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Research progress on distribution characteristics, source and toxicity of
halonitromethanes in drinking water

LIU Han DENG Lin ™
(Department of Municipal Engineering, Southeast University, Nanjing, 211189, China)

Abstract Halonitromethanes(HNMs) are one group of nitrogenous disinfection by-products (N-
DBPs) formed during the disinfection of drinking water, which have stronger cytotoxicity and
genotoxicity than regulated disinfection by-products (DBPs). In this paper, the distribution
characteristics in water and the source of HNMs were briefly introduced. The toxicological effect and
mechanisms of HNMs were systematically summarized on the aspects of mutagenicity, cytotoxicity,
genotoxicity and carcinogenicity to arouse the public's attention to HNMs. It will provide the
appropriate scientific reference for drinking water safety and HNMs control.

Keywords nitrogenous disinfection by-products, halonitromethanes, toxicological effect,

drinking water.
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TRFFK R B = s (THMs) B, 14 2R (HAASs) . (% 2 (HANs) | 5 A 3 FE % (HNMs) | 48
Z B (HAcAms ) FIIE Al i (NAs ) 25— Z 41| DBPs 3 i 1 BLZE AT ALET Fh 3 AT 06 24 0F 95 — BOA
R, IR Y DBPs 5 885 e g RURS: DL R H AN g B s i 22 o] A7 e W8 AE 1 QIR L H AT B B &
X} THMs Hl HAAs 55 & # DBPs (9 ¥ FE /K ~F $E 47T 1 80 Y8 45 6, {5 20 6 2 M fn ast 4% 35 M 0 & ) N-
DBPs 4l HANs, HNMs. HAcAms 255115 /b4 48 A K 45 il 45 bn e -9,
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2006) FEARIALE T THMs, 5 LR (DCAA) . =5 LR (TCAA) | IR EE S DBPs 11 B il br o, {H X}
HNMs i A AE Hi BR i 225K U HNMs f&— 5 2% N-DBPs, 3= B4 55— S 2 B BE (CNM) . G A 3k H
£t (DCNM) . =S HE H BE(TCNM) | — Al 5L 68 (BNM) . Rl 58 HH ot (DBNM) | — TR Al 55 B e
(TBNM) . — R — & il £ /' %2 (BCNM) . — R — G0l 25 /1 %% ( BDCNM) 1 - 76 — G20 A 3k 1 e
(DBCNM) , Ho AL AR filg 55 HH e (D0 L2 DBNM) RS G0 A5 FH B L S0 255 R e 5L A o %) A4t i Pk
Fst AR FEPEN PR AR, 3T K R 32 SR A5 K rh A ALY A5 2, S 30K o HNMs W B2 K7 b 2538
KUY, 3 K T 2 4 B R AR ST IR T HNMs 767K iR A3 A e L R IR L B RN K B M ML B4 0F 5%
J&, DGR R BERT HNMs 5956, AR K 28 2 AR BRI HNMSs 44 il 32 (IR} 22 2 2% 1 .

1 XACAEEF BerE K H 4075 17 25 (Distribution characteristics of HNMs in water)

HNMs J&—FfH7 24 19 N-DBPs, 7 H [ 31 DT 70 58 F KT BRI £ v % B 80% Rk T 4+
F£ CNM, 7% [W7K ] fE7E TCNM, Hofi KR B 4308 0.96 pg-L* 1 0.28 pug L', HNMs (1) H (B Al K AA
WRE 1M 0.05 pg L™ F10.96 pug- LT, Zhou 2504 75 3% F W14 G4BT 64 4> Sk RE S 8 2 h
W& B T HNMs, A0 H HNMs B9 8 R KR BE 73 53R 0.6 pg L' Al 2.6 pg L3 26 AfF 55 A6 I 3] (14
HNMs ¥ B2 4% T 36 15 e (600, 550K RN AR (DL 1) [RIBs, 5% & 38 TCNM JFA B2 &
A = 1) HNMs, BB HNMs B0 30 A LS AN G2 R, 31X AT i 5 HNMs AR R 28/ 3 1. 22
) A AR DGR 1,

F1 £ERAHKS HNMs 5370 K F

Table 1 Distribution levels of HNMs in drinking water in different countries

WK/ (ug L)

