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Abstract ; In vitro bioassays can directly obtain the toxicity information of numerous coexisting pollutants in water
environment, and has become one of the important means for toxic effect evaluations and diagnosis. However, due

to the lack of toxicity effect limit standards for determining the water quality, it is difficult to use bioassays for wa-
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ter quality management. Therefore, more and more research is focusing on deriving the effect-based trigger values
(EBTs) of in vitro bioassays. This paper reviews the establishment background and derivation principles of EBTs,
and summarizes a variety of derivation methods of EBTs. At present, the methods of derivation of EBTs are divided
into two categories according to the protection objectives, one is the health protection objective and the other is the
ecological protection objective. EBTs for drinking water are based on the premise of protecting human health and
are based on allowable daily intake (ADI), in vivo safe concentration, daily dose of 10% increase in cancer inci-
dence (TD,,) and guideline values (GV) in environmental quality standard (EQS). While, EBTs for surface water,
aiming at ecological protection, were derived based on GVs values in the EQS and hazardous concentrations at the
5th percentile (HC,) of the species sensitivity distribution (SSD). Derivation of EBTs from GV and HC, are two
widely used frameworks. The former is dedicated to reading EBT values from GV of EQS and trying to establish
derivation methods that can be widely applied to various toxicity endpoints. The latter is to obtain HC, values of
positive compounds from the species sensitivity curve. At the same time, combined with the background parameters
of the water body to be measured, the EBT value of the protection ecosystem was derived. This paper compares the
EBT values and characteristics derived from different methods for in vitro bioassays and summarizes the applica-
tion of EBTs in water environments in order to provide theoretical basis and technical support for high-throughput
in vitro bioassays for water quality assessment.

Keywords ; effect-based trigger values; in vitro bioassay; mode of action; endocrine disruption; genotoxicity; base-

line toxicity

H 5 3¢ [ 4k 2 SCH% B4 )& (Chemical Abstract
Service Database), # £ 2023 4 9 A it FLIELHIN &
FRICHWIE A YRR C &3 2.8 1R, BEAEHE N
WAk ) B e B LA T 3, Bl Sk Ak AN Tk Ak ik
PRI ER R, BAE A 3 12 t b A P T A0
FHZK A 18 7K I H AR 90 S5 i AR 1D A PR K AR
IKIREE S A G RN R BB s e ik ik 4k
YR ZR G W XA E T KA K IIE
T e R o X N A il R R A A 4 o A I 3
JREO AR EE A2 23 B ] e s A A g e, A=
Py SR R B R A S RN A A, TT LA 2]
REAMEEAFERNERY Y A HEAE
VI A R S A A S5 A R AEY R
[B]FAH S ER ) B % 3R JR I (Reduction, Replace-
ment, Refinement)"* [ 4 H A1 /&5 38 & I 38 19 & J2
I & K AR A A Ik O 2 B R sl i S5,
PRSI A= Py I3 0 1A 4 S 7K BT DT A 9 3 2D 7S
FEIT,

I AR A= 10 i A K FREEAE A B A R
B, 38 fe FH A W 24 5 Mk S (bioanalytical equivalents,
BEQ)RAEZ 4 4Bk G #EAE M, 15 AR R 3/ X
(mode of action, MoA) i) 4= ¥l 52 2 8] ) %R B
AL ELPER AP as N ZKSF (4 B Y d Tl DA A7, 3X
ANV E 2T RSN B ) S, BT, R Sh

A N 8 {1 A 7 30 T A i B 2 SRR ) A G
o o o1 et < DA % (| S VR A DO W S 7S f = R LN
A= R A BRSO ik & {H (effect-based  trigger
values, EBT), i it b4 47 E 24 43 ) BEQ 5 EBT
{H, T LAHS BhFRATTHE — 8 R B L e KR IR 2 A
()24, RIS B TR0 A M 78 A J5 7K v
i et PRI

HAi# S EBT MY 7 4% BRI H AR 73
PR (D@ RO B AR, @) SR HR, Hrp
EEXSHIK ) EBT DL ARG BR D AR, 3 1 5
H 2178 A & (allowable daily intake, ADI) & P %
SEURTE T KR RN 10% (194 H #)4(TD,, ) Fl
A8 Ji i b5 7 (environmental quality standard, EQS)
WP 7K B+ S (guideline values, GV)#E S, KIRK
R EBT {H AR #3257k EQS HF i GV R Fh iUk
J& 5341 (species sensitive distribution, SSD) [ £k H fY
55 AN A L EURY 16 B Y (hazardous concentra-
tion, HC,#f %, IE @ FE ORI How, 45 EQS
H GV {H A1 SSD #h& iy HC {E#EF EBT & H i
NI Z 0 2 FhOTEERESE R E B TR EQS
(1) GV {ELAE Ry $5cdhs Bl e 3 EBT 8, Jfial B g 7wl
DAz 38 T P B PR A R 2 O B e
PyRh U 53 An it Ze b 3045 R AL G 9 HC, 18,
[ 25 SRR KR 8 2 280 S IR AE R R
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il EBT {ERY, AR SCHKHE 4 /7 EBT WY WF 5% 75
B EZE T EBT &M 5 & el B vh US4
J'&  LER T AR K IR BT RE A AR A AR M EBT 1Y
WA E 7, IR T EBT 76 /K 3053 v A9 1y
R R A JE RSN B IE B R G EBT il &
FkRtS%

