=W N =

18

19
20
21
22
23
24

25

26

27
28
29

==

(%)

B 5—2 BE2

EBaFEMIEEMED ) XM (—R)
[Z{% 5 FF (M I

= = E/ ?EB
HRegcE

BEMRFRD

HHEN

Fh-1-A—)L

BrFmEFMERLES 170

/\/\/\/\/\OH

294 11 A




[\

B X

T BEMERTM (ZEAE) oo 1

© 00 3 O Ot B+ W

10
11
12
13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23

1-1 AR T R D B DM e e 1
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HTREH

1
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ARER

KX —AXT 4 OWE
(1) KAEAD
(2) JEAEY

BRI RFMHE

2 EWNIMZBIT B AERREEIZBT 28 FMEREM O FEHEIRDL oo,
(1) BEfFD U A7 FHMEIZ BT A BRI ORER oo
(2) KAEEDRRITE T 2 FEIEMEF DR TEIRDL oo
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1 AEMSE (£

AERERBIC B DA FIERHIIL. BT A Z RN HEWBE O AR EICET S
AERT =2 2EL, ThLT—FOEEMEEZHET DL LB E%ﬁ Al E (SR
% WA <0 [ N A D BLHIE OARYL & 72 - 7o FH VR E 2 2% & LOO T R

(PNEC fi)) (ZHHY I SfEA2EH LT,

BB, A7V == 7B LGN 27 FHE (—R) FHE T T, EA LI Y FE
(Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) DEVEFHVEE CTdh 5 72 R AE RALE 37 5 2GR
J& (NOEC) 0.0285 mg/L % 324845 f% (UFs) 50 TR L 7= 10.00057 mg/L (0.57 ug/L) |

Z PNECfE & L CTHWTUW -,

BRI E B LE S 170 OXGWEIX, ROEY TH 5,

(b= wE 4] [CAS & =]
Fhy—1—F— 112-30-1

Ty —1—A—/LiX, logPow 73 4.5 T3 LA EDT=D, KEAMEIRAEH DY 2T

fili (—%) Al &2 FEhd 5,

1.1 EREECET HEHEOHE
(1) KEEY

KA 2 TR ERE (PNECyhae) &8T5 720 O EMEE]
MFIC L D EEMEOFHE T o iR, K1 — VIR THEMEMED PNECwaer HH

M ATRE 2R Al & STz,

At

ZoOWT, B
WZH]

51 =1 PNECwaterﬁH:”ﬁ*um_I ﬂﬁﬁg
Bk TV RAA U NE
=k e

s | w0 =UF i |

Ceape) | el e T 4 T4 v | REAE | g
k
O| 004 | Pseudokirchneriella ALIHVEE NOEC | GRORATE) | 3 | [1]
subcapitata
S Pseudokirchneriella S ey
() © 0.895 subcapitata LVIBYEE ECso GRO(RATE) 3 [1]
0.86 | [Pseudokirchneriella AL I AV FE ECso GRO(RATE) 3 [2]
subcapitata

R (X O| 0.034 Daphnia magna FAIV o NOEC REP 21 [1]
li(ﬁ{%%‘) O 0.11 Daphnia magna FTAIT o NOEC REP 21 [3]
(A ) O 1.35 Daphnia magna FAH IV a ECso IMBL 2 [1]
* O 14 Daphnia magna FAIVra ECso IMBL 2 [2]
TR EL O 0.26 | Pimephales promelas Ty b~y R — NOEC GRO 33 [4]
(XixHig | O 2.4 | Pimephales promelas T7 v b~y RIJ— LCsp MORT 4 [5]
#) O 2.79 Oryzias latipes AL T LCso MORT 4 [1]
(Fa58) O 4.1 Cyprinus carpio =t LCso MORT 4 [2]

[ 1 W% HilEs
[Z¥ RFRA 2 M

ECso (Median Effective Concentration) : -5 28 | LCso (Median Lethal Concentration)

Observed Effect Concentration) : 2 8 &
[N

PEEBUERE . NOEC (No
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GRO (Growth) : AR (H##). & (B#). IMBL (Immobilization) : #VkFHE. MORT (Mortality) : $E1C
( N AR OB ML, REP (Reproduction) : B4, A
Biomass : AR MR T OmEFE L VR 251 (HRE) . RATE : EREE LV KD 5 H51E (BEEE)

