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Defferences following ethanol and phenobarbarbital administration

in the metabolism and hepatotoxicity of trichloroethylene

Tamie Nasu-Nakajima, Tomonori Okino, Ninzo Murayama,
Yutaka Nasu*and Mamoru Kugimoto*

Tua—nwE& 7=/ = (PB) #invivo DYoo xF Ly (TRI) ORBEFHHEICGZ2EE
% 5 BB TR TEZBE (500, 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000 ppm) B\ TR L1co RMBL T I — A5 S v b D
i T R I OSSR 2000 ppm 8B/ v9 —V b -fz, L LPBEE S » MicBiF 1Mt TR I O REEdhs
ROMEEERBBEEOTORBED/NY =V Thofre T3 —EPBROUTHORBIEBE KBWTHIMhh L0
TR I OF%kZEEDIz, TOMMIG 2000ppm YU TORBRBWTR TV - DEBEP B 1z, T3 —00
& P BRIRP~OB=ELY (T T C) OBEMHERE %TUME S8/, TOTLEIERIIZ 2000 ppm LT TR 703 —vdh
HPBXOD#H{, 4000ppm Bl TE P BOH M ofc, T2~ EPBIRTRIBERO M) 7o ol (TC
A) OHEEZEASY, COERMBVWINORBBEREVTE T3 —vOESEMH >, LBLTTCRRNY 3
TCADHEMEIA ZEAS R/ DT LT —VDBTH »7c0

FToa—w&EPBIE TR IREBICEEALZMEGP TOLREZEMD I, TOREE 2000ppm LITOTR I RE %I
TN DF5H, 4000 ppm P EORFERIE P BOH Mk -7, TR IREROTT COBMERE (§4H5 TR
I ORHEE) SMEGP THEHRIOCEERZRL: (2KERBHEBETIE r=0.870, SRHEIRBEEBR TR r =
0.934) ,

FYsZooxy - (TCE) EEBRIKBEWT, TAva— VI TCEMNS TCADRBZTLESE 52, PBiR
C DRBERR I I8 RTS8 » 1o, ‘

BERETVvI—VEPBREBIKTR IORBEITESY, FEHEHMBEI LM, COFAEREITR I ORBEE
R ->TRUESB, $1b5T va— VOEMRERERR, DB L, SRERSICET 228U TLE S, PB
KL BERIRBERE LRICHETVWEER LTV, :

T Lt ®» < TRIBFIZay —slkkBRETAF I n—0uP —

FEBRE THEA SO 2ty EIE LiE Ld e DR A500MEEERIc L Dk 7 o s —vicfsh, &5
ERETCRAEREDCOERTHLLNWH B, 20 wrva— ik EBE (ADH) &7 V7 E FEKHE
W EREEE T A RIKRE (FRER) Th s, % (ALDH) kkbhxhZhtVr/avxy /-
Trichloroethylene (TR I) WREEERBIcE VTR (TCE) &bV /ool (TCA) itf#ah s,

HE{FEHINTHE2ERBEHO—DTHS, LU HER Lz TCED—SHRBOAKI o5 —vEETTC
TR IICK ZAEERE @HAS, HFK, 13 o AlcR#shs D,
BURIROSA S &0, BEEBEHICEVCTR [ORER BTRIZD&DOTHL{, TRIDOREMTH BT &5

EZOTWAEBEINROC L, NELEB~DTR 1 HMonTWaEY $HLBTR IRBAAEGTARTET
DIEHZEABEIN T 5, R IOFEHICHEEE5L 50 EWFRINE, —H,

TR IOREBEHIZEAL T~y REZH W CERTHRES
EMA RS NTVBY, 75 FERVEERTRREBERZED S h
*EMAPRER ARG LS m0En3D CORFE T AEmER S 5 b LTy R
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of Medicine. DfEICBEDONSE TR [ ORKRBREIDOEIER T Z T &



