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Abstract

In 2013, a food safety incidence occurred in some manufactures had illegally
mixed cottonseed oil into other forms of cooking and edible oil. This event evoked
public health concern. As an anti-fertility agent, gossypol was studied mainly in
relation to its inhibition of spermatogenesis; however, the result shows that the
spermatogenesis suppression is irreversible. For woman, gossypol resulted in
amenorrhea and atrophic endometrium.

There is a lack of study on health effect of gossypol in Taiwan. Therefore, this
study aims to demonstrate a health risk assessment process for Taiwanese to assess
the potential health risk of gossypol in animal revived food. Second, we conducted a
pilot study of the association between the infertility disease and gossypol exposure by
developing an on-line solid-phase extraction-liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) method to analyze gossypol in human serum.

Human health risk assessment was conducted using the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) risk assessment process. For exposure
assessment, exposure levels given two exposure scenarios were simulated by
Bayesian Statistic Markov chain Monte Carlo (BSMCMC). The information of
gossypol residues was collected along with the residues model estimation as the prior
distribution. The updated distribution of the estimated exposure was then used to
determine the life average daily dose (LADD) and the hazard index (HI). As the result,
the hazard indexes were all greater than 1, indicated the exposure of gossypol in

Taiwan should be concerned. Thus, we estimated the recommended free gossypol
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residues in animal feedstuffs. It is important to monitor the gossypol residues in food
and in animal feedstuffs systematically in the future.

With REC approval and informed consented, a total of 28 infertility diseases
patients at a hospital in Middle Taiwan were recruited in this pilot study. Subjects
were asked to fill in the questionnaire to understand their diet and health conditions,
and then the blood of subjects were collected.

The analysis method in this study provides good accuracy, precision and
linearity. Low concentration of gossypol (> LOQ) was detected in one subject. This
study successfully applied an analysis method to detect low concentration of gossypol
to prove intake of gossypol. We recommend recruiting more patients to further
discuss the association between the infertility disease and gossypol exposure. Besides,
the analysis method could be improved by detecting semen samples and additional

analytes.

Keyword: Gossypol, infertility disease, LC-MS/MS, BSMCMC
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1.1 w73

2013 & » S@FEs TR T2 47520 % ﬂwﬂ‘-"' TR S
(Cottonseed 0il);®2 “e % H i %P & » § R P2 2 5 > Fle i Fe 25
(Gossypol) » & JE MR > T iFL 8% @ > A AR § LA s
FRAMNH RO §PFRP LA A& g 2R 2048 F2
AGFI3% @ 5% ¢ 12 F (Taiwan Food and Drug Administration, TFDA) % G EzF a
B RN L R 2T RTET R EY A ERFIHEOFEFAERA
AR AR oL AREr TRETTE R Ao e B <
O GE CRAR ARl AR ki MR A A (SR AR R L B ) § A

TR A BB R AR EAR

1.2 fﬁ fi= (Gossypol)

HEs A+ 85 CaHaOg» 4+ £ 5 51855 £- fax ks 74
BFHRIED BRERF R ADF B ESF > FET SFR § LM EIZ kA S
BTG BB AT S o W B R PO TS > 3 AN E CE S e o 2
NS PR FEER ARITL A RSMAH BIp AT

FESHEY RS RS EORE R Dl A5 0 2R 5
ITHEF DL F AL R A F B HEE i s AR P
(P)fe(=)w e (DA 5 SAE - (D) A5 RAVEL] 4B 15 (+)f=(—)
e - AR g e e () F 7 & € g [2] 0 i v B o fdsE e
Phea B o ST F A BRI R o ¢ § 0 Y apsgoeli (3]
v 3 % % 4 (Schiff bases) - & 5 is ¢ #¥k = ¥ - A - L5 % & & p~(Bound
gossypol) » & Jig#74) & chi Atk @ 1 fs 2 AR A 5P w7 A1* e iR
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(+)-Gossypol [S] (—)-Gossypol [R]

LIRSV RS Sl =8 SNEY

fhpe AT L5 24 142010 # 5 #7327 I # £ « Gossypol acetic
aCid(GAA)$>t 214 % R efm® » AR 1AWt st N A B3 0510 11 2

N

20mg/kgbw. s B BREF L - T % FFF T BEFRER LM B

Ik

HFEd S Y BRR ML S el s R ST bR

IS G o WA B A 4 S0 3= 41X e (Sertoli cell)

‘31‘

A 2

\4-

iz & 40 ¥ todk F 7§ 90 IR % [4] - 2008 £ Shaaban # 4 gL T

-2

=
g

mb

“iﬁﬁ%ﬁi“%&ﬁﬁ%%ﬁm%%%ﬁﬁ#é%}ﬁ%é}é%¥
Hhom B THEFR S IBEZ > 0 5 k # ¢ eyl pg ot e (lactate dehydrogenase)
v % 17 # % p=(alanine aminotransferase)srs (- e X H & 22 F T "% > F 2 > B3
MEEHFRD AP TIERAIREERF T OHPEFTEAEFH Y &
BE2_ 1S e dfE J\v‘ HfEE Ao T ERE Y KL% 2 2 T F K[5] 5 B
3G BRI gl g+ 2 AR 4[6,7] -

1985 # Gu ¥ A LETIFEM A~ Rt sffip o - PR E R F R 0 2 BT
R #p (Diestrus)s %2 58 » & & |+1% #p (oestrous cycles)zt & [8] - & Lin & 4 gL
WL F AR s B GRS R 0 b R MR g BR-LT-B R A

BEE T PR e peogt A 2 T ] &G oo [9] - 1992 & Randel ¥ 4 3p
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M A € B E T LA DR A R B RpEES B b R B Ak
#[10]

B TR E oy FHBFDY Rn RS B> 1930 £ 1 1940 & 7
ArA ARt R RFF I RN EIZETRSAFEHAEGY 7§ < R
e [11]: 1960 & F > @ F@ it fep it g R A F G T A ehp W13
Frih o EROEF U E P on RO RBAP 2 EpR[12] 0 1 HEARTEL T
R FE AP ays Rt BATY S P BT BT I S R A R -

EREFEAF T EREY O RY 20 mg/day(H)Hfppe TSR FR

-

™
ht!
oy
e
,‘m
&
=y
)

P rdamer featf B0 3 S8 BA D Sl
e i3 b dge 3E K IRk 49 (hypokalemia) sh@) (5% » 3247 3 4p U E IR T B 4
SHBEFMRBER > F 7 i § BRAANZ 2[18-15]« 5 k7 5 &=
TETAMER > 5 202 kp A RRENLREE 0 FTF I F A
Ifed B> Foleg 151 23 - il s 5l o G s X FH RN
15mg/day h(£)ff = (%) 5 0.24 mg/kg b.w./day) - £ iE 12 3 16 & » F X & F 0l
G4 e ghded] o Pl T BIFE F = Pgbﬁigﬁé—ﬁgﬁ—%‘“if#&/’}ﬁa#ﬁ KERRIVAR |
%% 0.12 fv 0.17 mg/kg b.w./day s fis > 12 g iR & g 2 R Al S 4 e
T > P PREINEFE ST e ¥ R i Tk (FSH)7 #71 =
Bror & 1 ¢ ¢ 34 < fwrz (Sertoli cells)ig > 4 is ]2 (inhibin)rs 2 & 4 #8445
B PRI R iR BSR4 B P B1%X e ViR E S M R R
T 20 million/mL » e 5§ 18%:% & & fp % — & 15 M3F o+ hfia) > L ¥7
AR # 0 ST R [16] -
Gd B e g e e 18 IR g (burning fever){r i ¥ KUk
(amenorrhea) - S H & B 15 s fo+ ¢ E55AR M o § AL BB RG S InR
FiEFAMPER > ZFHF 5 L7 ¥ P %R iz(endometriosis) ~ <+ g »%; (uterine

myomas)fes it £+ g d1 . (functional uterine bleeding) » % % = & * %4 20
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mg/day » ¥ = 3 7 @ 0 P %5 40 mg/week - % AT i B HRT P £ e
EVER A FEAS P IKRANG e d P F 3 X OEREA LS
MiE* [12,17] -

tmrad PieE TAPL 0§ L E - AR 24 (10 & 20 ng/kg b.w.)
ARSI EH A B BE T ABRRIA RN E 50 T IR v
Pt K feudaj ko g A F (T [18] 5 2003 # Jo # A AR e € Il Bz
s SaA) 5 o Ainvitro ¢ 2.5 mg/ml s A5 ¢ i@ 48 50 > 50%([19] 5 1989
ELLEAFTHBHNRE ¢ L Rfcqaras (7r 0 B AR R LT
A LB A e IR E 2 F e ) Ft i T B i) Redg
RN J/REE FeRPE N A S ERRY A i) I

4R SRR, 20] 0 f- B w ALY R0 4y e
H o€ iR A SESH T e ehd ¢ i % (Chromosomal aberrations) s 7= % 82 4845 4k 4
¢ RE R B H[2]] - KRB > 1989 & Ding ¥ 4 4k + & 200 mg/kg
bw./day s o £ i B0 S % xR F AR i e 7 AR A ke IR
EFF[22]; & Gao ¥ 4 4G < B £ kG earigiod 6 opafe b5

i A 4 [23] -

13 4 s

2003 # Kovacic # * s 3 4p i fie  18F 1t 4 fodig i 4 o fi ol R
PLFLF B a2 Y R Bfdaog P RREHOF VRS

EEE HF A8 o DNA & B % 7 s £ o dp[24] -

BB A7 3 dp AU Be g #r4] 11B-hydroxy-steroid dehydrogenase(11B-HSD) -
11B-HSD ei®® % § i §5%¢ cngd Ak (cortisol) » = 5 7 /& it el Fpg > 112 3
SRfREY AT BES A MRR LY F IR R R
% o R F4wiR] 3 4 g4 11B-HSD it # [25, 26] -

4
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1996 # Herve & 4 & {7 4 flm?e fr < Biw™ 8% » FRIPFHER
#= 1 < ‘2z (Sertoli cell) 2¢ /% & & in»z (Trophoblastic cells)sid if i 55 7 ¥ if e
FLT 23 REF MR &5 pM DR E T > e B i 3 (Gap junctional
intercellular communication, GJIC) ¢ 42 E#7» %7 > (e m?s P 4T3+ BRI 72 €
"R B F R R 3uM i ps € 518 B EA i# 48 8 (junctional uncoupling) ® #
PAMwe OB ZR AT SRR e 2 BFEE DT
Booa RN me kB2 mre (Gemcells)rE ch 2Ny & fokE o a M

TEEREA w2 BP0 a0 FR R S 4 A[27]

2008 # Zhou % 4 ** Invitro chf % @ LR fo 430 e B e v
Connexin 43 (Cx43):m2 58 » Cx43 2 % ¢ 7 2 & hid 3 3vv > 2004 ol ¢ D%k
AN mefeR Cme B W2 g Voo e T Fwwe T n
R ALz - BFESL RN SN P ERIMEEREREFE N e
PR R RS TR TSI g 2 By BFRoRE SR M ot B
0 OF CXA3 cnd AV R T ES A F FEA 0 F A ok TP hg AR
A2 R K A @ B T 3T T AR B e OX43 F s
B R TR AR sk > R Cx43 hlwie I A& T 5 > iEa PEH S 2
= [28, 29] -