(2) [ EEAEY

EAEEYOFEEEHR E LT, ECHAS (2 TOPPTS 850.1735 Whole Sediment AcuteToxicity
Invertebrates, Freshwater | (Z i V>, Podocopida 7 A I ¥ =2 H @ [ Heterocypris
incongruens] % M 7- 6 B M5/ %I2AR 25 R (ECs0fE 50 mg/kg sediment dw)
DINFR SN TWND D, T OEMREIT S ZABRIEOHEEFNTH D, Leno> T, BEAEEYD

BHRBERIIGON ol e LT, FESEEIZL Y PNECeds #HINTHZ & & LT,

1-2 FRARLZERE (PNEC) OEH

AHEORR, TRAFTRE L SRR O 5 b AUERME R CEIEFEEO T Z >0 T,
REERMEZ L ICHR /NS VMEL PNECyaer EHOTZOIZTRM LTz, TR ENOMEIC, fH#k
BIUSCTED BN AHFEBER 2N U, KAELEMITH T D PNECyater 2 KD 72,

(1) KEAEY

<P TR >
EPEF (BH) Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata  "EREFEIZxI9 5% ; 3 A NOEC 0.04
mg/L

BRBEIT VIR, U AL S R, M 97% L DT v — 1 — A4 — /v & FWC, OECD
TG201 (1984) a:ﬁmb LV 2 Y X P osubcapitata DERLERBRZ EhE Lz, BRI
IR & iR EE o 2 [N Ay ) ¢ IR T O E IR 1L, RTIRIX, BIAIRHRIX, 0.06. 0.1,
0.2, 0.4, 0.7 mg/L, =i AT RX, BhAIRIRIX, 1.2, 2.2, 4.0 mg/L (Wb Ak 1.8)
TiThhiz, BjJﬁl J& U CRmEIEEER O & 5 HCO-50 Z 100 mg/L IRMTL T\ 5, #75RY E i
FEVX, GCIEIZ K0 ZEEBRIARE & M TRIC AR EX O TR T, ¥ TROFIZRREIX
R EME DRI 10%UT IO LTRY, TOFRKICHONTOE KiZeWn, #BmE i34y
RN D &SN TEY, £z, logPow 4.5 LW LD, WESCKF DL OEHEIZ KL
D & HER S 7o, AR B TIT R BR L . iR B Tld ECso & € U AUIRF[EIN
EOEMEICHES EFH LR R, 72 BE o ECso GRO(RATE)(X 0.895 mg/L (95%C.1.: 0.45
mg/L-1.77 mg/L) ., NOEC GRO(RATE)/Z 0.04 mg/L CT& -~ 7=,

—WIHEF (FJH) Daphnia magna #5EHE ; 2 1 A NOEC 0.034 mg/L

BRESIT VX o AR S K 97% L T v — 1 —F— L& H T, 0ECD TG
211 (1988) ([CHEHL L, A A 2 P> 2 D. magna ® 2 1 A WS ERR 2 1Kk (FH L&
gak) TIHEE L7, BBRIE, FRIX, BhAIHRX, 0.13, 0.24, 0.43, 0.77. 1.39, 2.50 mg/L
D6 PEX (AL 1.8) THEMiXi, Al L L TRETRIEER O ® % HCO-50 % 25 mg/L RN
LT\ 5, #EBRE IR, GCIEIC K R BRI Hiz 3 Bl 2REXICOWTHIE Sz,
%iﬁ MBI BFREDINE SEE I LY 0.022, 0.034, 0.066, 0.10, 0.38, 1.3mg/L & Siiz, 72k,

i [ BRAE A o0 FZ I E 1L OECD-GD 23 OHELEFINAIZHE - 72, FERREIZHES S, BoET
%%FE U C RS2 FCCLURHE LS5 21 A B 3 £ 5 M 2R (NOEC)
12 0.034 mg/L & 72 o7,

ZWRiHEAE (fa3H) Pimephales promelas  FRRAZKT 5 ;33 Al NOEC 0.26 mg/L
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ECHA*IZ L AuiE, il on, Ml 2B 3 2 ftdliL S v Tu7e 23 OECD TG210 ([CHEfL L |
77w b~y KX —P promelas D F5% 24 WEREIA O M 2 F U 72 R0 3 AR 75 Be B GRR 23 37
AR QOHAK/A) THEMINTWD, ABRIE, XFRIX, 013, 026, 053, 1.1 , 2.1 mg/L
DS5REX (A 2.0) THEMES, BIFNITHO LR TW RV, SRERYE R E O EH 5 ki
L ST ey SEINME O BN EEIE IR E B D 100-114% T o 7=, wmtEfEiE 52 iE
ORMFHMEEZ AN CHI S, 3 3 BREIOREMREFICRT 2 BEARE (NOEC) 1% 0.26
mg/L & HEE ST,