PHREINTWE, TDOLHIKTR I OEKAREIITZ
DOEWEFECDLDPOLDEVER > T 5,
Fua=n3~D oy . sy =n (PB) 69
BTR IORBEEZLESE, FEELEHRILEEC
ERMICREINT VS, LPLZHWSOERDIZEA
LB —DBETHOATED, T2 —1PPBick
5 TR I & HEEMHOE-RIDBHFERET L 1RE
W10, TRIZRUHETEEL O DY VAL
RILKFZORBIAINTEEVbN TS, CDLSE
Bad SR Ch S OILFEEOE WEFMT 58,
B—RIGEGREERE L g/2iilmd S84 5 08
tepsshg shTwv s 10,
ZTLTLOHRLTES v MeBIF5 TR I of_SHHE
EFFEMICEZ ATV -V EPBOREBLRBEN
(500, 1000, 2000, 4000, 8000) +RERKM (2, 8
B5iD &L TRET LT

5 &

1. EBR&HY

YL Wistar REEME 5 bAFERALE, 7 v M
HABS 1 7 v Db > fEEBZE (20 2°C) THE L.
7 v MR TIROEREE (&7 V7 CE—2) &K
ZAHIKEA e 7y P BBHIGELILECAT2E
KR, ThZhiclkmoREgslTra—VR%
Hil, HEAIEH 12 ORANeEETFEE LI,
THbhE, Yasu—21204¢,h¥E¥A VF MY IA
2.93¢, VL—YRF/41m, DL—-AF4=2bm,
AAn208 (FYV—-71549,3-0469) .,
J— BT Fw22m, €433y 7R40Tm, DL
—a—ta7zo—n2n, IF303y 72813,
A5 —F 212 Mm% 80 mtDIKITHED LIz b D% K #E
BLll, BEADY 27 0—-2% 4.0 ITHESL,20
gOTNa-nE, BEREIEHO ) —ICT B2DIC2,
02 § DA AW (XY —T1.56 §, 2—>0.46 9) %K
mUffaerra—wgEL, ML A VETR
1 ORBHE IS BB £ 52150 C & RBHCRRS NT
Va5, 5y CINEORERE 80T D, BHEF
% 4B TS 2 1o, 19 3BT S O TR E ST -
7. AT, REABEI IS 2 BiIKSW, —H% Con-
trol (Untreaed)#f& L7z, fhihiCid 80 M %k¢ D PB
TR 12801, b 20IEBHN 40 MEREMNES L,
PBE L LT,

2. In vitro® TR I {{BIER
Control , 73 =V BLUP BHE 7 » MFicl)
5 TRIDKRBEES Sato and Nakajima oA 13)

EEFEELTUE L, 17 0v— LEHF Lowry
SOLEBETHF L/ o—24 P — 4504k Omura and Sato
0 HERTE NENRIE Lz,

3. In vivoDTR IHER

Control , 73—V BLUPBHE S5 «» bic 500,
1000, 2000, 40008 X TF8000ppm O TR I % 28
B (10 —12 am) , HHOZERE 1D TR E L7z,
REKTHRIP TR 1BE% syringe —P@E18 ©
B ICE L7z, REBAD 524850 (B H D108 %
T) RERZEENICHA L, Tanaka and Tkeda DhHE:
<19 @@=ty (TTC) ETCARMEL). TR
[RBRIBT o MiokDAEA o, BB K T 2285/ %
(EROHINE) 75 VEBRLTUBEL, FFOTRI
PR A BB D HETRGE Lo

4. TRIFSEHER
Control , 7 2—-wBIUPPBES » bic 500,

1000, 2000, 40003 & 8000 ppm DTRI % 2
(1012 am) WL 8 (8 am—16 pm) BEARE Lz,
ZNENORBKT22MRM%E (2 BRAREDHAIX10 am
8REIRE DBA 14 pm) MFEGPT (SGPT)
ER—YVHF—2sNALHDF 5 b (RatedE) THl
ELle SGPTHIE2CltBI3E (1U,/£)icH
B L7,

5 TRI&KUTCER—-ESER

Control, 73 —-VvEBLUPBHKSE S » ML 2.24
mmol k¢ DTRI&LTCE (TCEf& LTEBRE
F O #5 X372 monosodium trichloroethyl phosp-
hate Z2#A L7) 220 ThEENRS 10 am) L1,
BE5®HRPTTCE TC A% Tanaka and Ikeda DF
ETIDREL 72