EP3 o Concentration levels NEE S22k
Country Composition F{H & KE Disinfection mode References
Median Maximum
HNMs(9) 0.05 0.96
CNM 0.05 0.96 _ [9]
TCNM ND 0.28
TCNM 0.05 121 A R [19]
HNMs(9) 0.60 2.60
CNM ND 0.42
DCNM 0.03 0.09
G|
BNM ND ND
BCNM ND ND
A [14]
TCNM 0.37 0.94
BDCNM ND 0.01
DBNM 0.10 0.33
DBCNM ND ND
TBNM ND 135
HNMs(9) 1.00 10.00
N = 5 A
UGN AN R
: ] TCNM 0.20 2.00
KA e, — U [15]
TBNM ND 5.00
HNMs(9) 0.20 3.60
CNM 1.30 3.50
Y BNM 0.20 0.50 SN SRR UVHR [16]
BCNM 0.10 0.20

DCNM 0.30 0.30
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Zik 1
WK/ (ug L)
FER J5'% Concentration levels WHEELE = BN
Country Composition il SN ] Disinfection mode References
Median Maximum
DBNM 0.10 0.30
S 1l f= o v
e N E Ve N
JoE TCNM 0.10 0.40 Uvis [16]
DBCNM 1.30 1.40
TR HNMs(9) 0.69 0.97 A [17]

ND, AHH. not detected. — JoEIH:.data not available. HNMs(9) }y9FHNMs[) & 1. The sum of the 9 HNMs.

HNMs ¥ & 7K - HA 3050 149 255 PE AT I . Zhou 250 ZEFR [E WiV T8 446 8 B (sl 2 gi)
(1 R AL i A b e I HNMs 5 2Rk BE/KOF-38 8 T2 AR 2, IO AR BHRN SC 5k S 28 B 45
TR X HNMs % B2 5 T 5 AT, 3R] AR 3T mT RE 23 A7 7 5 2 19 HNMs B iAR%), M ix Ik
H HNMs 7K F- 38035 75 451 ZEXT IR B 6 430 T RO 7K 8 38R 78 e vt & 30, A 7K 3 TCNML ik B2 %)
RFFAIN, T X TCNM B2 5 T Bl ki IX., JHve B 23 A B 22740 P (D3R 2) 3 6 2015 L By
PR RE SR IRIR R | WS DL R Ak W R A5 R A OGOk, TR B R, 7 A Y HNMEs R 32 K e
UL A Yy S A R B S BAL G W), A R T HNMs 1942 i

F 2 PELHXEAKS HNMs 530456 K

Table 2 Distribution levels of HNMs in drinking water in different regions of China
WK/ (ng L)

i [X )% Concentration levels WHEE T2 EZ DN
Region Composition iy RARMH Disinfection mode References
Median Maximum

Hi TCNM(FAKIHARKIH) 1.21/0.28
MR TCNM(FAK AR KIH) 0.12/0.07
M TCNM ND — PO
i A REHE [19]
I TCNM 0.03
&M TCNM ND
%4 TCNM ND —
% HNMs(9) (B F/4Z/FZ)  1.35/0.33/0.41 1.37/0.38/0.45
e HNMs(9) (B Z/4Z/F/ZE)  0.78/0.28/0.24 0.94/0.31/0.36
X HNMs(9) (HZ/42/F2%)  0.92/0.27/0.42 1.04/0.44/0.57
TR HNMs(9) (H /4 F/HF)  2.56/0.750.77 2.62/0.98/0.78 -
A [14]
ZRIEH HNMs(9) (/& 2/%52)  2.02/0.67/0.57 2.08/0.71/0.91
P HNMs(9) (HZ/42/F2)  1.42/0.63/0.55 1.75/0.67/0.72
EiiipaR HNMs(9) (/A F/452)  1.49/0.47/0.44 1.50/0.47/0.45
L HNMs(9) (ER/AF/455)  1.42/0.61/0.54 1.45/0.63/0.59

ND, A4 . not detected. —, Jo¥X#E. data not available. HNMs(9) 7 9FHNMsF) &L Fl. The sum of the 9 HNMs.

