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FE #E

P-1 RERMEM: & it

TLAF—L 3, BEDORERIGICE o THEL 2@E~DEERECH 3, [LEYWE~D

IRTECld —MMICEL 3T LA - LTT LA X — PR E R (allergic contact

dermatitis: ACD) HILNTE Y, {LFEWEDOR> ACD % 5| & 3148 % S RAEE

VS, ACD IZEZRERI 7L AF—H LLFIVEIZLAF— I3, EEban~zTY

VBB EMRE A A RERIED—DTH 5, ACD ICE S ¥ ToiEfEIE, DLEYE

(E@Fﬁ_.zﬁﬂx @71//1/;\:\\ [ﬂf%go)nuuﬁk @71/71/‘\: Ii#@g@ﬁnun& @71//1/;\: Ii‘t%g

Z il s oAl X 2 IR RO BIRD 4 Bl ond, Sho Ol 5 b,

ORUC@% B & Vv JEIED A 71 = X L% Fig. 1ITR L7z, HEfIC X 0 ALYE A3 5

HiER 32 L ALEVE IIRE X v R 2B LG T 528 T 7 7F /94 MIc ko THE

EINTRIEES A4 A v TreTh A ik o GEMAL L 2 ft Mg i - s

INB, ok, PRI D U v o fli~lEE L, Y v oSHINT Y v o SERITLEY)

HOWEMERET 2 VUSRI TONACEWE 238G L 72 Y v 5Bk (&ED v o8k 2397

b B L CRB~0T 3 2 & CRAEDBOZL., TLAF—REEL £ 3, @M@ DR

(ZEDEM & M, YA I PR RER & ., BRERIRIFT O B RO M Ex L E e & 7

WS BRAEY v oNERIC K o THEE - B I N, ZORTRRIE BHR) MR IND



(X5, 2005),

FERAEEYE IC X 5 ACD TIRHIEBMEZ R E R WEE O Z X MEDIREIER TH KF D 5

SENRORIENGIER I N, ~ERELTLES LTRT S L IZRECEED WE %

FLAE TSR TCLE S 2w, JiLefd Lo e > Twa (1, 2005), 7. 1L

FOEHIEH A DEEDOP TR E R LT ®-goR e LTl h s, LESH

7 TERMOMEMIC X 2HEE D ACD FIE b i & T % o MIZITBuE A B FHTl Bl

B (NITE) OHEERRICET 2 HERT — 2 ~—2Cld, KECHER I3

B EA, Bl S ICE LN 8 7 Lok 4 RiHEERMICER T %5 ACD 238RE &

N<Twz (NITEHBUERT — 2 _X—X) &b, IibOMEFRGICEH T 2Ly

YE O BRI Z AN FHIT 5 2 &0 H DI NS 2 n[RETED & 2 B i fil T

INBLEWEICONWTACD 2L X8 nX 5 ICEMT 2 2 & I3 ARMHEE L, Mo CHE

RILRETH 5,



P-2 FERE/EMEEBR & L T LLNA: BrdU-ELISA #%

U EWE O RS REN: 2 T3S 2 BOFRMEMERSRE & LT, ki v ErEY F 2H

\» 7z Guinea pig maximization test (Magunusson and Kligman, 1969) % % Buehler test

(Buehler, 1965) 3w H ., ZNETICHL DTF—ZBHEINTE =, THLDFEIR

AERRTH 2 KEICE T 5 RIERKICOFRBIO G2 H MBS U < BOF N2 51l s

o, EMNAHER LA F o, ABHECRIIBEICEY . BMcEREz522% Lo/

Y Hot-e ZNOLOBEICK L, Kimber & (Kimber et al, 1989; Basketter et al,, 1996)

CX o THEI N~y ROENILFIE 2 @A L 7212, FTE Y v EiN QMg o HhE

FG % Ut RT3 (RI) CiZE# & #7172 Thymidine (3H-TdR) OH Y AL Z5IE L L C

HI%E % Local Lymph Node Assay (LLNA) (BAF. LLNA-RI %) #Bd¥ L 7= (Fig. 2),

LLNA-RI %%, BFEAEEDFEBIER D 5 b £ C2aHili 32 & & CHlBRIIRE 2 4 <

OB~ DEIFE EER L. TG429 (OECD, 2010) LT OECD 2 F454 F54 vic

I x . ATROM EiZe &2 o B % F v 72 BOFIEE L O Tt e o T B,

TN E T ORI EMERER D FTAl < IR AEE O B HE, HI S E Tl Th N CTE 72, L2

Ladin, ALHEPET 2 BIE2FHFET 22BN, BB IR (potency) 1%

LEPE L e 5 2 L BWS 2 TH D EAFIEREE O 3l 23 B REAEVEYE D 73 Fic

BOTHO CHEAERICA S Z L2 EMHE 7z (Kimber et al, 2003),

LLNA-RIiEclt, Btk HIE S 2 REMIEcH 2 EC3EZ R T 2 2 & T, KIERE



MRS A T RIICEHE T 2 FEARKEK I w3 (Kimber ef al, 2003), Z D 7-% EC3 {#i

ISR O E RIIEEE S L CEAI N CE Y, b MicB T 2 E/EHEE (Human class

1-6) Oe5E (Kimber et al,, 2003; Basketter et al,, 2014) <. Lo FEEHICTHMZ N

NP — K5 - (EHInE Y A 7 L CTH 5 [E#E Globally Harmonized System (GHS) & 1F %

FRREAE D OMIX oy (1A GROWEAEEWE) /1B (£ O D EAEEYE)) (Al d <

w3 (UN, 2023), ¥72EFd, EEMAHODE 2H.001c EC3 EZ MM L 7 BNRIEEE R

B A 73l b TS vC Wb (Api er al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; Api et al,

2020), ZD X H i, FEIERAEWFHE X EERNGEm 2 > EBRFHE~> 7 F LTw3,

—77. LLNA-RI RIBERERIN A (RD 22729, BERERNICE W TIER ISR

B ORI 72 © IS ESKERS T H 2 BUH IR EEE O@EES L H L 20 . RO

TG E—EDHIRID D o720 TNZIUMRT 572, RI Z Hlva7z\» LLNA: BrdU-ELISA %

23EAF & 7z (Fig. 3)(Takeyoshi er al, 2001), LLNA: BrdU-ELISA %13, #ifhdhig o {5

& LT RI{LEY)TIE 7 { 5-Bromo-2-deoxyuridine (BrdU) #fHF L. % DHLY iAAR % E#55

% ZHE % (Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay: ELISA) I X - CTE&ET 2 ik Th

%, LLNA: BrdU-ELISA %1%, &7 Y 57— 3 vift%E (Kojima eral, 2010), 5 =& 5

fili (ICCVAM, 2010) %##%C OECD 7 X FH 4 F 74 v (TG442B) & L CINHE T v

(OECD, 2010), A2 EIZd & X v, MR REER KL LRSI N TS

(Takeyoshi and Nara, 2021), 453 OECD I X %5 =¥l (UN, 2022a; UN, 2022b),



E#E GHS /NEE2DWIEIC XY GHS MlX I3 ~D#H 237K38 3 1, Rl i &[R4 O & 813

A X vCv % (UN, 2022¢; UN, 2023), LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ki 5\ C 3% LLNA-RI 1%

CRIBEICITE & HE X LA R (LLNA: BrdU-ELISA %Gl ECL.6 fii) # v CR g

FRVEMETRIE 2 EEAICEHEd 2 2 & A3A[RETH . LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 3L 98 O F

EBREAFHEERENY X 2 ffio -0 oo CHEHeFELE 2 b5,



P-3 [ERMEEERMN Y X 7 fHili 0BV & EEM:

—ic, AL EWEOERN ) R 75T, O — FORE, @ — FoiERl (£72

RSN, OIRZEITHE, @Y 227 ED 42D 2T v b5 (WHO, 2004),

DI LY —FOERTIZ. %L ogh. Bt ci s n 2 EHENE (no observed

adverse effectlevel: NOAEL), 2% W HEFEL SR I v KHEZK S & L, FHiH

ClEEOER, AERICERLR L2 ZET 270 ORBFEREZER T2 2 Lick>T

FYIE O ERBEELYEN T 2 (Fig. 4),

PEE. HEREEICOWTEEN ) X 73 HllII e L X & 7228, IBFE, FEHRBODE

ICBWT, BFEEEYE N 2 & AT Y R 7 FHI L 2 LT 5 720 O 4 DRG] 23

T3 (Api er al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; Api er al, 2020), Z D 5 b,

Api etal. (2008) Tt WEFHIMICTE T2 BRI O KEBEAEMEE RN ) X 27 G- o

WT,LLNA-RI#%®D EC3 i & & b ¥y F7 2 b (human repeated insult patch test: HRIPT)

— bbb P CRIEEEFR LAV EEZ LN YEE (no expected sensitizing

induction level: NESIL) Z##E L. BAEM T X X v MEE (F9842%0) ZWHT 3 2 ic

LR oNHRERERRE T Wz ) X 7FHEFES RE I L TWw D

v bty F 72+ (HRIPT) . @9 80~120 A D#ERE <t LakERmE (v 7 )

%[l % 13 C 24 WEEI X 9 [mIEH L. 14~17 HREOKREHIM 0%, e % 24 KEE

FLCEERCEBET 23 cd 5 (Kimber and Maurer, 1996) , FHEM D 2P IC 5\ C



iF, v 72T EY P EHAOEEBREEEABRT —2icimza e b CREEIEEEET

BN LRSS0 0Be LB T 5, LLNA-RI EEOWYRERT — & &

HRIPT OfRZHAE L. & F CRIEMZFRL 2w e EZ 5N 3L #EE (NESIL) D

PUEICHW ST W3 (Api et al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; Api et al., 2020),

DXy, FEHASICOWTIE, BANICE Py FTFRAMREEN, & MiTBIT 3

RUFBEOBEHRVEE CTH 2 AT H Y, 2O L BEFRIFEEEN Y 2 7 FHifi

SIOREATHWEEREELTEZONS, — /., LELFEHICOVTIE, e Sy FTFR MR

Db MicBIAEmABEoNE ZLERTH Y., BT — X IcE O KERIENE

B Y X Z7FHEFEORAEZIZE A ETON TRV ORBIRTH 2,

TN EZHHT 2EEED ACDIEF I N E Tt G INTsh, V7=

NAZ VI A YT A= (methylenediphenyl diisocyanate) Dkl T ¥ o fHg O (L

Fl.,. T2o0FMAE LTCHERAINEZ YT I )YV 720X %y (44-

diaminodiphenylmethane) Tl, 1960 fEfUEHD LHE E CTHEEDO T LA v & LTEHK

DIEHIFRE 233 % (Goosens et al., 2002, Jolanki et al, 1994, Emmet 1976), Bi/KiEa#H &

LT EmSIEBCHHINE Yy 2Z2u~F T LA FY 4 I F

(dicyclohexylcarbodiimide) I DWW Ch, F & L CLEFEED ACD FIEFHI 3 HRE X

T\>2% (Zshunke and Folesky, 1975), VT4, KJEBIEMYE OIERBEE MO 720 0 FhitE

fili & LT, LLNA EC3 iz fll /i U 7z B 2 1 O FF AR 8 IR EEH O BOC 23 R 5 S 7z



(Naumann and Arnold, 2019), L 2> L 72235, FFAFREE IREAE O 5% 1 FH W 72 SRR AR A 1T

DWTIFE R NS E L XT3 (Naumann and Arnold, 2019),

T BT T I VT 2=V A X I OWTE, RNy Nicfibh s R v L £ v

DEEFICH 22 CHBA R 2O DREEIC X % ACD EMPEREEHE I N T\w3 (Alomar,

1986; Grimalt er al, 2009) 132>, PLEHID 7 v v %2 v =, (chlorothalonil) #&H 3 %=

VERPLERLZ-7uooi oo i XY EIOKEREEC LZE b G I Tw3

(Liden, 1990), MI7ZATEGE NSl AT A A (NITE) OHEERMICBE T 2 FiE

T — 2~ — 2T, HEICHER S 2 LR HEA BIERS CE h 2 Al 87|72 & DiH

BF IR T 2 ACD 28 1,737 &I TH Y. 2T D AR S R

. v UV RARIIERICTH D 2356-TF 77808 4-(AFLALFZ L)LY PV

(2,3,5,6-tetrachloro-4-(methylsulfonyl) pyridine: TCMSP) %2 &1 3 2 K Vit v =1 #l5

27 =yv Mk 3 ACD FiE (1,382 ) TH o7 (NITE HHIHFW T — 2 <—2), ZDX

ST ALY E IR A DEFOP AL ER LW AEGoFERIE Lcfifla s, H

M OfERIC X 2 HE#H O ACD BIED ME I N T3 2 &b ARMEE 1 HE RS

TH 5,

Lo LA o, HLefE. AREEO T HLOFTICENTH, FhMA Lo oD

B2 PR ALFEWE I X 2 BERIEEOE RN Y 2 7 FHIE Tk R o iciE s hTts b 3,

W7 Y R 7 BB THON TR WODBERTH 5, WEERRECHEH o ®a L mE



~DIEFRIC X 3 ACD FEZ RRICH Czic, FEEEEERER ) R 7 §HIiT % Bl ¢

U EAEMEREIC D K Y R 7 B2 A[REIC S 2 S L S EHETH D AL WHEHIC K 2 ) =2

/MU 2 TECHEH L T 720 O FEFRE O S ERITRZ W,



P-4 A@t5E0 BEY

L E I X 5 ACD o lulliid J7 i 2 Ak M O AREE LOERAFETH ) | LFEY

B ORGRAEEICOWTERN Y R 73S ) R 2 EHEZ{TH 2 Lo CEHE L

FEzons, BURCIX, FhM R &0 oM 2 RE . BEREEOERR Y R 7 Gl

FHEOMEHTIZE A EfThbN T,

HER2EHE LB R, oI, LEWEZIY RS EEFGICH T 5 BERBEEHD -

DORMEME L LT, BFRIEUGREICED BRIFREOFAREREEORESLEINS,

RERAEERERD 5 5, Rl 24 T RIFEBEOCRBWIEESF o a3k L L C

MDA 2S > T 5 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA LT b1 5 ECL.6 fH% F v 72 3 5= D il 7

