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Research progress on bioconcentration, metabolism and toxicity of
cycloaliphatic brominated flame retardant isomers

ZHANG Zhenying'? WEN Bei' ** HUANG Honglin' ZHANG Shuzhen'
(1. Research Center for Eco-Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, , Beijing, 100085, China;

2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100049, China)

Abstract Cycloaliphatic brominated flame retardants (CBFRs), represented by hexabromocy-
clododecane (HBCD) are widely used in textile, building materials, electronics, electrical, chemical,
transportation, building materials and other fields. With the addition of HBCD in the “Stockholm
Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants™ as persistent organic pollutants, other types of CBFRs,
such as tetrabromocyclohexane (TBECH) and 1,2,5,6-Tetrabromocyclooctane (TBCO), with similar
structure and performance to HBCD are regarded as potential substitutes for HBCD. So far, HBCD,
TBECH and TBCO have been detected in the atmosphere, water, soil and other environmental media
and organisms. Their metabolic transformation in organisms, endocrine interference, nerves,
reproduction, development and other toxic effects have been drawn much attention. It should be

mentioned that all CBFRs contain isomers, showing isomer-selective bioaccumulation, metabolism,
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and toxicity. Unfortunately, research at the level of isomers is scarce. In this article, the
environmental exposure level, bioconcentration, biotransformation and toxic effects of CBFRs have
been reviewed, and the necessity of studying HBCD and its substitutes at the level of isomers has
been emphasized. This article helps to fully understand the bioaccumulation, metabolism and toxic
effects of CBFRs, which has important scientific significance for the correct understanding and
accurate evaluation of the ecological and health risks of CBFRs.

Keywords cycloaliphatic brominated flame retardants, isomers, bioconcentration, toxic

effects, biotransformation.

TRACRHSA 2 — ARG T . AR IR . 0% 7 I S O 7 - B i T i) 5 1R Ak & HG v g A i 5L A BHL
857 ( cycloaliphatic brominated flame retardants, CBFRs ) [ B R S bf- T 55 A e IR A FHAR 7, 4k 52 1 1
P R W e AR BELA TR, 1 — 4 A Z2 PR B KTk (PBDEs ) (i 8 12 N T 4548, b T B
S 2 AT A A U b L PR AR BELBA R 3 A 45 7S R B T )¢ (hexabromocyclododecane,
HBCD), 1,2- 18] -4-(1,2- 7] £, %&)-3 & 3¢ (tetrabromoethylcyclohexane, TBECH), il 1,2,5,6-PU7R PRy 45
(1,2,5,6-Tetrabromocyclooctane, TBCO). H {j & T CBFRs W58 fix £ W) & /N IR M+ g, HAE M 2 BRES
SRR RSN, AEA R s SR SR i A A S R AR 2 S ik, AMTE & ET 2
BN TT . AR 20 AR A e -4, R o AR, R A 1 e Y A P 1) A AR R R
|| HBCD. Ffi#& HBCD 3451 (& T4 APEA DTS Y T TR F /R BE A L0 )R A MR WIS Je iy, JLAE 7= il
fifi FH 32 2 BRI, AT 4268 TBECH Ml TBCO X #E 45 F4 Ak AR L . {EJ01 45 BE 41K . AL A TR AR
TRACBHAAF] . 4K Hiif TBECH, TBCO 17 f e ik T HBCD, {H AT AT TE AN T 1 oA ok, 33 2 BHAA SR Y
FrE RS BT, TS B IR AT BN 0, PRt A2 78 43 A TR IX 2 BELBA ) ) A B Fn A=
AR e

TBECH, TBCO 1 HBCD —#, BA IR IR FR 54, 435 Z R S A AR AU AR (& 1), [HBRIFEL
TRIBACEL, AL B 23 [ 45 M A7 7R 22 5+ 4% 1 Ji€78 T HBCD, TBECH, TBCO HYFRALMET, Horpifsr2
#ok [ EPI Suite 1l SPARC #9344 4tk HBCD, TBECH Al TBCO (13 T #/N, 1 5 81K, Fa e
PRI 25 5 78 SR RN At FEFR A v, Ul B R 38 A4 M RIS MR B G 1K, BB R T 4, Uk =3 M B A
AU ) SR R RE M AR W B R ) = SR RN TS S RIS e AT R AR s AR L A S RN i R
WA AE . DEE R W], AR 2R W e 4R | AR S B RN YA A 2 2 T L R TR R AR OK T
HEAFHIFSE, A B4 Th MR b 4T CBRFs A9 A 25 At B JXURS: A H 247
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Fig.1 Structure of HBCD, TBECH, TBCO isomers and enantiomers
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% 1 HBCD, TBECH, TBCO YAk 5
Table 1 The physical and chemical properties of HBCD, TBECH and TBCO
TR =T,

(a7 Molecular Molecular FEmi/C FRIEPa21C)  RIRIE (ng L) FsE T 12K
Compound formula weight Melting point Vapor pressure Solubility Stability 25 C)
160 °C.
. 65.6 Gikid
HBCD Ci2H4Brg 641.7 175—1952% 7.23x10724 (20 ) 1 240 °C 5,772
JiRE
1.40x107221 69.2* 123 <C 52400
{TBECH CgH,,Br, 4278 70—77
2.31x1073° 2420° TEHE 4.41°
9.43x107* 69.2¢ 123 °C 5.24°
{TBCO CgH,,Br, 427.8 102—1242%
2.13x107° 2640 HHED 437

{:: a. EPI Suited 55 AU AL AR b. SPARCIHT A AL 3.
Note: a. Physical and chemical properties calculated by EPI Suite; b. Physical and chemical properties calculated by SPARC.
A3 HBCD., TBECH, TBCO K H 5B IR Y A= 1w 45 | AQIE K 3 PR #E AT 25854, TR H0 1 ix
3 FIE YL

1 CBFRs MR IE R R KF (Bioaccumulation of CBFRs isomers)
1.1 HBCD SMIARTEFREE A 7 v 1y 53 A1

Tk % HBCD £ % & £ a-HBCD, -HBCD, y-HBCD % 3 Ff S #g {4, H HL 441 43 51 4 10%—13%,
1%—12% Fl1 75%—89%, H.rf1 p-HBCD J& Tl it H i =22 0 A8 44, 55 A0 Tolk i HBCD Hid & 45 /b i
() 5-HBCD Fil e-HBCD™ . HBCD 1] LA £ M\ A5 77 51 2 4 ik A B A A g SR A ik AR BE, R 2 B/R T
HBCD £ 451~ 15 YL 5 X IR A 0t 8 7K 7 R ROR 2 M A7 T B 2 3R AR o v XAl
35 = B 7K -9 HBCD, 78 Hh [ A5 6P Y5 K AL H T 5935 Y8, HBCD ¥R He e B V7 W0k b A Tk B v
AT 2 R, I S e s e b & A w4, a-HBCD iy 5 F M 1A HBCD 7EAE AL 38} b7 3% b 7
DX T A 3 v %) e B R T A 3L B A R (v B, p-HBCD 2 8 3 B0 S R L e g T
fig2Z ) HBCD il T3 2 v 24 S5 A A AN IR BT A 5 b B A= /4 0 2 A 10 5 v ) A & 3 v 0 1 20
UT—ZK HBCD A& = Al A S I X B0 J&] [ () £ ATAY) v, HBCD StAA A L 45 Tl df AR, #5LA
y-HBCD 3, #El] HBCD 7F 4 5 S5 A% 6 1 P 00k A i iR &) %t SR R Ak, IEAMFE B v 5
XA = B PR T AR L T 2™ S R R A RE R R H T LA p-HBCD A 1% HBCD, H H 7] 5
Tl SRR, T UL SR b 75 G BRI T HBCD Tl i i A2 77 Rt s 74 5 Y8 X 1) 5 2 28 1N
MR AN RZ P ML R T T 2851 95% My 9-HBCD, 1 15 5t 25 <. 40% & y-HBCD, % M /£ 76 A
[F] S5 1A 1) K SR8 A1 p-HBCD #1] o-HBCD #5664k, Tl i 3l HBCD By A H A= 7 A A IE 78 18 AR
FREEmy BB 15 gy RS R W], HBCD A4 P A ], 330 HBCD #F A KA KR FI 18 45 PR o
AR (1) HBCD,H: 5 A8 4% LU ) AT fi A= A8 4B 10330,

HBCD fE R IR ACBHIA R, O 9 2 WA= MRS v 1 2 BR 15 5. mFE 36, ANFE R HLIX
1) KSR RO AR AR R LA %] HBCDES ~ 3% By i 17 78 5 /R EE B 38 P JK 2 vh HBCD [1)°F- #4 ¢ J
h 190 ng-g™'. [ K KA 73%—97% Y HBCD 778 T ki Al . 78 TRIIPY %8 Py K Aok A
96% LA L1 HBCD # 47 4E T PMo. LI & AR I J2& WUk A, o-HBCD #BJ2& 220 43, I o-HBCD B
25 T W W B E D 2 S SR ) R T B S YR XY B R N RN A A S 1 HBCD #B LA a-HBCD H
=, y-HBCD f4 Fe 1 B 2 /N F Tolb 5, #E0 HBCD 78 25 S rh & A A iR Ak, &= 4has S i 15 e nl >
H TR E 25 i R G0 Bt RIE M Fes e bkt vl O, KR JE HBCD B9 20 #4, HBCD 1%
POV B R T AN L. R, PR E R A P E ) A 5S SREAR R, 0-HBCD MR B =ik 15%, M TR R
HBCD ™19 L AH 2 A 8 6-HBCD (1)K I

