3
!
s
=K
-%97.

1-1 3 st P eh

4 3 »xlt (bioavalability) €3 2 e & s » &% k=R %
PEd AP RBRIE  E-THEBETE PERSAPFE & RIER
SR EE & B A E 2 5 (Ruby etal., 1999; Kelley et al., 2002 ; Caussy
D.,2003) > @ 24 4 3 »xft E4Fu] g * 20 p 2% (invivo) > 4 7 2 14
(bioassessibility ) P& * 28 ¢t 5% (invitro) > e - 4% R wied B &
o hiEd AP ey L BIARY N ES - aFF & (Milleret

al., 1981) = 7 f4 e s (Fusayamaetal., 1963 ; Katzet al., 1975) -
B 2 RE fotdgsa il & (Superfund) Bk v R > I 4 5 ok

B3 @t R T Al o d R F P HTEAAGR R FF oA S
M #4051 42 B (toxicity characteristics leaching procedure, TCLP) 3§ &

\\\_

ATRFAEALT S G TR B

Wk R & T

AT p g

AT ERREHELHA

* %%ﬁuﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ

PP B A MY SREZF R

<l
|k

‘:&\*

Flet o FRZ A 1992 & B e B - AT SR 2 WA
GEom A S gl iT L AR B TR T 2 R b %R E P (Daviset
5 1992) 0 e AR AROL £ T FRF LI R 0 AR

AP TR A& Fu AR RSt e 28 (soil conditional )
& 3 #9 (organic fertilizer) » A B P % v * F P EF MR L5

1



(TCLP)» M 4|2 A2 E 41 2 £AAH > £7
FehiE B b G LA R R GTRIE L F g (1E

2004 ) -

i TG R R IY A

FMBE AP TR S 2 e A (soil conditional ) £ 4% 8w
(organicfertilizer) P> p o & & & ai®iz > 2 > A7 2 HARJI* 2
P3RBT LTFRE AT IR c BRA PG oan RS 2
FEI S 10# 2 é/,?%" s FwmY R AR S RE 2 A E%R K
(Davisetal., 1992; Hamed et al., 1998 ; Ruby et al., 1993 ; 1996 ; Rodriguez
et al., 2003) SEFEGFTY o BEARE bAE- RO L AP PRI ER
Fenz B SEs CAT BEdly P RRT Y AT RHRG BB 2 g
SR QETREA T BT Q3 Wt > AFET T FR HIR Y A
foerkf b3k > 2 MERAR T 3 > A R A FL T AE2 p g d AR
(QC criteria) » Flp* 27 G 4w FE F1H &S 26 B4 47 41
R 2 5 F (surrogate reference material, SRM ) 2 £ B & # (matrix
standard) » # EMiEd AR R 22 G ookARER AR > XY T

AH N RXFIE NS E P E T REENAE S REL%ITR



127 % %4
AR 2 EWERERACR 11977 0 A 5 4 BRFER (77 Y 0 3t phase
|~V 2% ¢ 2 NapHASO, - 7H,0 15 5 SRM » #&i¢ * NIST 2710 soil 3 4
FR% (matrix standard) » & FF 2L F L (40T L
® TR
T MAP oz BpsHpl gt TR HFARF 4 b
FRBFAL R 2 MR L Sk o
® FTHEAR P ERERATA £ IR 1T Sk
FE AT R F R R N R TR
B2 Apidee > i
® Phasel 5 %% CBRT 2%
FtA P e obigs? § L ERT gl
® Phasell iFd 5 K 2%
WA RS N HCER Y 4EE 0 T B R (velocity gradient, G) #£
BE R S e
® Phaselll & F] #E5%
Bt Mo Rokd REHA G o P
® PhaselV /| B ip 3 B E5%
B2y SRR EAME 2 55 2tz B
® 2N ARaEREiTEE (SOP):
2250 B4 EAFFH CSRM s A FHEREZ FHHRE R F
F T RRALE
@ NI RIER % B Y

U AL 225G g 2 MR L RRL RGBS



TS (R e o

B BI

7

yza:
5

L
B

yia
B

B
it

ki

\\\?{r

Phasel % % 4p§ i“ B R & >i#5%:
SRM & /i B %2 5%

Phasell #F® 3 & :#%: (0~ 500 ~ 100 rpm)
SRM & /i B %2 5%

Phaselll ;& #+* 35 (200~ 10005000 mL/gm)
SRM & /i B %2 5%

PhaselV -] % ip 5 B-pE & 385 (-] % 4p 11 hrg)
SRM & 4 1k i 5%

Zv E#l~ £AFEF] - SRM ~ A BT

A 4

M 110 kA5 g 2 4 20kr® § % W

\ 4

R LB Sl

#
R3

gid

(dOS) =

A 4




¥R REFEH

bAoAy o LT RAE DR PG e im0 F

P15 44 (target compound) > 4ok

PRS2 5 s AF (matrix) o 4o 3 K fY

PPN RESR Y 2052 25 M E% Ok B 2 25

R PR 2 (NI 53 4 T (surrogate reference material, SRM ) >

4 NapHASO, - 7TH,0 2 # & Nationa Institute of Standards and
Technology (NIST) &% 4 3

J’Iﬁlﬁﬁl’\?ﬁf%} (e Af) my 253 b dp e pIRAEF S
FIRE  Er>»LRZHMELREBELP A BRIy ik
(‘@bsolute bioavailability factor, AB,F) ¥ #_3& 4+ (Caussy, 2003 ; Kelly et
al., 2002 ; Ruby et al., 1999) :

AB, F(%) = [%} x100% (1)
P

T

Ho o Dpg=i€ » m R R EMRZHE (My) D=k 2 E (Mg) - 2
PP THRPIE-FTHBRIL o AT RFTL 5 TR
TR F AP RREEFE LR 2 Vi b RFRERY 05
AP o > DA Dg X2 B 5 o Fir R pHA S5
M 4 #c (relative bioavailability factor, RByF) » % & 4T



Mg
AB, F, My |,

RB, F(%) = ——Y° x100% =

AB,F [MB}
M |,

HY ABVFrR #2 b @it/ (4rd » ~ s r 8 578) 2 ABJF > AB/F=

x 100% (2)

Hd #7718 (intravenous injection) ig /27 {¥ 2. AByF o — S35 #
Mt bt d g sniE s 100 %0 RByF v 9% 1 b4 e ABYF 5 B8 5 325
SRR R ATE LR R b REEEFACIRE AR
n R s fEE PN arslde gty o

R RRT G FEd § RIS T U1 4G ol B AR
B Blit B i 2] g E PNEARF R EEERRELE A

(Kelyetal.,, 2002) » - 4x@ 2 ABGF 2 2 740~ (Kelly etal., 2002):

ABLF(9) = ¥ 10006 = — T (MITL)XVIL) 1500, (3)
M, C, (Mg kg) x W4 (kg)
BP o> My=3 &5 RFETEFERNPRE (IMg) s M=i3 44 &/ F P ahld

£ (mg, 14 EPA Method 3050 # 3051 £ i) Cy=1 & % Ff £ 47 5 B 1 i
R (ML) V=F it G s 3 f (L) Cr =is i i e chx kR
(mg/kg) » We=tt 542 (Kg) o 44 47 % 128 2 SRM 1 ABF % 4
BomRAAF T RAT (odf ~ 2HSRHW) B OO - LA
4T (Caussy, 2003 ; Kelly et al., 2002 ; Ruby et al., 1999) :

{MY}
M
RBF(%) = ABSRC 10006 = LT 100 (5)



-,1‘1 L) ABstz’Firr%' X 2 ABsF ’ ABsFSRM=SRM 2 ABsF o I JH 7“:?* /V'J » ¥
& * NgHASO, - 7TH,O 5 SRM - RBgF i BE 5 ¥ #F £ 7 I 5 P2
rildeend B oo JEE RBF 6 » FAER KBRS 0 7 LA T A AN

B2 2 % LRk % (excesslifetime cancer risk, ELCR)

(UCR,)x (LIDy )x (RBFy,)

(BW)x (AT) (5)

ELCR,, =

UCRi=p 5 24 i 2 ¥ =Rk *& (unit cancer risk, (mg/kg BW-d)™?)
LIDx=%k & X 2 T 32% L4 » %4 7R £ (lifetimeintake dose, mg)
BW=1% %= %32 Tiagd (kg)

AT=:%%H 8 T ia% Ui B (day) -



222 %3 PR BRELFLIFEES %

321 AAFTREDL S GBI BREL L LI EFT A
oo FRA 1092 E BALFTE G AR 2 Fg b R 2 0 T
PR FIEDORGTGE AT S5 FR > 1 NgHASO, - 7TH,O %
Pb(OAC), = # &2 4.2 SRM 2 ABF 5 73%% 0.92% - %8 *} 2% 2 /0 ABF
5 22 6 $ 2% (New Zealand White Rabbits) & = <~ £ £ (11%vs. 12%) ;
42 Rt REirlE F K d 4 E5% (0.18 % vs. 5.6 %) (Davls et al.,
1992) -

Ruby etal. (1993) #= 7 - i&- ¥ )2 48 “h 2% 3= % New Zealand White
rabbits 402 4 5 x> IR H % RBF 7 M & 4 2% (New
Zealand White Rabbits) £ 19% (5%vs. 24%) > e #icdp v 4p§ T 4% > 7 &
IDECN Y - F e o NSO | RO 50 30 0 B A i
W T S FEPORBRNER FIF > F AR S B AP ¢ Buaggsen
A& it (complexation) > #° & 3 & ™ citrate 5 &+ > H =t 7 maate -
acteate > & -] e 5 lactate -

Ruby etal. (1996) > #3142 & % A # h% B2 £ (physiologicaly
based extraction test, PBET ) | % A %85 % kB2 4 H 5 »cfd > T 344
A2 L Sl T g F R F BIFRY DRI MEH 0§ BB
BpH A w5 258 70 F R A S L 182 4 [ pF o 5 $ R0 113
e /i B3 PBET » 42 RBF @& & 4~ 2% (Sprague-Dawley rats) & %
B4 2 dF st dp B (dope=0.71; R°=0.93) » fe fr i< iz B 35 29 % -
M AR ok iR B 14 5 B 4 2% (New Zealand White rabbits) 5 18%( 50 % vs.
32%) -

Hamel etal. (1998) # 7 4 /> Ruby etal.crF= 3 # > 2 44 7 2%

MRt AR o F REH Y R FHERF 2 #2000 5 (liuid to solid



% 2-1: 4

Prp oK L

55 o

B e

P

Daviset al.
(1992)

Ruby et al.
(1993)

Ruby et al.
(1996)

Hamel et al.
(1998)

Rodriguez et
al. (1999)

Ruby et al.
(1999)

Sarkar et al.
(2003)

FEITIEY 4LF R
A8 e ik RBF T 22
New Zeadand White
Rabbits 55 v~ $i -

PO SRR 2
v ﬁ—{_,,ij_,fp*ﬁ o F
B TR o

B R g

EE

it E A $ g

Sl e 58

=L X
/;ehi%i;};,»}; A,:yi

i * iron hydroxide gel
¢%aﬁm,j§ﬂ
PBET = = o

7Y R
HEB LB G
CIERR L TNER
sh 3k o

D RRREE S
752 AT HRE
2R R R D
i B o

13202 3 R chp B4
H2 4G op

2. 8 1o A 2
o

it * NapHASO, - 7TH,O 8 Pb(OAC)z E
SRM > ABF 4 %] 4 73 %27 0.92% -

Y ob 2Rk i Eards @ ABF (11 % vs. 12
%) e &g ¥ M iz 4> ABF (0.18%vs. 5.6
%) o

£ oh 32 sk < 2 4 RBF (5% Vvs.24%) ©

Weg FL AR iR R G AR T
R iEE

=) TR pH A H L 258270~ F
RFEF/R AW L 18 4] pF = PBET 3

o3
= °

4 RBF 2 - 4 385 & &1 4p B

(slope=0.71; R*=0.93) » fe i fz 29% o
7 RBF &3 fz # 4 2% 18% (50% vs.
32%) -

7 E 100: 1 (mL/gm) X 5000 : 1 4
oA S ARB A P o RET A
Bk E M ABF 3 (R?=0.58) -
#1000 1 5% & o

§ P2 B RBF &8 4 582k & 512 14
(slope=0.88, R*=0.69) » fr . fz 129 o
% 4p A0 RBF E2. IVG &2 IVG-AB # 5%
B Fiise & AR M % (dope=0.74,
R?=0.62;5l0pe=0.76, R?>=0.67 ) » fz A &] i 2
26%:x7 24% -
IVG-AB B2 25 5 40 | % e > [ 3 1 dF
2 B agld o B % ARG AR A

BEIEY PRG AL A PG R
FoORMLACL ~ B RAR @ SRR T
ke B F IR R A o
FEHERLA55a2 187Y RBFEREF
B~ > 42 RBF % 3-80% > # 2 RBF
% 550%-«-

IVG-Al z_# RBF & # IVG-S 3 % 16 %
(slope=1.16, R*=0.98) -

234 ¢ * strip-coated ferric oxide f§ i+
IVG-AB 1 # & 5B o




raito, ff fLik Bt ) H ABF B 88 dodk 221907 o BEAR i3 FT §
PRIREVREA S sl B S e T A - RAEE
Ton A EERY MRHV BT ERETY  cHEHFTRESBFRRT
4 100:1 % 50001 (mL/gm) P > ¥4~ 44 ~ 455 £ 383 % o
$HRH S 0 FRE 0 4 R 2 ABF (R=058): e AT X A ¥

-«

SRM » MR A& B2 H 8y =l B F ok o

Rodriguze et al. (1999) i&— # fj it PBET = ;2 » 33 ¥ £ £ 38 4 #%
4 32 % ¥ o A in-vitro gastrointestinal method ( IVG ) % in-vitro
gastrointestinal method with absorption (IVG-AB) z %8 ¢t 2253 2 » IVG
SHERY 2P iER > IVG-AB 3 4 7 Kk i B # 2 iron hydroxide gel
Bl S TR iR e T > T E EEEE S VI ®R immature pig
BB 0 R 0 AR E A 150 1 (mL/gm) BEF 0§ ApR 2
RBF 2 # 3 255 & 14 B % (slope=0.88, R*=0.69)> -] % a4/ RBF 2. IVG
2 IVG-AB 5%+ A u| @b 285 % & s % (dope=0.74, R*=0.62;
slope=0.76, R°=0.67) » e A & X i §° 47 155 26%%7 24% IVG-AB iz % £
ST kX R FRL IVG FEET RS (D) Fa { K
F+Ei (-ME)2ZRBF v %2 pHiEHE B2 701 > K

=t

A A E B o

Ruby etal. (1999) ™47 64 i #h > > HFHEW L B2 F 7 et f
BN 2 R Oh R 2 o dodk 219t o TFEH R INR S I EA T HRES
AREER b R iR EEE LG R FF FFF 42 # Superfund Site /5
AR T LIENT R % KD EL H G TR Ao B 21 4T el A
2. #FH P Al & (minerad form) ~ k= + -] (gran size) ~ ¢ 342 &
(encapsulation) ~ 3 % fhdg & ~ 15H i B o »ﬁ*‘uﬂ%#ﬂiﬁﬁ B A=

MBS BRI LT PR A ER RIS 4

10



X
=i
S

sl 7t i 4 o m Fe-Asoxide, Mn-As oxide, Pb-As oxide »

P4
RN RS LR A

R E AR K ij?»*)é P AR] o

-
A
\IEV'

>.