2 AR e BYSRIE (The source of HNMs)

R K H HNMs SR 5 792, 35 2 K H HNMs (9 59 5 & () 31 75 770 & A Ak 2 I i 7=
A HNMs RiARYI A28 B L HARGLEE T 1 LA 7 1. 1) & LR IS I 0 25 s 45 & A0 & R R 2 25 K Pk
NOM Fy 5 ZE 5 41, Hb 38 7K v S0 A 20 55 2 vk B2 Y5 1514 100 pg L' & 500 pg-L™', (5 £ NOM (¥
2%—3%, FE & S IR B IIIA T, R LR B 2= 0T 35 300 pge L' & 6000 pg- L1200 KA S ER AR T
PLAE B HNM, Az 5 B 5 28 5 52 b 28 R 3 75 07 3 85 DDA O (D0 38 3) U R R A Stk ot 2 v = A
HNMs ZCRAE 0—0.3% Z[8), 76 5 A +50 A 72 b A HNMs RCR B 8 T3, e i) ik 8.56%. 76 TH 5
IE AR HAR | R 0 SRk R A TR A A AR, 2) AT ML I T KR AZ B )
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PR, RIS R B 4 K B R A R HLY (AOM), iX Ff AOM J2: HNMs B 5 2238 I, DL AR
SR AR A AT AR A () AL 3256 v & B0 HNMs A= i3 AT ik 0.80 pg-mg ™, L PN Aa HL4 (TIOM) He 41
A HLY (EOM) BTk B AP~ Goslan 2527 YEHL T 2 FhAE#EFI 3 B BEHEAT T HNMs AR AT L, 25
7R T EU T 0 HINMEs A JC3 T A, T Liao 252 F 5% il /s il 3 1K 986 119 HNMEs AR 3 228 K,
X AT RE 5 T BRSPS [FAG OC (L3R 3). 3) B 2R W ot e ) o & A 10 2 55 B R A1 AT ARG Ak o i 4,
1, J& HNMs [ 5 ZE B R P A 58 N\ 03 e B2 i () Ak ad B v & 3T HNMs 19 46 5. McCurry
SN JE RUR SN TG T — RS T ) HNMs A2 i3, 45 58 /R B 2 B fie . — 2 B e i N-H
FETH B S 9 T HNMs 7238 1] 35 50% LA L. Shi 855 % & N-H L B BE A 25 it 47 T & () fL 5256,
S5 L B HNMSs 23R 7E 2.5%—83% Z [ (W3 3), R 7K iz il # LA ng L MR E K PAETE, (1
HX HNMs B9 STk E S TR ABFSE . 4) TWAH R Eh AN IR 3h A8 & VE TR, WA IR EE 2542 i CINO,, #&
Jei it — 2 SOV IE i N, Oy, -5 7K H A AL S AR s HNMsPL T 7 28 40 /& (R VE R, i T il BR &R A
AR R I OGS 5 S8 A0 R SIS 2 A, SR IMER R AR — S A A B (NO-) FiEs st A
i 3 (-OH) , SR KL A8 i — Ak &L A i 5L (NO,-) i 480 W0l 12 (ONOOH) , H: A i ¢ 4 F Y
NO, 2 A WL (DOM) e Ak R il 3613, 15 117 5 S0 W Az Al HNMs® LB TR Uy i bb, L
B OG5 A B 0 S O A LA S P T, I I R A 1038 S g I A G (R ) Akt R s 2 AR
HNMs. K, HAif HNMs B FTAR D T 2EAT R ASEIT W, 41575 A FriRs .

=3 AFETAMAYI A HNMs A i3

Table 3 HNMs formation potential in different precursors

et HNMs*E R8s /% HHETL . e HNMs4: 34/% HFETL .
iy SEMIE % HELL g iy SEMIe - WL gy
HNMs formation Disinfection HNMs formation Disinfection
Precursors . References Precursors . References
potential mode potential mode
R 8.56 R+ [20] Mg JE /N 0.83° £ [25]