REENE GRED),

e HHEEBEENICE TN 2 UFWE O BFRIEEDE BRI ) 2 27 5HlIC O w T, FhE

Ao Hli 2 SO A4 OHEFRRGICE TN 2LFEWE O NR & L 72 ) X 7 5l Tk

DHFEPLEEND FRED).,

UEDz & h o AWFFEcid 3 EDIcHt L <l LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ¢/ 551 5 ECL.6

B D RAFHEE I Y R 7 5l ~ D ] RETE DB & E3E# Y R 7 BRLD 72 O DFFRIRE

REMAE L OB 21T o7, oI, BIAIORIEMEE 2Hlic, X L = ke ko 2 5l

INBFFARMREM &, 2RI &30 TN 5 3HRIEIRE L~ D il & E
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L. i 2e it o@lfie o FEEIEIE Y R 2 2 E 58 L 7- 3G T 0 LR IC 2w CREE

L7,

AT Ll HEHERAIC X 5 ACD FHEFHI ZFlEE L2k Y = 7 3l % 17

W, FEF ) Z7EMOHMN T L 2T E0MEE ) R 7 FHi~D G HEMEIc D v T

BEt L7z,

INOLDOFERFE -HTick b, cnNTCHREEE SN TELEWEIC X 2 REREED

TEEIY A7 FHEICBI L C. RERIEMREICES CBEY LY A7 EHOEfME AR L L.

LEWEIC X 21EEE. HEEORREZEDNILICHEMT 522 L2 HIE L,
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Fig. 1 Mechanism of skin sensitization (R#, 2005)
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B AL s 2m [ *H]-Methyl thymidinez 1)~ ) CEREFER
ERRiTSS O
@)

P =
EUE EE

Day 6 7N

Day 1 - Da3

> HELEN (DPMIE) DElE
EEFEDDPMFIIE
Stimulation Index (SI) =
IRAFITIREEDDPMIES(E

SI = 3: BEHTERSE
EC3 : SI=3%2EZ5TDICHERERIGER (BEIHESNDEERIE)

Fig. 2 Outline of local lymph node assay (LLNA: Kimber et al, 1989; Basketter et al, 1996)

HA (o E=Ez 40 BrdUz BEREMIE S U >/ CEIRER
BrdU: 5-bromo-2-
deoxyuridine

)
ELISATBrdU*BUAHERITE
T PFOY

Day 1-Day 3 Day5 Day 6 olat sl

SEFEOFIIRALE

Stimulation Index (SI) =
PRI EREF DI IRSCE

SI > 1.6: [BEHEEE
EC1.6: SI=1.6E 5T DCHLELFEBRNEEE (BEEHESINSEERME)

Fig. 3 Outline of LLNA:BrdU-ELISA (Takeyoshi et al,, 2001)
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Fig. 4 Flamework of quantitative risk assessment
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% 1 ¥ LLNA: BrdU-ELISA #8503 ECL6fHZFVWAEEEZE ) R 2 EFHDO DD

B RAEMERK ) R 7 FHli 5 O BR%

1-1 /NF

TR WA ERO I T, FICWAREIC X 2 ) X2 21kEEd 25 HAY CHRSERER

J& (occupational exposure limit: OEL) 235%E 1T\ % (Deveau etal, 2015) 23, FfEK

RCxt 2 E& 3, REEEHEEMRZEK (ACGIH) i & 2 KR E R 2 K5

(DSEN: b ¥ WEDPRBIEE#E T2 2 L 2R TRiL) ° GHS 58I X 2 BERIEES 58

FIKROoN T2, ACD &, B35 CRAE S 1Lz 558 251 OB A F B I HEE S L 5

ETHEFITELRVDIFERIC L o Tl R SN2 [ReERH V. Rilicb 25058 %

RIET 2 b, BREEER T BREME L FRcEER) 27T ThY (R,

2005). (L¥WE © BFIEIEIEBE IO CFARG R 2 W BB Y X 275Hii L U X2

HHAMCEIN TS

B JEREAEPEIC O W TIIER, TR Y R 7 5HM2 NEE & X T & 7225, FHMN O T,

B EAEEE I3 2 881 ) R 7 FHIi Tk 2 LS 2 720 OREIBED b TH b |

o, EAEHRE OHEE I LLNA-RI 5 cff b5 EC3 i (LLNA EC3) OF[H A

A bILT w3 (Api eral, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; Api et al, 2020), —/5, T.2%

L ownCid, S E Cic LLNA EC3 2 A U 7= Sl afi 2 10 o FFA 7% B IR EEfiE o 3%

15



EDPREI N T3 (Naumann and Arnold, 2019) 25, ZFREEIREMEOZRTEICH 725

AL IC DO WT I E AR 3B ME L AT % (Naumann and Arnold, 2019), 7=,

RI Z{HH L 72 WIBESEEETH 5 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA £ F — 2 2w T8 Y &

ZEHIC O Wik I E TR S LTy,

% T CAE T3 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA £ ¢S 543 EC1.6 fH (LLNA EC1.6) % 7=1E

HE V2R VEMO - DOREREEEEBMN Y X 7T HEFEORE LT 72, 2OHT, & F

TRIEEZF R L e EZONLFEWEE (NESIL) 2#ET 5720 0fEr s LTK

EBRAEEEEN Y R 7 i ~DFHANEA SN Twb LLNAEC3 & LLNAEC1.6 O [FEZ%

2S5 2 ik b, LLNA ECL.6 DR EEIEMIE R Y X 7 GFli~ DR Al RETE 2 1R

SHL 7274, LLNA EC1.6 12D C/E3BE 1c B ) 2L WE O TR R o B H % 3¢

Hizo T oI, MAMORIEMYIE 2 HIC, BIFE L =Tk io & B 3 h 2 FFA IR IR A

&L RH B D FRBOE S N2 ERIRRINIREE L~ v D i & FE i L. S5k e o Bl

2> 5 RRFRAFYE Y R 27 % Z & L 7 BRE E B D A B I D W TREEE L 72,

16



1-2 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ¢85 h 3 ECL.6 {0 K ERBMEH:E B VY R 7 5Efti~ o F] 7]

REM: DT

1-2-1 IC»Ic

ENER BT BT 2 G RAFIEE RN ) 2 7 i< iE. SSILEYE O BAFIERE o HE

FE1C LLNA-RI #5515 EC3 f (LLNA EC3) 2fJH XT3 (Api er al, 2008;

Basketter and Safford, 2016; Api et al, 2020), EFE® LLNAEC3 ZF W= E&MY R 7 FF

fliFEfEFEOBRETIZ, LLNA EC3 Lk +ofyF5 2 b (HRIPT) 0B 2 EEEE DS

BeolkmofER, LLNA EC3 28t F TRHEMZ2FR L v E 2o 3{L¥EVEE

(NESIL) %##E+ 27200k LTHRTH 2 2 L MEEE T2 (Api et al, 2015),

AMFSEC¢ld LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ik ¢f3 54 % ECL.6 fi (LLNA EC1.6) % > 72 J i &

MERN Y X 7 5HliFEOAEZ HINE LC, £9, LLNAECL.6 & BLICERI ) X 27 5Ff

FE~DIEHD A LN T2 LLNAEC3 & o232 2 &1t X b .LLNAECL.6

DR EREAFIEE R Y 2 7 5Hli Tk~ ORI T REE 2 5T L 72,

17



1-2-2 PR 55k

LLNA EC1.6, LLNAEC3 kUt Fic BT 3 BIEHERE <B4 2 B o BHR

LLNA EC 1.6 ¥— & 12w, LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 0% =& i EE (ICCVAM,

2010) WCHIHE N7 — & /KRS (Kobayashi et al, 2020) 2> HUNEL 2, & Mgk

2 BAEVETREE IC BT 2158 L L T, Basketter HIC X Vi Nz F COREMRDEHLIC

#-9{ Human class (Basketter et al, 2014), KUt by F 5 2+ (HRIPT) OfiELEE

(NOEL) (HRIPT NOEL) (Basketter et al, 2005; Basketter et al, 2014) ZINE L 7=,

LLNA EC1.6, LLNA EC3 & HRIPT NOEL & o LB f##T

LLNAEC1.6. LLNAEC3 & HRIPT NOEL D B{& % it 3 % 72, LLNAEC1.6 % 7=

2 LLNA EC3 & HRIPT NOEL & o lt. (EC fii/HRIPT NOEL) ®43fi % fif#hit L 7. EC fii

/HRIPT NOEL o f@trciz. U TFo 3 1 icfitvs LLNAEC1.6 (%) DAl % 57 & 21 S A7 i

720 o afiie (pg/cm?) I8 L 72 ¢ LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL Ltz &L,

Naumann and Arnold (2019) 1T X - Ti#hr X 172 LLNA EC3 ¢ HRIPT NOEL okt

(LLNA EC3/HRIPT NOEL) & 4 [al#3 5 7z LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL D i 2T,

% D [A A 2 BUEHI IS HRGES L 72,

EC1.6 (ug/cm?) = {EC1.6 (%) x 10*(pg/mL) X 0.025 (mL/ear) '} / 1 (cm?/ear)

(1)

*1 LLNA i 1) 2 &, *2 LLNA i< 31 % 5@ H AR
18



1-2-3 2

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ##I1cB L i, BE#t (ICCVAM, 2010; Kobayashi et al, 2020) X b

33WE D LLNAECL.6 #NE L 7= (Table ), 215D 5 5 20 Y& 1Ic>WwT LLNAECL.6

& HRIPT NOEL Dffif D15#i%# 5 2% Z & A C% 7=, Naumann and Arnold (2019) Ti.

10 & 1c 2T LLNA-RI i£ic 317 5 LLNAEC 3 & HRIPT NOEL #2384 X 1T \»

% (Table 2),

LLNAECL.6 (%) % FEERmMEMEEY- Y OAME (ug/cm?) ICEHRL 2%, 3349

B ® LLNA EC1.6 (ug/cm?) (% 2.38~18,750 pg/cm? D& <d v, HRIPT NOEL {&E#R»°

Bonrz 20 MEOKERMEMEE LY DAME (ug/cm?) O#EIFHIZ 0.83~23,622

pg/cm? THotz, TNHD 20 PPEICOWTHEM L7 LLNA ECL1.6/HRIPT NOEL [t#%

Table 1 ICfif# TR, Ha%ttid 0.07~7.47 OHiPHITH b . UK O P LHEHERAE (SD)

132132210 L HEH I N7z, —. Naumann 51 X Y k& v7z EC3/HRIPT NOEL [t

(n=10) 12 0.2~6.5 OHIFHTH v | UL O LR (SD) X 2.52+1.95 &

NTw3, M#Fo ECfli/HRIPT NOEL it Fig. 5 1</83 & 5 1131 [H UHiPHIC o046 L T

B, WFEDOFEDOMICHEZ LD b L7 s> 72 (Un-paired t-test, mifl),

19



1-2-4 $¢%

Naumann and Arnold (2019) 2MEEERES I 51 2 K RFEWLE BN Y 2 27 4l T 300 %

DEFIce P CRAEEZFR L 2 EF 2 oL WEE (NESIL) ZHiE 3 2720 Dl

HELTHHLAZLLNA-RIEICEYE SN 3 EC3 (LLNA EC3) & LLNA: BrdU-ELISA

#1C X %5 ECL1.6 (LLNA EC1.6) O %2#E1d %72, Naumann & 23N ICEH L 72

10 &8 © LLNA EC3/HRIPT NOEL [t & LLNA: BrdU-ELISA #<H 6513 LLNA

EC1.6/HRIPTNOEL thko iz Eic 2o ORE® 2T L 72, 2 OfEER., mE D EC i

/HRIPT NOEL M ixizIgF CEHIC O/ L, FHUEORICEEEZIRO b NEr o722 &

25, MF IXFEFOEEE L F 2 & 1L, LLNAECL.6 (3R FERFEHEE RN Y R 7 §Hili Fik

DEFIC e P TRAFEZFR L Zv e FE 2o LY HE (NESIL) ZiET 27200

B LCHHAAEETH 3 LS L7,
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Table 1. Comparison of the LLNA EC1.6, HRIPT NOEL and Human class (Fukushima ez al., 2022)