2
g8

i

Ao dAER T F A LPAATE (qQuaiz) @ 3t M7 SRR L E
Fhis ik dhih (dag) ¢ 3 FIGAREESF 3 AR A G oci R

B o

Mineral Form: __

A Racicasing

FeAsS e Fe-As axides——— Aszoa AsO43- |
CugAsSy Cag(PO4)2{As04)Ci F——Mn-As oxides— HzAso‘ :

B

| -——Pb-As oxides
i Constant Particle Siza

Bl2-1l: B4y ez &SP Ez - 28547 LB (Rubyetal, 1999)
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F12-241 23 5 2P F - HREF 2R 242 RBF @ )
BEETLLSHENLF I P2 RBF L 5-50%: 42 RBF i 3-80
% B Atz RBFSRERX > P X EHPFALEE FZ 0P
FoppRERY P ST RN ERZIERELL B A TR
AR F ol o RS2 Y 2 5 % Rodriguze et al. (1999) » § 4p
%5 AR Barde b d 0 Esk RBF > Tt AFT gy B - R * 5 PRE

(- FFE) 27 (7180 i it Esk AR o

Sarkar etal. (2003) #-8 *h 22 ¥ 300 S ML FR G2 3 o T
& — F# B 2 in vitro stomach phase ( IVG-S) % = Ff £ in vitro
absorbed-intestina phase(IVG-Al) = % > 2% 2 22 IVG 2 IVG-AB #g iz >
Bt AR5 FEECP (] % 4p ¢ s * drip-coated ferric oxide 3wz
A o LR BT A EY 150 18 IVG-S# IVG-Al 2 # RBF (74% vs.
83%) % 2drsitinhl (sope =1.16 > R*=0.98) 5 & IVG-Al ¥ Brax % i
IVG-S % 1 16% > IVG-AB # W fj i ] % e yod| ety WA2R - o pFs 3
BOOEPRF O LFZAT LT ABFERS R HFE-HHB S F L o

BER AP e T 1992 & 3 5 e 11 E hpER > d ST
ﬁ%ﬁ‘m$%£$W&A@;’*“*%?ﬁigﬁﬁwFﬁﬁmﬁ
#F oA EFRERMP RROEE B RE H RERE AR W RS
LFEFE 0 F R AR R 2 > BB R g%

I FE ~ M S »}g f;g;gfqgaiféi;};z et T b RITEG m,;\#i

12



AsRBF (%)

Pb RBF (%)

20

B NIST 2710 (Hamel 1998)
B AHD-I (Ruby 1996)
ARSI (Ruby 1996)

B ARS-II (Ruby 1996)

B iron slag (Rodriguez 1999)
B2 soil | (Davls 1992)

[ Jersey City (Hamel 1998)
& iron slag (Ruby 1996)

cacine (Rodriguez 1999)

' calcine (Ruby 1996)

Gastric phase Intestinal phase  Intestinal absorption

B 2-2: 7 2 3P P RBF 2\ i [§]

Gastric phase Intestinal phase

3 Jersey City (Hamel 1998)
NIST 2710 (Hamel 1998)
& BVS (Ruby 1996)

B soil | (Davls 1992)

[0 SCS (Ruby 1996)

B CT-3 (Ruby 1996)

g BMW-I (Ruby 1996)
BMW-4 (Ruby 1993)

& BMW-3 (Ruby 1993)

E1 BMW-1 (Ruby 1993)
BMW-I (Ruby 1996)
CT-2 (Ruby 1996)

B BMW-2 (Ruby 1993)

@ CT-1 (Ruby 1996)

B 2-3: 7 F 23" £ RBF 2 &

13



2.3 Fh gt A R 3
R g AR L b B RS G ok R E R B

e haf e EMPPRLERET ~S o 2% 2 $38Fed x4 ¢

|

AR A SR8 &R VA B0 & VA RY § BB R E R
ETE Y F AL SR Rt RN TN S S

EH/2Z B oA AEZ B RFE 33 hFE 749 Rz £ A
B2 &Y - L = (WorldHedth Organization, 1981) - & < % & A4 & &

mErR o BN > 2Bk BREWE L BT724 (14C 1T ) o3 ELA
28~ F BT L87C m 26l3CT ¢ E4#&45 &5 4 (Tchounwouetal.,
w%)oﬁ%é@%%ﬁ%ﬁj%ﬁﬁﬁB%%§§&?$ﬁ%%§b
FEREARE o Aot B FA (World Health Organization, WHO) %
1993 & ¥>t 40 % R auE ik aik 5 4B A (maximum contaminant level,
MCL) % 10 pug/L (World Health Organization, 1993) - @ % Wk i% ¥

( Environmental Protection Agency, EPA ) » 7 2001 #--k @ & 2 7 5

JE R 7_7 10 pg/L. (Environmental Protection Agency, 2001 ) o o & 4 2%
Sntms AR g Y B AR RoRE 0 4712 International Agency for
Research on Cancer (1ARC) 4= # ﬁp’aéﬁ % Group 1 R4 » fr ¥ Rk k%

( Environmental Protection Agency, EPA ) Group A F % /& » Tr J§ A S5 Fx T
A+~ (Tchounwou et al., 1999 )

A E N A BEd 0 82 L ARER ST R r
RIS R R E P R B ASFERL L FIR 2§ chm il

Ao om %E;(Fi'ﬂkiﬁf}%?}i?-é ﬁjf?:igfég o B N R A %.‘/F"—”i%‘f

14



2.

EREL 273 TR B B RS i A ARTE

a

FarzZ Em o, AR LW AT HEHA S TF 90 %t
chg WA F05d i soziE ~ g8 (Vahter et al., 1983 ; Chen et
L, 1988) c A MeAT} BE 0 & ~ 2 mFN 05 061 b 5 % i
Yoo B3 23 5%5d &g (Chenetal., 1988) - w5 » &
R At s EREF 2 F 1 R AT IRk T K ] @ G A
oo AT 10 pm ¥ > B T et e i o L RS E g
Mok s e 0.1-1 ;,Lm'fé,‘ PR g m A F g 2 e @ 4z (Chen
etal., 1988) -
AN
B R A T o n R P R g e e ke > Vahter et al. (1985)
ol A g~ ERZ LS ehd @ - = (biexponetial ) &
= (triexponetial ) 45 #icd iE & Vg b S8R
PPE R OONNRET B d - b MR e R 2R
o @ﬂqf{-“fi 8P4 w s 30% 200 ) pF - Heydorn (1970) 3R 4
A P R RER T MR G e I 2 B Y o X
F &7 (Vahteretal.,, 1980) » F%0F5 ~ "2t g2 A ¢ =
WA EE BT (210 ) A FALY BT B G BEAE
ZhA S I RFLERY ZAER AT RSB A
- HERERFALPAEELEAHMPRE I EFIET
(MSRJ%%’§%~ﬁHW§§§$*ﬂw$?’w%ﬂm
WAEIRY T FEE o d BT %;jﬁ p\ﬁdv—t;fgﬁﬁ,,,—gm

e VAR N EM R d ()T RO R R R Y

15



s & & (Yamauchi etal., 1989 ; Garland et al., 1993) > 3 & #F %
B etk
3.
e 35 (invivo) % 88 3& 5% (invitro) avF 527 3 40 0
EAA R BREEAL L BV T P N IREARA A - BT

A v i3 1§42 (Thompsonetal., 1993) o 4@ 2-4 #7157

Arsenate GSH > Arsenite
(AS™) Arsenate reductase (As™)
SAM
Arsenite
methyltransferase
SAHC
v
Methylarsonic acid
(MMA"Y)
MMAY
reductase GSH
MMA v
Dimethylarsinic acid « methyltransferase Methylarsonic acid
(DMAY) A T (MMA ")

SAHC SAM

Bl 2-4: misF b A B9 chSHs T R B

FRBAE N LG 1§ M (asenate) FiEY R R
(arsenatereductase) % 4% % & #x (glutathione, GSH) #73 & ™ £ &

B 2= A (arsenite) 6 0 3 IERY d 0 SO T RRE

16



( S-adenosyl-methioning, SAM ) # =8 H:igF® A it v > A5 7
W H 7 Amp: (methylarsonic acid, MMAY) » £ 5d 8 7 2L e iR
Bpg% (MMAY reductase) chiv* » B R+ = i B9 Amp
( monomethylarsonate acid, MMA" ) » £ i {77 gL ie® &7 )
g7 A (dimethylarsonate acid, DMAY ) ( Thompson et al.,
1993) c A ? it KSR R Fon fE 0 ¢ 452 A

2T a2 MMA 2 DMA > 34 & B L=
FAos T A MMA 2 DMA o FJpt P ALk iEAE o TR-d R i

BASA  BPE R R R R ORRE

e
o

1§24 2 i v+ (Buchedetal, 1981) -

17



2-4% B4 ALY
L F BT T S B 8 L R L A A

CRAE AR Ak LR SR F TR Y- RIECRY

TR A STk
A

_g ) 'l‘,(

SRR R N A R R
rﬁﬁ—‘%ﬂto ﬂl« ‘J‘f«v n%j% m)'l ;r§ 4 10 *}\gﬁ; ﬁ*i ‘«EPL%F'—IR»

TARE E O ILEE ERA R R

2-4-1 % &7 {5 2 Fd 7 3L

POt EEeE L b2 s ER XA 20030em B A S 2 12em
FAhi 25 120 (20 1981)° Bl 2-53p § hE & R34
*3na (1) #3s (body) - (2) 5 § (antrum) - @ &30
(fundus) = >t §83Rent =8 > (22 :%‘f BT ARG — BB R (e

4@ E gk 3 0 RIVE A MING- e (£ 51991) -

Bl 2-5: 3 22 3, W

18



FAFErT L aEs SR 2 (D) e s FE 4
Tl (2) R RE GHRRLE TR
Bt (chyme) > (3) M F g BT P ena b2 > Hig B
P e (30 1991) 0 F R E AT ol R 0 g S
MENGH SR AR Y P F DR A e PR T A H e o B AR

JjeAF iR 1205 (receptiverelaxation) ehiy g o 0 F A BCP AR

ﬁ.mi%éc,—kﬁ&/ﬂ\*ﬁﬂ FadREhse cn & o AKX MR I g §
i%%ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ*@J%%ﬁ(ﬁ»mM%
poeb oA (AE - 1984) Bdp &0 § N F b B E SR e iR

ﬁo%@ﬁ%%j?5@%%AMWMﬁ%“~ﬁa%4ﬁﬁﬁ(mm
contraction ) e fB{<HFT @& § ) 7 A5 60 o 3R 4 'tt’lfcffﬁfé §OEpN R4

% 1710 cmH0 » ¥ - 48§ ot 5 A4F B Hojc &5 ( perigtdltic
contraction) > % % #f > dFds PociFE ¥ A2 F PR T 2 ey ) $ e §

BT AR AR 0 B iS00 T 9 E g et 2 Fiﬁ L)
TR E S PR S 0 D] PR R AR TR L 5 (2) % RN g
,Hp,{g{ﬁﬂjg@‘% B oy R i b 3T PF'B:"*:?*;F'FF’IL% s - A

WA (3) b HeeiFde M TR A LT A PRS0 310 8 § A
JAR R e Bi G 4 ANFE T L ) R T 38 aig
TR 3 MIcd P FFPs i TR TP FHFET RN AR
o B 2-6 5 5 AFE AT M 2 BfET R B (B > 1984) -
ARt 5% 0 TR N F e 23 o B g ek
THERB P TEPNFPARAZAR > AT § B C g
EHER DG4 T RF2PED B 2B HF ST
RELPNFHFBRIL S FG o BRA < Tl PR ARIET § ORI
D: Astiedigz B i3 PR Frseg2 o
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Bl 2-6 1 5 FdJCEEHE P B 0T O fF (% > 1984)

2-4-2 ] % A i & B #7 A

P AT REZ AP (L) Ry rmaf gy s
R E G EEPRE (2) RDPHNFLRRES > L fIH &)
AR B (RGP FFBE e [ F (T 1084)-

A BRSBTS 2B R R o]
#2344 & jcig (segmentation contraction ) - it i i #
(propulsive movement) & & - 1 & & 0 &ofeips 1 (F 0 1991) -
B 2-7 5 ] B eha ey o e B B LR R < Eﬂfffug 23

I R NI  CHE  P R NGUERE) B 1 DA > T ik oy
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M| B R S E O SR A hA g 104 - B -k S e
w28 ¥V - % 5']5””]'(%%," 2_m A2 0 12 YT ﬁﬂm% 27 fe o 3 {Q,}é
RE el A2 PRI R T 812 S et IR § SO

BB R R £ o A ] g g - i BB B R 0 R R

B 27 ] % A & cs (20 1991)

TFAFANT > FF AN FE BRwe s e Ak HC
Hv 24 a3 kRY 150~160 mEgL » A #eni > & X ¥ 454
1000~2000 mL 7% ;% > % 3-v fs /R (pepsinogens) 7@ fi it chik 5
TEME AMEET b i F pH=L8~35 P EE g i) iF
oo e pH A5 H G Fov ﬁﬂ*/a\ﬁ'*m“%ﬁ&g‘f“%ﬁi?ﬁt#ﬁ
Flo ABE B GHT 2 BTl R0 [ BT L BRE S R
Kerckring =~ @32 ~ %= (villi) % #cs2 (microvilli) > @ i#

g

£3=
Jei®* b L &g ff~ 54 (50 1991) 0 @ /[ % e fe b d]s =
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1 (1) = 44c (passive diffusion) > (2) e 3+4c (facilitated
duffusion) » (3) i@fr%@ﬁi%] (active transport) (F % > 1984 ) - 4 3%
PR EXIES QT FLA2Z B 224 eI IGR i £ it
~HE TR SHN B ARTE NS T - BER RS K
R NS MR MIRETE A E AR W e 2 D R 2
Pl a t HEE LG FADERML a1 5 T8 L ERT
Y e 7 &%?iﬁéﬁﬁa?]’ﬂi%%?ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ%{‘iﬁiﬁ AR oo™ E kg

SHE A i B oo

L SN A A D NI ip % e+ & 5 1000~1500 mL >

‘

=5
-

% B % %) 5 1000~2000 ML > S5 T Bk L = 40 5 ARNCE T S
o fEeng T o PRV RGP ZH 0 pH ERELEREZ R R AL
O F g ] o PRI A BN M ERE L GO VR L 0 — YR LA A 0
MR g AR R DR E R gRIESRPE N S
B e i B o Bt G 0 M E RS RRY LR
s o 11188 F ) 1Y 2 sojgani®® (o> 1981) -

»
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2-52 1t 5 iR PR

iEd 4 g orliaEk e o AHPNE% (invivo) 354 > & RE H
Ferig * e 4+ 5 orat ~ rabbit ~ swine 2 monkey > fipE E L P 0 1Y
Swine 3 H P} 3#% K ik~ % #c o & Rodriguezetal. (1999) &3 @ » 1
U.S. EPA Region VIII 2>32.2. swine 3 B8P 3RZk 2 A7 7 ¥ % 0 351 g o 2
2 IVG & IVG-AB 24 2 4= 5 »xd » pt3g% > 2 ¢ > maeSwine T 2
T8 5 10~12kg ¥ pF#-swine A * 2 B0 - kG 2 23 (ex.
cacing dag); — 24 8 NapASO,; Bfs— B2 &8 ITEHRE > Bl
a3 3\ 6.25mg/kg body weight day 5 2L # » ¥ & %30 F T 2 &G 0

W20 P LS U2doser 2t 50 LG RIS 0 F)
LhAsk e P E B FRHE SR bgdough (fg®) ¢ E G s 2
FE - swine ic FEF 8 » AT F Rk & o Bod 4k § 23~30mgdose - I ¥ & =
TR E swined €0 F T ks 3X &8 K 41-45mgdose’ fdEk A T o
1R E4RE swine fuk (F 5 A 4T 0 0 3 X 4Rk & o (24hr B 55 A
%) XR-T B 2 swine Bk de il lg 0 B3 3t pH=2 dk HCL ¢ o 3%
ICP-HG 4 47 i ® ch As