TR K B HE R . AT A 3o 5 44 i HBCD $5: 45 1 /K 445 % A3 40 Tl bl X B 30 (4 3909
Hi, HBCD 7E LA Hh 4 v B 5 v ] R 3 T Rt ey ) ] 5 32 Y 20 o g e B2 AR, L EE H AR sk
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T AT AR v BEAR 1 AN B K, AR A B A /NEE R R 2] T HBCD. A i 57 ik E 3R E T
T HBCD A9 ¥ B D75 31 78 52 B0 T B B8, R AT 1T 0 v HBCD ) B0 3 o iy, LR O Ko
FEE R T, Ryl RVHEHE . KM X HBCD e 45 w8 10 J5E R T R 2 A2 3n ol e TV 3% sl G 5
e, 7E AR VEANERIVE H A TUER Y vh, HBCD 1Y iy - B R BE IR B 64.7 ng-g ™' dw!®. )\ 4 [F] HBCD (14311 >k
F, RE: KYLA A1) HBCD Bk 5 i 1 HoAth X, 30 32 R phy 0 2 b X N 11 %% 45 KR Tk 3
3l 4% 4 X Jf X HBCD 1Y i1 3 5 >R ¢ &5 . 78 #0 1g ma 3 1 3 oK i U8 7K f& H, o-HBCD. B-HBCD #il
y-HBCD ¥ Ji 75 Fl 43 %) & 1.23 —1800 ng-L™', 0.85—1120 ng-L', 1.10—2150 ng-L"', a-HBCD Al
y-HBCD J& 2R /302, 254 AH SCRF 5 02 4490 T 338 161 ¥l 6 v o 0 VA B e e, ()Rt e 3 e iy
(1, PRk F i 7 5 58 T HBCD A= 7= . #F5% & BLUTAR 9 vh HBCD 1 S A AR 4H 15 Tl v iR 4
1, ¥ L4 y-HBCD Jy 3, 1 76 1% 1 75 6 " ] L «-HBCD & &, HJ§ K 2 p-Fl p-HBCD ¥ ] LU #4 4k Ky
a-HBCD LA K i %t a-HBCD 1) [ e 328 48 f 18 71,
F2 EYURX HBCD HI¥H

Table 2 Concentration of HBCD in the pollution source area

Hu X EEA T HBCD & 27 SCHR
Area Environmental medium HBCD concentration Reference
#ad 328—31752 ng-g” dw
RERR IR =T etz 4 2.19—1730 ng-g™ dw [30]
HIRRS7] 23.5—716 ng-g "' dw
rh AL SRR AL B X R 11.0—6240 ng-g! [5]
+5 420—11700 ng-g™
o E e M HBCDA: = Al TR 1.52—6740 ng-g”! [32]
7K 3.28—5080 ng-L™'
B K 13.6—45.4ng'L"’
T E TS KA ) [31]
51 108—402 ng-g™" dw
+3 (15.0+35.5 )ng'g”
LR (2.59+3.22) ng'g’!
WEERA (1960+1060) ng-m
FEIIIX WIRA (53.9£17.3) ng'm’ [33]
THBR 7 5 AR (65+505) pg-g™
BENER (430+4.96) pgrm™
Hox

L/
1#: dw, dry weight. T-5. Note: dw, dry weight. Dry weight.

(3.83+£5.25) pgrm™

b
"
A

15K AL BT TS AL B S I SR 98 T L BRI A Y b B D R s R B
HBCD 975 4%, Britb 2 4h, 13 i HBCD & ] fig >k B KA TR DL HBCD T Hogi K H, 7]
L5 [ AR SURE T 4 B8 DURR RS e A AR R A 45 A WS R IR R 28 AL B 2 AR AE 0 3 25
Tang 255 081 T WL T T A RLI R S . Tl IX , JR AR X, 3 X, S A 38, % 37 R
WA 37 A Tl X ) HBCD ¥ B %5 5, HBCD A 25 i A1 A% FH A 38 vp (1495 YL A ml BB 2 ph 7 BR 5 |
EA. SEEY AT R AT R, B T RIS, [ AR A Tl R 7 57 3% (B HBCD ¥ 5 de i ), 5 Bl
BB SR VUMY, B R JE VG SR ORI 2 A R 31 3 - 0 T4 (E (<2.4 ng- g dw) AH 20 AR b
X HBCD ¥ B 541K 4 J5 X AT BE -5 2R FF A A G, Li 501 42 18 M i 15 30 T 4 HBCD ¥ B 52 R R 34
7R . WV A A48 38 HBCD A9 44K 73 4 #H 4L, Fe v p-HBCD & F % 5 43, a-HBCD F1 f-HBCD X
Z W85 4 et HBCD (1 S A AR 2 A5 Tk & iR A9 AR ARL, ¥ LA p-HBCD b 9738 3 J&/R T HBCD 7£
ANFIHBIX KA 7K R IEAE A o (R SRR KT
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Table 3 Concentration of HBCD in environmental media such as air, water and soil

HuX A HBCD E= BTN
Area Environmental medium HBCD concentration Reference
B PR 2% KR 100 pg'm™ [34]
PRE A KA 16—58 pgrm™ [35]
ENKE 190 ng-g™!
B M 7 RF R A ENER 3.1 pg'm™ [36]
BIER 0.066 pg:m™
hERE K= 15.47—43.57 pgrm™ [37]
— TN KRSPORLAR 31.6—94.1 pgrm™ -
FAMRAPRLAR 5.36 pg'm”
CUEPREYNTA] IR 83.7 ng-g 'dw [41]
i [ KA 60.8 ng-g” dw [41]
HEHRIL b ISR AL 2328 ng-g”! dw [44]
i ] Tl el X BRI T IRARTTE) 143 ng-g 'dw [40]
i ] S KA 117 ng-g”'dw [42]
H AL e Tm] TKARGLR) 1527 ng-g”'dw [43]
FRITAERIT IKAAITRR 64.7 ng'g” dw [45]
T P A 7K 3.28—5080 ng-L™ [32]
TR W7 it 1 3 60.74 ng-g" dw
Tl X 432 379ng-g’ dw
23 X 4 1 31.8ng-g! dw
o T Y R - [48]
JE RIX -5 14.1ng-g" dw
SR+ 11.0ng-g™ dw
A+ 4 7.75 ng-g 'dw
T 17 -3 106 ng-g™ dw
EAR Tl X 43 0.31—9.99-ng-g ™' dw [49]
HL R it -39 0.22—234ngg" dw

1.2 TBECH 1 TBCO SR A IR BT A 5 b 1) 43 A7

TBECH £ 4 Fl 54944, 43> 5] /2& a-TBECH. B-TBECH. »-TBECH. 6-TBECH, J /1l & (+~TBECH)
H1 L o-TBECH M f-TBECH A FE 443, —F HBIZ R 1 ¢ 199, 1] S-TBECH Z 35S 4 R & W 544
PR30 Bl i TBCO A 2 Rl A4 o-TBCO, B-TBCO, H H 43 51 34% Fl 66%,

5K 56T HBCD i A1 He, PR855 # TBECH Al TBCO 19418 4F % A B, i 5 TBECH A L,
TBCO Y48 B 2/ 2 > AR R BUR AR LA 7], TBECH A TBCO ZE & HU AR, 7k . K EH
i P A AR 25 5 1 8 B S N A5 A0, R S Y 2 A0 s AR A B TR S R [ B = R R
UK ARG E) T TBECH, I % A0 AR LA BE , HAT BB 2 B S 7 i B Bl e, (A A==
KA TBECH k& 3k & T K s J&= T AR, a-TBECH A 32 B A4 % PN Ik 242 7 TBECH Ay ¥k
M RRE &S Z, EREMIVAEEHNIK AT, B-TBECH h EZ F M, Al fig/&H T - TBECH
Fb a-TBECH HAT AR % K, o 25 5 7 IR 2B rh R B 8 KR % 507 R e Al T AR 37 BT B &8 N R 2R FE AR
(33.7—228 ng-g™), FE I FI4E JE W.IH 9(<0.64—360 ng-g™'; 54% YK HY 3 ) 16 38 P BRBS P il 15 1
TBECH V- ¥4k & 21240 1k fe = 1. TBECH 7 i B F85F /R BECS | N B SRR BN R il
TR L B R MR R NN R 44, X R S R R A N TR S IR AN TR, B
TBECH A9 ¢ & v] RB AR KA B I 32 8 = N B 18 A B 1 52 i) . [a) B A8 4 e ) R B[R] B |2 KA
TBECH 11 B 22 BEAR K, % N fi s ViR B2 LU0 vk B ) 10 1 U Uk i | T4, R BEMA RN
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AN 5 518 96, 2.2 pgrm”, (RIS T 2% TBECH B = B4 & 1 AE 0 [ PG R Al 2% 25059 k-
MEZ TBECH W E & T4 ZF, /NTFRESE NS RERE, L8 RSN
10—20 £ A Hi BB g &)y JL I 1 23 S AR L v B G T B dr 3% el fi XA rp &z 1) TBECH A1
TBCO FH{&, J5# LA p-TBECH F1 f-TBCO Ky FE 4 43, TBCO TEJ5 & T A E R 30 pg-m . A fiE &
B TBECH H AR5 A M A BE 2 12 A4, FE R Iz i Jb0 A A e i b DX 22 260 i 1) TBECH W47 AE. 7E
At B AT b A% A I E T TBECH 9 K A U0 AL 8 Sk [ 98 B b i M X1 Y 8% 3l 2 SRR AR
o-TBECH #il -TBECH J& i 1 2 5 i 1) 1 AL BELAA ], b S A A A 3k B2 3 301 8 29—65. 17—46 pgrm ™.
BRI AT AL HoAb s X (B andb 38 ) 255 ff TBECH B, (H A6 M 5 R b IX ) — S8 3 4 )
HErP AR 2] T B-TBECH, 2 B HL A 37 B 25 32 i 1 75 L el — AN e 48 1, 76 e WO P 50 1) e
P32 BER RAFEAR PRI o-TBECH, B-TBECH 1 f-TBCO, == 24345 75 50k AH H , ¥ B2 S 4301
nd—0.39. nd—1.3. nd—0.21 pg-m X =M% TBCO n] fitth EA MBS £ A ATK JE B T R2 hE S0