Chemical name CAS RN LLNA EC1.6 LLNA EC1.6 HRIPT NOEL LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL Human class®
(%) (ug/cm?) (ug/cm?) ratio
CMI solution 26172-55-4 0.0095 ® 2.38 0.83 ¢ 2.86 -
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 97-00-7 0.029°® 7.25 8.84 0.82 1
Cobalt(II) chloride 7646-79-9 0.10° 25 - - -
Glutaraldehyde 111-30-8 0.115% 28.8 100¢ 0.29 2
p-Benzoquinone 106-51-4 0.152 37.5 - - -
Formaldehyde 50-00-0 0.163 2 40.8 374 1.10 2
1,4-Phenylenediamine 106-50-3 0.22° 55 10¢ 5.50 1
Diphenylcyclopropenone 886-38-4 0452 113 - - 1
Trimellitic anhydride 552-30-7 0.8622 216 - - -
Nickel sulfate 7786-81-4 1.027 257 - - -
4-Methylaminophenol sulfate 55-55-0 1.081°2 270 - - 3
Isoeugenol 97-54-1 130 325 69 ¢ 471 2
3-Aminophenol 591-27-5 299 748 - - -
Cinnamic aldehyde 104-55-2 4.808 2 1202 5914 2.03 2
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 149-30-4 5.03° 1258 2269 ¢ 0.55 3
Eugenol 97-53-0 6.03° 1508 19384 0.78 3
Imidazolidinyl urea 39236-46-9 6.43° 1608 2000 ¢ 0.80 3
a-Hexylcinnamaldehyde 101-86-0 7.07° 1768 23622 ¢ 0.07 5
Diethyl Maleate 141-05-9 8.049 2 2012 1600 ¢ 1.26 2
Isopropyl myristate 110-27-0 9.404 2 2351 - - 5
Cinnamyl alcohol 104-54-1 10° 2500 3000 ¢ 0.83 3
4-Chloroaniline 106-47-8 11.029 ® 2757 - - -
Citral 5392-40-5 11.7° 2925 775 ¢ 3.77 -
Sodium lauryl sulfate 151-21-3 13.334 ¢ 3334 NS ¢* - 6
Hydroxycitronellal 107-75-5 13.636® 3409 29534 1.15 4
Phenyl benzoate 93-99-2 243° 6075 94484 0.64 3
Linalool 78-70-6 27.596 6899 13793 ¢ 0.50 4
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 97-90-5 28.18° 7045 - - 4
Ethyl acrylate 140-88-5 33.3332 8333 1600 © 5.21 -
Cyclamen aldehyde 103-95-7 41.496 * 10374 4724 ¢ 2.20 -
Xylene 1330-20-7 4330 10825 NS &* - 6
Aniline 62-53-3 73.596 @ 18399 2463 ¢ 7.47 4
Methyl methacrylate 80-62-6 75°% 18750 - - 4

2JCCVAM, 2010; ® Kobayashi et al., 2020; © Basketter et al., 2005; 9 Basketter et al., 2014

¢ 1: Extensive evidence of contact allergy in relation to degree of exposure and size of exposed population; 2: A frequent cause of contact allergy, but of less significance compared with
category 1; 3: A common cause of contact allergy, perhaps requiring higher exposure compared with category 2; 4: Infrequent cause of contact allergy in relation to level of exposure;
5: A rare cause of contact allergy except perhaps in special circumstances, e.g. use in topical medicaments; 6: Essentially absent, with at least no systematic convincing evidence of
contact allergy (Basketter et al., 2014)
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Table 2. Comparison of the LLNA EC3 and HRIPT NOEL (Naumann and Arnold, 2019)

Chemical name L{i\g}fé n];:zc)3 HR(I:’g]/"CIr\]Iq%EL LLNA EC3r/al_tlil§lPT NOEL
Methylchloroisothiazolinone/methylisothiazolinone 2.5 1 2.5
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 20 8.5 2.3
1,4-Phenylenediamine 15 10 1.5
Formaldehyde 162 37 44
Isoeugenol 450 69 6.5
Glutaraldehyde 23 100 0.2
Cinnamic aldehyde 500 591 0.8
Citral 3250 775 42
Eugenol 2225 1938 1.1
Hydroxycitronellal 5000 2953 1.7

22



8-
[ ]
£ .
g 6-
m
[ ]
E =
g o®
P :
e m
>
Q ® ®
L -
°
S : L
man =
®
0 . |
LLNA EC3 LLNA EC1L%

Fig. 5 Distribution of LLNA EC values/HRIPT NOEL ratio
Horizontal bar shows the mean for the LLNA EC values/HRIPT NOEL ratio.
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1-3 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA #8503 EC1.6 {2 VW EEEZEORBRIEE Y X 7 EH D225

D FBREREMERHFEOFFE L £ ORELE

1-3-1 ZL®Iic

1-2 IZB VT LLNA EC1.6 #b F CRMEMEZFER LAV EEZLNZILEYEE

(NESIL) 2#E T 272008 EHE LTHVWE I Lo ZYERHERINEZ L 2 BT £,

LLNA EC1.6 ZFW/{EEE IV 2R /7 BHD -0 DRMEREDOHEIEEREE (acceptable

surface limit: ASL) OB FEICOWTHEINZITHo 7=,

FFRAEEDE R Y A 7 FHliF3RIC B L T, JE 4. BHES O 2B THRET 23D b T

2% (Api er al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; Api et al, 2020), Z®D 5 H, Api et al.

(2008) TiF, WHEERSICE TN D FRRD O BEFREAEIEE N ) 2 7 5Hfiicowvw T, X

DA4EEDOT 7o —FBRREI N TNV D,

(1) ~¥— FDFiE: LLNA EC3 % W 72 AL 2 E © B2 & IEAER FE o #EE

(2) FBRBOCHRHE £ 72 (3% — FoE g b: Bisligis (21 LLNA offf) e b

Ny FF AL (HRIPT) 7— 2780t o7 —20liic X 5, v F CRAFEZ S

FLrweEz b LA WEE (NESIL) OHEE & IEIEMET £ 2 X v MRE Gi%E

RE) DPE

(3) BREEAVAM: 4 OWHEE G E T 5 TR T3 2 WEE IR L ~ L DHEE
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(4) VAZHE: v CRIEMZFR L AV e Ex bh s e R (NESIL) Kk OFH
PRI HD CRFPRIRTE L <V ORI, FFAIRER L ~ v LB HIRIE L ~ L D I X

20 27 ¥HE

AEatcli, FRoFHMODE CREINAZTEENY X 73 Hli TiE4% 2#1c, LLNA
EC1.6 # AV EEZORMERY R /7 EHO -0 OXREEAOLTRREBEM (ASL) &

HFEOMRES 21T > 7o

1-3-2 Mkt e ik
ERE Y R BHD -0 OFEREREME (ASL) BEHA 0K

BESR (Api er al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016; SCCS, 2018) T X
N BRSO B JGRAFEE R Y R 7 §HiliFi5 S W REACH BRI D ) X 27 FHiiA 4 £
v 2 (ECHA, 2012) #%#ic, LLNAECL.6 ZEiH L LFEH Y 27 EHO -0 OFFR
VREAREEAE (ASL) o FHIcBI3 2 et 217 - 72,

FFATREIREEE (ASL) 0B cld, BEEMFOREMKICH T 2B EH L L <, #iE
AR 100 cm? O E MY MEPEMBI N TV B Z & 2T 2, iz 100 cm? 2472
DAL EYE R (ug/100 cm?) #FET 3222 L7 (R 2), 22T, LLNA ECL.6 %2
ELMEEEY RV EHD -0 OFFAERMIREM (ASL) DEZAT D 720 O FHEEAREK

(sensitization assessment factor: SAF) D#E L L T, B (Api er al, 2008; Basketter and
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Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016; SCCS, 2018) ZZ#1c, —MiICEIEERFE R A FIC L2 ) =

o S BRI & 1 3 (DOREIZE . QA1 2 . GIRBEAIED 3 5 24T 5 2 2 & L,

D5 b DOTEEAREL (SAF ) OfEICIZ, 1-2 THEfi L 7z LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT

NOEL [t o fEtrcE b N YD 95 N—v v X A MilixFEHT A2 22 & Lz, o, IR

PRSI Y T B R ECBI L <. BEE (Api et al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016;

IDEA, 2016; SCCS, 2018) IZBWTHLE S O ERR Y 2 7 sHliICE A X - RFREM

B o BEMRER L U<, B/~ ) v 72 SEE/MM. PAZESM. KB OREE/HAL

BEITOLNTVED, AEFTTIIINLD ) BIRFERE S F V) AKCEET 2 EEL LT, 44

/AN B 3 2 FAREAREL (SAF mmm) ZEAT A2 &L L7,

ASL (pg/100 cm?) = {EC1.6 (pg/cm?) x 100}/ Figss (X 2)

* SAF mpgze X SAF ke X SAF sy /i

TFAREREME (ASL) ORI & BIFMMETE & O R

1-2 TINEE L 72 LLNA EC1.6 7 — X TR Tt L 72 SRBEMREC 2 M L. Fra e IR

fili (ASL) 25 L7z, S L 72 3P IR IRIZME (ASL) & IREMESRIE IR oLt e LT,

LLNA EC3 i 50 < FREAEIED GHS 7381 U Basketter 51 X W #itf iz e b ick T

2 BAFE 7 5 A (Human class) (Basketter er al, 2014) & Ol %17 5 7=,
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1-3-3 #&8

fEEFE Y R 2 EBO-DOTFABREE (ASL) BEHR

APRIRHIREEME (ASL) S D7z » OFHHLRED 5 B M2 DFHEGREL (SAF mpye) &

LC. 1-2 DfEk 5 55 67 LLNAECL.6/HRIPT NOEL FeZ2FIH L. IEHSOF 2K E L

T 95 X — v X A MEICH Y 3 2P +2SD (6.33) 2B I N7 6 ZFIE L T2,

T 2T, FERE (SAF EREZE) DFXEMRIME L7 LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL trodric

k. 7=V Y (747, 14-7 2 =L v YT v (550), 4 YAAX I =L (471) 7 ¥

Bz K& EEZMEREENS, Z0bldt Py F7 R NOEL 7 — X DIFEBER D

—DeFEZ LN, BRI (SAF HERElZE) LT 6 2% E$ 5 LT, LLNA

EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL 2 KE &b DbIFIIANN—TE 2 LEZ LD, (AFREDFEELEEL

(SAF ) (D WTIE, ALFEWVHIC X 2 E3EE T3 2 BAEFREORIfEICIIR E 21X 5D

ERHLAEEEEEE L. 10 Z2%RE LT, BERLME2EE L 72 FA8RE0 (SAF wm/mpm) 1€

DWTIE, HRUE D OHEFR Y X 7 5l <3, RS EOMHSMICIO U 22fRfRE e LT

1372133 (2oBAED 31310 DA ($3.16 UL AL CEE)) @A I TWw3

(Api et al, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016), AfiTTld. 1EFEH OIREERETE

PFUAE LCRMOBEELLE L 20[aEMEZE[E L. SAF gmmmé LT3 ZXE L7z, T

LOFER X0 FARREIE (SAF gz (6) X SAF e (10) X SAF ey (3)) % 180 &

HRE L 7= (Table 3),
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BREREHERN Y X 27 FHE D /-0 OFAEBEREM (ASL) 0EH

LLNA EC1.6 (ug/cm?) & HiTH CIRGE L 725 (R 180 2 2 IcfRA L. 33 E D

=R 31 2 AR IRIZME (ASL) Z38H L7 (Table 4), Kl L 7= 3P A5 H IR fiE

(ASL) DfED#ipfIZ 0.001~10.417 (mg/100 cm?) TH o7z, X 5T, B o N AR

JEfE (ASL) (mg/100 cm?) % 5 2D #ip (<0.01 mg/100 cm?, 0.01~0.1 mg/100 cm?, 0.1

~1mg/100 cm?, 1~10 mg/100 cm2, 10~100 mg/100 cm?) iZJ@HIL L 7=, % DF5HE, CMI

WL 24-=tuzaouxv¥ v (24-dinitrochlorobenzene) DHAREEIREE (ASL)

1% 0.01 mg/100 cm? KimDOHPFH, 7V 2L T7A7 e F (glutaraldehyde) # & 6 P1E I

0.01~0.1 mg/100 cm? D&, 4 V447 7 — (isoeugenol) Z & 10 ¥HEIX 0.1~1

mg/100 cm? DHiFH, ZEEFEE 7 = =/ (phenyl benzoate) % &t 13 ¥/ X 1~10 mg/100

cm? DHEIPFAICK Sy E N2, Y D 2¥E (7= v (aniline), A % 7 ) A F L (methyl

methacrylate) & 10~100 mg/100 cm? O &ifH I X5 & iz,

B U -FFAREM (ASL) & BEA O RBSEH IR IE R © LB

HH L 28R SR EM (ASL) 12 uWw T, Basketter 512 & - THi%s X #1172 Human class

(Basketter eral, 2014) JxUF LLNA EC3 125 < B E/EM: GHS 8o MX 5 & o g%

1T 72455 % Table 4 1ICff¢ TR,

ez o FE R, ASL o i & L < <0.01 mg/100 cm? X T* 0.01~0.1 mg/100 cm? IZ[X 43 &
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NEWE I TN . Human class 1 (ACD D JA#IZREE LS B 2 90E) % 7213 Human class
2 (class 1 X D AN X 1KV DD XL H 2 ACD OJRIRVIE) iy 4252 LS
b & Inodz, ASL OHiPH2Y 1 mg/100 cm? Z#8 2 2 ¥’ 13, FIC Human class 3~6 OYE

WA L 72 (Fig. 6),
PR IREE (ASL) o#ifH & GHS 78y R 7 2 ko < R REAEEMIX 4> % bk L
7-AER. ASL O#iF 2 1 mg/100 cm? K iCHY 3 2 Y8 1d. GHS X473 1A (5 EENY

B) LIE—BF 5 LR anE (Fig 7).
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1-3-4 8