& Ruby et al. (1999) = gki®7¢ > i et & 2 5 5 sz

Swine RSk &1 B8 ok IREE AT WA > At R % 4B 2847 0 B 28
swine ;5% £2 88 F ;2% A RBF vt # B> swine #8 p 3#% = 7 20 ‘e dkcdy o
RBF & .11 NaASO, i7 4 3 %4 4 77 a £ » & ¥ 7 & RBF ¢h 3o
BHE 32% RBFEA5WNEEEFFH 5 442~193; a bk 15
¥ RBF ehT 15 9 4% 14% RBF 795% i % & & 18.9~8.37 iz

BEom Rg b iEsh - kw2 K E 0 swine (R o iRk o
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WP RS AR % 2 AsRBF(%)

100 A
90
80

A Swinefl[* [FAER o R
B —— S/vine’ﬁ]%}[j =k Upper Limit —0— Swine?g It S8k Lower Limit
—X— Jﬁg It ¥ Upper Limit —o— ﬁgf’/{ StEELower Limit

123456 78 91011121314151617 181920
B ¥

B] 2-8: swine:#&zk ¥ 48 *F 2% 2. ASRBF +* $i [§]
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2-6 4 3§ scli Al 0l R

4 4 p sl ety 8 1992 £ 3 2003 £ gt - EaER Y 0 & RgE
TEBEF AR - U AT IR AW SR e
5% (Invitrotest)» &8 5 i vbigsk > 2 ¢ @228 F ¥ a0 dy { -
TN LIRS S MWPRED L REIT AT S A TR Rk o &
2-2 5 v pkT LRMRHKL PG el SR R T2 SRR
BAZRE 0 B RS RIEE F R f TS
SRR RF GEE R M SN0 B3 S Y A2
PH~ AR e e ~ R BDE ~ QR4 2 5 RZ R o % 2300
PP B RBLAFTE > ¢4l Y pH SRR BRI R T A B~ R A i
FEP G RERRE o G OB 2 SRk Sl BlR T

2-6-1 4 %7 AJL A F BH M2 K
A. 5T RJE

T« | ¢ ERPEL P @R g s o T ke
B E LR - o RS RS D% (TCLP) 2
FiE o AR ET RILT U B S A S AR RS At &
PG A R A R 05 WF ARG AR 0 TR
0.6-0.8um B IF S aifig > iRt P 5 TCLP 2 3B~k » F4p 30
FREFT S AakEY AW 21 05 %EAR G FAp
0.6-0.8um FIF R AFprF 2 gk TR E TCLP 2. 522 » @ ¥
AP IR T BT 4t 95mm K o i 2 FB R i F e
e enigd 0.6-0.8um LI G iR T8 2 Jhe AR S TCLP 2 %
P o e 1992 & 3 2003 & A 4 sub kR PRSP 0 Ao g 2-3 47
7+ » Davisetal. (1992) -~ Ruby et al. (1993,1996) % Rodriguze et al.
(1999) 35:F * s f= <250um 12 3R R 50 o SRR Rk B
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Daviset al. (1992)

Ruby et al. (1993)

Ruby et al. (1996)

Pk S ( PBET)
e S e k3% 14 <250 pm k3% 14 <250 pm 50°C %5z 24 hr
(F & *4pix9) (F & *4pi59) i <250 um
s A 250 mL &4 250 mL ‘&4 250 mL PE
o % i
Y i 140 mL 40 mL 40 mL
R Water bath 37°C Water bath 37°C Water bath 37°C
ki &5 # # 10L/min & #
w5 wrist-action shaker wrist-action shaker /& & 70 um fe 3¢ & §
f - 10gm 4gm 0.4gm
L
pH 13 13 7% 13
2840
I aE 25
NaCl # E ]
pepsin £ 1.25 gm/L 1.25 gm/L
Citrate £ 12.5 gm/L 0.50 gm/L
mal ate # 12.5 gm/L 0.50 gm/L
lactic E 10.5 mL/L 420 uL/L
acetate E 12.5mL/L 500 puL/L
i 14:1 10:1 100: 1
(mL/gm)
Ei 2hr 2hr 1hr
¥ ) it 80~90 %
SR
pH 7.0 7.0 7.0
(diaysis bag)
pancreatin # 0.5gm/L 0.5gm/L
bile # 1.75 gm/L 1.75gm/L
R # # #
ﬁ%] EF 2hr 2 hr 4 hr

mE LA BT

4 T
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302-20 HABRE RIS G okiiiRsk R H0 Bk ()

Y2 )gle Hamel et al.(1998) Rodriguze et al. (1999)  Sarkar et al. (2003)
Rk S (IVG& IVG-AB) (IVG-S& IVG-Al)
i Tl NIST 2710 soil <74 um . 57 16 <250 um #
Jersey City Composite (F 5 *4piF9)
150 <d< 250 um

F O A5 Nalgene bottles 1L canning jar 250 mL “&+4x

Y R 50~500 mL 600 mL 150 mL

A Water bath 37°C Water bath 37°C Water bath 37°C

REF 5 # 1.0L/min ¥ # 5

- N Water bath shake 100 rpm 5 1= $g 4= stirrer ¥ +=
EEE 0.05& 0.5gm 4.gm lgm
L

pH - 1.8 1.8

NaCl 0.13M 0.15M 0.15M

pepsin 12.8gm/L 12.5gm/L 12.5gm/L

citrate - - £

malate E: E: #

lactic - - £

acetate - - -

e E L 100:1~5000:1 150: 1 150 : 1

(mL/gm)

CED - 200 gm dough £

Pt & 2hr 1hr 1hr
| AR 5P

pH £ 55 7.0

pancreatin # 0.35 gm/L 0.35 gm/L

bile £ 3.5gm/L 3.5gm/L

e # iron hydroxide gel strip-coated ferric

oxide
ﬁi?l ¥ £ 1hr 1hr
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Baod Taxr | 2@ AP 2235% 0 o f<250um d4 34k
ST R AR AR IEAEY B9 T B RE Y AT 250um 5 ¢ R o
",f Pzt RS Y b G0 AR RRIE 0 Bl A B R
PR S FRP TS Ok F I R SEE RGE R
CF R ERR
bR Rkt o 4ok 2-2 #7571 > Daviset al. (1992 ) ~ Ruby

etal. (1993) % Sarkaretal. (2003) 2i¢ * 250 mL “E+r i % 48 ¢
Rk s 0>t 1996 # Ruby et al. & PBET ch# b2k > 2 ¢ ik
* 250mL & A i 70pm 3t e PE A ikl (7 5 F i 4o Bl 2-9 o1
7 0 7 1999 # Rodriguze et al.*t% 0 IVG ¥ IVG-AB = j# + §_
fl* Foi s BRBHF - 74 5 1L chcanningjar s F BT

el 2-10 77 o RIPEAA TP o K RFLEZ XA S Bt
HRE A 0 M BB fRR I REERREY 25 AP Tl
B Pt B F 2ACR R NR P KB F R (T R B R
R TR E o Vb AR R 0 50 MHEERAIER

Flpb -k et B R s b 37°C o

Tanis
T

H™ Exit flow
rate meter

Argon gas supply i h g
- I Reaction
i - flask
& 7 40 ml fluid
!
[

0.4 g soil

T~

Temperature-controlled water bath (37°C)

B 2-9:70um 3t HPE &~ % i/ F g e 7 & BI(Ruby et al., 1996 )
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st Air gas dispersion

\. 4‘—_’— Stirrer
B 2-10 : canning jar ¥ &% % B (Rodriguze et al., 1999)
C. ki 5
drk 2-2 %151 > Davis et al. (1992) ~ Ruby et al. (1993) =48
R I AT EF BT BAFRY 22 T 1996
# o 0 REHET SRE 2 RBF B EFPYRE AL o AR 2297
7+ > Ruby et al. (1996 )~ Rodriguze et al.(1999) 2 Sarkar et al. (2003)
& * 1.0L/minagon gas® # 1 ;% > @ F BIALY L5 R
BIFRRE R o fud WA LR AT LR A TR argongas 4
FERFEREZ 2 FITE OIS ARy <0 A AL g R
B PFAERE EREE G ek Btk BAEM ) i Fie- H
oo K,éft S F%Iﬁf;‘:z;;? it B % = (oxidation reduction
potential » ORP) #jj it ks® » £ - BEHA 4pk > % 5 0
CE A §F L RRT ehE s AHIS0MV > L S g s 25 R
-50MV - i % §-150MV » 3 % % -200MV » & % £-250MV (% b v
B o1978)cd p s PRRTNEEEF T AR DS e o
oS By d CPRRT LI ERLE PR ZEE

PE SRR AR 0 I IR D B RE N AR 0 RT nf iR
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2-6-2

ToX ERFA M EAD P FEFR|CFE L HEFR =
WA F MR T A RS S P RRT s LRESE
’?ﬁ’ ]“:"i‘,ﬁ I"]_,‘ y e ﬂrﬁgp A z_4 ;}’ﬂ i’;;tr’}j\pi‘ » T #\a{’;&ﬁ 3

o FCBRE I T 5 BRA S ELET

R

A ornlbz MR Y > 1R A HIRAMY Yy
It A HER R ouEd > 3N F oo 4ok 2-2 #75% > Davls et al. (1992)
2 Ruby etal. (1993) %= 7 *t4~ 8 p= 4| * wrist-action shaker =77
SR emEes o F|O 1996 £ Ruby et al.eh PBET s> % i3 0
1993 £ 2 3> ;8> d PEA /L T 3 2.3V 4 ~ argongas #-
NP AR £ o3 1999 # Rodriguzeetal. i IVG £ IVG-AB
e gk b it Ruby (1996) =17 j# > 3 * 100 rpm mechanical
mixing> » 1 2003 # Sarkar et al.>* IVG-S & IVG-Al = 2 F 2 f*
mechanical mixing - 4] * mechanical mixing 7= ;% ¥ 5 #3pF > &
R F B2 A B EERS 3P AL ERY R
CEI RN RS SRS - R A R S R RS
iy LA

P RE 2

¥t WE DS o F RpREESR pHFF 10400 #HZ3
T NP R pHLT~L8 i 18 % RenpH E € 2
RBAO; HE A /@2 2P penpH B9 5 200 281583
% 4.0~5.0- Davisetal. (1992) £ Rubyetal. (1993) 12 pH=1.3 i*
2% Aeip|TiE o @ Ruby et al. (1996) & PBET = ¢ i *

.‘
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pH=1.325 2 4.0 is 3 ;e 2 Bl % @& » pH=13 5 § 7 JLp chpt sk

>

B pH=25 5 % 32 TiE > pH=4.0 5 91 % phek B o &7
TR B RAR 2211 ER 221297 > B 211 5 pHEM L 55 »
Mz B aB % pH K 134 8 1 25 > & 5 Anacondaresidential
soil no. ICARS-I )z RBF j%_50 %*% = 32 %: Anaconda residential soil
no. Il (ARSI1) 2. RBF /.44 %'% & 31 % ; T 3i5m 3 & RBF "% i1
716 % B 2-12 5 pH 24 RBF 2 B 4B > 4 pH K _13#% 3 3
2.5 FF » ¥ % Butte mine waste no.1 (BMW-1) 2. RBF j¥_9.5 %" 1
3.8 % ; Butte mine waste no.2 (BMW-II ) 2. RBF j¥_35%"% 1 13% ;
Bartlesville soil (BVS) z. RBF j£_70 %" T 26 % Salt Lake City soil
(SCS) z. RBF j%_83%"% = 22 % ; Coppertiontailingno.l (CT-1)
2. RBF j¥_16 %% = 8 % ; Coppertion tailing no.2 (CT-2) 2. RBF
#_10 %" 3 6 % ; Bingham Creek Channel (CT-3) 2. RBF %_49 %
3 24%; Tiom = 42 RBF ' 7 65 % At 2% k7 0 pH %
43 selhenipla s £% 2 3% - Rodriguzeetal. (1999) % IVG
W22 Sarkaretal.(2003) e IVG-S = 2 #-pH % 25 1.8
EREFIVGHEER S A7 M A% B2 RBFA Y 5 167 %
(CV=75.2%)>m IVG-S = ;2 # > & Immokalee z_ # RBF 7 72.8
% ; Miollhopper z_ # RBF 3 39.0% o
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pH2.5

pH1.3

8 88 8 3 °

©0)494 SV

ARSI

ARS

)

& Fh RBF B %

pH

R 2-11

pH2.5

..r..r..r..rm.r..rm.r..r..r..r.
C A A A LA A LA L

.H...r..H...r..r..r..rm.r..rm.r..r..r..r..H...r..H...r..r..r..rm.r..rm.r..r..r..r..m..r..m..r..r..r..rm.r..r
.....r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r..r.

™

pH1

90

o O O o o O O
N

© 1O < O™

(%)494 ad

BMW-II  BVS SCS cr-1 Cr-2 CT-3

BMW-

)

|

2 4. RBF B %

pH

B 2-12

i* H

B.

RXN
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#ic (Ruby et al., 1999) > @ 3 f2R &R Fv 5 4pK - Bk - Ak
GfeBfERTORFAVABZMBRAS L F AP FRYL 12
L> T35 27 2 1-2L 0% % (i £ 0 1981) 0 Tt A 48 4ok
LRI T Mt B R o LAY 0 ok 22977 o BV E
SeiF 3 TR * MR B (10~150 mL/gm) (Davlset a., 1992 ; Ruby
et al., 1993 ; 1996 ; Rodriguez et al., 1999 ; Sarkar et a. 2003 ) - Hamel
etal. (1998) r # & NIST % # 1 3 (Montana SRM 2710) £ Jersey
City 2 3273 B b > S5 A3 232 pFv & 100
1~5000 : 1 mL/gm p¥ > $3+4% ~ 4% ~ 4% ~ 42 ABF 2557 + o e 4
B 4o 2-13 #71 5 Hamel et al. (1998) &7 e ik B1t T A
53 oxli wF R 0 Jersey City 4 30 3 % B § #ak 2 ABF -
Ay ¥ a2 1000 0 1 mb/gm #i g ek sk g (fasting
ratio) - fe i * fasting ratio iz B % § &3 3 % 0w L 2
EipBEaf b E A 2l T REA PSP T (23) 2
W F P B S L G A S kA 2R a2 d
Flt R EV RV R AR o Gy A LERO TG
e @ Fendedioh B RRE U H MR ER AT RAEDR
1000 : I mL/gm i B+t B F 7 (% 5 % Sficid o

»
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Bioaccessible Arsenic (ppm)

40

20+

101

;

0 . v - v v
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000

Liquid to Soil Ratio (ml gastric fluid/ g soil, normalized)

B 2-13: ;& H 2 # RBF B B (Hamel etal., 1998)

C. &%k
Héem 5o ﬂ«f"mﬂ]‘ﬁg PR 2 Py oot ex .t e g il g
7% fRom 33 A7 7 R 5 Rodriguez et al.(1999 )#% 3¢ & #~ (dough)
hi 4o §HRR 2 5 J ok B IVG 2 IVG-AB gk ? 4 £ 8

i iR to ¥R 4 4
¢o(ge®) iS4~ F LY 0 12 dag 2 calcine } 3k it A

= =k

sk 2 BLERS iRk & ¢ R % 200 gm dough

hipBR o B R Ko dag RS %q‘%ﬁﬂiflﬁcé?@‘iﬂd’ﬁﬂi
Ppooetim £ R (211 244 mg/kg soil ) 5 & calcine # 3% 4% &
¢ %qé»ﬁﬂyszécﬁ A€ W Aok end 3 2 ) 60 % (19.7 22 24.3
mg/kg soil ) o Flot A A T o Gk A R e 2 AR R 2 4
Mot g A fe o R H T ]2 G
;J!-;I:v' &

SR TGN T 2 BT 12 B & 22

Davisetal. (1992) ¥ Rubyetal. (1993) 7 2 -] FFiti a 7 # 5 ehpF
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B F1E# i 12 New Zealand White rabbits 3= 5 % 48 *F 385 >
LR FIR 2 R s PO R ERE o e i
fsdperty ¢ > Ruby et al. (1996) & PBET 93 2 F » 3us 1]
PEens R R 7 & it 80~90%h & o Flpt B T f