1983 & % H ok ¥ L LR AL o $OTERM S Bandnd ¥ IE R o R B
gRIME* R PEMERTE  HY ASIBAH BRI PLE SR
the Fgk 2 - o R B R L £ e AB3PI R E s L1
ABFRE P LR BT R OB R M S B N R R i
VR Y Ak S B chle PR E WCG 0 % BT A 59 3 Rt B i

R E &k 5% » hCG “,f TP M AR R R P o B R K
fe I3 ® AS-3B-FE G g fE iR i o SRR g Ap I PR e IR TR b crig I 2 -

T s Fral 8 HHH LH $ 8 iend 45 5 [30] -
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TE AL HERN e § AR e = U Pl e S 4 o R A A
W 79U PC3 dmre @ e TGFBL ARA# AR > 25 B e ik ¥ 30 & 3o 7

cyclin D1 =4 3R.[31, 32] -

14 HEpdpdd g

1987 # Chen % 4 v fir fE 4% B H(£)-1 fo i * BIRE P e % 3425 [33] > 12
vORREN VS 10mg 1S 18 F AR IR R BB o H e w0
Fo R TR A B ot R R R (B)f e SRR e T hl
AR @ ARSI G D AR Hm OIS iR (4)-H B Io()-
et R4 4w L 184 ) pr{r 135 /] pF

2001 # Gamboa ¥ * #F:Hif s & 47 G Fre sk ohe FFA)[34] A S J
E2k kRt E 21 2 SR ET RS A BER RS H TR
i e o gk Hh sk R ALY PRA Bk R B SUBLIEH - 2008 &
Yildirim 3 4 3734458 ¢ 3 55 0k & $20 44 4 (Channel catfish)eh4 £ 22 472 2 B2 58
[35]> % % B A9 Hh ik R fodel Y H s 2 £ 2 B 5 s M (R® = 0.991) -

PR B8 Esfets > AR NP A R U FRRER Tt 2§
i B3I Rk iR (MC-Gossypol) LB B R A 0 %
R LR B AR AR B AR M R P
¥R T A B 0 B [36,37] 02008 # Jia E A dn NS4 BER T M0 % Re
,y@ﬁi%ﬁﬂ%iaﬁ%*ﬁ%’ﬁéﬁfdwﬁi%ﬁ@ﬂ%&AJ%ﬁﬁm;

Boinvitro ¥ Ay E A B ASTRICR AL 6 B tEfE > L1 ER T ] &’
fot dTRHoR A ¢ et s A B 1k 192 %12 2 28.9% 7§ BT 4 fofe 4
i e X R B AR K (2 4 1)[36,38,39] c da Rl Aok TR RS L
IR G P e R Y AR S AR A R e T S T3] -

doi:10.6342/N'TU201800395



15 FAHERB
151 @R 2

Wk BRIZE 8 r  FIf AT (F5 &% b qrd 4o dofl o B2 = jprdp !
PRIFHREFISY p RS ERAREHF ZE (L] el R T S
LAY R FEERHRA T 8 AT N B feEzF o AT S
S PEL e n g B[40] 0 A ¥ (8 AT 4R ot AR AL 5 14 44 (cottonseed
meal) - # 35 F 2 ER L FHRS BT E 0 FPT Gt BReES o A3
PR B tetE M PR LS TN TR S i R T 7 PR B R AR SRS
e FLgd S RBAFF N RERERY T E G SR R
fa ¥ Praptl g eng £7 00 3 0.1~0.2 %[41]-2008 # g § 5% > b A5 OECD
R R et e g R BT A 2) 0 2 R R
s B s At o @ df e fa PR Bs 3 £ 5 200-17,700 mg/kg dry
weight[42] ; 2016 = Chen % * & Fp i A S8 (FH AT A 470 218 2 4f
FofRa ez phatks? o EEART(AL3) HY g 402
HEHESATE S 6347 3 7,325 mglkg » fbs e G 5 6 s q A G Y 5
= e o RYTER S T61206mglkg @ 6 i 74 &P F A5k N e
[43]
152 8 &Y $BARY

2012 & A ARfles a2 5 ¥ e i Rt A 2013 & R 0
TR AREFIEFEFFTFTIEIREFFARR SFEL AR -

Wi

GfhF S 6o FCR R EL RGP g R AR § R

0.04% > & J5 P4 Fe3R B 33§ i3 TR A 2011 & 1 2016 & F g v Ri7-

=
AN

st o (o B 6) 0 AR e T BB H (e B T S e E

A‘
21N

e
EX

A
"FJ

LER S SE oI PR iéﬁhﬁfﬁ*%#@wﬂ’ﬁ%na§ﬁ
GG MR PRN BREFRT G @ kB2 L
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FE B E 7 P RAL RS A e B o B RS S TF a4
PEAT PRy ATERERF R ERATERRN 2 HE ATk
BESEARH  EF LR R AR L E AL A 4) [44-49] ;
2016 £ Yuan % 4 41* LC-MS/MS ip| AT 3¢ SiFnifi B R b 3 £ 0 &
% 30 IR Y G 28 AR TG R R 0 A (D B R AT &
208.1pg/kg T 14734 pghkg > 30 pp 57 % A4 7 4 p[50] 0 @ B v
L o%pA gL WERATEEFYL > 8% AR N PFAEA pe[43, 51] 5 2016 # Chen
EAVEPRHS EASREACHFETFHES > BRI BA T3]
R THASLABGFART PPRAT DM TR v e e TR R

AV R F A B RIS A kB

16 #ER'GiTH

v Rl E_%‘«(WHO)m&r\%; AT CEFFOERER RITES e BA
& Fp o 45 G sy (Hazard identification) ~ & £ & 7= (Dose-response
assessment) ~ 4¢ & % @& =1z (Dietary exposure assessment) 14 2 j ' 3%+ it (Risk
characterization) (%L @] 2) -

1. & 2 ##(Hazard identification)f] * & 127 7 & A WipS%k k@it 5 7
Bt nd WS TAETA A D W TR BIFEMNEZERE R B R
WERER B RF PR ANEB R R foER R

2. B E F =% (Dose-response assessment)— kg B N2 - L2 R

7“%

dp3lE o do® p FF B (ADN)A & p At H R (TDI) > & 772 P A EE R
GUEARMREBE LR R EEF PSSR LF RS AT
Bl MR F M G A LR BT SR E R RS TR
B ARMAL 17 B0 R S ARG MR R Rl R 20
RIR MR TV AR BT o T AEROR RS G 2 s 0 B

8
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i F 1" NOAEL & LOAEL » ¥ 4 %8 Bied ma bt #rif2 B35E 5 4
Fl* TF RN TR LAy 0 7 F bt H - o NOAEL & LOAEL & > @ 2 &

41 Benchmark Dose (BMD) & Benchmark Dose Lower-confidence Limit (BMDL) >
PR Rl E .

3. 4 @ & #% =1 (Dietary exposure assessment) £ | * & S-i#& a8 £ {fra 57° it
FH s R WIGSY RBREORYTE LM BT BRI M iR
a‘ﬂ 3l 3 28 e POD(4r NOEAL ~ BMDL) W #ie » 325 2 27 A 5 & 80 -
BAE-BEY T - IR P ERRPRA T RARE BB T A
S (DEER (DRAHEI R PEBER 22 DRTEE 5
ORI 65 PP T REFRBITR -

4. b *& 11 (Risk characterization) Z_#-#| €& * B M ok B =% gt L&
Bl SHARBES T MG E B R B BT R TR

B g A PEER - S HBETEARTELRENL T T b 66
HE TR Ol o] 1 R UL A RELF P R RS T 2
FREEFE BAierifygitz o
16.1 A E=H

FAAEFC B RELRGE A MER A C P TR BE RS
MEPEF2ZER A aRY PESF TS E8dp KRR § AL rUE(Maximum
levels, MLs) ~ &+ #& § *T & (Maximum residue limits, MRLS) ~ &Z:& & F ¢ * & ~
SRR~ R s L (TDS) ~ fo b * By T ~ RET PIEKR M 2 M 45
TR 20 Bt RS S Rl & B A 7 5] dlicd o

& Z& AL 4% ¢ 7 Applied dose ~ Potential dose 14 % Internal dose - Applied
dose X dp e A Fihy T 4 ke jcihi S Potential dose &4 & » ~ w2 » 2 A

AE G T4 FehE o Internal dose Edp il T A BT EA S

&

43I g o AFFY R BT A 5 Potential dose 0 12 B R A W %
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PR AARER G RAREDH PR -

Dose-response Assessment

Hazard Identification ‘ Provide a quantitative
What health problems are estimation of risk and Risk Characterization
caused by the chemicalsin establish health-based exhibiting threshold
food? guidance values. effects, health-based
guidance values are
Dietary exposure assessment compared with estimates
combines food consumption of dietary exposure.

data with data on the
concentration of chemicalsin
food.

W 2 B R GERE B

162 B S35 v 2 450 + B2

PRkt 5 v 4 4% + B2 (Bayesian Statistic Markov chain Monte
Carlo Simulation, BS/IMCMC) # * eipr & & 5 B N st fris + B 5 ¥ 4 44k 30
A HP RN AR & AeT

P(B|A)P(A)
P(B)

P(AY{rP(B)# @ £ 24 4 thfk ;P(A|B)& 7 % B 2 B ehig 2 T % 2 A%

7

P(A[B) =

2 A PBIA)ATE AGEEETEE B LS o
P(A)fr P(B)# = ¥ = 4% 5 (Prior) » P(A|B)#L = ¥ {5 #% 5 (Posterior) » £.4p &
FRAEETEEF L S a PBIA)RIAL S 8t 8 F A F g i 3 dikc(Likelihood)

¥ (83 ¥ B < Posterior probability oc Likelihood x Prior probability - . = t3* 4%

SRR 600 TR PR 0 SR RL L £ 55T 2 T e

S

SRR Y SPER S TUSIRE TN SN SRS R L LR

N

TR ART R R HIRE S AT T .

5 ¥ % 4a% # + %% (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) 5 &

R
am
il
M

&
2!