1 M A% (B AU 52 i & 2 ( Influence factors of
effect-based trigger values)
1.1 Ry HEs

H i, i AR AE i 28 0 T RHIK
FA KNG 7K SEAS TR A AR AR D720y K
Ty B AR, #E S 9 EBT 776 22 5%, 9l 0 ADI
VE R MRS TN AL 27 ) J5T 14 22 AV FE 4 5245 3]
(% EBT W] AE A PR AP AR R A4 30 5 17 HC VR R A=
AR H A&, 35T HC, /5219 EBT S Tk
A=A DR AP > AR 8 A [R] K AR O 47 B AR E 4
&AM EBT (HP", [, AN s X K AR S {E A7 7E
225 A 2% ORI A BT Y 5 ST
G, BTE— 5 0 R PN (1 R Bl X)) SR AR 275 5
BLATELHE , DX 2695 5% BEQ I F-HI{EAE S EBT
ZH
1.2 B

H R 7K PREEAE i AR S it i 0 S 2 F
BRI o Ry S R 2 SRR TR 2
AEHE S PR UL AR B PR R P 2 AR L i
Ko AFEEEZ SR BEQ JoiEAH B AL, X e 4E
T EBT B, 75 SR R 2R A2 43 0 el S 4 52 07
Bio DRI THE S R, N MEBR (ER)
FVHEHCER (AR)AF RO, 108 5 A7 7R JLAS i BE A= 1 16 1
93T (R R BUE G W), B ATRY B8 M AR
KRR [ AT LA BEAKRE A TR A 0 B> | R ot %o
SR PEZ R EBT #E5 XS5 [T & Y 0 5o
13200 EBT {85 1 JH 206 PG P $ s 4 =
(% EBT {EAHIE ™ FEsle = 800 Ak & B Ecis g, T LA
AU B A& W B B AH3E EBT (., XS T
S 35 G T A S PR 2 AR R M A
RS PEZ R BFIE R W] H ETC M RO AL A Y5
ARt 2 RE A B A /N BB 0 TR G SO0, T H <
1% P17 DT R R 1 28 A R 5 S5 1 28, fiff
PN AL & W) T0 12 AR TR B W 1) e 1A M 2L
I, AT LIRS TR A PR Al B ax 26 A i
S A Bl EBTY

2 MEAh%&{EKESF L (Methods of deriving
effect-based trigger values)

HETBF5EHE S EBT (907 4% IO B 5 70 Ry
PR, (DfEREORA A% , G045 ADI #ES 1 IR N %
SR PEHESR I JRRRE A 38 A 42 52 51 5 1 PN A B o
AR Q) A DR H b5, B 45 PR 55 T i bR v vk
IR EUBE A 2k o RIS Rl B R e
EBT {HAYHL AN 1 Fis
2.1 T NG DR B SO0 fih (B

H 217 A & (allowable daily intake, ADI)J&
AR —2H 20 ) 25 P a6 v A5 3 1% T8 W0 D0 &9 07 ¥k i
(NOEC)HEWT t itk & 48 A2 4 [ E ) R
EAFE A LAY ADI (E #E SR HK 2 10 4%
A BB, Horb 320 7 B IR S W iy
ADI A4 R BEQ, I %) i 2 1 EBT, H Hiji%
TIEME T Y EBT (B Ko A BRARSCHY “ 4 43
WAT IR . Been S5 X A 4304 T4 R4 1Y
CALUX I, 4k BH 1Ak & W) K 2 RN AL & W)
i ADL 5 4L G YR BEQ, I i iAo h A= il
LAY A X34 1 (relative effect potencies, REPs)¥% 1k A
PR AL S 0 0 BEQ., HI T 1 4 5 14 &b A= il i
REP 1922 5% , 2RI A F b5 4 ADI 1521 BEQ
ZEFEER, i BEQ/EC,, (3 LOEC)<0.1 iy%dis,
DA D 1 4 5 R S A i ) REP 25 5% e 244
BEQ # AT X EES A A AL G 158 5 AN H 41
(LB i 2 1Y EBT {H,

AN FR I BIFGE TG W) N 2 8 28 4 50 i 5
[] T A St 22 4 R i AR L, BRI S BRI
LRI (in vivo safe concentration) ) EBT #E5
15, Brand WAL PR N L W E S EBT, %18
BN A I 4 WSO A 5 o 18 22 5%, 70331
XF R AL S RN R RSO AR P 1 X IO s i 73
B EFOREE G 3%, b R RN AL P W i
SIECS RSB o BOBUE A R IR AL & A E
AR S Y S E00 B KA, B 28 TRV &
WA N 2 B P Ak R o I 26 550 EBT A

XL BRGNS BRI AR A (H
A LU S0 2 BdE 17 (CPDB, 2019) i 1Y
TD,, {ERHAE (TD,, [ 248 A 20 B F B 5 5h ¥
JEERE JT R N 10% 15 H R i) e EBT™, H
R T HAR I S B RO B BT
T AL SIS AL B AR A A2 Wil i EBT i /Y TAE

ZR
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25 bR, BRTEL T ADI R P 224 1k i 2 4
T 2R N AT AN, CALUX KA EBT i,
X2 AT I A R AR 25 AN, Bl n Xt
AR-CALUX . PR-CALUX F1 GR-CALUX 43T
PRSI 7 3%, 2 i VA M S 4 R 1Y) 22 S AT 4 o
TE— B LA {02 X F ER-CALUX, /A [H] il
RO A 22 485K, 5 Been Z K5 ADI #E S
) ER-CALUX f#) EBT {# 0.25 ng-L™'(lL EEQ i1)#
Ft, Brand S8 MKHE (A Py 22 42k B2 A5 2% EBT fH 0
3.8 ng-L7'(LA EEQ i), ZHEAE — B KL b, v]
FIE P4 Jirt DR AR P 22 4 e B 0 X AR NN Ak B e 45
G ECRER RS 6 3 B0 B O RO AL & Y B
KAETHE, il ADI L WIZR6 25 TR IT A 156 45 AL
AR A ) SR 3R 3 S 0 A G B AR
K, BT PN 2 A BE 3 1) S 80RO B

