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1. [FCHIC

KEBRBELRET (BEPA) 1, A FKERIZESZ D
EWRREER (Frlo, HIRPICREZ 2T 7R IR)
DREREZ T HERELB LT 5HT, AFL
AREBOFEVERIE (HEHERL TH AMERITREL K
IE S 720 & S D & reference dose, RfD) % 0.1 pg/kg
RE/H & 1995 4RI 7= D, EPA [X 2 O RID OSGET
EE%, KERSET 7 I — (NAS) #MZEZEEO
BIE T2, 7 = 1 — 3 BT = BF22 (Faroe Islands
Prospective Study) YO EHEICE SN TITo72 Y, L
L. 7= —sfBAIA D 78T —2 65
H S 72 A F VKB ORISR E (AEEENBINLA
ODLRE) 134 77 OT—F PRS- EE
FEIE—H LTz & h, WETHE O RID 13 1995 4F
WWHEHLEEMEEF LT D,

—FH. A—AITFTVT s =a—T—TF v FERE
dh FEE S 13 2001 4 1 A IS TRUIIEIRCZALICH
MR BHEORIFRMHIRCH L, KB ELE
EFNTWNDLOT, BHEHRILISHORETH DL b
DOFITI A 600 g KiiIZ T 5 Z ENEE LWV &

FEHERIE: (RfD) - EEMMAEMERE (PTWID)

WU, REROEIEIID 2 R&ABRER (2002 455
H). HEEALEMER (2002 4£5 H) . KEAMLER
pnfay (2003 4 12 H) THATOIL, DBEOEAT7E)
B INOOEAITEMT 2 TR A X A7 848
FED & %o O W iEE OB R IR & 4 b 12RO
F7= 2003 4E6 H) ¥, Z ok 9 KR D /275, 2003
6 A B S L7255 61 [8] FAO/WHO & [R1 & dn s N
MEMFEZES (JECFA) (., BE M2 6 [HHE
& (provisional tolerable weekly intake, PTWI) & LT
1972 fFFIZE D T2 3.3 peg/kg RE/IH % . 1.6 pg/kg R/
WICZEHE L= 9, Z o JECFA O£ Tld. EPA N
FIBRE L UCRALZEE (L, BEZEET) K
RIEEE 11 pg/g T2, BA ¥ =/ NRIE IS

(Seychelles Child Development Study) ” & 7 = 1 —¢#
BEIMEHZE bR ESREERA L, L
EPA L B7¢ 5 R FE4%% (uncertainty factor, UF) %
JAVZ,

AR, AF VKOO FOREESFD 7201
BT B YEERUE (EPA @ RfD 38 X (R JECFA @
PTWI) OFE B EZMER L., 5% D A F /L KERBLH]
EZRET DERICE R T REFHIZOWTHRET 5,



T, Z OO T TR EOHEEICHV b
% NOAEL (no observed adverse effect level, #EF:
&) 1 L O benchmark dose (BMD) DR HEDEFT -
AT, BIXOEA o W NEIENIEE 7 2 u—F
ES TR Z BFFE CE G AV RE R AEE L7 B 2 2o
WT i s,

2. EFEEMEOEHFIR

T OB SV & 2 VI EE R R 2 R 5 F
JEVE, BEH9 2 SCERZ N U, WREEAER, WRE R
B L ORI (endpoint) I BE B35 Z LB h T
Do WIT, BBEE L L2 AWV D _R&E NIET
B el bz, WEESTHER O T Chg b i B 7o BF 78 2 3 4R
T5, ZOBRINIZMIET —F L0 BEHRIRE % H#E
L. RHEELREUF Ol L TRl S T 5,