0.08 A [23] R % 0.12 UV+H [29]
0.04 A [23] T HE 0.10 UV+5R [29]
. o RIGNEE I -
R 0.06 R [20] *® %ﬁ%@ 4 0.05 UV+A [29]
0.02 A [20] .z e 59 S [32]
2R 0.19 B [20] PUGEE=VIN 0.06 SR [32]
0.05 Y [23] LR 0.36 BUA+E [32]
ND B [23] ES 0.22 S [32]
R 0.11 RAEAHR [20] 2/3/4-FRFEIER;: <0.1 SR [32]
0.04 e [20] AR 51 BUA+E [32]
RAAR 0.08 RE+H [20] N-HI3E 2 Bt 52 RE+A [32]
0.08 A [23] N- 2,5 H S e 29 R [32]
ND A [23] N-FIIEP 53 REHA [32]
0.02 UV+5 [21] v 0.09 S [32]
<0.01 A [21] <0.1 £ [30]
BEHR 0.11 R+ [20] ND A [30]
0.05 A [20] a7 56 S [32]
R 0.58 B [20] = W 3.4 SR [32]
0.07 e [23] FRETHR 80 BUA+E [33]
ND B [23] FRIRR BT 83 S [33]
e e (P S e
45 0.03 B oy ||“ (mﬁng = 71 AR [33]
0.02 A [20] EIEE NS 63 FUA [33]
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223k 3
HNMsAE R /% HHTE . HNMsA: 3% WHHTE .
gk ANV MBS gy iy N W LL oy
s formation Disinfection HNMs formation Disinfection
Precursors K References Precursors . References
potential mode potential mode
Jix 2R 0.1 £ [23] B EARE 34 S+ [33]
0.06 BN [23] N-HIHEIKE 2 e 37 S [33]
AR 0.12 A [23] FFET 33 B+ [33]
0.05 A [23] Ak 10 RAA+A [33]
R 0.3 £ [23] SR TR i 8.1 S [33]
. N-F 5E-1-(3, 4-F F1 — P
- bk 1 . +
0.14 A [23] AT 2 T 2.5 R [33]
<0.01 £ [22] A 0.13 R+ [20]
0.05 UV+5E [22] 0.09 A [20]
KA 0.11 A [23] EFURE 0.16 REHA [20]
0.07 N1 [23] 0.05 A [20]
IKAER 2L 35 0.11° £ [27] N-Z B S AW 0.11 R [20]
KA JIE 0.16° £ [27] 0.08 £ [20]
H LR 0.13° A [27] N-Z Bt R 0.22 RAA+A [20]
0.8° £ [25] 0.09 A [20]
BT 0.24° £ 271 BWELAEY 1—2.5 £ [37]
Tk 0.37° £ [27] WEEA T e <0.1 £ [30, 38]

ND, AA; . not detected.
* WA VLY HNMsAE A Lpg-mg”! Cit. * AOM HNMs formation potential is calculated in pg-mg"' C.

TERF SRR A S R v, AT AR — 4R 98 HNMs (R IARY) & A —Se L P N 25, Wi
A HLE (DON) FI A HLAk (DOC) HEA T #F 7% A G LT 24 3k 117 /K U5 DON & i 22 ik, 7E 4 (i)
f 3 FE Y HNMs 1R B /K7 8 25 18 K, 260 HNMs A= 345 DON A5 R4 f AR G 11 9 K AR K ZE S AL
B HEALI FE A & 3 HNMs #9775 DOC/DON 1B 7Y FE A% i 4% /i, 2] DON 7E HNMs 2 i
Fh D A 1042 Hu 25040 BF 5% & B3 K M NOM 20 73 ELA 37 () HNMs A2 i3 R TR 22 %A
1A (M) W 72 F2 H DON 5 HNMs A= A — a2 B AH M, (B2 AN [R] R4 v, 33k Floke S el 25
KA TSN, T EE T O HNMs (9248 A AR K 52, 5258 b R 45 Fh i 35 7 2UF 19 HNMs A= i
FRIF AN+ 5L AR +G800 SL AR+ > G0 G e 202 4,

3 RACEEEF A FEHR (The toxicological effect of HNMs)

TR L 4R, BRI TR A, DBPs RN SOk 8 22, g MEpE o8 du ok ™, andn B 2 ok | st
FEREYE . = BRI PN 4306 A5 ZE 4 HNMs /F S — 208 24 1) N-DBPs, K H 5 A8 | 5 41 i
BEPE L AL RE PR RN BRI A 52 T
3.1 AU TP B Y B s

TR R, RV TR R 40 TCNM Ml TBNM HL A #2825 e~ 78 iR 1, Kundu 5 78
UOT ) IR T P & 0 RGEVEAG T HNMs 1B 8k 25 R R, 7E00 1T IR ARG 1k (+89) %44 T,
HNMs 28 4% 1 28 2 i % > (TBNM~BCNM>BNM ) >( BDCNM~DBNM=~CNM ) >( DCNM~TCNM ) .} JIjii
J¥ 5 Kundu 5850 ZEVD T QTR F- A48 AR50 +S9 % L T WL 21 19 I AH ABL 7 Fh il 22 H BCNM 3 %8 48
AE 77 RS2 B 5 1Y, 1T DCNM FI TCNM S5 748 BE 77 /2 5 55 14, VLA AE 56 I Lo SRS 2 PP e T 1L 3 5
a5 H B H L DBPs #E17%F e, HNMs E THMs Fll HAAs B2 745V i, {H H 3-5-4( &P 3% ) -5-
F2HE-2(SH) - Mg P (MXO) A 058 A8 J74IK 3 B0 9, SR 1T KB 43 HNMs (93548 77 < 1000 rev-pmol !
(W5 4), PRIt HNMs X V01T QB 1 75 2 — PP 55 i S0 A8 . BR VDT T IR TR A, Ly S50 764 2 A P i o
(P. aeruginosa) "1 X} TBNM 4 Bt 28 28 M i AT 17 WF 5%, S50 45 R b & 30 TBNM 7] L i 75 48 $2 5
P. aeruginosa X HiA4E F W 245 Mk, IR I LR S BERE (BAcAm) Al =& £ i (TCAN) 5 /55 1) B 58 A8
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PE, #EWT TBNM ] Gt 2 5 | IR R 7K b L8 40 0 (R AG 7K AR08 S A4 ) o A= R 25 PR35, XP AR K % 42
T8 BB R A, Liviac 555 720 2L 2h 4 4 A b FH /)N BRbk T4 983 I (MILA) 98 T BNM Fil TCNM %)
Ji6) DB T B ( T ) 5728 0% 7, 45 526 BNM I TCNM 7E MLA Hhos B Boe s b, i 50T R
S R A SE AR —E 22 5, VL] HNMs X5 A [5) 20 A7 A 5] B8 305 28 3500