BRSNS YT 2K, R s 1 2 #h oy 4%
FWEBT MR B %, & FFTR, KHE ADI 5
e MR PN 22 A e B 1 TR E R 238 AT 42 32 A O A dt
IEASEIR) EBT AT ORIPMARMERR , n] LI O
TRARSNE By B AR o HRZERENE Y
ADI TD,, .REP il ADME(W 45 4375 AR5 F0HEH)
SR B HEA
2.2 RTINS AR A ARV firh K (B

RS it & 5 fE (environmental quality standard,
EQS)ME T ¥ Ak 2= ) o 1 7K 53 4 - {EL (guide-
line values, GVs), J2&18 ] T A [A] & 5 a5 X 113 £ %)
PEFER , SRR AL S RSP AE Pl EBT (A /Y
IS G/ S/

DA 3RO A 4] - Kunz S5 POVE X6 1l ZR 7K
W R k2= o, B R BH AR S 178-ME—

AR AL A1)

RS O W p——— iy AN QIR e T
Bl eV 52N REMEH S AR TR SE ISR VINGE =R IRAA ) NS P B R
Data source ADI for positive Sub-chronic animal TD,, in CPDB Chemicals GV for (hemicals GV for reactive Acute and chronic toxicity
chemicals toxicity 10 Specific MoA or non-specific MoA data of aquatic organisms
ANt s M F B b SR T
Coefficient of | Extrapolation -
uncertainty | factor TR 1 EZ | . , . -
INCLTIS Y e PR K7t RERT FERTEL R PR EURE
RS %ﬂll’{(ﬁj{{ = *gﬁ Toxicity Wei Jhtcd Mixture Specific Background i 2
ADME HAEVFRAG model of s el factor ratio BEQ SSD
ADI for positive mixture mode
chemicals
p N - l p \ 4 < EEEEE— h 4 N A 4 N
. . _60kgX20% Y BEQ, i ) 2545 % AZBEQ, HCs-BEQA!
7’[%‘77—12 EBT= 2L-d"! EBT:70 ngiO% X E :70 kg X 20% EBT=L=1 n EBT=mixture factor- <=1 ,,BhQ' 1§ 5t BEQ JLFIHSIEBT
Calculation ADIxfax 2Ld 2L-d" n " Combined safe BEQ, HC, -
axfu S
methods J EBT= '/ BEQ, Y BeQ, | BEQand background BEQ to
\_ faxxi'lp‘ YA ADI ; REP TD'lX REP VAN i:*l ) EBT=specific iﬁo' =l PN calculate IHCS»EBT Y,
BEY N[ g soshe s T T T ( .
K Py Bl IR 22 2R P YIS WK % 4R HuR K % 4R HuR K % 4o
I vivo sa fex Safe concentration Safe concentration Safe concentration Safe concentration of Safe concentration of
. of drinking water of drinking water of drinking water surface water surface water
concentration \ JAN ) ) )
S | S !
T T P T Y P,
R 518 MR MR e B e KT HUAR R
Effect-based EBT of endocrine EBT of endocrine N & EBT of surface water HC;-EBT of surface water
trigger values disruptin — EBT of genotoxicity water
. g AN pting " J U J | (S | J
(37 H b5 ST RN RS AR A BT A R RS AR
Pro'tCCt_lon EBT based on health EBT based on ecological
objective protection objective protection objective

E1 ETARHENMNEMEERESTE

1 EBT QA fi % {8 ; ADL R4 H

BVHRA S ; MoA AR MAE I ; SSD IR AN BUREE /31 ; GV (RF K BidE 18

fa AU AL & W RIS 4L fu, (URIAMEAL G W I 1 R 455 05
fa, ARFILALIG AL S W BB 58 fu,, ARFRICALTE PGS W B 3 R 456 4080 REP (RRAART AT 5
TD,, 10 FEELLE Sh W hE A RN 10% 94 H & BEQ R4 4 24 vk E ; mixture factor fURIR A KT ; specific ratio 104 FFHELL .

Fig. 1

Derivation of effect-based trigger values from different data sources

Note: EBT stands for effect-based trigger values; ADI stands for allowable daily intake; MoA represents mode of action; SSD represents species

sensitivity distribution; GV stands for guideline value; fa represents the absorption fraction of positive compounds; fu,, represents the protein

unbound fraction of positive compounds; fa, represents the absorption fraction of other active compounds; fu,,, represents the protein

unbound fraction of other active compounds; REP stands for the relative effect potencies; TD,, represents the daily

dose that caused a 10% increase in cancer incidence; BEQ stands for biological equivalent concentration.
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fi5(17B-estradiol, E2)[Y GV B #4005 Mk 384 2% {R 4
AP BEQ, 15 21 T A Ml ¥ 2 L EBT A
04 ng-L™'(BL EEQ i), ZIrALiH E2 19 GV
TR ER AN (R AR S A i AR () B X T A O
BN IR )7 v I ER-CALUX F1 YES 2% 1
[i]— EBT fH.

H Tt — A HE S RS A A ME B R EBT {d,
Jarosova SFUBFFEHA E Y B K K T 4 R A R
A I 35 2 0% 1 A & W0 ok ME T (estrone, E1) B2 | 17a-
BRI ME 5 (17 a-ethynylestradiol, EE2) Fl i = i
(estriol, E3), %5 [&HMERZ LA W BRI, gk
4 FEA Y GV AL R X AR S0 A Py i A=
Y1245 BEQ, Fi8 i REP #t# 4 E2 Y BEQ, ;&
TEPEH iR /N BEQ AE A WV 3 2400 1Y EBT A,
Fi4h, A ST S BRAS ) 32 38 200 I vk
Z AR REPE 22 57 Sl It Jarosova SR AR 4R
5 Fofoobfe g8 2 sk iy I3 9k ) S 6 B A5 B AS [R) 96
A6 VI REP B, J 4 1 TR 0 0803 0 A 7 28 1k
¥ (YES)AY EEQs {51 4 0.2 ~0.4 ng-L™' (LA EEQ
1),MELN % 0.2 ~ 0.3 ng- L' (Il EEQ il), ER-
CALUX 402 ~04 ng-L™'(VA EEQ i1), E-Screen
0.1 ~0.3 ng-L™'(UA EEQ i1),MVLN 4 0.1 ~0.3 ng-
L7'(LL EEQ 1), it 1% J5 1 m 45 21 2 B M I R A%
AR AN YN 7 204 EBT /1, 1B 2 i T K #8435
PEL AT = 1E PR AL DR H A i R B
b BE 2L