. In vitrolC#(33 TR I DKSEE

HEROBEIC—HLTTNVI—WEPBROTFNS I
7ay—sBALFI I o—LP—450 DEERAMA
S, TORERPBOABAREP-7220, 7Fra—
WIE TR IORBEE L TLESE/ W6M%) . PB
HTRIRBLLESE I, TOEERI 7TV —VEK

“D&/N&M o7 (Table 1)

2. In vivolC&IZATRIKH
Fig. 1 {3 500 —8000 ppm D TR 1% 2 BRI REHRD
TR I OMFEEOHEERT . BELRTHO 2RI

— 9 —



Table 1. Effects of ethanol and phenobarbital administration on the drug-—

metabolizing enzymes

Control Ethanol P B

Body weight @ 262. 8 + 5.0 241. 6 + 9. 1% 263.2 + 12. 7
Liver weight (g 10. 6 £ 0. 4 8.6 £ 0. 7% 13.6 & 0. 8x%
Liver/body (%) 4. 03 + 0. 11 3. 55 4+ 0. 20% 5 17 &+ 0. 06%
Mi 1

terosoma 200 + 1.4 24, 3 £ 2. 0% 20. 7 + 0. 9%
protein /¢)

C h P—450 :
yrochrome 0. 68 + 0. 14 0. 96 £ 0. 0d# 1. 37 + 0. 09%
(nmol /" protein)
Metabolic rate of

trichloroetylene 13.0 £ 1.3 75.2 £ 1. 7% 34. 4 £ 1. 7%

(nmol/9/min)

% Significantly different (p<0.05) from

BOUBTRIDHEFEETHSE, EBIKBVTTRI
DREBRBEMERT B IKO>NTEET iR H5TH SN
72 Control & 7na —wi5.5 « b oI 5D TR
I B/Dii#R (3 4000 ppm P L OEEEDO TR 1 REKIL
NG =Y HED ~Te THHE TR LIEHMBIG SR
D HIETEEBIME IS Ny — BT LT, LT A
NP B#EES 7 v bt TR I ORI TR
BREICBOTCHEME Yy — v FEEBIHN TR
Th-oto

500 ppm®D TR I BEBILB T T3 —EP BIEEH
Skt 50 TR I OHEZED, ZORERT IV
3 —WDHEBKEP 5Tz, COBRRIE TR 1 ORBME
D LFRICENEE L0, 2000 ppm D TR IRE®R 3
 BOMOME TR I HEEEDERIROAE -1,
& BH54000 ppm' & 8000 ppm REicE VT, Rk
BT 2HEMIcB 3 H&EETA S E T -5 5
vy b KO PBERE S v b DHBED -

Fig. 2 3TR I ZEhE LURERRPicHEE
1TTCH#RBELILODTHS, T/a—nEPBEE
Sy PIREDELRFELRT 8K E ClItHltS NS TT
CEMBEWIEBELTH>fc, TORMIIKDOTRI
MbEEDEEE—F LT 2000 ppm REE TR Fa
— 5T 5 FOBBEREL, TORBEEICHENTS
BoESROGEEETH -2, 4000ppm BERII TV 2
—v & PBOEIC T T COBEEEDZEIRAD Shiln
A%, 8000 ppm REICBWV TP BRE 7 » FOENBT
A —iE5 5y b YIRS IGEDP -T2,

Fig. 313 500~8000ppm ® TR I BitsH & 6 B i
HiltXhe TT CE (HARRIY 0 ofkltE) 2Z2h <
NORBEEEICHLTFo v b LIc&DTdH 5,Control