FEARMASA BAID- BRI Z T NAFRDOP I LT REFR K F

Pt R Ed - gt oA TREE MRS R L R EEG S
10

doi:10.6342/N'TU201800395



ek
=

FRETEE > X HHRT 22 BT X E s RS F § TR T
S R SRR N X
3 EITHE

MPd@EsTHELA* NABEFRZRNFED LD WE g HFa s KE

E=1

LR SPHBOE TN AP 2005 By AR EFD AR EREHED
R E* 2 aRE 2 h GG o EI BB R ARFFfrESD 73 o
2005 # 3 2008 # 5 0% 6 & 112 19 & 1 ¢ gk & F4452010 £ 3 2011 # 5 B
BYADTH 2012 &R EE o FeL L HERAKSYR > s sy
BELARGGGAN £ 1T A A 67 @ [ 412 199 3F & 4 fm
B2 AL GH FIF 0 B¢ e 4aerd AR L GH S ¢ ] IS B el
112 ulgk S (Consumer only) & + ~ @~ ] 3F S el S B dicdy 0 BREES
(Consumer only) & = ﬁﬁ%Ai“Oﬁ»%uiw—%%Wm%%%m&%ﬁﬁ
RBEEFLR G- HES L ke 3E0-3K (=3 A)3-6/GBK M T Z6K)
6-12(6 12+ 3 <13 %)~ 13-154% ~16-18 & ~19-65 &k ~ 65 & 12 + 112 19
A T L RSB ER R N B8 AR  TEE Al &
AL RE2ZTHE B A E B B HRFLEERERT > TR IR By 5
Qﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ°%7%%§”’??ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ” EHOWE R BTG M

€ RmAR e E 2 S g o

1.7 # Z g (Infertility disease)

PR RNTE L CRREPIE G A PR EFAMG E Y R 235
B o @I BB E PR AR - &b o i A S R [52] o @
hiEd ML AR FAARAR ST HFRT 1 PR RS hF 2 FF R e il
#[53-56] 5 1942 B Fd mR(WHO)e 3 B dgor » T # X L7 B 9%
8-12%[57,58] 5 &= & » o &R FOHE 2006 £ 3 2015 & Rop s S b

11
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FRHYLELFAG 81165 4 &L F L g 4G 549-825 4 1 4cF] 8 i -
BT BN R R SR E R e
PEAEZDFZG w2 BFF ARV ES > RBEAEEFEE
2012 & A 21 4 7 {732 ¢ 02 B R F]L & ,]vi@?]ﬂvﬁg otk 2o H o M E 2 ik 389% o
FRIETFTHREY TR FAANEFIFHARLRETE 8 T HFF
207% > ¢ ZHEEY LUK IRAE H e L REFE 5 7L
£l F & BT 22.7% 1551 B 2 2 SM(WHO)E & o it & T A7 > # i
S TR > 2R AN T BE R E oM S R4 E[59,60] 5 R
PERREFORAFE NS e @ P foehif#[61-64] - 17 # kG A~ 34
- L PRIy RS T LR MR ST %4 [65-67]
mopa e AP ETE IR T S 2 2 [13-16]c A4 G 0 F 7 D

WEREES S PR R R F R

N
4
A
e

oy
R0

4
)

é
g

4
)
=

A CHE T REIINE BP0 )L A R (12

FEFRIECT R P ST ITHEERS (WF3) B SRS R

L DS SR PR SEIRAESY RS- o R RET RGBS

1.8 #4532 v AR

hd PR ES T 0 T E KR AR K 37 R 2 (liquid
chromatography-mass spectrometry, LC/MS) 2 2 (4% 5) - 1985 & Wang & + i *
BoupAp K 47-7 1 B E(HPLC-ECD) k& = A fn ]T% v Tﬁ' fo ik 453 25 P
ERED STHREEFES EELRY  RERFF S 5~250ng/ml > i pl4ET
% 5ng/ml [68] - 2006 = Coward % % f& * ;% 4p & 47-# 55 % 2% ik 2 (liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry, LC/MS/MS) Z & & 17| 848 ) eif fim

12
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J7 2 17 (apogossypol) [69] » vt A7 = fe gt b Rkt A BEEA 0 3% F iR M
£ 1&*Y(Lower Limit of Qualification, LLOQ) = 10 ng/ml - 2008 # Jia & % %+
Coward[69] e 47 i » I 4R 18 * jx 4p & 47- 8 5 7 3 &2 (LC/MS/MS) % # 47 1
fefe ¥ #b @ 842 > apogossypol {= apogossypol hexaacetate - +- §i = # 2 [ &
B4 § 1 cni B[38] - 2010 # Lin % 4 @& % BT Ap k5o oh kA sk k¥
®R(HPLC-UV) % % & # 17 4 4l % ¢ if p= > 2 R-(-)-gossypol-diamino-propanol
(GDP) i 5 p B 5 5 3% 2 % ehfk i1 2 £ 4&*(LLOQ) 4 56 ng/ml [70] -

90
80
70
60

50

'y
o

Kg/person

Voo B D A B oo B AR ALY Ak Ao A D O 0 o O ke DD P B DD
FFFFFFEFF GGG FFFFFS PP S

B 3-F L Fagp gv i
(3 f 2014 & P ¥ 53ty )
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¥-% FZ PR

AR P2 - SRR A DR LG Fla ok AR
PRI S A P RRPARLBFRRSSY YRR R &
A FE g #ghd BSMCMC snficst fiog i 6 @ et s ¢ B0 % & RI3E S TR L
B REFRA TR REBE  THRGED o

oo AR LC-MSIMS #est b Ap 5oz 2 A e 0
H 45k o w2 ¥k 0 2008  Jia ¥ 4 & LC-MSIMS ig 7 i s # 4 8
P BT EFEIERCREI B A2 EATE S AT KA
173 2R b F a7 i i BT WA RS Y R BINR SA SR

iAo Bk aAn M o

14
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¥=2F #HHEa33
31 WERR&FHER
AET G AR iR B b R LAY R 2 2% (WHO) e £ Rk i %
(USEPA)h= 2 » 423 JEd ~ prisp & ok chlic 030 Rae 7> 2 R B
e% #| £ (Reference dose, RfD) > £ 4r Mg W A4 8 P chk B HE > T Bt B

& 9

=
(s

i ’--"‘é‘a‘?iif%ii—%i—%z”ﬁ * P MWITEE o
AFTY H#-% 2016 # Chen 3 A e RIEIM R A S Hip 7 £ 0 5% 2 #Hf
Fhtk e BRI A 0 6 R g AR A43] ) TR RN Y Ik

BfpeFIP D AP 46 L5518 50 ARy o bt igd v

F Bl S 7 il e A T #idy 0 1966 & Sharma & A & {7 A HOT R R ) v
FAALATL 0 #-300, 600 mo/kg EAA s Ao ALY A B 14 40 28 =
Bremd SRTER > BEREIN T T o s ol RO s g

a&\:

4 B3 44 [49] - 1996 & Kim £ < e FHf o Bt A9 X wsh? EREEET

fr
&

¥
7~

X 4 w3 20 mg/kg/day 4- 30 mg/kg/day - FERF 5 14 = - 16 % 0 B %

fu

W
Y]

BRI F o st foreg R ad ¥ 4 e F 4 [48] - 2006 £ Lordelo & «
i 7 T B Aend s 0 4100, 200, 300, 400 mg/kg SRR s 4 40
B ks 21 X {rd2 X B F A B ool 4oy i s 4 [44] - 2007
# Lordelo ¥ 4 i {7 fs $33° FApend H32% 0 #-200, 400 mg/kg i s & 14
Fhertanfly LT 2 QAR R 20 % 0 B %00 Y R R [45] -

R F R LY R 12 BSMCMC s g S 2 e B b R &
P PR ATRANE L ESE DR RS Y DR RBE 2
e LA el B kR R N A e R S B A T Bl
PRRAT AR - HhR TG B ABHE  FEHRHYR D

7 % dpt(Hazard Index , HI) o & 72 e i 28 fd4c @] 14 - 2ime™ & 4 SRt 18

15
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32 %% &€ (RMD)
PR AR 43 (40 ADI & TDI) > & A7 3 #-5F

US.EPA chit & b % 3% = i# » ¥ 4] * Benchmark Dose Software (BMDS)4z & 1

fi= e 4% A £ (Reference dose, RfD) » H = j2 i 474

321 3y

BHBEATREBECESTLT (XA NE O R B Y
M2 4 LB RN FpF ip M 2 RO AR BB T A B g T
RAfop R BT TR TR RG] o S RIS T 0 A SRR AT
rB G B AR AREFE frE Y

WL IR TR I LEEE EERARR L2 EY BT EET
Tk PR R LGS & OfRR AT 0 £ 8806 X EE o AN 15
mg/day {- 20 mg/day t f= > BLEA e cF R R~ BB E o BEY frBE R
WA Y R RFEFNRES BT RS R R R E
($6n4326 =X 3EH Y o G 2067 imend s R RAR 0 v 205 e+ el
FO 2P IREINFARELAREO6g M+ HEPREFEA T 2 FIR
*AZE A E IR S RC[15] -

2000 # Coutinho & A % » 151 =% % (T & ~ 3 2 I ~ ¥ LT fo? R)o
Bk 2R R e Bl irdle B R R F % 0 %7 4 f5 0.24 mg/kg b.w./day & iE
3 163F e > MIRM S AP EH £ A %S 0.12 mglkg b.w./day { 0.17
mo/kg bw./day % s 7 iEY o R REREY G oM E - GFE - Bl
Trie EL RN, > ST 48 il X R Y G 18% T B - & 1y

&4 FA5[16] -

16

doi:10.6342/N'TU201800395



322 HMEF RM %

~,»\

BB R RIERE R BB E R R A1 F R A

l“‘\ﬂ

Fsh

#74 BH 3 % - A L L& POD (Point of departure) - POD &g o 5 2 #cdy

@
|4
3

P
|

l“‘\ﬂ

F RsBf ¥ S eh- 2k e Benchmark Dose » i % ¢ ¥ & 5] - 22k

5

5 2 5 (1%10%) » #-idh 1 B4 cnd BHiEr BERG e TR KR ¥

\\\?{r

% Z AU POD RS A M § AL BTk B (RO 5 S A E)

AR hd Pond (RFE R FRBA S F1F ) Flet A5 3 #41* Benchmark
Doses = ;2 4& ;% ' Benchmark Doses (BMD)4= Lower confidence limits (BMDL) »
I ie - % & B pe e %% | £ (Reference Dose, RfD) -

Hi{TBMD * 22 n B EBHFEIFE T RREFENAF T L EEAY
hk gh(Endpoints)fedl € & s b hen g g i o AT g 321 2 3 yRasoh 3
gk Woartf pe e A TRk R ER 0 f 0 bR R g A g
T3 AREL e kT HE F M % F2t A (5E % 2000 £ Coutinho # £ -
Hhps T 5 T LR FarT § Bicdy Rie 7 BMD 3 E[16] 0 37 3 £ o~ 151 27
FAER(TE ~ 32 {15~ ¥ Hfrd B)dred 2B R{rbl ipdle i o 4
B n o FEE 0 B - PR R RY 0.24 mg/kg/day i ps £ iE 12 3% 2 16 3%
FEAXFEMF 2SR Prlie 2 V&2 52RO SRS AEY > X3
PR* g i3] £ i 5 (0.12 mg/kg/day 2 0.17 mg/kg/day) 1 4% de i+ 2 & e iE
PO E R -oFERCEATLTELMRE O F - PR Y By kR
Tor ik BT A AR S BM Gz ¥ (4r£ 9) » 1% Benchmark dose software

21
"z

A E K ETBMR 5 10% M2 A 95%EZHE % BT BT I A N e g
L EEEHE NG D FIBMDL,,E o e Y E A BRELE ST M
(UF) > de izt B pech gy AR - 2 58 4o
— BMDL
RfD= [UF, x MF

RfD : 4+ & & (mg/kg/day)

17
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BMDL : Benchmark dose (lower confidence limit) (mg/kg/day)
UF; : 7 g 7_%]+ (Uncertainty factors)
MF © i = %]+ (Modifying factor)

HeY UFsE 4 R BB frrmadairiod ¥F Rt fct 2B L 8o

HUF 210> #2458 A2 Fa% B UF =8 10 5 1 &% UFs =10x10 -

331 S&¢ HRPBEART

BET WG o 20BEHENFEFAL SRFEFFRE LT G )
SPEH A 1T i 0 B3 i LB HELS 0.05ppm BR T G bk 58 271
BBk ARPIHE T AP BERM ST RBRRA: SEF LA
322 T E®0.05 ppm) R AT R R AR AT F S et o