18 1575 L YR Y HE RO KA DR, TBECH A1 TBCO 2x it Ak . UL | e fl 38 4B 1
o E b L B R X gk 3 RS TBECH, H.LA B-TBECH 4 & ; TBCO 7E + 1 Fl K 28
rF A e 3 1] R9<0.0493—0.0890 ng-g”'dw. 7.38 ng-g ™', LA f~-TBCO Jy . [ 7 vk K 4817l 22 LR
H i) TBECH ¥ i [ 1% /K 48k i HBCD B9 AR 24 1 A8t 2, H. & 30 0 25 vk 3 A 7 AR 98 A AF e,
DUV 2 %) I DR 8 s i A8 A L ] e s 7 K A BT O e g K (Al 3 UL AR R A ) A 8
TBECH ¥ L LLiZ 98 v HBCD AHRHR EE IR — R, IR H v BE i AR TR R A W A Eim 2, HARLA
o-TBECH i &, B3 TBECH (175 Y F1y ##2 &£ /N F HBCD. TBECH 5 HBCD H. A7 #H {4 28 1k %
JB, 55 B RUR a5 e . DUER G AR SR B 45 A FT I e KRB PR IR TBECH Yk 5 vk
T ws 15 /K AT A HRGE AN R, RS IR DR b i ok BE AR T8 PR DR, 7T L TBECH A b KAk I ok
g A R AR R A ] b v s DX ) TR R RGN 31 K 12 ng-g'dw B TBCO, X WK TBCO M
WA TR X IR AR . 0T WL, /F > HBCD My 4R 5, TBECH #1 TBCO 2L & 7E KA. KK, + 1
L FREREE A R h Bl 2% 4 JBR T TBECH 7E AN A X RS, 7K B34 B i BR 55 /K-

x4 KA.K. HHEEREA T TBECH R E

Table 4 Concentration of TBECH in environmental media such as air, water and soil

HuIX WAL TBECH & E =D
Area Environmental medium TBECH concentration Reference
FREER, 77.9 pg'm’
W .
HEER 46.6 pg'm™
FREZS S, 173 pg'm™
[56]
i IAESER, 320 pg'm™
e[ N
FHEIRAE 21.4ng-g™
IVAE IR 41 ng-g”
HRAY 5 EWNRAE 33.7—228 ng-g" [57]
S A48 JE T R <0.64—360 ng-g" [58]
FEHNRA 43 pg'm”
Ty MU AR R R FINKA 0.48 pg'm™ [36]
EWNRE 09ng-g"
FETE FEHNRA 100 pg-m™ [59]
Y PUOKE 2 2% FEIKRR 25—93pgm’ [34]
FIKRR 39.5pg'm™
Fh RIS H T [ X K 0.423—0.710 ng-L™ [61]
+3 0.0486—0.309 ng-g™"-dw

o s K R <0.5—5.10 ng-g"-dw [67]
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HIX WA o TBECH# & 27 3Lk
Area Environmental medium TBECH concentration Reference
o K 1.47—333 ng-L"
AP AR Uk VG K AL BT . [31]
V518 13.2—23.5ng-g"-dw
K 0.099—0.47 ng-L™
Bk o [68]
BRIy 3.86—4.65 ng-g '-dw

2 CBFRs B4 Y & (Bioaccumulation of CBFRs)
2.1 HBCD feA WA it BUR o A

A WK BETE I A B 2% R M W B 1% 136 & B HBCD. — R 4 A 2 45 JE R 1], HBCD 78 7K A= Al fiti i A=
BRGTIFEAEY SRS

A RS RGP LB, 1E 2005 4- 2 2015 4E 2 [0], P EFIEVIIK (Neophocaena phocaenoides)
FE K (Sousa chinensis)™ H HBCD 1% #¢ FE i [F] 53 51 2 97.2— 6260 ng-g'Iw Fl 447—45800 ng-g'lw
(lipid weight, DAIR BRI, Wi i AR KBRS, H HBCD EE ARG, & SZ K. 723
TRV M 35 R G A AR AR R HBCD Y e BE Y [l 7F 3.45—461 ng-g'dw Z 8], 7875 Y4 iz 5 7Y il f0
(Liza haematocheila) W55 332 ng-g ™ dw. H [ #5 /K 3817 15 19 £ 40 I v 9 A 0 44 HBCD 19k B3
FI7E 3.01—93.2 ng g 'lw Z [, AWK K T (BMF, Jili 22 % FA 4 =22 18] P-4 0 S5 b v AL v 8 14 e 2R )
#KT 1, B HBCD &A= T AEW s SR A W oK, %G RIREAE i " Vi 5 R R IR ih 1 5 7
A RGP R I, FETv iR T 5 A S R G R T A A T 4K 2] HBCD, o-HBCD Fil p»-HBCD 7EfT A
Feit iy = 07, a-HBCD Y TMF C SRR H 1, $ 348 -8 5t 3 — v JE 5 8 IR TR A G
PR BERT 1. EiRHAEZRIEY] T HBCD TEiE AR Y b B fE 7E AR W) s SR FN B BRI 4:. Bl
AN a-HBCD I & S HE J1 fe s> 77, A HGEFR -F1 B-HBCD A EA A Y s & fe 7.

A RIRAKAE B R G JE A & B, 755 B I 04 i) 18 0 (Gobiidae)*™ w1, HBCD 1) ¥k B i [l 7%
24.96—66.71 ng-g 'lw Z [A]. 5 [E Tl fel X il 1 (Carassius carassius)™ AR ZHZ HBCD R 2 & 4. i
JE>BE> 1> LA, ARl 20 23 HBCD A9k B2 38 i 2 T /K AR FTTC AR W v (R vk B2, IR A b AR
LT (BCF)# KT 1, BARE 7RSI b & A 1 AR AR R w1 ol el IXC B3 3890 O v, HBCD 7E 1
2N D1 28 v S E e 43 50 R 1,55 ng-g 'ww( wet weight, LLIR E ) L 60.9 ng-g'lw, H a-HBCD #H kb
y-HBCD 7E a2 DL S v e |5 A 38, AR Wy B DL AR SR BRI 7 (BSAF, AE W AR P 9 vk 3 28 2ot g o I —
1k, DU TP IR I 2233 TOC IH—14k) 7 0.79—3.21, ILAME WAL 2T I+ B A= kR AR (I ( . 2.42)
BSAF 5 T8 851 2 9 A e AR CF- 34918 1.73) . 7E 1 R 52 L 37 30 35 i 4 8 1k 40,28 5 €00 (Cirrhinus
molitorella) FAL gkt (Ophicephalus argus)" 1, HBCD W34 0.07—96.9., 0.18—240 ng-g 'ww,
BCF 735!l 35 6225 Fll 6431. AN [Al4121 HBCD AR R Ay - Jig >R >8> LA, BR 3R & 15 2 2l i &
i IE A5, B0 HBCD B4 5 & FRE A W AR i b . 6 i 3R XK 387 v, SE SRR (Ampullaria gigas
spix) F A (Ctenopharyngodon idellus) 14 N HBCD [ - ¥4 1€ & 43 511 4 5.02 ng-g'lw Fil 45.9 ng-g'lw,
HBCD 7e/K A= B H ) TMF 2 6.36, FRWIAAAEAEMOR. B IR JA A 45 R UL HBCD 7RiRK A= 4 e
Wi AETEAE ) G, MR BE K SR A ) T A AR ). 98 A B, FE@R 8 (Cyprimus carpio morpha
moblis)" FAETE a-F1 y-HBCD ({4 M B 4, a-HBCD 7 AR 2041 b % BCF ¥ 1835 %5 T p-Fl p-HBCD.
TE R H il 1 e AL Y, 8RS (Larus argentatus) RN HBCD 3 B2 fe i (1111 ngrg™ Iw), 7E I 14
TR FR K B W M o-HBCD (¥ B A1 HBCD (1 50 iR B Bifi 45 55 7 7K 7 (R 388 i 33 158 PR 78 ir f5 5+
¥R o-HBCD 4= 9 & 4208 1 358 7.

5K &1 HBCD FE/K A= A=W v 0 & A 38 AH L, HBCD 7 Fili A48 A 25 22 40 v A= W FR R F 5% A G 4
b B AR TR Y U 5T B AE P AR ( Pinus armandi Franch, 208 ng-g 'dw) U, Fd B 18 7 #E
(Andreaea depressinervis, Sanionia uncinate, 0.63—930 pg-g 'dw) fl #u K (Himantormia lugubris, Usnea
antarctica, 0.1—21.1 pg-g 'dw)™ F K 1 HBCD, 1 B A % RE % W i 25 S v A9 HBCD, [i] Bsf e 25 bk
% HBCD fig % #8171 FE 25 R AL . Zho 555 (30 B 53 A0 UE WA A 9 BE T DU o i i iz e zs < iy
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HBCD, 2 ] LA i A AR i 338 Y HBCD, AR I UCAY HBCD REWS 44 21 3y 1 573 AEBRVT = F M
BB RS BB RGLLMARTS rhEE 2] HBCD TEATY) 2H 2 rh 434 R 25> >0t

T it S K AR i S Bl A A= 9, XF HBCD By W W 34 1 7t I 35 1% S5 4 44 22 S P M X B- HBCD,
y-HBCD, a-HBCD H. A 85 /K EPETS | TMEY, BCF™, A= ¥ F1 2 [H T (BAF) 1% U 0 50, #5¢
K ) 2 2 B B IR B B R R T, H - HBCD. y-HBCD £ 78 A= W K P9 53 44 fl 176 84 88 - %9
A a-HBCD, A 1Y, a-HBCD 7AW P H T i 8 #. K iF 5% & B, HBCD A A 7E A W 1A PN 110 e
/A a-HBCD>y-HBCD>B-HBCD, % # f # & L 17 76 F & fi1 (Ctenopharyngodon idellus)™ ., ¥t & ffi
(Brachydanio rerio var)®™, W i| (Eisenia fetida)®™ . 1% (Anas platyrhynchos)®™ . 4 (Bos taurus)®", JINE K
01 2% 4t £ M £.2 (Salvelinus namaycush ., Stizostedion vitreum , Salvelinus fontinalis)® . H A% FE BEAf 7K 2%
(Tigriopus japonicas)?. T B P fa 2 fig fa R O e Sk U DL K i AR 25 AR G R IR 9 A £ 2
A AR A B BRI, W0 FE ) () UF (Fenneropenaeus chinensis) Fl1 i W (Ruditapes
philippinarum) ¥, HBCD 51 ik i K /N »-HBCD>a-HBCD>A-HBCD, iX f] i 2 iy T HF F1 i 0 437 T~ £
WIRE IR 2, B A2 B AR B v S A A L ) 04 52 e UL B A AR W O 5 S, KRB AR A RS
a-HBCD g -2 5 fg {, {EAEBRVL = M P85 3™, y-HBCD hy 2 5 M {&, a-HBCD (1 [L T 5 1= 3E 4%
i, iR AR XS HBCD AN EA SR BE S E M. A 2738 A, fENT g A S R4, 3 # HBCD =44
IRIEATE A Y 1 o3 A0 EL A7 e 25 5 (] 2) VD VR B U L B3R | #5248 (Acanthogobius flavimanus). i
i (Lateolabrax japonicus) iX— B W)k, FEEFRHAIIE NN, a-HBCD 1Y LLFI¥E K, y»-HBCD 1 LLBIREAR, H
BEHED ) a-HBCD B A A WA .

