

WG E 5D A
2-D Monte Carlo [ZHFEEEDHE L X
Bayesian 7% & fERIBREL, L0 #EEL < HHESEHEIZIEWD

c B2 B HEORES Baysian DA E LToO 2-D(16 HilZHFIH V)

vii. ANEED AR DOREE
INETELDTHFARH Y. Vose(2000), Cullen et al(1999), EPA(RAGS 3 A7 L.

EE O EMME. 7 L2 PMICEE. B0 /T A —2EREE - b5 2 M.
@R T — X B D
WO AR AEDbED

vii. U D& &1k
Ut - 247 .
c OARNZREIT D — BAAE AR XIS EE L
YTV TICET S — LYW REREMET T LEDE
CTWED — FUHF AT T RN, T A
<AMEICEET S — T—F kY oS, o X A 7~ surrogate
CETICET S — ERARR R
- FHAEARFYEIZEET 5
ix. EUFRAM & LT PRA (B3 % h5E

1. BEMEDOTEARXA L ROV OB FRIEOOESE LT, KEZFHEINBE
2. T RTCTHOULEVEEEILLEY ETH2DITMETHEREHTLZRN

PLFD 3= ThHfiaietd FEOO~QA2MBRICHHT 5. 2 2T fig FHIXREHE
TOEZTTHD.
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O 7V %381 —Scenario analysis.

WL DDA BHZ X 95%E A RA THET 5. BFER Y 2 75 OH 1 TR {fib
5. fHETOhNYLT VR, 12HA5WE2 2L EOSANH 5 & BRD conservatism %
MFTTE 0.

fig. 5H2VT 6D SSD 6D 5%HEEM  — median THC5 = 7pg/L

fig. 7T DERESZMND I5%HEM — median T PEC = 30 pg/L
ZD2ODMHE KT S

100% = flg6
90%} | ——— 95% Conf Interval
— Median
80% EC50
Bz 4808 ==
wE RE o SSD 705 HC5 0
2 60%
H 8 o
a 50%
77
S 40%
| = 30%
7 30 20%
Concentration (u g/L) 10%
0% 1 F
01 1 10 100 1000 10*
T ECS50 [ug /L)
< i
QU LoD 53AR & B D RHEE

F DA D %tile EICHY T H5R1T, tho 1 AEEHSETELND. 3, O&EODN
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fig.5 : SSD & JREEAHEE. HETIRFEN 50 pg/L, THIUE, KENIFD 37% 73(95% (5 #8
FRILZ2 5 16% ~63%)7%, T ORELLITO EC50s 622 L 2R T

fig.7 : REDORFENARIK & MO SHEE THIUE, TOFMMHEEBZ 2REDOLLE L LT
VAT %#RETD.
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@2 o053 %EFR LY T 7 C— RN FE U IXRE) R OB L RBELER Ty b &
2D OEETY A7 OREEZTRRYT 5. & OIREIIHT 5205 L HEOHME ZHARND.

fHETHINA L, EH2 Y EEOFMIZEI L TiX, Verdonck ef al(2003) D& % 2 Hi(p.2-22)
100% i - 100%
j Figure 9

s0%h q80% &

-

Meadian - Spoeurs -

g 0% 5% Conf. ntendal q60% &

3 — N - Toxety g

2 —_ ';_b‘.ab:rtﬂi"&‘ &

= Exosure D3 3

) ~JT e by -‘lcr.B ‘:

]

20%| {20% f
i 10~ 0.01 T 100 10* ™

Concentrazon [ug /L]

@JPC Joint Probability Curves
[FIRFRE =Rl — [A) U x 2o L& R & B0 y i B Z A, Thbid 7y b5,
b HICIIET. [ UAE Oz, & DRI 5 28 & B O E 4 fitdh THids.
BB LN

'E'Z,,_Ip fid. 10

| 5% Conf. Interval
— Medan

%o Of exposures

“"0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 80% 70% 80% 00%100%
% of species exceeding toxicity endpoint

®—&% lookup table — HEHENT OFEREFRKICT 5.
INNEZ BN TWIUE, B2 GRS R T BL 72708 Aldenberg et al (2000) D 72 EIZ[R
EXH, 7wy, Aldenberg et al(2002)7> 5 # D —#% /~x$ (2002, p. 73 Table 5.3)

61 N1 5.0 -4.0 -3.0 -2.0 1.0 -0.0
0.00 0.0000 0.0032 0.1350 2.2750  15.8655  50.0000
0.50 0.0004  0.0173 0.3645 3.6819  18.5547  50.0000
1.00 0.0203 0.2339 1.6947 7.8650  23.9750  50.0000
1.50 0.2773 1.3250 4.8046 13.3629  28.9550  50.0000
2.00 1.2674 3.6819 8.9856 18.5547 327360  50.0000

JFFRIE, 01:0.00~2.00 £TO0.104A u1:-50050.0FTOSHANALDKEREZTHD
cEC & SS oW b NIER S TH DA 1logEC 7% 10gSS Z# 2z 5 Z L Nk
(failure) DFER L NI ALESIT A L
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®1-D Monte Carlo (first-order Monte Carlo & &)—2{&TO & S>D4 A
PUN O s 3B 72 8
T RTOANGBAANNV EFEo726, Hb VHCS 72 £)720. FERA R L35 2w
c ANGAANRV & U OIREWT. ERERODAITFES LB L 0D
<figl5: 1-DEVTHLe Ubg(1DE, UzgEEARWMLE) XL Y IEL 54

100% e . .= SIS
e M%.Cﬂl"lf. Interval IJ_,J' I_.-"'". Hflg 15 l/ 2'D :E./Tjj/l/l:z O)/]) )( /
L ¥ Ay A EUFRAM(2005) WP8  p.92
4 y
8 4 =
E B9 ” . - / §
4 /7 1 7
B ao%eh \\ Mo &
# Jf =
P ; >
20%| 1 ’,D {l /
= — / “MIE _
100 1000 iy 10°
ECS0 [ugiL)

@ 2 -D Monte Carlo(second-order Monte Carlo & &)—
UL VEGHET2R%2R<E1-D EFL
UZEEEREE LTRRTED 28, HHTEL UDX A ZIZIEREHD
—f%® Monte Carlo Y 7 MZ % 2-Doption N E ENTWT, BB OKGFE LT TE 5
DA DT DN THRVMIUE DL TH D

@®mEFER I £ Probability bounds. — A /)3T A — 2 ORFUYHE outer bounds DFHAH ThEF D
RAEZSSD. 9 & L TUIAL 72 5 (fig.16) oM T — # 13 AR 3
LML, @O OE ZICEDSH NS D006 e
FERITIEFITIA 2500 b ATt ey 28 e/ « e R7E SRR bMHEIZ 72 5. Zudd
230 LTV A DHEEHEIL S £ Y 220>, (Volume 2, Work Package 5 &% 1),

100% 1 .
7 figl 16
Uncertainty

EC50 (ug'L)

@Bayes = —BEFHFE T HLWVWT —% — H LW
T (B 2 X ZE o) + Z 87 —% — updating
tiered assessment D& X IZHL AT DL, XA TORLRDT =X OMEFITH KWEER=E &
74—V R). 2DECTALAD AT DB B ZD.
TP EMECHMMENER SN ONEES. Ry r—2 Y 7 MCEENTWOIIZEHENS.

| R [N 1 (LS IRINR (NN O LS N |

Cumulative % of species

o
o
3
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2.4.4 SSD ORE S

# % @ Keith.R.Solomon & 23 HE#E L T 5 K= M55 4 SSD(Species Sensitivity
Distribution)iZ & 2 AEREFEMIZE L T ELENANALERPH DL LI THD.
i. SSDIZxf9 54t Forbes et al(2002) : Forbes & Calow % H.[:Z
community HZ COFHMIE, AKIZZEDOHETO L OH5A TR~ &. &L 2 .
(DSSD 1TV A7 T ARX L F DIz DIEYEEFRE 2 M T 2 DA, BHRIZT 2D
@V AT TEAAL FOBRRIZE TS5 U AL T O, SLITRELIATLON?
OSSD L0 HFwMAHE  T1~T3  A3—v
OEEMICHTZ> TEL RSN E P1~P6 H—¥
31996~2001 4 Environmental Toxicology & Chemistry (ZF3ED 14 SCik % fiffT L 7=
@HRDOE LD FX—T O 1Y VRN
SSD 7 7O—FOHE EBEHLRE BEUELZ LT T Ui 5729,
Pl: B ZT — 2 ONEEZXMTEDL L OICRET D, —RAEES - BHFEHEAEY - DS b,
FREOHENRETEC, —WAEEEN/NIV. 2 HC5 IZZIE T 52203 TR AT
P2 = RFRA U Fabo L BEITESN RV ASVEREERFEL L ~MF LT
P3 fRED L~V ZBfEICERYE K
P4 EHIRAOMPRIIEIEE. 5% B L L TIHOLRWRH D
P5 —HIE U THRIEDANITHE O & IERE TE 72\ goodness-of-fit 7 & k3L EL
P6 T — X OEDiEmNEDiEmICEL L TS, BOEWT —Z 2809 & UILAN D
TIhTESTH?
cP1~6 Z M4 51 5720 Tff 9 & RQ(Risk Quotient) X A U Z &
cPHE LT SSDIEIZET VLA Ty FREETNDDTP 1~ 6 BNBIRIZR>TWV\D.
WwmE LT
cETAERBROMBE R LB AL T, FRIZE D SD A HIHNE
- FEOIRIN & XTI 7R BN A 1SR x
*SSD LV AT TEBRAA L NEWET DN AREEITS S, BEICEWIEEL S > TUSH S
i, BRI NDERNDD.
A OHEH) : Posthuma et al(20022) D % & A 2585 5 L CHEHTHA .
ii . Grist et al(2006)
FELHEH O AR D 7= 912 Bayes iE&x#H T 5. 4.2 #i CRIBEIZHERT 5.
iii. SSD 72 EOfEHIZBIT % 7ERE  Verdonck et al(2003)
JPC (Joint Probability Curve)72 £ D 77 7 B/ RELOM I L TIXEE DL E T,
JPC 12 2 D FHERB S . Ai~— DR(ig.1).
(Dcumulative profile plot /£ (@exceedence profile plot £
WNZEIXFR 72, OIXmARRFE2R O TRV, QI CRELZ =~ 2D JPC Ofif
B IR B
2ODHBAMOERVEFECTY AV ZRETHZENH LN, & BIZIERDAAOEE TR
DT, WO BRZTHLRERB/FEICIZR>TLEY, HEBAKONLGERIEND D .
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SSD (=33 %#t4¥] Forbes & Calow(2002)DHtH|
s KWURITFERAY PR REEY
W)F—Z DENR, MSZOSE TSNS
OESPRIED, TRTHEIN TV RIMATB 5N TND
@b, TR EBHECELMRLEZbDTHD
- FALBREN? —SSD DEBTHRESATNEHD
T1 : EWFEM O ASER X SSD IZE L2y —
T2 : T X TOEYFITIEADO R TR THL —
T3 : ARERDHEED HBETH D —  REOERERIIEEOM AT RE
- SSD #ERY ARICHEEShBHRE
P1:SSD iRV 7o\ FAFENLRLD — TN ATFRRERT —Z _X—ANDIEDL N D
WAEERbESHY  WIZT TR AHED @ bELME TR D
ZAVIRIETS EEEO tablel OfBITH  site M OMXTHIRFE LI/ > TV D
P2: = RiRAV FBERRMICE®RD D LOTHD — EBITAMENLEIEE T, REDRA
P3: BATRED L-ULITEY) — BfEICELE S NE AR ZRARMLS A B 7203
P4 BTN TAEERA DY) — R L~V ORI & MBI DA B e
P5 : AT O], FRICHROE D traill NEE —
ENDOEODOENFIZY TIEE D DT TIEARW. goodness-of- fit DFEHBMLETH 5
P6 : SSD |Z& £ DO E A i Y)
s FEONAORRKRBHOFER — LN kA AlEE

Cumulative probability

1. BT — XXM OINELZH D, community-SSD (272> TU 7L,
2. mURFRA LV IREEEFE
3. AL ZHTH D, B RIES (LA 2
4. FEL L LE LT 5~10%. 20%0HHH 5 P3
5. [BHEEANER SNV« TERW). LI LTHBTRIE
6. AMFEOHIL, 5LV K&, LXITEH0LVBKR. ERT—HXRXR=ANLDHD
7. VL 1IBTITAF BZMEH SN, ZhEa SSDiIcvWihbd E UrsKRELTH
JPCICEERFD 2 DDF & Verdonck et al(2003) fig.1
100% - - 100%
g Unacceptable
80% SsD 3 80% Risk
60% fE 60% { |
5 Risk B
- g o | 5 Mitigation ~[Threshold |
L
@ X
i E 20% | Acceptable\ ™
| $ Risk
0% | T 1 f;.: 0% +—— . | . -
1E-3  1E-2 1E1 1E+0 1B+ 1E+2  1E43 . 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Concentration (mg/l
(mg/l) Fraction of Species Affected (%)

(DECD(Environmental Concentration Distribution) @ZZEZMT. L CHEL T HfED R
% SSD & RFE I Ah e CERIE S AP il
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2.5 74 THNY A7 FHMO PRA

HEVEESERLRWEETHIN, (LFEWEDO T 4 PHN Y A7 5 &1L, ALFEWEO WD
D D fEE —EF - REEMEZR SI2 kD, T v MR S 2 EE O - S L AR -
WEDORESICLDV AV ZHETHZLTHD.

BERE - HER X B WEOREXETY A7 2RKHRHT5H.

{EFWEDOY A7 TRAA L ML LTI, SEE - EENZRTIC, 28 - ENEEBICHY T
HEEZ TR,

i. URA7FHIONE
KERELTIHERDOL DR b OMNRFIFEIINTWD.
12 1%, Stewart et al(1997)GEH: B5ER(2003)) 12

A TIEETT b -m%kioﬁﬁmfﬁyFkﬁﬁfﬁy%
AT TA - WEEY el - R

- finia CWET Ty N T 4+ — A

- KBEE Y 2T AGEK - WK &) - XA

CLZEFEE Y AT A s TEMrARy b

c a2 —HF AT A
rE L LT, kS - B3 - IR K 2 EEYOEEE, B MOEE TR ETHD.

i, WAWAZREHGFE
OBECHERZITEALE, HDNIEE -T2 MHH LW ENERIfET

5X5D0%FU v A
QFEIZ LHHEEME L TH %25 QRA = deterministic

Bk L E LT, ETA(Event Tree Analysis), FTA(Fault Tree Analysis), il 5H A
L7c C&C 2 ENH Y, BEYV A NITSL o To e el 2 5 2 5 BARHEEMEIZOW T O H A
Bz 720

ETA O BOA A —T1%, ZOFEDIZLH(P.2-5) TRLT.
OVAT LABEROMRELZHERL L WVIIFHASH LT —% & L TH 2% PRA probabilistic

ETA & 25X FTA 72 EOEARFIEEMAE GGy AT 2%, BokZ o < PR S
nNTEY, ThbzE QRA L3250, PRA LT, MBERBEZFHICEIVEDL LY THD.
£/, AOBERAREEZ R TYH, Whbwsd QRA, PRA &) Tk, R IR % b
DETHT v REZERETRIEL TIN5, 7ot 204 TR EHE O LR
D EBEMFHE — WD HEHENE L% — 23, ZOFEAKIZH % . PSA Probabilistic Safety Analysis
EHLEEND.