R RIS R R E S A L ARy L o
PREBRREERE LTS S e Y £ [44-49,51] 0 de e 3.1 #7iE > 195 2006
# Lordelo & % a2 3 S 5% &7 > P #A W44 0~ 100 ~ 200 ~ 300 = 400 mg/kg
HRed2lfd2 2 HEL BT EATIRREE 2 M [44]
poep L b ALY s R vl P A YR E R RSARM (7 > 0.92)
(4@ 17 40§ % 5k 5L §] 18~20) » F)pt A F7 § B AR B B fop 50 A
FELTMPL ML A uEs AR e R RR kit WS HEAT -
AFE G MR 2008 £ R S SE 2 B TR G o P P A TOER Rk
A RIE IR R0 AT ER[A2] RS IHROBERE T FFRE
oL BN (AT s 2 )R T RR & HALY -

LA G0 3% 2016 & Chen & X e 7 B % 87 » AP it

18
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AR i R fafodt 2 230G M R 0 A R B AR
(4o 3)[43] 0 @ B & §R AT g R RN B EE 7R 5 0.04%
(400 ppm) > £ ¥ F 4 H AR S A R e o B 0 FIH e H0E 6
b gt [42] r.tm&\pm, et G| R 2~3% RS 6% Ak AtV i
3 10% > A A EIRE S Bk R A

B(-): *AFF %% 2016 & Chen % 4 e § 5 % [43] » 2 & ikl dicdf
AR oY kR RS Tl RGO R DB 0 AT
H #ichh 4 BSMCMC o3 gt B P 4 e i oDk R 15 0 i 4§ 2 ikip 4ot
BIRFHH R~ T AR i ps kA 0 AP R R dEY BSMCMC #st 4 fp 2

FhoREE e AT kR (UeB 15) -

2. WH(Z): A F BT 00 N JUE B 4§ T e R e
;;,T SRR IR R - e 2 S i Be g ® F 3F kR (dr% 10) - 3 S
B kA AEd BSMCMC H5 4 i 1 &4 it & &7 A& 7 0k & (4 16) -
B UG EABFRTREIREE I HERATHTRATREEE
dORRARE R R R E S R B SR OER 2 R E R
7 AR A TaE p & & & £ (Life-time Average Daily Dose, LADD) i® 5 # % #&
B2dife » B3 H o5

C X IRingestion X EF X ED
BW x AT

I—ADDingestion : ;%- g rk f% 2. %4 TR p & ® | & (mg/kg/day)

LADDingeation =

C:i &8 8 iR a &0 425 2 1 5k & (mg/kg)
IRingestion : & 4~ 2. % p #& » £ (kg/day)
EF : % 47 3
ED : % & 2 & (year)
BW : 4 & T 3588 ¢ (kg)
T & B 24 oL sopE i (year)

19
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332 #EFTHE

4N AT R R BTG OH AL ERE ORI o R ES THREN
m%;zmz&&%%%&%@&ﬁoﬂﬁ%?ﬁgﬁgﬁﬁgﬁ#ﬁﬂ%é’
M op amﬁkv’ HREIFE - R X ool {oe S R T Sk Bcdp[44-49, 51
TP AR HAR SR S R A St s R foRRE o S B
GHEOFE BB MR TR oR R Sl BT BNRCT TR R e )

PAod pdel Bfcd W X AL A L) P R SE YA £

\F‘b

FEeFTHELA B p i, Y a2 Fr(Fed T A AP EFUR
PR F L B e A B N RS o
3.3.3 BSMCMC #5822 *

g Rt g RO e iR R [43] 11 2 B 4 e Y A e A Bl
[44-49,51] » i & 3 6 b o Ao Wk R A F o AT AT B
BSMCMC 258 it e 384 B 4o @ i s env o 7 £ 0 ¥ it o @ e
AL RSNk AR

B 33152 F(- )Y P AT REY - RSB0 RE L ES TakR

M & g dc(Lognormal) & fie e o e Hrdicdy kA B ALY sk A

A

petaE 2 RO EE > - % - B Lognormal A F IF L E R A A H T B b
S¥mufrtau £ 24 Paulo & 4 Ak B Aa g ¢ &7 mu =5 ¥ &
(Normal) = # - tau 5 Gamma 4~ # » I ¥4 tau - *LE » FF L R 4o FlE ~ -
BESRREG AP ERERY R B S BEAT LR
RAMELAAM FARBHFRIERT  FI BTS2 LB EA G E ke
Mt y=Bx o xa&P? iz oaysbbed? fiRRTER %3
Gelfand & < »>pg & $58 ¢ 3% 2058 [72] > % = Normal 4~ # £ 2 % % 4 % > mu
% ¥ fe(Normal)~ # > tau € 5 Gamma 4~ # > kyp2 § Bp i e tau -

FUE o L R EE L -
20
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AEFREHEL I DT LG S0 kR B (TR
Likelihood # & = 5% » & 5 @ 7]~ BRIETF B &7 kAL FOFELF
PP EBA TR EBETHELAES TR NSV A TR R E AR

5 LADD > # @3t v £ A F A T LADD { BT F Sk BH iRk

o

Ik

% 72|

T

~

BT AgaFR R oY o H P - fid B V4% Gibbs

sampling> ~# 7 & * 2. OpenBUGS #x % (Bayesian inference Using Gibbs Sampling,
BUGS)R| & 1% b R IZiE (7 Bt oo 88 o 5 Fa R Bcdiy & i R 2je e # - L¥dg
gRESF T AR E S E S R AT E R BIREZ R il AR

LAREE A S R e (A2 %1 A LB 21-23, p.68-70)

3.4 h‘gEpE

B ed 4 ma o 2 ARBIP T o T AL Rl
Index » HI)kfs it b #1023 Lk A Efe 2t BB > %4 8
P LAF R Tk B RSN MG 2T EF o B R KT LRRE

RER A L A R BEH MG AL B L ML}

A eI

LADD

Hazard Index = m

3.5 'Liﬁrﬁ\g’ /a%

s @ (2)-1 p5 &t o~ B SRR P Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA)» &
& 99 %4+ o z % (LC grade ACN, >99.9%)F? A% (LC grade MeOH, >99.9%)p
% p Merck (Darmstadt, Germany)- (R)-(-)-1-amino-2-propanol > ¢ f& (acetic acid, J.T

Baker, >98%) - = ¥ # ¥ fgri(dimethylformamide,>99.9%)fr % %8 x- ':F@J\»(Human

21
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plasma)pit§ p Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, United States) » i 4p & 45 5 % %7 &

(formic acid, >98%)rt-% p Fluka(Sigma-Aldrich Co. LLC., St. Louis, MO, USA) -

36 RFEAZEH
1. dp# W58 1 & % 5(LC-MS/MS):
I. Z B3V e i B & (triple-quadrupole mass spectrometry): TSQ
Quantum Access MAX™, Thermo Scientific, Austin, TX, United States.
ii. % 48 & 47 & (liquid chromatography): Accela LC systems, Thermo
Scientific, Austin, TX, United States.
2. Milli-Q 4z % -k & vk % (RiOs Water Purification Systems): Millipore, Billerica,
MA, United States.
3. Hitachi L-2100 % : Hitachi High Technologies America, Schaumburg, IL,
USA
4. #F ¢ A E(vortex mixture): Vortex-Genie 2, Scientific Industries, Bohemia, NY,
United States.
5. & ¥ (centrifuge) : Universal 320R centrifuge, Andreas Hitachi GmbH &
Co.KG, Germany.
6. 47 e
I. ACE C4column (50mmx2.1mm, 5um): Advanced Chromatography
Technologies Ltd., Aberdeen, Scotland
ii. ACE C4column (100mmx2.1mm, 3um): Advanced Chromatography

Technologies Ltd., Aberdeen, Scotland

22
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37 BB E WAL S
FIREHFSFEFRIZEH REHRZFEFLHAI 5 >

Heddnl 20 et b 2.5 75 604 —‘ﬁ L,&—%‘Fﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂff; e R R
% 30C FFAKGTAEYREN SR w R EEAA & 2B 20Tk
B AR LA FRELBEL R E P LR
201612215RINA - yz 2 PR 8 2017 # 5% 32 6 % » A% 5 11 2§ 2 4c 17 =4
Moo B B4 L AL X228k 25 34074317 & o

TR EIL S G oo A5 w - X MR B s 3t ATk fRg 0 A4 E = B 100
WL 3 4 54 200 uLA2 E 4 9 o 50F (600 ng/mL)>s L5 ml shds 3 ¢ o
$l7 P ERP S AR o T AT A 4CT i 17,310 g g 15 4

CRE N Y ST

38 REALAI

*# 7 41* LC-MS/MS e+ F4p % B~(online solid phase extraction) %
B PFR G RIEMFRE 0 A S T (ESDERER LR B
B #7¢ (Selected reation monitoring, SRM):& 7 4 47 - & % i ¥ ACE C,4
(50mmx2.1mm, S5um) 1 5 F4p E B~ ¥ 4L 0 A 47 ¢ 5 ACE C4 (100mmx2.1mm,
3um) ; AR FAPF B Ap B AT B BT R A 4T kA Ao T (DR S~ L
St 10l # & 3 &3k (sample loop) (2) P HIE X B~ F AR v R €K E AR
IR B #E&sET ACECAS g EHE T 5] 5 70%:50.01%°
Fel® Faa i (#8549 A)Fr 30%:50.01%® fe/ ki3 % (# $4p B) » #4405 4 45 >
052 0.8 ~48PFH & ¢ i % = 100%: 45 62 4p A T34 37 »ds o (3)iep A 47
PEREEA YT 2w R € 2.0 4 48P ¢ /¢ Loading & T Eluting i ¥ o 2t Bk

& € 4 100%:00.01% " Fa/® iz (B8 4p C)ir & 1k > § P A 174 S F B
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FHARRAIF AR AESLIAEEL AR Y E A RS FAEEE LR
45 3 4.8 A EPFRR R § v T T0%:045 #54p A fo 30%#5 $5 48 B> 45 3.2 &
&8 > @ R AR R AT R S B ek B R be 8 S dF 100% 045 $s4p C o BERE A 7 R T

5804 4 (A7 L LAB9 AP R L% 6)

381 H#HERREY

()4 o 152 -2 9l 1000 mg/L v 2 pi¥ i A G %3 iR 0 2 —20°C kg
Ry R FH e RS E _u}f;,;ujﬁﬁﬁi% FANRTC SN N & 8: S A
R-(-)-gossypol-diamino-propanol (GDP) %= [70]h & = = ;2 (4 @] 4)» #-5 mg =(z)
Hpster 23 0.2ml i7(R)-(-)-1-amino-2-propanol ~ 1.0 ml e fifr 8.8 mL =
TR FRIRR &R 0 B 95°CTT 12 400 rpm 45 30 44 0 A AiS E T AR AR
100 A fs F 5 pHRE R 3330 -20°C kg > >t * F XL FH v RIEME A

i EERIEE

o
H3N

2-amino-1-propanol

Glacial acetic acid
Dimethylformamide

R-(-)-gossypol-diamino-propanol
(GDP)
M =632

Gossypol
M =518

B 4 ~ R-(—)-gossypol-diamino-propanol (GDP)s & = = ;2

382 A¥HIERE

[EREat

&

12 iE w0 AR By infusion 607 U N FE R 0§ I RS

2 H AR E e S35 (Precursor ion, [M-H]) ~ 2 # &3 (Product ion) ~ zit 48 &t
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£ (Collision energy)f-= 'n ¥ 7 & (Tube Lens voltage)(L % 7) ¢ 44 & & BI04 -
LA FAp E Beehd $aE 7 ACE Cy(50mmx2.1mm, Sum) % i& (7 4 e 5B

@ a7 et A B E3E % ACE C4 (100mmx2.1mm, 3um) ¢ frie 7 A §7 % % B
BoOREFHEE R 2 KEREAPT LE D E s 1 %k (4

& 10) -

39 Fr#irEs@

FAMsgEtad gt LY iprEROEES 73 B AFRIEET 5 -
BT 2 o B R ATE B T E AR DR T L B R T
Bhoit e Sz It (T o 4 WA AR (7 Spray voltage <h i i+ > Sheath
gas pressure f= Auxiliary gas pressure g i it > 12 2 Vaporizer temperature {v
Capillary temperature s i i+ » & #* & | &7 Spray voltage 7 3000 % 3% > Sheath gas
pressure = Auxiliary gas pressure 4 %] % 20 psi f= 15 psi » Vaporizer temperature f-
Capillary temperature %+ % 300°C - (2 @] 11-13 ~ % 8 > p.57-p.58 » & ¥ & iF it 2.