a-HBCD 0O B-HBCD y-HBCD
A P N
fo85oR X EL VAN NN\ S— 7777772722222
2 Ton guie 50/ e T T Y A
P orgy N vz
7 21 Lt head T Y7
A Crab S T T T Y 2
A Mantis shrim p I vz
rshrimp N w7777
Oy ster N\ 27222722
HHHE Con ch T Y 72
ZHclan SN\ w7,

0 20 40 60 80 100

Percentage/%
2 3 Fl HBCD S A4 (A it A A5 AR 4 i 3 A 1)
Fig.2 Distribution of three HBCD isomers in coastal ecosystem!”"!

2.2 TBECH, TBCO 7£/E: Wy {4 i1 #1043 A

TBECH il TBCO FJ 3 & IR B8 A . Bz BRAZ M 5l W e W A S i A2 0 A A= 0k . B, B ARG T
T Y AR B A BB TP T ORA AR R, I TR Y M T & B,
S-TBECH 7E 10 Fft 7K A= A= 4 vp (1) e 58 3 il 4 (276+628) pg-g'ww, 1l a-TBECH {X1E 4R i1 (Protosalanx
hyalocranius) 9% K I 2] ( (1344208) pg-g'ww) . 124K 1E, B FEHERS (Larus argentatus )™~ 542
i 3 TBECH HYAFAE. Ruan BY8F5E % 8L, v [ R e ¥ AT HH B9 TBECH M 2005 431 2015 4R 9 48
8] 2 3 38 K, YLK (Neophocaena phocaenoides) #1 i K (Sousa chinensis) "' TBECH f) ¥ £ yi il hy
<0.8—125, <0.8—362 ng-g'lw, H:H" a-TBECH Ky 32 22 M4 {4, JLvk & L i F 5% HBCD 9 ¥k B2 (IR 24
2K G, A T IR v e B v [ A 9 B AT K B Y T 4 ), TBECH B v JE 9 L A
<0.8—13.9 ng-g'Iw, a-TBECH & F 2 S MK, 7EHAR S 9y v it i B W b v T W ST 2 R fa 28 vh VR BE
F B[R] Y%k TBECH B R 2777E 25 5. {HJ& TBECH 1 BMF #\ K T 1, 5 HBCD #H b, B 390k
FHAK, Ui TBECH H A A=W K 71{E Ik T HBCD.TBECH 7£ H 572 F 4K 1R 3l 4 H i) BSAF /)N
T 1, BV TBECH 7R K e AW If R R A E % X T AR %414, »-TBECH 1 6-TBECH )
BMF i # 25 T a-TBECH #1 f-TBECH, B[l y-TBECH F1 6-TBECH F £E 1750 K5 A% v, {H — 3R
B L a-TBECH 1 B-TBECH A F 24 43, It AE ¥4k i DL o-TBECH 1 B-TBECH b F 240 43 ©F
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TR, YR, - TBECH 7 £ S MU0 il B IR A S5 5 B, YIRS -TBECH ¥R J& it K
T EE NS ARIR, 78 A 850 (Scomberomorus niphonius) Fl4: A8 . (Thunnini) ' /2 ¥ TBECH fY
WeRE S35 6.0, 39.48 ngg 'Iw, S-TBECH J& B A0 14 7R W FIREFLEY s il R IR 2 | % i ey
B9 EFRGET Y FHEAF]) /& B-TBECH, ¥ & 2.5 ng-g ' Iw, 55 a-HBCD AU JE (2.1 ng-g' Iw) #134.

TBCO 7E /K A= A= W IR W IR A7 & B AR b 26 R I B9 7K S 4R K (Larus argentatus) 35 5 v i
TBCO. 7 1 [ 75 1) 8 T 8% (Limanda limanda)® F 450 E] TBCO, Hfw @ik E R 12 ng g ! ww. 764 KM%
) B9 8 £ (Salvelinus namaycush) F1R YF 5§ i1 (Neogobius melanostomus)*™ H £ 21| TBCO ¥ & 73 31 A
0.033. 0.009 ng-g'ww. 2003 4F R YH 45 2 B2 /N 2H 1 B 5T e 45 1, TBCO A7 W 1 vPVB i A
T, BYELA I 25 A R A P AR W R AR LA 5 & B TBCO FE 7K A KR K HR 2 2 KT 60 d, 7E 6
ORI DR 2 5 B K F 180 d. 2R 11 H 1 X TBCO AW A R IARIA AR 7 8 = . 7F H A 5 fiff
(Oryzias latipes)"* R85 Hh % I TBCO 7EMRJif b 9 R A HEHON 1.7—1.8 d7', AW s 4 N 7
iKE] 1.3x10% 3 KT HBCD BEWRE LB A BR M AY S Eie )1, N2t & F . S E 0
X, TBCO 75 JEE A 111 251 i B 585 0 12 ng-g 'ww, L BSAF 4 2.9, #235 F E A A Ve W A BT
Y4 BDE-47(2,2',4,4"-DU IR K ik ) 1 BDE-100(2,2',4,4',6- 7L KA ik ) (1) BSAF, 26 WIZ A 5% S A £
Xt TBCO HA AW & HEAEH. {2 TBCO SR AT A= AR SR Z L0 A R PR h S B 0 A=
Yot XA LTS G BB AT A A AN AT Z AR . B ETOC T4 TBECH. TBCO B MR . 1540
At f oz Hb

3 CBFRs ﬁiﬂﬂﬁiﬂgﬁi%ﬁiﬁﬂ‘&%fh(Biological metabolism and transformation of CBFRs isomers)
3.1 HBCD A9t
3.1.1 HBCD W/EY 1k

SR AL AR A W B S5 R T A T AR AE I3 A HBCD W ST ARZE# 52 2%, £ B4 & 3 Pl ik 57
taf4, 535314 a- HBCD. B- HBCD #1 y-HBCD. AN [f] HBCD 5744 {4 X A= 497 A= 1 B M 800478 2 5+,
WY AN TR S A AR A 2R W) S A AL IR R o b B BRI 5E R, HBCD 72429 RO 7R S A AR e Ak
M4 A0 Essslinger 551 {5 2 p-HBCD (1) £ ) W& 57 B il ( Cyprinus carpio morpha noblis) , 31 AR W %< F|
y-HBCD 5141k a-HBCD HIESE . B WF 5 AR A, A & HBCD S M A4 7R AN ) A= 4 A oA 1) S 4 A 1)
B A W i BE . Gannon 45U F & 45 98% y-HBCD Y 7 v HBCD M 3% K B (Fischer F344., Sprague
Dawley. Wistar), TEH . 2 5 W H A9 K BRZH 2L 3494600 31 10% A2 47 /9 a-HBCD, UEH] T p-HBCD ]
a-HBCD ¥ 1k 09 4= 55 #4946 5 y-HBCD #H kb, a-HBCD ¥ 5 43 4ii 1€ i IE AE £ 39 ( Gallus domesticus )
CURNBE & 41 ( Danio rerio) " R N &% B T y-HBCD %4k} a-HBCD HJFL 4. y-HBCD AL AT LAFE AL H
o-HBCD, 7] L 44k B-HBCD. Szabo 41" Wi 22 21|t §{, (C57BL/6) B I Al figi 21 41+ 1) p-HBCD 4% 748
4y B-HBCD, UL % JI§ il 1 2% {# v ) y-HBCD %% 7% & -HBCD H1 f-HBCD, % ¥l 4 75 £ % (Lohmann
Brown)!'™ P9 & B, LR W) e M A BE S 5 e A A Il L I S5 BT B B I [B] A ZH 20 p . Ay — 2t
WF7E0 % B FR (CSTBL/6) (1R I A AE H p-HBCD W] #4464 p-HBCD.

AAL y-HBCD 1] DA %% 1k &y a-HBCD, S-HBCD W 7] L) % 4k &y a-HBCD.Law %5 ) % i 7 #1 % {11
(Oncorhynchus mykiss) 2114 N p-HBCD Fil y»-HBCD HE 5+ #4 1k~ o-HBCD.[F] #£, £ 528 (Cyprimus carpio
morpha moblis)"® FIlf 15| (Metaphire guillelmi. Eisenia fetida)®* *" 1, &3 T B-HBCD #1 y-HBCD HE -7 H
£ o-HBCD, 5 B-HBCD AH [X, y-HBCD 54 it B B v, ELAE 461 P JE RIDLIN PP S8 25 ) Ok A A= )
AL . 1% 55 4 A B % o FE T K B (Sprague—Dawley) ®¥, /N2 ( Triticum aestivum L.) ™" Fl B A2 B¥
(Lolium perenne L.)"™ W14 & 1. Abdallah %"V BF 5% 1 BLUFN 85 £ ( Oncorhynchus mykiss ) [T SV 241 Jid 20 53
X a-HBCD, -HBCD, y-HBCD HY{RSIME WAk, 1efit fi SO 1873 (AT 2) 9% L3 W) rhis i 21 6-HBCD
WA T SR ARG AL, (H B A AR HL I 1 ATE AL, 1M B SO 18 43T & h AN A7 AE 6-HBCD, ¢ B B Sh
AW A AL I G 5 A0 A EAE WY I 25 5. — T A W AR A B A 00 8 B X I A S Ok A4 b CYP AN
T HBCD =4 544 Ak UG B 6 45 £ Qg tos 17,

5 E45 T HBCD 7E A [A] A= 9 vh i 53 44 4 5% 4k, p-HBCD 7] DL %% 4%}y a-HBCD #l1 g-HBCD, g-
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HBCD ] DA% 7% 4y a-HBCD #1 p-HBCD. L) _I i A5 () 4= W) S 4 Ak IR 2 BB AE £ oK (Zea mays L.) FR1 g
WMEEE, MEEXT a-HBCD A4 S A AL BIG v A4 & PR

& 5 HBCD 7EARAEY PSR A AL

Table 5 Transformation of HBCD isomers in different biological samples

A A4 27 30k
Biological samples Transformations Reference
N [101]
IS 7-HBCD 544k }7a-HBCD [2]
BEL A [87]
L s — [100]
PN B-HBCD3+44 1k #y-HBCD [104]
PN i A y-HBCDS:A41L 4 -HBCD [102]
PN AR B [102]
7-HBCD 444k A o-F1B-HBCD
I JPE [103]
LINCERALEN [89]
BEfiE [76]
e 5] [84, 90]
B-. y-HBCD 444t a-HBCD
TEPERER [88]
INE [81]
BATE [82]
FORAR S-Fly-HBCD 5441k} a-HBCD; f-HBCDAlly-HBCDAH H % 1k, [6]

T — R e L4 . Note: —indicates no transformation.

