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Abstract; Disinfection byproduct is a kind of toxic matter produced during the disinfection treatment of drinking
water. The standards for drinking water quality (GB 5749—2022) raises more attention to indicators of disinfection
byproducts and adjusts six indicators of disinfection byproducts, including trihalomethanes, from unconventional in-
dicators to conventional indicators. This paper summarizes and analyses research advances on typical disinfection
byproducts and emerging disinfection byproducts. In addition, the chemical transformation pathways of disinfection
byproducts are analyzed, and the relationship between chemical structure and toxicology is sorted out.
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RHIKIH BE R KA K H A i T 25t
P T2 T AL 45 405 FE FEE BLAE N 45 Aok
RGN M AL 7, PR R K Z 2 A B8 E
S L O U R AR A AR
SR RIERAMNRIE 125 . Bl BOAR K825, BT i TH
FERIANEBE iAW B SR, 78 FEAR A= P X
W 1 R B T 200 R S K SR e R N 7 AR T B
| ;=) (disinfection byproducts, DBPs), 35| & /A &
@RI, PR, I K o DBPs A2 21|77 G,

1974 4£ Rook J. J.E e & A H 3 hAETE Y
PR TR IR 25 5 KA v KR A P14 (natural or-
ganic matter, NOM) & A= N, 724 4 Fl = 1] o (tri-
halomethanes, THMs) , iX &5 — X 1FE 20 #2 HH DBPs
PRSI, 36 [ S0 e i 92 2 Bk T K vh
A/ NREA BomE Y, THMs iR il BB S 2 E 5)
Y)rEFEE R, DBPs BT A I, O — S LAY
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W= 5 F b
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| JT4 2% Peroxyacetic acid
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DBPs (i1t i (haloacetic acids, HAAs)tHL#%IEH B A
HEME AR E . 3% 2 2% DBPs © B i A T A 40 41
(World Health Organization, WHO) , 3¢ [E] 21 5% {37 )&
(United States Environmental Protection Agency, US
EPA)FTH [ T AR A BN FH K D AARAE R
BitiZs DBPs 43 BT J7 12 FUAS I 457 A A PRk % Jig |
MR AL Z 2 DBPs B4 Bl 1k, M 1974 AR5, Ak
Z A1 DBPs # 2 & 8L, W 1 FroR, 1984 4F
W E R R B & B, 1986 4 X £ i (haloacetonitrile,
HANSs)#AG H 1989 4F- [ Z.1i% (haloacetic acid, HAAs)
PR 2 J5 SO BT 5 A R S | ol A R e
(halonitromethanes, HNMs ). (i f{; fili ( haloketones,
HKSs) , p<i 4k g Bl #1150 A B (N-nitrosamines, NAs)%§
DBPs, 1993 4-{R k. DBPs # & Bt , {nyR iR £k (BrOy;),
M 2003 4EFF 4R, Bifk DBPs JF iR 32 86, Hb,
KT DBPs W RETEBFY TARAAE R A& R, T AR

1974
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1989 K LI
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Fig. 1

The historical review of disinfection byproducts (DBPs)®!
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N2 T L2582 DBPs #iki i

KF K HI7K DBPs, F AT 2 £ HH S5
LY IR R R EEAA S (1)
DBPs Fii{&# 5387 5 2)i ¥ 7 206 DBPs H52 10 ;
(3)DBPs [ 46 I 15 43477 751557 ; (4)DBPs & 14 ML i
St (5)DBPs ¥ i 4E, Hd, &4 M DB-
Ps AN 5 12 RIS AR ] =07 0 HEAT S 45 1 £k
CEES DBPs fE N A W E ) — KBS
Wy, HAE R Ak gt . BT, U5 5= R
Witk 2E R & A A AR AR E I A A
AR

ARSI DBPs [ Ak 2E R &, 273k B N A
FHK 2 A BRE bR ARl 5 24 DBPs 15T, &
JSEHT LR DBPs (35 LSO A AR 18 3, 20 B H:
2R 2 AR A R A A2 T AR R B 3
ERTARY), 7SR I, XHK A K H DBPs 41
REREHIATIRE, LN 7853 Kk BUR 4 T AR
DBPs {2t 2%

1 FEHSEIFYHMAESRE (Principal kinds of
DBPs)

DBPs F2 %L K2 R T £ % DBPs HHFSY
WY, THMs HAAs BrO; \HANs 7% 7 it DBPs,
NAs HNMs SRR ER | SRR ER FRE IS 25 o J NOCHE
[ #1L.7 DBPs,,

TR gl 5 DBPs B 523 ) iz AL, R
EHHE LT 0 A6 AR R K BAEARIE) (GB 5749—

2022)H 1%} X1 £ B \HAAs .BrO; \HANs NAs HNMs
FEBAEY) AR R =W O F
DBPs i s ifil i 1 e FERRAA, $2& m 1#K 43 DBPs T
IRy ESK . £ DBPs TR K AP BRIEANER 1 iR .