EPA X A F/VIKER DI AMEIZDUWT “possible
human carcinogen” & 733 L TW 5728, /NEHTOE
IR D T2 DAE R OIRIR AR EETH 5 2Y, AFATHE
12T — 2 DT AT U KERIT B b S 1 0D i
R E LT, IR & 2 0 7o Tk o ppik s
WEN NAS iEMZEAS TRER I TWD (i, %
JZ - DMER~DOEBELBETNE L INTND)
2, ZOXH7BRM T, EPA IZ RfD BT S 7-5T
Marsh DA 7 7898 V% 8H L, %7 JECFA I3t
A > = VNRIEFERFSE & 7 = v —EE A E B 0D
WHEEZRA L 9 RERIC, &Y A7 LL
(minimal risk level, MRL) #®H L 7= kEAEEY
B - R ER (ATSDR) 1t A o = b/ R EEmF
ALY, %F D MRLIL, A =/LD A~
L TV D ADOKERE (0.004~0.75 ppm) 73
KEANDOZZIENT EZERLIERTH D,

A T 7 WFFETIE, EIRFIZA F KB TRE S L
ToINENAES TN EZEBR LA E N
TR TR T (18 » HIROB TR L 24 » H
WROSFEOEI) , IPERREL, FHERIREE | G
FRESNZANOMREFICL > ThESh ) %
7oy BREHR O O BEIT X BREOL DL ER Ty
Mran, BEKEBEEITL~674 pg/lg Thol-, =
O DR 81D T — & % T A FILKERIETRIZ
£ 2 & — OSBRI RE S T,

JECFA TEH Sic A v = /WS ENE L 7
= 1 —E BRI X AFFEIE,. NAS #IEE S R L
72 3OO =2 —T—F v R DEk
WY D 2-o5ThD, Ziub SWEITWTILEH
AR B SR S I KB o R — R &2 xfge s L/h s

BREAEEBREEL L CWER, =2a—Y—F R
WFGE TII R 237 £ OHFOOE D DI &
EEKIIRE (86 ng/g) R, MOZEDT —H MR
BEROFERICKERFELZ KT LTS LTSN
=D TEA ST Y,

3. BRFAREDHE

RN EDO Y X 75l L LTHalcar b
— VSN EERDDRF 5% NOAEL (%, BREE
FEICHEET I8 D WIT AW PRI A B 2R m i B o vy
MEAT SRV “SRbEWERMRER" L E#
ENTVD Y, LL2ess, 20 NOAEL & 5\ &
LOAEL (lowest observed adverse effect level, /Nl
&) IXMRERRE L IR L Ok (AEERE) 12
IVHETEED, S IAEICERShOT L,
ITERFFEE ORI TRENEZ BTN D 12,

1T peak katency at 20 Hz (msec)
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1 BEKIREE L BEEMNER TSR E LR & O Bk
Benchmark dose (BMD) {£iZJ 5 BMD OHEE (B
TR P=0.05 35 L ML EHNEE BMR=0.05 D% H)

Crump /X NOAEL % 721X LOAEL |Z#& T e RiEIZ % L
T, FERE—ZE (5 BERLAHEE L7z BMD
EVWHIEBZERBLE D, Thebb, BBERICE-
THRBRENABIZHEM (b A 0IiEEd) 5%
WD L x, FEgEEREM OB D 90% (5 H X[
ZREL, ERMELE (HDWVIETRMELLT) &5
WAL (ZORFEL cutoff i) L EHETDH &, FER
BERMIIIRFHEZ RTER SN NDLZ LIl D,
T b &, FERFBEEMOEBRIEICIIT 5 RE R P,
X5 WITRESNT-Z &Ik D, BBEERICBWT,
WHRERP LD & 512 a %D R (benchmark



response, BMR) % & 72 5 T IRFERE 4 BMD & E#
T 5 (PpB LU BMR IIAFZEHIC L 0 B7e 23,
P,=0.05. BMR=0.05 AW\ 60T 5) 29 i
B4 1 OMREEIREE O O GEREEEM) OIERS A
. AR E-EEEGRERTEEICH > THIB
L., EHSAM O cutoff fELL_EDHIPAAY Py+BMR &
2B L XDOBRTRRETH D, £7-. BMD @ 95%(54H
TRRAE A BMDL & FEON, NAS O#E5Z & 5 & NOAEL
ERIKFEICMEICR2 D EEZ BN TND D, Ls LR
5. JBLEM DY > 7 VDb 700y & BMDL 13K <
YTV D BREET — X TR B MIE DS AAE
T5 L BE—WEBRRNEOMHEICT RO T -T2
FEama Bl L9 < 725 9,