3.1.2 HBCD AR =9

HBCD 78 A=A P9 o] LI i 45 F A Ab S R AT AR AH ST A 46— 2635 Y 3y b A= e o I3 R
SR FREE T 45 AR I, HBCD (19 A= A B AT 7 4 340 47 A BH 3 (%) P ol o e ek 1S 108 - 1091 R
7] SEAR R A A P M IR A AR BB 25 5. BT OC T HBCD ARISHR R R B A My 345 P 7E LU/ B KR
AR I L B g s 105 1007 LR A gt 12 /D g S T O | A SRR A AR TS IR SR AT ST, DA L
—BLRANSZES NS O AR 107 X HBCD (1) R fif.

/NI B, HBCD 32 %238 o 30 IR R VL | R SR Al s 10510000l &qp I & TR IR AR AR iE AT 4R
9. Brandsma 451 7E W& HBCD 1 Wistar ST 2RI H VR 3R Ak 45 (PBCDe) . PUIRIA
fd7s (TBCDe) . B EAL 975V 3R+ — 4% (OH-HBCD) . — ¥ H Ak BN IR 3R+ — %% (di-OH-HBCD) ., —
P2 ALY AR IR k4 (di-OH-PBCDe) . 75 BT 7R 4E 1 163 8 (Asterinidae) 85 7 Kl H 1] OH-HBCD,
BE i3 54 (Phoca vitulina) JH I TH A H OH-HBCD F1EAFE 5L (1) HIR A+ kM5 (OH-PBCDe) , {H7E [ H
i1 ( Pleuronectiformes) 21 21 1 H1 & K I 1) 32 JE 4K 35§ 7= 97 . Hakk H 3¢ T HBCD A [A] 5 44 4 1 K R
(Sprague—Dawley) 183, & I AR K B- > y- > a-HBCD.o-HBCD 3% A Ji IR A i sk AF 4 S d Ak, T2
TE R T PP R LA A AR5 ™= P, B-F1 p-HBCD & 7E T B R AR Atk . Sk B 8 TR IR DL &
FFR . B-HBCD BRI =155 a-F1 p-HBCD b, i85 OH-HBCD, = F2FEHUAR [ 7S TR R %t (tri-
OH-HBCD), PBCDe, —Hiif 03 5L PUVR R -1 ik — 4% (dithio-TeBCDe), R RBUCHY =R+ 8k =45
( di-OH-triBCDeee) , % 4k — V& H JL ig ( dibromomethyl mercapturate) ; y-HBCD F4 X i} 7= 9 5% a-F1 p-
HBCD 4}, if 44§ OH-HBCD, PBCDe, 3234k 1) L R )7 (DIOH-PBCDe ) , i ft 323k F IR IR
-+ — %t ( Dithio-PBCD) , . ¥ 5 4k 19 U 1R 36 -+ — ik — #& ( OH-TeBCDe) , A1 PU ¥R 1 — % — H iR
( tetrabromodecane dicarboxylic acid) . 7] UL, g-HBCD Fl1 y-HBCD ) X, i} 7= ¥ 77 75 38 K 25 5 X Wl 48
C57BL/6 W FLMY () a-F1 p-HBCD fRHHF 5% & W, a-HBCD % 5% F 4% OH-HBCD L K i 4 b H ik
54770, vl UL, HBCD AMURE & T AR, iR & A4 AR, S IEASFE A2, 78 p-HBCD 288 T
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A,
2

T2 g 2 PR P2 AR A HYRER T — ¢ (OH-PBCD),, OH-PBCDe, di-OH-PBCDe, —}2 34k (1) F IR A+ —hk
— /i (di-OH-PBCDee) , 7S ¥R+ b R, — 1R T- MR, — TR 500 2 H g A1 DU 57 3L 1K 82 Y 1 (methyl-
mercapturateoftetraBCDee) .[€] 3 45 1 T KX} a-HBCD(A) il y-HBCD(B) A [R] B9 it i 425 . — 2R i =
YT DIAE R A [) S A R 3 1 A= i br i . B an, 288 TR [R) SR A4 i) CS7BLY/6 M BRIV, O 3k
AW H KA LIYE N a-HBCD 2 #8 (19 AE WA 2, MR TR R s+ b /& vl LIYE hy y-HBCD 288 1
bR ™M, Abdallah 2509 BF5Y T BRI 15 (Oncorhynchus mykiss) T2 48 120 23 % HBCD B4 &A=
WAk, S B ERURE S0 40 B4 A 0 A B S bl £, A= W A AT 3 R L IRIA T R A AR 2 Fil
DPUYR IR+ s A . OH-HBCD., — 3234k 175V ¥R 1 — ke (diOH-HBCD) . OH-PBCD FIHLERFEAL
(PR ER -+ — 6 (OH-TBCD), 1Mii S-F1 y-HBCD HY R A 354 B i 1 A S . 6 6 4l 1 SCiik i i
(1) FR 2T HBCD SR AR AR i 7= 4.

A
Br. Br
Br Br
Br Br

a-HBCD

B g Br Br
Br Br

Br
|iBr
Br Br
Br /

OH-HBCD(a-MT) Br,
Br Br
OH
OH-PBCDe
5 o B (7-M5)
r T
Br ,Br
’_-L Br Br
Br Br

Br
el
Br
HO,CCOH

OH
HexaBr-dodecane
dioic acid
(7-M8)

A ||
GSH

Br Br
OH
OH-PBCD
(r-M4)

Br\Br

Br

Br Br
Br '—[ Br
[E d ]

Br Br

i y-HBCD .

Br  Br
Br 15
(OH),
diOH-PBCDe
(y-Mo6)

Br

MeMerc Br

MeMerc Br

TetraBCDee
(y-M11)

Br

Br
(OH),
Br ¢

Br

(a-M3) MeMerc diOH-PBCDee
B By Y (M)
) A —

Br cou Br
TriBr-nonenoic

Br

(0-M2)

CO,H

_ MeMerc TriBr-
acid nonenoic acid

(r-M9) (y-M10)

B3 KEX HBCD SH AR R g e
Fig.3 Metabolic pathways of HBCD isomers in rats'''

< 6 HBCD SRR ™9
Table 6 Metabolites of diastereomers of HBCD in mice

R4
Metabolites

GES
Species

1YL
Pollution

Reference

a-HBCD

Sprague-Dawley

OH-HBCD. OH-HBCDee

[88]

a-HBCD

C57BL/6

OH-HBCD. At H K& &

[110]

B-HBCD

Sprague-Dawley

OH-HBCD., tri-OH-HBCD, PBCDe, dithio-TeBCDe
di-OH-triBCDeee. i — 75 H 2 fig

(88]

y-HBCD

Sprague—-Dawley

OH-HBCD, PBCDe, OH-TeBCDe, OH-PBCD
OH-PBCDe. DiOH-PBCDe. Dithio-PBCD
PUPE e — R IR

(88]