3.2 AR I FFBE 0 20 B B

200 it 7 R X A0 A R 4 ST DBPs A B G 40 B T BE 4 & AR IRAE L 4 B AR g B Pt K DL I
£ L 22 i T AR T, DR A M EE R IZ T AL DBPs 1SR A 1 2E R0 B AZE +S9 AR A Ak
(-S9O PIAME BL T, Kundu 5590 £E V0177 [C B FURs & 1050 rh 2 T HNMs 1 s (I 40 i s PR vk B, 45 2R 8
7 HNMs B4 2 PE 9 HEF 5 DBCNM~TBNM~DBNM>BNM>BDCNM~BCNM>TCNM> CNM>DCNM,
ZEE R GV AR B A b BT I A5 41 i 75 1 45 A DL A 3K PG 350 %, DBNM Al TBNM J&
HNMs H 40 it 5P fi = 19, 1 DCNM 20 6 75 1 die I >0,

Plewa 251" 75 v 56 B IR 5L (CHO) 4 A o 7 FH LA 240 Jf 25 M DU 25 Al T HNMs 1) 48 B 52 7%,
T T R A U 7L sl 0 A AR AR S 6 6 HINMEs 40 i 2 PR 00 47 4 T P4 445 2R B 7R HNMEs X CHO 41 fifg
1 1 2 4 > DBNM>DBCNM>BNM>TBNM>BDCNM>BCNM>DCNM>CNM>TCNM, 7R { fity 5t
FH ot Ll SRR R 2 FP e 400 2 P O g, X R A T S o R B AG ha — B0 L Ak, X EE
CHO 40 i 811056 & X, HNMs H A2 45 19 THMs Fl HAAs EA B i 9 4 i (L3¢ 4).

&R 4 DBPs WD TIREERAL ) AL CHO A st | it feapth &
Table 4 DBPs-Induced Mutagenicity and Cytotoxicity in Salmonella and Cytotoxicity and Genotoxicity in CHO Cells
WITIREE R S W IR R NN EE MR BE B CHOAMMIEEL CHOZA M 2R MERL

(-S9/+S9)/(rev-pmol ™) B/ (mol- L) 1a735° J3%/(mol- L) Sk
Salmonella Salmonella Lowest /(mol-L™") CHO cells genotoxic ~ References
mutagenic potency(-S9/+S9) Cytotoxicity Conc or LCs CHO cells LCs potency®
BNM 347.45/964.25 >0.29 pumol-plate™ 7.06 x 107 1.36 x 10 [11]
CNM 718.7/691.65 1.84 umol-plate™ 529 x 10 2.15% 107 [11]
DBNM NS/712.7 0.14 pmol-plate™ 6.09 x 10° 2.62 %107 [11]
DCNM NS/266.95 3.39 umol-plate™ 373 x 107 421 %10 [11]
BCNM NS/1804 0.49 pmol-plate™ 4.05 %107 1.65x10™* [11]
TBNM NS/1907 0.1 pmol-plate™ 8.57x10°¢ 6.99 x 107 [11]
TCNM NS/238.9 0.65 pumol-plate™ 536 x 10 9.34x10° [11]
BDCNM NS/727.75 0.47 pmol-plate™ 1.32 %107 6.32x10° [11]
DBCNM NS/2937.5 0.07 pmol-plate™ 6.88 x 1076 143 x 10 [11]
BAA 6588/2642 5.22x107* mol-L™' 8.90 x 10°° 1.70 x 10°° [56 —57]
CAA 44/63 1.62x10” mol-L™ 9.44 x 10 4.11x10™* [56 —57]
DBAA 183/165 1.54x10 mol-L™ 5.00 x 107 1.76 x 107 [56 —57]
DCAA 36/13 7.42x10” mol-L™ 1.15%x 1072 NA [56 —57]
TBAA NS 2.02x10” mol-L™ 1.00 x 10 2.46 x 107 [56 —57]
TCAA NS 4.25x102 mol-L™ 1.75 x 107 NA [56 —57]
TBM NS 4.12 umol-plate™ 3.96 x 10 NA [11-12]
DBCM NS 7.20 pmol-plate™ 5.36 x 107 NA [11-12]
TCM NS 12.57 umol-plate™ 9.62 %107 NA [11-12]
BDCM NS 6.01 pmol-plate™ 1.15%x 1072 NA [11-12]
TR NA 4.54x10" mol-L™! 9.63 x 1073 7.20 x 107 [56 — 57]
EMS 349/NA 3.72x10? mol-L™ 425%10° 6.06 x 107 [56 —57]