control rats

7 v DT T COPREE L 500 ppm BE TIHIKZKIC
ELT0, Twva—-afg5 5y b T T CHEMHE T
1000 ~ 2000 ppmBZEEZA LD (Control D5
%), 8000ppm REHEFIMNICET Lizo —HP BiS
Z v DT T CHEMGEE 1 1000 ~2000ppm BEEEZ—R
E—27iCEL (Control D 4£%) , 2000 ppm Z#Z
53LHULA LR, 9705 2000ppm ITOTR I £
BICBWTRT VI -5 5y FOEHP BIRE S v
FEDHTTCOBEHEEIF K& <, 4000ppm Pl k@
TRIBEIBOTRPBERE Sy rOAFRTVI -
8’57 v KO TTCOHMREIR K& o/, PlED
HRLOROERBBEONK, 73 = EPBRE in
vitro D&A7567F in vivoO TR I RMbILHESHS
M, zDORER TR I ORBRE ICk > THRI S, 2000
ppm L FOTR I RBIRBNTRE T -V D B,
4000 ppm LI D TR I REICHE O TIX PBOAA TR 1
R OFEER L,

Table 2 3 500 ~8000 ppm O TR I FEHIIEM 524
Erflic Rohic kit S e TCAB%/Rd, Control 5w
FOTC ABEERIT 4000ppm O TR RE L TREE
BRI BRI, 8000ppm DRBICHBNTOH AT
BIARIBBED Hze TNHD Ty DT CAHEIERE
TTCICHTBEETAS5ETR I DRBEEN LFT
LMD Lz, PBIX 1000 ppm LLEDTR I RE
KEBWTT CADOBHMRZMA SR/, TTCItd
AH BB EAEHELE L1 57, Control 5y
FERKEP B 5y FOT C ADHEMEIS BREBEED -
FICEROFEDT MBI TH 12, T2 =T Th
DREBBECEVTLOTCADHMEDAESFTTC
iKxtd BEEMEIS A Sz, LL, ZOTCAD
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Fig. 1. Decay curves of TRI in blood after a 2 —hour inhalation exposure to TRI,
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inhalation exposure to TRI. See the legend in Fig. I.

Cumulative amount of TTC excreted in urine during and after a 2—hour



TTC, pmoiskg/hr

300

200

—_

L1 1 L I
0010002000 4000 8000
PPmM
Fig. 3. Excretion rate of TTC in urine

for the first six hours after start
of a 2—hour inhalation exposure to

TRI. See the legend in Fig 1.

HEtEI &1 Control P B 7 v b &[R4,
R VR BB %R L,
500~8000 ppm @ TR I % 2 B EE KT 225514,
TRTD Ty FEB#K, B LUTHFICEY 3 in vitro
DO TR IAHBEEZRE LS (Table 3) o Control

RERED

Table 3. Metabolic rate of TRI in vitro

22hrs after exposure to TRI

Conc. nmol/g liver/min
(ppm) Control PB E thanol
0 29.5 £ 5.7 534 5.4 31.6%+4.1
500 26.2+4.9 48.4 + 3.2 31.3+ 13.6
1000 46. 7 £+ 10. 8* 53. 7+ 7.1 56.0 % 8. 6*
2000 51.3+6.0, 553+ 111 554 186
4000 54.1 % 4.2 " 41. 4 + 4. 2* 42.6 + 10. 5*
8000 63.1+ 16,0 34.6+6.3 553125

Table 22 TCA in urine after exposure to.
TRI
Conce-  Treatment TCA TCA/TTC
(ppm) (umol/kg) (%)
Control 16.6 + 4. 2 2.9+ 0.8
500 PB 16.1+6.3, 24+11,
Ethanol 26.9 + 2.8 4.2+ 0 3%
Control 15,0+ 2.5 1.6+ 0.3
1000 PB 243i&6; 20404
Ethanol 43.6 + 6.0 .4+ 0. 42
Control 15,7+ 3. 4 1.1 4+0.3
2000 PB 24. 8 + 2. gab L6402
E thanol 46.7+9.7*° 3.2+ 1.0
Control 23.2+ 9.2 1L.4+0.5
4000 PB 4&7i1&ﬁb L9£0.5
E thanol 88.6 + 25.1?° 3.3+ 0.4
Control 34.8 + 10. 8 1.1+0.2
8000 PB 61.1 £ 7.6 :b 14402,
Ethanol  107.9 & 31,1 1.9+0.5

8Significantly different (p {0.05) from control
bSignificantly different (p <0.05) from PB