HHT, 73 —LE5 % DBPs iy T B A i 1 35
PEIE 3% #7518 A1/ 3 RS, HKs™
HNMs"'7 NAs"™" HANs®" Fil % £ 2 Bt i
(haloacetamides, HAcAms)™ !4 X & DBPs & &
I A R KR v (E T He e KU PR b —
SUIE 5 ol X 28 T b 0 H R Kk B AT BR A
WHO 7E 2022 4% 3 H#Mifii ) Guidelines for Drinking-
water Quality: Fourth Edition Incorporating the First
and Second Addenda V% 32K H /K H N-E A3k — F
(N-nitrosodimethylamine, NDMA ) f¥) ¥ & [R {5}y
00001 mg - L', — & & Ji§ (dichloroacetonitrile,
DCAN)F1 7R £ i (dibromoacetonitrile, DBAN) 14 #f
H#E M 0.07 mg-L ™' H10.02 mg- L2, 35 FELK T fi
Jie o AR | i A, S S IE A IR O TR SR
FBE S0 A S5 BRI T N 2

2 (EFRAKIERE) (GB 5749—2022) HiH
58| 7% (DBPs in standards for drinking water
quality ( GB 5749—2022) )
2.1 =piHE
2,11 = B SO

THMs J& i &K 3 DBPs, 1 1 > H JiEF1 3
A e SR O BRI TR, 4 AR L) =

__— K ZIR Haloacetic acids 12.34%

LR Bromate 4.66%

w215 Haloacetonitriles 4.13%
S {li Chloroform 3.69%

=% Z R Trichloroacetic acid 2.87%
— WS EREL Chlorite 2.43%
P hi M Nitrosamines 1.94%
AR ANIE R B2 Halonitromethanes 1.75%

[ Aldehydes 1.51%
——  4W&#R Chlorate 1.41%

N-fil i — 1 Jl# N-nitrosodimethylamine 1.26%

5 7% DBPs Aromatic DBPs 1.21%

2 1974—2018 E &M FRI = WHH RS iR
Fig. 2 Distribution of different kinds of DBPs from 1974 to 2018 ¥
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F ot @415 (CHCL, ), — 1R — % H % (CHCL, Br) ,—
S W H % (CHCIBr, ) F1 {8 {5 (CHBr, )® 4% fist
THMs 23 %F AP g B 7= AR R s i, K & 5% T
THMs 2334 i 8 B e s | B0 96 25 B 9 5 LB 270
THMs 5158 55 52 "PO AR 8 LY 3 A4S k0 R 1Y)
RS2, AR T5 Ak S s Ak i) e AR o HE LS
R 7 ELA R 1 200 B R PR R PR B 2
FREHIOCH
2.1.2 AN AL

THMs FZAEF A F o B ™= A, b i R
B AR 0 S0 B s A e, DA JR 5
SEMRZA AW Z (8108 SN A 8], B AL« el
(I 3 il CICH, ™ 58 4 B i = 1 HE 3 ) 174 &5
F BT B B NS C—C BEWT L, 70 85 22 R 17
BITHE 3 AN BT 1 W T35 T PR X R E
A

HK T THMs A MR B 2 aiiky, £2
J& NOMP' | NOM & —K&E 2= ANIEG Y, Hior
TR 2R S5/ 2P S THMs /9 4 i 2% YT A
X, P <1 000 Da il PEA ML A B
THMs ‘£ RER" . i dik LI Z AT IR &Y £
LG & & A B REA I ER AN AR T A 5 9

S B 5 H—OH ,—S—HI—NH, %545 15 fiE
(LA Sy e A AL AR AR THMSY R G, M
S50 LR AN B A8 TR RE T S THFE K R,
i THMs, M3 THMs f92E sEMLa, AT LA s 08
PRI EE T UM T 2550, A 5 THMs 1946 A%
2.2 WA
2.2.1 KRR M H M