Escher %5155 4 IU AT A 7 A SR 45 3 T RK
VKPR BT i br o RO HE S At T HE 5238 FH T
A BEPEL S EBT (H 038 HJ7i , DUIER I K rh &2 2%
KRG L5 A5 X TR S 25,
IR IR A R = 16 A A P B i A eT LAAE
TRKRARBE AR AR DY BEPE RN, (H = [F R0 1k
BV AT 2 R i R 2R 45 SR, TR LA o A
AR IR ZE A 43 St AT =K At X D 2R 44
N2 B A IS AR R X R 33 A Ml AR fifh () R
F2Hff 7 AU b 1X b, 2 7K 3 2050 M U8 3R 5 0 7 2
Ffi R 11% E2 9% EE2 F180% El, 7EHE S iR
SN ) BBT B, o] LA BhiZ Eb i) %o e 3% 28 4500 119
EBT {EiEA 5 INBG T, A 41 5P 4= 3% T B
KRS EBT (E™, 1046 T K 22 BOH A 9 4 S P ¢
S N B b K sk R K sk G e L A
AL, 7T LM AL S PIH GV 4kl EBT, 5 7]
SR URP BB (9 =i 2 5 GV T 3 A kA%

20 EBT B, B 5 2, B X R 25 i A4
W, H2e R s8R B i EQS ik &9
FEVEZCOS AT LE i EQS HHL B GV {EHES:
X S A R Y EBT B, 98 253k 1%
IR AR A HAIGPEAS W Bd 1K, BT S
f3 1Y) EBTs & e AH R i, 78— B2 BE b n] DL
THE AR ISEAE S AR S A= Pk, (EX) i 2= A
W R IO 2 S R oy A R 2 T =
PEAL G B, B AT 269 EBTs o] REATI A7 76 48
KiRZE T L4k s RS P

XoF T AR A IO SRR A5 B N P 2% a4 i 1 5
FERR SR A, X KRR P ARG N 235 SR wf LA v 22 i
15 YL 20N R Al RO el AR Ak i A
F EBT {H 57K A SE PR SUAAF, M LLSE BRI H
It Escher %3P 1 Hy — A i B 7 ik 2 A IR &
F(mixture factor), BEZ A F ML SR A
TR 100, HAh 2 L 9IR -G 124 1000, 4 41 3 119
BEQ [ LA A 71 8 e 2% EBT ., H Ao
TRA BT 5 3R A5 T 8B 53 Sy P 2% i Pl S 1
2Ly EBT fH, Ho i BE 2 35 1% DL 2R 3 (phenol ) 1
FHMEAL &9, 13589 EBT 5N 1 264 wg-L™' (LA Phe-
nol-EQ 1), AhRR-CALUX J7 % LA K Ff-[a] € (benzo|a]
pyrene, BaP){E Ky BHPE AL & 91351519 EBT {4 6.21
ng- L' (Pl BaP-EQ it), anti-AR-CALUX LA % th %
(flutamide, Flut)/E R BHPEALS )15 2/ EBT 2 14 4
pg-L7'(UL Flut-EQ i), M4k 5 ADI #8245 21 1)
EBT {EAHZA K, A, Escher £ Neale™ iR 41 X} 4,
PO R T — B RE AR A 12, 8 2 T A 0
66 W B e S 1 LR HE SR T] B Ry P2 4 1 EBT
., RS R A P i 2w 5 L & i R
LR Z B RO R BE LR 3l R S L BN ERGE
BA A B RO EBT #EAT4 0, LA A9
W7E ) EBT ., SIRA RS —46 L, %07
BT DA — 2 515 B S L, AT 3RS T8 A
Z% M E 1) EBT A, fff ¢ 5 7 b 7 ik 18
AREc32 LIHEH - (dichlorvos, DDVP)E Ky BH L &
YY) EBT {64 1 4 mg-L ™' (A DDVP-EQ i), 5740
RENFIEMEIR 156 pg-L7' (UL DDVP-EQ i)
ZERMTE— BRI
2.3 A EURREE oy A h Rk M S 2R S AR RO fil
KA

YRR 73 A7 (SSD) fh £k S Ak 4l s — 1L 5
(R Z2 A~ %) B 1 B0CHR T A5 2 Y 00 it
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85 H SSD & ke i 2 25 5 A~ E 3 LB G s ¥k
J#(5% hazardous concentration, HC,), Bt E X} 5%
P = A B RN 1 V5 G Wk B, WA R RIS
P K A A A A XU BB, R e HC AT A
VNSRS Wik EBT BYJERE . KEFIEAE
Bl SSD 2 S th PHA: AL A W0 9 HC, {EIFAE R X
IR A5 % EBT {l, Zeng 255Nt 4£ %) ECOTOX
e b 4-ms 3L ik 1-48 1k 9 (4 -nitroquinoline N-
oxide, 4-NQO)YJ 4 B MU , £ i X T umuw/SOS
X EBT {5 095 pg-L 7' (L4 4-NQO EQ it), Xu
SN 12 MFD 4-NQO (I FEMERE , 183 umu/
SOS MK %) EBT {E 4 0.64 pg-L™' (LA 4-NQO EQ
1), Ma &P 15 5] & 40 B 7 MK 1 S 4k d bk
EBT {H M 6.04 mg-L"'(1L Phenol-EQ 1),