* Significantly different (p { 0,05) from non—
exposed rats,

7 v b DEREBEDOTR IKHH Table 1 KRS
RAEELOTELTOBDIE, TRIZERERYMA IR
TRTD Ty MEHEAIEI1HTH A9, BAMTRI
RAME TS B LRBERS T 32) 41
HELLHEER—HLTCTva—il55 5 b OIERE
BOTR IRBRER, MERIAT v —f 55tk
LTHBI S0, Toa—vofERRNEEL, #
BOEEBDAMHEAL T, —5FPBHRS v | DR
BHOTR IRBHEE P BiEO/ERAHEINX 11,
Table 1 ICRINIHEEL O 25 TLEL Triz,
ETNA—NRE S o bFIRBIFBTR I{E
HIEE L 1000 ppm LLED TR [ REE®IA S e Ll L
foo LPLPBEE S & MiFIcB 5 TR I ARBHEER
TR IRFHLERS, 4000ppm PIEDOTR [ REBiC
BLTERBIET LTV,

Conurol

3. TRIFFEHMER

Control s 73 —WBLFPBHRES v b ic 500~
8000 ppm O TR I % 2d 53 8IFMIREL, TRI
DOHME (SGPTH) L5 25 RBEE L REHRBD
B L, 2HMBEERICEVT, WFhos
v PICBWTS 2000 ppm ORFBEE Tld SGP T
D_LEFIEED S idr o7z, Control 7 bDSGPT
fiEil 4000 & 8000 ppm B HE T LR U LHLL
507 vy MRIETEMICAIR 5 Wi BIRESE, M
BESTCHOTLRH LN BEE T, FEERBD TR



ELBbhi, Ta—wEPBRHAGHICTR IKE
HAL7SGPTHEDEFZEM®RDBH, ZOERAEREE
NENRofre TW2—WEE S PDSGPTEIR
4000 ppm & 8000 ppm D RZBEDORNCEZ D ST DS,
PB#55 v F®SGP T 4000ppm & O 8000 ppm

REBERDIFBRED ~12, TROLA—RBRIEM THE
THETVaI—EE S5 POTRI itk 3FEEIR
MY 34, PBRES v hONEZIIRERE IKHAIL
TWKETBLDTH -7/ (Table 4) ,

TR I 8HEHRBERICEWT, Control & PB#

Table 4 SGPT level 22hrs after exposure to TRICIU/1)
Conc. X time
(ppm) (hr) Control PB E thanol

0 X 0 27.8 + 2.3 30.7 + 6. 1 33.7 + 3.1
500 X 2 311+ 4.5 40. 9 + 6. 4 48. 6 + 16. 1
1000 X 2 37.7 + 10. 7 42. 9. + 8. 2 30.1 + 6. 7
2000 X 2 3.7+ 5.6 43.1 + 12. 4 42.9 £ 17. 1
4000 X 2 440+ 7. 1° 773+ 251° 338 + 7eab
8000 X 2 57.1 + 14.7° 1790 + 1220° 229 4+ 97°
500 X 8 42.2 + 9. 6° 58. 7 + 20. 9% 120 + 37%®
1000 X 8 38.6 + 4. 1° 135 4 37° 232+ 104% .
2000 X 8 50. 7+ 7.1° 281 + 58° 1780 -+ 12202

2gignificantly different (p {0.05) from non—exposed rats.

bSignificantly different (p (0.05) from PB— treated rats,

5355 @S GP T/l 500 ppm BB K HFHFHICBE
Bic kR Ul L ULABEEICIZIR LA ET(RITRD S
Niidpofc, 2000ppm BFEH Control 5 FDSGP
TEEIETLA L, Z0EERAHENICOBREBEENS
Lt 8000ppm X 2ERGDO RER LFALUL T, T
a—-wEPBETRIKEAHLASGP THO ERAH
RKEX¥E, 2OBEEERT VI —VOEBKED -T2,