»-HBCD

C57BL/6

OH-PBCD. OH-PBCDe, DiOH-PBCDe, diOH-PBCDee

AWt THE IR IR TR
IR ER R T BRER | PO P AR A

[110]
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fAE P HBCD BYACE o dm et . kil A Apt 1 R30S i As, (HIE A 5T ARG R
N 3B . Dehalococcoides mecartyi B AE 195 BEWE X HBCD & MR B, JE il TBCDe, —IRFF 1+ —hx
)% (DBCDi) | 1,5,9-%F+ Kk =¥ (CDT) "8, Pseudomonas aeruginosa HS9 i ¥ il 1 Xt HBCD ) [ fift
WU A A%, BB — AR R HBCD 1k TBCDe. R A+ —fiik & (DBCDI), 4R )5 FEM IR N
T, J2 .\ B2-1,5,9-F+ Z 5k =5 (CDT), CDT #REAL 1,2-F5-5,9-28 -+ 4% (ECDD ) ; 5 — J%iR 12 &1
i B IR AR AL, A2 Y 2,5,6,9,10- T IR 3+ - (PBCDOHS) . Bacillus HBCD-sjtu [# ££!"'*) X HBCD [ %
i =¥ 4A CDT. 1,5-3F + — #& 4 ( CDD) . ¥ + — Bk % A1 3,9-+ — % 4 . Rhodopseudomonas
palustrisYSC3 AR XF HBCD BB, & i 1T WA £ 274 PBCDOHs Fl fL{R ¥+ —J% (PBCDEs).
Heeb %5 N 5E T Sphingobium chinhatense T #£ 1P26""% X} HBCD 5 ¥4 74 X Wl A4 ) 2 £k, FIr A5 S+ A9 44
X BLAA 34 e 08 1k 2 DR A, b (-)-B-HBCD #%4k i) 3 B2 Se B, 1M1 a-HBCD Xof Bl A4 b 3 J3F e 1. B Ak
PRI AL 3 R BU Y, 7 Fh IR I+ EE (PeBCD-ols) SR A, 11 Fl PUIR 3F 1 — % (TeBCD-
diols) Fll 3 4~ =R ¥+ — = (TrBCD-triols) . 4l & N (+)-a-HBCD, (-)--HBCD Al (-)-y-HBCD ¥4 1t
FE M T At A . AR 2R T e AR ) 2 PeBCD-ols, 2R A& TeBCD-diols #il TrBCD-triols, 2= bk %
P2 Al RN R TR s SR B R T Y. Geng S5 KB, TEA AN, Pseudomonas sp. Ak GIY R fi# a-
HBCD, -HBCD, y-HBCD #4 == Z A [F 0l 7= 4 2 FIR A+ B (PBCD-ols) . fLii¥F+ — i (PBCD-
diols) . =IR¥F+ — = (TrBCD-triols) . —-J#¥+ — " E(DBCDe-diols) . -+ —k¢ki R (DBDe-
dicarboxyl), -HBCD. y-HBCD 345 i1t 7= #1384 PBCDe, {LFE p-HBCD H 6 %] PO 1R 34 + —f —
}# (TeBCDe) . DBCDi, Jf- oK & B HBCD f323EAL ™ 1. & 7 B&5 1 Sk IE B9 U2 E Y1 HBCD S {4
F A=, K 4 845 T AN E RS HBCD 1] 688 1%, ARl A XT o-HBCD., f-HBCD. y-HBCD
AR RN [R], £ X 3 Fb S5 44 1A 1) B fi T 25 /& B8, Pseudomonas sp. BBk GIY! X} a-HBCD [ [ fi# GE
i 8 , Dehalococcoides mccartyi T8 ¥k 1951 XF HBCD S5 44 1K (1) [% i 38 >R K /N & a-HBCD > f-
HBCD=>y-HBCD, Ifij Sphingobium chinhatense &tk IP26!"" X} a-HBCD A9 % fi# G 11 5 55 .

3 7 HBCD SAQRTERR AU L1

Table 7 Metabolites of HBCD isomers in microorganisms

[y AR E 2PN

Strain Metabolites Reference
Dehalococcoides mecartyi# 195 TBCD. DBCD. CDT [118]
Pseudomonas aeruginosa HSOfE FLJifu 15 TBCDe. DBCDi. CDT. ECDD. PBCDOHs [114]
Bacillus HBCD-sjtulfi CDT. CDD., J+ s | 3,9-+ 85 [115]
Rhodopseudomonas palustrisY SC3 Ik PBCDOHs. PBCDEs [112]
Sphingobium chinhatense % K1P26 PeBCD-ols. TeBCD-diols. TrBCD-triols [113]
Pseudomonas sp.HARGIY PBCD-ols, PBCD-diols. TrBCD-triols, DBCDe-diols. DBDe-dicarboxyl [19]

HBCD 5234k . IR AR AR Az T FL sl ) A AE B o, i B3 3l A7 AE T 5528 2R DL &
LY. 450, Fournier 552 FHMEE 19 7 15, XHREXS (Gallus domesticus) $E4T y-HBCD #% &%, & ¥ HAC i
¥4 4% TBCDe. di-OH-TBCDe, OH-DBCDe.Zheng 250~ 17 FiF5 1 %8 JFFU T Aok (& CYP BEXT a-
HBCD. -HBCD. y-HBCD A9 X 3§ % 1k, & 81 R SOk 4K A Y 3= 22 4C 35 4 4 5 OH-HBCD. di-OH-
HBCD. OH-PBCD il di-OH-PBCD. Zhang %) & B 5% | B2 ( Cyprimus carpio morpha moblis) 141 H
49 J8 TR 1 7 4, G 1) DU YRR+ i (TBCDe)  — IR ¥+ i 4 (TriBCDi) Ml = R 3R ik —
J75 (TriBCDie) , (HA KM H F IR+ —fifk s (PBCDe) .

HBCD 7EAHY AR N AT & A kg Ab . BV AR SE AR RO, 545 Ik H RS, & Az i e H RZS & 7=t o,
Huang 55 BV 7 3R} 457 3¢ 35 80 37 R 4 30 4 9 # & o 45 0 1) OH-HBCD, PBCDe, OH-PBCDe. Di-OH-
HBCD. i %8 /K 15 5236 245 B R B9, £ K (Zea mays L.) %f HBCD £ 18 5t 7 ¥ 43 % OH-HBCD. diOH-
HBCD, PBCDe, OH-PBCDs, TBCDe L & HBCD-7+ bt H KI5 4. a-HBCD %: 7% ik & PR £k CYP &
H & &, Sl CYP 3G %, 1 p-HBCD X} CYP i i 4 A B & 0975 T /E H UK R 55 49 1R 19 K oK
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CYP450 il 4 41 % fift 18 2 4 p-HBCD>a-HBCD, #% %&£ 1k A8 i 7 ¥ & OH-HBCD, OH-PBCDs #I OH-

Br:
Br
-HBr Br
_—
Br Br Br Br
Br

TBCDs.

D

PBCDe

Rhodopseudomonas
palustris YSC3 @ fkl12!

Br ‘ OH
Br
Br
CDT Br 5
TBCDe Br T Br
/\Hz T
+\< PBCDOHs
Br,
Rhodopseudomonas X,
Br palustrisYSCIE %1121 O&
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
HSOfBL B ffa gL 141 Br
CDD Br OH
DBCDi OH
H
+F 2 +\1 F2H,0 + [ / Br
Br, Rl
O =]
Br Br
OH E E Br
o~ PBCD-diols
Br OH
it s CDT Br ) Br Pseudomonas sp.
Dehalococcoides DBCDe-diols OH HEkkGIY D)
meccartyigifk195018] +0, $&
O
NP2 VAVIVAYAN OH %
+
39+ )l © o
Br
Bacillus 0 OOH Br OH
HBCD-sjtuig #1153 OOH

TrBCD-triols

Pseudomonas sp. BARGIY!1!
Sphingobium chinhatense B kIP26[113]

Br
| / Br

DBDe-dicarboxyl
ECDD Pseudomonas sp.TEHARGIY !
Pseudomonas aeruginosa

HSOfE #1141
B4 RREIEKESA HBCD BT fgikfgle 121 ns
Fig.4 Proposed pathway of HBCD degradation by Different strains
Heeb %5 ffF 5% Bt i i LinB Xt 0-HBCD MR N6 AT 5 1S MR S5 SR k47 LA, Al o 4K
WA HIREA - e (PBCDols) . DUV I+ ¢ —- i (TBCDdiols ) , i 1t 4 P 3 35 Al AR ML 01 25
GHR T 6-HBCD WY& A5 Tl e it pa 12 JE A il i A2
3.2 TBECH F1 TBCO 41 =4
5K HBCD AW AL i 5 #H H, TBECH B AH S 95 A # 4 FR, TBCO [ B J& 2 0L, H [
WA KT 3875 Ye W A0 55 4L 3 2K AY B 2. Marteinson 25 A &F H ML i 7 vk, F 5 B 40 4
(Falcosparverius)" Z& @5 7E f~-TBECH H, 435l T-2( 28 K AN 82 K& 3¢ [E 2148 (1) B-TBECH M H
TETE MBI 7= ). AR LU B IDE L I3 . R 5 20 b SR A4S U 24 E o] S-TBECH M AT fig i) A 1k . 72351k
JE VLA 77 4. DN R S PR 2 B-TBECH AR A 8 A/l PR HE H . Nyholm 5020 1 % 3, AN [w) vk BE (1)
TBECH 7EBE L fa (i 2 8 1 H AT 0.9—1.3 d, dm /N F 2 IR B K ik (PBDE), HBCD S5 R A RHAA . 2
=T TBECH W 3F 1. ( Danio rerio) . 144 (Salmo trutta) PR K M %) TBECH RS =4yt -2 P b
W58 B, TBECH (Y AE ] A 355 4 48 7T fig 5 Bk A — B Pl st sl 5 Pk s 9l A= W0 (R0 Bk 12 5 Rk,
TBECH 1 2E ¥y 108 7= 9 0 AR AL PR F (RSS2 56 4511 40, Chu 551 & 38, TBECH £ K B fOR (4 Hh e
HAFEW, W H 1 hJ5, a-HBCD 1 -TBECH ¥/ T 40% , WA 3 He 08 K B foh (R e fge H 2
A AR IR 5 i i 232 6 R R SOREAA A D 3] 2 o 364k A ™ 97, OH-TBECH. di-OH-TBECH, {H K

[19,112-115,118]
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A 0 28] J5E TR AR I 7 . — TN IOCREAR Y ) B i 55 2 W1, TBECH 14 B ik S 17 A 456 P450 L T 1y 7%
Btk RV L K o= A0 SN, W AR PR 04345 OH-TriTBECH., di-OH-TriTBECH Hl a-(1,2- 1R 2 5L ) -
L. B-TBECH 5 H At S #4 1A 5 A7 T e Fry A e i 232

Wong %51 % i, a-TBECH, S-TBECH il A-TBCO 1 -3 i3 e i, o-TBECH [ fiff i 5K T
B-TBECH. % X} % A4 (1) F 5% % B, B2-o-TBECH (FE 2 158 — AN H 0 1) o- TBECH X BRAA ) 119 B it 3
K F El-0-TBECH; E2-f-TBCO( 7 {3 |- 45 — A~ I (1) f-TBCO Xt W 1A ) 1y [ it 7 R K F El1-p-
TBCO(TE i 55—~ g B-TBCO Xif WLiA) . Bt 2, 12 T AR BT X R ffe P= it A 7 itk — 25 3 7.