JEE SR 70 ik H 5D C, REAR(2005)IC i B2 figii AN 5. & LT QRA FIEDFE LML
c:m,CCPymmmb%@é.
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214 hNY RV EEDRN

U 27 (NIHF)

B B AW MR (E/A4R)
X

W DV EONE)

QSA QRA PSA PRA B9 2R

1
| KEORERE

?-i"&)
= / I FIVIVARR

.
[orurome]]  LHoP
| ERiEDEEET—2 | ETA |
T —
\ FTA | \ TatRNF—F 1 == 5 8 1
] ERREFOHM | || BE-HEOHE \/

Bz 1% Keller et al(2005)

i FHFIRE E S

1945 von Neumannb Los Alamos TOE T IV a B

1967 F.R.Farmer JEAF138EFTOPSA 1 (Todine) Dz

1975 USAEC B+ hZEES WASH-1400 ##4il: Rasmussen report PRAREST
RSS:Reactor Safety Study FT+ET

1978  Apostolakis BayesiED)GH]

1979 Three Mile Island ¥ # —severe accident*} L~

1984 NUREG-1050

1989 NUREG-1150:severe accident? VA7 7

1990 —human reliability {S%EM:

1997 Stewart et al FE 3 B IBUITDVART T BAA

1998 Siuetal 72 ¥ PRACBayse)»

1999 Kirchsteiger (JRC) WEFam vs IRIERM

2005 EU INTARESEproject —2010

2006 Salvi et al (INERIS) ARAMIS XfSEVESOI &4 P TE i+ HESR

FTA & ETA O#i&H C&C it

AT
0.01

£l '.-‘m
il Z A

036

T B
MERZ =
]

FTA

NRV ESD FWy H=A
fFly W R Ak

SR
p— 0.96
i | |
235104 0.04 i SR
0.95 01 SIF

005 |5 0.9 IR
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ii. PRA &2 X PSA

7T MR EORERER OMIEREREN M 2 WIdHHE b o7 —Z L LTERSh, £
NODOERNOIERLIND T T v FOBERMOBEZEIET UbIhiuE, &5FNBEET D
fERIL, MATRINBITHET 22 &1 TE 5.

WMEHLBE, ZHETERL L DI,
OQRE— A2 MENT : P E DI L DMROER u L o2
Q&SN - T T A u I alb— gy
REOFENEATE S,

ENENOBMEHARE, T T HvalkliB 670 7 OFEREE, INZEEDT
LIRS

HORNZIX, JRAFOFEEEHEOHEE, #RE L TORBMHILTHE, ERMEOBAIZ
£ B ERROHEEH 2 79 (BEFH BERR(2003) L D).

iv. ot

cHER DL L THRA human reliability 2423 & 5. 72, AR HALEFEKE LT

%, BIRT DMBOLZRICKT 2N EEREREZ O L RN TEAR bR WHEHR

(2000)).

- PSA T% 1970 & 0 I B~ XIENIEL b T 5.

PSA Ti, VAT AORKINFEL EEFHET 5. HEEOMPEII KRR 2 BLR 72D T/RT R
—Z ORI Z D27 =2 BP0, 20V GERITEERANIEFITIRS 2o TLEY,
HLAYRE R FIEII R E Ch 5. Bayes IERHIFFS NS, Bilx X, Siuet al(1998)%FH.

Bk odFE 72 =27  ARAMIS (Salvi et al(2006))

SEVESOIL 3D 7= OALE T T 2 s DR EFMD T DY AT LT 5. BRIND 47 BEH
BEBA ) L CREli o A 7 LA REELH. 4.2.3 TRORFEL LT 2.

s Wb D PSA BHH T L < OV AT ARECKOILFERREER TR S, 0O
ERBE RIS AT L LT b T&E . REMLRBDIZ, TRACE R ED VAT Ak
5.

BRED Y AT Lk 7T AD%E#H Tixier et al(2002) A 0HE L7k Ro£ 2 HITRT. £
2 62 FOTEARY EF 5N TWD. EERE TR, 52 WIXIRERD & iRm0
H, MGBILE o TEDL-STL B LI THD.
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W EEQEHERE D HI HEEOHEZEREDS A —D
R A FE
——— i # W R B T
i - Fi
- —_— E?..l’n'#g i
= TS a e b o
; Fl T L
1 . - i Wi
i fF F f  F
1 RIEEE xS DO
BEFIFFIMEEHEEOEERE L TOEEF MmO H B4
 RRMECHEF
L. DE-6 pa—er— -
LERE LOE-T P i i : :-::-.:-e:
i 1OE-# [ ir
i
= L.OE-8
1.0E-10 H u
LOE# LOE7 LOE® LOES LOF4  LOES  10E-2 L e T T ra EadT ¥ AT FAAr
i Lopp MM L SN, SE %
T FPMEGHEEDHTE s 2,
1L.OE-B "}'.'J-‘f‘-‘.-
NAICKDREHBERE — 7]
10E-8 [
1. DE-8 |. _H _.
RA XFEHED®RE]  Siuet al(1998)I2 £ % Pl H H )
L e Eary Fo R FAA
LA E A AR

classical,frequentist

Bayesian

W E FTRE.

. feR  MEFR ARG L CL JRERR
B2 H D
- HHEDOEHY . 2, RH

HEE  E S ORI O T
WHGEMTET 5 R
- HHTERD

-WAWALFE Tixier et al(2002) D73 FE & & AT A DOB

WRIIHEEINTZV AT LD

Fik TEMERY TE HHY
R TE Y 22 F=xv7 AL HAZOP 13 Mond, FETI
What if ?
fife A 3 Delphi 6 ETA, FTA
REMmMP &MEHEGP 5  Safety Analysis 13 PRA, QRA
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2.6 U A7 OHEIZEIT S PRA

EFEWE DV X7 138 L ZBOSTZOOB R TIHiSh, TR 1 saHiD, 54mo
bOT—20, CEoTHENTET D EEANTITAODr—A LD,
9 1 A5 HEE oA

FL
oy

il

LifeE @ HQ ik ORI
A ® M @ JPC

a\

DOHQ 1 :
ZORBEIZOWTIE, T TIREL DFEMmNH L0 L E ZA T, HH 520062815
FEOFLR)DO T, Z 2 TR RS20,

QFBED 1 M vs DA
Brain et al(2006)/Z, PEHA(Probabilistic ecological hazard assessment, ##F1% 1 S CTHE
BT 2) O & ERE L T 5. 3D Solomon & 3t L C & 72 PERA |[ZxF L T, modified
PERA L WO KRB LHE-TWD. bOHITOEMREOEEE SN DO T UL, &
HIRFE(PEC 72 )T, WEZZ T HMOLELMD. WELEEL LML FICMZ D201
X, COREUTICHADRED, REDEMMEZ D E V).

QR D I3 ve HEED 1,5 :
ZEMH, D VIR AR BB O &, BB T 2 B (D D VTR EHIE - S IRME - 37
BIRER L)L 2R LT, REELBRT 2 RBLZTHAE, HDOWIE, HEELHR LT
VR 7EHOTFEORFTE R 5. CRM OFEM U A 7 G liE T, EEMICEH SR
TWHFETHS.

DTS REL M
WHZHERELEDMTREL, TOERY OmMECTHnT 5 FEEL, WME 2 REMERSM
JPC(Joint Probability Curve) & L TRELL, HAEDOB R L HimT 5 HiEERH 5.

T, ERYVEMECIHET 2581, B LEEEN L LICCHDIERSM Th 55581E

ZDORFMEND, WHFEEZLZHLL CTHENPEL RN DERBLDND Z L1250
Verdonck et al(2003) DiFEERH 5.

— R, OOFEDOHHBHELSNT VS TEWTHA 9D, HIICHE U TH tier
WCBWTHIIS LWTFEZEBERICHEN T TN EWNSI Z ETHA ).

2-D EVTHIILOZEDOERDOEL

FHDOXIX RAGS3A % 7% (EPARAGS3A)) ToO#Em ThD. 4>0%FE TV AEU1
~ AT B IERN AT A7 O HI(Hazard Index)® 95%EIZ %9 HIEHEBAOIENS U & L
THOTHRETRINTND.

EU1 & 3T, U DIENRLRVFNDOT, 1 TIEUAZITIEBEL > 50, 3TEZAND
AL E WD IS, e 0 @mVMEHE TR CE 5. W2 2 & 4 T, U OmRPAHEHRAIIZIA
WO THEFZ R T D EHEME IRV, 9B%MES 1 222572809 Z &R T 5. UDiE
NS T hETE, VAZEROERREICEET LRER S 5.
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FEY R FHMIT 2 = AN A KA
— FEHIAR 204 —

SHDHBHT—FZ DL — LVEBRRY X TEHBD 0]

FIE AT —FUBEOER

3.1 PRA RO
3.1.1 BtPEAY Tiered F¥AM
3.1.2 HFAT v 7 OMENE
728 ? MC, Bayes, MCMC

3.2 BIEFIEDHAR
3.2.1 T —HE1ET—XOMEE
3.2.2 SABLOFEIR & HTITH
3.2.3 ® T ANTk
1-D & 2D V& U®DSyEE
3.2.4 A XyEE MCMC
< /)La 7 EET T v~
BIRTC « 2RO AR HEE

100%p ————— PR

DWT—3 ORRAGREE

: . =—= §5% Conf Interval
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_ aoell - Data | A
i o TO%F, a’r'
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PDF : Probability Density Function CDF : Cumulative Density Function
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F3E AT — PO K

3.1 PRA PO

EPA(RAGS3A) % %2 EPA ® PRA DU OHEN MG 5. ZOHA X A1, Wb
HA—=X—T 7 RIEIZ X D BRI 7250 site-specific 7RFFHH D7D H D L 9 HlRN & 5
B, ZBXIFOERITMOFT I FICBT LM TILTELI DL EDbNLS. tiered
approachfﬁﬁﬁkhﬁﬁ DD —ThHDHZ b ERUTHD.

RN D BREEAERE Y 2 7 SHIIC 45 EUFRAM OFSHA & B E (1072 5. £ OO FI O K
;mi242%fMﬁbn

3.1.1  BXP&i Tiered #FAfh

HX—=V DO TNOIRED.
[ L E Y Getting Started

¢&T®UX&7tX%VFi ROFEEH OBENOIRES.

* Problem Formulation [JBEDFXE : H LW\ T —Z 00 %&’5’7\35 L7c & EITIEHET D

* Scoping : ,EJZIKEI"JfCiaMﬁXHL%(%FHﬁ (SRS E= I VAR L) i)

» Workplan O1ERL : FFHi A 7 ¥ = — b

T2 OIS BET LT —#
E1E Tierl

WhW D 1 EHEE, &5 WITIRERINZRFHETH S .

##% ClX, CTE Central Tendency Exposure : £ D F-#){E, ¥ LU RME Reasonably
Maximum Exposure : IR#L3 & 5 I KZFEE L EE2HEET 5. L, SRE - BEL~L -
AIRIRERE, VAZEHOAMNIZE > TIRODENDEEZ W S.

L2 Tier 2

1I-DESTHNrTEELTVEBEZMT 2. #l21E, EWERICK2{bFWEORA
BRI 212X, BYTIRE - 1 HEEE - KEREOSMOT =216, 1 HOKE
H7= 0 OB EE mg/kg/day DA G LD,

FE3BE Tiers

2DESTANET, VESBELZ U RHESRENZ b 5.

fthiz, MEEMicroexposure Event Analysis) + #iBLFi1T — & 72 EI2 K D kRO RO FEM
REHI, ZNETORMALEH LWT =X 2G4 AEE DA 72 £C, AR IEROK
KAHAZEH 5.

- B MEEFR O ZHRM:  Flexibility in Defining Tiers
B BBE T O — L, TR TORHERY A MCEDOEEFZ ST 2017 TRV, M3
THHREZR DD BPE DT — 57 LM b RKICHI AT ~E TH L. FED LIl —H O
—NVERETLHLY, FEFISCHHEFELBKRL T, TOMGHREREXELT D LTS
ICEETHD.
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3.1.2 HBAT v T OVLENE

FLT HINIELL T OSAT — Z B OB L LEME A ISR L TRBZ ).
AT — X OMLEL .V & U OALER

cE®UTHvulE 1-D & 2-D

« XA XfEMTIE Bayes : T— X WA LTV D & X OREFFAEROTEH

s 7EEHE T A niE MCMC # Markhov Chain @ 5564 il 28 D R# i~

OLEPMT—REOH

F1ETHRALLEL I, (EFHWEDOY A7 I THE, xHRORPLARERP - M 25
ZREIC D252, BETHELDONRTA—=ZEDEODMETHEENICRESESLZ LT
X2V, FOEDIC, KRMIZIZT—ZORTYXTHLIEEMEV &, MO L DA
FMEU %, TOMITHH, HDHVIERMOEONHLHDE LTI LERDH 5.

OkEgEYTAHLAD

DAk b OT — X OMERICL D BWEROREMIZIE, 22X EGHMITHRONT Y X%
T 57202, Yo7V T OEENEEZRT AMERDDH. ZODIZi, DA DR E X
LY 7Y IRnETH Y, WIREEERNEE —RRELBORAEICL D' T I iER
WHTX%.

FDOERTIE, SMOFEOPTTECTANAZMESITTND., 22T, OOk EREL
T, BET VALY T Ty THn b LTS, CRM O U A7 32 <
TERHASNLTWD X9, 7 - A RX— e Fa—TH 7V 7 LHS bET AN aik
DY LT Y o TEOOEDLAESIT DI ENEN

@%H Bayes h

Wbwwn 7 4PN AT FMICET D Siu et al (1998) DN H 5. B O HE failure
(T IR BLR 72 D TRT A =2 ORI 2 57 — 2 D720, 2O W IHIHAEE, e
P FETIHEEBADIEFITIAS o TLEVWRETHDL & ).

classical 72 /3t 2 {# 9 frequentist & FEII 72 FFk A FRIMESE & L T 9 Bayesian D50
MHEICBE L CIE, S OBEERFRSH Y Z 2 Tl x e, By 512, U A7, %
LD HRLT —F BRLETH Y, FEF TR ONR E T 520 58 & &35
LNRVWDT, ZNEMMIbDE L THMEDHMATEH TE DA XERELDE NS 2 &
ThHhH)

@EMCMCHAh — ~ Lo 7@EBRErThlalk

Bayes 5O BARKF OFBNIEDIL SR T, FRIME - 7 — % - BRERDEHHICKRILIN
HOT, M LTOERBEOEHGHETHD. Lo, BlxIE, (LFEWEOIRNEIRES
fEMT9 %5 PB-PK BT VOIS A XVEXBHT D & 705 &, 22580 - Mg BR O DT iR
L EFETARETHD. ZOFERERLZLZHEEOT I 2L —a Ttk LTHH
L, ZI06WHMHE - 28R EOMEI T A= ZENT Hlzdll~v /a7t s 7 in
EREANI T
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1 ANIB L HFHMIE  deterministic vs probabilistic
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FCHEREA ZHE BE& L~ LOC M D B (SSD) 72 &
VA7 OFEE | HQ= B#EwSRE R &
VA7 O | 7747 V7 LHATRIVID HLHDOANAZRE
SR fBfE 5o n XU EEEE R U X7 gAY Al RE

THEEMTEME HH LI PRAICEFSELTHLAODEESIT Cullen & Frey(1999) X v
#1712 TETFNEZELTE—AY D WIEINM 2 EIET RN TIE

7 F
E— A 2 M D AR LR EEE  CLT Central Limit Theorems
B & B OOME
AN % fg AT i AL DI
T A2 MRS D AR 1 kI
T — T — AU B
BlEis FUTHNME YIalb—T gl

TT e nNANR— e Fa—TH T Y LHS
HEEY T T

— U TR T Rk

< DAth

EF—AL N GAAOFEEDOFEDL VI r IROE— A NEFRFTHE

1K : ¥ mean, 27K : 23 variance, 37K : £ skewness 4 & : L kurtosis
EVTHLREORE

- MR E AN CTo R AEBE T, —FRCRY ORWELREZZERIEBm TE D
THAMEEET & R X et

WHLAREEE  classical, frequentist ~A XfEEl Bayesian
Siu et al(1998) | - ffes « MEEREIRRIK L C. JFELAYIC | - fER « EE ) OFHIE O
HIE /RE. BB S D BHBMTENT D FEIH
E@fﬁﬁ)?fbé#?%&“?%ﬁ AT EZD

Bayes fifl$ & C TEEZHI O,
U4 —A(2003) HT7E p.193 ~ T A—HIZBT DL AAHEINMEO TR
A DOPREILEIZ3 DB D
7.1 WA ZRE TIE S L
7.2 A ZXgm — MCMC
7.3 7—hA NI v E O
N RENHTL UE, MCMC iZ—##Iz>nWT< 5.
MCMC OERk
c FEMTIEDS AN RE R R MER 2B I 2 L —3 3 TR D
B TV O TIEEF T AT T —, A NaRY R g AT g TR E) L,
FOARBEIZE LB ORI S 5 —RA o b
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3.2 BHETFIEOIA