ST e 1) AL F PR

2-6-3 /| B F i iE it
‘% pH
~Ea T o gRpHEYL 700 40k 2-2477F > Davlset al.
(1992) ~ Ruby et al. (1993) ~ Ruby et al. (1996) #2127 7.0 # 5 |
ik ehpH E 0 31993 # Ruby et al.# * 7 3 3 mL DI water %
NaHCO; e 47 1% (dialysisbag) * ¢ 4o HCl » & #-% jZehpH &2
B3 7.0£0.2 &7 %5 % - 2 Rodriguze et al.(1999 >+ IVG ¥ IVG-AB

32 b grig pH 5 55 1T 5 ) i dpkde B - A 2T g

ot

)

%3 15> w7 2003 # Sarker et al.x #] %k pH EiE 75
7.0 Bgom B fsRE R T L SR B pH @8 pH7.0 -
B. = %At *
Wt oo ied ol 2%y - 2 7] 1999 £ 4 B4 0 %
2-2>1999 # Rodriguzeetal.# IVG-AB =77 ;2 + » i - 3% 17 teabag
(mEes ) T3 Ry BE M AF B¥g? - tae bag e # 5
161 cm?® > 44 B % 8 um nylon membrane filter> f= ¥z 3 10 gmiron
hydroxide gel » iron hydroxide gel ¥_¢ 0.65M FeCl; solution 72 2.7 M
NH,OH # 4o % pH 5 6 % #lm = » S5 k7 > & * e f e IVG
Wk EY %2 RBF X B REH TR > dope=0.74 >
R*=0.62; e % & * i@ IVG 38k > 2 ¢ » - % 2 RBF £ 3
T An b ¥ dlope=0.76 > R°=0.67 > #7114 ¢ * wovdH| ¥ g ec L
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fifrcdk o @ 3t 2003 & Sarkar et al.# 7 ¢ 47 B Rodriguze et al.:n
IVG-AB = % - fr PFiE— H ec 2 vl endy 9 - Sarkar gz 24
40 cm? 4k i A (filter paper) # = %% 14 > £ % + ferricoxide h
Foiseng g A& 6.5cm > 3% 8 um nylon membrane filter ¢
FoORH AR R HED st o AT R R BT B
217 @ % A2 RBF faw fFaf AL S (slope) i 116
R?=0.98 5 + g B e yornk o b P (0 & o i@ et iF o

1 R

Ryp2 2E o [ 5 endi b L d 3§l 1 0.5~-2 cml/s ihig A v

L e iR iR ] S R IR o F SN IFE R e
s @K AAZE10em ey Ft SR A H e @R R 2 F A
slome T A of PRl h ReE R 35 (35 1991) ¢ f
Y3 2xb @&k Y o 4ok 2-2 %757 > Davlsetal. (1992) ¥ Ruby et al.
(1993) LR *hedsk ™ » ¥ ) s Pl T g 0 20 PRI S 5% 5
#ic > & Ruby et al. (1996) A PBET &z = 2 ¢ Plec* 4] pF >
%uﬁlﬁm“~%;«%£V%*m$WMaﬂ%ﬁﬁ$°Eﬁ
Rodriguze et al (1999 )7 IVG 2 IVG-AB = j# 2 Sarkar et al.( 2003)
1 IVG-S 2 IVG-Al = 2 ¢ > f"‘f’ﬁfii 1/ pF o 7 8FPEE%

PR D K e
B2% o ¥ FEIR e

FE MR fkz Fit o R A b G kR AEs L & RS
Rodriguze et al. (1999) == F# £ IVG 2 IVG-AB % *t 2542 5 - H 23 5%
B 4T

(1) IVG 5 #FRIFRSEH Wi 2y > % pHAFI 184
BAAR T LR AR RS B RIRS 2 NS o 1
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4

l.water bath at 37 °C

EEEEE NN SN NN NN NN NN NN EEEEEEENER vl Ca.nningja.rS(].L)f‘r:-’Lyﬁ reaCtoerIS Zfllq’i%‘gg-#*}?\s%ﬁ

BEEPFERIpH &
4.% # * paddle stirrers #+(100r pm)

(Gastric Phase)

# % 600 mL 3§ 7
(0.15M NaCl & 1% porcine pepsin)

'

(Intestinal Phase Digestion)

e rprepkit 2109 2 LpE4 0210

v

# %14 f- NaHCO; 33 i
FRITRPH BRI S5RE IR

Intestinal Phase Digestion »
ey | & 1] PF2 > 22 Luerlock
syringe < # 40ml /|- % %

4r > 4 g s0ils(1/150)
2 200 g dough(2 %)

(Intestinal Phase-Absor ption)

'

A4 r prervki 2009 2 g% 0219

rik HCl 3 %
BEPH I 18

y

v v

% 46 - NaHCO3 33 i%
’Ei ’} pH l'g_-j_ 551&,1) Jg§/’}

v

GastricPhase ¥ & 1 /] F¥is » 14
Luerlock syringe 4= & 40ml % /#

#-iron hydroxide & * 161 cm? 8 pm ¢
nylon membrane filter # 3#-nylon membrane
filter & K& RBHF i

IVG ~— =—p
IVG-AB ...p

"i::mmuuw

Intestinal Phase-Absorption * & 1 /) P¥fs »
W-xr e B 0 250mL = & 4u5ge > H4ex 0.2
M H,SO,#4: 1 - p*

}

& (10000rpm » 15min)
2 0.45um G AGE R
£k HCl g Rpe i

A 4

ICP-HG &~ ¥ £ ¢ &

A

Intestinal Phase-Absor ption »
L aap | AR &S 12 Luerlock syringe
o 40ml - % i%

B 2-14 : -

(EES

37
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i IVG 2 IVG-AB #2 *F 325 42 & (Rodriguez et al.,1999 )




B-pH A Z SSHERG AR - RS F L o T RS S
(2) IVG-AB #5% @ #-F RS54 5 #ehi 29 » %pHA KT 18
Bt s Ap o i 1 Lop PR jefh 3 AptRs o e r PR 2 OEER
B #-pH#® I 55 %454 » ¥ 2 iron hydroxide gel H3% % 4p s i

T o 1P yapths o

Bofs #drd RS BRI A S 1L ICP-HG » 472 £ & ik

BEAR b i A g sn 2 BB 2 2 TS ey £ ARG

= Y =

_‘T‘_

%&ﬁa@ﬁjkl%%:

1. A = surrogate reference material (SRM ) 2 5§ A &

2. AFzHie * @ R ¥R (velocity gradient > f f- G G=W ’
HrlUs2°P PL#EF > HWWN-ms);pa3bA = N-
SNV R B R A Himm®) HORY BagR LT A1

3. V- HH I F BRI E R A0 2 0 NPT A

4, k- % RBFE = b %3 58 #50

SP o AT 2P R ASS b2 =i 2 SRM » 4r AST iE

* NaHASO, - 7TH,O #3318 5 ¢ A% (¢ 4% reproducibility, external
3 it Rodriguez et al.

M

recovery % internal recovery) e H# =t AFT g H#-ig I
(1999) 2 4 % 4 >3k A2 » YN S22 - 2 BmER 524
Pt R 2 > AL BT N RRALS Bk T E BT -

A
F
B EERP S
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I

¥R By

RETE LR P SR A f oM Rk (AR X Rsk
2 ARETERAE > NELEREAF TR TS 4 R
AR RO iRER S 2 B SRk~ A2 ICP-AES Bl % & #icip At A
1 -

1R % ALA 8 Sl
AAF A FER Rk R BlE 0 A G Rl T B R R 0 4
- F 2-6 %2 B 2-14 511 0 %ARA & k4% Rodriguzeetal. (1999)
FEECIVG 2 IVG-AB 88 ¢h 32342 5 > % ow 4R RARS
BN R ST IRRAR B £ 3l 2 AT LBk Sk 2 ;];Ja b

(1) & el
PSSR Fo(e 0 W HPRS <250 um o M HRT S EpiE 4 e R
iﬁ » B 04~10 gm v ik FH vt 10~5000 mL/gm > &= 7 aE K i H
0.5gm: ;&% 1000: 1~

(2) 7 Rt
ARSI R e RPN 500mL w pEL VLS A
SHRAT YR P VAR RS WEE LT EREE T W
ko PER-RFRITEF IR MRRETERZE K
# 0 2 F B AcB 3-1 417 o

(3) 5 49
riEgk @ * % 4p pH 1.8 > iiifl& 4t NaCl 2 pepsin: ¥ g 1/ B > @
7 Se & B B Aok AL o
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(4) 4ok -
B Y [ 4p pH 7.00 3% 4 pancreatin 2 bile> £ i 1] pF

e 2 &% e TH o

(5) FPf 5o 2 &2 47

. 3500 rpm ~ 045 mifjg > 3 7 ICP-AES » 4774k & o

% 31 AT RSk S Y R A

7P @;f)ﬁ;j *EF 2 S HE wooOP
R Tl N - ) -t e R @ WY S Sdpir kA ks A
#42<250 pm
#5EE 0.4~10 gm 0.5gm ARy EZRRE T 05 gmo kY
1000 : 1
i 10-5000 mL/gm 1000 mL/gm F ik A & P R AR f
F R 150~600 mL “&4r 500 mL s ¥y GRER IR Rl % fo
N el ki (37°C) F 423(37°C) PR B 1T LR R R
> Ladiaks K B4 FOpooRdp e R
RE N iF N AFLHERFF kS
i AR
pH pH 1.8 R & HCl 2 %3 & pH
1R 015MNaCl+1 g 2 @ » porcine pepsin (activity:800-2500
% pepsin unit/mg)
FepR o Llhr S N i it 80~90 %= & 4
%5 4R
pH 55 o R, 1 4 fv NaHCO3 3 i% 34 & pH
R A i pancreatin+ bile @ii?]t e pancreatin - 1. porcine pancreatin: 4X, U.S.P.
Vg SolRBC % biler i % * 2 bileextract: (CASNO. 8008-63-7)
LS ASLE S 3. [ 1 RRALS
FepF 1-4hr 1 hr FoBd of 3l %$F 35
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Flpt 0 AT L MR AR R Ao B 32 41 0 IR REHRE R L BN

T E ERE ST T AREA HE  ¢ g

Matrix SRM £ 4f & & °

AFE G 00T Rk B SR T

1. NaHASO, - 7H,0O : 99.0% - # % & ( Showa)

2. % K NIST SRM 2710 Montana soil

ERIREEACT

Element Mass Fraction
(%)
Aluminum 6.44 +  0.08
Calcium 1.25 £ 0.03
lron 338 £ 010
Magnesium 0.853 £ 0.042
Manganese 1.01 £ .04
Phosphorus 0106 = 0013
Potassium 2.11 + (11
Silicon 28.97 + 0.8
Sodium 1.14 £ Q.06
Sulfur 0,240 +  0.006
TiHanium 0283 = 0.010

Zz 9 k& > SRM £ 4F tk &

Element

Antimony
Arsenic
Barium
Cadmium
Copper
L.ead
Mercury
Nickel
Silver
Vanadium
Zinc

PARE<TAum> o~

Mass Fraction
(mg/kg)

384
626
T07

218

2950
5532
ize

14.3

433

76.6

6952

+
+
T
1
i
+
£
+
£
&+
=+

3
38
51

0.2

130
&0

1.8

1.0

)3

2.3
91

3. porcine pepsin : activity 800-2500 unit/mg ( Sigma CAS NO.

9001-75-6)

porcine pancreatin : 4X, U.SP. (SigmaCASNO. 8049-47-6)

bile extract porcine : ( Sigma CAS NO. 8008-63-7 )

HCI : 35.0-37.0% > :#% & (Showa)
NaHCO; : 99.5-100.3% » # % % ( Showa)

4
5
6. NaCl : 99.5% - :#% » (Showa)
7
8
9

HNO; : 69.5% > :# % % (Scharlau)

10. DI -k :>18Q (Millipore Milli-Q plus)

11, P4 2% @ 1000 ppm (Merck)

12. 78 & 4R 12 % 0 100 ppm (Merck)
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%ﬁ%#

HA B R D

B] 3-1: ﬂ\fj F@ﬁﬁfﬁ%g/m)irﬁ”iﬁirﬁ
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F Rt
1 &% 500mL s #¥g
2. 538 37405 °C
3. ¢ * g4 $£4£(350~2000 rpm)
4. %P T pH & ~ 8 & - ORP

|

Phase | : Gastric Phase : : -
Phasell : Intestinal Phase Digestion

% % 500mL % % -
(0.15M NaCl & 1 % porcine pepsin ) J e r e 1.75gm £
—r— L% % 0.175gm
A 4
to » AR T R
( 500~2000 mL/gm) % &7 fr NaHCOz 73 jfe 1 -3
pH B3 T 55 i | %%

A 4

723k HCI 33 i
AR PH 1 1.8

. “ie FRel ] pmis
13 b AT g 15 mL § R 1 bt B 15 mL | %R

EBR W R R A 4T

. (3500 rpm > 15 min)
r20.45um g A8 g

A 4

ICP-AES % 478

B 320 AR g 2 R oAl Y s 2 SR AR
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32 Bk

&%é%ﬂ%%%%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁgﬁvipf”%?$&
Fite 42 4B rsE Phasel 5§ B R T - (ORP) - Phasell 5 1E# 5 A&
Phase lll ;& Ftt ~Phase 1l % 4p % B~ pF & 385 22 PhaseV f&?%ﬁ:—i&ﬁ%i
e

GF

’

3-2-1Phasel § i* B R T 5%

pH & 8 2. Bt 2% 4p ¢ £ & eh%]% (Rubyetal., 1993 ; 1996)
FOEERAMI SR B2 ACRFLPH AN EE 182 550 i
TR AT Apd s BAR AR S A2 Rk AR PERRT
i (oxidation reduction potential - ORP) » 4 & 5 @ § £+150 mv ~ + = 4j
B2 % E-50mv s E-150myvs B % 5 -200mv s B E-250 my (R
ko &_> 1978) - &7 5 Ty REd F A @%]EE‘? » ORP g jisrd b i d 5
SEE T FRAERSIRARLE ERSLP OB $8
A HHEAN S Gl AST AR RAPFE YL F HRE 2 AS® ORP i
TL-AREIPAN L LR Sl RiEE Y 0 T AT - Sl
AR E R B RREAY 2 ORPo L8 v gt i MR AE Y
fs 2% P 74 ORP -

MEiet 1L 25 43E3 2 RIARB F BIALIT & F Bige Nk
i afFE P o 4Bl 33977 > T iRBl 322 24 H 5 s 8 ERALR &
FiRgk o T 8- 1F P 5 R Bl 25 500rpm LB T MR R R o R B B
FE 5 1000: 1 > F B ES%EARY o 35 £ B NagHASO, - 7H,0 £ NIST
2710 soil 2. pH @27 ORP - #ift 3 #EH 2 & B4 * Corning 2 @ %45
MPOI 2.4 AR % g B3 % » @ * CES (Chadlenge
Environmental System) = @ 2 &5 £ % (SpinRing) &% » < |
5 40 mmx9 mm> pH 2 Z AR EHR*Y WIW 27 WFE KT RE
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( Laboratory Mulit-Parameter Instruments) » 3| 5% % inoLab® Level 3+
WAL 5 ppidk R (pH)~% ¥ £ (DO, mg/L )~ & % & (Conductivity,
us/cm) en# i 0 A B ek R (pH) 2 3 * glass electrode method -
BpprviE | #&E T2 %4 E 5240003 % t:BRT > (ORP) #*
platinum electrode method » ®rr 2 ¥ i /| BB T - = 24 E 5402
BRE(C) Vi | #cgh T - = 2F @ 5+01C o
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il

| /'\

Hi Ja

(1] BEREE

N
sy
[
iy

BAKYE
B %

A H RO

VA<D

B33:pzs tBRRT =25 BHETRIE
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3-2-2 Phase || 5% 3 B i#5%