ERIET v = k500 ppm O TR IREHRE S i S
GPTiE% ER&H 3 L IdHEHKEN, Ll EOBREEHA
ABLTEZRELUTOERBBTINL DS, (1) Control

GRAVE) 5 bIEBI B TR I OFEHEISBEES
ERESETH, RBERELEEILETHLBRDTBRETH
59, (2) 7a—nk PBIR TR IOFHEMELIBIES &,
ZDREER 2000 ppm LLFTORETIX 702 —vD B,
4000 ppm L L DRBICBOTIEPBOLIBENTHS
9o (3) PB#E 5 v FOJSGPT{[EHTR_I DREBEE
BD ERICHIIVEAL, F—D0RERER (BB XKD
THE TS L, REHNEIERES AL OREEES
BLTE5HMSGP THEDLERIEEF L (8000 ppm X 2
B VS 2000 ppm X 885, 4000 ppm X 2 KRS VS

1000 ppm X 8 ) - (4) 7o —nid B 54 MieB
%5 S GP THHIZ 4000 ppm D 2EHBRE KBV TEEF L
—JCEL, ThILRBEES FTTOERICER L
B otc, TOMRR, RRABRTHEYT S L RBHM %
EEIE5HE (2000ppm X 8KH]) HEBEEL LA

€3 (BQOOpmeZH#FBﬁ) XOHSGPT LR
T&F L,

4 TRIODKHEECHTZ7/IL3—-ILEPBOE
Fig. 4-1i32.24 mmol /kg DTR 1 % [ERENRE
%, Rt S/ TTCETCAZRE L DT
H%, TIA—NEPBREESHEBEFZES TTCO
B Z L ESE A EBHLLTH -7, EDRBEFEER
E—HLTT va -3 T C A ASE 525,
PBRREAEEEEEZL D 1,
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Cumulative amount of TCA in
urine after TRI ( 2.24mmol/kg,i,p)
administration to rats. See the
legend in Fig. 1.
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Fig 42 3T C EPES®IRhIcHftE /- TCA
DRBERLTO 5, PBIITCADHRICIS {5
EBABZ I 10, 7wa—widHOHIT CADSE
MEMRKIEI, LIt TPAa —wWE TRI>TC
EDABLFTCE>TCADKRBOITHESHE LI Z
£9o L LPBHEEBEEZADRITRI->TCE®D
RABRKOHEBDHN B,
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Fig. 4—2 Cumulative amount of TCA in
urine after monosodium
trichloroethyl phosphate(2.24mmol
/kg.i. p)aministration to rats.
See the legend in. Fig. 1.

= =3

TR I DREHEBE Tidicrd B TRIGEFF+
7 0—4P — 450 DRRER IC K DIk 0 5 — it
#Haxnz6,7 92223 fakres -t ADHEL
UALDHOERIK L D#EPHIcENFNTCEETC
AlcREEh3, TCEDRBEASRI VY 0 vgiad
ZHTConsa s —é UTIRPASE S 558,
FO—HIIACTCARKSBENh LD o TN T—i
3-5,20) 4 PB6, 7.9, 20 i3 ¥ yu—AP —450%
FEL, ORISEESBASH 3, ks (21D Tminor
IZRERE T TTC DEEMRICII K & I B A 5 2 72\ (Table
28R, 9O BTTCE=TCELELATELDDAN
VW) o —MRICADHOEWZ T 0 — D BIERE 50 P
BORHRGOEBI S50 E vpbhTnd 8, —4
RGHEEIIC ky 13 by L DEL 262D, 43 04 —%E
T5-DTR IRPORERETHEEAHLEINTHS
7.2, 7ua—nEPBIRTR I DMMHh S DiHESE