PRA OIEARREIL &, EIHICET 5 AR RMBEFIEDOAVIRIEIO X 5 TH H M, i
\IEBFEOFGT — BN ER L T 5. Z20FMAETRIRT 501X, ZOT 7 =N TAH
VADWRBA D, 2T TOHEBICOWTHEARM R S 2EHT 5. SLICfEThLHiR
T 50, FMIIENETNOFEMELZSRI N,

T X &1 RT — 2T EOMAREE ST

c ARIORERORIRE 7 1 v T 4 T

cEVTHaEE 1-D L 2-D

« XA XYL MCMC ~/Va 7@ 7 hn

3.2.1 AT —HX &1 RT— X OMAY
i. WAWASLRTFE
EUFRAM(2006) & Y JE3EFHE O P TH]Y L b FiEE 7T E2ETOLE LBV R
Loy, @OTEDREHIREDDA A=V HEHN—VITRT.
D PFIASH:
WL OO BRI 21X 95%HZ & A THEA 1 st Tier
@ VEDDRMEBEHD AT -
DD Yotile HITAHL T HFERITFTOND
® 200RHERLISTT:
WELREAFENRTT oy b, @ETY A7 OREZRER
@ JPC FIBsmEEM#R Joint Probability Curves :
[ U x #iloxf LR & B0 y i bEE G, Thbix 7 my b,
® —E=x lookup table :
ffi Hi72 7% Aldenberg and Jaworska (2000) D F 72 EIZRE I D
® 1&TE>TAHILA (1-D Monte Carlo, 1st-order Monte Carlo & &) :
ERTOL DDA
T RTOANGHANRNVIZT o720, HhE VIET., FEER: S35 2780
c ANV & U OIREMTE EREROSAITM A LI E LD
Ub2RLD1-DELSTHALOOHESEHD LIS 3 OHDOKIIRT.
HYD1-DDs3AI> 72 LD MLE
@ 2kTEVTHILA (2-D Monte Carlo, 2nd-order Monte Carlo & %) :
UL VEoEE+T2R8%2R< & 1-DERL. ARHED, EHTELUDOX A 7IERESH D
HEER A% (Probability Bounds) :
AFRT A =2 DIRFUEDOMEE TRROMIMEL G5, K< 725, A LErb4-oHDK
© 41 XE#riE(Bayesian Analysis) :
MG LWT—% — B LW 2D ET A adD ATOSARIZHEZ D
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i, AFEOFMEETT DRI

EUFRAM(2006)? 7.3 HilZRER TH D23, T Z TOFMITH M RO TEDRA v M E#EI
T5. WANWARKFTERIRONFNZET S
TERAAD b AZEH/ELL

cFREDANT) T AN RHEE — > ) AT, 10, 77 7ER, JPIE

- CDF X EXF & HuifE#e e — o7 U A figtriE sk

+ CDF <° EXF O{EHER S — —B& 3 lookup tables, 2-D Monte Carlo, Bayes /£

+ CDF OfE RS — MR IR 15
ENREITOANT—ENFHELTAFTESD

OS5 TeD - 30LE
BEDINTA—% - B - BEKRFEICEAL TTAIEEEEZED KL S ITREL LD
FLNFET:SNDECAH

+ 2-D Monte Carlo (ZHFEEOEHE L

- Bayesian 75 EfESRIR AL, AHEN, L0#EL <, EHEX KN
REA3HEDHESE

* Bayesian DA JJE LTO2-DMC 2 EbdHh 5.

- EUFRAM CHEHITITHEFRRINTND

3.2.2 SHFHFIORIRE HTIED

DA b ORFOEET — X BT D121, DA OFHEZRD 72D, ZOHAANIER
A, AN, TR EERDDULENRDD.

FOT=OIIE,

WY T — X EfE D

- WEI R I G bE D
ZEMEREINDD, TREFETTLHITE, SEORIIET L2 HMELRD, 7 L& P
WCER L, MBEOZEEREE - P 2 HAMICHmE L T2 EENEEND.

= O BARW e 6 )7 % fRH L 7= b DIZiE, Vose(2000), Cullen et al(1999)7: E3d 5728, =
Z Tl¥, EPARAGS 3A)® Appendix B 76 3R e i 250 7. ZOEEHIIE, AN v
T ADOFHOMIZEH LB I N TNWDHOT, BRKRBERICAEHTHA .

ERMGERA :

DATDORTNT T, AR OI/RT A — 2 CEER0 0 #) O fitting FrE % 5EAM 32
HARFELPLE

T =2 OE T2 EIZOWTEHERNTHE L SHE L 2T T 57220
AMOBIRE LTI fitting S & U, HE O :

WA E GoF(Goodness-of-Fit)7 A b & CTIL7Z2\V. % 2(7 A4 1), Anderson-Darling,
Kolmogorov-Smirnov {72 ERE SN TV 5. & H 5(2006)D 1.4 8%, B A ZFENDOHN
DT < IAILTND.

BAROF RIS S ERSAAOTEIR 7 7 —7% TableB-4 & L THRICELDHEN TS, X
DD DT, i1 TR S.
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BN FIERS DM
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cE—A MDY T T
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Rl - TEB - T L BT TV O TR CED 237 A —F TILIEED A
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3.2.3 E®UFhAuik

i. I'DEYTAHILAEK

BN LNRNET VICE LT, AT A =X 22 OIS CT-HE CEEAES
H, ZOREROFHD O ARG ECEY - 2HUe E)E2H LW TH 5.
FEEDOBENIE T8 A T v F LITHESE LR R—YDK) -

(A) & DX O R FE A

(B) RFEEE A A1ED

(C) (B)Ditfi BAFE S e 43 A

(D) (C)DAEhI — LB & 384

(B) fLELCHHET 2B X 234 — (ADOEENA 2 KT 5

EEX 2o CTIEOHREZFEITT 5. 2 OEMEEZZHEI(1000~10000 EDME DK L, #EE
DA DR EERTT 5.

B2 1E, BOALEZHEE T 2RI E > TOiUE, LRI mEESYTT, Loz
Ty T TT U MIERERAESETHET UL L.

HTOMBEA  FEL IO THEBEICHHT LS. ROEEDS S, [ZLDD3DTEST
ANV IEIZALREIORBETH 5.

- REEBEA T T 7 O

c NG A—=Z O, BB D & E DML

DRI E T 4T T

BB AED—RRYE - XY 3 U CORAET B ELE O — IR TR IIIER H D LD
TN T DI WL OO TR AT TR T S

i. 2-DEYVTAHILAOME RAGS3A chapter 3 Dtk H 5

1%, HOERTIHERONTYIEEHEV ZFIT 50 TH S, VWb b RiEFEMICIX
V Z@hth s U REEEERNDHD. OS2 5BL THITTA2RLENH D, OO
2WIE, HBOHWF2BEBEE T v iERSH D, VEU %2000 THEITT 5.

a5 AHICIE, 200N —TERERT 5L —VKIDE).
ONNL—T : BEWEZTET 5 = HAARNAHRICERTEZ5H0
ONN—T : AEFNELZ TN T2 = ZBEORRICHFBEDORZERINEL B D

VIZET 2 2mEDEME, U T2 nlORGEOMAT EEZNZHESN—VKOER), 4
N—TTUILHETHOEDOHRMEBIZIZUDERIRL, TOREOFTHL—TELTV D
EEhEIC-E, VI VmETEEHET 5.

DN, H—TDRIDOFEMEU) T, AV—T%HET 5.

ZOFF%EZ Un £ THuR T
HBROAA—D

FEROMTIOA A =Dl 5= FORIIRT.

R X, ZEE V OIS 0TS 5. fitlh 51T, REEFENME U OILRN Y &, [FHERA 50,
95, 99%72 E DL L TRHTE 5.

% O, box-and-whisker X732 ¥ DFRE HH D, T IVIfHERT TEARICHET D,
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3.2.4 ~A Xk MCMC

Wb DA RIEIZ KD RHERMEDOMNT b A @i ST\ 5, BEERIFHE cidvg, 2
Z T, Hack(2006)D [#=5=D &R DD 72y N2 Bayes & MCMC #E& Rt L, 5% O/
BHIRRD | W) — R R 2RI 5. 0 Ui WSROIV E VESRE Nz 0.

i. DEOLEK

PBTK/TD &7 /L Ofi#iZ Bayes iE&2wWH T 5. TOME&NEZHX—IIRT. 8T —4% D
fEMT, & hA~DIEHORKEKKTH L. ZOT — 2T, < OOfi%E b o T A—2 Bz IE,
~50 fl) & W HE & T D EMEE A, mkot - BERGRS V)b D THS.

ii . Bayes ik

X bW TH A A= FIRT. RO 3 OOMALR AT, HHIAZFE LRI~
TEYF e T —HNBL A FREE T 5.

OF i P(X)
@7 —Z DIT XD LA oiBn PMD|X)
@F & MERIT L 28 LR A OHEE P(X|D) - BREHEHEORH
: P(X)- P(D|X)
P(X|D) =P(X) - P(D|X),P(D) P(X|D) = PD)

ii. FREELSMETILOD calibration

MCMC : v /L2 7HEEE T WV aiET, BEMEP R AR FRMERMIIHT L, RED—
BE Lo TETVEHETD.

HHLAYKE R (frequentists D) 72 6, VL - B/hARER EEZ A, MEFEE L T1 /37 A
— XD fitting 72 EE1TH. T —HI2H< calibration [ZARAEETH Y, W T X LY
TV TTHE, FBENRT X OMEEEREZELHVED.

MCMC Ti%, T _XTD/8T A —X & [AIFIC calibrate 5. H o7V 7 2 EHRIOY T
T =X DETHRDH (/L a 7B RICHEAH 5. ZOEEEZFESTZEICLD, A=V
HEDXD L 97 A A=V TIURT 5. BUORLZSBOT =23 T And, SROFRHIE
— ) - SHUER E 1G5
FERE R
BTV T WRICE D ETICEHOT 227 7T 5. RFENR DO,

AraRY A e~ AT 47 M-H) &

X7 Ay 7T — (G-S) ik
N D.
< X OHE - MR LD E DS TIR 2 HE 5

L OMBEORERTMCMC X, SLICHNRTEICRDESD.

iv. =45

MCMC % £ 5 XA iR FIET, {EFEWE DOV R 7 FEAnBEE Tl
- b MEFERZEZAM D 7= D PB-PK €7 /L OfiE#T : Bois({4 INERIS) 5 Bernillon et al(2000)
< BREEARE RS D 7D D SSD DOfiE#T : O’'Hagen(¥: Sheffield X) 5  Grist et al(2006)
TREMTHI S HE STV D,

flilz, EEZW, MEtwE, BEGLE, BIERE oMo, 2EH - mRoTDOT — X
fiEMT> R ab—a b LTEHINTWD. [FE8RIV, V ClBEICBEE L0 5.
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Bayes iZDA A — PB-PK ;% population & subject D LANJL

bHEMICHE, BDHRTA—ZIZELT - Lo o
®§J5§J\¥ﬁ€f{&ﬁ'§—5 %!ﬁllﬁr—{ﬂ/‘ ‘.' "._n!mnn_ . ) P 1.\-.-|nublft‘\.

FRMEESA  prior Level ~——
HMHFZOMR  FEROA6 - ! _

@A DT — 5 BES NS FAN
XTE  likelihood R~ I e

@FNLORT A - AT e
'
T
t

LGB ELND

m HEHWERDMM posterior L at u
i\ !II'I';nurl'lHrillr‘lllll‘hﬂl

MCMC [Z & BN DBFE HEEEF LD —
05 0 X AW SEE

o IFEENE ZoRT

< Lo 7 EEOWHIE, NTYIFRREVDOT
AEHI 72 AR ) BIXHIBR T 4. T @ initial chain

5y

5%
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BIREL ——
MCMC IZ & 2 INEDBFE(2) Jau A& PB-PK EF LD

Jonsson et al(2003)iZ L %

1. HRTRERST ORE
1. Define prior diftribution for each model parameter .
o e T BERT

,\( / A WA

Frequency

PBPK parameter value

2. <o 7EEOER

un Markov chain
4. At convergence: collect posterior

distribution from chain

4. ELEDL

3 HROAOEM
$
E I Convergence
_— " r L |
H Initial chain A AU W AN VLA
Iteration
3. BEL : T RCOBHT—~% 3. Each iteration: Monte Carlo sampling - compare
simultaneously to all observed data - update priors
Yo
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4.2.3 Rai © Multiplicative €7 /L
TCE, KU g x&

4.2.4 Bosgra & DEHP
RIVM, Slob & ®FikE
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TETRA, MCSim

4.3 BRIEARRY X7
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F 4% PRAFIADRKHE

4.1 HR OB

KETIE EPA Z900(2 PRA IZBET 2IEEIDEATHSH. 2005 0 SOTGEHMHFER)TD
WS(V—27 v a v )biEAESND. BRMNE, 470 F « X =72 8T, BREAEBYES ST
72<, b MEREENMA~OSH bR SN TN,

i. K[E EPA
 PRAHA FS54 >

EPARZ OB THLHRAEZ Y —RLTWA. 1997 FICPRAZEH L2 A7 T7TEAA L b
EZITANDTODORY —ERIEED AT L) B TAELZ(EPA(1997D)).

1995 0 TV 27 OYEICET 2R Y v—) LRUTL, Bk - % - GBI - — B2 SR
T5. Z<OFEOIBLELVTHNVREREETHY, ZOHA REEIR)EIES.

b MEEY 273l TlX, <D —ATRBIHICRE SN D, EFAMICE L TIEER
HMFEPMETH D, REAREY A VFHMETIE, T XTICEHINS.

BT rr—

OF T AN EERICET 204 F74 2 0 14 THE OGSO A, (kIR T

QP AABLRIRNDO T A & A fHgk T Ted

@EFH(Exposure Factors Handbook) DET : 34T — & 28 A

@DRAGS3BA : A—/X—7 7 > RIEIZ K % waste-site U AV GO 720D HA X2 A

b MR Y X 7 5 & BREEAR Y X 7 G OWTEEL <L L T\ 5.

®ECOFRAM : BREZAERE Y A 7 FHIIZ BT D16 FHIC OV CREMIC R ET

® 3 MRA : FEZEW LRI > 5 DTEYE D U 2 7 F)li. 3 LA A # 2 A EPABMRA)H
i. BFH

Keith R.Solomon(Univ. Guelph) 73 H1.0:MZ 72 o TErER AR AE B2 55T © SSD B ik Eh 2% H 37
. EUFRAM (2B L CiX, BRMNOWsEHE L OFEG H 5.

i, RN
F T UL REARRY A7 2T e MERY X 7T HHEE L TS . RIVM @ W.Slob

SHL. #il 21X, Bosgra et al(2005) DEHP U A7 7 A X |,

« ~L¥— : Ghent Univ.|Z P.A.Vanrolleghem Z > & L7287 NV —T7 03 H 0, BREAER

ARG CREMAICAFZE L T 5. B T2 FAM. Verdonck & ¥ . J.Jaworska(P&G #H) & 2 I1.

« 77 A  INERIS @ FY.Bois » ® PBPK £5 /L ~® MCMC {£D 5 A2 B L.
-EC TOF L Eo7mkMfEEX L LT EUFRAM FE03% 1, 2006 FRICHRKEERE T L0

LHHENR—=VICAROEB). AT -MC XA X72 &, ZO0BHOREKRBRRE->TND.
iv. BA

CRM DM Y 2 7 5HliEICBIT 2R H 5. HF5HETH LB S.

