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Abstract: The great use of pesticides had caused seriously environmental and healthy problems. The traditional
method, which just depends on biological testing and environmental monitoring, had been not able to meet the
needs of pesticides risk assessment. The high-throughput risk assessment could be realized by computational toxi-
cology models. In the article, some commonly-used and free QSAR model softwares, such as EPI Suite, QSAR
Toolbox and PBT Profiler, and multimedia environmental model softwares, such as SCI-GROW, PRZM-GW, Chi-
na-PEARL and EQC were introduced, which hopes to provide a reference to the risk assessment and scientific
management of pesticides.
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TR b A 245 1) A & Js e 7, 5 R R 5
T RGE it 2014 4 6 E A 22 A 25 BT = ik
180.69 Ty it fb g G AE AR R i R4 T
HEANEH] (2R 24 1Y R il T 45 2R S SR B A
R R T E e,

Pgeit, iy AR 14 T3 Mk dhr
80% LA LI FREE 2 25 BUR B R i e 24545 1k
2 I —2 LA ) 1) A R A ™0, FSE SR, 24
80% it I J5 Ak 22 4R 245 25 A% AR B, IR FE R 5
il A RN, B E SRR OR, S mix A
PRAg R AS AR AR IR B 18 i S Y AR, KL
K, AR 245 XU PPAG AR SE TG AR S e | 3 AN ™
B 1 Wi 1) 4R (replacement) | Jik /D (reduc-
tion) F1 L (refinement) Y 3R J I, 1fif L3 A7 7 551
RO AMERRIXE . HEA 21 22 LISk | 54 E AR
TR AR Z R 45l B A R0 T B X6 A 25 0F 41 AU 71
il LATISH FH AR AR 24 % SRS i 5 e | A1) T332 2
SA A A] DL S B AR 24 1Y 5 38 & (high-throughput
screening, HTS) XU PEAR | XT38 T4 245 1) &2 4 fdi F |
P2 A8 TR XU 28 i AT B R Y AR sCEE A
1T A2 XU PEAS v HT Y QSAR 1 Z M B A it
RERVERAE SRR T A AR A i Fn ] 2 i
& DI A 25 RS DAl I 2%

1 i+ ESIEZFH L ( The summary of computa-
tional toxicology )

TR T 20 42 80 4R 04D, & Tt
FAcE AEE G B R G AEY R i
ML (in silico)BETY | e S IAL - il 45 2 % |
13 5 KURS: ) e OB L T, S [ 5 PR 2B (United
States Environmental Protection Agency, US EPA)¥f i1
SRR SOh AR B A LSRR S5 | 1)
AL AW B RIVE R S AE ALEE B 05 2 B A
A FEZALSE QSAR BiA I 2 A B A w0 )
SRR TT AL 2R AR R R G A Y e R Horp
QSAR A1 IR 247 BRI R AR 245 45 Ak 27 il R BT X
B iz Hi L, dEA 21 et — 2k ik [ KA
ZH A B EE AR B R O SR R B R T
{4, EPA Z2FEIT AR L (CEAM) T R B R K
R A Wik 45 22 S B R A RN S [ B ) B4
i) (TSCA) A& A1 1Y 4% 28 2 58 Fl A A AL R4 5 1k
A, BB AL 27 A BIUR (ECHA) AN £ K B 5 4 5
b2z (CEMEY WA T &t T 280 H T A2 45 b
st USSP B ASS R AR, s SEASERU A frf: jl oy 45 L A

21 BRATEOR i po P It T SR T BRI

2 REGIFMERE T E AR QSAR #HEK 4
( Commonly-used QSAR model softwares in pesti-
cide environmental risk assessment )

20 22 30 AR, Hammett 25 3 {22 ) i 4%
MEEEZ M ERE T TAEABEXR
(LFER)H1Z , & (Q)SAR [ & JEBLE T 22 i
Ak, HATH B QSAR J7754 : Hansch 2 £kt
VA % BE AH 5K (LSER) ¥ | Free-Wilson 7 | = 4 QSAR
OIS T RLIE R (MO) AT, JE T QSAR
BRI WEFE N GURRARTT A s T T T Ak 27 49 o 2 Ak
SHMEPESEN 25 QSAR B, Jf ALAFEL 285
IRAFAC TR AL 25 R 2 P, 40 EPT Suite ,QSAR
Toolbox , T.E.S.T.fil PBT Profiler Z:A5 Ik, CL 4
27 T ARG GUSR 2 T 58 AL 25 PR A B
2.1 EPI Suite