% 17 ] L § 10 > p.56)

3.10 & 7 i FErk

AT 3 E RN A ¢ 4SO o Sehpe AR 3 i (Matrix effect) 2 2 e p
(Intra-day)f=£ p (Inter-day)r#F % & (Precision)f# 7z & (Accuracy) °
3101 R ¢ Mmeopz i

AF2 g &% LC-MS/MS # e b R 20F 5ie (7 4 47 0 et o M 241
Bnfop B SR EA$7E D2 6 ff v B (Peak area of standard/Peak area of
internal standard, As/Ai)fF #F Jk & 4 T+ ik fFd a7 o e o MR A FHf

e A M RIES AT A R AIATY > AF L Rp s i B Ll
25
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EHREMOERL A Lug/L 2 50pg/lL2 By 37 B gL~ W& 1ug/l, 5puglL,
10 pg/L, 20 pg/L, 50 pg/L » p 453 &k & P 2400 ng/mL 5 & A & & £ sk
B A50pug/l 2 2mg/lLz B> e 7 - 2k A % §_0.05mg/L, 0.1 mg/L, 0.2 mg/L,
0.5mg/L, 1 mg/L, 2 mg/L » p & & 2.e0k B 75 5 400 ng/mL -

3102 #iplEre T Em

L 45 7 E e il pH& *(Limit of detection, LOD) & 5 5 th 2 5w &2 {8 ¥ L &
4 #5220l (signal-to-noise ratio, S/N ratio) 3 3 z Fipl4~ )k & » & #&*Y(Limit
of quantitation, LOQ)R| T & 2 AL A2 3 2 (47 11 A& 24 33 et 5 10
2 Rk R od JER 5 0.1ug/L, 0.25 pg/L, 0.5 pg/L, 1 ugl/L, 2.5 pg/L, 5 pg/L, 10
ug/L, 25 pg/L, 50 pg/L 2 58 S MGk B AR kR A 4T 0 BB RS e S
34c 10 P& » Pl#3%k R 35 LOD 4r LOQ -
3103 FRZRAPINBRABFRER

p 2 Rp2 AR EmALRY 2 T W TS AT R
Freod ~FZBRARORESTATRROMRES Y UL BT FIEA
FEET R BREREE BF A YRAZBIRERSOERA B XE BHRA
AT Z S e A uBk A S 1ng/ml s 50 ng/ml 2 2000 ng/ml % i & o H2RE o
AT ol

(Analytical Concentration—Spiked Concentration)

Accuracy (%) = X 100%

Spiked Concentration

Precision (RSD, %) - Standard deviation of Concentration % 100%

Mean of Concentration

3104 AFk

2

A %% 2007 # Funk & 4 s f5F82c> 2 02 T Recovery function | k3=
e AR FCR[73] I A kR E L ﬁlﬁfij‘»ﬁ’lﬁg@ﬁ,@{?ﬁ%’;ﬁiﬁg
AP EagE AR B2 4Rt L

Y=a.+ b, X x,
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BEFRYHRERT I PEINNRBAE By R TSR R X0 B
w f 1

2L 5 =2 -\ .
Cag ) ’;r\"ﬁf'_"‘-

Yr — Q¢
b,

Xf =
RN FRER R A ALSh TR MOIERER R T T
3| - i Trecovery & 4 ; » F]p ¥ 1% #F ;¢ k & 7 recovery function © H ;¢ 5 4o
T
X =ar+ by X x¢
BT o recovery function shAl b g %3 1 @ B jEas € 3000
APy Rl 11 BEARR ERFFA1ug/l T 2mg/L 2 & > A % fe
mﬁubﬁﬁmiﬁﬂ’wﬁﬁwh'h WA FEF LR 0 A recovery
function F_¥-m iE4ed o P EHBER B RS > VE NG Al el 5 &

BEE > 3] A e RU(95% I E )RR A TR AT B E

o

311 &R E# > TREFTHAH

PAE TR AT gL L RS L -  F iR A RS
Pd s —BEFATHRA BT A P URRE PR ALE TS
vt 2 AfriR A i R AR BB A PR A LR NIRRT T I 2
WhR APRSRERR - K RERDY BRR o AL BT §LER
BN LR SRR E A R RE TG PR AR TR
Bhe it AITHEALY > & - PRS0 §RBBHS T R AT

SR — A o
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312 &* Hw

R 47 B3 Bl cho 4 71 Xcalibur 2.0.7, Quantum 2.0 183+ & > 53284 & 4
* Excel 2013 ~ SPSS 19.0 1+ 2 Sigmaplot 10.0 i& 7 #cdp:t & frBlfh g A - & B
"3 im ek 4 ¢ * Benchmark Dose Software (BMDS) v 2.6 4= OpenBUGS v

3.23 {F3+ 5 o
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l

Yrf %%

41 #BR'%GTE
411 $THE

ARG &% BMDS3 B 4 5 &3 B B3 T ABMDLyo0 B % do 4 15 @5 -
iz 3 p-value (p > 0.1) ~ Scaled residual (% ¥+ E>2)12 2 AIC (#-] &)hik it % & iF
MR 0 S TS BHGVeOAIC B Ap E 0 s B hBMDL, BT 35
519 91 3.60 mo/kg bow. » T A MR copE o0 IR F RM G E (R
£ 9) FIBRA A T E&LA TR BRARA TOERS T B ek RS 5

SpERF G 50 # 5 2&xBMDLqy 5 2.02x 10™* mg/kg b.w./day > i&— # ¥ £ 4

i 48 R

FE(UF=10) > 838 i peeng 4 A2 5 2.02x 107° mg/kg b.w./day -

Gamma Multi-Hit Model, with BMR of 10% Extra Rigk for the BMD and 0.95 Lower Confidence Limit for the BMDL

o7 b Gamma Multi-Hit
’ BMD Lower Bound

06 F
05 |
04

03 F e

Fraclion Affected

02

0.1

BMDL , BMD ,
0 5 10 15 20 25

dose

B 5~ 4 fo @£ & M %-12 Gamma model 3 b

412 g 148 &7 Aeaih s

3 A1% BSMCMC 55 s B N 1 o fode 4 R & &7 enf ik &
EREVEY S e WL J el RS A FERE > H P 43 2007 £ Lordelo
EIPW = Tﬁ’ﬁ” BRRRR Y o TM45] A 2Py %152 20 g EK
Pp o CEBBRESFFRALEREFELRS > PRES tfau- VE > MAEZEL
MEFFERES F kR TR LIS A IRTERREFRE o AR Y
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\\\?{r

§48F L b BAT O REIFHR LG EEETear 19 1 65 A OEH R
PRER frip R b B R Slicehs T oz aci AR 28229 0 A A F A1 H
Bt o 2 ) R R AT L M v FA S ard 25
8 (- )%+ 2016 & Chen % < i B P & & 4540 oot i A& 7 B [43] 5
W Y s T327 £ 5 347Tmglkg 0 A B ¢ BT IRkA & 0.202
polg > FERRCF S T w2 )i ps T aak R G 0348 pglg 0 X R P i ps T s
A G 091 puglg > X N (w2 )5 et s T390k & 5 145 ug/g (R % 16) -
B(o)ud P aus g 537 kAR > @ * BSMCMC fi5  frggde s LRI p &
R BT E  BRREE Y AT IOkE S 0152 uglg o N OF(CF S
2 wE)ebif s T390k & 5 3.058 uglgo R ¢ i B T2k R 5 0.232 pglg o 7P R
(F T 2 )i Bs T3Sk R 5 0400 wglge X p ¢ i ps T2k & 5 1.05 pglg
EPNFR(s 2 )L e i T30k R G 1.68 uglg o Frk-dw ¢ i B TPk A G
1.273 uglg (& % 16) -
4.1.3 LADD 4r HI
AT B2 2 HEL S SSEHES B BSMCMCH S & 7 5 7
PE&k B A DLADD fr Hl o 5L o de b chig % 4o 170 & # &k 5 LADD

Ty 3% 4 1.036E-05 3 2.33E-05 mg/kg b.w./day: @ HI T ¥i& % & 0.51~1.15 -

i
heS
w
fon
o

Az HI ToE A 1o a & BE&E SHF <> 1 H7 2 &

&
W8 (- ) ko d 1819 ¢ & &K &7 FE foi p 5P HI X326 % 51.86
~1639°3 3 6 AEH R B 0123 16 e EHE M L EdE & X p o
Epogen HI T 35% 5% & 86.04~131.6 19 T 65 & %k G5 F 0 16 1 18 &
K S
B8 () 54k 2023 £ E80k &% g fofgp 5 HI T8 5 7.122

~4612> 12 3 16 AR EFEH b "B B 65 R EFEDR GE N L ERE 9
30
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TR o N E HI T90E 5 60.26~187.4; L Edck & X p foX N HI
T 3aiE % 4 98.61~152.4 » & * 3 F-h HI T35 53.35~217.0

B HAER A P H RIS B HI e 37 @R AR % Bk 240 5 8
FETHOHIEY A1 P FBCE)Phemg g F8(-) a9 123 16

FoEH D G B o 65 K 1 EH b

42 LOD~LOQ~ #a o & ~ A Faf

Ll EE ﬁ]%%?p\ 7LOD 5 0.25ng/mL > LOQ % 1ng/mL > frig< é/ﬁ%_ﬁﬂ
AATIEAp AR AT 2 R Y s R g A haER o %
MOk B ek W A2 i %4 Bic(coefficient of determination, r?) ¥ <+ 0.995 11+
BWERX sz FRIPFIEES2Z R Y fha MR EH P RE LR o (R
Bl 24-25)

hAFak 0 % recovery function 2 2 > Rt w3 B (R £ 12)