INVEDRRIRFE E R RAE A T 7 BFGE O il L
FE1Z. Marsh & Y20V L7- ik B2 2 TEE LT
FEIER EATIRAR P O RO BEZKBIRE LY |
BMD ETHE L D, 20 BMD OEHIZYS7=-T
Weibull €7 VRIS DX, ZDOETADBHE
BT —Z TR B LTV D & WD il ORFZEHE
MHTHD P, EPA DSEFICHEA L 7= IR Weibull
FF 1T P(d)=Pot(1-Po)(1-exp[-A;d*N)TH v | d 138R
BRE. P lINNv 7 770 REOGER (=0.12468) . A,
TARL (=9.47X107), A2 13K (=1.000) TH
%, ZZTHEHEN/- BMDL IZEZKBREET 11
pg/g THY | ZOfEIFHFE LY i KRR E T 44
pg/liter & &z Hiv7-,

—J7. JECFA IZIRTR L=k 2zt A v = /%
BEMFE & 7 = o —5E SRl X P2 BRI LT, WAt
Ze Ll b A FILKERBRTE I K DR EIRIE & L C/h i
TRRGEICBT DIREAFA L., A v = VO
1% 5.5 s 711 A DR T o 7o b3 HAERFORE
BBKMRE L ORBERE—FEBRIIRD LN
otz L, AERE-IGEBR LR, 22
T,ATSDR IR L > P O b i WOEED M (15.3
ng/g) % NOAEL & A7eL7= 9, F£7/=, 7R 917
K ERGE Lin 7 2 a— B0 EORE., %on
DRI BRIE AR & - EBAR DY
19 JECFA 13X EE/KERE T 12 pg/g % BMDL & LT
B L7z, & LT, JECFA 1Z 215 DOHFEN 5 R
TR (HAERFOREBI B KIREE) % 14 pglg (CFY
) & U7z (BB L0 iR KSR X 56 pg/liter)
6)

7 =0 — BRI E TR & A = NI ERT
FIIRIGEEOBRBE (BL O OHM) HELE
STV DL HT | fmid e B o T,
NAS [Tl ZFEOFES (72—, BT =)L) %,

OB L 7= RO flin, QOWgiEE N2 — 2 (@R
R A WO R, [RREAZHEEICER), OV
DIV AR EEIC BT 5 B e (FEE LI AR
HURRAT, FERF AR ) O AE (JRAI T A EAN) .
OAR VY7 = =—/L (PCB) & (HV ., 72L),
OANFE (BN, 77U BN, OEBEELE (U,
M) EEEEL TS 2,

4. BEE-MPRELEORH

FEZ DR 1T Al-Shahristani 5 OHFZEL Y | 1
/A THDHZENRESNTNE 9, —F, BEK
ERIE L L (A REH o ifn H K SRIR EE O BIfRIC O W TS
SOMRBRENHY, BEZ-MFREHEL LT
250 : 1 (BEZKER pg/g : A 7KER pg/ml) 2388H &
2o THUCE Y, HIETOREDMmMPEE (RIED
BRilE L) IXBEKBRENCHE T Z LI X
STHEEFBEL 72 5,

FBEZ— MR RIICERIC L Y 140~460 £ T
MEAH D, FI3fEL RS 0, Z T EICEREBGTNL
(BHE L WE., BRI D O OEWCE S EE
ZHNTW5, Z20EEFICHET D &, BEK
SRR B VLR IR R OB E A R 9703 . i K SRR
WEBR O TR OIRER FRETH VD . BEITEWD
T D, Y BHEEICAEXDENOFEEEEZK
SRREIIFEIC LY S LOEBAR LD T,