< APEFEMEAE >
SEMREOBMERMEMENH D720, FHuniwn,

<PNEC D >

SRFE I (ARPEL , —IHE R | IRIEEFE) (23T 212 ME (0.04 mg/L, 0.034 mg/L,
0.26 mg/L) O b/ SVMEZ BN LBFI~OIMFERE [10) TRL, 74> — 14—
D PNECwater k L/T 00034 mg /L 7b§?\:3f %j/bf:o

EFRCHM LT PNECuer (200, RSO BLRIES & OIBAEFTV ., ZOTAISE
Bt L7z,

T — 1 —F— /)LD EEETOKEEYIREITHR D FEMEET T, BEI LTV,

EWNADY 27 5HlE, BREEMEFEWEORE ) X7 liEL2 AR L TEBY | mHE
Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata \Z %9 % 72 BfffZE R EFIZ %% NOEC 28.5ug/L % 7 & A X
> MME%X 100 TER L 72 029ug/L % PNEC & LCW5, £72, OECD B’ T v — 1 —4— %
& T Long Chain Alcohols (C6-22 primary aliphatic alcohols) D #JHIFE#H & & (SIAR) Z/AFE
LTEY, DKEEMTH L THRWEEZ RS LS TWDHA, PNECITRD b T
20N,

BB, TH— 1 A= APEEFIETFME E L THESNTE AT U —= 0 7 A DY
U A7 FMm (—W) B 1 TlX. #EFE(Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata)D £ KFHEIZRIT 5 3
A [ 52 28R B2 (NOEC) 0.0285 mg/L % ANl FEAREFE 50 TBR L 7210.00057 mg/L (0.57 pg/L) |
N PNECIETH > 72,

B A & AHESE A FEEEREEXR OB HEOBFHAEFE LT o7 R, A7) —=
> 7RI ROV A 7 B (— ) R T THWS 2T — 2 O—ERFIH TE < o T2,
3AEMTEIC L D BMEEIEEA /S S, AHEEREENT T10) &7,

(2) [ EEAEY

EAEDOEETE 2AEET — 2135 ho =72, KEEWIZHT 5 PNECwater
5 ECE A VT EAAMICK T D PNECsed 8 H L7z, fHBEEHIR LIZ/RT R
— X EHWTC, BEEHE T 0.39 mg/keg-dry NEON 7 (BEEHRA  0.086 mg/kg-wet),
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1-3 BHEMFMICEEY 2 THERMEAREN

KAEEY TR, AFEE BE) ., —RHEE (FEE) KOZRIEERE (B8 oBME#HEE
ERELNTEY, —REEH (FEE) OEEFEEEEZ X —RAZ T 0L LT, EANLLE
Fh~D/FFLREL 110) THR L T PNECyater KO TN D, 3 EMFEDOEMEFMEM 2 51T
D2 e O AHEIET NS0,

1-4 #R

BEMFMI OER, THho— 1 —F— 1 DKELEYWITHE D PNECyaer 15 0.0034 mg/L %,
JEEAE AW TFR D PNECed 13 0.39mg/kg-dry 28T 5,

®1—2 EEHRBHEROFLD

KEEY ELEY
PNEC 0.0034 mg/L 0.39 mg/kg-dry
F—RET1DEMHIE 0.034 mg/L B
UFs 10 -
(F—RET1D —HEE (BRAOEEBEEIC | KEEMIZ3F B PNECuter & Koc
IVRRAUR) 9 BHEEEIRE (NOEC) NoDFEFEHEAEICLHBEE)