pLiiNT ol (1B S S1 T SRR X F e 7 i ket i o 7
AT DR B AR R 45 245 1Y EBT {E, 48 T B TR,
& W EdREE D> 52814 EBT (EARAFfEdE—25 58
FE (a3 8], I van de Oost 5P 454 EBT 18 5L PR
APRIGIE P, #5773 F HC-EBT 1Y 7 IR AESE
TS e WA X R 2 R AR N AR B B
P, REP AL M FHM:ALG ) BEQ, A th&W)
AT C AL &9 LA H L& %) BEQ F/x i SSD
M2k, B 5 N B i B A E 0 HC,-EBT, 54%
SEHL SR, R A HC, J7 51T anti-AR F4AfL
7 4 R MK i EBT (& Z iz 2K F b4 S
FITRA RN P % &4 HC,-EBT LA L3 4
ZH0 %) % 5 Escher 252V 42 H AOTR & I HE
L, N R A HY EBT BUE A I 55 52 bR v i
IKARI T 5e{E, van de Oost 5527 AR HE 15 /K 14 B
I AR AR R4 Ml T S B (E A ZE clean-BEQ,
DA 21 9 A A B R0 T 9 B /N BEQ 1EH safe-
BEQ, 45 & HC,-BEQ. safe-BEQ #l1 clean-BEQ I [
W2 fe 4 1) EBT A, K8 1% 7 1k & 153 3| ER-
CALUX (1) EBT 16~ 0.5 ng-L™" (VA EEQ i), GR-
CALUX L)1 ZE K A2 (dexamethasone, DEX)fE 4 BH P
164 ¥4 EBT {4 100 ng- L' (Bl DEX-EQ i1),
PPARy-CALUX 4 10 ng-L™' (LA Ros-EQ iT), PAH-
CALUX 4 150 ng-L™'(VX BaP-EQ i}),

3 AEMiXZ% = EBT K5 A (EBT of different
endpoints and its application)
3.1 BAEMKSME YA EBT {4

HI TR BARAS R, DL AR H A5 i

WKHK EBT FILVESGRY S HAR LK EBT 47
FEZE00, TR A B LA A N 2 4 MR FE VA R ADI
SRR AN R O HARRY 2 FhE Ik,
EATE R0 EBT {82 5 A K, (U4 X ER-CALUX
5301 3.8 ng-L™' (LA EEQ 1) #1025 ng-L™' (A EEQ
I — A BOR A P Al B 2 e
R RIS R (AR) 2280 25 2 PR BTG 2500 (PR)
FIUHE 2 i 2% 32 (R BTG #5000 (GR) %6 EBT {H 7E— 1
BE WA R FIRNZ 2R ELFESEN
JEHTEC S B2 MR N 2E vk B 1 ADT 5 1
LG PR IE ML G W ADI B HESR 5K
P oA, R A L LA 260545 2 Y EBT {H 2 55
B3, Wik ER-CALUX I3 0 & , i ] EQS
JEASRAE M 0.1 ~0.5 ng-L™' (LA EEQ i), 1M %&
F YES Wi, EQS 7713811 EBT {60 12 ng-L™
(UL EEQ 1), 5 ER-CALUX K EBT H# k2= 5, H
AN [ AAR S1 A 00 3 % 50 P A [0 HLA [ 3k
Jr s ) BT S BRI A A ) Z (6] (%) REP £77E 22
5o AR FH AR E By R 7 K B PEAG B, 7
B2 A ] 1 DUy 92 % 2 Y EBT, [R] B d5 4 76
EBT 3L Ak I 255 52 50K AR BT 78 [ 5 1 X ) s 1
eI PRAGTE A

AR SC 25 MR AR S AR K Ty 1k X N ) EBT
{8, Ho T BQS Wy s EBT {E AT LLid I T
ZFARARFGA H br, 53T E R B AR #5077k
FIEET HC, WA, EQS T ik 13 FH M B bk T
&1 EQS #udl , i EQS "k MK GV 71
EBT o] R {3 A (A (g B i AR 3 , 35 FH T Ak T
KK B, EQS Hue /K GV ] LUHE S i T A4 4
PR3P 8 EBT {H, ATAE A DAk b R 7K i A4 S0 A il i
BI(EARE, 7EX— 7 T, 2T EQS T ikt H:
flLHE S 5 i I R T
3.2 EBT{HAYN
3.2.1 WA TR

PR b P A5 A kg 7K R A it o B ST 1Y
FEMERON , XN 9 EBT {H UL 3 1, Brand %538 i
AN 22 42 e B 12: 45 3] ER-CALUX 3R i EBT Xy
38 ng-L7'(UL EEQ i1); AR Y EBT & 11 ng-L™' (LA
DHT-EQ it); %f T GR,EBT Jy 21 ng-L™'(Vk DEX-
EQ i1); ¥F PR,EBT & 333 ng-L ™' (LA Org2058-EQ
i), EBFFEAE 3 EBT Rl 454 CALUX izt
X far 2 e — PR K T B 7K B 147 PEAT , A6 1) ER
TE 4 B M 049 ng-L7'(UA EEQ 1), AR 4
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Table 1 The reference compounds and effect-based trigger values of specific MoA in vitro bioassays

R fih 2 AH
Wy 12 RS Ang-L™" (LA ref-EQ 1) 7k SCHR R IR
Bioassays Reference compounds Effect-based trigger values Methods Literature

/(ng-L™")(Based on ref-EQ)

Wl 3 32 R (ER) Activation of estrogen receptor (ER)