Berglund & O IZ L 5 & | Tsubaki 385 — Il
HIRE LR A 370 &S LAY, ik SRR 13
I NVARBERCBEICIE T Loob v BEKIREE
IZENLRTOEm O FRELZ KL T\ B XS
iz (£Dt%, HF 260 SMEIE L72), Cernichiari ©
WA = VEEORBIN O, BE - RE
% 416 L5 L7= 2%, Phelps HIdkEALAE R D
F BV AD 339 A0 6 EEL X OME AR - 4
Mri, BEZ M RELERE 296 @G L7, B
HIZH Tz > TOREX., (DHIEE L OEZIZ ATV
RGBT Z S22 IR L2 ICER . Q)IKN A F L
RERDINIE 52 B, ) A F VKRN EEZITHL
NDEEMZEZ 4 W, @)BEKEO X FVKIES
/(X 94%. Tholz, ZNLY., EBEOLRKIILZ
5< 200 XV IEmWA, BIEIILTZ 296 KD TR
725D LR _TWD, £, S REMOAARRE
D FEBEOEREUZ 1/3 NFEHZEE O AN, 23 28F
BRI AT DN, TRIICEB BRI EIT- 722
L LTHHLEZDT, EBIE 296 L0 b/h&a< 7
DT THD, ZhHEBHRL T, TR 250 23F



PR L LCRASh TS,
5. AFILKEOREHERE

HoMmHPEE (C, LibME 44 pg/liter) (25T 5
—HY7 0 OAFNKBORFEERE (d, BA pg/
H) ZRMHT 2720, (HWRIGE (A, HEHALT 0.95) .
Q)BEEE (b, 0.014 /H) ., Q)EWKRIMEE (V.
5 liter) . (4)IRPIRKEROIGER MK PICAFET B bR
(f, HEHAL 0.05) ATz (BICR L7 8fEi
EPA MM L72fET&H Y . JECFA X ATSDR Tid—
HERD) D, ZRDOBEERET HICE - R E
U TFOWHY Th o,

(1) RIREFE  Aberg HiX. HURPERNI LR TT
IV LT IR A TV KER %2 KIZIE D L, R T T
4T 34z N, D%, AFILKIBOKRN~
OWINEERHT D L 95%LLETH -7, [FERIC,
Miettinen H DEBRTHiEER SN 2, HBEI1L. AT
WVIKEROE LG E 1T D=0, BRI TR
T UL LT ilEE A F VKR 20N 2 7 F D ATl oo 9
DEEEY, 1THEBMAICE 2, ZofZREL,
AFIVKIBBE MR LI BIZART T 4 TITAEN
XH, ZOREOFHRINET 94% L ETH T,
INDOFERERLY  WINERIT 095 & LTz,

(2) ARBKEBOBBRMAESICHEET HHLE b
MERNIZWIY 3072 A FILKEED I FICEET A L
RICEH L CTiE 3 2O ED H 5, Kershaw 513,
AFNVKIITE G SN T2 BTN B 540
FERICHES & WINED 0.059 CEBIE) A34MmHE o0
HICIFAET D L HEE L7z 2, Miettinen 51%, *“Hg-
AF VKR EGLRERIZBHEIOA, L6 4 T,
BEFE% B TG 1 liter 120 XA EOK 10%H
Bliv, Z0% 100 HEL EfE LTRSS %loroTz &
W L= 2 Sherlock B, A FILKEENR DI
TWH % 3y AMBxREm N, IMiE 1 liter
) 1.14% D A FALKEENTFAET 5 = L 2 Bl%
U722, —HY720 DA FILKERO PRI EIT 43
~233ug TH Y, BHREICBE L TP EiTEmL,
Z OfEIE 1 liter DMFRIZ 1.03~126% Tdh -7=, ZH
5 DA % Fl% N\ O MR & 5 liter (ZHAE 9572 5%
L7z, 20X 51, mMHICHFAET D AT KRR
1% 0.05 DEAEA S /=728, Berglund 5 '7%° WHO™
LA CEE#EH LT 5,

() HEMTES A F VKON OV TR,
4 SDWRZEINFEZ I DT D A F /LK SRR EE D
HIEN D 35~189 H LH#EE L7z 2282 Z b DR

HBDH B, 2901F 1971-1972 4EDA T 7 hEEfs T
BL-EMMHEEBINZLDTH D, 4D
MEEOVE)NE 0014 THY | FoMICEEND 43
~233 pg/H DK% 3 » HHEBIR L7 20 HOR T
YT AT OLELNIEE L 0014 ThHhotm P, LU
Lo XS BB T b EIZIZ0.014/HAHW BN,