1-5 AEMHFEBROAERNRTR

Ty =1 =F =D Y A7 FHE(—R) O 1

HWMOFERIAZEK 1 — 3ITEH LT,

27 ) —=r 7B, AEERER IR LMER, TS OREBRIC O L TREL L

7=,

- A I Z 08 U CUNER L7z &P o A F

#1—3 FEMHRBOAHEKR

) e g
= = sEiE) E:n3
HERIEE SER T ik AR | e
241 SEEEMERR | CEA. o | i
I KEEW o s | keh.
e P SUaR MK A,
if;j“t RIEHHE =8 oEcD Ta202 | © (1102
= [k
ot TN
g8 pEatEERE | 0 | O | [11[21(s]

n e TN
;ﬁ:ﬁ e wRERBERSR | O | O (1]
*E 7 e - .
N e SUVORBAER | EBE.
fﬂfg— Er,_;éiﬂﬁ = obonaaars | © [11(3]

- aX\m

1;2,5 BEN L ERES | LB, o (4]
%E—'I’_{Eﬂ 45 ER OECD TG.210
BT | EELY
SRS | gttt - -
R ER SHERIED)
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=)

x2)

H g

= == SEET) E:
HERIER RERAE AT (S 4RI

Zofh
D
LB  HRLENESIRORROAACONT] (FHR 23 %3 A31 B EAKE 0331 B% 7
B, FH23-03-20WRHE5 S, BECESE 110331009 8) ISRBENiHBAE

OECD : TOECD GUIDELINES FOR THE TESTING OF CHEMICALS! IZiE&E shf=iERA %

BE. XEEOLEMEEETALSATLAHBEDH T, 0ECD HEE L MHOHEE/ RBEH
DiGFEIE., OECD HEREZL L TH/K - TS,
ZOMBEICETIBEORRN LA THIIBEN DS EROHEEFREDEYOELAR FESE S
RETEECOVTORE BHATRELEN~OBN) .

1-6 Hi

(1]
(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

BREEIT (2001) @ Rk 11 428 AR e 00 A i 3

BREEE (2012) @ KEEMEY) O ER 121068 2 BERERREEEOREIZHET 2 &k

TYNT A=)

<http://www.env.go.jp/water/sui-kaitei/kijun/rv/t09_decyl-alcohol.pdf>

OECD (2006) : SIDS Initial Assessment Report For SIAM 22 Long Chain Alcohols

(C6-22 primary aliphatic alcohols)

Schafers,C., U. Boshof, H. Jurling, S.E. Belanger, H. Sanderson, S.D. Dyer, A.M.

Nielsen, A. Willing, K. Gamon, Y. Kasai (2009) : Environmental Properties of

Long-Chain Alcohols. Part 2: Structure-Activity Relationship for Chronic

Aquatic Toxicity of Long-Chain Alcohols.Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 72(4): 996-1005.
(ECOTOX no. 119653)

ECHA: Long-term toxicity to aquatic invertebrates

<https‘//echa.europa.eu/registration-dossier/-/registereddossier/15951/6/2/5> (f #%

78 H 2017/05/10)

ECHA : Long-term toxicity to fish.

<https‘//echa.europa.eu/registration-dossier/-/registered-dossier/15951/6/2/3> (%

T8 B 2017/05/10)

Brooke,L..T., D.J. Call, D.L. Geiger, and C.E. Northcott (1984) : Acute Toxicities of

Organic Chemicals to Fathead Minnows (Pimephales promelas), Vol. 1. Center for

Lake Superior Environmental Studies, University of Wisconsin-Superior, Superior,

WI: 414 p. (ECOTOX no. 12448)

ECHA : Sediment toxicity 001 Key Experimental result

<https://echa.europa.eu/it/registration-dossier/-/registered-dossier/15951/6/3>(fx #&

78 H 2017/11/09)

) ECOTOX no.: K[ERER#ET AREFET —%X—2Z TECOTOX] (ECOTOXicology
knowledgebase) T H{#i¥ 5-< https://cfpub.epa.gov/ecotox/>
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HTREM LREREZECEHILGIES

1 BX—REAT1OHE
() KEEY
<ApEH () >
EPER (WEJH) Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata 1R iH
0.04 mg/L [1]

—IHEE CUTHER) (FI3E
—KiHAEAE (FBgH

4 5T I

) >
1) Daphnia magna

THEE CUIHRS) () >

T WRIHEFE (FAFH) Pimephales promelas

mg/L [2]

HH i)
[1] &7 (2001) :
[2]

AR 13 AR AR R R A

ECHA (2015) Long-term toxicity to fish.
<https://echa.europa.eu/registration-dossier/-/registered-dossier/15951/6/2/3>(f#%
7 B 2017/05/10)