HAAs J& H K 76 SR I Y 5E 1 % A B i
TR, ot b e B &/, HAAs 72 T 23 €Y
T T &, A THMSP, HAAs 28406 aRE
fiff 3 s Bt A o ARRE B 1 3R 119 43— ik 1 1 0 T 38 o
W= K LR (TXAA)> K 1% 4 (DXAA)> L < AR
LFR(MXAA),

AR U T 5 B SR T80 G,
W R, — & ST /NRIC g0 (A
SRALTRS G /IS B g B fR o P R R
W, AL, — RO, IR ETR =R LT 4
P 1 2R Y HLA BOo AR Ve A s A% 1k, Hoh — 98
CTRFF MR, IR TR 2% /0N B ey Rt AR LA
A= B A S dEEDY L 5 — ISR A, T AU TR
RIS 2R AR F NSO B 2R X 5 e 200 it L
HARBR ATV . HAAs RERS 5 A MK P M 2%

F1 HEFRAKERENTEE DBPs R #3% DBPs #hE 5R{E

Table 1

DBPs in standards for drinking water quality and emerging DBPs, and their limits

BRI

Group name

THEERI=H)

Compound name

FRAE/(mg-L7")
Limit/(mg-L™")

=% H %% Trichloromethane 0.06
—Z %% Chlorodibromomethane 0.1
R 5t T —IR F B¢ Dichloromonobromomethane 0.06
Halomethanes =R F ¢ Tribromomethane 0.1
4 H 5% Dichloromethane 0.02
VU4 ALH% Carbon tetrachloride 0.002
LR 5 £ Dichloroacetic acid 0.05
Haloacetic acid =44 Trichloroacetic acid 0.1
TR AR T4 Pentachlorophenol 0.009
Aromatic halogenated hydrocarbons 2.4.6-=4 % 24 6-trichlorophenol 02
i .
P MR EL Chlorite 0.7
FRE: Chlorate 07
Oxygen-containing halide _
TRPREL Bromate 0.01
%25 Aldehydes =4 L Trichloroacetaldehyde 0.1
N-WEfi5 3L — B % N-nitrosodimethylamine 0.000124

HOCH R )

Emerging disinfection by-products

0.0724 (T4 Z i Dichloroacetonitrile)
0.02P4 (—JR 2 )i Dibromoacetonitrile)

Xt 2% Haloacetonitrile
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ARG AR B A 5k SR N BB B AL TSR A&
I FLAE B O B N N o3 Wb R G0 2 3 TP
2.2.2 AW E

HAAs 14 105 16 88 07 2 T2 564 B KoK
B VIA G, HAAs i #7683 A MR A L5
HEE R A AT RS A, YRR
AT LR, FALTH B R 20l HAAs B9 L ) i —
s, B s 5 S 80 & A pH (BT P
TEEEE R R Ui B A TR & AR R F AR
JINE, Bl AR B T, SO IR SR A8 Sy 48
FE SN, T HAAs T2 kAT A, P A 20
We BB s HAAS A2 BOVS RE RO

HAAs PRI £ 2R IR T8 R | & B R 5
JEFEZEA WL, A B GEKIR R 2 R | A 1 AN
RRABW G IA VY . ARG ZE Y
FAAA) B0 0 AN [R] 04 2 W1 5T, HAAs 119 A2 il fig
FER A THKPEA 53, Hodgi K rh P o AR
Fefil, Kep & A e T, SJiE S S A Ak
HAAs F:1PE TSR AR AL HAAs VR B 11 B8 IS Kk
A HLY B A R AL HAAs KPR, 24
SR E A AL AT DL B, AR AR AL HAAS X
Wr , DRH: S B PR I 552 50
2.3 RPRER
2.3.1 R LM

IREREL 1 MR 5 3 ANER T AL A
A= MHIE AL &Y, HAA A TE PR BA R 2 B
PEFE LS 1) — DB K BrO; &1 i 41 il
DNA A4 1, % 3l ) Fn N 28 5 08 78 1) 30
PEPS . BrO; X i EA L 20, 78 B kb 225
AL EA A 1 FN Y o AR 98 AR A5 (] P
2.3.2 AN AL