4) ARBOLEE MKEIIEEDOT% THD &
W) Z R IFH SRR FIEIC L > THER I TV 5,
FEMR MR D 20% 2005 30%H XD Z ENH D |
(REM 720 OMHEEITH 85~9 %225 ®, 45
DR EICET 2T — 2130 > 72D T, fERF
DIREZ 58 kg, MiKEE 9 % EAET 5 & 5.22 liter
DMEENFEH S D, FHETIE V EE LTS5 liter
DEH T,

(5) {KE RID HHO DO REE T/ NE DM
RFEEIZETHHOTH DA, WA IR
SN ERBREEBOMEEFEHT XX ThH o7,
L)L, BBOKRET —ZIIAFTTERNPSTZDT,
RN ZCHE DO FIHIRR EME & LT 60 kg (58 kg & PUHE T
A) BHAWLIT,

EFIRRENFAE L, KBO—RENFEEL ZNITEIC
BELTWERETDHE,. d A-f=C-b-VNQ
AL 5, T7ebb, A A F KN M HIZAF
T HE(C-V) DI b1 HICHESN s BEEFRT,
T 1 BICEFE L VBRI D A FKENEN
WCIRVIAENS&E (d - A) BIFIFET D EER
L. PRl & MR (BBH) BIXFEREE TH LTS
L< b, ZOXREEETHE, —HYTZVDAT
NKBORFEREN d=C-b-VA-f) LVt
HT&%, &bI2, (KHE 60kg (bw, EF /LD HIHfE
E L THRALHED EHEREZZHE) OAPNERLT
ERGETHE.d=C-b- V. (A-febw)=44 pg/liter +
0.014/H - 5liter,/(0.95 « 0.05 - 60 kg) &725, LIk
V. EPAIE 1.1 pg/kg/H (=d) 231H 44 pg/liter £
TATEBEZF 11 ug/g D A FNVKIREE 24595 —H
WV O/FEREL LY,

723%3. JECFA | C=56 pg/liter, V=5.85 liter, bw
=65kg ZHNT d=1.5 pgkg/ A EZEHLTEY ©,
ATSDR @ MRL Ti& C=61 pg/liter. V=42 liter, bw
=60kg 2MEA S, d=1.3 pgkg/H & 7R2-7-19,

6. THEEZRHUF DOFKE
RfD 1%, kit d fEDMIZ, UF B L OMESitREL

(modifying factor, MF) 2341, RD=(1H -
R kg H72 0 ORFHEME),/(UF-MF) TR B &



%, EPA |3 RHEEMMEE LT 10, MF & LT1 Zff
ALTWa Y, migiE, © 2 Ao A5 R IR
L7 —ZOKRM, @t MEFMIZNIET 51377 % (5
2y A FIVIKERDHE I A0 e B 5 — i
R LRI T 53T Y %), @QEMRENO O
BBIEICET 2T =X OXMNMEEZE L TORRETH
%, LA X v | EPA 13 RID=(1.1 pg/kg K &E/H), /(10 -
1)=0.1 pg/kg (KH/H 2 HH L7,

JECFA IZAEKANTOEEZ — M HRESE (1:250)
DMEMIEEIE T 140~370, F7-H AR T 137~585
ERELEDLYSIDZEXYVUF=2¢1L, ¥721H
W OBRFEREL RO DO RMIN,EE UF=
32 L L., MEDORMENEEZ 64 (=2%X32) L7
O, = kb, PTWI=(1.5 ng/kg KE/H), 64X (7 )
=1.6 ng/kg (REE % FH L7, [FERIZ, ATSDR I3E
52— iR LRI EE U= E) (1.5) & fEARIZ
# (1.5) "5 UF=3 (=1.5+15) &L, /=7 =
0 —af BRI X AFSE D X 5 70 BEE AR SN 70
BrtvA v = VNRIEEFIETHEH L W otz
FUCHLE LT MF=1.5 Z &% MRL=(1.3 pg/kg K
/H),/(3X1.5)=0.3 pg/kg K E/H ZHH L7273,
UF [Tl FREICL VR S 523, ATSDR (ZF15H
AZHNTVEG 2,