A oo MM RE G R o AR augd oo BTy A
wrist-action shaker == ;“ ficfg 7 cngd (Davisetal., 1993) > f 18 :xd &
R/HELT 223V~ F F (1 L/min) s RCE BEE T i dURE 1F 2
(Ruby et al.,1996) o BiT Pt * $ff & 2 484 (100 rpm) > @ 5 4
% # ® % (Rodriguez et al., 1999 ; Sarkar etal., 2003) o d *t A 48 5 4F#
FRAHEPTALFY ) P ien Kb d § (A5 50 1984)0 2
TAEWCRL > T v gk R Y HIEE G R 2 AR MdRdg 0 Tl AEREUR
HHBRIIEERRAH A F e B % 37 Figh R A2 #Hi#
i 75 0 A % 5 0~500 2 1000 rpm > i B+ 5 1000 : 1mb/gm > 14 ]
S2MWNHBEHRALE L (TER 0 Z A PR P T2 M FERE A AT BT
o ek - i R EARY F T T2 2 E A ks (replicate
control ) * > B pFieF- 23 v F$1H & (blank control ) 2 % > &
Bk g fs A B E RT3 NapHASO,- 7H,0O 2 NIST 2710 soil 2 jk & 3+
FHEEA PG bk (ABF) &£ CV & -

B 3-4 : Orpm £ *F 285 P& ®B 3-5: 500 rpm £ ¢k 285 B R
G i B % 14)
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B 3-6 : 1000 rpm %Y *F 25k P
(ife i iF R %) 6I7)

RS S Py TAPFERP LERE S LT R A RTE T 2
BEH 0 A E Aot o é)glev’ (Davls et al.,1992 ; Ruby et al., 1993 ; 1996 ;
Hamel et al., 1998; Rodriguez et al., 1999 ; Sarkar et al.,2003) » & * rpm
Kdom F sth i Ess R o orpm 2 R F R G ORERBE 0 Tl
FEREH Y - BTHF R EERREZERFAR (G) R 12
T AFTRET LY 2R RPFR RIS B2 EERR 0 I EFERE
B3 g EEEEH Y L G iR G ¥t e A (encapsulation) §
PRz 2o e Mg BHRE 2 o3 4T (Cerraet al.,1979) -

du P
G=—- |
dz  \pv 0

2 GE G > ST E el (dz) 2@ A4 (du)> H
s lUsecr PaxZX »HxW(N-m/s);uiiR » BN - gm’; V
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SF G ooxr A Him m > x A7 i24h CES ( Chalenge
Environmental System, INC.) = @ & * 387 e fis5f 2 B & (7501 2%
Ror o B9 W CES 2@ @id o <] 5 50 mmx10 mm & 5 L EREF 2
FrREEFR M HEBRFLHFPERPM 2 M4 2 GiEer RPM 2
% B4-T (CES, 2002) :

P=1.03x10 "xRPM?*#1%8%3 (8)

CES/IJTA, 1-L

100 -

Velocity Gradient (G), s™

=Y
o

100 1000
Stirring Rate, rpm

Velocity Gradient as a Function of Stirring Rate

[
o

B 3-7:RPM £ G &2 # 2 B (CES. INC, 2002)

AR GRGRY CES2 P4 ) 5 50 mmx10 mm & § fERLBE
MmO E TR Y 2B ERK S CES &7 ® 4] 5 40mmx9mm £ $“§
R2ZBE IR HEE o Ly Laetal. (1975) 77 kx> # 5

P2 2Bt B SR8 TefH AFH ~TsFPag
e (A)FE o m Giae PP ARTREN GE
AR B E X AT ZF e F e E# 5 05 L ¢ CES
2 AL 2 TR RBEINDT G Ee (UV)P S m B %o 25
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FH7HENAFT 2 FEEHE2Z GE > 40T £ 2757 > 3t 500 rpm #
Bz G & 4 470sec™ » 1000 rpm ¥+ /2. G & 5 1006 sec™

%32 A7 HEE GEYEE

CESINC., (2002) A
BT Ko fR 50 mmx10 mm 40 mmx9 mm
5% A 1L 05L
RPM (rpm) velocity gradient (G), sec™

0 0 0

500 326 470

1000 698 1006

3-2-3 Phaselll % #3355

ARAFY PIRGS RSB ER S BEEL PG 22 £ & S8 Ruby
etal., 1999) > @ BfERERE 5 ARM - BH ] > AFE{oRfERY
REVARBBRRAT D AMABGRITE FRFIRAY - LiEL Y
ot ¥R E 1% FHv (10~150 mL/gm)( Daviset al., 1992; Ruby et al .,
1993; 1996 ; Rodriguez et al., 1999; Sarkar et al., 2003 ) Hamel et al.( 1998 )
% B NIST 2% 4 3% (Montana SRM 2710 ) £2 Jersey City 2 # 35 :47% &
RS % BT % B 4100 1 1~5000 1 1 mbL/gm BF oo 4% - 4%~ 4%~ 4
2. ABFEE7 =« » et 3 > Jersey City 2 3303 R B il 5 &3
2. ABF - @ Rodriguez et al., 1999 #5 31 % 4% ( dough) m’T S ¥R cnd $e
7o g8 1 dag 2 cacineit 7V Al Rk o B % kT fdag ¢ o
EE m,l B P RBFT sk F AL B ;e Acadcine” ’i,’"J&ﬁiIﬁﬂf‘;ﬁ](ZOO
gm) 4 < & RBF ¥ 33~66% ¢ & K Fl& 4] 5 4 P A

ARSI e @ eDABGR R TR RESR S S0 R R ED
AP a2 FE > Mgsk i * 200:1 ~ 1000:1 ~ 5000:1 mL/gm 2% #
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WAETRER O P PR A Z A WE 0 A BT AT

#3317 o E 2 i 14

Liquid to solid ratio (mL/gm)

200:1 1000:1 5000:1
Volume (mL) 500 500 500
Na,HAsO, - 7H,0 (mgQ) 2.5 0.5 0.1
NIST 2710 soil (mg) 2.5 0.5 0.1

3PCFE M A 500mL > 4 25gm -~ 0.5gm 2 0.1 gm 5 NapHASO, -
7H,0 £ NIST 2710 soil 12 4~ %) & B 7 f ik By - ik B 3-3 2 88 *h 385k 42
B it {70 45% 5% & 5 470 sec” (500 rpm) s it {7 = e AF F #1# & (replicate
control ) ¥2- %% v 414 & (blank control ) 2 ip| % > &5k % & &~ &

£ Bl NapHASO, - 7H,0 27 NIST 2710 soil z kB ¥ -5 § ¥4 3 it
“#er CV B o

3-2-4 Phase |11 % #p % B~p FF 382
AT REEL AP iﬁ%”%%%&ﬁﬁ’¢%w§%%@ﬁﬁ
- Ro4rd 223 %= F 26 ] HS AR S BPE R 2 3RS 0 Tt ARk
B¥E 3t 5 5 B % NapHASO, - 7H,0 ¥ NIST 2710 soil 2z 44 Jk &
P B 332 E%ARAEF MR R AR 5 500rpm o % F 5 1000:1
mL/gm:> &< 2 e 5 g2 F R Fd 1wl 3 11/ pF > I 5§
1) EFEPRHEE EL SRS LR 2 i

3-2-5PhaseV A& ¥ % i &%
PO R%RZ VAN - e D BHEMREFEET SRS
(control sample) z. T (Fip| F_o SFEiE 2 A F 2 Mgk 2 > d 3 4
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RRARLBEED AR 2 EGFRT KL LA IR ST 7 AR
%% (Kdleyeta., 2002 ; Davisetal., 1992 ; Ruby et al., 1993 ; 1996 ;
Rodriguez et al., 1999 ; Sarkar et al. 2003) » H 5k & ;2 32 7 RSk 2 5% 2
BHBALR B OF T RE: LA RS LS AR AT
REYLE (2002) = fAE & 0 29 4] (blank control ) ~ £ 4F & 41
(replicate control )~ 22 SRM - #] (SRM control ) 2 # F &2 ¥ 4] ( matrix
control )o & 1A% *v 7 R * nEH Y LT 7 FRIS AP FT
Betesd st B A ORR o F 5 s R T RRAE 0 BT pFRIRES do0f
B0 fREE G F2ZARME Bl BT AR RERS (SRM) TiE
7 3~b £ Ak 0 1L REF ABF 2. 8 B % #c (coefficient of variation,
CV)e % /E &8 RBF> RIE:E(T 35 €47 1 FHEHR & (4% B NIST
A VAT HCVIEL I R PR 2 Ry o § BT
FERF SR EPF > T FATREE RS A F F PR SR
BEPEEFARERE 1 R B FREETRREF -

52



3-3 % 2 |ICP-AES p| 22
331 HE 2

A% 54 NIEA W3L1L51B &R = 2 0 M a8 & % R + 4 4 %
# ;2 ( Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Spectrometry,
ICP-AES) ~» 47tk &2 PR R > d 3t A ifSh A & A 495 fR L AR &0 3
B LY FR T AR 23 BB ER S R A ERR
ERERB VR AL PERR Box A% k& A 3500 rpm
Brw o g 0.45m TR 1S 2 ik s R FIRERG R Bl A
Ff@@ﬁwﬁ%%aanﬁﬁﬁ§ﬁf‘Wﬂiﬁ@gﬁ%,u@ﬂ
Bz it B REBRTRSYT RERP R G FEE > 53
% 34-

#0340 R A8 E TR R IR R 2 A TR

R S 3 (i 12
® EAI 5 Thermo IRIS Intrepid |1 XSP

# £ (nm) 193.759 nm

T 1200 W

T ﬁﬁiﬁ'lfﬁ;‘ pls (Axid)

% g A & % (Ar)

%Y F Wi 20 psi

R I - DI ] 1.0 L/min
g 1.75 mL/min

332 &+

1.# & s iF .
PERERREFLT O FBERLI PEAI X M AZZKREMRD
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ST EE N2 THEE I RER EARPM GF  >10.995
Aot AT RS BER L1000 mg/L ¥ - 58
Ao BEREAS- AR ERESE > ERS50-20-10-05-02-
0.05% 0.01 mg/L - P &8 45 F 40T Bl9rr > i8S 2 M 250 5
Y=6.976514X-0.00095 > R*% 0.99996 > # & = j* =0.9952 L %_o

50
45 |
40 y=-0.00095+6.976514x
35 R*=0.999964
30
25
20
15
10

Intensity (cps)

0.0 05 1.0 15 20 25 3.0 35 40 45 50 55
As conc.(mg/L)

Bl 3-8: A2 B 4
2. B 1 pH&

Bz 6 #AK(Blank) 5 &% % 0 B 3R 502~ ICP-AES s iRl H 53
BiE R EHI7= - JIH HRRER > M R ERHEFRRE
BERToEE HEEGREL > R K EL 2 3% T 5 ZICP-AESZ & B 1 i
w0 AT 2R E PR 5 0.0052 mg/L e

3.7 2 PR

PSR Aot d BplEE ToE s REL 4 = BHREA
M EREE NHRZER > TRE D Z OB RENRY ) AT 22 E 2
R4 5 0.0397 mg/L -
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4.5 5 % 4]

AL SRR G REABPR A a4
Voo EA A BRI R A LS F R 2 E 4]
Bk g AR B2 F R E4oT £ 357

% 35: kAT § A ICP-AES & 77 % 41 A8 8 9 el 2 v 4

Rk B AR FRE
& R PIR R AT ¥ 4z % 90~110% 102.50~109.25%

BoE g A )k B <2xMDL ND.

AR R A AT AR F A 210% 2.01~2.12%

ot LR ¥ 2 % 80~120% 95.99~108.77%

B i 4 A 49 ¥ 2 % 80~120% 105.77~111.21%

ND=non-detected (method detection limit=0.0397mg/L)

d £2°¢ Vo RERKEIR R W LF 2R 43 90~110% > » F 5k 2.
BESRBPA R T ICEF L 10250~100.25% ; &% 6 A 452 % E )
IR ZERE AR RIBESTO AITRR M 2 B RNHE
CEEAITIRHARE A FF R E S £10% 0 A S AT R A T
HEE AEA S 201-212 % S FE AR &SR TATF SR A
80~120% > # F A2 & F #1H &2 ¥ fcd i 91.9~104.1% ;5 $h S e A
w4 RS 80-120% 0 AR A& 2 SR v T F S
105.77~111.21% - i + st #cdy > &30 &0 F 4198 P 358 & F F1HEE o
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3-4 B s 4§

1.

AR YR Sy i % Excel 2003 2 45 16§ » SPSS10.0 i 7 st 4
fe -

TR A
® Phasel § *:BR T =285 ¢
Bl L F Y NgHASO, - 7H,0 2 NIST 2170 soil 2
ORP £z = [F" 2 b T2 0] > 0 2 W %] 5 Ap22 [ Hap2 i > 5% gk
o
® Phasell 5 ¢F# 3 & 2%
4 NaHASO, - 7H,O 27 NIST 2170 soil Jk & &3+ % ABF» £ A4 &
Fom LR R AP Hap2 M ABF Tiofz 3R Gk
(CV)» ¥ ® 25 NIST 2170 soil § #p2 -] % 4p2. RBF o
® Phaselll ;& B 5%
d NaHASO, - 7H,0 7 NIST 2170 soil ;& & @3+ 5% ABF > £ 4 %
AT L EIE G AP HApz o ABF Tiofcs ¥R ik
(CV) ¥ ¥ 2+ NIST 2170 soil 3 4p27 -] % 4p 2 RBF > 9 Bk
B 4+ MDL 512 MDL + & ABF 2 RBF -
® Phasellll /| % 4p 3 B P B 25 5%
o] % p B pE Y A w27 NgpHASO, - 7H,0 £ NIST 2170 soil 2
BAEREUAMGRE > NFEANH ]S HEFEERHAPER 2R
fggs o
A R e
® ¥ %I A7
1. # NaHASO, - 7TH,O % £ | % ptfi2. ABF RiEH 3% B ¢ F
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L% o k> 11 One Way ANOVA 32§73 A 473t o 4of A
£ > F {27 Bonferrointest» #2732 LB dp
e NIST 2170 soil 75 4o pt 38 7 4 47

G KR )

v2 A B Ap B TRl & W] & ot NagHASO, - 7HO £ NIST 2170 soil

2. ABF 2 F BIFE ~ R p R 2 R FHy 2 fphi o
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T
=
i
k!
e 4
ir
o

4-15 “BR T =R

3% 1 NagHASO, - 7H,O ¥ NIST 2170 soil ® & & itk & » >+ 48 ¢t

Y ERIpH E ORPE Bl 4-1 5 & Rtk &> i 4 Y ORP

T E

—0— NIST 2710 sall
—— NapHAsSO4 - 7TH,0

— 1.8 —= 5.5-6.0 > pH

Bl 4-1: 2 35 s a8 #h 8% ORP 2 % 1 ]

0 1 2 3 4 5 time (hr)

— Gastric —> Intestinal " phase

15 gR o NaHASO, - THO *t 48 #h 2% ¢ > B4~ 2. ORP 5 +250

mv: % #-pHAET 1L8HHT 4p 1 F > ORP &5 4p ¢ & BT % 5

+209 mv > i g2 ORP BT 325 +220 mv > T35 <7 30 mv > 4 # pH

BELILS5F Zi P 0L B PR ER S AR B ORP i 8 +209 mv B & % 1

+5Amv § B R R E D 4 RS F M Hip2 ORPET 5%

+46 My > T3am 2 0 B4R E ¢ ORP ' 47 8mv e

% & 5 NIST 2710 soil p% > 2 ORP %4~ 5 +260 mv > % pH 3 & 1
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1.8 pF > ORP * 5 faSgPF s 4o m H4c > 3 40 F J& 1] B¥14 > ORP 3 4c
34283 mv T35 4265 mv o T4 5 mvc § % pH B 3 55 i
W ippF >  ORPB#R 8 2463 mv > % ip £ 55 3/ ek &kis » 3 ORP T35
=+80mv > L=t L 17 mv o