BRI BT 5 L B2 —Td 5 Oberg et al(2005)D 5| ASCiEk4E: 127 1HD 5 B H A%
X1 DI, TR O T T BRSNS O b MaFE) 2 7 7 (Takeda et al(2002)). 7 5
V=T RUZLDWBEEDORIRA - (R EOROBEAR EOT TV ATIHMLTND., H*
TEdf & R MC Cafli. MR T U A « RIRXA—ZDOGAA—ERERDHD.

v. ZOfth
H5 D Chen et al(2006) : PAH O34 U A7 % MC C, 72 &.
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EPA @ PRA 2BANT A E54 > EPA(1997b)
Memorandum by Fred Hansen, Deputy Administrator,

” Use of Probabilistic Techniques (Including Monte Carlo Analysis) in Risk Assessment”,
YR T7HARX L b TOMERNGIC X DFMFEDOZ ANICET 5 AE
M WE T — 2 LEFETE DUEIZE SN b O T FOSEMEN- S iz Ans.
1. problem formulation TH/R. L = RARA » F2BRIZERT D
2. ITRTOHE (BTN T—F RE) 2XEMLT, HHICO1DEIITTD
KENODEDRELZRKRT HEEmet L. MCTEHHRTELLIITET LV EHH
3. RREMMTOR R
AT FEORER T, WHE - R - BERAICHEERFELZENT 2
- ANEZE OB - (KFERROAIE. £ b ORR~DRE
C BAMD O OERERM, R TTT %E SRR ORIL & 21
. O (central tendency) & & v KU OB R EBIEDIER & i&im
L ATREZR D, BFE L U A 7T S REMMIFIEORR bIER
T—H - UE BT NVORFEHRTE D
8. ZHi CITEERBE CTIROOLND Z ENZ VDT, FERMZERBEHEEMICEEREE A
LA R TRR T L

N o g A

EUFRAM Q##la — #iiE EUFRAM(2004) D HIRH 5
1. NE 2. BW 3. B
4. FHik
* an%@g&hﬁiﬂ
< S ARRY TR OFERTE
- LAY FIE
< A XYL
- WO RE D5
g DA
- B L WBOSHOES
+ PRADY—v
- BB — A OfRFT
« Interval fEAT
+ Fuzzy Arithmetic

+ 1-D First-order (non-hierarchical) Monte Carlo
+ 2-D Second-order (hierarchical or 2-D) Monte Carlo
- fEZRBRIAEMT Probability bounds analysis
5. MA LA D E)EE
6. A& DT 7. GIHSCHER
8. fk
: SSD DJERE &5 ma 6 ik
: SSD OZEMED K
: VA7 OHIE
U RITRARAY MICBT D NHERMLEOT 7 n—F O E L O

AW b R
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4.2 b MY X7

KENT site-specific 72 U A 7 GO H CHEBEFAGIZEI L T PRA ZfEMAYIZEm L T\ 5.
SR~ Bayes £ & MCMC D& NI DIZ 5 SFEMAI D L 5 TH 5.

4.2.1 CCA— 7 1 ALALEES

EPA(2005), Zartarian et al(2006), Xue et al(2006) (2 X %.

7 v LMEAtER#] CCA Chromated-Copper Arsenate CTHLER U 7= iF B (2829 5 1k D ZL 52 fghT
“SHEDS-Wood 7 /L : Stochastic Human Exposure and Dose Simulation Model for the
Wood Preservative Exposure Scenario (SHEDS-Wood)”

MR e PRBEEREY I 2L —Y a VET AT 5.
i. B -ER

MR As 1T MNAMETI L —7 AT I LTV 5. 61l Cr iXW A T probable carcinogen.

1978~ AMPRAFANC OV TR BFT ST E /2. SAP I3 RAFik 2 £,

BEREHE D H ERNIC R TOMH % B9 %5 (December 31, 2003)72H 72 EDEE H V) .

PR TINLTHEED T0% 0T v F L AR—F A, NILEGO 14%| 25 HRE

—>Z ELOREE 2WRITE VT AL aiE bl o 72 SHEDS-Wood £ 7 /L CERMICHEALT 5.

i. ¥FUF

KGR - KIEWN O CCA BIEAK & #2425 AlRethE 23 & 5 772 H (i 1~ 6 5)IZ 2\ T

JEHOREREME ETRZZR L, warm & cool (25

WREfdh - 5 oY) HPR90 By AJES H D W E 13 ML T5

FRBOER - B RO, LR, T oX EERDIOMEARE TG N—TDR)

ii. Fi&
SHEDS-Wood & 7 /LD 2k 2 K273, EPA @ ORD ABR% L7z, Ml 2R .
BATa 7 4 —v  LTOMAEE TRET H.
EAN Tl IR T Ty [Pl MR o
4 ODOFF X BRI 2 Tl X BIMGH 3TE — 24 FHOER R F
Pefih BB OFRE © B AL X il f
Pt i P OBRBEFEZORE 10 OITE) N : EfitH F: ERRICEMT LR <

EHAOOHEE : N7 BT 4 =L e ZNENDUET — X 5 BEM~

1RILET AN TV EBEL, 2RTEST 0 TURNERIEEZFITT 5.
v. AAT—4

FREIRE DT — 4 iR EWGINGO 5°) - CPSCUTE) « ACCEERFR) N & & bleT — 4
BRI EG L Z DA T — 4« Tablel0 12 41 BElc & £ 29

[EE - AEIAT)  BALDOBE R L Tabled I2F &

ZOMBER T RET—HF ASER

RE AREE 25 ClE SR BfRIER & #2720 B BICBRIER L b >R

T As - CriREE AM K As - Cr FRIEIRE  As - Cr EEaHE B H RS mfEL

Pk E AR I TEEB IR TEEREHEE R RS0 Fo 0 R RV R

FUOTEENR ARSI AREE Fo BB R BUFRIN LR H LRI R

4-4



SHEDS-Wood ETI/LDEEE

EPA’s Consolidated SEERN S s o S ﬁEJ %ﬁ
.. |POPULATION 7 g
Human Activity Database: - FOR .ﬁw. ek
Time-Location-Activity Diaries SIMULATION L
SIMULATE LONGITUDINAL ACTIVITY DIARIES
4 o ~
Winter Winter Spring Spring Summer | Summer Fall Fall TN
Weekday | Weekend | Weekday | Weekend | Weekday | Weekend | Weekday | Weekend ﬂiFEIE E#FEE

Yy vv

TR

UNCERTAINTY" ) Day of Year l
Sample N sets of TN U FHi CALCULATE EXPOSURE
parameter CALCULATE INDIVIDUAL OR DOSE
distributions EXPOSURE AND DOSE FOR SIMULATED
» | SAMPLE FROM ] | POPULATION
INPUT DIST'NS gl . | 1) ;
VARIABILITY v g BT s ] €
perform M iterations | v \.\ — e
from each mput I Ji N I
distribution N w A i
= N . A JL.'I
PV A
2-DEVTHNE PN £id EMRBHR
BAICETEREBRNZ2 VDA F—D = EDERH pathway D 8 1B
L a
Time-Averaged Instantaneous kel
g | /I I\ @1 Fvx |2:Fux
" ] / Y N Sofe
= A /A B % |5 A 6 : it HL
E ﬂ }I "r.. “ -~ — —
83 0 W A \ 7\ i 3:7 % 4 T v¥x
88| L AL T\ g [ 7 n A=Fn
= T & - S e R
o~ 5, VT ¥ N ] - JEH
g | /\ y \/ \ '\J < Time-Integrated H 8 R
- /’l = v \ / 7k - ? —H
t, 4
Figure 4. Hypothetical exposure profile for an individual.
EEFHRBEFHETS-60T07 4 —ILOFI
=31 |
2] wtroar :Biear | w75 Years
@ 3 : : lesei§Zere
i =
ek
E LR T T
Yang; “angy Vangy angg angg ang, Jangg angg
Figure 10. Example SHEDS-Wood dose profile from which LADD is computed.
1 2 3 4 5 64EH 74 H LI
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v. BEMEV & RHEEN U O

Cullen et al(1999) 2 X % V(Variability) & U(Uncertainty) ? X 53]

V : O AR —: heterogeneity FFE (0 —F D [E1%0) « HT(HIE R E) - E£HNE A ZEGER
Y. £ELTHERMEARMTO ADD and LADD OJAAR Y & L THEENE LD
U : BOMEIZHOWTOHAN R, ET /L« SAEERDNL RV, BB RELTND

- V OfiEHT  Variability analysis

EAN—EH~ & - #5000 A AEJE 2000 A O % FEAL

R=2T A4 F VA figd OFHH  cold/warm x &/H/E — 6D

F£MIZ>& 1 %oc MC TaHR. L4 1500 [H].

AR RITA ORI e X & BREX TOMZ R~ T FERIZ O E Y- i CHEET 5.

« U ®fEHT Uncertainty analyses

2-D(2RT) & H W IE 2step( 2 BEBHE L T HniE* TV & U 2458 L Tr+ 5. A
—MXAEVIZ 2 BERE MC T,

AMAL—7"C NEOEEL : Uz b6 T/NT A —H|TDX

WL —7"T MEIOIRL : VOJRKD/NT A—ZIZ5E (2 DA 134 AN)
OB, M=600 A(12 OFfin X PRI DA FEZ 50 AIZDE N=400(F/ O AE) D
YRalb—variEFEiiLiz. 600 & 400 iTAT & FHRER OHIR S BI LT-.

U T /87 A—% L%, AistOEA T2 7 ¢ —/WZBRT 5 OLS O O (Tablell) :
Bz X, BE~OFBNFE - AMRHOKRER - O~AND FORBOLE - HEHOF%
Ve o B - NIROBER E

NITARNY w7 T—=YRANT v IEE Frey b O FiEESHE L.

RO RHEFEEZ RS T 702 >(E_X—V ik FEDOK 2 )

ON [El DR LA A%, 20T o R T~ T 5,50,95%fH 0D 3 & — R % X7
MEHEDIEN YN U DOREZIZERTDH. TX_TLREANAT A—F 5 3ARIT .
QI C B R4 D 5,50,95% THECHI - T, b5 400 7—F O RFE M. Milhas U
DIRNY . felhiE, VEAEEICHYS T 5.
vi. ZOfOEYT
< BREEMRNT 2 DO H L THREYT
scaling ¥ : T X COEEKZFEHE L UCEE L TEHRERE, £ niEERZESED L ORE
QL EEEEFE : LERUT =IO BHOELSEORE SEFME LI
- BERIFEAT W< OMDOFRERI T — RSO X fEt
c 16 E 113 DELE T-13 RIS O XN pica ITAEMB)H Y OFfiicoE 7l
vi. fEREER

ZOETNOERT : SHEDS X EPA @ Food Quality Protection Act of 1996 (FQPA) ™D %=k
ERRETHEDINET VOO ESTH D, ZOHET, F¥ 1 BRI E(ADDSs) & A ER
W ELADDS)OHEETH VD, U AT OHEE TILRW. OPPIZZNSDT —H Zflio> THIZ U A
IR LCHE L. ZOREREIL, FTEROARMRAFR OBRET MO T — % =— KT bl
5.

ARV EU LEDOBREERFS TR, VATRHMEIE TE - TRV E W RFITIH 523,
ZOMOBFIEE 72 EFE LWL, HERGRINERE MO HERFHIZZITeA 9.
% 2-DETHNAIEICONTIIMEET TO LELLSEHT 5.

4-6



1-DEVTHALBE2DECTAILODA A —

Person 1

n .
} l"\ AN
i, \
L4

1-DEVTAHILO \\ \

1-stage Monte Carlo /

o T

Person M

M samplesfrom
variable
component of
parameters for
exposure or dose
calculations

exposure or dose for different averaging times

Uncertainty about exposure or dose

N samples from
uncertan com ponernt
of parameters for

2DEVFH)L0O . for given percentile exposue ox dose
= 4 calculations
2-stage Monte Carlo £ P il
Lan BV o | /— ;:,
3 5/ / . [7
5 j L= ;] = s
O > g =
exposure or dose
1-DEVTANADEY VEHMEDH Zartarian et al(2006) LV
&3 . W parcaniily - //
- . A
=
i
giu < |_“|_I !
1T b
1‘-‘ . . . , - = - -'i—- - o - - -
1 2 2 4 s P = vt OB B A i ]
 Sscenarls B
He XXz L sHRnR BHESAKIC X HER
2-DEVTFHLADFEY V+U DB, Xue et al(2006) LV
] — —_— is-2 |
e < ~ _.'-
g r..'_.F-F'_.__,._,.._.--.--l--l-rl-l—l L]
-
Hh—l- -vvuvvvuvv-q—w-ﬂ'ﬂ
gl-—&-v??.q.vv? ._‘_4_._.,.—~—"._"'
®
E W
TeB - —— S
- &oih*
= - fith
" = - M pa p 17 - - :
Percentle of Varlability Run ’ ® u;:m M;M * b

ON=400 [5]® V-run ® 9 5 @k D
ZFORIAETIEAT 5,50,95% D & D

TR X ZEENE V fEdh OO 23 A pE SR U
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4.2.2 Jonsson » DCM

Jonsson et al(2003)IZ L 5.
i. BWER
BAN - FOEEEV EHFEONEND < DARMEINEU Z531F 720,
Bois ©® MCSism %[ L, <A Xfi#HriZ £ % populationTK €7 /L C DCM % fi#hr3 5.
2 D HFRII SR 55
i. YFVF
GSTT1(glutathione-S-transferase thetal) Di&fs+%7%(0/0, +/0, +/+)% %E L TDCM ®
E MK 2HDAMEZTHNT D, ZOMRIZL DM OERMDBERAMETHS.
ii. #METHOFIE
MCMC |2 £ % Bayesian FlETH 5. fliHIZERER T 5.
CFETT U LIINT A —H B ROERGE
Z OfgsR % likelihood P TRMEI L T, Z ANNMEENZIRD D
- WITHR L
Z OMR L THRABNZDOR T D — EH oA~
« ZDH%ITHIR LT posterior i 2155 fig.l
EEEED WS THHH LRt RETH H.
S5OIDELT T LR, T ERELTE D ENHND.
MCSim ¥ 7 k(7 Z > % INERIS ¢ Bois 5 23B%) 2 L7-.
Bayes i£ &GO D & population D/XT A —F LHAND/RT A —2 RGOS,
v. T—4%&
[l UET N CEMEZFMT D, 27 ADOE MRT T 4 77— & QR — iR 25w el.
fig.2 7 — XA DORE. Hlx D7 A= XEANTRLS. FHEHBTHRILT S
iv. B8
GSTT1 O#fn %% EE L T DCM DI AMEEFHET 5.
(T T MCMC THffH — ke fi#t 2l fig.2
DWTELT AN TRPAMGZFHE fig.d AV xz—7 VER~OFE
IRIEE 1ppm—EEE 1000ppm T 2 DD 2L
(@)ppm H7= 0 DFEBANEZ D B L VIENIAL 2D
v. ERLSE
AR F CIIMEN. S 72, Bayes {£% population itE S WANWAE AT v FH D,
TD =7 /VORMERED KE V., MCSim (FEWBTICRHEDH Y .
FMEREICTEN M STV, Prior BIRO T A X 2 AN,
variability (ZBI3 22T — & 2NE 0 7e\. [af[EiR Uiz HICRICE 2 006 FE.
ZIUZ L THHRENH D
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MCMC RJILaZEBEELTHIOZEDOED S

— o= g __ ERTERVESIN
1. Drefine prior distribution for cach model parameter 1. % T)l’o)%/ T A 2 [“iﬁ”ﬁj #ﬁ
TROB

Iu' | posterior

_.' L~ 5 prior
‘_,:'. .1 "

PEPE parameter valus

2. QIO TEHEE
ELED

4. Al convergence: collect postenor
d:ﬁrnhuliurl I-l'l,\-nl clmiu

2. Run Markoy chain

4. WELED
stLa onih A B > BT
E Yt PUCTAAY O EEYHT

| | Convergerce
— u o
Tovtiel chiin M et AT /
T (| 0Ty
Iteration

. : 3. #H: EVTHILOGHE.
. Each iteration: Monte Carlo sampling - compare
simultancously to all ohserved datn - update priors R IZET—4 & k.