3d YES 178-ME — % 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.88 EQS [24]
A-YES 178-ME — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.56 EQS [24]
ER-CALUX 17B8-Mff —F& 17B-estradiol (E2) 025 ADI [41]
ER-CALUX 178-Mi — 8 17B-estradiol (E2) 38 o Vifi:ffeiaﬁon [42]
ER-CALUX 178-W — % 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.1 EQS 24]
ER-CALUX 178-M 5 17B-estradiol (E2) 05 HC, [27]
ER-CALUX 178-M 5 17B-estradiol (E2) 02~04 EQS [47]
ER-CALUX 178-# — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 02 EQS 23]
ER-GeneBLAzer 17B-Mf —_J% 17B-estradiol (E2) 034 EQS [24]
ER-GeneBLAzer 17B-Mf —_J% 17B-estradiol (E2) 1.8 EQS 23]
ERa-Luc-BGl 178-ME — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.62 EQS [24]
E-SCREEN 178-ME — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.1~03 EQS [47]
E-SCREEN 178-ME — % 17B-estradiol (E2) 09 EQS 23]
hERa-HeLa-9903 178-ME — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 06 EQS 23]
ISO-LYES (Sumpter) 17B8-Mff P 17B-estradiol (E2) 097 EQS 24]
ISO-LYES (McDonnell) 178-ME — % 17B-estradiol (E2) 107 EQS [24]
MELN 17B-ME — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 037 EQS [24]
MELN 178-M — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 02~03 EQS [47]
MVLN 178-M — % 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.1~03 EQS [47]
REACTIV (unspiked) 17B8-Mff — P& 17B-estradiol (E2) 0.8 EQS 24]
SSTA ERa-HeLa-9903 17B8-Mff — & 17B-estradiol (E2) 101 EQS [24]
YES 178-ME — i 17B-estradiol (E2) 02~04 EQS [47]
YES 178-M i 17B-estradiol (E2) 12 EQS 23]
e 2 52 R P4IE (AR) Activation of androgen receptor (AR)
AR-CALUX YA 52 Dihydrotestosterone (DHT) 11 in Vifok slj:fffejiration [42]
AR-CALUX WA 2 Dihydrotestosterone (DHT) 45 ADI [41]
BB i 52 R385 (GR) Activation of glucocorticoid receptor (GR)
GR-CALUX HZEKA Dexamethasone (DEX) 21 i Vi:fsszferftraﬁon [42]
GR-CALUX H1ZEKH Dexamethasone (DEX) 479 ADI @1]
GR-CALUX H1FEAKH Dexamethasone (DEX) 100 HC, 27]
GR-CALUX HiFEKAS Dexamethasone (DEX) 150 EQS 23]
R 32 R B0E (PR) Activation of progestogenic receptor (PR)
PR-CALUX 7/ Progesterone (P4) 155 ADI [41]
PR-CALUX 16a-ethyl-21-hydroxy-19- 133 NGB "

nor-4-pregnene-3,20-dione (Org2058)

in vivo safe concentration

1 EQS R I Tt ARifE , ADL U255 H AR REA L.
Note: EQS stands for environmental quality standards; ADI stands for allowable daily intake.
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#4451 ng-L7'(LL DHT-EQ 1), 3% 46 24 F /K 3 it
KT F 9 EBT {A, 18 B /K 55 KME AN A7 AE A A fik
FREXUG: . Dehkordi 251 7E 47+ ] Zayandeh Rood [ fiY)
WK AP 18 F ER-CALUX 75 21k FH /K I8
rME S PE N 0.74 ng- L7 (VA EEQ 1), WA
I H O 9 28 X N 2 f B XURS: 4% /), Leusch 28V A
58 K UK K FE S H ER 76 1E<0.03 ng- L' (UL EEQ
1), AR It <1 ng-L™' (VA DHT-EQ i), LK T %5 1y
i) EBT {8, AT LAA R AN AELE AR KU, H FiTae
FE R IR K 8 3 53 8 T B s800 A 4 K 250 0
ANt EBT A n] 68 (14 JE K2 XF EDCs 1A
WFEST, MARAR s> T 4MEYE EDCs #E AZKI

TEVEATHBFE AR AR S A= A, 385 3k R FH ¢
K EQS Bt HC, #E 15 2|19 EBT {4 M2 %,
Leusch 25"/ | ER-GeneBLAzer . AR-GeneBLAzer .
GR-CALUX Hll PR-CALUX % Z Ff &4 i, LA
i H 6 MEZGEER R 2 E AR =
VPGP ) I b FKAE S R I N 43I TEHE . 2% van
der Oost ZE2 F1 Jarosova Z5™ 1 7% 15 51| (1Y Hb & 7K
EBT {8, KZ BOKFE ) P9 53 06 16 M AR T 1 FRAE,
IV — K BE A GR-CALUX % P35 F) 96 ng -
L™(Lk DEX-EQ it), # i EBT {4 47.9 ng- L™ (LA
DEX-EQ 1), # BIZIREE KA BT GE X 7K A= A= 9 #4 1
WAEfEE . Miiller 251 78 o] SR 7K 1] (1 1] 74 /g 358 ) 43
Hri4s A 5 Leusch S5 AL, A A BOK IR B
anth K3 ER 5404k N IR T M 1 AR . Hout-
man 3¢ F K BT HEAT PEAR , 7E R 2 B IR AR
HRG I BT 2 35 2 R U 2 P A o TG T X
% EBT {8, {0 /K 5 0 anti-AR 3% 4 #8 33 % 1 A9
EBT {8 328 ~25 pg L7 (DA Flut-EQ i), i ik 2
90 pg L™ (PA Flut-EQ 1), 7F 7K Jit 8 B AH OC 4,
BT X i K G RRK , 56 [ QI Tt 7K 28 ) & AUl
FHARSNA:= Pk EBT V58 WA e, i) 48 Je S
W5 70T B M 98 2R 2 A P N A KR W A Y L, LA
IR K T 4 o A R A TSLOHe fE % ZE 0L 1) EBT B
3.5 ng-L7'(UL EEQ i1,