(2) EEEY

EAAMORE T 58EET =2 I3G 0N hoT2720
YEOEZ AW T, EAAEY ~D PNECsea 238 H U7-, LLTIZ M5y
WREZEEH LT, ZLIORLIEART A= 0n b i EEHE T PNECsed

UNGRE )

HEHE  0.086 mg/kg-wet) #1577,

HEEIZH T HE ; 3 A NOEC

BFFAE ; 2 1 HM NOEC 0.034 mg/L [1]

RISk AR5 ;33 B NOEC 0.26

N 7J<EEE% 75(4”‘9)—6 PNECwater

TEEIC K D EH
0.39 mg/kg-dry (I

&1 FEPEEICKSPNECHEH/ITA—4
NRIRA=H4 M2 Gl RS
= (Ksusp-water)/RHOsusp X
B 4 2 i
PNECsed (1) [mg/kgwwt] g fig) BIRE (8 | b\ Eowaterx 1,000= 0.086
= (29.2/1150) X 0.0034 X 1000
=Fwater susp+Fsolid susp
[ " X (Kp susp)/1,000 X
_ 33 2 BT INTESZ ’

Ksusp- water[m*/m?] BEWE /KB AR RHOsolid—0.94+0.1 29.2

(113.2/1000) X 2500
Fwater 0.9 77 b Ml 0.9
Fsolid 0.1 77 v MMl 0.1

L S o T HE B 2N
Kp susp[L/kgsolid] {T]}&?Migmﬁkﬂ Lk =Foc susp X Koc=0.1X1132 113.2
. FIEME OEEE IR | o
F k kgsol L ME .

oc susp [kgoc/kgsolid] 2 AR S T 7 7 4V ME 0.1
Koc[L/kg] HHIR R KRS S 1,132
RHOsolid[kgsolid/msolid3] [ 5 i F7 40 MA 2,500
RHOsusp[kgwwt/m’] FEME O SEE T 7 4V Ml 1,150
PNECwater[mg/L] KE @%/Eﬂﬂﬁ%éfﬁ 7K A £ ) PNECwater 0.0034

I JEE O TR AR S (2 | PNECsed (IBE&) X
PNECsed (RZELfE) [mg/kgdwt] R 7\) CONVsusp—0.086 X 4.6 0.39
J CONVsusp[kgwwt/kgdwt] FEDE R OIS ERE | =RHOsusp/(Fsolid susp X 4.6




NI RA=FA kS B B R
R (BERE-%ER) | RHOsolid) =1150/ (0.1X
2500)
RHOsusp[kgwwt/m?] 1,150 77 v MAE 1,150
Fsolid susp[msolid3/msusp3] 0.1 77 4V ME 0.1
RHOsolid[kgsolid/msolid3] 2,500 T 7 4 v ME 2,500

1 SRELEFHMEFEE OV A7 Gl (—IR) AREREIC LR 2 RN T ) BR L g MR 55 0 FE 3 Rt
2 *1—1XY
4 2 BERANIBITLHEREREZZICEAT SATHFEOERKR
5 (1) BREBFEOURVFEMEICEIT5EEHTMOKERE
6 MEWEDOY A7 FHMZET 2 {4 MIEMOAELE 110, o, FHiESETEH S
7 N TR ERE (PNEC) 42K 2IZENER LI,
8 K1 THY—1—A—ILO)VRIFHEZICET H1ER
DRV MES
EmEOEEYRFHE (BEE) 1] %‘3%
LY E O RHEFHEE (CER], NITE) [2] x
MRV EE N
EIMIRARKEAN EFEMNKREAER) 3]
OECD SIDS #)#i5TfisR &= )
(SIAR :SIDS* Initial Assessment Report) Long Chain Alcohols
*Screening Information Data Set [4] (C6-22 primary aliphatic
alcohols)&L T
R & & (EU) ) R Y EEAfiE (EU-RAR) [5] x
HARBEE WHO)REREYSATUT (EHC) [6] x
#H AR EEE (WHO) /Bt EME R £ M & E (IPCS) ERfE
EE (M X Z CICAD ] (Concise International Chemical X
Assessment Document) [7]
HF S IBEREEEBEYWEFMZ (Canadian Environmental
Protection Act Priority Substances List Assessment Report) [8] %
Australia NICNAS Priority Existing Chemical Assessment "
Reports[9]
BUA Report[10] X
Japan F¥L 2P 7AY S AL[11] OECD Fii i #
KESEMEHREZEEN2] FR 24 F£1 818 &R
9 FLBD O EHRAEY. xFHREL [ IA¥F HAES
10
11 F2 VAVFHBETOPRAREZERE (PNEC)F
- ics)
. YROEEEICALTLY N
Xms i £ e Bt TR TRE
LFMHEDRE 'seudokirchneriella =z
YRYEE (B 0.29 1/l S48 Pseudokirch 1 72 BEAERBEEICRTS 100
E)[1] subcapitata NOEC 28.5 1g/L
KEEM~DBEWVE
HERTH. BB | e
OECD ##iF¥li | MHTHYRKTOR o _ AHEE 01-1Tmg/L .
R E (4] BHEVETAE | FERE BMUME SN
n.EBLGLSH|AEHK A
Hohd,
12 [ IREE : iR
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(2) KEEYMREICET HEEBEORERR