CCL:CH;0-UDPG
.
001r=CHC143&{}£QCChEHOl%EL CC 13CH, OH
(TRD) ALDH| (TCE)
CC 13 COOH

(TCA
D (Fig. 1) JRP~D T T COEt 2 #d 7z (Fig
2) o > TCHNODBEBEIFICT A —NEPBICL
5F b7 u—nP—450 DFEBITERT S D EHEbR
50

Control 7w M T T CHEMtEREE X 500 ~ 1000 ppm
T TIRABEIGELTVWAEE I THS (Fig 3), [
FTRIEE GBS5FOTR I BEIIZIFELL) 25
0.2 mMfJ#LTControl v MFiLHEF2 TR I KB
HERRALLY, P TR 1EE (REEE) »Ch
UEERLTHTR IRBEEIRIZEAELEDLL M-
1o BEOLZDREMAT Conurol 7% POTRIK
BEEDRBTIL T B0DTH S, HEStott D 59
Prout 2 545w MBOTIH TR I ARBIZ8FId 2
CEAEBDTH S, —K Andersen 30 5itGas Upta-
ke Method 2 BW:EEBR T, 39 hOTR IRHOKm
13463 ppmTH B LEREL TWB, T DERIE 5
MITBI 5 TR I AEHEET 1000 ppm i TRA LT
BLLEEERLTED, EELORREFBE LAV, &
Control CRUE) 3w bDTTCORAHEERE %40
#mol/kg/hr £ 5 (Fig, 3) &, TALD 5w biT
B0 5 TR 1 RBBEHEED OS24 ICHE S WA TTCO
BAERBEEEICBIFRT 960 umol /kg/ 24hrs &8
HEhzd, &2 A52000ppmbl D TR I REiCHBH
TControl 7w FDTTC DRAHEMBIZICDEEEBE
T3 (Fig. 2) CHRBEYBHEARIE T ELE,
TRIKELDFMI o—nP—450 DFE (TR IAH
HEOFE) IKRRT 5L Ebhd, BHE Table 1 £3
BT hiE, Control 5w FOTRIKHHIITRIR
BANCHANT, #8& TR I OFERHSIND D 442 & TLiE
LT3, 2000ppmPl LD TR I REBETHTHSDME
BhEmEh, b bRBEEDO LRICELNTTC
DHHMPBEAL TVB EIICAZEDTHAS,

In vitro DRBEERDS (Table 1) iF7ra—un
DFMBPBLOTR I AHOTLEERIEOERE S T
50 LML in vivoRBWTCTTa—wEPBDTRI
RETTEEADORER TR | ORBEEITRE LT,
Tova—witd 5 TR I RBOITEEM 13 2000 ppm @
TR IRE®RRK (T T C OPElEREIZ 160 #mol/kg/
hr) &b, 8000 ppm REEiCH WV TIBICZ DIEAE



ETF (T T Co#fitt#EE 100 #mol/kg/hr) L7
4000ppm Bl LD TR I RERBWTIE, 73—k
553 FOTRIABNIME TR [ EBEH2000ppm #
B AREE EYT 5L (TRbLRERT 4 ~8 K
#) ABICERICITRLNEIL)I TH S, CDIHITT
T C OFE IS T 15 SRIER OTH S
3 (Fig. 1,2)e 7WIA—WTHEEENEF LI O—4
P —450 i2(fifh T R 1 #@EEHS 0. 5 mM LT Z Dl fr
REAEEy, TRIEEMOD mMEMASLZD
VERRIEIE N385 TH 5, CORRIKEAL TRSDE
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FAEARTR IRBEEOBERFZIITR IREICKLD
BEAER» O S Ak, PBEES v MCIETRI
SRER 30~60 45 FREMERMED SNfchd, Taa—n
55 bz TR, TR IRREBKE S8,
RE 4~ SERIRHUMEBEASED S, TRIK
X BBEEMBEE LTREY BK7a7-v TC
E) KiERd 3 &b T AEhD, Ta -5
Yy MTBOWTRTR IRBRT DO 4~ 8RHIRICEZD
RBOTERIIT bR L Bbn b,

PBiE 5 MeBIFB TR I REEEOTLEERE T
B E S P ERE S BRER L, INHDT
Br—sitEl, ZOBRBUREBREO ERITH ISV
KUteo COKEE 2000ppm BIFO TR I RE TRT
a3 —®OHHS, 4000ppm AFTO TR I RFETRIPBD
HHTR I ABEE OSLEMEREEOC ESHN s,
PB#55 o B3 TR IORBMEERZTRIOD
Mg EEHs 2 mM (8000 ppm BEE) I LCHMTIL
BNEITH D, LIS -T, in vivoKBIBEII%E
BRED» 54580, 7oa —wvEPBREZHENTR
IRBICH L TR F 7 u—AP—450 2F/ELT
B EBbNG, T THEINS P—450 3K
BEOTR LT UCERSMEEA%ERIL, PBT
FUE D P —450 (HEEEE DO T R I 9 3 it fER
B7a—wkdiEl, TR IDEEDLFICHINE
OMHARESB LD TH D, BEEES W g7ua
— iz RvE Yy fFHT LT Kma{Ey (0,01, 0.077
M) P—450 %, PBiZ Km®D&EW (4.5 mM) P-450
KFUT BT EEHE L, ARORRM TR IRHIC
BLTOVABDObbLAKY,