UEAh , KA R 7K EBT 18 Tk b
T T 20500 R 0 B (A v, LAVEA X 52 9 A (A i £
BB He S TEF 5T 47 815 K v A= ) R ff 3
e, R F i &5 JE R 19 T47D-KBluce A& 971 5 7%
WFE T 10 KI5 K A3 (WWTPs) 25 4% 7K 1) HE 35
R, Z5RR oK HE S G 1.50 ~
4.12 ng-L7'(UA BEQ 1)) F XA A EBT A 0.5 ng-

LA BEQ 11), 3R BT /K T B A AR A A 28 KU
S0, R 1K P 43 0 T HE RN PE AT 98 A G5
TR KRB PEAL 1) E 2L, Simon 28 fifi ] ER-
CALUX J7E PPl AN [F] 25 45 1Y 224> 50 1Y 75 7K
K ANFES P Escher 5PY15 219 0.1 ng- L™ (LA EEQ
T DT BRI DL, B 2R A )05 1k 4
KT EBT {H.,

3.2.2  RMPEBREEZ A

$U:¥ s eI DW= P A &S IR (S N N e 7B
R B RS T B, K EBT H—H A2 3 iz %
T A TGS ) S B AR S B EBT {H L3R
2, FEIE R R R EQS kW LA
e G REPE EBT, SR Sl = 200 Ak & W0 i) £ s =
FOELMR BRI SRR B AT L M EBT 4558 i
HC, {H#fES, 2% umw/SOS Mk Ay EBT {H 4
K095 pg-L7'(VA 4-NQO EQ i1) PF10.64 pg-
L7'(LA 4-NQO EQ 1), & b 17 38 I 2k XF 1z 11
EBT ¥ % i+ EQS il HC, J7 153, Hirp Nrf2-
CALUX ) EBT {4 10 ~ 26 pg-L™"' (LA Cur-EQ
1), AREc32 f) EBT {i 4 156 wg-L™'(LL Cur-EQ iT)
1.4 mg- L' (VA Cur-EQ i) LA S 220 pg - L7 (LA
tBHQ-EQ 1), PPARy-CALUX ) EBT {&} 10 ng-
L™'(VA Ros-EQ i1), PPARy-GeneBLAzer HJ EBT {H
436 ng- L' (L Ros-EQ i), PAH-CALUX ) EBT
{4 621 ng-L™'(LA BaP-EQ )%,

Neale Z5F7 R HIK AL 3R ) 4b 385 B KA ks
3| AREc32 1% 14 5.14 wg-L7'(LL tBHQ-EQ 1),
RGP KA B, 13 AREC32 16, (H
WS F) i 7% P 3 I T Escher 257145 2| 4 EBT {H
220 wg-L7'(PL tBHQ-EQ i), Ui AN 5 T. 2 A HE
B DBPs S350 48 Ak 7 85 0z ) 3 5 {H AR AR T
FEAE A RS A 1T BE AR, JIEBH T 76 A 7 v o TR
TR AR By AR A S AR S A A 7K BT
R R (= NN =¥ Sy U S K 2K C AR @ E PSRN
A=y AL 5 K AR B T R AL RS R T
PR BR SR, & BAE 40l 06 Mk Ab B S PAH-
CALUX Hi1 PPARy-CALUX 453 1 55 548 b BE i AH
AR AN K 4T3 FE 40 ~200 ng-L~'(Lh BaP-EQ 1)#
50 ng-L™'(LA Ros-EQ 11), /5 # i X} i EBT fH 621
ng-L™'(UL BaP-EQ i1)#1 10 ng-L™' (LA Ros-EQ 1)
5f5LA L, Alygizakis S48 T ZH W sk 9 A4~
IR0 12 D EKAEAS ffF ZF0 CALUX % 7K
ATV K 3] 1 Nrf2-CALUX & PER 51 ~ 162
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Table 2 The reference compounds and effect-based trigger values of reactive and
non-specific MoA in vitro bioassays
VW RES PG AN fih A8 e Iy ik SCHRARE I
Bioassays Reference compounds Effect-based trigger values Methods Literature
F5IESZ ARG (AhR) Activation of arylhydrocarbon receptor (AhR)
PAH-CALUX ZKJF[a]tE Benzo[alpyrene 621 ng-L™! (D) ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS 24]
PAH-CALUX 2 [a]i¥ Benzo[a]pyrene 244 ng-L™" (A ref-EQ 3 Based on ref-EQ) ADI 1]
PAH-CALUX ZKJf-[a]tE Benzo[a]pyrene 150 ng-L™" (VA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; 7]
H4L1.1c4 AhR assay 2 Jf[a]i¥ Benzo[a]pyrene 636 ng-L™" (U4 ref-EQ  Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
AhR-cisFACTORIAL i H %% Carbaryl 18 wg-L™' (V) ref-EQ 11 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [23]
e R Z AR5 PT(Anti AR) Antagonistic activity on the androgen receptor (Anti AR)
anti AR RADAR (spiked) FMI% Flutamide (Flut) 363 pg-L7! (LA ref-EQ it Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
anti AR-CALUX FAE Flutamide (Flut) 144 pg-L™" (A ref-EQ i Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
anti AR-CALUX A% Flutamide (Flut) 4.8 pg-L™" (U ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) ADI [41]
anti AR-CALUX FUMLE Flutamide (Flut) 25 pg-L7! (UL ref-EQ 1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; [27]
anti AR-GenBLAzer FMI% Flutamide (Flut) 328 pg-L7! (VA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
anti MDA-kb2 FUMLE Flutamide (Flut) 346 pg-L™! (LA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS 24]
Z i 2 Z R FEPi(Anti PR) Antagonistic activity on the progestogenic receptor (Anti PR)
anti PR-CALUX S} Endosulfan 1967 wg-L™! (V) ref-EQ 31 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
2 X R Z ARG (PXR) Activation of pregnane X receptor (PXR)
L s — 2 — i
HG5LN-hPXR Di&_ﬁf;;if};iﬁiim) 163 pg-L™" (A ref-EQ i Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
A — Ffig — jio
PXR-CALUX Di(Z-ZEt?;;iF;til%uE(%EHP) 272 pg-L7! (VA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
PXR-cisFACTORIAL SN HEE Metolachlor 59 pg-L" (LA ref-EQ i Based on ref-EQ) EQS 23]
PXR-CALUX Je K Hi1°F Nicardipine 3 pg-L7" (Bh ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; 271
FAALR K Induction of oxidative stress response
ARE GeneBLAzer HE 2 Dichlorvos (DDVP) 392 pg-L™! (VA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
AREc32 HE 2 Dichlorvos (DDVP) 156 pg-L™' (U ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
AREc32 2 Dichlorvos (DDVP) 1 4mg EQS [21]
" S — g
AREc32 ten—buf;s;foﬁli;f/ﬂ(tBHQ) 220 pg-L7" (LA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [71]
Nrf2-CALUX T2 Dichlorvos (DDVP) 26 wg L' (V) ref-EQ 11 Based on ref-EQ) EQS 24]
Nrf2-CALUX F#FE Curcumin 10 pg-L7" (VL ref-EQ 1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; [27]
T E ALY S TE W) Z AR BT (PPARYy) Activation of peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor (PPARy)
PPARy-CALUX B &5 Rosiglitazone (Ros) 10 ng-L7! (VA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; 27]
PPARy-GeneBLAzer B ¥ 5Hi Rosiglitazone (Ros) 36 ng-L™! (LA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS 24]
WAL EE Genotoxicity
. -
umu/SOS 4—nitr:éi?i§eﬁgi;i:{:(?NQO) 095 pg-L™! (Bhref-EQ it Based on refEQ)  HCs /561
" e
umu/SOS 4—nitrji?fﬂ?f:ﬂl:i;izk(?NQO) 064 pg-L™" (U ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; [57]
F2R Rk Baseline toxicity
2k M Baseline toxicity 2K Phenol 1264 ug-L7" (LA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) EQS [24]
BN TR
Luminescent bacteria 2Kl Phenol 604 mg-L™" (VA ref-EQ i1 Based on ref-EQ) HC; 28]
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pg L7 (LA Cur-EQ 31), M3 EBT {4 10 pg-L7' (LA
Cur-EQ 1), 1Mi PAH-CALUX il 1% 14 Ky 52 ~ 242
ng-L'(Vh BaP-EQ i1),iL# 6.21 ng-L™'(2k BaP-EQ
TH) EBT {H, a5 3 W1 S04k 1 3R 56 28 5 7E
AR BTl H Y R B B IS TR AR A O, AT
DIVE SR PPk R A 1 7K Ah BT 20350 R A B A a5
3.2.3 Rtk