B EA 005 A Gk B0 PAF BT B F e

43 PR RPLIERREEFMRR
FP2RPp2HRREEmAESE M P ~FZBHEREFLAT 2§
ZEAOEAERHRASIZ S BHRFHREE W BETHE SR P 0B P

%R LIAR P F S B 15 %L B R R BT A0 R B

i

LEE R BHEAR- AR EA RIS Y G AT EE o

44 #A&¥

AT E T 28 3 B B s PR A A u 5 11 T e 17 b

7

W AR R IS T R e R BRI T LR AR U B (K

7
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15 W52 W 26-27) » kA& 5 2.03ng/ml - H gtz E R A Fin g L LKRE K
o

¥R wiclb i wied 57% 2 ¥ = (> 5 @2k ¥ B R E4 5 34.0743.17
Foo m BEROESYRLZBYRIELL M 8 BXR2Eaiay ik
FOoORRE R SXBF YIRS AR T IR SRR AR
P F fAREE S P REES L R E T G o EE  F et 2R

e ERFEEA S iR &
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51 @#Eh'&i®H

AT LA Y R s S 2 2 LR HE0.05 ppm) k ik FER 0 B
536 AIZE O HITEmE A 1 FIZE F R REHE > 2 L ESR HI ¥+
WL MAYEBE ML o wAE 2014 & X A0 E A A2 B i p K 47 45 B
T F 3 (UPLC-MSIMS)z& = & * {4 b ¢ chpdfdf fis &~ 45 2 2 > 1% 36 i
¢ 7 tetf BRI R S 0 R yp A BR Y (SIN)FE X 8 17 0 i pE *(Limit of detection)
% 1 po/kg (1 ppb) > & =& #&*I(Limit of quantitation) = 5 pg/kg (5 ppb) [74] > %

TR m e G L RPN E D AN AT ERATLEGEATREL DA
FoxXoR £

s (- )T B ehif e da T 2ok & 347 mglkg > # & B4 g RAF B

B pe 7 £ PR (< 400mglkg)- B F AT AT BME R kY g R
1994 # § HeEX A @ % I F = fn/Z B Ta g RINA BT~ F e BHFY R

o e 0 L FRE 20 B S o BERPFR R T2 £ 5 628.89 mg/kg A3
12 1 % 54 48 B RAPH (2 1538 (GB13078-91) 4. 2t *2(400 mg/kg) » 17 4
Rlrib f4e1 =32 5 M[75]-2010 # 2 X T 2 <A 47 W7 A ol fath ps
FEOHBEISBARIEAF(LA AR P e I EROR &)l iR &
B RRH s T97 £ 5 102114 mg/kge T B 50k A e 902.27-1159.63 mg/kg
¢ R ERITR RAOR 2 18 (GN13078-2001) "2 # & 1200 mg/kg[76] - frif 4 <
Fevt o BN A e ¢ pFA B Ok R AP EHIR S TR B RRE 0 L B R%
Bt FIU AR R R D RGO ARREHHEMEAST RS2

P g o

ad Rt Faden? o FRE) B X FIEORTERMRT 3O FR
() FExa s o PR ORARBYIU B B BPARTRE N SRR RS
33
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H R F4eiR] 5 3% 2006 £ Lordelo ¥ % i (74 pe gt P A MR R AR SH
Bt ERPLEFFfoovp wf? RTERRF[44] - 57 W A7 EFH
e &Y ol fateip 0 2014 & 3 S ER RS 4 AR Bt s BT Ao
B i@ % HPLC-MS A 47 » 5 % 17 & 3ok erps et otk 1 5 5 76% 0 ()
t#ps % £ 5 0.0337-0.6358 pg/g (+)fﬁ. i 7 B % 0.0753-0.5664 pglg > 8 i+ 7 ik
Sehig 5 5 88% 0 (i s £ £ 5 0.0626-0.7713 pglg > (N s 7 £ 5
0.0301-0.4392 pglg - 6 i & 4% Stk 11 5 5 50% - (-)# 5 7 £ 5 0.0316-0.0510
nolg - (D)t p= 7 £ 5 0.0342-0.0737 pglg - tept & ¢ & A Wp] I PFH pa[77] -

2015 & % Bt g 4 AKD LB ol 07 B E T B B 4
L HE s R fodp & 15 > §1% LC-MSIMS 4 47 % 5@ chpsah s fo
th 5§ 1 4 Gossypolone » i % "5tk = ¢ Pl is £ £ 5 0.2231~1.5463 pg/g -
WS s 82.2% ()m“ﬂ & 0.2045~0.7372 pg/g » & 11 5 5 64.4% 5 (H)H B
0.2143~0.7420 pg/g » & 11 5 % 71.1% ; 1§ fi= § i - Gossypolone 324 #& 1 » @ 3
% &35 A 4k dU i pe {o Gossypolone[78]

2016 & Yuan % 4 & iPIATERT 3¢ HF{oILp ¢ s s 030 RS

Sl % 5 76.7% 0 5 B 3 0.208-1.4734 pglg - # ¢ 56%14k S-in(-)if 5 5 £ i

T\4

)R
fe A T EARIYS0] o baf v preavep R AR s 0 B F BRI A G R

L PR AR A B RS i e R

T pe o B Y FROR RS i 155 pg/g 0 A AR AT & B (O S o e
")k R & 3.058 ng/g w (T T o)k R 5 0.348~0.40 pug/g e # (s
fo%) 5 145~1.68 pg/g - o frdp b - AT Y TR B SRR ERGE 0 A
FNROE R ERGRIT A f 0 AE RN AT S E R iRl d e R R
2006 # Lordelo % 4 ti (73 & 2% § F % opF K [44] » 1966 # Sharma %
LA TR LAY W SR A g e 14% 30 T i pRA A T S [49]

B FAEITHD AGDLE T O DR B RR e R L B
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AR RF O FIAFEL AR ERDEF Aot b5 BR O KRR AT
W p k&R > o BA Y RRAPV TR € B ROET) 0 BERAF Y IGO0
RGERIE -

AL A BT DAL G R TR R T e i
T F R 8272 2016 & Chen ¥ A 2 (FRIP R A & ¢ el s & RI[43] 0 e
etk Ay "L T Ak L g s XA RIRI T 0 FI AT R R MRS 6
B B A B R B R BT L B R ik Y Ak L
Rpdpiland fipaqgEspMley fakd AP RsRac Ay e
iR ERSFHREFFRRE ¥ & B ERF IR THREDRTERE TR
B ad B RGNV ¥ o AES TR A g Consumer Only( &
PEIESETHEF)EISTHE BN I RBFE TR LG § RS o

EFEHEE)Y e S0 EEFEDL RPN {-ES E 4B (B 30) 0 & B E#
Boorah chp fEayny £ 8 4o Ffex A 8 P GRS T
FESRE PER T RDR"GREB A BN FEDNAT & FIRA 8 YR
ABERLE T FEIFBT RTNE s PR FIES I R GRG0 X
PR G 19~65 A eE E > TR AR HIRE o

2008 # gt & % > B k35 2006 # Lordelo % 4 ehay F A7 7 [44] Bk 74
o 25 30mg/kg PEALA ps 0 A HI R AR ITe R TR T IER 0 HiE
FH R Bk - A S EA T Bk 5 0.0036~0.036 mg/kg
bw/day - @ S £ EHE T 0 Yk F < 0.01~0.06 mg/kg
bw./day[42] » FIgc i 2 A G 2 ARG YA b o fngp it 2T > AP IR
I A g % E AR M.

AR T AR A AR ORR R T R E 0 @ (- )k e MO R
() HErupwEg hFRFTE R RN RAFEF DR D

TR g T RH) A L Ea R BET R AL [tk F
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iﬁ“%ioiiﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂéér’@wﬁiﬁw,az@%@pgg§
PEIHBEATORE TSR ARRZRE AP e ot g 3 2
PR s R 0 T REAPREOAR M 8 S ol A T kR
511 &Y MBHEFERE
d AR AR R ek G E 0 T 1% BSMCMC 5% g4t 4 ¢ 4
fr g Ben% 2ERE- B ST HE L R FEUSY B EfoR T DR Y R
2 A E (R4 25) R B (RN %R s LF 23,p70) FlE 28k 2 FHES
PirHENL B LB L BoE Y R b G RE R AR A R R
1o 5% BT A Y PFRLH pe iR 7 £ 5 0.014 pg/kge w4 P PEAEH B ok
7250069 pgkg ¥ & e pEdeth ek 7 £ 5 0137 pgkg o 4 B4 pA
Y #ffok hodrcnd 57 B [42] ) FI 2Rk A K7 AT B4 i3 2R 8

AETHRE ST HRESLT o

52 Hpat 2

ARG AHFRENR Y R PP R AR R TR BT R A T A
RV ARt 20 00 R T e AL FeRE R 2 G fUehiR A Y Rl
R PEIEA SRR LFRARKE NS PR g2 d R adle
B3 F AP BALIR ST 10 PUR] e fp 0 R R R AT A R Bt
LR B4 2 pdp N7 B S BUER A R RS EHeR AR LR FE RS

RACG R b BT A A2 | e WK[79,80] 0 T gy 47 1A BARk

4

]

W

Ry PR T C IR TR s ke A e s [81] T
SHEFF LN EER RFERY ARSI AP RN e R TR LR
Voo BAATE R R 2 R TR R R FROLER M e A KT i
%ﬁ%%ﬁ%%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%&’éﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁo

TEINFEI LT E RS ARTER L S &b efordlehBi @
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PAer SHRFRE FRATZP LB E LEF 5 S A 2R Al ot
WEE? 2 MR 7 (e g o

AT o A R R E R AR A SR R A
Bk aRIT R PR Tl - SRR FEEL AR AR R ik
B0 2014 & (2% & T R (4o 6) 0 Flp AR Y @ B AR B S BIEA 4
G Mo ART R { FAHRE kAT 0 4o TOF-MS/MS » # 1 ip| { Mk
B oo %4 2004 & Kim & 43 invitro 2% ¢ v (B - (DB~ ()
1 fi= = Gossypolone $f3¢ 7 e 4» fE el (5% > 2287 7 8 % 3 I $R 0k & 0(+)
st 2 (OB & F fo(B)H e el (5% > T3 5 o 1 dp (D)3 pe e

4

A

B4 3 o frfinvitro 2% ¢ 4r R X soeni®® 5 @ Gossypolon & s A
BAHAS 0 ARBY  Bor G B TEY o ok o (D) Ee3[82] 0 4 R ()
e R RCE(L A 1) Flot A KA 3T 3 T R e R R e A
B R o Tk B A 4T R BPA - Gossypolone b 11 L1 S F R GEE Bl R A E R A
i) o ¥ ek 44 2000 # Coutinho % 4 i& (7 A 35k LR TIH + Frd| chg 4 fo
wf? PRk RIS EARAPM S 2 X A e ¢ R R G AP M e
[16] > 4 B4 poend PL1E* f54] > 2 & P TR > FIR A KT R4 A 47 7
BB E MR A o fra R ? e ik R P10 e