EPI Suite® i US EPA FI SRC 2 ] 4L [f] F¥ &
(1, BT B A R PR R BT R PR Y —
BRI, RA 4.1 P T 16 IR
FRAs AT LUKy 5 09 340 2 850 R 1 S 80 AT T
W, BRIz 5k EPI Suite (B EE WL T IME R 22K
2# 1) Mackay #2 H H95 =2 (Level Il )i% & 58 ¥ (Fu-
gacity Approach)Z 41 BiB AL FH TAG AL G W TEA
PRI BT i o3 A o, SRR S A% BB A B
R (R 1), B SRR B W] LA A iy
AbFEZ A e2EY ™, EPT Suite 1 LA i i A4 24
SaAk 4 AL 2 SCHE 5 (CAS) . SMILES (Simplified
molecular input line entry specification)fith Fl #4 = %5
FCEGEAT I, AT A ) B, 3 IV A5 A
TEFREEAL A58 A5 3] 772 )W 1], Eide-Haug-
mo PRI EPI Suite FUMll T~ 40 Z A e 2k Ak 2= ) ot
AR ARV T 5100 (A LR B0 TR 12 A
AT L TR B i 25 R LW 48% 1) st
HEWIEARE AN 669% ) BT T2t 2R 51— 2
Kiihne "Vl EPI Suite Fiill T 293 F k=44 i 7%
K2R TR RN L B ik s 1] 45 SRR WA
BABIF BN 25 A . Aronson S5 I T &R (14 52
B EHR A T EPI Suite X A= 4 B i1 s 101 %) 00 i
71, BEFRERWIHAE FETE 70% ~80% .

® F #& Hb hb. hups://www. epa. gov/tsca-
screening-tools/download-epi-suitetm-estimation-pro-

gram-interface-v411
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Table 1  Suite and predictive functions of EPI Suite
B T 2y g M5
Suite Prediction functions Theoretical method
. FRKA TR F B B0k
Octanol-water partition coefficient, K, Fragment constant method
ARz R
AOPWIN™ SAR
Atmospheric oxidation program
HENRYWIN™ R B (SRR R ED Pz s ki B M Tk s
Henry’ s law constant Bond contribution method, group contribution method
MPBPVP R RZEVUE B Bk
Melting point , boiling point and vapor pressure Group contribution method
) LR R E
A AR R R g
o . . VIRERR SR ELE IR
BIOWIN™ Probability of rapid aerobic and
Lo . Linear and non-linear, ultimate and primary,
anaerobic biodegradation o )
anaerobic biodegradation models
R A TR I A YRR R
AR
BioHCwin™ Specifically for biodegradation
Fragment constant method
half-life of petroleum hydrocarbons
N -SRI M 2 BT RS RORT logK oy
KOCWIN
Soil and sediment adsorption coeffiecient First-order molecular connectivity index and logK,y
FIFH log K, T 7K ¥4 figk Jig AR
WSKOW
Estimates the water solubility by logK_ Data collection
WATERNT™ 25 C KR E Jr BUw ok
Estimates the water solubility in 25 C Fragment constant method
S o A LR A Gert oyt
Bioconcentration and bioaccumulation factor Data collection
BRE AIEH BRI R AT
VDROWIN™ TR KR e Gei b orbr
Aqueous hydrolysis rate constants and half-life for the Data collection
esters, carbamates, epoxides et al.
KOAWIN F A SO AR AL eik ot
Octanol-air partition coefficient, K, data collection
AT BB 35 2 5000 B SR i et b
2 ]
DERMWIN Dermal permeability coefficient (K), ¢ :
Data collection
and dermally absorbed dose
P2E Y DAL TS K AL 6 T Y8 v i 2 R .
- . geitor
STPWIN™ Removal rate of a chemical in an activated
Data collection
sludge sewage treatment plant
S S it
Environmental fate Fugacity method
osAR™ KA e Seit o b

Aquatic toxicity of chemicals

Data collection
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2.2 QSAR Toolbox

QSAR Toolbox® £ 2 3% G 1E 5 &k e 4 4
(OECD)J & Wy T AR , AT I T 58 s 4k 2 i B 1k fe 3
PEAG AR s . 2 T B4R 2l e & 957
W5, R A S BRI TN 503 B i 2R 47 5080 1 15
AR AR Al 2 4 4 R HAT AR RIS =i 4 R
—E MR AR BRI (8RR MR R SR ST R
FHIERIAL S YIS — 7200 SR A ARG H ARl 7
Wy 5T SR W) o ) S5 A AR AL DG 3R e 28 s AR AL
38 3 PR A S A T A~ o ) FE A AR

QSAR Toolbox T. H.4f 3= % 41 4% ; Input, Profi-
ling , Endpoint , Category Definition , Data Gap Filling
FIl Report 7S KA Bi T A] DA K A= A= 9y i) & vk
BEPE AW EVE DU R AR A YRR
TR REIEE 2 R0 A AR B MR A1, 3 n] DL Tl 3 43 4 3
b2 2 RO R RE M. L8 A P L2 Smiles 5
CAS T k&M Fr a5ty H SRt = A
QSAR Toolbox RJ Fil 4 K HB 7 A ALY, & H FT A
18— L A 4 T Y F9 00 AT Yan AT AT
QSAR Toolbox Fil 1 K YT /K I8 b i35 Y ) (1 382 1% 1
PE SRR, W) PO R s A5 35 1 iR 2048 5 mT LUA]
F QSAR T HAFF S .