NS, 54 Lb % Gei127 7 L. NS, not significantly different from the negative control. NA, ¥ Jo#(#fi. NA, not applicable or
data not available.* CHOZI it £ 5 M55 7 LACHOAN I S0%%E; FE DNA{H 5 R #E FP{E 3T ® The CHO cells genotoxic potency is calculated on
the CHO cells 50% TDNA or midpoint of Tail moment.
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THMs fY LCsq {H % i b HNMs 9 LCs {E R 2 =A% 20 BNM Fl CNM 1) 40 fifd 55 1 43 0l 2 1R
4 % (BAA) 1A & 2 (CAA) B9 1.3 1% Al 1.8 1%, DCNM FI TCNM A9 4f ffd 2 7% 53 51l /& DCAA Fil
TCAA 1) 30.8 £ 1 32.6 1%, BAHAG1F 2 2, DBNM Fl TBNM [ 40 i 354 2 — 0 22 (DBAA) Fl =5
LR (TBAA)KY 82.1 f5F1 116.7 £ HNMs 7E CHO 41 g A v 7] G B v 440 B 7 Pk 45 90 I 3 AR A 5%
P, X 57E HAAs HBFoEab R —g -0, RUDRREM VD] ISR A A s B T L sh i i) i 25
A B0~ TAE 7 0 45 AR 7R DBNM #£ HNMs A fie HL 41 il 5 14, DCNM 76 V0 1] G TR H 40 i 2 1 A A1,
TCNM 7£ CHO 4 fifd v 4 Jifa 75 4 e IR

FH AT A1 7E HNMs A, P50 Al 35 Y J B U1 R 22 Y o 400 e 7 1k o g, (VR L BN TR) A 4, 451
HNMs 1 40 A 85 1 /NI A5 9 SO i AN ).
3.3 AR 3E e st AL

W EEPE TS th W B ek Ak 2R 51 A 1 DNA 473, 5 350 M 25 U A DGR A (i FH e ZLsh kA 7
WIS IE Sy ke At 2 2 e M AN TE 7 (] 8T, T DL FH AR A1 358 4% 25 1 00 R 1Ak Vs 78 19 3508 XU B,
Plewa Z5U 7E CHO 41 Jfd i) £ B 56 b & 1 HNMs (1) 38t % 35 1 % 24 Y ¥ 4 DBNM>BDCNM>TBNM>
TCNM>BNM>DBCNM>BCNM>DCNM>CNM, {% X i & B % Lt S A il 26 Y e o L 35t 1% 22 M, BNML,
DBNM Fl TBNM )3t f£ 8P4 51 & CNM, DCNM £l TCNM # 16 £i%, 16 fi5F11 1.3 f5 58 2R, 9 Fh
HNMs 1t st 1 H LR 2.l (EMS), PRS2 EMS 19 3 £5 2 231 1%.C A W 55 R IR R
B — B AT S A AN T R R B R A EOE Y, 1 7E CHO 40 i S50 v & 30 HNMs 19 35t 4% 2 1 &
TR 3 A% 2 275 AU 50 e 4 25 B HNMs B #5619 as A& 3 1k, 38 DNA RYRE 71t EMS Fl
TR B 5 15 % I DBPs 8t f& 15 Mk 1 % He bt /R, 7E CHO 41 g h DBNM 438 /% 7 & DBAA )
67.2 1%, TBNM st {82 TBAA 1 35.2 £, H A 25K HNMs i5t % 8 M BB IK T HAASs, (HAH 2
AR (WLFE 4) BEA, HNMs 7670 1T EC B 9 805 48 1 R ZE CHO 40 M (9 % DNA #5453 0 A3 B 35 AH ¢
L4930 35 0 0 4t 3 BH U 1 EG BT 179 302 A 1 TGk YN I L s 4 A M 1 s A BRI, X — 25 S
HAAs SE56G ke B 45 S — 3007,