G REAEMEE B Y 2 2 IS B L C BB CHRE & - &R %K (SAF) #% Table5 IOR
¥, Apietal (2008) IIFNEMDTERAY 2 27 3HlIC I 1) 2 FHAGRE (SAF) & L <. fi{x
FEICONWT 10, =+ Y v 7 R/BEICOWT 1~10, HHEMFICOWT 1~10 ZREL 72,
% Df%, Basketter and Safford (2016) (%, #i721CfG b N2 BFEAIR, BRRT — &, HE
BT — 22 AT, fARBEE (SAF) oufEf el va—2EMmL, ZOEHEHLREL
7= (Basketter and Safford, 2016), Basketter and Safford (2016) IZ#EO T, 7 X ALY
IFN/ TR A2 T Y vl bty FF 2+ (HRIPT) CEHAINZED B
W7y, B T CoRBEFRICRECHL EEZLND L L, U v 7 X /HE,
BT 2 FHEAREL (SAF <1y o s nms) Ofiz 0.3, 1, £33 AEDEAIRD 4]
ETFF2 2 &ML -, EBEFERHRS (IFRA) (%, Basketter and Safford (2016) 1 X 3
fRMTAG SR D & | TR O B REAEVEE RIY Y = 7§ (QRA2) (IDEA, 2016) %%
K L7z, FHEMRE (SAF) OREREFED 5 b FHMIZE I3 2 FHRRE (SAF sane) 1CBAL
T. QRA2 I3, fHfiofEmi s LT3 2 HES e P TRAFMEZE L w2 & 2R T 5 H
MICEME AL boSy F7 2+ (HRIPT) OFER, %7212 HRIPT OfRIck>TL b T
RAFEEZFR L rveEx o 24 PEE (NESIL) ZitEd 27200k LTEH
TH 3B EPBEEET N T % LLNA-RI %D EC3 i bHEE T = v b CRIEME A FR L
R EZLNBEYERE (NESIL) CH S Z & o b, MO FHERE (SAF mme) 13X
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W\ LR L 72 (IDEA, 2016), Z #uLicxnt LIRMIHE & LR Z S (SCCS) 13, &

FDF— ZBE LN T WA IIFE 2 O B RE (SAF gme) 230 3 0EREH B

& L. Basketter b O FEAEER (Basketter er al, 2018) 2o % . FE[ = O FH#&{%% (SAF

mae) & LT 3 ZEHATEILE2EEL (SCCS, 2018), A D% (SAF @)

ICDWTIZ.QRA2®° SCCS D CoMRIc—EHLT10 28 EH S N TE /2,7,

REACH # 4 £~ &% (ECHA,2012) TIEEAS3T7 7u—FnaInThh., FEEMOIZS

DEENNN—=TFTL720DT 7 4V b OFEFEE LT, MEEFHICONTIZS, —RBEEEIC

DWTIE 10 252 L T3 (ECHA, 2012),

PLEDRFHEREB Co v k COMETRER I £ 2. ARG T, HRHZ2E O R RE

(SAF ) IZ2OWTik, B FDTF—2R3 50N WnW & 2R CEHYEBRERICL D

LLNA EC1.6 #t PCHBWTIMEZFHE L R WIFREREREE (ASL) EHofie LT

AwTwa Z BB, FREE (SAF mpe) ZEHAT 2L L Lz, T/, BKEDH

HEAREL (SAF i) IS DWW TIX ALEWEIC X 21T 1O T 2 BYFFE OBMEIC IR X /&

X202 H 5 A[REZHE L. QRA2 ° SCCS A Tc—HL TRAINTE 10 28H

L7zo HRERSMFICBT 2iBEMREBER D 5 b, =+ U v 7 X /BB T 2 %R E (SAF

<ty ramp) WCBILTIE, WEEHMICHEMNINS X5 5Ma~ ) v 7 APFEET

IEME DL IR D 5\ I3RS T B A[REMEDSE 2 b2 b 0D, TR ) AT

IR 2 EE B~ O EERERESEE SN, < P ) v 7 R/ GO E TR b DL
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EzondZ Enb, FEE ) R 7o HIF <o BB 2 &L 72, BREEESE0E

BT % 2 Do TR (HL/WIE, PHZE, KEORE/TRAL) © 5 b, KRR 7 )

AT 2 EHE L LT, FEBG Ics TRMICD R 2 [)ERFIC X 228221 21]

REM:Z B B8 L S /JTIC B 3 2 SHE R 2 (SAF ) 2 RHICE®0 5 2 & L, —77,

PFIZE. BRE DR

T}
CRE

[ERAZIC B 2 SRR EIE . B R ORI A O EHRTH B &

HEr L, KRSt o B (EEEICN S 2ERBI ) R 7 3Hli) CTIRER L %22 7,

2z

RTRO@Y . b b DF—20fb Y iy 2D K EREIENREIC X 5 LLNA EC fH%ZF

ARHEIREM (ASL) BHOER & LTH W 255 ICHERZ T3 5 TR (SAF )

DBREMEDNE ) DICOVTIRRERERDD 2, BEBRBEHD -0 ORFRIEEEERN Y

Z 7 FHficE L., 2 E Tic LLNA-RI ¢S bn 3 EC3 i (LLNA EC3) Z{HfH LT

THRBEREMZERT 27 70 —F 3 42L 3N T3 (Naumann and Arnold, 2019),

Naumann 5 DIRZLETII. b MZEF 2 NOEL o#ffEic LLNA EC3 #{Hifl+ 570,

LLNA EC3 & HRIPT NOEL D040 %% 8 L 7z iR AREDSE & LT 2 23, Y%A

DM B X MBI DR OMST 2 AN —F 208 ) IO TEMAICERINTEDS

T ZDEHICOWT X b dFEmoLEMEDRE I T3 (Naumann and Arnold, 2019),

A7 D FHHEEAREL (SAF ppse) ICBEIL T 25K 10 25 JEIEAE V) = 27 il fhz% % W) ic 7

N=FBEREIPICONTHRRL L CGEMORMD D 225, 2 TORHITIIHRE 10

N—EHLCEHINTX~, KN REACH #4 £v 2 Cli. HEE ORI 28 25—
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MOMEAHZLB L Y b/NE T eh o, EREOLE)Z 75 —F 5 720 DEARN 2 FH# 4R

e L<, F¥ZiconTizs, —MEMIcoWCIZ 10 235 E T 3b (ECHA, 2012),

ARFHIC B WTIE, HEEAEOFARIRE (SAF mmx) ZHEH T 2 20 Ififiric w7z

HRIPT NOEL 7 — %%, HRIPT 28t FMiCER2 5 2 WwHEREE L CLLICEE I Nz

1 HETEINSE Z 3% w2 & (Basketter and Safford, 2016) & )& L. JH¥{REL

(SAF gmigze) 1310 54 TH B & HWTL 72,

DXL THRE L 7= FHE(REHE 180 (SAF sgpgz 6 X SAF sz 10 X SAF spmm 3) %3

WCEH L AR EREME (ASL) ofEo#iFIi: 0.001~10.417 (mg/100 cm?) THh -7z,

APRIRHIREME (ASL) % 5 > D#FICERIL L., £ D& 2 B O BAEIEREE R TH 5

v MBI BEEM 7 9 2 (Human class) XU GHS fill[X5> & g L 7=, & b DJ&EME 2

7 % (Human class) & OHEOFER., HFREEIREM (ASL) 25, <0.01 mg/100 cm? K ¥

0.01~0.1 mg/100 cm? O HiPH i< ¥ Human class 1 & Uf Human class 2 D¥)E O A3 & £ 4L,

FFARHIREE (ASL) ©#if2% 1 mg/100 cm? % 2 % 3 © I 13 F 1< Human class 3~6 ®

YEREEINDEZERHL D E 572, 7oF. Humanclass5 MU 6 OYE L. FEEFEA~

D 70 & DRFIRAIE LN C T BEREAFIE D 2370\ D B W IIAET I I JAE 1 D i

ERTVWPERECTH D, 2O DYER 72 Human class 1~4 O¥PERETIIEHRE L 23R

FREBREEME (ASL) & Human class & ORNICERPIBEGRA A SN B T L 26 KIS CTHE

U 7= RFEIRRE RIEAE (ASL) 13—y 22 IRERIR LIS B W CRFRAEIED IR & 2 0 5 2 )
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TRt A FEORE (BIEMHE®RE) 2Lz bDeFE 2 b5, GHS #iX5 & MBI

DWWt ASL 23 1 mg/100 cm?Kim DY) E 1&. GHS X5 1A (B EBAEEWE) i

IE— L7z, INODIFERS2 L, GHS X4 1A '8 GRVCEBENYE) o icEs »

T, RO AERHEREME (ASL) 28 1 mg/100 cm? K iC 72 5 X 5 ICEH 3 2 2 H

BHY., FFEEEREME (ASL) 23<0.01 mg/100 cm? £ 721% 0.01~0.1 mg/100 cm? DiE )

KR E O LG, SO IEGIREL <AV 2T 2 881 H 5 L PRRI N

7“,
o
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1-3-5 £¢®

AEHC BT, BIGCOLEWEHICN T 2 E ) X7 2 mo/NMRICIIZ 5 2 L 2 H L

L C. LLNAEC1.6 230 < 3R O AR REME (ASL) o FEERET L 72, 33

Y8 2 NRIOE X N AR REME (ASL) 13 0.001~10.417 (mg/100 cm?) D#fipH-c

B ole, AFAIRHREM (ASL) % 5 > DHiHICEIML L, 20 o OHEPH & B o EEMER

FEIEER & ik L 72453, GHS X4 1A K I N2 MO BIEEYE 3 5 1813, A

=1l

HEEMREME (ASL) 1 mg/100 cm? Kifi CIRBEH T2 LE R H 5 T L BRI LTz, REETT

BIF L 72 FiEIC X v, LLNA ECL1.6 iIcHO K FAREIREME (ASL) OFRENAREL 72 b

RAFMEREEICED CEBI Y A 75l & Y XA 2 BB AREL 7r o 7o, £72, FFARHEIREME

(ASL) i & B D v FREHRE T — & & 2 il L 72455825 . GHS filXric & 3 [X

7y 1A CEROCIESEEYE) a3t 3 2 5 138 DL AW EIRBHED U R 2 % /Rl 2

Brwfie LORITS ) | (FEBEIC 351 5 (LA o 3P AT i & R 3 1R L LT

HEREHRRE 2 01G2 2L bR,
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Table 3. SAF's proposed for workers (Fukushima et al., 2022)

Factor SAFs Point of consideration
Interspecies 6 Distribution of LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL ratio
Interindividuals 10 Interindividual variation for workers
Frequency/duration 3 Exposure may occur for long-period
Composite SAF 180 -

SAF: sensitization assessment factor
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Table 4. Derived ASLs and sensitization potencies for selected chemicals (Fukushima et al., 2022)

Chemical name LLNA EC1.6 (ug/cm?) ASL (mg/100cm?)  ASL range (mg/100cm?) Human Class" GHS sub-category?
CMI solution 2.38 0.001 <001 - 1A
2,4-Dinitrochlorobenzene 7.25 0.004 ’ 1 1A
Cobalt(II) chloride 25 0.014 - 1A
Glutaraldehyde 28.8 0.016 2 1A
p-Benzoquinone 37.5 0.021 0.01-0.1 - 1A
Formaldehyde 40.8 0.023 ’ ’ 2 1A
1,4-Phenylenediamine 55 0.031 1 1A
Diphenylcyclopropenone 113 0.063 1 1A
Trimellitic anhydride 216 0.120 - 1B
Nickel sulfate 257 0.143 - 1B
4-Methylaminophenol sulfate 270 0.150 3 1A
Isoeugenol 325 0.181 2 1A
3-Aminophenol 748 0.415 0.1-1 - 1A
Cinnamic aldehyde 1202 0.668 ' 2 1B
2-Mercaptobenzothiazole 1258 0.699 3 1A
Eugenol 1508 0.838 3 1B
Imidazolidinyl urea 1608 0.893 3 1B
a-Hexylcinnamaldehyde 1768 0.982 5 1B
Diethyl Maleate 2012 1.118 2 1B
Isopropyl myristate 2351 1.306 5 1B
Cinnamyl alcohol 2500 1.389 3 1B
4-Chloroaniline 2757 1.532 - 1B
Citral 2925 1.625 - IB
Sodium lauryl sulfate 3334 1.852 6 1B
Hydroxycitronellal 3409 1.894 1-10 4 1B
Phenyl benzoate 6075 3.375 3 1B
Linalool 6899 3.833 4 1B
Ethylene glycol dimethacrylate 7045 3914 4 1B
Ethyl acrylate 8333 4.630 - 1B
Cyclamen aldehyde 10374 5.763 - 1B
Xylene 10825 6.014 6 1B
Aniline 18399 10.222 10-100 4 IB
Methyl methacrylate 18750 10.417 4 1B

ASL: acceptable surface limit

1) 1: Extensive evidence of contact allergy in relation to degree of exposure and size of exposed population; 2: A frequent cause of contact allergy, but of less significance compared with category 1; 3: A
common cause of contact allergy, perhaps requiring higher exposure compared with category 2; 4: Infrequent cause of contact allergy in relation to level of exposure; 5: A rare cause of contact allergy except
perhaps in special circumstances, e.g. use in topical medicaments; 6: Essentially absent, with at least no systematic convincing evidence of contact allergy (Basketter et al., 2014).