ZO X9, UF 1FHME (NAS, EPA, ATSDR,
FAO, WHO) |2 & 2o iAo B RS C
SENDERIMR L EZD_RETHD P, 0k
DUFICEHEND B MEFICHNIET 537 7 % (b,
V., A, f) RBE— MmHKERIRE RN & 2 KIS
BHEINTELTYH, BEYITHd 20 A DG
(BzZt) OBEWEEBETHILENRD D120 2 Fitk
DRI (UF=2) ZHE LR IR RN
ZRR

7. BHYIC

Fox DIOERK 14 ISR RN OREBL 154 44 (25~48,
Wt 36 %) TAT - e MM BEIBBUEE TR A T, A
D DA FIVKERERE BT FEE) 13 0.21 pgkg
KE/HTH Y, 0.1 pgkg IKHE/HLEL T2 8.4%., 0.1~
0.2 pg 758 35.7%. 0.2~0.3 ug 23 32.5%. 0.3~0.4 pg
25 12.3%, 0.4~0.5 ug 7 3.9%. 0.5 pg LA E2 7.2%
Tholz (FRKIBFOAFIVKEFEEE 075 & L
THEH) O 7. 1 H%7% 0 ofEBRKRE
BB X B2 /KRR S (0.49~5.82, % %) 1.73 nug/g)
EHERIEOMBN® - 7= (Spearman NENLFH BEIF%EL
=0.335, p<0.001), ZOFERIZLDH L, EPA ® RID

PLEOAPKETIZOE Z i TCLEY, MIZEE
D ATF VKRR 90% L EETHHRELH D Z
ED D FHZEIZIE D o &S DA F LKA TERR
LCWAAEEEN S 5,

b X oz, bREITAMNEEREN NS
WEHADOELEGETDHZ b, S%DBRED A
FIVIKERIT B9 2 BEEHEE 22 LR ERB I E 2R ET
LRI, B ARIFPEDE AT — X IZHSNTY
AT FHBTONDIVERSH A D, ZOGE, 73—
< JUELS ST B BB O B EKERIE B 13—~ AL
FRO IR WEEFZ T IR 20~25% HIKR T4 AR H 5
DT O T o —gE BRI & AFFEO K9 I
KERJREETY A 73217 5 O =S LivZn
B, =, AT A IR F T R R A
XYV UBO LD REOFE RO H 5 & AR
FEIE S 2 < EFENTWAR Y, PCB 72 K D%
IWEWE BIFEET D2 D, /NEHRFEZEOEM
DI NS ORBEEERTLINERSH ) W, &
Oz, BE—IMPKERE LSRR EORFEBIER
HHZ AW DR DO R FEME N+ 5 L FEE O =W
VAV EBREITH) ZENTELDT, ZDLH Kk
PERIF DS %52 D,

HE AWIIEITIT BALNRE A2 OB 13~15 4
B TRERIGYRIEA~ D AR OXHISIZ B4 D058 ) At
et O—H M L,
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Abstract

Health effects of methylmercury exposure observed in disasters of Minamata Disease and methylmercury poisoning
in Iraq has been long concerned. Thereafter, cohort studies in fish eating populations have been conducted to assess the
risk involved and now the stage of risk management has come. Because of the insufficient scientific data, large
uncertainty factors perhaps politically determined are applied to derive standards or guideline levels of methylmercury
intake issued from international organizations and US government agencies. The results of major cohort studies conflict
each other and health effects of low dose methylmercury exposure has been still argued among the scientists. It is
questionable that food culture of each country or region was taken into consideration when the standards or guideline
levels were derived under large uncertainty factors. This report describes and discusses issues to be considered when
reference dose (RfD) or provisional tolerable weekly intake (PTWI) were derived and propose the direction of risk
management in Japan concerning methylmercury in fish.

Key Words: methylmercury, reference dose (RfD), provisional tolerable weekly intake (PTWI), risk management