WF 5% N B3 7E N 2 0k EL B 41 i TK6 A SR 8 {7 P X TCNM AT BNM 11 38t 7% 5 P 1T T IR AF
fili Liviac 5565 75 A28k BRI TK6 £ A2 5050 rh & B TCNM Al BNM ¥ B 4% 81k, AT i3 K
Vi) DNA #1473, £ DNA #5145 i fdi 3% S8 Ak i A5 AR K e A7), EsC Fl DNA #5349 2 Bifi 2 Bsf [) £ 4 % 17 75 3]
TRAF 1B 52, Ta) e AR i 56 Hh 66 K 1) TCNM AT BNM X DNA (19 [f 5 161497 3% 5 SR g 4 P 32 5,0
FE TSR 2 i 45 5 — 3, TCNM Fl BNM B 1% A 175 5 8 2 st AL 1005 AR HNMs 30 4 5 Ay st
fLF M, {1 TCNM Fil BNM i S8 475 1 nT Pk &2 1 3 B HNMs I B2 A 5 iF— 2B P58, B0 2 R [R) dE e ¢
SIS A TP R, LABIA HNMs (193132 Rt R/,
3.4 AR AN I B A BUE R

AT A B R 2 W, KR #2 T DBPs 1 il B85 08 i KU 35 i LH J2&, #7~ DBPs 119 B IE 208
W M AT RO T HNMs 7] LI 3 P 2R S8 1 A AR 7= A VT 1) XU, Marsa 504 fiff (R S 4
M Ak (CTA) 76 A\ fili BEAS-2B #il it f 5t TCNM A1 BNM HIEUE 3 54T T 0FAS SE56 b o & B4
(R 25 TN 7 A0 A, 35 5 4 TR 2R 1 T (MIMIP) 4336 K Sl TG A8 4k, I EL 15 A 488 im A 00 B2 400 it 2 K fig
S, B K I R R TR A A TCNM A BNM A 25 5 | 808 55 4k . Yin 592 ) BNM, BCNM Fl
TCNM Jy 8 3%, X HNMs [ {4 4 B 14 e FL s 2E AL o AT T 3F — 25 50T A2 0F 55 0 & 8132 BNM.,
BCNM F1 TCNM 5 Wil (19 JHF Ik o i 8 3 PR AIG, R B2 AR 2% 2 —, IR E S S B8UR B
FL 2 i Y 1< 4 DBPs AR H T, HNMs B 80U 18 B8 i A B, AHCBURMEIT 550, T8 2 M 40 i i
RFRFR AT TR AT, BLAh, K Z 82 T DBPs FEUN i AE KU 1 7] 8 5 W41~ 2 24~ DBPs 2 [8] 11 S i #
[ 1 A s o4,

4  AREEZEE R e B HEPL ] (The toxicological mechanisms of HNMs)
HNMs 9 1= 48 J 35 1 Fl st 4% 1 Ve 5 Hor T 45 A — i X R Sl i pF o2 R W1, A8 HE o A0 T e
(HM), HNMs HA T 5 1) 240 B 8 P R0 35 4% 55 PR DR A AR X T S0 HA S A W B 7B 7, AT 3
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B 2y ok SRR E, IF BT IR AR A B 1E B HLA 0 RN PR L Ak, 7R A A RO &R
(QSAR) Jrik 55 o, % B BNM K Tk # i i8 FF (Elumo) 5543 F # P 2 41 (TELImax ) Fl R B P
25 (ECs) MG MR 08, st i f 1 R 22 i T A S 80 i, 5] i £ 41 o 7 (4R 32 4R 19 B ) ]
it 5 BNM Mgt # Pk A ¢, iX 5 Lan 55 F 318t 4% 8 R 2 £ (PELD X TCNM 9 43 #7 h ir 15 2%
TS ARARL.