ERAMERDD

AUC T—3 OE# S & RRME L DBER

. WERRE | hEGRE iR
.i . §
i E o
; 3 T —H
g T
o = 4

R R | B il
HE: BAOEEBARNLAVRYD

RAIT—=FY 1m0 1ppm w00
TOHE 5800 o+/0
% s00 O++
£ 400
e Excess $hAES
0 T T
¢ 2 2 £ & 10X106
10X 10]°®
1000 ppm
1000 A PP

0 2 4 E 8 10X 103
Fxcess |fetime cancer risk
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4.2.3 Rai ©» Multiplicative &7 /L

Rai et al(2002) & Rai et al(1998)(1Z & V), HCEK DK FEHEZ b 512 LT PRA D H
Bz T 5. X O,

i Bm-EE
SHRIEAWM(T R 7nnoF Ll b aaAZ )OO 27 FEO BB L3P TIER
<, BRI OKEIEWEZ D DI LT PRA 24 2 720 O FEORFA A 2 7~
i. ¥FUF
ﬁﬁ(ﬂﬂ@:}:‘@f L o #% 0 E > MAC(Maximum Acceptable Concentration) ZH#£E 3 5.
. Fik
*ﬁ‘%ﬁ"ﬂibi, pfED Y A7 K+ DFff multiplicative form TV A7 2EKHTEH L9 5.

R=X1><X2><...><Xp

overdispersion ET /L DUE D LRI LGS, FHEOHARIL, Raiet al(1998)IZ k.

ZOHAENE, ROXTMAC 20 5.

DI x BW x PRI x MDE MAC : mg/L TDI : mg/kg/day
MAC = = MW &8 [kgl : 70
PRI : fcElk & OB R[] 1 0.1
MDF #EWIUE EfA%x [[1:0.5 C “FERE [L/d]: 1.5

ZOREAKDENRT A—=FIZEALT, ZOREFEEEZ V OH, UDH, VEUITHEL,
BRI T OMSLE & R BOEB DA O 78 EHRE L, ifT T2 L 2T OFE5 02 HETX 5.

S ERS A MUE TERWERIE, T2 00z CEyThraiEzEA+T5 2
LR BN, WETIIHETOENES.
v. T—4

FoRXizBF o7 Vo772 F LT —2EHRITRT. VIFERERE LN L5560
20, UILHEMZEOMRICES 2 ERZ0.
v. &R

ThZ77anxFrrtruoaRVATRELEZ N g A X AT AR ZKITRT.
b\ﬂﬂ) UDEENV EHETHRY RENWIENRINTNS.

. BRLESE

PRATV EURBRTEXLZ L, 2RELTRBLNLLSRDFENDHS. 72720,
OBNE, THEOHMREEDLT-ODOLDOTHY, HHl~O@EAICERT HICFT — &7 LRt
AR DBLETHD.

IRV BT HAOELEORE TR0 Rd <, VEUOHEEREMNEITH DN,
BT A —Z BT X EER AT DIRE 72 EDOHIRN R T DK U1 H 5.
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INTGA—=BDVEUITEATEISHT—42

vV AdhE

U : N3

Factor ” Variability Uneertnmey

X, = NOAEL Coustant IN{30.13P

X;= LF1: animal to humans Constant IN{5.E, 5.0)

Xy = UFy avernge to sensitive hisman Constant IN{33, 14)

Xi= UFy sabchronic to chromic Constant IN (20, 21)

X; = PRI allocated to drinking water Constant LW (001, 2.3)

Xy = MDF: factor for dermal absarption  Constant LM0.3, 1.3

X7 = BW: body weight Bivariate LN w7~ LN (T, 1.1},
(g7, gedT; gxd7 LN {122, 1.1k

Xy = C; daily consumption gmE, sdf; gmd~ LN (13, 1.1}
o T ~EN (LT, LAY

i ~ Unafiorm (0.3, 0.6)

*IN (gm, ged). lognormal distribution with geometric mean gm and geometric standard deviation ged
 is the carrelation cocfficiont between log(¥) and log(¥s)

MAC®OV, U, V+tU JF h77nmn=FL

Rai et al(2002)

LN(gm,gsd)
REECER A
gm : )
gsd : TEEAE(R A=

RU A

, A
it i
H * Unertaiany [
- ji | Variabiin - .
[ i 1| 7 UresrmimyVariabiliny
i \ Y e
| o ==
i j o
- II / n1\I ;
i i1
5 !
i g i
; i
BB I' §N- H,

log(0.0000036)

log10(MAC)
EVTHLOEEDQEHE  Raiet al(1998)
i B3
T U SR XA
s $

.-IJI
L

.
EL]

. Pk Factds Bubject 13 Varasig only

\A’//ﬁﬁ BT HNVaE
\___\ ) |

V OH
|
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4.2.4 Bosgra © DEHP Bosgra et al(2005)

i. B -BE

DEHP ® U 27 OFFMTIE72<, PRA OFHZRT. HDHEIANL—RT—XET5
DTHRLIEBETHMT — X BT 5. WEMRNTIEDL, BX0NIEEST Y A E/RFT
L. VAZEHMBZE T RO RV, XX T 4y bR MEREFTT H L EITILTNTIERS.
i. ¥FUF

DEHP |32 k. BB <X, AEME - BEHEESH Y. BB 2T, BEiHcE
TSN U 2L, BtV OREZFHET 5 &V ) fHLZ1T .

ii. §@EFE: e T aik

¥ FEERT — # |2 dose-response EF U o Z{5E(Slob HD)T, NA KNV 4 v FEES.

CES size %%\ bootstrap % C CED # %9 5. CED O3z sME L, fEfl - FNSMEA
T O34T NAELsn O (&M e MERIC KT 2 A F2 28 « RID 72 ST YY) D554~
« NP — ROFHM

EU RAR Tl 3 SO HFE 5 A critical. B3H B THDHENE R EEMOFRTED =

PoD (EFintra X EFinter) <FE. 7 /L2 10000 KL T — NAEL &1 %

EFinter #%{i[°¥) 1 Xscaling factor 4 & S(EHERFZE 4.5 @BEOT—X

EFintra 3(+1) L 1.6 WEOT—HTiEWN
- BTN

critical R B#EE VA > FVIIRWLOT, R Y 3@ EE PERITLET S,

FAPFIIE L EBARK DRIEELH2 LS (1o iz > X EiRA BN

BRI SOEI  BE~OEHEEE T AN EE DT ENSOBEND)

intake X Borat = uptake BorallIFRONNA AT XA ZE YT 4 0.95) KAHFEE
BEXE=%1 77 —%(table.1). R E(X DNFCS(4 7 > ¥ EHF & dmiHE )
FEH@EECE, EAMETE®RDZ2, HAOHREIERTS.

Y7 vy STEM TZ Oz 458k Lz,
cEBRNKRZDDOWA « KEFIRE & T VICAHE LIRE DT

FRT — 2 25 Wme FEREL, A0 O tail TEET D
cBLLLNOLOWIN:DEHP A8 b b DE - B LS B - 1 UAHEE 1 g/min

- EERE LT T A0 10000 [H
< U7 OHE

2t 1 b T, uptake 534 & NAELsu 04 & (F1X). WL s w glkgBW/day @ HAfL
b D EBEIIKT L, TOMLL T/ 28EM O3 21l & NAELsa 3% OfEll k& 7258
FE(X Tl & 5 %

iv. #E8
< NP — ROFFH

P 5.8 T O ARG HBROE R D 72 0T CED OtV 12 NOAEL %1 9 —4.9 1 g/kg/d
- BFE DA
BbH2OBLSY OFHIINEWDTRADRBEEEMN .

- U R 7 OHECG DKT)

HLEHDIRICH LY A NEHATEDHEEZONDLILE P=HNL L. oo ANA7%

5AEIE 99% T OK(A). L2>L 100% D A FIZiE, LED 96.5% % T Fv5(B).
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v, B8
feRAG WA 7 WATHE S BT ETZD 700,
EBR7 — 4 partial response 28 1 HED A TAFESL — CED OV 12 NOAEL = U 7=.
FERE LT, HMEARObD LKL s TS,
EETIE, BHHLOME EBRITFLSN/NS Do 7o (O FRFEROK 0.4%)
RAR T@#IR L7/ T A= ITRE SR & Bl L2 b — 200 1 g/kg/day
ET AT, 200 glkg/day (272572 run (720, 95%tile T 0.88 u g/kg/day.
FHUFBIED 352 < DD, ZHEFEOTEWVWTHD.
2WTmy FOFE )V A7 PNERTE D ANA L ZORGmOMEND LS.
BEIRH D &
cHHETED
CDRZEBTIX, VAZHO D, VA7 LD, OB AL
Lo, WeRAVHWALETEAS S
F 72, deterministic TiX, ED/XT A —ZNEHEH L TWDE0NAR55HH
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4.2.5 Bois b MCMC

i. BHES
7 7 > A INERIS T, Frédéric Yves Bois 23H.» & 72> T, Bayes it - MCMC D A7
2L MCSim OB L ZDIEHEED TWDH. £l E LT, Bois(2000) % #1012,
TCE(trichloroethylene) ® PB-PK ~®D XA Xt OBE&ZARIT 2. 422 U Bernillon et
al(2000) T TETRA 72 E Dl 4 5. TR L& SRSz
i.~FUF
TETRA IZB9 %5 PBPK E7 /MIAK 1 D LB, EHIZ3 ar/"— kA METVICTE
LU, R D TCA trichloroacetic acid D434 b & 7= PK NADK 2 TH 5.
iii. Fik : Bayes f@#7
< FEEAIICIE, PEEAYEER population 7 —F(EDK 3). K 1 I V—TITxe L, &
& population 23ffi(Z > b + w7 R « B R ENZxHST 5. 0 IXxHEER A6
CHRIOA  CEE M EREHESES v U A - T b B MOOZRMEYEGE 1)
SIZ2FRE : HHNTWVAEHD CV20~50%, HHILTWaWnH o CV 200%~500%
RE - DR & - PRV A - i 5 fl - IARE 8 fl - ZpPdbRER 7 AR - AUEIERER 23 Fl
- FROAMOFE
FED/INT A —H LEBRT— 2y
Bayes #£  likelihood i OHIE €T v
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Es q e e )
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2
vi. BEE
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V OFfifij bz 1.56~2 SD
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4.3 AEREERELY 27

K(EX ECOFRAM, EC X EUFRAM O~ vy =7 F CHlA sttt ch s, CRM Ot
MY RA7FMMTIE, /=T =78 TSSD i HliL CW5A. HES5ETEE DT,

4.3.1 SSD—Solomon & DO#&F
Solomon et al(2002) D v & v A& BT 5. (ABOFHL TRV, EAAZRE 2 L &
RBRFEEDLNTND
i. B - =b§
SSD 12 & %5 PERA(Probabilistic Ecological Risk Assessment)D L B = —T&h 5. K[ET
e STV D ECOFRAM O #FHA R 2.3 #i Tl U IMICHE W T 5.
+ HQs 1EIZ -~ T PERA IIFEBLEN iy T U A 2.
« BEBE A B o TIESENANL ST L7e S HitE® % (conservative — realistic) 2 & 23 E L.
tiered 7 7 —F (LLFOONLE~) 1%, INFTHHRINTE .
O L BT AT A
QHQ £ : conservative 72 DT, HWrAEAMIC > HQ XY A ZITHAIT 50T Tikew .
fHE b EEGGX). tier DRV TORGHTH 5.
@F LT, #MeEimn7T 7 a—F(PRA ERBiAERETIX PERA)
1994~ HELRFBELOMEZML, HOEEBOBEZEI 2MRLAEbLL=Y 27
« PRA i H® %72 driving force :
1. HET VALY A7 2l KEHET 5
2. WERHE L BIHIAL I L v AR Rt TE S
3. LVBEMREELRMAT S &V BEOBEE & HE 0K
4. VAV HIRFEOZANLMEAO a2 M EHIET 572012, 2 b OFEHEDIESPEDFEH
CERFRE, BT 22T X THATELZ L. B THERERS D.
KEE, E0ZLOTF—2%20EE L, FiHWE CIIREZEET LVOMHNLET, S¥EH
72 EOBHETR b DIFR A T2 T & ().
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BUEOFAE S iam S AL TV D resiliency ) /) fig.15.3
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RAET DML, ELSMIETIE, 72X ATERATHEGE TR,
i. FEET—4
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7 VO : ECOFRAM T, GENEEC % tier 1 T, D\, PRZM/EXAMS % #£1E
MRS LOD : [HIEZ2 L) 12 LOD @ 1/2 28 T5H L ET Mo TULD D DONRKEEI /2 D
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- MO R
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B BE-EHEVST-bDOTHAERETHS.
LC50 7> EC50 78 % » & & @Iz ffibin 5.
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4.3.2 Grist, O’Hagan

Grist et al(2006)(1Z & 5. FEARM)IZ 1355 [FH Sheffield K% O'Hagan 7 /L —7DEFETH Y,
Bk LT O'Hagan et al(2005)738 5.
i. BM-FR
SSDs [HEDLNTWEIRT =X AN O—BURR N2 EORHRH L. san ) 7x A%
B2 LT frequentist ik & XA XETHETL, b ORI Z ik 2 k4R~
i. YFVF
SSD#EIZ EC  TGD THEHAR ELH &N TV 573, Forbes et al(2002) DHEH| 72 & 4 2\,
(1) site-specific 7244 & ODBEUR T Tk 5
(2)SSD ##pk 45 LC50 ° NOEC M EEM D FME(EES 72 & ORIBEDN 2 Ty FBL L 720,
B)ET VO - [FHIRBFOKE « /T —FEOEFKR - 77— X m0E L RFEME - HC5 72
EDORMFHEIE DRI 3, FEWITERERED BRI L 13- & 0 EEA T S ThRn
HeNzx L Cid, BLF D TR % L, frequentist & Baysian @ 2 35T SSD Z4$5E LiETT 5.
D FEENAAET DT 5T — & OB E ]
@EED 7 4 — FRBREME OB REZH . ERET X MA[RERT — % L DONT v A&t
@2k TV A4 3FEORL TN D) @] o < Vi 2RO )| @iV il « /KIE Y
WIFRNHRAE LT — 4% B LC50—E ] PNOEC(Predicted NOEC : NOEC @ 1l fii)
ii. FEET—4
« SCHRDN DA LC50 7 — 4. HEPBEOFEDOT — X IZ[RET 5. 17F Table 1
- B PNOEC i34 7 v &b 8 FlEAT-. Mayer @ J5ik(2 BB IE a5 PNOEC H#E /&
- B SREEL - EEAF O 96 FEOKEIZOWT 17T AOEMFEOER. 1205 8 D7 7 A4
- RERAKRTTFT U A3 ERRoO~G
« Frequentist fi##7® SSD : logistic &7 /L D IERTE [E)F 57 4T1% +bootstrap 1
« Bayesian f##T1Z X 5 SSD : WINBUGS Y 7 T, ¥ TIoHUTxt L CERDAIRTE
iv. B8
CHMFO7 FAGTFEENT (K1) FHERSHE D L <
- ¥ 2 Frequentist ® SSD & Baysian(8[ 5 0 LA A) D Lhig
* 4 Frequentist ® SSD & Baysian T —##7— 8 O
FEHR L L T(ERS)
1. B HC5 LEH O HCh DRE 7255, KEREDEIZEIDZRNEHY
2. ZOEIZOEDOT = NRRIFTEELEHEMEDOER TIWHRIEMSNLD
Bayse i Tix 5 vs Freq TiL 10 (2 AY b : ZOEIKREVNDEAHIN?)
V. BRLSEA
- Bayes IEIZ LD, 3TN T —FOEBELEMTE 572 L SSD iE~OIHNIHRTE 2.
JRE OFEM 2213 K 4.3 72005 site-specific T72 < generic 72 species CTEBRETE 5
L2 L - T2 ORENE - HFEOEIR - T — X OLEME - EWFEORE
© Z D7 DR
HAFOMZEICET 2N EY) ThHIUL, AFT—XORFMORMEEZ I N\—TZX 5
cMOWE~bEHTE 575, EMAEPEIREHRE > TVWHIHDTHLHZ &
AUy ME, ThoORBEMRT L5 %2 E41T 5
(AU b RS REOR R E BT 2 BROARLTM T 2087 — 2 B3R+ X 50 TIE?)
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4.4 T4 HNY AT

Wb D 7 4 PN AT FE VD BT, BEHASIC PRA - QRA &\ o TR AN A
ThHZ EiE, 2.4 8 CHEEICHE L.