2.3 PBT Profiler

PBT Profiler® J& 3% [ EPA fh2¢ i %2 4 Fl 5 4e
B35 I %5 (OCSPP) 5 4B iR (P2) AN HE ZR A SE 2% |
AN PR BEA R | ] LT Ak 2 W I ) R A T
(Persistent, P), /£ #) & FA 14 (Bioaccumulative, B) Fl %
P (Toxic, T),

IRZR AL AW BT LU PBT Profiler 7E4&
T, PBT Profiler A Fhfk 2% i 4241k 3 AR K7
%R A4 (1% PLB AT A4 S50 A A v 52 1k
2R G R B B g i (2)P, B ORI T [ I ;
)RR AL 2 i 18 75 G TG A 55 B RUAR PRl ik . Tl
T HRH O R 25 R WE N SRR SR B e LT
PRUERIERE, A2 P, B Al T A ML BIE, W48 R
DLk, 9] 52 3R, JF 45 0 X 0 i i #8000 {6, PBT
Profiler f&— MR E R TH  IFAEH T A rY
eyl . HANTE T T500 A A 2 ) o A 5 - (1) 5256
BB w2 Q) TEHLAR A s G)ME BT
Wt dh @A HLER; G)m o TR EY; (0O R A
AR A] AE B B AL 5 (T TR W) (8) R 1 T 1
5 9) e EERAL AL A4 . PBT Profiler J&7E 4k il
TH, Hi AT CAS 5 Smiles i L5 #50, %

Rt mm
24 T.E.S.T.

T.E.S.T.@(Toxicity Estimation Software Tool, T.
E.S.T.)/& i 32 [E EPA ¥ & i H T Bt PFAG A B 4K
1, B &z BN E1T AT B B IA rl 3 B2 gt i
YE} EPA SCFH R, T.E.S.T.2R H T 43 )2 = (Hierar-
chical method) ., £ & #1125 4 4 ¥ J5) (Food and Drug
Administration, FDA) 7%, 5. £ % 1 (Single model
method) A1 3 4] 5Tk 2 (Group contribution method)%
8 T 7k, I LASHUI A 2= ) BT i 7 Fh B PR 2 AR 9
FhEfb S %k, Horh #2546 . KR (Rattus nor-
vegicus)Z: 1 LDy, 223 B I 8% ( Pimephales promelas)
96 h LC,, . KM% (Daphnia magna Straus)48 h LC,, .
HUIE VU B HL ( Tetrahymena pyritormis)IGCy, A=) & 4
K+ xF AKs s &k & #8228 v ik 240
AL Wb oS B NS AR R R R T
KT ZERE JE A,

T.S.E.THIH A AJ7 X nl LI CAS 5 Z5Hy
2, Hol 5 SR AL B T I A R, o
56 E 2k & ECOTOX, Schultz, Coworkers , ChemID-
plus S 2 NBHEE i AW S 1 s AR R L)
FiEgfE B HAT T.E.S.T.ZEIRE B A& M, FE H
SEUTFIF T..B TS B R A F5000 A 7™ b 5 G e K i
ZI TR MARIR R #EME, 45 R R I B 5 5
HRIAIRZEA K, S HEE N T.S.E.T P& il
L 7 1) 24 R RO B P v 984 R B2l E
PR R4 0 LD, KB B MBUR A, 45
R A 710 b R4 E AU R BZE H LD,
J& GHS 2 PEZ DRk 4 28001 5 28, A 154 Fh(15.
7% )T AT Ames 055 FHM: 677 Fhauil HAT & F
B,

2.5 OncolLogic™

OncoLogic™® Z&[# EPA 4 LogiChem 2 Al &

YEF &, e —a T & A R G PEAh fb = i v

@ F# AL hitps://echa. europa. eu/support/
oecd-gsar-toolbox

® F # Ak hitp://www. pbtprofiler. net/de-
fault.asp

@ R # Ak https . //www. epa. gov/chemical-
research/ toxicity-estimation-software-tool-test

® F # Hb hbk. https://www. epa. gov/tsca-
screening-tools/oncologictm

-computer-system-evalu-

ate-carcinogenic -potential-chemicals
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TEFURIER) QSAR HfF, ZBERIZ ] SAR M TR 2.6 Toxtree

FU, IE25 A BETT T i 09 HLBR AN S SR AT 0 2A
5%, T Ak 22 i POV FE B0 M . T DL Rk
AN ZAE L) B LR, DA SCHRFAOE A T, s
BIAL& T 42735 58 AE & 51 (Chemical Induction of
Cancer Series) JARC %8 3C NTP U 4 52 56 i)k
1525 A AH G 1 S50 VE 75 BREA AN TR RN A 8
JE AT LA AR 2547 308 3 FIUET Ak 27 1) o i) 8 7E B0
PEFEAT AU, OncoLogic™ &K ARG 2L T — 15
"I AR, e ABOE T P RS B
T EER P E G e AR S B (Y 3 E B I AL
P N S5 e o A0 I () 58