AL N P02 HNMs 522 (9 3 AL L TR 4124 077, Yin %5 & 3 BNM, BCNM Hl TCNM fifi
A e H MR E AL W ( GSH-Px) Flid B Ak S (CAT) 16 1 I 25 P AR 7, B0l 5 A 16 % 450 A i 5 (ROS)
T /NRBUEAC R G TEBRAE ST, /N BUAR P ZUEIR | R T RoK Ak A AR 32 B, DNA A4k
=) 8-OHAG /K- . E 3 i, GPXT A HO-1 £ I, IESE T HNMs 285 T4 T/ RUF ST A Ak b
T ZR 0. 205 6 JF S8 L IO S8R 43 110 25 SR, DT 1 SR 0 2 HINMEs ) P IL A 700k 5 B S 6
W 3 1 25 5 — B, HNMs 76 AR bk 0 RE 41 L TK6 Hf 23 38 3ot 4801 I 35 5 | 7 T 4 7 s e 14 420 A 43
1531590 3 25 B L PR 4 206 BNM A 43 H7 Pt 7 1 48P0 07 38, ) s 7 35 A1 07 382 17+ 4 /s o 2 1
IV, B HNMs A BEAF 7 T AE 1 V30RO A 1E— 25 1 70 A vh & 3, HNMs 19 S8 A0 07 5 5 L e A 9
R G R R i VR DL R 5 e W 5 R A B 7= A 06 Y in SE S R AR I T T 0 A 2 R G
# (SHIME) X} BNM, BCNM F1 TCNM 7£ 5 i 38 (0 5 <0 o BEHEAT TR 5%, 45 5% v & BE-SH %L A1 7] L3
i R R N HNMs 2R HE A5 5 b O Az B A 56 HY B T =2 AT A BIF 5T 3 B Y 3 Y e 2 o 4 i 8 R
P450 S )7 1A 7400 A B R A Rk, DT % R AL SR Ak 81497, sh Wt 9 1 3% B 22 8 1 g 5 H
M 237 A I LT 20 PR RAR Ao« /N 40 L P 2 R B A 3 S5 AN R i U e 3 R v R A S s X AR AR
TR R, A 5T & B TCNM B A 5825 5 A0 B I g A i ) P FE RN VR GURR, 3 AT i 25 7 A 22 b sy
Hh D4R, 0 R A0 i e ) S AR DT, DA TG S 34 i P ROS 2ot i, 15 S AR B LA, YT IR B
R 78 HNMs 5 GSH 1Y 50 77 9 /& HNMs fE 08 75 5 IEE % - 5 0E (GC) Bl JEXof | i W2 W4 - g Jig s g
CAT) B 5 357 5375 3 Bl 3o Bl 21 AR/l il 356 2 A 1 T E AL 0 0,

5 #Z5i5RE (Conclusion and perspective)

HNMs & — 2881 2% 1 N-DBPs, 7E/K ' AYR AL S KA BT 20AH G, 30 5 U 22 AR G, B
Kb & BAALECTCALY 2 PIAR G, B & BUA HLE ALY R W] g 2 H E 2 A A Y HNMs HoA B8
AR 20 BB P A S AL T, BSOS PR A , B0 v B 1 S B, SR b IR 6 Y o L S AR 5 Y Be B
TR HNMs Y 5 40 i 35 Ve R0 35t 4% 25 1 5 0 2 45 A OC A A0 0 0= HNMs 8 28 49 35 PEPL T,
HNMs 19 A0 385 e A= 1 22 58 Hh (R 0 1 4 FH LA B A5 5L W o s o A 1 B8 7= A — i SR B, 1] REAF
TE VTR I R

H RS X 7K HNMs BT 9EE LB, = RGP, X HNMs BHRYI R | A Ll . 2
PE DA T AL 55 AH SC A BIF 7 475 5 2245 v 7 56 4 HNMs, X 24K HNMs (9055 754 75 A HNMSs 514
WFFAR R IFANSE AN BEAR A b S e HNMs X A A Y EL S0 0 . A [ B3 28 i 1) 52 36 A S A 456 A B
B EEVE . P REE S Oy T WA SR A RE TR, B 40 58 3% HNMs M OC BRI ST, B — DR 2 R
HNMs [8] AT BB AE (19 R AN U [R) B A . Ak, 55 4 e RBAS PR | LS S e HNMs % A fedt o 52 1 1)
BERRA 55, LB 7R HNMs 7E RN I BEVEVE FIBILIN, AR DGRk BRda b i) il 5 S (AR a0 e IR /K I 2
bR, ST HNMs DL Akl 7 58, B ds i 2 00 20, T #5001 d Rt (8] sl D wis i) 04k 2 Fn
i pH (4, S8/ HNMs B9 B2, # ke A 2 A 2% 2 XU
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