53 F 34

BREERGITR L 0 AT ARSI R Y S BTH 0 TP AR LR
B e AT I 2 R e Ap AT ARG P Bl B3
AR AR E S8 LA A Y e R IR D Do SR CELR S =7 AR
LRGN Ry oI 2R EfeE R bR BERAE T o S b - B
FRELIRMERR  IFRRE FREFIATRARS TR LAFFR
R RS Y T AR R 2R AR BN, o @ BSMCMC 5t A
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PR ARG o FURMAT Y G AP R SR 2 R R F S
AER T - T SR AR LA F T
AR THAAEFARTESTHEY L RAPLELE o v g TR RH B
g RRAIE S RS MR R R4t R AR EE R
TA R R R R o S FLE 5 2005 # ~ 2010 £ 3 2012 # i ic
FRL RS 20 BE2Z A > T AR T Consumer Only s & FEokL > T
LA RE G 7T A g% o
P EAEARMEY > A TR P F R o iR A 0 i A R
B B B R b bR w T R R T A AT I A e

LR i R 7 s SO B S I
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AR BRAgH
dOrEI A R AEI R H S S AT M e s ¢
EABMN G AL Tl AR R R ST BSMCMC it

BRGBHELE Y PHBER SRR DB EBHE 2 BHR

KFLE kg POREEY AH fﬁ;ﬁs:ﬁﬁ P EF#EPE(ADDS = p

% A€ (TDI) » @ 4= 3 12 Benchmark dose fz & :fﬁi frendd HE > VR EA
KAWL 54 5 ARG RIS A FEFR Y LB E PE A TR 5
et p 2 AR RS kBRI HEHDT AL R BET & 4

MR AT L MCMC et wigdl? 232 7 8 0 ARV R EME =4

+ o

'ﬂv/;k?#i”ﬁ o AT AT lJﬁxrgfﬁ* Jr‘rJrﬂﬂ‘"t VBT R
BB aER "?ﬁ"ral AT AR kG B R EOT AL T S EL
EHE R P BRAMPERG AT ORETREG R SRR kD
fhirda > BT EGFRe 2 RY TR DA RTINS BRGS0 A RH

WERABOEY R ERFEER Y AP YR LB LAY AT
Bodpoom e FALER O S okF ¢ R B eha 47 2 2 [50, 77, 78, 83] 0 B
ARFFELRALERKRBFSF RS i LARRTRA T Eak BN
FZOBMOSTHEART L LA FUBEBRHAGSY R 7R § {RTF N A8

THETRELAREfME =AY BFp 4T APPEER AR @]
{

AR A 2 AR AR PR AR A AT 8 I R A M R
fﬁﬁzﬁvﬁﬁ—% oot R P S fEE Y LA ‘j@gaﬁsyﬁ ' g fj]%,};{j&ﬁ %
BN MER A  TEREA DRSS LR AR £
Bt Bopenfp AL 2R A AT IR L 5 enFolefordlea s ¥ LaA
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fr1 0T L RACARE S K R R R S A 0 A R i

A A 47 -
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B6C3F | & 36 1230 [85]
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bt 79.5 50 16.6 50 74.5+34 32412 [38, 39]
4 40-67 [86]
7 78 [36, 37]
b4 30 [36, 37]

* Ty nE =5 2 CLehHE = mi/h/kg % 57 ($#7% 71 54)
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P AR R R A 37 ¥ Rx
(LOD) (LLOQ) (%) (% CV)
HPLC ECD gossypol 5 - 85.7-96.7 2.41-3.81 o E [68]
LC-MS/MS  MS/MS apogossypol - 10 96.2-105.9 3.3-19.7 o) Bl Jf: [69]
HPLC uv R-(-)gossypol 28 56 92.7-107.1  05-13.2 o E [70]
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On-line SPE system LC system Flow Rate
Time (min) 0.01% FA,q 0.01% FA in MeoH 0.01% FA in MeoH (uL/min)
0.0 30% 70% 100% 400
0.5 30% 70% 100% 400
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2 7 SR AL+ At v A L mE TR
(Da) (m/z) (m/z) (V) V)
259 34
Gossypol 518 517 -98
231 46
556 29
GDP(IS) 632 633 -182
483 42
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FOONHmITE T LR FRR L HEF M G

ik P #EHE Bh#c FAEk =43
(mg/kg b.w/day) (day) (mg/kg) (%)
0 112 0 51 0 0
0.24 84 20.16 134 55 41
0.24 112 26.88 134 81 60
210~ F R 4B R F kAR
AR 1 46 i e g FIRR
(Mg/kg) (mg/kg)
g 400 2~3% 12
s 400 6% 24
24 400 10% 40

R r A © AR B BB 7 £ 5 0.04% (400 ppm) -

62

doi:10.6342/N'TU201800395



Gossypol residues in muscle {mg/kg of DM)
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Gossypol residues in tissues (mg/kg of DM)
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65

doi:10.6342/N'TU201800395



Gossypol residues in tissues (mg/kg of DM)
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® Heart (y = 0.292x + 0.791,R? = 0.7597)
O Lung (y =0.1297x - 0.1031,R? = 0.9992)
¥ Muscle (y = 0.0991x + 1.9349,R? = 0.6036)

W 20~ ZE4080 Hm g B e p e
(3 f 1996 = Kim % < 7= §
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2011 6 TR £ B 5T

Yo% o) Yo% % 1
C1 4 10 Py E1.06 FER A R
D1.01 Hp E3.01 i p
D1.02 AT E1.04 R NS
D1.04 HFp R E1.06 Zp g5
D1.06 Hp 41 5 G1.01 -
E1.01 O
E1.02 7 F
E1.03 R
E1.04 2w PR
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for(ain 1:MY

 X1[a] ~ dinorm(muf, tau1)

nND1[a] ~ dbin(P1[a], TN1[a])

P1[a] <- p01+((1-p01)*phi(alphai[a]))

alphai[a] <- (log(LOD1[a])-mu1)/sigma

P}
i p01~ dbeta(1,1)
mu1 ~ dnorm(0,0.01)
tau1 ~ dgamma(0.01,0.01)C(1,)
sigma1l <- sqri(1/taut)

MCO1 <- (1-p01)*exp(mu1+0.5*sigma1*sigma)

W 85— P AR R A
S dh R 69 mean Fo
SD #: 34 s lognormal 4 77

FRE 69 mu Fo tau -

e R AR - L
J7 Aff mean fo SD & 4 ay
lognormal 4% Bif 75 &% mu

Fu tau ©

for(jin 1:M}
ir(j]~dInorm(mufj],tau(j])C(, upper(j])

mul[j] <-log(mean[j]* mean[j])-log(mean[j]* mean[j]+sd[j]*sd[j])/2
taulj] <-1/(log(mean[j]* mean[j]+sd[j]*sd[j])-2*log(mean[j]))}

s for(ain1l:doses){

for(bin 1:residue){

: y[a, b] ~dnorm(mu2[a, b], tau2)
mu2[a, b] <- beta * x[a]}
}

for(cinl:doses2){

for(din 1:residue2) {

. Y[c, d] ~dnorm(mu3[c, d], tau3)
mu3[c, d] <- beta2 * X[c]}
}

beta ~ dnorm(0.0,1.0E-6)

beta2 ~ dnorm(0.0,1.0E-6)
gamma ~ dnorm(0.0,1.0E-6)
tau2~ dgamma(0.01, 0.01)C(0.01,)

) EFR B Au 0 4R A5 B 7% 59
4 2 MEAE B 0 LUR R A9 mean
Fu SD & Jia i Normal 454 Af

& 69 mu fo tau o

#F tau — R AE 0 #F

tau3~ dgamma(0.01, 0.01)C(0.0001,)

& 21 ~ OpenBUGS 4%

68

F btk B A -

T

doi:10.6342/N'TU201800395



RCO1<- beta*(the amount of cottonseed meal in feed )
i RCO2<- beta2*(the amount of cottonseed meal in feed )

1 beta 1% 3%
F< IJl’J q:! QJ:H" lﬁff;

B AR 500

R B

#ﬁ%%

R T AR B A R G M BIE (LA FE B 1))

LADD =t i

HI 3t

list(doses =5, residue =1,

y = structure(.Data = ¢(0,1.75,2.5,3.75,5),
.Dim =c(5, 1)),

x =¢(0,100,200,300,400),

doses.c=5, residue.c= 2,
0,11.25,18.5,21.5,26.75),

.Dim =c(5, 2)),
X =¢(0,100,200,300,400),

fe [ 4R 4%

e

Y = structure(.Data = ¢(0,128.33,231.33,343.67,334.33,

FEAT Fo B4
FE 9

FEEA BB (AN ~ #ATF R NEA 5]

upper=c(790.12,478.27,50.02,181.17),

mean=c(94.08,111.35,38.75,92.16), sd=c(143.85,122.16,16.42,85.44),

15 35— P AR AR AR R SR
X1=c(268,426),
nND1=c(0,0),

TN1=¢(2,2),
LOD1=¢(100,100),

M=2)

B 22~ OpenBUGS ##:' %2 % B (4§ -)
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EEEHTER S
e (J e IVI){ .....................................................................
ir[j]~dInorm(mu[j],tau(j])C(, upperfjl) :
mu[j] <-log(mean[j]*mean[j])-log(mean[j]*mean[j]+sd[j]*sd[j])/2
tau[j] <-1/(log(mean[j]*mean[j]+sd[j]*sd[j])-2*log(mean[j]))} :

for (j in 1:M)

H

| RRC[j] <- TRC*P[j]

| FC[j] <- RRC[j] /betalj]}
ETIR <-sum(ir[ ])

| TRC<- 0.02*bw/TIR
bw~dnorm(63.05,12.00)}}

#j=1M, M E RERRE :
HRRCAZ AT BT RAKTHAGRE
HTRCEX BT RN AR GRE ;
#HFCAFIH FIRErZHR S E

I mean c(94.08,111.35,38.75,92.16), sd=c(143.85,122.16,16.42,85. 44)
upper—c(790 12,478.27,50.02,181.17),

; : beta = ¢(0.01267, 0.01267, 0.2549,0.2549),

P = ¢(0.05,0.05, 0.95, 0.953),

iM=4)

Bl 23~ OpenBUGS #4232 % B (F =)
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Abundance Ratio(As/Ai)

Abundance Ratio(As/Ai)

Huamn plasma
14 -

—— y=0.2715x - 0.4108, R?= 0.997

0 T T T T T 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Concentration (ng/ml)
W 24> el 06 e kA R A
Human plasma

50 -
— y=0.0181x + 2.2137, R%=0.9956

0 T T T T 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

Concentration(ng/ml)

W 25~ pelize o Y g RARKRESR
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% 12~ AT

t — tabulated?

t — claculated® p — value’
(df=9)

Sample  Slope,; + 5,1

plasma  1.007 + 0.0805 0.705 1.812 0.499

a. ¥ t-calculated -|- ** t-tabulated » # 77 A 5i3t ¥ A F ce s ¥ o
b. 95% 1 ¥ % ¥ °
C. & p-value ~ > 0.05> &7 i3t F R ¥ -
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% 13~k p 2R p R RAR

Intra-day (n=3) Inter-day (n=3)
Concentration ~ Accuracy Precision | Concentration  Accuracy Precision
(ng/mL) (%) (% RSD) (ng/mL) (%) (% RSD)
1 93.6 6.4 1 87.8 12.6
5 112.8 4.4 50 108.5 10.3
10 106.5 0.4 2000 102.9 2.7
20 101.2 1.4
50 94.6 9.8
100 85.2 3.0
200 108.6 3.6
500 112.7 1.2
1000 92.1 4.0
2000 101.7 2.7
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RT: 0.00 - 8.01
RT:3.44
AA: 36000

(2}
=z
©
©
N

NL:7.47E3

TIC MS ICIS
QC_170707130729

o\\\\(o‘n\\\g

RT: 3.44
AA: 51524
SN: 719

NL: 7.47E3

TIC F: - c ESISRM ms2
517.000
[230.600-231.600,
258.600-259.600] MS
ICIS QC_170707130729

Relative Abundance
o & 8
[ | \?