BFHa 2 253 sciih sk ORP%TLEi’é}EJ%TEL i e
* 4-1 #7571 ’?)*Jr(,'o}hrfr!i 1978)* kg1 % 4805 4p ORP & 5 +150 mv:>
e 12 NapHASO, - 7H,O £ NIST 2710 soil & & Sk 3% B > 5 4p
2. ORP ig & %] 5 +220 ¥2 +265 mv > ';i’v‘)g%#ﬁﬁ;;&\ Hg 4 70 mv 22 115
mv; -] % 4p 2. ORP & 4 %] & +46 2 +80 mv";fi"é)g%;}pﬁ;;/) L& 47 96 mv

22130 mv - g‘r‘;;é)gkf_ﬁ_ﬁg M2F % o

%41 AFTF 2 540 ORP & ¥ b2 vt 4
Gastric phase  Intestina phase

£ Py & (1978) +150 mv -50 mv
Na,HAsO, - 7H,O +220 mv +46 mv
NIST 2710 soil +265 mv +80 mv

ARa o BEBORPZ g Mehv iy F1Z (%5 > W A%y pH B3 %
(DO) -l 5 &+ 2. %1% » 3 (1995) *vp k-k*¢ @z pH ¥ ORP 2z =
TP EMR o EF pH EEbr2 F > ORP i ibr™ % » H B 555 3%
E;=0.4841-0.0403[pH] ( R>=0.998) 4c* B #+7 > pH 22 ORP & ¥ 1t B % >
4 RAGRE pHARR PF o ORP iE £ 4215 -
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-

00 1 1 1
! H L] 7 8 g 1o

pH

B 4-2: f %-k¥ pH 2 ORPH % H(2, 1995)

AR TR sk e % 2 pH ¥ ORP 2 B 2 4734 ¢ 840 & F H
¢ d §APET|HAPEF > ORP & ¢ "8 11 2 R FI¥ it £ pH chE 58 7]
Bg pHiEd 1.82 2 5 550 ORP ¢ % i » gt b d 3 (1995) 2 F7 7 7
Tk b p k-k? ORPHE DO v @ # 4o B %3¢ 5 E,=0.1616 + 0.0204
log[O;] (R?=0.984) 4cT Rl#t7F > ¥4 ORP 223 § S 1w 2 B 14 > &
B3 AR ORPEI 453 o

200
130 -
=
160 -
S
£
~
& 140
o
120 |-
1 ) L 1 L Il
'mo 1 2 3 & 5 ] 7

DO (mg/l)
B 4-3:p %-k¢ DO ORPH % E(2,1995)
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APt g2 ORP R A3 2§ MiBRT 308 4p2 | 4pis
BV RTFIGAEHRERY BFPF BRI WRE BFRY KL
AV A rdem ARy 2 FEF M (EF) AEFRSE
FRGE > AR LFE R T A GRS
2. ORPs FIf 8 4 0 3 sald2 B4 B 5 FIAF ] & &
PAMPFEFELICRARLEZARED A F 0 BAFL T AEFE ORPH
FPPF2Z AP )22 P TP ERETEFRE B TERBE
it B TN 3R 7 e ORPRF IV 2 4+ 44 (chemical species) ¥ it 2
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4-2 838 55 R A%

ARBRLZFNEF R R LS a0 PR R R SR
FRptk e T 3EMH AR Bl44 22 AR (G) & NaHASO: - 7TH,O
2 7 ABF B 1B » /< JB® ¥ 40> 23 497 > G % 0~ 470~ 1006 secl & »
F ABF T g g {0 ¥ A %) % 95+3.0% ~ 102+1.0% ~ 102+1.5% ; j5 0 #ic
AT 0 ¥ G Osec'Hi4e 1 470sec’ s A ABF # 4c 1 7% ¥ G j&_470
sec’ 3 T 1006 sec™ A ABF & F B8 40 o ]2t > $35 NapHASO, - 7TH,0
hiApe Gaxt > B ABF g4%% » ¥ F G 470sec’ p¥ - # ABF i{ 4%
T fE s gﬂw«?mﬁaﬁt o h ]l ¥ ip® >G5 0~ 470 1006 sect pF > A
ABF T 35 g7 4L 08 £ 4 u] % 100+£0.8% ~ 100+£0.9% ~ 100+1.5% ° % 7% 7# I
WEE o Rz ABF T & £ 8 0 Flpt po HAp Y o EE R R P ABF R
2 s ot AR iR R R Y 0 AR AR AR IR 0§ 4R I
4 % 2 ABF -

L

NazHASO4 : 7H20
110 ~— Gastric phase —»n— Intestinal phase —

100 - . t . . s

50 1 1 ' 1 1 |
0 500 1000 | O 500 1000 :(rpm)
|

]
0 470 1006 0 470 1006 (sec))
velocity gradient (G)

Bl 4-4 1 156 55 B 87 NapHASO, - 7H,O # ABF 2_ i 14 )

62



Bl 4-5 % G 22 NIST 2710 soil # 7 ABF ek 4/ » # # ABF % 3 &
AR T ¥l KT oo i 4P oG L 0~470~1006 sect 2 4 ABF
Tyoig g4 L A ) G 42+418.0% ~ 40+9.7% 7 58+11.7%; *t0] AR ¢ o
F ABF T 3o L0 ¥ 4 A %] 5 40217.5%~ 29+0.5%27 54+11.6% > j
Bedp™ foo0 30 NIST2710s0il @ 3 » %05 498 [ B Ap? > G M 24 $ 4

Pl T % o gteh s ataple G EY 0§ AP RO ARG RE LA

ABF -
NIST 2710 soil

80 ~—— Gastricphase —*— Intestind phase —
70 ¢ i |
60 - T - i
o5y . .
< 0 e s
2420 1 ¢ §
30 | . §
20 | | T | |

0 500 1000 | 0 500 1000 i(rpm)

| | | |
| | l | | | i
0 470 1006 0 470 1006 (sec’)

velocity gradient (G)

B 4-5: b5 d 3 & 22 NIST 2710 soil # ABF 2 B i [

L% > B 46 5 NaHASO: - 7H,0 £ NIST 2710 soil # ABF
WH R ElyEe GiEz st FE AR Y 7 e NaHASO: - 7TH,0
2% AR BB A ABFE G R Y BAipk (R=062) H4L F RIFE

2 7 ABF 22 G ¥ A F 2drz M iR o
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(@ NapHASO4 + 7H20 : Gastric phase R%=0.6175 (© 20 NIST 2710 soil : Gastric phase R®=0.037
120 .
3
o\ S * e
e LL v
> [ 4 . 'S
2 <
< 60 20 I
40 0
0O 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
velocity gradient (G), sec™ velocity gradient (G), sec™
(b) NaHASO4 - 7H0 : Intestind phase  R? = 0.0344 (d) NIST 2710 soil © Intestinal phase RZ = 0.1698
120 80
< 100 & $ g
‘I_-L’ LL
T 80 <
(7]
b <
<
60 |-
40
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
velocity gradient (G), sec velocity gradient (G), sec

¥l 4-6 : G {22/ ABF 2 i {7 Fl (40 B 12)
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# 4-2 5 G2 NaHASO: - 7TH,O %2 NIST 2710 soil z_ # ABF 2_+* #&
%0 R G ABF s KA Y ¥ 4o NapgHASO: - 7TH0 0
ip2F ABF* 7 f GiE® 7 BgF i B (94% vs. 102% vs. 102%, p
value=0.004): ® sZ s B Ax < - # ABF4%% -7 & ] %47 G ¥4 ABF
FEFFELE (pvdue>005) - $#5 NIST27100il @ 7 » 7 F G

BT R BB ABFISREFHALR -

% 42 7 ki RP R PR ABF 2 33h vt i i

Mixing NaHASO, - 7TH,0 NIST 2710 sail
Intensity (sec™) Gastric Intestinal Gastric Intestinal
0 (n=3)

ABF' (%) 94.64 99.90 42.69 40.78

CV (%) 3.06 0.80 42.12 42.83
470 (n=3)

ABF' (%) 102.27 99.44 39.47 29.48

CV (%) 0.97 0.94 24.66 1.96
1006(n=3)

ABF' (%) 102.50 99.46 58.95 54.29

CV (%) 153 1.48 19.89 21.30
p val ue? 0.004* 0.854 0.777 0.115
Two samplée® ab

Y\Values reported are mean percent ABF for three replicate samples.

“Mean difference statistics between mixing were generated using One-Way ANOVA
test at p=0.05.

*Two-sample mean were compared using Bonferroin test at p=0.05, a=significantly
different between 0 and 470 sec™, b= significantly different between 0 and 1006 sec™.
* 0.001=Pvaue=0.01
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b 2 G e s NIST 2710 soil 4p > NapoHASO, - 7TH,O z_ #@
RBF > 4% 4-3 #7157 » 3% 4p4 %W 5 46% ~38% ~58% > L1255 47% > CV
5 20% > g dp e A G 40% > 28% ~ 54% 0 T35 % 42% 0 CV i 31% -
B4Rk G Y 3 Apdul B4pt #uF 2 RBF

% 4-3: % kg B A PFF NIST 2710 soil # RBF z_ %t2+ b fi 4
Mixing Intensity (sec™)

o3

0 470 1006 MeantCV (%)
RBFG! (%) 45.1 38.6 57.5 47.0+20.4
RBFZ (%) 40.8 28.8 54.6 41.4431.2

'RBF¢= relative arsenic bioavailability factor at the gastric phase(n=3)
’RBF,= relative arsenic bioavailability factor at the intestinal phase(n=3)
3Mean= As RBF in al mixing group; CV=coefficient of variation

ABERET 3R FERPAREFRRE  FEIAESFFR HHRE
NaoHASO, - 7TH,O @ 3 > F 4p® 2 g R A HM ABF 7 ¥ 124 2
(p=0.004)> * G E4%3 > M ABF+ 4% 3% > 4r§) 4-4(a) R=0.62 > @

WY 2 i BH-R M ABF X R EF M LB HH & NIST 2710 soil

=t

TR pES Y A RERAEEM ABFISaEFHRALAE > V2 R
i NagHASO, - THO & 5 v FIH 73 fB A& 2 it > @ @ 317 30
PH itz 5 dpt pHIRBF 2 H4p? » ¢ 3RO R G @ ABF2 #
R RAFT 2T HEFRLAR LT AL SR REL TGS o
#1455 NIST2710s0il @ % » A% #ppF > FlpH K » ¢ A2 %] "G &
$ ABF 2 258 ¢l > bF pH 2% 4ppF» ¢ HAER X > 3 232> G
B4t ABF G B8 FIL$NIST 2710 s0il @ 3 » T & A F » v F
W H AP S APk G A A - BER P KIES
YAy 2 825 a2 &8 12 NaHASO, - 7TH,O 2 SRM » é),??%" w3F
© NgpHASO, - 7H,0 2. # ABF» F]u* fafic = fei#% = iz (Davisetal.,
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1992) I > 4o & Arow

% 441 227 NaHASO, - 7H,0 F ABF £ < ik i 21t 4

Y Daviset al., 1992
enzyme Pepsin 12.5gm/L No.
Liquid to solid ratio (mL/gm) 1000 14
Mixing 0(s') 470(s') 1006(s’)  wrist-action shake
AsABF in gastric phase (%) 95 102 102 -
AsABFinintestina phase (%) 99.9 99.4 99.4 73

AFEE 2 ABF 3% 3w ghiE > B AT 2 B PO o 1395
2RI OVRZRAFE AT G B RS /gki wrist-action shake
P ANEE R R 0 PAEE R RN S R F B PN R R 2R EWE
& NagHASO, - 7THO L 5 23 fa ek e » @ B B b AT g ¥
1000:1 (mL/gm);& %+t i < }gk 14:1 (mL/gm)® > @ Bk Fv g a3 -
FRB2Z ABF ¥ AL AR Y B pEE IR S pEE2 it E
fe i@ A7 2 ABF 3 f“v)? SFE RN TR AT A BELFFE

@ﬁ#iﬁﬂm$%§%o
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4-3 ik F Bk

AP R R F A Py oot B @ % NaHASO: - 7TH0 &
NIST 2710 soil ;2 (7% B} 338 » v 7 B BV - Fpk 27 3 £
RSk 0 B 47 5 F 2 NaHASO: - TH,O » # ABF ehbd 7Bl » 7~ 7
BEFT AT PP R B 5 200:1-1000:1 ¥ 5000:1 mL/gm BF - ABF
TioE e E R T o w5 10242.4% ~ 103+1.0% ~ 10245.8% ; %] %5 4p @
ABF T35 & & 1 & o w5 9741.1% ~ 100£0.9% ~ 98+2.9% » 1 7
e F R ABF 2. 8287 < > ¥ NaHASO: - 7TH,O % 4p /] % 4p 2  F
eldb? » A ABF T3 €M BV BB A 5 P B OB 4 o TRV P
| p 2 k0 ABF REEER % 4P 2 A0 ABF 02 B 300 % 4p o

Na2HASO4 - 7TH0
110 +— Gastric phase ——«— Intestinal phase —

bt }5 SR

3

AsABF (%)

~J
o
T

60 1 1 1 1 1 |
200 1000 5000 200 1000 5000
Liquid to Soild Ratio (mL gastric fluid/gm material)

B 4-7 @ 7% 7 22 NgHASO, - 7H,O # ABF 2_ i % ]

B 4-8 5 ;% FH 27 NIST 2710 soil » # ABF R 2B > &% 4p ¢ >
7 Fve 5 200:1 ~ 1000:1 #2 5000:1 mL/gm pF > 7 ABF T35 &2 £ & 1 A
u) 5 28+1.1% ~ 3949.7% ~ 32+8.0% ; -] H4p¢ - A ABF T ot
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4 A wl G 2650.9% ~ 29+0.6% ~ 32+48.0% > & By H v S ApE o
e E TR A BB ABF o ARt 4R 0 A ABF MR FC 3 4
A o gLk o LR ApETol g dpz A0 ABF B IR 0§ a2 A ABF
® AR e

NIST 2710 soll

60 ~— Gastric phase — 7 Intestina phase —

50
S 40 - s [
u ] 1
5 i |
2 1 |

20 .o ]
20 - - E
10 i F

200 1000 5000 200 1000 5000
Liquid to Soild Ratio (mL gastric fluid/mg material)

B 4-8 : ;& )+ &2 NIST 2710 soil # ABF 2_ B 7% ]

& it B 49 5 NaHASO: - 7H,O £ NIST 2710 soil ## ABF % 3

EN

Bl AR T R BV 2R ABF 2 sthae R AR Y ¥ v NapgHASO, -
THO >t 5 Ap g2 %5 4p oo b ABF 225 B0t 1 & 247 2 B t2 44> @ NIST 2710
SOil *t% 497 & @ 242 B tAlE > 3] B AppE > B ABF 222 B B
B RAEM (R=0.84) %7 NIST2710s0il *+/[ % 4a P 2 ;2 Bt 4% F > F
ABF + ¢ 4%%

69



@

(b)

S

As ABF(%)
)

5 83

120

As ABF(%)
|_\
3 8 8

S

NaHASO4 - 7H0 © Gastric phase  R® = 4E-05

»
»
L X X 4

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Liquid to Solid Ratio (mL gastric fluid/mg material)

NagHASO, - 7H20 : Intestina phase  R? = 0.0028

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Liquid to Solid Ratio (mL gastric fluid/mg material)

(©

(d)

As ABF(%)

As ABF(%)

60

40

20

80

60

40

20

~ NIST 2710 soil : Gastric phase R =0.0212
*

[ *
s *
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Liquid to Solid Ratio (mL gastric fluid/mg material)

NIST 2710 soil © Intestind phase  R?*=0.836"

L 2 4‘
B ZEmmna

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

Liquid to Solid Ratio(mL gastric fluid/mg material)

Bl 4-9 : i Ft g2 A ABF 2 i G B(4p W 1)
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% 4-5 5 7 ke B g NapHASO, - 7H,0O 2 NIST 2710 soil 2. # ABF
Zow gk o E A Y ¥ o ¥ NapHASO: - TH,O @ = 0§ 4p 2 7 ABF ™ %
Figd B Y 2 FMHmiE (101.4% vs. 102.3% vs. 101.2%, p
value=0.952) @ & HAp P RV EHA ABFL 2l F LR (97.3%
vS. 99.4% vs. 98.3%, p value=0.400) - A NIST 2710 soil * - 5 4p2_ & ABF
WA RER R R Y R FM LR (286% vs 394% vs 3L.7%, p
value=0.129) e -] H4p® > g By i ABF R EF A R (26.0%vs.
29.4% vs. 31.7%, p value<0.001) -

% 451 % g F R ABF 20 Suith e i

Liquid to Solid NaHASO, - 7H,0 NIST 2710 soil
Ratio(ml /gm) Gastric I ntestinal Gastric Intestinal
200:1(n=3)

ABF! (%) 101.35 97.26 28.60 26.08

CV (%) 2.36 1.16 391 3.27
1000:1(n=3)

ABF! (%) 102.27 99.44 39.47 29.48

CV (%) 0.97 0.94 24.66 1.96
5000:1(n=3)

ABF! (%) 101.64 98.25 31.73 31.73

CV (%) 5.67 2.85 0.25 0.25
p value® 0.952 0.400 0.129 <0.001*
Two sample® ab,c

Y\Values reported are mean percent ABF for three replicate samples.