OncoLogic %X 4 i £F 4k (Fiber) ., & & ¥ (Poly-
mers) . 4 & (Metals) F1 4 L4 (Organics)4 >+ R G 41
A, Hor Fiber RG24 AW P FR RS FL Y
(] %) Bl ; Polymers &R 4075 2 fig A T 11 K
P SO E BT B[R] —1 | 35 A5 (AT 28 ) AN i 2
filiZ 7% ; Metals 75 25 A S VAV EE, &85
) JEIENECHT T — 28 4 @) AT 5 fih 342 4% ; Organics
T 2L A R EEA R e R R ISR N T —281b 5 9)
Hr i 25 R — A B IR EOCE K, 43 A%
(low) . J1%% (marginal ) , #' 55 fi T (low-moderate) , H 45
(moderate) . 155 - (moderate-high)A1 =i (high)™**"

Toxtree© J2 iy WK Z2 51 23 (W BRI Ak 2 i Jmy 6
F5E H .0 (Joint Research Centre of European Chemi-
cals Bureau) T 2005 4F-FF & 19 5 M AU 4K R iz
A o IR SRR 1k Sk F00I Ak 27 40 Jo 1Y) B 1k XU | HE
APDLFIIN 13 g P 2 0, A0 45 . B PR A OC T I E
(threshold of toxicological concern, TTC, 5 %4
Cramer FEU P FEAY Cramer LI A Kroes 2R 564 |
Hom e AR I 5L B 1 (Ames BB | G U7 SR
(AR AN N g G N b @ R e TS
15 YL 7K A A ) 1k LA S AR s 00 4 o R
WZER A Class T FRRRMKU, 7R A& € ; Class 1T
2N A XU S 7 75 6,5 Class T 267 Ay i3 XU
WA hLf,

Toxtree HHTEHTHIA N Version 2.6.13, F ' Al
DAid it i AT CAS 5, SMILES Zwfish i - I P
B SR I R g 2 A e S A R OR A Rk 2y
Yy, SR e 3k R AN ) B T3 5k X6k 4R 245 A R4 o
BEFTREME TR | 3 2 3 HE A R Toxtree
TN T e B2l E R R A Y B OC TR A, BUm P
st L et , 45 5 3B Toxtree TT HFIH B WAL 1Y it
A e LA S DA S g AR Sk

®2 AFE QSAR HEEH 42 & L8
Table 2 Comparison of different QSAR model softwares

R T 245 A Jikes T etk
Models Predictive parameters Input Methodology Applicability Operability
S (LRI PR ‘ o
) ] } i CAS it 1o 10 T O fiy £
EPI Suite Multiple physicochemical . o ) )
. . Smiles Statistics High-throughput screening Easy
and toxic endpoint
EZL L e 2 , . e
, } i CAS Geit iR i 1 T 2 iy 2R
QSAR Toolbox Multiple physicochemical . o . .
) ) Smiles Statistics, knowledge  High-throughput screening Easy
and toxic endpoint
CAS geit 1 i T 12 A 5
PBT Profiler P,B, T . . . .
Smiles Statistics High-throughput screening Easy
LRI AL 5 ‘ . I .
_ , , CAS 2 Zifst it R O i
TE.S.T. Multiple physicochemical
) ) CAS, structure Statistics High-throughput screening Easy
and toxic endpoint
BB RBESHE s o
, Bo ‘ ‘ it iR i e T 2 fif £
OncoLogic ) o Physicochemical, - ) )
Carcinogenicity Statistics, knowledge = High-throughput screening Easy
exposure data
TCC EU T A Fa AT , . ..
) o CAS = Smiles T 2545, gt iR 1o A O fA HL
Toxtree TCC, carcinogenicity, . - . .
CAS, Smiles, structure Statistics, knowledge  High-throughput screening Easy

reproductive toxicity

©® FEHhk. http : //toxtree.Sourceforge.net/
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2.7 INgE

FEXF 138 6 A QSAR BETUHR {4, LTI 245 |
AT vk 8 A AT B T A T R
(#2), WEFRTTLIFH 6 AR AFER AT LI &
21 f 3 AT i 3 Y 07 3% 5 BR OncoLogic H
SR RO PE AT IO A1 | A AR R T LAY 2
FhERAL S0 B S E G T IO, Foh EPI Suite |
QSAR Toolbox #l PBT Profiler AJ LA Xt 4 25 i £ A
PE AW EREROK A A Y s e T B0, F A
Y& YL, 7T LA FH EPI Suite, QSAR Toolbox .
PBT Profiler 1 T.E.S.T.; FIl Sy LI Al DL On-
coLogic Fll Toxtree ; Tl A 4 2 14 B+, 7T LAk H T.E.
S.T.F Toxtree, K745 7Y 51 A4 4B ] LU iy A A% 24
CAS 5 B ST, #VEf 5, & & Lk k&
A