BrO; —AE & A TR R K |, B 2 2
HpE A ALY R R 50 o g LTI AE B4R Y
BRI A MR E LTI Bro; ™, m K 3 Al A,
Br e & fk 7 HOBr, F-iff — 25 I i AE i BrO; Al
BrOBrO-,BrO, Hi# & 1k} BrO;, 53k H B 5k
B H, Br SE 854k BrBrO -, 4351 A= i HOBr
1 BrOBrO - , BrOBrO - fi & 544k >}y BrO; #l BrO; , H
W HOBr S J W 4o B2 H i) 5 22 v [R] 7= 9, 5 i
BrO; A it B UIAHOC, /K & F CIHil SOT
i, BrO; AR a2 32 28 B i, 1 HCO; MIAFHE
M2k BrO; AR ™) T KK B s 17 R R R
23500 BrO; AR,

(0)

3

Br = BrO’

\ O
OH  B)] ——— BIO;]
V

Br =—— HOBr/OBr~

U

NH,Br

3 REREhEMAEN

Fig. 3 Bromate formation mechanism™"

2.4 EERHEERY
2.4.1 EERIHEER Y SOLF

M2 DBPs 2544 & 47 — A3, e Ak, i AR
28 DBPs H'5 C JEFAHIER H JE 9 % 5 FITEU,
15325 DBPs HA # Mk, M = O 24T
WRFK BARR MR Y 2 TOK R bR, RS040
Jitl DNA , BA G W AR A5 R G R e 2240
WAFAESEE , 1 H A Eom i, © o= PR e e
DEN 1A BBURY ., —SACBEE T X R 2% DB-
Ps, 23X DNA =505, HAT S D st P o o
2.4.2 AN EERAL

I 2 i R fad B = A, K AR
AP, QN FEIR B K R AN K A #LT5
Yy, e SLENEH IR USSR & AR
S, KSR AR AT Y, e 2 P, AR
B REUROBUEE () ) 5, th 25 5 22 31 R R i T e
B EE, A A E A R R A — 2
ST IRCERR) | 2 5L R (R A Bk e T R 4 R A )
P2l AW (0] 4 3 AN 2,4,6- = G 18 45 ) I ER 11
FERIYR AN EERAY, FEEL— &
FIH A IR FIAK i 45 B A i, DAR A Tk i
I, = R R IR 4 TR
2.5 JFEWGIEFERTY)
2.5.1 FSEGIETR Y K ILEE

T A 2.4,6- = SR B i TS B0 T
1117 J A 5 B BT 0 LI ™, AR K Hp o B0 5 7 e
2% DBPs 3= %4 4 pq A By (HP) , p AR 5 56 4 i
(HBAD) Al < £ 32 5 78 H iR (HBAC),, 3 7 5 & %
DBPs &4 43k 5 42 4 25 4, 3 Fi R 0k 45 4 1 H 2L
A = AR E N R TR R N R S KA



102 s #F

%18 %

0 NCI 0
2 /N
=
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Fig.4 Production and conversion pathways

of trichloroacetaldehyde'*”!

J5 7% % DBPs LI % DBPs HA B KR,
JRRTE T HA AR I s Z R R RRIR 25 (o ) e A
ST RN R B T, AR RE
%38 o0 Rz ke WP T B P A RO B AR TE AR
X N A 8 5 R — B R R A A HLTS
gy, 2.4,6-—AMW ARV ERETE, XY 2.4,
6-— AW R IR F] 4 mg- L7 I, 25 I 35 PR AR A 4 1Y
JRNGIEAL 3 M BEAE 0.5 mg- L™ I 2 S84 i 77
TR B R A, 2,4,6- =G W ik H A B0
PE SR B AR T SR S A P 2
i TS ORI, U 2 i B 2,4,6- = G AN 19
15 G I EROFH K 2 358 in T A 3 R e | i R A S
I RS
2.5.2 AN AL

AR — R I 2 AE S R AR P AR R
T, 2,4,6- = S R R R WL — P U B A R
UG I H Y SR TR O T S A3
ERRILANI 2 AR T AR — S T A B A
THEW AR5 U2 T i A A SR i o T A
M4 HhHE IE FLY o-C, 18 BB 1 T 24, 21 1F F AR 4
JE - P BOARER T 1435 43 FL A S e B R I B ST
AR 2,4,6- =S T LB AU SRR 1 N A
PR 5 B,