TR IZBEBRICBVWTTAVI —WEPBRITCED
AELPF TCADHMBOHMAZE/, LEALTTCK
%43 TCADHMEETH S E, HEEEZBDET
WA—WDHTH 1o —H TCERSFERITBWT,
Ta—ZTCEHNLSTCADORBMAEIHEZESM,
P BiiC R Bl S5 218 7. (Fig. 4

—2) o LIz ->TTR IREBRA SN/ PBRE I v
FOTCAHBEDOHEARIPBICLY TR I-a/ks o
5 —vORBOFEIERT 3 THHAH, Tva—i
5354 becBP5TACOHEMBOEKII 7 VvI—iC
EBTR I-Haks oo —nwETCE-fKI as—n
oOmEONRBTLEICERE T3 & Bbh 5,
TRIDHE®HREDO A H= XA KEALTRVANS
DBNBH 5, FlAIST £+ 1 ¥ 313D, e P
—450 EDEABTK BV ETH B, WTFhitL TS
TR IRBORODRAF v 7 (ki , THbEF LI~
L P—450 OFEM:) BERETHILEVIATE-FKLT
W5, AR TH k ORIGEEZMAIEBRT (7
wa—nEPB) TR IDIFHEMEAEARIR LT &M
5 OIRBHERETE I, 73— 33 p P B
NWTR I OFEHREKBD LT EEIEIRBEINATH S,
LibLZhdD®E {iZBE—D TR I EE O ER,
SEBLNTHY, WEOFEHERERICH T5REBR
EPRBEEBOEZBICHALTREILAERFAMEINT
Wiy, MEGP TEMSHABMRY 7va —v& P BIC
T AFENE A RRBREIRLI DR > T, T
9 —WBE 5« b ICED BMAEG P THEE 2000 ppm %
TREBEMEZELTS (8KE) LRERED LA
IV FR ULico UL 4000ppm PLED TR I REEQ
B HIMEG P THIRREAE FRET, BN
BIGRMA NI M ate LIc»TT DL BEED
ECATIT-oIERERRBETHET 5L (8000ppm
X 2B VS - 2000 ppm X 8B BRBEELS LA
B3 LVGRBEEBHEEE S BB EOLTBMNEGP T
DERIBREVEVIERTH »7 (Table 4) , &T
AWPBHEE S » rOMEGP THEIX TR I ORBEE
% FRESHNESEIRER L, B NIGBERGBD S
7o PB®E S+ bDSGP THAREER CHETT
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ppm X 2B () % RIS ALHBRBEHEERIES
(2000 ppm X 8855, 1000 ppm X 8 K:ff) &0 P T4
DOFEREKREDP 72, TR I ORBFLEE LRIk, [l—
BEEENTABE TN —VEES oy FOMEGP TH
itfafnd 545, PB5 5 F OGP THEIBRT LR
EFCREMLENWEITHS, CTTFig 3 KRS
N7 TT COEEMEREE & Table 4 IRENMFBGP
TEMFR G L TR &Itgff< . EET T Cod
AT & 75 G P T8 OMIBIRE T 2 B BER R
y =0.870, SEFHRBERERKIIr =0.934 TH -7,
ZDXSicTTCOHEMEREIX TR I OFEMELEOD
PHDBVERE>TNBE LS THDB,(Fig 5-1, 5=2)
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Fig. 5—1 Correlation between excretion
rate of TTC and SGPT level
after a 2—hour inhalation
exposure to TRI. See the legend
in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 5—2 Correlation between excretion
rate of TTC and SGPT level
after a 8—hour inhalation
exposure to TRI. See the legend
in Fig. 1.
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