3 RGENBERRIFEHERNS MREERG
( Commonly-used multimedia model softwares in
pesticide environmental risk assessment )

1979 4, Mackay & K& H T 24 itk B AR 7Y
AIREE:  JEOTSE T A AL 2 S AR PR R & A Y o A 5
AU 36 AR AR () AR | R B R
RIEAET NG, FHT 1983 451 IRFY EE QWASI #x¢
A BT A A i T K 2 R T i 4 T
PRV SR EERR 430 4 JEHD Level [ CFA 2
& AR R G)  Level 1T CF 2725 i 3h R 50).
Level MIEEF-#F S s RS0) A Level IVEEF
i ARRARS A sh R G0 h TR B AR T S A
D BGITE GIRFOR B R R AT B
ERH A B, AR RS 2 12 0, B4
I TR ARG IR 5T T T A% Fe AL AN 55
TR DU AR 2 KU DA b FH R IR 2
FAE RV ERA AR A A 4
3.1 SCI-GROW

SCI-GROW® 72 3¢ [ EPA T 1997 4E1E
KA, FT Tier 14 25 /K XUB 97 A5, SCI-
GROW J&— 2PN [l H AL L2 A 78 T 7K
R ARUE B 44 FhAR 2580 0 I ORI S
WA E 3 FhZEAIPT ) 1989 4 | Gustafson L) 44 Fp
ARG I 25 SR FE BB | DL AR 245 0 S R
BNty P LR 53 0 80K ) WA L 2
THEAT X R AL FAR 5 ] 1B 53 BT, B T T K TS
YeFE# (Groundwater Ubiquity Score, GUS), H T 1F
Aiti A 245555 4T 7 A8 I XU B

SCI-GROW &A1z 4775 B4 A BB A - 4F %]
ZAF e A PR B R A A 2 K AE
FHHE DL A FHURE, A5 i 25 SR T K R A
PRETHEE90 d BRI ), T 73 R S5 A
FH SCI-GROW 7R T 1 3K [l 4 2t 48 H R A A IX
PR el 55 5 o AR 245 RN s 55 17 R 1
A 2% LT AR RS Y XU, 235 SR 3 W% A R 1 A -
i T3 1R A R VI A T AR B e R KRR
R AT K 5 5215 Yl Hh DX AR 2 I T BE AN
3.2 PRZM-GW

PRZM-GW® [y 35 [E EPA 54 K 24 45 3
B HLH#J (Canada’ s Pesticide Management Regulatory
Authority, PMRA)A&1E , £ PRZM #51 (l JE Rk E | FF
& PRZM-GW,, ZAELR LT T A 25T KK
B pEAli ., PRZM-GW BEALE AR 2578 + 1 iz g
i —4E A FR 2% 43 (one-dimensional , finite-difference)
BRSO T b &S LR R K S i aiE
B, RN A 2 1) R e A AL R OK I 2R &R
A 2R R A B LA

PRZM-GW HHYE 1777 B A\ i B A7 . R 25
it FH A Rk IS ) | 2240 5 fef FH S OO K
fil I AR AR R | A LIRS R
B, A AR R K b e 24 vk BE Y B v HAEL L b
TR AR 2R BE AL I | AR 24 E A b T K Y B
[ AER 0 FRE A R AR E R T 10 42
e, L 6 Filg s AEY, i Al PRZM-GW % 24
PR T T 53 Fho 25 AE R Kk 45 SR
PRZM-GW AT L5 A 245 85 it FH T 52 M AR ) )= bk s
HEA ML K A AT S FaR B R IS S AR AR )R
WGNES s iy BV
3.3 EXPRESS

EXPRESSY J& H 36 [ 4 24 11 40] 35 F1 4k B 5% ey
WA FEBRETFR . BN EXAMS Al PRZM #4>
TR 25— 1 & 7 LU A L, EXPRESS
AT AP DA AR 24 76 45 FhK AEAE D b i) 2 2R 1 L

@ FEHL A hitps . //www. epa. gov/pesticide-
science-and-assessing-pesticide-risks/ pesticide-sur-
face-and-ground -water-models

T 2 M ik« https ://www. epa. gov/pesticide-
science-and-assessing-pesticide-risks/pesticide-sur-
face-and-ground -water-models

@ N E HuAE . https .//www. epa. gov/exposure-

assessment-models/ express
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ZARRLR FH A3 2 00 7 s B — A A3l PRI e 2Y
HEFT RS PEA 33X 43 123 7 i A A AT ] — A 45
(4 5 ) F /M, o T e — R e B
o0 3 B R SR AR A P T A 1 M T
4¢2j, EXPRESS & — Mk T H #ALE 1T
BB A . Sk B R A S AL S8
i PR AR R A B 25 SRS S S 400
3.4 China-PEARL