RT: 3.43
AA: 20644
SN: 267

o\\\\g‘\\\\g

NL: 2.38E3
TIC F: - ¢ ESISRM ms2
631.000
[482.800-483.800,
555.900-556.900] MS
ICIS QC_170707130729

0.5 1.0 15 20 25 3.0 35

Bl 26 ~feE > 2o n

TT T T [ T T T T [ T T T T[T T T 1T [ T 1T T[T T T I T T I T I T T T T T ITTT T
5.0

4.0
Time (min)

4.5
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RT: 0.00-8.01

Relative Abundance

RT:3.39 NL: 3.20E3
AA: 9586 TIC MS ICIS
100~ SN: 417 GOP-E-M8_170707152903
50
ol A
RT: 3.38 NL: 9.40E2
AA: 2882 TIC F: -c ESISRM ms2
100~ SN: 188 517.000 [230.600-231.600,
i 258.600-259.600] MS
] ICIS
, GOP-E-M8_170707152903
50—
0 RT:3.39 NL: 3.20E3
AA: 20583 TIC F:-c ESISRM ms2
100 SN: 301 631.000 [482.800-483.800,
i 555.900-556.900] MS
. cIs
B GOP-E-M8_170707152903
50—
07 L s e s s B B B \ T T \ T T \ T \ S e e e e e e s s B e B
0.0 0.5 10 15 2.0 5.0 55 6.0 6.5 8.0
Tlme (mln)
B 27~ €340 0 WRITIp ok 19
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% v 3 23
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g 4 31
X p
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e 5 38
B 4 31
ki 8 0 0
&
* vy 1
% b vy 1
i v 8 62
Sl 29 3 23
14 d
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o
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WAV
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% 15+ & fo5S 451 BMDL (% 95%F 4 % ¥ T 12 2 BMR 10%)

Scaled residual for dose group
No. Model Name BMD BMDL P-value AIC
nearest the BMD
1 Gamma* 9.80044 3.29187 1 365.311 0
2 Logistic 10.9081 8.71577 0.1143 369.028 0.884
3 LogLogistic* 10.3013 4.26267 1 365.311 0
4 LogProbit* 10.8689 4.77701 1 365.311 0
5 Multistage* 8.71909 3.24777 1 365.311 0
6 Multistage-Cancer* 8.71904 3.29187 1 365.311 0
7 Probit 10.6027 8.2768 0.2064 367.567 0.767
8 Weibull* 8.84046 3.29187 1 365.311 0
9 Quantal-Linear 3.4526 2.99783 0.3031 365.717 0

*EROAF L BB ATIE Bin Y
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%016 A fEHH Y A ST AT B G R R

Ha(-)

7 % kR (mg/kg wet weight)

7 % kR (mg/kg wet weight)

et T iaE I3 iy T iaE Lo 4
1 4 4 347.5 181.4 Hp 0.152 0.008
bl 0.202 0.108 FP B (F s ) 3.058 2.898
BT B ow ) 0.348 0.813 TP H (o ) 0.879 0.086
PR E(F o ) 0.344 0.789 o 0.232 0.021
i p 0.910 0.559 FBRRCF S T ) 0.400 0.798
EPORE(s ) 1.450 1.020 BT S w9 0.334 0.020
x 1.050 0.321
PR~ ) 1.680 0.733
() 1.273 0.455
81

doi:10.6342/NTU201800395



# 17~ @ * TFDA 22 2452 /2 2 -

&'z 5 &% % o LADD 2 HI

Group (mg/kg b.w./day) Al
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD 95%
0-3 1.789E-05 2.307E-05 6.342E-05 8.678E-05 0.8858 1.142 3.14
3-6 2.330E-05 2.800E-05 7.774E-05 1.049E-04 1.153 1.388 3.84
6-12 1.702E-05 2.482E-05 6.511E-05 9.198E-05 0.8424 1.229 3.22
12-16 1.170E-05 1.133E-05 3.297E-05 4.300E-05 0.5528 0.561 1.63
16-18 1.272E-05 2.203E-05 4.756E-05 7.004E-05 0.6297 1.09 2.35
19-64 1.284E-05 1.721E-05 4.264E-05 5.873E-05 0.6355 0.8521 211
> 65 1.036E-05 1.445E-05 3.786E-05 5.290E-05 0.5129 0.7152 1.87
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% 18~ FH(-)? L E&R S* ff fopr ) %0 LADD 2 HI

LADD L
Group (mg/kg b.w./day)
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD
0-3 2.631E-03 1.775E-03 5.613E-03 7.012E-03 130.3 87.88
3-6 3.311E-03 5.630E-03 1.214E-02 1.551E-02 163.9 278.7
6-12 1.791E-03 4.276E-03 8.202E-03 1.110E-02 88.66 211.7
12-16 1.048E-03 2.153E-03 4.283E-03 5.819E-03 51.86 106.6
16-18 1.400E-03 3.906E-03 7.232E-03 9.923E-03 69.3 193.4
19-64 1.690E-03 3.321E-03 6.648E-03 8.973E-03 83.68 164.4
> 65 1.199E-03 3.205E-03 6.169E-03 8.039E-03 59.35 158.7
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% 019~ 3 (- )¢ L ERK &% P foX N5 LADD 2 HI

LADD )
Group (mg/kg b.w./day)
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD
0-3 2.328E-03 1.713E-03 5.221E-03 6.502E-03 115.2 84.78
3-6 1.787E-03 2.254E-03 5.730E-03 7.655E-03 88.48 111.6
6-12 2.309E-03 2.093E-03 5.938E-03 7.343E-03 114.3 103.6
12-16 2.017E-03 2.856E-03 7.247E-03 9.658E-03 99.84 141.4
16-18 1.738E-03 2.362E-03 5.739E-03 7.908E-03 86.04 116.9
19-64 2.659E-03 1.873E-03 5.812E-03 7.222E-03 131.6 92.73
> 65 2.489E-03 1.650E-03 5.255E-03 6.555E-03 123.2 81.69
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3020 HH(Z)Y LE&k 4 B fogp % LADD 2 HI

LADD )
Group (mg/kg b.w./day)
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD

0-3 8.291E-04 3.795E-04 1.548E-03 1.747E-03 41.04 18.79

3-6 8.442E-04 3.781E-04 1.579E-03 1.759E-03 41.79 18.72
6-12 3.029E-03 1.153E-03 5.336E-03 5.992E-03 150.0 57.08
12-16 9.317E-03 1.263E-02 3.169E-02 4.148E-02 461.2 625.4
16-18 1.103E-03 4.657E-03 1.974E-03 2.272E-03 54.61 23.06
19-64 5.412E-03 5.480E-03 1.537E-02 1.841E-02 267.9 271.3
> 65 1.439E-04 1.105E-04 3.774E-04 4.546E-04 7.122 5.472
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2 20~ FB(C)® E&Ek 8 fEE forE ) % LADD 2 HI

LADD )
Group (mg/kg b.w./day)
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD
0-3 2.631E-03 1.775E-03 5.613E-03 7.012E-03 130.3 87.88
3-6 3.768E-03 5.379E-03 1.263E-02 1.494E-02 187.4 266.3
6-12 2.078E-03 4.349E-03 8.826E-03 1.128E-02 102.9 215.3
12-16 1.217E-03 2.134E-03 4.660E-03 6.105E-03 60.26 105.6
16-18 1.647E-03 3.922E-03 8.148E-03 1.054E-02 81.54 194.1
19-64 1.938E-03 3.322E-03 7.075E-03 9.076E-03 95.96 164.4
> 65 1.392E-03 3.212E-03 6.683E-03 8.200E-03 68.9 159.0
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%02 FB(Z)Y L E&AE S X fox Mg LADD 2 HI

LADD o
Group (mg/kg b.w./day)
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD
0-3 2.668E-03 1.251E-03 4.970E-03 5.619E-03 132.1 61.92
3-6 2.057E-03 2.132E-03 6.266E-03 8.092E-03 101.8 105.5
6-12 2.645E-03 1.734E-03 6.034E-03 6.893E-03 130.9 85.85
12-16 2.311E-03 2.739E-03 8.236E-03 8.425E-03 114.4 135.6
16-18 3.078E-03 1.330E-03 5.547E-03 6.379E-03 98.61 112.8
19-64 2.863E-03 1.110E-03 4.792E-03 5.309E-03 152.4 65.86
> 65 2.668E-03 1.251E-03 4.970E-03 5.619E-03 141.7 54.94

87

doi:10.6342/NTU201800395



2 23 HB(Z)? LE#k &7 3 LADD 2 HI

LADD )
Group (mg/kg b.w./day)
(age)
Mean SD 95% 97.5% Mean SD
0-3 4.383E-03 4.684E-03 1.314E-02 1.708E-02 217.0 231.9
3-6 2.997E-03 3.059E-03 9.303E-03 1.177E-02 148.4 151.4
6-12 3.967E-03 4.667E-03 1.314E-02 1.744E-02 196.4 231.1
12-16 1.772E-03 6.707E-04 2.903E-03 3.176E-03 87.7 33.2
16-18 1.864E-03 1.544E-03 4.755E-03 5.861E-03 92.2 76.45
19-64 1.255E-03 1.189E-03 3.458E-03 4.385E-03 62.14 58.87
> 65 1.078E-03 8.525E-04 2.704E-03 3.310E-03 53.35 42.21
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o 24~ LR G L EBAEFF AL SR %

W - L
XY’ ¥ 4 5 RN L I Hliotar B oA R fop R Z R R ki Hl;orar
0-3 0.8858 130.3 115.2 246.3858 41.04 130.3 132.1 217 521.3258
3-6 1.153 163.9 88.48 253.533 41.79 187.4 101.8 148.4 480.543
6-12 0.8424 88.66 114.3 203.8024 150 102.9 130.9 196.4 581.0424
12-16 0.5528 51.86 99.84 152.2528 461.2 60.26 114.4 87.7 724.1128
16-18 0.6297 69.3 86.04 155.9697 54.61 81.54 98.61 92.2 327.5897
19-65 0.6355 83.68 131.6 215.9155 267.9 95.96 152.4 62.14 579.0355
>65 0.5129 59.35 123.2 183.0629 7.122 68.9 141.7 53.35 271.5849
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# 25 B ORI R E 2 B A § IR A i M

B coefficient (y =Bx)

Livestock  Muscle

Poultry 0.01267
Muscle

Swine 0.0097
Muscle

Lamb 0.02625

Offal

(liver, heart, lung)

0.2549
Offal

(liver, kidney, heart, lung)

0.01657

Offal (heart, lung)

0.0421

Offal
(heart, lung)

0.07326

Offal
(liver, heart, lung)

0.01376
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