WANALR L UL TO PRA-QRA ¥ A7 ARG S —HIZ EAEMICIERH SN TE TN 5.
FNODOEMEFRIZAD Z LI T, KD —i & LT NASA TOEBL T AT A LRI TRt
SN TW5 ARAMIS O EAZHENT 5.

4.41 NASA ® QRAS

K[E NASA IZBIFT 25 PRA VAT AT 5. Groen et al(2006)12 L 0 EAZFFNT 5.
i. B -E=R
NASAILBITHEEI v a v DY RV EHOIOD VAT ATHD. Wb HEHEMNE LY
DB ZNZFES W THRICIKFRENZ 31T 2 FFOMEE R Z T Wb T 5.
i. ¥FruF
FHNRT LD RV AT IMERRTH D, VAT A2IKOREEH#EE % BB L7 initiating event
MIHWIER NI A TH D, mission ORFRIET A TR 5. (LFWEEB LV ) KT,
BT AT DRGSO IZ L D2 WE OIIRZ E OFBDENT ONR LS.
iii. FHMBDFE
—f%8972 ET (Event Tree A X h> 1 —) T72<, ESD(event sequence diagram) & FT
(Fault Tree 7 #—/L hYV ) —)Z /AT 5.
ET T WEH I,
OFSfiE LT OYEENE S
EWVWHZLETHY, HHWHFERIZ ESDs 2R LRERE~EFEODIT 5.
BIMFRICEART D37 A =X OFHER E2ERILT 2TV E LTE, ARIORTHEE
KHREMND., g ENRTA=Z TRATILILDOLERICIVKRET LD ENDH S,
IhoZ, EENEEETET L, —BIEShERET VTHITL, RELT, Zhbd
INTGA—=2 O U RHEFEVED, E# - HOER - X—% - o~ - =0 ETREIND.
FFHLBE D A TX Mathematica THEITT 5.
fighr OF%EEIL, BDD(binary decision diagram)%z AR &35, RN OIEMHTH 5.
iv. T4t
SIS OWEDL « 7Y XA - FEff - SAPHIRE v 27 A & L7 E13ENET 5.

A A b FYETS T PRA OBV b OOV & D7 FT+ET(EE L TV 5230
DREFRD oA 2 /3T A — 2 TRBLUINTT 2.
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4.4.2 EC ® ARAMIS

Salvi et al(2006)IZ & %. 7 L <1 EC(ARAMIS2004) D —H— 41 K(£ 110pp)iZ it
i. H By - :lBE

ARAMIS k1%, Accidental Risk Assessment Methodology for IndustrieS in the Context of
the SEVESO II Directive DBEFETH Y, BRI D 15 #2525 AZINL, 2002 405 34
fEEh-7 vy r N Thb.

A AL #IEE D Enshende, Toulouse, Lagos RETBITARFREREE LT, B ah
DOITH « FEFE~ORBENEE -T2 LITkHLT 5. HEFEOMTOa v ANEE
Thh, REmNTFIELE ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁ’]?(ﬁ(ttﬁx I Kirchsteiger(1999) D@l & % X % .

i. WELEFIUAGE

- consequence based — T ~—27 7T A T 72X % matrix FH

: risk-based — A7 % F-NH#RKOIEH

CHRIAE — 2aN=7LF == b 5 9 ETHEFMISE
i. 7o EX

vulnerable element ZH A L, Z2OALLFHET 5. A~—VICFHliOR
OMIMAH — EZEHH Y — RO[EE

bow tie = FT+ET T critical events Z 79" %. generic FT T72 < specific FT ~
Ol AU RGR ~ DO R R

HEFRFRITPLI LRV, T—=2 03D, 47 U FIZ L.

F ML HER —reference accident scenario RAS OEE 10 °/y ~10 "/y D H D
@EDLLET I D —MEE safety requirement D EF

% : fireball C4 jetfire C272& VUV RAZ 777 [X2 VA7~ ) w7 A 3
@"’:fﬁk LD AL DFH

B3 DAL climate OER]  #&f# A= C index probability of failure on demand
® ) A 7 DFEG| S severity DRl &~ » 7k

RAS reference accident scenario (22X severity 0~100 D7 CT(EE 2). AEIZEEL W
©®Vulnerability Ol : ETERIBER O & DORKEN D

vulnerability ([Z 3% : & h H - 8855 E « & ® Material
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DENSITY FUNCTION

Probability
Density

Value of Random Variable, =

LATIN HYPERCUBE SAMPLING

= Divide u imo M equal intervals

= Select median of cach interval

= Calculate F' () for each interval

= Rank cuch sample based en UGD,1)
{or restricted pairing 1echnigue)

FEUOTHALOEDOHRENAER

Model Input
X

Model
= X

Fix) = P{x<X)
1

CUMULATIVE
DISTRIBUTION
FUNCTION

Cumulative

Probability. u

=

Value of Random Variable, x

U

H INVERSE CUMULATIVE
t DHSTRIBUTION
FUNCTION

Value of Random
Variable, x

1
1
1
|
L

-

1
I
I
L

Curnailative Probability, u

Generate N pseudo-rundom
samples for each model input
distribastion

L )

Run M: Y = 1.342

b S
A
s
5=
=E
E<
CE
Exposure, mgp/kg-day)

518 D R

input distribution, and enter into the

Take one sample from each model
meadel

¥

Foun the model, and generate
a model output for the given

set of model inputs

L

[ Calbest the model outpuls J

NO

Have the tatal
number of samples been
run through the
odel?
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Analyze distribution of model
outpul values
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2. 1-D& 2D V& U

AT CRRI2E T AN ETIE, EEOLE A IR DM RIT, & O TR
ELTRLIEE DL, ZOEBDOHA—2FY, MEEOBREOHH—EENE VThob.

UL, tEREEBONELZBETSEZ LIk, WhWw D RiEEMELZ e 5 2 &M
T&%. 1-D(1%kT, HHW0IT1EEES T Az LT, 2-D(2%T, &5 T2 B
BT AR EMEND FIETHS.

BT — X OhAi%, BEME VOARTRITEXLHDE, RHEEEU ZLE5LH0 LIy
JC, UZiHiT 5L —74 VEZIHEiT 2L —7 D2 BEICHIT5 0D FETHS. RO
77 7 M ORRESA T, BTN V O %, 7m0y U O 504 2 R OlE <
Y. WA=V A A=V ERT.

AKILD 3.2.3 T, FOEAREMH L=, Z 2Tk, RAGS3A chapetr 3 DFEikIZ SN T
HAR e NR Z i3 5. SBEORABOZEEE LTIE, Raietal(2002)23% 5.

3. Hhl—BBEBORMEFIRIED B RAGS3A chapter3 O
AR F U A HEOBRIZ I D RE O AR K DB ALY 27 OHEE
C: :EEPRE mg/kg ED : #&EEWIH year
xCSForal IR : 18 AR mg/day BW:{AHE ke
CF : i %i1%%% 10 °kg/mg AT : VAR year
EF : 2% ¥E days/lyear CSF : f&O3%723A SF

_C><|R><CF><EF><ED
- BW x AT

Risk

ZEHD Uncertainty DFRFZE /73 Table 3-1
BRI D721 F T 1-DMC DI 5 BMENT <, S LHTH L. LiL, FARFIZEZ O
BERNEEST L0725 22DMC BXE L7725, 1-DMCA T, &»5%%® PDFu &oZEH D
PDFv # #5635 2 I35 Cix7av. 2-DMCA THREGTE 2%, V OEBLE U 0814 U fik
WZXBIT 2 ENH 5.
- JAXX Table 3-1 ELTHAuETEHD U 2+ 55k
2 ~3EDOEHI T 725 multiple 1-D TU ZHEETE 5.
D1 ATRE #HlziE, 95%UCL
@PDFu 7> b OHEEE W 21X, 95% T IRFE 95%LCL &, )i &, 95% LR SHMiE UCL)
@PDFu THIHT 2
parametric PDFu : il 2 (2 VDA%, T A—2 (B u &40 ) TRET D
non-parametric PDFu : #5] 2. I%, bootstrap ¥ 7V o/ CTHHET 5
« JA3C Table 3-2 1-D MCA and 2-D MCA O 4
AR T U A HHEOBRIC L DG EE O AT L DHNR ALY A7 HEE
VoOERKELT2>5=PDFv EF & ED frequency & Z&FEFE 3MA0METH
UK E L T2>=PDFu
IR mg/kg: 3 >DHERHHFFET, 50,100,200 DFEARIZH VG — DML T2
ED years : site-specific 722> 5 1% max FFEH 26 L9 . LavL, 400 H 7 —
b D — —kRSAIE T 5 min26 4 max40 4
i AR ORINITFERE H LD, T Ialb—Tar 2FEXTHRU.
Tl I 2 L—a T, REMAT - RO - FEEROWRED WHE
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[RX Table 3-1 ZEHD U FHEEHORBEDFE

77 a—F E7 VAT WoRis ET V) DA
1 RHEE - 95%_ 1R 1-D MC J %7 ® PDFv
% RHEE - 95% FRR 1-D MC U 2 712%t LT 350 PDFv
AN IRRS | U R 7 53 Hi D% %l xt L
+ 95% EIR 90%(EHER AL, 90%CI 7217 3 HL
— ¥ U #HHT 5
R A — Z T X % | Student D t-534iH 5 | 2-D MC U A7 1Z%f L PDFv
PDFu Yo7 V) AR L D Clix, £%0» U %X+ 2%
¥ PDFu
INTG A=K B2 |7 - AMIy7 Y7 ) | 2-D MC UL T EERLT
> PDFu )LD O
PDFu

REFYFITHEITS 1-D MC & 2-D MC O E &5

casel ~4 £ T

ZH AN AT 1-D MC 2-D MC
casel case2 case3 cased
C mgkg 1 RHEE 500 500 500 500
IR mg/day | 1 5HEE 50 100 200
1 mHEED T —££(50,200) 2 |
®1Z PDFu
CF kg/mg 1 RHEE 1076 1076 1076 1076
EF days/year | PDFv el o] =il <l wi]
min=200 min=200 min=200 min=200
mode=250 | mode=250 | mode=250 | mode=250
max=350 max=350 max=350 max=350
ED years PDFv T-RHEOERL | T-RPECOERL | T-RHECGERL | T-RHOERL
mean=9 mean=9 mean=9 mean=9
stdv=10 stdv=10 stdv=10 stdv=10
max=26 max=33 max=40 max=PDFu |
PDFu PDFv max~~
DINT A—H —$£(26,40) P |
BW kg 1 R HEE 70 70 70 70
AT days 1 R HEE 25550 25550 25550 25550
CSF 1 SHEE 1071 1071 1071 1071
(mg/kg/day) 1

a: RME O 1 &2 1T 2 RHEFEMEE, T A =2 @&/, BRR)TERT DR
b RHEIERL A O ERICEET 5 RigEME %, PDEv ICBWT/RT A —X (7Y, BUERE, &
KIE)T, T A=/, HR)O ARG TRKRICH 5 PDFu 2 E%7 5
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4. VIa2lb—TarDETEHN

- 1-D MCA

case 1 /05 3 D 3 OD 7 —AITOWT, 4 10,000 E DMK LR O RN LA D EOXTH
L. YoV NI T T oA NR—Fa—TEICLD.

e Fr: U oERIL, IR OfF s ED Of KIEDHEIZ W TR iE S iz (BER).
INHOUDOFERE LT, VAT DEDIERGLILE.

HR— FEDOKIZ casel ~ 3 DR & RT.

5D Y A7 HD UIZ L Dl & LCIE, RERONE 7X10°6 ~ 3.5X10 5,725

- 2-D MCA

ETHlBARZEET, UIRETA4MUL—T L VICET AL —T %o XD DTS
< M L—C 250 [B] U (ZB89 2 252 3 5
s MU DSIEOE DT L, PRL— 7T VICBE 2 28l 2l L 2000 EIFHHE T 5
2000 O U ATED M EFELND
s FORET ey MvD min,5%,50%,95%,max N —FE LD
HAMEL—T D 250 BIIZD X, ENENDOT —X OMMBPELD
- 250 #H 50th ZHu v L CTHRET = v b3l A=V HORMOMHENE LD
« Z D 95th [Z DWW THIPHZ R~ 1, XD box-and-whisker plot & 72 %

IZETH, AEICHVAEHICETS V E U DR TH-LD, icyF YA LETFIL
(BT B RHEEIEDORIEN B 5.

o> V & U D5 HEDRA & LTI, Rai et al(2002) 05755 %. Overdispersion &7 /1
LIERG DT, ZHE U DK, Voo, UL VO30S IO THHIT 5. fHR15 <
—VTFICRERDA A= VR EFT.

5. B4 % [iE
- B O —kRME
SRV A THRASEDLEEIT, ¥ % seed OEY i CICHIERH Y, —HEMEIIZEERIS H
Lt VN,
- BB ST T 7 OIEY )7
Aldenberg et al(2000) D : HIEICIRELAHD. @O FEN, XD RLAKE N
nflOT =X /N EWHENDIWRZEE, 1FHOT =X ZMo L2177y b3 50
@O i/(n+1)
@ (—0.5)/n
® in
EnbEZizin & Arbzl GDIin EOZBRTHD.
< RIS - B D VITFHBI M
FBUT HNRIEHT DHHO O E DT, BEOMSIEEZRTHRE LTWD, DL, HE
MDD EEBERLTHNDENI bDONRDH L. ZOMEE Z 2 CHlinT 5 2 LIZRATRER D T,
Bl z1E, Cullen et al(1999)D 7 & A k p.202~% MR X720,
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multiple 1-D MCA

D H H

1.00 B casel & 2 & 3
1 05th Yile -~ Ao
g e SRS O 95% il
= 1 I~ . .
- ~~ TOENYIE
- 7E-06 ~ 3.5E-05 % U
0o d
- ] ;
& 0.50 ] - range of
= 1 i uncertainty
£ 1 ' [7E-06, 3.5E-04]
= ' :
O 0251 [ case 1 VC&E3|
0.00 +— //
1.0E-07 1.0E-06 1.0E-05 1 0E-04
Risk
2-D MCA @ H A%l
1.00
95th e
min |
0.90 : :
P .
— Uncertainty]|:
Lz P et ek i | Y 37 G DRI
E3 80 min=77E-06]: | T~ 50%f&c CDF
£ xe: _;f 5th=9.1 E-06|
oa 070 f~ 50th=1.9 E-05p
{ 95th = 3.1 E-05|:
g T :
0.60 ;' i max= 34 E-05
[ — 90% CI —_—
_ / [3.1€-06, 3 1E-05]
0.50 , . E [
0.0E+0D 1.0E-05 2 0E-D05 3. 0E-05
Risk
74— 220032 L B A A —T K

Ve U s

HE=E

100

IR
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EWMER
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HEFEME U 2 288 VAESET L
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6. Er7HaikcT 5 EPA ®JFH|]  Guiding Principle 1997 EPA(1997a)

IR BRSNS E T ANV IEORIICET 204 R4 2R~ XETH L. 1L LI,
UL VICETLZINETORME EPA XENELOTHVANTHL. RVELOREPIZH D
SEROT, LTOLDITRNROFAITHY, FEREZEL O TIERNE NS,

2T AV a RN OFREFRI— 4 16 THH

i ARNT—2LEAHDOBRICEALT

1. PR RN & D W ITEE JEBR 21T > C, sl =2 KR A > b & 2{KD V and/or U
\CHEREHRE G R 5ET )VOME « BTRERE - ETVOANT EERZRDD

. PA OERIZEWD H D significant #&K & /X T A —ZIZ[RET 5

L TR E o TET ML O ERITKT D AT 0 ORFIZET 5

. XV D surrogate 7 — ¥ HEUNIELL S NED RO 0MOFRICHEHTE S

. BBEET IVEBDO AT A OBFRFI R T — 2 2 AFT D561 ,ﬁﬁ%yfvyﬁm

ﬁﬁ%ﬁé«%f&é X DT OFEER BT HIERMOBIFICER T &

6. TEAAVFOBHMICH L DD, SO FEEl->TH ﬁ%%%#é L, HHWID
AREMED & % 2T ) A 2B A THHNRNMITT 25T, T B a— XIS, %
ORI HMZTEV. FEHROHEZAND & XTI, O LEEZPHITRTRE TZ%%S
i. VEUDFHEICEAL T