China-PEARL 2 7F PEARL & 81 Kol |-, 454
F e 24 b T K XU PEAS A o 55, e AR LR A 24
K2 BT 55 47 24 FUBR T AR R 2= L [FF &, g
EXI 5 6 MR X, AN X Bl s 74T
it s R AR A 24 ol PRI BRI 7= A IR ) LS A e
FEREM IR, S SRR T M R KSR 99 B /i i)
50, China-PEARL A58 ] DIASTLLUA [a] (1) 4 24 it 24
T3, Nt e Sy | IR TGS, A B
YA X T RE Y TH T 25, BRI AT LAl A 2 AR A
PR 45 K B35 O) e A LA SRR K e il 45 3et
. HH China-PEARL E. 47 TR E G2 T W H , It
FLAE R A 1 05 P 0 e 25 RS A G AR 7R

China-PEARL BEALZ AT 24 AR 25 (1) B £
P P B R 20 AR RRAREHL TR
IR 2R B AR I E LA B 20 AFAR A RYEE 90 H
SOEfE . TR 2% SO %P DL China-PEARL
i Gy s o L nl A9 T PRZM-GW b i 2
BTt A 2 ANBCRPEAS T A 25 % H R K 3R
B XU 2 AR PEC {H b8 45 R 2 7%, PRZM-GW
(R4 25 XU PR A 4 %8 5 China-PEARL H. A % i Y
— 3k, AT EIE T China-PEARL (9] {51k,
3.5 Top-rice

Top-rice 158U J& v [E Fg 7 7K Fef FH Hb R 7K | M 3R
IK BB FEH T b E A 2580 R T TP R
T VAL ZBEI AT DU A (1) R K-+ -
R K RS 3 K AL S R )7k -t -
R KRG 2 AR R Gk
218 AR I 2 MR S K TE s P 1B L R R 27
MR G AR B A R BRI
M EA R s, IR T RV A
AR b DX KR T R KRR K 5 . R IR
SRR T MU T KA 99 B 40 A8 Bl (1R 2 3
SEH R ARE AR 0 ) RN BT b K S 90 137 s
BB, BT T AR 25 B AL S8 IR BE AT
RS MERRE R OKSCR R F LS B

AU 4 25 R AL A YITE 90 B 437 i ZR TR R Y
Top-rice iz A7 7[5 7 Ml 0 #E7 ful FH 1% % 285 XU DF
iR
3.6 EQC

EQCIW0 2 i1 £ K B 455 # 455 F11 Ak 27 o0 3
Mackay %) TIT 245 Y 33 57 1Y) 2247 o afke i A Y AR 41
A2 i AR T, 07 FH 3% B 5 v R o i Y- A
TR 2 b FE PR AR T B o A A AA T R A
AT DA A0 H A ) o ) IR 5470, ik 2= )
JoT A R XUBS: E A 2 LA 38 2 AR S E 16 T IX
S A ERYE B 8 XU DA . EQC 75 B4 ATk
S22/l S N CIF G R SR L e S 44
DL R A=) BRI 25 R K S RTURR T i
i, HA AR N E Y A DA B S
Matamoros 55"V F EQC #5544 F0 1 & 1% |
PRERIE I e S AR 245 7 T I 22 7K A 4 ol A [l
HR oA o0, 45 2 B BQC 1 Fil il (B 5 SE PR &
(HZ e, FRE 2= &S5 N EQC %
RURALL 1 2% B0 -+ SR 7E 22 o PR v i )3 i T
R 1, 45 SRR U] U B R B A7 I FE AR
BTG 5 Rk F] 95.0% ; FERR S AR F-fi 5%
PR, SR o HE B R KA, A 37.5 % AR AT
Hem kA
3.7 EUSES

EUSES® g ¥k 93 Bk 4 BF 5% P 20> (Joint Research
Centre, JRC) T* 1993 4F %Al . Z KPP L35 R 45E
PN R R VEAN RN DA | AU ZRAE A5 221 XU DA
R FH TR DL R 4Bk X3k A e 24 46 Ak 2 i 1 AL
RrPPAli . EUSES B8RSR 4530 43y 5 A IRBEAH , 3
P ] ROBE (R B RUBE | XS R AT Bk R , 1%
G0 1 i 24 B 5N 2 A R B 9T 9T (Na-
tional Institute of Public Health and the Environment,
RIVM) & FITHE i 4 SimpleBox 5  HE 474k 27 i 1)
FREEVEAN . Y H R X AR B A HE X 3k 1
R R A HDK & 55 AR S 1w
JE DU oK R VA B AR Ar8 HEhK 2R

@ F#E ML hitp ://www. chemsafetypro. com/
Topics/CRA/how_to_use _EUSES_to_estimate _pre-
dicted_ environmental _concentrations_PEC.html

@ F#EH L hitp ://www. chemsafetypro. com/
Topics/CRA/how_to_use_EUSES_to_estimate_predic-

ted _environmental concentrations_ PEC.html
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FAE R B AR FR S EOR A BT (R A 4% T 2R 805, Al
AL T A B B i F QSAR AERIEY
BAFSHIGVCE T BN, 78 52 B v ] v Al AR 40 55
RIS H Tz AR A AR 24 1 KU PP A A3 T
BN . B0, Katsuya 25 F| ] EUSES #F-f%
T 25 AR 257 H AR R IREE I, 45 SRR B BB Tl
T 18t J32 ARSI PR AN 14 1 88 A AR ) ok Y T
HA—Hk,
3.8 Fish