KAEEMRAEITR D RS & L, KE, KE, T4,
FEWRMARSICR L, ThH— 1 —F—E, #EIEICB O TKREEDEEITSR

L KEREEFEIIRE S TR,

£3 KEAMREEEDRAEMES
(TH>—1—F—)L)

KAY, T ZTD

o KEBEZE
SR 48 24 8 KE B RS Lot
K E[13] KERFERE | Aquatic life | #¢K =
HE NERLY
Fr criteria CMG*'/CCGC* ESNTLVEL
/(R K I
5 VZLY
CMCM/CCC*Z uQEE‘#’L'CL d~L
BE[14] RET UK Standard Salmonid and cyprinid
Protection of waters: BREIN TV
Fisheries
Inland surface waters -
UK Standard (90th percentile) WESN TG
Surface Water P
Transitional and coastal
waters BREIN TV
(Annual mean)
HhF+45115] HhFRIRES Water Quality Freshwater (Long Term) )
Guidelines RESNTLVEL
for the Protection Mari
of Aquatic Life arine BEINTLEL
kA U[16] ERRET EQS for watercourses and lakes*3 BEINTULVEL
EQS for transitional and coastal waters *3 BREIN TV
TS5 [E 3 2 FE IR & | Maximum Permissible Concentration (MPC)*4 HEINTLEN
[17] I = N
Target valuex4 EIN TV
[ IN#F HHES
*1 :CMGC (Criterion Maximum Concentration) : IR KREFREE
*2 :CCC(Criterion Continuous Concentration) : B F BimE
*3 :Environmental quality standards for specific pollutants under the OgewV-E to determine
ecological status:
SRR T—ARERETH-ODRTKREIZZRDINMVEMRRAER (OgewV-E :Draft
Ordinance on the Protection of Surface Waters) T COYEFTLYEBEICHTIRERE EF
BELLTRENS,
*4 GEFIEICERESATOVEDDREEZEFEFICALLON TS BEEET. MPC(RAESR

(3) H#t
[1]

£ :Maximum permissible concentration)l X A DBEPLCEYICHZEFZRIZIHLWTAEE.
target value (B 121H) I(FIREBICEEBEZ RIFIBWVREZERT, [18]

BRETE(2009): {LEWE OBREE Y 2 7 3l (5 7 %)

(http://www.env.go.jp/chemi/report/h21-01/pdf/chpt1/1-2-3-05.pdf)

(2]
(3]
(4]

— R N BRI SERAR, ST AT BrIE NS b R AMG B AT S b
ESZATIEBRFEIEN  PESBANMRAMITERT: FEMl Y 2 7 3/l &> U — =X

OECD : SIDS Initial Assessment Report. (2006) Long Chain Alcohols (C6-22 primary aliphatic
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alcohols)

<http://webnet.oecd.org/HPV/Ul/handler.axd?id=eb7f1{21-49b7-4a48-8eb8-9c87f5f6d621>

European Union: European Union Risk Assessment Report.

International Programme on Chemical Safety

HALREERERS (WHO ) /EBME W E 22 rEat il (IPCS) - [EBR A SCE TCICAD]
(Concise International Chemical Assessment Document)

Government of Canada, Environmental Canada, Health Canada : Canadian Environmental

Protection Act Priority Substances List Assessment Report (7 7~ 4 B 55 {5 3 2 48 e W & S EAh

&)

Australia NICNAS: Priority Existing Chemical Assessment Reports
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