2) GHS sub-categories decided by LLNA EC3 (ICCVAM, 2010) and GHS sub-categorization criteria for skin sensitization for LLNA-RI (EC3 <2: 1A (strong sensitizers); EC3 >2: 1B (other skin sensitizers))
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Table 5. Comparison of SAFs for skin sensitization quantitative risk assessment (Fukushima ez al., 2022)

Factor Api et al. Basketter and QRA2 SCCS ECHA Naumann and ~ Fukushima ef al.
(2008) Safford (2016)  (IDEA, 2016) (2018) (2012) Arnold (2019) (2022)
Interspecies - - - 3 10% 6 6
(based on (based on LLNA
LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT
EC3/HRIPT NOEL ratio)
Interindividual 10 10 10 10 S5or10 NOEL ratio) 10
Matrix/Product 1, 3% or 10 03,1, or 3% 0.3,1,or 3% - 1-10 3 -
Frequency/duration (Use condition) 1 or 3% 1 or 3% 3 (Different 3 3
Occlusion 1, 3%, or 108 _ _ _ exposure _
Skin condition/site 1, 3% or 10 1,35, or 10 3or 10 conditions) .
1-10
Composite SAF 10-300 3-1,000™ 30-300 300- 50- ca 50 180
1,000™ 10,000

SAF: sensitization assessment factor
* No inter-species SAF was applied since the NESIL was predicted on confirmatory studies in humans, or is based on an extrapolated human NESIL from the EC3 values in LLNA
(Api et al., 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016).
T In cases where there is good agreement between the LLNA EC3 value and the NOAEL/LOAEL derived from good quality historical human predictive tests, the lowest threshold
value should be used to derive the derived no effect level (DNEL) and in this case there would be no need to apply an interspecies adjustment factor (AF) (ECHA, 2012).

1 For practical purposes the number 3 is normally the representation of 3.16 (the half log of 10) (Api ef al., 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016).

§ Except for tampons used in vaginal mucous membrane for which factor of 20 applied (Api et al., 2008).

** Composite SAF are not calculated in the original references.
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Fig. 6 Comparison of ASL ranges and Human class*

ASL: acceptable surface limit

* Human class (Basketter et al., 2014)

1: Extensive evidence of contact allergy in relation to degree of exposure and size of exposed population
2: A frequent cause of contact allergy, but of less significance compared with category 1

3: A common cause of contact allergy, perhaps requiring higher exposure compared with category 2

4: Infrequent cause of contact allergy in relation to level of exposure

5: A rare cause of contact allergy except perhaps in special circumstances, e.g. use in topical medicaments
6: Essentially absent, with at least no systematic convincing evidence of contact allergy
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Fig. 7 Comparison of ASL ranges and GHS sub-category*
ASL: acceptable surface limit

* 1A: strong sensitizers; 1B: other skin sensitizers

40



1-4 FAF L AFHECES S HFEREREE L 2EHE ICE O RIGRERE L~V OHB

1-4-1 1 C®IT

BBV E 2 B Y 4 5 97 @) B i v Tl BEMEREE IC B O < BRI o 7 7R’

JEfE (ASL) OFRENLEE LA, 20 X5 A Y Z7ERIZfTHONTHRVOREIRTH 3,

BRI CORXIHRI D ) 2 7 B & L Tl SO EREM 28L& 2 LRI B »

T, BHEREOB A ORXXNFRIGIZHE L - 8LEREREDOTFEEE L NV DERE

DBREEINT WS A, 2 TREE, FHENRWEO2H B ICESEREINLFHE—

HEg#Z & (permitted daily exposure: PDE) % Jic L TR MK M L <X (surface

residue limit: SRL) 233k x5 (EC, 2015; PIC/S, 2018; WHO, 2021), ©EHE cH o

CEFE-HUERR (PDE) %30 L= 3 RHRM L~ (SRL) 13, ERMHAERT 2 8

HORHBGEZEZYI CHW TR T TH 2 L EZ LN D, EREDEEIEY R 7 EEH OB

M5 IE, BHFEICH S CHFAE-HEHRERE (PDE) 20 350E & N2 ikiiRmEkE L~

(SRL) IcEo K BEBEHAMEYCH 2 008 5 I A TH 3,

AEiCl3. 1-3 CHFE L -FEFEDMEN Y X 7 B A2HIN & L 2R IREM (ASL)

DOEHTFE v, BAEMSRE IO S FFAIREIRE M (ASL) &, 25@E»oitE T

7= B HEgFE (PDE) IO X 3E I 2R IMKRE L~V (SRL) ZHiEL. 1

EH ORFRAENEY 2 7 % B/ NRICHN 2 2 BLRIC A7 o 7o A TEIREE 1 Fe D < FFA TR IR
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fili (ASL) 1o V) R 7 EHOBEW:ZMET L 72,
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1-4-2 #RL &
BREINRYWE & FHR

KISt O RYE & LT, Kobayashi er al (2020) 1 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA <i&bh-
EC1.6 fili (LLNA EC1.6) 23t X 7= 15 WE @ 5 B, FR717 AL AT i S
% (NITE) v = 7% 4 P COAERINLBUFIC X 5 GHS 2308 (NITE A GHS 7 H6#s 5
—B) b CREENEGREE (RIERE) 2652 0EINYE (R LEER
HELERPAEL LTHEINAEYEZRS) LT 14-72=2L vy T IV (14
phenylenediamine) . £ Y %+ 4 7/ —/ (isoeugenol), A % 2 Y LEE X F )L (methyl
methacrylate) @ 3B %#E L7 (Table 6),

LY EICHK OSSR —HRHERE (PDE) 23 ET 5 20 o dEiEWid. BUFIC X 2
GHS %348 (NITE GHS 2%E#5 5, 2019; NITE GHS 43%8#% 5, 2011; NITE GHS 7 fif4 52,
2017) A & N2 3 FME 2RI L L. BIRKIC X 2 288 (8L ~ L

(NOEL) %% #5E L 72,

BRI o  FAREREEE (ASL) OEH

1-3 CRHRLZFTEEHCTEXEEORENE Y A 7EM%Z HIN & L7z LLNA EC1.6 i<k

O FFAIREIRE E (ASL) ZHHIL %,
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LEPBEBCEOSFAE—HRER (PDE) 2HVi-FERIAEE L <V (SRL) o&EH
I3, M RWE IcowT, WHO #'4 K74 v (WHO, 2021) Icad# & - 5iEic
e, ROEHRSHEERBRcAO N2 FEEICE SR —HIgHERE (PDE) 2E

I/ff.’_ (it 3)0

FAE—HEZE (PDE)(mg/day) = NOEL (mg/kg/day) X (< E# IEfE/F1 X F2 X F3 x F4
X F5 (X 3)
T 2T, fREMIEME: 50 kg
F1: fACHMTEEAT 5 7230 DIREL
F2: iR DX 5 2% 2 E R L 7275
F3: i o WA A3 W56 1CE 3 5 24
F4: B8 w0 Ba 1 EH 3 2 (R

F5: NOEL 235 5 LT 72 WIGEITE 3 5 25

Kic, WHO (2021) ICEi#i & 1Lz FIHICHE - T, FFA—HIE#ERE (PDE) (o < &
KL~ (SRL) #HH L7, Thbb. 3FA —HIEHZRE (PDE). HLHEH ¢l
INZEFDANy FH A4 X (BS), YA OmA—HEGE (maximum daily dose: MDD)
D ORARREF v ) —A — 3— (maximum safe carryover: MSC) #EH L (X 4), HAHK
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fHRMEZ ZE L. xR LLREEEE (maximum safe surface residue: MSSR) #HH{ L
7z (5 Ny FHA X (BS), mA—HKGE (MDD), HAXMmMKIELA DA IE Walsh
etal. (2017) IZHPIR S N7z M2 v 720 AREHIH W 2 3R %R L~ (SRL) 3, 4
FHLY MR COEE 100 cm? 72 ) OB ZHET 5 2 L 2 FE L. 100 cm? M7z ) DK

HEe LTEELE (Ko6),

MSC (g) = PDE (pg/day) x BS (kg) / MDD (mg/day) (X 4)

2T, Ny FH 4 X (BS): 100 kg

mA—H#45 & (MDD): 10,000 mg

MSSR (mg/cm?) = MSC (g) x 1,000 / H:F % mRE (cm?) (X 5)

o, BRI mE: 25,000 cm?

R L~ (SRL) (mg/100 cm?) = MSSR (mg/cm?) X 100 (cm?) (X 6)
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LLNA EC1.6 icESK FABEMEME (ASL) BB E cESRBRABPFE L~V

(SRL) oMk

BREDN RPVE IO C B EMETRIL I 5D C FPARB IR (ASL) & 528

CRRIRK IR L~ (SRL) OHKZITo 72, &db, FFAIREIRENE (ASL) &R

HPRHE L ~L (SRL) (3L 5% fi#RIM 100 cm? ¥4 72 0 IR 5 2L E R ICHY 3 2l &

%%,
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1-4-3 #E

LLNA EC1.6 icEo K FABREBREM (ASL)

MRS RYIE IO \W»T LLNA EC1.6 2 bR L 2B (ASL) % Table 7 I

NS

1,4-7 2 =L v 7 I vOBARNEYEIREM (ASL) 1. ECL1.6 fili 0.22%Iic#o% 0.031

mg/100 cm?, 4 VA4 77 — LV OFEEREIREME (ASL) X EC1.6 i 1.3%I1c k0% 0.18

mg/100 cm?, X & 7 Y LEE A F L OFREBREME (ASL) X EC1.6 fH 75%I1CHEo% 10

mg/100 cm? L BEH X 7z,

L EEEIcES{ PDE x AVARBEREZEHL <4 (SRL)

BRI RO SYHICOWCFHA—HIEZERE (PDE) ko, #FA5—HEFHEE (PDE) |

HEoxHH L -3 RmERE L~ (SRL) % Table 8 ic/Rd,

1,4-7z2=L v T IviEonwTld, 7y o 90 HEERSGHEERERICEHWT 8

mg/kg/day TBIZE & 7z B E b T~ D22 (SCCS, 2012) ic ko< g2 (NOEL)

4mg/kg/day & W iFA—Hig#HEE (PDE) 285 L7z, COMR, 14- 7= vy T IV

DHFAE—HEFZRE (PDE) 1% 0.8 mg/day &R X, iXfERimiE”E L <1 (SRL) ¥ 30

mg/100 cm? & EH X 7z,

AVFAT 7 =MiconTIE, =V 2D 2 FR AR G- B CBlg T n - S o i
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B OISR R (NTP, 2010) 135 < S/ttt (LOAEL) 75 mg/kg/day 7 &

B L 2R -HBEHEE (PDE) 13 3.1 mg/day. &XfHRMEH L ~1 (SRL) 13 130

mg/100 cm? & HEH X 7z,

AR T YNFEAF AT DONTIE, 7 v b D 2 FRlRE N E KRG HERERC 140 mg/kg/day

THZRINEBREROHI (MOE, 2013) ickko (g8 E (NOEL) 5 mg/kg/day & U,

FA—HEBEEZEE (PDE) RURMEMEE L~ (SRL) 2N ZH 5 mg/day. 200

mg/100 cm? & EH & 7z,

LLNA EC1.6 icE S FAREMEE (ASL) 28 RECES(RBERABRBE L L

(SRL) ol

MEIRYEICOWTEH L7 LLNA ECL1.6 1cko < HFARYIREM (ASL) & 25

BIHOKHR—HBEHZEE (PDE) R—20REERMBHEL < (SRL) o ik R %

Table 9 IZ/~ 3,

GHS 3CHFICRt#E & - rdadEHE (1A: LLNA EC1.6 <6%; 1B: LLNA EC1.6 >6% (UN,

2023)) ICHE - THREEVEME GHS X4 1A ¥ E N3 1,4-7 2 =L v T I Vv RUA Y

F AT —ro2g o CRIERERE L~ (SRL) w3 EEE ko <

AR (ASL) #1330 kMY, 1,4-7 2 =1L v 7 3 vORBRABEEL <L

(SRL) ZFFAERRIEME (ASL) @ #7 1,000 f5. 4 VA A7 7 — A OHRERAE-E L <L
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(SRL) (3FFAREIREME (ASL) @ 700 LA L@afR & 72 o7z, GHS X7 1B ic /04 X

NBARTYNEATFNDEMHRIEEH L~ (SRL) b FFEERHREZM (ASL) %2

725, EfHERIARE L~ (SRL) 3RFASREIRIZME (ASL) OfED 20 HLNTH - 7z,

IO DRI, R FELRIC L 23 MEHEH L~ (SRL) 21 L 7zBRE 8,

VEEH O REREWNY R 7E MO HW IR+ Cch 2856085 0, Fiic GHS X4 1A I

YT 28 CEBIEEME DGERBIEN Y R 7 2 2B L -BBEEZTHOLERDH B &

ZIRL TV,
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1-4-4 $¢%

AfiClx. B BREWEYE % 315 i1c LLNA EC1.6 <o FRBEBAEME (ASL) &

EHEICHE O (A - Hig#ER (PDE) -2 OEHKREAH L~ (SRL) & % HiK

L7zo COREE. BERe Lz 3WHIR I b, FA—HEEER (PDE) 1cH-o {akdi

KM L ~v (SRL) 23 B RFRAFIERREE 1C 3D { BPAIR R IR (ASL) % L|Ib | %fic

GHS X7 1A i3I N3 BCRIFEME TId, 288 IcE o (RMREERE L~V

(SRL) TOEHIIMERE OGN Y 2 7 BEOHN TR AT TH S 2 LRI N,

VR 7EBICHVWIHFRBEZEL AV IIEETI2BZERES LSV FFRA v F DL ICKTE

TORERDH Y AFEEORMEIEY X 7 EH O HIYCIREAFMGREEIC IS  FPATRE IRE

HOBEPRETH 2 Z L IFWH L2 TH 525, Bkl B EFORLERNIC 31T 2 W

EHIZ, BHEORERZ HN L L 2288 S CRIFERIIRE L ~ v ickk o Fikni E

MTH B LREI NG, KRFHT BT, EFEMF ORLGERERIC 3B 1T 5 (FEE D(LEYH I

W2 ) 27 FEHICBEHL T, EkoROEBEREZAEL L2#FE - HEHEE (PDE) O Ak

53, MWEMEIEBE 26 3 2L AR L CIRRMEE ) X2 olliEz Bl & L7235

HEE L N NVICH O K IBEFREH OB 2 BIRMNIOR LZEREIREWEEZ LN S,
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Table. 6 Selected chemicals

Chemical name 1,4-Phenylenediamine Isoeugenol Methyl methacrylate
CAS RN 106-50-3 97-54-1 80-62-6
Molecular CsHsN» Ci0H120, CsHsO,
formula?
Structure"
H ‘N I /J\ S
= P | s 0
F ™~ 0" ™ ) 0
N

0

1) PubChem (National Institutes of Health (NIH)). https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
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Table. 7 ASLs for the selected chemicals (Fukushima et al, 2023b)

1,4-Phenylenediamine Isoeugenol Methyl methacrylate
LLNA EC1.6° 0.22 1.3 75
(%)
LLNA EC1.6 0.055 0.33 19
(mg/cm?)
SAF 180 180 180
ASL 0.031 0.18 10
(mg/100 cm?)