4 CBFRs E‘Jﬁﬁ%{}f\[‘(Toxicity Effect of CBFRs)
4.1 HBCD MR

HBCD HA IR, M4, Gogs . HURME . Norib T3 A58 & & #0012 29 HBCD J&: 1 &
553 () FFPR B T P40 . HBCD K 1A 28 8 %o PR R 8 28— A FRHR MR SR 1 (T3 ) R 7 Al BB R i R (T4) 1Y
O3 U5 A A AR S, B T FH R DR 2R 22 R (TRR) 1 7 S0 K LA I g 1) 336 12127, 1T i
SR AR A AR RS 28 g A HBCD X2 B 1 38 3 Bl B A (Crh) B # VR ™. Mk & dE v 2
HBCD 1455 — 45 S BURR 9 35 1 24 5. HBCD ELAT A1l bf 28366 AL 31120~ 500 S8 i 225 4% F 190 52
Wi fft 28 50 & B0 5 5 AN AR 700 R g BE . HBCD i B A N 40 I TR0 , BB i AR
B A5G ERE RN 55 P U B M R AR A, A S R AN ), e 5 MR AR S B T,
ARG A HBCD A Wik b BT fags . AR KR T L Al . AR IFIESE s a0, AR 12
HE T T T A 35 R 110 2 35 1400, g IR 15 928 AR 4 S AH DG 1) 32k PR e TR 1, i Ay ) T B AN K g g e, L
5156 A AR D BE S T AR R BUIR REAE A4 & S U HBCD 45 5 16 FFIE A 2049, 5B AT E o CAR 3%
PRI A1, 175 S I = 10 O 1T R 5 UM £ 2 A0S, FH OG0 4 i A 22 1 A BB 5 12 DNA #5451,
S M) A ) A G ) T P U 1490 Tkt 22 Al g o P A i 0%, R AR A I SO Bt s R R 4 A AT
FE DR 2 K18, 52 e 41 BEL R TR 1 e AR 04, 5 | A AR Ak T ORI A AR S A2 8, il AR I 4% 1 il
TR B AN BE SR VT T HBCD X} 75 Wi B A4k HL ( Caenorhabditis elegans ) 1) 2% VIS 4 5% 5 09 #4%
RN . 7 HBCD W 2 PEFE MMk B 2 88 T, S USRI 18 247 R el 55, LU 2 1 M S0 RN 40 P 1
KT R 3 i T, O M Mt A 1 D) b e,

K5, HBCD M 8 P RN IR HA SEA R IR 5% . Palace 5504 FY R 6 () )y 2 or 6 £ 43 5]
BT 3 M HBCD #4414 56 d, Hh & ¥ o-HBCD. S-HBCD Fl p-HBCD A4 i 43 51 4 (29.14+1.95) |
(11.84+4.62) , (22.84+2.26) ng-g ' Iw, & A 7] 5544 442 2 5 250 0] LAyl 2 AL 7y WA S ke HH IR i 8 2% 19
FEALROR, T4 =5 T4 B T3 A 564k %, fie 258 i ot 6 £ () AR 38, v p-HBCD 119 8 35 72 8 Je ™ 1.
Marteinson %5 & K, LA 800 ng'g™ ww HBCD MK B 1R 5% 21 d Ji, ZL4E (Falco sparverius) 4t 5 8 1 [
HBCD L) o-HBCD K 3, {HPE F1 (LA -HBCD & 3. flfi13A J 38 B P i «-HBCD RE % /2 it HBCD [
BB, JF R P BT ) a-HBCD kB2 55 105 I 25 — R AR I 3R 500 g IR IR 3R 1) PO (B 5 1R O,
REfS [ ) HBCD #5555 | 2 i HUR AR T REBE RS, 177 B-F1 p-HBCD 7 it WV A ik 25 AH DG

Du %55 [RIF9E &30, 22854 0.1, 1.0 mg- L' ZK{&kr, HBCD (1) 3 FhSAaAdiInes Bt fa (Oncorhynchus
mykiss) WG & B SRR 0 S AL R . AR YR T IR R R, LM R/NIR)T R p-HBCD> B-HBCD>
a-HBCD. {H Hong 25" 5% T HBCD 57 #4) 1A X} 165 V£ 75 8 121 ( Oryzias melastigma) G 10 &% & 1k, 45
FWILE = B RV (200 pg L) ARG R R . A ALRL . 408 1, B P K/DIF B a-HBCD/p-
HBCD>B-HBCD, 3 F S A4 (A £ 1 7K 75 il £ IR G 19 & B FE MU 5 3R /K b 56 5 £0 1R it P I AN ), 58 4
T IR K AN ER 7K v W B R A7 S M VR (9 BV Hong 259 #F 5% T HBCD SR AT H A KR 1 59
( Tigriopus japonicas) /S 6] & & By Bt W B M, & BUR [6) 509 K /Y 201 2038 8¢ 1 K/ A B-HBCD>a-
HBCD>y-HBCD; ¢ i &2 1 1 & B 4E3R #PE R 3N o-HBCD/p-HBCD>B-HBCD, H F1 X} fir f5 3 Ff 57
F R HR e FO 40 T8 SR AE 30 pg L™ 5% 100 ug-L™' B a-HBCD. -HBCD, y-HBCD %5 F, =2 &4k
W MR T AT AR RN, FLR/INIUT SR a-HBCD/B-HBCD>y-HBCD, W] LA [F]— A= ) {4
th 2 BOLRENE 5 K B WA A AR S
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Huang %5 U1 £ 47 7 HBCD 5 A4 14 76 T 40 My 09 44 o0 28 M 3 56, 45 2R 7R 5 49 1R %5 Lo2 A
HepG2 4 il 1Y F57 K /N~ B-HBCD>y-HBCD>a-HBCD. HBCD Xif ¥ 7t 40 Jfd 114 25 1 L 11 G I AS [ 40 Jifd
P AL I JEUIR 2 A 7 5 T HepG2 41 I 5 14 Hh A E 224 s DNA 3 475 2 0 il LO2 441 fifg 334 5 1) 4%
> .HepG2 I HBCD 1 {1 fig /1 L T L02, iX 7] fig /& HBCD £ HepG2 4 i i H A7 B8 R B PR (1% JiL 1A
Shi %5152 HAE T HBCD SEAGAXT SH-SYSY #2844 i 98 4 it i 2 R0, & 3K 3 Fh HBCD [A] 435+
FA R BT RE R AR AU M 76 7 . 34 i LDH B R . B IR 4 15 28 S s 5 SH-SYSY i & AT, /e 540
9 8 T A G JE IR R EE 9 ( Bax., caspase-3. caspase-9. Cyt ¢, Bel-2, XIAP) B9 3¢ ik . 41 M J&] 309 45 i
DNA #i15 . ATP JH#E, & 8t HBCD [F] 43 5 #4) {4 #f 28 3 P K /Ml A B-HBCD > y-HBCD > a-HBCD.
3 7 HBCD S AR5 F 4L 1= 5 caspase &5 [ 3R 1k KV 6 AH [7] A9 I 7, 32 W] HBCD [A] 43 544 1k
5 110 P 28 T 1 2 — o 25 40 2 5 M caspase f S T 3 AP HBCD 53 44 {4 ¥ fE 51 < g /4 ROS A1
Ca> 7K 734 i 238 fin . ML ROS 34 i) K /NIF 24 B-HBCD > p-HBCD > a-HBCD, 5 B AT TAY MK/
G 7 — 380, T LY Ca* 7K S 384 i % /NI Sk y-HBCD > B-HBCD > a-HBCD, 5 &A1 119 35 M R /NI T
AN—ZF. Ktk ROS W] & 52 M HBCD [R] 43 5 A4 44 fi 28 5 P 1% O 8 K 2. Hamers 5617 & 8 g-HBCD Fl
y-HBCD i 5 Wi I 25 32 A & AR 4540 R, T o-HBCD B Sz 7 T AS B 38 5 AH 2 76 T 52 5 1k 25 A2 AR g 45
oA, o-HBCD B 52 0 A2 B Fe s Z1. A WL AT XF A [R) 32 44, A [) S5 A8 4% 1 P 0 9 It 75 30
B AN[F. Pseudomonas sp. i #E GIY!" X HBCD A [w] S5 Aa 4 () A= 900 5 e T AR B 1 %) 4 B PR oyt >y -
HBCD>y-HBCD >a-HBCD.

R4 2% 05 2w FH T F 98 HBCD M #EMEHL. 49110 Szabo S5 58 T CS7BL/6 /N B G IX
&% % HBCD S M {4 J5 M v AR A 4 i RRAE, R BT A B R 41 (3. 10, 30 mg'kg D RIME TS 54
Ane A, B . Mgk B AR Y A8 1k, B IRE HBCD X AE Wik i) A= BRI fig 5%
Wi 32 . KRG AR 2 27 53 B S [ 5 A 4 2 X /0N BSR40 5% T A7 7 83 2% 5%+ o-HBCD 1Y 2 7%
REAE 5 | RS /)N BRUAAR PN 2 >0 FIEE A % Ay M ot 28388 o 4 B R 7K - BH S A1, 177 p-HBCD 1Y) % 58 BB 1% 3 3L
/1N LA o 425 336 TR 4 TR R K P IR B AR 41X a-HBCD B4R 81 72 40 728 A A 55 9 TR 2 Bk 2 R T
LA TR R IR 3G IN, 7R . FLER . TR R AN 22 2 BR 10 T B 41Xt p-HBCD AR =9 28 fb A 45 H
ZMR . ARG N, 92 0R | 2-F8 5L T IR IR U8 /b ZE T A SE g 2l rh, I 3-72 TR . UM A ARt i 1 1
H 4w 2 TR, B K = AR 2 AT LT HBCD %8 &5 (19 4= #0455 95 a-HBCD F1 p-HBCD P58 5 | A4 5+
PR R B0 A P MR8, X SRR 7E CM-HBCD (TR &9 ) 1 2 85 T B 3 28 90 1 ok 484 22 40
B RE A X B A RN S A A TR B 0 ) A W SR B AS [, SR R R IR A A3 = 0 AN AR A% 1 v
R AE YRR, HXF & B HBCD % #8550 M T B B A% 2 8] At Vs AE ML AT S22 3 .

g5 BTk, ANl HBCD S #4 /R B[] 0 A= ) s A8, L 25 P 000y A7 76 A ) 22 S, (R 52 40)
FIERARTR] & & B B AN TR B B 2 AT 52 ).