CH,, CH,, CH,, CI
© CI CIQCI CI/©TI
OH OH OH OH
E5 TEEER2,4,6-ZSEBRENLIEEFRN

Fig. 5 Conversion pathway of nonylphenol to

2 4 ,6-trichlorophenol el

3 #¢ES A ( Emerging DBPs)
3.1 A
3.1.1 ARG R A

FEAR K FR TR RS DBPs ELAG AR R . Tk
FHAK HR G 3 0 WL A e 2E DBPs A 4% N-— F 5T
Tt N-WASHE — 2 e (NDEA) N-TV filf 3 —1F T %
(NDBA) N- 3l fif§ 505 bk (NMor) . N- 3. fitg & F K& 2, i
(NMEA)FI N-VF fif§ & — K i (NDPhA) %5 B A2
AR E R N T 5 23 i N7 32 482 1T 1
G, X —FRR G M A A B A R

IN- PP T e EL A B0 1 05 70 P AR S e
P, 92 EUIMAAE JE S TR AR 55 38R AR K B N-—
FF RS e ) SR VP BEFHH 1 ng - L7
3.1.2 Al liete

B G FRER AL RN R AT 2 A NAs™
KT AL R I A RS R £R 2 5 R e = R
NAs, H-Rfi % U RRARIG N, F= R d a3 i

NDMA e H K H 19 37 il e ¢ DBPs, {H H: i
YRS EMERE R, w2 # AT L L= i (DMA)
SR IEZE DBPs R ETIAY™ , {HJE DMA 7£ H#A
IKAAR S T V5 K v BEARAIG, Bl A Sy Rk R
LLAR/NE) NDMA Fi &Y™, &4 DMA ‘B g Al
AU RN 7R et AT DL 7= A NAsP! 4624 550 A~ A
PR A2l b i R TR R B BR R Y K b
PRI FH A 2 B RS MR B A AR
AT L P (R B 4R K A8 FILEL A ZR e 25 F 1 BH 18 738 46
TR S 2 I BEAL FRAR FH K H 5 A NAs Jif 4
Y, 580K NAs 774,

RIS AN R AL 22 4574 5 30 NDMA A= iR AR
[, AN, AN RIS 45 4 1 SR I 75 77 A5 NDMA 11
Ak F 5¢ 4 A [H), Diuron E N B & 4 H AE 4 il
0.15% ) NDMA,, Tlii 5 JE & T 1E A i 1A 9 7 4k 2% 0
ATLLIRE] 60% B B AR Y T AE7E 45 F - S5 AT L)
S 11 = 0l 00 N M 1B W <0 D A
NDMA (1A i 34X T 45 2K i NAs
HIARY 0 S G 5847, i — D AT NAs B iRY
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WG, AKHRAT LY o B K PERR 41 53 NDMA ) He. ‘o
FERR R 272 nm SESNI A A A i R e et en,
HUCTE (55 NDMA FZ B REZGFERSE™) (A, T L T ONOOHIONOO- 110
LAk ST R PR A AOHEHE DT A NDMA 2 o v
TR S it LA, pHL 78 S 2 2 N NHCI ‘
NDMA (i, 5 S LA R T 77 2 B 2 4 ‘
W UM B AL R £ 1) NAS™, fE pH=8 I ®
NDMA 5546 R 5w, FLA2 i a ™, K HC A~ - -
FERITEHLANO, ™ NH, )t 25 35 14 S 7o BOT T L TR 7 HONT R
T v I A e A i B NH,CI '
6 %75 T NDMA f{9/E BPLEE, © 7 NDMA TR
H A IR £ « (a) B JE 1 UMDH/UMDH-CI #}1 qe .t o -
B NDMAS () IR, A ncom — B o) 1O
BRI R — SN S e e 2 R R, BT . e
I A6 ik 59— FF 3 A o 1] A (UDMH) . UDMH- g
Cl, Z ¥ — R R AL NDMA® HNG o HCO N
R REAT I BT 19 1 PR 3 TR A 1 I n,

R AEFS TR FIE T N—O—O - HalA S AE
AR NDMA 2855 T — R 5 AL U L FHERS |
AL B ) P A S I, B A T NDMA
3.2 KRN
3.2.1 KON MM

HANs 76 S5 HAHER o Bk R 28 3 K
2, kAR 2B R TE S AR K R IR R B
HANs, HA: sl BEfL R T THMs A1 HAAs, Tk
FH7K 3 47 7 HAN 75 ¢85