7. VEUDOBERITNITHS. &f:o%‘iﬁﬁﬁ@#“@éﬂﬁ&:ﬁ% . %Wﬁﬁézh5 oM, FML=ay
t°:u~§??$”®1"“®¢“€ﬁﬁﬁéﬂ5 5.V EUZINCH D Z &%, A RENE & B A 5
OLTEDIZHMETHD. T EMAIC Eﬁr)ﬁféjﬂf@ﬂ%m ¥, BEEIZOWTH AL
Dfﬁénﬁfmiﬁgﬁw

8. TLT AN TV & UNBREIND Z LB LI HiEmnie =285

9. WFHE—RA ¥ N OEAEAIZR ENE & AT OBEE T DRRFHTIINA WA R FIERS 5

10. U P& T Tl LAE T 2 I2ITFHEE O IICIRA RN H 5. FMHF 1L, U Ofka 1%
o%@éﬁ,m;%_%m@%_%mﬁﬂﬁm%n%ﬁwé&%fhé

ii. HROBRICEALT

11. ZFEOET NV EFHAXEZERIHME L Tkt L. T3 HiEEROBAOHERm D &
ip

12. BIRLZZ AN OGOV TEELWERZRMET 2. Fdix, ANBREEL LTV, &
LTUD, WMEORALELONEFOMNIZTRE. I 61T, fit OREOHEHIET 51
WMHBLET &

18. FOMASMmIT LTHEEL WG E 77 7 2Rk~ &

14. FHEARANE L AHBIBIR DA L B LT L

15. 1 RHEEDER L TIRZAE X

16. BRI 72T LB A X AT, MBI Z NANARLAULOFEL S TE LD TORT LR
MThs. 3L, HMEFORME=—XUEZD L HIEHTRETHD

UI»JkOJl\D

BN, BT A aiEER EoRE S LT, Burmaster et al(1994) D1 H 5.
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KR LevelID2RTEVTHILAYRIFERAV FETILDFNE
EPA(ECOFRAM) X ¥  Figure 4-1 ¥ two-dimensional Monte Carlo risk model :
BV R—Rb

REIAVR—RUK
«PRZM/VVWM *LCs(ECq,) EAIDFEIZDE, probit KIGHIH

FA—IER TV THOREFERE I2L—ay
BRAORHEEE, B - 20 R—RUMREBAKA | -SSDIERE D

kAR

36t (b) ORISR ARE BRI -21 AFEH-60A F) & -probit IGEEIHR T BN REE TS, 50, 95%1E

1—D ETAHILOFEH

REBRINGSMEBEESLIEZLOMND
U LICREBEEMETS

f

Probit-RIGH D, FBOREL
5, 50, 95%{EICHE T O EDKEIEEHE

5ME outer JL—T % = i —
SHBHET L

FEDRENS, 50, 95%1{E(Z
HLETHLDDOHEE— RIGEHR

L

2—D ETHILOEN
RELEMNSA—ADOTRHEEMN U £0ET S

T—hRANSYELT AT AMDORTHIED
REBHWLSMETILD | | GIRERR-TNSA—4%
THRERMEZETIVE FUH LITER

f

| FEDRETS, 50, 95%tileDIEI=3I DR~ RIGHRA T |

KB OB KFRERE MAC ZEICE LT

Ray et al(2002)D V & U QRN R A
MU g XEZ DS

T h77an=F LrOBA

AR FAXHBEE | |
’. ZEEV ,n
1 ::r / 1 ;ﬁﬁﬁ \'_ f I'.
N g
p o ReEMETU E
.': log(0.0000036)

? ? 1 logMAC !

log10(MAC)
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e, V27 Y T DIk

T AN IEZ OMOFAMMNT FIETIEL, DM0HLT =200, RALPOFREIZIES
WCH TN T—Z T O MERH D.

ZOFEIZE, —HRICOMT IERTFRHEPOEEOOESEMMNT 27 v X207 ) 7%
HEALLT, WAVWARLOPBEINTND., HEHFENRNEOERIISEEICE - T, =
T TIEERFEICOWTEARN B 2 HFOEBIZL EHTEHL.

1. HAYE T Hhtatalst
OF =%ty FORI : SABICET 2 EROBRNT =2ty "6, EoT—4%ty M
TEV LT, #EtH/ T A —2 (Y - SH)EHER L, T — X OREZ AT 5
c T—hK A KNT YT YT Bootstrap
XTI FTA T T T Jack knife
@FrTHNBE  REARREY BAVIAERNEIICT X AT 5
T BN T T BRI K D
cTT Ve NAN—=F2—7 « 7Y 7 Latin-Hypercube Sampling
@MCMC(~v /v 2 7 T 7 v aik) « 54 OFNTIERE G VIREET, 20T —%
ZHIHL T 2 b—2a 2T, PIRIICEFRBIZET D200 7Y 7
« X7 AP T7 T —k Gibbs sampler
c A MR Y R ~A AT 4T Metropolis-Hasting

2. FFEOBKHNE
OREMDOGAIZET ERP e NE XL, bEOT—ENLEONHT — X %{ED 1T
* bootstrap sampling : A EZE LRWT, T—FZDELDEMITT 5
FHEMZ1ERKT %  original sample n=50
OESHID L CREgkL, L CHOHELY 13
IhZa nlElfgakd &, HLWAmRTE S
INEMYIERLT, Hr LW 2 E8EE 1
Crystal Ball ®~ == 7 /L ClX, one-simulation 7% & multiple-simulation 7% & 3% 5
- Jack knife : & HDOEDE LD RNTHWT 5. > N 5D T jack knife 72 & 2>
oI ARnflbolcb T 5L,
1HZBHOY TV EROBRWTCHERZFHHET S
FNERLT, 2BBOV U FLERVBWTHEREZHET S
IR, nfilE Tk
@b B0 Ai % b OREMMND, O AMEE % K U= T35
« £ H - random sampling
R E IR T 5 —HREL B 2 R AE S TEEEZ RIS, T T e DFE
cTT A NR—=Fa—T - BTV T LHS  EEOY RS ~GEIL, T
MOEHETYH 7Y 7T 5. BRIEEIN—TL5DICENTHD
@MCMC (BT 27V ZIZ oW CiEfHEk V CRBLIC T 5
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A F—HYy bD | BT HAE MCMC T®»
fEV L FHETOANT VNN
N B |OLo00HT | mAi2E» bR | @Kot 22 5OH
— 2y 0o | DR EEEH | RO HAmE R
B2 FHE WO T— | 1T 5 I EFIRE~D
¥ NPIY 2y FafED > T <
Boot O N B % | Ot L TRtk
Strapping Peafht Y| LEET
TNEAEERT | 2oL
Jack knife OV & 2%&FR
THENT. Z Dk
L
—FRELEL FEA—RRELEE O —HRMEDOL
7 B H Ak
LHS-Latin HEE T D O  Zh=Em
Hypercube 7> O DX (43 b F
Sampling THiH T %
Gibbs-Sampler | O\ & D 7Z I A 2 O
THEEHH
Metropolis- & 5 HIEmEL T, O
Hasting 7% A, FIT A%

R 2

LHSSTY - nNAN—Fa—T - TYIH5DREE  Cullen et al(1999) L v

F'{u)

Valwe of Random
Wariable, x

INVERSE CUMULATIVE

MSTRIBLITION
FUNCTION

] 1
] 1
] I
1 L

Cumalative Probability, u

AR u Bl A2 N 2 OZEHIRE X EZ 5 5

FNENDXEOH S median & KD 5
BIXENZDOX, FAEICHEYOLEEEZRD 5

FOHTETNVOHERITH

LATIN HYPERCUBE SAMPLING

* Divide wiinte N equal imervals

= Select median of cach interval

+ Caloulste F1 {u) for each interval

= Rank each sample hased on U001}
{or restricted paining lechnigue)

f+é5%-17



KRy T T RELEEB L O A=V

EC(EUFRAM) &%} WP5 L0
F Ik R A A=
Discrete/Probability Tree TN, 2 < ORMEIZIT R #EY 72 R T
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f18kIV. XA X Bayes 1%

1. g
R 72 A Prior + data (MLE) — Posteior T, {F#H&ZINT7 5.
(@ :ipfi = PX)
@FT —# DITXDH LW OB P(D|X)
@FE BRI X D LHER AT OHEE P(X|D)
P(X)- P(D|X)
P(X|D) =P(X) - P(D|X),/P(D) PXID) =~

FoNlcF:RNMN L, MCMC 72 82 W TEROFEHIET 537 A —% (B - 45
&) wEL<.
SO PO, BEROIERL LTOMEZ LICT 2720 DRETH Y, FRlOEKRITR.

2. Bayes fiftr Ok - K

i, —MREEIRE LT Frey(2005)i2 X %.
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oMM E LT

s WAWARBHEIRIRDUS KL T E S

SR (AfEME ARBEME)

BEOFEND OFEREESTED

CIEFICFRMDO L DI A D

CHRELELTL, RV EMICRY DD

B DT, LIRS EDNDICITERND D

i, FEHLELE L COER

Wb 5B &b D IER DR R(E O FATH ITHE £33 frequentists & FEEIL D)
L OXETE 21, Bayesian(A X EFEH ML, TH 74 (subjectists) & FEEIL, BBRO D
DWTIRENWL D THD. TFEREIFRIIN] EWIHIRERMELHLDT, LLFTIE, &
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3. AR

<l AEOLEOFEE? « HDHAETRDT LD, HDHEP ThDHHER

HRIMER T | EEbiL TV IER
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Bl1 HHLBTROIT=TEN, P THIHEEIE?
NE DOIEDH EDFEEH B F
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likelihood ROTF7-IEoEMEIc XD PaEME 0.023  0.087 0.00 B —X
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L%Ma)xliiﬂ%ﬁb\b%éb\b BHIE X #£0

RB|ITFERGL X, Y

XDVEDIERFBDX
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~
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= 1
X M X E=Zhi
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y(y1&y2) DT—2DHET 0.50
6 =0 DX = ——— = 080
0.625

Pr(8=0]y)

i

21



4. U A7 G BEE O I B

L E D Y A 7 FEAMESE C Bayes 15 % s L 7261 & ST RT3 5.

i . Hasselblad et al(1996) ® LLig: B0 HA o it 451)

B O BAKFEMEHEIZ >V T, NOAEL/LOAEL 7 71 —5, BMD 7 7 u—F, ENAMED
FHlEIC OV TR AR 723 &, Bayes HEIC K DRI OEH] 2 S LT D
On-~F 4> O AFENE

1980 Rz ST —% % [FaimAil &L, 1989 E0FH LT —%% [F—4] L L
T, TNHSEOEM#EAE LT, F%HM) ZHHELE.

@Aldrin OO FEMN AN
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TOFRIRT. WIFNHAES combined L7455, Bayes iEOHH DAY T 5.

IBiEWTNb =Y RARA V NORR LT — 2 25EET 57 EOWBEN e STV AN,
M WEERIIFEREEZ SR INW. fEimE LT, Bayes IEDRKROFSEEZ L DL LTS
T —HDIRINVE T T T TRTIENTED
cREE R TE, BEBOXATICEDLLT T2 2O THMET 5 Z ENAEETH D
DRI, T—FOREEFOMICETEITAL LR, HDHWNIIZ IA TV T E2RETHZLITE
RN H Y, ZONHFOENLEZ LS.
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TRIC ZRETHFEZHELERELZ LS., &5, FeETREOTIME LTHRY LiF-
2005 O SOT(HMEFR)DOT—2 > a v TOF—HFAF—L LTHERLTWD
ii . O’Hagen et al(2001) D —f7

FHETHICB T 2R MEEE WD ¥ A4 VT, Bayes EIZ KD 7 7' a—F ORI fi#5L T
H 5. AP TH DD, DAADOH DT —% TiE, HOKD L 5 ICHFRMERDMNELT D.
TR 2L, EAFZOER), 721 L2 BENPEO L D 2O THIE, FHMEEN
HoXricFonsd.

ZO—KERTIE, EBIT, RO XD REwm D H 0 R,

CFRIAMOER  HMZEO BT E 20 LI SN D Z ENZ 0, I<sIHEND L)

RERIIRBOR LD LB TEINWES .

CHERENI LD KT EDOTELHLOW] : a4 P E, BIRLORWNEOWI : B

DFEHAT)DZE. frequentists (2 & > TIIHHE & L TOfERTZD, Bayesian 12 & - TIHfd

N7 B2 0.
< XA RVEOF) R
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Hasselblad et al(1996)D R A XikIC & S EERET MO HI

n-hexane O AFEE Aldrin O AR M AN
:m £tk -\'%
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dN \ i
E Dunnick et al. (1989) E |I :I
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Sanagi et al. (1980) /If |
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f18V. MCMC—~/La 7#E$EL T hruik

1. FEOER

B z1E, PB-PK &5 /L% Bayes {ET#< 720I21%, @ikt « ZEKOREE RO & 5184
RETININORD FRMERSAAERDDVEND D, O X5 RGAIIIBI IS 5N D 2
L, #iFFTERn

Z 212 MCMC(Markhov Chain Monte Carlo)~ /L 2 7 H${E T H L aiEOHEND 5.
A5, v a7 —EOEATOREICORMET L TRORENRESL -7 v
T EITV, ZHERER L CEL OV I T =2 25 L, EFIRIEICE LB TZ 0010
TR ERETD.

WAWARIEAGERG D Z ENFETH D, FHIEH(2005)IZFE L.

- HEHEE : Ising ET L7 Y FHEE(2003) D L2 T % A kT

- FHEAR P ¢ option ik OBEEICIEA AR &L (2 A 2 b HEURSERG X EAE T MCMC
DBEXENTEEL TS Z L IZENWT)

c EGALER : RIBT—Z AR L CXFERHET LY 7 bl

EFEE DY A7 FMBECH, (KNERETHIO PB-PK £7 /L COISH, 50, BRI
AERERTAMG 0D 72 8 O SSDFIESZ AR DL B /e E~DIGH DS, & L TERINDRFZEE L~L T
WEINTWS., BT, F3IFELFA4ETHLHEISHET L.

2. RS

MU IC BT 23 LWiEmlE, ZoO0A X AN THAH. T T A dlsHTF
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O > 7V 7Tk

FERTRR D AFAEDS RS T E WML B RIERED M D, HEIHI/RT A —2 (EY - 45 - 5
FRI e O) &8 &, ZONAA ORI E T T 2121E, ORI D 25DV TV v TR
Hlhh, TRV VTV TFRELELTROSESORSHSD. T3 ALELTOMNEMEGRE
FHOBRNIRT .
c A RBaRY A=A AT 47 : Metropolis- Hasting(M-H){%

RS ATHE IV EW)EHNTEMEZRAESYE, BESMEDEZHET D7 74
T U T EZHOTEMOERIR, &HD5WITFEHEZRD 5.
« ¥7 R« % 7T — : Gibbs Sampler

M-HEORMNOr—ATh 5. KA TOEIEEZRD S, 250 SOERIETENRS
w5, ZOMIELTHD. Vo7V TICEBRDIMOMERE KM SED T ERRA b,

WY, @ ETITE several tens of thousands DK L TIN5 &9 . FIHE D 22
ZERL 72012, X LHDOWL ONIEHET.
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- FHEICEERE 3 D D
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MCMC QY FYLFICETER7ZILTY XLOBEE (FE(Q2005) p.24

EUTHILOK
/ TIILOTEEETAILA \ REL—Sa 8
(BE>THILA) E TAHILO

ARORYR AL ZTFAH5 3% /ﬁ

ARORY R ERETHILA
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A#&(2004)(< & B fiEER
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C.
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2. BEINE07 ZEEST (0 [X)DEOHUTILTIEEND
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(.}(6(1)! 0|z) = min T(9_|. r)q(6 9 ED) |
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3. U A7 FH B T O H B

i. £&0
FAR—=VORIIGHAG 2 £ & DTz ALFEWE DU A7 - FRHE &V O BLSTIE, PB-PK &
FIL~DOI D B L.
ii . David et al(2006)D Y7 1 1 X & 343 A AT
* Marino et al(2006) D~ 7 A TOHFHHIZOWT, ZNETOE hOTFT—F ZHE L THEMN
NN A7 Ofi % RLE LT-.
« HAR—=UHEDOK O PBPK 7 VIZ Bayes 1k & MCMC k% L 7=. MCMC |4, Bernillon
et al(2000)> MCSim ¥ A7 A % A\, Metropolis-Hastings 512 X 5% 7 U 7 & Gelman
WX DUIHHET VT X LB L.
HDMEUE - BRETNEIIEET S, RS L THOEOFEELSAND DFRNIE LT,
cEANDOT —F ERANCE EDTRERIOHEONTEWADZ = R Y 27 /(1 g/m3T,
FEl&ICBE LT 6.06X10710 AfICBIL T5.69X10°10 &FF 1.18X10° 9 &7~ 7-.
- ZAUE, BUED EPA O IRIS £6%7 — 4% 4.7X1077 |2~ 400 f5/h S0,
ZOJRAIL, EPA ORI, AEmEIC X HHEMIMTFIC X 559 13

~ U ADENERED FLE L5y 4
t NORNEIRED LB L5y 7
iREens.
i, ZOf
« Bois(2000) » i

TCE NV Zumuax=F LrOENAMNT —ZIZET % Clewell D7 — % ZFfEfT LTz D. 7
Z A INERIS O#f2E% T 7 b MCSim ZBiF L T\ 5. 4.2.5 TREIZHT LT,

- Jonsson et al(2003) D 4]
Trmn AR DRFENANEICET S ER. 4.2.2 THBEISHEN L. 27 =2—F O RFEOH
RHETHD. @EREDO WS THHH D25 R EN VLI, 505 DE T Im &R,
ETNERBEETEDLEDHNR I L LTND.