ASL: acceptable surface limit, SAF: sensitization assessment factor

* Kobayashi et al. (2020)
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Table. 8 PDEs and SRLs of the selected chemicals (Fukushima et 2/, 2023b)

1,4-Phenylenediamine Isoeugenol Methyl methacrylate
Derivation of 90-day repeated-dose toxicity 2-year repeated-dose toxicity study in  2-year repeated-dose toxicity study
PDE study in rats mice in rats
NOEL NOEL = 4 mg/kg/day LOAEL = 75 mg/kg/day NOEL = 5 mg/kg/day
(based on the liver and kidney (based on the histopathological changes  (based on the increased kidney
effects at 8 mg/kg/day) in the olfactory epithelium) weights at 140 mg/kg/day)
(SCCS, 2012) (NTP, 2010) (MOE, 2013)
F1:5 F1:12 F1:5
_ F2: 10 F2: 10 F2: 10
Adjustment
. F3:5 F3:1 F3:1
factors
F4: 1 F4: 1 F4: 1
F5:1 F5: 10 F5: 1
PDE
0.8 3.1 5
(mg/day)
MSC (g) 8 31 50
MSSR (mg/cm?) 0.3 1.3 2
SRL (mg/100 cm?) 30 130 200

PDE: permitted daily exposure, SRL: surface residue limit, MSC: maximum safe carryover, MSSR: maximum safe surface residue
* F1: a factor to account for extrapolation between species; F2: a factor to account for variability between individuals; F3: A factor to account for repeat-dose toxicity studies of short

durations; F4: A factor that may be applied in cases of severe toxicity; F5: A variable factor that may be applied if the no-effect level was not established.
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Table. 9 Comparison of the ASLs and PDE-based SRLs values for the selected chemicals
(Fukushima et al, 2023b)

1,4-Phenylenediamine Isoeugenol Methyl methacrylate
ASL 0.031 0.18 10
(mg/100 cm?)
SRL 30 130 200
(mg/100cm?)
SRL/ASL 967 722 20

ASL: acceptable surface limit, PDE: permitted daily exposure, SRL: surface residue limit
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1-5 /&

ACD (3, 5 CIRE S N2 T8 & S R RIEWE Ic iR S 5 2 & TIERICRL

ROVDIFFRIC K o CHIER I SN B AREMEDRH V. T, —HREMEIh S ERIICh

LB LT o, MR R TR emE L, JERICEERY X 2RNTTH

b ACFIVE D BEAEMSRIL I E D CRFRIREE L ~ L 2 B ) 2 7 5 & )

27 EBPBLETINTWDELTATH S, BHIRCTIIEEEOKERIERE) R 7 EH D

ODFERN Y A7 FHAEFEIIEZLIN TR, 2 I TRETIE., BEHEYE %2 HEH

FFICEfERRECHFEANICHIENAE 5 T3 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA Fick v iEoih 3

LLNA EC1.6 # W 7=/EEF 1Tt 3 2 BIEME Y X 7 B D 72 © O %AH R H O FF AR IR

EEEF OB R T2, 2 oH T, LLNA ECL.6 @ ERAEEE RN Y R 27 ZFf

~ORATRETE DA 2 RS 2 & & bIc, FIFE L = Th TR S W ara R IRZ A

& B AL E O BAEH RS R & okl 2179 & & . LLNA EC1.6 @ )8 & /EM:

EE Y R 7 GHili~O@EM Al RetE 2 MEt L7z, X Hic, BRI O RBAEHEYE %2 flic, BrFé

L7e TR 2 RN I N 23R IR & . 2B B0 2 3B0E T 0 2 BHm K

WL Vo ZFEM L., FiELefiEoBmRs O BEREEY 22 % %58 L 7-EdE

B OB IC D WTREEE L 72,

LLNA EC1.6 ® )8 EEWEEN Y 2 7§~ AR oG & LT, & b T

EEZFR L2V EE 2 o 2L EE (NESIL) ZHEd 2o ofkEnis LTlic
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FeRGRAEEE B Y R 7 Ml Tk~ DR 3 A~ b5 Tw3 LLNA-RI Hick v Eoh

% LLNAEC3 & LLNAEC1.6 D[R 2 5t L 724G 0. M X RIE OB L & 2 b i,

LLNA EC1.6 13X JERAEEE B Y 2 7 dHiicHH e T H 2 LS 7z,

LLNA EC1.6 DR EFRAEMERB V) A 7 FHli~D R FHAREME 2 R CE /22 &0 b,

ERES T B CRIFE S T B Y X 7 FHili Tk 2 2% 1. LLNA ECL.6 % w7 fEXKE

VR 7EBD -0 D REEREM (ASL) EHFHEOFK%1T-> 7, LLNA ECl.6 %

FAEREREME (ASL) BHOER &3 2 -0 I BERFELRE (SAF) ORET %17 -

7oA. FREEMREC (SAF) 0®HR & UCHERE. EffE, BERMA RE/HHE) 2308

L. 205 bHEEZEOFEAZEE (SAF wpz) 12Tl LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL tt

DFFFTHE R O X N7 (REL 6. MR D FRERE (SAF guipse) 1CDTUE 10, HHEE

JEARS D FAEAGEL (SAF e /m) 1S \WCId 3 %38 L. J98(R80S 180 % F W TR

HIREEME (ASL) 2R L 72, 33 WH 20 fic LLNAECL.6 Ic B0 28 X h 7= AR

FIREE(E (ASL) % 5 >o#ilicfE@hlt L. s OFiFH & B0 RYEMEEETE ] &

WL 72f5 R, GHS X7 1A I & 0 2 G FEYIE 2 (3 2 BRI3. BraikfIRE

fii (ASL) 1 mg/100 cm? i CHEFRE T 2 0D H 5 2 BRI iz,

AMEhic X . LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ic X 9 #8553 LLNA ECL.6 1o < FFaskd

IRIEfME (ASL) OFENAIREL 72 0 . BAFMEBE IO CERM Y X 25Hli & V) 2 7%

B O RREMEDS R S iz, £ 72, FFAREIRILNE (ASL) O#EPH & B v b IEIEPERIL 7
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— XL E L #ER A 5. GHS X238 ¢ D ACD © Y 27 % i/NRICHIZ % 728

DHFRBEBEL XNV OEIEL L CEEARERFECHZ Z EHRI N,

HIC, BAFE L 23rA R IRIEME (ASL) 1D CRAEME D R 27 B H o A 1 % MR

T3 EEHME LT, BRI OAEEYE % MR 12 LLNAEC1.6 1250 < EFARHE IR

fli (ASL) & B IO CHFA—HIE#EE (PDE) ~— X OBMHR LY L~

(SRL) ¢t DHE % To72, TOFER, BEtRE LE3YHITVWTNG, 2HFHEICE

DK RIEREILE L~ (SRL) 28§ RAEREZ ICHED CFFPAREIREME (ASL) % L

[l Y| FFiC GHS X7 1A ICnpfE N3 B RAFIEME Tk, 2588 ICE S (RIERE

JRHE L~ (SRL) TOEHIIEER OREREEY X 7 BEHOBNTRA T2 TH 2

Z (l_)_ iﬁ%é nfzo

PLEORGEIRER & Y. LLNA ECL.6 O RFEAFIEE R Y X 27 3~ 0 68 I P A3 72

I, WL 2 FEE R CIFARHEIE (ASL) &2 B8 o < iR m & e

L v (SRL) O LUERMiHT %2 S L 7= K55, (EEBUG IC B W FicW i FIE 2 B9 %

LY E B L TIRBMEE Y X 7 Bl 720 0 Y X 7 Gl HECTH 2 Z L Rk I

7"‘»
Co
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B2 E HEERNRKCEIL REREEYE OERK Y R 7§~ S F FTRER: O RET

2-1 /MNP

BEWE 13T A DEFEOTCIAL LR LTl oER & L ncsh, H

MEOMEHIC X 2 HEED T L ¥ — M ER (ACD) FiEdIEINn T3, L

LS, HEEHEBICEINLEYE O EEREEEEN Y A 7 FHliic 2w T,

BRI OERICBEHL TRzt A BB SN Ty, ZOERE LT, —iRDLE

LRI OWTIE, E X0 FTFTRINAEDE FICBITAERIEOLNSE Z L IIFHTH

b, e P TRIFEZFRL R EF X O N L YERE (NESIL) OHEEDNEETH 2

RBET o5,

4, 1 EIicEH T LLNA: BrdU-ELISA i Cf% b 11 5 & BN 2 B AF I mE o 15

%% ECL6 i (LLNAECL6) %MV 7-fF %% 0 SIEAFIE ) 2 2 BB D 723 D FF

AIRHEIRELNE (ASL) DFHFRICE R L 2o BAFEL 22 FiRI13, 3 H IS - 72 3R AREL

ZEHS 5 ik Y HEERMICE TN EWE O BRI X 7 Gz &

b DFHIN R O Fe e 2UgEE S F U A DRI ) X 7 FHIIC b ICH L FE 2 b 5,

AREClI, 1 = CH% - MiF%1T-72 LLNAEC1.6 # W 7={F¥E ) 2 7 & oD

72 O PFRAFIEE R ) R 7 FHliFEZ IS L, WEFES O X 2 Fuldiy] &

LTHIbNE T R7 <y FHFIREFNIC X 5 ACD FAEFEI 0 M K IfgdT % 34, LLNA
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ECL.6 %\ 72 B IEAEME BIY ) 2 7 GHli THE O W EF B IC & TN 2 (LAWH DR

R EEE R0 ) R 2 ST~ DS T REPE D Wit 17 72,
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2-2 FRZ=y FMICHME NETEAIC X 3 7 Lo ¥ — Ml R R & BRG] o ¥ K

T IC X 5 RERAFEERAY Y X 7 FHUliTFHE OB M ORREY

2-2-1 IC»Ic

HHZEEICE TN AWE IR, HEAEEC S R L OMEE 5] 2 2 3 nlhE

Wrid 5, KEFET V¥ — MM SR (ACD) z5l & 3 rlREtko & 2 (LFWE

~DOERGRRBEMTH Y (BEEE, 2006), MIZITEGE ANB@FHEEAEEENE (NITE)

DEBEERLERIERT — 2 —2 (NITE EHEHRT — 2 ~—=x) iclx. 1,737 o

ACD SEBIA WG T T b, o3, LRI & h 2 QR PR Al BEE T O

AR 7 EICER 5 ACD OME&EREEIND D, 2D L BRIy =1

(PVC) 727~y rofiHickz2dboTh b, JRRILEYEOHEICL Y, B 7L L

Frub LT )P VEROBIERICH B 2,356-T T 7 uaa-4-(AFALAALFZL)

v') ¥ v (TCMSP; CAS RN 13108-52-6)(Table 10) 23%FE 1T\ % (Gushi et al,

2003: Inoue eral,, 2008; )5 5, 2008), NITE HHIHEHRT — & X — R ICNE X 1172 ACD

SEW] 1,737 trp, YT x o2 ~w Mok b ACDJEWNIE 1,382 kCchH b, 2d5H 51 #

FE®ER ACD & EnTw5 (NITE HERT — 2 ~— %),

AMECid, 8 1 Z % L7 LLNAECLG 2\ 7-{EE Y 2 2 D 720 O 58

RAEMEE R ) R 7 SHli TR 12 0T, IHEE RS ICE 0 2 LFWH O B RREME
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BV R 73~ HTTREME 2 G+ 2 c L 2 HIE L, Y TEAICH L, 8553

WORKE 7Y 7227 <y b OVEA L L 17z TCMSP @ KFFREAEMED = 7 1c

DT IS R L 72
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2-2-2 Pkl e ik
TCMSP @ 7 JERRAEHIREE D HERE
ISR OFE R, TCMSP I o WSO H 5 LLNAECL.6 7 — 2 M3 b

Mol Eh b, AEtic 35\vC LLNA: BrdU-ELISA % /i L 7=,

TRERYH
HELR TEMGR A I VAFLAZ2356-T 727 004-(AFAANLFZA)EY

v v (TCMSP)(lot No. BGRUJ, #fif: 96.5%) % F\v>7z (Table 10),

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA

OECD TG442B (OECD, 2018) icfit\» LLNA: BrdU-ELISA % %ii L 7=, ErIZ 8
D CBA/] = 2 (Jackson Laboratory Japan #kt 2tk & v AF) 2w, (—#) 1k
YA RTHIMEC R H 6T I B CRIFTEs N B &7 4 7 4 v ROCENES
ICHEPLL THEIMEL 72, 7ndp, EBRICH W2 CBA~Y XX Thl LARY X —THB T L
BHIBNTHE Y (ICCVAM, 1999), KK I TR EFEIEEWE ST 2 SOGHED
e TN T W3 (Takeyoshi er al, 2004),

TCMSP %7+ b v-A4 YV — 7l (4:1) <ML, 0.005, 0.01, 0.025, 0.05, 0.1, 0.25
W/ VTR IS AR L 72 #%. TCMSP ¥ % 72 1385k % . e 3 HE (1 HEH~3 HH).
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#F~ U ADMEMNIC 25 pL 37284 L 72, 5 H H 1< BrdU R D B [BIIEIEN TS % 17 5 72,

6 HHIC~=Y 2% MEE FCOFMPAIC X W ZEIE X 2725, EADEHNY v f{iz

L7z, Vv oNdib ol — &m0 EMEfRIic i L7z%, 4771 —1FiC

XL EE « R 2 AT o B I R S liE i (ELISA) i &Y BrdU HUD AL &

ZWMIE L 72, ELISA iR OMAIEGET v 2 4 ¥ v + (Roche Diagnostics; Cat. no.