’Mean difference statistics between liquid to solid ratio were generated using One-Way
ANOVA test at p=0.05.

$Two-sample mean were compared using Bonferroin test at p=0.05, a=significantly
different between 200:1 and 1000:1, b= significantly different between 200:1 and 5000:1,
c=significantly different between 1000:1 and 5000:1

* Pvalue0.001
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pLeh s 7 e R B BF > NIST 2710 soil # RBF 5 4% 4-6 #557 » 3 %
Ap A W 5 28% -~ 38% -~ 32% 0 T35% 32.7% 0 CV 5 16.4% > *t % 4p P A
W5 26% ~ 28% ~ 2% 325 29.3% 0 CV i 9.5% 0 it By ¢ Eor o 3T
Jpl 2 R E P % ApBo] ARG B e RBF T AR i EILARE P
 RBF i 4% 5 o

% 4-6 1 7 % B pF NIST 2710 soil # RBF z_ %u2- b i
Liquid to Solid Ratio(mL /gm)

0\ 3
200:1 1000:1 5000:1 MeanCV (%)
RBF:! (%) 28.2 38.6 31.3 32.7+16.5
RBF? (%) 26.8 28.8 32.3 29.3+9.5

'RBF= relative arsenic bioavailability factor at the gastric phase(n=3)
’RBF,= relative arsenic bioavailability factor at the intestinal phase(n=3)
*Mean=AsRBF in al Liquid to Solid Ratio; CV=coefficient of variation

ARHRIF 3 B iR F A S 2P OFEIEFL R
3 # NaHASO, - THO @ % 0 7 fe ik BV 413 497 % 4p 2 & ABF
P ERFP LR (p=0.952) BTk F 4 NapHASO, - 7H,0 # ABF
FAEE AT R Fls NaoHASO, - THO & £ & 3R K> B 2R %+
Fpb ok Bl H S Angr g 2. ABF 7 B85 4 NIST 2710 soil @ 7
it F 43 4Rz A ABF £ g B ¥ 144 £ (p=0.129) fe wwww ABF
FAREFMLE (p<0.001)> ¥ & F4xF A ABF» -7 4%3 > 4o B 4-9(d)
(RP=084): H¥ it 2 hF5 5 AppH M e 4B > A B f2R %L
BEREH ABF Z B ERC) ApE pH P o s HAR S K EF2
BERE ) REREHABFREE S FL S AR B 2 &40 NIST
2710s0il » F Wit FHAp2 § APRKPF > € FIAARA R > A @ EFR Y

W2 8- BERBOFHIEE

b3 7 ¢ (Davisetal.,1992; Ruby et al., 1993; 1996; Rodriguez
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etal., 1999 ; Sarkar et al.,2003) ~ % @& * i/ F]t (14~150 mL/gm) > *&
Hamel et al., 1998 £ * g = 4 2 j% )+ (100~ 200 ~ 500 ~ 1000 ~ 2000 -
5000 mL/gm) & {7385 » M IF iR F 42 Fogoonii 2 F2AE - Bl 4-10 0
i3 3 (Hamel etal., 1998) & NIST 2710 soil »* — FFf< 5 1P 2% PFF
A RBF :

70 - zlr’ﬁlf?d“u Gastric phase
‘4:?1% I ntestinal phase
60 - P ,
Hamel et al., 1998 Gastric phase
50 -
S
= 40 -
L
o
» 30 -
<
20 -
10 +
0 1 1 1

200 1000 5000
Liquid to Solid Ratio (mL/gm)

B 4-10 : 7 % B+ B NIST 2710 soil # RBF
27 Hamel et al., 1998 z_ +* i [B)

KB ¢ ¥ A7 NIST 2710 soil #Mz‘a%?@)g% » %2200 1 1 (mL/gm)
% F v g RBFg A % 5 28%27 56% ; *++ 1000 : 1 (mL/gm)iz B T A
% 38%¢7 48% -+ *+ 5000 : 1 (mL/gm)iz E»t T A u] L 3207 48% 0 Mt ik
AL ZEEFR MY - FFE T APF& Y NIST 2710 soil # RBF »*
Pl B SO g BT AT R 2 2 g kB R s 2 F Bk
FEATPRRT G o e Y TR PR ARER P AT D1

B AR sksk 2 A4 RBF B2 3% 87 % gt R Y DT B R 0 AP LM
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B - R B R E 2 RBF i’—:’f’i._*v:“éjgk AP R ﬂ&ﬁﬂfléi"@)f%%
Food 2 F2BEBREIAR CFEER N T pE R T REEE
kBB fﬂ"“i B deT R AT o X Q'}f?%“l T &k SRM z2
ABF > R Ay &2 ”}gl\‘ Bz > Fpid X AT RBF mvﬂ &

M2 R F R E R

% 4-7 7‘\1:5 oL Kﬁ'{& RBF £ <~ }iJc7 e i £

Y Hamel et al., 1998
Mixing B P Water bath shake
NaCl 0.15M 0.13M
pepsin 12.5 mg/L 12.8 mg/L
Gastric phase 1hr 2hr
Liquidtosolid Volume NIST 2710 RBF Volume NIST 2710 RBF
ratio (mL/gm) (mL) soil (mQ) (%) (mL) soil (mQ) (%)
200:1 500 25 28 100 0.5 56
1000:1 500 0.5 38 500 0.5 46
50 0.05 48
5000:1 500 0.1 32 250 0.05 48

X d\ﬁﬁ?{%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ/}%r‘ (Hamel et al., 1998) z_ £ 7 2 § % 27 &%
2 A AR R T REI NPT () 2B FI AR
2% '}]PLléi?é}gJ%i#E?; W2 E3 o @ é/gkv’ (Rodriguez et al.,1999) #£

=1 4% 4% (dough, 200 gm) I 2 F ¥t Slagmend g o E R A
% & cacine ® > ﬂ]‘ ‘e fg4® (200 gm) #% =2 7 RBF 4 33-66% > & f )22
Wil 2 A F AR LR G SRR R
T FE b R FRR S RE AR P  FR FE RS R

HRBRFIRFNF TGN FIERRERP TIEY L0 0 A

CEE RN
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4-4 -] % }p 3 B-pE T IR SR

AFPTHRBEZPEFEL S L@ 25 L EFERERE A
B £ B NapHASO, - 7H,0 #2 NIST 2710 soil z_ #a k& % i » B 4-11 &
/| %5 Ap B~ pF R NapHASO,- 7H,0 2 NIST 2710 soil 2. ./ )k & 2_ B 7 B>
NaoHASO, - 7TH Ot pH 2 55 v %4pz % 1| pFd » Wk R 5 253
mg/L > % 23 11 i kR 5 253-260 mg/L > @ NIST 2710 soil -]
BApZy 1o pERAER L 020 Mg/l % 2 2% 11 ) pERAER S
0.19-0.20 mg/L -

)
S
o
ol

—- NapHASO4 - 7TH20  —— NIST 2710 soil

N
3
o
IS

NIST 2710 soil As conc.(mg/L)

>
o
N

220 &,_A/H/—A——H—A—\A__—A—L

Na2HAsO4.7H20 As conc.(mg/L)
N
S
1
o
w

e ) N— 01
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Intestinal phase time (hr)

S

Bl4-11: | AR S P R kR 2 M (2 B

b ¢h 2 NapHASO,- 7TH,0 A0k B 11 % PE2_ ] Al kR G A

P B 23 % 1) FRAERARSY 1) B2 BLAEE > o £ 48
“ion o Tiam kR 2 kA L 2.3% 0 @ % NIST 2710 soil @ % > e $512
L PRMER AR 1523 11 FRAPERIPES 1o
T3S AL R A AT% o

_Iq,;,;
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248 | B E T L AMER 2 M %4

Intestina phase(y 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 Mean'

NaHASO, - 7H,0 253 253 259 261 258 257 260 257 260 263 260 259
Asconc. (mg/L)

relativeerror’(%) 0 0 24 32 20 16 28 16 28 40 28 23

NIST 2710 soil As
conc. (mg/L)

relativeerror®(%) o0 0 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 47

019 019 020 020 020 020 020 020 020 020 020 0.20

Yvalues reported are from 2 to 11 Intestinal extract hours
2 relative error=(C,-Ci)/Ci * 100%, C,= As conc at first intestinal phase.Ci= As conc at i intestinal phase.

B 4-12 5 /] % 4p Z B~ 22 NapHASO,- 7H,O 2 NIST 2710 soil 2.

ABF 2 B T2 Bl > B ¥ ¥ 5> | 5 4p NapHASO, - 7H,O # ABF ** % 1
P PEE R 2-11 ) PEA RAPE > T355 105% - @ NIST 2710 soil # ABF

WH L PR S 2-11 ) A RAEE > T35 30% b itz %A
7 ¥ NapHASO, - 7TH,O 22 NIST 2710s0il @ = » /| B ip F B ¥ 5 2-11
R E B S EREEARR L ) TS B2 ER R > R H B G R
W 23~47% > " B ARF RPER 2 B4 > BAER T & A2 L8
Flub > A G oonE RS Y o 1 L PR P AR E R e i
A A

—— NapHASO4 - 7H:0 = NIST 2710 soll

110 ;_./f—H_Q—H/O—/”\*

100
% [
SK: U
w 70
m
< 60 [
(%))
< 50
40 [
SOT_A/A 7Ay Ay Ay Ay Ay Ay 7Ay A
20 ! ! ! ! ! !

[EN
N
w

4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Intestina phase time (hr)

Bl 4-12: /| % 4p S B A 21 50 ABF 2 Bf 7% B
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5&§§ﬁ¢ﬁ
TR &LV Rt - A T B RS R 1k & (control

sample) 2_ T (7R % o LB AT 2 Mo iEsk S 2 > ST AR LR
B4k R 2% % (Kelley et al., 2002 ; Davls et al., 1992, ; Ruby et al.,
1993 ; 1996 ; Rodriguez et al., 1999 ; Sarkar et al., 2003) > 4= PBET ( Ruby
etal., 1996) - IVG £ IVG-AB (Rodriguez et al., 1999) ~ IVG-S £ IVG-Al
(Sarkar et al., 2003) W 4F 4 RBF - fe £ 4f 2 NaHASO, - 7H,0 1 ABF »
AR R - ReEE I IE S L7 IRl T iRk Bk 5 P od A0
LRRAAEBELT AR EREZ TG FRERES

Flpb o AP 5L (1%,2002) 2 2 g Hl & 30 A
Eﬁ%%bSMAﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁwié%ﬂ%ﬁ*‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
feP RELFHo5 0 AR F2AFMME Bl T 7R T SRM »
Figi7 3~5 K EAFE% 0 1L £ ABF 2 %8 4k (CV) o £ &7
RBF > R i& 7 3~5 €47 /1 FTH-F & (4o B NIST 2 3) > 77 %
B CV B a2 32 hEBony o 5 Pl FRRSIF T
FEAtEEEARE FEAIRETRRE R PR AR
X FRRETRRE R -

AT EIEEFIE D 2 F R EAcR 4997 0 EAE T 0 ATk R IEM
BRI TR TARFL  VESEFMERSLATER

B SRME A FHEEEHFEFRE? 33 FIFHRAEE 7 B F SR
B¢ $oie (7 3 L4 % 0 SRM 2 47§ 4] ABFg 7 95~102% > 14 ify £
= 1~6% - ABF % 97-100% % ifh 2 5 1-2% £ 47 3% D) TIF24F
Wit A A FEEE 4] RBFg 5 28~58% - 8 i £ & 5~10%  ABF
26~55% > -2 £ 5 3~10% -

FHAPTZ BERRE AL EREE AR T D20 FHIERS
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JERE KT R PR A VR BRIk SL B R EM R4 ABR
T om0, £ 5 100£6% - ABF, 5 100+2% ; NIST & 1 3 RBFg
TinE R 8 g £ 5 40£10% - RBF, 5 36£10% o

249 Ay A e ERZ AP FRE

FRE ERE AR

9 Bl ND. JE B <MDL
SRM %% & 1

ABF; (n=6) 95~102%, SD=1~6% 100+6%

ABF, (n=6) 97~100%, SD=1~2% 100+2%
i F AR B

RBF; (n=6) 28~58%, SD=5~10% 40+10%

RBF, (n=6) 26~55%, SD=3~10% 36+10%

ND.=non-detected (Method Detection Limit=0.0397 mL/gm)
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4-6 7 % L RBR ‘b BE HN
JE @ NIST 2710 s0il # RBF {6 » § ¥ = Rph % » J1* %= F 2-1
g2 2NB) T B IS T2 8 L REL % (excess lifetime cancer risk,

ELCR) » 2 5% (5)4c :

(UCR, )x (LID, )x (RBF, ) (5)

ELCR,; = (BW)x (AT)

UCRI=P i3 44 i2 ¥ &%k & (unit cancer risk, (mg/kg BW-d)™)
LIDX=%k & X 2 T 323 23 %4 58 £ (lifetimeintake dose, mg)

=CyxIRXEFXED
He Crapiisddyibtks XY 2 k& Eizmggm: IR

% # &P~ (ingestion rate, gm/day) ; EF 5 % & ¥ 5 (exposure
frequency, day/year) ; ED 5 # &% #F & (exposure duration, year)
RBFy =P #3544 i " & X ? 2 RBF
BW=% %=t %32 Tiod (kg)
AT=% %3 % T io% Vi~ B (day)

Fl* 255 s B2 AT T RE N2 R L E2 RBF 2
2P PSR 2ZRR (C) M2z YU RER % T E DS A
TR S RAIEP IR 2ERER (C) 2 RBFHH P RER %
RO RAT AR G T A2 B S I F Rk RF Integrated
Risk Information System (IRIS, 1998)  #1 & 77 > & J Group A = F& A 4F
Ry 5d ~ /52 UCR B i 15 (mg/kg BW-d) " IR z 2 * & (default
value) 5 0.1 gm/day > EF % 350 days/year - ED 5 24 year(#f, 2003) - BW
570 29 (4, 2003) s At 5 24 year (4, 2003) > KFI® ¥ A > st 4p ke
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Cr” RBF A8 % L kb "445% ;2 4pk 2 RBF ¥ » Crdsg # £ &
Bl hs EARF o