HANs J&—Ff i B B0 1 & Z s ml =4, H
MK O 1 ~2 s
249, HANs 23512/ A PE SR 40 DNA #i4 9F
5T R R g | HC A1 75 R o — R R >
LE>—ELE>=RLE>—RA Lk, 5=8¢
i — OGN IR M, —H OIS =& LN
FEI AR AL
3.2.2 AL

El:1p GRS I 7/L UK =B S D5 A B2
FFEACE YRR A 0T e s W g | W K KT
A LAA B HANS!™ Y H ST 28 23 A2 i L S0 75
WL ARG, R SR AL T Z A R AT
i 2 A LR N 1 — S (NHL, C1) , 1020 i 25 40 ot
IR . TR b I o Bt L8 28] e /K R T 2 A
B, A SR ) B S KR S R R AR

E6 N-TER4E—FfE(NDMA) &A1)
T : (a) f =P JJFUDMB)E BHLEE ; (b) F b SE IR S0
Fig. 6 N-nitrosodimethylamine (NDMA) formation

mechanism!®

Note: (a) Unsymmetrical dimethylhydrazine (UDMH) formation

mechanism; (b) Free radical coupling reaction.
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BEC 3 N e AR 2 5 A O e RN o 5
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Jie , 22 05 P 2% HCL B BAH Bz i) e AR , B A
SETR I 53 fff 2 BR L IR

WY L% pH Hl CUN HL 820, pH i,
A I BBCE S o pH A B T AR AR LA
HCIO WA AEAE, A B T E AU (9 AR 0, ik
pH B, YRGETR ER 23 s g i 7K i, B AR i A 7 7
RO B CUN I B T2 3 IR W) JBUE il — A
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R %N 5 A R ) SR R B AE 5 B
e TR CUN MIE DL T , 2 LR TH 3 2 W
R AR NGB | TAE = CUN BOIE LT A2 5= 4 LA
EEE o S
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3.3.1 AR e S

HNMs j248 & A — %L, o ik 109 H 9
KRB — 2K E Y., K E W 4 Fh
HNMs 34 — & fif 2 B F5E (dichloronitromethane, DC-
NM) ., 7R A & B %€ (dibromonitromethane, DBNM) |
— Al 3 H 5% (trichloronitromethane, TCNM) 1 = 7/
fit§ 3 FH ¢ (tribromonitromethane, TBNM),,

HNMs 3 5 76 5 4 -l <0 SR s U e Ak 21
F7K gl ki 2, 5 — M fE 10 pg L7 RAR, 22
H TH B 771 480 Ak A 0 2 DR T BB B, US EPA
KT HNMs (9 B 1 A 25 5 i 7R, HNMs (19 ¢ B2 41
T 0.1 ~5 pg-L7"Z[H, Hrf TCNM 1k B2 KF- 5%
m ER 70 24 A kKT H R #) TC-
NM HIFFLE™,

HNMs (1 o fife b 3% 2 (18 il 5l A 0 o5 1) st A
FEYEMAMMEEYE, LA, HNMs BP0 5548 5 1K R
TIPSR HAE G, i an , AR 3 F Be 1) 2P
TEMAEIEE B, AW A T 9 Fh i AU H b
MR RE T, B — A R H e | A H e L =
SN o | — VLA SR HH e VLA S e L TR
SR BE VRS e — IR U S e R R —

NH, NCl,
o +Cl10
o
‘ — Wy

0 0

R NH,
e — PN

5 R” OH

SRS EE B bt 25 R TRV T G h g AR
3.3.2 AR

HNMs (14 Fif A4 45 435 T 8K 7K A v 17 i 2k R o
GEEIR R WAL | B2 A LY (AOM) B TEHL
TS ey 557 TR AR AR Y TCNM JE
s, H &R R TE K & HNMsP . K [A2
LA B, HNMs W RE R TR, T B2 th & LR 1) R 3
ZIEIRAES

TCNM {1 A 5 5 4G I 2] b J2 7 f2: e ey 19—
HNMs , X FHA SR | 5 — P il B & A e SL 1
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PP ot 35 o A AR S oy A R 35 R e, Gl 8 T

[, TCNM 19 2F ji & A2 i A 4 - (1) WA BR £
FR @@ ot 2 20 B 43 i) A i A = 9 CINO,
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YRR 71 Ak B8 i 1 A 2 £ 5 i R £k 43 i 7 A5 NO |
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S Sk R T HNMs T A R 25 40 45 U i
HHLA TR W AEIRER FiA A LR T, 5
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HIRY 0 5 B P L RR IR R e i 7 R
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pH 23520 TCNM AR i, 245 48 e IR 1
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Fig. 7 The formation mechanism of haloacetonitrile: Decarboxylation pathway and aldehyde pathway
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Fig. 8 Halogenation, oxidation and decarboxylation process of trichloronitromethane
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4 HBERAFYHEFH EHRHERE (Research
progress on toxicological methods of DBPs)