Fish@html BEHL i g @i o bk 2T ik
J3E B RAB AL £ 230 ok K RN ) BRI 2 S i
AR SO BRAE 0L, H AT E R 8] 2.0 MiAs, fh
FBEARY R R — L) 2 R PEAE A B A0 X A HILTS G
YIRS MORIEFE . 2B AT A TS G TE
RN AR AR AT R EE DA B A0 0 A i
R LA KA 45 ORI 43 2% 2ok A% A AE X6 0 B | 158
A=)t 5 T (BCF) , 24 RARIA - (BAF) Fl AL W) it
RIT(BMF), Fish B840 35 1 402 i AL 7
P 5T S P, 7 Ak A A e/ s S B ORI B
W B KL R, 53 MR I 35 T BT AR
JEVEREE T ELAT LGS SE ORI B, i A
T A AR S B AS  A  o  SRARME  B G |
FFFERPA G A E= Y B e Borp pg e e . Hof
i f14% BCF . BAF .BMF {5 B ] 5k 450
3.8 MACRO

MACRO® {412 iy ¥ B FF & 14 FH -F 0 4 24
TEH T KR K Hh R B2 ) — RSB R
KR 91/414/EEC 45 HELL T T 00 4 400 o 37 il
FIPRIE R BE A | T HE 2 g RRCR AR 24 13 ia i A
Nz FME S 35 (Forum for the Co-ordination of Pes-
ticide Fate Models and Their Use, FOCUS)#f %% H >k
TN A 25 76 b T ZK R R 7K H 0 PN SRR BE (pre-
dicted environmental concentrations, PEC)""', HHji%
BAULERR AR 2 1) 2 By g
3.9 /Mg

BEXT FIR 8 PR BUER A T JE Tl P4 FREE
AT AT ERAEMESE D T LS R 9T (GR 3), 7E 8 1N
BN AL, SCI-GROW ,PRZM-GW | Chi-
na-PEARL | Top-rice , EXPRESS £l MACRO /& % []
T AR 2 AR PR v ok B SRV R, R BRI %
JEE TR A I B P AR SRR
U TETIN N IETI TER/ S O S R i e sty X 1Y ]
7 [ i 24 3 72 vh i i 9 22 8% . EQC , EUSES Al

Fish A LA A 245 S A AT ML) #E PR 55 b (0 v B
HETWRETRANA B B RER R, L5
VEAR XS & 5, Hodh SCI-GROW 1 Top-rice 3 % H
TARZ LT 7K T XU AL, EXPRESS il EQC ]
PAPEAT T A 11 2% KUBS: 3F £, PRZM-GW , China-
PEARL .MACRO EUSES I Fish A] A#E4T 11 9%3F
fili o BREEHUTE S A IR TS 2R 24 1 FRAL B Al | B
BEROE ) 2 R B 45 . HL RSB 4 o Lh A 1
B AT DX A 25 7E PR v v BE A TG A T
B FEAERA HFE

4 172 ( Discussion)

A 245 RS P-4t 38 % f 455 [ #8134 (Problem for-
mulation) , 734 (Analysis 3,45 &5 5341 #1128 58 3 HT)
FIXUBS: 2R AE (risk characterization) %5 A5 B8, 5 [E BA {4
B 25 AU PEAS 7RI 3T H (Risk Assessment in the
Pesticide Program) 1k iy A 24 XU P Akt 2 PP Ak
2 %00 ft R R A 2S5 e R T O e R T R AR 24
T b TR 25 RS PEAL o Ay BREARXUBS: Al Y B
AR I R AR A5 VA XU DAk o 8 iz H
A2 AR 245 IR DAy T 3k I 3k B9 4G | i AIG A8 2
KA I HLA RO SR, A iFsR R,
A58 B — Ak 2 ) Jo e i 10 4 30 s i g v g i 22
4.5 AFEFEFE TR AR b g R 25 A4 W e AR K
6T B 28~ 60 d, T AL B LY 8.5 JTRRITR
FIJH] EPI Suite ,PBT Profiler %5 QSAR 7 # 4: | %t
BCF 1 Tt {3 7 2 A 1) B[], L B 6% 52 300 v i o
O, R = 7 R PPl R0, T34 ez — B
HEAIREE AR S PR W, AN 25 32 2] A
1 B4 WS SR AR R ER B £ n LAY 2 R
2RI RS AU PA A B4 B A Bk B A
OV T HAT —E W 25 R i IR B 2 A i
BRI A AN AT AP A T 000 A 245 7 R 53 v e J3
(PEC), 1 H AT AR AR 25 70 IR 85 rh (3048 | % kit
P, AR AT R A B AT DO
VBT YA U U a1 o s i B2 20 = LU BN
KBS YL r) H i, B RT—L A A E R H T
S T TR B A AT A AR 24 XU DA b A A