11647229001) #fRH L., w1+ F 7L — b U — % — (FLUOstar Omega, BMG

LABTECH) %\, 492nm #ZBIE L L T 370 nm OWSEE 2 HEIE L 72, WE %

BrdU #R{E# & L CER L WEEE (SD 13 &BFEREED BrdU RS £ % B4 BT

@ BrdU a8 E 8 ChRr L TR L 72, 5t & HE S h 2 IRERIETH % ECL.6 fi (LLNA

EC1.6) (kD= 6 i L CHIL 7,

LLNA EC1.6 = ¢ + {(1.6-d)/(b-d)} X (a-c)" (X 6)

* HECHE ETSIfile 28t F ToF — 284 v MoBsFA3HEMSIHE (£

nZn (a,b) XU (c,d) ZfA

LLNA ECL1.6 (%) o KEREENEE Y=Y OAHE (ug/cm?) ~0#HE

85172 LLNAEC1.6 (%) % % I A iR 4 72 b © A f s LLNA EC1.6 (ug/cm?)

IR L 72 (7).
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LLNA EC1.6 (pg/cm?) = {EC1.6 (%) X 10* (pg/mL) X 0.025 (mL/ear) '} / 1 (cm?/ear)

(7)

*1 LLNA I B F 2. *2 LLNA I3 F 2 @ E S

FHELRE (SAF) ORRET L FFAREL ~v (AEL) 0HH

1 E TR L 72 LLNAECL6 IS O KEXE Y 2 7 EHD 7= % O G RAEM:E =Y

U R 7 il T CRUE L 2 EGREL (SAF) R OEHES O KRG RFIEE R/ ) 2 7 5l

KB WTINE CTICHET S IL7-FAELRE (SAF) (Api et al, 2008; Basketter and Safford,

2016; IDEA, 2016; SCCS, 2018; Api et al,, 2020) #SEIC, 7 A7~y MCFME Nz

TEAIOWEE ) 2 7 3Hli D 72 OFHELREL (SAF) ZHREI L7z, HBEFRMICEEH

AL EYE O BERAEHE R Y R 27 G Tk & U CRET S L2 BER (Api er al., 2008;

Basketter and Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016; SCCS, 2018; Api et al., 2020) %&# i, %

1

fREC (SAF) OREKESRIT, FEREZE, AL, BRI L L. 2 05 bHEHE O TR

(SAF jape) OfEICIE, 1-2 THfE L 72 LLNA EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL Lt o fiff % S 7z

WD 95 X—% v XA NVEEBET 5 Z L & L, BRERSIICB I 2 BRI (SAF

g a) O IIRITO W T, Quantitative Risk Assessment for Fragrance Ingredients

(QRA2) (Api et al, 2020) CHK XN/ FHED V) X 2 I CEBI = kU v 7 X

JBLEL D FAFELREL (SAF <1y oo ym) SAEE /WA O FHHAREL (SAF speemm) . FERE DIRTE/
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RO DFEEAREL (SAF pmome/m) ZHARE L, TR 7=y OISR EZEEL, L%
A S Vi O e

HEFICHN T2 ) 27 ERZ HI L L B RBYFIEE R Y R 27 5Hilfiic v 2 &
3% LLNA ECL.6 (ug/cm?) ICHEE L 72 %454 (SAF) Z@EH L. FFrABSEL <

(acceptable exposure level: AEL) #&H L 7= (X 8),

FHEESE L~ (AEL)(ug/cm?) = LLNA EC1.6 (ug/cm?) / FAEEIREE™ (X 8)

* SAF mmz X SAF @ X SAF maman

B 52 AT

BEHN e L<, 727~y bhicgdEh s TCMSP o5 2 7~ v i dh o aiflisk
B G R AT HRE Y 72 » DREFEL ~ v (ug/em?) OHEERIT->72, T 2T, TCMSP #%
TA7=v b OFIHBENTHEN T 2 EoBKEDERIZ. 25 BRI S 1355
Nhhol &h b, AFTTIE, FVHEle=1 (PVC) BHEHOHEA L LT
TCMSP & R L HINCTIA L i E T w3 F 7 _ v &Y —)L (thiabendazole) @ PVC
HESEIREE (BAhitE#dn 2, 2006; U.S. EPA, 2016) ick-0% PVC > TCMSP il
%0.1~02wt% ERE L7z T A2~ v P RIIMICHIET 5 TCMSP BEOHEE I DWW T,
B REACH #ifil o ) 2 27 3Fii#7 4 £~ 2 (ECHA, 2016) %Z:#1c, #loJEX 0.001
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cm DEEMEICEEN D TCMSP 23R ICHATS 2 AlREMED H 5 L AE L. IRSTIY 72k

EWLHDWT, 7RA7 <y FKE 0.001 cm OFEfilfERIcE T E TCMSP 28034 5

BT T B EIRE LTz TNHLDIREICH D%, TCMSP IEZRIZULToR I Ic kv &

HL 7=,

TCMSPOEFEBREEZL ~ L (pg/cm?) = V(pg/cm?) X N/100 (#9)

ZZT NPVCEIIEFRDOTCMSPEEE (%)

Vo B X 0.001 cn DIEARE <MY 35 2 PVCHIIIE &

EBWY R 7 i

B L 2FFAEEE L ~ v (AEL) SHECHRE L ~ VO 21TV, 7R 27 =y F D

EALHICH W 5372 TCMSP I X 2 AEMEY X7 0@ | Y R 7 Gl %2 S0 L 7=,
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2-2-3 HEHR

TCMSP @ §7 JBRAEMTREE D HEERE R

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA O#5R

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA D #E %% Table 11 J Uf Fig. 5 (<R3, SIiE 1% F S A 850

L.0.025% % %2 % TCMSPEE T 1.6 il 2722 & 26 SREBRFSEH M & HE X .

LLNAEC1.6 120.011%EH N7,

LLNAECL1.6 (%) DREREHVEEL =) DAHE (ug/cm?) ~DHERHER

LLNA EC1.6 = 0.011% % KERIMHBEMEAB L -V OFAEICIEE L 22, LLNA

ECL.6 = 2.75 ug/em? #3572, %2% ECL6 (ug/em?) % B RIEMNED 1 = 2 2T

WS EFAREFEE L <L (AEL) Bilo7»oiEris L,

FRELREL (SAF) ORFt L FFAREL ~v (AEL) oHHIFER

TRy FDOHEE Y R 7O 720 OHEEGEE (SAF) Z#Et L 724558 % Table

12 10T, FEEZE DOFFLREL (SAF mpe) ISV, 25 1 5T LLNAECL.6 & & b ¥

v 57 A+ NOEL (HRIPT NOEL) D DR ICEOEHEL 2 6 Z M7z, fEllk

PO FEIEH (SAF ) 10DV Clt, FESH O B R RN U 2 2 §Fffic 351 C

WD 10258 & 1T % (Api et al,, 2008; Basketter and Safford, 2016; IDEA, 2016;
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SCCS, 2018, Api eral, 2020) Z &% 2 .10 % v 72, BERE S 1 B 3 2 J 3425 (SAF

maze) DERICOWTE, "ok GEAE D ICIEEME 2807227 = v ), IR

ey F VA (T RZ =y MERTICHIE RS & BIEEME 2 56357 A2 < v bR

25 1 Hik 8 IFfEReEEEfi) 2 ZE L TEf L7z 2D 5 b, =+ U v 27 X/Wa D

FEARB (SAF <1y o s amg) WKDOWTIE, RRETOMEEE S >V ATk, 7 X7~y FRA

DRAEUEWE DK E~DERE T2 N L TEL B EEZ LN, ZDOETIE. LLNA:

BrdU-ELISA ECHV O NEE (T2 b v-4 ) =7 (4:1) X0 dEE~DRENE

DEELIBERITIEVEEZLONS, QRA2 IBWTH, EE< Y v 7 RO EWHEFD

AREEGREL (SAF <10y oamp) (3. B2 5B LT CRIE~DOBATE NS 2 LEDR D

52 xEBRL T, KB oBGhicn UCRRREL L SEf T hTw s,

DLz E 2, ReF Y Hics T 2 BRI (SAF <1vormmn) 131 & L, S/

HAM D FRREAREL (SAF semm) 1S DWW Tl B RIIRNIC b 72 o THHEQCEM S h,

EHEVETO O T ARMEAEZ ONDE T L U P TRIFEZFBRE LAV EEZ LR

BT R (NESIL) AHEET 2 720 Ol & LTV b L7 BEHE 3R o Mg

(LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 7%clx 38, HRIPT Ci29[E) LY & EAEOEELHEINS

T eh b, QRA2 2SH ICTIREREL (SAF sygwm) & LC 3 2T 2L Lz, £

oo B8 DARRE/FRAL D FEELREL (SAF wmosrmsimn) 1CDWTh . QRA2 (Api ez al, 2020)

CEBEWCHIBEE, T, ToH, T UHITDWTHEEDIRAE/HRA O JHHEHE (SAF 4
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o) DEEINT WD Z & E2BEIC, FEBBREL (SAF wyoneme) & LT3 2

$5 2L Lz, Thic X0 BRESEMICBIT 2 PR EL (SAF maa) 1342214C 10 (SAF

<ty ramg (1o SAF sugmm (3)y SAF wmowmeme: (3)(Z 2T, 3 1% 10 o FHR (Y

3.16 ZPUETLA L CHEH) off) &iro7z,

L7223 T, k7 JHEEAR % (SAF iz X SAF e X SAF maman) (X 600 & 725

7"—»
o

LLNAEC1.6 (2.75 ug/cm?) ICFELREL (SAF) 2@ L 72fR], 727~ F O

BE Y R FHED 720 DFFRBETE L~ (AEL) 13 0.00458 pg/em? &L EH & 17z,

AFAREEFE L~ (AEL) (ug/cm?) = ECL.6 (2.75)(ug/cm?)/ T B R EE (600) =

0.00458 (ng/cm?)