4.2 TBECH (3R

5 HBCD 28I, TBECH R EA HUR MR . b T8 AT EE |« 9%, s shiT b DL Rl 4wk
A% . TBECH REf% T FUR IR Z K, FEREE T4 KV R FRAR AT T3 /K89 Fh s, & A WO IR 41 i 45
P AR S04, | 7 FRER Bl g AR 1t 150 S B HOIR R AR RN A R FE R RO 5 R 280N i R AR
[}, TBECH W 43 T8k HA B 2421 . S0 R I B an, e fafk . B340k ee
Ht TBECH 2 BN T I P 38 28 0 71 1 101990 B 7 B 2 2% {1 TBECH 28 MM B ZE A5 b sm) o), ]
T A 5 PR ER B 0 U T B W AR N kB SR UL N A T P S A R L L O L R
PEUON, S A Y B, OB ORI A | B AT T A R R R A I 1 7 . 4 TBECH i HAA
IR  PE BT R PG REMERLN. T B RRAREE R B 00 b, A MR N R ) R B RS,
REMEIA A8 & R AL 40 I 0 T 3 P 2638, R TIR R AL R al Lo &, 5 R IR & & WK fz shiT 8
S A A e B 2R IR I W A el 2SS G 5 A KSR Y e R A g i ek /DO, ek 28 M R
R REE AR IL B R HL A 16 1R D) TBECH 38 HA FFAE . B HEEE S, Rete 5 | e S, BS54
L e R 4 LA 3% 23000, X IO A 35 ) R 1 52 ) A7 4 31 25 5001, Larsson 451 7 A{K HepG2 M
ARG P & 3R, TBECH J& —FioA s i HES R Bl ), JF 2 K P 3 iz Ak & 0 25 T BUE I R 3500
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FIEEAE A N 0 25 L. Y24 A 1k, 47 9¢ TBECH B PER0N OB 78 £ B4 vh PR & B AR, D EXK
A A RS R SR HIL R, DA S RS T 41 B S 56 B AR A

TBECH Ay # MES0U0 7R LA A A % $60 . Khalaf 2500 78 TBECH S48 1A A AT 48 i 11t 25 P A
&R, p»-TBECH. 6-TBECH X -2 Jfd i) 435 4 F 3 T+ «-TBECH., f-TBECH. 7] i, TBECH H.A3 441
WATHEAENE , AN )R 38 B AN ) 5 4 i 1) B M Ayt 2 A A 25 5

A EEF A SRR, X B-TBECH BEPERUN IR i 2, FEAE AR, W A LR .
P22 SR AR E S PR RON A 5T Park S50 7EBF ST B-TBECH X 48 4 (Salmo trutta) FUIR AR 854 &
P, B B-TBECH 175 1 B8R 41 ((118.4+3.1) pmol-g ™' Iw) REMS 1 it FFR I 4 & A2 9 728, e F IR
b B A B 5 A s BRI KO BEAIR, T 0 O IR AR S . Marteinson 452 D 0.239 ng-g-d ! 1Y B-
TBECH % #% i 1R FR 204, WF 58 & 8 B-TBECH A5 | JE2 T e P 21 85 A PN R B CHR B 25 A ot 3 v B T
1M FLRES [ BUAF 214 (Falco sparverius) 1) I 1V A1 Z (0 388 0, 38 S 2 381) T 4 R 22 30 () R B 1 R A T AT
g R/ R HE B AT A B 8 I, 45 SR % W B-TBECH & — Ff Al fE A9 B AL 7 . Stojak %5057 & ML T -
TBECH g% L4 s AR 7 =R AR R SR 28 5T 3l 7 HE A2 19 7% P . Marteinson %51 #t i T -TBECH #& %
(0239 ng-g"-d") FEELLEE (Falco sparverius) ;= Ul i FBP EE 5t gl b, O 1 AR 22, B AR 1A, BHATE
B e Y R A O B, B S AR D, X R R % B-TBECH H AT A= 51 B P . Porter 551 & B B-
TBECH % % i ‘5 208 S 4 fd MT4mRNA £k i, {1 ~TBECH JF %47, MTs i 215 0N
SRR A B LR LR, S-TBECH Fl ~-TBECH REGS R 40 M A0 IS 1, 5 R G AR & 14t
AALEE (TXN) B9 238 B9 V8, 2088 ) 1E 5 Ak JFOIR 25 32 B 4, iIX %8 p-TBECH Al +-TBECH #
T2 A0S 5 | L & 2 I 4 i () S A B3t . Huang 26159 /5% T TBECH HEXT WS R ST T K (Zea mays L) Y
A AL 8 1 DNA #1473, 45 R %W TBECH 1] KL T O, F1 H,0, W 7=/, 5l i 41 8 A (B R 1k, bt
FALBESEE R i ik, H LT S AR AR B 5K, B-TBECH WA AL 031 ik ik 2%
4.3 TBCO Ay#EMER

KT TBCO B 7 PR N F 98 A # A R, = 51 % TBCO ARl AR A # M AF 5. TBCO I EEERL
N BB PE N AR AE B & B #E1E. Saunders S5 FSY T TBCO X H A 85 ( Oryzias latipes) i
G- 7 RN AZ RS R 52, FE LA - 4P BRI (HPGL) 19 34 A>3k PR 1) 7 S a2 A b 1
WA AL AR R, WF5E TBCO Y P 43 b TS AIL il AHF 5% 2 58 e ARV 58 pg-g ™! TBCO M (B H 7=
U35 A1 %k HR AL, HL R RS 1) HE RS 7 B bt 5 0 BB AR Fb S 2 AR AN TR, 5 o SRR ) AR 18%, i
W RRIE 607 pg-g™ TBCO Y5 FE 415 Xt R 41 To B i AN [R], e WAMIR IR FE TBCO % 78 X%t 7 o H A Al
PE. TBCO X 55 31 i 35k PR 32 328 149 5% M 4 ) EL AT e AR A R 1 ) e S, BB R AR 4 1R TBCO MR B 11
s, MR GBI DL &2 5 HPGL 028 25 [ B AR Js RN 45 0 26 19 36 (R i SR 2 T, 5 TBCO 14
R X M 35 2 e PR K R R G, 25 SRIESE T TBCO X N 433 A ¥ 7 T4 TBCO X5 8k JiF ik v
FE R S = ) 0 T A Wl 35 e, R BH TBCO A W 76 10 JFF IR 2 M I3 1 0 3R /e B 3R T A il B0 5 2R 3
B, TBCO S A k8 25 Ak 18 2% 32 4K (hERo/ hAR«) A5 40 3], 7T 300 k5 0k 08 25 2 1A T I Y8 35 52 A4
FHIRFE N 20, T30 17-p M B2 5 228 9 & U, Mankidy 2502 % 3 TBCO £ 5806 52 3L 54 40 iy
VSR S (T) FOME — 5 (E2) (9 43 W63 N .Sun 55006 H AR 5 8% (Oryzias latipes) WG VR A BiF 58 %t
G, G5 TR SR AL VR A B A 24 T U] TBCO X H AT g I A B B B B R is 2. iR & 8
100 pg L™ TBCO 28, Xof i £ K B5ORN A B 2y 23 350 7 A 5 ). AE A R i TBCO Y & AR i 1
T F B A ARG, ARG S 4 RN R 1A SR AL A 2 N, TN TBCO A7 7 151 35 40 O LIS 4 B4 KU, LA
THA YR A58 % & #EME. Essen 48U 3B 5E D #1 (Danio rerio) WIIRIGAE BTN G, ZEETE 2. 20,
200 pg' L' 1Y) TBCO ¥ 1, & TBCO 23 T B0uk FE AR PE 1Y FE T 5638 L 0o SRR AR LA KB A3 25 it A
A FEAEEN R A B, AR A LB o 75 1 — 25K

BSR40 % T HBCD, TBCO, TBECH FI%F SH-SYSY 4l 8 M #8317 3 A Je i 5k
BEALEL, % BE 3 FlPHARFI I RES A SH-SYSY MM py P8 7=, B gL b AR PR 123k 42 i 2 7= 4 ROS &
3 R BHR 7 L [R50 3 S WL, TR HBCD A TBCO (48 P i 846 Ca> v S04 M U8 T3 42, i % F
TBCO, Ca* 45 By 40 L A T- 7515 S 25 77 1 L ROS B 8 2 IV AIF 5% X5 A~ [A] 45 44 i) CBFRs 1825 1 2%
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i
=
-

7%, mAREE B i 78 TBECH F11 TBCO AY## 42 41 it 25 4 K T HBCD, {H & X T HE MUK
PRIV 2 75 TG A [R) ) KL AT R O 2 5T

5 5455 (Research Outlook)

CBFRs 1] LAFEAR ™ | fd | 32 i B 75040002 A B8 () A A A SR v iE AR KR DA B - 1846
IRBEA T, 22 SRR B I 8h LA AR W i 5 0 EA TG . T ATk, Bl HBCD A 7= Al FH 9 PR il
Wit 2 ¥ £ 1) TBECH F1 TBCO fE A H AR M U ASREL, S BB AT IR K. AR SCLiik 7
CBFRs WIS B5 K- AW E 4 | A RBp RN, B S48 T CBFRs S RAEAS RIS A i iy
O3AR, AR R A L A R EE RO 1 25 S BEXT E RTRIFST A BOIR LA R A AR B IR R, 5 DL
ZERI R,

(1) 5 K& HBCD FEX A T i B 25 0 A L eI b i s 46 | i, SOk fas
KON FE A B, 5 5 TBECH 1 TBCO M7 32 B4 v 78 KA UR ) SR AR TR v i 43 A B e 7K
A T E RO, AR A A S R MBS A S B = O T 255 174 TBECH. TBCO 1k
AR R RS, TR 3 I AE B 2B AR 28 R G R B AT S A W 300; (A BIF5R 3AAE A AT

(2) &4 HBCD ¥ 7 1B, 2 B A AR AR W & 4 . & W 5 O FURN B 1 200 . H A 6
CBFRs FAHICAHFE 4 A 257, 6t= 5 HBCD 7E [FAE 2508 T 1Y B 4% FU 8, MELA X TBECH A1 TBCO J& 7%
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