® F#EH L http://www. trentu. ca/academic/
aminss/ envmodel/models/Fish2.html
® R HL AL hitp://focus. jrc. ec. europa. eu/

projects/macro
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F, in7ERK 2 REACH 8L CLP LML) R 45 A 1
5% R 4Y(OECD) & A7 f) — BE 15 B SC 1 P #0112
T AR (Y R A

11 A8 245 XU Al R A5 e e, 0 A Sk A 245 XL
W PPAl A RE P 50 e AR 4, A 25 KU DAL B 50
FbRAE AR X BB 2o 3 JLAR A & R, 30 [ 4k
210 IRV VA B o L B0 K R e, Ak e A T —
R ARE (A AR A R — 2558 3%, B
FHTH S B 2B AR R A 25 6 B S oA b
RV R S A TN, %o BB B TR R A 2 XU T A L
HEEEY,

MBI A, 75 8 FE AL K K ML AR 9T
WFFE T 2 AR B 2 R B A 55, Sl 45 B 1)

W& 55, HEEA AT LB R R e 55 07 10 4

(AR 2595 35 T P vy i 1 B0 H R A9, RHE
PRGPIACSEL  BEERUN A5 M5 DB | A S
ik E GO 2V B R 155 R 32 s Y | 5
KA GTEFRIE A, Gets X A 25 4% 2 fo i Jm Mk i AT
ey A0 2 T AR AR A | DA TG 4 T i el v & e
AT AR 2 AU 0 ) fig

)4 222 ROBE B MEOW B AL I e, 3 3o F 5
A2 245 1) A 5 45 5 3 B (adverse outcome pathways,
AOPs)™ A RUEE | R G0 A W FR i - ] 3507
KR TT I BAUA 24 D532 iR F5 4 (molecular initia-
ting events, MIEs) %) 7 L K 38 90 4 A5 535 48007 A 2of
T2 WA AT TR B Bl e i AR A R

R3 TRMEZ N AR Z BRI LS

Table 3 Comparison of different Multimedia Environmental model softwares

A Zl PR i LPN € LR € PRLE etk
Models Type Environmental media Data input Data output ~ Assessment tier Operability
. WAk PR R S,
HiR ok YER)-7K---ITFY) , , TH PRIE e 2 {77 5.
SCI-GROW Physicochemical, I
Groundwater Crop-water-soil-sediment . PEC Easy
environment, exposure
. il PRI B ; ;
Rk YER)-7K--IIRY) _ _ TN BRI e {7 .
PRZM-GW Physicochemical, I
Groundwater Crop-water-soil-sediment . PEC Easy
environment, exposure
. b PR R . -
, Lk f- K- LB N B fi
China-PEARL Physicochemical, I
Groundwater Crop-water-soil-sediment . PEC Easy
environment, exposure
A Sk \ sl IR R I A
A YEYI-K-L-UTFR Y , , AU R4 e L fi £
Top-rice Groundwater, . ) Physicochemical, I
Crop-water-soil-sediment . PEC Easy
surface water environment, exposure
X Wik PR R ER —
Hizkok FE)-7K - LR , , T PRI e fi £
EXPRESS Physicochemical, I 1T
Surface water Crop-water-soil-sediment . PEC Easy
environment, exposure
, i S5
HF A E L SR (4 2L N S 43 A fif e
EQC . . . Physicochemical, o ) L 1I
Groundwater Air-water-soil-sediment . Partition in media Easy
environment, exposure
o e S5 — "
HiF ok 23K LU , , TG PRI e fi] B
EUSES Physicochemical, I
Groundwater Air-water-soil-sediment . PEC Easy
environment, exposure
Ml i TR "
, )-fh-K , , fii .
Fish Physicochemical, fish, BCF, BAF, BMF I
Food-fish-water . Easy
environment, exposure
AR K . il FRET R ER . X N
-k N BB fi 2.
MACRO Groundwater, . . Physicochemical, I
Crop-water-soil-sediment PEC Easy

surface water

environment, exposure
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CIRAZ A R BFFRITT K, WARZG HE A 3R
B S A TE R AR AROCRRAE Ay
AR DL A B0, R 1) 2 B 1 5 AR 25 1
ABRGE T IIAT R R B 2V, T FF R AR N Y
BB,

MAT PR RE R, R N TR T, FR I
A 4.5 J1 ZRAesE) s, AUBUSE S sl ge MR 55
IR AN BT XS PP I 2D 28, AT
BEBR AT AR R LR 14 T A 25 f RE 1R £ A
PRI AR5 R, A D [ AR 25 15 B i 2K A7 0k
A5 30 e T TS B B A ) v 3l L B AR
FT , Gt B 24 U PPAG A TR BRI , 1B
AR AR FH AR AL 0 AT B O AR 2 Y
IR S5

BANEH B TH(1982), 5+ 5L F G h 5 %37
BT R AR F R L 20 R4
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