LA, X DBPs B BEA# 55 SR A, F5Y
SNE SR Dk ke I D WG| S s S i [ B
Berh i S5 A -TE P OC &R (BT PR 80K & ; quantila-
tive structure-activily relationship, QSAR )& 7 4 Fiil il
T I
4.1 FRPEIHA

THEERI =P BRI L, 5 3k F — Le 40 R 1
RERAEY), b T T IR SR AT ™ R
M E A Ames 48 5 0 2848 5255 SOS I €82
37 1 EPL 20 O R TR FRL K B o K 5 1 1 Sl i
%525 T DBPs W FE R 2848 ) DNA #5405, SR 5 &t
XTIRTFL B 4T ] B AH OC 43 AT 84 . CHO(Chi-
nese hamster ovary)4 il 2 A 40 M B3 M B ) —
APt I Ah  Hep G2 (human hepatoma cells) 4l ifd

W 7] FH TIEM 25 75 7% DBPs B 41 i 25 152, £ 2
VAN T CHE IR K DA AR UE) (GB 5749—2022) 4
T EE R OB 24 B R 0 FE AR
JRURE 1 S R T T B vl L A v A M L A 4 2
DBPs [yt (HJ2 S0 50 1 B AR X & 2% | 4G I ot 72
T ERERKEANTIW I,
4.2 EREEH-IE G R A
FlER AR 5 AT H 253K A B4 00 7
B A YA R SER , RIS — 2 KT
IR AT BRI =4 B A e B L R A S50 T BT
TR, QSAR B AL H A AR5 B
7t DBPs BEPETUN 5T, QSAR 1 B EU# 5
45T, DBPs 4> F45 44 58 2 (A1) i AL A 7Y | 3 o
XFEVAIREEE R DBPs # 7 EAY | 4% 2 H 454 5
Z AN A e &, U T TN A 0 DBPs 11 B 1 5k X
DBPs M #E ML A TAH59E . Hansch 55T 1962 442

Fz2 EERAKIRHERNEE DBPs K33 DBPs Hi%
Table 2 Toxicity summary of DBPs in standards for drinking water quality and emerging DBPs

AR
THEERI e (LCs)/(mol-L™") ’ ‘
e THEER =) ) REMERAIE 27 3CHik
251 * The median lethal .
Compound name ) General toxicity References
Group name concentration
(LCsp)/(mol-L 1)
BOm AR R LET S
=4 W %% Trichloromethane 9.62x1073 B T W R é}:?{k
B SN NG L TR il ]
A8 e — & IR H 5 Chlorodibromomethane 536x107 ) . g . : _)
RN . Carcinogenic, cytotoxic, genotoxic, repro- [83-84]
Halomethanes & — % Dichloromonobromomethane 1.15%x1072 ) . ) )
. . ductive anomalies, birth defects, kidney
—IRH i Tribromomethane 3.96x1072 )
and liver damage, nervous system damage
Bows AT AEGRGE e R |
2. £ £ Chloroacetic acid 8.1x107* AR EETE B I S E
& 7
4. 4.1 Dichloroacetic acid 73%1073 Carcinogenic, reproductive anomalies, [83, 85]
Haloacetic acid . L. . . . .
=% 4R Trichloroacetic acid 24%x1073 growth retardation, genotoxic,
cytotoxic, spleen, liver and kidney damage
FE AL, LT W, NI EEALAIA K
Aromatic 2.4.6-=4 1 EL(IEH]
. 244x107* . . [83, 86-87]
halogenated 2 A 6-trichlorophenol Cytotoxic, developmental anomalies,
hydrocarbons endocrine disruptive and growth inhibition
(25 SR Gek W AR
. 1.163x1073 . . ) [83, 88]
Aldehydes Trichloroacetaldehyde Mutagenic, nephrotoxic, cytotoxic
BTG EE R
) .m. ) 4 Z.)i§ Dichloroacetonitrile 573x107° MM TR RN A BEENE
Emerging disinfection . . . . . [83, 89]
TR 2 Bromoacetonitrile 321%107° Cytotoxic, genotoxic, developmental toxicity