RBF=90% RBF=70%

20 \,\, RBF=50% RBF=30%

< 25 Ruby et al.(1996) ARSI
o
—
X
_-é 20 Ruby et al.(1999) slag
x
s 15 ¢ Ruby et al.(1999)
@) Hamel et al. (1998) calcine
g NIST 2710 sail
= 10 r [ ]
oS}
: Ly
@ 5 NIST 2710 soil
L|>j '\v\ Davls et al. (1998) sail |
O | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Ruby e d.(1996) Ruby et al.(1996) '\ Hamel e d. (1998) Ct as As (mg/gm)
AHD-I ARSI Jersey City composite soil

RFEL RS LR G H 2 fF F AT
UCRoa as=1.5 (mg/kg BW-d)* (IRIS, 1998) ; IR=0.1 gm/day » EF=350
dayslyear » ED=24 year » BW=70 2 7 ; Ar=24 year (i, 2003) »

B 4-13: 4 37 MER(C)% RBE 4% ¥ KRGk &2 M 4H

m A& 3 NIST 2710 soil # 2. Cy % 0.626 mg/gm> * H % 4p RBF T35
L40% o FI A2 N (B)F & & & ~ NIST 2710 soil 2 A % & R b %
e T

UCR s )% LID soil )X RBF As
ELCR NIST 2710 soil ,As — ( 2 ) ( NIST 2710 l) ( NIST 2710,A )

(BW )x (AT)
1.5(‘@'3\"’“’3‘3’) y (0.626 Mg 0.19™ , 350 %S, 24year8] x 40%
mg gm day year
70 kg BW x 24 year x 350(dayj
year
=5.36x10"*
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F_b ik E P > f48 NIST 2710 soil 7 eh# & R b ' 5 5.36x10™ -
AEE R TR NIST 2710 soil 222 e 7 fe e 2 8 5 R b % B 1k
AR KR T BI AR Y 25 FY > M Cr 5 001~15
mg/gm > RBF # [ 5 10~50% - @ ELCR 3 1.3~3.3x10™, ¥ i1t &5 %
¢2 Hamel et al. (1998) 2 NIST 2710 soil 22 ELCR# . » FIA# % § 48
RBF (40%) 5% geig (47%) > @ & 9 #47 § 2 ELCR g i % it
fe 4p 3t H 1 4 > NIST 2710 s0il 2. ELCR v % » ¢ *t ¥ ¥ % 3L Ruby
etal., (1996; 1999) 2. ARSI - slag ¥ calcine 2. 2/ kB (CAn ¥ &

Hv x 2cacinedk+ » H=t 3 ARSI & ™ 5 dag» k22X 12 cacinez Cy
ShAoiwH e A L ARSI >dag> cdcines Fpt # RBF 2 + ] % ARSH
> dlag > calcine» ]t & Cr¥r RBF 353 2 /=T » K Bl°® ¥ P rr g I
ARS-| 2. ELCR & i 26.74x10"> dlag % 17.58x10™*; calcine % 9.06x10™ >
FlmAFPT25 0 2 5B 3490 FIR RO REL'GEHER T A
£z 42 F (10°~107) # % > #%/£.2 ARSI ~ dlag & calcine 2 & % b
B AhE 0 ARRTF2 I EF2 R £33 01 gm/iday T HE L
0kg*t22 ' B2 dmet Fr R 2Zh e el F 0 &mpRd
Foptet i dp btz AR FR N A REY? 0 FFHEIRE BW EF &
ED#ei¢ * 2 #cig? o » 3043 B A2 ¢ 35¢ 3 4p4i) » @ @ 17 ELCR
2.4 ] % Rl E2 Cre RBF - 78 £ B2 45 % Cr 2 RBF 2 i ff 4%
< > ELCR g 4%+ » P2t hte B2 fuFiEfa? »Cr2 RBF LA £ 8
ZRHETNF cBEAF L AP GBI RE% o AN Ed a0
BPPREEL M R RERGIE GRS A EEE T Y R
A iRl FERE T Y 0 2 2 multiplemetal 22 ¥ £ R R b & B

BER 0 B R 2
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4-7 ) BT i 2 3t

AT PR BARERR Y A jrz S N ER% L 82 LR
AP B2 BT L 100%r % fTm i~ R ¢ o FL 0 A R S PR B 4R
2R E (M) 2&FREFAF 2 A2E (M) 2065 %42 ABF fe
Rodriguez et al. (1999) i & £ 1 IVG £ IVG-AB i& {788 b 2% >+t IVG
WHek? o BRSSP ABFZ B2 AT Ak 0 IVGAB %Y 0 C 1F
]
%o oy T 2E % 100% 0 Flt M = My, o et & IVG 22 IVG-AB 5%

B Ap ABF 3 sofe@lmfez AR (My) 8 Mp2 vt 6] 0 - 45 2

-

Z = Fg B % 4p RBF &7 ¢

1. IVG-AB #%* % 4p2 RBF 323t IVG #&% (15.3% vs.
14.8%) » &om H 4c 0 ST iT* 2 IVG-AB #5% 4% 8 7 F Bk

o

5‘_%:

2. v Y MZ RPEB AR RBF &84 sk s fFE R
IVG #sk & &  F 5% 7 L4 2 S % ( lope=0.76,
r=0.82):> * IVG-AB #Zh+s BH P E%k N 2452 AP 4
(dope=0.74,r=0.79 ) » = IVG ¥7 IVG-AB #5351 it 6 33
oo v IVG 3RS - A o Brrds s # 4 325% 2. RBF -

pitd - g% sk IVG-AB S * | e giv® %3 0 %
P o i IVG 2 IVG-AB #5% 2% 4p RBF S v 48 It 7 3 2
M =My 005 %3 0 @ % - 2 Sba fFd irkia IVG v
IVG-AB i85 i e G o B S AP L HFEF e FR ;L - B 5 A
A% S~ f 0 Fl T Rodriguez et al., (1999) 2 7 B s i@
SR KRR ) S L S TE R B BT A A B i G B
Z 5B e i it Ay sn 2 R EBRARRE > AFT Y LA G R
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AR T AR B PR 0 BE AT Y At S jTd| 0 miE BB R SR
LF g RBF v ped §4pz RBF RT3 e deidm > 2 5 4p2
RBF 3o % 4p % » F]pt T 2 g jci®® » @ % — % 492 RBF v

AP R i o
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¥ 1

s
-4

MEL S 2 R B BRSO PR B orfial v
SR AL o LB FRPLF NGRS R G R RO
SHdEt F LB RT S TIERRE S RE | B AFEERERT
SR SRS S I R T S R
i 4T

6-15 i“:BRT 2 TR

AFTEHET BFNFE BRI A g F AFERY RIS MR
B 7 0 % NapHASO,- 7TH,O @ % 5 4p ORP 2 +220mv> | % 4p 5 +46 mv>
NIST 2710 soil 5 #p % +265mv > - %48 5 +80 MV > & < k¥ 2 IR 4 42§
Ap2. ORP 5+150 mv > /| %5 4p 2-50 mv > F3 4z S5 #FRd § 1] %
1 ORP " i1 & 2 pH 8245 » pH 4% 3 ORP A% » ¥ AT 7 # b2k 2
Flthpedr @ P i 2 R ¥ s (7)) BFRE - ER
FRI? Vaed 3335 v F1DOAx% ORP ¢ 4% > (7 447 7 2 ORP
BAHY BREF NFS 0 a ORPHAF § st Y Hmy > 23k
BHFEERI A ZERBE > DI P EH AT N R G

BT R LT FIRE Y PA i o

6-2 15§ 55 B TRk

1. 25 #HH2 k#ERFAE (0470 1006 seC™) $4 # F »clt2 ¥
oy SR & NgHASO, - TH,0* % 4 ¢ 7 G &% ABF
4 A EH LB (ABFg=95% ~ 102%%7 102%, p=0.004) > ** % 4p ¢ & &f
¥ £ B (ABF=99.9%-99.4%:% 99.4%, p>0.05)" ¥] Na;HASO,- 7H,0
3k (546gm/100mL at0C ) & B *t A&k R > 2 % % pH R
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3.

Mz 3 ApaF pHZ %47 > X EEF S A > # 17 G ABF 2 B
%@%‘J @A i ApY ABF 3 B FMH LR ViR RFE AT HREL TR
TEAE IR -

AT HFEH A i AR PR (0470 2 1006 sect) 4 4 it B
WPy RS 0 5 NIST 2710 soil 5+ % 48 ¢ % o G i pr ABF
BB EFB LB (ABFe=42% - 40%% 58%, p=0.777) *: % 4p ¥ 7 & &
¥4 1 B (ABF=40% - 30% 54%, p=0.115) » * & @ 3 - #F# 5 &
A R - BEE AR R AT Rk ApY G EST L 470
sec-1 -

AFEE 37 g as k5% ¢ o NIST 2710 soil # RBFg T 395 47%
(46% 38%58%) > CV % 20%: # RBF, T 32 % 41% (40% ~ 28% -
54%) > CV 5 31%-

6-3 7% A E%

1.

AR R I A R (200~ 1000 &2 5000 mL/gm) 2 4 5 it
2B BEET 0 5 NaHASO, - TH,O > 5 497 % ek B
P4t ABF m B 512 5 B (ABFg=102% - 102%2? 101%, p=0.952) » **
sipe rakpEH LR (ABR=98% ~ 99%:= 98%, p=0.400) > ¥ it 2.
RF 5 AR kR R NggHASO, - THO 2.3 f3 & » m A ¥ ¢ 4
B @® @R 4 ABF 2 28% ) » R E T 2 £- B E R g
B Sd o

AR R I H R (200~ 1000 &2 5000 mL/gm) 2 4 5 s
2 By %% o o NIST 2710 s0il % 4p 7 % ik B pF 4t ABF
BB FLLE (ABFe=28% - 40%% 32%, p=0.129) s k% % & % j&
(Hamel etal., 1998) 4p 4 ;>3 4p @ 4 ¥ 1 1 &2 (ABF=26%" 30%
27 32%, p<0.001) » = i bt 4 % F4 ABF 10 463 (R?=0.84) > ¥ it
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ZRFEIL AR PH IS 49 % 0 ¢ AL 0 @ Fir A 4 ABF 2 B
o m ERYAp2 ABFF EEFMHLE o

3. RHAFTEY BE2 e #HAL pH BP pH 2K ¢ #8 §48
Do B fEREH A P HARS ZH T FE Y Api i
%o T ApH K BReHAE M A R @RBALL  ERR

F T A A - BERGRRIEE AT Y ERAT AP R E

‘LlT_l
o+

\

:7 %2 1000 mL/gm -

4. % 200~1000 ¢ 5000 mL/gmiz #+ ¢ > A% 7 NIST 2710 soil # RBFg
T 5% 32% (28% ~ 38% ~ 32%) > CV 5 16% ° # RBF, T 5% 30%

(26%~28%~32%)>CV % 10%- ¥ # 3L~ 7 RBFg i Hamel et al.

(1998) 50% ( 56% ~ 46% ~ 48% ) i< » i = }EJ% ¢ X & SRM 2. ABF -

Flet R R P e

6-4 - % Ap H B-PF I iE%

NaHASO, - 7TH,O *t /| % ¥ Boph i 5 1/ prz A kR 5 253 mg/L > %
2-11 | P E B2 BA kR T35 250 mo/l c BAER AP R L 5 2.3
% ; NIST 2710 soil -] % 4p 7 PR 5 1] 2 kR 5 019 mglL > %
2-11 | P E P2 Bk R T 05 020 moll » BA kR AP L 5 47
%o Bt 1 | PEEBPERF AR R AR R HEA AR M N
1/ PFRmERApRI S 2-11 /| 2 Tk T 8 < <2 £ 8 » F)p
R R T eX AU LR - SR IR A C N -

6-5 % A4

AFPTEze R RS 29 gH - £AEEF] - SRM g HIE AR
TRy R AT L P22 55 s sk 2R & F AEL
WA T 2 kB RN 2 PR E R B R4 ABFg T 35 E 27 4R
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#imZ 5 100£6% > ABF 5 100+2%; NIST % 1 3 RBFg-T 2@ &2 L&

£ % 40£10% - RBF, 5 36+£10% -

6-6 A % £ KRR R ' BE HN

1.

AR LT G RE 2 A PG B R R o dRd T
2 RBF#2 =/ LR L GBEHS 1P FR o #* IRISE =
KRBk % H8ci: 1.5 (mgkg-d)ts # # > F(IR) % 0.1gm/day * T 3248
E(BW) 5 70 kg P> B4 AP 27 k4 F2 ELCR #H :
1.3~26.7x10" » 3o ¥ &% £ F (10°~10") 5 > md 0+ @i r F
32 0lgmday FIARERGERY SFNTRIFPRYL S A
LB A B TR ATI AR R G- BEFLL DAL
AT EIR o F#IRE BW HE 0 ELCR 2 ] ¥ % @&l &2 Cr
% RBF = 5 48§ % Crr RBF 2 i ff 48~ » ELCR g 4%+ » 7]
LN R B2 JaRiEAR? o Crgr RBF 5 -4 £ & 2 BEFF 308
FEEY bR FEN LS RBEH RREFS Y 0 22

multiple-metal 2. % & &b "k BB WS o (AR IR 2 R o
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Wa— L AP ARG R R B F R AR R R 4By

Na,HAsO, - 7H,0O (mg/L)

NIST 2710 soil (mg/L)

Veolcity Intensity (sec™) blank 1 2 3 1 2 3
0
Gastric phase ND. 234.3 220.4 227.1 0.200 0.398 0.204
Intestinal phase ND. 238.4 239.2 242.1 0.188 0.382 0.196
470
Gastric phase ND. 2475 242.9 246.3 0.192 0.312 0.236
Intestinal phase ND. 236.2 240.5 239.7 0.180 0.186 0.188
1006
Gastric phase ND. 249.4 247.1 242.0 0.382 0.290 0.434
Intestinal phase ND. 235.6 238.3 242.7 0.352 0.262 0.406
Na,HAsO, - 7TH,O NIST 2710 soil
Liquid to solid (mL/gm) blank 1 2 3 1 2 3
200:1
Gastric phase ND. 1230.5 1236.4 1183.9 0.923 0.906 0.856
Intestinal phase ND. 1178.0 1173.0 1152.5 0.834 0.829 0.786
1000:1
Gastric phase ND. 247.5 243.0 246.3 0.192 0.312 0.236
Intestinal phase ND. 236.2 2404 239.6 0.180 0.186 0.188
5000:1
Gastric phase ND. 51.5 47.0 49.0 0.039 0.039 0.039
Intestinal phase ND. 48.6 46.0 47.0 0.039 0.039 0.039

ND.=non-detected (method detection limit=0.0397mg/L)
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WS LR R D ROR R GBS BN

(UCR,)(LID, ) (RBF,,)
(BW)(AT)

ELCR,, =

I S S W
UCRi=15 (mg/kgBW)*

M=1 mg/gm

IR=0.1 gm/day

EF=350 day/year
ED=24  year

LIDx=840 mg
BW=70 kg
AT=24  vyear
RBF=10 %
ELCR=0.075

RBF=0.1 RBF=0.3 RBF=0.5 RBF=0.7 RBF=0.9

Cr ELCRx10* ELCRx10* ELCRx10* ELCRx10* ELCRx10*

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
2.1429 6.4286 10.7143 15.00 19.286
4.2857 12.8571 21.4286 30.00 38.571
6.4286 19.2857 32.1429 45.00 57.857
8.5714 25.7143 42.8571 60.00 77.143
10.7143 32.1429 53.5714 75.00 96.429
12.8571 38.5714 64.2857 90.00 115.714
15.0000 45.0000 75.0000 105.00 135.000
17.1429 51.4286 85.7143 120.00 154.286
19.2857 57.8571 96.4286 135.00 173.571
10 21.4286 64.2857 107.1429 150.00 192.857
11 23.5714 70.7143 117.8571 165.00 212.143
12 25.7143 77.1429 128.5714 180.00 231.429
13 27.8571 83.5714 139.2857 195.00 250.714
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