FELFEMEAAR N BRI, 245 122 o 5 A Py gt
AR PESS & S BB S H 382 2% RN RAH DG 72 (n
LRMLIRNE IR ) D g sz 4 i R R S dE e ) AE IR S
A IR A o B2 BE R R I A M, SR
A AEE A AR 3 Ty 02 A O A0 B M I 1R
RPES AR A S AR 1Y B AR A, HATE &4
HEA —ESZMER EBT H', Hr Escher 555
HRAE EQS H 2K W3 ) GV {45 2 FH A= W & 64 il
MERY EBT &y 1.26 mg-L™' (LA Phenol-EQ iT), Ma
LGP TR T HC, (A5 20 & 40 T 2 i
1 EBT & 6.04 mg-L™" (UL Phenol-EQ i), & Ak
T LG CH L T EBT /R NS 35457 17 S
RS AL 114 78 2 T UK 38 0. 5T (SOW U ) b 3 7 142
BRI FN 3.6 ~18.2 m*, I A T. 2L KA A
KRB SR, A e ae ik — P o s A M
EBT, ARG E W I 4 T 7K FR85 2R 25 XU PFAf 12
HH%

4 FEE(Outlooks)

BEXT K ERBERE S AR SR WK EBT (E A0 HE S
TERE A S8 FH 3 A 3 ) S 56 (B 404 4n ADI
FHC, %, {X REP {HZ7% T X A& A= il i) £
W, B TG AAR R S0 A P ) REP 7776 25 5707,
DOFPRR AR R 2 5 ATAS 2 A9 EBT (A9 e,
PRI S 82 1T DA 2 Al A R 0 A R B L 35 ok
ST GG UE PR 404 ik ) EBTP™, 2% % & 45 &
B AA S A By 0 3R, 10— 2 3 a5 % K R AT 25
;5“;;\"—'5[79—80]0

BEAN Ak 5 T AT HH 56 10 25 M 500 A ek
FH T4 S0 R R A5 1 EBT 8, KB/ k25 i 1)
FEMEANBAR , UTAE O, B 21 140 21 24 R i
R, e i e BE PR R | AN 4 1 A i o
Bl vz vy A 7 B U g Tox21 %5
Bl PR T LA ARAS Ak G 1 v 3 AR | o
BYFRATTIARG AL A9 5 35 PR RN 22 6] 1 56 2R | Rl i 75
FR[FAL A ¥ 22 18] 9 REP 504, 3%l EBT 1%

S ptEnFEAL . IR A9 B Bk n] LAY B3R AT
— L SEFIRG YRR A J5 S G B IR
DM SE

32 235 PR A A R, FATAS BEEH X BT A
PROMA:= WAL 545 BIX Y EBT (B, HA R HE 5
JrikAF R EBT (EATAE2E 5, AR AR GEnl 21
EBT Jy ik 2% A J5 i 58 Al LA & T 4 1 58
HE IR R PE— P R EBT {EAE K BRIEAE i 14
S AP b AT S T AR

BEEEEN: DHE196T—), %, 4+ AR R 4L F)07,
EBIR GG KBRS AR IR ey AR
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