4. ZOfhrER
2EE
FEEQ003) DA A LTV, bl i) 25 THARu.
{FEE(2005) DfiEF  MCMC OREfEL V> TH 100 <—T#E23, fERITHN D d 0.
LL, MEBROEEROT, TARYD L0z
B8 I 55
+ joint distribution([FIF/34R) : HEOEEIC L HFBL. SSD OIGH T, BE, B, w20
BIfR. 5 2 W CHICMEHLLT-
- marginal distribution(&A5340) : EHER LWL ZERICH DT — 2 Dofi%E, HHOEDD
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RO 5, &5 WIFHPESTFICE TS MCMC OIS RAF

SCHRE B P 52 VAT LR E N A
Hack(2006) BrO3~ @ PBPK MCSim 12X 5 — B 7R iR
k[E TERA
Jonsson et al(2003) vrsuaa AL @ MCSmIZXD TS AMEREAT
AT =T PB-PK
Marino et al(2006) vsunAHro MCSmiZk?
EK: CIIT - TERA 72 £ PBPK #&¥75 —%
David et al(2006) Al k- MCSim (2 Xk %
+Environ b hT—X
Bois(2000) cN)ZwmwmrxsFL>r MH 7/=3 VU XA population E7 /L
7 7 A INERIS PB-PK MCSim Clewell 7" — % F A
Spiegelhalter et al R Bayes 1k review &
(20000 KA L ColHCkZ
Grist et al(2006) sun ) 7320 WINBUGSIZL5
Univ. Sheffield SSD
O’Hagen et al(2005) a7+ A0 WINBUGS (2L %
Univ. Sheffield SSD
David et al(2006)® PB-PK €T /L BN R EERS DG
GSH P-450 o -
*—ITT—_.| sy ‘ '
.\F.xcll;Lnl:‘c;. | ¢ - E
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— (| "J 5
' P-450 1 CO submodel
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L ) 3
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David et al(2006) Table 4 DE & ERIDHEEERSH

Parameter  Prior distributions Posterior distnbutions
Andersen Astrand i Vincenzo Engstram and Stewirt et al. Combined duata sets
el al (1991) et al. (197 5) and Kaplan (1981) Bjurstrom (1977)  (1972)
Mean Y Meun Cv Mezan CY  Mean CV  Mean CYV  Mean CY  Mean cy
Fraust 6.25 2 AL 044 328 029 10.2 .30 G.149 14 192 el u4z 131
K. 075 2 0311 039 0476 092 206 .55 073 23 128 ud 0433 (L336
K 2 2 1Ed4 21 T.95 1.5 587 059 3440 24 192 1.9 0852 0711
Al (LMK 43 2 (L] 16 1.1 QU (58 NECTIR Y .62 00103 6l O DG OusG Ou0ie s (3L
AZ 473 2 00283 4 omzy 1.0 oI7T 1.2 ] 1.1 00236 12 (R 0.728
Frack 003 2 (364 ) o184 1.3 0379 1.8 00224 13 00262 1.7 (LT RE 0.786
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3. Mackay H DT — & —HE|ZHDH/NT VX

Mackay et al(1992~199N1%, 7 W7 4 €T M L O FFEOALFAWE O BB e & 39
HIZDICHBEINRNT A—F D%, ARINTZERNOMEET S &0 Wt ETH 5.

Mackay et al(1992~1997) Donald Mackay, Wan Ying Shiu & Kuo Ching Ma,
"Tllustrated Handbook of Physical-Chemical Properties and environmental Fate for
Organic Chemicals", Lewis Publishers, Vol. I (1992), ---, Vol. V (1997)
I Monoaromatic Hydrocarbons, Chlorobenzenes, and PCBs, 1992
WS HER(LKEE 7 naXo ¥ U8, PCBHE
I Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons, Polychlorinated Dioxins, and
Dibenzofurans, 1992
ZERGTEMERACKFE & XA A F T JH
Il Volatile Organic Chemicals, 1993
HREMARILEY
IV Oxygen, Nitrogen, and Sulfur Containing Compounds, 1995
& 0, N, S{b&aw
V Pesticide Chemicals, 1997

e

Bk

MR ET LMBILEM
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TR S TE
bR BB B & Molar Volume cm3/mol ) {KFE A® AFEFE A®
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- KK 26°CTO Pa
-~ U —HIE#  Pa -+ m3mol
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- ‘W IRAEAR S logBCF
- W AE bR 3L logKoce
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#il L DEHP Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate CAS 117-81-7 ®OH)>6 —E8% 7”9



Mackay et al(1992~1997) Vol.IVX ¥ DEHP Ol Zh i —i

KBRE

Water Solubility (g/m’ or mg/L at 25°C):

EIE

0.285  (shake flask-nephelometry on technical grade DEHP, Hollifield 1979; quoted,
DeFoe et al. 1990)

100  (20°C, Fishbein & Albro 1972)

50.0 (quoted from Monsanto Chemical Co. data sheets, Peakall 1975)

0.60  (Branson 1978)

100  (quoted from Metcalf & Lu 1973, Hollifield 1979; Graten & Trabalka 1983)

2.49  (Neely 1979; quoted, Lyman 1985; Elzerman & Coates 1987)

0.40 (shake flask-GC, Wolfe et al. 1979, 1980a; quoted, Callahan et al. 1979; Mabey
et al. 1982; Geyer et al. 1982; Zarcogian et al. 1985)

0.40 + 0.05 (shake flask-GC, Wolfe et al. 1980b)

0.40  (shake flask-GC, Wolfe et al. 1980a; quoted, DeFoe et al. 1990)

1.16  (solubility in 35 liter instant ocean solution, Giam et al. 1980)

0.60 (Kenaga & Goring 1980; quoted, Geyer et al. 1980)

0.40 (Wolfe et al. 1980; quoted, Geyer et al. 1982)

0.047 (quoted from OECD 1979/80, Klapffer et al. 1982)

0.041 (20°C, shake flask-UV, Leyder & Boulanger 1983)

0.285 (24°C, Verschueren 1983)

Vapor Pressure (Pa at 25°C):

2.54x10° (effusion method, average extrapolated-Antoine eqn., Small et al. 1948)

1.90x10* (Small et al. 1948; guoted, Hinckley et al. 1990)

8.26x10¢ (measured by dew-point and tensimeter methods, temp range 120-225°C,
extrapolated from Antoine eqn., Werner 1952; quoted, Giam et al. 1980;
Hinckley et al. 1990)

1.90x10* (Jordan 1954; quoted, Kldpffer et al. 1982)

2.70x10°% (20°C, calculated, Weast 1972-73; quoted, Mabey et al. 1982)

2.70x19* (20°C, Hirzy et al. 1978; quoted, Callahan et al. 1979; Karickhoff 1985;
Lyman 1985; Neely & Blau 1985)

3.17x10° (quoted, Branson 1978)

6-13x10° (20°C, quoted lit. values of OECD 1979, Dobbs & Cull 1982)

6.0x10%, 1.3x10° (20°C, vapor pressure balance, gas saturation method, OECD 1981)

5.50x10% (20°C, estimated-evaporation rate, Dobbs & Cull 1982)

2.67x10% 0.00293, 1.87x10%, 7.47x10* (quoted; estimation-structure based methods,
Tucker et al. 1983)

9.50x10% (20°C, quoted from OECD 1981 Guidelines, Dobbs et al. 1984)

8.6(+6.6)x10" (gas saturation-HPLC/UV, Howard et al. 1985; quoted, Howard 1989;~
Hinckley et al. 1990)

2.63x10° (recommended, Neely & Blau 1985, quoted, Lyman 1985; Mackay 1985)

948/ —I/K FEREK

Octanol/Water Partition Coefficient, log Kqy:

3.58  (Lu & Metcalf 1975; quoted, Branson 1978)

4.20 (Mayer 1976; quoted, Veith et al. 1979; Mackay 1982; Graten & Trabalka
1983; Zaroogian et al. 1985; Isnard & Lambert 1988, 1989; Schiiirmann &
Klein 1988)

4.20  (estimated from solubility, Branson 1978)

5.30 (Hirzy et al. 1978; quoted, Callahan et al. 1979; Karickhoff 1985; Lyman 1985;
Neely & Blau 1985)

8.73  (calculated, Wolfe et al. 1979; quoted, Callahan et al. 1979; Neuhauser et al.
1985; Ryan et al. 1988)

5.11 {quoted from OECD shake flask value, Geyer et al. 1982, 1984; Davies &
Dobbs 1984; Howard et al. 1985; Howard 1989)

3.98 (Kenaga & Goring 1980; selected, Govind et al. 1991)

9.61 (calculated, Mabey et al. 1982)

9.70  (calculated as per Rekker 1977, Harnish et al. 1983)

8.15 (HPLC-extrapolated from ref. substances, Harnish et al. 1983)

7.86  (HPLC-extrapolated from alkylbenzemes, Hamish et al. 1983; quoted, Klein et
al. 1988; Brooke et al. 1990)

5.03 {shakc ﬂask average, OECD/EEC lab. comparison tests, Harnish et al. 1983)
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4. EPAIRISIZEBITSHV & U DRI

INFETEE, BB EZRDN, EPARHESNDORDIZE UTIRIS 7—# X—X|(Z
BT —ZOEMMEV EARHEFEMEU OBREE EO-RERDHD.

b MERERED 27 FlIZB WAL DO TWNWDE T —H _X—ZADHNKE L T2 DTk
W2 ERGMND.

EPA(2000) USEPA,ORD,EPA/635/R-00/005F,

"EPA Summary Report Characterization of Data Variability and Uncertainty : Health
Effects Assessments in the Integrated Risk Information System(IRIS) In Response to
Congress, HR 106-379”, September 2000

Pk

FE it
2000 F£ D EPA i TRAGED 7= OIZERITIRH LB #E Th 5
IRISIZBWTU L VALEDEIZEHIR L TWAD 0%, MLty 7 Ve CRHMilid %
1988 F-~1994 FFRIZ 58 L7 7 — ¥ pre-pilot 7l 522 {4:7> 5 1 H & 541
1995 ELIE D Pilot/post-Pilot ¥~ U — L ML &2 —15
I D 16 53 A CTEMICRE L 72,

FHASKIE D 6 NDHMFITHRE L TRET

s
WEIZ K > TEBRRE W
Pilot FEDH A CTHHFEINTZR, ZOKE SFELRN
U & Vot HWiHiio RE L, REDRTHRTRE
UAZTEARX S FOfwZE L VERRLDIZT H L0 EPADA— NV 2ZFFT 5

1. [ZLHIic—HK

IRIS 1% 2000 4 1 A 31 HC 537 WE DT — & & Wk
4. EROFE LD

4.1 A7 Y —=>2 J 3t

B2MFICHE U L VAR LMD TZBRENTWD )

) DO FEAM
3tk Loy L7cidikd Y extensive
161 D L~&oHEE some or moderate
331 e L~&/h none or minimal
il OFHIE & & 6O T

%9 2/3 7% none~minimal
1995 FLBEDO H DIXIF E A EFXT T extensive
4.2 FEAREHM
&

(BA2 ) 2O Al SRR P AR SN SR LR H 5 Z LIFFHETE 5
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51 & B

CEEHECGEEE)ODH VI ZBIE, DWT, TAT7 7Ry MEZET. Y27 YA BT FLX
1%, EFEF) TR EPATIRIS)D L 5 ICAEZRTRELZ DT DN,

FHEE(2003) FHEEE N, [~/ba 7T 7 WV ik, FHEE5(2005) % 155, pp.1~
106

FEE(2005) FEEIE N, [ Xt & MEtBL), SiGEE ME O MR ER 3, B
FIE, 200348 A 1M, 200547 H %5 ki

{FEE 5 (2005) (FEESE N, FEFFIESE, KRARRWE, ME%H, N, &6,

BHREAFHT ~ v a7t 7 hAniEl Z20EN ), it vyo7ar7 47 12
FEENE 2005 4 10 A

U4 —A(2003) TEv R Ux—2F, BRI R, B EAN R TAMYRZ 50 R
B, SEER 2003 4 7 A, JiF : David Vose, “Risk Analysis:A Quantitative Guide”,
2nd edition, John Wiley & Sons, 2000(1st edition, 1996)

KAR(2001) K&k wik, T~ a7@EE TNV aiEORIITORERR], HAFEGSEEE,
Vol.31, 305-344

KAR(Q2004) KR #i, TMCMC O L EHRE~DIEH |, 2004 48 2 7 HERHEEEATZERT
NBHREEE BT A ECATE R httpi//www.e.u-tokyo.ac.jp/~omori/MCMC/mcme-ism04.pdf

KAR(2005) K& %, [~va 7@#E 7 v aibo L L RS ~0Ic 1, FFES
(2005) FIMES, pp.153~211

REAR(2005) REAR fEOL, (£ ALY — U 27 ok &Mk, w4k, 2005 4
7H

B B5AR(2003) I B0 BSER, /R B 5 184 AR, THIF D BHICK T2V A2 7&
A A b, ARICHAR, 2003 4210 H i3 Stewart et al(1997)

HE(2003)  HUE MR, TP 5 #5(2003a) 8

fhH(2006) fhH5E, [Bayes i£ (XA X&) D], 200646 H 4 H
http://www2.tba.t-com.ne.jp/nakada/takashi/bayes/idea.html X ¥

H7E H#m(2003a)  HTE M, A BE, BA RAE, BAR - R, REVRIvRVAY

N AV RT w7, BaEE

HAb#(2004) (fb) B AR{L=2 T ¥W %, [Risk Manager HffifEanE 5 7 3]

TEFER(2000) fEH il R, VAT EARA N ba—vrzT7— 38R0, £
B5 <Ay, FuEE 2000, JRE L Nick W.Hurst, “Risk Assessment - The Human Dimension”,
The Royal Society of Chemistry, 1998
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Hifp 2 0 K 9 ), AL 2003 4 12 S
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HH5(2006) EHHOEALE, T T, TEREEY R 7 AT AP e E R, ROXE 2006
9 H

Aldenberg et al(2000) Tom Aldenberg & Joanna S.Jaworska, “Uncertainty of the

Hazardous Concentration and Fraction Affected for Normal Species Sensitivity
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Distributions”, Ecotoxicol. Environ. Safety, Vol.46, 1-18(2000)
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Chapter 5 in Posthuma et al(2002), pp.49-102
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