HR 2% AT SR

Table 13 IR FIEREZX 9 ICHEHAL, 7227~y b1 ecm?247- 9 O TCMSP &H &

EHEELZE A, TAZ=2y b1 cm? Y72 ) o TCMSP &H &I 2.7 ug/mm 2 &

g‘lﬂg *Lfto

TCMSP D H#EEREFE L~ (ug/cm?) = 1,350 (ug/cm?) x 0.2/100 = 2.7 (ug/cm?)
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ERM ) X 7 FHlikG R

TCMSP D Z#AIEFEL <L (AEL) S HETIREZ L % i L 72555 % Table 14 1R

T HEERFE L~ v (2.7 pg/cm?) (FFFAREFHE L~ (AEL) (0.00458 pg/cm?) & 9 & 1Y

LICE L, HEEEE L ~ NV I3EFREFEL <~ (AEL) @ 500 LA ETH 572, Z Dff

Bt AR CHOWAIRESHETClE. T2 27~y MR X7 TCMSP i< & % %%

RRBAEHEY) R 72 BE LB ERRLT VS,
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2-2-4 E%

TCMSP ix, HARICEWTCT A7~y F OHENEEA & L CEHILEZZ LIcX - T,

HEFICEH D ACD A U7 b lEIN T2 (NITE FRERT — &2 < — %),

ACD 23F4E L 7= 24, TCMSP 23 EM 2B T2 2 L I3FonTn7=b DD, Z DIEE

PESRIE IR 3 2 EIZ 7 <. TCMSP %7 27~y F OFIEUERF & L CEHT 20

REEZERNICESTT 2 2L I3 fTbhTnird o7 (BERE, 2006),

TCMSP DRAEMBREICEET 2 1EFMIco T, FIULHEAE LEREINEZT T

rsauaAy7su="1tYL (24,5,6-terachloroisophthalonitrile) & DR 7 KIGHE % 5/~

7=W5% (#PH &, 2006) 1C3> T, LLNA: BrdU-ELISA i X 2 B{EPERABR 2350 & T

BY. % oOilbRkAED > TCMSP @ LLNA EC1.6 1 0.086% & Bt & LT\ 228, K%

FERIC I BALB/c v v AMEH I Tk b, OECD TG442B oiffti~ v 2 Tdh 5 CBA

RO AL REY . FiED TG442B ICHE I N TR > T, 7,

LLNA: BrdU-ELISA I2 5\~ C = 7 22 51C X 2L 1ot 3 3 S 0% H 5 2 &

DR I N T b (Takeyoshi er al, 2004) Z & 2056, AEGHCBWTIHEHEEOH 5

LLNAECL.6 k& % 72, #i7=1c OECD TG442B #4Hjlod LLNA: BrdU-ELISA % %Efii

L.LLNAECL6 #HHE L7z, 2 0fEFE, LLNAEC1.6 13 0.011% & . Bt ($7H &, 2006)

X0 HEEEAZ /R L, TCMSP 135D CEWEEN 262 2 L BRI N, KE

EAETEE R Y R 27 FHiIC 3T, SN RYVE O AR &2 B ICHURE L CGFE
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BREEL <~ (AEL) 2R ET 2T e AMBDCHETH Y, AMific v TCMSP &

Ve 1B 2 E D B LLNA ECL.6 33 o N7 L 0 ERITRKZ W\,

AWEt O BgRER Al <13, PVC BiigTh o EMECH 2 7 7 ~ v XV — L OfESERIE %

SFEL L, TAZ~y FRnEMET O TCMSP &#H &% 2.7ug/cm? L HEE L 72, T

R, HEEWREE L vk, FFAIEE L < (AEL) L0 500 f5RA EEessd & e o 7,

RRETIC BT 2 BT, EROFEHESOKMERICES WA DTIEIAL, —&

DIRED S & TTCMSP DIRBZRENHEE I Nb DD, EEBH Y R 7FHEORR I, K

ELETTOT R~y F~D TCMSP DA TIZEERIEE Y X 7 DN IEEICH

WZ E RNz, FARICHHEREMOPIEN LHY A SN S TCMSPDa—7 4 v 7

HOBNTURIRE DY 0.25~2% & 5l# & w2 (HAREFRSEFT, 1996) Z &2 FET 2

& ABENC B W TRESH T TR L 72 TCMSP O &f BIZHEW 2 #H NI b

2LFEZOLND,

F7-. PVCEitlg2> 5 @ TCMSP DIEFRL ~vid, JE X 0.001 cm oFEflifEicE T s

L E A o RMICHBE 3 2 L {E L (ECHA, 2016), ®ERMICHE L %

TCMSP @ 100% 72581473 2 alHEtE S B 2 & v SRSFIN 2 B IC I W THEE L

72o TCMSP 237 A2~y FD~ btV v 7 ANTEDRERMICKEE T2 12 0n Tt

ERBZ D DD, TRZ=y MlF S —EWRIFENRE LI N2 boTHB &

HEETEL., —EEDTCMSP 28 F Y v 7 25 b8 BEKMICIR 4 ICBEIT2 2 &0
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FEAbN B, ABRICIRIEZ 0.001 cm DEEfilE I & 105 TCMSP 25 100% BT 12 1T

T 5 EGE L7223, IICIHFED Y 2 7 FHllifE I 10% 0BT E 2 EHL b, VA7 D

REIEFEICE W & v FHlFE R IR E LTEDL LT, TCMSP #5227 < v F Ofi

A& LTS 28N 72 ) 22 OfFE 2 BN T T2, FEROERR Y R 27 3l

. B Y v 2 RCE T B EWE R I BB Ic, MR- O~ P Y v 2

AH o DHENPRE~DBTORE R EDBEHREIG L. VR 7iHliZ X & IS

H5ZENEEFLWVWEEZLND,

AREETCTHH S 21272 o 72 TCMSP O RBREWEE &, LA L L CozshhpsifFcE 3

FMEEBRET 5 L. KE L OEMMEEDE G ~DMAIIC X 2 &IEEY X 7 % [nlEE 5

LMD TNEETH o7 2 LAIRB I Nz, B ICTERERER U 7 R B Al 72

EOREICHH E NEE. TCMSP 2 & 3 KEREIRE TN Ty (FRE, 2006)

CLEEET DL, HWHERNCH T 3 BFREEWHED ) X 713, B ) ATk

EURIFL, BEGOMHSFCIC U BT TV A2 F @ L 2 L CERMN R Y X275

fliz FhEs 5 < & BEE L 72 5, HEFERBORIENE Y 27 2 R/NRICHIZ % 7291213,

BRI T 2 (LAY E O RAFVETRIZ 2 38 B L. LA 5 o B

CFVARISCERN Y R 7 Gl 2 FEf S 2 & AHEERENIC X B REEY 27 %

[ 272D ICHELEEZ HND,
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2-2-5 ¥t%

AWEHCBWT, TAZ =y F OPIEAIEF & L Cfliffl X417z TCMSP i X% ACD

FERERGI 2 i, AR E R ) 2 7 5l 2 M L 7z, Z DR, TCMSP O fEE R

FEL~LZ LLNAECL.6 ICHo T L -8 REHE L ~v (AEL) Z K%< By, H

WEBRZ LT A7~y FIiE TCMSP I X 2 EREIEEY 2 7 8@ ik ch oz 2 b

DHER S N7,

REFHC B 1) 2 R X, RTFILREICESZBRBEL V2 HEL KR TH 2

D, B ks L7z LLNAECL.6 iIcE D K HEEETICN T 2 HEREEEERNY X7

Al TR &0 SN 2 SN 2R AT 2 AT o 7R RYENE Y R 7 DR

DTECEWIFRPIMGONLZ 2o, REFHEFERDCE TN 2 BIFHEYHDE

mN Y X 7FHIC D ICHIRETH 5 Z L BRI T,
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Table. 10 2,3,5,6-tetrachloro-4- (methylsulfonyl) pyridine (TCMSP)

Chemical name 2,3,5,6-tetrachloro-4-(methylsulfonyl) pyridine
(TCMSP)
CAS RN 13108-52-6
Molecular formula® CeH3CLLNO,S
Structure" |
= =0
/jli
x
"N

1) PubChem (National Institutes of Health (NIH)). https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
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Table 11. Results of LLNA: BrdU-ELISA for TCMSP (Fukushima et al., 2023a)

% tested N Mean SI S.E.
0.000 4 1.03 0.05
0.005 4 1.28 0.24
0.010 4 1.53 0.40
0.025 4 2.75 0.63
0.050 4 3.00 0.51
0.100 4 9.63 0.42
0.250 4 15.05 0.41

N: number of mice, SI: stimulation index, S.E.: standard error

20+
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= 15- .
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)
T
£
c °
-% 109 2
= °
£
]
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54 . o

° [ A

1.6 ° o -9

7| Sgo——eee—"tFv—

0

% tested

Fig. 5 Individual SI values and the median in the LLNA: BrdU-ELISA for TCMSP
(Fukushima et al., 2023a)
Open circle shows the individual SI values in the concurrent vehicle control group and closed circle shows those

in each test group. Horizontal bar shows the median for the SI values in each group.
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Table 12. SAFs for consumer risk assessment of skin sensitizers included in desk mats

(Fukushima et al., 2023a)

Factor Desk mats study QRA2 Fukushima et al.
(2022)

Interspecies 6 - 6f
Interindividual 10 10 10
Use Matrix/Product 1 0.3, 1, or 3¢ -
conditions  Frequency/duration 3¢ 1 or3* 3

Skin condition/site 3t 1,3%0r 10 -
Composite SAF 600 30-300 180

SAF: Sensitization assessment factor

* No interspecies SAF was applied since the no expected sensitizing induction level (NESIL) was predicted based
on confirmatory studies in humans or was based on extrapolated human NESIL from the EC3 values in LLNA
(Api et al., 2020).

+ Based on EC1.6/HRIPT NOEL ratio.

1 For practical purposes, the number 3 is normally the representation of 3.16 (the half log of 10) (Api et al., 2006;

Basketter and Safford, 2016; SCCS, 2018; Api et al., 2020).
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Table 13. Calculation parameters for estimation of TCMSP exposure level (Fukushima

et al., 2023a)
Parameters Value
TCMSP content in PVC resin (&) 0.2%
Amount of PVCY in 0.001 c¢m thick contact layer (V) * 1,350 pg/cm?

1) PVC: polyvinyl chloride
* Assuming specific gravity of soft PVC resin = 1.35 (PVC Industry and Environment Association website “Basic

physical properties of PVC resin”. https://www.vec.gr.jp/enbi/enbi2_2.html)
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Table 14. Comparison of AEL and estimated exposure levels

AEL* Estimated exposure level Risk characterization

0.00458 pg/cm? 2.7 pg/em? AEL < Estimated exposure level

Skin sensitization risk is a concern

AEL: acceptable exposure limit
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2-3 /ME

(LEE 13 A DEEOFCEL Wh L CwaHBoFRE LCfEHINATEHEY ., H

HfofHIC X 2HEED ACD BIEdbHiE I N Tw» 323, HEHHNICE TN ST

YE O K RAEME R Y R 7 FHIic DT, BRERMUAORSICEAL TRz A LR

AEINTVUARCOPBIRTH 2, AT ClE, 5 1 ETHFE - MALE 1T -7 LLNA ECL.6

ERCTAEEER Y X2 EHD 720 O RFRIFHEERR V) 2 7 FHEFEICOWT, HEE

BRICEEN LA E O RGRAFMEER ) R 7 5HEi~ DG AT BEME Z Rt L 72,

ABEHCE T, BNTE  DFRHFHRPHE SN T LT 27 <y F OFIELHEHA]

Y LCHINE iz TCMSP 12 & % ACD FAESfI % lic. LLNA EC1.6 % v 7= {3

YR ZEBD D DR ERAFMEER Y A 7 FHlFE 2 IO L 72 #EE 1T ) X 7 5l

FEEBET L, BET L Tk Ol ) 722 fift 2 F2t L 72, TCMSP @ BRI E SR

JEDHEETIZ, OECD 7 A P74 F 74 VICHEHLL 72 LLNA: BrdU-ELISA ©3EEic X

{EHEMEDH 3 EC1.6 7 — 2 B L 72 ., LLNAECL.6 #ilEH & LCHBEZICL 3

TAV=y MERSE 2R L CRE L 2388 (SAF) Z#EM L, FFaEEL <

(AEL) 2B H L 7=, BETFMcowCid, 824 720 8E SN2 gEY - ) Fickk

D&, ~EDRE T K ERIfiZ 1T o7, ERINY R 7 FHi 21T o 4G5, HEEE

L 113 LLNA ECL6 o360 & 30 L = #FAMH L~V (AEL) 2 K% < EFY | X

EL728ETid, TCMSP I X 2 KISIEAEMR: Y 2 7 g 3R el 2l &
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TV Z LR Eans, s B O/ FRIICIE UZgEE S - U A 2 E5E L 7= 1% %

B (SAF) o R gEERHl TiEOREBILOMERH 2 b0, HBEZFWMICEEN

EAEHPIE 1c 2T d LLNA ECL.6 3o ERM Y & 7 i o n et 23R X v

7",
o

AEtofER, cFE CHEEE I NTELEWEIC X 3 RERMEEDEENY 2 2

SEMICBILC, 1 EICBWTEEZE ) R 78O -0 IR L 7= LLNA EC1.6 icH ¢

FERAFIEERBRT ) 2 7 5Hii T O HEE R O ERER ) R 7 5FHli~ D IGH AT REMH: 5

RENT, HEEHRBICEINREEYE COWTY, EfIcEz b AMRET R L

e FECho 7 ERN Y R 7Rl 2 EMET 5 2 Lic XY ACD F8JiEds o /i g4 %

A4 2 2 & 2SA[EEL 72 » . LLNA EC1.6 <32 AL FWE o BAEMEE B Y & 7 3l

Tk Z S L A2 MERIIRE v,
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WRE I LW

g ic X 2 7 Lov =R § & (allergic contact dermatitis: ACD) 13 Hl#t:

ERI G WHEREEICEW T KEOLEINRORIERG 2 X, —EREL T

LEHERIBT ST L IR CATOMNE % CIETERTLE D 20, FL e

4 EOMEL koTw3d (RE, 2005), 72, LFEWE IZIA DEFEOFCILEL HRL

TWABIEICHERINTEY, AEINETERSOMFRHICL 3HEEZED ACD RED

WEEINT5 (NITE FERT -2 ~—R) Teho, AREELOHO CTERR

R TH D, LEWHEOEERIEEICOWTERN Y R 75HliicEo ) 2 7 EH 21T

) e DBMDTHELEZ b2, BURTIE, FhEM Ao Ho®MnzikE. K&

BAFEDERN Y R 7 FHlFEORENIZIZ E A EfThbh Tz,

TEEE M OHEE T 2 LFEWE OIEIEIE ) X 27 2 S 5 720123, {L¥YHED

FFGRAFEIC O WTERK Y 2 7 FHlfic S Y R 7B 21T ) C Lo THETH

b, HEHEEEEOBES bIE. ALFWE LI 5 (EEBC 5 3 MEERE S0

7o DEMEE L LC, BOMIEIEMEIREE 1ICHD < BRI I O AR IR E O RE A E £

N5, £, WHEHEGICE TN 2L WE O RIERIEED E R Y X 2 FHiliic D vT
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