by-products

TE :* LCsy fCFBEERIN ] 72 h, CHO 1B H ¥ |

Note: * LCs, values included that inducing a cell density of 50% as compared to the concurrent negative controls by Chinese hamster ovary cells bioas-

say with the exposure time of 72 h.
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WML R B2 T Zoude IR R fe/h 3k
e N A28 28 0 S g ) s LA B s % BT
MALEYHEST T QSAR FLAY . 1975 4F | Veith il Ko-
nasewic 1EZUFF QSAR 5 A B FREEHFFT 40, 1991
4, Tuppurainen 5" 5 YK QSAR I 1 £ 2 &l ™
Y EE g

UEAER , QSAR o #5321 ] 3] DBPs i 14 A
5, Wu 2PV ILF Hep G2 4 A& 7 23 P38 56 A
BE-h fo 240 B A P B R R B BCy, EEESL T 2 A
QSAR # LItk — 2 b 5 5 AU FR IR DBPs 1 i 1l
J% DBPs HYBEPEALE . XF T [F] i #5442 5, DBPs
B EE ML A (5] A% ) B A 2 1 o s e, DT FH A
[F] 7 PR AT RN . RS EE PR FIUIAR AR I 17 />
VR ARATF 0 2 T AR AR 25 L IE fE (energy of the
lowest unoccupied molecular orbital, E, o) FIH 2
F(sum of valence degrees, SVDe)2 ™l £+, 1A N
FE P AR Y H B 1% 38 P (total valence connectivi-
ty, TVCon) ., fiz /= i A5 #LiH fiE (energy of the highest
occupied molecular orbital, E,ouo) Fl By X 3 450
FRRFFA AL, S5 RN BAIHUN Y ECy, 555
IAESEARW) G, b, (RSP 0 A R A ) 2
PETIAL A A5 R K0(2) 735000 0.707 F110.702 454
BB R ML TN BE 1 . Zhang 285 M BIFSE i AR
75 & DBPs X AR RE R fa 5, b TSR T 4
ANEAESE 15 Fp A5 7 % DBPs fYXT CHO 21 LY
BEPE, TS 3 0 240 J 5 1 A0 AR O 32 i 3R A
N7 QSAR HETY, #ERIF W], 57 F ¥k DBPs X CAT
ZARA EAE 5 DBPs (155 B /55 ¥ ) v #E DBPs
PEEHENLEI A ST 2 2 OCE 2Ry, BIAAR OC R AL
()4 0.844 XF (<1075 & DBPs 1981 i L AF 1
FMEE 77, Qin FFPY# N7 T 5T X-Microtox , GSH
+ GSH- DNA+H1 DNA-45 5 T00AE Wyl 3 7 v | 19
Ml 50 £ # DBPs % 1 i) QSAR BLAY, 2 LYy,
QSAR 7ETN ZF <1 1 DBPs 7K i 51 71 5 B AH 5K
WA RS

QSAR 1] LLHEST FUi DBPs 3 4 45 4% 2 Bk 1
SR 58 P HLE] ) e IR 7E 71K e R
Yy L8 R 0 T i e PEAE T, #J QSAR FEA B
s B R AN  TORIRIR R R 2y BB G
WA AR AT, A S ) QSAR AT K
AT EIAZE,

5 #5iE5R 2 ( Conclusion and outlook)
(1) B %58 AR % R K T AR B ) (GB

5749—2022)45 15 T %4> DBPs HiAY) A E R | H72%
THEERI =4 NAs HAAs Il HNMs [ i #5221 FA0
TR SRNTIE B2 7 5 B iR 2 8] & AR i R Ak
BRI A BN, AN WU B 240 B W 7= &

(2)DBPs B4 i SRR R 7R Ak
SEGEF R YIAN DG . 2 A IR KT S TR A TR
%%, RIA) DBPs 2 [a] n] LA E A% Ak, i SR aiiA
I [F] 1) Al G5 R0 S PEA AN [R) Fh 25 DBPs (98 1143
HE,

(3)DBPs &MU 7 A SL e T B AR L e T
BL2 Bl FHRAE 4 T A F R AF X R AR SE
F-Brrh QSAR Y I E| DBPs HY&E 4 i 5 AL il
o rh oy EE,

BEEEEN . EE2R0977), 5,0+ #E, 2 2MRH
B A WAL K Fe KB S H R
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